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CAYLEY FIBRATIONS IN THE BRYANT-SALAMON SPIN(7) MANIFOLD
FEDERICO TRINCA

ABSTRACT. On each complete asymptotically conical Spin(7) manifold constructed by Bryant and
Salamon, including the asymptotic cone, we consider a natural family of SU(2) actions preserving
the Cayley form. For each element of this family, we study the (possibly singular) invariant Cayley
fibration, which we describe explicitly, if possible. These can be reckoned as generalizations of the
trivial flat fibration of R® and the product of a line with the Harvey-Lawson coassociative fibration
of R”. The fibres will provide new examples of asymptotically conical Cayley submanifolds in the
Bryant-Salamon manifolds of topology R* R x S and Ogp1(—1).

1. INTRODUCTION

In 1926, Cartan showed how to associate a group to any Riemannian manifold through parallel
transport [Car26|. He called such a group the holonomy group of the Riemannian manifold, and he
used it to classify symmetric spaces. Almost 30 years later, Berger found all the groups that could
appear as the holonomy of a simply-connected, nonsymmetric, and irreducible Riemannian manifold
[Ber55]. The exceptional holonomy groups Gg and Spin(7) belonged to this list. The existence of
Riemannian manifolds with such holonomy was unknown until Bryant [Bry87| provided incomplete
examples and Bryant—Salamon [BS89] provided complete ones. In particular, Bryant and Salamon
constructed a l-parameter family of torsion-free Gao-structures on A% (T*S%), A2 (T*CP?), $(S3),
and a l-parameter family of torsion-free Spin(7)-structures on §_(S4). The holonomy principle
implies that the holonomy group of these manifolds is contained in Go and Spin(7), respectively. As
Bryant and Salamon proved that their examples have full holonomy, the problem of the classification
of Riemannian holonomy groups is settled.

Manifolds with exceptional holonomy are Ricci-flat and admit natural calibrated submanifolds.
These are the associative 3-folds and the coassociative 4-folds in the Gy case, while they are the
Cayley 4-folds in the Spin(7) one. A crucial aspect of the study of manifolds with exceptional
holonomy regards fibrations through these natural submanifolds. One of the main reasons for the
interest in calibrated fibrations comes from mathematical physics. Indeed, analogously to the SYZ
conjecture [SYZ96], that relates special Lagrangian fibrations in mirror Calabi—Yau manifolds, one
would expect similar dualities for coassociative fibrations in the G case and Cayley fibrations in the
Spin(7) one. We refer the reader to [GYZ03, Ach98| for further details. Another reason lies in the
attempt to understand and construct new compact manifolds with exceptional holonomy through
these fibrations [Donl7].

Some work has been carried out in the Ga case (see f.i. [ABS20,Bar10,Don17,KLo021,Li19]), while
little is known in the Spin(7) setting. In particular, Karigiannis and Lotay [KLo21| constructed an
explicit coassociative fibration on each Gy Bryant—Salamon manifold and the relative asymptotic
cone. To do so, they chose a 3-dimensional Lie group acting through isometries preserving the
Go-structure, and they imposed the fibres to be invariant under this group action. In this way, the
coassociative condition is reduced to a system of tractable ODEs defining the fibration. Previously,
this idea was used to study cohomogeneity one calibrated submanifolds related to exceptional ho-

lonomy in the flat case by Lotay [Lot07] and in A2 (T*S*) by Kawai [Kaw18]. Analogously, we
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consider Cayley fibrations on each Spin(7) Bryant—Salamon manifold and the relative asymptotic
cone, which are invariant under a natural family of structure-preserving SU(2) actions.

The first key observation, due to Bryant and Salamon [BS89], is that Sp(2) x Sp(1) is contained
in the subgroup of the isometry group that preserves the Spin(7)-structure. Indeed, one can lift
an action of SO(5) on S* to an action of Spin(5) = Sp(2) on the spinor bundle of S*. The Sp(1)
factor of Sp(2) x Sp(1) comes from a twisting of the fibre. Clearly, this group admits plenty of
3-dimensional subgroups. The family we consider consists of the subgroups that respect the direct
product, i.e. that do not sit diagonally in Sp(2) x Sp(1). Through Lie group theory, it is easy to
find these subgroups. Indeed, they either are the whole Sp(1), appearing in the second factor or the
lift of one of the following subgroups of SO(5), which are going to be contained in the first factor:

SO(3) x Idg, Sp(1) x Idy,
SO(3) acting irreducibly on R,

where Sp(1) x Id; denotes both the subgroup acting on H x R by left multiplication and by right
multiplication of the quaternionic conjugate. Observe that their lifts to Sp(2) are all diffeomorphic
to SU(2) = Sp(1). Moreover, the Sp(1) contained in the second factor will only act on the fibres of
8 _(S*), leaving the base fixed.

Summary of results and organization of the paper. In section 2, we briefly review some
basic results on Spin(7) and Riemannian geometry. In particular, once fixed the convention for
the Spin(7)-structure, we recall the definition of Cayley submanifolds, together with Karigiannis—
Min-Oo’s characterization [KMO05, Proposition 2.5|, and Cayley fibrations. Similarly to [KLo21,
Definition 1.2|, our notion of Cayley fibrations allows the fibres to be singular and to self-intersect.
Finally, we provide the definitions of asymptotically conical and conically singular manifolds.

Section 3 contains a detailed description of the l-parameter family of Spin(7) manifolds con-
structed by Bryant—-Salamon. Here, we also discuss the automorphism group. In particular, we
briefly explain why the system of ODEs characterizing the fibration induced by the irreducible
action of SO(3) on S* is going to be too complicated to be solved.

Starting from section 4, we deal with Cayley fibrations. Here, we study the fibration invariant
under the SU(2) acting only on the fibres of $_(S*). In this case, the fibration is trivial, i.e.
coincide with the usual projection map from $_(5*) to S*. We compute the multi-moment map in
the sense of [MS12,MS13|, which is a polynomial depending on the square of the distance function.
Blowing-up at any point of the zero section, the fibration becomes the trivial flat fibration of RS.

In section 5, we consider the action on $_(S*) induced by SO(3) x Idy C SO(5) acting on S*.
Under a suitable choice of metric-diagonalizing coframe on an open, dense set U, the system of
ODEs characterizing the Cayley condition is completely integrable, and hence we obtain a locally
trivial fibration on U whose fibres are Cayley submanifolds. Extending by continuity the fibration to
the whole §_(S%), we prove that the parameter is S* and the fibres are topological R*s, Ogp1 (—1)s
or R x S3s. Through a asymptotic analysis, it is easy to see that the R%s separating the Cayleys of
different topology are the only singular ones. The singularity is asymptotic to the Lawson—Osserman
cone [LOT77]. Each Cayley intersects at least another one in the zero section of §_(S*), and, at
infinity, they are asymptotic to a non-flat cone with link S® endowed with either the round metric or
a squashed metric. While in the Go case [KLo21, Subsection 5.7, Subsection 6.7, the multi-moment
map they explicitly compute has a clear geometrical interpretation, it does not in our case. Finally,
keeping track of the Cayley fibration, blowing-up at the north pole, we obtain the fibration on R¥,
which is given by the product of the SU(2)-invariant coassociative fibration constructed by Harvey
and Lawson [HL82, Section IV.3] with a line.
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We deal with the Cayley fibration invariant under the SU(2) action induced from Sp(1) x Id;
in Section 6. The left quaternionic multiplication gives the same fibration as the conjugate right
quaternionic multiplication up to orientation. Contrary to the previous case, we can not completely
integrate the system of ODEs we obtain on an open, dense set . However, we deduce all the
information we are interested in via a dynamical system argument. In particular, we show that
the fibres are parametrized by a 4-dimensional sphere and that they are smooth submanifolds of
topology S3 x R, R* or S*. The unique point of intersection is the south (north) pole of the zero
section, where all fibres of topology R* and the sole Cayley of topology S* (i.e. the zero section)
intersect. It is easy to show that all Cayleys are asymptotic to a non-flat cone with round link S3.
We also compute the multi-moment map, and show that the fibration converges to the trivial flat
fibration of R® when we blow-up at the north pole.

The last group action that would be natural to study is the lift of SO(3) acting irreducibily on R5.
However, in this case the ODEs become extremely complicated and can not be solved explicitely.
Moreover, the analogous action on the flat Spin(7) space and on the Bryant-Salamon Gg manifold
A2 (T*S*) was studied by Lotay [Lot05, Subsection 5.3.3] and Kawai [Kaw18], respectively. In
both cases, the defining ODEs for Cayley submanifolds and coassociative submanifolds were too
complicated.

Acknowledgements. The author wishes to thank his supervisor Jason D. Lotay for suggesting this
project and for his enormous help and guidance. He also wishes to thank the referee for carefully
reading an earlier version of this paper and for greatly improving its exposition. This work was
supported by the Oxford-Thatcher Graduate Scholarship.

2. PRELIMINARIES

In this section, we recall some basic results concerning Spin(7) manifolds, Cayley submanifolds
and Riemannian conifolds.

2.1. Spin(7) manifolds. We use the same convention of [BS89] and [HL82| to define Spin(7)-
structures and Spin(7) manifolds.
The local model is R® = R* @ R* with coordinates (x, ..., 23, ao, ..., a3), and Cayley form:

3
Dps = dzg A dxy A dao A dxs + dag A dag A dag A das + Zwi A M,
i=1
where w; = dxg A dz; — dxj A dxy, n; = dag A da; — daj A day, and (i, 7, k) is a cyclic permutation of
(1,2,3). Note that {w;}?_; and {n;}3_, are the standard basis of the anti-self-dual 2-forms on the
two copies of R%. It is well-known that Spin(7) is isomorphic to the stabilizer of ®gs in GL(8,R).

Remark 2.1. This choice of convention for ®ps is compatible with the fact that we will be working
on $_(S*). Indeed, we can identify our local model with $_(R*). Further details regarding the sign
conventions and orientations for Spin(7)-structures can be found in [Kar10].

Definition 2.2. Let M be a manifold and let ® be a 4-form on M. We say that ® is admissible
if, for every & € M, there exists an oriented isomorphism i, : R® — T, M such that i’ ® = ®ps. We
also refer to ® as a Spin(7)-structure on M.

The Spin(7)-structure on M also induces a Riemannian metric, g, and an orientation, volg, on
M. With respect to these structures @ is self-dual. We refer the reader to [SW17] for further details.

Definition 2.3. Let M be a manifold and let ® be a Spin(7)-structure on M. We say that
(M, ®) is a Spin(7) manifold if the Spin(7)-structure is torsion-free, i.e., d® = 0. In this case,
Hol(ge) € Spin(7).
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2.2. Cayley submanifolds and Cayley fibrations. Given (M, ®), Spin(7) manifold, it is clear
that ® has comass one, and hence, it is a calibration.

Definition 2.4. We say that a 4-dimensional oriented submanifold is Cayley if it is calibrated by
D, ie., if <I>‘N4 = volys. Fixed a point p € M, a 4-dimensional oriented vector subspace H of T, M

is said to be a Cayley 4-plane if <I>|p calibrates H.

Remark 2.5. Observe that N is a Cayley submanifold if and only if 7,V is a Cayley 4-plane for
allpe N.

We now give Karigiannis and Min-Oo characterization of the Cayley condition.

Proposition 2.6 (Karigiannis—Min-Oo [KMO05, Proposition 2.5]). The subspace spanned by tangent
vectors u,v,w,y is a Cayley 4-plane, up to orientation, if and only if the following form vanishes:

n=my (ub A B(v,w,y) +0P A B(w,u,y) + w” A B(u,v,y) +y" A B(v,u,w)) ,

where
B(u,v,w) :==w v ius®

and ]
777(ub/\vb) =7 (ubAvl’—i—quJ@) .

Remark 2.7. The reduction of the structure group of M to Spin(7) induces an orthogonal de-
composition of the space of differential k-forms for every k, which corresponds to an irreducible
representation of Spin(7). In particular, if £ = 2, the irreducible representations of Spin(7) are
of dimension 7 and 21. At each point & € M, these representations induce the decomposition of
A2(T M) into two subspaces, which we denote by A2 and A3;, respectively. The map 77 defined in
Proposition 2.6 is precisely the projection map from the space of two-forms to A%. Further details

can be found in [SW17].

Following [KLo21|, we extend the definition of Cayley fibration so that it may admit intersecting
fibres and singular fibres.

Definition 2.8. Let (M, ®) be a Spin(7) manifold. M admits a Cayley fibration if there exists
a family of Cayley submanifolds NNV, (possibly singular) parametrized by a 4-dimensional space B
satisfying the following properties:

e M is covered by the family {N}oep;

e there exists an open dense set B° C B such that N, is smooth for all b € B°;

e there exists an open dense set M’ C M and a smooth fibration 7 : M’ — B with fibre NN,
for all b € B.

Remark 2.9. The last point allows the Cayley submanifolds in the family B to intersect. Indeed,
this may happen in M \ M’. Moreover, we may lose information (e.g. completeness and topology)
when we restrict the Cayley fibres to M.

We conclude this subsection explaining how we determine the topology of R? bundles over §2 =2
CP! arising as the smooth fibres of a Cayley fibration. This is the same discussion used in [KLo21].
Let N be the total space of an R2-bundle over CP' which is also a Cayley submanifold of a Spin(7)
manifold (M, ®). Since N is orientable and it is the total space of a bundle over an oriented base,
it is an orientable bundle. We deduce that N is homeomorphic to a holomorphic line bundle over
CP!'. These objects are classified by an integer k € Z and are denoted by Og¢p1 (k). Moreover, for
k > 0 we have the following topological characterization of Ocp1(—k):

Ocpr (—k) \ CP! = C?/7), 2 R x (53/Zy,).
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In the situation we will consider, the submanifolds we construct have the form N\ §? = R+ x §3.
Hence, the only possibility is to obtain topological Ocpi (—1)s.

2.3. Riemannian conifolds. We now recall the definitions of asymptotically conical and conically
singular Riemannian manifolds.

Definition 2.10. A Riemannian cone is a Riemannian manifold (M, go) with My = RT x ¥ and
go = dr? +r%gs,, where r is the coordinate on Rt and gx is a Riemannian metric on the link of the
cone, X.

Definition 2.11. We say that a Riemannian manifold (M, g) is asymptotically conical (AC) with
rate A < 0 if there exists a Riemannian cone (My, go) and a diffeomorphism ¥ : (R, 00) x¥X — M\ K
satisfying:

VI (T*g — go)| = O(* ) r—= o0 VjeN,
where K is a compact set of M and R > 0. (M, go) is the asymptotic cone of (M, g) at infinity.

Definition 2.12. We say that a Riemannian manifold (M, g) is conically singular with rate g > 0
if there exists a Riemannian cone (M, go) and a diffeomorphism ¥ : (0,¢) x ¥ — M \ K satisfying:

|Vj(‘ll*g —g0)| = O(r“_j) r—0VjeN,

where K is a closed subset of M and € > 0. (My,go) is the asymptotic cone of (M,g) at the
singularities.

Remark 2.13. As Y does not need to be connected, AC manifolds may admit more than one end
and asymptotically singular manifolds may admit more than one singular point.

3. BRYANT-SALAMON Spin(7) MANIFOLDS

In this section we will describe the central objects of this work, i.e., the Spin(7) manifolds con-
structed by Bryant and Salamon in [BS89]|. There, they provided a 1-parameter family of torsion-free
Spin(7)-structures on M := $_(S%), the negative spinor bundle on S*. The 4-dimensional sphere
is endowed with the metric of constant sectional curvature k, which is the unique spin self-dual
Einstein 4-manifold with positive scalar curvature [Hit81]. Without loss of generality, we rescale
the sphere so that k = 1.

Remark 3.1. The Bryant-Salamon construction on S* also works on spin 4-manifolds with self-
dual Einstein metric, but negative scalar curvature, and on spin orbifolds with self-dual Einstein
metric. However, in these cases, the metric is not complete or smooth.

3.1. The negative spinor bundle of S*. Let S* be the 4-sphere endowed with the Riemannian
metric of constant sectional curvature 1. As S§* is clearly spin, given Pso(4) frame bundle of S4 we
can find the spin structure Pgpin4) together with the spin representation:

p = (4, p—) : Sp(1) x Sp(1) = Spin(4) — GL(H) x GL(H),

where g4 (p+)(v) := vpy. Let T : Pypin)y — Psoa) be the double cover in the definition of spin
structure, and let 7 : Spin(n) — SO(n) be the double (universal) covering map for all n > 3. The
negative spinor bundle over S* is defined as the associated bundle:

4
$—(S ) = PSpin(4) Xy HL.
The positive spinor bundle is defined analogously, taking p4 instead.
Given an oriented local orthonormal frame for S%, {eg, 1, 2, e3}, the real volume element eq - e -
eo - ez acts as the identity on the negative spinors and as minus the identity on the positive ones.
Now, let {bg, b1, b2, b3} be the dual coframe of {eg, e1, ez, €3}, let @ the connection 1-forms relative
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to the Levi-Civita connection of S* with respect to the frame {e, e1, €2, e3} and let {o1, 0,05, 0%}
a local orthonormal frame for the negative spinor bundle corresponding to the standard basis of
{1,4,7,k} in this trivialization. Hence, we can define the linear coordinates (ag, a1, az,ag) which
parametrize a point in the fibre as ago1 + a10; + az0; + azoy.

By the properties of the spin connection and the fact we are working on the negative spinor
bundle, we can write:

Voo = (pip—(e2 - e3) + pap—(e3 - e1) + psp—(e1 - €2)) oa
= (p1u— (@) + p2p—(j) + p3p—(k)) oa,

where 2p; = d)g’ — (:)5, 202 = —(IJ% — (Z)f’ and 2p3 = (IJ% — @8. It is well-known that these are the

connection forms on the bundle of anti-self-dual 2-forms, with respect to the connection induced by
the Levi-Civita connection on S* and the frame given by €; := by A b; — bj A bi. As usual, (4,7, k)
is a cyclic permutation of (1,2,3). The p;s are characterized by:

M 0 —2p3 2p M
(3.1) dlas =125 0 —20|n]0],
O3 —2p2 2p1 0 Q3

and the vertical one forms are:

&o = dag + pra1 + p2a2 + p3as, §1 = day — p1ag — p3az + p2as,

3.2
(32) &2 = daz — paag + p3a1 — pras, &3 = daz — p3ag — p2a1 + pras.

Remark 3.2. If we denote by mgs the vector bundle projection map from $_(5*) to S*, we can
obtain horizontal forms on §_(5*) via pull-back. For example, {m5(b;)}{_; and the linear combi-

nations of their wedge product are horizontal forms on $_(S*). In order to keep our notation light,
we will omit the pullback from now on.

As S% is self-dual and with scalar curvature equal to 12k, we have:

p1 p2 N p3 . 0
d p2 | = -2 p3 N\ p1 + 5 QQ y
P3 p1 N\ p2 Q3

which is equivalent to [BS89, p. 842] and [KLo21, 3.24]. We can use it to compute:

déo =& Ap1+& Ap2+E3Ap3+1/2(a1 + alls + a3s),

dé1 = =& A p1— & Ap3+ & Ap2+1/2(—aoh — axfls + azs),
déa = —&o A p2 + & A ps — &3 A pr+1/2(—aofz + a1€ds — azd),
d§s = —8o A p3s — &1 Ap2+ & Ap1t+1/2(—apQs — a1Qs + axfdy),

(3.3)

that is going to be useful below.

Remark 3.3. A detailed account of spin geometry can be found in [LM89]. Observe that, there, the
definition of positive and negative spinors is interchanged. We opted to stay consistent with [BS89.
Indeed, the vertical 1-forms we obtain coincide with the ones obtained by Bryant and Salamon, up
to renaming the p;s. The same holds for the relative exterior derivatives.
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3.2. The Spin(7)-structures. If r? := a3 + a? + a3 + a3 is the square of the distance function from
the zero section and c is a positive constant, then, the Spin(7)-structures defined by Bryant and

Salamon are:
(3 4) d. ::16(6 + T2)_4/5fo NELTNE NE+ 25(0 + 7"2)6/5b0 Aby A by A bs
. +20(C+7’2)1/5(A1/\Ql—I—Ag/\Qg—i—Ag/\Qg),

where A; :=&§ N & — & N &, As usual, (4,7, k) is a cyclic permutation of (1,2, 3).
The metric induced by ®. is

(3.5) ge =4+ )G+ &+ &+ &) +5(c+ )P0 0F + b + b3 +b3),
while the induced volume element is
(3.6) vole := (20)? (c 4 r2)?/5 (&g A &1 A Eg A E3 Abg A by A by A bs).

Setting ¢ = 0 and My := $_(5*)\ S* = R* x S7, we obtain a Spin(7) cone (Mg, ®p), i.e. My
with the metric induced by the Spin(7)-structure ®¢ is a Riemannian cone.

Theorem 3.4 (Bryant-Salamon [BS89, p. 847|). The Spin(7)-structure ®. is torsion-free for all
¢ > 0. Moreover, these manifolds have full holonomy Spin(7).

It is well-known that the Bryant—Salamon Spin(7) manifolds we have just described are asymp-
totically conical (see for instance [Sal89, p.184]), hence, we state here the main results concerning
their asymptotic geometry.

Theorem 3.5. For every ¢ > 0, (M, ®.) is an asymptotically conical Riemannian manifold with
rate A = —10/3 and asymptotic cone (Mg, @o).

3.3. Automorphism Group. A natural subset of the diffeomorphism group of a Spin(7)-manifold
is the automorphism group, i.e. the subgroup that preserves the Spin(7)-structure. Clearly, the
automorphism group is contained in the isometry group with respect to the induced metric.

In the setting we are considering, Bryant and Salamon noticed that the diffeomorphisms given by
the Sp(2) xSp(1)-action described as follows are actually in the automorphism group [BS89, Theorem
2]. Consider SO(5) acting on S* in the standard way. This induces an action on the frame bundle
of S* via the differential, which easily lifts to a Spin(5) = Sp(2) action on Pspin(a)- If we combine
it with the standard quaternionic left-multiplication by unit vectors on H, we have defined an
Sp(2) x Sp(1) action on Pspyisy X H. As it commutes with i, it passes to the quotient §_(S*).

By Lie group theory [Kawl18, Appendix B|, we know that the 3-dimensional connected closed
subgroups of Sp(2) are the lift of one of the following subgroups of SO(5):

80(3) X Idg, Sp(l) X Id1,

SO(3) acting irreducibly on R,
where Sp(1) x Id; denotes both the subgroup acting on H x R by left multiplication and by right
multiplication of the quaternionic conjugate. Observe that they are all diffeomorphic to SU(2). In

particular, the family of 3-dimensional subgroups that do not sit diagonally in Sp(2) x Sp(1) consists
of

G x 1Sp(1) - Sp(2) X Sp(l)
and
Lsp(z) X Sp(1) C Sp(2) x Sp(1),
where G is one of the lifts above. These are going to be the subgroups of the automorphism group
that we will take into consideration.
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4. THE CAYLEY FIBRATION INVARIANT UNDER THE Sp(1) ACTION ON THE FIBRE

Let M := $ (S*) and My := RT x S7 endowed with the torsion-free Spin(7)-structures ®,
constructed by Bryant and Salamon and described in Section 3.

Observe that (M, ®.) and (M, ®y) admit a trivial Cayley Fibration. Indeed, it is straightforward
to see that the natural projection to S* realizes both spaces as honest Cayley fibrations with smooth
fibres diffeomorphic to R* and R*\ {0}, respectively. In both cases, the parametrizing family is
clearly S*

The fibres are asymptotically conical to the cone of link S and metric:

d52 + %953,
where s = 73/°10/3 and ggs is the standard unit round metric.

Since Idgp(9) X Sp(1) acts trivially on the basis, and as Sp(1) on the fibres of $_(S5?%) identified

with H, it is clear that the trivial fibration is invariant under Idgy(9) x Sp(1).

Remark 4.1. We compute the associated multi-moment map, v, in the sense of Madsen and
Swann [MS12,MS13|. This is:

20 100
Ve 1= E(TQ —5¢)(c+ r2)1/5 + ?06/5,

where we subtracted ¢%/°100 /3 so that the range of the multi-moment map is [0, c0). Observe that
the level sets of v, coincide with the level sets of the distance function from the zero section.

Remark 4.2. As in [KLo21, Section 4.4], this fibration becomes the trivial Cayley fibration of
R® = R* @ R* when we blow-up at any point of the zero section.

5. THE CAYLEY FIBRATION INVARIANT UNDER THE LIFT OF THE SO(3) x Idy ACTION ON S*

Let M := $ (5% and My := RT x 87 be endowed with the torsion-free Spin(7)-structures ®,
constructed by Bryant and Salamon that we described in Section 3. On each Spin(7) manifold,

we construct the Cayley Fibration which is invariant under the lift to M (or M) of the standard
SO(3) x Idy action on $* C R? @ R2.

5.1. The choice of coframe on S*. As in |[KLo21|, we choose an adapted orthonormal coframe
on 8% which is compatible with the symmetries we will impose. Since the action coincides, when
restricted to S*, with the one used by Karigiannis and Lotay on A2 (T*5*) [KLo21, Section 5|, it is
natural to employ the same coframe, which we now recall.

We split R® into the direct sum of a 3-dimensional vector subspace P = R? and its orthogonal
complement P+ 2 R2. As S* is the unit sphere in R?, we can write, with respect to this splitting:

st={(xy) e PoPhiixP + Iy =1},
Now, for all (x,y) € 5S4 there exists a unique o € [0,7/2], some u € S?2 C P and some v € S! C Pt
such that:
X = cos au, y = sinav.

Observe that u and v are uniquely determined when a € (0,7/2), while, when a = 0,7/2, v can
be any unit vector in P+ (y = 0) and u can be any unit vector in P (x = 0), respectively. Hence,
we are writing S* as the disjoint union of an S?, corresponding to a = 0, of an S', corresponding
to a = /2, and of S? x S x (0,7/2).

If we put spherical coordinates on S? and polar coordinates on S', then, we can write

u = (cos #,sin é cos ¢, sin fsin ¢),



and
v = (cos 3,sin f3),

where 6 € [0, 7], ¢ € [0,27) and 8 € [0,27). As usual, ¢ is not unique when 6 = 0, .

It follows that, if we take out the points where § = 0,7 from S? x S' x (0,7/2), we have
constructed a coordinate patch U parametrized by (a, 3,6, ¢) on S. Explicitly, U is S* minus two
totally geodesic S?:

Ssl,w:o = {(x, 0) e Po P |z = 1}7
corresponding to o = 0, and
s e3=0 = {(COS&,O,O,Sinacosﬁ,sinasinﬁ) cPaPt.ac (O,W)},

corresponding to # = 0 and § = 7. Observe, that the S! corresponding to a = 7/2 is a totally
geodesic equator in Sa%z,xgzo-

A straightforward computation shows that the coordinate frame {0, 03,09, 0p} is orthogonal
and can be easily normalized obtaining:

O f2 = % f3:= %

cosasinf’

fO = 6&7 fl =

sina’
The dual orthonormal coframe is given by:

(5.1) bo :=da, by :=sinadf, by:=cosadf, bs:= cosasinfdo.

Observe that {bg, b1, b2, bs} is positively oriented with respect to the outward pointing normal of
54, hence, the volume form is:

volgs = sin o cos? asinfda A df A dO A dep.

5.2. The horizontal and the vertical space. As in [KLo21, Subsection 5.2|, we use (3.1) to
compute the p;’s in the coordinate frame we have just defined. Indeed, (5.1) implies that:

0 = sinada A dfB — cos? asin 0dO A do,
(5.2) Qg = cosada N df — sin acos acsin fdgp A df3,
Q3 = cos asinfda A d¢ — sin acos adf A db;

hence, we deduce that:

d21 = 2sina cos asin Oda A df A do,
dQy = (sin? a — cos? o) sin @da A dop A df3 — sin a cos a cos dO A d A df,
dQ3 = cos acos 0df A da A dg + (sin? a — cos® a)da A dB A df.

We conclude that in these coordinates we have:
2p1 = —cosadf + cosO0dp; 2ps =sinadf; 2p3 = sin asin Odep.

Now that we have computed the connection forms, we immediately see from (3.2) that the vertical
one forms are:
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§o = dao + a1 _Cosadﬂ + 2 do | + azsmade + a3wd¢a
2 2 9 2
& =day — ag <—C02sad/3+ C0289d¢> _ CLQWCM)_}_CL?)Slnc)zde7
(5.3) . 2
0 0
& = dag — aosmade +alsmasm d¢ — as —Cosadﬁ 4 &8 do ),
2 9 9 5
. - . )

5.3. The SU(2) action. Given the splitting of subsection 5.1, R> = P @ P+, since P = R? and
P+ >~ R? we can consider SO(3) acting in the usual way on P and trivially on P+. In other words,
we see SO(3) =2 SO(P) x Idp. C SO(P @ P1) 22 SO(5). Obviously, this is also an action on S*.

By taking the differential, SO(3) acts on the frame bundle Pgq4) of S4. The theory of covering
spaces implies that this action lifts to a Spin(3) 2 SU(2) action on the spin structure Pspi, 4y of S*.
In particular, the following diagram is commutative:

0 ™

Finally, if Spin(3) acts trivially on H, we can combine the two Spin(3) actions to obtain one on
Pspin(ay x H, which descends to the quotient Pspiny X, H = g (S4).

Remark 5.1. Recall that T.S* = Pso(4) %. R*, where - is the standard representation of SO(4) on

R%. Let G be a subgroup of SO(5) which acts on Psoay X. R* via the differential on the first term
and trivially on the second. It is straightforward to verify that this action passes to the quotient
and that it coincides with the differential on 7°.S*.

Now, we describe the geometry of this Spin(3) action on $_(S%). Since 7 is fibre-preserving and
(5.4) represents a commutative diagram, we observe that, fixed a point p = (x,y) € S* ¢ P& P+,
the subgroup of Spin(3) that preserves the fibre of Pgpiy(4) over p is the lift of the subgroup of SO(3)
that fixes the fibre of Pso(4) over p.

We first assume o # /2. The subgroup of SO(3) that preserves the fibres of Pyg(4) rotates the
tangent space of S? C P and fixes the other vectors tangent to S*. Explicitly, if {ei}f’zo is the
oriented orthonormal frame of Subsection 5.1 (or an analogous frame when oo = 0, § = 0, 7), the
transformation matrix under the action is:

Idy
(5.5) h,y = cos 7y —sinfy S SO(4),

siny  cosvy

for some v € [0, 27).

Claim 1. For all 7y € [0,47), under the isomorphism Spin(4) = Sp(1) x Sp(1), we have:
7}3(}37) = hy,
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where h., = (cos(v/2) + isin(y/2), cos(y/2) + isin(y/2)).

Proof. Tt is well-known that, in this context, 74 ((1,7)) - a = la7 for all (I,7) € Sp(1) x Sp(1) and all
a € H=R* The claim follows from a straightforward computation. O

Using once again the commutativity of (5.4) and Claim 1, we deduce that the action in the
trivialization of § (S%) induced by {e;}3_, is as follows:

U xH —— (U x Spin(4)) x,,. H —— (U x Spin(4)) x, H —— U x H
(pu CL) L — [(p7 1Spin(4))7a] —_ [(pv B’Y)aa] _— (P, ail’y)
where h., := cos(v/2) — isin(y/2) and where a € H. If we write both R? factors of H = R? ® R? in
polar coordinates, i.e.,
a = scos(y—/2) + issin(y—/2) + jtcos(y4/2) + ktsin(vy4/2),
for s,t € [0,00) and 4 € [0,47), we observe that
ahy = 505 (1 —)/2) +issin (- —7)/2) + jtcos ((v4 +7)/2) + Ktsin((rs +7)/2).

Geometrically, this is a rotation of angle —v/2 on the first R? and of angle /2 on the second.
Now, we assume o = 7/2. In this case, the whole Spin(3) fixes the fibre of $_(S%).

Claim 2. Spin(3) acts on the fibre of §_(S*) as Sp(1) acts on H via right multiplication of the
quaternionic conjugate.

Proof. Consider an orthonormal frame such that, at p = (0, cos 3, sin 3), has the form:
eg = —sin 893 + cos BDy;  e1 =0y; ex=01; e3 = 0o,

where 0; are the coordinate vectors of R® 2 P@ P+. Observe that the SO(3) action fixes eg and acts
on ey, ez, ez via matrix multiplication. In particular, given G € SO(3), the transformation matrix
of the frame at p is:

G
Moreover, for all g € Sp(1) = Spin(3) and (g, g) € SI;(l) x Sp(1) = Spin(4), then

#((9.9) = |

3 (9)
where we recall that 73(1) - « = lxl for all I € Sp(1) and x € ImH = R3. Indeed, the left-hand side
reads:
73((g,9)) - @ = gag = gReag + glmag = Rea + glmag,
while the right-hand side is:

1 Rea
a =
3(9) glmag
We conclude the proof through the commutativity of (5.4). O

We put all these observations in a lemma.

Lemma 5.2. The orbits of the SU(2) = Spin(3) action on $_(S*) are given in Table 1.



12 FEDERICO TRINCA

o (s,t) | Orbit
23 —00)] &
41100 s
— 2| =(0,0) | Point
—5[#0.0]

TABLE 1. Spin(3) Orbits

5.4. Spin(3) adapted coordinates. The description of the SU(2) action that we carried out in
Subsection 5.3 suggests the following reparametrization of the linear coordinates (ag, a1, az,asg) on

the fibres of $_(S5%):

(5.6) ag = scos (5;7) ;  ap = ssin <6_27> ; ag =tcos <5—i2-’y) ; ag =tsin <(H2—7> ’

where s,t € [0,00), v € [0,47) and § € [0,27). This is a well-defined coordinate system when s
and t are strictly positive; we will assume this from now on. Geometrically, v represents the SU(2)
action, while § can be either seen as the phase in the orbit of the action when (ag,a1) = (s,0) or
as twice the common angle in [0, 7) that the suitable point in the orbit makes with (s,0) and (¢,0).
These interpretations can be recovered by putting v = d and v = 0, respectively.

Similarly to [KLo21]|, we introduce the standard left-invariant coframe on SU(2) of coordinates
v, 80, ¢ defined on the same intervals as above:

(5.7) o1 = dy + cosfdp; o9 = cosvydf + sinysinfdgp; o3 = sinydf — cos -y sin Ode.
Observe that:
(5.8) o9 N o3 = —sinfdf N de.
Our choice of parametrization of $_(S*) implies that (5.7) is a coframe on the 3-dimensional orbits
of the SU(2) action.

So far, we have constructed a coordinate system «, 3,0, @, s,t, 8,7 defining a chart U of $_(S%)
and a coframe {01, 09, 03,da,df3,ds,dt,dé} on that chart. These coordinates and coframe are such

that v, 0, ¢ parametrize the orbits of the SU(2) action and {07, 09,03} forms a coframe on these
orbits. Let {01, 02,03, 0n, 03, 0s, 0, 05} be the relative dual frame.

5.5. The Spin(7) geometry in the adapted coordinates. In this subsection, we write the Cayley
form ®., as in (3.4), and the relative metric g., as in (3.5), with respect to the SU(2) adapted
coordinates defined in Subsection 5.4.

Lemma 5.3. The horizontal 2-forms Q1, Qo, 3, in the adapted frame defined in Subsection 5.4,
satisfy:

0 =sinada N dfS + cos® aoy A o3
and
cos YQa + sinyQ3 = cos a(da A oy — sinadf A o3),
—sin Qg + cos Y3 = cos a(—da A o3 — sinadf A 02).
Proof. The equations follow from (5.2), (5.7) and (5.8). O
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Lemma 5.4. The vertical 2-forms A1, Aa, As, in the adapted frame defined in Subsection 5.4, have
the form:

COS v

1 1
Aq :§(sds — tdt) N do + (sds + tdt) Ndp — §(Sd3 + tdt) Aoy

sin? o stsin o
4 o9 N\ o3 +

sin o

+

(tds — sdt) A o3 + (s + %) o2 A do,

(5.9)
Ag =cosyds N\ dt — %sinfyds A (dy + do) — gsinydt A (dé — dry) — %tcos ydy A dd

— (2 + t"')w sin 0df A de + siny(sdt — tds) A <—C°; ap + COQS 9d¢>
+ stcosydd N\ (_co;adﬁ + Cosedqﬁ) + Sigadﬁ A (tdt + sds)
tzSinZSine(d»erdé) Ado+ SQSianin9d¢A (d6 — dy);
Az =sin~yds A dt + %cos'yds A (dy + do) + %cos'ydt A (dd — dy) + %tsin’ydé A dry
+ (82 + tz)ﬁ%(cos adf A df + cos0dO A dp) — cosy(sdt — tds) A <—CO;adB + co2sﬁd¢>
+ st sinyds A (C";O‘dﬁ + COQS 9d¢> + w&b A (tdt + sds)
2 sin o s?sina

_l’_

df A (dy + dd) + (dé — dvy) N db.

Proof. Computing the exterior derivatives of the a;’s in the coordinates (5.6), we can reduce our
statement to a long computation based on (5.3). O

Corollary 5.5. The vertical 2-forms Ay, Ao, As, in the adapted frame defined in Subsection 5.4,
satisfy:

t si tsi
A1:<ds+ sma@) /\(;dé—i—scosadﬁ—gal—i— smaag>

2 2 2
(5.10) . . ; . .
S S1in « COS v SSin &«
— (dt — 5 O’2> A <2d5 — 5 dg + 50‘1 + 5 03)
and
(5.11)

‘o .
cosyAs 4 sinyAs :<ds + Sl;a@) A (dt — ss12noz02)

t si t t t i
—|—<;d5+ scosadﬁ_ %0'1 N Sma@,)/\(dé— Cosadﬁ—l—*dl N ssmaUs);

2 2
(5.12)

tsi t t t -
cos YAz — sinyAs =<ds + Sl;am) A <2d5 - cc;sadﬂ + 301 + Ssmaa3)

+ <dt— 3812“%2> A (;d5+ S = S+ tsmo‘@,) .
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Proof. The first equation in Lemma 5.4 is exactly the development of (5.10).
A straightforward computation involving (5.9) gives:

t t i
cosyAg + sinyAs = ds A dt + %dd Noy — %cos add A dB + (s + t%%dﬁ A o3
s tQ _ 2 : t2 2 <]
4 20X A (tdt + sds) + E=s)sina s (+54)bmo‘al A o3
1 1 i
cosyAsg — sinyAg = i(tds —sdt) Aoy + i(tds + sdt) AdS + (s* + t%@dﬁ A o2
. 2 t2 .
s (sdt — tds) NdS + %(tdt + sds) N og — (3—1—4)31110401 A o9
(t? — 5?) sinoza2 A d6:
4
which coincide with the development of (5.11) and (5.12), respectively. O
Remark 5.6. Using the identities:
1

bo Aby ANby Abg = —591/\91,
(5.13) .

SoNEINENE =S A1 A A
and

3
A NQy =A1 A Q1+ (cosyQe + sinyQ23) A (cosyAg + siny A

(5.14) ; i =A1 A Q1 + (cos 70 + siny23) A (cos YAz + sinyA3)

+ (—sinyQa + cos ¥Q3) A (—sinyAz + cosyAs3),

one could easily find ®. in the adapted frame of Subsection 5.4. It is clear from Corollary 5.5 that
it is not going to be in a nice form.

Lemma 5.7. Given ¢ > 0, the Riemannian metric g., in the adapted frame of Subsection 5.4, takes
the form:

ge =5(c +12)3/° (da® + sin® adB? + cos® (o3 + 03))

2 a2 2 2 2 i002
+4(c+ )70 (ds2 pary D2 CZS ad52 + %Uf . Cgsadﬁal T 51411 a(a% +a3)
22 2 22
+ (2S)d501 + (stsina)ddos + %déZ + sina(tds — sdt)oy — (SQ)COSadédﬁ)

where 12 = §2 + 2.

Proof. Combining (3.5), (5.1), (5.3) and (5.7), it is easy to obtain the Riemannian metric in the
claimed form. O

5.6. The diagonalizing coframe and frame. In this subsection we define the last coframe on
4 (S*) that we will use. The motivation comes from the form of Ay, cosyAs+sinyAz and cosyAs—
sinyAs that we obtained in (5.10), (5.11) and (5.12), respectively. We let:

tsin « ssin o

ds = ds + 09; dt = dt —

02;

(5.15)
w1 = sdd + scosadf — so1 + tsin aos; wo = tdd — tcosadf + toq + ssin aos.
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Since twy + swy = 2tsdd + (t2 + s?) sin aos and swo — twy = 2stoy — 2st cos adf + (s — t2) sin aos,
it is clear that {09, 03,do, dB, wi,ws,ds,dt} is a coframe on U. Let {e2,e3,€eq, €8, €u;, €y, €s, €1}
denote the relative dual frame.

Corollary 5.8. The vertical 2-forms A1, Aa, As, in the coframe defined in this subsection, satisfy:

1/~ -

(5.16) A= (ds Awi — dt A wg)
and

-
(5.17) cos YAy + sinyAs = ds A dt + ZWI A wa;

1 /- -
(5.18) cosyAz —sinyAy = 3 <ds A wy + dt N w1> .
Proof. Tt follows immediately from Corollary 5.5 and (5.15). O

Proposition 5.9. Given ¢ > 0, the Cayley form ®., in the coframe defined in this subsection,
satisfies:

O, =4(c+ r2)_4/5d~s AdtAwy Awy + 25(c + r2)6/5 sinacos® ada A dB A o3 A o9

10(c 4 r2)1/® ( (dNS Awy — dt A wg) A (sinada A dB + cos® aoy A 03)

(5.19)

+ = (4ds A dt +wi A w2> A (cosa(da A oy —sinadf A 03))

AN N~

+ d~3/\wz+dt/\w1> A cosa (—da A o3 —sinadﬁ/\m)),

where r? = 52 4+ 12,
Proof. This is a straightforward consequence of Lemma 5.3, (5.13), (5.14) and Corollary 5.8. O

Proposition 5.10. Given ¢ > 0, the Riemannian metric g, in the coframe defined in this subsec-
tion, satisfies:
(5.20)

2 2
ge =5(c+ 7"2)3/5 (da2 + sin? adB? + cos® a (0% + 032,)) +4(c+ 7"2)_2/5 <d82 + dt° + 7@1 Zw2)> ,

where r? = s + 2,
Proof. The first addendum remains invariant from Lemma 5.7, while (5.15) implies that the remain-

ing part is equal to the second addendum in Lemma 5.7. U

In particular, using this coframe, we sacrifice compatibility with the group action to obtain a
simpler form for ®. and a diagonal metric.

We conclude this subsection by computing the dual frame with respect to the SU(2) adapted
frame {01, 02, 03, 0, 03, Os, O, 05 } .

Lemma 5.11. The dual frame {eg, e3,eq, €8, €u,, €us,, €s, €1} Ssatisfies:

€a = Oa; eg = O + cos ady;
tsi i 2 2\ o3 2 2\
ey = Dy — smaas+ssmozat; 63:83—(8 +t)sma86+(t s)smaal;
2 2 2st 92¢t
(5.21)
€s — 857 e = 6t7

1 1
ew, = —05 — *801; Cwy = 2705 + 27(91;
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where {01, 02, 03,0, 08, 0s, 0y, 05} is the dual frame with respect to the SU(2) adapted coordinates
of Subsection 5.4.

Proof. Tt is straightforward to verify these identities from (5.15) and the definition of dual frame. [

5.7. The Cayley condition. As the generic orbit of the SU(2) action we are considering is 3-
dimensional (see Lemma 5.2), it is sensible to look for SU(2)-invariant Cayley submanifolds. Indeed,
Harvey and Lawson theorem [HL82, Theorem IV .4.3| guarantees the local existence and uniqueness
of a Cayley passing through any given generic orbit. To construct such a submanifold N, we
consider a 1-parameter family of 3-dimensional SU(2)-orbits in M. Hence, the coordinates that do
not describe the orbits, i.e. «, 3, s, t and J, need to be functions of a parameter 7. Explicitly, we
have:

(5.22)

N :{ <(cos a(t)u,sina(1)v), ((5(7) Ccos (5(7)2_7> »5() sin (W) ’

£(7) cos (‘W) #(7) sin <5(T)2+7> >> Jul=1,|v| = 1,7 € [0,4n),7 € (—e,e)},

and its tangent space is spanned by: {01, 02,03, $0s + t0; + &0y + 58@ + 585}, where the dots
denotes the derivative with respect to 7. The Cayley condition imposed on this tangent space (see
Proposition 2.6) generates a system of ODEs on «, 3, s,t, 9.

Theorem 5.12. Let N be an SU(2)-invariant submanifold as described at the beginning of this
subsection. Then, N is Cayley in the chart U if and only if the following system of ODFEs is
satisfied:
(5.23)
((s? 4+ t%)sin? acosaf = 0
cos? a(ts — st) =0
cos® astd = 0
—5(c+7?) cos

5(c + 1) cos® atd — 7

2 asév + r?sin® ais — 2sin accos at?s — 4 cos asin as®s — 2sina cos astt = 0 ,

2 sin? adet + 2 sin av cos as’t + 4 cos asin at’f + 2 sin o cos asts = 0

5(c + r?) sina cos? affis — 2sin a cos at?sd — r?sin® afis = 0

—5(c+r?) sin o cos? afft — 2sin a cos ats?d + r2sin® aft = 0

2

where 12 = $2 + 2 as usual.

As it mainly consists of computations, we leave the proof of Theorem 5.12 to Appendix A.

Corollary 5.13. Let N be an SU(2)-invariant submanifold as described at the beginning of this
subsection. Then, N is Cayley in the chart U if and only if the following system of ODFEs is
satisfied:

5(c + 12) cos? astiy — (s + t?)st sin® ac + 2sin a cos a(s% + t2) (st +t5) = 0

2

where 12 = $2 + t2 as usual.
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Proof. As a € (0,7/2) and s,t > 0, we get immediately the first three equations from the first
three equations of (5.23). The last two equations of (5.23) are superfluous as § = 0 and 6 = 0.
The same holds for ¢ times the fourth equation plus s times the fifth equation of (5.23), where we
use t§ — st = 0 this time. We conclude by considering s times the fifth equation minus ¢ times the
fourth equation of (5.23). O

5.8. The Cayley fibration. In the previous section we found the condition that makes N, SU(2)-
invariant submanifold, a Cayley submanifold. Explicitly, it consists of a system of ODEs that is
completely integrable; these solutions will give us the desired fibration.

Theorem 5.14. Let N be an SU(2)-invariant submanifold as described at the beginning of Subsec-
tion 5.7. Then, N is Cayley in U if and only if the following quantities are constant:
s

t
B, d, - F :=2sin®? accos'/? ast + 5e i

£ WH(Q)’

where H(a) is the primitive function of h(a) := (cos asin a)%/2.

Proof. The condition on 8 and § follows immediately from Corollary 5.13. Taking the derivative in
7 of s/t, we see that

0— d s\ §t— ts

Cdr (t) 2

which is equivalent to the second equation in Corollary 5.13, as t > 0. Analogously, one can see

that the derivative with respect to 7 of F' is equivalent to the last equation of Corollary 5.13 if we

assume that s/t is constant. O

Setting

the preserved quantities transform to:
B, d, v, F = 2sin%? a cos'/? a(v? + 1)u + 5cvH (),

where we multiplied F' by the constant (v? 4+ 1). Observe that this is an admissible transformation
from s,t € (0,00) to u,v € (0,00). Moreover, fixed /3,0,v, we can represent the SU(2)-invariant
Cayley submanifolds as the level sets of F' reckoned as a R-valued function of o and u. An easy
analysis of F' shows that these level sets can be represented as in Figure 1. The dashed lines in the
two graphs correspond to the curves formed by the u-minimums of each level set and to the two
vertical lines: a = arccos(1/v/6). For ¢ = 0, these coincide, while in the generic case the locus of

the u-minimum is:
u(v? 4+ 1)
. = arccos
6u(v?2+1) +5cv |’

which is only asymptotic to a = arccos(1/v/6) for u — oo.

The conical version. We first consider the easier case, i.e. when ¢ = 0. It is clear from the
graph that the SU(2)-invariant Cayleys passing through ¢/ are contained in I, have topology S3 x R
and are smooth. Moreover, we can construct a Cayley fibration on the chart &/ with base an open
subset of R*. To do so, we associate to each point of U the value of 3, §, s/t and F of the
Cayley passing through that point. This SU(2)-invariant fibration naturally extends to the whole
My via continuity. Using Table 1 and Harvey and Lawson uniqueness theorem [HL82, Theorem
IV.4.3|, we can describe the extension precisely. Indeed, when o = 7/2, the fibres of mgs are
SU(2)-invariant Cayley submanifolds; when o # 7/2 and s = 0 or ¢ = 0, the suitable Cayley
submanifolds constructed by Karigiannis and Min-Oo [KMO05] are SU(2)-invariant; finally, when
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(A) Level sets of F with ¢=1 and v=1 (B) Level sets of F with ¢c=0 and v=1

FIGURE 1. Level sets of F' in the generic and in the conical case

a =0 and (s,t) # 0, the fibres are given by an extension of [KLel2|. The topology of these Cayley
submanifolds that are not contained in ¢ is R*\ {0} in the first case and R x S in the remaining
ones. Observe that this fibration does not admit singular or intersecting fibres.

The smooth version. Now, we consider the generic case, i.e. when ¢ > 0. Differently from the
cone, the graph of the level sets of F' shows that the SU(2)-invariant Cayley submanifolds passing
through U do not remain contained in it, and they admit three different topologies in the extension.
The red, black and blue lines correspond to submanifolds with topology R x S3, R* and O¢p1(—1),
respectively. Indeed, the first two cases are obvious, while, if we assume smoothness, we can deduce
the third one through the argument of Subsection 2.2. We define an SU(2)-invariant Cayley fibration
on U that extends to the whole M exactly as above. If we fix a value of F' corresponding to a Cayley
of topology Ocp1(—1), then, for every 4, v, all the different Cayleys will intersect in a CP! C S%,
where S% is the zero section of §_(S%). In particular, the M’ of Definition 2.8 is equal to My in this
context, i.e., we can assume u > 0.

The parametrizing space. Using Figure 1, we can study the parametrizing space B of the Cayley
fibrations we have just described. We will only deal with the smooth version, as the conical case is
going to be completely analogous.

Ignoring § for a moment, it is immediate to see that, if we restrict our attention to the fibres
that are topologically Ocpi(—1) and the ones corresponding to the black line, the parametrizing
space is homeomorphic to S? x [0,1]. The remaining fibres are parametrized by B3(1), open unit
ball of R?. As we removed the zero section of $_(S%), it is clear that we can glue these partial

parametrizations together to obtain B3(2). Now, (3 gives a circle action on B3(2) that vanishes on
its boundary. We conclude that the parametrizing space B of the smooth Cayley fibration is S*.
Indeed, this is essentially the same way to describe S* as we did in Subsection 5.1.

The smoothness of the fibres (the asymptotic analysis). In this subsection, we study the
smoothness of the fibres. Observe that this property is obviously satisfied as long as they are
contained in the chart ¢/. Hence, the Cayleys of topology S3 x R are smooth, and we only need to
check the remaining ones in the points where they meet the zero section, i.e., when the SU(2) group
action degenerates. To this purpose, we carry out an asymptotic analysis.
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~

FIGURE 2. Approximation of a Cayley at u = 0 when «q € (0,7/2)

Let 8o, v0,00 and Fy be the constants determining a Cayley fibre N. By the explicit formula for
F', we see that N is given by:

Fy — 5cvpH (o)
25in%/2 a cosl/2 a(vd + 1)

u =

We first check the smoothness of the fibres that meet the zero section (u = 0) at some ag €
(0,7/2), i.e., the ones of topology Ocp1(—1). For this purpose, if we expand near «, and we obtain
the linear approximation of N at that point. Explicitly, this is the SU(2)-invariant 4-dimensional
submanifold ¥ characterized by the equation

Hcvg
2tan ag(v3 + 1)

u= (a — ap),
and where v, 0, 8 are constantly equal to vy, dg, Bo-

Now, we want to study the asymptotic behaviour of the metric g. when restricted to X, and then,
we let « tends to ag from the left. To do so, it is convenient to compute the following identities
using the definition of u := st and v := s/t:

1 1 Ju
dt = 2\/mdu — 2v\/;dfu,
ds = ﬂdu Vi

u
+ Y dv,
(5.24) 2V/u 2\/v

2 U o9 U, o 1
ds 74udu +4vdv —|—2dudv,

1 U 1
2 _ 2 2
dt® = Tuo du® + s dv® — 202 dudv.

The metric g, in the coframe {01, 09, 03, da, df3, du, dv,dd}, then can be rewritten as:
(5.25)

3/5
ge =5 (c + %(1 + vz)) (da® + sin® adfB? + cos® a(o3 + 03))

u 2\) ~%/° 1 2\ 7 2 u 2\ 7.2 1 5
+4(c+5(1+v )) <4uv(1+v Jdu® + 5 (14 0)dv? + 25 (v” — 1)dudv
U cos? a U cos o u U sin? o
+;(1+v2) 0 dﬁ2+@(l+v2)a%— 5 ;(1+v2)d601+;(1+v2) 1 (03 + 03)

1— 2 1-— 2
+ Md&n + usin addos + E(1 + 02)d52 + sin OéEdUO'Q - U(U)wsadédﬁ)
2v 4u v 2v
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FIGURE 3. Approximation of a Cayley at u = 0 when ag = 7/2

where we used (5.24) and Lemma 5.7. Now, if we restrict (5.25) to X, and we let a tend to o from
the left, we get:

25 9y ([ du? 2 3/5 . .2 2, 2
gc‘NNTO(l—F'Uo) <u+u01> +50 COS a0(0'2+0'3)

2
(o
~ dr? + 7“211 +5¢%5 cos® a(03 + 03),

1+
r= UOC2/52\/E.

As the length of o7 is 47, we deduce that the metric g. extends smoothly to the CP! 22 $? contained
in the zero section. This two-dimensional sphere corresponds to the base of the bundle O¢p1 (—1).

Finally, we check the smoothness of the fibres meeting the zero section at g = /2, i.e., the
ones with topology R*. Expanding for & — m/27, we immediately see that the first order is not
enough and we need to pass to second order. Explicitly, this is the SU(2)-invariant 4-dimensional
submanifold ¥ of equation:

where

u= Ala—1/2)?,

where A := cv(1 4+ v?)~! is the constant depending on ¢, v determined by the expansion. As above,
the remaining parameters v, d, 5 are constantly equal to wvg,dg, 8. If we restrict g. as defined in
(5.25) to X, and we let «v tend to /2, then, we obtain:

1402

gel y ~ 56¥3(a — 7 /2)(03 + 03) + Ac5 (
v

) (o~ 7/2(0% + 03 + o)

1 2
+ <5c3/5 + 4Ac_2/5+v> da?
v

~ A — ap)? (07 +6(03 +03)) + 9¢%/5da?,

where we also used the expansion of cosa around 7/2 and the explicit value of A. We conclude
that IV is not smooth when it meets the zero section, and it develops an asymptotically conical
singularity at that point.

Remark 5.15. The singularity is asymptotic to the Lawson-Osserman cone [LO77|.

The main theorems. We collect all these results in the following theorems. Observe that we are
using the notion of Cayley fibration given in Definition 2.8.
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Theorem 5.16 (Generic case). Let (M, ®.) be the Bryant-Salamon manifold constructed over the
round sphere S* for some ¢ > 0, and let SU(2) act on M as in Subsection 5.3. Then, M admits an
SU(2)-invariant Cayley fibration parametrized by B = S*. The fibres are topologically Ogpr(—1),
S3 x R and R*. Apart from the non-vertical fibres of topology R*, all the others are smooth. The
singular fibres of the Cayley fibration have a conically singular point and are parametrized by (B°)¢ =
S2 x S (B,8,v in our description). Moreover, at each point of the zero section S* C $_(S*),
infinitely many Cayley fibres intersect.

Theorem 5.17 (Conical case). Let (My, ®g) be the conical Bryant-Salamon manifold constructed
over the round sphere S*, and let SU(2) act on My as in Subsection 5.3. Then, My admits an SU(2)-
invariant Cayley fibration parametrized by B =2 S*. The fibres are topologically S3 x R and are all
smooth. Moreover, as these do not intersect, the SU(2)-invariant Cayley fibration is a fibration in
the usual differential geometric sense with fibres Cayley submanifolds.

Remark 5.18. It is interesting to observe that, in the generic case, the family of singular R?s
separates the fibres of topology S3 x R from the ones of topology Ogp1(—1).

Remark 5.19. Similarly to [KLo21, Subsection 5.11.1], one can blow-up at the north pole and argue
that in the limit the Cayley fibration splits into the product of a line R and of an SU(2)-invariant
coassociative fibration on R”. By the uniqueness of the SU(2)-invariant coassociative fibrations of
R7, we deduce that the latter is the Harvey and Lawson coassociative fibration [HL82, Section IV.3]
up to a reparametrization.

Remark 5.20. From the computations that we have carried out, it is easy to give an explicit
formula for the multi-moment map v, associated to this action. Indeed, this is:

1 2
Ve =5(c+ 5% + t2)1/° ((32 + %) cos® a — 6(82 + 12— 5c)> — §06/5 c>0.

Obviously, the range of v, is the whole R. Under the usual transformation v = st and v = s/t, the
multi-moment map becomes:

o\ 1/5 2 2
5<C+u(1+v)> <6“(1j’”> > u(1+v>+5c>_2566/5.

6 COS™ @ — v 6

We draw the level sets of v, in Figure 4.

The black lines correspond to the level set relative to zero, the red lines correspond to negative
values, while the blue lines correspond to the positive ones.

Differently from the conical case, the 0-level set of v, for ¢ > 0 does not coincide with the locus
of u-minimum of each level set of F. Moreover, for every ¢ > 0, it does not even coincide with the
set of SU(2)-orbits of minimum volume in each fibre.

Ve =

Asymptotic geometry. Inspecting the geometry of the Cayley fibration (see Figure 1), we deduce
that there are two asymptotic behaviours for the fibres: one for & ~ 0 and one for a ~ 7/2. In both
cases, as u — 00, the tangent space of the Cayley fibre N tends to be spanned by 0y, 01, 02, 03. We
can use the formula for the metric (5.25) to obtain, for o ~ 0:

2\ 3/5 2\ —2/5 2 2
gC’NN5<1+v ) w502 1 02) +u 2/ (1+v > <1—|—v ) (cl;LJFUU%)

v v v

1 ’U2 3/5

= < ” ) <u3/5(5(0§ + ag) +0?) + u_7/5du2)
9 ,(0?+5(02+02))

_ g2, 2 2l0] 2 3

=dr®+ 257" 1 ,
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(A) Level sets of vy with v =1 (B) Level sets of vy with v =1

FIGURE 4. Level sets of the multi-moment map in the generic and conical case

and, for a ~ 7 /2:

1402\%?
|y ~ < ) (u?’/‘f’(af + 03+ 03) + u_7/5du2>
v

= dr? + g1“2—(0% toi+ a%)
25 4 ’

where, in both cases,

3/10
r::g L+ / u3/10,
3 v

When a ~ 7/2, the link S? is endowed with the round metric, while, when a ~ 0, the round sphere
is squashed by a factor 1/5.

Remark 5.21. Observe that 1/5 is also the squashing factor on the round metric of S7 that makes
the space homogeneous, non-round and Einstein. It is well-known that there are no other metrics
satisfying these properties [Zil82].

6. THE CAYLEY FIBRATION INVARIANT UNDER THE LIFT OF THE Sp(1) x Id; ACTION ON S*

Let M := $ (S%) and My := R* x S7 be endowed with the torsion-free Spin(7)-structures ®,
constructed by Bryant and Salamon that we described in Section 3. On each Spin(7) manifold, we
construct the Cayley Fibration which is invariant under the lift to M (or My) of the standard (left
multiplication) Sp(1) x Id; action on S* C H@ R.

Remark 6.1. The exact same computations will work for the Sp(1) x Id; action given by right
multiplication of the quaternionic conjugate. In this case, the role of the north and of the south
pole will be interchanged.
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6.1. The choice of coframe on S*. As in Section 5, we choose an adapted orthonormal coframe
on S* which is compatible with the symmetries we will impose.

Consider R® as the sum of a 4-dimensional space P = H and its orthogonal complement P+ = R.
With respect to this splitting, we can write the 4-dimensional unit sphere in the following fashion:

st ={(xy) e Po P x4+ |y =1},

Now, for all (x,y) € S* there exists a unique a € [~m/2,7/2] such that

X = cos au, y = sin o,

for some u € S3. Note that u is uniquely determined when « # +7/2. Essentially, we are writing
S* as a 1-parameter family of S3s that are collapsing to a point on each end of the parametrization.
Let {01, 0s,05} be the standard left-invariant orthonormal frame on S® 22 Sp(1). Considering
this frame in the description of S* above, we deduce that
01 02 05
Jo:=0a, f1:= f2 = f3:=

cosa’ cosa’ cosa’

is an oriented orthonormal frame of S*\ {a = +7/2}. The dual coframe is:
(6.1) bg :=da; by :=cosaoy; by :=cosaoy; by := cosaos,

where {0;}3_; is the dual coframe of {9;}?_, in S3, which is well-known to satisfy:

o1 o9 N\ 03
o3 o1 N\ o2

We deduce that the round metric on the unit sphere S* can be written as:
ggs = da® + cos® aggs,
and the volume form is:
volgs = cos® ada A volgs,

where ggs = 0% + 03 + 03 and volgs = 1 A 02 A 03.

6.2. The horizontal and the vertical space. Exactly as in Subsection 5.2 we can compute the
connection 1-forms p; for ¢ = 1,2,3 with respect to the coframe we have constructed. Indeed, a
straightforward computation involving (3.1), (6.1) and (6.2) implies that p; = lo; for all i = 1,2, 3,

where
[ sina—1
T 2

Hence, we can deduce from (3.2) that the vertical 1-forms in these coordinates are:

(6.3) & = dag + l(a101 + agoz + aso3), §1 = day + l(—ago1 — azo3 + azoz),
' & =dag + l(—apo2 + a103 — agoy), & = daz + l(—apos — a102 + azo).
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6.3. The SU(2) action. Given the splitting of R® into P = H and its orthogonal complement P+,
we can consider SU(2) 2 Sp(1) acting via left multiplication on P and trivially on P+. Equivalently,
we are considering Sp(1) = Sp(P) x Idp. C SO(5). Being a subgroup of SO(5), the action descends
to the unit sphere S%.

We first consider a # —7/2, where we trivialize S*\ {south pole} using homogeneous quaternionic
coordinates on HP' = §4. In this chart, diffeomorphic to H, the action is given by standard left
multiplication.

We extend the action on S§* to the tangent bundle of S* via the differential. In this trivialization,
H x H, the action is given by left-multiplication on both factors. Hence, if we pick the trivialization
of Pyo(s) induced by {1,4, j, k}, the action of p € Sp(1) maps the element (z,Idgo4)) € H x SO(4)
to (p- x,p), where

Po —P1 —PpP2 —D3
p1 Po —DP3 D2

=1
1

b2 P3 Po —D1

ps —p2 D1 Po

By the simply-connectedness of Sp(1) = Spin(3), we can lift the action to the spin structure
Pspin(a) of S4. Using a similar diagram to (5.4) and the fact that the lift of p is (p, Idgp(1)) €
Sp(1) x Sp(1), we can show that in the trivialization of Pgyinay, H x Sp(1) x Sp(1), the element
(l’, (IdSp(1)> IdSp(l))) is mapped to (p © T, (pa IdSp(l)))

As in Section 5, this passes to the quotient space: $_(S?), and, in the induced trivialization,
H x H, the action of Sp(1) is only given by left multiplication on the first factor by definition of u_.

A similar argument works for the other chart of HP!. However, the left multiplication becomes
right multiplication of the conjugate, and the lift of the new p is (Idgp(1),p). It follows that Sp(1)
acts on the fibre over the south pole as it acts on H.

In particular, we proved the following lemma.

Lemma 6.2. The orbits of the SU(2) action on $_(S*) are given in Table 2.

o a | Orbit
#+Z 53
=-Z|#0| §°
= —% | =0 Point

=3 Point

TABLE 2. Spin(3) Orbits

When « # £7/2 we can use the orthonormal frame of Subsection 6.1. Obviously, it is invariant
under the action. Hence, in the induced trivialization of $_(S%), Sp(1) acts only on the com-
ponent of the basis. In particular, it follows that {o1,09,03} is a coframe on the orbits of the
SU(2) action, and, {01, 02,03} is the relative frame. Observe that we are working on the coframe
{da, 01,09,03,dag, day, dag, das}.
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6.4. The choice of frame and the Spin(7) geometry in the adapted coordinates. Since the
considered SU(2) action only moves the base of the vector bundle $_(S*) in the trivialization of
Subsection 6.1, it is natural to use: {da,o1,09,03,&0,&1,82,€3}. The metrics g. and the Cayley

forms ®. admit a nice formula with respect to this coframe. Recall that we are working on the
chart U := $_(S*)\ {a = £7/2}.

Proposition 6.3. Given ¢ > 0, the Riemannian metric g., in the coframe considered in this sub-
section, satisfies:

(6.4) ge = 5(c+712)3/° (da2 + cos® a (a% + 05 + ag)) +4(c+r?)725 (ég + 22+ 532,) ,

where 12 = a2 + a} + a% + 3.
Given ¢ > 0, the Cayley form ®., in the coframe considered in this subsection, satisfies:
d. =16(c + 7"2)_4/550 NELNE NEs+25(c+ 7"2)6/5 cosP ada Aoy Aoy A o3

6.5 3
(65) +20(c +13)Y? cosa (Z({o N& =& NE) A (da Aoy — cosaoj A ak)> ,
i=1

where r* = a3 + a3 + a3 + d3.

Proof. Tt follows immediately from (3.4), (3.5) and the choice of the coframe. O

If we denote by {eq, e1,e2, €3, €gy, €, ¢y, ¢, } the frame dual to {da, 01,02, 03,80, 1,62, &3}, it is
straightforward to relate these vectors to 0y, 01, 02,03, Oay; Oa; s Oays Oas-

Lemma 6.4. The dual frame {eq, €1, €2, €3, €y, €¢,, €cy, €¢y } Salisfies:

ea = Oa; e1 =01 +1(—a104 + a00a, + 4304, — a204;) ;
ey = 02 + 1 (—a204y — 4304, + 0004y + a1043) ; e3 = 03 + 1 (—a304y + 4204, — 4104, + a004;) ;
ce, = Do, ¥i=0,1,2,3,

where | is as defined in Subsection 6.2.

Proof. 1t is straightforward from the definition of dual frame and (6.3). O

6.5. The Cayley condition. Analogously to the case carried out in Section 5, the generic orbits
of the considered SU(2) action are 3-dimensional (see Lemma 6.2). Hence, it is sensible to look for
invariant Cayley submanifolds. To this purpose, we assume that the submanifold NV consists of a
1-parameter family of 3-dimensional SU(2)-orbits in M. In particular, the coordinates that do not
describe the orbits, i.e. ag, a1, as, asz and «, need to be functions of a parameter 7. This means that
we can write:

(6.6) N ={((cosa(r)u,sina(7)), (ap(7),a1(1),a2(7),as3(7))) : |u| = 1,7 € (—€,€)}.

The tangent space is spanned by {01, 02, 03, 0'48(1—1—2?20 ;0q, }, where the dots denote the derivatives
with respect to 7. The condition under which N is Cayley becomes a system of ODEs.

Theorem 6.5. Let N be an SU(2)-invariant submanifold as described at the beginning of this
subsection. Then, N is Cayley in the chart U if and only if the following system of ODFEs is
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satisfied:

(apa1 — a1ag — agasg + agas = 0
apas + ajaz — asag — aga; =0
apas — ai1as + asa; — agag =0
cos a(— f cos® o + 312gr¥)ag — 1(1%gr? — 3f cos® a)agd = 0

cos a—f cos? o+ 31%gr¥)ay — 1

2gr? — 3f cos® a)asde = 0

l2

cos a—f cos® o + 31%gr¥)ag — 1
2

~—~ T~ T/~

)

12gr? — 3f cos® a)aice =0
)
)

cos a(—f cos® o + 31%gr?)as — 1(1%gr? — 3f cos® a)azi = 0

where 12 = a? + a3 + a% + a3, | = (sina —1)/2, f = 5(c4+12)3/° and g = 4(c + r2) 72/,

Proof. We first write the tangent space of N, which is spanned by {01, 02, 03, &0, + Z?:o ;0q, },
in terms of the frame {en,e1,e2,€3,€e¢,€¢,,€¢,€¢}. This can be easily done using Lemma 6.4.
Through a long computation analogous to the one carried out in Appendix A, we can apply Propo-
sition 2.6 to this case, and we obtain the system of ODEs. O

Remark 6.6. It is interesting to point out that, exactly as in the SO(3) x Ids case (see Lemma
A.4), the projection 77 of Proposition 2.6 will just be the identity in the proof of Theorem 6.5.

6.6. The Cayley fibration. In the previous section we found the condition that makes N, SU(2)-
invariant submanifold, Cayley. This consists of a system of ODEs, which will characterize the
desired Cayley fibration.

Harvey and Lawson local existence and uniqueness theorem implies that any SU(2)-invariant
Cayley can meet the zero section only when o« = +7/2, i.e. outside of U. Otherwise, the zero section
of $ (8%), which is Cayley, would intersect such an N in a 3-dimensional submanifold, contradicting
Harvey and Lawson theorem. It follows that the initial value of one of the a;s is different from zero.
We take ag(0) # 0, as the other cases will follow similarly. Now, it is straightforward to notice that:

_a(0) _az(0) _a3(0)
(6.7) a] = CLo(O) ago, as = CLQ(O) agp; as = CL()(O) agp;

solves the first 3 equations of the system given in Theorem 6.5. Moreover, it also reduces the
remaining equations to the ODE:

cos a(— f cos? o + 312gr?)ag — 1(Igr® — 3f cos® a)apc = 0,

where, as usual, 2 = a? +a? + a3 + a3, | = (sina —1)/2, f = 5(c 4+ r?)*/° and g = 4(c +
r2)=2/5. As (6.7) implies that ag = p~'r, where p is the positive real number satisfying p? =
1+ 372 (a;(0)/an(0))?, we can rewrite the previous ODE as:

(6.8) cos a(—f cos® o + 31%gr?)i — 1(I%gr? — 3f cos® a)ra = 0.

Remark 6.7. It is easy to verify that (6.8) is not in exact form. Hence, it cannot be easily
integrated. It is a non-trivial open task to verify whether, possibly up to change of coordinates,
(6.8) can be integrated in closed form.

In order to understand the SU(2)-invariant Cayley fibrations, we analyse the ODE (6.8). First,
we deduce the sign of f; := cos a(—f cos® a + 31%gr?). If we let

2r2 4 5c>

ae(r) := arcsin <_8r2+50
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FIGURE 5. Flow lines for (6.8).

it easy to verify that f is positive on the left of a. for (a,r) € (—m/2,7/2) x RT, and negative
otherwise. Moreover, f; vanishes along the 3 curves o, = £7/2; there, f; changes sign. Note
that a, — arcsin(—1/4) as r — oo.

Now, we consider fo := [(I?gr? — 3f cos® a)r. Letting

14r2 4+ 15c>

Belr) i= arcsin (16+15

then, fy is positive on the right of 3. for (a,7) € (—7/2,7/2) x Rt and it is negative otherwise.
Obviously, f2 vanishes along the curve . and the vertical line « = 7/2. Note that 8. — arcsin(7/8)
as r — 0o. The last key observation is that fo/f1 tends to zero as « tends to 7/2.

Putting what said so far together, and observing that 8.(r) < a.(r) for all » > 0, we can draw
the flow lines for (6.8) (see Figure 5). Finally, we can use these to deduce the form of the solutions
from standard arguments (see Figure 6). We give further details in Appendix B.

The conical version. We consider the easier conical case first. From a topological point of view,
it is obvious that the red and green Cayleys of Figure 6 (B) are homeomorphic to S x R. As the
the group action becomes trivial on o = 7/2, the topology of the fibres in blue cannot be recovered
from the picture. However, it will be clear from the asymptotic analysis that these are smooth
topological R%s. As a consequence, we have constructed a Cayley fibration on the chart & N My,
which extends to the whole My by continuity (i.e. we complete the Cayleys in blue and we add the
whole mo-fibre at & = —m/2). On M) the Cayley fibration remains a fibration in the classical sense.
A reasoning similar to the one of Section 5 shows that the parametrizing space B of the Cayley
fibration is R*.

The smooth version. Now, we deal with the generic case ¢ > 0. As above, the topology of the red
Cayleys of Figure 6 (A) is 3 x R; the blue ones have topology R*. In the latter, we use the same
asymptotic analysis argument of the conical case. Finally, the submanifolds in green are smooth
topological R%s. As usual, we extend the Cayley fibration on ¢ to the whole M by continuity (i.e.
we add the whole 7.-fibre over @« = —m/2, we complete the Cayleys in blue and green, and we
add the zero section S%). Observe that the zero section, the 7.-fibre over a = —7/2 and the green
Cayleys all intersect in a point p. It follows that the M’ given in Definition 2.8 is equal to M \ {p}.
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FIGURE 6. Solutions of (6.8).

Once again, a reasoning similar to the one of Section 5 shows that the parametrizing space B of the
Cayley fibration is S*.

The smoothness of the fibres (the asymptotic analysis). In this subsection, we study the
smoothness of the fibres. This is trivial as long as the submanifolds are contained in U/; hence, the
Cayleys of topology S% x R are smooth, and we only need to check the others at the points where
they meet OU. To this purpose, we carry out a asymptotic analysis similar to the one of Section 5.
As a first step, we restrict the metric g. to N. Combining (6.4) together with (6.7) and its
consequence ag = p~'r for p positive real number satisfying p*> = 1+ 325 (a;(0)/ag(0))?, we can
write the restriction as follows:
(6.9)

gc‘N = (5(0 +1r2)3/5 cos® a + 4(c + r2)_2/5l2r2) (a% + 02 + ag) +4(c+ 1) 72Pdr? +-5(c + 123/ da?,

where a and r are related by the differential equation (6.8) and, as usual, [ = (sina — 1)/2.

Recall that fo/f1 — 0 as o — 7/2. Therefore, the Cayleys around o = 7/2 are asymptotic to
the horizontal line a = ry for some constant ro > 0. By (6.9), the metric in this first order linear
approximation becomes:

ge| 5y ~ 5lc+13)% (d(a — /2)* + (a — 7/2)* (01 + 03 + 03)) .

In this way, we have proved that near o = m/2 every Cayley we have constructed is smooth.
Moreover, we can also deduce that the blue Cayleys of Figure 6 are topologically R%s.
Finally, we need to check whether the remaining Cayleys of topology R* are smooth or not. In

this situation we can approximate them near o = —7/2 with the submanifold associated to the line:
T
a=Ar — —,
2

where A is some positive constant (as the lines corresponding to the Cayleys live between a,. and
Bc). The metric in the linear approximation is asymptotic to:

gc|N ~ 6_2/5(5CA2 +4) (dr2 + 72 (0% + 02 + 032,)) ,



29
hence, we conclude that these submanifolds are smooth as well.

The main theorems. Putting all these results together we obtain the following theorems.

Theorem 6.8 (Generic case). Let (M, ®.) be the Bryant-Salamon manifold constructed over the
round sphere S* for some ¢ > 0, and let SU(2) act on M as in Subsection 6.3. Then, M admits an
SU(2)-invariant Cayley fibration parametrized by B = S*. The fibres are topologically S x R, S4
and R*. All the Cayleys are smooth. There is only one point where multiple fibres intersect. This
point lies in the zero section of $_(S*), and there are S U {two points} Cayleys passing through it.

Theorem 6.9 (Conical case). Let (My, ®g) be the conical Bryant-Salamon manifold constructed
over the round sphere S*, and let SU(2) act on My as in Subsection 6.3. Then, My admits an
SU(2)-invariant Cayley fibration parametrized by B =2 R*. The fibres are topologically S x R or R*
and are all smooth. Moreover, as these do not intersect, the SU(2)-invariant Cayley fibration is a
fibration in the usual differential geometric sense with fibres Cayley submanifolds.

Remark 6.10. Blowing-up at the north pole, it is easy to see that the Cayley fibration becomes
trivial in the limit.

Remark 6.11. As in the previous section, we are able to compute the multi-moment maps relative
to this action explicitly. Indeed, this is:

2
Ve i= g(rz —5¢)(c+r2) P (sina — 1) — 55(0 +72)8/5 cos? a(sina — 1).

In order to provide an idea on how the multi-moment maps behave, we draw the level sets of 14
and vy (see Figure 7).

15 -1 -05 0 05 1 15 -15 -1 -05 0 05 1 15

— 400 2000 — 115, — 50,

10. — 400. 2000 — 115, — 50, — 10, — 1.|
1 0 -30 -100

0. -3 -30. -100.

(A) Level sets of vy (B) Level sets of v

FIGURE 7. Level sets of the multi-moment map in the generic and conical case

Asymptotic geometry. The first observation we need to make is that there are only two asymp-
totic behaviours for the Cayleys constructed in Theorem 6.8 and in Theorem 6.9: one corresponding
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to a ~ —m/2 and the other to a ~ arcsin(—1/4). In both cases, we can use (6.9) to obtain the
asymptotic cone, which is:

9
90|N ~ ds® + %32(0% + Jg + 032,),

for aw ~ /2, and it is

9
el y ~ ds* + 155%(0 + 0F + ),

for a ~ arcsin(—1/4), where s := (10/3)r3/5.

APPENDIX A.

In this appendix, we prove Theorem 5.12. First, we need to rewrite the tangent space of N in
the diagonalizing frame of Subsection 5.6.

Lemma A.1. The tangent space of N is spanned by:

sin av

2

U i=tey, — Sew,, U:i=ez+ (tes — ser), w:=e3+sina(tey, + sew,)

and
Y = Ses + tey + deq + Beg +4 (s€w, + tew,) -
Moreover, through the musical isomorphism, we have:

W= (c+12) P (twy — swy), v” =5(c+r?)35 cos® aocy + 2(c + r2) " sina(tds — sdt),
w” = 5(c+ r?)3° cos® aos + (¢ + r2) O sin a (twy + swo)
and
Y’ = 5(c+r2)3(ada + sin® aBdB) + 4(c + r2) 2% (3ds + idt) + (c + r?)"2/O8(swy + tws),
where 12 = 52 + t2.

Proof. One can immediately see from Lemma 5.11 that 0; = u, 02 = v and 05 = sey, + tew,. We
use these equality to obtain:

(32 + t2)85 — (t2 — 52)81 = (52 + t2)(sew1 +tew,) — (t2 — 52)(25er — €y, )
= 2st(tey, + S€w, ),

which implies that 03 = w. We conclude noticing that $9; + t0; + &0n + 385 + 605 = Yy — B cos ady,
where we used once again Lemma 5.11. Obviously, the space spanned by {u, v, w,y} coincides with
the one spanned by {u, v, w,y — 3 cos ad }.

The second part of the Lemma follows immediately from Proposition 5.10, where we proved that
the metric is diagonal in this frame. O

Let B be as in Proposition 2.6. We compute the terms of B in the basis {u, v, w,y}.



Lemma A.2. Let u,v,w,y as in Lemma A.1. Then, we have:

B(v,w,y) = 25(c + %)%/ sin o cos? a(fda — &d3)
+ 25in? a(c + r2) /5 ((ti + 58) (tws — swi) — (12 — s2)d(tdt + scis))
+5(c+r2)1/° (2 cos® a (éwl — fwy + (tdt — sds) + sin a(tsdog + (st — t3)03)>
+ 2sin a cos a ((32 — t3)ddor + v(tws — 3w1)> + (82 + t?) sin® a(adB — Bda)
+ 4 cosasin® a (ﬁ(sdis +tdt) — (s5 + ti)dﬁ) > ,

B(w,u,y) = 4(c + %)~ 2(t? + §?) sin a(ids — sdt)
+5(c+ r2)1/5( — 2cos® a(ss + t)oy — 2 cos asin astddB + cos asin a3 (twy + swy)
+ 2cos ast — t3)do + 2 cos aci(tds — sdt) + cos asin a(t? + s2)aoy
— cosasin? a(t? + 82)503),

B(u,v,y) = 2(c + 12" sin a(—20st(tdt + sds) + (t + s8)(tw) + sw3))
5(c+ r2)1/5( — 2cos? a(s§ + t)o3 — 2 cos astddor + cos ac(swa + twy)
+ 2 cos asin a(ts — st)dfB + 2 cos asin af(sdt — tds) + (s> + %) cos a sin ados
+ (8% + t?) cos arsin? a,BUQ),

B(v,u,w) = 2(c + %)~ sin® a(t? + ) (tdt + sds) + 10(c + 7’2)1/5( — cos® a(sds + tdt)
+ sin acos a(t? + 82)da),

where B is defined in Proposition 2.6 and r*> = s> 4 t2.
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Proof. The multilinearity of the Cayley form ®. implies that the same property holds for B. Now,

expanding the formula (5.19) for ®., we obtain:
O, =4(c+ 7"2)_4/5d~s Adt A wy Awy + 25(c + 7“2)6/5 sin o cos® ada A dB A o3 A o9
10(c + 1"2)1/5 <sino<d~8 Awi Ada AdB+ cos® ads Awy A oo A og —sinadt Aws Ada A dS

—COS2OéLit/\WQ/\02/\03+2COSOéCi~S/\Jt/\dOé/\UQ—2COSOJSiDO&d~S/\Jt/\d5/\0’3

CoSs & cos asin o ~
wi Awas AdaNog — ———— w1 Awy AdB N og — cosads A wa A da A og

- 2

—cosasinacisAngd,BAag —cosadt/\wl /\da/\ag—cosasina(it/\wl/\dﬁ/\c;'g).

It is straightforward to conclude using the definition of B. O

Consider the two-form given in Proposition 2.6 that projects to n through m7. The summands
of such two form can be computed through a direct computation involving the terms obtained in

Lemma A.1 and Lemma A.2.

Corollary A.3. Let u,v,w,y as in Lemma A.1 and let ¥, := u’ AB(v,w,y), Uy = vP AB(w,u,y),
Uy = w’ A B(u,v,y), Uy = yl’ A B(v,u,w), where B is as defined in Proposition 2.6. Then, we
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have:
Uy = 25(c+ r2)Y sin o cos? a(tws — swi) A (Bda — adp)
— (¢ +1%)72sin? a(t? — $%)d(twy — swy) A (tdt + sds)

+5(c+r2)715 <2 cos’ a ((ts — st)wy Awy + O(twy — swi) A (tdt — SCZS))

+ 2sin o cos? o (tsS(twg — sw1) Ao + (st — t8)(twa — sw1) A O’3>

+ 2sinacos a(s? — t2)d(twy — swi) A do+ (12 + %) sin® a(twy — swi) A (adf — Bda)
+ 4 cos asin® o (,B(th — swi1) A (sds + tdt) — (s$ + tt) (twy — swi) A d/B) ),

Uy = 25(c + r2)4/5( — 2cos® asin astdoy A df + cos® asin afog A (twy + sw9)

+2cos® ast — t§)og A da + 2 cos® acog A (tds — sdt) — cos® asin® a(t? + s2)Bog A 03)
+10(c + 7“2)_1/5<2 sin a cos? a(t? + s?)oa A(tds — sdt) —2 cos® asin a(ss + ) (tds — sdt) Ao

— 2cos asin? aistd (tds — sdt) A df + cos asin® af(tds — sdt) A (twy + sws)
+ 2cos asin a(st — t5)(tds — sdt) A da — cos asin® a(t* + s2)daoy A (tds — sdt)

+ cos asin® a(t? + %) Bos A (tds — scit)) +8(c+ 1) sin? a(t? 4 s2)(st — t5)ds A dt,

Vs = 25(c+ 1"2)4/5( — 2cos3 astdos A da + cos® ados A (swa + twy) + 2 cos® asin ats — st)oz A df
+2cos® asinafog A (sdt — tds) + (s* + t%) cos® asin® affos A 02)
— 4(c + r?)7%/5sin? adst(twy + swa) A (tdt + sds)
+5(c+r2)71° <2 sin v cos® o ((ti + 58)03 A (twy + swo) — 20stos A (tdt + scis)>
— 2sin avcos? a(s$ + th) (twy + swa) A 3 — 2 cos asin astd (twy + sws) A da
+ 2 cos asin® au(ts — st)(twy + sw) A df + 2 cos avsin® aB(twy + swa) A (sdt — tds)

+ (52 + t?) cos arsin?

adG(twr + swa) A o3 + (s? + t2) cos asin® af(tw; + swa) A 0'2) ,

Wy = 2(c+r2) " sin? a(t? + 5?) (5(sw1 + two) A (tdt + sds) + 4(ts — st)dt A dis)
+50(c 4 )45 (— cos® a(ada + sin? aBdB) A (sds + tdt) + cos asin® a(t? + s2)SdB A da)
+10(c + 72715 (sin2 a(t? + s2)(ado + sin® afdB) A (tdt + sds) — 4 cos® a(st — is)ds A dt
+ 4sinacos a(t? + s%)(5ds + Ldt) A do — cos? ad(swi + tws) A (sds + tdt)
+ sin o cos a(t? + 5%)d(swy + twa) A da> ,

where r? = 52 4+ 1.

Moreover,

n=m7(V1 + Vg + U3 4 Uy),
where 1 and 77 are defined in Proposition 2.6.
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Finally, we turn our attention to the map 77. Asrecalled in Remark 2.7, this map is the projection
to the linear subspace A2 of the space of 2-forms on M.

Lemma A.4. In the coframe {09, 03, da, df3,wy,ws, d~s, Jt}, a basis for A% 15 given by the following
2-forms:

Al 1= —cosaog N wy —i—da/\wQ+2sinad6AJt+2008a03/\JS,

A9 1= cos oy A wo + da A wy —28inad6AJ5+2cosa03Acit,

A3 := cosaog A wi + sinadf A ws + 2 cos aoy A ds — 2da A Jt,

Ag := —cosaoz Awsy + sinadf A wy + 2cosaog A dt + 2da A dNS,

As := 5(c 4 r?) cos aos A da + 5(c + %) sin a cos aoy A df + 2w A ds + 2wy A dt,
X6 :=b(c+ 7"2) sinacosaos A df — 5(c + 1"2) cos aoy A da + wy A wy + 4dt A d~s,
A7 = 5(c+r?)sinadB A da + 5(c + 12) cos® aog A o + 2ds A wi — 2dt A ws.

Proof. Using the explicit formula for 77 given in Proposition 2.6, it is easy to verify that m7(\;) = A;
for all 4 = 1...7. We deduce that the \;s form a basis of A] as they are linearly independent and the
dimension of AJ is 7. O]

At this point, the proof of Theorem 5.12 follows easily. Indeed, we can rewrite the sum of the W,
given in Corollary A.3 as follows:

Uy + Uy + U3 + Uy =5(c+r2)~1/° (—5(0 + r?) sin avcos? afft + 1% sin® a Bt — 2sin a cos at825> AL
+5(c+ 7“2)_1/5(5(0 + r2) sin o cos? affs—r? sin® affs — 2sin a cos ozt255> Ao

+5(c+7r2)7/° <5(c + %) cos® atcr + 4 cos asin at’f + 2sin a cos asts

+ 2sin a cos as’t — 72 sin? adt) A3+ 5(c+r2)71/° < — 5(c +1?) cos® asd

2

— 4 cosasin as?é — 2sin a cos astt — 2 sin o cos at?s + 72 sin? ads) A

— 2cosZ astd (25(0 + 7'2)*1/5)\5)
+ 2 cos? ats — si) <25(C + 72)—1/5>\6)
+ 2(32 + t2) sin? o cos aB (25(0 + 7«2)—1/5/\7) )

From Corollary A.3 and Lemma A.4, we deduce the ODEs of Theorem 5.12.

APPENDIX B.

In this appendix, we study in detail the ODE (6.8). First, observe that in the chart we are
considering the orbits are 3-dimensional, hence, the derivative (&, ) can not vanish. In particular,
we can reparametrize the curve such that & = f; and deduce from (6.8) that 7 = f,. Indeed, we
recall that (6.8) can be rewritten as:

fir — face=0.
Since (&, 7) || (f1, f2), we recasted the problem into finding the integral curves of the vector field
X = (f1, f2). Observe that X makes sense on the whole strip {r > 0, € [-7/2,7/2]} and vanishes
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at (—7/2,0) or along the curve o = /2. It follows that two solutions of the ODE can only intersect
there. Moreover, {r = 0} and {a = —7/2} are solutions.
We split our analysis in 3 parts, corresponding to the different coupled signs of f; and fs:
(1) a < Be(r);
(2) ac(r) < o
(3) Be(r) < a < ac(r).

B.1. The set a < [.(r). Since in this set f; > 0 and fo < 0, starting from an initial point and
going forward in time the solution needs to decrease in r and increase in « in a monotonic way,
until it hits B.. There, 7 = 0, so, the solution intersects the curve horizontally.

If we instead go backwords in time « decreses, while r increases. Hence, the solution can either
meet the vertical line « = —7/2 at some ry > 0 or explode at infinity. However, the first instance
can not occur since the vertical line & = —7/2 is a solution of the system of ODEs as well.

B.2. The set a.(r) < «. In this case, we have f; < 0 and fo > 0, hence, if we take a point and
study the solution going backwards in time the solution needs to decrease in r and increase in «.
We deduce that it passes through the vertical line & = /2 horizontally at some g > 0. Indeed, it
does not meet {r = 0}, as the zero section is another solution of the system of ODEs. Moreover, if
we reparametrize (6.8) such that & = 1, which we can do in the complement of a., we see that the
solution is r = r(«) in this region and that dr/da = fao/fi < 0. Since fa/fi — 0 as o — 7/2, each
solution tends to the vertical line horizontally, and hence, they can not intersect there.

If we go forward in time, we either have r — oo or we pass through «, vertically. Under the same
reparametrization as before, we deduce that the solutions r(«) with initial conditions along the line
{a = arcsin(—1/4)} can not explode and they need to intersect a.. Moreover, each point of a, can
be reached by such a solution.

B.3. The set (.(r) < a < ac(r). As before, we pick a point and we see what happens to the
solution going forwards and backwards in time. From the fact that fi, fo > 0, there are only two
possibilities forward in time: we either have r — 400 as a — arcsin(—1/4) or we meet «, vertically.
The latter case will not happen, otherwise, we would have a solution with a cuspid singularity.

If we go backwards in time, we either intersect o, 8. or (—m/2,0). It is obvious that there
are solutions intersecting a,. and B.. In order to prove the existence of the last case, consider the
segment given by an horizontal line restricted to this set. Let K, be the subset from which the
solutions will meet o, backwards in time, and let Kz, the one relative to 3.. It is easy to show
that these subsets are disjoint connected open subintervals arbitrarily close to each other, using
continuity of the initial data. As this can not cover the starting interval we conclude.
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