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SIX DIMENSIONAL HOMOGENEOUS SPACES WITH HOLOMORPHICALLY
TRIVIAL CANONICAL BUNDLE

ANTONIO OTAL AND LUIS UGARTE

ABSTRACT. We classify all the 6-dimensional unimodular Lie algebras g admitting a complex
structure with non-zero closed (3,0)-form. This gives rise to 6-dimensional compact homoge-
neous spaces M = I'\G, where I" is a lattice, admitting an invariant complex structure with
holomorphically trivial canonical bundle. As an application, in the balanced Hermitian case,
we study the instanton condition for any metric connection V= in the plane generated by the
Levi-Civita connection and the Gauduchon line of Hermitian connections. In the setting of the
Hull-Strominger system with connection on the tangent bundle being Hermitian-Yang-Mills, we
prove that if a compact non-Kéahler homogeneous space M = I'\G admits an invariant solution
with respect to some non-flat connection V in the family V', then M is a nilmanifold with un-
derlying Lie algebra b3, a solvmanifold with underlying algebra g7, or a quotient of the semisimple
group SL(2,C). Since it is known that the system can be solved on these spaces, our result im-
plies that they are the unique compact non-Kahler balanced homogeneous spaces admitting such
invariant solutions. As another application, on the compact solvmanifold underlying the Naka-
mura manifold, we construct solutions, on any given balanced Bott-Chern class, to the heterotic
equations of motion taking the Chern connection as (flat) instanton.

1. INTRODUCTION

Complex manifolds with holomorphically trivial canonical bundle, possibly endowed with a special
Hermitian metric, play a relevant role both in geometry and in theoretical physics. An important
source of these distinguished manifolds is provided by certain quotients of Lie groups G by co-
compact lattices I', more specifically, by 2n-dimensional compact homogeneous spaces M = I'\G
endowed with an invariant complex structure with holomorphically trivial canonical bundle. By
the latter we mean that the (unimodular) Lie algebra g of G' has a complex structure with non-
zero closed (n,0)-form. For instance, when M is a nilmanifold, i.e. G is nilpotent, a result of
Salamon [30] ensures that any invariant complex structure on M possesses a non-zero (n, 0)-form
which is closed.

In this paper we are interested in the complex dimension three, mainly due to its relation to the
Hull-Strominger system. The precise definition of the system is given below and at this point we
just recall that its solutions require in particular a compact complex manifold X = (M, J) with
non-vanishing holomorphic (3,0)-form ¥. When M = I'\G is a 6-dimensional nilmanifold and J
is invariant, the problem of determining which nilpotent Lie algebras g admit a complex structure
was completely solved in [30]. Furthermore, the unimodular solvable Lie algebras g of dimension
6 that admit a complex structure with non-zero closed (3,0)-form are classified in [I0], together
with the existence problem for several special classes of Hermitian metrics. Our first goal in this
paper is to complete these previous results by extending the classification to any unimodular Lie
algebra in six dimensions.

In Section 2] we study the existence of complex structures with non-zero closed (3, 0)-form on
Lie algebras g of real dimension 6 which are unimodular and non-solvable. Different approaches
are followed depending on the decomposability of the algebra g, but in any case our study relies
on the analysis of stable forms in six dimensions [19]. The main result is an uniqueness theorem

in this setting, namely that so(3,1), i.e. the real Lie algebra underlying sl(2,C), is the only Lie
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algebra admitting this kind of complex structures (see Theorem 2.9]). For completeness, in the
Corollaries 2101 2171 and we collect this new result together with other known results to
provide classifications of 6-dimensional unimodular Lie algebras admitting complex structures J
with non-zero closed (3,0)-form, as well as of those having balanced Hermitian metrics.

As a first application of the above classification, we study the existence of invariant solutions of
the Hull-Strominger system with connection V on the tangent bundle being Hermitian-Yang-Mills.
Such solutions satisfy the heterotic equations of motion. In Section [3] we review the definition and
several important results about the system found in [T 4} [5] 6] [7, 8, @) T4, [15] 16l 18], 20, 211, 221 27,
[32]. In particular, in [8] invariant solutions of the heterotic equations of motion were first obtained
on a nilmanifold with underlying Lie algebra b3, whereas in [27] new solutions were found on a
solvmanifold with underlying algebra g7 and on the quotient of the semisimple group with Lie
algebra s0(3,1). In all these solutions, V is taken as the Strominger-Bismut connection [3], which
is a non-flat instanton. Moreover, it was conjectured in [27, Section 7] that these are the only
spaces admitting such solutions; more concretely, if a compact non-Kéhler homogeneous space
M =T'\G admits an invariant solution of the heterotic equations of motion with slope parameter
o/ > 0 and with respect to some non-flat connection V in the ansatz V”, then V is the Bismut
connection and M is one of the three spaces above.

The connections V&* constitute a plane of metric connections where important connections
proposed for the anomaly cancellation equation live: the Levi-Civita connection V¢ = V%0,
the Hull connection V~ = V_%’O, the Chern connection V¢ = V%3 and the Strominger-Bismut
connection V1 = V%’O, so also the Gauduchon line V7 of Hermitian connections [17] joining VT
and V¢ (see Section B for details). In Sections d and [l we prove the following result related to
this conjecture, which is valid independently of the sign of the slope parameter o': let M = T'\G
be a 6-dimensional compact manifold defined as the quotient of a simply connected Lie group G
by a lattice I' of maximal rank, and suppose that M possesses an invariant complex structure J
with non-zero closed (3,0)-form admitting an invariant balanced metric F. If some V&7 in the
associated (g, p)-plane of metric connections is a non-flat instanton, then the Lie algebra of G is
isomorphic to hs, g7, or s0(3,1) (see Theorem [B.H). For the proof, we study the nilpotent case in
Section Ml whereas Section [l is devoted to the class of solvmanifolds.

As a second application, we consider the Chern connection to construct solutions on the Naka-
mura manifold with given balanced class. In greater detail, in Section [0l we take X as the compact
complex manifold defined by the Nakamura manifold endowed with its abelian complex structure,
and provide solutions of the heterotic equations of motion in the Bott-Chern class of any given
invariant balanced metric F'. More concretely, in Theorem it is proved that given any such
F', there always exists another balanced metric F with [F?] = [F?] € H%’é(X ,R) and a non-flat
instanton solving the heterotic equations of motion with respect to the (flat) Chern connection
associated to F.

2. COMPLEX STRUCTURES WITH CLOSED (3,0)-FORM ON NON-SOLVABLE SPACES

In this section we study the existence of complex structures with non-zero closed (3,0)-form
on Lie algebras g of real dimension six. Since the nilpotent and the solvable unimodular cases
have been studied respectively in [30] and [10], we will focus on the non-solvable unimodular
setting. The conclusion will be that only s0(3,1) admits this special type of complex structures.
For completeness, in Section we collect this new result together with other known results to
provide classifications for Lie algebras (see Corollary [2Z10) and for compact homogeneous spaces
with balanced Hermitian metrics (see Corollary 2.12]).

We will use different approaches depending on the decomposability of the algebra g, but in any
case our study relies on the analysis of stable forms in six dimensions.
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2.1. Stable forms in dimension six. Stable forms on 6-dimensional vector spaces were widely
studied in [I9]. We recall the basic properties omitting details which can be found in the referred
paper.

Let (V,v) be an oriented six-dimensional real vector space, being v € ASV* a fixed volume form
of V. A three-form p € A3V* is stable if its orbit under the action of GL(V) is open.

Stability can be characterized algebraically in the following way. Let x: A’ V* — V @ ASV*
be the canonical isomorphism x(£) = v ® v, with ¢,v = £, and define

K,(v) := K(typ A p) €V @ NV, velV,

Ap) == gtr(K2) € (ASV*)®2,
Then, p is stable if and only if A(p) # 0. A stable three-form p defines a specific volume form

3(p) = VI\p)| € AV

and an endomorphism given by .J, := ﬁ[( o

It turns out that J, is an almost complex structure if and only if A(p) < 0. In this case we say
that J, is the almost complex structure induced by p. The dual almost complex structure, which
along this paper we will denote again by J, (instead of J s ), acts on one-forms by the following
formula

(1) (Jpa)(v) p(p) = a A typ A p, acV* wveV
In addition, the complex three-form ¥ = p + i.J,p has bidegree (3,0) with respect to J,.
Now, let g be a 6-dimensional Lie algebra and J an almost complex structure on g, i.e. J is

an endomorphism .J: g — g satisfying J? = —Idg. The almost complex structure J is called
integrable if it has no torsion, i.e. its Nijenhuis tensor
2) Ny(X,Y) = [JX,JY] — J[X,JY] - JJX,Y] - [X,Y], X,Yeq,

vanishes identically. We are concerned with complex structures satisfying the stronger condition
given by the existence of a non-zero closed (3,0)-form. As all of them arise from closed stable
three-forms p € A3g*, we will proceed as follows.

Let p be a generic closed three-form on the Lie algebra g. Recall that the differential d is
induced from the formula

(3) do(X,Y)=—a([X,Y]), acg’ X, Yeaq.

Now, consider the endomorphism jp defined by acting on one-forms as follows
(4) ((jpa)(X))I/:a/\pr/\p, aeg, Xeg,

where v € Abg* is a fixed volume form of g. From (I) and (@) we have that the endomorphisms
J, and the dual of K, coincide. Then we define A(p) as the scalar given by

- 1 1 -

M) v™2 = Mp) = gr(K2) = tr(J2).
When A(p) < 0 and d(J,p) = 0 we get an almost complex structure J, on g with non-zero
closed (3,0)-form W = p+iJ,p. It is straightforward that the condition d¥ = 0 implies that the
differential of any (1,0)-form has vanishing (0,2)-component, which in turn is equivalent to the
Nijenhuis tensor ([2) of J, being identically zero, i.e. J, is integrable.

As a consequence, in order to prove that a given Lie algebra g does not admit any complex
structure with closed (3,0)-form, it is enough to show that, for any closed p € A3g*, one gets
tr(jp2) > 0 whenever jpp is closed. However, this condition becomes very intricate to deal with in
the case of non-solvable 3@ 3 decomposable Lie algebras, and we will use instead the fact that the
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almost complex structures J, satisfying V;, = 0 would induce a family of linear endomorphisms
on the first 3-dimensional factor which are not torsion free, so contradicting the existence of such
a J, (see Section and the proof of Proposition 2.4] for the precise argument).

As it is explained in the introduction, we are interested in the geometry of compact complex
manifolds of the form M = I'\G, where I is a lattice, endowed with an invariant complex structure
with holomorphically trivial canonical bundle. Hence, if g is the Lie algebra of G, in addition
to have a complex structure with non-zero closed (3,0)-form, g must be unimodular due to a
well-known result by Milnor [25] (see also [10] for other necessary conditions on the cohomology

of g).

2.2. Six-dimensional unimodular non-solvable Lie algebras. In this section we recall the
different classes of unimodular non-solvable Lie algebras in six dimensions. When the Lie algebra
is decomposable, i.e. g = EB;L:I g;, the unimodularity of g requires the unimodularity of every
summand g;. Taking this fact into account, together with the lists of non-solvable Lie algebras
up to dimension 5 (see [3I, Table 1] and [I2] Table 2]), one has the following classification of
decomposable unimodular non-solvable Lie algebras of dimension six:

sI(2,R) @ R3 = (€23, —e!3, —e!2, 0, 0, 0),

sl(2,R) @ b3 = (e?3, —e'3, —e!2, 0, 0, e*?),

sl(2,R) D e(1,1) = (€23, —e'3, —el2, 0, —e?0, —e?9),

sl(2,R) @ e(2) = (2, —e!3, —el? 0, —e0, e19),

sl(2,R) @ sl(2,R) = (23, —e!3, —el2, 56, —16 —¢15),
5) sl(2,R) @ s0(3) = (23, —el3, —el2 0 —ei6 45,

s50(3) O R? = (e, —e'3, ¢!2,0, 0, 0),

50(3) @ b3 = (e, —el? €120, 0, e19),

50(3) @e(1,1) = (e, —e!3, €12, 0, —e?6, —e%9),

50(3) D e(2) = (2, —el3, €12, 0, —e10, e19),

50(3) ©s0(3) = (23, —e!3, 12, %0, 46 %),
As40 DR = (2e'2, —e13, 2623, €24 4 €37 11 — €25 ().

All the Lie algebras in (@) are 33 decomposable except As 40 @R, which is 5@&1 decomposable.
For the description of the structure of each Lie algebra we are using the exterior derivative d
instead of the Lie bracket due to the formula ([B). In greater detail, for instance the notation
sl(2,R) @ R = (e, —e!3, —e!2, 0, 0, 0) means that the Lie algebra has a basis of one-forms
{el }?:1 such that

det = e ned, de? = —e' Ned, de® = —el Ne?, det = de® = deb = 0.

In the indecomposable case, we are taking the classification from [I3, Table 2|, so up to iso-
morphism one has the following list of indecomposable unimodular non-solvable Lie algebras in
six dimensions:

Lo1 = (€23, —e13, 12, €20 — ¢35, 16 1 (31 (15 _ 24
- Lgo = (€23, 2¢12, —2¢13, 14 4 €25 _el5 4 (34 ¢45),
Loy = (€2, 212, —2e13, 2eM 4 225 €20 + 31 —2¢10 4 263,
50(3,1) = (€23 — €36, —e13 416 12 _ 45 (26 _ (35 16 4 o34 (15 _ 24y

If we remove the unimodularity condition, then another Lie algebra, labeled as L¢ 3, appears. It

turns out that this algebra has complex structures with non-zero closed (3, 0)-form (see Remark [2.7]
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for details), however no compact quotient of the corresponding simply-connected Lie group by a
lattice exists.
It is well-known that so0(3,1) admits complex structures with closed (3,0)-form:

Example 2.1. The real Lie algebra so(3,1) underlies the 3-dimensional complex Lie algebra
s[(2,C) given by the complex structure equations

(7) do' =wB, dw?= - dw®=w'

To see it, it suffices to check that the complex one-forms {wk}zzl are forms of bidegree (1,0)
with respect to an almost complex structure on 50(3,1). Let J be the almost complex structure on
50(3,1) defined, in terms of the real basis {e’ }?:1 giwen in (@), by

Jel =, Jel =€, Jed=e8, Jet=—e!, Je® =€, Jeb = ¢

Now, consider the (1,0)-forms with respect to J given by w! = €3 —ieb, w? = e! —ie*, and w? =

e? —ie®. A direct calculation shows that w', w?, w3 satisfy [{) and, as J is complex parallelizable,
the (3,0)-form ¥ = w'? is closed. Note that J corresponds to the closed stable three-form p =

e123 _ e156 + e246 _ e345 c /\350(3’ 1)*

4

2.3. The decomposable case. When the Lie algebra is decomposable we will use the observa-
tion in [23, Lemma 1] that the integrability of J induces a torsion free endomorphism on every
summand.

By definition, a torsion free endomorphism on a Lie algebra b is a vector space homomorphism
F: h — b satisfying Np(X,Y) =0 for any X,Y € b, where

(8) Np(X,Y)=[FX,FY] - F[X,FY] - FI[FX,Y] - [X,Y].

Note that the identically zero endomorphism F = 0 has zero torsion if and only if the Lie algebra
b is abelian, and that there are Lie algebras not admitting any torsion free endomorphism.

Now, let g = @?:1 g; be a decomposable Lie algebra, and denote by i;: g; — g and 7;: g — g;
the natural inclusion and projection, respectively, for every j-th summand. Let J: g — g be
an almost complex structure on g and define, for every j with 1 < j < n, the endomorphism
Fj :WjOJOijZ g9; — 95

Suppose that J is integrable, i.e. the Nijenhuis tensor Ny = 0. Taking the projection on every
summand g;, it follows from (2) that

[ﬂ'jJX,TFjJY]gj - FjJ([X,TFjJY]gj) - 7TjJ([7TjJX, Y]gj) - [X, Y]gj =0
for any X,V € g;. Therefore, the endomorphism Fj: g; — g; satisfies Np; = 0, so we have:

Lemma 2.2. [23] If J: g — g is integrable, then Fj: g; — g; is a torsion free endomorphism for
every j.

This will be particularly useful in the case of 3 @ 3 decomposable Lie algebras. As a first step
we have the following lemma stating that certain endomorphisms of the Lie algebras s[(2,R) and
50(3) are not torsion free.

Lemma 2.3. For any A, B, C, \, u, 7 € R, we have:
(i) The endomorphism F: sl(2,R) — sl(2,R) defined by the coordinate matriz

AN A B
(9) F=| A pn CJ,
-B -C 7
in the basis {ey}3_, with brackets [e1, es] = e3, [e1,e3] = ea, [e2, €3] = —e1, is not torsion

free.



(ii) The endomorphism F': s0(3) — s0(3) defined by the coordinate matriz

AN A B
(10) F=|A pn C],
B C 7T
in the basis {ex }3_, with brackets [e1,e2] = —es, [e1, e3] = ea, [e2, e3] = —e1, is not torsion

free.

Proof. We prove only the first statement as the second follows an analogous argument. In the
first case, by (8]) we have that the torsion free condition for F' is equivalent to

0= Np(er,es) = 2(AC — Bu)ey +2(AB — AC)eg — (1 + A% + B2 + C? — A\ + A7 + p7)es,
0= Np(ey,e3) = —2(AT + BC)e; — (1 — A2 — B2+ C? + A\ — AT + p7)ea — 2(AB — AO)es,

0= Np(eg,e3) = (1 — A%+ B> — C? + A\ + A1 — p7)er + 2(A1 + BC)ea + 2(AC — Bp)es.
We will arrive to a contradiction assuming that F' is torsion free. From
0= e*(Np(er,ea)) + € (Nr(er, e3)) = 2(1 + C? + pr),

we get that ur < 0 (in particular u,7 # 0). So, from the equation 0 = e'(Np(er,e2)) =
2(AC — Bp) we have B = ATC, and substituting in 0 = e!(Ng(e1,e3)) = —2(AT + BC) we get
A(C?% + 1 7) = 0, which implies A = 0 because C% + u7 = —1. As A =0, then B = 0.

Now, from

0= e*(Nr(er,e3)) + e (Nr(e, e3)) = 2(1 + Ap),

we get A = —1. In particular A # 0 and we obtain C' = 0 from the equation 3(Npg(ey,e3)) = 0.

Finally, from the equation e?(Ng(e1,e3)) = 0 we get 7(A — p) = 0, so A = p. But this implies
At = A2 > 0, contradicting that Ay = —1. O

In the following result we consider g = g1 @ g2 as any of the 3 @& 3 decomposable Lie algebras
in ([Bl). We shall prove that for any closed three-form p on g, if A(p) < 0 then the almost complex
structure J, induces an endomorphism on g; which is not torsion free.

Proposition 2.4. The 3 ® 3 decomposable unimodular non-solvable Lie algebras do not admit
any complex structure with non-zero closed (3,0)-form.

Proof. The 3 @ 3 decomposable unimodular non-solvable Lie algebras are given in (fl), and they
split as g = g1 @® g2, where gy is either s[(2,R) or so0(3), and go runs the following list: R3, b3,
e(1,1), e(2), sl(2,R), s0(3). Hence, we distinguish two cases depending on the first summand:

e The case g = 5[(2,R) @ g2. We show the details of the proof for the Lie algebra go = R3. Firstly,
any closed three-form p on the Lie algebra sl(2,R) @ R? is given by

p = a1’ § age' 1 aze® 4 ase'® + aze™ 1 age!™ + arel0 1 age?t 4 age?
+ a1062 4 a6,
where ai,...,a;; € R. Taking the volume form v = e¢'?3456 we consider the endomorphism Jy
defined by ().

Suppose that /N\(p) <0, i.e. we get that J, is an almost complex structure on g. We define the
linear endomorphisms F, = mj o J, 04y and F), = m o J, 04y on sl(2,R) induced by J, and J,,
respectively. Recall that J, = [A\(p)|~*/2.J,, so F,, is also a multiple of F,, i.e.

F, = Xp)|"?F,.

By a direct calculation one gets that the induced endomorphism F, p» of s[(2,R) is given by (@) with
the values A=B=C =0and A = u =7 = —ayay, so F,: sl(2,R) — sl(2,R) is given by the
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values A\, i, 7, A, B, C multiplied by the constant \S\(p)]_lp, and therefore F}, belongs to the same
family of linear endomorhisms defined by ([@). Now, we can apply Lemma 23] to conclude that F,
is not torsion free. This fact, together with Lemma [Z2] implies that J, is not torsion free as well.
In particular, the latter excludes the existence of a complex structure with closed (3,0)-form on
sl(2,R) @ R3.

For the remaining cases for go, the proofs follow similar arguments but taking into account the
corresponding values A, u, 7 and A, B, C provided in Table [l in the Appendix.

e The case g = 50(3) @ go. As in the previous case, we show the details of the proof for the
particular Lie algebra go = h3. A generic closed three-form p on the Lie algebra so(3) @ bs is
given by

123

p=ae"" + a2el24

12 134 1 234 2 14 2
+ aze'® + age’ + aze’® + age®t + a7e® + ag(—e?® + 2%9)

+ a9(6136 + 6245) + CL10(—6126 + e345) + a11€4567

where aq,...,a11 € R. Consider the endomorphism jp defined by () with respect to the volume
form v = e!23456, Then, one gets that the induced endomorphism F, = 7y 0 J, 041 : 50(3) — 50(3)
is given by (IQ) with the values A = —2agag, B = —2ajpas, C = 2ajpag9, and

2 2 _ 2 2 2, 2 2 2 _ 2
A= —ajg—aian +ag —ag, p=—ajyg—aiai —ag+ag, T =ajy— aiai — ag — ay.

Hence, applying Lemma the endomorphism F), = ]5\(/))\_1/ 2F » is not torsion free. Therefore,
N, is not zero and consequently no complex structure with closed (3,0)-form exists on the Lie
algebra s0(3) @ bs.

Similar arguments follow for the remaining cases for gs, taking into account the corresponding
values A, B, C, \, i, 7 provided in Table 2l in the Appendix. O

The remaining 5 @ 1 decomposable Lie algebra As 49 ® R requires a more involved argument
that relies on the class of /\(p~) modulo the ideal generated by the polynomials that determine the
closedness of the four-form J,p.

Proposition 2.5. The Lie algebra As 40 R does not admit any complex structure with non-zero
closed (3,0)-form.

Proof. Any generic closed three-form of the Lie algebra As 40 @ R is given by

p= (116123 + a2€125 + (136126 + a4(6135 o 6124) + (156136 + a6€234 + (17(6134 + 6235) + a8€236

+ a9(6256 _ 6146) + CL10(6246 + 6356) + a11€456,

where ai,...,a;; € R. Taking the volume form v = e!23%% we consider the endomorphism J,

defined by () and we find that the 4-form d(jpp) expresses as

d(Jpp) _ Q1€1234 + q2el235 + Q361245 + q4(el246 _ 61356) + Q5€1256 + QG61345 + q7(el346 + e2356)

2345 2346

+gge™ " 4 qoe™



where ¢; := gj(a1, ..., a11) denote the polynomials in the variables a, ..., ai1 given by
q1 = —2(a10aza6 + aipasa; — 2a4a6a9 + 2a$ag),
g2 = —2(2a10a] + 2a19a2a7 + azagag + asaray),
q3 = —4&11(6@21 + a2a7),
g1 = —2(a3pas + aniasas + 2a11a3a7 — ar1azas + aasay + 2a7a3),
g5 = —6(a11a3as — a11a2a5 — arpazag + asag),

Q6 = 2(111((12(16 + a4a7),

2 2
g7 = —2(2ajpas — arnazas + aiiasar — 2a11a4a8 + a10a709 — A6a3G),
P
g8 = —4aq1(asas — az),
2
q9 = —6(ar1asa6 + ajgar — ajjarag + ajpagay).

The expression of A(p) is a polynomial of degree 4 belonging to the polynomial ring
Rla1,...,a11] in the variables aj,...,a;1. Let Z = {(qi1,...,q9) be the ideal generated by the
polynomials qi,...,q9 above. We need to comput&l the class of 5\(,0) modulo the ideal Z. Con-
cretely, one gets

) 2 1
Ap) = (ar1a11)” — a10q2 + agqs — arqs + gaﬁ% + asq6 + g@qg-

Now, the cancellation of d(jp,o) clearly requires the cancellation of ¢q,...,q9, but the latter

implies that S\(p) = (a1a11)? > 0. Therefore, no complex structure with closed (3,0)-form exists
on A5,40 ® R. O

2.4. The indecomposable case. In this section we study the existence of complex structures
on the indecomposable unimodular non-solvable Lie algebras L 1, Le 2 and Lg 4.

Proposition 2.6. The Lie algebras Lg 1, Le2 and Le4 do not admit complex structures with
non-zero closed (3,0)-form.

Proof. The proofs for the Lie algebras Lg; and Lg4 follow a similar argument to the proof of
Proposition 5l for As 40 @R, but taking into account the corresponding values charted in Table (3]

in the Appendix for the forms p and d(jpp), the polynomials ¢i, ..., g9 and S\(p)
The proof of the statement for Lgo is less straightforward than the former cases, so we will
give the details for this algebra. Any closed three-form p on Lg o is expressed as

p= a1 4 age! 4 aze' 4 ag(e23 — e125) 4 a5(e2 — e13) 4 gg(e2 — 199)
+an(e?5 — 2e16) 1 ag(e!6 1 e26) 1 ag(26136 + €345) 1 qy0(e346 — €156 4 qqqe6,
where ay,...,a11 € R. A direct calculation shows that the 4-form d (jpp) is given by

d(jpp) _ (]161234 + QQ€1235 + Q3€1245 + q4el246 + Q5(€1256 o 62346) + QG€1345

1346 2356 1356 2345
+ Q7(€ —e ) + qse + qoe ,

LWe used the computer software Singular, available at http://www.singular.uni-kl.de.



where ¢; := gj(a1, ..., a11) denote the polynomials in the variables a, ..., ai1 given by
q1 = 2(2&10&?1 + 2&10@2@5 + a4a§ — 2&1&10@7 — 3a5a6a7 — 2&3&% + agaszag — agasasg + a1a6as
— aza60a9 — 2&4&7@9),
g2 = — 2(a10aza3 — atpasas + araioas + asag + azagar + 2azasas + 2azas + 3asagag
— 2asarag + 2a1a8a9 — 2a2a3),
q3 = 2(2&11&?1 + 2&11@2@5 “+ ajpasag — 2a1a11a7 + 2a10a4a7 — 2&%&7 — 3a4a6a8 + 2&5&7&8
— alag — 8a$a9 + 4agagag),
g1 = 6(ay1a2a6 + 2a11a4a7 — 2a1062 + aipazag + agazag + asal),
q5 = 2(@2(@%0 — 2&11@9) — aj1aq4a6 + 4(111&5&7 — 3a10a6a7 — ajpaqas + aéag + 2&5&% — 2a7a8ag),
g = — 2(&1&%0 — 2a11a364 — 2&11&% + 3aipasag + 4aipazar — azagag — 2a1a11a9 + 2a10a4a9
— 2a(23a9 + 2asagag — 8a7a§),
qr = — 2(2&4(&%0 — 2(111&9) — aj1a5a¢6 + al()a% + 2&11@3&7 — ajpasag + a3a§ — 2(110&7&9 + 3a6a8ag),
gs = — 6(as(aiy — 2a11a9) + ar1a3ag + arpasas — apacag — 2asag),
qo = 2((111(12&3 — 110405 + a10a110¢ + 2&10&4&6 + ag — 3(110&5(17 + a1ai1pas + 2&5&6(18
+ azarag — ajpazag + 4dagarag + 3asagag).
Moreover, for A(p) one gets

Ap) = (2aza3a6 — 2a4a5a6 + ala% + dasaqar + 4(1%(17 — 4(12&9 — 4asasag + 4dajarag + a%an)an

3 5 1 2 Qg
+ §a10Q1 — 2a9q3 + 6a3Q4 + asq5 — arqs + §G4Q7 + g@qg + B

Next we distinguish two cases depending on the cancellation of the term a3, — 2a11a9 appearing
in the polynomials g5, g7 and gg. In the subsequent analysis we assume that a;; # 0, otherwise

d(J,p) = 0 would imply that A(p) = 0.
(i) If a%o — 2a11a9 # 0, then from the cancellation of g5, g7 and ¢g one gets

q9-

—aj1aq4a¢ + 4ai1asa7 — 3a1p9agar — a10a408 + a%ag + 2&5&% — 2a7agag

as =
2(111&9 — a%o ’
a —ai1a5a6 + aloa% + 2(111(13&7 — ajpasag + a3a§ — 2(110&7(19 + 3(16(18&9
4 —
2(2&11&9 — CL%O) ’
2
o — a11a3a¢ + a10a3a8 — A10a6a9 — 2agag
5 — .

2
2(111&9 - alo
After substituting as, a4 and as in g4 we obtain
3 2 2 2 2. \2
3(ajy + afyas — 3arpaiiag)(anag — 2ajyar + 2aipasas + 4aiiarag + 2agag)
(a3y — 2a11a9)?

qq =

Now, in order to have g4 = 0 we consider the following two cases:

3 —a3 . .
® a3 = QL‘“;QM, but in this case we have
11
2 2 2 2.\2
Ap) = (araf, + a11a§ — 2afyar + 2aipaeas + 4airarag + 2azag) > 0:

9

2
ay
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° auaé — 2a%0a7 + 2aq9agag + 4ajiarag + 2a§ag = 0, but this case again yields to a non-
negative \(p) = (aja)?.
Therefore, the condition af, — 2aj1a9 # 0 always implies S\(p) > 0.

3(a$y—2a3,a3)(a11a6+a10as)

2
(ii) Let a%o — 2a11a9 = 0, S0 ag = =12 In this case gg factorizes as gs =

5 .
Hence, gg = 0 if and only if one ofz‘[cl}llle following two cases holds: an
® a3 = %, which implies that the polynomial g7 factorizes as
_ (ana6 + a10a8)(2a7, a5 — 2a1pa1106 — afas)
af; '
Now, if ajiag + ajpag = 0 then we get that ¢gg = % and /N\(p) =
a%a?l+(2a%1a5+ai°a8)2(2a11a7+a§). Hence, ¢g = 0 implies A(p) = (aja11)?.

11
On the other hand, when 2a% a5 — 2a19a11a6 — ayas = 0 we arrive again at a non-
(a1a§1+(a11¢ie+a1oas)2)2

ay

negative A(p) =

3 o2 2
8 which implies that the polynomial g7 factorizes as q7 = (a1 2[111&2%(2“”&74'“8).
11

We can suppose that ai’o —2a?%,a3 # 0 (otherwise we lie in the previous case). Then, g7 = 0
if and only if 2a11a7 + a§ = 0, but the latter yields A(p) = (a1a11)?.

aijpa
ail

® dg — —

Therefore, the condition a%o — 2a11a9 = 0 also implies S\(p) > 0, so the proof of the proposition is
complete. ]

Remark 2.7. More examples of complex structures with closed (3,0)-form can be found in the
class of siz-dimensional non-solvable Lie algebras if we allow the Lie algebra to be non-unimodular.
Indeed, consider the Lie algebra Lg3 (following the notation in [I3, Table 2]) with structure
equations

de! = e, de? =2e'?, de3 = —2e'3, det = e + e? + %0, de® = —e!® + 31+ 6%, deb = 0.
Then, the endomorphism J given by

Jet = 3e? + 2e3, Je? = —Lel — 10, Jed = —3e! +€f,
Jet = %65, Jeb = —3et, Jeb = %e2 — %63,

defines an almost complex structure on Lg 3 such that the nonzero (3,0)-form ¥ = (e! —iJe') A
(€2 —iJe?) A (e* —iJet) is closed.

Remark 2.8. Our results have also applications to para-complex and closed SL(3,C) structures
on unimodular non-solvable Lie groups.

First, we recall that similarly to the almost complex case, if a stable 3-form p satisfies A(p) > 0
then the endomorphism J, defines a para-complex structure on g, i.e. Jg = Id and the eigenspaces
for the eigenvalues =1 are three-dimensional (see [19] for more details). The form p+e J,p, where
e’ =1, is a (3,0)-form with respect to J,. If this (3,0)-form is closed, then the corresponding
torsion tensor Nj, vanishes identically and the para-complex structure is integrable. It is clear
that any decomposable Lie algebra g = g1 & g2, with dimg; = dimge = 3, has para-complex
structures with closed (3,0)-form. The Lie algebras As 40 ®R, L¢ 1, Le 2, Lez and L 4 also admit
this type of structures. In fact, from the proofs of the Propositions[2.3 and[2.8, and from Table[3
in the Appendiz, it is enough to take a; = a11 = 1 and the other coefficients a; equal to zero.
Note that for Lg s the closed 5-form p = €' + €1 defines a para-complex structure for which
Jyp is also closed (see Remark [2.7 for the structure equations of Lg3).
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In relation to SL(3,C) structures, we recall that an oriented six-dimensional differentiable man-
ifold M admits an SL(3, C)-structure if its frame bundle can be reduced to SL(3,C). Alternatively,
such a structure is defined by a stable three-form p € Q3(M) inducing an almost complex structure
Jy, that is, XN(p) < 0. The SL(3,C)-structure is called closed if dp =0, and in this case the four-
form d(J,p) has bidegree (2,2) with respect to J,. Notice that, being p closed, the integrability of
J, is equivalent to d(J,p) = 0. For nilpotent Lie algebras, Fino and Salvatore classify in [I1] the
closed SL(3,C)-structures for which d(J,p) is a non-zero (semi-)positive (2,2)-form. The results
in this section could be of interest in relation to the study of such structures in the non-solvable
setting.

2.5. Classification results. The results obtained in Sections and 4] are summed up in the
following theorem.

Theorem 2.9. Let g be an unimodular non-solvable 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 s0(3,1).

For completeness, in the following corollaries we collect the result obtained in Theorem
together with other known results. Firstly, from Salamon’s classification in the nilpotent case [30]
and the classification obtained in [10, Thm. 2.8] for solvable Lie algebras, we get

Corollary 2.10. Let g be an 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:

hy = (09), b5 = (0%,12,13 + 42,14 + 23),

ho = (0%,12,34), bie = (0°,12,14, 24),

b3 = (0°,12 + 34), ho = (0%,12,23,14 — 35),

by = (04,12,14 + 23), has = (0%,12,13,23, 14 + 25),

hs = (01,13 + 42,14 + 23), a1 = (15,25, -35,45,0,0),

he = (04,12,13), g5 = (15425, —15+a 25, —a-35+45, —35—a-45,0,0),
by = (03,12,13,23), g3 = (0,—13,12,0, —46, —45),

hs = (0°,12), g1 = (23, 36,26, —56,46,0),

by = (0%,12,14 + 25), a5 = (24 + 35,26, 36, —46, —56,0),

bro = (0%,12,13,14), g6 = (24 + 35, 36,26, —56,46,0),

b1 = (03,12,13,14 + 23), g7 = (24 + 35,46, 56, —26, —36,0),

b = (0%,12,13,24), gs = (16 — 25,15 + 26, —36 + 45, —35 — 46, 0,0),
b1z = (0%,12,13 + 14,24), go = (45,15 + 36,14 — 26 + 56, —56, 46, 0),

by = (0%,12,14,13 + 42), 50(3,1) = (23—56, —13446,12—45,26—35, —16+34,15—24).

Here a > 0 is any non-negative real number. The Lie algebras in the list are pairwise non-
isomorphic. The Lie algebras by are nilpotent, g; are solvable, and s0(3,1) is the only semi-simple
Lie algebra in the classification. On the other hand, the decomposable Lie algebras are the
following: by (1@ --- @ 1), b2, 93 (3@ 3), b3, bs,h9,h16,91,85 (1D5), and bg (11D 1D 3).

Let X be a complex manifold with dim¢ X = n. A Hermitian metric F on X is said to be
balanced if dF"~' = 0. Important aspects of these metrics were first investigated by Michel-
sohn [24]. The balanced Hermitian geometry plays a central role in heterotic string theory, as the
next sections show.

We recall that any left-invariant Hermitian metric £’ on a complex Lie group is balanced, so
the Lie algebra s0(3,1) admits balanced Hermitian structures. The 6-dimensional nilpotent, resp.
unimodular solvable with closed (3, 0)-form, Lie algebras admitting balanced Hermitian structures
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are classified in [34, Thm. 26], resp. in [10, Thm. 4.5]. As a second consequence of the results
obtained in the previous sections we have

Corollary 2.11. Let g be an unimodular Lie algebra of dimension 6. Then, g admits a complex
structure with a non-zero closed (3,0)-form having balanced metrics if and only if it is isomorphic

to bl: h2) h3: b4: h5; bﬁ: bl_g) g1, g%(()é > 0): g3, 95, 97, 98, OT 50(371)'

Concerning the existence of lattices (of maximal rank), the connected and simply connected
nilpotent Lie group Hj corresponding to the Lie algebra b admits a lattice by the well-known
Malcev theorem. Moreover, by [I0, Prop. 2.10], the connected and simply connected Lie group
G corresponding to the solvable Lie algebra g; admits a lattice for any [ # 2, whereas for [ = 2
there exists a countable number of distinct «’s, including o = 0, for which the Lie group G¢
corresponding to g5 admits a lattice. For the case of 50(3,1), it is well-known that a lattice exists.
Hence, we get the following result for compact homogeneous spaces in six dimensions:

Corollary 2.12. Let M =T\G be a siz-dimensional compact manifold defined as the quotient of
a simply connected Lie group G by a lattice I'. Suppose that M possesses an invariant complex
structure J with non-zero closed (3,0)-form admitting a balanced metric F. Then, the Lie algebra
g of G is isomorphic to bi,...,be, big, 91, 95 for some o > 0, g3, g5, g7, 93, or s0(3,1).

We recall that such homogeneous spaces are Kihler only when g 2 b; or g9 (see Proposition 5.3
below for more details). We also recall that the existence of a balanced metric on (M, J) implies
the existence of an invariant one (by symmetrization).

3. THE HULL-STROMINGER SYSTEM ON COMPACT BALANCED HOMOGENEOUS SPACES

The heterotic superstring background with non-zero torsion was investigated, independently, by
A. Strominger [32] and C. Hull [20], giving rise to a complicated system of partial differential
equations. Their approach allowed to extend the initial proposal for a superstring compactifica-
tion given in [4] to a complex (non necessarily Kéhler) setting with trivial canonical bundle. In
dimension six, the system requires the geometric inner space X to be a compact complex confor-
mally balanced manifold with holomorphically trivial canonical bundle, which is equipped with
an instanton compatible with the Green-Schwarz anomaly cancellation condition:

(11) dT = 2°d/ (p1(V) — p1(A)).

This equality, also known as the Bianchi identity, is an equation of 4-forms, where 7' is the torsion
of the (Strominger-)Bismut connection of the conformally balanced metric, o/ is a real constant
(called the slope parameter), and p1(V), resp. p1(A), denotes the 4-form representing the first
Pontrjagin class of some metric connection V, resp. of the instanton A.

More concretely, let (M, J, g, ¥) be a compact manifold of real dimension 6 endowed with a
Hermitian structure (J,¢g) and a non-vanishing holomorphic (3,0)-form W. Denoting by F' the
fundamental form, the torsion 3-form is 7' = JdF. The Hull-Strominger system is given by

(¥ F?) =0,
(12) QAANF2=0, (N2 =(Q4)20 =0,
dT — & (trQAQ—tr Q4 A Q4) =0.
The first equation (the conformally balanced condition) is a reformulation, due to Li and Yau

[22], of the so-called dilatino and gravitino equations of the system. It implies the existence of a

balanced Hermitian metric F on (M, .J) simply by modifying F' conformally as F :H\IIH};/2 F. The
second equation, also known as the gaugino equation, is the Hermitian- Yang-Mills equation for the
connection A, where Q4 denotes its curvature. The third equation is the anomaly cancellation
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equation (II]) after taking ﬁgtrQ A € as the 4-form representing the class p;, where 2 is the
curvature of the connection.

Li and Yau [22] found the first non-Kéhler solutions to the Hull-Strominger system on a Kéhler
Calabi-Yau manifold. Based on a construction by Goldstein and Prokushkin in [I8], Fu and
Yau first proved the existence of solutions on non-Kihler Calabi-Yau inner spaces given as a T?-
bundle over a K3 surface [14]. Recently, the Fu-Yau solution is generalized to torus bundles over
K3 orbifolds in [9].

An important result by Ivanov [2I] (see also [§]) states that a solution of the Hull-Strominger
system satisfies in addition the heterotic equations of motion if and only if the connection V in
the tangent bundle is Hermitian-Yang-Mills, i.e.

(13) QAF?2=0, Q"2 =020=0.

Homogeneous solutions to the system (I2)-(I3]) were first found in [8] on a nilmanifold, and more
recently on a solvmanifold and on the quotient of SL(2,C) in [27] (see also [7]). On the other
hand, the Li-Yau solutions to the Hull-Strominger system given in [22] were further extended
in [I] by a perturbative method for certain Kéhler Calabi-Yau threefolds with stable holomorphic
vector bundle to prove existence of solutions to the heterotic equations of motion. New examples
of solutions of the system (I2))-(I3]) on non-Kéhler torus bundles over K3 surfaces are constructed
by Garcia-Fernandez in [15], including applications to the construction of T-dual solutions. More
recently, with the ansatz that the metric connection V in the tangent bundle is Hermitian-Yang-
Mills, a family of Futaki invariants obstructing the existence of solutions of the Hull-Strominger
system in a given balanced class b is found in [16].

The results in [22] [14] 9] mentioned above require V to be taken as the Chern connection V.
In addition to V¢, other metric connections proposed for the anomaly cancellation equation are
the Strominger-Bismut connection V*, the Levi-Civita connection V€ or the Hull connection
V™. The physical and geometrical meaning of different choices for V is discussed by De la Ossa
and Svanes in [6]. In [7] the canonical 1-parameter family of Hermitian connections V7 found
by Gauduchon [I7] is considered. The family V7 contains the Chern connection (7 = 1) and
the Bismut connection (7 = —1). Furthermore, all the previous connections can be gathered
in a plane of metric linear connections V=* which were introduced and studied in [27], so that
VEC = w00 v+ = Vi%’o, Ve = VO’%, and where the Gauduchon connections V7 correspond to
the line p = % — & (where 7 = 1 — 4¢). The covariant derivative of this two-parameter family of
connections is also considered in [5] to study the geometry of a fibration X over the moduli space
of heterotic structures M, where the fibres are 3-folds X together with their metrics and complex
structures.

We recall the definition of the connections V=*. Let (M, J, g) be a Hermitian manifold. A linear
connection V defined on the tangent bundle T'M is called Hermitian if Vg =0 and VJ =0, i.e.
both the metric and the complex structure are parallel. For any (e, p) € R?, the connection V&7
is defined as
(14) g(VYY, Z) = g(VEEY, Z) + e T(X,Y, Z) + pC(X,Y, Z), X,Y,Z € X(M)

where C(-,-,) = dF(J-,-,-) denotes the torsion of the Chern connection V¢ and T'(-,-,-) =
JAdF(-,-,-) stands for the torsion 3-form of the Bismut connection V*. Here F(-,-) = g(-, J-) is
the fundamental 2-form.

Proposition 3.1. [27, Prop. 2.1] Let (M, .J,g) be a Hermitian manifold. For every (s, p) € R?,
the connection V=P satisfies the following properties:

VErg =0, VEPT = (1 — 2 — 2p) VECU
Therefore, if (M, J,g) is not Kdhler then, V= is Hermitian if and only if p = % —e.
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The 1-parameter family Ve € is precisely the family of canonical Hermitian connections V7

found by Gauduchon in [I7], where the parameters are related by e = ITTT and p = %T.

The invariant Hermitian geometry of compact balanced non-Kéahler homogeneous spaces allows
to construct explicit solutions of the heterotic equations of motion (and more generally of the Hull-
Strominger system) when V = V&7 is taken in the anomaly cancellation equation. Note that in
the invariant setting, the function |¥||r is constant and the first equation in (I2]) is equivalent
to the closedness of F2, i.e. F is balanced. In fact, in [8, 27] such solutions were found, even
with positive slope parameter o/, on a nilmanifold with underlying Lie algebra b3, a solvmanifold
with underlying algebra g7, and on the quotient of the semisimple group SL(2,C). Of course, the
solutions required to find connections in the (g, p)-plane satisfying the instanton equation (I3]).

In the following three propositions, we recall the results obtained in [27] concerning the
Hermitian-Yang-Mills condition for the metric (e, p)-connections. In what follows, we will use
the notation V&’l’;) to emphasize that we are considering any balanced Hermitian structure (J, F')

on the given homogeneous space and any connection in the corresponding (&, p)-plane.

Proposition 3.2. [27, Prop. 3.2] Let (J, F) be any invariant balanced Hermitian structure on a
6-dimensional nilmanifold M with underlying nilpotent Lie algebra isomorphic to hs. Then, the
connection V(j’f,) is an instanton if and only if (&, p) = (%,O), i.e. it is the Bismut connection.

Proposition 3.3. [27, Prop. 5.2] Let J be any invariant complex structure with non-zero closed
(3,0)-form on a 6-dimensional solvmanifold M with underlying solvable Lie algebra isomorphic
to g7. Let F be any invariant balanced metric on (M,J), and let V(j’l’;) be a connection in the

(e, p)-plane. Then, we have:

(i) If (e, p) # (3,0), then V(j’l’;) is not an instanton.

1
. . . . . . 5,0 . .
(ii) There exist balanced metrics F for which the Bismut connection V(f] ) 18 an instanton.

Proposition 3.4. [27, Prop. 4.1] Let J be the complex parallelizable structure on a compact
quotient M with underlying Lie algebra so0(3,1) (that is, M is the quotient of the semisimple
group SL(2,C) by a lattice of mazimal rank). Then, there is a one-parametric family of invariant

balanced Hermitian metrics F; for which the connection V(?I@t) is an instanton only for (g,p) €

{(3,0),(0,3)}, i.e. for the Chern connection (which is flat) and the Bismut connection.

In all the cases, the curvature of the Bismut connection has non-vanishing trace, in particular it
is not flat. Moreover, it was conjectured that these are the only spaces admitting such solutions,
more concretely (see [27, Section 7]), if a compact non-Kéhler homogeneous space M = I'\G
admits an invariant solution of the heterotic equations of motion with o/ > 0 and with respect to
some non-flat connection V in the ansatz V©*, then V is the Bismut connection and M is one of
the spaces above.

Our goal in the second part of the paper is to prove the following result related to this conjecture,
which is valid independently of the sign of the slope parameter /.

Theorem 3.5. Let M = I'\G be a siz-dimensional compact manifold defined as the quotient
of a simply connected Lie group G by a lattice I' of maximal rank. Suppose that M possesses
an invariant balanced Hermitian structure (J, F) with invariant non-zero closed (3,0)-form. Let
V(;’I’;) be a metric connections in the (e, p)-plane. If V(jf,) is a non-flat instanton, then the Lie

algebra of G is isomorphic to bs, g7, or so(3,1).

By the classification results obtained in the previous section, it suffices to focus on homogeneous
spaces based on the Lie algebras g 2 b3, g7, 50(3,1). Thus, we will study the balanced Hermitian
geometry on the Lie algebras ba, hs, bs, e, by, 91, 89, 95 (@ > 0), g3, 95, and gs. Section [ is
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devoted to the nilpotent case, whereas in Section [l we study the class of solvmanifolds. Section
explores the role played by flat instantons (Chern connection) in the construction of solutions on
the Nakamura manifold with given balanced class.

From now on, the manifold M = I'\G will be a compact quotient of a Lie group G by a lattice
I', endowed with an invariant Hermitian structure (J, F'), that is, (J, F') can be defined at the
level of the Lie algebra g of G. We will say that a basis {e* }9_, for g* is adapted to the Hermitian
structure if both the complex structure J and the 2-form F' express in the canonical way

(15) Jet = —e?, Jed = —et, Jeb = —€°, F=¢l2 434 65,

Hence, the metric g is given by g = el @ e! 4+ -+ + €0 @ €.
Given any linear connection V, the connection 1-forms (o
are

V)i'

; with respect to an adapted basis

(Uv)é(ek) = 9(Vepej,ei),
and the curvature 2-forms (Qv)é» are given by

@i =deV)i+ 3 (VAT
1<k<6

Let cfj be the structure constants of the Lie algebra g with respect to an adapted basis {ek}gzl,
that is,

deF = Z cfjeij, 1<k <6.
1<i<j<6
Since de*(e;, ej) = —e*([e;, ej]) and the basis {e¥}9_, is orthonormal, the Levi-Civita connection
1-forms (JLC)§- of the metric g express as (JLC)é»(ek) = %(c;k - cfj +c].)-
Now, let V = V(jf,) be any metric connection in the (e, p)-plane. Using (I4]), its connection
1-forms are given by

(O'v(j:;))j,(ek) = (ULC)§(ek) —eT(ei,ejer) —pClek, e, ej)
%(c;k - cfj + 0,7{2) — e JdF(ej,ej,ex) — pdF(Jey, e, €;).
For any 1 <14, 7, k,l <6, we define
O (1,3) 1= () (er, e2) + (200 (e, 4) + (Q%P) (5, e6).
T (1,5 1) == (00! (Jeg, Jer) — (2500 (e, e1).
Then, one can express the Hermitian-Yang-Mills condition (I3)) as follows:

Lemma 3.6. The connection V(j"l';) is an instanton if and only if for an adapted basis {ek}gzl
the following conditions

(16) @aﬁr) (Z7]) =0, T&%)(Z,j, kyl) =0,

are satisfied for every 1 <4,7,k,1 <6.

&,p e,p £,p
Proof. 1t follows directly from the conditions QYR A F2 =0 and (QVU’F>)O’2 = (QVCIvF))2’0 =0,
taking into account (I3]). O
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4. INSTANTONS ON BALANCED NILMANIFOLDS

In this section we prove Theorem for nilmanifolds. We will use the adapted frames obtained
in [33] for any invariant balanced Hermitian structure.

Recall that by our discussion in Section [B] we need to study the balanced Hermitian geometry
on the nilmanifolds with underlying Lie algebra isomorphic to any of the nilpotent Lie algebras
B2, b4, bs, be, or by

In the following result we study the Hermitian geometry on the nilpotent Lie algebra 5 endowed
with its complex parallelizable structure.

Proposition 4.1. Let (M,J) be the Iwasawa manifold and let F' be any invariant Hermitian
metric on (M, J). Then, the connection N7, is an instanton if and only if (e, p) = (0, 3), i.e. it

(.F) '3
is the Chern connection (which is flat).

Proof. Since J is complex parallelizable, it is well-known that any invariant Hermitian metric F’
on the Iwasawa manifold (M, J) is balanced and the Chern connection is flat, so it is an instanton.

Let us consider any other connection V(jl’;) By [33l Thm. 2.11], given any such (J, F'), there

is a basis {€F}9_, of 1-forms satisfying (I5]) and the following equations
(17) de! =de? =de® =de* =0, de® =te!® —te?t, deb =te! +1e?,

where ¢t € R*. By Lemma B.6, the connection is an instanton if and only if the conditions (IG)
hold. A direct calculation gives the following particular equations:

6(&:]:[1):‘)(576):0 — 1+2—-2p=0,
T (13, 1,3) =0 <= 1-2c-2p=0,

which are never satisfied if (¢, p) # (0, 3). In conclusion, only the Chern connection is an instanton.
U

In the following result we exclude the case h3 because it is studied in [27] (see Proposition
above). This is the reason for taking (g, b) # (0,0) in the following result.

Proposition 4.2. Let (J, F) be an invariant balanced Hermitian structure on a nilmanifold M
with underlying Lie algebra isomorphic to ba, b4, bs or bg. Suppose J is not complex parallelizable.
Then, the connection Vé’l’}) 18 never an instanton.

Proof. We use the description of the balanced geometry on the Lie algebras hs, by, bs and bg
provided in [33] Thm. 2.11]. For any invariant balanced Hermitian structure (J, F'), there is a
basis {e*}9_, of 1-forms satisfying (I5) and one of the two following sets of equations:

det = de? = de3 = de* =0,
(18) de® = Lo+ %)t — Lo — 1¥)et,
de® = —21(e? M)+ Lo~ 1) + Lo+ 1),

de! = de? = de? = de* =0,

de® = sY [2b%uq|ul (€' — €**) — b?tug [u]Y (e'® + €2*) + 20suy ('3 — )

(19) +2sus ((0 — b*)e! + (0 + b?)e®)]

deb = sY [2(25% — b*uz)|ul (e'? — €3%) + b*tus|u|Y (e + €**) — 20suy (e'® — €2)
+2suy ((0 — b*)e! + (0 + b%)e®)] .
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Here p € {0,1}, b € R with (p,b) # (0,0), and s,t € R*. In the equations (I9)), u = uy +iuy € C*
with s2 > |ul?, and we are denoting Y := 27%_‘“”2 We recall that all the complex structures J
are nilpotent, and the abelian ones correspond to taking p = 0 in ([I8) or (I9). Since we are
considering (o,b) # (0,0), when J is abelian the Lie algebra is h5 and we can normalize b so that
b=1.

Next, we study the instanton condition for any connection V&’I@). First, we consider the equa-

tions ([I8). The instanton conditions (@) give in particular the following equations:

Oy (1,2) =0 = (1+4(e—p)?) +45* (P* + (e —3)%) +40*(2p—1) = 0,
T (L2,1,4) =0 <= ole—p—3)e—p+3) =0,

Y (3,6,1,6) =0 <= (142 —2p) [o(1 + 2 —2p) — 0*(1 — 2 — 2p)] =0,
T57%)(4,5,1,6):0 — (142 —2p) [o(1 + 2 —2p) + b*(1 — 2c — 2p)] = 0.

Recall that o € {0,1}. If o = 1, then the equation T&%)(lﬂ, 1,4) = 0 implies € — p € {—%,% .

1

In the first case we have that @5%2 (1,2) # 0 since b* + s% +4e%(1 + s%) > 0. On the other hand,
_3 _3

ife—p= % then at least one of the conditions T(Z’aF)Q (3,6,1,6) =0 = T(Z’aF)? (4,5,1,6) fail.

Let us suppose now that o = 0, that is to say, the complex structure J is abelian, so we can
take b = 1. But in this case @5%)(1, 2) # 0 clearly. Hence, no connection can be an instanton.
From now on, we consider the equations (I9) and divide our study into three cases depending
on the values of the pair (o,b):
e If (p,b) = (0,1), then one can check that the equation @6”1’;)(5, 6) = 0 is satisfied if and only if
(1-26)p=0,s0¢= % or p =0. A direct calculation of the term T(EJ’%)(L 3,1,3) allows to show

that in both cases the equation T(Ej%)(l, 3,1,3) = 0 holds if and only if (g, p) = (3,0). But for
1

the latter connection one gets @&’2)(1, 2) # 0. Thus, no connection V(f”’}) is an instanton when
(0,b) = (0,1).
e In the case (p,b) = (1,0) we get the following conditions:

T&?:)(L 5,3,5) =0 <= (1+2¢—2p)?u; =0,

T(i:]:%)(l, 57 37 6) =0 = (1 + 2e — 2p)2u2 =0.

s,e+%

Using that w # 0, one has p = ¢ + % Now, a direct calculation shows that T(J ) (1,3,1,3) =0
implies € = 0, which in turn gives @(3”;,)(5, 6) # 0. So, there are not instantons for (o,b) = (1,0).

e Finally, let us study the case o =1 and b # 0. One has:

QL) =0 = [(1+25—20)2+4p(1—2)] uy =0,
Y (L2,1,4) =0 <= (1+2—2p)(3 —2¢+2p)us =0,
Y5y (1,5,1,6) =0 <= (142 —2p)(1 —2c +2p) us = 0.

- If uy # 0, then necessarily p = ¢ + %, and the first equation reduces to (e + %)(% —¢) =0, so
giving the two possible values (e, p) = (3,1) or (¢,p) = (—3,0). One can check that in both cases

the condition @5%)(1, 2) = 0 is satisfied if and only if (b* —u2)? +2s% —u3 + 1 = 0. However, the

latter is not possible since s? > |u|? implies 25 — u3 > 0.
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- Let us suppose that u; = 0 (thus, uy # 0). The difference T&%)(l,5,3,6) - T&%)(Z,5,3,5) is

a nonzero multiple of (1 + 2e — 2p)?(2s? — b%uy), so in what follows we will distinguish two cases
depending on the vanishing of 2s% — b%uy:

— If 252 # b%ug, then p = ¢ + % Moreover, we get
1
O (13)=0 = (1+2)(1—20)(25% — bup) = 0,

1
Tg‘}+)2(1,3,1,3) =0 < e((0®—u)? +28> —ud+1)=0.

Arguing as above, there are not solutions for this system.

— Finally, we consider the case 25> = buy, so we can take us = 2s?/b%. Note that the
condition s > |u|? translates into the inequality b* — 4s® > 0. A direct calculation gives
the following equations:

Oy (1,2) = 67(3,4) =0 <= (1 + 2¢)2—16ep + 4p? = 0,
O’ (5,6) =0 = (14 2¢e)2—16ep + 4p> —4(1—2¢)p(1 4 b*—25%) = 0.
Taking the difference we get (1 — 2¢)p(1 + b* — 2s?) = 0, therefore ¢ = 1 or p = 0 (since

2
1
b*—4s? > 0). Now, if ¢ = § the condition 9(3’;)(5, 6) = 0 reduces to (1—p)2(b* —4s%) = 0,
1
which implies p = 1; however, in such case one can check that @(3’;,)(1, 2) # 0. Similarly,
if p = 0 then @5’%)(5,6) = 0 reduces to (1 + 2¢)?(b* — 4s?) = 0, thus € = —3, but again
1
1o

(9((]}) (1,2) #0.
In conclusion, no connection V(j’l’;) is an instanton when ¢ = 1 and b # 0, and the proof of the
proposition is complete. ]

In the following result we consider the nilmanifolds having b4 as underlying Lie algebra.

Proposition 4.3. Let (J, F) be an invariant balanced Hermitian structure on a nilmanifold M

with underlying Lie algebra isomorphic to hig. Then, the connection V(j’l’;) is never an instanton.

Proof. The description of the balanced geometry on the Lie algebra b4 can be found in [33, Thm.
2.11]. For any invariant balanced Hermitian structure (.J, F'), there is a basis {e¥}%_, of 1-forms
satisfying (I5]) and one of the two following sets of equations:

r r rs

(20) { de! =de? =0, de?=28¢e  det =202 ded =0, deb =42 ('3 +e2);

(de' = de? =0,

[ 42 2
de3 = % _Zl:%g (613 + 624) + %g(st + Z) (625 _ 616) + eld + st}-Z 615} ’
(21) det = 27 [+ 5y @)

de® = =5 [(st+ Z)e** + ¥,

[ 42 2
deb = 2 _jzégst}rz (e®+e*) £ 5 (e —elf) + (st+ Z) e + 615:| )

Here 7, s,t € R*, and in the equations ([2I) we have s*? > 1 and Z := /s%t2 — 1.

We recall that any complex structure J on b4 is non-nilpotent, and there are only two complex
structures JéE up to isomorphism. The 4-sign in the equations above corresponds to J = JSE,
respectively.
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For (20), a direct calculation shows that
O n(1,2) =0 <= (e—3)*+p") 1+s") =0,
0 (5,6) =0 <= ple— 3

whereas for the equations (2I]) we get
O)n(1,2) =0 <= ((e—3)°+p)(s"+t') =0,
Oy(3,5) =0 (e+3)*+2e+p(p—4e—2))s*— (e =3+ plp—4e+2)) t* = 0.

It is clear that in both cases the respective system of equations does not have any solutions in
(e, p), hence (I0) in Lemma [3:6]is never satisfied and the connection V(j’l’}) is not an instanton. [J

5. INSTANTONS ON BALANCED SOLVMANIFOLDS

In this section we prove Theorem B35l for solvmanifolds. Recall that, by the discussion in Section [B]
we need to study the balanced Hermitian geometry on the solvmanifolds whose underlying algebra
is isomorphic to any of the following solvable Lie algebras: g1, g3, g5~ Y g3, g5, Or gs.

A first difference with the nilpotent setting is that there are not adapted frames available in
the literature for the solvable Lie algebras, so we will find them for each case.

Along this section, J will always refer to an invariant complex structure with non-zero closed
(3,0)-form. Given a (1,0)-basis {w*}3_, for the complex structure J, any invariant Hermitian
metric F' expresses as
(22) 2F =i (rPwl + s2w? + 2w) + uw!? — aw?! + vw? — B + 2w’ — ZW3t,
where the coefficients r2, s, t? are non-zero real numbers and u, v, z € C satisfy r2s? > |ul?,
s22 > |v|?, r%2 > |2|? and r2s%t? + 2Re (iuvz) > t2|ul? + r?v|? + s%|z|2. The balanced condition
for F' imposes restrictions on these metric coefficients, which need to be considered in order to
find an adapted basis for (J, F'). In what follows, we will use the term “diagonal” to refer to a
balanced metric F' with u = v = z = 0 in its expression (22 with respect to a certain (1,0)-basis.

We will start with the classification of complex structures obtained in [10] to find adapted
frames on each balanced Hermitian solvmanifold, and then we will study the instanton condition
for any connection V(j’f,) in the associated (g, p)-plane.

The following lemma will be used when studying solvmanifolds with underlying Lie algebra

isomorphic to g1, g5 or gs.

Lemma 5.1. Let g be a 6-dimensional Lie algebra endowed with a complex structure J defined
by the complex equations

(23) dw' = Kw' + Lwl‘s’, dw? = —K w? — Lw2‘5’, dw® =0,
where K,L € C with L # 0. Let F' be any Hermitian metric given by [22)). Then, we have:
(a) The metric F is balanced if and only if v =z = 0.

(b) F((i)r any balanced metric F, there is a (1,0)-basis {T*}3_, such that F = %(7’li + 72 4 733y,
an
d’Tl _ 57_13 + £7_13, dT2 —

2uK 2ulL s K L
u F13 4 u RE L B = Y
t t t/1— |ul? t/1— |ul? t t

(c) The real basis {e',... €%} for g* defined by e**~1 +ie? :=7F 1 <k < 3, satisfies ([I5).
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Proof. The metric F is balanced if and only if F? is a closed form, equivalently 0F A F = 0. Using
23) we get
40F NF = L (uz — ir*0)w''? — L (is*z + av)w?1%.
Since L # 0, F is balanced if and only if uz — ir?v = 0 = is2z 4 av. Now, r2s? > |u|? implies that
the latter conditions are equivalent to v = z = 0. This proves (a).
Notice that we can normalize the metric coefficients r and s, so that any balanced Hermitian
structure (J, F') still has a (1,0)-basis satisfying ([23]) and the metric writes as

(24) 2F =iw" +iw? +it?w® tuw? —aw?, teR*, uweB={ucC]||u <1}
Hence, F' can be written as

2F =i(1— |u?)wh +i(uw! +iw?)A(@w! —iw?) +it?® = i(r 4+ 72 4 15,
where {7F}3_, is the (1,0)-basis defined by
(25) =1 2w, 7?=uw' +iw? 7°=tud

A direct calculation shows that the complex structure equations (23]) express in this basis as

in (b).
Finally, (c) follows from (b) by considering the real and imaginary parts of 7%, 1 < k < 3, i.e.
et tiet:=7l 3 +iet:=7%2and &’ +iel =13 O

In the following result we begin with solvmanifolds with g; as underlying Lie algebra.

Proposition 5.2. Let M be a 6-dimensional solvmanifold with underlying solvable Lie algebra
isomorphic to g1. For every invariant balanced Hermitian structure (J, F), there is a basis {€*}$_,
of 1-forms on M satisfying ([ID) and the following equations:

de! =

2

T
2 _ 2,25
de® = 3e,

_ 4u 15 duo 25 2,35
26 d€3 = —L _¢° - —2_¢* — 2Z¢
( ) ty/1—|ul? ty/1—|ul? t ’
d€4 — dus 615 + duq 625 _ 2645
ty/1—|ul? ty/1—|ul? to
de® = deb =0,

where t € R* and u=uj +iug € B={ue C||u| <1}.

Moreover, the connection V(;’I’;) is an instanton if and only if (e,p) = (0, %) and v = 0; in
other words, the (non-Kdhler) balanced metric F is “diagonal” and V(j’l’;) is precisely the Chern
connection (which is flat).

Proof. By [10, Prop. 3.3], up to isomorphism, there is only one complex structure J with closed
(3,0)-form on the Lie algebra g;. Its complex equations are given by (23]) with K = L = 1. Then,
by Lemma [5I] we consider the basis of invariant 1-forms {¢*}%_, on M defined in (c). Now, by
a direct calculation from the complex equations given in Lemma [5.1] (b) for K = L = 1 we arrive

at (20]).
&P

Next, we study the instanton condition. One can check that the equation W F)(5, 6) = 0 is
satisfied if and only if (1 —2p) = 0,80 e =0 or p = % But, if € = 0 then Tor )(1,3, 1,3) =0

U,F
1
implies 1 —2p =10, so p = % On the other hand, if p = % then T&%)(l, 3,1,3) = 0 implies € = 0.
1

So, in any case we are reduced to (g, p) = (0, 3), i.e. the Chern connection.
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Now, let us take (g,p) = (0,3). In this case the instanton condition is equivalent to the
1

o 0% . . . ) : 0.3
vanishing of the tlerms @( 2)( ) for 1 <i < ]1 < 4. Moreover, G(J%)( 2) = —@(J’})(3,4),
0 0.1

1
@8})(1,3) = @(JF)( 4) and G(JF)( 4) = —@(j})(2,3), hence the instanton condition (I8 is
equivalent to the vanishing of the following three terms

—8ul? 0,1
P[Py 0h)

—8uy @0 uq

— (1L4) = ——m——,
/1 — [u? (JF)( ) 2/1— [uf?

which in turn is equivalent to u = 0 (i.e. the balanced metric F' is diagonal when written as (24])

o (1 2) = (1,3) =

(JF)

in the basis {w¥}?_,). Since dF = —2e'? + 2¢3%5 the metric F is not Kihler.
Finally, when u = 0 all the curvature forms of the Chern connection vanish identically, so the
instanton is flat. U

In the following result we consider solvmanifolds with underlying Lie algebra gg. Recall that
these solvmanifolds admit invariant Hermitian metrics which are Kahler.

Proposition 5.3. Let M be a solvmanifold with underlying Lie algebra isomorphic to g3. For
every invariant balanced Hermitian structure (J, F'), there is a basis {ek}gzl of 1-forms on M
satisfying ([IH)) and the equations

1 _ 225
det = — 3e%,

2 _ 2,15
de” = fe™?,

 duy 25 + 2645

ded = — duo
@7) S = NET

d€4 _ 4uq 15 4uo 2

T ty/1- \u|2 ty/1—|ul? t
de® = deb =0,

35

e

where t € R* and u=uj +iuz € B={ue C||u| <1}.

Moreover, if the balanced metric is not Kdhler then V(J ) is never an instanton.

The Kdhler metrics correspond to w = 0 in 2T); in this case the connection V(j”;), which
coincides with the Levi-Civita connection, has all the curvature forms identically zero.

Proof. By [10, Prop. 3.3] there is only one complex structure .J, up to isomorphism, with closed
(3,0)-form on the Lie algebra g3, with complex equations given by Z3)) for K = L = i. Using
Lemma B.1], we consider the basis of invariant 1-forms {e*}$_, on M defined in (c). Now, (2T
follows by a direct calculation from the complex structure equations given in Lemma 5.1l (b) with
K=1L=i.

Next, we study the instanton condition for any connection V(J’i;) Firstly, we note that the

equation @6”1’;)( 2) = 4% =0 implies that (g, p) = (3,0), or u = 0.

In the case (¢,p) = (1,0), the condition (3F)<5 6) =
there are not instantons when the metric is non-Kéahler.
Clearly, when u = 0, since I’ is Kéhler, the connections are all the Levi-Civita connection. In

this case one has that all the curvature forms vanish identically. O

16]u|? . .
% = 0 implies that u = 0. So,

In the following result we study solvmanifolds with underlying Lie algebra isomorphic to g¢,
for some a > 0. Recall that there is a countable number of distinct «a’s for which the connected
and simply connected solvable Lie group corresponding to g§ admits a lattice [10, Prop. 2.10].
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Proposition 5.4. Let M be a solvmanifold with underlying Lie algebra isomorphic to g5, for
some o > 0. For every invariant balanced Hermitian structure (J, F') on M, there is a basis of
1-forms {ek}gzl satisfying (I5)) and the following equations:

de' = 2760089615 — %sin@e%,

de? = %sin@e15 + %—50059625,

(28) d€3 _ 46uj cos@—4ugsin ,15 _ 4dug cos O+4uy 51n9625 . 2t_5 cos @ 635 + % sin 6 645,
ty/1—[ul? ty/1—[ul?
d€4 — 40us cos O+4uq 51n€el5 40u1 cos 0—4us sm€e25 2 sin 6 635 o 2t_6 cos 6 645,

ty/1—[ul? ty/1—[ul? t
[ de® = deb =0,

where 6 = +1 and 6 € (0,7/2), and where t € R* and u =u; +iug € B={u e C| |u] <1}.

Moreover, the connection Vé’l’}) is an instanton if and only if (¢,p) = (0, %) and u = 0; that

is, the (non-Kdhler) balanced metric F is “diagonal” and V&’I@) is the Chern connection (which

is flat).

Proof. Any complex structure J with closed (3,0)-form on the Lie algebra g§ is given, up to
isomorphism, by the equations ([23]) for K = L = d cosf + isinf, where 6 = £1 and 6 € (0,7/2).
Note that @ = cos#/sinf. Then, by Lemma [l we consider the basis of invariant 1-forms
{eF}8_, on M defined in (c). Now, by a direct calculation from the complex equations given in
Lemma 5] (b) for K = L = §cosf + isinf we arrive at (28]).

Now, we will find the connections Vé’l’}) that satisfy the instanton condition (IG]). Consider in
particular the following conditions:

T (1,3,1,3) =0 = (E20Zonlotrultans) _

t2(1—[ul?)
, o (1—2p)(cos?0+|u|? sin?0)
O’ (5,6) =0 = Sr = 0.

Using that 6 € (0,7/2), we get (1 —2p)? — 4 = 0 = £(1 — 2p). Hence, (¢, p) = (0, 3), that is, we
1
are reduced to study the Chern connection. But, now we have @(Oj’%)(l, 2) = % = 0, which
implies that uw = 0, i.e. the metric is diagonal (when written in (24]) with respect to the basis
{w*}3_)). Note that dF = —20c080 (12 _ ¢31) A 5 £ (), 50 the diagonal metric is not Khler.
Finally, when v = 0 all the curvature forms of the Chern connection vanish identically, so it is
a flat instanton. O

Remark 5.5. Note that g1 and g5 are precisely the solvable Lie algebras in Corollary [Z10 which
have a codimension-one abelian ideal. A Lie group G whose Lie algebra has this property is called
almost-abelian. Pujia studies in [29] the instanton condition for the Gauduchon connections of
invariant balanced structures on 6-dimensional almost-abelian Lie groups, so the Propositions[5.2,
and [5.7] extend such study to the whole (e, p)-plane of metric connections V.

In the following two propositions we prove that the solvmanifolds with underlying Lie algebra
isomorphic to gs or g5 do not provide any instanton.

Proposition 5.6. Let M be a solvmanifold with underlying Lie algebra isomorphic to gs. For
every invariant balanced Hermitian structure (J, F), there is a basis {€€}S_, of 1-forms on M
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satisfying ([IB) and the following equations:
[ de! = de? = 0,
ded = 1 el3 4 1y ol Vs —|vl? €16,

rt? rt?

det = 2802 (13 | 200y 14 2xy/s22—|v]? 16 | wo—2wv; 23 | vi+2zvs 24
e =g e TR — ¢ Tt m et T e
I 2x4/ 22 —|v|? 025 V822 —|v|? 026

(29) rt2 rt2 ’
deb — tiA2mva(ui—2wv) 13 | wi(vi—2zv9) 14 _ wi—2zvp 16
2x7‘t2\/s2t2—\v\2 rt2\/52t2—\v\2 rt
o t4+v%—2xv1v2 23 14 —22v2 (v1 +2202) 24 2zv9 25_|_ v2 26
T’tz\/szt2—\v\2 2:(:rt2\/52t2—|v|2 2 ’
deb — t14vp (v2+2z01) 13 v1 (v2+2xv1) eld _ vat2avr 16
rtQ\/m rt24/52t2—[v]2 rt?
vi(v2—2zv1) 23 v1 (v14-2zv2) e24 4 21 25 vy 26
rt2/s22—|v]? rt2/s262—|v]? 2 rt? )

where x € RY, and where r,5,t € R* and v = vy +ivy € C satisfy s*t> > |v|?.

Moreover, V(j’f,) s never an instanton.
Proof. As proved in [I0, Prop. 3.4], any complex structure J with closed (3,0)-form on the Lie
algebra gs is given, up to isomorphism, by the equations

1 1+2 1 2r —1 45 ) 7
(30) dw'=0, dw’= —§w13 — +2 mwl?’ + i w31 dw? = §wl2 —:117 o2 4; =

where z € RT.
An invariant Hermitian metric F' is balanced if and only if it is given by [22]) with u =2 =0
(see the proof of [I0, Thm. 4.5] for details). Consider the (1,0)-basis {7*}3_, defined by

A v
(31) t=rwl, 2= 7w2, = ;w2 + it w3,
where A = /s%t2 — |v|2. Hence, the metric can be written as F = %(7’li + 722 4 733) and the

complex structure equations (B0]) express in this basis as

drl =0,
dr? — 2711&2712_1_ t27_13 (2;‘ t;)v 12 (296 2)A713 th21+ mt%T?;l
(32) dr3 — (t;t;}A)z 12 4 i 13y = 4w2\vllitfrA(\v\2+t4)z 12 4 (2;Tt2)v7.13
—m T+

Taking the real basis {€*}$_, as in Lemma 5] (c) and using ([B2)), we arrive at (29).

Next, we study the instanton condition for V(j’f;). First, we notice that the condition
.0 _ _ ((1=2¢)*+4p%)(1+42?) (4a®s" +¢1)

@(J,F)(l’ 2) - 162272 (s2t2 —|v]?

these values, we get the following system of linear equations in v{ and wvso:

= 0 directly implies that (, p) = (3,0). Moreover, for

(JF)(?) 5) =0 <= (1 +42?)t?v; + da(s® + t?)vg = 0,

@(37F)( 6) =0 <= —dx(s®—t>)vy + (14 42?)t?vy = 0.
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Since the determinant is equal to (1 — 422)%t* + 162%s* > 0, we have v; = 0 = vy. But in this
case one gets

1o 2025%(s + %) + t
T(37F)(1737174) = 20125242 7& 0,
so there are not instantons in the (g, p)-plane. O

Proposition 5.7. Let M be a solvmanifold with underlying Lie algebra isomorphic to gs. For
every invariant balanced Hermitian structure (J,F) on M, there is a basis {e* 8_, of 1-forms
satisfying ([IH) and the equations

1 _ 2,15
de’ = e,
2 2,25
de® = e,
d€3 _ duq 615 . 2635
/1222 t )
(33) ty/Ts%—u7y
deb — __dw 25 245
ty/r2s2—u? t ’
de® = 0,
deb — 2t 13 2t 24
\/7’252—1@ \/7’252—1@ ’

where 1, s,t € R* and u1 € R satisfy r2s% > u%

Furthermore, V(j’l’;) s never an instanton.

Proof. By [10, Prop. 3.6] there is only one complex structure J, up to isomorphism, with closed
(3,0)-form on the Lie algebras g5, and with complex structure equations

(34) dw' = w'A (WP + %), dw?=—w?A (WP +w?), dw’=w"+w?

An invariant Hermitian metric F' is balanced if and only if it is given by 2] with v = @
u; € R and v = 2z = 0 [I0, Thm. 4.5]. In terms of the (1,0)-basis {r*}3_, defined by

A U1 .
= —wl, == +zsw2, = tw3,

s s
where A = /r2s?2 —u?, the metric can be written as F = %(7’11 + 722 + 733). The complex
structure equations (B4]) express in this basis as

1 113, 1,13

dr’ = 377 + 377,

2 _ 2w 13 4 2ui 13 123 1_23

(35) dre = 37 + #r T FT,

dr3 = iZtTIQ _ %Tﬁ,
Taking the real basis {€*}$_, as in Lemma 5] (c), from (B5) we arrive at the equations (B3).
Now, we study the connections V(j’l’;) that are instantons. It can be checked that the condition

1
T(Z’%)(l, 5,3,6) = 0 is satisfied if and only if p = s—l—%. In this case, one has that Tt (1,3,1,3) =

LF)

1
0 if and only if £ = 0. But taking (,p) = (0, 1) we arrive at @8’})(5,6) = 4 which never
) uy

’ 9 r2g2_

vanishes. So, there are not instantons in the (g, p)-plane. O

The following two propositions are devoted to the solvmanifolds with underlying Lie algebra
isomorphic to gg. When endowed with its complex parallelizable structure, it gives rise to the well-
known Nakamura manifold [26]. The following result studies this case, whereas in Proposition [5.10]
we focus on the complex structures (with closed (3,0)-form) which are not complex parallelizable.



25

Proposition 5.8. Let M be a solvmanifold with underlying Lie algebra isomorphic to gs. Let
J be its complex parallelizable structure and F any invariant balanced Hermitian metric. Then,
there is a basis {ek}gzl of 1-forms on M satisfying ([IB]) and the equations

de! = —Yel6 —Ye?,
de? = Yel®> —Ye?,

(36) de3 = Ze' —Tel® —Te?> — Ze26 1 Ye3b +ve®,
de* = Te' + Ze'® + Ze25 — Te?6 —Ye3® 4 Yetf,
de® = deb =0,

where Y, Z,T € R, with Y > 0. Moreover, the connection V&’I@) is an instanton if and only if it
is the Chern connection (which is flat).

Proof. Tt is well-known that the complex parallelizable structure J on gg is defined by the equations

(37) do' = 21w, dw? = —2iw®, dw® =0,
and any metric F given by ([22) is balanced. Let us consider the (1,0)-basis {o*}?_, defined by
ol =uw!, o*= —%wl +w? + —Zw?’, 0% = w3
s s

Then, the complex structure equations ([B7)) express in this basis as

4
(38) do' = 2i0%, do? =218 _2i6% 43 =0,

and the metric F' is written as

i -9 5 1 S AT
F = —7",2 11 —8/2 22 —t/2 33 < 13 31
SRS LR L S

Wherer2—r2—%, 22 42— 2 Ivl andz—z—i—““’
Let A" = /72t —|2/|2. Now, in terms Of the new (1,0)-basis {7¥}7_, defined by
iz A’
=gt —l——03 7'223'02, 7'3:—,03,
! r

the metric is F' = %(7’11 +722 4 7'33) and the complex structure equations (B8] express as

;.
dTl _ 27“27_13

= 2 713,
(39) dT2 _ ilxl 7_13 _ 2£/z 7_23

dr3 = 0.
Thus, taking the real basis {e',...,e%} as in Lemma 51 (c), from ([B9) we arrive at (B8] with

Yy = 2 A, and Z +iT =
—el for j =5,6).
We study next the instanton condition for the connections V(j’f,). Since Y > 0, from the

Notlce that Y # 0 and we can always suppose Y > 0 (just by taking

following two equations

T (1,3,1,3) =0 <= ((1-2p)* —4e*)(2Y? + Z° + T%) =0,

O’ (5:6) =0 — e(1-2p)(2Y2+ 22 +1T?) =0,

it follows that (e, p) = (0, %), i.e. we are reduced to study the Chern connection. Now, by a direct
calculation one can check that the instanton condition is satisfied for any metric, since all the
curvature forms of the Chern connection vanish.
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In conclusion, for any J-Hermitian metric F', the Chern connection is a flat instanton. Note
that dF = 2Y (e'? — e3*) A eb 4 ('3 + e24) A (Ted + Zeb) — (et — eZ) A (Ze® — Teb) # 0. O

Remark 5.9. The coefficients Y, Z,T € R in the equations (B8 are related to the metric co-
efficients r,s,t € R* and u,v,z € C in [22). Indeed, by the proof of Proposition we have
Y =Y (r,s,t,u,v,2) = %T,/, Z = Z(r,s,t,u,v,2) = % and T = T(r,s,t,u,v,2) = 29 where

STAT
2 2 .
r? =2 —ﬂ L =82 1 =12 — —‘;"2 , 2 =24 and A = \/r? — ]2

Proposition 5.10. Let M be a solvmanifold with underlying Lie algebra isomorphic to gs, en-
dowed with an invariant J, which is not complex parallelizable, admitting balanced metrics. Then,
for every invariant balanced Hermitian structure (J, F'), there is a basis {ek}gzl of 1-forms on M
satisfying ([I5]) and the following equations:

(del = — %615 _ %616+ 2766257
de? — — 276615 _ 2Tae25 _ %626’
ded = — Mawm—bus) 15 dwy 16 4 Abwitaus) 25,  dup 26
ty/1—|ul? ty/1—|ul? ty/1—|ul? ty/1—|ul?
(40) + 28635 4 236 %645,
det — _ Mbuwitaus) 15 dup 16 _ dauizbuz) 25 4wy 26
ty/1—|ul? ty/1—|ul? ty/1—|ul? ty/1—|ul?
+ 2035 4 20045 | 2046
de® = deb =0
\ )

where (a,b) € R x R* — {(0,—1)}, andt e R* and u=uy +iug € B={u e C||u] <1}.
Moreover, the connection Vé’l’}) is an instanton if and only if (¢,p) = (0, %) and u = 0; that
is, the (non-Kdhler) balanced metric F is “diagonal” and V&’I@) is the Chern connection (which

is flat).

Proof. By [10, Prop. 3.7 and Thm. 4.5, any complex structure J with closed (3,0)-form on the
Lie algebra gs admitting a balanced metric is given, up to isomorphism, by complex structure
equations of the form ([23) with K = —A+ ¢ and L = —A — i, where A € C with Jm A # 0. The
structure is complex parallelizable if and only if A = —i, so we suppose next that A = a + b1,
with b # 0 and (a,b) # (0, —1). Following Lemma [5.T] we consider the basis of invariant 1-forms
{ek}gzl on M defined in (c¢). Now, by a direct calculation from the complex equations given in
Lemma 5] (b) for K = —a+ (1 —b)i and L = —a — (1 + b)i we arrive at (40).
Now, the instanton conditions for the connection V(;’I’;) imply

T&%)(l,& 1,3) =0 <= ((1-2p)%—4e®)(1 +a®+b%|u?) =0,

O’ (5,6) =0 < e(1-2p)(1+a®+b2u?)=0.

Therefore, (¢,p) = (0, %) and we are reduced to study the Chern connection. But a direct
1
calculation shows that @8’})(1,2) = 0 if and only if (a® + (1 + b)?)|u|?> = 0, so u = 0 (i.e. the

balanced metric F' is diagonal when written as ([24)) in the basis {w*}3_,). Moreover, in this case

all the curvature forms vanish identically. Note that dF = 415—“6125 + %6126 — i—“eg‘l‘r’ — %6346 # 0,

i.e. the metric F is not Kahler. O

Remark 5.11. It is worthy to remark that the adapted equations given in Sections []] and [A not
only provide a complete description of the spaces of invariant balanced Hermitian structures on
their respective manifolds, they also give rise to a constructive converse result. In other words, for
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any family of equations, one can apply the following constructive process, which we illustrate in
the case of Proposition [5.2: choosing any t € R* and any u = uy +ius € B={u € C| |u| < 1},
one can check that the equations ZB) satisfy d>e* =0, 1 < k < 6, so they define a solvable Lie
algebra which is isomorphic to g1; defining J and F by ([IT) one has that J is a complex structure
with non-zero closed (3,0)-form ¥ = (el +ie?) A (e3 +ie*) A(ed +ieb), and F is a balanced
J-Hermitian metric; finally, since the corresponding simply-connected Lie group has a lattice [10],
we get a compact solvmanifold endowed with the Hermitian structure (J, F).

6. SOLUTIONS OF THE HULL-STROMINGER SYSTEM AND THE HETEROTIC EQUATIONS OF
MOTION

In this section we find new explicit solutions of the Hull-Strominger system and the heterotic
equations of motion on the compact solvmanifold underlying the Nakamura manifold. In the
forthcoming paper [28] a general study of the system on solvmanifolds will be provided.

It follows from Sections [ and [l that the Chern connection V¢ is an instanton in several cases,
although it is always flat. We have the following

Corollary 6.1. Let M =T'\G be a siz-dimensional compact manifold defined as the quotient of
a simply connected Lie group G by a lattice I'. Suppose that M possesses an invariant complex
structure J with non-zero closed (3,0)-form admitting balanced metrics F. Then, the Chern
connection V¢ is an instanton in the following cases:

e g = hs, g ors0(3,1), endowed with its complex parallelizable structure J (in this case any
Hermitian metric is balanced);

o g=gi, g5(a>0) orgs, J is any complex structure and F' any “diagonal” Hermitian metric;
e g =gy, for any complex structure J and any Kdhler metric F.

Moreover, in all the cases V€ is flat.
Proof. The result is a direct consequence of Propositions B.4] [411 (.21 5.3 5.4], and B.100 O

Let X be a compact complex manifold of complex dimension n, endowed with a balanced
Hermitian metric F. Then, "' defines a real (n — 1,n — 1) class in Bott-Chern cohomology.
We recall that the Bott-Chern cohomology groups [2] of X are defined by

ker d: QP4(X,C) — QPHatl(X C)
imdde: Qp—La~1(X,C) — QP4(X,C) ’

and we will denote by [F"~!] the class defined by the balanced metric in Hgal’"_l(X, R) C
Hn—l,n—l (X)

BC :

Recall that gg is the Lie algebra of the solvmanifold underlying the Nakamura manifold. Next
we consider it endowed with its abelian complex structure. In the following result we prove that
for any given invariant balanced metric, there is another metric defining the same Bott-Chern
(2,2)-class for which its associated Chern connection is flat and the heterotic equations of motion
are satisfied with respect to a non-flat instanton.

HYS(X) =

Theorem 6.2. Let X = (M, Jyp) be the Nakamura manifold endowed with its abelian complex
structure Jyp. Let F' be any invariant balanced Hermitian metric on X and [F?] € Hé’é(X, R) its
corresponding Bott-Chern class. Then, there exists a balanced Hermitian metric F on X satisfying
the following properties:

(a) The metric F is cohomologous to F, i.e. [F?] = [F?] € Hé’é(X, R), and its associated

Chern connection V?JAbf) 1s flat;
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(b) There is a connection A compatible with (Jay, F), which is a non-flat instanton and sat-
isfies the heterotic equations of motion with respect to the Chern connection.

Proof. The abelian complex structure .Jy; is given by the complex equations
(41) dot = —2iw™®  dw?=2iwB,  dw® =0,

so it corresponds to taking K = 0 and L = —2i in (23]). By Lemmal[5.1] (a), any invariant balanced
Hermitian metric F' is given by ([22) with v = z = 0. In addition, we can normalize the metric
coefficients 7 = s = 1, so for the structure Ju; there is a (1,0)-basis {w¥}3_, satisfying @I]) and
such that any balanced metric F' is given by

(42) 2F =i (w' + w? + 20%) + uw'? — aw?,
with t € R* and u € B = {u € C| |u] < 1}. Then, we get
9 F2 (1— |u|2)w12ﬁ + £2,,1313 + 12002323 _ 42,1823 + it2w2313.

Notice that the equations (I imply

85(&)1?) _ 4w132 ’ ag(wﬂ) _ 4w2313’

so we have

1—|u? 1513 2 1313 t2 o353 - ((ut? ut?
F? — 1212 1313 2323 | ;99 21 12)
B — w —I——2w +—2w +1 =3 w e w

Hence, [F?] = [F?] in Héé (X,R), where F is the balanced Hermitian metric on X defined by
(43) 2F =i (Pw'l + 2w +120%),

where 7 = § = (1 — |ul>)"/* and # = ¢/(1 — |u|?)"/*. Now, since the metric F is diagonal, it follows
from Corollary [6.1] that its Chern connection is flat. This proves (a).

To prove (b), we need to find an instanton A solving the anomaly cancellation condition for
the Chern connection, i.e. satisfying

a/

4

where o is a non-zero constant and d7' = dJAbdﬁ’ , with F given in ([43]). We first notice that
again, because of the form of the complex equations (Il), there is an automorphism of (gs, Jap)
so that we can suppose that # = § = 1. From now on, we will denote the metric coefficient ¢ by ¢.

Hence, we can write the balanced metric as F = e'2 4 €3 4 €5 with respect to an adapted
basis {€#}9_, whose differentials are given by (@) with (a,b) = (0,1) and uj = ug = 0. A direct
calculation gives dF = 2(e!?—e3)ne®, so we have the torsion 3-form 1" = JapdF = (el2—e3)ned.
Thus,

/
44 T tr QA Q° — trQAA 04) = — Lt QAN 04,
4

16 16
(45) dT = _t_2€1256 _ t_263456'

Now, we consider a linear connection A defined by the connection 1-forms given, in the adapted
basis {e¥}9_,, by

(M= —(e)2 = Xel +pe?, (023 = —(0N)E = Aeé® + pet,

and (UA)é- = 0 for any (i,j) # (1,2),(2,1),(3,4),(4,3). Here A, u are real numbers, so for any
such pair one has a connection A, (which we will denote simply by A).
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Notice that any connection A is Hermitian, in fact, since we are working in an adapted basis,
the compatibility of A with the U(3)-structure (Jap, F'), i.e. AJsy =0 = AF, is equivalent to the

connection 1-forms to satisfy (04)! = —(O'A);'», together with the conditions
(@i =i (@Di=—(0M3, (eN5=(0 (e)s=—(c")3
(@3 = (e, (oNg= (o).

By a direct calculation we get that all the curvature 2-forms (QA)z- vanish, except for

2 2\ 2\ 2
(QA)% _ _(QA)% _ __Nels AP A _:“6267
t t t t
and 2 O\ 452X 45 2
(Q4)3 = —(Q4)4 = T:“635 + T636 _ T645 4 Tﬂe%'
Therefore, the conditions (6] in Lemma are fulfilled, which implies that A is an instanton.
Moreover, from these curvature forms one obtains that the trace of the curvature of the instanton
is

8 8
tI‘QA/\ QA — _t_2()\2 +N2)61256 _ t_2()\2 —l—,u2)€3456,

so, taking into account ([AH]), we have that the anomaly cancellation ([44]) is satisfied if and only if

16 2,5
5 = W)
Finally, given any negative o/, we can choose ), such that A\? + p? = 8/(—a’). Hence, with this
choice, we have a solution of the heterotic equations of motion with non-flat instanton. ]

Remark 6.3. We note here that the Nakamura manifold endowed with its abelian complex struc-
ture Jap also provides solutions to the heterotic equations of motion for any given positive .
Indeed, we can exchange the roles of V¢ and A in the anomaly cancellation condition and look for

solutions of the equation
/

/
AT = %(tr QAN QA — tr QA Q°) = %tr QA QA

with o > 0. Notice that this lies precisely in the setting of the system proposed by M. Garcia-
Fernandez in [15], where metric connections which are instantons are allowed in the first term of
the right hand side of the anomaly cancellation equation of the Hull-Strominger system. Recall
that the instantons Ay, found in Theorem are not only metric, they are also Hermitian. So,
following the proof of the theorem, given any positive o!, we can choose A, ju such that N> + p? =
8/a’. With this choice, one has many solutions of the heterotic equations of motion, according to
5], with flat instanton.

APPENDIX A.

In this appendix we provide the relevant data for the proofs of the Propositions [Z4] and
Tables [l and 2 correspond to the 3 & 3 decomposable Lie algebras s[(2,R) ¢ go and s0(3) & go,
respectively. For the Lie algebras Lg 1 and Lg 4 the relevant data are given in Table Bl
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g2 Lie algebra g = sl(2,R) & go
p= a16123 + a26124 + a36125 + a46126 + a5el34 + %6135 + a7el36 + a86234 + a96235

R3 +a106236 +a116456
A=p=17=a1a11, A=B=C=0
p= a16123 + a26124 + a36125 + a4el34 + a5el35 + %6234 + a7e235 + a8(6236 _ 6145)

b +a9(6136 +e245) —i—alo(el% +6345) +a11€456

’ A= a%o —a1a11 — a% — ag, n= a%o —ayall + a§ + ag, T = —a%o —ajail + ag — ag
A= —2a8a9, B = —20,10&8, C = 20,100,9
p= a16123 + a26124 + a36134 + a4e234 + a5(6146 + 6235) + aﬁ(el45 + 6236) + a7(e245 _ 6136)
+ag(e246 _ 6135) + ag(e345 _ 6126) + a10(6346 _ 6125) + a116456
6(171) /\:afo—alau —a%—i—a%—l—a%—a%—ag, u:afo—alau—kag —a%—a%—ka%—ag

— _g2 2 2 2 2 2
T = —ajy— a1a11 + a5 — ag + a7 — ag + a§

A= 2(@5&8 — a6a7), B = 2(@10@5 — aﬁag), C = 2(&10&8 — a7a9)

p=a1e'? + agel 4 azel® + age23t + as(el46 + 23%) 4 ag(e236 — e145) 4 g (136 + £245)

+ag(e216 — e139) + ag (€126 + €345) + a10(e346 — €125) 4 a11€150

A=a}y—ara11 —ai —a} — a2 —ai+a3, p=a}y—aia +ai+ak+aZ+ai+ad
7':—a%o—alau—I—a%—i—a%—a%—a%—ag

A= 2(&50,8 - a6a7), B = 2(&10&5 - agag), C= 2(0,100,8 + a7a9)

p= a16123 + a2(6234—€156) + a3(€146 + 6235) + (L4(6145 + 6236) + a5(€245—6136) + a6(6246—€135)

Far(el3 4 e256) + ag(e345 — 126) 4 qg (346 — ¢125) 4 qyo(e!24 + €356) 4 ayq1¢450

sl(2,R) A= —a%o —aia1 —i—a% —a%—l—ai—i—ag —a% —I—a%—a%—i—ag
uz—a%o—alall —a%—i—a%—ai—a%—i—a%—a%—a%—i—ag
Tzafo—alall —a%—l—a%—ai—i—a%—a%—i—a%—i—a%—a%
A = —2(0,40,5 — asag —|— a2a7), B = —2(0,10&2 + agag — agag), O = —2(&10&7 —|— asag — agag)
p= a16123 + a2(6234_el56) + a3(6146 + 6235) + a4(6236_el45) + a5(6136 + 6245) + a6(6246—el35)
+a7(6134 + 6256) + a8(6126 + 6345) + a9(6346 _ 6125) + a10(6124 + 6356) + a116456
s0(3) /\:afo—alau—a%—a%—ai—a%—a%—a%—l—a%—i—ag

p=aly—aian +aj +ai +af+ a2 +af + a7 +af + a5
T=—a}y—aa1 +a3+a}i+ai—ai—ai—a2—ai—ad

A= —2(&4&5 — asag + a2a7), B = —2(&10@2 + aqag — a3a9), C = 2(&10&7 + asag + aﬁag)

TABLE 1. Closed 3-forms p on g = sl(2, R)@gs and the values A, u, 7, A, B, C' (up to

the constantjj\(p)]_lp) of the linear endomorphism F of s[(2,R) in Lemma 2.3 (i)

induced by J,.
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a0 Lie algebra g = 50(3) @ g2
o= a16123 + agel24 + a36125 + a46126 + a5el34 + a66135 + a7el36 + age234 + age235

R3 +a10€236 + a11€456
A=pu=7=—-aja;1, A=B=C=0
o= a16123 + agel24 + a36125 + a46126 + a5el34 + a66135 + a7el36 + age234 + age235

b +G10€236 + a11€456

’ A= —a%o —aia1 + ag — ag, n= —a%o —ajay] — a§ + ag, T = a%o —ajay] — ag — ag
A= —2a8a9, B = —2&100,8, C= 2@10@9
o= a16123 + agel24 + a3el34 + a4e234 + a5(el46 + 6235) + a6(6145 + 6236) + a7(6245 _ 6136)
+a8(6246 _ 6135) + a9(€126 + 6345) + a10(6125 + 6346) + a116456
6(171) A= —a%o—alau —I—a%—a%—i—a%—ag—l—ag, n= —a%o—alau —a%—l—a%—a%—i—a%—i—ag

— g2 2 2 2 2 2
T =ajy — a1011 — a5 + ag + a7 — ag — ag

A= 2(&5&8 — a6a7), B = 2(@10@5 — agag), C = 2(&10&8 — a7ag)

p=a1e123 4 aze' + azel® + age?t + a5 (e + e23%) 4 ag(e236 — e145) + g (€136 + ¢245)
+ag(e246 — e135) 4 ag(e345 — e126) 4 g0 (e125 + €346) 4 1456

A= —a%o—alall—l—a%—l—a%—a%—a%—a%, n= —a%o—alall —a%—a%—l—a%—i—ag—ag

T:a%o—alau—a%—a%—a%—a%—i—ag

A= 2(a5a8 - a6a7), B = 2(&10&5 - agag), C= 2(0,100,8 + CL7CL9)

50(3)

p= (L1€123 + a2(€234 _ 6156) + a3(el46 + 6235) + a4(€236 _ 6145) + a5(el36 + 6245) + a6(€246 _ 6135)

Tar(e'3 + 256) + ag (126 + €345) + ag(e340 — €125) + ajo(e?4 + €356) + aqq €29

)\:—a%o—alau—I—a%—l—a%—i—aﬁ—a%—a%—a%—a%—ag
— _q2 2 2 2 2 2 2 2 2
U= —ajy—aiai1 — a3 — a3 —ay +as +ag + a7 —ag — ay

Tza%O—alall—a%—a%—ai—a%—a%—a%—i—a%—i—ag

A = —2(@4@5 — 306 —+ CL26L7), B = —2(@100,2 + aqag — agag), C = 2(&10&7 + asas + agag)

TABLE 2. Clo§ed 3-forms p on g = s0(3) @ g2 and the values \, u, 7, A, B, C' (up to
the constantj)\(p)]_lp) of the linear endomorphism F' of s0(3) in Lemma 23] (ii)
induced by J,.



32

g
p = aret? + asel?0 + azel® 4 ay (e — e125) + qge?3t 4 ag(e23 — 13)
(e + 236) 4 ag(eM6 4 €26) 4 ag(e245 + €346) 4+ q1(e356 — e145) 4 gq1€456,

d(jpp) = el 4 goel?35 4 gael236 4 g el215 | g (1246 4 (1315 | g (1256 4 (2315)
+ qret316 4 gg(e1356 4 ¢2316) 4 g 2356

5\(P) = (a1a11)? + a10¢2 + a3qs + asqs — aqs + asqe, Where:

q1 = 4(ar0az2a6 + ajpasar — asagas + azaras + asaszag + alag),

q2 = —4(ar0a20a5 — am@% — a4a5a8 — AeA708 — (20609 — A4A7AY),

qs = —4(&10(14&5 + ajpasar + azasag + a%ag — a40a6a9 + a3a7a9),

Loy | @ = 2(a3yas + ar1azas + aj1a3 — a3gas — a11aza5 — ajjazas — ai1ai + aj1a’
—2aypa4ag — a3a§ + a5a§ + 2a19agag + 2aragag + agag + agag),

g5 = —4(a11a4a5 + a11a6a7 — a10a508 — 10a7aAy + A6AZAY — a4ag2;),

g6 = —4(a11a406 — a%ocw — a11a307 — A10a608 — (100409 — (3G8a9),

q7 = 2((1%0&2 + ajrasas + allai + a%oag, + aj1a9a5 + ajrasas + alla% — a11a$

—2aypaq4a8 — agag — a5a§ — 2a19a6a9 — 2a7a8a9 — agag — (13&3),

s = 4(a1102a6 + ar1a4a7 — a10a7a8 — A6AZ — A10G209 + A408a9),

q9 = —2(a%0a2 + ari1asas + allai — a%0a5 + ajrasas — ajrasas — alla% — alla%
—2a19a4a8 — agag — a5a§ + 2a1paga9 — 2a7agag — aga?) + a3a2).

p = a1et? + aselt + az(e120 + e131) + q4el30 + a5(e23 — 2612%) + g2

+ar(e236 — 2613%) 4 ag(2e15 + e246) 4 g (€256 4 €345) + qy0(e316 — 26156) 4 aq1¢156,

d(jpp) = 1234 4 goel235 4 gael236 4 g 1245 4 g (1246 4 2345) 4 g (1256 4 o1345)
+ qr(e1316 — 2356) | g o1356 4 g0 02346

Ap) = (a1a11)* + ar1oq1 — % q1 — azrgs + % qe + azqo, Where:

q1 = 8(2&1()&% + ajpasag — agagag — 2asarag + azasag — a2a7a9),

g2 = —8(2&10&3&5 — 2ai9a9a7 — 2a4a5ag + 2azarag + a%ag — a2a4a9),

qs = —8(&10@3&6 + 2&10@5@7 — Q40608 — 2&%&8 + asasag — CL36L7CL9),

L6,4 qq = 8(2&11&% + aj1asa6 — 2a6a§ + 4dasagag + QQ(I%),

2
g5 = —8(a11azas — ay1aza7 — 2a10a5a8 + 2a7ag — ajpazag + azagay),

2 2 2
qe = 4(2a10a2 + anaz — ajiazaq — 4ajpasag + 2&4&8),

_ 2
q7 = —8(2ajyas — ar1a4as + arnazar — 2a10a7a8 + 100309 — G408a9),
2 2 2
qs = —8(2a10a6 — 110406 — 2(111&7 - 4&10@7&9 — a4a9),
_ 2 2
q9 = —2(2ajpaz + arnas — ay1a2a4 — 20110306 — 4ay1asa7 — 4dajpazag + dajpagag

2 2
+2a4a5 — 4darpasag — daragayg — 2azag).

TABLE 3. Generic closed three-forms p and the corresponding four-form d(jp,o)
and scalar A(p) on the Lie algebra g = L¢ 1, Le 4.
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