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COURANT-NIJENHUIS ALGEBROIDS

HENRIQUE BURSZTYN, THIAGO DRUMMOND, AND CLARICE NETTO

ABSTRACT. We introduce Courant 1-derivations, which describe a compatibility between Cou-
rant algebroids and linear (1,1)-tensor fields and lead to the notion of Courant-Nijenhuis alge-
broids. We provide examples of Courant 1-derivations on exact Courant algebroids and show
that holomorphic Courant algebroids can be viewed as special types of Courant-Nijenhuis al-
gebroids. By considering Dirac structures, one recovers the Dirac-Nijenhuis structures of [5]
(in the special case of the standard Courant algebroid) and obtains an equivalent description
of Lie-Nijenhuis bialgebroids [9] via Manin triples.
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1. INTRODUCTION

A 1-derivation on a vector bundle £ — M is a connection-like object that codifies a linear
(1,1)-tensor field on the total space of E in the same way that usual derivations of vector bundles
correspond to linear vector fields. As it turns out, many examples of compatibility conditions
involving structures of interest in Poisson geometry can be conveniently expressed in terms of
such 1-derivations; in this context, a special role is played by “Nijenhuis 1-derivations”, i.e.,
1-derivations whose corresponding linear (1,1)-tensor fields have vanishing Nijenhuis torsion.

A motivating example is that of Poisson-Nijenhuis structures [21], originally formulated in
terms of an intricate notion of compatibility involving Poisson structures and Nijenhuis opera-

tors (that includes the vanishing of the so-called Magri-Morosi concomitant). From the recent
1
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viewpoint of [4] 9], this is understood as follows: a Nijenhuis operator r on a manifold M canon-
ically gives rise to a 1-derivation on T'M and a dual one on T*M, and the compatibility of r
with a Poisson bivector field 7 is simply that 7 : TM — T*M intertwines these 1-derivations.
This perspective leads the way to different generalizations, such as

(a) Dirac-Nijenhuis structures [5],
(b) Lie-Nijenhuis bialgebroids [9].

Just as Poisson structures are particular examples of both Dirac structures and Lie bialge-
broids [8], [19], Poisson-Nijenhuis structures are special cases of the objects in (a) and (b). In
this paper, we take a step further and introduce the closely related notion of Courant-Nijenhuis
algebroid.

Dirac-Nijenhuis structures and Lie-Nijenhuis bialgebroids are motivated by the theory of
Lie groupoids, in that they arise as infinitesimal counterparts of presymplectic-Nijenhuis and
Poisson-Nijenhuis groupoids, respectively, generalizing the correspondence between Poisson-
Nijenhuis structures and symplectic-Nijenhuis groupoids from [27], see [5,[9]. An important class
of examples is given by holomorphic structures. Any holomorphic vector bundle can be seen as
a smooth real vector bundle equipped with a special type of Nijenhuis 1-derivation, that we call
a “Dolbeault 1-derivation”. In this particular context, (a) and (b) recover holomorphic Dirac
structures and holomorphic Lie bialgebroids, respectively, and their integrations correspond to
holomorphic presymplectic and holomorphic Poisson groupoids.

Courant algebroids are central ingredients in the theory of Dirac structures and Lie bialge-
broids. The main object of study in this paper is a notion of compatibility between 1-derivations
and Courant algebroids, described in Definition B3] by what we call a Courant I1-derivation.
A Courant algebroid equipped with a Courant 1-derivation that is also Nijenhuis is called a
Courant-Nijenhuis algebroid. Dirac structures therein generalize the Dirac-Nijenhuis structures
of [B] and provide an alternative approach to the Lie-Nijenhuis bialgebroids of [9] via Manin
triples.

The paper is structured as follows. In § 2] we recall 1-derivations on vector bundles, their
main examples and properties, including the notion of duality, the Nijenhuis condition, and their
compatibility with (pre-)Lie algebroid structures. Courant 1-derivations and Courant-Nijenhuis
algebroids are introduced in § B along with their Dirac structures. As a basic example, we show
that any (1,1)-tensor field on a manifold M canonically defines a Courant 1-derivation on the
standard Courant algebroid TM = TM @ T*M that underlies the Dirac-Nijenhuis structures
studied in [5]. In § d we consider more general Courant 1-derivations on TM, including a
class of examples obtained through the additional choice of a (pseudo-)riemannian metric; in
this case, the Nijenhuis condition is shown to be related to the Kahler compatibility condi-
tion (Prop. [4H). In § B we show (Theorem [5.3]) that Courant-Nijenhuis algebroids defined by
Dolbeault 1-derivations coincide with holomorphic Courant algebroids. In § [6l we consider la-
grangian splittings of Courant algebroids equipped with Courant 1-derivations (Theorem [6.1]).
We show in particular that the Drinfeld double of a Lie-Nijenhuis bialgebroid is a Courant-
Nijenhuis algebroid, thereby establishing an equivalence between Lie-Nijenhuis bialgebroids
and Courant-Nijenhuis algebroids equipped with splittings by Dirac-Nijenhuis structures.

Remark 1.1. Other works in the literature involve Nijenhuis structures and Courant algebroids
but follow a different direction. Nijenhuis tensors on Courant algebroids have been considered by
various authors [7, [0, [15], with applications to deformations, hierarchies and compatibilities
of geometric structures, see e.g. [I, 2]. The fundamental objects of interest in these papers
are vector bundle endomorphisms N : E — FE with vanishing Nijenhuis torsion, where F
is a Courant algebroid and Nijenhuis torsion is defined with respect to the Courant bracket.
In contrast, the present paper studies a notion of compatibility between a (ordinary) linear
Nijenhuis operator K : TE — TFE on the total space of ¥ and the Courant structure on E.
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2. 1-DERIVATIONS ON VECTOR BUNDLES

A central role in this paper is played by 1-derivations on vector bundles, so we start by briefly
recalling their definition and basic properties.

Let p : E — M be a smooth, real vector bundle. A I-derivation on E — M is a triple
D = (D,l,r), where r : TM — TM and | : E — E are vector-bundle maps covering the
identity, and D : I'(E) — I'(T*M ® E) is an R-linear map satisfying the following Leibniz-type
condition:

(2.1) Dx(fo) = fDx(o) + (Lx [) (o) = (Lrx)f) 0,
where X € X(M), o0 € I'(F) and f € C*°(M), and we use the notation
DX P(E) —)P(E), Dx(O') :Zx(D(O'))

Note that the linear combination of 1-derivations (defined componentwise) is a 1-derivation.
Let F' C E be a subbundle (over the same base, for simplicity).

Definition 2.1. We say that F is D-invariant if
e [(F)CF,
o Dx(I'(F)) CT'(F), VX € X(M).

When F' is D-invariant, D restricts to a 1-derivation on F,
(Dlr(ry, Ur, 7).

2.1. Equivalence with linear (1,1)-tensors fields. Just as usual derivations on a vector
bundle E — M are equivalent to linear vector fields on E (see e.g. [20]), 1-derivations are in
bijective correspondence with linear (1,1)-tensor fields, see [4, § 6.1] and [5], § 2.1].

Let K € QYE,TE), i.e. K is a (1,1)-tensor field on the total space E, that we view as
a vector-bundle morphism K : TE — TFE. We say that K is linear if K : TE — TFE is
also a vector-bundle morphism from the tangent prolongation bundle TE — T'M to itself (not
necessarily covering the identity on T'M). Linear (1,1)-tensor fields form a linear subspace of
QY E,TE). The reader can find a detailed treatment of linear tensors in [4], where the results
stated in this section can be found.

Any linear (1,1)-tensor field K : TE — T'E gives rise to a 1-derivation D = (D,l,r) on E as
follows: r: TM — T'M is the restriction of K|ys to vectors tangent to the zero section,  : E —
E is the restriction of K|y to vectors tangent to the p-fibers, and D : T'(F) —» I'(T*M ® E) is
the R-linear map defined by

Dx(0) = (L K)(X), oeD(E), X eTM,

where o1 € X(E) is the vertical lift of o € T'(E), given by o'(e) = %L:Oe + to(p(e)). This
assignment establishes a linear bijection between linear (1,1)-tensor fields and 1-derivations on
E with natural functorial properties, see [0, Thm. 2.1]. A direct consequence is that a subbundle
(F— M) C (F — M) is D-invariant if and only if it is preserved by the corresponding linear
(1,1) tensor field K,
K(TF)CTF.
Let us give some examples.
Example 2.2 (Connections). A connection V on E defines a 1-derivation with r =0, [ = idg

and D = V. The corresponding linear (1,1)-tensor field K : TE — TFE is the projection
operator on the vertical bundle ker(Tp) C T'E along the horizontal bundle defined by V. o
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Example 2.3 (Tangent and cotangent lifts). Given a (1,1)-tensor on M, r : TM — TM, its
tangent lift %9 : T(TM) — T(TM) and cotangent lift 79 : T(T*M) — T(T*M) are linear
(1,1)-tensor fields on T'M and T*M, respectively, defined as follows:

T,tg =0oTro 67 (Wcan)b o TCtg = (<P¢ wcan)ba

where © : T(TM) — T(TM) is the canonical involution of the double tangent bundle T'(T'M),
Wean 18 the canonical symplectic form on T*M, and ¢, : T*M — T*M is just r* seen as a
smooth map from T*M to itself. The linearity of %9 and r°Y was proved in [9, Thm. 3.4], along
with the identification of their corresponding 1-derivations as

D= (D",r,r), and D" = (D"* r*r),
where, for X € X(M), D% : X(M) — X(M) and DY : QY (M) — QY (M) are given by
(2:2) (V) = (Lyr)(X) = [V, r(X)] = r([Y; X]),
) =

Dx
(2.3) DY (a) = Lx(r*a) — Ly(x)o.

<&

Example 2.4 (Holomorphic structures and Dolbeault 1-derivations). Let r : TM — TM be
a complex structure on M. A holomorphic vector bundle £ — M can be regarded as a real
vector bundle E — M equipped with a fibrewise complex structure [ € End(FE), I? = —1d, and
a flat T%!-connection @ on the complex vector bundle (£,1) [22]. One can equivalently express
the holomorphic structure on E determined by 7, I and 9 as a 1-derivation DP° = (D, 1,r),
where

(2.4) Dx(0) = 1(0x4ir(x)0)-

Such 1-derivations arising from holomorphic structures will be referred to as Dolbeault 1-
derivations, and they are characterized by the fact that the corresponding linear (1,1)-tensor
fields K : TE — TE are complex structures on the total space of E (see Example be-
low). Subbundles of E which are DP?®-invariant (in the sense of Def. EZT]) are holomorphic
subbundles.

As special cases, the holomorphic structures on 7'M and T*M induced by a complex structure
r: TM — TM are given by the 1-derivations D" and D™* from the previous example, with
corresponding linear complex structures r'9 and r°9, see [9] § 5.1]. o

2.2. The Nijenhuis condition. Let T : TN — TN be a (1,1)-tensor field on a manifold N.
The Nijenhuis torsion of T is N7 € Q%(E, TE) given by

NT(Xl,XQ) = [T(X1)7T(X2)] — T([X17X2]T)7 Xl, X2 < %(N),

where [Xl,XQ]T = [T(X1)7X2] + [Xl,T(XQ)] — T([Xl,XQ] is the deformed bracket. If N7 = 0,
T is called a Nijenhuis operator.

By the equivalence between 1-derivations and linear (1,1)-tensor fields, properties of the latter
can be expressed in terms of the former. Let D = (D,[,r) be a 1-derivation with corresponding
linear (1,1)-tensor field K on E. It is proven in [4, § 6] that

N, =0,
(2.5) Nk =0<= < Dx(l(o)) —(Dx(0)) =0,
[(Dix,y1(0)) = [Dx, Dy|(0) = Dix,y},(0) = 0,
where [Dx, Dy] is the commutator of operators on I'(E). We refer to the equations on the right

hand side as the Nijenhuis equations for the 1-derivation (D,[,r), and 1-derivations satisfying
them will be called Nijenhuis 1-derivations.
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We will also consider the algebraic condition K? = —idrg, saying that K is an almost
complex structure on the total space of E. In this case, it is also proven in [4, Cor. 6.2] that

r? = —idpu,

(2.6) K? = —idrp <~ 1? = —idg,
Dyx)(@) + U(Dx () = 0.

Example 2.5 (Dolbeault 1-derivations revisited). Following Example 2.4] a Dolbeault 1-deri-
vation on E — M is a 1-derivation (D,[,r) on E satisfying both the Nijenhuis equations (2.5])
and the almost complex equations (2.0)); note that these conditions exactly say that (M,r) is a
complex manifold and

(2.7) 5X+ir(X) = —I(Dx)

is a flat T%!'-connection on the complex vector bundle (E,l). We will think of a holomorphic
vector bundle £ as a pair

£ = ( E, DDolb)
given by a real vector bundle E — M equipped with a Dolbeault 1-derivation DD, o

2.3. Duality. Just as usual connections, 1-derivations on a vector bundle £ — M possess a
duality operation that establishes a bijection between 1-derivations on F and E*. Given a
1-derivation D = (D,l,r) on E, its dual 1-derivation is D* = (D*,l*,r), where D* : I'(E*) —
I'(T*M ® E*) is characterized by

(28) <D;( (M)a U> =Lx <M7 l(U)> - ET(X) <M7 U> - <M7 Dx (U)>
The corresponding linear (1,1)-tensor on E* is denoted by
K" :T(E*) = T(E")

and admits the following characterization. If ((-,-)) : TE xpp T(E*) — TM x R is the non-
degenerate, symmetric, bilinear pairing obtained from differentiation of the natural pairing
(-,-): E Xy B* - M xR, then

(KEWU),KT(V)) =(TUU),V), Y(UV)eTE xruy T(E").

Applying duality in Examples [2.2] 2.3] and [24] one obtains the following (see [9] § 2.1.2] for
details):

e For the 1-derivation associated to a connection V, the dual 1-derivation corresponds to
the dual connection V* on E*.

e For r : TM — TM, the 1-derivations D" and D™* (corresponding to 7% and r°%) are
dual to each other.

e A Il-derivation D is Nijenhuis if and only if so is D*, see [9]; in this case, D satisfies the
almost complex conditions if and only if so does D*. As a consequence, D is a Dolbeault
1-derivation if and only if so is D*. For a holomorphic vector bundle £, the dual to its
Dolbeault 1-derivation is the Dolbeault 1-derivation corresponding to the holomorphic
structure of the dual £*, see Example 2.7 below.

It will be useful to extend, for each X € X(M), the operator D% to I'(A™E*) as follows:

(2.9) Dx(f) =—Lyx)f,
(2.10) Dx(p)(o1, - yom) =Lxp(l(o1), .. om) = Loxyu(01,5 -+ - s Om)

m
- Z(_l)kilu(DX(Uk% O1s--- 75;7 s 7Um)7
k=1
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where f € C*°(M), and m > 1. Note that D% (x) does not define an element of I'(A"™E*) in
general, since it is not C°°(M)-multilinear. In general, Dx(u)(o1,-) is skew-symmetric as a
map from (m — 1) copies of I'(E) to C*°(M), and it satisfies

D (u)(fo1,-) = fDx(u)(o1,),
D (u)(o1, foo,) = fDx(u)(01,02,-) + (Lx [)(p(l(01), 02, -) = plo1, (02),-)).
Let us consider
Li(AET) = {p e T(NTE") | p(l(o1), 02,+) = p(o1,1(02),-), Voi, o2 € T(E)}.
The next result follows immediately.

Proposition 2.6. For p € I'(AN"E*), D% (1) € T(A™E*) if and only if p € T'1(N"E*). More-
over, if [Dx,l] = Dx ol —lo Dx =0, then D% (I';(A*E*) C I'}(A\*E™).

Recall from (23] that condition [Dx,!] = 0 holds if D is Nijenhuis.
In the following, for u € T'(A™E*), we shall denote by j; the element of I'(E* @ A~ 1E*)
given by p; =0 if m =0, and

//Jl(o-; 01y - ,O-mfl) = M(Z(U)a 01y - ’O-mfl),
for m > 1, in such a way that pu € T';)(A™E*) if and only if y; € T(A™E™).

Example 2.7. For a holomorphic vector bundle £ = (E, DPW), with DP = (D,1,r), the
dual 1-derivation DPo* = (D* I*,r) is a Dolbeault 1-derivation on E* corresponding to the
holomorphic structure on the complex vector bundle (E*,1*) given by the T%!-connection 9"
dual to 0, see (7). Note also that (E*,*) is identified with the bundle of complex-linear
functionals (F,l) — C via

(2.11) o= — 1.

Let us denote the complex exterior algebra bundle of (E*,1*) by AcE*, so that I'(AZ'E*) is the
bundle of complex-multilinear alternating m-forms on (F,[), that carries a natural extension
of @". The map (ZII) extends to an isomorphism

O : Ty (AME") = T(AFE"), O(p) =p—ip,

of C*°(M,C)-modules (multiplication by i on I';(A™E*) corresponds to the operation u — py).
This isomorphism satisfies
* e ¥
®(Dx(n) = laX—f—ir(X)cI)(M)
showing that the extension of D* (as in 23) and ([2I0)) matches that of 8 . In particular,
p € Ty (AN E*) satisfies D*(u) = 0 if and only if p — iy € I(AFE*) is a holomorphic section.
Hence, for each open subset U C M, elements in I'j(A*E*|y7) in the kernel of D* characterize

holomorphic sections of I'(AZ E*|¢7) in terms of their real parts.
o

2.4. Compatibility with (pre-)Lie algebroids. The discussion in this subsection will be
used later in the context of Dirac structures and lagrangian splittings of Courant algebroids.

Let us a consider a vector bundle A — M equipped with an anchor map p: A — TM (i.e.,
a vector bundle map over the identity map on M) and an R-bilinear, skew-symmetric bracket
[,-] on I'(A) such that

la, fb] = fla,b] + (‘cp(a)f)b,

for a,b € I'(A) and f € C*°(M). The triple (A, p,[-,-]) is called a pre-Lie algebroid [11]. A Lie
algebroid is a pre-Lie algebroid such that [-, -] satisfies the Jacobi identity.

Just as commonly done for Lie algebroids (see e.g. [20]), on a pre-Lie algebroid the anchor
p and bracket [-, -] can be encoded in a degree-1 derivation d4 of I'(AA*), or, alternatively, in a
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linear bivector field w4 on the total space of A* — M. In terms of d4 and 74, Lie algebroids
are characterized by the further conditions that d% = 0 or that m4 is a Poisson structure.

Definition 2.8. A I-derivation D = (D,l,r) on a vector bundle A — M is compatible with a
pre-Lie algebroid structure (p,|-,-]) if the following equations hold:

(IM1) pol=rop

(IM2) p(Dx(a)) = D (p(a))

(IM3) I([a,b]) = [a,1(b)] — D,w)(a)

(IM4) Dx([a,b]) = [a, Dx (b)] + [Dx(a),b] + Dpw),x)(@) — Dip(a) x)(b),

for all X € X(M) and a,b € T'(A).

These compatibility equations have the following geometric interpretations. Let K : TA —
T A be the linear (1,1)-tensor field corresponding to D.

e The conditions in Def. 2.8 hold if and only if the bivector field 74 on A* is compatible
with the (1,1)-tensor field KT : TA* — TA* in the sense of Magri-Morosi [21], see [9,
§ 4.3] and Example B.I0] below. In particular, when A is a Lie algebroid and D is a
Nijenhuis 1-derivation, they hold if and only if the pair (74, K ) is a Poisson-Nijenhuis
structure.

e When A is a Lie algebroid, the compatibility in Def. 28] says that K : TA — TA
is a Lie algebroid morphism with respect to the tangent prolongation Lie algebroid
TA — TM [4 § 6]. Hence 1-derivations compatible with a Lie algebroid are the
infinitesimal counterparts of multiplicative (1,1)-tensor fields on Lie groupoids; for this
reason (IM1)—(IM4) above are called IM equations (where IM stands for “infinitesimally
multiplicative”), and 1-derivations satisfying them are also referred to as IM (1,1)-
tensors on Lie algebroids.

The compatibility of a 1-derivation D with a pre-Lie algebroid structure on A can be encoded
using the dual 1-derivation D* and the operator d4 on I'(AA*) as follows.

Proposition 2.9. A I-derivation D = (D, l,r) is compatible with a pre-Lie algebroid structure
(p,['s]) on a vector bundle A — M if and only if, for all u € T (A™A*), the following holds:

(2.12) D3y (1) = iada(pu) — iygaydap,
(2.13) iadaDX (1) = Dx (dap)(a; -) + Rx(p)(a; -),

where Rx (p)(a;-) is the R-multilinear skew-symmetric map from m-copies of T'(A) to C*°(M)
defined by

Rx(1)(@5 01, 0m) =Lx (D) (1001, -1 0)) + Dy x| (01, 0o

m

_ Z(_l)”lDfp(oiLX} (u)(a, o1, Giy ey Om).

i=1

Proof. For = f € C°°(M), making use of (2.3) and (2.9]), one can check that (Z12]) and 213
are equivalent to

Li(p(@))—pr@nf =0 and DX (daf) = p*Dy (df),
respectively. Using (Z2.8]), one can now check that ([2Z.12]) and (2ZI3)) in degree 0 are equivalent
to (IMI) and (IM2). Similarly, for p € T'(A) and assuming that (IMI]) holds, one can check

that ([2.I2)) is equivalent to (IM3]). Finally, under the assumption that (IMT), (IM2)) and ([M3])
hold, one verifies that [2.I3)) is equivalent to (IM4)). For higher degrees, (Z12]) and (ZI3) follow

directly from the IM equations. O
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Define
Pp(A"A*) ={pn e Ty (AN"A*) | Dx(n) =0, VX € X(M)}.

A direct consequence of Proposition 2.9 is that, when D is compatible with the a pre-Lie
algebroid structure on A,

da(Tp(ATMA*)) CTp(A™AY),
o (I'p(A®A*),dy4) is a subcomplex of (I'(A*A*),d4).
Example 2.10 (Holomorphic Lie algebroids). Consider a Dolbeault 1-derivation DP® on a
vector bundle A — M, so that A = (A, DP) is a holomorphic vector bundle. It is shown
in [4, § 6.4] that a Lie algebroid structure on A — M compatible with DP°® (in the sense of
Def. 2.8)) is equivalent to a holomorphic Lie algebroid structure on A (in the sense of [17, § 3.1]).
Under this correspondence, following Example 2.7, we see that for each open subset U C M,

the complex (I'p(A*A*|r),da) is identified with the holomorphic Lie algebroid complex (see
[17, § 4.4]) of A over U. o

3. 1-DERIVATIONS ON COURANT ALGEBROIDS
In this section we introduce a notion of compatibility between 1-derivations and Courant

algebroids that is the main object of study in this paper.

3.1. Courant 1-derivations and Courant-Nijenhuis algebroids. We start by recalling
Courant algebroids [19, 23].

Definition 3.1. A Courant algebroid over a manifold M is a vector bundle £ — M together
with a bundle map a : E — TM (called the anchor), a pseudo-euclidean metric (-,-) (i.e,
a fibrewise nondegenerate symmetric bilinear form), and an R-bilinear bracket [-,-] : T'(E) x
I'(E) — I'(E) such that, for all 01, 09,03 € I'(E) and f € C°°(M), the following hold:

(C1) [o1, [o2, o3]] = [lo1, 02, 03] + [02, [01, 03]
(C2) a([o1,02]) = [a(01), a(o2)]

(C3) [o1, foo] = flo1,02] + (Lagoy) f) o2

(C4) [o1,02] + [o2, 1] = a*(d{o1,02))

(C5) Lo(oy)(02,03) = ([o1,02] ,03) + (02, [01, 03])

where a* : T*M — E* ~ F is the map dual to the anchor a, and the isomorphism E* ~ FE is
given by (-,-). We refer to [-,-] as the Courant bracket.

The following is an important class of examples [25] 26].

Example 3.2 (Exact Courant algebroids). Any closed 3-form H € Q3(M) defines a Courant
algebroid structure on £ = TM = TM & T* M, with anchor map a = pry,,, symmetric pairing

(X, ), (Y, 8)) = B(X) + aY),
and the H-twisted Courant bracket
[[(X7 Oé), (Y7 B)H - ([X7 Y]7£XB —iyda+ ZYZXH)
When H = 0, one refers to this structure as the standard Courant algebroid on TM. o

Let (E,a,(-,-),[,-]) be a Courant algebroid.
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Definition 3.3. A Courant I1-derivation is a 1-derivation D = (D,l,r) on the vector bundle
E — M such that D* = D (under the identification E = E* given by the pairing) and the
following compatibility equations are satisfied:

(CN1) aol=roa,

(CN2) a(Dx (o)) = Dx(a(0)),

(CN3) I([o1,02]) = [01,1(02)] = Da(oy)(01) — a*(C(01,02)),

(CN4) Dx([o1,02]) = [o1, Dx (02)] — [o2, Dx (01)] + Dia(o).x7(01)

= Dia(on) x)(02) — 0" (ix dC(01,02)),
for all 01,09 € I'(E) and X € X(M), where C(01,02) := (D(.y(01),09) € QL(M).

Equations (CNIJ)-(CN4]) are called Courant compatibility equations for D. Note that they
impose a linear condition on 1-derivations, so linear combinations of Courant 1-derivations are
still Courant 1-derivations.

Definition 3.4. A Courant-Nijenhuis 1-derivation is a Courant 1-derivation that is also a Ni-
jenhuis 1-derivation, i.e., satisfies the Nijenhuis equations (Z.5]). A Courant algebroid equipped
with a Courant-Nijenhuis 1-derivation is a Courant-Nijenhuis algebroid.

Example 3.5. Consider a 1-derivation D defined by a connection V on £ — M, as in Exam-
ple If it is a Courant 1-derivation, then the anchor a must be trivial (by (CN1)), so that,
as a Courant algebroid, F is a bundle of quadratic Lie algebras. In this case, V is a Courant
1-derivation if and only if it is symmetric (i.e., V = V* with respect to the pseudo-euclidean
metric) as well as compatible with the metric and fibrewise Lie bracket (by (CN4)):

Lx(o1,02) = (Vxo1,02) + (01, Vx02), Vx([o1,02]) = [Vxo1,02] + [o1, Vx02]
for X € X(M).
The Nijenhuis condition on D amounts to the flatness of V. In this case, assuming that M
is connected and viewing its universal cover M as a (M )-principal bundle over M, E is of

the form (M X 0)/m (M), where 0 is a quadratic Lie algebra equipped with a representation of
m1(M) that preserves bracket and pairing. o

The next example from [5] is the original motivation for the Courant compatibility equations
(CN1)—(CN4).
Example 3.6. For a (1,1)-tensor field r : TM — TM, consider the 1-derivations D" and D"*
from (2Z2) and ([2.3]). Then, setting
D" := (D", D""),
we obtain a 1-derivation
(3.1) D" = (D", (r,r"),7)

on TM that is a Courant 1-derivation with respect to the standard Courant algebroid structure
(this is verified in the proof of [5, Lem. 6.1]). More generally, one can check that D" is a
Courant 1-derivation with respect to an H-twisted Courant bracket as long as the closed 3-
form H € Q3(M) is compatible with 7 in the sense of [5, Def. 5.1], i.e.,
e the tensor field H, € T'(T*M ® A*T*M), H,(X1;, X2, X3) = H(r(X1), X2, X3), is
skew-symmetric, that is, H, € Q3(M);
e dH, = 0.
Moreover, r is a Nijenhuis operator if and only if D" is a Nijenhuis 1-derivation [5, Lem. 6.1],
in which case it defines a Courant-Nijenhuis structure on TM. One can also directly verify that
r?2 = —Idr)s if and only if D" satisfies the almost complex equations in (Z8). When r is a
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complex structure on M, D" is the Dolbeault 1-derivation codifying the holomorphic structure
on TM — M (see Example [24]), with corresponding linear complex structure given by

(3.2) K, := (r'9,r") : T(TM) — T(TM).
<

We will describe in § Ml modifications of the last example yielding more general Courant
1-derivations on TM.

As we will see in § [ for Dolbeault 1-derivations (see Example 2.4]), the compatibility with
Courant structures yields holomorphic Courant algebroids.

Remark 3.7 (On the compatibility equations). A natural issue concerning Courant 1-deriva-
tions is whether the Courant compatibility equations for D in Def. B3] admit a geometric
interpretation in terms of the corresponding linear (1,1)-tensor field K (c.f. the discussion
after Def. [Z8). Although a satisfactory answer does not seem evident (in contrast with Lie
algebroids, one can check that, in general, K does not define a Courant morphism [6] of the
tangent Courant algebroids [3]), some key properties of K will be presented in Prop. 311l below.
From another perspective, it would be interesting to see if the super-geometric viewpoint on
Courant algebroids [23] can shed light on the Courant compatibility equations. o

3.2. Invariant Dirac structures. Much of the importance of Courant algebroids lies in their
Dirac structures. We now consider Dirac structures invariant by Courant 1-derivations.

Let D = (D,l,r) be a Courant 1-derivation on a Courant algebroid E — M. We will be
concerned with lagrangian subbundles (L — M) C (E — M) (i.e., L = L") that are D-invariant
in the sense of Def. 2Tt

e [(L)C L, and
e Dx(I'(L)) CI'(L), for all X € X(M).

For lagrangian subbundles, these conditions can be equivalently expressed as follows. Con-

sider the symmetric 2-form S € I'(S?2E*),

S(o1,02) = (I(01), 02).
(Recall that [ = [* since D* = D.) Let C : I'(E) x T'(E) — Q!(M) be the map that appeared
in the definition of Courant 1-derivations,

C(o1,09) = <D(.)(01),02>.

For a lagrangian subbundle L C E, the restriction of S to L defines an element Sy, € I'(S2L*)
with the property that I[(L) C L if and only if S;, = 0. Assuming that this holds, the restriction
of C to sections of L is tensorial, i.e., it defines an element

Cp e T(AN’L* @ T*M)
called the concomitant of L and D. The following result can be directly verified.

Lemma 3.8. For a Courant 1-derivation D, a lagrangian subbundle L C E is D-invariant if
and only if

SLZO, and CLZO.

Suppose that D is a Courant-Nijenhuis 1-derivation on FE, so that (F,D) is a Courant-
Nijenhuis algebroid.

Definition 3.9. A Dirac structure L C F that is D-invariant (equivalently, such that Sp =0
and Cf, = 0) is called a Dirac-Nijenhuis structure.
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Example 3.10 (Poisson-Nijenhuis structures). Given a (1,1)-tensor field r : TM — TM,
consider the associated Courant 1-derivation on TM (with the standard Courant bracket) given
by D", as in Example Its invariant lagrangian subbundles are precisely those considered in
[5, § 3.3]. In particular, a lagrangian subbundle given by the graph of a bivector field 7 € X2(M),

Lr={(v%(¢),§) € TM | £ € T*M},

where 7f : T*M — T'M is the map obtained via contraction, is D" -invariant if and only if 7
and r satisfy

(3.3) rom? =7xfor*, and nfoD%(a)-Dyont(a)= Wﬁ(ﬁxr*a—ﬁr(x)a)—(Eﬂu(a)r)(X) =0

for all X € X(M), a € QY(M). The expression in the second condition is known as the Magri-
Morosi concomitant of r and 7 [21], see [5] § 3.1]. From the viewpoint of Lemma 3.8 using the
natural identification L, = T*M, we have that

SLW(QHB) = W(T*aaﬁ) - 71'(0477“*/8)7 and CLW(Q75) - </877T1:1 © DZ’)*(Oé) - DE,) o Wﬁ(a»

(The alternative formulation of the vanishing of the Magri-Morosi concomitant in terms of Cf,
goes back to [16] and is now more frequent in the literature.)

Recall that 7 is Poisson if and only L, is a Dirac structure, and r is a Nijenhuis operator
if and only if D" is a Courant-Nijenhuis 1-derivation, so L, is a Dirac-Nijenhuis structure in
(TM, D) if and only if (7, r) is a Poisson-Nijenhuis structure [5, Ex. 3.11]. o

We refer to [5] for more on Dirac-Nijenhuis structures in the specific Courant-Nijenhuis
algebroid TM of the previous example.

It is well known that if L is a Dirac structure in a Courant algebroid F, then the restrictions
of the anchor and Courant bracket make L into a Lie algebroid. In the presence of a Courant 1-
derivation D for which L is D-invariant, it is a straightforward verification that the 1-derivation
on L obtained by restriction of D is compatible with its Lie algebroid structure, in the sense of
Def. 2.8 Following the discussion in § 24 in terms of linear (1,1)-tensor fields we have

Proposition 3.11. Consider a Courant 1-derivation D on a Courant algebroid E, and let
K : TE — TE be the corresponding linear (1,1)-tensor field. Then a lagrangian subbundle
L C E is D-invariant if and only if K(TL) C TL. If L is, in addition, a Dirac structure then
K|rr : TL — TL is a Lie algebroid morphism, where TL — TM is the tangent prolongation
Lie algebroid.

Proof. As recalled in §[2.0] the fact that L is D-invariant is equivalent to K(T'L) C T'L, see [5,
Thm. 2.1]. When L is a Dirac structure, the restricted 1-derivation satisfies the IM equations
from Def. 2.8 which are equivalent to K|pr : TL — TL being a Lie-algebroid morphism [4],
§ 5.2]. O

4. COURANT 1-DERIVATIONS ON T'M & T*M
We now present other examples of Courant 1-derivations on TM = TM & T*M with respect
to twisted Courant brackets, extending Example

4.1. Courant 1-derivations from pseudo-Riemmanian metrics. A direct calculation
shows that a 1-derivation D = (D,l,r) on TM satisfying D* = D and equations (CNI)) and
(CN2) must have the form

(4.1) I=(rr"+g¢), D=(D",D"*+7%),
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where ¢* : TM — T*M, gb(X ) = ixg, is the map obtained by contraction of a symmetric
bilinear form g, and ¥ : I'(TM) — I'(T*M ® T*M) is an R-linear map satisfying

(4.2) Sx(fY) = fEx(Y) + (Lxf) 9 (Y),

(4.3) Lxg(Y,Z) = (Ex(Y), Z) + (Y, Xx(Z2)),

where f € C®(M), X,Y,Z € X(M), and Xx : I'(TM) — I'(T*M) is given by Xx(Y) =
ix(2(Y)). In particular, any Courant 1-derivation D = (D,l,r) on TM is determined by the

data r, g and ¥ as above, via (£I]). When ¢ is non-degenerate, i.e., when g is a pseudo-
Riemannian metric, note that Vx = (¢°)~' o ¥x defines a metric connection on M (i.e.,
Vg =0).

In the following, we shall assume that ¢ is a pseudo-Riemannian metric and V is its Levi-
Civita connection. In this case g and V give rise to a 1-derivation D9 = (D9, (0, ¢°),0) of TM,
where

by setting r = 0 in ([@I]). The corresponding linear (1,1)-tensor field on g : TM — M,

(4.4) K, : T(TM) — T(TM),

is described as follows. The connection V defines a horizontal distribution Hor € T(TM),
complementary to the vertical distribution Ver = ker(T'q) = ¢*TM. With respect to this
splitting of T(TM), K, vanishes of on Hor and acts as (0, ¢”) on Ver.

Lemma 4.1. The 1-derivation DY is a Courant 1-derivation of TM for any H-twisted Courant
bracket.

Proof. Since DY is symmetric, it remains to show that the Courant equations (CN1)—(CN4)
are satisfied. The only non-trivial equations to check are (CN3|) and (CN4). Proving (CN3)
amounts to verifying that

(4.5) FXY)) =Lxd"(Y) = ¢ (VyX) —g(V)X,Y), VXY eX(M).
This holds because V is Levi-Civita: since V is metric and has zero torsion, we have
i7Lxg"(Y) = Lxg(Y, Z) = g(Y.[X, Z]) = g(Vy X +[X, Y], Z) + g(Y. V2 X)
=iz (9 (VyX) + g (IX,Y]) + 9(¥, V() X))
Condition ([CN4)), in turn, follows from the first Bianchi identity. Indeed, one must show that
9(Vz[X. Y] W) =(Lxg" (V2Y). W) = (Lyg’ (V2X). W) + 9(Viy.z1 X, W) = 9(Vix z)Y. W)
—iwizdg(V X,Y)
Let us denote the right-hand side of this last equation by Y. Using that
iwizdg(V ) X,Y) =Lzg(VwX,Y) = Lwg(VzX,Y) = g(Vizw X, Y)
and, once again, the fact that V is metric and has zero torsion, one obtains that

T =g(R(X, Z)(Y), W) = g(R(Y, Z)(X),W) = g(R(Z, W)(X),Y) + g(VzVxY — VzVy X, W)
= g(R(X, Z)(Y), W) + g(R(Z,Y)(X), W) + g(R(Y, X)(Z), W) +9(Vz[X, Y], W),

/

=0 (by the first Bianchi identity)

where R is the curvature tensor, and we used its symmetries in the last equality. This concludes
the proof. O
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Now let
DI = (D™, (r,7* + ¢),7)

be the 1-derivation defined by {@I) with ¥ = ¢’(V), i.e., the sum of D" (see Example 3.6) with
the 1-derivation DY.

Proposition 4.2. The 1-derivation D™9 is a Courant 1-derivation on TM for any H -twisted
Courant bracket such that H is compatible with r.

(The compatibility of H and 7 is recalled in Example [3.0)).

Proof. The result follows from the previous lemma, the property that the sum of Courant
1-derivations is a Courant 1-derivation, and the fact that D" is a Courant 1-derivation with
respect to any H-twisted Courant bracket such that H is compatible with r. ]

Remark 4.3. More generally, one can replace the Levi-Civita connection by any other metric
connection V in the definition of D™9. In this case, equations (CN3)) and (CN4)) are equivalent to
the torsion T of V being skew-symmetric and closed (i.e., p(X,Y,Z) := g(T(X,Y ), Z) defines
a closed 3-form). o

Example 4.4. The lagrangian subbundles L. C TM which are D9-invariant are characterized,
following Lemma 3.8 by the vanishing of Sy € I'(S2L*) and Cy, € I'(A2L* @ T*M) given by

Sr(o1,02) = g(prry(o1), proeps(o2)) and Cr(o1,02,2) = g(Vzprry (o), o2).

The vanishing of S}, is equivalent to the presymplectic distribution of L being isotropic with
respect to g. In particular, the only 2-form whose graph is D9-invariant is the zero 2-form.
Under the assumption that Sy, = 0, a sufficient condition for the vanishing of C, is the invariance
of prpy, (L) with respect to the Levi-Civita connection (and these conditions are equivalent when
proas(L) is maximally isotropic). o

4.2. Nijenhuis 1-derivations and the Kéahler condition. Let r : TM — TM be a (1,1)-
tensor field, and let g be a pseudo-Riemannian metric with Levi-Civita connection V. We now
give conditions on the pair (r,g) ensuring that the 1-derivation D™Y satisfies the Nijenhuis
equations, thereby defining a Courant-Nijenhuis 1-derivation (by Prop. [£2]). We will denote
the corresponding linear (1,1)-tensor field on TM by

Kr,g = Kr + Kga
see (3.2) and (4.4).

As recalled in Example B.6] the 1-derivation D" satisfies the Nijenhuis equations if and only
if r is a Nijenhuis operator (N, = 0). On the other hand, it is a simple verification that DY is
always a Nijenhuis 1-derivation. More generally, we have

Proposition 4.5. For a pair (r,g), suppose that

e 1 is a Nijenhuis operator,

o gor=—r"og,

o Vr=0.
Then the 1-derivation D™ satisfies the Nijenhuis equations (equivalently, K, , has vanishing
Nigenhuis torsion).

Proof. Since N, = 0 by assumption, one only has to check the remaining two Nijenhuis equations
in (Z.5)). Using that D" is already a Courant-Nijenhuis 1-derivation on TM (see Example [3.0]),



COURANT-NIJENHUIS ALGEBROIDS 14

it suffices to show that
(4.6) g'(D5(X)) = D (¢"(X)) =g’ (Vzr(X)) = " (¢"(VzX),
(4.7) DY (VxZ) — DY (P (VyZ) + ¢ (Vixy Z) = (VXD;(Z) — VyDy(Z)

~Dixy(2) = Vixy),Z)

Using (Z2) and (Z3), the compatibility ¢” o 7 = —r* 0 ¢’ and that V is Levi-Civita, we can
prove that (4.0)) is equivalent to

g (Vxr)(2)) + g(Vyr)(Z), X)) =0,
which holds since Vr = 0.

Regarding (A7), we can use that Vr = 0 and that V is Levi-Civita to rewrite some of its
terms as follows:

VxDy(Z) = Vxr(Vy Z) = Vx V5 2
xy)(Z) =7(Vixy1Z) = Vexy)Z
V(P (VyZ)) = —gb(VXT(VYZ)) 7 (Vo) Vy 2).

Similar formulas hold for Vy D% (Z) and Dy*(¢°(VxZ)). After some cancellations and re-
groupings, one obtains that (4.7]) is equivalent to

9(R(Z,-)(r(X)) = r(R(Z,-)(X)),Y) = 0,

where we have used the symmetries of the curvature tensor R. Therefore (A7) holds, since
[R,r] = 0. This concludes the proof. O

A pair (r,g), where r is a (1,1)-tensor field and g is a pseudo-Riemannian metric on M,
defines a (pseudo-) Kdihler structure if r and g satisfy the three conditions in Prop. with
the additional requirement that r? = —Idpy, (so that r is a complex structure). Pseudo-Kéhler
structures admit the following characterization in terms of 1-derivations.

Proposition 4.6. A pair (r,g) defines a pseudo-Kdhler structure if and only if the 1-derivation
DI satisfies the almost-complex equations in ([2.6]) (equivalently, K%g =—Id).

Proof. Recall that the almost-complex equations are
r? = —idpar,  (rrt+¢°)% = —idperarn, D:’gx)(a) + (r,r* + gb)(ID)S’(g(J)) =0

By the first equation, r is an almost complex structure. The second equation is equivalent
to r*0og’ = —¢” or (ie., (g,r) is almost Hermitian). Since r? = —idyyy, the 1-derivation
(D", (r,r*),r) satisfies the almost complex equations (see Example 3.6]), and using this fact one
verifies that

D)) (Y. B) + (r,r* + ) (DR (Y, B)) = (0, (B, N (X, ) + ¢ ((Vyr)(X))-

By setting Y = 0 or 8 = 0 above, we see that the third almost-complex equation is equivalent

to N, =0 and Vr = 0. d

It follows from Propositions and that, for a pair (r,g), if K, 4 is an almost complex
structure then it is automatically integrable.

Corollary 4.7. A pseudo-Kdhler metric g on a complex manifold (M,r) defines a holomorphic
vector bundle structure on TM — M with Dolbeault 1-derivation D™Y and linear complex
structure on the total space TM given by K, 4. Moreover, for any holomorphic 3-form H, D"9
is a Courant 1-derivation with respect to the H-twisted Courant bracket on TM.
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The last assertion follows from Prop.
For a pseudo-Ké&hler structure (r, g), we will see below that there is an explicit isomorphism
relating the holomorphic structures on TM — M defined by D" and D™9.

4.3. B-field transformations. Given a closed 2-form B € Q?(M), the map
8: TM — TM, 8(X,a) = (X,a+ixB),

is a Courant automorphism of TM for any H-twisted Courant bracket (if B is not closed,
then 75 intertwines Courant brackets twisted by H and (H — dB)). Such 75 is called a gauge
transformation [26], or a B-field transform [12].

We say that two Courant 1-derivations D; = (D1,ly,71) and Dy = (Da,la,72) on TM are
gauge equivalent if 1 = ro and there exists a closed 2-form B such that

Dy =71p0D; o7'j§1 and ls = 1ol OTl;l.
The Nijenhuis and almost complex equations (2.5) and (2.6]), respectively, are invariant by
gauge equivalence.
Consider a Courant 1-derivation D determined by r, g and ¥ via (£1]); here we no longer

assume that the symmetric bilinear form g is nondegenerate. Then D is gauge equivalent to D"
if and only if there exists a closed 2-form B such that

(4.8) ¢ =Bor—r*oB,  Yy=BoDy—-DyoB.

In particular, 75 preserves the 1-derivation D" (i.e., g = 0 and ¥ = 0) if and only if B and r
are compatible in the sense of Magri-Morosi, see [5], § 5.2] (cf. Example B.6]).

Suppose that r is a complex structure. Since D" satisfies the almost complex equations (2.6]),
any Courant 1-derivation D gauge equivalent to it must satisfy these equations as well. In this
case, if D is determined by 7, g and ¥ (as in (@), then necessarily ¢’ o r = —1* 0 ¢° (see
the proof of Proposition FL6]). So the pair (r,g) gives rise to a 2-form w € Q?(M) such that
W =g or.

We will now describe a natural class of Courant 1-derivations on TM that are gauge equivalent
to D".

Proposition 4.8. Suppose that D is a Courant-Nijenhuis 1-derivation on TM determined by
r, g and ¥ (as in [@I)) satisfying the almost complex equations. If the 2-form w defined by
W’ = ¢’ or is closed, then D is gauge equivalent to D"

Proof. Let B = %w, and let DP be the Courant-Nijenhuis 1-derivation obtained by conjugating
D with the B-field transform 75. Denote by 7, ¢® and 7 the data that determine DZ. Then
it is straightforward to check that

gp=0 and ¥F=3%4 (B (D") - D" (B)).
Using (£2) and (@3] for DB, we see that P defines an element H € I'(A?T*M ® T*M) by
H(X,Y;Z) = (S8(Y), Z).

As a consequence of ([CN3)), H is totally skew-symmetric, i.e. H € Q3(M )E It now follows
directly from the almost complex equations and Nijenhuis equations that H must satisfy

H(T(X)aK Z) = _H(X?T(Y)a Z) and H(T(X)aK Z) = H(X,’I“(Y), Z)
Hence H = 0, which means that ¥ = 0. Therefore D = D", as we wanted to prove. O

Corollary 4.9. For a pseudo-Kdhler structure (r,g), the Courant 1-derivations D" and D"
are gauge equivalent.

1Although not needed in the proof, one can check that (CNZ) is equivalent to dH = 0. In fact, Courant
1-derivations D determined by r, g and ¥ on TM with g = 0 are in bijective correspondence with closed 3-forms.
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It follows that the usual holomorphic structure on TM — M (defined by D", see Example[3.6])
and the one modified by the metric g (defined by D", see Cor. [4.7]) are isomorphic through a
gauge transformation 7p. Since 7p establishes a bijective correspondence between the sets of
D" -invariant and D"™9-invariant lagrangian subbundles, it is clear that a lagrangian subbundle
L C TM is holomorphic with respect to the holomorphic structure modified by ¢ if and only
if 7p(L) is holomorphic in the usual sense. (In particular, this shows that D"™9-invariant Dirac
structures are much less restrictive than those for DY, c.f. Example [.7]).

5. HOoLOMORPHIC COURANT ALGEBROIDS

In this section we show that holomorphic Courant algebroids can be seen as special cases of
Courant-Nijenhuis structures.

For a complex manifold (M, r) and holomorphic vector bundle £ — M, we denote by O the
sheaf of holomorphic functions on M and by I'¢ the sheaf of holomorphic sections of E.

Definition 5.1. A holomorphic Courant algebroid is a holomorphic vector bundle & — M
endowed with a holomorphic non-degenerate symmetric O-bilinear pairing (-,-) : Te x T'g — O,
a holomorphic vector bundle map p : E — TYOM and a C-bilinear bracket [-,-] : Te x g — T'¢
satisfying azioms (CI)), ..., (C3) in Definition [31] with p in place of a, f a local holomorphic
function, and o1, oo and o3 local holomorphic sections.

For the sake of completeness, we start by recalling that there exists a natural (real) smooth
Courant algebroid underlying a holomorphic one (see e.g. [13]). For a holomorphic vector
bundle &£, we denote its underlying real, smooth vector bundle by FE.

Proposition 5.2. Let (&,p,[,-],(:,*)) be a holomorphic Courant algebroid. There ezists a
unique (real) smooth Courant algebroid structure (a, (-, -)co, [+, o) on E such that

(1) p(o) = 3(a(o) —ir(a(0)))
(2) [o1,02] 0 = [o1,02]
(3) (o1,02)c~ = Re((o1,02))

for all local holomorphic sections o,01,09 € T'g(U).
Proof. We outline the proof, split in two parts: uniqueness and existence.

Uniqueness. We will show that the restriction of the real smooth Courant algebroid structure
(satisfying (1), (2) and (3)) to holomorphic sections is sufficient to completely determine it. Let
U C M be an open subset for which there exists a frame of holomorphic sections {o1,...,0,} C
Ie(U). Any smooth section o of E over U can be expressed uniquely as

(5.1) o= fror+ grl(ow),

k=1

for fx, gr € C*°(U), where [ : E — E the fibrewise complex structure on E. From the C*°(U)-
linearity of a, we see that a is completely characterized by p(o) (note that the C-linearity of p
implies that aol =roa). Also, the C*(U)-bilinearity of (-, )cec implies that it is determined
by (o}, 0k), noticing that

(5.2) (0j,U(on)) o> = —Im((0},0k)).

Finally, the Leibniz equation (C3) implies that [-,-] .« is completely determined by [o},o%]
(note that [[Uja Z(Uk)]]coo = l([[O'], Uk]]))
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Existence. By uniqueness, it suffices to describe the real smooth Courant algebroid structure
locally. We will use the isomorphism of C°°(U)-modules

C*(U,C)@oanTe(U) 2 (f+ig)®@o — fo+gl(o) e T(U,E)
to construct the Courant algebroid structure locally. The anchor and the bracket are given by

a(y @ 0) = Re(y)a(o) +Im(y)r(a(0)), (1 © 01,92 @ oa)e = Re(Prha(o1,02)).
Note that (-, -)ce is non-degenerate and, for h € O(U),

(5:3) Lawaa)h =¥ Ly)h
We can now define a* : Q1(U) — C*°(U,C) ®o(y) £(U) naturally as

(@%(a), ¥ @ 0)o = da(pgo) @
The Courant bracket on C*(U, C) ®@p) £(U) is given by

(5.4) [V1 ® 01,12 ® 02] coo =102 @ [01, 02] + Lapr001)(P2) @ 02 — La(yuges) (Y1) @ 01
+ Re(¥2(01,02))a"dRe(¢1) — Im(¢2(o1, 02))a”dIm(i1 ).
One can check that a, (-,-)c and [-, -], are well-defined in the sense that their definitions

agree on (hy) ® o and ¢ ® (ho), for h € O(U). The axioms (CI)-(CH) follow by direct
inspection. ]

Following ExamplesZ4 and 7, we regard a holomorphic vector bundle £ as a pair (£, DPP),
where E — M is a real, smooth vector bundle endowed with a Dolbeault 1-derivation DPOP
defining its holomorphic structure. Our main result in this section is an equivalence between
holomorphic Courant algebroid structures on £ and real Courant algebroid structures on E for
which DP° is a Courant 1-derivation.

Theorem 5.3. Consider a holomorphic vector bundle £ = (E, DPP).

(a) If (p, (-,), [,-]) is a holomorphic Courant algebroid structure on &, then DP® is q
Courant 1-derivation of the underlying real Courant algebroid structure on E (so DPOIP
makes E into a Courant-Nijenhuis algebroid).

(b) If (a,(-,-),[-,-]) is a Courant algebroid structure on E such that DP" is a Courant
1-derivation, then [-,-] restricts to a C-bilinear bracket on I's in such a way that it
defines a holomorphz’c Courant algebroid structure on & together with

plo) = 5(alo) —ir(a(0))), (o1,02)n0 = (01,02) —i(01,1(02)).

(
The constructions in (a) and (b) are inverses of one another.
),

Proof. To prove part (a), we must show that pPolb — (D,l,r) is a Courant 1-derivation, i.e.,
that it satisfies (CN1)—(CN4) in Def. B3] with respect to the real Courant algebroid E. The
C-linearity of p implies that aol = roa, so (CN1) holds. To verify conditions (CN2), (CN3) and
(CN4), we must check, for each open subset U C M, the vanishing of the following expressions:

Wa(X,01) = a(Dx(01)) — D (a(o1)),

W3 (o1,02) = I([o1,02] coe) = ([01,1(02)] oo — Daory) (1) — a*(C(01,02)) ),

Wi(X,01,02) = Dx([o1,02] e ) = ([01, Dx (02)] coe = [02, Dx (01)] oo + Diaors),x(01)
—Dia(o1),x](02) — a*(ix dC(01,02)) ) ,

for X € X(U) and o1, 02 smooth sections of E over U.

The vanishing of W5 follows from the fact that, since a is holomorphic, it must intertwine
DPob and D" (recalling that D" is the Dolbeault 1-derivation encoding the holomorphic struc-
ture on T'M, see Example [2.4]), so (CN2) holds.
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Using that aol =roaand [ =I* (by (5.2])), one can show that W3 is C°°(U)-linear in each
entry, whereas Wy is C°°(U)-linear in the first entry and satisfies

Wi(X, 01, for) — fWu(X,01,02) = (Lx ) W3(01,02) — (Lwy(x,01)f) 02
Lx f)Ws(o1,02),

Wy(X, for,02) — fWy(X,01,02) = —(Lx f)W3(02,01) — W1(X, 01, 02)a™df

= (
= (

where
Wi(X,01,02) = (Dx(01),09)c> + (01, Dx(02)) e — Lx(01,1(02)) > + Ly(x)(01,02)coe.

Note that W; is C°°(U)-linear in each entry due to ([2.1]).

We claim that W7, W3 and W, vanish on holomorphic sections. Indeed, for W3 and Wy
this follows from the facts that Dy is zero on holomorphic sections (by (Z4))) and that [-, ]
restricts to the C-bilinear holomorphic Courant bracket on holomorphic sections. For Wy, we
use the additional fact that

Lx(o1,l(02))coe — Ly(x)(01,02)ce = —Im(Lx 15,(x){01,02)) =0,

for holomorphic o1, 09 € I'e(U), since (o1,02) € O(U).

Since smooth sections can be locally expressed by means of a frame of holomorphic sections
as in (B.0), the C°°(U)-multilinearity of W; and W3 implies that they vanish. This in turn
implies that Wy is also multilinear over C*°(U), and hence also vanishes. This concludes the
proof of (a).

Let us prove part (b). Since D vanishes on holomorphic sections, (CN4) implies that
[Le(U),Te(U)] € Te(U), and it follows from (CN3)) that the restricted bracket on holomorphic
sections is C-bilinear. Regarding the anchor, (CNI)) implies that p is C-linear, and (CN2)) says
that it is holomorphic. It remains to check that (I'g(U),T¢(U)) C O(U). This is a consequence
of the fact that, for local holomorphic sections o1, 09, the duality equation (2.8) implies that

Lx1ir(x)(01,02)hol = (Ox4ir(x) T1,02)hol + (01, Ox4ir(x) T2)hol = 0,

where 0 is the flat T%!-connection (Z4]). Therefore (o7, 02)101 is holomorphic, thus concluding
the proof. O

Example 5.4. Let (M,r) be a complex manifold and H a closed holomorphic 3-form. Then
TM, viewed as a holomorphic vector bundle, carries an H-twisted holomorphic Courant al-
gebroid structure (analogous to Example B.2]). From the perspective of Theorem [(.3] this
corresponds to the fact that D" is a Courant 1-derivation of the H-twisted Courant bracket on
TM, viewed as a real vector bundle (see Example [3.0]). o

Remark 5.5. Any holomorphic Courant algebroid whose underlying real Courant algebroid is
TM with the H-twisted Courant bracket, for a closed 3-form H, is completely characterized by
a Courant-Nijenhuis 1-derivation D on (TM, H) determined by the data r, g and ¥ (as in (@1)),
where r is the complex structure on M. Then g and ¥ must satisfy the equations corresponding
to the fact that D is Courant-Nijenhuis and almost complex. If the 2-form w” = ¢” or is closed,
Proposition [£.8 implies that the holomorphic Courant algebroid determined by D is isomorphic
to the one determined by D". In general this is not the case, but one can always use w to gauge
away ¢ leaving the construction of more general holomorphic Courant algebroids as a problem
of choosing ¥ suitably; this provides a different approach to the classification of holomorphic
Courant algebroids in [13], Prop.1.3]. o
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6. LAGRANGIAN SPLITTINGS AND DOUBLES

6.1. Lagrangian splittings of Courant algebroids. Let (E,(-,-),qa,[-,-]) be a Courant al-
gebroid. By a lagrangian splitting of £ we mean a decomposition £ = A & B, where A and
B are lagrangian subbundles. In this case, there is an isomorphism B = A* via the pairing
that yields an identification £ = A @& A* as pseudo-euclidean vector bundles, where A & A* is
equipped with its canonical pairing

((a,), (b, 8)) := Bla) + a(b).

Let pa: E — A and pa+ : E — A* the natural projections onto A and A*, respectively. The
anchor and bracket on E induce the following structures on A and A*: an anchor p := a|4 :
A — TM, along with an R-bilinear bracket [-,-] on I'(A) and an element ¢ € I'(A3A*) given by

[a7 b] = pA([[(a7 0)7 (b7 O)]])7 Iblap 1= PA* ([[(av 0)7 (b7 O)H)a

and, similarly, an anchor p, : A* — TM, bracket [, ], on I'(A*) and element x € I'(A2A). Note
that A and A*, endowed with their anchors and brackets, become pre-Lie algebroids (see §[2.4]).
We denote the corresponding operators by

dy : F(/\‘A*) _ F(/\.+1A*), da- F(/\QA) N P(/\.+1A).
With respect to these structures, the Courant bracket on £ = A @ A* is given by
(6.1) [(a,a), (b, B8)] = ([a,b] + Lab —igdaxa + igiaX, [, Ble + Lo — iy dac + ipiqp),
B B

where L, = iqdax + da+i,, similarly for L,.

Let (A,p,[-,-]) and (A*,ps, [, -]«) be pre-Lie algebroids in duality, further equipped with
sections ¢ € T(A3A*) and x € T'(A3A). The pair (A, A*) is called a proto bialgebroid when the
anchors, brackets and 3-sections satisfy compatibility conditions (spelled out in [24], see also
[14]) saying that the bracket (6.I)) on I'(A & A*) makes A @ A* into a Courant algebroid with
anchor a = p + p, and canonical pairing, called the double of (A, A*).

We therefore obtain the following equivalence: any Courant algebroid equipped with a la-
grangian splitting yields a proto bialgebroid, and any proto bialgebroid gives rise, by means of
its double, to a Courant algebroid endowed with a lagrangian splitting.

The following are special cases of interest of this correspondence.

e When ¢ = 0 and x = 0, a proto bialgebroid (A4, A*) is a Lie bialgebroid, i.e., (A, A*) is a
pair of Lie algebroids (A4, p, [-,-]) and (A%, px, [, -]«) in duality such that the Lie-algebroid
differential d4+« and the Schouten bracket [-,-] on I'(AA) satisfy

(6.2) das[a,b] = [da-a,b] + [a,da-b],  Va,be D(A).

Lie bialgebroids are in correspondence with Courant algebroids equipped with a la-
grangian splitting by Dirac structures [19], known as Manin triples.

e When y = 0, a proto bialgebroid (A, A*) is a Lie quasi-bialgebroid [24], in which case A
is a Lie algebroid, da~ satisfies (6.2)), d4. = [x, ], and da+x = 0. Lie quasi-bialgebroids
correspond to Courant algebroids equipped with a splitting given by a Dirac structure
and a lagrangian complement, known as Manin quasi-triples.

For a Courant algebroid £ — M, a Lagrangian splitting £ = A @ A* induces a bivector field
mon M via
(6.3) mt=p,op* : T*M — TM
that satisfies

%[m T = p(x) + p«(9),

see [18] § 3.2 and 3.4]. In particular 7 is a Poisson structure when (A4, A*) is a Lie bialgebroid.
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6.2. Lagrangian splittings of Courant 1-derivations. Consider a Courant algebroid F
equipped with a lagrangian splitting, that we write as £ = A & A*.

Assumption. We assume throughout this subsection that
D= (D,¢r)

1s a 1-derivation on the vector bundle E that keeps the splitting invariant, i.e., the subbundles
A and A* are D-invariant (as in Def. [21). We will further assume that D is symmetric
(D = D*), in which case the restricted 1-derivations on A and A* are dual to one another.

We denote the 1-derivation on A by D = (D,l,r), so that the 1-derivation on A* is D* =
(D*,1*,r) and
D = (D, D"), 0= (1,1%).
We keep the notation from § 6.1l for the pre-Lie algebroids (A, p, [-,-]) and (A, ps, [, -]«), with
3-sections y € I'(A%A) and ¢ € T\(A3A%).
Theorem 6.1. The I-derivation D = (D, {,r) is a Courant 1-derivation of E = A® A* if and
only if the following conditions hold:
e D is compatible with the pre-Lie algebroid (A, p,[-,-]), and
p €TI(NA"),  D*(p) =0;
e D* is compatible with the pre-Lie algebroid (A*, ps,[-,]«), and
x €Ti(A*4),  D(x)=0.
Moreover, D is Nijenhuis (resp. Dolbeault) if and only if so is D.
Proof. We must show the equivalence between conditions (CN1)—(CN4) (in Definition B.3]) for
D and (IM1)—(IM4) (in Definition [28]) for both D and D* along with the conditions on ¢ and
X in the statement.
It directly follows from a = p + ps and ¢ = ([,1*) that (CN1) for D is equivalent to (IM1)

for D and D*. Similarly, the fact that D = (D, D*) implies that (CN2) for D is equivalent to
(IM2) for D and D*.

Claim 1. Assume that (IMI)) holds for D and D*. Then condition (CN3) for D is equivalent
to (IM3) for D and D*, as well as ¢ € Ty (A3A*) and x € T+(A3A).

Let us verify the claim. For sections of type o1 = (a,0), o2 = (b,0), (CN3) becomes

{([a, ] +iviap) = [a, 1(b)] + typyiat — Dy (a),

which splits into
I([a,0]) = [a,l(b)] — Dypy(a) and 1" (ipiasp) = iyp)iatp-

These conditions hold for all a,b € T'(A) if and only if (IM3) holds for D and ¢ € T';(A3A*).
Similarly, (CN3) for sections of type o1 = (0, ), o2 = (0, 8) is equivalent to (IM3) for D* and
x € T+ (A3A). For sections of type o1 = (0,a), o2 = (b,0), (CN3) amounts to two equations:
(6.4) (ipdac) = qydac + Dy (@) + (Dyy (@), b),
(6.5) HLab) = Lal(B) — (D (), b).
We will see that ([6.4]) (resp. (G.35])) follows directly from (2I2)) for D (resp. D*) and m = 1,

which is equivalent to (IM3]) under the assumption that (IMI]) holds. Indeed, note that (212)
for m = 1 has the following alternative formulations

(6.6) (Dy.y(a),b) =" (ipdac) —ipda(I"(ax)) (similarly, (o, Dy, ()(b)) = l(iada~b) —iada(l(D)).)
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So (6.4)) is obtained from adding up (Z12]) and (6.6). The second equation (6.5)) follows from the
Cartan formula £, = iada* +da~i, together with (2.8) and (G.6]). The equations corresponding
to (CN3) for sections of type o1 = (a,0), o2 = (0, 3) are entirely analogous to (6.4 and (6.0,
and hold for similar reasons. This proves the claim.

Claim 2. Assume that (IMI)), (IM2) and (IM3) hold for D and D*. Then ondition (CN4) for
D is equivalent to (IM4) for D and D*, as well as D*(¢) = 0 and D(x) = 0.

To verify the claim, note that for sections of type o1 = (a,0), o2 = (b,0), (CN4) takes the
form

Dx ([a,b]) + Dx (iviap) =[a, Dx (b)] + ipy p)ia® — [bs Dx(a)] = ipy (a)ivp
+ Dip(e).x1(@) = Dip(a),x (b):
So in this case (CN4) amounts to (IM4) for D together with the following condition on ¢ (using

2.8)):
Lxp(a,b,l(c)) — ET(X)SD(G” b.c) —¢(Dxa,b,c) — p(a, Dxb,c) — ¢(a,b, Dxc) = 0,

for all a,b,c € T'(A). This last condition is the same as D*(¢) = 0 when ¢ € I';(A3A*) (see
(210)). Similarly, (CN4) holds for sections of type o1 = (0,), o2 = (0,/) if and only if D*
satisfies (IM4) and D(x) = 0.

For sections of type o1 = (0, ), o2 = (b,0), (CN4) is equivalent to

(67) Dx(ﬁab) = ﬁa(Dxb) + ’L'Dj((a)dA*b — D[p*(oz),X}b — (p*)*lxd<Dz<)Oé, b>,
(6.8) D}(Z‘bdAOc) = iDX(b)dAa + Ly D% (o) — DFp(b),X}O‘ + prixd <D2k_)oc, b>.

These equations follows directly from ([2.1I3) for D and D* and m = 1, which is equivalent to
(IM4) under the assumption that (IMI]), (IM2]) and (IM3]) hold. Indeed, first notice that using
238) and piDY (d{, b)) = Dx(da=(a, b)) together with Cartan formula L, = iqda+ + da*ia,
one can see that both equations are exactly the same under the change o <+ b. Now, using that

(DX (ipdac) —ipypydaa,a) = =D (daa)(a,b)
(LoD () + prixd (D, b),a) = —daDx(a)(a,b) + Lx (D5, (@), b) + (D] x1 (), b),

one can check that (6.8) is exactly (2.I3]) in degree 1.

The situation for sections of type o1 = (a,0), oo = (0, ) is entirely analogous. This proves
claim 2 and concludes the proof of the first part of the theorem.

The assertion about the Nijenhuis condition follows from the decompositions D = (D, D*)
and ¢ = (I,1*), and the fact that D is Nijenhuis (resp. Dolbeault) if and only is so is D*, see
[9, Thm. 2.11]. 0

When D = (D, ¢, r) is a Courant 1-derivation, there is also a compatibility with the bivector
field m € X2(M) in (6.3)), defined by the lagrangian splitting £ = A ® A*, see [9, Prop. 4.6 (i)].

Corollary 6.2. The pair (m,r) is compatible in the sense of (B3). In particular, if the la-
grangian splitting is by Dirac structures and D is Nijenhuis, then (m,r) defines a Poisson-
Nijenhuis structure.

Proof. Using that 7! = p, o p*, D = (D, D*) and £ = (I,1*), the first condition in (3] follows
from condition (IM1) for D and D*, while the second condition in (B3] follows from (IM2) for
D and D*. O

Recall from [9] that a Lie-Nijenhuis bialgebroid is a triple (A, A*, D), where (A, A*) is a Lie
bialgebroid and D is a Nijenhuis 1-derivation on A such that D is compatible with the Lie
algebroid structure on A, and D* is compatible with the Lie algebroid structure on A* (in
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the sense of Def. 2.8]). These are the infinitesimal objects corresponding to Poisson-Nijenhuis
groupoids, see [9, § 4.3].

By Theorem we have the following enhancement of the known correspondence between
Lie bialgebroids and Manin triples.

Corollary 6.3. Lie-Nijenhuis bialgebroids are equivalent to Courant-Nijenhuis algebroids equipped

with a splitting by Dirac-Nijenhuis structures.

When D is a Dolbeault 1-derivation, Theorem gives the known correspondence between
Lie (quasi-)bialgebroids and Manin (quasi-)triples in the holomorphic category.
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