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PLURICLOSED MANIFOLDS WITH PARALLEL BISMUT TORSION

GIUSEPPE BARBARO, FRANCESCO PEDICONI, AND NICOLETTA TARDINI

Abstract. We present a complete classification of simply-connected pluriclosed manifolds with parallel
Bismut torsion, extending previously known results in the literature. Consequently, we also establish
a splitting theorem for compact manifolds that are both pluriclosed with parallel Bismut torsion and

Calabi-Yau with torsion.

1. Introduction

Given a complex manifold (M,J), there always exists a Hermitian metric on it, i.e., a Riemannian
metric g such that g(J · , J · ) = g( · , · ). The metric g is Kähler if the associated fundamental 2-form
ω(·, ·) = g(J ·, ·) is closed and, consequently, Kähler geometry lies in the intersection of complex, Riemann-
ian, and symplectic geometry. Therefore, the existence of a Kähler metric imposes strong restrictions
on the topology and on the geometry of (M,J) and so, from a complex-geometric point of view, it is
relevant to study Hermitian non-Kähler manifolds.

In the Kähler case the Levi-Civita connection D preserves the complex structure, i.e., DJ = 0,
and so it encodes both the Riemannian and the complex geometry of the manifold. Therefore, to
study non-Kähler manifolds, other natural connections with non-vanishing torsion that preserve both
the Riemannian metric g and the complex structure J have been introduced. These are called Hermitian,
and, among them, a distinguished 1-parameter family of canonical connections has been presented by
Gauduchon [38] by requiring a condition on the torsion. Among these, the Bismut connection ∇ (also
known as Strominger connection, or Kähler with torsion connection) is the unique Hermitian connection
whose torsion T is totally skew-symmetric, namely, g(T (·, ·), ·) is a 3-form. Indeed, T verifies

g(T ( · , · ), · ) = dω(J · , J · , J · ) = J−1dω( · , · , · ) .

The Bismut connection is important due to its wide range of applications. For instance, it appears in
non-Kähler index theory [14, 15, 16] and in the context of geometrization of complex surfaces through
the pluriclosed flow [60, 61, 62]. Additionally, it plays a role in string theory [20, 37, 47, 63].

We remark that metric connections with totally skew-symmetric torsion have appeared implicitly in
the last century before the introduction of the Bismut connection (see e.g. [69, 22, 21]). Moreover, they
have been extensively used as a tool in the study of manifolds with non-integrable G-structures (see e.g.
[33, 64, 3, 49, 48, 24, 5, 1, 51]). Among metric connections with totally skew-symmetric torsion, two
distinguished classes play an important role: those with closed torsion and those with parallel torsion.
In the context of complex geometry, the Hermitian metrics whose Bismut connection has closed torsion,
namely dJ−1dω = 0, are called pluriclosed [14] (also known as strong Kähler with torsion). In this paper,
we give a complete classification of simply-connected pluriclosed manifolds with parallel Bismut torsion.

Theorem A. Let (M2n, J, g) be a complete, simply-connected Hermitian manifold. Then, (M,J, g) is
pluriclosed with parallel Bismut torsion if and only if it decomposes as a product of Hermitian irreducible
factors, each of them is either Kähler or a Riemannian product

R
ℓ ×

s∏

i=1

Si × K (⋆)

endowed with a standard complex structure, where Rℓ is the ℓ-dimensional flat Euclidean space, each Si

is a Sasaki 3-dimensional manifold, K is a compact semisimple Lie group of rank r with a bi-invariant
metric and ℓ ≤ s+ r.
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Here, by standard complex structure on (⋆), we mean an integrable almost-complex structure J that
is compatible with the transverse complex distribution on each Sasaki factor, projects onto a K-invariant
complex structure on the full flag manifold K/T for a chosen maximal torus T ⊂ K and preserves the
distribution spanned by the Euclidean factor, the Reeb vector fields and the torus T (see Definition 3.1).

The fact that Riemannian manifolds (⋆) endowed with a standard complex structure are pluriclosed
with parallel Bismut torsion follows by direct computation. On the other hand, the converse implication
in Theorem A relies on two crucial algebraic facts. The first one is that the two conditions dT = 0
and ∇T = 0 imply that the torsion T satisfies the Jacobi identity, hence it gives rise to a Lie algebra
bundle on TM with typical fiber g. Moreover, the Hermitian structure (J, g) induces both a bi-invariant
metric and an orthogonal linear complex structure on g. Therefore, the root spaces decomposition of g
determines a de Rham decomposition of the manifold (M,J, g). The second one is that each de Rham
factor corresponding to an ideal of g with rank at least 2 is necessarily Bismut flat, while the others are
3-dimensional Sasaki manifolds. Finally, by [2, Theorem 2.2], the Bismut flat factor is a Lie group with
a bi-invariant metric.

Notice that pluriclosed manifolds with parallel Bismut torsion were classified, up to complex dimension
five, in [72, 71, 73] (see also Section 5). The case of surfaces is particularly relevant since, in that case,
these coupled conditions are equivalent to being Vaisman [72, Theorem 2]. Furthermore, Vaisman metrics
always have parallel Bismut torsion [8, Corollary 3.8] but, in complex dimension greater than 2, Vaisman
manifolds do not admit pluriclosed metrics [10, Theorem 3.1] (see also [71, Theorem 4]). Notice also
that the argument in [10] extends to any smooth modification of a Vaisman manifold. This gives partial
evidence to [71, Conjecture 1], where the authors suggest that compact pluriclosed manifolds with parallel
Bismut torsion of dimension greater than 2 do not admit locally conformally Kähler metrics. We believe
that Theorem A could provide more insights on this conjecture.

We remark that the conditions dT = 0 and ∇T = 0 coupled together have appeared in the study of
symmetries of the curvature tensor of the Bismut connection. Let us recall that, following [9, Definition
4 and Remark 3], a Hermitian manifold (M,J, g) is called Bismut Kähler-like (BKL for short) if the
curvature tensor R of its Bismut connection satisfies the torsionless first Bianchi identity

RX,Y Z +RY,ZX +RZ,XY = 0 . (1-Bnc)

Then, as a result of Zhao and Zheng [72, Theorem 1], a Hermitian manifold (M,J, g) is pluriclosed with
parallel Bismut torsion if and only if it is BKL.

The study of Hermitian manifolds whose curvature tensor, with respect to the Levi-Civita or the Chern
connections, satisfies further symmetries, was initiated by Gray [41], and then it was recently studied
also in [68, 56]. This study was then extended in [9] to a class of metric connections that includes
Gauduchon’s canonical ones. Accordingly, a Gauduchon connection is called Kähler-like if its curvature
tensor satisfies (1-Bnc). As a matter of fact, on a Kähler manifold, all the canonical connections have
vanishing torsion, and so (1-Bnc) coincides with the first Bianchi identity. Clearly, (1-Bnc) is trivially
satisfied in the case of flat curvature, that has been studied e.g. in [17, 66, 34, 25, 67, 65, 44]. Recently,
it has been proved in [55, Theorem 3.1] that for Gauduchon connections which are neither the Chern
nor the Bismut one, the Kähler-like condition on compact manifolds forces the metric to be Kähler.
Therefore, the only possible non-Kähler compact manifolds that admit this kind of curvature symmetry
are BKL or Chern Kähler-like. We remark that Chern Kähler-like manifolds are known to be balanced
[68, Theorem 3], but, to the best of our knowledge, a non-Chern flat example is still missing.

Simply-connected Bismut flat manifolds were classified in [66], where the authors showed that they are
holomorphically isometric to the so called Samelson spaces. We recall that a Samelson space is a simply-
connected even dimensional Lie group Rℓ × K endowed with a bi-invariant metric and an orthogonal
left-invariant complex structure, where K is compact and semisimple. These manifolds are known to be
pluriclosed (see e.g. [6]), and we point out that there are a few examples of pluriclosed metrics that are
not locally homogeneous. Concerning this, Theorem A provides new examples of pluriclosed manifolds
that are not locally homogeneous.

Bismut flat manifolds are related to Yau’s Problem 87 [70] concerning compact Hermitian manifolds
with holonomy reduced to subgroups of U(n). Indeed, the holonomy of the Bismut connection is always
contained in U(n), and it reduces to SU(n) if and only if its Bismut Ricci form ρ, obtained by tracing
the Bismut curvature tensor R in the endomorphism components, vanishes. These manifolds are called
Calabi-Yau with torsion (CYT for short). When the CYT condition is coupled with the BKL condition
on a simply-connected manifold, then one obtains a product of a Kähler Ricci flat factor and a Samelson
space (see [73, Theorem 3] and [18, Theorem 1.1]). As a direct consequence of Theorem A, we recover
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this result for simply-connected manifolds. Furthermore, by studying their fundamental groups, we also
characterize compact BKL and CYT manifolds, up to finite covers.

Theorem B. Let (M2n, J, g) be a compact Hermitian manifold. Then, (M,J, g) is CYT and pluriclosed
with parallel Bismut torsion if and only if it splits, up to a finite cover, as a Hermitian product

Y ×M ′ ,

where Y is Kähler Ricci flat and M ′ is a local Samelson space.

Here, following [66], a local Samelson space is the quotient M ′ =
(
Rℓ × K

)
/Zℓ of a Samelson space

by a free abelian group of rank ℓ acting as γ · (t, a) := (t + γ, ψ(γ).a) for some group homomorphism
ψ : Zℓ → Iso(K) into the isometry group Iso(K) of K.

CYT manifolds appeared in the Physics literature after the works of Strominger [63] and Hull [46], and
have been estensively studied (see e.g. [42, 27, 39, 32, 40, 35, 57, 28, 12, 13, 11, 18]). Moreover, pluriclosed
CYT metrics (known also as Bismut Hermitian Einstein [36, Definition 8.11] are the only non-Kähler
static points for the pluriclosed flow, that is a generalization of the classical Kähler-Ricci flow introduced
by Streets and Tian [61], and this motivates the search for explicit examples that are neither Kähler, nor
Bismut flat, nor a product of them. The first example, which is not topologically a product, also has
parallel Bismut torsion and has been found in [18]. Notice that, by means of Theorem B, compact Bismut
Hermitian Einstein with parallel Bismut torsion are always finitely covered by Hermitian products of
Kähler Ricci flat manifolds and Bismut flat manifolds, and this further motivates the search of Bismut
Hermitian Einstein examples without parallel Bismut torsion.

Finally, in [30, 31, 29], the authors have shown evidence that the pluriclosed flow should preserve the
BKL condition. We believe that Theorem A could provide insights in this direction, and it will be the
object of further studies.

The paper is organized as follows. Section 2 contains background material on the Bismut connection
and on compact Lie algebras. In Section 3, we provide a construction for a general class of pluriclosed
manifolds with parallel Bismut torsion. Section 4 contains the proof of Theorem A. In Section 5, we
explain how Theorem A extends all the previously known classification results in low dimension. Finally,
in Section 6, we prove Theorem B.

Acknowledgements. The authors would like to thank Daniele Angella and Fangyang Zheng for their
comments and suggestions.

2. Preliminaries

In this section, we collect some preliminaries on the Bismut connection and on Lie Theory, which will
be useful afterward.

2.1. The Bismut connection.

Let (M2n, J, g) be a Hermitian manifold of complex dimension dimCM = n, i.e., a differentiable
manifoldM of real dimension dimRM = 2n endowed with an integrable almost complex structure J and
a Riemannian metric g satisfying g(J · , J · ) = g. We will always assume that M is connected and that
the Riemannian metric g is complete. For the sake of notation, we denote by Γ(U;E) the space of local
smooth sections of any vector bundle E → M over M defined on an open set U ⊂ M . If D ⊂ TM is a
smooth distribution of the tangent bundle, we denote by

Γ(U;D) := {X ∈ Γ(U;TM) : X |p ∈ Dp for any p ∈ U}

the space of sections of D defined on U. Finally, if X is a vector field on M and Φ is a tensor field on M
of type (p, q), with q ≥ 1, we denote by X yΦ the tensor field on M of type (p, q − 1) defined by

(X yΦ)(V1, . . ., Vq−1) := Φ(X,V1, . . ., Vq−1) .

By the Newlander-Nirenberg Theorem, the fact that J is integrable is equivalent to the vanishing of
the Nijenhuis tensor NJ of J , i.e.,

NJ(X,Y ) := [JX, JY ]− [X,Y ]− J [JX, Y ]− J [X, JY ] = 0 .

We consider the action of J on covectors ϑ ∈ Γ(U;T ∗M) defined by Jϑ := ϑ(J−1 · ), which extends on
any k-form on M . We denote by ω := g(J · , · ) the corresponding fundamental 2-form and by dc the real
operator defined by dc := −J−1 ◦ d ◦ J , so that

dcω(X,Y, Z) = −dω(JX, JY, JZ) . (2.1)
3



For later use, we prove the following technical result.

Lemma 2.1. For any X,Y, Z ∈ Γ(U;TM), the following equation holds true:

dω(JX, JY, JZ) = dω(X,Y, JZ) + dω(X, JY, Z) + dω(JX, Y, Z) . (2.2)

Proof. A direct computation shows that

dω(JX, JY, JZ) = LJX{g(JY, Z)}+ LJY {g(JZ,X)}+ LJZ{g(JX, Y )}

− g([JX, JY ], Z)− g([JY, JZ], X)− g([JZ, JX ], Y ) ,

dω(JX, Y, Z) = LJX{g(JY, Z)}+ LY {g(Z,X)} − LZ{g(X,Y )}

+ g([JX, Y ], JZ)− g([Y, Z], X) + g([Z, JX ], JY ) ,

dω(X, JY, Z) = −LX{g(Y, Z)}+ LJY {g(JZ,X)}+ LZ{g(X,Y )}

+ g([X, JY ], JZ) + g([JY, Z], JX)− g([Z,X ], Y ) ,

dω(X,Y, JZ) = LX{g(Y, Z)} − LY {g(Z,X)}+ LJZ{g(JX, Y )}

− g([X,Y ], Z) + g([Y, JZ], JX) + g([JZ,X ], JY ) .

Therefore, we get

dω(JX, JY, JZ)− dω(JX, Y, Z)− dω(X, JY, Z)− dω(X,Y, JZ) =

= −g(NJ(X,Y ), Z)− g(NJ(Y, Z), X)− g(NJ(Z,X), Y )

= 0

and so (2.2) follows. �

We denote by D the Levi-Civita connection of (M, g) and by ∇ the Bismut connection of (M,J, g)
defined by

g(∇XY, Z) := g(DXY, Z)−
1
2d

cω(X,Y, Z) . (2.3)

We denote by T the torsion tensor of ∇, i.e.,

T (X,Y ) := ∇XY −∇YX − [X,Y ] ,

and we remark that an easy computation shows that

g(T (X,Y ), Z) = −dcω(X,Y, Z) .

For this reason, the Bismut connection is said to have totally skew-symmetric torsion. By [14, 38], the
Bismut connection is the unique linear connection with totally skew-symmetric torsion that preserves
the Hermitian structure, i.e., ∇J = 0 and ∇g = 0. We also denote by R the curvature tensor of ∇
defined as

RX,Y Z := ∇X∇Y Z −∇Y ∇XZ −∇[X,Y ]Z .

For the sake of notation, we will also denote by R the corresponding covariant tensor

R(X,Y, Z, V ) := g(RX,Y Z, V )

and by ρ the (first) Bismut Ricci form defined by

ρ(X,Y ) :=

n∑

i=1

R(X,Y, Jei, ei) , (2.4)

where (ei, Jei)i=1,...,n is a local unitary frame.

The connection ∇ is said to satisfy the torsionless first Bianchi identity if

RX,Y Z +RY,ZX +RZ,XY = 0 (1-Bnc)

for any X,Y, Z ∈ Γ(U;TM). We stress the following

Lemma 2.2. Assume that (1-Bnc) is satisfied. Then, for any X,Y, Z, V ∈ Γ(U;TM), the following
equations are satisfied:

R(X,Y, Z, V ) = R(Z, V,X, Y ) , (2.5)

RJX,JY = RX,Y . (2.6)

Proof. Since ∇ preserves the metric g, (2.5) is a well-known algebraic consequence of (1-Bnc). Moreover,
since ∇ preserves also J , (2.6) follows from (2.5). �

We recall then the following
4



Definition 2.3 (Definition 4 in [9]). The Hermitian manifold (M,J, g) is Bismut Kähler-like (BKL for
short) if the torsionless first Bianchi identity (1-Bnc) is satisfied.

Notice that, as a consequence of Lemma 2.2, equation (2.6) is automatically satisfied on a BKL
manifold.

Remark 2.4. We observe that the proof of Lemma 2.2 can be carried out for any Hermitian connection.
Therefore, the Kähler-like condition [9, Definition 4] for a Hermitian connection reduces to the torsionless
first Bianchi identity (1-Bnc) (see also [9, Remark 3]).

Finally, by [72, Theorem 1], it is known that (M,J, g) is BKL if and only if the torsion 3-form −dcω
of the Bismut connection is d-closed and ∇-parallel, i.e.,

ddcω = 0 , ∇dcω = 0 . (2.7)

Recall that, when ddcω = 0, the metric g is called pluriclosed, and so the BKL condition is then equivalent
to being pluriclosed with parallel Bismut torsion. Even though the focus of the article is on the conditions
(2.7), we will address the manifolds as BKL for the sake of simplicity.

2.2. Some basics on compact Lie algebras.

Let g be a real Lie algebra and Bg its Cartan-Killing form. It is known that the following three
conditions are equivalent:

i) there exists a ad(g)-invariant Euclidean inner product on g;
ii) Bg is non-positive definite;
iii) g is compact, i.e., it is the Lie algebra of a compact Lie group.

Assume then that g is compact. In that case, g is reductive, i.e., it splits as g = z+ k. Here, z denotes the
center of g, where Bg vanishes, and k := [g, g] is the semisimple part of g, where Bg is negative definite.
We also recall that k splits as a (−Bg)-orthogonal sum of simple ideals

k = k1 + . . .+ kr (2.8)

and that, for any 1 ≤ i ≤ r, the restriction of Bg to ki coincides with the Cartan-Killing form of ki, that
is, Bg|ki⊗ki = Bki . We call rank of g the dimension of a maximal abelian Lie subalgebra of g.

A linear complex structure on g is an endomorphism J ∈ End(g) that satisfies the following two
properties:

· J ◦ J = −Idg;

· [JX, JY ]− [X,Y ]− J [JX, Y ]− J [X, JY ] = 0 for any X,Y ∈ g.

Samelson proved in [59] that any compact Lie algebra of even rank admits a linear complex structure.
Moreover, by [58], any linear complex structure on a compact Lie algebra of even rank is obtained by
means of Samelson’s construction. More precisely, if g is a compact Lie algebra of even rank, g an
ad(g)-invariant Euclidean inner product on g and J a g-orthogonal linear complex structure on g, then
there exists a unique maximal abelian Lie subalgebra t̃ ⊂ g that verifies the following properties:

a) t̃ is J-invariant, i.e., J t̃ = t̃;
b) J is ad(̃t)-invariant, i.e., [V, JX ] = J [V,X ] for any V ∈ t̃, X ∈ g.

Let now t be the g-orthogonal complement of z inside t̃ and denote by ∆ the root system for the pair
(k, t). By means of the above conditions, it follows that J also determines a choice of positive roots
∆+ ⊂ ∆, that is unique up to the action of the Weyl group. Denote by kα the complex 1-dimensional
α-root space for any α ∈ ∆, that is,

kα := {E ∈ k⊗R C : [H,E] = iα(H)E for any H ∈ t} ,

and set

rα := (kα + k−α) ∩ k , for any α ∈ ∆+ .

Then, the Lie algebra g splits g-orthogonally as

g = z+ t+
∑

α∈∆+

rα (2.9)

and J preserves each real root space rα. Notice that g leaves the decompositions (2.8) orthogonal and
that its restriction to any simple ideal ki is of the form g|ki⊗ki = κi(−Bki) for some κi > 0. Therefore,
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following [45, Sections III.4 - III.5 - III.6] (see also [4, Section 4.3]), for any α ∈ ∆+ there exists a
(J, g)-unitary basis (Xα, Yα) for the real root space rα satisfying the following:

[Xα, Xβ ] = ηα,βXα+β − sgn(α− β)ηα,−βX|α−β| ,

[Xα, Yβ ] = ηα,βYα+β + sgn(α− β)ηα,−βY|α−β| ,

[Yα, Yβ ] = −ηα,βXα+β − sgn(α− β)ηα,−βX|α−β| ,

(2.10)

where

sgn(α− β) :=





+1 if α− β ∈ ∆+

−1 if β − α ∈ ∆+

0 otherwise

and the coefficients ηα,β ∈ R satisfy

ηα,β = 0 if α+ β /∈ ∆ ,

ηα,β = −ηβ,α , η−α,−β = −ηα,β ,

ηα,β = ηβ,−(α+β) = η−(α+β),α .

(2.11)

Moreover, for any α ∈ ∆+, there exists a vector Hα ∈ t such that spanR(Hα, Xα, Yα) is a Lie subalgebra
of k isomorphic to su(2) and t = spanR(Hα : α ∈ ∆+).

Finally, we recall that a (real) Lie algebra bundle over M is a triple G = (G, µ, g) given by a vector
bundle π : G → M , a morphism of vector bundles µ : Λ2G → G covering the identity and a finite
dimensional real Lie algebra g satisfying the following properties:

i) for any p ∈M , the linear map µp verifies the Jacobi identity;
ii) for any p ∈M , there exists a neighborhood U ⊂M of p and a diffeomorphism φ : π−1(U) → U× g

trivializing G such that the restriction to each fiber φq : (Gq, µq) → g is a Lie algebra isomorphism.

By [52, Theorem 3], condition (ii) is automatically satisfied if (i) holds true and all the fibers (Gq , µq)
are isomorphic as Lie algebras. A vector subbundle H ⊂ G is called Lie algebra subbundle of G if H is
closed under the morphism µ and there exists a Lie subalgebra h ⊂ g such that (H, µ|Λ2H, h) is a Lie
algebra bundle.

3. Construction of pluriclosed manifolds with parallel Bismut torsion

In this section, we provide a general construction of non-Kähler BKL manifolds in any dimensions.
Eventually, by Theorem A, it will turn out that any BKL manifold can be obtained as products of Kähler
manifolds and these building blocks.

Let Si be a 3-dimensional manifold endowed with a fixed Sasaki structure, with 1 ≤ i ≤ s, and K a
compact semisimple Lie group of rank(K) = r endowed with a bi-invariant metric. Let ℓ ∈ N be such
that 2m := ℓ+ s+ r is even and define the product

M2n := R
ℓ ×

s∏

i=1

Si × K , (3.1)

where Rℓ is considered with the Euclidean structure. Denote by g the product Riemannian metric on M
and define a complex structure J as follows.

Fix a globalD-parallel frame (H1, . . ., Hℓ) for R
ℓ and denote by (Hℓ+1, . . ., Hℓ+s) the Reeb vector fields

associated to the given Sasaki manifolds. Let T be a maximal torus of K, together with a left-invariant
orthonormal frame (Hℓ+s+1, . . ., H2m) tangent to T. Notice that, by construction,

[Hi, Hj] = 0 for any 1 ≤ i, j ≤ 2m . (3.2)

Denote also by ̟ :M → K/T the composition of the canonical projection of M onto its last factor and
the projection K → K/T.

Definition 3.1. An almost-complex structure J on (M, g) is called standard if it satisfies the properties
listed below.

i) The global orthonormal frame (H1, . . ., H2m) on M is J-invariant and J acts on it as

JHi =

2m∑

j=1

Hjaji , (3.3)

where A = (aji) ∈ U(m) ⊂ SO(2m) is a (constant) matrix.
6



ii) On any transverse Sasaki distribution H⊥
ℓ+i ∩ TSi, with 1 ≤ i ≤ s, J coincides with the transverse

complex structure of Si.
iii) J projects via ̟ onto a K-invariant complex structure on the full flag manifold K/T.

Any almost-complex structure J defined as above turns out to be integrable, indeed

Lemma 3.2. The triple (M, g, J), where (M, g) is given by (3.1) and J is standard according to Defini-
tion 3.1, is a Hermitian manifold.

Proof. The fact that J is a g-orthogonal almost-complex structure follows directly from the construction.
Moreover, since the coefficients aij in (3.3) are constant, by (3.2) we get that NJ(Hi, Hj) = 0 for any
1 ≤ i, j ≤ 2m and so the Nijenhuis tensor NJ of J vanishes. �

We now prove that these Hermitian manifolds are BKL. Let us consider now the Lie algebra k := Lie(K)
and define the left-invariant 3-fom B ∈ Λ3k∗ by

B(V,W,Z) := −g([V,W ], Z) . (3.4)

Proposition 3.3. Let (M, g) be a Riemannian manifold as in (3.1) endowed with a standard complex
structure J . Then, the torsion T of its Bismut connection is given by

T =

s∑

i=1

H∗
ℓ+i ∧ dH∗

ℓ+i +B . (3.5)

Proof. We begin by computing the fundamental 2-form ω = g(J · , ··) with respect to an appropriate
frame. Since the vector fields (H1, . . ., Hℓ) on Rℓ are D-parallel, we have

dH∗
i = 0 for 1 ≤ i ≤ ℓ . (3.6)

Let us fix now a local unitary frame (Eℓ+i, Fℓ+i) for H⊥
ℓ+i ∩ TSi, for any 1 ≤ i ≤ s. A straightforward

computation shows then that

DHℓ+i = E∗
ℓ+i ⊗ Fℓ+i − F ∗

ℓ+i ⊗ Eℓ+i ,

DEℓ+i = F ∗
ℓ+i ⊗Hℓ+i − ϑℓ+i ⊗ Fℓ+i ,

DFℓ+i = −E∗
ℓ+i ⊗Hℓ+i + ϑℓ+i ⊗ Eℓ+i ,

(3.7)

where ϑℓ+i is a local 1-form on Si. Therefore, the differentials of the associated coframe (H∗
ℓ+i, E

∗
ℓ+i, F

∗
ℓ+i)

is given by
dH∗

ℓ+i = 2E∗
ℓ+i ∧ F

∗
ℓ+i ,

dE∗
ℓ+i = F ∗

ℓ+i ∧H
∗
ℓ+i − ϑℓ+i ∧ F

∗
ℓ+i ,

dF ∗
ℓ+i = −E∗

ℓ+i ∧H
∗
ℓ+i + ϑℓ+i ∧ E

∗
ℓ+i .

(3.8)

We observe also that, for any V ∈ k, the differential dV ∗ of its metric dual V ∗ with respect to g verifies

dV ∗ = B(V, · , · ) . (3.9)

By assumption (iii) in Definition 3.1, there exists a choice of positive roots ∆+ for k, with respect
to t := Lie(T), such that J restricts to a linear complex structure on each real root space rα of k.
Consequently, we can fix, for each α ∈ ∆+, a frame of unitary left-invariant vector fields (Xα, Yα) for rα
as in Section 2.2. A direct computation based on (3.9) shows that

dH∗
ℓ+s+i = −

∑

α∈∆+

α(Hℓ+s+i)X
∗
α ∧ Y ∗

α for 1 ≤ i ≤ r . (3.10)

For the sake of notation, we also set

α(Hi) = 0 for any 1 ≤ i ≤ ℓ+ s, for any α ∈ ∆+ .

Let now Q = (qji) ∈ SO(2m) be such that

A = Q




0 −1

1 0

.
.
.

0 −1

1 0


Qt ,

where A = (aji) ∈ U(m) is as in (3.3), and denote by (Z1, . . ., Z2m) the new frame defined by

Zi :=

2m∑

j=1

Hjqji , (3.11)
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so that g(Zi, Zj) = δij and JZ2i−1 = Z2i. Therefore, ω takes the form

ω =

m∑

i=1

Z∗
2i−1 ∧ Z

∗
2i +

s∑

i=1

E∗
ℓ+i ∧ F

∗
ℓ+i +

∑

α∈∆+

X∗
α ∧ Y ∗

α . (3.12)

Let us compute now the 3-form T = −dcω. By (3.8), it is immediate to see that

d(E∗
ℓ+i ∧ F

∗
ℓ+i) = 0 for any 1 ≤ i ≤ s

and so

−dc

(
m∑

i=1

E∗
ℓ+i ∧ F

∗
ℓ+i

)
= 0 . (3.13)

Moreover, by (3.10) and (3.11), one has

J−1dZ∗
i = J−1




2m∑

j=1

dH∗
j qji




= J−1




ℓ+s∑

j=ℓ+1

2E∗
j ∧ F ∗

j qji −

2m∑

j=ℓ+s+1

∑

α∈∆+

α(Hj)qjiX
∗
α ∧ Y ∗

α




=

ℓ+s∑

j=ℓ+1

2E∗
j ∧ F ∗

j qji −

2m∑

j=ℓ+s+1

∑

α∈∆+

α(Hj)qjiX
∗
α ∧ Y ∗

α

and so

−dc

(
m∑

i=1

Z∗
2i−1 ∧ Z

∗
2i

)
=

m∑

i=1

(
− dcZ∗

2i−1 ∧ Z
∗
2i + Z∗

2i−1 ∧ dcZ∗
2i

)

=

2m∑

i=1

Z∗
i ∧ J−1dZ∗

i

=

2m∑

i=1

Z∗
i ∧




ℓ+s∑

j=ℓ+1

2E∗
j ∧ F ∗

j qji −

2m∑

j=ℓ+s+1

∑

α∈∆+

α(Hj)qjiX
∗
α ∧ Y ∗

α




=

ℓ+s∑

j=ℓ+1

2H∗
j ∧ E∗

j ∧ F ∗
j −

2m∑

j=ℓ+s+1

∑

α∈∆+

α(Hj)H
∗
j ∧X∗

α ∧ Y ∗
α

=

s∑

i=1

H∗
ℓ+i ∧ dH∗

ℓ+i +

r∑

i=1

H∗
ℓ+s+i ∧ dH∗

ℓ+s+i . (3.14)

For the last term of T , we observe that

dcX∗
α = −J−1dY ∗

α , dcY ∗
α = J−1dX∗

α

and so

−dc

(
∑

α∈∆+

X∗
α ∧ Y ∗

α

)
=
∑

α∈∆+

X∗
α ∧ J−1dX∗

α + Y ∗
α ∧ J−1dY ∗

α . (3.15)

Is it then easy to see that

Eℓ+i y d
c

(
∑

α∈∆+

X∗
α ∧ Y ∗

α

)
= Fℓ+i y d

c

(
∑

α∈∆+

X∗
α ∧ Y ∗

α

)
= 0 . (3.16)

Moreover, a straightforward computation shows that, for any 1 ≤ i ≤ 2m,

Hi y J
−1dX∗

α = α(Hi)X
∗
α , Hi y J

−1dY ∗
α = α(Hi)Y

∗
α

and so, by (3.15), we get

Hi y d
c

(
∑

α∈∆+

X∗
α ∧ Y ∗

α

)
= −

∑

α∈∆+

Hi y

(
X∗

α ∧ J−1dX∗
α

)
+Hi y

(
Y ∗
α ∧ J−1dY ∗

α

)

=
∑

α∈∆+

X∗
α ∧

(
Hi y J

−1dX∗
α

)
+ Y ∗

α ∧
(
Hi y J

−1dY ∗
α

)
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=
∑

α∈∆+

α(Hi)
(
X∗

α ∧X∗
α + Y ∗

α ∧ Y ∗
α

)

= 0 . (3.17)

Finally we observe that, by (3.10), it follows that

dH∗
ℓ+s+i = J−1dH∗

ℓ+s+i for any 1 ≤ i ≤ r

and so
(

r∑

i=1

H∗
ℓ+s+i ∧ dH∗

ℓ+s+i +
∑

α∈∆+

X∗
α ∧ J−1dX∗

α + Y ∗
α ∧ J−1dY ∗

α

)
(U, V,W ) =

=

(
r∑

i=1

H∗
ℓ+s+i ∧ J

−1dH∗
ℓ+s+i +

∑

α∈∆+

X∗
α ∧ J−1dX∗

α + Y ∗
α ∧ J−1dY ∗

α

)
(U, V,W )

=

r∑

i=1

(
g(Hℓ+s+i, U)dH∗

ℓ+s+i(JV, JW ) + g(Hℓ+s+i, V )dH∗
ℓ+s+i(JW, JU)

+ g(Hℓ+s+i,W )dH∗
ℓ+s+i(JU, JV )

)

+
∑

α∈∆+

(
g(Xα, U)dX∗

α(JV, JW ) + g(Xα, V )dX∗
α(JW, JU) + g(Xα,W )dX∗

α(JU, JV )

+ g(Yα, U)dY ∗
α (JV, JW ) + g(Yα, V )dY ∗

α (JW, JU) + g(Yα,W )dY ∗
α (JU, JV )

)

=

r∑

i=1

(
g(Hℓ+s+i, U)B(Hℓ+s+i, JV, JW ) + g(Hℓ+s+i, V )B(Hℓ+s+i, JW, JU)

+ g(Hℓ+s+i,W )B(Hℓ+s+i, JU, JV )
)

+
∑

α∈∆+

(
g(Xα, U)B(Xα, JV, JW ) + g(Xα, V )B(Xα, JW, JU) + g(Xα,W )B(Xα, JU, JV )

+ g(Yα, U)B(Yα, JV, JW ) + g(Yα, V )B(Yα, JW, JU) + g(Yα,W )B(Yα, JU, JV )
)

= B(U, JV, JW ) +B(V, JW, JU) +B(W,JU, JV )

= −g(U, [JV, JW ]) + g(U, J [V, JW ]) + g(U, J [JV,W ])

= −g(U, [V,W ])

= B(U, V,W ) . (3.18)

Therefore, (3.5) follows from (3.12), (3.13), (3.14), (3.15), (3.16), (3.17), and (3.18). �

We are ready now to prove the main result of this section, that is

Theorem 3.4. Any Riemannian manifold (M, g) as in (3.1) endowed with a standard complex structure
J is BKL.

Proof. By (3.5), the torsion 3-form T splits accordingly to (3.1), and so ∇ restricts to metric connections
with totally skew-symmetric torsion on each factor of (3.1). By [72, Theorem 1], the BKL condition is
equivalent to (2.7), and so we need to show that dT = 0 and ∇T = 0 on each factor.

On K, the restricted Bismut connection takes the form

∇ = D + 1
2B ,

where B was defined in (3.4), and so is flat by [54, Chapter X, Proposition 2.12]. A direct computation
based on the Jacobi identity shows that dB = 0. Moreover, by [2, Proposition 2.1], it follows that

(∇V B)(X,Y, Z) = 1
2dB(X,Y, Z, V ) = 0

for any X,Y, Z, V ∈ k.
On each Si, one has

d
(
H∗

ℓ+i ∧ dH∗
ℓ+i

)
= 0 .
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Moreover, if we choose a local unitary frame (Eℓ+i, Fℓ+i) for H
⊥
ℓ+i ∩ TSi as in the proof of Proposition

3.3, by (3.7) and (3.8) we get

∇Hℓ+i = 0 ,

∇Eℓ+i = H∗
ℓ+i ⊗ Fℓ+i − ϑℓ+i ⊗ Fℓ+i ,

∇Fℓ+i = −H∗
ℓ+i ⊗ Eℓ+i + ϑℓ+i ⊗ Eℓ+i ,

and so

∇H∗
ℓ+i = 0 , ∇dH∗

ℓ+i = 2∇
(
E∗

ℓ+i ∧ F
∗
ℓ+i

)
= 0 .

This concludes the proof. �

4. Classification of pluriclosed manifolds with parallel Bismut torsion

Let (M2n, J, g) be a simply-connected BKL manifold of complex dimension n. We assume that (M,J)
is complex irreducible, i.e., it does not split as a product of complex manifolds of lower dimension, and
that g is non-Kähler. We follow the notation of Section 2. From equations (2.7), the following crucial
observation holds true.

Proposition 4.1. Let o ∈ M be a distinguished point and g := (ToM,To). Then, g is a Lie algebra
and the triple G = (TM, T, g) is a Lie algebra bundle over M . Moreover, for any point p ∈ M , gp is a
bi-invariant Euclidean scalar product on (TpM,Tp) and Jp is a linear complex structure on (TpM,Tp).

Proof. By [50, Eq. (3.20)], equations (2.7) imply that

g(T (X,Y ), T (Z, V )) + g(T (Y, Z), T (X,V )) + g(T (Z,X), T (Y, V )) = 0 .

Since T is totally skew-symmetric, it follows that

g(T (X,Y ), T (Z, V )) = g(T (T (X,Y ), Z), V )

and so

T (T (X,Y ), Z) + T (T (Y, Z), X) + T (T (Z,X), Y ) = 0 ,

i.e., T verifies the Jacobi identity. Fix now p ∈M and let γ : [0, 1] →M be a geodesic verifying γ(0) = o
and γ(1) = p. Denote by τγ : ToM → TpM the ∇-parallel transport along γ. Then, since T is parallel,
it is immediate to realize that (τγ)

∗Tp = To. This implies that each fiber (TpM,Tp) is isomorphic as Lie
algebra to g, which implies that G = (TM, T, g) is a Lie algebra bundle in virtue of [52, Theorem 3].

Fix now p ∈M and let v, w1, w2 ∈ TpM . Notice that

gp(Tp(v, w1), w2) = −gp(w1, Tp(v, w2)) ,

which in turn implies that gp is a bi-invariant Euclidean scalar product on (TpM,Tp). Finally, (2.2)
implies that

Tp(Jpw1, Jpw2) = Tp(w1, w2) + JpTp(Jpw1, w2) + JpTp(w1, Jpw2)

and so Jp is a linear complex structure on (TpM,Tp). �

By [58, Section 2], for any p ∈M , the complex structure Jp determines a unique maximal torus T̃p of
(TpM,Tp) (see Section 2.2). Let also Zp be the center of (TpM,Tp), Tp the gp-orthogonal complement

of Zp in T̃p and Pp the gp-orthogonal complement of T̃p in TpM . In all these cases, the dependence on
the point p is smooth and so these spaces determine the following splitting of the Lie algebra bundle G
as the direct sum of g-orthogonal subbundles:

G = Z + T + P . (4.1)

Notice that Z and T are, in particular, Lie algebra subbundles of G, with typical fibers z and t, respec-
tively, while P is just a vector subbundle, with typical fiber p. For the sake of notation, we set ℓ := dim(z)
and q := dim(t).

Proposition 4.2. The distributions Z, T and P in (4.1) are ∇-parallel.
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Proof. Since the parallel transport preserves the Lie algebra structure of the fibers of G, it follows by

construction that the distribution T̃ = Z + T is ∇-parallel. Moreover, the distribution Z is also ∇-
parallel. Indeed, if we fix a point p ∈M and a path γ : I ⊂ R →M such that 0 ∈ I and γ(0) = p. Then,
given z ∈ Zp, we denote by Z = Z(t) the ∇-parallel vector field along γ = γ(t) such that Z(0) = z.
Since the torsion T is ∇-parallel, it follows that

∇γ̇(t)

(
Z(t)yTγ(t)

)
=
(
∇γ̇(t)Z(t)

)
yTγ(t) + Z(t)y

(
∇γ̇(t)Tγ(t)

)
= 0

and so, since zyTp = 0, we get Z(t)yTγ(t) = 0 for any t ∈ I. Finally, since ∇ preserves g, it follows that

T , that is the orthogonal complement of Z inside T̃ , and P , that is the orthogonal complement of T̃
inside G, are ∇-parallel too. �

Next, we are going to show that T is ∇-flat, which will allow us to deduce that it is globally generated
by ∇-parallel vector fields. We begin with the following

Lemma 4.3. The following equality holds true: T + JT = T + Z.

Proof. First of all, we need to prove that Z does not contain any J-invariant subdistribution. As a matter

of fact, suppose V ⊂ Z is the maximal J-invariant subdistribution of Z, and let Ṽ be the distribution
defined at any point p ∈M by

Ṽp := Vp + spanR

{
∇k

X1,...,Xk
Y
∣∣
p
: X1, . . ., Xk ∈ Γ(U;TM) , Y ∈ Γ(U;V) , p ∈ U ⊂M , k ∈ N

}
.

By construction, since both J and Z are ∇-parallel, it is straightforward to verify that Ṽ is a J-invariant

and ∇-parallel subdistribution of Z. By the maximality assumption, we get V = Ṽ and so V is ∇-parallel.
Since V ⊂ Z, we get DX = ∇X for any X ∈ Γ(U;V), and so V is D-parallel. Since, by hypothesis,
(M,J, g) does not contain any Kähler de Rham factor, we conclude that V is trivial.

Finally, let us consider the sum T + JT . This is a J-invariant distribution in Z + T , which is also J-
invariant. Therefore, the orthogonal complement of T +JT inside Z+T is a J-invariant subdistribution
of Z. In virtue of the above argument, this complement has to be trivial, and so the thesis follows. �

Remark 4.4. From the above proof, it immediately follows that q ≥ ℓ, that is, the dimension ℓ = dim(z)
of the center z can not be greater than half of the dimension ℓ+ q of the whole maximal torus t+ z.

Proposition 4.5. The Bismut curvature R satisfies the following property at any point p ∈M : Rv,wz =
0 for v, w, z ∈ TpM whenever at least one of them lies in Tp. In particular, R vanishes identically on T .

Proof. Fix p ∈M and v, w, z ∈ TpM . We stress the following facts.

i) By Lemma 4.3, any vector c ∈ Zp can be written as a sum c = h+ Jh′, for some h, h′ ∈ Tp;
ii) Any vector h ∈ Tp can be written as

h =
∑

i

λi T (ei, Jei) ,

for some ei ∈ Pp and λi ∈ R (see Section 2.2);
iii) Since ∇J = 0, then R ·,· ◦ J = J ◦R ·,·

iv) Since ∇T = 0, then

R ·,·(T (u1, u2)) = T (R ·,·u1, u2) + T (u1, R ·,·u2)

for any u1, u2 ∈ TpM .

These facts, together with (2.5), allow us to reduce the cases when at least one of the three vectors v, w, z
lies in Tp to the following case: z ∈ Dp, with Dp ∈

{
Zp, Tp,Pp}, and v, w ∈ D⊥

p . Since by the Proposition
4.2 the distributions Z, T and P are ∇-parallel, we get Rv,wz ∈ Dp. Moreover, by the torsionless first
Bianchi identity (1-Bnc), it follows that

Rv,wz = −Rw,zv −Rz,vw ∈ D⊥
p

and so Rv,wz = 0, which concludes the proof. �

Since M is simply-connected, Proposition 4.5 ensures that we can use parallel transport to define
a global, orthonormal, ∇-parallel frame (Hℓ+1, . . ., Hℓ+q) for T . Consequently, the skew-symmetric
endomorphism fields

Hℓ+iyT |P with 1 ≤ i ≤ q

are also ∇-parallel, which in turn implies, by using the parallel transport, that their (complexified)
eigenspaces are ∇-parallel, and their eigenvalues are constant. This allows us to split P into a sum of
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globally defined, two-dimensional, J-invariant, ∇-parallel distributions Rα, corresponding to a choice of
positive roots α ∈ ∆+ for the Lie algebra g. More concretely:

G = Z + T +
∑

α∈∆+

Rα . (4.2)

Notice that since the distributions Rα are ∇-parallel, we get

R ·,·Rα ⊂ Rα .

Moreover, thanks to (2.5), this symmetry also holds true in the first two entries of R, that is, the only
possibly non-vanishing components of the curvature R are of the form

R(vα, Jvα, vβ, Jvβ) for α, β ∈ ∆+, vα ∈ Rα|p, vβ ∈ Rβ |p, p ∈M . (4.3)

Moreover, using the torsionless first Bianchi identity (1-Bnc) as in the proof of Proposition 4.5, we
deduce that the components in (4.3) with α 6= β vanish. Therefore, we conclude that the only possibly
non-vanishing components of the curvature R are of the form

R(vα, Jvα, vα, Jvα) for α ∈ ∆+, vα ∈ Rα|p, p ∈M . (4.4)

Equation (4.4) plays a central role in the proof of the following

Proposition 4.6. Any Lie algebra subbundle of T +P whose typical fiber is an ideal of t+ p of rank at
least 2 is ∇-flat.

Proof. We fix an open set U ⊂M such that each Rα|U is generated by a local unitary frame {Vα, JVα},
so that

T (H,Vα) = α(H)JVα , T (H, JVα) = −α(H)Vα

for any H ∈ Γ(U; T ). Let θ be the connection 1-form associated to ∇ with respect to the local frame
{Hℓ+1, . . ., Hℓ+q} ∪ {Vα, JVα : α ∈ ∆+}. By construction, ∇Hℓ+i = 0 for any 1 ≤ i ≤ q. Moreover,
we know that ∇XVα lies in Rα|U and it is straightforward to check that it is orthogonal to Vα, for any
X ∈ Γ(U;TM). Therefore, the only possibly non-vanishing components of θ are given by

∇Vα = θα ⊗ JVα . (4.5)

Take now two roots α1, α2 ∈ ∆+ such that their sum is itself a root α3 := α1 + α2 ∈ ∆+. Then, by
standard root spaces relations (see Section 2.2), we have

2 ηα1,α2∇Vα3 = ∇
(
T (Vα1 , Vα2)

)
−∇

(
T (JVα1 , JVα2)

)

= T (∇Vα1 , Vα2) + T (Vα1 ,∇Vα2)− T (J∇Vα1 , JVα2 )− T (JVα1 , J∇Vα2)

= (θα1 + θα2)⊗
(
T (Vα1 , JVα2)− T (Vα2 , JVα1)

)

= 2 ηα1,α2 (θα1 + θα2)⊗ JVα3

which implies
θα3 = θα1 + θα2 . (4.6)

Notice now that the curvature tensor R can be locally computed by means of the connection form θ
using the Cartan structure equation R ·,· = dθ− θ ∧ θ. Moreover, by (4.5), it is straightforward to check
that the above formula reduces to

R ·,·Vα = dθα ⊗ JVα . (4.7)

Consequently, by using also (4.6), we get

R ·,·Vα3 = dθα1 ⊗ JVα3 + dθα2 ⊗ JVα3

which, together with (4.4), implies that the curvature vanishes in these directions. We finally remark
that, in any compact simple Lie algebra of rank at least 2, any root fits in a triple like the one above,
concluding the proof. �

It follows from Proposition 4.6 that T + P decomposes as a sum of s non-Bismut flat Lie algebra

subbundles A
(i)
1 , whose typical fiber is su(2), and a Bismut flat Lie algebra subbundle K with typical

fiber k, that is

G = Z +

s∑

i=1

A
(i)
1 +K . (4.8)

By construction, the torsion T splits accordingly to (4.8). Moreover, since the decomposition (4.8) is
∇-parallel, it is alsoD-parallel, and hence induces different de Rham factors. Notice that the distribution
Z is D-flat, while the other factors are characterized as follows.
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Lemma 4.7. Any distribution A
(i)
1 , for i = 1, . . . , s, corresponds to a de Rham factor Si which is a

3-dimensional Sasaki manifold.

Proof. Fix an index i = 1, . . . , s. By construction, Si is a complete Riemannian manifold of dimen-
sion 3 endowed with a distinguished complete, ∇-parallel vector field Hℓ+i. Since ∇·Hℓ+i = 0, it is
straightforward to check that it is Killing and

D·Hℓ+i =
1

2
T (Hℓ+i, · ) . (4.9)

Moreover, since A
(i)
1 is a Lie algebra bundle whose typical fiber is su(2), it follows that H⊥

ℓ+i∩A
(i)
1 admits

local generators (Ei, Fi) satisfying

T (Hℓ+i, Ei) = −2Fi , T (Hℓ+i, Fi) = +2Ei (4.10)

and so

T (Hℓ+i, · )|H⊥

ℓ+i
∩A

(i)
1

= −2 J |
H⊥

ℓ+i
∩A

(i)
1
.

Moreover, by (4.9) and (4.10), it follows that H∗
ℓ+i ∧ dH∗

ℓ+i is a volume form. Therefore, Si is a Sasaki
manifold with Reeb vector field Hℓ+i. �

Lemma 4.8. The distribution K corresponds to a compact semisimple Lie group K equipped with a
bi-invariant metric.

Proof. Let us denote by K the complete Riemannian manifold corresponding to distribution K. By
construction, the Bismut connection ∇ of (M,J, g) restricts to a flat Riemannian connection with skew-
symmetric torsion on K, that we will still denote by ∇. Let now K = K1+ . . .+Kp be the decomposition
of the Lie algebra bundle K corresponding to the splitting of k into simple ideal k1, . . ., kp. Being ∇-flat,
each Ki is also Riemannian-irreducible, and so K splits as a product of complete Riemannian manifolds

K = K1 × . . .× Kp .

Therefore, we can apply [2, Theorem 2.2]. In particular, by (2.7), we fall into the case σT = 0 in the
above-mentioned theorem. Consequently, we can conclude that each Ki is a compact, simple Lie group
and the induced metric is bi-invariant. �

We are finally ready to gather all the results needed to obtain Theorem A.

Proof of Theorem A. Let (M2n, J, g) be a complete, simply-connected Hermitian manifold. If it decom-
poses as a product of Hermitian irreducible factors, each of them is either Kähler or a Riemannian
product as in ⋆ endowed with a standard complex structure, then (M2n, J, g) is pluriclosed with parallel
Bismut torsion by Theorem 3.4. On the other hand, if (M2n, J, g) is pluriclosed with parallel Bismut
torsion, then each Hermitian irreducible non-Kähler factor of M is of the form (⋆) by (4.8), Lemma 4.7
and Lemma 4.8. Moreover, the complex structure J on each non-Kähler factor is standard (see Defini-
tion 3.1). Indeed, it is compatible with the transverse complex distribution on each Sasaki factor and it
projects onto a K-invariant complex structure on the full flag manifold K/T (see (4.2), (4.8) and Lemma
4.7). Finally, it preserves the distribution Z + T and it acts on the global generators (H1, . . ., H2m) as
in (3.3), since all the vector fields Hi, JHi are ∇-parallel. �

5. Classification in low dimensions

In this section, we show how Theorem A can be used to recover all the previous classification results
in low dimension. We start with the 2-dimensional case, where it is known that the BKL condition is
equivalent to being Vaisman. Before stating the result, let us recall the definition of a Vaisman metric.
Given a Hermitian manifold (M2n, J, g), its Lee form is the 1-form φ uniquely determined by the equation

dωn−1 = ωn−1 ∧ φ ,

where ω = g(J · , · ). Then, the Hermitian metric g is said to be Vaisman if Dφ = 0 and satisfies

dω =
1

n− 1
ω ∧ φ .

Theorem 5.1 (see Theorem 2 in [72]). Let (M4, J) be a complex surface and g a complete Hermitian
metric on it. If (M4, J, g) is BKL, then the metric g is Vaisman.
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Proof. Denote by φ the Lee form of (M,J, g). By Theorem A, the Hermitian universal cover of (M,J, g) is
holomorphically isometric to the product R×S, where S is a Sasaki 3-manifold, endowed with a standard
complex structure according to Definition 3.1. More precisely, if we denote by H the Reeb vector field
of S, then JH is tangent to the factor R and we can consider local orthonormal generators (E, JE) of
the orthogonal complement H⊥ ∩ TS. Following (3.8) and (3.6), the differential of the corresponding
covectors E∗, JE∗, H∗, JH∗ are given by

dH∗ = 2E∗ ∧ JE∗ ,

dJH∗ = 0 ,

dE∗ = JE∗ ∧H∗ − ϑ ∧ JE∗ ,

dJE∗ = −E∗ ∧H∗ + ϑ ∧ E∗ ,

where ϑ is a local 1-form on S. Therefore, the corresponding fundamental 2-form ω can be locally written
as

ω = E∗ ∧ JE∗ +H∗ ∧ JH∗

and so
dω = 2E∗ ∧ JE∗ ∧ JH∗ = 2ω ∧ JH∗ ,

which means that 2 JH∗ is the pullback of the Lee form φ on the universal cover. Since JH∗ isD-parallel,
this implies that (M,J, g) is a Vaisman surface. �

We now move to the classification of BKL manifolds in complex dimensions 3, 4, and 5, obtained in
[71] and [73]. Before doing this, we recall that, according to their terminology, a BKL manifold is full
if and only if its Hermitian universal cover admits no Kähler de Rham factors. It is then reasonable to
classify full BKL manifolds, since any BKL manifold splits as the product of a Kähler manifold and a full
BKL manifold. By Theorem A and the classification of compact, simply-connected simple Lie groups
(see e.g. [19, Chapter V]), we recover the following

Theorem 5.2 (see Theorem 7 in [71], Theorem 4 and Theorem 5 in [73]). Let (M2n, J, g) be a complete,

full, BKL manifold of complex dimension n and (M̃, J, g) its Hermitian universal cover.

i) If n = 3, then (M̃, J, g) is holomorphically isometric to the product S1 × S2 of two Sasaki 3-
dimensional manifolds, equipped with a standard complex structure.

ii) If n = 4, then (M̃, J, g) is holomorphically isometric to SU(3) with a Bismut flat Hermitian structure
or the product R2 × S1 × S2, equipped with a standard complex structure.

iii) If n = 5, then (M̃, J, g) is holomorphically isometric to Spin(5) or SU(3) × R2, equipped with a
Bismut flat Hermitian structure, or the product R×S1 ×S2 × S3, equipped with a standard complex
structure.

With the same approach, one can also write down the possibilities in higher dimensions. For example,
we list here the cases in complex dimension 6.

Theorem 5.3. Let (M12, J, g) be a complete, full, BKL manifold of complex dimension 6. Then, its

Hermitian universal cover (M̃, J, g) is holomorphically isometric to one of the following:

i) R
2 × Spin(5), equipped with a Bismut flat Hermitian structure;

ii) R × S × SU(3), where S is a Sasaki 3-dimensional manifold, equipped with a standard complex
structure;

iii) the product S1 × S2 × S3 × S4 of four Sasaki 3-dimensional manifolds, equipped with a standard
complex structure;

iv) the product R3 × S1 × S2 × S3 of three Sasaki 3-dimensional manifolds and R3, equipped with a
standard complex structure.

Remark 5.4. For the sake of clarity, we stress the following fact. Differently from Section 4, in order
to simplify the statements of the theorems in this section, we address the homogeneous manifold SU(2)
as a Sasaki 3-dimensional manifold.

Notice that the first example of complete, simply-connected, full, non-Kähler and non Bismut flat,
BKL manifold which is not just the product of Sasakian 3-manifolds and Euclidean factors, namely
SU(3) × S × R, appears in complex dimension 6. This example shows that, in [71, 72, 73], the authors
find only BKL manifolds that were either Bismut flat or products Rℓ × ΠiSi because of dimensional
reasons. On the contrary, by Proposition 4.6, the presence of non Bismut flat Sasaki components of
dimension d > 3 on these manifolds is obstructed by geometric reasons (see also [7, Proposition 5.6]).
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For the convenience of the reader, we point out that, in [71, 72, 73], the authors conduct their analysis
distinguishing different cases by means of the rank rB of a suitable bilinear form (see [73, Definition 2]).
In our notation, rB coincides with the quantity

rB =
1

2

(
dimRM − dim(t+ z)

)
=

1

2
(2n− (ℓ+ s+ r)) = n−m , (5.1)

where n = dimCM and the numbers ℓ, s, r,m ∈ N are as in the beginning of Section 3 (see (3.1)). Notice
that, by Remark 4.4 (where, by definition, q = s+ r), the condition of being full implies that

n

2
≤ rB ≤ n− 1 ,

see also [73, Theorem 1]. For n = 2 and n = 3, the rank rB gives no additional information about the
geometry of BKL manifolds. For n ≥ 4, the case rB = n

2 is reached when dim(t+ z) = n, while the case
rB = n− 1 corresponds to dim(t+ z) = 2. Then, Theorem A reduces the problem of characterizing these
extremal cases to a Lie theoretical classification problem, namely, finding real compact Lie algebras of
dimension 2n with rank n and 2, respectively. Hence, we recover the following result, originally obtained
in [73].

Theorem 5.5 (Theorem 2 and Theorem 4 in [73]). Let (M2n, J, g) be a complete, full, BKL manifold
of complex dimension n ≥ 4 and rB as in (5.1).

i) If rB = n
2 , the Hermitian universal cover (M̃, J, g) is holomorphically isometric to the product

S1 × . . .× SrB of rB Sasaki 3-dimensional manifolds, equipped with a standard complex structure.
ii) If rB = n− 1, then (M,J, g) is Bismut flat.

6. Pluriclosed CYT manifolds with parallel Bismut torsion

From the classification obtained in Theorem A, it is evident that BKL manifolds without Kähler de
Rham factors are close to being Bismut flat manifolds. More precisely, the Bismut curvature tensor
vanishes everywhere unless, possibly, on the Sasaki factors Si (see Proposition 4.5 and Proposition 4.6).
Moreover, the Reeb vector field Hℓ+i of Si is ∇-parallel for any 1 ≤ i ≤ s, therefore, the Bismut
curvature R may be different from zero only on the 2-dimensional orthogonal complement H⊥

ℓ+i ∩TSi of
Hℓ+i (see (4.4)). By dimensional reason, it is then evident that the Bismut Ricci form (2.4) carries all
the information of the curvature.

Thanks to this basic idea, we can recover [73, Theorem 3, Remark 1] and [18, Theorem 1.1], concerning
the sign of the Bismut Ricci form. For the sake of notation, we recall that (M,J, g) is said to be Calabi-
Yau with torsion (CYT for short) if its Bismut Ricci form ρ vanishes.

Theorem 6.1 (see Theorem 3 and Remark 1 in [73], Theorem 1.1 in [18]). Let (M,J, g) be a complete

BKL manifold and (M̃, J, g) its Hermitian universal cover. Denote by ρ the Bismut Ricci form of
(M,J, g).

i) If (M,J, g) is CYT, then (M̃, J, g) is holomorphically isometric to the product of a Kähler Ricci-flat
manifold and a Bismut flat manifold.

ii) If (M̃, J, g) contains no Kähler de Rham factors, then the Bismut bisectional curvature of (M,J, g)
is non-negative (resp. non-positive) if and only if ρ is non-negative (resp. non-positive).

Proof. From Theorem A we know that M̃ decomposes as a product of Hermitian irreducible factors,
each of them is either Kähler or a Riemannian product

R
ℓ ×

s∏

i=1

Si × K

of a Euclidean component Rℓ, s Sasaki 3-dimensional manifolds Si, and a compact semisimple Lie group
K, of rank r, with a bi-invariant metric, endowed with the standard complex structure as in Definition
3.1, with ℓ ≤ s + r. Here, following Section 4, we are assuming that each Sasaki factor Si is not the
homogeneous manifold SU(2). It is then sufficient to focus on each non-Kähler irreducible factor, since
the Bismut Ricci form splits accordingly and coincides with the Riemannian Ricci form on the Kähler
factors.

Fix then a non-Kähler irreducible factor. By (4.4), its Bismut curvature tensor R reduces to s scalar
functions and

ρ(Ei, JEi) = R(Ei, JEi, JEi, Ei) ,
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where (Ei, JEi) are local unitary frames for H⊥
ℓ+i ∩ TSi, 1 ≤ i ≤ s. Therefore, ρ = 0 if and only if

R = 0, which corresponds to the case s = 0. Moreover, if s > 0, then the sign of the Bismut bisectional
curvature is completely determined by the the sign of ρ, and this concludes the proof. �

Remark 6.2. During this proof, we observed the following well-known fact: a simply-connected, Bismut
flat manifold is holomorphically isometric to an even dimensional Lie group Rℓ ×K, where K is compact
and semisimple, endowed with a bi-invariant metric and a left-invariant complex structure. Following
[66], we refer to them as Samelson spaces.

Remark 6.3. From the above proof it is also clear that, for dimensional reasons, on a BKL surface,
that is a Vaisman surface in virtue of [72, Theorem 2], the Bismut bisectional curvature reduces to a
single scalar function, that coincides with the Bismut scalar curvature.

Finally, we prove a structure result for compact CYT and BKL manifolds. Before doing that, we
provide a proof for the following lemma, which is well-known to the experts.

Lemma 6.4. Let (M̃, g) be a simply-connected, complete Riemannian manifold and let

(M̃, g) ≃ R
ℓ × (M̃1, g1)× . . .× (M̃k, gk) (6.1)

its de Rham decomposition. Then, the full isometry group Iso(M̃, g) splits as

Iso(M̃, g) ≃ Iso(Rℓ)×
(
S⋉

(
Iso(M̃1, g1)× . . .× Iso(M̃k, gk)

))
, (6.2)

where S denotes the finite group that permutes the isometric factors of (6.1).

Proof. By [53, Sect VI.3, Lemma 2], there is a injective group homomorphism

Iso(Rℓ)× Iso(M̃1, g1)× . . .× Iso(M̃k, gk) → Iso(M̃, g) .

Moreover, by [53, Sect VI.3, Theorem 3.5], we know that

dim Iso(Rℓ) +
∑

1≤i≤k

dim Iso(M̃i, gi) = dim Iso(M̃, g) .

It remains to show that any isometry of (M̃, g) must preserve or interchange the irreducible factors in

(6.1). Let ϕ ∈ Iso(M̃, g) be an isometry, p ∈ M̃ a point and consider the holonomy decomposition

TM̃ = V 0 + V 1 + . . .+ V k

of the tangent bundle TM̃ . By [53, Sect VI.3, Lemma 2], the differential dϕ|p preserves the holonomy
decomposition up to order, i.e., dϕ|p(V

0
p ) = V 0

ϕ(p) and there exists a permutation σ of k elements such

that dϕ|p(V
i
p ) = V

σ(i)
ϕ(p) for any 1 ≤ i ≤ k. Write p ≃ (p0, p1, . . ., pk) and ϕ(p) ≃ (q0, q1, . . ., qk) according

to (6.1). Then, since any factor in (6.1) is connected, complete and totally geodesic, and ϕ is an isometry,
it follows that

ϕ
(
R

ℓ × {p1} × . . .× {pk}
)
= R

ℓ × {q1} × . . .× {qk}

and
ϕ
(
{p0} × {p1} × . . .× M̃i × . . .× {pk}

)
= {q0} × {q1} × . . .× M̃σ(i) × . . .× {qk}

for any 1 ≤ i ≤ k. Clearly (M̃i, gi) is isometric to (M̃σ(i), gσ(i)) and, since ϕ is smooth, the permutation
σ does not depend on the choice of the point p. This concludes the proof. �

Note that the analogous of Lemma 6.4 also holds for compact, non-simply-connected manifold (see
[26, Corollary 1]). By using Lemma 6.4, we get the following

Theorem 6.5. Let (M,J, g) be a compact, CYT and BKL manifold. Then it splits, up to a finite cover,
as a Hermitian product M = Y ×N , where Y is a compact, simply-connected, Kähler Ricci flat manifold
and N is a compact, Bismut flat manifold.

Proof. By Theorem 6.1 and Remark 6.2, the Hermitian universal cover (M̃, J, g) of (M,J, g) splits iso-
metrically as

(M̃, J, g) = Y × R
ℓ × K ,

where Y is a simply-connected, complete Kähler Ricci flat manifold and Rℓ × K is a Samelson space.
Therefore, (M, g) has non-negative Riemannian Ricci curvature and so, by the Cheeger-Gromoll Theorem
[23, Theorem 3], it follows that Y is compact. Since Y is compact, simply-connected and its Riemannian
Ricci tensor vanishes, the Bochner formula implies that the group Iso(Y) is finite.
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Observe that, by [54, Sect IX.8, Theorem 8.1], each de Rham factor of Y inherits a Kähler structure.
Therefore, no irreducible de Rham factor of Y can be isometric to an irreducible de Rham factor of K.
Consequently, by (6.2), we get

Iso(M̃, g) = Iso(Y)× Iso(Rℓ)× Iso(K) . (6.3)

Let now π1(M) be the fundamental group of M , that acts on M̃ via deck transformations of the cover
by holomorphic isometries. By (6.3), we get an injective group homomorphism

τ =
(
τY , τRℓ , τK

)
: π1(M) → Iso(Y) × Iso(Rℓ)× Iso(K) .

Since Iso(Y) is finite, ker(τY) is a normal subgroup of π1(M) with finite index. Therefore, up to passing
to a finite cover, we may replace π1(M) by ker(τY) (see [43, Proposition 1.36]). This implies that M is
finitely covered by the product Y ×N , where N is compact and Bismut flat. �

We are finally ready to gather all the results needed to obtain Theorem B.

Proof of Theorem B. By Theorem 6.5, it follows that any CYT and BKL manifold (M,J, g) splits, up to
a finite cover, as a product of a compact, simply-connected, Kähler Ricci flat manifold Y and compact,
Bismut flat manifold N . Moreover, by [66, Theorem 1], it follows that N is finitely covered by a local
Samelson space M ′. Finally, it is straightforward to check that any product Y ×M ′ as above is CYT
and BKL. �
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