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NEW EXAMPLES OF G2-STRUCTURES WITH DIVERGENCE-FREE TORSION

AGUSTIN GARRONE

ABSTRACT. Interest in Riemannian manifolds with holonomy equal to the exceptional Lie group G2 have
spurred extensive research in geometric flows of Ga-structures defined on seven-dimensional manifolds
in recent years. Among many possible geometric flows, the so-called isometric flow has the distinctive
feature of preserving the underlying metric induced by that Ga-structure, so it can be used to evolve a
Ga-structure to one with the smallest possible torsion in a given metric class. This flow is built upon
the divergence of the full torsion tensor of the flowing Ga-structures in such a way that its critical points
are precisely Ga-structures with divergence-free torsion. In this article we study three large families of
pairwise non-equivalent non-closed left-invariant Ga-structures defined on simply connected solvable Lie
groups previously studied in [16] and compute the divergence of their full torsion tensor, obtaining that
it is identically zero in all cases.
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1. INTRODUCTION

A Ga-structure on a 7-dimensional smooth manifold is a positive smooth 3-form ¢ € Q3(M), by which
we mean that for all p e M it can be written as

(1) ©Op = 6127 + 6347 + 6567 + 6135 _ 6146 _ 6236 _ 6245

with respect to an ordered basis {e1,---,e7} of T,M. The existence of a Ga-structure imposes several
topological restrictions on M beyond dimension, for example that M be orientable and spin ([17], [I4], [3],
or [11l Proposition 10.1.6]). Notably, they are non-trivially related to the exceptional Lie group Ga, the
normed algebra of the octonions, generalizations of vector cross products, and even theoretical physics
(most notably, M-theory); for a non-exhaustive review of these features, see [7], [6], [I7, Section 2], [1],
and [8 Section 1].

A striking result of Ga-geometry is that a Ga-structure naturally determines a Riemannian metric g
and a volume form vol in M; see Section[Zl In particular, they induce a Hodge star operator * : QF (M) —
Q7=*(M), 0 < k < 7. This induced Riemannian structure allows us to consider the Levi-Civita derivative
Vi of p, which is an interesting object in its own right. Of special interest is the torsion-free case, which is
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characterized by the condition Vi = 0. Torsion-free Ga-structures are important for a variety of reasons,
which include that the holonomy of M with respect to g is contained in Go precisely when Vo = 0 (see
[11, Proposition 10.1.3]), which in turn is relevant because of the famous Berger’s classification theorem
(see [2]). Historically, torsion-free Ga-structures with holonomy equal to Gy were thought to be non-
existent for decades until the first non-compact and compact examples were found respectively by R.
Bryant in 1987 (see [3]) and D. Joyce in 1996 (see [11]). Since then, geometric flows techniques have
become a feature in the pursuit of new examples. Different geometric flows of Go-structures have been
studied, notably the Laplacian flow of closed Ga-structures (i.e., such that dp = 0) (see [4]) and the
Laplacian coflow of coclosed Ga-structures (i.e., such that d* ¢ = 0) (see [15]). The most relevant flow to
us is the isometric flow, first defined by S. Grigorian (see [9] and [10]) and independently by S. Dwivedi,
P. Giannotis, and S. Karigiannis (see [5]), which is governed by the equation
Ip(t)

(2) BT taiv () (*p(t)).

Several notions are introduced in equation (2)):
e The map ¢, called contraction, simply given by tx(n)(Y,Z, W) = n(X,Y,Z, W) for a 4-form
ne QY(M) and vector fields X, Y, Z, W € X(M).

e The full torsion tensor T of ¢, which is the only smooth tensor field of type (1,1) on M such
that (see Section [2I).

(3) Vxp =1rx)(xp), X €X(M).
e The divergence of T, which is the smooth vector field divT given by

7
(4) g(divT, E;) = > (Ve,T)(Ei, Ej),
i=1
where {E; |1 <i < 7} is an arbitrary local orthonormal frame of (M, g).

It is clear that that Ga-structures such that divT = 0 are critical points of (2]); such structures are said
to have divergence-free full torsion tensor, or divergence-free torsion for short.

The main motivation behind this article is to find new examples of Gs-structures with divergence-
free full torsion tensor. Our research led us to left-invariant Gs-structures defined on simply connected
solvable Lie groups G 4 g ¢, introduced in Section B] whose definition depends on the choice of a triple A,
B, C € sl(4,R) of pairwise-commuting 4 x 4 matrices. Recall from [16] that these groups admit lattices
when A, B, C' are chosen to be linearly independent, so there are compact versions of the examples. Three
broad families of triples are considered: the skew-symmetric case, in which A, B, C € sl(4,R) are skew-
symmetric; the diagonal case, in which A, B, C € sl(4,R) are diagonal (which is proven to be equivalent
to the symmetric case, see Proposition B.1)); and the antidiagonal case, in which A, B, C € sl(4,R) are
antidiagonal (see equation (70)). These three cases are non-equivalent under mild restrictions on A, B,
C, as computations regarding the Ricci operator of the underlying Riemannian structure of (ga p.c,®)
readily show (see Propostion BI2)). The main result can be stated as follows:

Theorem 1.1. Left-invariant Ga-structures given by (d) defined on Lie groups Ga pc with A, B,
C € sl(4,R) pairwise-commuting 4 x 4 real matrices that are all skew-symmetric, all symmetric, or all
antidiagonal have a divergence-free full torsion tensor T'; furthermore, those Go-structures are non-closed
and pairwise non-equivalent under mild restrictions on A, B, and C'.

2. G9-STRUCTURES AND THEIR GEOMETRY

2.1. Definitions. A smooth 3-form ¢ defined on a 7-dimensional differentiable manifold M is called a
Go-structure if it is positive; that is, if at every point p € M it can be written as

(5) ©p = 6127 + 6347 + 6567 + 6135 _ 6146 _ 6236 _ 6245

with respect to an ordered basis {ej,---,e7} of T,M. Note that this definition is slightly different but
equivalent to other more frequently used alternatives (e.g., [3], [, [13], [I4], among others). Two Go-
structures (M, ) and (M, ¢’) are said to be equivalent if there is a diffecomorphism f : M — M’ such
that p = f*¢’; such a map is called an equivalence.
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One of the most astounding and well-known facts about Ga-structures is that they canonically induce
a Riemannian metric g and a volume form vol by

(6) g9(X,Y)vol = %Lx(go) Ay(p) np, XY e X(M);

here, the map ¢ is simply defined as tx (p)(W, Z) := (X, W, Z) for W, Z € X(M). A proof of this can be
found in [I2, Proposition 2.3.1]. This induces a Hodge star operator * : QF(M) — Q7 *(M), 0 < k < 7,
on M; in particular, it allows us to define the dual 4-form of ¢, ¥ := *xp, which can readily be shown to
satisty

(7) Wy = 3456 | 1256 | o1234 _ (2467 4 (2357 1457 | 1367

with respect to the ordered basis {ey, - -, e7}.

Some of the most important aspects of the geometry that can be done in presence of Gg-structures
are encoded in the torsion forms, which are the unique differential forms 7; € Q*(M) with i = 0, 1, 2, 3
such that

(8) dp =100 + 311 A p+*T3, dip =41 A Y+ *Ty;
this is proven in [I3] Theorem 2.3] and in [4, Proposition 1]. Equivalently, we have
(9) T =3*(donp), T=—15*(xdpAp),
o= —xdp +4x (11 AY), T3 =xdp—Top — 3 (11 A P);

see [20] or [19] for a careful derivation of this equivalence. The vanishing of some torsion forms determines
different kinds of Go-structures, for example:

e dp =0 if and only if 79 = 7 = 73 = 0, in which case we say ¢ is closed.

e dy =0 if and only if 4 = 79 = 0, in which case we say ¢ is coclosed.

e dp =0and dy =0if and only if 7; = 0 for all i = 0, 1, 2, 3, in which case we say ¢ is torsion-free.

Recall that the torsion of a Ga-structure is Vi, the covariant derivative of ¢ with respect to the metric

g induced by . Tt can be shown that there is a tensor field T e TV (M) such that
(10) Vxe=1px)(¥), XeX(M)
we refer to [14, Theorem 4.44] for a proof. We call T the full torsion tensor of ¢. As the name suggests,
T is directly related to the torsion forms 7; € Qi(M), i = 0, 1, 2, 3, as it can be shown that
(11) T(X,Y) = iTog(X, Y)— it (p)(X,Y) — %TQ(X,Y) —m7(X,)Y), X, YeX(M),
where ¢, (¢) is the contraction of ¢ by the smooth vector field 7 uniquely determined by the condition
(12) g(%laX):Tl(X)v X,EX(M),
which is called 71 by abuse of language, and 727 is the symmetric 2-tensor given by
(13) Tor(X,Y) :=*(tx(p) Aty (@) AnT3), X, Y eX(M);

a proof can be found in [I3], Theorem 2.27]. We see that a Ga-structure is torsion-free if and only if
T = 0, which is also equivalent to V¢ = 0. This is often called Ferndndez-Gray theorem; see [6].

Interest in torsion-free Go-structures is widespread, as these structures have many desirable properties,
among them having holonomy contained in the exceptional Lie group Go and being Ricci-flat (see [11
Propositions 10.1.3 and 10.1.5]), and are of historical relevance, as the famous Berger’s classification
theorem points out (see [2]). Geometric flows techniques have been introduced in this area of research,
most notably in [3] and in [I5]. Of special relevance to us is the isometric flow, first defined by S.
Grigorian (see [9] and [10]) and independently by S. Dwivedi, P. Giannotis, and S. Karigiannis (see [3]),
which is governed by the equation

dp(t)

(14) ot = ldiv T(t)(w(t))§
here the divergence divT of the full torsion tensor T is the vector field defined as
7
(15) g(Aiv T, Ej) = 3 (Ve T)(E;, Ej),
i=1

where {E; |1 < i < 7} is an arbitrary local orthonormal frame with respect to the induced metric g. It is
clear that Ge-structures such that divT = 0 are critical points of (Id)); such structures are said to have
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divergence-free full torsion tensor, or divergence-free torsion for short. It is known from [9, Theorem 4.3]
that divT = 0 if dp = 0. The Gg-structures considered in this article are non-closed in general.

2.2. Left-invariant structures. We will restrict our attention to left-invariant Go-structures defined
on Lie groups G, for it is usual to come across simpler formulas in this setting. An important observation
in this regard is that VxY € Lie(G) for all X, Y € Lie(G), which in turn allows us to write the Koszul
formula for the Levi-Civita connection as

(16) 9(VxY,Z) = 5 (9(IX,Y], Z) - g([Y, Z], X) + 9([Z, X].Y)), X,Y,Z € Lie(G).
It is natural then to consider the map U : Lie(G) x Lie(G) — Lie(G) determined by
(17) g(U(X,Y),2) = 5 (9([Z2. X].Y) — g([Y. 2], X)), X.Y,Z € Lie(G).

Note in particular that U(X,Y) = U(Y, X) for all X, Y € Lie(G). In terms of this map, equation (8]
can be written more simply as

(18) vxY = BY L U(X)Y), XY e Lie(G);

equation ([I8) will come in handy. It is worth mentioning that U is identically zero when the metric g is
bi-invariant; that is, g is both left and right-invariant.

Turning again to Ge-structures, we first recall that two left-invariant Ga-structures (G, ¢) and (G', ¢')
defined on Lie groups G and G’ are called equivariantly equivalent if there is a Lie group isomorphism
f: G — G’ such that f*¢’ = ¢; such a map is called an equivariant equivalence. We also recall that any
3-form defined on the Lie algebra Lie(G) of a Lie group G by

(19) o = 127 3T | (BT | o135 l46 (236 245 ¢ A3(Lio(()¥),

with respect to some ordered basis {e1, - -, e7} on Lie(G) gives rise to a left-invariant Ga-structure on G,
typically denoted by the same name; moreover, ¢ induces on Lie(G) an inner product {-, -) and a volume
form vol on Lie(G) given by a formula akin to (@), which can in turn be extended to corresponding left-
invariant structures on the Lie group G. Similar considerations apply to other Gs-related paraphernalia,
most importantly the full torsion tensor T, whose divergence satisfies

(20) <d1V(T)7 ej> = - Z T(vfiieia ej) - Z T(eia vfiiej)

1<i<7 1<i<7
when restricted to Lie(G), where {e1,---,er} is an ordered orthonormal basis of Lie(G). This prompts
us to work entirely at the Lie algebra level.

3. G2-STRUCTURE OVER THE LIE ALGEBRAS g4 B.C

3.1. Definitions and remarks. Let A, B, C € sl(4,R) be pairwise-commuting 4 x 4 real matrices. Over
a real seven-dimensional vector space with basis {e1, - -, e7}, which we denote g4 g ¢, we put

(21) a:=span{ej, ez, er}, n:=spanfes,eq,es,eq},

and define a bilinear, anticommutative product [-,-] : ga,B.c X 94,8,c — 94,B,c by setting [a,a] = 0,
[n,n] =0, and

(22) [e7,v] = Av, [e1,v] = Bv, [e2,v] =Cv

for all v € n, so as to make (ga,B,c, [, ]) a real 7-dimensional Lie algebra.

These algebras were first defined in [16], and they constitute a generalization of almost abelian Lie
algebras. Note that the Jacobi condition is actually equivalent to the fact that A, B, C are pairwise-
commuting. By definition, a = span{ej, es, e7} is an abelian subalgebra and n = span{es, e4, €5, €6} is
an abelian ideal of g4, B,c; furthermore, it is readily verified that n is the nilradical of g4 p,c only if no
linear combination of A, B, C is a nilpotent matrix. For all choices of A, B, C' we have that ga p ¢ is
a solvable Lie algebra and, as a consequence of tracelessness, that ga p,c is unimodular. These last two
facts are exploited in [I6] to determine equivalence classes among left-invariant Go-structures defined on
Lie groups whose Lie algebra is isomorphic to ga,,c, and we will use this result to establish that there
are many non-equivalent examples of Ga-structures with divergence-free full torsion tensor defined on
g4.B,c, or equivalently, left-invariant Go-structures with divergence-free full torsion tensor defined on the
simply connected Lie group G 4,p,c such that its Lie algebra equals g4 B.c.
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Under the further restriction that A, B, C € sl(4,R) are linearly independent and that they simul-
taneously diagonalize over R, in which case we call the triple compatible, all Lie algebras ga,p,c are
isomorphic to each other, and the corresponding Lie groups G 4,p,c are isomorphic to G5, the only com-
pletely solvable unimodular Lie group in the classification appearing in [I8]. More on this topic as well
as their relation to Ga-structures can be found in [I6]. We will not be dealing with compatible triples in
the rest of this article.

We consider over g4 p,c the Ge-structure defined with respect to the basis {eq,- -, er} as

(23) @ = 12T 4 AT | 56T 4 o135 16 (236 245 ¢ AS(Q;,B,C)’
which, as we know, induces an inner product {-,-) and a volume form vol on g g ¢ according to

(24) g(X,Y)vol = 2ix(9) Awy(p) Ay, XY €gapc.

These definitions ensure that {e1,---,e7} is orthonormal with respect to {-,-), as well as a and n are
orthogonal complements to each other. Accordingly, this structure induces a Hodge star operator = :
A¥ (g% 5 o) = AT*(g% 5 o), which in turn allows us to define the dual 4-form ¢ := ¢ as

(25) w = 63456 + 61256 + 61234 _ 62467 + 62357 + 61457 + 61367.

3.2. Formulas for the torsion forms. In order to simplify future formulas and calculations, we intro-
duce the 2-forms on g4 p,c given by

(26) wr =3 4 e W =63 ety = 30 e

(27) Tri=e3 — e, @ i=eP 60, @y = —e30 4 0.

We interpret the 2-forms given by equations ([26) and (7)) as elements of A%(n*). We now list some
immediate properties of these 2-forms in the following result for future reference. We call g,, vol,, and
*, the metric, volume form, and Hodge star operator induced on n by the corresponding structures in

9A,B,C-

Lemma 3.1. Let n = span{es, eq, 5, €6} be the nilpotent ideal of 94, B,c, and let wr, w1, we, Wy, W1, and
Wo € A%2(n*) be given as in equations [26) and @27). Then

() g =e?" +wr A e’ +wy A el +wa A e

(i) ¥ = €35 1wy A el2 +wp A e —wy A el

)

(ili) *pw; = w; and *,w; = —w; fori,j=1,2,7.

(iv) wiAwj =w; AW; =W; Aw; =0 for all i # j.

(v) the following equations hold:
(28) Wi AWr =wWw1 AWl = wy Awg = 2e3496,
(29) Wy AW7r =W AW =W A W = — 23456,
(vi) the following equations hold:
(30) 634 _ 57-50.)77 635 _ 51-2%(411, 636 _ _wz-zmg7
(31) 645 _ UQEUJQ7 646 — 51;&11, 656 _ _57;&)7'

(vil) B = {07, w1, W2, wr,wi,wa} is an orthogonal basis of A%(n*) with respect to the metric induced by
Gn, with every element having norm equal to v/2.

Let 0 : 5I(4,R) — End(A%(n*)) denote the natural representation of sl(4,R) on A%(n*), given by

(32) @D)n)(:-) := =n(D-,-) = n(-, D).
5



It is clear from the definition that §(M)e’ = — 2523 m;jel, where M € sl(4, R) is a matrix with coefficients
[mij;], ¢,7 = 3,4,5,6. Moreover,

(33) O(M)wy := — (m33 + mas)e>* + (mez — mus)e® — (mag + mss)e
+ (meg + mas)e®® + (msg — msa)e?® — (mss + meg) e,

(34) O(M)wy := — (mss + me3)e>* — (maz — ms5)e® + (maz — msg) e
+ (mes — maa)e®® + (mag + meg)e?® + (mus + mag)e®,

(35) O(M)ws := (mes — ms3)e>* + (maz + mes)e>® + (maz + meg)e°

+ (m44 + m55)e45 + (m56 + m54)e46 + (m35 — m46)e56;

see [22, Remark 2.8]. We recall the following result.

Proposition 3.2. [22] Theorems 2.3 and 2.4] For each set of pairwise-commuting matrices A, B, C €
5[(4,R), the following formulas hold in (ga.B,c,¢):

(36) dp = (0(B)wr — 0(A)wi) A e'” + (0(Chwr — O(A)wa) A €27 + (0(B)wa — 0(C)wy) A e,

(37)  xdp = (0(BT)wr — O(AT)w1) A €2 — ((CT)wr — O(AT)wa) A el — (B(BT)wy — H(CT)wi) A e,
(38) dip = (0(A)wr + 0(B)wy + 0(C)ws) A e'?7,

(39) *di) = — (0(AT)wr + 0(BT w1 + 0(CT)ws) .

Remark 3.3. The formulas in Proposition B:2] show that the Gg-structures (ga,p.c, ) are neither closed
nor coclosed in general. In fact, (ga,5,c,¢) is closed if and only if

(40) 0(B)wr = 0(A)w1, O(Cwr =0(A)wa, 0O(B)ws = 0(Cwy,

and (ga,B.c, ) is coclosed if and only if

(41) O(A)wr + 0(B)ws + 0(Cws = 0.

PropositionB.2 can be used to give explicit formulas for the torsion forms 79, 71, 72, and 73 of (g4,5,¢, ¥)
in terms of the action of 6 via equations ([@). This has been done in [22] Proposition 2.7] with the help of
equations (B3)) to ([B)); we recall the ugly-looking resulf(]

Proposition 3.4. [22], Proposition 2.7] For each set of pairwise-commuting matrices A = [a;;], B = [bi;],
C = [cij] € sl(4,R) for i, j € {3,4,5,6}, the following formulas hold in (ga,B,c,¥):

(42) 7o = 2(a46 — ags + ass — ass + bss — bss + bea — bag + €54 — Ca5 + Co3 — C36),

1 1
T1 = — 15(a36 — @3 + A45 — G54 + C56 — Co5 + C34 — Ca3)e

%(%4 — a4 + ass — as3 + bag — bas + bes — bsg)e”

—
N
w

S—

\
|~

L (bes — bz + bsa — bas + cag — Coa + C53 — C35)e”

12

(44) Ty = bas — bsa + b3g — bgg + ¢35 — €53 + Ca — Cap)e

s — A6 + azs — asz + bes — bsg + baz — bza)e'”

27
as4 — Q45 + a3 — a36 + Co5 — C56 + C43 — C34)€

—3az3 — 3a4q + 2c46 — 2¢35 — 2bys — 2bze — c53 + o4 — bez — ba)e>?

—2as54 + 2a3¢ + 2¢56 + 2¢34 + ag3 — Qa5 + Ce5 + ca3 — 3bss — 3()33)635

3

[=2]

—2a64 — 2a35 — 2bgs + 2b3s — a4 — as3 — bse + baz — 3cas — 3cs5)e

)
aga + ass + bgs — bzs + 2a46 + 2a53 + 2bs6 — 2bs3 + 3¢5 + 3044)645
) 46

—as4 + a3¢ + 56 + €34 + 2a63 — 2a45 + 2¢e5 + 2¢43 — 3bzz — 3bss)e

+ + + + + + + +
Wl Wl Wl W= W= Wl Wl W= Wl =
— /\ — /\ /\ /\ —~ o~ —~ N

3a33 + 3a44 — C46 + C35 + bas + b3g + 2¢53 — 2¢64 + 2bg3 + 2()54)656,

IThere is no explicit formula for the torsion form 73 in [22] Proposition 2.7], although clear guidelines for obtaining it
are given; we have 73 following those with the help of symbolic and numeric computing software.
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127

—
N
S5

S~—

&

|

as6 + Cs4 + a34 — C36 — Qs + C63 — 43 — C45 + bea + b3s — bs3 — bag) €

bes — bag + bsg + b3a — s + as3 — 3a4e + 3azs — c33 — cag) €

Basg + 554 + Dass — Hesg + 2a65 — 2¢63 + 2a43 + 2¢45 — 2bgs — 2b35 + 2b53 + 2b46) 135

bes + bas — bsa + b3g — 53 — Ca6 — 3Coa — 3C35 + Az + aaq) €

bes — bas + bsa — bze — 3c53 — 3cag — Coa — C35 + daqs + dass) e

2a56 + 2¢54 + 2a34 — 2¢36 + Dags — Dcg3 + Daaz + Heas + 2bgq + 2b35 — 2b53 — 2b46) 146

bes + baz — bsg — baa — 3aea + 3asz — ass + azs — dcaa — dess) €O

Cs56 + Ca3 + Ce5 — C34 + ag3 + G54 + 3a4s + 3aze — 4bzz — 4()44) 234

bes — bas — 3bsa + 3bag + 53 + a6 — Coa — C35 + dass + dass) €3

Base + 2¢54 + 2a34 — 2¢36 — 2065 + 2¢63 + Dagz — 2¢45 + 2bga + 2b35 + Hbsz + 5b46) 245

3bes — 3bas — bsa + bze — 53 — Ca6 + Coa + C35 + dass + dass) e*1°

C56 — C43 — Co5 + C34 + 3ag3 + 3ass + ags + ase — 4bay — 4bzs) €6

2a56 + 2¢54 + 2a34 + He3g — 2a65 + 2¢63 — 2a43 + Heas + 2bgs — Hbys — 2bs3 + 5b46) 347

bgs + bas + 3bsg + 3b3g + aga — as3 — asg + ass + 4esz + 4055) 357

367
C56 — C43 + 3Ce5 — 3C34 — Q63 — A54 + Q45 + Az — 4bss — 4bys) €

3cs6 + 3ca3 — Co5 + €34 — Gg3 — Q54 + Gus + azg + 4bag + 4bss) € 457

3bgs — 3baz — bse — bsa + ags — asz — ass + ags — 4ess — dess) %7

B e L e L Lt Ll | Lo L e | | e L L L e e Ll Lol | N o \Ill\-’)

(
(=
(
(=
(
(
(
(=
(
(—2as56 — 2¢54 + Basy + 2¢36 — bags — 2¢63 + 2a43 + 245 + Hbea + Sbss + 2bs3 + 2byg) €230
(=
(
(
(
(
(
(=
(=
(

2a56 — Dy + 2a34 — 2¢36 — 2065 — DCg3 — 2a43 — 2¢45 — Dbea + 2b35 + Hbsz — 2b46) 207,

The next result is a straightforward application of () of Lemma Bl where we put

(46) ki := —15(ass — ags + aas — as4 + s — Cos5 + C34 — Ca3),
(47) kg := —(ass — ass + ass — ass + bag — bsa + bes — bse),
(48) k7 := —15(bes — bss + bsa — bas + cag — Coa + C53 — C35).

so that 7 = kel + kqoe? + kre”.

Corollary 3.5. For each set of pairwise-commuting matrices A, B, C € sl(4,R), the following formula
holds in (ga.B,c,¢):

(49) b (@) = k1 (€% 4+ w1) + ko(—e'™ + wy) + kr(e? + wr).
Remark 3.6. We note for future reference that Proposition 34 and Corollary 3.5 imply that

12 17 27 34 .35 36 _45 _46 _56
try (), T2 € span{e e’ e e’ e, e’ ™ e ™"}

)

as well as

T3 € span{6127, 6134, 6135, 6136, 6145, 6146, 6156, 6234, 6235, 6236, 6245, 6246, 6256, 6347, 6357, 6367, 6457, 6467, 6567}.

3.3. Auxiliary formulas. The following technical results aim to provide a better understanding of the
symmetric 2-tensor 7o7. All of them can be established by straightforward computations. We assume
only that A, B, C € sl(4,R) are pairwise-commuting and that ¢ is given as in equation (23).



Lemma 3.7.

(50)

(52)

(53)

(55)

Corollary 3.8. Define
127 134

Sy :=spanfe =" e " e
&y = span{e!?t, 130 (145
&5 := span{el?7, ¢135 136

le; (90) =

ey ((P) A le; ((P) =

ley (‘P) A Le; (‘P) = {

ter (9) A te; () =

~

%Le]‘ () A Le; (©)

Lej (90) A Le(gfj) (90)

{

The following formulas hold in (g4 B,c,¥):

2T 4 e —ef6 =1,
—elT — 36 5 9
el —el® 4% j=3.
—e37 4 el6 4 25 j =4.
eS7 el —e? j=05.
—ePT — M 2 =,
el + et 40 j=1.
(41257 _ 3457 | 2356 _ (1456 _ 3
— 1267 4 1356 | 3467 | 02456 ;i _ 4
1237 | 3567 | 2345 _ (1346 _ 5
1247 4 1345 _ (4567 | 2346 _
— 1267 | (3467 _ 1356 _ (2456 ;i _ 3
1257 | 2356 | 3457 _ 1456 _ 4
1247 _ 2346 _ 4567 _ (1345 5 _ 5
1237 _ 3567 _ 1346 4 (2345 _
12T _ 1345 | 2346 | 4567 5 _ 3
—e123T 4 o346 | (2345 _ 3567 ;i _ 4
41267 4 3467 | 1356 _ 02456 5 _ 5
1257 _ 3457 _ 1456 _ (2356 ;i _ g
45T _ 2467 4 1256 5 _ 3
1367 4 2357 4 1256 5 _
1367 _ 2467 4 01234 5 _ 5
45T 4 2857 4 1284 5 _ g,
23T 4 1246 | (2567 | (1235 5 _ 3 ¢
23T _ 1246 | 02567 _ (1235 i _ 4 5
156 234 (235 (236 245 246 256 (347 357
U6 (256 (357 367 457 6467}7
235 (236 245 246 256 (34T 367 457 6567}_

The following formulas hold in (94, B,c,¢) for all x1 € 61, x2 € G2, and x3 € G3:

(56)
(57)

(58)

ley, (SD) A le; (90) ANX1 = 0,

Len () A Le, () A X2 =0,

k=1,2,

Len, (P) A be(o—m) () Axs =0,

7,

3<i<6,

3<n<6,

m <[ <6,

367 6457

)

, €

467 567
76 }7

Following the definition of 797 given in equation (I3)), the next result is an immediate consequence of
Remark and equation (B0) from Corollary B.8

Corollary 3.9. The following formulas hold in (ga.B,c,¢):
Tor(eg,e;) =0 forallk =1,2,7 and 3 <1i <6,

(59)
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3.4. Formulas for the Levi-Civita connection and the Ricci operator. We now turn to the goal
of finding the Levi-Civita connection of the underlying Riemannian structure in (ga,g,c,¢). Special
notation is to be introduced in order to state the result more briefly:

e Given Z € a of the form Z = A\ e; + Ay es + A7 e7 for some A1, A2, A7 € R, we define
(60) Mz =M B+ XC+ M\ A.

Note that if Z € a and W € n then [Z, W] = MzW.
e We call S(M) and A(M) the symmetric and antisymmetric parts of a matrix M € gl(4,R)
respectively; that is,

(61) S(M) := MEMT - A(M) = MMT
e We define
(62) D' = Boy + Copa + A5l7,

where §;; is the Kronecker delta and A, B, C € sl(4, R) are the matrices appearing in the definition
of ga,B,c. Note that we are not performing a summation over the index .

Proposition 3.10. Let A, B, C € sl(4,R) be pairwise-commuting. The Levi-Civita connection V of the
underlying Riemannian structure in (g4, B.c,p) S given by

0 Xea Yea
_ A(Mx)Y Xea Yen
(63) VXY = _S(My)X XenYea

21:1,2,7<S(DZ)X7 Yyee, Xen, Yen

Proof. We consider four separate cases.

Let X, Y € a. Then [X,Y] = 0, as a is an abelian subalgebra. Therefore, equation (7)) implies
that U(X,Y) has no components in a. In addition, U(X,Y’) has no components in n, for if Z € n then
[Z,X]enand [Z,Y] € n because n is an ideal, and then

2W(X,Y), Z)={2,X].Y)+(Z.Y],X) =0,

where the last equality holds because a and n are orthogonal complements in g4 g . Thus, equation
([I8) implies that VxY =01if X, Y € a.

Let X € a and Y € n. As equation (I8) implies that VxY = % + U(X,Y), it suffices to show
that U(X,Y) = —M’;‘Y. To such end, let W € a and Z € n be arbitrary. Note that [W, X] = 0 and
[Z,Y] = 0 because both a and n are abelian. In addition, as [W,Y] € n for n is an ideal, it follows that
{(W,Y],X)> = 0 due to a and n being orthogonal complements in g4 g c. Thus, equation (I7) implies
that

2UXY), W) =L[W, X].Y) +L{[W, Y], X) = 0;
this establishes that U(X,Y) € n. Furthermore, as [Z, X| = —Mx Z, the same equations show that
2U(X,Y), Z) ={[2,X].Y) +{[2,Y], X) = (MxZ,Y) = — (MY, Z).
We can write the last equality (U(X,Y),Z) = —w.
U(X,Y) = - MY
Let X enand Y € a. From the torsion-free property of V and the previous paragraph, we see that
ViV = Vy X + [X,Y] = AMy)X — My X = —S(My)X.

Let X,Y en. Then [X,Y] = 0, as n is abelian. Therefore, equation (7)) implies that U(X,Y) has no
components in n. Let Z € a, e.g. Z = e7. We see from equation (7)) that

2U(X,Y),e7) = ([er, X],Y) + ([er, Y], X) = (AX, Y) + (AY, X)) = (A + AT) X, V);
i.e., that (U(X,Y),er) = (S(A)X,Y). Doing the same for Z = e; y Z = ez, we find that
UX,)Y)=(S(B)X,Y)e1 +(S(C)X,Y)ea +(S(A)X,Y)er. O

Combining the last two results, we get

Remark 3.11. A similar result to PropositionB.10]is valid in any Lie algebra g that splits as an orthogonal
direct sum a @ n with respect to an inner product (-, -», where a is an abelian subalgebra and n is an
abelian ideal.
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We recall the following result for further reference.

Proposition 3.12. |22 Section 2.5] Let A, B, C € sl(4,R) be pairwise-commuting. The Ricci operator
Ric: ga,B.c — 9a.B,c of the underlying Riemannian structure in (ga.p,c,p) is given by

(64) Riclaxn = 0,
(65) Ric|yxn = ([A AT] + [B,BT] + [C,CT]),

tr(S 2) tr(S(A ) ) tr(S(A)C)
(66) Riclaxa = — | tr(S(A)B) tr(S ) tr(S(B)C)

tr(S(A)C) tr(S(B)C) tr(S(C)?%)

3.5. Formula for the divergence of the torsion. Remark [3.6] Corollary 3.9] and Proposition [3.10]
allow us to give a simple expression for the divergence of the full torsion tensor of (ga.5,c, ), given by

equation (20)).
Theorem 3.13. Let A, B, C € sl(4,R) be pairwise-commuting. The divergence div(T') of the full torsion
tensor T of (94,B,c,¢) satisfies

(67) <d1V(T) e > _ 23<n<6( )nnT27(eﬂ7 en) + Z3<Z7ﬁl<6 S(Dj)il7—27(ei7 el) J=127,
Y 0 3<j <6,

with D7 as in equation (G2).

Proof. Recall from equation (20) that

(div(T),e5) = = Y T(Veeie;) = Y, T(ei, Veey).

1<i<7 1<i<7

We claim that Proposition B.I0land A, B, C' being traceless ensure that the first term is identically zero.
Indeed, for 1 < j < 7, we have

Z T(Ve,ei,e5) = Z T(Ve.ei,€e5) = Z T( Z <S(Dk)ei,ei>ek,ej>

1<i<T 3<i<6 3<i<6  \k=12,7
= > D S(DF)uT(ene;) = D, tr(S(D¥)T(ex,e;)
3<i<6 k=1,2,7 k=1,2,7
= Z tr(D*)T (ex, ;) = 0-T(ex,e;) =0.

k=1,2,7 k=1,2
On the other hand, Proposition [B.10] ensures that for j = 1,2,7 we have
(D7

D) T(eiVees) = Y TleiVee;)=— Y Tlei,S(D)e;) == Y S(D)aT(ese)

7

1<i<7 3<i<6 3<i<6 3<,l<6
= > (D)nT(enen) + > S(D))uT(es ),
3<n<6 3<i#I<6

whereas for 3 < j < 6 we have

D) TleinVees) = Y, Tlei, ADYes) + Y, T | e <S(Dk)6ia6j>6k>
1<i<7 i=1,2,7 3<i<6 k=1,2,7
= T(e;, A(D")e;) + S(D*)i;T(ei er)
i=1,2,7 3<i<6 k=1,2,7

> <T(ek,A(Dk)ej) + S(Dk)ijT(ei,ek)> .

k=1,2,7

IS

IS

3<i<6
Let us recall now equation ([[I]), which states that
(68) T(u,v) = %Tog(u,v) =t (0)(u,v) — %TQ(U, v) — 1o7(u,v), u,VEgaBC,

and equation (I3]) defining the symmetric 2-tensor 7o7. When u = v = e, for 3 < n < 6 we find that the
first term in equation (G8]) is 72 because {e; |1 < j < 7} is chosen to be an orthonormal basis, and that
10



the second and third terms are zero because they are skew-symmetric, but the last term is non-zero in
general; moreover, given that ZK”@(DJ)M%O = 0 because of tracelessness of D = A, B, C, we have
that

(D)unT (enen) = = Y (D )un7ar(en, en).

3<n<6 3<n<6

Similarly, when v = e; and v = ¢; for 3 < i # [ < 6, we find that the first term in equation (G8) is
zero because {e; |1 < j < 7} is chosen to be an orthonormal basis; moreover, the fact that S(D7); is
symmetric in the indices ¢ and ! while the second and third terms in equation (G8) are skew-symmetric
entails that

Z S(D)gT(es,e1) = — Z S(D?)utar(es, e1).

3<i#I<6 3<i#I<6

We can then summarize the findings of the last paragraph as

(div(T),e;) = — Z (D7) 27 (€n, €n) + Z S(D?)arer(es,er) for j=1,2,7.

3<n<6 3<i#l<6

On the other hand, when u = e; and v = e for 3 < i < 6 and k = 1,2,7 we find that the first
term in equation (68)) is zero because {e; |1 < j < 7} is chosen to be an orthonormal basis, the second
and third terms are zero because of Remark [B.6] and the last term is zero because of Remark and
Corollary 3.9 This means that T'(e;,ex) = 0 for 3 <4 < 6 and k = 1,2, 7; moreover, it also implies that
T(ex, A(D*)e;) = 0 for k = 1,2,7 and 3 < j < 6, for A(D¥)e; € n = span{es, -, eg} and T is bilinear.
Therefore, for 3 < j < 6 we have

T(e;,Ve,e;) = <T(ek, A(DMej) + > S(DF)iT (e, ek)> =0,
1<i<7 k=1,2,7 3<1<6
and thus,
div(T),e;y =0 for 3 <j<6. O

Equation (@1 reveals that in order to have an explicit formula for div(7T") we only need to compute
(69) Tor(en,en) for 3<n <6, mor(e;,e) for 3 <i##j<6,

a task rendered possible by equation ({@H). It appears that little gain is made in performing such amount
of computations in this general context, so we omit it. It remains unclear how to characterize when the
full torsion tensor T is divergence-free in terms of conditions on the coefficients of A, B, and C, and
even more so which of those conditions lead to non-equivalent Go-structures. Going forward, we will
restrict ourselves to the three broad cases that proved tractable: The case in which A, B, C are all
skew-symmetric, the case in which A, B, C are all diagonal (which turns out to be equivalent to the
symmetric case, see Proposition [5]), and the case in which A, B, C are all antidiagonal. Recall that a
matrix D = [d;;] for 3 < 4,7 < 6 is called antidiagonal if it is of the form

0 0 0 dsg
0 0 dgs O
(70) D:<0d5430>-

des 0 0 O

Generally speaking, these cases are indeed non-equivalent as a consequence of Proposition B.12] for we
have the following:

e In the skew symmetric case, Ric is identically zero (in fact, V is flat in this case; see Proposition
ET).
e In the diagonal (or symmetric) case, both Ric|qxn and Ric|nxn are identically zero, whereas
Ric|axq is generally not.
e In the antidiagonal case, both Ric|qxn and Ric|qxq are identically zero, whereas Ric|nxn is gen-
erally not at least when A, B, C are not all skew-symmetric or diagonal /symmetric.
11



4. SKEW-SYMMETRIC CASE
This case is of particular interest due in part to the following well-known result.

Proposition 4.1. [21] Theorem 1.5] If A, B, C € sl(4,R) are skew-symmetric pairwise-commuting then
the metric {-,-) induced in ga.p.c by ¢ is flat.

(Ricci)-flatness is a relevant assumption (though not crucial) in the context of the isometric flow
of Ga-structures, for torsion-free Go-structures are known to be Ricci-flat (see [I1, Propositions 10.1.3
and 10.1.5]) and the isometric flow preserves the underlying metric. It is worth mentioning that three
pairwise-commuting skew- symmetrlc matrices are always a linearly-dependent set, for the dimension of
the Cartan subalgebra] of 50(3) is 2.

According to equation (67)), this case is trivial. We state the result for the sake of formality.

Theorem 4.2. Let A, B, C € sl(4,R) be skew-symmetric. Then (ga,B.c,¢) is a Go-structure with
divergence-free full torsion tensor.

Remark 4.3. Theorem is consistent with [23, Theorem 4.8], in which a much larger class of 7-
dimensional solvable Lie groups is found to admit a Ga-structure with divergence-free full torsion tensor
that is compatible with a given flat left-invariant metric.

We calculate the torsion forms for this case for the sake of completeness.

Proposition 4.4. The torsion forms o, 11, T2, and 73 of (§4,8.c,¥) in the skew-symmetric case are
given by the following formulas:

(71) 70 = %(ase + as3 + bzs + bea + c54 + cg3),

(72) 71 = — (aze + ass + cs6 + c34)e’ — &(aes + ags + bas + bes)e? — (b3 + bsa + ca6 + cs3)e’,
(73) T = bas + bss + 35 + cea)e'? + Z(ags + ass + bes + baz)e’” + 2(ass + ags + cos + caz)e’’
+ L(ca6 — 35 — bas — bzg)e™ + 2(—asq + ase + cs6 + c31)e® + F(—aes — azs — bgs + bsa)e®®
+ $(ass + ass + bsg — baz)e™ + %(ags — aas + ces + cas)e™® + L(cs3 — coa + bes + bsa)e”®,
(74) = aes — Co3 + a1z — csa + bsz — bga)e'®” + L (bes + bag — aga + asz)e'

3ags + 3ce3 — 3a43 + 3cs4 + 4bsz — 4b64)€135 + %(b63 + bsy — c53 + 064)6136

145 + %(3%5 — 3ce3 + 3asg3 — 3c54 — 4bs3 + 4b64)6146

234

be3 + bsa — c53 + cea)e

S l(3065 + 4cpz + 3a4z + 4csq + 3bsz — 3bga)e*0

3ags + 4cgz + 3asz + 4esq + 3bsz — 3b64) 245 + %(bﬁg + bsy — C53 + 064)6246

bz — bsa + 53 — cea)e

256
Ce5 1 C43 — as4 — ag3)e

+ 7(40,65 + 3ce3 + 4dags + 3cs4 — 3bs3 + 3b64)6347
bes + baz — aps + as3)e®™” + 2(—ce5 — Ca3 + asq + ags)e>®”
Co5 — Ca3 + 54 + ag3)e™®" + 5(—bes — bug + aes — ass)e’

dags + 3ce3 + 4asz + 3c54 — 3bs3 + 3b64) 567,

+ + + + + + + o+ o+
Ll SR ) Ll S Ei (Fil ST R ) Lol ] Ei [ i | PN O] (VAT | SN i ||

(
(
(
(
(
(—
(
(bes + bag — aga + as3)e™™® + 5 (cos + Ca3 — asa — ags)e
(-
(
(
(
(-
(

5. DIAGONAL CASE
This case is of particular interest due in part to the following result.

Proposition 5.1. [16, Lemma 4.5] If A, B, C € sl(4,R) are symmetric pairwise-commuting then there
exist diagonal Ay, By, Cp € 5l(4,R) such that (G4 B,c,¢) is equivariantly equivalent to (Gay,Bo,Cos @),
where @ is as given in equation (Bl).

Proposition [5.1] shows that the diagonal case is in some sense the “opposite” of the skew-symmetric
case; moreover, it ensures that it is enough to consider only diagonal triples A, B, C € sl(4,R) to fully
understand the case in which all three A, B, C € sl(4,R) are symmetric and pairwise-commuting. Note

2By Cartan subalgebra of s0(3) we mean a maximal abelian Lie subalgebra consisting of diagonalizable elements of the
complexification of s0(3); it is known that any two Cartan subalgebras are isomorphic.
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that any triple of diagonal matrices is trivially pairwise-commuting, so tracelessness is the only extra
condition we need to impose.

According to Theorem [3.13] if all three matrices A, B, C are diagonal then the divergence of the full
torsion tensor T of (ga.B,c, %) is

- 23<n<6(Dj)nn 7'27(671, en) 1=127,
0 3<j<6.

(75) div(T), ey = {

To proceed, we first adapt Proposition [3.4] to the diagonal case.

Proposition 5.2. The torsion forms 1, 71, T2, and 73 of (84.8,c,¢) in the diagonal case are given by
the following formulas:

(76) 70 =0,
(77) 1 = 05
(78) Ty = ass + a44)€34 — (533 + b55)€35 — (044 + 055)636

+ (Ccq4 + C55)645 — (bgg — b55)646 + (CL33 + CL44)€56,

(
(
(c33 + caq)e
(
(

(79) T3 = 134 _ (a44 + a55)el36 + (a44 + a55)el45
— (€33 + C44)6156 — (bgg + b44)6234 + (CL33 + a55)e235
+ (ass + a55)€246 + (b33 + b44)€256 — (033 + 055)6357
+ (bag + bs5)e>7 — (baa + bss)e®® — (e33 + c55)e?",
Remark 5.3. Upon further inspection, we note that 79 = — * di) and 73 = *dp in the diagonal case. This

is consistent with [16, Corollary 4.8].

Given that 75 € span{e!3!, 136, 145 o156 231 235 (246 (256 (357 367

Corollary (B8] entails the following result.

457 467
€ }7

e equation (B1) from

Corollary 5.4. The symmetric 2-tensor To7 of (94,B,c, @) in the diagonal case satisfies
(80) Tor(€n,en) =0  for all 3 < n <6.
We apply Corollary [5.4] to equation (73)) to establish the main result of this Section.

Theorem 5.5. Let A, B, C € sl(4,R) be diagonal. Then (ga.B.c,¥) is a Ga-structure with divergence-
free full torsion tensor.

Theorem can be enhanced as a result of Proposition (.11

Corollary 5.6. Let A, B, C € sl(4,R) be symmetric and pairwise-commuting. Then (g4 B,c,¢) is a
Go-structure with divergence-free full torsion tensor.

Remark 5.7. Tt is worth mentioning that equations (f@) and (7)) imply all by their own that divT = 0
as a consequence of [9, Theorem 4.3]. The discussion above is an alternative proof of this fact.

6. ANTIDIAGONAL CASE

It is not known whether an analogous result to Proposition [5.1] of Section [Bl holds in the antidiagonal
case. Note that in order to produce non-equivalent examples of Ga-structures with divergence-free full
torsion tensor to those found in the previous sections we need to consider only triples A, B, C € sl(4,R)
such that not all three matrices are skew-symmetric or symmetric. We also note that it is not guaranteed
that any election of a triple A, B, C € sl(4,R) of antidiagonal matrices pairwise commute. On the
contrary, this imposes a series of restrictions on such matrices. Those restrictions, however, play no role
in what follows, and therefore any discussion regarding them is omitted.

According to Theorem B.13] if all three matrices A, B, C are antidiagonal then the divergence of the
full torsion tensor T of (ga,B.c, ) is

S(D?)m,9-m m> €9—m ) =1,2,7,
(81) (div(T), ey = Zisemes D Imo-mar(em o) =1
0 3<j<6.
As in the previous Section, we first adapt Proposition [3.4] to the antidiagonal case to proceed.
13



Proposition 6.1. The torsion forms 1o, 71, T2, and 73 of (§a.B,c,¢) in the antidiagonal case are given
by the following formulas:

(82) To = 2(cs4 — a5 + Co3 — C36),
(83) 1= +5(ags —ase + ass — ass)e' + 15(bss — bes + bas — bsa)e’,
(84) To = (bas — bsa + bss — bes)e'? + (ass — ass + ags — ase)e”
+ 3(2b36 — bes + bsa — 2bas)e® + 1(2a36 + aes — 2as4 — ass)e™
+ 1(2a63 + ase — 2a45 — ass)e® + %(21763 + bg + 2054 — bys)e®,
(85) T3 = Cas — €54 + C36 — Cg3) €27 + 1 (Besa + 2c45 — Besg — 2c63) €1

bos — bas + bsa — bas) €' + & (bes — bag + bsa — bas) €'*®

146 234

+ i (3(136 + 3a4s + ags + a54) e
236

9C45 + 2¢54 — Hcgg — 2036) e
3bsg + bes — 3bsa — bas) €% + 2 (csa — ca5 + o3 — C36) €

(
(
(
(
(cs54 — a5 + o3 — c36) €% + 1 (3bes + bsg — 3bas — bsa) €10
(
(
(

+ o+ o+ o+

256 347

3ags + asze + 3ass + CL45) e — % (5645 + 2¢54 + Heze + 2663) e

457

_l’_

367 4 1
a5y — 45 + ag3 — aze) € + 5 (as4 — aas + ag3 — ase) €
567

3

EN | Jkl)—t NN = N R S0 W= Wl Wl ’—‘,_.

+

5cs4 + 2¢45 + Degs + 2036) e

Civen that s € span{el27, 6135, 6136, 6145, 6146, 6234, 6235, 6236, 6245, 6246, 6256, 6347, 6367, 6457, 6567}

tion (B8)) from Corollary B8 entails the following result.

, equa-

Corollary 6.2. The symmetric 2-tensor Ta7 of (94,B,c,¢) in the antidiagonal case satisfies
(86) Tor(€m,€9—m) =0 for all 3 <n < 6.
We apply Corollary [6.2] to equation (§I) to establish the main result of this Section.

Theorem 6.3. Let A, B, C € sl(4,R) be pairwise-commuting and antidiagonal. Then (g4 B.c,¢) is a
Go-structure with divergence-free full torsion tensor.
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