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ON THE ALTERED HOLOMORPHIC CURVATURES OF HERMITIAN

MANIFOLDS

KYLE BRODER AND KAI TANG

Abstract. We give a systematic treatment of the growing number of curvatures of a Her-

mitian metric. Natural “altered” variants are introduced. Particular focus is placed on

the holomorphic sectional curvature, the real bisectional curvature, and the quadratic or-

thogonal bisectional curvature. We show that it is necessary to consider certain variants

associated with cones in Rn\{0}. We exhibit the first examples that illustrate both frame

dependence and frame independence of these curvatures.

Introduction

The curvature properties of a Hermitian metric are far from being understood. Even within

the confines of the God-fearing Kähler world, many problems remain open. One of the most

curious objects in the subject is the holomorphic sectional curvature

HSCω(v) :=
1

|v|4ω

n∑

i,j,k,ℓ=1

Rijkℓvivjvkvℓ.

The sign of the holomorphic sectional curvature is known to impact the complex structure of

the underlying manifold: A compact Hermitian manifold (M,ω) with HSCω < 0 is hyperbolic

in the sense of Kobayashi. The relationship between the better understood Ricci curvature

is also mysterious, with the best indication of their relationship coming from the Wu–Yau

theorem [56, 57, 54, 43, 62, 51, 9]: If (M,ω) is a compact Kähler manifold with HSCω < 0,

then there exists a Kähler metric η such that Ricη < 0. Hitchin’s examples [27] of Hodge

metrics on the Hirzebruch surfaces Fn for n ≥ 2, however, indicate that HSCω > 0 does not

imply Ricη > 0, in general.

The present state of affairs is much worse if one enters the wilderness of the Hermitian

category. The presence of torsion in the Chern connection splits the Ricci curvature into four

variants, and it is not even clear whether the holomorphic sectional curvature controls either

of the two scalar curvatures, let alone the Ricci curvatures. Many open problems in complex

geometry are a symptom of this gap in our understanding.
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Curvatures as quadratic form-valued functions on the unitary frame bundle. In

[9, 10], the first named author initiated a program to understand the relationship between

these curvatures by interpreting them as quadratic form-valued functions on the unitary

frame bundle. This was first applied to the Yang–Zheng real bisectional curvature [62]:

RBCω : FM × Rn\{0} −→ R, RBCω(v) :=
1

|v|2
∑

α,γ

Rααγγvαvγ ,

where it was observed in [9, 10] that (in each frame) we can write the real bisectional curvature

as a Rayleigh quotient for a certain matrix of curvatures. Realizing the real bisectional

curvature as a Rayleigh quotient makes it immediate that (in each frame) the maximum

(respectively, minimum) is always reached and occurs when v is the eigenvector corresponding

to the largest (respectively, smallest) eigenvalue of the symmetric part 1
2 (R + Rt). Further,

the computation of the real bisectional curvature, and construction of examples is made

substantially more transparent.

In [11, 12, 13] this program was extended to the quadratic orthogonal bisectional curvature:

QOBCω : FM × Rn\{0} → R, QOBCω(v) =
1

|v|2ω

n∑

α,γ=1

Rααγγ(vα − vγ)
2,

which has been important in the study nef classes on Kähler manifolds which admit semi-

positive representatives [58]. Despite the similarity in appearance with the real bisectional

curvature, the interpretations of these curvatures as quadratic forms illuminates the fact that

the QOBC is, in a sense, ‘opposite’ to the real bisectional curvature. We will discuss the

precise meaning of this in §1.

Purpose and structure of this manuscript. The purpose of the present manuscript is

to give a systematic treatment of the amazon of curvatures that appear in the Hermitian cat-

egory. Particular focus is placed on the holomorphic sectional curvature, the real bisectional

curvature, and the quadratic orthogonal bisectional curvature.

In the Hermitian category, we show that it is necessary to consider certain Γ–variants of

these curvatures, i.e., curvatures associated with certain cones Γ ⊆ Rn\{0}.
We exhibit examples that illustrate both frame dependence and frame-independence of these

curvatures. This is the first instance in where the variation of the frame has been investigated

for the real bisectional curvature or quadratic orthogonal bisectional curvature.

In more detail, here is the structure of the manuscript:

(†) In §1 we remind ourselves of some basic Hermitian geometry. The real bisectional

curvature is recalled and its Γ–variant is introduced. The relationship between the

Γ–real bisectional curvature and the holomorphic sectional curvature is studied. We

also compute the real bisectional curvature and the Γ–real bisectional curvature of
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the standard metric on the Hopf surface S3 × S1. For this metric, the curvatures are

shown to be independent of the choice of unitary frame.

(†) In §2 we address the question of constant holomorphic sectional curvature, producing

a theorem of Wu–Yau-type. The altered real bisectional curvature (and its Γ–variant)

is introduced here. This curvature is a cousin of the real bisectional curvature and is

shown to exhibit curious behavior.

(†) In §3 we introduce the altered holomorphic bisectional curvature. This curvature is

invariantly defined and is much weaker than the holomorphic bisectional curvature.

It is strong enough to control the real bisectional curvature, however, and therefore

produces a natural curvature constraint for the Schwarz lemma.

(†) In §4 we study the quadratic orthogonal bisectional curvature of a Hermitian metric,

and define its altered variant. The relationship between these curvatures and the

scalar curvatures is exhibited in this section.

(†) In §5 we show that these curvatures are frame-dependent, explicitly computing the

curvature of the Tricerri metric on the Inoue surface.

Acknowledgements. The first named author would like to thank his supervisors Ben An-

drews and Gang Tian for their support and encouragement. He would also like to thank

Fangyang Zheng for valuable conversations. The second author is grateful to Professor

Fangyang Zheng for constant encouragement and support.

§1. The Holomorphic Sectional Curvature and its variants

Central to understanding questions of curvature is when the sign of one curvature determines

the sign of another curvature. Let us introduce a partial ordering % on the set of curvature

notions of a Hermitian metric defined by the rule:

A % B ⇐⇒ A has a sign =⇒ B has the same sign.

If A % B and B % A, then we say that A and B are comparable. If a curvature A is constant,

equal to some c ∈ R, we write A ≡ c.

Reminder 1.1. Let (Mn, ω) be a Hermitian manifold. The Chern connection is the unique

connection on T 1,0M which is compatible with the metric and the complex structure, and

whose torsion has vanishing (1, 1)–part.

Let (z1, ..., zn) denote local holomorphic coordinates near a point p ∈ M . The components

of the Chern curvature tensor Rijkℓ in a coordinate frame ∂z1 , ..., ∂zn afford the description:

Rijkℓ = − ∂2gkℓ
∂zi∂zj

+ gpq
∂gkq
∂zi

∂gpℓ
∂zj

.
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Reminder 1.2. Let v = (v1, ..., vn) ∈ T 1,0M be a (1, 0)–tangent vector. The holomorphic

sectional curvature is the function

HSCω : FM × T 1,0M → R, HSCω(v) :=
1

|v|4ω

n∑

i,j,k,ℓ=1

Rijkℓvivjvkvℓ.

Remark 1.3. A more enlightening description of the holomorphic sectional curvature is the

following observation of Wu [59]: Fix a point p ∈ M and let v ∈ T 1,0
p M . Let f : D →֒ M be

an embedded holomorphic disk with f(0) = p and f ′(0) = v. The pullback metric f∗ω yields

a non-degenerate Hermitian metric on the unit disk, from which we may calculate the Gauss

curvature Kf∗ω. The holomorphic sectional curvature of ω is then

HSCω(v) = sup
f

Kf∗ω,

where the supremum is taken over all embedded holomorphic disks f : D → M with f(0) = p

and f ′(0) = v.

Reminder 1.4. The Chern curvature is an End(T 1,0M)–valued (1, 1)–form. The first

Chern–Ricci curvature is the contraction over the endomorphism part:

Ric(1)ω =
√
−1Ric

(1)

ij
dzi ∧ dzj =

√
−1gkℓRijkℓdzi ∧ dzj ,

and is a (1, 1)–form representing the first Chern class the anti-canonical bundle c1(K
−1
M ).

The second Chern–Ricci curvature is a contraction over the (1, 1)–part:

Ric(2)ω = Ric
(2)

kℓ
= gijRijkℓ.

Similarly, the third and fourth Chern–Ricci curvature are defined:

Ric(3)ω = Ric
(3)

kj
=
∑

i,ℓ

giℓRijkℓ, Ric(4)ω = Ric
(4)

iℓ
=
∑

j,k

gkjRijkℓ.

Note that Ric
(4)
ω is the conjugate of Ric

(3)
ω .

Reminder 1.5. The contraction

Scalω :=
∑

i,j

gijRic
(1)

ij
=
∑

k,ℓ

gkℓRic
(2)

kℓ

is the Chern scalar curvature. In general, this differs from the contraction

S̃calω :=
∑

i,ℓ

giℓRic
(3)

kj
,

which we call the altered Chern scalar curvature.

Reminder 1.6. Recall that a Hermitian metric ω is said to be balanced if (after identifying

ω with its (1, 1)–form) dωn−1 = 0. It is well-known that this is equivalent to Scalω ≡ S̃calω

(see, e.g., [25]).
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Remark 1.7. If the metric is Kähler (or more generally, Kähler-like [60]), then all Chern–

Ricci curvatures coincide. Recall that a Hermitian metric ω is said to be Kähler-like (in

the sense of [60]) if the Chern curvature tensor has the symmetries of the Kähler curvature

tensor. The standard example of a non-Kähler Kähler-like metric is the standard metric on

the Iwasawa threefold. This metric is Chern-flat, i.e., all components of the Chern curvature

tensor vanish, and hence the Kähler-like condition is trivially satisfied.

Remark 1.8. To the best of the authors’ knowledge, there are no known examples of com-

pact Hermitian manifolds with non-Kähler Kähler-like metrics that are not Chern flat. It is

generally suspected, however, that many such metrics exist.

Remark 1.9. The Wu–Yau theorem [56, 57, 54, 21, 62, 9] indicates an important relation-

ship between the holomorphic sectional curvature HSCω and the Ricci curvature(s). In the

compact Kähler case, it states that if (M,ω) is compact Kähler with HSCω < 0, then Ricη < 0

for some (a priori different) Kähler metric η.

It remains unknown whether there is a Kähler metric on a compact Kähler manifold with

HSCω < 0, but Ricω does not have a sign (c.f., [20]). In the ‘positive case’, Hitichin’s examples

of Hodge metrics on the Hirzebruch surfaces Fn show that HSCω > 0, but there is no metric

of positive Ricci curvature on Fn for n ≥ 2.

Remark 1.10. The relationship between the holomorphic sectional curvature and the Ricci

curvature(s) is of particular interest because of the Schwarz lemma (more precisely, because

of the Chern–Lu formula). Indeed, let f : (M,ω) → (N, η) be a holomorphic map between

complete Kähler manifolds. If Ricω ≥ −C1ω + C2η, with C2 ≥ 0, and HSCω ≤ −C3 < 0,

then

sup
M

|∂f |2 ≤ nC1

C3 + C2
.

The above statement has a rich history [1, 34, 63, 29, 49, 39, 62, 9] which we will not discuss

here. For a survey of these developments, we invite the reader to consult [10, 49].

For the purpose of properly motivating some considerations, however, let us recall: The

Bochner formula, applied to the section ∂f of the twisted cotangent bundle T ∗M ⊗ f∗TN ,

yields

∂∂|∂f |2 = 〈∇∂f,∇∂f〉 − 〈RT ∗M⊗f∗TN∂f, ∂f〉,

where∇ denotes the connection on T ∗M⊗f∗TN induced by the Chern connection on T 1,0M

and T 1,0N , and RT ∗M⊗f∗TN denotes the curvature of this connection. By standard theory,

the curvature of the tensor product of bundles splits additively, giving

∂∂|∂f |2 = 〈∇∂f,∇∂f〉+ 〈RTM∂f, ∂f〉 − 〈f∗RTN∂f, ∂f〉.
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Taking the trace with respect to the metric ω, produces the following formula for the Lapla-

cian of the energy density:

∆ω|∂f |2 = |∇1,0∂f |2 +Ric(2)ω (∂f, ∂f)− (ω# ⊗ ω# ⊗ Rmη)(∂f, ∂f , ∂f, ∂f).

The target curvature term (ω# ⊗ ω# ⊗ Rmη)(∂f, ∂f , ∂f, ∂f) is the object of interest. If the

metric is Kähler-like, then Royden showed that this is controlled by the holomorphic sectional

curvature. This is not the case in general: With respect to a local unitary frame, this target

curvature term reads:

Rh
αβγδ

(
gijfα

i f
β
j

)(
gkℓfγ

k f
δ
ℓ

)
.

Fix a point p ∈ M , and choose a unitary frame at p and f(p) such that fα
i = λiδ

α
i , where

λ1 ≥ · · ·λr > λr+1 = · · · = λn = 0 are the principal values of ∂f . Then

Rh
αβγδ

(
gijfα

i f
β
j

)(
gkℓfγ

k f
δ
ℓ

)
=

∑

α,γ

Rh
ααγγλ

2
αλ

2
γ .

Definition 1.11. Let (Mn, ω) be a Hermitian manifold. The real bisectional curvature is

the function

RBCω : FM × Rn\{0} → R, RBCω(v) :=
1

|v|2ω

n∑

α,γ=1

Rααγγvαvγ ,

where v = (v1, ..., vn) ∈ Rn\{0} and Rijkℓ denote the components of the Chern curvature

tensor with respect to a fixed unitary frame (i.e., a section of the unitary frame bundle FM ).

We declare the real bisectional curvature to be negative and write RBCω < 0 if this holds

for all vectors and all unitary frames. The notions of positive real bisectional curvature,

vanishing real bisectional curvature, etc., are defined with the obvious modifications. The

same is to be said for all subsequent definitions of frame-dependent curvatures.

Remark 1.12. The real bisectional curvature is an unfortunately deceptive name, since it

is much weaker than the holomorphic bisectional curvature HBCω. Indeed, as shown in [62],

the (sign of the) real bisectional curvature does not control the sign of the Ricci curvatures.

Moreover, if the metric is Kähler-like, then the real bisectional curvature is comparable to

the holomorphic sectional curvature. Indeed, let ωFS denote the Fubini–Study metric (of unit

volume) on Pn−1. Write [w1 : · · · : wn] for the standard homogeneous coordinates on Pn−1.

We have the identity
∫

Pn−1

wiwjwkwℓ

|w|4 ωn−1
FS =

δijδkℓ + δiℓδkj
n(n+ 1)

.
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Hence, at a fixed point p ∈ M , write v = (t1w1, ..., tnwn) = (t1, ..., tn) ◦ (w1, ..., wn), where ◦
denotes the Hadamard product, and t ∈ Rn\{0}, w ∈ T 1,0

p M ≃ Cn\{0}. Then
n∑

i,j,k,ℓ=1

∫

Pn−1

1

|v|4Rijkℓvivjvkvℓω
n−1
FS =

n∑

i,j,k,ℓ=1

∫

Pn−1

1

|v|4Rijkℓtiwitjwjtkwktℓwℓω
n−1
FS

=
2

n(n+ 1)

1

|v|4
n∑

i,k=1

(Riikk +Rikki)t
2
i t

2
k. (0.1)

If the metric is Kähler-like, then Riikk = Rikki, and hence, the holomorphic sectional cur-

vature dominates the real bisectional curvature. In general, however, the real bisectional

curvature dominates the holomorphic sectional curvature. To see this, fix a (1, 0)–tangent

vector u, and choose a unitary frame {e1, ..., en} such that e1 is parallel to u. Then, for

v = (1, 0, ..., 0) ∈ Rn\{0}, we have RBCω(v) = HSCω(u). That is, the holomorphic sectional

curvature is a component of the real bisectional curvature.

In light of the Wu–Yau theorem, however, it is natural to ask:

Question 1.13. Let (Mn, ω) be a compact Hermitian manifold with RBCω < 0. Does there

exist a Hermitian metric η on M with Ric
(k)
η < 0 for k = 1, ..., 4?

Remark 1.14. An important remark must be made concerning the definition of the real

bisectional curvature. In Definition 1.11, we permit the vector v to be an arbitrary non-zero

vector in Rn. To see why this is natural, fix a unitary frame, and let R ∈ Rn×n be the matrix

with entries Rαγ := Rααγγ . The real bisectional curvature (as defined in Definition 1.11) is

then the Rayleigh quotient

RBCω(v) =
vtRv

vtv

in each frame. Let R̂ := 1
2 (R+Rt) denote the symmetric part of R. Then from the variational

characterization of the eigenvalues, we have the sharp bounds:

λmin(R̂) ≤ RBCω ≤ λmax(R̂)

in each frame. In particular, RBCω > 0 coincides with the positive-definiteness of R in each

frame.1

There is a necessary refinement one must make, however, of the real bisectional curvature:

Let Rn
+ := {(x1, ..., xn) ∈ Rn : xk ≥ 0 ∀k} denote the non-negative orthant. In comparing

1More precisely, RBCω > 0 coincides with the positive-definiteness of R in the unitary frame which mini-

mizes the smallest eigenvalue of R.
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the various curvatures, the cone

Γ◦ := {(x1, ..., xn) ∈ Rn
+ : x21 + · · ·+ x2n 6= 0}

will play an important role. We introduce the following:

Definition 1.15. Let (Mn, ω) be a Hermitian manifold. Let Γ ⊆ Rn\{0} be a cone. The

Γ–real bisectional curvature is the function

RBCΓ
ω : FM × Γ → R, RBCω(v) :=

1

|v|2ω

n∑

α,γ=1

Rααγγvαvγ ,

where v = (v1, ..., vn) ∈ Γ. When Γ = Γ◦, we write RBC◦
ω for the Γ◦–real bisectional

curvature.

Remark 1.16. We saw in Remark 1.14 that the real bisectional curvature can be viewed

as the Rayleigh quotient of R̂. Hence, in each frame, the extrema of the real bisectional

curvature are realized by the eigenvalues of R̂. This is no longer true for the Γ–real bisec-

tional curvature, where the notion of positive-definiteness is replaced with Γ–copositivity: A

real symmetric matrix A is said to be Γ–copositive (for some cone Γ) if vtAv > 0 for all v ∈ Γ.

Remark 1.17. Note that, the natural cone to consider for the Hermitian Chern–Lu inequal-

ity is given by

Γ := {(x1, ..., xn) ∈ Rn
+ : x1 ≥ · · · ≥ xn} ∩ Γ◦.

For this cone, the Γ–real bisectional curvature is called the second Schwarz bisectional cur-

vature, written SBC
(2)
ω (see, e.g., [9, 10]).

Example 1.18. As the example of the standard metric on the Hopf surface S3×S1 illustrates,

the real bisectional curvature is strictly stronger than the Γ◦–real bisectional curvature. The

cone Γ◦ is also important for the quadratic form realization of the holomorphic sectional

curvature. To expound upon this, let us formalize the following, which appeared implicitly

in [62]:

Definition 1.19. Let Γ ⊆ Rn\{0} be a cone. The Γ–altered holomorphic sectional curvature

H̃SC
Γ

ω is defined to be the function

H̃SC
Γ

ω : FM × Γ → R, H̃SC
Γ

ω(v) :=
1

|v|2
n∑

α,γ=1

(Rααγγ +Rαγγα)vαvγ ,

where v = (v1, ..., vn) ∈ Γ. In the case that Γ = Rn\{0}, we simply write H̃SCω, and refer to

H̃SCω as the altered holomorphic sectional curvature. When Γ = Γ◦, we write H̃SC
◦
ω for the

Γ◦–altered holomorphic sectional curvature.
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Remark 1.20. It follows from (0.10) that the sign of the holomorphic sectional curvature

controls the sign of the Γ–altered holomorphic sectional curvature:

HSCω % H̃SC
◦
ω.

The converse is true by the same argument that was used to show that RBCω % HSCω.

Hence, the holomorphic sectional curvature is comparable to the Γ◦–altered holomorphic

sectional curvature:

H̃SC
◦
ω % HSCω % H̃SC

◦
ω.

The Γ◦–altered holomorphic sectional curvature, therefore, provides us with a quadratic

form-valued function on the unitary frame bundle, analogous to the Γ◦–real bisectional cur-

vature. Given the success in utilizing the real bisectional curvature in [62, 64], the Γ–altered

holomorphic sectional curvature offers a bridge to the holomorphic sectional curvature.

Remark 1.21. Let us note that, like the real bisectional curvature, the altered holomorphic

sectional curvature is naturally identified (in each frame) as the Rayleigh quotient

H̃SCω(v) =
vt(R+ P)v

vtv
,

where P ∈ Rn×n is the real matrix with entries Pαγ := Rαγγα, and R is the matrix in

the definition of the real bisectional curvature. In particular, the extrema of the altered

holomorphic sectional curvature H̃SCω are realized by the eigenvalues of the symmetric part

of R+ P; and H̃SC
Γ

ω > 0 coincides with the Γ–copositivity of R+ P (in each frame).

Example 1.22. It is not true, however, that HSCω % H̃SCω. Indeed, consider the standard

metric

ω :=
√
−1

4δij
|z|4 dzi ∧ dzj

on the Hopf surface S3 × S1. The curvature of the Chern connection has components

Rijkℓ =
4δkℓ(δij |z|2 − zjzi)

|z|6 .

Hence,

R1111 = R1122 =
4|z2|2
|z|6 , R2211 = R2222 =

4|z1|2
|z|6 , R1221 = R2112 = 0,

and we may form the matrices

R =
4

|z|6

(
|z2|2 |z2|2
|z1|2 |z1|2

)
, P =

4

|z|6

(
|z2|2 0

0 |z1|2

)
.
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The extrema of the altered holomorphic sectional curvature H̃SCω are realized by the eigen-

values of the symmetric part of

R+ P =
4

|z|6

(
2|z2|2 |z2|2
|z1|2 2|z1|2

)
.

Hence,

2

|z|6
(
2|z|2 −

√
5|z1|4 − 6|z1|2|z2|2 + 5|z2|4

)
≤ H̃SCω

≤ 2

|z|6
(
2|z|2 +

√
5|z1|4 − 6|z1|2|z2|2 + 5|z2|4

)
,

and we note that the altered holomorphic sectional curvature does not have a sign. The

Γ◦–altered holomorphic sectional curvature, on the other hand, is given by

H̃SC
◦
ω(v) =

8|z2|2
|z|6 v21 +

4

|z|4 v1v2 +
8|z1|2
|z|6 v22 ≥ 0,

for v ∈ Γ◦. Of course, to deduce that the holomorphic sectional curvature is non-negative,

we must have H̃SC
◦
ω ≥ 0 in all frames, in the special case considered here, we can establish

this to be the case:

Theorem 1.23. Let

ω :=
√
−1

4δij
|z|2 dzi ∧ dzj

denote the standard metric on the Hopf surface S3 × S1. For any cone Γ ⊆ Rn\{0}, the
Γ–real bisectional curvature RBCΓ

ω, the Γ–altered real bisectional curvature R̃BC
Γ

ω, and the

Γ–altered holomorphic sectional curvature H̃SC
Γ

ω are independent of the choice of unitary

frame.

Proof. The proof is elementary, albeit surprising: Fix a local unitary frame and view Rijkℓ

as a matrix of (1, 1)–forms. That is, for each i, j fixed, we have

R =

(
Rij11 Rij12

Rij21 Rij22

)
.

Each entry of the matrix is invariant under a change of unitary frame, but the matrix varies

according to the adjoint action R 7→ R̃ := URU−1 of the unitary group, U ∈ U(2). Let

U =

(
a b

c d

)
be a unitary matrix. Then

R̃ =

(
R̃ij11 R̃ij12

R̃ij21 R̃ij22

)
=

(
|a|2Rij11 + |b|2Rij22 acRij11 + bdRij22

caRij11 + dbRij22 |c|2Rij11 + |d|2Rij22

)
.
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The components which appear in the Γ–real bisectional curvature are

R̃1111 = |a|2R1111 + |b|2R1122 =
4|z2|2
|z|6 (|a|2 + |b|2) =

4|z2|2
|z|6 ,

R̃2222 = |c|2R2211 + |d|2R2222 =
4|z1|2
|z|6 (|c|2 + |d|2) =

4|z1|2
|z|6 ,

R̃1122 = |c|2R1111 + |d|2R1122 =
4|z2|2
|z|6

R̃2211 = |a|2R2211 + |b|2R2222 =
4|z1|2
|z|6 ,

hence the Γ–real bisectional curvature and real bisectional curvature of the standard metric

on the Hopf surface are invariant under the choice of frame. For the components involved in

the Γ–altered real bisectional curvature, we have

R̃1221 = caR1211 + dbR1222 = −4z2z1
|z|6 (ca+ db) = 0 = R̃2112.

�

Remark 1.24. The above theorem is the first result in the direction of analyzing the frame

dependence of these curvatures. Moreover, it is the first explicit example of a Hermitian met-

ric on a compact Hermitian manifold where precise information regarding the real bisectional

curvature (and variants) is precisely understood.

Remark 1.25. The above example of the standard metric on the Hopf surface also illustrates

that RBC◦
ω 6% H̃SCω. Indeed, the Γ◦–real bisectional curvature is non-negative:

RBC◦
ω(v) =

8|z2|2v21
|z|6 +

4

|z|6 (|z1|
2 + |z2|2)v1v2 +

8|z1|2v22
|z|6 ≥ 0,

but H̃SCω does not have a sign. Moreover, by Theorem 1.23, RBC◦
ω is independent of the

choice of frame. Hence,

RBCω % RBC◦
ω % H̃SC

◦
ω % HSCω,

but

RBC◦
ω 6% RBCω, RBC◦

ω 6% H̃SCω.

This again illustrates the necessity of considering the Γ–variants. One cannot avoid these

considerations by passing to a different frame.
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§2. Constant holomorphic sectional curvature

A long-standing conjecture in complex geometry predicts that a compact Hermitian manifold

with constant holomorphic sectional curvature HSCω ≡ c is Chern-flat if c = 0 and Kähler

otherwise. This is known for complex surfaces by Balas–Gauduchon [5] in the c ≤ 0 case and

Apostolov–Davidov–Muskarov [2] in the c > 0 case. For locally conformally Kähler metrics,

the conjecture was settled by Chen–Chen–Nie [17] and for Kähler-like metrics, the conjecture

was settled by the second named author [52]. For compact Hermitian threefolds with constant

vanishing real bisectional curvature, the conjecture was verified by Zhou–Zheng [64]. In [32],

Li–Zheng showed that if a Lie–Hermitian manifold supports a metric with HSCω ≡ c, then

c = 0 and the metric is Chern-flat. In [47], it was shown that if ω is Strominger Kähler-like

with HSCω ≡ c, then ω is a Kähler metric.

With this conjecture as motivation, we have the following:

Theorem 2.1. Let (Mn, ω) be a compact Hermitian manifold with constant holomorphic

sectional curvature HSCω ≡ c. Then
∫

M

Scalωω
n =

cn(n+ 1)

2

∫

M

ωn + 2

∫

M

|η|2ωn.

Proof. If (Mn, ω) is a compact Hermitian manifold with HSCω ≡ c, the Balas lemma [3] gives

Riikk +Rkiik +Rikki +Rkkii = 2c. (0.2)

Hence, from (0.5), we have

2
∑

i

ηi,i =
∑

i,k

(Riikk −Rkiik) =
∑

i 6=k

(Riikk −Rkiik)

=
∑

i<k

(Riikk +Rkkii)−
∑

i<k

(Rkiik +Rikki).

From (0.2), we see that
∑

i<k

(Rkiik +Rikki) =
∑

i<k

[
2c− (Riikk +Rkkii)

]
.

Therefore,

2
∑

i

ηi,i = 2
∑

i 6=k

(Riikk +Rkkii)− 2c
n(n − 1)

2

= 2 (Scalω − nc)− cn(n− 1) = 2Scalω − cn(n+ 1). (0.3)

From (0.6), it follows that
∫

M

(
Scalω − 1

2
cn(n+ 1)

)
ωn = 2

∫

M

|η|2ωn,
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or equivalently,
∫

M

Scalω ωn =
cn(n+ 1)

2

∫

M

ωn + 2

∫

M

|η|2ωn.

�

Proposition 2.2. Let (Mn, ω) be a compact Hermitian manifold with HSCω ≡ 0. Assume

the total Chern scalar curvature of ω vanishes. Then ω is balanced, and there are three

distinguished cases:

(i) κ(M) = −∞ and KM is unitary flat.

(ii) κ(M) = −∞ and neither KM or K−1
M are pseudoeffective.

(iii) κ(M) = 0 and KM is holomorphically torsion.

Proof. If the holomorphic sectional curvature of ω vanishes identically, then Theorem 2.1

implies that the total Chern scalar curvature is non-negative. Assuming the total Chern

scalar curvature vanishes, we see that ω is balanced and, in particular, Gauduchon. From

[61, Theorem 1.4], there are the three cases (i)–(iii) in the statement. �

Corollary 2.3. Let (Mn, ω) be a compact Hermitian manifold with HSCω ≡ 0. Assume the

total Chern scalar curvature of ω vanishes. If ω is k–Gauduchon for some 1 ≤ k ≤ n − 1,

then the metric ω is Chern-flat.

Proof. From the previous proposition, the metric ω is balanced. If ω happens to be k–

Gauduchon, for 1 ≤ k ≤ n− 1, then ω is k–Gauduchon and balanced. By [33, Corollary 5.3],

a balanced k–Gauduchon metric is Kähler. �

Proposition 2.4. Let (Mn, ω) be a compact Hermitian manifold. If HSCω ≡ c, then for

any unit vector v ∈ Rn\{0},

H̃SCω(v) = c


1 +

∑

1≤i,k≤n

vivk


 .

In particular, HSCω ≡ c and H̃SCω ≡ c if and only if c = 0.

Proof. Suppose the holomorphic sectional curvature of ω is constant, equal to c. The Balas

lemma [3] implies that in any unitary frame, we have

Riikk +Rkiik +Rikki +Rkkii = 2c.

Therefore, for i = j, k = ℓ, and i 6= k, we have

Riikk +Rkiik +Rikki +Rkkii = 2c.
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For a unit vector v = (v1, ..., vn) ∈ Rn\{0}, we have

∑

i 6=k

(Riikk +Rkiik +Rikki +Rkkii)vivk = 2c
∑

i 6=k

vivk.

The expressions
∑

i 6=k(Riikk +Rkkii)vivk and
∑

i 6=k(Rkiik +Rikki)vivk are symmetric, hence,

∑

i 6=k

(Riikk +Rikki)vivk = c
∑

i 6=k

vivk.

Since, by definition, Riiii = c, we have

∑

1≤i,k≤n

(Riikk +Rikki)vivk = c
∑

i 6=k

vivk + 2c

n∑

i=1

v2i

= c


 ∑

1≤i,k≤n

vivk +
n∑

i=1

v2i




= c


1 +

∑

1≤i,k≤n

vivk


 ,

where the last equality uses the fact that v has unit length. �

Remark 2.5. Since the Γ◦–altered holomorphic sectional curvature H̃SC
◦
ω is comparable to

the holomorphic sectional curvature, it is clear that H̃SC
◦
ω ≡ 0 if and only if HSCω ≡ 0.

Moreover, since H̃SCω % H̃SC
◦
ω, we have that H̃SCω ≡ 0 implies HSCω ≡ 0. In summary:

HSCω ≡ 0 ⇐⇒ H̃SC
◦
ω ≡ 0 ⇐⇒ H̃SC

◦
ω ≡ 0.

Given the success of using the real bisectional curvature to understand the geometry of com-

pact Hermitian manifolds, we introduce the following curvature which measures the difference

between the real bisectional curvature and the altered holomorphic sectional curvature:

Definition 2.6. Let (Mn, ω) be a Hermitian manifold. The Γ–altered real bisectional cur-

vature R̃BC
Γ

ω is the function

R̃BC
Γ

ω : FM × Γ → R, R̃BC
Γ

ω(v) :=
1

|v|2
n∑

α,γ=1

Rαγγαvαvγ ,

where v = (v1, ..., vn) ∈ Γ. We write R̃BC
◦
ω for the Γ◦–altered real bisectional curvature.

When Γ = Rn\{0}, we write R̃BCω, and refer to this as the altered real bisectional curvature.
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Remark 2.7. Like the real bisectional curvature, the altered real bisectional curvature

dominates the holomorphic sectional curvature: Indeed, for any unit (1, 0)–tangent vector

u ∈ T 1,0M , we can choose a unitary frame e = {e1, ..., en} such that u is a scalar multiple of

e1. Taking v = (v1, ..., vn) = (1, 0, ..., 0) then gives

R̃BCω(v) =

n∑

α,γ=1

Rαγγαvαvγ = R1111 = HSCω(u).

In particular,

R̃BCω % R̃BC
◦
ω % H̃SC

◦
ω % HSCω.

Proposition 2.8. Let (Mn, ω) be a Hermitian manifold. Then R̃BCω ≡ c is equivalent to

Rkℓstξktξsℓ = ctr(ξ2),

for any Hermitian matrix ξ = (ξij).

Proof. For a fixed local unitary frame e = {e1, ..., en}, any other unitary frame is given by

fk = Akjej , where A = (Akj) is a unitary matrix. Write

R(fi, fi, fj, fj)vivj = R(Aikek, Ajℓeℓ, Ajses, Aitet)vivj

=
∑

i,j,k,ℓ,s,t

(viAikAit)(vjAjsAjℓ)Rkℓst =
∑

ξktξsℓRkℓst,

where we set ξkt :=
∑n

i=1 viAikAit. Note that ξ = (ξkt) defines a Hermitian matrix. The

condition R̃BCω ≡ c is therefore equivalent to

∑
ξktξsℓRkℓst = c

∑

s

v2s

= c
∑

s,m

vsvmδsmδms

= c
∑

s,m

vsvmAsiAmiAmtAst

= c
∑

s,m,i,t

(vsAsiAst)(vmAmtAmi) = c
∑

i,t

ξitξti = ctr(ξ2).

�

In [62], it was shown that the if the real bisectional curvature is constant RBCω ≡ c, then

c ≤ 0. For the altered real bisectional curvature, we have the following:
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Theorem 2.9. Let (Mn, ω) be a compact Hermitian manifold with constant altered real

bisectional curvature R̃BCω ≡ c for some c ∈ R. Then c ≥ 0. Further, if c = 0, then ω is

balanced with vanishing first, second, and third Ricci curvatures. In particular, if n = 3 and

R̃BCω ≡ 0, then ω is Chern-flat.

Proof. Let η =
∑

j ηjϕj =
∑

i,j T
i
ijϕj denote the Gauduchon 1–form (with respect to a

unitary coframe {ϕ1, ..., ϕn}. Let τk =
∑

i,j T
k
ijϕi ∧ ϕj denote the torsion (2, 0)–forms.

From [60, Lemma 7], we have

2T k
ij,ℓ

= Rjlik −Riljk. (0.4)

Setting k = i and summing over k gives

2ηj,i =
∑

k

(Rjikk −Rkijk). (0.5)

Since ∂(ωn−1) = −2η ∧ ωn−1 and M is compact, integrating gives

∫

M

(
∑

i

ηi,i

)
ωn = 2

∫

M

|η|2ωn. (0.6)

In a similar manner to [62], if R̃BCω ≡ c then

Riikk +Rkkii = 2c, Rijkℓ +Rkℓij = 0.

Hence,

2
∑

i

ηi,i =
∑

i,k

(Riikk −Rkiik) =
∑

i 6=k

(Riikk −Rkiik)

=
∑

i 6=k

(2c −Rkkii +Rikki)

= 2cn(n − 1)−
∑

i 6=k

(Rkkii −Rikki)

= 2cn(n − 1)− 2c
∑

i

ηi,i,

which implies that

∑

i

ηi,i =
1

2
cn(n− 1).

The remaining claims follow from [62, §3]. �

More generally, if the real bisectional curvature coincides with the altered real bisectional

curvature, the metric is balanced:
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Proposition 2.10. Let (Mn, ω) be a Hermitian manifold. If

RBCω ≡ R̃BCω,

then ω is balanced.

Proof. Suppose RBCω ≡ R̃BCω at every point on M . Then for any local unitary frame, and

any vectors u = (u1, ..., un) ∈ Rn\{0} and v = (v1, ..., vn) ∈ Rn\{0}, we have

1

|v|2
∑

α,γ

Rααγγvαvγ =
1

|u|2
∑

α,γ

Rαγγαuαuγ .

Taking u = v = 1√
n
(1, ..., 1) gives

Scalω =
∑

α,γ

Rααγγ =
∑

α,γ

Rαγγα = S̃calω.

By the well-known balanced criterion of equality of the scalar curvatures, ω is balanced. �

Theorem 2.11. Let (Mn, ω) be a Hermitian manifold.

(i) If R̃BCω ≡ c for some c ∈ R, then RBCω ≥ 0 if c > 0, or RBCω ≤ 0 if c < 0.

(ii) If RBCω ≡ c for some c ∈ R, then R̃BCω ≥ 0 if c > 0, or R̃BCω ≤ 0 if c < 0.

In particular, if M is compact, then RBCω ≡ c1 and R̃BCω ≡ c2 if and only if c1 = c2 = 0.

Proof. For the case (i), if R̃BCω ≡ c, we fix a local unitary frame e = {e1, ..., en}, by

Proposition 2.11, we have

Riikk +Rkkii = 2c, Rijkℓ +Rkℓij = 0.

For the real bisectional curvature, we have

RBCω(v) =
1

|v|2
∑

α,γ

Rααγγvαvγ

=
1

|v|2

(
∑

α<γ

(Rααγγ +Rγγαα)vαvγ +
∑

α

Rααααv
2
α

)

=
1

|v|2

(
2c
∑

α<γ

vαvγ + c
∑

α

v2α

)

=
c

|v|2


∑

α6=γ

vαvγ +
∑

α

v2α




=
c

|v|2 (v1 + · · ·+ vn)
2.

This proves case (i); the proof of case (ii) is similar. �
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§3. The Holomorphic Bisectional Curvature and its variants

In the hierarchy of curvatures, the holomorphic bisectional curvature sits just under the

sectional curvature. In particular, the holomorphic bisectional curvature dominates all cur-

vatures that have been seen thus far. Positive bisectional curvature is extremely restrictive –

a compact Kähler manifold with positive bisectional curvature is biholomorphically isometric

to Pn with the Fubini–Study metric. This is the famous solution of the Frankel conjecture

by Mori [38] and Siu–Yau [50]. Mok’s solution of the generalized Frankel conjecture [37]

also classifies those compact Kähler manifolds supporting Kähler metrics of non-negative

holomorphic bisectional curvature.

The restriction of the holomorphic bisectional curvature to pairs of orthogonal (1, 0)–tangent

vectors yields the orthogonal bisectional curvature HBC⊥
ω . Algebraically, HBCω % HBC⊥

ω ,

but it was shown by Gu–Zhang [26] that a compact Kähler manifold with HBC⊥
ω ≥ 0 has a

metric η with HBCη ≥ 0. Hence, Mok’s classification applies, showing that no new examples

are exhibited from the curvature constraint HBC⊥
ω ≥ 0 (at least in the Kähler setting).

The holomorphic bisectional curvature is a sum of two sectional curvatures. In this section,

introduce a weaker curvature constraint, closer to the real bisectional curvature, and altered

real bisectional curvature, given by a sum of two bisectional curvatures:

Definition 3.1. Let (Mn, ω) be a compact Hermitian manifold. We define the altered holo-

morphic bisectional curvature H̃BCω to be the function

H̃BCω(X,Y ) :=
R(X,X, Y, Y ) +R(Y, Y ,X,X)

|X|2|Y |2 ,

for X,Y ∈ T 1,0M .

The following theorem shows that if the altered bisectional curvature is constant, then the real

bisectional curvature and the altered real bisectional curvature are controlled (in curiously

different ways):

Theorem 3.2. Let (Mn, ω) be a Hermitian manifold with H̃BCω ≡ c for c 6= 0. Then for

any local unitary frame, we have

Rijkℓ +Rkℓij = 0 Riijj +Rjjii = c.

In particular, R̃BCω ≡ c. Moreover, the sign of the constant c determines the sign of the real

bisectional curvature.

Proof. Suppose H̃BCω ≡ c. Then for any X,Y ∈ T 1,0M ,

R(X,X, Y, Y ) +R(Y, Y ,X,X) = c|X|2|Y |2.
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For λ, µ ∈ C, the coefficient of λµ in the expansion of

R(X + λY,X + λY ,W + µZ,W + µZ) +R(W + µZ,W + µZ,X + λY,X + λY )

= c〈X + λY,X + λY 〉ω〈W + µZ,W + µZ〉ω

yields

R(X,Y ,Z,W ) +R(Z,W ,X, Y ) = c〈X,Y 〉ω〈Z,W 〉ω .

For X,Y and Z,W distinct unitary pairs, we have

R(X,Y ,Z,W ) +R(Z,W,X, Y ) = 0.

Hence, in any unitary frame, we have

Rijkℓ +Rkℓij = 0 Riijj +Rjjii = c. (0.7)

The remaining statements about the altered real bisectional curvature R̃BCω and the real

bisectional curvature RBCω are immediate consequences of Theorem 3.2. �

Proposition 3.3. Let (Mn, ω) be a Hermitian manifold with H̃BCω ≡ c for some c ∈ R.

Then

HSCω ≡ c

2
, and 0 ≤ |RBCω| ≤

cn

2
.

Proof. Restricting H̃BCω to the diagonal, proves the asserting about the holomorphic sec-

tional curvature. For the real bisectional curvature,

RBCω(v) =
1

|v|2
∑

α,γ

Rααγγvαvγ

=
1

|v|2

(
∑

α<γ

(Rααγγ +Rγγαα)vαvγ +
∑

α

Rααααv
2
α

)

=
1

|v|2

(
c
∑

α<γ

vαvγ +
c

2

∑

α

v2α

)

=
c

2|v|2


∑

α6=γ

vαvγ +
∑

α

v2α




=
c

2|v|2 (v1 + · · ·+ vn)
2 =

c

2

(v1 + · · ·+ vn)
2

|v|2 .

�
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Remark 3.4. The above theorems have a few important immediate corollaries:

(i) Since H̃BCω ≡ c implies R̃BCω ≡ c, this constant c must be nonnegative if M

is compact. It follows that the real bisectional curvature RBCω is not constant if

H̃BCω ≡ c for some c 6= 0.

(ii) If H̃BCω ≡ 0, then RBCω ≡ 0 and R̃BCω ≡ 0. Hence, all the Chern–Ricci curvatures

vanish and the manifold is balanced.

(iii) From [64], it follows that compact Hermitian threefolds with H̃BCω ≡ 0 are Chern-

flat. Boothby’s theorem [8] then classifies all compact Hermitian threefolds with

H̃BCω ≡ 0: They are compact quotients of complex Lie groups with left-invariant

metrics.

(iv) Finally, the above theorems do not require compactness of the underlying manifold,

indicating the strength of the altered bisectional curvature.

Definition 3.5. The restriction of H̃BCω to unitary pairs of (1, 0)–tangent vectors X,Y ∈
T 1,0M defines the altered orthogonal bisectional curvature H̃BC

⊥
ω .

Remark 3.6. The altered orthogonal bisectional curvature H̃BC
⊥
ω appeared implicitly in [9,

Theorem 2.31].

Theorem 3.7. Let (Mn, ω) be a compact Hermitian manifold with H̃BC
⊥
ω > 0. Then the

Hodge numbers hp,0 = 0 for all 1 ≤ p ≤ n.

Proof. Assume there is a non-zero holomorphic (p, 0)–form σ ∈ Hp,0

∂
(M) ≃ H0(M,Ωp

M ). Let

x0 ∈ M be the point at which the comass ‖σ‖0 attains its maximum. From Ni’s viscosity

considerations [40] (c.f., [41, 14]), we have (in a fixed unitary frame ek near x0)

p∑

k=1

Rvvkk ≤ 0 (0.8)

for any v ∈ T 1,0
x0

M . Summing over the choices v = e1, ..., ek yields

p∑

j,k=1

Rjjkk ≤ 0.

In particular,

∑

j<k

(Rjjkk +Rkkjj) +

p∑

i=1

Riiii ≤ 0.

Since H̃BC
⊥
ω > 0, however, we see that Rjjkk+Rkkjj > 0 and Riiii > 0, furnishing the desired

contradiction. �
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The altered orthogonal bisectional curvature provides an invariant curvature constraint,

weaker than the holomorphic bisectional curvature, but strong enough to establish a the-

orem of Wu–Yau-type:

Theorem 3.8. Let (Mn, ω) be a compact Hermitian manifold with H̃BC
⊥
ω ≤ 0. Then the

canonical bundle KM is nef. Moreover, if H̃BC
⊥
ω < 0 at some point, the canonical bundle is

ample.

Proof. It suffices to show that one can apply the Hermitian Chern–Lu inequality in [9, 10, 62].

To this end, assume H̃BC
⊥
ω ≤ −δ for some δ ≥ 0. Then, in any unitary frame, we have

Riijj +Rjjii ≤ −δ, Riiii ≤ −δ

2
.

We therefore have control of the Γ◦–real bisectional curvature:

R̃BC
◦
ω =

n∑

i,j=1

Riijjv
2
i v

2
j ≤ −δ

∑

i<j

v2i v
2
j −

δ

2

n∑

i=1

v4i

= −δ

2


∑

i 6=j

v2i v
2
j +

4∑

i=1

v4i


 = −δ

2

(
n∑

i=1

v2i

)2

.

Applying the argument in [56, 57, 54, 21, 62, 9] proves the theorem. �

Remark 3.9. The proof of the above theorem amounts to the observation that

H̃BC
⊥
ω % RBC◦

ω % SBC(2)
ω .

§4. The Quadratic Orthogonal Bisectional Curvature and Its variants

Let us start with a reminder:

Definition 4.1. Let (Mn, ω) be a Hermitian manifold. The quadratic orthogonal bisectional

curvature is the function

QOBCω : FM × Rn\{0} → R, QOBCω(v) :=
1

|v|2ω

∑

α,γ

Rααγγ(vα − vγ)
2.

This curvature constraint first appeared implicitly in [7]. As discussed in [15, 16], the QOBC

is the Weitzenböck curvature operator (c.f., [44, 45, 46]) acting on real (1, 1)–forms. The

first formulation of the QOBC as in Definition 4.1 was given by Wu–Yau–Zheng [58], where

they showed that every nef class on a compact Kähler manifold with QOBCω ≥ 0 has a

smooth semi-positive representative. In contrast with the orthogonal bisectional curvature,

compact Kähler manifolds with QOBCω ≥ 0 are a more general class of manifolds than those

supporting metrics with HBCω ≥ 0 [31]. Further studies of the QOBC were carried out in

[15, 16, 13]



22 KYLE BRODER AND KAI TANG

Remark 4.2. For the QOBC, we again have a quadratic form, but the QOBC is not a

Rayleigh quotient. Hence, the extrema of the QOBC are not determined by the eigenvalues

of R. The most appropriate language for understanding this quadratic form comes from

convex optimization and combinatorics. To explain this, let us recall:

Definition 4.3. A real symmetric matrix Σ is said to be a Euclidean distance matrix (EDM)

(of embedding dimension one) if there is a vector v = (v1, ..., vn) ∈ Rn such that the compo-

nents of Σ are Σαγ = (vα−vγ)
2. The set of Euclidean distance matrices in a given dimension

form a convex cone which we call the EDM cone, denoted EDM. If we wish to emphasize

dimension, we will write EDMn.

Let Σv denote the EDM corresponding to a vector v ∈ Rn. The quadratic orthogonal

bisectional curvature is therefore non-negative if tr(RΣv) ≥ 0 for all v ∈ Rn. Since the trace

defines the Frobenius duality pairing, this is precisely the statement that R lies in the dual

EDM cone:

Proposition 4.4. The quadratic orthogonal bisectional curvature of a Kähler-like metric is

non-negative if and only if R lies in the dual EDM cone.

Remark 4.5. To understand the relation with the real bisectional curvature, note that the

real bisectional curvature is non-negative if and only if (in the frame which minimizes the

real bisectional curvature) the smallest eigenvalue of R̂ is non-negative. In particular, R̂ must

be an element of the cone PSD of positive semi-definite matrices. The cone PSD is self-dual,

while the EDM cone intersects the PSD cone only at the zero matrix.

Hence, the notions of QOBCω ≥ 0 and RBCω ≥ 0 are opposite in the sense that QOBCω ≥
0 ⇐⇒ R̂ ∈ EDM

∗ and RBCω ≥ 0 ⇐⇒ R̂ ∈ PSD
∗, where EDM ∩ PSD = {0}. That

is, the curvature constraints are equivalent to R̂ being in two cones whose dual have no

non-trivial intersection. Of course, this does not mean that there are no Hermitian metrics

with RBCω ≥ 0 and QOBCω ≥ 0. The cones PSD
∗ = PSD and EDM

∗ have non-trivial

intersection.

We also have the following eigenvalue characterization of QOBCω ≥ 0:

Theorem 4.6. ([11, 12]). Let (Mn, ω) be a Kähler-like Hermitian manifold. Let λ1 ≥ · · · ≥
λn denote the eigenvalues of R̂. Then QOBCω ≥ 0 if and only if, for every Euclidean distance

matrix Σv, the Perron weights r2, ..., rn of Σ satisfy

λ1 ≥
n∑

k=2

rkλk,

in all frames.
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Remark 4.7. Here, the Perron weights r2, ..., rn of an n × n Euclidean distance matrix Σ,

with eigenvalues δ1 ≥ · · · ≥ · · · ≥ δn, are defined to be the ratios rk := −δk/δ1. Note that

the Perron weights of a Euclidean distance matrix always satisfy 0 ≤ r2 ≤ r3 ≤ · · · ≤ rn ≤ 1.

In [15, 42], it is shown that a compact Kähler manifold with QOBCω ≥ 0 has non-negative

scalar curvature. This extends to compact Hermitian manifolds with Kähler-like metrics

without change. In the general Hermitian category, we have:

Theorem 4.8. Let (Mn, ω) be a complete Hermitian manifold with QOBCω ≥ 0. Then for

any point p ∈ M and any unitary pair v,w ∈ T 1,0
p M we have

Ric(1)ω (v, v) + Ric(1)ω (v, v) + Ric(2)ω (v, v) + Ric(2)ω (w,w) ≥ 2(Rvwwv +Rwvvw).

Moreover, we have the scalar curvature satisfies

Scalω ≥ 1

n− 1

∑

1≤k<ℓ≤n

(Rkℓℓk +Rℓkkℓ).

Proof. Suppose QOBCω ≥ 0. Then for any ξ = (ξ1, ..., ξn) ∈ Rn, and any unitary frame, we

have

n∑

i,j=1

Riijj(ξi − ξj)
2 ≥ 0.

For distinct indices j, k, ℓ, set ξk = 0, ξℓ = 2, and ξj = 1. This gives

4Rkkℓℓ + 4Rℓℓkk +
∑

j 6=k,j 6=ℓ

(Rkkjj +Rjjkk +Rℓℓjj +Rjjℓℓ)

= 4(Rkkℓℓ +Rℓℓkk) +
∑

j 6=k,j 6=ℓ

(Rkkjj +Rjjkk +Rℓℓjj +Rjjℓℓ) ≥ 0. (0.9)
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Let fk = 1√
2
(ek − eℓ), fℓ =

1√
2
(ek + eℓ) and fj = ej. Then (0.9) in this frame gives

R(ek − eℓ, ek − eℓ, ek + eℓ, ek + eℓ) +R(ek + eℓ, ek + eℓ, ek − eℓ, ek − eℓ)

+
1

2

∑

j 6=k,j 6=ℓ

((R(ek − eℓ, ek − eℓ, ej , ej) +R(ej , ej , ek − eℓ, ek − eℓ))

+
1

2

∑

j 6=k,j 6=ℓ

R(ek + eℓ, ek + eℓ, ej , ej) +R(ej , ej , ek + eℓ, ek + eℓ)

= Rkkkk +Rℓℓℓℓ +Rkkℓℓ −Rkℓℓk −Rkℓkℓ +Rℓℓkk −Rℓkℓk −Rℓkkℓ

+Rkkkℓ +Rkkℓk −Rkℓkk −Rℓkkk −Rkℓℓℓ +Rℓℓℓk +Rℓℓkℓ −Rℓkℓℓ

+Rkkkk +Rℓℓℓℓ +Rkkℓℓ −Rkℓℓk −Rkℓkℓ +Rℓℓkk −Rℓkℓk −Rℓkkℓ

−Rkkkℓ −Rkkℓk +Rkℓkk +Rℓkkk +Rkℓℓℓ −Rℓℓℓk −Rℓℓkℓ +Rℓkℓℓ

+
1

2

∑

j 6=k,j 6=ℓ

(
Rkkjj +Rℓℓjj −Rkℓjj −Rℓkjj +Rjjkk +Rjjℓℓ −Rjjkℓ −Rjjℓk

)

+
1

2

∑

j 6=k,j 6=ℓ

(
Rkjjj +Rℓℓjj +Rkℓjj +Rℓkjj +Rjjkk +Rjjℓℓ +Rjjkℓ +Rjjℓk

)

= Rkkkk +Rℓℓℓℓ +Rkkℓℓ +Rℓℓkk −Rkℓℓk −Rkℓkℓ −Rℓkℓk −Rℓkkℓ

+
1

2

∑

j 6=k,j 6=ℓ

(
Rkkjj +Rℓℓjj +Rjjkk +Rjjℓℓ

)
≥ 0.

Similarly, setting fk = 1√
2
(ek −

√
−1eℓ), fℓ =

1√
2
(ek +

√
−1eℓ) and fj = ej gives

Rkkkk +Rℓℓℓℓ +Rkkℓℓ +Rℓℓkk −Rkℓℓk +Rkℓkℓ +Rℓkℓk −Rℓkkℓ

+
1

2

∑

j 6=k,j 6=ℓ

(
Rkkjj +Rℓℓjj +Rjjkk +Rjjℓℓ

)
≥ 0.

Adding these equations together, we get

Rkkkk +Rℓℓℓℓ +Rkkℓℓ +Rℓℓkk −Rkℓℓk −Rℓkkℓ +
∑

j 6=k,j 6=ℓ

(
Rkkjj +Rℓℓjj +Rjjkk +Rjjℓℓ

)
≥ 0.

Observe that

Ric
(1)

kk
+Ric

(1)

ℓℓ
+Ric

(2)

kk
+Ric

(2)

ℓℓ

= Rkkkk +Rℓℓℓℓ +Rkkℓℓ +Rℓℓkk +
∑

j 6=k,j 6=ℓ

(Rkkjj +Rℓℓjj)

+Rkkkk +Rℓℓℓℓ +Rℓℓkk +Rkkℓℓ +
∑

j 6=k,j 6=ℓ

(Rjjkk +Rjjℓℓ)

= 2
(
Rkkkk +Rℓℓℓℓ +Rkkℓℓ +Rℓℓkk

)
+

∑

j 6=k,j 6=ℓ

(Rkkjj +Rℓℓjj +Rjjkk +Rjjℓℓ).
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Hence, for k 6= ℓ, we have

Ric
(1)

kk
+Ric

(1)

ℓℓ
+Ric

(2)

kk
+Ric

(2)

ℓℓ
≥ 2(Rkℓℓk +Rℓkkℓ).

For the statement concerning the scalar curvature, we observe that

2Scalω =
1

n− 1

∑

1≤k<ℓ≤n

(
Ric

(1)

kk
+Ric

(1)

ℓℓ

)
+

1

n− 1

∑

1≤k<ℓ≤n

(
Ric

(2)

kk
+Ric

(2)

ℓℓ

)

=
1

n− 1

∑

1≤k<ℓ≤n

(
Ric

(1)

kk
+Ric

(1)

ℓℓ
+Ric

(2)

kk
+Ric

(2)

ℓℓ

)

≥ 2

n− 1

∑

1≤k<ℓ≤n

(
Rkℓℓk +Rℓkkℓ

)
.

�

From the perspective of quadratic forms, it is natural to introduce the following variation of

the quadratic orthogonal bisectional curvature:

Definition 4.9. Let (Mn, ω) be a Hermitian manifold. The altered quadratic orthogonal

bisectional curvature is the function

Q̃OBCω : FM × Rn\{0} → R, Q̃OBCω(v) :=
1

|v|2
∑

α,γ

Rαγγα(vα − vγ)
2.

The non-negativity of the altered QOBC, together with non-negativity of the QOBC is

enough to control the scalar curvature:

Proposition 4.10. Let (Mn, ω) be a complete Hermitian manifold. If QOBCω ≥ 0 and

Q̃OBCω ≥ 0, then Scalω ≥ 0. If QOBCω ≥ 0 and Q̃OBCω > 0, then κ(M) = −∞.

Proof. The above theorem implies that if QOBCω ≥ 0, then

Scalω ≥ 1

n− 1

∑

1≤k<ℓ≤n

(Rkℓℓk +Rℓkkℓ). (0.10)

If Q̃OBCω ≥ 0, then
∑n

i,j=1Rijji(ξi − ξj)
2 ≥ 0 for all ξ = (ξ1, ..., ξn) ∈ Rn. Setting ξk = 1,

ξj = 0 for any j 6= k, we see that

∑

j 6=k

(Rjkkj +Rkjjk) ≥ 0.

In particular, the right-hand side of (0.10) is non-negative. �
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Theorem 4.11. Let (Mn, ω) be a complete Hermitian manifold with Q̃OBCω ≥ 0. Then

for any point p ∈ M and any unitary pair v,w ∈ T 1,0
p M we have

Ric(3)ω (v, v) + Ric(3)ω (v, v) + Ric(4)ω (v, v) + Ric(4)ω (w,w) ≥ 2(Rvwwv +Rwvvw).

Moreover, the altered scalar curvature satisfies

S̃calω ≥ 1

n− 1

∑

1≤k<ℓ≤n

(Rkkℓℓ +Rℓℓkk).

Proof. Suppose Q̃OBCω ≥ 0. Then, in each unitary frame,

n∑

i,j=1

Rijji(ξi − ξj)
2 ≥ 0,

for all ξ = (ξ1, ..., ξn) ∈ Rn. Let ξk = 0, ξℓ = 2, and ξj = 1 for k 6= ℓ, j 6= k. Then

4
(
Rkℓℓk +Rℓkkℓ

)
+

∑

j 6=k,j 6=ℓ

(
Rkjjk +Rjkkj +Rℓjjℓ +Rjℓℓj

)
≥ 0.

Let fk = 1√
2
(ek − eℓ), fℓ =

1√
2
(ek + eℓ), and fj = ej . Then

R(ek − eℓ, ek + eℓ, ek + eℓ, ek − eℓ) +R(ek + eℓ, ek − eℓ, ek − eℓ, ek + eℓ)

+
1

2

∑

j 6=k,j 6=ℓ

(R(ek − eℓ, ej , ej , ek − eℓ) +R(ej , ek − eℓ, ek − eℓ, ej))

+
1

2

∑

j 6=k,j 6=ℓ

(R(ek + eℓ, ej , ej , ek + eℓ) +R(ej , ek + eℓ, ek + eℓ, ej))

= Rkkkk +Rℓℓℓℓ −Rkkℓℓ −Rkℓkℓ +Rkℓℓk −Rℓkℓk +Rℓkkℓ −Rℓℓkk

−Rkkkℓ +Rkkℓk +Rkℓkk −Rℓkkk −Rkℓℓℓ +Rℓkℓℓ +Rℓℓkℓ −Rℓℓℓk

+Rkkkk +Rℓℓℓℓ −Rkkℓℓ −Rkℓkℓ +Rkℓℓk −Rℓkℓk +Rℓkkℓ −Rℓℓkk

+Rkkkℓ −Rkkℓk −Rkℓkk +Rℓkkk +Rkℓℓℓ −Rℓkℓℓ −Rℓℓkℓ +Rℓℓℓk

+
1

2

∑

j 6=k,j 6=ℓ

(
Rkjjk +Rℓjjℓ −Rkjjℓ −Rℓjjk +Rjkkj +Rjℓℓj −Rjkℓj −Rjℓkj

)

+
1

2

∑

j 6=k,j 6=ℓ

(
Rkjjk +Rℓjjℓ +Rkjjℓ +Rℓjjk +Rjkkj +Rjℓℓj +Rjkℓj +Rjℓkj

)

= 2
(
Rkkkk +Rℓℓℓℓ −Rkkℓℓ −Rkℓkℓ +Rkℓℓk −Rℓkℓk +Rℓkkℓ −Rℓℓkk

)

+
∑

j 6=k,j 6=ℓ

(
Rkjjk +Rℓjjℓ +Rjkkj +Rjℓℓj

)
≥ 0.
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Similarly, setting fk = 1√
2
(ek −

√
−1eℓ), fℓ =

1√
2
(ek +

√
−1eℓ), fj = ej , we have

R(ek −
√
−1eℓ, ek +

√
−1eℓ, ek +

√
−1eℓ, ek −

√
−1eℓ)

+R(ek +
√
−1eℓ, ek −

√
−1eℓ, ek −

√
−1eℓ, ek +

√
−1eℓ)

+
1

2

∑

j 6=k,j 6=ℓ

(
R(ek −

√
−1eℓ, ej , ej , ek −

√
−1eℓ) +R(ej , ek −

√
−1eℓ, ek −

√
−1eℓ, ej)

)

1

2

∑

j 6=k,j 6=ℓ

(
R(ek +

√
−1eℓ, ej , ej , ek +

√
−1eℓ) +R(ej, ek +

√
−1eℓ, ek +

√
−1eℓ, ej)

)

= 2
(
Rkkkk +Rℓℓℓℓ −Rkkℓℓ +Rkℓkℓ +Rkℓℓk +Rℓkℓk +Rℓkkℓ −Rℓℓkk

)

+
∑

j 6=k,j 6=ℓ

(
Rkjjk +Rℓjjℓ +Rjkkj +Rjℓℓj

)
≥ 0.

Hence, we see that

2
(
Rkkkk +Rℓℓℓℓ −Rkkℓℓ −Rℓℓkk +Rkℓℓk +Rℓkkℓ

)

+
∑

j 6=k,j 6=ℓ

(
Rkjjk +Rℓjjℓ +Rjkkj +Rjℓℓj

)
≥ 0.

Since

Ric
(3)

kk
+Ric

(3)

ℓℓ
+Ric

(4)

kk
+Ric

(4)

ℓℓ

= Rkkkk +Rℓℓℓℓ +Rℓkkℓ +Rkℓℓk +
∑

j 6=k,j 6=ℓ

(Rjkkj +Rjℓℓj)

+Rkkkk +Rℓℓℓℓ +Rkℓℓk +Rℓkkℓ +
∑

j 6=k,j 6=ℓ

(Rkjjk +Rℓjjℓ)

= 2
(
Rkkkk +Rℓℓℓℓ +Rℓkkℓ +Rkℓℓk

)
+

∑

j 6=k,j 6=ℓ

(Rjkkj +Rjℓℓj +Rkjjk +Rℓjjℓ),

it follows that

Ric
(3)

kk
+Ric

(3)

ℓℓ
+Ric

(4)

kk
+Ric

(4)

ℓℓ
≥ 2

(
Rkkℓℓ +Rℓℓkk

)
.

For the statement concerning the altered scalar curvature, simply observe that

2S̃calω =
1

n− 1

∑

k<ℓ

(Ric
(3)

kk
+Ric

(3)

ℓℓ
) +

1

n− 1

∑

k<ℓ

(Ric
(4)

kk
+Ric

(4)

ℓℓ
)

=
1

n− 1

∑

1≤k<ℓn

(
Ric

(3)

kk
+Ric

(3)

ℓℓ
+Ric

(4)

kk
+Ric

(4)

ℓℓ

)

≥ 2

n− 1

∑

1≤k<ℓ≤n

(Rkkℓℓ +Rℓℓkk).

�
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Corollary 4.12. Let (Mn, ω) be a complete Hermitian manifold. If QOBCω ≥ 0 and

Q̃OBCω ≥ 0, then S̃calω ≥ 0.

Given the (mostly conjectural) rigidity of compact Hermitian manifolds with constant holo-

morphic sectional curvature, it is natural to ask whether similar rigidity theorems may hold

for the QOBC and the altered QOBC. The standard metric on the Hopf surface shows that

Q̃OBCω ≡ 0 does not impose a significant constraint on the other curvatures:

Proposition 4.13. The standard metric on the Hopf surface S3 × S1 has constant Q̃OBCω

and non-constant QOBCω ≥ 0 with

0 ≤ QOBCω ≤ 8

|z|4 .

Moreover, these bounds are sharp, and independent of the choice of unitary frame.

Proof. The quadratic orthogonal bisectional curvature of the standard metric on the Hopf

surface is

QOBCω(v) =
1

|v|2 (R1122 +R2211)(v1 − v2)
2 =

4

|v|2|z|4 (v1 − v2)
2.

From the scale invariance, assume v = (v1, v2) is a unit vector, then

QOBCω(v) =
8

|z|4 (1− v1

√
1− v21),

this is maximized when v1 = − 1√
2
with value QOBCω(v) =

8
|z|4 , and is minimized at v1 =

1√
2
with value QOBCω(v). The altered quadratic orthogonal bisectional curvature of the

standard metric on the Hopf surface is

Q̃OBCω = (R1221 +R2112)(1− 2v1

√
1− v21) ≡ 0.

�

Remark 4.14. In particular, the altered quadratic orthogonal bisectional curvature is much

too weak to control the Ricci curvatures.

§5. An example of frame-dependence

Let H ⊂ C denote the upper half-plane. We consider the Tricerri metric on the Inoue surface

SM := (C×H)/Σ. Here, Σ is a group of automorphisms of C×H which we now describe:
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The Inoue Surface. Following [23], let M ∈ SL3(Z) be an integral matrix with one real

eigenvalue λ > 1 and two distinct complex conjugate eigenvalues η, η. Write v = (v1, v2, v3)

and u = (u1, u2, u3) for a vector in the eigenspace of λ and η, respectively. Let z denote the

coordinate on C and w denote the coordinate on H. The automorphism group Σ is generated

by the automorphisms

f0(z, w) := (ηz, λw),

fk(z, w) := (z + uk, w + vk), 1 ≤ k ≤ 3.

The group Σ acts on C×H properly discontinuously with compact quotient. For the calcu-

lations here, we work in a single compact fundamental domain for SM in C×H, using (z, w)

as local coordinates. We assume (z, w) are uniformly bounded and that Im(w) is uniformly

bounded away from zero.

The Tricerri metric. On C×H, define the non-negative (1, 1)–forms

α :=

√
−1

4Im(w)2
dw ∧ dw, β :=

√
−1Im(w)dz ∧ dz.

These forms are invariant under the action of Σ, and thus descend to (1, 1)–forms on the

Inoue surface. The Tricerri metric is defined ωT := 4α + β.

Curvature of the Tricerri metric. The non-zero component of the Chern curvature tensor

is

R2222 = − ∂2g22
∂w∂w

= − 3

2Im(w)4
.

Changing the unitary frame, specified by the unitary matrix U =

(
a b

c d

)
, we see that

R̃2211 = |b|2R2222 = − 3|b|2
2Im(w)4

,

and

R̃2222 = |d|2R2222 = − 3|d|2
2Im(w)4

.

Form the matrices

R̃ = − 3

2Im(w)4

(
0 0

|b|2 |d|2

)
, P̃ = − 3

2Im(w)4

(
0 0

0 |d|2

)
, R̃+ P̃ = − 3

2Im(w)4

(
0 0

|b|2 2|d|2

)
.
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The Real Bisectional Curvature. The eigenvalues of the symmetric part of R̃ are

λmin

(
1

2
(R̃+ R̃

t)

)
= − 3

4Im(w)4

(
|d|2 +

√
|b|4 + |d|4

)

λmax

(
1

2
(R̃+ R̃

t)

)
= − 3

4Im(w)4

(
|d|2 −

√
|b|4 + |d|4

)
.

Since the matrix U is unitary, we have |b|2 ≤ 1 and |d|2 ≤ 1. It is easily checked that

0 ≤ |d|2 +
√

|b|4 + |d|4 ≤ 1 +
√
2.

Similarly,

−1 ≤ |d|2 −
√

|b|4 + |d|4 ≤ 0.

Hence,

− 3

2Im(w)4
(1 +

√
2) ≤ λmin

(
1

2
(R̃ + R̃

t)

)
≤ 0,

and

0 ≤ λmax

(
1

2
(R̃ + R̃

t)

)
≤ 3

4Im(w)4
.

In particular, we have the following sharp pinching of the real bisectional curvature of the

Tricerri metric:

− 3

4Im(w)4
(1 +

√
2) ≤ RBCωT

≤ 3

4Im(w)4

The Γ◦–real bisectional curvature RBC◦
ωT

is non-positive, with

RBCΓ
ωT

= − 3v2
2Im(w)4

(
|b|2v1 + |d|2v2

)
≤ 0.

The Altered Real Bisectional Curvature. The eigenvalues of P̃ are

λmin(P) = − 3|d|2
2Im(w)4

, λmax(P) = 0.

Hence, we have the following sharp pinching of the altered real bisectional curvature

− 3

2Im(w)4
≤ R̃BCωT

≤ 0.

The Γ◦–altered real bisectional curvature is non-positive with

R̃BC
◦
ωT

= − 3|d|2
2Im(w)4

≤ 0.
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The Altered Holomorphic Sectional Curvatures. To compute the altered holomorphic

sectional curvature, we compute the eigenvalues of

̂̃
R+ P̃ = − 3

2Im(w)4

(
0 |b|2/2

|b|2/2 2|d|2

)
.

To this end, we have

λmin

(
̂̃
R+ P̃

)
= − 3

4Im(w)4

(
2|d|2 +

√
|b|4 + 4|d|4

)

λmax

(
̂̃
R+ P̃

)
= − 3

4Im(w)4

(
2|d|2 −

√
|b|4 + 4|d|4

)
.

Moreover,

0 ≤ 2|d|2 +
√

|b|4 + 4|d|4 ≤ 2 +
√
5,

and

2−
√
5 ≤ 2|d|2 −

√
|b|4 + 4|d|4 ≤ 1.

The Γ◦–altered holomorphic sectional curvature is

H̃SC
◦
ω = − 3|b|2

2Im(w)4
− 3|d|2

Im(w)4
≤ 0.
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