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Abstract

This paper is concerned with the geometry of principal orbits in quaternionic Kéhler manifolds M of
cohomogeneity one. We focus on the complete cohomogeneity one examples obtained from the non-
compact quaternionic Kdhler symmetric spaces associated with the simple Lie groups of type A by the
one-loop deformation. We prove that for zero deformation parameter the principal orbits form a fibration
by solvsolitons (nilsolitons if 4n = dim M = 4). The underlying solvable group is non-unimodular if n > 1
and is the Heisenberg group if n = 1. We show that under the deformation, the hypersurfaces remain
solvmanifolds but cease to be Ricci solitons.
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1 Introduction

Quaternionic Kahler manifolds are 4n-dimensional Riemannian manifolds whose holonomy group is contained
in Sp(n)Sp(1) (restricting to n > 1, for the moment). The latter group belongs to Berger’s list of irreducible
Riemannian holonomy groups [4]. Equivalently, quaternionic Kahler manifolds are Riemannian manifolds
(M, g) of non-zero scalar curvature equipped with a parallel skew-symmetric almost quaternionic structure
Q C End(T'M). They are Einstein manifolds, so their theory naturally divides in positive or negative scalar
curvature. Positive quaternionic Kéhler geometry is very rigid, and it is conjectured that the only examples
of complete quaternionic Kéhler manifolds of positive scalar curvature are symmetric spaces of compact type
[30].

On the other hand, negative quaternionic Kéhler geometry has shown to be very rich. There exist locally
symmetric, homogeneous non-symmetric and complete non-locally homogeneous examples. Recently, exam-
ples of complete non-locally homogeneous quaternionic Kéahler manifolds of negative scalar curvature with
two ends, one of finite volume and the other one of infinite volume, have been constructed in all dimensions
[9,12]. Nevertheless, the problem of finding complete non-locally symmetric quaternionic Kahler manifolds
of finite volume is still open, in contrast with all the other holonomy groups in Berger list, in which even
compact non-locally symmetric examples are known.

A way to obtain quaternionic Kéhler manifolds of negative scalar curvature is through the so-called super-
gravity c-map construction [7,18,23]. This was originally introduced by physicists and assigns a quaternionic
Kahler manifold of negative scalar curvature to each projective special Kdihler manifold. Moreover, the su-
pergravity c-map metric admits a one-parameter deformation by quaternionic Kéhler metrics [2,32]. This
metric is usually known as the (one-loop) deformed supergravity c-map metric. Many of the known examples
of quaternionic Kéhler manifolds of negative scalar curvature are in the image of the supergravity c-map.
In particular, all homogeneous examples, except the quaternionic hyperbolic spaces HH", are supergravity
c-map spaces [16]. Hence, they admit a one-parameter deformation which depends on a real constant ¢ € R.
When ¢ > 0, they are complete [10] and (exactly) of cohomogeneity one [11,14].

Thanks to the results of [1,6,8,22,28], it is known that every homogeneous quaternionic Kahler manifold of
negative scalar curvature is an Alekseevsky space, that is, homogeneous under a simply transitive completely
solvable group of isometries. Therefore, every homogeneous quaternionic Kéhler manifold of negative scalar
curvature is an Finstein solvmanifold. The systematic study of Einstein solvmanifolds goes back to the
seminal work of Heber [22] and since then many important results have been obtained (see for instance
[5,6,25-27,29]). An important feature of Einstein solvmanifolds is that it is possible to construct algebraic
Ricci solitons on some of their hypersurfaces. They are a specialization of the Ricci solitons introduced by
Hamilton [21] adapted to the algebraic structure of the homogeneous manifold. More precisely, an algebraic
Ricci soliton on a solvable/nilpotent Lie group is called solvsoliton/nilsoliton.
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As we have explained, the one-loop deformation of every homogeneous supergravity c-map space is of co-
homogeneity one. In this paper we study the induced geometry of the hypersurface orbits of the group
acting with cohomogeneity one. In particular, we focus on the 4n-dimensional quaternionic Kéhler manifold
(IV, 9% ), where
- SU(n, 2
Fi= 202 (1)
S(U(n) x U(2))
is equipped with its one-loop deformed metric g% This quaternionic Kéhler manifold is obtained by applying
the deformed supergravity c-map to CH" ! considered as a homogeneous projective special Kihler manifold
(see [10]). If ¢ = 0, then (N, g%) is the quaternionic Kéhler symmetric space (SU(n,2)/S(U(n) x U(2)), gean)-
If ¢ > 0 then (N ,g%) is of cohomogeneity one. The manifold (N ,9%) may be described as a product
(0,00) x K for an open subset K C R*"~! and the metric has the form
c L 14 + 26 2

- d ¢
IN=1E 1 + g5,

where g := g5 |7y, <7, 18 the induced metric on the fiber N, := {p} x K. As described explicitly in [12],
the fibers {p} x K are the orbits of a c-dependent isometric action of the Lie group U(1,n — 1) x Heisg, 1.
The Lie group L := B x Heisg, 11, where B is the Iwasawa subgroup of SU(1,n — 1), acts simply transitively
on Np and the induced metric g; on Np can be seen as a left-invariant metric on the solvable Lie group L.
Hence the hypersurface (Np = L, g5) is a solvmanifold and in this paper we study its geometry. We notice
that the case n = 1 is special, since then L = Heis; is nilpotent and it is known that g7 is a nilsoliton for
any choice of p > 0 and ¢ > 0 (see [31]).

The main result of this article may be formulated as follows (see Theorems 4.9, 4.11 and 4.13):

Theorem 1.1. Let (N,gjc\—,) be the one-loop deformation of the symmetric space (1) and let (Np,g;) be the
fiber of p: N — Rwq considered as a solvmanifold. Then:

e Ifn =1, the pair (N,,g5) is a nilsoliton for every ¢ >0 and p > 0.

o Ifn>1, the pair (N,,g5) is a solvsoliton for ¢ =0 and p > 0.

e Ifn>1, the pair (Np,g;) is not a solvsoliton for ¢ > 0 and p > 0.

As we have said, the case n = 1 is already known by the work of Milnor [31]. Moreover, in the case
¢ = 0 the quaternionic Kéhler manifold (1) is a symmetric space and it follows from the work of [17] that
(N,, gp) is a solvsoliton, thus our explicit computation agrees with this general result (see Remark 4.12).
Our computations also show that in the case ¢ > 0 we do not have a solvsoliton anymore. We obverse in
Remark 4.15 that we can also prove the third point of the theorem combining the fact that the case ¢ = 0
is a solvsoliton, together with the uniqueness results about solvsolitons obtained by Lauret in [29] and our

study of the Ricci curvature of N,.

The results of [17] hold, in particular, for every quaternionic Ké&hler symmetric space of negative scalar
curvature. Then, combining [17] and the results of Lauret [29], together with an analogous study of the
Ricci curvature of the one we perform here, we have enough evidence to state the following conjecture:

Conjecture 1. Consider the one-loop deformation, with ¢ > 0, of a symmetric supergravity c-map space of
dimension 4n > 4. Then the hypersurface orbit of its cohomogeneity one action equipped with the induced
metric is not a solvsoliton.

The only 4-dimensional quaternionic Kéhler symmetric spaces of negative scalar curvature are HH' and
CH?. The former is not a supergravity c-map space and the latter is a special case that we already consider
in this paper.

To apply the results of Lauret about the uniqueness of solvsolitons, we rely on the fact that the hypersurface
orbit L of the cohomogeneity one action is a solvsoliton when ¢ = 0 and, as we said, this is true for
symmetric supergravity c-map spaces by [17]. However, for a homogeneous non-symmetric quaternionic
Kihler manifold of negative scalar curvature N the results of [17] do not apply. Nevertheless, we still have
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the group L acting with cohomogeneity one on N (although in the case ¢ = 0, since the quaternionic Kahler
manifold is homogeneous, there is a bigger group acting simply transitively on N). A natural question that
arise is the following:

Question 1. Consider a homogeneous non-symmetric quaternionic Kdhler manifold of negative scalar curva-
ture. Is the hypersurface orbit of the cohomogeneity one action equipped with the induced metric a solvsoliton?

Finally, it is shown in [13] that the one-loop deformation of CH? has negative sectional curvature. More
precisely, the authors prove that the one-loop deformation is a complete %—pinched negatively curved quater-
nionic Kéhler manifold. This corresponds to the case n = 1 of (1). Some experimental evidence suggests that
the deformed supergravity c-map space that we are considering has also negative sectional curvature. It is
an interesting problem to construct complete non-homogeneous Riemannian manifolds of negative sectional
curvature. We then pose the following question:

Question 2. Is the one-loop deformation of (1) a Riemannian manifold of negative sectional curvature?
More generally, is the one-loop deformation of a homogeneous supergravity c-map space a Riemannian man-
ifold of negative sectional curvature?

The paper is organized as follows. In Section 2 we recall the definition of solvsolitons and the results relevant
for the paper. In Section 3 we obtain a general formula for the Ricci curvature of a hypersurface of an
Einstein manifold (see Lemma 3.5) and then we apply it to our particular example to obtain the eigenvalues
of the Ricci endomorphism of the hypersurface (see Proposition 3.7). In Section 4 we first recall the Iwasawa
decomposition of su(l,n — 1) and then we describe the Lie algebra of L, showing that L is completely
solvable and non-unimodular for n > 1 (see Proposition 4.4). Then we describe the induced metric on the
hypersurface as a left-invariant metric and express its Ricci endomorphism in a basis of left-invariant vector
fields (see Proposition 4.6). Finally we obtain our main results in Theorems 4.9, 4.11 and 4.13.

This paper is part of the second named author PhD thesis, see [20, Chapter 6].
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2 Preliminaries on solvsolitons

Ricei solitons were introduced by Hamilton in [21] and they are a generalization of Einstein manifolds. More
precisely, a Riemannian manifold (M, g) is a Ricci soliton if there exist a real number A € R and a vector
field V € T'(T' M) such that

Ric=Ag+ Lvg,

where Ric denotes the Ricci curvature of g. Note that if V' is Killing then (M, g) is Einstein.

We are interested in studying the existence of Ricci solitons in the homogeneous setting, more precisely Lie
groups equipped with left-invariant metrics.

Definition 2.1. Let (G, g) be a simply connected Lie group equipped with a left-invariant Riemannian
metric g, and let g denote the Lie algebra of G. Then the pair (G, g) is called an algebraic Ricci soliton if
there exist a real number A € R and a derivation D € Der(g) such that

ric = AId+D, (2)

where ric denotes the Ricci endomorphism of g. In particular, an algebraic Ricci soliton on a solvable (resp.
nilpotent) Lie group is called a solvsoliton (resp. nilsoliton).
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The relationship between left-invariant Ricci solitons on simply connected Lie groups and algebraic Ricci
solitons was studied by Lauret in [26,29]. He shows that any algebraic Ricci soliton gives rise to a Ricci
soliton. He proves that the converse also holds in the case of completely solvable Lie groups. Recall that G
is called completely solvable if G is solvable and the eigenvalues of ad(X) are real for all X € g. Note that
nilpotent Lie groups are completely solvable.

Remark 2.2. It is shown in [29, Proposition 4.6] that if (G, g) is a solvsoliton with A > 0, then ric = 0.
Thus the corresponding left-invariant Ricci soliton is Ricci-flat and hence flat by [3].

From now on, S denotes a simply connected solvable Lie group and g is a left-invariant Riemannian metric
on S. Then the pair (S, g) is called a solvmanifold. A particularly interesting case is when (S, g) is Einstein.
The relation between Einstein solvmanifolds and nilsolitons and solvsolitons has been deeply studied in the
literature. Let us briefly recall some of these relations.

Let s denote the Lie algebra of S. We decompose
s=adn,

where n is the nilradical of s, that is, its maximal nilpotent ideal, and a := n' is the orthogonal complement
of n. When a is abelian, then (s = a @ n,g) is called standard. Lauret showed in [28] that every Einstein
solvmanifold is standard. Based on the seminal work of Heber [22], Lauret proves the following relation
between Einstein solvmanifolds and nilsolitons.

Theorem 2.3 ([26, Theorem 3.7]). Let (S,g) be a solvmanifold and s the Lie algebra of S. Consider the
orthogonal decomposition s = a ® n, where n is the nilradical of s. Then (S,g) is Finstein if and only if
(1, glaxn) is a nilsoliton.

When a in § = a @ n is one-dimensional, Theorem 2.3 says that if (9, g) is an Einstein solvmanifold, then
S admits a codimension one nilsoliton. This was extended to the unimodular case in [25] (see also [33]).
That is, if (S, g) is an Einstein solvmanifold, then S admits a unimodular codimension one closed subgroup
So which is a solvsoliton with the induced metric. Conversely, if (Sp, go) is a solvsoliton, where Sy is an
unimodular solvable Lie group, then there is a semidirect product S = R x Sy which admits a left-invariant
Einstein metric extending gq.

Finally, Lauret generalized Theorem 2.3 in [29] to the case of solvsolitons and nilsolitons. In particular, he
characterized the existence of solvsolitons from the existence of nilsolitons.

Theorem 2.4 ([29, Theorem 4.8]). Let (S,g) be a solvmanifold and s the Lie algebra of S. Consider
the orthogonal decomposition § = a @ n, where n is the nilradical of s. Then (S, g) is a solvsoliton, i.e.

ric = AId+D for some A <0 and D € Der(s), if and only if

1. (0, glaxn) is a nilsoliton.

2. a is abelian.

3. ad(A) is a normal operator for all A € a.

4. g(A,A) = —%tr(ad(A)® o ad(A)®) for all A € a, where ad(A)* := %(ad(A) + ad(A)*) and ad(A)*
denotes the adjoint.

All the known examples of quaternionic Kéhler homogeneous manifolds of negative scalar curvature admit
a simply transitive action of a completely solvable Lie group [1,8]. These are known as Alekseevsky spaces.
In fact, it was recently shown that these are precisely all quaternionic Kéhler homogeneous manifolds of
negative scalar curvature [6]. Combining these results we conclude that all quaternionic Kahler homogeneous
manifolds of negative scalar curvature are Einstein solvmanifolds.

Therefore, due to the results mentioned so far, given a quaternionic Kéhler homogeneous manifold we can
always find an unimodular hypersurface admitting a solvsoliton. However, the setting we will consider is
quite different. We study the existence of algebraic Ricci solitons on hypersurface orbits coming from a
cohomogeneity one group action.



3 The Ricci curvature of a hypersurface in an Einstein manifold 6

3 The Ricci curvature of a hypersurface in an Einstein manifold

Let K be a smooth manifold and consider the smooth manifold N := (0,00) x K. Write p: N — (0, 00) for
the canonical projection. On N we suppose that we have an Einstein metric g of the form

9= f(p)dp® + g,

where g, is a Riemannian metric on N , ={p}xKand f: N — (0, 00) is a smooth positive function depend-
ing only on p. We may think of g, as a one-parameter family of Riemannian metrics on K depending on p.
In this section we give a general formula for the Ricci tensor of the hypersurface N »- Similar computations
appear in a different context in [24]. Of course, in the case when p is a distance function, i.e. f =1, then the
computations that follow are classical, but we nevertheless work out the formulas for general f, since these
then readily apply to the family of quaternionic Kéhler metrics we are interested in.

3.1 Ricci tensor of Np in general

Lemma 3.1. The bilinear form h € T'(T*N ® T*N) given by h(X,Y) := g(VXa%,Y) is symmetric, i.e.
GV, Y) = g(Vy &, X).

Proof. Consider the function F = [ fdp: (0,00) — R. Then F’ = £, so that, viewed as a function on N, we
have dF' = fdp. It follows that VF = 8%’ and h is by definition the Hessian of F', hence symmetric. O

Lemma 3.2. We haveVa 8 f—fai.

Proof. First of all we have

0 0 10 0 0 1 o 0
Vot D)t (2 0N =g (L2 2 Q

2 Op’ Op 20p7 \Op Op 2 2f 0p’ Op
To show that Vé%a% = gf 5, it suffices to show V 2 8 1 ker(dp). To this end, we pick a vector field X
which is tangent to the fibers of p, i.e. dp(X) = 0. Then 9(X, 7) = 0 and since N is a product, we may

X] =0,

It follows, since V is torsion-free:
0 0 0 0 1
g<vadpap’ ) g<3p’v5ﬂ > g(ap’vxap> 24

To state the next lemma, we use the following notation. If « € I'(T*N ® T*N) is a symmetric bilinear form
with associated endomorphism A, i.e. a(-,-) = g(A-,-) we write

assume that [2 B>

O

a?(-,) = g(A%, ) = g(A, A) = a-,A) e T(T*N @ T*N).

Note that if {E;} is an orthonormal local frame of TN, then AX = . g(AX,E))E; = Y, a(X, E;)E;, so
that
(X, X) = g(AX, AX) Zg (X, E))Ei,o(X, Ej)E;) = > a(X, E;)*.

%

In particular, for the symmetric bilinear form h from Lemma 3.1, we have h(-,) = g(V.a%7 -) so that

0 0 0
2.0 = V—V—)|= V. —
h= (-, ) g(.p, . ) h(7 .p).

Lemma 3.3. Let X,Y € T'(TN) be two vector fields tangent to K, i.e. such that dp(X) =0 = dp(Y), and

suppose that [X =0=1[Y,2]. Then

35l = "5
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L WXY)=g(Vxg;,Y) = —g(VxY. 5) = 55,9(X,Y).
2. The second fundamental form 11: TN, x TN, — TNpL of N, is given by

1 o 19 )

IM(X,Y)= —h(X,Y)z- = —— —g,(X,Y)=—.
7 2
3. 9(Ry(X, )%, X) = 55 59,(X, X) = 1 £59,(X, X) + 13 (X, X).
Proof. 1. Since g(#5,Y) = 0 and V is metric, it follows that g(Vx#£,Y) = —g(VxY, &). Since

g(a%, X)=0= g(a%, Y) and [X, a@p] =0=1Y, 6%] the Koszul formula implies:

0 0
2h(X,Y) =2 —, Y | =—¢g,(X,Y).
h( ) ) g<vXapa ) apgp( > )

2. By definition we have II(X,Y) = (VxY)* = 9(VxY,v)v, where v = %8% is the unit normal. Thus,

using part 1.:

1 0\ 0 1 0 10 0

3. We compute using part 2. and Lemma 3.2:
o (e (x.55) 55 %) =9 (VWi =53y~ Vil )
(o () )0 (Fesni
=270 (V) a0 (V) o (Vx5 7%)

f' 1 92 0
= 47 op =—9o(X, X) 567)29p(X7X)+h X7vxafp

! (XX—laz (X,X) +h*(X,X)
= 179,70 " 3%t )

O

Lemma 3.4. Suppose that (N g) is an Finstein manifold with Einstein constant A € R, i.e. Ric(g) = Ag.
Consider the hypersurface N = {p} x K with induced metric g,, unit normal field v € F(TNJ-) and second

fundamental form I1 € F(T*N ® T*N ® TNL). Then for any p € N and X € T, N we have, with an
orthonormal basis {E;} of T,N,:

Ricy (X, X) = Agy(X, X) + g(I(X, X), tx(IL)) Zg (I1(X, E;),TI(X, E;)) — }Rmﬁ (X,Sp,ﬁp,X) .

Proof. Let p € N, and X,Y,Z, W € T,N,. Then writing Rmy(X,Y,Z,W) = g(Ry(X,Y)Z,W) and
Rmy (X,Y,Z,W) = g,(Ry, (X,Y)Z, W) we have by the Gauss equation:

Rmy(X,Y,Z,W) = Rmy (X,Y,2,W) — g(IL(X, W), 1Y, Z)) + g(11(X, Z), 1LY, W)).

Now let {E } be an orthonormal basis of T, N,, so that {E;} U {v|,} is an orthonormal basis of T, N, with
v = —=+-. Then we have

faf’
Ricy (X, X) = tr(V = Ry (V, X)X)
= Rmy(X, E;, E;, X) + Rmg(X, v,v, X)
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—|—Rm]\7(X, v,v, X)

= Ricy, (X, X) — g(II(X, X), tr(I1)) + Zg(H(X, E),1I(X,E;)) + %Rmﬁ (X, % 2 X) .

Now Ricgy = Ag and therefore we find the formula of the statement. O

Write h, € T(T*N, ® T*N,) for the restriction of & to the hypersurface N,. We refine the formula obtained
in Lemma 3.4 as follows.

Lemma 3.5. Suppose that (N 7g) is an Einstein manifold with Einstein constant A € R, i.e. Ric(g) = Ag.
Consider the hypersurface N, = {p} x K with induced metric g,, unit normal field v € F(TNL) and second

fundamental form 11 € T(T*N, ® T*N, ® TNJ‘). Then we have

o 1 9] 7\ o 2 5, 1 02
Ries, =3, + (370 (7500) = 37 ) 730 = 715 + 27

Proof. Let p € N, and X € T,N,. By Lemma 3.3 part 2. we have

f%%&X>v'ﬂmnm)fm&;mnmgéﬁ%%ammm(@ﬂa

g(II(X, X), tr(I)) = ¢ ( o’ f

and similarly

ZgHXE)HXE th (X, E;) XE)f?th(XX)

By Lemma 3.3 part 3. the curvature term is given by

(v @ 0 N [0 19 ,

Putting all these formulas together we obtain:

A(X) := g(TI(X, X), tr(II)) ZgHX E) (X, E;)) — }Rmﬁ <X,(,i),£0,x)

19 9 i 1 o2
Aot (aﬁ) 18000 = ({0 )= 330620 + 100

19 P 2 fo 1 o
= a7 (X0 (00 ) = XX 06X + g0 )

1 o) f! 5 1 92
(=t Zg,) - L) Ly (x, 2 — 9 (XX
(a7 (55m) = i) o 30 = 380030+ g0
and therefore Ricy (X, X) = Ag,(X, X) + A(X) gives us the formula from the statement. O

3.2 Application to one-loop deformed hypermultiplet manifolds

Let us consider the one-loop deformation (with ¢ > 0) of the non-compact quaternionic K&hler symmetric
space

SU(n,?2)
S(U(n) x U(2))

We identify the underlying manifold N as

N = (0,00) x (B1(0) x R x C"),
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with B;1(0) € C*~! the open unit ball. On N we have the global coordinate system
(p, X%, &, w’, w") € (0,00) x (C"! x R x C"),

where @ = 1,...,n — 1 and || X|* = > |X%®* < 1. If n = 1 we adopt the convention that the family
(X9, a)l is empty, so that for N = (0,00) x R x C the global coordinate system is just (p, ,w°). With the
convention Za:l = 0, the one-loop deformed metric is then for any n € N explicitly given by

1 p+2¢c
c c
I = 4/) Py P + Gy
where
+ 1 n—1 2
c p c a 2 v a a
g = |[dX|* + XX
P I-IXIP Z T IxT |2
1 p+C n—1 %2 n—1 2
+ = dé —4Tm [ @°dw® — ) w*dw® 7Im Xedxe
4p? p+ 2¢ ( ¢ ( az::l ) —[1X1? (Z ))
2
9 n—1 4 n—1
- <dw°dw0 3 dwtda” ) + p;cl — e |4+ D X
a=1 a=1

The metric g% fits into the framework of the previous section with

1 2
K=B1(0)xRxC" and f(p) = prze
4p ptec
The metric g% is quaternionic Kéhler with reduced scalar curvature v = 4n?fﬁ2) = —2 (see [10, Page 89]).
In particular, it is Einstein with Einstein constant
scal
=% 9n+2).

We are interested in computing the Ricci tensor of the hypersurface N p with metric gg. For that we want to

apply Lemma 3.5 and therefore we need to compute a%gg, (%2292 and the bilinear form h%.
The level sets N » of p are homogeneous, thus it suffices to perform all computations at the particular point
pp=(p,0) €Ny = {p} x K

obtained by fixing p and putting all other coordinates to zero. Moreover, we are only differentiating with
respect to the variable p, so we may first put the other coordinates to zero, view gg|pp as a depending only
on p, and then differentiate. We may thus work with the metric g in the following simplified form:

n—1
c p+C a\2 a\2 1 ,O—l—c ~2
= db dt —
5= "0 <§_j< 2+ ( >>+42p+20¢

+ 2¢
I P

1
2p a=1

n—1
- 1 ~
(d6o)* + (d¢")) + o (Z(d@)? + <d<“>2> :
Here we have expressed the metric gy in the real coordinates (p, b, t*, (ﬁ, 50, ¢, fa, ¢*), where

1 1 : %
X = (b +it?), w’ = 3G +i¢%), w'= 5 (G =)

Now we compute the derivative of the metric g;:

J . Y a2 1 2p? +5cp +4c? -
%gp - _TPQ (;(db ) + (dt ) - ﬁ (p+20)2 ddj
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1 p+4c
202

(€ + (@) - 7 (Z(d@)? n <d<“>2>

a=1

_ 1 p+C = a a 1 p+C 7

a=1

1 1p+2c,, - 1 (& .
p <h3(p)2p 5 ((do)? + (d¢”)?) + % <Z(d<a)2 + (d¢ )2>> ,

a=1

where
c _ 2p% 4 Bep + 4c?

T A Tr e

Note that the Gram matrix of gy is diagonal in these coordinates:

hi(p) :

+c + 2¢ 1
P P 1o, ]1271—2) ;

. p+c
°=d 1 n—2; P
9p = 08 ( 1p T ap(p+20) 2p? 2p

where we denote by 1, the k x k identity matrix. Sometimes we will also write O, for the k x k zero matrix.
If n =1, then 2n — 2 = 0 and we adopt the convention to interpret the Gram matrix of gg as

. p+c p+2c
c=d 1
9o = 106 (4/)2(0 +2c) 2p? 2) ’

which is consistent with our conventions of choosing coordinates on N explained at the beginning of this
chapter. We apply analogous conventions to the various other Gram matrices that appear below and hence-
forth will not explicitly distinguish between the cases n = 1 and n > 1. It follows that the Gram matrix of
the bilinear form h,(-,-) = g5(V. 0 )= %C%gg is

Fp’
1 dg; 1 p+c p+e p+2c 1
=—-—t =_——di h ——1o,_92,h —— h ——— Ty, — 19, 2] =g°A
0 2 Op % 1ag< 1(p) i) 2n—2, 2<p)4p2(p+20)’ 3(P) 20? 2’2,0 2n—2 9p4p,
where A, is the diagonal matrix
1.
A, = —Z*pdlag(hl(ﬂ)]bnf% ha(p), h3(p) 1Lz, Lon_2) (4)

corresponding to the endomorphism Va%. From this computation and Lemma 3.3 we deduce the following.

Proposition 3.6. The eigenvalues of the shape operator S; of the hypersurface (Np,gg) - (N,gfv) with
. 1 8 .
respect to the unit normal field i are given by

c p+c p+4c [ p+c
01 = ) 03 = ;
p+c\ p+2c p+2c\ p+2c
2p% +5cp+4c® [p+ec p+ec
02 = ) 04 = )
(p+2c)(p+c) \ p+2c p+2¢c

where the multiplicities of o1 and o4 are 2n —2, the multiplicity of o is 1 and the multiplicity of o3 is 2. In
particular, if ¢ > 0, then (N, g5) is strictly conver. Furthermore, the mean curvature of (N,, g5) is

(2n+2)p? + (8n+T)ep+ (8n+4)c2 [p+e
(p+c)(p+2c) p+2c

tr(Sy) =

Proof. By part (3) of Lemma 3.3 we know that the second fundamental form II, of the hypersurface
(N, g5) C (N, g%) evaluates on tangent vectors X, Y to

1 0

I,(X,Y) = fhp(X, Y)a—p = g,(Sy(X),Y)

9
op’

-
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with the shape operator S7. At the point p, we see from the above discussion that

GS(S5(X),Y) = —%hp(X, Y) =gt ((_\}TA,) X, y) ,

i.e. from (4) we get

1 1
Sg = _ﬁAp = mdiag(hl(/))]bn—% hQ(p)a hB(P)]l% ]12n—2)~

The eigenvalues are explicitly given by

g1 = hl(p) = \/W
g — ha(p) _ 2p +5cp+4c _ Qp +5Cp+402\/m

US:hs(p) _ p+dc :p+4c [p+c
VT (pt20p2p [ei2e 2N pt2e

ptc

1 Jp+tec
20vF  Vp+2c

04 =

The mean curvature

tl“(S;) = (2n — 2)(71 + 09 + 203 + (2n — 2)0’4

_ (@2n+2)p*+ Bn+Tep+ Bn+4)c? [p+c
(p+c)(p+2¢) p+2c

is obtained from a straightforward computation. O

We deduce that the trace of the bilinear form a% g, = 2h, is given by

0 1
tr <8ng> = 2tr(4,) = —;((211 —2)hi(p) + ha(p) + 2h3(p) + 2n — 2).
Moreover, it follows that (Va%)2 is represented by
A;2; dlag (h (p):ﬂ-Qn 2,h2( ) hg(ﬂ)lb I]-2'r172) .

The Gram matrix of h%, the bilinear form corresponding to the endomorphism (V(,%)27 is therefore

p+tc
= a2 = zding (12092 0 1200

p+c p+2c 1

h3 1y, — 1o,
4p%(p + 2¢) )" 22 2o, 2
It remains to compute the second derivative 8‘9—:2 g;,, the Gram matrix of which is

o2 o (0 ) )
L= () =22, =22 (A,4°
027 =~ Bp (8/)9”) op " c?p( 95)

HA g6 0A oA,
=2 Pa¢+A,—L) =2 Lg¢+2A,H,) =2 242
(w *”w) (w " ) (%* )

All terms have already been computed, excep

85; 212d1ag((h1(p) — phy(p))Lan—2, ha(p) — phy(p), (h3(p) — phs(p)) 12, Lon_2).
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We find

9 . (04,
87p29p = <8p+2A2> 29,0

1.
= pjdlag ((h + h1 = phi) oo, (h3 + ha — phy), (h3 + ha — ph3) 12,212, —2) g
Since Ric(g%) = —2(n+2)g5,, we must take A = —2(n+2) in the formula of Lemma 3.5. All other quantities
in that formula are now computed, so putting everything together, we find:

Proposition 3.7. Let n € N and ¢ > 0. The Ricci tensor of ( p,gp) at a point p, = (p,0) is given by

, . o , 1 (04
Rlch =-2(n+ 2)g’; — 2np8—pg,; + ?gp ( 8pp.’.> .

If n =1, then in the global real coordinates (é, fo, ¢%) the Ricci endomorphism is represented by the diagonal
matric
I‘iCNp = diag(rg, Tg]].g) .

If n > 1, then in the global real coordinates (b*,t*, & 50, v, Ea, ("), a=1,...,n—1, the Ricci endomorphism
is represented by the diagonal matriz

ricy = diag(r11an-2, 72,7312, 74l2n2).
The principal Ricci curvatures are, for any n € N and ¢ > 0, given by

—2(n +2)p? — 4(n + 2)cp — 62

e (p+)(p +20) !
vy — 2np* + (12n — 8)cp? + (28n — 26)c?p? + 32(n — 1)cp + 16(n — 1)
(p+c)p+2c)? ’
ry = 2—p3 +(2n — 3)ep® + (8n — 8)c?p + (8n — 8)c3
(p+2c)? ’
_ 2(p+30)
T p+2e

Proof. The general formula of Lemma 3.5 becomes with A = —2(n + 2):
. 0 . 7\ 0 r 2 1 02
Ricy = —2(n +2)g, + (4ftr < gp> - 4f2> a— ?h + = 5F 9p 59

ey (2 Y0 e 240 1O
22+ 5 (i (g595) = 7) 75— 31+ e

p+2c

where f = We can therefore compute

4p2(p+c)*
0 1 4p%(p + ¢) 2p2 + Tep + 4c?
tr ——((2n —2)h h 2h, 2n — 2
(356) = & = =3 (n = 2halo) + halp) + 2halp) + 20— 2) + LI 2 LTDE
1 ((2n_2)p+20 2p2+5cp—|—4c2+ p—|—4c) 20% 4 Tep + 4c?
p ptc  (pt+o)p+2c) p+2c)  plp+c)ip+20)
(p+ 2¢)
=—-2n = —8npf.
p(p+c)

Thus, we get
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and the formula for Ricy  simplifies to

) . o ., 2 1 02
Ricy, :72(n+2)gp72npa—pgp 7 p+ﬁﬁ
We next simplify the last two terms. In terms of Gram matrices we have
82 1 /0A 0A
2 _ 2 p 2 _ 94 ¢
Thus, we find
- c 6 c 1 c 8AP
RICN,, =—-2(n—+ 2)gp — ana—pgp + ?gp <3p . ) .
We therefore obtain for the Gram matrix of the bilinear form Ric N, using 50F = 2;5_;2):
10A
Ricy, = —2(n+2)g; — 2np2H, + - 7 88 Lge
104,
= diag(ﬁ]lznfzﬂ’z,7”3]12,7“4]12n72)gp,
with

2p -+ ) (ph — hy)
p+2c
—2(n +2)p? — 4(n + 2)cp — 62
(p+c)(p+2c)
2(p + ¢)(phy — ha)

T = 72(77, —+ 2) —+ 27’Lh1 —

)

ro = —=2(n+ 2) + 2nhs —

p+2c
~ 2npt + (12n — 8)cp® + (28n — 26)c?p? + 32(n — 1)Pp + 16(n — 1)c?
B (p+)(p+2¢)?
2(p + ¢)(phs — hs)
=-2 2 2nhs —
" (n+2)+ 2nhs p+2c
_ 2—p3 + (2n — 3)cp® + (8n — 8)c?p + (8n — 8)c3
(o + 207 |
2(p+c) 2(p+3c)
— 2(n+2)+2 - .
T4 (n+2)+2n+ PR o+ 2c

13

O

Remark 3.8. We comment on the nature of the principal Ricci curvatures computed in Proposition 3.7.

1. If n =1, then g; is a left-invariant metric on the three-dimensional Heisenberg group (see Section 4).

For any ¢ > 0, the Ricci endomorphism has just two eigenvalues, namely
2p* 4+ 4cp® + 262 2p%(p+c)
o+ (p+2op

9 = —Trs3.

Thus, ric N, in this case is of the form ro diag(l, —1,—1), and in fact the Ricci endomorphism of any

invariant metric on the three-dimensional Heisenberg group may be put in this form (see [31]).

2. If c=0and n > 1, the principal Ricci curvatures simplify to
M= -2n+2), ra=2n, == -2

(5)

Note in particular that r3 = r4 in this case and the spectrum of ric N, consists only of three distinct

eigenvalues. It follows that I‘lCN restricts to a multiple of the identity on the subspace of T), N

spanned by acovag ,...,3@ 173{: N



4 The level sets (N, g5) as Riemannian solvmanifolds 14

3. In the case n > 1, ¢ > 0 the eigenvalues r1, 3, 73, 74 are distinct, and, in contrast to the ¢ = 0 situation,
o

o) 9 9 9 o fof : C
the vectors 3¢ 58 and BCTr 5Ec Ben T 5E, -, NOW span distinct eigenspaces of ric N,

From these remarks we deduce the following important consequence.

Corollary 3.9. Let n > 1. The metrics g, = gg and gy, ¢ > 0, are not homothetic.

4 The level sets (N,, g;) as Riemannian solvmanifolds

It was shown in [12] that the level sets Np are the orbits for an isometric, c-dependent action of the simply
connected Lie group with Lie algebra u(1,n — 1) x heis,, ;. The Lie algebra of the stabilizer of the point
Pp = (p,0) with respect to this action is a subgroup of u(1,n — 1) x heis,, ,; isomorphic to u(1) x u(n —1).
In this section we shall see that the subgroup L with Lie algebra [ = b x heis,,, |, where b C su(1,n — 1)
is the Iwasawa subalgebra, acts simply transitively and isometrically on N, p- We may thus regard gy as a
left-invariant metric on the Lie group L, and in this section we shall determine the subalgebra [ and the
inner product on [ corresponding to g explicitly.

4.1 The Iwasawa decomposition of su(l,n — 1)

Decomposing C™ = Ceg @ C*~! with an orthonormal basis eg, €1, . . ., e,—1 of C" with respect to the pseudo-
Hermitian inner product h of signature (1,n — 1) such that h(eg,e9) = —1, we may write

u(l,n—1)=RC & su(l,n—1),

cz<é 0 ) and 5u(1,n—1):{<_tr(A) i) ‘UE(C”_l,AEu(n—l)}.

i]]-n,—l v

where

We view u(1l,n — 1) C gl(n,C) as the fixed-point set of the anti-linear involutive Lie algebra automorphism

o g[(m(c) — gl(n,C), U(A) = A .= —IATI, where I = <—01 10 ) .
n—1

Note that (AB)? = —B?A°. Given A € gl(n,C) we then write

_ 1

Re(A):%(A—i-A") and  Im(4) =

(A— A°).

Fora=1,...,n—1 we write further
0 el _ {0 0
U, = (0 0 > and U :=0(U,) = (ea 0> .

o o o 5(1 0
U U] =0, [US.U7) =0, [Ua,m:(b T).

0  —epe,

We observe that

Then
{C,Re(U,),Im(Uy,),Re([Uq, UZ)), Im([Uq, UZ]) | @, b=1,...,n — 1}

is a basis for u(1,n — 1).

The real vector space underlying the Lie algebra beis,,, ,  is given by C" @R, where we identify C™ with R2"
and write Z for the generator of the center R.

We now fix p € (0, 00), take as basepoint p, := (p,0) € Np and consider the infinitesimal action of the Lie
algebra su(1,n — 1) x beisy,,; on the hypersurface N,. The Lie algebra of the stabilizer g’ of p,, i.e. the
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kernel of the map u(1,n — 1) x heisy, 1 — T, Np given by evaluating the Killing fields at p,, was computed
in [12, Lemma 3.5]:

g’ = spang{C + 2¢Z,Re([Uy,, UZ 1), Im([Uy, U7 ]) + 2¢0apZ | a,b=1,...,n — 1},

which is isomorphic to u(1) x u(n — 1) and has trivial intersection with heis,,, .

We briefly review the Iwasawa decomposition of su(l,n — 1). We may choose the following Cartan decom-
position
u(l,n—1)=¢t@p,

where

E—RC o {(‘“0(‘4) 21) [Aeu(n- 1)} =~ u(1) B u(n — 1),

_ 0 ’ET n—1
p={() ) [vee
Define for a € {1,...,n —1}:

_ T
By := (14 61a)Ua — [Ua, Uf] = < O (14 61a>ea>

0 ere,
and
1 0 (14 614)e,)
R .__ _ = la)€q
Ba = Re(Ba) - 9 ((1 +51a)ea ele;r o eaeil' )
1 —26, (14 614)e)
Bl :=Im(B,) = — ¢ @Fa )
o = ImBa) =5 <—(1 +01a)ea e1eq + eae]
Then
i —1 0
pr— (0 e Bl=|(i —i 0
Pola 0 Ty g o
and for a > 1 we have
. 0 &, 1[0 0 —ié)
Btlz% = 5 0 ~;r—1 ) Bé -5 0 0 _iét;r—l )
éa—l 760‘_1 0 1€q—1 —1€, —1 0

where é,_1 € C"~2 is such that e; = (0 é&,_,) € C"1.

A maximal abelian subalgebra of p is given by

0 ae]
a:= {<ael 01 ) ’a € R} = spang { B{}.

The positive eigenvalues of ad(Bf) = [BF,-] € End(u(1,n — 1)) are 2 and 1 with eigenspaces given by

ia —iae;
922{( e ‘aeR :spanR{B{},

tae1 —iaeie;

0 0 z'
g1 = 0 0 =z’ ‘ZE(C”_Q =spang{BE. Bl |a=2...,n -1}
z —z 0

With
ia —ia zZ'
n=g; Sgs = ia —ia zZ' ZGC"*Z,aER
z —z 0
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we get u(l,n — 1) = @ a ®n and the Iwasawa decomposition
su(lyn—1)=un—-1)®adn.
We observe the following bracket relations for ¢ = 1, 2:
[a,a] =0, [a,0i] Cgis [91.01] C g2, [91,02] = 0 = [92,92],

which imply
[[’7 b] cn, [I‘l, ‘ll] C g2, [ﬂ, [n7 ﬂ]] = 0.

Lemma 4.1. The Lie algebra n is isomorphic to heisy, 5 and the basis vectors Bi, BE Bl where a =
2,...,n—1, satisfy the following non-trivial bracket relations (all other brackets are zero):

1
[35735] = §BII

Proof. Since [g1,g2] = [g2,92] = {0} we see that g is contained in the center of n. Let 21,22 € C"~2. We
can compute directly

0 0 z 0 0 z 2iIm(z] z2) —2iIm(z] 22) O
0 0 z|,l0 0 Z ||=|[2Imz 2 —-2Imz z) 0| =2Im(z 2)B!.
Z1 —Zz1 0 z9 —2Z9 0 0 0 0

It follows that go = spang{B{} is the center of n and we note that (21, z9) + 2Im(2] 22) is a nonzero

multiple of the standard symplectic (Kéhler) form on C"~2. Thus, n & heisy,, .

Since Bf corresponds to choosing z = %éa_l and BCIL corresponds to choosing z = %éa_l if a > 1 we find

1 T . 1 T . 1
(B, Bf) = [BL, B = S tm(&]_é1)B{ =0, [BF, Bf) = S Im(ie]_y7 1) B} = LowB].

Consider the (2n — 2)-dimensional real solvable subalgebra

ia b—ia z'
b=a@®n= b+ia —ia Z' | |2€C" 2 a,beRy Csu(l,n—1).
z —z 0

A Dbasis for b is given by
{BE Bl la=1,...,n—1}.

We have by construction
a = spang{ B}, g =spang{Bi}, g1 =spang{BY Bl |a=2,...,n—1}.

The subalgebra n = heis,,,_5 is an ideal in b and we have computed the brackets of the basis vectors of n in
Lemma 4.1. The next lemma is then clear from the definition of g1, go.

Lemma 4.2. We have
[BY',B{] =2B{, [B{,B;]=B,), [B'B,] =8B,
foranya€{2,...,n—1}.
Note that b N g’ = {0}. It follows that the action of the (4n — 1)-dimensional real solvable Lie algebra
[:=1b X beisy, g

on N,, is free. Here b acts on heis,,, | ; = C" @ R by the standard representation of u(1,n — 1) on C™.
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4.2 The Lie algebra [

Now let eg, fo, €as fa, a =1,...,n — 1, be the standard basis of R?". We define the one-dimensional central
extension heis,y,  , of R*" by setting

n—1
lex,el] =0, [fe, il =0, lex, fil = <5ko5zo - Z 5ka5za)Z

a=1

for every k,1 = 0,1,...,n — 1, where Z denotes the generator of the center. Complexifying and extending
the Lie bracket complex-bilinearly, we obtain heisg, 41

Set Ek = er — ifk.
Lemma 4.3. The brackets between the elements of the basis {BY,BL | a =1,...,n—1} C b and of the
complex basis {Ex, Ex, Z | k=0,...,n— 1} are given as follows:

[BfY, Ex] = |[BF, E}] = —0koE1 — 0k1Eo,

[ 1 1
[BE By = [BE,E}] = —5 Ok + k1) Ea = 50ka(Eo — Bn),

(B, Ey] = [Bi, Ey] = —i(6ko + 6k1)(Eo — E1),
—_— 7 7
[BL,E}] = [BL,Ey] = 5(%0 + 0x1)Ea — §5ka(E0 - Ey).

Proof. By definition of the semidirect product structure, the bracket of gl(n,C) x heiss, 11 evaluated on
Acu(l,n—1) and v € R?" is just [A,v] = —ATv (where AT is identified with a real 2n x 2n-matrix), while
we have [A4, Z] = 0. Using this prescription, the following brackets were computed in [12, Proposition 3.4]:
[Uaa Ek] = 75k0Ea7 [Ug,Ek] = 75kaEOa
[Uas Ex] = =0kaBo,  [US, Ex] = =0k Ea.

From these identities, we may deduce the brackets between elements of b and bheis,,,, using the Jacobi
identity:

[B1, Ex] = —(2010 + 6k1) E1 + 0xo Eo, [BY, Ex] = —(20k1 + 0ro)Eo + dk1 E1,
[Bi1, Ei] = —(20k1 + 0ko) Eo + 61 B, [BY, Ey] = —(2610 + 0x1) E1 + droEo,
[Ba, Ex] = — (0o + 011) Ea, [BY, Ex] = —0ra(Eo — E1),
[Ba, Ex] = —6ra(Eo — E1), [BS, E}] = —(0ko + 01) Eq.

Using these relations and that A" = Re(A4) = £(A+ A7) and A’ = Im(A) = 5-(A— A?) for any A € gl(n,C)
we get the claimed result. O

For n € N, we work in the ordered basis
L (eOaanZ) n=1
Bu =19 pr pi R pI (6)
(Bl 7Bl7' .. 7Bn—17Bn—17eOaf07el7f1a .. 'aen—lvfn—hZ) n > 1
Proposition 4.4. For n > 1, the Lie algebra | is completely solvable and non-unimodular.
Proof. The adjoint operator of Bf with respect to the basis B,, defined in (6) is given by
ad(B{?) = dlag(oa 2,104, Vs, ®2n—4a 0)7

where

Then tr(ad(Bf)) = 2n—2 # 0, which implies that [ is non-unimodular. Moreover, the eigenvalues of ad(Bf*)
are 2,1,0,—1 and for any X € B, \ {Bf*} the operator ad(X) is nilpotent, so its only eigenvalue is zero.
Hence [ is completely solvable. O
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Remark 4.5. Note that the case n = 1 corresponds to | = heiss, so [ is nilpotent, hence unimodular and
completely solvable.

4.3 The metric g; as a left-invariant metric on L

Our goal here is to write the induced metric gg as a left-invariant metric on the Lie group L, and for this
it is enough to compute the induced inner product on [, under the identification T. L = T, N, given by
the infinitesimal action of u(1,n — 1) x beisy, ,; on N,. The complexification of the infinitesimal action is
given by the anti-homomorphism a®: gl(n, C) x beisgn 1 [(TN)C, where the vector fields generating such
action are given by (see [12, Proposition 3.1]):

0 ”Z* 0 0 0
Y, = C U,) = ' X'b 0 _a Xa_—_
o Ue) = 55 £ 9X® Y we Y aa0 T 55

The action of the complexified Heisenberg Lie algebra heis(zcn 11 is then generated by the following vector
fields (see [12, Proposition 3.3]):

WL I L I G B L By )
6(5_a(2)7 Va_a(Ea)_\/Q(awa 2iw 8(;3)7 VO_a(EO)_\/i<8w0+2w} 93)

where a =1,...,n— 1.

Define the map -
ap (€= T, NS, 1= a®(D)y,,

i.e. evaluation of the corresponding complex Killing field at p,. Then the formulas above allow us to explicitly
evaluate o€ on the basis vectors of [:

p
C C o \ 0 . 0
a, (Ba) = ap((l +010)Uq — [Uq, UT]) = (1 + 51@)Ya|pp + [Yalepr =1+ 61a)ﬁ - 2w61a37(;~57
1 0
ol (By) = oy (ex — ifi) = Vilp, = 75wk
0
S = 5

Let us consider again the real coordinates X = 3 (b* + it*), w® = %(50 +i¢%) and w® = %(Qta —i¢®*). Then
we find fora=2,....n—1,7=1,...,n— 1

« a,(BR) = Re ((2¥: + [Y1, i)y, ) = 222,

« a,(Bl)=Im ((2Y1 + [Yl,Yl])\pp) = 25 — 2¢57,
e 0,(BR) =Re ((Ya + [Yo, Vi)lp,) = 52+

o (Bl =Im (Yo + [Ya. Yi])lp,) = 55

« ap(eo) = Re (Voly,) = J55%

o ay(fo) = —Im (Voly,) = 2555,

o ape;) =Re (Vily,) = 555

o a,(fi)= _Im(‘/j|pp):_%8%”
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)
° aP<Z) = 98’
where the vector fields on the right-hand side are evaluated at the point p,.

At the point p,, the metric expressed in these real coordinates is the following:

1 p—l—C p—‘rCn !
c 2 a2 a\2
d¢” + E dbv®) + (dt
9p = 42 2 . 1(( ) ( ))

1+ P20 a2 + (d)?) + lrf(d 2 4 (d¢)?)
TpQ(Co) (d¢™) Q*pa:l(Ca) (d¢?)”).

Let us denote by E; ; the matrix with 1 in the (¢, j)-position and zero elsewhere.
Proposition 4.6. Let n € N and consider the basis By, of | defined in (6). Then:

1. Ifn > 1, the Gram matriz of the inner product corresponding to gg is given by

_ +c _(p+eo)® Lpte) _ e
= diag( £ o PR (prae) 4p “lopn— 4,9474,,]1271 vl p+2c) 5,7 p+26(E24n 1+ Ean_12),

P+20:ﬂ_2 0
Ga 1= ( 0 41p]lg>'

2. If n>1, the Ricci endomorphism ricy is in the above basis represented by the matriz:

where

ric, = diag (r11an—2,7312,74lon—2,72) + 2¢(r1 — r2) Ean—1,2.

3. If n =1, the Gram matriz of g, and the matriz of the Ricci endomorphism are

Zedp 0 0
4 p2 2,2 —1 0 0
9= 0 22 0 | and ricZ:m 0 -1 0
c+p
0 0 4(2ct+p)p? 0 01

Proof. The expressions for gg follow directly by plugging the explicit tangent vectors into gy.

We have computed the Ricci endomorphism with respect to the basis of TppN » given by coordinate vector

fields in Proposition 3.7. It is then straightforward to evaluate ricj on the basis 5. O

In general, the Ricci endomorphism of (I, g5) is given by (see e.g. [29, Equation 21]):
ric; = R— $B —ad(H)®,
where
ad(H)* = 3(ad(H) + ad(H)")
is the symmetric part of ad(H) and H € a is the mean curvature vector, characterized by

g,(H, A) = tr(ad(A))

for all A € a. The term B € End([) denotes the symmetric endomorphism defined by the Killing form of [
relative to gy, that is
gy(BX, X) = tr(ad(X) o ad(X))

for all X € [. The symmetric endomorphism R is defined by
g5 (RX, X) = =3 > 051X, Lil, L;)* + 5 > g5(1Li, Ly, X )%,

where {L;} is an orthonormal basis of ([, g5). In our situation we already know ricj
R =ric; +5B + ad(H)* if we are able to determine B and H.

o) SO We can compute
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Lemma 4.7. With respect to our explicit choice of basis By, for | we have:

1. Forn > 1, the mean curvature vector is

_ (B pn oy 0 g

gs(Bff, B ptec !
and we find
S : C C C2
ad(H)*® = (2n — 2)diag(0 ,mipﬁ:;c) Helan—a,81, O2nma, — ratorasy)
2¢c(p+-c)
+(2n — 2)( - WEzAn—l + ﬁEan—Lz),
where ,
00—t O
0 0 0
Syi= pt2e
! -1 0 0 0
0 -1 0 0

2. If n > 1, the symmetric endomorphism associated with the Killing form is B = (2n + 4) -F11.
8. Ifn=1, then B=0=H.

Proof. Both assertions are proved by direct calculations. The details are as follows.

(1) Since in our case a = spang{B¥}, we have that H is a multiple of Bf. In particular

tr(ad(BFE
_ @d(B) pr_ (9, 9y P _pr
92(31731) p+c

We have computed ad(Bf) and gy, in the basis B, in Proposition 4.4 and 4.6, respectively. Hence we can
compute the adjoint operator of ad(Bf?):

* . c 2 * c2
ad(Bf’) = dlag((), 1278212)6) y ]].Qn_47 V4 s ©2n—47 —m)

4c(p+c)?
- p(p+2¢) EQ An—1 + p(pﬂ+20) E4n 1,2
where )
0 0 PRy Op
. 0 0 0 :
Vi= ef2e g 0 0
0 etz 0

We then have

s . 2 c c? o ?
ad(B{")* = diag(0, %7 Lon—1, 81, O2n—1, — 50557)

c 2c(p+c)2
- WEZAn—l + 20 Ein—12,
where e
0 0 —7ae 0+
- 0 0 0 Lre
— p+2c
51 -0 0 0
0 et 0 0
P
Then

2d(H)* = (20 =2)- i —ad(Bf')".

(2) Let us consider the Killing form 3(X,Y) = tr(ad(X)oad(Y)). Then 3(Bf, BF) = 2n+4 and B(X,Y) =0
for all Y € B,, and X € B, \ {Bf}. This implies that

B = (9;)_15 = (2n+4)7picEl,1~

(3) This is clear, since a = 0 and [ = heisg is nilpotent. O
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4.4 Existence of solvsolitons on Np

Now that we have determined the structure of the Lie algebra [ and have obtained explicit formulas for the

metric g; and its Ricci endomorphism ric,, we can determine whether (1, g;) is a solvsoliton or not.

Lemma 4.8. Consider the Lie algebra | = b x heisy,,  and write heis,,, ., = C" ®RZ. Consider 6 € End([)
given by 8|y =0, 6Z =27 and 6V =V for allV € C*. Then ¢ is a derivation of I.

Proof. First note that the endomorphism § acts as zero on b = a @ go @ g1. For the Heisenberg Lie algebra
heis,, ., we have [beisy,  ;,beisy, 1] C RZ and 6Z = 2Z. This implies that for all V +tZ, W +uZ €
beisy, 1 = C" & RZ we have

SV +tZ,W +uZ) =2V +tZ,W +uZ] =2[V,W].
On the other hand

OV +t2),W +uZ]+ [V +tZ,6(W +uZ)] = [V +2Z,W +uZ]+ [V +tZ,W + 2uZ]
=[V.W]+ [V, W] =2[V,W].

Using that 6B = 0 and [B,V +tZ] € C" @ {0} C beis,,, ,, for all B € b and all V +tZ € bheis,,, ,; and a
straightforward computation we conclude that § € Der(1). O

As we have pointed out in Remark 4.5, the case n = 1 is special, so we consider it separately.
Theorem 4.9. Let n = 1. Then the pair (1, gg) is a nilsoliton for any ¢ > 0 and p > 0.

Proof. In the case n = 1 we have that b is zero-dimensional and then [ = heis;. By Proposition 4.6 the Ricci
endomorphism with respect to the basis Bj is

-1 0 0
ric, = K 0o -1 0 ],
0 0 1
with K := 2(9226(4?:)’)3). If we take A\ = —3K and
1 0 0
D=2K§=2K| 0 1 0 | &Der(eiss),
0 0 2
then (2) holds. O

Remark 4.10. The result of Theorem 4.9 is not new since the existence of a nilsoliton metric on heisy is
well-known in the literature (see e.g. [31, Corollary 4.6]). In fact, it follows from this result of Milnor that
any left-invariant metric on heis, is a Ricci soliton.

Theorem 4.11. Let n > 1. Then the pair (|, gf,) is a solvsoliton for ¢ =0 and p > 0.

Proof. In this case the metric g, = gg is diagonal with respect to the basis B,, and its Ricci endomorphism
is computed in Proposition 4.6:

I‘iCp = dlag (Tl ]].gn_g, 7’3]].2, T4]]-2n—2, 7’2) = dlag ( — 2(n + 2)]]-2n—27 —2]].2, —2]].2n_2, 27’L)
If we consider the derivation § from Lemma 4.8, choose A = —2(n + 2) and put
D = (2n + 2)0 = diag(02,—2, (2n + 2)12, (2n + 2) 19y —2,2(2n + 2)),

then (2) holds. O
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Remark 4.12. Let S be a codimension one connected Lie subgroup of the solvable Iwasawa group AN of
an irreducible symmetric space of non-compact type. It was shown in [17, Theorem A] that if S contains the
nilpotent part IV, then S is a Ricci soliton with respect to the metric induced by the left-invariant FEinstein
metric on AN. For the case ¢ = 0 we have SU(n,2)/S(U(n) x U(2)) equipped with its symmetric metric.
Thus Theorem 4.11 shows that our explicit computations agree with this general result.

Theorem 4.13. Let n > 1. Then the pair (|, gf,) is not a solvsoliton for ¢ > 0 and p > 0.

Proof. We have the orthogonal decomposition [ = a®][[, (], where [[, [] coincides with the nilradical of [. In this
situation, Theorem 2.4 provides a characterization of the existence of a Ricci soliton on (I, g/ﬁ). In particular,

ad(A) must be a normal operator for all A € a, that is [ad(A),ad(A4)*] = 0, where ad(A)* = (¢5)~" ad(A)Tg;

denotes the adjoint operator of ad(A) with respect to the metric g,- In Lemma 4.14 we will show that
[ad(BfY), ad(Bf")"] # 0,

therefore we do not have a Ricci soliton. O

Lemma 4.14. [ad(BF),ad(Bf)*] # 0.

Proof. We work in the basis B, given by (6). We have computed ad(Bf) and ad(Bf)* in the proofs of
Proposition 4.4 and Lemma 4.7, respectively. Then we compute that

lad(Bf), ad(Bf')"] = diag (0,0, 04, 50631y, — 5782005, 04, 0)

2 _ 8c(pto)?
pora0 P2an—1 — Siogsey Ban—1.2,

which is zero if and only if ¢ = 0. O

Remark 4.15. It was shown in [29, Theorem 5.1] that if two solvsolitons are isomorphic as Lie groups, then
they are isometric up to scaling. This result, together with Corollary 3.9, provides an alternative proof to
Theorem 4.13.

Recently, it was proved by Thompson [33, Theorem A] that the results of [25] can be extended to the
inhomogeneous setting. More precisely, given a unimodular solvsoliton (Sp, go), he shows that there exists a
one-parameter family of complete Ricci soliton metrics on M = R x Sy, with A < 0, that are of cohomogeneity
one and exactly one of the metrics on the family is Einstein. Our results differ from the ones of Thompson.
Theorem 4.11 gives a non-unimodular solvsoliton ([, g,) which admits a rank-one extension to a quaternionic
Kéhler homogeneous metric (in fact symmetric, see Remark 4.12). Whereas for ¢ > 0 we have a metric g;
on [, which is not a Ricci soliton by Theorem 4.13, but such that (0,00) x L admits a quaternionic Kéhler
metric, this time of cohomogeneity one.

Remark 4.16. In [15] the concept of Sp(n)Sp(1)-hypo structure is introduced and it is shown that any
oriented hypersurface of a quaternionic Kéhler manifold is naturally endowed with such structure. In the
same paper the authors also study how to construct quaternionic Kahler metrics on M x R for some classes
of 4n 4 3-dimensional manifolds M. Similar constructions can be found in [19], where in this case M is a
torus bundle over a hyperkédhler manifold of dimension 4n. However, it is not clear at all how the curvature
properties of the metric g; with ¢ > 0 would fit in this picture. Therefore, determine which is the precise

geometry of (N, g5) when ¢ > 0 will be the object of a future study.

References

[1] D. V. Alekseevsky, Classification of quaternionic spaces with a transitive solvable group of motions, Izv.
Akad. Nauk SSSR Ser. Mat. 39 (1975), no. 2, 315-362, 10.1070/IM1975v009n02ABEH001479. (cited on

p- 2, 5)

[2] D. V. Alekseevsky, V. Cortés, M. Dyckmanns, and T. Mohaupt, Quaternionic Kahler metrics associated
with special Kihler manifolds, J. Geom. Phys. 92 (2015), 271-287, 10.1016/j . geomphys .2014.12.012.
(cited on p. 2)


https://doi.org/10.1070/IM1975v009n02ABEH001479
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.geomphys.2014.12.012

References 23

3]

D. V. Alekseevsky and B. N. Kimel'fel’d, Structure of homogeneous Riemann spaces with zero Ricci
curvature, Funct. Anal. Appl. 9 (1975), no. 2, 97-102, 10.1007/BF01075445. (cited on p. 5)

M. Berger, Sur les groupes d’holonomie homogénes de variétés a connexion affine et des variétés rie-
manniennes, Bull. Soc. Math. France 83 (1955), 279-330, 10.24033/bsnf . 1464. (cited on p. 2)

C. Bohm and R. A. Lafuente, Homogeneous Finstein metrics on Euclidean spaces are Einstein solv-
manifolds, Geom. Topol. 26 (2022), no. 2, 899-936, 10.2140/gt.2022.26.899. (cited on p. 2)

, Non-compact Einstein manifolds with symmetry, J. Amer. Math. Soc. 36 (2023), no. 3, 591-651,
10.1090/jams/1022. (cited on p. 2, 5)

S. Cecotti, S. Ferrara, and L. Girardello, Geometry of type II superstrings and the moduli of supercon-
formal field theories, Int. J. Mod. Phys. A 4 (1989), no. 10, 2475-2529, 10.1142/50217751X89000972.
(cited on p. 2)

V. Cortés, Alekseevskian spaces, Differential Geom. Appl. 6 (1996), no. 2, 129-168,
10.1016/0926-2245(96)89146-7. (cited on p. 2, 5)

, A note on quaternionic Kdahler manifolds with ends of finite volume, Q. J. Math. 74 (2023),
no. 4, 1489-1493, 10.1093/gmath/haad029. (cited on p. 2)

V. Cortés, M. Dyckmanns, and S. Suhr, Completeness of projective special Kdihler and quaternionic
Kdhler manifolds, Special metrics and group actions in geometry, Springer INdAM series, vol. 23,
Springer, Cham, 2017, 10.1007/978-3-319-67519-0_4, pp. 81-106. (cited on p. 2, 3, 9)

V. Cortés, A. Gil-Garcia, and A. Saha, A class of locally inhomogeneous complete quaternionic Kahler
manifolds, Commun. Math. Phys. 403 (2023), no. 3, 1611-1626, 10.1007/s00220-023-04830-6. (cited
on p. 2)

V. Cortés, M. Roser, and D. Thung, Complete quaternionic Kédhler manifolds with finite volume ends,
Ann. Inst. Fourier (2024), (47 pp), 10.5802/aif.3664. (cited on p. 2, 3, 14, 15, 17, 18)

V. Cortés and A. Saha, Quarter-pinched Einstein metrics interpolating between real and complex hyper-
bolic metrics, Math. Z. 290 (2018), no. 1-2, 155-166, 10.1007/s00209-017-2013-x. (cited on p. 4)

V. Cortés, A. Saha, and D. Thung, Symmetries of quaternionic Kdihler manifolds with S*-symmetry,
Trans. London Math. Soc. 8 (2021), no. 1, 95-119, 10.1112/t1m3.12026. (cited on p. 2)

L. C. de Andrés, M. Fernandez, S. Ivanov, J. A. Santisteban, L. Ugarte, and D. Vassilev, Quaternionic
Kahler and Spin(7) metrics arising from quaternionic contact Einstein structures, Ann. Mat. Pura Appl.
193 (2014), no. 1, 261-290, 10.1007/s10231-012-0276-8. (cited on p. 22)

B. de Wit and A. Van Proeyen, Special geometry, cubic polynomials and homogeneous quaternionic
spaces, Commun. Math. Phys. 149 (1992), no. 2, 307-333, 10.1007/BF02097627. (cited on p. 2)

M. Dominguez-Vazquez, V. Sanmartin-Lépez, and H. Tamaru, Codimension one Ricci soliton subgroups
of solvable Twasawa groups, J. Math. Pures Appl. 152 (2021), 69-93, 10.1016/j .matpur.2021.05.008.
(cited on p. 3, 22)

S. Ferrara and S. Sabharwal, Quaternionic manifolds for type II superstring vacua of Calabi-Yau spaces,
Nucl. Phys. B 332 (1990), no. 2, 317-332, 10.1016/0550-3213(90)90097-W. (cited on p. 2)

U. Fowdar, Finstein metrics on bundles over hyperkihler manifolds, Commun. Math. Phys. 403 (2023),
no. 1, 1-35, 10.1007/s00220-023-04809-3. (cited on p. 22)

A. Gil-Garcia, Curvature, symmetries and hypersurfaces of supergravity c-map spaces, Ph.D. thesis,
Universitdt Hamburg, 2024, https://ediss.sub.uni-hamburg.de/handle/ediss/11019. (cited on
p. 4)

R. S. Hamilton, The Ricci flow on surfaces, Mathematics and general relativity, Contemporary mathe-
matics, vol. 71, American Mathematical Society, 1988, 10.1090/conm/071, pp. 237-262. (cited on p. 2,
4)

J. Heber, Noncompact homogeneous FEinstein spaces, Invent. Math. 133 (1998), no. 2, 279-352,
10.1007/s002220050247. (cited on p. 2, 5)


https://doi.org/10.1007/BF01075445
https://doi.org/10.24033/bsmf.1464
https://doi.org/10.2140/gt.2022.26.899
https://doi.org/10.1090/jams/1022
https://doi.org/10.1142/S0217751X89000972
https://doi.org/10.1016/0926-2245(96)89146-7
https://doi.org/10.1093/qmath/haad029
https://doi.org/10.1007/978-3-319-67519-0_4
https://doi.org/10.1007/s00220-023-04830-6
https://doi.org/10.5802/aif.3664
https://doi.org/10.1007/s00209-017-2013-x
https://doi.org/10.1112/tlm3.12026
https://doi.org/10.1007/s10231-012-0276-8
https://doi.org/10.1007/BF02097627
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.matpur.2021.05.008
https://doi.org/10.1016/0550-3213(90)90097-W
https://doi.org/10.1007/s00220-023-04809-3
https://ediss.sub.uni-hamburg.de/handle/ediss/11019
https://doi.org/10.1090/conm/071
https://doi.org/10.1007/s002220050247

References 24

[23]

N. Hitchin, Quaternionic Kahler moduli spaces, Riemannian topology and geometric structures on man-
ifolds, Progress in mathematics, vol. 271, Birkhduser Boston, 2009, 10.1007/978-0-8176-4743-8_3,
pp. 49-61. (cited on p. 2)

N. Koiso, Hypersurfaces of Einstein manifolds, Ann. Sci. Ec. Norm. Supér. 14 (1981), no. 4, 433-443,
10.24033/asens.1413. (cited on p. 6)

R. Lafuente and J. Lauret, Structure of homogeneous Ricci solitons and the Alekseevskii conjecture, J.
Differential Geom. 98 (2014), no. 2, 315-347, 10.4310/jdg/1406552252. (cited on p. 2, 5, 22)

J. Lauret, Ricci soliton homogeneous nilmanifolds, Math. Ann. 319 (2001), no. 4, 715-733,
10.1007/PL00004456. (Cited on p. 2, 5)

, Finstein solvmanifolds and nilsolitons, New developments in Lie theory and geometry, Con-
temporary mathematics, vol. 491, American Mathematical Society, 2009, 10.1090/conm/491, p. 1-35.
(cited on p. 2)

, Finstein solvmanifolds are standard, Ann. Math. 172 (2010), no. 3, 1859-1877,
10.4007/annals.2010.172.1859. (cited on p. 2, 5)

,  Ricci  soliton solvmanifolds, J. Reine Angew. Math. 650 (2011), 1-21,
10.1515/crelle.2011.001. (cited on p. 2, 3, 5, 19, 22)

C. LeBrun and S. Salamon, Strong rigidity of positive quaternion-Kdhler manifolds, Invent. Math. 118
(1994), no. 1, 109-132, 10.1007/BF01231528. (cited on p. 2)

J. Milnor, Curvatures of left invariant metrics on Lie groups, Adv. Math. 21 (1976), no. 3, 293-329,
10.1016/80001-8708(76)80002-3. (cited on p. 3, 13, 21)

D. Robles Llana, F. Saueressig, and S. Vandoren, String loop corrected hypermultiplet moduli spaces, J.
High Energy Phys. 2006 (2006), no. 3, 081, 10.1088/1126-6708/2006/03/081. (cited on p. 2)

A. Thompson, Inhomogeneous deformations of Einstein solvmanifolds, J. London Math. Soc. 109 (2024),
no. 5, €12904 (22 pp), 10.1112/j1lms.12904. (cited on p. 5, 22)


https://doi.org/10.1007/978-0-8176-4743-8_3
https://doi.org/10.24033/asens.1413
https://doi.org/10.4310/jdg/1406552252
https://doi.org/10.1007/PL00004456
https://doi.org/10.1090/conm/491
https://doi.org/10.4007/annals.2010.172.1859
https://doi.org/10.1515/crelle.2011.001
https://doi.org/10.1007/BF01231528
https://doi.org/10.1016/S0001-8708(76)80002-3
https://doi.org/10.1088/1126-6708/2006/03/081
https://doi.org/10.1112/jlms.12904

	Introduction
	Preliminaries on solvsolitons
	The Ricci curvature of a hypersurface in an Einstein manifold
	Ricci tensor of N in general
	Application to one-loop deformed hypermultiplet manifolds

	The level sets (N,g) as Riemannian solvmanifolds
	The Iwasawa decomposition of su(1,n-1)
	The Lie algebra l
	The metric g as a left-invariant metric on L
	Existence of solvsolitons on N

	References

