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FORMAL STRUCTURE OF SCALAR CURVATURE IN GENERALIZED
KÄHLER GEOMETRY

VESTISLAV APOSTOLOV, JEFFREY STREETS, AND YURY USTINOVSKIY

Abstract. Building on works of Boulanger [8] and Goto [20, 19], we show that Goto’s scalar curva-
ture is the moment map for an action of generalized Hamiltonian automorphisms of the associated
Courant algebroid, constrained by the choice of an adapted volume form. We derive an explicit for-
mula for Goto’s scalar curvature, and show that it is constant for generalized Kähler-Ricci solitons.
Restricting to the generically symplectic type case, we realize the generalized Kähler class as the
complexified orbit of the Hamiltonian action above. This leads to a natural extension of Mabuchi’s
metric and K-energy, implying a conditional uniqueness result. Finally, in this setting we derive a
Calabi-Matsushima-Lichnerowicz obstruction and a Futaki invariant.

1. Introduction

In [9] Calabi initiated an expansive program of finding canonical representatives of Kähler metrics
in a fixed deRham class. He proposed extremal Kähler metrics, i.e. metrics whose scalar curvature
defines a holomorphic Hamiltonian vector field, as the candidates for such canonical metrics. This
problem combines the well-known existence problems for constant scalar curvature and Kähler-
Einstein metrics, and is guided by the central Yau-Tian-Donaldson (YTD) conjecture, which asserts
that the obstruction for existence of an extremal Kähler metric is expressed using an algebraic notion
of stability for the Kähler class. In recent years the subject of generalized Kähler geometry [16, 22,
24, 25] has emerged as a deeply structured extension of Kähler geometry, which captures further
natural interactions between complex, Poisson, and symplectic geometry. Building on seminal work
of Goto [20, 19], in [3] the authors gave an extension of analytic aspects of Calabi’s program to the
setting of generalized Kähler structures of symplectic type. In this work we extend this further to
arbitrary generalized Kähler structures. This general setup can be applied to underlying complex
Poisson manifolds which do not admit symplectic structures at all, such as Hopf surfaces.

1.1. Scalar curvature as moment map. We recall briefly that generalized Kähler structures
admit two descriptions on the background of (M,H0), a smooth manifold M endowed with a
closed three-form H0. The first is described in terms of bihermitian geometry: a generalized Kähler
structure is a quadruple (g, I, J, b) of a Riemannian metric g, a two-form b and two integrable almost
complex structures I, J such that g is compatible with I and J and further satisfy

−dcIωI =H0 + db = dcJωJ ,
where ωI = gI,ωJ = gJ and dcI = √−1(∂I−∂I), dcJ = √−1(∂J−∂J). The second description is in terms
of generalized complex geometry: a generalized Kähler structure is a pair of commuting generalized
complex structures I,J on the exact Courant algebroid (TM⊕T ∗M,H0) further satisfying ⟨−IJ, ⟩ > 0,
where ⟨, ⟩ is the canonical neutral inner product. These two descriptions are equivalent by the work
of Gualtieri [22] (cf. Theorem 2.18 below). There are several natural Poisson tensors associated to
a generalized Kähler structure. First, as observed by Hitchin [26], the tensor

π ∶= 1
2
[I, J]g−1(1.1)
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defines a real Poisson structure. Furthermore, for any generalized complex structure J one has a
canonically associated real Poisson tensor πJ(ξ, η) ∶= ⟨Jξ, η⟩. Thus, a generalized Kähler structure
comes equipped with three (generally distinct) real Poisson tensors: π as above, together with

πI = 1
2
(I − J)g−1, πJ = 1

2
(I + J)g−1.

In the special case when the generalized Kähler structure is of symplectic type, the endomorphism
I + J is invertible, F = −2g(I + J)−1 is a symplectic form, and πJ = F−1. With this in mind the
results to follow are all generalizations of our prior work [3] in the symplectic type case.

Viewed from the bihermitian description, one notes that in general there is no single connection
which preserves all of the data, and thus it is not clear at the outset what the relevant curvature
quantities are. In view of this, works of Boulanger [8] and Goto [19, 20] sought to define a relevant
scalar curvature by generalizing the Fujiki-Donaldson work in Kähler geometry realizing the scalar
curvature as the moment map for a natural action of the group of Hamiltonian diffeomorphisms
for a fixed symplectic form. This culminated in [19], where Goto identified a natural Lie algebra of
infinitesimal automorphisms of (TM ⊕ T ∗M,H0) generated by elements Jdu, where u is a smooth
function on M preserved by the divergence of J relative to a fixed, arbitrary volume form (cf.
§2.2). These act on the space of ‘almost generalized Kähler’ structures compatible with J, a space
which inherits a natural Kähler structure. Furthermore, Goto defines a scalar curvature quantity
associated to a generalized Kähler structure (I,J) and a volume form, and relates the variation
of this scalar curvature to deformations by generalized Hamiltonians described above. Given this
variational formula, certain ‘modified Hamiltonians’ are introduced and it is claimed that the scalar
curvature is the moment map for the action by these.

This delicate and surprising work suggests many further questions. First, it appears that the
‘modified Hamiltonians’ described in [19] do not form a Lie algebra. For this reason we present in §3
a slight modification of the setup in [19], which places a further restriction on the generalized Kähler
structures. As described above, there is a canonical infinitesimal symmetry of (TM ⊕ T ∗M,H0)
associated to J and a choice of volume form vol on M , denoted divvol(J). Inspired by recent work
of Inoue [27] in the Kähler case, we ask for a volume form vol such that divvol(J) (which always
preserves J) preserves I. In this case, we call the volume form adapted. In terms of the bihermitian
description (g, I, J, b), expressing vol = e−fdVg, if vol is adapted then the vector field

X = 1

2
(d∗g(ωI + ωJ) + (I + J)∇gf)

is Killing for (g, I, J). A subtle issue is that the condition that X preserves the bihermitian data
does not seem to imply that the volume form is adapted, although we show that this is true in the
generically symplectic type case (cf. Lemma 3.20). We let T be the torus of isometries generated
by the Killing vector field X. In the Kähler case, when we have I = J and using T-invariant
potentials, we recover the formal moment map setting considered by Inoue in [27], leading to the
so-called µ-scalar curvature Kähler metrics and extending the notion of Kähler-Ricci solitons on
Fano manifolds [40] to arbitrary Kähler classes.

Considering the space AGK(J,vol) of all I-compatible and divvol(J)-invariant almost general-
ized Kähler structures (I,J) on M , Goto’s original variational formulas lead directly to the claim
that the generalized scalar curvature is the moment map for the infinitesimal action of T-invariant
Hamiltonians hamT(J) on the space AGK(J,vol): (cf. §3 for precise notation)

Theorem 1.1. [19] (Theorem 3.13) The natural action of hamT(J) on AGK(J,vol) is Hamiltonian
with moment map given by the generalized scalar curvature. More concretely,

ΩΩΩ(LH0

Jdu
I,
∂

∂t
∣
t=0

It) = ∫
M
( ∂
∂t

Gscal(It,J,vol))uvol
for any one-parameter family It ∈ AGK(J,vol).



FORMAL STRUCTURE OF SCALAR CURVATURE IN GENERALIZED KÄHLER GEOMETRY 3

1.2. Scalar curvature and generalized Kähler-Ricci solitons. Goto’s scalar curvature is de-
fined using the local spinorial description of generalized Kähler structures, and thus it is not clear
what this quantity really is in terms of the classical bihermitian description. By now formulas in
some special cases have appeared [8, 20, 19, 3, 1] which hint at the general form of the answer.
Here, by exploiting the nondegenerate perturbation method introduced in [1], we obtain the general
answer:

Theorem 1.2. (Theorem 4.3) Let (M,g, I, J, b) be a generalized Kähler manifold determined by
generalized complex structures (I,J) on (M,H0). Then for all f ∈ C∞(M) one has

Gscal(I,J, e−f dVg) = 1

4
(R − 1

12
∣H ∣2 + 2∆f − ∣df ∣2) ,

where H ∶= −dcIωI = dcJωJ =H0 + db.
This quantity has already appeared in several distinct contexts, including as the integrand of the
string effective action [32], in Bismut’s work on the index theorem in complex geometry [7], and as
the natural notion of scalar curvature in generalized geometry [10, 13] and generalized Ricci flow
[15, 34], making Goto’s derivation from the spin geometry of generalized Kähler structures quite
surprising.

Theorem 1.2 shows that the moment map framework above captures a number of interesting
examples. Generalized Kähler-Ricci solitons are self-similar solutions of generalized Kähler-Ricci
flow [37] and serve as the canonical geometries behind extensions of the Calabi-Yau theorem to
generalized Kähler geometry (cf. [1, 2]). By a Bianchi identity (Proposition 4.4) we show that all
generalized Kähler-Ricci solitons have constant scalar curvature relative to the weighted volume. We
furthermore show that the vector field X above is automatically Killing for a soliton, thus showing
that generically symplectic type solitons fit into the GIT framework above. In a series of works
[35, 38, 5] the authors constructed and classified all generalized Kähler-Ricci solitons on compact
complex surfaces, with non-Kähler generically symplectic type examples occurring on all type 1 Hopf
surfaces. In higher dimensions there are the examples of canonical generalized Kähler structures on
semisimple Lie groups. These were shown to have constant positive Goto scalar curvature by Goto,
using the spinorial definition directly [19]. The constant Goto scalar curvature of these examples
follows immediately from Theorem 1.2, and in the case the group has no abelian factors we construct
the relevant adapted volume form and again give the realization of these geometries as zeroes of the
moment map.

1.3. Complexified orbit and Calabi problem. A further fundamental aspect of the Fujiki-
Donaldson moment map framework is the fact that on a given complex manifold, the space of
Kähler metrics in a fixed deRham class admits a natural interpretation as the complexified orbit
of the action of the group of Hamiltonian symplectomorphsims. This point follows by Moser’s
lemma, and in [3] we extended this to the symplectic type generalized Kähler case. In [23] a
notion of generalized Kähler class of structures is introduced via certain infinitesimal deformations
of the bihermitian data. We show in Lemma 5.7 that these deformations correspond formally to
the complexified orbit for the natural complex structure on AGK(J) in the moment map setup we
present, after pullback by an appropriately chosen family of Courant automorphisms. However,
ensuring that the complexified orbit remains adapted to the volume form is a subtle point. In
general one can construct a family of volume forms associated to a path in the generalized Kähler
class by pullback of the fixed adapted volume by the automorphisms constructed above. In general,
this volume form will be adapted to the bihermitian data, and in case the initial GK structure is
generically symplectic type, it will be adapted to (I,J). Furthermore we show in this case that the
volume form, which is constructed pathwise in the nonlinear space of generalized Kähler structures,
does not depend on the chosen path.
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Continuing in the generically symplectic type case, using the canonically associated adapted
volume form constructed above, we define a generalization of the Mabuchi metric [31] (cf. [33,
11]), further extending the construction from [3]. This is a formal Riemannian metric on the
generalized Kähler class. We derive the Levi-Civita connection and geodesic equation, and we
show in Proposition 5.16 that it is formally a symmetric space with nonpositive sectional curvature.
With these tools in place we can define an extension of the Calabi problem. In particular we define
the Calabi energy as the L2 norm of the Goto scalar curvature, and show in Proposition 6.2 that
critical points are precisely the extremal GK structures. Furthermore by integrating the Goto scalar
curvature against an invariant Hamiltonian potential we obtain a generalization of the Mabuchi
one-form. We show in Proposition 6.4 that this form is closed, and thus there is at least a locally
defined functional whose differential is this one-form. The existence of such a functional which is
well-defined on the whole generalized Kähler class is a nontrivial open problem. We furthermore
show in Proposition 6.5 that the Mabuchi one-form is monotone along Mabuchi geodesics, which
leads in Corollary 6.6 to the claim that any two critical points connected by a smooth geodesic are
in fact isometric.

1.4. Obstruction theory. In the final Section 7, we extend in Theorem 7.3 the Calabi-Lichnerowicz-
Matsushima theorem to general extremal GK structures. Similarly to the work of Goto [21] in the

symplectic-type case, the general version of this result relates the stabilizers respectively in hamT

and in its complexification hamT ⊗C of an extremal GK structure. This relationship follows from
purely formal arguments, using the the moment map interpretation of the Goto scalar curvature
(see Appendix A). In order to obtain further ramifications, expressed as the reductiveness of a
certain Lie algebra of real holomorphic vector fields, we assume generically symplectic type and
obtain in Theorem 7.11 a partial generalization of our previous results [4] which were obtained in
the symplectic type case. We finally derive in Theorem 7.15, as a byproduct of our definition of
Mabuchi 1-form, a version of the Futaki invariant associated to a GK class.

Acknowledgements: VA was supported by an NSERC Discovery Grant and a Connect Talent
Grant of the Région des Pays de la Loire. The work of JS was supported by the NSF via DMS-
2203536 and a Simons Fellowship. The authors thank Mario Garcia-Fernandez and Ryushi Goto
for helpful comments.

2. Background

2.1. Generalized geometry. Consider a smooth manifold M of real dimension 2n endowed with
a closed 3-form H0. The pair (M,H0) gives rise to an exact Courant algebroid E = TM ⊕ T ∗M
with neutral inner product and H0-twisted Dorfman bracket defined on sections of E by

⟨X + ξ, Y + η⟩ = 1
2
(η(X) + ξ(Y ))

[X + ξ, Y + η]H0
= [X,Y ] +LXη − iY dξ + iY iXH0.

We have a natural spinorial action of elements of E on ∧
∗(M) by:

(X + ξ) ⋅ α = iXα + ξ ∧ α.
It is straightforward to see that this action extends to an action of the Clifford algebra of E =
TM ⊕ T ∗M on Λ∗(T ∗), i.e. satisfies:

(X + ξ) ⋅ ((X + ξ) ⋅ α) = ξ(X)α = ⟨X + ξ,X + ξ⟩α.
Thus, ∧∗(M) is a Clifford module. All of the above can be complexified to define a Clifford action
of (TM ⊕ T ∗M)⊗C on

∧
∗(M)C ∶= ∧∗(M)⊗C.
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This algebra is equipped with a twisted de Rham differential

dH0
α ∶= dα −H0 ∧ α.

Furthermore, there is a ∧
2n(M)C-valued Spin-invariant Mukai pairing (⋅, ⋅)∶∧∗(M)C ⊗∧

∗(M)C →
∧

2n(M)C defined by

(α,β)M ∶= [α ∧ σ(β)]top,
where α,β ∈ ∧∗(M)C; σ∶∧∗(M) → ∧

∗(M) is the Clifford involution defined on the decomposable
forms as σ(dxi1 ∧ ⋅ ⋅ ⋅ ∧ dxik) ∶= dxik ∧ ⋅ ⋅ ⋅ ∧ dxi1 ; and [α]top denotes the top degree component of
α ∈ ∧∗(M)C.

Remark 2.1. With our convention for the normalization of the Mukai pairing, if ω ∈ ∧2(M) and

ϕ ∶= e√−1ω ∈ ∧even(M)C, we have

(ϕ,ϕ)M = (2√−1)nωn
n!
.

Given a diffeomorphism Φ ∈ Diff(M) we lift it to E = T ⊕ T ∗ as

(Φ∗ 0

0 (Φ∗)−1)
and, by a standard abuse of notation, denote the corresponding action by Φ:

Φ ⋅ (X + ξ) ∶= Φ∗(X) + (Φ∗)−1(ξ).
Furthermore for b ∈ ∧2(M) we define a ⟨⋅, ⋅⟩-orthogonal endomorphism eb ∈ End(TM ⊕ T ∗M) by

eb(X + ξ) ∶=X + ξ + b(X, ⋅).
Combining the two actions, we obtain the extended diffeomorphism group action TM ⊕ T ∗M :

{Φ ○ eb ∣ Φ ∈ Diff(M), b ∈ ∧2(M),}
with product given by

(f1 ○ eb1) ○ (f2 ○ eb2) = f1 ○ f2 ○ eb2+f∗2 b1 .
The corresponding Lie algebra is C∞(M,TM ⊕∧

2(M)) with Lie bracket

[X1 + b1,X2 + b2]aut = [X1,X2] +LX1
b2 −LX2

b1.

The extended diffeomorphism group leads to a Lie derivative of sections of TM ⊕ T ∗M , extending
the usual Lie derivative with respect to a vector field. The extended Lie derivative is explicitly given
by

(2.1) LX+b(Y + η) = [X,Y ] +LXη − ıY b.
An extended diffeomorphism f ○eb preserves the H0-twisted Dorfman bracket if and only if db = 0.

In general, it transforms the H0-twisted Dorfman bracket into the (H0−db)-twisted Dorfman bracket
(cf. [15] Proposition 2.14):

[eb(X + ξ), eb(Y + η)]H0−db = eb[X + ξ, Y + η]H0
.(2.2)

We shall refer to eb as a b-field transformation of E.

Definition 2.2 ([15, Prop. 2.21]). The group of automorphisms of (TM ⊕ T ∗M, [⋅, ⋅]H0
) is

Aut(M,TM ⊕ T ∗M, [⋅, ⋅]H0
) = {Φ ○ eb ∣ Φ ∈ Diff(M), b ∈ ∧2(M), Φ∗H0 =H0 − db}

For simplicity, we will often denote this group Aut(M,H0).
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The group Aut(M,H0) fits into an exact sequence

1→ C∞(M,∧2
cl(M)) → Aut(M,H0) → Diff(M) → 1,

where ∧
2
cl(M) is the sheaf of closed 2-forms. Its Lie algebra is

aut(M,H0) = {X + b ∣ d(iXH0 + b) = 0}, X ∈ C∞(M,TM), b ∈ C∞(M,∧2(M)),
with the Lie bracket [⋅, ⋅]aut introduced above. This Lie algebra fits into an exact sequence

0→ C∞(M,∧1
cl(M)) → C∞(E) ΨÐ→ aut(M,H0)→ 0

Ψ(X + ξ) = X + dξ − iXH0.
(2.3)

and

LΨ(X+ξ)(Y + η) = [X + ξ, Y + η]H0
,

(which follows readily from (2.1) and the definition of Ψ above).

Definition 2.3. For sections X + ξ and Y + η of E, we let

LH0

X+ξ(Y + η) ∶= [X + ξ, Y + η]H0
.

Thus, LΨ(X+ξ)(Y + η) = LH0

X+ξ(Y + η).
Remark 2.4. The notation eb will also be used for the formal exponential of b as a differential form

eb = 1 + b + 1
2
b ∧ b + . . . ,

which in turn acts on ∧
∗(M) via the wedge product:

α → eb ∧ α, α ∈ ∧∗(M).
This gives rise to an action of 2-forms on the spin bundle ∧

∗(M) compatible with the Clifford
multiplication and dH0

in the following sense:

(2.4) eb(X + ξ) ⋅ (e−b ∧α) = e−b ∧ ((X + ξ) ⋅ α), dH0
α = eb ∧ dH0−db(e−b ∧ α).

Consequently, the action of Aut(M,H0) naturally extends to the action on the spin bundle ∧
∗(M),

and this action commutes with dH0
.

2.2. Divergence of generalized complex structures. In this subsection we define a notion of
divergence associated to a volume form vol and a generalized complex structure J. We first review
basic points on generalized complex structures.

Definition 2.5. Let (M,H0) be a smooth manifold with a closed 3-form. A generalized complex

structure on (M,H0) is a ⟨, ⟩-orthogonal almost complex structure on E whose
√
−1-eigenbundle

is integrable with respect to the H0-twisted Dorfman bracket. Let KJ denote the canonical line
bundle of J, i.e. the complex line bundle locally spanned by pure spinors ψ ∈ ∧∗(M)⊗C satisfying

Ker(ψ) = L1,0
J
,

where L1,0
J
⊂ E ⊗C is the

√
−1-eigenspace of J. The integrability of J is equivalent to the condition

that for every local defining spinor ψ one has

dH0
ψ = e ⋅ ψ

for some e ∈ E ⊗C. Note that for a choice of defining spinor ψ, there exists a unique element e ∈ E,
referred to as the real potential, such that

dH0
ψ =
√
−1

2
e ⋅ ψ.(2.5)
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Furthermore, given vol a choice of volume form on M , we say that a defining spinor is normalized
if

(2.6) (ψ,ψ) = (2√−1)nvol.
Lemma 2.6. Given (M,H0), let J be a generalized complex structure and vol a volume form on M .
Choose ψ a normalized local defining spinor and let e =X +ξ be the real potential of ψ. Then X and
Ψ(e) = X + dξ − ıXH0 ∈ aut(M,H0) are globally defined. Moreover, with respect to the generalized

complex structure J̃ = ebJe−b on (M,H0 − db) and volume form vol, the corresponding real potential
ẽ satisfies Ψ(ẽ) =X + dξ − ıXH0 +LXb.

Proof. The normalization condition (2.6) determines ψ up to a multiplication with e
√
−1u, where u

is a local real function. If ψu = e
√
−1uψ is another normalized local section of KJ, then

dH0
ψu =

√
−1

2
(e + 2du) ⋅ ψu.

Clearly Ψ(e + 2du) = Ψ(e) and πT (e + 2du) = πT e, as claimed.

For the second claim, first note that L1,0

J̃
= ebL1,0

J
, and then the integrability with respect to

H0 − db follows from (2.2). Also, if ψ is a defining spinor J then e−b ∧ψ is a defining spinor for J̃ by
(2.4). Furthermore note that it follows from the definition of the Mukai pairing that it is invariant
under the b-field action, thus e−b ∧ψ is vol-normalized if ψ is. We also note from (2.4) that

dH0−db(e−b ∧ψ) = e−b ∧ dH0
ψ = e−b ∧ (√−1e ⋅ ψ)

= (√−1eb(X + ξ)) ⋅ e−b ∧ψ = (√−1(X + iXb + ξ)) ⋅ e−b ∧ψ.
Thus ẽ =X + iXb + ξ, and using the map Ψ from (2.3) associated to H0 − db we obtain

Ψ(ẽ) =X + d(iXb + ξ) − iX(H0 − db) =X + dξ − iXH0 +LXb.

�

Definition 2.7. Let J ∈ End(E) be a generalized complex structure on (M,H0). For a fixed volume
form vol ∈ ∧2n(M) we define the divergence of J relative to vol, denoted

divvol(J) ∈ aut(M,H0),
as the unique element of aut(M,H0) guaranteed by Lemma 2.6.

Remark 2.8. The notion of a ‘divergence operator’ (cf. [13]) plays an important role in the theory
of connections in generalized geometry. While apparently related, this notion is distinct from the
concept defined above, though there should be some relation. Note that the divergences used here
are key to the definition of Goto’s scalar curvature (cf. §3 below), which in turn by Theorem 1.2 is
equal to the more general notion of scalar curvature in terms of a generalized metric and divergence
operator [13].

Remark 2.9. Whenever a generalized complex structure J is determined by a closed pure spinor
ψ, we can define the corresponding spinorial volume form

dVψ ∶= (2√−1)−n(ψ,ψ).
Clearly, in this case the divergence of J vanishes: divdVψ(J) = 0.
Remark 2.10. One can identify divvol(J) with the unique J-holomorphic unitary generalized con-
nection D∶C∞(L)→ C∞(E ⊗L) on the line bundle L =KJ equipped with the Hermitian structure:

∣s∣2vol ∶= (2
√
−1)−n(s, s)
vol

∈ C∞(M,R).
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Lemma 2.11. For any volume form vol the element divvol(J) ∈ aut(M,H0) generates an infinites-
imal symmetry of J.

Proof. Let ψ be a local spinor defining J as in the definition of the divergence operator, and choose
the unique e ∈ E such that dH0

ψ = √−1e ⋅ ψ. It suffices to prove that the well-defined infinitesimal
action of e on ∧

∗(M)⊗C preserves the subbundle KJ. Indeed, computing its action on ψ we find

LH0

e ψ = (e ⋅ dH0
ψ + dH0

(e ⋅ ψ)) =√−1e ⋅ e ⋅ ψ −√−1d2H0
ψ =√−1⟨e, e⟩ψ.

Since LH0

e preserves the C-span of ψ, the underlying generalized complex structure is also preserved.
�

A key point in the sequel is the relationship of this divergence to the canonical Poisson structure
associated to a generalized complex structure.

Definition 2.12. Given J a generalized complex structure, define the bivector πJ ∈ ∧2TM by

πJ(α,β) ∶= ⟨Jα,β⟩ .
It is shown in [22] that πJ is a real Poisson tensor. Furthermore, πJ is invariant under the conjugation

ebJe−b of J by a 2-form b ∈ ∧2(M).
First observe that for a Poisson tensor and a fixed volume form there is a natural notion of

divergence:

Definition 2.13. Given (M,π) a Poisson manifold and a volume form vol on M , we define the
divergence

X = divvol(π)
to be the unique vector field X such that

d(iπvol) = iXvol.
It follows directly from Cartan’s formula, and its extension for the Schouten bracket, that

(2.7) LXπ = 0, LXvol = 0.
It turns out that the two notions of divergence are compatible in the following sense:

Lemma 2.14. Let J be a generalized complex structure on (M,H0). Given a volume form vol, one
has

πTdivvol(J) = divvol(πJ).
Proof. Observe by Lemma 2.6 that πTdivvol(J) is invariant under the b-field action, and also πJ
is invariant by definition. Furthermore, as the regular points of a generalized complex structure
are dense in M , in suffices to prove the result at regular points. Using the Darboux theorem
for generalized complex structures ([22] Theorem 4.35), in an open neighborhood of any regular
point there exists a diffeomorphism and b-field transformation such that in this neighborhood J is a
product of a standard complex space Ck and standard symplectic space (R2n−2k, ω). In particular
it is defined by the closed pure spinor

ψ = e√−1ω ∧Θ,
where Θ is a holomorphic volume form on Ck. It follows that πJ = ω−1, where the inverse is defined

leaf-wise. It then follows easily, expressing vol = e−fΘ∧Θ∧ωk, that the relevant normalized spinor

is e−f/2e
√
−1ω ∧Θ, and thus πTdivvol(J) = −1

2
ω−1df = 1

2
divvol(πJ). �

Lemma 2.15. Suppose J is a generalized complex structure on (M,H0) and vol a volume form.
Suppose, furthermore, that πJ is non-degenerate over an open dense subset of M . Then divvol(J) =
divvol(πJ) if and only if Ldivvol(πJ)J = 0.
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Proof. Let X = divvol(πJ) and divvolJ = X + B, where B is a 2-form, see Lemma 2.14. In one
direction, if B=0 then LXJ = 0 by Lemma 2.11. In the other direction, Lemma 2.11 and the
assumption LXJ = 0, yield

0 = LX+BJ = LBJ.
As the infinitesimal action of b-fields on generalized complex structures has no stabilizer in the locus
where πJ is nondegenerate, we know B = 0 on that locus, and hence everywhere by the assumption
that this tensor is nondegenerate on a dense set. �

Remark 2.16. The nondegeneracy condition on πJ in Lemma 2.15 is essential. For instance,
consider the case when J is a generalized complex structure corresponding to a complex structure
J on TM , i.e

J = (−J 0

0 J∗
) .

In this case πJ = 0 and, therefore, divvolπJ = 0 for any volume form vol. On the other hand, we have
a local spinor Θ for J which is a holomorphic volume form. Now fix any volume form vol and note
that this defines a function f such that the spinor ψ = e−f/2Θ is vol-normalized. An elementary
computation using that df −

√
−1Jdf ∈ Ker(ψ) yields

dψ =√−1(−J1
2
df) ⋅ ψ =√−1(−1

2
J∗df) ⋅ ψ.

In particular, for generic f , 0 = divvol(πJ) ≠ divvol(J) = −1
2
dJ∗df . Note though, using that dJ∗df is

of type (1,1), it follows still that LdivvolJJ = 0 in accordance with Lemma 2.11. Note furthermore
that if J is compatible with a Kähler metric ω, and the data is interpreted as a generalized Kähler
structure (Jω,J), then for f nonconstant LdivvolJJω ≠ 0.
2.3. Generalized Kähler structures.

Definition 2.17. Let (M,H0) be a smooth manifold with a closed 3-form. A generalized Kähler
structure on (M,H0) is a pair of commuting generalized complex structures (I,J) such that the
bilinear form

⟨−IJ⋅, ⋅⟩
on TM ⊕T ∗M is positive definite. We denote the operator −IJ by G, which is a generalized metric.

A fundamental result of Gualtieri states that a generalized Kähler structure (I,J) on (M,H0)
can be equivalently described by bihermitian data on (M,H0).
Theorem 2.18 ([22] Ch. 6). Let (I,J) be a generalized Kähler structure on (M,H0). Then there
exist unique Riemannian metric g, real 2-form b and orthogonal integrable complex structures I and
J , such that

(2.8) I = 1

2
eb ( I + J −(ω−1I − ω−1J )

ωI − ωJ −(I∗ + J∗) ) e−b, J = 1

2
eb ( I − J −(ω−1I + ω−1J )

ωI + ωJ −(I∗ − J∗) ) e−b,
where the fundamental 2-forms ωI = gI and ωJ = gJ satisfy

(2.9) −dcIωI =H0 + db = dcJωJ .
Conversely, if the data (g, b, I, J) satisfies (2.9), then (2.8) determines a generalized Kähler structure
on (M,H0).
Remark 2.19. By the theorem above we can refer equivalently to generalized Kähler structures
by the data (I,J) or the bihermitian data (g, I, J, b). At times we will refer simply to a generalized
Kähler structure via (g, I, J), where implicitly we mean to choose H0 = −dcIωI = dcJωJ and b = 0.
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Definition 2.20. A generalized complex structure is called symplectic type if the associated Poisson
tensor πJ is everywhere nondegenerate. A generalized Kähler structure (I,J) on (M,H0) is called
symplectic type if J is symplectic type. It is called nondegenerate if I and J are both symplectic
type.

If the data (g, I, J) satisfies that det(I + J) ≠ 0 on M , we can set b ∶= g(I + J)−1(I − J) and
F ∶= −2g(I + J)−1. The data (g, I, J, b) is then generalized Kähler with H0 = 0, and furthermore

J = (0 −F−1

F 0
). This implies that showing that F is a symplectic form and J is a symplectic type

generalized complex structure.
For a nondegenerate structure (I,J) the corresponding transformations I ± J ∈ End(TM) are

invertible, and there are canonically associated symplectic forms

F± = −2g(I ± J)−1.
If I and J are given by (2.8), then setting b′ = b − g(I + J)−1(I − J) we observe that

I = eb′−4Ω ( 0 −F−1−
F− 0

) e−b′+4Ω, J = eb′ ( 0 −F−1+
F+ 0

) e−b′
where Ω = g(I + J)−1(I − J)−1 is a closed 2-form, see [2, §3.1]. The underlying dH0

-closed spinors

are e4Ω−b
′+
√
−1F− and e−b

′+
√
−1F+.

3. Scalar curvature as moment map

3.1. Definition and basic properties. In this subsection we recall the definition of Goto’s scalar
curvature following [19]. Let (I,J) be a generalized Kähler structure on (M,H0). This data de-
termines a Riemannian metric g on M . Let dVg be the corresponding volume form, and pick an

arbitrary volume form µf ∶= e−fdVg. Associated to the data (I,J, µf ), Goto assigns a scalar quan-
tity S(I,J, µf ) ∈ C∞(M,R) generalizing the notion of the scalar curvature in Kähler geometry,
determined purely by the underlying spinors and the measure µf .

Definition 3.1. ([19]) Let (I,J) be a generalized Kähler manifold on (M,H0), with a fixed volume
form µf = e−fdVg. Let ψ1 and ψ2 be pure spinors defining I and J respectively, normalized relative
to µf according to (2.6), with real potentials ηi ∈ TM ⊕ T ∗M satisfying (2.5). Then Goto’s scalar
curvature Gscal(I,J, µf ) is the real function defined by the identity

Gscal(I,J, µf )µf ∶= Re ((2√−1)−n(ψ1, dH0
(η2 ⋅ ψ1)) + (2√−1)−n(ψ2, dH0

(η1 ⋅ ψ2))) .(3.1)

Proposition 3.2. ([19] Propositions 3.2, 3.5, 3.6) The following hold:

(1) Gscal(I,J, µf ) does not depend on the choice of the local spinors ψi and determines a well-
defined real-valued function on M .

(2) If b is a 2-form, then Gscal(I,J, µf ) = Gscal(ebIe−b, ebJe−b, µf).
(3) Gscal(I,J, µf ) = Gscal(J, I, µf ).

Remark 3.3. Item (2) essentially follows from [19] Proposition 3.5, although as stated there it
requires that b is closed. The general claim follows easily from the b-field transformation laws from
§2, noting that the conjugated structure is generalized Kähler on the background (M,H0 − db).
3.2. A formal moment map setup. In [20, 19] (see also the preceding work by Boulanger [8]),
Goto interprets Gscal(I,J, µf ) as the moment map for a certain formal infinitesimal group action.
In particular, he defines a Lie algebra of Hamiltonian automorphisms using scalar potentials which
are invariant under the divergence of πJ with respect to an arbitrary volume form µf (cf. Definition
3.10). Then, a general variational formula for the scalar curvature is computed, and it is claimed that
this determines the scalar curvature as the moment map for a class of ‘modified Hamiltonians’ (cf.
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[19] Definition 4.2). We were not able to verify that these modified Hamiltonians form a Lie algebra,
and instead take a different approach here. Inspired by recent works of E. Inoue [27] of A. Lahdili
[28], we ask that the volume vol = µf is such that the divergence of πJ with respect to vol, which
always preserves J, also preserves I. This is a nontrivial further constraint (see Lemma 3.6 below)

which in the Kähler case (M,g,J, J) boils down for asking that log ( vol
dVg
) is a Killing potential,

which is precisely the set-up in [27]. In general, it is not always clear that such a volume form will
exist, but with this further constraint in place Goto’s variational formulas lead directly to the claim
that the scalar curvature is the moment map for this infinitesimal group action.

Definition 3.4. Given a generalized Kähler structure (I,J), we say that a volume form vol is
adapted to (I,J) if

LdivvolJI = 0.
For simplicity at times we will refer to a triple (I,J,vol) as adapted.

Lemma 3.5. Suppose (I,J) is a generalized Kähler structure defined on (M,H0), with corresponding
bihermitian data (g, I, J, b). Then

πTaut(M,H0, I,J) < aut(M,g, I, J).
Proof. Elements of aut(M,H0) are canonically identified with sections X +B of TM ⊕∧

2(T ∗M).
The induced infinitesimal action of a section X +B on the upper right block of an endomorphism
of E = TM ⊕ T ∗M is purely via Lie derivative by the vector field component X. Thus if such an
infinitesimal automorphism preserves I and J, then it also preserves the generalized metric G = −IJ,
and then by inspecting the form of I and J in Theorem 2.18, it follows that X preserves g, I, and
J , as claimed. �

Lemma 3.6. Suppose (I,J,vol) is an adapted generalized Kähler structure on (M,H0). Let (g, I, J, b)
be the corresponding bihermitian data and f the smooth function determined by vol = µf . Then the
vector field

X = divvolπJ = 1

2
(Iθ♯I + Jθ♯J − (I + J)df ♯)

satisfies
LXg = 0, LXI = LXJ = 0.

In particular, X generates a compact torus T ⊂ Isom(g).
Proof. Since divvol(J) preserves I by hypothesis, and preserves J by Lemma 2.11, Lemma 3.5 yields
that

X ∶= πT (divvol(J))
preserves (g, I, J). We thus only need to compute X in terms of (g, I, J,vol). By Lemma 2.14,

X = divvolπJ
whereas by Theorem 2.18,

πJ = 1

2
(I + J)g−1.

Using the definition of f and the bihermitian property,

vol = e−fdVg = e−fω[n]I = ω[n]
J
,

thus

ıπJvol = e
−f

2
(ω[n−1]

I
+ ω

[n−1]
J

.)
It follows that

d(ıπJvol) = e
−f

2
((θI − df) ∧ ω[n−1]I

+ (θJ − df) ∧ ω[n−1]J
) ,
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where θI ∶= Id∗ωI and θJ ∶= Jd∗ωJ are the Lee forms of (g, I) and (g, J), respectively, and we have

used the basic identity dω
[n−1]
I

= θI ∧ ω[n−1] and similarly for ωJ . It thus follows that

X = divvolπJ = 1

2
(Iθ♯I + Jθ♯J) − πJdf,

as claimed. �

Remark 3.7. The existence of a Killing vector field X for (g, I, J) of the above form is thus a
necessary condition for (g, I, J) to come from a vol-adapted GK pair (I,J). In the case when πJ is
non-degenerate on an open dense subset, this condition is also sufficient, see Lemma 2.15.

Definition 3.8. Given a generalized Kähler structure (g, I, J), we say that the volume form vol is(g, I, J)-adapted if the vector field X defined in Lemma 3.6 preserves (g, I, J).
Remark 3.9. Remark 2.16 makes clear that a volume form being (g, I, J)-adapated is strictly
weaker than being adapted to (I,J).

In what follows, we denote by T the torus generated by the infinitesimal isometry X of the
bihermitian structure (g, I, J) corresponding to (I,J,vol).
Definition 3.10. [Normalized potentials & Hamiltonian automorphisms] Given (I,J) a generalized
Kähler structure with adapted volume form vol and corresponding torus T, we define the space of
normalized potentials by

C∞0 (M,R)T = {u ∈ C∞(M,R) ∣ du(X) = 0, ∫
M
uvol = 0}.

Furthermore, define the space of Hamiltonian automorphisms by

hamT(J) = {Ψ(Jdu) ∣ u ∈ C∞0 (M,R)T},
Lemma 3.11. (cf. [21] Proposition 3.1) Given the setup above, hamT(J) is a Lie subalgebra of
aut(M,H0), isomorphic to (C∞0 (M,R),vol) with the Lie bracket given by the Poisson bracket with
respect to πJ:

[Jdu,Jdv]H0
= Jd{u, v}πJ .

Furthermore, hamT(J) preserves J, vol, and divvol(J), i.e.

LH0

Jdu
J = 0, LπJduvol = 0, [Ψ(Jdu),divvol(J)]aut = 0.

for all u ∈ C∞0 (M,R)T.

Proof. Notice first that the map

(C∞0 (M,R),vol) ∋ u → Ψ(Jdu) ∈ aut(M,H0)
is injective. Indeed, if Ψ(Jdu) = 0, then by Theorem 2.18 we find πT (Ψ(Jdu)) = πJ(du) = 1

2
(I +

J)du♯ = 0 and d(I − J)du = 0. It then follows that ddcIu = ddcJu = 0, so u = 0 by the maximum
principle and the normalization.

Using integrability of J and the definition of Dorfman bracket we have

[Jdu,Jdv]H0
= [du, dv]H0

+ J[Jdu, dv]H0
+ J[du,Jdv]H0

= J[Jdu, dv]H0

= JLπJdudv

= Jd{u, v}πJ .
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If X preserves u, v, and πJ, then it also preserves {u, v}πJ , showing hamT(J) is a subalgebra. Using
the integrability of J and the fact that the automorphisms induced by closed 1-forms are trivial, it
follows that

LH0

Jdu
J = JLH0

du
J = 0,

as claimed. Finally, we have

(3.2) LπJduvol = diπJduvol = d(du ∧ iπJvol) = −du ∧ (diπJvol) = (LXu)vol = 0.
The last property follows from the first two. �

The lemma above shows that hamT(J) acts infinitesimally on the space of generalized Kähler
structures (I,J) adapted to (J,vol). The use of this space represents the key conceptual difference
between our approach and that of [19], where the ‘modified Hamiltonians’ are used. For technical
purposes it is more natural to drop the integrability condition on I and consider the action of
hamT(J) on a larger space:

Definition 3.12. Given a generalized complex structure J on (M,H0) and a volume form vol, the
space of (J,vol)-adapted almost generalized Kähler structures is the space of all generalized almost
complex structures I compatible with J and invariant under the action of divvol(J):

AGK(J,vol) = {I ∈ End(E) ∣ I2 = − Id, ⟨I⋅, I⋅⟩ = ⟨⋅, ⋅⟩, −IJ = −JI > 0, Ldivvol(J)I = 0} .
There is a natural Kähler structure ([19] Proposition 5.2, cf. also [8]) determined at I ∈AGK(J,vol)
by the symplectic form and Riemannian metric

ΩΩΩI(İ1, İ2) = 1

4
∫
M

tr (I İ1 İ2)vol, ggg(İ1, İ2) = 1

4
∫
M

tr (İ1İ2)vol.
The corresponding formal integrable almost complex structure acts by

(3.3) J I(İ) ∶= Iİ.
It follows from Lemma 3.11 that hamT(J) acts on AGK(J,vol) via infinitesimal symmetry. It

follows immediately from the work of Goto that this action is Hamiltonian, with moment map given
by the scalar curvature.

Theorem 3.13. [19] (Theorem 1.1) The natural action of hamT(J) on AGK(J,vol) is Hamiltonian
with moment map given by the scalar curvature Gscal(I,J,vol) associated to (I,J,vol) via (3.1). In
particular,

ΩΩΩ(LH0

Jdu
I,
∂

∂t
∣
t=0

It) = ∫
M
( ∂
∂t

Gscal(It,J,vol))uvol
for any one-parameter family It ∈ AGK(J,vol).
Proof. In [19] Goto proved a more general variation formula

(3.4) ΩΩΩ(LH0

Jdu
I,
∂

∂t
∣
t=0

It) = ∫
M
( ∂
∂t
∣
t=0

Gscal(It,J,vol))uvol + 2ΩΩΩ(uLdivvol(J)I,
∂

∂t
∣
t=0

It) ,
which holds for any T-invariant smooth function u on M . In our setting divvol(J) preserves also I,
thus the second term on the right hand side vanishes. �

Remark 3.14. In the above statement, we have identified the Lie algebra hamT(J) with

(C∞0 (M,R)T,vol,{⋅, ⋅}πJ)
via Lemma 3.11. Notice that Gscal(I,J,vol) is a T-invariant function by Lemma 3.5 and Theo-
rem 4.3. The L2 global product on M with respect to vol defines an ad-invariant inner product on
hamT(J) (see (3.2)), which we use to see Gscal(I,J,vol) as an element of (hamT(J))∗.
Definition 3.15. Given (I,J,vol) an adapted generalized Kähler structure on (M,H0), we say that
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(1) (I,J,vol) is constant scalar curvature (cscGK) if Gscal(I,J,vol) = µ is constant.
(2) (I,J,vol) is extremal if χ ∶= Ψ(JdGscal(I,J,vol)) is a Hamiltonian isometry, i.e. LχI = 0.

Corollary 3.16. Given (I,J,vol) an adapted generalized Kähler structure on (M,H0),
(1) (I,J,vol) is cscGK if and only if I is a zero of the moment map µµµ of AGK(J,vol).
(2) (I,J,vol) is extremal if and only if I is a critical point of the functional I → ∣∣µµµ(I)∣∣2vol onAGK(J,vol).

Proof. The first claim is immediate from Theorem 3.13. For the second claim we can compute the
variation and use Theorem 3.13 to obtain

d

dt
∣
t=0
∣∣µµµ(It)∣∣2vol = ∫

M
( ∂
∂t
∣
t=0

Gscal(It,J,vol))Gscal(I,J,vol)vol =ΩΩΩ(LχI, ∂
∂t
∣
t=0

It) .
Since the symplectic form ΩΩΩ is nondegenerate, the second claim follows. �

Remark 3.17. By Theorem 4.3, Gscal(I,J,vol) and hence also the corresponding notion of cscGK,
depends only on the data (g, I, J,vol). In other words, one can arbitrarily choose the 2-form b and
set H0 ∶= −dcIωI −db (see (2.9)) in the momentum map setup, subject to the condition Ldivvol(J)I = 0.
In the symplectic type case considered in [4], the data (g, I, J,vol) is induced by a symplectic 2-form

F on M taming the complex structure J , with vol ∶= Fn

n!
being the corresponding symplectic volume.

In this case, letting (H0, b) = (0,+(FJ)skew) allows one to recast the setup in [4] in terms of the one
presented here and in [20].

In view of the above remark and Lemma 3.5, we also give the following:

Definition 3.18. Given a generalized Kähler structure (g, I, J) and a (g, I, J)-adapted volume
form vol, we say that

(1) (g, I, J,vol) is cscGK if Gscal is constant;
(2) (g, I, J,vol) is extremal if the vector field 1

2
(I + J)(dGscal)♯ preserves (g, I, J).

3.3. The generically symplectic case.

Definition 3.19. We say that a generalized complex structure J on (M,H0) is generically symplectic
type if the real Poisson tensor πJ is non-degenerate over an open dense subset of M . A generalized
Kähler structure (I,J) is called generically symplectic type if J is generically symplectic type. A
bihermitian data (g, I, J) is called generically symplectic type if 1

2
(I + J)g−1 is non-degenerate over

an open dense subset.

We note that a generalized Kähler structure for which the Poisson tensor defined by (1.1) is
non-degenerate over an open dense subset of M are generically symplectic type. In particular, the
generalized Kähler structures of even type on the compact complex surfaces with first Betti number
1 constructed in [29, 12] and [38] are generically symplectic type. Generalized Kähler structures of
generically symplectic type will allow us to extend the theory we develeped in the symplectic type
case in [4]. This extension hinges on the following observation.

Lemma 3.20. Let (M,g, I, J, b) be a generalized Kähler structure with adapted volume form vol in
the sense of Definition 3.8, and with corresponding generalized complex structures (I,J). Let T the
compact torus generated by X = divvol(πJ). Suppose that (I,J) is generically symplectic type, and
that b is T-invariant. Then (I,J,vol) is adapted in the sense of Definition 3.4.

Proof. By Theorem 2.8, we have that LXJ = LXI = 0. Thus, by Lemma 2.15, divvol(J) = X and,
therefore,

Ldivvol(J)I = LXI = 0.
�
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Remark 3.21. Using Lemma 3.20, we can start with a generically symplectic type bihermitian
data (g, I, J) on M , and an adapted volume form vol generating a torus T. We then choose a
T-invariant 2-form b (note b = 0 will suffice) and define H0 ∶= −dcIωI −db. Then, by Lemma 3.20, the
corresponding generalized Kähler structure (I,J) on (M,H0) belongs to AGK(J,vol). Furthermore,
by virtue of Lemma 2.15, in this case we have divvol(J) =X and therefore

AGK(J,vol) = AGKT(J),
where AGKT(J) is the space of all J-compatible T-invariant almost generalized Kähler pairs (I,J)
for the natural action of T on E = TM ⊕ T ∗M by diffeomorphisms.

4. Generalized Kähler-Ricci solitons as cscGK structures

In this section we show that generalized Kähler-Ricci solitons are automatically Goto constant
scalar curvature, and fit them into the GIT framework constructed above. The first step is to
obtain an explicit formula for this curvature in terms of the bihermitian data. Given this, we derive
a Bianchi identity for the weighted Bismut Ricci curvature which gives the claim that solitons
have constant scalar curvature. We next derive an a priori symmetry which holds for solitons which
identifies the relevant adapted volume form, giving the GIT interpretation for generically symplectic
type solitons.

4.1. An explicit formula. In this subsection we derive an explicit formula for Gscal(I,J, µf ) in
terms of the underlying bihermitian data (M,g, I, J, b). To this end, we first establish the formula
under the further key hypothesis that the structure is nondegenerate, see Definition 2.20. The
reason for this hypothesis is that in this setting the pure spinors underlying the generalized Kähler
structure can be made completely explicit in terms of the bihermitian data. In the general case,
these underlying pure spinors would involve the choice of partial holomorphic volume forms with
respect to both I and J , and it is unclear how to work directly with the mixed I-holomorphic and
J-holomorphic coordinates. Given the formula in this special case, the general case follows using the
nondegenerate perturbation technique introduced in [1]. As this has been used already throughout
[1] and [3], we omit the details.

We begin with a preliminary computational lemma. In the statements below different Laplacians
appear. In particular we let ∆ denote the Riemannian Laplacian, while ∆C,I will denote the
Laplacian of the Chern connection of the Hermitian structure (g, I), and analogously ∆C,J . Recall
that for f ∈ C∞(M,R)

∆C,If =∆f − ⟨df, θI⟩,
where θI = Id∗ωI .
Lemma 4.1. Let (M,g, I, J) be a generalized Kähler structure with I + J invertible, and define
F+ = −2g(I + J)−1. Denote by dF+ ∶= F+g−1d the twisted differential. Then, for any smooth function
f ,

(ddF+f) ∧ Fn−1+
Fn+

=∆f − 1

2
⟨df, d log det(I + J)⟩.

Similarly, whenever (I − J) is invertible, we define F− = −2g(I − J)−1 and have

(ddF−f) ∧ Fn−1−
Fn−

=∆f − 1

2
⟨df, d log det(I − J)⟩.



16 VESTISLAV APOSTOLOV, JEFFREY STREETS, AND YURY USTINOVSKIY

Proof. In the computation below, the upper-script ♯ denotes g−1, and we use that F+ = −2g(I+J)−1,
b = g(J + I)−1(I − J), θI = IδgI, θJ = JδgJ .

(ddF+f) ∧ Fn−1+
Fn+

= 2m∑
i=1
⟨(I + J) (∇ei(I + J)−1df ♯) , ei⟩

=∆f − 2n∑
i=1
⟨ (∇ei(I + J)) ((I + J)−1(df ♯)) , ei⟩

=∆f − ⟨(I + J)−1(df ♯), δg(I + J)⟩
=∆f − ⟨df ♯, (I + J)−1(Iθ♯I + Jθ♯J)⟩
=∆f + 1

2
⟨df, b(θ♯J − θ♯I) − θI − θJ⟩.

Our claim then follows from the identity

1

2
d log det(I + J) = θJ − ıθ♯

J
b − δgb = θI + ıθ♯

I
b + δgb,

which is established in [2, Lemmas 2.10 & 2.13]. �

Lemma 4.2. Let (M,g, I, J) be a nondegenerate generalized Kähler manifold. Then for f ∈ C∞(M)
one has

(4.1) Gscal(I,J, µf ) = 1

4
(R − 1

12
∣H ∣2 + 2∆f − ∣df ∣2) ,

where H =H0 + db = −dcIωI = dcJωJ .
Proof. Since (M,g, I, J) is nondegenerate, both I + J and I − J are globally invertible. We define
b = g(I +J)−1(I −J), and apply this b-field transform to (I,J). By Theorem 2.18 the corresponding
generalized Kähler structure, still denoted (I,J), is given by

(4.2) I = e−4Ω ( 0 −F−1−
F− 0

) e4Ω, J = ( 0 −F−1+
F+ 0

) ,
where F± = −2g(I ± J)−1 are the underlying symplectic forms, and Ω = g(I + J)−1(I − J)−1 is the
common real part of I- and J-holomorphic symplectic forms. Since Gscal(I,J, µf ) is invariant under
b-field transformation, we can calculate it for the GK structure given by (4.2). It is easy to see that

the
√
−1-eigenspaces for I and J are

L
1,0
I
= {v − 4Ω(v) −√−1F−(v) ∣ v ∈ TM}, L

1,0
J
= {v −√−1F+(v) ∣ v ∈ TM}.

These generalized complex structures have underlying closed pure spinors

ϕ1 = exp(4Ω +√−1F−), ϕ2 = exp(√−1F+)
with Mukai norms

(ϕ1, ϕ1) = Fn−
n!
= det(I − J)−1/2dVg = e−Ψ−dVg,

(ϕ2, ϕ2) = Fn+
n!
= det(I + J)−1/2dVg = e−Ψ+dVg,

where by definition

Ψ± ∶= 1

2
log det(I ± J).

In the definition of the scalar curvature, we need to use normalized spinors, thus we introduce

f1 = −f/2 + log det(I − J)/4, f2 = −f/2 + log det(I + J)/4,



FORMAL STRUCTURE OF SCALAR CURVATURE IN GENERALIZED KÄHLER GEOMETRY 17

so that ψi ∶= efiϕi satisfies

(ψi, ψi) = µf = e−fdVg.
Since ϕi are closed and dfi −

√
−1Jidfi ∈ Kerψi, we have

dψi = dfi ∧ψi = dfi ∧ψi − (dfi −√−1Jidfi) ⋅ ψi =√−1(Jidfi) ⋅ ψi.
Using the explicit forms of Ji, we find that the real potentials ηi = Jidfi are

η1 = F−1− (df1) − 4ΩF−1− (df1) = −1
2
(I − J)g−1df1 + 2g(I + J)−1g−1df1,

η2 = F−1+ (df2) = −1
2
(I + J)g−1df2.

We also observe the basic fact that the Clifford involution σ in the definition of the Mukai pairing
satisfies

σψ1 = σ(ef1e4Ω+√−1F−) = ef1σ(e4Ω−√−1F−) = ef1e−4Ω+√−1F− .
With these formulas we now can compute the necessary terms from (3.1). We start with the first
one, the second being analogous. Using Lemma 4.1 we have

Re(ψ1, d(√−1η2 ⋅ ψ1)) = Re [(2√−1)−nef1e4Ω+
√
−1F− ∧ d(ef1ı√−1η2(−4Ω +

√
−1F−)) ∧ e−4Ω+√−1F−]

top

= −1
2
e2f1Fn−1− ∧ (df1 ∧ F−(g−1df2) + ddF−f2)

= −1
2

(df1 ∧F−(g−1df2) + ddF−f2) ∧Fn−1−
Fn−

µf

= −1
2
(⟨df1, df2⟩ +∆f2 − 1

2
⟨df2, d log det(I − J)⟩)µf

= 1

8
(2∆(f −Ψ+) − ∣df ∣2 + ⟨dΨ+, dΨ−⟩ + ⟨df, dΨ− − dΨ+⟩)µf ,

where the last line follows using the definitions of Ψ±. We can compute the second summand
Re(ψ2, d(η1 ⋅ψ2)) of Definition 3.1 analogously, or just observe that it is invariant under the action
of b-field transform, and the conjugation by e4Ω transforms it into an identical expression, modulo
exchanging Ψ±. This yields

Re(ψ2, d(√−1η1 ⋅ ψ2)) = 1

8
(2∆(f −Ψ−) − ∣df ∣2 + ⟨dΨ+, dΨ−⟩ + ⟨df, dΨ+ − dΨ−⟩)µf .

Finally, there is the further identity ([1] Lemma 4.5)

R − 1
12
∣H ∣2 = −∆(Ψ+ +Ψ−) + ⟨dΨ+, dΨ−⟩ .

Collecting the above calculations gives the result. �

Theorem 4.3. (Theorem 1.2) Let (M,g, I, J) be a generalized Kähler manifold determined by
generalized complex structures (I,J). Then for all f ∈ C∞(M) one has

Gscal(I,J, µf ) = 1

4
(R − 1

12
∣H ∣2 + 2∆f − ∣df ∣2) .

Proof. This follows from the perturbation method described above, and we omit the details (cf. for
instance [1] Proposition 4.3). �



18 VESTISLAV APOSTOLOV, JEFFREY STREETS, AND YURY USTINOVSKIY

4.2. Generalized Ricci solitons. Given a smooth manifold M , a triple (g,H, f) of a Riemannian
metric, closed three-form, and function defines a generalized Ricci soliton (cf. [15]) if

Rc−1
4
H2 +∇2f = 0

d∗gH + i∇fH = 0.
These equations are naturally expressed using the associated Bismut connection,

∇H ∶= ∇+ 1
2
g−1H.

In particular, if we let RcH denote the Ricci curvature of this connection, we define

RcH,f ∶= RcH +∇H∇Hf = Rc−1
4
H2 +∇2f − 1

2
(d∗gH + i∇fH),

RH,f = R − 1
12
∣H ∣2 + 2∆f − ∣∇f ∣2 .

and we observe that the generalized Ricci soliton system is equivalent to the vanishing of RcH,f ≡ 0.
The relevant identity uses the weighted divergence operator associated to H and f , i.e. for a
covariant tensor T we define

divH,fT = ef tr∇H (e−fT ) .
With this background we can prove a Bianchi identity for these curvatures, which is a special case
of ([36] Proposition 6.8):

Proposition 4.4. Let (Mn, g,H, f) be a Riemannian manifold with closed three-form and function
f . Then

divH,f RcH,f = 1
2
∇RH,f .

Proof. We first observe that for a two-tensor K,

∇Hi Kij = ∇iKij +
1
2
HipjKip.

Next observe using the classical Bianchi identity and the Bochner identity that

∇
f
i Rc

f
ij = ∇i (Rcij +∇i∇jf) −Rcfij ∇if
= 1

2
∇jR +∇i∇j∇if −Rcij ∇if −∇i∇jf∇if

= 1
2
∇j (R + 2∆f − ∣∇f ∣2) .

Also using ([15] Lemma 3.19) we obtain

∇i (−1
4
H2 − 1

2
d∗H)

ij
+ 1

2
Hipj (−1

2
d∗H)

ip
= − 1

24
∇j ∣H ∣2 .

Lastly, observe

−1
2
∇i(i∇fH)ij = − 1

2
∇i (∇kfHkij) = −1

2
∇kf∇iHkij = −1

2
∇kf(d∗H)kj .

Combining these, using d∗d∗H = 0 and observing a further elementary cancellation we conclude

∇
H,f
i Rc

H,f
ij = ∇Hi Rc

H,f
ij −Rc

H,f
ij ∇if

= ∇iRcH,fij +
1
2
Hipj Rc

H,f
ip −Rc

H,f
ij ∇if

= ∇i (Rc−1
4
H2 +∇2f − 1

2
(d∗gH + i∇fH))ij + 1

2
Hipj (−1

2
(d∗H + i∇fH))ip

− (Rc−1
4
H2 +∇2f − 1

2
(d∗gH + i∇fH))ij ∇if

= 1
2
∇jR

H,f .

�
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Proposition 4.4 has the immediate consequence that generalized Ricci solitons have constant
twisted scalar curvature RH,f . We note that this result is also implicit by the scalar curvature
monotonicity result for generalized Ricci flow [34], and also follows from ([15] Proposition 4.33).

Corollary 4.5. Given (g,H, f) a generalized Ricci soliton, then

RH,f ≡ λ,
1
6
∣H ∣2 +∆f − ∣∇f ∣2 ≡ λ.

Furthermore, if M is compact, then λ ≥ 0 with equality if and only if H ≡ 0,∇f ≡ 0.
Proof. The claim that RH,f is constant is immediate from Proposition 4.4. Calling this constant λ,
we then obtain

λ = RH,f − trgRcH,f = 1
6
∣H ∣2 +∆f − ∣∇f ∣2 .

If M is compact, we integrate this final equation against e−fdVg to obtain

λ∫
M
e−fdVg = 1

6 ∫
M
∣H ∣2 e−fdVg.

It follows that λ ≥ 0 with equality if and only if H ≡ 0. In this case (g, f) is a compact steady
soliton, and then it is known that also ∇f ≡ 0. �

4.3. Generalized Kähler-Ricci solitons.

Definition 4.6 (Generalized Kähler-Ricci solitons). A generalized Kähler structure (g, I, J) is
called a generalized Kähler-Ricci soliton if there exists a smooth function f such that the data(g,H, f) defines a generalized Ricci soliton.

Note that Corollary 4.5 and Theorem 4.3 yield that any generalized Kähler-Ricci soliton has
constant Goto scalar curvature Gscal(I,J, µf ). We are next show that the volume form vol = µf is

adapted, i.e. (g, I, J, e−f dVg) is a cscGK structure in the sense of Definition 3.18. It is shown in
([39] Prop 4.1) that for any generalized Kähler-Ricci soliton, the vector fields

XI ∶= 1
2
I (θ♯I −∇f) , XJ ∶= 1

2
J (θ♯J −∇f)

satisfy

LXIg = LXJ g = 0, LXII = LXJJ = 0.(4.3)

We upgrade this to

Lemma 4.7. Let (M2n, g, I, J, f) be a generalized Kähler-Ricci soliton and let X =XI +XJ . Then

LXI = LXJ = 0, LXg = 0, [XI ,XJ ] = 0.
Proof. It is shown in ([5], Proposition 4.6) that one has the identities (recall π here is given by 1.1)

LIXIπ = LJXJπ = LXIπ = LXJπ = 0.
As X = 1

2
(Iθ♯I + Jθ♯J) − πJ(df) = dive−fdVgπJ (see Lemma 3.6), we have LXπJ = 0 (see (2.7)). Using

this and (4.3), we obtain

LXIJ +LXJ I = 0.
It then follows that

0 = LXI(2πg) = [LXJ I, J] = [J,LXIJ] = 2JLXIJ.
Thus LXIJ ≡ 0 and similarly LXJ I ≡ 0. Note it follows then immediately that LXIθI = LXIθJ =
LXJ θI = LXJ θJ = 0, and also LXIH = LXJH = 0. Then we can compute

LXI (−JXJ) = 1
2
[θ♯J −∇f,XI] = [XI , IXI] + 1

2
[θ♯j − θ♯I ,XI] = 0,

hence 0 = LXI(JXJ) = J[XI ,XJ ], finishing the proof. �
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Corollary 4.8. Let (M2n, g, I, J, f) be a generalized Kähler-Ricci soliton. Then the volume form
vol = µf is (g, I, J)-adapted and (g, I, J,µf ) is a cscGK structure.

Proof. This is an immediate corollary of Corollary 4.5 and Lemmas 3.6 and 4.7. �

Corollary 4.9. Let (M2n, g, I, J, f) be a generalized Kähler-Ricci soliton of generically symplectic
type. Denote by T the torus generated by the adapted volume form vol = µf and let b be any T-
invariant 2-form. Then the generalized Kähler structure (I,J) on (M,H0 = −dcIωI−db) corresponding

to (g, I, J, b) is cscGK in AGK(J,vol) = AGKT(J).
Proof. The hypothesis that the structure is generically symplectic implies, by Lemma 2.15, that the
triple (I,J,vol) is adapted. �

Example 4.10. As an immediate consequence of Theorem 4.3, we recover the result of Goto [19]
that the canonical generalized Kähler structures on semisimple Lie groups have constant scalar
curvature. In particular, as described in [22], given a compact semisimple Lie group K with bi-
invariant metric g, H the Cartan three-form and JL and JR left- and right-invariant complex
structures compatible with g, then (g,H,JL, JR) is generalized Kähler. By the invariance it follows

easily that Gscal(I,J, dVg) = R − 1
12
∣H ∣2 = 1

6
∣H ∣2 is a positive constant. Furthermore, in case K has

no abelian factors, the generalized Kähler structure is generically symplectic type. In this case dVg
is adapted to (I,J) by Corollary 4.9, and thus the data is cscGK in AGK(J, dVg).
Example 4.11. In a series of works [35, 38, 5] the authors constructed and classified all generalized
Kähler-Ricci solitons on compact complex surfaces, with the non-Kähler examples occurring on Hopf
surfaces. Furthermore, in [39] the authors gave an exhaustive construction complete generalized
Kähler-Ricci solitons on surfaces with minimal symmetry group via an extension of the Gibbons-
Hawking ansatz. These metrics are thus all cscGK, while none of these examples are symplectic
type (the case covered by our earlier work [3]), they are all generically symplectic type. Thus by
Corollary 4.9 they admit adapted volume forms vol = µf and are cscGK in AGK(J,vol).
5. Generalized Kähler class as complexified orbit in the generically symplectic

case

5.1. Generalized Kähler class. Let (I,J) be a GK structure corresponding to the bihermitian
data (g, I, J, b). We are going to introduce a notion of a generalized Kähler class GKπ,J fixing J

and π = 1
2
g−1[I, J] and varying I, g and b. Our discussion builds on the fundamental works [6, 23].

Definition 5.1. [Generalized Kähler class] Consider a GK structure m0 = (g0, I0, J, b0). Define the
generalized Kähler class based at m0 as

(5.1) GKm0
(π,J) = {exact A ∈ ∧2(M) ∣ AI0 + I∗0A −AπA = 0}.

As was observed by Gualtieri [23] any such A gives rise to a GK structure (g1, I1, J, b1) with

I1 = I0 − πA, (g1−b1) = (g0−b0) −AJ
When there is no confusion, we will suppress the basepoint m0 and identify the point A ∈ GK(π,J)
with the underlying GK structures (g, I, J, b).
Remark 5.2. Following [23], one way to construct a 2-form A solving (5.1) is to fix a 1-parameter
family of functions ut, generate a flow of π-Hamiltonian diffeomorphisms Φs by Xut ∶= −π(dut).
Then setting

It = Φt ⋅ I0, At = ∫ t

0
ddcIsusds

we obtain a one-parameter family of exact forms At which solve (5.1).
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Lemma 5.3. The tangent space space to GK(π,J) at a point corresponding to a GK structure
m = (g, I, J, b) is

TmGK(π,J) ≃ {exact Ȧ ∈ ∧2(M)of I-type (1,1)}.
In particular there is a natural distribution D ⊂ TmGK(π,J) given by ddcI-exact 2-forms

D = {ddcIu ∣ u ∈ C∞(M,R)}.
This distribution is integrable with

[Xu,Xv] = −Xπ(du,dv),

where Xu is a vector field ddcIu on GK(π,J) defined by u ∈ C∞(M,R).
Proof. The proof is similar to the one of [4], Lemma 2.15, by working with At instead of Ft. �

Lemma 5.4. Under the variation of (g, I, J, b) induced by ddcIu ∈ D ⊂ TmGK(π,J) we have

∂

∂t
g = −(dIdu)(1,1)J J,

∂

∂t
I = −π(dIdu), ∂

∂t
b = (dIdu)(2,0)+(0,2)J J,

∂

∂t
I = LH0

IIdu
I,

∂

∂t
J = −LH0

JIdu
J.

Proof. This computation of the variation of (gt, It, bt) follows from Definition 5.1. From the varia-
tional formulae for (g, I, b) we get

d

dt
ωJ = (dIdu)(1,1)J ,

d

dt
(bJ) = −(dIdu)(2,0)+(0,2)J ,

which yields
d

dt
(dcJωJ − db) = −Jd(dIdu) = 0,

showing that H0 ∶= dcJωJ − db is constant. The variation of the GK data (It,Jt) is analogous to the
work of [18], up to the interchanging the roles of I and J . �

Remark 5.5. All of the above can be repeated verbatim whenever there is a compact Lie group
G ⊂ Diff(M) and we are only considering G-invariant GK structures (g, I, J, b) on (M,H0). Notice
that by (2.9), H0 is then also G-invariant. In this case, we get a notion of G-invariant generalized

Kähler class which we will denote GKG(π,J). The corresponding distribution is DG = {ddcIu ∣ u ∈
C∞(M,R)G}.
5.2. Complexified orbits. We now consider an adapted GK structure (I0,J0) ∈ AGK(J0,vol0).
Let T ⊂ Diff(M) be the torus generated by X0 = divvol0πJ0 . As in Remark 3.21, we also assume
that the corresponding bihermitian structure m0 = (g0, I0, J, b0) is T-invariant. We denote byFT ⊂ GKT

m0
(π,J) a leaf of the T-invariant distribution DT.

We first establish the relation between FT and the moment map picture on AGK(J,vol) above.
We use that the formal complex structure J on AGK(J,vol) (see (3.3)) is integrable and ham(J)
preserves J in order to “complexify” the infinitesimal action of ham(J) as follows:

(5.2) hamT(J) ⊗C ∋ Ψ(J(du)) +√−1Ψ(J(dv)) → LΨ(Jdu)I + ILΨ(Jdv)I,

where the RHS is viewed as a vector field on AGK(J,vol). Of course, it is not clear in the formal
infinite dimensional setting that such a vector field admits a flow.

Definition 5.6 (Complexified orbit). The vector fields on AGK(J,vol) of the form

{LH0

Jdu
I + ILH0

Jdv
I, u, v ∈ C∞0 (M,R)T}

define a foliation on AGK(J,vol). A (formal) leaf of this foliation will be referred to as a complexified

orbit of hamT(J). Thus, we say that a smooth path It ∈ AGK(J,vol) belongs to the complexified

orbit of hamT(J) if ∂
∂t
It = LH0

Jdut
It + ItL

H0

Jdvt
It for some T-invariant smooth functions ut, vt.
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We now show that a variation within the leaf FT corresponds naturally to a path in the com-
plexified orbit of the infinitesimal action of hamT(J0) on AGK(J0,vol0). In the Kähler setting, this
is achieved by fixing the Kähler form via Moser’s Lemma, whereas here we use a one-parameter
family of Courant automorphisms which fixes both J and vol.

Lemma 5.7. Let m0 = (g0, I0, J, b0) be a bihermitan structure on M corresponding to a GK structure(I0,J0). Suppose that vol is adapted to (g0, I0, J), generating a torus T. Let mt = (gt, It, J, bt) be
a path in FT starting at m0, corresponding to a family of functions ut ∈ C∞0 (M,R)T. Denote by(It,Jt) the corresponding generalized complex structures and by volt the volume forms obtained as
solution to

∂

∂t
volt = −LπJt(Itdut)volt, (volt)∣t=0 = vol0.

along mt. Let Φt ∈ Aut(M,H0), Φ0 = Id be the isotopy corresponding to the time-dependent infin-
itesimal generator −Jt(Itdut), and by φt ∈ Diff(M) the induced isotopy of diffeomorphisms, corre-
sponding to the vector field πT (−Jt(Itdut)) = −πJt(Itdut). Then

Φt(Jt) = J0, (φ−1t )∗(volt) = vol0.
In particular, volt is (gt, It, J)-adapted. Furthermore, the pullback data ũt = (φ−1t )∗ut, Ĩt = Φt(It)
and J̃t ∶= φt ⋅ J satisfy

∂

∂t
Ĩt = ĨtLH0

J0dũt
Ĩt,

∂

∂t
J̃t = J̃tLπJ0dũt J̃t.

Furthermore, if (I0,J0) is generically symplectic type, so is (It,Jt) and Ĩt ∈ AGK(J0,vol0) belongs

to the complexified orbit of hamT(J0).
Proof. First note that the existence of Φt and φt follow from standard ODE methods. In particular,
the existence of φt is standard, and given this the putative Φt will satisfy

∂

∂t
(φ−1t ○Φt) = (Id−πT ) (Ψ(−JtItdut)),

where φ−1t acts on T ⊕ T ∗ as usual. In other words, after pulling back by φ−1t we now solve for a
one-parameter family of Courant automorphisms covering the identity automorphism, in particular
the family driven by the two-form component of Ψ(−JtItdut). Alternatively one can construct
Φt directly using the interpretation of infinitesimal automorphisms as vector fields on E (cf. [36]
Proposition 2.7).

The claims Φt(Jt) = J0 and (φ−1t )∗(volt) = vol0 are immediate from the construction. We also

notice that Φt and φt are T-equivariant. To obtain the evolution equation for Ĩ, it suffices to compute
its derivative at t = 0. Note that using the Gualtieri map (2.8), it follows that

(5.3) (I + J)Idu = IJdu − du.
Using the above relation, the integrability of Ĩ, and the fact that the Lie derivative by an exact
1-form vanishes, we obtain

∂

∂t
Ĩt∣
t=0
= LH0

I0I0du
I0 +L

H0

J0I0du
I0 = LH0

I0J0du−duI0 = I0LH0

J0du
I0,

as claimed. To obtain the evolution equation for J we first note as an elementary consequence of
(2.8) we have πJI = JπJ (cf. Lemma 5.12 below). Using this we have

∂

∂t
J̃t∣

t=0
= LπJIduJ = LJπJduJ = JLπJduJ.

Finally, in the case (I0,J0) is generically symplectic type, Ĩt ∈ AGK(J0,vol0) = AGKT(J) as (Ĩt,J0)
is T-invariant, see Remark 3.21. �
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Lemma 5.8. Suppose m0 = (g0, I0, J, b0), vol0 and T ⊂ Diff(M) are as in Lemma 5.7. Suppose that
m0 is generically symplectic type. Let mt = (gt, It, J, bt) be a path in FT generated by a family of
functions ut ∈ C∞0 (M,R)T. Let volt be the family of volume forms along mt introduced in Lemma 5.7.
Then volt depends only on the endpoint mt, and does not depend on the specific path between m0

and mt.

Proof. Let mt, t ∈ [0,1] be a closed loop in FT. We need to prove that vol0 = vol1. By Lemmas 5.7
and 2.15, we know that along the path mt,

Xt = divvoltJt = φ−1t ⋅X0 =X0,

(as φt preserves T). Thus,

∂

∂t
divvol(J) = 0.

If f = log vol1
vol0

, we use the definition of divergence and the fact that df −
√
−1J0df ∈ Ker(ψ), where

ψ is a defining spinor for J0, to obtain

0 = (divvol1(J0) − divvol0(J0)) = −12J0(df),
which implies that f is constant. On the other hand the total volume ∫M volt is fixed along mt,
proving that f = 1 and vol0 = vol1. �

Remark 5.9. The above lemma proves that we can endow every point m ∈ FT with a volume form
volm. When there is no confusion, we will suppress the subscript m and simply denote this volume
form by vol keeping in mind that it depends on a point in FT.

5.3. The Mabuchi metric. Mabuchi [31] (cf. [33, 11]) introduced a formal Riemannian structure
on Kähler classes whose geometry captures fundamental features of the existence and uniqueness
of cscK metrics. In [3] we extended this construction to generalized Kähler classes for structures
of symplectic type. Here we extend this to generalized Kähler structures which are generically
symplectic type, using the framework above. Throughout the reminder of this section, we make the
following

Assumption 5.10. m0 = (g0, I0, J, b0) is a generically symplectic type bihermitian structure on M
which admits an adapted volume form vol0 generating a torus T of symmetries of m0. We denote
by FT = FT

m0
the corresponding generalized Kähler class of T-invariant bihermitian structures. By

Lemma 5.7, any m ∈ FT
m0

is generically symplectic type and, by Lemma 5.8, there is a well defined

adapted volume form volm associated to m. We shall identify the tangent space at m ∈ FT (which
is C∞(M,R)T/R) with the space of volm-normalized T-invariant smooth functions

TmFT = C∞0 (M,volm) = {u ∈ C∞(M,R)T ∣ ∫
M
uvolm = 0} .

Definition 5.11. The Mabuchi Riemannian metric is defined for m ∈ FT and u, v ∈ TmFT via

⟪u, v⟫m = ∫
M
uvvolm,

where volm is the volume form guaranteed by Lemma 5.8.

The computations to follow on the geometry of this metric exploit a number of delicate identities
for generalized Kähler structures, which we collect here:
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Lemma 5.12. The following identities hold:

πJ(α ∧ Jβ) = − πJ(Iα ∧ β)
⟨π,α ∧ β⟩ = πJ ((J − I)α ∧ β)

tr (πJ(β ∧ Iβ) ○ πJ(α ∧ Jα)) = 1
2
(⟨(I + J)α,β⟩2g + ⟨(I + J)α, Iβ⟩2g)

∫
M
ud(Idv ∧ iπJvol) = ∫

M
vd(Jdu ∧ iπJvol).

Proof. The first is an easy consequence of the identity I(I + J) = (I + J)J . The second follows
directly from the definitions. The third is a lengthty computation identical to [3, (2.11)]. For the
third we intgrate by parts and apply the first identity to yield

∫
M
ud(Idv ∧ iπJvol) = −∫

M
du ∧ Idv ∧ iπJvol

= ∫
M
Jdu ∧ dv ∧ iπJvol

= ∫
M
vd(Jdu ∧ iπJvol),

as claimed. �

5.4. The Levi-Civita connection.

Lemma 5.13. The Riemannian structure ⟪⋅, ⋅⟫ admits a unique Levi-Civita connection D, defined
by

(Duξ)m = ξ̇m(u) − πJ(du ∧ Jdξm),
where ξ̇m(u) ∶= ∂

∂t
∣
t=0 ξmt , where mt is the canonical deformation of m defined by u.

Proof. We first compute the Levi-Civita connection for canonical vector fields. In our formal setting,
the Levi-Civita connection is still determined by the Koszul formula:

2⟪DXu1
Xu2 ,Xu3⟫ = Xu1⟪Xu2 ,Xu3⟫ +Xu2⟪Xu1 ,Xu3⟫ −Xu3⟪Xu1 ,Xu2⟫

− ⟪X{u1,u2}π ,Xu3⟫ + ⟪X{u2,u3}π ,Xu1⟫ + ⟪X{u1,u3}π ,Xu2⟫.
Next we observe using Lemma 5.12:

Xu1⟪Xu2 ,Xu3⟫ = ∫
M
u2u3(−LH0

JIdu1
vol) = ∫

M
u2u3(−LπJIdu1vol) = ∫

M
u2u3d (Idu1 ∧ iπJvol)

Xu2⟪Xu1 ,Xu3⟫ = ∫
M
u1u3d (Idu2 ∧ iπJvol)

Xu3⟪Xu1 ,Xu2⟫ = ∫
M
u1u2d (Idu3 ∧ iπJvol) = ∫

M
u3d(Jd(u1u2)iπJvol)

= ∫
M
u3u1d(Jdu2 ∧ iπJvol) + u3u2d(Jdu1 ∧ iπJvol)
+ u3 (du1 ∧ Jdu2 + du2 ∧ Jdu1) ∧ iπJvol.

Next we observe

iπαvol = iπJ(J−I)αvol = (J − I)α ∧ iπJvol.
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Using this we compute

⟪X{u1,u2}π ,Xu3⟫ = ∫
M
u3 ((J − I)du1 ∧ du2 ∧ iπJvol)

⟪X{u2,u3}π ,Xu1⟫ = ∫
M
u1 ((J − I)du2 ∧ du3 ∧ iπJvol)

= ∫
M
u3 (du1 ∧ (J − I)du2 ∧ iπJvol) + u1u3d ((J − I)du2 ∧ iπJvol)

⟪X{u1,u3}π ,Xu2⟫ = ∫
M
u3 (du2 ∧ (J − I)du1 ∧ iπJvol) + u2u3d ((J − I)du1) ∧ iπJvol) .

Using these computations and Lemma 5.12 gives

(DXu1
Xu2)m = − πJ(du1 ∧ Jdu2) −∫M u2d(Idu1 ∧ iπJvol).

Now for a general vector field m→ ξm we compute

⟪Duξ,Xv⟫ = Xu⟪ξ,Xv⟫ − ⟪ξ,DuXv⟫
= ∂

∂t
∣
t=0
∫
M
ξvvol + ∫

M
ξ(du ∧ Jdv ∧ iπJvol)

= ∫
M
ξ̇(u)vvol + ∫

M
ξvd(Idu ∧ iπJvol) + ∫

M
ξ(du ∧ Jdv ∧ iπJvol)

= ∫
M
(ξ̇(u) − πJ(du ∧ Jdξ)) vvol,

as claimed. �

Definition 5.14. Let mt be a smooth path in FT corresponding to a Hamiltonian deformation
with respect to a smooth path of functions ut ∈ C∞0 (M,volt). We say that mt is a geodesic if

0 = Duu = u̇ − πJ(du ∧ Jdu).
Proposition 5.15. Given the setup above, suppose Y is a Hamiltonian vector field with respect to
πJ which preserves J . Then the flow Φt = exp(−JY ) of −JY defines a geodesic in FT.

Proof. By the Hamiltonian assumption, there exists a smooth function u0 such that

Y = −πJdu0, ∫
M
u0vol = 0.

By Lemma 7.9 below, the flow of Y generates a path mt in FT.
We let ut ∶= Φ∗t (u0). Since Φt ⋅ Y = Y , it follows that Y = −πJtdut. Thus we compute

∂

∂t
ut = −LJY ut = dut(−JY ) = πJ(dut ∧ Jdut),

as required. �

5.5. Curvature.

Proposition 5.16. At any given m ∈ FT, the curvature tensor of the Mabuchi metric satisfies

(R(Xu1 ,Xu2)Xu3)m = − {{u1, u2}πJ , u3}πJ .
In particular

⟪R(Xu1 ,Xu2)Xu1 ,Xu2⟫m = − ⟪{u1, u2}πJ ,{u1, u2}πJ⟫,
so that the sectional curvature is everywhere nonpositive.
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Proof. We note that the second formula follows from the first using ad-invariance of the metric
(3.2). We will drop the basepoint from the computations to follow, and also ignore the additive
normalizing constants of the underlying smooth functions, as these do not affect the answer. Thus
in particular we express

DuXv = − trπJ(du ∧ Jdv).
Thus we first compute using Lemma 5.13,

Du1 (Du2Xu3) = 1
2
tr (πJddcIu1πJ(du2 ∧ Jdu3)) + trπJ(du1 ∧ Jd trπJ(du2 ∧ Jdu3))

= 1
2
tr (πJddcIu1πJ(du2 ∧ Jdu3)) + trπJ(d trπJ(du2 ∧ Jdu3) ∧ Idu1).(5.4)

Now we observe using Schur’s Lemma that for 2-forms α,β one has

α ∧ β ∧ iπJiπJvol = −1
2
tr(πJαπJβ)vol + (trπJ α)(trπJ β)vol.(5.5)

Using this we obtain from (5.4) and integration by parts

⟪Du1(Du2Xu3),Xu4⟫ = −∫
M
u4 (ddcIu1 ∧ du2 ∧ Jdu3) ∧ iπJiπJvol +∫

M
u4 (trπJ(du2 ∧ Jdu3))ddcIu1 ∧ iπJvol

+∫
M
u4 (d trπJ(du2 ∧ Jdu3) ∧ Idu1)) ∧ iπJvol

= ∫
M
du4 ∧ Idu1 ∧ du2 ∧ Jdu3 ∧ iπJiπJvol + ∫

M
u4 (Idu1 ∧ du2 ∧ dJdu3) ∧ iπJiπJvol

−∫
M
u4(Idu1 ∧ du2 ∧ Jdu3) ∧ diπJiπJvol

−∫
M

trπJ(du2 ∧ Jdu3) trπJ(du4 ∧ Idu1)vol + ∫
M
u4 trπJ(du2 ∧ Jdu3)Idu1 ∧ diπJvol.

Also we compute

⟪D{u1,u2}πXu1 ,Xu2⟫ = −∫
M
u2 (d{u1, u2}π ∧ Jdu1) ∧ iπJvol

= ∫
M
{u1, u2}πdu2 ∧ Jdu1 ∧ iπJvol + ∫

M
u2{u1, u2}πddcJu1 ∧ iπJvol − ∫

M
u2{u1, u2}Jdu1 ∧ diπJvol

= −∫
M

trπJ(du1 ∧ (I − J)du2) trπJ(du2 ∧ Jdu1)vol −∫
M
u2 trπJ(du1 ∧ (I − J)du2) trπJ ddcJu1vol

+ ∫
M
u2 trπJ(du1 ∧ (I − J)du2)Jdu1 ∧ diπJvol

= −∫
M
(trπJ (du2 ∧ Jdu1) − trπJ(du2 ∧ Idu1)) trπJ(du2 ∧ Jdu1)vol

− ∫
M
u2 (trπJ(du1 ∧ Idu2) + trπJ(Idu1 ∧ du2)) trπJ ddcJu1vol

+ ∫
M
u2 trπJ(du1 ∧ (I − J)du2)Jdu1 ∧ diπJvol.

We divide the terms in the expression for curvature into those which do not involve a derivative of
the volume form (T1) and those which do (T2). Using the computations above the former comprise:

T1 = ∫
M
(trπJ(du2 ∧ Jdu1)2vol

+∫
M
(du2 ∧ Idu2 ∧ du1 ∧ Jdu1) ∧ iπJiπJvol − ∫

M
(trπJ(du1 ∧ Jdu1)(trπJ(du2 ∧ Idu2))vol

−∫
M
u2 (du1 ∧ Idu2 ∧ ddcJu1) ∧ iπJiπJvol + ∫

M
u2 (trπJ(du1 ∧ Idu2) trπJ(ddcJu1))vol

−∫
M
u2(Idu1 ∧ du2 ∧ ddcJu1) ∧ iπJiπJvol +∫

M
u2 (trπJ(Idu1 ∧ du2) trπJ(ddcJu1))vol
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Using (5.5) and Lemma 5.12 we simplify the final four terms as:

1
2 ∫

M
[tr (πJ(du1 ∧ Idu2)πJddcJu1) + tr (πJ(Idu1 ∧ du2)πJddcJu1)]vol

= 1
2 ∫

M
[tr (πJ(du1 ∧ Idu2)πJddcJu1) + tr (πJ(Idu1 ∧ du2)πJJddcJu1J)]vol

= 1
2 ∫

M
[tr (πJ(du1 ∧ Idu2)πJddcJu1) + tr (πJ(IIdu1 ∧ Idu2)πJddcJu1)]vol

= 0.
With similar simplifications we finally yield

T1 = ∫
M
(trπJ(du2 ∧ Jdu1)2vol

+∫
M
(du2 ∧ Idu2 ∧ du1 ∧ Jdu1) ∧ iπJiπJvol − ∫

M
(trπJ(du1 ∧ Jdu1)(trπJ(du2 ∧ Idu2))vol

= ∫
M
(trπJ(du2 ∧ Jdu1)2vol − 1

2 ∫
M

tr (πJ(du2 ∧ Idu2)πJ(du1 ∧ Jdu1))vol
= ∫

M
(trπJ(du2 ∧ Jdu1)2vol − ∫

M
(trπJ(du1 ∧ du2))2vol − ∫

M
(trπJ(du1 ∧ Idu2))2vol

= −∫
M
(trπJ(du1 ∧ du2))2vol.

It remains to simplify the terms involving the exterior derivative of the volume form. To that end
we first note that

diπJiπJvol = iπJiXvol.
Using this we see

T2 = ∫
M
(Idu1 ∧ du2 ∧ Jdu1 − Idu2 ∧ du1 ∧ Jdu1) ∧ (iπJiXvol)
+ (trπJ(du1 ∧ Jdu1)Idu2 − trπJ(du2 ∧ Jdu1)Idu1 − trπJ(du1 ∧ (I − J)du2)Jdu1) ∧ iXvol.

Next we claim the identity:

α1 ∧ α2 ∧ α3 ∧ iπJiXvol = (trπJ(α1 ∧ α2)α3 − trπJ(α1 ∧ α3)α2 + trπJ(α2 ∧α3)α1) ∧ iXvol.
Furthermore we note by the X invariance of ui it follows that dui ∧ iXvol =Xuivol = 0. Using these
points we observe

T2 = ∫
M
((trπJ(du2 ∧ Jdu1) − trπJ(du2 ∧ Jdu1))Idu1 + (trπJ(du1 ∧ Jdu1) − trπJ(du1 ∧ Jdu1))Idu2
+(trπJ(Idu1 ∧ du2) − trπJ(Idu2 ∧ du1) − trπJ(du1 ∧ (I − J)du2))Jdu1) ∧ iXvol

= 0.

�

6. The generalized Kähler Calabi problem.

In this section, we combine the moment map setup with the Mabuchi geometry of FT developed
in Section 3 in order to obtain results about the existence of extremal bihermitian structures m ∈ FT,
see Definition 3.18. We still assume throughout this section that Assumption 5.10 holds true.
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6.1. Calabi Energy.

Definition 6.1. Given a generalized Kähler class FT, we define the Calabi functional as

Ca ∶ GK(π,J)T → R

Ca(I,J,vol) = ∫
M

Gscal(I,J,vol)2vol.
Proposition 6.2. (I,J,vol) ∈ GK(π,J)T is a critical point of Ca if and only if (I,J,vol) is extremal.

Proof. Using the Moser isotopy Φt from Lemma 5.7 we can compute for an arbitrary variation inFT as in Corollary 3.16

d

dt
∣
t=0

Ca(It,Jt,volt) = d

dt
∣
t=0

Φ∗tCa(It,Jt,volt)
= d

dt
∣
t=0
∫
M

Gscal2(It,J,vol)vol
= ΩΩΩ (LχI, ILΨ(Jdu0)I) .

Specializing to the case u0 = Gscal(I,J,vol) it follows that ∣LχI∣2ggg = 0, giving the claim. �

6.2. Mabuchi 1-form.

Definition 6.3. The Mabuchi 1-form τττ on FT is defined through its values on the fundamental
vector fields Xu, u ∈ C∞0 (M,m)T:

τττ(Xu) ∶= −∫
M
uGscalvol(I,J)vol.

Proposition 6.4. The Mabuchi 1-form τττ is closed.

Proof. We will verify that

Xu ⋅ τττ(Xv) −Xv ⋅ τττ(Xu) + τττ(Xπ(du,dv)) = 0,
where we used the identity for [Xu,Xv] from Lemma 5.3. Let us start with calculating the first

term. We denote by ∂
∂t
∣
t=0 the infinitesimal action of Xu

Xu ⋅ τττ(Xv) = − d

dt
∣
t=0
∫
M
vGscal(It,Jt,volt)volt(6.1)

Pulling back by a generalized automorphism generated by J(Idu), and denoting by Ĩt the regauged
one-parameter family of generalized complex structures with

∂

∂t
∣
t=0

Ĩt = ILH0

Jdu
I,

we can rewrite the last expression as

Xu ⋅ τττ(Xv) = −∫
M
v
∂

∂t
∣
t=0

Gscal(̃It,J,vol)vol −∫
M
⟨dv,JIdu⟩Gscal(I,J,vol)vol

=ΩΩΩ(ILH0

Jdu
I,LH0

Jdv
I) + 1

2
∫
M
⟨dv, g−1(I + J)Idu⟩Gscal(I,J,vol)vol.

The first term of the last expression is symmetric in u and v since ΩΩΩ is an I-invariant 2-form. The
anti-symmetrization of the last expression is exactly

∫
M
π(du, dv)Gscalvol(I,J)vol = −τττ(Xπ(du,dv)),

proving that τττ is closed. �
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Proposition 6.5. Let mt be a smooth geodesic in FT, corresponding to ut. Then

d

dt
τττ(Xut) ≥ 0,

with equality if and only if ut is induced by a πJ-Hamiltonian vector field as in Proposition 5.15.

Proof. We let ut denote a geodesic, and observe that it suffices to compute

−
d

dt
∫
M
utGscalvolt(It,Jt)volt

at t = 0. We construct the Moser isotopy Φt from Lemma 5.7. We first observe that for a geodesic,
the pullback potentials ũt = Φ∗t ut are constant:

d

dt
ũt = Φ∗t (LZtut + u̇t)
= Φ∗t (πJt(Itdut, dut) + u̇t)
= Φ∗t (−πJt(dut, Jdut) + u̇t)
= 0.

Using this, Theorem 3.13 and Lemma 5.7 we have

−
d

dt
∣
t=0
∫
M
utGscalvolt(It,Jt)volt = − d

dt
∣
t=0
∫
M

Φ∗t (utGscalvolt(It,Jt)volt)
= − d

dt
∣
t=0
∫
M
u0Gscalvol(It,J)vol

= −ΩΩΩ(LH0

Jdu0
I, İ)

= ΩΩΩ(LH0

Jdu0
I, ILH0

Jdu0
I)

= ∣∣LH0

Jdu0
I∣∣
ggg
.

This proves the claimed monotonicity. In the case of equality it follows that, along the original
geodesic, the section et ∶= Jtdut preserves It for all t. Since it also preserves Jt in general, it follows
that Yt ∶= πT (et) = πJt(dut) preserves the bihermitian data (gt, It, J) as well. We finally claim that
Yt is in fact constant in time. To this end we compute, using the geodesic equation expressed as
u̇ = iY Idu

∂

∂t
Yt = ∂

∂t
πJtdut = πJt (iY ddcIu + du̇)

= πJ(iY ddcIu + diY dcIu)
= πJLY (Idu)
= πJIdLY u
= 0.

Thus, ut is given by Proposition 5.15. �

As a consequence of the above proposition we obtain uniqueness of constant scalar curvature
GK structures, predicated upon the existence of a smooth geodesic connecting and two cscGK
structures.

Corollary 6.6. Suppose m0,m1 ∈ FT are cscGK structures which can be joined by a smooth geodesic
mt. Then m1 and m2 are isometric.
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7. The Calabi-Licherowicz-Matsushima obstruction and the Futaki invariant

7.1. The formal statement.

Definition 7.1. We say that an element Jdu ∈ hamT(J) is a Hamiltonian isometry of a (J,vol)-
adapted generalized Kähler structure (I,J) if LH0

Jdu
I = 0. We denote by

gT(I,J) < hamT(J)
the sub-algebra of Hamiltonian isometries of (I,J). If m = (g, I, J, b) is the corresponding biHermi-
tian structure, we also consider the Lie algebra of vector fields

gT(m) = {V = πJ(du), u ∈ C∞0 (M,R)T ∣LV g = 0,LV I = LV J = 0}.
Definition 7.2. If I is a generalized Kähler structure in AGK(J,vol), we denote by

hT(I,J) ∶= {Ψ(Jdu) +√−1Ψ(Jdv) ∈ hamT(J)⊗C ∣ LH0

Jdu
I + ILH0

Jdv
I = 0} ⊂ hamT(J)⊗C.

Using the integrability of I, we identify

hT(I,J) = {Ψ(Jdu) +√−1Ψ(Jdv) ∈ hamT(J)⊗C ∣ LH0

Jdu+IJdvI = 0} ,
which shows that hT(I,J) < hamT(J) ⊗ C is then the subalgebra identified with the stabilizer of I

inside hamT(J)⊗C. We shall refer to hT(I,J) as the Lie algebra of reduced infinitesimal generalized

complex automorphisms of (I,J). If χ ∈ hT(I,J), we denote by (hT(I,J))χ < hT(I,J) the commutator

of χ inside hT(I,J).
By the definitions of g(I,J) and h(I,J), we have the inclusion

gT(I,J) ⊗C < hT(I,J).
Using the formal moment map picture from the previous section, we deduce (similarly to [20]) the
following generalized Calabi-Lichnerowicz-Matsushima theorem.

Theorem 7.3. [21][Calabi-Lichnerowicz-Matsushima] Suppose (I,J,vol) is a T-invariant extremal
GK data on (M,H0) with extremal Hamiltonian isometry χ = Ψ(JdGscal(I,J,vol)). Then

(hT(I,J))χ = gT(I,J) ⊗C.

Proof. This follows from the general statement in [30], see also Theorem A.5 for a short proof. �

7.2. Reductive Lie algebras. We would like to use Theorem 7.3 in order to deduce computable
obstructions for the existence of extremal GK structures in terms of automorphisms group. To this
end, we are going to recast the Lie algebras gT(I,J) and hT(I,J) in terms of the corresponding
bihermitian data.

Definition 7.4. Let m = (g, I, J, b) be the bihermitian structure corresponding to (I,J). Define the
Lie algebra of vector fields

gT(m) = {V = πJ(du), u ∈ C∞0 (M,R)T ∣LV g = 0,LV I = LV J = 0}.
Lemma 7.5. The vector field V ∶= πT (Jdu) = πJ(du) associated to a Hamiltonian isometry J(du) of(I,J) preserves the corresponding bihermitian structure (g, I, J) and volume form vol. In particular,

πT (gT(I,J)) < gT(m)
is a compact sub-algebra of vector fields.

Proof. This follows from Lemma 3.11. �

In the generically symplectic type case the elements of gT(m) canonically lift to elements of
gT(I,J):
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Lemma 7.6. Let m = (g, I, J, b) be a generalized Kähler structure of generically symplectic type.
Suppose vol is a (g, I, J) adapted volume form, generating a torus T, and suppose b is T-invariant.

Let V ∈ gT(m) with potential u ∈ C∞0 (M,R)T. Then LH0

Jdu
J = LH0

Jdu
I = 0, i.e. Ψ(Jdu) ∈ gT(I,J).

Proof. By Theorem 2.18 we have

LV I = LV J = 0, Jdu = V + Idu − Jdu + b(V, ⋅).
Writing Ψ(Jdu) = V +B with B = ddcIu−ddcJu+d(ıV b), we know by Lemma 3.11 and the V -invariance
of the bihermitian data

0 = LH0

Jdu
J = LV +BJ = LBJ.

As πJ is non-degenerate almost everywhere, we have B = 0. It then follows that

LH0

Jdu
I = LV I = 0.

�

Definition 7.7. Given a T-invariant generalized Kähler structure m = (g, I, J, b) on a compact
manifold M , with associated Poisson tensor πJ ∶= 1

2
(I + J)g−1 we let

hTred(m) ∶= {V = πJ(du) + JπJ(dv), u, v ∈ C∞(M,R)T ∣ LV J = 0} .
Notice that

gT(m) + JgT(m) < hTred(m).
Lemma 7.8. hTred(m) is a complex Lie sub-algebra of the Lie algebra autT(M,π,J) of real holo-
morphic vector fields on (M,J) which are T-invariant and preserve the holomorphic Poisson tensor

π−
√
−1Jπ. The complex structure of autT(M,π,J) is induced by the action of J on real holomorphic

vector fields.

Proof. The vector space hTred(m) is clearly J-invariant. We check that hTred(m) is a Lie algebra. Let

V1 = πJ(du1) + JπJ(dv1), V2 = πJ(du2) + JπJ(dv2)
be two elements of hTred(m). In the computation below, we use that LViJ = 0, the Poisson property[πJ(du), πJ(dv)] = πJ(d{u, v}πJ), and the integrability condition J(LV J) = −LJV J :

[V1, V2] =πJ(d{u1, u2}πJ) + JπJ(d{u1, v2}πJ) − [πJ(du2), JπJ(dv1)] − J[πJ(dv2), JπJ(dv1)]
=πJ (d[{u1, u2}πJ − {v1, v2}πJ]) + JπJ (d[{u1, v2}πJ + {v1, u2}πJ]) − (LV2J)(πJ(dv1))
=πJ (d[{u1, u2}πJ − {v1, v2}πJ]) + JπJ (d[{u1, v2}πJ + {v1, u2}πJ]) .

We now show that the elements of hTred(m) preserve π. By the Poisson version of Cartan’s formula,
we have

(7.1) LV πJ = πJ(dIdv)πJ.
From the expression of πJ and the definition (1.1) of π, we have

(7.2) JπJ + πJJ
∗ = (J − I)πJ = −π.

Using LV J = 0 (which holds by assumption) and (7.1), the above equality gives

LV π = −JπJ(dIdv)πJ − πJ(dIdv)πJJ∗
= πJ (I∗(dIdv) + (dIdv)I)πJ
= 0,

(7.3)

where we have used that πJJ
∗ = −IπJ, JπJ = −πJI∗ to obtain the second line and I∗(dIdv) +(dIdv)I = 0 (by type considerations with respect to I) to get the third line. This proves the

inclusion hTred(m) < autT(M,π,J). �
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Lemma 7.9. Let m0 = (g0, J, I0, b0) be a generically symplectic type bihermitian structure and T be
a compact torus of isometries of m0. Then, for any V ∈ hTred(m0), the flow φt of V defines tensors

gt = (φ−1t )∗g0, J = (φ−1t )∗J(φt)∗ = J, It = (φ−1t )∗I0(φt)∗ which give rise to a path mt = (gt, J, It, bt) ∈FT
m0

for a suitable choice of T-invariant 2-forms bt.

Proof. Denote by φt the flow of V and let mt ∶= φt ⋅m be the variation of the bihermitian data
under this flow. Clearly, Jt = J as the flow of V preserves J , and the corresponding Poisson tensor
is πt = (φt)∗(π) = π because of (7.3). As (φt)∗πJ = πJt , we have

V = πJt(dut) + JπJt(dvt)
with ut = φ∗t (u) and vt ∶= φ∗t (v). From (7.1), (7.2) and LV J = 0 we get

0 = LV π = LV ((I − J)πJ) = (LV I)πJ + (I − J)πJ(dIdv)πJ = ((LV I) + π(dIdv))πJ.
The fact that πJ is invertible on an open dense subset yields that

(7.4) LV I = −π(dIdv)
on this subset, and hence, by continuity, everywhere on M . Similarly, using (7.1) and LV J = 0, we
compute

LV I = LV (I + J) = 2LV (πJg) = 2πJ(dIdv)πJg + 2πJ(LV g)
= πJ(dIdv)(I + J) + 2πJ(LV g)
= −πJI∗(dIdv) + πJ(dIdv)J + 2πJ(LV g)
= JπJ(dJdv) + πJ(dIdv)J + 2πJ(LV g)
= −π(dIdv) + IπJ(dIdv) + πJ(dIdv)J + 2πJ(LV g)
= −π(dIdv) + πJ (−J∗(dIdv) + (dIdv)J + 2LV g) .

From (7.4), we thus get
πJ(LV g) = −πJ ((dIdv)J)sym ,

and hence

(7.5) LV g = − ((dIdv)J)sym .
Therefore, by (7.4) and (7.5), we compute

d

dt
I = −LV I = π(dIdv) d

dt
g = −LV g = ((dIdv)J)sym .

Finally, we define a path of 2-forms bt by

d

dt
b = −((dIdv)J)skew .

This shows that m̃t ∶= (gt, J, It, bt) is a smooth path in FT
m, generated by the smooth function

vt = −(φ−1t )∗v, see Lemma 5.4. �

Remark 7.10. If we assume in Lemma 7.9 that the torus T is generated by the divergence divvol0πJ0
of a volume form vol0 on M , then letting

volt ∶= (φ−1t )∗(vol0)
we obtain the solution of the evolution equation for volt in Lemma 5.7. Thus, in this case, all the
data (gt, Jt = J, It,volt) in Lemma 5.7 are induced by the flow φt of V .

Theorem 7.11. Let m = (g, I, J,0) be a generically symplectic type generalized Kähler structure on
M and vol an adapted volume form which generates a torus T of isometries of m. Denote by (I,J)
the corresponding (J,vol)-adapted GK structure on (M,H0 ∶= −dcJωJ), see Remark 3.21. Then

(1) gT(m) ≅ gT(I,J) is a compact Lie algebra and gT(m) ∩ JgT(m) = 0.
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(2) There exists an injective complex Lie algebra homomorphism

j ∶ hTred(m)→ hT(I,J), j(πJ(du) + JπJ(dv)) ∶= Ψ(Jdu + IJdv).
(3) Suppose (I,J,vol) is extremal and Xext ∶= πJ(dGscal(I,J,vol)) = πT (χ) ∈ gT(m) is the

corresponding extremal vector field. Denote by T̂ the torus extension of T generated by Xext

and let hT̂red(m) < hTred(m) be the sub-algebra of Xext-invariant elements. Then hT̂red(m) =
gT(m)⊕ JgT(m) is reductive and j ∶ hT̂red(m) ≅ (hT(I,J))χ = gT(I,J) ⊗C.

Proof. (1) By Lemma 7.6, gT(m) consists of all Killing vector fields of (g, I, J) of the form V =
πJ(du), u ∈ C∞0 (M,R)T and the Lie algebra homomorphism πT ∶ g

T(I,J) → gT(m) is surjective.
The kernel of πT consists of 2-forms B such that Laut

B J = Laut
B I = 0. Note that B must be zero at

the points where πJ is non-degenerate, hence, by continuity, everywhere.

Next let V = gT(m) ∩ JgT(m). Then

V = πJ(du) = JπJ(dv) = πJ(Idv).
By the non-degeneracy assumption for πJ we will have du = Idv everywhere. The latter and the
maximum principle yield that v and u are constant, i.e. V = 0.

(2) We first notice that if V = πJ(du) + JπJ(dv) ∈ hTred(m), then the potential functions are
uniquely defined up to additive constants. Indeed, if πJ(du) + JπJ(dv) = 0, then using JπJ = πJI
and the non-degeneration of πJ, we conclude that du+Jdv = 0. The claim follows from the maximum

principle. This shows that j ∶ hTred(m)→ aut(M,H0) is well-defined.

Let V = πJ(du) + JπJ(dv) ∈ hTred(m), and consider the path m̃t = (gt, I, It, bt) ∈ FT
m generated by

the flow of V as in Lemma 7.9. We thus have (see the proof of Lemma 7.9)

∂

∂t
∣
t=0
I = −LV I, ∂

∂t
∣
t=0
J = −LV J = 0, ∂

∂t
∣
t=0
g = −LV g, ∂

∂t
∣
t=0
b = −(dIdv)(2,0)+(0,2)

J
J =∶ B.

Using Theorem 2.18 and b0 = 0, we compute the derivatives at t = 0 of I and J to be

∂

∂t
∣
t=0

I = −LV I +LBI, ∂

∂t
∣
t=0

J = −LV J +LBJ.
On the other hand, by Lemma 5.4, we have

∂

∂t
∣
t=0

I = LH0

IIdv
I = LΨ(IIdv)I,

∂

∂t
∣
t=0

J = −LH0

JIdv
J = −LΨ(JIdv)J,

We thus derive the identities

(7.6) LV +Ψ(IIdv)−BI = 0, LV −Ψ(JIdv)−BJ = 0.
Using (2.8), we have

V − JIdv = 1

2
((I + J)du♯ + dv + JIdv) , Jdu = 1

2
((I + J)du♯ + (I − J)du)

As LH0

Ψ(Jdu)J = 0 (see Lemma 3.11) we have

0 = LH0

Ψ(V −Jdu+JIdu)−BJ = 1

2
LH0

Ψ(dv+JIdv−(I−J)du)−2BJ.

By the non-degeneracy condition for πJ, we deduce

1

2
Ψ(dv + JIdv − (I − J)du) = 1

2
Ψ(JIdv − (I − J)du) = B.

By (2.8) again, we compute

(7.7) Jdu + IJdv = 1

2
(−2dv♯ + (I + J)du♯ + (I − J)du) ,
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V + IIdv = 1

2
(−2dv♯ + (I + J)du♯ − dv + JIdv) .

It follows that

Ψ(V + IIdv) −Ψ(Jdu + IJdv) = 1

2
Ψ(−dv + JIdv − (I − J)du) = 1

2
Ψ(JIdv − (I − J)du) = B.

Substituting back in (7.6), we get

LΨ(Jdu+IJdv)I = 0.
This shows that j ∶ hTred(m) → hT(I,J) is a complex-linear map; it is a Lie algebra homomorphism

by Lemma 3.11 (and the fact that hamT(J) acts holomorphically on AGK(J,vol)) and the formula
for the Lie bracket on hTred(m) in the proof of Lemma 7.8. The injectivity of j follows from (7.7)
and the maximum principle.

(3) First, by the arguments in the proof of Lemma 7.6, we have that

Ψ(JdGscal(I,J,vol)) =Xext,

showing that

(hT(I,J))χ = {Ψ(Jdu) +√−1Ψ(Jdv) ∈ hT(I,J) ∣LXext
u = LXext

v = 0}.
It thus follows that

j ∶ hT̂red(m) → (hT(I,J))χ .
Also, as Gscal(I,J,vol) is a smooth function depending only on (g, I, J,vol) (see Theorem 4.3 below),
Gscal(I,J,vol) is invariant by any element V ∈ gT(m) (recall V preserves vol by Lemma 3.11 and(g, I, J) by definition). In particular,

gT(m)⊕ JgT(m) < hT̂red(m).
By Lemma 7.6, j ∶ gT(m) ≅ gT(I,J), hence also (examining the definition of j)

j ∶ gT(m)⊕ JgT(m) ≅ gT(I,J) ⊗C.

By Theorem 7.3, we know that

gT(I,J) ⊗C = (hT(I,J))χ
By the injectivity of j we conclude gT(m)⊕ JgT(m) = hT̂red(m) j≅ (hT(I,J))χ. �

Remark 7.12. (1) Presumably, hT̂red(m) should be independent of the choice of m ∈ FT (this is
established in the symplectic type case in [4]) and is thus a Lie algebra that can be computed a
priori. Theorem 7.11 therefore can be used to determine the infinitesimal symmetries of an extremal
bihermitian data (g, I, J,vol) in FT.

(2) In the Kähler case, hTred(m) is the Lie algebra of holomorphic vector fields on (M,J) with

non-empty zero set (see e.g. [17]). Similarly, in the symplectic type GK case, the Lie algebra hTred(m)
is identified in [4] with the sub-algebra of aut(M,π,J) of holomorphic vector fields preserving the

holomorphic Poisson tensor π −
√
−1Jπ on (M,J), which vanish somewhere on M .

(3) There is a natural complex Lie algebra isomorphism q ∶ hTred(m) → hTred(m), where m =(g, J, I, b) denotes the bi-Hermitian data with I and J exchanged. Specifically,

q(πJ(du) + JπJ(dv)) ∶= πJ(du) + IπJ(dv).
The fact that q(V ) preserves I follows by the expression q(V ) = V + π(dv), the formula LV I =
−π(ddcIv) established in the proof of Lemma 7.8, and the general fact Lπ(dv)I = π(ddcIu) (which

holds for any smooth function v by using that π−
√
−1Iπ is a holomorphic Poisson tensor on (M,I)).
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Example 7.13 (Diagonal Hopf surfaces). Let (M,J) = (C2∖{0})/⟨A⟩ be a diagonal Hopf complex
surface, where A = diag(α,β), 0 < ∣α∣ < 1,0 < ∣β∣ < 1 is a contraction of C2. It is known [39, 5]

that (M,J) admits a generalized Kähler Ricci soliton m = (g, J, I, f) such that π −
√
−1Jπ is a

holomorphic section of the anti-canonical bundle vanishing along two disjoint smooth elliptic curves
E1∪E2. In particular, πJ is non-degenerate on the open dense subsetM∖(E1∪E2). By Corollary 4.8,

this is an instance of a cscGK structure with respect to the volume form vol = e−fdVg, where f is
the soliton potential. The connected Lie group Aut0(M,π,J) is (see [5, Prop.6.3]) (C∗ ×C∗) /⟨A⟩,
showing that aut(M,π,J) = C2. We also notice that Aut0(M,π,J) admits a 3-dimensional maximal
compact torus K, generated by the A-invariant vector fields

{Im(z1 ∂

∂z1
), Im(z2 ∂

∂z2
), log ∣α∣Re(z1 ∂

∂z1
) + log ∣β∣Re(z2 ∂

∂z2
)} .

By Lemma 4.7 the divergence divvolπJ is X =XI+XJ , which is identified in the proof of Theorem 6.6

in [5] with a real multiple of Im(z2 ∂
∂z2
). It thus follows that in this case T = S1 corresponds to

rotation in the z2-axis of C2. This proof also shows that the commuting Killing fields (XI ,XJ) define
a 2-dimensional torus in Aut0(M,π,J), generated by {Im(z1 ∂

∂z1
), Im(z2 ∂

∂z2
)}. By Lemma 6.8 in

[5],

hKred(m) = {0}.
As aut(M,π,J) is abelian, we have for any torus T ⊂ Aut0(M, π,J)

hTred(m) = hKred(m) = {0}.
7.3. Futaki invariant. Here we introduce a generalized Kähler analogue of the Futaki character,
extending the definition in the symplectic-type case given in [3]. We are in the setup of Assump-
tion 5.10.

Definition 7.14. Denote by hTred(J) the Lie algebra of all T-invariant real holomorphic vector fields

V on (M,J), such that for each m ∈ FT, there exist (unique by the generically symplectic type
assumption) smooth functions um, vm ∈ C∞0 (M,volm)T with

(7.8) V = πJm(dum) + JπJm(dvm).
Observe that by the results in Section 7.2 and Lemma 5.7, we have

hTred(J) = ⋂
m∈FT

hTred(m),
showing that hTred(J) is a complex sub-algebra of aut(M,π,J).
Theorem 7.15 (Futaki character). Let m ∈ FT be a generalized Kähler structure. Define a homo-
morphism Fm∶h

T
red(J) → R by

(7.9) Fm(V ) ∶= ∫
M
vmGscal(m,volm)volm = −τ(Xvm).

Then Fm is independent of m ∈ FT and vanishes on the commutator [hTred(J),hTred(J)]. In particu-

lar, F = Fm is a character of hTred(J) which is identically zero if FT admits a cscGK metric.

Proof. The infinitesimal action of the vector field V ∈ hTred(J) on m ∈ FT induces a vector field X

on FT by Lemma 7.9, which at a point m ∈ FT is given by

Xm =Xvm ,

where vm is the unique normalized potential for V associated to m ∈ FT via (7.8). Now, the 1-form
τ on FT is invariant under the vector field X, since it is induced by an action of Diff(M) on the
entire structure (g, I, J,vol) as explained in Lemma 7.9. Thus by Cartan’s formula we have

0 = d(τ (X)) + dτ(X, ⋅).
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Since τ is closed, it follows that τ (X) is constant on FT which is equivalent to the statement of
the constancy of Fm(V ) on FT.

Furthermore, if W ∈ hTred(J) is another holomorphic vector field inducing a vector field Y on

GKT
0 , then

Fm([V,W ]) = −τ ([X,Y]) = dτ (X,Y) +Y ⋅ τ (X) −X ⋅ τ (Y) = 0,
as claimed, so that Fm is a character of hTred(J). �

Remark 7.16. A conceptually distinct notion of Futaki invariant appeared recently in the context of
generalized geometry [14], yielding obstructions to the existence of solutions of the Hull-Strominger
system.

Appendix A. The general Calabi-Lichnerowiz-Matsushima theorem

In this appendix we show a general Calabi-Lichnerowicz-Matsuhima result which follows easily
from the arguments of [30], but is not stated exactly in the form below.

A.1. The formal GIT setup. The formal setup is as follows:

● (M,J,Ω,g) is a formal (possibly infinite dimensional) Fréchet Kähler manifold, with tangent
space TmM. We denote by X(M) the space of (formal) vector fields on M. We assume
that each tangent vector X(m) ∈ TmM can be obtained as the value at m of a vector field
X ∈X(M) which admits a flow Φt ∶M→M, i.e.

Φ0 = id, Φt+s =Φt ○Φs,
d

dt
Φt(m) =X(Φt(m)).

● Aut is a (possibly infinite dimensional) Lie group with Lie algebra aut admitting exponential
map exp ∶ aut → Aut. We assume that Aut acts differentiably (on the left) on M; this gives
rise to fundamental vector fields Xu, u ∈ aut which admit flows.
● ham < aut is a (possibly infinite dimensional) Lie sub-algebra endowed with an ad-invariant

inner product ⟪⋅, ⋅⟫, such that:
(a) The representation ham ∋ u ↦ Xu ∈ X(M) coming from the Aut-action is (formally)

hamiltonian in the sense that there exists a differentiable map µ ∶M → ham∗ such that
for any u ∈ ham, the corresponding fundamental vector field Xu on M satisfies

Ω(Xu, ⋅) = −d⟨u,µ⟩,
and for any u, v ∈ h,

Ω(Xu,Xv) = −⟨[u, v],µ⟩.
(b) µ admits a differentiable ⟪⋅, ⋅⟫-dual map µ♯ ∶M → h such that ∀m ∈M,

µ(m) = ⟪µ♯(m), ⋅⟫.
(c) The action of ham is formally J-holomorphic, meaning that for any u ∈ ham and any

X ∈X(M)
[Xu,JX] = J[Xu,X],

where the Lie brackets are defined via the flow of Xu.

The example of interest in this paper is when M = AGK(J,vol) and Aut = Aut(M,H0,J,divvol(J))
is the group of T-invariant generalized automorphisms of (E = TM ⊕ T ∗M,H0) preserving J and
divvol(J). The Lie algebra aut is then aut(M,H0,J,divvol(J)) with exponential map coming from

the flow of vector fields composed with the B-field action. Furthermore, in our case ham = hamT(J) ={Ψ(Jdu), u ∈ C∞0 (M,R)T} and the ad-invariant inner product ⟪⋅, ⋅⟫ correspond to the global L2-

product on C∞0 (M,R)T with respect to vol. We then have µ♯(m) = ˚Gscal(I,J,vol) is the normalized
Goto scalar curvature in C∞0 (M,vol).
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A.2. Extremal points.

Definition A.1. An extremal point m ∈M is a critical point of the square-norm function

m→ ∣∣µ♯(m)∣∣2.
For any given point m ∈ M, we denote in the sequel by g(m) < ham the Lie algebra of the

“stabilizer” of m, i.e.

g(m) ∶= {u ∈ ham ∣Xu(m) = 0}.
The fact that g(m) is a sub-algebra of ham follows by the assumption that ham admits an exponential
map exp ∶ ham → Aut and Aut acts differentiably on M.

Lemma A.2. m ∈M is extremal if and only if

χ ∶= µ♯(m) ∈ g(m).
Furthermore, in this case, χ is in the center of g(m).
Proof. We denote by mt a smooth curve through m with velocity X(m) ∈ TmM. We thus have
(using the condiniton (a) for ham):

∂

∂t
∣
t=0
∣∣µ♯(mt)∣∣2 = 2⟪χ, ∂

∂t
∣
t=0

µ♯(mt)⟫ = d⟨u,µ⟩(X(m)) = −Ωm(Xχ(m),X(m)).
The first claim follows as Ω is non-degenerate. To show that χ is in the center, we use condition
(b), i.e. for any u, v ∈ g(m),

0 =Ωm(Xu(m),Xv(m)) = −⟨[u, v],µ(m)⟩ = −⟪[u, v], χ⟫.
Then the claim follows by the ad-invariance of ⟪⋅, ⋅⟫. �

A.3. The reduced autmorphism group and the Calabi–Licherwowicz-Matsushima theo-
rem. We define a map

ham ⊗C ∋ u +√−1v →Xu + JXv ∈X(M).
The fact that the RHS forms a J-invariant distribution on M follows from the formal integrability
of J and the condition (c) for ham. Thus, the above gives rise to a C-linear representation of the
complex Lie algebra ham⊗C into X(M). This is sometimes referred to as complexified infinitesimal
action of ham⊗C on M, although we emphasize here that we do not assume that the formal vector
fields Xu + JXv on M admit flows.

We next fix an extremal point m ∈M and consider the complex vector sub-space

h(m) ∶= {u +√−1v ∈ ham ⊗C ∣Xu(m) + JXv(m) = 0} ⊂ ham⊗C.

and impose the following assumption

Assumption A.3. We assume that any element Xu + JXv ∈ h(m) admits a flow.

Clearly, the above assumption implies that h(m) < ham ⊗C.

Definition A.4. If the assumption above is satisfied, we shall refer to h(m) as the Lie algebra of
reduced infinitesimal automorphisms of m.

Clearly, we have an inclusion

g(m)⊗C < h(m),
which forces g(m) to be finite dimensional Lie algebra too. Thus we have:

Theorem A.5 (Calabi-Lichnerowicz-Matsushima). In the setup above, the centralizer (h(m))χ of
χ in h(m) equals g⊗C.
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Proof. We know by Lemma A.2 that g(m)⊗C < (h(m))χ. We want to show equality. Let u+
√
−1v

be an element in (h(m))χ, i.e.

adχu = 0, adχv = 0.
It then follows by (b), the ad-invariance of ⟪⋅, ⋅⟫ and using the definition of m(g)

0 = ⟪adχu, v⟫ = −⟪[u,χ], v⟫ = ⟪χ, [u, v]⟫
= ⟨µ(m), [u, v]⟩ = −Ωm(Xu(m),Xv(m))
=Ωm(JXv(m),Xv(m)) = −g(Xv(m),Xv(m)).

It thus follows that Xv(m) =Xu(m) = 0, i.e. u +
√
−1v ∈ g(m)⊗C. �

References

[1] Vestislav Apostolov, Xin Fu, Jeffrey Streets, and Yury Ustinovskiy. The generalized Kähler Calabi-Yau problem.
arXiv:2211.09104.

[2] Vestislav Apostolov and Jeffrey Streets. The nondegenerate generalized Kähler Calabi-Yau problem. J. Reine
Angew. Math., 777:1–48, 2021.

[3] Vestislav Apostolov, Jeffrey Streets, and Yury Ustinovskiy. The Riemannian and symplectic geometry of the
space of generalized Kähler structures. arXiv:2302.07314.

[4] Vestislav Apostolov, Jeffrey Streets, and Yury Ustinovskiy. Generalized Kähler-Ricci flow on toric Fano varieties.
Trans. Amer. Math. Soc., 375(6):4369–4409, 2022.

[5] Vestislav Apostolov, Jeffrey Streets, and Yury Ustinovskiy. Variational structure and uniqueness of generalized
Kähler–Ricci solitons. Peking Mathematical Journal, 6(2):307–351, 2023.

[6] Francis Bischoff, Marco Gualtieri, and Maxim Zabzine. Morita equivalence and the generalized Kähler potential.
Journal of Differential Geometry, 121:187–226, 2022.

[7] Jean-Michel Bismut. A local index theorem for non-Kähler manifolds. Math. Ann., 284(4):681–699, 1989.
[8] Laurence Boulanger. Toric generalized Kähler structures. Journal of Symplectic Geometry, 17:973–1019, 2019.
[9] Eugenio Calabi. Extremal Kähler metrics. In Seminar on Differential Geometry, volume No. 102 of Ann. of

Math. Stud., pages 259–290. Princeton Univ. Press, Princeton, NJ, 1982.
[10] André Coimbra, Charles Strickland-Constable, and Daniel Waldram. Supergravity as generalised geometry I:

type II theories. J. High Energy Phys., (11):091, 35, 2011.
[11] S. K. Donaldson. Remarks on gauge theory, complex geometry and 4-manifold topology. In Fields Medallists’

lectures, volume 5 of World Sci. Ser. 20th Century Math., pages 384–403. World Sci. Publ., River Edge, NJ,
1997.

[12] Akira Fujiki and Massimiliano Pontecorvo. Anti-self-dual bihermitian structures on inoue surfaces. Journal of
Differential Geometry, 85(1):15–72, 2010.

[13] Mario Garcia-Fernandez. Ricci flow, Killing spinors, and T-duality in generalized geometry. Adv. Math., 350:1059–
1108, 2019.

[14] Mario Garcia-Fernandez and Raul Gonzalez Molina. Futaki invariants and yau’s conjecture on the hull-strominger
system. arXiv preprint arXiv:2303.05274, 2023.

[15] Mario Garcia-Fernandez and Jeffrey Streets. Generalized Ricci Flow. University Lecture Series. AMS, 2020.
[16] S. J. Gates, Jr., C. M. Hull, and M. Roček. Twisted multiplets and new supersymmetric nonlinear σ-models.

Nuclear Phys. B, 248(1):157–186, 1984.
[17] Paul Gauduchon. Calabi’s extremal metrics: An elementary introduction. Lecture notes avialable upon request.
[18] Matthew Gibson and Jeffrey Streets. Deformation classes in generalized Kähler geometry. Complex Manifolds,

7(1):241–256, 2020.
[19] Ryushi Goto. Scalar curvature and the moment map in generalized Kähler geometry. arXiv:2105.13654.
[20] Ryushi Goto. Scalar curvature as moment map in generalized Kähler geometry. Journal of Symplectic Geometry,

18(1):147–190, 2020.
[21] Ryushi Goto. Matsushima-Lichnerowicz type theorems of Lie algebra of automorphisms of generalized Kähler

manifolds of symplectic type. Math. Ann., 384:1–51, 2022.
[22] Marco Gualtieri. Generalized complex geometry. PhD thesis, St. John’s College, University of Oxford, 11 2003.
[23] Marco Gualtieri. Branes on Poisson varieties. In The many facets of geometry, pages 368–394. Oxford Univ.

Press, Oxford, 2010.
[24] Marco Gualtieri. Generalized Kähler geometry. Comm. Math. Phys., 331(1):297–331, 2014.
[25] Nigel Hitchin. Generalized Calabi-Yau manifolds. Q. J. Math., 54(3):281–308, 2003.
[26] Nigel Hitchin. Instantons, Poisson structures and generalized Kähler geometry. Comm. Math. Phys., 265(1):131–

164, 2006.

http://arxiv.org/abs/2211.09104
http://arxiv.org/abs/2302.07314
http://arxiv.org/abs/2303.05274
http://arxiv.org/abs/2105.13654


FORMAL STRUCTURE OF SCALAR CURVATURE IN GENERALIZED KÄHLER GEOMETRY 39

[27] Eiji Inoue. Constant µ-scalar curvature Kähler metric - formulation and foundational results. Journal of Geo-
metric Analysis, 32(Article 145), 2022.

[28] Abdellah Lahdili. Kähler metrics with constant weighted scalar curvature and weighted K-stability. Proceedings
of the London Mathematical Society, 119(4):1065–1114, 2019.

[29] Claude LeBrun. Anti-self-dual hermitian metrics on blown-up hopf surfaces. Mathematische Annalen, 289(1):383–
392, 1991.

[30] King-Leung Lee, Jacob Sturm, and Xiaowei Wang. Moment map, convex function and extremal point.
arXiv:2208.03724.

[31] Toshiki Mabuchi. K-energy maps integrating Futaki invariants. Tohoku Math. J. (2), 38(4):575–593, 1986.
[32] Joseph Polchinski. String theory. Vol. I. Cambridge Monographs on Mathematical Physics. Cambridge University

Press, Cambridge, 2005. An introduction to the bosonic string, Reprint of the 2003 edition.
[33] Stephen Semmes. Complex Monge-Ampère and symplectic manifolds. Amer. J. Math., 114(3):495–550, 1992.
[34] Jeffrey Streets. Scalar curvature, entropy, and generalized Ricci flow. IMRN, 2023(11):9481–9510.
[35] Jeffrey Streets. Classification of solitons for pluriclosed flow on complex surfaces. Math. Ann., 375(3-4):1555–1595,

2019.
[36] Jeffrey Streets, Charles Strickland-Constable, and Fridrich Valach. Ricci flow on Courant algebroids. arXiv

preprint arXiv:2402.11069, 2024.
[37] Jeffrey Streets and Gang Tian. Generalized Kähler geometry and the pluriclosed flow. Nuclear Phys. B,

858(2):366–376, 2012.
[38] Jeffrey Streets and Yury Ustinovskiy. Classification of generalized Kähler-Ricci solitons on complex surfaces.

Communications on Pure and Applied Mathematics, 2020.
[39] Jeffrey Streets and Yury Ustinovskiy. The Gibbons-Hawking ansatz in generalized Kähler geometry. Comm.

Math. Phys., 391(2):707–778, 2022.
[40] Gang Tian and Xiaohua Zhu. A new holomorphic invariant and uniqueness of Kähler-Ricci solitons. Comment.

Math. Helv., 77:297–325, 2002.

V.Apostolov, Département de Mathématiques, UQAM, and, Institute of Mathematics and Infor-

matics, Bulgarian Academy of Sciences

Email address: apostolov.vestislav@uqam.ca

J. Streets, Rowland Hall, University of California, Irvine, CA 92617

Email address: jstreets@uci.edu

Y.Ustinovskiy, Susquehanna International Group

Email address: yura.ust@gmail.com

http://arxiv.org/abs/2208.03724
http://arxiv.org/abs/2402.11069
mailto:apostolov.vestislav@uqam.ca
mailto:jstreets@uci.edu
mailto:yura.ust@gmail.com

	1. Introduction
	1.1. Scalar curvature as moment map
	1.2. Scalar curvature and generalized Kähler-Ricci solitons
	1.3. Complexified orbit and Calabi problem
	1.4. Obstruction theory

	2. Background
	2.1. Generalized geometry
	2.2. Divergence of generalized complex structures
	2.3. Generalized Kähler structures

	3. Scalar curvature as moment map
	3.1. Definition and basic properties
	3.2. A formal moment map setup
	3.3. The generically symplectic case

	4. Generalized Kähler-Ricci solitons as cscGK structures
	4.1. An explicit formula
	4.2. Generalized Ricci solitons
	4.3. Generalized Kähler-Ricci solitons

	5. Generalized Kähler class as complexified orbit in the generically symplectic case
	5.1. Generalized Kähler class
	5.2. Complexified orbits
	5.3. The Mabuchi metric
	5.4. The Levi-Civita connection
	5.5. Curvature

	6. The generalized Kähler Calabi problem.
	6.1. Calabi Energy
	6.2. Mabuchi 1-form

	7. The Calabi-Licherowicz-Matsushima obstruction and the Futaki invariant
	7.1. The formal statement
	7.2. Reductive Lie algebras
	7.3. Futaki invariant

	Appendix A. The general Calabi-Lichnerowiz-Matsushima theorem
	A.1. The formal GIT setup
	A.2. Extremal points
	A.3. The reduced autmorphism group and the Calabi–Licherwowicz-Matsushima theorem

	References

