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IRREDUCIBLE SO(3) GEOMETRY IN DIMENSION FIVE

MARCIN BOBIENSKI AND PAWEL NUROWSKI

ABsTrACT. We consider the nonstandard inclusion of SO(3) in SO(5) as-
sociated with a 5-dimensional irreducible representation. The tensor Y rep-
resenting this reduction is found to be given by a ternary symmetric form
with special properties. A 5-dimensional manifold (M, g, T) with Riemannian
metric g and ternary form generated by such a tensor has a corresponding
SO(3) structure, whose Gray-Hervella type classification is established using
s0(3)-valued connections with torsion.

Structures with antisymmetric torsions, we call them the nearly integrable
SO(3) structures, are studied in detail. In particular, it is shown that the
integrable models (those with vanishing torsion) are isometric to the symmetric
spaces My = SU(3)/SO(3), M_ = SL(3,R)/SO(3), My = R5. We also
find all nearly integrable SO(3) structures with transitive symmetry groups of
dimension d > 5 and some examples for which d = 5.

Given an SO(3) structure (M, g, Y), we define its "twistor space" T to be
the S2-bundle of those unit 2-forms on M which span R® = s0(3). The 7-
dimensional twistor manifold T is then naturally equipped with several CR
and G2 structures. The ensuing integrability conditions are discussed and
interpreted in terms of the Gray-Hervella type classification.
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1. INTRODUCTION

In Cartan’s list of the irreducible symmetric spaces of Type I the first entry is oc-
cupied by the family of symmetric spaces SU(n)/SO(n). If n = 2 the corresponding
manifold is a 2-dimensional sphere S?, but n = 3 already corresponds to a nontrivial
manifold M, = SU(3)/SO(3). This is the so called Wu space [IZ, [[4] which has a
number of interesting properties. Among them there is a fact that M, constitutes
the lowest dimensional example of a simply connected manifold not admitting a
Spin® structure [6]. From the point of view of the present paper another property
of this space is crucial: the isotropy representation of M, = SU(3)/SO(3) coincides
with the irreducible 5-dimensional representation of SO(3). Thus, this space pro-
vides a symmetric model of a 5-dimensional manifold equipped with the irreducible
SO(3) structure. Inspecting the entire Cartan list of the irreducible symmetric
spaces one finds (in Type III, again at the first entry!) another 5-dimensional space
M_ = SL(3,R)/SO(3) equipped with the natural irreducible SO(3) structure.

The aim of this paper is to study 5-dimensional geometries modelled on the
spaces M, and M_. By this we mean studies of 5-dimensional manifolds with
the reduction of the structure group of the SO(5)-frame bundle to the irreducible
SO(3). This places the paper in the domain of special geometries, i.e. Riemannian
geometries equipped with additional geometric structures. In Ref. [B] Th. Friedrich
provides a general framework for analysing such geometries. He also proposes the
investigation of geometries modelled on M, there.

The framework for analysis of special geometries consists of several steps. First,
one distinguishes a geometric object, preferably of tensorial type, that reduces
the structure group and defining the special geometry. Then, one introduces a
metric connection which preserves this object. As the last step one determines the
restrictions on the special geometry for this connection to be unique. This unique
connection, its torsion and curvature are then the main tools to study the properties
of the considered special geometry.

It is instructive to illustrate this procedure on the well known example of a
nearly K&hler geometry. Our choice of nearly Kéhler geometry for this illustration is
motivated by the fact that its behaviour is remarkably close [7] to all the phenomena
we want to discuss in the context of the irreducible SO(3) geometries in dimension
five.

A Riemannian geometry (M, g) on a 2n-dimensional manifold M can be made
more special by an introduction of a metric compatible almost complex structure.
This is a tensor field J : TM — TM which satisfies J2 = —id and g(JX,JY) =
9(X,Y). The tensor J reduces the structure group from SO(2n) to U(n) and
induces the distinguished inclusion of the Lie algebra u(n) in s0(2n). This inclusion
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defines a class of a metric compatible connections I' which preserve J. Here and in

the following we will represent connections by means of Lie-algebra-valued 1-forms

on manifolds so, in the considered case, I' € u(n) ® Q'(M), where u(n) C so(2n).

The connections I' are highly not unique. However, since all of them may be

considered as elements of s0(2n) @ Q'(M), i.e. as elements of the space in which the
LC

Levi-Civita connection T resides, one can try to make I' unique by the requirement
that in the decomposition

LC
(1.1) r =I+1iT

the T-part has some special properties. In the considered case the uniqueness of I'
is achieved by the demand that in the above decomposition

(1.2) T € O3(M).

The 3-form T is then interpreted as a skew-symmetric torsion of the connection
I'. It follows that the decomposition ([CI)-(C3) is possible only for a subclass of
metric compatible almost complex structures. They may be characterised by the
condition

LC
(Vo J)(0)=0 Vv € TM.

The metric compatible almost complex structures satisfying this condition are called
nearly Kéhler. Their geometric properties are described in terms of the properties
of the unique u(n)-valued connection I' defined by ([I)-(C2Z). In particular, the
torsion-free case, T' = 0, corresponds to Kihler geometries. Another types of the
nearly Kéhler structures may be distinguished by specifying that the curvature of
T belongs to a particular U(n)-irreducible component of the tensor representation
u(n) ® Q*(M).

Our treatment of the irreducible SO(3) geometries in dimension five imitates
the above approach to the nearly-K&hler geometries. We first introduce an ob-
ject, the (3,0)-rank tensor Y, which reduces the SO(5) structure to the irreducible
SO(3). Although this tensor has a different rank then J its geometric characteri-
sation, which is a certain algebraic quadratic identity on Y, resembles very much
the quadratic condition J? = —id. Using T we distinguish an inclusion of s0(3) in
50(5). This maximal inclusion is used on a Riemannian manifold endowed with T
to distinguish a class of s0(3)-valued metric connections I'. These are such that, in
the decomposition [l), they have the skew-symmetric T-part. It follows that such
connections, if exist, are unique. Their existence is only possible for a particular
class of tensors T characterised by the condition

(LVCU T)(v,v,v) =0 Yv € TM.

The organisation of the paper is reflected in the table of contents. The notation is
standard. However, depending on the context and esthetics of the presentation, we
use both the Schouten notation with the indices of tensors as well as the geometric,
index-free notation. Since all the time we are in the Riemannian category, we do
not distinguish between covariant and contravariant tensors. This convention, when
used in the formulae written in the Schouten notation, enables as to identify tensors
with upper and lower indices. We will write them in the both positions depending
on convenience. In the entire text the Einstein summation convention is assumed.
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2. TENSOR T REDUCING O(5) TO THE IRREDUCIBLE SO(3)

The two obvious examples M, = SU(3)/SO(3) and M_ = SL(3,R)/SO(3)
of the irreducible SO(3) structures should be supplemented by still another one,
which in a certain sense, is the simplest. One achieves this example by identifying
vectors A in R® with 3 x 3 symmetric traceless real matrices o(A),

(2.1) M® = { 0(A) € M3,x3(R) : o(A)T =c(A), tr(c(A) =0},

and defining the unique irreducible 5-dimensional representation p of SO(3) in R®
by

(2.2) p(h)A = ho(A) AT, Y h€80(3), AcR.

Then My = (SO(3) x, R*)/SO(3) also has an irreducible SO(3) structure.

From now on we identify R® with matrices M® as in ([ZIl). Given an element
A € R® we consider its characteristic polynomial
2v3
T\/_T(A, A, A).
This polynomial is invariant under the SO(3)-action given by the representation p

of @2),

Pa(\) = det(a(A) — X) = =X\3 + g(A, A)X +

Pynya(A) = Pa(N).
Thus, all the coefficients of P4(\), which are multilinear in A, are SO(3)-invariant.
It is convenient to choose a basis e; in R® in such a way that the identification o is
given by

a4 2 3

N a a
(2.3) R® > A = aje; — o(A) = a? f‘/—% +a* b € M°.
3 5 al
a a —2%

After this convenient choice, the bilinear form ¢ simply becomes
(2.4) g(A, A) = a? + a3 + a3 + aj + ai,
and the ternary one Y is given by

3v3

(2.5) T(A4, A A) a1 ( 6a3+6a5—2a7—3a3—3a3 )+Ta4(a§—a§)+3\/§a2a3a5.

1
T2
Both g and Y are obviously SO(3)-invariant. Since ¢ is the usual Riemannian
metric on R® the action p of ([Z2) gives a nonstandard irreducible inclusion

(2.6) t:S0(3) = O(5).
Remark 2.1. Although it is obvious we remark that
3v3
T(A A A) = T‘f det(c(A)).

In the following we consider a tensor Y € @3 R5 such that
T(A A A) = Tijkaiajak.
A simple algebra leads to the following proposition.

Proposition 2.2. The tensor Y;;, has the following properties
i) it is totally symmetric, Tijr = Y (iji),



IRREDUCIBLE SO(3) GEOMETRY IN DIMENSION FIVE 5

ii) 4t is trace-free, Ti;; =0,
iii) it satisfies the following identity
Y ki Yins + Y15 Tens + TVrti ¥ jni = gjugin + 915 9kn + griGin,
where g(A, A) = g;ja‘a’.
Remark 2.3. It is worth noting that property iii) after contraction with g, and
Ynkn, respectively, implies
4Tijkijk = 14gim7
4TilmlenTkmn - _3T’ij
Group O(5) naturally acts on O®R® by
Yije = H HYHY i, H € O(5).

Our aim now is to find the stabiliser Gy of tensor Y;;;, under this action. We know
that SO(3) C Gy. In the following we show that it is actually equal to SO(3).
To see this we take a 1-parameter subgroup H(s) = e*X of SO(5) generated by an
element X of the Lie algebra so(5) in the standard 5-dimensional representation
of skew symmetric matrices. Taking %‘ o of the stabilising equation T;;, =

H(s)":H(s)™H (s)" Timn we get the fOllOWSi;lg linear equation

(2.7) Y Xl + T X'+ Tin Xl =0

for the elements of the Lie algebra of the stabiliser. Its general solution is
X = (X)) =a"Ey +2’Ey + 2°Es = ' By,

where (x!), I =1,2,3, are real parameters and the matrices

(2.8)
0 000 v3 0 0500 00 000
0 010 0 00 020
FEy = 0 -100 0 |, FEFyo=1|-v30 010 [, Es=(00 001],
0 000 1 000 -100 0-2 000
V3 00-10 0 -1000 00 -100
satisfy the s0(3) commutation relations
[Ev, Es] = Es, [Es, Er] = Es, [E2, Es] = Ex,

or [E;,Ex] = eSKEI, for short. Thus, the intersection of the stabiliser with the
SO(5) component of O(5) is equal to the irreducible SO(3). Actually the stabiliser
does not intersect with the complement of SO(5) in O(5), as it is explained in the
following lemma.

Lemma 2.4. The stabiliser of Ti;i, is contained in SO(5) component of O(5).

Proof. Since the complement of SO(5) in O(5) consists of elements of the form
—g such that g € SO(5) it is enough to prove that —g with g € SO(5) can not
be in Gy. Assuming the opposite i.e. that g € SO(5) and —g € Gy we get the
contradiction by the following steps. The adjoint map Ad, preserves so(3). Thus it
provides an orthogonal (with respect to the Killing form) transformation of so(3)

Adg |50(3) S 80(50(3))7 50(3) = Span(El, Fs, Eg)

On the other hand, any orthogonal transformation of our so(3) has the form Ady,
for an element h € ((SO(3)). So, g has its corresponding h € +(SO(3)) such that,



6 MARCIN BOBIENSKI AND PAWEL NUROWSKI

Adg |50(3) = Adh |5u(3)- Thus, Adgh—l |5u(3) = Id, so that the element ghil € 80(5)
must satisfy
gh™'X = Xgh™', VX € Span(E1, Es, E3).

Forcing gh~! to satisfy this condition on the basis E; for J = 1,2,3, we find that
gh™t = I. Thus g = h is in Gy which means that also —gg~! = —I is in Gr.
But —I € O(5) sends Y,jx to —Y;jx, which gives the contradiction and finishes the
proof.

O

Thus we have the following proposition.
Proposition 2.5.
The stabiliser of tensor Yiji is the irreducible SO(3) included by v in O(5).

2.1. The O(5) invariant characterisation of tensor Y. Since the stabiliser of
T,k is the irreducible SO(3), its orbit under the O(5) action is a 7-dimensional
homogeneous space O(5)/:(SO(3)). In this section we fully characterise this orbit
among all the orbits of O(5) action in @3R5. On doing this we view T;j; as a
linear map
R Sv= T, € End(R5), (Tv)ij = Tijkvk.

Using this map we can rewrite the property iii) of Proposition characterising
Tk to the equivalent form

Vv € R® Y2y = g(v,v)v.
The importance of this reformulation is justified by the following theorem.

Theorem 2.6. The O(5) orbit of tensor Y, ;i consists of all tensors Y ;1 for which
the associated linear map

R5 SV Y, € End(R5), (Yv)ij = YijkVk
satisfies the following three conditions
(1) it is totally symmetric, i.e. g(u, Y,w) = g(w, Yyu) = g(u, Yuv),
(2) it is trace free tr(Y,) =0,
(3) for any vector v € R®
)

Y20 = g(v,v)v.

(2.9
Remark 2.7. The O(5) orbit of T;ji, described invariantly in the above theorem,
consists of two disjoint SO(5) orbits: the orbit of Y;;;, and the orbit of —Y,jx.
Indeed, both tensors +7Y,;; satisfy the three conditions characterising the O(5)
orbit and Y;;; can not be sent to —Y;;; via an element h € SO(5). Otherwise the
element —h preserves T;j; and as such belongs to Gy which contradicts Lemma

24

Proof of Theorem. Let us consider tensor T;;;, for which Tijkaiajak has the stan-
dard form [ 3). Then its corresponding map Y, in the g-orthonormal basis e; of
23, is represented by the following matrices

(2.10)

n O000
[=lelcNelw]
Qoon o
S lelelele]

o-ocon
\—/
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where s = —%, b=c= @ The advantage of introducing additional constant b

will be clear later in the proof.

Now, let us take an arbitrary tensor Y,;, satisfying the three assumptions of
TheoremZB The theorem will be proven if we manage to construct an orthonormal
basis (e1,...,es) in R® in which the matrices Y, take the same form @I0) as the
matrices Ye,.

Lemma 2.8. For any pair of orthogonal vectors v, w the following identity holds
g, v)w=2Y2 w4 Y, Y, 0.

Proof of Lemma. Applying [Z3) for the vector v + rw (r € R) we get

rg(v, V)w+r?g(w, w)v = rY2wHr2 Y2 041V, Y 02 Y o Y WY o Yo 0+r2Y 0 Y pw.

The linear in r term of this identity when compared with the symmetry Y ,v = Y, w
yields the thesis.
O

The 5-th order homogeneous polynomial det(Y,) considered on the unit sphere
{v: g(v,v) = 1} satisfies det(Y _,) = —det(Y,). Thus, it can not have a fixed sign
everywhere on the sphere and there exists a unit vector e such that

det(Y,,) =0.
Let
€1: = Yey,€2
and let e4 be the unit vector in the kernel of Y,:
Ye,e4 = 0.
Lemma 2.9. The vectors (e1,ea,e4) are unit and pairwise orthogonal.
Proof.
glea,e1) = g(ea, Ye,e2) = g(€2, Ye,e4) =0,
glea, e2) = glea, Y2, e2) = glez, YZ,e4) = 0

Using Lemma for the unit orthogonal vectors w = ey and v = e4 we get
€2 = Ye, Ye, €14 and so

9(627 61) = 9(627 Yep, Ve, Y6464) = g(Ygze% Ye4€4) =0.
Finally, the vector ey is unit:
gler,e1) = g(Yes€2, Yese2) = (Y2 €2,e2) = 1.
O

The space Span(ey, ea,e4) i8 Y, -invariant and Y., restricted to this invariant
space is trace-free; the same is true for the restriction of Y., to the orthogonal
complement Span(eq, ez, e4)". So, there exists a number ¢ > 0 and a pair of unit
vectors (es, e5) such that

Ye,€3 =ce5, Ye,e5 =cez, c¢>0

and the system (ey, e, €3, €4, e5) is the orthonormal basis of R®. The matrix of Y,
in this basis has the form as in ([ZI0), but the constant ¢ is not fixed.
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Now, the use of the assumed properties of (Y ;i) and the successive application
of Lemma [Z8 proves that the matrices Y,,..., Y¢, have the form of I0) with
the following restrictions to the constants (b, ¢, s):

1 3
§=—= A== b =2

2 4
If b = —c then one can perform the following change of basis
(e1,e2,€3,¢e4,€5) — (€1, €2, —€3, —€4, —€5)

resulting the change b — (—b) in the matrices ([ZI0).
This finishes the proof of Theorem XA
(]

Corollary 2.10. The tensor Yjji is fully determined by its properties listed in
Proposition 2.

3. THE SO(3) STRUCTURE IN R® AND THE REPRESENTATIONS OF SO(3)
The last corollary motivates the following definition.

Definition 3.1. An SO(3) structure on RS is a pair (g, T) where g is a Riemannian
metric g(A4, A) = g;;ja’a’ and Y is a ternary form Y(4, A, A) = Y;jpa‘a’a” such
that
i) Yijr = Yijr)s
i) Ty =0,
i) YjiYini + Yii Tini + Loti Lini = GjkGin + 915 9kn + Grigjn-
In this section we will use an SO(3) structure to define representations of SO(3)

in ®2 R®. First, we recall the following well known theorem .

Theorem 3.2. All the irreducible finite-dimensional representations of SO(3) are
odd dimensional. There is a unique irreducible representation of SO(3) in space
R2+L for each | € {0,1,2,3,...}. The tensor product R?1+1 @ R22+1 decomposes
onto the SO(3)-irreducible components according to the following Wigner formula

[l1+12]
(31) R2l1+1 ®R2l2+1 — @ R2l+l.
I=|l1—12]

The 5-dimensional irreducible representation p of SO(3) with the carrier space

1. m5
A =R
was already considered in ([ZZ). To find the projectors onto the irreducible com-

ponents of the tensor representations ®* R, A’R5 and (O’R® we use the SO(3)
structure (g, T). Associated with Y is the following endomorphism

T:®R°R° — QR
W 4 Y L WL

which preserves the decomposition > R? = A\’R5 & (D’R5. Now, a simple algebra
leads to the following proposition.
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Proposition 3.3. @R = Ao AZe O] Or @ Op, where
p - =/\3 7 1 5 97

OI={Sec@R|T(S)=145}={S=X\g, \eR },

No={Fec@®R® | T(F)=7F} = s0(3) = Span(Ey, Es, F3),
O: ={ SRR’ | T(S) =35 },
No={Fec®R®|T(F)=-8F } =:n,

)

Oi={Sc@R>| T(S) =45 }.

All the representations /\j C A’R® and OF € O°R5 are irreducible; the indices j
and k denote their dimensions.

Remark 3.4. Note that the tensor T defines a nondegenerate SO(3) invariant scalar

product (F|F") = «(T(F) A «F’) of signature (3,7) on the space of 2-forms
2 2 2
(3.2) A R® =50(5) =s0(3) ®@n=A;®A-

Although this scalar product differs from the one associated with the Killing form
k(F,F") = —6 % (F A xF’), in both of them we have s0(3) L n.

Remark 3.5. In agreement with the above notation we will denote the irreducible
representation R® by

As =R = \'R’.
Using the SO(3) structure (g, T) we can also build up an endomorphism
T:0OR* — O°R®

given by

SE T 4 g i ST
It is independent of T|®zR5. Note that T is a composition T = 4T o Y of two maps

O LA O
given by
(3.3) T(S)i = YTiju Sk, T(v) =T,
We have

ker(1) = Q1@ Qg im(T) = As:

Thus T restricted to @§ is an isomorphic intertwiner between the representations
®? and A;. Furthermore we have:

47 0 Y| = 14d.
Summarising we have the following proposition.

Proposition 3.6. The eigenvalues of T on the representations @f @ @; and @g
are 0 and 14, respectively.
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4. THE SO(3) STRUCTURE ON MANIFOLD

Definition 4.1. An SO(3) structure on a 5-dimensional Riemannian manifold
(M,g) is a structure defined by means of a rank 3 tensor field T for which the
associated linear map

TM>v— 7T, € End(TM), (Tv)ij = Tijkvk-
satisfies the following three conditions
(1) it is totally symmetric, i.e. g(u, Y,w) = g(w, Tou) = g(u, Typv),
(2) it is trace free tr(Y,) =0,
(3) for any vector field v € TM
T2y = g(v,v)v.

Definition 4.2. Two SO(3) structures (M,g,T) and (M,7,T) defined on two
respective 5-manifolds M and M are (locally) equivalent iff there exists a (local)
diffeomorphism ¢ : M — M such that
¢*(g)=9g and  ¢"(Y)=T.

If M =M, g=g, T =T the equivalence ¢ is called a (local) symmetry of (M, g, Y).
The group of (local) symmetries is called a symmetry group of (M,g,T).
In view of Corollary EZT0, Theorem 26l and Proposition tensor field T reduces
the structure group of the bundle of orthonormal frames over M to the irreducible
SO(3). Thus, locally, we can represent an SO(3) structure on M by a coframe
(4.1) 0= (0%) = (6,0, 6%, 0%, 0°)
on M, given up to the SO(3) transformation
(4.2) TM @ QY (M) 36— 6 = p(h)f.
For such a class of coframes the Riemannian metric g is

g =07 +05+03+ 05 + 0z,
and the tensor Y, reducing the structure group from SO(5) to SO(3), is

1 3V3
(43) Y= 5(91( 603 + 607 — 207 — 305 — 307 ) + Tf@(eg — 02) + 3/3020405.

Definition 4.3. An orthonormal coframe (6%, 02,63, 6 65) in which the tensor T
of an SO(3) structure (M, g, T) is of the form [E3) is called a coframe adapted to
(M,g,T), an adapted coframe, for short.

4.1. Topological obstruction. The determination of topological obstructions for
existence of an irreducible SO(3) structure on a 5-dimensional manifold is presented
in a separate paper of one of us [2]. For the completeness of the present paper we
quote the result here. In the theorem below we denote by p; the jth Pontriagin
class.

Theorem 4.4. Let M be an orientable 5-dimensional manifold. There exists an
irreducible SO(3) structure on M iff M admits the standard SO(3) structure (i.e.
TM splits on the rank 2 trivial bundle and a rank 3 complement) and

pi(TM)=5p, where pe H*'(M;Z).
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Remark 4.5. The irreducible inclusion +(SO(3)) C SO(5) induces the irreducible
inclusion of Z(Spin(3)) C Spin(5). Assuming that we(TM) = 0, the SO(5) struc-
ture on M can be lifted to the Spin(5) structure. It further may be reduced to the
7(Spin(3)) structure on M, provided that M admits an irreducible SO(3) structure.

4.2. s0(3) connection. Given an SO(3) structure as above, we consider an so(3)

connection on M represented locally by means of an so(3)-valued 1-form I" given
by

(4.4) [= (") =7"E1+7*E +7°E;,

where 1,92, 43 are 1-forms on M and E; with I = 1,2,3 are given by ([ZX). This
connection, having values in s0(3) C so0(5), is necessarily metric. Via the Cartan
structure equations,

(4.5) d6° + T, NG =T

i i ko i
(4.6) AT, + T ATY = K*,,
it defines the torsion 2-form 7" and the so(3)-curvature 2-form K';. Using these
forms we define the torsion tensor 7%, € (R° @ A°R®) and the so(3)-curvature
tensor rljk € (s0(3) @ \°R?), respectively, by

i _ Loy g4

T' = ST'507 Ao
and
V3 ‘
(4.7) rf=dy" + Ll v A5 = TTIijJ A6
(Note that, K = (K';) = r'Ey 4+ r?Ey + r*E3.) The connection satisfies the first
Bianchi identity
(4.8) K, A6/ = DT
and the second Bianchi identity
(4.9) DK, =0,
with the covariant differential defined by
i _ i T j T i k i k
DT =dT* +T", ATV, DK'; = dK'; + T', N K" — Ky AT,

Since the irreducible SO(3) was defined by the demand that it preserves g and
T we have the following proposition.

Proposition 4.6. Every so(3) connection I' of [{-4)) is metric

T
Vo (9)=0

and preserves tensor T

Vo (Y)=0 Vv € TM.
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4.3. SO(3) structures with vanishing torsion. In this section we find all SO(3)
structures (M, g, Y) which admit s0(3) connections I" of (4] with vanishing torsion

(4.10) T =0.

Assuming that T is identically zero and using the first Bianchi identity () for

I" we easily find that a lot of components of the so(3)-curvature r! vanish. Explicitly,

we find that in such a case the curvature forms (r!,r2,73) are expressible in terms

of only one function r';; and read
(4.11) rt=rl k!, r? =1l k2 3 =l ok,
where
K= V30V AP+ 02 NOP+ 04 NG,
K2 =301 N3+ 02 A 0° + 6% A0,
K3 =202 N0+ 63 N6,
It further follows, that under the assumption of (1), the second Bianchi identity

(E3) implies that
r115 = const.

This means that r'j; is a real parameter and that there is only 1-parameter family
of SO(3) structures with vanishing torsion. This family equips the principal fibre
bundle F(M) of SO(3) frames

SO(3) = F(M) & M
over M with an so(3)-connection
(4.12) p(h) T p(h)~" = dp(h) p(h)~*
= F'Ei+3%Ey+3°E;.
This, together with the lifted coframe

sl
|

(4.13) 0 = p(h)0
of (I3, satisfies the following differential system

Aot = —V33'A0° — V332 A 6P

d6? = —F'AG —F2N60° — 275 A

0> = AN +VBFEA —FPAG A
(4.14) dg* = —FTAP+2NGP +23° N 62

d0° = VBFIA+AAP+ AN+ NG

Ayt = AN +rlpR!

d¥? = —F3AF +rlR?

47’ = AT R
where

BLo= VBOLAP+ 02 ANGP+ 0 A6,

(4.15) 2= VBOTAGP+62N0°+6° NG,

B o= 202 A0+ 0% NG°.
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The eight linearly independent 1-forms (6', 62,6, 0*,0° 3,32, 33) constitute a ba-
sis of 1-forms on the eight dimensional manifold F(M). Moreover, since equa-
tions (ET4l) have only constant coefficients on their right hand sides, the basis
(6%,0%,60%,0% 05, 71 ,72,73) can be identified with a basis of left invariant forms on
a Lie group to which the bundle F(M) is (locally) diffeomorphic. Thus we may
identify F'(M) with a local Lie group, the structure constants of which can be read
off from the system (EEI)-EIH). We find that, depending on the parameter r;;,
these structure constants correspond to

i) SO(3) x, R® group iff r';; =0

ii) SU(3) group iff r';5 >0

iii) SL(3,R) group iff 715 < 0.

It further follows from the system [EI4)-[EIH) that the tensors

(4.16) G=07+03+063+03 +062,
and

(417) T = %9}( 603 + 607 — 207 — 302 — 302 ) + 37\/554(92 — 02) + 3v/3050505
on F(M) are preserved under the Lie transport along the fibres of SO(3) —
F(M) 5 M. Moreover, these tensors are degenerate in precisely vertical direc-
tions. Thus they descend to M defining, respectively, ¢ and T, i.e. an SO(3)
structure, there. Locally, depending on the sign of r!;5, this structure is isomorphic
to the homogeneous model My in case i), the homogeneous model M in case ii)
and the homogeneous model M_ in case iii).

Theorem 4.7. All SO(3) structures with vanishing torsion are locally isometric
to one of the symmetric spaces

M = G/SO(3),

where

G =S0(3) x, R, SU(3) or  SL(3,R).
The Riemannian metric g and the tensor Y defining the SO(3) structure are ob-
tained via (Z-10)-[-17) by means of the left invariant forms (él, 62,63, 0%, 65 5,52,
33) on G, which satisfy [@IA)-EI3). In all three cases the metric g is Einstein.
It is flat in case of G = SO(3) x,R®. In the other two cases the metric is not even
conformally flat.

Proof. Only the last three sentences of the theorem remain to be proven. Since
there is no torsion, the Levi-Civita connection for g, when written in terms of
the coframe (A%,602,0%,0% 65 5*,52,3), is simply T of [@IZ). Then, the direct
calculation shows that the metric is Einstein with both the Ricci scalar and the
Weyl tensor being proportional, modulo a constant factor, to rl5. 0

Remark 4.8. According to the last sentence of the theorem the spaces My corre-
sponding to nontrivial SO(3) structures without torsion are not of constant curva-
ture for the Levi-Civita connection of g.

Remark 4.9. Note that
(4.18) —Ko=/E;
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is the curvature of the canonical connection [5] on the symmetric space SU(3)/SO(3).
Moreover, the forms (61,62 6%, 6% 6° 7' 5%,73) define an absolute teleparalelism
on F(M). They can be collected to an su(3)-valued matrix

0 ,73 ,72 \9/—15 — 94 52 93
4.19 Teatan = | —7° 0 | +i| 62 46+ 6 |,
V3
~2 1 ~ ~ 7
-y =7 0 3 5 _o0t
0 0 2%

which defines an su(3)-valued Cartan connection on the bundle SO(3) — F(M) —
M. The curvature of this connection

(420) QCartan - dFCartan + FCartan A FCartan
is
0 R OR?
Qcartan = (7'115 - 1) —i&3 0 il
—&2 —&' 0

and it vanishes iff the corresponding so(3) connection I'" has constant positive cur-
vature determined by r'; = 1.

Remark 4.10. Remark EEQ can be generalised leading to the description of SO(3)
geometries with arbitrary so(3) connection in terms of an su(3) Cartan connection
on the fibre bundle SO(3) — F(M) — M. Indeed, given an SO(3) geometry with
the adapted coframe (6',60%, 6% 6% 0°) and the so(3) connection I' we define the
lifted coframe (6',62,6%,6*,0°) via @EIR) and the 1-forms (3,52 33) via EID).
Then, the su(3)-valued Cartan connection on F(M) is given by equation EIJ).
The curvature ([20) of this connection satisfies the Bianchi identity

(42]—) DQCartan = dQCartan + FCartan A QCartan - QCartan A FCartan =0
and naturally splits onto the real and imaginary parts
0 7:3 7:2 % — T4 T2 T3
Qcartan = Re(Qearian)+io(T) = | = 0 # 4| T2 L7t 79
—7? =70 3 5 7
T T —2%

The imaginary part is simply the lift of the torsion T" of the so(3)-connection T,
T = p(h)T.
The real part can be collected to a 5 x 5 matrix
R=E| + By + i Fs.
This satisfies

(4.22) R =K — Ko, K = p(h)Kp(h)™!,
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where K is the s0(3) curvature of T' and Ky is given by EIN). Thus, R is the lift
of the s0(3) curvature K shifted by the curvature — Ky of the canonical connection
on the symmetric space SU(3)/SO(3).

4.4. spin(3) connection. The even Clifford algebra Cly(5,0) has a 4-dimensional
faithful representation in which the orthonormal vectors (e1, ez, es, €4, €5) may be
represented by

(4.23)

One checks, by direct calculations, that
el =1, eie; +eje; =0, j#i=1,2,3,4,5.

Now, the double covering homomorphism Spin(5) — SO(5) induces the iso-
morphism of the Lie algebras spin(5) — so(5). By means of this isomorphism an
element e;e; € spin(5), ¢ < j, is mapped to (fi;) - a 5 x 5 antisymmetric matrix
having value 1 at its entry f;;, value -1 at f;; and value O in all the remaining
entries. This implies that the basis of the Lie algebra spin(3) corresponding to the
basis (E1, E2, E3) of the irreducible so(3) is

El = %(\/58195 —+ [SHYSE] —+ (34(35)7 EQ = %(\/geleg =+ [SH1S + 8384),

E; = %(29294 + 6395).

Explicitly:

0 i —V/3 i iv/3 —1 0 -1
_ 1 i 0 —i —/3 _ 1 1 V3 -1 0
Er=sl5s2 o o Ex=2] 0V s 1
i V3 —i 0 1 0 -1 —iV3

2t 0 ) 0

0 —2¢ 0 1

(4.24) Es=3li o0 2 o

0 ) 0 -2

Thus we have
spin(3) = Span(E1,E2,E3)  C  spin(5) = Span(je;e;,i <j=1,2,...,5).

Now, given an SO(3) structure (M, g,Y) and an so0(3) connection I' = y'E; +
~v2E, + v3E3, we associate with it a connection

(4.25) Copin = V' E1 +7’E2 + 7°E3 € spin(3)

which we call spin(3) connection. This connection will be used in Section[@to define
covariantly constant spinor fields on M.
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5. CHARACTERISTIC CONNECTION

Suppose now that we are given an SO(3) structure (M, g, T) on a 5-dimensional

manifold M. This defines the Levi-Civita connection LI? which, having values in
LC

50(5), is an element T ;. of s0(5) ® R® = A*R® @ R®. In the following we will be

only interested in a subclass of SO(3) structures, which we term nearly integrable.

Definition 5.1. An SO(3) structure (M, g, Y) is called nearly integrable iff

(5.1) (Vo T)(v,0,0) =0

LC
for the Levi-Civita connection V.

The condition (BJl), when written in an adapted coframe ), is

LC

This motivates an introduction of the map

T AR @ R® = O'R®

such that
LC LC
Y(T)ijr = 12T mgi Thym
LC LC LC
= Domji Yokt + Domki Limi + Dot Tiem
LC LC LC
(5.3) +  Tomij Yokt + Tonkg Yot + Tty Tikem

LC LC LC
+ T mik Yogt + T Yimt + Dotk Tijm
LC LC LC
+ T mit Yojke + Tt Yimk + Tkt Lijm.
We have the following proposition.
Proposition 5.2. An SO(3) structure (M, g, T) is nearly integrable if and only if
its Levi-Civita connection LI? € ker Y.
It is worthwhile to note that each of the last four raws of ([E3) resembles the
Lh.s. of equality 7). Thus, s0(3) ® R5 C ker T’. Due to the first equality in ([E3)

we also have A\’R® C ker Y. It further follows that ker Y/ = [s0(3) ® R5] + A’R5.
Now, introducing the map

T :ker Y/ — @°R°
given by

. LC LC

T(T)a = Yijr T ik
and observing that ker T = /\S}R5 we get the following SO(3) invariant decomposi-
tion

ker T’ = [s0(3) @ R’] @ A\R®.

This is the base for the following proposition.

LC
Proposition 5.3. The Levi-Civita connection T' of a nearly integrable SO(3)
structure (M, g, ) uniquely decomposes onto

LC 1
(5.4) r =I+35T,
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where
Feso(3)@R®  and Te AR’ =kerT.

LC
The decomposition (&) of the Levi-Civita connection T' of a nearly integrable
SO(3) structure defines an s0(3) connection I'. Rewriting the Cartan structure
equation
. LC . .
de*+ 1 Zj/\GJ =0

C
for LI‘ into the form
. . R P
do" + T, AN = 5T".67 N0
enables us to interpret T as the totally skew symmetric torsion of T.

Definition 5.4. An s0(3) connection I' of an SO(3) structure (M, g, T) is called
a characteristic connection if its torsion Tj;;, is totally skew symmetric.

The consideration of this section can be summarised in the following theorem.

Theorem 5.5. Among all SO(3) structures only the nearly integrable ones ad-

mit characteristic connection I'. Every nearly integrable SO(3) structure defines I

uniquely.

Remark 5.6. Note, that out of a priori 50 independent components of the Levi-
LC

Civita connection T', the nearly integrable condition (&) excludes 25. Thus,

heuristically, the nearly integrable SO(3) structures constitute ‘a half’ of all the
possible SO(3) structures.

Remark 5.7. Note, that given a nearly integrable SO(3) structure its totally skew
symmetric torsion Tj;;, defines the torsion 3-form

T = LT;60" N 6T N OF.
Since
35 2m5 2 2
AR =NR =A\s0 A7
we have two kinds of skew symmetric torsions of ‘pure type’ - those for which T
belongs to the representation /\3 and those whose T is in /\?
Note that for an SO(3) structure with arbitrary so(3) connection its torsion T,

belongs to /\2IR5 ® R5. Thus, according to the discussion at the beginning of this
section, under the action of SO(3), such T;j; satisty

Tyn € N'R* O R® = ([50(3) 9 R%] & \’R®) & R*.
Obviously, R?° further decomposes onto irreducibles: R?® = R> ® R? @ R

We close this section with the analysis of the SO(3) decomposition of the cur-
vature

i __ 1yt k I _ i i k
K =LK', 05 A9 =drt, + T AT,

of the characteristic connection I'. Since K;ji; € s0(3) ® /\2R5, this is given by the
following proposition.

Proposition 5.8. The projectors onto the irreducible components of the decom-
position

(5.5) 03 IN R QI e AN\ 2 Q1@ O & As,
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are:
45 1
Kijr — Kpjig € NR” = A5
Kijri — Kiji =: kji — k) € /\:2), & /\3
1
Kijrr vV Kijin = kji — (kg — gkii g911) € O30 Op
Kijkl — Kijil = kjl — ki € Q?

Remark 5.9. Note that the curvature tensor decomposition (BH) is an analog, but
not just the refinement, of the standard Riemann tensor components. The so(3)-
connection, we investigate, is not in general (compare Section EE3 for the exception)
the torsion free connection and so the curvature does not have the usual Riemann
tensor symmetries.

6. HOMOGENEOUS EXAMPLES

In the present section we look for examples of nearly integrable SO(3) structures
admitting transitive symmetry groups.

Using the fact that the possible subgroups of SO(3) may have dimensions 0,1,3
we get the following proposition.

Proposition 6.1. A transitive symmetry group G of an SO(3) structure may have
the following dimension: 5,6 or 8.

6.1. Examples with 8-dimensional symmetry group. If the group of transi-
tive symmetries G is 8-dimensional, the SO(3) frame bundle F (M) may be iden-
tified with GG. Then, the problem of finding all the examples with such group of
syminetries is equivalent to find those Gs for which the basis of left invariant forms
(0%,0%,03,0%, 05 71,72, 73) satisfy the pull-backed Cartan equations (E2)- (D) with
the torsion coefficients T;;;, and the curvature coefficients r! ) constant on G. This
is a purely algebraic problem with the following solution.

Proposition 6.2. There are only three different examples of nearly integrable
SO(3) geometries with 8-dimensional symmetry group. These are the torsion-free
models:

M, =SU(3)/SO(3),  M,=(SO(3)x,R%)/SO(3), M_ =SL(3,R)/SO(3).

6.2. Examples with 6-dimensional symmetry group. To obtain all the ex-
amples with 6-dimensional transitive symmetry groups we do as follows. We fur-
ther reduce the lifted system [EQ)-EH) from the SO(3) frame bundle F(M) to a
6-dimensional group G fibred over M. We will identify G with the transitive sym-
metry group of the considered structure. Thus, M will be a homogeneous space

M=G/H

with H - a 1-dimensional subgroup of G.

The reduction of the lifted system [E4)-EH) from F(M) to G implies that on
G, the two of the connection 1-forms (1,52,7%), say 7' and 4%, must be R-linearly
dependent on the lift of the adapted coframe (91,92,53,54,675). Thus, in such
case, the basis for 1-forms on G is (0',62,6%,6%,6°,3%). It is subject to the lift
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of the structure equations [EEQ)-(EH). One of the integrability conditions for these

equations require that 7' and 42 must be of the form
(6.1) :ylz—b§3+at§5,
- 72 =ab®+06°,

where a,b € R.

Due to the fact that all the coefficients in the pullback of the Cartan structure
equations (EE2)-(ET) are constant on G, the closure of these equations implies the
following proposition.

Proposition 6.3. All SO(3) nearly integrable structures with 6-dimensional sym-
metry group have (skew symmetric) torsion of the form
T =t0" NO* NO* + 120" NO> N O°.
There are three families of such geometries
(1) b=ty =t2 =0, and a arbitrary;
(2) a=0=0 and t1, t2 arbitrary;
(3) a=0, b= % and ty, ty arbitrary.

Below we discuss all possibilities.
The point [l of Proposition In this case the torsion is obviously zero and
the s0(3) curvature form is
K = —a? [ml'El N 113~E3},

where x', k2, k% are given by [@II). Thus, in this case, we reconstruct two of the
three torsion-free examples. For a = 0 the respective SO(3) structure is equivalent
to My. For a # 0 we reconstruct the structure M_ = SL(3,R)/SO(3). The latter
case corresponds to the following 6-dimensional subgroup of SL(3,R)

G={M= (Zh i) CdetM =1},  H=80(2)={ (%)},
00m 0 0 1
The point Bl of Proposition .3l In this case an invariant coframe (51, .00, %)
on G satisfies the following differential system:
d6' = t,0% A 0" +120° N 6°
d? = —t10" A O* + 20" A 5P
d6® = —120" A G° + 6° N 72
df* = ;0" A 6% — 20% A AP
d6® = t20' A 63 — 6% N 73

tito

d57° = 5 (0% A G° + 267 A GY).

The symmetry group G = G, +,) depends on the torsion parameters (t1,t2). We
depict the possible Gs on the (¢1, t2)-plane in Figure [l
Below we discuss each G, .,y separately.

(i) t1t2 (t1 — 2t2) # 0. In this case G is always of the form
(6.2) G = G1 x Gy,
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FIGURE 1. Groups Gy, 1,y of SO(3) structures of Proposition B3 ()

where G, is either SO(3) or SO(1,2) — see Figure [l There is a standard
inclusion of SO(2) in both of the above groups. The inclusion of H = SO(2)
in the product G is given by SO(2) > h — (h?,h) € G1 x G2. We consider
the standard 3-dimensional representations of so(1,2) and so(3) so that the
Maurer-Cartan form 6yc on G is given by

2

0 cal +27 @ 0 0 0
—(ca' + 217) 0 at 0 0 0
~2 ~4
~ _ €1Q €Q 0 0 0 0
(6.3) Ownc = 0 0 0 0 —2cat +7i & |’
0 0 0 —(—2cal+1) 0 &’
0 0 0 €203 €200 0
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where

= L

V57
€1 = —sgn[tl(tl — 2t2)],
€9 = sgn[t2 (lfl — 2t2)]

and (&', 7) is a left invariant coframe on G. We have the following relations

between (&*,7) and the canonical coframe (6%, 53):

~3 214t ~1 ol — V5 1

7= V5(t1—2t2) Tt 2ty

~2 . €1 ""2 ~4 . €1 '~4
0% = \ T2 @ 0" = \ T2 @
g3 — [ _2ca 53 35 _ [ 20 =5

0 = T2t —2t2) & 0 T2(t—2t5) &

Now, we take (3, T) in the canonical form EIH), [EIT). These descend
to the SO(3) structure (g, T) on M = G/H due to the isotropy invariance

of (g, Y). The G-invariant so(3) connection I' on M has the following form
['=Tg— 1(2t; +t2)0"Es,

where I'y is the canonical connection on the reductive homogeneous space
G/H — see [A.

o

A

Remark 6.4. It is worth to notice that on the line to = —2t; the connection
T" coincides with the canonical connection I'y. The example from this line
corresponding to (t1,t2) = (1, —%) is due to Th. Friedrich [4].

In general, the torsion 7" has components in the both possible irreducible
SO(3) representations /\3 and /\? (see Remark B7)). Oun the line to = 244
the torsion is of pure type /\g, on the line t; = —2t5 it is of pure type /\3
— see the Figure [

The s0(3) curvature is of the form

K = —tthIiB'Eg.

It belongs to s0(3) ® so(3). If t1t2 # 0 the curvature has non-zero values
in all of the components @f ® @g @ /\é of the irreducible decomposition

E3)

t; = 0, t2 # 0. The group G of the previous case contracts and the
symmetry group becomes

G = (SO(2) x R?) x SO(3).
The inclusion of H = SO(2) in the product G is given by
SO(2) > h+— (h? h).

The Maurer-Cartan form on G has the form (@3] with ¢; = 0. The relations
([E3) remain valid after passing to the limit £ — —sgn[(t; — 2t2)] = sgnis

~3 _ = 1 ~1 il _ /B A1
TENT g 0 =—3a
52: 1 'd2 54: 1 'd4
2ts| 2[ts|
3 _ 1 53 5 155
H_Itzla 0—‘t2|a.
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These define an SO(3) structure on M = G/H in an analogous way as in
the previous case. The torsion 7' # 0 is never of a pure type and the s0(3)
curvature K = 0.

to =0, t; # 0. This case is the same as the previous one. One has to put
€2 = 0in @3) and $ — sgniy in ([@F). The statements about curvature
and torsion are the same as in the previous point.

t1 =0, to = 0. In this case both the torsion and the so(3) curvature vanish.
Thus, this case corresponds to the flat model M. Hence the symmetry
group G is extendable to SO(3) x,R®. For the purpose of the next point it
is useful to analyse G more carefully. Let 7 be the standard representation
of SO(2) in R2. In conform with the Figure [l we observe that

G =R x (SO(2) x RY), H =S0(2),

where the semi-direct product is taken with respect to the representation
72 @ 7 of SO(2) on R*. The Maurer-Cartan form 6y,c on G is

M)

0 27a%2 000 0
275 0a&* 000 O

~ 000 000 O
Ovc = 0 00 0#a&®0
0 0 0 -f70a&° 0

0 00 000 O

0 0 0 000 at

14

The relation between (&7, 7) and (87,73) is 6 = &7 and 7° = 7.

t1 = 2ta, ty # 0. In this case the group G = G, has the following abstract
description. We present the Lie algebra of G as a central extension by R of
a b-dimensional algebra [. Let us recall (see [I3]) that such extensions are
classified by closed 2-forms o € /\2[*.

Let L = SO(2) x R* with the representation 72 @ 7 of SO(2) as in the
previous point; [ is the Lie algebra of L. We take the Maurer-Cartan forms
(a?,a3,a* a%, 1), defined in [E3), as the basis of the left invariant forms
on L. One can check that the following 2-form on L

F=aNa’+2a*Aat, o =6, e NI
is closed.
We define the Lie algebra g = g, as a central extension of [ by R

0-R—g5I1—0

characterised by the element o. Let G = G, be a Lie group with Lie algebra
go- We extend the basis of left invariant forms on L to the (left invariant)
basis (a',a2,a%, a* &% 1) on G. The differential da! is (see [I3])

da! = &.

The exact sequence of Lie algebras (B) has a partial splitting s : s0(2) — g
(i-e. the composition 7 o s is the inclusion of s0(2) into [) which defines the
inclusion H = SO(2) C G.

Finally, the relation between this basis (&7, 7) and the canonical coframe
(07,33) is as follows

P =q—t3at, 0'=tat, 02=a2 0°=a° 0'=at 0°=a.
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These define a nearly integrable SO(3) structure on M = G/H as in each
of the previous cases. The torsion T' # 0 is never of a pure type and the
50(3)-curvature has the form

K= —2(t2)21€3-E3.

The point Bl of Proposition We start with the observation that the line
t; = 2ts on the (1,t)-plane in the present case and the line t; = 2¢o of the
previous case coincide (see Proposition B3)). Thus, in the entire analysis of this
case, we assume that t; # 2ts.

We have the following differential system on G

dél = t1é2 A é4 + (tl — tQ)éB A é5
d6? = —t10* A 0* 4 20* A 5P

n3 nl 05 05 ~3 —2t5 92 03 —2t5 n4 0o
d0° = —5t10" N0 +0° AT+ L2207 A 07+ 20 A0

(6.8) do* =01 A 6% — 26° A 73

no5 nl n3 03 ~3 —2t3 n2 no5 —2t2 93 n4
d0° = 510" N 07— 07 AT’ — L2 0P N 00 — B2207 A G
dﬁ/3 = —%(ﬁ% — t1to +t§)é2 A\ 9~4 — %Ifl (lfl - tg)éz)’ AN 55.

It follows, that off the line t; = 2t, independently of (¢1,%2), the symmetry group
G = G, is a central extension of the group

L = SL(2,R) x R?

by a 1-dimensional Lie group. G, is characterised by a closed 2-form eo € /\2[*,
€ = Sgn|t1 — t2|.

It is convenient to choose the basis of left invariant forms (a*, &%, &*, &°, 1) on
L so that the Maurer-Cartan form éMc on L reads

) —at @+ &
Ove=|a2—7 at @
0 0 0

Obviously, we have SO(2) C SL(2,R) C L.
Now, the possible symmetry groups G = G, € = 0, 1, are presented on Figure &l
Below, we discuss cases € = 1 and € = 0 separately.

(i) € = 1. This case corresponds to t; # to. Here, we observe that
F=a®nad, o =6, NI

is closed on L. It is this form that defines the desired central extension
of the Lie algebra [ to the Lie algebra g = g, of the symmetry group G,.
Now, the forms (a2, a3, a*, &°, 1) extend to the left invariant forms on G, .
Together with the form &' such that d@' = & they define the left invariant
coframe on G,. This coframe is related to the canonical coframe (6%, 7%) of
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FIGURE 2. Groups G = G, of SO(3) structures of Proposition ®

EXR) via
' = e+ At
02 . 2/3 <2 g4 2v/3 <4
0 = 5255a 0" = 5255a
(6.9) 0> =a-a° 0° =a*+a°
~3 (1 —2t2)% 433~ ty(ti—t2) ~1
73 = 1(151_22152)2 L.f)— 1 1E 2) .51

Now, in analogy to the case of page B we use the partial splitting
s :50(2) — [, to recover the inclusion H = SO(2) C G,. Then the SO(3)
structure on M = G/H is obtained via the standard procedure of taking
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(3, T) in the form (ETH), (ETD) and passing to the quotient structure (g, T).
The G-invariant so(3) connection on M is given by

=Ty— %93.& + %95.132 - 49%Es,

where T’y is the canonical connection on G/H.

As in the entire point Plof the present Proposition, the torsion 7" has the
pure type /\g iff to = 2t1; it is of the pure type /\i iff t; = —2t5; in all other
cases it is not of a pure type (see Figure B).

In contrast to the point Bl of the present Proposition, the so(3) curvature
has the form
1
12
+ (\/gtl (tl — 2f2) ' A6 — (tl — 2f2)2(92 A 6> + 63 A 6‘4)> -Fy

K {(\/gtl(fl — 2t2) Ot A G° — (lfl — 2t2)2(6‘2 A 63 + 6* A 6‘5))E1

(= 8(8 — titz + 1) 62 A 0" + (<763 + 100tz — 483) 6° 1 6° ) B

and (off the line t; = 2t5) it is never of type $0(3) ® s0(3). In general, the
curvature can assume values in all of the components of the decomposition

E3), but /\g and /\i
KeQieQieQie s

Independently of (t1,t2) the curvature has always the @f and @g part;
it is without the @3 component on the line ¢, = 2¢; and without the /\é
component on lines ¢; = 0 and 3t; = 2ty — see Figure
(ii) € = 0. This corresponds to the line t; = t2. Now, all the formulas of the
previous case remain valid, but the formulas for 6' and 43. To get correct
expressions for them, one has to pass to the limit @ — 1 in @3).
It is worthwhile to note that the central extension (g is, in this case,
trivial. Hence, the symmetry group is simply a product

Go =R x (SL(2,R) x R?)  with  H =S0(2) C SL(2,R).

6.3. Examples with 5-dimensional symmetry group. The first set of exam-
ples in this section is characterised by the requirement that a nearly integrable
SO(3) geometry has flat characteristic connection. The full list of such geometries
is given in Section In Theorem we prove that flatness of the character-
istic connection implies that the corresponding nearly integrable SO(3) geometry
has at least 5-dimensional transitive symmetry group. Inspection of the examples
of Section B3l shows that, in generic cases, their symmetry groups are strictly
5-dimensional.

Of course, examples with flat characteristic connections do not exhaust the list of
all nearly integrable SO(3) structures with strictly 5-dimensional transitive symme-
try group. We obtained another two classes of examples assuming that, in addition
to the action of a 5-dimensional transitive symmetry group, the torsion of char-
acteristic connection is of pure type. The results are given in respective Sections
and It is worth noticing that it was possible to find all structures with
5-dimensional transitive symmetry group and torsion in /\g (see Theorem 7). In

case of /\3 type torsion we were only able to find a 2-parameter family of examples.
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6.3.1. Vanishing curvature.

Theorem 6.5. Let (M,g,T) be a nearly integrable SO(3) structure with vanish-
ing curvature of its characteristic connection. Then M has a structure of a 5-
dimensional Lie group G and the SO(3)-structure is G-invariant.

Proof. Since the characteristic connection of an SO(3) structure is flat, one can
assume that the connection (locally) vanishes. Thus, in a suitably chosen local
coframe () the first Cartan structure equations are

dO = t16% A 03 4 120 N O* + 130% N 0° + t40° A OF + 1503 A O + tg0* A 0P

df? = —t10" A 6% — 120" A O — 130" A O° 4 170° A O* +156° A O° +to6* A O°
(6.10)

dO3 =101 N O% — 1408 N O — 1501 N O° — 707 N O — 13607 N O +t100% N6

do* = 120" N O% + 140" A O3 — 160" A O° + 707 A O3 — 1907 N O° — t100° N 6°

df® =301 A 0% + 150 A O3 + 1601 A OY + 130 A 0% + 1907 A OF 4 1100° A 6L
Here the functional coefficients t;,7 = 1,2,...,10 are related to the torsion 3-form
T via:
(6.11) T =10 AO*> AO° + 120" A 6% AO* + 130" A 6% AO° + 140" A 6% A0+
t50 NO3 N +1601 NOTANO® +1702 NO3 NO*+150° NOP NOP +1902 NO NOP +1100° NOANO®.
Now, the Bianchi identities are equivalent to the following integrability conditions

of the system (EI0):

(a) all the functions ¢;,i = 1,2,...,10 are constants
(b) they are subject to the following constraints

tst1g + tgts — tstg = 0

tit1o + tstr — tats =0

(6.12) taty — tots + titg = 0
tot1g + tgt7 — tatg =0

tats — tots + titg = 0.

The point (a) above proves the theorem, showing that M can be identified with the

symmetry group G which has t; as its structure constants.
O

Below we solve conditions (BI2) to fully characterise G' under the genericity
assumption

tio # 0.
If this is assumed the general solution of system ([EI2) is
t1 = 7= (tats — tstr), ta = 7=(taly — tet7), t3 = 7=(tsto — tels).
Now it is easy to see that the following linearly independent (t19 # 0!) 1-forms
ot = 100" — t60° + 50" — 1467
Q® = t100% — tg0> + tg0* — t70°
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are closed. They can be further supplemented to a coframe (a',a?,a?, o, a®) on
M such that

da! =a? AP

da? = Aot

do® =al Aa?

This proves the following proposition.

Proposition 6.6. If the torsion coefficient t19 # 0, the symmetry group G of a
nearly integrable SO(3)-structure with flat characteristic connection is isomorphic
to SO(3) x R2.

6.3.2. Torsion in /\g

In the following a parameter § = 0,1 labels 5-dimensional Lie groups Gs. By
definition Gy = SO(3) x Aff(1), the direct product of SO(3) and the affine group
Aff(1) in dimension 1. We characterise the group G1 by specifying the structure
equations for a left invariant coframe on G;. Thus, G; is such a 5-dimensional
Lie group for which there exists a coframe (a',a?, a®, a*, a®) which satisfies the
following equations:

dat =0

da? = o' A o?

da® = —2a' A o?

da* = —at Aot +a® AP

do® = a? Ao

This group has the Lie algebra g, which is a central extension0 - R — g, — h — 0
of the 4-dimensional Lie algebra

' 23 2t
h= 0 —a' 2|, @y,29,23,24 €R
0 0 0

by a real line R. The extension is given by means of a closed 2-form (see [I3])

A2 AN
oc=a"Na".

The following theorem is obtained by a successive application of the Bianchi iden-
tities on the system ([EI)-([EH) in which the characteristic connection I' is supposed
to have torsion in /\g and for which all the connection coefficients, the curvature
coefficients and the torsion coefficients are constants.

Theorem 6.7. Let (M, g,Y) be a nearly integrable SO(3) geometry admitting a
5-dimensional transitive symmetry group G. Assume, in addition, that the torsion
of its characteristic connection is of pure type /\g Then:
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e Modulo a constant SO(3) gauge transformation, it is defined by means of
the adapted coframe (0*,0%,03,0%,0°) satisfying the following differential
system:

a9 = —§\/§ge(92 At + (2 — 36)6° A 95)

dh* = —2pcosp 02 N O*

d? = —pcosg 02 A0 +V3pe(1 — 6)01 A0 + 0662 A 6 + (8¢ — sin)* A 6°
de* = —2psinyp 6% A 6*

df® = pcosp 62 A 63 + \/§g6(5 — 1) NG — 0e00% N 05 — o(Se + sin ) A O,

with constant parameters o > 0,¢ € [0,27[,e = £1,0 =0, 1.

o =Gy

e For all values of the parameters €, 0, o, p the curvature of the characteristic
connection is of type @f @ @g @ /\é with all the irreducible components
non-zero.

S 2
6.3.3. Torsion in .
It is easy to check that an adapted coframe (6%, 6%, 63, 0%, 0°) with differentials given
by:
do* =0
d6? = —pcosph* A G*
d6® = LVBocosp 01 A O3 — LV3osing 01 A0 — Josing 02 A%+ Jocosp 67 A O
de* = psinp 0> A 6*
de® = —%\/ggsincp o' A3 — %\/ggcoscp o' N O° — %Qsincp 6% N0O° — %QCOSQO 0* A 65,
where the parameters o > 0, ¢ € [0, 27[ are constants, defines a nearly integrable

SO(3) geometry whose characteristic torsion has pure type /\3 Its symmetry group
is transitive, strictly 5-dimensional and has the following Maurer-Cartan form

at 0 0 ot
O — 0 o 0 a?
ME=10 0 —(a*+a®) o3|’

0 0 0 0

where the forms (a!, a2, o, a?, o) are related to the coframe (01,62, 63, 6%, 6°) via
an appropriate po-dependent GL(5,R) transformation.

It is worth noting that the curvature of the characteristic connection in this
2-parameter family of examples is always of the type @f @ @3 with both the
irreducible components non-zero.

7. RICCI TENSOR AND COVARIANTLY CONSTANT SPINORS
7.1. Ricci tensor. We have the following proposition

Proposition 7.1. For every nearly integrable SO(3) structure (M, g, ) the Ricci

LC
tensor Ric*© of the Levi-Civita connection T is related to the Ricci tensor Ric" of
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the characteristic s0(3) connection T’ via
Ricfjc = Ricfj + iTilejki + %(*d *T)ij.
Corollary 7.2. Given a nearly integrable SO(3) structure (M, g, ) the following
two conditions are equivalent.
e The codifferential of the torsion 3-form T vanishes.

e The Ricci tensor Ric" of the characteristic connection ' is symmetric.

Thus, for nearly integrable SO(3) structures we have
*dxT =0 — Ricj; = Ricj;.

In the rest of this section we discuss the torsion/curvature properties of the
homogeneous examples of Section @ It is interesting to note that all these examples
satisfy

*dxT = 0.

Thus, the Ricci tensor Ric" is symmetric for them. In many cases both the Ricci
tensors Ric" and Ric*® are diagonal'. More explicitly,

e in case ([II) of Proposition we have:

Ric*® = Ric" = —6a®9, T =0

e in case (B) of Proposition we have:
Ric™® = (88 +3)g + 55 (16t + 12t1t2 — 13)E5 + 55 (445 — t3) B3,
RiCF = %tthEg,
dT = —2t120° A 0> A O* A 6°
e in case (@) of Proposition we have:
Ric™® = (1] —tito + 53)g + 25 (4485 — B8t1to + 27t3) E5 + 55 (8t7 — 10t1t2 + 3t3) 3,
Ric" = 3t1(ty — 2t2)g + 45 (1415 — 29t1ty + 1413) 5 + &5 (t, — 2t2)(2t1 — t2) E3,
dT = —50> NO> NO* N O°
e for the examples of Theorem B3 we have:
Ric" =0,
dT’'=0
and Ric*® has a rather complicated form depending on the torsion param-

eters to, a = 1,2,...10; for some values of the parameters the Levi-Civita
Ricci tensor Ric*© may be diagonal, e.g.: if £, = 0,Va # 1 then

- 2
Ric*® = 113 < )

e for the examples of Theorem [B7 we have:
Ric*® = 92(13—0 —20)g + 20*F3,

[elelelel

0
1
0
0
0

[ele ol

0
0
0
0
0

[elelelele]

Ric" = —20°5g + 20°E3,
AT = 30°(36 — 4)0> A 6> A O* N 6°

INote that the square of the matrix E3 and its fourth power are diagonal matrices.
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e for the examples of Section we have:

! J 0 1 0 0 3 0 0 0 0
a2 1. .
o 302 0 sin®(¢) 0 3sin(2¢) 0 . 02 [ 02-cos(2¢) 0 sin(2p) 0O
Ric =—=1o0 0 0 0 o|, Ric =-510 o0 1 0 0
ol sin(2¢) 0 cos?(p) 0 0 sin(2¢) 0 2+cos(2¢) 0
2 0 0 0 0 1
0 0 0 0 0

dT = 0.

7.2. Absence of covariantly constant spinors. We now pass to the question
if a manifold with an SO(3) structure (M, g, T) and an s0(3) connection I' may
admit a covariantly constant spinor field. We look for ¥ : M — C* such that

(7.1) AV + Topin ¥ = 0,

where T'spin is a spin connection [E2ZH) corresponding to I'.

We use the curvature
Qgpin - drgpin + Fsp‘m A Fsp‘m

of [gpin. This curvature is expressible in terms of the curvature K = @rl w0 Ok E;
of I and the (Dirac) matrices E; of [@24]). We have
Qepin = L1107 N OFE;.
It is easy to see that the integrability conditions for the equations ([ZTI) are
Qspinq] = 0.

These equations should be satisfied for each element of the basis of 2-forms #* A §*.
Thus, they are equivalent to

W;; ¥ =0, Vi<j=1,2,3,4,5
where W;; is a 4x4 matrix
Wij = TIijE].

This shows that an existence of a non-zero solution for ¥ gives a severe restrictions
on the curvature Qgpiy. In particular, this implies that

(7.2) det(Wy;) = det(r’;Ef) =0 Vi<j=1,2,34,5.
But
9 1 \2 2 \2 3 \2 2
det(Wig) = & ((r1)2 + (2,2 + (%)%

Thus, equations ([CZZ) are satisfied only if all the curvature coefficients rlij are zero.
In such case Qgpin = 0, which means that the corresponding s0(3) connection I is
flat. This proves the following proposition.

Proposition 7.3. Let (M, g,t) be a 5-dimensional SO(3) geometry equipped with
an $0(3) connection I'. Then (M,g,Y) admits a covariantly constant spinor field
with respect to the corresponding spin(3) connection I'spiy if the connection T is flat.
If this condition is satisfied then, locally, one has a 4-parameter family of constant
spinors.
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8. THE TWISTOR BUNDLE T

It is remarkable that each 5 dimensional manifold M with an SO(3) structure
(g9,7) on it defines a natural 2-sphere bundle S> — T — M. This bundle, which
via analogy with the twistor theory, we call the twistor bundle, will be defined by
recalling that at every point z of M we have a distinguished subspace (/\?),)m of
those 2-forms that span the irreducible s0(3). Considered point by point, spaces
( /\?,)m form a rank 3 vector bundle /\§M over M with the following basis of sections

Y =V30L A+ 02 N0+ 0 N0,
K2 =30V N O3 602 N5+ 03 N 04,
K3 =202 N0 + 03 N 65
Here we have used the adapted coframe (6%, 02603, 0% 0°) for (M, g,Y). It is also

convenient to note that the forms (k!, k2, k%) are related to the basis (E1, F2, E3)
of the irreducible s50(3) C s0(5) via k! = FE;6° N 67, I =1,2,3, see @X).

Definition 8.1. The twistor bundle over a 5-dimensional manifold M equipped
with an SO(3) structure (g, T) is the 2-sphere bundle S* — T = M defined by

(8.1) T:{we/\gM:*(w/\*w):E)}.
Remark 8.2. The constant 5 in the above normalisation means that w € /\gM iff
w = bk + by k? + bs k* where b3 + b3 + b3 = 1.

Consider the complexification TCM of the tangent bundle of (M, g, T) and de-
note by the same letters the complexifications of the tensors g and Y. At every
point = € M consider the space

N,={neTSM : Y(n,n,-) =0}

of vectors, which are null with respect to the complexified Y. Given any complexi-
fied vector 0 # v € TSM we define

dir(v) = {\w e TEM : X e C}.
We have the following proposition
Proposition 8.3. The space of null directions
PN, = {dir(n) : n € N}
is a disjoint sum of two connected components
PN, = PN} UPN;, PN, =PN; .

Each of them is naturally diffeomorphic to the fibre T, = 7~ (x) = S? of the twistor
bundle T.

Proof. Consider a 2-form w € T,. In the adapted coframe (6*,67,6°,6*,6°) it reads
w= %Wijez A 07, Tt defines a linear map

TEM 3 v; — (wv); = wjiv; € TSM.

It is easy to see that the eigenvalues of this endomorphism are {0, 4i,4+2i}. The
corresponding +2¢ eigenspaces are null with respect to T due to the following
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argument. The SO(3) invariance of the tensor Y, see (1), when applied to form
w and a vector n belonging to the +2i eigenspaces of w;; reads

0="T(wn,n,-)+ Y(n,wn,:)+ L(n,nw)=4T(n,n,-)+ Y(nn,w).

Now, if v belongs to any eigenspace of w;; the implication of this equality is
Y (n,n,v) = 0, which means that Y(n,n,-) = 0.
Thus, the following map

T, > w — ker(w F 2i) € PNE.

is well defined. It further follows that it provides the desired diffeomorphism be-
tween T, and PNF.
O

Now we define the 2-sphere bundle of null directions for Y to be

PN = [ J PN,
zeM

and, as a corollary to the above proposition, we get:

Proposition 8.4. There ezists a natural bundle isomorphism between the bundle
PN of null directions for T and the twistor bundle T.

Remark 8.5. The above proposition enables one to view the twistor bundle T as
an analog of the twistor bundles of 4-dimensional (pseudo)Riemannian geometries
(see e.g. [8]). Historically, the first such bundle - Penrose’s bundle of light rays over
the Minkowski space-time [I0] - is a 2-sphere bundle of null directions. It proved to
be very useful in General Relativity Theory, especially in the case of complexified
Minkowski space-time and its curved generalisations. Motivated by the utility of
Penrose’s bundle of light rays Atiyah, Hitchin and Singer [T] considered the 2-sphere
bundle of complexified null 2-planes over a 4-dimensional Riemannian manifold.
This bundle, which they identified with the bundle of almost hermitian structures
over the 4-manifold, they termed the twistor bundle. Later, mathematicians gener-
alised the notion of twistor bundle in many directions, so that the relation between
null directions and todays twistors is weaker and weaker. We find a particularly
remarkable the fact that the 5-dimensional geometries considered in the present
paper lead to twistor bundle T whose relation to null directions is very apparent.

8.1. Elements of geometry of T. Now, we consider an arbitrary SO(3) structure
(M,g,T) equipped with an s0(3) connection I' (we do not assume that I" is the
characteristic connection). These data induce interesting geometrical structures on
the twistor bundle T. The rest of this section is devoted to their brief description.

(1) The connection I" splits the tangent space TT into horizontal and vertical
parts:
TT=HoV.
The fibre of the twistor bundle T, is naturally embedded in the vector space

(/\g)m It is a unit sphere S? with respect to the natural scalar product 3
on two-forms, which explicitly reads

Y(o1,02) = % * (01 A x09), Voi,09 € (/\g)z
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Thus the vertical tangent space V,, at a point w € T, may be identified
with the orthogonal complement of w with respect to . Hence

Vo={0e(A): : X(o,w)=0}.
(2) There is a natural Riemannian metric g on T. This metric is given by
g = X2 @ m*g, where ¥ is the natural scalar product induced on the fibre
by X.
(3) There is a natural complex structure J on the fibre T,, given by

Jo(o) =[w,0] o€V, (A
Here, we view the forms w and o as elements of the Lie algebra so(3) =
(/\g)m, so that [-,+] is the Lie bracket in so(3). Obviously, J is compatible
with the metric ¥5. Now, the metric 3o together with orientation given by
J determine the volume 2-form 79 on the fibre.
(4) There is a tautological horizontal 2-form w on T.
(5) T is equipped with the horizontal vector field u given by

g(u) = %1(772 ANwAw)
where % is the Hodge star operation on (T, g). The vector field w is unital:
g(u,u) = 1. We denote the g-orthogonal complement of u in H by H™.
(6) At every point z € T the metric § descends to the 4-dimensional, naturally
oriented, vector space H%. Thus, in HY, the Hodge star operator is well

defined. By using it we decompose the restriction of the tautological 2-form
W)« into the self-daul and anti-self-dual parts

W)pu = W4 FwW_.

The forms w4 define the pair of 7*g-compatible complex structures Ji on

’Hu
G m) = g wilvr, ) e T(HY)
T gl(J+V1, V2 — 2:‘:1 Ww4(V1,02), V1, V2 .
These two complex structures commute:
[J+7 J*] =0.

8.2. Almost CR-structures on T and their integrability conditions. We
recall that an odd-dimensional real manifold P is equipped with an almost C'R-
structure if there exists on P a distinguished codimension one distribution N en-
dowed with an almost complex structure J (see e.g. [9]). The +i eigenspaces of J
define the split
CON = N0 g NOD,

An almost CR-structure (N, ) on P is called an integrable CR-structure iff the
following integrability conditions are satisfied

NGO A0 « Ar(1L0),

The twistor bundle T is naturally equipped with four almost CR-structures.
They are genuinely distinct i.e. not related by the conjugacy operation. One obtains
these structures by defining the distribution N to be Ny = u', the orthogonal
complement of the unit vector u with respect to the metric § on T. Since Ny =
VY @ HY, then the four almost complex structures on Nt may be defined by

J=Jdely, e=1or —1.
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Thus we have four natural almost CR-structures on T defined by means of four Js
on N1. Among them the most interesting is

(N1, Jo), where Jo=J® J,.

This structure is the only one among (N, 7) that may be integrable. More specif-
ically, we have the following theorem.

Theorem 8.6.

(1) Among the four natural almost CR-structures (N1, J @ eJy) on T, the only
one that may be integrable is (N, Jo).

(2) Let (M,g,Y) be a nearly integrable SO(3) structure and let (Nt,Jo) be
the almost CR-structure on T induced by the characteristic connection of
(M, g,Y). This CR-structure is integrable if and only if

Koz =0, and Te€ /\g

Sketch of the proof. We start by choosing an SO(3) adapted coframe (6", 6, 6%, 6*,6°)
on U C M. We parametrise T|y by U x C, so that the tautological 2-form w reads
|2

_ 2+4% i(Z—=z) 1—|z sl
(8.2) w = 1_1‘;‘2&1 + TrEE e T TR sss z e C.

The horizontal-vertical splitting of the tangent bundle T'T with respect to an so(3)-
connection I' = 1 By +v2 Fa 43 F3 is given by the following complex valued 1-form

~ 2 2 .
h = 1+|1Z|2 (dz + 55y + Mgy + iz 73).

The horizontal subspace H C T'T is the kernel of h.
The 1-form @ = g(u) - the g-dual to the unit horizontal vector field u - is given
by

~g]

1Al g, VB2 (e4E) g2 VAR 1) g3 VB(PAE) g4 ivB(—2)(|2P—1) g5
= U O T O e O e

Since there exist two commuting complex structures J on every 4-dimensional
horizontal subspace HY, the complexification of this subspace decomposes onto the
common eigenspaces of Jy. Explicitly we have

(H3)® = N1 @ No @ Ny & N,
where the spaces N7 and N> are defined by
J1r Ny = iNy, J1 Ny = +iNy,

and N7, N> denote their respective complex conjugates. The explicit formulae for
the g-duals 727 and ngy of the vectors ny and ng generating the subspaces N7 and
N are the following

B . 2 3= (12,2 9 = 3= o 2_ o~ 3=
P — i2+/32(| ] 1)91 2(z°+%) 92 _i(1-32"—32Z+2"%) 93 _2i(z7—%) 94 _ 1432°-327—2 295,

e SRE R A RRE L TP SEEEEE: GEEEDE
S~ 2322 gl A1 p2  2iz(2%2-1) p3 i(z*41) g4 |, 22(2241) o5
ne = aippe? e - et anee? et

The space Nrﬂ(-l’o) of (1,0)-forms with respect to the almost complex structure Jo
is spanned by

qu(wl’o) = Spanc(iz, ’I~11, 'FLQ)
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Thus the integrability conditions for the CR structure (N, Jp) have the form
dGAGARATL AT =0
dhAGARATL AT =0
divy NG AR ATy Afig =0
diis A AR AT Afig =0,

The expression for the other almost CR structures are analogous.
The remaining part of proof of the theorem is skipped due to its purely compu-
tational character.
O

Remark 8.7. We close this section with a remark that on T there exist also other
natural geometries whose integrability conditions may encode the torsion/curvature
properties of SO(3) structures. Let us define the following real 1-forms

9 =Re(fy), 92 =Im(Ay), ©9°=Re(nz), v*=TIm(n,),
9> =a, 9°=—Im(h), 97 =Re(h).
They define the g-orthonormal (local) coframe on T. The following 3-forms
¢1 =
s = L(fix ATig Ao —Tix Afig A R)

(A1 ATy — g Aig) A

N

¢s = LAAh AR
are well defined on T. They may be collected to a single well defined 3-form
®=¢1+ g2 + ¢s.

This, when expressed in terms of the orthonormal coframe (91, 92,93, 94, 9% 96, 97),
reads

¢ = (9 N2 =P A ADP 4+ (9 A2 =9 NI?) DS+ (9 AD* =92 NP ) AT 97 AOC AT
It equips T with a G2 C SO(g) structure (see [II]).
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