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SECOND-CHERN-EINSTEIN METRICS ON 4-DIMENSIONAL
ALMOST-HERMITIAN MANIFOLDS

GIUSEPPE BARBARO AND MEHDI LEJMI

ABSTRACT. We study 4-dimensional second-Chern—Einstein almost-Hermitian manifolds. In the
compact case, we observe that under a certain hypothesis the Riemannian dual of the Lee form is
a Killing vector field. We use that observation to describe 4-dimensional compact second-Chern—
Einstein locally conformally symplectic manifolds and we give some examples of such manifolds.
Finally, we study the second-Chern—-Einstein problem on unimodular almost-abelian Lie algebras,
classifying those that admit a left-invariant second-Chern—Einstein metric with a parallel non-zero
Lee form.

1. INTRODUCTION

An almost-Hermitian manifold (M, g, J) is a manifold M equipped with a Riemannian metric g
and a g-orthogonal almost-complex structure J. The almost-Hermitian structure (g, J) induces the
fundamental 2-form F'(-,-) = g(J-,-). The Lee form 6 associated to the almost-Hermitian structure
(g,J) is defined as
1

n—1

dF"t = oA FL

where d is the exterior derivative and 2n is the real dimension of the manifold. The almost-
Hermitian metric g (with a unit total volume) is called Gauduchon if §90 = 0, where 69 is the adjoint
of d with respect to g, and almost-Kahler if dF" = 0. On the other hand, if the almost-complex
structure J is integrable then the pair (g, J) is a Hermitian structure and it is Kéhler if it is almost-
Kéhler. A 4-dimensional almost-Hermitian manifold (M, g, J) is locally conformally symplectic
(LCS) if df = 0, while in higher dimension the LCS condition becomes dF' = 6 A F' [60, 62] (for
a general introduction to the subject see [I4]). In the integrable case, LCS is locally conformally
Kahler (LCK).

In the Hermitian and almost-Hermitian geometry there are some natural connections other then
D9 the Levi-Civita one. Among these we have the Chern connection V [411, 42, [32] defined as
the unique connection preserving the almost-Hermitian structure and having a J-anti-invariant
torsion; the Bismut connection V2 [32] which is, in the integrable case, the unique connection
preserving the Hermitian structure and having a skew-symmetric torsion; and the canonical Weyl
connection D" defined as the unique torsion-free connection such that DWg = 0 ® g. To any of
these connections can be associated many different Einstein-type equations. See for example [52]
49, (501 511, 53| BT, 20 [36, 47, 21] for the Einstein—Weyl problem and [56] for the Bismut—Einstein
problem in the Hermitian case.
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In this note we focus on the Second-Chern—FEinstein problem, which is stated as follows (for more
details see [28] 29] [33] [7]). We define the second Chern—Ricci form r as

r=RY(F),
that is, the image of the fundamental form by the Chern curvature RV .

Definition. Given an almost-Hermitian manifold (M, g, J) of real dimension 2n, the metric g is

said to be second-Chern—Einstein if
trpr
r= F.
n

In the Hermitian case, second-Chern—Einstein metrics were studied in [28] [33] 57}, 22 [43], 541, [7, [§].
The condition of being second-Chern—Einstein is conformally invariant (even in the non-integrable
case [40]). Since DV is invariant under conformal change of the metric, that led to explore the
relation between Einstein—Weyl metrics and second-Chern—FEinstein metrics. It turns out that
in real dimension 4, in the Hermitian case, the Einstein—Weyl condition and the second-Chern—
Einstein condition (as well as the Bismut—Einstein condition) are equivalent [33, Theorem 1] and
so the only compact Hermitian non-Kéhler 4-manifold admitting a second-Chern—FEinstein metric
is the Hopf surface [33]. Even if this equivalence is no longer true for almost-Hermitian structures
some crucial relations persist, see for example Corollary [3l and Proposition

In this note, we investigate the existence of second-Chern—FEinstein metrics on 4-dimensional
almost-Hermitian manifolds. In Section Bl we collect some general results about the geometry of
these manifolds. In particular, we observe the following (for the analog in the Einstein-Weyl case
see [58])

Lemma (Lemma[6). Let (M,g,J) be a compact 4-dimensional almost-Hermitian manifold and g
is a second-Chern—Finstein metric. Suppose that the Gauduchon metric g in the conformal class
(9] satisfies (D96)*¥™ )~ = 0, where D9 is the Levi-Civita connection of g and 6 is the Lee form
of (g,J). Then, the g-Riemannian dual of 6 is a Killing vector field of g. Here (-)*¥"™/~ denotes
the g-symmetric J-anti-invariant part.

Taking twice the trace of the curvature of DV we get the conformal scalar curvature s, which
enters the pictures through the following

Theorem (Theorem [I8)). Suppose that (M,g,J) is a 4-dimensional compact locally conformally
symplectic manifold and g is a second-Chern—FEinstein metric. Suppose that the Gauduchon metric
g in the conformal class [§] satisfies (DI6)*Y™%~ = 0, where 0 is the Lee form of (g,J). Then,
either

i) (M,g,J) is a second-Chern—FEinstein almost-Kdhler manifold, or

w w

i) 0 is D9-parallel and the conformal scalar curvature s" is non-positive. Moreover, s" s
identically zero if and only if J is integrable and so (M, J) is a Hopf surface as described
in [33, Theorem 2]. Furthermore, if s is nowhere zero then x = o = 0, where x and o
are the Euler class and signature of M respectively.

In Section [l we give examples of compact 4-dimensional second-Chern—Einstein almost-Hermitian
manifolds. Some examples are locally conformally symplectic and some satisfy the condition
(D9g)*y™)= = 0. We also remark that in those examples the second-Chern-Einstein metrics
may have positive or zero Chern scalar curvature. It is observed that in the integrable case
(in higher dimension) second-Chern-Einstein Hermitian non-Kéhler metrics with negative Chern
scalar curvature are still missing (see [§]).

Finally, in Section [5 we study the Bismut—FEinstein and the second-Chern—Einstein problems on

4-dimensional almost-abelian Lie algebras. Using these class of manifolds, we show the existence
in the almost-Hermitian case of Bismut—Einstein metrics with dJdF = 0, while we recall that in



SECOND-CHERN-EINSTEIN METRICS 3

the Hermitian non-Ké&hler case, examples of this kind are still missing. We also give a classification
of 4-dimensional unimodular almost-abelian Lie algebras equipped with a left-invariant almost-
Hermitian non-Hermitian second-Chern—Einstein metric such that 6 is D9-parallel and non-zero.

Theorem (Theorem [B2)). Let g be a 4-dimensional unimodular almost-abelian Lie algebra equipped
with a left-invariant almost-Hermitian non-Hermitian structure (g,J) such that the Lee form 0 is
D9-parallel and non-zero. Suppose that (g,J) is a solution to the second-Chern—FEinstein problem.
Then g is isomorphic to one of the following Lie algebras

i) Asg® Ai: [e1,e3] = —ea, [e2,e3] =ey.

i) Azs® Aq: [er,e3] =e1, [e2,e3] = —ea.

Both Lie algebras admit compact quotients.

Here we use the same notation of Lie algebras as [48] (for a classification of locally conformally
symplectic Lie algebras see [4] [5]).

2. PRELIMINARIES

In all the following (M, g, J) will be an almost-Hermitian manifold of real dimension 4. We denote
by D9 the Levi-Civita connection associated to the Riemannian metric g and by RV, R, R9, RB
the curvature tensors of V, DV D9, V7 respectively, where we use the following convention R)?Y =
Vixy] — [Vx, Vy], etc. Moreover, given a 2-tensor v, we denote by ”% its J-invariant part,
)~ its J-anti-invariant part, ¢*Y"™ its g-symmetric part and =S¥ its g-anti-symmetric part.
Moreover, a 2-form ¢ can be decomposed into a g-orthogonal sum ¢ = ¢ + ¢, where ¢* is self
dual i.e. *4¢T = ¢T and ¢~ is anti-self dual x;¢~ = —¢~ under the action of the Riemannian
Hodge operator *,.

It follows from [32] that the Chern connection V is related to the Levi-Civita connection D9 by
1 1 1
(1) VxY =DLY = S0(JX)JY = 20(Y)X + Sg(X, Y)6* + g(X,N(-,Y)),

where { is the isomorphism induced by the metric g between 1-forms and vector fields. Moreover,
the canonical Weyl connection D" is related to the Levi-Civita connection D9 by

1 1 1
(2) DYY = D4Y — SOX)Y = S0(V)X + §g(X,Y)9ﬁ,

We also remark that (for more details see [37])
(3) 9((DZ'J) X, JY) = —29(N(X,Y), Z),
where N is the Nijenhuis tensor defined by
AN(X,Y)=[JX,JY] - [X,Y] - J[JX,Y] - J[X,JY].
Moreover, on any 4-dimensional almost-Hermitian manifold, Gauduchon proved [32, Proposition
1] that
(4) g(IN(X,Y),Z) +g(N(Y, Z),X) + g(N(Z, X),Y) =0,
for any vector fields X, Y, Z.

The almost-complex structure J is integrable if and only if N vanishes [45]. Hence, D" preserves
J if and only if J is integrable.

We will now list some of the most relevant curvatures that can be obtained tracing the curvature
tensors RV, RV, RY, RP together with their relations. To define them we will consider a J-adapted
g-orthonormal frame of the tangent bundle {e;,es = Jej,e3,e4 = Jes}.
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The first Chern-Ricci form pV (called also the Hermitian Ricci form) of the Chern connection

V is defined by
PV (X,Y) Zg RX ye€i, J€i),

similarly, the Bismut-Ricci form RicP is deﬁned by

4
1
RiCB(X, Y) = 5 Z g(R)B},Yelﬁ Jel)
i=1

These 2-forms p¥ and RicP are closed and they are representatives of the first Chern class
2mc1(T'M, J) in De Rham cohomology. Indeed, they differ by the exact factor d.J#é, i.e.

(5) RicP = pV +dJe,

see [32, Equation (2.7.6)] (see also [Il, 13] and the references therein). We also remark that these
forms are not necessarily J-invariant.

We denote by r the second Chern—Ricci form of V defined by

Zg Je,X Y)
or equivalently,
r = RY(F).
r is a J-invariant 2-form but not closed in general.

Similarly, R (F) is given by the formula
=
w _ w
RY(F) = 3 E_l 9(Re, je, X, Y).

The tensor RV (F) is a 2-form and it is not J-invariant in general. However, when J is integrable,
DY preserves J and so RV (F) = (R (F))”* is J-invariant. The Weyl Ricci tensor Ric"”
defined in [33] as

Ric" Zg e, Xeza

Note that the tensor Ric" is symmetric (this is only true in dimension 4). On the other hand, the

—W
tensor Ric , defined as (see for example [51])
Ric' (X,Y) =) g(R¥.Y,e),
i=1

is not symmetric in general. Its anti-symmetric part is df while its symmetric part is Ric"V, that
is (see[2])

=W . W

Ric = Ric” +d#.

We define the Riemannian Ricci tensor Ric? as
Ric(X,Y) Zg . x€in Y

and the *-Ricci tensor p* as
* 1 .
PHXY) = RUF)X,JY) = 5y g(RY 5., X, JY).
i=1
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From the definition, it follows that p*(X,Y) = p*(JY,JX) so p* is symmetric if and only it is
J-invariant.

We define the Hermitian scalar curvature s as

r(ei, Je;),

||Mu>

the Riemannian scalar curvature s? as s? = Zi:l Ric9(e;, e;), the conformal scalar curvature s"

as sV = Z?:l Ric" (e;,e;), and the x-scalar curvature s* as s* = Z?Zl p* (e, €i).

The conformal scalar curvature s" is then related to the Riemannian scalar curvature s9 by (see
for example [2])

(6) W 259—3599%”9”2’

where [|0]|? = g(6,6). Furthermore, for any almost-Hermitian manifold of dimension 4, we have
that [59]

s* — 89
4

On the other hand, s* is related to the Riemannian scalar curvature s? by (see [55] 38], while in
the integrable case [61])

(8) s*— 59 =—2890 — ||0]|> + 2| N|°.

(7) (P — (Ric?)"* g

3. SECOND-CHERN—EINSTEIN METRICS

Let (M,g,J) be an almost-Hermitian manifold of real dimension 4. We recall that with our
notations the metric g is said to be second-Chern—Einstein if

H

S
=2 F
T 1 s

(we note that s is not necessarily constant here).

3.1. Relation between second Chern—Ricci and Weyl—Ricci tensors. Under a conformal
change § = e?/g, the conformal variation of the second Chern-Ricci form 7 of (g,J) is given
by ([40], in the Hermitian case see [30])

(9) F=r+(AYf+g(0,df)) F

where 7 is the second Ricci form of (g, J) and AY is the Riemannian Laplacian of g. The condition
of being second-Chern—Einstein, in the almost-Hermitian setting, is then conformally invariant.
Hence, we investigate the relation between the curvature RV of the Chern connection V and the
curvature R of the Weyl connection D",

Proposition 1. The curvatures RY and R"Y are related by
RXyZ=RYyZ - %(dJH)(X, Y)JZ - %(d&)(X, Y\)Z
5 (DY (DY 7) ~ DY (DY) - D117 2
+ % (DX J) (DY'J) — (DY J) (DY ) Z
Proof. From (2)) and (), we obtain that

1 1
VxY =DY¥Y + SOX)Y = SO(JX)JY +g(X, N(Y)).
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From (3)), we get that
VxY =DYY + %H(X)Y - %H(JX)JY + %(D}’}/J)JY.
Then, we compute the curvature. O
When J is integrable, the relation reduces to (see [33])

1 1
RY =R" — 5(dJ0) @ .J = 2 (df) @ Id.

J,—
We remark that the part (R}/{VY) of RK(VY that anticommutes with J is given precisely by

(see for example [37, Equation (2.15)])

_
(10) (R¥y)"" =5 (DX (DYV7) = DY (DY) - D y17)

We obtain then the following
Corollary 2. Let (M,g,J) be an almost-Hermitian 4-dimensional manifold. Then,
1 1
RYyZ=(R¥y)"" 7 - 5(IO)(X.Y)JIZ — S (d9)(X.Y)Z

+ (oY) (DY) - (D 0) (0¥ ) 2

J+
where (R}/{V’Y> is the part of R}/{V,Y that commutes with J.

It follows from Corollary B that we can relate the second Chern-Ricci curvature with RV (F)
extending the relation in the integrable case (see [33, Theorem 1])

Corollary 3. Let (M,g,J) be an almost-Hermitian 4-dimensional manifold. Then,
1 1
r=(RV(F))"" + S (070 + 1611 F — ZHNHQF-
In particular, g is second-Chern-Einstein if and only if (RW (F))** is a multiple of F.

Proof. We first have that g(dJ, F) = —690 — ||0]|?, and g(df, F) = 0. Moreover, using (B]), we see
that

S0 (D) (BIL9) - (DYL9) (D) 2V) = =230 (D) (81 9) 2.0V),
i=1 =
23 (D) 2. (0 0) ).
i=1
S g (N (2 (DY) V) ).
i=1
:44%19<N<Z,ej),Jei>g((DéVJ) TViei)
1,]=
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Now, we use the crucial fact that we are in dimension 4 with | N||? = 8||N(e1, e3)|?

4 4

Z 9g(N(JZ,e;5),e)g(N(V,e;),e;) = Z 9(JZ,er)g(V,e))g(N (ex,ej),ei)g (N(ese5),€i),
i,j=1 i,9,k,l=1

= > 9(JZer)g(V,e)g(N (ex,e;) , N(ew, e5),
k=1

4
= Z g(JZ, ek)g(V, ek)g(N (ekvej) 7N(ekvej))7

jk=1
1
= 7INIPg(72, V).
The result then follows. O

The canonical Weyl connection D" is said to be Einstein-Weyl if Ric"” (or equivalently the

——W
symmetric part of Ric ) is proportional to the metric g. When J is integrable, the metric g is
second-Chern-Einstein if and only if D" is Einstein-Weyl [33, Theorem 1]. This is due to the fact
that RicW (JX,Y) = RW(F)(X,Y) because R)VKY commutes with J.

From (2)) we also obtain

Corollary 4. Let (M,g,J) be an almost-Hermitian 4-dimensional manifold. Then,
1 1
R (FY! = (01 o (D995 — 2 [10]%g + 5 (6.9 )

Then, combining Corollary [3] with Corollary [ and using (7) and (&), we deduce the following
Corollary 5. Let (M,g,J) be an almost-Hermitian 4-dimensional manifold. Then,

. 1 1
rg. = (Ric)"" + 2N |Pg + (DIO)"™ " + (0@ )" .

3.2. The conditions (D99)%¥™/~ = 0 and Ly:g = 0. In [29] Gauduchon proved that every
conformal class of an almost-Hermitian metric has a unique representative g (up to constant)
which satisfies 696 = 0. We call such metric (with a unit total volume) a Gauduchon metric. With

this assumption, using Corollory [l we can prove the following (when the metric is Einstein—Weyl
see [58] and also [31])

Lemma 6. Let (M, g,J) be a compact 4-dimensional almost-Hermitian manifold and § is a second-
Chern—FEinstein metric. Suppose that the Gauduchon metric g in the conformal class [g] satisfies
(D90)*y™7= = 0, where 0 is the Lee form of g. Then, the g-Riemannian dual of 0 is a Killing
vector field of g.

Proof. The condition r = %F is conformally invariant. Then, from Corollory Bl we have for the
Gauduchon metric g
SH

1 1
— 9= (Ric")" " + 2N |Pg + (DI)™™ % + ~(0 @ 0).

We recall that 690 = —g(D9%0,g). Taking the inner product with (D96)Y™ = (D90)%¥™'+ and
integrating we have

H
— [ s, = [ giien’ s ooy

1 1
= ZINIZ370 + [I(D20)™ |2 + Sg((6 @ 0)"F, (DU0)™™) vy,
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where v, is the volume form. Since the metric is Gauduchon i.e. 698 = 0, we obtain
/uzﬂeww%;——/ o((Ric)"+, (DI6)¥™) + Zg((0© 0)"F, (D96)"""™) v,
g(Ric?, D90) + g(9®9 D99) vy,

g(09Ric9,0) + 29(59(9@)6') 6) vg,

:\:\:\

gl ——dsg 6) + (599\\09\\2 — 9(D30,9)) vy,

1 2
= — /M _§Sg5g9 + BY <_§g(d”9“g’9)> Yg;

1
=3 [ Iizsev, o
where we used the contracted Bianchi identity 69 Ric9 = —%dsg . The Lemma follows. U

We have seen that in the integrable case second-Chern—Einstein is equivalent to Weyl-Einstein
(also in greater dimension if we ask the LCK condition). Then, second-Chern—Einstein together
with LCK implies that D96 = 0 and that both 6%, J6* are Killing real holomorphic vector fields,

see [31, 49]. However, in the almost-Hermitian case the condition (D96)%¥™~ = ( is necessary,
see the examples in Section [l
Moreover, we remark that (D96)%¥"™/~ = 0 is equivalent to (LpJ)*¥™ = 0, where L is the Lie

derivative, so the flow of the vector field #* does not necessarily preserve J i.e. #% is not necessarily
a real holomorphic vector field. We also remark that when M is compact, the condition that J6* is
a Killing vector field implies that (M, g,J) is LCS i.e. df = 0. Indeed, applying the Lie derivative
L o to the relation F' = g(J-,-) we get

Hence, if (D9.J0)*™ = 0 then df is J-anti-invariant. Thus, df is a self-dual d-exact 2-form on a
compact manifold so df = 0. However, the converse is not true in general: if df = 0 then only the
J-invariant part of (D9.J60)*Y™ vanishes i.e. (D9.J0)*™"" =0 so JO¥ is not necessarily a Killing
vector field.

3.3. Constant scalar curvatures. Let g be a second-Chern—Einstein metric. If the Hermitian
scalar curvature s is a constant (respectively a non-constant function) then g is called a strong
(respectively weak) second-Chern-Einstein metric [7]. Since the conformal change of the second
Chern—Ricci form (@) is the same as in the integrable case, we can generalize [7, Theorem B] to
the almost-Hermitian setting (see also [29, (6l 39, [19], [34])

Definition 7. Let g be the Gauduchon metric in the conformal class [g]. Then, the fundamental
constant [27), 12, 9] is
Fn
H
77,'

)

corlgg) = [ s

where s is the Hermitian scalar curvature of the almost-Hermitian structure (g,.J) inducing the
fundamental form F.

Theorem 8. [7, Theorem BJ[40, Corollary 5.10] Let (M, g,J) be a compact 4-dimensional almost-
Hermitian manifold and suppose that g is a weak second-Chern—FEinstein metric. Then, there is
a representative in [§] such that its Hermitian scalar curvature has the same sign as C(M,[g], J).
Moreover, if C(M,[g],J) <0, then there is a strong second-Chern—Einstein representative in [g].

Moreover, we can prove that s is constant under some conditions (in the Einstein—Weyl case,
see [51] Proposition 2.1]). First of all, thanks to Corollary Bl and Lemma [0, we get the following
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Lemma 9. Suppose that (M, g, J) is a compact 4-dimensional almost-Hermitian manifold where
g s a second-Chern—FEinstein metric. Suppose that the Gauduchon metric g in the conformal class
[§] satisfies (D96)*Y™ %~ =0, where 0 is the Lee form of g. Then

09t 5" 1 2 1 J+
(11) (Rict)" = Zg = ZIN|g — 5(6 2 6)

Then we can prove that

Proposition 10. Let (M, g,J) be a compact 4-dimensional almost-Hermitian manifold and § is
a second-Chern—Einstein metric. Suppose that the Gauduchon metric g in the conformal class [g]
satisfies (D96)%Y™7 = = 0, where 0 is the Lee form of g. Moreover, suppose that Ric? is J-invariant
and J6% is a Killing vector field. Then the conformal scalar curvature s of g is constant.

Proof. We apply the codifferential 69 to (II]) and we use the contracted Bianchi identity 69 Ric? =
—%dsg. We obtain

1 1 1 1 1
——ds? = —=dsT + Zd(|N|*) = =67 (0 ®6) — =69 (JO @ JO
508 4s+4(\|\|)4(®)4(J®J)
1 1 1
:—Zd 4d(HNH ) — (599@)9 Dj 9)-—(5%9@9 DY,,J0)
1 1 1
=—st 4d(HNH) 1 9u9+4 D5 J0.
Hence 1 1 . 1
ds? = idsH—id(HNHQ)—iDguH 3 D% ..J6.

On the other hand, from the trace of (), we have s9 = s/ — || N||> — 1||0||. Thus,

d (s —||N|]*) = d(||0|*) — D$,6 — D,,.J6.
Applying again the codifferential §9, we have
(12) A9 (s —||N|]*) = AI(||0]|*) — 69 D56 — 69D5,,.J0,

where AY is the Laplacian. From Lemma[d] 67 is Killing. Thus, using Cartan formula and because
Lg:0 = 0 we get

1 1 1
(13) 59 D30 = L09 (a8(6.)) = —57d(J6]]*) =~ A9(10]°).
Similarly, because J#* is a Killing vector field, we have §IDY . J0 = —2A9([|6]|?). From (), we
obtain
A7 (s —IN|? - 2(16]*) =
Since M is compact and from (@) we get that s — ||[N|? — 20> = 310/? = sV is a
constant. (]

We can also deduce from (2]), Lemma [0l and Lemma [0 that

Corollary 11. Suppose that (M,g,J) is a compact 4-dimensional almost-Hermitian manifold
where § is a second-Chern—Finstein metric. Suppose that the Gauduchon metric g in the con-
formal class [j] satisfies (D90)*Y™7~ =0, where 0 is the Lee form of g. Then

Ric = Ric9 — 3 (H9||29 -0®0),
w

1
— STg + (Ric%)™ + 5(9 ® 6)%

In particular, the metric g is Finstein—Weyl if and only if
(14) (Ric9)"~ (9 ®60)).
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3.4. The main theorems. Combining the equations (7)) and (8) we obtain
1

(15) (7)™ — (Rict)™* = — (2690 + |6]]> 2N g

We have already computed (Ric?)”" in (I); now we want to compute p* (Hﬁ,Hﬁ) so that we
can evaluate (3] on (Hﬁ, Hﬁ) and obtain a condition on the almost-Hermitian structure when g is
second-Chern—Einstein. We will assume that the Riemannian dual of 6 is a Killing vector field.

Lemma 12. Suppose that (M, g,J) is a 4-dimensional compact almost-Hermitian manifold. Sup-
pose that the Riemannian dual 8% of the Lee form 0 is a Killing vector field. Then,

1
p*(6ﬁ7X) - _5 (da)J7_ (HﬁaX) + g(deaNX) )
for any vector field X, where Nx(Y,Z) = g(N(Y, Z), X).

Proof. Let a be a 1-form. Then
(65’(D5’oz)‘]”L — 59(Dga)‘]”) (X) = —Z (Dgi ((Dgoz)J’Jr — (Dga)‘]”)) (e5, X),

4
=> -Df, (DﬁeiaUX )) + DYDY e;, JX)
+ D9a(Je;, JDI X),
4
=> D¢ ( JX)) + D9a(D4 (Je;), JX)

i—1
+ D%a(Je;, DI (JX)) — DIa((DI J)es, JX)

— DIa(Je;, (DI.J) X),

.

I
AM*“

N
Il
—

. (Dgi (Dgeia» (JX) + D9a(DY(Je;), JX)

— D9a((DY. J)e;, JX) — Da(Je;, (DY) X),

4
1
- Z §g(Rgl,Je 7JX) - Dga(‘]ei7 (Dng) X) o Dga(J9ﬁ7 JX)’
i=1
= p*(af, X) — D9a(J6%, T X) ZDQ (Jei, (DZ,7) X).

On the other hand, using that g(df, F') = 0 and §9 = — x4 d*,4, we have

59(D99)"+ — §9(DIBY — ~59(dg)’+ — %59@9)#

NN

— Lsotan)- - %5g(da)+,
1 1 .
:—i*gd*g(dﬁ) +§*gd*g(d6?) ,
1 1
=5 % d(do)” + 3 %9 d(do)t,

- % xg d ((d0)™ + d(dO)*) = % *g d(df) =
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We deduce then

4
(16) p*(0°,X) = DIO(JO*, JX) + > D90(Je;, (DY, J) X).
i=1
Now, we would like to compute the second term in the right hand side of (I6). We first recall that
1 1 1 1
(D%J)Y = §g(X,Y)J6ﬁ +50(JY)X + Sg(JX, V)6 — S0)TX +2(g(N(Y,), JX))*,

which can be easily deduced from (2)) and (3]). Hence,
4

1
DY DY, # Z0(TX)es
; 0(Je;, (D27 Z ( g(ei, X)JO > .0 <2H(J )e,>
1
+ D%, 0 <§g(Je,~,X)0ﬁ> —DY%,.0 <§9(X)Je,~> +2g(N(X, D9, 6%, Je;),
4

1 1

(17) = 59(1?3)(9, JO) + 59(1??(9, 0)+2> g(N(X,D5, 6%, Jey),

=1
where we use the fact that g(df, F)) = §90 = 0. Moreover, using (), we compute the third term

in (EEB)
4
Zg (X, D9,.6%, Je)) = > g(Dye,0% e)g(N(X, ¢5)e;),
4
= Z _g(Dgezaﬁae])g(N(eja Jez)’X) - (Dgeiaﬁaej)g(N(JeiaX)?ej)’

4
= Z _g(Dgezaﬁae])g(N(eja Jez)’X) - (ngeﬁ, Jel)g(N(Xa Jei)?ej)'

ij=1
Thus,
4 =
> 9(N(X, DS, 07), Jei) = 52 (DS, 0% ¢))g(N e, Tei), X),
i=1 j=1
=
52 g(D? 0 ,€5)9(N(ei,e5), X),
1
= 59(df, Nx).
From (I7)), we deduce that
. 1 1
> DI(Je;, (DY) X) = 59(Dx0,.70) + 59(D%0,0) + g(do, Nx).
i=1

Finally, from (I6) and (I7), we conclude that
1 1
pH(0F, X) = DIO(JOF, JX) + Sg(DF 0, J9) + 59(D%0.0) + g(df, Nx),
1 1
= 5Ds'e(Jeﬁ, JX) + 5g(ngga,a) + g(df, Nx),

= — 5 (@0 (6%, X) + g(d6, Nx).

The lemma follows. (]
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As consequences of Lemma [I2] we obtain

Corollary 13. Suppose that (M,g,J) is a 4-dimensional compact locally conformally symplectic
manifold. Suppose that the Riemannian dual 0° of the Lee form 6 is a Killing vector field. Then,

p*(0°,X) =0,
for any vector field X.

We also extend [33] Lemma 2] to the almost-Hermitian setting.

Corollary 14. Suppose that (M,g,J) is a compact 4-dimensional almost-Hermitian manifold.
Suppose that the Riemannian dual 6% of the Lee form 0 is a Killing vector field. Then,

p*(6%,6%) = g(df, Nyz),
where Ng: (X,Y) = g(N(X,Y), 6%).

Notice that when .J is integrable p*(6%,6%) = 0. As a matter of fact, this condition simplifies in
a natural way the problem, thus we will now prove our main theorems with the assumption that

df = 0 (Theorem [I5]) or Ny = 0 (Theorem [19)).

Theorem 15. Suppose that (M, g,J) is a 4-dimensional compact locally conformally symplectic
manifold and g is a second-Chern—FEinstein metric. Suppose that the Gauduchon metric g in the
conformal class [§] satisfies (D90)Y™7~ = 0, where 0 is the Lee form of g. Then, either

i) (M,g,J) is a second-Chern—FEinstein almost-Kdhler manifold, or

ii) 6 is D9-parallel and the conformal scalar curvature s is non-positive and the *-scalar
curvature s* is a positive constant. Moreover, sV is identically zero if and only if J is
integrable and so (M, J) is a Hopf surface as described in [33, Theorem 2|. Furthermore,
if sW is nowhere zero then x = o = 0, where x and o are the Euler class and signature of
M respectively.

Proof. From Lemma [B 6% is a Killing vector field. Since df = 0, it follows that # is D9-parallel
and so 6% has a constant length. Combining Corollary [4] and Corollary [Tl and (I5]), we obtain

(18) (s™ + INTZ = 2]10]1%) l16]* = o.

Hence either 6 = 0 or s” = 2[|0]|2 — || N||. Now, if s = 2||6||?> — | N||? then s9 = 2|0(> — 2||N|>.
Hence, from (@), we get that
W = 2N

Thus s" = 0 if and only if J is integrable. Moreover, if s is nowhere zero then 5y + 60 = 0
using [10, Lemma 3]. The existence of a non-trivial Killing vector field of constant length implies
X = 0 by Hopf theorem [35] hence x = o = 0. Furthermore, using (8) we have that s* =
s9 — 10|17 + 2| N | = %HGHQ —2||N||2 = ||6]]? + 2||N||? = %HGHQ and so s* is constant. O

Remark 16. We recall that there are many restrictions to the existence of a non-zero Killing
vector field of constant length on a Riemannian manifold, see for example [15] [46]

Remark 17. When J is integrable, if § is D9-parallel (the metric ¢ is called Vaisman) then 6
and J@* are both Killing and real holomorphic vector fields [23].

Gauduchon proved in [31] (in dimension 3 see also [53]) that if the conformal scalar curvature
of a compact Einstein—Weyl manifold is non-positive but non identically zero then the Gauduchon
metric is an almost-Ké&hler Riemannian Einstein metric (i.e. RicY is proportional to ¢g). We can
then deduce the following
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Corollary 18. [31, Theorem 3][37, Corollary 4.2] Let (M, g, J) be a 4-dimensional compact locally
conformally symplectic manifold. Suppose that the Gauduchon metric g € [g] is a second-Chern—
Finstein and an FEinstein—-Weyl metric. Then (M,g,J) is either an almost-Kdhler Riemannian
Einstein manifold or a Hopf surface as described in [33].

Proof. Tt follows from Theorem that either g is almost-Kihler or s is non-positive. The
corollary follows from the fact that if the metric g is an almost-Kéhler Einstein—Weyl metric then
g is a Riemannian Einstein metric [31]. O

The vanishing of N, means that #* is g-orthogonal to Span(N), which is the distribution
spanned by all the vector fields N(X,Y’). Moreover, if Ny = 0 then Njg: = 0. In fact, in real
dimension 4, at each point the dimension of Span(N) is equal to 0 or 2 [18] (see also [44] for more
details). A similar proof to Theorem [I5] gives the following

Theorem 19. Suppose that (M, g,J) is a 4-dimensional compact almost-Hermitian manifold and
g s a second-Chern—FEinstein metric. Suppose that the Gauduchon metric g in the conformal class
[§] satisfies (D96)*¥™)~ =0 and Nyz = 0, where 0 is the Lee form of g. Then, either

i) (M,g,J) is a second-Chern—Finstein almost Kahler manifold, or

ii) 6% is a non-zero Killing vector field and the conformal scalar curvature s is non-positive

and the x-scalar curvature s* is positive. Moreover, s is identically zero if and only if J
is integrable so (M, J) is a Hopf surface as described in [33]. In addition, if sV is nowhere
zero then x = o = 0. Furthermore, s* is a (positive) constant if and only if 0% is a non-zero
Killing vector field of constant length.

Now, we would like to investigate the condition Ny = 0 and see if it can be implied by the
J-invariance of different Ricci forms.

Lemma 20. Let (M, J,g) be a 4-dimensional almost-Hermitian manifold. Then

4
2,0)+(0,2) 1
p¥ = RV(F) — dJo — (d9) 70O — 3 S (N(eive)) A(JN(ere)))
i=1
where b is the isomorphism between vector fields and 1-forms induced by g. In particular

(pV)(270)+(072) — (RW(F))(270)+(072) _ (dJH)(2,0)+(0,2) _ (d9)910)+(0,2) .

Proof. From Proposition [, we have that
4

20V(X,Y) =) g(RY yei, Jei),
i=1

4
= g(RYyei, Je;) — % (dJO) (X,Y)g(Jes, Je;) — % (dO) (X, Y )glei, Je;)

=1
1

- 59 (DX (D¥.7) — DY (DX.) = DK 3y 7) Jei, Jes)
1

+ 29 (DX J) (DY J) = (DY ) (DX ])) ei Jei)

4
— Z 9(RY yei, Je;) — 2(dJ0) (X,Y)
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Because D" is torsion free, and using the relation
we can easily deduce the following relation for any vector fields X, Y, Z, W

29(RY yZ,W) = 29(R}wX,Y) — d0(Z,W)g(X,Y) + df(X,Y)g(Z,W) — d§(X, W )g(Y, Z)
—dO(Y, Z)g(X, W) + dO(Y,W)g(X,Z) + do(X, Z)g(Y,W).

In particular,
4 4
> gRY ;X Y) =) g(RYyei, Je;) + dO(JX,Y) + dO(X, JY).
i=1 i=1

Hence,

(19) 2pV(X,Y) = 2RV (F)(X,Y) — dd(JX, Y) —di(X,JY) —2(dJO) (X,Y)
+- Zg (DY J) (DY) — (DY J) (DY J)) e, Jei) .
Moreover, using ([B]) we have

4
S g (DX T) (DY ) e, Te:) :—229 (DY) ei, 1), X)

i=1
4
= -2 Z g(N (ej,e),X)g ((D¥/VJ) ei,ej) )
ij=1
4
=—4 Z g(N(el’ej) ’X)g(JN(elae]) ’Y) :
ij=1
Hence
4
> g (DX ) (DY T) = (DY J) (DX ) iy Jei) = — 4 Z N (eiej), X) g (IN (eire),Y)
i=1 t,j=1
4
+4 Z g(N (eue])?Y)g(JN (ei7ej)7X)7
ij=1
4
S <(N (ei,e)) A (JN (ei,ej))b> (X,Y).
ij=1

From (I9]), we deduce that

pV(X,Y)= RV (F)(X,Y) - % (dO(JX,Y) +do(X,JY)) — (dJO) (X,Y)

ij=1

Remark 21. We can compute the J-anti-invariant part of RV (F') and it is given by
(2,0)4(0,2) 3
(Y2 == (02) ) +

where Ny = g(N(-, ), 0%).
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Corollary 22. Let (M, g,.J) be a 4-dimensional almost-Hermitian manifold. Suppose that p¥ and
RW(F) are J-invariant. Then Ny = 0.

Proof. From Lemma 20, we obtain that

(20) (dJ)2O+0D) _ (d9)919)+(0,2) _

Applying the Lie derivative Lys to the relation F' = g(J-,-) and using the Cartan formula we obtain
dJ8 = —||6*F + 6 A JO +2(DUO)P™ + g (Los -, ).

In particular

(21) (dJ6)20+02) _ (p pyanti-sym

Similarly, we have
df = -2 (DgJH)sJZ_/’T_n —g(Lypd,-).

In particular,

(22) (d6) 77O = g (T (L) ™).
Combining (20) (2I) and 22)) we deduce that
(23) (EJGﬁ J)antifsym —J (‘Ceﬁ J)antifsym ]

Now, for any almost-Hermitian manifold we have
Lyged — J (LgsJ) = AN (67, ).
On the other hand from (@) we see that (g ((N(6%,-), -))anti*sym = —2Ny; so that
g <(£J.9ﬁ J)antifsym —J (Eeﬁ J)antifsym . ) — _2N.911-
From (23]), we deduce that Ny = 0. O

Corollary 23. Suppose that (M, g,J) is a compact 4-dimensional almost-Hermitian manifold and
g is a second-Chern—Finstein metric. Suppose that the Gauduchon metric g in the conformal
class [g] satisfies (D90)*Y™)~ =0 and that p¥ and RV (F) are J-invariant. Then conclusions of
Theorem [19 hold.

Proof. pV and R (F) being J-invariant implies that Ny = 0 by Corollary We apply then
Theorem O

3.5. Relation between second Chern—Ricci and Bismut—Ricci tensors. Finally, we relate
the second Chern—Ricci tensor with the Bismut—Ricci tensor. This will give us the possibility to
compute it on almost-abelian Lie groups in Section B Thanks to Corollary Bl and Lemma 20 we
see that both the first Chern-Ricci form pV and the second Chern-Ricci form 7 can be expressed
in terms of R (F). Hence, we get the following

Proposition 24. Let (M, g,J) be a 4-dimensional almost-Hermitian manifold. Then,

4
(2696 4 2/|6))> — | N|?) F + % > (N(esef)” A (TN (es,e5))’

0]

r= (oY +dJo)"" +

I

In particular, thanks to (3),

4
1 1
r = (Ric?)"" 4+ 7 (2090 + 2002  |NI?) F+ 5 > (N(ene;)) A (N (esre;)’
.J
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From this proposition we see that in the integrable case the second-Chern—Einstein problem
agrees with the Bismut—Einstein problem

(RicB)J’+ = A F, for some function A.
As a matter of fact, on a 4-dimensional Hermitian manifold
RY(F) = (Ric®)"™.
This also follows from Lemma 20 and ().

Remark 25. One can check that the crucial property of 4-dimensional manifolds that leads to
these relations between the second Chern—Ricci form, the first Bismut-Ricci form and RV (F) is
dFF = 0 N F. As a consequence, in higher dimension 2n, if we assume the Hermitian structure
to be locally conformally Kéhler we obtain similar relations (see [I]). For example, computations
analogous to the one we did here can show that on a LCK manifold
1
RY(F) = Ricli=+) |

where Ric® is the first Ricci form of the Gauduchon connection V* introduced in [32], see Section
for the definition.

4. 4-DIMENSIONAL COMPACT EXAMPLES WITH ALMOST-HERMITIAN SECOND-CHERN—EINSTEIN
METRICS

Here we use the same notation of Lie algebras as [48].

4.1. Conformally locally symplectic Lie algebras associated to compact solvmanifolds.
i) The Lie algebra Asg @ A;: the structure of the Lie algebra is

[61, 63] = —€9, [62, 63] = €1,

where {e1,e2,€e3,e4} is a basis of Az @ A;. The associated simply connected group to
the Lie algebra A3z ¢ @ A; admits lattices (see for example [I7, 4] [5], in the notation of [4]
A3 6 @ A; corresponds to t3 5 x R). We consider the almost-complex structure

J61 = €3, J€2:64.

The almost-complex structure J is non-integrable because N(e1,es) = %63.
We consider the following J-compatible metric g

g= (\/5—1) (61®€1+63®€3)+62®62+€4®64,

where {e!, €2, €3, e} is the dual basis.
The pair (g, J) induces the fundamental form

F= (\/5_ 1) eld 4 e,

13 — el Ae? etc. Remark that the form dF = e!3*. Moreover, the Lee form is given

where e
by

1
et
(V5-1)
Hence df = 0. Moreover, (D96)*¥™/~ = 0. On the other hand, the second Chern-Ricci
form is given by

9:

1 1
e —el3 g 24

4 4(v5-1)
so the metric ¢ is a second-Chern—Einstein metric with a positive Hermitian scalar cur-

vature s = ﬁ Thus, 0 is DY9-parallel. We also remark that Ny = 0 and the first
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\% 1

Chern-Ricci form pVv = %e 3 is J-invariant.

The Lie algebra Ay 1: the structure of the Lie algebra is
[62, 64] = €1, [63, 64] = €9,

where {e;, e, e3,e4} is a basis of Ag;. The associated simply connected group to the
Lie algebra A4, admits lattices (see for example [I7, 4, 5], in the notation of [4] A4
corresponds to ny).

We consider the almost-complex structure

J61 = €3, J€2:64.

The almost-complex structure J is non-integrable because N(ey,es) = %62.
We consider the following J-compatible metric g

1
g= §(e1®e1+e3®e3) +el@e? +et@et,
where {e!,e?, e, e} is the dual basis.
The pair (g, J) induces the fundamental form
F— 1 13 4 24
5 .
Remark that the form dF = % e?34. Moreover, the Lee form is given by
1
6 =—=¢c
2

Hence df = 0. However in this example, (D96)*¥™”~ does not vanish so 6% is not a Killing
vector field. Explicitly, (D96)%ym— = % (62 Ret+et® 62). On the other hand, the
second Chern—Ricci form r vanishes, so the metric g is a second-Chern—FEinstein metric
with vanishing Hermitian scalar curvature. We also remark that Ny = 0 and the first
Chern—Ricci form vanishes.

The Lie algebra A4 g: the structure of the Lie algebra is

[e2,e3] = €1, [ea,eq] = €2, [e3,e4] = —e3,
where {e1, ez, e3,e4} is a basis of Ay g. The associated simply connected group to the Lie
algebra Ay g admits lattices (see for example [I7, 5], in the notation of [5] A4 g corresponds
to 94) We consider the almost-complex structure
J€1 = €4, J€2 = es3.

The almost-complex structure J is non-integrable because N (e, e9) = %63.
We consider the following J-compatible metric g

4

g=Ydad,

=1
where {e!, e?, €3, e} is the dual basis.
The pair (g, J) induces the fundamental form
F—eld g o2,
Remark that the form dF = —e?3*. Moreover, the Lee form is given by
0 = —et

Hence df = 0. However in this example, (D96)%¥™”~ does not vanish so % is not a Killing
vector field. Explicitly, (D90)5Y™/~ = €3 ® 3 — €% ® €%. On the other hand, the second
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Chern—Ricci form r vanishes, so the metric g is a second-Chern—Einstein metric with van-
ishing Hermitian scalar curvature. We also remark that Ny = 0 and the first Chern—Ricci
form vanishes.

4.2. Non conformally locally symplectic Lie algebra associated to compact solvmani-
folds. The Lie algebra A4 10: the structure of the Lie algebra is
[627 63] == ela [627 64] == _637 [637 64] - 627

where {e1,e2,e3,e4} is a basis of Ay 19. The associated simply connected group to the Lie algebra
Ay g admits lattices (see for example [I7, [5], in the notation of [5] A4 10 corresponds to ) ;). We
consider the almost-complex structure

J61 = €3, J€2:64.

The almost-complex structure J is non-integrable because N (e1,ez) = ieg + ieg.

We consider the following J-compatible metric g

14++/17
g:T(el®el+63®e?’)+(62®62+e4®e4),

where {e!,e?, €3, et} is the dual basis.

The pair (g,J) induces the fundamental form

F— 1+T\/ﬁ613+624'

Remark that the form dF = —HT\/W e'?*. Moreover, the Lee form is given by
1+ VIT ol
—s ¢

Hence df) # 0. In this example, (D96)*¥"™7~ vanishes. On the other hand, the second Chern—Ricci
form is

9:

_ 1+\/ﬁ613+1624

32 4
so the metric g is a second-Chern-Einstein metric with positive Hermitian scalar curvature s = 1.
Hence, 6% is a Killing vector field but not D9-parallel. We also remark that in this example Ngi #0
and the first Chern-Ricci form pV = %624 — %634 is not J-invariant.

r

5. SPECIAL METRICS METRICS ON ALMOST-ABELIAN LIE ALGEBRAS

An almost-abelian Lie group G is a Lie group whose Lie algebra g has a codimension-one abelian
ideal n C g. Given an almost-Hermitian left-invariant structure (g,.J) on a 2n-dimensional almost-
abelian Lie group G, define ny :=nNJn and J; := T, - Then we can choose an orthonormal basis
{e1,...,e9,} for g such that

n =spang (e1,...,ea,-1) and Je; =egy_jy1 fori=1,... ,n.

Hence, the fundamental form F(-,-) := g(J-,-) associated to the almost-Hermitian structure
(/. g) is
F:61/\€2n+62/\€2n71—|—--'—|—6n/\6n+1,

given in terms of the dual left-invariant frame {e!,...,e?"}.
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The algebra structure of g is completely described by the adjoint map
ade,, 19 — 9
r = ean, ]

The matrix associated to this endomorphism is

(24) ad€2n|n = (g Z) , a€R, bven, A€ g[(nl).

The data (a,b,v, A) completely characterizes the almost-Hermitian structure (g,.J). For ex-
ample, the integrability of J can be expressed in terms of (a,b,v, A) asking that b = 0 and
A € gl(ny, J1), where gl(ny,J;) denotes endomorphisms of ny commuting with Jj, see [11, Lemma
4.1].

On an almost-abelian almost-Hermitian Lie group (G, [ J(asby,4) 5 S5 g) the Lee form is given by
(25) 0= J89F = (Ju)’ — (tr A)e®",

with respect to the adapted unitary basis {e1,...,ea,}, see for example [24].

Given an almost-Hermitian manifold (M, g,.JJ), Gauduchon introduced in [32] a 1-parameter
family V® of canonical Hermitian connections, i.e. Vg = V() J = 0. In this family V() = V¥
corresponds to the Chern connection; while V(=1 = V¥ corresponds to the Bismut connection.
Any canonical connection V) induces the associated first Ricci form

2n
) 1 ¢
Ric = 13" oy e Jeo),
i=1
where Rv(t) denotes the curvature tensor of V).

The first Ricci forms of the canonical connections on a Lie group (G, g) equipped with an almost-
Hermitian structure (g, J) were computed in [63]. In particular, for any parameter ¢t € R these are
given by

1
Ric)(X,Y) = —3 {tr (adpy.yy 0 J) — ttrad x| + (£ — 1)g (F,d[X, Y]")} .
Then, a direct computation leads to the following Lemma

Lemma 26. Let (G, [ (abv,4)5 95 J) be an almost-abelian almost-Hermitian Lie group, endowed
with an adapted unitary basis {ei1,..., e}, determining the algebraic data (a,b,v,A) by (Z4).
Then, the first Ricci form associated to the canonical connection V' is

1
Ric") = —3 {(2&2 +tatrA+ (1 —t)|v]* +b- v) e' + ((2a +ttrA)b+ A'b+ (1 — t)Atv)b} A e,
In particular,

(26) RicP = —% {(2(12 —atrA+2v]*+b- v) e' Ne*™ + ((2a — trA)b + A'b + 2Atv)b A 62"} .

Before studying the second-Chern—Einstein problem, we examine the Bismut—Einstein problem
on almost-Hermitian almost-abelian Lie groups of any dimension. We analyze the Einstein con-
dition together with the request that dJdF = 0. Indeed, in Hermitian geometry the Einstein
problem for the Bismut connection is stated as follows

Definition 27 ([26]). Let (M, g, J) be a Hermitian manifold with ¢ a pluriclosed metric (meaning

that dJdF = 0). Then g is said to be a Bismut-Hermitian-Einstein metric if (Rz’cB)J’+ = A F for
some function .
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These metrics were firstly studied in [56] as fixed points of a parabolic flow of metrics, the
pluriclosed flow. We shall remark that there is a lack of examples of such metrics: the only known
are the Kéhelr—Einstein and the Bismut-flat metrics, the latter meaning that the whole Bismut
curvature tensor vanishes (R” = 0). In the following, we prove that on Hermitian almost-abelian
Lie groups the Bismut-Hermitian-Einstein metrics are Kéhler. However, as soon as we drop the the
integrability assumption we are able to find non-almost-Kéahler metrics that satisfy the Bismut—
Finstein equation and such that dJdF = 0.

5.1. Bismut—Einstein Problem. We study here the Bismut-Einstein problem, (Ric?) Tt \F
for A\ € R, on an almost-Hermitian almost-abelian Lie group (G, [, |(ab0,4):9:J). Thanks to
Equation (28] we see that to obtain a solution to the Einstein problem A\ must vanish. Thus, we

obtain the conditions
27) {QaQ—atrA—FZ]vP—i—b-v:O,

(2a —tr A) b+ Alb + 2A% = 0,
Moreover, from a direct computation of dJdF we obtain the following lemma

Lemma 28. Let (G, [ -](a,b,U,A),g, J) be an almost-Hermitian almost-abelian Lie group, endowed
with an adapted unitary basis {ei,..., e}, determining the algebraic data (a,b,v,A) by (24)).
Then, the metric satisfies dJdF =0 (here JAF = —dF(J-,J-,J-)) if and only if for any z,y,z € nq

(b,x) ((AJy, 2) = (AJz,y)) = (by) ((AJx, 2) — (AJz,2)) + (b, z) (AT, y) — (AJy,x)) = 0,
a((Ady, z) — (AJz,y)) + (AJ Ay, z) — (AJz, Ay) + (AJy, Az) — (AJAz,y) = 0.

Remark 29. In the Hermitian case, i.e. when b6 = 0 and A commutes with J, the condition
dJdF = 0 (the metric g is then called SKT [16]) is equivalent to ask that

(28) aA+ A2+ A'A € s0(ny)

as showed in [I1, Lemma 4.4].

Thus, in the Hermitian case, taking the trace in ([28)) we see that atr A < 0 with equality if and
only if A € so(ny). This, together with the first equation in (27) (with b = 0), imply that v = 0
and A € so(ny), hence also tr A =0 and then 0 = 0 (see Equation (28])). We have the following

Proposition 30. On a Hermitian almost-Abelian Lie group (G, [ J(asby,4) 95 J) the Bismut-
Hermitian-Einstein metrics, are Kahler-Einstein.

On the other hand, if we take A € so(n;) commuting with J but b # 0 # v, we obtain an
almost-Hermitian almost-abelian Lie group (G, [, -](a7b7v7 )9, ) which satisfies dJdF = 0 but is
not almost-Kéhler (i.e. # # 0). Then, any solution of the equations
(20) 2a> +2/v[2 +b-v=0

2ab + Alb +2A' =0
gives a first-Bismut—Einstein metric on G. We focus on the 4-dimensional unimodular case (a =
—tr A), which corresponds to a = 0.

Theorem 31. Let g be a 4-dimensional unimodular almost-abelian Lie algebra equipped with a
left-invariant almost-Hermitian structure (g,J) such that A € so(ny) and commutes with J, in
particular it satisfies dJdF = 0. Suppose that (g,J) is a solution to the Bismut—FEinstein problem.
Then g is isomorphic to one of the following Lie algebras

i) Azg® Ai: [e1,e3] = —ea, [e2,e3] =e1. The solution is not almost-Kdihler.

i) As1® Ai: [e1,e2] = e3. The solution is almost-Kdihler.
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Both Lie algebras admit compact quotients.

Proof. The isomorphism classes of almost-abelian Lie algebras can be described using Jordan forms
of ad,|, up to scaling (see [4, Lemma 2.1] and [3]). Denote by A’ the (i,j)-th element of A.
Equations (27) become
2 +b-v= 0,
(30) A} (b1 4 2v1) = 0,
A% (bg + 21)2) = 0.
We have then two cases:
i) Al =0. Then,

e cither b-v = —2|v|?> < 0: the canonical Jordan form of ade,|, up to scaling is
0 0 O
0 0 1], which corresponds to Aze® A;j. v # 0 so dF # 0.
0 -1 0
0 00
e or b-v =v = 0: the canonical Jordan form of ad,,|, up to scalingis (0 0 1],
0 00

which corresponds to Az @ A;. v =trA =0so dF = 0.

ii) Al # 0. Then, b = —2v # 0 and the canonical Jordan form of ade,|, up to scaling is

0O 0 O
0 0 1], which corresponds to Ase® A;j. v # 0 so dF # 0.
0 -1 0

O

5.2. Second-Chern—Einstein Probelm. Here we study the second-Chern—Einstein problem on
an almost-Hermitian almost-abelian Lie group (G, [ -](a,b,v, A9, ) of real dimension 4. We have
seen that in the integrable case it reduces to the the Bismut—Einstein problem (Proposition 24]),
studied in the previous section; while in the non-integrable case a factor depending on the Nijenhuis
tensor pops up:

4
(31) %Z (Ny(eire;))’ A (INs(eie;))
i7j

Choose an adapted unitary basis {e1, e, e3,e4} for g, determining the algebraic data (a,b,v, A).
Then (31) can be written as

4
1
(32) 3 Z (Ny(es, ej))b A (JNy(e;, ej))b = |b%e! A et + ((A% + A%)2 + (A% — A%)Z) e ned
i7j

+ (b (A} — A3) — by (A3 + A7) e' Ae? + (b (A7 + A}) + b1 (A] — 43)) e Ae?
(b (A] = A42) 4 by (Ab+ A2)) €@ A et + (by (A2 + AL) — by (A — A2)) & A e,
where b = (b1, b2) and Aé is the (i, 7)-th element of A.

Theorem 32. Let g be a 4-dimensional unimodular almost-abelian Lie algebra equipped with a left-
invariant almost-Hermitian non-Hermitian structure (g, J) such that the Lee form 0 is D9-parallel
and non-zero. Suppose that (g,J) is a solution to the second-Chern—Einstein problem. Then g is
isomorphic to one of the following Lie algebras

i) Asg® Ai: [e1,e3] = —ea, [e2,e3] =ey.
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i) A34@ Ay: [e1,e3] =e1, [ea,e3] = —ea.

Both Lie algebras admit compact quotients.

Remark 33. A classification of 4-dimensional almost-abelian Lie algebras with locally conformally
symplectic structure is given in [4] (see also [5]). In the notation of [4], the above Lie algebras
correspond respectively to tg70 xR and t3 1 x R.

Proof. We recall that the isomorphism classes of almost-abelian Lie algebras can be described using

Jordan forms of ad.,|, up to scaling (see [4, Lemma 2.1] and [3]).

The Lie algebra g is unimodular i.e. tr A = —a. Thanks to equations (28] and Proposition [24]
we get
2/b]2 —3a% —b-v —2v|> = 2(Al — A2)2 + 2(AL + A2)2,
3aby + A%bl + A%bg + QA%Ul + QA%UQ = 4b1(14% — A%) + 4b2(A% + A%),
3aby + A%bl + A%bg + 2A%U1 + 2A%U2 = 4b1(A% + A%) — 4b2(A% — A%)

The Lee form is given by

0=uve—vye’+acet
Then, the condition D96 = 0 implies the following
a = 0,
biva = bovy,

vi(Az - A = 0,
va(Az — A7) = 0,

vi(AL + AT) = 245w,

vy (AL 4+ A2) = 2420

Suppose that vy # 0. Then the above equations imply that A} = A2 = Al = A? =0 and
Qb% — b1U1 - 2’0% == 0,
2b3 — bovg — 203 = 0.

We remark that - v # 0. We have then two cases:

00 O
i) b-v > 0: the canonical Jordan form of ad,,|, up to scalingis [0 1 0 |, which corre-
0 0 -1
sponds to Az 4 @ A;.
0 0 O
ii) b-v < 0: the canonical Jordan form of ad.,|, up to scalingis {0 0 1|, which corre-
0 -1 0

sponds to Az e @ A;.

Now, if we suppose that v; = 0 then 6 = vy e? # 0 implies that vy # 0. We can then deduce that
by = Al = A2 = Al = A2 = 0. Because J is non integrable, we have by # 0. We conclude that
Qb% — bovg — 22}% = 0, with bove # 0. We obtain then the same canonical Jordan forms as above.

O
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