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Abstract

We use tools from generalized complex geometry to develop the theory of SKT (a.k.a. pluriclosed
Hermitian) manifolds and more generally manifolds with special holonomy with respect to a metric
connection with closed skew-symmetric torsion. We develop Hodge theory on such manifolds show-
ing how the reduction of the holonomy group causes a decomposition of the twisted cohomology.
For SKT manifolds this decomposition is accompanied by an identity between different Laplacian
operators and forces the collapse of a spectral sequence at the first page. Further we study the de-
formation theory of SKT structures, identifying the space where the obstructions live. We illustrate
our theory with examples based on Calabi-Eckmann manifolds, instantons, Hopf surfaces and Lie

groups.
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Introduction

Looking beyond the Levi-Civita connection in Riemannian geometry, one finds a number of other
metric connections with interesting properties. Normally these families of connections are defined
by some characteristic of the torsion tensor and recurrent themes of research are connections with
parallel torsion or connections with skew symmetric torsion. The “strong” torsion condition refers
to the latter: a strong torsion connection on a Riemannian manifold is a metric connection whose
torsion is skew symmetric and closed. In this setting, a Kdhler structure with strong torsion, or
SKT structure is a Hermitian structure (g, I') together with a strong torsion connection for which I
is parallel. A weaker notion is that of a (strong) parallel Hermitian structure which for us means
a connection with closed, skew symmetric torsion for which the holonomy is U(n). The differ-
ence between a parallel Hermitian structure and an SKT structure being that in the former case
integrability of the complex structure is not required.

A reason to study of such objects comes from string theory, where closed 3-forms arise naturally
as fields in their sigma models [28, 33]. Once a 3-form is added to the sigma model, if one still requires
a nontrivial amount of supersymmetry, the type of geometry of the target space has to move away
from the usual Kéhler geometry. It was precisely following this path that Gates, Hull and Rocek
[15] discovered the bi-Hermitian geometry that nowadays also goes by the name of generalized
Kéhler geometry [20] as the solutions to the (2,2)-supersymmetric sigma model. Requiring less
supersymmetry without giving up on the idea altogether leads one to consider models where there
is more left than right supersymmetry or models where the right side is simply absent. These
conditions lead to (2,1) or (2,0) supersymmetric sigma models and supersymmetry holds if and
only if the target space has an SKT structure [24]. This point of view also leads one to consider
parallel Hermitian and bi-Hermitian structures as these are geometric structures imposed by a sigma
model with an extended supersymmetry algebra [10, 11].

Mathematical properties of SKT structures have been subject of study of several papers since
the 90’s, including those of Bismut [3], Grantcharov et ol [18], Fino and collaborators [12, 13] and
more recently Streets and Tian [30, 31]. Yet, until now there was no framework in which basic
Kahler results, such as Hodge theory and deformation theory, obtained meaningful counterparts in
the SKT world. Indeed the opposite seemed to be the case: Since SKT manifolds are, in particular,
complex, their space of forms inherits a natural bi-grading, but a simple check in concrete examples
shows that there is no corresponding decomposition of their cohomology. Further, by studying
these structures on six dimensional nilmanifolds Fino, Parton and Salamon [12] produced examples
showing that their Frolicher spectral sequence does not necessarily degenerate at the first page, they
do not satisfy the dd°-lemma, manifolds carrying these structures may not be formal and that these
structures are not stable under deformations of the complex structure. In short, several Kahler
properties seem to have been lost once the torsion was included. Put another way, given a complex
manifold, we were left with no tools to decide whether it admited an SKT metric or not.

Here we tackle SKT structures from a new point of view. The key observation is that SKT
structures have yet another description, this time, as a ‘generalized structure’, i.e., a geometric
structure on TM = TM & T*M. In fact, in this paper we show that, in a very precise way, SKT
structures lie half way between generalized Hermitian and generalized Kahler structures. Using this



approach, we show that some of the negative results mentioned earlier have a positive counterpart
involving the torsion while those with negative answers obtain a conceptual explanation for their
failure to hold.

Indeed, the first observation is that, as structures defined on TM with the H-Courant bracket,
the natural differential operator to consider is d¥ = d+ HA, where H = d°w, and w is the Hermitian
form. Hence questions about d, and its decomposition as 9 + 0 miss an important ingredient and
were doomed from the start. The cohomology of d¥ is only Zs-graded, yet we show that a parallel
Hermitian structure induces a Z x Zy grading on the space of forms which itself induces a Z x Zs
grading on the d-cohomology. This is achieved by introducing the intrinsic torsion of a generalized
almost Hermitian structure and using it to show that the d¥-Laplacian preserves a Z x Za-graded
decomposition of the space of forms. For SKT manifolds one can go further and prove an identity
of Laplacians, extending Gualtieri’s work on generalized Kahler geometry [19]. This way we relate
a cohomology naturally defined in terms of the SKT data with the d¥-cohomology. These identities
imply further that a variation of the Frolicher spectral sequence degenerates at the first page. As an
application, we return to the moduli space of instantons on a bundle over a compact complex surface
and show that the existence of an SKT structure in this space (obtained by Liibke and Teleman
[27] by an ad hoc method) can be seen as a consequence of the Hodge theory developed for SKT
manifolds.

With this new framework at hand, we study of the problem of stability of SK'T structures. Pre-
cisely, we use the operators introduced by the generalized complex setup to determine the obstruction
space to the stability problem. In its classical version, we prove that if the Dolbeault cohomology
group HY:2(M) vanishes, then any deformation of the complex structure can be accompanied by a
deformation of the metric so that the pair remains SKT.

This paper is organized as follows. In Section 1 we develop the linear algebra pertinent to
generalized complex, generalized Hermitian and SKT structures. In particular we show that an
SKT structure gives rise to a Z X Zs-grading on the space of forms. In Section 2 we introduce
the intrinsic torsion of a generalized Hermitian structure and, in Sections 3 and 4 , we relate SKT
structures and parallel Hermitian structures to the vanishing of certain components of the intrinsic
torsion. In Section 5 we study Hodge theory for SKT and parallel Hermitian structures and prove
that in both cases the d-cohomology decomposes according to the decomposition of forms induced
by the structure. As an application, in Section 7 we recover the result that the moduli space of
instantons over a complex surface has an SKT structure. In Section 8 we use our framework to
study the problem of deformations of SK'T and generalized Kahler structures.

Acknowledgements: This research was supported by a Marie Curie Intra European Fellowship
and a VIDI grant from NWO, the Dutch science foundation. The author is thankful to Anna Fino,
Sonke Rollenske, Ulf Lindstrom, Martin Rocek, Stefan Vandoren and Maxim Zabzine for useful
conversations.

1 Linear algebra

Given a vector space V™ we let V=V ® V™ be its “double”. V is endowed with a natural symmetric
pairing:

1 *
(X+&Y +nm) =5m(X) +£(Y)), X YeVEneVr
Elements of V act on A®V* via
(X +&) p=ixp+EAp.
One can easily check that for v € V

v (v-p) = (v,0) ¢,



hence A®*V™* is naturally a module for the Clifford algebra of V. In fact, it is the space of spinors for
Spin(V) and hence comes equipped with a spin invariant pairing, the Chevalley pairing:

(907 ¢)Ch = _((P A "/Jt)topu

where ! indicates transposition, an R-linear operator defined on decomposable forms by
(@1 A= Nag) =ap A Aay,

and top means taking the degree m component.
The spin group, Spin(V), acts on both V and on spinors in a compatible manner, namely, its
action on V is by conjugation using Clifford multiplication

gsv = gug~* for all g € Spin(V),v € V
and on A*V* by the Clifford action described above, so we have

g-(v-9)=(gug™") - (99) = (g:v) - (9~ ¢) (1.1)
for all g € Spin(V), v € V and ¢ € A°V*.

Example 1.1 (B-field transform). Given B € A2V* C spin(V), it acts on V. Namely, we can regard
B as a map from V into V*

B(X +¢&) =—ixB=-B(X).
Exponentiating this map we have
B V—V  BX+E=X+E-BX).
And this action is compatible with the action of e® € Spin(V) on forms:
eB O — eB A ©.
So we have eZ : AFV — ARV and for o € A*V and ¢ € A®V*

( B

eBa)-ePyp =B

a-p).
]

We will be interested in introducing geometric structures on V. The first we consider is a
generalized metric, as introduced by Gualtieri [20].

Definition 1.2. A generalized metric on V is an automorphism G : V — V which is orthogonal
and self-adjoint with respect to the natural pairing and for which the bilinear tensor

(Gu,w), v,weV

is positive definite.

Since G is orthogonal and self-adjoint, we have G™' = G' = G, hence G*> = Id. Therefore G
splits V into its £1-eigenspaces: V =V, @ V_ and the projection my : V — V gives isomorphisms
w : Vo — V. Further, given a generalized metric G we can write V = GV* & V* and GV* is
isomorphic to V via the projection my : V — V. Since both V' and GV are isotropic subspaces of V
which project isomorphically onto V', we can describe GV as the graph of a linear map b: V — V*,
that is b € ®2V*. Isotropy means that b € A?V* and hence gives rise to an orthogonal transformation



of the natural pairing, e?. This map has the property that e? : GV* — V, hence, after an orthogonal

transformation of V, we can assume that GV* = V. For this splitting,

G= (gol g) (1.2)

where ¢ is an ordinary metric on V. The splitting of V determined by a generalized metric is the
metric splitting.

If V is endowed with an orientation, we can define a generalized Hodge star operator [19] as
follows. Since ny : Vi — V is an isomorphism, V, inherits an orientation. Then we let
{e1,ea2,- - ,em} be a positive orthonormal basis of V; and let x = —ep, - +--ea - e1 € Clif(V).
Then

*p =k Q,
where - denotes Clifford action.

With this definition, we have

(esxp)on >0 if@#0 (1.3)

If the splitting of V is the metric splitting, we have

(¢, %) cn = ¢ A1),

where * is the usual Hodge star, hence, in this splitting, * is the usual Hodge star except for a
change in signs given by the Chevalley pairing. Since * = —e,, - ... - ez - €1, we have that

m(m—1)
2

*2=(-1)

and hence it splits the space of forms into its eigenspaces, namely, into its +1-eigenspaces AL V™ if
m is zero or one modulo four or its +i-eigenspaces if n is 2 or 3 modulo 4. This allows us to define
self-dual and anti self-dual forms in all dimensions:

Definition 1.3. We say that a form ¢ € A*V is SD if xp = —iwcp and that it is ASD if

.m(m—1)

*xp =1~ 2 . We denote the space of SD-forms by A% V* and the space of ASD-forms by A* vl

The Clifford action of elements in V. either preserves or switches the eigenspaces of x:

Lemma 1.4. Let v4 € V4. Then acting via Clifford action on forms we have
vex = (=1)""xwy and vox = (—=1)" xv_
hence for m even,
Vit AQVE — ALV and Vo ALV — ALV

and for m odd
Vi ASVE — ALV and Vo ALV — /\;FV*

Proof. For v_ € V_, we have that (v_,V,) = 0 hence v_ graded commutes with x. For vy € V,
we can choose an orthonormal basis for V. for which e; = v/||v||, so that v anti commutes with all
the remaining elements of the basis and commutes with e;. (|

For the rest of this section we will introduce structures on V' which force its dimension to be
even so we let m = 2n.

The choice of signs on the Chevalley pairing and of * were made so that on a four manifold, the notion of SD and
ASD agrees with the usual notions of self-dual and anti self-dual on 2-forms.



Definition 1.5. A generalized complex structure on V is a complex structure on V which is or-
thogonal with respect to the natural pairing. A generalized Hermitian structure or a U(n) x U(n)
structure on V' is a generalized complex structure J; on V and a generalized metric G such that J
and G commute.

Given a generalized complex structure J on V', we can split V¢, the complexification of V, into
the +i-eigenspaces of J: Ve = L @ L. The spaces L and L are maximal isotropic subspaces of V¢
such that LN L = {0}. Since the natural pairing is nondegenerate, we can use it to identify L = L*.
Precisely, we identify

v 2(v,-) € L*, forv e L. (1.4)

Given a generalized Hermitian structure (J71,G) on V, Jo = GJ1 is orthogonal with respect
to the natural pairing and squares to —Id, hence it is also a generalized complex structure. Since
7y : Vo — V are isomorphisms, and J1|y, is a complex structure on Vi orthogonal with respect
to the natural pairing, it induces complex structures I+ on V compatible with the metric g induced
by G making V into a bi-Hermitian vector space. We can further form the corresponding Hermitian
forms w4 =goly.

Given any generalized Hermitian structure, A*V{¥ splits as the intersections of the eigenspaces
of J1 and Jo: UP? = UY NU% , where UY is the ip-eigenspace of J; in A®V{. In this context,

the generalized Hodge star is related to the action of J; = eﬂTji, namely:

Lemma 1.6. (Gualtieri [19]) In a generalized Hermitian vector space one has
*x = —J1J2.

This means that we can read the decomposition of forms into SD and ASD from the UP:¢
decomposition, namely x|y»e = i*T9. If we plot the (nontrivial) spaces UP? in a lattice, each
diagonal is made either of SD- or ASD-forms, with U™° made of SD-forms (see Figure 1).

SD (1.5)
W
ASD YiCE:
AN
SD U1 Ut
RN
U—2,0 UO’O U2’0

U—l,—l Ul,—l

UO’_2

Figure 1: Representation of the spaces of SD and ASD in terms of the (p, ¢)-decomposition of forms on a
4-dimensional generalized Hermitian structure.

Definition 1.7. A positive U(n) structure or a positive Hermitian structure on V is a generalized
metric G and a complex structure Z; on V., the 4+1-eigenspace of G, orthogonal with respect to the
natural pairing. A negative U(n) structure or negative Hermitian structure on V is a generalized
metric with an orthogonal complex structure Z_ on its —1-eigenspace. We say that a generalized
complex structure J extends a positive/negative U(n) structure (G,7) if 7 is the restriction of J to
the appropriate space and (G, J) is a generalized Hermitian structure.



Given a generalized Hermitian structure, since 71 and G commute, 71 preserves the eigenspaces
of G and hence, upon restriction to V4, one obtains a positive and a negative Hermitian structure.
Conversely, a positive (resp. negative) Hermitian structure can be extended to V by declaring that
it vanishes on V_ (resp. V;). Then a pair of positive and negative Hermitian structures, Z,, Z_
gives rise to a generalized Hermitian structure by declaring that J, =Z4 +7Z_.

Given a positive U(n) structure on V, we can use the isomorphism V; = V to transport the
metric and the complex structure Z, from Vi to V, making it into a Hermitian vector space
(V,g,I). Further, we can use Z4 to define a complex structure Z_ on V_ using the isomorphisms
Vi 2V = V_ and this way we have an extension of the U(n) structure to a generalized Hermitian
structure: namely we declare that J; is Z; on Vi and Z_ on V_, hence, in the metric splitting of
V, J1 is the generalized complex structure associated to the complex structure? I and consequently
J o is the generalized complex structure associated to the Hermitian form w = go I:

J1= <é _OI*> Ja = <g _%_1>. (1.6)

For this set of choices, there is a relation between the (p, ¢)-decomposition of forms determined
by the generalized Hermitian structure and the usual (p, ¢)-decomposition of forms determined by
the complex structure I on V.

Proposition 1.8. (Cavalcanti [7]) Let J1 and J2 be as above and let Lo be the +i-eingenspace of
T2 . The map

—1

YiVe — Vo P(X 4+ =eel’ (X +¢)
preserves J1 and o
Y(Ve) = Lo, P(VE) = Lo
Therefore the corresponding action on spinors,

1

UAVE — ATVE: W(p) = e (),
preserves the eigenspaces of J1 and maps /\kVC* into U;;k that is

BV = U

A positive Hermitian structure is fully determined by the +i-eigenspace of 7, that is, an isotropic
n-dimensional subspace Vj’o C T M for which Vj’oﬁVi’O = {0} and (v,7) > O forallv € VJ:’O\{O}.
If we are given a generalized complex extension J of a positive Hermitian structure (G,Z) we
obtain a bigrading of forms into UP*? as explained earlier. However, from the point of view of the U (n)
structure, the natural spaces to consider are Wf = Zp g UL Indeed W7} corresponds to the

vector space of all forms that are annihilated by the Clifford action of Vj"o and Wf_% = /\’“V_E’1 W,
that is, the spaces Wff are solely determined by the complex structure Z,. Notice that Wf is only
nontrivial if —n < k < n and n — k = 0 mod 2. Further, since the spaces Wf are the diagonals of
the UP'? decomposition, each Wf is made of either SD- or ASD-forms, with W being SD.

Another description of the spaces W is obtained by extending 7, to an endomorphism of TM
by declaring that Z,|y_ vanishes, so that Z, is a skew-symmetric operator on TM with respect to
the natural pairing, that is, Z, € spin(TM). Similarly to a generalized complex structure, J, for
which the space U is the ik-eigenspace of the action of 7, letting Z, act on forms one sees that
the space Wf is the i%-eigenspace of Z,. Hence, Lemma 1.6 takes the following form for positive
U(n) structures:

2Note that usually, the generalized complex structure associated to a given a complex structure I on a vector space
differs from 77 by a sign, or said another way, by overall conjugation. Hence, all the usual concepts get conjugated with
this definition, for example, later we will have §7, = 0 and the generalized canonical bundle is A>"T™* M



L
Lemma 1.9. Let (G,Z,) be a positive Hermitian structure on V, and let I, = ez . Then
]Ii = —x,

that is x|y . = —ik.

Similarly, for a negative Hermitian structure (G,Z_), we can extend Z_ to V by declaring that
it vanishes on V4. If J; is a generalized complex extension of Z_, then the eigenspaces of Z_
correspond to the anti-diagonals of the UP*9 decomposition: W* = Zp_ g=r UP.

Finally we observe that the spaces W¥ have both even and odd forms, so one can refine this
grading to a Z X Zo-grading:

WO =whEn (Vi)  WE =WEn (Ve 0). (L.7)

In what follows we will refer to both spaces W and Wi’l, with the understanding that if the
Zo-grading is not particularly important, we will simply omit it.

2 Intrinsic torsion of generalized Hermitian structures

Except for a generalized metric, each of the structures introduced in Section 1 has an appropriate
integrability condition. We let (M?", H) be a manifold with a real closed 3-form H and consider
the Courant bracket on sections of TM =TM & T*M:

[[X+§,Y+T]]]H = [X,Y] —l—ﬁx?’]—iydf —iyix H.

We will omit the 3-form from the bracket if it is clear from the context.
The Courant bracket is the derived bracket associated to the operator d¥ = d + HA, i.e., the
following identity holds for all vy, v € T'(TM) and ¢ € Q*(M):

[[UlvUQ]]H P = {{Ulv dH}v ’UZ}QO

(2.1)
:dH(v1-v2-<p)—|—vl~dH(v2~<p)—v2~dH(v1-ga)—vg-v1~dH<p,

where - denotes the Clifford action of Clif(TM) on A*T*M and {-, -} denotes the graded commutator
of operators.
The orthogonal action of a 2-form B € Q*(M) on TM relates different Courant brackets:

[ePv1, elva]n = eP o1, vl Hian.

Definition 2.1. For each of the structures introduced in Definitions 1.5 and 1.7, we refer to the
smooth assignment of such structure to T, M for each x € M by including the adjective almost in
the name of the structure.

Definition 2.2 (Integrability conditions).

o A (integrable) generalized complex structure is a generalized almost complex structure J whose
+i-eigenspace is involutive with respect to the Courant bracket.

o A generalized Hermitian structure is a pair (G, J1) of generalized metric and compatible inte-
grable generalized complex structure.

o A generalized Kdhler structure is a generalized Hermitian structure (G, J1) for which J; and
J2 = J1G are integrable.



2.1 The Nijenhuis tensor

Let us spend some time to understand the Nijenhuis tensor of an almost generalized complex struc-
ture J. This tensor is defined in the usual way, namely if L is the +i-eigenspace of J

Nij: T(L) x (L) — I'(L);  Nij(X,Y) = —[X,Y]*, (2.2)

where I indicates projection onto L. We can alternatively use the identification L = L" from (1.4)
to consider the operator

N :T(L) x T(L) x T(L) — Q°(M;C);

N(X,Y,Z) = —2([X,Y], Z) = 2(Nij(X,Y), Z). (23)

As usual, Nij is a tensor, indeed, for f € C*(M;C) we have
Nij(X, fY) = —[X, fY]" = —(f[X, Y] + (Lrr ) ))Y)" = =X, Y]" = fNij(X,Y).

Further, the tensor N € A’2L ® L defined above actually lies in A3L. Indeed, for XY, Z € I‘(f) we
have

0= ‘Cﬂ'T(X)<Y= Z> = _(<[[X7Y]]7Z> + <Y, [[X7 Z]]>) = %(N(vav Z) +N(X7 Z,Y)),

which shows that N is fully skew.

A different way to understand N arises by using the U* decomposition of forms determined by
J. Namely, letting U* = I'(U*) (throughout the paper we denote the sheaf of sections of U* by U b
and the sheaf of sections of UP-? by UP'?), one has:

Lemma 2.3. In an almost generalized complex manifold
d U U eut Tt o U o U, (2.4)

Further the map w43 o d? : U* —s U3 corresponds to the Clifford action of N, the Nijenhuis
tensor defined in (2.3).

Proof. We prove first that
a"ut— YW (2.5)
Jjzk=3
and will do so by induction, starting at k = n 4+ 1 and working our way down. For k = n + 1 we
have that U™ = {0} and the claim follows trivially.

Next we assume the result to be true for all j > &k and let p € U*. For v1,vs € T(L), using (2.1)
we have

vg - vy - dp = —[vr,va] - p 4 d" (v1 - v - p) +v1d (va - p) — vad™ (v1 - p).

Since the Clifford action of v; sends U7 to U, the inductive hypothesis implies that _the last three
terms lie in @;>_1U”, while the first term, being the action of an element of L & L on p lies in
Ut @ UFL. Therefore we conclude that

ve vy -dfp e @jzk_luj for all v1,v9 € T'(L)

and (2.5) follows.

As df is a real operator and U~* = UF conjugating (2.5) we have that

d:uU* — Z U,
j<k—3



Furthermore, if U* is made of even forms then U**! is made of odd forms and vice versa, we have

that
-yt — >oooouw
li—k|<3
j—k=1 mod 2
therefore proving (2.4).

Now we prove that mpy3 o df corresponds to the Clifford action of N. Once again we use
induction, this time starting at k = —n — 1 and moving upwards. Since ="~ = {0}, the claim is
trivial there. Assume now that for j < k we have proved that ;43 o d is the Clifford action of N.
Let p € U* and vy, vy € T'(L). Then using (2.1) we have

Vo113 0 A p = i1 (vav1d p)
= Tpp1(—[v1,ve]lp + A" v1v2p + v1dT vap — vad™ w1 p)
= N(v1,v2)p + Tpq1 0 dH(Uvap) + 01 7pg2 © AT vgp — Vom0 dTuip
= {ve,{v1, N}}p+ Nvivep + v1Nvep — vaNvyp
= v Np,

where in third equality we have used that the component of [v1,vs]p in Ukt s given by the
Clifford action of the L component of [v1, v2], that is ty,t,, N and in the fourth equality we used the
inductive hypothesis as well as the fact that when acting on forms, the interior product of v € I'(L)
with ¢ € T'(A®L) is given by ¢(v)p = {v,¢}p. The last equality follows by expanding the graded
commutator and canceling out similar terms. (|

If we compose d!?|,;x with projection onto U and U*1 we get operators
8j:7Tk+1OdHluk—>uk+l and gjzﬂ'k,l odH:Z/{k—H/{k*l,

and if the generalized complex structure J is clear from the context, we denote these operators
simply by 0 and 0. As proved by Gualtieri in [21], integrability is equivalent to the requirement

dv . ut — Ut eyttt d? =9 +9,
so we can also see from this point of view how the vanishing of the Nijenhuis tensor implies integra-
bility.
2.2 The intrinsic torsion and the road to integrability

With this understanding of the Nijenhuis tensor, we can give a pictorial description of the long road
to integrability from almost generalized Hermitian to generalized Kahler. Indeed, given an almost
generalized Hermitian structure, we get a splitting of forms into spaces UP'¢. According to Lemma
2.3, d can not change either the ‘p’ or the ‘¢’ grading by more than three and it must switch parity.
Hence d decomposes as a sum of eight operators and their complex conjugates

d¥ =6, +0,+0_4+6_+ N +NL +N_+N_+ N, +N;+No+ Ny + N3+ N3 + Ny + Ny;

Op tUPT — YPTaT syPt — Pt
Nyt UPS — YPH2at3 - Nyt — P,
Ny Ut — YP= b0 Ny YPd — Y, 26)
N3 :UP? — YPratt o Ny yPt — yPtet

and we can draw in a diagram all the possible nontrivial components of d*|yr.« as arrows (see Figure
2).
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up+1711+3 up+3,q+3

Figure 2: Representation of the nontrivial components of d when restricted to U?? for an generalized
almost Hermitian structure.

Once we require that 77 is integrable, i.e. we are dealing in fact with a generalized Hermitian
structure, then d¥ only changes the ‘p’ degree by +1 and several components of d¥ present in the
nonintegrable case, now vanish and the diagram from Figure 2 clears up to the one presented in
Figure 3.

yr—1a+3 yrtiat3

N No
yr—1a+ p+1,g+1

@ Ur4 O+
PN
yr—1a-1 yprtia-1

No N,
yr—1a-3 yrtia—3

Figure 3: Representation of the nontrivial components of d” for a generalized Hermitian structure.

Finally, if we require that 7 is also integrable, and hence we are in fact dealing with a generalized
Kahler structure, the last two components of the Nijenhuis tensor, labeled N7 and Ny above, vanish
and d” decomposes as a sum of four operators, as pictured in Figure 4.

This shows that the obstruction for a generalized almost Hermitian structure to be a generalized
Kahler structure is given by the tensors V;, ¢ = 1,2,3,4 and Ny

Definition 2.4. The intrinsic torsion of a generalized Hermitian manifold are the tensors N,
i1=1,2,3,4and N4.

Next sections we will introduce geometric structures on M which are weaker than generalized
Kahler structures and show how these structures can be phrased in terms of the vanishing of certain
components of the intrinsic torsion.
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up—l,q—l—l up—l—l,q—l—l
- T ypa g
NG

yr—La-1 yrtia-1

| >l

Figure 4: Representation of the nontrivial components of d” for a generalized Kahler structure.

2.3 The operators §; and 04

Not requiring integrability, d™ restricted to UP? has sixteen components but only four are not
tensorial, namely 04+ and d4. Hence we have

At~ + 6o+, (2.7)

where ~ indicates that these operators agree up to lower order terms, i.e., they have the same
symbol. Using the decomposition

TcM =V o v e v e v (2.8)
one can easily see that the decomposition (2.7) in terms of symbols corresponds to the decomposition
of a 1-form £ € TM into its four components according to (2.8) and one can also check that the

symbol sequence for each of the operators d+ and 6+ is exact, e.g., for d,, the symbol sequence
associated to sequence of operators

S 1,-1 O ) S
Lo ypLa-t O g O gptligtl O

is an exact sequence. Adding over p + ¢ = k and letting Wi = @ptq=kU"? we have also that the
symbol sequence associated to

ot k—2 9+ E O+ k+2 O+
W — W — W — (2.9)
is exact. And similarly, adding over ¢ we get that the symbol sequence of
O+ =1 O+ 5p O+ 5 p+1 O+
Ut = U —= Ut —= (2.10)

is exact.

3 Parallel Hermitian and bi-Hermitian structures

The first type of structures that we will relate to the intrinsic torsion are Hermitian structures
which are parallel for a connection with closed skew torsion. The existence of a relationship between
connections with closed, skew symmetric torsion and the Courant bracket was made evident by
Hitchin in [23]. Precisely, given a generalized metric on TM, we let H be the 3-form corresponding
to the metric splitting and g be the induced metric on M. Also, for X € T'(T'M) we let X4 € T'(V4)
be unique lifts of X to Vi, we let 7 : TM — V. be the orthogonal projections onto Vi and
mr : TM — T M be the natural projection.

12



Proposition 3.1 (Hitchin [23]). Let VE be the unique metric connection whose torsion is skew
symmetric and equal to FH. Then

ViY =mrom [X_,Y4],

VY =mrom_[X., Y]

From this proposition, we see that the isomorphisms 7 : V.o — T'M relate the connections
with torsion F+H to the operators

VET(Vo)xT(Vy) —T(V4);  Viw=mifo,w], vel(Vy),wel(V.), (3.1)
VT (Vi) xT(V2) — T(V_); Vv =m_[w,v], vel(Vy),weTl(V_).

As we will work with the spaces Vi directly, we will use V* instead of the connections they induce
on T'M, with the understanding that these are equivalent operators, so, for example, if V+ has
holonomy in U(n), then M has an almost Hermitian structure (g, I) which is parallel with respect
to VT and via the isomorphism 7 : V; — T'M, V, gets a positive almost Hermitian structure
which is parallel for VT so that VT has holonomy in U(n) and the converse statement also holds.

Definition 3.2. A parallel positive (resp. negative) Hermitian structure is a positive (resp. negative)
almost Hermitian structure which is parallel with respect to V*, (resp. V™). A parallel bi- Hermitian
structure or parallel U(n) x U (n)-structure is a triple (g, I, I_) such that (g, I;) is a parallel positive
Hermitian structure and (g, I_) is a parallel negative Hermitian structure.

Proposition 3.3. If the connection V' has holonomy in U(n), the corresponding almost Hermitian
structure satisfies

[TV, T(V)] C T(Vy @ C). (3.3)

And conversely, a Hermitian structure satisfying (3.3) is parallel with respect to V.

Proof. Let Z, be a complex structure on V. orthogonal with respect to the natural pairing and let
Vj’o be its +i-eigenspace. Then, for vy, vs € I‘(VJ:’O) and w € T'(V_), we have that (v;,w) =0, as
V. and V_ are orthogonal with respect to the natural pairing. Hence

0= Lorv, (W, v2)
= ([v1, w], v2) + (w, [v1, v2])
= —([w, v1],va) + (w, [v1, v2])
= —(Viv1, va) + (w, [v1, v2]).

(3.4)

where in the third equality we used again that V; and V_ are orthogonal with respect to the natural
pairing, and hence [vi,w] = —[w,v1] and in the fourth equality we used that v, € Vi and hence
the V_ component of Jw,v;] is annihilated by the natural pairing.

If 7, is parallel with respect to VT, then (V{v1,vs) vanishes for all vq,ve € I‘(VJ:’O) and w €
I'(V_) and hence, according to (3.4), so does (w, [v1, v2]), showing that [vi, ve] must be orthogonal to
V_ and hence, a section of V.. Conversely, if , [v1, v2] € T'(Vy), then for all w € T'(V_), (w, [vr,ve]) =
0 hence (3.4) implies that (Viuv;,v2) = 0 showing that Vv, is orthogonal to V0. Since V.'" is a
maximal isotropic of Vi @ C, we conclude that Vv, € I‘(Vj’o) for all w € V_ and v; € I‘(Vi’o),
hence 7, is parallel with respect to V*. |

Obviously the same result holds exchanging V' and VJ}’O by V~ and Vo,

Next, and throughout these notes, we denote by WP and W*! the sheaf of sections of the bundles
W* and Wk respectively.

13



Theorem 3.4. Let (M, H) be a manifold with 3-form, G be a generalized metric on M and Ty, T _
be a positive and a negative almost Hermitian structure on M

e T, is parallel with respect to V' if and only if Ny = N3 =0, i.e.,
H . ynik k—6 k—2 k k+2 k+6.
Ao WE s WS g WET2 o WE @ W2 @ WS,
o 7_ s parallel with respect to V™ if and only if N1 = Ny =0, i.e.,
dHWE WS W2 Wk @ Wk g kS,
e (G, Z.,7_) is a parallel bi-Hermitian structure if and only if N; =0 for i =1,2,3,4.

Proof. Since V_ is the orthogonal complement of V with respect to the natural pairing, it is clear
that (3.3) is equivalent to the following two conditions

([v1,ve],w) = 0 for all vy,vs € I‘(Vj’o),w eT(V™h).

([v1,ve],w) = 0 for all vy,vs € F(Vi’o),w c I‘(V_l’o);

but the first condition is equivalent to the vanishing of Ny and the second, to the vanishing of Ni.
Finally, since the component of df mapping WE to WFH is given by the sum Na + N3, we see that
the vanishing of this component is also equivalent to the parallel condition.

The remaining claims are proved similarly. (|

The decomposition of dff for an almost generalized Hermitian structure extending a parallel
positive Hermitian structure is depicted in Figure 5 and the decomposition of d¥ for a parallel
bi-Hermitian structure is depicted in Figure 6.

Yyr—3:.a+3 ypr—La+3 Ypr+3.9+3

Figure 5: Representation of the nontrivial components of d¥ for an almost generalized Hermitian structure
extending a parallel positive Hermitian structure

4 SKT structures

Classically, an SKT structure is a Hermitian structure (M, g,I) for which dd‘w = 0, where w is
the Hermitian 2-form. In this case, d°w = H is a closed 3-form and the complex structure is in
fact parallel with respect to the metric connection with torsion —H, hence SKT structures are a

14



Yrt3.a+3

Yr—34-3 Yrt3.a—3

Figure 6: Representation of the nontrivial components of d for a parallel bi-Hermitian structure.

particular case of positive parallel Hermitian structures, the only difference being that now one
requires I to be integrable. In this section we phrase the SKT condition in terms of generalized
geometry and relate it with the intrinsic torsion. We will see that an SKT structure lies precisely
half way between a generalized Hermitian and a generalized Kéahler structure.

Given an SKT structure (g, I) we let H be the background 3-form and consider the generalized
metric G as in (1.2). Using the isomorphism V; = TM we use I to induce a complex structure Z
on V4 and hence split V, into eigenspaces of Z,: V. @ C = V_i’o @ Vf’l.

Proposition 4.1. (Cavalcanti [8]) For an SKT structure (g,I) on M with d°w = H, V_&’O is
inwvolutive with respect to the H-Courant bracket.

Conversely, given a positive almost Hermitian structure (G,Z1) on (M, H), where H is the 3-
form associated of the metric splitting of TM, if Vﬁ’o is involutive, then the induced Hermitian
structure (g,I) on M is an SKT structure with d°w = H .

Remark. Here we obtain, in a new light, a well known contrast between connections with torsion
and the Levi-Civita connection regarding integrability. Indeed, for the Levi—Civita connection,
reduction of the holonomy group to U(n) implies integrability of the complex structure, but that is
known not to be the case for connections with torsion. From our point of view, this is the difference
between the reduced holonomy condition

[L(VE), T(VED] € T(Vy)

and the SKT condition
[D(VE°),T(VE0)] € T(VEO).

Of course, if we have d°w = —H, we can lift the SKT data to V_ to obtain a negative Hermitian
structure and an analogous version of Proposition 4.1 holds.
This result motivates our formulation of the SKT condition.

Definition 4.2. A positive (resp. negative) SKT structure is a positive (resp. negative) almost
U(n) structure (G, Z) for which the +i-eigenspace of 7 is involutive. A generalized (almost) complex
structure J extends an SKT structure if J is fiberwise an extension of Z, in which case we say that
J is a generalized (almost) complex/Hermitian extension of the SKT structure.

Firstly, we observe that the SKT condition can also be phrased in terms of the vanishing of
components of the intrinsic torsion. Indeed, in the presence of an extension of, say, a positive U(n)
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structure (G,Z+) to a generalized almost complex structure 71 if we let VJ:’O be the +i-eigenspace
of 7 then involutivity is equivalent to

(lvi,vo],wn) =0 for all vy, vy € T(V0),we DV 0@ VL),

that is, the components Ny, N3 and Ny of the intrinsic torsion vanish. A similar argument gives a
characterization of negative SK'T structures.

Proposition 4.3. Let G be a generalized metric on a manifold with 3-form (M, H) and let Ty be a
pair of positive and negative Hermitian structures compatible with G. If J1 =Ty +Z_ then (G,Z4)
is an SKT structure if and only if No, N3 and N1 vanish and (G,Z_) is a negative SKT structure
if and only if N1, Ny and N_ vanish.

Yr—3:a+3 yYpr—La+3

yrtia—3 Yr+3.a=3

Figure 7: Representation of the nontrivial components of d* for a positive SKT structure

Corollary 4.4. Let (M, H) be a manifold with 3-form.

e A parallel positive (resp. negative) almost Hermitian structure is a positive (resp. negative)
SKT structure if and only if Ny =0 (resp. N_ = 0);

e A parallel bi-Hermitian structure is a generalized Kéhler structure if and only if Ny = N_ = 0.
Corollary 4.5. Let M be a four dimensional manifold.
e A parallel positive/negative Hermitian structure is a positive/negative SKT structure;

e A parallel bi-Hermitian structure is a generalized Kéhler structure.

Proof. Since M is four dimensional, Vi’o are two dimensional complex vector spaces, so /\3Vji’0 = {0}
and hence N4 € /\3Vji’O are the trivial tensors. ([l

Corollary 4.6 (Gualtieri [20]). Let G be a generalized metric on a manifold with 3-form (M, H),
T+ be a pair of positive and negative SKT structures compatible with G and J1 =Z4 +Z_. Then

(G,J1) is a generalized Kéahler structure.

Proof. According to Proposition 4.3, under the hypothesis, all components of the intrinsic torsion
vanish hence (G, J1) is a generalized Kédhler structure. O
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Next, we describe the integrability condition for an SKT structure in terms of the decomposition
of forms into W% and UP+¢ (for a fixed generalized complex extension 1) described in the previous
section.

Theorem 4.7. Let (G,Z+) be a positive almost Hermitian structure on a manifold with 3-form
(M?", H). Then the following are equivalent:

1. (G,I4) is a positive SKT structure;

2. d  WE — WEZ e WE @ W2 for all k;
n n—2 n

g di WL — WP Wwr.

Proof. We will first prove that 1) implies 2). Let Z_ be any complex structure on V_ orthogonal
with respect to the natural pairing so that G and J1 = Z, +Z_ form a generalized almost Hermitian
structure. Then according to Proposition 4.3, Ny, N3 and N, vanish. Then, we see that d splits
into three components:

A =N 46N 1+ §_ (4.1)

§_:Wh — W §_=0_+3_+N_+N_,
5fWi —)Wﬁ+2; (ﬁr\]: 04 4+ N1+ Ny,
SNwk s wk=2 V=3, + N, + N,

Condition 2) clearly implies condition 3). Finally to prove that 3) implies 1) we once again
choose a complex structure Z_ on V_ and observe that since Ny, N3 and N, are tensors, it is
enough to check that they vanish when applied to spaces where their action is effective. But for
peld™ c W, the components of d” landing on W’}F_G and Wi_4 are precisely N - ¢ and N3 - ¢
and the vanishing of these forms for ¢ # 0 implies that N. = N3 = 0. Similarly, if ¢ € 4%, the
W’_f‘l component of d¥ is Ny - 1), hence the vanishing of this component implies that No = 0 and
Proposition 4.3 implies that Z is integrable. (|

While the different UP+? components of d7 obtained in terms of the generalized almost Hermitian
extension of the SKT structure depend on the particular extension chosen, the operators (5iv , 5f

and ¢_ depend only on the SKT data, since they are the decomposition of d¥ obtained from the
eigenspaces of T, . Since (d)? = 0 these operators satisfy some relations.

Corollary 4.8. The following hold
@Y =0Y7P=0 (Y4 y=00  F4y=0 {5+ (0 =0

In the arguments up to now, given a positive SKT structure, we have chosen Z_ rather freely,
but the complex structure Z corresponding to the SKT data (see Proposition 4.1) is integrable and
together with G forms a generalized Hermitian extension of (G,Z), that is, an SKT always has a
generalized Hermitian extension.

Theorem 4.9. Let (M, H) be a manifold with 3-form and (G, J1) be an generalized almost Hermi-
tian structure on M. Then the following are equivalent:

1. (G, J1) is an integrable generalized complex extension of a positive SKT structure;

2. dH . yr1 _y yyptlatl @up-i-l,q—l @up+1,q—3 @up—l,q+3 @up—l,qﬂ @up—l,q—l for allp,q € Z;
3. dH .yprmn—r _y yyptlmn—p-l @up+l7n—p—3 @up—l,n—p-l-l @up—l,n—p—l for allp € Z;

4' dH :uo,n — u—l,’n—l @L{l,n—l EBMI,’H,—?) Cmd dH :u’n,o N u’n—l,l EBM"_L_l.
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Proof. The fact that 1) implies 2) follows from Proposition 4.3 and integrability of J;1. The impli-
cations 2) = 3) = 4) are immediate. Finally, similarly to the proof of Theorem 4.7, the values of
the different components of the intrinsic torsion are fully determined by their action on 4™ and
U™ and 4) implies the vanishing of all components of the intrinsic torsion except from Nj. O

This theorem allows us to define six differential operators on a generalized complex extension of
a positive SKT structure:

d? =6_+0_+N+N+d; +04 (4.2)
§_ UM — up+17q—1; (5+ S UPT up-i-l,q-i-l; N :UP? — up—l,q+3'
yr—1a+3
yur—la+ N ypr+la+l
™
° Uura
TN
yr—1a-1 yprtia-1
N
up+1,q—3

Figure 8: Decomposition of d for a generalized complex extension of a positive SKT structure.

We see that N = Nj is the Nijenhuis tensor of Jo and this theorem shows that if (G, J1) is
a generalized Hermitian extension of an SKT structure then half of the Nijenhuis tensor of Jo
vanishes, namely the component N» from (2.6). Also, this decomposition allows us to express the
operators (5ﬂrv and §_ from (4.1) in terms of §,, §_, N and their conjugates:

N=6,4+N; §_=6_+0_. (4.3)

Since (d*)? = 0 these operators satisfy a number of relations.

Corollary 4.10. The following relations and their complex conjugates hold:
82 =N>=0; {64,N}=0;
62 = —(N,6:};  {N.0_}=0; {063 =0;  {64.0-} = —{6_,N};

{64,640y +{6-,6_}+{N,N} =0.

Corollary 4.11. Let (G, J1) be a generalized Hermitian structure on a manifold with 3-form (M, H)
and let J2 = GJ1 be the associated generalized almost complex structure. If the canonical bundle
of Jo admits a 97,-closed trivialization, then (G, J) is an extension of an SKT structure.

Proof. Since J1 is integrable, d” : U™ — Y"1 1"~ Due to Lemma 2.3, we have that

dH :uO,n SN u—l,n—S @Z/{_l’n_l 69Lll,n—l @ul,n—S.
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But according to the hypothesis there is a trivialization p of U%" such that gjlp = 0, so, in
particular, Ny - p, the component of 97, p in U173 must vanish and since it vanishes on p, Ny is
the zero tensor. So we have in fact

dH :uo,n N u—l,n—l @L{l,n—l ®ul,n—3'
and the last condition of Theorem (4.9) holds. O

The same results hold for negative SKT structures. One should bear in mind, however that the
relevant spaces for a negative structure are given by W* = S UP9, that is, each W* is an
antidiagonal and integrability is equivalent to

p—q=Fk

d7 Wk WERZ g Wk w2,

or, in terms of the UP*? decomposition obtained by choosing a generalized complex extension, the
only nontrivial component the Nijenhuis tensor is Ns.

So an SKT structure (positive or negative) corresponds to a generalized Hermitian structure in
which half of the Nijenhuis tensor of 75 vanishes.

5 Hodge theory

In this section we develop Hodge theory for manifolds with parallel Hermitian, bi-Hermitian and
SKT structures. Our main result is that for a parallel positive Hermitian structure the Laplacian
preserves the spaces Wi"l and hence induces a decomposition of the d-cohomology accordingly.
This is in contrast with the fact that for usual manifolds the d-cohomology has only a Z,-grading.
For positive SKT manifolds, not only does the Laplacian preserve the spaces W’jr’l, but in fact there

is an identity between the Laplacians for the operators dff, 6iv and @ We start with real Hodge
theory and some operators of interest.

5.1 Differential operators, their adjoints and Laplacians

Given a generalized metric and orientation on a compact manifold M™, we can form the Hodge star
operator which gives us a positive definite inner product on forms:

G(p, ) = /M(go,*w)Ch for all p, ¢ € Q°(M;R). (5.1)

Two basic results about d¥ are:

Lemma 5.1. If M™ is compact

/ (d" o, ¥)on = (—1)m/ (o, d"P)cn. (Integration by parts)
M M

G(d"p,¢) =G, (1) x " d" x1p) (Formal adjoint)

m(m+1)
2

hence the formal adjoint of df is given by df* = (—1) * dx.

We will be mostly interested in the Dirac operators:
H

lDJr =
H

‘m7 =

m(m—1)

(@ + (=1)m+tat)
(d + (—=1)mat).

*xdx) =

@7+ (=1)" =7 xdx) =

Nl= Nl
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The operators ﬂf relate to the projections of d onto SD- and ASD- forms
df : Q*(M) — QL(M),

m(m—1)

*)d" .

N =

dlp=-(1=Fi"

Lemma 5.2. Given ¢ € Q*(M) let ¢ be its SD and ASD components, then
H
Dro=dlo, +dlp_.

In particular we see that ﬁil preserves the spaces % (M) while ﬁf maps them to each other.

Proof.
H m(m—1)
Dio=5(@d" F(-1)" = xd"%)(p  +¢_)
= L@ £ (-1 wd g, + (@ F ()T xd g
= L@ £ wd ), + H(@ FETETT wd )
= (@7 £ wd o, 4 (@ F T wd )
=dfyp, +dip_.

Lemma 5.3. Let A” = d#d"* 4+ d7*d" be the d-Laplacian. Then
1. xAH = Ay and
H H
2. (1)) = (-)™(PD)? = A0

Therefore AH preserves the decomposition of forms into Q% (M) and hence the d-cohomology of
M splits as SD- and ASD-cohomology: Hyn (M) = HE (M) @ H (M).

Not only does lDf reverses the parity of forms but, according to Lemma 5.2, it swaps Q% (M)
with Q¢ (M) and hence it is a generalization of the signature operator. Since lZ)f has the same
symbol as d + (—1)™T1d* the indices of ﬁf ( QY (M) — Q° (M) and ﬁf c QM) — QoHM)
are just the usual signature and Euler characteristic, so we have

Lemma 5.4. The Euler characteristic, x, and the signature, o, of a compact manifold with closed
3-form (M, H) are given by

x = dim(HT (M) = dim(HN(M)); o = dim(HE (M) — dim(H (M)).

5.2 Signature and Euler characteristic of almost Hermitian manifolds

In a compact generalized almost Hermitian manifold we have sixteen operators induced by the UP+9
decomposition of forms. It turns out that for these operators taking complex conjugates or adjoints
are nearly the same thing. Firstly, we extend the real inner product on forms (5.1) to complex
valued forms by requiring it to be Hermitian. If we let * denote the operator given by *p = xp, we
have

Gy, %) = (¢, %) for all o, € Q*(M;C).
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Proposition 5.5. Let M2" be a compact_generalized almost Hermitian manifold and let 6 denote

any of the operators §4,0+,6_,0_, Ny or Ny, where a = 1,2,3,4,4. For ¢,v € Q*(M;C) we have

/ (60, ¥)on :/ (@,00)cn (Integration by parts)
M M

§* = 494, (Formal adjoint)
where the sign for the adjoint is positive if § : Qy(M;C) — Q4 (M;C) and negative otherwise.

Proof. The proof that integration by parts holds is the same for all of these operators, so we consider
only d4. It is enough to consider the case when ¢ € UP? and hence 4@ € UPTH4T! and it pairs
trivially with 2/*!, unless k = —p — 1 and | = —¢ — 1. Hence we may assume that ¢ € Y P~ 5971
and compute

/M(5+s07¢)0h = /M(stmb)Ch = /M(%dHiﬁ)Ch = /M(9075+¢)0h=

where in the first equality we have used that the remaining components of d” ¢ do not lie in (P9,
hence they pair trivially with v, in the second equality we integrated by parts and then reversed
the argument.

For the formal adjoint, again taking 6 = §,, ¢ € UP? and ¢ € UP T4 we compute:

G(0+p,9) = /M(5+<P,;1/))Ch = P2 /M(@a5+E>Ch
a2 /M“”’ (1), F)on = i P2 (~1)" / (.% %5 )on

M

w2y / (0,584 8)on = —Glp,5+),
M

where we have used several times that on U”? % is multiplication by i?7¢ and in the last equality
we used that p + ¢ = n mod 2. O

Therefore we can form the Dirac operator corresponding to, say, §4:
5_’_ :5+ —53_ :5+ +S+;

Since the symbol sequence of §; is exact, we get elliptic operators for the sequences (2.9) and
(2.10):
§ QM) — QUM);
Byt QL (M) — Q_(M);

The indices of these operators are just the Euler characteristic and the signature of M:

Theorem 5.6. Let (M, H) be a compact manifold with a 3-form H and let (G, J1) be an almost
generalized Hermitian structure on M. Let

hev/od — dlm(ker(gzﬂ . Qev/od N Qod/ev))7

wt = dim(ker(§, : Qu (M) — Qx(M)));

Then
x(M) = he? — hod and o(M)=w"—w".
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Proof. To prove the claim about the Euler characteristic we only have to show that the symbols of
5+ and lDf - Qv — Q4 gince due to Lemma 5.4 the index of ]Z)f is the Euler characteristic. To
compare the symbols we have

P =d" — (d7) ~ 6, +0, 406 +0_ — (=04 — 04 +0_ +06._) =20, +20, =2§,,

where ~ means that the operators have the same symbol and in the second passage we used Propo-
sition 5.5.
The proof of the claim regarding the signature is done in the same lines. [l

5.3 Hodge theory on parallel Hermitian manifolds
Theorem 5.7. Let (M, H) be a compact manifold with 3-form, let (G,Z,.,Z_) be a generalized
metric with a pair of almost Hermitian structures and J1 =Z4 +Z_. Then

1. If Ty (resp. T_) is a parallel positive (resp. negative) Hermitian structure, the d™ -Laplacian
preserves the spaces Wi"l (resp. W]il) and hence the d¥ -cohomology of M inherits a corre-
sponding Z. X Zs-grading;

2. If (G,J1) is a parallel bi-Hermitian structure, the d™ -Laplacian preserves the spaces UP? and
hence the d™ -cohomology of M inherits a corresponding Z°-grading;

Proof. The claim for positive and negative structures are analogous and together they imply the
last claim, so it is enough to prove the first claim.
If (M, H) has a generalized Hermitian structure (G, 1), then, since each diagonal of the U"?

decomposition lies in either Q% (M;C) or in Q° (M;C), so Lemma 5.2 implies that ﬂf and lDlj are
decomposed into a sum of operators:

DY =6, + N+ Na+ Ny +6, + Ny + Ny + Ny

. (5.2)
H
D =6_+Ny+N3g+N_+6_+Ny+ N3+ N_.

If 7, is parallel, then, according to Theorem 3.4, Ny = N3 = 0 and from (5.2) we have that
J =6_+06_+4 N_+ N_, which clearly preserves the ecomposition, therefore = _
DY =5 45 +N_+N_, which clearl he WE d herefore AH = 4(1p™)?2

also preserves the wk decomposition of forms. Since the Laplacian has even parity, it also preserves
Qev(M) and Q°¢(M), hence the Laplacian preserves the spaces W’jr’l. g

Corollary 5.8. Let M be a manifold with 3-form.
e An SKT structure on M induces a Z x Zo-grading on the d-cohomology;

e (Gualtieri [19]) A generalized Kihler structure induces a Z*-grading on the d”-cohomology.

For each of the cases covered in the previous theorem, we denote by H;,; (M) the corresponding
decomposition of the d¥-cohomology.

Corollary 5.9. (Riemann bilinear relations) In a compact parallel positive Hermitian manifold
i~ *(a,@)cn >0 for all a € H];; (M)\{0}.

Proof. Indeed, let a be the harmonic representative for the class a € HZ;; (M)\{0}. Since a € WT,

k k

*a = 1"« and hence *o = i~ "a and

i, @)en = (o, %a)cn > 0.
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Finally in this context we get a clearer version of Theorem 5.6:

Corollary 5.10. Letting w*! be the dimension of the space of harmonic sections of Wi’l in a
parallel Hermitian manifold we have

X(M) =" (=1 and  o(M) =Y (~1)*F wh,

5.4 Hodge theory on SKT manifolds

While for parallel Hermitian manifolds we could prove that the Laplacian preserves the spaces Wi’l,
in and SKT manifold we can go further and show that there is an identity of Laplacians:

Theorem 5.11. In a positive SK'T manifold,

Proof. From lDH =N + 5_N, Lemma 5.3 and Proposition 5.5 we have
+ + +

IAT = —(P)? = —(0F +0)? = (6} — 03")? = Dy

5.5 Relation to Dolbeault cohomology

As we saw in Proposition 4.1, given a positive SKT structure (G,Z) on M one can extend Z; to a
generalized complex structure J; of complex type. In this case, in the metric splitting of TM, the
structures J; and Jo = GJ1 are given by

I 0 0 —w!
*71_<0 —I*>’ ‘72_<w 0 )

where w = g o I and for such generalized Hermitian structure Proposition 1.8 gives an automor-
phism of the space of forms which relates the UP'? decomposition of forms with the usual AP9T* M
decomposition of forms determined by the complex structure I.

In this section we relate these two decomposition of forms and corresponding cohomologies.
Precisely, the effect of applying the automorphism ¥ from Proposition 1.8 to A*TEM on df is
simply to conjugate it by ¥, so we get a new operator

dH =0 1odH oW,

Since d splits according to the UP»9 into six operators, the same is true for dH and we can define

>l

5+ - QP , Qp—Lq;

S . ) ,q+1.
5_ . Qpa — Qpatl,

IER 9L Q. Qp+17q;
g, S QP Qpatl
N:pi _yor-la2 N, Qe Qrilat,
dH =6, +35, +6_+0_+N+N.
Proposition 5.12. Let (G,Z+) be a positive SKT structure on a manifold with 3-form (M, H), let
J be the generalized complex extension of T4 given by Proposition 4.1. Let

—1

8 ={0,w}  and 9 ={0,w '},
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i,,—1__ . .
let ¢ be the component of e2“ 0w lying in N'T @ A37T* and let x be the (1,2)-component of
[w™, wsn, where [, ]sn is the Schouten—Nijenhuis bracket. Then the following hold

SJF = %gw + 2i(s §+ =0
5. =3+ 2i¢, 5. =10 (5.3)
N = %X ﬁ = 2i0w.

Proof. The proof is a direct computation of the operator dH:

df = e_%“’fle_i“(d + IT{/\)eiwe%“fl
— e 2 e e (d 4 (H +idw)A)e?® (5.4)

B B il
=e 2% de2¥ +2ie 2Y (JwA)ez”

We compute separately each of the two operators above making up dH

Wt Lt i — io—11 i, — io—17 i, —11 i, —
de2 :d+[d7§w 1]+%[[da§w 1]7§w 1]+%[[[d7§w 1],560 1]7§w 1]+

e

[SIEN

The first term is just d = 0 + 9, while the second term is a version of the symplectic adjoint of d
now obtained in a nonintegrable setting, 6 = dow~! —w~!od. Since w is not closed, 6 does
not square to zero. Integrability of the complex structure gives d = 0 + 0 and recalling that w™? is
of type (1,1) we have

—1

5 = 107 o care s gratly §Y qra o grla)

Since w™! is even, the third term in the series coincides with a multiple of the expression for the
derived bracket of w™! with itself, that is, the Schouten—Nijenhuis bracket:

[[d, %w_l], %w_l] = —{{%w‘l,d}, %w_l} = %[w_l,w_l]SN.

Since w™1! is of type (1,1), integrability of the complex structure implies that this term this is a
3-vector lies in A>T @ AL2T, so this term decomposes as

w o sy =x+7, x € AV2TM.

1 1

The fourth term is the commutator [[w™!,w™1]sn,w 1] which vanishes since w™1! is a bivector and

hence so do the remaining terms in the series. So we have established that
— iyt iyt A i qw ™t i_w71 1 =
e 2% de2” =0+4+0+30° +350 +3(x+X) (5.5)

Next we compute the second summand in (5.4):

. _in~l R i1 . iyt tw™t —fwts i~
2ie”2¥ oQwoe2¥ =2ie72Y o(el e.? Ow)oez
. it i1 —tw g
=2ie” 2 oez¥ o(e, Ow)

i, ,—1__

. w
= 2ie, ?  Ow,

il
where we have used (1.1) in the second equality. The element e, 2% 9w € A*TeM has six compo-
nents:

il
ex 2 0w e (AVTH (T AT (T @A T*) @ (NPT T* 0 @ (AT TN @ (AT

24



iyt =
Since, for a 1-form &, e, 2° ¢ = Lw (&) + &, we see that the 3-form component is dw and that

. — i, —1__
the 3-vector component is —éw_l&u. We let ¢; be the component of e, 2¥ Ow in T ® A2T* and
(2 be the component in A2T @ T*, so that (; : APY — AT ¢) 0 APE 5 AP=LAand

il = i = 1 =
2ie" 5% o fwo et = 2i0w + 2i¢y + 2i¢a + Zw_l(aw)

Putting this together with (5.5) and the fact that_dh does not have a component mapping
QP (M) to QP~2971(M) we conclude that ¥ = —2w~!(0w) and obtain (5.3). O

Next, we let 8% be the operator 0 + i0wA. Then we observe that even though 8% does
not preserve the degree of a form, it preserves the holomorphic degree amd the parity of the anti-
holomorphic degree, i.e.,

aigw . Qp,q(M) N QPJqu(M), pEL, q€Ls.

Therefore its cohomology has a natural Z x Zs-grading. For an operator § with §2 = 0 we denote
its cohomology by Hs(M).

Corollary 5.13. Let (G,Z+) be a positive SKT structure on a compact manifold, let J be the
generalized complex extension from Proposition 4.1 and let (g, ) be the corresponding Hermitian
structure with Hermitian form w = g o I. Then for p,q € Z

(M) = P (),
and
~ n—2 ~ n—2
2 (M) & B2 (M) 2 35 (01,
Proof. Indeed, ¥ puts Q79(M) in correspondence with ¢*~"7P79 and QP*(M) with W™ and
according to Proposition 5.12, ¥ 0d = d; o ¥ and ¥ 0 9* = §Y o W. Therefore H5(M) =

H;L;p’nfpfq(M) and Hg%m (M) = H%QP(M). Of course the cohomology of 827 is the same as

the cohomology if 8i5w, as the automorphism

m:AY*T*M — m: AY*T*M m(a) =23« for all v € APIT™ M,
relates them. O

Interestingly we have that d*f :_8i5w + giiaw and the operators 8% and giiaw both square
to zero (due to the SKT condition 00w = 0) and graded commute. Yet, they are not well behaved
with respect to the Z*-bigrading of forms and only on a Z%—grading do they behave nicely, as there
we have

90w . QP9(M) — QPTLI(M) R QPI(M) — QP (M), (p,q) € Z3.
There is a standard trick to recover one Z-grading, say the ‘p’-grading. We introduce a new formal
variable, 8, alter the operators "% and 7' so that they act on By = QP4(M) @ (5):
0% (o) = (07°a)B* 7 (ap") = (Ba)" — idw N aptt!

and introduce a Z x Zy-grading on E; by declaring that for QP4(M) @ gk = EP~2*4 (p — 2k, q) €
Z X Zs. Le., B has degree (—2,0). With this arrangement

=—10w

9% . EP9(M) —s EPTL(M) d . EP9(M) — EPITY (M), (p,q) € Z X Zs.
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In this setting, one can produce a Z x Zy-graded spectral sequence whose first page is H(;igw (M)®

(B) and the last is H3; (M) ® (8). Since these are isomorphic, by Corollary 5.13, this sequence
degenerates at the first page.

Theorem 5.14. (SKT spectral sequence) In an SKT manifold the decomposition d* = (0+1i0w) +
(0 — i0w) gives rise to a spectral sequence which degenerates at the first page.

On a more general note, the isomorphism ¥ used to prove Proposition 5.12 can be used even in
the nonintegrable case to give us information about the Euler characteristic and signature of almost
Hermitian manifolds. Indeed, according to Proposition 1.8 we have

U@, APIT M NQY (M) — WP W@, APIT M N QoY (M) — W
And hence conjugating 6, by ¥ we get an operator
§+ =Wod, oW !: QP — Qptla

Since the isomorphism ¥ from Proposition 1.8 identifies T*YM with V_i’o, one can readily check

that 0 and Si have the same symbol and hence the same index. Of course complex conjugation
swaps 0 and 0, allowing us to translate Theorem 5.6 to Dolbeault cohomology terms:

Corollary 5.15. Let (M,I,g) be a compact almost Hermitian manifold, D=0-0 and, for
q, ke Z27
w? = dim(ker @ : @,0P9(M) — ®,0P (M)

hE = dim(ker @ : QF(M) —s QFFL(M))
Then
X(M)=h" —h* and (M) = uw —w.

In particular in a compact complex manifold if h?9 = dim(Hg’q(M )), then

X=Y_(-DPThP?  and o= (—1)9hPUM). (5.6)

p.q

Remark. Using Frolicher’s spectral sequence, Frolicher proved the identity for the Euler characteristic
assuming integrability of the complex structure [14]. The identity regarding the signature is an
extention of the Hodge Index Theorem, which, in its modern version (see, e.g., [32], Theorem 6.33),
states that (5.6) holds on a compact Kdhler manifold and is obtained as a consequence of the
development of Hodge theory of Kahler manifolds. The main point of Corollary 5.15 is that these
identities do not depend on existence of Kéhler structures or on the integrability of the complex
structure, so, in effect, they do not represent an obstruction to the existence of any of the structures
studied here. This is to be compared with Theorem 5.14 which provides a nontrivial differential—
topological obstruction to the existence of SKT structures on complex manifolds.

Quite separate from the theory developed so far, one can get other obstructions to the existence
of SKT structures using only classical tools. For example:

Theorem 5.16. A compact SKT manifold (M, I,g) for which
H2' (M) = H°(M) = {0}. (5.7)

admits a symplectic structure.
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Proof. Indeed, if there was such an SKT manifold, (M, g, I), letting H = d°w we have that Ow
represents a class in H;’l(M) which is trivial, and hence there is o € Q%Y(M) such that dw = Jo.

Therefore, we have B B
900 = —000 = —0°w = 0,

showing that Jo represents a class in Hg’O(M) = {0}, hence do = 0 and
W=w—-0—-7
is a closed form. Further, for any X € T,M\{0},
WX, IX) =w(X,IX) —io(X,X) +ic(X,X) =g(X,X) #0,
showing that w is also nondegenerate, i.e., is a symplectic structure. O

Example 5.17 (Calabi-Eckman manifolds). Among the Calabi-Eckman manifolds, S x S, St x §3
and S® x S are known to admit SKT structures, by virtue of being compact Lie groups. In this
example we show that all the remaining Calabi-Eckman manifolds M, , = S2utl o §2v+l do not
admit SKT structures and we give two arguments for this fact.

For the first argument, we observe that the claim can be proved directly using Theorem 5.16:
the Dolbeault cohomology of these manifolds was computed by Borel [22] and, assuming v > w, it
is given by

H3* (M) = Aspan{a®!, 717} & Cly) (53)

where a9 is a generator of bidegree (p,q). Hence, for all M, ,, with exception of the three cases
known to admit SKT structures, the hypothesis of Theorem 5.16 hold but H?(M,_,) = {0}, hence
these manifolds can not be symplectic.

The second argument works for u # 0 and amounts to proving that in this case, the d-

cohomology of M, , is not isomorphic to the glaw—cohomology, and hence Corollary 5.13 fails. To
prove this claim, we start considering the case v > u > 1. If such a manifold had an SKT structure,
then [d°w] = 0 and the d-cohomology would be isomorphic to the de Rham cohomology. From
(5.8), one sees that Hg’l(Muﬂ,) = {0} and hence dw would be the trivial Dolbeault class and the

gzaw—cohomology would be isomorphic to the usual Dolbeault cohomology. Since the Dolbeault co-
homology of the Calabi-Eckman manifolds is not isomorphic to the de Rham cohomology, M, , can
not be SKT.

The same argument holds for v > u = 1, except that now H3(M, 1) = R and there are two
possibilities for [H]: it is either zero or not. In the former case, the d*-cohomology is isomorphic to
the de Rham cohomology and in the latter it vanishes completely. On the other hand, the Dolbeault

cohomology is still described by (5.8) and, as before, Hg’l(M ) vanishes so the giaw—cohomology is

isomorphic to the d-cohomology which is not isomorphic to either the de Rham cohomology or the
trivial one.
|

5.6 Hermitian symplectic structures

A particular type of SKT structure for which Theorem 5.14 is particularly relevant are the so called
Hermitian symplectic structures. These consist of a pair (I,w) of integrable complex structure and
symplectic structure such that w(X,IX) is positive for every nonzero vector X. The difference
between these structures and Kéahler structures is that here we do not require w to be of type (1,1).
Yet, we can decompose w into its (p, q) components with respect to the complex structure and then
one readily obtains that

dewb! = id(w?° — w0?)

27



hence (I,w!1) is an SKT structure and H = id(w?°? — w%?) is exact hence the d-cohomology

is isomorphic to the de Rham cohomology and H'? = —ifw’? is d-exact hence the §idwt
cohomology is isomorphic to the 9-cohomology and Theorem 5.14 gives:

Corollary 5.18. In a compact Hermitian symplectic manifold the Frolicher spectral sequence de-
generates at the second page, i.e., the Dolbeault and the de Rham cohomologies are isomorphic as
graded vector spaces.

6 Hodge theory beyond U(n)

The decomposition of harmonics into their (p, ¢)-components in a Kéhler manifold is a phenomenon
that repeats itself for any other special holonomy group and, as such, is a result on Riemannian
geometry. This approach is quite different from what we have done so far as, just like in the original
Kahler identities, we relied on the underlying complex structures heavily to develop our theory.
This section we show that with the appropriate setup, our results can also be extended to any other
holonomy groups. Throughout this section we let {e1, -+, e} € T'(T'M) be an orthonormal frame
and {el, .- e™} € T(T*M) be its dual frame.

As before, given an oriented Riemannian manifold with closed 3-form, (M, g, H) we consider the
metric connection VE whose torsion is FH and let V denote the Levi-Civita connection. Using the
orthonormal frame, we can write explicit expressions for VE. Indeed, if we define h;j, = H(e;, e, ),
then, using Einstein summation convention and omitting the symbol for the wedge product, H is
given by

H = %hijkeiejek.

and we have o
Vi =V F %hijkelejek. (61)

If the holonomy of V¥ is the Lie group G, then using the isomorphism TM = V., we realize
its Lie algebra, gy, as a sub Lie algebra of so(V,) = A2V,. Mutatis mutandis, the same holds for
V-~ and we get g C A2V_. Next we notice that gy @ g_ C A2TM = spin(TM) and hence the
elements of g4 @ g_ act on forms, thought of as spinors. Further, since V, is orthogonal to V_ and
g+ C A%V4, the Lie algebra action of g, and g_ on forms commute and we get an action of g, ®©g_
on forms as a direct sum of the individual actions of the Lie algebras. Now we are in condition to
state the main theorem of this section, which extends Theorem 5.7 to general holonomy groups.

Theorem 6.1. Let (M, g,H) be a compact Riemannian manifold endowed with a closed 3-form.
If V*, the metric connections with torsion FH, have holonomy in G, then the d* -cohomology of
M splits according to the decomposition of forms into irreducible representations of the action of
g+ Dg- CAVL @ A2V on forms.

Lemma 6.2. The connections V* preserves the irreducible representations of g, respectivelly.

Proof. Indeed, if we denote by g, C spin(TM) = A2T*M the bundle of endomorphisms of T'M
defined by the connection V7, the condition that VT has reduced holonomy implies that this bundle
is preserved by parallel transport. Now g is simply the image of g7 by the parallel isomorphism
Id+g: T*M — V,, hence the bundle g, C A%V, is also parallel and its irreducible representations
are preserved by the connection. [l

Next we define _ _
el =ete el(Vy)

and
Hy = Shipeliel eh e CLf(Vy) c Clif*(TM).
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To prove the theorem we need to extend to the torsion case the formulas relating the Levi—Civita
connection with the exterior derivative and its adjoint:

d=e"AV,,; d* = —1e,Ve,. (6.2)

To avoid considering separate cases according the whether the dimension of the manifold is even
or odd, we let

P =d? —d¥* and  P_=d" +a""
Lemma 6.3. With the definitions above
pH _ oot H_ iyg-
L =¢e4 Ve + Hy; 20" =e V., +H_. (6.3)

Proof. Since the statements are similar, we will only prove the first identity. The left hand side of
(6.3) is

P —d+H-d - H 6
=d—-d" + %hijkeiejek + %hijkeiejek. '

Next, we use relation (6.1) to re-write the right hand side as
EiVji + Hy = el A Ve, +te; Ve, — %hijkeiejek — %hijkeiejek + H,.
Due to (6.2), the first two terms are d — d*. Expanding H we get
Eiv;’;‘FHJr = d—d*—%hijkeiejek—%hijkeiejek—l—%hijkeiejek—k%hijkeiejek—l—%hijkeiejek—l—%hijkeiejek.
which equals (6.4). O

Proof of Theorem 6.1. Since VT preserves the irreducible representations of g, Lemma 6.3 implies
that Pf preserves the irreducible representations of gy @ Clif(V_) and hence so does the d-

Laplacian. Similarly, %il preserves the irreducible representations of Clif (V) ¢ g— and hence Agu
preserves the intersections of these representations, which are just the irreducible representations of
g+ S 0

6.1 Integrability

A simple consequence of (6.2) is that if W C A*T*M is a representation of the holonomy group of
the Levi—Civita connection, then the exterior derivative restricted to sections of W can only land in
representations present in 7*M A W. This is the Riemannian version of the claim that in a complex
manifold d : QP4(M) — QPTLH4(M) @ QP41 (M). Lemma 6.3 has similar implications.

Proposition 6.4. Let (M, g, H) be a compact oriented Riemannian manifold with a closed 3-form
and let g+ C A2V be the Lie algebras of the holonomy groups of the connections V*. Let W be a
representation of g, @ g_, then d* sends sections of W into sections of representations that appear

in (Clif*(Vy) @ Clf*(V_)) - W.
Proof. 1t follows from Lemmata 6.2 and 6.3 that
Pl W) — TP (Ve) - W),

hence, d = %(%f + Pi]) has the stated property. O
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It follows from the material in Sections 3 and 4 that the difference between an SKT or generalized
Kéhler structure and parallel (almost) Hermitian or (almost) bi-Hermitian structure, respectively,
is that in the former two cases if W is a representation of g @ g_ then d* : T(W) — T'(T¢M - W),
while in the latter two cases Proposition 6.4 is the best one can say. This suggests that in general
there is a subclass of the space of manifolds (M, g, H) with reduced holonomy which may be of
further interest:

Definition 6.5. We say that (VT, V™) induces an integrable G4 x G_ structure if the holonomy
of V* is G4 and
d? . T(W) — I(TecM - W) (6.5)

for every representation W C A*T¢M of g4 © g_.

7 Instantons over complex surfaces

Next we use the techniques developed in this section to provide an alternative description of the
SKT structure on the moduli space of instantons of a bundle over a complex surface. The tool used
to describe this structure are extended actions as introduced in [4] and the SKT reduction theorem
as presented in [8]. The argument presented here follows closely the one from [5], so we will spare
details and refer to that paper for further reading.

Let (M, [g],I) be a compact complex surface with a conformal Hermitian structure. By a result
of Gauduchon [16], there is a representative g of the conformal class which makes (M, g, I) into an
SKT manifold, i.e., the corresponding Hermitian form w satisfies dd°w = 0. We let H = d°w and

consider TM endowed with the H-Courant bracket, so that the metric

_ (0 ¢!
g_(g 0>

and the complex structure on V, induced by I via the isomorphism 7 : Vi — T'M are a positive
SKT structure on TM.

Given a bundle E over M with a compact Lie group G as structure group and Lie algebra g we
let A be the space of all g-connections on E endowed with the trivial 3-form, so that A is an affine
space isomorphic to space of 1-forms on M with values in the adjoint bundle gg, Q' (M;gg). Hence
at any connection A we have T4A = QY(M;gg) and, letting x be a bi-invariant metric on G, we
can use # to identify T5A = Q3(M;gg). Indeed, for X € Q' (M;gg) and & € Q3(M;gp) we define
the natural pairing as

E§X) =2 /M KX, ).

Then for X,Y € QY(M;gg) and &,n € Q3(M; gg) we have

Y+ = [ s +n(V9) = [ KX = (€ Y) = [ X +EY +n)en
M M M
where «(-, -)cop, indicates that one uses x to pair elements in gg and the Chevalley pairing on forms
to obtain a top degree form.
We denote by ¢ the gauge group of E and by g = Q°(M;gg) its Lie algebra. The infinitesimal
generator corresponding to v € Q9(M; gg) at a point A € A is just the vector day € Q' (M;gg) and
we can extend this action to form a lifted action as in [§]:

U:Q%(Migp) — TA  U(y)|a=diy=day+HAr,

as long as there are no infinitesimal symmetries, i.e., as long as da : QO(M;gr) — QY (M;gE)
has trivial kernel. Therefore, from this point onwards we only consider connections for which da :
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O%(M;gr) — QY(M;gg) has trivial kernel. If E is a simple SU(n)-bundle then that is the case
for all ASD connections.

Next we add a moment map to this action. Our (equivariant) moment map takes values on the
%-module h* = Qi (M;gg), the space of self-dual 2-forms:

pioh— QL (M;gp)  p(A) = (Fa)y,

where F)y is the curvature of the connection A and (-)4 indicates projection onto the space of self
dual forms, Q% (M; gg), which, for 2-forms in 4 dimensions, agrees with the usual self dual 2-forms.
If we let a be the sum g & b, a becomes a Courant algebra if we endow it with the hemisemidirect
product:

[(v1: A1) (25 A2)] = ([v1,72], 71 - A).

Then the maps ¥ and 1 together give rise to an extended action given infinitesimally by map of
Courant algebras:

U:a— I(TA) Uy, \)|a = diy +du,\).
We notice that Q°(M; gg) + Q2 (M;gg) is isomorphic to Q5 (M; gg) via the map
YHAS Y E ARy, € Q(Migp) A € Q4 (M op),
so we can use a = Q9(M; gg) and then the extended action is given simply by
V0P (M;gp) — Q(M;gr)  Y(a)|a =dia.

Following the reduction procedure, the reduced manifold, M, is obtained by taking the quotient
of 171(0) by the action of the gauge group. In this case, u~1(0) consists of the space of anti self-dual
connections and hence M is simply the moduli space of instantons.

The reduction procedure also produces a specific Courant algebroid over the reduced manifold.
Namely, if we let K be the bundle generated by ¥(a) and K+ its orthogonal complement with respect
to the natural pairing, then the space of ¥-invariant sections of K+ /K over ~!(0) inherits a bracket
and a nondegenerate pairing which make the quotient bundle (K+/K)/¥ into a Courant algebroid
over M. Notice that at a specific anti self-dual connection A, K is the image of Q$"(M;gg) by
dif.If we let dff, - Q°(M;gp) — Q5Y(M; gg) be the composition of df with projection onto the
SD-forms, then a simple integration by parts shows that K| 4 is the space of dff 4-closed forms and
hence the reduced Courant algebroid is the degree one cohomology of the following elliptic complex:

arf a
{0} — 0 (Msgp) 5 (M) 5 Q5 (M:ge) — {0}, (7.1)
In a way, this is the double of the usual elliptic complex describing the tangent space to M:

{0} — QO(M; gi) 25 O (M gm) 25 Q2 (M; gr) — {0}. (7.2)

Earlier we added the assumption that (7.2) above has no cohomology in degree zero. From now
on we also add the assumption that this complex has no cohomology in degree two, so that A
corresponds to a smooth point in M and hence the dimension of M is given by the index of d4,
which is a topological invariant due to the Atiyah-Singer index theorem. Further, in this case, the
cohomology of (7.1) also concentrates in the middle term:

o ker(df, : Q°4(M;gg) — Q' (M;g5)
HdH(M’gE> = H . ev . od . '
H Im (d : Q¥ (M; g) — Q°4(M; gg)
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Since M has an SKT structure, we can also endow A with an SKT structure. Firstly we let x be
the generalized metric: Indeed, in four dimensions x? = Id, spin invariance of the Chevalley pairing
means that % is orthogonal (in even dimensions) and by design we have (c.f. (5.1))

oy 0) = /Mﬂ(%*w)m 50, for o € Q%(M;gg)\ {0,

so % is a generalized metric and for this metric V, is the space of SD odd forms, Qj’_d(M;gE) =
W2 +W=2)NQ°4(M; gp), and V_ is the space of ASD odd forms, Q°4(M; gr) = WPNQ°4(M; gg).

For complex structure, we let T = e as in Lemma 1.9. Then that same lemma implies that
]I2|V+ = —% = —Id. Since this structure is independent of the point A € A, it is constant and
hence integrable. The spaces V_&’O and V_E’l can be easily described: since Z =1 on W*?2 we have
VIO = W2 N Qod(M;gg) and V) = W2N QoM gg).

Further, it is immediate that this SKT structure is invariant by the action of the gauge group.
Now, we are in position to use the SKT reduction theorem:

Theorem 7.1 (SKT Reduction Theorem [8]). Let ¥ : a — T'(TA) be an extended action with
moment map p preserving an SKT structure (G,1) on A as above and let P = p=1(0). If the
underlying group action on P is free and proper and 0 is a regular value of the moment map, then
Meqd = P/9 is smooth and the SKT structure on A reduces to an SKT structure on M,.cq if and
only if KX NV, |p is invariant under I.

As we observed earlier, at a point A € A, K+ corresponds to the dff 4~closed odd forms and hence
K+ NV, corresponds to the df 4-closed SD odd forms, that is the SD, dg -harmonic odd forms and
hence according to the theorem to prove that the moduli space of instantons inherits an SKT from
M, we must prove that the space of SD, dff-harmonic odd forms is invariant under I. To achieve
this, one must develop Hodge theory for forms with coefficients. In this case, the condition that the
connection is anti self-dual, allows us to achieve the result.

Indeed, similarly to the flat case, we can split df as a sum of three operators:

d = 6N 408 + 4l

SN WE s W2 SN ok k2 gl ok gk,

Indeed, locally dff = df + A, for some A € Q' (M;gg) and hence the splitting of d¥ together with
the splitting of A into its VJ:’O, Vf’l and V_ components gives the desired decomposition of df.

Just as in Section 5.2, integration by parts gives that (51’)* = —@ and dgi = dg_.
Now, let ¢ € (W? @ W?) N Q°4(M; gg). Then the df-Laplacian computed on ¢ is given by
App = (A" di, +didi})e
N gH \H N gH g H
= (=0 =0V +dy o+ N+ +ds )da_e
H
Q(dAf)z%

Hence the Laplacian leaves the spaces W? N Q°¢ and W2 N Q°? invariant. Therefore we can
decompose the space of harmonic SD odd forms into two spaces HE? = ker(Ap) N W*? and 1
acts as multiplication by i on W? and by —i on W2, so either way it preserves the intersection
ker(Ag)N W2 and hence it preserves the space of SD harmonic odd forms. According to Theorem
7.1, this means that the SKT structure from A reduces to an SKT structure on M so we have
re-obtained the following result, originally due to Liibke and Teleman [27]:
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Theorem 7.2. Let (M,I,[g]) be a compact conformal Hermitian 4-manifold, let E be a bundle over
M whose structure group is compact with Lie algebra g and let gg be the adjoint bundle over M.
Let M be the quotient of the space

P={A€A:(Fa)s=0; Hy, (M;gp) = Hy,(M;az) = {0}},

by the action of the gauge group, i.e., My is the smooth locus of the moduli space of instantons on
E. Then Mg has an SKT structure induced by the unique SKT structure on M in the conformal
class [g].

8 Stability
8.1 Stability of SKT structures I

Similarly to the Kéahler case, the space of deformations of SKT structures is infinite dimensional
even after taking the quotient by the action of the diffeomorphism group. Indeed, from the classical
viewpoint, an SKT structure is a Hermitian structure (g, I) for which dd“w = 0. For any f € C*°(M)
we can consider a new Hermitian form: w+edd®f. In a compact manifold if we take € small enough
this gives rise to new non diffeomorphic SKT structures on M still with 3-form d‘w.

It is therefore more natural to study the deformation problem in the context of stability: Given a
generalized complex extension of an SKT structure (G, J1), one is interested in which deformations
of J1 give rise to deformations of the SKT structure. Since in this setup the SKT structure and
the deformation problem are on a fixed Courant algebroid, we are implicitly requiring that the class
[H] does not change as the structures vary. The proof of this section’s main theorem is inspired on
the approach used by Goto to prove the generalized Kéhler stability theorem [17].

Before we state the theorem, we must introduce the vector bundles and operators relevant for the
deformation theory of SKT manifolds. The bundle that will govern the stability problem is A®Ls,
where Ly = V_E’l @V is the —i eigenspace of J5. Due to the decomposition of Ly as a direct sum,
we have a bigrading on its exterior algebra, so we define

AMUTy = ARV @ ALVED,
The relevant differential operators are related to d+ and their complex conjugates, namely we define
gi : Clif(TcM) — Diff(Q. (M; (C)), gia = {gi, a};
Oy : Clif(TcM) — Diff(Q*(M;C));  dra = {64,a}; (8.1)

N : Clif(TeM) — Clif(TcM)  Na={N,a};

where Diff (Q*(M; C)) is the vector space of linear differential operators on forms which is itself a
Zo-graded Lie algebra with graded commutator as the bracket.
The main properties of these operators are:

Proposition 8.1. Let (G, J) be a generalized Hermitian extension of a positie SKT' structure on
a manifold with 3-form (M, H). The restriction of N to A®*Ly vanishes and

g DNV @ AVEY @ AMVOY) — DAV @ AV @ AmYV O, (8.2)
d_ : T(APTy) — D(AMTITL). (8.3)
Further, the following relations and their complex conjugates hold:
312./7220; {0,,N} =0;
02 = (N0} {(No-}=0;  {9-,0:}=0;  {04,0-} = {9 N}
{04,054} +{0-,0-} +{N,N} =0.
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=2
A proof of this proposition is given in the Appendix. Since 9, = 0 we can form the corresponding
cohomology:

Definition 8.2. Let (G,Z) be a positive SKT structure on a manifold with 3-form (M, H) and J
be a generalized complex extension of Z. The 04 -cohomology in Lo, Hg *(M; Ly), is the quotient

+
HY (M) = ker@ : F(A’“’ZL_Q)_—> F(A’”“E))
’ Im (0 : T(AF=LIT,) — T(ARILy))

EN

Now we are in position to state this section’s main theorem:

Theorem 8.3. (SKT Stability Theorem) Let (G, J1) be a generalized Hermitian extension of a
positive SKT' structure. Given J1e, an analytic family of deformations of J1 parametrized by a
small disc D C C, e: D — T'(A%Ly), we let
0,1

et D — T(N*V))

et D — TV oV

" : D — D(A2VO
be the components of € and for each of them let e* = Y 7° %E;tk be the corresponding series

expansion. Then the obstructions to finding a generalized metric G. which mak@(gg,Jla) mto
a generalized Hermitian extension of an SKT structure lie in the space Hg 1(M;Lg) and the first

o +
obstruction is the class [0_e1 + Nei].

Lemma 8.4. There is amap a: D C AL, — /\2(L1 ® /\2L_1)R, where D is a small disc aroEld
the origin and (-)g denotes the real elements in the vector space, such that for each ¢ € T'(A%Ly),
a(e) is the unique element in the codomain that satisfies

et Tre;* = LJ I
Further a.|o(e) = —(e +2).
Proof. Indeed, the space of generalized complex structures of the same parity as J1 on T, M is the
homogeneous space SO(T,M)/Stab(J1) = SO(n,n)/U(n,n). Hence, composing the exponential
map with the projection

50(T,M) — SO(T,M) — SO(T,M)/Stab(J1)

gives a local submersion. Since the elements in so(T,M) preserving J; are those in (L1 ® L1)g, and
(A2Ly @ A?2Ly )R is a complementary subspace, we have that

(A’Ly ® A’Ly)g — SO(T,M)/Stab(J1).

is a local diffeomorphism. That is, for each small deformation of a generalized complex structure
J1 on V there is a unique element a € (/\2L1 & /\2L_1)R which realizes it.

For the last claim, we observe that if € : (—s,s) — A?L; is a path which passes through 0 at
time zero and v € Ly, then I.|o(v 4+ T) = &|o(v) + E|o(T). On the other hand, for a : (—s,5) —€
(A2Ly @ A2Ly)g, say a = a + @ with a € A2Ly, we have

Fetlo(w +7) = F(e* (v +0)e™ o = {alo,v + 7} = —(alo(v) +alo(?)),

hence if the family a gives rise to the same deformation as &, we must have a = —(¢ + ). O
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Proof of Theorem 8.3. With this setup, e? is an orthogonal transformation of TM and hence e$ J2e,
is an generalized almost complex structure which commutes with J1.. If b € R® (L1 ® L_l)R C
Clif?(TM) the orthogonal transformation e’ preserves J; hence Ji. and Jo. = e%lTqoe be @
give rise to a generalized Hermitian structure for any choice of b. Our task is to identify suitable
conditions on a given a under which we can choose b so that the pair J1. and Jo. gives an SKT
structure.

Since J1. is integrable, we know that

H 0, 1,n—-1 1,n—-3 —1,n—-1 —1,n-3
A7 U — U U T eU T T e U T

and, according to Theorem 4.9, the SKT condition is that the L{;Ln*g component of the map above
must vanish.

Since Ji. and Jo. are obtained from J; and J» by the action of e®e® € Spin(TM), the
corresponding decompositions of spinors are related by

UPT = e2ePYPa,
so the different components of d¥ in the splitting induced by (J1c, J2:) (c.f. Figure 3)
A =6, . +0,c+0_c+0_.+N.+N. + No. + Noo

are in correspondence with the components of e~?e~*d e%e? in the splitting determined by (71, J2)
(see Figure 9).

e % b @ u
+i€/€

u—l,n—l

e %e U Ny el

u—l,n—3 ul,n—3

Figure 9: Nontrivial components of e "?e~?dH e%e® and their relation to the components of d with respect

to the decomposition of forms determined by (J1e, J2¢)-

Since a € (A2Ly @ A?Ly)g, there are at € D(A2VY), oF e (VY @ V') and o € T(A2V)
such that -
a=at+af+a +at+af +a. (8.4)

Similarly, any b € I'(R® L; ® L1 )g can be decomposed in four components according to the splitting
Re(Li@el)g=Reo (Ve vVi e (Ve Vi e (V) e Vi) e Ve V2 R)

however, as we will see later, only the last of these components is relevant for the deformation
problem. So we let b is of the form
b=pB+p*+p* (8.5)
with g% e T(V' @ V2% and B e TR @ (V2@ VY e @ (V20 @ VO R).
Since the deformation family €(t) is analytic on ¢, so is a(t) and we can try to solve the condition
that the /1" component of e "?e~*d" e®e4) vanishes by a power series argument. In the sequence
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given an analytic function f(t), where f can be at, a® and so on, we denote denote the coefficients
of its power series expansion by fx, so that f = %fktk.

The first nontrivial condition on a imposed by the integrability of 7 is that [d, a;] must have
no components in 4"~ >*. In terms of the decomposition of a above, this implies

[SJHO‘T] =0 [ngvait] + [vaa-li_] =0

or equivalently _ _ _
diay =0  9diai +9-af =0. (8.6)

The first term in the series expansion of e~?e~*d e®eb) is
[d" by + a1t

Splitting a and b into their components, we see that the requirement that the U 1773 component
vanishes is equivalent to B .
([0, 851+ [6-, af ] + [N, a5 ) = 0

Isolating A% and using that 1 is nonzero, we can rewrite the condition above as
7 pE A7 £
8+Bl = —8704f —./\/ozl .

And one obvious necessary condition for this to have a solution is that the right hand side must be
0y-closed. That is indeed the case, since

01 (0_af + Nai)=—-0_9,af —9_Naj —~N_aj —Nd,af =0

where for the first equality we used the commutation rule for 9, and d_ from Proposition 8.1 and
in the second equality we used equations (8.6) and the fact that A/ af = 0 as af € Ly. If this
0y-closed form is in fact 0y-exact, we can use G5+, the Green operator for d4, to find a suitable

g - B
Bt = 3,Gy, (0_af +Naf)

Finally, we recall that according to Lemma 8.4, a; = —(&1 + 1), so the components of a1 are
determined by the different components of €; hence the equation ﬂfﬁ must solve is

0.8 = 0_ef + Net,

so the first obstruction class is [0_e] + Nef] € H;: (M; Ly).

Now we move to the general case, which is proved by induction. We assume that we have chosen
a; and b; for i < k such that the component of e be~%d” e%e® mapping U*™ into 24 ~1"~3 vanishes
to order k — 1. Then the vanishing of the order & component of this map is the condition

[ﬁ]zgtug-i-] + [Oé:,é_] + [aztaw] + Fk(alu e 7a//€—17b17 e 7bk—1) = 07
where F}, is some function. This condition is equivalent to
0B = —(0-ay + Noff + Fy(ar,--+ ,ap—1,b1, - ,bg—1)).

And if there is ﬁ,f which solves this equation, we can proceed to the next step. If for all possible
choices of b; for i < k which guarantee the vanishing of the lower order terms this equation has no
solution, then the deformation is obstructed.

Next we show that 6_az —l—Naf +Fi(ay, - ,ak-1,b1, -+ ,bg—1) is 5+—closed so we can conclude
that the obstruction space is H?1(M; Ly). Since 0 ﬁ,:ct is clearly 0-closed, we must prove that

04 (048 +0—ay + Najf + F(ar, - ,ap—1,b1, + ,be—1)) =0
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but the term in parenthesis is precisely the order k component of e "¢~ Ny e%® (see Figure 9) and
by assumption, the lower order terms of e ?e~*Ny.e%e® vanish, therefore we must prove that

Dre e Noe®e® = {5, e b Noe®e”} (8.7)

vanishes to order k. But since 0, = e e, .e’e® + O(t), we see that (8.7) vanishes to order k if
and only if B .
{e_be_“6+€e“eb, e_be_“Ngge“eb}

vanishes to order k. But for this operator, we have
{e7te 5 e%b e be ™ Noce®eb} = e e, Na Jee? = 0,

where in the last equality we used that, in a generalized Hermitian manifold, the condition (d*)? = 0
gives, among other things, that {0, Ny} = 0.

Finally, if all obstructions vanish, standard elliptic estimates show that the sequence constructed
above converges. See for example [17] for the proof of convergence for the analogous problem in the
generalized Kéhler case. (|

Of course, the same arguments with the obvious changes give deformation results for negative
SKT structures. Similarly, Propositions 1.8 and 5.12 can be used to translate our theorem to classical
SKT structures:

Theorem 8.5. Let (M, g, 1) be a compact SKT manifold with d°w = H. Given I, an analytic family
of deformations of the complex structure parametrized by a small disc D C C, the obstructions to
finding a metric g. which makes (ge, I.) into an SKT structure whose 3-form represents the class
[H] lie in the Dolbeault cohomology space H%’2(M).

Proof. Under the isomorphism ¥ of Proposition 1.8, Ly is identified with TEM. More precisely, we
have the following identifications

o o

Vol = o v = iy
Hence AR!Ly = ARUT*M and due to Proposition 5.12, 8 is identified with O so we have

k.l — k.l Lk
H5+(M;L2) =Hy' (M) = H5 (M).
In particular we see that the obstruction space is the Dolbeault cohomology H%’Q(M ). [l

Example 8.6. Let H be a Hopf surface. As a manifold, H is diffeomorphic to S* x S3. Since for
every compact complex surface the Frolicher spectral sequence degenerates at the first page [25], the
Dolbeault cohomology is isomorphic to the de Rham cohomology as graded vector spaces. Further
the identities for the Euler characteristic and signature

0=x= Z(—l)p+th’q and 0=0 = Z(—l)th’q

give us h%° = pO! = p21 = h22 = 1 and the remaining Hodge numbers vanish. Since A2 = 0
we conclude that SKT structures on the Hopf surface are stable. Of course, due to Gauduchon’s
result on the existence of SKT structures on any compact complex surface [16], this conclusion is
not particularly strong.

Due to Kiinneth’s formula for the Dolbeault cohomology, if M, is a product of n Hopf surfaces
(with the product complex structure) we have that h'2(M,) = 0 and hence again the SKT defor-
mation problem is unobstructed and this claim does not follow from Gauduchon’s theorem. Since we
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can deform the product complex structure into one that is not a product, this produces nontrivial
examples of SKT structures on x, (S x $3).

Finally, the Dolbeault cohomology of the Lie group Spin(4) = S3 x S3 with a left invariant
complex structure compatible with a bi-invariant metric is

Hy(Spin(4)) = Aspan{z"', 2>'} @ Cly"']/y?,

where aP? is a generator of bidegree (p,q) [22], hence H'2(M) is 1-dimensional, generated by
291 Uyl Using the Kunneth formula, we have that (S! x S%) x (S® x S§3) with the product
structure has h'»2 = 3, showing that for this structure, the SKT deformation problem is potentially
obstructed. The problem is in fact obstructed and one way to understand this is by observing that
a left invariant complex structure on S x 2 compatible with a bi-invariant metric can be deformed
into one that is not compatible with any bi-invariant metric and such structure ceases to be SKT.
|

Example 8.7 (Rank two, simple Lie groups). While the proof that a left invariant complex structure
on 52 x S3 which is not orthogonal with respect to a bi-invariant metric can not be made into an
SKT structure seems to be just a computation, for rank two, compact, simple Lie groups the nature
of this obstruction is a little clearer.

Firstly, we observe that if I is indeed orthogonal with respect to the bi-invariant metric on a
simple Lie group, then the 3-form H is the Cartan 3-form

H(X,Y,Z) = ([X,Y], Z).

For such a form, the d*-cohomology of the Lie group vanishes [6].
On the other hand, if G has rank 2, the Dolbeault cohomology of G depends on whether the
complex structure is orthogonal with respect to the Killing form or not:

Theorem 8.8 (Pittie [29], Proposition 4.5). Let G be a rank two, compact, simple Lie group of
complex dimension n+ 1. Then the Dolbeault cohomology of a left invariant complex structure I on
G is given, as a graded vector space, by

H3(G) = A®span(z™', 221 @ ClyM]/(yHh)"
if I is compatible with the bi-invariant metric and by
H3(G) = A*span(a®", ") @ Cly /(42
otherwise, where a?? is a generator of bidegree (p,q).

In the case when I is compatible with the metric, then dw represents the class z%! above and

—id
it is immediate that the 9 w—cohomology vanishes, as it should, since in an SKT manifold this
cohomology is isomorphic to the d-cohomology due to Corollary 5.13.

On the other hand, for a complex structure which not compatible with the metric, Hg’l(G) =

Hg’O(M) = {0} and since G is simple, H?>(G) = {0} hence the complex structure can not be
extended to an SKT one, due to Theorem 5.16. Similarly to Example, 5.17, one can also arrive
at the conclusion also using Corollary 5.13. Indeed, if the complex structure were part of an SKT

structure then dw would be J-exact and the giaw—cohomology would be isomorphic to the Dolbeault
cohomology. But since Hg’l(G) = C we see that the Dolbeault cohomology is not isomorphic, as

a graded vector space, to either the usual de Rham cohomology of G or the d cohomology of G.
Hence, regardless of the background 3-form chosen, this complex structure is not part of an SKT
structure.

Of course, one can deform a complex structure compatible with the metric into one that is not
(by changing the choice of complex structure on the Lie algebra of the maximal torus) and the
argument above shows that in this case not only do we have Hg’l(G) # {0}, but also that the
obstruction map is also nontrivial. |
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8.2 Stability of generalized Kahler structures

Similarly to the SKT deformation problem studied in Section 8.1, a common way to study the
question of deformations of a (generalized) Kéahler structure (J1,J2) is in the context of stability:
For which deformations of 71 is there a corresponding deformation of 7o such that the pair of
deformed structures is still a (generalized) Kahler structure?

In its classical setting, this question was successfully answered by Kodaira [26], where [J; is
taken to be the complex structure and in the generalized setting, for analytic deformations, by Goto
[17] under the additional hypothesis that the canonical bundle of 75 has a globally defined nowhere
vanishing closed section. In both cases, there are no obstructions to the problem. However, even in
the Kéahler setting, if we let 77 be the symplectic structure and [J2 be the complex, the problem
does have obstructions [9].

As we have seen in Section 2, a generalized Kéhler structure is at the same time a positive
and a negative SKT structure. Hence, when studying the stability problem of a generalized K&hler
structure one can expect three possible outcomes:

1. The deformation is unobstructed and one can complete the deformed [J; to a generalized
Kahler structure;

2. The deformation is half obstructed and one can complete the deformed [J; to a positive or
negative SKT structure;

3. The deformation is fully obstructed and 71 can not be completed to either a positive or a
negative SKT structure.

Theorem 8.9 (Generalized Kahler Stability Theorem). Let (M, J1,J2) be a compact generalized
Kdhler manifold. Given J1., an analytic family of deformations of J1 parametrized by a small disc
DcC,e:D—T(A*Ly), we let

et i D — TNV

e D — 1V ovhh

e : D — T(A2VOh)
be the components of € and for each of them let e® = ;- %sztk be the corresponding series expan-

sion. Then the obstructions to finding a generalized complex structure Jor which makes (JT1e, T 2¢)
into a generalized Kdhler structure lie in the space

(2,1)+(1,2) _ ker(dp, : D(A21T5 @ AL2T5))

" i
Im (g, : D(AN L))

)

and the first obstruction class is [5+§+ d_ef].
Proof. According to Lemma 8.4, there is an element a € I'(A2L; ® A?L;)r such that
e, Jiel =e *J1e ¢

and, as in Theorem 8.3, one can compose the orthogonal transformation e with an orthogonal
tranformation e’ which preserves J; and still obtain the same deformation, that is, for any b €
['(Ly ® L1)r, J1e and Jo. are given by

T1e =€, *T1el and Toe = e % P Taele®.

As before, our quest is to find b for which [Js. is integrable and once again we do so using a power
series argument. The canonical bundle of 7. is given by e®e?U%" and integrability is equivalent to

e—be—adHeaeb . uO,n un—l,l @Z/{"_l’_l.
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If we decompose a and b into their V* and V"' components as in (8.4) and (8.5) and write
the corresponding components in power series, then the first condition we must solve is the linear
vanishing of the components of Ny,., the Nijenhuis tensor of Ja.

e—be—adHeaeb . uO,n N ul,n—3 EBZ/{_I’”_S-
The linear term which maps U%" into U~ 3 U "3 is
dr, B +0_af + 9,07

So we see that the vanishing of the linear part of the Nijenhuis tensor is equivalent the following
condition

dr,BF = —(@r07 +0_af). (8.8)

Integrability of 1. means that the 3"~ components of e =% ~d" e*e’|;0.» vanish and the linear
part of these components is dyaf : U™ — U3 and 9_a; : U™ — U™ 3 hence af
is 04-closed and aj is d_-closed, showing that dya; + d_af is dr,-closed and hence represents

a class in H*DT12) If this class vanishes, we can find 8f which solves (8.8). That is the first
obstruction class is

[@ie; +0_ef] e HEVTLD),

Next we assume that we have chosen ﬁj-[ for j < k such that the Nijenhuis tensor of J9 vanishes

to order k£ — 1 and we must choose B,f which makes the Nijenhuis tensor of J vanish to order k.
Expanding the operator e e~ %d” e’ to order k we see that the degree k part of the Nijenhuis
tensor is:

(NJ25)]€ = dL2ﬁ]:gt +8704z +5+£+ Fk(a’la e 7a’k*15b17 T 7bk*1)7 (89)

for some function F}, which takes values in l"(/\2’1L_2 &) /\1’2L_2)7 and the vanishing of N7,. to order
k is equivalent to the requirement that the term above vanishes, which can only be achived if

dp, B = —(0_af +yay + Frlay, - ,ap_1,b1,- - ,bp_1)).

Next we prove that the right hand side above is dy,-closed, which allows us to conclude that the
obstruction to find B;ﬂt lies in H2D+T1:2),
We let

berpr= > L(BF+BE ).

j<k+1
Since e~ J 1e% = e~ %~ b<k+1 T eP<k+1e% is integrable for any choice of b, we have that the operator
e b<ktigmagH gagb<iti| o,

has two components, say d*|mo0 = 07,c + N7,e,

07,1 =07, +0(t), v(t) € T(Ly), B(0) = 0;

N7,e = (Nz,)it® + O(tF ™) € T(AY?Ly).

The condition (df)? = 0 implies {97,e, N7,-} = 0, hence, in particular, the degree k part of this
operator vanishes, i.e.,
0={07,,(N7,e)i} = dr,(Ng,e)r-
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Remark. There are natural maps
mgq s HPDFLD Hgf(M;L_z) and  mo: HEDTED o gL2(M; T).

given by taking the appropriate components of a class in HEOFLD) 1 i possible, however, that
a nontrivial class in H@VT12) g mapped into the trivial class by both projections. In terms
of deformations, this means that there may be no obstruction to deforming a generalized K&hler
structure as either a positive or a negative SKT structure, while the generalized Kahler deformation
problem itself is obstructed. A simple example of this phenomenon happens if we regard a Kéahler
structure (I,w) as a generalized K&hler structure with 77 determined by the symplectic structure
and J o by the complex structure: On the one hand not all deformations w; of w can be accompanied
by a deformation of I to keep the pair generalized Kahler. On the other hand, keeping I fixed makes
the pair (wy, I) into a Hermitian symplectic structure as positivity of the tensor w([-,-) is an open
condition. We can regard this Hermitian symplectic structure as either a positive or a negative SKT
structure, hence the obstructions to deformations of the SKT structures vanish.

8.3 Stability of SKT structures II

An inherent part of the setup used for the study of the stability problem of SKT structures in Section
8.1, was that the cohomology class of 3-form was fixed. Depending on the reader’s upbringing, that
hypothesis may seem unnatural and one might want to study the problem of stability of a classical
SKT structure (g, I) without the requirement that [d°w] is fixed. As we will see next, this is actually
an easier problem as it has perfectly acceptable solutions which use only classically available tools.

Definition 8.10. Let (M, I) be a complex manifold. The (p, q)-Aeppli cohomology of M is

HY (M) = ker(90 : QP9(M) — QPTLItL(M))
A T Im(0: QP La(M) — QPa(M)) + Im(9 : QPa—1(M) —s Qpa(M))

)

and the Aeppli numbers are h'y? = dim(H}?(M)).

Theorem 8.11. Let (M, g,I) be an SKT structure and for e € (—6,0), let I. be a smooth family of
complex structures with Iy = I. If the Aeppli number hi"l is constant on &, then there is a family
of metrics ge such that (ge,1Ic) is an SKT structure for small values of . In particular, if hi{l
s constant in a neighbourhood of I in the moduli space of complex structures, then every nearby
complez structure is part of and SKT structure.

Proof. 1f h114’1 is constant in €, we can form the family of Green operators G. and projection onto
harmonics, 722, for the elliptic complex

QM) @ Q0 22 ot (ar) 25 022

Since h';! is constant, the form w. = (JZ + (9 4 8)(d + 9)*G.)ml'w varies smoothly on &, where
ml! is the projection from Q2(M) onto QY!(M) with respect to the complex structure I.. The
operator (H. + (0 +0)(0+ 0)*G.) is just the projection onto d0-closed forms. We see immediately
that wg = w, that w,. is of type (1,1) and d0-closed. Since w(-,I-) is positive definite, the same is

true for w. (-, I.-) as long as I. is not too far from I. O

Example 8.12 (The Iwasawa manifold). The Iwasawa manifold M is the quotient of the 3-
dimensional complex Heiseberg group H by the left action of the subgroup, A, of matrices whose
entries are Gaussian integers: M = H/A. The question of existence of SKT structures on the under-
lying differentiable manifold as well as the stability of such structures was studied by Fino, Parton
and Salamon [12]: while the standard complex structure is not part of an SKT structure there are
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other complex structures on M which are. Further, there are deformations of the SKT complex
structures which cease to be SKT.

From our point of view, this is to be expected and amounts to the observation that for the SKT
structures, h'y' (M) = 7 while for generic complex structures h'y (M) = 6 [1]. Tt is also worth
noticing that for the families of SKT structures provided by Fino et al the cohomology class of the
3-form changes along the family [2]. [ |

9 Appendix - SKT differentials

Throughout this section we let (M, g, j_) be a manifold with a generalized complex extension of an
SKT structure and let 0+, O+, AV and N be the operators defined in (8.1).

Proposition 8.1. The restriction of A” to A®Ly vanishes and

4 DNV @ AVEY @ AmVOY) — DAV @ AV @ AmT O, (8.2)
O : T(AM'Ly) — T(AMTIL). (8.3)

Further, the following relations and their complex conjugates hold:

o, =N"=0, {9,,N}=0;
82_ :_{Nang}; {N,a,}:o; {5*73+}:O; {ngaa*}:_{g*aN};
(040,04} + {00} + (N, N} =0,

Proof. The relations between the operators follow from the corresponding relations for 64, §_ and
N and the fact that the vector space of operators on forms are a Zs-graded Lie algebra with Lie
bracket given by the graded commutator of operators. If we let @ € Clif(T¢cM), using the graded
Jacobi identity we have

{dHa {de a}} = {{dHa dH}v a} - {dHa {dHa OA}} = _{dHa {de a}} =0,

where we have used that {d,d} = 2(d")? = 0. Hence, splitting d” into its six components,
taking o € l"(/\jVi’0 ® /\’“VE’1 AV /\mVB’l)7 applying this operator to elements in U4?*? and
imposing the vanishing of the different components of the result we get the relations stated in the
theorem.

Since N € T'(A3Ly) and Ly is isotropic, {N, a} vanishes for every o € T'(A®La).

Next we will prove that (8.2) holds and will ommit the proof of (8.3) as it follows the same
principles. Firstly, we prove that, when restricted to the domains indicated in (8.2), 04 actually
takes values in the Clifford algebra of TM. Indeed, for @ € Clif(TM), ¢ € UP? and f € C°(M)
we decompose df into its Vﬁ’o, Vf’l, V20 and vO! components, say, 04 f, O4f, O_f and 9_f,
respectively and compute

{d", a}(fe) = d"afe— (=1)*ad" (fo)
=df Nap+ fd%a- o — (—1)*a(df Ap + fd" )
=O_f+0_f+0:f+0+f) ap+ fd¥ayp
— (=D ((O-fF+D-f+ 04 f + 04 f) - 0+ fd7o).
= fH{d"a}o+ (0 f+0_f+0,f+01f) ap
— (=D ((O-f+D_f+ 04 f+ D4 1) @).

(9.1)
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Ifae l"(/\’“Vf’1 ANV /\mVE’l), then 0, f graded commutes with a and hence if we compose

Mp—k-i—l—m—l,q—k—l-i—m—l

{d", o} with the projection onto we have

Typ—k+i—m—1,g—k—l+m—1 O {dH, Ot} UP?t — Z/{pikJrlimil’qikileril

is C>-linear, that is, it is a tensor. Further, using the decomposition d¥ into its six components,
as in Theorem 4.9, we see that the tensor above corresponds to:

5+a _ {g_Ha} S YPa , up—k+l—m—1,q—k—l+m—1

Since the action of Clif(TM) establishes an isomorphism between Clif (T M) and the space of endo-
morphisms of A®*T*M, the tensor 01« corresponds to an element in Clif(TM):

By TNV @ AVEY @ AmYV O — Clif (Te M)

Next we observe that a Leibniz rule holds. Indeed, not only is the space of graded linear
differential operators on Q°(M) a graded Lie algebra with the graded commutator as a bracket, but
also this bracket satisfies a Leibniz rule, with respect to the usual composition of operators. In our
case, say, for «, 8 € Clif(T¢ M), this translates to

{g-‘rv Qo B} = {g-i-v a} of+ (_1)‘a|+1a o {g-‘rv B}
Or, in terms of 9, the Leibniz rule holds:
(o) =04 (a)o B+ (1) a0 d, (B).

Therefore, in order to prove, for example, (8.2) it is enough to establish the result when the argument
of 04 is a section of any of the bundles V_E’l, vEOor VO

For sections of L; = Vf’l @V, we notice that L, is a Lie algebroid whose dual space is naturally
isomorphic to L; hence we have a Lie algebroid differential

dr, : T(Ly) — T(A*Ly)

and the decomposition L; = Vf’l o Vo gives a corresponding decomposition of dr, in two com-
ponents. Then one can readily see that 0, is nothing but the component of dr, mapping which
increases the V_E’l—degree:

Dy (VI — TNV, 3y TV — TV A VY.
Therefore to finish the proof we only need to show that
Dy TV — (v @ V), (9.2)

Lemma 9.1. The vector bundle V' is a representation of the Lie algebroid V_&’O if endowed with
the connection

VIV e Vi) — TV Vew =mp0([o,w]),

where v € I‘(Vﬁ’o) and w € T(VY). That is, for v, v, vy € I‘(V_&’O), we (V) and f e C®(M)
we have

Vippw = IVyw, Vo fw = (ErrT('u)f)w'i_fvvw
Vs Vs = Vs Var = Vioroa] = 0.
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Proof. The first two identities follow from basic properties of the Courant bracket:
vaw = WVE‘O([[f’U’ w]]) = FVE‘O (f[[v, w]] — (ﬁﬂT(w)f)v) = WVE‘O (f[[v, w]]) = fVUw.

vvfw = WVE*”([[”? fw]]) = Ty 1.0 (f[[’l), w]] + (‘Cﬂ'T('U)f)w) = fvvw + (‘Cﬂ'T(v)f)w

Now we prove flatness. Let us first consider the term V,, V,,w. We decompose [vz, w] into two
components, according to the decomposition L; = VJ}’O @ VH and Vy,w is the component in Vo

[ve, w] = uy® + V,,w, ul? e (V0.
Since Vi’o is involutive, we see that
[[Ul,ui’o]] € Vi’o.

Hence the V** component of [v1, Vy,w] is the V20 component of [vi, [ve, w]], that is

Vo, Vi, w = wvi,o([[vl, [vz, w]])-
Therefore we have

Vo, Vi = Vi, Vi w0 — Vi, w0 = ij’o([[vl’ [vz, w]] = [v2, [v1, w]] — [[v1, v2], w]) = 0,
where in the last equality we used the fact that the Courant bracket satisfies the Jacobi identity. [
Since V is a connection, we think of it dually as an operator

vV DV — 1 o v,

The following lemma establishes (9.2) and hence finishes the proof of the proposition.

Lemma 9.2. For o € T(V"") we have
0ya = Va.

Proof. Indeed, we check that when paired (i.e., graded commuted) with an element v € I‘(VJ:’O)

these two operators give the same result. Unwinding the definition of 0., we have that for ¢ € Y9
{v,0,a}p is the UPTH97 component of {v, {d”, a}}e.

{Uv 5+a}90 = Typt+ila-1 ({U7 {dH7 Of}}sﬁ)

= myr+a—1 ([, ] @)

=myofv, afp

= {v,Va}y,
where in the second equality we used that the Courant bracket is the derived bracket associated to
dt.

Since 04 a and Va are both elements in Clif(Tc M) we have just established that their difference

lies in the annihilator of V_&’O under graded commutator, that is

Vo —dra e TNV @ A®VL).
And we have that when acting in U??
Va —dya: UPT — YP9=2 c yrta?

as individually both a and Va have this property. On the other hand, elements in /\lVi’O RNATV_
map UPY C WPTY into WPTIH | o the difference Va — 8,4« vanishes and the result follows. O
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