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A MAPPING TORI CONSTRUCTION OF STRONG HKT AND
GENERALIZED HYPERKAHLER MANIFOLDS

BEATRICE BRIENZA, ANNA FINO, AND GUEO GRANTCHAROV

ABSTRACT. In the present paper we provide a construction via mapping tori of (non Bismut
flat) strong HKT and generalized hyperkéhler structures on compact manifolds. The skew-
symmetric torsion is parallel, but the manifolds are not a product of a hyperkéhler manifold
and a compact Lie group.

Dedicated to Paul Gauduchon for his 80th birthday

1. INTRODUCTION

A HKT structure on a manifold is a quadruple of three anti-commuting complex structures
and a compatible metric, with all structures parallel with respect to a (necessarily unique)
connection with skew-symmetric torsion. When the torsion 3-form is closed the structure is
called strong HK'T. The HKT and strong HKT structures appeared first in String theory as
the structures on the target space of a (0,4)-supersymmetric sigma model with Wess-Zumino
term (see [33], 28]). They also appear in superconformal quantum mechanics ([39]) and the
geometry of black hole moduli spaces [32].

In mathematics, the HKT structures were considered first in [30] and are regarded as
the closest quaternionic analogs of Kéahler structures. They admit a local potentials [6].
When the canonical bundle of one of the complex structures is trivial, HKT structures
lead to a form of Hodge Theory [49] and a characterization in real 8-dimensional case [31]
similar to the characterization of compact complex surfaces admitting a Kéahler metric. They
provide a natural venue for a quaternionic Monge-Ampere equation [3], (2, [10]. The torsion
of the HKT connection coincides of the torsion of a connection considered by Bismut [11]
and Strominger [47] is often called Bismut or Bismut-Strominger connection. In particular
the HKT structures on 4n-manifolds are characterized as connection with skew-symmetric
torsion and local holonomy in Sp(n).

The strong HK'T structures also appear in physics as part of the structure on the target
space of (4,4) SUSY sigma model with B-field (or Wess-Zumino term). Such symmetry
leads to a pair of strong HKT structures with an opposite torsion, which in mathematics are
known as generalized hyperkéahler structures [13]. In a recent preprint [50] the strong HKT
and generalized hyperkahler structures are studied in relation to AdS/CFT duality.

The strong HKT structures are also pluriclosed and Bismut Hermitian-Einstein (or BHE),
and an open question is whether there exist such a structure on a compact manifold which
is not a local product of a Kéhler space and a Bismut flat space ([25, [15]). Note that a
remarkable result of Gauduchon and Ivanov [27] states that in complex dimension 2 the
only BHE manifolds are Bismut flat, and in fact quotients of the standard Bismut flat Hopf
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surface and recently a classification of compact BHE manifolds in complex dimension 3 is
given in [5]. The similar question for strong HKT structures is considered in [50].

In this note we provide, using the previous results in [15], a construction of strong HK'T and
generalized Kéhler structures on compact manifolds which are not a product of hyperkahler
manifold and a compact Lie group. According to our knowledge these are the first examples
of non Bismut flat compact HKT and generalized Kahler manifolds, but the Bismut torsion
is still parallel, so they do not provide an answer to the questions above.

The paper is organized as follows. In Section 2 we briefly review some relevant facts about
the HK'T manifolds. In Section 3 we note that strong HKT manifolds which are not hyper-
kahler do not admit a balanced hyperhermitian metric and consider the known constructions
of strong HKT structures. In Section 4 we present the construction of strong HKT and gen-
eralized hyperkédhler compact manifolds via mapping tori.

Acknowledgements: The authors would like to thank the anonymous referee for their
suggestions and valuable comments which helped to improve this paper.

2. HK'T STRUCTURES
We start recalling the following

Definition 2.1. A hypercomplex structure on a 4n-dimensional manifold M is a triple
(I, J, K) of complex structures on M satisfying the imaginary quaternionic relations.
Furthermore, if there exists a Riemannian metric g with respect to which I, .J, K are skew,
the structure (I, J, K, g) is said hyperhermitian.

Remark 2.1. For quaternionic dimension n = 1, compact manifolds admitting a hyperher-
mitian structure have been classified in [12]. Any compact 4-dimensional hyperhermitian
manifold is either a torus with its flat metric, a K3 surface with its hyperkahler metric, or
the Hopf Surface with its standard locally conformally flat metric.

Let us consider an Hermitian manifold (M, I, g). The Levi-Civita connection is Hermitian,
ie., VICg =0, V] =0, if and only if dw = 0, where w = ¢[ is the fundamental form of
(I,g). Therefore, when dw # 0, one needs to modify the Levi-Civita connection to obtain a
connection which is compatible with both g and 1.

In [26], the affine line of Hermitian connections on the tangent bundle TM, known as Gaudu-
chon or canonical connections, with expression

t—1 t+1
(1) 9(V4Y.2) = g(VEY, 2) + = (dw)(X, Y, 2) + 2= (@) (X, 1Y, 12),

is introduced, where d°w = —Idw. From now on, we will adopt the convention Idw(X,Y, Z) :=
dw(IX,1Y,17Z). When (M, I, g) is Kéhler, d°w vanishes, so that the line collapses to a single
point, namely, the Levi-Civita connection. Nonetheless, when (M, I, g) is not Kéhler, the
line is not trivial and the connections V* have non vanishing torsion. For particular values of
t € R, the Chern and the Bismut connections are recovered, i.e., V! = V¢ and V! = V&
([11,16]). Despite VEC¢, VE and V" being mutually different connections, any one of them
completely determines the other two.

In this work, we will focus mainly on the Bismut connection V2, also known as the Stro-
minger connection [I1, 47]. The Bismut connection can be characterized as the only Hermit-
ian connection with totally skew-symmetric torsion and it follows from (II) that its expression
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is given by
§(VRY. 2) = g(VEEY, 2) — Ldw(X,Y. 2),
with its torsion 3-form H given by

H(X,Y,Z) = g(T?(X,Y), Z) = dw(IX,1Y,1Z) = —d°w(X,Y, Z), X,Y,Z € T(TM).

Definition 2.2. A 4n-dimensional hyperhermitian manifold (M, I, J, K, g) is said hypekdhler
with Torsion (HKT, in short) if V2 = VZ = V& =: V5,

The study of HKT structures is motivated by the fact that these structures pop up in string
theory, in the context of certain supersymmetric sigma models. In fact, HK'T manifolds first
appeared in [33] as target spaces of (4,0)-SUSY sigma model with Wess-Zumino term. HKT
structures also appear in supergravity. For instance, it has been shown that the geometry
of the moduli space of a class of black holes in five dimensions is HKT ([43]).

Remark 2.2. Recall that an Hermitian manifold (M, J, g) is called Calabi-Yau with torsion
(CYT in short) if the restricted holonomy of the Bismut connection is contained in SU(n).
This is equivalent to ask that the (first) Bismut Ricci curvature vanishes.

For an HKT manifold, Hol(V?) C Sp(n), since VBg = 0 and VPI = V5] = VEK =0
(33]). In particular, any of the three Hermitian structures is CYT.

Proposition 2.3 ([30]). Given a hyperhermitian manifold (M, I,J, K,g) the following con-
ditions are equivalent

(1) V§ =V =VE,

(2) Idu}] = deJ = KdWK 5

(3) Or(ws +iwk) =0,

(4) 81(wJ — in) =0.
where O; and O; denote the O and O operators induced by the complex structure I.

Remark 2.3. It has been shown in [38] that an almost hyperhermitian structure satisfying
the condition (2)) in the previous proposition is, in fact, hyperhermitian.

Given an hyperhermitian structure (1, J, K, g) with fundamental forms
wr:=gl, wy:=g9J, wg:=gkK,

the form Q := w; + iwk is a (2,0)-form with respect to I and one can easily observe that
JQ = Q and that Q(X, JX) > 0, for every non-zero vector field X. Conversely, any (2, 0)-
form with respect to I satisfying the above conditions induces an hyperhermitian metric
defined by ¢(X,Y) := Q(X, JY) (with a slight abuse of notation, we will sometimes refer to
) as the hyperhermitian metric).

By Proposition 3] it is immediate to observe that in quaternionic dimension 1, any hy-
perhermitian structure is HKT, since 0;€2 = 0. In higher dimension, given a hypercomplex
structure, in general it is not true that there exists a compatible HK'T metric. Some coun-
terexamples arise on nilmanifolds of quaternionic dimension n > 2 ([21]). Here we briefly
recall their construction.

Definition 2.4. Let g be a Lie algebra endowed with a hypercomplex structure (7, J, K).
The hypercomplex structure is said to be abelian if

X, IY]=[X,Y], [JX,JY]=[X,Y], [KX,KY]=[X,Y],
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for every XY € g.

It turns out that any inner product compatible with an abelian hypercomplex structure
is HKT. It has been shown in [I9] that if G is a 2-step nilpotent Lie group, the hyper-
complex structure arising from an invariant HKT one is abelian. As a consequence of the
symmetrization process, one has the following.

Theorem 2.5 ([2I]). Any compact quotient M = T\G of a 2-step nilpotent Lie group
with a non-abelian left invariant hyper-complex structure (I, J, K) admits no HKT metric
compatible with such a hypercomplex structure.

Example 2.6. We exhibit an explicit counterexample. Let G = R x H; be the 2-step
nilpotent Lie group whose Lie algebra is defined by the structure equations

[61762] = [63764] = —¢€g, [61763] = —[62764] = —é€r, [61764] = [62763] = —€g.

It is straightforward to note that G admits compact quotients by [37], since the structure
equations of its Lie algebra are rational. The non-abelian hypercomplex structure is given

by

1(61) = €9, 1(63) = €4, 1(65) = €g, 1(67) = €g,
J(e1) =es3, I(eg) = —eyq, J(es) =e7, J(eg) = —es.

Furthermore, it was also shown in [2I] that G' admits a one parameter family of non-abelian
invariant hypercomplex structures except for a unique value of the parameter, to which
corresponds an abelian one. Hence, the next Theorem is proved.

Theorem 2.7 ([21]). The HKT structure is not stable under deformations, i.e., there exists
a small hypercomplex deformation of the HK'T structure which is not HKT.

In a suitable sense, HK'T metrics play in hypercomplex geometry the same role as Kahler
metrics play in complex geometry. In fact, in analogy to the Kéhler case, one has the
existence of a local potential.

Theorem 2.8 ([6]). Let (M, I,J,K) be a hypercomplex manifold. A form Q € Q7°(M)
satisfying JQ = 0 can be written locally as @ = 0;0;u for some smooth real-valued local
function u, if and only if it is HKT, i.e., 0;€) =

Twistor theory for hypercomplex manifolds have been investigated in literature (45, 44]).
It is not surprising that when a hypercomplex manifold has a HKT-structure, the geometry
of the twistor space is much more rich. In order to enunciate the main result, we need to fix
some preliminary notations.

Let (M, 1,J, K) be a 4n-dimensional hypercomplex manifold. The smooth manifold Z =
M x S? admits an integrable complex structure defined as follows. For a unit vector v =
(v1,v9,v3) € R3 let I, be the complex structure v I + voJ + v3K and let J, be the complex
structure on S? defined by the cross product in R? : J,w = v X w.

The complex structure on Z = M x S? at the point (p,v) is Jpe = L, @ J,. We shall
have to consider another almost complex structure, J, , = I, ® —J,, which always fails
to be integrable. In the next theorem, we assume 7 endowed with the integrable complex
structure 7.

Theorem 2.9 (33, B0)). Let (M,I,J,K) be a 4n-dimensional HKT manifold. Then the
twistor space Z is a complex manifold such that
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(1) the fibers of the projection w : Z — M are rational curves with holomorphic normal
bundle &*"O(1),

(2) there is a holomorphic projection p : Z — CP' such that the fibers are the manifold M
equipped with complex structures of the hypercomplex structure generated by {I, J, K},

(3) denoted by D the sheaf of kernel of the differential dp, we have the exact sequence

0D — 0, — pOgm 20,

and there is a Jo-holomorphic section of N2 D@ p*Ocp1 defining a positive definite
(0, 2)-form on each fiber,

(4) there is an anti-holomorphic map T compatible with (1), (2) and (3) and inducing
the antipodal map on CP*.

Conversely, if Z is a complex manifold with a non-integrable almost complex structure [Jo
with the above four properties, then the parameter space of real sections of the projection p
is a 4n-dimensional manifold M with a natural HKT-structure for which Z is the twistor
space.

Another construction of HKT manifold is given by HKT reductions. This construction,

originally developed by Joyce for hypercomplex manifolds ([34]), has been improved for HK'T
manifolds in [29]. We recall it here.
Let (M,I,J,K,g) be an HKT manifold and let G be a compact group of hypercomplex
isometries of M. Denote the algebra of hyper-holomorphic vector fields by g. Suppose
that g = (uy, 2, u3) : M — R3>® g is a G-equivariant map satisfying: the Cauchy-
Riemann condition, i.e., Idu; = Jdus = Kdus, and the transversality condition, i.e.,
Idpy # 0, Jdus # 0, Kdus # 0 for any X € g. Any map satisfying these conditions is
called a G-moment map.

Theorem 2.10 ([34, 29]). Let (M,I,J,K,g) be a HKT manifold. Suppose that G is a
compact group of hypercomplex isometries admitting a G-moment map p. Then hypercomplex
reduced space N = M/ /G inherits a HKT structure.

3. STRONG HK'T STRUCTURES
Let (I,J, K, g) be a HKT structure on a 4n-dimensional manifold M. Setting
H = ldw; = Jdw; = Kdwg,

we have that the HKT structure is said strong if dH = 0 and weak otherwise. This is
equivalent to require that any of the three Hermitian structures (g, ), (g,J), (g, K) is SKT
(or pluriclosed). Observe that when H is identically zero, then VZ = VL and the metric is
hyperkéhler.

Definition 3.1. Let (M, I, J, K, g) be a hyperhermitian manifold. (I, J, K, g) is said balanced
hyperhermitian if any of the three Hermitian structures is balanced.

It turns out that the balanced hyperhermitian condition is orthogonal (in a suitable sense)
to the strong HKT one. In fact, a natural generalization of the Fino-Vezzoni conjecture holds
true in the hypercomplex setting.

Theorem 3.2. [24] Let (M, 1, J, K, g) be a compact non-hyperKdihler strong HKT manifold.
Then there is no balanced hyperhermitian metric on (M, 1, J, K).
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The original definition of HKT structures assumed the strong HKT condition; however
in literature it was dropped because of the lack of examples. In fact, up to know, the only
known examples of compact (non-hyperkéhler) strong HKT manifolds are due to Joyce ([35])
and Barberis-Fino ([9]). Moreover, all of them are homogeneous.

In the non-compact case, a non-homogeneous example has been constructed in [40] in the
following way

Theorem 3.3. Let (M,1,J, K, g) be a compact strong HKT-manifold of real dimension 4,
and E be a smooth complex vector bundle on M. De-note by M the moduli space of gauge-
equivalence classes of anti-self-dual connections (instantons) on E. Then M is equipped with
a natural strong HKT-structure.

Except for the 4-dimensional case, where each HK'T manifold is strong HKT, very few is
known about the geometry of strong HK'T manifolds.
In the locally homogeneous setting, HKT structures on manifolds have been studied in
[7, 18, 201 [4]. In particular, it is known that a nilmanifold and a almost abelian solvmanifold
admit strong HKT structures if and only if they are hyper-Kahler ([7, 19, [4]), but a general
result on solvmanifolds is still unknown.
In the following sub-sections we describe the constructions of Joyce ([35]) and Barberis-Fino
([9]) in details. We recall that for both the examples the Bismut connection is flat. In the
last section of this work, we will construct an example of a (non-homogeneous) compact
manifold admitting a non Bismut flat strong HKT structure.

3.1. Joyce’s construction. Let G be a compact Lie group, which after a covering argu-
ment, we may assume to be semisimple.
Let then G be a compact semisimple Lie group and let H C GG be a maximal torus in it.

Theorem 3.4. [35] The Lie algebra g of G decomposes as

g=baPo; s Pj,
j=1 j=1

where b is abelian and of dimension rank(G) — m, 9; = su(2) and §; satisfy the following
conditions
(1) [0j,b] =0 and b © @, 0; contains the Lie algebra of H
(2) (03,00 = 0 fori # j
(3) [0;,fi] =0 for j <i
(4) [0;,f;] € f; where the Lie bracket action of 0; on f; is isomorphic to the sum of a
finite amount of copies of the action of su(2) on C? by left multiplication.

Let T?™~" with r = rank(G), be the flat torus, so that the Lie algebra of T>™ " x G
decomposes as

R 0 g =R 0 @, 0 P
j=1 j=1

Let (e1,...,emn) be a basis of R™ and ket ¢; be the Lie algebra isomoprhism ¢ : su(2) — 9,
where we assume that su(2) is endowed with the basis (i1, 2, 43) satisfying

[ilu Z2] = 2i37 [i27i3] = 2i47 [i37 Z4] = 2Ill

The definition of the hypercomplex structure is the following
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(1) I, I, I3 act on R™ @ D), 0; as

L(ej) = @ilia), La(pilia) = —€j, La(p;(in) = @;(ic), La(w;(ic) = —p;(ip),

where (a, b, ¢) is an even permutation of (1,2, 3).

(2) I, I, I acts on f; as 1,(v) = [¢;(ia),v], for any v € §;.
By definition is clear that (I, Iy, I3) is an hypercomplex structure on T?™~" x G, which by
[46] is integrable. Actually, all the invariant hypercomplex structures on compact Lie groups
are obtained by this construction.
Furthermore, the (opposite) of the Killing Cartan form of g extends to a hyperhermitian
bi-invariant metric b on T>"" x G ([30]), which is HKT. In fact, using that I, are integrable
complex structures and b is bi-invariant, one gets that

dz wa<X7KZ) = _b<[X7 Y]7Z)7

for any X, Y, Z left invariant vector fields. In addition, since dSw, are bi-invariant 3-forms on
T?™" x GG, they must be closed, implying that the HKT structure (I, b) is strong HKT. The
remark that the metric is HKT is originally due to Opfermann and Papadopoulos [42], who
also generalized the construction to certain homogeneous spaces, showing that they carry
HK'T structures.

3.2. Barberis-Fino construction. Let g be a 4n-dimensional Lie algebra endowed with an
hypercomplex structure (I, J, K) and let p : g — gl(k,H) be a Lie algebra homomorphism.
T,9 := g X, H has the structure of Lie algebra with Lie bracket

[(X7 U)> (Y7 V)] = [([X7 Y]),pX(V) - py(U)],

where X,Y € g and U,V € H*.
The hypercomplex structure on g induces an hypercomplex structure on 7T,g

I(X,U) = (IX,iU), J(X,U):=(JX,jU), K(X,U):=(KX,kU),
where i, j, k are the quaternionic units of H. Furthermore, given an hyperhermitian metric
g on g, g and the standard metric on H* induce a hyperhermitian metric § on 7,g in such a
way g and H* are orthogonal.

Theorem 3.5 ([9]). When p: g — sp(k), the Lie algebra (T,g,1,.J, K,§) is strong HKT if
and only if (g,1,J, K, g) is strong HKT.

We exhibit an explicit example. By Joyce’s construction the Lie algebra sp(1) ® R admits
a strong HKT structure. Let p: R @ sp(1) — sp(1) be a Lie algebra homomorphism defined
as follows: fixed the standard basis {ey, es, e3} basis of sp(1) and a generator e4 of R,

00 0 -1 0 01 O 0 -1 0 O
_1foo0 -1 0 1[0 00 -1 11 0 0 o0

p<€1) = 5 01 0 0 ) p<€2) = 5 -1 0 0 0 ) p<€3) T 5 0 0 0 —11|°
10 0 O 0 1.0 O 0 0 1 0
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and p(eq) :== 0.
As a consequence of the Theorem, the 8-dimensional Lie algebra T,g with structure equations

[e1, e2] = €3, [ea,e3] = €1, [e3,e1] = ey,

[e1, e8] = —[ea, e7] = [es, ¢6] = %657
[e1, 7] = [e2, e8] = —[es, e5] = _%667
[e1, €6] = —[ea, €5] = —les, e5] = %67,
[e1, e5] = [e2, €] = —[es, e7] = %687

admits a strong HKT structure. The corresponding connected and simply connected Lie
group is SU(2) x R* x R. Tt has been shown in [23] that the 7-dimensional Lie group
SU(2) x R* admits a compact quotient M7, giving an example of strong HKT 8-dimensional
manifold M7 x S'. We recall here the construction of the lattice.

Let 3 be a p-th rooth of the unity with p prime and let us consider the discrete subgroup of
SU(2) generated by the matrix

4y <expo<w) exp<0_ w)) _

The set T's := (Ag) x Z* is then a closed and discrete subgroup of SU(2) x R*. In particular,
fixed any point (4’,¢) of SU(2) x R*, then [(A,¢)] = [(A",¢ + r)] where r € Z*, and so
the restriction of 7 : SU(2) x R* — (SU(2) x RY) /T to SU(2) x [0, 1]* is surjective. This
proves that (SU(2) x R*)/Ts is compact.

We point out that this example, and each example constructed in this way, is Bismut flat.
Indeed, the strong HKT metric on the universal cover is given by °%_,(e?)?, which is not
bi-invariant on SU(2) x R* x R, but it is bi-invariant on SU(2) x R x R* with the standard
Lie group structure.

4. CONSTRUCTION OF STRONG HKT MANIFOLDS VIA MAPPING TORI
We start by recall the following

Definition 4.1. Let M be a smooth manifold and let f € Diff(M). The mapping torus My
is the smooth manifold

M xR /g,

where the action of Z on M x R is given by n- (p,x) = (f"(p),z+n), foranyn € Z, pe M
and x € R.

By [48], any compact manifold endowed with a non vanishing closed 1-form has the struc-
ture of a mapping torus. In particular, any solvmanifold is a mapping torus.

Definition 4.2 ([36]). A co-Kdhler manifold is a mapping torus M, where (M, J, g) be a
Kéhler manifold, and v is a Kéhler isometry of (J, g).

Co-Kéahler manifolds are the odd counterpart of Kahler manifolds, as they share some
topological properties, e.g. for instance the formality in the sense of Sullivan [17].
When a co-Kahler manifold is obtained by a mapping torus of an hyperkéhler manifold
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(M, 1,J,K,g) via an hyperkahler isometry, then it is said a co-hyperkéhler manifold.

It is well known that when the hyperkahler manifold is a K3 surface, the hyperkédhler metric
is in general not explicit. Henceforth, determining an explicit non-trivial hyperkéhler isom-
etry is challenging. Here we exhibit an explicit example.

Example 4.3. The Fermat quartic is the complex surface in CP? defined by the equation
F={z+z+2+4=0}

where 2, 21, 22, 23 are the standard homogeneous coordinates on CP3. It is well known, that
it is a K3 surface. We will always assume that F is endowed with the standard complex
structure I, i.e., I is such that ¢ : F — CP? is holomorphic, where ¢ is the natural embed-
ding. Let t*wpg be the Kéhler metric on F induced by the Fubini-Study metric on CP? and
define g to be the unique Kéhler Ricci flat metric on F whose Kéahler form in cohomologous
to t*wps, which is hyperkédhler. We will denote by (I, J, K, g) the hyperkéhler structure.
The explicit form of ¢ is not known, nevertheless, in [I] the group of (not necessarily holo-
morphic) isometries of ¢ is characterized. In particular, Isom(g) is identified with the group
of all holomorphic and antiholomoprhic isometries of CP? which preserve F.

Let o : CP? — CP? be defined by |29, 21, 22, 23] + [—20, —21, 22, 23]. By the identification
above ¢ := oz is clearly an isometry of (F,g), and it is straightforward to prove that 1
is homolorphic with respect to I. Hence, ¢ € Isomyy(g). It remains to prove that ¢ is an
hyperkéhler isometry, i.e., that 1 preserves the fundamental forms w; = gJ and wx = gK.
Since F is a K3 surface, up to complex scalar multiples, there exists a unique (2, 0) holomor-
phic form © on F. The fixed points of o in CP? are the lines zp = z; = 0 and 2, = 23 = 0,
and any of them intersects the Fermat quartic in four isolated fixed points. Since the fixed
loci of ¢ is given by eight isolated and distinct points, ¢ is symplectic by [41]. In fact, since
1 is a holomorphic involution of F then either it preserves 2 or takes €2 in —€2. So, it suffices
to observe that the second case leads to a contradiction.

Let p be any of the eight fixed points of ¢). Then the eigenvalues of dy> at T, F are %1, since
it is a involution. However, if there is an eigenspace with eigenvalue 1, then the geodesics
tangent to this eigenspace would be also fixed by v, since it is an isometry. But this contra-
dicts the fact that the fixed points are isolated. Therefore, dip = —Id on T}, and *(2 = Q.
Let k € C* be such that |k|°Q A Q = 2w?. Then, w; = Re(kQ) and wx = Im(kQ). Since
Q= Q, P (kQ) = Q.

To conclude the proof, we observe that since v is holomorphic

Re(kQ) + i Im(kQ) = kQ = ¢*(kQ) = " (Re(kQ) + ¢ Im(kQ)) = ¥* Re(kQ) + ™ Im(kQ),
from which follows that ¥*w; = w; and YV *wx = wg.

The mapping torus construction turns out to be particularly adaptable to provide examples
of complex manifolds endowed with special Hermitian metrics ([14, 15, 22]). In the next
Theorem we show that the product of a co-hyperkihler manifold with the 3-sphere S? admits
a strong HK'T metric.

Theorem 4.4. Let (N,I,J, K, g) be a compact hyperkihler manifold let ¢ be a hyperkihler
isometry. Then, the product N, x S* admits a strong HKT structure.

Proof. We first observe that M, x S® is diffeomorphic to the mapping torus M; = (N x
S%)p,10)- On the other hand, My = N x C*\ {(0,0)} /7,, where the action of Z on N x C?\
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{(0,0)} is given by

(2) n-(p,z)— (" (p),2"z).
The identification above is provided by the map

a: NxSxR—NxC*\{(0,0}, (p.¢gt)— (p.2"q)

with inverse

o N xC2\{(0,0)} » N xS* xR, (p,z) (p, ﬁ,logz lz[])

induced on the quotients.

Hence, it suffices to prove that IV X C*\{(0,0)} /7, admits a strong HKT structure. Let
us fix on N x C?\ {(0,0)} the product hypercomplex structure (I x I_,J x J_, K x K_),
where I_ is the standard complex structure on C*\ {(0,0)} with associated holomorphic
coordinates (2!, 2?), J_ is defined by J_(dz') = —dz*> and K_ =1_J_.

We consider the product metric g+ b, where b := ‘—i‘(dzldil + dzadZs). 1t is well known that
(I_,J_,K_,b)is astrong HKT structure on C?\ {(0,0)}, and therefore, (I x I, Jx J_, K x
K_,g+b) is a strong HKT structure on N x C?\ {(0,0)}.

Finally, since the automorphisms ¢,, associated to the action (2)) are manifestly holomorphic
with respect to each complex structure and they preserve the product metric g + g_, the
strong HK'T structure descend to the quotient, concluding the proof of the Theorem. O

We recall the following definition

Definition 4.5. Let M be a 4n-dimensional manifold endowed with a pair of HKT structures
(I,J,K,g) and (I',J',K',g). The structure (I,J, K,I' J', K’ g) is said to be generalized
hyperkahler if the Bismut torsions H and H' of (I, J, K, g) and (I, J', K', g) satisty H = —H'
and dH = dH' = 0.

Proposition 4.6. The manifold N, x S* admits a generalized Hyperkdihler structure.

Proof. The proof proceeds as the one of Theorem (4.4l In fact, we observe that the hyper-
complex structure (I_,J_,K_) on C?\ {(0,0)} is precisely the left multiplication by 1, 7,
and k£ on H \ {0}. If we consider the other hypercomplex structure (I, J,, K) on H\ {0}
corresponding to the right multiplication by 4, j, and k, then (I_,J_ K _ I, J,, K, b)is a
generalized hyperkéhler structure on C?\ {(0,0)} = H\ {0} (see [40] for the details). There-
fore the structure (I x I_,J x J_, K x K_ I x I, Jx Jy, K x K., g+ b) is a generalized
hyperkéhler on K x C?\ {(0,0)}, which descends to the quotient N, x S? by the definition of
the action (). In fact, on the hyperKéahler factor, Z acts by hyper-holomorphic isometries,
and on C?\ {(0,0)} = H \ {0} it acts by multiplication by 2, which clearly commute with
the action of right multiplication by 4, 7, and k, concluding the proof. O

In the next Proposition we give some topological properties of Ny x 5.
Proposition 4.7. Let Ny x S* be a manifold constructed as in Theorem[{.4. Then
(1) Ny x S? is formal;
(2) Ny x S? is non-Kdihler.

Proof. As Ny is a co-Kéhler manifold, it is formal. The results follows by the fact that the
formality is preserved under the cartesian product.
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The second statement is a consequence of the Kiinneth formula. Indeed, by the Kiinneth
formula, by (Ny x S?) = b1 (Ny). Since the first Betti number of a co-Kéahler manifold is odd
[17], the result easily follows. O

Example 4.8. Let N = F be the Fermat quartic, and let ¢ be the hyperkédhler isometry
constructed in the Example 3l By Theorem 4], the manifold Ny x S?® admits a strong
HKT structure. We show that the Example is not trivial, i.e., it does not split as a product
of N x % x S'. Since ¢ # Id, the result follows by [I5]. We also observe that it is a
non-trivial example of a non-Kéhler Bismut Hermitian Einstein manifold.

Remark 4.1. We note the difference of the geometry induced on a mapping tori in the case
when 1) is a holomorphic symplectic automorphism of infinite order. According to [22], the
space Ny x S' admits a balanced metric and no SKT metric. We point out that the example
constructed in Example B8 admits a finite cover isomorphic to F x 83 x S, according to
[8]. In fact, since any hyperKéhler isometry is of finite order, there must exists a k € Z such
that ¢* = Id, then X = F x S® x R/kZ where kZ C Z acts by kn-(q,p,t) = ('*"q,p, t +kn)
is a finite cover of Ny x S? and it is isomorphic to F x S% x S™.

In particular, our example N, x S? is a local product of two strong HKT manifolds. Indeed,
it admits a Zy quotient which is a product of a Hopf surface and a K3 orbifold N/(v).
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