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FOUR-DIMENSIONAL OSSERMAN METRICS OF NEUTRAL
SIGNATURE

E. GARCIA-RIO, P. GILKEY, M. E. VAZQUEZ-ABAL
AND R. VAZQUEZ-LORENZO

ABSTRACT. In the algebraic context, we show that null Osserman, spacelike
Osserman, and timelike Osserman are equivalent conditions for a model of
signature (2,2). We also classify the null Jordan Osserman models of signature
(2,2). In the geometric context, we show that a pseudo-Riemannian manifold
of signature (2,2) is null Jordan Osserman if and only if either it has constant
sectional curvature or it is locally a complex space form.

1. INTRODUCTION

Let M := (M,g) be a pseudo-Riemannian manifold. We say that a tangent
vector v is spacelike, timelike, or null if g(v,v) > 0, if g(v,v) < 0, or if g(v,v) =0,
respectively. Geometric properties derived from conditions on spacelike, timelike
and null vectors can have quite different meanings. For instance, the notions of
spacelike, timelike and null geodesic completeness are non-equivalent and indepen-
dent conditions. Although spacelike and timelike conditions can sometimes become
equivalent (for example as concerns boundedness conditions on the sectional curva-
ture), they can be quite different than similar null conditions, which are sometimes
related to the conformal geometry of the manifold.

Let R(z,y) := V.V, —V,V, — V[, be the curvature operator of M. The
associated Jacobi operator Jr(z) : y — R(y,z)x encodes much geometric infor-
mation concerning the manifold. One has that Jr(Av) = A2 Jg(v); this rescaling
property plays a crucial role. Let S*(M) be the unit sphere bundles of spacelike
and timelike unit tangent vectors in M and let N(M) be the null cone of non-
zero null vectors. One says that M is spacelike (resp. timelike) Osserman if the
eigenvalues of Jr are constant on ST(M) (resp. on S~ (M)). Normalizing the
length of the tangent vector to be 1 takes into account the scaling of the Jacobi
operator Jr(A\v) = A2 Jr(v) noted above. Perhaps somewhat surprisingly, spacelike
Osserman and timelike Osserman are equivalent conditions [10] [14].

We shall say that M is null Osserman if the eigenvalues of Jr are constant on
the null cone N(M); with this definition, if M is null Osserman, then necessarily
Jr(v) is nilpotent if v € N(M) and Jr(v) has only the eigenvalue 0. Any spacelike
or timelike Osserman manifold is necessarily null Osserman; the converse can fail
in general — see, for example, [9] in the Lorentzian setting.

The Jordan normal form plays a crucial role in the higher signature setting — a
self-adjoint linear transformation need not be determined by its eigenvalues if the
metric in question is indefinite. One says that M is spacelike, timelike, or null
Jordan Osserman if the Jordan normal form of Jg(+) is constant on S*(M), on
S™(M), or on N(M), respectively. It is known [14] [I5] [16] that spacelike and
timelike Jordan Osserman are inequivalent conditions; further neither necessarily
implies the null Jordan Osserman condition.

Key words and phrases. Spacelike, timelike and null Jacobi operator; Osserman and Jordan
Osserman metric; neutral signature (2,2).
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In this paper, we concentrate on the 4-dimensional setting. Chi [5] showed that
any Riemannian Osserman 4-manifold is locally isometric to a 2-point homogeneous
space; it follows from later work [3, @] that any Lorentzian 4-manifold has constant
sectional curvature. However the situation is much more complicated in neutral
signature (2,2); there exist many examples of nonsymmetric Osserman pseudo-
Riemannian manifolds of neutral signature — see [7] and [12]. Indeed, despite the
results of [T} 2, [6] 13], the general problem of obtaining a complete description of
4-dimensional Osserman metrics of neutral signature remains open.

It is convenient to work algebraically. Let V' be a finite dimensional real vector
space which is equipped with a non-degenerate symmetric bilinear form {,-) of
signature (p,q). Let A € ®*(V*) be an algebraic curvature tensor on V, i.e. a
tensor which has the symmetries of the Riemann curvature tensor:

A(xvyazav) = —A(y,I,Z,U) = A(Z,’U,.I,y),
A(x7yuzuv) +A(y,2,.’[],’l)) +A(Z,(E,y,’l)) =0.

This defines a model 9 := (V, (-, ), A). We shall often prove results on the algebraic
level (i.e. for models), and then obtain corresponding conclusions in the geometric
context. The notions spacelike unit vector, timelike unit vector, null vector, Jacobi
operator, etc. extend naturally to this setting.

1.1. Null Osserman algebraic curvature tensors. Henceforth, let (-, ) be an
inner product of signature (2,2) on a 4-dimensional real vector space V. Fix an
orientation of V and let B = {e1, ea,e3,e4} be an oriented orthonormal basis for V'
where e; and ey are timelike and where es and e4 are spacelike.

At the algebraic level, in signature (2,2) the conditions spacelike Osserman,
timelike Osserman, spacelike Jordan Osserman and timelike Jordan Osserman are
equivalent to the condition that 9t is Einstein and self-dual with respect to a suit-
ably chosen local orientation [I, I1]. In Section [2 we will establish the following
result which shows that these conditions are also equivalent to null Osserman:

Theorem 1.1. Let M be a model of neutral signature (2,2). Then the following
conditions are equivalent:

(1) 9M is spacelike Osserman.
(2) M is timelike Osserman.

(3) M is spacelike Jordan Osserman.

(4) M is timelike Jordan Osserman.

(5) 9 is Finstein and self-dual for a suitably chosen local orientation.

(6) M is null Osserman.

Remark 1.2. The action of homotheity on the null vectors is a central one in
this subject and it is worth saying a few extra words concerning this. With our
definition, it is immediate that 9 = (V, (-,-), A) is null Osserman implies that 0
is the only eigenvalue of J4 on N(V,(-,-)). There is, although, an alternate, and
different, formulation one could use. One says that 9 is projectively null Osserman
if either 9 is null Osserman or if given 0 # ny,ny € N(V, (-, )), there is a non-zero
constant A so that Spec(Ja(n1)) = ASpec(Ja(nz)). We refer to [4] for related work;
we only introduce this concept for the sake of completeness as it plays no role in
our development.

1.2. Null Jordan Osserman algebraic curvature tensors. There are two alge-
braic curvature tensors which will play a distinguished role in our development. If ¥
is an anti-symmetric endomorphism of V', define the associated algebraic curvature
tensor AY by setting:

(1L.a) AY (z,y, 2,0) = (Uy, 2)(Vz,v) — (Vz, 2)(Ty, v) — 2(Vx, y) (U2, v).

Such tensors span the linear space of all algebraic curvature tensors [g].



FOUR-DIMENSIONAL OSSERMAN METRICS OF NEUTRAL SIGNATURE 3

The sectional curvature of a non-degenerate 2-plane m = Span{x, y} is given by:
A(x,y,y,) ,
(@, 2)(y,y) = (z,y)(2,y)

A has constant sectional curvature ko if and only if A = kgA° where A° is the
algebraic curvature tensor of constant sectional curvature +1 defined by:

(1.b) A(z,y, 2,0) = (y, 2)(w,v) = (2, 2)(y,v) .
We note for future reference that Equations ([La) and (L.I) imply that:
(1.c) Jav(x) 1y — 3y, Vz)Px and Jpo(z):y — (x,z)y — (x,y)z.

Assume that VU is skew-adjoint. We say that ¥ is an orthogonal complex structure
if U2 = —id and that ¥ is an adapted paracomplex structure if ¥2 = id. We say
that a triple of skew-adjoint operators {Uy, U, U3} is a paraquaternionic structure
if U3 = —id, ¥3 =id, ¥ =id, and if ¥; ¥, + ¥;¥; =0 for ¢ # j. We can define a
paraquaternionic structure by setting:

Ky(m) :=

Viep = —e2, VYiea= e1, Vies= e4, Vieq = —es,
(1'd) Woer = e3, Woea = e4, Vaes= e1, Uses= eo,
W3e; = e4, WYzea = —e3, WPze3 = —e3, WY3zeq = e1.

Note that W3 = WU, If {\i/l, Uy, @3} is any other paraquaternionic structure on
V, there exists an isometry ¢ of V so ¢*W; = Uy, ¢*Wy = Uy, and ¢* V3 = +VUs;
this slight sign ambiguity will play no role in our constructions.

Let = be a spacelike or timelike vector. Then there is an orthogonal direct sum
decomposition V =z - R @ z*. Since Ja(z)x = 0, Ja(z) preserves . There are
four different possibilities which describe the Jordan normal form of J4 () restricted
to z+, we refer to [2| [I1] for further details:

a 0 0 a —f3 0 8 0 0 a 0 0

(Le) 0o p 0 |, 6 a 0 ], 0O a 0 |, 1 a 0
' 0 0 v 0 0 « 0 1 « 0 1 «
Type Ia Type Ib Type I1 Type IIT

Type Ia corresponds to a diagonalizable operator, Type Ib to an operator with a
complex eigenvalue and Type II (resp. Type III) to a double (resp. triple) root of the
minimal polynomial of the operator. If 91 is spacelike, timelike, or null Osserman,
then the Jordan normal form of J4 is constant on the spacelike and timelike unit
vectors and we classify A according to the 4-Types above. In Section[3] we construct,
up to isomorphism, all the spacelike Jordan Osserman algebraic curvature tensors
and perform the analysis necessary to establish the following classification result:

Theorem 1.3. Let M := (V,{-,-), A) be a model of signature (2,2). Then M is
null Jordan Osserman if and only if A is of Type la and one of the following holds:

(1) There exists a constant ko so that A = roA°.

(2) There erists constants kg and Ky with k7 # 0 so that A = kgA® + kA7
where J is an orthogonal complex structure on V.

(3) There exists a constant kp # 0 so that A = kpAF where P is an adapted
paracomplex structure on V't.

(4) There exist constants K1, ke, kg $0 that kers(ka2 + K1) (ks + k1) > 0, so that
the associated eigenvalues {3k1, —3ka, —3k3} are all distinct, and so that
A = K AV 4 ko AY2 4 k3 AYE where (U, Vo, U3) is a paraquaternionic
structure on V.

Remark 1.4. The inequality kaoks(k2 + k1)(k3 + k1) > 0 is equivalent to the fact
that the cross ratio
kg (k2 + K1)

> 0.
Ko (k3 + K1)

(07 K1, —R3, _"{/2) =
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Let S? be the unit sphere in R3. This inequality is equivalent to the fact that the
set of points (0, —k3, —k2) and (K1, —k3, —k2) give the corresponding circles in S?
(via the stereographic projection) the same orientation [17].

1.3. Null Jordan Osserman manifolds. We characterize those neutral signa-
ture 4-manifolds which are null Jordan Osserman; null Osserman and null Jordan
Osserman are not equivalent conditions as the analysis of Section B.4] shows. We
say that M is locally a complex space form if it is an indefinite Kéhler manifold
of constant holomorphic sectional curvature. We will use Theorem to establish
the following geometric result in Section Mt

Theorem 1.5. Let M be a connected pseudo-Riemannian manifold of neutral sig-
nature (2,2). Then M is null Jordan Osserman if and only either M has constant
sectional curvature or M is locally a complex space form.

Remark 1.6. Recall that there is another family of four-dimensional Osserman
manifolds with diagonalizable Jacobi operator: the paracomplex space forms [2].
Although the geometry of complex and paracomplex space forms is very similar,
the Jordan-Osserman condition distinguishes them. So far, up to our knowledge,
this is the first algebraic curvature condition which distinguishes between these two
geometries.

2. NULL OSSERMAN MODELS OF SIGNATURE (2, 2)

We will work in the algebraic context to prove Theorem[IIl Here is a brief outline
to this section. Previous work establishes that Assertions (1)-(5) are equivalent. In
Section 2.1 we introduce various notational conventions and show that spacelike
Osserman models are null Osserman and that null Osserman models are Einstein.
Thus to complete the proof, it suffices to show null Osserman models are self-
dual or anti-self-dual. In Section 2.2] we examine Einstein models. Lemma [2.2]
describes the Weyl curvature operators in that setting and Lemma gives an
alternate characterization of self-duality for an Einstein model. We use Lemma [2.3]
to complete the proof of Theorem [[LT] in Section

2.1. Notational conventions. Let I := (V,(,,-), A) be a neutral signature 4-
dimensional model. We use the inner product to raise indices and to define an
associated Jacobi operator Ja, which is characterized by the identity:

<'~7A(‘T)y7 Z> = A(y,x,x, Z) :

Let B = {e1,e2,e3,e4} be an oriented orthonormal basis for V. Let g;; := (e;, e;)
and let g% be the inverse matrix. The associated Ricci tensor pa, the scalar curva-
ture T4, and the Weyl tensor W4 are then defined by setting:

4 4
pA(xvy) = Z gijA(ei;xayvej)v TA = Z giij(eiaej)v
i,j=1 1,5=1

Wa(w,y, z,v) = Az, y,2,0) + gTa{{y, 2) (2, v) — (2, 2){y, v)}
—z{paly, 2){z,v) = palz, 2)(y, v)
+pal@,v){y, 2) — paly, v)(z, 2)} .
Let A;jr = Afjkl := A(e;, ej, ek, ;) denote the components of A with respect to B
where 1 < 4,5, k,1l < 4; we shall drop the dependence on B from the notation when

there is no danger of confusion. Let {e!,...,e*} be the dual basis for V*. The Hodge
operator x : AP(V*) — A*~P(V*) is characterized by the identity:

bp N0y = (Bp, Op)e* Ne* Ne® Net.
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Thus, in particular,

x(etnet)=eP net,  x(etAed)=e2net, x(etnet)=—e?Aed,

x(e2Ned) = —el Net, x(e2ANet)=el Aed, x(eBAet)=el Ne?.
A crucial feature of 4-dimensional geometry now enters. Since x> = id, % induces a
splitting of the space of 2-forms A?(V*) = A* @ A~, where AT and A~ denote the
spaces of self-dual and anti-self-dual two-forms

AT ={a €A :%a=a}, A~ ={a €A :%a=—a}.

We have orthonormal bases { E{", EJ, Ef } for A¥ which are given by:

Ef = %(el Ne2Fel Aet), EF = \%(el Ned Fe? Aet),

Ef = %(el Aet e ned),
where the induced inner product on AT has signature (2,1):
(EY,ET) =1, (Ef,BEf)=-1, (Ef,Ef)=-1.
Let W7 be the restriction of Wy to the spaces AT; Wi : AT — AT, Then I
is said to be self-dual (resp., anti-self-dual) if W = 0 (resp. if Wi = 0).
Lemma 2.1. Let M = (V,(-,-), A) be a model of signature (2,2).

(1) If M is spacelike Osserman, then M is null Osserman.
(2) If M is null Osserman, then M is Einstein.

Proof. Let M be spacelike Osserman. Set T;(v) := Tr{Ja(v)’}. Since the eigenval-
ues of J4 are constant on ST(V, (-,-)), there are constants ¢; so that Tj(v) = ¢; for
v € ST(V,(-+)). Since Tj(Av) = A*Tj(v), we have T;(v) = ¢j(v,v)? for v spacelike.
Since the spacelike vectors form an open subset of V', this polynomial identity holds
for all v € V. Thus, in particular, Tj(v) = 0 if v € N(V, (-,-)). This implies that 0
is the only eigenvalue of J4(v) and shows 9 is null Osserman.

Suppose that 9 is null Osserman. Let s; and sy be spacelike unit vectors.
We may choose a unit timelike vector ¢ which is perpendicular to s; and so. Let
nE :=s; +t be null vectors. Thus 0 = Tr(Ja(n)) = pa(n,nF), and

0=pa(siLtt,s;itt)=pa(si,si)+pa(t,t) £2pa(s;,t).
This implies pa(s;,t) = 0 and pa(s;, s;) + pa(t,t) = 0; in particular, one has
that pa(s1,81) = —pa(t,t) = pa(s2,s2). Consequently, after rescaling, there is a
constant ¢ so pa(s,s) = c(s, s) for every spacelike vector s; this polynomial identity

then continues to hold for all s € V. Polarizing this identity then yields pa = ¢(-, ")
and hence 91 is Einstein. O

2.2. The Weyl tensor for an Einstein algebraic curvature tensor. Let
o1 = 2A1212 + 3eA1234 + A1313 + A1414,
oy = A1212 + 2A1313 + 3 A1324 — A1414,
03 = A1212 + 36 A1234 — A1313 — 341324 + 2A1414 .

The following lemma is now immediate:

Lemma 2.2. If M is Einstein, then the self-dual Weyl curvature operator W;{
(e = 1) and the anti-self-dual Weyl curvature operator W, (¢ = —1) are given by:

ag
% Ai213 +€A1224  Ar214 —€A1203
(o4
—A1213 — eA1224 -3 —Ay314 +€A1323
(o}
—Ai214 +€A1223 —A1314 +A1323 -3

We now come to an observation which is of interest in its own right:

Lemma 2.3. If 9 is Finstein, then the model M is anti-self-dual if and only if
AB,, — AB,os = 0 for every oriented orthonormal frame B.
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Proof. 1f 9t is anti-self-dual, we set € = 1 in Lemma to see AL, — A%Qg =0.
Conversely, suppose A%, — A%,,5 = 0 for every B. Define a new basis B by setting

€1 =e1, €2 = eg, €3 = e4, and €4 = —e3. We then have
_ B B _ 4B B
0= —A7514 + Afooz = ATo13 + AToo4 -

Next, define B by setting €; = ey, €3 = cosh fes + sinh fes, €3 = sinh fey + cosh fes,
and é4 = e4. This yields the relation:

0=—Af 4 + Afhps = cosh 0{— ATy, + ATyps} +sinh 0{— ATy, + Afp5}
This shows —A%,,, + AP,,. = 0. Thus, by Lemma 22

1 B 0 0
szg 0 -d¥ 0
0 0 —o%

Again setting é; = ey, é; = cosh ey +sinh fes, é3 = sinh fes + cosh fes, and é4 = ey
yields bases for AT in the form

Ef = cosh@ET +sinh0ES, EF = coshES +sinh0FE, FEf = B,
We may compute
WiEH = oPE} =oP(coshOE; + sinh0E])
= Wi (cosh0E; 4 sinh0E;) = of cosh 0E]" — oF sinh 0F;" .

This shows of = of = —o8. A similar argument applied to the basis & = ey,
€2 = coshfey + sinhfey, €5 = e3, and €4 = sinhfey + coshfey yields o7 = —af.
Since of — o8 — o8 = 0, it now follows that W = 0. O

2.3. The proof of Theorem [I.Tl Let 9% be a null Osserman model. By Lemma
211 91 is Einstein. We complete the proof of Theorem [Tl by showing 91 is self-dual
or anti-self-dual. Suppose the contrary and argue for a contradiction. As 9 is null
Osserman, Ja is nilpotent so the characteristic polynomial py(Ja(u)) = A*. Let

&1 1= Aro12 + 241914 — 241293 + 2A1234 — A1324 + A414,

Q(a,b) := (A1212 — 2A1914 — 241293 — 241934 + A1324 + Ar414)a’
+(A1212 + 241914 + 2A1903 — 241934 + A1304 + A1414)b"
+2(A1212 + 241313 — 3A1304 — Aj414)a*b?
+4(A1213 — A1224 — A1314 — A1323)a’D
+4(A1213 — A1204 + A1314 + A1323)ab’.

If we take u = aey + bes + aez + bey, then we have

A =pa(Ja(u) = A (A = Q(a,b)&1) .
As pa(Ja(u)) = A4, either Q(a,b) = 0 or & = 0. If we suppose that & # 0, we
then have Q(a,b) vanishes identically for all a,b. This leads to the relations:

Ai213 — A1224 =0,  Ajo1a + A1223 =0, Ai314 + Ai323 =0,
An2zs + Aiz13 — 241324 — A1a14 =0, Ai212 + 241313 — 341304 — A1414 = 0.

From this, we see that the matrix in Lemma, vanishes for ¢ = —1. This means
that the anti-self-dual Weyl curvature operator W, vanishes so 9 is self-dual. This
is contrary to our assumption. Thus for any oriented orthonormal frame we have

(2.a) 0= Ai212 + 241214 — 241223 + 241234 — A1324 + A1414 .
Setting él = —e€1, éQ = €3, ég = €3, and é4 = —é€4 y1elds
(2.b) 0= Ai212 — 241214 + 2A1203 + 2A1934 — A1324 + Ar414 -

Subtracting Equation (2.1) from Equation (2:al) then yields the relation
0= —Ai214 + A1223.
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We may now use Lemma to complete the proof of Theorem [I1]

3. THE PROOF OF THEOREM [[3]

Here is a brief outline to this section. In Section Bl we construct, up to isomor-
phism, all spacelike Jordan Osserman models of signature (2,2). In the remainder
of Section B, we analyze each possible Jordan normal form in some detail using
the classification of Equation ([.€). Sections deal with Type Ia models. In
Section we study the case when all the eigenvalues are equal; this gives rise to
Theorem (1). In Section B3l we study the case of two equal spacelike eigen-
values, and in Section [3.4] we study equal timelike and spacelike eigenvalues; these
involve Theorem [[3] (2) and (3), respectively. In Section B35 we study Type Ia
models with distinct eigenvalues; this leads to Theorem [[.3] (4). We complete the
proof of Theorem [[.3] by showing the remaining Types do not give rise to null Jor-
dan Osserman models. Type Ib models are studied in Section B.6] Type II models
are studied in Section [3.7, and Type III models are studied in Section [3.8

3.1. Spacelike Jordan Osserman models. We use the ansatz from [I6]. Let
{¥1, U3, U3} be the paraquaternionic structure given in Equation (I.d). Let &;; € R
for 1 <i<j <3 andlet k9 € R be given. Let

(3.a) Axpe = roA% + 361 AT + 10 AT2 + 165345
+2&pAVITY2 4 LE g AVIHTs L AT s

&+ &2+ &3 —£12 —&13
Tieo,6 = Koid + 12 —&2 —&12 — o3 —&a3
&13 —&a3 —&33 —&13 — o3

Lemma 3.1. Adopt the notation established above. Let My, e := (V, {(-,-), Ao ,c)-
(1) If v € SE(V,(-,-)), then T, () is conjugate to the matriz Ty, ¢
(2) The model My, ¢ is spacelike and timelike Jordan Osserman.
(3) Let M; = (V, (-,-), 4;) be spacelike Osserman models of signature (2,2). If
Ja, () is conjugate to Ja,(x) for some x € ST(V,(-,-)), then there exists
an isometry ¢ of (V,{-,-)) so that $*As = A;.

Remark 3.2. Since any self-adjoint map of a signature (2, 1) vector space is con-
jugate to J, ¢ for some {ko, £}, every spacelike Osserman model of signature (2, 2)
is isomorphic to one given by Equation (B.al).

Proof. We suppose x is a spacelike unit vector as the timelike case is similar. Let

f1 =Tz, fo := Uoz, and f3 := Usz. Then {fi, f2, f3} is an orthonormal basis of
signature (+, —, —) for 2. Let J := Ja,, (). We use Equation (Ld) to see:

T fr=(ko+ & + &2+ &i3) i + & fo + &3 fs,
T fa = —&afi + (ko — &22 — &12 — &23) fo — €23 f3,
Jf3=—&3f1 — &azfo+ (ko — &33 — &13 — &23) f3 -

Assertion (1) now follows; Assertion (2) follows from Assertion (1). Suppose that
M is a Type Ta spacelike Osserman model so Ja(z) = diag[a, 3,7] for any z in
ST(V, {-,-)); choose the notation so Ker(J4(z) — aid) is spacelike. It then follows
from the discussion in [2] [I1] that there exists an orthonormal basis B so that the
non-zero components of the curvature tensor are given by:

A1201 = Auzza = ¢, A1s31 = Agaar = —0,
Avga1 = Azzez = —7, Aj23s = (—2a+ B +7)/3,
Aoz = (a+ 8 —27)/3, Az = (a—28+7)/3.

Similar forms exist for the other Types of Equation ([l€). Thus the Jordan normal
form of J4(x) determines A up to the action of O(2,2). Assertion (3) follows. O
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The following observation is immediate:

Lemma 3.3. A null Osserman model M of signature (2,2) is null Jordan Osser-
man if and only if the functions Rank{J4(-)} and Rank{J4(-)?} are constant on
NV, (5-))-

3.2. Type Ia with all eigenvalues equal [a = 3 = v]. We set A = kgA°. By
Lemma B} the Jordan normal form is given by diag[xo, Ko, ko). If v € N(V, (-, ")),
then J4(v)y = —ko(v, y)v and hence M is null Jordan Osserman.

3.3. Type Ia with two equal spacelike eigenvalues [ = v, a # 5]. Let J
be an orthogonal almost complex structure on V and let A = kqA° + kyA7. The
Jordan normal form is then given by diag[ko + 3k, ko, ko] which has the desired
form for suitably chosen k¢ and ky with ks # 0. Let v € N(V, (-,-)). We have

Ja()y = —ko(v,y)v + 3k {y, Jv)Ju.

Because J? = —id, v and Jv are linearly independent vectors. We note that
(v,v) = (v, Jv) = (Jv,Jv) = 0. Consequently Ja(v)v = Ja(v)Jv = 0. Since v+
and Jot are distinct 3-dimensional subspaces, we can choose y so (v,y) = 1 and
(Jv,y) = 0. It now follows that Ja(v)y = —kov while Ja(v)Jy = 3k;Jv. Thus
Ja(v) has rank 2 and J4(v)? = 0. This implies A is null Jordan Osserman.

3.4. Type Ia with equal timelike and spacelike eigenvalues [« = 3, 8 # 7].
Let A = kgA° + kpAF where kp # 0 and where P is an adapted paracomplex
structure; the Jordan normal form is then given by diag[ko, ko — 3kp, ko] which has
the desired form for suitably chosen parameters. If v € N(V, (-,-)), then

Ja(v)y = —rko(v, y)v + 3kp(y, Pv)Pv.

If kg = 0, 997 is null Jordan Osserman. Suppose kg # 0. If v = e; + Pej, then
Pv =wvso Rank{J4(v)} < 1. On the other hand, if v = e; + e4, then v and Pv are
linearly independent so Rank{J4(v)} = 2 and 9 is not null Jordan Osserman.

3.5. Type Ia with three distinct eigenvalues. Let A := )", ki A% where
{WU, V5, U3} is the paraquaternionic structure of Equation (L.d)); the Jordan nor-
mal form is given by diag[3k1, —3k2, —3k3] which has the desired form for suitably
chosen parameters with

Ki+ ke #0, Ki+kr3#0, Ky —k3#0.

Let € € ST(V, (-,-)), let V; := Span{é, ¥'é}, and let V_ = V- = Span{¥s¢, U3é}.
We then have an orthogonal direct sum decomposition V = V_ @& V; where V, is
spacelike and V_ is timelike. Decompose v € N(V, (-,-)) in the form v = A(e4 +e_)
where ex € Vi. Let MM be spacelike Osserman. We have J4(v) = A\2Ja(eq +e-).
Since J4(v) is nilpotent, Ja(v) and Ja(et + e—) have the same Jordan normal
form. Thus we may safely take A = 1 so v = e} +e_. Set e = e; and expand
e_ = cosOVqe + sin fWze. This expresses

v=-e+cosOWse +sinf¥ze for e ST(V, ().
We use the relations W1Wy = U3, U1 W3 = —W,, and VoW3 = —Py to see

Uiv = 0 +Wie —sinfW¥se + coshVse,
(3.b) Wov = cosfe —sinf¥ie +Woe +0,
’ Usv = sinfe +cosf¥qe +0 +Wse,

0=Tv +sinf¥yv — cos V3w .

This shows that the vectors {¥ v, Usv, U3v} span a 2-dimensional subspace. As
(U0, ¥ v) =0, Span{¥;v} C Ker{Ja(v)}. As Range{Ja(v)} C Span{¥;v},

Rank{Ja(v)} <2 and Ja(v)?=0.
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Note that {e, ¥1e, Uov, Usv} is a basis for V. Let 74 denote orthogonal projection
on V4 = Span{e, ¥1e}. As 7wy is injective on Range{Ja4(v)} C Span{¥sv, Usv},
r(v) := dim Range{ 74 (v)} = dim{Span{m Ja(v)e, 7+ Ta(v)¥1e}}.
By Equation (3.5),
Ja(v)e = 3ka cos OWav + k3 sin 0P 30,
Ja(0)¥re = 351010 — k2 sin 0Vsv + 3k3 cos P30,
T+ Ja(v)e = 3{kz cosB(cosh) + k3 sinf(sinf)}e
+3{k2cosO(—sinf) + k3 sinf(cosh)} Ve,
T+ Ta(v)¥1e = 3{—kasinf(cosh) + k3 cosf(sinb)}e
+3{Kk1 — ko sinf(—sinf) + k3 cosf(cos )} ¥ye.
This leads to a coefficient matrix for 71 74 (v) on Vy given by
Ca(0) =3 ( Ko cos® 6 + m?, sin® 0 (—k2 + I<&.3)2Sin9 cos , > '
(—k2 + Kk3)sinfcosf Ky + Kasin® O + k3 cos* 6
We compute:
$det(Ca)(0) = kiko cos? 0 + K3 cos? sin? 0 + Kok cos®
+  Kikgsin? 0 4+ korgsin® 6 + mg sin” 0 cos? 6
w3 sin? 0 cos? 6 — k3 sin” @ cos? 0 + 2k2k3 sin® 6 cos? O
= Kika oS0 + Kikssin® 0 + koks
(K1 + K3)Ke cos? 0 + (K1 + K2)Ks sin? 6.
Observe that rxokxs = 0 implies that det(C4)(#) vanishes for some 6 and thus 9 is
not null Jordan Osserman. Hence, since (k1 + k3)kx2 and (k1 + K2)k3 are non-zero,

det(C4)(0) never vanishes, or equivalently 9t is null Jordan Osserman, if and only
if these two real numbers have the same sign, i.e. Koks(k1 + k3)(Kk1 + K2) > 0.

3.6. Type Ib models. Let b # 0. We take a curvature tensor of the form:
A=2{(a—bA" + (=b—a)A"2 + DAV V2 4 cAY3}
Proceeding as in the previous case, we have for any e € S*(V, (-, -)) that:
Ja(@)y = {(aVq 4+ 0Vs)x,y) Uiz + {((bV1 — a¥o)z, y)Vor + c(V3z, y) Vs,
Ja(e)¥re = a¥ie+ bWse, Ja(e)Voe = —bUie + aVae, Ja(e)Vse = —cPse.
Thus M := (V, (-,-), A) is Type Ib and any Type Ib model is isomorphic to 9 for
suitably chosen parameters. As in Section 3.5 put v = e + cos 0Wqe + sin ¥ ze. We
compute:
Ja(v)e =bcos¥ v — acos§Uqv + csin V3w,
Ja(w)¥ie = (a —bsin®)¥1v + (b+ asinf)¥av + ccos V3w,
7+ Ja(v)e = {—acosb(cosf) + csinf(sin f) }e
+{bcost — acos(—sinf) + csinf(cos )} Ve,
T+ Ja(v)¥ie = {(b+ asinf)(cos ) + ccosf(sinb) }e
+{(a—bsinf) + (b+ asinb)(—sinb) + ccosf(cos )} ¥ye.
The coefficient matrix for 71 Ja(v) on V4 is then given by
Calh) = —acos? § + csin’ @ bcos + (a+ c)sinf cosf
AT\ beosO+ (a+c)sinfcosd —2bsind + (a4 ¢) cos? 0

We have det(Ca)(5) = —2bc, det(Ca)(—F) = 2bc. If ¢ # 0, then these signs differ
and hence det(C4)(#) = 0 for some —% < 6 < Z and 91 is not null Jordan Osserman.
If ¢ = 0, then det(C4)(5) = 0 and det(Ca)(0) = —a® — b* # 0 and again 9 is not
null Jordan Osserman. This completes the analysis in this setting.
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3.7. Type IT models. We take a direct approach to this case. Let M = (V, (-, -), A)
be a model of signature (2, 2), where A is a Type II algebraic curvature tensor. Then
the analysis of [2 [IT] shows there exists an orthonormal basis {e1, es, e3,e4} for V
such that the non-vanishing components of A are

Aoy = Aggza =+ (0 — 3),  Auss1 = Adssu = F (e + 3),

Agqr = Asags = —B,  Aoiis = Aouas = F35,  Aroq = A1zzq = 1,
Aoz = (£ (—a+3) +8) /3, Auszs = 2(+a — p)/3,

Aszio = (£ (—a—3)+8) /3.

Let u = es — e3 and let v = es + e3. Then

0 O 0 O +2 0 0 F2
_|16 B8 B 0 | 0 B8 - 0
Ta(u) = 0 -8 -8 0 and Ju(v) = 0 B -8 0
0 O 0 0 +2 0 0 F2

If 8 =0, then r(u) = 0 and r(v) = 1; if 8 # 0, then r(u) = 1 and r(v) = 2. Thus
M is not null Jordan Osserman.

3.8. Type III models. If Mt is Type III, then there exists an orthonormal basis
{e1,e2,e3,e4} for V such that the non-vanishing components of A are (see [2] [11])

Ar201 = Auzza = o, Aizsr = Asoos = —o,  Argan = Aszes = —a,
Aot1a = Aogza = —V2/2,  Asiia = —Asos = V2/2,
At1zos = Araas = Arsza = —Araar = V2/2.

Let u = e — e3 and v = es + e3. Then:

0 —vV2 —v2 0 00 0 0

|l V2« o V2 1 0 a —a O
Ta(u) = V2 —a  —a =2 and Ja(v) = 0 o —a 0
0 —V2 —v2 0 00 0 O

It now follows that r(u) = 2 while r(v) < 1 and hence 9 is not null Jordan
Osserman. This completes the proof of Theorem T3

4. THE PROOF OF THEOREM

Let M be a null Jordan Osserman manifold of signature (2,2). First note that,
by Theorem [[.3] M has Type Ia. Results of [2] then show that M either (a) has
constant sectional curvature, (b) is locally isometric to a complex space form, or (c)
is locally isometric to a paracomplex space form. Since the curvature tensor of a
paracomplex space form of constant paraholomorphic sectional curvature x satisfies

R(:E,y)z = % {Ro(xvy)z - RJ(,T,y)Z} ;

this is ruled out by Theorem [[.3] This completes the proof of Theorem
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