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PARALLEL AND TOTALLY GEODESIC HYPERSURFACES OF
NON-REDUCTIVE HOMOGENEOUS FOUR-MANIFOLDS

GIOVANNI CALVARUSO, REINIER STORM, AND JOERI VAN DER VEKEN

ABSTRACT. We classify totally geodesic and parallel hypersurfaces of four-dimensional non-
reductive homogeneous pseudo-Riemannian manifolds.

1. INTRODUCTION

A pseudo-Riemannian manifold (M, g) is said to be homogeneous if there exists a connected Lie
group of isometries acting transitively on it. It is well-known that any such manifold can be then
realized as a coset space M = G/H, with H denoting the isotropy subgroup at a point chosen as
origin.

We say that a homogeneous pseudo-Riemannian manifold (M, g) is reductive if there exists a
connected transitive group of isometries G C Iso(M, g) for which g = h @& m, where g is the Lie
algebra of G and b is the Lie algebra of the isotropy subgroup H C G, such that m is an Ad(H)-
invariant subspace of g. When H is connected, the last condition is equivalent to the algebraic
condition [h, m] C m. In such a case, we call m a reductive complement of h and h @& m a reductive
decomposition. A homogeneous pseudo-Riemannian manifold (M, g) is said to be non-reductive if
there exists a connected Lie group G acting transitively on (M, g), such that the corresponding
Lie algebra g does not admit any reductive decomposition, that is, for any complement m of b in
g one has [h,m] Z m (see [FROG]).

A homogeneous Riemannian manifold is necessarily reductive. Moreover, there do not exist
any two- and three-dimensional non-reductive homogeneous pseudo-Riemannian manifolds [FR0O6].
On the other hand, there exist four-dimensional non-reductive homogeneous pseudo-Riemannian
manifolds, both of Lorentzian and of neutral signature. After their classification, given in [FROG],
the geometry of these spaces has been investigated from different points of view, showing several
interesting behaviours. In [The09], invariant Yang-Mills connections over these spaces have been
classified. More recently, their curvature properties [CE12], Walker structures [CZ14D], global
coordinates and homogeneous geodesics [CEFZTH], Ricci solitons [CZ14a], symmetries [CZ15] and
conformal geometry [CLGRGRVLIT] were studied.

In this paper we address the problem of classifying parallel and, in particular, totally geo-
desic hypersurfaces of four-dimensional non-reductive homogeneous spaces. The search for parallel
submanifolds of a given pseudo-Riemannian manifold is a natural problem, which enriches our
knowledge and understanding of the geometry of the manifold itself. Parallel submanifolds are
those for which the second fundamental form, and hence all the extrinsic invariants derived from
it, are covariantly constant. This condition is a natural generalization of totally geodesic submani-
folds, for which the second fundamental form vanishes identically. The latter condition means that
the geodesics of the submanifold are also geodesics of the ambient space.

It is worthwhile to recall that parallel submanifolds of a locally symmetric ambient space are
locally symmetric, but, for general ambient spaces, parallel submanifolds need not be locally
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symmetric. For this reason, it is interesting to investigate parallel hypersurfaces of homogeneous
spaces which are not locally symmetric.

Parallel surfaces in three-dimensional homogeneous spaces have been intensively studied, show-
ing several interesting behaviours (see for example [CVdVI0b] [CVAV13)).
In higher dimensions, the condition for the existence of parallel hypersurfaces in non-symmetric
ambient spaces becomes more problematic. For instance, among the four-dimensional generalized
symmetric spaces, the only ones admitting such hypersurfaces are those of type C, which are in
fact symmetric [DLVAV12].

The results we obtained about the existence of parallel and totally geodesic hypersurfaces in
non-reductive, not locally symmetric homogeneous pseudo-Riemannian four-manifolds are sum-
marized in the following Table I. In the first column we listed the six different types of non-
reductive (not locally symmetric) homogeneous four-manifolds. The marks in the other columns
show whether such a space admits totally geodesic hypersurfaces (the second fundamental form
vanishes identically), proper parallel hypersurfaces (the covariant derivative of the second funda-
mental form vanishes, but the second fundamental form itself does not) and hypersurfaces with
a Codazzi second fundamental form (the covariant derivative of the second fundamental form is
totally symmetric). We may observe that different behaviours occur, and they are not influenced
by the signature of the invariant metrics, so they are rather related to the different structures of
the Lie algebra g of the group of isometries.

Ambient space | Codazzi second fundamental form | Proper parallel | Totally geodesic
type Al X X X
type A2 v v v
type A3 v v v
type A4 v v v
type B1 X X X
type B2 v v v

Table I: parallel and totally geodesic hypersurfaces of non-reductive
homogeneous pseudo-Riemannian 4-manifolds

The paper is organized in the following way. In Section 2l we recall the classification of non-
reductive homogeneous pseudo-Riemannian four-manifolds as well as the basics on parallel hy-
persurfaces. The needed information about the Levi-Civita connection and the curvature of non-
reductive homogeneous pseudo-Riemannian four-manifolds is discussed in Section [3 where vector
fields are treated as functions from the overlying Lie group to its Lie algebra. In the remaining
sections we classify parallel and totally geodesic hypersurfaces of each of the six types.

2. PRELIMINARIES

2.1. Non-reductive homogeneous four-manifolds. Four-dimensional non-reductive homoge-
neous pseudo-Riemannian manifolds M = G/H were classified in [FR06] in terms of the corre-
sponding Lie algebras (g,h), with h C g. For a fixed Lie algebra pair from the classification in
[FRO6] one can compute all invariant pseudo-Riemannian metrics. We report below their descrip-
tion, obtained following the same argument already used in [CE12], but with some different choices
on the complement of the isotropy subalgebra, which make some computations easier.

Type Al. Let g = a; be the decomposable 5-dimensional Lie algebra s((2,R) @ s(2), where s(2)
is the 2-dimensional solvable algebra. There exists a basis {e1,...,e5} of g, such that the non-zero
brackets are

le1,e2] = 2ea, [e1,e3] = —2e3, [ez,e3] =e1, [es,e5] = e

and the isotropy algebra is h = span{h; = e3 + e4}. So we can take

(2.1) m = span{u; = e1,us = €, u3 = €5, us = 2€3}.
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as a complement of b in g. With respect to the basis {#',...,6%}, dual to {uy,...,us}, we have
the following description of non-degenerate invariant metrics:

(22) g=a (0" 00 —0'00>+20200*) +b0%0 0> +2c0?0 > +d0° 063, a(a—4d) #0,
where a, b, ¢ and d are real constants and o denotes the symmetric product of 1-forms, i.e.,
0' 06 = 10" ® 07 + 67 @ 6"). Depending on the sign of a(a — 4d) # 0, the metric is either
Lorentzian or it has neutral signature.

Type A2. Let g = ay be the one-parameter family of 5-dimensional Lie algebras As 3o from
[PSWZ76]. There exists a basis {e1,...,e5} of g, such that the non-zero brackets are

le1,es5] = (k+ 1)eq, [e2, e4] = €1, [e2, e5] = Kea,
[es, e4] = ea, les, es5] = (k — 1)es, [ea, e5] = eq
for a parameter k € R and the isotropy algebra is h = span{h; = e4}. Hence, we can take
(2.3) m = span{u; = ej,us = e, u3 = €3,uy = €5}
and we find that the non-degenerate invariant metrics are described by
(2.4) g=a (—291 06> +6%0 92) +06020034+2c0200* +dO*00*, ad#0,
where a, b, ¢ and d are real constants. Depending on the sign of ad, the metric is either Lorentzian
or it has neutral signature.
Type A3. Let g = az be one of the 5-dimensional Lie algebras As 37 or As 36 from [PSWZT76].
There exists a basis {eq,...,e5} of g, such that the non-zero brackets are
[e1,e4] = 2e1, [ea,ez] =e1, [ez,ea] =e2, [ea,e5] = —me3, [ez eq] =e3, [e3,e5] = ea,
with n =1 for A5 37 and nn = —1 for As 36, and the isotropy algebra is h = span{hy = e3}. Thus,
we can take
(2.5) m = span{u; = e1,us = €3 + €3,U3 = €4,Us = €5}
and the non-degenerate invariant metrics are
(2.6) g=ua (20"00*+6%06%) +b6°00®+2c0°00* +d6* 0 0*, ab#0,
where a, b, ¢ and d are real constants. Depending on the sign of ab, the metric is either Lorentzian

or it has neutral signature.

Types A4 and B2. Let g = a4 be the 6-dimensional Schroedinger Lie algebra s[(2,R) x n(3),
where n(3) is the 3-dimensional Heisenberg algebra. There exists a basis {ej,...,es} of g, such
that the non-zero brackets are

le1, ea] = 2ea, le1, e3] = —2es, le2, e3] = eq, [e1, e4] = eu,
[617 65] = —€s, [627 65] = €4, [637 64] = €5, [647 65] = €6-

For type A4, the isotropy algebra is h = span{h; = e3 + eg, ha = e5} and for type B2 it is
h = span{h; = e5 — eg, ha = e5}. Therefore, in both cases, we can take

(2.7) m = span{uj = e1,us = €2, u3 = —2€g, Ug = €4}.

The non-degenerate invariant metrics are given by

(2.8) g=a(nd'of +26%06°+ 30" 0") +b6%0 0% a0,
where a and b are real constants, n = 1 for type A4 and n = —1 for type B2. Remark that the
metric has Lorentzian signature for n = 1, whereas it has neutral signature for n = —1.

Type B1. Let g = by be the 5-dimensional Lie algebra s[(2,R) x R2. Then there exists a basis
{e1,...,e5} for which the non-zero brackets are

[e1, 2] = 2e, [e1, e3] = —2e3, [e2, e3] = e1, le1, eq] = e,
le1, e5] = —es, le2, e5] = e, [e3, eq] = €5
and the isotropy algebra is h = span{h; = e3}. Taking

(2.9) m = span{u; = e1,us = €2,u3 = €4, Uy = €5},
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we find that the non-degenerate invariant metrics are
(2.10) g=a (20 0 0% +20200*) +00%06? +2c0%0 60> +d6>00® a0,
where a, b, ¢ and d are real constants. The metric has neutral signature.

The classification of non-reductive homogeneous four-manifolds, given in [FR06], now translates
to the following.

Theorem 1. Let (M,g) be a non-reductive, not locally symmetric homogeneous pseudo-Rieman-
nian four-manifold. If g is the isometry algebra and b its isotropy subalgebra, then the Lie algebra
pair (g,h) is isomorphic to one in the above list: A1, A2, A3, A4, B1 or B2. Conversely, for every
Lie algebra pair (g,h) in this list there exists a non-reductive homogeneous pseudo-Riemannian
four-manifold with isometry algebra g.

Remark 1. The list of spaces in [FROG] also contains a type A5 and a type B3. However, it
is already mentioned in [FRO6] that spaces of type A5 have constant sectional curvature (in
particular, they are locally symmetric) and spaces of type B3 are locally symmetric. Therefore,
we omitted them.

Remark 2. In the list above all invariant metrics are given. However, for certain parameter values
a, b, ¢ and d, the invariant metric is locally symmetric. The locally symmetric examples can be
easily deduced case by case using the description of the Levi-Civita connection and of the curvature
of the invariant metrics reported in Section Bl We will now list all parameter values for which the
invariant pseudo-Riemannian metric is locally symmetric.

e A space of type A1 is locally symmetric if and only if b = 0. It never has constant sectional
curvature.

e A space of type A2 is locally symmetric if and only if b = 0, in which case it has constant
sectional curvature.

e A space of type A3 is locally symmetric if and only if d + nb = 0, in which case it has
constant sectional curvature.

e A space of type A4 or B2 is locally symmetric if and only if b = 0, in which case it has
constant sectional curvature.

e A space of type B1 is locally symmetric if and only if ¢ — bd = 0 and it has constant
sectional curvature if and only if b = ¢ =d = 0.

In what follows we are interested in non-reductive, not locally symmetric spaces and hence we will
always assume that none of the above conditions hold.

Remark 3. Tt may be observed that for all of the pseudo-Riemannian spaces in Theorem [ except
those of type A3 with n = 1, the complement m of i we choose is a subalgebra of g. This implies
that each of them is locally isometric to some Lie group My with left invariant metric, which is a
discrete quotient of the simply connected Lie group corresponding to m. We explicitly note that
this local property, just like the local symmetry of an invariant metric, does not contradict in any
way the homogeneous space being non-reductive.

We report in the following Table IT the non-vanishing Lie brackets of m in the different cases, as
deduced from the above description, and the simply connected models for the corresponding Lie
groups My locally isometric to these homogeneous non-reductive spaces (with §i(2,R), E(1,1)
and Hs denoting the universal covering of SL(2,R), the group of rigid motions of the Minkowski
plane and the Heisenberg group, respectively).



Type Lie brackets of m Model for M,
Al [u1, us] = 2ug, [ur,us] = —2uy, [ug,us] = 2uy R x ﬁ(Q,R)
A2 [ur,uq] = (k+ Dug, [ug, us] = kug, [us,uq] = (K — 1)us R x R3
A3 (n=-1) [ur, us] = 2uy, [ug,us] = ug, [ug,us] = usg Rx E(1,1)
A4 B2 [u1, us] = 2ug, [u1,us] = uy R x R?
B1 [ur,us] = 2ua, [u1,us] = us, [u1,us] = —uq, [ug,us] = us R x Hs

Table II: Lie groups locally isometric to non-reductive
homogeneous pseudo-Riemannian 4-manifolds

For example, for the Lie algebra m for type A1l, us does not occur in the nonvanishing Lie
brackets and the three-dimensional Lie algebra € = span{uy,us,us} satisfies [¢, €] = € with ad,,
having two distinct real eigenvalues (besides 0), so that £ = sl(2,R), m = R - usg @ s[(2,R) and
hence, My is modelled on R x ﬁ(Q, R). For the Lie algebra m for type A2, uy acts as a derivation
on the three-dimensional Lie algebra € = span{uy, us, us} and [¢, €] = 0, whence M; is modelled on
R x R3. The remaining cases are identified by similar arguments, using the well known classification
of three-dimensional real Lie algebras.

The properties for a hypersurface to be Codazzi, parallel or totally geodesic are all local. There-
fore, for all intended purposes in all these cases we could work on the Lie group My. However, in
Section [3] we develop a method which allows us, at least in principle, to investigate all cases with-
out assuming that the ambient space is a Lie group, interpreting vector fields on a homogeneous
manifold in terms of corresponding equivariant functions.

2.2. On totally geodesic and parallel hypersurfaces. Let F : ¥ — M"*! be an isometric
immersion of pseudo-Riemannian manifolds. We denote both metrics by (-,-). Let £ be a normal
vector field along the hypersurface, with (£,&) = ¢ € {—1,1}. Denote by V* and V the Levi-Civita
connections of ¥ and M respectively and let X, Y, Z and W be vector fields on 3. We will always
identify vector fields on X with their images under dF. The well-known formulas of Gauss and
Weingarten,

(2.11) VxY = VXY + (X, V),
(2.12) Vxé=-5X,

define the second fundamental form h and the shape operator S of the immersion, which are
symmetric (0,2)- and (1, 1)-tensor fields on ¥ respectively, related by (SX,Y) = h(X,Y).

A hypersurface is said to be totally geodesic if h = 0 or, equivalently, S = 0. Remark that
a hypersurface is totally geodesic if every geodesic of the hypersurface is also a geodesic of the
ambient space. The prime examples are Euclidean subspaces of a Euclidean space.

Consider now the covariant derivatives V*h and V*S of the second fundamental form and the
shape operator, given by

(VPh)(X,Y, Z) = X (WY, Z)) = h(VXY, Z) = h(Y, VX Z),

(VZS)(X,Y) =VxSY — SVyY.
The hypersurface is said to be parallel, or to have parallel second fundamental form, if and only
if V¥h = 0 or, equivalently, V*S = 0. Obviously, totally geodesic hypersurfaces are special cases
of parallel hypersurfaces. We refer to a hypersurface which is parallel, but not totally geodesic, as
being proper parallel.

Denote by R* and R the Riemann-Christoffel curvature tensors of ¥ and M respectively. The
equations of Gauss and Codazzi, which follow from (21IT]) by direct calculation, respectively read

(213)  (ROCY)ZW) = (BE(X,Y)Z, W) + ¢ (h(X, Z)h(Y, W) — h(X, W)h(Y, Z),
(2.14) e(R(X,Y)Z,&) = (V*h)(X,Y, Z) = (VZh)(Y, X, Z).
Throughout this paper, we use the sign convention R(X,Y)Z = VxVyZ -~ VyVxZ — Vixy|Z.
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The hypersurface is said to have a Codazzi second fundamental form if V*h is symmetric in its
three arguments. Clearly, by equation (ZI4)), this is equivalent to requiring that R(X,Y)¢ = 0 for
all vector fields X and Y on X. In particular, totally geodesic and parallel hypersurfaces have a
Codazzi second fundamental form.

3. LEVI-CIVITA CONNECTION AND CURVATURE

In this section we first briefly recall how invariant connections on homogeneous spaces are
described. All the theory we recall here, for which we may also refer to [KN63, [KNG9|, needs
not assume the homogeneous space being reductive. Next, we explain how vector fields on a
homogeneous manifold correspond to certain equivariant functions and describe how an invariant
connection acts on these functions.

Let M = G/H be a homogeneous manifold, let g be the Lie algebra of G and let h be the Lie
algebra of H. For X € g, we define a vector field X on M, generated by the left action of G on M
as follows:

Xy = — exp(—tX)gH € TyuyM
dt g
for all gH € M. Note that [X,Y] = [X,Y] for all X,Y € g. Moreover, if e is the identity element
of G, these vector fields induce a linear map g — ToyM : X — X.y with kernel h. Hence, for
dimensional reasons, if m is a complement of h in g (not necessarily reductive), this map restricts
to a linear isomorphism between vector spaces m and T.g M. From now on, we will implicitly
identify m and T,y M under this isomorphism.

Given a G-invariant connection V on M = G/H, the A-map of the connection is a linear map

A : g — End(TM) defined by

A(Y) = £x =V,
where L+ denotes the Lie derivative with respect to X. Let A : g — End(m) be the evaluation of
A at eH, ie.,

AMX) =A(X)en € End(Teg M) =2 End(m).
The map A is an H-equivariant map and satisfies A(h) = ad(h) for all b € h. Moreover, A completely
determines A through the identity

A(X)gr =dLgo A(Ad(g)"'X)odL, ",

for every X € g. The curvature tensor R of an invariant connection is still invariant under the
action of G. Therefore, evaluating R at eH completely determines R. Moreover, R.y can easily
be computed by

ReH(X7 Y) = [)‘(X)u )‘(Y)] - )‘([Xu Y])

for all X,Y € m. For the Levi-Civita connection of a G-invariant metric, the map A is given by
1
AX)Y,Z) = 5 ({[X,Y]m, Zin ) + ([Z, X, Yo ) +{[2, Y ]im , X))

where X,Y,Z € g, an index m denotes the projection onto m along h and (-,-) denotes the
inner product on m induced by the G-invariant metric on M via the identification m = T,z M.
Conversely, given an H-equivariant linear map A : g — End(m), such that A(h) = ad(h), then A
defines a homogeneous connection on M = G/H.

We now explain how we can identify vector fields on a homogeneous space M = G/ H with func-
tions from G to m. Given a vector field X € I'(T'M), taking into account the above identification
m =T,y M, we define X by

X:G - m
g — X(g) = dL;' Xgm.
Note that the function X is H-equivariant, i.e., X(gh) = (Ad(h)"'X)n . Conversely, given an

H-equivariant function X G- m, the above formula defines a vector field on M. From now
on we will identify vector fields on M with these H-equivariant functions and drop the hat from
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the notation. In particular, X (g) will denote the value of the function corresponding to the vector
field X at g and X,y denotes the value of the vector field at gH.
Let V be an invariant connection on M = G/H with corresponding map A : g — End(m). Let

m = G x m be the trivial vector bundle and denote by {u1,...,u,} a basis for m. The absolute
differential corresponding to V, is the operator defined by
D: NTG) xT'(m) — T'(m)

If X and Y are vector fields on M, we can interpret them as H-equivariant maps from G tom C g
as explained above and hence as elements of I'(m) or I'(T'G). Thus it makes sense to compute
DxY and we find DxY = VxY. The last equation can be interpreted either as an equation of
vector fields or as an equation of functions.

The advantage of working with the absolute derivative is that we can do all computations on
functions G — m which need not be equivariant. For example, if F': ¥ — M is a hypersurface and
£ is a unit normal vector field along the hypersurface, identified with the corresponding function
G — m, then the shape operator can simply be computed by S(X) = —Dx&(g), for any function
X : G — m such that X(g) is perpendicular to £(g) for all g € G. The shape operator is parallel
if and only if the tensorial condition

VxSY - 5VxY =0
holds for all X,Y € I'(T'Y). Equivalently, we can check this condition with the absolute derivative
and we find that S is parallel if and only if

Dy SW —SDyW =0

holds for all V;W : G — m such that V(g), W(g) L &(g).

We now describe the Levi-Civita connection and the Riemann-Christoffel curvature tensor of
all spaces appearing in Theorem [Il with respect to the basis {u1, ua, us, us} given in Section 2] for
each of them.

Type Al:
0O 0 0 0 0 il o 1
1o 1 0 o0 -1 0 100
Aw)=1g o o of M@=y _= g
0o -t _—_¢ 1 _ b 4ch b
(315) c a a a(a—A4d) 2a
0 £ 0 0 0 -1 0 0
0 4+ 0 0 o 0o o0 o
Mus)=| o o o M=o o o o
c b 1 1
o ~m: 0 -3 10 -3 0
(3.16)
b(a+20d) c
0 a((aféld) _g —1 0 -2 0 0
1 0 -1 0 0 0 0 0
R(ui,u2) = 126 2 , R(ui,us) = ,
( ) 0 - 0 0 ( ) 0 0 0 0
b be b c -
4? - a((11274d) a 0 a 0 2 0
0 _blat4d) 1
0 -1 0 0 L 2a(a—4d) 2a 2
c 1
o o o o _ 5 —a -z 0
Rlunu) =1 o ¢ o o | R(uz,us) = | _ 2 o o |
1 0 -1 o0 _ b be(3a—4d) 2 c
a a?(a—4d) a2 a
0 0 0 0 0 2 00
0 -1 0 0 0 0 0 0
Rluzu) =1 o o o o | Rlus,u) =1 o o ¢
0 2 <1 -+ 0 2 0
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Types A4 and B2:

(3.21)

(3.22)

Type B1:

A(u1)

(3.23)

(3.24)

R(u17 UQ) ==

_R(’UQ7 ug) =

R(u27 U4) ==

0 0 0 O 0 %77 n
0 1 0 0 —1 0 O
Auw) = | b g AMuz) = "t oo o
0 0 0 O 0 0 0
0 n 0 0 0 00 2
0O 0 0 O 0 0 0 0
Aus)=| 1 o o ol 2Mwd=|, ¢ o o
0O 0 0 0 -1 0 0 O
0 —%7] _77 0 O _77
1 0 0 0 0 0
R(u1,u2) = o 0 R R(ui,us3) = 1o
0 0 0 O 0 0
0 00 -3 0 0
10 0 0 O (o —p
Rlunu ) =10 ¢ o o | R(uz,us) = | o
1 0 0 O 0 0
0 0 O 0 0 0 0
o o0 o -2 0 0 0
_ 3 _
R(uz,u4) = 0 0 0 —Lpl R(usz,uq) = 0 0 0
0 29 n 0 07 0
2 _2bd
—1 _i _%l 0 _% c —
0 1 0 0 -1 -
B 0 0 1 0 ; Auz) = 0 2
0 _g _g_g -1 b _ b§
d cd d2
d _cd _d )
oa s (;2 0 0 —2 O
_ T 2a Aus) = 0 0 0
< a0 |’ 0 0 0
a a d
3¢ bd—3c%2  _cd d 0 0 o
2a 2a2 a2 2a
3¢ 22bd—15c? 3cd
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4. HYPERSURFACES OF HOMOGENEOUS SPACES OF TYPE Al

Let (M, g) be a homogeneous space of type Al. We first determine some necessary algebraic
conditions on the components of a unit normal vector field ¢ along a hypersurface of (M, g) in
order for the hypersurface to have a Codazzi second fundamental form. In particular, we prove
the following.

Lemma 1. Let (M, g) be a homogeneous pseudo-Riemannian four-manifold of type A1 with met-
ric (Z2). If there exists a non-degenerate hypersurface F : 3 — M with Codazzi second funda-
mental form, then b= 0.

Proof. Denote by {u1,us,us,us} the basis of m given in 1) and let «, 3,v,6 : M — R be
functions such that the vector field £ = au; + fus + yus + duy is normal to ¥ and satisfies
(€,€) = e = £1. For an arbitrary function X = zuy + xous + 23us + r4uyg, we have from (2.2

(X&) :a(a—%) 1+ (ad + bp + ¢y) xa + (cﬂ—l—d’y—?) 3+ af T4,

so that
(€,€) = aa® — aary 4 2aB6 + bB? + 2cfy + dy? = ¢.

First suppose 8 # 0 and let X = 28 u1 4 (y—2a) ug and Y = 2aB uz+ (ac —2¢f — 2d7y) ug. Then
X and Y are perpendicular to £ and R(X,Y)¢ = 0 implies v = 0. Now let Z = afuz — (ad+b53) uyg
then Z is perpendicular to £ and R(Y, Z)¢ = 0 implies b = 0.

Now suppose 5 = 0. Let X = uy and Y = (2dy — aa) u; + a(y — 2a) uz be two functions
perpendicular to £&. We have R(X,Y)¢ = 0 if and only if v = 0 or v — 2ae = 0. First consider the
subcase ¥ = 0. Then Z = §u; — avuy is perpendicular to £ and R(Y, Z)¢ = 0 implies b = 0. For
the second subcase, v — 2a = 0, consider Z = uy and W = (4dda — aa) uz — 2(ad + 2ca) uz. Then
Z and W are perpendicular to & and R(Z, W)& = 0 again implies b = 0. O

By Remark 2] a homogeneous space of type A1l with b = 0 is locally symmetric. Hence, we
proved the following.

Theorem 2. A non-reductive, not locally symmetric homogeneous pseudo-Riemannian four-man-
ifold of type A1 does not allow hypersurfaces with Codazzi second fundamental form. In particular,
it does mot allow parallel and totally geodesic hypersurfaces.

5. HYPERSURFACES OF HOMOGENEOUS SPACES OF TYPE A2

In this case, the transitive Lie algebra g depends on a real parameter x, which increases the
computational difficulties of the classification problem we are dealing with. For this reason, this
is the only case where we shall explicitly make use of the fact that m C g is a subalgebra, and all
our computations will be done on a Lie group My with Lie algebra m, see Remark Bl The identity
component of the automorphism group of m with respect to the basis {u1, ua, us, us} is given by

X1 0 0 Te

0 To 0 T
¢(I1;I2;I3;I47$57$6) = 0 0 T3 Xy

0 0 0 1

Z1,...,26 € Rand xyx9ms # 0

By Remark 2] we only need to consider the case where b # 0. Then, the metric (24 pulled back

under ¢ (%, ﬁ, %, 0,0, g) is equal to

(5.1) go=—-20"00+60200+60°00°+do 00, d#0.
We can integrate the Lie algebra automorphism ¢ to a Lie group automorphism ® of M. This
map ® : My — Mj constitutes an isometry between the left invariant metric gg and the left

invariant metric given by (24]). Therefore, without loss of generality we can restrict to the case
with a = b =1 and ¢ = 0. This will simplify some computations.
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Lemma 2. Let (M, g) be a non-reductive homogeneous pseudo-Riemannian four-manifold of type
A2 with metric (Z4) and denote by {u1, uz, us,us} the basis of m given in (Z3). Let F : ¥ — M be
a hypersurface and o, B,7v,6 : M — R functions such that the vector field & = auq + Bus+yuz+duy
is normal to ¥ and satisfies (€,€) = e = +1. Then ¥ has a Codazzi second fundamental form if
and only if one of the following sets of conditions holds:

(i) B=v=0 and dé* = ¢;

(i) y=0=0and B> =c=1;

(iii) k=2,7=0,8#0,0 #0 and 5%+ ds*> = ¢.

Proof. Tt follows from (24]) that, for an arbitrary function X = xjuy + zous + x3us + r4uy,
(X,8) = —ya1 + Bro — (v — y)x3 + ddza,

in particular,
(5.2) (€,6) =B =20y +~7* +db6* = ¢.

First suppose that v # 0 and consider the functions X = fu; + yus, ¥ = ddu; + yus and
Z = (a—)u1—~yus. They are perpendicular to & and the equations R(X, Z){ = 0and R(Y, Z)§ =0
have no solutions.

Now suppose v = 0. If 8 = 0 we are in case (i), so we may assume that 8 # 0. Then X =
aus + fuz and Y = ddug — fuy are perpendicular to £ and R(X,Y )¢ = 0 is equivalent to § =0 or
K=2.

For the converse, remark that the following functions span an orthonormal basis of £(g) for all
g € G:

(5.3) Case (i) : Vi =uq, Vo = s, V3 = ddus + auy,
(5.4) Case (ii) : Vi =uq, Vo = aus + Pus, V3 = uy,
(5.5) Case (iii) : Vi =u, Vo = déus — Bug, V3 = aus + fus.

It is now sufficient to check that, in each of the three cases, R(V;,V;)§ = 0foralli,j € {1,2,3}. O

In Lemma [ we did not use the fact that span{¢}+ = span{Vi, V5, V3} is integrable. Imposing
integrability leads to differential conditions on the component functions of ¢, in addition to the
algebraic conditions already obtained in Lemma

Theorem 3. In the notations of Lemmal2, the hypersurface ¥ has Codazzi second fundamental
form if and only if one of the following sets of conditions holds:

(i) B=~v=0, dé*> =¢ and
Vi(a) =0, Va(a)=0,
where V1, Vo and Vs are the functions described in (53);
(i) y=0=0,82=e=1 and
Vila) =0, Vs(a) —a=0,
where V1, Vo and Vs are the functions described in (5.4);
(iii) k=2,7=0,8#0,0#0, 32+dé? =¢ and
€
Vl(a) =0, Vl(ﬁ) =0, ﬁV?(O‘) _O“/?(ﬁ)"i_g%(ﬁ)""aﬁz =0,
where V1, Vo and Vs are the functions described in (B51).

Proof. We treat the three cases listed in Lemma 2] separately. Remark that the integrability of the
distribtution span{¢}* = span{Vi, Vs, V3} is equivalent to the symmetry of the shape operator
S :span{Vy, Vo, V3} — span{Vq, Vo, V3} : V > =V €.
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Case (i). Remark that ¢ is a non-zero constant. Using (3.17) and (E.3)), we express SV; = =V, &
in the basis {V1, Va2, V3} for every j = 1,2,3. We find

SVi = — (k6 + Vi (a)) Vi,
(5.6) SVo = =Va(a)Vh — ko Vs,
SV3 = (—‘/3(04) +a? - 5) Vi — kdoVs.
It follows that S is symmetric with respect to the metric (&) if and only if Vi («) = Va(a) = 0.
Case (ii). In this case 8 # 0 is a constant and the shape operator S with respect to the basis
E4) is given by
SVi = —Vi(a)Vi,
(5.7) SV = Vo)W1,
SVs = (o= Vs(a)) 1,
which is symmetric with respect to (&) if and only if V4 («) = Va(a) —a = 0.
Case (iii). Using 82 + dd? = ¢ to eliminate derivatives of §, the shape operator with respect to
B3 is given by
SVi = —(Vi(a) +26)Vi — Vi(B)Va,
(5.8) SVa = —(Va() + aB)Vi — (26 + 2@2) 13,
SV = — (Va() + 86) Vi — 222V, — 26V,
which is symmetric if and only if Vi (a) = Vi(8) = 0 and (Va(a)+aB)f—Va(B)a+5V5(8) = 0. O

We can now classify parallel and totally geodesic hypersurfaces of a non-reductive homogeneous
pseudo-Riemannian space of type A2.

Theorem 4. In the notations of Lemmal2l, the hypersurface ¥ is parallel if and only if one of the
following sets of conditions holds.

(1) B=~v=0, dé*> =¢ and
Vi(a) = Va(a) =0, Vi(p) =2(k+ D)o

where Vi, Vo and V3 are the functions given in [3) and we put ¢ = o? — e — V3(a). In
particular, ¥ is totally geodesic if and only if Vi(a) = Va(a) =0 and kK = ¢ = 0.

(2) y=8=0, B2 =c=1 and either
Vi) = Va(e) —a =0, Va(a) =0,
or
k=0 and Vi(a)=Vs(a)—a=0, Vi(Va(a)) =0, Va(a)#0,

where Vi, Vo and Vs are the functions given in (B.4). In the former case, ¥ is always totally
geodesic, in the latter case, it is never totally geodesic.

3) k=2,7=0,8#0,5#0, B2+d6? =¢ and
Vi(B) =Va(B) =V3(B) =0, Vi(a) =0, Va(a)+aB =0, Vi(a)+pB0=0,

where Vi, Va and Vs are the functions given in (&0). These hypersurfaces are never totally
geodesic.

Proof. We consider cases (i), (ii) and (iii) listed in Theorem Bl For case (i), with respect to the
basis {V1, V2, Va} described in (53], the shape operator is by (.6 given by

SVl = —/15‘/1,
(5.9) SVa = —kdVa,
SVE’) = SO‘/I - 55‘/37
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where p = a? — 2 — V3(a) and we took into account V;(a) = Va(a) = 0. We then use (5.3)
and (BI7) to describe the connection V* with respect to {V1, V2, V3}. A long but straightforward
calculation gives that the possibly non vanishing covariant derivatives V‘E/VJ are given by

VE Ve = B2V V3,V = rala,
Vv Vi = —(k+ 1)V, Vv, Vs = Vi + a(k + 1)Vs,
for a certain function v, which is unimportant for thls computation. Then, ¥ is parallel if and
only if V‘Z,i (SV;) = S(V‘Z,VJ) for all indices i, j. By a direct calculation, this holds if and only if
Vi(p) = Va(p) =0, Va(p) = 2(k + 1avp.

The first two equations follow from V;(a) = Va(«) = 0. In particular, from (5.9) we see that ¥ is
totally geodesic if and only if K = ¢ = 0 and this completes case (1).
Next, in case (ii), the shape operator is by (5.7) given by

SV, =0,
SVQ - _‘/Q(Q)Vla
SVs =0,

so that 3 is totally geodesic if and only if Va(a) = 0. Next, ([3.17) yields that the connection V*
is completely determined by

Vi Ve = ViV = 2V, Vv, Vs = VA,
VV2V2 = ——Vg(a)Vl — é (inzQ + (k= 1)ﬁ2) Vs, V = V1 + ks,
Vi, Va = V1 + Vs, va Vi = -V,

If ¥ is parallel, then

= S(VEVa) = V3 (V) = VE,(~Va(@)Vi) = —Va(Va(a))Vi — Va(e) T V3.

This implies, Va(a) = 0 and either ¥ is totally geodesic or Va(Va(a)) = 0 and k = 0. A quick check
shows that under one of these conditions Vi, (SV;) = S(V3.V;) for all indices i, j.
Finally, in case (iii) the shape operator is by (E.8)) given by

SV, = —26V4,
SVa = —(Vala) + aB)Vi — (20+ 22) v,
SVs = — (Va(a) + B8) Vi — BB v, — 2613,

where we used the conditions Vi(«a) = Vi(8) = 0 to simplify S. We then have the following
components of the connection V*:

Vi,V = BV,
2
VI Vi = —2eaB8V; — 255 v,
253
V‘Z/gV _ (604V3(ﬁ)8—(15— 2da?s —ﬁ2> Vit 2a65V2 osvi,

A straightforward computation shows that S(Vi,Vi) = Vi, S(V1), S(Vi, Vi) = V3, S(V1) and
S(V3,Va) = Vi, S(Va) imply that the shape operator simplifies to

SVi = —26W4,
SVa = =26V3,

where § is a constant. Clearly, this is also sufficient for ¥ to be parallel. Furthermore, we see that
Y is totally geodesic if and only if we are either in case (i) or in case (ii). O
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We shall now investigate in greater detail the examples we obtain under the assumption that
functions «, B, and ¢ are constant.

Example 1. Suppose now that «, 5,7 and § are some real constants. We then find the following
examples of parallel hypersurfaces.

e If 3 =7=0,d6? =¢=+1and (k+ 1)(a® — €)a = 0, then the images of the constant
functions Vi, V2 and V3 span a Lorentzian (of signature either (2,1) or (1,2)) subalgebra
£ = e(1, 1) of g. Thus, under these assumptions we find a Lorentzian parallel hypersurface,
which is an orbit of a Lorentzian Lie subgroup K; C G with Lie subalgebra €; and satisfies
conditions (1).

e Ifa =+ =6§=0and 82 = = 1, then the image of the constant functions V;, V5 and
V3 spans a Lorentzian subalgebra €3 2 ¢(1, 1) of g. So, under these assumptions we find a
Lorentzian parallel hypersurface, which is an orbit of a Lorentzian Lie subgroup Ko C G
with Lie subalgebra £, and satisfies conditions (2).

6. HYPERSURFACES OF HOMOGENEOUS SPACES OF TYPE A3

Let F : ¥ — (M,g) be the immersion of a hypersurface into a non-reductive homogeneous
pseudo-Riemannian four-manifold of type A3. As in the previous sections, we start by determining
necessary algebraic conditions for hypersurfaces to have a Codazzi second fundamental form.

Lemma 3. Let (M, g) be a non-reductive homogeneous pseudo-Riemannian four-manifold of type
A3 and F : ¥ — M a hypersurface of M. Denote by & = auy + Buz + yus + dug a vector field
normal to ¥, for some functions «, 8,7,6 : G — R, with ({,&) = e = £1. The hypersurface ¥ has
a Codazzi second fundamental form if and only if one of the following sets of conditions holds:

(i) y=06=0;
(ii) B=0=0.
Proof. Equation (Z.6]) yields that
(X,€) = adxy + afra + (by + cd)xs + (ax + ¢y + dd) x4,
for an arbitrary function X = zjuy + xous + r3us + r4uy. Thus,
(6.1) (€,6) = 2aad + aB? + by +2cy0 +d6? = ¢
and X is perpendicular to ¢ if and only if
(X,€) = adxy + afry + (by + cd)xs + (aa + ¢y)xy = 0.

Let X = fu; — dug and Y = (aa + ¢y + dd)us — afuy. Then X and Y are perpendicular to &.
Requiring R(X,Y)¢ =0, by (B20) we find that either 5 = 0 or § = 0, where we excluded the case
of constant sectional curvature d + na = 0.

Suppose 8 = 0 and let Z = adus — (ac + ¢y + dd)uy. Then Z is perpendicular to & and
R(X, Z)¢ = 0 implies § = 0, which gives case (ii).

Suppose 3 # 0, then automatically 6 = 0. Let W = afBus — (by 4+ ¢d)ua, this is perpendicular
to & and R(Y,W)¢ = 0 implies v = 0, which gives case (i).

For the converse, remark that the following functions span the orthogonal complement of £(g)
for every g € G-

(6.2) Case (i) : Vi =u, Vo = us, V3 = auy — Puy,
(6.3) Case (ii) : Vi = ui, Va = uo, V3 = (ac + ¢y)us — byuy,
It is now sufficient to check that, in each of the three cases, R(V;, V;)§ = 0foralli,j € {1,2,3}. O

Theorem 5. In the same notations of Lemma Bl the hypersurface ¥ has Codazzi second funda-
mental form if and only if one of the following sets of conditions holds:
(i) y=8=0,a8% =¢ and
Vi(a) = Va(a) —a =0,
where {V1,Va,V3} is described in (G.2]).
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(ii) B=86=0, by =¢ and
Vi(a) = Va(a) =0,
where {V1,Va,V3} is described in (G3]).

Proof. We first consider v = § = 0. Equation (6.1]) now yields a3? = ¢ and so, 8 # 0 is a constant.
By (BI3)), we obtain the shape operator with respect to the basis ([G2)):

SVl = —Vl(oz)Vl,
(6.4) SV = ~(Va(a) — a)V4,
SVs = —(V3(a) — aff) V4.
Hence, S is self-adjoint if and only if Vi («) = Va(a) — a = 0. This is case (i).
Suppose that 8 = § = 0. Then, 1) yields by? = ¢ and so, v # 0 is a constant. Using the

description of the Levi-Civita connection given in ([BI9), we find that the shape operator S with
respect to the basis from (G3) is as follows:

SV = =(Vi(a) + )V,
(6.5) SVa = =Va(a)Vi — AV,
SV3 = (—Vg(a) + aa® + 2cay + M) Vi —~Vs.
Hence, S is self-adjoint if and only if V() = Va(a) = 0. This is case (ii). O

We can now classify parallel and totally geodesic hypersurfaces of a non-reductive homogeneous
pseudo-Riemannian space of type A3.

Theorem 6. Let (M,g) be a non-reductive homogeneous pseudo-Riemannian four-manifold of
type A3 and F : ¥ — M a hypersurface of M. Denote by & = auy + [fus + yus + dug a vector
field normal to X, with (§,€) = e = +1. Then, X is a parallel hypersurface if and only if one of
the following sets of conditions holds:

(1) y=0=0, aB? =¢ and
Vi(a) =Va(a) —a=0, Vz(a)=0

where {V1, Vo, Va} is described in [62)). In particular, these hypersurfaces are always totally
geodesic.

(2) B=6=0,0*=¢ and
Vi(e) = Va(a) =0, Vs(p) = 4(aa+ cy)p

where ¢ = —V3(a) + aa® + 2cay + 02;bd72 and {V1,Va,V3} is described in ([63]). These
hypersurfaces are never totally geodesic.

Proof. We consider cases (i) and (ii) listed in Theorem Bl For case (i), with respect to the basis
{V1, Va, V3} described in (6.2), the shape operator in ([G.4]) is given by

SVi =0,

SV, =0,

SV = —(Va(a) — af)V1.

Next, we use ([B.19) to describe the connection V= with respect to {Vi,Va, V3}. The possibly
nonvanishing covariant derivatives V‘Z,V} are given by

Vi Ve = -V Vi =W, Vi Vs = Vi Vi = —§8V1 + §8V%,

VEVe = VEVe = BV £8Va 4 Ve, ViV = (Fa2 - §Wa(0) Vi - §aVa.

It is now easy to check that Vi SV; = S(V{ V) for all indices 4, j if and only if V3(a) = a. This
implies S = 0 and so, X is totally geodesic.
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Next, in case (ii), the shape operator in ([G.3)) is described by

SVl - _7‘/17
S‘/Q - _7‘/27

the possibly nonvanishing covariant derivatives V‘Z,V} are given by

VEVa = (U2 - 1)V, VRV = (aa+ oy — b)Y,

VIV = —2(aa+en)Vi, V3 Vs = —etale)ideaten(eattbdoein gy, 4 o(aq + o).
It is now easy to check that V{ SV; = S(V{,V;) for all indices 4, j if and only if Va(¢) = 4(aa +
¢v)p. The hypersurface is never totally geodesic. O

Example 2. Suppose a,f,v and & are constant functions. Then we find the following parallel
hypersurfaces.
e Ifa = =6 =0and aB? = ¢, then the image of the constant functions Vi, V5 and V3 spans
a subalgebra &, = R x §(2) of g, with s(2) the solvable, non-abelian two-dimensional Lie
algebra. Thus under these assumptions we find a Lorentzian parallel hypersurface, which
is an orbit of a Lorentzian Lie subgroup K7 C G with Lie subalgebra £, and satisfies
conditions (1).
e If B =6 =0, by2 = € and (ac + ¢y)p = 0, then the image of the constant functions
Vi, Vo, V3 together with the isotropy algebra span a pseudo-Riemannian subalgebra €, =
e(1,1) of g. So, under these assumptions we find a Lorentzian parallel hypersurface, which
is an orbit of a Lorentzian Lie subgroup Ko C G with Lie subalgebra £; and satisfies
conditions (2).

7. HYPERSURFACES OF HOMOGENEOUS SPACES OF TYPE A4 AND B2

Lemma 4. Let (M, g) be a non-reductive homogeneous pseudo-Riemannian four-manifold of type
A4 or B2 and F : ¥ — M a hypersurface of M. Denote by & = auy + Bus + yus + duyg a vector
field normal to 3, for some functions «, 8,7, : M — R, with (£,£) = e = £1. The hypersurface
Y has a Codazzi second fundamental form if and only if one of the following sets of conditions
holds:

(i) a=p=0;
(i) B=6=0.
Proof. For an arbitrary function X = xjuj + xous + x3uz + x4uy, from [2.8]) we get
1
(X,€) = naawy + (a7 + bB)x2 + afrs + Fadzs.

Hence,

1
(7.1) (€,8) :naa2+2a67+b62+§a52 =c
and X is orthogonal to £ if and only if
naazy + (ay + bB)xs + afxs + %aéu =0.

Considering the functions X = fu; — naus and Y = (ay + bB)u; — nacus perpendicular to .
From (322) we get that R(X,Y)¢ = 0 if and only if either &« =0 or 5 = 0.

However, if o = 0, then R(u1, afus — (ay + bB)us)€ = 0 yields again 8 = 0. Hence, necessarily
B = 0. Next, taking Z = yu; — naus and W = du; — 2nauy, we find that R(Z, W)& = 0 if and
only if either &« = 0 or § = 0. This gives cases (i) and (ii) listed above.

For the converse, remark that the following functions are perpendicular to £(g) for all g € G:
(7.2) Case (i) : Vi=u, Vo = dug — 2yuy, V3 = us,
(7.3) Case (ii) : Vi = ug, Vo = yup — nawus, V3 = us,

It is now sufficient to check that, in each of the three cases, R(V;, V;){ = 0foralli,j € {1,2,3}. O
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Next, we determine differential conditions on the functions «, 8, and ¢§ for hypersurfaces of a
space of type A4 and B2 to have a Codazzi second fundamental form.

Theorem 7. In the same notations of Lemmadl, the hypersurface ¥ has Codazzi second funda-
mental form if and only if one of the following sets of conditions holds:

(i) a=pB=0, ad® =2¢ and
(7.4) Vi(y) =7 =Vs(y) =0,
where V1, Vo and Vs are the functions described in (T2);
(ii) B=8=0, aa® =en and
(7.5) Vi(y) = Va(y) =0,
where V1, Vo and Vs are the functions described in ([T3).

Proof. We treat the three cases listed in Lemma H] separately.
Case (i). In this case, ([T implies ad? = 2¢, so that § # 0 is constant. Using (T2) and B21)),
we calculate the shape operator S and we find
SVi = —=(Vi(@) +7)Vs,
(7.6) SVa = =Va(y)V5,
SV = —V5(7)Vs.
We then use (2)) and ([Z8)) to decide when S is self-adjoint and we find that this holds if and only
if (4] is satisfied.
Case (ii). We now have 3 = § = 0. Thus, aa® = en and so, « is constant and non-zero. Using
([T3) and B2I)), we calculate the shape operator S and we find

SVi = aVi — Vi(7)Va,

(7.7) SVa = aVs + (~Va(y) +77 - 22 ) V5,
SV = —(V3(7) — ) V5.
Hence, S is self-adjoint if and only if equation (T3]) is satisfied. This completes case (ii). O

With regard to parallel and totally geodesic hypersurfaces of a non-reductive homogeneous
pseudo-Riemannian space of type A4 and B2, we obtain the following.

Theorem 8. Let (M,g) be a non-reductive homogeneous pseudo-Riemannian four-manifold of
type A4 or B2 and F : X — M a hypersurface of M. Denote by £ = aui + Bus + yuz + dug a
vector field normal to X, with (€,§) =& = +1. Then, X is a parallel hypersurface if and only if

(1) a=pB=0, ad® = 2¢ is constant and
(7:8) Vi(y) =7 =Ve(v) = V3(7) =0,

where Vi, Vo and Vs are the functions described in (L2)). In particular, these hypersurfaces
are always totally geodesic.
(2) B=0=0, aa® = en is constant and

(7.9) Vi(y) = Vs(v) = Va(p) =0,

where ¢ = —=Va(v) + 9% — O‘T%n and V1,Va and V3 are the functions described in (T3)).
Moreover, these hypersurfaces are always proper parallel.

Proof. We start from cases (i), (ii) listed in Theorem [7 In case (i), the description of the shape
operator we gave within the proof of Theorem [7] implies that S = 0 if and only if V2(v) = 0. From
([2) and B21)) we find that the possibly nonvanishing covariant derivatives V‘Z,V} are given by

Vi, Ve = Vo — 2V3, Vi Vs = Vi, Vi = =V,
VRV = Vs - B, ViVe = (24 220) Vg + (2200) s,
V‘E/Q‘/g = V‘E/s% = gvl
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If ¥ is parallel then
0=S(V§Va) — VI, S(Va) = —Va(y)Vs — (—Vi(Va(7)) + Va(y)) Vs
= (Vi(Va(7)) = 2Va(7))Va = (Va(Vi(7)) + [V1, Va](7) — 2Va(7)) V3
= Va(y)Vs.

From (0] we conclude that ¥ is parallel if and only if ¥ is totally geodesic.
With regard to case (ii), using (T3] and B2I) we get that the possibly nonvanishing covariant
derivatives V‘E/VJ are given by

Vv Vi = —32Vs,

V{E/l‘/Q - _’lea

V‘E/2V2 — —MI@.
The shape operator in (1) is now given by

SVl :a‘/lu
SVo = aVa +¢Vs,
SV3 = aVs,

where ¢ = —Va(7) + 7% — 2Ly, Then, V3 SV; = SV V; holds if and only if Vi () = Va(y) =
Va(p) = 0. It is easy to check that Vi(¢) = V3(¢) = 0 already follow from Vi(y) = Va(vy) =0
Hence, case 2 follows. O

Ezxample 3. Suppose «, 3,7 and § are constant functions. Then we find the following parallel
hypersurfaces.

o Ifa=8=~=0,ad? = 2¢, then the image of the constant functions V3, V5 and V3 spans a
subalgebra £; = R x 5(2) of g. Thus, under these assumptions we find a Lorentzian parallel
hypersurface, which is an orbit of a Lorentzian Lie subgroup K; C G with Lie subalgebra
£, and satisfies conditions (1).

o If 3 =09 =0 and aa? = e, then the image of the constant functions V;, V5 and V3 spans
a subalgebra £; = R x §(2) of g. So, under these assumptions we find a Lorentzian parallel
hypersurface, which is an orbit of a Lorentzian Lie subgroup Ko C G with Lie subalgebra
t2 and satisfies conditions (2).

8. HYPERSURFACES OF HOMOGENEOUS SPACES OF TYPE B1

Lemma 5. Let (M, g) be a homogeneous pseudo-Riemannian four-manifold of type B1 with met-
ric (Z2). If there exists a non-degenerate hypersurface F : 3 — M with Codazzi second funda-
mental form, then b=c=d=0.

Proof. By equation (ZI0), for an arbitrary function X = zquj + xous + x3us + x4u4, we have
(X,&) = ayz1 + (ad + b3 + cy)xa + (ac + cf + dy)xs + affzy.
Hence,

(€,€) = bB2 + 2acy +2aB5 + 2By + dy? = ¢
and X is perpendicular to ¢ if and only if

ayxy + (ad + 0B + ey)xe + (ac + ¢ + dy)xsz + afxy = 0.

First suppose that 8 # 0 then X = fu; — yuq, Y = afus — (ad + S + ¢y)uq and Z =
afus — (ac + ¢f + dy)uy are perpendicular to . From ([B24]) we obtain R(X, Z)¢ = 0 if and only
if ¢ = d = 0. This then implies R(X,Y)¢ = 0 if and only if b = 0.

Assume now that 8 = 0. In this case, (£, &) = v(2aa+dy) implies v # 0. Let X = (aa+dy)u; —
ayus, Y = (ad + cy)u; — ayuz and Z = uy. These functions span a basis of £+ (g) for every g € G.
In this case R(Y, Z)¢ = 0 implies d = 0. Then (£, ) = 2acary implies that also a # 0. For o # 0 we
have R(X,Z)¢ = R(Y, Z)¢ = 0 if and only if ¢ = d = 0. The equation R(X,Y){ = 0 now implies
b=0. O
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By Remark 2] a homogeneous space of type B1 with b = ¢ = d = 0 has constant sectional
curvature. In particular, it is not non-reductive and hence we have the following.

Theorem 9.

A non-reductive homogeneous pseudo-Riemannian four-manifold of type B1 does

not allow hypersurfaces with Codazzi second fundamental form. In particular, it does not allow
parallel and totally geodesic hypersurfaces.

[CF12)
[CFZ15)

[CLGRGRVL17]

[CVAV09]
[CVAV10a]
[CVAV10Db)]
[CVdV13]
[CZ14a]
[CZ14b)
[CZ15]
[DLVAV12]
[FRO6]
[KN63]

[KN69]

[PSWZ76]

[The09]
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