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SIX-DIMENSIONAL COMPLEX SOLVMANIFOLDS WITH
NON-INVARIANT TRIVIALIZING SECTIONS OF THEIR CANONICAL
BUNDLE

ALEJANDRO TOLCACHIER

ABSTRACT. It is known that there exist complex solvmanifolds (I'\G, J) whose canonical bun-
dle is trivialized by a holomorphic section which is not invariant under the action of G. The main
goal of this article is to classify the six-dimensional Lie algebras corresponding to such complex
solvmanifolds, thus extending the previous work of Fino, Otal and Ugarte for the invariant case.
To achieve this, we complete the classification of six-dimensional solvable strongly unimodu-
lar Lie algebras admitting complex structures and identify among them, the ones admitting
complex structures with Chern-Ricci flat metrics. Finally we construct complex solvmanifolds
with non-invariant holomorphic sections of their canonical bundle. In particular, we present an
example of one such solvmanifold that is not biholomorphic to a complex solvmanifold with an
invariant section of its canonical bundle. Additionally, we discover a new 6-dimensional solv-
able strongly unimodular Lie algebra equipped with a complex structure that has a non-zero
holomorphic (3, 0)-form.

1. INTRODUCTION

The canonical bundle of a complex manifold (M, J) of complex dimension n, denoted Ky, ),
is defined as the n-th exterior power of its holomorphic cotangent bundle, and it is a holomorphic
line bundle over M. This line bundle is holomorphically trivial when there exists a nowhere
vanishing (7, 0)-form which is holomorphic (or equivalently, closed). Complex manifolds with
holomorphically trivial canonical bundle, often equipped with a special Hermitian metric, play
a relevant role both in geometry and in theoretical physics. For instance, compact Kahler
manifolds M?" with global Riemannian holonomy contained in SU(n) have holomorphically
trivial canonical bundle. More generally, any Calabi-Yau manifold (i.e., a compact Kéhler
manifold M with ¢;(M) = 0 in H*(M,R)) has holomorphically torsion canonical bundle, that
is, K (Q?\Z ) 1s trivial for some k& € N. According to [25], (non-Kéhler) compact complex manifolds

with holomorphically torsion canonical bundle have vanishing first Bott-Chern class, ¢?¢ = 0,
and therefore they are examples of non-Kdhler Calabi-Yau manifolds. Special attention is
paid to real dimension six, due to theoretical physical applications. Indeed, the solutions of
the Hull-Strominger system occur in compact complex manifolds M endowed with a special
Hermitian metric (not necessarily Kéhler) and K7y holomorphically trivial. An important
source of these distinguished manifolds is provided by compact quotients I'\G, where G is
a simply connected Lie group and I' is a cocompact and discrete subgroup of G (called a
uniform lattice), equipped with an invariant complex structure. For instance, when I'\G is a
nilmanifold (i.e. G is nilpotent), it was shown in [3] that the simply connected nilpotent Lie
group G admits a non-vanishing left-invariant holomorphic (n,0)-form ¢ (with dimg G = 2n),
by using a distinguished basis of left-invariant (1, 0)-forms provided by Salamon in [22]. Since
o is left-invariant, it induces an invariant trivializing section of K\¢, sy for any lattice I' C G.

In contrast, it is known that for complex solvmanifolds (i.e. G is solvable) several different
phenomena can occur. There are examples of complex solvmanifolds which do not have trivial
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canonical bundle. Let us mention for instance the Oeljeklaus-Toma manifolds, introduced in
[19]. These complex manifolds were constructed from certain number fields, but later Kasuya
showed in [15] that they are complex solvmanifolds. There are complex solvmanifolds which
admit an invariant holomorphic section of the canonical bundle, just as in the case of nilman-
ifolds. A classification of the Lie algebras associated to such solvmanifolds in dimension 6 is
given in [10] (although one Lie algebra is missing, see Lemma 3.2 below).

More recently, in [2, Example 2.1] it is exhibited an example of a 4-dimensional complex
solvmanifold (I'\(R x Hj),J) with holomorphically trivial canonical bundle such that the
holomorphic trivializing section is not induced by a left-invariant holomorphic (2,0)-form on
G := R x Hjz. However, this complex solvmanifold is biholomorphic to a complex nilmanifold,
and this biholomorphism can be viewed as a particular case of the so-called S-modification of
a Lie group G, introduced by [7] (see Example 2.9 of this reference). It is then natural to ask
whether this is something that occurs more generally. In other words, is every complex solv-
manifold with holomorphically trivial canonical bundle biholomorphic to one with an invariant
trivializing holomorphic section of its canonical bundle? The main motivation for this article
is to address this question. In order to achieve this, and also due to the lack of examples of
this phenomenon, our goal is to construct complex solvmanifolds with holomorphically trivial
canonical bundle associated to 6-dimensional solvable Lie algebras such that the holomorphic
trivializing section is not invariant.

In general, we have a sufficient and necessary condition for a complex solvmanifold to admit
an invariant section of their canonical bundle: according to [2, Theorem 3.1], a quotient of
a simply connected Lie group G by a uniform lattice I' equipped with an invariant complex
structure admits an invariant holomorphic trivializing section of its canonical bundle if and
only if the Koszul 1-form v on the Lie algebra g of G vanishes identically, where 1 is defined
by ¢(z) = Tr(Jadx), z € g.

Also in terms of the Koszul 1-form it is possible to give the following very useful algebraic
obstruction (see for instance [2, Theorem 5.3]), which also holds when G is not solvable: If
a complex solvmanifold has holomorphically trivial canonical bundle (or more generally, holo-
morphically torsion) then ¢ must vanish on [g, g], or equivalently di) = 0, that is, ¢ is closed.
Notice that, according to [26], dyp = —2p, where p is the Chern-Ricci form associated to any
left-invariant Hermitian metric g on the solvable Lie group (G, J).

A list of 6-dimensional solvable Lie algebras is given in [23]. Recall that, according to [17], if
a simply connected Lie group GG admits compact quotients by lattices then the Lie algebra g of
G must be unimodular, that is, Tr(adz) = 0 for all z € g = Lie(G). When G is solvable, this
condition can be strengthened. Indeed, by a result of [14], the Lie algebra g must be strongly
unimodular, that is, Trad | 1 = 0 for every € g, k& € N where n is the nilradical of g
and n* is the k-th term of the descending central series of n. Motivated by this we will focus
on strongly unimodular Lie algebras.

In Section 3 we identify the six-dimensional solvable (non-nilpotent) strongly unimodular
solvable Lie algebras and complete the classification of those that admit complex structures.
The existence of complex structures on solvable decomposable Lie algebras of the form g x b
with dimg = dimbh = 3 or dimg = 4 and dim h = 2 was established by [24], while for almost
nilpotent Lie algebras almost nilpotent Lie algebras (i.e. the codimension of the nilradical of the
Lie algebra is 1) this was addressed on [11, 12, 13]. It follows from [23] that, in order to finish
the classification, it only remains to study the case where the nilradical of the Lie algebra is R*.
Since there are only a few of such Lie algebras, we can perform a case-by-case analysis, which
is done in Theorem 3.1. Having this classification is also useful for the purpose of searching for
Hermitian metrics on these Lie algebras, given the interest in finding Hermitian metrics that
generalize the Kahler condition.
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Subsection 3.1 is devoted to finding, among the 6-dimensional strongly unimodular Lie al-
gebras admitting complex structures, those which admit a complex structure such that the
associated Koszul 1-form is closed. This is carried out in Theorem 3.4, where 21 families of
Lie algebras are found, aside from those where v» = 0, in which cases ¢ is trivially closed. Fur-
thermore, we exhibit in Lemma 3.2 an example of a Lie algebra with a holomorphic (3, 0)-form
which is missing from the list of [10, Theorem 2.8]. Interestingly enough, Theorem 3.4 also
furnishes a classification of six-dimensional solvable Lie groups admitting compact quotients by
lattices which carry complex structures with left-invariant Chern-Ricci flat metrics.

The goal of Section 4 is to construct complex solvmanifolds with holomorphically trivial
canonical bundle via non-invariant holomorphic sections. For each of the 21 Lie algebras that
admit complex structures with closed Koszul 1-form v we first provide, in Theorem 4.1, an
expression of ¢ in terms of the dual basis associated with the basis that defines the structure
equations of the Lie algebra. This serves two purposes: first, to ensure, in the strongly unimod-
ular case, that no other Lie algebra is missing from the list of [10], aside from the one found
in Lemma 3.2. Second, to justify working with the complex structure found in Theorem 3.4,
since no new complex solvmanifolds would arise by choosing another complex structure.

Then, we use [2, Proposition 5.10] to construct a non-vanishing closed (3,0)-form 7 on the
associated simply connected Lie groups. In each case we are able to construct a lattice such that
7 is invariant under the action of I'; so that the canonical bundle of the corresponding complex
solvmanifold is holomorphically trivial. In particular, we obtain in Theorem 4.3 a classification
of the Lie algebras corresponding to 6-dimensional complex solvmanifolds with holomorphically
trivial canonical bundle. As a consequence, we obtain a result about 6-dimensional completely
solvable complex solvmanifolds with holomorphically trivial canonical bundle (Theorem 4.4).

In most cases we obtain examples with similar behavior to [2, Example 2.1], in the sense that
the complex solvmanifold is biholomorphic to one with an invariant section of its canonical
bundle. Nevertheless, we obtain at least one example of a complex solvmanifold that cannot be
biholomorphic to a complex solvmanifold with a holomorphic trivializing section (Proposition
4.5), among other interesting examples (Remark 4.6).

The 6-dimensional solvable (non-nilpotent) strongly unimodular Lie algebras are listed in
Tables 1-7 for easier reference. The computations of Theorems 3.1, 3.4, 4.1 and Lemma 3.2,
were carefully done with MAPLE 17 and can be found in full detail in this link.
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2. PRELIMINARIES

An almost complex structure on a differentiable manifold M is an automorphism J of the
tangent bundle T'M satisfying J? = — Idz),, and the existence of such a structure on M forces
the dimension of M to be even, say dimg M = 2n. The almost complex structure J is called
integrable when it satisfies the condition N; = 0, where N is the Nijenhuis tensor given by:

(1) Ny(X,Y) = [X,Y]+ J([JX, Y]+ [X, JY]) — [JX, JY],

for X,Y vector fields on M. An integrable almost complex structure is called simply a com-
plex structure on M. According to the well-known Newlander-Nirenberg theorem, a complex
structure on M is equivalent to the existence of a holomorphic atlas on M, so that (M, J) can
be considered as a complex manifold of complex dimension n.
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Given a complex manifold (M,J) with dimc M = n its canonical bundle is defined as
Koy = N'Typ, where Ty is the holomorphic cotangent bundle of A/. This is a holomor-
phic line bundle on M, and it is holomorphically trivial if and only if there exists a nowhere
vanishing holomorphic (n,0)-form defined on M. More generally, a complex manifold (M, J)
is said to be holomorphically torsion if some power K %\IZ g) I8 holomorphically trivial, &£ > 1.

Note that if o is a (n,0)-form on M then o is holomorphic if and only if it is closed, since
do = 0o + Jo and Jo is a (n + 1,0)-form, thus do = 0.

We now move on and consider compact quotients of Lie groups by discrete subgroups. A
discrete subgroup I' of a Lie group G is called a lattice if the quotient I'\G has finite volume.
According to [17], if such a lattice exists then the Lie group must be unimodular, that is, it
carries a bi-invariant Haar measure. This is equivalent, when G is connected, to Tr(adz) = 0
for all x € g = Lie(G) (in this case, g is called unimodular as well). When I'\G is compact
the lattice I' is said to be uniform. It is well known that when G is solvable then any lattice is
uniform [21, Theorem 3.1].

A complex structure J on a Lie group G is said to be left-invariant if left translations by
elements of GG are holomorphic maps. In this case J is determined by the value at the identity
of G. Thus, a left-invariant complex structure on G amounts to a complex structure on its Lie
algebra g, that is, a real linear transformation J of g satisfying J?> = —Id and Ny(z,y) = 0
for all z,y in g, with N, defined as in (1). Furthermore, if G is simply connected and admits
a uniform lattice I', a left-invariant complex structure defined on GG induces a unique complex
structure on the compact quotient I'\G such that the projection 7 : G — I'\G is a local
biholomorphism. Such a complex structure is called invariant.

Let (I'\G, J) be a 2n-dimensional compact quotient of a simply connected Lie group G by a
lattice T', equipped with an invariant complex structure. In [2] it is characterized under which
conditions the canonical bundle of (I'\G, J) admits an invariant trivializing holomorphic sec-
tion, that is, there is a non-zero closed (n, 0)-form defined on the Lie algebra g of G. According
to [2, Theorem 3.1], this happens if and only if the Koszul 1-form ¢ € g* vanishes identically
on g, where ¥(z) = Tr(J ad z).

While there are examples of compact complex manifolds (I'\G, J) with holomorphically triv-
ial canonical bundle via a holomorphic section which is not invariant, the following algebraic
obstruction, given also in terms of ¢, turns out to be quite useful for ruling out the possibility
that (I'\G, J) has holomorphically trivial canonical bundle, via an invariant section or not:

Theorem 2.1. [2, Theorem 5.2] If the canonical bundle of (T\G, J) is holomorphically trivial
(or more generally, holomorphically torsion) then ¥ ([g,g]) =0, or equivalently dip = 0.

Furthermore, the canonical bundle of a compact complex quotient I'\G cannot admit both
types of trivializations, since two holomorphic trivializations must be proportional by a con-
stant, according to [2, Lemma 4.1].

Assume that G is simply connected and I is a uniform lattice in G. When G is solvable (resp.
nilpotent) the compact quotient I'\G is called a solvmanifold (resp. nilmanifold). Consequently,
if J is an invariant complex structure, we will call (I'\G, J) a complex solvmanifold (resp.
complex nilmanifold). These manifolds have the very nice property that = (I'\G) = T'.

Furthermore, the diffeomorphism class of solvmanifolds is determined by the isomorphism
class of the corresponding lattices, as the following result of Mostow shows:

Theorem 2.2. [18, Theorem 3.6] Let G1 and Go be simply connected solvable Lie groups with T';
a lattice in G;, fori=1,2. If ¢ : 'y — T’y is an isomorphism then there exists a diffeomorphism

¢ : Gi — Gy such that ¢|r, = ¢ and ¢(vg) = ¢(7)(g) for ally €Ty, g € Gi.
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For a solvable Lie group the unimodularity necessary condition can be strengthened. Let g
be a solvable Lie algebra and n be its nilradical. If we denote by

0 1 Z—l]’ /¢ Z 2’

n’:=n n':=[nn], n:=[nn

the terms of the descending central series of n, the Lie algebra g is said to be strongly unimodular
if Tr(ad(z)|ne/ner1) = 0, for every x € g and every £ € N. Observe that if the nilradical n of g is
r-step nilpotent, then one has Tr(ad z) = Y°;- Tr(ad x| met1), € g. In particular, a strongly
unimodular solvable Lie algebra is always unimodular, i.e. Tradx = 0 for every x € g. If n
is abelian, then the strongly unimodular condition is just being unimodular. By a result of
[14], the Lie algebra of a simply connected solvable Lie group admitting compact quotients by
lattices must be strongly unimodular.

We want to construct lattices in simply connected Lie groups admitting complex structures
with closed Koszul 1-form. Since all of the Lie groups that we conider will be of the form
RF X4 N, with N the nilradical, we will be able to construct lattices of the form I' = I'y x4 I'y
where 'y C R¥ and I'y C N are lattices of R*¥ and N respectively. The main tool we will use is
the following criterion due to [27].

Theorem 2.3. [27, Theorem 2.4] Let G = R* x4, N be a simply connected solvable Lie group,
where N is the nilradical of G. If there exist a rational basis B = {X1,..., X,} of n and a basis
{t1, ..., tr} of R¥ such [d(¢(t;))1y]5 is an integer unimodular matriz for all 1 < j < k then G
has a lattice of the form T = spang{t1, ..., tx} X4 exp™ (spang{Xi,..., Xn}).

Note that when the nilradical NV is abelian, every basis of its Lie algebra n is rational. When
k = 1 the Lie group G = R x4 N is called almost nilpotent. Moreover, if N is abelian, i.e.
N =1R", then G is called almost abelian.

In the examples we will begin with a Lie algebra g = R* x, n. To apply Theorem 2.3 we
need to determine the associated simply connected Lie group G. Let N denote the simply
connected nilpotent Lie group with Lie algebra n. Since the exponential map exp : n — N
is a diffeomorphism, we may assume that the underlying manifold of N is n itself with the
group law x -y = Z(x,y), where Z(z,y) is the polynomial map given by the Baker-Campbell-
Hausdorff formula: exp(z)exp(y) = exp(Z(z,y)). Therefore, with this assumption, we have
that exp : n — N is simply the identity map on n and moreover, Aut(n) = Aut(NV).

Let {t1,...,t} be a basis of R* and denote B; = ¢(t;) € Der(n). Then, exp(B;) € Aut(N)
and using [6, Theorem 4.2] we have that G = R¥ x, N, where ¢ : R¥ — Aut(N) is the Lie
group homomorphism given by

k
qb(z a:jtj) =exp(z1By + -+ + a2 By) = exp(x1B1) exp(zoBy) « - - exp(xy By).
j=1

Here exp denotes the matrix exponential after identification of n = R4™" choosing a basis of n.

Note that, in the notation of Theorem 2.3, we have that d(¢(¢;))1, = exp(B;) = exp(¢(t;)).
Hence, in order to find lattices we need a basis {t1, ..., #;} such that [exp(¢(¢;))]s is an integer
unimodular matrix in the rational basis B of n, for all 1 < 5 < k.

In order to produce examples of complex solvmanifolds with holomorphically trivial canonical
bundle via a holomorphic section which is not invariant under the action of the group, we will
use the following proposition, which gives a non-vanishing closed (n,0)-form (not necessarily
left-invariant) on any simply connected solvable unimodular Lie group equipped with a left-
invariant complex structure.

Proposition 2.4. [2, Proposition 5.10] Let (G, J) be a 2n-dimensional simply connected solv-
able unimodular Lie group equipped with a left-invariant complex structure. Let § denote the
kernel of ¢ : g — R and assume that b # g and ¥([g,g]) = 0, so that g = Rey x b, and
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consequently G = R x H, where H is the unique connected normal subgroup of G such that
Lie(H) =b. Then the (n,0)-form

(2) T =exp(—2% Tr(Jadey)t)o
is closed, where t is the coordinate of R and o is a left-invariant (n,0)-form.

If G admits a lattice I' such that 7 is invariant under the action of I', we can induce a nowhere
vanishing closed (n,0)-form on the complex manifold (I'\G, J), and hence its canonical bundle
is holomorphically trivial.

3. SIX-DIMENSIONAL SOLVABLE (NON-NILPOTENT) STRONGLY UNIMODULAR LIE ALGEBRAS
ADMITTING A COMPLEX STRUCTURE WITH CLOSED KOSZUL FORM

We begin our discussion by presenting the list of 6-dimensional solvable (non-nilpotent)
strongly unimodular Lie algebras, which is extracted from the list of all solvable Lie algebras
up to dimension 6, provided in [23], with the notation used therein. We first list the unimodular
Lie algebras and from them, we keep the strongly unimodular ones. The analysis can be carried
out through a straightforward verification of the definitions of unimodularity and strongly
unimodularity for each Lie algebra.

Six-dimensional solvable unimodular Lie algebras can be divided into two groups, according
to whether they are decomposable or indecomposable.

Decomposable Lie algebras. In the decomposable case, g x b is solvable (resp. unimodular)
if and only if both g and bh are both solvable (resp. unimodular). Moreover, for g x b to be
non-nilpotent, at least one of the two must not be nilpotent. In dimension 1, the only Lie
algebra is the abelian algebra R and in dimension 2, the only unimodular Lie algebra is R2.
Thus, we can further subdivide the decomposable case into three subcases:

e g X h where g and b are 3-dimensional strongly unimodular solvable Lie algebras (with
at least one of them being non-nilpotent), or

e g x R? where g is a 4-dimensional indecomposable strongly unimodular solvable non-
nilpotent Lie algebra, or

e g X R where g is a 5-dimensional indecomposable strongly unimodular solvable non-
nilpotent Lie algebra.

In dimension 3, the solvable unimodular Lie algebras are R? nj, 53 1 and 5g,3. Since all
of these have abelian nilradical and are unimodular, they are strongly unimodular. The Lie
algebra ng ; is the 3-dimensional Heisenberg Lie algebra spanned by {e, €3, e} with Lie bracket
defined by [e2, €3] = 1. From now on we will denote b3 :=ng ;.

In dimension 4, the solvable non-nilpotent unimodular Lie algebras are: 537’5 (1+a) (a€(~1,3),

514, 545 > (a>0), 516, 547, and they are all strongly unimodular.
In dimension 5, the solvable non-nilpotent unimodular Lie algebras can be divided according

to their nilradical:

. _ 4. 1 0 -1 -3 0 a,b,—(a+b+1) a,—(a+2)
e nil(g) = R*: 5535 5545 5565 557, 558 959 (O <latb+1] <o <lal <1), 5579

a,8,—28 -1 - .
(@< -la#-2), 851 > (a>0,8+#0, 8 <a), 5571’25 (8>0), S573 (0<~<1,0<a). Since

all of these have abelian nilradical and are unimodular, they are automatically strongly

unimodular. ,
H — . a,—(a+2) -3 —4 a,—4a )
o nil(g) = h3 X R: 8515, 8516, 5592 (@€ (-L1\{0}), $533, S50245 85025 (o <0), S5 3.

Among all of these, only s5 15, 5516 are strongly unimodular.
_4
e nil(g) = ny1: 5535, which is not strongly unimodular.
e nil(g) = R3: 5;}11_1, 5;?130, which are strongly unimodular as they are already unimodular
and have an abelian nilradical.
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Indecomposable Lie algebras. The unimodular 6-dimensional solvable (non-nilpotent) Lie
algebras can be divided into several groups based on their nilradical.

1 o 3 1
. 5. ( +1) ) -z
e nil(g) = R”: 564a 565> 5677 568 (-1<a< -1, 569 2 (a>0), S6.115 96,12,
a,—(3a+1) a,—(a+3) ~-% a,—4a
56,13 (@€ [-2,00\{-3}); S 14 (a< -3 a#-1), 56 15> (@>0), 8676 (a<0),
b,c,—(atbtet1 b 2a+b+1
sy lerbrer )<o< atbretri<ld< bl <la <), sgrn T 0 < 2at 411 < Bl <1 a 20),
a7ﬁ777_a+5+’y ﬁ? 2a+8
6,19 T 0<h<IBI<a), S6a0 > (0<aB#0),
sg‘ 251% Aath )( < —B,y€(0,1].Ifv=1then o < ). Since all of these have an abelian nilradical

and are already unimodular, they are automatlcally strongly unimodular.
. -1
e nil(g) = bs x R*: 624, 5625, 56,30, 56,31, 56, 327 55, 30> 56,43, 56,44, SGa5 (a#0),

0,3
56,46 (a>0), 56 47, 56 51 (a>0), 5752 (8>0), 56,54> 56,577

52336_(2a+2b+1)(o <[bl < lal, 0 < [2a +2b+ 1| < 1. If |a| = [b] then a # —b), §¢ 67(2a+3) (a #~1,0,—3),
sees e Lo\ (-1, s * (@ £0,0< 140+ 8] < |8l 1f [4a + ] = |8] then 20 > —5), 5520,
527;1(a+%) (a<—§,a#—3), S, :27 56 73, 96, 74(a+1) (0<lal <1, a# 1), 5(;,%5’ 58?7—66&(0‘ >0);
e (o> 0), ShE @) (4 |61 < o, £ - a5 <O) S7" (@ <0, 8650 (@ > 0), Sa
s 86(2a+ ) (ae[-1,0\ (-1}, 5(;8%7’ 5528, 5gég, 58‘,’9_00‘ (a < 0), of which only the Lie algebras

—1 0 ayi
56,24, 96,255 56,30, 96,315 96,32 56,34> 96,43596,44) 56,45 s 56,46 (o >0), 56,47, 56751 (o >0),
0 .
56j§2 (8 > 0), are strongly unimodular.

5 3
; _ L &2 -7 —(3a+4) -3 —1 -3 —4 -3
e nil(g) =mny; x R: 56,961 96,1025 56 105 (a#0,-2,—3), 561067 96,107) 96,1087 96,110) 96,1125

¢, 36, of which none is strongly unimodular.
. o X a,2+2a -3 4 ada
e nil(g) = ns 1 56 1245 56 f2s; 6131 (0 <lal < 1l,a# —1,-3), 56132, 561335 96134 (@ > 0),
1
-3 —1 - S -1 .0 -1 .0 :
56,139, 96,140 56,1457 56,1467 56,1477 of which just 56,1405 96,1451 96,1465 56,147 AI'€ strongly uni-
modular.
e nil(g) = n52: 56151, 5%%52, 587154, 5&%55, which are all strongly unimodular. Note that
-1 .l c
. ) +1
o m[( ) = N530 56158, 6,159, 56,1605 561615 56162 O < lal < 1), 86163, 56164 (@ > 0), 56 165
(a>0), §¢166 (0<lal <1), §6167, Which are all strongly unimodular.
e nil(g) = n54: S¢1s3, which is not strongly unimodular.
7

e nil(g) = ns5: 8¢ {92, which is not strongly unimodular.
M _ 4, 71771 0 -2 a7_(a+1)7c7_(c+1) a,— (a+2)7 —1 a, 20{ 1
e nil(g) = R*: 54 204 5 96,2085 96,213 (a <—3), 56 214 (a € R), 56 215 ) 86, 216
a a777 (PY+2) 7/37 1
(a <0), 56 217 (a>0o0r (¢ =0and vy > —1, v #0)), 56 224 (a>0) 56 296 (0<ﬁ<1) 56 2975
567522 777 (0< B <4, 0<~), which, being unimodular and having an abelian nilradical, are

automatically strongly ummodular.
e nil(g) = hs x R: 5&33;12, 5677;13%, which are not strongly unimodular.

As a consequence of this analysis, we have identified the 6-dimensional solvable non-nilpotent
strongly unimodular Lie algebras, which we present along with their structure equations in §5.

The decomposable case is detailed in Tables 1, 2, 3 and 4, while the indecomposable case is
found in Tables 5, 6 and 7. The nilradicals appearing in Table 6 labeled as n5 1, n5 2 and ns 3,
have the following structure equations:

n5,1 = (_6357 _6457 07 07 0)7 n5,2 = (_6357 _6347 _6457 07 0)7 n5,3 = (_624 - 6357 07 07 07 O)

Notice that the only nilradical of codimension 2 that occurs is R*, and that there are no strongly
unimodular Lie algebras whose nilradical has codimension > 2.
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6-dimensional strongly unimodular Lie algebras admitting a complex structure. We
complete next the classification of 6-dimensional solvable (non-nilpotent) strongly unimodular
Lie algebras that admit a complex structure. As we mentioned in the introduction, the de-
composable 3 x 3 and 4 x 2 cases and the almost nilpotent case are already done. Taking into
account our analysis of the strongly unimodular Lie algebras, all the remaining Lie algebras we
have to examine have nilradical R*. We obtain the following theorem.

Theorem 3.1. A 6-dimensional solvable (non-nilpotent) strongly unimodular Lie algebra g with
nilradical R* admits a complex structure if and only if g is isomorphic to one among:

s9, %89, siixsls s xR, sgal VO ({a e} € ({1, 1 u{~1,-2}}),

soae (@ <0), sgu?" T >0 0r (a,7) = (0,-1), 8531 (> 0),
0,8,—1 0,—1 —B,8.7,—
56526 (0<B <), Sgar, 56,§2gy T0<B<7,0<7).
Proof. First we provide in the following table an explicit example of a complex structure for
each Lie algebra listed in the statement. Complex structures for 3 5 x 53 5 and 531 X 53 5 already
appeared in [24] and a complex structure for 55;?150 x R was recently given in [5].

g Complex structure
5373 X 5373 J€1 = €9, J€3 = €g, J€4 = €5
55% ><5§73 Jep =eg+ ey, Jeg =e1 465, Jez = eg
55_72550 x R Jey = €4, J62:63, Jes = eg

11 1 1
56,221,32, 22 J€1:62, J63:66, J64:65
567,%’1%77271 J€1 = €4, J€2 = €3, J€4 = —265 + €5
56_,371137_170 J€1 = €5, J€2 = —€y4, J€3 = €5 — 266
58‘7’271%(1’71 (a < 0) Jei = ey, Jes = e5 — 2aeg, Jey = e
52‘7’271?’%7(%2) (> 0) Jep = ey, Jeg = —(v+2)es + aeg, Jeq = —vyes + aeg
52:371;17_1 Jey = €9, Jez = €4, Jes = eg
53772722{771 (Oé > O) Jey = €9, J€3 = é@gg + €eg, Jey = €6
52:5%1 (0<p<1) Jep = eq, Jez = ey, Jes = eq
58:27217 J@l = €9, J@g = €5, J64 = —€4
Sggég’%_,y (0§ﬂ§’7,0<’7) J€1:62, J63:64, J65:66

For the remaining Lie algebras with nilradical R*, we prove that none of them admit complex
structures by performing explicit computations. We consider a generic endomorphism

a; a7 Qi3 a9 G5 asy
Gz ag Q14 G20 Az A32
(3) J— az a9 Q15 21 G27 (33
a4 aip Q16 G2 G288 (34
as Q11 Q17 23 Q29 A35
ag Q12 dA1g Q24 A30 a36]

written as a matrix with respect to the basis {ey, ..., eg} which defines the structure equations.
We then impose the conditions J? = —Id and N; = 0 and show that they lead to a contradic-
tion. Specifically, we set Nz := €¥(N;(e;,e;)) and B := J? + Id and show that there is some

expression in terms of N;j, and B;;, for some ¢, j, k, that cannot vanish. In the decomposable
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case, in [24] it was proved that sz 1 x 53 1 does not admit complex structures. The only remain-
ing decomposable algebra to be analyzed is 5;}"171 xR = (e! e —e3t —e%.0,0,0), which we
examine next. We start by noting that asgy = 0. This follows from the vanishing of

Nigs = asaz4, Nigs = asazs,

Nigg = (a1 + ag2)ay — azasg, Nigs = (a1 + age)as — azaqr,

N = @} — azayz + asam9 + 1, N353 = —(a16 + a17)a27 + agars — a%5 -1,
Nsg1 = (—2ags — ass)ais + aieasi, Nsgo = (—azs — 2ass)a14 + ai7as:.

Substituting ags = 0 in all N;jz, we then deduce that ass = 0, by looking at:
Njgs = ai1ass, Nsgs = —ar7ass, Nsgz = —2a14a35 + ar7asy, Nasz = ai1ass — agays + ag + 1.
Next, we compute
Nugs + Nsos + Boo = [a1sass — aziag] + [—a12a32 + a1sass] + [a3g + asias + a12as2 + a1sass]
= 3ajgas3 + agﬁ + 1.
The vanishing of this expression implies a;s # 0 and asjazy # 0 (the latter follows from
0 = Nygs = Nses). At this point, we obtain ay = a5 = a;6 = a17 = 0 due to the vanishing of
Nigr = agaz1,  Nigz = asaszz, Nze1 = a16a31, Nig2 = a17a32,
From the vanishing of
Nig =ai —aza;z+1, and N5 = —azars + asar,
we deduce that asazaiz # 0. Then, by adding and substracting

N N:
;;13 = a; — a5 + 2a99 + asg and a?;‘;)l = a; — a5 — 20 — A3,

we find that a;5 = a; and as3 = —2ags. The contradiction arises since
—(a1 — 3a22) N1a2 + azNagz + aaN1y1 = —(a1 — 3ag2)[(a1 + 3agz)as — azai4)
+ az[(—a1 + 3asr)ais + azai3] + a2 N1
= 9ay(a3, + 1) #0.

In the indecomposable case one has to perform the same analysis, for the remaining Lie alge-

bras in Table 7. The computations justifying that the Lie algebras sg %bf, 52:2_028, sgggﬂ)’c’*(cﬂ)

(((l, C) 7& (_%7 _%)7 (_]-7 _2)7 (_27 _1))7 5%:2_1(411+2)7_17 5(;,371;17 52:3?77_“—’—2) (7 > _1)a 52:37221 do not
admit complex structures can be found in the MAPLE files. O

3.1. Complex structures with closed Koszul form. We recall that, according to Theorem
2.1, a necessary condition for a complex solvmanifold to have holomorphically trivial canonical
bundle is that the associated Koszul 1-form defined on the Lie algebra is closed. In this
section, we classify all six-dimensional solvable (non-nilpotent) strongly unimodular Lie algebras
admitting complex structures satisfying this condition. First, we will separate several Lie
algebras which are known to have complex structures with ¢ = 0, or equivalently, a non-zero
closed (3,0)-form, as in this case 1 is trivially closed. In [10, Theorem 2.8], the authors provide
a list of these Lie algebras. They obtain nine Lie algebras: gi,...,g9. However, as we show
next, there is at least one Lie algebra that is missing from this list. Our subsequent calculations
will confirm that this is the only missing Lie algebra, in the strongly unimodular case.

Lemma 3.2. The Lie algebra gio := s¢, 14, admits a complex structure .J such that its associated
Koszul 1-form vanishes identically on gio.

Proof. Tt is straightforward to verify that the almost complex structure J defined on gy by
Jey = ey, Jes = —ey, and Jes = —2eq is integrable and satisfies ¢ = 0. O
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Remark 3.3. It was observed in [13, Remark 2.3] that the simply connected Lie group asso-
ciated to g9 admits lattices, hence it gives rise to complex solvmanifolds with holomorphically
trivial canonical bundle. Moreover, gio is not isomorphic to any of the Lie algebras g, ..., go
since by(g10) = 2, while none of the other nine algebras exhibit this property.

Next, we analyze the remaining Lie algebras that admit complex structures.

Theorem 3.4. Let g be a 6-dimensional solvable (non-nilpotent) strongly unimodular Lie alge-
bra different from g;,1 <1 < 10. Then g admits a complex structure J such that the associated
Koszul 1-form 1 vanishes on (g, g] if and only if g is isomorphic to one of the following:

a0, —o

0 3 .0 0 0 2 .0 0
S35 X R, 835X b3, s33 X835, s47 xR 55, xR, s5o xR, 5577 xR (a>0),

SO X R(0<y<1,0<a), s516XR, Seo5, Seas, Sgon (6>0,84#1),

52,1457 52,1547 $6,150, 96165 (a>0), 56 166 (0<|al <1), s6167, 52:3’1;1’17

sess (0<B<1), sgh™ 7 (0<F<7,0<7).
Proof. We begin by exhibiting a complex structure such that ¢ ([g, g]) = 0 for each Lie algebra
g of the list in the statement.

g Complex structure with di» =0
5g3XR3 J61:€2, J63:€4, J65:66
594 X b3 Jey = ey, Jes = ey, Jes = e
5%73 X 5%73 Jep = €9, J63 = €4, Jey = €5
5.7 X R? Jei = eq, Jeg = e3, Jes = e
5(5]4><R J61:66, J62:€5, J63:64
sgng Jey = e, Jes =ey, Jes = eq
s511 - X R (a>0) Jei = ey, Jeg = ey, Jes = eg
s53 xR (0<y<1L,0< )| Jeg = —ey, Jez=ey, Jes = eq
S516 X R Jey = eg, Jeg =e3, Jey = e5
56,25 J@l = €5, Jeg = e3, J64 = €4
56 44 Jey = eqg, Jeg = e3, Jeqg = e5
52:?2 (6>0,ﬂ7’é1) Jeir =eg, Jeg =e3, Jey = e5
S0 145 Jey = ey, Jes = ey, Jes = e
58154 Jep = —ey, Jeg =eq, Jeg = e
56,159 J@l = €g, Jeg = €4, J@g = €5
58165 (> 0) Jeir = eg, Jeg = e3, Jeq = e
5%166 (0<|Oé|<1) J61:66, J62:€4, J63:65
56,167 Jey = eg, Jeg =e3, Jey = ey
52;2’1;1’*1 Jep = e, Jes =ey, Jes = eq
ﬁgzgégl (0 < 5 < 1) Je; = —e9, J63 = €4, J65 = €g
sggég’%ﬂ (0<B<y,0<y) |Jeg =eq, Jeg=ey, Jes = e

Next, we show for the remaining Lie algebras that there is no complex structure with Koszul
form vanishing on the commutator of the Lie algebra. We achieve this by considering a generic
endomorphism J as in (3) written as a matrix with respect to the basis {ey, ..., eg} which defines
the structure equations. Then we impose the conditions J> = —1Id, N; = 0, and ¢([g, g]) = 0,
and show that they lead to some contradiction. We define V;;, and B;; as we did in the proof
of Theorem 3.1. If {e;,,...,e;,} is a basis of [g, g], we write ¥([g, g]) := (¥(e;,), ..., ¥(ej,)).
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For instance, for the Lie algebra s,3 > x R* = (e, —%624, —%634,0,0,0), we have that

(g, 9]) = (— a4,“§°,“§6). Thus, ¥([g,g]) = 0 if and only if a4y = a;9 = a;g = 0. After
substitution, the following expressions do not vanish simultaneously, leading to a contradiction:

3 3 3 3
Nisy = 52028, Nisz = 5a3028, Nigz = 502034, Nigs = 5030434,

2 1 1 2
N141 =ay; — §CL20,7 — 5630/13 + 1, B44 = Q99 —+ 230928 —+ 24034 + 1.

. . a,—ta _ —1 1
The analysis to show that the Lie algebras s35 > x R?, 5,6 x R% 5535 X R, 5614 ', S¢16

1,b,b,—2(b+1) 177%77% C‘fyay%*a*% CV,C!,*%CM 75 Y, 2(@"'5) a,—a— 1 ,C,—C— 1
56,17 ) 96,18 ) 96,19 ) 96,20 56 21 56 515 56,158, 56 164> 96,213 (where
o,—20,— a,—a,y,—(7+2) -1 0,—1
(a,¢) = (1, -1),(~1,-2), or (=2,-1)), $g 916 56 217 (> 0), S6201 (@ > 0), 5g997 do not
admit complex structures with closed Koszul 1-form can be found in the MAPLE files. O

4. CONSTRUCTION OF SIX-DIMENSIONAL SOLVMANIFOLDS WITH HOLOMORPHICALLY
TRIVIAL CANONICAL BUNDLE VIA NON-INVARIANT SECTIONS

We now work with the 21 families of Lie algebras that admit complex structures with closed
Koszul 1-form 9, and we construct lattices in the associated simply connected Lie groups such
that the canonical bundle of the corresponding solvmanifolds is holomorphically trivial. To
achieve this, we first need to give the expression of ¥ in each case.

Theorem 4.1. Let g be one of the Lie algebras of Theorem 3.4, equipped with a complex
structure .J such that ([g, g]) = 0. Then, the expression for 1 in the dual basis {€’}5_, of the
basis defining the structure equations of the Lie algebra is given in the following table.

g U satisfying ¢ ([g. g]) = 0
534 X R +2¢°
533 X b3 +2¢3
50, X 594 +2¢3 1 265
547 X R? +2¢4
5?,4 X R +2¢°
5?8 X R +4¢e°
s51 X R (a>0) +2¢°
se VxR (0<y<1,0<a) | £2(y £ 1)’
S516 X R +2¢°
56,25 +2¢5
56,44 +4e8
sgh (8>0,8#1) +2(8 £ 1)eb
56,145 +4¢°
58154 +4€°
56,159 +2¢€8
56165 (0 > 0) +4e5
S6166 (0 <ol <1) +2(a + 1)eb
56, 167_ +4e8
52 (2]17 +2¢°
s5a3 (0 <8 <1) 12(3 & 1)ed
565227 TT(0<B <y, 0<y) | £2e° £ 268
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Proof. For each Lie algebra g in the statement, we set J a generic endomorphism of g, repre-
sented as a matrix as in (3). We impose the conditions J2 = —Id, Ny = 0 and ¢([g, g]) = 0, and
we obtain an expression of ¢ written in the dual basis {e!,..., €%} corresponding to the basis
{e;}5-, that defines the structure equations. We write ¢ = (¢)(e1),...,9(es)). For instance,
for the Lie algebra
595 X R? = (%, —€'%,0,0,0,0),

we have that ¢ = (a9, —as, as — a7, 0,0,0). Then, for ¢ to vanish on the commutator we must
have a3 = ag = 0. After substitution, looking at the vanishing of the expressions

2
Bss = ajs + aigaz + arrazr + aigass + 1,
Niy = —agi(as +a7), Nisi = —agr(as +ar), Nigt = —ass(as + ay),
Nigo = CL21(CL1 - (18)7 Niso = a27(a1 - as), Niga = a33(a1 - a8)7
we obtain that a; = —ao and ag = a;. At this point we arrive at
2 2
Nigi = 2a1a2, Nizp = —a) +a; — 1,

whose vanishing implies a; = 41, and thus ¢ = 42e3. For the remaining 20 Lie algebras, the
computations are explained in full detail in the MAPLE files. O

A revised classification of the 6-dimensional solvable (non-nilpotent) strongly unimodular
Lie algebras admitting complex structures with non-zero closed (3, 0)-forms now follows from
the classification of Lie algebras admitting complex structures done in [24] for the decompos-
able cases 3 x 3 and 4 x 2, the almost nilpotent case ([11], [12], [13]), the nilradical R?* case
(Theorem 3.1), the classification of those admitting complex structures with closed Koszul 1-
form (Theorem 3.4) and Theorem 4.1. Hence, the revised version of [10, Theorem 2.8] is the
following:

Theorem 4.2. Let g be a solvable (non-nilpotent) strongly unimodular Lie algebra of dimension
6. Then, g admits a complex structure with a non-zero closed (3,0)-form if and only if it is
isomorphic to one in the following list:
11,1 a _ ol "1 20 o 0,1 ol
g1 = 8559 XR, g5 =s513 XR, @g3~s3] X833, 0456¢5, 05516
~ -1 ~ 1 ~ 0717_1 ~ — 0
96 = Sg1660 97 = S61660 98 = %6226 » 99 = 56,152, 910 = 56 147"

Next, we will determine whether the non-zero closed (3,0)-form 7 of Proposition 2.4 defined
on the associated simply connected Lie group G is invariant under the action of some lattice I'
of G, which will be constructed using Theorem 2.3. In each case we will equip the solvmanifold
with the invariant complex structure exhibited in Theorem 3.4, given that no new complex
solvmanifolds would be obtained by considering another complex structure, as can be seen in
each case.

In most cases, we obtain a complex solvmanifold biholomorphic to a complex solvmanifold
with an invariant holomorphic section of its canonical bundle. However, there is one notable
exception: the Lie algebra s§,5,. For this Lie algebra, we construct an associated complex
solvmanifold with holomorphically trivial canonical bundle, which we can argue that is not
biholomorphic to a complex solvmanifold with an invariant holomorphic section of its canonical
bundle. Additionally, we also construct some another interesting examples arising from the Lie
algebras §3 ¢ X R, 56,44, 5¢ 145, 56 165, 56,167 and 5&%@’%_“@ where it remains unclear whether they
are biholomorphic to a complex solvmanifold admitting invariant holomorphic sections of its
canonical bundle.

e The Lie algebra 5873 x R3 = (e, —€!3,0,0,0,0) can be expressed as the almost abelian Lie

algebra Res X ,qR?, where ad e3|ps = [ % §]@® (0)®3. Hence, the corresponding simply connected
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Lie group is 5373 x R? := R x, R5, where'

o(t) = exp(tades|ps) = [

The closed (3,0)-form 7 from (2) is given by 7 = exp(—it)(e! +ie?) A (€3 +iet) A (e® +ieb). We
can apply Theorem 2.3 with ¢ = 2, since for the rational basis B = {ey, €3, €4, €5, ¢} of R® we
have that [¢(27)]z = Is € SL(5,Z). Thus, I' = 2rZx,Z° = 2nZx Z° is a lattice in S§ 5 xR? and
7 is invariant under the action of I'. Therefore, the complex solvmanifold (I'\ (53 3 X R?), .J) has
holomorphically trivial canonical bundle. However, this complex solvmanifold is biholomorphic
to the complex torus (Z°\R®, J). Indeed, I is a lattice in both S9; x R?* and R®, so that the
identity map induces a biholomorphism between the complex solvmanifold (I'\(S54 x R?),.J)
and the complex torus (Z%\RS, J).

e The Lie algebra 5373 X bz = (e, —e!3,0,—€°°,0,0) can be written as Res x,q (R* x b3),
where ad e3|gzyp, = [ % §] @ (0)®3. Hence, the corresponding simply connected Lie group is
S35 x Hs := R iy (R? x Hs), with

o=

The closed (3, 0)-form 7 from (2) is 7 = exp(—it)(e! +ie?) A (e +ie*) A (e’ +ieb). We apply The-
orem 2.3 with ¢ = 27, since for the rational basis B = {e1, e, €4, €5, €5} of R? x H3 we have that
[6(27)]5 =I5 € SL(5,Z). Thus, T' = 277 x, 'y, where T'y = exp® < span, {e;, ea, €4, 5, €6},
is a lattice in S§73 x Hs and 7 is invariant under the action of I'. Therefore, the corresponding
complex solvmanifold has trivial canonical bundle.

We show next that the complex solvmanifold (I'\ (S5 3 x Hs), J) is biholomorphic to a complex
nilmanifold ((27Z x T'x)\(R? x Hy), J). Indeed, the group laws can be described as follows: let
x = (t,x,y,z,u,v),x = (t',2',y,2',u/,v") be elements of R®. The multiplication in S§,3 X Hj
is given by:

cost sint
—sint cost] ©ls-

cost sint
—sint cost 3

x-x' =+t x+a'cost+y'sint,y —a'sint + y' cost, z + 3 (w' —vu),u+ v, v + )
and in R? x Hj it is given by:
x-xX' =@+t z+a,y+y,z+ 5w — o), u+u,v+0).

Then, let {e;}°_; and {f;}°_; denote the bases of 535 % b3 and R* x b, respectively. If we
consider {e;}9_; and {f;}%_, as left-invariant vector fields on 5§, x Hz = R® x Hz = R® in
terms of the usual coordinate vector fields on R® we have that

e =cost0, —sintd,, ey=sintd, +costd,, e3=0, e; =20, e5=—350.+0,,
66:%82+a’07 J1= 0., f2:ay> f3=0, [fi=0., f5:_%8z+8u7 f6:%az+8v~

From here it can be seen the left-invariant complex structures corresponding to Jes; 1 = ey;
and J fo;_1 = fai, 1 < i < 6 coincide on RS, that is, there is a complex structure on R® which is
invariant by the left actions of both S35 x Hs and R? x Hs. We have the following commutative
diagram:

(S95 x Ha, J) —T9— (R® x Hy, J)

“J lm

(\(S93 x Hy), J) —— (P\(R® x Hj), J)

I'We use A® B to denote the block-diagonal matrix [4 5]. This naturally generalizes to the sum of n square
matrices.
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where the canonical projections ; are local biholomorphisms. Using that the complex structures
coincide on RS and that F is induced by the identity map, it is easy to see that F is a
biholomorphism.

e For the Lie algebra 5873 X 5%73 = (e, —e'?,0,e%, —e%0), we will change to a new basis,
in order to use Proposition 2.4. Take the basis {f1,..., fs}, where fi = e3 + €5, fo = €5 — €3,
fs =e1, fi=ea, fs = esand fg = e5. In this basis 8§ 5 x 8§ 5 can be written as (R fi ®R f2) X aaR?,
where ad fi|gs = [ % §]1%° and ad folps = [9 3] @ [ §]. The associated simply connected Lie

group is G = R? x4 R?, where

sins coss —sins coss|’

. ®2
cost sint
) and
—sint cost

oit.0) | (0.5 = |

COos s — sin s] l cos s  sin s]

The complex structure .J in the basis {f;}5_, is given by

(4) Jfi=fa, Jfs=fs, and Jfs=fe,

and satisfies v = 4f!. The associated closed (3,0)-form 7 defined on G as in (2) is given
by exp(—2it)(f* +if?) A (f* +if*) A (f° + if%). To construct a splittable lattice I' that
leaves the form 7 invariant we must choose ¢ € {m, 2w}. However, in any case, one can check
that the splittable lattices we can get by choosing s € {27, 7, 7, %’T, 3} are also lattices in the
simply connected Lie group G corresponding to g5 = 5?:?@1 xR = (e®, —el? e —%,0,0), after
changing the basis to {fj}?:1 = {e5 + €5, €5 — €, €2, €1, €3, €4 }. This Lie algebra admits a non-
vanishing left-invariant closed (3, 0)-form with respect to the complex structure (4). Moreover,
identifying G = G = R?, in terms of the coordinate vector fields on RS we have that

fi=0, fa=0, f3=cos(s—1)0,+sin(s —1)0,, [fi=—sin(s—1t)d,+ cos(s—1t)0,
fs =cos(t +5)0, —sin(s + )0y, fo =sin(t + s)0, + cos(t + )0,
fi=0, fo=0. fs=cos(t+s)d, +sin(t+s)d., fi=—sin(t+s)d, + cos(t+ s)d.,
fs = cos(t + 5)0, —sin(t + 5)dy, fs = sin(t + s)0u + cos(t + 5)0,.
Therefore, the left-invariant complex structures coincide on R® and thus, as in the previous case,

the identity map induces a biholomorphism between the corresponding complex solvmanifolds
with holomorphically trivial canonical bundle.

e The Lie algebra 5,7 x R? = (—e?3, €3, —¢?1,0, 0, 0) can be described as the almost nilpotent
Lie algebra Rey X,q (h3 x R?), where ad 4]y, xr2 = (0)®[ % §]®(0)%2. Hence, the corresponding
simply connected Lie group is S9; x R? := R x4 (Hs x R?), where

o) = (1) @ [ cost sint] oL,

—sint cost

Therefore, the multiplication is given as follows: let x = (¢, z,y, z,u,v) and X' = (¢, 2', ¢/, 2/, v/, V')
be elements of S7; x R* = R, then

x- X' = (t+t o+ a4+ L(—sin(t)y’ + cos(t)z’) — Z(cos(t)y’ + sin(t)z'),
y + cos(t)y’ +sin(t)2', z — sin(t)y’ + cos(t)z’,u + ', v +0').
The closed (3, 0)-form 7, as in (2), is 7 = exp(—it)(e' +iet) A (e? +ie3) A (e’ +ie®). To construct
a lattice I' via Theorem 2.3 such that 7 is invariant under the action of I' we must choose t = 27,

and a lattice indeed exists since for the rational basis B = {ey, €9, €3, €5, €5} of Hz X R? we have
that [¢(27)]s = I5. Therefore, I' = 27Z x4 Ty, where I'y = exp™*® span, {ey, es, €3, €5, ¢4}, is
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a lattice in Sy7 x R?. Considering {e;}¢_; as left-invariant vector fields on S;7 x R? = R®, in
terms of the coordinate vector fields on RS we have that

es =0y, €1 =0, 62:—%(ysint+zcost)8x+costay—sint@z
63:%(ycost—zsint)8x+sint8y+cost82, €5 = Oy, €5 = 0.

Therefore, the left-invariant complex structure corresponding to s,7 x R? (from Theorem 3.4)
on R® is given by J0, = 9, JO, = 20, + 30, + 0, and JO, = 0,. On another hand, considering
the elements {f;}% , of Rfy x h3 x R? as left-invariant vector fields on R®, in terms of the
coordinate vector fields we have that

f4:at7 flzall?? f2:_%8$+ay7 f3:%8:v+azv f5:8u7 fﬁzav-

A straightforward calculation shows that both complex structures coincide on R, and since I is
also a lattice in R x H3 xR? the identity map S, 7 x R? — R x H3 x R? induces a biholomorphism
between (I'\(Sy7 x R?),J) and the complex nilmanifold ((27Z x I'y)\(R x Hz x R?), J).

e The Lie algebra s, x R = (¢*°,0,e%,—€%,0,0) can be written as Re; Xaq R, where
adeslgs = [J4] @[ % §] ® (0), and hence the corresponding simply connected Lie group is

S92, x R:=R x4 R, where
1 ¢ cost sint
ot) = [0 11 & [— sint cost] ® (1).

The closed (3,0)-form 7 from (2) is 7 = exp(—it)(e' + i) A (e* + ie®) A (€3 + ie?). We apply
Theorem 2.3 with ¢ = 27, since for the rational basis B = {2mey, €9, €3, €4, €6} of R® we have
that [¢(27)]g = [§ 1] ® 5. Consequently, I' = 277 x4 span,{2mey, 2, €3, €4, €6} is a lattice in
Sg’ 4 X R and 7 is invariant under the action of I'. However, as in previous cases, one can check
that the complex solvmanifold with holomorphically trivial canonical bundle (I'\(S5 , X R), .J) is
biholomorphic to the complex nilmanifold (I'\V, J), where N is the nilpotent, simply connected
Lie group associated to the Lie algebra n := span{ey,...,es}, with the only non-trivial Lie
bracket being [es, es] = e;.

e The Lie algebra s s x R = (e* €%, —e!® +-¢%, ¢ —€%0,0) can be written as the almost

1

)
1
abelian Lie algebra Res X ,q R?, where ad e5|gs = 0

OO

] @ (0). Hence, the associated simply

| — |
colo
coor

1
connected Lie group is Spg x R := R x4 R, where

cost sint tcost tsint
—sint cost —tsint tcost
¢(t) = 0 0 D (1)

cost sint
0 0 —sint  cost

The closed non-zero (3,0)-form 7 from (2) is 7 = exp(—2it)(e! +ie?) A (€3 + ie?) A (e® + ie).
In order to construct a lattice I' via Theorem 2.3 such that 7 is invariant under the action
of I' we must choose t € {27, 7w}. For t = 2w, B = {2mey, e3,2mes, ey, €6} is a rational basis
of R satisfying [¢(27)]s = [41]%° @ 1. According to Theorem 2.3, T' = 277 x,, span,B is
a lattice in Spg x R. However, as in the previous cases, one can check that the associated
complex solvmanifold with holomorphically trivial canonical bundle is biholomorphic to one
associated to the nilpotent Lie algebra n = span{ey, ..., e} with non-trivial Lie brackets given
by [es, e3] = e1, [es, e4] = ea, equipped with the same complex structure and quotienting by the
same lattice. ,

For t = 7 we have that [¢(7)]g = {_01 _11}69 @ (1), where B is the rational basis of R®

given by B = {mey, —e3, mea, —ey, 6}. Hence, I' = nZ x s spany{mey, mes, —eq, €4, €6} is a lattice



16 ALEJANDRO TOLCACHIER

in S9g x R. The corresponding complex solvmanifold (I'\S2 g, .J) has holomorphically trivial
canonical bundle.

e The Lie algebra s577 * X R = (ae'®, B, —O‘Tﬂge‘% +et, —e3 — O‘Tﬂge‘ﬁ, 0,0), where a > 0,

—a 1
-1 —«

can be expressed as Re; X ,qR5, where ad e5|gs = (a)P?® { } ®(0). Hence, the corresponding

simply connected Lie group is S5i7 " X R := R x4 R®, where

B(t) = ()2 @ o [ ] 5 (1)

The closed (3,0)-form 7 from (2) is 7 = exp(—it)(e! +ie®) A (€3 +ie*) A (e’ +1ieb). To construct
a lattice I' via Theorem 2.3 such that 7 is invariant under the action of I we must choose
t = 2m. If we set o = 2=, where t,, = log(2+gr—= Vgnu‘), for m € N, m > 3, then the basis
B = {e; + e3, exp(tm)er +exp(—t,)es, ea + €4, exp(tm)ea + exp(—tn, )eq, €6} is a rational basis of
R® and satisfies [¢(27)]5 = [? ~1]"*® (1) € SL(5,Z). Hence, T, = 277 x gspan, B is a lattice in

S5 xR. However, it can be seen that the associated complex solvmanifold is biholomorphic

to the complex solvmanifold (I’m\(Séjg_ L= R), J), using that T, is also a lattice in the simply

cost sint
—sint cost

connected Lie group Sé;g L1 % R and that the corresponding left-invariant complex structures
coincide on R®. Here Sé,’g_l’_l x R is the simply connected Lie group associated to 5&:51’_1 x R,
which admits a non-zero closed (3, 0)-form with respect to the complex structure .J.

e The Lie algebra s53™7 x R = (ae'® + €*, —e' + ae®, —ae® + e®®, —7e® — ae®,0,0),
where 0 < v < 1 and 0 < «, can be expressed as the almost abelian Lie algebra Res X 4., R5,

where ad es|ps = [ 4 2] ® [:3 ja} @ (0), and the corresponding simply connected Lie group is

Sz x R := R x4 R®, where

ot | cost  sint ot | cos(yt)  sin(yt)
olt) = e [— sint cos t] we [— sin(yt) cos(vt) (D).
The closed (3,0)-form 7 from (2) is 7 = exp(—i(y — 1)t)(e' —ie?) A (e® +ie?) A (€® + ie®). The
only way to obtain a lattice I using Theorem 2.3 such that the form 7 is invariant under the
action of I' is to choose t = E/L_’i for some k € Z \ {0}, but this forces vt € t + 2nZ. Hence,

the corresponding lattices will be also lattices in the solvable group S5 ’150"1 x R, which admits
a non-vanishing left-invariant closed (3,0)-form with respect to the same complex structure.
Thus, it can be seen as in previous cases that the identity map produces a biholomorphism
between the complex solvmanifolds.

e The Lie algebra 55 16 xR = (—e?*+¢e*, €3, —e% 0,0, 0) can be expressed as Res X ,q(h3 x R?),

where ad es|p,xr2 = {8 %%
000

1 0 0 t
0 cost sint O
o(t) = 0 —sint cost 0

0 0 0 1

The closed (3,0)-form as in (2) is 7 = exp(—it)(e! + i) A (e* + ie®) A (e* + ied). Hence, as
in previous cases, we are forced to choose t = 27. Let B be the rational basis of hs x R?
given by B = {2mey, eq,2mes, e3,€6}. Then, given that [¢p(27)]s = [§1] @ I3 € SL(5,2), it
follows from Theorem 2.3 that I' = 27Z x4 'y, where I'y = expls*R? span, B, is a lattice in

Ss5,16 < R. As in previous cases, the complex solvmanifold with holomorphically trivial canonical
bundle (I'\(S5,16 X R), J) is biholomorphic to the complex nilmanifold (I"\V, J), where N is the

@ (1).
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nilpotent simply connected Lie group corresponding to the Lie algebra spanned by {eq, ..., e}
such that [es, e3] = e1, [e4, €5] = —e.

e The Lie algebra sg05 = (—e?3,€3%, —€20,0,¢% 0) can be written as Reg Xaqeq (b3 X R?),
where ad eglp,xrz = (0) D[ % §]D[9 8], and thus the corresponding simply connected Lie group
is 56,25 =R X (Hg X R2)7 where

ot =e | Bl o) ]

—sint cost

The closed non-zero (3, 0)-form from (2) is 7 = exp(—it)(e! +ie®) A (€2 +ie3) A (e? +ie®). Asin
previous cases, we must choose ¢t = 27. Since the rational basis B = {e1, eq, €3, 2mes, 4 + €5} of
H3 xR? satisfies that [¢(2m)]s = I3 @ [§ 1] € SL(5, Z), we can apply Theorem 2.3 to get that I’ =
27 X eXpHSX]RZ spanyB is a lattice in S 95 that leaves 7 invariant. In a completely analogous
way to the previous cases, one can check that the complex solvmanifold with holomorphically
trivial canonical bundle (I'\Sg 95, /) is biholomorphic to the complex nilmanifold (I"\ NV, J),
where N is the nilpotent simply connected Lie group corresponding to the Lie algebra spanned
by {e;}9_, with non-trivial Lie brackets [ez, es] = ey, [e4, €5] = —e5.

® 5544 = (—e €% —e20 %0 4 %0 36 — %0 0) can be written as Reg Xaq (h3 x R?) with

®

0100
adeglp,xrz = (0) ® [_118 0 (1)], and thus the corresponding simply connected Lie group is
01-10
56,44 =R ) (Hg X RQ), where
cost  sint 0 0
—sint cost 0 0

tcost tsint cost sint
—tsint tcost —sint cost

The closed (3,0)-form 7 from (2) is 7 = exp(—2it)(e! + ie®) A (e* + ie?) A (e* + ied). To
construct a lattice I' via Theorem 2.3 such that 7 is invariant under the action of I' we are
forced to choose t € {m,27}. For t = 27 one can check that we obtain a complex solvmanifold
with holomorphically trivial canonical bundle biholomorphic to a complex nilmanifold arising
from the nilpotent Lie algebra spanned by {e; ?:1 whose only non-trivial Lie brackets are

[e2, €3] = e, [e3, €] = —es, [ea, €] = —eu. )
®
For t = 7, we have [¢(7)]s = (1) ® [_01 fl} , where B = {e1, —mey, ea, —Tes, €3} is a rational

basis of hs x R2. According to Theorem 2.3, I' = 77 x4 exp™*®” span, B is a lattice in Sg 4.

The corresponding complex solvmanifold has holomorphically trivial canonical bundle.

e The Lie algebra 52:?2 = (—e,e30, —e% Be —Bel6 0), where 8 > 0,8 # 1, can be ex-
pressed as Reg X,q (h3 x R?), where ad eglp,xrz = (0) D[4 §] @ [,05 g} Hence, the associated
simply connected Lie group is S§;§2 =R x4 (Hz x R?) where

B cost sint cos(ft)  sin(ft)
o) =) & [— sin ¢ cost] [— sin((t) cos(ﬁt)] '

The closed (3,0)-form 7 from (2) is 7 = exp(—i(8 + 1)t)(e! +ieb) A (€2 +ie?) A (e* +ie®). To
obtain a lattice I' using Theorem 2.3 such that the form 7 is invariant under the action of I'; our

only option is to choose t = ;Lfl for some k € Z\ {0}, ensuring that gt € t+2xZ. Consequently,

the possible lattices we can obtain by choosing o and k such that t € {27, 7, 7, %’T, 2} +277Z can
also be obtained by considering 58;512, which admits a non-vanishing left-invariant closed (3, 0)-
form. Again it can be seen that the corresponding complex solvmanifolds with holomorphically
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trivial canonical bundle are biholomorphic to complex solvmanifolds admitting an invariant
trivializing holomorphic section of their canonical bundle.

(626 — 33, —16 5 16

e The Lie algebra s ,,- = et —e? 10 —e% 0,0) can be expressed as Reg X 5415 1,

[01

with ad eglns; = [ 11%26(0). The associated simply connected Lie group is Se1as = Ry N5 1,

where

. ®2
cost sint (1)
—sint cost ’

o(t) = [

The closed non-zero (3,0)-form from (2) is 7 = exp(—2it)(e! +ie?) A (€3 +ie?) A (€5 +ieb). To
construct a lattice I using Theorem 2.3 such that 7 is I'-invariant, we must choose t € {27, 7}.
As in previous cases, for t = 27, the associated complex solvmanifold with holomorphically
trivial canonical bundle will be biholomorphic to a complex nilmanifold arising from the Lie
algebra ns ;.

If we choose t = m, then we have that the rational basis B = {ey,...,e5} of ns, satisfies
[6(m)]s = —Ls@(1) € SL(5,Z). Therefore I' = 7Z x4 exp™>! span B is a lattice in Sg 5 and
the corresponding complex solvmanifold has holomorphically trivial canonical bundle.

e The Lie algebra 59 |, = (—e?0—e% e!6—e3t —1® €56 —¢16 ()

can be written as Reg X 515 2,
where adegln,, = [1 5] @ (0) @[ % §]. Hence, the associated simply connected Lie group is

Sg7154 = R D(d) N5727 Where

cost —sint cost sint
ot) = lsint cost 1 ® (1) [— sint cost|’

The closed (3,0)-form 7 from (2) is 7 = exp(—2it)(e' —ie?) A(e3+ie®) A(e?+ied). As in previous
cases, we are forced to choose t € {2m,7}. For t = 2, the associated complex solvmanifold
with holomorphically trivial canonical bundle will be biholomorphic to a complex nilmanifold
arising from nj 5.

If we choose t = m, then we have that the rational basis B = {e1,...,e5} of ns, satisfies
[o(m)]s = —Lo®(1) ® — I3 and hence I' = 7Z x4 exp>2 spang{eq, ..., e5} is a lattice in S§ 5.
We compute next the first Betti number of the corresponding complex solvmanifold with holo-
morphically trivial canonical bundle, since it will be used later (see Proposition 4.5 below). We
identify I' with Z X (4(x); I'v, where I'y = spany{e, ..., es5} with the product given by the BCH
formula: z -y =z +y+ 3z, y] + 5 ([, [z, y]] + [y, [y, #]]). Thus, the product of T'y is given by

5 5
2 2
. MANE —MBNAN5 —MamsN5+MENy msng—msn
(E miei> <§ nzel>—§ (mi +ni)e; + (—= 12 S0 - ManasMand e,
i=1

=1

2 2
MANANE—MENG—MINE+M4MEN4 ms3ng—maqns mans —msng
( 12 + 2 )62 + ( 2 )63'

€4, €5}, and the only non-trivial relations are e§* = es - e3,

_'_
A set of generators of T'y is {%,
(— es - e4. Therefore,

€2
67
e3> =e1-ezand e’ = (%) - e)
U= (t1,... tg [t = tots, 1§ = 3, tho = 31,131y,

tho =7t =yt =g, tle =ttt =101,

Here ¢ := 7 't;t;. Hence, the abelianization of T is Z§ & Z, so that by (I'\Sg 15,) = 1.

e The Lie algebra 56 15 e —e%0,—€%°,0,e%,0) can be expressed as Reg Xad e, N3,

= (=
where ad egln,, = [% § gl}. Thus, the corresponding simply connected Lie group is
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56,159 =R ) N573, where

cost 0 —sint
oty =Lao| 0 1 0

sint 0 cost

The closed (3,0)-form from (2) is given by 7 = exp(it)(e! +1ie®) A (€2 +iet) A (e +ie’). Hence,
we must choose t = 27, but then the associated complex solvmanifold with holomorphically
trivial canonical bundle will be biholomorphic to a complex nilmanifold arising from nj 5.

e The Lie algebra 5¢ 5 = (—e* — €3 ae — e3¢ €26 4 qe30, —aet® — €56 e16 — e 0), where
a > 0, can be written as Reg Xaq 53 with adeglns, = (0) [ @ [_10‘ :H Thus, the

associated simply connected Lie group is Sg 5 := R x4 N5 3, where

ot |lCOSt  —sint _ot |COST  —sint
o) =(1)&e [sint cost ] € [sint cost ]
The closed (3,0)-form 7 from (2) is 7 = exp(2it)(e* +ie®) A (€2 +ie?) A (e* +ie’). To obtain a
lattice I' using Theorem 2.3 such that the form 7 is I'-invariant we must choose ¢ € {27, 7}. For
t = 27, the corresponding complex solvmanifold with holomorphically trivial canonical bundle
will be biholomorphic to a complex solvmanifold arising from 5(157162, which admits a non-zero
closed (3, 0)-form.
For t = m, we set a = t?m, where t,, = log (m+V ) m > 3. We have that the rational

basis B, = {f1,..., fs} = {(e'™ —e"")ey, 0+ €4, —em ey —etmey, 63+ €5, —em ez —etmes}
of ny3 satlsﬁes that the only non-trivial Lie brackets are [fs, f3] = f1 and [fy, f5] = f1, and

2
moreover, [¢(m)]s = (1) ® {(1) i }@ . Thus, I'y, = 7Z x4 exp™¥5* spany By, is a lattice in S 65

The corresponding complex solvmanifold has holomorphically trivial canonical bundle.

e The Lie algebra s§ 45 = (—€** — ¥, —e'0, —ae®®, e*0, e, 0), where 0 < |a| < 1, can be
1

00-1 0
written as Reg X,q 1153, with ad eglo;, = (0) @ l? 29 _00‘]. The associated simply connected
0a 0 0
Lie group is 53166 =R x4 N5 3, where
cost 0 —sint 0
- 0 cos(ta) 0 — sin(ta)
o(t) = (1) sint 0 cost 0

0 sin(ta) 0 cos(ta)

The closed (3, 0)-form 7 from (2) is exp(i(a+ 1)t)(e* +1ieb) A (e* +ie*) A (€3 +ie®). To construct
a lattice I' using Theorem 2.3 such that 7 is I'-invariant we are forced to choose ¢t = (%kl with
k € Z\ {0}, ensuring that ta € t + 2nZ. Therefore, the corresponding lattices can also be
obtained by considering the simply connected Lie group sg 166, which admits a non-zero closed
(3,0)-form with respect to the same complex structure we equipped sg 166 in Theorem 3.4, and
as in previous cases the associated complex solvmanifolds with holomorphically trivial canonical
bundle will be biholomorphic.

e The Lie algebra sq 167 = (—€?* — €%, —e30, 20 % — €56 36 + ¢16 () can be written as the
1
0
0
1

0
0 ] Thus, the associated
0

OO
—OoOOoO

almost nilpotent Lie algebra Reg X ,q15 3 with ad egn;, = (0)69 l



20 ALEJANDRO TOLCACHIER
simply connected Lie group is Sg 167 := R X4 N5 3, where

cost —sint 0 0

sin cost 0 0
tcost —tsint cost —sint|’
tsint tcost sint cost

o(t) = (1) ©

The closed (3,0)-form 7 from (2) is 7 = exp(2it)(e' + i) A (e* + ie®) A (e* + ie®). In order
to obtain a lattice I' using Theorem 2.3 such that 7 is ['-invariant, we are forced to choose
t € {2m,w}. Similarly to previous cases, for t = 27 the corresponding complex solvmanifold
with holomorphically trivial canonical bundle will be biholomorphic to a complex manifold

arising from the nilpotent Lie algebra spanned by {ey,...,es} whose non-trivial brackets are
[e2, e4] = €1, [e3, €5] = €1, [eq, €2] = €4, [€6, €3] = e€5.

For t = , the rational basis B = {f1,..., fs} = {me1, —me4, €2, —me5, e3} of ns 5 satisfies that
the only non-trivial Lie brackets are [fs, f3] = f1 and [fy, f5s] = fi. Moreover, we have that

2
[p(m)]s = (1) ® [Bl _11}@ € SL(5,Z). By Theorem 2.3, I' = 7Z x, exp’®3 span, BB is a lattice
in Se167. Thus, the corresponding complex solvmanifold has holomorphically trivial canonical
bundle.

o 52:3’1;1’_1 = (e!0 —e® 1526 —e% —¢16.0,0) can be written as (Res x Reg) X,q R, where
ades|ps = [ '] @ (0)% and ad eg|rs = diag(1,1,—1,—1). Hence, the corresponding simply
connected Lie group is 58;31;17‘1 = R? x, R*, where

cost —sint
sint cost

o(t,0) = [ 1 @1, ¢(0,s)=diag(e’, e’ e 7).

The non-zero closed (3, 0)-form 7 from (2) is 7 = exp(it)(e' +ie*) A (e® +ie) A (e +ieb). Hence,
we must choose ¢ = 2m. The corresponding lattice is a lattice in 5517’97 71 % R, which admits
a non-vanishing left-invariant closed (3,0)-form with respect to the same complex structure.
As in previous cases, it can be seen that the corresponding solvmanifolds with holomorphically
trivial canonical bundle are biholomorphic.

° 52:5%1 = (e 4 2%, —eld 4+ €%, —36 4 Bet5 —Be® — €160, 0), where 0 < 3 < 1, can be ex-
pressed as (Res x Reg) X,qR?, where ad e5|ps = [ % §]® { Y g} and ad eg|ps = diag(1,1, -1, —1).

The corresponding simply connected Lie group is 5, 07’52’(; L=R? X 4 R, where

| cost sint cos(ft)  sin(ft) s s s g
¢(t,0) = [—sint cost]@[—sin(ﬁt) cos(ﬁt)]’ $(0,5) = diag(e”, e, ™, ™).

The closed (3,0)-form 7 from (2) is 7 = exp(—i(1 — 8)t)(e! —ie?) A (e® +ie*) A (e’ +1ie®). Asin

previous cases we are forced to choose t = % , for some k € Z\ {0}, ensuring that gt € t+2nZ.
Therefore, the corresponding lattices can also be obtained considering the simply connected Lie

group associated to 52:5’2?31, which admits a non-vanishing left-invariant closed (3, 0)-form respect

to the same complex structure. Consequently, it can be checked that the corresponding complex
solvmanifolds with holomorphically trivial canonical bundle are biholomorphic.

e For the Lie algebra
sagég,v,—w = (=Bl £ yel® 1 e 15— B 4 e BeBD e 4 et 36 | gets _ yet6 ()

where 0 < 8 < v, 0 < 7, we need to change the basis in order to apply Proposition 2.4. We take
the ordered basis B = {e5 + e, €6 — €5, €1, €9, €3, €4 }. Let f; denote the elements of B, 1 < i < 6.
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Then, the complex structure defined by Jes; 1 = ey, 1 < @ < 3 also satisfies Jfo; 1 = fo.
Furthermore, we can express the Lie algebra as (Rf; x Rf;) x,q R?, where

ad files = [ L) @ [P7 5L, and ad foles = 777 S e [T L))

The associated simply connected Lie group is Sg. 52’5“*7 = R? x4 R*, where

_ (B cost sint t(8—v) | cOst  sint
¢(t,0) =e l—sint cost e —sint cost|’ and

(b(O S) — 5B+ coss —sins o o5(B+7) coss sins
’ sins  coss —sins coss|’

The closed (3,0)-form 7 from (2) is 7 = exp(=2it)(f* +if%) A (f> +if*) A (f5 +if%). To
construct a lattice I using Theorem 2.3 such that 7 is I-invariant we must select ¢t € {27, 7}.
For t = 2w, choosing § = =, for certain values of s and v we can obtain lattices. However,
these lattices can also be obtained considering the simply connected Lie group associated to the
Lie algebra 5??’1’527’1 x R, after changing to the basis {eg, €5, €2, €1, €3, €4}, which admits a non-
vanishing left-invariant closed (3,0)-form with respect to the left-invariant complex structure
we considered for Sg_ fz;g 77, The associated complex solvmanifolds with holomorphically trivial
canonical bundle will be biholomorphic.

For t = m, we set § = v = 4%, where t,, = log (’”*7 V2m2’4), for m > 3. For s = 2m, the
(rational) basis {e; + e3, e'me; + e mes, eq + €4, €mey + e "imey} of RY satisfies that [¢(mr, 0)]5 =
—1; € SL(4,Z) and B,, = [¢(0,21)]s = [9 1]** € SL(4,Z). According to Theorem 2.3,
I, = (7Z & 27Z) %, spangB is a lattice in 567752’5’%77. Thus, the corresponding complex
solvmanifold has holomorphically trivial canonical bundle.

In light of our computations, we have the following classification of the 6-dimensional solv-
able (non-nilpotent) Lie algebras corresponding to complex solvmanifolds with holomorphically
trivial canonical bundle.

Theorem 4.3. Let (I'\G,J) be a 6-dimensional complex solvmanifold with holomorphically
trivial canonical bundle. Then the Lie algebra g of G is isomorphic to g;, 1 < i < 10, or to one
of the Lie algebras described in Theorem 3.J.

As a consequence of the classification we can state the following result about completely
solvable 6-dimensional Lie algebras. Recall that a solvable Lie algebra g is completely solvable
if the adjoint operators adz : g — g, with € g, have only real eigenvalues.

Theorem 4.4. Let g be a 6-dimensional completely solvable Lie algebra equipped with a complex
structure J such that the corresponding simply connected G admit a lattice I'. If K,y 18
trivial, then there exists a non-zero holomorphic (3,0)-form defined on g.

Proof. According to Theorem 4.3, since the complex solvmanifold has holomorphically trivial
canonical bundle, we must have that the Lie algebra is isomorphic to g;, 1 < ¢ < 10, or to
one of the Lie algebras in Theorem 3.4. Since the only completely solvable Lie algebras among
those are g; and g5, the statement follows. U

To conclude, we provide next an example of a complex solvmanifold with holomorphically
trivial canonical bundle which is not biholomorphic to one with an invariant holomorphic section
of its canonical bundle.

Proposition 4.5. The complex solvmanifold with holomorphically trivial canonical bundle
(I‘\nglm,t]) previously constructed is not biholomorphic to a complex solvmanifold with an
invariant holomorphic section of its canonical bundle.
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Proof. First, note that M = I'\S§ 5, is not even homeomorphic to a nilmanifold since the lattice
I is not nilpotent. This can be seen for instance from the identity t'¢ = ¢;*. Moreover, we claim
that (M, J) is not biholomorphic to a complex solvmanifold arising from any of the Lie algebras
dg1,-..,9810- Indeed, given that bl(F\Sg7154) = 1, 51(91) = bl(gg) = bl(gg) = bl(gg) = 51(910) = 2,
together with the fact that by (g) < by(I'\G) for any solvmanifold I'\G, we deduce that T'\Sg 5,
is not even homeomorphic to a solvmanifold arising from the algebras gi, g5, g3, 8s or gio.
Furthermore, according to [13, Theorem 5.1, Theorem 7.2, Theorem 8.1], the Lie algebra 587154
does not admit a complex structure compatible with either an SKT, an LCK or a balanced
metric, and from [16, Theorem 1] (where the notation gg'gs is used), it follows that 50 154 does not
admit a symplectic form. In contrast, according to [10, Theorem 4.1, Remark 4.2, Theorem 4.5],
any complex structure admitting a non-zero holomorphic (3, 0)-form on g, (resp. gs, g7) admits
SKT (resp. balanced) metrics. Thus, if M were biholomorphic to a complex solvmanifold
(T\Gi, J), for some i = 4,5,7 then M would admit a complex structure compatible with an
SKT or a balanced metric. By applying Belgun’s symmetrization process one would obtain
a left-invariant balanced or SKT metric on S§ 5, ([4, Theorem 7], [9, Theorem 2.1], see also
[20, Lemma 4.1]), contradicting the fact that 527154 does not admit any of these structures. For
g9 = Sg152, given that go admits a symplectic form, as noticed in [16, Theorem 1] (where it is
referred to as ngg,), a similar symmetrization argument (see for instance [8, Lemma 3.3]) would
produce a left-invariant symplectic structure on 58’154, which is again a contradiction.

Finally, if M were biholomorphic to a complex solvmanifold arising from g ~ 54 166, then
(M, J) would admit a Vaisman metric, due to [10, Proposition 3.6] and [I, Example 6.11].
However, since by (89 15,) = b1(I'\\S§ 154), the argument in the proof of [15, Theorem 4.3] shows
the existence of a left-invariant LCK metric on S ;5,, which contradicts the fact that sg 5, does
not admit such a structure.

This shows that (M, J) cannot be biholomorphic to a complex solvmanifold with an invariant
holomorphic section of its canonical bundle and finishes the proof. U

Remark 4.6. The complex solvmanifolds associated to 594 X R, 8644, 5 145, 56 165, 56,167 and

S, 5;;’%*7, which we constructed using the value 7, can be all seen to be non-homeomorphic to a
nilmanifold, as the corresponding lattices are not nilpotent. Moreover, with similar arguments
to those used for s¢ 54, we can rule out the biholomorphism with a complex solvmanifold
associated to some of the Lie algebras g;,, 1 < ¢ < 10, though not all of them. For instance,
since the complex solvmanifold (I'\Sg 44, J) can be seen to have first Betti number equal to 1
and s 44 does not admit a complex structure with either a balanced, an LCK or an SK'T metric
([13, Theorem 5.1, Theorem 7.2, Theorem 8.1}), if the complex solvmanifold we constructed
were biholomorphic to one with an invariant holomorphic section, it would have to be associated
with the Lie algebra gg. It is worth pointing out that classifying all the lattices in a solvable Lie
group up to isomorphism is a task that is generally not feasible, except in some special cases.
Nevertheless, the complex solvmanifolds with holomorphically trivial canonical bundle that we
have constructed offer interesting examples, as they are not readily identifiable as biholomorphic
to a complex solvmanifold with an invariant holomorphic section of the canonical bundle.

5. APPENDIX: TABLES

We present here the list of all 6-dimensional solvable (non-nilpotent) strongly unimodular Lie
algebras, together with their nilradical, using the naming convention of [23]. In the following
tables, Lie algebras are identified via their structure equations. For instance, the notation
s31 X R? = (e!%,—€%,0,0,0,0) means that the Lie algebra 531 x R? admits a basis {ey, ..., e}
whose dual basis {e!,..., e} satisfies the following equations with respect to the Chevalley-
Eilenberg differential: de' = e!3, de? = —e?3, de? = 0 (3 < j < 6). The column labeled “.J”
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indicates whether the Lie algebra admits a complex structure or not. If there are specified
parameters, it means that the Lie algebra admits a complex structure for those values, and
does not admit for the other values. Finally, the column labeled “dy) = 0” indicates whether
the Lie algebra admits a complex structure J such that the associated Koszul 1-form is closed.
The symbol « indicates that there exists a complex structure J with ¢ = 0.

nil(lg) | g Structure equations J | dyp=0
R® 531 X R® | (e!® 230000) x| X

2 X b3 | 831 X b3 (613 0,—€°%,0,0) | x X
R* 531 X 631 | (', 623 0,e%, —e%% 0) | x X
R 0, x R® | (%, —¢,0,0,0,0) A%

> x by | 895 x by | (e*,—€'?0,-¢°0,0) |V v
R* 534 X894 | (e, —€%,0,e, - 0) | vV | V
R* 55} X 58’3 (e'3, —€23,0,e%, —e16 0) | v v

Table 1. Lie algebras g x b, dimg = dim f = 3.

nil(g) |g Structure equations J |dy=0
543(1+G)XR2 (-l<a<y) ( 7 (1+a) 34707070) a=-—3 X

R® 515 x R? (614 + 624 24 -2¢%.0,0,0) X X
Sy5 3 R? (o > 0) (ae —2e? ¥ —e? —26%.0,0,0)| v

s x R? | 546 x R? (—e 24—34000) v X
517 % R? (—e ?.0,0,0) v v

Table 2. Lie algebras g x R?, dim g = 4, g indecomposable.

g Structure equations J dyp =0

555 X R (€%,0,e3, —e,0,0) X X

50, xR (€2°,0,e*, —e32,0,0) v v

5;(13 <R (€ 1 B, B B 1 M B () 0) » »

55? x R (e!® + e, 2 + &3 ¢35 —3e%,0,0) X X

s xR (€5 1 P, b +e457e457_e357070) % v

5?8 IR 15 625 he3D, 45

0% Jatbt1]< b <o <1 (e, ,be>? —(a+b+1)e*,0,0) (a,b) = (1,-1) v4

—(a+2)
j5j(11 " #X ;R (e!® + e, e? ae?, —(a+2)e*,0,0) X X
af—258 o

s X

a5>1%) 850, 18 < o (ael5,6e25,—0‘7we35+e45,—e35—‘%5645,0,0) B=a v

5 TTXR (5>0 (€ + B B 3 | e _3ed B 0,0) » »

2 X R (@ 15%_6,25_15+ =y P VALY

0<v<1,0<a —ae®® 4 yetd —e?d 4500) y=1V

Table 3. Lie algebras g x R, dimg = 5, g indecomposable and nil(g) = R®.
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nil(g) | g Structure equations J dyp=0

by x R? s515 X R | (=€ + e e —e%,0,0,0) X X
s516 X R | (=€ + b 3% —e%.0,0,0) v v

R ssqp xR (et e®, —e3 —¢%.0,0,0) X X
55y X R | (=2, e 4+ €3, —e? +634,0,0,0) | v | x

Table 4. Lie algebras g x R, dimg = 5, g indecomposable and nil(g) # R>.

g Structure equations J dy =20
—1 26 36 46 _ 56
S6 4 (e%°,€°°,0,e*°, —e"°,0) X X
58 5 (€26,€36,0, %5, —e6,0) X X
I
Sg.7 (—%616 + €26, —%626,646,0, e®,0) X X
a,~(a+1)
5
6,8 . (62670763670,646,—(0,4- 1)65670) % %
—1<a< -5
a,—<
5 2
6,9 (€26,0, e, _%646 46 et %65670) % %
a>0
_3
So.01 (€16 4 26 26 4 (36 36, _%646 4 €56, _%656’0) % %
1 (_%6164_6267_%626+e367_%636_’_6467 . .
5
6,12 _%€467 e, 0)
a,—(3a+1)
6,13 ael® 4+ 26 qe?0 + €36 qe36, e16 —(3a 4 1)e0,0 X X
2 1 b b ) ) 7
a€[-35,0\{-3}
a77(a+l)
Se 14 (aet® + €26 ae? -(a+ 1)e30 + e16, ) y
a=—7
1 1 46 56 4
a<—ya#—3 —(a+$)e',e%°,0)
3
a,—Sq
s (e!® + €26, e + 36, e,
, X X
a>0 _37a646+656’_646_37a656’0)
=1
537,16 o (€6 4 26 4 &30 16 4 2 | (46 , )
a <0 ae30 + et6, 36 1 qetd —40e500)
a,b,c,d
Sc'17 ,a+b+c+d=1
6,17 (€16, ae?, be36, cet, de®0, 0) a=1lc=b X
0<|d<l|e| <o <la| <1
a,b,—2a—b—1
50
6,18 ae'® 4+ e26. qe?6, 36 bet® — (20 + b+ 1)e0,0 a,b) = (1,—2 X
9 9 9 9 9 2
0<|2a+b+1]<|b|<1,a#0
a,B,y,— o+ 16 3,26 .36 4 A6 | 56
96,19 ’ (ae , Be™, e >_a+§+ evter, B X
=«
0<hl<IBl<a —el0—atfi1e%, )
i
av[—}»*a*_
s (ae!6 + €20, ac’, e, ; ]
=«
0<a,0#8 —(a+5)et %, —e16 — (a + D)€, 0)
“20—2
537,251,% a 57 a< B, (%16 + 26, —e16 4 26 Be36 4 6, p y
0<~y<L Ify=1then a<p —ve38 + Bet0, —2(a + )€, 0)

Table 5. Indecomposable Lie algebras with nil(g) = R>.
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nil(g) |g Structure equations J di =0
56,24 (—e?, %, % % 0, 0) < »

bs X R? | 5605 (—e?,e36, —%.0,¢%,0) v v
56.30 (—e® 1 0,62 % 0, % 0) < »
5631 (—e® 1 &%, %, % () &1 () » »
55,:1’,2 (—e®, %0, %6, —¢% () » »
58,34 (—e®, %0, ¢, —e™0 ) » »
56.43 (—e®, 5, 3 26 4 o6 36 _ 56 ()) » »
5641 (—e®, 6%, % % | 6 36 _ 16 () % %
5%:251 @#0) | (—e*3 ae?, —ae3, et% —e5 0) X X
Sgag (o>0) | (—e*, e, —e*, ae'® —ae™,0) X X
55,4117 (—e®, e 36 F 4 o1 36 () » »
58‘7’?1 (o > 0) (—623, ae®, —ae3b, b —etf 0) v X
58:552 3> 0) (_6237 636’ _626’6656’ _6646’ 0) v g 7_'é i:;

5.1 5@7&40 (€16 — &3, 2 _ B 36 o6 () () X X
58,145 (€2 _ B, _elb _ B A6 36 () () % 7
5{;&46 (€1 — B 1 &3, 2 _ B o6 36 16 () ) [ »
5%)7147 (€% &P, ¢l 4 63 _ B M6 () () % 7 (New)

5.0 56151 (€16 — B, B _ 3y M6 oI5 16 056 () X X
56152 (Ce® _ B (16 _ 3y 56 B 6 A6 ()) % 7
58,154 (—e® _ &P 16 _ Pl B 56 o6 ()) % %
55&55 (Cel® B 6 _ 3B 16 a6 () < »

53 56,158 (—e** —e%,0,e%,0,—e,0) v X
56,150 (—e?t — 5.0, -, 0, 636 0) % %
56.160 (—e2 — B, 616 36 (), 20 () < »
52:&61 (—624 _ 635, :|:€46’ 56 0’ 636, 0) X %
5%,162| (—e2 — B e qed et e () _ 7
0<l|a| <1
56.163 (Ce2t _ B %6 20 4 o3 o6 _ 36 56 ()) X »
53 164 (0> 0) | (—e? — ¥ e —e® —ae'® %)0) X

i (—e?T — &5, ae® — &% % | qe

96,165 (@ >0) — et — (16 5. 0) v
S6 166 (—e — €35, —e e’ 2 aed 0) v a# 1V
0<lal<1 a==x1
56167 (—e?T — &P, %0 20 26 _ g6 3 | A6 ()) % %

Table 6. Indecomposable Lie algebras with dim nil(g) = 5, nil(g) # R>.
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g Structure equations J dyp =0
55001 (7, —% — &, ¢, ¢7,0,0)
52 2028 (656 35 25 1 36 246 () 0)
S 6oty Le=e=1 (a615 +ce'® —(a+1)e?® — (c+1)e? (a,¢) = (—1,-1), y
a<-1 ceR e36. %0 0) (—1,-2), (~2, —1)
52;;&#2)7*1 (e1® + 26 625’a635 136, ) )
a€R —(a+2)e* —¢%.0,0)
5673,131 (€15 1 e2, ¢35 36, 215 _ 16 (), () % %
5221204 =1 (ae' 1 e, —e1B + qe?, &3, P y

a <0 —2ae? — €46,0,0)
52{21? v (VH), a>0or | (e!6 — e el® 4 26, a>0 X
a=0and y> —1,v#0 35—|—’}/636 — —(’}/—{—2)646,0,0) (Oé,’)/) = (0,—1) v
58{22?1{ —1 (04615 _ el6 + 625, _el5 + e — 626’
a>0 ae® + €30 4 46 —ae?d + 16 0,0) @>0 8
567%51 (616 + 625, —615 4 626, —636 4 ,3645, / /3 7& 1V
0<p<1 —Be35 —e16.0,0) B=1«
52 2217 (616 + 625’ —elb 4 6267 —e36 ¢ 6457 _64670’0) x

67522 =Y (—ﬁe”’ + W616 L% _elb 5625 + 7626 P
0<B<7,0<n Be3 — 436 4 46 36 4 gets 4646 () ()

Table 7. Indecomposable Lie algebras with nil(g) = R*.
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