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EXACT G2-STRUCTURES ON COMPACT QUOTIENTS OF LIE
GROUPS

ANNA FINO, LUCIA MARTIN-MERCHAN, AND ALBERTO RAFFERO

ABSTRACT. We show that the compact quotient I'\G of a seven-dimensional simply con-
nected Lie group G by a co-compact discrete subgroup I' C G does not admit any exact
Ge-structure which is induced by a left-invariant one on G.

1. INTRODUCTION

A Go-structure on a 7-manifold M is a reduction of the structure group of its frame
bundle from the linear group GL(7,R) to the compact exceptional Lie group Ga.

The existence of a Gg-structure on M is characterized by the existence of a 3-form
@ € Q3(M) satisfying a certain nondegeneracy condition. This 3-form induces a Riemannian
metric g, and an orientation on the manifold, and thus a Hodge star operator .

When ¢ is closed and co-closed, namely dy = 0 and dx, ¢ = 0, the intrinsic torsion of the
Go-structure vanishes identically, the Riemannian metric g, is Ricci-flat, and Hol(g,) C Go,
see [3,[11]. In this case, the Ga-structure is said to be torsion-free. A Ga-structure defined by
a 3-form ¢ satisfying the weaker condition dy = 0 is said to be closed. A closed Ga-structure
is called ezact if [p] = 0 € H3z (M), namely if ¢ = do for some o € Q?(M).

Currently, many examples of compact manifolds admitting closed Go-structures are avail-
able, see [6l, 16} 17, 19, 20] for examples admitting holonomy Go metrics, [9] for an example
obtained resolving the singularities of an orbifold, and [I}, 4} (5, [7} [8, 12} (18] for examples on
compact quotients of Lie groups. However, it is still not known whether exact Go-structures
may occur on compact 7-manifolds. A negative answer to this problem was given in [10], [13]
in some special cases. In [10], M. Fernandez and the first and third named author of this
paper proved that there are no compact examples of the form (I"\G, ¢), where G is a simply
connected solvable Lie group with (2, 3)-trivial Lie algebra g, namely by(g) = 0 = b3(g),
I' € G is a cocompact discrete subgroup (lattice), and ¢ is an invariant exact Ga-structure
on I'\G, namely it is induced by a left-invariant exact Go-structure on G. In [13], Freibert
and Salamon showed that the same conclusion holds, more generally, when the Lie algebra
of G admits a codimension-one nilpotent ideal.

Motivated by these results, in this article we investigate the existence of invariant exact
Go-structures on compact quotients of Lie groups, without considering any extra assumption
on the properties of the group. In particular, we prove the following result.

Theorem 1.1. A potential compact T-manifold M with an exact Go-structure ¢ cannot be
of the form M = T'\G, where G is a seven-dimensional simply connected Lie group, T' C G
is a cocompact discrete subgroup, and the exact Go-structure p on M is invariant.
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The proof of this theorem will be divided into two parts: in Section 2] we focus on the case
when G is non-solvable, while we investigate the solvable case in Section Bl We shall deal
only with Lie groups that are unimodular, as this is a necessary condition for the existence
of lattices [21].

There is a one-to-one correspondence between left-invariant exact Go-structures on G and
Go-structures on the Lie algebra g = Lie(G) that are exact with respect to the Chevalley-
Eilenberg differential. This allows us to investigate the existence of exact Go-structures at
the Lie algebra level. We recall that a 3-form ¢ on g defines a Go-structure if and only if
the symmetric bilinear map

. 1
b¢:g><g%A7 , b¢(v,w):6LUcpALw<pAcp, (1.1)

satisfies the condition det(bg,)l/ 9 %0 € Ag* and the symmetric bilinear form
gp =det(b,) b, g x g >R

is positive definite, see e.g. [I5]. In particular, for any choice of orientation on g, the map
by:gxg— A7g* 2 R has to be positive or negative definite.

By [12], there are 4 non-solvable unimodular Lie algebras admitting closed Ga-structures,
up to isomorphism. Three of these Lie algebras are decomposable, and a direct computation
with the aid of the software Maple 21 shows that b, is never definite for every exact 3-
form ¢ = da on each one of them (see Proposition 2.I). The remaining Lie algebra is
indecomposable, and we show that the corresponding simply connected Lie group does not
admit any lattice (see Proposition [2Z]). These results prove Theorem [[T] in the case when
G is non-solvable.

We then focus on the solvable case. Here, there is a further constraint that has to
be taken into account. Indeed, a solvable Lie group admits lattices only if it is strongly
unimodular [14] (see Section [ for the definition). The proof of Theorem [[I] when G is
solvable follows then from Theorem B.2], where we show that a seven-dimensional strongly
unimodular solvable Lie algebra g does not admit any exact Go-structure. To achieve this
result, we first observe that every such Lie algebra is a semidirect product g = s xp R, for
some codimension-one unimodular ideal s of g, which must be solvable and non-nilpotent
by [13], and some derivation D € Der(s). The strongly unimodular condition on g is then
encoded into the derivation D, while the existence of an exact Go-structure on g implies
the existence of a certain type of SU(3)-structure on s. Using these constraints together
with the classification of six-dimensional unimodular solvable non-nilpotent Lie algebras,
we show that none of these Lie algebras can occur as an ideal of a strongly unimodular
solvable Lie algebra admitting exact Ga-structures. As in the proof of Proposition 211 the
computations are done with the aid of the software Maple 21.

Notation. Given an n-dimensional Lie algebra g, its structure equations with respect to
a basis B* = (e!,...,e") of g* are specified by the n-tuple (de!,...,de"™), where d denotes
the Chevalley-Eilenberg differential of g. The basis of g with dual basis B* is denoted by
(61, cee ,en).

The shortening €% for the wedge product of covectors e’ Aed AeFA- - - is used throughout
the paper.
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2. THE NON-SOLVABLE CASE

In this section, we deal with the case when the simply connected unimodular Lie group
G is non-solvable. We claim that, in such a case, there are no compact 7-manifolds of the
form I'\G admitting invariant exact Gg-structures.

By [12], we know that G admits left-invariant closed Gg-structures if and only if its Lie
algebra g is isomorphic to one of the following

1 1
G = <_623’ _92¢12 9613 0, —e®, 5646 _ M, 5647> :

1
2 = (_6237 —2 61272613707 _6457 —u 6467 (1 + M) 647) ) -1< M S _57

43 = <_623’ —2¢12. 9613 0, —p e, g 16 _ AT 46 % 647) >0
44 = (_623 912 913 _ 14 _ 25 _ AT 15 _ 34 5T 9 67 0) .
The first three Lie algebras appearing in the previous list decompose as q = sl(2,R) @,
where v is a four-dimensional unimodular centerless solvable Lie algebra, while the Lie
algebra g4 is indecomposable.

The proof of our claim follows from the next two propositions.

Proposition 2.1. A seven-dimensional unimodular non-solvable Lie algebra g does not
admit any exact Go-structure if it is decomposable.

Proof. By [12], g is isomorphic to one of qi,qs,qs. For each one of these Lie algebras, we
consider the generic 2-form o = >, j<7 @ij€”’, where a;; € R, and we use the structure
equations to compute the expression of the generic exact 3-form ¢ = da. In detail, we
obtain

e Lie algebra q;

p = —2ao4 et — 2a95 el? — 2a9¢ el26 — 2a97 et 4 2a34 e 4 2a35 el3s 4 2a36 136
1 1
1 14 14 14 234 2
+ 2a37 ™7 + agp ! — 306 € 6+ (a— Jmr )€ T —ayye® — ap5e®®
236 237 245 1 246 1 247 345
—age” —are” faxet — 5026 € + | a2 — S0t e +asse
1 1 1 1
— —aze e® + (age — zazr | €7 — Sase e + agr €7 — ( asg + asy ) ¥
2 2 2 2
e Lie algebra g9
p = —2ao4 el — 2a95 el — 2a96 el — 2a97 e 4 2a34 el 4 2a3s et 4 2a3¢ 136
¥ 2a37 €T+ ars € 4 arep €8 — arp(1+ ) €M7 — apg e — gy e
— 16 €0 — a7 €27 4 ags €215 4 angu €10 — agr(1 4+ 1) €24+ ags 30
467

+ asep €0 — azz(1+ p) €347 — as6(1 4 p) €¥5° + asrp e®7 + agr 27
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e Lie algebra g3

Y = —2a el — 2a95 el?5 — 2a96 el20 — 2a97 e!?” 4 2a34 et 4+ 2a35 el 4+ 2as6 el30
1 1
+ 2a37 37 + aisp e!® — (5(116# + al7> el — <§a17/~6 - a16> e —apye®
235 236 237 245 1 246 1 247
—aize —age —ayre +agspet — 56126# +ag7 | €7 — §a27/~6 —ag | €
345 1 346 1 347 1 456
+azspe” — 5 @361 +azr | e — S@8TH = 36 | €7 — | Sas6/L — 57 ) €
1
- <§a57ﬂ + a56> e + agrp e’

Now, a direct computation with the aid of the software Maple 21 shows that in each case
the bilinear map b, defined in (1) satisfies by (e;,e;) = 0, for i = 5,6,7. Consequently,
© = da does not define a Go-structure on gg, for k = 1,2, 3. O

Proposition 2.2. Let Q4 be the simply connected Lie group with Lie algebra q4. Then, Qq
does not admit any lattice.

Proof. The Lie algebra g4 is isomorphic to a semi-direct product of the form s[(2,R) x t,
where the semisimple part is spanned by eq, e, e3, and the four-dimensional radical v =
R x p R? is almost abelian, with R = (e7), R3 = (e4, €5, eg) and

-1 0 0
D=ade, [gs=[ 0 -1 0
0 0 2

In particular, the radical of Q4 is the almost abelian Lie group R %, R3, where the one-
parameter group 4 : R — Aut(R?) is defined by the condition du(t) = exp(tD).

Now, by [23] Prop. 1.3], if Q4 has a lattice, then also its radical does. By [2], in such a
case there must be some t' € R \ {0} such that

e 0 0
expD)=1|[ 0 e 0
0o 0
is conjugate to a matrix in SL(3,7Z). This is not possible by [2 Lemma B.4]. O

3. THE SOLVABLE CASE

We now assume that G is solvable. As shown in [I4], a simply connected solvable Lie
group admitting lattices must be strongly unimodular according to the following.

Definition 3.1. Let G be a simply connected solvable Lie group with Lie algebra g and
nilradical n. For each positive integer i > 1, let n’ := [n,n""'] denote the i’® term in the
descending central series of n, where n° = n. The Lie algebra g is strongly unimodular if
for all X € g the restriction of ady to each space n’/n"™ is traceless. In this case, the Lie
group G is said to be strongly unimodular.
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As the name suggests, strongly unimodular Lie groups are unimodular, but the converse
does not hold in general, see for instance [10].

The proof of Theorem [LT] in the case when G is solvable follows from the next result.

Theorem 3.2. A seven-dimensional strongly unimodular solvable Lie algebra g does not
admit any exact Ga-structure.

Before describing the strategy of the proof, we discuss some preliminary results. Let
g be a unimodular solvable Lie algebra endowed with a Ga-structure . Then, it has a
codimension-one unimodular ideal s, and we can consider the g, -orthogonal decomposition
g =5 ® R, where R denotes the orthogonal complement of 5. As a Lie algebra, g is then a
semidirect product of the form g = s xp R, for some derivation D of s. The Go-structure
@ on g can be written as follows

p=wAn+1,

where 1 := 2" is the metric dual of a unit vector z € R, and the pair (w, 1)) defines an

SU(3)-structure on s. In detail (see also [15]):

a) w € A%5* is a non-degenerate 2-form, i.e., w3 =wWAw Aw # 0;

b) ¥ € A3s* is a negative stable 3-form, namely a stable 3-form whose associated quartic
polynomial satisfies A(¢)) < 0. Here, A(¢)) = %tr(be), where Ky € End(s) is defined
as follows. Let A : ASs* — s ® ASs* be the isomorphism induced by the wedge product
Ao As* @ 5% — ASs*, then Ky(v) @ w® = A(1,1) A ), for all v € s. In particular,
K i = A)Ids, so that (w, 1)) determines an almost complex structure

J:is =5, J=—Ky; (3.1)

c¢) v is primitive with respect to w, i.e., ¥» Aw = 0. This is equivalent to w being of type
(1,1) with respect to J, namely w(J-, J-) = w;
d) the symmetric bilinear form g := w(-, J+) is positive definite.

Remark 3.3. More generally, given a stable 3-form 1 on s, one can define the endomor-
phism Ky by choosing any volume form €2 on s in place of w3, and the sign of A\(¢) does
not depend on this choice. Moreover, if A(¢)) < 0, the almost complex structure J depends
only on ¢ and on the orientation of s. Changing the orientation, one obtains the almost
complex structure —J. Finally, we recall that ¢ is a negative stable 3-form if and only if
the contraction ¢, has rank four for every non-zero vector v € s.

Using the definition of the Chevalley-Eilenberg differential d of g, we also see that dn = 0.
Indeed, for every z,y € g we have

dn(z,y) = —n([z,y]) = —gp(2, [z,y]) = 0,

since [z,y] € 5 = (2)19e.

Assume now that ¢ is an exact Ga-structure on g = s xp R, namely ¢ = da for some
& € A%g*. By [13], we know that if g is strongly unimodular, then the solvable ideal s is
not nilpotent.
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We can write & = o + 3 A, where o € A%s* and 3 € s*. Then,
¢ =doa+DaAn+dBAn= (dﬁ—l—D*a) A+ da,

where d denotes the Chevalley-Eilenberg differential of s, and the action of D € Der(s) on
A%s* is defined as follows

D*a(xq1,x9) = —a(Dxy,x2) — (w1, Dx2o),
for all x1,x9 € 5. From this, we see that s has an SU(3)-structure defined by the pair
w = dp + D*a, ¥ = da. (3.2)
In particular, ¢ is an exact stable 3-form on s.

The previous discussion highlights some necessary conditions imposed by the existence
of an exact Ga-structure on a seven-dimensional (strongly) unimodular solvable Lie algebra
g = s Xp R. To show Theorem B.2] we can then proceed as follows. The ideal s is a
six-dimensional unimodular solvable non-nilpotent Lie algebra. The Lie algebras satisfying
these properties are classified up to isomorphism, so we can investigate each case separately.
First, we determine which of these Lie algebras do not admit any negative stable exact 3-
form, and we rule them out. For each one of the remaining Lie algebras, we consider
the generic derivation D € Der(s) and we determine the conditions guaranteeing that the
extension g = § X p R is strongly unimodular. Then, we investigate whether a generic pair
(w, ) of the form ([B.2) can define an SU(3)-structure on s. If this is not the case, then we
rule s out. As we will see, none of the six-dimensional unimodular solvable non-nilpotent
Lie algebras passes both tests. From this, the proof of Theorem follows.

Remark 3.4. If the derivation D € Der(s) is not nilpotent, then the nilradical of g = s xpR
coincides with the nilradical n of s. Otherwise, it is given by n xp R.

The structure equations of all six-dimensional unimodular solvable non-nilpotent Lie
algebras can be found in the literature. Here, we consider the list given in [2] Appendix A],
where the classification results of various preceding works have been meticulously collected.
The structure equations of the decomposable unimodular Lie algebras can be determined
from the tables A.1, A.3, A.4, A.5, A.6, A.7 in [2], and they are listed in Tabledlof Appendix
[Al where the unimodular Lie algebra g;% not appearing in Table A.1 of [2] is also included
(see [22]). The structure equations of the unimodular indecomposable Lie algebras are given
in the tables A.9 — A.19 of [2], and we refer the reader to it for the list.

In what follows, the non-abelian Lie algebras are denoted as in [2], namely we use the
symbol g, 1 to denote the kth Lie algebra of dimension n appearing in the list of non-
isomorphic n-dimensional solvable Lie algebras. Moreover, superscripts like g% denote
the values of the real parameters on which a Lie algebra depends. Finally, we denote the
n-dimensional abelian Lie algebra ng; by R™.

We will investigate the decomposable and the indecomposable case separately.

3.1. The decomposable case. We begin considering the Lie algebras listed in Table [
of Appendix [Al The next result shows that most of them cannot occur as an ideal of a
unimodular solvable Lie algebra admitting exact Gs-structures.



EXACT G2-STRUCTURES ON COMPACT QUOTIENTS OF LIE GROUPS 7

Proposition 3.5. A siz-dimensional unimodular decomposable solvable non-nilpotent Lie
algebra s admits negative stable exact B’fm’ms zf (md only if it is isomorphic to one of the

following: 934@934; 953(/) ® R, 9533 'oR, 95 '@ R.

Proof. Let s be one of the Lie algebras appearing in Table I, and let (e!,...,e%) be the
basis of §* used to describe the structure equations. We consider a generic 2-form o =
> <i<j<6 aijeij € A?s*, where a;; € R, and we compute its Chevalley-Eilenberg differential
da using the structure equations. Then, we determine the quartic polynomial )\(cioz) as
explained before. Notice that we are free to choose the 6-form e234%6 in place of a generic
non-zero element in A%s* representing w?, since the sign of )\(cia) does not depend on the
choice of orientation for s. The Lie algebras for which A(da) > 0 are the following

054 ® 031 Ada) = 4a},ad,;
9??,411 Sogs5: A la) = 4 (a3, + a35) (a3, + a35) ;
9%,5 ©g31: A la) = (afy + 054)2 ;
98 5D 9875 s AOC) = ((a14 + azs)” + (a15 — aa) ) ((a14 — ags)” + (a15 + az) ) ;
95, PP PoR: Ada) =4(1+p)?aiyais;
95, 53 @R A(da) = 16a}4al;
o5 421]5) ®R: A(da) = 16p? a?,ad;
95 géQ ®R: A(da) = a3,ad;.

As for the Lie algebras of Table [I] that are not isomorphic to any of the previous ones nor

to one of g3 4 6993 1 95, 363 DR, g;;ﬁ SR, 95 9 3R, we have )\(da) = 0. On the remaining

Lie algebras, there exist exact 3-forms dov such that A(da) < 0. The expression of A(de) for
these Lie algebras will be given in the proofs of the next propositions. O

We are left with the decomposable Lie algebras g; 46993 1 95, 36 ©R, g5 33 @R g5 05 R.
We divide the discussion into three propositions, as we use different strategies to rule them
out.

Proposition 3.6. The Lie algebras g;%g ® R and g;géo @ R cannot occur as an ideal of a
strongly unimodular solvable Lie algebra admitting exact Go-structures.

Proof. Let s = g5 5 473 @ R, and consider the basis (e!,...,e%) of s* for which the structure
equations are those given in Table [Il namely

2 1 4
5%3@]1% ( 24_3615,_634+5625’5635,_645,0’()).
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Let B = (e1,...,es) be the basis of 5 with dual basis (e!,...,e%). The generic derivation
D € Der(s) has the following matrix representation with respect to the basis B

a] ag 0 as ay 0

0 as as Qg —%ag 0

D= 0 0 2(15 — aj 0 —306 0
o 0 0 0 a1 — as —a 0 ’

0 0 0 0 0 0

0 O 0 0 ar  ag
where aq,...,ag € R.

The nilradical of s is n = (ej, ea, €3, ¢e4,€6), and it has the following descending central
series
n’=mn, n'={(e,e), n*={e), n*={0}, k>3.
From this, we see that the Lie algebra g = s xp R is strongly unimodular only when
a] — a5 = ag = 0.
We now consider a generic 2-form o = 219‘ <j<6 aijeij and a generic l-form g =

?:1 BreF on s, and we compute the forms
w = df + D*a, Y = da.

Then, for the values of the parameters o;; and by for which w? # 0 and
s p j k
A 4
)\(dOé) = § (404%304%6 + 20416042604120413 — 100&120&%60423 — 406%204160636 + 06%20456) < O,

we determine the almost complex structure J using the formula (3.I]). Notice that the sign
of J depends on w? being a positive or negative multiple of the volume form e!234°6. Now,
a direct computation shows that w(e;, Je;) = 0, for i« = 1,2,3. Therefore, the pair (w,))
cannot define an SU(3)-structure on s.

Similar computations for the Lie algebra
g;géo D R = (2614, —624 _ 635, 625 _ 634, 0,0’ 0)

show that the derivation D must have the following matrix representation

ay 0 0 a9 0 0
0 as a4 as ag 0
o 0 —a4 a3 Qag —aj5 0
D= o 0 0 0 O 0 ’
o 0 0 0 O 0
0 0 0 ag as —a] — 2@3

and that whenever
)\(6204) =4 (0436 + (X§6) (04%2 + 04%3) + 16 23016 (04120436 — 04130426) < 0,

we have

1
w(er, Jer) w(eg, Jeg) = mm o3 (agﬁ + agﬁ) (a%z +ady) (a1 + 2a3)* <0,
e

whence the thesis follows. O
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Proposition 3.7. The Lie algebra g;}l <) g;}l cannot occur as an ideal of a strongly uni-
modular solvable Lie algebra admitting exact Go-structures.

Proof. Let s = gg’}l @9:;,}1’ and let B* = (e!,...,¢e%) be the basis of s* for which the structure
equations are

g;}l S5) 9?:,411 = (—613, e?,0, —e%0, %, 0) .
Let B = (e1,...,e¢) be the basis of s with dual basis B*. Then, the nilradical of s is the

abelian ideal n = (ej, ea, €4, €5), and the generic derivation D € Der(s) for which s xp R is
strongly unimodular has the following matrix representation with respect to B

ap 0 az O 0 0

0 a3 as O 0 0

0 0 0 O 0 0
D=19 0 o0 as 0 ag |’

0 0 0 0 —a; — a3 —ap as

0 0 0 O 0 0

where a; € R.

We consider a generic 2-form a = Zl<i<j<6 aj;e¥, a generic 1-form 8 = Z?:1 Bre’ on s,
and the forms w = df + D*« and ¢ = da. We have
w=—arz(ar + ag)e’ + (—arans — agon2 — Br)e'® — anglar + as)e' + ars(as + az)e’®

+ (—aja16 — agaiy — agas)et® + (azana — azans + B2)e?® — agy(as + az)e®t

+ ags(ar + a5)€25 + (—asazs — agaog — Cb80425)626 + (—aga14 — aganq — a5034)€34

35 36
+ (@135 — azas + asags — asoos + asass)e™” + (—agaie — as0is — agQiza — agoigs)e

4 4
+ ags (a1 + az)e® + (—asaus — agous — Ba)e’® + (a1ase + azase + asase + agaus + B5)e,

and
134 1 1 14 1 234 2
Y =—ape’® — aze!® — 1! + a14e!® — a15e0 + agre®t + agpe®®
2 24 2 4
+ aoge 36 + g€ 6_ Qp5€ 56 + a34e3 6_ a35e356.
123456

Choosing the volume form e , we compute

A(Y) = 16 14 15 g aas.
Assuming that A(¢) < 0, we determine the almost complex structure J induced by ¢ and

the chosen orientation. We now show that there exists a nonzero vector x € s such that
w(z, Jr) = 0. From this, the thesis follows.
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Let us consider the family of nilpotent derivations S € Der(s) having the following matrix
representation with respect to B:

00 sg 00 O
00 s 00 O
5 00 0 0O0 O
1 oo 0 00 s3 |’
00 0 0 0 s4
00 0 00 O

where s; € R, and let F' := exp(S) € Aut(s). From the pair (w,v), we obtain the pair
(F*w, F*1)) with associated almost complex structure Jps+y = F~1o Jo F.

We claim that there exists a choice of the real numbers s; for which F*w(es, eg) = 0 and
Jr+y(€e3) € (e3,e6). This implies that w(z, Jx) = 0 for x = Fes, as

w(Fes, JFe3) = F*w(es, Jpeype3) = 0.

Comparing
F ) = 9562 — 9562 + 9462 + 09028 — 0156 — 015610 — 01463 + ay4e!4
— (1453 + 1554 + 016)e™® + (012453 + 2554 + agg) e
+ (1481 + 2482 + a34)e*® — (1581 + agss2 + ass)e®,
and
F*w(es,es) = — ars1(a1as3 + o) + arsa(aossa + ass) + azsa(aisst + ass) — azsa(auss + aoe)

— (ass3 + ag) (1481 + @482 + asq) + (a5s4 — ag) (1581 + o582 + aigs)

— ag(a1483 + 1584 + ) — as(a483 + 2554 + 6),

we see that the latter is zero if the coefficients of f136, f236 346 £356 i the expression of
F*1) vanish, namely if the following linear system in s1, s3, S3, $4 is compatible

Q1453 + Q1584 = — 16,
(2453 + Qo584 = —igg,
Q1481 + Qo489 = —Qu3y,
Q1551 + Qo582 = —Qu35.

Under the assumption A1) = 16 a4 a15 agg a5 < 0, the system has a unique solution
(51,82, 83,84). Let F' € Aut(s) be the automorphism corresponding to the choice s; = 3;,
for i = 1,2,3,4. Then,

134 146

n 2 2 234 24 1 1
F*1) = agse 35 _ Qise %6 4 Qg€ 34 Q€ 6_ Qais€e 35 _ Qais€e 56 _ aqge " + aqge 7,

and F*w(es,eg) = 0. A computation then shows that Jpeypes € (e3,ep), and the claim
follows. O

Proposition 3.8. The Lie algebra ggégl @ R cannot occur as an ideal of a strongly uni-
modular solvable Lie algebra admitting exact Go-structures.
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Proof. Let s = g;égl @R and let B* = (e!,...,e%) be the basis of s* for which the structure
equations are

(e, —e?® 3 4+ €35.0,0,0).
Let B = (e1,...,e¢) be the basis of s with dual basis B*. Then, the nilradical of s is the

abelian ideal n = (e, es, e3, eg), and the generic derivation D € Der(s) for which g = sxpR
is strongly unimodular must have the following matrix representation with respect to B

al 0 0 a9 0 0
0 as 0 0 ay 0
o 0 0 as Qag Qg 0
D= 0 0 0 0 O 0 ’
0 0 0 0 O 0
0 0 0 a7 ag —as — a3 — ajp

where a; € R.
We consider a generic 2-form o = 37, ; ;- ;¢ and a generic 1-form 3 = 2?21 Brek

on 5, and we let w = CZﬂ + D*« and ¥ = da. Then

w=—aqg (ay +az) e — ar3 (a1 + as) ' + (—ara1 — ar3a6 — ajgay — B1) et

+ (—a15a1 — a12aq — a13as — aigas) €'’ + age (a3 + as) €% — asg (a3 + as) e*
+ (a2 — agga3 — anzag — asgar) €2t + (—ansaz — aszas — aogas — PBa) €

+ agg (a1 + as) € + (13a2 — azaas — asear + B3) €3 + azg (a1 + a3) €

35 46
+ (3a4 — azsas — ageag + [3) 7 + (auear — ai6a2 + oueasz + aueas — (36a6) €

45

+ (—ai5a2 + 4a4 + azaa6 — Q3506 + A56a7 — (ueag) €
56

+ (a1 + aseas — aosas + aseas — aspas) €7,

and

245 256

234
3 + apqe™™ — g€

b= s (€ + 124 — aygel® — agge — ay6et6 — agge
4 4
+ (a5 — az0)e™® + age(e*10 + €*°).

We will prove that there are no values of the parameters a,, a;j, 81 for which the pair (w, )
defines an SU(3)-structure.
Let us assume that w? # 0 and

A1) = 4 (agpazei2003 — aa3ize1206 + 1301603026) < 0.

Up to changing the sign of w, we can assume that the corresponding orientation is e!?346,

We can then determine the almost complex structure J induced by the pair (w,1)) and
consider the bilinear form g = w(-,J-). Let g;; := g(e;, e;) be the components of the matrix
associated with g with respect to the basis B. We must have

i) a2 13 e a3 o s # 0,

as otherwise g;; = 0, for at least one i € {1,2,3,6}.
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We now focus on the compatibility condition w A 9 = 0, which is equivalent to a system
of five polynomial equations in the variables a,, a;j, 8. We compute

(wAp)(e1,e2,e3,eq,e6) = 2(ar6003(as + as) — arpass(ar +as)) = 21,

(wAY)(er, ez, e3,e5,65) = —2(ar36(ar + as) + araass(ar + agz)) =: 22,

and we use the equalities

gi12 921 ge3 936

12 12 Q36 36 ( ) ( )
18 _ 91 _ 982 _ 9% _ _, —\®)
aq3 Qg3 Qg Q26 7
916 _ _g61 _ 92 _ 98 _ _ —\®)
a6 Q16 Qo3 Q23 7

to conclude that every solution of the system must give
ii) g(es,ej) =0, for 4,5 € {1,2,3,6} with ¢ # j.

The three equations

(wA)(e2,e3,eq,e5,6) =0, (wAY)(e1,e3,eq,e5,66) =0, (wAY)(er,e2,€eq,€5,66) =0,

determine a linear system in the variables 31, 82, 83, which has a unique solution under the
constraint i). The remaining equations

(W A ¢)(61? €2, €3, €4, 65) = 0’
(w A ¢)(€1, €2, €3, €4, 66) = 0’ (33)
(W A ¢)(61? €2, €3, €5, 66) = 0’

do not contain the variables (;’s, and we can solve the system (3.3)) in the following cases:

A) arpanzagsass + araaieesass + a1saigaiesags # 0, namely ([B.3]) is a compatible linear
system in the variables ay, as, as;

B) ajsaizagass — aaangaazass — ansargaasasg # 0, namely (B3] is a compatible linear
system in the variables ay, as, as.

Indeed, if the two polynomials above are both zero, then aj9 ay3 asg agg = 0, which con-
tradicts the condition i). In both cases [A]) and [B]), we can use the constraint to solve the
system (B.3]). Then, we have w A1) = 0, and the bilinear form g = w(-,J-) is symmetric.
We now show that g is never positive definite.

To simplify the computations, we can proceed as follows. Let us consider the derivation
S € Der(s) whose matrix with respect to the basis B is

0 00 s 0O

000 0 s O
0 0 0 s3 s3 O
000 0 0 0]
000 0O 0 O
000 0O 0 O
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where
o 12034 — 012035 + 34 — Q50093
1 — )
200120013
o, — _ 12031 — 12035 — (130 + as5ai3
2 — — )
200120013
s (2034 — Q12035 — (130i24 — Q1150093
3= .
200120013

Then, the automorphism F' = exp(S) € Aut(s) is such that
F = ana(e'! + 1) — anze!® — a16e!® — anse? — ange®™ + agg (€40 + ¢39)

Notice that A (F*y) = X (¢). Moreover, this choice of F' guarantees that the condition ii)
is satisfied also by the bilinear form F*g = F*w(-, Jp+y-), where Jp+y = FloJoF. In
addition, the subspaces Vi = (e1, e2,€3,¢€6) and Vo = (e4, e5) are Jp«y-invariant.

Let @ be the matrix associated to F*g with respect to the basis B. We will show that
there are no values of the parameters a,,a;;, 8 for which @ is symmetric and positive
definite. If that was the case, then it would be possible to construct a F™*g-orthonormal
basis (v1,...,vs) starting from B in such a way that

4 6
vi =hie;, 1=1,2,3,6, vq= ZhM@i + heses, v5 = Zhw@z‘,
i=1 i=1
where hy, > 0, for 1 < k < 6. Consequently, there would exist an invertible 6 x 6 matrix
P = (p;j), given by the inverse of H = (h;;), such that

Q=P'P,
and whose entries satisfy the following conditions
prk >0, psa=0, pr; =0, for 1 <k <6andi+#kin {1,2,3,6}. (3.4)
Moreover, the following quantities should all be positive
Frglei,er)  anpong  Frglez,en)  onpans  Frgles,ez) _ Q1303 (3.5)
F*g(es, €6) azeaze’  F*gles,eq)  aieass  F*g(es,eq) Q160126

Let & C RS be the (non-empty) open subset where all of the previous conditions hold.
Notice that condition i) is satisfied by every 6-tuple (a12, 13, 16, 23, o6, i36) € &

Since (Jp+y)'Q = —QJp=y, we determine all 6 x 6 invertible matrices P = (p;;) whose
entries satisfy the conditions (3.4]) and for which

Z = (Jpey) (P'P) 4 (P'P)Jpey
is the zero matrix. On &, this boils down to solving a system of 17 equations in the

unknowns p;; under the constraints ([3.4). The sub-system {Z;; =0 4,5 =1,2,3,6, i < j}
has the following solution

[ o203 20023 [ Quzoes
P11 = P66/ — y D22 = P66 y P33 =DP66y/ ——
Q260436 16036 Q16026
for any choice of pgg > 0. The positivity of the quantities in (B.5]) together with conditions

(B4) ensure that the sub-system {Z;s =0 | i = 1,2,3,6} can be solved with respect to the
unknowns pj4, for i = 1,2,3,6, and one has that the solution also solves the sub-system
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{Zis=0]i=1,2,3,6}. We are then left with the equations Zyy = 0, Zy5 = 0, Z55 = 0.
The equation Z44 = 0 has the following solution

Q160023
Pag = (1 + > D45,
Q12036

and by the positivity of the quantities in (3.5]) we must have pys > 0. Finally, the equations
Z45 = 0 = Zs5 hold if and only if

A (F™*
(a12036)” p2s + %12215 =0,
and we thus obtain
VA FY)
P55 = —o7 — 7 P45,
2|06

Summing up, when (12,13, @16, o3, ag, 3g) € &, then all 6 x 6 matrices P satis-
fying the conditions B4) and (Jpsy) (P'P) + (P'P)Jp+y = 0 constitute a family & of
matrices depending on two positive real parameters pgg and pss, and on real parameters
P15, P25, P35, P65-

Now, if @) was symmetric and positive definite, then there would exist a matrix P € &
such that Q = P'P. In particular, the following identity should hold

QJp+p = P'PJpsy. (3.6)

Assume that (a2, a13, a16, i3, g, izg) € & is given. In the cases[A]) and [B), which ensure
that @ is symmetric, we consider the system of equations corresponding to the matrix
identity (3.6]), where P is any matrix in &?. This consists in 15 equations in the unknowns
a15, 24, (34, (35, Qu46, 56, A4, 4G, a7, ag, and ag, in case [A]), or as, in case [B]). With the
aid of a computer algebra system, it is possible to show that there are no values of the
unknowns for which the system can be solved. This gives a contradiction.

For the reader’s convenience, we now describe the relevant steps leading to the conclusion.
Let M = QJp+y — P'PJp-y. In case[Al), the entries M,j, for i,j € {1,2,3,6} with i < j,
are all proportional to the same polynomial and one has M;; = 0 if and only if

Dis (2013060036 + (12016023036 + Q1306023096
16026436 A (F*) '
We now consider the equations M;y = 0 and M;5 =0, i € {1,2,3,6}, which can be seen as
a linear system of eight equations in the unknowns a4, ag, a7 and ag. This system admits
a unique solution on &. We are left with the equation My = 0. On &, Mys can be seen
as a second degree polynomial in the unknowns s, a4, a3q, 35, aqg, ase. We claim
that Mys is always non-zero. Thinking of Mys as a polynomial in ay5, we first compute
its discriminant A, which is a second degree polynomial in the remaining unknowns. To
show the claim, we think of Ay as a second degree polynomial in ag4 and we prove that
it is always negative. First, we observe that the leading coefficient of Ay is negative on &.
Indeed, its sign is determined by

a3 =

—a1e23 (12036 — 13026 + Q1p023)

and the quantity inside the brackets has the same sign of ajgass on &. The discriminant
As of Ay can be seen as a quadratic form in py5, p2s, P35, P45, Pes, Which is negative definite
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on & since pys > 0. Therefore, A7 < 0. An analogous discussion shows the thesis also in

case [B)).
U

3.2. The indecomposable case. We now consider six-dimensional indecomposable uni-
modular solvable non-nilpotent Lie algebras. Their structure equations with respect to a
suitable basis (X1, ..., Xg) can be found in the tables A.9-A.19 of [2], where the Lie algebras
are gathered together according to their nilradical. Notice that there are a few misprints in
[2] that must be corrected as follows:

e Lie algebra g3 of Table A.12: [X3, X¢] = 5X3, [Xs5, Xg] = —4X5;
o Lie algebra ggs of Table A.15: [Xs, Xg] = X3 + X3;
o Lie algebra ¢35 of Table A.19: [X3, X5] = Xo.

In the following, we will keep on denoting the basis of a Lie algebra by (ey,...,es) and the
corresponding dual basis by (el, ... e%).

The next general result rules out the Lie algebras listed in tables A.9, A.10, A.15 of [2].

Proposition 3.9. Let s be a six-dimensional unimodular solvable non-nilpotent Lie algebra,
and denote by n its nilradical. Then, every exact 3-form do € A3s* is not stable, whenever
n is isomorphic to one of the Lie algebras R?, 93,1 B R?, 05,4, where g31 and gs 4 denote the
three-dimensional and the five-dimensional Heisenberg Lie algebra, respectively.

~

Proof. We have s = n xg R, where S € Der(n) is a derivation of the five-dimensional
nilpotent ideal n. We choose a basis (eg,...,eg) of 5 so that n = (eq,...,e5) and R = (eg).
Then, we can write every 2-form a € A%s* with respect to the dual basis (e!,...,e%) as

follows
a=ay+a A 66,

where a, € A?n* and o/ € n*. We will prove that dov is never stable by showing the existence
of a non-zero vector x € n for which the 2-form ¢,da has rank at most two.

When s is almost abelian, namely n = R®, the Chevalley-Eilenberg differential of « is
given by

do = S*ay A €5.
Thus, for every non-zero vector x € n we have Lpdo = (1z5%ay) A €5, Consequently,
tzda N\ tpzda = 0 and the claim follows.

Let d, denote the Chevalley-Eilenberg differential of n. When n = g3 1 ® R? or n = 05,4,
we can choose the basis (e!,...,e°) of n* in such a way that dye? = 0, for k = 2,3,4,5, and
dne! = e*® when n & 931D R? while dye! = e2* 4 €3 when n = g5,4. In both cases, we then
obtain

Leydor = (1o, S o) A €F,
and from this we see that Lelcia has rank at most two. 0

For every Lie algebra s not isomorphic to one of those considered in the previous proposi-
tion, we first have to compute the expression of the generic derivation D € Der(s), consider
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the extension g = s xp R, and determine for which derivations D it is strongly unimod-
ular. Then, we have to show that there are no pairs (w,®) of the form ([B.2]) defining an
SU(3)-structure on s. We shall deal with this problem in the next propositions.

Proposition 3.10. The indecomposable unimodular solvable non-nilpotent Lie algebras
listed in [2, Table A.11] (nilradical g1 & R) cannot occur as an ideal of a strongly uni-
modular solvable Lie algebra admitting exact Go-structures.

Proof. Let s denote one of the Lie algebras listed in Table A.11 of [2], and let (e, ..., es) be
the basis of s for which the structure equations are those given in that table. The nilradical
of s isn = (e1,e2,€3,€e4,€5) = ga1 R, and its descending central series is

n’=n, n'={(e,er), n’={(e2), n'={0}i>3.

Let D be a generic derivation of s, and consider the extension g = s xp R. Then, a
computation shows that g is strongly unimodular only when ey € ker D and the image of
the restriction of D to the subspace (e, e3) C s is (e2). Now, we determine the expression
of the almost complex structure J induced by a generic negative stable exact 3-form da and
the volume form e'?34%6 and we observe that Jes € {(e1, ea, e3). Since [e1, ea] = 0 = [ea, €3],
we see that

w(eq, Jeg) = (CZB + D*a)(eq, Jea) = —f([ea, Jea]) — a(Deg, Jes) — a(eq, DJey) = 0.

Since the previous discussion holds for every o € A%s* and 3 € s* such that w3 # 0 and dov
is stable, the thesis follows. O

Proposition 3.11. The siz-dimensional indecomposable unimodular solvable non-nilpotent
Lie algebras listed in Table A.12 (nilradical g51), A.13 (nilradical g5 2), A.14 (nilradical gs3),
A.16 (nilradical g5 5), A.18 and A.19 (nilradical g31 ®R) of [2] cannot occur as an ideal of
a strongly unimodular solvable Lie algebra admitting exact Go-structures.

Proof. Among the Lie algebras mentioned in the statement, gggil’l, gé’}’g and gglélgj (all with

nilradical g5 1) are the only ones depending on a real parameter. When s is one of these Lie
algebras, then g = s xp R is strongly unimodular only for a certain value of the parameter.
As we will see, this fact will be relevant to rule out two of them, namely g%?;il’l and ggf)%g.
Thus, we begin assuming that s is any of the Lie algebras considered in the statement, with
the exception of g2 =2 and gih?P.
P 96,54 96,70
For each Lie algebra s, we consider the basis (eq,. .., eg) for which the structure equations
are those given in [2], and the generic derivation D € Der(s) such that g = s xpR is strongly
unimodular. We fix the volume form 2456 and we compute the almost complex structure
J induced by the generic negative stable 3-form ¢ = da. Then, arguing as in the proof of
Proposition BI0] we consider the generic non degenerate 2-form w = cfﬂ + D*a, and we
observe that the properties of D and J allow us to single out (at least) one basis vector e;
in the nilradical of s such that w(e;, Je;) = 0. For the sake of clarity, we give the details
in the case when s is isomorphic to the Lie algebra gg 315. The discussion in the remaining
cases is similar, but it depends both on the specific expressions of D and J one obtains and
on the structure equations of the nilradical of s.
The nilradical of gg:% is g5,1, and we can choose a basis (eq,...,e5) of it in such a way

that the only non-zero brackets are [eg, e5] = e; and [eq, e5] = e2. Now, a generic derivation
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D of s = gg:% for which g = s xp R is strongly unimodular satisfies Des € (e1) and
(e1,e3) C ker D. Moreover, the almost complex structure J induced by a generic negative
stable exact 3-form da and the volume form e!23456 gatisfies Je; € (e, es,e3). Therefore,
we have

w(er, Jer) = —5(le1, Je1]) — a(Dey, Jey) — aler, DJey) =0,

and the claim follows.
We are then left with the Lie algebras gé%’g and gggil’l, where a different type of approach

is needed in order to rule them out.
Ifs = gép;g, we consider the basis (e!,...,e%) of §* for which the structure equations are

the following
(€30 — pel® — ¢35 16 _ 2 _ (15 3,636 4 o6 3,616 _ 636 4% ) peR.

The nilradical of s is n = (e1,e2,€e3,€4,€5) = g51, and the only non-trivial terms in its
descending central series are

n’=n, n'=(ep,eq).

Moreover, the generic derivation of s has the following matrix representation

al a9 as 0 ayg as
—a2 ai 0 as Qg ag
D— 0 0 ag a9 0 —3payg — ag
0 0 —ag as 0 —3pa6 + a4
0 0 0 0 —ag+a; —4pas
0 0 0 0 0 0

In order to obtain a strongly unimodular extension g = s xp R, we must have a; = 0 = ag
and 0 = tr(ade, |41) = 2p (notice that the nilradical of g coincides with n when a; = 0 = ag).
We can then conclude observing that the quartic polynomial associated with the generic
exact 3-form do on s is

)\(da) = 404%2 <(a13 — a24)2 + (14 + a23)2)

2 2 2 2
—16a1,p (30412(134 + aizoq — ajy + age3 — a23) ,

and thus A(da) > 0 when p = 0.

Finally, we consider s = g?gil’l, whose structure equations with respect to a basis
(el,..., €% of s* are the following

(—e'® —e®, —1e® —e® (14 20) ¥, (2 +1) e, — (2+21)™,0), leR.

As in the previous case, the nilradical of s is n = (eq, e2,€3,€4,€5) = g51. Let D € Der(s)
be a generic derivation and consider the extension g = s xp R. Requiring g to be strongly
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unimodular gives

al 0 a9 0 as aq
0 —aq 0 as Qg ar
p_| 0 0 a 0 0 a(-1-2)
o 0 0 0 —aq 0 Qg (—2 — l) ’
0 0 0 0 0 ay(-2-2)
0 0 0 0 0 0

and 0 = tr(ade, ;1) = [ 4+ 1. We now compute the generic 2-form w = dB — D*a and the
generic 3-form ¢ = da, and we consider all possible values of the parameters a,, a;;, 8 for
which w? # 0 and
)\(1/1) = 1604%204240413 < 0.

We then determine the almost complex structure J induced by (w,®), and we conclude
observing that w(e;, Je;) = 0, for ¢ = 1,2, 3,4. Notice that, when [ + 1 # 0, the Lie algebra
¢ is not strongly unimodular and w(e;, Je;) is proportional to [ + 1, for ¢ = 1,2, 3, 4. U

We still have to examine the indecomposable Lie algebras listed in [2, Table A.17], namely
those with abelian nilradical R%. In the next result, we rule out all of them but 96 1011 a=1-b
This last Lie algebra will be considered in Proposition B.13l

Proposition 3.12. Let s be a Lie algebra that is isomorphic to one of those listed in Table
A7 of [2] but gg:ll’b_ll_a’_l_b. Then, s cannot occur as an ideal of a strongly unimodular
solvable Lie algebra admitting exact Go-structures.

Proof. Assume first that s is not isomorphic to one of gg:fﬁl’_a/ 2, 96, if’; - gg ?18 . Let
(e1,...,eg) be a basis of s for which the structure equations are those given in Table A.17

of [2], and consider the generic derivation D € Der(s) such that g = s xp R is strongly
unimodular. Then, arguing as in the proof of Proposition 310, we obtain that for every
non-degenerate 2-form w = dB + D*a and every negative stable 3-form ¢ = da there exists
(at least) one basis vector e; in the nilradical R* of s such that w(e;, Je;) = 0. As before,
this depends on the expressions of D and J in each case under exam.

For the remaining Lie algebras of Table A.17, we obtain different types of contradictions.

~1 ~1 .
If s is one of gg 11b5c - gg’IﬁS , we can proceed as above and conclude observing that

w(es, Jeg) w(eq, Jeg) < 0.

1

1’_a/2, we consider the basis (e!,...,e%) of s* for which the structure

Finally, if s = g¢'j4
equations are

a,—1,—a/2 15 16 26 @ 35 45 35 , @ 45
96,114 :<a€ —€e € ,—56 —e,e +§e ,0,0), a#0.

Then, we choose the volume form e!?34%6 and we compute the quartic polynomial )\(dAoz),

for a generic o = 21<i<j<6 ozl-jeij € A%s*, obtaining

AMde) = (a(ar3a9q + arg0m3) — 2013003 — 2014094)° + 4 (13024 + araa93)” > 0.
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Proposition 3.13. The indecomposable Lie algebra gg:ll’b_ll_a’_l_b cannot occur as an ideal

of a strongly unimodular solvable Lie algebra admitting exact Gy-structures.

1—q.—1—
Proof. Let s = gg’lly’ol a,~-1-b

structure equations are

(ae'® +be'® —(a+1)e?® — (b+1)e,e%,¢%,0,0),
with ab # 0 and (—a — 1) 4+ (=b—1)2 # 0. Let B = (e1,...,eq) be the basis of 5 with dual
basis B*. We will study the cases a = —1 and a # —1 separately.

Assume that a = —1. Then, the nilradical of s is the abelian ideal n = (eq, e2, e3,¢€4),
and the generic derivation D € Der(s) for which g = s xp R is strongly unimodular has the
following matrix representation with respect to B

, and consider the basis B* = (el....,e%) of s* for which the

aq 0 0 0 ag —ag b
0 a3 O 0 0 aq
p_| 0 0 a 0 0 ag
0 0 0 —as — a3 — a1 asg 0 ’
0 0 O 0 0 0
0 0 O 0 0 0

where a; € R.
Let a = Zl§i<j§6 ozl-jeij and 8 = Z?:l Brek be a generic 2-form and a generic 1-form on
s, respectively. Then, the forms (w, ) given by (B.2]) have the following expressions
w = —a(ar +az)e’? — aiz(ar + as)e'® + aua(as + as)e™ + (—ara15 — agang — Br)et®
+(b ,81 — a116 — Q4012 — a6a13)616 — Oézg(ag + a5)e23 + 0424(611 + a5)624
+(agonz — agags — agog)e®® + (—bagars — b By — azaos — agas — P2)e”
+ass(ar + ag)e® + (aga13 — asass — agasy)e™
+(—b as213 + aqio3 — asQizg + 53)636 + (a1a45 + asai4 + asoays + asoys + 54)645
+(—bagons — azas + asqos + asass — agaug)e™
+(=bazais + ar10u6 + agaus + agazy + asous + agorss el

and
¢ :a12(€125 + 6126) + Oé13(6135 _ (1 + b)6136) _ oz14bel46 + Oég4(—€245 + (1 + b)6246)
+ a23b6236 _ a34(e345 + 6346) + (—ba15 _ a16)€156 + a25(1 + b)6256 _ a35€356 + a46€456-

Assume that A(¢)) < 0, and let J be the almost complex structure induced by 1 and
the orientation e'234%6. We will show that there exists a nonzero vector x € s such that
w(x, Jx) = 0. To prove this, we consider the nilpotent derivation S € Der(s) with associated
matrix

0 0 0O S1 —-b S1
0000 O 52

g 0000 O S3
0 0 0 0 s4 0 ’
0000 O 0
0000 O 0
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and the automorphism F' = exp(S). With similar computations as in the proof of Propo-
sition B.7, we see that there exist certain s;, 1 < i < 4, such that F*w(es,e5) = 0 and
Jr+yp(es) € {es,eq), where Jp+y, = F~1 o J o F. This follows comparing

F* —ana (€' + €25) + (e — (14 5)e™6) — bage + bagge
—|—O£24(—6245 + (1 + b)6246) _ a34(e345 + 6346)
—(baiasy + bags + a1z + 1383 + agg)e’™
+(1 4 b)(—a1281 + a2454 + ags)e*™
456

356
+(3s1 — as454 — azs)e”™” + (bayas) — aaS2 — 3453 + up e,
with

F*w(e5, 66) = —alsl(ba15 + 1282 + 1383 + Oém) + a134(a46 — (3483 — 042432)
tazsa(—a1281 + ags) + azss(baisst — azas3 + aue)
+a583(—a1331 + 0435) + a534(ba1431 — 9489 + 044(;)
—ag(ba14$4 + baris + 1289 + 1383 + b5) + a4(—a1231 + a9484 + 0425)

+ag(—ai3s1 + asass + ass) + ag(—bajas) + agaSs + 3453 — Qug),

and observing that F*w(es,eq) = 0 if the coefficients of e'®¢, €26, 356 and e**® in the
expression of F*¢ vanish. This last condition gives the linear system

baiass + bas + o282 + aizsz = —au,
—Q251 + 9484 = —Qi5,

1381 — (3454 = (35,

bor1481 — (2482 — (13483 = —Qug6,

which has a unique solution (51, 52, 83,54) under the constraint A(¢)) < 0. The choice
(§1,§2,§3,§4) gives

F*¢ — a12(€125 + 6126) + a13(€135 _ (1 + b)€136) _ a14b6146 + a23b€236

+ g (—€* + (14 b)e?0) — agy (e + €319),

and F*w(es,eg) = 0. From the expression of F*1), we observe that Jr«ye5 € (e5,€6). In
detail,

1
3V —ANE*Y) Jpeyes = —((b+ 1)aizans + aio034) e5 + (12034 — 130004) €.
We then have that w(z, Jx) =0 for x = Fes.

Let us now focus on the case a # —1. The nilradical of s is still the abelian ideal
n = (e, eq,e3,eq), and the generic derivation D € Der(s) for which g =s xp R is strongly
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unimodular must have the following matrix representation with respect to B

ai 0 0 0 az 2t
0 a3 0 0 a; Gt

D= 0 0 as 0 0 Qg
0 0 0 —a; —az —a; as 0 ’
0 0 O 0 0 0
0 0 O 0 0 0

where a; € R.
Let
ty = a(l{ka) (a2b2a%3a§4 — 2a2b20¢13041404230424 + a2620¢%404§3 — 2a26a12a13ag4a34

—2a2 baaaiiganzaizg + 2a2 b()é130£24 — 2a? ba13a14a23a24 + 2ab? (120013002434
+2ab%a a0 4003034 — 2ab? a13a14a23a24 + 2ab? a14a23 +a a%2a34
—2a2 120130240034 + a? Oé130é24 2aba12a34 + 2abaiaa3io40i34 — 2abarioa4ra30i34
—2abazarigainzong + b2 a12a34 + 2b2 (12014230034 + b2 a14a23).
We will study the cases t5 # 0 and to = 0 separately.
If to # 0, we claim that there exists a nonzero vector z € s such that w(x, Jz)=0. The

discussion is similar to the previous case. Here, we consider the nilpotent derivation S with
matrix representation

0000 s X
000 0 s 2040
g_| 0000 0 s
0000 s, O
00000 O
00000 O

and the automorphism F' = exp(S). Requiring the coefficients of e!56, €256 356 436 in the

expression of F*1 to be zero gives the following linear system in the Variables si, 1 <4< 4,

13a83 — a14bsy — 1:[2061282 + 1282 = —a e + bags,

— 193530 + (ro454b + 041281 — 281 — 9353 + 254 = —(1 4+ b)aos + (1 + a)asg,
11261042382 — a3bsy + 1 062382 + Q135103454 = i35,

Tr2aagsy — (r2459b — 9041481 — (2489 — (13453 = —Qup.

This system has a unique solution (81, S2, §3, 54) under the constraint o # 0. In such a case,
we have F*w(es,eq) = 0 and Jp=ype5 € (es, eg), whence the claim follows.

If to = 0, we claim that ¢ = w(-,J-) cannot be definite. To prove this, suppose by
contradiction that g is positive (or negative) definite, and consider ¢’ := y/—A(¢)) g. Then,
g1 = dapanzais((ar + as + as)a — bas + ay),
ghs = dagzanzass((ar + as + as)a — bas + ay),

Gy = —darsangass((a1 + as + as)a — bas + aq).
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Therefore, a1o013014093004034 # 0, and the polynomials p; = aisa34, p2 = a14a03 and
p3 = —a13004 must have the same sign.

Since b(a 4 1)aas # 0, the condition ¢3 = 0 can be seen as a second order equation in the
variable aq4. We can solve it provided that a(b+ 1)aizass(a — b)biazg > 0, obtaining the
solutions:

Oéa = ; <a(b + 1)0&130424 + (a — b)a12a34 + 2\/(@(1) + 1)04130424(0, — b)a12a34)) .
Oéggb(a + 1)

A case by case analysis ensures that the condition a(b + 1)ajzags(a — b)byaszs > 0 is not

compatible with the constraint on p1, pa, p3. To check this, assume that a(b+ 1)ajgany(a —

b)aoazs > 0 and that p; and ps have the same sign. Then, we can distinguish the four

cases:

1) a0z > 0, a3y < 0,0 —b <0, a(b + 1)
2) Q19034 > 0, 130094 < 0, a—0b> 0, a( )
3) a0z < 0, agzaeg >0, a —b <0, a(b + 1)
4) a19a3g < 0, agzaeg >0, a—b > 0, a(b + 1)
Under the assumptions of case 1),
1
bla+1)
If in addition p; and py have the same sign, then b(a+1) < 0. This condition is incompatible
with the inequalities a < b and a(b + 1) > 0, since these conditions imply a < b and
—a < ab < —b. In the remaining cases, we can proceed in a similar way. O

INIVIN IV
cooo

2
aﬁagg = — (\/—a(b + 1)0&130424 F \/—(a — b)a12a34> .
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APPENDIX A.

In this appendix, we list the structure equations of all six-dimensional unimodular de-

composable solvable non-nilpotent Lie algebras that exist up to isomorphism.
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5 (del,de?, de3, de?, de®, de®)
934 e R3 (—e'3,e2,0,0,0,0)
5.4 D 031 (—e'3,e23,0,—e56,0,0)
93:}1 P 93:}1 (7613, 623, 0, 76467 6567 0)
93:411 P 93,5 (—613, 623, O7 _6567 646, 0)
935 O R (—e?3,e13,0,0,0,0)
935D 931 (—e?3,e13,0,—¢%0,0,0)
9(3),,5 P 9(3),,5 (7623, 613, 07 76567 646, 0)
9722 o) RQ (_26147 624 + 634, 634, 0, 0)
ghs" oR? (—e, —pe*d, (p + 1)e4,0,0,0), p € [-3,0)
94 2p,p fa) RQ (2])614, *])624 _ e347 624 7[)634, 0, 07 0>, D > 0
94,8 @RQ (—623,—624,634,0,0,0)
929@R2 (7623,7634,624,0,0,0))
g7 OR (—e'd, —pe?®, —qe®5, —re?®,0,0), -1 <r<q¢<p<1l,pgr#0,p+q+r=—1
95_’8@1& (— 250— ,e%5.0,0,0)
gp’_Q_p d R (—et® — 2 — —pe? (2 +p)e?,0,0), p > —1
95 11@R (7615 e25776257635,7635,3645,070)
9515 AT G R | (—eld, (1+ 29)e®, —qe® — re®, red — qe®,0,0), g € [-1,0, ¢ £ —3, 7 £0
95 14@R (_ 25,0 —6457635,0,0)
95 15 P R (*615 _ 625 7625, 635 _ e457 645, 0, 0)
95 16 @R (—615 _ 625, —625,635 _ q€45,q€35 + 645,0,0), q ?é 0
95 17 @ R (7])615 e257 615 _ p€25,p635 T€45, T€35 + p€45, 0, 0)7 r 7& 0
95 18@R (—625—635,615—645,—645 e 570,0)
o " oR (—e®® — (L +pe'® —e®, —pe, (2p 4 2)e%,0,0), p # 1
95 QO@R (—623—645,—6257635,0,0,0)
95 QB@R (—623 —2615,—625,—625—635,4645,0,0)
gg ‘212 fa) R (7623 _ 2p615 p625 + e357 *625 _ p€35, 4p€45, 0, 0)7 ) ?é 0
g5 56 DR (—e? —cet® €35, —€25,0,0,0), e = +1
ggg82 &R ( 23 +1 1,15 36257 _6357 _e35 645,070)
ggéOB @R (—624 %615 34 + 1 25 4635 —645,0,0)
9535 @®R (—eld, —e ¢ 34 + 635, 0,0,0)
gg§50 ®R (2614, _e24 _ 6357 e25 _ 6347 0,0,0)

TABLE 1. Isomorphism classes of six-dimensional unimodular decomposable
solvable non-nilpotent Lie algebras.

Remark A.1. As for the Lie algebras appearing in Table[lland depending on some param-

eters, with the exception of g’y

—2-p

, all of the corresponding simply connected Lie groups

admit a lattice for certain Values of the parameters, see [2].
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