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CAUCHY-SCHWARZ-TYPE INEQUALITIES ON KAHLER
MANIFOLDS-II

PING LI

ABSTRACT. We establish in this note some Cauchy-Schwarz-type inequalities on compact
Kaéhler manifolds, which generalize the classical Khovanskii-Teissier inequalities to higher-
dimensional cases. Our proof is to make full use of the mixed Hodge-Riemann bilinear
relations due to Dinh and Nguyén. A proportionality problem related to our main result is
also proposed.

1. INTRODUCTION AND MAIN RESULTS

Suppose X is an n-dimensional algebraic manifold and Dy, Dy, ..., D,, are n (not necessarily
distinct) ample divisors on X. Then we have the following opposite Cauchy-Schwarz-type
inequality,

(1.1) ([DyD3D3--- Dy,))? > [D1D D3 --- Dy] - [DaDyDs - - - D],

where [-] denotes the intersection number of the divisors inside it and the equality holds if
and only if the two divisors D and Dy are numerically proportional.

(1.1) was discovered independently by Khovanskii and Teissier around in 1979 ([9],[11])
and now is called Khovanskii-Teissier inequality. This equality is indeed a generalization of
the classical Aleksandrov-Fenchel inequalities and thus present a nice relationship between
the theory of mixed volumes and algebraic geometry ([0, p. 114]). The proof of (1.1) is
to apply the usual Hodge-Riemann bilinear relations ([7, p. 122-123]) to the Kéhler classes
determined by these divisors and an induction argument. The approach also suggests that
the usual Hodge-Riemann bilinear relations may be extended to the mixed case. After some
partial results towards this direction ([8],[13]), this aim was achieved in its full generality by
Dinh and Nguyén in [2].

We would like to point out a fact, which was not mentioned explicitly in [2], that (1.1)
can now be extended by the mixed Hodge-Riemann bilinear relations as follows. Suppose
W, W1, wa, ..., wn_o are n — 1 Kihler classes and o € HY(M,R) an arbitrary real-valued
(1,1)-form on an n-dimensional compact connected Kéhler manifold M. Then we have

(1.2) (/Ma/\w/\wl/\---/\wn_g)zz (/Ma2/\w1/\~-/\wn_2)-(/MwQ/\wl/\u'/\wn_g),
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where the equality holds if and only if & € Rw. Indeed, [2, Theorem A] tells us that the index
of the following bilinear form

(1.3) Q(u,v) ::/ UANVAWL A Awp_9, u,v € HYY(M,R),
M

is of the form (4, —,---,—), i.e., the positive and negative indices are 1 and h'! — 1 respec-
tively, where h'! is the corresponding Hodge number of M (the dimension of Y1 (M, R)) De-
fine a real-valued function f(t) := Q(w+ta,w+ta) (t € R). Then f(0) > 0 as w,wi, -+ ,wp—2
are all Kahler classes and thus their product is strictly positive. w + ta spans a 2-dimensional
subspace in HY1(M, R) if @ and w are linearly independent and thus f(¢y) < 0 for some 5 € R
in view of the index of Q(-,-). Then the discriminant of f(¢) gives (1.2) with strict sign “ > 7.

When these Kéhler classes are all equal: w = w; = -+ = wp—2, (1.2) degenerates to the
following special case:

(1.4) (/Ma AW )2 > (/M a? Aw"?) - (/M w"),  VaeH"(MR),

which is quite well-known and, to the author’s best knowledge, should be due to Apte in [1].
Inspired by (1.4), the author asked in [10] whether or not there exists a similar inequality to
(1.4) for those o € HPP(M,R) (1 < p < [3]) and obtained a related result ([10, Theorem 1.3]),
whose proof is also based on the usual Hodge-Riemann bilinear relations. As an application
we presented some Chern number inequalities when the Hodge numbers of the manifolds
satisfy some constraints ([10, Corollary 1.5]). Now keeping the mixed Hodge-Riemann bilinear
relations established in [2] in mind, we may also ask if the main idea of the proof in [10] can
be carried over to the mixed case to extend the o in (1.2) to HPP(M,R) for 1 < p < [§]. The
answer is affirmative and this is the main goal of our current article. So this article can be
viewed as a sequel to [10], which explains its title either.

Our main result (Theorem 1.3) will be stated in the rest of this section. In Section 2
we briefly review the mixed Hodge-Riemann bilinear relations and then present the proof of
Theorem 1.3. In Section 3 we discuss a proportionality problem related to (1.1) posed by
Teissier and propose a similar problem related to our main result.

In order to state our result as general as possible, we would like to investigate the elements
in HPP(M,C), i.e., complex-valued (p, p)-forms on M. The following definition is inspired by
(1.2) and is a mixed analogue to [10, Definition 1.1].

Definition 1.1. Suppose M is an n-dimensional compact connected Kéahler manifold. For
1 <p<[5], € HPP(M,C) and n — 2p + 1 Kéhler calsses w,wi,...,w,—2p, we put Q, :=
w1 A -+ Awp—2p and define

gla,w; Q) == (/ oz/\@/\Qp) . (/ w2p/\Qp) - (/ oz/\wp/\Qp) . (/ o‘z/\wp/\Qp).
M M M M
a is said to satisfy Cauchy-Schwarz (resp. opposite Cauchy-Schwarz) inequality with respect

to the Kéhler classes w and (w1, ... ,wy—2p) if g, w; Q) > 0 (resp. g(a,w;y,) <0).

Remark 1.2. Note that o € HPP(M,R) if and only if @ = @. Also note that g(c,w;$,) in

the above definition is a real number and so we can discuss its non-negativity or non-positivity.
The main result of this note, which extends [10, Theorem 1.3] to the mixed case, is the

following

Theorem 1.3. Suppose M is an n-dimensional compact connected Kdhler manifold.
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(1) Given 1 <p < [35], all elements in HPP(M,C) satisfy Cauchy-Schwarz inequality with
respect to any Kdhler classes w and (w1, . ..,wn—2p) (in the sense of Definition 1.1) if
and only if the Hodge numbers of M satisfy

- . +1
1.5 h2z,27, — h22+1’27'+1 0<i< p 1
( ) Y — v — [ 2 ]
(2) All elements in H“'(M,C) satisfy opposite Cauchy-Schwarz inequality with respect to
any Kdahler classes w and (w1, ... ,wp—2p).
(3) Given 2 < p < [5], all elements in HPP(M,C) satisfy opposite Cauchy-Schwarz in-
equality with respect to any Kdhler classes w and (wi,...,wp—2p) if and only if the
Hodge numbers of M satisfy
(1.6) p2i-1.2i-1 _ h2i,2i7 1<i< [g]

Moreover, in all the cases mentioned above, the equalities hold if and only if these « are
proportional to wP.

The first part of the following corollary extends the Khovanskii-Teissier inequalities (1.1)
and (1.2).

Corollary 1.4.
(1)

(/ aAwAwl/\---Awn_g)-(/ AAWAWL A Awp_2)
M M

2(/ a/\&/\wl/\---/\wn_g)-(/ W AW A A wp_2)
M M

for any Kihler classes w,wi,...,w, 2 and any a € H%'(M,C), where the equality
holds if and only if o € Cw.

(2) If hY! = 1, then all elements in H?2(M,C) (n > 4) satisfy Cauchy-Schwarz inequality
with respect to any Kéhler classes in the sense of Definition 1.1. Moreover, the equality
case holds if and only if the element is proportional to w?.

(3) If Rt = A%2, then all elements in H*?(M,C) (n > 4) and H>3(M,C) (n > 6)
satisfy opposite Cauchy-Schwarz inequality with respect to any Kéahler classes in the
sense of Definition 1.1. Moreover, the equality case holds if and only if the element is
proportional to w? or w? respectively.

Remark 1.5. In [10, Example 1.7], the author described in detail many examples of compact
connected Kéhler manifolds whose Hodge numbers satisfy h'! = 1 and k"' = h?? respec-
tively. These include the complete intersections in complex projective spaces, the complex
flag manifolds G/ Pyax (G is a semisimple complex Lie group and Ppax is a maximal parabolic
subgroup of GG), the one point blow-up of complex projective spaces and so on.

2. PROOF OF THE MAIN RESULT
2.1. The mixed Hodge-Riemann bilinear relations. In this subsection we briefly recall
the mixed Hodge-Riemann biliner relations established in [2] by Dinh and Nguyén.

As before denote by M an n-dimensional compact connected Kéhler manifold. We arbi-
trarily fix two non-negative integers p,q such that p,q < [5] and n —p — ¢ + 1 Kéhler classes
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W, Wi, ..., Wp—p—g on M. Put Q :=wy; A--- Awp_p—q. Define the mixed primitive subspace of
HP9(M,C) with respect to w and 2 by
(2.1) PPUM;w, Q) :={a € HPI(M,C) | a A\w A Q = 0}.

Define the mixed Hodge-Riemann bilinear form Qq(-,-) with respect to Q on H??(M,C) by

22)  Qola,f) = (\/—_1)‘1—17(—1)“’*‘”(2’“”/ QaABAQ, a8 e HY(M,C).
M

Remark 2.1.
(1) Note that this definition of Qq(-,-) differs from that in (1.3) by a sign when p = ¢ = 1.
(2) Clearly when w = wy = - wp_p—q, PPI(M;w,Q) and Qq(-,-) are nothing but the

usual primitive cohomology group and Hodge-Riemann bilinear form with respect to
the Kahler class w.

(3) The symbols PP4(M;w,2) and Qq(-,-) we use here are simply denoted by PP?(M)
and Q(-,-) respectively in [2]. We use the current symbols to avoid confusion as they
stress the dependence on the choices of w and (2, whose advantage will be clear in the
process of our proof in Theorem 1.3 in the next section.

With the above notation understood, we have the following remarkable result due to Dinh
and Nguyén in [2, Theorems A,B,C], which extends the classical Hodge-Riemann biliner re-
lations.

Theorem 2.2 (mixed Hodge-Riemann bilinear relations).
(1) (mized Hard Lefschetz theorem) The linear map

T: HPY(M,C) — H" *""P(M,C)
given by
(2.3) T() == a A, a e HPI(M,C)

is an isomorphism.
(2) (mized Lefschetz decomposition) We have the following canonical decomposition:

(2.4) HP4(M,C) = PP9(M;w,Q) & (wA HP~H71(M, C)).

Here HP~14=1 (M, C) := 0 if either p=0 or ¢ = 0.
(3) (Positive-definiteness) The mized Hodge-Riemann bilinear form Qq(-,-) is positive-
definite on the mized primitive subspace PP4(M;w, Q).

Remark 2.3. Note that PP?(M;w, ) depends on w and Q while HP9(M,C) is clearly
independent of them. This means, if we fix w but change wi,...,w,—p—g, then Q is also
changed respectively and so is PP9(M;w, ). But the mixed Lefschetz decomposition theorem
tells us that (2.4) remains true. So the reference Kéhler classes w,ws,...,w,—p—q in context
should be clear when we apply (2.4). For unambiguity we shall use the sentence ”We apply
(2.4) to a € HP9(M,C) with respect to the reference Kahler classes w and (wi, ... ,wy—2p)"
to emphasize it. This notation will play a key role in the proof of (2.6) Lemma 2.4.

2.2. Proof of Theorem 1.3. We now apply the mixed Hodge-Riemann bilinear relations to
prove our Theorem 1.3.

The following lemma uses the full power of (2.4).

Lemma 2.4.
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(1)

(2.5) dimePPU(M;w, Q) = hP1 — pP=1471 0 < p g < [g],
where hP~14~1 .= 0 if either p = 0 or ¢ = 0. This means that the dimension of
PPA(M;w,Q) is independent of w and 2 and only depends on the complex structure
of M.

(2) Let o € HPP(M,C) with 1 < p < [§] and w,w1, ... ,wn_2p be n—2p+1 Kdhler classes.
Put Qp :=wi A -+ Awp—gp. Then this a can be written as follows.
P
(2.6) a = P + Z o AwP™t
i=1
where A € C and
(2.7) o; € PYY(M;w,w* P~ A Q) (& a A WP A Q= 0).

(3) g(a,w; Q) given in Definition 1.1 has the following expression in terms of :

p
(2.8) g(a,w; Q) = (/ WP A Qp) . (Z/ a; A a; A w2 A Qp).
M =M
Proof.

(1) The usual Hard Lefschetz theorem ([7, p. 122]) tells us that the map
WPTEA () s HPYM,C) - H' PP (M, C)
is an isomorphism. This means that, for p + ¢ < n — 1, the map
WA () : HPI(M,C) — HPTHH(M, C)
is injective and consequently
dime (w A HP~H97 (M, C)) = p~ 1!
for 1 < p,q < [5], which, together with (2.4), leads to (2.5).
(2) The strategy for proving (2.6) is to apply (2.4) repeatedly to yield the desired «;.
We first apply (2.4) to this o with respect to the reference Kéhler classes w and
(Wi, .., wp—2p) to yield ay:
a=ap+wAdp_1 with a, € PPP(M;w, ).
We continue to apply (2.4) to d,—1 € HP~1P~1(M,C) with respect to the reference
Kahler classes w and (w,w, w1, ...,wp—2p) to yield a,_1:
Qp_1=0ap_1+wWAap_2 with Qp—1 € Pp_l’p_l(M; w,w2 A Qp)

Obviously the next step is to apply (2.4) to &,_o € HP=2P~2(M,C) with respect to

the reference Kéhler classes w and (w,w,w,w,w,...,wy_2,) to obtain
dp_Q =ap2t+wA dp_g with Qp_9 € Pp_2’p_2(M; w, wh A Qp).
Now it is easy to see that repeated use of (2.4) to é&,—; determined by @&,_;+1 with
respect to the Kéhler classes w and (w,...,w,wi,...,wy,—2p) yields the desired a;_; :
——
2i copies
Qp—i = Qp—j + W A Gp—j—1 with ap—i € Pp_i’p_i(M; w,wh A Q).

This completes the proof of (2.6).
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(3) We now know from (2.6) that

P
(2.9) aANwP ANQy = )\w2p/\Qp+Zai/\w2p_i/\Qp
i=1
and
ahanQ,

p p
=P+ ) @ AP A WP+ ) a; AWl AQ,
(2.10) i=1 j=1

p p p
=(IMPw? + A @ AW T H A i AwPT 4 Y ag Aay AwPT) A Q.
j=1 i=1 ij=1
Note that
a; A WP+ A Q, =0 by (2.7), 1<i<p,
(2.11) 2 —i>2p—1i)+1, 1<i<p,
2p = (i+J) =2 2(p —max{i,j}) +1, 1<i#j<p

This means that (2.9) and (2.10) can be simplified via (2.11) as follows.

(2.12) a AWl AQ, = Iw? AQ,
and
p .
(2.13) aNaAQ=AwP AL+ i Aa AP AQ,
=1

Integrating (2.12) and (2.13) over M deduces that
(2.14) )\:fMoz/\;up/\Qp, X:fMd/\wp/\Qp’
S w? A, Sy w? A,

and
— p .
(2.15) /aAaAQp:A-A-/ w2pAQp+Z/ a; A AP A Q.
M M =M

(2.8) now follows from substituting the two expressions in (2.14) for the A and X in
(2.15).

O

Now we are ready to prove Theorem 1.3, our main result in this article.

Proof. 1t suffices to prove the first part in Theorem 1.3 as the resulting two cases are similar.

Since o € PY(M cw, w2 A €2,), the positive-definiteness of the mixed Hodge-Riemann
bilinear forms guarantees that Q(wz(pﬂ-) /\Qp)(&i,@éi) > 0 with equality if and only if a; = 0.
This, together with the definition of Q()(,-) in (2.2), implies that

(2.16) (=1) /M a; Aa NPT AQ, >0, 1<i<p,

with the equality holds if and only if «; = 0.
We first show the “if” part of (1) in Theorem 1.3.
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The dimension formula (2.5) in Lemma 2.4 and the assumption (1.5) imply that

1
i1 =0, USZ’S[%]—L

which, together with (2.8) and (2.16), give us

glo,w; Q) = (/M WP AQ) (Y /M a; A @ AP AQ,) >0,

1<i<p
i even

with equality if and only if all a; = 0 and thus o € CwP by the decomposition formula (2.6).
The proof of the “only if” part.

Suppose on the contrary that there exists some 1 < iy < [’%1] — 1 such that p2o+12io+1
h?0:2i0  Then we can choose a

0+ alio) € P2i0+1,2i0+1(M;w’w2(p—(2io+1)) AQ,)
by (2.5) and set
0 := wP + alip) A wP™ FotD),

But in this case
o0.059) = ([ n2,)-( [ atio) nalio) ntl=E) ng,) <o

and thus this 6 does not satisfy Cauchy-Schwarz inequality with respect to the Kahler classes
w and (wiq,...,wn—2p) in the sense of Definition 1.1, which contradicts to the assumption.
This gives the desired proof. O

The corollary below follows from the process of the above proof.

Corollary 2.5. Suppose o € HPP(M,C) with 1 < p < [§]. Then this a satisfies Cauchy-
Schwarz (resp. opposite Cauchy-Schwarz) inequality with respect to Kéhler classes w, w1, ..., wp—2p
if those a; with ¢ odd (resp. even) determined by the decomposition formula (2.8) all vanish.

3. A PROPORTIONALITY PROBLEM

Let K € HY'(M,R) be the Kéhler cone of M, which consists of all the Kihler classes of M.
Recall that ¢ € HM!'(M,R) is called a nef class if ¢ € K, the closure of the Kéhler cone. So
nef classes can be approximated by Kéhler classes. This means Theorem 1.3 has the following
corollary.

Corollary 3.1. Suppose M is an n-dimensional compact connected Kéahler manifold.

(1) Given 1 < p < [5], if the Hodge numbers of M satisfy

p2020 _ h2i+1,2i+17 0<i< [p;r 1] Y

then for any o € HPP(M,C) and any nef classes ¢, c1, ..., ¢,—2p we have

(3.1) (/Ma/\dACp)-(/Mczp/\Op) > (/Ma/\cf"ACp)-(/MaAc”ACp),

where C), =c1 A -+ A cp_2p.



8 PING LI

(2) For any o € H»'(M,C) and any nef classes ¢, c1,...,c,_2 we have

(3.2) (/MaAdAO)-(/Mc2”/\O)§(/MaAc”AC)-(/MdAc”AC),

where C' =ci A -+ A cp_s.
(3) Given 2 < p < [5], if the Hodge numbers of M satisfy

pR-12i-1 _ 22 1<i< [g]’

then for any o € HPP(M,C) and any nef classes ¢, c1, ..., ¢,—2p we have

(3.3) (/Ma/\dACp)-(/Mczp/\Op) < (/Ma/\cf"ACp)-(/MaAc”ACp),

where Cp =c1 A+ A cp—2p.

However, unlike Theorem 1.3 for Kéahler classes, we can not conclude directly in this case
that the equalities in (3.1), (3.2) and (3.3) hold if and only if « and the nef class ¢ are
proportional. So a natural question is to characterize the equalities in (3.1)-(3.3), a very
special case of which has been proposed by Teissier in [12] as a further question related to his
inequality (1.1) and we shall briefly reivew it in what follows.

(1.1) or (3.2) gives us that, for two nef divisors D; and D2 on an algebraic manifold and
for 1 <k <n-—1, we have

(34) (IDfD3 ™))" > (DY Dy =+ - (D D=,

Teissier considered in [12] that how to characterize the equality case in (3.4) for nef and big
divisors Dy and Dj (recall that a nef divisor D is called big if moreover [D"] > 0). This
problem was solved in [3, Theorem D] by Boucksom, Favre and Jonsson, whose result asserts
that for two nef and big divisors D; and Dj the equality in (3.4) holds if and only if D; and
Dy are numerically proportional. Very recently Fu and Xiao obtained the same type result in
the context of Kéhler manifolds ([5, Theorem 2.1]), some of whose ideas are based on their
previous work in [4].

Remark 3.2. The expression used in [3, Theorem D, (2)] is slightly different from our (3.4)
but they are indeed equivalent (see, for instance, the equivalent statements in ([5, Theorem
2.1]).

With the Cauchy-Schwarz-type inequalities in its full generality in Corollary 3.1 in hand, we
can now end our article by posing the following problem, whose solution is obviously beyond
the content of this note.

Question 3.3. How to characterize the three inequality cases in (3.1), (3.2) and (3.3)? Clearly
« being proportional to ¢ is a sufficient condition. Is this also a necessary condition? Or
weakly how to establish such a necessary condition by imposing more constraints on the
element «, the nef classes ¢, c,...,c,—2, and/or the underlying Kahler manifold M?
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