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CR MANIFOLDS, K-CONTACT MANIFOLDS, AND

GENERALIZED SASAKIAN STRUCTURES

JANET TALVACCHIA

Abstract. In [15], a notion of a generalized Sasakian structure was introduced
in the context of generalized contact geometry, the odd dimensional analogue

of generalized complex geometry introduced by Hitchin and Gualtieri. We
show that k-contact manifolds are generalized Sasakian if and only if they are
classically Sasakian. We show also that strictly pseudo-convex CR manifolds
are always generalized Sasakian.

1. Introduction

Classically, we know that coKähler and Sasakian manifolds yield Kähler struc-
tures on the product manifold M × R albeit via different constructions. It is nat-
ural to ask what the analogs of these spaces would be in the generalized contact
geometry setting, the odd dimensional analog of the generalized complex geometry
of Hitchin and Gualtieri. (See [13, 2, 12, 11, 8, 9, 10] for background on gener-
alized contact and generalized complex structures.) The notion of a generalized
co-Kähler structure was introduced in [7] and it was shown that the product of
two generalized contact manifolds was generalized Käher if each of the generalized
contact manifolds was in fact generalized co-Kähler. The two commuting general-
ized complex structures in this case are constructed using a product construction.
More specifically, if M1 and M2 admit strong generalized contact metric structures
(Φ1, E+,1, E−,1, G1) and (Φ2, E+,2, E−,2, G2) with [E±,i, E∓,i] = 0 and such that
(G1Φ1, G1E+,1, G1E−,1) and (G2Φ2, G2E+,2, G2E−,2) are strong as well, then the
generalized complex structures J1 = Φ1 × Φ2 and J2 = G1Φ1 ×G2Φ2 yield a gen-
eralized Kähler structure on M1 × M2. (See [7]). Sasakian, k-contact and CR
manifolds fall outside of this categorization. In all these cases, even though one can
construct a strong generalized contact metric structure (Φ, E+, E−, G), the corre-
sponding structure (GΦ, GE+, GE−,, G) is never strong. In [14], it was shown that
a notion of generalized Sasakian could not arise from a simple product construction.

A notion of generalized Sasakian structure was introduced in [15] such that if M
was generalized Sasakian, M ×R was generalized Kähler. The commuting complex
structures in this case are formed by first constructing a generalized complex struc-
ture J1 = Φ1×Φ2 from strong generalized contact structures on M and R while the
second generalized complex structure J2 is obtained by making a change of gauge of
the underlying Poisson structure corresponding to J1. Classical Sasakian manifolds
were shown to be generalized Sasakian and the set of generalized Sasakian and the
set of generalized coKähler spaces were shown to have no overlap. Thus there are
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two distinct ways to possibly get generalized Kähler structures on the product of
two strong generalized contact manifolds.

In this paper, we consider where k-contact and CR manifolds fall in this land-
scape. The two main theorems are the following:

Theorem 1.1. A k-contact manifold is generalized Sasakian if and only if it is

classically Sasakian.

Theorem 1.2. Any strictly pseudo-convex CR manifold is generalized Sasakian.

2. Contact Metric Structures, k-contact structures and CR

structures

We begin with a review of k-contact structures and CR structures. We fol-
low the classic texts due to Boyer and Galicki [4] and Blair [3] in this exposition.
Throughout this paper we let M be a smooth manifold of dimension 2n+ 1.

Definition 2.1. M is a contact manifold if there exists a 1-from η such that
η ∧ (dη)n 6= 0. A contact structure on M is an equivalence class of such 1-forms
where η′ ∼ η if there exist a nowhere vanishing function f on M such that η′ = fη.

A contact structure gives rise to a co-dimension one sub-bundle of TM ,D = ker η
and there exists a unique vector field ξ such that η(ξ) = 1 called the Reeb vector
field.

Definition 2.2. An almost contact structure on M is a triple (φ, ξ, η) where φ is
a (1, 1) tensor, ξ is a vector field, and η is a 1-form satisfying φ2 = −Id + ξ ⊗ η,
η(ξ) = 1, and φ(ξ) = 0.

The vector field ξ defines the characteristic foliation Fξ with one dimensional
leaves and the kernel of η defines the co-dimension one sub-bundle D = ker η. If
the one form η satisfies η ∧ (dη)n 6= 0 then it defines a contact structure on M and
ξ is the Reeb vector field. Since φ|D satisfies φ]2D = −Id, D decomposes as a direct

sum of the ±
√
−1 eigenbundles, D = D(1,0) ⊕D(0,1).

Definition 2.3. Given the almost contact triple (φ, ξ, η), a metric g is compatible
with the almost contact structure if g(φ(X), φ(Y )) = g(X,Y ) − η(X)η(Y ) for all
section X,Y of TM ..

Such metrics always exist and then we say the quadruple (φ, ξ, η, g) defines an
almost contact metric structure on M . If η defines a contact structure, we call it a
contact metric structure.

Definition 2.4. A contact metric structure is called k-contact if Lξφ = 0.

Definition 2.5. A contact metric structure is called normal if the Nienhuis torsion
tensor of φ, Nφ(X,Y ) = [φX, φY ] + φ2[X,Y ]− [φX, Y ]− φ[φX, Y ] where X,Y are
section of TM , satisfies Nφ = −2ξ ⊗ dη.

Definition 2.6. A normal contact metric manifold is called Sasakian.

We explore the difference between k-contact and Sasakian structures with more
detail in a way that will be useful in what follows. Given a contact metric structure
(φ, ξ, η, g), the condition Nφ(X,Y ) = −2ξ⊗ dη(X,Y ) for vector fields X and Y on
TM reduces to
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(∗) − [X,Y ] +Xη(Y )ξ − Y η(X)ξ = 0

Consider a local frame [ξ, Zi, Z̄i] of TM ⊗ C where Zi ∈ D(1,0). First let X = ξ

and Y = Zi. Then (*) becomes

−[ξ, Zi]− φ([ξ, φ(Zi)]) = 0.

Thus,

φ([ξ,
√
−1Zi)] = −[ξ, Zi]

which implies

φ([ξ, Zi])] =
√
−1[ξ, Zi].

That is, [ξ, Zi] ∈ D(1,0).
Observe that (*) is also satisfied if X = Zi and Y = Z̄i. (One computes 0=0.)
If we let X = Zi and Y = Zj , we get that

φ([Zi, Zj]) =
√
−1[Zi, Zj].

That is, [Zi, Zj ] ∈ D(1,0).

So the condition M is Sasakian is equivalent to the two conditions [ξ,D(1,0)] ⊂
D(1,0) and [D(1,0), D(1,0)] ⊂ D(1,0). The condition that M is k-contact is equivalent
to just the first condition holding. We see this by expanding the defining relation
Lξφ = 0 using the definition of the Lie derivative of a tensor. Specifically, if

X ∈ D(1,0), then 0 = Lξφ(X) =
√
−1[ξ,X ]− φ([ξ,X ]).

Definition 2.7. Let TCM = TM ⊗ C be the complexified tangent bundle of M .
Let H be a C∞ complex sub-bundle of TCM of dimension l. A CR structure is a
pair (M,H) such that Hp ∩ H̄p = {0} and H is involutive.

Given a CR structure (M,H), there exists a unique sub-bundle D of TM such
that DC = H ⊕ H̄ and a unique bundle map J : D → D such that J2 = −Id and
D(1,0) = H . Consider the case now where M has real dimension 2n+1 and H has
complex dimension n. Consider the space Nx of all 1-forms α such that D ⊂ ker α.
This defines a real line bundle N ⊂ T ∗M . If M is orientable, then N admits a
nowhere vanishing section η. The Levi form is defined by

Lη(X,Y ) = dη(X, JY ) X,Y ∈ D

If Lη is non-degenerate, η ∧ (dη)n 6= 0 and η defines a contact form. If Lη is
positive definite as well, we say that the CR structure (M,H) is strictly pseudo-
convex. In this case, using the direct sum decomposition TM = D ⊕ {ξ}, we can
extend Lη to a metric g on M by setting g(ξ, ξ) = 1, g(ξ,X) = 0 for X ∈ D, and
g(X,Y ) = Lη(X,Y ) for all X,Y ∈ D. Also, we can extend J to a tensor φ on M

by φ(ξ) = 0 and φ(X) = JX for X ∈ D. Thus we see that a strictly pseudo-convex
CR manifold carries a contact metric structure.

Lastly, we make a note regarding dη and the existence of Poisson structures on
a strictly pseudo-convex CR manifold M . If dη is non-degenerate, then viewing dη

as a map from TM to T ∗M , we see that (dη)−1 is a bivector field . Since d2η = 0,
(dη)−1 defines a Poisson structure π. (See [5] , page 32, Prop 2.18).
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3. k-contact and CR structures as generalized contact structures

We use the definition of a generalized contact structure given by Sekiya (see [13]).
Recall that we have set M to be a smooth manifold of dimension 2n+1. Consider
the big tangent bundle, TM ⊕ T ∗M . We define a neutral metric on TM ⊕ T ∗M

by

〈X + α, Y + β〉 = 1

2
(β(X) + α(Y ))

and the Courant bracket by

[[X + α, Y + β]] = [X,Y ] + LXβ − LY α− 1

2
d(ιXβ − ιY α)

where X,Y ∈ TM and α, β ∈ T ∗M . A sub-bundle of TM ⊕ T ∗M is said to be
involutive or integrable if its sections are closed under the Courant bracket.

Definition 3.1. [13] A generalized almost contact structure on M is a triple
(Φ, E±) where Φ is an endomorphism of TM ⊕ T ∗M , and E+ and E− are sec-
tions of TM ⊕ T ∗M which satisfy

(3.1) Φ + Φ∗ = 0

(3.2) Φ ◦ Φ = −Id+ E+ ⊗ E− + E− ⊗ E+

(3.3) 〈E±, E±〉 = 0, 2〈E+, E−〉 = 1.

Now, since Φ satisfies Φ3 + Φ = 0, we see that Φ has 0 as well as ±
√
−1 eigen-

values when viewed as an endomorphism of the complexified big tangent bundle
(TM ⊕ T ∗M) ⊗ C. The kernel of Φ is LE+

⊕ LE−
where LE±

is the line bundle

spanned by E±. Let E
(1,0) be the

√
−1 eigenbundle of Φ. Let E(0,1) be the −

√
−1

eigenbundle. Observe:

E(1,0) = {X + α−
√
−1Φ(X + α)|〈E±, X + α〉 = 0}

E(0,1) = {X + α+
√
−1Φ(X + α)|〈E±, X + α〉 = 0}.

Then the complex vector bundles

L+ = LE+
⊕ E(1,0)

and
L− = LE−

⊕ E(1,0)

are maximal isotropics.

Definition 3.2. [12] A generalized almost contact structure (Φ, E±) is a generalized
contact structure if either L+ or L− is closed with respect to the Courant bracket.
The generalized contact structure is strong if both L+ and L− are closed with
respect to the Courant bracket.

Definition 3.3. [7] A generalized almost contact structure (M,Φ, E±) is a normal
generalized contact structure if Φ is strong and [[E+, E−]] = 0.

Remark 3.4. This definition of normality is motivated by Theorem 1 of [6] that
shows that product of two generalized almost contact spaces (M1,Φ1, E±1) and
(M2,Φ2, E±2) induces a standard generalized almost complex structure on M1 ×
M2. The generalized complex structure is integrable if each Φi is strong and
[[E+i, E−i]] = 0.
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Here are the standard examples:

Example 3.5. [12] Let (φ, ξ, η) be a normal almost contact structure on a manifold
M2n+1. Then we get a generalized almost contact structure by setting

Φ =

(

φ 0
0 −φ∗

)

, E+ = ξ, E− = η

where (φ∗α)(X) = α(φ(X)), X ∈ TM, α ∈ T ∗M . Moreover, (Φ, E±) is an example
of a strong generalized almost contact structure.

Example 3.6. [12] Let (M2n+1, η) be a contact manifold with ξ the corresponding
Reeb vector field so that

ιξdη = 0 η(ξ) = 1.

Then

ρ(X) := ιXdη − η(X)η

is an isomorphism from the tangent bundle to the cotangent bundle. Define a
bivector field by

π(α, β) := dη(ρ−1(α), ρ−1(β)),

where α, β ∈ T ∗. We obtain a generalized almost contact structure by setting

Φ =

(

0 π

dη 0

)

, E+ = η, E− = ξ.

In fact, (Φ, E±) is an example which is not strong.

Definition 3.7. [8] A generalized metricG onM is an automorphism of TM⊕T ∗M

such that G∗ = G and G2 = 1.

Definition 3.8. [13] A generalized almost contact metric structure is a generalized
almost contact structure (Φ, E±) along with a generalized metric G that satisfies

(3.4) −ΦGΦ = G− E+ ⊗ E+ − E− ⊗ E−.

Definition 3.9. [8] Let B be a closed two-form which we view as a map from
T → T ∗ given by interior product. Then the invertible bundle map

eB :=

(

1 0
B 1

)

: X + ξ 7−→ X + ξ + ιXB

is called a B-field transformation.

In [7] it was proved that a B-field transformation of a normal generalized contact
metric structure, (eBΦe−B, eBE±, e

BGe−B), is again a normal contact structure.

Example 3.10. If M is either k-contact or strictly pseudo-convex CR, we can form
the generalized contact metric structure associated to its almost contact metric
structure (φ, ξ, η, g) by defining

Φ =

(

φ 0
0 −φ∗

)

, E+ = ξ, E− = η, G =

(

0 g−1

g 0

)

where (φ∗α)(X) = α(φ(X)), X ∈ TM, α ∈ T ∗M .
Note that in both cases dη 6= 0. In the case that M is a CR manifold, the

involutively of H = D(1,0) implies that the associated generalized contact structure
is normal.
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Theorem 3.11. [15] A normal generalized contact manifold (M,Φ, E+, E−) admits

a canonical Poisson structure πM = π0+ e+∧ e− where π0 is the canonical Poisson

structure associated to the generalized complex structure Φ|(E+⊕E−)⊥ and e± =
prTME±.

Definition 3.12. [15] A normal generalized contact metric space (M,Φ, E+, E−, G)
is defined to be generalized Sasakian if (I + et(dη)πM ) is invertible as a map from
T ∗M to T ∗M for all values of t ∈ R where πM is the canonical Poisson structure
on M , η = prT∗ME+ + prT∗ME− and dη 6= 0.

The following theorem was proved in [15]

Theorem 3.13. Let (M1,Φ, E+1, E−1, G1) be a generalized Sasakian space with

canonical Poisson structure πM1
. Let (M2,Φ, E+2, E−2, G2) be a generalized Sasakian

space with canonical Poisson structure πM2
= 0. Then M1 × M2 is generalized

Kähler.

4. K-contact structures are Generalized Sasakian if and only if

they are Sasakian

Theorem 4.1. A k-contact manifold is generalized Sasakian if and only if it is

Sasakian.

Proof. Let (M,φ, η, ξ, g) be a k-contact manifold. If M is generalized Sasakian then
it has a normal generalized contact metric structure associated to it of the form

(M, Φ, E+ = ξ + η+, E− = η−, G).

where η = η+ + η−. Let D = ker η and D ⊗ C = D(1,0) ⊕D(0,1). Then E(1,0) =
D(1,0) ⊕ (D(1,0))∗ and E(0,1) = D(0,1) ⊕ (D(0,1))∗. Since (M,φ, η, ξ, g) is k-contact,
[ξ,D(1,0)] ⊂ D(1,0). Since (M,Φ, E+, E−, G) is strong, [[E(1,0), E(1,0)]] ⊂ E(1,0)

which implies [D(1,0), D(1,0)] ⊂ D(1,0) as well. Hence (M,φ, η, ξ, g) is Sasakian.
The reverse direction is straightforward. If M is Sasakian it is both k-contact

and generalized Sasakian.
�

5. Strictly Pseudo-convex CR structures are Generalized Sasakian

Theorem 5.1. Let M have a strictly pseudo-convex CR structure. Then M is a

generalized Sasakian manifold.

Proof. Given a strictly pseudo-convex CR structure on M , construct the almost
contact metric structure (M,φ, ξ, η, g) associated to it. Note that since the CR
structure is strictly pseudo-convex, dη is non-degenerate and (dη)−1 defines a Pois-
son structure π. From the almost contact metric structure, construct the normal
generalized contact metric structure structure

Φ =

(

φ 0
0 −φ∗

)

, E+ = ξ, E− = η, G =

(

0 g−1

g 0

)

.

The generalized complex structure on (E+ ⊕ E−)
⊥ obtained by restricting Φ is a

generalized complex structure that arises from a classical complex structure. Hence,
the corresponding canonical poisson structure associated to the generalized contact
metric structure is the zero Poisson structure. (See [15] for the construction of the
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generalized complex structure obtained by restricting Φ and the canonical Pois-
son structure associated to the generalized contact structure. See [1] for details
about the canonical Poisson structure associated to a generalized complex struc-
ture that arises from a classical complex structure.) However, the B transform of
this generalized contact metric structure by B = dη,

Φ′ = exp(B)Φexp(−B), E′
+ = exp(B)E+ = ξ + ξyB,

E′
− = exp(B)E− = η, G′ = exp(B)Gexp(−B)

is also a normal generalized contact metric structure. The B transform shifts the
canonical symplectic foliation associated to the original generalized complex struc-
ture on (E+ ⊕ E−)

⊥ (see [1]) so that π + ξ ∧ 0 is the canonical Poisson structure
on M associated with this B transformed generalized contact structure. Since
(I + et(dη)π) = (1 + et)I is invertible for all t, M is generalized Sasakian and,
hence, M × R admits a generalized Kähler structure. �

Remark 5.2. Since there are strictly pseudo-convex CR manifolds that are not clas-
sically Sasakian, this theorem provides a way of generating examples of generalized
Sasakian manifolds that are not classically Sasakian.
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