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SPECIAL NON-KÄHLER METRICS ON ENDO-PAJITNOV MANIFOLDS

CRISTIAN CIULICĂ, ALEXANDRA OTIMAN, AND MIRON STANCIU

Abstract. We investigate the metric and cohomological properties of higher dimensional analogues
of Inoue surfaces, that were introduced by Endo and Pajitnov. We provide a solvmanifold structure
and show that in the diagonalizable case, they are formal and have invariant de Rham cohomology.
Moreover, we obtain an arithmetic and cohomological characterization of pluriclosed and astheno-
Kähler metrics and show they give new examples in all complex dimensions.

1. Introduction

While Kähler metrics yield powerful geometric results in complex analysis, their existence on com-
pact manifolds is limited by strict topological and geometric constraints. This has motivated the
investigation of alternative Hermitian metrics that still enable significant geometric insights. By ei-
ther relaxing the cohomological or analytic requirements of the Kähler condition, a number of special
Hermitian metrics have been proposed, whose existence might be canonical and lead to important
analogous results from the Kähler setting. Among the most studied are balanced, locally conformally
Kähler(lcK), pluriclosed and astheno-Kähler, the last two being particular cases of generalized Gaudu-
chon metrics. For more details about these geometries and their usefulness, we refer the reader to
[Mic82], [Bel00], [OV22], [Bis89], [JY93], [FGV19], [FWW13].

In [Ino74], Inoue constructed complex surfaces that have been widely studied for their interesting
properties, among them the fact that they do not contain complex curves and do not admit Kähler
metrics. This construction was generalized in a very well-known way by Oeljeklaus and Toma using
algebraic number theory ([OT05]) to what become known as Oeljeklaus-Toma (OT) manifolds, a larger
class of non-Kähler manifolds that sometimes (see [Dub14], [DV22]) admit lcK structures.

In 2019 Endo and Pajitnov ([EP20]) proposed another generalization of Inoue surfaces to any
dimension, that does not come from algebraic number theory, but only depends on an integer matrix
M with special requirements on its eigenvalues, just like the original construction. They proved that for
most choices of M , these manifolds TM do not coincide with OT manifolds, instead being a new class
of non-Kähler manifolds on which the existence of other Hermitian metrics like the ones mentioned
above might be investigated. The authors only looked at the lcK case and in fact showed that for
most matrices M , TM does not admit lcK metrics.
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In this paper, our main goal was to find previously unknown examples of special non-Kähler mani-
folds using the Endo-Pajitnov constructions; to do this, we first proved that they are all solvmanifolds
(but not nilmanifolds), computed all their Betti numbers and then used this to precisely describe the
algebraic conditions that need to be imposed on the matrix M in order for each of the types of metrics
listed above to exist on TM . These conditions lend themselves well to examples; we have included a
method of constructing manifolds in any dimension that admit pluriclosed and astheno-Kähler metrics
starting from an integer polynomial with a certain decomposition. Moreover, this class brings more
evidence towards the recent conjectures of Fino-Vezzoni (see [FV]) and Fino-Grantcharov-Verbitsky
predicting an incompatibility between pluriclosed and balanced and pluriclosed, balanced and lcK
metrics in complex dimension at least 3 (see [FGV22]).

The paper is organized as follows. In Section 2, we revisit the construction of the TM -manifolds,
remind a few properties about them that were proven in the original paper and also define the various
types of non-Kähler metrics that we are interested in. In Section 3, we prove that all TM have a
natural solvmanifold structure and also exhibit it explicitly with respect to M . In Section 4, we use
the fact that all TM are mapping tori to compute all their Betti numbers. We find the precise algebraic
conditions that must be imposed on the (eigenvalues of the) matrix M in order for the higher Betti
numbers which were not computed in [EP20] to be non-trivial. Finally, in Section 5, we reach our
main goal of investigating the existence of non-Kähler structures on Endo-Pajitnov manifolds, namely
prove that they never admit balanced or lcK metrics but always admit lcb metrics, and find necessary
and sufficient conditions for them to admit pluriclosed and astheno-Kähler metrics. We end with a
new type of example that works in all dimensions and that, in particular, is not of OT type and carries
a metric which is both pluriclosed and astheno-Kähler.

2. Preliminaries

Definition 2.1: We start by listing the non-Kähler structures on an n-dimensional complex manifold
whose existence will be of interest:

• Locally conformally Kähler, widely studied since I. Vaisman’s paper [Vai76]. A Hermitian
metric g is called locally conformally Kähler (lcK) if there exists a covering (Ui)i of the manifold
and smooth functions fi on each Ui such that e−fig is Kähler. The definition is conformally
invariant and is equivalent to the existence of a closed one-form θ (called the Lee form such
that the fundamental form ω of the metric g satisfies dω = θ ∧ ω. For a recent comprehensive
study of the development of lcK geometry, see [OV22].

• Pluriclosed, also referred to in the literature as strongly Kähler with torsion. A Hermitian
metric g is called pluriclosed if its fundamental form ω satisfies ddcω = 0. See e.g. [Bis89].

• Astheno-Kähler. A Hermitian metric g is called astheno-Kähler if its fundamental form ω
satisfies ddcωn−2 = 0. See [JY93], [FGV19].

• Balanced (or semi-Kähler). A Hermitian metric g is called balanced if its fundamental form ω
satisfies dωn−1 = 0, or equivalently if ω is co-closed. See e.g. [Mic82].

• Locally conformally balanced. More generally, a Hermitian metric g is called locally conformally
balanced (lcb) if its fundamental form ω satisfies dωn−1 = θ∧ωn−1 for a closed 1-form θ (called
the Lee form). lcK metrics are in particular examples of lcb.

We now recall the construction of the Endo-Pajitnov manifolds from [EP20].
Let n > 1 and M = (mij)i,j ∈ SL(2n + 1,Z) such that the eigenvalues of M are α, β1, · · · , βk,

β1, · · · , βk with α > 0, α 6= 1 and Im(βj) > 0.
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Denote by V the eigenspace corresponding to α and take

W (βj) = {x ∈ C2n+1 | ∃ N ∈ N such that (M − βjI)
Nx = 0}

and W =
k⊕

j=1
W (βj), W =

k⊕
j=1

W (βj). Hence, C
2n+1 = V

⊕
W

⊕
W .

Let a ∈ R2n+1 be a non-zero eigenvector corresponding to α and take {b1, · · · , bn} a basis in W ,

a = (a1, a2, . . . , a2n+1)T , bi = (b1i , b
2
i . . . , b

2n+1
i )T , ∀i = 1, n.

For any 1 ≤ i ≤ 2n+1, let ui = (ai, bi1, ..., b
i
n) ∈ R×Cn ≃ R2n+1. Note that since {a, b1, . . . , bn, b1 . . . , bn}

is a basis in C2n+1, we have that {u1, ..., u2n+1} are linearly independent over R.
Let fM : W −→ W be the restriction of the multiplication with M on W and R = (rij)i,j be the

matrix of fM with respect to the basis {b1, ..., bn}. We consider the automorphisms g0, g1, . . . , g2n+1 :
H× Cn −→ H× Cn,

g0(w, z) = (αw,RT z), gi(w, z) = (w, z) + ui,∀w ∈ H,∀z ∈ Cn.

Note that these are well defined because α > 0 and the first component of ui is a
i ∈ R.

Let GM be the subgroup of Aut(H×Cn) generated by g0, g1, . . . , g2n+1. Pajitnov and Endo proved
in [EP20] that the action of GM on H × Cn is free and properly discontinous. Hence, the quotient
TM := GM\(H×Cn) is a compact complex manifold of complex dimension n+1, with π1(TM ) ≃ GM .

Remark 2.2: Note that the biholomorphism class of TM does not depend on the choice of basis
{b1, ..., bn}.

Remark 2.3: In the same paper, the authors prove that:

• The first Betti number h1(TM ) = 1, so TM is non-Kähler.
• If M is diagonalizable, then some TM are biholomorphic to OT manifolds ([EP20, Proposition
5.3]);

• If M is not diagonalizable, then TM cannot be biholomorphic to any OT manifold ([EP20,
Proposition 5.6]) and does not admit lcK metrics ([EP20, Proposition 4.6]).

Conventions. Throughout the paper we shall use the conventions from [Bes87, (2.1)] for the complex
structure J acting on complex forms on a complex manifold (M,J). Namely:

• Jα = iq−pα, for any α ∈ Λp,q
C M , or equivalently

Jη(X1, . . . ,Xp) = (−1)pη(JX1, . . . , JXp);

• the fundamental form of a Hermitian metric is given by ω(X,Y ) := g(JX, Y );
• the operator dc is defined as dc := −J−1dJ , where J−1 = (−1)deg αJ .

3. The solvmanifold structure

We shall endow TM with an explicit solvmanifold structure, which will later play an important role
in finding special Hermitian metrics. This is done by identifying H × Cn with a Lie matrix group
which is solvable and GM with a discrete subgroup. Readers familiar with OT manifolds will find
many similarities between the constructions.

First, note that the the biholomorphism class of TM does not depend on the choice of basis {b1, ..., bn}
described above. We then choose a basis such that RT is in the canonical Jordan form. As the
eigenvalues β1, ..., βn of R sit above the real line, the logarithm of R is well defined (see e.g. [Hig08,
Theorem 1.31]) and we can also define Rt for any real power t by the formula Rt = exp(t logR) and
still have Rt+s = Rt ·Rs for any t, s ∈ R.
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Theorem 3.1: TM has a natural solvmanifold structure.

Specifically, TM ≃ Γ�
G, where G is a solvable Lie group of dimension 2n + 2, Γ ≤ G is a discrete

subgroup and the Lie algebra of G has the structure equations
g = 〈A,X, Y1, ..., Yn, Yn+1, ..., Y2n〉R

(3.1)





[A,X] = log αX,

[A,Yj ] =
∑

i≤j

Re∆ijYi +
∑

i≤j

Im∆ijYn+i, ∀j = 1, n,

[A,Yn+j ] = −
∑

i≤j

Im∆ijYi +
∑

i≤j

Re∆ijYn+i, ∀j = 1, n,

[X,Yj ] = 0, ∀j = 1, 2n,

[Yj, Yk] = 0, ∀j, k = 1, 2n,

where ∆ = logRT is an upper-triangular matrix and ∆jj = log βj .

Proof. Consider G ⊂ GL2n+2(C),

G =





A(x, t, z) =




αt 0 0 x
0 (Rt)T 0 z

0 0 (Rt)T z
0 0 0 1




∣∣∣∣∣∣∣∣
t ∈ R, x ∈ R, zT ∈ Cn





.

By elementary computations, A(x, t, z) · A(y, s, ζ) = A(αty + x, t+ s, (Rt)T ζ + z) and therefore, G
is a subgroup of GL2n+2(C). As it is clearly also a submanifold of GL2n+2(C), it is a Lie group. Since
ϕ : H × Cn −→ G,ϕ(x + iαt, z) = A(x, t, z) is a diffeomorphism, we endow H × Cn with the induced
group structure. To see that G (and thus H × Cn) is solvable, the only thing left is to note that, by
our choice of basis such that RT is in Jordan form, G contains only upper-triangular matrices, hence
so does its Lie algebra and therefore it follows easily that it is solvable.

We will now express the action of GM on H × Cn as the action of a discrete subgroup Γ on G.
Indeed, take

Γ =





γ(m,W ) =




αm 0 0
0 (Rm)T 0 P ·W
0 0 (Rm)T

0 0 0 1




∣∣∣∣∣∣∣∣
m ∈ Z,W T ∈ Z2n+1





,

where P =




a
b1
...
bn
b1
...

bn




∈ M2n+1(C). Take also B :=




b11 · · · b1n
...

...

b2n+1
1 · · · b2n+1

n


. To prove that Γ is a subgroup,

we make use of the easily verifiable equality MB = BR (see [EP20, Lemma 2.2]).
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Indeed, for γ(m1,W1), γ(m2,W2) ∈ Γ,

γ(m1,W1) · γ(m2,W2) =




αm1+m2 0 0
0 (Rm1+m2)T 0 Y

0 0 (Rm1+m2)T

0 0 0 1


 ,

where

Y =



αm1 0 0
0 (Rm1)T 0

0 0 (Rm1)
T


 · PW1 + P ·W2

=




Mm1 · a
(Rm1)T ·BT

(Rm1)T ·BT


 ·W1 + P ·W2 =




aT · (Mm1)T

BT · (Mm1)T

BT · (Mm1)T


 ·W1 + P ·W2

= P ·Mm1 ·W1 + P ·W2 = P · (Mm1W1 +W2),

so

(3.2) γ(m1,W1) · γ(m2,W2) = γ(m1 +m2,M
m1W1 +W2)

As M has integer coefficients, Mm1W1 +W2 ∈ Z2n+1 as required.
Additionally, there is a natural correspondence Φ : GM −→ Γ, where GM = 〈g0, g1, ..., g2n+1〉 is the

group of automorphisms of H × Cn that defines TM , given by Φ(g0) = γ(1, 0) and Φ(gi) = γ(0, fT
i ),

where fi is just the ith element of the canonical basis of Z2n+1. The reader can easily check that Φ is
a group isomorphism using (3.2).

Finally, we have a biholomorhism TM ≃ Γ�
G and thus, a solvmanifold structure, since one can

check that ϕ : H × Cn −→ G defined above is equivariant with respect to the actions of GM and Γ
respectively (identified via Φ).

As for the structure equations of g, we use the variation of the 2n+2 real parameters of G to obtain
the generators:

A :=
d

ds |s=0
A(0, s, 0) =




logα 0 0 0
0 logRT 0 0

0 0 logRT 0
0 0 0 0


 ,

X :=
d

ds |s=0
A(s, 0, 0) =




0 0 0 1
0 0 0 0
0 0 0 0
0 0 0 0


 ,

Yj :=
d

ds |s=0
A(0, 0, s · ej) =




0 0 0 0
0 0 0 eTj
0 0 0 eTj
0 0 0 0


 , 1 ≤ j ≤ n,

Yn+j :=
d

ds |s=0
A(0, 0, s · iej) =




0 0 0 0
0 0 0 ieTj
0 0 0 −ieTj
0 0 0 0


 , 1 ≤ j ≤ n,

where {e1, ..., en} is the canonical basis of Cn. The structure equations (3.1) follow immediately.
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Remark 3.2: From the description above, it follows by [Ka13, Theorem 1.2] that, in the case where
M is diagonalizable, TM is a formal manifold (see also [Ka13, Example 5]), in the sense of Sullivan.

4. de Rham cohomology of TM

In order to compute the Betti numbers of TM , we crucially use the fact that it is a mapping torus
([EP20, Proposition 2.9]):

Proposition 4.1: TM is diffeomorphic to the mapping torus of T2n+1 with the gluing map MT :
T2n+1 −→ T2n+1.

We employ the following notation in what follows:

Definition 4.2: If V is a vector space and f : V −→ V is linear, we denote by f∧k : ∧kV −→ ∧kV
the k-exterior power of f i.e.

f∧k(v1 ∧ ... ∧ vk) = f(v1) ∧ ... ∧ f(vk).

The following fact is straightforward:

Remark 4.3: If dimV = n and λ1, ..., λn are the eigenvalues of f , then the eigenvalues of f∧k are
λi1λi2 ...λik for all 1 ≤ i1 < i2 < ... < ik ≤ n.

It turns out that the easiest way to give the Betti numbers of TM is to express them in terms of the
eigenvalues of the exterior powers of M :

Theorem 4.4: For any 1 ≤ k ≤ 2n+ 1, hk(TM ) = gk−1 + gk, where gk is the geometric multiplicity
of 1 as an eigenvalue of M∧k.

In particular:

• h1(TM ) = 1, recovering [EP20, Lemma 3.1].
• hk(TM ) = 0, ∀ 1 < k < 2n + 1, for a generic M , i.e. if no product of some, but not all
eigenvalues of M is 1.

Proof. For any mapping torus Z given by f : X −→ X and any k, we have the short exact sequence

(4.1) 0 −→ Hk−1(X)
�Im(Id−f∗

k−1)
−→ Hk(Z) −→ Ker(Id−f∗

k ) −→ 0,

where f∗
k : Hk(X) −→ Hk(X) is the mapping induced by f (see e.g. [Hat02, Example 2.48]).

We apply this for f : T2n+1 −→ T2n+1 being the multiplication by MT . We have

H1(T2n+1) ≃
2n+1⊕

j=1

H1(S1) and Hk(T2n+1) ≃
∧k




2n+1⊕

j=1

H1(S1)


 , 1 ≤ k ≤ 2n + 1,

where this is to be taken as an exterior sum i.e. H1(S1) ∧H1(S1) = 0 only if the two appear in the

same position, because they are 1-dimensional. Then Hk(T2n+1) ≃
∧k H1(T2n+1) and we only need

to compute f∗
1 , as by the properties of the pullback, f∗

k = (f∗
1 )

∧k. But again by the definition of the

pullback and the fact that f is just the multiplication by MT , we have that

f∗
1 :

2n+1⊕

j=1

H1(S1) −→

2n+1⊕

j=1

H1(S1)

is just the multiplication by M with respect to the canonical basis of H1(S1).
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It follows that dimKer(Id−f∗
k ) = gk and, coming back to (4.1), we have

hk(TM ) = dimKer(Id−f∗
k−1) + dimKer(Id−f∗

k ) = gk−1 + gk,

for any k ≥ 1.
Again note that while this result tells us that all previously unknown Betti numbers are 0 in the

generic case, it also gives the precise algebraic properties that the matrix M must satisfy in order for
the manifold TM to have non-trivial higher cohomology.

In the case when M is diagonalizable, one can actually give left invariant representatives for the
cohomology classes, which means that we have an isomorphism Hk

dR(TM ) ≃ Hk(g), for any 1 ≤ k ≤
2n+ 2.

Corollary 4.5: If M is diagonalizable, with the notations from Theorem 4.4, we have

Hk(TM ,C) =




⊕

1≤i1<...<ik−1≤2n+1
λi1

·...·λik−1
=1

C
d Imw

Imw
∧ ei1 ∧ ... ∧ eik−1




⊕



⊕

1≤i1<...<ik≤2n+1
λi1

·...·λik
=1

Cei1 ∧ ... ∧ eik


 ,

where e1 =
dRew
Imw

, ei+1 = dzi and ei+n+1 = dzi, for 1 ≤ i ≤ n and λ1 = α, λi+1 = βi and λi+n+1 = βi,
for 1 ≤ i ≤ n.

Remark 4.6: See also [BF23, Example 7.2] for an example of a 4-dimensional manifold of TM type
with an explicit computation of its cohomology.

5. Non-Kähler metrics on TM

We investigate in this section the existence of special metrics on the TM manifolds. To this aim, we
use the structure equations given in (3.1) to describe a (1, 0)-coframe for the Lie algebra g:

Proposition 5.1: There exists a (1, 0)-coframe g
∗ = 〈η, θ1, ..., θn〉C such that

(5.1)





dη = log α η ∧ η,

dθk = −
∑

j≥k

∆kj(η + η) ∧ θj, 1 ≤ k ≤ n,

where ∆ = logRT is an upper-triangular matrix and ∆jj = log βj .

Proof. Remember that G ≃ H × Cn, from which it inherits its complex structure. Namely, on g =
〈A,X, Y1, ..., Yn, Yn+1, ..., Y2n〉R we have JX = A and JYj = Yn+j for any j = 1, n. Thus,

g = 〈A+ iX, Yn+1 + iY1, ..., Y2n + iYn〉C

is a basis of (1, 0)-vectors. Now choose the (1, 0)-coframe given by the dual basis: g∗ = 〈η, θ1, ..., θn〉C.
We want to express dη, dθ1, ..., dθn with respect to this coframe.



8 CRISTIAN CIULICĂ, ALEXANDRA OTIMAN, AND MIRON STANCIU

For any (1, 0)-form σ ∈ g
∗, using the Cartan formula dσ(U, V ) = −σ([U, V ]), we have

dσ =− σ([A+ iX,A− iX]) · η ∧ η −

n∑

j=1

σ([A+ iX, Yn+j + iYj ]) · η ∧ θj

−

n∑

j=1

σ([A+ iX, Yn+j − iYj ]) · η ∧ θj −

n∑

j=1

σ([A − iX, Yn+j + iYj]) · η ∧ θj

−
n∑

j,l=1

σ([Yn+j + iYj, Yn+l + iYl]) · θj ∧ θl −
n∑

j,l=1

σ([Yn+j + iYj, Yn+l − iYl]) · θj ∧ θl.

Note that the last two sums vanish for any σ by (3.1).
If σ = η, all terms except the first one vanish by (3.1) and the definition of η, and

η([A+ iX,A − iX]) = η(−2i log αX) = − logα η((A+ iX)− (A− iX))) = − log α,

so indeed, dη = logα η ∧ η.
On the other hand, in the expression of dθk the term containing η ∧ η vanishes and

θk([A± iX, Yn+j + iYj]) = θk([A,Yn+j + iYj])

= θk


−

∑

l≤j

Im∆ljYl +
∑

l≤j

Re∆ljYn+l + i
∑

l≤j

Re∆ljYl + i
∑

l≤j

Im∆ljYn+l




= θk


∑

l≤j

Re∆lj(Yn+l + iYl) +
∑

l≤j

i Im∆lj(Yn+l + iYl)




=
∑

l≤j

∆ljθk(Yn+l + iYl) = ∆kj

while

θk([A± iX, Yn+j − iYj]) = θk([A,Yn+j − iYj])

= θk


−

∑

l≤j

Im∆ljYl +
∑

l≤j

Re∆ljYn+l − i
∑

l≤j

Re∆ljYl − i
∑

l≤j

Im∆ljYn+l




= θk


∑

l≤j

Re∆lj(Yn+l − iYl)−
∑

l≤j

i Im∆lj(Yn+l − iYl)




=
∑

l≤j

∆ljθk(Yn+l − iYl) = 0

In the end, we get dθk = −
∑
j≥k

∆kj(η + η) ∧ θj as stated.

We also record separately the special case where M is diagonal:

Corollary 5.2: If the matrix M is diagonal, then there is a (1, 0)-coframe g
∗ = 〈η, θ1, ..., θn〉C such

that

(5.2)

{
dη = log α η ∧ η,

dθk = − log βk (η + η) ∧ θk, ∀k = 1, n.
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We will make heavy use of these structural equations to study the existence of special metrics,
starting with balanced and locally conformally balanced metrics, for which the answers do not depend
on the algebraic properties of the matrix M .

Proposition 5.3: Endo-Pajitnov manifolds do not admit balanced metrics.

Proof. Assume Ω is a balanced metric on TM . The (n, n)-form Ωn is then strictly positive and
closed and moreover, Ω′ := π∗Ωn shares the same properties on the intermediate cover TM =
H × Cn/〈g1, . . . , gn〉. Since TM is diffeomorphic to T2n+1 × R+, we can define the average of Ω′

with respect to the torus action by

Ω̃ :=

∫

T2n+1

a∗Ω′dµ(a),

where µ is the constant volume form on T2n+1 given by
∫
T2n+1 dµ = 1. The form Ω̃ is thus constant

in the variables z1, . . . , zn and moreover, GM -invariant. Indeed, using the invariance of Ω′, we get

g∗0Ω̃ =

∫

T2n+1

(ag0)
∗Ω′dµ(a) =

∫

T2n+1

(g0cg0(a))
∗Ω′dµ(a)

=

∫

T2n+1

cg0(a)
∗Ω′dµ(cg0(a)) = Ω̃.

By lifting now Ω̃ to H×Cn we get a strictly positive, closed, GM -invariant (n, n)-form, that is constant

in the variables {z1, . . . , zn}. This means we can split Ω̃ as a sum

Ω̃ = f(w)idz1 ∧ . . . ∧ dzn ∧ dz1 ∧ . . . ∧ dzn + Ω̃0,

where i ∂

∂w

Ω0 6= 0, i ∂

∂w

Ω0 6= 0. Notice that i ∂

∂z1

. . . i ∂

∂zn

Ω̃0 = 0 and since Ω̃0 is constant in the variables

{z1, . . . , zn}, we deduce i ∂

∂z1

. . . i ∂

∂zn

dΩ̃0 = 0. Moreover, by the positivity of Ω̃, f > 0. However,

dΩ̃ = 0, which gives

i ∂

∂z1

. . . i ∂

∂zn

(
∂f

∂w
dw +

∂f

∂w
dw

)
∧ dz ∧ dz = 0,

where dz := dz1 ∧ . . . ∧ dzn, and further implies that f is constant. Since Ω̃ is g0-invariant and
i ∂

∂z1

. . . i ∂

∂zn

g∗0Ω̃0 = 0, we infer g∗0dz ∧ dz = dz ∧ dz and hence, |detR| = 1. This is impossible, however,

since α 6= 1 and therefore, no balanced metric can exist on TM .

However, for any matrix M , the manifold TM admits locally conformally balanced metrics:

Proposition 5.4: With the notations from (5.1), the metric

ω = i
(
η ∧ η + θ1 ∧ θ1 + ...+ θn ∧ θn

)

is lcb.

Proof. This is a straightforward computation. Indeed,

ωn = in


n! θ1 ∧ θ1 ∧ ... ∧ θn ∧ θn + (n− 1)!

n∑

j=1

η ∧ η ∧ θ1 ∧ θ1 ∧ ... ∧ θj ∧ θj

∧

∧ ... ∧ θn ∧ θn


 ,
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so, using (5.1),

dωn = −inn!
n∑

j=1

(
∆jj +∆jj

)
(η + η) ∧ θ1 ∧ θ1 ∧ ... ∧ θn ∧ θn

=


−

n∑

j=1

(
∆jj +∆jj

)
(η + η)


 ∧ ωn.

Obviously the Lee form θ = −
n∑

j=1

(
∆jj +∆jj}

)
(η + η) is closed, so ω is indeed lcb.

Complementing the result by Endo and Pajitnov that the manifolds TM do not admit lcK metrics
for a non-diagonalizable M ([EP20, Proposition 5.6]), we can use the structural equations (5.2) to
show that, in fact, they do not admit lcK metrics in any case:

Proposition 5.5: Endo-Pajitnov manifolds do not admit lcK metrics.

Proof. We only need to look at the case where M is diagonalizable. Assume Ω is an lcK metric on
TM i.e. dΩ = Θ ∧ Ω for a real closed 1-form Θ. Since H1

dR(TM ) ≃ H1(g), one may choose Θ to be
left-invariant and by the averaging procedure in [Bel00, Theorem 7], we may take Ω to be left-invariant

and make all the computations necessary on the Lie algebra, say ω ∈
∧2(g∗) and θ ∈ g

∗.
As ω is a (1, 1)-form, we can write it as

(5.3) ω =

n∑

i=1

ciη ∧ θi +

n∑

i=1

diη ∧ θi +

n∑

i,j=1

aijθi ∧ θj + bη ∧ η,

where, because ω = ω, we have di = ci and aij = −aji.
Then

dω =

n∑

i=1

ci log(αβi)η ∧ η ∧ θi −

n∑

i=1

di log(αβi)η ∧ η ∧ θi −

n∑

i,j=1

aij log(βiβj)(η + η) ∧ θi ∧ θj.

On the other hand, any real closed 1-form has the expression

θ = p(η + η) +

n∑

i=1

qi(θi + θi),

so by identifying the terms in the equality dω = θ ∧ ω, we get, for instance,

p = log(βiβj), ∀1 ≤ i, j ≤ n,

which is obviously a contradiction.

We now turn to the study of pluriclosed and astheno-Kähler metrics. The situation in which the
matrix M is diagonalizable is completely described in the result below:

Theorem 5.6: Let TM be the manifold associated to a diagonalizable M ∈ SL(2n + 1,Z). The
following statements are equivalent:

(1) TM admits a pluriclosed metric.
(2) There is 1 ≤ i0 ≤ n such that αβi0βi0

= 1 and |βi| = 1, for any 1 ≤ i ≤ n, i 6= i0.
(3) TM admits an astheno-Kähler metric.
(4) The characteristic polynomial of M splits in Z[X] as PM = f0h, where f0 is a monic polynomial

of degree 3 and h is a self-reciprocal polynomial.
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(5) h2(TM ) = n− 1.

Proof. We shall prove first that (2) ⇒ (1) and (2) ⇒ (3). We can assume i0 = 1.

Take Ω̃ = i dw∧dw
(Imw)2

+ Imwdz1 ∧ dz1 +
∑n

j idzj ∧ dzj on H × Cn. Then it is straighforward to verify

that Ω̃ is GM -invariant and satisfies ddcΩ̃k = 0, for any 1 ≤ k ≤ n. In particular, Ω̃ defines a metric
on TM that is both pluriclosed and astheno-Kähler.

For (1) ⇒ (2), we will make use of the structure equations (5.1). Assume Ω is a pluriclosed metric
on TM i.e. dJdΩ = 0. As in the lcK case, by an averaging procedure similar to [Bel00, Theorem 7],
we may take Ω to be left-invariant and make all the computations necessary on the Lie algebra, say
ω ∈

∧2(g∗).
As ω is a (1, 1)-form, we can write it as

(5.4) ω =

n∑

i=1

ciη ∧ θi +

n∑

i=1

diη ∧ θi +

n∑

i,j=1

aijθi ∧ θj + bη ∧ η,

where, because ω = ω, we have di = ci and aij = −aji.
We introduce the following notations to ease the computations that follow: for any two vectors of

differential forms α ∈ (
∧p(g∗))n and β ∈ (

∧q(g∗))n, let

〈α, β〉 =
n∑

i=1

αi ∧ βi ∈
∧p+q

(g∗).

This is C-linear in the first term, C-antilinear in the second and 〈β, α〉 = (−1)pq〈α, β〉. Additionally,

d〈α, β〉 = 〈dα, β〉 + (−1)deg α〈α, dβ〉 and, for a matrix P ∈ Mn(C), 〈P · α, β〉 = 〈α,P
T
· β〉.

Taking A = (aij)i,j, v = (ci)i and θ = (θi)i, we can rewrite the above expression as

(5.5) ω = 〈ηv, θ〉 − 〈θ, ηv〉 + 〈θ,A · θ〉+ bη ∧ η.

Note that as aij = −aji, we have 〈A · α, β〉 = −〈α,A · β〉.
We first take the calculations as far as we can for the general structure equations (5.1), without

using the fact that M is diagonal, as we will make use of them later. If we denote E = −∆, we have
dθ = (η + η) ∧E · θ, hence

dω = logα〈(η ∧ η)v, θ〉 − 〈ηv, (η + η) ∧ E · θ〉 − 〈(η + η) ∧ E · θ, ηv〉+ logα〈θ, (η ∧ η)v〉

+ 〈(η + η) ∧ E · θ,A · θ〉 − 〈θ, (η + η) ∧AE · θ〉,

or, after canceling the terms containing η∧ η and some rearranging using the properties of the pairing
〈 , 〉 stated above,

dω = log α〈(η ∧ η)v, θ〉+ log α〈θ, (η ∧ η)v〉

− 〈ηv, η ∧ E · θ〉 − 〈η ∧ E · θ, ηv〉

+ 〈A · θ, (η + η) ∧E · θ〉+ 〈(η + η) ∧ E · θ,A · θ〉.

Note that in the expression above, each term is the conjugate of the other term written on the same
line. Then

Jdω = logα〈(η ∧ η)v, θ〉 − log α〈(η ∧ η)v, θ〉

+ 〈η ∧E · θ, ηv〉 − 〈η ∧ E · θ, ηv〉

+ 〈A · θ, (η − η)E · θ〉 − 〈A · θ, (η − η)E · θ〉.
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Finally, on differentiating the above expression, the first line vanishes immediately and

dJdω = log α〈η ∧ η ∧ E · θ, ηv〉 − 〈η ∧ (η + η)E2 · θ, ηv〉+ log α〈η ∧ E · θ, η ∧ η〉

−
(
(log α〈η ∧ η ∧ E · θ, ηv〉 − 〈η ∧ (η + η)E2 · θ, ηv〉+ logα〈η ∧E · θ, η ∧ η〉

)

+ 〈(η + η) ∧AE · θ, (η − η)E · θ〉 − 2 log α〈A · θ, η ∧ η ∧ E · θ〉+ 2〈A · θ, η ∧ η ∧E2 · θ〉

−
(
〈(η + η) ∧AE · θ, (η − η)E · θ〉 − 2 log α〈A · θ, η ∧ η ∧ E · θ〉+ 2〈A · θ, η ∧ η ∧ E2 · θ〉

)
.

Again the first two lines above vanish and we have

dJdω = 2〈η ∧ η ∧AE · θ,E · θ〉 − 2 log α〈A · θ, η ∧ η ∧ E · θ〉+ 2〈A · θ, η ∧ η ∧ E2 · θ〉

−
(
2〈η ∧ η ∧AE · θ,E · θ〉 − 2 log α〈A · θ, η ∧ η ∧ E · θ〉+ 2〈A · θ, η ∧ η ∧ E2 · θ〉

)

= 2η ∧ η ∧
(
〈AE · θ,E · θ〉 − log α〈A · θ,E · θ〉+ 〈A · θ,E2 · θ〉

)

− 2η ∧ η ∧ (〈AE · θ,E · θ〉 − log α〈A · θ,E · θ〉+ 〈A · θ,E2 · θ〉).

In the end, we get that ω is pluriclosed if any only if

〈AE · θ,E · θ〉 − logα〈A · θ,E · θ〉+ 〈A · θ,E2 · θ〉

−〈E · θ,AE · θ〉+ logα〈E · θ,A · θ〉 − 〈E2 · θ,A · θ〉 = 0,

or, using the properties of A, the pairing 〈 , 〉 and reverting back to ∆ = −E,

〈(2∆
T
A∆+ (∆

T
)2A+A∆2 + logα(∆

T
A+A∆)) · θ, θ〉 = 0.

As (θi ∧ θj)i,j=1,n is a basis, this is equivalent to

(5.6) 2∆
T
A∆+ (∆

T
)2A+A∆2 + log α(∆

T
A+A∆) = 0.

Now remember that according to our hypothesis, M is diagonal, so ∆ is diagonal with ∆jj = log βj .
The pluriclosed condition (5.6) then simplifies to

aji

(
2 log βi log βj + (log βi)

2 + (log βj)
2
+ log α(log βi + log βj)

)
= aji log(αβiβj) log(βiβj) = 0,

for all i, j = 1, n.
But as ω is Hermitian, we have ω(X,JX) > 0 for all real X 6= 0. Then, from (5.4),

ajj = ω(Yn+j + iYj, Yn+j − iYj) = 2iω(Yj , Yn+j) = 2iω(JYn+j , Yn+j),

hence ajj 6= 0 and we get that for any 1 ≤ j ≤ n, |βj |
2 = 1 or α|βj |

2 = 1. However, since α|β1|
2...|βn|

2 =
det(M) = 1 and α 6= 1, it is obvious that this can only happen if there is one i0 such that α|βi0 |

2 = 1
and |βj |

2 = 1 for all other j 6= i0.

For the implication (3) ⇒ (2), we proceed in a similar way: Let Ω be an astheno-Kähler metric on
TM . Again by an averaging procedure as in [Bel00, Theorem 7] of the (n − 1, n − 1)-form Ωn−1, we
obtain a positive left-invariant (n− 1, n− 1)-form ω, which is ∂∂-closed.
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Since ω is an (n− 1, n− 1)-form, we can write it as

ω =
n∑

i,k=1

ai,k θ1 ∧ ... ∧ θ̂i ∧ ... ∧ θn ∧ θ1 ∧ ... ∧ θ̂k ∧ ... ∧ θn

+
n∑

i,j,k=1

bij,k η ∧ θ1 ∧ ... ∧ θ̂i ∧ ... ∧ θ̂j ∧ ... ∧ θn ∧ θ1 ∧ ... ∧ θ̂k ∧ ... ∧ θn

+




n∑

i,j,k=1

bij,k η ∧ θ1 ∧ ... ∧ θ̂i ∧ ... ∧ θ̂j ∧ ... ∧ θn ∧ θ1 ∧ ... ∧ θ̂k ∧ ... ∧ θn




=

n∑

i,k=1

ai,k θ1 ∧ ... ∧ θ̂i ∧ ... ∧ θn ∧ θ1 ∧ ... ∧ θ̂k ∧ ... ∧ θn

+ 2Re

n∑

i,j,k=1

bij,k η ∧ θ1 ∧ ... ∧ θ̂i ∧ ... ∧ θ̂j ∧ ... ∧ θn ∧ θ1 ∧ ... ∧ θ̂k ∧ ... ∧ θn,

where, because ω = ω, we have ai,k = (−1)n−1ak,i. In order to compress the expressions, we’ll use the
notations

θi,k = θ1 ∧ ... ∧ θ̂i ∧ ... ∧ θn ∧ θ1 ∧ ... ∧ θ̂k ∧ ... ∧ θn

θij,k = θ1 ∧ ... ∧ θ̂i ∧ ... ∧ θ̂j ∧ ... ∧ θn ∧ θ1 ∧ ... ∧ θ̂k ∧ ... ∧ θn,

so

ω =

n∑

i,k=1

ai,kθi,k + 2Re

n∑

i,j,k=1

bij,k η ∧ θij,k.(5.7)

Then, using (5.2), we have

dθi,k = − log

(
β1β2...βnβ1...βn

βiβk

)
(η + η) ∧ θi,k = log

(
αβiβk

)
(η + η) ∧ θi,k

dθij,k = − log

(
β1β2...βnβ1...βn

βiβjβk

)
(η + η) ∧ θij,k = log

(
αβiβjβk

)
(η + η) ∧ θij,k.

Consequently,

dω =

n∑

i,k=1

ai,k log
(
αβiβk

)
(η + η) ∧ θi,k

+ 2Re

n∑

i,j,k=1

bij,k
(
log α η ∧ η ∧ θij,k − log

(
αβiβjβk

)
η ∧ η ∧ θij,k

)

=

n∑

i,k=1

ai,k log
(
αβiβk

)
(η + η) ∧ θi,k − 2Re

n∑

i,j,k=1

bij,k log
(
βiβjβk

)
η ∧ η ∧ θij,k.

As θi,k is (n− 1, n− 1), θij,k is (n− 2, n− 1) and J(Re γ) = i Im(Jγ) for any form γ, we have

Jdω =

n∑

i,k=1

ai,k log
(
αβiβk

)
(η − η) ∧ θi,k + 2i Im

n∑

i,j,k=1

bij,k log
(
βiβjβk

)
η ∧ η ∧ θij,k.
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Note that the second term is closed, so we finally get

dJdω = 2 log α

n∑

i,k=1

ai,k log
(
αβiβk

)
η ∧ η ∧ θi,k −

n∑

i,k=1

ai,k
(
log

(
αβiβk

))2
(η − η) ∧ (η + η) ∧ θi,k

= 2

n∑

i,k=1

ai,k log
(
αβiβk

) (
log

(
αβiβk

)
− logα

)
η ∧ η ∧ θi,k

= 2

n∑

i,k=1

ai,k log
(
αβiβk

)
log

(
βiβk

)
η ∧ η ∧ θi,k.

It follows that Ω is astheno-Kähler if and only if ai,k log
(
αβiβk

)
log

(
βiβk

)
= 0 for all i, k = 1, n.

But then, exactly as in the pluriclosed case, ajj 6= 0 means that for any 1 ≤ j ≤ n, |βj |
2 = 1 or

α|βj |
2 = 1 i.e. there is one i0 such that α|βi0 |

2 = 1 and |βj |
2 = 1 for all other j 6= i0.

The implication (4) ⇒ (2) is straightforward, since it implies that the roots of f0 are α, βi0 , βi0

satisfying αβi0βi0
= 1 and the roots of h have norm 1. Conversely, if (2) is satisfied, take any βi such

that |βi| = 1. Then the minimal polynomial of βi cannot have α as a root, since the roots of this
minimal polynomial come in pairs with their inverse. Therefore, the minimal polynomial f0 of α is of
degree 3 and has the roots α, βi0 , βi0

. This further implies PM splitting as f0h, where h has the roots
{βi}i 6=0 and since they come in pairs with their inverses, h is a self-reciprocal polynomial.

Finally, the equivalence (2) ⇐⇒ (5) is immediate using Theorem 4.4. Indeed, we have h2(TM ) = g2
and, because M is diagonalizable, this is the algebraic multiplicity of M∧2 i.e. the number of pairs of
eigenvalues whose product is 1. By the properties of M , this can only happen if n−1 of the eigenvalues
β1, ..., βn are of norm 1.

The lemma below illustrates the usefulness of the characterization found in Theorem 5.6 for gener-
ating examples in any dimension.

Lemma 5.7: Take P an integer monic polynomial of degree 2n+1 such that P = f0h in Z[X] where
f0 has degree 3, one real root α > 0, α 6= 1, f0(0) = −1, while h has purely complex roots and is
self-reciprocal. Assume further that the unique factorization of h contains only polynomials without
multiple roots (this happens, for instance, if h is irreducible).

Then there is a diagonalizable matrix M ∈ SL2n+1(Z) satisfying all the properties required for the
Endo-Pajitnov construction such that PM = P . In particular, using Theorem 5.6, there is complex
compact manifold TM of dimension n+1 that carries both a pluriclosed and an astheno-Kähler metric
that is not of OT type.

Proof. Simply take M to be made out of diagonal blocks representing the companion matrices of
the irreducible factors of P . Since they all have simple roots, all these companion matrices are
diagonalizable, thus M is diagonalizable.

Example 5.8: Starting from the polynomial

P (X) = X7 + 3X5 −X4 + 3X3 − 2X2 +X − 1 = (X3 +X − 1)(X2 + 1)2,

the corresponding TM constructed as above is a 4-dimensional complex manifold, not of OT type, that
is both pluriclosed and astheno-Kähler.
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While we now have a complete characterization for the existence of pluriclosed metrics on Endo-
Pajitnov manifolds for a diagonalizable M , we end by proving below a companion result stating that
the situation from Theorem 5.6 is the only one allowing the existence of such a metric:

Theorem 5.9: Let TM be the manifold associated to a matrix M ∈ SL(2n+1,Z). The following are
equivalent:

(1) TM admits a pluriclosed metric.
(2) M is diagonalizable and there is 1 ≤ i0 ≤ n such that αβi0βi0

= 1 and |βi| = 1, for any 1 ≤ i ≤ n,
i 6= i0.

Proof. Considering Theorem 5.6, we only have to prove (1) ⇒ (2). Take ω a pluriclosed metric on
TM . Again via an averaging procedure, we can perform the computations in the Lie algebra,

ω =

n∑

i=1

ciη ∧ θi +

n∑

i=1

diη ∧ θi +

n∑

i,j=1

aijθi ∧ θj + bη ∧ η,

with A = (aij)ij a Hermitian-antisymmetric matrix. Denote

P = 2∆
T
A∆+ (∆

T
)2A+A∆2 + logα(∆

T
A+A∆).

where as before ∆ = log(R), so is an upper-triangular matrix. By (5.6), the pluriclosed condition is
equivalent to P = 0.

By direct computation, P11 = a11 log(αβ1β1) log(β1β1). Because ω is positive definite, a11 6= 0, so
at least for β1 we have that either αβ1β1 = 1 or |β1| = 1.

But by Remark 2.2, as the biholomorphism class of TM does not depend on the choice of Jordan
form R, the order of the complex eigenvalues is arbitrary, so we in fact have that for any 1 ≤ i ≤ n,
αβiβi = 1 or |βi| = 1. This can only happen if there is one i0 such that α|βi0 |

2 = 1 and |βj |
2 = 1 for

all other j 6= i0.
To prove that M is diagonalizable i.e. ∆ is diagonal, we use the same trick. Assume that it is not;

then we can choose an ordering of the eigenvalues such that αβ1β1 = 1, |βi| = 1 for all 2 ≤ i ≤ n and
β2 = β3. Then

∆ =




log β1 0 0 . . . 0
0 log β2 ∆23 . . . 0
0 0 log β2 . . . 0
. . . . . . . . . . . . . . .


 ,

where ∆23 6= 0 can be determined explicitly from the formula of the logarithm of a Jordan block (see
e.g. [Hig08, Section 11.3]).

On the other hand, by direct computation,

P23 = log(αβ2β2)
(
a23 log(β2β2) + a22∆23

)
= a22∆23 log α.

As a22 6= 0, it follows that ∆23 = 0, a contradiction.

Acknowledgments. We thank Liviu Ornea for many helpful discussions along the way.
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