
CHARACTERISTIC FORMS OF COMPLEX CARTAN
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BENJAMIN McKAY

Abstract. Characteristic class relations in Dolbeault cohomology follow
from the existence of a holomorphic Cartan geometry (for example, a holo-
morphic conformal structure or a holomorphic projective connection). These
relations can be calculated directly from the representation theory of the struc-
ture group, without selecting any metric or connection or having any knowledge
of the Dolbeault cohomology groups of the manifold. This paper improves on
its predecessor [34] by allowing noncompact and non-Kähler manifolds and by
deriving invariants in cohomology of vector bundles, not just in scalar Dolbeault
cohomology, and computing relations involving Chern–Simons invariants in
Dolbeault cohomology. For the geometric structures previously considered in its
predecessor, this paper gives stronger results and simplifies the computations.
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1. Introduction

Geometers have developed an extensive knowledge of holomorphic geometric
structures on smooth projective varieties, and on many other complex manifolds.
These geometric structures are rare, while meromorphic geometric structures are far
too common. So is it natural to seek important special examples of meromorphic
geometric structures. We prepare for the arrival of such structures by considering
how we might compute residue integrals of invariants, i.e. Chern–Simons invariants,
around their singularities.

We prove that any invariant polynomial relation between Atiyah classes of homo-
geneous holomorphic vector bundles on the model of a holomorphic Cartan geometry
is also satisfied on that holomorphic Cartan geometry in Dolbeault cohomology.
Our work is similar to the construction of [17], building a holomorphic cohomology
theory directly in the structure equations of these geometric structures.

2. Holomorphic Cartan geometries

2.1. Notation. Denote the Lie algebra of a Lie group H as h, and similarly denote
the Lie algebra of any Lie group by the corresponding fraktur font expression. All
Lie groups are complex analytic and finite dimensional. All H-modules are finite
dimensional and holomorphic. Denote the left invariant Maurer–Cartan 1-form on
H as h´1dh. Take a holomorphic right principal bundle H E M . For each
vector v P h, denote also by v the associated vector field on E: for any x P E,

vpxq “
d

dt

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

t“0
x etv.

If we wish to be more precise, we denote the vector field v on E as vE . For any
H-action on a manifold X, denote by EˆHX the quotient of EˆX by the diagonal
right H-action pe, xqh “ peh, h´1xq. If V is a complex analytic H-module, denote
the associated vector bundle by V :“ E ˆH V .
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2.2. Cartan geometries. A complex homogeneous space pX,Gq is a complex man-
ifold X and a complex Lie group G with a holomorphic transitive action on X. A
morphism of complex homogeneous spaces pϕ,Φq : pX,Gq Ñ pX 1, G1q is a holomor-
phic map ϕ : X Ñ X 1 equivariant for a holomorphic Lie group morphism Φ: GÑ G1.
Pick a point x0 P X and let H :“ Gx0 be the stabilizer. Denote by g be the Lie
algebra of G. A holomorphic Cartan geometry, modelled on pX,Gq, on a complex
manifold M is a holomorphic principal H-bundle H Ñ E ÑM and a holomorphic
connection ω P Ω1

EG
bGg on the associated principal G-bundle EG :“ EˆHG so that

the inclusion E Ñ EG is complementary to the horizontal space pω “ 0q Ă TEG.
We also denote by ω the pullback of ω to E.

2.3. Soldering. Let g´ :“ g{h. The soldering form is the 1-form ω´ :“ ω ` h P
Ω1
E ˆ

H pg{hq. Let πM : E Ñ M be the obvious quotient map M “ E{H. The
soldering form yields a surjective vector bundle morphism

TM Ñ E ˆH g´

by taking each e P E and vector v P TeE, say with πEpeq “ m P M , to both
π1Epeqv P TmM and to pe, wq P E ˆ g´ by w “ v ω ` h. Let H` Ď H be a closed
complex subgroup acting trivially on g´. Let H :“ H{H` and E :“ E{H`. This
morphism descends to

TM – E ˆH g´.

Motivated by this isomorphism, our goal is not to find characteristic classes of E
but of E.

2.4. Curvature. Since ω is a connection on EG, its curvature

Ω :“ dω `
1
2 rωωs

is semibasic, so pulls back to E to be a multiple of
ω2
´ P Ω2

E b
H Λ2g´,

say Ω “ Kω2
´.

2.5. Langlands decompositions. A Langlands decomposition of a complex Lie
group H is a semidirect product decomposition H “ H0 ˙H` in closed complex
subgroups, where H` is a connected and simply connected solvable complex Lie
group and H0 is a reductive complex linear algebraic group. For example:

(1) This definition generalizes the usual Langlands decomposition of any para-
bolic subgroups of any complex semisimple Lie group [29] p. 481.

(2) Every connected and simply connected complex Lie group H admits a
Langlands decomposition in which H0 is a maximal semisimple subgroup
and H` is the solvradical [41] p. 244 theorem 3.18.13.

(3) Any connected complex Lie group H admits a faithful holomorphic repre-
sentation just when it admits a Langlands decomposition in which H0 is
a complex linearly reductive group and H` is the nilradical [24] p. 595
theorem 16.2.7.

(4) Every complex linear algebraic group H (perhaps disconnected) admits a
Langlands decomposition in which H0 Ă H is a maximal reductive subgroup
and H` Ă H is the unipotent radical [26] p. 117 theorem 4.3. In all of our
examples below, H will be complex linear algebraic.

Every connected and simply connected solvable complex Lie group H` is biholo-
morphic to complex affine space [24] p. 543 theorem 14.3.8, and so is a contractible
Stein manifold.

Take a complex homogeneous space pX,Gq, a point x0 P X, define H :“ Gx0

and denote the Lie algebra of H Ď G as h Ď g. A Langlands decomposition of a
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complex homogeneous space pX,Gq with X “ G{H is a Langlands decomposition
H “ G0 ˙G` together with a splitting g “ g´ ‘ g0 ‘ g` into G0-modules. We will
usually insist also that G` acts trivially on g´ :“ g{h, so that the tangent bundle of
X is an associated vector bundle of the principal right bundle G0 “ H{G` Ñ G{G`.

2.6. Infinitesimal characteristic forms. Take a complex homogeneous space
with Langlands decomposition, in our notation as above. Take a finite dimensional
g0-module V . The Atiyah form a “ aV is the element

a P g˚` b g˚´ b glV .

given by
apx, yq “ ´ρV ˝ projg0

prxysq ,

for x P g`, y P g´. If V is not specified, we take V :“ g0 in the adjoint representation.
(Note that we do not require that V be a G0-module, so there might not be an
associated vector bundle.) The Chern forms ck are

ck P Symk
pg` b g´q

˚

given by

det
ˆ

I `
i

2πa
˙

“ 1` c1 ` c2 ` ¨ ¨ ¨ “ c.

Analogously define the Chern character forms and Todd forms. More generally, if
f is a g0-invariant complex symmetric multilinear form on g0, say of degree k, we
associate to f the element, denoted by the same name,

f P Symk
pg` b g´q

˚

given by
fpa, . . . , aq.

The Chern–Simons form of f is

Tf pu, v, w`, w´q :“
k´1
ÿ

j“0
ajfpu, v, . . . , v

loomoon

j

, apw`, w´q , . . . , apw`, w´q
loooooooooooooooomoooooooooooooooon

k´j´1

q

where

aj :“ p´1qjpk ´ 1q!
pk ` jq!pk ´ 1´ jq!

and

u, v P g0,

w` P g`,

w´ P g´.

(N.B. the expression for aj is not the same as in the paper of Chern and Simons
[16]; their Aj is Aj “ aj{2j .) The splitting principle: if 0 Ñ U Ñ V Ñ W Ñ 0 is
an exact sequence of g0-modules, extend a basis of U into a basis of V , so

aV “

ˆ

aU ˚

0 aW

˙

and compute the determinant: cpUqcpW q “ cpV q. The tangent bundle Atiyah form
is

aT : x P g`, y P g´, z P g´ ÞÑ
apx, yqz ` apx, zqy

2 .
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3. Characteristic classes

3.1. The Atiyah bundle. We review some well known material to establish nota-
tion and terminology, following the standard references [3, 16]. Take a holomorphic
right principal bundle

H E

M

π .

Let adE :“ E ˆH h. The H-invariant exact sequence

0 kerπ1 TE π˚TM 0π1

of vector bundles on E quotients by H-action to an exact sequence of vector bundles
on M :

0 adE AtE TM 0
with middle term AtE “ TE{H the Atiyah bundle. A holomorphic (C8) splitting
s of this exact sequence determines and is determined by a holomorphic (C8)
p1, 0q-connection ω “ ωs for the bundle E ÑM , which is the unique p1, 0q-form so
that spvq ω “ 0 and w ω “ w for w P h, i.e. the splitting lifts each tangent vector
to its horizontal lift [3]. Write the section as s “ sω.

3.2. The connection bundle. The connection bundle of E is the affine subbundle
AE Ă T˚M bM AtE consisting of complex linear maps which split the sequence
over some point of M ; AE ÑM is a holomorphic bundle of affine spaces, modelled
on the vector bundle T˚M bM adE . So holomorphic pC8q p1, 0q-connections are
precisely holomorphic pC8q sections of the connection bundle AE . Differences of
two connections lie in T˚M b adE . The Atiyah class of H Ñ E ÑM is the class in
H1pM,T˚M b adEq given by differences of holomorphic connections on open subsets
of M . Each element v P AtE,m is an H-invariant section of TE|Em

Ñ π˚TM |Em
.

Each fiber AE,m is the set of all H-invariant sections ω of
T˚E b h|Em

so that v ω “ v for v P h with H-invariance:
ωeh “ Ad´1

h r´1˚
h ωe

for h P H.
Denote the bundle map as δ : AE ÑM , with pullback

E ˆM AE E

AE M.

∆

δ

Each point x P E ˆM AE can be represented uniquely as x “ pm, e, ω0q for some
m P M , e P Em, ω0 : TeE Ñ h so that w ω0 “ w for w P h. Conversely, every
such triple pm, e, ω0q represents a unique point x P E ˆM AE . The map ∆ is
then expressed as ∆pxq “ ∆pm, e, ω0q “ e. The right action of H on E ˆM AE is
represented by

pm, e, ω0qh “ pm, eh, ω
1
0q

where
ω10 “ Ad´1

h pω0 ˝ r
´1
h

1
q.

There is a holomorphic connection ω on E ˆM AE defined for a tangent vector
v P Tx pE ˆM AEq by v ω “ p∆1pxqvq ω0 [5]. Given a holomorphic pC8q p1, 0q-
connection ω0 on E Ñ M , map Φ: e P E Ñ Φpeq :“ pm, e, ω0q P E ˆM AE and
compose with the bundle map π : EˆM AE Ñ AE to get a section of the connection
bundle. Pullback the bundle E ˆM AE by the section to get a map ϕ : E Ñ AE ,
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so that ϕ˚E ˆM AE “ E has pullback connection ϕ˚ω “ ω0. The Dolbeault class
rpdω0q

1,1s is the Dolbeault representative of the Atiyah class.
The connection bundle of a vector bundle is the connection bundle of its associated

principal bundle.
If V is a finite dimensional h-module, it might not be an H-module, so there

might be no associated vector bundle, but we can still define an Atiyah class. Write
our module’s h-action as ρ : h Ñ glV . The h-module ρphq Ă glV is an H-module,
since h is an H-module. Each local choice of holomorphic connection ω on E gives
a differential form ρ ˝ ω valued in ρphq. The Atiyah class of H Ñ E Ñ M is the
class apM,V q P H1`M,T˚M b pE ˆH ρphqq

˘

given by differences of such forms on
overlaps of open subsets of M , even though V need not exist; we say that V is the
ghost of a departed vector bundle. Write the module action as ρV : h ÞÑ glV . For
any p1, 0q-connection ω on E, the p1, 1q-form pρV ˝ dωq

1,1 is semibasic, valued in
E ˆH ρphq, representing that Atiyah class in Dolbeault cohomology.

3.3. Connection bundles of Cartan geometries. Take a complex homogeneous
space pX,Gq with Langlands decomposition. Take a holomorphic Cartan geometry
E Ñ M with model pX,Gq. Take a point m P M , a point e P Em and a tangent
vector v P TmM . Let e :“ eG` “ qpeq. Applying the Langlands decomposition to
the Cartan connection ω, which is valued in g: write it as

ω “ ω´ ` ω0 ` ω`,

to define its projections to g´, g0, g`. Let E :“ E{G` and denote the projection
map as πE : e P E ÞÑ e P E. The 1-form ω0, being semibasic, determines a covector
ωe : TeE Ñ g0 for each e P E, uniquely defined by π˚Eωe “ ω0. Map

Φ: e P E ÞÑ pm, e, ωeq P E ˆM AE

which we quotient by G0-action to get

E E ˆM AE E

E{G0 AE M

Φ ∆

φ δ

applying the commutative diagram of section 3.1 on the preceding page but to E
instead of E.

Lemma 3.1. Φ˚ω “ ω0.

Proof. For m PM , e P Em, v P TeE, let

x :“ pm, e, ωeq “ Φpeq P E ˆM AE .

so ∆pxq “ ∆pm, e, ωeq “ e. Compute

v pΦ˚ωqe “ Φ1peqv ωx,

“ ∆1pxqΦ1peqv ωe,

“ p∆ ˝ Φq1peqv ωe,

“ π1Epeqv ωe,

“ v π˚Eωe,

“ v ω0.

�
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Since ω is a holomorphic connection, we find its curvature is Ω :“ dω ` 1
2 rωωs,

and pulls back to Ω0 :“ dω0 `
1
2 rω0ω0s, even though ω0 is not a connection. The

Bianchi identity dΩ “ rΩωs ensures the analogous identity dΩ0 “ rΩ0ω0s even
though ω0 is not a connection and Ω0 is not the curvature of a connection.

Similarly, for any G0-invariant complex polynomial function f : g0 Ñ C, thought
of as a symmetric multilinear form, the expression

fE :“ fpΩ0, . . . ,Ω0q

is the pullback of the Chern form fEˆM AE
for the connection ω on the bundle

E ˆM AE Ñ AE . In particular, fE is a closed holomorphic differential form.
Similarly define

Tf,E :“ Tf pω0, rω0ω0s, ω`, ω´q,

which is the pullback of the Chern–Simons form Tf,EˆM AE
, hence dTf,E “ fE .

Note that g0 ‘ g` “ h Ď g is a Lie subalgebra, so

0 “ rg0g0s´ “ 0,
0 “ rg0g`s´ “ 0,
0 “ rg`g`s´ “ 0.

Also g` Ď h is an ideal so
0 “ rg`g`s0.

Moreover g` acts trivially on g{h, so

0 “ rg`g´s´ “ 0.

Finally, g´, g0, g` are G0-modules, so

0 “ rg0g´s0 “ 0,
0 “ rg0g´s` “ 0,
0 “ rg0g0s` “ 0,
0 “ rg0g`s0 “ 0.

Split by Langlands decomposition our expression for the curvature of any Cartan
connection,

Ω “ dω `
1
2 rωωs “ Kω2

´ :

as,

Ω` “ dω´ `
1
2 rω´ω0s´ `

1
2 rω0ω´s´,

“ K´ω
2
´ ´

1
2 rω´ω´s´,

Ω0 “ dω0 `
1
2 rω0ω0s `

1
2 rω`ω´s0 `

1
2 rω´ω`s0,

“ K0ω
2
´ ´

1
2 rω´ω´s0,

Ω` “ dω` `
1
2 rω´ω`s `

1
2 rω`ω´s `

1
2 rω0ω`s `

1
2 rω`ω0s `

1
2 rω`ω`s,

“ K`ω
2
´ ´

1
2 rω´ω´s`.
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Under action of any h` P G`,

r˚h`

¨

˝

ω´
ω0
ω`

˛

‚“ r˚h`ω,

“ Ad´1
h`
ω,

“

¨

˝

I 0 0
´π0h` I 0

pI ´Ad´1
h`
qπ0h` ´Ad´1

h`
π`h` Ad´1

h`
´I Ad´1

h`

˛

‚

¨

˝

ω´
ω0
ω`

˛

‚.

3.4. Smooth reduction of structure group. Take a complex homogeneous
space pX,Gq with Langlands decomposition. Take a holomorphic Cartan geometry
E Ñ M with that model. Split the Cartan connection ω “ ω´ ` ω0 ` ω`. Then
ω´ P Ω1

E b
H g´ is the soldering form and ω0 P Ω1

E b
G0 g0 is the pseudoconnection

form.
Since H{G0 is contractible, E{G0 ÑM admits a C8 section s : M Ñ E{G0 i.e.

a C8 G0-reduction of structure group. The 1-form ω0 on E pulls back to a 1-form
ω0 on s˚E. Let E :“ E{G`, a holomorphic principal right H-bundle H E M .
The 1-form ω0 extends from s˚E to a unique 1-form on E – s˚E which we also
denote ω0, and which satisfies v ω0 “ v for v P g0.

Lemma 3.2. The 1-form ω0 on E associated to any C8 (or holomorphic) G0-
reduction is a C8 (holomorphic) p1, 0q-connection 1-form.

Proof. Pick a point pm, eq P s˚E, i.e. with m P M and e P Em and eG0 “ spmq.
So ω0 at the corresponding point of E is the 1-form which pulls back by E Ñ E
to become ω0 at the point e. If we replace pm, eq by some point pm, ehq, for some
h P H,

r˚hω0 “ Ad´1
h ω0.

In particular, if h P G`, then r˚hω0 “ ω0. By definition, we extend s˚ω0 to E by
H-equivariance. Since ω0 is complex linear on tangent spaces of E, ωe is complex
linear on tangent spaces of E. For any v P h, v ω “ v, so v ω0 “ v. �

3.5. Characteristic forms and classes. The Atiyah form, kth Chern form, Chern
character form, Todd form, etc. of a Cartan geometry with Cartan connection ω is
the form identified by ω with the Atiyah form, kth Chern form, Chern character
form, Todd form, etc. and similarly for any G0-invariant homogeneous polynomial
function f : g0 Ñ C.

Lemma 3.3. The Atiyah class, kth Chern class, and so on, in Dolbeault cohomology
of the bundle E ÑM of a Cartan connection E ÑM with Langlands decomposition
is the class of the p1, 1q-part, pk, kq-part, and so on, of the pullback by a C8 section
s of the Atiyah form.

Proof. The Atiyah class [3] of E is represented by

apM,Eq “ rB̄ω0s “
“

pdω0q
1,1‰ .

If we pick any C8 reduction, the 2-form pdω0q
1,1 pulls back to s˚E to become

´projg0

´

ρgpω
0,1
` q ^ ω´

¯

,

where w P g ÞÑ projhpwq P h is the G0-invariant linear projection. The Atiyah class
is represented by

pdω0q
1,1 “ ´projg0

´

ρgpω
0,1
` q ^ ω´

¯

P V 1,1
M
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where V Ă g0 is the projection to g0 of the span of

ρgpg`qpg´q Ă g.

�

Example 3.4. If the first Chern form of a complex homogeneous space vanishes,
then every complex manifold with a Cartan geometry modelled on that complex
homogeneous space has a holomorphic connection on its canonical bundle.

Corollary 3.5. For a complex manifold admitting a holomorphic Cartan geometry,
whose model has a Langlands decomposition with G` acting trivially on g{h, the
Atiyah class of the tangent bundle is the p1, 1q-part of the pullback by any C8 section
of the form identified by the Cartan connection with the tangent bundle Atiyah form.

The symmetry of the tangent bundle Atiyah class is well known. If T Ă G0 is
a Cartan subgroup, then T has conjugates Zariski dense in G0. So the invariant
polynomials are determined by their values on T , so expressed in terms of T -weights.
Relations among the T -weights acting on g0 give equations on the Chern classes
in Dolbeault cohomology. Our main aim in this paper is to improve on those well
known equations.

Theorem 3.6. For any holomorphic pX,Gq-geometry, the Atiyah class of any
vector bundle associated to any g-module vanishes, and hence the Chern classes and
all of their associated Chern–Simons classes except perhaps Tc1 .

Proof. The Atiyah classes are pulled back from EG, which has the Cartan connection
as a holomorphic connection, so all Atiyah classes vanish. The Chern–Simons classes
are pp` 1, pq parts of polynomials in the curvature, so vanish except perhaps for
p “ 0, i.e. Tc1 . �

Therefore the Atiyah classes of any Cartan geometry modelled on a complex
homogeneous space pX,Gq lie in the quotient of Atiyah classes of the h-modules by
those of the g-modules as defined above. We will adopt a formal cohomology theory
below in which the associated formal Atiyah classes vanish.

4. Example: projective connections

A projective connection is a Cartan geometry modelled on pX,Gq “ pPn,PSLn`1q.
So H Ă PSLV is the stabilizer of a point of projective space, i.e. the set of matrices
(defined up to n` 1 root of unity scalar multiple) of the form

„

g0
0 g0

i

0 gij



with i, j “ 1, 2, . . . , n. The subgroup G` Ď H consists of the matrices of the form
„

1 g0
i

0 δij



.

Recall the conventional notation [15]. Write the Cartan connection not as ω but
as Ω P Ω1

E b gln`1. Define

ωi :“ Ωi0,
ωij :“ Ωij ´ δijΩ0

0,

ωi “ Ω0
i ,
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so that

Ω0
0 “ ´

1
n` 1ω

i
i ,

Ωi0 “ ωi,

Ωij “ ωij ´
δijω

k
k

n` 1 ,

Ω0
i “ ωi.

In this notation, the structure equations of a projective connection expand out to

0 “ dωi ` ωij ^ ω
j ,

0 “ dωij ` ω
i
k ^ ω

k
j ´ pδ

i
jωk ` δ

i
kωjq ^ ω

k,

0 “ dωi ´ ω
j
i ^ ωj

modulo first and second order torsion, i.e. the curvature of the Cartan connection.
The group G “ PSLn`1 acts transitively on all complex bases of tangent spaces

of Pn. Hence the bundle E is the frame bundle of the manifold M . Its Atiyah class
is represented by

apTMq “ dωij ` ω
i
k ^ ω

k
j “ pδ

i
jωk ` δ

i
kωjq ^ ω

k

modulo torsion. Taking trace gives the first Chern class representation:

2πc1pTMq “ pn` 1q
?
´1ωk ^ ωk.

For simplicity of notation, denote g´ as Cn. So g` “ Cn˚ and g0 “ gln. Take
G0 Ă H to be the matrices

„

g0
0 0
0 gij



,

giving a Langlands decomposition. The Atiyah class is represented by an element

a P g˚` b g˚´ b g0 “ Cn b Cn˚ b pCn b Cn˚q,

given, for x P g` “ Cn˚ and y, z P Cn, by

apx, yqz “ zpx ¨ yq ` ypx ¨ zq.

The first Chern class in Dolbeault cohomology is represented by the first Chern
form

2πc1px, yq “
?
´1pn` 1qx ¨ y.

Hence
?
´1pn` 1qa “ 2πI b c1 ` 2πc1 b I.

We recover:

Theorem 4.1 (Molzon and Mortensen [35]). Take a complex manifold M with a
holomorphic projective connection. Then, in Dolbeault cohomology,

?
´1p1` dimMqapTMq “ 2πI b c1pTMq ` 2πc1pTMq b I.

Conversely, Molzon and Mortensen prove that if this condition is satisfied, then
the complex manifold admits a holomorphic projective connection, which can be
chosen to be normal.

Corollary 4.2. A holomorphic projective connection on a complex manifold arises
from a holomorphic affine connection just when the complex manifold has c1 “ 0 in
Dolbeault cohomology.
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The bundle Op1q Ñ Pn is acted on by SLn`1, but not by PSLn`1. Let Ĥ Ă SLn`1
be the set of matrices of the form

g “

ˆ

g0
0 g0

i

0 gij

˙

and let
ρpgq “

1
g0

0
.

For any integer d, let Cd be C but with Ĥ-module structure imposed by ρd :“ ρd. Let
Opdq be the associated line bundle Opdq “:“ SLn`1ˆ

ρCd. The group H Ă PSLn`1
is the image of Ĥ Ă SLn`1, i.e. Ĥ modulo pn ` 1q-roots of unity. Hence Cd is
an H-module just when n ` 1 divides d. The subalgebra of h acting trivially on
Cd contains g`, so Cd is an h “ h{g`-module. For a projective connection, when
n` 1 does not divide d, Opdq is not an associated bundle. By our general theory
of characteristic classes, it still has an Atiyah class apOpdqq, and Chern classes
ckpOpdqq. Hence it is convenient to write this h-module Cd also as Opdq.

Recall V :“ Cn`1 is the obvious g-module as g “ sln`1; note that this is not a
trivial representation. By theorem 3.6 on page 9, the Atiyah class of the vector
bundle V associated to V vanishes on any projective connection geometry. So we
can work modulo this Atiyah class. The theory above describing Atiyah forms does
not apply to V , as it has nontrivial G`-action, so is not defined on E.

Note that Op´1q Ă V is an Ĥ-submodule and tensoring gives O Ă V b Op1q.
Recall the Euler sequence on Pn:

0 Ñ O Ñ V bOp1q Ñ T Ñ 0
where T “ g{h.

Let us rewrite this directly in terms of a projective connection on a manifold:
aV pMq “ ρV p∇ωq,

“ ∇Ω´
ˆ

0 0
∇ωi 0

˙

,

“ 0´ 0
up to torsion terms.

Let us consider this vanishing more geometrically. Locally (say on a cover by open
sets Ma ĂM), we can lift any H-bundle E ÑM to a Ĥ-bundle Ea ÑMa and in
doing so lift the projective connection to a holomorphic Cartan geometry modelled
on pPn, Ĝq, Ĝ :“ SLn`1q. So Ω is a holomorphic connection for the associated vector
bundle Ea ˆĤCn`1. Indeed it suffices to note that V is a Ĝ-module, and so the
Cartan connection extends to a holomorphic connection on the associated Ĝ-bundle.
So the Atiyah class vanishes: aV “ 0 on each Ea. But the Atiyah classes in these
calculations, as ghost vector bundle Atiyah classes, are defined on E and pull back
to each Ea to have this same representation as a differential form, and so aV “ 0
on E.

Apply the splitting principle to the Euler sequence:
cpV bOp1qq “ cpOp1q‘n`1q “ p1` c1Op1qqn`1 “ cpT q

in Dolbeault cohomology and therefore
pn` 1qc1pOp1qq “ c1pT q.

Theorem 4.3. On any n-dimensional complex manifold with holomorphic projective
connection,

pn` 1qkckpT q “
ˆ

n` 1
k

˙

ck1pT q
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in Chern forms modulo torsion and curvature, and hence also as Chern classes in
Dolbeault cohomology. Equivalently

1` ch “ pn` 1qec1{pn`1q

in Chern forms modulo torsion and curvature, and hence also as Chern classes in
Dolbeault cohomology.

We can compute this more directly in the structure equations, using the Chern
character, as

p´2πiqc1 “ pn` 1qωi ^ ωi.
(Note that we actually compute such things formally, as polynomials in the formal
Atiyah class, but we can do so as if we are working with the differential forms of the
structure equations.) It helps to write ωij to mean ωi ^ ωj , ω j

i to mean ωi ^ ωj ,
and so on. Similarly aijk` means aijak` and so on. Set chj :“ chjpT q to be the Chern
character components,

p´2πiqjj! chj “ a
i1i2...ij´1ij
i2i3...ij i1

,

“ pδi1i2ω
k
k ` ω i1

i2
q . . . pδ

ij
i1
ω k
k ` ω

ij
i1
q,

“ npω k
k q

j

`

j´1
ÿ

p“0

ˆ

j

p

˙

pω k
k q

pω
i1 i2... ij´p

i2 i3 ...i1
,

“ npω k
k q

j

`

j´1
ÿ

p“0

ˆ

j

p

˙

pω k
k q

pp´1qj´pωi1 i2 ...ij´p

i2 i3... i1
,

“ npω k
k q

j

`

j´1
ÿ

p“0

ˆ

j

p

˙

pω k
k q

pp´1qj´p`1ω
i1 i2... ij´p

i1 i2 ...ij´p
,

“

˜

n`
j´1
ÿ

p“0

ˆ

j

p

˙

p´1qj´p`1

¸

pω k
k q

j ,

“ pn` 1q pω k
k q

j

so that

chj
n` 1 “

´

ch1
n`1

¯j

j!
for j “ 1, 2, . . .. So finally

1` ch “ pn` 1qec1{pn`1q.

4.1. Chern–Simons forms. As a symmetric polynomial on h, let

ch1j :“ chj ´
pn` 1q
j!

ˆ

c1
n` 1

˙j

.

We have found above that ch1j “ 0 in Dolbeault cohomology on any complex
manifold with holomorphic projective connection. Hence Tch1

j
drops to define a

class in Dolbeault cohomology, the associated Chern–Simons class, on any complex
manifold with a holomorphic projective connection.
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Theorem 4.4. If a complex manifold M of complex dimension n admits a holo-
morphic projective connection then in Dolbeault cohomology 0 “ ch12 “ ¨ ¨ ¨ “ ch1n
and

n
ÿ

j“2

ˆ

j

2

˙

Tch1
j
“ Tch12 ^ e

c1{pn`1q.

Proof. Note that the Atiyah class of a projective connection is

aij “ δijωk ^ ω
k ` ωj ^ ω

i.

Hence the Chern–Simons invariant is

jp´2πiqjj!Tchj
“ ωi1i2 ^ a

i2
i3
^ . . .^ a

ij
i1

` ai1i2 ^ ω
i2
i3
^ . . .^ a

ij
i1

` . . .

` ai1i2 ^ a
i2
i3
^ . . .^ ω

ij
i1
,

“ ωi1i2 ^ a
i2
i3
^ . . .^ a

ij
i1

` ωi2i3 ^ a
i3
i4
^ . . .^ a

ij
i1
^ ai1i2

` . . .

` ω
ij
i1
^ ai1i2 ^ a

i2
i3
^ . . .^ a

ij´1
ij

,

“ jωi1i2 ^ a
i2
i3
^ . . .^ a

ij
i1
.

Sum over over all ways to pick p of the Atiyah class expressions (of which there are
j´1 in all) to expand out as δi`´1

i`
ωk^ω

k and j´1´p to expand out as ωi` ^ωi`´1 :

p´2πiqjj!Tchj “

j´1
ÿ

p“0

ˆ

j ´ 1
p

˙

pω k
k q

p ^ ω
i1 i2... ij´p

i2i3 ...i1

“ pω k
k q

j´1 ^ ωii `
j´2
ÿ

p“0

ˆ

j ´ 1
p

˙

p´1qj´p´1pω k
k q

p ^ ω
i1i2 ...ij´p

i2 i3... i1

“ pω k
k q

j´1 ^ ωii `

˜

j´2
ÿ

p“0

ˆ

j ´ 1
p

˙

p´1qj´p´1

¸

pω k
k q

j´2 ^ ωi1i2i2 i1

“ pω k
k q

j´2 ^ pωi kik ` ωi ``i q

“

ˆ

´2πic1
n` 1

˙j´2
2p´2πiq2Tch2 .

Dividing off ´2πi factors:

j!Tchj
“ 2Tch2

ˆ

c1
n` 1

˙j´2
,

which we can write as
ˆ

j

2

˙

Tchj
“ Tch2 ^

1
pj ´ 2q!

ˆ

c1
n` 1

˙j´2
.

Similarly
Tchj

1
“ Tc1 ^ c

j´1
1 ,

from which the result follows. �
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5. Example: 1-flat foliations

Consider a complex manifold M bearing a holomorphic projective connection and
a holomorphic subbundle of the tangent bundle. As a model, fix a projective linear
subspace Pp´1 Ă Pp`q and let X “ Pp`q´Pp´1. Foliate by taking all p-dimensional
projective subspaces containing Pp´1. Write Pp´1 as the projectivization of the
linear subspace of vectors

¨

˝

0
xi

0

˛

‚.

The group G of all projective transformations preserving Pp´1 acts transitively on
X fixing that foliation, consisting of elements

»

–

g0
0 0 g0

J

gi0 gij giJ
gI0 0 gIJ

fi

fl P PSLp`q`1 .

The reader familiar with the method of equivalence will see that this model emerges
from application of the method [18], being the unique example of maximal dimen-
sional symmetry group of a holomorphic projective connection with a holomorphic
subbundle of the tangent bundle. We take the projective connection E1 Ñ M ,
and consider the subbundle E2 Ă E1 on which the soldering form identifies ele-
ments of the given vector subbundle V Ă TM with elements of Cp ‘ 0 Ă Cp`q.
On this subbundle, ωIi vanishes on the vertical directions, so is semibasic, say
ωIi “ tIijω

j ` tIiJω
J . The antisymmetric part tIij ´ tIji is the obstruction to V being

a foliation. The symmetric part remaining is the shape operator; [37] p. 31. The
reduction of structure group following the method of equivalence is not of constant
type in general, so to ensure constant type we insist that will only study totally
geodesic holomorphic foliations, i.e. tIij “ 0.

Differentiating the equation ωIi “ tIijω
j ` tIiJω

J , we find that dtIiI “ qωi ` t
I
jIω

j
i

modulo semibasic terms. The set of points E Ă E1 at which tIiI “ 0 is a principal
H-subbundle, where H is the set of all elements of G of the form

»

–

g0
0 0 g0

J

0 gij giJ
0 0 gIJ

fi

fl .

Consider the subgroup G0 of elements of the form
»

–

g0
0 0 0
0 gij 0
0 0 gIJ

fi

fl

and the subgroup G` of elements of the form
»

–

1 0 g0
J

0 δij giJ
0 0 δIJ

fi

fl .

Since our model has no further reduction of structure group, the method of equiva-
lence finishes at E. We are inclined to pretend that this is a Cartan geometry with
Cartan connection

ω “ ω´ ‘ ω0 ‘ ω` “ pω
i, ωIq ‘ pωij , ω

I
Jq ‘ pωIq

with model pX,Gq as above. It might not be a Cartan connection, because the
curvature might not be semibasic.
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We compute that

dωij ` ω
i
k ^ ω

k
j “ δijωK ^ ω

K ´ tJjkω
i
J ^ ω

k ´ tJjKω
i
J ^ ω

K ,

dωIJ ` ω
I
K ^ ω

K
J “ δIJωK ^ ω

K ` tIkLω
k
J ^ ω

L,

modulo semibasic terms, i.e. modulo the various ωk ^ ω`. We see that our theory
will not allow to compute equations on the characteristic classes of the H{G`-bundle
unless 0 “ tIjk “ tIjK , i.e. the vector subbundle V Ă TM is a foliation F with
totally geodesic leaves and also the invariant tIiJ , a 1-form on the leaves of the
foliation valued in traceless endomorphisms of the normal bundle, must vanish. Such
foliations we call 1-flat for the projective connection.

Every 1-flat foliation is a Cartan geometry modelled on pX,Gq, with

d

ˆ

ωi

ωI

˙

“ ´

ˆ

ωij ωiJ
0 ωIJ

˙

^

ˆ

ωj

ωJ

˙

,

d

ˆ

ωij ωiJ
0 ωIJ

˙

“ ´

ˆ

ωik ωiK
0 ωIK

˙

^

ˆ

ωkj ωkJ
0 ωKJ

˙

`

ˆ

δijωK ^ ω
K ωJ ^ ω

i

0 pωJδ
I
K ` ωKδ

I
Jq ^ ω

K

˙

modulo semibasic terms.
Since a 1-flat foliation occurs on a complex manifold with holomorphic projective

connection, it has the same characteristic class and Chern–Simons equations we
found before. But we will also find some new ones. The total Chern class of the
tangent bundle TF of the foliation F in Dolbeault cohomology is

cpTF q “ det
ˆ

I ´

?
´1

2π δijωK ^ ω
K

˙

“

ˆ

1´
?
´1

2π ωK ^ ω
K

˙p

so that

ckpTF q “

ˆ

p

k

˙

c1pTF q
k

for k “ 1, 2, . . . , q. We also see that

c1pTF q “ ´
i

2πpωK ^ ω
K

and
c1pTM{TF q “ ´pq ` 1q i2πωK ^ ω

K

so that
p c1pTM{TF q “ pq ` 1q c1pTF q,

and so
c1pTM{TF q

q`1 “ c1pTF q
q`1 “ 0.

In terms of c1pTMq,

c1pTMq “ c1pTF q ` c1pTM{TF q,

giving

ckpTF q “

ˆ

p

k

˙ˆ

p

p` q ` 1c1pTMq
˙k

,

ckpTM{TF q “

ˆ

q ` 1
k

˙ˆ

q ` 1
p` q ` 1c1pTMq

˙k

.
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Take any GLq-invariant polynomial P of degree ě q ` 1, perhaps valued in a
finite dimensional holomorphic GLq-module. Write, as above,

∇ωIJ “ dωIJ ` ω
I
K ^ ω

K
J .

We find
P p∇ωIJq “ P pδIJωK ^ ω

K ` ωJ ^ ω
Iq,

modulo torsion, expands out to have more than q 1-forms ωK in each term. But
there are only q such 1-forms, so

P p∇ωIJq “ 0
modulo torsion. The Chern–Simons form is then

TP “ P pωIJ ,∇ωIJ , . . . ,∇ωIJq
which also vanishes, modulo torsion, if there are more than q 1-forms ωK in each
term, i.e. if P has degree q ` 2 or more. We recover the Baum–Bott theorem [4] p.
287 for our holomorphic folation, with results of Kamber and Tondeur [28]:

Theorem 5.1. Take a complex manifold with a holomorphic projective connection
and a 1-flat foliation. All Chern classes, in Dolbeault cohomology, of the normal
bundle of the foliation, of degree more than the codimension of the foliation, vanish.
All of their associated Chern–Simons classes, in Dolbeault cohomology, of degree at
least two more than the codimension of the foliation, vanish.

Again, we stress that this theorem is a direct consequence of the linear algebra
computation of rg`g´s0 for G Ă GLp`q the stabilizer of a p-dimensional linear
subspace.

From the structure equations, we see that:

Theorem 5.2. Take a complex manifold M equipped with a holomorphic projective
connection and a 1-flat totally geodesic foliation. On each leaf, the tangent bundle
of the leaf admits a holomorphic affine connection, as does the normal bundle of the
leaf. Hence all characteristic classes of those bundles restrict to each leaf to vanish
in Dolbeault cohomology.

6. Example: projective connections and split tangent

bundle

Take a complex manifold M with a holomorphic projective connection E ÑM
and split tangent bundle TM “ U ‘ V . Let E1 Ă E be the set of points at which
the soldering form identifies the splitting with Cp ‘ Cq “ Cp`q. Hence ωIi and ωiI
both become semibasic on E1. As above, dtIiI “ pωi ` t

I
jIω

j
i and dtiIi “ qωI ` t

i
Jiω

J
I .

We let E2 Ă E be the set of points at which 0 “ tIiI and 0 “ tiIi. The structure
equations of a projective connection (modulo torsion and curvature) are

dωi ` ωij ^ ω
j ` ωiJ ^ ω

J “ 0,
dωI ` ωIj ^ ω

j ` ωIJ ^ ω
J “ 0,

dωij ` ω
i
k ^ ω

k
j ` ω

i
K ^ ω

K
j “

`

δijωk ` δ
i
kωj

˘

^ ωk ` δijωK ^ ω
K ,

dωiJ ` ω
i
k ^ ω

k
J ` ω

i
K ^ ω

K
J “ ωJ ^ ω

i,

dωIj ` ω
I
k ^ ω

k
j ` ω

I
K ^ ω

K
j “ ωj ^ ω

I ,

dωIJ ` ω
I
k ^ ω

k
J ` ω

I
K ^ ω

K
J “ δIJωk ^ ω

k ` pδIJωK ` δ
I
KωJq ^ ω

K ,

dωi “ ωji ^ ωj ` ω
J
i ^ ωJ ,

dωI “ ωjI ^ ωj ` ω
J
I ^ ωJ .



CHARACTERISTIC FORMS 17

These reduce on E2, modulo torsion, to
dωi ` ωij ^ ω

j “ 0,
dωI ` ωIJ ^ ω

J “ 0,
dωij ` ω

i
k ^ ω

k
j “ 0,

dωIJ ` ω
I
K ^ ω

K
J “ 0,

which are the structure equations of Cartan geometry modelled on a product of
affine spaces, each acted on by the affine group. The Atiyah class of the tangent
bundle vanishes.

Theorem 6.1. On a complex manifold, a choice of holomorphic projective con-
nection and a splitting of its tangent bundle into a direct sum imposes an affine
connection on the tangent bundle. In particular, all characteristic classes of the
tangent bundle vanish in Dolbeault cohomology.

The generalizes a result of Kobayashi and Ochiai [30] p. 85 theorem 6.6; their
result requires that the splitting be into tangent bundles of foliations.

7. Example: Grassmannian geometries

A Grassmannian geometry is a Cartan geometry modelled on the complex homo-
geneous space

pX,Gq “ pGrpCp`q,PSLp`qq.
The structure equations:

0 “ d

ˆ

ωij ωiJ
ωIj ωIJ

˙

`

ˆ

ωik ωiK
ωIk ωIK

˙

^

ˆ

ωkj ωkJ
ωKj ωKJ

˙

modulo torsion, i, j, k “ 1, 2, . . . , p, I, J,K “ p` 1, . . . , p` q. Split into the obvious
Langlands decomposition:

ω´ “

ˆ

0 0
ωIj 0

˙

, ω0 “

ˆ

ωij 0
0 ωIJ

˙

, ω` “

ˆ

0 ωiJ
0 0

˙

The tangent bundle is a tensor product of two bundles, which have Atiyah class
representatives

dωij ` ω
i
k ^ ω

k
j “ ´ω

i
K ^ ω

K
j ,

dωIJ ` ω
I
K ^ ω

K
J “ `ω

k
J ^ ω

I
k,

modulo curvature. Differentiating the soldering forms

dωIi “ ´ω
Ij
iJ ^ ω

J
j

modulo torsion, where
ωIjiJ :“ δjiω

I
J ´ δ

I
Jω

j
i .

So the Atiyah class of the tangent bundle is represented by

a “ dωIjiJ ` ω
Ik
iK ^ ω

Kj
kJ ,

“ δijω
k
J ^ ω

I
k ` δ

I
Jω

j
K ^ ω

K
i

modulo curvature.
Define h-modules U “ Cp and Q “ Cq by, for

v “

ˆ

vij viJ
0 vIJ

˙

P h,
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ρU pvq “
`

vij
˘

,

ρQpvq “
`

vIJ
˘

giving an exact sequence

0 Ñ U Ñ Cp`q Ñ QÑ 0

of h-modules. In terms of Lie algebras, g` “ U b Q˚, say, and g´ “ Q b U˚.
Elements x P U b Q˚ and y P Q b U˚, thought of as linear maps x : Q Ñ U and
y : U Ñ Q, have compositions xy P U˚ b U and yx P Q˚ bQ. The Atiyah class of
the tangent bundle is represented by

apx, y1qy2 “ ´y1xy2 ` y2xy1.

The same expression holds identically for the Lagrangian Grassmannian, except
that x, y1, y2 are symmetric square matrices.

Note that Cp`q is an slp`q-module so has vanishing Atiyah class. Clearly U
and Q descend to h-modules. The h-module T :“ U˚ b Q is an H-module, and
the associated vector bundle on any Grassmannian geometry is the tangent bundle.
Neither U nor Q are H-modules. Nonetheless, as previously we write apUq and
apQq for their Atiyah forms. The splitting principle gives

1 “ cpUqcpQq

for total Chern forms, while

chpT q “ chpUq chpQq

for total Chern character forms. Hence on any complex manifold with Grassmann ge-
ometry, the characteristic classes in Dolbeault cohomology have similar factorizations
to those of the Grassmannian.

8. Example: conformal geometries

Take the quadratic form

qpx, yq :“ xJ y ` yJ x,

for x, y P Cn`1. Write vectors as x “ px0, x1, . . . , xn`1q. The group G “ POq “

PO2n`2 of invertible matrices preserving q up to factor, modulo rescaling, has Lie
algebra g “ so2n`2 consisting of the matrices of the form

ˆ

a b
c ´ aJ

˙

with 0 “ bJ ` b “ cJ ` c. Split up each such matrix into
¨

˚

˚

˝

a00 a0j 0 b0j
ai0 aij bi0 bij
0 c0j ´a00 ´aj0
ci0 cij ´a0i ´aji

˛

‹

‹

‚

The group G acts on the quadric hypersurface X “ X2n “ pqpx, yq “ 0q Ă P2n`1,
i.e. the set of all null lines, with the element x0 “ r1, 0, . . . , 0s having stabilizer H
with Lie algebra h given by

¨

˚

˚

˝

a00 a0j 0 b0j
0 aij bi0 bij
0 0 ´a00 0
0 cij ´a0i ´aji

˛

‹

‹

‚
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with 0 “ bij ` bji “ cij ` cji. It is convenient to write this as
¨

˚

˚

˝

a aj 0 ´bj
0 aij bi bij
0 0 ´a 0
0 cij ´ai ´aji

˛

‹

‹

‚

The space g´ “ g{h consists of the elements of the form

px, yq –

¨

˚

˚

˝

0 0 0 0
xi 0 0 0
0 ´yj 0 ´xj
yi 0 0 0

˛

‹

‹

‚

.

So h acts on g´ as
ˆ

xi
yi

˙

ÞÑ

ˆ

aij ´ δija bij
cij ´aji ´ δija

˙ˆ

xj
yj

˙

,

i.e.

ρg´

¨

˚

˚

˝

a aj 0 ´bj
0 aij bi bij
0 0 ´a 0
0 cij ´ai ´aji

˛

‹

‹

‚

“

ˆ

aij ´ δ
i
ja bij

cij ´aji ´ δija

˙

.

Hence the subalgebra g` acting trivially on the tangent space Tx0X consists of the
elements of the form

v “

¨

˚

˚

˝

0 aj 0 ´bj
0 0 bi 0
0 0 0 0
0 0 ´ai 0

˛

‹

‹

‚

.

Bracketing these two gives
¨

˚

˚

˝

akxk ´ bkyk 0 0 0
0 ´biyj ´ xiaj 0 xibj ´ bixj
0 0 ykbk ´ xkak 0
0 aiyj ´ yiaj 0 aixj ` bjyi

˛

‹

‹

‚

.

Applying ρg´ gives a representative for the Atiyah class of the tangent bundle:

ρg´pvqpx, yq “

ˆ

´biyj ´ xiaj ´ δijpakxk ´ bkykq xibj ´ bixj
aiyj ´ yiaj yibj ` aixj ´ δijpakxk ´ bkykq

˙

.

Taking trace, the first Chern class of the tangent bundle is represented by
´2npakxk ´ bkykq “ ´2nqppa,´bq, px, yqq.

Expand out to see that
ρg´pvqpx1, y1qpx2, y2q “ ´ qppa,´bq, px1, y1qqpx2, y2q

´ qppa,´bq, px2, y2qqpx1, y1q

´ qppx1, y1q, px2, y2qqpb,´aq.

The same result holds for odd dimensional conformal geometries, with the same
proof. Hence we recover

Theorem 8.1 ([27] p. 6 proposition 2.2). The Atiyah class of any holomorphic
conformal geometry on any complex manifold M satisfies

iapT qdimM “ 2πc1pT q b I ` 2πI b c1pT q ` 2πq b q˚c1pT q
in Dolbeault cohomology.

A holomorphic Riemannian metric is a holomorphic Cartan geometry modelled
on pX,Gq “ pCn,On˙Cnq.
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Corollary 8.2. A holomorphic conformal geometry arises from a holomorphic
Riemannian geometry just when c1 “ 0 in Dolbeault cohomology.

Write a quadric Qn Ă Pn`1 as Q “ G{H as above, with G “ POq, and also as
Ĝ{Ĥ, where Ĝ “ Oq is the orthogonal group of the quadratic form q. Any smooth
quadric hypersurface Qn Ă Pn`1 has exact sequence

0 Ñ TQÑ TPn`1ˇ
ˇ

Q
Ñ NQ{Pn`1 Ñ 0

and we have normal bundle

NQ{Pn`1 “ Op2q|Q .

The bundles Op2q|Q , TPn`1
ˇ

ˇ

Q
are the associated vector bundles of theH-representations

taking each

g “

„

g0
0 g0

J

0 gIJ



P H

to
ρOp2qpgq “ pg

0
0q
´2, ρTPn`1pgq “ pg0

0q
´1gIJ .

The bundle TPn`1
ˇ

ˇ

Q
has exact Euler sequence

0 Ñ O Ñ Cn`2 bOp1q Ñ TPn`1 Ñ 0.

The line bundle Op1q is not an associated vector bundle for H, but of the Ĥ-
representation

g “

ˆ

g0
0 g0

J

0 gIJ

˙

P Oq ÞÑ pg0
0q
´1.

Nonetheless, as above, every Ĥ-module determines a unique h-module, since Ĥ Ñ H
is an isomorphism of Lie algebras. Every h-module has an Atiyah class on any
complex manifold with a holomorphic conformal geometry. The h-module Cn`2 is a
g-module; by theorem 3.6 on page 9, its Atiyah class vanishes. Writing these in the
obvious notation, we find

Theorem 8.3. On any complex manifold of complex dimension n with a holomor-
phic conformal structure,

p1` 2αqcpT q “ p1` αqn`1,

in Dolbeault cohomology, where α “ c1Op1q is the Chern class in Dolbeault cohomol-
ogy of the “ghost line bundle” Op1q.

If we don’t like “ghost line bundles”, clearly α “ 2c1Op2q “ c1pT q{pn ´ 1q. So
we can write this out as

ˆ

1` 2c1pT q
n´ 1

˙

cpT q “

ˆ

1` c1pT q

n´ 1

˙n`1
.

Kobayashi and Ochiai expand out this expression explicitly. Write the dimension n
of our complex manifold as n “ 2m or n “ 2m` 1. For a real variable h, expand in
a Taylor series

m
ÿ

q“0
p1` hqn´2qh2q “ 1` a1h` a2h

2 ` . . .

Theorem 8.4. On any complex manifold of complex dimension n with a holomor-
phic conformal geometry,

nkckpT q “ akc1pT q
k,

for k “ 1, 2, . . . , n, in Dolbeault cohomology.
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Kobayashi and Ochiai [31] p. 596 theorem 3.20 prove a weaker result, for only
the top Chern classes, but in de Rham cohomology. It seems possible to obtain
relations on Chern–Simons classes as we did for projective connections.

9. Slovák cohomology

We have seen that Dolbeault cohomology has the advantage of not feeling
curvature or torsion terms in Atiyah classes arising in holomorphic Cartan geometries,
but the disadvantage of employing differential forms which are not holomorphic,
so does not naturally extend into other categories besides complex manifolds. The
holomorphic de Rham cohomology has the advantage of being purely holomorphic,
so having natural analogues in other categories, but the curvature and torsion do
not drop out of the calculations. We formulate a cohomology theory, which we
call Slovák cohomology, defined in terms of a Cartan geometry, which has both
advantages and neither disadvantage.

9.1. Models of Cartan geometries. Take a complex homogeneous space pX,Gq
with x0 P X, H :“ Gx0 , and a Langlands decomposition. Let

Λp,q,r :“ Λpg˚´ b Λqg˚0 b Λrg˚` Ă Λp`q`rg˚.

In the splitting, G` acts on
g “ g´ ‘ g0 ‘ g`

as

ρgpg`q

¨

˝

v´
v0
v`

˛

‚“

¨

˝

I 0 0
π0g` I 0
π`g` Adg` ´I Adg`

˛

‚

¨

˝

v´
v0
v`

˛

‚

so Λp,q,r might not be a G-module, only a G0-module.
Let

Λěp,ďrp`q`r :“
à

Λp
1,q1,r1

where the sum is over p1, q1, r1 with

p1 ě p,

r1 ď r,

p1 ` q1 ` r1 “ p` q ` r.

From our matrix above, Λěp,ďrp`q`r is an H-submodule of Λp`q`rg˚. Let

Λp,q,r :“ Λěp,ďrp`q`r{Λ
ěp,ďr´1
p`q`r ,

the quotient H-module. Take a G0-module ρV : G0 Ñ GLV . Extend V to an
H-module, by making G` act trivially. Let V p,q,r :“ V b Λp,q,r.

9.2. Wedge product. Wedging Λp,q,r gives

Λěp,ďrp`q`r b Λěp
1,ďr1

p1`q1`r1 Ñ Λěp`p
1,ďr`r1

p`p1`q`q1`r`r1 .

This descends to the quotient as the wedge preserves the various numbers of factors.
Hence we have a wedge product

ξ P Λp,q,r, η P Λp
1,q1,r1 ÞÑ ξ ^ η P Λp`p

1,q`q1,r`r1 .

Similarly, for G0 modules V,W , we have a wedge product

ξ P V p,q,r, η PW p1,q1,r1
ÞÑ ξ ^ η P V bW p`p1,q`q1,r`r1 .

Clearly a similar but more sophisticated theory arises if we use a more subtle grading
of the Lie algebra g, as in the theory of parabolic geometries.
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9.3. Cartan geometries. Take a Cartan geometry H Ñ E Ñ M with model
pX,Gq with a Langlands decomposition. Take an G0-module ρV : G0 Ñ GLV .
Extend V to an H-module by making G` act trivially. Let W :“ V p,q,r. Sections of
the associated vector bundle are represented by holomorphic H-equivariant functions
f : E ÑW , i.e. r˚hf “ ρW phq

´1f , for any h P H.
A Slovák cochain is an G0-equivariant holomorphic map f : E Ñ W . Since f

is not required to be H-equivariant, Slovák cochains are not generally sections of
the associated vector bundle on M . Instead they are holomorphic sections of a
holomorphic vector bundle over E{G0. Nonetheless, we write the set of Slovák
cochains as W “ V p,q,r. Locally lift f to an G0-equivariant holomorphic map
F : E Ñ V ěp,ďrp`q`r . From F , we define a V -valued form ξ on E, given by

ξ “ Fωp
1

´ ^ ω
q1

0 ^ ω
r1

` ,

with various sums made implicit, including summing over p1 ě p, r1 ď r with
p1 ` q1 ` r1 “ p` q ` r. Let ∇ :“ d` ω0^, so

∇ξ :“ dξ ` ρV pω0q ^ ξ.

As a differential form valued in the vector space V ,

Lvξ “ v dξ ` dpv ξq

for any vector field v, and in particular for v P h. As a V -valued differential form,
r˚hξ “ ρV phq

´1ξ for any h P G0. Hence for v P g0,

Lvξ “ ´ρV pvqξ,

Lemma 9.1. On Slovák cochains, 0 “ v ∇`∇v for v P g0.

Proof. If we let η “ v ξ, we find

v ∇ξ “ v pdξ ` ρV pω0q ^ ξq,

“ ´dpv ξq ` Lvξ ` ρV pvqξ ´ ρpω0qpv ξq,

“ ´dη ´ ρV pvqξ ` ρV pvqξ ´ ρpω0qη,

“ ´∇η.

�

Note that

∇ω´ “ dω´ ` ρg´pω0q ^ ω´,

∇ω0 “ dω0 `
1
2 rω0ω0s,

∇ω` “ dω` ` ρg`pω0q ^ ω`.

In particular, ∇ has components which raise indices pp, q, rq by

p1, 0, 0q
(

if p ą 0,
p1,´1, 1q
p2,´1, 0q

*

if q ą 0

p2, 0,´1q
p0, 0, 1q

*

if r ą 0

p1, 0, 0q
p0, 0, 1q

*

for ∇F .

So ∇ takes

V p,q,r Ñ V p`2,q´1,r ‘ V p`2,q,r´1 ‘ V p`1,q,r ‘ V p`1,q´1,r`1 ‘ V p,q,r`1
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and takes
V ěp,ďr
p`q`r Ñ V ěp,ďr`1

p`q`r`1 ,

so descends to the quotient, the Slovák differential
d : V p,q,r

Ñ V p,q,r`1.

In the quotient, ρV pω0q^ “ 0, so we can write ∇ as d. The Slovák differential is
the quotient of the exterior derivative, because the connection form term drops out,
but the Cartan geometry identifies sections with forms so the cohomology depends
on the Cartan geometry. From another perspective, ∇ acts on holomorphic sections
as a quotient of the holomorphic relative de Rham operator, modulo an exterior
differential system. Hence d2 “ 0, i.e. the Slovák differential is a differential, with
cohomology the Slovák cohomology

Hp,q,rpM,V q .

When we compute in the quotient, all curvature terms lie in the denominator so
∇ω´ “ ´ρg´pω`q ^ ω´,
∇ω0 “ apω`, ω´q,

∇ω` “ ´
1
2 rω`ω`s.

If we write out a cochain ξ as

ξ “ Fωp
1

´ ^ ω
q1

0 ^ ω
r1

`

then we can write
∇F “ F´ω´ ` F

0ω0 ` F
`ω`.

In the quotient we fully expand out

∇ξ “ F`ω` ^ ω
p1

´ ^ ω
q1

0 ^ ω
r
` ` F p∇ω´ ^ . . . q.

The differential equation of Slovák closure in the quotient is a constant coefficient
linear equation, depending only on the infinitesimal model and on F` and F at
each point.

Let V p,q,r be the sheaf of G0-invariant V -valued pp`q`rq-forms ξ on H-invariant
open subsets of E which are locally expressed as p wedge products of components
of ω´, q of ω0 and r of ω`. The G`-action does not preserve V p,q,r, as we saw in
section 3.3 on page 6. But it preserves the quotient sheaf V p,q,r. For example, our
right action above makes the quotients of ω´, ω0, ω` holomorphic global sections of
V 1,0,0,V 0,1,0,V 0,0,1. Note that they are G0-invariant only; ω0 is not G`-invariant
unless this Atiyah class vanishes.

Example 9.2. For projective connections, the action of h P G` “ Cn˚ on ω0 “ pω
i
jq

is
r˚hω

i
j “ ωij ` pδ

i
jhk ` δ

i
khjqω

k.

Lemma 9.3. If a Slovák cycle is G`-invariant, then it is closed.

Proof. Repeating the argument from lemma 9.1 on the facing page, if ξ is an
G`-invariant cochain, then 0 “ v ∇ξ `∇pv ξq for any v P g`.

Take two vectors v1, v2, P h`. Note that v1 ξ is not H`-invariant, but the “error”
Lv2pv1 ξq “ rv2v1s ξ,

is lower order, i.e. has r ´ 1 copies of ω`. Similarly when we repeatedly hook,
we don’t get invariant differential forms, but the “error” vanishes in the quotient.
Hooking in r ` 1 vectors v1, . . . , vr`1 P h`,

pv1, . . . , vr`1q ∇ξ “ ˘∇ppv1, . . . , vr`1q ξq “ 0
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in the quotient. So in the quotient, ∇ξ “ 0. �

Lemma 9.4. On Slovák cochains ξ in V p,q,0, i.e. p, q, r with r “ 0, ∇ξ “ 0
just when ξ is G`-invariant and hence the pullback of a holomorphic section of
V p,q,0 :“ V b ΩpM b adEbq from E “ E{G`.

Proof. We note that the denominator in the definition of V p,q,0 vanishes, i.e. its
sections are vector-bundle valued differential forms. Clearly the following are
equivalent:

‚ The differential ∇ξ vanishes in V p,q,1

‚ dξ ` ω0 ^ ξ belongs to V ěp,ď0
p`q`1

‚ 0 “ v pdξ ` ω0 ^ ξq for any v P g`
‚ 0 “ v dξ “ 0 for any v P g` (since v ω0 “ 0 and v ξ “ 0 already),
‚ 0 “ v dξ ` dpv ξq for any v P g` (since v ξ “ 0 already),
‚ 0 “ Lvξ for any v P g`,
‚ 0 “ r˚etvξ for any v P g`,
‚ 0 “ r˚g`ξ for any g` P G` (since G` is connected).

�

We have already argued that ∇2 “ 0, but to be clear we check again:

Lemma 9.5. The Slovák differential ∇ is a differential, i.e. ∇2 “ 0.

Proof. Since

∇2 “ pd` ω0^qpd` ω0^q,

“ d2 ` dpω0^q ` ω0 ^ d` ω
2
0 ,

“ 0` pdω0q ^ ´pω0 ^ dq ` ω0 ^ d` ω
2
0 ,

“ pdω0 ` ω
2
0q^,

“ ρV p∇ω0q^,

“ aV pω´, ω`q^,

is p1, 0, 1q, we see that on the quotient ∇2 “ 0. �

Lemma 9.6. The Slovák differential is H-invariant. So Slovák cohomology is an
H-module.

Proof. Under right H`-action on E, on V p,q,r,

r˚h`∇ “ r˚h`pd` ρV pω0q^q,

“ dr˚h` ` ρV pr
˚
h`
ω0q ^ r

˚
h`
,

“ dr˚h` ` ρV pω0 ´ π0h`ω´q ^ r
˚
h`
,

“ ∇r˚h` ´ ρV pπ0h`ω´q ^ r
˚
h`
,

has “error term” ρV pπ0h`ω´q^ of type p1, 0, 0q, so vanishing in the quotient, i.e.
∇ becomes H-invariant in the quotient. �

Since the fibers of E{G0 ÑM are contractible and Stein, the sheaf cohomology
of any holomorphic vector bundle over M pulls back by isomorphism when we pull
back vector bundles to E{G0 [12] p. 365. So the G0-invariant Stein open sets of
E{G0 are precisely the preimages of the Stein open sets of M .

Lemma 9.7. On any Stein open set in M , the Slovák cohomology is trivial in
positive degree. It is therefore isomorphic to C̆ech cohomology of the vector bundle
V p,q,0 :“ V b ΩM b adE over the image in M of that open set.
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Proof. We can assume that M is Stein and hence E{G0 is Stein. By a theorem
of Serre [33] p. 142 Proposition 5, the preimage of E{G0 in E is Stein. We have
seen that the Slovák differential in the quotient V p,q,r is the exterior derivative. So
on any Stein open set in E, any Slovák-closed form of positive degree r is d-exact.
Since the group G0 is reductive, it contains a maximal compact real subgroup which
is Zariski dense. Averaging over the Haar measure of this subgroup, we ensure that
any Slovák-closed form is G0-invariantly exact. �

9.4. Characteristic classes. We define as above the Chern classes, Chern–Simons
classes, Atiyah class, and so on, in Slovák cohomology. Note that the Chern–Simons
forms vanish as Slovák classes, except perhaps for the final term

Tf “ fpω0, dω
k´1
0 q

if f is a homogeneous polynomial on g0 of degree k, because other terms have lower
grade r in the trigrading p, q, r.

Example 9.8. If a holomorphic vector bundle is the pull back of the universal
bundle from a holomorphic map to the Grassmannian, or more generally to some
complex manifold with a holomorphic Grassmannian geometry, we can use the above
apparatus to define a kind of Slovák cohomology for that bundle, which maps then
to the Dolbeault cohomology, taking the pulled back Slovák Chern classes to the
usual Chern classes in Dolbeault cohomology.

10. Slovák to Dolbeault

10.1. Just repeat the proofs. All of the theorems we have stated above about
Chern classes and Chern–Simons classes in Dolbeault cohomology have the same
proofs in Slovák cohomology.

10.2. The Dolbeault map. Take a complex homgeneous space pX,Gq with point
x0 P X, let H :“ Gx0 , take a Langlands decomposition H “ G0 ˙G` and take a
holomorphic pX,Gq-Cartan geometry H Ñ E Ñ M . Recall we let E :“ E{G`, a
holomorphic principal right G0-bundle G0 E M . Recall that since H{G0 is
contractible, E{G0 ÑM admits a C8 section s : M Ñ E{G0 i.e. a C8 G0-reduction
of structure group. The pullback

s˚E E

M E{G0

makes s˚E a G0-bundle equivariantly mapped to E, and composing s˚E Ñ E Ñ E
gives an isomorphism of G0-bundles. The inverse isomorphism is a G0-equivariant
map which we also denote by s : E Ñ E. Conversely, every G0-equivariant map
s : E Ñ E quotients to a reduction s : M Ñ E{G0.

The pullback by this map s : E Ñ E takes ω´ to a semibasic p1, 0q-form s˚ω´,
since ω´ is a semibasic p1, 0q-form on E. Since s˚ω0 is a p1, 0q-connection, it is
in particular a p1, 0q-form. However, the pullback s˚ω` may have p1, 0q and p0, 1q
parts. Fix a G0-module V . Recall that V p,q,r is the collection of holomorphic
differential forms ξ on E valued in the associated vector bundle V , which have type
pp, q, rq in the Langlands decomposition g “ g´ ‘ g0 ‘ g`. So the pullback s˚ξ of ξ
to s˚E has Dolbeault decomposition into parts

pp` q ` r, 0q, pp` q ` r ´ 1, 1q, . . . , pp` q, rq.
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To each such ξ, we associate the V -valued pp` q, rq-form ξB̄ “ ps˚ξqp`q,r defined
as the pp` q, rq-part of the pullback to E:

V p,q,r ÞÑ V p`q,r.

This map takes
V ěp,ďr
p`q`r Ñ V p`q,r.

Hence it takes
V ěp,ďr´1
p`q`r Ñ 0.

So it is defined on the quotient. The resulting object ξB̄ is a C8 section of

V b Ωp,r b padEq˚bq.

The Dolbeault map preserves wedge products. The Slovák operator is taken to

p∇ξqB̄ “ ps˚∇ξqp`q,r`1,

“ ps˚dξ ` ρV ps
˚ω0q ^ s

˚ξqp`q,r`1,

“ pds˚ξqp`q,r`1,

“ ppB ` B̄qs˚ξqp`q,r`1,

“ B̄ps˚ξqp`q,r,

“ B̄ ξB̄.

Hence the Slovák operator becomes the Dolbeault operator, and we map Slovák
cohomology to Dolbeault cohomology. The Dolbeault isomorphism then maps Slovák
cohomology to sheaf cohomology

Hr
`

M,V b Ωp b padEq˚bq
˘

.

In particular, when 0 “ p “ q we compute in sheaf cohomology HrpM,V q .

10.3. Changing reduction. Take two C8 reductions of structure group, i.e.
C8 sections s0, s1 : M Ñ E{G0. They are equivalent to G0-equivariant maps
s0, s1 : E Ñ E, so s1 “ s0g` for a unique C8 g` : E Ñ G` with

r˚g0
g` “ Ad´1

g0
g`

for g0 P G0.

Lemma 10.1. s˚1ω “ Ad´1
g` s

˚
0ω ` g

´1
` dg`.

Proof. Pick a point e0 P E, a vector v P Te0E and a curve eptq with ep0q “ e0 and
e1p0q “ v. Let

u :“ d

dt

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

t“0
g`pe0q

´1g`peptqq “
`

g`pe0q
´1˘1

g`pe0q
g1`pe0qv.

Compute

s11pe0qv “
d

dt

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

t“0
s1peptqq,

“
d

dt

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

t“0
s0peptqqg`peptqq,

“
d

dt

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

t“0
s0peptqqg`pe0q `

d

dt

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

ˇ

t“0
s0pe0qg`peptqq,

“ r1g`pe0q
ps0pe0qqs

1
0pe0qv ` ups1pe0qq.
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Hence

s˚1ωpvq “ ωps11pe0qvq,

“ ωpr1g`pe0q
ps0pe0qqs

1
0pe0qv ` ups1pe0qqq,

“ ps˚0 r
˚
g`pe0q

ωqpvq ` u

“ ps˚0 r
˚
g`pe0q

ωqpvq ` g´1
` dg`pvq,

“ ps˚0 Ad´1
g`pe0q

ωqpvq ` g´1
` dg`pvq,

“ pAd´1
g`pe0q

s˚0ωqpvq ` g
´1
` dg`pvq.

�

Expressed in components of the Cartan connection,

s˚1

¨

˝

ω´
ω0
ω`

˛

‚“ ρpg`q
´1s˚0

¨

˝

ω´
ω0
ω`

˛

‚`

¨

˝

0
0

g´1
` dg`

˛

‚

where

ρpg`q
´1 “

¨

˝

I 0 0
´π0g` I 0

pI ´Ad´1
g` qπ0g` `Ad´1

g` π`g` Ad´1
g` ´I Ad´1

g`

˛

‚.

11. C̆ech–Dolbeault cohomology

We briefly recall C̆ech–Dolbeault cohomology [1], since we need the associated
notation below. Fix a complex manifold M , a holomorphic vector bundle V ÑM ,
and a cover tMa u by open sets Ma ĂM . To each tuple A :“ pa0, a1, . . . , akq assign

MA :“Ma0 XMa1 X ¨ ¨ ¨ XMak

and let
A{i :“ pa0, a1, . . . , âi, . . . , akq .

Let Mk be the disjoint union of all choices of k-fold overlaps:

Mk :“
ğ

MA,

for A “ pa0, a1, . . . , akq. Each point of Mk is a pair px,Aq, where x P MA. Define
local biholomorphisms

ı̂ : px,Aq PMk ÞÑ px,A{iq PMk´1,

for i “ 0, 1, . . . , k:

¨ ¨ ¨ M2 M1 M0 M

The C̆ech differential δ is

δξ “
k
ÿ

i“0
p´1qi ı̂˚ξ

for ξ on Mk a C8 V -valued differential form.
Let M‚ be the disjoint union of the Mk. A C8 V -valued pp, qq-form on M‚

is a C8 V -valued pp, q ´ kq form on each Mk, changing signs when we permute
the entries in any A “ pa0, . . . , akq. Let F be the function F “ k on Mk. The
C̆ech–Dolbeault differential is B̌ “ δ ` p´1qF B̄. The C̆ech–Dolbeault pp, qq-cochains
of V for the given open cover are the C8 V -valued pp, qq-forms on M‚. For example

B̌ t ξa, ξab, . . . u :“ t B̄ξa, ξb ´ ξa ´ B̄ξab, . . . u .
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The C̆ech–Dolbeault differential takes pp, qq-cochains to pp, q ` 1q-cochains, and
satisfies B̌2 “ 0. For any Stein cover, the usual Dolbeault cohomology is isomorphic
to C̆ech–Dolbeault cohomology by ξ ÞÑ t ξa, ξab, . . . u :“ t ξ, 0, 0, . . . u, see [1].

Take a complex Lie group H and a holomorphic principal right H-bundle H Ñ

E ÑM . Suppose that each Ea :“ E|Ma
has a C8 complex linear connection 1-form

ωa. The Atiyah class of E ÑM is the C̆ech–Dolbeault class of

apM,Eq “ t ξa, ξab, ξabc, . . . u “ t B̄ωa, ωa ´ ωb, 0, 0, . . . u “ B̌ tωa, 0, 0, . . . u .

Careful: apM,Eq is written here as an adE-valued p1, 1q-chain on M , and as B̌ of a
cochain, but not as B̌ of an adE-valued p1, 0q-chain on M ; only of such a cochain
on E. Nonetheless, this makes clear that apM,Eq is B̌-closed on M , as it is B̌-exact
on E, and B̌ commutes with pullback. This class is independent of the choice of
connections and vanishes if and only if E ÑM admits a holomorphic connection
[1].

12. Czechoslovak cohomology

We develop a C̆ech variant of Slovák cohomology. Fix a holomorphic principal
right H-bundle E Ñ M and a cover tMa u of M by open sets Ma Ă M . Adopt
notation as for C̆ech–Dolbeault cohomology. Let EA :“ E|MA

. Pick a complex
homogeneous space pX,Gq with Langlands decomposition. On E Ñ M , pick a
holomorphic pX,Gq-geometry with Cartan connection ω. A holomorphic section of
V p,q,r on M‚ is a holomorphic section of V p,q,r´k on each Mk which changes sign
when two indices are permuted in a tuple A “ pa0, . . . , akq:

V p,q,r
M‚

Ă V p,q,r
M0

‘ V p,q,r´1
M1

¨ ¨ ¨ ‘ V p,q,0
Mr

.

Let F be the function F “ k onMk. The Czechoslovak differential is ∇̌ “ δ`p´1qF∇.
The Czechoslovak pp, q, rq-cochains of V for the given open cover are holomorphic
sections of V p,q,r on M‚. For example

∇̌ t ξa, ξab, . . . u :“ t∇ξa, ξb ´ ξa ´∇ξab, ξbc ` ξca ` ξab `∇ξabc, . . . u .

Lemma 12.1. The Czechoslovak differential takes pp, q, rq-cochains to pp, q, r ` 1q-
cochains, and satisfies ∇̌2 “ 0.

Proof. Writing A “ pa0, . . . , akq, take a holomorphic local section ξ of V p,q,r´k on
each MA, say represented by a local section of V p,q,r´k. So

pδξqpx,Aq “
k
ÿ

i“0
p´1qip̂ı˚ξqpx,Aq,

“

k
ÿ

i“0
p´1qiξpx,A{iq,

increasing value of r by 1. We note that p´1qF δ “ ´δp´1qF , as δ decreases the
number of indices.
p∇̌2ξqpx,Aq “ ppδ ` p´1qF∇q2ξqpx,Aq,

“ pδ2ξqpx,Aq ` pδp´1qF∇ξqpx,Aq ` p∇p´1qF δξqpx,Aq ` p∇2ξqpx,Aq,

“ pδp´1qF∇ξqpx,Aq ´ pp´1qF∇δξqpx,Aq.
�

The Czechoslovak cohomology
Hp,q,rpM‚,V q
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is the cohomology of the Czechoslovak differential. Note that it will in general
depend on the choice of open cover M‚ of M . The C̆ech map is

ξ P V p,q,r
ÞÑ t ξa, ξab, . . . u :“ t ξ, 0, 0, . . . u .

Theorem 12.2. The C̆ech map is a cochain map from Slovák cochains to Czechoslo-
vak cochains, injective in cohomology.

Proof. Write the C̆ech map as ξ ÞÑ ξ̌. So

ξ̌a “ ξ,

ξ̌ab “ 0,

ξ̌abc “ 0,
...

Using ∇ξ in place of ξ,

p∇ξq_a “ ∇ξ,
p∇ξq_ab “ 0,
p∇ξq_abc “ 0,

...

So

p∇̌ξ̌qa “ ∇ξ̌a “ ∇ξ

p∇̌ξ̌qab “ ξ̌b ´ ξ̌a ´∇ξ̌ab “ 0,

p∇̌ξ̌qabc “ 0` p´1q20 “ 0,
...

using the hypothesis that ∇ξ “ 0 and ξa “ ξb “ ξ is globally defined. So ξ ÞÑ ξ̌ is a
cochain map.

Suppose that ξ̌ “ ∇̌η. Then

ξ̌a “ ξ “ ∇ηa,

ξ̌ab “ 0 “ ηb ´ ηa ´∇ηab,
...

So 0 “ ∇ηb ´∇ηa ´∇2ηab, i.e. ∇ηa is globally defined, and ξ “ ∇ηa. Therefore
the C̆ech map is injective in cohomology. �

12.1. Cup product. The cup product of Czechoslovak classes ξ, η is

pξ Y ηqa0...ak
:“

k
ÿ

j“0
p´1qpp`q`r´jqpk´jqξa0...aj ^ ηaj ...ak

.

if ξ is a section of V p,q,r and η a section of W p,q,r, so ξ Y η is a section of
V bbbW p`p1,q`q1,r`r1 . Note that ∇̌pξY ηq “ p∇̌ξq Y η` p´1qp`q`rξY ∇̌η as in [38].
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12.2. Quotient cochains. A quotient cochain is a sequence
t ξab, ηab, ηabc, . . . u P V p,q,r

M1
‘ V p,q,r´1

M1
¨ ¨ ¨ ‘ V p,q,0

Mr

with ξab P V p,q,r, ηab P V p,q,r´1 both on Mab, but after the first step, ηA is just a
usual Czechoslovak cochain. Map each Czechoslovak cochain

t ξa, ξab, . . . u

to a quotient cochain by
t ξa, ξab, . . . u ÞÑ t ξa ´ ξb, ξab, . . . u .

The kernel consists precisely of the image of the Slovák cochains in the Czechoslovak
cochains. On the quotient cochains, we use the same Czechoslovak differential:

∇̌ t ξab, ηab, ηabc, . . . u “ t∇ξab, ξab ´∇ηab, ηbc ` ηca ` ηab `∇ηabc, . . . u .
The map to quotient cochains makes a short exact sequence of complexes: Slovák
cochains to Czechoslovak cochains to quotient chains.

Lemma 12.3. Suppose that all triple overlaps of sets Ma in our cover are empty.
Then the quotient cohomology is trivial, so Slovák cohomology is isomorphic to
Czechoslovak cohomology.

Proof. Take a quotient cocycle
ξ “ t ξab, ηab u .

The condition that ξ is a cocycle is

0 “ ∇̌ξ “ t∇ξab, ξab ´∇ηab u .
So ξab “ ∇ηab. Let

ζ “ t ηab, 0 u ,
so

∇̌ζ “ t∇ηab, ηab ´∇0 u “ ξ.

�

Lemma 12.4. For any open cover of M , the C̆ech cohomology of V p,q,0 :“ V b

ΩpM b Λq adE of that open cover injects in the Czechoslovak cohomology of V p,q,˚

of the same open cover.

Proof. By lemma 9.4 on page 24, on any open set, each Slovák cocycle is identified
precisely with a holomorphic section of V p,q,0. Take any η in the C̆ech cohomology
of V p,q,0 on M and identify it with a Slovák-closed form in V p,q,0 with the same
name η. Map it to

η1 “ t 0, 0, . . . , 0, ηA u .
The differential commutes (up to an irrelevant sign). So each δ-exact η maps to
some η1 both δ and ∇ exact so ∇̌-exact. Conversely, η1 is Czechoslovak exact just
when η “ δα`∇β for some α, β. But η is in V p,q,0 so β “ 0 and so η is δ-exact. �

Remark 12.5. On E{G0, let
Ω´ :“ pω´, ω`q,
Ω0 :“ ω0.

In this way, the pX,Gq-geometry onM induces an pX 1, G1q-geometry onM 1 :“ E{G0,
where G1 :“ pg´ ‘ g`q ˙G0 and H 1 :“ G0 so X 1 “ G1{H 1 with Cartan connection
Ω :“ Ω´ ‘ Ω0 and Langlands decomposition H 10 :“ H0. By the same argument,
for an open covering tMa u of M , with corresponding preimages tM 1

a u in M 1, the
Czechoslovak cohomology of the pX 1, G1q-geometry for that open covering is also
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the C̆ech cohomology of V p,q,0 of that covering on M 1 or equivalently of the original
covering on M .

Proposition 12.6. The Czechoslovak cohomology of V p,q,˚ over any Stein open
cover is isomorphic to the C̆ech cohomology of V p,q,0 ÑM .

Proof. We follow [8] p. 98 theorem 8.9: take any r-cocycle ξ. It lies in our double
complex along a diagonal line, with finitely many terms. Each term ξk maps to the
right and up, and the sums or differences vanish, with suitable signs. The term on
the upper left maps to zero by ∇, and that on the lower right maps to zero by δ.
On a Stein open cover, ∇-closed implies ∇-exact on each open set, so the upper left
is ∇-exact: ξk “ ∇ηk. Replace ξk`1 by ξk`1 ˘ δpηkq, we can get this to be ∇-exact,
and so on. Finally, we leave only ξr, i.e. the part arising from C̆ech cohomology. �

Lemma 12.7. If E{G0 is a Stein manifold then the Slovák cohomology group of the
cochains V p,q,r is isomorphic to Czechoslovak cohomology and hence to the sheaf
cohomology group

Hr
`

M,V p,q,0˘

where V p,q,0 :“ V b ΩpM b Λq adE.

Proof. Since the fibers of E{G0 ÑM are contractible and Stein, the sheaf cohomol-
ogy of any holomorphic vector bundle over M pulls back by isomorphism when we
pull back vector bundles to E{G0 [12] p. 365. Just use the open cover consisting of
one open set. �

12.3. Czechoslovak characteristic classes. The Czechoslovak Atiyah class of
E ÑM is the Czechoslovak class image of the Slovák Atiyah class by the C̆ech map:

apM,Eq “ t ξa, ξab, ξabc, . . . u “ t∇ω0, 0, 0, . . . u .

12.4. Czechoslovak to C̆ech–Dolbeault. Take a C8 reduction of structure group
sa : Ma Ñ Ea{G0. The Dolbeault map on Czechoslovak cohomology is

t ξa, ξab, . . . u
B̄
“ t ξB̄a, ξ

B̄
ab, . . . u .

By lemma 10.1 on page 26, change in choice of reduction has no effect on the
resulting Dolbeault class.

Lemma 12.8. The maps defined above between cochains: Slovák, Dolbeault, Czechoslo-
vak, C̆ech–Dolbeault, are commuting morphisms of differential complexes.

12.5. Wedge and cup product. We define the cup product of Czechoslovak
cochains ξ, η by

pξ Y ηqa0...ak
:“ p´1qpp`q`r´jqpk´jqξa0...aj

^ ηaj ...ak

if ξ P V p,q,r and η P W p1,q1,r1 , giving a cochain valued in the tensor product. We
can check the Leibnitz identity against the differential.

12.6. Relative cohomology. Take a subcollection I 1 of indices a from our collec-
tion I of indices a of open sets Ă tMa u from our cover. The open set

M 1 :“
ď

aPI1

Ma

has an associated collection of Czechoslovak chains built using the sets Ma with
a P I 1. A relative cochain relative to I 1 is a cochain ξ for which every ξA vanishes
if all entries of A come from I 1. Define relative Czechoslovak cohomology as the
cohomology of these. The obvious short exact sequence from relative to all cochains,
and then to I 1-cochains gives a long exact sequence in cohomology.
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If the open covers are chosen Stein, then the relative Slovák cohomology (in the
sense of a flabby resolution of Slovák cohomology) is isomorphic to the relative
Czechoslovak cohomology [39] p. 3 Theorem 2.4.

Consider the special case when we have a holomorphic Cartan geometry defined
on M ´ S, for some compact complex subvariety S ĂM . Let M0 :“M ´ S. The
Slovák cohomology of S is

Hp,q,rrS,V s :“ lim
ÝÑ
M1ĄS

Hp,q,rpM‚,V q ,

where the limit is over open sets M1 Ď M containing S. We hope to compute
residue integrals of Chern–Simons invariants here as in [1].

13. Homogeneous examples

A homogeneous Cartan geometry is a complex manifold X 1 with a holomorphic
Cartan geometry, say modelled on pX,Gq, invariant under the holomorphic action of
a complex Lie groupG1, i.e. the Lie group acts as holomorphic bundle automorphisms
preserving the Cartan connection, acting transitively on X 1. Pick a point e0 P E and
let x0 P X

1 be its image in X 1. Each g P G1x0 determines an element hpgq P H by
ge0 “ e0hpgq, and holomorphic Lie group morphism G1

x0 Ñ H. Let G10 :“ h´1G0.
Then G1{G10 Ñ E{G10 is a principal bundle morphism, pulling the sheaf of Slovák
cochains back to a sheaf over G1{G10. As a holomorphic principal H-bundle over X 1,
EX1 “ G1ˆG

1x0
H. A real vector subspace of a complex vector space is totally real if

it contains no complex line; a real submanifold of a complex manifold is totally real
if its tangent spaces are totally real in the tangent spaces of the complex manifold.
A complex Lie group is reductive if it is the complexification of a compact Lie group.

Theorem 13.1. Take a homogeneous holomorphic Cartan geometry pX 1, G1q, with
notation as above. Suppose that G1 is reductive, and that the subgroup G10 “ h´1G0
of G1 is reductive. Then Slovák cohomology is isomorphic to Dolbeault cohomology
via the Dolbeault map.

Proof. The homogeneous space G1{G10 is a Stein manifold [2] p. 160 Corollary 2,
[33] Theorem 1. The sheaf of Slovák cochains is a sheaf over G1{G10, consisting
of the holomorphic functions on G1 which are G10-equivariant for the induced G10-
representation. Slovák cohomology is isomorphic to Dolbeault via the Dolbeault
isomorphism by lemma 12.7 on the previous page. �

Example 13.2. Even for flag varieties, this isomorphism does not appear to have
been known.

A C-space pX 1, G1q is a simply connected compact complex manifold X 1 acted
on holomorphically, faithfully and transitively by a connected complex Lie group
G1 [6, 7, 20, 21, 22, 23, 42]. For example, every generalized complex flag variety is
a C-space. For every C-space pX 1, G1q, any Levi factor of G1 acts transitively on
X 1, so we can replace G1 by that Levi factor, a connected complex semisimple Lie
group [42] p. 4 theorem 2.2. Moreover, the maximal compact subgroup of that
complex semisimple Lie group is a compact and connected semisimple Lie group
also acting transitively on X 1 [42] p. 13, Theorem 1. So in particular, G1 can be
assumed reductive without loss of generality.

Corollary 13.3. Take a C-space pX 1, G1q. Take a G1-homogeneous holomorphic
Cartan geometry on X 1, with G10 “ h´1G0 reductive as above. Then Slovák coho-
mology of that holomorphic Cartan geometry is isomorphic to Dolbeault cohomology
via the Dolbeault map.

Proof. We can replace G1 by a Levi factor, so assume that G1 is reductive. �
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13.1. Hirzebruch proportionality.

Corollary 13.4 (Hirzebruch proportionality [25]). Suppose that M is a compact
complex manifold bearing a holomorphic parabolic geometry, i.e. a holomorphic
Cartan geometry with model pX,Gq is a generalized flag variety. Associate to
each complex polynomial p in Chern classes in Dolbeault cohomology its integral
ş

M
ppc1, . . . , cnq, a map

ż

M

: ppx1, . . . , xnq P Crx1, . . . , xns ÞÑ

ż

M

ppc1, . . . , cnq P C.

Then there is a constant a0 P C so that
ş

M
“ a0

ş

X
.

Remark 13.5. We can’t make use of Chern–Simons classes here, since they are
pp ` 1, pq in Dolbeault cohomology, and we don’t have a means of computing
equations on the usual de Rham Chern–Simons classes.

Proof. Note that we define these integrals by taking any representative differential
form, and they are defined because that form is defined up to adding something
from B̄Ωn,n´1 “ dΩn,n´1 Ď dΩ2n´1. There is a G-invariant positive line bundle on
X, hence we can pick some polynomial p0, with

ż

X

p0pc1, . . . , cnq ‰ 0

a nonzero integer. Every other polynomial p has
ż

X

ppc1, . . . , cnq “ bp

ż

X

p0pc1, . . . , cnq ‰ 0

for some complex number bp, and hence

ppc1, . . . , cnq ´ bpp0pc1, . . . , cnq “ 0

in de Rham cohomology, so in Dolbeault cohomology by the Hodge isomorphism.
Hence

ş

M
pp´ bpp0q “ 0, so

ş

M
p “ bp

ş

M
p0, and thus

ż

M

p “ a0

ż

X

where

a0 –

ş

M
p0

ş

X
p0
.

�

See [32] for calculations of some Chern numbers of flag varieties.

14. Cartan’s 5 variable paper

Recall that a plane field is a rank 2 holomorphic subbundle of the tangent bundle
of a complex manifold. A plane field on a 5-fold M is skew if, near each point of M ,
it has local holomorphic sections X,Y so that

X,Y, rXY s, rXrXY ss, rY rXY ss

are linearly independent. To be more concrete, consider an open subset of C5 with
holomorphic coordinates written as

x, y, y1, y2, z

with the holomorphic exterior differential system I generated by

dy ´ y1dx, dy1 ´ y2dx, dz ´ z1px, y, y1, y2, zqdx,
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where z1 “ z1px, y, y1, y2q is a holomorphic function which is skew at the generic
point, i.e. satisfies

B2z1

Bpy2q2
‰ 0.

At points where z1 is skew, the differential forms in I vanish precisely on the span
of the vectors

X “ By2 , Y “ Dx :“ Bx ` y1By ` y2By1 ` z1Bz
which span a skew plane field, as

X,Y, rXY s, rXrXY ss, rY rXY ss

are linearly independent. Conversely, all skew plane fields on 5-folds occur locally
this way [19] section 76 p. 320 (“En résumé, . . . ”), [43] p. 2. The Hilbert–Cartan
equation is

z1 “
py2q2

2
for functions y “ ypxq, z “ zpxq. Cartan [13] proved that the skew plane field
associated to the Hilbert–Cartan equation has a 14-dimensional Lie algebra of
infinitesimal symmetries, acting transitively. He also proved that it is locally
isomorphic to any skew plane field with a Lie algebra of infinitesimal symmetries of
dimension more than 7. Let pX,G2q be the the flag variety with Dynkin diagram

, i.e. the unique 5-dimensional complex homogeneous space of G2 which is not
the adjoint variety. Cartan [13] proved that there is a unique G2-invariant skew
plane field on X. The skew plane field of the Hilbert–Cartan equation is the pullback
of the skew plane field on X, pulled back to the affine open cell of X (also known as
the open Schubert cell or the big cell [9] p. 6), realizing the Lie algebra of symmetry
vector fields of the Hilbert–Cartan equations as the Lie algebra of G2.

In the process of proving these results (among others), Cartan [13] associates
to each skew plane field a fiber bundle of 2nd order frames on which he defines a
coframing of 1-forms

ω1, . . . , ω5, $1, . . . , $7, χ1, χ2

We follow Cartan closely here, and we assume complete familiarity with his paper
in this section, so we will provide no further explanation of his paper. Consider
Cartan’s equations (5) from [13] section 31 p. 149 (p. 967 in [14]):

dω1 “ ω1 ^ p2$1 `$4q ` ω2 ^$2 ` ω3 ^ ω4,

dω2 “ ω1 ^$3 ` ω2 ^ p$1 ` 2$4q ` ω3 ^ ω5,

dω3 “ ω1 ^$5 ` ω2 ^$6 ` ω3 ^ p$1 `$4q ` ω4 ^ ω5,

dω4 “ ω1 ^$7 `
4
3ω3 ^$6 ` ω4 ^$1 ` ω5 ^$2,

dω5 “ ω2 ^$7 ´
4
3ω3 ^$5 ` ω4 ^$3 ` ω5 ^$4,

and his equations (8) from the same section (see table 1 on the facing page). Cartan
does not provide equations for the exterior derivatives of χ1, χ2; we will provide a
partial remedy for this below.

Unfortunately, no one has so far succeeded (to my knowledge) in obtaining explicit
coordinate expressions for the 1-forms in Cartan’s paper. It is not difficult to obtain
explicit coordinate expressions for ω1, . . . , ω5, but they are very long; I was not able
to compute the 1-forms $1, . . . , $7, χ1, χ2.

We point out concerns about Cartan’s structure equations. As there are $ ^ ω
terms in d$, this is not a G-structure. To see that it is also not a Cartan connection,
we need to differentiate the structure equations using a computer algebra system, to
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Table 1. Cartan’s structure equations from [13] section 32 p. 151
(p. 969 in [14]), with the sign of E corrected to agree with the rest
of Cartan’s paper, thanks to Robert Bryant [11]

d$1 “ $3 ^$2 `
1
3ω3 ^$7 ´

2
3ω4 ^$5 `

1
3ω5 ^$6 ` ω1 ^ χ1

` 2B2ω1 ^ ω3 `B3ω2 ^ ω3 ` 2A2ω1 ^ ω4

` 2A3ω1 ^ ω5 `A3ω2 ^ ω4 `A4ω2 ^ ω5,

d$2 “ $2 ^ p$1 ´$4q ´ ω4 ^$6 ` ω1 ^ χ2

`B4ω2 ^ ω3 `A4ω2 ^ ω4 `A5ω2 ^ ω5,

d$3 “ $3 ^ p$4 ´$1q ´ ω5 ^$5 ` ω2 ^ χ1

´B1ω1 ^ ω3 ´A1ω1 ^ ω4 ´A2ω1 ^ ω5,

d$4 “ $2 ^$3 `
1
3ω3 ^$7 `

1
3ω4 ^$5 ´

2
3ω5 ^$6 ` ω2 ^ χ2

´B2ω1 ^ ω3 ´ 2B3ω2 ^ ω3 ´A2ω1 ^ ω4

´A3ω1 ^ ω5 ´ 2A3ω2 ^ ω4 ´ 2A4ω2 ^ ω5,

d$5 “ $1 ^$5 `$3 ^$6 ´ ω5 ^$7 ` ω3 ^ χ1

`
9
32D1ω1 ^ ω2 `

9
8C1ω1 ^ ω3 `

9
8C2ω2 ^ ω3

`A2ω3 ^ ω4 `A3ω3 ^ ω5 `
3
4B1ω1 ^ ω4

`
3
4B2pω1 ^ ω5 ` ω2 ^ ω4q `

3
4B3ω2 ^ ω5,

d$6 “ $2 ^$5 `$4 ^$6 ` ω4 ^$7 ` ω3 ^ χ2

`
9
32D2ω1 ^ ω2 `

9
8C2ω1 ^ ω3 `

9
8C3ω2 ^ ω3

´A3ω3 ^ ω4 ´A4ω3 ^ ω5 `
3
4B2ω1 ^ ω4

`
3
4B3pω1 ^ ω5 ` ω2 ^ ω4q `

3
4B4ω2 ^ ω5,

d$7 “
4
3$5 ^$6 ` p$1 `$4q ^$7 ` ω4 ^ χ1 ` ω5 ^ χ2

´
9
64Eω1 ^ ω2 ´

3
8D1ω1 ^ ω3

´
3
8D2ω2 ^ ω3 ` 2A3ω4 ^ ω5 ´B2ω3 ^ ω4 `B3ω3 ^ ω5.

obtain equations for dχ1, dχ2. Robert Bryant [10] alters Cartan’s choices of χ1, χ2,
defining

ˆ

χ11
χ12

˙

:“
ˆ

χ1
χ2

˙

`

ˆ

´ 3
8C1 ´ 3

8C2 B2 A2 A3
´ 3

8C2 ´ 3
8C3 ´B3 ´A3 ´A4

˙

ω.

Robert notes that ω,$, χ1 is a Cartan geometry modelled on the homogeneous space
pX,G2q. Cartan does not provide equations for dχ1, dχ2, but with some effort one
can compute that

d

ˆ

χ11
χ12

˙

“

ˆ

2$1 `$4 $3
$2 $1 ` 2$4

˙

^

ˆ

χ11
χ12

˙

`

ˆ

$5 ^$7
$6 ^$7

˙

modulo ω ^ ω curvature terms.
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Comparing Cartan’s notation [13] to ours above,

ω´ “

¨

˚

˚

˚

˚

˝

ω1
ω2
ω3
ω4
ω5

˛

‹

‹

‹

‹

‚

, ω0 “

ˆ

2$1 `$4 $2
$3 $1 ` 2$4

˙

, ω` “

¨

˚

˚

˚

˚

˝

$5
$6
$7
χ11
χ12

˛

‹

‹

‹

‹

‚

.

Up to constant nonzero rational number factors, these are the dual 1-forms in the
Lie algebra of G2 corresponding to root vectors in the pattern

´ 1
3$7

´χ11

´χ12

ω3

ω2

ω1

$3

ω5

ω4

1
3$5

$2

1
3$6

$4$1

which, with the indicated rescalings as above, I suspect become a Chevalley basis
for G2, although this seems to be difficult to check. Note that the right half of the
root system, together with the points on the vertical through the origin, consists
of the root vectors which span the parabolic subgroup of G2 stabilizing a point of
X. Since χ1 “ χ11 and χ2 “ χ12 up to holomorphic semibasic torsion terms, we can
treat them as equal in calculating Slovák cohomology. The Slovák differentials are
immediate from the equations above for the differentials:

∇ω1 “ 0,
∇ω2 “ 0,
∇ω3 “ ω1 ^$5 ` ω2 ^$6,

∇ω4 “ ω1 ^$7 `
4
3ω3 ^$6,

∇ω5 “ ω2 ^$7 ´
4
3ω3 ^$5,

and

∇$1 “
1
3ω3 ^$7 ´

2
3ω4 ^$5 `

1
3ω5 ^$6 ` ω1 ^ χ1,

∇$2 “ ´ω4 ^$6 ` ω1 ^ χ2,

∇$3 “ ´ω5 ^$5 ` ω2 ^ χ1,

∇$4 “
1
3ω3 ^$7 `

1
3ω4 ^$5 ´

2
3ω5 ^$6 ` ω2 ^ χ2
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and
∇$5 “ 0,
∇$6 “ 0,

∇$7 “
4
3$5 ^$6,

∇χ11 “ $5 ^$7,

∇χ12 “ $6 ^$7,

For example, the Cartan 3-form is
ω4 ^$1 ^$5 ` ω5 ^$2 ^$5 ` ω4 ^$3 ^$6

` ω5 ^$4 ^$6 ´ 2ω4 ^ ω5 ^$7 ´ ω3 ^$1 ^$7

´ ω3 ^$4 ^$7 ´ 2ω3 ^ ω4 ^ χ1 ´ 2ω1 ^$1 ^ χ1

´ ω2 ^$2 ^ χ1 ´ ω1 ^$4 ^ χ1 ´ 2ω3 ^ ω5 ^ χ2

´ ω2 ^$1 ^ χ2 ´ ω1 ^$3 ^ χ2 ´ 2ω2 ^$4 ^ χ2.

This is closed in the Slovák differential, giving an element in Slovák cohomology
H1,1,1. The Atiyah class of the plane field is
a “ ∇ω0,

“ dω0 `
1
2 rω0ω0s,

“

ˆ

2∇$1 `∇$4 ∇$2
∇$3 ∇$1 ` 2∇$4

˙

,

“

ˆ

ω3 ^$7 ´ ω4 ^$5 ` 2ω1 ^ χ1 ` ω2 ^ χ2 ´ω4 ^$6 ` ω1 ^ χ2
´ω5 ^$5 ` ω2 ^ χ1 ω3 ^$7 ´ ω5 ^$6 ` ω1 ^ χ1 ` 2ω2 ^ χ2

˙

For parabolic geometries, the tangent bundle is not an G0-module, if we take
G0 to be a Levi factor for the parabolic subgroup. But the associated graded of
the tangent bundle is an G0-module. The first order G-structure pseudoconnection
1-form is

¨

˚

˚

˚

˚

˝

2$1 `$4 $2 0 0 0
$3 $1 ` 2$4 0 0 0
$5 $6 $1 `$4 0 0
$7 0 4

3$6 $1 $2
0 $7 ´ 4

3$5 $3 $4

˛

‹

‹

‹

‹

‚

.

But the associated graded has representation
¨

˚

˚

˚

˚

˝

2$1 `$4 $2 0 0 0
$3 $1 ` 2$4 0 0 0
0 0 $1 `$4 0 0
0 0 0 $1 $2
0 0 0 $3 $4

˛

‹

‹

‹

‹

‚

,

so that it is an associated vector bundle of the first order G-structure. The reader
can then check (by hand!) that

c2 “ 11pc1{5q2,
c3 “ 13pc1{5q3,
c4 “ 9pc1{5q4,
c5 “ 3pc1{5q5

which agrees with [34] (a calculation done by computer).
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Table 2. A Chern–Simons invariant in Slovák cohomologyH4,1,4,
arising in the study of skew plane fields on 5-folds

T55c5pT q´3c1pT q5 “ 55Tc5pT q ´ 3Tc1pT q5 ,

“

ˆ

5i
2π

˙5 1
33

p2ω1 ^ ω3 ^ ω4 ^ ω5 ^$1 ^$5 ^$6 ^$7 ^ χ1

` ω2 ^ ω3 ^ ω4 ^ ω5 ^$2 ^$5 ^$6 ^$7 ^ χ1

` ω1 ^ ω3 ^ ω4 ^ ω5 ^$4 ^$5 ^$6 ^$7 ^ χ1

` ω2 ^ ω3 ^ ω4 ^ ω5 ^$1 ^$5 ^$6 ^$7 ^ χ2

` ω1 ^ ω3 ^ ω4 ^ ω5 ^$3 ^$5 ^$6 ^$7 ^ χ2

` 2ω2 ^ ω3 ^ ω4 ^ ω5 ^$4 ^$5 ^$6 ^$7 ^ χ2

´ 15ω1 ^ ω2 ^ ω3 ^ ω4 ^$1 ^$5 ^$7 ^ χ1 ^ χ2

´ 3ω1 ^ ω2 ^ ω3 ^ ω5 ^$2 ^$5 ^$7 ^ χ1 ^ χ2

´ 12ω1 ^ ω2 ^ ω3 ^ ω4 ^$4 ^$5 ^$7 ^ χ1 ^ χ2

´ 12ω1 ^ ω2 ^ ω3 ^ ω5 ^$1 ^$6 ^$7 ^ χ1 ^ χ2

´ 3ω1 ^ ω2 ^ ω3 ^ ω4 ^$3 ^$6 ^$7 ^ χ1 ^ χ2

´ 15ω1 ^ ω2 ^ ω3 ^ ω5 ^$4 ^$6 ^$7 ^ χ1 ^ χ2

Consider the Chern–Simons form in Slovák cohomology of the last relation, as
shown in table 2. For the differential form Ψ in table 3 on the facing page,

∇Ψ “ T55c5pT q´3c1pT q5

in the Slovák differential. Hence on any reduction of structure group to an G0-bundle,
the Chern–Simons class of T55c5pT q´3c1pT q5 vanishes in Dolbeault cohomology. So any
5-fold with a skew plane field has not only the above relations among Chern classes
in Dolbeault cohomology, but also the vanishing of this Chern–Simons invariant in
Dolbeault cohomology. Moreover, there is no residue from that Chern–Simons form
on the singular hypersurface of a meromorphic skew plane field on a complex 5-fold.

15. Conclusion

We can now employ constraints on characteristic classes and Chern–Simons
classes from generalized flag varieties to yield constraints on Dolbeault cohomology
of complex manifolds carrying holomorphic geometric structures with a wide selection
of different models. It remains to make a theory of such structures on singular
varieties, generalizing the theory of singular locally Hermitian symmetric varieties,
on which some results about characteristic class invariants are known [36] which
generalize Hirzebruch’s proportionality theorem. The results above should help
in classifying all holomorphic Cartan geometries which are both modelled on and
also defined on C-spaces. There are many interesting examples yet to compute of
relations on Chern–Simons invariants following our method above.
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