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ON GAUDUCHON KAHLER-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 Kéhler-like, then the Hermitian metric must be Kéahler. They also conjectured
that if two Gauduchon connections are both Ké&hler-like, then the metric must be Kéahler.
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-Kéahler 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 Kéhler-like Gauduchon connections.

Given a Hermitian manifold (M™,g), there are three distinguished metric connections that
are well-studied: the Riemannian (Levi-Civita) connection V, the Chern connection V¢, and
the Strominger connection V* (also known as the Bismut connection). When g is Kéhler, all
three coincides, and when g is not Kéhler, they are mutually distinct.

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

I+r_. 1—-7r_,

=— Ve + 5 Vi, rekR.
In this notation, D! = V¢, D! = V*, and D° = 1(V° + V*) is the Hermitian projection of
the Riemannian (Levi-Civita) connection V, which in some literature is called the Lichnerowicz
connection. Note that when g is Kéhler, all D" are equal (to the Riemannian connection), while
when ¢ is not Kéahler, all D" are distinct.

(1) D"
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Recall that a metric connection D (that is, Dg = 0) on a Hermitian manifold (M",g) is
called Kdhler-like, if its curvature tensor RP satisfies the symmetry conditions

(2) RP(z,y,z,w) + R (y, z,z,w) + R” (z,2,y,w) = 0,
(3) RP(Jx,Jy, z,w) = RP(z,y, z,w) = RP(z,y, Jz, Jw),

for any real tangent vectors z, y, z, w in M™, where J is the almost complex structure.
When the connection D is Hermitian, meaning Dg = 0 and D.J = 0, it is shown in [2, Remark
6] that D is K&hler-like if and only if

RP(X,Y,Z,W)=0, R(X,Y,ZW)=R(ZY,X,W)

for any type (1,0) tangent vectors X, Y, Z, W in M™, since RP (x, *, Z, W) = 0 always holds by
the assumption DJ = 0. So for Hermitian connections, the Kahler-like condition simply means
that the only possibly non-zero components of the curvature tensor are R”(X,Y, Z, W), and
RP 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 Kéhler-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 Kéhler-like manifolds and studied the preservation problem of this
curvature condition under the pluriclosed flow.

This notion of Kahler-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 D". They proposed the following two conjectures:

Conjecture 1 (AOUV[2]). For a compact Hermitian manifold (M", g), if the Gauduchon con-
nection D" is Kdhler-like and r # +1, then g must be Kdhler.

Conjecture 2 (AOUV]2]). For a compact Hermitian manifold (M™,g), if there are two real
values v # r' such that D" and D" are both Kdhler-like, then g must be Kdhler.

Note that for each n > 3, there are examples of compact Hermitian manifold (M™, g) with
g non-Kahler such that its Riemannian (or Chern, or Strominger) connection is Kéhler-like. In
the Strominger connection case there are such examples of n = 2 as well. Hence, the assumption
r # £1 in Conjecture 1 is necessary.

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

Theorem 1. Let (M™,g) be a compact Hermitian manifold of complex dimension n, whose
Gauduchon connection D" is Kdhler-like. If one of the following occurs

(i) n=2 and r # —1,
(i) n>3,7 & (=3 —2v3,0)U (0, =3 +2V3) and r # 1,
then g is Kahler.

Remark 1. The second case (except when r =0) of Theorem 1, namely, r ¢ (—3 — 2V/3, =3+
2v/3) and r # 1 implies the Kdihlerness 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 D" is flat. However, we note that the same proof works in the case of
Kéhler-like D" as well, since [35, Lemma 3.1] still holds under the Kéhler-like D" assumption. So
the main novelty here is the » = 0 case, namely, if a compact Hermitian manifold has Kéahler-like
Lichnerowicz connection D, then the metric must be Kéhler.

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 (M™,g), if there are two real values r # 1’ such that
D" and D are both Kihler-like, then g is Kdhler.

In the proof of this theorem, we found an interesting “duality” phenomenon amongst the
Gauduchon connections D". Tt is given by the expression &(r) = r/(2r — 1). Note that it is a
diffeomorphism from R\ {3} onto itself satisfying £(¢(r)) = r. Hence, for any r # %, one can
consider D$(™ as the dual of D". Note that D? is special in the sense that its Kéhler-likeness
will imply that g is Kéhler. This was observed in [35] already when D3 is assumed to be flat.

Note that the only fixed points of & are r = 1 and r = 0, so the Chern connection D!
and Lichnerowicz connection D? are “self-dual” in some sense, while the other Gauduchon
connections form duality pairs. In particular, the dual of Strominger conneciton D! is D%,
which was called the minimal connection in [35] since it has the smallest torison norm amongst
all Gauduchon connections. Also, for r = —3 + 2v/3, £(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 D" and D™ are both
Kéhler-like, for two distinct real values r, ' that are not a pair, namely, ' # &(r), then one can
easily show that g must be Kahler, in a relatively straight forward way. Therefore, the main
part of the proof of Theorem 2 hinges on the case when r’ = £(r).

Next let us consider the Kéhler-like condition for the plane of connections spanned by the
Gauduchon line and the Riemannian connection V on a Hermitian manifold (M™,g). When ¢
is not Kéhler, V does not lie on the Gauduchon line. Hence V and D" together span a plane of
canonical metric connections on (M", g):

(4) D =(1-s)D"+sV, r,seR.

We will call D’ the canonical (r, s)-connection. Note that the parameter space for this plane of
canonical connections is actually

Q=R*\Lj, Lj={(r1)|r+#0}

namely, the complement of the punctured horizontal line L} in the rs-plane, since D] = V for
any r € R.

As DY = V is the Riemannian connection, denote by D% = V’ the mirror reflection of V
with respect to the Gauduchon line Ly = {(r, s)|s = 0}. We will call V' the anti-Riemannian
connection. Tt turns out that V' is Kéhler-like if and only if V is Kéhler-like. Hence, for any
n > 3, there are examples of compact Hermitian manifolds which are non-Ké&hler but have
Kahler-like V and V’. Another pair of points in  also turns out to be quite special, namely
(=1,2) and (3, —2). Let us denote these two special connections by

Vt=D;' and V- =D3.

These two connections V' and V~ can be expressed in terms of the Riemannian, Chern, and
Strominger connections as

VH=2V-V* and V™ =2V°-V' =2V + V-2V =2V - V°

A natural question is when will D” be Kéhler-like? For the two special connections V* and
V™~ above, by use of the main result in [37], we will show that

Theorem 3. For any Hermitian manifold (M™, g), V' or V™ is Kdihler-like if and only if the
Strominger connection V° is Kdhler-like.

Note that for each n > 2, there are compact Hermitian manifolds that are Strominger Kéahler-
like but non-Kéhler. 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 Kéhler-like manifolds of dimension 3. Let

@ =0\ ({5 =0} U{(0,1),(0,-1),(~1,2), (5, -2)})
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for the complement of Gauduchon line and the four special connections V, V/, V¥, V~. Then
we have the following:

Theorem 4. Let (M"™,g) be a Hermitian manifold such that D7 is Kdhler-like for some (r,s) €
Q. Then g is Kdhler.

The proof of this theorem will be divided into two cases: (i) we deal with the rs # 0 and
(r,s) # (=1,2),(3,-2) in Lemma 13 and Lemma 15; (ii) we deal with the vertical line case:
r=0and s #0,1,—1 in Lemma 14.

One may also consider the generalized question of Conjecture 2 for the connections in 2,
namely, if the canonical metric connections D} and Dg,/ are both Kéhler-like, for two distinct
points (r,s), (r',s") € Q, then must g be Kéhler?

Obviously, the cases should be ruled out when the two connections happen to be the pair
{V,V'} or any pair out of the set {V*, VT, V™1, as g doesn’t have to be Kéhler 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 (M™,g) be a Hermitian manifold whose connections D’ and Dg,/ are Kdhler-
like, where (r,s) and (r',s") are distinct points in Q. If the two connections above are not the

pairs: {V,V'}, {VT, V=), {VT,V*}, {V™,V*}, then g must be Kdhler.

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 Kéhler-like and Riemannian Kéhler-like
must be Kéhler, to the noncompact case.

Theorem 2 and Theorem 5 motivate us to propose the following

Conjecture 3. Let (M™, g,g') be a compact Hermitian manifold endowed with two possibly
different Hermitian metrics g and g'. Assume that the connection D’ associated to g and the
one D7, associated to g’ are both Kihler-like, where (r,s) and (r',s') are distinct points in Q
such that the pair is not one of the four exceptional pairs listed in Theorem 5. Then M™ admits
a Kahler metric.

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

2. PROPERTIES OF GAUDUCHON KAHLER-LIKE MANIFOLDS

Let (M™,g) be a Hermitian manifold with w the associated Kéhler form of g. Denote by V
the Riemannian (Levi-Civita) connection, and by

1+r_, 1-—-7_,
=— Ve + 5 Ve, reR
the Gauduchon connections, where V¢ is the Chern connection and V* is the Strominger (also
known as the Bismut) connection.

Fix any p € M™, let {e1,...,e,} be a frame of (1, 0)-tangent vectors of M™ in a neighborhood
of p, with {¢1,...,o,} being its dual coframe of (1,0)-forms. The symbols e = Yeq,...,e,)
and ¢ = Y¢1,...,¢n,) 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:

{Ve =fie+0ye

D’I‘

Ve =6+ 01
with the matrices of connection and curvature of V given by

s [ 6 62 A [ 01 6
i=[o & ] e=[a &)
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where
O, = df; —01 N0 —0y N6y,
Oy = dby—0s N0y — ;1 Abo,
(5) dp = —"1Np— NP

Similarly, let 8 and 7 be respectively the connection matrix and torsion column vector under e
for the Chern connection V¢, then the structure equations and Bianchi identities are

(6) dp = —"9Np+T,
dd = 0N0+06.
(7) dr = —"9AT+ 'OAg,

d® = O0NO -0 A0.

Note that the entries of the curvature matrix © are all (1,1)-forms, while the entries of the
column vector 7 are all (2,0)-forms, under any frame e. Let v = 6; — 0, with v = v + 4"
regarded as its decomposition into (1,0) and (0, 1)-parts, then ~ is the matrix under e of the
tensor D° — V¢, while 65 is the matrix under e of the tensor V — D°. Tt follows from [34] that
when e is unitary, the matrices v and 6> amount to

(8) vij = 3 AThoe —Th B}, (02)i = > Th ok,
k k
where TZ’;, satisfying Tﬁ» = —Ti’;, are the components of the Chern torsion, given by
=Y Thoip; =2 Thoip;.
ij=1 i<j

As to the Gauduchon connection D", the matrices of connection and curvature under e are
0" =0+ (1—r)y, Q" =di" — 0" NO".

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

Lemma 1. Let (M™, 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 matriz
0", =0.

In other words, one can always choose a local unitary frame such that the connection matrix
of D" vanishes at a given point. Of course, the same property holds for any Hermitian connection
D on M, not just the Gauduchon connections D". Some r € R and p € M will be frequently
fixed in the calculation below, where a local unitary frame e such that 6", = 0 is applied.

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

Lemma 2. Let (M™,g) be a Hermitian manifold such that the Gauduchon connection D" is
Kdhler-like, where v # 1. Then, under any local unitary frame e, the Chern torsion components
satisfy

9) Th, = —(1+7)> TLT,
q
(10) r Z(zggT,fq + TS, + T T = 0,

q

for any i, j, k, {, where the indices after comma mean covariant derivatives with respect to D" .

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 6" at p is applied. The unitary
frame e leads to the equality ~;; = >, T;,. 9%, which implies that

(11) N =—T.
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The choice of e above forces § = (r — 1) at p, which yields that
(12) Op=—r"'p=rr, dp=(r—1)7p, O —0=(1-r)dy+(1-7)y.

Since D" is Kahler-like, which is equivalent to % ©" = 0, hence, in particular, the (0, 2)-part of
O", and thus the (2, O)—part of ©", vanishes. It follows that,

=07 =1 =10y + (1 —r)*7.
The assumption r # 1 enables us to get 9y’ + (1 — )’y = 0, which implies that
(13) Ty ; — Tip = 2r TETH + (1= 1)TATE, — (1 =) THTY,.
By the equality (11) and the fact that § = (r — 1)y at p, the (3,0)-part of the first Bianchi
identity dr = ©¢ — 01 gives us

00y =%y = (r—1)'pv"y"

Hence, from 97" = —(1 — )7+ above, it yields that r % ~’y" = 0, which is the identity (10) in
the lemma. After (10) is plugged into (13) it follows that

(14) Thy — Tl = (4 )TATE, — (L ) TATY,

ik,j i
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) = 2T + T+ Thii) = 200+ r) (T Ty + TET), + THThy).
By the comparison of (15) with (14), the identity (9) of the lemma follows. O

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 (M™,g) be a Hermitian manifold such that the Gauduchon connection D" is
Kahler-like. If r = %, then g is Kahler. In general, under any local unitary frame e, the Chern
torsion components satisfy

4r(2r — 1)TZ§€)Z = 4r2(r—1) ZT,‘?T_? (r—1)(5r% — 1) Z{T{]ng} - T T} }

(16) —(r—1) Z{z;{leq T, TE Y,

for any i, j, k, £, where the indices after comma mean covariant derivatives with respect to D" .

Proof. Fix any p € M and let e be a local unitary frame such that 6”|, = 0. From (11) (12)
and the (2,1)-part of the first Bichani identity dr = ©p — %71, the (2,1)-part of O™ = 0
amounts to _

Aoy = (r=1)0% +r(r —1)YH +r(r—1)5+) =0.
In terms of coefficients, it follows that F)i]}-’f =0, where
(17) Pt = 27‘T$€7Z +(r =1y = 2r(r — Dw — 2r(r — 1)(v] —v]) + (r — 1)?(vf — vf),
with the other symbols denoted by

J ¢ i Tk _ q T
e=T, 7= TaJ TJM oo w—ZT Tje:

_ J k. Jo_ J z 0 0k
- ZT qu’ vk - ZT’W jo Uk = Zqu o Vi = ZTZquq
q q

It yields, from Pff — Pfkj =0, that
(18) 2re +2(r— 1y =4r(r— Dw+ (r — 1)(3r — 1)(1} - vk — i+ vk)

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

(19) 2ry +2(r — Dz =4r(r — Dw+ (r —1)(3r — 1)(v£ — Ui — Uf + vf)
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Denote by 2@Q the right hand side of the two equalities (18) and (19) above, then it yields that
re+(r—1y=r—-1z+ry=Q.
So if r = 1, then it follows that = y and @ = 0, namely, —w — i(vf - ’Ui —vf +v) =0. Let
i =j, k =/ and sum up i and k. This implies |T'|> 4 |n|? = 0, where n, = >, T, yielding that
T = 0, hence g is Kéahler.
On the other hand, if 7 # %, then the above system of linear equations (18) and (19) of =

and y imply z =y = % After it is plugged back into (17), the identity stated in the lemma
follows. O

Denote by 7, the summation ), T} and thus n = > Mk is the Gauduchon’s torsion
1-form. Let ¢ = j in the identity (16) of Lemma 3 and sum it up, we obtain:

Lemma 4. Let (M™,g) be a Hermitian manifold with Kihler-like Gauduchon connection D".
Then it holds that

Ar(2r — D)y 7 = 4r%(r = DAz + (r = 1)(5r> = 1)(¢f — Ayp) — (r = 1)*(Byg — 0})
for any indices k, £, where the indices after comma mean covariant derivatives with respect to
Dr.
Here we adopted the notation in [37] that
i i _ 0Tk 0 _ -
Ag = ZTjije’ By = ZTijTi];‘ ) k= ZTMW .
0] 1,j i

Note that tr(A) = tr(B) = |T|? = E”k |Tjik|2, and tr(¢) = |n* = X, [nk|?.

Lemma 5. Let (M™,g) be a Hermitian manifold with Kihler-like Gauduchon connection D".
Then it holds:
2(2r = 1)x = (r = 1)(3r = Dnl* = (r = DT,
where x =Y, ny. 7 ond the indices after comma mean covariant deriatives with respect to D".
Proof. Let k = ¢ 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 # 0.
To cover the r = 0 case, we note that if we let ¢ = j and k = ¢ and sum them up, then z

becomes 2y, y becomes 2y, and the quantity 2Q, which is the common right hand side of (18)
and (19), becomes

dr(r = DITI* + (r = 1)(3r = D@n* = 2AT*) = 2(r = 1)(3r — lnl* — 2(r — 1)*|T*.
When r # 1, the identities (18) and (19) lead to z =y = % which proves Lemma 5. When

r= %, g is Kéahler so the equality holds as both sides are zero. This completes the proof of the
lemma. 0

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

Proposition 1. Let (M™,g) be a Hermitian manifold, where Lichnerowicz connection D° is
Kahler-like. Then n =0 holds everywhere on M™, namely, g is balanced.

Proof. Lemma 3 for the case r = 0 shows that
j k. | i 0k e TR
(20) Z{Tiqufq o Tlquéq} + Z{Tiquq o ququ} =0
q q

for any 1, j, k, £. Let i = j in the equation above and sum 7 up, which yields

¢f — A+ By — ¢, =0
for any k, £. Since A and B are Hermitian symmetric matrices, it yields that
(21) A=B, ¢=7¢".

Assume that |n| > 0 for some point p on the manifold M™. 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 ‘—Z‘ = ¢, in such a neighborhood, yielding that

m=-=n,-1=0andn, =|n| > 0. Then ¢f =T}, M = T}, |n|, which implies that
n =07 =0
for any ¢. Since ¢ is Hermitian symmetric, after some another unitary transformation of
©1,° ,Pn—1 with ¢, left unchanged, it follows that ¢ can be diagonal, yielding T}, = 0
for k # ¢ and T} real for k = (.
Let ¢ = n in the identity (20), which yields that

(22) (Th, — T} ,)TF, = ZT,gq + T TR

for any j, k, £. Similarly, let 7 = n in the 1dent1ty (20) and take the conjugation on both sides,

which yields that

(23) (Tr]fk + T:”)/Tfk = Z quT_l;l] - TEquZ7
q

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

q
for any j, k, £. Let j = n in the identity (24) and it follows that
— (T:)?, if k=4
25 T = "
(25) Zq:’“f ba {o. if k£
Let k = n in the identity (24), which yields that
(26) (T + T2 )T, =0

for any j, £. These enables us to regard {77} as a (n—1) x (n — 1) skew symmetric matrix, since
1y, =T}, = 0. Without loss of generallty, we can be assume that the first m rows of the matrix
{17} are non-zero ones and the remaining rows are zeros. It is clear that rank{77;} = m, since
the first m rows are mutually orthogonal by (25). It yields that the possibly non-zero elements
of the matrix {77;} 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 Y., T¢, = —|n| < 0 force m # 0,
which yields det{77;} # 0 for 1 < j, £ <m, while det{T};} = (—=1)™ det{T7;} holds by the skew
symmetry of {77;}. It is also clear that Tt #0for 1 < ¢ < m by (25). Then the analysis is
narrowed to the matrix {7 2} with possibly smaller size, where 1 < j,£ < m.
Define an equivalent relamon ~ on the set S ={1,2,--- ,m} as follows:
(i) For 1 < i # j < m, the relation i ~ j means that there exist finite mutually distinct
indices i1, -+ ,ig such that i =iy, j =ip and 177}, T, .-+, T}, are all non-zeros.
(i) 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 ¢ is denoted by [i], namely {j € S l j ~i}. It follows clearly that T, and T¥,
are real functions different by a sign when 77, # 0 by (26) and thus the same holds when k, ¢
belong to one equivalent class [i]. Furthermore, T}, = 0 when k € [i], £ € [j] and [i] # [j], as

T, # 0 would imply k ~ ¢ and thus [i] = [j], which is a contradiction.
Fix one equivalent class [¢]. Then it follows from (25) and the discussion above that, for each
¢e i,
(The)® = D_ITG1 = Y 1751,
j=1 Jjeli]

since Ty} vanishes when j goes out of [i]. Note that the number (T%,)? is a positive invariant
when ¢ goes inside [i], as it is shown above. From (26), it yields that, for any j, ¢,

(T +T0,)|T]* = 0.
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Sum up j,¢ in the equivalent class [i], which follows

0= Y ST+ T IT

jE€i] £€[d]
=D > TulTjP+ Y T,(T;
j€ld) Leli] JEd]
= Z Tro(T5)* + (Z T,
Leli] JEd]
= (Z Te)(Tne)? + (Z T,
Leli] JEld]
=20>_ TL)(Th)*
Lei

It yields that >, 7, , = 0. As the equivalent class [i] can be arbitrary, it follows that

(=1

where a contradiction appears finally. Therefore, this completes the proof. 0
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 D" is Kahler-like, [35, Lemma 3.3] still holds and it leads to
[35, the formula (25)], which now takes the form

(27) n(2r — 1)vV/=100w™ " = {(r — D)?|T|? + (r* + 67 — 3)|n|*}w™.

The compactness of M™ 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 ¢ is Kéhler,
for n > 3, when r ¢ (=3 — 2v/3, =3 +2v/3) and r # 1. When r = 0, Proposition 1 and (27)
clearly imply that g is Kéhler. This completes the proof. 0

For the sake of simplicity, let us denote by TJ - and T _ the covariant derivatives with respect,

ik[e
to Gauduchon connections D" and D", respectwely, where r # /. Since D" — D" = (r—r")y,
it follows that

Tie = el — T (D eieq) — T3 (Db e, 8q) — T (D5 Ej, eq)
= zj,LJk 7 (T -r ){ k’qu (6[) + Tq/ykq (eé) ng/ytlj (Eé)}
(28) = T+ (=T Th + T 1), - TET).

Let ¢ = 7 in the above identity and sum up, it yields

(29) Mefe = Mg T (r' - T)¢]e€
Then let £ = ¢ and sum up again, it follows
(30) X' =x+ " =r)n?

where ' =37, M- As a consequence of Lemma 5 and (30), it proceeds to the following

Lemma 6. Suppose that a Hermitian manifold (M™, g) has Kdhler-like Gauduchon connections
D" and D", where r % 1'. Then it holds that

@rr' =7 =)l + |71} = .
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Proof. Let us assume that r, ' # %, as otherwise g will be Kéhler, hence 7' =7 = 0. By Lemma
5, it follows that x = f(r)|n|> — h(r)|T|? and X' = f(r")|n|* — h(r")|T|?, where

_(r=1)(3r—1) o (r—1)?
f(ﬂ—wa h@”)—m-
Hence, it yields from (30) that
(' =) = X' =x = (f0") = f@)nl* = (h(r') = h())IT|?

— 2or Er’l)—(;a)/ 7 {(671" — 3r — 31" +2)|n|*> — (2r" —r —")|T)?}.

Cancel the factor ' — r # 0, which yields the identity stated in the lemma. O

As a consequence, it is clear that when 7 and 7 satisfy 27’ —r — 1/ # 0, D™ and D"’ cannot
be simultaneously Kéahler-like, unless g is Kéahler. Therefore the key in proving Theorem 2 is to
deal with the case when r and r’ does satisfy the condition 2rr’ —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\ {3} onto

itself
r

§r) =5 —5
The graph of this function is the two branches of hyperbola centered at the point (2, 2) The
connection D(") can be considered as the dual of D", since £(£(r)) = 7, for any r € R\ {4}, while
the value % can be regarded as the dual to co. Note that when D= is Kahler-like, the metric is
necessarily Kihler. In this sense, the Lichnerowicz connection D° and the Chern connection D!
are the only self-dual Gauduchon connections, while the Strominger (or Bismut) connection D~*

is dual to D%, 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 7’ form a duality pair.

In the remaining part of this section, we will assume that (M™, g) is a Hermitian manifold,
whose Gauduchon connections D" and D" are both Kihler-like, where r # %, r # r’ and
' = ¢(r) = 5. This implies that both 7 and r’ do not belong to {0,1,4}. Our goal is to
conclude that g must be Kéhler, thus completing the proof of Theorem 2.

Similar to (28), it yields that

T = eT) —TH(DL, rei,8q) — T (DL er,2g) — T (DL E;, eq)
= T4 o — (r =" ){T2viq(e) + T3 vmg(er) — Tivgs(ee)}

T o — (r— ){Tngzqe‘f'T]Tlgz Tqu}

Tl o+ (' = W{TET, + TE TS, + TRTY, ).

(31)

where the index after comma or ‘|’ stands for covariant derivatives with respect to D" or D"
respectively as before. Together with Lemma 2 and (31), it follows that

Lemma 7. If a Hermitian manifold (M™,g) has Kdahler-like Gauduchon connections D" and
D™ where r # 0,1, 7" #1 and r # r', then

Tho=Thie = anm =0

Jor any indices i, j, k, L. In particular, n;j = n;); = 0 and Cyj := E TSqZTqSJ =0.

Proof. When r # 0,1, TJ kot = TW follows from (10) in Lemma 2 and (31). Since r,r" # 1 and
r # 1/, the identity (9) in Lemma 2 for both derivatives imply

ZTqTé—O
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Hence both derivatives are also zeros. O

T
2r—1

Now let us assume that r # 1 and 1’ = £(r) = # r, which follows that neither r nor r’

belongs to {0,1,1}. By Lemma 4, it yields that
M7 = a(r)A+b(r) (¢ — A) +c(r) (¢ — B),
where ¢ = ¢L, ¢* = ¢F, A= Ay, B= B,; and

r(r—1) (r—1)(57% = 1) (r—1)3

=5 M=y > VT a@-oy

The condition that 7 = £(r), or equivalently 2rr’ = r 4+ ¢/, implies that
3+ 1 rr’ —1

a() —a(r) = (" =r), b() =blr) =TT =), elr') — o) = = (0 =),

4rr 4rr!

After these are plugged into (29), namely, 1, 7 =7, 7 = (r' —7)¢", and the non-zero factor (r’' —r)
is cancelled out, it follows that

drr’'¢* = drr’ A+ (3rr’ +1)(¢* — A) + (' —1)(¢ — B),
or equivalently,
(rr' —=1){A—B+¢—¢*} =0.

Since ' — 1 = 2:31 —1= (;;_1)12 # 0, it yields that A — B = ¢* — ¢. 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 (M™,g) has Kdahler-like Gauduchon connections D" and
DT/, where r # % andr' = L= #r, then A= B, ¢ = ¢* and

2r—1

(r—1)Br-1) (r—1)32

X 202r — 1) 202r — 1)

Now we are ready to prove Theorem 2.

Proof of Theorem 2. Let (M", g) be a Hermitian manifold, with Kéhler-like Gauduchon con-
nections D™ and D™ where r # r’. It can be assumed that r,r’ # $and 277’ —r — 1’/ =0, as
otherwise ¢ is Kéahler by the first part of Lemma 3 and 277’ — r — 7’ # 0 will imply, by Lemma
6, that the metric has vanishing Chern torsion hence is Kéhler.

Let us start with ' = 575 # r and thus r,7" ¢ {0, 1, %} By Lemma &, it yields that ¢ = ¢*.

Also, Lemma 7 implies that Zq T;LT;-@ = 0 for any indices i, j, k, and ¢. Multiply by 7,7, and
sum up k and ¢, which yields that

> ey =0
q
for any i, j. Since ¢ = ¢*, that is, ¢J = gb_?, it follows that

> 46] =0
q

for any 4, j, which implies ¢ = 0. The trace of ¢ is ||? and thus = 0. From the last identity
in Lemma 8, it yields that A = 0. Therefore tr(A) = |T'|?> = 0, implying that 7" = 0 and g is
Kahler. This completes the proof of Theorem 2. O
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3. KAHLER-LIKE CANONICAL (7, $)-CONNECTIONS

Let us turn our attention to the plane of canonical metric connections generated by the
Gauduchon line D" and the Riemannian connection V on a Hermitian manifold (M™, g):

DI =(1—-s)D"+sV, (rs)c€QCR?

where Q = {(r,s)[s #1}U{(0,1)}. The points (0,1), (0,—1), (1,0), (—1,0) in Q corresponds to
the Riemannian, anti-Riemannian, Chern, and Strominger connection, respectively. Each can
be Kéhler-like yet non-Kéhler. Also, the two points (—1,2) and (%, —2) turn out to be special
as well, and the corresponding connections are denoted by VT, V™, respectively. Denote by

@ =0\ ({5 = 0 U{(0,1), (0,-1), (-1,2), (5, -2}

the complement of the Gauduchon line Ly = {(r, s)‘s = 0} and the four special points corre-
sponding to the Riemannian connection V, the anti-Riemannian connection V’, and VT, V~.
Our goal is to show that, for any (r,s) € ', the canonical metric connection D’ cannot be
Kahler-like unless the metric is Kahler, while V™ or V™ being Kahler-like is equivalent to that
the Strominger connection V* is Kéhler-like.

Let us try to understand the implication of a canonical (r, s)-connection D? being Kahler-like.
Let (M™,g) be a Hermitian manifold with D7 being Kéhler-like, where (r,s) € Q. 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 ¢. Denote
by 6, 7 the connection matrix and torsion vector of the Chern connection V¢ = D! under e. It
follows, from the discussion before Lemma 1 in Section 2, that

DTe = (0 + ty)e + s02¢,

where t =1 — r + rs. That is, the matrices of connection and curvature of D} under the frame

{e,e} are:
[0 s, | ey ey
GD_LHQ 9<t>]’ GD_[GQ or |’

where D = D} and
OF =dg® — 9" — 520,06,  OF = s(dfy — 0,0 — (1) 6s),

while 8(Y) = 6 + ¢ corresponds to the Gauduchon connection D*~*. Its curvature tensor RP is
given by

R}%yﬁ = (612))1J (Xa Y)
R)eyz; - (611))1J (Xa Y)
for any tangent vector X, Y. By definition, D being Kéahler-like means R%XY = R)?ij =0

and Rz%)'kZ = Rl?j‘i? for any indices and any tangent vectors X, Y. Therefore, it yields that

Lemma 9. On a Hermitian manifold (M™,g), the canonical metric connection D = D7 is

Kahler-like if and only if
R=0, (@P0=0, @) =0

As an immediate corollary, we observe the following duality phenomenon for the Kéhler-
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 Qo = {(r,s)|s # 0,1, =1} N<.
Define a map ¥ : Qg — Qg by

1—s5
W(T,S):(I—FS

Clearly, ¥(r, s) # (r,s) and ¥(¥(r,s)) = (r,s). For (',s') = U(r, s), it is easy to see that
t=1-r"+rd=1-(1+s)r'=1-(1-3s)r=t.

r,—S).
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Hence, for D = D} and D' = DZ,, it yields that ©F" = OP and ©P" = —©F". Then, by Lemma
9, it is clear that D’ will be Kéahler-like if and only if D is Kahler-like.

For instance, ¥(—1,2) = (3, —2), hence V7 is Kahler-like if and only if V™ is Kihler-like.
It is obvious that the K&hler-likeness of V is equivalent to that of V', 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*; = {(r,—1) | r # 0}, there is no obvious
candidate of another point in €2 such that the corresponding pair of connections will be Kahler-
like simultaneously. The same thing goes for points on the Gauduchon line Ly = {(r, s) |s =0},
where ¥ is defined but has only fixed points.

For any given point p, let us choose our unitary frame e such that H(t)|p = 0. Then at the
point p, it follows from § = —tvy and (11) that d% = (1 —t) %’ + t %%/, which implies

dpq = 1—tZ ik PiPRs 3%—’52 2 Pi%

i,j
and, by the first Bianchi identity dr = ©¢ — 97,
'O =d't+ 0 =d('ey) + v (—t7)
(1 =267y =07} + {07 + 1/ + 18y}
= "p{=07 + 17" +tHY},
where the last equality results from the vanishing of the (2,0) part ©%° of the Chern curvature
and thus

(32) 0=("0)*" = p{(1-2t)y'y' - 07'}.
Since the entries of 65 are (1,0)-forms by (8), it follows that
(O7)*° = o+,

@) = 0+t0y —9N) — (v + W) — s0202.

Therefore, the equations in Lemma 9 are equivalent to

(33) Sd92 = 0
(34) L0y +tv'y) =0,
(35) {(t =10y —tdH —t(t — 1)(YH +57) — s> 0202} = 0

Note that the identity (8) also implies that
gmlk = Z t_l ZT‘]TQ ](pé7

a@ik Z lekz"'tZTqT PjPe
5.

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 D", of a Hermitian manifold (M™, g)
1s Kdahler-like. Then the Chern torsion components satisfy

(36) Gine{Th , + (3t —2)THTLY = 0,

(37) s{Th, +1TET),} = 0,

(38) s{TZ_k — T +20 - D)TLTH} = 0,

(39) T = Ty + 20t = DVTELT, +tTRT), +TAT} = 0,

(40) 2t — 1)%2 + t(% - TJTé) = =26t — 1) (w +v] —vl) + (12 — ) (v} — vf),
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for any i, 7, k, £, where the index after comma stands for covariant derivative with respect to
D=t t=1—r+rs, & stands for the cyclic sum, while w = E TgCTZ and

_ J k. _ J i _ ik
vi - ZT Téq’ Uk - Zqu Jjq vk - Zqu Lq> vi - ZTZquq7
q

are defined as in the proof of Lemma 3.

Let us try to get the expression for Tjk 7 As in the proof of Lemma 3, denote by

_ J 4 7 k
ro= Tm ‘ TikJ’ Tge k ijﬁ’
1 . .
Q = —2t(t—1)w—§(3t2—2t—s2)(v§ — vl —vf +vf).

Interchange j and ¢ in the last identity of Lemma 10 and take the difference between the two,
it yields
(t—1z+ty=Q.
Interchange (ik) with (j¢) and take the complex conjugation in the equation above, we get
(t—1Dy+ter=Q.
When t # %, it implies that x =y = Plug this back into the last identity of Lemma 10,
it yields

Q
21"

Lemma 11. Suppose that the canonical metric connection D?, of a Hermitian manifold (M™, g)
1s Kdahler-like. Then the Chern torsion components satisfy the equation

At —1)(2t = V)T - = —4t(t — 1)*w — t(5¢% — 10t + 4 4 5°) (v] — v]) + (t* — 35>t + 25”) (v] — vy)

for any 1,74, k, £, where the index after comma stands for covariant derivative with respect to
D't gndt=1—r+rs.

Proof. The case when t # % has been shown. When t = %, the linear system above about x and
y yields x = y and @ = 0, that is

1 , ,
(41) w+(1+s2)(vf — vl —vf +vp) = 0.
Therefore the identity in Lemma 11 also holds. 0

Lemma 12. Suppose that the canonical metric connection D', of a Hermitian manifold (M™, g)
is Kdhler-like. Then it yields that, when t # %, it holds that, for any i, k,

(42) s(t—1) Zm‘w S(38 = 2t — ) S (2Re(T},TE) — |1}, 1° — T P),
q

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

(43) Z T3 = + s> 2{236 Ti,TE,) — 1T = 1T}
Proof. Tt follows from (38) that sz = 2s(1 — t)w. If t # 3, then = 2t 7, which yields that
(44) 4s(t — 1)%w = s(3t2 — 2t — s%) (v] —vi — vl +up).

Let i« = j and k = ¢, the equation above is exactly the identity (42). When ¢t = %, the linear
system about x and y imply that z = y and @ = 0, which yields (41). Let ¢ = j and k = ¢, then
(43) follows. This completes the proof of the lemma. O

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 (M",g) be a Hermitian manifold whose canonical metric connection D7 is

Kahler-like for (r,s) € Q. Writet =1—r+rs. If s£0 and t # 0,1, then g is Kdihler.
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Proof. Since s # 0 and t # 0,1, by (37) and (39) in Lemma 10, it follows that
(45) > T, =0

q
for any i, j, k, £. Let us denote by Ax the linear transformation on V := Tpl’OM associated to
X =), Xqeq, defined as

AX Vo — VvV

e, —r Z Xngi €j,
4.

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 e,,. Then it follows that 77, = 0 for any ¢, k.

It is clear from (42) that 3t? — 2t — s = 0 implies T' = 0, since s # 0 and t # 1. Hence, let us
assume 3t — 2t — s> # 0. Let i = n in (42) and thus it follows that that 7} = 0 for any k, ¢.
This means that the direction e,, plays no part in the components of the Chern torsion, namely
TZ.J}C = 0 whenever any of the indices is n. Then the linear transformation Ay can be restricted
to the orthogonal complement e} of e, in V, and thus another direction yields, denoted by
en—1, annihilating Ay |e . for any X, which implies ngl =T7,, =0 for any ¢, k. Repeat this
argument, which yields that T = 0, namely g is Kéhler. Therefore the proof is completed. [

Let us deal with the ¢ = 1 case, which means (1 — s) = 0. However s = 1 implies » = 0
by the definition of 2. Hence, it follows that ¢t = 1 is actually equivalent to r = 0, the vertical
axis in Q. In other words, we are studying the Kéhler-likeness of DY, where s # 0. We will

also assume that s # +1, as DY = V and D", = V’, and there are non-Kihler metric g with
Kahler-like V or V’ for n > 3, as mentioned in Section 1.

Lemma 14. Let (M",g) be a Hermitian manifold whose canonical metric connection DY is
Kdhler-like for s # 0,1, —1. Then g is Kdhler.

Proof. Since s # 0 and t = 1, the equation (38) in Lemma 10 says that = 0 and thus y = 0.
Hence, by the identity (40) of Lemma 10, it yields that vf = v, since s? # 1, namely,

(46) Y TLTE =TT,
q q

for any indices i, j, k, £. Let k = ¢ and sum up in (46) and it follows that Az = (bé for any 1,
J, that is, A = ¢*. Similarly, let i = j and sum up in (46), which yields B = ¢. Since A and B
are Hermitian symmetric, it follows that A = B = ¢ = ¢*, which implies that |T'|? = |n|? after
the trace is taken. We claim that actually it holds that |n| = |T'| = 0 everywhere on M™.
Assume the contrary, namely, || = |T'| # 0 at some point p on M™. 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 ‘—Z‘ = ¢, yielding that ny =--- =n,_1 =0 and n,, = |n| > 0.
It follows that ¢;; = 0, which implies A, = Bpn = 0. Therefore, T}, = T} = 0 for any i, j,
which yields, under the modified frame e, that ¢ = T3 |n| = 0 for any i, j, where a contradiction
0 = tr(¢) = |n|? appears. This completes the proof. O

Now let us consider the ¢ = 0 case, which means the two branches of the hyperbola r(1—s) = 1.
The two special connections VT, V™ correspond to the case of s = £2.

Lemma 15. Let (M",g) be a Hermitian manifold whose canonical metric connection D7, is
Kahler-like for (r,s) € Q such that s # 0,+2 and t =0, wheret =1 —r+1rs. Then g is Kdihler.

Proof. Since s # 0 and ¢ = 0, the equations (36) and (37) of Lemma 10 imply that
(47) Th, = 0

q
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for any 14, j, k, . Hence, let j = ¢ and sum up in (48), which yields
() STy =0

q

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

J s 0
(50) = (o)
(51) 4w = —s2(v] + o —vf —v])

for any 4, j, k, £. Let k = ¢ and sum up in (51), which yields
(52) s%(p + ¢* — B) = (s> — 4)A.

It follows that |n| = A, where X is a global constant, since

2
1% =) nkdT + Tz = %(Z T TE — mengTY,) = 0,
k i,k,q
by (47), (49) and (50), and |n|% = 0 is similarly established.

We claim that A = 0. Assume the contrary, that is, A > 0, which enables us to choose
the frame e after some appropriate unitary transformation, such that n = Ay, yielding that
m = - =1np—1 = 0and n, = A > 0. Then it follows that 7], = 0 for any ¢, k, and thus
¢" = Bpm = 0. Therefore, it yields from (52) and the assumption s # 4 that A, = 0.
However, A2A,7 = |¢|?, which implies ¢ = 0 and thus |n|?> = A\? = 0 after the trace is taken,
where a contradiction appears. Therefore, the claim is established.

Now we have n = 0, since s # 0 and ¢t = 0, by letting 4 = j and k& = £ and summing them up
in the equation (38) of Lemma 10, we get x = |T'|?, hence T = 0. This completes the proof of
the lemma. 0

Proof of Theorem 4. Combining Lemma 13, Lemma 14 and Lemma 15, we get a proof of
Theorem 4. 0

The proof of Theorem 3 also follows.

Proof of Theorem 3. Let us focus on the two special connections V' and V~, namely, the
case for t = 0 and s? = 4. First assume that VT (or equivalently V) is Kihler-like. Lemma
10 for t = 0 and s% = 4 leads to the following:

(53) T, = 0
(54) > (TRT), + TET, + TT;,) = 0
q
J 0 _
(55) Tik,E_TikJ = 2w
(56) Tho = 200 —vp)

for any i, j, k, £, where the index after comma means covariant derivative with respect to the
Chern connection V¢ = D! = D=t From (55) and (56), it follows that

(57) w—l—vf—l—vﬁ—vf—vi:O.
Let us denote by Ti]k| , and Tijk‘Z ‘ ‘
nection V¢ = D71, By (31) and (28), where r = 1 and ' = —1, it yields that TZ_JW = Tijk.l due
to (54), and

the covariant derivatives with respect to the Strominger con-

Tijk‘Z — Tijk_’Z =2(v], —v] —w).
Hence, Ti]}cﬁ = 0 due to (56) and (57), which implies that 7T is parallel with respect to V¥ = D1,

This together with (57) says that (M™, g) is Strominger Kéhler-like by [37].
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Conversely, if (M",g) is Strominger Kéhler-like, then it follows from [37] that (54), (57)
and 77, T? _ = 0 hold. Therefore, by (31) and (28), it yields (53) and (56), while (55) is

ikle = Likfe
a consequence of (56) and (57), which means, by definition, that V* = D;l, or equivalently
1
V™~ = D?,, is Kahler-like. The proof of Theorem 3 is completed. O

Proof of Theorem 5. Let us assume that D = D7 and D' = Dg// are both Kéahler-like on a
Hermitian manifold (M™", g), where (r,s) # (', s") € Q. Apparently, any of the following four
Kahler-like pairs do not imply the Kéhlerness of g

(V.V}, {vi v (Vv ({(veve

as there are examples of non-Kéhler manifolds which are Riemannian Kéahler-like or Strominger
Kahler-like.

By Theorem 2, Theorem 3, and Theorem 4, we are left only with the case when D = D" is
Gauduchon and D’ = V is the Riemannian connection, where r # % by Lemma 3. It follows
from Lemma 10 for s = 0 and ¢ = 1 that the Kéahler-likeness of Riemannian connection V would
imply

(58) Th, = —> TiT}
q
j _ 7
(59) Th: = Tuj

for any 14, j, k, ¢, where the index after comma stands for covariant derivative with respect to
D°. We will show that ¢ is Kahler in two cases: r # 0, and 7 = 0.

When r # 0, let us denote by Tgk| , and TiJk\E the covariant derivatives with respect to the
Gauduchon connection D”. Tt follows from (31) and (10) that 77

ke = Tf}“é for any 14, j, k, £,
and thus it yields, together with (58) and (9), that

(60) The = The = 0

(61) > TAT), = 0
q

for any 4, j, k, ¢. Similarly, the identity (28) implies that

=T’

(62) ), =Tl,

k|7 = (T Ty + T0 T3, — THT)

iq” ql
for any 14, j, k, ¢, which yields, together with (59) and Lemma 5, that

(r—1)3r-1) (r—1)?
2(2r — 1) 2(2r — 1

In|* — T = rinl?,

)
or equivalently
(63) (r—(V2=1))r+V2+ D)+ (- 1)?T> =0.

Therefore, it is apparent that r < —v/2 — 1 or r > /2 — 1, r # 1 implies |T| = 0 and thus g is
Kahler.

Let us deal with the remaining cases under the condition  # 0, namely —v/2—1 < r < v/2—1
orr=1.If —/2—1 <7 <+v2—1and r # 0, then by (63) we have

= =2 PR Dy

Multiply 7x7¢ on both sides of (61) and sum k, £ up, which yields that

S elol =0
q
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for any 4, j. The nilpotency of the matrix ¢ implies that tr(¢) = |n|? = 0 and thus |T'| = 0. On
the other hand, if » = 1, it follows from (63) that |n| = 0. Note that Tz'Jk\Z = 0 in this case from
Lemma 3. Together with (59), the identity (62) implies that

Y ATHTG, =TTy, — Ty 1h + TyTh — 2T4T)} = 0.
q

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

(64) DoITEE =D ITh
i,q i,q

for any k. By the same trick applied in the proof of Lemma 13, (61) enables us to assume that
e, annihilates the transformation Ay, yielding that T,iq = 0 for any ¢, i. Hence, it follows that
Ty; = 0 for any g, i from (64), which implies that the Chern torsion 7" 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 # 0 is completed.

When 7 = 0, Lemma 5 and (59) imply |n|? = |T'|%. From Proposition 1, the Kéhler-likeness
of the Lichnerowicz connection D? implies that n = 0 everywhere, yielding that |T| = 0. In
summary, the proof of Theorem 5 is completed. g

Acknowledgments. We would like to thank mathematicians Jixiang Fu, Gabriel Khan, Kefeng
Liu, Luigi Vezzoni, Bo Yang, Xiaokui Yang, Shing-Tung Yau and Xianchao Zhou for their
interests and/or help. We are also indebted to the work [2] and [14] which inspired this study.

REFERENCES

[1] B. Alexandrov and S. Ivanov, Vanishing theorems on Hermitian manifolds, Diff. Geom. Appl. 14 (2001),
251-265. (cited on page 1)
[2] D. Angella, A. Otal, L. Ugarte, R. Villacampa, On Gauduchon connections with Kdihler-like curvature,
arXiv:1809.02632v2. (cited on pages 2, 18)
[3] D. Angella and L. Ugarte, Locally conformal Hermitian metrics on complex non-Kdhler manifolds, Mediterr.
J. Math. 13 (2016) 2105-2145. (cited on page 1)
[4] F. Belgun, On the metric structure of non-Kdhler complex surfaces, Math. Ann. 317 (2000), 1-40. (cited
on page 1)
[5] F. Belgun, On the metric structure of some non-Kdhler complex threefolds, arXiv: 1208.4021. (cited on
page 1)
[6] J.-M. Bismut, A local index theorem for non-Kdahler manifolds, Math. Ann. 284 (1989), no. 4, 681-699.
(cited on page 1)
[7] N. Enrietti, A. Fino, and L. Vezzoni, Tamed symplectic forms and strong Kdhler with torsion metrics, J.
Symplectic Geom. 10 (2012), no. 2, 203-223. (cited on page 1)
[8] A. Fino and N. Tardini, Some remarks on Hermitian manifolds satisfying Kdahler-like conditions,
arXiv:2003.06582v1 (cited on page 2)
[9] A. Fino and A. Tomassini, A survey on strong KT structures, Bull. Math. Soc. Sci. Math. Roumanie, Tome
52 (100) No. 2, 2009, 99-116. (cited on page 1)
[10] A. Fino, and L. Vezzoni, On the existence of balanced and SKT metrics on nilmanifolds, Proc. Amer. Math.
Soc., 144 (2016), no. 6, 2455-2459. (cited on page 1)
(11] J-X Fu, On non-Kdihler Calabi-Yau threefolds with balanced metrics. Proceedings of the International Con-
gress of Mathematicians. Volume II, 705-716, Hindustan Book Agency, New Delhi, 2010. (cited on page
1)
[12] J-X Fu and S-T Yau, The theory of superstring with fluz on non-Kdhler manifolds and the complex Monge-
Ampére equation. J. Differential Geom. 78 (2008), no. 3, 369-428. (cited on page 1)
[13] J-X Fu, J. Li, and S-T Yau, Constructing balanced metrics on some families of non-Kdhler Calabi-Yau
threefolds. J. Differential Geom. 90 (2012), no. 1, 81-129. (cited on page 1)
[14] J-X Fu and X. Zhou, Scalar curvatures in almost Hermitian geometry and some applications, arXiv:
1901.10130 (cited on pages 2, 18)
[15] S.J. Gates, C.M. Hull and M. Rocek, Twisted multiplets and new supersymmetric nonlinear sigma models,
Nuc. Phys. B 248 (1984), 157-186. (cited on page 1)
[16] P. Gauduchon, La 1-forme de torsion d’une variété hermitienne compacte. Math. Ann. 267 (1984), no. 4,
495-518. (cited on page 1)
[17] P. Gauduchon, Hermitian connnections and Dirac operators, Boll. Un. Mat. It. 11-B (1997) Suppl. Fasc.,
257-288. (cited on page 1)



Gauduchon Kéhler-like 19

(18] A. Gray, Curvature identities for Hermitian and almost Hermitian manifolds, Tohoku Math. J. 28 (1976),

no. 4, 601-612. (cited on page 2)

[19] S. Ivanov and G. Papadopoulos, Vanishing theorems and string backgrounds, Classical Quantum Gravity

18 (2001), 1089-1110. (cited on page 1)

[20] G. Khan, B. Yang, and F. Zheng, The set of all orthogonal complex strutures on the flat 6-torus, Adv.

Math. 319 (2017), 451-471. (cited on page 1)

[21] J. Li and S.-T. Yau, The ezistence of supersymmetric string theory with torsion, J. Differential Geom. 70

(2005), no. 1, 143-181. (cited on page 1)

[22] K-F Liu and X-K Yang, Geometry of Hermitian manifolds, Internat. J. Math. 23 (2012), no. 6, 40 pages.

(cited on page 1)

(23] K-F Liu and X-K Yang, Ricci cuvratures on Hermitian manifolds, Trans. Amer. Math. Soc. 369 (2017),

no. 7, 5157-5196. (cited on page 1)

[24] K-F Liu and X-K Yang, Hermitian harmonic maps and non-degenerate curvatures, Math. Res. Lett. 21

(2014), no. 4, 831-862. (cited on page 1)

[25] L. Ornea and M. Verbitsky, Locally conformally Kdhler manifolds with potential, Math. Ann. 348 (2010),

25-33. (cited on page 1)

[26] D. Popovici, Limits of projective manifolds under holomorphic deformations: Hodge numbers and strongly

Gauduchon metrics, Invent. Math. 194 (2013), no. 3, 515-534. (cited on page 1)

[27] J. Streets, Pluriclosed flow and the geometrization of complex surfaces, arXiv:1808.09490, Geometric Anal-

ysis, Progress in Mathmematics vol. 333 (2020), pp. 471-510. (cited on page 1)

(28] A. Strominger, Superstrings with Torsion, Nuclear Phys. B 274 (1986), 253-284. (cited on page 1)
[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-Kdhler 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-Kahler 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 Kdihler-like manifolds with degenerate torsion,

Scr

arXiv:1908.05322v2. (cited on page 3)

Q. Zhao and F. Zheng, Strominger connection and pluriclosed metrics, arXiv:1904.06604v3. (cited on pages
2,3, 4,7, 16, 17)

Q. Zhao and F. Zheng, Complex nilmanifolds and Kdhler-like connections, J. Geom. Phys. 146 (2019).
(cited on page 3)

F. Zheng, Some recent progress in non-Kdhler 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
ENCES, 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

