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LCK metrics on Oeljeklaus-Toma manifolds
versus Kronecker’s theorem

by
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Abstract

A locally conformally Kéahler (LCK) manifold is a manifold which is covered by a
Kaéhler manifold, with the deck transform group acting by homotheties. We show that the
search for LCK metrics on Oeljeklaus-Toma manifolds leads to a (yet another) variation on
Kronecker’s theorem on units. In turn, this implies that on any Oeljeklaus-Toma manifold
associated to a number field with 2¢ complex embeddings and s real embeddings with
1 < s < t there is no LCK metric.
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1 Introduction

1.1 Locally conformally K&hler structures

A locally conformally Kéahler (LCK) manifold is a complex manifold X, dim¢ X > 1, admit-
ting a Kahler covering (X, @), with the deck transform group acting on (X, @) by holomorphic
homotheties. In other words, for all v € m;(X) C Aut(X) there exists some x(7) € Rsq such
that

7" (@) = x(v)@.
The positive numbers () are called the autormorphy factors of X.

LCK manifolds were introduced in the late 70’s by I Vaisman, in an attempt to exhibit
interesting metrics on non-Kahler manifolds. Basically, Vaisman noticed that the fundamental
group of a standard Hopf manifold X (for simplicity, generated by (z +— 2z)) acts on the
standard flat metric wg on C™\ {0} by homotheties; consequently, the metric ﬁwo descends to
the quotient. Thus, even if X has no Kahler metric (for instance, since it has first Betti number
equal to 1), it still carries a interesting metric, as ﬁwo is locally conformal to a Kéhler one.

Deciding whether a given (compact) complex manifold belongs or not to the class of mani-
folds carrying an LCK metric is a rather tricky problem. No general procedures can apply; this
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class is known not be closed under (even small!) deformations, and is still an open problem
whether is closed or not under taking products or finite quotients. On the other hand, no
general (e.g. topological) restrictions are known; except for the non-simply-connectedness, only
some mild restrictions are known on the fundamental group of a compact compact manifold
that prevent it from having LCK metrics with additional properties (see e.g. [OV3]).

Despite these difficulties, along the years, a rather suprising result emerged: almost all
compact complex non-Kéhler surfaces have LCK metrics! A rough chronological list would
include (apart from standard Hopf surfaces from Vaisman’s original paper): one class of Inoue
surfaces (Tricerri, 1982, [Tri]), general Hopf surfaces (Gauduchon-Ornea, 1998, [GaOr]), elliptic
surfaces and another class of Inoue surfaces (Belgun, 2000, [Bel]) and eventually the only known
examples of surfaces in Kodaira’s class VIT, with b > 0, namely Kato surfaces (Brunella, 2010-
2011, [Brul], [Bru2]). Let us mention, that the only class of non-Ké&hler surfaces known so far
not to admit LCK structures is a third class of Inoue surfaces (Belgun, [Bel]) and, possibly,
some hypothetical non-Kato surfaces in class VII,,b > 0 - which are also supposed, by the
global spherical shells conjecture, not to exist!

In higher dimensions, the only know examples to-day are complex structures on products
of spheres of the form S* x §?"~1 (and their complex submanifolds; see e.g. [OV1], [OV2]) and
some Oeljeklaus-Toma manifolds, which will be described below.

1.2 Oeljeklaus-Toma manifolds

We follow the original paper [OeTo|. Fix a number field K having s > 0 real embeddings and
2t > 0 complex embeddings. Let H be the complex upper half plane; then the ring of integers
Ok of K acts on H® x C! by

a- (Zla . '7zs+t) = (Zl + 0'1(@), cey Rspt T Us+t(a)) :

Next, the group of totally positive units (9}}’+ (i.e. units u € O} with positive value in all
real embedings of K) also acts on H® x C? in a similar way by

U (21,0, 254t) = (01(w)21, ..o, Ot (W) Zs1t) -

If a subgroup U C (’);f with rank(U) = s is such that its projection onto its first s factors of its
logarithmic embedding is a full lattice in R® (such subgroups are called admissible subgroups)
then combining the above action of Ok with the action of units in U gives a co-compact,
properly discontinous action of U x O on H® x C!; the resulting quotient will be denoted
X(K,U) and called an Oeljeklaus-Toma manifold.

We recollect some facts about the manifolds X (K, U); once again, we refer the original paper
[OeTo] for details and proofs.

Theorem 1. a) For any choice of the number field K and of the admissible subgroup U, the
manifold X (K,U) is non-Kdahler;

b) fort = 1,8 > 0 and any choice of admissible U, the manifold X (K,U) has an LCK
structure;

¢) for s = 1,t > 1 and any choice of admissible U, the manifold X (K,U) has no LCK
structure.
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2 The results

2.1 The geometrical issues

A classical theorem due to L. Kronecker (in 1857) asserts that if a unit of some number field
K has the same absolute value in all the embeddings of K it must be a root of unity.

Since then, many variations of this theme (algebraic integres with specified restrictions on
the absolute values of it Galois conjugates) appeared. As we shall see below, the search for
LCK metrics on Oeljeklaus-Toma manifolds leads naturally to a (yet another) problem in this
theme, namely the search for units of number fields with the same absolute value in all complex
embeddings.

This is due to the following;:

Lemma 1. If an Oeljeklaus-Toma manifold X = X (K,U) has an LCK metric, then its auto-
morphy factors x(u) for u € U are given by:

X(w) = |osr1(@)? = - = |ospe(u)? (2.1)

for all v € U. In particular, for all u € U one has

los+1(u)] =+ = |osse(u)].

Remark. Notice that for at least one unit v € U we must have x(u) # 1, otherwise X (K, U)
would be Kahler.
Proof. Assume that w is Kihler metric on H® x C! upon which U x Ok acts by homotheties.
Then w can be written as

w= > hgduAdz.
i,j=1,s+1

By an average argument, as in [OeTo], we can assume that all the coefficients of w depend only
on z1,...,%s. Next, we infer that all h;,% =s41,...,5 4t are constant. Indeed, if this would

not be the case, then
Oh;
0

for some 1 < k < s. But from the Kéahlerianity assumption we get that also

Ohyz

a contradiction with our assumption on h;;. Now the conclusion on the automorphy factors
follows at once.

We are now in position to state the main result of the paper.
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Theorem 2. Let X = X(K,U) be an Oeljeklaus-Toma manifold associated to a number field
K with s real embeddings and 2¢ complex embeddings and to an admissible subgroup U C O;(’Jr.
If 1 < s <t then X has no Ick metric.

The proof follows immediately from Theorem 3 in the next section, which is basically just
a reformulation of it.

2.2 The number-theoretical issues

In this section, we state and prove the main number-theoretical ingredients needed for the proof
of the main result. Since this section may be of interest for number-theorists (who may wish
to skip the other sections), we recall the setup.

Fix K a number field with s real mebedings and 2t complex embeddings; we label o;,i =
1,...,s + 2t its embeddings, with the convention that the first s ones are real, and for any
1=1,...,t one has 441 41; = Tg4i-

We will introduce the following ad-hoc terminology, inspired by the equalities (2.1), which
we consider suggestive for the geometrical context we are working in.

Definition. A unit v € O}, will be called homothetical if

|ost1(u)] = - = |ospe(w)] # 1

and respectively isometrical if

ot (@] = -+ = |oupa(w)] = L.

To give examples of isometrical or homothetical units, we proceed as in [PaVu].
For isometrical units, fix a totally real number field L of arbitrary degree m, fix 6 € O, a
primitive element of it. We let K = L(u) where u has minimal polynomial over L of the form

X2 -0X +1.

Then w is an isometrical unit. Notice that the procedure used to obtain isometrical units is
rather general, since the minimal polynomial over QQ of any such unit is reciprocal.

Producing homothetical units for general ¢ is less immediate. Of course, for t = 1 every unit
is a homothetical unit. This already gives a way of producing homothetical units for larger ¢;
indeed, pick a number field L with 2 complex embeddings, and consider any finite extension
L C K unramified at infinity (that is, no real embedding of L extends to a complex embedding
of K). Then any unit v € Or, will give a homothetical unit of K.

Another way of getting homothetical units is as follows. Pick any monic irreducible poly-
nomial f € Z[X] with exactely two non-real roots and with f(0) = 1. Let g(X) = f(X?); g
is also an irreducible polynomial for general f. Also, for general f, its complex roots will have
absolute value # 1. Then the class of X in Q[X]/(g) will be a homothetical unit.

The search for such units, or, more generally, for algebraic integers with many galois con-
jugates of equal absolute value has been the scope of many papers; we cite here only [Boyd],



LCK metrics on Oeljeklaus-Toma manifolds 229

later extended by [Fe], or [Dix]. Actually, the key step in the proof main result of the present
paper is based on the result in [Fe].

We recall also the notion of admissible subgroup of units, needed for the construction of
Oeljeklaus-Toma manifolds; it is a subgroup U C (9}’+ whose projection onto its first s factors
of its logarithmic embedding form a full lattice in R®.

Recall that for the construction of Oeljeklaus-Toma manifolds, we need admissible subgroups
U C O}’Jr with rank(U) = s containing only homothetical or isometrical units; recall also that
any admissible subgroup we consider must contain at least one homothetical unit, (see the
remark after 1). The main scope of this section is to prove that for 1 < s < t such subgroups
do not exists.

Before stating and proving the theorem, let us give a rough idea why this should be true.
Indeed, inspecting the above ways of constructing homothetical units, we see the first procedure
can not yield admissible subgoups, as units coming form proper subfields lead to violation of
the admissibility condition, while units obtained by taking radicals of units coming from proper
subfields will usually be not totally positive.

Theorem 3. If K is a number field with s real embeddings and 2¢ complex embeddings
with 1 < s < t then there are no admissible subgroups U C (’)}’Jr of rank s containing only
homothetical or isometrical units, and at least one homothetical unit.

Proof. The plan of proof is as follows. We prove first that all homothetical units in U have
degree < [K : Q). This will imply that there is some proper subfield L C K such that U C Oj.
But this will force some of the complex embeddings of these units to have different absolute
value, contradiction.

To prove the first assertion, let u € U be a homothetical unit of maximal degree deg(u) =

[K : Q], and let us label by rq,...,rs its images under the real embeddings and respectively
21,. .., 29 its images under the complex embeddings (with the convention that z;; = Z; for all
i=1,...t). Let us also denote by R the common value of |z|,k =1,...,t.

Recall that we have:
Z1Z21 =+ = Z¢Z¢- (22)

Let K" be the normal closure of Q C K; then for any i = 1,...,s there exists some o €
Gal(K"!Q) such that o(21) = r;. Applying o to (2.2) we get

ri0(Z1) = 0(22)0(Z2) - - - = 0(2t)0(Z¢). (2.3)
Recalling s < t, we see that in the above equations (2.3) either

e all factors o(zx)0(Zx) with k > 2 are of the form r;(;)24(;) for some i(j) € {1,...,s} and
some a(j) € {1,...,2t}, or

e we have at least one factor of the form o(zy)o(Zx) equal to some z,25 for some k = 2,...¢
and some o, € 1,...,2t.
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In the first case, one has r; = r; for some different 7,5 = 1,...,s, a contradiction with the
assumption that deg(u) is maximal. Hence, we are left with the remaining case, so we have

r;:0(Z1) = 2a28. (2.4)

We consider the occuring possibilities.

Case 1. There is some (i) € 1,...,2t such that ¢(Z1) = 2z,(;). Taking absolute values, we get
r; = R. But then, since u was assumed to be of maximal degree deg(u) = [K : Q] we have that
all the 21, ..., z9; are distinct, so by [Fe], the minimal polynomial f € Q[X] of w is of the form
F(X2H1), We get 2t + 1|s + 2t; but this is absurd, as 1 < s < t.

So we are left with:
Case 2. For alli =1,...,s, there exists ¢(i) € {1,..., s} and some «(i), 5(7) € {1,...2t} such
that r;7,i) = za(i)25(i)- Again, taking absolute values we get

rircp(,») = Rz.

Noticing that ¢ is a bijection, (since by assumption v was of maximal degree, so all the rs are
distinct), we this implies
S
H T, = Rs.
i=1

But as u is a totally positive unit, we have

<ﬁ ’I“i> R2t = 1,
i=1

hence we get R = 1, again a contradiction, as u was assumed to be a homothetical unit. We
conclude that every homothetical unit has degree < [K : Q].

Next, let Lq,..., Ly be the set of proper subfields of K generated by the homothetical units
in U (i.e. for each i there is some homothetical unit u;, € U such that L; = Q(u;)) and for each
ie{l,...,M} let

C; = {u € Ulu=homothetical unit,u € L;}.
Let us also Isom(U) for the subset of U formed by the isometrical units; it is a proper subgroup
of U. As

M
UCZ' =U\ Isom(U)

i=1

we see U =< C;, > for some iy (where < C;, > is the subgroup generated by C;,). Hence,
Ucor,.

But then, at least two complex embeddings oy, 0y, (k,l > s+ 1) of K lie over different real
embeddings of L;,. To see this, let s’ (respt 2t') be the number of real (respectively complex)
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embeddings of L;, and let [ = [K : L;;]. As U is admissible, we must have s’ = s (cf [OeTo],
Lemma 1.6) and the restriction of any two different real embeddings of K to L;, cannot coincide.
But this means that over each real embedding of L;, there is at least one complex embedding of

K, so there exists k,l > s+ 1 such that |og (u;, )| # |o1(us, )|, contradiction with the assumption
on u;,. Q.E.D.

References

[Boyd] D. BoyD, Irreducible polynomials with many roots of mazimal modulus. Acta Arith. 68, No.1,
85-88 (1994).

[Bel] F.A. BELGUN, On the metric structure of non-Kdhler complezr surfaces. Math. Ann. 317, 1-40
(2000).

[Brul] M. BRUNELLA, Locally conformally Kdihler metrics on certain non-Khlerian surfaces. Math.
Ann. 346, No. 3, 629-639 (2010).

[Bru2] M. BRUNELLA, Locally conformally Kdihler metrics on Kato surfaces. Nagoya Math. J. 202,
77-81 (2011).

[Dix] J. DIXON, Polynomials with nontrivial relations between their roots. Acta Arith. 82, No.3, 293
302 (1997).

[Fe] R. FERGUSON, Irreducible polynomials with many roots of equal modulus. Acta Arith. 78, No.3,
221-225 (1997).

[GaOr] P.GAUDUCHON, L. ORNEA, Locally conformal Kaehler metrics on Hopf surfaces. Annales de
I'Institut Fourier, 48, 1107-1127 (1998).

[OeTo] K. OELJEKLAUS, M. ToMma, Non-Kdihler compact complex manifolds associated to number
fields. Ann. Inst. Fourier 55, No. 1, 161-171 (2005).

[OV1] L. ORNEA, M. VERBITSKY, Structure theorem for compact Vaisman manifolds. Math. Res. Lett.,
10, 799-805 (2003).

[OV3] L. ORNEA, M. VERBITSKY, Topology of locally conformal Kaehler manifolds with potential.
International Mathematics Research Notices, 4, 117-126 (2010).

[OV2] L. ORNEA, M. VERBITSKY, A report on locally conformally Kdhler manifolds. Contemporary
Mathematics 542, 135-150, (2011).

[PaVu] M. PARTON, V. VULETESCU, Ezamples of non-trivial rank in locally conformal Kdhler geome-
try. Math. Z. 270, No. 1-2, 179-187 (2012).

[Tri] F. TRICERRI, Some examples of locally conformal Kdhler manifolds. Rend. Sem. Mat. Univ.
Politec. Torino 40, 81-92 (1982).

[Va] 1. VAISMAN, On locally and globally conformal Kdhler manifolds. Trans. Amer. Math. Soc. 262 |
533-542 (1980).
Received: 23.12.2012
Accepted: 28.01.2013
University of Bucharest, Faculty of Mathematics,

14 Academiei str., 70109 Bucharest, Romania
E-mail: vuli@fmi.unibuc.ro



