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ON GAUDUCHON CONNECTIONS WITH KAHLER-LIKE
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ABSTRACT. We study Hermitian metrics with a Gauduchon connection
being “Ké&hler-like”, namely, satisfying the same symmetries for cur-
vature as the Levi-Civita and Chern connections. In particular, we in-
vestigate 6-dimensional solvmanifolds with invariant complex structures
with trivial canonical bundle and with invariant Hermitian metrics. The
results for this case give evidence for two conjectures that are expected
to hold in more generality: first, if the Strominger-Bismut connection is
Kéahler-like, then the metric is pluriclosed; second, if another Gauduchon
connection, different from Chern or Strominger-Bismut, is Kéhler-like,
then the metric is Kahler. As a further motivation, we show that the
Kahler-like condition for the Levi-Civita connection assures that the
Ricci flow preserves the Hermitian condition along analytic solutions.
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INTRODUCTION

We study Hermitian manifolds whose curvature tensor, with respect to a
“canonical” connection, satisfies further symmetries, as initiated by A. Gray
[Gra76], and by B. Yang and F. Zheng [YZ16]. Symmetries clearly include
the case of flat curvature [Boo58, WYZ16, GK06, DSV11, YZ17, VYZI18,
HLY18]. This is ultimately related to Yau’s Problem 87 [Yau93] concerning
compact Hermitian manifolds with holonomy reduced to subgroups of U(n).

The setting is the following. Let X be a complex manifold endowed with
a Hermitian metric. One may wonder which connection is more “natural”
to investigate the complex geometry of X.

On the one side, the Levi-Civita connection V*C is the only torsion-free
metric connection. In general, it does not preserve the complex structure,
this condition forcing the metric to be Kéhler. The absence of torsion yields
that its curvature tensor RFC satisfies the symmetry called first Bianchi
identity:

Z R0z, 0y)0z = 0.
oc®

On the other side, the Chern connection V" is another tool to investigate
the differential complex geometry of X. It is the only Hermitian connection
(namely, that preserves both the metric and the complex structure,) being
compatible with the Cauchy-Riemann operator on the holomorphic tangent
bundle. This yields that its curvature tensor RC" satisfies the type condition
Symmetry:

R € ALY(X; End(TH0X)).

The condition R" = RLC forces the metric to be Kéhler, as proven
in [YZ16, Theorem 1.1]. In the same spirit, in [LY17, Corollary 4.5], the
authors prove that if the total scalar curvatures s¢p = spc, then the metric
is balanced. Notwithstanding, there are plenty of non-Ké&hler Hermitian
metrics such that either RYC or RC" satisfies both the symmetries of the
Levi-Civita curvature and the symmetries of the Chern curvature. Such
metrics are called G-Kahler-like, respectively Kdhler-like by B. Yang and F.
Zheng [YZ16].

Notice that no locally homogeneous examples of compact complex Her-
mitian surfaces with odd first Betti number exist such that the Levi-Civita
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connection is Kéhler-like, thanks to a result by Muskarov [Mus01] that pre-
vents J-invariant Ricci tensor.

We point out three remarks that motivate the (G-)Kéhler-like conditions.
First, they imply the cohomological property of the metric being balanced
in the sense of Michelsohn [Mic82], as proven in [YZ16, Theorem 1.3]. This
property plays a role in the Strominger system, and this is a first motivation
in [YZ16]. Second, symmetries are clearly satisfied by zero curvature: clas-
sification results in case of certain specific connections are investigated in
[Boo58, WYZ16, GK06, YZ17, VYZ18]. This is related to Yau’s Problem 87
in [Yau93| on compact Hermitian manifolds with holonomy reduced to a
subgroup of U(n) (here the connection needs not to be the Levi-Civita con-
nection). Third, we prove that the Kahler-like condition for the Levi-Civita
connection assures that the Ricci flow preserves the Hermitian condition
along (analytic, compare [Kot15]) solutions:

Theorem 33. Let gy be a Hermitian metric on a compact complex manifold,
and consider an analytic solution (g(t))ie(—c ) for € > 0 of the Ricci flow

d :
(RF) Solt) = ~Ric(g(t),  9(0) = go.
If the Levi-Civita connection of gy is Kahler-like, then g(t) is Hermitian for
any t.

In fact, there are infinitely-many Hermitian connections, namely, preserv-
ing both the metric and the complex structure, but possibly having torsion.
Prescribing components of the torsion selects a special family of Hermit-
ian connections V¢ called canonical connections in the sense of Gauduchon
[Gau97], varying ¢ € R. Such family includes and interpolates the Chern
connection V€ = V0 and the Strominger-Bismut connection VT = V'/2,
both of which have a role in complex geometry and heterotic string theory
[Str86]. In this note, we extend the notion of Kdhler-like (Definition 4) to
the family {V®}.cr of Gauduchon connections.

Whereas the balanced condition is related to the Bott-Chern cohomology
and to the Chern connection, the Strominger-Bismut connection is related to
the Aeppli cohomology and to the notion of pluriclosed metrics (also known
as SKT), see e.g. [Bis89]. Therefore, as a Strominger-Bismut counterpart of
[YZ16, Theorem 1.3] (see Theorem 8), the following conjecture is suggested:

Conjecture 1. Consider a compact complex manifold endowed with a Her-
mitian metric. If the Strominger-Bismut connection is Kdhler-like, then the
metric 1s pluriclosed.

Notice that the particular case of Strominger-Bismut-flat metrics is stud-
ied in [WYZ16], where it is proven that a compact Hermitian manifold whose
Strominger-Bismut connection is flat admits, as finite unbranched cover, a
local Samelson space, given by the product of a compact semisimple Lie
group and a torus, [WYZ16, Theorem 1].

Moreover, they prove in [WYZ16, Theorem 2| that a balanced Strominger-
Bismut-flat metric is actually Kéhler. It is known that Hermitian metrics
that are both pluriclosed and balanced are in fact Kéhler, see e.g. [AIO1,
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Remark 1] or [FPS04, Proposition 1.4]. In fact, it is conjectured that no com-
pact non-Kahler complex manifold can admit at the same time a balanced
metric and a pluriclosed metric, see [FV15, Problem 3]. This conjecture has
proven to be true, for example, for the twistor spaces of compact anti-self-
dual Riemannian manifolds [Ver14], for compact complex manifolds in the
Fujiki class C [Chil4], for #;S3 x S? for k > 2 endowed with the complex
structures constructed from the conifold transition [FLY12], for nilmanifolds
with invariant complex structures [FPS04, FV15, FV16]. So this last the-
orem of Wang, Yang, and Zheng is explained by the fact that the flatness
of the Strominger-Bismut connection implies that the metric is pluriclosed,
which gives a partial evidence for the above Conjecture 1 (see Section 1.5
for details).

The canonical connections by Gauduchon allow to tie the Chern and
Strominger-Bismut connections. So, one may claim that a generic canonical
connection shares properties with both of them. Again since no non-Kéhler
metric can be both balanced and pluriclosed, we conjecture the following,
that extends [YZ17, Conjecture 1.3] on Gauduchon-flat connections.

Conjecture 2. Consider a compact complex manifold endowed with o Her-
mitian metric. Consider a canonical connection in the Gauduchon family,
different from the Strominger-Bismut connection and the Chern connection.
If it is Kahler-like, then the metric is Kdahler.

We test these conjectures on a class of compact complex manifolds of com-
plex dimension three given by quotients of Lie groups'. More precisely, we re-
strict to Calabi- Yau solvmanifolds, that is, compact quotients of solvable Lie
groups by discrete subgroups, endowed with an invariant complex structure
having a non-zero invariant closed (3,0)-form, which implies that the canon-
ical bundle is holomorphically-trivial. We choose this class because of their
role e.g. in constructing explicit invariant solutions to the Strominger sys-
tem with respect to a Gauduchon connection [FY15, OUV17]. They will be
equipped with an invariant Hermitian metric. When the group is nilpotent,
we get nilmanifolds and they always satisfy the latter condition on triviality
of the canonical bundle by [Sal01, BDV09]. Invariant complex structures on
6-dimensional nilmanifolds are ultimately classified by [COUV16], see also
the references therein, and they never admit Kéhler metrics, unless the nil-
manifold be a torus, by topological obstructions [BG88, Has89]. Invariant
complex structures on 6-dimensional solvmanifolds with trivial canonical
bundle are classified by [FOU15].

The following theorem is a consequence of direct inspection performed
with the help of the symbolic computation softwares, Sage [S*09] and Math-
ematica.

Theorem 11. Consider the class of compact 6-dimensional solvmanifolds
endowed with an invariant complex structure with holomorphically-trivial
canonical bundle and with an invariant Hermitian metric.

o [f the Strominger-Bismut connection is Kdhler-like, then the metric
18 pluriclosed.

L After the appearence of our note, recent progress on the Conjectures 1 and 2 has been
made by Zhao and Zheng [ZZ19] and by Fu and Zhou [FZ19], respectively.
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e If a canonical connection in the Gauduchon family, different from the
Strominger-Bismut connection and the Chern connection, is Kdhler-
like, then the metric is Kdhler.

Therefore, Conjectures 1 and 2 are satisfied for this class of manifolds.

A more detailed statement can be found in Theorem 13, and Proposi-
tion 34 finalizes the study showing that, on six-dimensional solvmanifolds
with holomorphically-trivial canonical bundle endowed with an invariant
Hermitian non-Kéhler metric, the Levi-Civita connection is never Kéhler-
like.

In particular, we observe here some evidence following from the performed
study.

Holomorphically-parallelizable complex structures are Chern-flat and then
their Chern connection is clearly Kéhler-like. Conversely, by [Boo58], com-
pact Hermitian Chern-flat manifolds are given by quotients of complex Her-
mitian Lie groups. We have examples of non-Strominger-Bismut-flat metric
whose Strominger-Bismut connection is Kahler-like.

The examples here confirm [YZ17, Conjecture 1.3], stating that com-
pact Hermitian manifolds with a flat Gauduchon connection (different from
Chern or Strominger-Bismut) must be Kéhler. The analogous question for
invariant Hermitian structures on Lie groups is asked and investigated in
[VYZ18, Question 1.1], and our result gives further evidence for a positive
answer, since our computations are also valid on Lie groups endowed with
left-invariant structures (see Remark 14).

On a compact complex manifold, being balanced is a necessary condi-
tion for either the Levi-Civita or the Chern connections being Kéahler-like,
thanks to [YZ16, Theorem 1.3], but the converse does not hold true, as
many examples below also show. It is expected that compact complex man-
ifolds satisfying the 99-Lemma admit balanced metrics. We ask whether the
00-Lemma property has any relation with the Kdhler-like property.

According to [FV15, Problem 3], no compact complex non-Kéhler man-
ifold is expected to bear both a balanced metric and a pluriclosed met-
ric. Then, according to [YZ16, Theorem 1.3] and Conjecture 1, we expect
that a compact compler manifold admitting both a Hermitian metric with
Kahler-like Chern connection and a (possibly different) Hermitian metric
with Kahler-like Strominger-Bismut connection admits a Kdhler metric. By
Theorem 11, this is obviously confirmed in the class of Calabi-Yau solvman-
ifolds of complex dimension 3. More in general, we ask whether it is possible
to admit two different connections (with respect to possibly different metrics)
being both Kdhler-like.

The Iwasawa manifold and its small deformations show that the property
of being Kahler-like with respect to the Chern connection is not open under
deformations of the complex structures. It is not even closed, i.e. the
central limit of a holomorphic family of compact Hermitian manifolds with
the Kahler-like property may not admit any Hermitian metric satisfying the
Kahler-like property with respect to the Chern connection, see Corollary 12.
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We ask whether the Kdhler-like property with respect to the Strominger-
Bismut connection (or, more generally, any other Gauduchon connection,)
is open and/or closed by holomorphic deformations of the complex structure.
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named author at the Departamento de Matematicas de la Universidad de Zaragoza,
which he thanks for the warm hospitality. He thanks also Jose Fernando for his
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de Madrid. The authors would like to thank Francesco Pediconi, Fabio Podesta,
Cristiano Spotti, and Luigi Vezzoni for several interesting discussions. Many thanks
also to the anonymous Referees for their useful comments and suggestions.

1. KAHLER-LIKE CONNECTIONS

1.1. Curvatures. Let X be a manifold endowed with a complex structure
J and a Hermitian structure h = g — v/—1lw.

Let V be any linear metric connection on X, that is, preserving the Rie-
mannian metric g, namely, Vg = 0. (Denote with the same symbol its
C-bi-linear extension to T'X ®g C.) Consider its curvature operator:

RY(2,y) = V*(2,) = [Va, Vy] = Vi,
and define also the (4, 0)-tensor
RY (z,y, z,w) = g(RY (z,y)z, w).
Notice that, by the very definition, respectively by the condition Vg = 0,
RY(., ) € A(X;End(TX)) and RY(, .., €A’ X @ A’X.
The first Ricci curvature and the second Ricci curvature are, respectively,
the traces
Ric (z,y) = tr RV (z,y) € A’X,
Ric( (z,w) = tr,RV (,, _, z,w) € A2X C End(TX).
The scalar curvature is
Scal = trgRic(i) = trRic®™ e C®(X;R).

1.2. Gauduchon connections. We focus on the canonical connections in
the Gauduchon family as defined in [Gau97, Definition 2]: for ¢ € R, the

Hermitian connection VG =: V' associated to (J,g) is defined by

1—1t 1+t
g(sztyaz) = g(vécz% Z) + T T(a:,y,z) + T C(%,y, Z))

where
T:=Jdw:=—dw(J_, J_,J_), C:=dw(J, ),
and VX denotes the Levi-Civita connection, that we can compute by

1

9(ViCy,z) = 5 @9y 2) +yg(@,2) - 2 g(x,y)

+9([z, ], 2) = 9(ly, 2], 2) — g([2, 2], 9)) -

Note that, in the space of metric connections V&* as defined in [OUV17],

Gauduchon connections sit on the line € + p = %
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Other than
vLiC — y0.0
)
special values are
Vo= yG1 = v0s, vt =vei-vil vy =y 20
corresponding to the Chern, Strominger-Bismut, and anti-Strominger-Bismut
connections, respectively. Moreover,
VO = vid = yP
is the first canonical connection, also called associated connection [Gau97,
GKO06], namely the projection onto the holomorphic tangent bundle of the
Levi-Civita connection. Another important connection is given by
Vs,

called the minimal Gauduchon connection [Gau97, YZ17] because it is dis-
tinguished by the property that it has the smallest total torsion among
Gauduchon connections.

1.3. Symmetries of the curvature. If we focus on the Levi-Civita con-
nection VFC, (namely, the unique metric torsion-free connection on X)
respectively on the Chern connection V", (namely, the unique Hermitian
connection being compatible with the Cauchy-Riemann operator d on the
holomorphic tangent bundle,) we have further symmetries.

The Levi-Civita connection V := V€ satisfies the first Bianchi identity:
(1Bnc) Z RY (0z,0y)02 = 0.

ce®
(This follows by the Levi-Civita connection being torsion-free, where the
torsion is defined as
Tv(m,y) = vzy - vym - [xvy]a

and by the Jacobi identity for the Lie bracket [, _].) More in general, for a
metric connection V with possibly non-zero torsion TV, we have (compare
e.g. [Gaul4, §1.16)):

Z RY(oz,09)0z = dVT(z,y, 2).
oed
The Chern connection V := V¢ satisfies the type condition:
RY € AM(X; End(TH0X)),
namely,
(Cplx) RY (z,y,z,w) = RY(x,y,Jz, Jw) = RY(Jz,Jy,z w) .

(The J-invariance in the third and fourth arguments, namely the property
RY € A2(X;End(T'Y X)), follows from VJ = 0 and g(J_, J_) = g(_, ). The
conclusion follows from V%! = 9 yielding (V%!)2 = 0 and by V being real.)

Remark 3. Condition (1Bnc) for a metric connection implies
(Symm) RY € S2 A’ X,
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namely, RY (z,y, z,w) = RV (z,w,x,y). In this case, the first Bianchi iden-
tity holds for the (4,0)-tensor RV for permutations of any triple of indices. If
moreover RV € A2(X; End(T'°X)), then actually RV € AMY(X; End(TH0X)).
1.4. Kahler-like symmetries. On a Kéahler manifold, we have

gLC — yCh
since VFC.J = 0. In particular, V := V% satisfies both (1Bnc) and (Cplx).

Definition 4. Let X be a complex manifold endowed with a Hermitian
structure. Let V be a metric connection on it. We say that V is Kéhler-like
if it satisfies (1Bnc) and (Cplx).

Remark 5 (comparison with Yang and Zheng’s [YZ16]). We claim that
the above definition specializes to Yang and Zheng’s definitions in [YZ16] in
case of Chern connection and Levi-Civita connection. Recall that, in [YZ16,
page 2], B. Yang and F. Zheng call a Hermitian structure:

e Kahler-like (in the sense of [YZ16]) if, for any (1,0)-tangent vector
X, Y, Z, and W, it holds
RMX,Y,Z,W) = RMZ, Y, X, W) ;
e G-Kahler-like (in the sense of [YZ16]), in honour of Gray, if, for any
(1,0)-tangent vector X, Y, Z, and W, it holds
RM(X,Y,Z,W) = RIYX,Y,ZW) = 0.
Then:

(1) a Hermitian structure is Kdhler-like in the sense of [YZ16] if and
only if its Chern connection is Kdhler-like in the sense of Defini-
tion 4;

(2) a Hermitian structure is G-Kdhler-like in the sense of [YZ16] if and
only if its Levi-Civita connection is Kdhler-like in the sense of Defi-
nition 4.

Proof. (1) Assume that the Chern connection V" is Kihler-like in the sense
of Definition 4. In particular, by (1Bnc), we get:
RCMX,Y,Z,W) = —RMNY,Zz,X,W)—- RNz X, Y, W)
= RMZY,X, W)+ g(RM(X, 2)Y, W)

= Rz, v, X,W),
since g(RM( X, Z)Y , W) = 0.

Conversely, assume that the Hermitian structure is Kahler-like in the
sense of [YZ16]. We already noticed that the Chern connection satisfies
(Cplx). We prove (1Bnc). It suffices to prove it for

('/I:7 y? Z’ w) e {(X7 K Z’ W)’ (X7 Y? Z’ W)’ (X’ Y? Z? W)}7
where X, Y, Z, and W are (1,0)-tangent vector fields. For example, in the
first case, we have:

RY(X,Y,Z,W)+ RY(Y,Z,X,W)+ RY(Z,X,Y,W)
= —RY(Y,X,ZW)+RY(Z,X,Y,W) =0,



ON GAUDUCHON CONNECTIONS WITH KAHLER-LIKE CURVATURE 9

where we used the skew-symmetries of RV, the type properties of RV, and
the condition of Kéhler-like in the sense of [YZ16].

(2) Assume that the Levi-Civita connection VI is Kihler-like in the
sense of Definition 4. In particular, by (Cplx), we get: for any (1,0)-tangent
vector fields X, Y, Z, and W,

RYC(X,Y,Z,W) =R (X,Y,JZ,JW) = —R*(X,Y, Z, W),
whence o
RM(X,Y,Z,W) =0;
moreover, by using (Symm), we get:
RICX, Y,z W) = RYC(ZW,X,Y)=R(Z W, JX,JY)

= —R(Z,W,X,Y)=-RIX,Y, Z,W),

whence
RLC(X,Y,Z,W)=0.
Conversely, assume that the Hermitian structure is G-Kahler-like in the
sense of [YZ16]. By [Gra76], we have also: for any (1,0)-tangent vector
fields X, Y, Z, and W,

(Gray) RLC(X,Y,Z,W)=0.

We already noticed that the Levi-Civita connection satisfies (1Bnc). We
prove (Cplx). By (Symm), it suffices to show R(z,y, z,w) = R(z,y, Jz, Jw).
By the definition of G-Kéahler-like and by (Gray), and up to conjugation and
(skew-)symmetries, we are reduced to the terms of curvatures:

R(X,Y,Z,W)=—-R(Y,X,Z, W), R(X,Y,Z,W),
R(X,Y,Z,W) =0, R(X,Y,Z, W) =0,
R(X,Y,Z,W) =0, R(X,Y,Z,W) =0,
R(X,Y,Z,W) =0, R(X,Y.Z,W) =0,
whence to the case: (x,y,z,w) = (X,Y,Z,W). Of course, in this case
(Cplx) holds. O

We will use also the following characterization of the Kahler-like condi-
tion.

Remark 6. A metric linear connection V on a manifold endowed with a
Hermitian structure is Kdhler-like in the sense of Definition 4 if and only if,
for any (1,0)-tangent vector fields X, Y, Z, and W, for any tangent vector
fields x, y, z, and w,

(1Bn¢’)  B(X,Y,Z,W):=RY(X,Y,Z,W)—-RY(Z,Y,X,W) =0,
(Cplx’) RY (z,y,Z,W) = RV(X,Y, z,w) = 0.

Proof. Assume that V is Kéhler-like in the sense of Definition 4. Moreover,
we get also (Symm). Then:

RY(2,y,Z,W) = RY(x,y,JZ,JW) = —R (2,y,Z,W),
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RV(X,Y,z,w) = RY(z,w,X,Y) = RY(z,w,JX,JY)
= —RY(z,w,X,Y) = —RV(X,Y, z,w) ,
whence we get (Cplx’). Now, we have:
RV(X,Y,ZW) = —RY(Y,Z,X,W)—-RY(Z,X,Y,W)
= RY(Z)Y,X, W),

that is, (1Bnc’).
On the other hand, up to anti-symmetries and conjugation, the only non-
zero terms of the curvature are

RY(X,Y,Z,W).
Therefore, (Cplx) is satisfied. Also, it follows that (1Bnc’) yields (1Bnc). O

Remark 7. We notice that the possible several traces become equal as soon
as we assume further symmetries of the curvature tensor. In this direction,
compare the results by Liu and Yang in [LY17], comparing scalar curvatures.
In particular, [LY17, Corollaries 4.4 and 4.5] state conditions concerning
equalities between total scalar curvatures that force the metric to be Kdhler,
respectively balanced.

1.5. Relations to special Hermitian metrics. A Hermitian metric w on
a complex manifold is called balanced [Mic82] if d},w = 0, where d}, denotes
the adjoint operator of d with respect to the L2-pairing induced by the
metric associated to w; in other words, dw™~! = 0, where n is the complex
dimension of the manifold.

We recall the following obstruction to being Kéahler-like, respectively G-
Kahler-like in the sense of [YZ16].

Theorem 8 ([YZ16, Theorem 1.3]). If a Hermitian metric on a compact
complex manifold has either Levi-Civita or Chern connection being Kdahler-
like, then it is balanced in the sense of Michelsohn [Mic82].

A Hermitian metric w on a complex manifold is called pluriclosed (also
known as SKT) if 00w = 0 [Bis89]. Using a result in [WYZ16], and inspired
by the argument in [YZ17], we show the following result for Strominger-
Bismut-flat Hermitian manifolds, which can be seen as an evidence for Con-
jecture 1 in the special case of flat connection.

Theorem 9. Let X be a complex manifold of complex dimension n endowed
with a Hermitian metric. If the Strominger-Bismut connection is flat, then
the metric is pluriclosed.

Proof. Denote by w the Strominger-Bismut-flat Hermitian metric on the
manifold X. The pluriclosed condition 90w = 0 is a local property. The
Strominger-Bismut connection V' being flat, we can choose an unitary
parallel frame (ej,€;); in a neighbourhood of any point p of X, that is,
Vte; = Vte; = 0. Furthermore, by [WYZ16, Proof of Theorem 1, page
14], it has (local) structure constants

[eivej] = Ci'cjeka [ei’éj] = ;’kek - Cz?kék’



ON GAUDUCHON CONNECTIONS WITH KAHLER-LIKE CURVATURE 11

where c i € C are constants satisfying the required identities, and 7, j, k €

{1,...,n}. In addition, the metric satisfies
<[X7Y]7Z> = _<[X7 Z]7Y>7
for any X,Y,Z in (ej,€;)1<j<n. Hereafter, we shorten e.g. el = el N,

where (e/,&7); is the dual coframe of (e}, &), and we use Einstein notation
on summation over repeated indices. In this notation, we have that with
respect to the unitary parallel frame (ej, €;); the metric w is expressed locally

as
Vv —16%
5 .

In other words, we are locally reduced to the Lie algebra case where the
complex structure and the metric are both left invariant, and moreover,
the metric is actually bi-invariant. In these conditions one has 90w = 0
[SSTV8S] (see also [Enrl3, page 568]), so the metric w is pluriclosed. O

w =

2. HERMITIAN GEOMETRY ON SIX-DIMENSIONAL CALABI-YAU
SOLVMANIFOLDS

We consider 6-dimensional solvmanifolds X = T'\G, namely, compact
quotients of connected simply-connected solvable Lie groups by co-compact
discrete subgroups. In particular, we consider solvmanifolds endowed with
invariant Hermitian structures (J, g), that is, structures whose lift to the uni-
versal cover is invariant under left-translations. Such structures are encoded
in the associated Lie algebra g. As a matter of notation, we will denote Lie
algebras in the concise form in [Sal01]: e.g. ths = (0,0,—12,0) means that
the four-dimensional Lie algebra ths admits a basis (eq, es, €3, e4) such that
[e1, ea] = es, the other brackets being trivial. The notation actually refers
to the dual tf)3 the dual basis (e!,e?,e3,e*) satisfies de! = de? = de* = 0

and de? = —e! A e?, where we will shorten el? := el Ae?. Here, we use the
following formula to relate the differential d: g¥ — A%gY and the bracket
[ A2 =g

da(m, y) = —OZ([LTJ, y])
2.1. Metric formulas. Let
(¢!, 9% ¢%)
be an invariant co-frame of (1,0)-forms with respect to J. With respect to
)

the frame ((101’ P2, 3,91, P2, P3 dual to ((1017 3027 8037 @17 ¢2> (153)a we first set
the structure constants

lor, prl =: s
(Capital letters here vary in {1,2,3,1,2,3} and refer to the corresponding
component; the Einstein summation is assumed.)
The generic invariant Hermitian structure w = g(_, J_) is given by

(2.1) 20 = V=1rtp!l 4+ V=15 o2 V=112 B
+ucp1§—ﬂgozi—i-vgoﬁ—@cp?’é—kz@lg—igo
where the coefficients satisfy [Uga07, page 189]
r? >0, s2 >0, t2 >0,
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r?s? > ]u\Q, r2t? > \2]2, 2t > \U\Q,
r25%t% 4+ 2Re (vV—1120) > t2|ul* + 2|v|? + s2|z|%.
(Hereafter, we shorten e.g. 3! := ¢® A @'.) That is to say, the matrix
(9xrL) K,L 1s positive-definite. Its inverse is denoted by

KL -1
(9" kL= (QKL)K,L~
Let © be the matrix associated to the Hermitian metric, i.e.
2
S D
— u S v
Q=1 -3 -15 3
_Zz _T 1t
2 2 2

Then,
(2.2) 8v/—1 det Q = r25*t* — r2|v|* — s*|2|> — t*|u|* + 2Re (v —1avz) > 0.
We can express the Christoffel symbols of VX as

Ty = %QKL (9(ler, erl or) — 9([ems Ll er) — g(ler. L), o))

1 1 1
) C?H 3 gKAgBIC}J?[A 5 QKAQBHC?A-
Therefore, for (¢, p), we compute the Christoffel symbols of the V** connec-
tion:
(T i = (D)% + g™ Trar + pg™ " Cravr,

where

Trar = —dw(Jer, Jou, Jor), Crur = dw(Jor, o, L)

We can then express the (4,0)-Riemannian curvature of V&* as

(R iaxr = gan(To") i (T5P)is — 9an(T57) P (T57)fip

—9arcty (T9) B
2.2. Complex structures. We consider 6-dimensional Calabi-Yau solv-
manifolds, meaning that they are endowed with an invariant complex struc-
ture having a non-zero invariant closed (3,0)-form, thus their canonical bun-
dle is holomorphically-trivial. This includes nilmanifolds [Sal01l, Uga07,
COUV16] and the solvmanifolds in [FOU15]. We recall here their classi-
fication.

Six-dimensional nilpotent Lie algebras have been classified by Morozov
in 34 different classes, 18 of which admit invariant complex structures by
Salamon [Sal01]: they are by, ..., b6, by, hag. The complex structures on
them are classified into four families in [COUV16]. We recall the complex
structure equations and the underlying Lie algebras in Table 1.

We also consider solvmanifolds other than nilmanifolds. Classification of
invariant complex structures in dimension 6 such that the canonical bundle
is holomorphically-trivial is obtained in [Otal4, FOU15]. We recall the
complex structure equations and the underlying Lie algebras in Table 2.

In particular, notice that the family (Np) and the family (Sivl) consist
of holomorphically-parallelizable structures, namely, such that the holomor-
phic tangent bundle is holomorphically-trivial. The case (Np) with p = 0
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‘ Name ‘ Complex structure Lie algebra
. =0:0;=(0,0,0,0,0,0
(Np) do' = dp* =0, dg® = pp'?, where p € {0,1} ! = )
p=1:h5=(0,0,0,0,13 + 42,14 + 23)
) 5= (0,0,0,0,12,34
dot = ds? — 0, ha = ( )
bs = (0,0,0,0,0,12 + 34)
i) dg® = p'? + ¢! + X2 + D2, bs = (0,0,0,0,12,14 + 23)
i
bs = (0,0,0,0, 13 + 42,14 + 23)
where p € {0,1},A € R2%, D € C with ImD >0 he = (0,0,0,0,12,13)
bs = (0,0,0,0,0,12)

b7 = (0,0,0,12,13,23)
de' =0, dp? = !, ho = (0,0,0,0,12, 14 + 25)

bio = (0,0,0,12,13, 14)

, ‘ o b11 = (0,0,0,12,13,14 + 23
. de® = pp'? + Bp'? + cp?, = )
(Nii) bio = (0,0,0,12,13,24)

b1z = (0,0,0,12,13 + 14,24)

where p € {0,1}, B € C,c € RZ%, with (p, B, ¢) # (0,0,0) b1sa = (0,0,0,12,14,13 + 42)

his = (0,0,0,12,14,24)

dpt =0, dp? =13 + '3, o = (0,0,0,12,23,14 — 35)
dp® =/ —Tpe £ /=1(p2 = p?1),  where p € {0,1} | b = (0,0,12,13,23,14 + 25)
TABLE 1. Invariant complex structures on six-dimensional

nilmanifolds up to linear equivalence, see [ABD11, UV14,
COUV16].

(Niii)

(
(
(
(
b1s = (0,0,0,12,13 + 42,14 + 23)
(
(
(

corresponds to the complex torus, the case (Np) with p = 1 corresponds
to the holomorphically-parallelizable Iwasawa manifold, and the case (Sivl)
corresponds to the holomorphically-parallelizable Nakamura manifold.

We recall that, by [Wan54, Theorem 1], holomorphically-parallelizable
manifolds can be regarded, up to a holomorphic homeomorphism, as quo-
tients of a connected simply-connected complex Lie group by a discrete
subgroup. Clearly, any invariant metric on a holomorphically-parallelizable
manifold is Chern-flat. (On the other side, by [Boo58], a compact com-
plex Hermitian manifold is Chern-flat if and only if its universal cover is
holomorphically isometric to a complex Lie group endowed with an invari-
ant Hermitian metric.) In [YZ16, Theorem 1.2], the authors prove that,
on a compact complex manifold of complex dimension n > 3, a metric such
that both its Levi-Civita and its Chern connection are Kéahler-like is actually
Kahler. Recall that, by [Wan54, Corollary 2], holomorphically-parallelizable
compact Kéahler manifolds are complex torus. Then, on holomorphically-
parallelizable nilmanifolds and solvmanifolds different than tori, the Chern
connection associated to an invariant Hermitian structure is always Kéhler-
like, while the Levi-Civita connection is never.
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‘ Name ‘ Complex structure Lie algebra
dipt = Ap™® + Ap'3, g1 = (15,—25,—35,45,0,0) when 0 = 0
(S1) dp? = —Ap® — A, dpd =0, 03 = (% 15 +25,—15 4+ a x 25, —a x 35+ 45, =35 — a x 45,0,0)
where A = cos + v/—1sin6,0 € [0,7) with o = % >0, when 6 #0
dpt =0, dy? = 7%\#13 _ (% + \/jlz) Vlz’; +v Iz ¢iﬂ,
(Sii) dp? = 112 4 (% _ g) Q2 4 T2 g3 = (0,—13,12,0, —46, —45)

where z € R0
dp' = T3 4 Tp!3
(Siiil) dg? = — /T — T a1 = (23, 36,26, —56, 46, 0)
dp? = £

dot = 13 4 13
(Siii2) dp? = — % _ B 95 = (24 + 35,26,36, —46, —56,0)
dg? = 12 + 21

dp' = /—Tp'3 + /—Tp13

(Siii3) dp? = —/TTp? — /TTp% 96 = (24 + 35, 36,26, —56, 46, 0)
dg? = 'l + 22
dy! = \/jhpl.? + \/jlwlfs
(Siii4) dp? = —/TTp? — /TT% a7 = (24 + 35,46, 56, —26, —36,0)
g’ = (" - ™)
(Sivl) de' = —p", dp? =®, dp® =0
(Siv2) dp' = 2/=Tp" + 1,033, z€{0,1}

dp? = —2V/=Tp® +2o®, dg® =0
dpl = Al — 13

(Siv3) dp? = —ApB + 0B, dpd =0

A e Cwith [A] #1

gs = (16 — 25,15 + 26, —36 + 45, —35 — 46, 0,0)

dp! = —®
(Sv) dp? = 112 4 118 VoL g9 = (45,15 + 36, 14 — 26 -+ 56, —56, 46, 0)
dp® = 7\/251%13 + \/2?19931

TABLE 2. Invariant complex structures on six-dimensional
solvmanifolds non-nilmanifolds with holomorphically-trivial
canonical bundle up to linear equivalence, see [Otal4,
FOU15].

Note that this case also includes the case of the special Lie algebra sl(2;C),
with structure equations

(s12C) de' =, dp® =", dp® =

o2
other than the already mentioned Iwasawa manifold (Np) with p = 1, and
Nakamura manifold (Sivl).

2.3. Special Hermitian metrics. In view of [YZ16, Theorem 1.3] and
Conjectures 1 and 2, we are particularly interested on nilmanifolds and
solvmanifolds admitting invariant complex structures with holomorphically-
trivial canonical bundle and (invariant) balanced or pluriclosed metrics.

As for balanced, according to [Uga07], and [COUV16, UV14, UV15], they

are:

e either h; with a holomorphically-parallelizable complex structure in
Family (Np) with p = 0; any Hermitian metric is in fact Kahler;
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e or b, ..., hg with a nilpotent complex structure in Family (Ni); a
generic Hermitian metric as in (2.1) is balanced if and only if 2 = 1,
v=2=0,and s>+ D = /—1u\;

e or h5 with a holomorphically-parallelizable complex structure in Fam-
ily (Np) with p = 1, corresponding to the Iwasawa manifold; in this
case, any invariant Hermitian metric is balanced;

e or hj, with a non-nilpotent complex structure in Family (Niii); bal-
anced metrics in (2.1) are characterized by v = z = 0, and either
t?’=1landv=0,o0rt?>0and v =1;

e or g; or g9 with a splitting-type complex structure in Family (Si); a
generic metric as in (2.1) is balanced if and only if v = z = 0; they
are non-Kihler except for gJ with u = v = 2z = 0;

e or gz (Sii) or g5 (Siii2) or gy (Siii4); balanced metrics in (2.1) are
characterized by v = z = 0, and moreover in case g5 take u € R,
respectively in case g7 take r? = s%;

e or gg with a holomorphically-parallelizable splitting-type complex
structure in Family (Sivl): any metric is balanced; or with a splitting-
type complex structure in Family (Siv3): balanced metrics as in (2.1)
are characterized by v =z = 0.

As for pluriclosed metrics, they exist only on:

e j; with a holomorphically-parallelizable complex structure in Family
(Np) with p = 0; any Hermitian metric is in fact Kéhler;

e b, b4, b5, bg in Family (Ni), and in this case any Hermitian metric
is pluriclosed, see [FPS04, Theorems 1.2, 3.2];

e g) in Family (Si) and g4 (Siiil); pluriclosed metrics are given by
u = 0 in the form (2.1); see [FOU15, Theorem 4.1].

Finally, we review the existence of Ké&hler metrics. By [BG88] and, more
in general, [Has89], Kéhler metrics do not exist on non-tori nilmanifolds
(with invariant or non-invariant complex structures). On the other side,
Kahler metrics exist on:

e fj;, namely, the complex torus;
e gJ in Family (Si), and the Kéhler metrics are given by the diagonal
ones, u = v = z = 0, see [Otal4, Theorem 5.1.3].

Remark 10. Observe that the Lie algebras br,. .., bis, h% and g9 do not
admit neither balanced nor pluriclosed metrics.

3. KAHLER-LIKE GAUDUCHON CONNECTIONS ON SIX-DIMENSIONAL
CALABI-YAU SOLVMANIFOLDS

In this section we study the existence of Kéhler-like connections on the
class of 6-dimensional Calabi-Yau solvmanifolds.

Let us denote the Gauduchon connections by V¢ := V&4 and by R®
their corresponding curvature. We recall that with respect to this notation,
Ve=0 = vOh and Ve = V.

Theorem 11. Let X = I'\G be a siz-dimensional solvmanifold endowed
with an invariant complex structure J such that the canonical bundle is
holomorphically-trivial. Denote by g the Lie algebra associated to G and let
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w be the (1,1)-form associated to any invariant J-Hermitian metric on X.
We have the following.

o If the Chern connection V" is Kihler-like, then g is isomorphic to
b1, bs, g1, ggzo, or gs, and the Hermitian metric w is balanced.

e If the Strominger-Bismut connection VT is Kdhler-like, then g is
isomorphic to by, b2, bs, 89, or g4, and the Hermitian metric w is
pluriclosed.

e If a Gauduchon connection V¢ is Kihler-like for some e € R\{0, 1},
then g 1is isomorphic to h1 or gg, and the Hermitian metric w is
Kahler.

Notice that Theorem 11 yields that Conjectures 1 and 2 are satisfied for
such class of six-dimensional Calabi-Yau solvmanifolds. It also shows that
the property of being Kahler-like for the Chern connection is neither open
nor closed under holomorphic deformations of the complex structure: as for
non-closedness, it follows by

Corollary 12. The Lie algebra gg admits Chern-flat Hermitian metrics for
complex structures in Family (Siv3), which admit limits in Family (Sivl)
which are not even balanced [FOU15, Theorem 5.2].

The following result makes Theorem 11 more precise, in specifying the
complex structures J and the J-Hermitian metrics w in each case when the
connections are Kahler-like.

Theorem 13. In the conditions of Theorem 11, we have the following.

e The Chern connection V" is Kihler-like precisely in the following
cases:

— b1, with J in Family (Np) with p = 0, with any w given by (2.1),
which s in fact Kahler and Chern-flat;

— b5, with J in the holomorphically-parallelizable Family (Np)
with p = 1, with any w given by (2.1), which is in fact Chern-
flat;

— g1, with J in Family (Si) with 0 = 0, with w given by (2.1) with
u=v=z=0, which is in fact Chern-flat;

— 99, with J in Family (Si) with 0 = Z, with w given by (2.1) with
u=uv =z =0, which is in fact Kdihler and Chern-flat;

— g5 with o > 0, with J in Family (Si) with 0 ¢ {0,5}, with w
given by (2.1) with u =v = z = 0, which is in fact Chern-flat;

— g8, with J in the holomorphically-parallelizable Family (Sivl),
with any w given by (2.1), which is in fact Chern-flat;

— gs, with J in Family (Siv3), with w given by (2.1) withu =v =
z = 0, which is in fact Chern-flat.

In any case, the metric is balanced by [YZ16, Theorem 1.3].
e The Strominger-Bismut connection V' is Kdhler-like precisely in the
previous Kdihler cases (see b1 and g3) and in the following cases:

— bo, with J in Family (Ni) with p = X = 0 and D = \/—1, with
w given by (2.1) with > =1, u = v = z = 0 (not Strominger-
Bismut-flat);



ON GAUDUCHON CONNECTIONS WITH KAHLER-LIKE CURVATURE 17

— bs, with J in Family (Ni) with p = X = D = 0, with any w
given by (2.1) (not Strominger-Bismut-flat);
— g4, with J in Family (Siii1), with w given by (2.1) withu = v =
z =0 (not Strominger-Bismut-flat).
In any case, the metric is pluriclosed.
e The Gauduchon connection V¢ for some ¢ € R\{0, 3} is Kihler-like
precisely in the previous Kdhler cases (see by and gg).

The rest of the section is devoted to the proofs of Theorems 11 and 13.
Recall that by Remark 6 we know that V¢ is Kéahler-like if and only if the
identities (1Bnc’) and (Cplx’) hold; more concretely,

RE = Rf'kf = 0, and B&_ = RE— — RE

ijee igkl - ikl kjil = 0’
for any i, j, k, £ € {1,2,3}, where for instance B{5,; denotes B (X1, X2, X3, X1).

Throughout this section, and also Section 4.2, we make use of this notation.

Remark 14. We remark that we are doing calculations at the level of the
Lie algebra, equivalently, on invariant objects on the Lie group. In particu-
lar, this means that our results hold true also at the level of the non-compact
Lie group. Compare also [VYZ18, Theorem 1.3], where no compactness as-
sumptions is supposed, but the extra assumption on invariant parallel frame,
to study flat Gauduchon connections on Lie groups.

3.1. Nilmanifolds.

3.1.1. Holomorphically-parallelizable nilmanifolds in Family (Np). Consider
the complex structure equations

de' =dp* =0, dp* = "2,

and a generic (balanced) Hermitian metric given by (2.1). Let {X1, X2, X3}
be the (1,0)-basis of vectors dual to {p!, p?, 3}, that is, [ X1, Xa] = — X3.

Proposition 15. The Gauduchon connection V¢ is never Kahler-like unless
e=0.

Proof. A direct calculation shows that Riee = Rogp = 0 for any i, j, k, £ €
{1,2,3}. On the other hand, what symmetries of Bianchi-type concerns, we
can observe that:
e _ 2e2t4(r?t? — |2)?)
13 8v/—Tdet
Moreover, B = 0, i.e. V" is Kahler-like; in fact, this is true for any
holomorphically-parallelizable manifold. O

=0<«=e=0.

3.1.2. Nilmanifolds in Family (Ni). According to [UV15, equations (2.4)—
(2.5)], any Hermitian structure can be expressed as:

(3.1) do' = dp* =0, dp®=pp'? + oM + 1"+ Dp?,

2% — \/_71(9011 + 52 (,022 + 2 S033) + UQDIQ B ,119021’
where p € {0,1}, A > 0, Im D > 0, and s > |u|?, 2 > 0; i.e. we can take
v=2=0and 72 = 1 in the generic expression (2.1).
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Lemma 16. In the notation as above, if V¢ is Kahler-like, then ¢ = %,
p =0 and w is pluriclosed.

Proof. Let us take the element RS,z = 2¢2ps?t°

5313 = 8y Tdetql’ It vanishes if and only if

ep=0. If e =0, then B%gg = —% # 0, hence p = 0.
Now, substituting p = 0 we find:
—A(1 —2e)%t? 1
351212(28):0@5:201‘A:0,
Finally, if A = 0, then B{z,; = Szizs_(iiflgl) # 0, hence € = %

For the last statement, according to [FPS04, equation (3)], the Hermitian
metric w is pluriclosed if and only if the parameters in the complex structure
(Ni) satisfy )

p+X —(D+D)=0.
Now, in the case p = 0, we have that:
1
5 2
Bijyy = — (" = (D + D)),
whence the statement. O

Proposition 17. In the notation as above, V¢ is Kdhler-like if and only if
€= % and
e cither the Lie algebra is s and the Hermitian structure is given by
(p,)\,D) = (0707 \/jl) and u =0,
e or the Lie algebra is hg and the Hermitian structure is anyone defined
on the complex structure (p, A\, D) = (0,0,0).

Proof. In [Uga07], it is shown that the only Lie algebras underlying equa-
tions (3.1) with p = 0 admitting a Hermitian pluriclosed metric are hs and
hs. Moreover, Re D = ’\72 Taking into account the classification of complex
structures up to equivalence [COUV16], A can take only the value 0, so we
are forced to:

e (p,\,D)=(0,0,4/—1), namely, the Lie algebra ho;

e (p,\,D)=(0,0,0), namely, the Lie algebra bg.
We are going to study the two cases above. First, the computation of the
curvature elements for p = 0 and ¢ = 1/2 yields that, for any i,j,k,¢ €

{1,2,3},

1 1
Rinoo = Rfok[ = 0.
With respect to the relations coming from the Bianchi identity, we summa-
rize the results of the computations in Appendix I. In particular, ¢ = %,
p=0,A=0, and Re D = 0 yield that
1 1 t*u(D — D)
O

Remark 18. In the cases above, the Strominger-Bismut connection is not
flat. In fact, REﬂ = R;%QQ =12 40 for by, and REH =12 #£ 0 for bg, the
other components of the curvature being zero.
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3.1.3. Nilmanifolds in Family (Nii). Consider the complex structure equa-
tions B B ~

dp' =0, dp*=¢', dp® = pe'? + Bp'? 4+ cp?,
where p € {0,1}, ¢ > 0, B € C satisfying (p, B,¢) # (0,0,0).
Proposition 19. For nilmanifolds in Family (Nii), the Gauduchon connec-
tion V¢ is never Kahler-like.

Proof. For the Chern connection, i.e. € = 0, the result follows directly from
the fact that w is never balanced and by [YZ16, Theorem 1.3].
As a consequence, we consider € # 0 and the following elements:

_ (P —P) (2 2 2 1 1
Bips = —ayraan 07 —2BP(e—3) (- 1)),
_ et —?) (2 2 1
Bl = “yrama (¢ —2BP (7)),
where recall the expression for det Q) as in (2.2).
2 R(c242 244
Observe first that R, = ZL2=lell — 0 if and only if pB = 0. If
B =0, then

(B3393: B3ga3) = (0,0) <= (p, ) = (0,0)
which is a contradiction. Therefore, we may assume B # 0 and p = 0. Now,

1 1
B§QQEZO<:>€:§OI'6:1.

Ife= %, then
1
i _
B =0<=c=0
. . 1 |B|2t2
but in this case on? can che;:k2 thaQt 232112 :1 v 7&_0.2 .
_ 1 3 _ c(smt—|v]?) P &1 C it e 1 )
Ife = 3, then Rj,\5 = 16v/—T det Q and Rj,y; = 16y/—Tdet therefore
1 1
(R3315: Bozor) = (0,0) <= (B, ¢) = (0,0),
providing a contradiction. O

3.1.4. Nilmanifolds in Family (Niii). Consider the complex structure equa-
tions

dp' =0, dp? =P+, dp® = VoTvp' + V=15 (1 - ™),
where v = {0,1} and 0 = +1.
Proposition 20. For nilmanifolds in Family (Niii), the Gauduchon con-
nection V¢ is never Kdhler-like.

Proof. Consider the Bianchi identity relation BSz,5. Now,
. (4e? + 4e — 1)(—/—15% + 6t2)(s*? — [v|*)v
Bygpz = =0

16/ —1det Q2

v =0,
= — —1£V2
€= —5"=.
e _ 2e22(V/—1s%46t%)s* _ .
3212 — 8y/—1det = 0 if and only
0o _ —512(s2 46/ —112) is
3322 16y/—1det Q

We start supposing v = 0. Now, B

if ze = 0. In the case ¢ = 0, one can check that B
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always a non-zero element. On the other hand, if z = 0, just take
s2t2(s% + V/—16t%) (2es* + vV—1(1 — 2¢)0t?) (4e — 1)
16y/—1det Q ‘

1
e o _1 : ; i =5
One has B3;,; = 0 <= ¢ = ;. But in this case, Bl,; = =~ # 0.
—14v2
2

& _
32233 -

Finally, if g = is a root of the polynomial 4e? + 4¢ — 1, then:

€0 _
B 3322 0

= (P2 = o) (5% + VT [(F7 4+ 5V2)s? £ VETER (4 4 3v2)|
—V=1oP(F3 +2v2) ) =0,

but the last expression is always non-zero. O
3.2. Solvmanifolds.

3.2.1. Solvmanifolds in Family (Si). By Section 2.2, for this family of com-
plex structures the underlying Lie algebras are g; or g§ with a > 0.

Proposition 21. The Chern connection V" is Kihler-like if and only w
given by (2.1) satisfies u = v = z = 0. Moreover, in these cases, the Chern
curvature vanishes identically.

Proof. Using [YZ16, Theorem 1.3], a necessary condition for V¢" to be
Kahler-like is that w must be a balanced metric. According to [FOU15,
Theorem 4.5], w is balanced if and only if v = z = 0. Now, with this
restriction, it is immediate to see that B® = 0 if and only if u = 0 (see
Appendix IT). The last statement follows by direct inspection. O

Remark 22. The previous result gives an example of a non-Kdhler met-
ric with Kahler-like Chern connection on a solvmanifold endowed with a
left-invariant complex structure which does not admit any basis of (left-
invariant) holomorphic vector fields.

Note indeed that the above diagonal metrics are Kdhler if and only if
the parameter satisfies A = \/—1, corresponding to the Lie algebra g9.
Clearly, by [Boo58|, the complex solvmanifold is in fact biholomorphic to
a holomorphically-parallelizable manifold. But it is presented in a differ-
ent way as quotient of a Lie group, and as such it is not parallelizable by
left-invariant holomorphic vector fields.

Proposition 23. For ¢ # 0, the Gauduchon connection V¢ is Kdahler-like
if and only if g = g5 and w is Kdihler.

Proof. We prove firstly that the underlying Lie algebra must be g9, corre-
sponding to A = y/—1 in family (Si), as:
8202 )
Biigs =
8v/—1 det Q2
implies A = +/—1 and u = 0.

Now, as it is shown in Appendix III, B{j;3 = Bis.s
(2e—1v=(2c—-1)z=0.

[(Re A)*(rs® — [ul?) + |A]|ul*] = 0,

= 0 if and only if
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If v = 2 = 0, in particular the metric w is Kéhler and one has that B = 0
and R° = 0.
On the other hand, consider now the Strominger-Bismut connection, i.e.
1 1
e = 1. Then, B2 = 0 if and only if (B, BL,s) = (Y522, Y5%) = (0,0),
which implies v = 2z = 0. U

3.2.2. Solvmanifolds in Family (Sii). By Section 2.2, the Lie algebra under-
lying this family of complex structures is gs.

Proposition 24. For any solvmanifold in Family (Sii), the Gauduchon con-
nection V¢ is never Kdhler-like.

Proof. First let us suppose ¢ = 0. Using [YZ16, Theorem 1.3|, a necessary
condition for VE* to be Kahler-like is that w must be a balanced metric.
According to [FOU15, Theorem 4.5], w is balanced if and only if u = z = 0.
Now, with this restriction,

— (% — 2¢/—15%2) (1 + 42?)
3272

#0,

0 _
Biser =

whence the statement.
In what follows, we will suppose that ¢ # 0 and a generic Hermitian
metric w. Consider the elements RS, - and RS

2323 2333°
e _ e(v/=142x) (522 —|v|?) (—v2+2v/—1s2t2x—4s* 22 4 2e (t* +-45%22) —2¢/—1|v|%2)
2323 64z/—1det Q ’
e _ e(v/—1+2x)(s%t2 —|v|?) (v(vV—=1(—1+2e)t? +4es?x) +4/—1a(v/—Llet? —s2x+2e5%2) D)
2333 64zy/—1detQ ’
Now:
Sa03 = 0 <= 2et? — 0 4+ 2¢/—1u (s — |v|?) + 4s*22(2e — 1) = 0,

sz = 0 = v (4T es?a — (26 — 1)12) — 420 (V=T et + (2 — 1)) = 0.

Adding and subtracting the two expressions above, we obtain the equivalent
system:

(2V—1s%x 4+ 2e(t? — 2¢/—1s%x) —v)(t* + 2/—1 s>z + v+ 2y/—1av) = 0,
(2v/—1 822 + 26(t? — 2y/—=1 5%x) + v) (1 + 2v/—1 8%z —v — 2y/—120) =0

As a matter of notation, let us write the first equation as AB = 0 and the
second as CD = 0.

Let us focus our attention in the first equation and consider the case
A =0. We can express v as:

v =2v—15%x + 2:(t* — 2v/—15x).
Substituting this value in the second equation we obtain that:
C = 4(et? — /—1s%x(2e — 1)) £ 0,

ReD =0,

D= (1-2¢)(t? —45%2%) + 4y/—1ex(s®> —1?) = 0 <=
ImD = 0,
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Now,
Re D = 0, (1 —2¢)(t? — 4s%2%) = 0, (1 —2¢)(1 —42?) =0,
<~ <~
ImD =0, s2 —t2 =0, 2 —t2 =0,
so, we obtain two different possibilities:
1 1
2 _ 42 2 _ 42
= t = — = t = -,
S , €=35 Or s , T=3

If we consider A # 0, then B = 0 and therefore v + 2¢/—120 = —t% —
2y/—1s?z. Substituting this expression in D we get that D = 2(t*> +
2v/—12%x) # 0, which implies that C' = 0. Observe that system B = C' = 0
is the same as A = D = 0 just changing the sign of v. One get the same
solutions as before.

To finish the proof, we study first the case s> = t? and € = % Directly,

L P2z —v-0)

R1221§ 162 # 0.
On the other hand, if s? = ¢? and = = 1, BSsa1 = %&?ﬂ # 0. O

3.2.3. Solvmanifolds in Families (Siiil), (Siii3), (Siii4). Recall that from
Section 2.2, the Lie algebras underlying (Siiil), (Siii3), and (Siii4) are, re-
spectively, g4, g¢, and g7. In order to give an unified argument, we will
gather the complex equations as follows:

dp' = V=1(p"® +¢"), dp® = —V=1 (% + %),
dp® =z +y®,
where (z,y) = (£1,0) for g4, (x,y) = (1,1) for g¢ and (z,y = —x) =
(+1,F1) for g7. In particular, = # 0.

Proposition 25. The Chern connection V" is never Kdihler-like.

Proof. Using [YZ16, Theorem 1.3], a necessary condition for VE to be
Kaéhler-like is that w must be a balanced metric. A direct computation
shows that w is balanced if and only if v = z = 0 and sz + r?y = 0.
Observe that this last equation has no solutions on g4 and gg, which implies

that VE? is never Kihler-like for these algebras. On g7, since = —y, the
only option is 72 = s2. Now, if we compute the Bianchi identity-symmetries
B°, we get that B%QQ = % #0. O

Proposition 26. In the notation as above, consider € # 0. Then, V¢ is
Kahler-like if and only if g is isomorphic to g4, € = %, andu=v=2=0
n (2.1). In this case, the Strominger-Bismut connection is non-flat.

Proof. From now on, consider ¢ # 0. Let us focus on Chern-symmetries

Riy 3 and Ripg:

Ris = 7o qar (¢ [V 0o+ Duow b2 (a2 +1) —rty(2e ~ 1)
+v/—1(2¢ — 1)yuz?),

Rios = 8\/_—61% (v [V=T (26 — Duvz + = (s22(2e — 1) — r?y(2 + 1))]



ON GAUDUCHON CONNECTIONS WITH KAHLER-LIKE CURVATURE 23

+v/—1(2¢ + 1)yuz?) .

Trivially, this two elements vanishes if v = z = 0. Suppose that vz # 0.

Then, the system Rf,,3 = Rj,,3 = 0 is equivalent to
A = v [V-1(2e+ Dwz + 2z (s*z(2e + 1) — r?y(2e — 1))]
+v/—1(2¢ — 1)yuz? =0,
B = v [V-1(2e — Duvz + z (s®z(2e — 1) — r’y(2 + 1))]

+v/—=1(2e + 1)yuz? = 0.
Consider the following homogeneous system, whose solutions are precisely
A=B=0:
A(l+42e)+B(1—-2¢) =0,
A(l—2¢)+ B(1+42¢) =0.
This last system reduces to
S8evx (vV—1uv + s%2) =0, V—1uv + sz =0,
8ev/—1zy(v/—1r?v+uz) = 0. y (vV—1r%v + @z) = 0.
V—1s22
U = ——-
= v

7/ — y
V 18 z

Moreover, substituting « = ———— in (2.2), we get:
v
242 2\ (120012 _ 2] 4]2
2 — —
T aan = CEZIPE =AY
v
So, we are forced to consider y = 0. However, in this particular case,
e o= Avlelsts )
1232 = s2t2—|v]? :

Let us study now the case when vz = 0. Suppose first z = 0 and v # 0.
Now, R{,5 = % = 0 if and only if u = 0. But imposing this condition,
we get that RS, ; = —eva # 0.

e(2e—1)y23T

On the other hand, if v = 0 and 2 # 0, symmetry R{, 3 = % =0

is equivalent to (26 — Duy = 0. If e = 1 (corresponding to the Strominger-
q Yy 2 P g g
Bismut connection), then

1
2 _yz _
R132Q -2 = 0,
1 — u=y=0.
R§ e s222za =0
1211 = 8y/—1detQ =~ 7
1
2 _ —1z
But now, R} .o = 5= # 0.

{303 = €Yz one gets y = 0.

e _ —/—les?2lux

1211 =~ 4detQ

So, if ¢ # % we may assume v = y = 0. At this point, observe that
e _e(2e—1)(r2—/—T1xt?)2?
1313 — 8v/—1det Q

Suppose now € #* % If w = 0, directly from R

Analogously, if we suppose y = 0, then R implies u = 0.

=0 if and only if € = %
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Finally, if v = z = 0, then

e((—1+ 2¢)s%t* 22 + (8er?u + 2/ —1t%ux)u)

RE,.. =
1331 Rit2 det

=0

if and only if the complex number
(2e — 1)s*t*2? + 8er?|ul® + V—1(2t%x|ul?) = 0

Observe that the imaginary part vanishes if and only if © = 0. Furthermore,
one can check that if 4 = 0, then all the Chern-symmetries are zero if and

only if e = 5. As for Bianchi identity-symmetries, in the caseu =v=2=10
1
and € = %, we have RU“ RZ,., = 0 for any i, j,k,¢ € {1,2,3} if and only
if y =0, so the Lie algebra is isomorphic to g4.
Finally, note that R1111 2 whence the last statement. O

Remark 27. We notice that any diagonal metric on g4 gives examples
of a non-flat Kdhler-like Strominger-Bismut connection on a non-Kdahler
manifold. (For the existence of lattices, see [FOU15, Proposition 2.10].)

3.2.4. Solvmanifolds in Family (Siii2). By Section 2.2, the underlying Lie
algebra is gs.

Proposition 28. The connection V°© is never Kdhler-like.

Proof. Let us suppose ¢ = 0. Using [YZ16, Theorem 1.3|, a necessary con-
dition for V" to be Kéhler-like is that w must be a balanced metric. Ac-
cording to [FOU15, Theorem 4.5], w is balanced if and only if v = z = 0
and u € R. Now, with these restrictions,

0 2
Bty = =17 #0,
whence the statement.
From now on, consider ¢ # 0 and a generic Hermitian metric w. Let us

focus on Chern-symmetries RS, ., and RS, .- and develop a similar argument
as that in Prop051t1on 26:

1213 1223

Rigs 8\ﬁ Jot O (V-1 [(2e + D)r*v® — 2(2e — 1)(V—1uv + s°2)]
+(2e + 1)uvz),
Ri53 — (V=1[(2e~ D)r?v? — 2(2e + 1) (vV—Tuv + 822’)]

8v/—1 det Q
+(2e — 1)uvz).
Clearly, this two elements vanishes if v = z = 0. Suppose that vz # 0.

Then, the system R%, . = R5, ., = 0 is equivalent to

1213 1223

A:=+=1 [(2e + 1)r*v? — 2(2e — 1)(vV—=Tuv + s%2)] + (2e + 1)uvz = 0,
B = /1 [(2e — 1)r*v? — 2(2e + 1)(vV=1uv + s?2)| + (26 — 1)avz = 0.

Consider the following homogeneous system, whose solutions are precisely
A=B=0:
A(l+42¢)+ B(1—2¢) =0,

A(l —2¢)+ B(1+2¢) =0.
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This last system is equivalent to
V—1uv + 5?2 =0,
V—1r?v + 4z = 0.

which contradicts our initial hypothesis.
We can suppose now that vz = 0. In fact, in this case v = z = 0 (use

— v=2z=0,

—1e25%22 o242 .
905 = % =0 when v = 0 and R}, ; = %{Q” if z =0). Now,
107 = (46 — 1)r? = 0 if and only if € = i but now B11133 =—r2£0. O

3.2.5. Solvmanifolds in Families (Sivl), (Siv2), and (Siv3). Recall that by
Section 2.2, the underlying Lie algebra to these complex structures is gs.

Proposition 29. For the holomorphically-parallelizable structure in Family
(Siv1), we have that the Chern connection V" is flat and V70 is never
Kdhler-like.

Proof. The result about Chern connection comes from the fact that the
structure is complex-parallelizable. When ¢ # 0, one can see that R:.,, =

ijee
R, = 0 for any i,7,k,¢ € {1,2,3} if and only if ¢ = % (see for example
1 44 j 14 . .
1331 = —(2¢ — 1)er?). But now, Bls = lg\/s_—% if and only if rts* —
|u|* = 0 which is a contradiction. O

Proposition 30. For the complex structures in Family (Siv2), V¢ is never
Kahler-like.

Proof. The result for the Chern connection (namely e = 0) follows directly
observing that complex structures in Family (Siv2) do not admit balanced
metrics and by [YZ16, Theorem 1.3].

If € # 0, then
R (%8 — [u?) (ar?s® + xful? + 2v/=1r"a)
1231 2det Q2 ’
and
R _62(7’252 — |ul?)(r?s% — 2¢/—1ws?u + |ul?)
1232 2det 2 '
Hence, R{,.; = R{y35 = 0 if and only if
or?s? + zjul? + 2v/—1r?a =0, r?s®+|ul? — 2v/—1zs’u = 0.
If z = 1, these equations imply Rew = 0, Imu = —r?, and r? = s2, which is
a contradiction to the positive definiteness of the metric. Hence, x = 0 and
R 35 1s always different from zero. O

Proposition 31. For the complex structures in Family (Siv3), V¢ is Kdhler-
like if and only if e = 0 and w is diagonal. Moreover, in these cases, V"
1s flat.

Proof. Let us start with the case ¢ = 0 and imposing w to be balanced. In

this situation, v = z = 0. Moreover, BY = 0 if and only if u = 0 (see for
2 2

?331 = %) Observe that we do not get restriction on the

parameter A.

example B
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Finally, if € # 0, we focus on Bianchi identity-symmetry Bj;,5;. Observe
that
g 2220 — uP)(r?s?|A 1P + [u|A + 1) 40
2z 8v/—1 det Q ’
whence the statement. O

3.2.6. Solvmanifolds in Family (Sv). By Section 2.2, the underlying Lie al-
gebra is gg.

Proposition 32. The connection V*© is never Kdhler-like.

Proof. If ¢ = 0, then the result follows directly by observing that gg does
not admit balanced metrics and by [YZ16, Theorem 1.3].
From now on, consider € # 0. Let us focus on the Chern-symmetry R¢

1212°
R v [(2r?s? — |u*)v — (V—1s*u)z ]
1212 32 /—1detQ
Hence,
RS, 5=0 < o[(2r%s— |u]*)v— (V-1s’n)z] = 0.
Suppose first that v = 0. Then, we can express
V—1s?uz
T 2252 — [uf2 |ul?
Observe that, since v # 0, also uz # 0. Using this partlcular value for v,
_ e(1—2¢)s%a? 1
R0 = Ay = = O if and only if ¢ = 5, but now R1312 ﬁ # 0.
On the other hand, if v = 0, then R§223 = S — 0 holds if

and only if (2¢ — 1)uz = 0. None of the three cases leads to Kéhler-like

41,12
connections: if € = 3, then R22333 = 32\/5_—|z‘detﬂ = 0 to conclude that z =0
but then Rf231 = %2_‘"' # 0; if z = 0, then R{, 5 = (22;21”4 vanishes
if and only if € = 5, that has already been studied; finally, if u = 0, then
take R{, 1 = #%- This element is zero if and only if z = 0, which
has already been analysed. O

4. KAHLER-LIKE LEVI-CIVITA CONNECTION

4.1. Hermitian condition along the Ricci-flow. In this section, we
prove that the K&hler-like condition for the Levi-Civita connection assures
that the Ricci flow preserves the Hermitian condition of the initial metric
along analytic solutions. We wonder whether, as an application, one may
prove that non-toral nilmanifolds do not admit invariant Hermitian metrics
whose Levi-Civita connection is Kéahler-like, thanks to the results by Lauret
[Laull] on the Ricci flow for nilpotent Lie groups. In fact, we will prove
that this is true in dimension six, see Proposition 34.

Theorem 33. Let gy be a Hermitian metric on a compact complex manifold,
and consider an analytic solution (g(t))ie(—c¢) for € >0 of the Ricci flow

(RF) @ g(1) = ~Ric(g(1)), () = g
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If the Levi-Civita connection of go is Kdhler-like, then g(t) is Hermitian for
any t.

Proof. The proof follows by the evolution equation for the curvatures along
the Ricci flow in [Ham82, Corollary 7.3 and Theorem 7.1]:

d ) .
%RIC( Yok = ARic(t)jx + 29(t)PQg(t)RSR(t)pJKRRlc(t)QS
—2g(t)P9Ric(t) spRic(t) oK,
d
dtR( Yk = AR()1kr
+2 (9(t) " g () R(t) 1P R(t) K RLS
g(t)PRg(t)Q R(t)1psR(t)LRrKcs
—g) " Rg(t) ¥ R(t) 1pLoR(t) srKS
+9(t)"Fg(t)*° R(t) 1Pk R(t) 1RLS)
—g(t)"? (R(t)psx LRic(t)qr + R(t)rpxLRic(t)qs
-I-R(t)[JPLRlC( )QK + R(t)[JKPRiC(t)QL) .
Here, capital letters I, J, ...vary in {1,...,n,1,..., 7} while small letters i,
Jy ...vary in {1,...,n}, and for simplicity we just write the dependence in

t meaning to refer to the quantities for g(¢). The dot denotes the derivative
at zero, e.g. Ricjj, = dtL o Ricjk(t).
The Kahler-like condltlon assures that

RinL(O) = 0, Ricij(O) =0.
This, together with the formula for the evolution of the Ricci curvature
tensor, whence
Ricj = 0,
yields that
9ik = Gjr = 0.

Moreover, notice that the Kéhler-like assumption forces Ry i1 (0) to be
zero whenever three or more of the indices in (I,J, K, L) have the same
type. The same holds for the tensor g(0)"%g(0)?R(0) p1qsR(0)ricsL, that
appears in the right-hand-side for R. From the evolution equation of the
Riemann curvature tensor, we get the same property also for RI JKL- Then
we get

i =0
by straightforward computations.

Further derivatives behave similarly. Indeed, the only remark to be no-
ticed is that Rjjxr involves the tensors Reees(0), R...., Rices(0), Ric..,
other than the Hermitian metric gee(0) and its time-derivative gee, whence
it still satisfies the property to vanish whenever three out of (I, J, K, L) have
the same type.

So we get that the solution g(t);, has vanishing time-derivatives of any
order at 0. Being analytic, it is constant, so g(t);z = g(0);x = 0, that is,
g(t) is still Hermitian. O
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4.2. Kéahler-like Levi-Civita connection on six-dimensional Calabi-
Yau solvmanifolds. In this section, we prove the following:

Proposition 34. Let (X, J,g) be a complex siz-dimensional solvmanifold
with holomorphically-trivial canonical bundle endowed with an invariant Her-
mitian metric. The Levi-Civita connection is Kdhler-like if and only if the
metric is Kahler.

Proof. First, consider the nilpotent case. We provide explicit computations.
Without loss of generality, we can reduce to the case when the Hermit-
ian metric is balanced, thanks to [YZ16, Theorem 1.3], and we can ex-
clude the holomorphically-parallelizable case (Np) thanks to the fact that
holomorphically-parallelizable manifolds are Chern-flat and to [YZ16, The-
orem 1.2]. So we only remain with Family (Ni) with the exception of Lie
algebra hg, and the Family (Niii) in fact only for h74. We distinguish complex
structures of nilpotent, respectively non-nilpotent type, see [UV15].

For nilpotent complex structures on nilpotent Lie algebras, argue as fol-
lows. First of all, the generic Hermitian metric as in (2.1) is balanced if and
only if it is equivalent to one with parameters 7> = 1, v = z = 0, and also
52+ D = /—1u), see [UV15]. We compute, for example, RILiCu = —% pt?.
So the Levi-Civita connection of a balanced metric on a nilmanifold with
complex structure in Family (Ni) with p = 1 is never K&hler-like. This forces
p = 0, and the Lie algebra to be either h3 (with A = 0 and D = —1) or

b5 (with A =1 and D € [0, 1)). Moreover, since R:,’;“Qc{?) = %%ZTQD, then
either w = 0 (case h3) or D = 0 (case bs).

In the first case, that is, when p = A\ = 0 and D = —1, we compute
o (M+pP+s2 V=T au—v/=T xu)t! c 244
Biiis = S (=) that reduces to B{35 = grz—omy (SSQ_W) # 0,

in fact, Bﬁ% = % # 0, by using s> = 1 and u = 0. Therefore, in this case,
the Levi-Civita connection is not Kahler-like.

In the second case, that is, when p = D = 0 and A = 1, we compute
Bfgi = —% ()\2 +2p> =D —E)tz that reduces to BlLi% = —%tQ £ 0.
Therefore, also in this second case, the Levi-Civita connection is not Kéahler-
like.

Finally, for non-nilpotent complex structure on nilpotent Lie algebras,
argue as follows. The generic Hermitian balanced metric as in (2.1) forces
v = 0 (case hjy) and can be reduced to parameters u = z = 0, (and moreover
either v = 1, or v = 0 and 2 = 1,) see [UV15]. We compute, for example,
R:%CQ@ =— s;j:f # 0 and RQLQg)g = (. Therefore the Levi-Civita connection is
not Kahler-like.

We restrict now our attention to the solvable non-nilpotent case.

We remind that by [YZ16, Theorem 1.3], the Levi-Civita connection be
Kéhler-like implies that the metric is balanced. Hence and by [FOU15] we
restrict our attention to the Lie algebras g1, g5, 93, 95, g7, and gs.

If the Lie algebra is isomorphic to g; or g§ (case (Si)) then:

RLC _ (A% + A%)(r2s% — |ul?) + 2| A2 (r?s® + |ul?)

1212 A2

& (Re )25 + (Im A)?|ul* = 0,

=0
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< ReA=0,u=0,
&S A=v-1,u=0.

That is, the Lie algebra is g and w is Kéhler.
If the Lie algebra is isomorphic to gs (case (Sii)) then:

Lo (1+42?)(t* + 4s*2?)
R23§3 - 128722 # 0.

If the Lie algebra is isomorphic to g5 (case (Siii2)) then:

R%%g:%wzo & V1A +tHu=0 < u=0.

But u = 0 implies RIE?%I = _th #0.
If the Lie algebra is isomorphic to g7 (case (Siii4)) then:
)
8(s* — [ul?)

If the Lie algebra is isomorphic to gg, then the complex structure belongs
to Families (Sivl) or (Siv3). In the first case we directly find that R%?%i =
% # 0. In the second case the Kéhler-like condition implies the following
system:

RLC . 7"2[(A—1)2r232—(A2—6A+1)|u|2] —0
1331 8(r2s2—Jul?) -
RLC o 7\/jlu[(A2+6A+1)r2527(A+1)2|u|2] —0
1332 8(r2s2—|ul?) -

If u = 0 then the first equation implies (A—1)2?r2s? = 0 which is not possible.
On the other hand if w # 0 then the vanishing of the brackets corresponds
to a homogeneous linear system in 72s% and |u|?. The equations are linear
dependent if and only if A = 0, but in this case the second equation reduces
to r2s2 — |u|> = 0. O

APPENDIX I. BIANCHI AND CHERN SYMMETRIES FOR THE (GAUDUCHON
CONNECTIONS ON NILMANIFOLDS IN FAMmILY (N1)

Riy; = 2t%e(1—¢)p,
Rizzi = A Rimia
Rizzé = D RinI’

tte

Rioss = 2k |u|2p(25 — 1)(s* + V=1 u + D),
B —2/—1tte?
3 = ———pu
1313 52— [u]? p U,
—2¢*e? _

Riss = 2T |u|2p(\/—1)\u—|—D),

e _t4€ 2
Riss; = 552 —-1)(s" +V—-1)u),

2 — [uf?
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—/—=1t*e _
Rigys = — @ (26— 1uD,
1332 s2 — [uf? (2¢ ) u
g 280
2313 2 — |u|2P7
2t g2 9 -
Rigos = mﬂ (As? — v/ —1uD),
—tle _ L
Rigy = opye(2~ DO + V=Dt D)~ v=1uD),
—tie _ _
Rig = m(% —1)D(v=1\u + D).
€ _t2 2
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APPENDIX II. BIANCHI SYMMETRIES FOR THE LEVI-CIVITA CONNECTION
ON SOLVMANIFOLDS g1 AND g5 IN FAMILY (SI)

B _2rffuf? Bo.. — 2V=lristu
1381 T 23 [y 1352 T T2 [y
20,12
BY. . — €_ _ BY. _ — w
2331 1332 2332 T 132 |y

APPENDIX III. BIANCHI AND CHERN SYMMETRIES FOR THE GAUDUCHON
CONNECTIONS ON SOLVMANIFOLDS gg IN FaMILy (S1)

£(2e — 1)r?s?2?

13 _
R1313 -

8v/—1detQ ’
- —(2e — 1)r?s%vz
Rz = '
8v—1 det
€z 2.2,2 20,12 20,2
Rl = FERES) [r25%t% — 2er®|v|® + 2(e — 1)s%[2]?]
Rigis = —Rigs
Re _oe(2e = 1)r?s?e?
22 8y/~TdetQ ’
ev 2,242 21,12 20,2
Rbgss = Sdet O [125%t% + 2(e — 1)r*|v]® — 2es7|2]7] .
- —e(2e — 1)r?s%|z)?
1133 — ’
8v—1 det
- e(2e - 1)r?s*oz
12358y ~1detQ
B - (2 — 1)(4e — 1)r2s2|2|?
S 16y/~1detQ  ’
e —(2e-1)(4e - 1)r?s?vz
182 16v/—1 det Q ’
a3 = 16(1% [(4e — 1)r?s*t? + 2(2? — de + 1)r?|v]* — 4e%s%|2[?]
o33 = Biagg
. —e(2e — 1)r?s%v)?
Bossz = )
8v—1 det
e _ B

2331 1332°
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Be . _ (2e — 1)(4e — 1)r?s%|v|?
2382 16v/—1 det Q ’

Bz 16(1% [(42 — 1)r2s%% — 4272 [v]? + 2(262 — 4e + 1)s?[2]?] .
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