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Abstract

We consider spin manifolds with an Einstein metric, either Rieman-
nian or indefinite, for which there exists a Killing spinor. We describe the
intrinsic geometry of nondegenerate hypersurfaces in terms of a PDE sat-
isfied by a pair of induced spinors, akin to the generalized Killing spinor
equation.

Conversely, we prove an embedding result for real analytic pseudo-
Riemannian manifolds carrying a pair of spinors satisfying this condition.

1 Introduction
A spinor ¥ on a pseudo-Riemannian spin manifold (Z, h) is Killing if it satisfies
Vil =X -0, (1)

where A is a complex constant and - denotes Clifford multiplication; this includes
the case A = 0, when the the spinor is parallel. Unless ¥ is identically zero, the
condition () forces the scalar curvature to be 4n(n — 1)A?. This puts strong
constraints on the geometry, and forces A to be either real or purely imaginary.

Riemannian and pseudo-Riemannian manifolds with a Killing spinor have
been studied in general relativity since [28], and later on in supersymmetry (see
[17]). Mathematically, Killing spinors on a compact Riemannian manifold with
positive curvature correspond to eigenvectors for the Dirac operator which attain
the lowest possible eigenvalue (see [20]); in both the Riemannian and indefinite
case, Killing and parallel spinors are studied in connection with holonomy (see
29, 3, ).

The geometry of Riemannian manifolds with a Killing spinor is quite rigid
(see [3L B]). In particular, the metric is Einstein, and Ricci-flat when A = 0.
This is not always true for indefinite metrics. For instance, [9] shows that
there exist non-Einstein Lorentzian manifolds admitting a Killing spinor with
A imaginary; on the other hand, it is shown in the same paper that Lorentzian
manifolds admitting Killing spinors with A real are necessarily Einstein. In this
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paper, we will focus on the case in which the metric is Einstein. More precisely,
we study nondegenerate hypersufaces inside an Einstein pseudo-Riemannian
manifold with a Killing spinor.

The case in which the spinor W is parallel has been considered in [4], showing
that the restriction of ¥ to the hypersurface satisfies

Ut — %A(X) 3, (2)

where A is the Weingarten operator, under the assumption that the normal is
space-like; one then says that 1 is a generalized Killing spinor. If the normal is
time-like, one obtains the similar equation

Vi = SAX) v )

then ¢ is called a generalized imaginary Killing spinor, or imaginary W-Killing
spinor (see e.g. [§]).

A natural problem to consider is whether this is a characterization, i.e.
whether any pseudo-Riemannian manifold (M, g) with a generalized (imagi-
nary) Killing spinor ¢ can be embedded isometrically as a hypersurface inside
a manifold (Z, h) with a parallel spinor extending v, with the symmetric tensor
A corresponding to the Weingarten operator. We will then refer to (Z, h) as an
extension of (M, g).

Little is known for the case of general signature; the main result was proved
in [4], where the extension is shown to exist in the case that VA is totally
symmetric.

For Riemannian extensions of Riemannian metrics, the classification of the
holonomy groups of a manifold with a parallel spinor in [29] allows one to recast
the problem in terms of G-structures and differential forms. Extending the
metric amounts to solving appropriate evolution equations in the sense of [21]
(see also [14, [T3]); for some instances of G, the existence of a solution can then be
proved using the integrability of an exterior differential system associated to the
G-structure (see [I4] [I0]). A general proof of the existence of the embedding
for real analytic data, using spinors rather than differential forms, was given
in [TI]. We point out that there are examples of non-real-analytic Riemannian
manifolds with a generalized Killing spinor which cannot be extended (see [10]
and [I, Theorem 4.27]), indicating that the real analytic condition cannot be
eschewed in this context.

For Lorentzian extensions of Riemannian metrics, a proof of existence was
given in [§] for real analytic data, and [24] for smooth data, under the condition

Uy - = iy,

with Uy, denoting the Riemannian Dirac current and w,, its norm. This algebraic
condition on the spinor corresponds to imposing that the parallel spinor on Z
is null. For the 4-dimensional case, an alternative proof using the polyform
associated to the square of the spinor was given in [27]. In these results, the



metric on Z is not automatically Ricci-flat. In order to obtain a Ricci-flat metric,
one needs to impose additional constraints involving the tensor A and the scalar
curvature s, namely

s=trA% — (trA)?, dtrA+5A=0. (4)

It was shown in [26] that a Riemannian metric on a 3-manifold with a generalized
Killing spinor such that (@) holds can be extended to a Ricci-flat Lorentzian
manifold with a parallel spinor.

To our knowledge, hypersurfaces inside a manifold Z with a Killing spinor,
A # 0 have only been studied in the Riemannian setting and with the language of
differential forms. By [3], Z is either Einstein-Sasaki, 3-Einstein Sasaki, nearly-
parallel Go, nearly Kéhler of dimension 6 or a round sphere. The case where
Z has dimension three has been studied in [25]. Hypersurfaces inside a nearly-
Kéhler 6-manifold have been studied in [18], where the corresponding evolution
equations are also introduced. Also in this context, solving the evolution equa-
tions can be used effectively to produce explicit metrics; this approach has been
instrumental in the construction of inhomogeneous nearly-Kéahler manifolds in
[19]. For real analytic data, the existence of an extension for the geometries cor-
responding to nearly-Kéhler, nearly-parallel G2 and Einstein-Sasaki structures
on Z has been proved in [I1].

In this paper, we describe in spinorial terms the geometry of a hypersurface
inside an Einstein manifold with a Killing spinor ¥, generalizing [2)) and (3]
(Theorem ], Theorem B2]). When the hypersurface has even dimension, the
geometry of the hypersurface is described by a single equation involving the
restricted spinor v, which originally appears in [25] in the context of surfaces.
In odd dimensions, a complete description requires two spinors. In the case
that the orthogonal distribution to the hypersurface is space-like, generated by
a unit normal v, the spinors v, ¢ correspond to the restrictions of ¥ and v - U,
and they satisfy

VY =JAX)0Y+AX O ¢,
V¥ =2X 0¢ — FA(X) O ¢;

similar equations hold in the case that the orthogonal distribution is time-like.
The case of even dimension can be subsumed in this system by introducing a
second spinor ¢ = i oy O v, where (p,q) is the signature and wys the
volume form. In analogy to (), the fact that the ambient manifold is assumed
to be Einstein implies dtr A+JA = 0. We dub the resulting geometry a harmful
structure, meaning to suggest the fact that such a structure potentially leads to
a Killing spinor on the extension.

The main result of this paper is that any real analytic harmful structure can
be extended to an Einstein manifold with a Killing spinor. The proof is akin to
[1]; however, some work is needed to handle the more general signature. Indeed,
the characterization of real analytic hypersurfaces inside Riemannian Einstein
manifolds given in [22] extends to the pseudo-Riemannian case (Corollary [2.2]
Corollary 233]). We prove that the spinors defining the harmful structure can




be extended to Killing spinors on Z by parallel translation relative to a suit-
able connection. This shows that any pseudo-Riemannian spin manifold with a
harmful structure can be extended to an Einstein manifold with a Killing spinor
(Theorem [.4]). Our result generalizes the known results quoted above in two
respects: we consider pseudo-Riemannian metrics, and we allow A # 0 in the
Killing equation. By contrast, we restrict the geometry by imposing that the
metric on Z is Einstein.

Working with arbitrary signature forces us to restrict to the real analytic
case. However, we note that the results of [I5] indicate that smooth Rieman-
nian hypersurfaces inside a Lorentzian Einstein manifold have a characteriza-
tion similar to [22]. This indicates that the harmful structure corresponding to
this signature always extends to an Einstein Lorentzian manifold. Determining
whether the spinor can be extended to obtain a Killing spinor will be the object
of future work.

2 Hypersurfaces in Einstein manifolds

In this section we recall Koiso’s characterization of n-dimensional real analytic
pseudo-Riemannian manifolds (M, g) which can be immersed as hypersurfaces
in an Einstein manifold (see [22]). Whilst Koiso works in Riemannian signature,
the proof works in the same way for arbitrary signature, though statements need
to be adapted slightly.

The Einstein manifold will take the form of a generalized cylinder in the
sense of [4], i.e. a product Z = M X (a,b) endowed with a metric of the form
gt +dt?, with {g;} a one-parameter family of metrics on M. In calculations, we
will often drop the subscript ¢ for simplicity. To be precise, this description will
be valid locally, i.e. around each point x there will be an open neighbourhood
U such that U x (a,b) is contained in Z, and the metric can be written down
as a generalized cylinder; however, the interval of definition may shrink to zero
as the point x moves, if M is not compact.

The isometric embedding of (M, g) in the generalized cylinder will be ob-
tained by imposing the initial condition go = g. The Einstein condition is a
PDE which can be expressed purely in terms of {g;}; however, it will be conve-
nient to write it in terms of both {g:} and the Weingarten operators {A4;}, with
the convention that for X,Y tangent to M the normal component of VZY is
gt(At(X),Y)%, so Ay = —V%. Notice that setting ¢:(X,Y) = 4(g,(X,Y)),
one has

gt(Xv Y) = _29t(At(X)aY) (5)

We will also consider hypersurfaces with time-like normal direction, which lo-
cally take the form of generalized cylinders g7 — dt?; in this case, Ay = V% and
([E) has the opposite sign.

We will need to consider the operator § acting on tensors of type (k, h) as

(6T)(v1, ..., vp, 0ty .., ah 1) = =3 (Ve T) (1, .. vp, €80l Lol h>0
(6T)(v1y .- yvp—1) = = Soi (Ve, T) (€94, 01, .y vg—1), h=0



Here, {e;} denotes any frame, and {e’} its dual frame. In general, we will often
consider orthonormal frames {e;}, so that the metric takes the form

el @el + - 4" ®e",

where ¢; = *+1.
Notice that for vector fields, 0X = — Div X, and for 1-forms da = d*«; in
particular, Af = §(df) for any function f.

Theorem 2.1 (Koiso [22]). Let {g:} and {A:} be real analytic one-parameter
families of metrics (resp. symmetric (1,1) tensors) on M defined on the interval
(a,b), satisfying

9t(X,Y) = =2g:(A(X),Y)

A = —Ric(g;) + (tr A)A + K id
Assume further that
s=(n—1)K —tr A2 + (tr Ag)?, dtrAg+ 649 =0. (6)
Then g, + dt? is an Einstein metric on M x (a,b) with Einstein constant K.
Applying the Cauchy-Kovaleskaya theorem (see [I]), one obtains:

Corollary 2.2. A real analytic pseudo-Riemannian manifold (M, g) of signa-
ture (p,q) embeds isometrically as a hypersurface in an Einstein manifold of
signature (p+ 1, q) with RicZ = Kid if and only if it admits a symmetric (1,1)
tensor A such that

s=m—-1)K —trA> + (tr A)?, dtrA+06A=0. (7)

Corollary 2.3. A real analytic pseudo-Riemannian manifold (M, g) of signa-
ture (p,q) embeds isometrically as a hypersurface in an Einstein manifold of
signature (p,q + 1) with Ric? = Kid if and only if it admits a symmetric (1,1)
tensor A such that

s=(m—-1)K+trA? — (tr A)?, dtrA+06A=0. (8)

Proof. Let § = —g be the opposite metric, with signature (¢, p). Then Ric =
—Ric, § = —s, and 0A = 0 A. Write also A = —A. Then

§=(n—-1)(-K)—trA2 4 (tr A)?, dtrA+5A=0.

Therefore, we obtain a metric with Ric? = —K id, which locally takes the form
of a generalized cylinder §; + dt?. If we reverse the sign of the metric, we find
a metric locally of the form g, — dt? satisfying Ric? = K id. O



3 Killing spinors and hypersurfaces

In this section we study the geometry of a hypersurface embedded in a pseudo-
Riemannian manifold with a (nonzero) Killing spinor. We show that the hyper-
surface inherits two spinors which satisfy a coupled differential system involving
a symmetric tensor A, which corresponds to the second fundamental form.

Let Cl,, be the Clifford algebra of signature (p,q), and let X, , be the
complex spinor representation. By definition, ¥, , is a representation of Cl, 4;
if p 4 ¢ is even and positive, X, , splits into the sum of two representations of
Spin,, ,, denoted by E;; g and X which can be identified as the +1-eigenspaces
of Clifford multiplication by the volume form when p — ¢ is a multiple of 4, or
the +i-eigenspaces if p — ¢ is not a multiple of 4.

Let N be a spin manifold of dimension n endowed with a pseudo-Riemannian
metric of signature (p,q), and let ¥N denote the bundle of complex spinors;
recall that ¥V splits as X N & X~_N when n is even. Clifford multiplication
gives a bundle map

TN@EN = SN, 0@ v-1.

Let e1,...,e, be a positively-oriented orthonormal basis of TN. Recall from
[23, Proposition 3.3] that the volume element w =e;---epq in Clp 4, p+qg=n
satisfies

w? = (_1)%4@, eiw = (=1)" " twe;.

In other words,
W2 — 1 p—q=0,3 m0d4.
-1 p—q=1,2 mod4

Conventionally, if n is odd, w acts on X, , as multiplication by 9t7"+1)/2; if
is even, it acts on each of E;ﬁq as multiplication by +i4tn(n+1)/2,

Now suppose (Z,h) is a pseudo-Riemannian spin manifold with a Killing
spinor U, i.e. V%lll = AX - ¥ for any vector field X of Z, where X is a complex
constant. As there will not be any ambiguity, we will not use distinct symbols
for the covariant derivative relative to the Levi-civita connection and the one
relative to the spin connection. Since we are interested in hypersurfaces of Z, we
will denote by n + 1 the dimension of Z. As the volume element wy is parallel,

we have
Vi(wz V) =wz VU =z - X -0 =(—-1)"AX - (wz - V).

Thus, wz - ¥ is also Killing. Assume n is even. Then if A £ 0, ¥ and wz - ¥ are
necessarily independent, since they have opposite Killing numbers. In general,
we can decompose ¥ as ¥ + W_ and hence we obtain

ViU, =)X -U_, VZU_=)\X.T,.

Let (M,g) be a nondegenerate oriented hypersurface, call c: M — Z the
embedding, and let v be a normal vector field, normalized so that h(v,v) = 1



(or h(v,v) = —1). We have a bundle morphism from the complex Clifford
bundle C1 M to *Cl Z,

v v-v  (resp. v iv-v), v€ETM. (9)

Recall that the Clifford algebra is graded over Zs (see e.g. [23]); accordingly we
have a splitting C1Z = C1° Z @ C1' Z. The bundle map @) is an isomorphism
onto ¢* C1° Z; indeed, it restricts to an algebra isomorphism on each fibre, which
denoting by ® the multiplication by a vector in Cl M and by - multiplication in
Cl Z satisfies

vOwrv-v-w (resp. v Ow = v - v - w).
Recalling that n denotes the dimension of M, we obtain the identifications

SM=YX_M®YX_M=1"YZ n even,

* (10)
XM =0%,7, n odd.

Through the identifications (0], the covariant derivatives of a spinor ¥ and its
restriction 1 are related by

vf(q/:v%w—%u-A(X)-w, XeTM (11)
(see equation (3.5) in []). If ¥ is Killing, then
viw = %V~A(X)~1/J+)\X-\IJ.

This leads to an intrinsic formula for the covariant derivative of the restriction
1 in terms of the geometry of the hypersuface M. We will first introduce this
formula assuming p + g even and v space-like, noting that the special case of
surfaces in three-dimensional Riemannian manifolds was treated in [25]. If p+¢
is even, the volume element wy =e;-... e, -V acts as

Wy - W = D (42)/2 _ jan/241y
so that
X U=v- X v U=i 9"y . X wy v -0
=i 2, X e ey, W
- Z-qun/2+1(_1)n(n71)/2+n/2y X -(v-e) ... -(v-ey,) ¥
=i P X oy 00
Therefore, a Killing spinor on a manifold of signature (p 4+ 1, q) with p + ¢ even

induces on a hypersurface of signature (p, ¢) a spinor satisfying

2—-3g9g—p

Vé‘{w:%A(X)@erAz‘ 2 X Quwy O (12)

For p + ¢ odd, we have the following:



Theorem 3.1. Let Z be a pseudo-Riemannian spin manifold of dimension n+1
and signature (p+1,q), with n odd, endowed with a Killing spinor ¥ such that

ViW =)AX -0, MeC,

and let M be an oriented hypersurface of signature (p,q), with Weingarten op-
erator A(X) = —V4%v. Write W =V +V_, and define spinors 1 and ¢ on M
by restricting V4 and v - ¥_ and applying the isomorphism ([{0). Then ¢ and
¥ satisfy the coupled differential system

VY =1AX) 0 +AX ©¢
V¥ =AX 0y —1AX)0¢
and the restriction of U to M is given by ¥ — v - ¢.

Proof. Using (), @), v-v = —1 and the fact that Clifford multiplication by a
vector interchanges ¥, and ¥_, we obtain

(13)

V§(4¢:)\V-X~(y-\IL)+%A(X)®1/):/\X®¢+%A(X)®1/J.
Similarly, we get
Vé\gqﬁ—%V-A(X)-¢:Vi(u-\ll_)zl/-)\X-\Iur —AX) - U_.
Thus
Vo= %V-A(X)-¢+AX®¢+A(X)-V-¢:AX®¢— %A(X)®¢.
O
In the case that the normal is time-like, (1)) still holds, but (@) gives
VU= VY- v AX) -y = VY4 LAK) 09
with appropriate definitions and similar computations one obtains a similar
system with a factor —i, i.e.

Theorem 3.2. Let Z be a pseudo-Riemannian spin manifold of dimension n+1
and signature (p,q + 1), with n odd, endowed with a Killing spinor U, so that

VZU =)XX ¥, \eC,
and let M be an oriented hypersurface of signature (p,q) with Weingarten op-
erator A(X) = V4.
Write U = W + U_ and define spinors ¥ and ¢ on M by restricting W

and —v - V_ and applying the isomorphism ([IQ). Then ¢ and v satisfy the
coupled differential system

V¥ =—2AX) 0y —iAX © ¢
V¥ =iAX 0y + LA(X) O ¢,

and the restriction of U to M is given by ¥ — v - ¢.

(14)



2

Remark 3.1. In the even case, (I3]) and (I4)) still hold if one sets ¢ = iy
1, where wjy is the volume form in M. In this case, ¢ is the restriction of v - ¥
(respectively —v - ¥) under the isomorphism (IQ). Notice that this is simply a
different way of writing (I2]) or its time-like analogue.

Recall that the constant A appearing in the Killing spinor equation, and
hence equations (I3 and (I4), is either real or purely imaginary.

These equations characterize a geometry that gives rise to a Killing spinor
in one dimension higher, but only potentially; in accord with their “potentially
killing nature”, we will dub them harmful structures. More precisely, given a
pseudo-Riemannian spin manifold (M, g) of signature (p,q), we will say that
a weakly harmful structure on (M,g) is a pair of nowhere vanishing spinors
(¢,) satisfying either ([I3) or ([I4) for some symmetric tensor A and some
constant A, either real or purely imaginary; if p + ¢ is even, we further require
that ¢ = i~3 “wy © ¥, where wyy is the volume form. The weakly harmful
structure will be called real if ([I3)) holds and imaginary if ([I4) holds. If the

symmetric tensor A additionally satisfies

dtrA+d6A =0,

(¢,1) will be called a harmjful structure.

Remark 3.2. We will see in Corollary 4] that, on a Riemannian manifold, a
real weakly harmful structure is necessarily harmful.

Theorem [B.Iland its time-like counterpart, Theorem [3.2] show that any non-
degenerate hypersurface inside an Einstein pseudo-Riemannian manifold (Z, h)
endowed with a Killing spinor inherits a harmful structure. If (Z, k) is not as-
sumed to be Einstein, one obtains a weakly harmful structure (see Corollary [Z.2]
and Corollary 23).

Notice that for A = 0, 1 satisfies an equation analogous to the generalized
Killing spinor equation of [4], with a factor —i if one takes the normal to be
time-like, rather than space-like.

4 Embedding into a pseudo-Riemannian Einstein
spin manifold

In this section we show that a real analytic pseudo-Riemannian spin manifold
of signature (p, ¢) with a harmful structure can be embedded isometrically in
a pseudo-Riemannian Einstein manifold, of signature (p + 1,¢) or (p,q + 1)
accordingly to whether the harmful structure is real or imaginary. We will give
the detailed proofs only for real harmful structures, as the imaginary case is
entirely similar.

Since in this section all spinors are on the same manifold M, we will omit
the symbol ® and indicate Clifford multiplication by juxtaposition.

Given a harmful structure satisfying (I3]) or (I4]), we will denote by

FX,Y) = (VxA)(Y) = (Vy A)(X),



the exterior covariant derivative of A (often denoted by d¥ A). We begin with
the following:

Lemma 4.1. Let (M,g) be a pseudo-Riemannian spin manifold with a real
(weakly) harmful structure (¢,v), and let X, Y € TM be two vector fields.
Then the curvature of the spinor bundle of M satisfies
1
R¥y v =5 (FX,Y) + AY)AX) + g (A(Y), A(X)) )
20 (Y X 4+ g(X,Y)) 9.

(15)

Proof. We compute

RNy =VxVy ) — Vy Vxt) — Vix y ¢

Oy, (%A(Y)@b + )\Y¢> —Vy (%A(X)w + AX@#)

— SAX, V)6 - AIX, V]9

(Vx(AY) Y+ AY)Vx¥) + MVxYd+YVxo)

(Vy (A(X)p + A(X)Vyy) — MVy X¢+ XVyo)

A([X, Y]y = AX, Yo

> N =N =N

Iz

TY(X, V)6 + 5 ((Vx ANY) — (Vy A)(X) + ATV (X, V) )

+
N~ N~

[A(Y) <%A(X)w + /\ng> +AY </\X1/; - %A(X)qsﬂ

[A(X) (%A(Y)w + AY(;S) + X ()\Yw — %A(YM)] ,
where TV = 0 is the torsion of the Levi Civita connection. We get
A
RNy =3 (AYV)X - YA(X) - AX)Y + XA(Y))¢

+(%F(X, Y) + E(A(Y)A(X) — A(X)A(Y)) + (VX = XY) )0

Since for the Clifford product vw + wv = —2g(v,w) and A is self-adjoint, the
coefficient of ¢ equals zero and the statement follows. o

The following Lemma gives an expression for the Ricci tensor on a manifold
for which the curvature satisfies (I5).

Lemma 4.2. Assume that (M, g) is an n-dimensional pseudo-Riemannian spin
manifold with a real (weakly) harmful structure and fiz an orthonormal frame

10



(e1,...,en) for TM. Then the Ricci operator of M satisfies

Ric(X )y :(4(n — 1AZX + (tr A)A(X) — A2(X))w

(vx trA) + Y exen(Ve, A)( )) .
k=1

Proof. Tt is known, for example from equation (1.13) of [6], that

Ric(X))) = =23 exskRxa, ¥, (16)
k=1
which holds for any orthonormal basis (s1, ..., s,), where (s;,s;) = €;0;;. Fix
now an orthonormal frame (e, ..., e,) for TM, so that (e;,e;) = gi; = €;0;5.

n

Ric(X)y = — 22 €kCk (2)\2(ekX +9(X,er)) + %F(X, ex)
k=1

(Al A0X) + gt AX)) ) v

=(4X2(n - 1)X — Zn: ener ((VXA)(ek) - (VekA)(X))

Recall that for any symmetric tensor W we have

ZeieiW(ei) = —tr(W). (17)

=1

Then we get

€k (A(ek)A(X) +g(ex, AQ(X)))

M:

Ric(X ) = <4(n —1AX —

—

ekewekA)(X)))w

M= 7

+ (tr(VXA) +
k

Il
=

B (4(n =~ DA’X + (tr A)A(X) — A*(X)

[M]=

+ (VX(trA) + ekek(VekA)(X))>1/).

k=1

The next lemma relates the scalar curvature of M to the tensor A.

11



Lemma 4.3. Let (M, g) be pseudo-Riemannian spin manifold endowed with a
real (weakly) harmful structure (¢,1). Then

scal? ¢ = (4n(n — 1)A? — tr(A?) + (tr A)*) — 2(dtr A+ 69 A)ap. (18)

Proof. By ([[1), we can write

—scald ¢ = Zejej Ric(e;)y = Zeje { n—1)\%e; + (tr A)A(e;) — A%(e )
j=1 j=1

—I—( (tr A) —l—iekek ))]1/)
k=1

All terms are straightforward to compute, except the last one that yields

n

D e Y eren (Ve A)eg) = > ejen(—exe; — 2ej,ex) (Ve, A)(e))

j=1 k=1 Jk=1
= 3 ai(en (cses (VerA)(e)) + 263056 (Ve A)es) )
7,k=1
—Zekek tl“ VekA 2Z€k VekA ek
k=1 k=1
=dtr A+ 2§9A.

Putting everything together we get

scal? ¢ = (dn(n — 1)A* + (tr A)? — tr(A4%))y — 2(dtr A+ §9A) 4.

As an immediate consequence we have the following

Corollary 4.4. On a Riemannian spin manifold, any real weakly harmful struc-
ture is harmful.

Proof. We write (8] as
(scal? —4n(n — 1)A* — (tr A)* + tr(A%))yp = —2(d tr A + 69 A);
this equation has the form fiy = X1, which implies that f = X = 0 since
P = [X = XU = X2 = —| X |,
and v is nowhere zero. Thus

scal! = 4n(n — 1)A? —tr(A%) + (tr A)?, dtr A+ 674 =0.

12



Remark 4.1. Notice that positive definiteness of g is essential in the proof of
Corollary [£4] as otherwise the vanishing of | X |* would not imply the vanishing
of X. Notice also that considering an imaginary weakly harmful structure rather
than real one would make an imaginary unit appear, invalidating the argument.

Analogous results to Lemma .1l Lemma [£.2] and Lemma (4.3 can be proved
for imaginary harmful structures; the proofs are completeley analogous. We
summarize these results in the following:

Lemma 4.5. Assume that (M, g) is an n-dimensional pseudo-Riemannian spin
manifold with an imaginary harmful structure. Then:

e the curvature satisfies

Ry v =3 (ACOAY) + g(A(Y), ACX)) — iF(X,Y) )
+2N(YX + g(X,Y);

e the Ricci operator satisfies

Ric(X )y :(4(n CAZX — (tr A)A(X) + AQ(X))q/)
<VX (tr A) + iekek (Ve A)( )) Y3
k=1

e the scalar curvature satisfies

scal? ) = (4n(n — 1)A? + tr(A?) — (tr A)*) + 2i(dtr A+ 69 A)1p.

We can now prove the main result of this section. It can be viewed as a
generalization of a result of [I] for generalized Killing spinors in Riemannian
manifolds; our results differs in that it allows nonzero A, though the proof is
similar.

Proposition 4.6. Let (M, g) be a real analytic pseudo-Riemannian spin man-
ifold of dimension n and signature (p,q) with a real (resp. imaginary) harm-
ful structure (¢,). Then (M,g) can be embedded isometrically in a pseudo-
Riemannian FEinstein manifold (Z,h) of signature (p + 1,q) (resp. (p,q+ 1)),
with constant scalar curvature 4n(n + 1)A\2.

Proof. Tt is sufficient to apply Corollaries 2.2] or 2.3] appropriately; dtr A 4+ §9 A
is zero by assumption, and the scalar curvature satisfies (@) or (8) thanks to
Lemma [£3] and Lemma O
5 Extension of the spinor

In this section we improve the results of Section ] showing that the spinors
defining the harmful structure actually extend to Killing spinors on (Z, h).
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As the arguments for the real and imaginary case are quite similar, we will
give the complete proof of only the first one, hence the unit normal v satisfies
h(v,v) = 1. Throughout this section, we fix a real analytic pseudo-riemannian
manifold (M, g) with a real harmful structure (¢,v), and we embed M into an
Einstein manifold (Z, h). We will extend v to a vector field in a neighbourhood of
M in Z by taking the tangent direction to geodesics normal to M. Following [1],
we exploit the fact that a spinor on Z is Killing if and only if is parallel relative
to the modified connection

Vx®=V4d - \X - ®.

Now define a spinor ¥ on Z by parallel transport of ¢ (n even) or ¢ — v - ¢ (n
odd) relative to v along the geodesics tangent to v. Clearly, since V., ¥ =0, we
get that

VU =\ - V. (19)

Hence we extended the spinor and we proved that it satisfies the Killing equation
for v at least. The next part is not as trivial. We start by computing VxV|az,0),

i.e. the restriction of VxW¥ to M seen as a hypersurface embedded in Z. We
need to consider the even and odd case separately: the former gives

Vx U0 = VY (ar0) — AX -0 = V¥ — %u CAX) T - AX -
:)\X®¢+%A(X)®w—%A(X)Gw—)\X-\I/
=X () = AX U0 = AX - — AX - h = 0,
while the latter is
Vx U a0y =VE4T (ar0) — AX - U =V () —v- ) — %u CAX) T —AX - U

:%A(X)®w+)\X®¢—V§gu®¢—u- (AXGw—%A(X)CDqS)

—%A(X)@(lﬂ—l/-(b)—)\X'(¢—V'¢)=0'

Thus, the restriction of ¥ to M is parallel with respect to this connection both
in the even and in the odd case. Following [4], we prove that ¥ is Killing by
showing that Vx W is zero for all vector fields X on Z obtained by extending a
vector field on M by parallel transport along v, meaning that V, X = 0; this
condition implies

(X, v] = Vv = —A(X).

Throughout this section, the vector fields denoted by X or Y will be assumed
to be of this type. ~
In order to show that V x V¥ vanishes on Z, it will be sufficient to prove

ViV xU =0, (20)
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as Vx U is identically zero on M.

In the rest of the section we shall work on Z, and write for simplicity V,
R instead of VZ, RZ. Furthermore, we will omit the Clifford multiplication
symbol -, except in expressions such as Rxy U - ¥, which represents (RxyU) ¥
rather than Rxy (U - ).

Lemma 5.1. Fiz a spinor ¢ on M and consider ils extension ¥ to Z wvia
V-parallel transport along v. Then

VoV =Ryx U + 2020 X T + AWV x T + V4 x) T
Proof. We have
V,Vx¥ =V, Vx¥ - AV, XT+ XV, ¥) =V, Vx¥ - \2XvT
0=VxV,¥=VxV,¥ - \Vxv¥ +vVx¥) =VxV, T+ A\AX)T - vVx D).
Thus, subtracting the second one from the first we obtain
V. Vx¥ =R,x¥ + Vax)¥ — NXvU — A(A(X)¥ — vV D)

=Rux U + A(MWXT + vV T) + Vyx)P
= Rux VU + 2 20X T + MWV x U + Vyx)T.

O

Recall that (Z, h) is an Einstein manifold, that is Ric? = ch, where ¢ = 4n)\2,
as seen in Section @ Following [I], we define sections L, P of (v1)* ® ¥Z and
a section Q of A*(v1)* ® ©Z by

P(X) =R,x¥ +2\vX U, L(X)=VxV,
Q(X,Y) =Rxy ¥ +2X*(XY + (X,Y)) ¥,

and note that by Lemma [5.1]
(V,L)(X) =V, Vx¥ = P(X) 4+ \WL(X) + L(A(X)). (21)

The strategy of [I] is to show that L, P, Q satisfy a linear, homogeneous PDE;
zero is a solution, so by uniqueness one deduces that L vanishes identically. We
will simplify a bit by observing that P can be obtained from @ by means of a
contraction, so that the PDE can be expressed in terms of L and @ alone.

For the remainder of the section, the sum over repeated indices will be
implied.

Lemma 5.2. The sections P and Q are related by

P(X) = VEjejQ(ej,X).
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Proof. Writing (6] as Ric(Y)y = 2(exex - Re,v + ¥Rouy )1, we have

VR oy = % Ric(Y)Y — €je;Re, v
=2\2nY — €je;Q(e;,Y) + 2X\%¢ e e; Vb + 202 ejei(e;, YU
=2)YY — €je;Q(e;,Y),
and by multiplying by v we get P(X) = ve;e;Q(e;, X). O
The previous lemma shows that P is obtained from @ by a contraction, so

the right-hand side of ([2I]) can be expressed in terms of L and Q. The derivative
of @ along v is given by the following:

Proposition 5.3. The section Q satisfies
VLQX,Y) =veje; (VxQ)(e;, V) — (VyQ)(e;, X)) + Lao(X, V). (22)
where Lo depends linearly on L and Q.
Proof. By definition of P and Lemma [5.2], we have
Vx(Ry V) =Vx(P(Y) -2\ YVU) = Vx(veje;Q(ej,Y) — 2020V D)
=veje; (VxQ)(e;,Y) + Q(Vxe;,Y) + Q(ej, VxY))
— A(X)eje;Q(e;,Y) +vej(Vxe;)Q(e;,Y)
+ 2N (A(X)YU —vVx YT — YV )
=veie;(VxQ)(e;,Y) + 222 (A(X)Y VU — v(VxY)¥U — Y X T)
+U(X,Y),

where

U(X, Y) = Vejey (Q(Vxej, Y) + Q(ej, VXy))
— A(X)eje;Q(ef,Y) +vej(Vxe;)Q(ej, Y) — 2020V L(X)
depends linearly on L and @; notice that U also depends on the connection

form.

On the other hand,
Vx(Roy¥) =(VxR)uy ¥ — Rax)y ¥V + Ruvyy ¥ + Ry (L(X) + AX D)
=(VxR)uy ¥ — Q(A(X),Y) + 23* (A(X)Y + (A(X),Y))¥
+veje;Qe;, VxY) =22 2u(VxY)¥ + R,y L(X)
+ ARy X - U+ AX (veje;Q(ej,Y) — 20%vY D)
=(VxR)uy ¥ + 23 (A(X)Y + (A(X),Y))¥ — 2X*p(VxY)¥
+ ARy X - U -2 XYV + V(X,Y),

where

V(X,Y) = -Q(A(X),Y) + vejejQ(e;, VxY) + Ruy L(X) + AXveje;Q(e;, Y)
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depends linearly on L and @Q; notice that V' also depends on the connection
form and the curvature.
Equating the terms and isolating (VxR),y ¥ we get

(VxR)uy ¥ =veje;(VxQ) (e, Y) + 2X° (A(X)Y ¥ — v(VxY)¥ — WY X V)
—2X3(A(X)Y 4+ (A(X), V)T + 2X°0(VxY)U — AR,y X - ¥
+ 20 XY + U(X,Y) - V(X,Y)
=vejej(VxQ)(ej,Y) — 2)\2< (X), V)0 +4\*0(X, Y)W
— AR,y X - ¥+ S(X,Y),
where S(X,Y) =U(X,Y) — V(X,Y) depends linearly on L and Q.
By applying the second and first Bianchi identities we obtain
VoQ(X,Y) = (V,R)xy ¥ + ARxyv - ¥+ ARxy ¥ + 2230 (XY + (X,Y)) U
=(VxR)uy¥ — (VyR)uxV¥ + MRxyv ¥ + AWWRxy ¥
+ 200 (XY + (X, Y)) ¥
=vejej(VxQ)(e;, V) — 202 (A(X), Y)U + 4N (X, V)¥ — AR,y X - ¥
—vejej(VyQ)(ej, X) + 202 {A(Y), X)¥ — 4X%p( ,X>\11 + )\RUXY U

FARxy v - U+ WRxy ¥ + 200 (XY + (X, Y)) ¥ + S - S(Y, X)
=veie; (VxQ)(ej,Y) — (VyQ)(ej, X)) + L2(X,Y),
where Ly(X,Y) = WwQ(X,Y) + S(X,Y) — S(V, X). O

We are now able to prove the main theorem, which improves Proposition
4.0l

Theorem 5.4. Assume (M, g) is a real analytic pseudo-Riemannian spin man-
ifold of signature (p,q) with a harmful structure (¢,v). Then:

o if (¢,0) is real, (M, g) embeds isometrically in a pseudo-Riemannian Ein-
stein spin manifold (Z, h) with signature (p+1,q) and Weingarten operator
A;

o if (¢, ) is imaginary, (M, g) embeds isometrically in a pseudo-Riemannian
FEinstein spin manifold (Z, h) with signature (p,q+1) and Weingarten op-
erator A.

In both cases 1 extends to a Killing spinor U on Z satisfying V¥ = AXV for
any X € TZ.

Proof. The isometric embedding follows from Proposition [L.6} as explained at
the beginning of this section, we can extend v to a spinor ¥ in such a way that
(@) holds. We only need to prove that ¥ satisfies the Killing equation; this is
equivalent to showing that L(X) =0 on Z. We have already proved that L(X)
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is zero on M x {0}. To see that @ vanishes on M x {0}, let X,Y be vector fields
on M, and write

Q(X,Y)=VxVyVU — VyVxV — Vix ¥+ 2\*(XY + (X, V)V
=Vx(A\YV) - Vy(AVx ) — A[X,Y]¥ + 203 (XY + (X, V)
=AMVxY + A\YX -~ VyX - AXY — [X, Y]+ 20XY + 2M(X,Y))¥ = 0.

Using (2I)) and Proposition we see that L and () satisfy the linear PDE
system

(V,L)(X) = WL(X) + veje;jQe;, X) + L(A(X))
(VoQ)(X,Y) =veje; (VxQ)(e;,Y) — (VyQ)(e;, X)) + La(L, Q).

By the Cauchy-Kowalewskaya Theorem we know that the solution to the PDE
system is unique and, since L = 0 = @ is a solution, it is the only one. In
particular L =0 on Z and V¥ is a Killing spinor. O

Theorem [54] is not quite a generalization of the results of [I] for parallel
spinors, in that it entails the extra hypothesis dtr A + A = 0. However, if we
restrict to the Riemannian case, we can use Corollary 1.4 to remove this extra
hypothesis:

Corollary 5.5. Assume (M,g) is a real analytic Riemannian spin manifold
with a real weakly harmful structure (¢,v). Then (M, g) embeds isometrically in
a Riemannian spin manifold (Z,h) with Weingarten operator A, and ¢ extends
to a Killing spinor ¥ on Z satisfying V4 = AXV for any X € TZ.

Example 5.6. We now present an example in the invariant setting. By con-
sidering a Lie group with a left-invariant metric, we are able to work at the
Lie algebra level by extending each object by left translation. Consider the Lie
algebra

g = (—2e%,3e" — 3e31, —3e'? + 3¢%,2¢2%)

where the notation means that for some basis {e!,...,e*} of g*, the Chevalley-
Eilenberg operator d satisfies

de' = —2e2ne?, de? = 3e'ne®—3e e, de = —3el Ae?+3eAet, det = 2e2ne.
Consider a Lie group with Lie algebra g, and extend the coframe e, ...,e* by
left-invariance, so that d becomes the usual exterior derivative, and consider the
metric

g=c'@e +e?@el+e@e® —et@et.

By Theorem 4.3 of [23] we know that Clg; = M(2,H). Since we ultimately
want to extend a spinor to a 5-dimensional manifold, we also need to consider
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H? as a Cl(4,1)-module; writing out quaternionic matrices in complex terms,
we obtain an orthonormal basis of R*! given by

i 0 0 0 0 -1 0 0 0 0 1 0
- 0 —i 0 0] = 1 0 0 o = 0 0 0 1
Ei=1g o —iol'®”=fo o o 1I"=[=1 0 0o ol
0 0 0 i 0 0 -1 0 0 -1 0 0
0010 0 —i 0 0
- 000 1| = — 0 0 0
Ea=1y 00 0]'=l0o o o il
01 0 0 0 0 i 0

where the time-like vector is E4. The inclusion Clz; — Cly; of (@) is then
realized by e; — F; = E5F;.
As we need the covariant derivative we write the connection form

0 —e3 e2 0
el 0 —2el —2e* €3
—e2 2e! +2¢4 0 —e?
0 e3 —e? 0

2—3q—p
2

Consider the spinors 1 = (i,1,4,1) and ¢ =4 wy = (—i,1,—4,1), and the
endomorphism A = e! ® (2e; —e4)+e?®ea+e3®ez+e?®e;. We will prove that
(¢,1) is a harmful structure, that is, they satisfy the system (I3]) with A\ =i/2
and dtr A+ 0A = 0, and show that the connected, simply-connected Lie group
with Lie algebra g extends to a 5-dimensional Einstein manifold endowed with
a Killing spinor.

The correspondence e; +— FE; gives

VMy = % [261®E2E3—e2®(E1E3+E3E4)+63®(E1E2+E2E4)+2e4®E2E3}1/1,
whilst
Ap = (c'® 2B~ Ea) + @ By + ¢ @ By +¢* @ By ).
We need to verify that VM) = %(AI/J + i¢), which, noticing that
(Br — ExE3)p = (B2 — EsEr )y = (B3 — E1E2)p = 0,
is equivalent to the system
Eyp —iE1¢ = 1E2¢ — E3Ey) = EsEyp — iE3¢ = iE4¢ — EoE3yp = 0.
It is easy to see that these are satisfied, hence Vxtp = 1 (A(X)y +iX¢) for any

X € g. Since p + q is even, the second equation in ([3)) is automatic, i.e. both
equations reduce to (2.
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Now consider the derivation
D = 2¢! ® (€1 —64)+62®62+e3®63.

Its symmetric part coincides with A; it follows that the semidirect product
g = g Xp Span{es} satisfies the equations of Theorem 211 Explicitly, one can
write

g — (2815 _ 2823,625 4 3813 _ 3834,835 _ 3812 4 3824, —2615 4 2823,0),
and verify that the metric
j=eloel 1+l +30d —cloet+ed @

is Einstein with Ric = —4id and the spinor ¥ = (i, 1,4, 1) is Killing with Killing
number i/2. In fact, this is a Lorentz-Einstein-Sasaki metric; if one reverses
the sign of the metric along the Reeb vector field e4, one obtains the known

n-Einstein-Sasaki metric on the Lie algebra Dy in the classification of [16] (see
also [12] 2]).
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