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Abstract

Given a hypercomplex manifold with a rotating vector field (and additional
data), we construct a conical hypercomplex manifold. As a consequence, we
associate a quaternionic manifold to a hypercomplex manifold of the same di-
mension with a rotating vector field. This is a generalization of the HK/QK-
correspondence. As an application, we show that a quaternionic manifold can
be associated to a conical special complex manifold of half its dimension. Fur-
thermore, a projective special complex manifold (with a canonical c-projective
structure) associates with a quaternionic manifold. The latter is a generalization
of the supergravity c-map. We do also show that the tangent bundle of any special
complex manifold carries a canonical Ricci-flat hypercomplex structure, thereby
generalizing the rigid c-map.

2020 Mathematics Subject Classification : 53C10, 53C56, 53C26.

Keywords : conical hypercomplex manifold, H/Q-correspondence, generalized su-
pergravity c-map.

Contents

1 Introduction

2 Preliminaries

3 Conification of hypercomplex manifolds

4 The hypercomplex/quaternionic-correspondence

E@Emﬂ

5 Examples of the H/Q-correspondence

6 The tangent bundle of a special complex manifold and a generalization
of the rigid c-map

Bl


http://arxiv.org/abs/2207.09013v1

7 The c-projective structure on a projective special complex manifold @

8 A generalization of the supergravity c-map kg

1 Introduction

The HK/QK-correspondence is a construction of a (pseudo-)quaternionic Kéhler man-
ifold from a (pseudo-)hyper-Kéhler manifold of the same dimension with a rotating
vector field (see Definition Bl and [I5, 2] [I6, 4]). This correspondence gives also the
supergravity c-map, which associates a quaternionic Kéhler manifold with a projective
special Kahler manifold. The supergravity c-map was introduced in theoretical physics

[13].

The inverse construction of the HK/QK-correspondence is called the QK /HK-cor-
respondence. It has been generalized to a Q/H-correspondence, a construction of
hypercomplex manifolds from quaternionic manifolds [I0]. The purpose of this pa-
per is to construct a quaternionic manifold from a hypercomplex manifold endowed
with a rotating vector field and some extra data. We shall call this construction the
hypercomplex/quaternionic-correspondence (H/Q-correspondence for short). We briefly
explain how we obtain this correspondence. First we define the notion of a conical hyper-
complex manifold (Definition 2.T]). Next we construct a conical hypercomplex manifold
M for every hypercomplex manifold M with a rotating vector field Z (Theorem [B.9])
and additional data: a two-form © on M, a U(1)-bundle over M whose curvature sat-
isfies () and a function f on M such that df = —:;©. The manifold M is endowed
with a free action of the Lie algebra LieH* = R @® su(2) and its quotient space M
carries a quaternionic structure, provided that the quotient map M — M is a submer-
sion. The H/Q-correspondence is then defined as M + M (Theorems A1 and EF]).
In addition, we show that M carries not only a quaternionic connection but also an
(induced) affine quaternionic vector field (Proposition 7). Note that we give an ex-
ample of our H/Q-correspondence from a hypercomplex Hopf manifold, which does not
admit any hyper-Kéhler structure (Example [5.3]). Therefore the H/Q-correspondence is
a proper generalization of the HK/QK-correspondence. Examples like hypercomplex or
quaternionic Hopf manifolds show that hypercomplex and quaternionic manifolds arise
naturally beyond the context of hyper-Kahler and quaternionic Kahler geometry. We
refer to [25, (I8, [19] for the theory of quaternionic manifolds and constructions of such
manifolds.

The rigid c-map [9] allows to associate with a conical special Kdhler manifold its
cotangent bundle endowed with a hyper-Kéahler structure with a rotating vector field
[2]. In the absence of a metric, we show that the tangent bundle of a special complex
manifold carries a canonical hypercomplex structure and that its Obata connection is
Ricci flat (Theorem [6.5]). In this way we establish a generalization of the rigid c-map
which assigns a Ricci flat hypercomplex manifold to each special complex manifold.
When the special complex manifold is conical, the resulting hypercomplex manifold is
shown to admit a canonical rotating vector field (Lemma [8]). The notion of a (conical)
special complex manifold was introduced in [3]. It is a generalization of a (conical)
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special Kahler manifold. We give a local example which does not arise as a special
Kéhler manifold (Example B9). In addition, we find many (different) quaternionic
structures on the tangent bundle of a conical special complex manifold in this example
(Example B9), using a generalization of the supergravity c-map.

As an application of our H/Q-correspondence, we indeed generalize the supergravity
c-map by associating a quaternionic manifold with every conical special complex mani-
fold and therefore with every projective special complex manifold (using the extra data
involved in the H/Q-correspondence), see Theorem It is shown in Proposition
that any projective special complex manifold possesses a canonical c-projective structure
and in Theorem that its c-projective Weyl curvature is of type (1,1). So our gener-
alized supergravity c-map can be formulated as associating a quaternionic manifold to
a projective special complex manifold endowed with its canonical c-projective structure
with c-projective Weyl curvature of type (1,1). This addresses one of the questions
raised in [6], where a different construction of quaternionic manifolds from c-projective
structures was obtained, compare Remark

In the special case of the HK/QK-correspondence, the two-form O, which is part
of the data entering the H/Q-correspondence, is the Z-invariant Kéhler form w; in the
hyper-Kéahler-triple (wy,ws,ws). However, in general, we have a freedom in the choice
of © in the H/Q-correspondence (see Section Bl). In particular we find two choices of
© in Example [£.4] which yield different quaternionic structures on the resulting space.
This shows that our H/Q-correspondence is not an inverse construction of the Q/H-
correspondence without a further specification of ©. It is left for future studies to find
a suitable choice of © which gives an inverse construction.

We summarize our constructions in this paper as the following commutative diagram.

: conical hypercomplex

: quaternionic
: conical special complex (P’ 77)

: projective special complex

2z 22

u(1)

rigid c-map. conification
(N, TV &) i M = TN, £, 0) M = Cp(M)
- . H/Q-corresp.
P ey * . . T
roposition L3 | PN Theorems @] and L8 - i
'S
- = generalized supergravity c-map
(N’ J7 PV’) ............... Theoremm ............ > M — M/D

2 Preliminaries

Throughout this paper, all manifolds are assumed to be smooth and without boundary
and maps are assumed to be smooth unless otherwise mentioned. The space of sections
of a vector bundle £ — M is denoted by I'(E).



In this section we introduce hypercomplex and quaternionic structures and derive
some properties of conical hypercomplex manifolds.

We say that M is a quaternionic manifold with the quaternionic structure @ if @)
is a subbundle of End(T'M) of rank 3 which at every point x € M is spanned by
endomorphisms [y, I, I3 € End(7, M) satisfying

(2.1) I} =15 =1 =—id, 1], = —L1, = I,

and there exists a torsion-free connection V on M such that V preserves @), that is,
VxI'(Q) € T(Q) for all X € I'(T'M). Such a torsion-free connection V is called a
quaternionic connection and the triplet (I;, I, I3) is called an admissible frame of ) at
x. Note that we use the same letter V for the connection on End(7'M) induced by V.
The dimension of the quaternionic manifold M is denoted by 4n.

An almost hypercomplex manifold is defined to be a manifold M endowed with 3 al-
most complex structures Iy, Io, I3 satisfying the quaternionic relations (Z11). If I, Iy, I3
are integrable, then M is called a hypercomplex manifold. There exists a unique torsion-
free connection on a hypercomplex manifold for which the hypercomplex structures are
parallel. It is called the Obata connection [22]. Obviously, hypercomplex manifolds are
quaternionic manifolds with Q = (I, I, I3).

Definition 2.1. We say that a hypercomplex manifold (M, (I1, I3, I3)) with a vector field
V is conical if VOV = id holds, where V° is the Obata connection. The vector field V is
called the Euler vector field.

We state some lemmas for conical hypercomplex manifolds, which will be used later.

Lemma 2.2. Let (M, (11,15, 13),V) be a conical hypercomplex manifold. Then we have
Lyl, =0, Li,vl, =0 fora € {1,2,3} and Ly, vIz = =21, for any cyclic permutation
(. 8,7).

Proof. The formulas follow immediately from Ly = VY, — V'V =V, —id and Ly =

Voav - [Oé' l:‘
For a connection V and X € I'(T'M), we define
(22) (va)yz = Lx(VyZ) - VLXyZ - Vy(LXz),

where Y, Z € I'(T'M). Note that LxV is a tensor.

Lemma 2.3. Let (M, (11,15, 13),V) be a conical hypercomplex manifold. Then we have
LyV° =0 and L;,,V° = 0.

Proof. By Lemmal[22] V and [,V are quaternionic vector fields, namely Ly ['(Q) C I'(Q)
and Ly T'(Q) C I'(Q), where Q = (I, I, I3). By [10, Proposition 4.2], it is enough to
check RicV"(V, ) =0 and Ric¥’(I,V, -) = 0. We have

Ric¥'(V,Y) = —Ric¥’ (Y,V) = —Tr RV (-,Y)V = 0.

Here we used the skew-symmetry of the Ricci tensor of the Obata connection. It follows
that also Rz’cvo([aV, 0) = —Rz’cvo(\/, I,-) = 0, by the hermitian property of the Ricci
tensor of the Obata connection. O



Alternatively we could have used Lemma and the explicit form of the Obata
connection to check L; yV° = 0. Note that LiyV? = 0 follows from the uniqueness of
the Obata connection, since the vector field V' preserves the hypercomplex structure.

Example 2.4 (The Swann bundle). The principal R>? x SO(3) bundle over a quater-
nionic manifold, whose fibers consist of all volume elements and admissible frames at
each point, possesses a hypercomplex structure (see [24, [10]). It is conical and is called
the Swann bundle. The fundamental vector field generated by c(# 0) € TiR*® = R
is the Euler vector field, as can be easily checked from the explicit representation of
the Obata connection (see [5] for example). In the notation of [10] with ¢ = —1 and
¢ = —4(n+1), a basis of fundamental vector fields for the principal action is given by the
vector fields V = Z, and Z, = —1,Z, with non-trivial commutators [Z,, Zs| = —2Z,
and Lie derivatives Ly, I3 = —2I, for any cyclic permutation of {1, 2,3}, where we have
denoted by (Iy, I3, I3) the hypercomplex structure of the Swann bundle. Specializing to
the Swann bundle H* /{£1} of a point, we see that Z; corresponds to 1 and (Z1, Zs, Z3)
to (i, 7, k) in Tj(H*/{£1}) = T,H = L.

Lemma 2.5. On any conical hypercomplex manifold (M, (11, I, I3), V'), the distribution
D :=(V,LV, LV, I3V) on {x € M |V, # 0} is integrable.

Proof. This follows from Lemma O

3 Conification of hypercomplex manifolds

The main result of this section is a construction of conical hypercomplex manifolds M of
dimension dim M = dim M + 4 from hypercomplex manifolds M with a rotating vector
field.

Let M be a hypercomplex manifold of dimension 4n with a hypercomplex structure
H - ([1, IQ, 13)

Definition 3.1. A vector field Z on a hypercomplex manifold (M, (11, I5, I3)) is called
rotating Zf Lzll =0 and Lzlg = —213

Note that if Z is rotating, then LzI3 = 2[5. In this section we will essentially show
that by choosing a (local) primitive of the one-form ¢1z© we can construct a conical
hypercomplex manifold (M, H, V) for a hypercomplex manifold (M, H) with a rotating
vector field Z and a closed two-form © such that L;0 = 0.

Let f be a smooth function on M such that df = —1z0 and f, := f—(1/2)0(Z, 1, Z)
is nowhere vanishing. Consider a principal U(1)-bundle 7 : P — M with a connection
form n whose curvature form is

(3.1) dn=m* <@ - %d((bz@) o m) .

Since the curvature dn is a basic form, we will usually identify it with its projection
© — 1d((120) o I) on M. With this understood we have the following lemma, which
follows immediately from the definition of f;.
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Lemma 3.2. df; = —izdn.

Define a vector field Z; on P by Z; = Z" + (7* f1) X p, where Z" is the n-horizontal
lift and Xp is the fundamental vector field such that n(Xp) = 1. We will write f; for

7T*f1.

Remark 3.3. Note that [Xp, 71| = 0. Therefore if Z, generates a U(1)-action on P,
then its action commutes with the principal action of m: P — M.

Set M = H* x P. Let (eff, el el elt) (vesp. (ef,el, ek, ek)) be the right-invariant
(resp. the left- mvarlant) frame of H* which coincides with (1,4, 7, k) at 1 € H*. Note

that [ef, elf] = —2eZ. We will use the same letter for vectors or vector fields canonically
lifted to the product M = H* x P as for those on the factors H* and P. Set

Vii=el— 7.

We denote the space of integral curves of V; by M. We assume that the quotient map
7 M — M is a submersion. Note that “submersion” requires that the quotient space
M is smooth.

Lemma 3.4. We assume that the equation (31) holds. If LyI; =0 and Lz0© = 0, we
have
Ly, Y = —[7Z, Y]

for allY € I'(TM).

Proof.
_LV1Yhn = [ L Zlayhn] = [Z1>Yhn]
[Z K Yhn] [lePaYhn] = [Zhn’yhn] - (Yhnfl)X

=2, Y] +n([Z", Y\ Xp — (Y™ f1) Xp

=12, Y]" —dn(Z,Y)Xp — (Y f1)Xp

=[Z,Y ",
where we have used Lemma O

Note that

T(z,p)M ~ TH* ¢ T,P = (e(lf, ef”, ef, e?) @ (Xp), ® Kern,
= <V1>(Z,p) ©® <€0R7 6{%’ e?v e?) @ Kern,

for (z,p) € H* x P. We define three endomorphisms fields I, I, I3 on M of rank I, =
dn+4 (a=1,2,3) as follows:

]Vl—() Ieo—e Ie eg,faeg:ef,faef:—eg,

(L) o) (V") (o)) = ((lé)w(m(W*Y))h"(@m



for Y € T,M. Here I/, is defined by

3

(3.2) I, =Y Awpslp,

p=1

where A = (Aaup) € SO(3) is the representation matrix of Ad.|p,m with respect to the
basis (4,7, k). Note that Kerl, = (V4), ImI, = TH* & Kern (o = 1,2,3) and that
Iy, I, I3 satisfy the quaternionic relations on TH* & Ker 7.

Lemma 3.5. Lz, = 0.

Proof. The flow ¢; : (z,p) — (e'z,p) of elt preserves the decomposition M =H*x P
and acts trivially on the second factor. In particular, it preserves the distribution Ker 7.
The action on the first factor is tri-holomorphic with respect to the (standard) hyper-
complex structure induced by (fa) on H*. Since Ad, = Ad,, for all r > 0, we also see
that ¢; preserves the tensors fa|KCr,7. O

Lemma 3.6. If Z is rotating and Lz© = 0, then we have LVlf =0.

Proof. By the definition of I, it is easy to obtain (Ly,I,)Vi = 0 and (Ly, I)ef = 0
(0 =0,...,3). Moreover, by Lemma B4 we have

Vi ]

:[e%’[a hn](zm) - [Zb] Y ](ZP)_I'I [Z Y] (2,p)
ey Jep) = 12" LY " oy — L1 X Py LY ™) oy + (IL1Z, Y ) ()
[er ]

where we have used that [Zf;,faYh"] + [AXp, Y™ = [Z, 1LY + (2, I.Y]) Xp —
(IY)(f1)Xp = [Z,I'Y]"™ at the point (z,p), by Lemma B2l Taking the flow ¢; gener-
ated by e, we have

3
d

Yhn E -
[617 1 <d

sl >) (LY )10,

where
1 0 0

A(t) = (Aup(t)) = 0 cos2t sin2t | € SO(3),
0 —sin2t cos?2t

is the matrix associated with ¢;(z). On the other hand, we see that
Lzl{ - —2A1213 + 2A13]2,

Lzlé - —2A2213 + 2A23]2,
Lzl:; = —2A32[3 + 2A33]2



and hence

d
Lo(I, I, 1Y) = (LI, LI, L) = (Iy, I, I3) ( th(t)) .

Therefore we have (Ly; I ) (. ) (Y") = 0. O

By Lemma [3.6, we can define an almost hypercomplex structure (fl,f2,f3) on M
satisfying 7, o I, = I, o 7,.

Lemma 3.7. The almost hypercomplex structure H = (fl, I, fg) 1s integrable, that is,
(M, H) is a hypercomplex manifold.

Pmof Let X and Y be projectable vector fields on the total space of the submersion

: M — M and denote by X = 7T*X Y = 7.V their projections. Then we have
w*(NIa (X,Y)) = Nl (X,Y), where N'o and N7= are the Nijenhuis tensors of I, and I,
respectively. Using that I,V; = 0 and Ly, I, = 0 (Lemma[B0) we see that N« (V4,-) = 0.
Since NTo and N'= are tensors, it is sufficient to show that the horizontal component
of N'«(A, B) vanishes for sections A and B of (¢f, e, e el) @ Kern. It is easy to see
that Ne (el eft) = 0 and N~ (e, X™) = 0, for all a,b € {0,...,3}. So we only need
to show that the horizontal component of N (X" Y") vanishes, i.c. the component

in (eff el et elty @ Kern. It is given by

(X, Y]+ IL[X, I'Y] + I [I.X, Y] - [I.X, I'Y])" =0,
since (I1, I}, I}) is a hypercomplex structure on M, for every z € H*. 0

Since Ly, ell =0, we can define a vector field V = 7.elf on M. Let V° be the Obata
connection with respect to H.

Lemma 3.8. We have V'V = id.

Proof. Using the explicit representation of the Obata connection (see [5] for example)
and Lemma 3.5 we have

3
12(V2 yieel) =i | Y (L[IsY el + Lfef LY]) +2) Lef Y] |

(a,8,7) a=1

where (o, 3,7) indicates sum over cyclic permutations of (1,2,3) and Y is a projectable

vector field on M commuting with ef. Evaluating the expression on Y = ef' and

Y = UM, we obtain 127,Y. O

As a consequence, by Lemmas [3.7] and B.§, we can conclude



Theorem 3.9 (Conification). Let M be a hypercomplex manifold with a hypercomplex
structure H = (Iy, I, I3), a closed two-form © and a rotating vector field Z such that
Lz0 = 0. Let f be a smooth function on M such that df = —1z0 and assume f; =
f—=(1/2)0(Z,1,7) does nowhere vanish. Consider a principal U(1)-bundle m : P — M
with a connection form n whose curvature form is

dn=m* <@ - %d((bz@) o m) .

If the quotient map 7 : M — M is a submersion, then (M, Ifl) is a conical hypercomplex
manifold with the Euler vector field V = T.ell.

Remark 3.10. The assumption that 7 is a submersion is always satisfied locally by
considering local 1-parameter subgroup generated by Vi, since the vector field V; has no
zeros. Note that “submersion” requires that the quotient space is a smooth manifold.

We say that (M; }AIA, V') is the conification of (M, H, Z, f,©) associated with (P,n)
and denote it by (M, H,V) = Cip,(M, H, Z, f,©) (or simply M = Cp(M) if there is

no confusion).

4 The hypercomplex/quaternionic-correspondence

Building on the conification construction of the last section we will now construct a
quaternionic manifold M of dimension dim M = dim M from a hypercomplex manifold
M with rotating vector field. The resulting quaternionic manifold is endowed with a
torsion-free quaternionic connection and an affine quaternionic vector field X.

The space of leaves of the integrable distribution D := (V, LV, LV, f3V) on M is
denoted by M. We shall show that M = Cp(M)/D is a quaternionic manifold, which is
the main theorem of this paper. In addition, we show that M has a natural quaternionic
connection V and an affine quaternionic vector field X induced from the fundamental
vector field Xp of P — M.

Using Theorem and a similar argument as in [24, Theorem 2.1], we prove Theo-
rem [T]

Theorem 4.1 (H/Q-correspondence). Let M be a hypercomplex manifold with a hy-
percomplex structure H = (I, I3, I3), a closed two-form © and a rotating vector field Z
such that L;© = 0. Let f be a smooth function on M such that df = —170 and assume
that fi1 == f — (1/2)0(Z, 11 Z) does nowhere vanish. Consider a principal U(1)-bundle
m: P — M with a connection form n whose curvature form is

dn=m* <@ - %d((bz@) o m) .

If both quotient maps 7 : M — M and #: M —zM defined above are submersions, then
there exists an induced quaternionic structure () on M.



Proof. As we proved in Theorem 3.9 M = Cp(M) is a conical hypercomplex manifold
with the hypercomplex structure H = (fl,f2,f3) Let o = Zi 0 Pata ((l0,%1,12,13) =
(1,4, 4, k)) be the right-invariant Maurer-Cartan form on H* and extend it with the same
letter to M as g0|Tp = 0. Set 90 = . Since LV190 = 0, we can define the one-form
0o on M such that 6, = 7*6,. We deﬁne 0 =6 +>°_ (90 o I,)i, and take the Euler

vector field V on M as in Theorem B9l Here define an I,-invariant distribution
H = Ker 0.

It holds that TM = D & H. Since Ly’ = 0 and Lfavé/ = 2(fy o [Aﬁ)z'V — 2(fy o L,)ig
for any cyclic permutation («, 3,7) (these are checked by straightforward calculations),
the distribution A is invariant along leaves of D. Since 7 is a submersion, there exist a
neighborhood U C M of z € M and a section s : U — M. Then we can define

L(Y) = 7 (La(Y, )

for y € U, where Y € T,M and Y"o is the ¢'-horizontal lift of Y with respect to .
Although each I, depends on the sections, the subbundle Q = (I}, I, I3) C End(TM)
is independent of the section by Lemma This means that (M,Q) is an almost
quaternionic manifold.

Next we show that there exists a torsion-free connection which preserves ). We

define a connection V on M by
(4.1) VyW = #.(V0,, W), Y, W e T(TM),

where V is the Obata connection of M. Note that V is well-defined by Lemma 23]
Since the Obata connection is torsion-free, then so is V. To show that V preserves Q,
we consider I € T(Q). Then (IW)h = 322 _a oL, Whe for some functions a, with
yo? = 1, which implies

ala

3
(Vy W = #.0> (V' an) W),

a=1
showing that V preserves Q. Therefore (M, Q) is a quaternionic manifold. O
Remark 4.2. The assumption that 7 is a submersion is always satisfied locally.

Next we shall show that our c_on_struction ir_lduces a vector field X which is an affine
quaternionic vector field of (M, @, V), where V is given by (4.1]).

Lemma 4.3. We have Ly, Xp =0 and LXPfa =0.

Proof. The first equation can be checked by a straightforward calculation. The second
follows from [Xp, [,Y"] = [Xp, (I.Y )] = 0. O

By Lemma (3] we can define a vector field )/(; .= 7,Xp on M. Moreover )/(;
satisfies the following.
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Lemma 4.4. We have L1, =0, in addition, L&V = 0.

Proof. The first claim follows from Lemma 4.3} as (L/\f )o i, =, o (Lx,1,). Since
the Obata connection is uniquely determined by the hypercomplex structure, we have
LAVO = 0 by the invariance of the hypercomplex structure (]1, I, 13) under Xp. 0O

The next two lemmas follow respectively from [ef, Xp] = 0 and Lx,.0, = 0 by
projection.

Lemma 4.5. We have LV)/(; =0 and Lfav)/(; =0.
Lemma 4.6. We have L)/(;éo =0 on M.

Lemma allows us to define a vector field X := fr*)/(; on M.

Proposition 4.7. Let (M, Q) be a quaternionic manifold obtained from a hypercom-
plex manifold M satisfying the assumptions in Theorem [{.1] and V the quaternionic
connection defined by [@T]). The vector field X is an affine quaternionic vector field of
(M,Q,V), that is, satisfies LxT'(Q) C T'(Q) and LxV = 0.

Proof. Tt follows easily from Lemma f.4l that X preserves the quaternionic structure Q.

From Lemma 4] Lemma LG and the closure of 6, we do also obtain that p,, [X p, Y| =

0, where p, and p, denote the projections from TM onto the horizontal and vertical

subbundles, respectively. Using this, for any vector fields Y and W on M, we compute
(Lx VW =it ([Xp, 900, WH = V0 L Whe =0,y [, W]

pr[Xp,Y 0]

i ((L;(;@O)Yhe, W 40 gy W V0, o[ X, Whé']) 0.0

We call the correspondence from a hypercomplex manifold (M, H,Z, f,0) to a
quaternionic manifold (M,Q,V, X) described in Theorem EIl (and Proposition 1]
for the additional structure X) the hypercomplex/quaternionic-correspondence (H/Q-
correspondence for short). As we mentioned in Remarks and L2 the global as-
sumption in Theorem A.1] (H/Q-correspondence) that 7 and 7 are submersions is always
satisfied locally. Under stronger assumptions and by considering Swann’s twist [27], we
have the following global result. We use the notation (4 for the action induced from the
group (A) generated by a vector field A to distinguish U(1)-actions.

Theorem 4.8 (H/Q-correspondence, second version). Let M be a hypercomplex mani-
fold with a hypercomplex structure H = (Iy, I5, I3), a closed two-form © and a rotating
vector field Z such that L;© = 0. Let f be a smooth function on M such that df = —1,0
and assume that fy == f — (1/2)0(Z,11Z) does nowhere vanish. Consider a principal
U(1)-bundle w: P — M with a connection form n whose curvature form is

1
dn =" <@ — §d((bz@) o [1)> .
If Zy = ZM + f1 Xp generates a free U(1)-action on P, then the conification M of M is
H* X v,y P and the quaternionic manifold M coincides with the twist of M given by the
twist data (© — 2d((120) o I1), Z, f1) as manifolds.
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Proof. By Lemma [B.2] we see tzdn = —df;. It follows that Lzdn = 0 from the assump-
tions L0 = 0 and LzI; = 0. Therefore we obtain a twist M’ := P/(Z;) of M with the
twist data (©—1d((.20)011), Z, fy) since Zy = Z" + f, X p generates a free U(1)-action.
Let 7’ : P — M’ be the quotient map by the action of (Z;). We define an action of
(VAN U(L) C (eF) x (Z1) on B x P by

Gvi (u)(2,p) = (Gt ()2, Cz, (u™")p)

for (z,p) € H* x P. We see that the conification M of M is a fiber bundle (H* x P)/(V})
over M', which is associated with 7' : P — M’ and usually denoted by H* X, P.

Moreover the quotient of M by H* is M’, that is, M = M.

M=H*"xP

M

2

H/Q-corresp.

In the above diagram, 7, is the projection onto the second factor P. O

Remark 4.9. Note that the bundle # : M — M is associated to the principal U(1)-
bundle P — M = M’ = P/{Z,). Therefore sections of 7 are in one-to-one correspon-
dence with equivariant maps P — H*. Let A\ : P — H* be such that \((z (u)p) =
Cef(u_l))\(p) for all w € U(1) and p € P and set F\ := [A,id]y,y : P — M. If we
consider a local section s : U(C M = M') — P, then s’ := Fyos: U — M is a local
section of # : M — M and the equivariance of A\ implies that s’ is independent of s.
As we observed in the proof of Theorem ELT], the quaternionic structure Q = (I3, I, I3)
on M is induced from the hypercomplex structure on M and a local section s'. For
Y € T, M, we have

L(Y) = (LY, ) = 7 LaslY),

since the decomposition TM = D @ H is I,-invariant. From s’ = Fyos = [Aos, s] i) =
7o (Nos,s), it holds that

(4.2) L(Y) =#,(1,s.Y)
= (Ia(7e((A 0 5)u(Y) + 5.Y))
= (7 (Ja((A 0 8)u(Y) + 5.Y))



Note that ()\ o S)*(Y) +s.Y € T()\(s(x)),s(w))M.

Next we consider the decomposition T'P |y = (Z1) @ s.(TU). Let p* be the projec-
tion from T'P|yyy onto s,(TU). Note that s.(T,U) is generated by the tangent vectors
of the form pV(WS}E’;)) =: WV at each point s(x), where W is a tangent vector of M
at m(s(x)) and 7 is the connection form on P. We define (an almost hypercomplex
structure) I/ on s(U) by I (W) = (I' W)V for each WV € s,(T,U), where I/, is given
by B2) for z = A(s(z)). Since I,(Z;) = I(eF) € TH* (by I,Vi = 0), we have

(43) P (el Ta(WY)) = p (rae (L (W 4 aZ4))) = p (TIWh) = p* (I, W)™)
— (ILW)Y = LY(WY),

where a € R. Then it holds that
L(Y) =7 (2. (Ias.Y ) = 7' (p” (72 ([a(5.Y ) = 7' (1) (5.Y))

from (Z2) and [@3). Therefore Q@ can be identified with (I, 1y, Iy) on s(U). Note
that (1), 1y, I}) is independent of the choice of A, and hence it is shown again that ¢)
is independent of the choice of A, which is identified with a section of M.

Note that a quaternionic Kahler metric obtained by the AHK/ QK-correspondence is
described directly in terms of the objects on P (instead of M) in [4], 21].

Remark 4.10. The conification M of M is locally isomorphic to the Swann bundle
of M, which is conical as discussed in Example 24l Note that the Swann bundle
is an H*/{£1}-bundle over a quaternionic manifold whereas M is the quotient of M
by H* as above. Indeed, take an open set U of M and local sections s : U — M ,
s U — UM), where 7% : U(M) — M is the Swann bundle of M. For a local
trivialization ® : #71(U) — U x H* associated to s and given by ®(z) = (7(z), ¢(z)),
we can define a double covering F : #=4(U) — (7°¥)~Y(U) by

F(z) = "71(s'(7(2)), p(¢(2)))-

Here @' : (75)~Y(U) — U x H*/{+£1} is a local trivialization associated to s’ and
p: H* — H*/{£1} is the projection. See |24 [6] for the (twisted) Swann bundle.

5 Examples of the H/Q-correspondence

In this section, we give examples of the H/Q-correspondence.

Example 5.1 (HK/QK-correspondence). Let (M, g, H = (Iy,15,13)) be a (possibly
indefinite) hyper-Kéhler manifold with a rotating Killing vector field Z and f a nowhere
vanishing smooth function such that df = —:;0, where © is the Kéahler form with
respect to g and I;. Set f; = f—(1/2)g(Z, Z) and assume that the functions g(Z, Z) and
f1 are nowhere zero. From these data, we can obtain a (possibly indefinite) quaternionic
Kihler manifold (M, g) [15,2,4]. The metric g is positive definite under the assumptions
specified in [2, Corollary 2| for the signs of the functions f, fi and for the signature of
g. Also the sign of the scalar curvature of M is determined by these choices.
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In the HK/QK-correspondence, the initial data © is a non-degenerate 2-form. In
our more general setting, we may also choose © = 0, like in the following example.

Example 5.2 (Conical hypercomplex manifold). Let (M, (11,5, 13),V) be a conical
hypercomplex manifold with the Euler vector field V. Choose f; = f =1, © = 0, and
consider the trivial principal bundle P = M x U(1) with the connection n = dt, where t
is the angular coordinate of U(1) such that dt(Xp) = 1 on the fundamental vector field
Xp. We assume that Z := I}V generates a free U(1)-action on M and that the periods
of Z, Xp and el are the same. It holds that Z is rotating from Lemma Then V;
generates a free U(1)-action on M = H* x P = H* x M x U(1) of the same period.
Therefore

~

M(= (H" x M x U(1))/(V1)) 3 [z,p,q] = [24,Cz(q"")p, 1] = (24, Cz(q"")p) € H* x M

gives a diffeomorphism M = H* x M, and hence M = M as smooth manifolds. In fact,
we can define a diffeomorphism ' : M — M'(= M) by ¢'(z) = 7’(z,1). A global section
M— M gives rise to a hypercomplex structure (I3, I5, I3) on M but the latter does not
coincide with (I, Iy, I3) in general (under the diffeomorphism ¢’). The quaternionic
structure @ on M, however, coincides with (I}, I, I3). Note that @ is independent of
the section, as shown in the proof of Theorem (1] and Remark L9 More explicitly,
considering A, : M x U(1) — H* defined by \,(z,u) = z-u~! (2 € H*) and the section
s : M — P defined by s(z) = ((¢/)"!(x),1), we see that the section F), o s gives the
hypercomplex structure (I, I3, I3) and, hence, the quaternionic structure (I, I, I3) on
M = M.

The next example shows that our H/Q-correspondence is a proper generalization of
the HK /QK-correspondence.

Example 5.3 (Hypercomplex Hopf manifold). Consider H" = R*" as a right-vector
space over the quaternions with the standard hypercomplex structure

f= (0= Ryl = By, Iy = LDy — — )

and the standard flat hyper-Kéhler metric § and set M = H"\{0}. Take A € Sp(n)Sp(1)
and A > 1. Then (AA) is a group of homotheties which acts freely and properly discon-
tinuously on the simply connected manifold M. The quotient space M /(\A) inherits
a quaternionic structure () and a quaternionic connection V which are invariant under
the centralizer G of AA in GL(n, H)Sp(1). In fact, the quaternionic structure Q on
M is GL(n, H)Sp(1)-invariant and induces therefore an almost quaternionic structure
Q@ on M/()\A) since (AA) C GL(n, H)Sp(1). Moreover, the Levi-Civita connection V
on (M, §), which coincides with the Obata connection with respect to H, is invariant
under all homotheties of M. Since (AA) acts by homotheties, we see that V induces
a torsion-free connection V on M /(AA), which preserves (. This means that @ is
a quaternionic structure on M /(MA). In particular, if A € Sp(n), then the quotient
M /(\A) inherits an induced hypercomplex structure H = (I, I, I3) from H, which is
invariant under the centralizer G of AA in GL(n, H), since (AA) preserves H. We say
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that (M/(MA),Q) (vesp. (M/(\A), H)) is a quaternionic (resp. hypercomplex) Hopf
manifold. See [23, [10].

We start with a hypercomplex Hopf manifold M := M /(A\A), where A € Sp(n). Take
q € Sp(1) such that ¢ # 1. The centralizer of ¢ in Sp(1) is isomorphic to U(1), which
is denoted by U,(1). We consider a U(1)-action : z + ze~ on M defined by the right
multiplication of U(1) = U, (1) C Sp(n)U,(1) C Sp(n)Sp(1). This action induces one on
M and the corresponding vector field Z is rotating. Therefore we can apply the same
procedure as in Example [F.2 under the setting P = M x U,(1) (resp. P = M x U,(1))

and © = 0, and we have the quaternionic manifold M (= M) (resp. M(= M’)) by the
H/Q-correspondence. In the following, the quotient map of an action by a group G is
denoted by 7 and the objects associated with M are denoted by the corresponding
letters for M with ~, for example, the projection of the twist from M x U,(1) is denoted
as 7', where we use the notation of Theorem .8 Let R, be the right multiplication by

q.

P =M xU,Q1) o D= MU,
M Joa) M

Since 7' o x4y = T(raRr,) © T and M’ = M is a manifold with an invariant quaternionic
structure under the action of (AAR,) (Example and Proposition A7), we have

M =M = M/(\AR,).
Therefore it holds that
M = M/(NA) ¥ M = M/(MAR,).

In particular, we can choose A = E,, € Sp(n). Then the centralizer G of A\ = \E,,
is R”? x SL(n,H). We take the subgroup R>° x Sp(n) of G, which acts transitively
on M. Then

Sp(n)

Sp(n — 1)

On the other hand, considering the subgroup R>° x Sp(n)U,(1) of the centralizer G¥ of
AR,, we see that

M = (R*/{N) x

Sp(n)U(1)
Sp(n — 1)AU(1) '

(R0 x g B S (R0 ) x

15



where Ay is a diagonally embedded subgroup of Sp(n)U(1) C Sp(n)Sp(1) which is
isomorphic to U(1). Considering the case of n = 2, we have an invariant quaternionic
structure on the homogeneous space

Sp2)U(L) _ 7% Sp(2)
SS(DAuy  UE)

M =R>°/(\) x

by the H/Q-correspondence. Note that 72 x Sp(2) carries a hypercomplex structure and
(T?% x Sp(2))/U(2) is a homogeneous quaternionic manifold considered in [19].

Since M is diffeomorphic to S* x S4"~1, M can not admit any hyper-Kahler structure.
Therefore the HK/QK-correspondence can not be applied to the hypercomplex Hopf
manifold M. The H/Q-correspondence is thus a proper generalization of the HK/QK
one.

In the following example, the closed form © is non-zero and degenerate.

Example 5.4 (Lie group with left-invariant hypercomplex structure). Consider G =
SU(3). The Lie algebra g of G is decomposed as g = go+g1, where go = s(u(1)du(2)) =
u(l) @ su(2) = H and g; is the unique complementary go-module with the action of
H obtained from the adjoint action of gy [19]. Denote by V € go the vector which
corresponds to 1 € H. We use the same letters for left-invariant vector fields and
corresponding elements of g in this example. Three complex structures I, I, I3 on g
can be defined as follows. They preserve the decomposition g = go + g1 and act on
go = H by the standard hypercomplex structure (R;, R;, R;R; = —Rj,). On g; they are
defined by

(51) [Oé|91 = —adjav|gl, a = ]_,2, 3.

These structures extend to a left-invariant hypercomplex structure on G [19], which we
denote again by ([y, I, I3).

Let Gy = (U(1) x SU(2))/{£1} = U(2) be the subgroup of G corresponding to gp.
Note that Gy C G is a hypercomplex submanifold and therefore totally geodesic with
respect to the Obata connection V& of G [24]. The Obata connection VE° of Gy is given
by VgOY = XY for X, Y € go = H, where XY denotes the product of the quaternions
X and Y. Indeed, V% is torsion-free and I, I», I3 are parallel with respect to V0.
Then it holds V{V = V_?(OV = X for X € gg. For X € gy, by (5I)) and the explicit
expression of the Obata connection (see [5]), we also find that V¢V = X. Hence the
hypercomplex manifold (G, (11, I, I3)) is conical with the Euler vector field V' (see also

[26]).

Consider the right-action of U(2) on SU(3) given by

AB = A( 0 det(OB)‘l )

for A € SU(3) and B € U(2). Let [ : SU(3) — SU(3)/U(2) = CP? be the projection
and k : S — CP? the Hopf fibration. The pullback bundle P := [#S° of k : S° — CP?
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by [ is a U(1)-bundle over SU(3). The usual identification between the Stiefel manifold
V5(C?) and SU(3) is given by

‘/Q(Cg) = (al,ag) — A= (&1,&2,@1 X ag) € SU(3)
We can write

P ={(Au) € SU®B) x S| I(A) = k(u)}

= {(4, U) € SU(3) x 55 | (c3(A)) = (u) € CP?}
{
SU

( ) U(m),

where ¢3(A) denotes the third column of A. This shows that P is a trivial bundle. Let
ly : P — S° be the bundle map given by l4 (A4, a) = a(a; X az) = ac3(A). Consider the
pullback connection I7,n on P from the standard one 1 of k and take © = I*w, where w
is the Kéhler form on CP? Set Z := V. We see that Z generates a U(1)-action on
SU(3) and is rotating by Lemma 22l Since

(Z) C SU(2) C U(2),

Z is tangent to the fiber of [. Hence, we have 1,0 =0, L;0 = 0, and also have d© = 0
by dw = 0. So we can choose f = f; =1 (see Section B for the notation) and then see
that Z; generates a free U(1)-action on P given by

(21 (u)(A, @) = (Cz(u)(A),ua),  u e UD).

To see this, it is sufficient to check that Z is horizontal with respect to the pull back
connection. The vector field Z is lifted to SU(3) x U(1) as Za,a) = (Z4,0) € TSU(3) x
TU(1) for A € SU(3) and o € U(1) with the same letter Z. From Z € su(2), it holds
that

d
LpsZiae) = 2ol (C2(e")(4, )

t=0

d zt
= ZL(C(e)(A),0)

d

= Zac(Cale)(4)

d
= EO& Cg(A)

t=0

t=0

=0.

t=0

In particular, (I%n)(Z) = 0, that is, Z is horizontal with respect to the pullback con-
nection. So we see that Z; = Z + Xp. Therefore, by applying the H/Q-correspondence
to G = SU(3), we have a quaternionic manifold

G = P/(Z1) = (SU(3) x U(1)) /U(1) = SU(3).
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The identification is given by
(SUE) x U(1)) /U1) 3 [(A )]izyy = [(Cz(@™) A, D]izy) = Cz(a™)A € SU).

Note that there exists no Riemannian metric g on G such that g is hyper-Kéahlerian with
respect to (Iq, I, I3) since G is compact. The situation is summarized in the following
diagram.

H/Q-corresp.

$

SU(3)/U(2) = CP? S°

Note also that SU(3) x U(1) is a three-fold covering of U(3) : (A, «a) — aA. The
kernel is the cyclic group {(¢ 1,¢™') | ¢3 = 1}. The principal bundle P — SU(3) induces
a principal bundle U(3) = P/Z; — PSU(3) = SU(3)/Zs. The actions generated by
Zy and Z commutes with that of Zs. The vector field Z (resp. Z;) on SU(3) (resp.
SU(3) x U(1)) induces one on PSU(3) (resp. U(3)), which is denoted by the same letter
Z (resp. Z1) . We obtain the following diagram.

P/{Z1) = G =8U(3) —— U(@3)/(%) = G = SU(3)/Z’

/{Z1) /{Z1)

P =SU(3) x U(1) /Zg P/Zs =U(3)
/u(1) /U(@)
G =SU(3) 2 G, = PSU(3)

We can apply the H/Q-correspondence to the Lie group G5 = PSU(3) with the induced
left-invariant hypercomplex structure and see that its resulting space is SU(3)/Z3. In
fact, since the action of (Z;) on U(3) is given by (z (u)(ad) = (ua)({z(u)(A)) and
its orbit {(ua)(Cz(u)(A)) | v € (Z1)} of aA € U(3) intersects SU(3) at exactly three
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points, then the resulting space U(3)/(Z;) is SU(3)/Z?. Consequently, we have G; = G
again.

Next we compare the quaternionic structures on the resulting space(s) derived from
the pullback connection 7;, which is not flat, and the trivial connection 7y as in Ex-
ample Recall the notation in Remark We claim that the two quaternionic
structures are different. We label the objects obtained from n; by the symbol 7; or
just by the letter i (i = 0, 1), when no confusion is possible. Since Zhno = Zhmn
17600 = 1z0 =0 and 10, = 0, the vector field Z; on P is Z; = Z 4+ Xp for both con-
nections 7y and 7;. Then the resulting spaces G° and G coincide and we simply write
G for both. Let a be the 1-form on G such that 7, — 1y = 7*a. Consider a local section
s: G — P. Since W'n — W' = —a(W)Xp for a tangent vector W at 7(s(x)) € G
(we omit the reference points of tangent vectors), we have

WYt — WY = —a(W)X
where X = p¥(Xp) and we recall that WV¢ = p¥(W"=). Therefore we see that
LAWY = (W)
= (ILW)" — a(I,W)X

=IWY) —a(Il W)X
= I(WYY + a(W)L°% — a(I'W)X.

On the other hand, since WYt = Whn +cZ; = Whn 4c(Z"n +Xp), we have n, (W) = ¢
and 7, (WVYl) = W + ¢Z. Tt holds that

(m*a) (WYY = a(W) + ca(Z) = a(W) + a(Z)m(WV).
Hence we have
=10+ ("a — a(Z)m) @ (I,°X) — ((m"a — a(Z)m) o I") ® X.

Set p:=7*a—a(Z)y and A = p@ (I°X) — (po IYV) @ X. If QV°(:= (I)°, I,°, [)%)) =
QVI(:= (1Y, Iy, IJY)), then A? = —|A|?id, where | - | is the norm induced from the
metric on QY0 such that 10, 1%, ' are orthonormal. As the rank of A is at most 2,
this is only possible if A = 0. This implies p = 7*a — a(Z)n, = 0, which is equivalent
to a = 0. By Remark 9] the quaternionic structure Q* can be identified with QY
(i = 0,1). Then we see that Q° # Q! since 7y # 1. This proves the claim.

6 The tangent bundle of a special complex manifold
and a generalization of the rigid c-map

In this section, we consider a generalization of the rigid c-map [9, [14], [3]. The generaliza-
tion associates a hypercomplex manifold M, the Obata connection of which is Ricci-flat,
with a special complex manifold. In the case of a conical special complex manifold, we
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shall show that the hypercomplex manifold carries a canonical rotating vector field Z
(Lemma [R), such that we can apply our H/Q correspondence. Consequently, we shall
construct a quaternionic manifold from a conical special complex manifold as the gen-
eralized supergravity c-map (Theorem B.3]). We start with defining a class of manifolds
generalizing conical special Kéahler manifolds [3], 21].

Definition 6.1. A special complex manifold (N, J, V) is a complex manifold (N, J)
endowed with a torsion-free flat connection V such that the (1,1)-tensor field V.J is

symmetric. A conical special complex manifold (N, J, V&) is a special complex manifold
(N, J, V) endowed with a vector field & such that

e V¢ =id and
o L¢J =0 or, equivalently, VeJ = 0.

The connection V is called the special connection. To see that L¢J = 0 is equivalent
to VeJ = 0 it suffices to write L = Ve — V& = V¢ —id, using that V is torsion-free
and V& = id. We also note that the integrability of .J follows from the symmetry of V.J
since V is torsion-free. We set A := VJ.

Lemma 6.2. For every conical special complex manifold, we have LjeJ = Aje = 0.
Proof. Based on the symmetry of V.J, we compute
Aje = A(JE) = —J(AE) = —JA: = 0.
Using this and the properties listed in Definition [6.1] we then obtain
(LyjeJ)X == Ajx{+ JAxE=0
forall X € I'(T'N). Note that in the last step we have used the symmetry of A = V.J. O

Next we consider the tangent bundle TN =: M of a special complex manifold
(N, J,V). We can define the V-horizontal lift X"v and the vertical lift X° of X €
['(TN). See [7] for example. The C*°(M)-module I'(T'M) is generated by vector fields
of the form X"V +Y" where X, Y € I'(T'N). On M, we define a triple of (1, 1)-tensors
([1, ]2, Ig) by

(6.1) L(X" +Y?) = (JX)"Y — (JY)?,
(6.2) L(X"™ +YY) =Y — X",
(6.3) L(X" 1Y) = (JY)'Y + (JX)

for X"V +Y? € TM. Note that (I, I, I3) is an almost hypercomplex structure. In fact,
it is easy to see [2 = —id and

(Lo L)(X™ +Y") = L(Y"™ = X") = (JY)'V + (JX)" = (X" +Y"),

(20 I)(X™ + YY) = L((JX)" = (JY)") = —=(JY)"Y = (JX)" = = [3(X"¥ +Y?)
for X" +Yv € TM. Note that it holds
(6.4) (X" YY) = [X, Y)Y (XY YY) = (Vi Y), [X2, Y] =0
for X, Y € I'(TN).
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Lemma 6.3. For every special complex manifold (N, J, V), the canonical almost hy-
percomplex structure (Iy, Iy, I3) on M = TN s integrable, that is, (M, (I1, I3, I3)) is a
hypercomplex manifold.

Proof. Thanks to (64]), the Nijenhuis tensors of I; and I, can be easily calculated and we
find the following. Using that .J is integrable, V is flat and V.J is symmetric, we see that
I, is integrable. Because V is flat and torsion-free, I5 is integrable. The integrability of
I3 follows from that of I; and I, [5 Theorem 3.2]. O

We define a connection V' by
1 1
V' =V - §J(VJ) =V — §JA.

Then we see that V'J = 0 and V' is torsion-free for every special complex manifold.
Moreover, when the special complex manifold is conical, it holds that V'§ = V¢ = id.

Lemma 6.4. For every special complex manifold (N, J, V), we have

R)Z:Y = [AX, AY]

1
4
for X, Y € TN.

Proof. Set S = —(1/2)J(V.J). Since V is flat, we see that the curvature RV of V' is
given by
R)VQY = (sz)y — (VyS)X + [Sx, Sy]

for X, Y € TN. By
1 1
(VxS)y = (VyS)x = —5[Ax, Ay] = 5 J(RYy ),
1
[SXaSY] - E[AX>AY]a

we have the conclusion. O

Hence a special complex manifold admits the complex connection V' such that RV’
is of type (1,1). In fact, it follows from A;x = —JAy for all X € T'N. The following
theorem is a generalization of the rigid c-map in the absence of a metric.

Theorem 6.5 (Generalized rigid c-map). The tangent bundle of any special complex
manifold (N, J,V) carries a canonical hypercomplex structure, defined by (6.1)-(6.3),
and the Obata connection of the hypercomplex manifold (M = TN, (I, I, I3)) is Ricci

flat.
Proof. The integrability of the canonical almost hypercomplex structure defined by

([G1)-(@3) was proven in Lemma B3l Let VO be its Obata connection. Using the
explicit expression of the Obata connection, we have

- - 1 1
V9 Y'Y = (Vi Y)'v, V3. XY = —§(JAXU)U — —§(JAUX)”
- - 1 1

Voo U’ = (Vi U)", V5V = 5(JAVU)hv — 5(JAUV)hv
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for X, Y, U, V € I'(T'N). It can be also checked directly, using by (6.1)-(6.4]), that the
above formulas for V° on horizontal and vertical lifts extend uniquely to a torsion-free
connection VO for which 11, I, I5 are parallel. We see that the bundle projection from
(TN, V°) onto (N, V') is an affine submersion [I]. Again, a straightforward calculation
(or the fundamental equations of an affine submersion) gives

V. 1 1 i
Ry W == (Ar Ay W) + L (Av Ay W) = (Ryy W),

) 1 1 ,
Rga?,VthV :_Z(AUAVX)"V + Z(AVAUX)}LV = (RyyX)",

- 1 1 1
Rgg,XhV Ve :_i(J(H(Y,V"UX)hV o Z(AXAUV)hV — Z(AUAXV)hV,
~ 1 1 1
Rgs,xhv yhv :§(J(H§7YJ)U)U + Z(AxAyU)v + Z(AUAXY)”,
R;?LV ,Y}LV UU :(R)V{ZYU)U’
RZ?LV JYhvy zZ" :(R;YZ)}W

for X,Y,Z, U, V,W € TN, where HV is the Hessian (the second covariant derivative)
with respect to V and we have used Lemma 6.4l Note that (HY yJ)(Z) = (HY ,J)(Y)
for all X, Y, Z € TN, since VJ is symmetric. Hence the flatness of V means that
the Hessian of J with respect to V is totally symmetric. By these equations, the Ricci
tensor of VO satisfies

. 1 1
Ric¥’ (X"v yhv) = 5TM(H*;ﬂ) + 5 TrAx Ay,
Ric¥" (X", UY) = Ric¥* (U*, X"¥) = 0,
=0 1 1
RicY (U, V") = §TrJ(H§VJ) + 5 TrAp Ay
for X, Y, U,V € TN. From (V.J)J = —J(V.J), it holds that
TrJ(HYyJ) + TrAx Ay =0

for all X, Y € T'N. Therefore the Obata connection of the manifolds obtained from our
hypercomplex version of the c-map is Ricci flat. O

Remark 6.6. The horizontal distribution on M is integrable by (6.4) and each leaf is
totally geodesic with respect to the Obata connection VY| since Vg(hv Yhv = (Vi Y)hv
for X, Y e I'(T'N) .

Remark 6.7. In [I2] Theorem A], a hypercomplex structure was obtained on a neigh-
borhood of the zero section of the tangent bundle of a complex manifold with a complex
connection whose curvature is of type (1,1). By contrast, our generalized rigid c-map
gives a hypercomplex structure on the whole tangent bundle when the manifold is special
complex.
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7 The c-projective structure on a projective special
complex manifold

In this section, we discuss projective special complex manifolds and obtain the c-
projective Weyl curvature of a canonically induced c-projective structure. Let (N, J, V, &)
be a conical special complex manifold. Since L¢J = 0 and Lj¢J = 0, we obtain a com-
plex structure J on the quotient N := N/(£, J€) if N is a smooth manifold.

Lemma 7.1. We have L;V' =0 and L;V' = 0.
Proof. By Lemmas [6.4] and [6.2], we have

(LeV)xY = [, VY] = Vi Y = VK[ Y]
= ViVKY = Vi, € = Vie qY — Vi Vi + Vi Ve

= RY\Y =0
and
(LJSV,)XY = [Jfa VfXY] - V,[Jg,X}Y - fo [J€> Y]
=V VyY — V; yJE = Viex)Y — ViV Y + ViV J¢
=RYxY =0
for all X, Y e I'(T'N). O

Recall [I7] that a smooth curve t + ¢(t) on a complex manifold (M, .J) is called
J-planar with respect to a connection V if V. € span{c, J¢'}. We say that torsion-free
complex connections V! and V2 on a complex manifold (M, .J) are c-projectively related
[8] if they have the same J-planar curves. It is known that V! and V? are c-projectively
related if and only if there exists a one-form # on M such that

VLYY =V3Y +0(X)Y +0(Y)X —0(JX)JY —0(JY)JX

for X, Y € I'(T'M). See [17] for example. This defines an equivalence relation on
the space of torsion-free complex connections on M. The equivalence classes are called
c-projective structures.

Definition 7.2. We call the complex manifold (N, .J) a projective special complex mani-
fold if py : (N, J,V, &) — (N, J) is a principal C*-bundle, where the principal C*-action
is generated by the holomorphic vector field & — /—1J¢.

Note that a projective special Kahler manifold is a Kéhler quotient of a conical
special Kahler manifold. Similarly, a projective special complex manifold carries an
induced c-projective structure as follows.

Proposition 7.3. Any projective special complex manifold (N, J) carries a canonical
c-projective structure.
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Proof. Consider a connection form & = a — v/—1(a o J) of type (1,0) on the principal
C*-bundle py : N — N. (Note that any C*-invariant real one-form « such that a(¢) =1
is the real part of such a connection.) We have TN = Kera @ (£, J€), where Ker & is
J-invariant. We denote the a-horizontal lift of X € I'(TN) by X". By Lemma [ we
can define V'® by

(7.1) VY = pn (Vi Y™)

for X,V € I'(TN). We claim that V'*J = 0. In fact, using that JY " = (JY )"« for
Y € TN we have

V(TY) = pre(Vina JY™) = pra J(Vina Y) = Tpna(Vina Y.

To show that the c-projective structure [V’%] does not depend on «, we consider another
connection form = 8 —/—=1(8 o J) of type (1,0). Then there exist one-forms 6, and
0, on N such that

B—a = (pybo) + (Pi0)vV—1.

On the other hand, we can write X"« — X" = af + bJ¢ for some functions a, b on N.
It is easy to see that

a = HO(X) O DN, b= —90(jX)OpN, 91 = —90 o j
for X € TN. By the definition (7)) of the induced connection on N, we have

VY =pnu(Vina Y™)
:pN*(V,Xhﬁ—l-eo(X)ﬁ—@o(jX)J&(Yhﬁ +00(Y)E - 00(JY)JE))
=P (Vi Y 4+ V0, 00(Y)E = V', 00(JY ) JE
+ 00(X)(VeY™ + Vi (Y)E — Vibo(JY)JE)
— Oo(JX) (VY8 + V00 (Y)E = V0jebo(JY) JE)

=V2Y +0(Y)X + 0y(X)Y — 0y(JY)JX — 0y(JX)JY

for X, Y € I'(TN), which means that V'* and V’# are c-projectively related. Here we
write 0y (X) for 0y(X) o py ete. O

We denote the induced c-projective structure given in Proposition [[3] by Pg: (with-
out a label «). Next we prove that the c-projective Weyl curvature of Pg, is of type

(1,1) (see Theorem [Z.10).
Note that &, J¢ are the fundamental vector fields generated by 1,4/—1 € C = Lie C*,

respectively. Recall that A =V.J and A = Aje = 0. We also have that LA = 0, since
Lgv =0 and LgJ = 0.

Lemma 7.4. LJ&'V = A, LJ&'A = —2JA and LJ&'(JA) = 2A.
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Let  be a connection form on the principal bundle py : N — N. As before, we
assume that Kern is J-invariant or, equivalently, that 7 is of type (1,0) (but not neces-
sarily holomorphic). Using 1 we can project the connection V/ on N to a connection V"
on N, which is complex with respect to .J, as shown in the proof of Proposition[Z.3l Note
that the quotient py : (N, V') — (N, V'") is an affine submersion with the horizontal
distribution H := Kern (in the sense defined in [I]). From now on the n-horizontal lift
of X € TN is denoted by X. Note that our sign convention for the curvature tensor
is different from the one in [I]. Let A : TN — H and v : TN — V be the projections
with respect to the decomposition TN = H & V), where V = Kerpy.. We define the
fundamental tensors AV and TV by

AY F = o(V) zhE) + (V) puF)

and
TY'F = h(V, zoF) 4+ (V. zhF)

for E, F € I(TN).

Lemma 7.5. We have TV =0, AY ¢ = X and AY J¢ = JX for any horizontal vector
X.

Let a and b be (0, 2)-tensors defined by
AYY = a(X,Y)E+b(X,Y)JE

for horizontal vectors X and Y. Since V' and the projections v, h are C*-invariant,
AV is C*-invariant, and hence, a = pia and b = pi.b for some tensors @ and b on N.
For any (0, 2)-tensor k on a complex manifold with a complex structure J, define the
(0,2)-tensor k; by k;(X,Y) := k(X,JY).

Lemma 7.6. We have
(Ve )Y) = (a(X, JY) + b(X,Y)) £+ (b(X, JY) —a(X,Y)) J¢
for X, Y € TN.

Lemma 7.7. We have b(X,Y) = —a(X,JY) = —a;(X,Y) for tangent vectors X and
Y on N. Consequently, the fundamental tensor AV satisfies

(7.2) AVY = a(X, V)¢ — az(X,Y)J¢
for tangent vectors X, Y on N.
Proof. By V'J =0 and Lemma [[.6], we have the conclusion. O

Let (r,6) be the polar coordinates with respect to a (smooth) local trivialization
py(U) = U x C* of the principal C*-bundle py : N — N such that £ = 79/dr and
JE =0/00. A principal connection 7 is locally given by

d
Ni=mR1l+maVv-1=py(me1l+rnev-1)+ <%®1+d«9®\/—1>
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for a C-valued one-form 73 ® 1 + 72 ® v/—1 on U C N. For each local trivialization
py(U) 2 U x C*, we set

B =" A (e? = (cos26)id + (sin 20).J).
The symmetric (1, 2)-tensor field B is defined locally and B is projectable by Lemma

[C4 i.e. horizontal (i.e. By = B¢ = 0) and C*-invariant. Therefore we obtain an induced
locally defined symmetric tensor field B on N.

Lemma 7.8. The tensor B%: (X,Y) — Bx o By is a globally defined tensor field on N,
in particular, [B, B] is so. As a consequence, we have the globally defined tensor fields
B? and [B,B] on N.

Proof. Tt follows from B? = A2 O

For a (0,2)-tensor a and a (1, 1)-tensor K, we define an End(7T'N)-valued 2-form
a N\ K by
(aAK)xyZ = a(X,Z)KY — a(Y, Z)KX

for tangent vectors X, Y and Z.
Proposition 7.9. The curvature RY"" of V' is of the form

vaki ]. — — — —
RV" =~ 7B Bl+2a" @ Id—2ay)" @ J+anld—asAJ,
where (-)* denotes anti-symmetrization. Moreover we have dy; = —2a% and dy, =

2(a)".
Proof. By the fundamental equation for an affine submersion [I], we have

(RYyZ) =WRY 3 2) + WV, 351 2) + AY A Z — AL AY Z

v[X,Y]

o[ X, Y] = m([X, Y€+ na([X,Y]) JE
= —(dm)(X,Y)¢ = (dna)(X,Y)J¢
= —(dn)(X,Y)¢ — (dy2)(X,Y)JE,
we have
WV 5 912) = (V50X Y])

= h(V3(=(dn)(X,Y)¢ = (dy2) (X, Y)JE))

= —(dn)(X,Y)Z — (dy)(X,Y)(JZ).
Moreover, by
AVY — AV X =0[X,Y] = —dn(X,Y)E — dyp(X,Y)JE,

we have dy; = —2a® and dvye = 2(ajz)". O
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Now we set dim N = 2(n + 1). By Proposition [.9 and TrBx = 0 for all X € TN,
we obtain

(7.3)  RicV"(Y, 2) :%TrByBZ +(a(Z,Y) —a(Y, 7))
—(@(JY,JZ)+a(Y,Z)) —2na(Y, Z) +a(Y, Z) — a(JY, ] Z)
:iTrByBZ —(@n+1)alY. Z) +a(Z,Y)
—a(JY,JZ)—a(JZ,JY).

We define a (0, 2)-tensor PP on a complex manifold (M, .J), which is called the Rho
tensor of a connection D, by

PP(X,Y) :%ﬂ (Rz'cD(X, Y) + ﬁ ((Ric”)*(X,Y) — (Ric”)*(J X, JY))) ,

for X, Y € TM, where 2m = dim M > 4, Ric” is the Ricci tensor of D and (-)*
is the symmetrization of a (0,2)-tensor. The c-projective Weyl curvature Welll of a
c-projective structure [D] is given by

(7.4) welPl =RP 4 (PPY* @ Id — (PP)* @ J + %PD Ald— %Pf) A
See [8]. We shall compute the c-projective Weyl curvature of [V'"]. From (Z3)) it holds
(RicY"")*(Y, Z) = iTrByBZ —2na’ (Y, Z) — 2a*(JY, JZ),
(Ric™" Y (JY, J7) = iTrByBZ —ona*(JY, JZ) — 2a°(Y, )
and hence
(Ric¥"")* (Y, Z) — (RicY' ") (JY, JZ) = =2(n — 1) (@*(Y, Z) — a*(JY, ] Z)) .
From these equations, it follows that
(n+1)PY"(Y, 2) :iTrByBZ —@n+1)a(Y. Z) +a(Z,Y) —a(JY. JZ) — a(JZ, JY)
—2(@(Y, 2) —a*(JY, J Z))
:iTrByBZ —@n+1)a(Y. Z) +a(Z,Y) — (a(Y, 2) + a(Z,Y))
:iTrByBZ o+ V)Y, 2).

Setting l;’()j, Z) = TrBy By, which is a symmetric, J-hermitian globally defined (0, 2)-
tensor on N, we have

(7.5) a=——B-



Therefore the coefficients of the curvature form dn = dvy; ++v/—1dy, = —2a"+2+/—1(az)”
are determined by

1

= aa:_ﬁcpv”a(:_905}1ﬂR“ymy)’
1

—~ _\a __ 2_ 1 V'"a [ _ 1 2 1 . V'"\a
1)@ = gy 5 (= g g ).

By the above calculations we arrive at the following theorem.

Theorem 7.10. Let (N, J,V, &) be a conical special complex manifold which is the total
space of a (holomorphic) principal C*-bundle py : N — N, the base of which is a
projective special complex manifold N with dim N = 2n > 4. The c-projective Weyl
curvature WP of the canonically induced c-projective structure Pe, is given by
1 - 1 1 _ -

Py =~ Z[B,B]— —B;@J+— BAId— — B A J.
wers B, B] BJ®J+8(R+1)B/\ 8(n+1)BJ/\J

In particular, W;(P)V}() = WP | that is, WP is of type (1,1) as an End(T N)-valued
two-form.

Proof. Take a principal connection 7 of type (1,0). By Proposition [Z.3, the canonically
induced c-projective structure is [V'"]. From Proposition [L9, equation (Z4) and the
symmetry of B, it holds that

S 1 .- - 1 - - 1 - 1 _ _
welV'"l = — ZIB Bl - ——B;®@J4+ ——BAId— ——B; A J.
BB - P e Y s St 1)’
Since By, [B, B] and BAId — By A J are of type (1,1), WeFv is of type (1,1). O

The following corollary is a direct consequence of Theorem [L.T0

Corollary 7.11. Any complex manifold (N, J) with a c-projective structure P such that
WeP s not of type (1,1) can not be realized as a projective special complex manifold
whose canonical c-projective structure is P.

8 A generalization of the supergravity c-map

The supergravity c-map associates a (pseudo-)quternionic Kéhler manifold with any
projective special Kahler manifold. In this section, we give a generalization of the
supergravity c-map by using the results in previous sections. Let (N,.J,V,¢) be a
conical special complex manifold and set 7 := J¢.

Lemma 8.1. 22"V is a rotating vector field on TN.
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Proof. Since LyJ = 0 and VzJ = 0 (cf. Lemma [6.2), we have L ny I} = 0. Moreover

we have

(Lyng L)(X™ + YY) = [Z,Y]"Y — (V4 X)" — (VY)Y +[Z, X]"
—(Vy 2" = (Vx2Z)’
= —(JY)'V — (JX)
= — (X" + V")

for all X, Y € I'(T'N). O

Remark 8.2. By the equations for V in the proof of Theorem 65, we have

hv
X}nghv = (fo)hv = <fo — —JAX€) = XhV’
V&M = —§(JA§X)” =0

for X € TN, when (N, J,V,§) is a conical special complex manifold.
We have the following theorem.

Theorem 8.3 (Generalized supergravity c-map). Let (N, J,V, ) be a 2(n+1)-dimensional
conical special complexr manifold. Let © be a closed two-form on M = TN such that
Lyu® =0, where ZM = 27" . Consider a U(1)-bundle 7 : P — M over M and 1 a

connection form whose curvature form is
. 1
dT] =T (@ - §d((LzM®> o [1)) .

Let f be a smooth function on M such that df = —1;u© and f, = f—(1/2)0(ZM, ,Z")
does nowhere vanish. If @ : M — M and 7 : M — M are submersions, we have an as-
signment from a 2n-dimensional projective special complex manifold (N, J, Pe/) whose
c-projective Weyl curvature is of type (1,1) to a 4(n+1)-dimensional quaternionic man-
ifold

M(=TN) = Cipyy(M, (I, I, I3), Z" | f,©)/D

foliated by (2n+4)-dimensional leaves such that N coincides with the space of its leaves.

Proof. By Theorem [L], Lemma Bl and Proposition [[.3] we have an assignment from a
2n-dimensional projective special complex manifold (N, J, Pg/) to a 4(n+1)-dimensional
quaternionic manifold TN. By virtue of Theorem [Z.I0, the c-projective Weyl curvature
of Pg/ is of type (1,1). Next we give a foliation on TN whose leaves space is V.
Set L =V @ (¢hv, Zhv), where V is the vertical distribution of T(T'N) — T'N. The
distribution £ is ZM = 2Z"v_invariant and integrable by (64). Therefore each leaf L of
L is a ZM = 27" invariant submanifold of TN. Consider the pull-back +# P of P by
the inclusion ¢ : L — TN with the bundle map ¢4 : (#P — P and L := H* x /#P. Since
V; is tangent to L, then L := L/(V}) is a submanifold M. Moreover V., I;(V), I,(V),
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f3(V) are tangent to L because V is induced by ell. Taking the quotient again, we

obtain a submanifold L := L/(V,1;(V), I,(V), I5(V)) on a quaternionic manifold TN.
Therefore the quaternionic manifold T'N is foliated by (2n + 4)-dimensional leaves such
that the space of its leaves L is the projective special complex manifold N. O

Remark 8.4. If we assume that 7, = (Z)" + f; Xp generates a free U(1)-action on
P instead of assuming that 7 : M — M and # : M — M are submersions, we obtain
the same result as in Theorem (see Theorem [A.9)).

Remark 8.5. Boréwka and Calderbank have given a construction of a quaternionic
manifold from a complex manifold of half the dimension with a c-projective structure,
known as the quaternionic Feix-Kaledin construction [6]. Their construction generalizes
the original construction [11l 20], which yields a hyper-Kéhler structure on a neigh-
borhood of the zero setion of any Kahler manifold. They also point out that this
construction is a generalization of [I2] Theorem A] (see [6, Proposition 5.4]). More
precisely, the initial data of the quaternionic Feix-Kaledin construction are a complex
manifold with a c-projective structure of type (1,1) and a complex line bundle with a
connection of type (1,1). Note that this construction is different from our generaliza-
tion of the supergravity c-map, in which the real dimension of the quaternionic manifold
TN is related to the real dimension of the projective special complex manifold N by
dim(TN) = 2dim(N) + 4.

We consider a conical special complex manifold (N, J,V,¢), which we endow now
with an additional structure. Let ¢ be a J-hermitian, V-parallel two-form on (N, J, V, §).
We consider a function p = (1/2)y(€, J€) on N. Then we see du = —uz1). Set

(81) 0= _W;va
(5.2) f = 2wt

for some constant ¢. Then it holds that
1
df = _LZMG)7 fl = f - §®(ZM7 IIZM> = 27“-’}:]\7:u +c,
where mpy : TN — N is the bundle projection. In fact, we have
df = =2d(mpyp) = 27N (Lz0) = —17u0
and
1
fi=f = 502", 12"
= (&, JE) ompn — 20(Z"V , 1,Z"Y) + ¢
= YP(JE &) ompy + ¢ = 2mpnp + .

Corollary 8.6. Let (N, J,V,£) be a 2n-dimensional conical special complex manifold
and v a J-hermitian, V-parallel two-form on N. Consider a U(1)-bundle 7 : P — M
over M =TN andn a connection form whose curvature form is

dn = (mry o 7).
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If7#: M — M and # : M — M are submersions and p~(—c/2) = 0, then the
generalized supergravity c-map of Theorem can be specialized to this setting such
that the data © and f are related to ¢ by equations (81) and (83).

Proof. By a straightforward calculation, we have d((tz) o J) = 2. Then it is easy to
check

dn = (rrn o T)"Y
= (e o m)" (=Y + d((129) 0 J))

= (arx o) (—0+ Sz o))

— (0 gtz o)),

where © is the two-form given by (81]). Since d¢» = 0 and 129 = —dp, it holds Lyn© =
0. The function f; = f — (1/2)0(ZM 1,Z™) does nowhere vanish by p=t(—c/2) = 0.
Therefore Theorem leads to the conclusion. O

Therefore a conical special complex manifold (N, J, V,¢{) with a J-hermitian, V-
parallel two-form ¢ such that (1/27)[¢)] € H3x(N,Z) and p = (1/2)9(&, JE) is not
surjective gives rise to a quaternionic manifold of dimension 2dim N under a suitable
choice of the constant c.

For t € R/nZ, we define a connection V! by V! = ¢!/ o V o e/, which is a special
complex connection by [3, Proposition 1]. Moreover, by

Vi =V — (sint)e” (VJ)

([3, Lemma 1]), we see that V* satisfies V'¢ = id. Therefore {V'}icr/rz is a family of
conical special complex connections if V.J # 0.

Lemma 8.7. If v is J-hermitian and ¥V -parallel, then 1 is V'-parallel.

Proof. Since V' — V is a linear combination of V.J and J(V.J) = —(VJ)J, it suffices
to remark that Vi = 0, J -4 = 0 and, hence, (VxJ) -1 = 0 for all X. Here the dot
stands for the action on the tensor algebra by derivations. O

Hence, Corollary 8.6l and Lemma B.7] imply

Corollary 8.8. If A(=VJ) # 0, there exists an (R/7Z)-family of quaternionic mani-
folds obtained from a conical special complex manifold with 1 under the same assump-
tions of Corollary by the H/Q-correspondence (for any chosen function f in the
construction).

Proof. By Lemma 81 Vi = 0. Since (N, J, V!, €) are conical special complex mani-
folds, we have the conclusion. O
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To give an example, we recall the (local) characterization of a conical special complex
manifold [3]. Let (C"*!, J) be the standard complex vector space and U an open subset
in C"*! with the standard coordinate system (2o, ..., z2,). We consider a holomorphic
one-form o = > Fydz; on U, which is also viewed as a holomorphic map ¢ = ¢, from
Uto (T"U = U x C"*' ) C*"*Y. If Re¢ : U — R is an immersion, which is
equivalent to ¢ being totally complex [3], then we can find an affine connection V such
that (U, J, V) is a special complex manifold. In fact, we can take a local coordinate
system

(xo:=Rezp,...,z, :=Rez,,yo:=ReFy,...,y, :=Re F,)

on U induced by ¢ and a connection V defined by the condition that (zg, ..., Zn, Yo, - -, Yn)
is affine. Moreover Y 1  dx; A dy; is V-parallel symplectic form on U. In particular,
ifa=->", v/—1z;dz;, then the induced affine coordinate system coincides with the
real coordinate system underlying the holomorphic coordinate system (zo, . .., z,), hence
(U, J,V) is trivial (VJ = 0) in that special case. In addition to being holomorphic and
totally complex, we assume that ¢ is conical, which is equivalent to the condition that
functions Fy, ..., F, are homogeneous of degree one, i.e. F;(Az) = AF;(2) for all A near
1 € C* and z € U. Then U is conical, that is, any conical holomorphic one-form ¢ such
that Re ¢ is an immersion on U defines a conical special complex (and symplectic) man-
ifold structure of complex dimension n. Conversely, any such manifold can be locally
obtained in this way (see [3, Corollary 5]).

If we choose a = —>""" | v/—1z'dz" on C"*'\{0}, then the generalized c-map asso-
ciates an open submanifold of (H"™, Q) with the standard quaternionic structure @ to
the complex projective space (CP", J*, [V]), where J*! is the standard complex struc-
ture and V¥ is the Levi-Civita connection of the Fubini-Study metric. Here we have
chosen ©® = 0. We can also apply Corollary by choosing the standard symplectic
form as ©. More generally, we have the following example.

Example 8.9. For a holomorphic function g of homogeneous degree one, we consider
the holomorphic 1-form

a=gdzy—v—1 Z z;dz;
i=1

on U = {(20,21,..,2,) € C"™' | Im gy # 0}, where g; = g—i (1t=20,1,...,n). [Com-

ment Vicente: we should perhaps use a different symbol for F' to avoid Note that da # 0
if there exists ¢ such that g; # 0 (i > 1). Setting z; = w; + v/ —1v; (1 =0,1,...,n), we
have

(Toy s Ty Yo, Y15 - - - Yn) = Red(ug, - -+, U, Vo, -+ -, Up)
= (Rezp,...,Rez;,Reg,Re (= —=121),...,Re (—=V—12,))
= (ug, ..., un, Reg,v,...,0,).
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Since its Jacobian matrix is given by

1 0 0 0
1 0 0 0
Nxoy -y Yn) Rego ... Reg, —-Imgy —Img; ... ... —Img,
a(uo,...,vn): 0o ... 0 0 1 0o ... 0 )
: : : 0 . 0
0o ... 0 0 0 1

we see that Re ¢ is an immersion and we obtain a conical special complex structure on
U. The coordinate vector fields of (zo,...,y,) are given by

0 0 Reg; 0

03:,- 8ul Im 90 a'UO (Z N O)’

0 1 0 0 Img; 0 o .
— - = = _ 4+ — >1
o Im go Ovy’ Jy; Im go Ovy * v Gzl

on U. Let V (resp. V*') be the flat affine connection on U such that (xo, ..., y,) (resp.
(ug, ..., v,)) is a V (resp. V*)-affine coordinate system. We define S by V = V' + S.
Then we calculate

B J 0 Reg; 0
O_VX&%Z-_( x +5x) <0ui+1mg08—vo>

:X<Regi) 0 s 0 Reg; 0

— Sx=— (1>0
Im gy ) Ovgy X@ui+1mgo X@vo (i 20)

and similarly we have

1 0 1 0
_ X — — =
(Imgo) Ovy  Im g Sx Ovo 0,

—X<Imgj) 0 _Imgg i+5Xi:0 (j > 0).

Imgg/) Ovg Im gy X@vo v,

From these equations, it holds that

P XReg; 0 0 Xlmg, 0 .
' _ 9 _ — (i >0).
(8:3) Sx ouy; Im gy Oug’ Xavi Im gy Jvg (620)

Using AxY = (VxJ)(Y) = SxJY —JSxY and (RB3), we have the matrix representation

Ay . A,
1 02 02

A4 A= =
) 0o
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of A with respect to the frame
9 0 0 9
8u0’8vo"”’8un’8vn '

[ —dReg; dlmg; (00
Ai_( dIm g; dRng and 02_(0 0)‘
Note that we change the order of the frame for simplicity. This means that A # 0 if

there exists ¢ such that g; # constant. By Lemma [[.8 and ([§4), A*> = (V.J)? induces a
globally defined tensor on U, in particular

where

TrA? = TrA2 = (dRe go ® dRe g + dIm gy @ dIm g)

2
(Im go)?

also induces the the symmetric tensor B on U. By Lemma and (84]), we see that

AgNAg AgNAL ... AgNA,
1 1 02 02 02
Vie CANA= ———
R ==gAn 1(Tm go)? : S
0 0 0

as the matrix representation.
Since

dr; = du; (1 >0), dyy= Z Re g; du; — Im g, dv;,
=0

dyj = de (] > 0)7

a 2-form ¢ = >_7"  drx; Ady(= Y, du; Adv;) is J-hermitian and V-parallel. Note that
Yoiodx; A dy; = dxo A dyo + 1 is not J-hermitian, that is, (U, J, V,dzg A dyo + ) is
not special Kéhlerian if there exists ¢ > 0 such that Reg; # 0. However it is a special
symplectic manifold. In fact, it holds

Reg; and (dzo A dyo)(J=— 0 ,J 0

0
(dl‘o A dy(])( 8 aUZ

808)

) = 0.

Moreover since

we have p = (&, JE) = (1/2) D27 (u? +v?). Take a U(1)-bundle 7 : TU x U(1) — TU
with a connection form

n = (mpy o W)*(Z u;dv;) + db,

i=1
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where 6 is the angular coordinate of U(1). The special case Corollary of Theorem
can be applied and then we obtain a quternionic manifold.

We consider the horizontal subbundle of py : U — U given by the kernel of x =
—(1/2s)du o J on each level set u='(s) C U (s # 0). We retake U as an open set
in Uysou~'(s). For horizontal vector fields X and Y tangent to each level set p~!(s),
XY =0 means that

() (X, Y) = 5 (X Y),

where @ is the &-component of the fundamental tensor of AV as in Section [ . Here
we used dk = 1/s. This means that @ is symmetric and J-hermitian, and hence the
Ricci tensor of the connection V’* on U induced from & is symmetric and .J-hermitian.
Therefore it holds

1 n
Pya = —=n Z du; @ du; + dv; ® dv;.
2 ) i=1

7, .2
i1 (Ui +;

Hence the Ricci tensor RicV™ of V'* satisfies

1 n
- <= du; @ du; + dv; @ dv;
ST ) 2 s do
1 1 il
= (dRe go ® dRe gy + dIm gy ® dIm go) — = pi(Ric"")

4(n+1)(Im go)? 2(n+1)

by (ZH). In particular, we see that Ric¥"™ > 0. For example, when we choose g =
—/— 124 /257! for I(# 1) € Z, we obtain

V=1
dRe gy = T(—z + Di(—w'™ dw + @' tdw),

dIm gy = —%(—l + Dl(w' dw + @' dw),

V=1
dRe g, = T(—z + Dl(w' 2 dw — @'~ dw),

%(—z + Dl(w' ™% dw + @' dw),
dReg; =dlmg; =0 (j > 1),

dlm g; =

where w = z1/z9. We denote the corresponding objects with subscript [ for ones given
by g = —v/—12} /257", Tt holds that

0 —|w? —Imw Rew 0 0
w? 0 —Rew —Imw 0 ... 0
, T2 2072 |
85) B :_V( l+|w‘l)2 0 0 0 0 0 ... 0 |dwnde
w! + o
0 0 0 0 0 0
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and

4[2 |w|2l 1)

(w! +w')?

Finally we consider the quaternionic Weyl curvature of TU. Let W9 be the quater-
nionic Weyl curvature of the quaternionic structure Q@ = (I, Iy, I3). In [5], the explicit
expression of W47 is given and it is shown that WY is independent of the choice of
the quaternionic connection. Since the Obata connection of the c-map is Ricci flat by
Theorem B3, we have W' = RV™ for g = —/—1z /251, If [ # 1, then we see that

(8.6) Tr(AY? = Tr(VI)? = (dw ® dw + dw ® dw).

v 0,1 v 1/
Wl .20 = RYy. 2" = (RV Z)

Because the vertical lift is determined by a differential manifold structure (not by a con-
nection), we see that W% #£ Wk on T(U, NU,) if | # k, where U; = {(z0, 21, - - -, Zn) 6
C" | Imgy # 0} = {(20,21,...,2n) € C"™ | Re(21/20)? # 0} for g = \/_zl/z
Here we used (8H). So we can find different quaternionic structures Q',..., Q* on
T(Ni_, Ua,), where 1 # a; € Z. Note that Q° is the flat quaternionic structure,

Remark 8.10. Since da # 0 except the trivial case ¢ = —y/—1zy, Example with
—/—124 /271 (1 # 0), which is local one, is not given by a local special Kéhlerian
one.

Remark 8.11. For a conical special Kahler manifold NV, the particular twist data which
yields the quaternionic Kahler structure of the supergravity c-map on T*N = T'N is
given in [2I, Lemma 5.1] in consistency with [4]. As we noted in the introduction, we also
have a freedom in the choice of the data © etc. for our generalized supergravity c-map.
For instance, the two form © can be chosen as trivial (© = 0) or as in equation (8.1]). For
illustration, we can give yet another possible choice of ©. Assume that dim N > 6. Let
{U,}wen be an open covering of N with local trivializations U, = py'(U,) = U, x C*
and gap : U, N Uz — C* be the corresponding transition functions. Let (Tas ) be the
polar coordinates with respect to a (smooth) local trivialization py'(U,) = U, x C* for
each o € A. A principal connection 7 is locally given by

dr,,

Ta

ﬂzp}kv(vf‘®1+7§‘®\/—1)+< ®@1+db, @+v—1 )

for a C-valued one-form ¢ ® 1 + 7§ ® v/—1 on U, C N for each a € A. If we write
Jap = efolzﬁfiﬁ\/__l, then

1 1 _
apf + fﬁv av =0,



Therefore we obtain a principal U(1)-bundle pg : S — N with transition functions
elesV=1 U, N Us — U(1) and connection ng locally given by

Ps(vs @ V—1) +df, @ v—1.

In fact, the collection {e” gﬁﬁ} of local U(1)-valued functions satisfies the cocycle cond-
tion and the collection {~,} of local v/—1R-valued one-forms satisfying %% — 92 = dfgﬁ
defines a connection form ng. By Proposition[l.9and (Z.7), its curvature dns(= p5(dys))
is 2(ay)*, where (aj;)® is given by
1 - 1, &

ij)" = ———B;— =(P} )"

@) =g 2
On TN, we choose the two-form © = 2(py o mry)*((a;)*) and consider the pull-back
connection (py 4 o mry ) ns on the pull-back bundle P = WTN#pﬁS. Since 1O = 0,
we can see that the assumptions in Theorem hold. It is left for future studies to find

a canonical choice of © for the generalized supergravity c-map, which allows to invert
the H/Q-correspondence of [10].

As an application of Theorem B3] we have the following corollary by patching quater-
nionic manifolds locally constructed by the generalized supergravity c-maps.

Corollary 8.12. Let (M, J,[V]) be a complex manifold with a c-projective structure [V]
and dim M = 2n. If 2n = dim M > 4 and the harmonic curvature of its normal Cartan
connection vanishes, then there exists a 4(n + 1)-dimensional quaternionic manifold
(M, Q) with the vanishing quaternionic Weyl curvature foliated by (n + 2)-dimensional
complex manifolds whose leaves space is M.

Proof. Since dim M > 4 and the harmonic curvature of its normal Cartan connection
vanishes, (M, J,[V]) is locally isomorphic to (CP™, J, [VI5]) (see [§] for example).
So we may assume that M = |J, U,, where U, is an open subset CP™. Set V, :=
p~Y(U,), where p : C"™\{0} — CP" is the projection. We consider the standard
complex structure and the standard flat connection induced from C"*! on each V,,. By
Theorem R3] we have a quaternionic manifold W, := ¢/'(TV,) C H""!, where ¢ is the
diffeomorphism given in Example 5.2 Here we have chosen the two-form © = 0 and
f = fi =1onTV, for each a. We set M := U, Wa. The induced quaternionic structure
on each W, coincides with the standard one from H"*!. Hence an almost quaternion
structure @ on M can be obtained. Since there exists a quaternionic connection on
each W, one can obtain a quaternionic connection on M by the partition of unity, that
is, () is a quaternionic structure with vanishing quaternionic Weyl curvature. For each
p € TV, NTVg, the leaf of £ through p in T'V,, is denoted by L* and corresponding leaf
in W, is denoted by L%, that is L® = ¢/(L®). Since L* = L in M, we obtain leaves
in M and see that its leaves space is M. Since the subbundle £ is an I;-invariant in
T(TV,), each leaf L is a complex manifold with I := I1|,. Each leaf L on M is obtained
by the Swann’s twist with an almost complex structure I. By [27, Proposition 3.8] and
0 =0, I is integrable. O
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