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1 Introduction

Let (M™, g) be a Riemannian m-dimensional manifold. For any 1 < p <m
consider the tensor product bundle T*M & AP(M) and its irreducible O(m)-
decomposition:

T*M @ AP(M) = AP (M) @ AP~ Y(M) @ TPHM), (1)

where the sub-bundle 77!'(M) of T*M ® AP(M) is the intersection of the
kernels of the wedge product and inner contraction maps. If ¢ € QP(M)
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is a p-form, the covariant derivative Vi with respect to the Levi-Civita
connection V of g is a section of T*M ® AP(M) and its projection onto
APHL(M) and AP~1(M) is given, essentially, by the exterior derivative di» and
the codifferential 01, respectively. The p-form ) is called conformal-Killing
if the projection of V) onto the third component in the decomposition ()
is trivial; equivalently, if the conformal-Killing equation

1
iyd) — ———— Y A&, VY €TM (2)

\V4 =
vy p+1 m—p-+1

is satisfied. (Above and often in this note we identify, without mentioning
explicitly, tangent vectors with 1-forms by means of the Riemannian dual-
ity). A co-closed conformal-Killing form is called Killing. There is a large
literature on conformal-Killing forms (for a survey, see e.g. [15]). A 1-form
is (conformal)-Killing if the dual vector field is a (conformal)-Killing vec-
tor field. Conformal-Killing forms exist on spaces of constant curvature, on
Sasaki manifolds, on some classes of Kahler manifolds (like Bochner-flat or
conformally-Einstein Kéhler manifolds) and on Riemannian manifolds which
admit Killing spinors [I5]. On a compact quaternionic-Kahler manifold of
dimension at least eight, any Killing p-form (p > 2) is parallel (see [I3]) and
any conformal-Killing 2-form parallel unless the quaternionic-Kahler mani-
fold is isometric to the standard quaternionic projective space, in which case
the codifferential defines an isomorphism from the space of conformal-Killing
2-forms to the space of Killing vector fields (see [§]).

This paper is concerned with conformal-Killing 2-forms on (not neces-
sarily compact) quaternionic-Kéhler manifolds. In Section 2, devoted to fix
notations, we recall basic facts from quaternionic-Kéhler geometry.

Section [3] contains the main result of our paper (see Theorem [). A
2-form on a quaternionic-Kéhler manifold (M, g) (always assumed to be con-
nected and of dimension 4n > 8) is called compatible (with the quaternionic
structure) if it is a section of the direct sum bundle S?H @& S?E. We find a
connection D on the bundle S?H @ S?E®T M, which is a prolongation of the
conformal-Killing operator acting on compatible 2-forms (i.e. the space of
D-parallel sections is isomorphic to the space Co(M ) of compatible conformal-
Killing 2-forms on (M, g)). We compute the curvature of D and we show that
D is flat if and only if the quaternionic-Weyl tensor W% of (M, g) is zero.

Section [ is devoted to applications of Theorem 2l First, we prove that
the dimension of the vector space Co(M) is less or equal to (n+1)(2n+3) and
equality holds on the standard quaternionic projective space HP" (see Corol-
lary [7). Next, we assume that the quaternionic-Kéhler manifold (M, g) has
non-zero scalar curvature and, under this additional assumption, we prove
that if (M, g) admits a non-parallel compatible conformal-Killing 2-form then
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the holonomy group of (M, g) coincides with Sp(1)Sp(n) (see Proposition []).
In particular, there are no non-parallel compatible conformal-Killing 2-forms
on open subsets of Wolf spaces non-isomorphic to the standard quaternionic
projective space. At the end of this section we prove that a compatible
conformal-Killing 2-form v on a quaternionic-Kéhler manifold (M, ¢) of non-
zero scalar curvature is determined by its S?E-part @Z)S2E and we find the
image and the inverse of the map Co(M) > ¢ — YS°E (see Proposition [I0).

Finally, in Section [ we construct a skew-symmetric multiplication [-, -]
on the space of conformal-Killing 2-forms on a quaternionic-Kahler manifold
(M, g), which preserves the subspace Co(M) of compatible conformal-Killing
2-forms. When the scalar curvature of (M, g) is non-zero, (Co(M), [, -]) is a
Lie algebra and the codifferential ¢ : Co(M) — isom(M, g) is a Lie algebra
homomorphism (see Corollary [[2)).

2 Quaternionic-Kahler manifolds

In this Section we recall basic definitions and results from quaternionic-
Kahler geometry, which will be useful in our treatment of conformal-Killing
forms.

2.1 Basic definitions

A quaternionic-Kéhler manifold is a Riemannian manifold (M, g) of dimen-
sion 4n > 8 with holonomy group included in Sp(1)Sp(n). Equivalently, there
is a rank three vector sub-bundle ) C End(7'M) preserved by the Levi-Civita
connection V of g and locally generated by three anti-commuting almost com-
plex structures {.Ji, Jo, J3} with J3 = J;J5. Such a system of almost complex
structures is usually called a local admissible basis of (). The metric g is Ein-
stein; moreover, g is Ricci-flat if and only if (M, g) is locally hyper-Kéhler,
i.e. in a neighborhood of any point there is an admissible basis of () formed
by V-parallel complex structures.
The curvature of g has the expression

3 3
Rg(,y = —Z (X/\Y—|— ZJZX A JZY‘FQZWz(Xv Y)wl> _'_W)C(?,Y <3>

i=1 i=1

where v := is the reduced scalar curvature (k being the usual scalar

k
4n(n+2)
curvature), {Ji, Ja, J3} is a local admissible basis of @, with Kéhler forms
w; = g(Ji-,+), and W is the quaternionic-Weyl tensor, which satisfies

WJQX,JY = W)?,Yu VX7Y c TM, VJ e Q, J2 = —Id
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and belongs to the kernel of the Ricci contraction, i.e.

4n
> WP, (ex) =0, VX eTM

k=1

where {e,} is a local orthonormal frame of TM (above "Id” denotes the
identity endomorphism).

Let £ and H be the (locally defined) complex vector bundles over M,
of rank 2n and 2 respectively, associated to the standard representations of
Sp(n) and Sp(1) on C** and C?. The bundles E and H play the role of spin
bundles in conformal geometry, since

TeM = E® H. (4)

Let wp € A?(E*) and wy € A%*(H*) be the complex symplectic forms on
E and H, defined by the standard Sp(n)-invariant symplectic form of C2",
and, respectively, the standard Sp(1)-invariant symplectic form of C2 We
shall identify E with E* by means of the isomorphism F > e — wg(e, ),
and, similarly, H with H* using wy. At the level of 2-forms, () induces a
decomposition

AN (TeM) = S°H @ S*E @ S’H @ AJE, (5)

where A2E C A?FE is the kernel of the natural contraction with wg. The
bundles S?H and S?E are the complexifications of the bundle @ and, re-
spectively, of the bundle of @-Hermitian 2-forms (a 2-form is Q-Hermitian if
it is of type (1,1) with respect to any compatible almost complex structure;
an almost complex structure is compatible if it is a section of the bundle Q).
We shall often identify, implicitly, real bundles with their complexifications.
The projections of a 2-form ¢ € Q*(M) on S?H and S*E have the following
expressions:

P = S e, T (©
ik

v = (w +2_ m) , (7)

where {Ji, Jo, J3} is an admissible basis of @), with associated Ké&hler forms
wi, and {ex} is a local orthonormal frame of T'M.



2.2 The Penrose operator

Penrose (or twistor) operators appear in the literature on several classes of
manifolds. On a conformal 4-manifold a Weyl connection defines a Penrose
operator and Penrose operators obtained in this way were studied in [9],
[T1]. Similarly, any quaternionic connection on a quaternionic manifold de-
fines a Penrose operator (see [7]). An important role in our treatment of
compatible conformal-Killing 2-forms will be played by the Penrose opera-
tor on a quaternionic-Kéhler manifold (M, g), defined using the Levi-Civita
connection (see [I4], also [3]). It is a first order differential operator

D:T(S?H) - T(S°H ® E)

whose value on a section o of S2H is obtained by taking the covariant
derivative Vo (where V is the Levi-Civita connection), which is a section of
Te¢M ® S?H and projecting it onto the second component of the irreducible
decomposition

TEM®S°H2E®HOE®S*H. (8)

Let {Ji, Jo, J3} be a local admissible basis of @), with Kahler forms wq, wy
and ws respectively. According to Section 5 of [3], for any section o of @,

3
_ 1
Do:VoJrgZ(cSU)oJi@wi. 9)

i=1

The (real) solutions of the twistor equation (i.e. sections of the quaternionic
bundle @ which belong to the kernel of D) can be easily described when the
reduced scalar curvature v # 0. In this case the map

2 2 _
isom(M, g) > X — 3—V(VX)S " ¢ KerD (10)

is an isomorphism, with inverse the codifferential (see [3], [14]).

2.3 Killing and quaternionic vector fields

There is a useful criterion to check when a vector field on a quaternionic-
Kéhler manifold of non-zero scalar curvature is Killing (see [1]). We shall
use this criterion in Section [4] It is stated as follows.

Recall first that a vector field, say X, on a quaternionic-Kahler manifold
(M* g) (with 4n > 8) is quaternionic, if its flow preserves the quaternionic
bundle @, or, equivalently, [VX, Q] C Q. The criterion states that a vector
field which is quaternionic and divergence-free is necessarily Killing. This



is a consequence the theory developed in [I] and [2]. For completeness of
our exposition, we include the argument, which goes as follows. Let X be a
quaternionic vector field on (M, g). From [1], page 303, and [2], LxV = 5,
where a € QY(M) is defined by

a=df, f:= : Trace(VX).

1
(n+1)
and S is a 1-form with values in End(7T'M) defined by

3
S3 = a(Z)dry +a®Z — Y (a(JiZ)J; + (o Ji) @ J;,Z), VZeTM.

i=1
(11)
Now, if X is also divergence-free, then @ = 0 and LxV = 0. This implies that
X preserves the curvature of g (viewed as a 2-form with values in End(7'M))
and also the Ricci tensor (viewed as a bilinear form on T'M). Since g is
Einstein with non-zero scalar curvature, X is Killing.

Notations 1. Let (M, g) be a quaternionic-Kéhler manifold of dimension
4n > 8. We shall use the scalar product (-, -) on A%(M), defined by

<X/\Y,Z/\V>:g(X,Z)g(Y,V)—g(X,V)g(KZ). (12)

With respect to the scalar product (I2)), the Kéhler forms {wy,ws,ws} cor-
responding to a local admissible basis {.Ji, J3, J3} of the quaternionic bundle
() are orthogonal and

wi* = |wa|* = |ws|* = 2n.

In our conventions, V will always denote the Levi-Civita connection of g.

3 Owur main result

Given a linear differential operator D, it is sometimes useful to determine a
vector bundle connection (called a prolongation of D) whose space of parallel
sections is isomorphic with the kernel of D. In general, there are several
connections with this property. However, if one prolongation is flat, then all
are.

This Section contains the main result of this paper - we determine a pro-
longation D of the conformal-Killing operator acting on compatible 2-forms
on a quaternionic-Kéhler manifold (M, g) and we show that D is flat if and
only if the quaternionic-Weyl tensor W< of (M, g) is zero. The prolongation
D acts on the direct sum bundle S?H & S?E @ T M. More precisely, we state:
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Theorem 2. Let (M,g) be a quaternionic-Kdhler manifold of dimension
4n > 8, reduced scalar curvature v and quaternionic- Weyl tensor W<. Define
a connection D on S*H @& S*E © TM, by

3 3
2 2 1
Dy (1, X)5FOTH = — XANZ+Y TXNILZ =Y wilX, Z)w;
Z(lpa ) V2 4n_1< A +i:1 JiX N J; ilu%( ) )wl>

4n — 1
Dz(@Z%X)TM:VZX— n

iz (17— 2 WO,

where {J1, Jo, J3} is a local admissible basis of the quaternionic bundle @,
with Kdhler forms wy, wa,ws, ¥ is a section of SPH®S?E and X, Z are vector
fields on M. Then D is a prolongation of the conformal-Killing operator
acting on compatible 2-forms. Moreover, D is flat if and only if WY = 0.

We divide the proof of Theorem 2] into three steps. In a first stage,
we rewrite the conformal-Killing equation on compatible 2-forms in a way
suitable for the prolongation procedure (see Proposition [3]). We remark that
Proposition 3] has already been proved in [§] in the compact case. We now
adapt the argument also to the case when the quaternionic-Kéahler manifold
is non-compact. In a second stage, we show that the connection D from
Theorem [2 is a prolongation of the conformal-Killing operator acting on
compatible 2-forms (see Proposition [). Finally, we compute the curvature
of D and we show that D is flat if and only if W% = 0 (see Proposition [).
Details are as follows.

Proposition 3. A compatible 2-form 1y on (M, g) is conformal-Killing if and
only if it satisfies

3 3
1

i=1 i=1
(13)
where {J1, Jo, J3} is a local admissible basis of the quaternionic bundle @,
w1, ws, ws are the associated Kdhler forms and X is a vector field (necessarily
equal to 61). In particular, ’(/}52H satisfies the twistor equation.

Proof. Let 1 be a compatible conformal-Killing 2-form on (M, g) and X = 1
its codifferential. Hence 1 satisfies

1
Vyd = givdi + XAY, WY eTM. (14)

4n — 1



Projecting equation (I4]) onto S?H we obtain

_ . 1 &
vaS H _ g(inw>S H m ;wi(x’ Y)w;. (15)

Let {ex} be a local orthonormal frame of T'M. To simplify notations, some-

times we omit below the summation sign over 1 < k < 4n. Note that

1 3

(iydy))™" = - ;dwm ex, Jiek)wi
13
= Z (Vy)(ex, Jier) — (Ve )Y, Jier) + (Ve ) (Y, er)) w
=1
3
= Vy S H 41n > (Vi) (Vs er) = (Ve )Y, Jiex)) w
i=1
Define
P
E@,Y):=1-3 (Vi) (Y,er) = (Ve )Y, Jier) wi (16)
i=1
With this notation, equation (I5]) becomes
S?H __ 1 3 : ) .
Ve = SBWY) + Ty 2l Ve (17)

We now compute E(,Y). It is easy to check, using that 5 is of type
(1,1) with respect to any compatible complex structure, that

BWSP,Y) = = 3 (005 F) (Y o (18)

i=1

On the other hand, for any fixed ¢ € {1, 2, 3},

S~ (Vo™ ) = (Ve o5V, Jier))

k=1

I

n

I
(]

(T, (V A1) = (V. (¥ A i)

b
Il

1

2
(Vs T w)),

I
S
'M“

1

<
Il



where we used (@)). From this and (I6) it follows that

1
4n?

2 2 1 2
E@SHY) = (Vo™ wiwr = =y (19)
0,

From (I8) and (I9), relation (I7) becomes
3

Vy ™ =3 " a(JiY )w; (20)

i=1

where the 1-form o« € Q'(M) is given by

1 2 3 1
V)= | (505 E)(Y) - X,Y) - — | )
(21)
From (20) combined with (1)) it is easy to see that
1 2 3 2 4dn + 2
Ly symmo 3y gt 2y o
= o ot in—1 (22)
and thus 1/152H satisfies the twistor equation
. 3
S2H
e N WX, Y)w; = 0. 2
Vyt +4n_1;w2< Y)wi =0 (23)
Using now (23), an argument like in Lemma 5 of [8] shows that
dw = — (JlX A w1 + JQX VAN W9 + J3X N CU3) . (24)

4dn — 1

Substituting (24]) into the conformal-Killing equation (I4]) we get (I3), as
required. Conversely, it is clear that any solution ¢ of (I3]) is a conformal-
Killing 2-form and ¢ = X. O

We remark that Proposition [ implies that any compatible Killing 2-form
on (M, g) is parallel, a result previously proved, in the compact case (and
also for higher degree Killing forms), in [13].

Proposition 4. The map
¥ = (¢, 6¢)

is an isomorphism from the vector space Co(M) of compatible conformal-
Killing 2-forms to the vector space of D-parallel sections (where D is the
connection from Theorem[2).



Proof. Let 1 be a compatible conformal-Killing 2-form and X := 41 its
codifferential. Since g is Einstein, X is a Killing vector field (see [15]). When
v # 0, (M,g) is irreducible (see Theorem 14.45 of [6]) and thus VX is
a section of S2H @ S?FE, because X is Killing (see [12], page 246). More
generally, when v is arbitrary, a Weitzenbock argument (see [15]) shows that

gAw — q(R) + (<" 1)>dX 0 (25)
where A = dd + dd is the Laplace operator and ¢(R) is a bundle endo-
morphism of A?(M), related to A by A = V*V + ¢(R), where V*V =
iil V(1)) (e, ex) and {ey} is a local orthonormal frame of TM. Both A
and ¢(R) preserve the irreducible sub-bundles of A%*(M) and ¢(R) acts on
these sub-bundles by scalar multiplication (see [16], Lemma 2.5). Projecting
(25) onto S2H @ A3(E) and using that 1 a section of S?H @ S?E we get that
VX is a section of S?H @ S%E, for any v.
After these preliminary remarks, we now prove that (¢, X) is D-parallel,
as follows. From Proposition 3, we know that

Dy, X)FFESH — 0 Yz e TM.
We need to show that also
Dy, X) ™ =0, VYZeTM. (26)

For this, we take the covariant derivative with respect to Z of the conformal-
Killing equation (I3]) and we skew symmetrize in Y and Z. We obtain:

1 > 5
[R5 Y] = (VZX NY + Z JiNzX NJY — Z wi(VzX, Y)m)

4n — 1 : ,
i=1 i=1

3 3
1
- <VyX NZ + Z JZVyX VAN JZZ — Zwi(VyX, Z)wl> .

4n — 1 ; ’
=1 i=1

Applying this relation to a vector U, taking the trace over Y and U and
applying the result to a vector V' we obtain

—4(n+1)(VX)(Z,V)+4(n+2)(VX)*(2,V) = (4n—1)g([RY,,, ¥)(ex), V),
(27)

where we used that VX is a section of S2H ¢ S?E. For any fixed i € {1, 2,3},

replace in (27) the pair (Z, V) with (J;Z, J;V) and sum over i. We obtain:

12(n+1)(VX)(Z,V)=4(3n+2)(VX)¥H(Z,V) = (4n—1) Zg(Ji[Rﬂizve,@,w](ek), V).
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Combining this relation with (27) we get

4n — 1

X=— "
Vz 16(n + 1)

<(3n +2)[RG. ¥(ex) + (0 +2) ) SRS 5., @/)](ek)) :

i=1
We now compute the right hand side of this expression. We first notice that

3
(B2, V5P )+ (12) D RS, 05 F1 (1) = —AIRY, ()

- (28)
On the other hand, from (&),

(RS, o0 % P)ex) = —v(n + 1)izg™™ " + W2, 5] (en).
Moreover,
(W2 5 ) (er) = W, (05 P (er)) = =iz WO, (29)

where in the first equality (29) we used that W is Ricci-flat and the second
equality (29) follows from the following argument: for any Y, Z € TM,

0 (W2 (5P (), Y ) = —05F (e, WE,, (V) = —(05°F, ex A WS, (V)
- _<77Z)S2E7 WgY> = _g(iZWQ(@Z)SQE% Y)a
for any vector fields Y and Z. Therefore,

3
(3n+ 2)[RY,,, v F(er) + (n+2) > SRS, . 5P (er)

i=1

—4 (V(n +1)iSE 1 iZWQ(w)) .

Similarly, we can prove that

(37’L + 2)[ Zekaws H]( ) (n + 2) Z Ji[RgiZ,ewwaH](ek) = —SIJ(TL + 1)iZwSQH.

=1

We finally obtain

(An—1) . p 4n-—1 vidn—1) . o
X=—7 Q AN 7 S?H 3
Vz T 4<n+1>ZZW (1) 5 tz¥" (30)
which is equivalent to (26]). Our claim follows. O
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In order to conclude the proof of Theorem 2, we still need to compute
the curvature of the connection D and to show that D is flat if and only if
W® = 0. This is done in the following proposition.

Proposition 5. The curvature RP of the connection D defined in Theorem
has the following expression: for any section (1, X) of S?H & S*E & TM
and vector fields Y, 7 € X (M),

2 2 1 2
20, X)FHESE = (W, y] — —— (WO(w) ALd)y
2 4dn — 1 2
RE A0, X)™ = T WX+ s O ),
where
(W) ANAFE = (iy W) A Z —izW) AY)™F (31)
and

CWT )y z =iy (VW) (0°°F) =iz (Vy W) (5F). (32)
In particular, D is flat if and only if W = 0.

Proof. The S2H @ S?E component of RP can be computed as follows. It is
straightforward to check that

RE (0, X155 Z (R, 0]~ (iy @) A 2~ 1,0 F) AY)
1 .
n+1

(iyWOW)AZ —isWO (W) AY)

iy (WY A Z — i (S H) /\Y>S

3
— gz Wi, iy ( 1/15 H N — (1/152H) A Y )w;

=1

On the other hand, the following equalities hold: for any vector fields
Y, Z € X(M),

3
(B 705 = 2w iy (@5 A Z = iz (0%7) A Y o
i=1

S2E

R 6™ = v (W) A 2= i) A YY) + 05

(z'y(wSQH) ANZ —ip(ST) A Y) )

12



From these relations we get

1
n+1

RP 4 (0, X)S85°E — W2, y] — —— (WO() Ald)y,
as required. The T'M component of R? can be computed in a similar way.
It is obvious now that D is flat if and only if W® = 0. Our claim follows. [

The proof of Theorem [2]is now completed. We end this Section with the
following result, which is a consequence of the curvature computation from
Proposition Bl and will be used in the proof of Proposition [§ from the next
section. We remark that relations similar to (33) and (34) hold also in the
Kahler setting, with u replaced by (the trace-free part of) a Hamiltonian 2-
form and the quaternionic-Weyl tensor W% replaced by the Bochner tensor
of the Kéhler manifold (see Proposition 9 of [10]).

Proposition 6. Let (M, g) be a quaternionic-Kdhler manifold of dimension
4dn > 8. Let 1 be a compatible conformal-Killing 2-form on (M, g), u := @Z)SQE
its S2E-part and X := &). Then

4n —1 4n —1
Wity = m(VVWQ)(u) = mvv (W9(w)), VYV eTM. (33)
Moreover,
WCu),v] = (n+ 1)[W9W),u], YveS*E (34)
and
(WO (u),u] = [(VX)FF u] = 0. (35)

Proof. From Propositions @ and [ (¢, X) is D-parallel and

1
(n+2)W,X + (n— )C(Wyz =0, VY, ZeTM. (36)

On the other hand, from the definition of the tensor C', forany Y, Z,V € T M,

C(u)y,z(V)

(VZR%)(w),Y AV) = (VyR9)(w), Z A V)
(VZRO)(Y AV),u) — (Vy R (Z AV), u)
(Vv RI)(Y A Z),u)

since VzRY € End(A?(M)) is symmetric and RY satisfies the second Bianchi
identity. Relation (B€]) becomes

(n+ 2g(WEX, V) + (= DUVVR)(Y AZ)u) =0 (37)
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and implies the first relation (B3], because both W and V' RY are symmetric
endomorphisms of A2M. The second relation (33]) follows from the first, by
using

4

(Vv W) () = Vv (W) = We(Vyu) = Vv (WO(w) =

Q
WXy,

because

3
1

i=1
and W€ is Ji-invariant (as an End(TM)-valued form). Relation ([B3) is
proved. In order to prove relation (B4]) note first that for any v € S*F,

(W9(u) ATd)* P (v) = [W9(u), 0] (38)

(relation (B) is obtained by writing v = 3 Y, exAv(ey) with respect to alocal
orthonormal frame {ej,} of TM and using the definition of (W®(u) A Id)5*F
and the Ji-invariance of W?(u) and v). Relation [34)) follows now from (B8,
together with

1 )
[Wgz,u] - n—H(WQ(u) NS E, VY, ZeTM

(see Proposition ). It remains to prove ([B3]). This is a consequence of (34))

and
dn — 1)v 4dn — 1

T Ty
(which follows from D(, X) = 0). O

(vx)se = | We(u),

4 Applications of our main result

In this Section we develop several application of Theorem [L

4.1 The dimension of the space Cy(M)

As a first application of Theorem 2l we determine a sharp estimate for the di-
mension of the vector space Co(M) of compatible conformal-Killing 2-forms
on a quaternionic-Kéhler manifold (M,g). It is known that on an arbi-
trary Riemannian manifold (not necessarily compact) the space of conformal-
Killing forms (of any degree) is finite-dimensional and an upper bound,
which is realized on the standard sphere, was found in [I5]. For compat-
ible conformal-Killing 2-forms on quaternionic-Kéhler manifolds there is the
following similar result:
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Corollary 7. Let (M, g) be a quaternionic-Kdhler manifold of dimension
4n > 8. Then
dimCy(M) < (n+ 1)(2n + 3). (39)

Equality holds on the standard HP™.

Proof. Notice that (n+1)(2n+3) is the rank of the bundle S?H & S*E&T M
on which the connection D is defined. Therefore, inequality ([B9) follows
from Theorem 2l It remains to show that equality holds on the quaternionic
projective space HP", with its standard quaternionic-Kahler structure. As
proved in [8], any conformal-Killing 2-form on HP" is compatible and the co-
differential 0 defines an isomorphism from Cy(HP™) onto the space of Killing
vector fields. The latter has dimension (n+1)(2n+3). Our claim follows. O

4.2 The case when v # 0

Let (M, g) be quaternionic Kéhler manifold (as usual, connected and of di-
mension 4n > 8). In this section we assume that the scalar curvature of
(M, g) is non-zero. Our main results in this setting are Propositions B and
0 (see below).

Proposition 8. If (M,g) has a non-parallel compatible conformal-Killing
2-form, then the holonomy group of (M, g) is Sp(1)Sp(n).

Proof. Let ¢ be a non-parallel compatible conformal-Killing 2-form on (M, g).
We will show that the holonomy algebra hol(M, g) of (M, g) coincides with
sp(1) @ sp(n). From Proposition B, X := 0t is non-trivial. Recall that
hol(M, g) contains (Vy Ry, z for any Y, Z,V € TM (see Chapter 10 of [6]).
Therefore, relation (33]) implies that W)%V € hol(M, g) for any V. Using this
fact, the proof of our claim follows like in Lemma 17 of [8]. For complete-
ness of our exposition, we include the argument. Since R? , belongs to the
holonomy algebra as well, and sp(1) C hol(M, g) (since the scalar curvature
is non-zero, see Lemma 14.46 of [6]), we deduce that (R;Z)S% belongs to
hol(M, g), for any Y, Z € TM. It follows that

(R )¥F —We, = —v(X AV)SF € hol(M,g), YV (40)
and
(R )5 F =Wy = —v(JX AV)TE €hol(M,g), WV,  (41)

where {Ji, J2, J5} is a local admissible basis of ). We just proved that if
Y or U belong to V := Span{X, J1 X, /X, J3X}, then (Y A U)SQE belongs
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to hol(M, g). Tt remains to show that (Y A U)5*F belongs to the holonomy
algebra when both Y and U are orthogonal to V. Take such two tangent
vectors Y and U. Since both (X AY)*F and (X AU)S*F belong to hol(M, g),
also their Lie bracket, which is equal to

3
2 1 1 2
[(XAY)FF (XAU)F] = —6 § j (LY, U)X AT X +~g(X, X)(YAU)*E,

47

belongs to hol(M, g), as well as the S? E-part of this Lie bracket. Using (IIII)
and [@I) we get that (Y A U)S’F € hol(M, g). Our claim follows.

Corollary 9. One of the following two statements holds:
i) either any compatible conformal-Killing 2-form on (M, g) is parallel;

i) or any parallel 2-form is trivial. In particular, the codifferential
d : Co(M) — isom(M, g)
18 injective.

Proof. Suppose that (M, ¢g) admits a non-parallel compatible conformal-Killing
2-form. Then, from Proposition8], the holonomy group of (M, g) is Sp(1)Sp(n)
and therefore (M, g) does not admit non-trivial parallel 2-forms (see e.g. [0],
page 306). From Proposition Bl any compatible Killing 2-form is parallel.
Thus, the codifferential § defined on Cy(M) is injective.

U

Proposition 10. The map
Co(M) 39 — u =5 F (42)

is an isomorphism from the vector space Co(M) of compatible conformal-
Killing 2-forms on (M, g) to the vector space of (real) sections of S*E which
satisfy

3
= XANY X N JY YeTM 4
Vyu 4n_1< A +;J, A J; ) VY € TM, (43)
where X € X(M) is a vector field on M (necessarily equal to jZ;;éu) and
{1, Jo, J3} is an admissible basis of Q. The inverse is the map
1 >
= u — ————(Vou)> . 44
U= (V) (4)
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Proof. Let 1 be a compatible conformal-Killing 2-form and u := wS2E its
S?E-component. Projecting (I3) onto S?E we obtain [#3). Moreover, since

v #0,
1

(2n+ 1)v
because both sides are solutions of the twistor equation, with equal codiffer-

entials (recall relation (22) and our comments from Section 2.2)). It follows
that

wSQH _ (V(SU)SQH

1
(2n+ 1)v

It remains to show that the map (@2) is onto the space of solutions of (3],
i.e. any section u of S?E, which is a solution of (@3), is the S?E-part of a
compatible conformal-Killing 2-form. For this, let u be a solution of (43,
where X is a vector field (necessarily equal to 2(42’;:1)5@. We will show that
X is Killing, or, equivalently, X is quaternionic (being divergence-free and
v # 0, see Section 2.2)). Taking the covariant derivative of (43)) with respect

to Z and skew symmetrizing in Y and Z we obtain

W o=u— (Vou)S* . (45)

(R y.u] = (VZXAY = Vy X A 2)5F (46)

dn — 1
On the other hand, since u is a section of S%F,
[R%,Y’ u] = [(R%,Y)S E’ u] = [Rglz,J1Y7u] (47)

so the right hand side of (@) remains unchanged if we replace (Z,Y") by
(J1Z, J1Y). Defining

S(Z,X):=|VX, h(Z)=V,2X — 1VzX, VZeX(M)
we get:

S(Z,X)NJY — LS(Z, X)ANY — JoS(Z, X) A J5Y + J3S(Z, X) A JoY
S, X)ANZ+ LS, X)ANZ + JS(Y, X) A JsZ — J3S(Y, X) A JoZ = 0.

Applying this relation to a vector U and taking the trace over Y and U we
obtain

4n

1
S<Z7 X) = R Z (g(S(€k7X>7 J2ek>J2Z +g<S<ek7X)7 J3€k)J3Z)7 VZ e TM7
k=1

(48)
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where {e;} is a local orthonormal frame of T'M. Relation (48]) implies that
X is quaternionic. Being quaternionic and divergence-free (and v # 0), X is
Killing. Using the Koszul formula for X and (43]), it can be checked that

Yi=u- V(4n2— 1) <VX)SQH

satisfies (I3]) and hence is conformal-Killing. Obviously, ¢ is a compatible

2-form and its S? E-part coincides with u. Our claim follows.
O

5 A bracket on conformal-Killing 2-forms

In this final Section we define a skew-symmetric multiplication on the space
of conformal-Killing 2-forms on a quaternionic-Kéahler manifold and we study
its properties in relation with the subspace of compatible conformal-Killing
2-forms. Such a multiplication can be defined in the more general setting of
Einstein manifolds, as follows.

Proposition 11. If vy and 1 are conformal-Killing 2-forms on an Einstein
manifold, then

[1)1, s] := % (Lo, V2 — Loy, tn) (49)

15 also conformal-Killing and

(11, W] = [6%1, 6¢ha]. (50)

Proof. 1t is easy to check that the Lie derivative of a conformal-Killing form
1 (of any degree) with respect to a Killing vector field X is also conformal-
Killing, with codifferential Ly (0¢). Since on an Einstein manifold the codif-
ferential of a conformal-Killing 2-form is a Killing vector field (see [15]), the
bracket [11, 1] of two conformal-Killing 2-forms ; and 5, as defined in
(#9)), is also conformal-Killing. Relation (50) is straightforward. O

Since any quaternionic-Kahler manifold is Einstein, Proposition [I1] im-
plies that (49) is a skew-symmetric multiplication on the space of conformal-
Killing 2-forms on any quaternionic-Kéahler manifold.

Corollary 12. i) The bracket ([£9) preserves the subspace Co(M) of compat-
ible conformal-Killings 2-forms on a quaternionic-Kdhler manifold (M, g).
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ii) Assume that (M,g) is not Ricci-flat. Then (Co(M),[-,-]) is a Lie
algebra and the codifferential

0 :Co(M) — isom(M, g) (51)
15 a Lie algebra homomorphism.

Proof. Let 1, and 15 be two compatible conformal-Killing 2-forms, with
codifferentials X; and X5, which are Killing vector fields. From Proposition
M1 we know that [t)1, 1s] is conformal-Killing and we need to show that it is
a section of S?H @ S?E. As already mentioned before, VX; (1 < i < 2) are
sections of S2H @ S?E. Tt follows that

Lx, 1y = Vx 19 — [VX71, 1)o]

is a section of S?H @ S?E. A similar argument shows that Ly, is also a
section of S?H®S?*E. Thus [1)1, 1] is a compatible conformal-Killing 2-form.
This proves the first claim. For the second claim, let 11,5, 13 € Co(M) and
define

V= [[11, Ya], 3] + [[U0s, Un], o] + [[102, 03], ).

From Proposition [l v is a Killing 2-form. Being compatible, it is paral-
lel. Recall now, from Corollary [ that on a quaternionic-Kahler manifold
with non-zero scalar curvature, either any parallel 2-form is trivial or any
compatible conformal-Killing 2-form is parallel. In both cases, 1 = 0 (note
that the bracket [t);,1;] is zero when both v; and t; are parallel). Thus
(Co(M), [-,]) is a Lie algebra. From Proposition [[I], the map (&) is a Lie
algebra homomorphism.

O
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