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CANONICAL ALMOST-KÄHLER METRICS DUAL TO GENERAL

PLANE-FRONTED WAVE LORENTZIAN METRICS

MEHDI LEJMI AND XI SISI SHEN

Abstract. In the compact setting, Aazami and Ream [1] proved that Riemannian metrics dual
to a class of Lorentzian metrics, called (compact) general plane-fronted waves, are almost-Kähler.
In this note, we explain how to construct extremal and second-Chern–Einstein non-Kähler almost-
Kähler metrics dual to those general plane-fronted waves.

1. introduction

Let (M,g) be a Riemannian manifold of dimension 2n. The Riemannian metric g is called
almost-Kähler if there is a g-orthogonal almost-complex structure J on M such that the induced
2-form ω defined by ω(·, ·) := g(J ·, ·) is a symplectic form. When J is integrable, g is a Kähler
metric. On an almost-Kähler manifold (M,g, ω, J), the 1-parameter family of canonical Hermitian
connections introduced by Gauduchon in [21] all coincide and are equal to the canonical Hermitian
connection ∇ which is the unique connection preserving the almost-Kähler structure (g, ω, J) and
whose torsion is the Nijenhuis tensor of J [29, 21] (in particular ∇ is the Chern connection on
(M,g, ω, J)). More explicitly,

∇XY = D
g
XY −

1

2
J
(

D
g
XJ

)

Y,

where Dg is the Levi–Civita connection with respect to g and X,Y are vector fields on M. The
Hermitian scalar curvature sH of the almost-Kähler metric g is obtained by taking twice the trace
of R∇ the curvature of ∇ with respect to ω.

Donaldson [18] showed how one can use a formal framework of the geometric invariant theory [31]
in order to define natural representatives of almost-Kähler metrics called extremal almost-Kähler
metrics [8, 26, 27]. An almost-Kähler metric g is extremal if the symplectic gradient of sH is
an infinitesimal isometry of J (or equivalently a Killing vector field with respect to g). Extremal
almost-Kähler metrics include almost-Kähler metrics with constant Hermitian scalar curvature and
Calabi extremal Kähler metrics [14]. For more results about extremal non-Kähler almost-Kähler
metrics, we refer the reader to [26, 27, 28, 17, 39, 16, 2, 25, 23, 38, 2, 13]. In addition to extremal
almost-Kähler metrics, other possible canonical almost-Kähler metrics are the so-called second-
Chern–Einstein metrics. Namely, an almost-Kähler metric is second-Chern–Einstein if R∇(ω) is
proportional to ω (here sH is not necessarily constant). When J is integrable, second-Chern–
Einstein almost-Kähler metrics are Kähler–Einstein. On complex manifolds, Hermitian metrics
satisfying the second-Chern–Einstein condition were studied for instance in [20, 22, 37, 17, 30, 35,
3, 4, 10]

Recently, Aazami and Ream [1] demonstrate a one-to-one correspondence between certain
almost-Kähler metrics and a class of Lorentzian metrics called pp-wave spacetimes (see, e.g., [11,
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Chapter 13] and [1] and the references therein). In the compact setting, a generalization of pp-
wave spacetimes is given by general plane-fronted wave Lorentzian metrics [15]. It turns out that
Riemannian metrics dual to general plane-fronted wave Lorentzian metrics are almost-Kähler [1,
Theorem 2].

Theorem 1. [1, Theorem 2] Let (M,gM ) be a closed almost-Kähler manifold. Let ϕ, θ denote
the standard angular coordinates on S

1 × S
1 and H a function on S

1 × M independent of the
first angular coordinate ϕ. Consider the (compact) general plane-fronted wave Lorentzian metric h
defined on S

1 × S
1 ×M :

h := 2 dϕdθ +H dθ2 + gM .

With respect to the vector field

T :=
1

2
(H+ 1) ∂ϕ − ∂θ,

let g denote the Riemannian metric dual to h:

(1) g := h+ 2T ♭ ⊗ T ♭,

where ♭ the h-Lorentzian dual of T . Then g is an almost-Kähler metric on S
1 × S

1 ×M which is
not a warped product.

In the present paper, after Preliminaries, we explain in Section 3 how to construct extremal
almost-Kähler metrics of the form (1) dual to (compact) general plane-fronted wave Lorentzian
metrics and we obtain the following

Theorem. (see Theorem 8) Let (M,gM ) be a closed extremal almost-Kähler manifold with a non-
constant Hermitian scalar curvature sHM . Suppose that H = sHM . Then, on S

1 × S
1 × M , the

metric g, of the form (1) dual to a general plane-fronted wave Lorentzian metric, is an extremal
almost-Kähler metric.

We also remark that when (M,gM ) has a constant Hermitian scalar curvature then the metric
g, of the form (1) dual to a general plane-fronted wave Lorentzian metric has also a constant
Hermitian scalar curvature (see Theorem 6).

In Section 4, we study the second-Chern–Einstein condition and we obtain for instance an infinite
family of second-Chern–Einstein non-Kähler almost-Kähler metrics on S

1×S
1×S

2 of the form (1)
dual to a general plane-fronted waves (see also Theorem 14 in dimension 6).

Theorem. (see Theorem 11) Let Σ be a compact Riemann surface equipped with a Riemannian
metric gΣ. Suppose that H is a non-constant function on Σ. Then, the metric g, of the form (1)
dual to a general plane-fronted wave Lorentzian metric, is a second-Chern–Einstein non-Kähler
almost-Kähler metric on S

1 × S
1 × Σ if and only if

(2) ‖gradgH‖2 = 2sHΣ ,

where gradgH is the gradient of H with respect to the metric g and sHΣ is twice the Gaussian
curvature of (Σ, gΣ). In particular, Σ is isomorphic to the sphere S

2. Moreover, with a suitable
normalization of H, a metric gΣ satisfying Equation (2) always exists.

2. Preliminaries

Let (M,g) be a Riemannian manifold of dimension 2n. The metric g is almost-Kähler if there
is a g-orthogonal almost-complex structure J i.e. g(J ·, J ·) = g(·, ·) such that the 2-form ω(·, ·) :=
g(J ·, ·) is d-closed i.e. dω = 0 where d is the exterior derivative. The almost-complex structure J
is integrable if and only if the Nijenhuis tensor N defined by

4N(X,Y ) := [JX, JY ]− [X,Y ]− J [JX, Y ]− J [X,JY ],

vanishes [32] (hereX,Y are vector fields onM). For an almost-Kähler metric, we have the following

(3) g
(

(Dg
XJ)Y,Z

)

= 2g (JX,N(Y,Z)) ,
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where Dg is the Levi–Civita connection of g. In particular, Dg preserves J if and only if g is Kähler.
The canonical Hermitian connection ∇ is defined by

∇XY = D
g
XY −

1

2
J
(

D
g
XJ

)

Y.

The connection ∇ preserves the almost-Kähler structure (g, ω, J) and its torsion is given by the
Nijenhuis tensor N. We denote by R∇ the curvature of ∇ and we use the convention R∇

X,Y =

∇[X,Y ] − [∇X ,∇Y ]. The first-Chern–Ricci form ρ∇ is defined by

ρ∇(X,Y ) =
1

2

2n
∑

i=1

g
(

R∇

X,Y ei, Jei
)

,

where {e1, e2 = Je1, . . . , e2n−1, e2n = Je2n−1} is a J-adapted g-orthogonal local frame of the
tangent bundle. The 2-form ρ∇ is d-closed and it is a representative of 2πc1(TM, J) the first
Chern class of M. On the other hand, the second-Chern–Ricci form r is defined by

r(X,Y ) =
1

2

2n
∑

i=1

g
(

R∇

ei,Jei
X,Y

)

.

Equivalently, r = R∇(ω). The 2-form r is J-invariant but not closed in general.

Definition 2. An almost-Kähler metric is second-Chern–Einstein if

r = λω,

for some function λ.

We would like to express the difference between ρ∇ and r in terms of the Nijenhuis tensor N .
Denote by ρ⋆ the ⋆-Ricci form defined as

ρ⋆(X,Y ) = Rg(ω)(X,Y ) =
1

2

2n
∑

i=1

g
(

R
g
ei,Jei

X,Y
)

,

where Rg is the curvature of the Levi–Civita connection Dg. Then, from [7], we have

ρ∇(X,Y ) = ρ⋆(X,Y )−
1

4

2n
∑

i=1

g
(

J(Dg
XJ)(Dg

Y J)ei, ei
)

On the other hand from [10, Proposition 1] and Equation(3), it is easy to see that

r(X,Y ) = (ρ⋆)J,+ (X,Y ) +
1

4

2n
∑

i=1

g
(

(Dg
eiJ)(D

g
Jei

J)X,Y
)

,

where (·)J,+ denotes the J-invariant part. We obtain then

r(X,Y ) =
(

ρ∇
)J,+

(X,Y )−
1

4

2n
∑

i=1

g
(

(Dg
XJ)(Dg

Y J)ei, Jei
)

+
1

4

2n
∑

i=1

g
(

(Dg
eiJ)(D

g
Jei

J)X,Y
)

,

From Equation(3), we get the following formula

Corollary 3. Let (M,g) be an almost-Kähler manifold. Then,

r(X,Y ) =
(

ρ∇
)J,+

(X,Y ) +
2n
∑

i,k=1

g (JX,N(ei, ek)) g (Y,N(ei, ek))

+
2n
∑

i,k=1

g (N(X, ek), ei) g (N(Y, ek), Jei) ,
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where {e1, e2 = Je1, . . . , e2n−1, e2n = Je2n−1} is a J-adapted g-orthonormal local frame of the
tangent bundle.

The trace of ρ∇ and r with respect to ω is equal to the Hermitian scalar curvature

sH =
2n
∑

i,k=1

ρ∇(ei, Jei) =
2n
∑

i=1

r(ei, Jei).

On the other hand the Riemannian scalar curvature sg is defined as

sg =
n
∑

i,j=1

g
(

Rg
ei,ej

ei, ej

)

,

and coincides with sH when g is Kähler.

An almost-Kähler metric g is extremal [26] if the symplectic gradient gradωs
H = J gradgsH of

the Hermitian scalar curvature sH is a Killing vector field with respect to g (here gradg denotes
the g-Riemannian gradient).

3. Extremal almost-Kähler metrics dual to general plane-fronted wave

Lorentzian metrics

Let (M,gM , ωM , JM ) be a closed almost-Kähler manifold of dimension 2n. On the manifold M ,
we use the Darboux coordinates {z1, . . . , zn, t1, . . . , tn} defined on an open set. The symplectic
form ωM has the form

ωM =

n
∑

i=1

dzi ∧ dti.

Let ϕ, θ denote the standard angular coordinates on S
1×S

1. Let H be an arbitrary smooth function
on S

1×M that is independent of the angular coordinate ϕ. Then, on S
1×S

1×M , we consider the
almost-Kähler metric g of the form (1) dual to a (compact) general plane-fronted wave Lorentzian
metric. Then, the metric g can be expressed as

(4) g = gM +H (dϕ⊗ dθ + dθ ⊗ dϕ) +
1

2
(1 +H2) dθ2 + 2 dϕ2.

The almost-Kähler metric g is compatible with the following symplectic form ω (i.e. (g, ω) is an
almost-Kähler structure)

(5) ω = ωM + dθ ∧ dϕ.

The metric g is Kähler if and only if H is constant on M and gM is Kähler [1, Theorem 2].

We would like to compute the first-Chern–Ricci form ρ∇ and the Hermitian scalar curvature sH

on the almost-Kähler manifold (S1 × S
1 ×M,g, ω). We apply the formulae computed in [26] using

Darboux coordinates.

Proposition 4. Let ρ∇ be the first-Chern–Ricci form of the almost-Kähler manifold (S1 × S
1 ×

M,g, ω). Then,

ρ∇ = ρ∇M +
1

2

n
∑

i=1

Hθzidθ ∧ dzi +
1

2

n
∑

i=1

Hθtidθ ∧ dti,

where ρ∇M is the first-Chern–Ricci form of (M,gM , ωM , JM ). Here we use the notation Hθzi =
∂2

H

∂θ∂zi
,

etc.

Corollary 5. Let sH be the Hermitian scalar curvature of the almost-Kähler manifold (S1 × S
1 ×

M,g, ω). Then

sH = sHM ,

where sHM is the Hermitian scalar curvature of (M,gM , ωM , JM ).
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Proof. This is a direct consequence of Proposition 4. �

As a consequence of Corollary 5, we obtain the following

Theorem 6. Let (M,gM , ωM , JM ) be a closed almost-Kähler manifold of constant Hermitian scalar
curvature. Then, on S

1 × S
1 × M , the metric g, of the form (1) dual to a general plane-fronted

wave Lorentzian metric, has a constant Hermitian scalar curvature.

We also get the following as a consequence of Proposition 4.

Corollary 7. Let (M,gM , ωM , JM ) be a closed non-Kähler almost-Kähler manifold with a zero
first-Chern–Ricci form ρ∇M = 0. Suppose that H is a function on M . Then, the metric g, of
the form (1) dual to a general plane-fronted wave Lorentzian metric, defines on S

1 × S
1 × M a

non-Kähler almost-Kähler metric with vanishing first-Chern–Ricci form ρ∇ = 0.

Now, we would like to discuss the construction on S
1×S

1×M of extremal almost-Kähler metrics
with non-constant Hermitian scalar curvature.

Theorem 8. Let (M,gM , ωM , JM ) be a closed extremal almost-Kähler manifold with a non-
constant Hermitian scalar curvature sHM . Suppose that H = sHM . Then, on S

1 × S
1 × M , the

metric g, of the form (1) dual to a general plane-fronted wave Lorentzian metric, is an extremal
almost-Kähler metric.

Proof. We need to prove that gradωs
H is a Killing vector field of g, where ω is given by (5). From

Corollary 5, it follows that sH = sHM and so gradωs
H = gradωs

H
M . Consider the JM -adapted gM -

orthonormal local frame of the tangent bundle of M {X1, JMX1, . . . ,Xn, JMXn}. We define as
in [1, Theorem 2]

T =
1

2
(H+ 1)∂ϕ − ∂θ.

The almost-complex structure JM is then extended to an almost-complex structure J on S
1 ×

S
1 ×M by defining

JT =
1

2
(H− 1)∂ϕ − ∂θ.

The frame {X1, JX1, . . . ,Xn, JXn, T, JT} defines on S1×S1×M a J-adapted g-orthonormal local
frame. The g-Riemannian duals of T and JT are the 1-forms

T ♭ =
1

2
(H− 1)dθ + dϕ,(6)

(JT )♭ = −
1

2
(H+ 1)dθ − dϕ.(7)

Then, the Riemannian metric g is given by

(8) g = gM + T ♭ ⊗ T ♭ + (JT )♭ ⊗ (JT )♭.

We prove now that LgradωsHM
g = 0, where L is the Lie derviative. First, for any two vectors Xi,Xj

in {X1, JX1, . . . ,Xn, JXn}, we have
(

LgradωsHM
g
)

(Xi,Xj) =
(

(LgradωsHM
T ♭)⊙ T ♭ + LgradωsHM

(JT )♭ ⊙ (JT )♭
)

(Xi,Xj) = 0,

using (8) and because gradωs
H
M is a Killing vector field of gM . For the same reasons

(

LgradωsHM
g
)

(T,Xi) =
(

LgradωsHM
g
)

(JT,Xi) = 0.
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Moreover using Cartan formula and the fact that g(gradωs
H
M , T ) = g(gradωs

H
M , JT ) = 0 we get

(

LgradωsHM
g
)

(T, T ) =
(

(LgradωsHM
T ♭)⊙ T ♭ + LgradωsHM

(JT )♭ ⊙ (JT )♭
)

(T, T ),

= 2
(

LgradωsHM
T ♭

)

(T ),

= 2 dT ♭(gradωs
H
M , T ),

= (dH ∧ dθ) (gradωs
H
M , T ),

= −dH ∧
(

T ♭ + (JT )♭
)

(gradωs
H
M , T ),

= −dsHM
(

gradωs
H
M

)

= 0.

Here we use the assumption that H = sHM and the fact that −dθ = T ♭ + (JT )♭ which follows
from (6) and (7). In a similar way,

(

LgradωsHM
g
)

(JT, JT ) =
(

(LgradωsHM
T ♭)⊙ T ♭ + LgradωsHM

(JT )♭ ⊙ (JT )♭
)

(JT, JT ),

= 2
(

LgradωsHM
(JT )♭

)

(JT ),

= 2 d(JT )♭(gradωs
H
M , JT ),

= − (dH ∧ dθ) (gradωs
H
M , JT ),

= dH ∧
(

T ♭ + (JT )♭
)

(gradωs
H
M , JT ),

= dsHM
(

gradωs
H
M

)

= 0.

(

LgradωsHM
g
)

(T, JT ) =
(

(LgradωsHM
T ♭)⊙ T ♭ + LgradωsHM

(JT )♭ ⊙ (JT )♭
)

(T, JT ),

=
(

LgradωsHM
T ♭

)

(JT ) +
(

LgradωsHM
(JT )♭

)

(T ),

= dT ♭(gradωs
H
M , JT ) + d(JT )♭(gradωs

H
M , T ),

=
1

2
(dH ∧ dθ) (gradωs

H
M , JT )−

1

2
(dH ∧ dθ) (gradωs

H
M , T ),

= −
1

2
dH ∧

(

T ♭ + (JT )♭
)

(gradωs
H
M , JT ) +

1

2
dH ∧

(

T ♭ + (JT )♭
)

(gradωs
H
M , T ) = 0.

The theorem follows. �

4. Second-Chern–Einstein almost-Kähler metrics dual to general plane-fronted

wave Lorentzian metrics

4.1. The four-dimensional case. Let Σ be a compact Riemann surface with a Riemannian
metric gΣ and a complex structure JΣ. In this section, we would like to investigate the existence of
second-Chern–Einstein almost-Kähler metrics of the form (1) dual to a general plane-fronted wave
Lorentzian metric on S

1 × S
1 × Σ. On Σ, we use the isothermal coordinates {x, y} so that

gΣ = e2u (dx⊗ dx+ dy ⊗ dy) ,

for some function u = u(x, y).

We have the gΣ-unit vectors

X = e−u∂x, JΣX = e−u∂y.
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The complex structure JΣ is extended to an almost-complex structure J on S
1 × S

1 × Σ by
considering the vector fields

T =
1

2
(H+ 1)∂ϕ − ∂θ,

JT =
1

2
(H− 1)∂ϕ − ∂θ.

On the almost-Kähler manifold (S1 × S
1 × Σ, g, J), where g is of the form (1), we can express

the second-Chern-Ricci form r in terms of the first-Chern–Ricci form ρ∇ using Corollary 3 or [10,
Proposition 24]

(9) r =
(

ρ∇
)J,+

−
1

4
‖N‖2ω + 4 (N(X,T ))♭ ∧ (JN(X,T ))♭ ,

where (·)J,+ denotes the J-invariant part, N is the Nijenhuis tensor of J , ‖N‖2 = 8‖N(X,T )‖2

and ♭ denotes the g-Riemannian dual.

Now, we compute r using (9). First, we have

[X,T ] = [X,JT ] =
X(H)

2
(T − JT ) ,

[JX, T ] = [JX, JT ] =
JX(H)

2
(T − JT ) .

Hence,

4N(X,T ) = [JX, JT ] − [X,T ]− J [X,JT ]− J [JX, T ],

=
JX(H)

2
(T − JT )−

X(H)

2
(T − JT )−

X(H)

2
(JT + T )−

JX(H)

2
(JT + T ) ,

= −X(H)T − JX(H)JT.

We obtain that

4 (N(X,T ))♭ ∧ (JN(X,T ))♭ =
(X(H))2 + (JX(H))2

4
T ♭ ∧ (JT )♭,

=
(X(H))2 + (JX(H))2

4
dθ ∧ dϕ.(10)

On the other hand, we compute ρ∇ using isothermal coordinates on Σ and we get the following

Proposition 9. On (S1 × S
1 × Σ, g, J), we have

ρ∇ = −dJdu+
1

2
Hxθ dθ ∧ dx+

1

2
Hyθ dθ ∧ dy,

where Hxθ =
∂2

H

∂x∂θ , etc.

Proof. We follow computations done in [5, 6]. Two independant J-anti-invariant forms φ, Jφ =
−φ(J ·, ·) of square norms 2 are given by

φ = X♭ ∧ T ♭ − (JX)♭ ∧ (JT )♭,

= eu
(

dx ∧

(

1

2
(H− 1)dθ + dϕ

)

+ dy ∧

(

1

2
(H+ 1)dθ + dϕ

))

,

and

Jφ = X♭ ∧ (JT )♭ + (JX)♭ ∧ T ♭,

= eu
(

dy ∧

(

1

2
(H− 1)dθ + dϕ

)

− dx ∧

(

1

2
(H+ 1)dθ + dϕ

))

.

We then have
dφ = τφ ∧ φ, d(Jφ) = τJφ ∧ Jφ,
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for some 1-forms τφ, τJφ. We obtain that

τφ =

(

ux +
Hx

2
−

Hy

2

)

dx+

(

uy +
Hx

2
−

Hy

2

)

dy = du+

(

Hx

2
−

Hy

2

)

(dx+ dy),

and

τJφ =

(

ux −
Hx

2
−

Hy

2

)

dx+

(

uy +
Hx

2
+

Hy

2

)

dy = du−

(

Hx

2
+

Hy

2

)

(dx− dy).

The first-Chern–Ricci form is given by

ρ∇ = −
1

2
d (Jτφ + JτJφ) .

The proposition follows. �

Combining (9) and (10) and Proposition 9, we get the following

Corollary 10. On (S1 × S
1 ×Σ, g, J), the second-Chern-Ricci form is given by

r = −dJdu+
Hxθ −HHyθ

4
dθ ∧ dx+

Hyθ −HHxθ

4
dθ ∧ dy −

Hyθ

2
dϕ ∧ dx+

Hxθ

2
dϕ ∧ dy

−
(X(H))2 + (JX(H))2

8
ω +

(X(H))2 + (JX(H))2

4
dθ ∧ dϕ.

As a consequence of Corollary 10, we get the following theorem

Theorem 11. Let Σ be a compact Riemann surface equipped with a Riemannian metric gΣ. Sup-
pose that H is a non-constant function on Σ. Then, the metric g, of the form (1) dual to a general
plane-fronted wave Lorentzian metric, is a second-Chern–Einstein non-Kähler almost-Kähler met-
ric on S

1 × S
1 × Σ if and only if

(11) ‖gradgH‖2 = 2sHΣ ,

where gradgH is the gradient of H with respect to the metric g and sHΣ is twice the Gaussian
curvature of (Σ, gΣ). In particular, Σ is isomorphic to the sphere S

2. Moreover, for a suitable
normalization of H, a metric gΣ satisfying Equation (11) always exists.

Proof. We will only prove the last statement. Let g0 be the metric on Σ with Gaussian curvature
equal to 1. Suppose that gΣ = e2fg0, for some function f. Then, Equation (11) is equivalent to

‖gradg0H‖20 = 2e2f sHΣ ,

where the gradient and the norm are with respect to g0. So given a function H on Σ, we need to
find a solution f to

‖gradg0H‖20 = 4 + 4∆g0f,

where ∆g0 is the Laplacian with respect to g0. We conclude that given a non-constant H, there
exists a metric gΣ satisfying Equation (11) if H is normalized so that

∫

Σ
‖gradg0H‖20 = 4Vg0 ,

where Vg0 is the total volume with respect to g0. �

Remark 12. If H is a constant function and sHΣ = 0, in particular Σ is isomorphic to the torus
T 2, then we get a Kähler Ricci flat metric on S

1 × S
1 × Σ.

Theorem 11 provides examples of non-Kähler almost-Kähler metrics g that are second-Chern–
Einstein and weakly ⋆-Einstein (i.e. the ⋆-Ricci form ρ⋆ is proportional to ω) with a J-anti-
invariant Riemannian Ricci tensor (in particular the Riemannian scalar curvature sg = 0) and a
J-invariant first-Chern–Ricci form with c1(S

1×S
1×S

2, J) = 0. We remark that neither s⋆ = 2sH =
‖gradgH‖2 can be constant nor g can be Riemannian Einstein unless the metric g is Kähler [19]
(see also [9, 36, 33, 34]) (here s⋆ is twice the trace of ⋆-Ricci form with respect to ω).
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4.2. Six-dimensional example. We would like to construct here a six-dimensional example of
second-Chern–Einstein non-Kähler almost-Kähler metric of the form (1) dual to a general plane-
fronted wave Lorentzian metric. We denote by M = P (O

CP
1 ⊕O

CP
1(1)) the first-Hirzebruch

surface. On M, we consider the U(2)-invariant Kähler metric gM given by [12]

gM = h2
(

e1 ⊗ e1 + e2 ⊗ e2
)

+ h2h′
2
e3 ⊗ e3 + dt2,

where e1, e2, e3 are the invariant 1-forms on S
3 dual to the vectors X,Y,Z satisfying [X,Y ] =

2V, [Y, V ] = 2X, [V,X] = 2Y and t is a coordinate transverse to the U(2)-orbits. The function
h = h(t) is a positive function on the interval (0, l) and satisfy the boundary conditions

(12) h(0) > 0, h(l) > 0, h′′(0) =
1

h(0)
, h′′(l) = −

1

h(l)
, h(2p+1)(0) = h(2p+1)(l) = 0, ∀ p ≥ 0.

Let {E1 = 1
hX,E2 = 1

hY,E3 = 1
hh′V,E4 = ∂

∂t} be a local gM -orthonormal basis of the tangent
bundle of M and we consider the gM -orthogonal complex structure JM defined by

E2 = JME1, E4 = JME3.

On S
1 × S

1 ×M , we consider the almost-Kähler metric g of the form (1) dual to a general plane-
fronted wave Lorentzian metric. The complex structure JM is extended to an almost-complex
structure J on S

1 × S
1 ×M by introducing T, JT defined by

T =
1

2
(H+ 1)∂ϕ − ∂θ,

JT =
1

2
(H− 1)∂ϕ − ∂θ.

Suppose that H is a function on M invariant under the action of U(2) so H = H(t). Since H is a
function on M then it follows from Proposition 4 that on (S1 × S

1 ×M,g, J)

ρ∇ = ρ∇M ,

where ρ∇M is the first-Chern–Ricci form of (M,gM , JM ).

Proposition 13. On (S1 × S
1 ×M,g, J), we have

r = ρ∇M −
1

8
H

′2E♭
3 ∧E♭

4 +
1

8
H

′2dθ ∧ dϕ,

where ♭ denotes the g-Riemannian dual and H
′ = H

′(t).

Proof. We consider the J-adapted local g-orthonormal frame {e1, . . . , e6} = {E1, E2, E3, E4, T, JT}.
We have

[E4, T ] = [E4, JT ] =
H′

2
(T − JT ).

Hence, 4N(E3, T ) = −H′JT and 4N(E4, T ) = −H′T , where N is the Nijenhuis tensor of J. Using
Corollary 3, we have the following

r(Ei, Ej)− ρ∇M (Ei, Ej) =
6

∑

l,k=1

g (JEi, N(el, ek)) g (Ej, N(el, ek))

+
6

∑

l,k=1

g (N(Ei, ek), el) g (N(Ej , ek), Jel) ,

=
6

∑

l,k=1

g (N(Ei, ek), el) g (N(Ej , ek), Jel) .
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In particular,
(

r − ρ∇M
)

applied to the pairs (E1, E2), (E1, E3), (E1, E4), (E2, E3) and (E2, E4) van-
ishes. However,

r(E3, E4)− ρ∇M (E3, E4) = −2g (N(E3, T ), JT ) g (N(E4, T ), T ) ,

= −
1

8
H′2.

Similarly, using Corollary 3,
(

r − ρ∇M
)

applied to (Ei, T ) and (Ei, JT ) vanishes. Finally,

r(T, JT ) =

6
∑

l,k=1

g (JT,N(el, ek)) g (JT,N(el, ek)) +

6
∑

l,k=1

g (N(T, ek), el) g (N(JT, ek), Jel) ,

=

6
∑

l,k=1

g (JT,N(el, ek))
2 −

6
∑

l,k=1

g (N(T, ek), el)
2 ,

=
1

8
H′2.

�

The form ρ∇M was computed in [24] (see also [4]). Hence, from Proposition 13 we get that on
(S1 × S

1 ×M,g, J) the second-Chern–Ricci form is

(13) r =
4− 4h′2 − 2hh′′

h2
E♭

1 ∧ E♭
2 −

(

5h′h′′ + hh′′′

hh′
+

1

8
H′2

)

E♭
3 ∧ E♭

4 +
1

8
H′2dθ ∧ dϕ.

We would like to find second-Chern–Einstein almost-Kähler metrics on (S1×S
1×M,g, J, ω) where

ω = E♭
1 ∧E♭

2 + E♭
3 ∧ E♭

4 + dθ ∧ dϕ.

Then, it follows from (13) that we need to solve

(14) −
h′′′

h′
−

h′′

h
+ 8

h′2

h2
−

8

h2
= 0,

where the function h = h(t) satisfies the boundary conditions (12) with

(15)
4− 4h′2 − 2hh′′

h2
= −

5h′h′′ + hh′′′

2hh′
=

1

8
H′2 ≥ 0.

We introduce the function y = y(h) defined by h′ =
√

y(h). Then, h′′ = 1
2y

′(h) and h′′′ = 1
2y

′′(h)h′

(here y′(h) is the derivative with respect to h etc). Then, Equation (14) becomes

−
1

2
y′′ −

1

2h
y′ +

8

h2
y =

8

h2
.

The solution is given by

y(h) = c1h
4 +

c2
h4

+ 1,

for some constants c1, c2. Denote by h(0) = h0 > 0 and h(l) = hl > 0. To satisfy the boundary
conditions (12), we need a solution y(h) such that

y(h0) = y(hl) = 0, y′(h0) =
2

h0
, y′(hl) = −

2

hl
.

Then,

c1 = −
1

h40 + h4l
,

c2 = −
h40h

4
l

h40 + h4l
,

h40 + h4l = −2(h40 − h4l ).(16)
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Define x = hl

h0
. Then, Equation (16) is equivalent to

P (x) = −x4 + 3 = 0.

Remark that P (1) = 2 > 0, and so we get the existence of a solution of P (x) = 0 with x = hl

h0
> 1.

Thus, there are solutions of (16) making h a positive and an increasing function on the interval
(0, l) and satisfying the boundary conditions (12). We also remark that the function y = y(h) is a
positive on the interval (h0, hl). Explicitly,

y(h) = −
1

4h40
h4 −

3h40
4

h−4 + 1,

where h0 > 0.

Moreover, the condition (15) is also satisfied for any h0 > 0 (actually H′(t) is nowhere zero on
the interval [0, l]).

We can then define the function t(h) on the interval (0, l) to be

t(h) =

∫ h

h0

dh
√

y(h)
.

The function h(t) is then the inverse of t(h). We deduce then the following

Theorem 14. Let M be the first-Hirzebruch surface. Then, there exists on S
1 × S

1 × M an
infinite family of non-Kähler almost-Kähler second-Chern–Einstein metrics of the form (1) dual
to a general plane-fronted wave Lorentzian metric, of positive (non-constant) Hermitian scalar
curvature.
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[35] F. Podestà. Homogeneous Hermitian manifolds and special metrics. Transform. Groups, 23(4):1129–1147, 2018.
(Cited on page 1.)

[36] K. Sekigawa and L. Vanhecke. Four-dimensional almost Kähler Einstein manifolds. Ann. Mat. Pura Appl. (4),
157:149–160, 1990. (Cited on page 8.)

[37] J. Streets and G. Tian. Hermitian curvature flow. J. Eur. Math. Soc. (JEMS), 13(3):601–634, 2011. (Cited on
page 1.)

[38] A. D. Vedova and A. Gatti. Almost Kähler geometry of adjoint orbits of semisimple Lie groups. Math. Z.,
301(3):3141–3183, 2022. (Cited on page 1.)

[39] L. Vezzoni. A note on canonical Ricci forms on 2-step nilmanifolds. Proc. Amer. Math. Soc., 141(1):325–333,
2013. (Cited on page 1.)

Department of Mathematics, Bronx Community College of CUNY, Bronx, NY 10453, USA.

Email address: mehdi.lejmi@bcc.cuny.edu

Department of Mathematics, Columbia University, New York, NY 10027, USA.

Email address: xss@math.columbia.edu


	1. introduction
	2. Preliminaries
	3. Extremal almost-Kähler metrics dual to general plane-fronted wave Lorentzian metrics
	4. Second-Chern–Einstein almost-Kähler metrics dual to general plane-fronted wave Lorentzian metrics
	4.1. The four-dimensional case
	4.2. Six-dimensional example

	References

