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complex structure, as in [I1], following the methods from twistor theory.

sphere, only to prove such a structure cannot exist.
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In recalling the theory from this reference we are led to some new insights relating affine
transformations and the twistor pseudo-holomorphic structure.

In the last section we revise and compute a few metrics on the twistor space of a
pseudo-sphere. We start by proving the spheres cannot be pseudo-Kahler. Then putting
together the pseudo-Kéhlerian structure of the twistor space and its intrinsic geometry
induced by the linear connection, we are able to find interesting formulae dealing with its
curvature and a 2-form w on the base manifold. This is actually true for all symplectic
twistor spaces.

The analysis of the exterior derivative of the Kahler form from two different paths
leads to the conclusion that it must vanish. Although an unexpected proof, by a differ-

ence in scalars, it may explain why it was not a trivial problem.

2 Twistor spaces

Let (M, V) be a 2n-dimensional manifold endowed with a linear connection. We briefly
recall along the text the theory of twistor spaces described in [12, [[3]. For a fast expo-

sition and new proofs we avoid mentioning the principal bundle of frames of M.

2.1 The general theory
Consider the general twistor space of M, ie. the bundle
JM)={j€eEndT,M|ze M, j?=-1} 5 M (2.1)

with standard fibre G Ls,(R)/G L, (C) which consists of the complez symmetric space of
linear complex structures on R*". More accurately the bundle is called a twistor when
it is seen with a certain almost complex structure JV induced by V. First we have an

exact sequence of vector bundles (all over the same base space)
0 —V—TJM)— E=1TM — 0, (2.2)

where V = kerdn. Then we use the connection to find a splitting TJ (M) =V & HY
into vertical and horizontal tangent vectors and define, up to canonical isomorphism
dr: HY — E,

ij(X) = jX, for X horizontal, JjV(A) =jA, for A vertical. (2.3)

The meaning of “jA” on the vertical side is explained as follows. The general twistor’s fi-

bre 77! (z) consists of elements j of the form g.Jog~! where g varies in GL(T,M) and Jj is
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a fixed element. So it agrees with the complex symmetric space GL(T, M)/GL(T, M, Jy).
It is not hard to see that

Tj(n'(z)) =V; = {A € End E;| Aj = —jA} (2.4)

and that this space is closed under left multiplication by j. This is the symmetric space
complex structure of the standard fibre, which we copy to each fibre of the twistor
bundle.

If we define a tautological section ® € I'(J(M),End E) by ®; = j, then it varies

along the vertical directions only. More precisely:

Proposition 2.1 ([12]). HY = {X € TJ(M)| (7*V)x® = 0}. The vertical part of
X € TT(M) is X' = Lo(n* V).

To see this we may argue with a section j : U — J (M) on a neighborhood U of a
point zg. It is well understood that dj,,(X) lies in the horizontal distribution induced by
a connection on a fibre bundle if, and only if, Vy, j = 0. But immediately we also deduce
(m*V),;.x® = j*(7*V) xj*® = Vxj. Here is a complete proof of the proposition. Take
normal coordinates 2 for V in M around a point zg, so that, if V = d+.A4, then A,, = 0.
Take coordinates z® for the fibre of J(M) (o = 1,...,n* —n). Then at the point
J = (o, [2%]) the section ® corresponds to [2%], s0 TV . ® = 7*(d+A,, )s,[2] = 88[2(:] =0
and (1*Vy, ®)0; = (*dp, [2°])0; = 0a[2°]0; — [2°]000; = [0, ®]0;. Hence, for A € V, we
found V40 = [A, 9.

Now we recall the integrability equations of 7V, the proof being postponed to section

3.3. Let j*,j~ denote respectively the projections

1 1
Lo Ly
5(L—ij), S(1+1j)
to the +i and —1 eigenspaces of j.

Theorem 2.1 ([12]). The twistor space almost complex structure is integrable if and

only if the torsion T and the curvature R of V satisfy
JTT(™X,j7Y) =0, JTR(™X,j7Y)j =0, (2.5)
forall X, Y € TM, je J(M).

2.1.1 The Riemannian twistor space

When the structure group of M is reducible and M admits a connection compatible

with such reduction, we can further reduce the twistor space. Here are some celebrated



Albuquerque—Salavessa 4

examples: for oriented Riemannian manifolds and metric connections the appropriate
twistor is the one with fibre SOy, /U, (cf. [3, O, M2, 4] between many others), for
almost hermitian manifolds with a hermitian connection one restricts to U,.,/U, x U, (cf.
[7, 12]) and for symplectic manifolds endowed with symplectic connections we consider
Sp,(R)/U,, (cf. [2 [M5H]). But some other twistor spaces have been studied, both of
the compact and non-compact type. Namely for the quaternionic structure I, J, K in
dimension 4n one considers the sphere bundle {zI + yJ + 2K| 2% + y> + 22 = 1}. As
examples of the non-compact type we mention the hyperbolic twistor space, induced
by paraquaternionic structures (cf. [6]), and the complex structures compatible with a
2-form or Sp,,(R)/U,, case (cf. [1, 2]).

Notice all the previous symmetric spaces are complex symmetric subspaces of the
whole space of linear complex structures on R**. This follows trivially from the theory in
[T0] (as we shall see in a specific case). Hence the integrability equations of all respective
twistor spaces are the same as those for the one with general fibre, cf. theorem Pl

In case (M, g) is an oriented Riemannian manifold and we consider the first of the

previous examples
J(M,g)={j € J(M)| j*9g = g and j induces the same orientation} (2.6)

with the Levi-Civita connection, then it is a well known result in dimension 4 that JV
is integrable if, and only if, M is self-dual (cf. [3]). For higher dimensions it was proved
in [I2], using representation theory, that the integrability equation being satisfied is
equivalent to conformal flatness, ie. the vanishing of the Weyl part of the curvature —
which no longer brakes into two irreducibles as it does in 4 dimensions.

We recall the main lines of the proof, which comes from analysis of equation (ZI).
Since for all j we have j* = k(1 +iJy)k™' = kJFk™', the curvature condition can be
put as JSk'R(kJy X, kJyY)kJy =0, Vk € SO(T,M), X,Y € T,M. Noticing the
adjoint action, the condition is saying R takes values in the largest invariant subspace
of curvature type tensors which satisfy J R(J; X, J;Y)J; = 0. But we may view Jy
as an element of the Lie algebra acting by

(Jo-R)(X,Y)=JyR(X,Y)— R(JX,Y) — R(X, )Y) — R(X,Y)Jo,

VX,Y € T, M. Since Jy has eigenvalues +i on T, M, it can only have 0,+£2i, +4¢
eigenvalues on curvature tensors (a simple computation). The 4i eigenspace is easily
seen to consist of tensors of the form Ji R(Jy X, J;Y)J,, so, again, the condition is
saying R takes values in the largest invariant subspace in which .Jy has no 47 eigenvalue.
By conjugation and since the tensor R is real, we cannot have the —4: eigenvalue either.

Now in dimension > 6 it is known that R has three irreducible parts: the scalar

curvature, the traceless Ricci tensor and the Weyl tensor. We conclude the latter is 0,



Albuquerque—Salavessa D

because the former are symmetric and hence cannot give a 4i-eigenvalue. Finally, we
recall the equivalence between Weyl and conformal flatness.
2.1.2 The semi-Riemannian case

Now suppose (M, g) is an oriented 2n-manifold and ¢ is an indefinite metric of signature
(2p,2q), p+ q=n. Let us denote

I 0 J, 0 0 —I
> and J,, = P ,  Wwhere J,= Pl
0 —1Iy ’ 0 —J, I, 0

I =

p.q

Thus each tangent space of M admits an oriented orthonormal basis in which the metric
is given by I, ,. Next we consider the space F,, = SOs,,/U, , whose elements are the
linear complex structures compatible with the orientation and metric of semi-Euclidian

space, or orthogonal linear complex structures.
Proposition 2.2. F,, is a pseudo-Kahler symmetric space.

Proof. Notice J,, " = J," = —Jpg F,, is again a complex symmetric subspace of
G Ly, (R)/GL,(C), because it is induced by the involutive automorphism & + J, jk.J, ;"
of SOy 9, with U, , as the subgroup of fixed elements (we refer to the theory in [I0]).
Since we have T;F}, ; identified with

my; = {A € 502p.24 : AJ = —JA}

and the invariant complex structure is left multiplication by J, we have to check JA €
m;. We know AI,, = —1I,,A" and JI,,J" = I,,. Hence

JAL,, = —JL, AT =1,,J"AT = I, (AD)" = -1, ,(JA)"

as we wished. Since kJAk™ = kJk 'kAk™', we have indeed an invariant complex
structure.

Clearly [[mj,my],m;] C my, which is the condition for m; to correspond to the
canonical connection: a torsion free connection with parallel curvature. This is, more-
over, the connection of the SOy, 5o-invariant metric induced by the Killing form of 50, 2.

Finally, if w is the non-degenerate invariant pseudo-Kéhler form, then
dw(X,Y,Z) = dw(JX,JY,JZ) = dw(J*X, J*Y, J*Z) = 0

and we are finished with the proof. Notice the curvature R(A, B)C' = —[[4,B],C]. 1
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Now we can talk about a new twistor space of M, also denoted J,(M,g) = {j €
J(M)| 7*g = g and j induces the same orientation}, with fibre £, ,. We can also say it
is the space of linear complex structures for which g becomes type (1,1), or equivalently
97X, Y) = g(X,j7Y).

By the remarks in the previous section, the equations of integrability of the almost
complex structure JV are the ones from theorem EZ1] and precisely the same arguments

from the definite case apply here.

Theorem 2.2. The twistor space J(M,q) is a complex manifold if, and only if, the

metric is self-dual in case 2n =4, or the metric is conformally flat in case 2n > 4.

Proof. The semi-Riemannian decomposition of the curvature tensor is sustained in all
signatures and, according to [H], theorem 1.165, the vanishing of the semi-Riemannian
Weyl tensor corresponds to conformal flatness. In dimension 4, the case for SO, 5 also
resumes to self-duality (W~ = 0) because the Hodge operator still verifies ** = 1 and

this group is not simple. [

2.2 Holomorphic maps into twistor space

Let Z be any of the previously described twistor spaces over a manifold (M, V). Suppose
(N, JN) is a given almost complex manifold and v : N — Z a given map. Let f = w01
and let 1*® be the pullback of the tautological almost complex structure of the bundle £
described in (Z2)): *®, agrees with ¢(z) for all x € N. This induces a decomposition
Y*E®C = ¢t @y~ into +i-eigenbundles. Now we need a lemma whose proof was
already given in two particular situations: in [I3] for the Riemannian case and in [I] for
the symplectic case. It is a result of a technical sort, which carries straightforwardly to

the present setting.

Lemma 2.1 ([13]). On any twistor space the following conditions are equivalent:
(i) ¥ is (JN, TV) pseudo-holomorphic.

(ii) df o JN =*®odf and (f*V ,*®)(v+) =0, Yu e TTN.

(1) df(TTN) C ¢* and f*V,(Ty*) C (T'yYt), Yue TTN.

Now suppose N = M and ¢ = J : M — Z is a smooth section. Let J itself play the
role of JV above, as it is an almost complex structure on M. Then f = Id and J*® = J.
Moreover, the space of sections I'JT = T'T+M = X7.

The following result generalizes one from [I4] in two ways.

Proposition 2.3. For V torsion free, the almost complex structure J is integrable if the

map J is (J,TV) pseudo-holomorphic.
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For the semi-Riemannian twistor space with the Levi-Civita connection, the condition

is also sufficient.

Proof. Let us analyse (iii) in the lemma. The first part holds trivially and the second

resumes to

V.o €XT, VuveX', (2.7)

But then the integrability follows by the vanishing of the Nijenhuis tensor, which is well
known to be equivalent to
[u,v] = Vv — V,u e XT.

Now suppose we are in the semi-Riemannian setting and the last equation is fullfield,
ie. [X*,X%] C X7, which is the same as J being integrable. By hypothesis the metric g
is type (1,1) relatively to J. Let us define a 3-tensor O(u, v, w) = ¢(V,v,w) in X*. It
is indeed C33(C)-linear in v because g(v,w) = 0. By the same reason and the fact that

Vg =0, O is skew-symmetric in v, w:
g(Vyu,w) =u-g(v,w) — g(v, Vyw) = —g(v, V,w).

But the integrability of J implies © is symmetric in u,v. These two conclusions lead
to © = 0 and therefore (7)) is valid again. Applying the lemma, we see J is pseudo-
holomorphic. u

2.3 Affine transformations of twistor space

Let M, M; be two manifolds and o : M — M; a diffeomorphism. Then ¢ induces an
invertible transformation from [J (M) onto [J (M) preserving the fibres, ie. a map X
such that the diagram

J(M) = J(My)
T 1m
M M
commutes. Indeed, for any y € My, j € 7' (67 (y)) we define

¥(j) =doojodo? (2.8)

which is an element in 7, *(y). It is trivial to check ¥ is well defined.

We may suppose furthermore that o preserves some extra G-structure, in the sense
that it interchanges the principal G-bundle of frames of M and M;. Then it induces a
map ¥ : Z — Z; between the twistor subspaces whose fibres are G/G N GL,,(C).
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Assume we have twistor almost complex structures JV and J VI, on the respective
twistor spaces, where V! = ¢ - V and V is any given linear G-connection on M. Recall
that for any Z, W vector fields on Mj,

(0-V)zW =0 (Vo150 - W)

where 0 - X, = do(X,-1¢)), Vy € M;. The new connection is again a linear G-
connection, and ¢ becomes an affine transformation. Since one can also see ¥ as the

map o- acting on twistors, the following must be true.
Theorem 2.3 ([2]). X: Z — Z; is pseudo-holomorphic.

Proof. This proof is considerably shorter than the one in the reference. Notice that
¥, when restricted to each fibre, extends to a linear map between EndT,-1,)M and
End T,,M;. Hence applying (Z3)

dX(jA) = X(A) = X(7)E(A) = £(j) dX(A4)

and we may conclude the map is vertically pseudo-holomorphic.
Now we shall check part (ii) of lemma (1) considering ¥ as a map into the second
twistor space Z;. Let f = 0 om =m o ¥. By definition, for any X € 7,7 (M) we have

df o JV(X) =doodn(JVX)=doojo(do'do)odrX = X(j)df(X)

which is the first part of the condition. For the second we take u € HYT, P, D! the

canonical sections (cf. proposition ZI) and notice
(fVLisehet = (B VH, 20Nt = (77 V), 1) T (2.9)

so the theorem follows after the proof that $,HY = HV". This turns out to be exactly
the case when we consider the particular connection V*.
Notice that ¥*®} = &g, ) = dojdo™" = o ®;. Also it is not difficult to compute the

formula, for any section & of o*T M,
o*V,¢ =0 (0 - (Vzgo! f))

for any Z € TM. Finally suppose X € HY. According to proposition (EII) we have

™V x® = 0 and want to prove a similar equality for ¥, X. Now

Vs x® = ((moX)'V!') T = ((com)V!) Lo
= ("0*V')x0-® = 70" (0 (1"Vx(c™ - 0-®))) = 0

as we wished. [ ]
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The principle behind the last computation is the fact that an affine transformation
sends V-horizontal frames into V!-horizontal frames. Now suppose we have on M; a

second linear connection V2 = V! + A.

Corollary 2.1. The map ¥ : (2, TV) = (21, T) is pseudo-holomorphic if, and only
if, T A-ydr =0, VY € TM,, Vi € Zi.

Proof. We know that for any u € ’vaJr, such that j € Z, we have Y,u = v € ’Hg(lj;r.

So we just have to follow the last proof from that point of formula (), which must
vanish:
(1 V)5, ®H)EF =0
= [MA, ST =0 <= [Aar, ),01lid =0, Vi € Z1.
By definition dm, (v) =Y —ij,Y € T

w1 (J1
A it = (G +i0) A — a U +90)A)
= (A + T AGE — G AT AT = 2007 AjT

)Ml for some Y € T'M;. Since

the condition on A is equivalent to jl_Ajfyjfr = jfr.Aj;le_ = 0. [

Notice that if ¢ = Id, then ¥ = Id; hence the corollary gives the necessary and
sufficient condition on A in order to have JV = JV°. From this remark one proves
easily that the twistor almost complex structure on the semi-Riemannian twistor space
is independent of a conformal change of the metric, a well known result in the definite
case ([12]). Just recall the difference tensor A = V2 — V induced by the metrics g and
e* g is given by AxY = X(f)Y + Y (f)X — g(X,Y)grad f.

Also we remark that theorem (223]) is coherent with the integrability equations of (2.1)
because X(j)* = X(jF), Vj, and the torsion and curvature tensors satisfy 79V = o - T
and R°Y =0 - R.

Corollary 2.2. Suppose o is an isometry of a semi-Riemannian manifold (M, g). Then
the map 3 : J (M, g) — J+(M, g) is pseudo-holomorphic.

Proof. The affinely transformed connection o -V of the Levi-Civita connection V is also

a metric and torsion free connection. By uniqueness, the two connections coincide. W

3 The case for the pseudo-spheres

3.1 Useful results

Now we consider the 2n-dimensional pseudo-sphere S5 = SOsqpy1,94/SO0p2q With its

usual SOgp 1 9,-invariant metric ( , ), where n = p+q, p,q > 0. We concede to the usual



Albuquerque—Salavessa 10

prefix ‘pseudo’, remarking it is not refering to the complex manifold terminology. Notice
the invariant metric induced by the Killing form is the same as the metric of the flat
semi-Euclidian space R restricted to the tangent bundle of the homogeneous space
of norm 1 vectors. Also recall that this even dimensional pseudo-sphere is diffeomorphic
to S% x R*. We let ZP7 denote the twistor space J;(Sar, (, )).

Recall 522;‘ is a connected, simply-connected complete semi-Riemannian manifold of

constant sectional curvature 1. Hence all twistor spaces ZP¢ are complex manifolds.

Proposition 3.1. 522;‘ cannot be a pseudo-Kdahler manifold for any complex structure

compatible with the metric, except if p+ q = 1.

Proof. Let ¢ =0 and p > 1. Then the Riemannian spheres are not Kahler by topological
reasons (a closed Kéhler form yields a manifold with no volume).

Now suppose both p,qg > 0. Then 5223 cannot be pseudo-Kahler because of the
classification of space-forms of this kind. Consider the open subset CP} of complex

projective space consisting of lines generated by z € C"*! such that

p n
Z ZiZ; — Z ZiZ;
i=0 i=p+1
is greater than 0. Then, for any ¢ > 0, this space inherits an indefinite Kahler metric of
constant holomorphic sectional curvature ¢. Now a result of [4] says that a connected,
simply-connected, complete pseudo-Kéhler manifold of signature (2p,2q) and constant
holomorphic sectional curvature ¢ must be isometric and biholomorphic to CPy. So the
pseudo-sphere should be isometric to this projective subspace, with ¢ = 1, because its
sectional, and hence holomorphic sectional, curvature is constant 1. However, this is in
contradiction with the fact that not all the sectional curvatures of CP; are 1. Indeed for
any X,Y tangent to this manifold, with (X, X) =1, (YY) = —1 and (X,Y) = 0, then

R(X,JX,X,JX)=1 and R(X,Y,X,Y)= _i,

as we can see by a formula of [4]. One may also argue that the two spaces are in fact
not homotopically equivalent if p > 1. [

The twistor spaces of pseudo-spheres are not very difficult to describe.

Theorem 3.1. The following are biholomorphic identities:

o SO2p+1,2q o 50210—1—2,2(1

Up,q Up+1,q

Zpba
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Proof. By theorem the Lie group SOgp4124 acts by biholomorphisms on ZP4. The
isotropy subgroup is evidently U, , as we deduce from the definition (Z§). By counting
dimensions, the first identity follows. We note that this action can be seen, locally, as
b (z,7) = (bx,bjb™) € SOgpt1,2¢/SO0ap2q X SOsp24/Up 4.

For the second identity, we note that every j € m~'(x) C ZP extends to a linear
complex structure in R**227 = R1 4+ R**27 writing j(x) = —1, j(1) = 2. This
extension is in fact the identity map, since for any linear orthogonal complex structure
J in R¥* 221 we get

(1,J(1)) = = (J(1),1) = 0

and due to the conjugation of J by a b € SOq412, agreeing with the action above.
Notice the bundle projection to the pseudo-sphere is J — J(1). [ |

Here is a well known result whose proof, at the light of the theorem, might be

interesting to notice.
Corollary 3.1. CP? is the twistor space of the 4-sphere.

Proof. We recall the Riemannian twistor bundle is usually seen as H?/C* — HP' = S*
so the whole space is CP? and the fibre is CP'. The latter agrees with the 2-sphere of
normed 1, self dual 2-forms. Now the holomorphic identification of 3-projective space
with SOg/Us comes from a special isomorphism su(4) ~ so(6) (cf. [§], pp. 518-519, the
coincidence AIll(p=3,q=1)=DIII(n=3)). [ |

It is known by a result of A. Borel and J. P. Serre that the only spheres which admit
almost complex structures are S? and S®. The results presented above lead to a new

proof of the following interesting result of C. Lebrun.
Theorem 3.2 ([11]). There is no integrable orthogonal complex structure on S°.

Proof. Suppose there exists a section J : S¢ — Z30 representing such an integrable
complex structure. By the existence of local complex charts, J must me a smooth
section. It is also holomorphic by proposition Thus S® embbeds as a complex
submanifold of the Kéhler manifold SOg /Uy, and hence it is itself a Kdhler manifold —

a contradiction. [ ]

3.2 The metric on ZP4

The spaces J. (M, g) inherit a metric an*g+bgy, where gy is the invariant metric defined
on the fibres via the connection and a, b are any two non-vanishing functions. This works

for any manifold and yields a metric compatible with JV, as it is simple to check.
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In the present application to pseudo-spheres we shall find a, b such that the metric on
ZP1 = F,.4 4 agrees with the SOg, 9 o4-invariant one of proposition 2. Let 1 represent
a norm 1 direction in semi-Euclidian space and let mf; = {A € 509,49, : AJ = —JA}.
Since the bundle projection is given by the linear map w(J) = J(1), it is easy to see

that the vectors tangent to the fibres, ie. those in V = ker dx, correspond to
Aemit! such that Al=AJ1=0.

It follows that, for any X € T(1)S37, we get (AX, 1) = (AX, J1) = 0. Hence, a tangent
vector A € m?}“ is tangent to the fibres of the twistor bundle if A coincides with an

endomorphism of {1, J1}+. We shall denote the vertical part of any tangent A by A’.
Lemma 3.1. The Killing form of soy; is given by By (A1, As) = (k+1—2)Tr A As.

Proof. 1t is well known the Killing form of so(k + {,C) = g is given by the formula
above. On the other hand, for any real form g, of a complex Lie algebra, ie. any real
Lie algebra such that g, C = g, its Killing form is clearly the restriction to real vectors
of the Killing form of g. So we just have to prove so;; is a real form of g. Given
X, € s0;, Xo any k X [ matrix, and X3 € s0;, the map

—
XI X —iX7 X

can easily be seen to be an isomorphism of Lie algebras. Of course its image is a real
form of so(k+1,C), and since isomorphisms induce isometries for the Killing metric, we
are finished (cf. [§], pp 189, 239 for details). |

Returning to the above, we write (A;, As), = —Bak 2(A1, Az) (recall the Killing form
is negative definite on the compact orthogonal Lie algebra). Now computing the trace

using a basis containing 1 and J1, we find
(2p +2q) (A}, A5), = (2p +2q — 2) (A}, AY) 4 (3.1)
for any vertical vectors A, A,. We have proved part of the following result.

Proposition 3.2. For any vectors A, B € TjF,114, = m’fl, we have

n

(4,B),,, = 8n (AL, Bl) + —— (4, B),. (3.2)

In particular, the index i,, of the metric on F,, (the number of time-like vectors in an

orthonormal basis) is ¢*> — q + 2pq.
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Proof. Let {Xi,...,X,, JX1,...,JX,} be a (direct) orthonormal basis of {1, J1}* in
R?PT220 — R1 + R¥*H2 et ¢; = (X;, X;) = (JX;, JX;) and set, for 1 <i < n,

for any j < n. Then clearly A;J = —JA;, and A; € 505,29, because
(Ail, Xj) = € (Xi, Xj) = 65 = — (1, AiXj),

<A11, JX]> = € <X27 JXj> =0=— <1,A2JXJ> .

Also (A;1,1) = ¢ (X;,1) = 0 = —(1,A;1) with equal conclusion for J1. Finally
(Ai Xy, Xj) =0=— (X}, A, X;) as we wished.
It is clear enough that A, = 0. Now we extend the set of endomorphisms A4, ..., A,

to a basis of the horizontal tangent bundle HY putting A, = JA;.

If we compute the horizontal part (m,A;, m.A;) of the metric, we get
(A1, A1) = €;0;5.
On the other hand, computing directly (A;, Aj)pJrl we get, for i, j < n,
—2n+2-2)Tr AA; = —2n((A4A;1,1) + (AA; 01, J1) +

+ > (e (Aid; Xi, Xi) + e (AiA; T X, TX)))

k=1

k

= 471(6@52] + Z ekékjéki) =8n eiéij
k

which leads to formula (B2). It is easy to prove Tr JA;A; = 0 using the same basis, and
clearly Tr JA;JA; = Tr A;A;. Also worth noticing is that Tr A; A’ = 0 for any vertical
vector A’. The formula for the index follows by induction; we have ig, = ¢(2¢—1) —¢* =

¢* — qand iyi1,4 = ip4 + 2q, therefore i, , = ¢* — q + 2pq. |

3.3 Old and new formulas for dw

Suppose (M, g) is a semi-Riemannian manifold, V is the Levi-Civita connection and Z
is its twistor space. Let ': TZ — V C End E be the projection with kernel HVY ~ E.
Then this projection can be seen as a 1-form on Z and thus capable of inducing a

translation of the usual connection in F to a pseudo-unitary connection:

DA :W*VA —A/. (33)
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Indeed, since g(A'X,Y) = —g(X, A'Y), for all X, Y € TM, D is a metric connection for
the natural metric 7*¢ in F, and from proposition 21l it follows that D® = 0. Moreover,
D preserves V and therefore we find, as in [I2], a new linear connection, also denoted by
D, on the tangent bundle of Z preserving the decomposition #V @ V. Still, DJY = 0.

It is known that the torsion
TP(A,B) =7*Ty y — An.B + B, A+ (7"RY )’

— this was computed in the general setting in [I2] and of course holds in the present
case (for which 7TV = 0). Notice also the horizontal and vertical parts decomposition.
Furthermore, the formula leads to a proof of theorem ZTl which we succintely recall: using
a well known identity for the Nijenhuis tensor, N(A, B) = 8Re JV ' TP(JV A, JV B)
for a complex connection, equations (2H) follow with little extra work.
Now let
G"A,B) =8n7*g(A,B) +tgs(A', B (3.4)

be the metric on the twistor bundle defined via the connection (¢t € R\{0}). As we
have seen, gf(A’, B') essentially agrees with the trace ((2n — 2) times), so it is simple

to verify Dgy, and hence DG, is zero. We may also define a non-degenerate parallel

2-form Q = GHTV , ).

Proposition 3.3. Let A, B,C € HY UV. Then dQU(A, B,C) # 0 if, and only if, two of
the vectors are horizontal and the other is vertical. If X,Y € va, A€V, then

dQ;(X,Y, A) = =16ng(jAX,Y) +tg;(jRX y, A) (3.5)
where we identify X with m, X € Tr;yM.

Proof. 1t is known that, for connections such that D) = 0, we have

dQ(A,B,C) = @ QTP(A,B),C).

A,B,C

Hence the result follows by carefull thinking of all four cases of horizontal and vertical
choices. Therefore (BH) is deduced from

QJ(TD(Xv Y)7 A) + Qj<TD(A7 X)v Y) + QJ(TD<}/7 A)v X)
=tg;(jRYy, A) —8ng(jAX,Y) +8ng(jAY, X)
which is the same as above. It is important to notice we are only using the vertical part

of Ri’y, ie. the one which anti-commutes with J, by the reason that it is perpendicular

to u, , with respect to the trace. |
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Let J : M — Z be a smooth section and let w denote the associated 2-form g(J , ).
Then J*Q) = 8nw + J*1 where 7 denotes the vertical part.

Proposition 3.4. Suppose d2 = 0. Then

t
WXV, Z)= @B ——

B 16 9By V) (3.6)

Proof. As we have seen earlier, in section 2.1, the vertical part of dJ(X) is —JV xJ.
The computations above also show what the result of dw = —8%J *d7 must be: for all
XY, Z € TM, we have dw(X,Y, Z) equal to

1 1
——dr(LX, LY, J.Z) = —— & TJ(TD(J*X, JY), J.Z)
8n 8n XY.Z
= 16 XO gf(jJ m RV*X J.Ys IV 2J)
and the result follows. [ |

Notice we can consider a 2-form on the twistor space w = 7*g(J" , ) and the pull-
back of this by J agrees with w. Then it is not hard to see, as in proposition B3, that
J*dw leads to the old formula

dw(X,Y, Z) Q g(Vz)X,Y) (3.7)

which is not so easy to deduce if we apply directly the Levi-Civita connection.
We easily discover that dw depends on one vertical and two horizontal vector fields

(cf. proposition B3). For instance,

dw(B1,C1,A") = w(T”(B1,01),A) +w=(T”(C1,A"), B1) + w(T”(A’, B1),C1)
= w(A'C1,Bl) —w(A'B1,C1) = —2w(A'B1,C1).

We show the following proposition in order to understand better this 3-form.
Proposition 3.5. dw is a form of type (1,2)+(2,1).

Proof. Suppose X —ijX € ”HV;F, A" —ij A" € V. Then, in computing dww®0 by the

formula above, we would cross with the computation
(A" —ij AN (X —igX) = AX — jJA X —i(JAX + A3X)=0

which yields the conclusion that part must vanish. If dew!? = 0, then we would have

dw = 0 in contradiction with the above. [ ]
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3.4 Application to the pseudo-spheres

We return to the study of the bundle Z7¢ — S3". By the result of (B2) in section 3.2

we have an SOgp 2 95-invariant metric compatible with the complex structure J V. which

yields an identification ZP¢ = F,.; ,. We recall the decomposition of A € T'ZP? as
A=A1+ A

into horizontal and vertical directions. However, if we take coordinates (z!, ..., x?")

S37, then we still denote the horizontal vector field (dn)~'(8/9z") by 0.

As explained in section 3.3 we may define a new linear connection D on ZP?, pre-

on

serving the splitting HY @ V. We start by checking the expression for the torsion in
general terms, since the result in [I2] is capable of further improvement. The vertical
part is!

TP(A,B) = DuB' — DA — A, B

1
) (DA(‘PW*VB‘P) — Dp(®m"V4®) — ‘I)W*V[AB](D)

1 .
~ jo(IRE5. 8- 4w + (85000
1 * *
= Lo(-20(RYT) + 24 9B - 2B 04 = (RFS).

and the horizontal part is quickly checked for three cases: for two horizontal vectors,
TP(9;,0;) = 7T (0;, 0;), for two verticals we have TP (A’, B')1 = 0 because the vertical
tangent bundle V is integrable and D preserves V. Last, but not least,

TP(A,0)1 = (7'Va A — "V a0+ A — [A,0])1
= ATVl — Va0 — A0 = —AD;

and thus, in sum, TP (A, B)1 = —A’'B1 + B'Al.

3.4.1 Non-existence of orthogonal complex structures

Now suppose J : 522;‘ — ZP1 is an integrable complex structure and let w denote the
associated 2-form. Then dw is type (1,2)4(2,1) because w is type (1,1) and because
d =0+ 0. Also, recall dJ preserves types by proposition B3 We are going to use the
formula B6) with RxyZ = (Y, Z) X — (X, Z)Y. We therefore must check carefully
the weights of the metric. We saw in ([B2) that the pseudo-Kéhler metric of the twistor
space is the metric G* from (B4) with

n

t= .
n—1

'The reader must distinguish between Lie and commutator brackets.
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Since gy on the fibre is —(2n — 2)Tr, we find by proposition BZ

1

dw(X,Y,Z2)= @ =Tr(R%yVzJ).
xyz 8 ’

Proposition 3.6. dw = 0.

Proof. Let {Xy,...,X,,JX1,...,JX,} be a local orthonormal frame of the tangent

bundle {1, J1}* in R**22¢ = R1 4+ R**127 and let ¢, = (X4, Xz) = (J X4, JXi). For

any real endomorphism C' of TIS%L we have
TI‘RC = Re €k<C€k,a> = €k<CXk,Xk> + €k<CJXk, JXk>

where e, = X —iJ X}, (repeated indices represent a sum from 1 to n). Notice (e, €;) =

2¢;,. Hence
1
dw(X,Y,Z) = @ <Ree(RYy(Vz))er &)
xv.z 8 ’

1
= ® 5 (@R (Vzd)er @) + el RY v (V] Je, o)

We are going to compute dw(u, v, z) for any u, v, 2 € X1, the +i-eigenspace of .J, because
it corresponds to the computation of dw?! (or dw"? by conjugation of the real form).
The integrability condition implies (V,J)v = 0, Yu,v € X* because V,v € X. Of
course, we have (Vz.J)7 = 0 too. Let ¢ denote any index and let Veep = 3¢5 + ”ygka.
Then
(Ved)ey = (i — J)Veey, = 2i7§ka (hence 7;7,19 =0)

and
(VeJ)er = (—i — J)Veer = —21’7&% (hence 7§,k = WZE),

Notice VJ permmutes the + and — i-eigenspaces. From
(Ve xen, ;) = (Veer, ;) = —(ex, Vee;) = —(ex, Ve ;€n)

we find eﬂzk = —emgj. Finally,

1
dw(u,v,7) = 75 (ex(Ry (V= )er, ) + en(RY (Vo J)er, ex) + e (Ry=(VuJ)er, ex)).
But using the symmetries (R, ,a,b) = (Rqpu,v) = —(R, b, a), we find

(R (Vud)er, ex) = =2in (R en, ex) = =2i! (RS, ,0,Z) =0

€h,Cr
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and therefore we may continue from above

1
dw(u,v,z) = EGMRXU(VEJ)% €)
7: _
- §7£7k6k<RXUaa e_k‘>

= éqgkek(<v,ﬁ><u,@> - <u>a><v>a>)

Now we apply this to u = e,, v = eg. We get
R B & . B
Qe €5,7) = (€370 — o) = i1l

On the other hand, using formula ([B7)) we immediately find

dw(ea,e3,2) = ((Veud)es,Z) +((VesJ)Z, €a) + (V) )eq, €3)
= ((Val)ea,e5) = 2irz,(en, es)
= 4i657§a.

This implies dw = 0. [
Theorem 3.3. There is no integrable orthogonal complex structure on 522;‘.

Proof. Such a complex structure would have to be pseudo-Kéhlerian in contradiction
with proposition Bl [ |

Remark. SY does not admit an orthogonal integrable complex structure, but it has
a nearly pseudo-Kahler structure with respect to the usual metric. In fact we can
generalize E. Calabi’s construction as follows. We first consider R® with a Lorentz
metric g and let (ej, ez, e3) denote an orthonormal basis with signature + — —. Then
a cross pruduct is well defined by g(u x v,w) = Vol (u,v,w), where the Vol = 123,
— which can be extended to elements of R*; writing a = (ag,a’), b = (by, V'), then

ax b= —agh + bya’ + a’ x ¥ and a quaternionic multiplication can be given as
a-b=(apby — g(a’,b'), apt/ + boa’ +a’ x V).

Thus
axb=1Im(b-a)

where b = (by, —b') is the conjugate. Then R* adopts the signature + + —— and we can
define a new fixed metric on R® = R* x R* with signature + + — — + + ——.
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The definition of a cross product as in the Cayley-Dickson process is then possible:
letting u = (a, ), v = (b,8) € R,

uxv=(axb—axp (a-f—pB-a)).

Now we take the pseudo-sphere S = S¢ = {x € R" : g(z,7) = 1} C 0 x R" ¢ R* x R
Since R” has signature + — — + + — —, this implies S with signature — — + + ——.
Finally, if z € S and u € T,.S, then the map defined by J,(u) = z X u is an orthogonal
almost complex J. One proves this J is nearly pseudo-Kahler and non-integrable, just

as in the Riemannian case.
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