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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 (Γ\G, J) whose canonical bun-
dle is trivialized by a holomorphic section which is not invariant under the action ofG. 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 K(M,J),
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 (n, 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 Kähler
manifolds M2n with global Riemannian holonomy contained in SU(n) have holomorphically
trivial canonical bundle. More generally, any Calabi-Yau manifold (i.e., a compact Kähler
manifold M with c1(M) = 0 in H2(M,R)) has holomorphically torsion canonical bundle, that
is, K⊗k

(M,J) is trivial for some k ∈ N. According to [25], (non-Kähler) compact complex manifolds

with holomorphically torsion canonical bundle have vanishing first Bott-Chern class, cBC
1 = 0,

and therefore they are examples of non-Kähler 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 Kähler) and K(M,J) holomorphically trivial. An important
source of these distinguished manifolds is provided by compact quotients Γ\G, where G is
a simply connected Lie group and Γ is a cocompact and discrete subgroup of G (called a
uniform lattice), equipped with an invariant complex structure. For instance, when Γ\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 σ (with dimRG = 2n),
by using a distinguished basis of left-invariant (1, 0)-forms provided by Salamon in [22]. Since
σ is left-invariant, it induces an invariant trivializing section of K(Γ\G,J) for any lattice Γ ⊂ 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 (Γ\(R ⋉ H3), 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 ⋉H3. 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 Γ equipped with an invariant complex
structure admits an invariant holomorphic trivializing section of its canonical bundle if and
only if the Koszul 1-form ψ on the Lie algebra g of G vanishes identically, where ψ is defined
by ψ(x) = Tr(J ad x), x ∈ 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 ψ must vanish on [g, g], or equivalently dψ = 0, that is, ψ is closed.
Notice that, according to [26], dψ = −2ρ, where ρ 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 G admits compact quotients by lattices then the Lie algebra g of
G must be unimodular, that is, Tr(adx) = 0 for all x ∈ 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, Tr adx|nk/nk+1 = 0 for every x ∈ g, k ∈ N where n is the nilradical of g

and nk 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 × h

with dim g = dim h = 3 or dim g = 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 R4.
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 Kähler 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 ψ = 0, in which cases ψ 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 ψ we first provide, in Theorem 4.1, an
expression of ψ 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 τ on the
associated simply connected Lie groups. In each case we are able to construct a lattice such that
τ is invariant under the action of Γ, 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.

Acknowledgments. The author is grateful to Adrián Andrada for his carefully reading of
a first version of this manuscript and also to Anna Fino for useful suggestions. He would also
like to thank the warm hospitality of the Dipartimento di Scienza e Alta Tecnologia (DISAT)
at Università degli studi dell’Insubria and the Dipartimento di Matematica at Università degli
studi di Torino, where this work was finished. This work is supported by the PRIN 2022 project
“Interactions between Geometric Structures and Function Theories” (code 2022MWPMAB).

2. Preliminaries

An almost complex structure on a differentiable manifold M is an automorphism J of the
tangent bundle TM satisfying J2 = − IdT M , and the existence of such a structure on M forces
the dimension of M to be even, say dimRM = 2n. The almost complex structure J is called
integrable when it satisfies the condition NJ ≡ 0, where NJ is the Nijenhuis tensor given by:

(1) NJ(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.

https://drive.google.com/drive/folders/1nggW0cmMbyYTcE53e4ifc-WtI0lx4euc?usp=sharing
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Given a complex manifold (M,J) with dimCM = n its canonical bundle is defined as
K(M,J) =

∧nT ∗
M , where T ∗

M is the holomorphic cotangent bundle of M . 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⊗k

(M,J) is holomorphically trivial, k ≥ 1.

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

We now move on and consider compact quotients of Lie groups by discrete subgroups. A
discrete subgroup Γ of a Lie group G is called a lattice if the quotient Γ\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(adx) = 0
for all x ∈ g = Lie(G) (in this case, g is called unimodular as well). When Γ\G is compact
the lattice Γ 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 G 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 J2 = − Id and NJ(x, y) = 0
for all x, y in g, with NJ defined as in (1). Furthermore, if G is simply connected and admits
a uniform lattice Γ, a left-invariant complex structure defined on G induces a unique complex
structure on the compact quotient Γ\G such that the projection π : G → Γ\G is a local
biholomorphism. Such a complex structure is called invariant.

Let (Γ\G, J) be a 2n-dimensional compact quotient of a simply connected Lie group G by a
lattice Γ, equipped with an invariant complex structure. In [2] it is characterized under which
conditions the canonical bundle of (Γ\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 ψ ∈ g∗ vanishes identically
on g, where ψ(x) = Tr(J ad x).

While there are examples of compact complex manifolds (Γ\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 ψ, turns out to be quite useful for ruling out the possibility
that (Γ\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 (Γ\G, J) is holomorphically trivial
(or more generally, holomorphically torsion) then ψ([g, g]) ≡ 0, or equivalently dψ = 0.

Furthermore, the canonical bundle of a compact complex quotient Γ\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 Γ is a uniform lattice in G. When G is solvable (resp.
nilpotent) the compact quotient Γ\G is called a solvmanifold (resp. nilmanifold). Consequently,
if J is an invariant complex structure, we will call (Γ\G, J) a complex solvmanifold (resp.
complex nilmanifold). These manifolds have the very nice property that π1(Γ\G) ∼= Γ.

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 G2 be simply connected solvable Lie groups with Γi

a lattice in Gi, for i = 1, 2. If φ : Γ1 → Γ2 is an isomorphism then there exists a diffeomorphism
φ̃ : G1 → G2 such that φ̃|Γ1

= φ and φ̃(γg) = φ(γ)φ̃(g) for all γ ∈ Γ1, g ∈ G1.
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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

n0 := n, n1 := [n, n], nℓ := [n, nℓ−1], ℓ ≥ 2,

the terms of the descending central series of n, the Lie algebra g is said to be strongly unimodular
if Tr(ad(x)|nℓ/nℓ+1) = 0, for every x ∈ g and every ℓ ∈ N. Observe that if the nilradical n of g is

r-step nilpotent, then one has Tr(adx) =
∑r−1

ℓ=0 Tr(adx|nℓ/nℓ+1), x ∈ g. In particular, a strongly
unimodular solvable Lie algebra is always unimodular, i.e. Tr ad x = 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
Rk ⋉φ N , with N the nilradical, we will be able to construct lattices of the form Γ = Γ1 ⋉φ Γ2

where Γ1 ⊂ Rk and Γ2 ⊂ N are lattices of Rk 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 = Rk ⋉φ N be a simply connected solvable Lie group,
where N is the nilradical of G. If there exist a rational basis B = {X1, . . . , Xn} of n and a basis
{t1, . . . , tk} of Rk such [d(φ(tj))1N

]B is an integer unimodular matrix for all 1 ≤ j ≤ k then G

has a lattice of the form Γ = spanZ{t1, . . . , tk} ⋉φ expN(spanZ{X1, . . . , Xn}).

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

In the examples we will begin with a Lie algebra g = Rk ⋉ϕ 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(x, y) is the polynomial map given by the Baker-Campbell-
Hausdorff formula: exp(x) exp(y) = exp(Z(x, y)). Therefore, with this assumption, we have
that exp : n → N is simply the identity map on n and moreover, Aut(n) = Aut(N).

Let {t1, . . . , tk} be a basis of Rk and denote Bj = ϕ(tj) ∈ Der(n). Then, exp(Bj) ∈ Aut(N)
and using [6, Theorem 4.2] we have that G = Rk ⋉φ N , where φ : Rk → Aut(N) is the Lie
group homomorphism given by

φ
(

k
∑

j=1

xjtj
)

= exp(x1B1 + · · · + xkBk) = exp(x1B1) exp(x2B2) · · · exp(xkBk).

Here exp denotes the matrix exponential after identification of n ∼= Rdim n choosing a basis of n.
Note that, in the notation of Theorem 2.3, we have that d(φ(tj))1N

= exp(Bj) = exp(ϕ(tj)).
Hence, in order to find lattices we need a basis {t1, . . . , tk} such that [exp(ϕ(tj))]B is an integer
unimodular matrix in the rational basis B of n, for all 1 ≤ j ≤ 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 h denote the
kernel of ψ : g → R and assume that h 6= g and ψ([g, g]) ≡ 0, so that g = Re0 ⋉ h, and
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consequently G = R ⋉ H, where H is the unique connected normal subgroup of G such that
Lie(H) = h. Then the (n, 0)-form

(2) τ = exp(− i
2

Tr(J ad e0)t)σ

is closed, where t is the coordinate of R and σ is a left-invariant (n, 0)-form.

If G admits a lattice Γ such that τ is invariant under the action of Γ, we can induce a nowhere
vanishing closed (n, 0)-form on the complex manifold (Γ\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×h is solvable (resp. unimodular)
if and only if both g and h are both solvable (resp. unimodular). Moreover, for g × h 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:

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

• g × R2 where g is a 4-dimensional indecomposable strongly unimodular solvable non-
nilpotent Lie algebra, or

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

In dimension 3, the solvable unimodular Lie algebras are R3, n3,1, s−1
3,1 and s0

3,3. Since all
of these have abelian nilradical and are unimodular, they are strongly unimodular. The Lie
algebra n3,1 is the 3-dimensional Heisenberg Lie algebra spanned by {e1, e2, e3} with Lie bracket
defined by [e2, e3] = e1. From now on we will denote h3 := n3,1.

In dimension 4, the solvable non-nilpotent unimodular Lie algebras are: s
a,−(1+a)
4,3 (a ∈ (−1, 1

2
]),

s−2
4,4, s

α,− α
2

4,5 (α > 0), s4,6, s4,7, and they are all strongly unimodular.
In dimension 5, the solvable non-nilpotent unimodular Lie algebras can be divided according

to their nilradical:

• nil(g) = R4: s−1
5,3, s0

5,4, s−1
5,6, s−3

5,7, s0
5,8, s

a,b,−(a+b+1)
5,9 (0 < |a + b + 1| ≤ |b| ≤ |a| ≤ 1), s

a,−(a+2)
5,10

(a ≤ −1, a 6= −2), s
α,β,− α+β

2

5,11 (α > 0, β 6= 0, |β| ≤ α), s
−1,β
5,12 (β > 0), s

α,−α,γ
5,13 (0 < γ ≤ 1, 0 ≤ α). Since

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

• nil(g) = h3 × R: s5,15, s5,16, s
a,−(a+2)
5,22 (a ∈ (−1, 1] \ {0}), s

− 3

2

5,23, s−4
5,24, s

α,−4α
5,25 (α < 0), s−2

5,30.
Among all of these, only s5,15, s5,16 are strongly unimodular.

• nil(g) = n4,1: s
− 4

3

5,35, which is not strongly unimodular.

• nil(g) = R3: s−1,−1
5,41 , s

−2,0
5,43 , 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.

• nil(g) = R5: s−1
6,4, s

0
6,5, s

− 1

2

6,7 , s
a,−(a+1)
6,8 (−1 < a ≤ − 1

2
), s

α,− α
2

6,9 (α > 0), s
− 3

2

6,11, s
− 1

4

6,12,

s
a,−(3a+1)
6,13 (a ∈ [− 2

3
, 0) \ {− 1

3
}), s

a,−(a+ 1

2
)

6,14 (a ≤ − 1

4
, a 6= − 1

2
), s

α,− 3α
2

6,15 (α > 0), s
α,−4α
6,16 (α < 0),

s
a,b,c,−(a+b+c+1)
6,17 (0 < |a + b + c + 1| ≤ |c| ≤ |b| ≤ |a| ≤ 1), s

a,b,−(2a+b+1)
6,18 (0 < |2a + b + 1| ≤ |b| ≤ 1, a 6= 0),

s
α,β,γ,− α+β+γ

2

6,19 (0 < |γ| ≤ |β| ≤ α), s
α,β,− 2α+β

2

6,20 (0 < α, β 6= 0),

s
α,β,γ,−2(α+β)
6,21 (α < −β, γ ∈ (0, 1]. If γ = 1 then α ≤ β). Since all of these have an abelian nilradical

and are already unimodular, they are automatically strongly unimodular.
• nil(g) = h3 × R

2: s6,24, s6,25, s6,30, s6,31, s
−1
6,32, s

0
6,34, s6,43, s6,44, s

a,−1
6,45 (a 6= 0),

s
α,−α
6,46 (α > 0), s−1

6,47, s
α,0
6,51 (α > 0), s

0,β
6,52 (β > 0), s

− 1

2

6,54, s
− 1

5

6,57,

s
a,b,−(2a+2b+1)
6,66 (0 < |b| ≤ |a|, 0 < |2a + 2b + 1| ≤ 1. If |a| = |b| then a 6= −b), s

a,−(2a+3)
6,67 (a 6= −1, 0, − 3

2
),

s
a,−(4a+1)
6,68 (a ∈ [− 1

2
, 0) \ {− 1

4
}), s

α,β,−(4α+β)
6,69 (α 6= 0, 0 < |4α + β| ≤ |β|. If |4α + β| = |β| then 2α ≥ −β), s−2

6,70,

s
a,−(a+ 1

3
)

6,71 (a ≤ − 1

6
, a 6= − 1

3
), s

− 4

3

6,72, s
− 1

6

6,73, s
a,−(a+1)
6,74 (0 < |a| ≤ 1, a 6= −1), s−2

6,75, s
α,−6α
6,76 (α > 0),

s
α,−2α
6,77 (α > 0), s

α,β,−(α+β)
6,78 (0 < |β| ≤ |α|, β 6= −α, α+β < 0), s

α,−2α
6,79 (α < 0), s

α,−2α,γ
6,80 (α, γ > 0), s−3

6,81,

s
a,−(2a+1)
6,86 (a ∈ [−1, 0) \ {− 1

2
}]), s

− 1

3

6,87, s
−3
6,88, s

−1
6,89, s

α,−α
6,90 (α < 0), of which only the Lie algebras

s6,24, s6,25, s6,30, s6,31, s
−1
6,32, s

0
6,34, s6,43, s6,44, s

a,−1
6,45 , s

α,−α
6,46 (α > 0), s−1

6,47, s
α,0
6,51 (α > 0),

s
0,β
6,52 (β > 0), are strongly unimodular.

• nil(g) = n4,1 × R: s2
6,96, s

−7
6,102, s

a,−(3a+4)
6,105 (a 6= 0, −2, − 4

3
), s

− 5

3

6,106, s
−1
6,107, s

− 3

2

6,108, s
−4
6,110, s

−3
6,112,

s−3
6,116, of which none is strongly unimodular.

• nil(g) = n5,1: s2
6,124, s

− 3

2

6,128, s
a,2+2a
6,131 (0 < |a| ≤ 1, a 6= −1, − 1

2
), s−3

6,132, s4
6,133, s

α,4α
6,134 (α > 0),

s
− 1

2

6,139, s
−1
6,140, s

0
6,145, s

−1
6,146, s

0
6,147, of which just s−1

6,140, s
0
6,145, s

−1
6,146, s

0
6,147 are strongly uni-

modular.
• nil(g) = n5,2: s6,151, s±1

6,152, s
0
6,154, s

−1
6,155, which are all strongly unimodular. Note that

s−1
6,152 ≃ s1

6,152 ([13, Remark 2.1]).

• nil(g) = n5,3: s6,158, s6,159, s6,160, s±1
6,161, sa

6,162 (0 < |a| ≤ 1), s6,163, sα
6,164 (α > 0), sα

6,165

(α > 0), sα
6,166 (0 < |α| ≤ 1), s6,167, which are all strongly unimodular.

• nil(g) = n5,4: s6,183, which is not strongly unimodular.

• nil(g) = n5,5: s
− 7

4

6,192, which is not strongly unimodular.

• nil(g) = R
4: s

−1,−1
6,204 , s

0,−2
6,208, s

a,−(a+1),c,−(c+1)
6,213 (a ≤ − 1

2
), s

a,−(a+2),−1
6,214 (a ∈ R), s

−2,−1
6,215 , s

α,−2α,−1
6,216

(α < 0), s
α,−α,γ,−(γ+2)
6,217 (α > 0 or (α = 0 and γ ≥ −1, γ 6= 0)), s

α,−α,−1
6,224 (α ≥ 0), s

0,β,−1
6,226 (0 < β ≤ 1), s

0,−1
6,227,

s
−β,β,γ,−γ
6,228 (0 ≤ β ≤ γ, 0 < γ), which, being unimodular and having an abelian nilradical, are

automatically strongly unimodular.
• nil(g) = h3 × R: s

−2,−2
6,234 , s

−4,0
6,239, 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 n5,3,
have the following structure equations:

n5,1 = (−e35,−e45, 0, 0, 0), n5,2 = (−e35,−e34,−e45, 0, 0), n5,3 = (−e24 − e35, 0, 0, 0, 0).

Notice that the only nilradical of codimension 2 that occurs is R4, 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 × 3 and 4 × 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 R4. We obtain the following theorem.

Theorem 3.1. A 6-dimensional solvable (non-nilpotent) strongly unimodular Lie algebra g with
nilradical R4 admits a complex structure if and only if g is isomorphic to one among:

s0
3,3 × s0

3,3, s−1
3,1 × s0

3,3, s
−2,0
5,43 × R, s

a,−(a+1),c,−(c+1)
6,213 ({a, c} ∈ {{−1

2
,−1

2
} ∪ {−1,−2}}),

s
α,−2α,−1
6,216 (α < 0), s

α,−α,γ,−(γ+2)
6,217 (α > 0 or (α, γ) = (0,−1)), s

α,−α,−1
6,224 (α > 0),

s
0,β,−1
6,226 (0 < β ≤ 1), s

0,−1
6,227, s

−β,β,γ,−γ
6,228 (0 ≤ β ≤ γ, 0 < γ).

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 s0

3,3 ×s0
3,3 and s−1

3,1 ×s0
3,3 already

appeared in [24] and a complex structure for s
−2,0
5,43 × R was recently given in [5].

g Complex structure

s0
3,3 × s0

3,3 Je1 = e2, Je3 = e6, Je4 = e5

s−1
3,1 × s0

3,3 Je1 = e2 + e4, Je2 = e1 + e5, Je3 = e6

s
−2,0
5,43 × R Je1 = e4, Je2 = e3, Je5 = e6

s
− 1

2
,− 1

2
,− 1

2
,− 1

2

6,213 Je1 = e2, Je3 = e6, Je4 = e5

s
−1,0,−2,1
6,213 Je1 = e6, Je2 = e3, Je4 = −2e5 + e6

s
−2,1,−1,0
6,213 Je1 = e5, Je2 = −e4, Je3 = e5 − 2e6

s
α,−2α,−1
6,216 (α < 0) Je1 = e2, Je3 = e5 − 2αe6, Je4 = e5

s
α,−α,γ,−(γ+2)
6,217 (α > 0) Je1 = e2, Je3 = −(γ + 2)e5 + αe6, Je4 = −γe5 + αe6

s
0,0,−1,−1
6,217 Je1 = e2, Je3 = e4, Je5 = e6

s
α,−α,−1
6,224 (α > 0) Je1 = e2, Je3 = 1

α
e5 + e6, Je4 = e6

s
0,β,−1
6,226 (0 < β ≤ 1) Je1 = e2, Je3 = e4, Je5 = e6

s
0,−1
6,227 Je1 = e2, Je3 = e5, Je4 = −e6

s
−β,β,γ,−γ
6,228 (0 ≤ β ≤ γ, 0 < γ) Je1 = e2, Je3 = e4, Je5 = e6

For the remaining Lie algebras with nilradical R4, we prove that none of them admit complex
structures by performing explicit computations. We consider a generic endomorphism

(3) J =





















a1 a7 a13 a19 a25 a31

a2 a8 a14 a20 a26 a32

a3 a9 a15 a21 a27 a33

a4 a10 a16 a22 a28 a34

a5 a11 a17 a23 a29 a35

a6 a12 a18 a24 a30 a36





















,

written as a matrix with respect to the basis {e1, . . . , e6} which defines the structure equations.
We then impose the conditions J2 = − Id and NJ ≡ 0 and show that they lead to a contradic-
tion. Specifically, we set Nijk := ek(NJ(ei, ej)) and B := J2 + Id and show that there is some
expression in terms of Nijk and Bij , for some i, j, k, that cannot vanish. In the decomposable
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case, in [24] it was proved that s−1
3,1 × s−1

3,1 does not admit complex structures. The only remain-

ing decomposable algebra to be analyzed is s
−1,−1
5,41 × R = (e14, e25,−e34 − e35, 0, 0, 0), which we

examine next. We start by noting that a34 = 0. This follows from the vanishing of

N164 = a4a34, N165 = a5a34,

N144 = (a1 + a22)a4 − a3a16, N145 = (a1 + a22)a5 − a3a17,

N141 = a2
1 − a3a13 + a4a19 + 1, N353 = −(a16 + a17)a27 + a9a14 − a2

15 − 1,

N361 = (−2a34 − a35)a13 + a16a31, N362 = (−a34 − 2a35)a14 + a17a32.

Substituting a34 = 0 in all Nijk, we then deduce that a35 = 0, by looking at:

N265 = a11a35, N365 = −a17a35, N362 = −2a14a35 + a17a32, N252 = a11a26 − a9a14 + a2
8 + 1.

Next, we compute

N466 +N566 +B66 = [a18a33 − a31a6] + [−a12a32 + a18a33] + [a2
36 + a31a6 + a12a32 + a18a33]

= 3a18a33 + a2
36 + 1.

The vanishing of this expression implies a18 6= 0 and a31a32 6= 0 (the latter follows from
0 = N466 = N566). At this point, we obtain a4 = a5 = a16 = a17 = 0 due to the vanishing of

N161 = a4a31, N162 = a5a32, N361 = a16a31, N362 = a17a32,

From the vanishing of

N141 = a2
1 − a3a13 + 1, and N151 = −a3a13 + a2a7,

we deduce that a2a3a13 6= 0. Then, by adding and substracting
N143

a3
= a1 − a15 + 2a22 + a23 and N341

a13
= a1 − a15 − 2a22 − a23,

we find that a15 = a1 and a23 = −2a22. The contradiction arises since

−(a1 − 3a22)N142 + a3N342 + a2N141 = −(a1 − 3a22)[(a1 + 3a22)a2 − a3a14]

+ a3[(−a1 + 3a22)a14 + a2a13] + a2N141

= 9a2(a
2
22 + 1) 6= 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 s−1,−1
6,204 , s0,−2

6,208, s
a,−(a+1),c,−(c+1)
6,213

((a, c) 6= (−1
2
,−1

2
), (−1,−2), (−2,−1)), s

a,−(a+2),−1
6,214 , s−2,−1

6,215 , s
0,0,γ,−(γ+2)
6,217 (γ > −1), s0,0,−1

6,224 do not
admit complex structures can be found in the MAPLE files. �

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 ψ ≡ 0, or equivalently, a non-zero
closed (3, 0)-form, as in this case ψ is trivially closed. In [10, Theorem 2.8], the authors provide
a list of these Lie algebras. They obtain nine Lie algebras: g1, . . . , 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 g10 := s0
6,147 admits a complex structure J such that its associated

Koszul 1-form vanishes identically on g10.

Proof. It is straightforward to verify that the almost complex structure J defined on g10 by
Je1 = e2, Je3 = −e4, and Je5 = −2e6 is integrable and satisfies ψ = 0. �
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Remark 3.3. It was observed in [13, Remark 2.3] that the simply connected Lie group asso-
ciated to g10 admits lattices, hence it gives rise to complex solvmanifolds with holomorphically
trivial canonical bundle. Moreover, g10 is not isomorphic to any of the Lie algebras g1, . . . , g9

since b2(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 gi, 1 ≤ i ≤ 10. Then g admits a complex structure J such that the associated
Koszul 1-form ψ vanishes on [g, g] if and only if g is isomorphic to one of the following:

s0
3,3 × R

3, s0
3,3 × h3, s0

3,3 × s0
3,3, s4,7 × R

2, s0
5,4 × R, s0

5,8 × R, s
α,α,−α
5,11 × R (α > 0),

s
α,−α,γ
5,13 × R (0 < γ < 1, 0 ≤ α), s5,16 × R, s6,25, s6,44, s

0,β
6,52 (β > 0, β 6= 1),

s0
6,145, s0

6,154, s6,159, sα
6,165 (α > 0), sα

6,166 (0 < |α| < 1), s6,167, s
0,0,−1,1
6,217 ,

s
0,β,−1
6,226 (0 < β < 1), s

−β,β,γ,−γ
6,228 (0 ≤ β ≤ γ, 0 < γ).

Proof. We begin by exhibiting a complex structure such that ψ([g, g]) ≡ 0 for each Lie algebra
g of the list in the statement.

g Complex structure with dψ = 0

s0
3,3 × R

3 Je1 = e2, Je3 = e4, Je5 = e6

s0
3,3 × h3 Je1 = e2, Je3 = e4, Je5 = e6

s0
3,3 × s0

3,3 Je1 = e2, Je3 = e6, Je4 = e5

s4,7 × R2 Je1 = e4, Je2 = e3, Je5 = e6

s0
5,4 × R Je1 = e6, Je2 = e5, Je3 = e4

s0
5,8 × R Je1 = e2, Je3 = e4, Je5 = e6

s
α,α,−α
5,11 × R (α > 0) Je1 = e2, Je3 = e4, Je5 = e6

s
α,−α,γ
5,13 × R (0 < γ < 1, 0 ≤ α) Je1 = −e2, Je3 = e4, Je5 = e6

s5,16 × R Je1 = e6, Je2 = e3, Je4 = e5

s6,25 Je1 = e5, Je2 = e3, Je4 = e6

s6,44 Je1 = e6, Je2 = e3, Je4 = e5

s
0,β
6,52 (β > 0, β 6= 1) Je1 = e6, Je2 = e3, Je4 = e5

s0
6,145 Je1 = e2, Je3 = e4, Je5 = e6

s0
6,154 Je1 = −e2, Je3 = e6, Je4 = e5

s6,159 Je1 = e6, Je2 = e4, Je3 = e5

sα
6,165 (α > 0) Je1 = e6, Je2 = e3, Je4 = e5

sα
6,166 (0 < |α| < 1) Je1 = e6, Je2 = e4, Je3 = e5

s6,167 Je1 = e6, Je2 = e3, Je4 = e5

s
0,0,−1,−1
6,217 Je1 = e2, Je3 = e4, Je5 = e6

s
0,β,−1
6,226 (0 < β < 1) Je1 = −e2, Je3 = e4, Je5 = e6

s
−β,β,γ,−γ
6,228 (0 ≤ β ≤ γ, 0 < γ) Je1 = e2, Je3 = e4, Je5 = e6

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 {e1, . . . , e6} which defines
the structure equations. Then we impose the conditions J2 = − Id, NJ ≡ 0, and ψ([g, g]) ≡ 0,
and show that they lead to some contradiction. We define Nijk and Bij as we did in the proof
of Theorem 3.1. If {ej1

, . . . , ejk
} is a basis of [g, g], we write ψ([g, g]) := (ψ(ej1

), . . . , ψ(ejk
)).
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For instance, for the Lie algebra s
− 1

2
,− 1

2

4,3 × R2 = (e14,−1
2
e24,−1

2
e34, 0, 0, 0), we have that

ψ([g, g]) = (−a4,
a10

2
, a16

2
). Thus, ψ([g, g]) ≡ 0 if and only if a4 = a10 = a16 = 0. After

substitution, the following expressions do not vanish simultaneously, leading to a contradiction:

N152 = 3
2
a2a28, N153 = 3

2
a3a28, N162 = 3

2
a2a34, N163 = 3

2
a3a34,

N141 = a2
1 − 1

2
a2a7 − 1

2
e3a13 + 1, B44 = a2

22 + a23a28 + a24a34 + 1.

The analysis to show that the Lie algebras s
α,− 1

2
α

4,5 × R2, s4,6 × R2, s−2,0
5,43 × R, s

− 1

4
,− 1

4

6,14 , sα,−4α
6,16 ,

s
1,b,b,−2(b+1)
6,17 , s

1,− 3

2
,− 3

2

6,18 , s
α,α,γ,−α− γ

2

6,19 , s
α,α,− 3

2
α

6,20 , s
α,β,γ,−2(α+β)
6,21 , s0,α

6,51, s6,158, sα
6,164, sa,−a−1,c,−c−1

6,213 (where

(a, c) = (− 1

2
, − 1

2
), (−1, −2), or (−2, −1)), sα,−2α,−1

6,216 , s
α,−α,γ,−(γ+2)
6,217 (α > 0), sα,−α,−1

6,224 (α > 0), s0,−1
6,227 do not

admit complex structures with closed Koszul 1-form can be found in the MAPLE files. �

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 ψ, 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 ψ 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 ψ([g, g]) ≡ 0. Then, the expression for ψ in the dual basis {ej}6

j=1 of the
basis defining the structure equations of the Lie algebra is given in the following table.

g ψ satisfying ψ([g, g]) ≡ 0
s0

3,3 × R3 ±2e3

s0
3,3 × h3 ±2e3

s0
3,3 × s0

3,3 ±2e3 ± 2e6

s4,7 × R2 ±2e4

s0
5,4 × R ±2e5

s0
5,8 × R ±4e5

s
α,α,−α
5,11 × R (α > 0) ±2e5

s
α,−α,γ
5,13 × R (0 < γ ≤ 1, 0 ≤ α) ±2(γ ± 1)e5

s5,16 × R ±2e5

s6,25 ±2e6

s6,44 ±4e6

s
0,β
6,52 (β > 0, β 6= 1) ±2(β ± 1)e6

s0
6,145 ±4e6

s0
6,154 ±4e6

s6,159 ±2e6

sα
6,165 (α > 0) ±4e6

sα
6,166 (0 < |α| < 1) ±2(α ± 1)e6

s6,167 ±4e6

s
0,0,−1,−1
6,217 ±2e5

s
0,β,−1
6,226 (0 < β < 1) ±2(β ± 1)e5

s
−β,β,γ,−γ
6,228 (0 ≤ β ≤ γ, 0 < γ) ±2e5 ± 2e6
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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, NJ ≡ 0 and ψ([g, g]) ≡ 0, and
we obtain an expression of ψ written in the dual basis {e1, . . . , e6} corresponding to the basis
{ej}

6
j=1 that defines the structure equations. We write ψ = (ψ(e1), . . . , ψ(e6)). For instance,

for the Lie algebra
s0

3,3 × R
3 = (e23,−e13, 0, 0, 0, 0),

we have that ψ = (a9,−a3, a2 − a7, 0, 0, 0). Then, for ψ to vanish on the commutator we must
have a3 = a9 = 0. After substitution, looking at the vanishing of the expressions

B33 = a2
15 + a16a21 + a17a27 + a18a33 + 1,

N141 = −a21(a2 + a7), N151 = −a27(a2 + a7), N161 = −a33(a2 + a7),

N142 = a21(a1 − a8), N152 = a27(a1 − a8), N162 = a33(a1 − a8),

we obtain that a7 = −a2 and a8 = a1. At this point we arrive at

N131 = 2a1a2, N132 = −a2
1 + a2

2 − 1,

whose vanishing implies a2 = ±1, and thus ψ = ±2e3. For the remaining 20 Lie algebras, the
computations are explained in full detail in the MAPLE files. �

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 × 3 and 4 × 2, the almost nilpotent case ([11], [12], [13]), the nilradical R4 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:

g1 ≃ s
1,−1,−1
5,9 × R, gα

2 = s
α,−α,1
5,13 × R, g3 ≃ s−1

3,1 × s0
3,3, g4 ≃ s

0,1
6,52, g5 ≃ s1

6,162,

g6 ≃ s−1
6,166, g7 ≃ s1

6,166, g8 ≃ s
0,1,−1
6,226 , g9 ≃ s6,152, g10 = s0

6,147.

Next, we will determine whether the non-zero closed (3, 0)-form τ of Proposition 2.4 defined
on the associated simply connected Lie group G is invariant under the action of some lattice Γ
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 s0

6,154. 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 s0

5,8 ×R, s6,44, s0
6,145, sα

6,165, s6,167 and s
−β,β,γ,−γ
6,228 , where it remains unclear whether they

are biholomorphic to a complex solvmanifold admitting invariant holomorphic sections of its
canonical bundle.

• The Lie algebra s0
3,3 ×R3 = (e23,−e13, 0, 0, 0, 0) can be expressed as the almost abelian Lie

algebra Re3⋉adR
5, where ad e3|R5 = [ 0 1

−1 0 ]⊕(0)⊕3. Hence, the corresponding simply connected
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Lie group is S0
3,3 × R3 := R⋉φ R5, where1

φ(t) = exp(t ad e3|R5) =

[

cos t sin t
− sin t cos t

]

⊕ I3 .

The closed (3, 0)-form τ from (2) is given by τ = exp(−it)(e1 + ie2) ∧ (e3 + ie4) ∧ (e5 + ie6). We
can apply Theorem 2.3 with t = 2π, since for the rational basis B = {e1, e2, e4, e5, e6} of R5 we
have that [φ(2π)]B = I5 ∈ SL(5,Z). Thus, Γ = 2πZ⋉φZ

5 = 2πZ×Z
5 is a lattice in S0

3,3×R
3 and

τ is invariant under the action of Γ. Therefore, the complex solvmanifold (Γ\(S0
3,3 ×R3), J) has

holomorphically trivial canonical bundle. However, this complex solvmanifold is biholomorphic
to the complex torus (Z6\R6, J). Indeed, Γ is a lattice in both S0

3,3 × R3 and R6, so that the

identity map induces a biholomorphism between the complex solvmanifold (Γ\(S0
3,3 × R

3), J)
and the complex torus (Z6\R6, J).

• The Lie algebra s0
3,3 × h3 = (e23,−e13, 0,−e56, 0, 0) can be written as Re3 ⋉ad (R2 × h3),

where ad e3|R2×h3
= [ 0 1

−1 0 ] ⊕ (0)⊕3. Hence, the corresponding simply connected Lie group is
S0

3,3 ×H3 := R⋉φ (R2 ×H3), with

φ(t) =

[

cos t sin t
− sin t cos t

]

⊕ I3 .

The closed (3, 0)-form τ from (2) is τ = exp(−it)(e1 +ie2)∧(e3 +ie4)∧(e5 +ie6). We apply The-
orem 2.3 with t = 2π, since for the rational basis B = {e1, e2, e4, e5, e6} of R2 ×H3 we have that

[φ(2π)]B = I5 ∈ SL(5,Z). Thus, Γ = 2πZ ⋉φ ΓN , where ΓN = expR2×H3 spanZ{e1, e2, e4, e5, e6},
is a lattice in S0

3,3 ×H3 and τ is invariant under the action of Γ. Therefore, the corresponding
complex solvmanifold has trivial canonical bundle.

We show next that the complex solvmanifold (Γ\(S0
3,3×H3), J) is biholomorphic to a complex

nilmanifold ((2πZ× ΓN )\(R3 ×H3), J̃). Indeed, the group laws can be described as follows: let
x = (t, x, y, z, u, v),x′ = (t′, x′, y′, z′, u′, v′) be elements of R6. The multiplication in S0

3,3 × H3

is given by:

x · x′ = (t+ t′, x+ x′ cos t+ y′ sin t, y − x′ sin t+ y′ cos t, z + 1
2
(uv′ − vu′), u+ u′, v + v′)

and in R3 ×H3 it is given by:

x · x′ = (t+ t′, x+ x′, y + y′, z + 1
2
(uv′ − vu′), u+ u′, v + v′).

Then, let {ej}
6
j=1 and {fj}

6
j=1 denote the bases of s0

3,3 × h3 and R
3 × h3, respectively. If we

consider {ej}
6
j=1 and {fj}

6
j=1 as left-invariant vector fields on S0

3,3 × H3 ≡ R3 × H3 ≡ R6 in

terms of the usual coordinate vector fields on R6 we have that

e1 = cos t ∂x − sin t ∂y, e2 = sin t ∂x + cos t ∂y, e3 = ∂t, e4 = ∂z, e5 = −v
2
∂z + ∂u,

e6 = u
2
∂z + ∂v, f1 = ∂x, f2 = ∂y, f3 = ∂t, f4 = ∂z, f5 = −v

2
∂z + ∂u, f6 = u

2
∂z + ∂v.

From here it can be seen the left-invariant complex structures corresponding to Je2i−1 = e2i

and J̃f2i−1 = f2i, 1 ≤ i ≤ 6 coincide on R6, that is, there is a complex structure on R6 which is
invariant by the left actions of both S0

3,3 ×H3 and R3 ×H3. We have the following commutative
diagram:

(S0
3,3 ×H3, J) (R3 ×H3, J̃)

(Γ\(S0
3,3 ×H3), J) (Γ\(R3 ×H3), J̃)

F =Id

π1 π2

F̃

1We use A⊕B to denote the block-diagonal matrix [ A

B
]. This naturally generalizes to the sum of n square

matrices.
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where the canonical projections πi are local biholomorphisms. Using that the complex structures
coincide on R6 and that F̃ is induced by the identity map, it is easy to see that F̃ is a
biholomorphism.

• For the Lie algebra s0
3,3 × s0

3,3 = (e23,−e13, 0, e56,−e46, 0), we will change to a new basis,
in order to use Proposition 2.4. Take the basis {f1, . . . , f6}, where f1 = e3 + e6, f2 = e6 − e3,
f3 = e1, f4 = e2, f5 = e4 and f6 = e5. In this basis s0

3,3×s0
3,3 can be written as (Rf1⊕Rf2)⋉adR

4,

where ad f1|R4 = [ 0 1
−1 0 ]

⊕2
and ad f2|R4 = [ 0 −1

1 0 ] ⊕ [ 0 1
−1 0 ]. The associated simply connected Lie

group is G = R2 ⋉φ R4, where

φ(t, 0) =

[

cos t sin t
− sin t cos t

]⊕2

and φ(0, s) =

[

cos s − sin s
sin s cos s

]

⊕

[

cos s sin s
− sin s cos s

]

.

The complex structure J in the basis {fj}
6
j=1 is given by

(4) Jf1 = f2, Jf3 = f4, and Jf5 = f6,

and satisfies ψ = 4f 1. The associated closed (3, 0)-form τ defined on G as in (2) is given
by exp(−2it)(f 1 + if 2) ∧ (f 3 + if 4) ∧ (f 5 + if 6). To construct a splittable lattice Γ that
leaves the form τ invariant we must choose t ∈ {π, 2π}. However, in any case, one can check
that the splittable lattices we can get by choosing s ∈ {2π, π, π

2
, 2π

3
, π

3
} are also lattices in the

simply connected Lie group G̃ corresponding to g0
2 = s

0,0,1
5,13 ×R = (e25,−e15, e45,−e35, 0, 0), after

changing the basis to {f̃j}
6
j=1 = {e5 + e6, e5 − e6, e2, e1, e3, e4}. This Lie algebra admits a non-

vanishing left-invariant closed (3, 0)-form with respect to the complex structure (4). Moreover,
identifying G ≡ G̃ ≡ R4, in terms of the coordinate vector fields on R6 we have that

f1 = ∂t, f2 = ∂x, f3 = cos(s− t)∂y + sin(s− t)∂z , f4 = − sin(s− t)∂y + cos(s− t)∂z

f5 = cos(t+ s)∂u − sin(s+ t)∂v, f6 = sin(t+ s)∂u + cos(t+ s)∂v,

f̃1 = ∂t, f̃2 = ∂x, f̃3 = cos(t+ s)∂y + sin(t+ s)∂z, f̃4 = − sin(t+ s)∂y + cos(t+ s)∂z,

f̃5 = cos(t+ s)∂u − sin(t+ s)∂v, f̃6 = sin(t+ s)∂u+ cos(t+ s)∂v.

Therefore, the left-invariant complex structures coincide on R6 and thus, as in the previous case,
the identity map induces a biholomorphism between the corresponding complex solvmanifolds
with holomorphically trivial canonical bundle.

• The Lie algebra s4,7 ×R2 = (−e23, e34,−e24, 0, 0, 0) can be described as the almost nilpotent
Lie algebra Re4⋉ad (h3 ×R

2), where ad e4|h3×R2 = (0)⊕ [ 0 1
−1 0 ]⊕(0)⊕2. Hence, the corresponding

simply connected Lie group is S0
4,7 × R2 := R⋉φ (H3 × R2), where

φ(t) = (1) ⊕

[

cos t sin t
− sin t cos t

]

⊕ I2 .

Therefore, the multiplication is given as follows: let x = (t, x, y, z, u, v) and x′ = (t′, x′, y′, z′, u′, v′)
be elements of S0

4,7 × R2 ≡ R6, then

x · x′ = (t+ t′,x+ x′ + y
2
(− sin(t)y′ + cos(t)z′) − z

2
(cos(t)y′ + sin(t)z′),

y + cos(t)y′ + sin(t)z′, z − sin(t)y′ + cos(t)z′, u+ u′, v + v′).

The closed (3, 0)-form τ , as in (2), is τ = exp(−it)(e1 + ie4)∧(e2 + ie3)∧(e5 + ie6). To construct
a lattice Γ via Theorem 2.3 such that τ is invariant under the action of Γ we must choose t = 2π,
and a lattice indeed exists since for the rational basis B = {e1, e2, e3, e5, e6} of H3 ×R2 we have

that [φ(2π)]B = I5. Therefore, Γ = 2πZ⋉φ ΓN , where ΓN = expH3×R2

spanZ{e1, e2, e3, e5, e6}, is
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a lattice in S4,7 × R2. Considering {ei}
6
i=1 as left-invariant vector fields on S4,7 × R2 ≡ R6, in

terms of the coordinate vector fields on R6 we have that

e4 = ∂t, e1 = ∂x, e2 = −1
2
(y sin t+ z cos t) ∂x + cos t ∂y − sin t ∂z

e3 = 1
2
(y cos t− z sin t) ∂x + sin t ∂y + cos t ∂z, e5 = ∂u, e6 = ∂v.

Therefore, the left-invariant complex structure corresponding to s4,7 × R2 (from Theorem 3.4)
on R6 is given by J∂x = ∂t, J∂y = y

2
∂x + z

2
∂t + ∂z and J∂u = ∂v. On another hand, considering

the elements {fi}
6
i=1 of Rf4 × h3 × R

2 as left-invariant vector fields on R
6, in terms of the

coordinate vector fields we have that

f4 = ∂t, f1 = ∂x, f2 = −z
2
∂x + ∂y, f3 = y

2
∂x + ∂z, f5 = ∂u, f6 = ∂v.

A straightforward calculation shows that both complex structures coincide on R6, and since Γ is
also a lattice in R×H3 ×R2 the identity map S4,7×R2 → R×H3 ×R2 induces a biholomorphism
between (Γ\(S4,7 × R2), J) and the complex nilmanifold ((2πZ × ΓN)\(R ×H3 × R2), J).

• The Lie algebra s0
5,4 × R = (e25, 0, e45,−e35, 0, 0) can be written as Re5 ⋉ad R5, where

ad e5|R5 = [ 0 1
0 0 ] ⊕ [ 0 1

−1 0 ] ⊕ (0), and hence the corresponding simply connected Lie group is
S0

5,4 × R := R⋉φ R5, where

φ(t) =

[

1 t

0 1

]

⊕

[

cos t sin t
− sin t cos t

]

⊕ (1).

The closed (3, 0)-form τ from (2) is τ = exp(−it)(e1 + ie6) ∧ (e2 + ie5) ∧ (e3 + ie4). We apply
Theorem 2.3 with t = 2π, since for the rational basis B = {2πe1, e2, e3, e4, e6} of R5 we have
that [φ(2π)]B = [ 1 1

0 1 ] ⊕ I3. Consequently, Γ = 2πZ ⋉φ spanZ{2πe1, e2, e3, e4, e6} is a lattice in
S0

5,4 × R and τ is invariant under the action of Γ. However, as in previous cases, one can check

that the complex solvmanifold with holomorphically trivial canonical bundle (Γ\(S0
5,4×R), J) is

biholomorphic to the complex nilmanifold (Γ\N, J), where N is the nilpotent, simply connected
Lie group associated to the Lie algebra n := span{e1, . . . , e6}, with the only non-trivial Lie
bracket being [e5, e2] = e1.

• The Lie algebra s0
5,8 ×R = (e25 +e35,−e15 +e45, e45,−e35, 0, 0) can be written as the almost

abelian Lie algebra Re5⋉adR
5, where ad e5|R5 =

[

0 1 1 0
−1 0 0 1
0 0 0 1
0 0 −1 0

]

⊕(0). Hence, the associated simply

connected Lie group is S0
5,8 × R := R ⋉φ R5, where

φ(t) =











cos t sin t t cos t t sin t
− sin t cos t −t sin t t cos t

0 0 cos t sin t
0 0 − sin t cos t











⊕ (1).

The closed non-zero (3, 0)-form τ from (2) is τ = exp(−2it)(e1 + ie2) ∧ (e3 + ie4) ∧ (e5 + ie6).
In order to construct a lattice Γ via Theorem 2.3 such that τ is invariant under the action
of Γ we must choose t ∈ {2π, π}. For t = 2π, B = {2πe1, e3, 2πe2, e4, e6} is a rational basis
of R5 satisfying [φ(2π)]B = [ 1 1

0 1 ]⊕2 ⊕ 1. According to Theorem 2.3, Γ = 2πZ ⋉φ spanZB is
a lattice in S0

5,8 × 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{e1, . . . , e6} with non-trivial Lie brackets given
by [e5, e3] = e1, [e5, e4] = e2, equipped with the same complex structure and quotienting by the
same lattice.

For t = π we have that [φ(π)]B =
[

−1 1
0 −1

]⊕2
⊕ (1), where B is the rational basis of R5

given by B = {πe1,−e3, πe2,−e4, e6}. Hence, Γ = πZ⋉φ spanZ{πe1, πe3,−e2, e4, e6} is a lattice
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in S0
5,8 × R. The corresponding complex solvmanifold (Γ\S0

5,8, J) has holomorphically trivial
canonical bundle.

• The Lie algebra s
α,α,−α
5,11 ×R = (αe15, βe25,−α+β

2
e35 + e45,−e35 − α+β

2
e45, 0, 0), where α > 0,

can be expressed as Re5⋉adR
5, where ad e5|R5 = (α)⊕2⊕

[

−α 1
−1 −α

]

⊕(0). Hence, the corresponding

simply connected Lie group is Sα,α,−α
5,11 × R := R⋉φ R

5, where

φ(t) = (eαt)⊕2 ⊕ e−αt

[

cos t sin t
− sin t cos t

]

⊕ (1).

The closed (3, 0)-form τ from (2) is τ = exp(−it)(e1 + ie2) ∧ (e3 + ie4) ∧ (e5 + ie6). To construct
a lattice Γ via Theorem 2.3 such that τ is invariant under the action of Γ we must choose
t = 2π. If we set α = tm

2π
, where tm = log(m+

√
m2−4
2

), for m ∈ N, m ≥ 3, then the basis
B = {e1 + e3, exp(tm)e1 + exp(−tm)e3, e2 + e4, exp(tm)e2 + exp(−tm)e4, e6} is a rational basis of

R5 and satisfies [φ(2π)]B = [ 0 −1
1 m ]

⊕2
⊕(1) ∈ SL(5,Z). Hence, Γm = 2πZ⋉φ spanZB is a lattice in

S
α,−α,−α
5,11 ×R. However, it can be seen that the associated complex solvmanifold is biholomorphic

to the complex solvmanifold (Γm\(S1,−1,−1
5,9 ×R), J), using that Γm is also a lattice in the simply

connected Lie group S1,−1,−1
5,9 × R and that the corresponding left-invariant complex structures

coincide on R6. Here S1,−1,−1
5,9 ×R is the simply connected Lie group associated to s

1,−1,−1
5,9 ×R,

which admits a non-zero closed (3, 0)-form with respect to the complex structure J .

• The Lie algebra s
α,−α,γ
5,13 × R = (αe15 + e25,−e15 + αe25,−αe35 + γe45,−γe35 − αe45, 0, 0),

where 0 < γ < 1 and 0 ≤ α, can be expressed as the almost abelian Lie algebra Re5 ⋉ad e5
R5,

where ad e5|R5 = [ α 1
−1 α ] ⊕

[

−α γ
−γ −α

]

⊕ (0), and the corresponding simply connected Lie group is

S
α,−α,γ
5,13 × R := R ⋉φ R5, where

φ(t) = eαt

[

cos t sin t
− sin t cos t

]

⊕ e−αt

[

cos(γt) sin(γt)
− sin(γt) cos(γt)

]

⊕ (1).

The closed (3, 0)-form τ from (2) is τ = exp(−i(γ − 1)t)(e1 − ie2) ∧ (e3 + ie4) ∧ (e5 + ie6). The
only way to obtain a lattice Γ using Theorem 2.3 such that the form τ is invariant under the
action of Γ is to choose t = 2πk

γ−1
for some k ∈ Z \ {0}, but this forces γt ∈ t + 2πZ. Hence,

the corresponding lattices will be also lattices in the solvable group S
α,−α,1
5,13 × 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.

• The Lie algebra s5,16×R = (−e23+e45, e35,−e25, 0, 0, 0) can be expressed as Re5⋉ad(h3×R
2),

where ad e5|h3×R2 =
[ 0 0 0 1

0 0 1 0
0 −1 0 0
0 0 0 0

]

⊕ (0). Hence, the corresponding simply connected Lie group is

S5,16 × R := R⋉φ (H3 × R2), where

φ(t) =











1 0 0 t

0 cos t sin t 0
0 − sin t cos t 0
0 0 0 1











⊕ (1).

The closed (3, 0)-form as in (2) is τ = exp(−it)(e1 + ie6) ∧ (e2 + ie3) ∧ (e4 + ie5). Hence, as
in previous cases, we are forced to choose t = 2π. Let B be the rational basis of h3 × R2

given by B = {2πe1, e4, 2πe2, e3, e6}. Then, given that [φ(2π)]B = [ 1 1
0 1 ] ⊕ I3 ∈ SL(5,Z), it

follows from Theorem 2.3 that Γ = 2πZ ⋉φ ΓN , where ΓN = expH3×R2

spanZB, is a lattice in
S5,16 ×R. As in previous cases, the complex solvmanifold with holomorphically trivial canonical
bundle (Γ\(S5,16 ×R), J) is biholomorphic to the complex nilmanifold (Γ\N, J), where N is the
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nilpotent simply connected Lie group corresponding to the Lie algebra spanned by {e1, . . . , e6}
such that [e2, e3] = e1, [e4, e5] = −e1.

• The Lie algebra s6,25 = (−e23, e36,−e26, 0, e46, 0) can be written as Re6 ⋉ad e6
(h3 × R2),

where ad e6|h3×R2 = (0)⊕ [ 0 1
−1 0 ]⊕ [ 0 0

1 0 ], and thus the corresponding simply connected Lie group
is S6,25 := R ⋉φ (H3 × R2), where

φ(t) = (1) ⊕

[

cos t sin t
− sin t cos t

]

⊕

[

1 0
t 1

]

.

The closed non-zero (3, 0)-form from (2) is τ = exp(−it)(e1 + ie5) ∧ (e2 + ie3) ∧ (e4 + ie6). As in
previous cases, we must choose t = 2π. Since the rational basis B = {e1, e2, e3, 2πe5, e4 + e5} of
H3×R2 satisfies that [φ(2π)]B = I3 ⊕ [ 1 1

0 1 ] ∈ SL(5,Z), we can apply Theorem 2.3 to get that Γ =

2πZ⋉φ expH3×R2

spanZB is a lattice in S6,25 that leaves τ invariant. In a completely analogous
way to the previous cases, one can check that the complex solvmanifold with holomorphically
trivial canonical bundle (Γ\S6,25, J) is biholomorphic to the complex nilmanifold (Γ\N, J),
where N is the nilpotent simply connected Lie group corresponding to the Lie algebra spanned
by {ej}

6
j=1 with non-trivial Lie brackets [e2, e3] = e1, [e4, e6] = −e5.

• s6,44 = (−e23, e36,−e26, e26 + e56, e36 − e46, 0) can be written as Re6 ⋉ad (h3 × R2) with

ad e6|h3×R2 = (0) ⊕

[

0 1 0 0
−1 0 0 0
1 0 0 1
0 1 −1 0

]

, and thus the corresponding simply connected Lie group is

S6,44 := R⋉φ (H3 × R2), where

φ(t) = (1) ⊕











cos t sin t 0 0
− sin t cos t 0 0
t cos t t sin t cos t sin t

−t sin t t cos t − sin t cos t











.

The closed (3, 0)-form τ from (2) is τ = exp(−2it)(e1 + ie6) ∧ (e2 + ie3) ∧ (e4 + ie5). To
construct a lattice Γ via Theorem 2.3 such that τ is invariant under the action of Γ we are
forced to choose t ∈ {π, 2π}. For t = 2π 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 {ej}

6
j=1 whose only non-trivial Lie brackets are

[e2, e3] = e1, [e3, e6] = −e5, [e2, e6] = −e4.

For t = π, we have [φ(π)]B = (1)⊕
[

−1 1
0 −1

]⊕2
, where B = {e1,−πe4, e2,−πe5, e3} is a rational

basis of h3 × R2. According to Theorem 2.3, Γ = πZ ⋉φ expH3×R2

spanZB is a lattice in S6,44.
The corresponding complex solvmanifold has holomorphically trivial canonical bundle.

• The Lie algebra s
0,β
6,52 = (−e23, e36,−e26, βe56,−βe46, 0), where β > 0, β 6= 1, can be ex-

pressed as Re6 ⋉ad (h3 × R2), where ad e6|h3×R2 = (0) ⊕ [ 0 1
−1 0 ] ⊕

[

0 β
−β 0

]

. Hence, the associated

simply connected Lie group is S0,β
6,52 := R⋉φ (H3 × R2) where

φ(t) = (1) ⊕

[

cos t sin t
− sin t cos t

]

⊕

[

cos(βt) sin(βt)
− sin(βt) cos(βt)

]

.

The closed (3, 0)-form τ from (2) is τ = exp(−i(β + 1)t)(e1 + ie6) ∧ (e2 + ie3) ∧ (e4 + ie5). To
obtain a lattice Γ using Theorem 2.3 such that the form τ is invariant under the action of Γ, our
only option is to choose t = 2πk

β+1
for some k ∈ Z\{0}, ensuring that βt ∈ t+2πZ. Consequently,

the possible lattices we can obtain by choosing α and k such that t ∈ {2π, π, π
2
, 2π

3
, π

3
}+2πZ can

also be obtained by considering S0,1
6,52, 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.

• The Lie algebra s0
6,145 = (e26 −e35,−e16 −e45, e46,−e36, 0, 0) can be expressed as Re6⋉adn5,1,

with ad e6|n5,1
= [ 0 1

−1 0 ]
⊕2

⊕(0). The associated simply connected Lie group is S0
6,145 := R⋉φN5,1,

where

φ(t) =

[

cos t sin t
− sin t cos t

]⊕2

⊕ (1).

The closed non-zero (3, 0)-form from (2) is τ = exp(−2it)(e1 + ie2) ∧ (e3 + ie4) ∧ (e5 + ie6). To
construct a lattice Γ using Theorem 2.3 such that τ is Γ-invariant, we must choose t ∈ {2π, π}.
As in previous cases, for t = 2π, the associated complex solvmanifold with holomorphically
trivial canonical bundle will be biholomorphic to a complex nilmanifold arising from the Lie
algebra n5,1.

If we choose t = π, then we have that the rational basis B = {e1, . . . , e5} of n5,1 satisfies
[φ(π)]B = − I4 ⊕(1) ∈ SL(5,Z). Therefore Γ = πZ ⋉φ expN5,1 spanZB is a lattice in S0

6,145 and
the corresponding complex solvmanifold has holomorphically trivial canonical bundle.

• The Lie algebra s0
6,154 = (−e26−e35, e16−e34,−e45, e56,−e46, 0) can be written as Re6⋉adn5,2,

where ad e6|n5,2
= [ 0 −1

1 0 ] ⊕ (0) ⊕ [ 0 1
−1 0 ]. Hence, the associated simply connected Lie group is

S0
6,154 := R⋉φ N5,2, where

φ(t) =

[

cos t − sin t
sin t cos t

]

⊕ (1) ⊕

[

cos t sin t
− sin t cos t

]

.

The closed (3, 0)-form τ from (2) is τ = exp(−2it)(e1−ie2)∧(e3 +ie6)∧(e4+ie5). As in previous
cases, we are forced to choose t ∈ {2π, π}. For t = 2π, the associated complex solvmanifold
with holomorphically trivial canonical bundle will be biholomorphic to a complex nilmanifold
arising from n5,2.

If we choose t = π, then we have that the rational basis B = {e1, . . . , e5} of n5,2 satisfies
[φ(π)]B = − I2 ⊕(1) ⊕ − I2 and hence Γ = πZ ⋉φ expN5,2 spanZ{e1, . . . , e5} is a lattice in S0

6,154.
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 Γ with Z⋉[φ(π)]B ΓN , where ΓN = spanZ{e1, . . . , e5} with the product given by the BCH
formula: x · y = x+ y + 1

2
[x, y] + 1

12
([x, [x, y]] + [y, [y, x]]). Thus, the product of ΓN is given by

(

5
∑

i=1

miei

)

·

(

5
∑

i=1

niei

)

=
5
∑

i=1

(mi + ni)ei + (
m4n2

5
−m5n4n5−m4m5n5+m2

5
n4

12
+ m3n5−m5n3

2
)e1

+ (
m4n4n5−m5n2

4
−m2

4
n5+m4m5n4

12
+ m3n4−m4n3

2
)e2 + (m4n5−m5n4

2
)e3.

A set of generators of ΓN is { e1

6
, e2

6
, e3

2
, e4, e5}, and the only non-trivial relations are ee4

3 = e2 ·e3,
ee5

3 = e1 · e3 and ee5

4 = ( e1

2
) · (−e2

2
) · e3 · e4. Therefore,

Γ = 〈t1, . . . , t6 |tt4

3 = t32t3, t
t5

3 = t31t3, t
t5

4 = t31t
−3
2 t23t4,

tt6

1 = t−1
1 , tt6

2 = t−1
2 , tt6

3 = t3, t
t6

4 = t−1
4 , tt6

5 = t−1
5 〉.

Here t
tj

i := t−1
j titj . Hence, the abelianization of Γ is Z3

2 ⊕ Z, so that b1(Γ\S0
6,154) = 1.

• The Lie algebra s6,159 = (−e24 − e35, 0,−e56, 0, e36, 0) can be expressed as Re6 ⋉ad e6
n5,3,

where ad e6|n5,3
= (0)⊕2 ⊕

[ 0 0 −1
0 0 0
1 0 0

]

. Thus, the corresponding simply connected Lie group is
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S6,159 := R⋉φ N5,3, where

φ(t) = I2 ⊕







cos t 0 − sin t
0 1 0

sin t 0 cos t





 .

The closed (3, 0)-form from (2) is given by τ = exp(it)(e1 + ie6) ∧ (e2 + ie4) ∧ (e3 + ie5). Hence,
we must choose t = 2π, but then the associated complex solvmanifold with holomorphically
trivial canonical bundle will be biholomorphic to a complex nilmanifold arising from n5,3.

• The Lie algebra sα
6,165 = (−e24 − e35, αe26 − e36, e26 +αe36,−αe46 − e56, e46 −αe56, 0), where

α > 0, can be written as Re6 ⋉ad n5,3 with ad e6|n5,3
= (0) ⊕ [ α −1

1 α ] ⊕
[

−α −1
1 −1

]

. Thus, the

associated simply connected Lie group is Sα
6,165 := R⋉φ N5,3, where

φ(t) = (1) ⊕ eαt

[

cos t − sin t
sin t cos t

]

⊕ e−αt

[

cos t − sin t
sin t cos t

]

.

The closed (3, 0)-form τ from (2) is τ = exp(2it)(e1 + ie6) ∧ (e2 + ie3) ∧ (e4 + ie5). To obtain a
lattice Γ using Theorem 2.3 such that the form τ is Γ-invariant we must choose t ∈ {2π, π}. For
t = 2π, the corresponding complex solvmanifold with holomorphically trivial canonical bundle
will be biholomorphic to a complex solvmanifold arising from s1

6,162, which admits a non-zero
closed (3, 0)-form.

For t = π, we set α = tm

π
, where tm = log

(

m+
√

m2−4
2

)

, m ≥ 3. We have that the rational

basis Bm = {f1, . . . , f5} = {(etm − e−tm)e1, e2 + e4,− etm e2 − e−tm e4, e3 + e5,− etm e3 − e−tm e5}
of n5,3 satisfies that the only non-trivial Lie brackets are [f2, f3] = f1 and [f4, f5] = f1, and

moreover, [φ(π)]B = (1) ⊕
[

0 −1
1 −m

]⊕2
. Thus, Γm = πZ ⋉φ expN5,3 spanZBm is a lattice in S0

6,165.

The corresponding complex solvmanifold has holomorphically trivial canonical bundle.

• The Lie algebra sα
6,166 = (−e24 − e35,−e46,−αe56, e26, αe36, 0), where 0 < |α| < 1, can be

written as Re6 ⋉ad n5,3, with ad e6|n5,3
= (0) ⊕

[

0 0 −1 0
0 0 0 −α
1 0 0 0
0 α 0 0

]

. The associated simply connected

Lie group is Sα
6,166 := R⋉φ N5,3, where

φ(t) = (1) ⊕











cos t 0 − sin t 0
0 cos(tα) 0 − sin(tα)

sin t 0 cos t 0
0 sin(tα) 0 cos(tα)











.

The closed (3, 0)-form τ from (2) is exp(i(α+1)t)(e1 + ie6)∧ (e2 + ie4)∧ (e3 + ie5). To construct
a lattice Γ using Theorem 2.3 such that τ is Γ-invariant we are forced to choose t = 2πk

α+1
with

k ∈ Z \ {0}, ensuring that tα ∈ t + 2πZ. Therefore, the corresponding lattices can also be
obtained by considering the simply connected Lie group s−1

6,166, which admits a non-zero closed

(3, 0)-form with respect to the same complex structure we equipped s−1
6,166 in Theorem 3.4, and

as in previous cases the associated complex solvmanifolds with holomorphically trivial canonical
bundle will be biholomorphic.

• The Lie algebra s6,167 = (−e24 − e35,−e36, e26, e26 − e56, e36 + e46, 0) can be written as the

almost nilpotent Lie algebra Re6⋉adn5,3 with ad e6|n5,3
= (0)⊕

[

0 −1 0 0
1 0 0 0
1 0 0 −1
0 1 1 0

]

. Thus, the associated
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simply connected Lie group is S6,167 := R ⋉φ N5,3, where

φ(t) = (1) ⊕











cos t − sin t 0 0
sin t cos t 0 0
t cos t −t sin t cos t − sin t
t sin t t cos t sin t cos t











.

The closed (3, 0)-form τ from (2) is τ = exp(2it)(e1 + ie6) ∧ (e2 + ie3) ∧ (e4 + ie5). In order
to obtain a lattice Γ using Theorem 2.3 such that τ is Γ-invariant, we are forced to choose
t ∈ {2π, π}. Similarly to previous cases, for t = 2π the corresponding complex solvmanifold
with holomorphically trivial canonical bundle will be biholomorphic to a complex manifold
arising from the nilpotent Lie algebra spanned by {e1, . . . , e6} whose non-trivial brackets are
[e2, e4] = e1, [e3, e5] = e1, [e6, e2] = e4, [e6, e3] = e5.

For t = π, the rational basis B = {f1, . . . , f5} = {πe1,−πe4, e2,−πe5, e3} of n5,3 satisfies that
the only non-trivial Lie brackets are [f2, f3] = f1 and [f4, f5] = f1. Moreover, we have that

[φ(π)]B = (1) ⊕
[

−1 1
0 −1

]⊕2
∈ SL(5,Z). By Theorem 2.3, Γ = πZ ⋉φ expN5,3 spanZB is a lattice

in S6,167. Thus, the corresponding complex solvmanifold has holomorphically trivial canonical
bundle.

• s
0,0,−1,−1
6,217 = (e16 −e25, e15 +e26,−e36,−e46, 0, 0) can be written as (Re5 ×Re6)⋉ad R

4, where
ad e5|R4 = [ 0 −1

1 0 ] ⊕ (0)⊕2 and ad e6|R4 = diag(1, 1,−1,−1). Hence, the corresponding simply

connected Lie group is S0,0,−1,−1
6,217 := R2 ⋉φ R4, where

φ(t, 0) =

[

cos t − sin t
sin t cos t

]

⊕ I2, φ(0, s) = diag(es, es, e−s, e−s).

The non-zero closed (3, 0)-form τ from (2) is τ = exp(it)(e1 + ie2)∧(e3 + ie4)∧(e5 + ie6). Hence,
we must choose t = 2π. The corresponding lattice is a lattice in S

1,−1,−1
5,9 × 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.

• s
0,β,−1
6,226 = (e16 + e25,−e15 + e26,−e36 + βe45,−βe35 − e46, 0, 0), where 0 < β < 1, can be ex-

pressed as (Re5×Re6)⋉adR
4, where ad e5|R4 = [ 0 1

−1 0 ]⊕
[

0 β
−β 0

]

and ad e6|R4 = diag(1, 1,−1,−1).

The corresponding simply connected Lie group is S0,β,−1
6,226 := R2 ⋉φ R4, where

φ(t, 0) =

[

cos t sin t
− sin t cos t

]

⊕

[

cos(βt) sin(βt)
− sin(βt) cos(βt)

]

, φ(0, s) = diag(es, es, e−s, e−s).

The closed (3, 0)-form τ from (2) is τ = exp(−i(1 −β)t)(e1 − ie2) ∧ (e3 + ie4) ∧ (e5 + ie6). As in
previous cases we are forced to choose t = 2πk

1−β
, for some k ∈ Z\{0}, ensuring that βt ∈ t+2πZ.

Therefore, the corresponding lattices can also be obtained considering the simply connected Lie
group associated to s

0,1,−1
6,226 , 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.

• For the Lie algebra

s
−β,β,γ,−γ
6,228 = (−βe15 + γe16 + e25,−e15 − βe25 + γe26, βe35 − γe36 + e46,−e36 + βe45 − γe46, 0, 0),

where 0 ≤ β ≤ γ, 0 < γ, we need to change the basis in order to apply Proposition 2.4. We take
the ordered basis B = {e5 +e6, e6 −e5, e1, e2, e3, e4}. Let fi denote the elements of B, 1 ≤ i ≤ 6.
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Then, the complex structure defined by Je2i−1 = e2i, 1 ≤ i ≤ 3 also satisfies Jf2i−1 = f2i.
Furthermore, we can express the Lie algebra as (Rf1 × Rf2) ⋉ad R

4, where

ad f1|R4 =
[

γ−β 1
−1 γ−β

]

⊕
[

β−γ 1
−1 β−γ

]

and ad f2|R4 =
[

γ+β −1
1 γ+β

]

⊕
[

−γ−β 1
−1 −γ−β

]

.

The associated simply connected Lie group is S−β,β,γ,−γ
6,228 := R

2
⋉φ R

4, where

φ(t, 0) = e−t(β−γ)

[

cos t sin t
− sin t cos t

]

⊕ et(β−γ)

[

cos t sin t
− sin t cos t

]

, and

φ(0, s) = e−s(β+γ)

[

cos s − sin s
sin s cos s

]

⊕ es(β+γ)

[

cos s sin s
− sin s cos s

]

.

The closed (3, 0)-form τ from (2) is τ = exp(−2it)(f 1 + if 2) ∧ (f 3 + if 4) ∧ (f 5 + if 6). To
construct a lattice Γ using Theorem 2.3 such that τ is Γ-invariant we must select t ∈ {2π, π}.
For t = 2π, choosing β = γ, for certain values of s and γ we can obtain lattices. However,
these lattices can also be obtained considering the simply connected Lie group associated to the
Lie algebra s

2γ,−2γ,1
5,13 × R, after changing to the basis {e6, e5, e2, e1, e3, e4}, which admits a non-

vanishing left-invariant closed (3, 0)-form with respect to the left-invariant complex structure

we considered for S−β,β,γ,−γ
6,228 . The associated complex solvmanifolds with holomorphically trivial

canonical bundle will be biholomorphic.

For t = π, we set β = γ = tm

2s
, where tm = log

(

m+
√

m2−4
2

)

, for m ≥ 3. For s = 2π, the

(rational) basis {e1 + e3, e
tme1 + e−tme3, e2 + e4, e

tme2 + e−tme4} of R4 satisfies that [φ(π, 0)]B =

− I4 ∈ SL(4,Z) and Bm := [φ(0, 2π)]B = [ 0 −1
1 m ]

⊕2
∈ SL(4,Z). According to Theorem 2.3,

Γm = (πZ ⊕ 2πZ) ⋉φ spanZB is a lattice in S
−β,β,γ,−γ
6,228 . 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 (Γ\G, J) be a 6-dimensional complex solvmanifold with holomorphically
trivial canonical bundle. Then the Lie algebra g of G is isomorphic to gi, 1 ≤ i ≤ 10, or to one
of the Lie algebras described in Theorem 3.4.

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 adx : g → g, with x ∈ 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 Γ. If K(Γ\G,J) is
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 gi, 1 ≤ i ≤ 10, or to
one of the Lie algebras in Theorem 3.4. Since the only completely solvable Lie algebras among
those are g1 and g5, the statement follows. �

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
(Γ\S0

6,154, J) 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 = Γ\S0
6,154 is not even homeomorphic to a nilmanifold since the lattice

Γ is not nilpotent. This can be seen for instance from the identity tt6

1 = t−1
1 . Moreover, we claim

that (M,J) is not biholomorphic to a complex solvmanifold arising from any of the Lie algebras
g1, . . . , g10. Indeed, given that b1(Γ\S0

6,154) = 1, b1(g1) = b1(g
α
2 ) = b1(g3) = b1(g8) = b1(g10) = 2,

together with the fact that b1(g) ≤ b1(Γ\G) for any solvmanifold Γ\G, we deduce that Γ\S0
6,154

is not even homeomorphic to a solvmanifold arising from the algebras g1, g
α
2 , g3, g8 or g10.

Furthermore, according to [13, Theorem 5.1, Theorem 7.2, Theorem 8.1], the Lie algebra s0
6,154

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 g

0,0
6,83 is used), it follows that s0

6,154 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 g4 (resp. g5, g7) admits
SKT (resp. balanced) metrics. Thus, if M were biholomorphic to a complex solvmanifold
(Γ̃\Gi, J̃), 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 S0

6,154 ([4, Theorem 7], [9, Theorem 2.1], see also

[20, Lemma 4.1]), contradicting the fact that s0
6,154 does not admit any of these structures. For

g9 ≃ s6,152, given that g9 admits a symplectic form, as noticed in [16, Theorem 1] (where it is
referred to as n1

6,84), a similar symmetrization argument (see for instance [8, Lemma 3.3]) would

produce a left-invariant symplectic structure on S0
6,154, which is again a contradiction.

Finally, if M were biholomorphic to a complex solvmanifold arising from g6 ≃ s−1
6,166, then

(M,J) would admit a Vaisman metric, due to [10, Proposition 3.6] and [1, Example 6.11].
However, since b1(s0

6,154) = b1(Γ\S0
6,154), the argument in the proof of [15, Theorem 4.3] shows

the existence of a left-invariant LCK metric on S0
6,154, which contradicts the fact that s0

6,154 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. �

Remark 4.6. The complex solvmanifolds associated to s0
5,8 × R, s6,44, s0

6,145, sα
6,165, s6,167 and

s
−β,β,γ,−γ
6,228 , which we constructed using the value π, 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 s0

6,154, we can rule out the biholomorphism with a complex solvmanifold
associated to some of the Lie algebras gi, 1 ≤ i ≤ 10, though not all of them. For instance,
since the complex solvmanifold (Γ\S6,44, J) can be seen to have first Betti number equal to 1
and s6,44 does not admit a complex structure with either a balanced, an LCK or an SKT 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 g9. 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
s−1

3,1 ×R
3 = (e13,−e23, 0, 0, 0, 0) means that the Lie algebra s−1

3,1 ×R
3 admits a basis {e1, . . . , e6}

whose dual basis {e1, . . . , e6} satisfies the following equations with respect to the Chevalley-
Eilenberg differential: de1 = e13, de2 = −e23, dej = 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 “dψ = 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 ψ ≡ 0.

nil(g) g Structure equations J dψ = 0

R5 s−1
3,1 × R3 (e13,−e23, 0, 0, 0, 0) × ×

R2 × h3 s−1
3,1 × h3 (e13,−e23, 0,−e56, 0, 0) × ×

R4 s−1
3,1 × s−1

3,1 (e13,−e23, 0, e46,−e56, 0) × ×

R
5 s0

3,3 × R
3 (e23,−e13, 0, 0, 0, 0) X X

R2 × h3 s0
3,3 × h3 (e23,−e13, 0,−e56, 0, 0) X X

R4 s0
3,3 × s0

3,3 (e23,−e13, 0, e56,−e46, 0) X X

R4 s−1
3,1 × s0

3,3 (e13,−e23, 0, e56,−e46, 0) X ��

Table 1. Lie algebras g × h, dim g = dim h = 3.

nil(g) g Structure equations J dψ = 0

R
5

s
a,−(1+a)
4,3 × R2

(−1 < a ≤ 1

2
) (e14, ae24,−(1 + a)e34, 0, 0, 0) α = − 1

2
×

s−2
4,4 × R2 (e14 + e24, e24,−2e34, 0, 0, 0) × ×

s
α,− 1

2
α

4,5 × R2
(α > 0) (αe14,−α

2
e24 + e34,−e24 − α

2
e34, 0, 0, 0) X ×

h3 × R2 s4,6 × R2 (−e23, e24,−e34, 0, 0, 0) X ×

s4,7 × R2 (−e23, e34,−e24, 0, 0, 0) X X

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

g Structure equations J dψ = 0
s−1

5,3 × R (e25, 0, e35,−e45, 0, 0) × ×

s0
5,4 × R (e25, 0, e45,−e35, 0, 0) X X

s−1
5,6 × R (e15 + e25, e25,−e35 + e45,−e45, 0, 0) × ×

s−3
5,7 × R (e15 + e25, e25 + e35, e35,−3e45, 0, 0) × ×

s0
5,8 × R (e25 + e35,−e15 + e45, e45,−e35, 0, 0) X X

s
a,b,−a−b−1
5,9 × R

(e15, ae25, be35,−(a+ b+ 1)e45, 0, 0) (a, b) = (1, −1) ��
0 < |a + b + 1| ≤ |b| ≤ |a| ≤ 1

s
a,−(a+2)
5,10 × R

(e15 + e25, e25, ae35,−(a+ 2)e45, 0, 0) × ×
a ≤ −1, a 6= −2

s
α,β,− α+β

2

5,11 × R
(αe15, βe25,−α+β

2 e35 + e45,−e35 − α+β
2 e45, 0, 0) β = α X

α > 0, β 6= 0, |β| ≤ α

s
−1,β
5,12 × R (β > 0) (e15 + e25, e25,−e35 + βe45,−βe35 − e45, 0, 0) × ×

s
α,−α,γ
5,13 × R (αe15 + e25,−e15 + αe25,

X
γ 6= 1 X

0 < γ ≤ 1, 0 ≤ α −αe35 + γe45,−γe35 − αe45, 0, 0) γ = 1 ��

Table 3. Lie algebras g × R, dim g = 5, g indecomposable and nil(g) = R5.
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nil(g) g Structure equations J dψ = 0

h3 × R2 s5,15 × R (−e23 + e45, e25,−e35, 0, 0, 0) × ×

s5,16 × R (−e23 + e45, e35,−e25, 0, 0, 0) X X

R
4 s

−1,−1
5,41 × R (e14, e25,−e34 − e35, 0, 0, 0) × ×

s
−2,0
5,43 × R (−2e14, e24 + e35,−e25 + e34, 0, 0, 0) X ×

Table 4. Lie algebras g × R, dim g = 5, g indecomposable and nil(g) 6= R5.

g Structure equations J dψ = 0

s−1
6,4 (e26, e36, 0, e46,−e56, 0) × ×

s0
6,5 (e26, e36, 0, e56,−e46, 0) × ×

s
− 1

2

6,7 (−1
2e

16 + e26,−1
2e

26, e46, 0, e56, 0) × ×

s
a,−(a+1)
6,8 (e26, 0, e36, ae46,−(a+ 1)e56, 0) × ×

−1 < a ≤ −1
2

s
α,− α

2

6,9 (e26, 0, αe36,−α
2 e

46 + e56,−e46 − α
2 e

56, 0) × ×
α > 0

s
− 3

2

6,11 (e16 + e26, e26 + e36, e36,−3
2e

46 + e56,−3
2e

56, 0) × ×

s
− 1

4

6,12

(−1
4e

16 + e26,−1
4e

26 + e36,−1
4e

36 + e46,
× ×

−1
4e

46, e56, 0)

s
a,−(3a+1)
6,13 (ae16 + e26, ae26 + e36, ae36, e46,−(3a+ 1)e56, 0) × ×
a ∈ [−2

3 , 0) \ {−1
3}

s
a,−(a+ 1

2
)

6,14 (ae16 + e26, ae26,-(a + 1

2
)e36 + e46,

a = − 1

4
×

a ≤ −1
4 , a 6= −1

2 −(a + 1

2
)e46, e56, 0)

s
α,− 3

2
α

6,15 (αe16 + e26, αe26 + e36, αe36,
× ×

α > 0 −3α
2 e

46 + e56,−e46 − 3α
2 e

56, 0)

s
α,−4α
6,16 (αe16 + e26 + e36,−e16 + αe26 + e46,

X ×
α < 0 αe36 + e46,−e36 + αe46,−4αe56, 0)

s
a,b,c,d
6,17 , a + b + c + d = 1

(e16, ae26, be36, ce46, de56, 0) a = 1, c = b ×
0 < |d| ≤ |c| ≤ |b| ≤ |a| ≤ 1

s
a,b,−2a−b−1
6,18 (ae16 + e26, ae26, e36, be46,−(2a+ b+ 1)e56, 0) (a, b) = (1, − 3

2
) ×

0 < |2a + b + 1| ≤ |b| ≤ 1, a 6= 0

s
α,β,γ,− α+β+γ

2

6,19 (αe16, βe26, γe36,− α+β+γ
2

e46 + e56,
β = α ×

0 < |γ| ≤ |β| ≤ α −e46− α+β+γ

2
e56, 0)

s
α,β,−α− β

2

6,20 (αe16 + e26, αe26, βe36,
β = α ×

0 < α, 0 6= β −(α+ β
2 )e46 + e56,−e46 − (α+ β

2 )e56, 0)

s
α,β,γ,−2α−2β
6,21 , α < −β, (αe16 + e26,−e16 + αe26, βe36 + γe46,

X ×
0 < γ ≤ 1. If γ = 1 then α ≤ β −γe36 + βe46,−2(α+ β)e56, 0)

Table 5. Indecomposable Lie algebras with nil(g) = R5.
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nil(g) g Structure equations J dψ = 0

h3 × R2

s6,24 (−e23, e26,−e36, e56, 0, 0) × ×

s6,25 (−e23, e36,−e26, 0, e46, 0) X X

s6,30 (−e23 + e56, e26,−e36, 0, e46, 0) × ×

s6,31 (−e23 + e56, e36,−e26, 0, e46, 0) × ×

s−1
6,32 (−e23, e36, 0, e46,−e56, 0) × ×

s0
6,34 (−e23, e36, 0, e56,−e46, 0) × ×

s6,43 (−e23, e26,−e36, e26 + e46, e36 − e56, 0) × ×

s6,44 (−e23, e36,−e26, e26 + e56, e36 − e46, 0) X X

s
a,−1
6,45 (a 6= 0) (−e23, ae26,−ae36, e46,−e56, 0) × ×

s
α,−α
6,46 (α > 0) (−e23, e36,−e26, αe46,−αe56, 0) × ×

s−1
6,47 (−e23,−e26, e36, e36 + e46,−e56, 0) × ×

s
α,0
6,51 (α > 0) (−e23, αe26,−αe36, e56,−e46, 0) X ×

s
0,β
6,52 (β > 0) (−e23, e36,−e26, βe56,−βe46, 0) X

β 6= 1X

β = 1��

n5,1 s−1
6,140 (e16 − e35,−e26 − e45, e36,−e46, 0, 0) × ×

s0
6,145 (e26 − e35,−e16 − e45, e46,−e36, 0, 0) X X

s−1
6,146 (e16 − e35 + e36,−e26 − e45 − e46, e36,−e46, 0, 0) × ×

s0
6,147 (e26 − e35,−e16 + e36 − e45, e46,−e36, 0, 0) X �� (New)

n5,2 s6,151 (e16 − e35,−e26 − e34 + e46,−e45,−e46, e56, 0) × ×

s6,152 (−e26 − e35, e16 − e34 + e56,−e45, e56,−e46, 0) X ��

s0
6,154 (−e26 − e35, e16 − e34,−e45, e56,−e46, 0) X X

s−1
6,155 (−e16 − e35, e26 − e34,−e45, e46,−e56, 0) × ×

n5,3 s6,158 (−e24 − e35, 0, e36, 0,−e56, 0) X ×

s6,159 (−e24 − e35, 0,−e56, 0, e36, 0) X X

s6,160 (−e24 − e35, e46, e36, 0,−e56, 0) × ×

s±1
6,161 (−e24 − e35,±e46,−e56, 0, e36, 0) × ×

sa
6,162 (−e24 − e35, e26, ae36,−e46,−ae56, 0) a = 1 ��

0 < |a| ≤ 1

s6,163 (−e24 − e35, e26, e26 + e36,−e46 − e56,−e56, 0) × ×

sα
6,164 (α > 0) (−e24 − e35, αe26,−e56,−αe46, e36, 0) X ×

sα
6,165 (α > 0)

(−e24 − e35, αe26 − e36, e26 + αe36,
X X

−αe46 − e56, e46 − αe56, 0)

sα
6,166 (−e24 − e35,−e46,−αe56, e26, αe36, 0) X

α 6= ±1X

0 < |α| ≤ 1 α = ±1 ��

s6,167 (−e24 − e35,−e36, e26, e26 − e56, e36 + e46, 0) X X

Table 6. Indecomposable Lie algebras with dim nil(g) = 5, nil(g) 6= R5.
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g Structure equations J dψ = 0

s
−1,−1
6,204 (e56,−e25 − e26, e36, e45, 0, 0) × ×

s
0,−2
6,208 (e56, e26 − e35, e25 + e36,−2e46, 0, 0) × ×

s
a,−a−1,c,−c−1
6,213 (ae15 + ce16,−(a+ 1)e25 − (c+ 1)e26, (a, c) = (− 1

2
, − 1

2
),

×
a ≤ −1

2 , c ∈ R e36, e45, 0, 0) (−1, −2), (−2, −1)

s
a,−(a+2),−1
6,214 (e15 + e26, e25, ae35 + e36,

× ×
a ∈ R −(a+ 2)e45 − e46, 0, 0)

s
−2,−1
6,215 (e15 + e25, e25, e36,−2e45 − e46, 0, 0) × ×

s
α,−2α,−1
6,216 (αe15 + e25,−e15 + αe25, e36,

X ×
α < 0 −2αe45 − e46, 0, 0)

s
α,−α,γ,−(γ+2)
6,217 , α > 0 or (e16 − e25, e15 + e26, α > 0 ×

α = 0 and γ ≥ −1, γ 6= 0 αe35 + γe36,−αe45 − (γ + 2)e46, 0, 0) (α, γ) = (0,−1) X

s
α,−α,−1
6,224 (αe15 − e16 + e25,−e15 + αe25 − e26,

α > 0 ×
α ≥ 0 −αe35 + e36 + e46,−αe45 + e46, 0, 0)

s
0,β,−1
6,226 (e16 + e25,−e15 + e26,−e36 + βe45,

X
β 6= 1 X

0 < β ≤ 1 −βe35 − e46, 0, 0) β = 1 ��

s
0,−1
6,227 (e16 + e25,−e15 + e26,−e36 + e45,−e46, 0, 0) X ×

s
−β,β,γ,−γ
6,228 (−βe15 + γe16 + e25,−e15 − βe25 + γe26,

X X
0 ≤ β ≤ γ, 0 < γ βe35 − γe36 + e46,−e36 + βe45 − γe46, 0, 0)

Table 7. Indecomposable Lie algebras with nil(g) = R4.
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