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Abstract

For any holomorphic submersion π : X → B, we derive a criterion for X to have
Kähler structures. This criterion generalizes Blanchard’s criterion for a special class of
isotrivial holomorphic submersions. We use this criterion to answer a question of Harvey-
Lawson in the case of fiber dimension one. As the main application, we prove that the
existence of Hermitian-Symplectic structures on certain class of holomorphic submersions
with Kähler fibers and Kähler bases implies that the total spaces are Kähler. This class
includes isotrivial submersions and torus fibrations.
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1 Introduction and main results

Let X,B be compact complex manifolds. Assume that there is a holomorphic submersion
π : X → B. We want to derive a criterion for X to be a Kähler manifold.

If X admits a Kähler metric with the associated Kähler form denoted by Q. Then Q
is a closed (1, 1)-form which defines the Kähler class [Q] ∈ H2(X,R). In this paper, we
will work with Kähler forms and do not distinguish them from the corresponding Kähler
metrics. Let fb : Xb → X denote the embedding of the fiber Xb = π−1(b). The restriction
Q|Xb = f∗bQ is a Kähler metric on Xb for any b ∈ B. On the cohomology level, we have
natural restriction homomorphisms for k ∈ {0, . . . ,dimX}:

f∗b : Hk(X,R)→ Hk(Xb,R). (1)

So we have the first necessary condition:
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(Condition I) There is a class [Q] ∈ H2(X,R) that restricts to be a Kähler class on each
fiber Xb = π−1(b), b ∈ B.

Moreover one can show that if Q is a Kähler form on X, then a Kähler form on B
can be constructed as

∫
X/B Q

n+1 where
∫
X/B denotes the operation of integration along

fibers. So we get the second necessary condition:

(Condition II) B is a Kähler manifold.

The main result of this paper is that these two conditions are also sufficient:

Theorem 1.1. In the above setting of holomorphic submersions, there is a Kähler metric
on X if and only if (Condition I) and (Condition II) are both satisfied.

Note that if we know a priori that [Q] ∈ H2(X,R) is represented by a closed (1, 1)-
form, then the result can be proved quite easily by applying a family version of ∂∂̄-lemma.
See Remark 3.2. However here we do not assume this condition. Indeed, the main goal is
to construct such a closed (1, 1)-form. In this aspect, one could think Theorem 1.1 as a
Kähler correspondent to Thurston’s well-known construction of symplectic structures for
symplectic fibrations ([19], [10, Theorem 4.91]).

Let Xb = π−1(b) (with b ∈ B) be any fibre of π. There is a natural monodromy
action of π1(B) on Hk(Xb,R) defined by translating cohomology classes. If we denote by
Hk(Xb,R)inv the set of elements in Hk(Xb,R) that are invariant under the monodromy
action, then we know that the image of the restriction morphism f∗b in (1) is contained
in Hk(Xb,R)inv. In the simplest situation when the fiber has complex dimension 1, we
have H2(Xb,R)inv = H1,1(Xb,R) and Theorem 1.1 can answer positively a question of
Harvey-Lawson (see Theorem 2.3).

On the other hand, we have the Leray spectral sequence {Ep,qr , dr : Ep,qr → Ep+r,q−r+1
r }

that converges to {GrpFLH
p+q(X,R)} with respect to the Leray filtration FL. There are

isomorphisms:
E0,k

2 = H0(B,Rkπ∗R) ∼= Hk(Xb,R)inv. (2)

According to Leray spectral sequence, a class x ∈ E0,k
2 extends to be a class in Hk(X,R)

if and only if drx = 0 for r ∈ {2, . . . , k+ 1} (see Section 2.1 for more explanations). With
these notations, there is a more refined version of Theorem 1.1.

Theorem 1.2. There is a Kähler metric on X if and only if the following conditions are
all satisfied:
(Condition Ia) There is an element [ω] ∈ H0(B,R2π∗R) restricts to be a Kähler class
on Xb for any b ∈ B.
(Condition Ib) d2[ω] = 0 in E2,1

2 = H2(B,R1π∗R).
(Condition II) B is Kähler.

The conditions of Theorem 1.2 is a priori weaker than the conditions of Theorem 1.1.
In other words, Theorem 1.2 implies 1.1 (the “if” direction).

Theorem 1.2 generalizes an old result of Blanchard in [2] who considered a special
class of isotrivial holomorphic submersions. Here a holomorphic submersion is called
isotrivial if all fibers are isomorphic as complex manifolds. Note that by a Theorem of
Fischer-Grauert [9], isotrivial holomorphic submersions are always locally trivial and are
sometimes called analytic fiber bundles. In fact, in proving the criterion in [2] Blanchard
not only assumed isotriviality but also that π1(B) acts trivially H1(Xb).

(Conditions I) appeared in [21, Remark 4.16], where it is pointed out that Deligne’s
theorem on the degeneration of Leray spectral sequence at the E2-page for projective
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submersions can be proved under this assumption. This condition also appeared in [16]
where it is called cohomologically Kähler. In fact, in the special case of torus fibrations
Theorem 1.1 and Theorem 1.2 are contained in [16, Proposition 2.17] which was proved
there by using a precise description of torus fibrations in terms of variation of Hodge
structures of weight 1.

Our motivation for proving Theorem 1.1 comes from a question of Li-Zhang [14] and
Streets-Tian [18] about the existence of Hermitian-Symplectic (HS) structures on non-
Kähler complex manifolds. By definition, a Hermitian-Symplectic structure on a complex
manifold X with the integrable almost complex structure J is a symplectic structure ω on
X that tames J which means that ω(v, Jv) > 0 for any v 6= 0 ∈ TRX. Any Kähler form
ω on (X,J) is Hermitian-Symplectic because in this case ω not just tames J but is also
compatible with J which means that ω(Jv, Jw) = ω(v, w) for any v, w ∈ TRX. Li-Zhang
and Streets-Tian asked whether there are examples of HS structure on non-Kähler complex
manifolds. 1 The question is still open in general, though there are negative results which
say that there are no such examples among complex surfaces ([14, 18]), nilmanifolds with
invariant complex structures ([8]), twistor spaces ([20]), Moishezon manifolds and complex
manifolds of Fujiki class ([17, 3]). See also [7, 22] for some analytic approach to the
general problem. We consider this question for complex manifolds that admit structures
of holomorphic submersions. As in the Kähler case, it is easy to see that the existence
of HS structures for holomorphic submersions forces the fibers and the base to be HS. So
if we are looking for such examples of lowest dimension, it makes sense to assume that
the base and fibers are all Kähler. Even though such an example is currently missing to
us, we will show that HS submersions always satisfy (Condition Ib) (Proposition 4.5).
By applying criterion in Theorem 1.2, we can then derive a Kählerian criterion for HS
submersions (Proposition 4.1) and rule out several classes of (non-trivial) examples:

Theorem 1.3. Let π : X → B be a holomorphic submersion with Kähler fibers and a
Kähler base. Assume that there is a Hermitian-Symplectic structure on X. Let F denote
a fiber of π. Then X must be Kähler if any one of the following conditions is satisfied:

1. The holomorphic submersion is isotrivial.

2. The fibers of π are complex tori (of possibly varying complex structures).

3. The monodromy action of π1(B) on H2(F ) is trivial.

4. H2,0(F ) = 0.

We end this introduction by sketching the organization of this note. In section 2.1, we
will review the Leray spectral sequence in terms of filtered de Rham complex, describe d1 :
Ep,q1 → Ep+1,q

1 in terms of Gauss-Manin connection and explain its compatibility with the
exterior differential operator. In section 2.3, we will review Deligne’s Hodge theory for the
cohomology groups with coefficients of polarized variation of Hodge structures and derive
a variant of the classical ∂∂̄-lemma that will be crucial for our construction. In section
3, we will construct a Kähler form step-by-step which is guided by the Leray spectral
sequence as more explained in more detail in Section 2.1. The main line of construction is
similar to the original construction of Blanchard but differs from it significantly in some
steps because we are dealing with a more general situation (see Remark 3.1). Finally

1In real dimension 4, Donaldson had a similar question about tamed/compatible symplectic structures but
without assuming the integrability of complex structures.
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in section 4, we will apply the criterion in Theorem 1.2 to study Hermitian-Symplectic
structures for holomorphic submersions.

Acknowledgement: The author is grateful to Weiyi Zhang for a careful reading of
the draft of this paper and providing valuable feedback and corrections. He also thanks
Jeffrey Streets and Gang Tian for very helpful comments and notifying him the papers
[7, 22]. He also thanks an anonymous referee for a careful reading of the paper and helpful
suggestions.

2 Preliminaries

2.1 Leray spectral sequences

Let π : X → B be a differentiable fiber bundle. In this subsection, we do not consider any
complex structures. It is well-known that there is a Leray spectral sequence: {Ep,qr , dr}
with

Ep,q2 = Hp(B,Rqπ∗R)⇒ Ep,q∞
∼= GrHp+q(X,R).

To prepare for the later construction, we explain this convergence of spectral sequence
from the point view of filtered de Rham complex in terms of differential forms. In the
following discussion, for any local calculations, we choose a small coordinate neighborhood
{U, u = (u1, . . . , um)} of B such that there is a diffeomorphism

π−1(U) ∼= U × F. (3)

Choose local real coordinates y = {y1, . . . , yn} on F such that π : π−1(U) → U is given
by the projection π(u, y) = u.

Denote by E`(X) the space of smooth degree-` differential forms on X. A form η ∈
E`(X) is locally represented by the following expression:

η =
∑

|I|+|K|=`

ηI;K(u, y)duI ∧ dyK =
∑
I

duI ∧ ηI (4)

where, for the simplicity of notation, for an index set I = {i1, . . . , i|I|}, we denote duI =
dui1 ∧ · · · ∧ dui|I| (similarly for dyK), and ηI =

∑
|K|=`−|I| ηI;KdyK .

Consider the following Leray filtration:

FpLE
`(X) =

η =
∑

|I|+|K|=`

ηI;KduI ∧ dyK ; |I| ≥ p

 .

It is easy to verify that under the change of coordinates (u, y′) = (u, y′(u, y)), for any I
with |I| = p the term

∑
K ηI;KdyK changes as tensor along any fibre Xb = π−1(b). In

particular, the restriction ηI |Xb := f∗b ηI is a well-defined (`− p)-form on any fiber Xb.
Let’s recall the description of the Leray spectral sequence following [11, p. 440-442]:

Ep,qr =
{a ∈ FpLEp+q(X) : da ∈ Fp+rL Ep+q+1(X)}
d(Fp−r+1

L Ep+q−1(X)) + Fp+1
L Ep+q(X)

. (5)

Here the denominator is not a subgroup of the numerator and the meaning is that we
take {denominator as written} ∩ {numerator}. The differential dr : Ep,qr → Ep+r,q−r+1

r is
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then defined as:

dr[a] = [da] ∈ Ep+r,q−r+1
r =

{b ∈ Fp+rL Ep+q+1(X); db ∈ Fp+2r
L Ep+q+2(X)}

dFp+1
L Ep+q(X) + Fp+r+1

L Ep+q+1(X)
. (6)

If a class [η] ∈ Ep,qr satisfies dr[η] = 0, then by (6) there exists χ ∈ Fp+1
L Ep+q such that

dη − dχ ∈ Fp+r+1
L Ep+q+1 and hence η and η′ = η − χ defines the same class in Ep,qr while

η′ = η − χ defines a class in Ep,qr+1.

When p = 0, we have the map dr : E0,q
r → Er,q−r+1

r and E0,q
r+1 = Ker(dr) ⊆ E0,q

r . So

we always have the inclusion E0,q
r ⊆ E0,q

r−1 ⊆ · · · ⊆ E
0,q
1 .

Consider the 2nd page (i.e. r = 2) and denote by V q = Rqπ∗R the local system with
fiber {Hq(Xb,R); b ∈ B}. Then there is a natural identification:

E0,q
2 = H0(B, V q) = Hq(Xb,R)inv (7)

where H0(B, V q) is the space of flat sections of V q and Hq(Xb,R)inv is the space of
cohomology that is invariant under the monodromy action. Moreover, [η] ∈ E0,q

r ⊆
E0,q

2 = H0(B, V q) if and only if we can find a representative η of [η] ∈ E0,q
2 such that

dη ∈ FrLEq+1(X). In this case, dr[η] = 0 if and only if there exists χ ∈ F1
LEq such that

d(η − χ) ∈ Fr+1
L Eq+1(X). As a consequence, if dr[η] = 0 for any r ∈ {1, . . . , q + 1}, then

the representative η can be chosen to be a closed q-form and we say that [η] ∈ H0(B, V q)
extends to be a closed q-form on X. In other words, the subspace E0,q

∞ = E0,q
q+1 ⊆ E0,q

2 is
equal to the image of the natural map

f∗b : Hq(X,R)→ Hq(Xb,R)inv = E0,q
2 . (8)

Note that the Leray filtration induces a filtration {FrLHq(X,R)}r≥0 on Hq(X,R). The

morphism f∗b in (8) coincides with the composition Hq(X,R) → Gr0
FLH

q(X,R) → E0,q
2

where Gr0
FLH

q(X,R) = F0
LH

q(X,R)/F1
LH

q(X,R). For our later purpose, we need to
better understand the 1st and 2nd pages of the Leray spectral sequence. For any η =∑

I duI ∧ ηI ∈ F
p
LEp+q(X) as in (4), we know that for any I with |I| = p, ηI |Xb is a

closed differential form on any fibre Xb, i.e. (dηI)|Xb = 0. So [ηI |Xb ] defines a class in
V q
b = Hq(Xb,R). Then the space Ep,q1 has the following description:

Ep(B, V q) = {[η] = [η]p :=
∑
|I|=p

duI ⊗ [ηI |Xb ] : η ∈ FpLE
p+q(X),

for any I with |I| = p, dηI |Xb = 0}

which is the space of V q-valued differential forms of degree p. Next we want to relate the
d1-differential to the following differential operator induced by the Gauss-Manin connec-
tion.

D : Ep(B, V q) → Ep+1(B, V q).

D[η]p =
∑
|I|=p

i∈{1,...,dimRB}

(−1)p
(
duI ∧ dui ⊗ [L∂uiηI ]

)
. (9)

Here L∂ui is the Lie derivative with respect to the vector field ∂ui for i ∈ {1, . . . ,m}. Here

we lift ∂ui to be vector field defined on π−1(U) under the diffeomorphism in (3).
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Using the vanishing (dηI)|Xb = 0, it is easy to see that the graded piece in dη ∈
Fp+1
L /Fp+2

L is represented by the terms:∑
|I|=p;

i∈{1,...,dimRB}

(−1)pduI ∧ dui ∧ L∂uiηI +
∑
|J |=p+1

(−1)p+1duJ ∧ dηJ .

Note that dηJ in the second term is exact when restricted to any fiber. In particular, for
η ∈ FpLEp+q(X) such that ηI |Xb is closed for any b ∈ B, we have:

dη ∈ Fp+1
L Ep+q+1(X) and D[η]p = [dη]p+1 ∈ Ep+1(B, V q). (10)

Lemma 2.1. There is a natural surjective morphism:

φ : {a ∈ FpLE
p+q(X) : da ∈ Fp+2

L Ep+q+1(X)} → Ker(D : Ep(B, V q)→ Ep+1(B, V q)).
(11)

which induces an isomorphism

Ep,q2
∼=

Ker(D : Ep(B, V q)→ Ep+1(B, V q))

Im(D : Ep−1(B, V q)→ Ep(B, V q))
= Hp(B, V q). (12)

Proof. For simplicity of notation, denote the left-hand-side and the right-hand-side of
(11) by V1 and V2 respectively. We also denote ` = p+ q.

If η ∈ V1, then dη ∈ Fp+2
L E`+1(X) and hence D[η]p = [dη]p+1 = 0. So we get the

natural morphism φ that maps η to [η]p. To see that this map is surjective, choose any
[η] ∈ V2 with η ∈ FpLE`(X) such that ηI |Xb is closed for any fibre Xb. Then [dη]p+1 =
D[η]p = 0 implies that (dη)J |Xb is exact for any J with |J | = p + 1 and any fiber Xb.

Choose a coordinate system {(Uk, {u
(k)
i }} of B and a partition of unity {ρk} subordinate

to the covering {Uk}. For each b ∈ Uk and any J with |J | = p + 1, we can find χJ,b on

Xb such that (dη)J |Xb = dχ
(k)
J,b and χ

(k)
J,b depends smoothly on b ∈ Uk for any fixed Uk.

Because any fiber is diffeomorphic to a fixed smooth manifold F , the family {χ(k)
J,b ; b ∈ Uk}

can be considered as a smooth form χ
(k)
J on π−1(Uk) ∼= Uk×F (a smooth diffeomorphism).

Define
η′ = η −

∑
k

ρk
∑
|J |=p+1

(−1)p+1du
(k)
J ∧ χ

(k)
J .

Then η′ satisfies η′ − η ∈ Fp+1
L Ep+q and (dη′)J |Xb = 0 for any J with |J | = p+ 1 and for

any b ∈ B. In particular η′ ∈ V1 and satisfies φ(η′) = [η′] = [η].
To see that φ induces the isomorphism (12), we need identify the kernel of proj ◦ φ

where proj : V2 → Hp(B, V q) is the quotient map. So assume that [η] = D[χ] ∈ Im(D :
Ep−1(B, V q) → Ep(B, V q)). Then we can assume η ∈ FpLE`(X) with dη ∈ Fp+1

L E`+1(X)

and χ ∈ Fp−1
L E`−1(X). Then

[η]p = D[χ]p−1 =
∑
|I|=p−1

(−1)p−1(duI ∧ dui ⊗ [L∂uiχI ]) = [dχ]p.

This implies [η − dχ]p = 0 which implies η ∈ V ′1 := dFp−1
L E`−1(X) + Fp+1

L E`(X). So we
get the identity φ−1(Im(D)) = V ′1 ∩ V1. By the definition in (5), Ep,q2 = V1

V ′1∩V1
. So we

conclude that φ induces an isomorphism.
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2.2 Kähler case

From now on, we assume that the fibers {Xb; b ∈ B} and the base B are all Kähler
manifolds. Suppose that we have α ∈ H0(B, V 2) ∼= E0,2

2 that restricts to be a Kähler
class on each fibre. The main problem we are considering is whether we can find a closed
(1, 1)-form Q on X such that [Q]|Xb = f∗b [Q] = α, i.e. α is contained in the image of the
natural morphism in (8) for q = 2. According to Theorem 1.2, the answer is positive if
and only if d2(α) = 0. In some sense, Theorem 1.2 is a converse to the following basic
result in Kähler geometry by Blanchard and Deligne:

Theorem 2.2 ([2, 4]). Let X and B be compact Kähler manifolds and π : X → B be a
holomorphic submersion, then the Leray spectral sequence degenerates at the E2-page.

In section 4 we will use Deligne’s method for proving this theorem to prove an extension
result for Hermitian-Symplectic submersions (see Proposition 4.5).

Another interesting consequence of Theorem 1.1 is the following positive answer to a
question of Harvey-Lawson in [13].

Theorem 2.3 (Corollary of Theorem 1.1). Assume that the fiber of the submersion has
dimension 1. Then there exists a Kähler metric on X if and only if the homology class of
any fiber of X is not zero.

In fact, when dimCXb = 1. H2(Xb,R)inv = H1,1(Xb) = R induced by the natural
orientation of the fibers. (Condition I) is satisfied if and only if the the map f∗b in
(8) is non-zero, which by duality is equivalent to the non-vanishing of the Gysin map
(fb)! : H0(Xb,R) ∼= H2(Xb,R) → H2(X,R) ∼= H2n−2(X,R). This is also equivalent to
the non-vanishing of the class cl(Xb) := (fb)![1] that is defined as the cohomology class
of the fiber. On the other hand the complex subvariety Xb defines the current {Xb} of
integration along Xb. The current {Xb} is a closed positive current of type (n− 1, n− 1)
and its de Rham cohomology class is cl(Xb) ∈ Hn−1,n−1(X,R) ⊂ H2n−2(X,R). If there
exists a Kähler metric on X, then it is easy to see that the current {Xb} is not the
(n−1, n−1)-component of an exact current. These statements together easily imply that
the following equivalences, which imply [13, Theorem 1.7] and answer [13, Note D].

cl(Xb) 6= 0

"*

{Xb} is not the (n− 1, n− 1)-component of an exact currentks

Kähler

.6

2.3 Deligne-Hodge theory for polarized variation of Hodge
structures

From now on we assume that both (Condition Ia) and (Condition II) are satisfied for
the holomorphic submersion π : X → B. In particular, all fibers Xb = π−1(b) and the base
complex manifold B are Kähler. Then the local system V q = Rqπ∗R underlies a polarized
variation of Hodge structures. In our construction of Kähler metrics for holomorphic
submersions, we will need Deligne’s Hodge theory for Hp(B, V q) to derive a variant of the
∂∂̄-lemma (Lemma 2.6). So we briefly recall this theory following Zucker’s presentation
in [23].
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For any b ∈ B, because the fiber Xb is Kähler, we have the Hodge filtration {F ` :=
F `Hq(Xb,C)} of V q

C,b := Hq(Xb,C) that induces the Hodge decomposition for each fiber:

V q
C,b = Hq(Xb,C) =

q⊕
`=0

H`,q−`(Xb) with H`,q−`(Xb) = F ` ∩F q−`. (13)

This fiberwise Hodge decomposition in (13) defines smooth subbundles H`,q−` of the
smooth vector bundles associated to V q

C = V q ⊗R C. If Ep(V q) = Γ(B, V q
C ⊗C EpB) be the

smooth V q
C -valued p-forms on B, then we have the decompositions:

E0(V q) =

q⊕
`=0

E0(H`,q−`), Ep(V q) =
⊕
k,`

Ek,p−k(H`,q−`);

Ep(V q) =
⊕
R,S

Ep(V q)R,S , Ep(V q)R,S =
⊕

a+c=R,b+d=S
a+b=p,c+d=q

Ea,b(Hc,d).

We can decompose the Gauss-Manin connection D as two conjugate operators:

D = ∇⊕∇ : E0(V q)→ E1,0(V q)⊕ E0,1(V q).

The flatness of D implies that the operator ∇ satisfies the integrability condition ∇2
= 0.

So ∇ defines a holomorphic structure that gives rise to the associated holomorphic vector
bundle V q = V q ⊗R OB. The Hodge filtration induces a filtration of holomorphic sub-
bundles {F `V q} of V q. Griffiths proved that the holomorphic Gauss-Manin connection
∇ satisfies the infinitesimal period relation (also called Griffiths transversality):

∇F `V q ⊆ Ω1
B ⊗F `−1V q. (14)

The relation in (14) implies the inclusion:

DEa,b(Hc,d) ⊆ Ea+1,b(Hc,d)⊕ Ea+1,b(Hc−1,d+1)⊕ Ea,b+1(Hc,d)⊕ Ea,b+1(Hc+1,d−1).

Correspondingly, the operator D decomposes as:

∂′ : Ea,b(Hc,d)→ Ea+1,b(Hc,d)
θ : Ea,b(Hc,d)→ Ea+1,b(Hc−1,d+1)
∂̄′ : Ea,b(Hc,d)→ Ea,b+1(Hc,d)
θ̄ : Ea,b(Hc,d)→ Ea,b+1(Hc+1,d−1).

(15)

It is well-known that θ is given by the wedge product with the Kodaira-Spencer class
of the associated deformation. More precisely, for any b ∈ B and any v ∈ TbB, if we
denote by τb(v) ∈ H1(Xb, TXb) the Kodaira-Spencer class of the deformation induced by
the holomorphic submersion in the direction v, the cup-product with τb(v) induces the
fiberwise map:

τb(v) : Hd(Xb,Ω
c
Xb

)→ Hd+1(Xb,Ω
c−1
Xb

). (16)

Then θ is the natural tensorial map induced by the family of maps {τb ∈ T
∗(1,0)
Xb

⊗(Hc,db )∗⊗
⊗Hc−1,d+1

b }.

8



With the decomposition in (15), we can define the following operator:

D′ = ∂′ + θ̄ : Ep(V q)R,S → Ep+1(V q)R+1,S ,

D′′ = ∂̄′ + θ : Ep(V q)R,S → Ep+1(V q)R,S+1.

The above discussion applies to any variation of Hodge structures of any fixed weight. So
for the rest of this subsection, we just write V for V q. Now assume that V is polarizable:
there exists a non-degenerate flat bilinear pairing on V defined over R that satisfies the
Hodge-Riemann bilinear relations (see [21, vI.10.1] for a precise definition). Then there is
a Hodge metric on the smooth vector bundle E ·(V ) which allows us to define the adjoint
operators D∗, D′∗, D′′∗ and the Laplace operators:

�D = DD∗ +D∗D, �D′ = D′D′∗ +D′∗D′, �D′′ = D′′D′′∗ +D′′∗D′′.

Denote by h = hp(V ) := Ker(�D) the space of harmonic form in Ep(V ). Recall that we
assumed that B is Kähler. Then the standard Hodge theory gives us:

Theorem 2.4 (Hodge theorem). In the above setting, there is an isomorphism Hp(B, V ) ∼=
h.

Deligne proved the following results:

Theorem 2.5 (Deligne, see [23, Section 2]). If (Condition Ia) and (Condition II) are
satisfied for the holomorphic submersion π : X → B, then, with the above notation, the
following statements hold true.

1. The following generalized Kähler identities are true.

[Λ, D] = −C−1D∗C, [Λ, D′′] = −
√
−1D′∗, [Λ, D′] =

√
−1D′′∗ (17)

where C is the operator that is the direct sum of the scalar operator iR−S on Ep(V )R,S.

2. The following equalities for Laplacians hold true:

�D′ = �D′′ , �D = �D′ + �D′′ = 2�D′′ .

As a consequence, a form is harmonic if and only if all of its (R,S)-components are
harmonic.

3. Denote by hR,S the space of harmonic form in Ep(V )R,S. There is a Hodge structure
on Hp(B, V ) induced by the isomorphism in Theorem 2.4 and the decomposition:

h =
⊕

R+S=p+q

hR,S .

Note that Deligne’s theory reduces to the classical Hodge theory when V = R. As in
the classical case, the Kähler identities imply the following useful identity:

D′D′′∗ +D′′∗D′ = 0. (18)

We will need the following variant of the standard ∂∂̄-lemma and a Lemma by Blanchard
([2, Lemma II 3.2]).

Lemma 2.6. With the same assumption as Theorem 2.5, the following statements hold
true.
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1. If x ∈ E ·(V )R,S is D-exact, then there exists z ∈ E ·(V )R−1,S−1 such that x = D′D′′z.

2. If x ∈ E ·(V )R+1,S ⊕E ·(V )R,S+1 is D-exact, then there exists w ∈ E ·(V )R,S such that
x = Dw.

We provide the short proof, which is the same as in the classical case, for the reader’s
convenience.

Proof. By standard Hodge theorem, there is a Green operator G : E ·(V ) → E ·(V ) that
preserves types, commutes with D′′, D′ and satisfy G�D = �DG = Id−H where H is the
orthogonal projection to the space of harmonic forms. So we get a decomposition for x:

x = Hx+ 2(D′′D′′∗ +D′′∗D′′)Gx = 2D′′D′′∗Gx.

So we can find a form y = 2D′′∗Gx of type (R,S − 1) such that x = D′′y. Applying the
similar decomposition for y we get: y = Hy + 2(D′D′∗ + D′∗D′)Gy = D′z + D′∗u (with
z = 2D′∗Gy and u = 2D′Gy) and hence x = D′′D′z + D′′D′∗u. On the other hand, we
know that D′x = 0. So that 0 = D′D′′D′∗u = −D′D′∗D′′u where we used (18). Pairing
this with D′′u, we see that D′′D′∗u = 0. So we conclude x = D′′D′z.

For the second statement, set x = y + z with y ∈ E(V )R+1,S and z ∈ E(V )R,S+1.
Because Hx = 0, we get Hy = Hz = 0. Because we also have D′y = 0, there is a
decomposition y = D′D′∗Gy = D′u where u = D′∗Gy is of type (R,S). Then x −Du =
(x−D′u)−D′′u = z −D′′u is D-exact and is of type (R,S + 1). By the first statement,
we get x − Du = D′′D′v = DD′v for v ∈ E ·(V )R−1,S . So the form u + D′v is of type
(R,S) and satisfies the conclusion.

3 Proof of main results

In this section, we prove Theorem 1.2, which also implies Theorem 1.1. The “only if”
direction is clear by the discussion in the introduction and section 2.1. So we only need
to prove the “if” direction.

In the following construction, we fix an open covering {Uk} of B with each Uk bi-
holomorphic to a polydisc and also a partition of unity {ρk} subordinate to the covering
{Uk}.

By the assumption (Condition Ia), there is an element σ ∈ H0(B, V 2) such that
σ|Xb is a Kähler class for any b ∈ B. By refining the open covering {Uk}, we can assume
that π−1(Uk) admits a Kähler metric ωk and [ωk]|Xb = σ|Xb . Indeed, for any bk ∈ X, by
the theorem of Kodaira-Spencer on the stability of Kählerian property under deformation
(see [21, vol I, section 9.3.3]), we can assume that there is a smooth family of Kähler
metrics {ω̃k(b), b ∈ Uk} for a small neighborhood Uk of bk such that [ω̃k(bk)] = σ|Xbk ∈
H2(Xbk ,R)inv. By the compactness of X, we can assume that {Uk}k forms a finite open
covering of X. We then set ωk(b) with b ∈ Uk to be the harmonic representative of σ with
respect to ω̃k(b). Set ω =

∑
k ρkωk. Then ω is a globally defined (1, 1)-form satisfying

σ = [ω] ∈ H0(B, V 2) = E0,2
2 .

To do concrete calculation, we choose local holomorphic coordinate {wα, zk} = {w(k)
α , z

(k)
r }

on π−1(Uk) such that π is given by the map π(wα, zr) = (wα). Then ω can be expanded
locally as:

ω = ars̄dzr ∧ dz̄s + aαr̄dwα ∧ dz̄r + aβ̄sdw̄β ∧ dzs + aαβ̄dwα ∧ dw̄β.
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With the assumption that d2[ω] = 0, our goal is to correct ω by a (1, 1)-form χ such that
Q := ω − χ satisfies dQ = 0 globally on X.

We will achieve this in several steps by achieving dQ ∈ FpL(E3(X)) for p = 1, 2, 3, 4
sub-sequentially (note that F4

L(E3(X)) = 0). For p = 1 this is already true because ω|Xb is
closed. For p = 2, we will see that the correction comes from the fact that d1[ω] = 0 so that
[ω] ∈ E0,2

2 = H0(B, V 2). For p = 3, we need to use the assumption of (Condition Ib)
that d2[ω] = 0 and crucially the Lemma 2.6. Finally one can complete the p = 4 case
with the usual ∂∂̄-lemma.

For simplicity of notation, we will denote by (dQ)p;3−p ∈ FpLE3(X)/Fp+1
L E3(X) the

graded piece of dQ ∈ FpLE3(X). In other words, if dQ ∈ FpLE3(X) then (dQ)p;3−p = 0

if and only if dQ ∈ Fp+1
L E3(X). Note that this is the case if and only if for any b ∈ B,

f∗b ιṽα1 · · · ιṽαpdQ = 0 where ṽαi ∈ {v1, . . . , vm, v̄1, . . . , v̄m} where m = dimB, vα (resp.
v̄α) are lifts of local coordinate vector fields ∂wα (resp. ∂w̄α) near b ∈ B and fb : Xb → X
is the embedding map of fiber.

• (Step 1: Elimination of (dω)0;3) This is already true for the (1, 1)-form ω because
of the vanishing (recall that fb : Xb → X is the embedding of the fiber)

f∗b dω = df∗b ω = 0.

• (Step 2: Elimination of (dω)1;2) We can calculate:

f∗b ιvαdω = f∗b (Lvαω − dιvαω) = f∗b Lvαω − df∗b ιvαω. (19)

Because d1[ω] = [dω]2 = 0, f∗b Lvαω is an exact form for any b ∈ B. So the right-
hand-side of (19) is an exact form of type (1, 1) + (0, 2) for each b ∈ B. By Lemma
2.6.2, there exists a form h̄α of fiber type (0, 1) such that dh̄α = f∗b ιvαdω. Moreover

we can assume that over any Uk, hα = h
(k)
α depends smoothly on b ∈ Uk. Set

χ(k) = dwα ∧ h̄α + dw̄α ∧ hα over π−1(Uk) and define:

Q = ω −
∑
k

ρkχ
(k).

Then Q is globally defined and satisfies dQ ∈ F2
LE3(X). From now on, replace ω by

Q (i.e. we call Q our new ω).

• (Step 3: Elimination of the components of (dω)2,0;0,1) Since dω ∈ F2
LE3(X),

it defines a smooth section [dω] of E2(V 1) which satisfies D[dω] = 0 and d2[ω] =
[dω] ∈ E2,1

2 = H2(B, V 1). Because the complex structure is integrable, dω is a form
of type (2, 1) + (1, 2) and [dω] ∈ E2(V 1) is contained in

E2,0(H0,1)⊕ E1,1(H1,0)⊕ E0,2(H1,0)⊕ E1,1(H0,1).

Now we use the assumption that d2[ω] = 0 so that [dω]2 ∈ E2(V 1) = E ·(V )2,1 ⊕
E ·(V )1,2 is D-exact. By Lemma 2.6.2, there exists [χ] ∈ E ·(V )1,1 such that [dω]2 =
D[χ] = [dχ]2. Because [χ] belongs to E ·(V )1,1 = E1,0(H0,1) ⊕ E0,1(H1,0), we can
construct a representative χ as a (1, 1)-form (by using partition of unity as in the
proof of Lemma 2.1).

The terms of dω with type (0, 2; 1, 0) or (2, 0; 0, 1) are given by:

1

2
((∂ᾱaβ̄r − ∂β̄aᾱr)dzr) ∧ dw̄α ∧ dw̄β +

1

2
((∂wαaβs̄ − ∂wαaβs̄)dz̄s) ∧ dwα ∧ dwβ

=
1

2
Pᾱβ̄ ∧ dw̄α ∧ dw̄β +

1

2
Pᾱβ̄ ∧ dwα ∧ dwβ.
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By replacing ω by ω − χ, we can assume that [dω]2 = 0 ∈ E2(B, V 1). This implies
that over each fiber Xb, the (1,0)-form Pᾱβ̄ is an exact form. Because Xb is Kähler,
this implies that Pᾱβ̄ = 0. So dω does not have terms of type (0, 2; 1, 0) or (2, 0; 0, 1).

• (Step 4: Elimination of components of (dω)1,1;1,0)

The terms of dω with type (1, 1; 1, 0) or (1, 1; 0, 1) can be written as Pαβ̄ ∧dwα∧dw̄β
where

Pαβ̄ = (∂w̄βaαs̄)dz̄s − (∂wαaβ̄r)dzr + (∂z̄saαβ̄)dz̄s + (∂zraαβ̄)dzr.

As in Step 3, we can assume that [dω]2 = 0 ∈ E2(B, V 1), which again means that
Pαβ̄ in the above expression is exact. So for any b ∈ Uk, there exists a smooth

function ξ
(k)

αβ̄
on Xb such that Pαβ̄ = dξ

(k)

αβ̄
and

∫
Xb
ξ

(k)

αβ̄
ωn = 0. Moreover, we can

assume that ξ
(k)

αβ̄
depends smoothly on b ∈ Uk. Define a new (1, 1)-form

Q = ω −
∑
k

ρk · ξ
(k)

αβ̄
dw(k)

α ∧ dw̄
(k)
β .

Then Q satisfies dQ ∈ F3
LE3(X). Now we replace ω by Q.

• (Step 5: Completion of construction) Because dω ∈ F3
LE3(X), we can get:

dω = fαβγ̄dwα ∧ dwβ ∧ dw̄γ + fαβγ̄dw̄α ∧ dw̄β ∧ dwγ .

ddω = 0 implies that fαβγ̄ are constant along fibers. So dω = π∗ηB for some
ηB ∈ E2,1(B) + E1,2(B). Clearly the degree 3 form ηB is closed. We claim that
ηB must be exact. Denote m = dimCB, k = dimCXb (so that m + k = n) and
vol(Xb) =

∫
Xb
ωk. The claim is true because for any closed (m− 3)-form T on B,∫

B
ηB ∧ T =

1

vol(Xb)

∫
X
ωk ∧ π∗ηB ∧ π∗T =

1

(k + 1)vol(Xb)

∫
X
dωk+1 ∧ π∗T

=
1

(k + 1)vol(Xb)

∫
X
d(ωk+1 ∧ π∗T ) = 0

where we use Stokes’ theorem for the last identity. BecauseB is assumed to be Kähler
(Condition II), Lemma 2.6 applied to the constant local system R, we know that
there is a smooth (1, 1)-form such that ηB = dχB. So the (1, 1)-form Q′ = ω−π∗χB
is a closed (1, 1)-form that restricts to be Kähler forms on each fiber. Let ωB be
a Kähler form on B, then for K � 1, the closed (1, 1)-form Q := Q′ + K · π∗ωB
becomes a Kähler form on X.

Remark 3.1. The above proof generalizes and simplifies the proof of [2, THÉORÉM
PRINCIPAL II] where Blanchard considered the special case when the holomorphic sub-
mersion π : X → B is isotrivial and and also satisfies an extra condition that π1(B)
acts trivially on H1(F ). In fact, Blanchard showed in [2, THÉRÉME II.1.I] that under
this triviality assumption and (Condition Ia), the (Condition Ib) is equivalent to the
condition that the transgression map H1(F ) → H2(B) is 0. Then he used this vanishing
of transgression map to carry out the construction of Kähler metrics in his original steps
corresponding to Step 3 and Step 4 above. Moreover because the analytic fiber bundle is
isotrivial, the standard Hodge theory for a Kähler manifold is sufficient for [2] instead of
Deligne’s Hodge theory for polarized variation of Hodge structures used in the above proof.
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Remark 3.2. If we know that the class [Q] contains a closed (1, 1)-form Q, then the
above construction can be greatly simplified as follows. We start with the (1, 1)-form ω
constructed by using partition of unity as at the beginning of this section. For any b ∈ B,
we can use the standard ∂∂̄-lemma to conclude that there exists ψb ∈ C∞(Xb,R) such
that ωb = Q|Xb +

√
−1∂∂̄ψb and

∫
Xb
ψbω

n
b = 0. Moreover, it is easy to see that ψb

depends smoothly on b ∈ B. This allows us to define a smooth function Ψ on X such that
Ψ|Xb = ψb. Define Q′ = Q +

√
−1∂∂̄Ψ. Then Q′ is a closed (1, 1)-form that restricts to

be a Kähler metric ωb on Xb. Choosing a Kähler metric ωB on B, Q′ +K · π∗ωB is then
a Kähler metric for K � 1.

If we just know that Q is a closed 2-form not necessarily of (1, 1)-type, then a similar
construction would only produces a Hermitian-Symplectic form on X. The Hermitian-
Symplectic structure will be discussed in the next section.

4 An application to Hermitian-Symplectic struc-

tures

Let X be a complex manifold and Q be a closed 2-form on X. Q is a Hermitian-Symplectic
(HS) structure precisely when Q satisfies the following two conditions.

1. Q is a symplectic form. In other words, QdimX is non-vanishing and dQ = 0.

2. If Q = Q2,0 + Q1,1 + Q0,2 is the decomposition of Q into differential forms of type
(2, 0), (1, 1) and (0, 2) respectively, then Q1,1 is a positive definite (1, 1)-form.

We are going to apply Theorem 1.2 to prove the following general result.

Proposition 4.1. Let π : X → B be a holomorphic submersion with Kähler fibers and a
Kähler base. Assume that X admits a Hermitian-Symplectic structure. Then the following
conditions are equivalent:

1. X is Kähler.

2. There exists [ω] ∈ H0(B,R2π∗R) that restricts to a Kähler class on each fiber F .

3. The variation of Hodge structure R2π∗R is polarizable.

4. X satisfies the ∂∂̄-lemma.

The rest of this section is devoted to proving Proposition 4.1 and deriving Theorem
1.3 as its corollary. Let F be any fiber of π. It is easy to see that χ = Q|F is a
Hermitian-Symplectic form on F . Because F is assumed to be Kähler, we have a Hodge
decomposition:

H2(F,C) = H2,0(F )⊕H1,1(F )⊕H0,2(F ), H0,2(F ) = H2,0(F ).

The cohomology class [χ] ∈ H2(F,C) decomposes as [χ] = [χ]2,0 + [χ]1,1 + [χ]0,2 with
respect to the above decomposition. On the contrast, if we denote by χ1,1 the (1, 1)-
component of the 2-form χ, then χ1,1 is in general only ∂∂̄-closed but not d-closed.

Proposition 4.2 ([14]). If χ is a Hermitian-Symplectic form on a Kähler manifold F ,
then [χ]1,1 is a Kähler class.

As pointed out in [14], this is a consequence of deep results from [6]. For the reader’s
convenience, we provide a quick proof.
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Proof. First one shows that [χ]1,1 is in the nef cone which is the closure of the Kähler
cone. By [6, Theorem 4.3], this is equivalent to the condition that for every irreducible
analytic subset Y ⊆ F , dim = p, and every Kähler class [ωF ] ∈ H1,1(F,R),∫

Y
[χ]1,1 ∧ ωp−1

F ≥ 0.

But for reason of the types, the above integral is equal to∫
Y

[χ] ∧ ωp−1
F =

∫
Y
χ ∧ ωp−1

F =

∫
Y
χ1,1 ∧ ωp−1

F ≥ 0.

For any α ∈ H1,1(F,R) and ε sufficiently small, the class [χ] + εα clearly also contains a
Hermitian-Symplectic form and hence [χ] + εα is also contained in the nef cone. So we
conclude that [χ]1,1 is in the interior of the nef cone which is nothing but the Kähler cone.

To proceed, we consider the following definition.

Definition 4.3 (see [10, Definition 4.96]). A symplectic manifold (F, χ) is of Lefschetz
type if the multiplication by [χ]n−1

L := L[χ] : H1(F,R)→ H2n−1(F,R), a 7→ a ∧ [χ]n−1 (20)

is an isomorphism.

Corollary 4.4. Let F be a Kähler manifold. If χ is a Hermitian-Symplectic form on F ,
then (F, χ) is of Lefschetz type.

Proof. By Poincaré duality, H1(F,R) and H2n−1(F,R) have the same dimension. So it is
enough to prove that L[χ] : H1(F,R)→ H2n−1(F,R) is injective.

Because F is Kähler, by the Hodge decomposition and Theorem 4.2, there exists a
Kähler form ωF and a (closed) holomorphic 2-form η such that [χ] = [ωF+η+η̄]. Moreover
we have the Hodge decomposition: H1(F,C) = H1,0(F )⊕H0,1(F ). So any α ∈ H1(F,R)
can be represented by a sum ξ + ξ̄ where ξ ∈ H0(F,Ω1

F ) is a closed holomorphic 1-form.
Assume that Ln−1(α) = 0. Then there exists an (2n− 2)-form φ such that:

(ωF + η + η̄)n−1 ∧ (ξ + ξ̄) = dφ

From this, we get (ωF + η + η̄)n−1 ∧ ξ ∧ ξ̄ = dφ∧ ξ̄ = d(φ∧ ξ̄). Integrating both sides, we
get: ∫

F
(ωF + η + η̄)n−1 ∧ (

√
−1ξ ∧ ξ̄) =

√
−1

∫
F
d(φ ∧ ξ̄) = 0.

By using the positivity of ωF , it is easy to verify that the left-hand-side is greater than∫
F ω

n−1
F ∧

√
−1ξ ∧ ξ̄ which implies that the L2-norm of ξ (with respect to ωF ) is equal 0.

So we conclude that ξ = 0 and hence α = 0.

Let (F, χ) be any symplectic manifold. Motivated by the Kähler case, we set:

H2(F,R)prim = Ker
(
Ln−1

[χ] : H2(F,R)→ H2n(F,R)
)
.
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Then it is easy to see that there is a direct sum decomposition:

H2(F,R) = H2(F,R) = R[χ]⊕H2(F,R)prim.

Indeed, it is easy to verify that R[χ] ∩H2(F,R)prim = {0} and any α ∈ H2(F,R) decom-
poses as

α =

(
[χ]n−1 · α

[χ]n
[χ]

)
+

(
α− [χ]n−1 · α

[χ]n
[χ]

)
∈ R[χ] +H2(F,R)prim.

So we have a Lefschetz-type decomposition in degree 2 for any symplectic manifold (cf.
[1]).

Proposition 4.5. Let π : X → B be a holomorphic submersion. Assume that there is
a closed form Q on X such that (Xb, Qb := Q|Xb) is a symplectic manifold of Lefschetz
type. Then any x ∈ H0(B,R2π∗R) extends to a global class in H2(X,R).

Proof. By the discussion in section 2.1, it is enough to prove that d2 : E0,2
2 → E2,1

2 and

d3 : E0,2
3 → E3,0

3 are both 0. We will adapt Deligne’s method for proving the degeneration
of Leray spectral sequence at the E2-page for projective submersions to the HS setting.

By the same argument as in [21, 4.2.2], because Q is closed, it induces a morphism of
local systems:

L := [Q]∪ : Rkπ∗R→ Rk+2π∗R. (21)

which is equal to L[Qb] = [Qb]∪ on the stalk at b ∈ B. For k = 1, 2, we have relative
Lefschetz decomposition:

R1π∗R = (R1π∗R)prim, R2π∗R = (L ·R0π∗R)⊕ (R2π∗R)prim

which induces the decomposition:

H0(B,R2π∗R) = L ·H0(B,R0π∗R)⊕H0(B, (R2π∗R)prim).

Because R0π∗R = R is a constant local system, L ·H0(B,R0π∗R) = R · [Q] and it is easy
to see that d2 : L ·H0(B,R0π∗R) → H2(B,R1π∗R) is equal to 0. So to show d2 = 0, it
is enough to show that d2 restricted to H0(B, (R2π∗R)prim) is equal to 0. Consider the
following commutative diagram.

H0(B, (R2π∗R)prim)

d2
��

Ln−1
// H0(B,R2nπ∗R)

d2
��

H2(B,R1π∗R)
Ln−1

// H2(B,R2n−1π∗R)

(22)

The top row is zero by the definition of (R2π∗R)prim. The bottom row is an isomorphism
by the assumption that (Xb, QXb) is of Lefschetz type. So we see that d2 on the left side
is indeed 0.

By using similar argument, we can easily prove that d2 : E1,1
2 → E3,0

2 is also 0. So we

get E0,2
3 = E0,2

2 and E3,0
3 = E3,0

2 . Then we can use the same argument as above to prove

that d3 : E0,2
3 → E3,0

3 = H3(B,R0π∗R) is also equal to 0. For example, we use the following
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commutative diagram to conclude that d3 restricted to E0,2
3 = H0(B, (R2π∗R)prim) is equal

to 0:

H0(B, (R2π∗R)prim)

d3
��

Ln=0 // H0(B,R2nπ∗R)

d3
��

H3(B,R0π∗R)
Ln

∼=
// H2(B,R2nπ∗R)

. (23)

Proof of Proposition 4.1. By Theorem 1.2 and Proposition 4.5, we know that condition
1 and condition 2 are equivalent (under the Hermitian-Symplectic assumption), and it is
well-known that they imply condition 3 and condition 4.

We show that condition 3 implies condition 2. We know that [Q] ∈ H0(B, V 2) is a
flat section of the local system V 2 = R2π∗R with respect to the Gauss-Manin connection.
If the associated variation of Hodge structure on V 2 is polarized (condition 3), then by
Deligne’s Hodge theory as explained in section 2.3 the (1, 1)-component of [Q] is also flat
so that [Q]1,1 ∈ H0(B, V 2). By Proposition 4.2, we know that [Q]1,1 restricts to Kähler
class on each fiber. But this means exactly condition 2.

Finally we show that condition 4 implies (Condition I) of Theorem 1.1. If X satisfies
the ∂∂̄-lemma, then by the well-known result of [5] X admits a Hodge decomposition and
the restriction morphism f∗b : H2(X,R)→ H2(Xb,R) is a morphism of Hodge structures.
Let [Q]1,1 be the (1, 1)-component of [Q] in the Hodge decomposition of H2(X,C). Then
[Q]1,1 is represented by a closed (1, 1)-form and it restricts to become the (1, 1)-component
of [Q|Xb ] ∈ H2(Xb,R). By Proposition 4.2, [Q|Xb ]1,1 is Kähler. So by Theorem 1.1 (or
more easily by Remark 3.2), we can construct a Kähler form on the total space X.

Proof of Theorem 1.3. Assume that Q is a Hermitian-Symplectic form on X.
In case 1, we know that the Kodaira-Spencer class is 0. So by the formula (16) we

know that θ = 0 = θ̄ in the decomposition of Gauss-Manin connection in (15). As
a consequence, the Gauss-Manin connection preserves the decomposition E0(B, V 2) =
E0(B, V 2)2,0⊕E0(B, V 2)1,1⊕E0(B, V 2)0,2. So the (1, 1)-component of the flat section [Q]
is also flat. By Proposition 4.2, we know that [Q]1,1 restricts to Kähler class on each fiber.
So we conclude by Proposition 4.1.

In case 2, there is a natural polarization of V 1
C = R1π∗RC = H1,0 ⊕H0,1. Indeed, for

any b ∈ Xb, ξ, η ∈ H1,0(Xb), define:

〈ξ, η̄〉 =
√
−1

∫
Xb

ξ ∧ η̄ ∧Qn−1.

Then because Q is closed and Q1,1 is positive definite, it is easy to see that defines a
polarization on V 1

C , which also induces a polarization on V 2 = ∧2V 1. So we can conclude
by Proposition 4.1.

In both case 3 and case 4, we know that the (1, 1)-component of [Q]|Xb satisfies the
condition 2 of Proposition 4.1. We also remark that the dimension of H2,0(Xb) does
not depend on b ∈ B by the invariance of Hodge numbers of Kähler manifolds under
deformations (see [21, Proposition 9.20, vI.9.3.2]).
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We end this paper by briefly proposing a natural problem, which is based on commu-
nications with Weiyi Zhang.

Problem: Extend the main results in this paper to more general holomorphic maps. In
fact, in the case of elliptic fibrations (with singular fibers) in high dimensions, Nakayama
had derived similar type of Kählerian criterion based on a delicate study of such structures
(see [15, 16]). On the other hand, Thurston’s construction of symplectic structures has
been generalized to the setting of Lefschetz pencils by Gompf ([12]). Correspondingly, we
expect that Zucker’s generalization of Deligne’s result in [23] and a careful treatment near
the singular fibers of Lefschetz pencils should lead to a generalization of the Kählerian
criteria in this paper.
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