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Abstract

The generalized conseption of self-dual and anti-self dual forms and
manifolds is built. The complete classification of important classes of
self-dual and anti-self-dual generalized Kaehler manifolds is obtained.
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The present paper is the immediate continuation of Part 1 (see page 00-00).
Herein we shall refer to the results of Paper 1. The main purpose of the present
paper is studying geometry originality of 4-dimensional (pseudo-) Riemannian
manifolds. This originality is contained in the existence of a self-dual structure
on such manifolds. Then we investigate generalization possibilities of the struc-
ture on the manifolds of greater dimensions. Such investigation is created on
the base of the concept of generalized almost quaternionic structures which was
developed in the previous paper.

Section 4 introduces and investigates the class of vertical type AQ,-struc-
tures generalizing the class of quaternionic-Kaehler structures, and finds the
criterion of the structural bundle of the structure being Einsteinian that gener-
alized the well-known Atiyah-Hitchin-Singer criterion of 4-dimensional oriented
Riemannian manifolds being Einsteinian in terms of self-dual forms on the man-
ifolds. We also prove the theorem of generalized quaternionic-Kaehler manifolds
of dimension greater than 4 being Einsteinian that generalizes the well-known
result of M.Berger.

Section 5 introduces and investigates the notion of t-conformal-semiflat AQ -
manifold generalizing the classical notion of self-dual and anti-self-dual 4-dimen-
sional Riemannian manifolds in the case AQ,-manifolds ofarbitrary dimension.
We introduce the notion of twistor curvature tensor of a vertical type AQq-
manifold and prove that the twistor curvature tensor of t-conformal-semiflat
AQ,-manifold is an algebraic curvature tensor. We also prove that anti-self-dual
AQ,-manifolds as well as generalized quaternionic-Kaehler manifolds are the
manifolds of pointwise constant twistor curvature. It is proved that generalized
hyper-Kaehler manifolds are zero twistor curvature manifolds, and they also are
zero Ricci curvature manifolds. The result generalizes the well-known result of
M.Berger.

In Section 6 we prove that a 4-dimensional generalized Kaehler manifold is
self-dual iff its (generalized) Bochner curvature tensor is equal to zero. More-
over, we get a complete classification of 4-dimensional self-dual non-exceptional
manifolds of constant scalar curvature. It is proved that a 4-dimensional gen-
eralized Kaehler manifold is anti-self-dual if and only if its scalar curvature is
equal to zero. It is also proved that a 4-dimensional compact regular spinor
manifold carrying a classical type Kaehler structure is anti-self-dual if and only
if it is Ricci-flat. The above results essentially generalize the well-known results
of N. Hitchin, J.-P. Bourguignon, A. Derdzinski, B.-Y. Chen and M. Itoh.

4 Generalized Almost Quaternionic Manifolds
of Vertical Type

The study of geometry of 4-dimensional (pseudo-) Riemannian manifolds is of
great importance in the modern geometric investigations since such manifolds



are significant in mathematical physics. It was the features of the geometry
that gave rise to the wide use of the well-known Penrose Twistor Programme in
modern investigations in the theory of gravitation and Yang-Mills fields. These
features are determined to a great extent by the existence of a natural almost
quaternionic structure on 4-dimensional (pseudo-) Riemannian manifolds. Na-
turally the question arises: what geometrical features of 4-dimensional manifolds
admit generalization onto almost quaternionic manifolds of arbitrary dimension
? For example, it is known that with every almost quaternionic manifold there
is naturally associated a twistor bundle, and a number of important results
of Penrose twistor geometry are naturally, though non-trivially, generalized on
other types of almost quaternionic manifolds, for example, on quaternionic-
Kaehler ones [1],[2].

The present chapter distinguishes the class of generalized almost quater-
nionic structures for which similar extrapolation looks most natural. They are
the so-called generalizeg almost quaternionic structures of vertical type that, as
we shall see below, generalize quaternionic-Kaehler structures. The main re-
sult of the chapter shows that structural bundle of the manifold carrying the
AQ,-structure of vertical type is Einsteinian if and only if its Kaehler module
is invariant with respect to Riemann-Christoffel endomorphism. This widely
generalizes the classical Atiyah-Hitchin-Singer result giving a criterion of 4-
dimensional Riemannian manifolds being Einsteinian in terms of self-dual forms
[3]. It is also proved that generalized quaternionic-Kaehler manifold of dimen-
sion greater than 4 is an Einsteinian manifold, that generalizes the well-known
Berger theorem of quaternionic-Kaehler manifolds being Einsteinian [1].

4.1 Self-dual and anti-self-dual forms on AQ),-manifolds

Let M be an AQ,-manifold, Q be its structural bundle. Note that algebra H,,
of generalized quaternions admits a canonical representation (of the first kind)
A:H, — EndH,, A¢)(X) =¢X; X € H,. Indeed, A(¢1 ¢2)(X) = (1 ¢2)X =
q1(g2 X) = Maq1) o Mg2)(X), ie. AMaq1g2) = Maq1) o M@2);  ¢1,92 € Hq. Let
{1, 71, J2,j3 } be orthonormalized basis of the space H,, j3 = j1j2,¢ = a+bj1 +
cjo + djs € Hy. Then in the basis

a ab ac —d
i b a ad —ac
(Aa)'y) = c —ad a ab

d —c b a

Thus, any a-quaternion admits identification with endomorphism of 4-dimen-Jij
sional real space H,. Lowering index of the endomorphism we get a tensor of
the type (2,0) on this linear space that will be skew-symmetric iff a = 0, i.e.
a-quaternion ¢ is purely imaginary. In its turn, fibre bundle Q has a natural
metric g = (-, -) generated by the metric of algebra H,,. Using it we lower index
of the purely imaginary a-quaternion regarded in it canonical representation



and get a 2-form w on the space of fibre bundle Q, that we call a fundamental
form of the a-quaternion.

Similarly, we can consider canonical representation of the second kind p :
H, — EndH,; u(¢)(X) = X¢; X € H,. In this case u(q1 ¢2) = p(ge) o
w(q1); q1,92 € Hy,. Here the mentioned a-quaternion ¢ in orthonormalized
basis {1, j1,j2,73 }, 43 = J1j2, will be represented by the matrix

a ab ac  —d

iy b a —ad ac
(/L(Q) j) - c ad a —ab
d c —b a

Lowering index of endomorphism u(q) we get the tensor of the type (2,0) on the
real space H,, that will be skew-symmetric iff @ = 0. Thus, lowering index of the
purely imaginary a-quaternion g € {Q} regarded in canonical representation of
the second kind and using the fibre metric we get 2-form on the space of fibre
bundle Q that we call a pseudo-fundamental form of the a-quaternion.
Similarly to the above, an AQ,-manifold M is assumed calibrated and thus,
X(Q) =V @ H, where V and H are, respectively, vertical and horisontal distri-
butions of metric connection in fibre bundle Q induced by calibration. Recall
that tensor ¢ € 7,°(Q) is called vertical if it vanishes if at least one of the ar-
guments of the tensor regarded as a polylinear function is horisontal. In other
word, a tensor t is vertical if VX1,..., X, € X(Q), Vw!,...,w* € X*(Q) =
HXqy e, Xpywh oo w®) = (XY, XY wl L wi), where XV wy are ver-
tical constituents of vector X and covector w, respectively. Vertical tensors
define a subalgebra of tensor algebra T(Q) that we call vertical tensor alge-
bra and denote it by 7y (Q). Similar remarks refer to Grassnanian algebra
AQ) D Av(Q). In particular, pointwise localization of module (A")y(Q) has
dimension C} = ﬁir)!; 0 < r <4, and zero dimension, when r > 4. Thus,
we have naturally defined the Grassmanian algebra Ay (Q) = @2_,(A")y(Q)
that we call a vertical Grassmanian algebra. Note that module (A%)y is one-
dimensional; as its basis we naturally take the form 7 defined by the equality

np = V/det(g) w® Aw' Aw? Aw?,

where (g) is Gramme matrix of metric g,, {p,w’, w!,w? w3} is a coframe dual

to frame { p, eg, €1, €2,e3} € BQ of the space V, = Qp; p € Q. We check the
independence of 7, on the choice of basis in a standard way. We call the form
1 a vertical volume form. Evidently, it generates the orientation of the bundle

Vv ={Q}.

Definition 18. We call (vertical) Hodge operator the endomorphism x* :
Av(Q) = Ay (Q) being defined by the equality

WA (x0) = (w,9)n; w, e (A)v(Q), r=0,1,2,3,4



where (-, ) is scalar product in Ay (Q) induced by metric in Q.
In particular, * : (A%)y(Q) — (A?)y(Q), and (w,¥) = 2wg, 9?7, then
01 2 3

B vy 6
on (A?)y(Q) and then, *|(z2), (q) has eigenvalues +1.

(*w)gy = wse, where is even permutation. Hence, (x)? = id

Definition 19. A vertical 2-form on Q is called self-dual (resp., anti-self-
dual) if it is an eigenvector of Hodge operator with eigenvalue 1 (resp., -1). If it
is also parallel along the fibres of structural bundle (i.e. projectable) it is called
a form on M. The module of self-dual (resp., anti-self-dual) forms on M will be
denote by AT (M) (resp., A~ (M)).

Theorem 23. A projectable vertical 2-form is self-dual on an AQ,-manifold
M iff it is a fundamental form of a purely imaginary a-quaternion. Here, the
orientation of fibre bundle Q generated by exterior square of the form corresponds
to the canonical orientation of the bundle iff the a-quaternion has a real norm.

Proof. Let w be a projectable vertical 2-form. By definition, w € AT(M)
<= #*w = w. Denote by { ng+sc } components of tensor 1 in a positively oriented
frame. Then, if {wg, } are components of the 2-form w, then the condition of
its self-duality (see (7)) can be written in the form

1
Wpy = 577%65 96< 9819 we-

On the space of bundle BQ, where (ggy) = diag(1l, —a, —c, 1) these correla-
tions will assume the form Was = e(B,7v) way, where €(8,7) = gsg gvy; B,7 =

0,1,2,3; (BA,'}) is a complementing the pair (5,7) up to the even permutation
of indices (0,1,2,3). It means that

0 ar ay -z
—ax 0 —=z Y
—ay z 0 —=z

z -y x 0

we AT (M) < (wp,) = (38)

Raising the index of the form we get the endomorphism of the fibre bundle Q
that, by the above, can be identified with the purely imaginary a-quaternion
q = xvJ1+yJo+2J3. Evidently, the inverse is also true: by (38) the fundamental
form of purely imaginary a-quaternion is self-dual. Note that, by definition of
self-dual form, w A w = w A (*w) = (w,w)n, and hence, orientation of the fibre
bundle Q generated by the form w A w coincides with the canonical orientation
of this fibre bundle iff ||w||? > 0, i.e. [¢g[* > 0. O

Similarly, we prove



Theorem 24. A projectable vertical 2-form is anti-self-dual on a AQ.-
manifold iff it is a pseudofundamental form of a purely imaginary a-quaternion.
Here, orientation of the fibre bundle generated by exterior square of the form is
inverse to the natural orientation of the fibre bundle iff the a-quaternion has a
real norm. O

4.2 Vertical tensors on A(Q,-manifold

Let M be an 4n-dimensional almost a-quaternionic manifold, Q be its structural
bundle. In a standard way [4] it is proved that giving of an AQ,-structure
on M is equivalent to giving of G-structure on the manifold with structural
group G = GL(n,H,) - Spa(1), where Sp,(m) is a symplectic group of order m
over the ring H,. The elements of the space of this G-structure called adapted
frames, or A-frames, are constructing in the following way. Let p € M, r =
(Jo = id, J1, J2,J3) € BQ be a positively oriented orthonormalized basis of
fibre Q,, (e1, ..., ey) be the basis of the space T),(M) regarded as H,-module: if
q = a+bji+cjot+djs € Hy, X € Tp(M), then ¢X = aX+bJ1 X+cJo X +dJsX.
Assume the greek indices to be in range from 0 to 3, the latin ones - in range
from 1 to n. Denote eg, = Jg(eq). Then (p,egs; B=0,...,3; a=1,...,n)
is a frame of the space T,,(M) called adapted. Evidently, in this frame

0 af 0 0 0 0 of 0
I 00 0 0 0 0 —al
()1) = 0 0 0 of |’ (J2) = I 0 0 0|’
0 0 I 0 0 —I 0 0
0 0 0 —JI
0 0 al 0
I 0 0 0

and then (J;) = (jr)®I; k=1,2,3; [ isaunit matrix of order n. Evidently,
giving tensor ¢ of the type (1,1) on M is defined by giving of a function set

{tfj;} on the space of G-structure that are components of the tensor in the
corresponding A-frame. It follow from (39) that such tensor is an a-quaternion

q=aid+ bJy + cJo + dJs iff tg; = ¢% 6%, where

v 950
a ab ac —d
b a oad —ac
By
(QV)_ c —oad a ab
d —c b a

is the matrix of a-quaternion ¢ in basis {id, Ji, Jo, J3 } regarded as endomor-
phism of the structural bundle.



Consider the natural representation of endomorphisms algebra of module
X(M) of AQ,-manifold M into endomorphisms algebra of module 7;!(M), the
representation being generated by the left shifts. Namely, if f € TH(M) we
juxtapose it to endomorphism f acting by formula f(g) = fog; g€ TH(M).
Evidently, the mapping f — f is representation in view of endomorphisms
algebra being associative. The question naturally arises: when does element
f € TH(M) in this representation preserves the structural bundle and, thus,
induces the structural bundle endomorphism ? The question is answered by

Theorem 25. Let M be an AQ,-manifold. Endomorphism t € T (M)
induces structural bundle endomorphism iff its components on the space of G-
structure have the form

thy = th O (40)

Proof. Let equalities (40) hold and let ¢ € { Q}. Assume #(¢q) =t oq. Fix
frame (p, Jg; £ =0,...,3) in Q, and its corresponding A-frame (p, egp) € G.
We have t(Jg)(ep) = t o Jg(ep) = t(Jg(eb)A) = tlegp) = gy eye = th0feqe =
é’é exy = tyJy(ep); b = 1,...,n, hence t(Jg) = t}J,, i.e. endomorphism
t: f — tof of module T;}(M) preserves the structural bundle, and thus,
induces its endomorphism. Inversely, let ¢ : f — t o f preserves the structural
bundle. Then #(Js) = ty Jy and t(egy) = t(Jg(ep)) = to Jg(ep) = t(Jg)(ep) =
ty Jy(ev) = 505 Jy(ec) =t} 0f eye. Thus, t)y =135, O

Evidently, giving structural bundle endomorphism is equivalent to giving
vertical tensor ty € (77!)y(Q) and, thus, Theorem 25 can be formulated as
follow:

Theorem 26. Let M be an AQ,-manifold. Endomorphism t € T,H(M) in
natural representation generates vertical tensor ty € (T;)v(Q) iff its compo-
nents on the space of G-structure have the form tgg = tg d. O

Definition 20. Endomorphism ¢ of the module X(M) of a AQ,-manifold
M preserving the structural bundle in the natural representation and, thus,
generating vertical tensor on Q is called vertical endomorphism.

Example. As we have seen, any a-quaternion ¢ € {Q } satisfies the con-
dition of Theorem 26 and, thus, it is a vertical endomorphism. The validity of
(40) in this case can also be shown in another way. Let ¢ € Q. Then g(egy) =
q(Ja(ep)) = q7 Jy(Jg(en)) = q7(Jy 0 Jg)ey, = q7 C55 Je(en) = q7 C55 85 Je(ec) =
q5 0y e<c 1.e. g3 = q5 0y, where g3 = Cosq, { Ciﬂ} are structural tensor com-
ponents of a-quaternion algebra.

Similar terminology will be preserved for other tensor types on M, received
from vertical endomorphisms by means of classical operations of tensor algebra.



In particular, if M is a pseudo-Riemannian manifold, a 2-form on M is called
vertical if it is corresponds to a vertical endomorphism in raising the index.
Evidently, the set of all vertical 2-forms on M forms a submodule (A?)y (M) C
A%(M) that we call a module of vertical 2-forms on M.

Definition 21. An AQ,-structure on a pseudo-Riemannian manifold (M, G =}
(-,+)) is called generalized quaternionic-Hermitian, or HAQ-structure if

VJe{T} = (JX,Y)+(X,JY) =0; X, Y € X(M).

In this case for any purely imaginary a-quaternion g on M tensor Q(X,Y) =
(X, qY) is a vertical form on M called Kaehler form of a-quaternion ¢q. Kaehler
2-forms on M form a submodule K(M) C (A?)y (M) that we call Kaehler module
of HAQ,-structure. By Theorem 23, the image of Kaehler module in natural
representation (in combination with lowering the index by means of fibre metric)
is a module of self-dual forms on M.

Giving an HAQ,-structure on manifold M4" is equivalent to giving G-
structure on M with structural group G = Spq(n) - Spa(1) whose total space
elements are A-frames, and their vectors {ej,...,e, } form an orthonormal-
ized system in quaternionic-Hermitian metric ((X,Y)) = (X,Y) + (X, I?Y) +
J(X, YY) + k(X,K?Y), where {id,I,J, K} is positively oriented orthonor-
malized basis of fibre Q, an arbitrary point p € M.

Lemma 3. On the space of G-structure components of metric tensor of an
HAQq-manifold have the form: Ggyye = gy Gie, where { gg } are components
of fibre metric of the structural bundle, Gy. = (ep, ec).

Proof. We have:

Gpbye = (Jp(en), Jy(ec)) = —(Jy 0 Ja(ep), ec) =
—Cp(Js(en), ec) = —Chaes, ec),

where {C’%} are structural constants of a-quaternion algebra. Note that
since for any pair {qi,q2 } of purely imaginary a-quaternions ¢1¢2 + g2 1 =
—2(q1,42), @142 — 2q1 = [q1,q2], then q1g2 = —(q1,q2) + 3[q1,q2]. Thus,
Re(q1q2) = —{q1,42), Im (q1¢2) = %[ql,qg], where Req and Imgq are real and
purely imaginary parts of a-quaternion g, respectively. Hence, CY); = Re (J,J5) =|}
—(Jy, Jp) = —gyp = =98y Thus, Gavye = gpy(en; €c) = ggy Gre. O

Let €2 be a vertical 2-form on an HAQ,-manifold M, { Qgpyc } be its com-
ponents on the space of G-structure. By Theorem 26, G5 Qehye = tg 6,
and thus, Gﬁbgd Gehsb QE}WC = tg Gﬁcgd. But Gﬁbgd GehBb — 5§ 53, hence,
ledVC = G(;d,gc 5€ But by Lemma 3,

Qsdvye = wsy Gdc, (41)



where wsy = gs8 tg are components of tensor w on Q, being the image of form
Q in natural representation. From (41) it follows that ws, = %Gdc Qsdrye, in
particular, w is skew-symmetric tensor being, evidently, a projectable vertical
2-form on the space Q. Evidently, the inverse is also true: let w be projectable
vertical 2-form on Q, then 2-form © on M defined by (41) is a vertical 2-form
on M. Thus, we have proved

Theorem 27. The module of vertical 2-forms on an HAQ.-manifold M in
natural representation coincides with module (Azv)?(Q) of projectable vertical
2-forms on the space Q. O

Now we shall identify the moduls sometime.
As a corollary we get the following result:

Theorem 28. The module of vertical 2-forms on an HAQ.-manifold M
is decomposed into orthogonal direct sum of Kaehler module and the submodule
coinciding in natural representation with the submodule of anti-self-dual forms
on M and serving as a Kaehler module of a uniquely defined HAQ,-structure
on M.

Proof. Note that module (A;v)%(Q) of projectable vertical 2-forms on Q
is decomposed into orthogonal direct sum of submodules of self-dual and anti-
self-dual forms on M. Indeed, by definition, (A;1)?(Q) = AT (M) @ A~ (M).If
w € AT(M),9 € A=(M), then (w,9n = w A (x9) = WAV = - Aw =
I A (x)w) = =W, w)n = —(w,?)n, hence, (w,¥) = 0, and thus, AT (M) L
A= (M). Now let 2,0 € Ay (M), w,? are their images in natural representation.
From (41) it follows that the forms € and © are orthogonal in metric G iff the
forms w and ¥ are orthogonal in fibre metric. In particular, submodule (M )+
in natural representation coincides with submodule of anti-self-dual forms on
M. Further, as in proof of Theorem 4, we see that in natural identification of
elements of module K (M)~+ with endomorphisms of module X(M) fibre bundle
Sc(M) @ K(M)* defines an HAQ,-structure on M. O

Definition 22. HAQ,-structures Q = Sc(M) ® K(M) and Q* = Sc(M) &
K(M)* on manifold M will be called conjugate.

4.3 Generalized quaternionic-Kaehler structures

Definition 23. An HAQ ,-structure is called a generalized quaternionic-Kaehler|}
or KLAQ-structure if its structural bundle is invariant with respect to parallel
translations in Riemannian connection.

It means that Riemannian connection V is an AQ,-connection, and we fix
it as calibration.

Evidently, any quaternionic-Kaehler structure (see example 3 in section 2.2)
is a KAQ-structure.



Theorem 29. A kg-manifold M of dimension 4n > 4 is an FEinsteinian
manifold.

Proof. Let U = {U, }aca be the local triviality covering of G-structure for
manifold M, U € U. Then narrowing Q on U is a mAQ,-structure, and thus,
there is a pair twistors { I, J} on U, such that {Q|U } is generated by their
algebraic shell, i.e. {Q|U} = L(id, J1,J2,J3), where J; = I,Jo = J, J3 =
K =TI o J. Besides, there exists the system {ej,...,e, } of vector fields on U
such that the system {egp}, £=0,...,3; b=1,...,n, where eg, = Jg(ep),
defines the space section of G-structure over U. In this case if X,Y € X(U) then
Vy (Jp) = w(Y)} Jy, where w = {w) } is a form on U with values in Lie algebra
so(2 — a, 1 + a; R) of the structural group of bundle BQ, at every point of U.
Further, let R(X,Y) = Vx Vy — Vy Vx — Vixy] is a Riemann-Christoffel
tensor. Then

R(X,Y)(Jg) = Vx Vy (Jg) = Vy Vx (J3) = Vx,v](Jp)
— Vx (@(Y)] ) = Vy (X)) —w(X, Y]],
= Xw(Y)} Iy +w(Y)} Vi Jy = Yw(X)} T, —
~w(X)} Vy Iy = w((X, YD)},
= (Xw(Y) = Yw(X)j —w(X,Y])5)Jy +
(V)X s — w(X)w(Y)]

= 2dw(X,Y)} Jy + (w(X)] w(Y)} — w(Y)w(X)}) s

1
= 2(dw(X, Y)g + g[w,w](X, Y)3) s
Thus,
R(X,Y)Js = 2Dw(X,Y)} Jy; B,v=1,2,3, (42)

where Dw = dw + 3[w,w] is a 2-form on U with values in Lie algebra so(2 — a,
1+ «;R). Here R(X,Y) is regarded as differentiation of tensor algebra on
manifold M generated by endomorphism R(X,Y’) of module X(M), and thus,

R(X,Y)Js = [R(X.Y), Jg). (43)
Let the form Dw be given by the function matrix

0 —c b
(Dwj) = 0 —a

ab —aa 0
Then by (43) identities (42) can be written in the form

1) [R(X,Y),I] = o(X,Y)J + ab(X,Y)K;
2) [R(X,Y),J] = —c(X, V)] — aa(X,Y)K; (44)
3) [R(X,Y),K] = b(X,Y)I — a(X,Y)J.
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Apply (443) to vector Z € X(U) and find scalar product of the result and vector
JZ:
(R(X,Y)KZ,JZ) — (K o R(X,Y)Z,JZ) =
=X, Y)IZ,JZ)—a(X,Y)JZ,JZ). (45)
Since (IZ,JZ) = —(Z,KZ) =0, (JZ,JZ) = —a(Z,Z); (R(X,Y)KZ,JZ) =
—(R(X,Y)JZ,KZ); (Ko R(X,Y)Z,JZ)=(JoloR(X,Y)Z,JZ) = —a(l o
R(X,Y)Z,Z) = o(R(X,Y)Z,1Z), equality (45) can be rewritten in the form
a( X,V Z|* =(R(X,Y)Z,1Z) — a(R(X,Y)JZ,KZ). (46)

Numerate elements { egp, } of the local section of G-structure space by one index
{e;}, i=1,...,4n. Assume Z = ||e;||e; in (33) and summarize by i from 1
to 4n. Remark that —az HUR(X,Y)Je;, Keg)e||* = Z H{R(X,Y)Je;, I o
Jei)||Jeil|? = Z HR(X, Y)el,lez>||ez||2 and ||e;|* = 1. Then we get:
4an
na(X,Y) =2 (R(X,Y)e;, Te;)eil*. (47)
i=1

Apply Ricci identity to the right part of the equality:

2na(X,Y) Z{ (X,e)e;,Y) + (R(X, Ie;)Y, ei) e,

or
2na(X,Y) Z{ R(X,e))Y, Ie;) — (R(X, Ie;)Y, ei) Y eil|>.
Note that
4n 4n
D (R(X, Te)Y,e)lles])* = Y (R(X, IPe,)Y, Iey)||Te; >
=1 =1
= _Z R(X,e)Y, Ie)) el
and then,
an an
na(X,Y) =Y (R(X, )Y Tes)|les]|* = = > (T o R(X, &)Y, e5)es|*.
=1 1=1

But in view of (44;),

—Z (X, e))Y,e)|eil]* = Z{ (X,e)IY,e;) —e(X,e){JY, e;) —

—ab(X, e)(KY, e;) Heill* = —RZC(X, IY) 4+ ¢(X,JY) + ab(X,KY),

11



hence,
na(X,Y)=—-Ric(X, 1Y)+ ¢(X,JY) + ab(X, KY). (48)

Where Ric is Ricci tensor. Similarly,

nb(X,Y) = —Rie(X,JY) — aa(X, KY) — ¢(X, IY), (49)
ne(X,Y) = aRic(X,KY) —ab(X,IY) + aa(X, JY). (50)

Substituting IY, JY and KY for YV in (48),(49) and (50), respectively, and in
view of I? = J? = aid, K? = —1id, we get:

na(X,JY)+b(X,JY) 4+ ¢(X,KY) = —a Ric(X,Y);
a(X,IY) + nb(X, JY) + ¢(X, KY) = —a Ric(X,Y); (51)
a(X, 1Y)+ b(X,JY) + ne(X,KY) = —a Ric(X,Y).

Substracting elementwise equations of the system, we get:
a(X,IY) =b(X,JY) = ¢(X,KY),
and in view of (51),
a(X,IY)zb(X,JY)zc(X,KY)z—nLHRic(X,Y). (52)
Now we can rewrite (46) in the form
(R(X,IV)Z,1Z) — o(R(X,IY)JZ,KZ) = _ni—l-2 Ric(X,Y)||Z|*
In particular, if X =Y, the equality has the form
(R(X,IX)Z,1Z) — o{R(X,IX)JZ,KZ) = _ni—|—2 Ric(X, X)|Z||*>.  (53)
Substitute JX for X in (53):
(R(JX,KX)Z,IZ)—o(R(JX,KX)JZ,KZ) = nLHRiC(JX’ JX)||Z%. (54)
Note that
Ric(JX,JX) = —a(n +2)b(JX,J?*X) = —(n +2)b(JX, X) = —a Ric(X, X).

In view of above multiply both parts of (54) by (—a) and add elementwise to
(53):

(R(X,IX)Z,1Z) — a{R(X,IX)JZ,KZ) — a(R(JX,KX)Z,1Z) +
HRJX,KX)JZ,KZ) = —% Rie(X, X)) Z|)%
n

12



Note that the left part of the equality is symmetric with respect to X and Z.
Thus, Ric(X, X)||Z||> = Ric(Z, Z)|| X ||?. Polarize this equality by argument X,
we get: Ric(X,Y)||Z||? = Ric(Z,Z)(X,Y). Assume here Z = ||e;||e; and sum-
marize by ¢ from 1 to 4n: 4n Ric(X,Y) = s(X,Y), where s is scalar curvature
of the manifold. Thus,

s
Ric(X,)Y)= —(X,Y
ie(X,Y) = = (X,Y),

i.e. M is Einsteinian manifold. O

The above result generalizes the well-known Berger theorem of quaternionic-
Kaehler manifolds of dimension greater than 4 being Einsteinian [1].

4.4 HAQ.-structures of vertical type

Let M be an HAQ,-manifold, R be a Riemann-Christoffel tensor of metric G.
The classical features of symmetry of this tensor mean that it can be regarded
as self-conjugate endomorphism of a 2-form module on M. It will be called a
Riemann-Cristoffel endomorphism.

Definition 24. An HAQ,-structure on manifold M is called the structure of
vertical type if a Riemann-Christoffel endomorphism generated by the manifold
metric preserves the module of vertical 2-forms on M.

For example, by Theorem 26 a canonical HAQ,-structure of a 4-dimensional
oriented pseudo-Riemannian manifold has a vertical type. Moreover, there holds
the following

Theorem 30. Any KAQ.,-manifold is a HAQ-manifold of vertical type.

Proof. By definition, the structural bundle of AQ,-manifold M, dim M =
4n, is invariant with respect to parallel translations in Riemannian connection V
of manifold. The module of vertical endomorphisms as well as the one of vertical
2-forms on M have, naturally, the same property. (Indeed, if t € T1(M) is a
vertical endomorphism, X € X(M), then (Vxt)g = Vx (toq) —toVx(q) €
{Q}; ¢€{Q}). Moreover, in view of the parallelity of the metric tensor in
Riemannian connection the HAQy-structure conjugate to a KAQ,-structure is
a ICAQ,-structure itself. Now let n > 1, I be a twistor at an arbitrary point
p € M, Q be its Kaehler form. Then in view of (47) and (52) we have

R(Q(X,Y) = 1R(X, Y);; QY

an
1
== Z R(X,Y)e;, eyQei, e5) = 5 Z (R(X,Y)ei, ej)(ei, Iej)
1] 1 i,j=1
a 4n
=3 (X,Y)e;, Iej) (e, IPe;) = — R(X,Y)e;i, Ie;)|es])?
Z i)en Iej) =5 §< (X, Y)er, Te) e
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= ana(X,Y) = na(X, I*Y) = — CT2
n

Ric(X,IY),

where Ric is Ricci tensor of manifold M, X,Y € X(M). Here {ey,...,e4n }
is orthonormalized bazis adapted to twistor J. But by Theorem 29, a KLAQ-
manifold of dimension 4n > 4 is Einsteinian and thus,

aneg aneg

RQ)(X,Y) = = (X I¥) = — == Q(X.Y),
R(Q) =~ =0, (55)

where ¢ is Einstein constant. In particular, endomorphism R transfers the
Kaehler module of a LAQ,-structure into itself. But in view of the same con-
siderations this endomorphism transfers into itself the Kaehler module of the
conjugate structure, too. And by Theoreme 28 the endomorphism preserves the
module of vertical 2-forms on M. O

Corollary. Any quaternionic-Kaehler manifold is an HAQ.-manifold of
vertical type. O

Let M be an HAQ,-manifold of vertical type. Then the Riemannian-
Christoffel endomorphism R induces endomorphism r of module (A?)y (M) of
vertical 2-forms on M. We find the matrix of the endomorphism as the function
system {73,s- } on the space of fibre bundle BQ. Let { Rgyycsden } be compo-
nents of tensor R on the space of G-structure, (2 be a vertical 2-form on M.
Then R(Q)spye = Rppyesaen 0%, But by (41), Q%" = o G R(Q)spye =
(W) gy Goe and thus, r(w) sy Groe = Rgbyesdeh G4 e hence, r(w)gy = %Gbc Gih Rgbrycsden w‘sa.l
Thus,

1
TByse = ngc G Rgpryesden- (56)

In view of symmetry properties of tensor R and (56) we get

Proposition 15. Tensor r has the following symmetry properties:

1) 7gy6e = —Topsci  2)Tayoe = —Tgyess  3) Tayoe = Tocpy-

Proof. Taking into account equality (56), we have:
1 1
1) TB~yée = ERﬁb'ycédsh Gbc Gdh = _ER'ycBbédsh Gbc Gdh =

1
= _ER’ycﬁbédsh GCb Gdh = —T'yBée-

14



Similarly for 2). Finally,

1 1
3) TB~yoe = ﬁRﬁb'ycédsh Gbc Gdh = ERédsth’yc Gbc Gdh =

1 1
= ﬁRébscﬁd'yh Gdh Gbc = ERébscﬁd'yh Gbc Gdh = Tsepry- O

Summarizing the above we get the following result:

Theorem 31. Riemann-Christoffel endomorphism of an HAQ.-manifold
of vertical type induces a self-conjugate endomorphism of vertical 2-form module
of this manifold. O

Definition 25. Endomorphism 7 : (A?)y (M) — (A?)y (M) will be called a
twistor curvature (or t-curvature) tensor of an HAQ,-manifold M.

The sense of the definition will be made clear in the following chapter. Note
that in the case dim M = 4 we have r = R, in particular, tensor r components
in the frame (p, e, Ji(e), Ja(e), J3(e)); e € T,(M), le]| = 1, coincides with
tensor R components in this frame. The question naturally arises: When does
endomorphism r (in natural reprsentation) preserve the module of self-dual (and
anti-self-dual) forms of the manifold ? We know that this module in natural
representation corresponds to the Kaehler module of the manifold, and thus,
the question can be put in the following way: When does Riemann-Christoffel
endomorphism preserve the Kaehler module of an HAQ,-manifold of vertical

type ?
Definition 26. The structural bundle Q of an HAQ,-manifold M of vertical
type will be called Einsteinian if on the space of fibre bundle BQ over this

manifold
gﬂérﬁ'yéa = CG~e; ceC™ (M) (57)

It is clear that if dim M = 4, the property of the structural bundle being
Einsteinian is equivalent to manifold M being Einsteinian.

Theorem 32. Riemann-Christoffel endomorphism of an HAQ.-manifold
of vertical type preserves the Kaehler module of the manifold iff the structural
bundle of the manifold is Finsteinian.

Proof. The assertion of the theorem is, evidently, equivalent to the following:
endomorphism r preserves in natural representation module A* (M) of self-dual
forms on HAQ,-manifold M of vertical type iff on BQ identities (57) are valid.
Let w € AT (M). On the space B(Q) this 2-form is characterized by the function
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matrix
0 - -y -z

. T 0 —z —qy
@=| 7 . o e (58)
z aqy —ax 0

Thus, r(AT(M)) CAT (M) <= (Vwe AT (M) = r(w) € AT(M)), ie.

1) (aro1y + razpy )™ = 0;
2) (arozgy — r13gy )W’ = 0; (59)
3) (ro3py — 7“1267)‘*"67 =0.

Further, w?7 = g7 g7¢ wse = e(B,v)ws, and by (58),

0 ar ay -z
—ax 0 —=z Y
—ay z 0 —=z

z -y 0

(@) =

Consequently, correlations (59) have the form

1) (areio1 + r2301)ax + (argio2 + r2302) Y —
—(aro103 + r2303)2 — (aro112 + rag12) 2+
+(aro113 + 12313)y — (aro113 + 12323)7 = 0.

In view of the fact that these correlations must equivalently hold with respect
to x,y, 2, we get:

To101 — T2323 = 0;
ro102 + @raszo2 + aroi1z + resiz = 0; (60)
arp103 + 2303 + argi12 + 72312 = 0.

2) (CW”0201 - 7”1301)0496 + (CW0202 - 7”2302)043/—
—(aro203 — r1303)% — (ro212 — T1312) 2+
+(aroz13 — 11313)y — (aro223 — r1323)7 = 0;

hence
T0201 — QT'1301 — QTg223 + T1323 = 0;
T0202 — 71313 = 0; (61)
Qarp203 — T'1303 + aro212 — 71312 = 0.
3) (roso1 — r1201)ax + (ro302 — T1302) Y —
— (70303 — r1203)2 — (o312 — r1212)2+
+(7‘0313 - 7“1213)?/ - (7“0323 - 7“1223)30 =0;
hence

arg301 — Q1201 — ro323 + 1223 = 0;
o302 — 1202 + 70313 — T1213 = 05 (62)
70303 — T1212 = 0.
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Comparing (602) and (611) we get:
o102 + 71323 = 0; 72302 + To113 = 0. (63)
Similarly, comparing (603) and (621), (615) and (623), we get, respectively:

aror12 + roze3 = 0; aro103 + T1223 = 0;
arga12 — ro313 = 0; arg2o3 — 11213 = 0.

Equalities (63) and (64) can be rewritted in the form

(64)

ro102 + 73132 = 0; r1013 + 72023 = 0; —arip12 + 73032 = 0;
70103 — ar2123 = 0; —arg21 + 13031 = 0; T0203 — ari213 = 0;

or g% 1gy5: =0 (v #¢), ie. ¢ rgy5c =cgre (v # ). Tt is asserted that the
system of the rest of the equalities

r0101 = T'2323; 7T0202 = T'1313; 70303 = T'1212; (65)
is equivalent to equalities g% T8~y5~y = CGryy, 1.€.

B B85

g 6773050 = —04956 Tg161 = —QG"  TB252 = 955 3363,

ie.
—Qrip10 — Q2020 + 73030 = —QTo101 + 72121 — AT3131 (66)
= —Qrop202 + r1212 — AT3232 = 70303 — QT1313 — T2323.

Indeed, comparing the first and the forth expressions in (66), we get:

71010 + 72020 = 71313 + 7'2323.

On the other hand, comparing the second and the third expressions in (66), we
get:

71010 — 72020 = —71313 + 72323,
hence,

1010 = 72323, 72020 = 71313
In view of the above and comparing the first and the second equalities in (66)
we find that —Qro20 + 73030 = 72121 — ar2020, i.e. 3030 — T'1212- Evidently,
the inverse is also trouth. Combining these results we get that gﬂ‘;rm&- = CGre-
Inversely, from the above it follows that validity of these conditions is equivalent
to (63)-(65) that, as we have seen, are equivalent to (59) by (58), i.e. to module
AT (M) being invariant with respect to endomorphism r. O

Corollary. A J-dimensional oriented pseudo-Riemannian manifold of index
0 or 2 is Einsteinian iff its module of self-dual forms is invariant with respect
to Riemann-Chrictoffel endomorphism. O

The above Corollary shows that the proved Theorem 32 is a broad genera-
lization of the known Atiyah-Hitchin-Singer theorem giving a criterion of 4-
dimensional Riemannian manifolds being Einsteinian in terms of self-dual forms
[3] since it generalizes this theorem in case of neutral pseudo-Riemannian metric
itself.
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5 t-conformal-semiflat Manifolds

The great importance of conformal-semiflat, i.e. self-dual or anti-self-dual, man-
ifolds in geometry and theoretical physics is explained by the fact that the canon-
ical almost complex structure on their twistor spaces is integrable that allows to
have twistor interpretation of Yang-Mills fields - instantons and anti-instantons
respectively, on the manifolds generalizing the classical Ward theorem [3].

In the previous chapter we introduced the notion of twistor curvature tensor
(endomorphism) of HAQ,-manifolds of vertical type. Now consider the trace-
free part of the endomorphism that we call a Weyl endomorphism. Using it
we get a natural generalization of self-dual and anti-self-dual manifolds for the
case of HAQ,-manifolds of arbitrary dimension. We call them t-conformal-
semiflat HAQ,-manifolds and show that their twistor curvature tensor is the
algebraic curvature tensor. The notion of twistor curvature of HAQ,-manifold is
introduced and HAQ,-manifolds of constant twistor curvature are studied. It is
proved that anti-self-dual H AQ,-manifolds, as well as generalized quaternionic-
Kaehler manifolds are HAQ,-manifolds of constant twistor curvature.

5.1 Self-dual and anti-self-dual HAQ),-manifolds

Let M be an HAQ,-manifold of vertical type, Q be its structural bundle,
r: (A?)y (M) — (A?)y (M) be a twistor curvature tensor of manifold M. Con-
struct tensor ric € (72)v (M) with components ricg. = ¢g7° rg,s. that we call
Ricci twistor tensor, or Ricci t-curvature tensor. By Theorem 32 a Riemann-
Christoffel endomorphism of an HAQ,-manifold of vertical type preserves the
Kaehler module of the manifold iff its Ricci twistor tensor is proportional to
tensor g of fibre metric. The trace K = ¢g°7 ricg, of tensor ric will be called a
t-scalar curvature of manifold M. By means of tensor ric we construct endo-
morphism W of module (A?)y (M) with components
L. , . , K

Wiyse = Tyse+ 5 (ricasgret1iCyegps —Ticpedys —TiCysg8e) + e (97598 — 985 9ve)
generalizing the classical Weyl tensor of conformal curvature of a 4-dimensional
pseudo-Riemannian manifold. We call it a Weyl endomorphism. Evidently, it
has all symmetry properties of a twistor curvature tensor found in Proposition
15. Besides, it is evident that g'V‘SVVﬁ,Y(;E = 0. Similarly to the proof of Theorem
32 for endomorphism r we get for Weyl endomorphism:

Theorem 33. Submodules of self-dual and anti-self-dual forms on an HAQ .
manifold of vertical type are invariant with respect to the action of Weyl endomor-ii
phism. O

Thus, W = W+ + W, where W* are endomorphism W narrowings onto
submodules A* (M), respectively.
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Definition 27. An HAQ,-manifold M of vertical type will be called self-
dual (resp., anti-self-dual) if W~ = 0 (resp., Wt = 0). An self-dual or anti-
self-dual HAQ,-manifold will be called t-conformal-semifiat.

JFrom the above we see that the notions generalize the corresponding notions
of 4-dimensional Riemannian geometry that have become classical [5].

Introduce self-duality index € of a t-conformal-semiflat H AQ ,-manifold equalll
to 1 for an self-dual and -1 for an anti-self-dual manifold.

Let M be an HAQ,-manifold, w € AT (M), i.e. *(w) = +w. As we have seen
in the proof of Theorem 23, on the space of fibre bundle BQ, where (g3,) =
diag(1l, —a, —a, 1), these equalities will assume the form wps = +e(8,7) way,
respectively, where €(8,7) = gssgvv; B,7 = 0,1,2,3,4; (B,ﬁ) is the pair
complementing the pair (8,7) up to even permutation of indices (0,1,2,3). It
means that

0 —x —y —z 0 ar ay -z

| = 0 F2 Fy |., py_| —ax 0 Fz =y
(wWay) = y  *z 0 Hazx |’ (™) = —ay £z 0 Fzx
z +oy Foax 0 z Fy =*x 0

(67)
Now let M be a t-conformal-semiflat HAQ,-manifold. If M is self-dual, then
Ww) =0 (w e A™(M)). If M is anti-self-dual, then W(w) = 0 (w €
LT (M)). By (67) these conditions will be written in the form (aWgy01 +
EWpq23)x 4+ (aWpr02 — EWpq13)y + (EWpy12 — Waq03)z = 0. Since these corre-
lations must equivalently hold with respect to x, y and z, we get that they are
equivalent to the conditions

Wgayo1 = —aEWgy23, Way02 = aWgy13, Wgy03 = EWgs12.

Write the correlations in view of symmetry properties of tensor W, that are
similar to symmetry properties of tensor r, found in Proposition 15:

Wigo2 = —Wigs2 = —alWoi13 = a§Woaas;
Wigos = aWizasz = —EWoi12 = —aéWosse;
Waoos = aWai13 = EWoa21 = afWosss;
Woio1 = Wazaz = —a§Woi23;

Wo202 = Wiz13 = —a§Woasi;

Wozoz = Wi212 = {§Wo3i12.

By definition of tensor W the equalities will be rewritten, respectively, in the
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form: Lo '
1) 71002 + aéro113 = ?(Tlcu — & ricos);
2) 11332 + arogaz = 5(ricia — Ericos);
)

)
)
3) r1003 + Ero112 = %(”013 — arico2);
4) r1203 + Ero3ze = ?(f Ticoy — A TiC13);
5) 12003 — &To221 = ?(7‘2’023 + ag ricor);
6) m2113 — &ro3s1 = 5({ricor — aricas); (68)
7) To101 + ro123 = %(a ricop — 1ici1) — %a
8) 12323 + alro123 = ?(a ricsg — 1icgg) — g
9) To202 + afrogs1 = 5(aricon — ricaz) — gok;
10) r1313 + Oé§7°0231 = %1(04 r1C33 — m’cll) — %cm;
11) ro30s — &rosiz = —35(ricoo + ricss) + §k;
12) r1912 — Erosiz = §(rici1 + rice) + gk
Besides, by definition of tensor ric,
r1002 + T1332 = TiC12; 71003 — QT'1223 = TiC13;
T2003 — OT2113 = T1C23; —arg112 + T332 = TiCo2; (69)
ro113 + To223 = —Qrices; —aroge1 + 70331 = TiCo1-

From the above immediately follows

Theorem 34. A twistor curvature tensor of t-conformal-semiflat an HAQ -
manifold is an algebraic curvature tensor, tensor W being its trace-free part, i.e.
the classical Weyl tensor with respect to tensor r.

Proof. By (687), (689) and (6811) we have: 70123 +70231 +7“0312 = —ad(ro1o1+
ro202)+E€ro303+ zg(mcooa ric11+7ricog—Qricos+ricog+ricss)— {A =¢(aroo+
Qro220 — T0330) + 2§(mcoo — arici; — aricas + ricss) + §mc00§n = —€ricgy +
%5/@ + Ericop — §/§ = 0. By Proposition 15 we get that 73}, = 0, and thus,
r is an algebralc curvature tensor of module (A2?)y (M). For such tensor, as is
well-known [5], its trace-free part is uniquely defined by the formula that gives
tensor W. 0O

Consider some examples of t-conformal-semiflat H AQ ,-manifolds.

Definition 28. An HAQ,-structure that is at the same time a TAQ -
structure, whose structural endomorphisms are parallel in Riemannian con-
nection is called a generalized hyper-Kaehler structure.

Theorem 35. Any generalized hyper-Kaehler manifold of dimension greater
than 4 is t-conformal-semifiat.

Proof. As we will see below (Theorem 39), any generalized hyper-Kaehler
manifold M is Ricci-flat. Besides, it, evidently, is a generalized quaternionic-
Kaehler manifold, and by (55) and Theorem 28, R(Q2) =0 (2 € (A?)y(M)).
By definition of twistor curvature tensor r = 0. Thus, ric =0, and W = 0. In
particular, manifold M is t-conformal-semiflat. O
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Corollary. All HAQ.-manifolds of dimension greater than 4, mentioned in
example 2, section2.2, are t-conformal-semiflat. O

5.2 Some properties of t-conformal-semiflat manifolds

Theorem36. A twistor curvature endomorphism of an self-dual (resp., anti-
self-dual) HAQ-manifold M transfers all anti-self-dual (resp., self-dual) forms
on M into self-dual (resp., anti-self-dual) iff M is a manifold of zero t-scalar
curvature.

Proof. Endomorphism r has the given property iff
1) ar(w)or = Fr(w)aes; 2) ar(w)ez = r(w)is;  3) r(w)os = £r(w)1g;

w € AT(M). Writing the equalities in view of (68) and (69) we get that they are
equivalent to the condition ricog — ariciy — arices +1icss = 0, or k = tr(ric) =
Jraal ricgy = 0. O

Theorem 37. A twistor curvature endomorphism of an self-dual (resp.,
anti-self-dual JHAQ o -manifold M transfers all vertical 2-forms on M into self-
dual (resp., anti-self-dual) iff M is manifold of zero Ricci t-curvature.

Proof. Let endomorphism r transfers any vertical 2-form on M into self-dual
(resp, anti-self-dual). In particular, any self-dual form is transferred into self-
dual (in the second case it is in view of endomorphism r being self-conjugated).
By Theorem 32 ric is a scalar endomorphism, and by Theorem 36 its trace is
equal to zero. Thus, ric = 0. Inversely, if ric = 0, then by the same Theo-
rems, r(AT(M)) C AX(M), r(AT(M)) C A*(M), and hence, r(Ay(M)) C
AT(M). O

Corollary. Riemann-Christoffel endomorphism R of a 4-dimensional con-
formal-semiflat pseudo-Riemannian manifold of index 0 or 2 transfers all anti-
self-dual forms on the manifold into self-dual (or self-dual into anti-self-dual,
depending on the choice of orientation of manifold) iff the scalar curvature of
the manifold is zero. Here, R transfers any 2-forms on manifold into self-dual
(or anti-self-dual) iff the manifold is Ricci-flat. O

Let M be a self-dual (resp., anti-self-dual) HAQ,-manifold, p € M, w €
AT(M) is a non-isotropic eigenvector of its endomorphism r of twistor curva-
ture in the point. Without loss of generality the vector norm can be considered
equal to either /—a or 1. In the former case we choose orthonormalized basis
{id, J1, J2, J3 } of the space Q,(M) so that w coincides with the pseudofunda-
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mental (resp., fundamental) form of a-quaternion J;. By (67), in this basis

0 a 0 0
g | —a 0 00
(W™) = 00 0 ¢

0 0 —¢ 0

Thus equality r(w) = Aw will be rewritten in view of (68) and (69) in the form

(
1) %(a ricop — rici1) — %(a ricag — ricag) = Q\;
2) ricia + Ericos = 0;
3) Ticlg + Ozg Ticoz = O7
4) — %(aricog — rici1) + 2(aricgs — rice) = al.

Note that the first and third of the equalities can be further rewritten in the
form, respectively:

2(aricgy — ric11) — (aricss — ricas) = 3a;
—(aricoy — ric11) + 2(aricss — ricas) = 3a;

hence,
1) aricop — rici1 = 3a; 2) aricss — ricag = 3a;
3) ricig + & ricos = 0; 4) ric13 + aé ricge = 0;
or
1) 7ic) + rici = 3X; 2) rici + rics = 3X;
3) ric? — africy = 0; 4) ric3 — Erick = 0.
In particular, Kk = trric = 6X. Now, let w have a positive norm. Assume

lw|]] = 1. Choose orthonormalized basis {id, Ji, Jo2, J3 } of the space Q,(M)
so that w coincides with pseudofundamental (resp., fundamental) form of a-
quaternion J3. By (67), in the basis

|
om o o
o om o
co o~

In this case equality r(w) = Aw by (68) and (69) will be rewritten in the form

1

[\t

1) %(ricoo + ricss) + sa(ricy + ricas) = X
2) 3(ricop + ricgs) + sa(riciy + ricga) = —\;
3) ricis — af ricoa = 0;

4) rices + a€ricor = 0.

The first two equalities can be rewritten in the form, respectively:
2(ricoo + Ticss) + a(riciy + ricag) = 3X;

—(ricop + ricsz) — 2a(ricyy + ricas) = 3X;

22



hence,

1) ricoo + ricss = 3 2) ric11 + ricos = —3a;
3) ricis — aricos = 0; 4) rices + africor = 0;
or
1) ric + ric3 = 3\; 2) ricl +ric3 = 3\
3) ricy + &ricd = 0; 4) rick — &ric) = 0.

In particular, k = tr (ric) = 6A. Thus we have proved

Theorem 38. FEigenvalue of non-isotropic anti-self-dual (or self-dual) form
w, which is eigenvector of twistor curvature endomorphism of an self-dual (resp.,
anti-self-dual) HAQ-manifold is equal to %m, where k is a t-scalar curvature
of the manifold. O

By Theorem 36 we get
Corollary 1. If an self-dual (resp., anti-self-dual) HAQ,-manifpld admits

at any its point a non-isotropic anti-self-dual (resp., self-dual) form belowing to
the kernel of the twistor curvature endomorphism, then the t-scalar curvature
of the man fold at this point is zero, and thus, the image of any anti-self-dual
(resp., self-dual) form at the given point is an self-dual (resp., anti-self-dual)
form in view of the endomorphism. O

By Theorem 37 we also get

Corollary 2. Let M be an self-dual (resp., anti-self-dual) HAQ,-manifold.
If its twistor curvature endomorphism at any point of the manifold vanishes
at least one non-isotropic anti-self-dual (resp., self-dual) form, them M is a
manifold of zero t-scalar curvature. If the endomorphism turns to zero any
anti-self-dual (resp., self-dual) form on M, then M is a manifold of Ricci-zero
t-curvature. O

Corollary 3. Let M be a 4-dimensional self-dual (resp., anti-self-dual)
pseudo-Riemannian manifold of index 0 or 2. If its Riemann-Ghristoffel en-
domorphism at every point of the manifold vanishes at least one non-isotropic
anti-self-dual (resp., self-dual) form, then M is a zero scalar curvature mani-
fold. If the endomorphism vanishes any anti-self-dual (resp., self-dual) form on
M, then M is a Ricci-flat manifold. O

5.3 Twistor curvature of HAQ,-manifold

Let M be an HAQ,-manifold of vertical type, J € {T} be a twistor on M,
QUX,Y) = (X,JY) be its Kaehler form.

Definition 29. Function

CR.Q)(R9).9)
"= TR T R
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is called a twistor curvature (or t-curvature) of manifold M in the direction of
twistor J.

Since by Theorem 26 §2 is a vertical 2-form on M, its components on the space
of G-structure (by (41) and Theorem 23) will have the form Qgpye = wgy Gic,

where { wg,, } are components on the space of fibre bundle BQ of self-dual form
w which is the fundamental form of a-quaternion J. Thus

(R(2),Q) =

— L Rppryesacn Q00 QPbe
— 3 Rabyesacnw’® W GG = Grpscw® W’ = n(r(w),w),
and since ||©2]|? = nw?, we have:

b — r).e)

ool

and thus, tensor r completely defines a twistor curvature on M, that explains
the name of the tensor.

Definition 30. An HAQ,-manifold M is called a manifold of pointwise
constant twistor curvature c if

VJe{T}= (R(Q),Q) =c|Q|? ce C™(M).

If here ¢ = const, M is called a manifold of globally constant twistor curvature

Example 1. Let M*" be an HAQ,-manifold of constant curvature c¢. Then
(R(9), Q) = =3 Rppyesacn Q707 Q00ch

= £(Gpvod Grech — Gresa Gpuen)QPP7e QoICh

(985 9v¢ Goa Gen — Gys 9pc Gea Gon)wP? G W G
cwsew’® Geg G4 = 2¢ Q|2

i.e. M is a manifold of globally constant twistor curvature

Example 2. Let M*" be a generalized quaternionic-Kaehler manifold, 2 €
KC(M), I be its corresponding twistor. Then at an arbitrary point p € M, by
(47) and (52) that are, evidently true in any manifold dimension

(R(2),Q) = %<R(Q)ij9ij> =35 Z” HR(Q)ei, e;)Qei, e5)

= 2(7?-7-2) Ef] 1RZC(€1’I€J)<‘3MI€J>

2(n+2) Ef] 1 Ric(e;, ej)<eu 6]>

2(n+2) Zz , Ric(e, eq)|les]|?
) —

ans n+2)HQH2

2(n+2
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because

1l = 39, 27 = %Z?’}:ﬂei,fﬁz = 13 (e, I%;)?
n n
= %Ei,j:1<eia‘3j>2 = %Ei:l llesl|* = 2n

Here { e1,..., €4, } is orthonormalized basis adapted to twistor I. Thus, any
generalized quaternionic-Kaehler manifold is a manifold of constant twistor cur-
vature ¢ = —ﬁ, wnere s is the scalar curvature of the manifold. Moreover,
if dim M > 4, by Theorem 29, M is an Einsteinian manifold, and thus, the
manifold of globally constant twistor curvature ¢ = —fﬁé, where ¢ is Einstein
constant. In particular, all quaternionic-Kaehler manifolds given in examples 2

and 3 of section 2.2, are manifolds of constant twistor curvature.

Example 3. Let { I, J } is a generalized hyper-Kaehler structure, i.e. 7AQ.-J}
structure generated by twistors I and J that are parallel in Riemannian connec-
tion, on pseudo-Riemannian manifold M. Let J; = I, J, = J, J3 =IoJ. Then
Vx(Jg) =0, X € X(M) g =1,2,3. Thus, [R(X,Y),J] =0, XY €
X(M), J € {T}. In particular, R(Z) o J = J o R(Z); Z,J € {T}, ie.
R(Z) belongs to centre of a-quaternion algebra, hence, R(Z) = cid. In view
of the fact that R(Q) is skew-symmetric tensor, where ) is a Kaehler form of
twistor Z, we get R(2) = 0, and thus, (R(Q2),Q) =0 (Q € K(M)),ie. Misa
manifold of zero twistor curvature.

Moreover, since the generalized hyper-Kaehler structure is, evidently, gene-
ralized quaternionic-Kaehler, by the above example we get that if dim M > 4,
then ¢ = 0, i.e. M is a Ricci-flat manifold. If dim M = 4, then by above example
s =0, and since R(2) =0 (2 € K(M)), M is an Einsteinian manifold (by the
Corollary of Theorem 32), and thus, Ric = 0, i.e. M is Ricci-flat, too. Thus,
we have proved

Theorem 39. Any generalized hyper-Kaehler manifold is Ricci-flat. O

The above theorem generalizes the known Berger result of Ricci curvature
of hyper-Kaehler manifolds [6].

Let M be an arbitrary HAQ,-manifold of vertical type of pointwise constant
twistor curvature c. From the above it follows that this is equivalent to

(rw),w) =clw,w);  weAT(M).

Polarizing the equality and in view of the endomorphism 7 being self-conjugated,
we find that (r(w),?) = c¢(w,v); w,d € AT(M). Thus, r(w) =cw+¢; ¢ €
A= (M). Evidently, the inverse is also true. Thus, we get

Theorem 40. An HAQ.-manifold M of vertical type is a manifold of
pointwise constant twistor curvature ¢ iff (r —cid)w € A= (M);w € AT(M). O
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Let M be an HAQ,-manifold, w € (A?)y (M), {ws, } are components of
tensor w on the space BQ. We have: w = wt +w™; w® € A¥(M). By (67)
we get:

0 x oy z 0 a b c
+y_ | —= 0 =z ay | -\ —a 0 —c —ab |
(wg,) = -y -z 0 —ax |’ (wg,) = -b ¢ 0 aa |’
-z —ay ax 0 —c ab —aa 0
Hence, wp1 = x + a; wo2 =y + b; wog = 2z + ¢; wez = —ax + aa; wiz = ay — ab;

w1z = z — ¢. Thus,

1 1 1
T = 5(6001 — aws3); Y= 5(6002 + aw1s); z = 5(0-203 +wiz2).  (70)
These correlations define projection 7 : (A2?)y (M) — AT (M) along A~ (M).
Now let M be an anti-self-dual HAQ,-manifold. Compute 7o r(w); w €
AT(M). We have: 7(w)g, = —1gysc w’¢. By (68) and (69) it is easy to compute
that
1

r(w)or — ar(w)ez = —kx;  r(w)oe + ar(w)iz =

1
3 —ky; r(w)os+r(w)ie = gﬁz.

3

In view of (70), this means that

z(ror(w)) = émc(w); y(ror(w)) = %Koy(w); z(mor(w)) = zkz(w).

(Here z, y and z are coordinate functions). Thus, 7o r(w) = 4w and 7o (r —

tkid)(w) =0, ie. (r— grid)w € A~ (M). By Theorem 40 we get:
Theorem 41. An anti-self-dual HAQy-manifold is manifold of pointwise

constant twistor curvature ¢ = %Ii, where K s a t-scalar curvature of the
manifold. O

Corollary 1. A 4-dimensional anti-self-dual pseudo-Riemannian manifold
of index 0 or 2 is a manifold of pointwise constant twistor curvature ¢ = %s,
where s is a scalar curvature of the manifold. O

Corollary 2. A 4-dimensional anti-self-dual pseudo-Riemannian manifold
whose self-dual form module is invariant with respect to the Riemann-Christoffel
endomorphism is a manifold of globally constant twistor curvature.

Proof. This immediately follows from the manifold being Einsteinian (by
Theorem 32), in particular, the manifold of constant scalar curvature. O
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6 Self-dual Geometry of 4-dimensional Kaehler
Manifolds

The relation of geometry of conformal-semiflat manifolds to geometry of Ein-
steinian manifolds [5], as well as to twistor geometry [7] is of great interest to
the researchers. For example, the well-known Penrose-Atiyah-Hitchin-Singer
theorem [3] asserts that the canonical almost complex structure of the twistor
space of a 4-dimensional oriented Riemannian manifold (M, g) is integrable iff
(M, g) is conformal-semiflat. Hitchin showed that if (M, g) is also a compact
Einsteinian manifold of positive scalar curvature, then it is isometric to S or
CP? with standard metrics [8]. This result is also closely connected with twistor
geometry: Hitchin proved that a 4-dimensional oriented compact Riemannian
manifold (M, g) has a Kaehler twistor space iff (M, g) is conformally equivalent
to S* or CP? with their standard conformal structures [9]. B.-Y.Chen [10] and
(independently and by another method) J.P.Bourguignon [11] and A.Derdzinski
[12] got a classification of self-dual compact Kaehler manifolds, and M.Itoh [13]
got a classification of self-dual Kaehler-Einsteinian manifolds. Besides, M.Itoh
gave a complete characteristics of compact anti-self-dual Kaehler manifolds [13].

In the present chapter we received a complete classification of self-dual
generalised Kaehler manifolds (both of classical and non-exceptional Kaehler
manifolods of hyperbolic type) of constant scalar curvature. It is proved that a
generalized Kaehler manifold is anti-self-dual iff its scalar curvature is equal
to zero. The results essentially generalized the above mentioned results of
N.Hitchin, J.P.Bourguignon, A.Derdzinski, B.-Y.Chen and M.Itoh.

6.1 Generalized almost Hermitian structures

Definition 31 [14]. We call a generalized (in the narrow sense) almost Her-
mitian (or, AH,—it structure) on a manifold M a pair { g = (-,-), J } of tensor
field on M, where g is a pseudo-Riemannian metric, J is an endomorphism of
module X(M), such that J? = aid; « = £1, and called a structural operator,
or structural endomorphism. Here, (JX,JY) = —a(X,Y); X,Y € X(M). If
a = —1, the AH,-structure is called an almost Hermitian structure of classi-
cal type, if o = 1, it is called an almost Hermitian structure of hyperbolic type
or, in other terms, an almost para-Hermitian srtucture. In case @ = 1, as is
well-known, metric ¢ is neutral, i.e. it has a zero signature.

A2-form Q(X,Y) = (X,JY); X,Y € X(M) called a fundamental structure
form is associated to every AH,-structure. The form is non-degenerate and,
thus, its exterior square generates the orientation of manifold M.

Definition 32. We call a canonical orientation on AH,-manifold (M, g, J)
an orientation coherent to the form —af2 A Q2.
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We know [14] that giving an AH,-structure (M, J,g) on M equivalent to
giving G-structure G on M with structural group G = U(2,K,), where K,
is the field C of complex numbers in the classical case or the ring D of double
numbers in the hyperbolic case. The space elements of the G-structure are called
frames adapted to the AHq-structure, or A-frames [14]. Recall the construction
of A-frames. Let (p, e, e1,Jep, Je1) be an orthonormalized frame on manifold
M adapted to structural endomorphism J, [leo]|? = 1, |le1]|> = —a. Then
its corresponding A-frame (p,eo,¢e1,¢€g,€7) is defined as a frame in the space
T,(M)®K, with vectors e, = —=(eq+iJ%e,), 4 = \%(ea—itﬁea); a,bc...=

V2
0,1; ¢ is the imaginary unit of the ring K,. Note that &, = €4, Jea = icq,
Jea = —ig,, where X — X is the operator of natural involution (of conjugation)

in Kq-modul T,(M) @ K,.

Compute the matrix of metric tensor g components on the space G. In
the frame (p, g, e1, Jeg, Je1) we have by definition: (g;) = diag(1, —a, —a, 1).
Thus, in the A-frame (p, €9, €1, €y, €4) we have: gy5 = (€0,€5) = %(eo—i-iaJeo, eo—l
iaJeo) = 2{{eo,e0) + (€0, €0)} =1 = ggy. Similarly, g5 = g3; = —. The rest
of the metric tensor components are equal to zero. Thus,

0 0 1 0
y 0 0 0 —«a

) — 7\ —
0 —a O 0

(i,j = 0,1,0,1). Evidently, det(g;;) = 1. On the other hand, compute funda-
mental form of the structure Q(X,Y) = (X, JY): Qy5 = (€0, Jeg) = —1 = — Q-
Similarly, €2,; = —Q3; = ia. The rest of the components of the form (2 are equal
zero. Thus, Q = Q;; w' Aw? = —2iw? A WO+ 2iaw! A wl. Hence, in particular,

QAQ = —day/det gu° A w! Awd A w!

and, thus, A-frames are positively oriented with respect to the canonical orien-
tation in the classical case. In particular, 7y,5; = —a. In view of this equality
and by (71) we can specify the conditions of self-duality and anti-self-duality
of 2-forms on an AH,-manifold, given by correlations (7), on the space of G-
structure:

Lemma 4. Let (M,g,J) be a 4-dimensional generalized almost Hermitian
manifold, w € A2(M). In this case

1. w € AT (M) iff on the space G

0 =41z 1y 0

| —x -z 0 0 —ay |.

(wik) = —iy 0 0 z—iy |’
0 oy —x+ 12 0
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2. we A (M) iff on the space G

0 0 W T4z

. 0 0 —z+iz 10y

(win) = iy x—iz 0 0
—r—1iz —iQy 0 0

Proof. Let w € A*(M). By (7), (71) and the given remarks about the
components of volume form 7, we have:

_ 1 ik .j _ 00 11 _ .
1) £wor = 570145 9" ¢°™ Wkm = Tg191 9 g Wo1 = Wo1;

1, ik o jm NS & U § D ..
2) £ w0 = 3%00i; 9" 9" Wkm = Topni g g Wiy = T,
1, ik jm — .. 00 11,
3) Ewep = 2Moiig 9 97 Wkm = Moion 9 "9~ Woi = —Wois
Similarly, w5 = —wy5;  Fws; = wpyi- Besides, since w is a real tensor, w;; =
w;; (@ = a). In particular, We; = —waea. All the correlations are, evidently,

equivalent to the assertion of Lemma 4. O

Definition 33. An AH,-srtucture (g,J) is called a generalized Kaehler
(or, Ko—) structure, if structural endomorphism J is parallel in Riemannian
connection V of the manifold.

In case & = —1 this notion coincides with the classical notion of Kaehler
structure, in case o = 1 it coincides with the notion of Kaehler structure of hy-
perbolic type, or in other terms, para-Kaehler structure [15]. Manifolds carring
a para-Kaehler structure are also known as Rasheuvskii fibre bundles. The name
is explained by the existence on such manifolds, first studied by P.K.Rashevskii
of two isotropic totally integrable totally geodesic distributions - eigendistribu-
tions of the structural endomorphism complementary to each other [16].

Let (M, g,J) be a K,-manifold. We know [14] that the first group of Cartan
equations of such manifold on the space of G-structure G has the form:

1) dw® = wf Awb; 2) dwa = —w? A wp; (72)
where w, = g(a)w? = c(a)@?, T = —c(a,b)w?l; c(a) = gaa, e(a,b) =
Jaa gob- By exterior differentiation of (72) and in view of basis forms being
linearly independent we get the second group of structural equations of ICp-
structure:

dwf = w® A wf + AL W° A wy; (73)

where { A2?} is the function system on space G symmetric by subscripts or
superscripts and satisfying the system of differential equations

d d, h d, h hd h,.d d ,h dh .
dAgc + A(}ZLC Wy + Agh We — Abc wiu; - Agc Wh = Agchw + Agc Wh; (74)
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where { A¢4, | A¢4"} is the function system on space G symmetric by any pair of
subscrips or superscripts and serving as components of covariant differential in
the Riemannian connection of tensor A defined, in view of (74), by the function
system { A%?} and called the tensor of holomorphic sectional curvature [17].
Comparing (72) and (73) with structural equations of the pseudo-Riemannian
structure we have

. , , , , 1.
dw' = wi Aw’, dw; = wy, A w;-“ + §R}kmwk Aw™,

where {R;km} are components of Riemann-Christoffel tensor R. It is easy to

compute the explicit components on space G (i.e. in A-frame):

d
Ripei = Byade = —Rapie = —Ryeq = £(a, d)Aje. (75)
The rest of the tensor components are equal to zero. Now we can compute the
components of the trace-free part of tensor R, the Weyl tensor W of conformal
curvature. We know that tensors R and W are connected by the correlation

(dim M = 4):

Wijkm = Rijem + 3 (Tik jm + Tjm Gik — Tim Jjk— (76)
= —Tjk Gim) + §(Gim Gk — Gik Gjm),

where 7, = ¢9™ R;jmi are Ricci tensor components, s = ¢g** 7, is the scalar
curvature of the manifold. In view of (71) and (75) it is easy to compute that
in A-frame gap = g5 = 0, 9,5 = g3, = €(B)0%; Tap = Ty = 0; 7y =
Tp, = —€(b)AZ. Thus, (76) in A-frame will have the form: W, .; = 1(rac g5+
Tpd Yae = Tad Gve ~ Tbe 9og) T §(9ad oo — a2 ya)s OF

Wa™ = %(rg B+ il 3 — i 0f — 1§ 01) + = (01 67 — 8¢ 7). (77)

SimilarlY’ Waécd = Ral;ad - %(Tad gl;c + Tl;c gad) + %gi)c ga(i’ or

1 s
Wabel = —AGL = S (r3 07 +12.03) + 0003, (78)
as well as correlations defined by symmetry properties of tensor W (similar to
symmetry properties of Riemann-Christoffel tensor).

6.2 4-dimensional self-dual K, -manifolds

Let M be a 4-dimensional oriented pseudo-Riemannian manifold of index 0 or
2, W be its Weyl tensor of conformal curvature. Consider W as an endomor-
phism of module A%2(M). It is known [5] that submodules A (M) are invariant
with respect to the endomorphism, and thus, W = W+ + W~ where W¥ are
restrictions of endomorphism W onto submodules A* (M), respectively.
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Definition 34 ([3],[10]). A 4-dimensional oriented pseudo-Riemannian
manifold of index 0 (or 2) is called self-dual (respectively, anti-self-dual) if
W= = 0 (respectively, WT = 0) for it. An self-dual or anti-self-dual manifold
is called conformal-semifiat.

Example. Let (M, g, J) be a 4-dimensional generalized complex space form,
i.e. a generalized Kaehler manifold of constant holomorphic sectional curvature.
It is easy to check that a ICn-manifold is a generalized complex space form iff

ad __  Sad
Abc - C5bc )

where ¢ = const, 084 = 6¢ 6% + 6267, In this case 7 = e(a)rap = —AY =
—c0% = —3coY, s = 2r 3 9°* = 2r® = —12¢, and by (77) and (78) Wy, =
—c6%, where 620 = 65 6 — 65 0%, W,'e? = e(b,d)R .5+ 3¢03 60 — 26804 =

ab’
—Ab 46269 = —c 0%+t 68 = —cdb 59, Thus, if ¥ € A~ (M), then by Lemma
4

W(9)ap = ~Wap““Iea = 0; W) = W g% = —cdf 9°. = 0,

ie. W(w) = 0. Thus, we get

Theorem 42. A j-dimensional generalized complex space form is an self-
dual manifold. O

Now let M be an arbitrary 4-dimensional self-dual generalized Kaehler man-
ifold, ¥ € A=(M). Then W () = 0, and by (78) W (9)?, = B4 94 = 0, where

1 1
Bt - At Sotat e vtat) - Lot
In view of Lemma 4 this equality will be written in the form: (B2} — B%)iy +
(@B + Bz + (aBY — B%)iz = 0. In view of z,y,2 € C> (M) being
arbitrary, we have:
Bii—Bay=0;  Bi=Bp=0  (a,b=01). (79)

On the other hand,

1 s S
Bbc:Abc (b by _ 2 b:——db.
ac ac T 2 (Ta + Ta) 6 6(1 6 @ (80)

Comparing (79) and (80) we get BY) = Bl = —35 65, Thus, B = —3 68 62,
In other word,

1 s s
bd _ _ ~ /b sd d b 2 sbsd 2 ¢bgd
Aac - 2(rc 5(1 +ra 66) + 6 66 6(1 12 5(1 66' (81)
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Alternating the equglity by indices b and d we get:

s
PO e g sl = 2 (2)
It is immediately checked that the above is equivalent to the condition 7§ = %s

that holds automatically in view of Ricci tensor being real. On the other hand,
symmetrize (81) by indices b and d:
1 -
Al = (b a4 ot rl ot 4 8l + Bl (83)
In view of the above remark the equality is equivalent to (81). Now, note that
(83) is equivalent to the following:

At = t(5 03 (84)
where ¢ is a tensor; the brackets mean symmetrization by the enclosed indices.
Indeed, let (84) be true, i.e. 4A% =0 §d +1260 4-t4 62 + 14 0. Contracting the
equality by indices d and ¢ we get:

1
—47% = 4t® + tr(t) 62, and thus, th =t Ztr(t) L.
Contracting the equality, we get tr(t) = —%s, and thus
s
th=—rb+ 5P 85
a T(l + 12 a ( )

Inversely, substituting (85) into (84) we get (83).
Let (84) and the equivalent (83) hold. Substituting (82) and (83) into (77)
and (78), respectively, we get:

S S
Wa cd _ 2 5Cd' Wabcd _ 2 5b 5(1
b 6 ab> 12 aco

that, in view of Lemma 4, implies W(w) = 0 (w € A~ (M)), i.e. M is an
self-dual manifold. Thus, we have proved

Theorem 43. A j-dimensional generalized Kaehler manifold is self-dual iff
Abd = tEbéd) where t is a tensor, and, necessarily, t% = —rb + s, O

a’c)?

Definition 35. A generalized Kaehler manifold is called non-ezceptional if
its Ricci endomorphism has at least one non-isotropic eigenvector at every point
of the manifold.

Example. Any Kaehler manifold of classical type (with definite metric) is

non-exceptional since, in view of its Ricci endomorphism r being self-conjugate,
it has at every its point an orthonormalized basis of tangent space at this point
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consisting of eigenvectors of the endomorphism. Moreover, since on the space
of G-structure G components 745 and 7,; of Ricci endomorphism are equal to
zero,the endomorphism commutes with the structural endomorphism J, and
thus, the mentioned basis can be choose adapted to J, i.e. having the form
(eo,e1,Jeq, Jer). A-basis generated by this basis will be the eigenbasis of endo-
morphism 7, as well as ¢, and eigenvalues of the endomorphosms will be real.
Moreover, endomorphisms r and t of any non-exceptional IC,-manifold have
similar properties. Indeed, in view of the fact that for a Ky-manifold M there
holds the equality r o J = J o r, endomorphism r preserves eigensubmodules of
endomorphism J, in particular, it admits narrowing on eigensubmodules Dfi
of the endomorphism with eigenvalues +1, respectively. Let e be a non-isotropic
eigenvector of endomorphism r at a point of M. Without loss of generality it can
be considered unitary. Then Je is also a non-isotropic eigenvector of this endo-
morphism and it corresponds to the same eigenvalue X. Thus, g = %(e—i—z@] 3e)

is an eigenvector of endomorphism r with the same (real) eigenvalue. Comle-

menting the pair {eo,65}, €5 = \%(e —iJ%€) up to A-basis {eg,£1,65,£1 } we

get that in basis {€g,&1 } of submodule DY at this point endomorphism r has

matrix ~
(A a ). -
(r)—(o ﬂ)’ a, i € K.

On the other hand, from (73) it follows that A¢? = A%, and thus 7§ = &

0.
Therefore, a = 0, & € R, i.e. endomorphism r|DiJ is diagonalized in basis
{0,€1 }. Moreover, since in view of endomorphism r being real 7¢ = 7%, r|D;i
is diagonalized in basis { €4, } and given by the same matrix. Thus, endomor-
phism r (as well as t) is diagonalized both in A-basis { €9, 1,5, } and in the
corresponding orthonormalized basis { eg, e1, Jeo, Jey }.

Now, let (M, g,J) be a non-exceptional a K,-manifold. By the above we
can consider subbundle G; of G-srtucture G, consisting of A-frames, where

A0 T S S
b : — Y _ — - =
(to) = ( 0 4 ), A=A 3 H= A 15 (86)

Note that by Theorem 43, A+ u = —%s. By (74) components of tensor ¢ on the
space G satisfy the differential equations

dty + 8wy — tpwd =ty we + 15 we,

where t¢, = Ape — %AZ:C 5%, 8¢ = g(c) Apac — %AZ:C 0. In particular, on the

space of Gi-structure, where tf = X\, 07, Ao = A, A1 = p, we have:

1) d\ = Ao w® + A wy; Ae = 8., A =18%

) dp = pew® + pfwe; e =t pf =4 (87)
3) A=pw) = Fow'+ Fews;  Fo=t],, F*=1t}%
4) (p— Nwg = Gew® + G° we; G.=1t,, G =tl.

[\
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We write structural equations of a generalized Kaehler structure on the space

Gll

) dw® = W) /\w —I—wl /\w

) dw! = Wi AW + wi Awl

) dwo = —wd A wp — w} /\wl;

) dwy = —w?/\wo —w% A wr;

) dwg —wl /\wO + A /\wo—i— 1A+ pw! Aws;

) dw} —wo /\wO —l—wl /\wO + (A + p)w! A wo;

7) dw(f =wI AWl +w? Awi + %(A—l—u)wo A wi;
8) dwi = wh Awd + (A + p)w® Awo + pw! Aws.

S T W N =

By exterior differentiation of (885) and by (88) we have:
{——()\ M) Alwo——()\o-f-/io) 1}/\wo/\wl—f—
+{= ()\ wWwd — A w® + = ()\O—i—u)wl}/\w Awo = 0.

In view of (87) and linear independence of basic forms we get G® = 2\}; G; =
2(Xo + po); Fo =2A1; F1 = (A% + %), and thus,

(= MNws = Gow® + = ()\0 + po)w! 4 22wy + Gluw;
(= Mw) = -2\’ — Fyw? —Fowo—g(/\o—ku Jws. (89)
By exterior differentiation of (88s) and by (88) we have:

(,u Nwd A w® /\wo—(/\ u)wo/\w Awr+
()\0—|—u0)w Awr Awy + % (Al—u)w Awy Awy = 0.

In view of (89) and linear independence of basic forms we get Gy = 0; G* = 0;
w' =3\, and thus,

%()\0 + uo)wl +2)! wo; (90)
w = =22 W — L (A0 + 10wy
Similarly, by exterior differentiation of (88g) and by (88) we have:

TA = Aw Awg — (A — u)wo/\w ANwr + 5 (/\1—|—,u1)w A WO A wo+
+3 (A + phwr Aw® Awg + pow® Aw Awy + p° wo/\w Awy = 0;

hence, by (90) Ao = 3uo, A° = 3u°, u1 = 3\1; u! = 3AL. Thus, d\ = 3uew® +
AMwl+3ulwo + Mwi;  du = pow® + 3\ w! + p® wo + 3M wy. In particular,

ds = =3(d\ + dp) = —12(po w° + A w' + p® wo + A wy).
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Let M be a manifold of constant scalar curvature. Then it follow that po =
p’ =X = A =0, ie \=const, u = const. Here (90) assumes the form:

1) (p—Nwy=0;  2) (u—ANwf =0.

Consider the possible cases.
I A # pu. Then wf = w) = 0. By (88¢) in this case A\ = —pu, and (88)
assumes the form:

dw® = w§ A WY dw! = w} A wl;
dwy = —wf A wo; dwi = —w} Awi;
dw = Aw® A wp; dw} = = Aw! Aw;.

In this case M is locally holomorphically isometric to the product of 2-dimensionalll
manifold Sf of constant curvature A by 2-dimensional manifold S2 , of constant
curvature (—). Note that such manifold is conformally flat [5].

I. A = p. Then t§ = \6¢, Agd = %Agl‘}cd, i.e. M is a generalized complex
space form. In this case, by [17], M is locally holomorphically isometric to one
of the following manifolds:

1. Complex plane CZ;

2. Complex projective plane CP?;
3. Complex hyperbolic plane CH?;
4. Double Euclidean plane R? X R?;

5. The space of null-pairs RP? ® RP? = GL(3,R)/GL(2,R) x GL(1,R) of
real projective plane;

equipped by a canonical Kaehler structure of classical (in cases 1,2,3) or hyper-
bolic (in cases 4 and 5) types. We get the following result:

Theorem 44. An self-dual nonexeptional generalized Kaehler manifold of
constant scalar curvature is locally holomorphically isometric to one of the fol-
lowing manifolds: 1) C?; 2) CP%; 3) CH?; /) S3 x §%,; 5) R*> X R?; 6)
RP? © RP?; equipped by a canonical Kaehler structure of classical or, respec-
tively, hyperbolic type. O

Corollary. Any self-dual compact Kaehler manifold of classical type is
holomorphically isometrically covered with one of the following manifolds: 1)
C?; 2) CP?; 3) CH?; J) S% x 52 ; equipped by a canonical Kaehler structure.

Proof. Tt was shown by A.Derdzinski [12], that any such manifold is locally
symmetric, and thus, is a manifold of constant scalar curvature. To complete the
proof we apply Theorem 44 and note that all manifolds in the above Corollary
are simple-connected. O
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Remark. Self-dual generalized Kaehler manifolds of non-constant scalar cur-
vature do not admit such finite classification. A.Derdzinski showed [18] that
on C? there exists a 2-parametric family of self-dual Kaehler metrics of non-
constant scalar curvature.

6.3 Self-duality and Bochner tensor

The geometry of Kaehler manifolds is a complex analog of Riemannian geo-
metry: such important notions of Riemannian geometry as sectional curvature,
space forms and many others have its complex counterpart which is of quite
non-trivial sense in geometry of Kaehlerian and, more generally, almost Her-
mitian manifolds. One of such notions is Weyl’s conformal curvature tensor
which is the basic object of study of conformal geometry. In 1949 S.Bochner
introduced the complex analog of the tensor for Kaehlerian manifolds [19]. The
tensor introduced by S.Bochner and called after his name, posseses all sym-
metry properties of Riemann-Chrystoffel tensor and has meaning for arbitrary
almost Hermitian manifolds [20]. However, it has quite a complicated structure,
and in spite of a considerable number of works devoted to its studying we have
comparatively little information about its geometry.

In the present section the Bochner curvature tensor of generalized Kaehle-
rian manifolds is introduced. The structure of the tensor is studied. The main
result of this section states that Bochner curvature tensor of four-dimensional
generalized Kaehler manifold vanishes iff the manifold is self-dual. Hence it
is proved that Bochner-flat generalized Kaehler manifolds (i.e. generalized
Kaehler-Bochner manifolds) are natural generalization of self-dual generalized
Kaehler manifolds.

Definition 36. Let M be 2n-dimensional generalized Kaehler manifold.
The tensor B of type (3,1) on M defined by the equality

B(X,Y)Z = R(X,Y)Z + (Y, Z)L(X) — (X, Z)L(Y) + (L(Y), Z) X —
L(X),2)Y — (J3(Y),Z)L o J(X) + (J3(X), Z)L o J(Y)—
—(Lo J3(Y),Z)J(X) + (Lo J*(X), Z)J(Y)+
+2(L o J3(X),Y)J(Z) + 2(J3(X),Y)L o J(Z);

~—

where L = 2(n1+2) r+ 8(n+1§(n+2) id, is called Bochner tensor of manifold M.
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Let as compute components of Bochner tensor in A-frame:

B.,.i = (B(ec,eg),€v,€a) = (R(ec,€4),€b,€a) + (€4, €b)(L(ee), €a)—
_<‘€Cv 5b><L(5(2)7 5&> + <L(5(2)7 5b><507 Efl> - <L(€C)7 5b><5(iv 5&>_
—laJ?(e;),ep)(L o J(ec),€a) + (J>(ec),ev) (Lo J(ey), €a)—
—(Lo J%(ez),en){J(ec): €a) + (Lo T3 (ec),en)(J () €a) +
+2(Lo J3(ec),e)(J(ev), €a) + 2(J°(ec), e 4)(L 0 J(eb), €a)
=R,,.;+Ltorol+ Ly oy oo+ LT op o+

L od ¢ + 2L 5d 68 + 2L0 5¢ 62
= R+ LE6¢ + LY 60 + L6 + L 6¢ + 2L8 63 + 2L 6¢
= Ry +2(Le 68 + LE62 + Ld 5+ Lg o).

Analogously,

Bijea = Rapea + (€ eg)(L(ec), €a) — (ec, 65)(L(€a), €a)+

+<L(‘€d)7 ><5075a> < ( ) ><5d75a>
—(J*(ea), € ><LoJ(sc),aa> (F(eo).e s {LoJ(ec) €a)—
—(LoJ%(e ) (S (ec) a) + <L0J3(€c) ep)(J(ea),€a)+
+2(L o J3(ec), €d><€b) ea) +2(J%(ec),ea)(L o J (), €a)

=0+ LP6¢ oy — Lh a6 + L sb 52 — L 6b 63 — 64 L 68+
+6L L o¢ — LR b 52 + L1 6b 64

= L26Y — L96% + L4628 — L4 6% — L 6%+ Le 6% — 1462 + L4 6% = 0.

Therefore,

a od
Bdbctf = Bbdlic = _Bdb(ic bacd - A + SLEb 5(:)) (91)

All other components of the tensor are evidently equal to zero.

Definition 37. A generalized Kaehler manifold is called Bochner-flat, or
generalized Kaehler-Bochner manifold, if its Bochner tensor is equal to zero
identically.

Let M be Bochner-flat generalized Kaehler manifold. In view of (91) it is
eqgivalent to
(a ¢d) (a ¢d)
Ab _8L(b 60) s or Ab = t(b 50)
where ¢ = —8L¢. In view of Theorem 43 we get the following result:

Theorem 45. Four-dimensional generalized Kaehler manifold is self-dual
iff it is Bochner-flat. O

6.4 4-dimensional anti-self-dual C,-manifolds

Let M be an arbitrary four-dimensional anti-self-dual generalized Kaehler man-
ifold, ¥ € AT (M). Then W(9) = 0, and by (77) and (78) we have:
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1) W(¥9)’, = B9 = 0. In view of Lemma 4, the equality will be written
in the form (B% + B%)iy = 0, and in view of arbitrary choice of y € C> (M),
B =0, ie A% +1rb — %s 6% =0, and thus, %s 5% =0, i.e. s=0. Inversely, if
s =0, then B =0, and thus, W (9)°, = 0.

2) W()ap = Wap®@eq = 0. In view of Lemma 4, the equality will be
rewritten in the form Wy,°*(z + iz) = 0, and in view of arbitrary choice of
2,2 € C® (M), Wgp*' = 0, and thus, Wy, = 0. By (77) the above is equivalent

to
re S 1y 65 — rp 68 — rd of = %53‘;. (92)
Contracting it by indices b and d, we get: 2rS+ %s 05 —2rS = %s 0%, hence, s = 0.
Inversely, if s = 0, then (92) will be written in the form r¢ 6 + rf 6¢ — r¢ 64 —
rd §¢ = 0, that is equivalent to ] + 71 = 0, i.e. s =0, and thus, W (), = 0.
Hence,
W) =0 < s=0,

and we get the following result:

Theorem 46. A J-dimensional generalized Kaehler manifold is anti-self-
dual iff it is manifold of zero scalar curvature. 0O

Remark. If M is a 4-dimensional compact regular spinor manifold [7] carry-
ing a Kaehler structure of classic type, this result can be essentially strength-
ened. Namely, in this case signature 7(M) of manifold M is computed by the
formula [5]:

1

M) =155

Jaw e = 1w P,
M

If M is anti-self-dual and not conformal-flat, then it follows that 7(M) < 0.
But then A-kind of the manifold [5], in 4-dimensional case equal to =T(M),
is also negative, and by the Theorem of A.Lichneriwicz [21] M does not admit
metrics of positive scalar curvature. By the Theorem of Kazdan-Warner [22],
the initial metric on M, being by Theorem 46 a metric of zero scalar curvature,
is Ricci-flat. If M is conformal-flat, then since it is a regular Kaehler surface, its
first Betti number is zero, i.e. the universal covering space is compact and, by
Theorem 46, it has zero scalar curvature, but it is impossible in view of Theorem
44.

Thus, in this case M is Ricci-flat. Inversely, if M is Ricci-flat, then by
Theorem 46 it is anti-self-dual. Thus, we get the following result:

Theorem 47. A 4-dimensional compact reqular spinor manifold carrying
any Kaehler structure of classical type is anti-self-dual iff it is Ricci-flat. O

An example of such manifold is a K3-surface, i.e. a compact regular surface
with zero first Chern class. It is known [23] that such surfaces form a special
type in Kodaira classification of complex surfaces and they are well studied. It
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is known, in particular, that all Ks-surfaces are diffeomorphic and their Kaehler
structures induced by Calabi-Yau metric are Kaehler-Einsteinian structures [5].
Moreover, by the known result of Hitchin [8] any compact anti-self-dual Ein-
steinian manifold is either flat or covered by a K3-surface, having a Calabi-Yau
metric.
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