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ON GAUDUCHON KÄHLER-LIKE MANIFOLDS

QUANTING ZHAO AND FANGYANG ZHENG

Abstract. In a paper by Angella, Otal, Ugarte, and Villacampa, the authors conjectured
that on a compact Hermitian manifold, if a Gauduchon connection other than Chern or
Strominger is Kähler-like, then the Hermitian metric must be Kähler. They also conjectured
that if two Gauduchon connections are both Kähler-like, then the metric must be Kähler.
In this paper, we discuss some partial answers to the first conjecture, and give a proof to
the second conjecture. In the process, we discovered an interesting ‘duality’ phenomenon
amongst Gauduchon connections, which seems to be intimately tied to the question, though
we do not know if there is any underlying reason for that from physics.
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1. Introduction and statement of results

The study of non-Kähler geometry has generated a lot of interests in recent years, partly due
to the need from physics (see for instance [15, 19, 28, 31]). As a sample, we refer the readers
to the work [1, 3, 4, 5, 16, 17, 6], [7, 9, 10, 25, 26], [11, 12, 13, 21], [22, 23, 24], [27, 29, 30],
[20, 32, 33, 39], and the references therein for more discussions. Here we concern ourselves with
a specific topic: the rigidity problem for Kähler-like Gauduchon connections.

Given a Hermitian manifold (Mn, g), there are three distinguished metric connections that
are well-studied: the Riemannian (Levi-Civita) connection ∇, the Chern connection ∇c, and
the Strominger connection ∇s (also known as the Bismut connection). When g is Kähler, all
three coincides, and when g is not Kähler, they are mutually distinct.

The line joining ∇c and ∇s gives a one-parameter family of canonical Hermitian connections
known as the Gauduchon connections [17], denoted by

(1) Dr =
1 + r

2
∇c +

1− r

2
∇s, r ∈ R.

In this notation, D1 = ∇c, D−1 = ∇s, and D0 = 1
2 (∇c + ∇s) is the Hermitian projection of

the Riemannian (Levi-Civita) connection ∇, which in some literature is called the Lichnerowicz
connection. Note that when g is Kähler, all Dr are equal (to the Riemannian connection), while
when g is not Kähler, all Dr are distinct.
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Recall that a metric connection D (that is, Dg = 0) on a Hermitian manifold (Mn, g) is
called Kähler-like, if its curvature tensor RD satisfies the symmetry conditions

RD(x, y, z, w) +RD(y, z, x, w) +RD(z, x, y, w) = 0,(2)

RD(Jx, Jy, z, w) = RD(x, y, z, w) = RD(x, y, Jz, Jw),(3)

for any real tangent vectors x, y, z, w in Mn, where J is the almost complex structure.
When the connection D is Hermitian, meaning Dg = 0 and DJ = 0, it is shown in [2, Remark

6] that D is Kähler-like if and only if

RD(X,Y, Z,W ) = 0, R(X,Y , Z,W ) = R(Z, Y ,X,W )

for any type (1, 0) tangent vectors X , Y , Z, W in Mn, since RD(∗, ∗, Z,W ) = 0 always holds by
the assumption DJ = 0. So for Hermitian connections, the Kähler-like condition simply means
that the only possibly non-zero components of the curvature tensor are RD(X,Y , Z,W ), and
RD is symmetric when the first and the third positions are interchanged.

Note that in an earlier version of our paper [37], we made a mistake in stating an equivalent
description of Kähler-likeness, which was kindly pointed out to us by Fino and Tardini. In [8]
they examined the definition in more details and clarified the subtleties, constructed interesting
new examples of Strominger Kähler-like manifolds and studied the preservation problem of this
curvature condition under the pluriclosed flow.

This notion of Kähler-likeness was introduced in [34] in 2016 for the Riemannian and Chern
connections, following the pioneer work of Gray [18] and others. Angella, Otal, Ugarte and
Villacampa [2] generalized it to all metric connection, and they particularly studied it for the one-
parameter family of Gauduchon connection Dr. They proposed the following two conjectures:

Conjecture 1 (AOUV[2]). For a compact Hermitian manifold (Mn, g), if the Gauduchon con-
nection Dr is Kähler-like and r 6= ±1, then g must be Kähler.

Conjecture 2 (AOUV[2]). For a compact Hermitian manifold (Mn, g), if there are two real

values r 6= r′ such that Dr and Dr′ are both Kähler-like, then g must be Kähler.

Note that for each n ≥ 3, there are examples of compact Hermitian manifold (Mn, g) with
g non-Kähler such that its Riemannian (or Chern, or Strominger) connection is Kähler-like. In
the Strominger connection case there are such examples of n = 2 as well. Hence, the assumption
r 6= ±1 in Conjecture 1 is necessary.

For Conjecture 1, we observe that the following partial result is established:

Theorem 1. Let (Mn, g) be a compact Hermitian manifold of complex dimension n, whose
Gauduchon connection Dr is Kähler-like. If one of the following occurs

(i) n = 2 and r 6= −1,

(ii) n ≥ 3, r 6∈ (−3− 2
√
3, 0) ∪ (0, −3 + 2

√
3) and r 6= 1,

then g is Kähler.

Remark 1. The second case (except when r = 0) of Theorem 1, namely, r 6∈ (−3− 2
√
3, −3 +

2
√
3) and r 6= 1 implies the Kählerness of g when n ≥ 3, is due to Fu and Zhou [14, Corollary

5.7], where they proved the result by using properties on total scalar curvatures.

Both cases in Theorem 1, except r = 0 in the second case, were proved in [35] under the
stronger assumption that Dr is flat. However, we note that the same proof works in the case of
Kähler-likeDr as well, since [35, Lemma 3.1] still holds under the Kähler-likeDr assumption. So
the main novelty here is the r = 0 case, namely, if a compact Hermitian manifold has Kähler-like
Lichnerowicz connection D0, then the metric must be Kähler.

Through a detailed case by case analysis, the authors of [2] verified the validity of Conjecture
1 for all complex nilmanifolds and Calabi-Yau type solvmanifolds of complex dimension n = 3.

The main purpose of this article is to confirm Conjecture 2. Actually, one could even drop
the compactness assumption in this case.
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Theorem 2. Given a Hermitian manifold (Mn, g), if there are two real values r 6= r′ such that

Dr and Dr′ are both Kähler-like, then g is Kähler.

In the proof of this theorem, we found an interesting “duality” phenomenon amongst the
Gauduchon connections Dr. It is given by the expression ξ(r) = r/(2r − 1). Note that it is a
diffeomorphism from R \ { 1

2} onto itself satisfying ξ(ξ(r)) = r. Hence, for any r 6= 1
2 , one can

consider Dξ(r) as the dual of Dr. Note that D
1

2 is special in the sense that its Kähler-likeness
will imply that g is Kähler. This was observed in [35] already when D

1

2 is assumed to be flat.
Note that the only fixed points of ξ are r = 1 and r = 0, so the Chern connection D1

and Lichnerowicz connection D0 are “self-dual” in some sense, while the other Gauduchon
connections form duality pairs. In particular, the dual of Strominger conneciton D−1 is D

1

3 ,
which was called the minimal connection in [35] since it has the smallest torison norm amongst

all Gauduchon connections. Also, for r = −3 + 2
√
3, ξ(r) = −3 − 2

√
3, so the two boundary

points appeared in the second case of Theorem 1 also form a duality pair.
While we do not know if this pairing phenomenon amongst the Gauduchon connections has

any deeper implication in geometry or physics, we do observe here that, if Dr and Dr′ are both
Kähler-like, for two distinct real values r, r′ that are not a pair, namely, r′ 6= ξ(r), then one can
easily show that g must be Kähler, in a relatively straight forward way. Therefore, the main
part of the proof of Theorem 2 hinges on the case when r′ = ξ(r).

Next let us consider the Kähler-like condition for the plane of connections spanned by the
Gauduchon line and the Riemannian connection ∇ on a Hermitian manifold (Mn, g). When g
is not Kähler, ∇ does not lie on the Gauduchon line. Hence ∇ and Dr together span a plane of
canonical metric connections on (Mn, g):

(4) Dr
s = (1− s)Dr + s∇, r, s ∈ R.

We will call Dr
s the canonical (r, s)-connection. Note that the parameter space for this plane of

canonical connections is actually

Ω = R
2 \ L∗

1, L∗
1 = {(r, 1) | r 6= 0},

namely, the complement of the punctured horizontal line L∗
1 in the rs-plane, since Dr

1 = ∇ for
any r ∈ R.

As D0
1 = ∇ is the Riemannian connection, denote by D0

−1 = ∇′ the mirror reflection of ∇
with respect to the Gauduchon line L0 = {(r, s)

∣

∣s = 0}. We will call ∇′ the anti-Riemannian
connection. It turns out that ∇′ is Kähler-like if and only if ∇ is Kähler-like. Hence, for any
n ≥ 3, there are examples of compact Hermitian manifolds which are non-Kähler but have
Kähler-like ∇ and ∇′. Another pair of points in Ω also turns out to be quite special, namely
(−1, 2) and (13 ,−2). Let us denote these two special connections by

∇+ = D−1
2 and ∇− = D

1

3

−2.

These two connections ∇+ and ∇− can be expressed in terms of the Riemannian, Chern, and
Strominger connections as

∇+ = 2∇−∇s and ∇− = 2∇c −∇+ = 2∇c +∇s − 2∇ = 2∇′ −∇s.

A natural question is when will Dr
s be Kähler-like? For the two special connections ∇+ and

∇− above, by use of the main result in [37], we will show that

Theorem 3. For any Hermitian manifold (Mn, g), ∇+ or ∇− is Kähler-like if and only if the
Strominger connection ∇s is Kähler-like.

Note that for each n ≥ 2, there are compact Hermitian manifolds that are Strominger Kähler-
like but non-Kähler. Such manifolds are rather restrictive and interesting. In [37] and [38], we
showed that such manifolds are always pluriclosed and classified them amongst all compact
complex nilmanifolds endowed with nilpotent complex structures. Then a classification theorem
[36] was also proved for all compact Strominger Kähler-like manifolds of dimension 3. Let

Ω′ = Ω \
(

{s = 0} ∪ {(0, 1), (0,−1), (−1, 2), (
1

3
,−2)}

)
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for the complement of Gauduchon line and the four special connections ∇, ∇′, ∇+, ∇−. Then
we have the following:

Theorem 4. Let (Mn, g) be a Hermitian manifold such that Dr
s is Kähler-like for some (r, s) ∈

Ω′. Then g is Kähler.

The proof of this theorem will be divided into two cases: (i) we deal with the rs 6= 0 and
(r, s) 6= (−1, 2), (13 ,−2) in Lemma 13 and Lemma 15; (ii) we deal with the vertical line case:
r = 0 and s 6= 0, 1,−1 in Lemma 14.

One may also consider the generalized question of Conjecture 2 for the connections in Ω,
namely, if the canonical metric connections Dr

s and Dr′

s′ are both Kähler-like, for two distinct
points (r, s), (r′, s′) ∈ Ω, then must g be Kähler?

Obviously, the cases should be ruled out when the two connections happen to be the pair
{∇,∇′} or any pair out of the set {∇s,∇+,∇−}, as g doesn’t have to be Kähler at that time.
It turns out that, for the other cases, the answer to the question above is yes, where the
compactness assumption is not needed just like in Theorem 2.

Theorem 5. Let (Mn, g) be a Hermitian manifold whose connections Dr
s and Dr′

s′ are Kähler-
like, where (r, s) and (r′, s′) are distinct points in Ω. If the two connections above are not the
pairs: {∇,∇′}, {∇+,∇−}, {∇+,∇s}, {∇−,∇s}, then g must be Kähler.

Note that the result above can be regarded as an extension of [34, Theorem 2], which shows
that a compact Hermitian manifold which is both Chern Kähler-like and Riemannian Kähler-like
must be Kähler, to the noncompact case.

Theorem 2 and Theorem 5 motivate us to propose the following

Conjecture 3. Let (Mn, g, g′) be a compact Hermitian manifold endowed with two possibly
different Hermitian metrics g and g′. Assume that the connection Dr

s associated to g and the

one Dr′

s′ associated to g′ are both Kähler-like, where (r, s) and (r′, s′) are distinct points in Ω
such that the pair is not one of the four exceptional pairs listed in Theorem 5. Then Mn admits
a Kähler metric.

Several partial cases have already been confirmed in light of [37, Theorem 6], which shows
that non-Kähler compact Strominger Kähler-like manifolds admit no balanced metric. Hence
the cases for {∇s,∇c}, {∇s,∇} and {∇s, D0} are established, as compact Chern, Riemannian
or Lichnerowicz Kähler-like manifold is necessarily balanced by [34] and Proposition 1 below.

2. Properties of Gauduchon Kähler-like manifolds

Let (Mn, g) be a Hermitian manifold with ω the associated Kähler form of g. Denote by ∇
the Riemannian (Levi-Civita) connection, and by

Dr =
1 + r

2
∇c +

1− r

2
∇s, r ∈ R

the Gauduchon connections, where ∇c is the Chern connection and ∇s is the Strominger (also
known as the Bismut) connection.

Fix any p ∈ Mn, let {e1, . . . , en} be a frame of (1, 0)-tangent vectors of Mn in a neighborhood
of p, with {ϕ1, . . . , ϕn} being its dual coframe of (1, 0)-forms. The symbols e = t(e1, . . . , en)
and ϕ = t(ϕ1, . . . , ϕn) are reserved for the column vectors. Let 〈 , 〉 be the (real) inner product
given by the Hermitian metric g, and extend it bilinearly over C. Following the notations of
[34, 35], we may write under the frame e:

{

∇e = θ1e+ θ2 e

∇e = θ2e+ θ1 e

with the matrices of connection and curvature of ∇ given by

θ̂ =

[

θ1 θ2
θ2 θ1

]

, Θ̂ =

[

Θ1 Θ2

Θ2 Θ1

]

,
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where

Θ1 = dθ1 − θ1 ∧ θ1 − θ2 ∧ θ2,

Θ2 = dθ2 − θ2 ∧ θ1 − θ1 ∧ θ2,

dϕ = − tθ1 ∧ ϕ− tθ2 ∧ ϕ.(5)

Similarly, let θ and τ be respectively the connection matrix and torsion column vector under e
for the Chern connection ∇c, then the structure equations and Bianchi identities are

dϕ = − tθ ∧ ϕ+ τ,(6)

dθ = θ ∧ θ +Θ.

dτ = − tθ ∧ τ + tΘ ∧ ϕ,(7)

dΘ = θ ∧Θ−Θ ∧ θ.

Note that the entries of the curvature matrix Θ are all (1, 1)-forms, while the entries of the
column vector τ are all (2, 0)-forms, under any frame e. Let γ = θ1 − θ, with γ = γ′ + γ′′

regarded as its decomposition into (1, 0) and (0, 1)-parts, then γ is the matrix under e of the

tensor D0 −∇c, while θ2 is the matrix under e of the tensor ∇−D0. It follows from [34] that
when e is unitary, the matrices γ and θ2 amount to

(8) γij =
∑

k

{T j
ikϕk − T i

jk ϕk}, (θ2)ij =
∑

k

T k
ij ϕk,

where T k
ij , satisfying T k

ji = −T k
ij , are the components of the Chern torsion, given by

τk =

n
∑

i,j=1

T k
ijϕiϕj = 2

∑

i<j

T k
ijϕiϕj .

As to the Gauduchon connection Dr, the matrices of connection and curvature under e are

θr = θ + (1− r)γ, Θr = dθr − θr ∧ θr.

It is clear from the definition that the Gauduchon connection Dr is Kähler-like if and only if
tϕΘr = 0. Also, by the same proof of [34, Lemma 4], it follows that

Lemma 1. Let (Mn, g) be a Hermitian manifold. Given any r ∈ R and p ∈ M , there exists a
unitary frame e of (1, 0)-tangent vectors in a neighborhood of p, such that the connection matrix
θr|p = 0.

In other words, one can always choose a local unitary frame such that the connection matrix
ofDr vanishes at a given point. Of course, the same property holds for any Hermitian connection
D on M , not just the Gauduchon connections Dr. Some r ∈ R and p ∈ M will be frequently
fixed in the calculation below, where a local unitary frame e such that θr|p = 0 is applied.

Modifying the first part of [35, Lemma 3.1] for the Gauduchon flat case, we have the following:

Lemma 2. Let (Mn, g) be a Hermitian manifold such that the Gauduchon connection Dr is
Kähler-like, where r 6= 1. Then, under any local unitary frame e, the Chern torsion components
satisfy

T ℓ
ik,j = −(1 + r)

∑

q

T q
ikT

ℓ
jq,(9)

r
∑

q

(T q
ijT

ℓ
kq + T q

kiT
ℓ
jq + T q

jkT
ℓ
iq) = 0,(10)

for any i, j, k, ℓ, where the indices after comma mean covariant derivatives with respect to Dr.

Proof. Fix any p ∈ M and the identities above will be verified at p. As both sides are tensors,
without loss of generality, the unitary frame e with the vanishing θr at p is applied. The unitary
frame e leads to the equality γ′

ij =
∑

k T
j
ikϕk, which implies that

(11) tγ′ϕ = −τ.
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The choice of e above forces θ = (r − 1)γ at p, which yields that

(12) ∂ϕ = −r tγ′ϕ = rτ, ∂ϕ = (r − 1)γ′ϕ, Θr −Θ = (1− r)dγ + (1− r)2γγ.

Since Dr is Kähler-like, which is equivalent to tϕΘr = 0, hence, in particular, the (0, 2)-part of
Θr, and thus the (2, 0)-part of Θr, vanishes. It follows that,

0 = (Θr)2,0 = (1− r)∂γ′ + (1− r)2γ′γ′.

The assumption r 6= 1 enables us to get ∂γ′ + (1− r)γ′γ′ = 0, which implies that

(13) T ℓ
ik,j − T ℓ

ij,k = 2r T q
kjT

ℓ
iq + (1− r)T q

ijT
ℓ
kq − (1− r)T q

ikT
ℓ
jq.

By the equality (11) and the fact that θ = (r − 1)γ at p, the (3, 0)-part of the first Bianchi
identity dτ = tΘϕ− tθτ gives us

tϕ∂γ′ − ∂ tϕγ′ = (r − 1) tϕγ′γ′.

Hence, from ∂γ′ = −(1− r)γ′γ′ above, it yields that r tϕγ′γ′ = 0, which is the identity (10) in
the lemma. After (10) is plugged into (13), it follows that

(14) T ℓ
ik,j − T ℓ

ij,k = (1 + r)T q
ijT

ℓ
kq − (1 + r)T q

ikT
ℓ
jq.

The index (ijk) can be replaced by (jki) and (kij) in the equality above and all the three
equalities are summed up, which yields

(15) − 2(T ℓ
ki,j + T ℓ

ij,k + T ℓ
jk,i) = 2(1 + r)(T q

ijT
ℓ
kq + T q

kiT
ℓ
jq + T q

jkT
ℓ
iq).

By the comparison of (15) with (14), the identity (9) of the lemma follows. �

Similarly, the modification of the second part of [35, Lemma 3.1] for the Gauduchon flat case
with one step further yields:

Lemma 3. Let (Mn, g) be a Hermitian manifold such that the Gauduchon connection Dr is
Kähler-like. If r = 1

2 , then g is Kähler. In general, under any local unitary frame e, the Chern
torsion components satisfy

4r(2r − 1)T j

ik, ℓ
= 4r2(r − 1)

∑

q

T q
ikT

q
jℓ + (r − 1)(5r2 − 1)

∑

q

{T j
iqT

k
ℓq − T j

kqT
i
ℓq}

−(r − 1)3
∑

q

{T ℓ
iqT

k
jq − T ℓ

kqT
i
jq},(16)

for any i, j, k, ℓ, where the indices after comma mean covariant derivatives with respect to Dr.

Proof. Fix any p ∈ M and let e be a local unitary frame such that θr|p = 0. From (11), (12)
and the (2, 1)-part of the first Bichani identity dτ = tΘϕ − tθτ , the (2, 1)-part of tϕΘr = 0
amounts to

tϕ ∧ (r∂γ′ − (r − 1)∂ tγ′ + r(r − 1)γ′ tγ′ + r(r − 1) tγ′ γ′) = 0.

In terms of coefficients, it follows that P jℓ
ik = 0, where

(17) P jℓ
ik = 2rT j

ik,ℓ
+ (r − 1)y − 2r(r − 1)w − 2r(r − 1)(vji − vjk) + (r − 1)2(vℓi − vℓk),

with the other symbols denoted by

x = T j

ik,ℓ
− T ℓ

ik,j
, y = T i

jℓ,k
− T k

jℓ,i
, w =

∑

q

T q
ikT

q
jℓ,

vji =
∑

q

T j
iqT

k
ℓq, vℓk =

∑

q

T ℓ
kqT

i
jq, vjk =

∑

q

T j
kqT

i
ℓq, vℓi =

∑

q

T ℓ
iqT

k
jq.

It yields, from P jℓ
ik − P ℓj

ik = 0, that

(18) 2rx+ 2(r − 1)y = 4r(r − 1)w + (r − 1)(3r − 1)
(

vji − vjk − vℓi + vℓk
)

.

After (ik) is interchanged with (jℓ) in the identity (18) above and complex conjugation is taken,
it follows that

(19) 2ry + 2(r − 1)x = 4r(r − 1)w + (r − 1)(3r − 1)
(

vℓk − vjk − vℓi + vji
)

.
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Denote by 2Q the right hand side of the two equalities (18) and (19) above, then it yields that

rx + (r − 1)y = (r − 1)x+ ry = Q.

So if r = 1
2 , then it follows that x = y and Q = 0, namely, −w − 1

4 (v
j
i − vjk − vℓi + vℓk) = 0. Let

i = j, k = ℓ and sum up i and k. This implies |T |2 + |η|2 = 0, where ηk =
∑

i T
i
ik, yielding that

T = 0, hence g is Kähler.
On the other hand, if r 6= 1

2 , then the above system of linear equations (18) and (19) of x

and y imply x = y = Q
2r−1 . After it is plugged back into (17), the identity stated in the lemma

follows. �

Denote by ηk the summation
∑

i T
i
ik and thus η =

∑

k ηkϕk is the Gauduchon’s torsion
1-form. Let i = j in the identity (16) of Lemma 3 and sum it up, we obtain:

Lemma 4. Let (Mn, g) be a Hermitian manifold with Kähler-like Gauduchon connection Dr.
Then it holds that

4r(2r − 1)ηk,ℓ = 4r2(r − 1)Akℓ + (r − 1)(5r2 − 1)(φk
ℓ −Akℓ)− (r − 1)3(Bkℓ − φℓ

k)

for any indices k, ℓ, where the indices after comma mean covariant derivatives with respect to
Dr.

Here we adopted the notation in [37] that

Akℓ =
∑

i,j

T i
jkT

i
jℓ , Bkℓ =

∑

i,j

T ℓ
ijT

k
ij , φℓ

k =
∑

i

T ℓ
kiηi .

Note that tr(A) = tr(B) = |T |2 = ∑

i,j,k |T i
jk|2, and tr(φ) = |η|2 =

∑

k |ηk|2.

Lemma 5. Let (Mn, g) be a Hermitian manifold with Kähler-like Gauduchon connection Dr.
Then it holds:

2(2r − 1)χ = (r − 1)(3r − 1)|η|2 − (r − 1)2|T |2,
where χ =

∑

k ηk,k and the indices after comma mean covariant derivatives with respect to Dr.

Proof. Let k = ℓ and sum up in Lemma 4. Then the identity in Lemma 5 with both sides
multiplied by r will follow. This establishes the identity in Lemma 5 when r 6= 0.

To cover the r = 0 case, we note that if we let i = j and k = ℓ and sum them up, then x
becomes 2χ, y becomes 2χ, and the quantity 2Q, which is the common right hand side of (18)
and (19), becomes

4r(r − 1)|T |2 + (r − 1)(3r − 1)(2|η|2 − 2|T |2) = 2(r − 1)(3r − 1)|η|2 − 2(r − 1)2|T |2.
When r 6= 1

2 , the identities (18) and (19) lead to x = y = Q
2r−1 which proves Lemma 5. When

r = 1
2 , g is Kähler so the equality holds as both sides are zero. This completes the proof of the

lemma. �

The following proposition will be applied in the proofs of Theorem 1 and Theorem 5.

Proposition 1. Let (Mn, g) be a Hermitian manifold, where Lichnerowicz connection D0 is
Kähler-like. Then η = 0 holds everywhere on Mn, namely, g is balanced.

Proof. Lemma 3 for the case r = 0 shows that

(20)
∑

q

{T j
iqT

k
ℓq − T j

kqT
i
ℓq}+

∑

q

{T ℓ
iqT

k
jq − T ℓ

kqT
i
jq} = 0

for any i, j, k, ℓ. Let i = j in the equation above and sum i up, which yields

φk
ℓ −Akℓ̄ +Bkℓ̄ − φℓ

k = 0

for any k, ℓ. Since A and B are Hermitian symmetric matrices, it yields that

(21) A = B, φ = φ∗.

Assume that |η| > 0 for some point p on the manifold Mn. Then it is clear that the same
also hold in a neighborhood of p, which enables us to choose the unitary frame e after some
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appropriate unitary transformation, such that η
|η| = ϕn in such a neighborhood, yielding that

η1 = · · · = ηn−1 = 0 and ηn = |η| > 0. Then φℓ
k = T ℓ

knηn = T ℓ
kn|η|, which implies that

φℓ
n = φn

ℓ = 0

for any ℓ. Since φ is Hermitian symmetric, after some another unitary transformation of
ϕ1, · · · , ϕn−1 with ϕn left unchanged, it follows that φ can be diagonal, yielding T ℓ

kn = 0
for k 6= ℓ and T k

kn real for k = ℓ.
Let i = n in the identity (20), which yields that

(22) (T ℓ
nℓ − T j

nj)T
k
jℓ =

∑

q

T j
kqT

n
ℓq + T ℓ

kqT
n
jq

for any j, k, ℓ. Similarly, let j = n in the identity (20) and take the conjugation on both sides,
which yields that

(23) (T k
nk + T i

ni)T
ℓ
ik =

∑

q

T i
ℓqT

n
kq − T k

ℓqT
n
iq,

for any i, k, ℓ. Hence, the two equalities (22) and (23) implies

(24) T ℓ
nℓT

k
jℓ =

∑

q

T j
kqT

n
ℓq

for any j, k, ℓ. Let j = n in the identity (24) and it follows that

(25)
∑

q

T n
kqT

n
ℓq =

{

(T ℓ
nℓ)

2, if k = ℓ

0. if k 6= ℓ

Let k = n in the identity (24), which yields that

(26) (T ℓ
nℓ + T j

nj)T
n
jℓ = 0

for any j, ℓ. These enables us to regard {T n
jℓ} as a (n−1)× (n−1) skew symmetric matrix, since

T n
nℓ = T n

jn = 0. Without loss of generality, we can be assume that the first m rows of the matrix

{T n
jℓ} are non-zero ones and the remaining rows are zeros. It is clear that rank{T n

jℓ} = m, since

the first m rows are mutually orthogonal by (25). It yields that the possibly non-zero elements
of the matrix {T n

jℓ} lie in the intersection of the first m rows and the first m columns. Then

it follows that m is a positive even integer, since (25) and
∑

ℓ T
ℓ
nℓ = −|η| < 0 force m 6= 0,

which yields det{T n
jℓ} 6= 0 for 1 ≤ j, ℓ ≤ m, while det{T n

jℓ} = (−1)m det{T n
jℓ} holds by the skew

symmetry of {T n
jℓ}. It is also clear that T ℓ

nℓ 6= 0 for 1 ≤ ℓ ≤ m by (25). Then the analysis is

narrowed to the matrix {T n
jℓ} with possibly smaller size, where 1 ≤ j, ℓ ≤ m.

Define an equivalent relation ∼ on the set S = {1, 2, · · · ,m} as follows:

(i) For 1 ≤ i 6= j ≤ m, the relation i ∼ j means that there exist finite mutually distinct
indices i1, · · · , ik such that i = i1, j = ik and T n

i1 i2
, T n

i2 i3
, · · · , T n

ik−1 ik
are all non-zeros.

(ii) For any i ∈ S, the relation i ∼ i always holds.

It is easy to check the ’∼’ is indeed an equivalent relation on S. Then the equivalent class with
a representative i is denoted by [i], namely {j ∈ S

∣

∣j ∼ i}. It follows clearly that T k
nk and T ℓ

nℓ

are real functions different by a sign when T n
kℓ 6= 0 by (26) and thus the same holds when k, ℓ

belong to one equivalent class [i]. Furthermore, T n
kℓ = 0 when k ∈ [i], ℓ ∈ [j] and [i] 6= [j], as

T n
kℓ 6= 0 would imply k ∼ ℓ and thus [i] = [j], which is a contradiction.
Fix one equivalent class [i]. Then it follows from (25) and the discussion above that, for each

ℓ ∈ [i],

(T ℓ
nℓ)

2 =

m
∑

j=1

|T n
ℓj|2 =

∑

j∈[i]

|T n
ℓj|2,

since T n
ℓj vanishes when j goes out of [i]. Note that the number (T ℓ

nℓ)
2 is a positive invariant

when ℓ goes inside [i], as it is shown above. From (26), it yields that, for any j, ℓ,

(T ℓ
nℓ + T j

nj)|T n
jℓ|2 = 0.
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Sum up j, ℓ in the equivalent class [i], which follows

0 =
∑

j∈[i]

∑

ℓ∈[i]

(T ℓ
nℓ + T j

nj)|T n
jℓ|2

=
∑

j∈[i]

∑

ℓ∈[i]

T ℓ
nℓ|T n

jℓ|2 +
∑

j∈[i]

T j
nj(T

j
nj)

2

=
∑

ℓ∈[i]

T ℓ
nℓ(T

ℓ
nℓ)

2 + (
∑

j∈[i]

T j
nj)(T

j
nj)

2

= (
∑

ℓ∈[i]

T ℓ
nℓ)(T

ℓ
nℓ)

2 + (
∑

j∈[i]

T j
nj)(T

j
nj)

2

= 2(
∑

ℓ∈[i]

T ℓ
nℓ)(T

ℓ
nℓ)

2.

It yields that
∑

ℓ∈[i] T
ℓ
nℓ = 0. As the equivalent class [i] can be arbitrary, it follows that

−|η| =
m
∑

ℓ=1

T ℓ
nℓ = 0,

where a contradiction appears finally. Therefore, this completes the proof. �

Now we are ready to prove Theorem 1.

Proof of Theorem 1. Note that the identity in Lemma 5 is exactly [35, the formula (23)].
Hence, under the assumption that Dr is Kähler-like, [35, Lemma 3.3] still holds and it leads to
[35, the formula (25)], which now takes the form

(27) n(2r − 1)
√
−1∂∂ωn−1 = {(r − 1)2|T |2 + (r2 + 6r − 3)|η|2}ωn.

The compactness of Mn enables us to integrate the above identity and the remaining part of
argument in [35] gives a proof of the first case of Theorem 1, which also yields that g is Kähler,

for n ≥ 3, when r 6∈ (−3 − 2
√
3, −3 + 2

√
3) and r 6= 1. When r = 0, Proposition 1 and (27)

clearly imply that g is Kähler. This completes the proof. �

For the sake of simplicity, let us denote by T j

ik, ℓ
and T j

ik|ℓ
the covariant derivatives with respect

to Gauduchon connections Dr and Dr′ , respectively, where r 6= r′. Since Dr′ −Dr = (r − r′)γ,
it follows that

T j

ik|ℓ
= eℓT

j
ik − T j

qk〈Dr′

eℓ
ei, eq〉 − T j

iq〈Dr′

eℓ
ek, eq〉 − T q

ik〈Dr′

eℓ
ej , eq〉

= T j

ik, ℓ
− (r − r′){T j

qkγiq(eℓ) + T j
iqγkq(eℓ)− T q

ikγqj(eℓ)}

= T j

ik, ℓ
+ (r − r′){T j

qkT
i
qℓ + T j

iqT
k
qℓ − T q

ikT
q
jℓ}.(28)

Let i = j in the above identity and sum up, it yields

ηk|ℓ = ηk,ℓ + (r′ − r)φk
ℓ .(29)

Then let k = ℓ and sum up again, it follows

χ′ = χ+ (r′ − r)|η|2(30)

where χ′ =
∑

k ηk|k. As a consequence of Lemma 5 and (30), it proceeds to the following

Lemma 6. Suppose that a Hermitian manifold (Mn, g) has Kähler-like Gauduchon connections

Dr and Dr′ , where r 6= r′. Then it holds that

(2rr′ − r − r′){|η|2 + |T |2} = 0.
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Proof. Let us assume that r, r′ 6= 1
2 , as otherwise g will be Kähler, hence T = η = 0. By Lemma

5, it follows that χ = f(r)|η|2 − h(r)|T |2 and χ′ = f(r′)|η|2 − h(r′)|T |2, where

f(r) =
(r − 1)(3r − 1)

2(2r − 1)
, h(r) =

(r − 1)2

2(2r − 1)
.

Hence, it yields from (30) that

(r′ − r)|η|2 = χ′ − χ = (f(r′)− f(r))|η|2 − (h(r′)− h(r))|T |2

=
(r′ − r)

2(2r − 1)(2r′ − 1)
{(6rr′ − 3r − 3r′ + 2)|η|2 − (2rr′ − r − r′)|T |2}.

Cancel the factor r′ − r 6= 0, which yields the identity stated in the lemma. �

As a consequence, it is clear that when r and r′ satisfy 2rr′ − r− r′ 6= 0, Dr and Dr′ cannot
be simultaneously Kähler-like, unless g is Kähler. Therefore the key in proving Theorem 2 is to
deal with the case when r and r′ does satisfy the condition 2rr′ − r − r′ = 0.

Lemma 6 also suggests the following phenomenon: Gauduchon connections seem to form
duality pairs in a sense, which will be described below. Consider the function from R \ { 1

2} onto
itself

ξ(r) =
r

2r − 1
.

The graph of this function is the two branches of hyperbola centered at the point (12 ,
1
2 ). The

connectionDξ(r) can be considered as the dual of Dr, since ξ(ξ(r)) = r, for any r ∈ R\{ 1
2}, while

the value 1
2 can be regarded as the dual to ∞. Note that when D

1

2 is Kähler-like, the metric is

necessarily Kähler. In this sense, the Lichnerowicz connection D0 and the Chern connection D1

are the only self-dual Gauduchon connections, while the Strominger (or Bismut) connection D−1

is dual to D
1

3 , the so-called minimal connection which has the smallest torsion norm amongst
all Gauduchon connections. Finally, the two boundary values −3±2

√
3 of the interval appeared

in Theorem 1 are also dual to each other. Therefore, the key to prove Theorem 2 is to deal with
the case when r and r′ form a duality pair.

In the remaining part of this section, we will assume that (Mn, g) is a Hermitian manifold,

whose Gauduchon connections Dr and Dr′ are both Kähler-like, where r 6= 1
2 , r 6= r′ and

r′ = ξ(r) = r
2r−1 . This implies that both r and r′ do not belong to {0, 1, 12}. Our goal is to

conclude that g must be Kähler, thus completing the proof of Theorem 2.
Similar to (28), it yields that

T j

ik|ℓ = eℓT
j
ik − T j

qk〈Dr′

eℓ
ei, eq〉 − T j

iq〈Dr′

eℓ
ek, eq〉 − T q

ik〈Dr′

eℓ
ej , eq〉

= T j
ik, ℓ − (r − r′){T j

qkγiq(eℓ) + T j
iqγkq(eℓ)− T q

ikγqj(eℓ)}
= T j

ik, ℓ − (r − r′){T j
qkT

q
iℓ + T j

iqT
q
kℓ − T q

ikT
j
qℓ}

= T j
ik, ℓ + (r′ − r){T q

ℓiT
j
kq + T q

kℓT
j
iq + T q

ikT
j
ℓq}.(31)

where the index after comma or ‘|’ stands for covariant derivatives with respect to Dr or Dr′

respectively as before. Together with Lemma 2 and (31), it follows that

Lemma 7. If a Hermitian manifold (Mn, g) has Kähler-like Gauduchon connections Dr and

Dr′ , where r 6= 0, 1, r′ 6= 1 and r 6= r′, then

T j
ik, ℓ = T j

ik|ℓ =
∑

q

T q
ikT

j
qℓ = 0

for any indices i, j, k, ℓ. In particular, ηi,j = ηi |j = 0 and Cij :=
∑

q,s T
q
siT

s
qj = 0.

Proof. When r 6= 0, 1, T j
ik, ℓ = T j

ik|ℓ follows from (10) in Lemma 2 and (31). Since r, r′ 6= 1 and

r 6= r′, the identity (9) in Lemma 2 for both derivatives imply
∑

q

T q
ikT

j
qℓ = 0.
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Hence both derivatives are also zeros. �

Now let us assume that r 6= 1
2 and r′ = ξ(r) = r

2r−1 6= r, which follows that neither r nor r′

belongs to {0, 1, 12}. By Lemma 4, it yields that

ηk, ℓ = a(r)A + b(r) (φ∗ −A) + c(r) (φ −B),

where φ = φℓ
k, φ

∗ = φk
ℓ , A = Akℓ, B = Bkℓ and

a(r) =
r(r − 1)

2r − 1
, b(r) =

(r − 1)(5r2 − 1)

4r(2r − 1)
, c(r) =

(r − 1)3

4r(2r − 1)
.

The condition that r′ = ξ(r), or equivalently 2rr′ = r + r′, implies that

a(r′)− a(r) = (r′ − r), b(r′)− b(r) =
3rr′ + 1

4rr′
(r′ − r), c(r′)− c(r) =

rr′ − 1

4rr′
(r′ − r).

After these are plugged into (29), namely, ηk|ℓ−ηk,ℓ = (r′−r)φ∗, and the non-zero factor (r′−r)

is cancelled out, it follows that

4rr′φ∗ = 4rr′A+ (3rr′ + 1)(φ∗ −A) + (rr′ − 1)(φ−B),

or equivalently,

(rr′ − 1){A−B + φ− φ∗} = 0.

Since rr′ − 1 = r2

2r−1 − 1 = (r−1)2

2r−1 6= 0, it yields that A −B = φ∗ − φ. Note that the left hand
side of the last equality is Hermitian symmetric, while the right hand is skew-Hermitian, which
implies that both sides are zero, namely

Lemma 8. If a Hermitian manifold (Mn, g) has Kähler-like Gauduchon connections Dr and

Dr′ , where r 6= 1
2 and r′ = r

2r−1 6= r, then A = B, φ = φ∗ and

ηk,ℓ =
(r − 1)(3r − 1)

2(2r − 1)
φ− (r − 1)2

2(2r − 1)
A.

Now we are ready to prove Theorem 2.

Proof of Theorem 2. Let (Mn, g) be a Hermitian manifold, with Kähler-like Gauduchon con-

nections Dr and Dr′ where r 6= r′. It can be assumed that r, r′ 6= 1
2 and 2rr′ − r − r′ = 0, as

otherwise g is Kähler by the first part of Lemma 3 and 2rr′ − r − r′ 6= 0 will imply, by Lemma
6, that the metric has vanishing Chern torsion hence is Kähler.

Let us start with r′ = r
2r−1 6= r and thus r, r′ /∈ {0, 1, 12}. By Lemma 8, it yields that φ = φ∗.

Also, Lemma 7 implies that
∑

q T
q
ikT

j
qℓ = 0 for any indices i, j, k, and ℓ. Multiply by ηkηℓ and

sum up k and ℓ, which yields that
∑

q

φq
iφ

j
q = 0

for any i, j. Since φ = φ∗, that is, φj
q = φq

j , it follows that

∑

q

φq
iφ

q
j = 0

for any i, j, which implies φ = 0. The trace of φ is |η|2 and thus η = 0. From the last identity
in Lemma 8, it yields that A = 0. Therefore tr(A) = |T |2 = 0, implying that T = 0 and g is
Kähler. This completes the proof of Theorem 2. �
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3. Kähler-like canonical (r, s)-connections

Let us turn our attention to the plane of canonical metric connections generated by the
Gauduchon line Dr and the Riemannian connection ∇ on a Hermitian manifold (Mn, g):

Dr
s = (1 − s)Dr + s∇, (r, s) ∈ Ω ⊆ R

2,

where Ω = {(r, s)|s 6= 1}∪{(0, 1)}. The points (0, 1), (0,−1), (1, 0), (−1, 0) in Ω corresponds to
the Riemannian, anti-Riemannian, Chern, and Strominger connection, respectively. Each can
be Kähler-like yet non-Kähler. Also, the two points (−1, 2) and (13 ,−2) turn out to be special

as well, and the corresponding connections are denoted by ∇+, ∇−, respectively. Denote by

Ω′ = Ω \ ({s = 0} ∪ {(0, 1), (0,−1), (−1, 2), (
1

3
,−2)})

the complement of the Gauduchon line L0 = {(r, s)
∣

∣s = 0} and the four special points corre-
sponding to the Riemannian connection ∇, the anti-Riemannian connection ∇′, and ∇+, ∇−.
Our goal is to show that, for any (r, s) ∈ Ω′, the canonical metric connection Dr

s cannot be
Kähler-like unless the metric is Kähler, while ∇+ or ∇− being Kähler-like is equivalent to that
the Strominger connection ∇s is Kähler-like.

Let us try to understand the implication of a canonical (r, s)-connection Dr
s being Kähler-like.

Let (Mn, g) be a Hermitian manifold with Dr
s being Kähler-like, where (r, s) ∈ Ω. What this

means will be investigated in terms of the torsion components of the Chern connection of g.
Fix a point p ∈ M and let e be a local unitary frame near p, with the dual coframe ϕ. Denote
by θ, τ the connection matrix and torsion vector of the Chern connection ∇c = D1 under e. It
follows, from the discussion before Lemma 1 in Section 2, that

Dr
se = (θ + tγ)e+ sθ2e,

where t = 1− r + rs. That is, the matrices of connection and curvature of Dr
s under the frame

{e, e} are:

θD =

[

θ(t) sθ2
sθ2 θ(t)

]

, ΘD =

[

ΘD
1 ΘD

2

ΘD
2 ΘD

1

]

,

where D = Dr
s and

ΘD
1 = dθ(t) − θ(t)θ(t) − s2θ2θ2, ΘD

2 = s(dθ2 − θ2 θ
(t) − θ(t) θ2),

while θ(t) = θ + tγ corresponds to the Gauduchon connection D1−t. Its curvature tensor RD is
given by

RD
XY ij

= (ΘD
2 )ij(X,Y )

RD
XY ij

= (ΘD
1 )ij(X,Y )

for any tangent vector X , Y . By definition, D being Kähler-like means RD
ijXY

= RD
XY ij

= 0

and RD

ijkℓ
= RD

kjiℓ
for any indices and any tangent vectors X , Y . Therefore, it yields that

Lemma 9. On a Hermitian manifold (Mn, g), the canonical metric connection D = Dr
s is

Kähler-like if and only if

ΘD
2 = 0, (ΘD

1 )
2,0 = 0, tϕ (ΘD

1 )
1,1 = 0.

As an immediate corollary, we observe the following duality phenomenon for the Kähler-
likeness of canonical metric connections, which should not be confused with the duality pairs on
the Gauduchon line discussed in Section 2. It occurs in the subset Ω0 = {(r, s)

∣

∣s 6= 0, 1,−1}∩Ω.
Define a map Ψ : Ω0 → Ω0 by

Ψ(r, s) = (
1− s

1 + s
r,−s).

Clearly, Ψ(r, s) 6= (r, s) and Ψ(Ψ(r, s)) = (r, s). For (r′, s′) = Ψ(r, s), it is easy to see that

t′ = 1− r′ + r′s′ = 1− (1 + s)r′ = 1− (1− s)r = t.
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Hence, for D = Dr
s and D′ = Dr′

s′ , it yields that Θ
D′

1 = ΘD
1 and ΘD′

2 = −ΘD′

2 . Then, by Lemma
9, it is clear that D′ will be Kähler-like if and only if D is Kähler-like.

For instance, Ψ(−1, 2) = (13 ,−2), hence ∇+ is Kähler-like if and only if ∇− is Kähler-like.
It is obvious that the Kähler-likeness of ∇ is equivalent to that of ∇′, since (0,−1) can also be
regarded as the dual to (0, 1).

Note that this pairing phenomenon was caused by the reflection of the s-factor in the param-
eter plane. For any point on the punctured line L∗

−1 = {(r,−1) | r 6= 0}, there is no obvious
candidate of another point in Ω such that the corresponding pair of connections will be Kähler-
like simultaneously. The same thing goes for points on the Gauduchon line L0 = {(r, s)

∣

∣s = 0},
where Ψ is defined but has only fixed points.

For any given point p, let us choose our unitary frame e such that θ(t)|p = 0. Then at the

point p, it follows from θ = −tγ and (11) that d tϕ = (1− t) tϕγ′ + t tϕ tγ′, which implies

∂ϕq = (1− t)
∑

i,k

T q
ikϕiϕk, ∂ϕq = t

∑

i,j

T i
qj ϕiϕj ,

and, by the first Bianchi identity dτ = tΘϕ− tθτ ,

tϕΘ = d tτ + tτθ = d( tϕγ′) + tϕγ′(−tγ)

= tϕ{(1− 2t)γ′γ′ − ∂γ′}+ tϕ{−∂γ′ + tγ′ tγ′ + t tγ′γ′}
= tϕ{−∂γ′ + tγ′ tγ′ + t tγ′γ′},

where the last equality results from the vanishing of the (2, 0) part Θ2,0 of the Chern curvature
and thus

(32) 0 = (tϕΘ)3,0 = tϕ{(1− 2t)γ′γ′ − ∂γ′}.
Since the entries of θ2 are (1, 0)-forms by (8), it follows that

(ΘD
1 )

2,0 = t∂γ′ + t2γ′γ′,

(ΘD
1 )

1,1 = Θ+ t(∂γ′ − ∂ tγ′)− t2(γ′ tγ′ + tγ′γ′)− s2θ2θ2.

Therefore, the equations in Lemma 9 are equivalent to

s d θ2 = 0,(33)

t(∂γ′ + tγ′γ′) = 0,(34)
tϕ {(t− 1)∂γ′ − t ∂ tγ′ − t(t− 1)(γ′tγ′ + tγ′γ′)− s2 θ2θ2} = 0.(35)

Note that the identity (8) also implies that

∂ (θ2)ik = −
∑

j,ℓ

(

T j

ik,ℓ
+ (t− 1)

∑

q

T q
ikT

q
jℓ

)

ϕjϕℓ,

∂ (θ2)ik =
∑

j,ℓ

(

− T j
ik,ℓ + t

∑

q

T q
ikT

j
qℓ

)

ϕjϕℓ,

which enable us to express the equations (32), (33), (34) and (35) in terms of their components.
Hence, it yields

Lemma 10. Suppose that the canonical metric connection Dr
s of a Hermitian manifold (Mn, g)

is Kähler-like. Then the Chern torsion components satisfy

Si,k,ℓ{T j
ik,ℓ + (3t− 2)T q

ikT
j
ℓq} = 0,(36)

s {T j
ik,ℓ + tT q

ikT
j
ℓq} = 0,(37)

s {T j

ik,ℓ
− T ℓ

ik,j
+ 2(t− 1)T q

ikT
q
jℓ} = 0,(38)

t {T j
ik,ℓ − T j

iℓ,k + 2(t− 1)T q
kℓT

j
iq + tT q

ikT
j
ℓq + tT q

ℓiT
j
kq} = 0,(39)

2(t− 1)T j

ik,ℓ
+ t(T i

jℓ,k
− T k

jℓ,i
) = −2t(t− 1)(w + vji − vjk) + (t2 − s2)(vℓi − vℓk),(40)
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for any i, j, k, ℓ, where the index after comma stands for covariant derivative with respect to

D1−t, t = 1− r + rs, S stands for the cyclic sum, while w =
∑

q T
q
ikT

q
jℓ and

vji =
∑

q

T j
iqT

k
ℓq, vℓk =

∑

q

T ℓ
kqT

i
jq, vjk =

∑

q

T j
kqT

i
ℓq, vℓi =

∑

q

T ℓ
iqT

k
jq,

are defined as in the proof of Lemma 3.

Let us try to get the expression for T j

ik,ℓ
. As in the proof of Lemma 3, denote by

x = T j

ik,ℓ
− T ℓ

ik,j
, y = T i

jℓ,k
− T k

jℓ,i
,

Q = −2t(t− 1)w − 1

2
(3t2 − 2t− s2)(vji − vjk − vℓi + vℓk) .

Interchange j and ℓ in the last identity of Lemma 10 and take the difference between the two,
it yields

(t− 1)x+ ty = Q.

Interchange (ik) with (jℓ) and take the complex conjugation in the equation above, we get

(t− 1)y + tx = Q.

When t 6= 1
2 , it implies that x = y = Q

(2t−1) . Plug this back into the last identity of Lemma 10,

it yields

Lemma 11. Suppose that the canonical metric connection Dr
s of a Hermitian manifold (Mn, g)

is Kähler-like. Then the Chern torsion components satisfy the equation

4(t− 1)(2t− 1)T j

ik,ℓ
= −4t(t− 1)2w− t(5t2 − 10t+ 4+ s2)(vji − vjk) + (t3 − 3s2t+ 2s2)(vℓi − vℓk)

for any i, j, k, ℓ, where the index after comma stands for covariant derivative with respect to
D1−t and t = 1− r + rs.

Proof. The case when t 6= 1
2 has been shown. When t = 1

2 , the linear system above about x and
y yields x = y and Q = 0, that is

(41) w + (
1

4
+ s2)(vji − vjk − vℓi + vℓk) = 0.

Therefore the identity in Lemma 11 also holds. �

Lemma 12. Suppose that the canonical metric connection Dr
s of a Hermitian manifold (Mn, g)

is Kähler-like. Then it yields that, when t 6= 1
2 , it holds that, for any i, k,

(42) 4s(t− 1)2
∑

q

|T q
ik|2 = s(3t2 − 2t− s2)

∑

q

{2Re(T i
iqT

k
kq)− |T i

kq|2 − |T k
iq|2},

when t = 1
2 , the identity above holds without the s factor, namely,

(43)
∑

q

|T q
ik|2 = (

1

4
+ s2)

∑

q

{2Re(T i
iqT

k
kq)− |T i

kq|2 − |T k
iq|2}.

Proof. It follows from (38) that sx = 2s(1− t)w. If t 6= 1
2 , then x = Q

2t−1 , which yields that

(44) 4s(t− 1)2w = s(3t2 − 2t− s2) (vji − vjk − vℓi + vℓk).

Let i = j and k = ℓ, the equation above is exactly the identity (42). When t = 1
2 , the linear

system about x and y imply that x = y and Q = 0, which yields (41). Let i = j and k = ℓ, then
(43) follows. This completes the proof of the lemma. �

Now we proceed to prove Theorem 4. This will be divided into three parts, which are the
contents of Lemma 13, Lemma 14 and Lemma 15 below.

Lemma 13. Let (Mn, g) be a Hermitian manifold whose canonical metric connection Dr
s is

Kähler-like for (r, s) ∈ Ω. Write t = 1− r + rs. If s 6= 0 and t 6= 0, 1, then g is Kähler.
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Proof. Since s 6= 0 and t 6= 0, 1, by (37) and (39) in Lemma 10, it follows that

(45)
∑

q

T q
ikT

j
ℓq = 0

for any i, j, k, ℓ. Let us denote by AX the linear transformation on V := T 1,0
p M associated to

X =
∑

q Xqeq, defined as

AX : V −→ V

ei −→ ∑

q,j

XqT
j
qiej ,

which is clearly independent of the choice of the unitary frame e. Then the equation (45) simply
means AXAY = 0 for any X,Y ∈ V . By the claim in [34, the proof of Theorem 2], it yields
that there exists a non-zero vector W ∈ V such that AX(W ) = 0 for any X . Without loss of
generality, we may assume that such W is en. Then it follows that T q

nk = 0 for any q, k.
It is clear from (42) that 3t2− 2t− s2 = 0 implies T = 0, since s 6= 0 and t 6= 1. Hence, let us

assume 3t2 − 2t− s2 6= 0. Let i = n in (42) and thus it follows that that T n
kq = 0 for any k, q.

This means that the direction en plays no part in the components of the Chern torsion, namely
T j
ik = 0 whenever any of the indices is n. Then the linear transformation AX can be restricted

to the orthogonal complement e⊥n of en in V , and thus another direction yields, denoted by
en−1, annihilating AX

∣

∣

e⊥
n

for any X , which implies T n−1
q k = T q

n−1k = 0 for any q, k. Repeat this

argument, which yields that T = 0, namely g is Kähler. Therefore the proof is completed. �

Let us deal with the t = 1 case, which means r(1 − s) = 0. However s = 1 implies r = 0
by the definition of Ω. Hence, it follows that t = 1 is actually equivalent to r = 0, the vertical
axis in Ω. In other words, we are studying the Kähler-likeness of D0

s , where s 6= 0. We will
also assume that s 6= ±1, as D0

1 = ∇ and D0
−1 = ∇′, and there are non-Kähler metric g with

Kähler-like ∇ or ∇′ for n ≥ 3, as mentioned in Section 1.

Lemma 14. Let (Mn, g) be a Hermitian manifold whose canonical metric connection D0
s is

Kähler-like for s 6= 0, 1,−1. Then g is Kähler.

Proof. Since s 6= 0 and t = 1, the equation (38) in Lemma 10 says that x = 0 and thus y = 0.
Hence, by the identity (40) of Lemma 10, it yields that vℓi = vℓk since s2 6= 1, namely,

(46)
∑

q

T ℓ
iqT

k
jq =

∑

q

T ℓ
kqT

i
jq

for any indices i, j, k, ℓ. Let k = ℓ and sum up in (46) and it follows that Aij = φi
j for any i,

j, that is, A = φ∗. Similarly, let i = j and sum up in (46), which yields B = φ. Since A and B
are Hermitian symmetric, it follows that A = B = φ = φ∗, which implies that |T |2 = |η|2 after
the trace is taken. We claim that actually it holds that |η| = |T | = 0 everywhere on Mn.

Assume the contrary, namely, |η| = |T | 6= 0 at some point p on Mn. This will also hold in a
neighborhood of p. Then it enables us to modify the frame e by some unitary transformation in
the neighborhood of p, such that η

|η| = ϕn, yielding that η1 = · · · = ηn−1 = 0 and ηn = |η| > 0.

It follows that φn
n = 0, which implies Ann̄ = Bnn̄ = 0. Therefore, T i

jn = T n
ij = 0 for any i, j,

which yields, under the modified frame e, that φj
i = T j

in|η| = 0 for any i, j, where a contradiction
0 = tr(φ) = |η|2 appears. This completes the proof. �

Now let us consider the t = 0 case, which means the two branches of the hyperbola r(1−s) = 1.
The two special connections ∇+, ∇− correspond to the case of s = ±2.

Lemma 15. Let (Mn, g) be a Hermitian manifold whose canonical metric connection Dr
s is

Kähler-like for (r, s) ∈ Ω such that s 6= 0,±2 and t = 0, where t = 1− r+ rs. Then g is Kähler.

Proof. Since s 6= 0 and t = 0, the equations (36) and (37) of Lemma 10 imply that

T j
ik,ℓ = 0,(47)

∑

q

(T q
ikT

j
ℓq + T q

ℓiT
j
kq + T q

kℓT
j
iq) = 0.(48)
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for any i, j, k, ℓ. Hence, let j = ℓ and sum up in (48), which yields

(49)
∑

q

ηqT
q
ik = 0

for any i, k. Also, the equations (38) and (40) of Lemma 10 imply that

T j

ik,ℓ̄
=

s2

2
(vℓi − vℓk)(50)

4w = −s2(vji + vℓk − vℓi − vjk)(51)

for any i, j, k, ℓ. Let k = ℓ and sum up in (51), which yields

(52) s2(φ + φ∗ −B) = (s2 − 4)A.

It follows that |η| = λ, where λ is a global constant, since

|η|2,ℓ =
∑

k

ηk,ℓηk + ηkηk,ℓ̄ =
s2

2
(
∑

i,k,q

ηkT
k
iqT

ℓ
iq − ηkηqT ℓ

kq) = 0,

by (47), (49) and (50), and |η|2
,ℓ̄
= 0 is similarly established.

We claim that λ = 0. Assume the contrary, that is, λ > 0, which enables us to choose
the frame e after some appropriate unitary transformation, such that η = λϕn, yielding that
η1 = · · · = ηn−1 = 0 and ηn = λ > 0. Then it follows that T n

ik = 0 for any i, k, and thus
φn
n = Bnn = 0. Therefore, it yields from (52) and the assumption s2 6= 4 that Ann = 0.

However, λ2Ann = |φ|2, which implies φ = 0 and thus |η|2 = λ2 = 0 after the trace is taken,
where a contradiction appears. Therefore, the claim is established.

Now we have η = 0, since s 6= 0 and t = 0, by letting i = j and k = ℓ and summing them up
in the equation (38) of Lemma 10, we get χ = |T |2, hence T = 0. This completes the proof of
the lemma. �

Proof of Theorem 4. Combining Lemma 13, Lemma 14 and Lemma 15, we get a proof of
Theorem 4. �

The proof of Theorem 3 also follows.

Proof of Theorem 3. Let us focus on the two special connections ∇+ and ∇−, namely, the
case for t = 0 and s2 = 4. First assume that ∇+ (or equivalently ∇−) is Kähler-like. Lemma
10 for t = 0 and s2 = 4 leads to the following:

T j
ik,ℓ = 0(53)

∑

q

(T q
ikT

j
ℓq + T q

ℓiT
j
kq + T q

kℓT
j
iq) = 0(54)

T j

ik,ℓ
− T ℓ

ik,j
= 2w(55)

T j

ik,ℓ
= 2(vℓi − vℓk)(56)

for any i, j, k, ℓ, where the index after comma means covariant derivative with respect to the
Chern connection ∇c = D1 = D1−t. From (55) and (56), it follows that

(57) w + vji + vℓk − vℓi − vjk = 0.

Let us denote by T j

ik|ℓ and T j

ik|ℓ
the covariant derivatives with respect to the Strominger con-

nection ∇s = D−1. By (31) and (28), where r = 1 and r′ = −1, it yields that T j

ik|ℓ = T j
ik,ℓ due

to (54), and

T j

ik|ℓ
− T j

ik,ℓ
= 2(vjk − vji − w).

Hence, T j

ik|ℓ
= 0 due to (56) and (57), which implies that T is parallel with respect to ∇s = D−1.

This together with (57) says that (Mn, g) is Strominger Kähler-like by [37].
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Conversely, if (Mn, g) is Strominger Kähler-like, then it follows from [37] that (54), (57)

and T j

ik|ℓ = T j

ik|ℓ
= 0 hold. Therefore, by (31) and (28), it yields (53) and (56), while (55) is

a consequence of (56) and (57), which means, by definition, that ∇+ = D−1
2 , or equivalently

∇− = D
1

3

−2, is Kähler-like. The proof of Theorem 3 is completed. �

Proof of Theorem 5. Let us assume that D = Dr
s and D′ = Dr′

s′ are both Kähler-like on a
Hermitian manifold (Mn, g), where (r, s) 6= (r′, s′) ∈ Ω. Apparently, any of the following four
Kähler-like pairs do not imply the Kählerness of g

{∇,∇′}, {∇+,∇−}, {∇+,∇s}, {∇−,∇s},

as there are examples of non-Kähler manifolds which are Riemannian Kähler-like or Strominger
Kähler-like.

By Theorem 2, Theorem 3, and Theorem 4, we are left only with the case when D = Dr is
Gauduchon and D′ = ∇ is the Riemannian connection, where r 6= 1

2 by Lemma 3. It follows
from Lemma 10 for s = 0 and t = 1 that the Kähler-likeness of Riemannian connection ∇ would
imply

T j
ik,ℓ = −

∑

q

T q
ikT

j
ℓq(58)

T j

ik,ℓ̄
= T ℓ

ik,j̄(59)

for any i, j, k, ℓ, where the index after comma stands for covariant derivative with respect to
D0. We will show that g is Kähler in two cases: r 6= 0, and r = 0.

When r 6= 0, let us denote by T j

ik|ℓ and T j

ik|ℓ
the covariant derivatives with respect to the

Gauduchon connection Dr. It follows from (31) and (10) that T j

ik|ℓ = T j
ik,ℓ for any i, j, k, ℓ,

and thus it yields, together with (58) and (9), that

T j

ik|ℓ = T j
ik,ℓ = 0(60)

∑

q

T q
ikT

j
ℓq = 0(61)

for any i, j, k, ℓ. Similarly, the identity (28) implies that

(62) T j

ik|ℓ̄
= T j

ik,ℓ̄
− r{T j

qkT
i
qℓ + T j

iqT
k
qℓ − T q

ikT
q
jℓ}

for any i, j, k, ℓ, which yields, together with (59) and Lemma 5, that

(r − 1)(3r − 1)

2(2r − 1)
|η|2 − (r − 1)2

2(2r − 1)
|T |2 = r|η|2,

or equivalently

(63) (r − (
√
2− 1))(r +

√
2 + 1)|η|2 + (r − 1)2|T |2 = 0.

Therefore, it is apparent that r ≤ −
√
2 − 1 or r ≥

√
2− 1, r 6= 1 implies |T | = 0 and thus g is

Kähler.
Let us deal with the remaining cases under the condition r 6= 0, namely −

√
2−1 < r <

√
2−1

or r = 1. If −
√
2− 1 < r <

√
2− 1 and r 6= 0, then by (63) we have

|T |2 = − (r − (
√
2− 1))(r +

√
2 + 1)

(r − 1)2
|η|2.

Multiply η̄kη̄ℓ on both sides of (61) and sum k, ℓ up, which yields that
∑

q

φq
iφ

j
q = 0
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for any i, j. The nilpotency of the matrix φ implies that tr(φ) = |η|2 = 0 and thus |T | = 0. On

the other hand, if r = 1, it follows from (63) that |η| = 0. Note that T j

ik|ℓ̄
= 0 in this case from

Lemma 3. Together with (59), the identity (62) implies that
∑

q

{T j
qkT

i
qℓ − T ℓ

qkT
i
qj − T j

qiT
k
qℓ + T ℓ

qiT
k
qk − 2T q

ikT
k
jℓ} = 0.

Let i = j, k = ℓ in the equation above and sum i up, which yields that

(64)
∑

i,q

|T k
qi|2 =

∑

i,q

|T q
ik|2

for any k. By the same trick applied in the proof of Lemma 13, (61) enables us to assume that
en annihilates the transformation AX , yielding that T i

nq = 0 for any q, i. Hence, it follows that
T n
qi = 0 for any q, i from (64), which implies that the Chern torsion T has vanishing components

whenever one of the indices is n. As in the proof of Lemma 13, the trick can be repeated to
deduce T = 0 in the end. Therefore, the proof for the case when r 6= 0 is completed.

When r = 0, Lemma 5 and (59) imply |η|2 = |T |2. From Proposition 1, the Kähler-likeness
of the Lichnerowicz connection D0 implies that η = 0 everywhere, yielding that |T | = 0. In
summary, the proof of Theorem 5 is completed. �
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[29] G. Székelyhidi, V. Tosatti and B. Weinkove, Gauduchon metrics with prescribed volume form, Acta Math.

219 (2017), no. 1, 181-211. (cited on page 1)
[30] V. Tosatti, Non-Kähler Calabi-Yau manifolds, Analysis, complex geometry, and mathematical physics: in

honor of Duong H. Phong, 261-277, Contemp. Math., 644, Amer. Math. Soc., Providence, RI, 2015. arXiv:
1401.4797. (cited on page 1)

[31] L.-S. Tseng and S.-T. Yau, Non-Kähler Calabi-Yau manifolds. String-Math 2011, 241-254, Proc. Sympos.
Pure Math., 85, Amer. Math. Soc., Providence, RI, 2012. (cited on page 1)

[32] L. Vezzoni, B. Yang, and F. Zheng, Lie groups with flat Gauduchon connections, Math. Zeit. 293 (2019),
Issue 1-2, 597-608. (cited on page 1)

[33] Q. Wang, B. Yang, and F. Zheng, On Bismut flat manifolds, Trans. Amer.Math.Soc., 373 (2020), 5747-5772.
(cited on page 1)

[34] B. Yang and F. Zheng, On curvature tensors of Hermitian manifolds, Comm. Anal. Geom. 26 (2018), no.
5, 1193-1220. (cited on pages 2, 4, 5, 15)

[35] B. Yang and F. Zheng, On compact Hermitian manifolds with flat Gauduchon conmnections, Acta Math.
Sinica (English Series). 34 (2018), 1259-1268. (cited on pages 2, 3, 4, 5, 6, 9)

[36] S.-T. Yau, Q. Zhao, and F. Zheng, On Strominger Kähler-like manifolds with degenerate torsion,

arXiv:1908.05322v2. (cited on page 3)
[37] Q. Zhao and F. Zheng, Strominger connection and pluriclosed metrics, arXiv:1904.06604v3. (cited on pages

2, 3, 4, 7, 16, 17)
[38] Q. Zhao and F. Zheng, Complex nilmanifolds and Kähler-like connections, J. Geom. Phys. 146 (2019).

(cited on page 3)
[39] F. Zheng, Some recent progress in non-Kähler geometry, Sci. China Math., 62 (2019), no.11, 2423-2434.

(cited on page 1)

Quanting Zhao. School of Mathematics and Statistics & Hubei Key Laboratory of Mathematical

Sciences, Central China Normal University, Wuhan, 430079, P.R.China.

Email address: zhaoquanting@126.com;zhaoquanting@mail.ccnu.edu.cn

Fangyang Zheng. School of Mathematical Sciences, Chongqing Normal University, Chongqing

401331, China

Email address: 20190045@cqnu.edu.cn


	1. Introduction and statement of results
	2. Properties of Gauduchon Kähler-like manifolds
	3. Kähler-like canonical (r,s)-connections
	References

