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Abstract

This paper is concerned with the geometry of principal orbits in quaternionic Kähler manifolds M of
cohomogeneity one. We focus on the complete cohomogeneity one examples obtained from the non-
compact quaternionic Kähler 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 Kähler 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 Kähler manifolds are Riemannian manifolds
(M, g) of non-zero scalar curvature equipped with a parallel skew-symmetric almost quaternionic structure
Q ⊂ End(TM). They are Einstein manifolds, so their theory naturally divides in positive or negative scalar
curvature. Positive quaternionic Kähler geometry is very rigid, and it is conjectured that the only examples
of complete quaternionic Kähler manifolds of positive scalar curvature are symmetric spaces of compact type
[30].

On the other hand, negative quaternionic Kähler 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 Kähler 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 Kähler 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 Kähler 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
Kähler manifold of negative scalar curvature to each projective special Kähler manifold. Moreover, the su-
pergravity c-map metric admits a one-parameter deformation by quaternionic Kähler metrics [2, 32]. This
metric is usually known as the (one-loop) deformed supergravity c-map metric. Many of the known examples
of quaternionic Kähler manifolds of negative scalar curvature are in the image of the supergravity c-map.
In particular, all homogeneous examples, except the quaternionic hyperbolic spaces HHn, are supergravity
c-map spaces [16]. Hence, they admit a one-parameter deformation which depends on a real constant c ∈ R.
When c > 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 Kähler 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 Kähler manifold of negative scalar
curvature is an Einstein 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 Kähler manifold
(N̄ , gc

N̄
), where

N̄ := SU(n, 2)
S(U(n) × U(2)) (1)

is equipped with its one-loop deformed metric gc
N̄

. This quaternionic Kähler manifold is obtained by applying
the deformed supergravity c-map to CHn−1 considered as a homogeneous projective special Kähler manifold
(see [10]). If c = 0, then (N̄ , g0

N̄
) is the quaternionic Kähler symmetric space (SU(n, 2)/S(U(n)×U(2)), gcan).

If c > 0 then (N̄ , gc
N̄

) is of cohomogeneity one. The manifold (N̄ , gc
N̄

) may be described as a product
(0, ∞) × K for an open subset K ⊂ R4n−1 and the metric has the form

gc
N̄

= 1
4ρ2

ρ + 2c

ρ + c
dρ2 + gc

ρ,

where gc
ρ := gc

N̄
|T N̄ρ×T N̄ρ

is the induced metric on the fiber N̄ρ := {ρ} × K. As described explicitly in [12],
the fibers {ρ} × K are the orbits of a c-dependent isometric action of the Lie group U(1, n − 1) ⋉ Heis2n+1.
The Lie group L := B ⋉Heis2n+1, where B is the Iwasawa subgroup of SU(1, n − 1), acts simply transitively
on N̄ρ and the induced metric gc

ρ on N̄ρ can be seen as a left-invariant metric on the solvable Lie group L.
Hence the hypersurface (N̄ρ

∼= L, gc
ρ) is a solvmanifold and in this paper we study its geometry. We notice

that the case n = 1 is special, since then L = Heis3 is nilpotent and it is known that gc
ρ is a nilsoliton for

any choice of ρ > 0 and c ≥ 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 (N̄ , gc
N̄

) be the one-loop deformation of the symmetric space (1) and let (N̄ρ, gc
ρ) be the

fiber of ρ : N̄ → R>0 considered as a solvmanifold. Then:

• If n = 1, the pair (N̄ρ, gc
ρ) is a nilsoliton for every c ≥ 0 and ρ > 0.

• If n > 1, the pair (N̄ρ, gc
ρ) is a solvsoliton for c = 0 and ρ > 0.

• If n > 1, the pair (N̄ρ, gc
ρ) is not a solvsoliton for c > 0 and ρ > 0.

As we have said, the case n = 1 is already known by the work of Milnor [31]. Moreover, in the case
c = 0 the quaternionic Kähler manifold (1) is a symmetric space and it follows from the work of [17] that
(N̄ρ, g0

ρ) is a solvsoliton, thus our explicit computation agrees with this general result (see Remark 4.12).
Our computations also show that in the case c > 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 c = 0
is a solvsoliton, together with the uniqueness results about solvsolitons obtained by Lauret in [29] and our
study of the Ricci curvature of N̄ρ.

The results of [17] hold, in particular, for every quaternionic Kähler 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 c > 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 Kähler symmetric spaces of negative scalar curvature are HH1 and
CH2. 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 c = 0 and, as we said, this is true for
symmetric supergravity c-map spaces by [17]. However, for a homogeneous non-symmetric quaternionic
Kähler manifold of negative scalar curvature N̄ the results of [17] do not apply. Nevertheless, we still have
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the group L acting with cohomogeneity one on N̄ (although in the case c = 0, since the quaternionic Kähler
manifold is homogeneous, there is a bigger group acting simply transitively on N̄). A natural question that
arise is the following:

Question 1. Consider a homogeneous non-symmetric quaternionic Kähler 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 CH2 has negative sectional curvature. More
precisely, the authors prove that the one-loop deformation is a complete 1

4 -pinched negatively curved quater-
nionic Kähler 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(1, 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
Ricci 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 λ ∈ R and a vector
field V ∈ Γ(TM) such that

Ric = λg + LV g,

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 λ ∈ R and a derivation D ∈ Der(g) such that

ric = λ Id +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 λ ≥ 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 = a ⊕ n,

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 Einstein if and only if
(n, g|n×n) is a nilsoliton.

When a in s = a ⊕ n is one-dimensional, Theorem 2.3 says that if (S, 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
S0 which is a solvsoliton with the induced metric. Conversely, if (S0, g0) is a solvsoliton, where S0 is an
unimodular solvable Lie group, then there is a semidirect product S = R⋉ S0 which admits a left-invariant
Einstein metric extending g0.

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 s = a ⊕ n, where n is the nilradical of s. Then (S, g) is a solvsoliton, i.e.
ric = λ Id +D for some λ < 0 and D ∈ Der(s), if and only if

1. (n, g|n×n) is a nilsoliton.
2. a is abelian.
3. ad(A) is a normal operator for all A ∈ a.
4. g(A, A) = − 1

λ tr(ad(A)s ◦ ad(A)s) for all A ∈ a, where ad(A)s := 1
2 (ad(A) + ad(A)∗) and ad(A)∗

denotes the adjoint.

All the known examples of quaternionic Kähler 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 Kähler homogeneous manifolds of
negative scalar curvature [6]. Combining these results we conclude that all quaternionic Kähler homogeneous
manifolds of negative scalar curvature are Einstein solvmanifolds.

Therefore, due to the results mentioned so far, given a quaternionic Kähler 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.
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3 The Ricci curvature of a hypersurface in an Einstein manifold
Let K be a smooth manifold and consider the smooth manifold N̄ := (0, ∞) × K. Write ρ : N̄ → (0, ∞) for
the canonical projection. On N̄ we suppose that we have an Einstein metric g of the form

g = f(ρ)dρ2 + gρ,

where gρ is a Riemannian metric on N̄ρ := {ρ}×K and f : N̄ → (0, ∞) is a smooth positive function depend-
ing only on ρ. We may think of gρ as a one-parameter family of Riemannian metrics on K depending on ρ.
In this section we give a general formula for the Ricci tensor of the hypersurface N̄ρ. Similar computations
appear in a different context in [24]. Of course, in the case when ρ 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 Kähler metrics we are interested in.

3.1 Ricci tensor of N̄ρ in general
Lemma 3.1. The bilinear form h ∈ Γ(T ∗N̄ ⊗ T ∗N̄) given by h(X, Y ) := g(∇X

∂
∂ρ , Y ) is symmetric, i.e.

g(∇X
∂

∂ρ , Y ) = g(∇Y
∂

∂ρ , X).

Proof. Consider the function F =
∫

fdρ : (0, ∞) → R. Then F ′ = f , so that, viewed as a function on N̄ , we
have dF = fdρ. It follows that ∇F = ∂

∂ρ , and h is by definition the Hessian of F , hence symmetric.

Lemma 3.2. We have ∇ ∂
∂ρ

∂
∂ρ = f ′

2f
∂

∂ρ .

Proof. First of all we have

g

(
∇ ∂

∂ρ

∂

∂ρ
,

∂

∂ρ

)
= 1

2
∂

∂ρ
g

(
∂

∂ρ
,

∂

∂ρ

)
= 1

2f ′(ρ) = g

(
f ′

2f

∂

∂ρ
,

∂

∂ρ

)
. (3)

To show that ∇ ∂
∂ρ

∂
∂ρ = f ′

2f
∂

∂ρ it suffices to show ∇ ∂
∂ρ

∂
∂ρ ⊥ ker(dρ). To this end, we pick a vector field X

which is tangent to the fibers of ρ, i.e. dρ(X) = 0. Then g(X, ∂
∂ρ ) = 0 and since N̄ is a product, we may

assume that [ ∂
∂ρ , X] = 0.

It follows, since ∇ is torsion-free:

g

(
∇ ∂

∂ρ

∂

∂ρ
, X

)
= −g

(
∂

∂ρ
, ∇ ∂

∂ρ
X

)
= −g

(
∂

∂ρ
, ∇X

∂

∂ρ

)
= −1

2X(f) = 0.

To state the next lemma, we use the following notation. If α ∈ Γ(T ∗N̄ ⊗ T ∗N̄) is a symmetric bilinear form
with associated endomorphism A, i.e. α(·, ·) = g(A·, ·) we write

α2(·, ·) = g(A2·, ·) = g(A·, A·) = α(·, A·) ∈ Γ(T ∗N̄ ⊗ T ∗N̄).

Note that if {Ei} is an orthonormal local frame of TN̄ , then AX =
∑

i g(AX, Ei)Ei =
∑

i α(X, Ei)Ei, so
that

α2(X, X) = g(AX, AX) =
∑
i,j

g(α(X, Ei)Ei, α(X, Ej)Ej) =
∑

i

α(X, Ei)2.

In particular, for the symmetric bilinear form h from Lemma 3.1, we have h(·, ·) = g(∇·
∂

∂ρ , ·) so that

h2(·, ·) = g

(
∇·

∂

∂ρ
, ∇·

∂

∂ρ

)
= h

(
·, ∇·

∂

∂ρ

)
.

Lemma 3.3. Let X, Y ∈ Γ(TN̄) be two vector fields tangent to K, i.e. such that dρ(X) = 0 = dρ(Y ), and
suppose that [X, ∂

∂ρ ] = 0 = [Y, ∂
∂ρ ]. Then
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1. h(X, Y ) = g(∇X
∂

∂ρ , Y ) = −g(∇XY, ∂
∂ρ ) = 1

2
∂

∂ρ gρ(X, Y ).
2. The second fundamental form II : TN̄ρ × TN̄ρ → TN̄⊥

ρ of N̄ρ is given by

II(X, Y ) = − 1
f

h(X, Y ) ∂

∂ρ
= − 1

2f

∂

∂ρ
gρ(X, Y ) ∂

∂ρ
.

3. g(RN̄ (X, ∂
∂ρ ) ∂

∂ρ , X) = f ′

4f
∂

∂ρ gρ(X, X) − 1
2

∂2

∂ρ2 gρ(X, X) + h2(X, X).

Proof. 1. Since g( ∂
∂ρ , Y ) = 0 and ∇ is metric, it follows that g(∇X

∂
∂ρ , Y ) = −g(∇XY, ∂

∂ρ ). Since
g( ∂

∂ρ , X) = 0 = g( ∂
∂ρ , Y ) and [X, ∂

∂ρ ] = 0 = [Y, ∂
∂ρ ] the Koszul formula implies:

2h(X, Y ) = 2g

(
∇X

∂

∂ρ
, Y

)
= ∂

∂ρ
gρ(X, Y ).

2. By definition we have II(X, Y ) = (∇XY )⊥ = g(∇XY, ν)ν, where ν = 1√
f

∂
∂ρ is the unit normal. Thus,

using part 1.:

II(X, Y ) = 1
f

g

(
∇XY,

∂

∂ρ

)
∂

∂ρ
= − 1

f
h(X, Y ) ∂

∂ρ
= − 1

2f

∂

∂ρ
gρ(X, Y ) ∂

∂ρ
.

3. We compute using part 2. and Lemma 3.2:

g

(
RN̄

(
X,

∂

∂ρ

)
∂

∂ρ
, X

)
= g

(
∇X∇ ∂

∂ρ

∂

∂ρ
− ∇ ∂

∂ρ
∇X

∂

∂ρ
− ∇[X, ∂

∂ρ ]
∂

∂ρ
, X

)
= g

(
∇X

(
f ′

2f

∂

∂ρ

)
, X

)
− g

(
∇ ∂

∂ρ
∇X

∂

∂ρ
, X

)
= f ′

2f
g

(
∇X

∂

∂ρ
, X

)
− ∂

∂ρ
g

(
∇X

∂

∂ρ
, X

)
+ g

(
∇X

∂

∂ρ
, ∇ ∂

∂ρ
X

)
= f ′

4f

∂

∂ρ
gρ(X, X) − 1

2
∂2

∂ρ2 gρ(X, X) + h

(
X, ∇X

∂

∂ρ

)
= f ′

4f

∂

∂ρ
gρ(X, X) − 1

2
∂2

∂ρ2 gρ(X, X) + h2(X, X).

Lemma 3.4. Suppose that (N̄ , g) is an Einstein manifold with Einstein constant λ ∈ R, i.e. Ric(g) = λg.
Consider the hypersurface N̄ρ = {ρ} × K with induced metric gρ, unit normal field ν ∈ Γ(TN̄⊥

ρ ) and second
fundamental form II ∈ Γ(T ∗N̄ρ ⊗ T ∗N̄ρ ⊗ TN̄⊥

ρ ). Then for any p ∈ N̄ρ and X ∈ TpN̄ρ we have, with an
orthonormal basis {Ei} of TpN̄ρ:

RicN̄ρ
(X, X) = λgρ(X, X) + g(II(X, X), tr(II)) −

∑
i

g(II(X, Ei), II(X, Ei)) − 1
f

RmN̄

(
X,

∂

∂ρ
,

∂

∂ρ
, X

)
.

Proof. Let p ∈ N̄ρ and X, Y, Z, W ∈ TpN̄ρ. Then writing RmN̄ (X, Y, Z, W ) = g(RN̄ (X, Y )Z, W ) and
RmN̄ρ

(X, Y, Z, W ) = gρ(RN̄ρ
(X, Y )Z, W ) we have by the Gauss equation:

RmN̄ (X, Y, Z, W ) = RmN̄ρ
(X, Y, Z, W ) − g(II(X, W ), II(Y, Z)) + g(II(X, Z), II(Y, W )).

Now let {Ei} be an orthonormal basis of TpN̄ρ, so that {Ei} ∪ {ν|p} is an orthonormal basis of TpN̄ , with
ν = 1√

f

∂
∂ρ . Then we have

RicN̄ (X, X) = tr(V 7→ RN̄ (V, X)X)

=
∑

i

RmN̄ (X, Ei, Ei, X) + RmN̄ (X, ν, ν, X)
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=
∑

i

(
RmN̄ρ

(X, Ei, Ei, X) − g(II(X, X), II(Ei, Ei)) + g(II(X, Ei), II(Ei, X))
)

+ RmN̄ (X, ν, ν, X)

= RicN̄ρ
(X, X) − g(II(X, X), tr(II)) +

∑
i

g(II(X, Ei), II(X, Ei)) + 1
f

RmN̄

(
X,

∂

∂ρ
,

∂

∂ρ
, X

)
.

Now RicN̄ = λg and therefore we find the formula of the statement.

Write hρ ∈ Γ(T ∗N̄ρ ⊗ T ∗N̄ρ) for the restriction of h to the hypersurface N̄ρ. We refine the formula obtained
in Lemma 3.4 as follows.

Lemma 3.5. Suppose that (N̄ , g) is an Einstein manifold with Einstein constant λ ∈ R, i.e. Ric(g) = λg.
Consider the hypersurface N̄ρ = {ρ} × K with induced metric gρ, unit normal field ν ∈ Γ(TN̄⊥

ρ ) and second
fundamental form II ∈ Γ(T ∗N̄ρ ⊗ T ∗N̄ρ ⊗ TN̄⊥

ρ ). Then we have

RicN̄ρ
= λgρ +

(
1

4f
tr
(

∂

∂ρ
gρ

)
− f ′

4f2

)
∂

∂ρ
gρ − 2

f
h2

ρ + 1
2f

∂2

∂ρ2 gρ.

Proof. Let p ∈ N̄ρ and X ∈ TpN̄ρ. By Lemma 3.3 part 2. we have

g(II(X, X), tr(II)) = g

(
− 1

f
hρ(X, X) ∂

∂ρ
, − 1

f
tr(hρ) ∂

∂ρ

)
= 1

f
hρ(X, X)tr(hρ) = 1

4f

∂

∂ρ
gρ(X, X)tr

(
∂

∂ρ
gρ

)
and similarly ∑

i

g(II(X, Ei), II(X, Ei)) = 1
f

∑
i

hρ(X, Ei)hρ(X, Ei) = 1
f

h2
ρ(X, X).

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

RmN̄

(
X,

∂

∂ρ
,

∂

∂ρ
, X

)
= f ′

4f

∂

∂ρ
gρ(X, X) − 1

2
∂2

∂ρ2 gρ(X, X) + h2
ρ(X, X).

Putting all these formulas together we obtain:

A(X) := g(II(X, X), tr(II)) −
∑

i

g(II(X, Ei), II(X, Ei)) − 1
f

RmN̄

(
X,

∂

∂ρ
,

∂

∂ρ
, X

)
= 1

4f

∂

∂ρ
gρ(X, X)tr

(
∂

∂ρ
gρ

)
− 1

f
h2

ρ(X, X) − 1
f

(
f ′

4f

∂

∂ρ
gρ(X, X) − 1

2
∂2

∂ρ2 gρ(X, X) + h2
ρ(X, X)

)
= 1

4f

∂

∂ρ
gρ(X, X)tr

(
∂

∂ρ
gρ

)
− 2

f
h2

ρ(X, X) − f ′

4f2
∂

∂ρ
gρ(X, X) + 1

2f

∂2

∂ρ2 gρ(X, X)

=
(

1
4f

tr
(

∂

∂ρ
gρ

)
− f ′

4f2

)
∂

∂ρ
gρ(X, X) − 2

f
h2

ρ(X, X) + 1
2f

∂2

∂ρ2 gρ(X, X)

and therefore RicN̄ρ
(X, X) = λgρ(X, X) + A(X) gives us the formula from the statement.

3.2 Application to one-loop deformed hypermultiplet manifolds
Let us consider the one-loop deformation (with c > 0) of the non-compact quaternionic Kähler symmetric
space

SU(n, 2)
S(U(n) × U(2)) .

We identify the underlying manifold N̄ as

N̄ = (0, ∞) × (B1(0) × R × Cn) ,
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with B1(0) ⊂ Cn−1 the open unit ball. On N̄ we have the global coordinate system

(ρ, Xa, ϕ̃, w0, wa) ∈ (0, ∞) × (Cn−1 × R × Cn),

where a = 1, . . . , n − 1 and ∥X∥2 =
∑

a|Xa|2 < 1. If n = 1 we adopt the convention that the family
(Xa, wa)0

1 is empty, so that for N̄ = (0, ∞) ×R×C the global coordinate system is just (ρ, ϕ̃, w0). With the
convention

∑0
a=1 = 0, the one-loop deformed metric is then for any n ∈ N explicitly given by

gc
N̄

= 1
4ρ2

ρ + 2c

ρ + c
dρ2 + gc

ρ,

where

gc
ρ = ρ + c

ρ

1
1 − ∥X∥2

n−1∑
a=1

|dXa|2 + 1
1 − ∥X∥2

∣∣∣∣∣
n−1∑
a=1

X̄adXa

∣∣∣∣∣
2

+ 1
4ρ2

ρ + c

ρ + 2c

(
dϕ̃ − 4 Im

(
w̄0dw0 −

n−1∑
a=1

w̄adwa

)
+ 2c

1 − ∥X∥2 Im
(

n−1∑
a=1

X̄adXa

))2

− 2
ρ

(
dw0dw̄0 −

n−1∑
a=1

dwadw̄a

)
+ ρ + c

ρ2
4

1 − ∥X∥2

∣∣∣∣∣dw0 +
n−1∑
a=1

Xadwa

∣∣∣∣∣
2

.

The metric gc
N̄

fits into the framework of the previous section with

K = B1(0) × R × Cn and f(ρ) = 1
4ρ2

ρ + 2c

ρ + c
.

The metric gc
N̄

is quaternionic Kähler with reduced scalar curvature ν = scal
4n(n+2) = −2 (see [10, Page 89]).

In particular, it is Einstein with Einstein constant

λ = scal
4n

= −2(n + 2).

We are interested in computing the Ricci tensor of the hypersurface N̄ρ with metric gc
ρ. For that we want to

apply Lemma 3.5 and therefore we need to compute ∂
∂ρ gc

ρ, ∂2

∂ρ2 gc
ρ and the bilinear form h2

ρ.

The level sets N̄ρ of ρ are homogeneous, thus it suffices to perform all computations at the particular point

pρ = (ρ, 0) ∈ N̄ρ = {ρ} × K

obtained by fixing ρ and putting all other coordinates to zero. Moreover, we are only differentiating with
respect to the variable ρ, so we may first put the other coordinates to zero, view gc

ρ|pρ
as a depending only

on ρ, and then differentiate. We may thus work with the metric gc
ρ in the following simplified form:

gc
ρ = ρ + c

4ρ

(
n−1∑
a=1

(dba)2 + (dta)2

)
+ 1

4ρ2
ρ + c

ρ + 2c
dϕ̃2

+ 1
2ρ

ρ + 2c

ρ
((dζ̃0)2 + (dζ0)2) + 1

2ρ

(
n−1∑
a=1

(dζ̃a)2 + (dζa)2

)
.

Here we have expressed the metric gc
ρ in the real coordinates (ρ, ba, ta, ϕ̃, ζ̃0, ζ0, ζ̃a, ζa), where

Xa = 1
2(ba + ita), w0 = 1

2(ζ̃0 + iζ0), wa = 1
2(ζ̃a − iζa).

Now we compute the derivative of the metric gc
ρ:

∂

∂ρ
gc

ρ = − c

4ρ2

(
n−1∑
a=1

(dba)2 + (dta)2

)
− 1

4ρ3
2ρ2 + 5cρ + 4c2

(ρ + 2c)2 dϕ̃2
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− 1
2ρ2

ρ + 4c

ρ
((dζ̃0)2 + (dζ0)2) − 1

2ρ2

(
n−1∑
a=1

(dζ̃a)2 + (dζa)2

)

= −1
ρ

(
h1(ρ)ρ + c

4ρ

(
n−1∑
a=1

(dba)2 + (dta)2

)
+ h2(ρ) 1

4ρ2
ρ + c

ρ + 2c
dϕ̃2

)

− 1
ρ

(
h3(ρ) 1

2ρ

ρ + 2c

ρ
((dζ̃0)2 + (dζ0)2) + 1

2ρ

(
n−1∑
a=1

(dζ̃a)2 + (dζa)2

))
,

where
h1(ρ) := c

ρ + c
> 0, h2(ρ) := 2ρ2 + 5cρ + 4c2

(ρ + c)(ρ + 2c) > 0, h3(ρ) := ρ + 4c

ρ + 2c
> 0.

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

gc
ρ = diag

(
ρ + c

4ρ
12n−2,

ρ + c

4ρ2(ρ + 2c) ,
ρ + 2c

2ρ2 12,
1
2ρ
12n−2

)
,

where we denote by 1k the k × k identity matrix. Sometimes we will also write Ok for the k × k zero matrix.
If n = 1, then 2n − 2 = 0 and we adopt the convention to interpret the Gram matrix of gc

ρ as

gc
ρ = diag

(
ρ + c

4ρ2(ρ + 2c) ,
ρ + 2c

2ρ2 12

)
,

which is consistent with our conventions of choosing coordinates on N̄ 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 hρ(·, ·) = gc

ρ(∇·
∂

∂ρ , ·) = 1
2

∂
∂ρ gc

ρ is

Hρ = 1
2

∂gc
ρ

∂ρ
= − 1

2ρ
diag

(
h1(ρ)ρ + c

4ρ
12n−2, h2(ρ) ρ + c

4ρ2(ρ + 2c) , h3(ρ)ρ + 2c

2ρ2 12,
1
2ρ
12n−2

)
= gc

ρAρ,

where Aρ is the diagonal matrix

Aρ = − 1
2ρ

diag
(
h1(ρ)12n−2, h2(ρ), h3(ρ)12,12n−2

)
(4)

corresponding to the endomorphism ∇ ∂
∂ρ . From this computation and Lemma 3.3 we deduce the following.

Proposition 3.6. The eigenvalues of the shape operator Sc
ρ of the hypersurface (N̄ρ, gc

ρ) ⊂ (N̄ , gc
N̄

) with
respect to the unit normal field 1√

f

∂
∂ρ are given by

σ1 = c

ρ + c

√
ρ + c

ρ + 2c
,

σ2 = 2ρ2 + 5cρ + 4c2

(ρ + 2c)(ρ + c)

√
ρ + c

ρ + 2c
,

σ3 = ρ + 4c

ρ + 2c

√
ρ + c

ρ + 2c
,

σ4 =
√

ρ + c

ρ + 2c
,

where the multiplicities of σ1 and σ4 are 2n − 2, the multiplicity of σ2 is 1 and the multiplicity of σ3 is 2. In
particular, if c > 0, then (N̄ρ, gc

ρ) is strictly convex. Furthermore, the mean curvature of (N̄ρ, gc
ρ) is

tr(Sc
ρ) = (2n + 2)ρ2 + (8n + 7)cρ + (8n + 4)c2

(ρ + c)(ρ + 2c)

√
ρ + c

ρ + 2c
.

Proof. By part (3) of Lemma 3.3 we know that the second fundamental form IIρ of the hypersurface
(N̄ρ, gc

ρ) ⊂ (N̄ , gc
N̄

) evaluates on tangent vectors X, Y to

IIρ(X, Y ) = − 1
f

hρ(X, Y ) ∂

∂ρ
= gc

ρ(Sc
ρ(X), Y ) 1√

f

∂

∂ρ
,



3 The Ricci curvature of a hypersurface in an Einstein manifold 11

with the shape operator Sc
ρ. At the point pρ we see from the above discussion that

gc
ρ(Sc

ρ(X), Y ) = − 1√
f

hρ(X, Y ) = gc
ρ

((
− 1√

f
Aρ

)
X, Y

)
,

i.e. from (4) we get

Sc
ρ = − 1√

f
Aρ = 1

2ρ
√

f
diag

(
h1(ρ)12n−2, h2(ρ), h3(ρ)12,12n−2

)
.

The eigenvalues are explicitly given by

σ1 = h1(ρ)
2ρ

√
f

= c

2ρ(ρ + c) 1
2ρ

√
ρ+2c
ρ+c

= c

ρ + c

√
ρ + c

ρ + 2c
,

σ2 = h2(ρ)
2ρ

√
f

= 2ρ2 + 5cρ + 4c2

(ρ + c)(ρ + 2c)2ρ 1
2ρ

√
ρ+2c
ρ+c

= 2ρ2 + 5cρ + 4c2

(ρ + 2c)(ρ + c)

√
ρ + c

ρ + 2c
,

σ3 = h3(ρ)
2ρ

√
f

= ρ + 4c

(ρ + 2c)2ρ 1
2ρ

√
ρ+2c
ρ+c

= ρ + 4c

ρ + 2c

√
ρ + c

ρ + 2c
,

σ4 = 1
2ρ

√
f

=
√

ρ + c

ρ + 2c
.

The mean curvature

tr(Sc
ρ) = (2n − 2)σ1 + σ2 + 2σ3 + (2n − 2)σ4

= (2n + 2)ρ2 + (8n + 7)cρ + (8n + 4)c2

(ρ + c)(ρ + 2c)

√
ρ + c

ρ + 2c

is obtained from a straightforward computation.

We deduce that the trace of the bilinear form ∂
∂ρ gc

ρ = 2hρ is given by

tr
(

∂

∂ρ
gc

ρ

)
= 2tr(Aρ) = −1

ρ

(
(2n − 2)h1(ρ) + h2(ρ) + 2h3(ρ) + 2n − 2

)
.

Moreover, it follows that (∇ ∂
∂ρ )2 is represented by

A2
ρ = 1

4ρ2 diag
(
h2

1(ρ)12n−2, h2
2(ρ), h2

3(ρ)12,12n−2
)

.

The Gram matrix of h2
ρ, the bilinear form corresponding to the endomorphism (∇ ∂

∂ρ )2, is therefore

H2
ρ = A2

ρgc
ρ = 1

4ρ2 diag
(

h2
1(ρ)ρ + c

4ρ
12n−2, h2

2(ρ) ρ + c

4ρ2(ρ + 2c) , h2
3(ρ)ρ + 2c

2ρ2 12,
1
2ρ
12n−2

)
.

It remains to compute the second derivative ∂2

∂ρ2 gc
ρ, the Gram matrix of which is

∂2

∂ρ2 gc
ρ = ∂

∂ρ

(
∂

∂ρ
gc

ρ

)
= 2 ∂

∂ρ
Hρ = 2 ∂

∂ρ

(
Aρgc

ρ

)
= 2

(
∂Aρ

∂ρ
gc

ρ + Aρ

∂gc
ρ

∂ρ

)
= 2

(
∂Aρ

∂ρ
gc

ρ + 2AρHρ

)
= 2

(
∂Aρ

∂ρ
+ 2A2

ρ

)
gc

ρ.

All terms have already been computed, except ∂Aρ

∂ρ , which is

∂Aρ

∂ρ
= 1

2ρ2 diag
(
(h1(ρ) − ρh′

1(ρ))12n−2, h2(ρ) − ρh′
2(ρ), (h3(ρ) − ρh′

3(ρ))12,12n−2
)
.
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We find

∂2

∂ρ2 gc
ρ =

(
∂Aρ

∂ρ
+ 2A2

ρ

)
2gc

ρ

= 1
ρ2 diag

(
(h2

1 + h1 − ρh′
1)12n−2, (h2

2 + h2 − ρh′
2), (h2

3 + h3 − ρh′
3)12, 212n−2

)
gc

ρ.

Since Ric(gc
N̄

) = −2(n+2)gc
N̄

, we must take λ = −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 c ≥ 0. The Ricci tensor of (N̄ρ, gc
ρ) at a point pρ = (ρ, 0) is given by

RicN̄ρ
= −2(n + 2)gc

ρ − 2nρ
∂

∂ρ
gc

ρ + 1
f

gc
ρ

(
∂Aρ

∂ρ
·, ·
)

.

If n = 1, then in the global real coordinates (ϕ̃, ζ̃0, ζ0) the Ricci endomorphism is represented by the diagonal
matrix

ricN̄ρ
= diag

(
r2, r312

)
.

If n > 1, then in the global real coordinates (ba, ta, ϕ̃, ζ̃0, ζ0, ζ̃a, ζa), a = 1, . . . , n − 1, the Ricci endomorphism
is represented by the diagonal matrix

ricN̄ρ
= diag

(
r112n−2, r2, r312, r412n−2

)
.

The principal Ricci curvatures are, for any n ∈ N and c ≥ 0, given by

r1 = −2(n + 2)ρ2 − 4(n + 2)cρ − 6c2

(ρ + c)(ρ + 2c) ,

r2 = 2nρ4 + (12n − 8)cρ3 + (28n − 26)c2ρ2 + 32(n − 1)c3ρ + 16(n − 1)c4

(ρ + c)(ρ + 2c)3 ,

r3 = 2−ρ3 + (2n − 3)cρ2 + (8n − 8)c2ρ + (8n − 8)c3

(ρ + 2c)3 ,

r4 = −2(ρ + 3c)
ρ + 2c

.

Proof. The general formula of Lemma 3.5 becomes with λ = −2(n + 2):

RicN̄ρ
= −2(n + 2)gc

ρ +
(

1
4f

tr
(

∂

∂ρ
gc

ρ

)
− f ′

4f2

)
∂

∂ρ
gc

ρ − 2
f

h2
ρ + 1

2f

∂2

∂ρ2 gc
ρ

= −2(n + 2)gc
ρ + 1

4f

(
tr
(

∂

∂ρ
gc

ρ

)
− f ′

f

)
∂

∂ρ
gc

ρ − 2
f

h2
ρ + 1

2f

∂2

∂ρ2 gc
ρ,

where f = ρ+2c
4ρ2(ρ+c) . We can therefore compute

tr
(

∂

∂ρ
gc

ρ

)
− f ′

f
= −1

ρ
((2n − 2)h1(ρ) + h2(ρ) + 2h3(ρ) + 2n − 2) + 4ρ2(ρ + c)

ρ + 2c

2ρ2 + 7cρ + 4c2

4ρ3(ρ + c)2

= −1
ρ

(
(2n − 2)ρ + 2c

ρ + c
+ 2ρ2 + 5cρ + 4c2

(ρ + c)(ρ + 2c) + 2ρ + 4c

ρ + 2c

)
+ 2ρ2 + 7cρ + 4c2

ρ(ρ + c)(ρ + 2c)

= −2n
(ρ + 2c)
ρ(ρ + c) = −8nρf.

Thus, we get
1

4f

(
tr
(

∂

∂ρ
gc

ρ

)
− f ′

f

)
= 1

4f
(−8nρf) = −2nρ
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and the formula for RicN̄ρ
simplifies to

RicN̄ρ
= −2(n + 2)gc

ρ − 2nρ
∂

∂ρ
gc

ρ − 2
f

h2
ρ + 1

2f

∂2

∂ρ2 gc
ρ.

We next simplify the last two terms. In terms of Gram matrices we have

−2h2
ρ + 1

2
∂2

∂ρ2 gc
ρ = −2A2

ρgc
ρ + 1

2

(
∂Aρ

∂ρ
+ 2A2

ρ

)
2gc

ρ = ∂Aρ

∂ρ
gc

ρ.

Thus, we find

RicN̄ρ
= −2(n + 2)gc

ρ − 2nρ
∂

∂ρ
gc

ρ + 1
f

gc
ρ

(
∂Aρ

∂ρ
·, ·
)

.

We therefore obtain for the Gram matrix of the bilinear form RicN̄ρ
, using 1

2ρ2f = 2(ρ+c)
ρ+2c :

RicN̄ρ
= −2(n + 2)gc

ρ − 2nρ2Hρ + 1
f

∂Aρ

∂ρ
gc

ρ

=
(

−2(n + 2)14n−1 − 4nρAρ + 1
f

∂Aρ

∂ρ

)
gc

ρ

= diag
(
r112n−2, r2, r312, r412n−2

)
gc

ρ,

with

r1 = −2(n + 2) + 2nh1 − 2(ρ + c)(ρh′
1 − h1)

ρ + 2c

= −2(n + 2)ρ2 − 4(n + 2)cρ − 6c2

(ρ + c)(ρ + 2c) ,

r2 = −2(n + 2) + 2nh2 − 2(ρ + c)(ρh′
2 − h2)

ρ + 2c

= 2nρ4 + (12n − 8)cρ3 + (28n − 26)c2ρ2 + 32(n − 1)c3ρ + 16(n − 1)c4

(ρ + c)(ρ + 2c)3 ,

r3 = −2(n + 2) + 2nh3 − 2(ρ + c)(ρh′
3 − h3)

ρ + 2c

= 2−ρ3 + (2n − 3)cρ2 + (8n − 8)c2ρ + (8n − 8)c3

(ρ + 2c)3 ,

r4 = −2(n + 2) + 2n + 2(ρ + c)
ρ + 2c

= −2(ρ + 3c)
ρ + 2c

.

Remark 3.8. We comment on the nature of the principal Ricci curvatures computed in Proposition 3.7.
1. If n = 1, then gc

ρ is a left-invariant metric on the three-dimensional Heisenberg group (see Section 4).
For any c ≥ 0, the Ricci endomorphism has just two eigenvalues, namely

r2 = 2ρ4 + 4cρ3 + 2c2ρ2

(ρ + c)(ρ + 2c)3 = 2ρ2(ρ + c)
(ρ + 2c)3 = −r3.

Thus, ricN̄ρ
in this case is of the form r2 diag(1, −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 = 0 and n > 1, the principal Ricci curvatures simplify to

r1 = −2(n + 2), r2 = 2n, r3 = r4 = −2. (5)

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

eigenvalues. It follows that ricN̄ρ
restricts to a multiple of the identity on the subspace of TpρN̄ρ

spanned by ∂
∂ζ0 , ∂

∂ζ̃0
, . . . , ∂

∂ζn−1 , ∂
∂ζ̃n−1

.
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3. In the case n > 1, c > 0 the eigenvalues r1, r2, r3, r4 are distinct, and, in contrast to the c = 0 situation,
the vectors ∂

∂ζ0 , ∂
∂ζ̃0

and ∂
∂ζ1 , ∂

∂ζ̃1
, . . . , ∂

∂ζn−1 , ∂
∂ζ̃n−1

now span distinct eigenspaces of ricN̄ρ
.

From these remarks we deduce the following important consequence.

Corollary 3.9. Let n > 1. The metrics gρ = g0
ρ and gc

ρ, c > 0, are not homothetic.

4 The level sets (N̄ρ, gc
ρ) as Riemannian solvmanifolds

It was shown in [12] that the level sets N̄ρ are the orbits for an isometric, c-dependent action of the simply
connected Lie group with Lie algebra u(1, n − 1) ⋉ heis2n+1. The Lie algebra of the stabilizer of the point
pρ = (ρ, 0) with respect to this action is a subgroup of u(1, n − 1) ⋉ heis2n+1 isomorphic to u(1) × u(n − 1).
In this section we shall see that the subgroup L with Lie algebra l = b ⋉ heis2n+1, where b ⊂ su(1, n − 1)
is the Iwasawa subalgebra, acts simply transitively and isometrically on N̄ρ. We may thus regard gc

ρ as a
left-invariant metric on the Lie group L, and in this section we shall determine the subalgebra l and the
inner product on l corresponding to gc

ρ explicitly.

4.1 The Iwasawa decomposition of su(1, n − 1)
Decomposing Cn = Ce0 ⊕Cn−1 with an orthonormal basis e0, e1, . . . , en−1 of Cn with respect to the pseudo-
Hermitian inner product h of signature (1, n − 1) such that h(e0, e0) = −1, we may write

u(1, n − 1) = RC ⊕ su(1, n − 1),

where
C =

(
i 0
0 i1n−1

)
and su(1, n − 1) =

{(
−tr(A) v̄⊤

v A

) ∣∣∣ v ∈ Cn−1, A ∈ u(n − 1)
}

.

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

σ : gl(n,C) → gl(n,C), σ(A) := Aσ := −IĀ⊤I, where I =
(

−1 0
0 1n−1

)
.

Note that (AB)σ = −BσAσ. Given A ∈ gl(n,C) we then write

Re(A) = 1
2(A + Aσ) and Im(A) = 1

2i
(A − Aσ).

For a = 1, . . . , n − 1 we write further

Ua =
(

0 e⊤
a

0 0

)
and Uσ

a := σ(Ua) =
(

0 0
ea 0

)
.

We observe that
[Ua, Ub] = 0, [Uσ

a , Uσ
b ] = 0, [Ua, Uσ

b ] =
(

δab 0
0 −ebe⊤

a

)
.

Then
{C, Re(Ua), Im(Ua), Re([Ua, Uσ

b ]), Im([Ua, Uσ
b ]) | a, b = 1, . . . , n − 1}

is a basis for u(1, n − 1).

The real vector space underlying the Lie algebra heis2n+1 is given by Cn ⊕R, where we identify Cn with R2n

and write Z for the generator of the center R.

We now fix ρ ∈ (0, ∞), take as basepoint pρ := (ρ, 0) ∈ N̄ρ and consider the infinitesimal action of the Lie
algebra su(1, n − 1) ⋉ heis2n+1 on the hypersurface N̄ρ. The Lie algebra of the stabilizer g′ of pρ, i.e. the
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kernel of the map u(1, n − 1)⋉ heis2n+1 → TpρN̄ρ given by evaluating the Killing fields at pρ, was computed
in [12, Lemma 3.5]:

g′ = spanR{C + 2cZ, Re([Ua, Uσ
b ]), Im([Ua, Uσ

b ]) + 2cδabZ | a, b = 1, . . . , n − 1},

which is isomorphic to u(1) × u(n − 1) and has trivial intersection with heis2n+1.
We briefly review the Iwasawa decomposition of su(1, n − 1). We may choose the following Cartan decom-
position

u(1, n − 1) = k ⊕ p,

where

k = RC ⊕
{(

−tr(A) 0
0 A

) ∣∣∣A ∈ u(n − 1)
}

∼= u(1) ⊕ u(n − 1),

p =
{(

0 v̄⊤

v 0

) ∣∣∣ v ∈ Cn−1
}

.

Define for a ∈ {1, . . . , n − 1}:

Ba := (1 + δ1a)Ua − [Ua, Uσ
1 ] =

(
−δ1a (1 + δ1a)e⊤

a

0 e1e⊤
a

)
and

BR
a := Re(Ba) = 1

2

(
0 (1 + δ1a)e⊤

a

(1 + δ1a)ea e1e⊤
a − eae⊤

1

)
,

BI
a := Im(Ba) = 1

2i

(
−2δ1a (1 + δ1a)e⊤

a

−(1 + δ1a)ea e1e⊤
a + eae⊤

1

)
.

Then

BR
1 =

(
0 e⊤

1
e1 0

)
, BI

1 =

i −i 0
i −i 0
0 0 0


and for a > 1 we have

BR
a = 1

2

 0 0 ẽ⊤
a−1

0 0 ẽ⊤
a−1

ẽa−1 −ẽa−1 0

 , BI
a = 1

2

 0 0 −iẽ⊤
a−1

0 0 −iẽ⊤
a−1

iẽa−1 −iẽa−1 0

 ,

where ẽa−1 ∈ Cn−2 is such that e⊤
a =

(
0 ẽ⊤

a−1
)

∈ Cn−1.
A maximal abelian subalgebra of p is given by

a :=
{(

0 ae⊤
1

ae1 0

) ∣∣∣ a ∈ R
}

= spanR{BR
1 }.

The positive eigenvalues of ad(BR
1 ) = [BR

1 , ·] ∈ End(u(1, n − 1)) are 2 and 1 with eigenspaces given by

g2 =
{(

ia −iae⊤
1

iae1 −iae1e⊤
1

) ∣∣∣ a ∈ R
}

= spanR{BI
1},

g1 =


0 0 z̄⊤

0 0 z̄⊤

z −z 0

 ∣∣∣ z ∈ Cn−2

 = spanR{BR
a , BI

a | a = 2 . . . , n − 1}.

With

n = g1 ⊕ g2 =


ia −ia z̄⊤

ia −ia z̄⊤

z −z 0

 ∣∣∣ z ∈ Cn−2, a ∈ R


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we get u(1, n − 1) = k ⊕ a ⊕ n and the Iwasawa decomposition

su(1, n − 1) = u(n − 1) ⊕ a ⊕ n.

We observe the following bracket relations for i = 1, 2:

[a, a] = 0, [a, gi] ⊂ gi, [g1, g1] ⊂ g2, [g1, g2] = 0 = [g2, g2],

which imply
[b, b] ⊂ n, [n, n] ⊂ g2, [n, [n, n]] = 0.

Lemma 4.1. The Lie algebra n is isomorphic to heis2n−3 and the basis vectors BI
1 , BR

a , BI
a, where a =

2, . . . , n − 1, satisfy the following non-trivial bracket relations (all other brackets are zero):

[BR
a , BI

a] = 1
2BI

1 .

Proof. Since [g1, g2] = [g2, g2] = {0} we see that g2 is contained in the center of n. Let z1, z2 ∈ Cn−2. We
can compute directly 0 0 z̄⊤

1
0 0 z̄⊤

1
z1 −z1 0

 ,

 0 0 z̄⊤
2

0 0 z̄⊤
2

z2 −z2 0

 =

2i Im(z̄⊤
1 z2) −2i Im(z̄⊤

1 z2) 0
2i Im(z̄⊤

1 z2) −2i Im(z̄⊤
1 z2) 0

0 0 0

 = 2 Im(z̄⊤
1 z2)BI

1 .

It follows that g2 = spanR{BI
1} is the center of n and we note that (z1, z2) 7→ 2 Im(z̄⊤

1 z2) is a nonzero
multiple of the standard symplectic (Kähler) form on Cn−2. Thus, n ∼= heis2n−3.
Since BR

a corresponds to choosing z = 1
2 ẽa−1 and BI

a corresponds to choosing z = i
2 ẽa−1 if a > 1 we find

[BR
a , BR

b ] = [BI
a, BI

b ] = 1
2 Im(ẽ⊤

a−1ẽb−1)BI
1 = 0, [BR

a , BI
b ] = 1

2 Im(iẽ⊤
a−1ẽb−1)BI

1 = 1
2δabBI

1 .

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

b = a ⊕ n =


 ia b − ia z̄⊤

b + ia −ia z̄⊤

z −z 0

 ∣∣∣ z ∈ Cn−2, a, b ∈ R

 ⊂ su(1, n − 1).

A basis for b is given by
{BR

a , BI
a | a = 1, . . . , n − 1}.

We have by construction

a = spanR{BR
1 }, g2 = spanR{BI

1}, g1 = spanR{BR
a , BI

a | a = 2, . . . , n − 1}.

The subalgebra n ∼= heis2n−3 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, g2.

Lemma 4.2. We have

[BR
1 , BI

1 ] = 2BI
1 , [BR

1 , BR
a ] = BR

a , [BR
1 , BI

a] = BI
a

for any a ∈ {2, . . . , n − 1}.

Note that b ∩ g′ = {0}. It follows that the action of the (4n − 1)-dimensional real solvable Lie algebra

l := b⋉ heis2n+1

on N̄ρ is free. Here b acts on heis2n+1
∼= Cn ⊕ R by the standard representation of u(1, n − 1) on Cn.
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4.2 The Lie algebra l

Now let e0, f0, ea, fa, a = 1, . . . , n − 1, be the standard basis of R2n. We define the one-dimensional central
extension heis2n+1 of R2n by setting

[ek, el] = 0, [fk, fl] = 0, [ek, fl] =
(

δk0δl0 −
n−1∑
a=1

δkaδla

)
Z

for every k, l = 0, 1, . . . , n − 1, where Z denotes the generator of the center. Complexifying and extending
the Lie bracket complex-bilinearly, we obtain heisC2n+1.
Set Ek := ek − ifk.
Lemma 4.3. The brackets between the elements of the basis {BR

a , BI
a | a = 1, . . . , n − 1} ⊂ b and of the

complex basis {Ek, Ēk, Z | k = 0, . . . , n − 1} are given as follows:

[BR
1 , Ek] = [BR

1 , Ēk] = −δk0E1 − δk1E0,

[BR
a , Ek] = [BR

a , Ēk] = −1
2(δk0 + δk1)Ea − 1

2δka(E0 − E1),

[BI
1 , Ek] = [BI

1 , Ēk] = −i(δk0 + δk1)(E0 − E1),

[BI
a, Ek] = [BI

a, Ēk] = i

2(δk0 + δk1)Ea − i

2δka(E0 − E1).

Proof. By definition of the semidirect product structure, the bracket of gl(n,C) ⋉ heisC2n+1 evaluated on
A ∈ u(1, n − 1) and v ∈ R2n is just [A, v] = −A⊤v (where A⊤ is identified with a real 2n × 2n-matrix), while
we have [A, Z] = 0. Using this prescription, the following brackets were computed in [12, Proposition 3.4]:

[Ua, Ek] = −δk0Ea,

[Ua, Ēk] = −δkaĒ0,

[Uσ
a , Ek] = −δkaE0,

[Uσ
a , Ēk] = −δk0Ēa.

From these identities, we may deduce the brackets between elements of b and heis2n+1 using the Jacobi
identity:

[B1, Ek] = −(2δk0 + δk1)E1 + δk0E0,

[B1, Ēk] = −(2δk1 + δk0)Ē0 + δk1Ē1,

[Ba, Ek] = −(δk0 + δk1)Ea,

[Ba, Ēk] = −δka(Ē0 − Ē1),

[Bσ
1 , Ek] = −(2δk1 + δk0)E0 + δk1E1,

[Bσ
1 , Ēk] = −(2δk0 + δk1)Ē1 + δk0Ē0,

[Bσ
a , Ek] = −δka(E0 − E1),

[Bσ
a , Ēk] = −(δk0 + δk1)Ēa.

Using these relations and that AR = Re(A) = 1
2 (A+Aσ) and AI = Im(A) = 1

2i (A−Aσ) for any A ∈ gl(n,C)
we get the claimed result.

For n ∈ N, we work in the ordered basis

Bn :=
{

(e0, f0, Z) n = 1(
BR

1 , BI
1 , . . . , BR

n−1, BI
n−1, e0, f0, e1, f1, . . . , en−1, fn−1, Z

)
n > 1

(6)

Proposition 4.4. For n > 1, the Lie algebra l is completely solvable and non-unimodular.
Proof. The adjoint operator of BR

1 with respect to the basis Bn defined in (6) is given by

ad(BR
1 ) = diag

(
0, 2,12n−4, V4,O2n−4, 0

)
,

where

V4 :=


0 0 −1 0
0 0 0 −1

−1 0 0 0
0 −1 0 0

 .

Then tr(ad(BR
1 )) = 2n−2 ̸= 0, which implies that l is non-unimodular. Moreover, the eigenvalues of ad(BR

1 )
are 2, 1, 0, −1 and for any X ∈ Bn \ {BR

1 } the operator ad(X) is nilpotent, so its only eigenvalue is zero.
Hence l is completely solvable.
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Remark 4.5. Note that the case n = 1 corresponds to l = heis3, so l is nilpotent, hence unimodular and
completely solvable.

4.3 The metric gc
ρ as a left-invariant metric on L

Our goal here is to write the induced metric gc
ρ as a left-invariant metric on the Lie group L, and for this

it is enough to compute the induced inner product on l, under the identification TeL ∼= Tpρ
N̄ρ given by

the infinitesimal action of u(1, n − 1) ⋉ heis2n+1 on N̄ρ. The complexification of the infinitesimal action is
given by the anti-homomorphism αC : gl(n,C)⋉heisC2n+1 → Γ(TN̄)C, where the vector fields generating such
action are given by (see [12, Proposition 3.1]):

Ya := αC(Ua) = ∂

∂X̄a
− Xa

n−1∑
b=1

Xb ∂

∂Xb
− w0 ∂

∂wa
− w̄a ∂

∂w̄0 + icXa ∂

∂ϕ̃
,

Ȳa = αC(Uσ
a ),

[Ya, Ȳb] = −αC([Ua, Uσ
b ])

= δab

(∑
j

(
Xj ∂

∂Xj
−X̄j ∂

∂X̄j

)
+w0 ∂

∂w0 −w̄0 ∂

∂w̄0 −2ic
∂

∂ϕ̃

)

+ Xa ∂

∂Xb
− X̄b ∂

∂X̄a
+ w̄a ∂

∂w̄b
− wb ∂

∂wa
.

The action of the complexified Heisenberg Lie algebra heisC2n+1 is then generated by the following vector
fields (see [12, Proposition 3.3]):

∂

∂ϕ̃
= αC(Z), Va = αC(Ea) = 1√

2

(
∂

∂wa
− 2iw̄a ∂

∂ϕ̃

)
, V0 = αC(E0) = 1√

2

(
∂

∂w0 + 2iw̄0 ∂

∂ϕ̃

)
,

where a = 1, . . . , n − 1.

Define the map
αC

ρ : lC → Tpρ
N̄C

ρ , l 7→ αC(l)|pρ
,

i.e. evaluation of the corresponding complex Killing field at pρ. Then the formulas above allow us to explicitly
evaluate αC

ρ on the basis vectors of l:

αC
ρ (Ba) = αC

ρ ((1 + δ1a)Ua − [Ua, Uσ
1 ]) = (1 + δ1a)Ya|pρ

+ [Ya, Ȳ1]|pρ
= (1 + δ1a) ∂

∂X̄a
− 2icδ1a

∂

∂ϕ̃
,

αC
ρ (Ek) = αC

ρ (ek − ifk) = Vk|pρ
= 1√

2
∂

∂wk
,

αC
ρ (Z) = ∂

∂ϕ̃
.

Let us consider again the real coordinates Xa = 1
2 (ba + ita), w0 = 1

2 (ζ̃0 + iζ0) and wa = 1
2 (ζ̃a − iζa). Then

we find for a = 2, . . . , n − 1, j = 1, . . . , n − 1:

• αρ(BR
1 ) = Re

(
(2Y1 + [Y1, Ȳ1])|pρ

)
= 2 ∂

∂b1 ,
• αρ(BI

1) = Im
(
(2Y1 + [Y1, Ȳ1])|pρ

)
= 2 ∂

∂t1 − 2c ∂
∂ϕ̃

,
• αρ(BR

a ) = Re
(
(Ya + [Ya, Ȳ1])|pρ

)
= ∂

∂ba ,
• αρ(BI

a) = Im
(
(Ya + [Ya, Ȳ1])|pρ

)
= ∂

∂ta ,
• αρ(e0) = Re

(
V0|pρ

)
= 1√

2
∂

∂ζ̃0
,

• αρ(f0) = − Im
(
V0|pρ

)
= 1√

2
∂

∂ζ0 ,
• αρ(ej) = Re

(
Vj |pρ

)
= 1√

2
∂

∂ζ̃j
,

• αρ(fj) = − Im
(
Vj |pρ

)
= − 1√

2
∂

∂ζj ,
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• αρ(Z) = ∂
∂ϕ̃

,

where the vector fields on the right-hand side are evaluated at the point pρ.
At the point pρ, the metric expressed in these real coordinates is the following:

gc
ρ = 1

4ρ2
ρ + c

ρ + 2c
dϕ̃2 + ρ + c

4ρ

n−1∑
a=1

(
(dba)2 + (dta)2)

+ ρ + 2c

2ρ2

(
(dζ̃0)2 + (dζ0)2)+ 1

2ρ

n−1∑
a=1

(
(dζ̃a)2 + (dζa)2).

Let us denote by Ei,j the matrix with 1 in the (i, j)-position and zero elsewhere.

Proposition 4.6. Let n ∈ N and consider the basis Bn of l defined in (6). Then:

1. If n > 1, the Gram matrix of the inner product corresponding to gc
ρ is given by

gc
ρ = diag

(
ρ+c

ρ , (ρ+c)3

ρ2(ρ+2c) , ρ+c
4ρ 12n−4, G4, 1

4ρ12n−4, 1
4ρ2

ρ+c
ρ+2c

)
− c

2ρ2
ρ+c

ρ+2c

(
E2,4n−1 + E4n−1,2

)
,

where

G4 :=
(

ρ+2c
4ρ2 12 0

0 1
4ρ12

)
.

2. If n > 1, the Ricci endomorphism ricc
ρ is in the above basis represented by the matrix:

ricc
ρ = diag (r112n−2, r312, r412n−2, r2) + 2c(r1 − r2)E4n−1,2.

3. If n = 1, the Gram matrix of gc
ρ and the matrix of the Ricci endomorphism are

gc
ρ =


2 c+ρ
4 ρ2 0 0

0 2 c+ρ
4 ρ2 0

0 0 c+ρ
4 (2 c+ρ)ρ2

 and ricc
ρ = 2ρ2 (c + ρ)

(2 c + ρ)3

 −1 0 0
0 −1 0
0 0 1

 .

Proof. The expressions for gc
ρ follow directly by plugging the explicit tangent vectors into gc

ρ.

We have computed the Ricci endomorphism with respect to the basis of Tpρ
N̄ρ given by coordinate vector

fields in Proposition 3.7. It is then straightforward to evaluate ricc
ρ on the basis Bn.

In general, the Ricci endomorphism of (l, gc
ρ) is given by (see e.g. [29, Equation 21]):

ricc
ρ = R − 1

2 B − ad(H)s,

where
ad(H)s = 1

2 (ad(H) + ad(H)∗)
is the symmetric part of ad(H) and H ∈ a is the mean curvature vector, characterized by

gc
ρ(H, A) = tr(ad(A))

for all A ∈ a. The term B ∈ End(l) denotes the symmetric endomorphism defined by the Killing form of l
relative to gc

ρ, that is
gc

ρ(BX, X) = tr(ad(X) ◦ ad(X))
for all X ∈ l. The symmetric endomorphism R is defined by

gc
ρ(RX, X) = − 1

2

∑
gc

ρ([X, Li], Lj)2 + 1
4

∑
gc

ρ([Li, Lj ], X)2,

where {Li} is an orthonormal basis of (l, gc
ρ). In our situation we already know ricc

ρ, so we can compute
R = ricc

ρ + 1
2 B + ad(H)s if we are able to determine B and H.
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Lemma 4.7. With respect to our explicit choice of basis Bn for l we have:
1. For n > 1, the mean curvature vector is

H = tr(ad(BR
1 ))

gc
ρ(BR

1 , BR
1 )

BR
1 = (2n − 2) ρ

ρ + c
BR

1

and we find

ad(H)s = (2n − 2)diag
(
0, 2ρ2+4cρ+c2

(ρ+c)(ρ+2c) , ρ
ρ+c12n−4, S4,O2n−4, − c2

(ρ+c)(ρ+2c)
)

+ (2n − 2)
(

− c
2(ρ+c)(ρ+2c) E2,4n−1 + 2c(ρ+c)

ρ+2c E4n−1,2
)
,

where

S4 :=


0 0 − ρ

ρ+2c 0
0 0 0 − ρ

ρ+2c

−1 0 0 0
0 −1 0 0

 .

2. If n > 1, the symmetric endomorphism associated with the Killing form is B = (2n + 4) ρ
ρ+c E1,1.

3. If n = 1, then B = 0 = H.
Proof. Both assertions are proved by direct calculations. The details are as follows.
(1) Since in our case a = spanR{BR

1 }, we have that H is a multiple of BR
1 . In particular

H = tr(ad(BR
1 ))

gc
ρ(BR

1 , BR
1 )

BR
1 = (2n − 2) ρ

ρ + c
BR

1 .

We have computed ad(BR
1 ) and gc

ρ, in the basis Bn, in Proposition 4.4 and 4.6, respectively. Hence we can
compute the adjoint operator of ad(BR

1 ):

ad(BR
1 )∗ = diag

(
0, 2(ρ+c)2

ρ(ρ+2c) ,12n−4, V∗
4 ,O2n−4, − 2c2

ρ(ρ+2c)
)

− c
ρ(ρ+2c) E2,4n−1 + 4c(ρ+c)2

ρ(ρ+2c) E4n−1,2,

where

V∗
4 :=


0 0 − ρ

ρ+2c 0
0 0 0 − ρ

ρ+2c

− ρ+2c
ρ 0 0 0

0 − ρ+2c
ρ 0 0

 .

We then have

ad(BR
1 )s = diag

(
0, 2ρ2+4cρ+c2

ρ(ρ+2c) ,12n−4, S̃4,O2n−4, − c2

ρ(ρ+2c)
)

− c
2ρ(ρ+2c) E2,4n−1 + 2c(ρ+c)2

ρ(ρ+2c) E4n−1,2,

where

S̃4 :=


0 0 − ρ+c

ρ+2c 0
0 0 0 − ρ+c

ρ+2c

− ρ+c
ρ 0 0 0

0 − ρ+c
ρ 0 0

 .

Then
ad(H)s = (2n − 2) ρ

ρ + c
ad(BR

1 )s.

(2) Let us consider the Killing form β(X, Y ) = tr(ad(X)◦ad(Y )). Then β(BR
1 , BR

1 ) = 2n+4 and β(X, Y ) = 0
for all Y ∈ Bn and X ∈ Bn \ {BR

1 }. This implies that

B = (gc
ρ)−1β = (2n + 4) ρ

ρ + c
E1,1.

(3) This is clear, since a = 0 and l = heis3 is nilpotent.
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4.4 Existence of solvsolitons on N̄ρ

Now that we have determined the structure of the Lie algebra l and have obtained explicit formulas for the
metric gc

ρ and its Ricci endomorphism ricc
ρ, we can determine whether (l, gc

ρ) is a solvsoliton or not.

Lemma 4.8. Consider the Lie algebra l = b⋉heis2n+1 and write heis2n+1 = Cn ⊕RZ. Consider δ ∈ End(l)
given by δ|b = 0, δZ = 2Z and δV = V for all V ∈ Cn. Then δ is a derivation of l.

Proof. First note that the endomorphism δ acts as zero on b = a ⊕ g2 ⊕ g1. For the Heisenberg Lie algebra
heis2n+1 we have [heis2n+1, heis2n+1] ⊂ RZ and δZ = 2Z. This implies that for all V + tZ, W + uZ ∈
heis2n+1 = Cn ⊕ RZ we have

δ[V + tZ, W + uZ] = 2[V + tZ, W + uZ] = 2[V, W ].

On the other hand

[δ(V + tZ), W + uZ] + [V + tZ, δ(W + uZ)] = [V + 2tZ, W + uZ] + [V + tZ, W + 2uZ]
= [V, W ] + [V, W ] = 2[V, W ].

Using that δB = 0 and [B, V + tZ] ∈ Cn ⊕ {0} ⊂ heis2n+1 for all B ∈ b and all V + tZ ∈ heis2n+1 and a
straightforward computation we conclude that δ ∈ Der(l).

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 (l, gc
ρ) is a nilsoliton for any c ≥ 0 and ρ > 0.

Proof. In the case n = 1 we have that b is zero-dimensional and then l = heis3. By Proposition 4.6 the Ricci
endomorphism with respect to the basis B1 is

ricc
ρ = K

 −1 0 0
0 −1 0
0 0 1

 ,

with K := 2ρ2 (c+ρ)
(2 c+ρ)3 . If we take λ = −3K and

D = 2Kδ = 2K

 1 0 0
0 1 0
0 0 2

 ∈ Der(heis3),

then (2) holds.

Remark 4.10. The result of Theorem 4.9 is not new since the existence of a nilsoliton metric on heis3 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 heis3 is a Ricci soliton.

Theorem 4.11. Let n > 1. Then the pair (l, gc
ρ) is a solvsoliton for c = 0 and ρ > 0.

Proof. In this case the metric gρ = g0
ρ is diagonal with respect to the basis Bn and its Ricci endomorphism

is computed in Proposition 4.6:

ricρ = diag
(
r112n−2, r312, r412n−2, r2

)
= diag

(
− 2(n + 2)12n−2, −212, −212n−2, 2n

)
.

If we consider the derivation δ from Lemma 4.8, choose λ = −2(n + 2) and put

D = (2n + 2)δ = diag
(
O2n−2, (2n + 2)12, (2n + 2)12n−2, 2(2n + 2)

)
,

then (2) holds.
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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 N , then S is a Ricci soliton with respect to the metric induced by the left-invariant Einstein
metric on AN . For the case c = 0 we have SU(n, 2)/S(U(n) × 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 (l, gc
ρ) is not a solvsoliton for c > 0 and ρ > 0.

Proof. We have the orthogonal decomposition l = a⊕[l, l], where [l, l] coincides with the nilradical of l. In this
situation, Theorem 2.4 provides a characterization of the existence of a Ricci soliton on (l, gc

ρ). In particular,
ad(A) must be a normal operator for all A ∈ a, that is [ad(A), ad(A)∗] = 0, where ad(A)∗ = (gc

ρ)−1 ad(A)⊤gc
ρ

denotes the adjoint operator of ad(A) with respect to the metric gc
ρ. In Lemma 4.14 we will show that

[ad(BR
1 ), ad(BR

1 )∗] ̸= 0,

therefore we do not have a Ricci soliton.

Lemma 4.14. [ad(BR
1 ), ad(BR

1 )∗] ̸= 0.

Proof. We work in the basis Bn given by (6). We have computed ad(BR
1 ) and ad(BR

1 )∗ in the proofs of
Proposition 4.4 and Lemma 4.7, respectively. Then we compute that

[ad(BR
1 ), ad(BR

1 )∗] = diag
(
0, 0,O2n−4, 4c(ρ+c)

ρ(ρ+2c)12, − 4c(ρ+c)
ρ(ρ+2c)12,O2n−4, 0

)
− 2c

ρ(ρ+2c) E2,4n−1 − 8c(ρ+c)2

ρ(ρ+2c) E4n−1,2,

which is zero if and only if c = 0.

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 (S0, g0), he shows that there exists a
one-parameter family of complete Ricci soliton metrics on M = R×S0, with λ < 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 (l, gρ) which admits a rank-one extension to a quaternionic
Kähler homogeneous metric (in fact symmetric, see Remark 4.12). Whereas for c > 0 we have a metric gc

ρ

on l, which is not a Ricci soliton by Theorem 4.13, but such that (0, ∞) × L admits a quaternionic Kähler
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 Kähler manifold is naturally endowed with such structure. In the
same paper the authors also study how to construct quaternionic Kähler metrics on M ×R for some classes
of 4n + 3-dimensional manifolds M . Similar constructions can be found in [19], where in this case M is a
torus bundle over a hyperkähler manifold of dimension 4n. However, it is not clear at all how the curvature
properties of the metric gc

ρ with c > 0 would fit in this picture. Therefore, determine which is the precise
geometry of (N̄ρ, gc

ρ) when c > 0 will be the object of a future study.
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