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Abstract. We generalise the notions of scalar-valued holomorphic p-contact and s-symplectic structures

introduced recently on compact complex manifolds by the second-named author jointly with H. Kasuya

and L. Ugarte to their analogues with values in a holomorphic line bundle. We then study the resulting

holomorphic p-contact and s-symplectic manifolds which, unlike their scalar counterparts that are never

Kähler, can even be projective. In particular, we investigate the (lack of) positivity properties of the

canonical bundle of these manifolds when it is given a possibly singular Hermitian fibre metric. One of the

tools used is a very recent regularisation result for m-psh functions obtained jointly by S. Dinew and the

second-named author.

1 Introduction

The following generalisations of the classical notions of holomorphic contact and holomorphic sym-
plectic manifolds were introduced in [KPU25a] and further studied in [KPU25b] in the context of
scalar-valued (i.e. C-valued) differential forms.

Definition 1.1. Let X be a compact complex manifold with dimCX = n.

(1) ([KPU25, Definition 1.1.]) When n = 2p + 1, X is said to be a holomorphic p-contact
manifold if there exists a holomorphic p-contact structure on it, to wit a smooth (p, 0)-form Γ ∈
C∞
p, 0(X, C) such that

(a) ∂̄Γ = 0 and (b) Γ ∧ ∂Γ ̸= 0 at every point of X.

(2) ([KPU25, Definition 3.4.]) When n = 2s, X is said to be a holomorphic s-symplectic
manifold if there exists a holomorphic s-symplectic structure on it, to wit a smooth (s, 0)-form
Ω ∈ C∞

s, 0(X, C) such that

(i) ∂̄Ω = 0; and (ii) Ω ∧ Ω ̸= 0 at every point of X.

It is easily seen that p must be odd, forcing n ≡ 3 mod 4, when X is holomorphic p-contact,
while s must be even, forcing n ≡ 0 mod 4, when X is holomorphic s-symplectic.

In the present paper, we further generalise these notions to the setting of differential forms with
values in a holomorphic line bundle L. Specifically, we introduce and study the following

Definition 1.2. Let X be a compact complex manifold with dimCX = n.

(1) When n = 2p + 1 = 4l + 3, X is said to be a (locally) holomorphic p-contact manifold if
there exist a holomorphic line bundle L and an L-valued holomorphic p-contact structure on X, to
wit a form Γ ∈ C∞

p, 0(X, L) satisfying the following two conditions:

(a) ∂̄Γ = 0 and (b) Γ ∧ ∂Γ ̸= 0 at every point of X. (1)
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(2) When n = 2s, X is said to be a (locally) holomorphic s-symplectic manifold if there exist
a holomorphic line bundle L and an L-valued holomorphic s-symplectic structure on X, to wit a
form Ω ∈ C∞

s, 0(X, L) satisfying the following two conditions:

(a) ∂̄Ω = 0 and (b) Ω ∧ Ω ̸= 0 at every point of X. (2)

Note that p is supposed to be odd in the p-contact case, forcing n ≡ 3 mod 4, while s must be
even as a consequence of the assumptions (2), forcing n ≡ 0 mod 4, in the s-symplectic case.

On the other hand, ∂Γ is not a globally defined L-valued form on X since ∂ is not a (1, 0)-
connection on L, but Γ∧∂Γ is a well-defined L2-valued holomorphic (n, 0)-form onX when n = 2p+1
with p odd. This can be seen at least in two ways: by viewing Γ as a collection (Γα)α of C-valued
(p, 0)-forms on the open subsets Uα of a family of local trivialisations of L and noting that the
locally defined C-valued (n, 0)-forms Γα ∧ ∂Γα glue together into a global L2-valued (n, 0)-form on
X (cf. (i) of Observation 2.1); or by observing that, if D′

h is the (1, 0)-part of the Chern connection
Dh of L equipped with any C∞ Hermitian fibre metric h, then Γ ∧ D′

hΓ is independent of h and
equals the form Γ ∧ ∂Γ defined by the first approach (cf. (ii) of Observation 2.1).

The classical notion of L-valued holomorphic contact structure (cf. e.g. [LeB95]) on a
complex manifold X of odd dimension n = 2p + 1 is defined to be a holomorphic (1, 0)-form
η ∈ H1, 0

∂̄
(X, L) such that the Lp+1-valued holomorphic (n, 0)-form η ∧ (∂η)p is nowhere vanishing.

We observe in Proposition 2.6 that every compact complex manifold X with dimCX = n ≡ 3 mod 4
that carries a bundle-valued holomorphic contact structure also carries a bundle-valued holomorphic
p-contact structure. Thus, our (locally) holomorphic p-contact manifolds generalise the classical
contact manifolds.

In a similar vein, our locally holomorphic s-symplectic manifolds generalise the classical holo-
morphic symplectic manifolds in two ways. Firstly, in the scalar case, it was observed in
[KPU25a, §3.2] that every holomorphic symplectic form (i.e. every holomorphic (2, 0)-form ω ∈
H2, 0

∂̄
(X, C) on a (2s)-dimensional compact complex manifold X such that dω = 0 and ωs ̸= 0 every-

where on X) induces a C-valued holomorphic s-symplectic form defined as Ω := ωs. Secondly, we
allow our holomorphic s-symplectic forms Ω to assume values in a possibly non-trivial holomorphic
line bundle L.

Meanwhile, the existence of an L-valued holomorphic p-contact or s-symplectic structure implies
that the holomorphic line bundle KX ⊗ L2 is trivial, or equivalently that L is a square root of the
anti-canonical bundle −KX . This, in turn, is known to be equivalent to the existence of a spin
structure on X (cf. [Ati71], cited here as Proposition 2.5). Thus, we have

Observation 1.3. Locally holomorphic p-contact and s-symplectic manifolds are special cases of
spin manifolds. In particular, if X is a compact complex manifold X with dimCX = 2p+ 1 and p
is odd, the following implications hold:

X is holomorphic contact =⇒ X is holomorphic p-contact =⇒ X is spin. (3)

It was noted in [KPU25a, Observation 2.1.] that compact complex manifolds carrying a C-valued
holomorphic p-contact structure are never Kähler. However, locally holomorphic p-contact manifolds
(i.e. those carrying a line-bundle-valued holomorphic p-contact structure) introduced in this paper
as generalisations of their scalar counterparts can even be projective.
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After giving several basic properties of holomorphic p-contact manifolds in §2, we investigate in
§3 what kind of (possibly singular in some cases) Hermitian fibre metric the canonical bundle of a
compact Kähler manifold X of one of the three types in (3) can possess. The hypotheses we make
involve the relatively recent notion of partial positivity, called m-positivity of a (1, 1)-current T
with respect to a given Hermitian metric ω, introduced by Dieu in [Die06] and denoted in [DP25a],
[DP25b] and in this paper by T ≥m,ω 0. Theorems 3.5, 3.6 and 3.7 are summarised in the following

Theorem 1.4. Let (X, ω) be a compact Kähler manifold with dimCX = n.

(i) Suppose there exists a spin structure on X and the anti-canonical bundle −KX possesses
a C∞ Hermitian fibre metric h2 such that

Scal (ω, h2) ≥ 0 everywhere on X and Scal (ω, h2) > 0 at some point of X. (4)

Then H0(X, KX) = Hn, 0(X, C) = {0}.
(ii) Suppose that n = 2p+1 and there exist a holomorphic line bundle L on X and an L-valued

holomorphic contact structure η ∈ H1, 0

∂̄
(X, L). Then, there exists no (singular or otherwise)

Hermitian fibre metric h−(p+1) on the canonical bundle KX ≃ L−(p+1) of X such that

iΘh−(p+1)(KX) ≥n−1, ω 0.

(iii) Suppose that n = 2p+1 and p is odd. Further suppose there exist a holomorphic line bundle
L on X and an L-valued holomorphic p-contact structure Γ ∈ Hp, 0

∂̄
(X, L). Then, there exists

no (singular or otherwise) Hermitian fibre metric h−2 on the canonical bundle KX ≃ L−2 such that

iΘh−2(KX) ≥n−p, ω 0.

In part (i) above, Scal (ω, h2) stands for the scalar curvature ofX with respect to ω and h2 defined
in the expected way in §3.4. This result can be viewed as a version in our setting of a consequence
(cf. e.g. [Bär11, Corollary 2.5.13.]) of Lichnerowicz’s identity in [Lic63] (whose role is played here
by the Bochner-Kodaira-Nakano identity) asserting that there are no non-trivial harmonic spinor
fields on a connected compact Riemannian spin manifold with Scal ≥ 0 everywhere and Scal > 0
somewhere.

Parts (ii) and (iii) above rule out KX being flat or positive but allow it to be negative. So, X
can very well be a Fano manifold. Fano contact manifolds were studied, for example, in [Bea98].
Fano p-contact manifolds are mentioned in (ii) of Corollary 3.4 which translates into our language
an observation of [Dem02].

An analogue of part (iii) above for locally holomorphic s-symplectic manifolds is given in Theorem
4.5: the curvature assumption is similar, but the conclusion is different. It merely asserts that the
sheaf FΩ of germs of holomorphic (1, 0)-vector fields ξ that contract the bundle-valued holomorphic
s-symplectic form Ω to 0 has rank zero.

These results, whose proofs use the local regularisation Theorem 1.6. in [DP25a] to handle
singular fibre metrics, can be viewed as generalisations of the main theorem in [Dem02] that we
restate as Theorem 3.5. Some of the consequences of this discussion are gathered in the following
statement that merges parts of Corollaries 3.4 and 3.8.
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Corollary 1.5. Let X be a compact Kähler manifold with dimCX = n = 2p+1 and p odd. Suppose
there exists an L-valued holomorphic p-contact structure Γ ∈ Hp, 0

∂̄
(X, L) for some holomorphic

line bundle L over X. Then:

(i) the canonical line bundle KX of X is not pseudo-effective. Hence, the Kodaira dimension
of X is negative: k(X) = −∞.

(ii) if X is projective, X is covered by rational curves. In particular, X is not Kobayashi
hyperbolic.

In §5, we briefly discuss the versions of the sheaves FΓ and GΓ that played such a key role in
the scalar setting of [KPU25a] and [KPU25b], updated now to our current bundle-valued structures
where the latter sheaf depends on the Hermitian fibre metric h on L.

In §6, we discuss some examples of locally holomorphic p-contact manifolds. That discussion,
combined with standard results, implies that the complex projective space Pn is:

• never a (locally) holomorphic s-symplectic manifold;

• a spin manifold if and only if n is odd (cf. e.g. [LM89, II, §2, Example 2.4.]);

• a (locally) holomorphic p-contact manifold (for some p) if and only if n ≡ 3 mod 4.

Moreover, Proposition 6.2 shows that the only smooth complex hypersurfaces in complex pro-
jective space that carry a holomorphic p-contact structure are copies of Pn with n ≡ 3 mod 4, seen
as hypersurfaces in Pn+1.

Fortunately, Proposition 4.4 shows that new examples of (locally) holomorphic p-contact man-
ifolds can be obtained from existing ones via surjective holomorphic submersions π : X −→ Y
between compact complex manifolds with dimCY = 2s = 4r and dimCX = 2s + 2p + 1 when p is
odd. Loosely reworded, Proposition 4.4 ensures that if the base manifold Y carries a holomorphic
s-symplectic structure and if there exists a fibrewise holomorphic p-contact structure, then the
total space X of the fibration carries a holomorphic (s + p)-contact structure. In particular,
products Y ×Z of a holomorphic s-symplectic manifold Y and a holomorphic p-contact manifold Z
are holomorphic (s+ p)-contact manifolds.

Acknowledgments. Work on this project started during the second-named author’s week-long
visit to the University of Queensland in March 2025. He is grateful to the first-named author for
the invitation and support. Thanks are also due to S. Dinew for valuable comments.

2 The p-contact setting

2.1 Preliminaries

Let X be a compact complex manifold with dimCX = n = 2p + 1 = 4l + 3, where p ≥ 1 and l ≥ 0
are integers. Let L be a holomorphic line bundle on X and let Γ ∈ C∞

p, 0(X, L) be an L-valued
C∞ (p, 0)-form. We shall often assume Γ to be holomorphic, namely ∂̄Γ = 0 on X, where ∂̄ is the
canonical (0, 1)-connection on L induced by its holomorphic structure and extending to L-valued
forms the Cauchy-Riemann operator ∂̄ (denoted by the same symbol) acting on scalar-valued forms
on X.
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If we fix a collection of local holomorphic trivialisations θα : L|Uα −→ Uα × C of L over an open
covering U = (Uα)α of X and denote by (eα)α the corresponding holomorphic frames over the Uα’s
and by (gαβ)α, β the corresponding (invertible, holomorphic) transition functions gαβ : Uα∩Uβ −→ C
of L, we have eβ = gαβ eα on Uα ∩ Uβ for all α, β.

This implies that any Hermitian fibre metric h on L can be seen as a collection of locally defined
functions φα : Uα −→ R satisfying the gluing condition

φα = φβ + log |gαβ|2 on Uα ∩ Uβ (5)

for all α, β. Indeed, the local weight functions φα of h are defined by requiring

|eα|2h = e−φα

on each Uα. We will write h = (e−φα)α. The metric h is (standardly) said to be C∞ (resp. singular)
if all the φα’s are C

∞ (resp. L1
loc). When h is C∞, the Chern connection Dh of (L, h) splits into a

(1, 0)-connectionD′
h : C

∞
r, s(X, L) −→ C∞

r+1, s(X, L) and a (0, 1)-connectionD′′
h = ∂̄ : C∞

r, s(X, L) −→
C∞
r, s+1(X, L). So, Dh = D′

h + ∂̄ and it is standard that

(D′
h)|Uα = ∂ − ∂φα ∧ · = eφα ∂

(
e−φα ·

)
:= ∂−φα on Uα (6)

for every α. It is equally standard that the resulting curvature form iΘh(L) ∈ C∞
1, 1(X, R), defined

by D′
h∂̄ + ∂̄D′

h = Θh(L) ∧ · , is locally given by

iΘh(L)|Uα = i∂∂̄φα

for every α. The last piece of standard information about Hermitian fibre metrics that we recall
from [Dem97, chapter V] is the existence of a sesquilinear pairing

C∞
r1, s1

(X, L)× C∞
r2, s2

(X, L) −→ C∞
r1+s2, s1+r2

(X, C)

induced by h on pairs (σ, τ) of global L-valued forms of any bidegrees. In a local trivialisation
(θα, eα) of L, it is defined by{

σ|Uα = σα ⊗ eα, τ|Uα = τα ⊗ eα

}
h

:= σα ∧ τα e−φα . (7)

The compatibility of any connection D on L with a given metric h, as is the case with the Chern
connection, is defined to mean that D satisfies the Leibniz rule w.r.t. to this sesquilinear pairing
whose result is a scalar form on X.

Now, for every Γ ∈ C∞
p, 0(X, L) and every α, we have

Γ|Uα = Γα ⊗ eα on Uα,

where each Γα is a C∞ (p, 0)-form on Uα and the local pieces satisfy the gluing condition

Γα = gαβ Γβ on Uα ∩ Uβ (8)
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for all α, β. Equivalently, Γ can be seen as a collection (Γα)α of locally defined C∞ C-valued
(p, 0)-forms satisfying (8). By taking ∂̄ in (8) and using the holomorphicity of the gαβ’s, we get
∂̄Γα = gαβ ∂̄Γβ on Uα ∩ Uβ for all α, β. Hence, ∂̄Γ = (∂̄Γα)α ∈ C∞

p, 1(X, L) is a global L-valued C∞

(p, 1)-form on X. In particular, the condition ∂̄Γ = 0 is equivalent to ∂̄Γα = 0 on Uα for every α.
However, ∂Γ does not make global sense since there is no canonical (1, 0)-connection on the

holomorphic line bundle L. Another way of seeing this is to take ∂ in the equality (8) of scalar
forms, which yields

∂Γα = gαβ ∂Γβ + ∂gαβ ∧ Γβ on Uα ∩ Uβ

for all α, β, and to observe that the last term prevents the locally defined scalar (p+1, 0)-forms ∂Γα
from gluing together into a global L-valued form. Nevertheless, Γβ ∧ Γβ = 0 since p is assumed odd,
hence we get

Γα ∧ ∂Γα = g2αβ Γβ ∧ ∂Γβ on Uα ∩ Uβ (9)

for all α, β. Since (g2αβ)α, β are the transition functions of the holomorphic line bundle L2 := L⊗ L,
we infer the first statement in

Observation 2.1. If dimCX = n = 2p+ 1 and p is odd, for any Γ ∈ C∞
p, 0(X, L) we have:

(i) Γ ∧ ∂Γ := (Γα ∧ ∂Γα)α ∈ C∞
n, 0(X, L

2) is a well-defined C∞ L2-valued (n, 0)-form on X;

(ii) if h = (e−φα)α is any C∞ Hermitian fibre metric on L and Dh = D′
h + ∂̄ is the associated

Chern connection, we have

Γ ∧ ∂Γ = Γ ∧D′
hΓ ∈ C∞

n, 0(X, L
2).

Proof. To prove (ii), we first use (6) to get

(D′
hΓ)|Uα = (∂Γα − ∂φα ∧ Γα)⊗ eα

for every α. Hence,

(Γ ∧D′
hΓ)|Uα =

(
Γα ∧ (∂Γα − ∂φα ∧ Γα)

)
⊗ e2α = (Γα ∧ ∂Γα)⊗ e2α

for every α since Γα ∧ Γα = 0 due to p being odd. This proves the contention. □

2.2 Local holomorphic p-contact structures

The first main notion introduced in this paper is the following generalisation to an L-valued form of
the notion of holomorphic p-contact structure introduced and studied for the case where L is trivial
in [KPU25]. In other words, we now introduce the local version of the global notion of [KPU25].

Definition 2.2. Let L be a holomorphic line bundle on a compact complex manifold X with dimCX =
n = 2p+ 1 = 4l + 3, where p and l are integers.

6



(1) An L-valued holomorphic p-contact structure on X is a form Γ ∈ C∞
p, 0(X, L) satisfying

the following two conditions:

(a) ∂̄Γ = 0 and (b) Γ ∧ ∂Γ ̸= 0 at every point of X. (10)

When the line bundle L is not specified, any such form Γ is alternatively called a local holo-
morphic p-contact structure on X.

(2) If there exists an L-valued holomorphic p-contact structure Γ ∈ C∞
p, 0(X, L), L is called a

holomorphic p-contact bundle, (X, L, Γ) is called a holomorphic p-contact triple and X is
called a (locally holomorphic) p-contact manifold.

The initial observations are collected in the following

Proposition 2.3. Let (X, L, Γ) be a holomorphic p-contact triple with dimCX = n = 2p+1 =
4l + 3. Then:

(i) Γ induces a holomorphic line bundle isomorphism L2 ≃ −KX between L2 and the anti-
canonical bundle of X. With respect to any family (Uα, θα, eα)α of local holomorphic trivialisations
of L, the equivalent isomorphism SΓ : L−2 −→ KX is defined by

e−2
α 7−→ Γα ∧ ∂Γα on Uα

for every α.

(ii) For every C∞ Hermitian fibre metric h on L, let h2 be the induced C∞ Hermitian fibre
metric on L2 and let h2Γ be the C∞ Hermitian fibre metric on −KX induced by h2 via the bundle
isomorphism L2 ≃ −KX defined by Γ under (i) above. Let Ric(h2) := i

2π
Θh2Γ

(−KX) be the curvature

form of −KX w.r.t. h2Γ. If HL is the set of Hermitian fibre metrics h on L, the map

HL ∋ h −→ Ric(h2) ∈ c1(X)BC (11)

is surjective, where c1(X)BC is the first Chern class of X (namely the first Chern class of T 1, 0X,
or equivalently, the first Chern class of −KX) in the sense of the Bott-Chern cohomology.

Moreover, if ∼ is the equivalence relation on HL defined by

h1 ∼ h2 ⇐⇒ ∃C ∈ R such that h1 = e−C h2

and ĥ is the equivalence class of any h ∈ HL, the map

HL/ ∼∋ ĥ −→ Ric(h2) ∈ c1(X)BC (12)

is well defined and bijective.

(iii) For every C∞ Hermitian fibre metric h on L, the scalar (n, n)-form

dVΓ, h := in
2

{
Γ ∧ ∂Γ, Γ ∧ ∂Γ

}
h2

∈ C∞
n, n(X, R) (13)

is strictly positive at every point of X. It will be called the volume form induced by Γ and h.
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With respect to any family (Uα, θα, eα)α of local holomorphic trivialisations of L in which Γ =
(Γα)α and h = (e−φα)α, we have

Γα ∧ Γα e
−φα = Γβ ∧ Γβ e

−φβ on Uα ∩ Uβ for all α, β.

Moreover, with respect to the C-valued (p, p)-form Γ∧Γ e−φ globally defined on X by the requirement
that its restriction to each Uα be Γα ∧ Γα e

−φα, the above volume form is given by

dVΓ, h := i∂(Γ ∧ Γ e−φ) ∧ ∂̄(Γ ∧ Γ e−φ). (14)

(iv) Fix an arbitrary Hermitian metric ω on X. For every C∞ Hermitian fibre metric h on L,
let Ch > 0 be the unique constant given by the generalisation in [TW10] of Yau’s theorem of [Yau78]
for which there exists a Hermitian metric ωh = ω + i∂∂̄φh > 0 on X such that

ωnh = Ch dVΓ, h. (15)

Such a metric ωh is unique and satisfies

Ric(h2) = Ric(ωh), (16)

where Ric(ωh) := i
2π
Θωh

(−KX) is the curvature form of −KX w.r.t. the Hermitian fibre metric
induced by ωnh .

Proof. (i) Since Γ ∧ ∂Γ is a non-vanishing holomorphic (n, 0)-form with values in L2, we have

Γ ∧ ∂Γ ∈ Hn, 0

∂̄
(X,L2) ≃ H0(X, Ωn ⊗ L2) = H0(X, KX ⊗ L2).

Thus, Γ∧∂Γ is a non-vanishing global holomorphic section of the holomorphic line bundle KX ⊗L2.
The existence of such a section implies the triviality of KX⊗L2, hence the isomorphism L2 ≃ −KX .

Moreover, the non-vanishing section Γ ∧ ∂Γ of KX ⊗ L2 identifies in any local trivialisation the
local holomorphic frame e−2

α of L−2 on Uα with the local holomorphic frame Γα ∧ ∂Γα of KX .

(ii) Let ω̃ be an arbitrary C∞ (1, 1)-form lying in the class c1(X)BC = c1(−KX)BC . There exists

a C∞ Hermitian fibre metric h̃ on −KX whose curvature form is ω̃ (up to a multiplicative constant):

i

2π
Θh̃(−KX) = ω̃.

Since −KX ≃ L2, h̃ induces a C∞ Hermitian fibre metric, that we still denote by h̃, on L2. Let
(ψα)α be the local weight functions defining h̃ in a collection of local trivialisations for L, namely

h̃ = (e−ψα)α. Then h̃
1
2 := (e−

1
2
ψα)α is a C∞ Hermitian fibre metric on L. By construction, we have

Ric

((
h̃

1
2

)2)
= Ric

(
h̃

)
= ω̃.

This proves the surjectivity of the map (11).
Now, fix an arbitrary C∞ Hermitian fibre metric h0 = (e−ψα)α on L. Then ψα = ψβ+log |gαβ|2 on

Uα∩Uβ for all α, β. If h = (e−φα)α is any C
∞ Hermitian fibre metric on L, we have φα = φβ+log |gαβ|2

on Uα ∩ Uβ for all α, β. Hence,

φα − ψα = φβ − ψβ on Uα ∩ Uβ

8



for all α, β. Therefore, the exists a global C∞ function f : X −→ R whose restriction to each Uα is
φα − ψα. We conclude that every C∞ Hermitian fibre metric h on L can be specified in terms of a
reference such metric h0 = (e−ψα)α by means of such a function f :

h = (e−f−ψα)α = e−f h0. (17)

Moreover, for any two C∞ Hermitian fibre metrics h1 = e−f1 h0 and h2 = e−f2 h0 on L, we have
the following equivalences (in which we identify h2l with h

2
l,Γ for l = 0, 1, 2) for equalities on X :

Ric(h21) = Ric(h22) ⇐⇒ i

2π
Θh21

(−KX) =
i

2π
Θh22

(−KX)

⇐⇒ i

2π
Θh20

(−KX) + 2 i∂∂̄f1 =
i

2π
Θh20

+ 2 i∂∂̄f2

⇐⇒ ∂∂̄(f1 − f2) = 0 ⇐⇒ f1 − f2 = Const.

We have used the compactness of X to get the constancy conclusion for f1 − f2. This proves that
Ric(h21) = Ric(h22) if and only if there exists a constant C ∈ R such that h1 = exp(−C)h2, which
proves the well-definedness (i.e. its independence of the choice of representative of the equivalence

class ĥ) and the injectivity of the map (12).

(iii) Since Γ ∧ ∂Γ = (Γα ∧ ∂Γα)α is an L2-valued (n, 0)-form on X (see Observation 2.1) and
since h2 = (e−2φα)α is a fibre metric on L2 whenever h = (e−φα)α is one on L, the general definition
(7) yields:

(dVΓ, h)|Uα = in
2

(Γα ∧ ∂Γα) ∧ (Γα ∧ ∂Γα) e−2φα . (18)

Now, it is standard (see e.g. [Dem97, III.§1.A]) that in2
(Γα∧∂Γα)∧(Γα∧∂Γα) ≥ 0 as an (n, n)-form

for every (n, 0)-form Γα. In our case, Γα ∧ ∂Γα is non-vanishing, so the above inequality is strict.
As for the next claim, putting together the gluing properties (8) and (5), we get:

Γα ∧ Γα e
−φα =

(
|gαβ|2 Γβ ∧ Γβ

)(
e−φβ

1

|gαβ|2

)
on Uα ∩ Uβ for all α, β,

as claimed. Moreover, since ∂Γα = 0 and ∂̄Γα = 0, we get:

∂(Γα ∧ Γα e
−φα) = ∂Γα ∧ Γα e

−φα − Γα ∧ Γα (e
−φα ∂φα)

∂̄(Γα ∧ Γα e
−φα) = −Γα ∧ ∂̄Γα e−φα − Γα ∧ Γα (e

−φα ∂̄φα).

Multiplying these two equalities and using the fact that Γα ∧ Γα = 0 and Γα ∧ Γα = 0 (since p is
odd), we get:

i∂(Γα ∧ Γα e
−φα) ∧ ∂̄(Γα ∧ Γα e

−φα) = −i ∂Γα ∧ Γα ∧ Γα ∧ ∂̄Γα e−2φα

= i (Γα ∧ ∂Γα) ∧ (Γα ∧ ∂Γα) e−2φα = (dVΓ, h)|Uα ,

where the last equality is (18) since in
2
= i due n being odd. This proves (14).

(iv) The uniqueness of a solution ωh = ω + i∂∂̄φh > 0 of the Monge-Ampère equation (15)
is guaranteed by the Tosatti-Weinkove generalisation in [TW10] to the Hermitian case of Yau’s
celebrated theorem for Kähler metrics of [Yau78]. It remains to prove equality (16).
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Let h = (e−φα)α an arbitrary C∞ Hermitian fibre metric on L. The metric h2 = (e−2φα)α it
induces on L2 induces, in turn, a fibre metric h2Γ on −KX that makes the isomorphism L2 ≃ −KX

into an isometry. The associated curvature form is given in any local trivialisation by

Ric(h2)|Uα =
i

2π
Θh2Γ

(−KX)|Uα =
i

2π
∂∂̄(2φα) =

i

π
∂∂̄φα (19)

for all α.
On the other hand, the isometry SΓ : (L−2, h−2 = (e2φα)α) ≃ (KX , h

−2
Γ ), thanks to its shape

given under (i) above, yields the latter equality in

eφα = |e−2
α |h−2 = |Γα ∧ ∂Γα|h−2

Γ
,

hence φα = log |Γα ∧ ∂Γα|h−2
Γ

on Uα for every α. We get:

Ric(ωh)|Uα = − i

2π
∂∂̄ log(ωnh)|Uα = − i

2π
∂∂̄ log

(
Ch

dVΓ, h
dVn

)
|Uα

=
i

2π
∂∂̄ log |Γα ∧ ∂Γα|2h−2

Γ

=
i

2π
∂∂̄(2φα) =

i

π
∂∂̄φα, (20)

where we used the local shape (18) on Uα of dVΓ, h to get the third equality in which dVn :=
idz1 ∧ dz̄1 ∧ · · · ∧ idzn ∧ dz̄n is the standard volume form defined by local coordinates on Uα.

The contention follows by putting together (19 ) and (20). □

2.3 Links with contact and spin manifolds

The main takeaway from (i) of Proposition 2.3 is that the existence of a holomorphic p-contact
structure on X forces the anti-canonical bundle (hence also the canonical bundle) of X to have a
square root (in the person of the holomorphic p-contact bundle L, respectively its dual L−1). In
other words, we get

Corollary 2.4. Any compact complex manifold X with dimCX ≡ 3 mod 4 that carries a local
holomorphic p-contact structure is a spin manifold.

Recall (see e.g. the book [Bär11] for details) that a spin manifold is an oriented Riemannian
manifold (M, g) equipped with a spin structure (P Spin(M), ρ̄), namely a pair consisting of a principal
Spin(m)-bundle P Spin(M) over M (where m = dimRM) and a double covering ρ̄ : P Spin(M) −→
P SO(M), where P SO(M) is the principal SO(m)-bundle of oriented orthonormal frames of the
tangent bundle TM of M , such that the restriction of ρ̄ to each fibre of P Spin(M) is the standard
double covering ρ : Spin(m) −→ SO(m). Isomorphic double coverings are considered to define a
same spin structure.

Recall that the spin group Spin(m) ⊂ Clm is defined as the subset consisting of Clifford products
of an even number of points on the unit sphere Sm−1 ⊂ Rm of the Clifford algebra Clm for Rm

equipped with the Euclidean inner product. The set Spin(m) is a group with respect to the Clifford
multiplication of Clm. It is even a Lie group that is compact for all m ∈ N, connected for all m ≥ 2
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and simply connected for allm ≥ 3. It is equipped with the group morphism ρ : Spin(m) −→ SO(m)
defined, for every a ∈ Spin(m), as the element ρ(a) : Rm −→ Rm of SO(m) given by

ρ(a)x := a · x · a−1, x ∈ Rn,

where · denotes Clifford multiplication in Rm ⊂ Clm. The map ρ : Spin(m) −→ SO(m) is surjective
and every element in SO(m) has exactly two preimages in Spin(m). That these two preimages can
be thought of as the two square roots of a same element in SO(m) is made explicit by the fact
that, when m = 2, one has Spin(2) ≃ SO(2) ≃ S1, where S1 ⊂ C is the unit circle, and the map
ρ : Spin(2) −→ SO(2) is given by the squaring map S1 ∋ z 7→ z2 ∈ S1.

Thus, a spin structure (P Spin(M), ρ̄) on (M, g), when it exists, can be thought of as a square
root bundle of the principal SO(m)-bundle P SO(M). When them-dimensional Riemannian manifold
(M, g) is replaced by a compact complex Hermitian manifold (X, ω) with dimCX = n, there is a
nice criterion equating the existence of a spin structure on X to the existence of a square root of
the canonical bundle of X (or, equivalently, of the anti-canonical bundle).

Proposition 2.5. ([Ati71, Proposition 3.2], [LM89]) Let X be a compact complex manifold and let
KX be its canonical bundle.

(1) There exists a spin structure on X if and only if there exists a holomorphic line bundle E
on X such that E2 ≃ KX .

(2) The spin structures on X correspond bijectively to the isomorphism classes of holomorphic
line bundles E on X such that E2 ≃ KX .

Another observation is that the notion of (local) holomorphic p-contact structure generalises the
standard notion of (local) holomorphic contact structure. Recall that if F is a holomorphic line
bundle on a complex manifold X with dimCX = n = 2p + 1, an F -valued holomorphic contact
structure on X is a form η ∈ C∞

1, 0(X, F ) satisfying the following two conditions:

(a) ∂̄η = 0 and (b) η ∧ (∂η)p ̸= 0 at every point of X. (21)

As we saw earlier with Γ ∈ C∞
p, 0(X, L), one sees at once that ∂η does not make sense as a vector-

bundle-valued (2, 0)-form on X, but the exterior product η∧(∂η)p ∈ Hn, 0(X, F p+1) is a well-defined
holomorphic F p+1-valued (n, 0)-form on X. This amounts to η ∧ (∂η)p being a global holomorphic
section of the holomorphic line bundle KX ⊗ F p+1. Since the contact definition (21) also imposes
it to be non-vanishing, the homorphic line bundle KX ⊗ F p+1 must be trivial. Equivalently, F is a
(p+ 1)st root of the anti-canonical bundle of X:

F p+1 ≃ −KX . (22)

Proposition 2.6. Let F be a holomorphic line bundle on a compact complex manifold X with
dimCX = n = 2p+ 1 = 4l + 3, where p and l are integers.

If η ∈ C∞
1, 0(X, F ) is an F -valued holomorphic contact structure on X, then Γ := η ∧ (∂η)l ∈

Hp, 0

∂̄
(X, F l+1) is a well-defined L := F l+1-valued holomorphic p-contact structure on X.
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Proof. Let ((Uα)α, (hαβ)α, β) be a collection of (holomorphic) transition functions hαβ : Uα∩Uβ −→ C
associated with a family of local holomorphic trivialisations of F over open subsets Uα ⊂ X. With
respect to it, the F -valued holomorphic contact form can be viewed as a family η = (ηα)α of C-
valued locally defined holomorphic (1, 0)-forms ηα ∈ H1, 0

∂̄
(Uα, C) connected to one another by the

property:

ηα = hαβ ηβ on Uα ∩ Uβ,

for all α, β. Taking ∂, we get:

∂ηα = hαβ ∂ηβ + ∂hαβ ∧ ηβ,
ηα ∧ ∂ηα = h2αβ ηβ ∧ ∂ηβ on Uα ∩ Uβ,

for all α, β, where the last equality follows from ηβ ∧ ηβ = 0 due to ηβ being a 1-form. By induction
on the power of ∂ηα, we then get:

ηα ∧ (∂ηα)
l = hl+1

αβ ηβ ∧ (∂ηβ)
l on Uα ∩ Uβ,

for all α, β. This shows that the locally defined holomorphic C-valued (p, 0)-forms Γα := ηα∧ (∂ηα)
l

glue together into an F l+1-valued global holomorphic (p, 0)-form Γ := (Γα)α that we denote by
η ∧ (∂η)l.

We get:

Γ ∧ ∂Γ = (Γα ∧ ∂Γα)α =

(
ηα ∧ (∂ηα)

p

)
α

= η ∧ (∂η)p

and this form is non-vanishing thanks to η being a holomorphic contact structure on X (see (b) of
(21)). This proves the contention. □

The upshot of these observations is that the class of holomorphic p-contact manifolds is inter-
mediate between the class of holomorphic contact manifolds and that of spin manifolds (cf. second
part of Observation 1.3).

2.4 Space of all p-contact structures

Let X be a compact complex manifold with dimCX = 2p + 1 and p odd. Suppose X is a spin
manifold and fix a spin structure thereon, identified with a holomorphic line bundle L on X such
that L2 ≃ −KX . Then,

Hn, 0

∂̄
(X, L2) ≃ H0(X, KX ⊗ L2) ≃ C,

the last isomorphism being a consequence of the triviality of KX ⊗ L2 and the compactness of X.
We get the following holomorphic map

Hp, 0

∂̄
(X, L) ∋ Γ

T7−→ Γ ∧ ∂Γ ∈ C. (23)

It is homogeneous of degree 2 on CN+1 ≃ Hp, 0

∂̄
(X, L), where N + 1 := dimCH

p, 0

∂̄
(X, L), hence it

must be a homogeneous polynomial of degree 2 thanks to the Cauchy inequalities being satisfied
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by holomorphic maps and to its domain of definition being the whole of a CN+1. It follows that T
identifies with a global holomorphic section of the holomorphic line bundle O(2) over the complex
projective space P(Hp, 0

∂̄
(X, L)) ≃ PN of C-lines in Hp, 0

∂̄
(X, L). Meanwhile, a form Γ ∈ Hp, 0

∂̄
(X, L)

is a holomorphic p-contact structure on X if and only if T (Γ) ̸= 0.

Conclusion 2.7. Let L be a holomorphic line bundle over a compact complex manifold X with
dimCX = 2p+ 1 and p odd such that L2 ≃ −KX .

Then, the set of L-valued holomorphic p-contact structures Γ on X is either empty or the com-
plement of a degree-2 complex hypersurface in the complex projective space P(Hp, 0

∂̄
(X, L)).

2.5 Local holomorphic p-no-contact structures

As in the scalar case of [KPU25], we will sometimes contrast our local holomorphic p-contact struc-
tures with the opposite notion introduced in

Definition 2.8. Let L be a holomorphic line bundle on a compact complex manifold X with dimCX =
n = 2p+ 1 = 4l+ 3, where p and l are integers. Let h be a C∞ Hermitian fibre metric on L and let
Dh = D′

h + ∂̄ be the Chern connection of (L, h).

An (L, h)-valued holomorphic p-no-contact structure on X is a form Γ ∈ C∞
p, 0(X, L)

satisfying the following two conditions:

(a) ∂̄Γ = 0 and (b) D′
hΓ = 0. (24)

When the Hermitian line bundle (L, h) is not specified, any such form Γ is alternatively called a
local holomorphic p-no-contact structure on X.

The (L, h)-valued p-no-contact condition (24) on Γ is equivalent to the condition DhΓ = 0, i.e.
to Γ being Dh-parallel, which amounts to (see (6))

∂̄Γα = 0 and ∂Γα = ∂φα ∧ Γα on Uα for every α. (25)

This implies that Γα ∧ ∂Γα = −∂φα ∧ (Γα ∧ Γα) = 0 since p is odd, so (L, h)-valued holomorphic
p-no-contact condition is incompatible with the L-valued holomorphic p-contact condition.

3 Positivity and curvature

In this section, we study the types of smooth and singular fibre metrics that the canonical bundles
of the manifolds discussed in this paper can carry.

3.1 Laplacians induced by singular fibre metrics

Let L′ be a holomorphic line bundle on an arbitrary complex manifold X. It is standard that every
(possibly singular) Hermitian fibre metric h̃ = (e−ψα)α on L

′ can be specified in terms of an arbitrarily
fixed such metric h = (e−φα)α (that can be supposed C∞) as h̃ = he−f , where f : X −→ R∪{−∞} is
a globally defined upper semicontinuous L1

loc function. This follows at once from the gluing condition
(5) that is satisfied by the two sets (φα)α and (ψα)α of local weight functions. Indeed, it implies
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that ψα − φα = ψβ − φβ on Uα ∩ Uβ for all α and β, which proves the existence of a global function
f on X such that f = ψα − φα on Uα for every α.

Fix an arbitrary Hermitian metric ω on X. Standard computations (that are left to the reader)
prove explicit formulae for the Chern connection Dhe−f = D′

he−f +∂̄ of (L′, he−f ), the formal adjoints
(D′

he−f )
⋆
ω, he−f and ∂̄⋆

ω, he−f of D′
he−f , respectively ∂̄, with respect to the L2-inner product induced by

ω and he−f , as well as for the induced Laplacians:

∆′
ω, he−f := D′

he−f (D
′
he−f )

⋆
ω, he−f + (D′

he−f )
⋆
ω, he−fD

′
he−f : C∞

p, q(X, L
′) −→ C∞

p, q(X, L
′)

∆′′
ω, he−f := ∂̄ ∂̄⋆ω, he−f + ∂̄⋆ω, he−f ∂̄ : C∞

p, q(X, L
′) −→ C∞

p, q(X, L
′)

when f is C∞. We adopt those formulae as definitions in the general case of a possibly singular f ,
thereby obtaining differential operators on spaces of L′-valued C∞ forms with values in spaces of
L′-valued currents. Specifically, we set:

Definition 3.1. Let (L′, h) −→ (X, ω) be a holomorphic line bundle equipped with a C∞ Hermitian
fibre metric on a complex Hermitian manifold with dimCX = n. Let f : X −→ R ∪ {−∞} be an
upper semicontinuous L1

loc function.
For all p, q ∈ {0, . . . , n}, we define the following differential operators with values in vector spaces

D′
• , • (X, L) of L

′-valued currents of the specified bidegrees on X:

D′
he−f : C∞

p, q(X, L
′) −→ D′

p+1, q(X, L
′), D′

he−f = ∂ − ∂(φα + f) ∧ · = eφα+f ∂

(
e−φα−f ·

)
(
D′
he−f

)⋆

ω, he−f

= ∂⋆ω : C∞
p, q(X, L

′) −→ C∞
p−1, q(X, L

′)

D′′
he−f = ∂̄ : C∞

p, q(X, L
′) −→ C∞

p, q+1(X, L
′) (26)

∂̄⋆ω, he−f =

(
∂̄ + ∂̄(φα + f) ∧ ·

)⋆

ω

= eφα+f ∂̄⋆ω

(
e−φα−f ·

)
: C∞

p, q(X, L
′) −→ D′

p, q−1(X, L
′)

∆′
ω, he−f = ∆′

ω, h −
[
[Λω, ∂̄], i∂f ∧ ·

]
: C∞

p, q(X, L
′) −→ D′

p, q(X, L
′)

∆′′
ω, he−f = ∆′′

ω, h +

[
[Λω, i∂f ∧ · ], ∂̄

]
: C∞

p, q(X, L
′) −→ D′

p, q(X, L
′).

In particular, the meaning of the identity on the second line in (26) is:(
D′
he−f

)⋆

ω, he−f

(
v(α) ⊗ eα

)
=

(
∂⋆ωv

(α)

)
⊗ eα, (27)

where v(α) ⊗ eα is the expression of an L′-valued (p, q)-form in a local trivialisation θα : L′
|Uα

−→
Uα×C of L′, eα being the associated local frame of L′ and v(α) being a C-valued (p, q)-form on Uα.

We now note that the classical Bochner-Kodaira-Nakano (BKN) identity, familiar from the
smooth fibre-metric case, still holds in the singular setting. It involves the curvature current
iΘhe−f (L′) = iΘh(L

′)+ i∂∂̄f of (L′, he−f ), where iΘh(L
′) is the C∞ curvature (1, 1)-form of (L′, h).
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Proposition 3.2. In the setting of Definition 3.1, suppose that the metric ω on X is Kähler.
Then, in every bidegree (p, q), the following BKN identity of linear operators from C∞

p, q(X, L
′) to

D′
p, q(X, L

′) holds:

∆′′
ω, he−f = ∆′

ω, he−f +

[(
iΘh(L

′) + i∂∂̄f

)
∧ · , Λω

]
. (28)

Proof. From Definition 3.1 we get:

∆′′
ω, he−f −∆′

ω, he−f = ∆′′
ω, h −∆′

ω, h +

[
[Λω, i∂f ∧ · ], ∂̄

]
+

[
[Λω, ∂̄], i∂f ∧ ·

]
.

Now, the standard BKN identity applied to the C∞ fibre metric h gives: ∆′′
ω, h−∆′

ω, h = [iΘh(L)∧
· , Λω], while the Jacobi identity spells:[

[Λω, i∂f ∧ · ], ∂̄
]
+

[
[i∂f ∧ · , ∂̄], Λω

]
−

[
[∂̄, Λω], i∂f ∧ ·

]
= 0.

Identity (28) follows from these equalities combined after noting that [i∂f ∧ · , ∂̄] = −i∂∂̄f ∧ ·
and [∂̄, Λω] = −[Λω, ∂̄]. □

3.1.1 Regularising f

In the setting of Definition 3.1, letm ∈ {1, . . . , n} and suppose that the curvature current iΘhe−f (L′) =
iΘh(L

′) + i∂∂̄f of (L′, he−f ) is m-semi-positive with respect to ω1, a fact denoted by

iΘh(L
′) + i∂∂̄f ≥m,ω 0. (29)

This means that the bidegree-(m, m)-current iΘhe−f (L′)∧ωm−1 is strongly semi-positive on X. Since
the restriction of iΘh(L

′) to each open subset Uα ⊂ X on which L is trivial equals i∂∂̄φα, hypothesis
(29) means that, for every α, the function φα + f is m-psh on Uα with respect to ω.

By the local regularisation Theorem 1.6. in [DP25a], the open cover (Uα)α of X can be chosen
such that, for every α, there exists a sequence (fα, ν)ν≥1 of C∞ functions fα, ν : Uα −→ R satisfying:

fα, ν ↘ f|Uα pointwise on Uα as ν → ∞ and iΘh(L
′)|Uα + i∂∂̄fα, ν >m,ω 0 on Uα for ν ≥ 1. (30)

Suppose that X is compact and let (θα)α be a smooth partition of unity on X subordinate to
the open cover (Uα)α. For every ν ∈ N⋆, we define the following global C∞ function:

fν :=
∑
α

θαfα, ν : X −→ R. (31)

From (30), we infer that fν ↘ f pointwise on X as ν → ∞.

1This notion of partial positivity was introduced by Dieu in [Die06] and subsequently studied by several authors,
including Harvey and Lawson in [HL13], Verbitsky in [Ver10], Dinew in [Din22], Dinew and Popovici in [DP25a] and
[DP25b].
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3.2 Curvature of the p-contact and canonical bundles

The proof of the main theorem in [Dem02] yields the following statement:

Theorem 3.3. (Demailly) Let X be a compact Kähler manifold with dimCX = n. Suppose there
exist:

• a Hermitian holomorphic line bundle (L, h) on X, with possibly singular fibre metric h =
(e−φα)α, such that its dual (L−1, h−1 = (eφα)α) is pseudo-effective in the sense that its curvature
current iΘh−1(L−1) = −iΘh(L) is ≥ 0;

• an integer p ∈ {0, 1, . . . , n} and a non-zero L-valued holomorphic (p, 0)-form Γ = (Γα)α ∈
Hp, 0

∂̄
(X, L) \ {0}.
Then, ∂Γα = ∂φα ∧ Γα on Uα for every α.

Since iΘh(L)|Uα = i∂∂̄φα, the pseudo-effectivity assumption on (L−1, h−1) means that each
function −φα is plurisubharmonic on Uα. In the special case where n = 2p + 1 and p is odd, the
conclusion means that Γ = (Γα)α ∈ Hp, 0

∂̄
(X, L) \ {0} is an L-valued holomorphic p-no-contact

structure on X (see (25)). In particular, Γ cannot be an L-valued holomorphic p-contact structure.
We get the following consequence that was already expressed in a slightly different language in
[Dem02].

Corollary 3.4. Let X be a compact Kähler manifold with dimCX = n = 2p+ 1 and p odd.

(i) If there exists a holomorphic line bundle L on X and an L-valued holomorphic p-contact
structure Γ ∈ Hp, 0

∂̄
(X, L), then the dual line bundle L−1, hence also the canonical line bundle KX

of X, is not pseudo-effective.
In particular, the Kodaira dimension of X is negative: k(X) = −∞.

(ii) If, furthermore, the second Betti number of X is b2(X) = 1, then the anti-canonical bundle
−KX is ample, hence X is a Fano manifold.

The Kähler assumption is crucial in Demailly’s theorem (whose proof uses integration by parts
and would involve extra terms if the metric were not Kähler) and in the above statement. Recall
that the L-valued holomorphic p-contact hypothesis on Γ implies (see (i) of Proposition 2.3) that
L−1 is a square root of the canonical bundle KX :

(L−1)2 ≃ KX . (32)

Therefore, L−1 is pseudo-effective if and only if KX is.

End of proof of Corollary 3.4. In view of Theorem 3.3 and what was said above, only part (ii) still
needs a proof. Since X is compact Kähler, the Hodge decomposition and symmetry hold in every
degree, in particular in degree 2. Therefore, the extra hypothesis b2(X) = 1 forces the equalities
h1, 1(X) = 1 and h2, 0(X) = h0, 2(X) = 0. From this, we infer that every De Rham cohomology
class of degree 2 is of pure type (1, 1), hence H2(X, Z) = H2(X, Z) ∩ H1, 1(X, R) and this is of
rank 1. This implies that X is projective and every holomorphic line bundle on X is either positive
(equivalently, ample), or flat, or negative. In particular, so is KX .
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However, KX cannot be either positive or flat since it would then be pseudo-effective, which is
ruled out by part (i). It follows that KX must be negative (w.r.t. a C∞ fibre metric), which amounts
to its dual −KX being positive (i.e. ample). This is equivalent to saying that X is Fano. □

We will now strengthen a part of the conclusion of Corollary 3.4 by means of the notion of
m-semi-positivity introduced in [Die06] and the local regularisation result of [DP25a] (cf. §3.1.1).

Theorem 3.5. Let L be a holomorphic line bundle on a compact Kähler manifold (X, ω) with
dimCX = n = 2p+ 1 and p odd.

If there exists an L-valued holomorphic p-contact structure Γ ∈ Hp, 0

∂̄
(X, L), there exists

no (singular or otherwise) Hermitian fibre metric h−1 on the dual line bundle L−1 (hence no such
metric h−2 on the canonical bundle KX ≃ L−2 of X) such that

iΘh−1(L−1) ≥n−p, ω 0 (or equivalently iΘh−2(KX) ≥n−p, ω 0).

Proof. • To begin with, suppose that a C∞ Hermitian fibre metric h exists on L such that the
induced fibre metric h−1 on the dual line bundle L−1 satisfies the partial semi-positivity property
iΘh−1(L−1) ≥n−p, ω 0. We will show that this leads to a contradiction.

Thanks to ω being Kähler, the well-known Bochner-Kodaira-Nakano (BKN) identity (cf. e.g.
[Dem84]) applied to (L, h) −→ (X, ω) reads:

∆′′
ω, h = ∆′

ω, h + [iΘh(L) ∧ · , Λω]. (33)

This is an equality of operators acting on the L-valued C∞ forms of any bidegree on X.
Now, let λ1, . . . , λn : X −→ R be the eigenvalues of the (1, 1)-curvature form iΘh(L) of (L, h)

with respect to ω. Meanwhile, let x ∈ X be an arbitrary point and let z1, . . . , zn be local holomorphic
coordinates on X centred at x such that

ω(x) =
n∑
j=1

idzj ∧ dz̄j and iΘh(L)(x) =
n∑
j=1

λj(x) idzj ∧ dz̄j. (34)

It is standard (see e.g. [Dem97, VI. §5.2.]) that, for every L-valued form u =
∑
J,K

uJK dzJ∧dz̄K⊗eα

on an open subset Uα ⊂ X on which L is trivialised by a non-vanishing section eα, one has:

[iΘh(L) ∧ · , Λω]u =
∑
J,K

(∑
j∈J

λj +
∑
k∈K

λk −
n∑
l=1

λl

)
uJK dzJ ∧ dz̄K ⊗ eα at x. (35)

In our case, when we apply this formula to the restriction Γ|Uα =
∑

|J |=p
Γ
(α)
J dzJ ⊗ eα to Uα of the

given holomorphic p-contact form Γ in place of u, we get:

[iΘh(L) ∧ · , Λω] (Γ|Uα) =
∑
|J |=p

(∑
j∈J

λj −
n∑
l=1

λl

)
Γ
(α)
J dzJ ⊗ eα = −

∑
|J |=p

λCJ
Γ
(α)
J dzJ ⊗ eα
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at x, where CJ is the multi-index that is complementary to J in {1, . . . , n} and λCJ
is the sum of

the eigenvalues λj with j ∈ CJ . Hence, taking the pointwise inner product with Γ|Uα and choosing
eα such that |eα(x)|h = 1, we get:〈

[iΘh(L) ∧ · , Λω] (Γ|Uα), Γ|Uα

〉
ω, h

= −
∑
|J |=p

λCJ
|Γ(α)
J |2 ≥ 0 at x,

where the last inequality holds if −λCJ
(x) ≥ 0 for every multi-index J of length |J | = p.

Since iΘh−1(L−1) = −iΘh(L), the condition −λCJ
(x) ≥ 0 for every J with |J | = p is equivalent

to the sum of any n − p eigenvalues of the curvature form iΘh−1(L−1) with respect to ω being
non-negative at x. This is known to be equivalent to the condition iΘh−1(L−1) ≥n−p, ω 0 at x.

Thus, if the condition iΘh−1(L−1) ≥n−p, ω 0 were satisfied at every point of X, we would get, after
integrating the above pointwise inequality with respect to the volume form dVω := ωn/n! induced
by ω, the inequality: 〈〈

[iΘh(L) ∧ · , Λω] Γ, Γ
〉〉

ω, h

≥ 0.

When combined with the BKN identity (33), with ∆′′
ω, hΓ = 0 (due to ∂̄Γ = 0, that we have

by hypothesis, and to ∂̄⋆ω, hΓ = 0, that we have for bidegree reasons) and with ⟨⟨∆′
ω, hΓ, Γ⟩⟩ω, h =

||D′
hΓ||2ω, h + ||(D′

h)
⋆Γ||2ω, h ≥ 0, the above inequality would imply ⟨⟨∆′

ω, hΓ, Γ⟩⟩ω, h = 0, hence also
D′
hΓ = 0.
Thus, the form Γ ∈ Hp, 0

∂̄
(X, L) would be an (L, h)-valued holomorphic p-no-contact structure

on X (see Definition 2.8), a fact that is incompatible with our holomorphic p-contact hypothesis on
Γ (as shown in a remark just after Definition 2.8). This provides the sought-after contradiction and
finishes the proof in the case of a C∞ Hermitian fibre metric.

• Suppose now that a singular Hermitian fibre metric h exists on L such that the induced fibre
metric h−1 on the dual line bundle L−1 satisfies the partial semi-positivity property iΘh−1(L−1) ≥n−p, ω
0. We will show that this too leads to a contradiction.

We will apply the construction described in §3.1, in particular the local regularisation result of
[DP25a, Theorem 1.6]. In our current notation, we let h−1 = h0 e

−f for some C∞ Hermitian fibre
metric h0 on L−1 and some upper semicontinuous L1

loc function f : X −→ R ∪ {−∞}. Thus, our
hypothesis reads:

iΘh−1(L−1) = iΘh0(L
−1) + i∂∂̄f ≥n−p, ω 0.

(Cf. (29) with L′ = L−1, m = n− p and h replaced by h0.)
The BKN identity (28) for the line bundle L equipped with the singular fibre metric h−1

0 ef reads:

∆′′
ω, h−1

0 ef
= ∆′

ω, h−1
0 ef

+

[
−
(
iΘh0(L

−1) + i∂∂̄f

)
∧ · , Λω

]
.
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Applying this to the holomorphic p-contact form Γ ∈ Hp, 0

∂̄
(X, L), we get the second equality below:

0 =

∫
X

〈
∆′′
ω, h−1

0 ef
Γ, Γ

〉
ω, h−1

0

ef dVω =

∫
X

〈
∆′
ω, h−1

0 ef
Γ, Γ

〉
ω, h−1

0

ef dVω

+

∫
X

〈[
−

(
iΘh0(L

−1) + i∂∂̄f

)
∧ · , Λω

]
Γ, Γ

〉
ω, h−1

0

ef dVω,

where the first equality follows from ∂̄Γ = 0 and ∂̄⋆
ω, h−1

0 ef
Γ = 0. Note that the well-definedness of

the integrals in the second equality above (for example, that of the current ef ∂∂̄f that features in
the last integral) follows from (38) and the discussion immediately thereafter.

We will show that∫
X

〈
∆′
ω, h−1

0 ef
Γ, Γ

〉
ω, h−1

0

ef dVω =

∫
X

∣∣∣∣D′
h−1
0 ef

Γ

∣∣∣∣2
ω, h−1

0

ef dVω +

∫
X

∣∣∣∣(D′
h−1
0 ef

)⋆

ω, h−1
0 ef

Γ

∣∣∣∣2
ω, h−1

0

ef dVω

≥ 0 (36)

(where the meaning of the adjoint operator in the last integrand is spelt out in (27)) and∫
X

〈[
−

(
iΘh0(L

−1) + i∂∂̄f

)
∧ · , Λω

]
Γ, Γ

〉
ω, h−1

0

ef dVω ≥ 0, (37)

which will imply that D′
h−1
0 ef

Γ = 0. As in the case of a C∞ fibre metric, this will mean that

∂Γα = ∂(ψα − f) ∧ Γα on Uα for every α (where we put h−1
0 = (e−ψα)α), which will lead to

Γα∧∂Γα = −∂(ψα−f)∧Γα∧Γα = 0, contradicting the hypothesis Γα∧∂Γα ̸= 0 everywhere on Uα.

The arguments of §3.1.1 yield a sequence (fν)ν of C∞ functions fν : X −→ R such that fν ↘ f
pointwise on X as ν → ∞.

In particular, for every constant c > 0, the functions (ecfν )ν≥1 are uniformly bounded. Through
a standard argument (using that ecfν ≤ ecf1 ∈ L1

loc for all ν ≥ 1, the dominated convergence theorem
and the distributional derivatives ∂(ecf ), ∂̄(ecf ), ∂∂̄(ecf )), we infer the following convergences in the
weak topology of currents as ν → ∞:

ecfν −→ ecf , ecfν∂fν −→ ecf∂f, ecfν∂fν ∧ ∂̄fν −→ ecf∂f ∧ ∂̄f, ecfν∂∂̄fν −→ ecf∂∂̄f. (38)

Note that the current ecf∂f is well defined as the distributional ∂-derivative 1
c
∂(ecf ); the current

ecf∂f∧∂̄f is defined as the weak limit of ecfν∂fν∧∂̄fν as ν → ∞; finally, the current ecf∂∂̄f is defined
as the difference (1/c) ∂∂̄(ecf )−c ecf∂f ∧ ∂̄f of bona fide currents. (Alternatively, one can first define
the current ecf∂∂̄f as the weak limit of ecfν∂∂̄fν as ν → ∞ and then the current ecf∂f ∧ ∂̄f as
the difference (1/c) ∂∂̄(ecf )− ecf∂∂̄f of bona fide currents. The result is the same as above and the
currents defined as weak limits are independent of the choices of smooth approximations.) Further
note that this procedure can be carried out since in the equalities:

1

c
i∂∂̄(ecfα, ν ) = c ecfα, ν i∂fα, ν ∧ ∂̄fα, ν + ecfα, ν i∂∂̄fα, ν on Uα, ν ≥ 1,
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the left-hand-side term is bounded in mass independently of ν ≥ 1 (because it converges weakly,
as ν → ∞, to the distributional ∂∂̄-derivative (1/c) i∂∂̄(ecf )) and both of the right-hand-side terms
have non-negative masses (because ecfα, ν i∂fα, ν ∧ ∂̄fα, ν ∧ ωn−1 ≥ 0 and ecfα, ν i∂∂̄fα, ν ∧ ωn−1 ≥ 0),
so their masses are bounded above by the one of the left-hand-side term and, therefore, they, too,
are bounded independently of ν ≥ 1.

For every ν ≥ 1, the standard BKN identity applied to the C∞ fibre metric h−1
0 efν on L yields,

after integrating and expanding the adjoints, the analogue of (36) with fν in place of f :〈〈
∆′
ω, h−1

0 efν
Γ, Γ

〉〉
ω, h−1

0 efν

=

∣∣∣∣∣∣∣∣D′
h−1
0 efν

Γ

∣∣∣∣∣∣∣∣2
ω, h−1

0 efν

+

∣∣∣∣∣∣∣∣(D′
h−1
0 efν

)⋆

ω, h−1
0 efν

Γ

∣∣∣∣∣∣∣∣2
ω, h−1

0 efν

.

Given the expressions (26) and (27), which hold for the operators in question when the fibre metric
is either C∞ or singular, this translates to:∫

X

〈
∆′
ω, h−1

0
Γ, Γ

〉
ω, h−1

0

efν dVω +

∫
X

〈[
[Λω, ∂̄], i∂fν ∧ ·

]
Γ, Γ

〉
ω, h−1

0

efν dVω

=

∫
X

∣∣∣∣∂Γ− ∂ψα ∧ Γ

∣∣∣∣2
ω, h−1

0

efν dVω +

∫
X

∣∣∣∣efν/2 ∂fν ∧ Γ

∣∣∣∣2
ω, h−1

0

dVω

+

∫
X

〈
∂Γ− ∂ψα ∧ Γ, efν∂fν ∧ Γ

〉
ω, h−1

0

dVω +

∫
X

〈
efν∂fν ∧ Γ, ∂Γ− ∂ψα ∧ Γ

〉
ω, h−1

0

dVω

+

∫
X

∣∣∣∣∂⋆ωΓ∣∣∣∣2
ω, h−1

0

efν dVω,

where we set h−1
0 := (e−ψα)α. The weak convergences (38) imply that each term in the above equality

converges, as ν → ∞, to its analogue with f in place of fν . Thanks to the expressions (26) for the
operators in question induced by the singular fibre metric h−1

0 ef on L, this means that (36) holds.

To prove inequality (37), recall from §3.1.1 that fν :=
∑
α

θαfα, ν with C
∞ functions fα, ν : Uα → R

satisfying fα, ν ↘ f|Uα pointwise on Uα as ν → ∞ and

iΘh0(L
−1)|Uα + i∂∂̄fα, ν >n−p, ω 0 on Uα for ν ≥ 1.

As shown in the first part of the proof (for a C∞ fibre metric), this positivity property implies:〈[
−

(
iΘh0(L

−1)|Uα + i∂∂̄fα, ν

)
∧ · , Λω

]
(Γ|Uα), (Γ|Uα)

〉
ω, h−1

0

efα, ν ≥ 0

at every point of Uα for every ν ≥ 1. Meanwhile, thanks to the weak convergences (38), the left-hand
side of the above inequality converges weakly, as ν → ∞, to the integrand on the left-hand side of
(37). This proves inequality (37) and we are done. □
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3.3 Curvature of the contact and canonical bundles

By essentially the same argument, we can show that the existence of a holomorphic contact structure
rules out the canonical bundle KX being partially semi-positive in an even weaker sense.

Theorem 3.6. Let L be a holomorphic line bundle on a compact Kähler manifold (X, ω) with
dimCX = n = 2p+ 1.

If there exists an L-valued holomorphic contact structure η ∈ H1, 0

∂̄
(X, L), there exists no

(singular or otherwise) Hermitian fibre metric h−1 on the dual line bundle L−1 (hence no such metric
h−(p+1) on the canonical bundle KX ≃ L−(p+1) of X) such that

iΘh−1(L−1) ≥n−1, ω 0 (or equivalently iΘh−(p+1)(KX) ≥n−1, ω 0).

Proof. We will only point out the differences to the proof of Theorem 3.5. We keep the same

notation. When applied to the restriction η|Uα =
n∑
j=1

η
(α)
j dzj ⊗ eα, the general formula (35) yields:

[iΘh(L) ∧ · , Λω] (η|Uα) =
n∑
j=1

(
λj −

n∑
l=1

λl

)
η
(α)
j dzj ⊗ eα = −

n∑
j=1

λCj
η
(α)
j dzj ⊗ eα

at x, where λCj
:=

∑n
l=1 λl − λj. If we choose eα such that |eα(x)|h = 1, it follows that〈

[iΘh(L) ∧ · , Λω] (η|Uα), η|Uα

〉
ω, h

= −
n∑
j=1

λCj
|η(α)j |2 ≥ 0 at x,

where the last inequality holds if −λCj
(x) ≥ 0 for every j ∈ {1, . . . , n}.

Now, the condition −λCj
(x) ≥ 0 for every j ∈ {1, . . . , n} is equivalent to the sum of any n − 1

eigenvalues with respect to ω of the curvature form iΘh(L) of (L, h) being non-positive at x, hence
to the sum of any n− 1 eigenvalues of the curvature form iΘh−1(L−1) being non-negative at x. This
is further equivalent to the condition iΘh−1(L−1) ≥n−1, ω 0 at x.

If L has a C∞ fibre metric h satisfying this property, we get a contradiction to η being a
holomorphic L-valued contact structure on X in the same way as in the proof of Theorem 3.5.
Specifically, this would imply that D′

hη = 0, a fact that amounts to ∂ηα = ∂φα ∧ ηα on Uα for every
α. Then, we would have ηα∧∂ηα = 0 (since ηα is a 1-form, so ηα∧ηα = 0), hence also ηα∧(∂ηα)p = 0,
in violation of the holomorphic contact hypothesis made on η (cf. (21)).

If L has a singular fibre metric h satisfying the curvature hypothesis, we locally regularise it
using Theorem 1.6 in [DP25a] and then we argue via the construction described in §3.1 as we did
in the proof of Theorem 3.5. □

3.4 Scalar curvature of spin manifolds

We shall now see that, moving in the opposite direction towards the weaker notion of spin manifold,
the same type of argument yields a vanishing theorem under a positivity assumption on the scalar
curvature of the manifold. If ω is a Hermitian metric on an n-dimensional complex manifold X and
h̃ is a C∞ Hermitian fibre metric on the anti-canonical bundle −KX , we denote by

Scal (ω, h̃) := Λω

(
i

2π
Θh̃(−KX)

)
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the scalar curvature ofX with respect to ω and h̃. This is a real-valued function onX that generalises
the usual scalar curvature function Scal (ω) := Λω(Ric ω), the latter being obtained from Scal (ω, h̃)
by taking h̃ to be the C∞ Hermitian fibre metric on −KX induced by ω.

Theorem 3.7. Let X be a compact connected complex manifold with dimCX = n. Suppose there
exists a spin structure on X, namely a holomorphic line bundle L on X such that L2 = −KX .

If there exists a Kähler metric ω on X and a C∞ Hermitian fibre metric h on L (equivalently,
a C∞ Hermitian fibre metric h2 on −KX) such that

Scal (ω, h2) ≥ 0 everywhere on X and Scal (ω, h2) > 0 at some point of X, (39)

then H0(X, L−1) = {0} and H0(X, KX) = Hn, 0(X, C) = {0}.

Proof. The notation is carried forward from the proofs of Theorems 3.5 and 3.6. We fix a Kähler
metric ω on X and a C∞ Hermitian fibre metric h on L.

The general Bochner-Kodaira-Nakano (BKN) identity (33) applied to (L−1, h−1) −→ (X, ω) in
any bidegree reads:

∆′′
ω, h−1 = ∆′

ω, h−1 + [iΘh−1(L−1) ∧ · , Λω].

Therefore, in bidegree (0, 0), for every global smooth section f ∈ C∞
0, 0(X, L

−1), we get after taking
L2
ω, h−1-inner products on X:〈〈

∆′′
ω, h−1f, f

〉〉
ω, h−1

=

〈〈
∆′
ω, h−1f, f

〉〉
ω, h−1

+

〈〈
[iΘh−1(L−1) ∧ · , Λω] f, f

〉〉
ω, h−1

≥
∫
X

〈
[iΘh−1(L−1) ∧ · , Λω] f, f

〉
h−1

dVω. (40)

Meanwhile, after writing f|Uα = fα ⊗ eα on Uα, the general formula (35) yields:

[iΘh−1(L−1) ∧ · , Λω] (f|Uα) = −
n∑
j=1

(−λj) f (α) ⊗ eα at x.

Since
n∑
j=1

λj = Λω(iΘh(L)) = (1/2)Λω(iΘh2(−KX)) = π Scal (ω, h2) at x, we get:

〈
[iΘh−1(L−1) ∧ · , Λω] f, f

〉
h−1

= π Scal (ω, h2) |f |2h ≥ 0 everywhere on X (41)

since x ∈ X was arbitrary. The last inequality above follows from our hypothesis (39).
Suppose now that f is holomorphic (i.e. f ∈ H0(X, L−1)). Then, ∆′′

ω, h−1f = 0, so the combined

(40) and (41) imply that Scal (ω, h2) |f |2h = 0 at every point of X. Since the function Scal (ω, h2) is
continuous (even C∞) on X and positive at some point (by hypothesis (39)), it must be positive on
a neighbourhood of that point. But then f must vanish identically on that neighbourhood. Since f
is holomorphic and X is connected, we infer that f vanishes at every point of X. □

One of the consequences of this discussion is the following
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Corollary 3.8. Let X be a projective manifold with dimCX = n = 2p+ 1 and p odd. If there exists
a holomorphic p-contact structure Γ ∈ Hp, 0

∂̄
(X, L) with values in a holomorphic line bundle L

over X, then X is covered by rational curves. In particular, X is not Kobayashi hyperbolic.

Proof. By Corollary 3.4, the canonical line bundle KX is not pseudo-effective. Then, by Corollary
0.3. in [BDPP13] (a consequence of the main cone duality Theorem 0.2. in [BDPP13] and of the
classical Miyaoka-Mori bend-and-break lemma in characteristic p), X is covered by rational curves.

Meanwhile, the existence in X of a rational curve precludes the Kobayashi hyperbolicity of X,
as is well known and easy to check. □

4 Local holomorphic s-symplectic structures

We now introduce our second main notion: the local (i.e. line bundle-valued) analogue of the notion
of scalar holomorphic s-symplectic structure introduced in [KPU25].

Definition 4.1. Let L be a holomorphic line bundle on a compact complex manifold X with dimCX =
n = 2s, where s is an even integer.

(1) An L-valued holomorphic s-symplectic structure on X is a form Ω ∈ C∞
s, 0(X, L)

satisfying the following two conditions:

(a) ∂̄Ω = 0 and (b) Ω ∧ Ω ̸= 0 at every point of X. (42)

When the line bundle L is not specified, any such form Ω is alternatively called a local holo-
morphic s-symplectic structure on X.

(2) If there exists an L-valued holomorphic s-symplectic structure Ω ∈ C∞
s, 0(X, L), L is called

a holomorphic s-symplectic bundle, (X, L, Ω) is called a holomorphic s-symplectic triple
and X is called a (locally holomorphic) s-symplectic manifold.

Note that this definition is correct since Ω ∧ Ω is a well-defined C∞ (even holomorphic) (n, 0)-
form on X with values in L2. Indeed, if Ω = (Ωα)α with respect to a family (Uα, θα, eα)α of local
holomorphic trivialisations of L, we have Ωα = gαβ Ωβ, which implies that

Ωα ∧ Ωα = g2αβ Ωβ ∧ Ωβ on Uα ∩ Uβ for all α, β.

Note that for condition (b) in (42) to be satisfied, it is necessary that s be even since otherwise
Ωα ∧ Ωα would be the zero form on Uα for every α.

Thus, if Ω = (Ωα)α is an L-valued holomorphic s-symplectic structure on X, then

Ω ∧ Ω = (Ωα ∧ Ωα)α ∈ Hn, 0(X, L2) ≃ H0(X, Ωn
X ⊗ L2) = H0(X, KX ⊗ L2)

is a non-vanishing global holomorphic section of the holomorphic line bundle KX ⊗ L2. This
line bundle is, therefore, necessarily holomorphically trivial, hence we get a holomorphic line bundle
isomorphism L2 ≃ −KX . In particular, −KX and KX have square roots, so the classical Proposition
2.5 yields the following analogue in this context of Corollary 2.4.

Corollary 4.2. Any compact complex manifold X with dimCX ≡ 0 mod 4 that carries a local
holomorphic s-symplectic structure is a spin manifold.
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Similarly to the case of holomorphic p-contact structures, we get the following

Conclusion 4.3. Let L be a holomorphic line bundle over a compact complex manifold X with
dimCX = 2s and s even such that L2 ≃ −KX .

Then, the set of L-valued holomorphic s-symplectic structures Ω on X is either empty or the
complement of a degree-2 complex hypersurface in the complex projective space P(Hs, 0

∂̄
(X, L)).

This follows by considering the entire holomorphic map

Hs, 0

∂̄
(X, L) ∋ Ω

S7−→ Ω ∧ Ω ∈ C,

observing that it is homogeneous of degree 2 and concluding that it must be a homogeneous polyno-
mial of degree 2, hence it identifies with a global holomorphic section of O(2) over P(Hs, 0

∂̄
(X, L)).

The L-valued holomorphic s-symplectic structures Ω on X, if any, are precisely the elements
Ω ∈ Hs, 0

∂̄
(X, L) such that S(Ω) ̸= 0.

One link between p-contact and s-symplectic manifolds is provided by the following

Proposition 4.4. Let π : X −→ Y be a surjective holomorphic submersion between compact complex
manifolds with dimCY = 2s = 4r and dimCX = 2s+ 2p+ 1, where s, r, p are positive integers and p
is odd. Suppose there exist:

• a holomorphic line bundle L on Y and an L-valued holomorphic s-symplectic structure
Ω ∈ C∞

s, 0(Y, L);
• a holomorphic line bundle F on X and a form Γ ∈ C∞

p, 0(X, F ) such that ∂̄Γ = 0 on X and,
for every y ∈ Y , Γy ∧ ∂Γy ̸= 0 everywhere on Xy := π−1(y), where Γy := Γ|Xy .

Then, the form Γ̃ := π⋆Ω ∧ Γ ∈ C∞
s+p, 0(X, π

⋆L⊗ F ) is a (π⋆L⊗ F )-valued holomorphic (s+ p)-
contact structure on X.

Proof. Since π is holomorphic, ∂̄Ω = 0 and ∂̄Γ = 0, we get:

∂̄Γ̃ = π⋆(∂̄Ω) ∧ Γ + π⋆Ω ∧ ∂̄Γ = 0.

On the other hand, we get:

Γ̃ ∧ ∂Γ̃ = π⋆Ω ∧ Γ ∧
(
∂(π⋆Ω) ∧ Γ + π⋆Ω ∧ ∂Γ

)
= π⋆(Ω ∧ Ω) ∧ (Γ ∧ ∂Γ),

where the last identity follows from Γ∧Γ = 0, itself due to p being odd. The hypotheses imply that
this holomorphic top-degree form on X is nowhere vanishing. □

The s-symplectic analogue of Theorem 3.5 is the following

Theorem 4.5. Let L be a holomorphic line bundle on a compact Kähler manifold (X, ω) with
dimCX = n = 2s and s even. Suppose there exist an L-valued holomorphic s-symplectic
structure Ω ∈ Hs, 0

∂̄
(X, L) and a (possibly singular) Hermitian fibre metric h−1 on the dual line

bundle L−1 (or, equivalently, such a metric h−2 on the canonical bundle KX ≃ L−2 of X) such that

iΘh−1(L−1) ≥s, ω 0 (or, equivalently, iΘh−2(KX) ≥s, ω 0).

Then, the sheaf FΩ of germs of holomorphic (1, 0)-vector fields ξ on X such that ξ⌟Ω = 0 has
rank zero.
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Proof. • Suppose there exists an L-valued holomorphic s-symplectic structure Ω ∈ Hs, 0

∂̄
(X, L). If h

is a C∞ Hermitian fibre metric on L and ω is a Kähler metric on X, the Bochner-Kodaira-Nakano
identity (33) yields the second equality below:

0 =

〈〈
∆′′
ω, hΩ, Ω

〉〉
ω, h

=

〈〈
∆′
ω, hΩ, Ω

〉〉
ω, h

+

∫
X

〈
[iΘh(L) ∧ · , Λω] Ω, Ω

〉
ω, h

dVω,

where the first equality follows from ⟨⟨∆′′
ω, hΩ, Ω⟩⟩ω, h = ||∂̄Ω||2ω, h+ ||∂̄⋆ω, hΩ||2ω, h and from ∂̄Ω = 0 (by

definition of an s-symplectic form) and ∂̄⋆ω, hΩ = 0 (for bidegree reasons).
Now, ⟨⟨∆′

ω, hΩ, Ω⟩⟩ω, h = ||D′
hΩ||2ω, h + ||(D′

h)
⋆
ω, hΩ||2ω, h ≥ 0 and, fixing an arbitrary point x ∈ X

and choosing local coordinates z1, . . . , zn about x such that (34) holds, the general identity (35)
implies: 〈

[iΘh(L) ∧ · , Λω] Ω, Ω
〉
ω, h

= −
∑
|J |=s

λCJ
|Ω(α)

J |2 ≥ 0 at x,

where we put Ω|Uα =
∑
|J |=s

Ω
(α)
J dzJ⊗eα on an open neighbourhood Uα of x on which L is trivialised by

eα, CJ is the multi-index that is complementary to J in {1, . . . , n}, λCJ
is the sum of the eigenvalues

λj of iΘh(L) with respect to ω corresponding to j ∈ CJ and the last inequality holds if −λCJ
(x) ≥ 0

for every multi-index J of length |J | = s.
Since |CJ | = s whenever |J | = s and since iΘh−1(L−1) = −iΘh(L), the condition −λCJ

(x) ≥ 0
for every J with |J | = s is equivalent to the sum of any s eigenvalues of the curvature form
iΘh−1(L−1) with respect to ω being non-negative at x. This is further equivalent to the condition
iΘh−1(L−1) ≥s, ω 0 at x.

We conclude that if iΘh−1(L−1) ≥s, ω 0 everywhere on X, we must have (among other things)
D′
hΩ = 0. This last condition is equivalent to

∂Ωα = ∂φα ∧ Ωα on Uα for every α, (43)

where Ω = (Ωα)α (i.e. Ω|Uα = Ωα ⊗ eα on Uα for every α) and the φα’s are the local weights (each
of them defined on the corresponding trivialising open subset Uα ⊂ X) defining the fibre metric h
of L (and satisfying the gluing condition (5)).

• If the Hermitian fibre metric h on L discussed above is singular, property (43) still holds. This
can be seen by locally regularising h using Theorem 1.6 in [DP25a] and then using the construction
described in §3.1 as we did in the proof of Theorem 3.5.

• We shall now see that (43) leads to a contradiction of the s-symplectic assumption on Ω if
rkFΩ > 0. The argument is very similar to the end of the proof of the main result in [Dem02].

The sheaf FΩ in the statement is a coherent subsheaf of the OX-module O(T 1, 0X). Property
(43) implies that FΩ is integrable (i.e. involutive for the Lie bracket [ · , · ] of T 1, 0X) thanks to the
Cartan formula (third equality below):

0 = (∂φα ∧ Ωα)(ξ0, ξ1, . . . , ξs) = (∂Ωα)(ξ0, ξ1, . . . , ξs) = (dΩα)(ξ0, ξ1, . . . , ξs)

=
s∑
j=0

(−1)j ξj · Ωα(ξ0, . . . , ξ̂j, . . . , ξs) +
∑

0≤j<k≤s

(−1)j+k Ωα

(
[ξj, ξk], ξ0, . . . , ξ̂j, . . . , ξ̂k, . . . , ξs

)
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for all (1, 0)-vector fields ξ0, ξ1, . . . , ξs. Indeed, if two among ξ0, ξ1, . . . , ξs, say ξl and ξt for some
l < t, are (local) sections of FΩ, then:

• all the terms in the first sum on the last line of the above sequence of equalities vanish;

• all the terms in the second sum vanish, except possibly the term

(−1)l+tΩα

(
[ξl, ξt], ξ0, . . . , ξ̂l, . . . , ξ̂t, . . . , ξs

)
.

It follows that this last term must vanish as well for all (1, 0)-vector fields ξ0, . . . , ξ̂l, . . . , ξ̂t, . . . , ξs.
This means that [ξl, ξt]⌟Ωα = 0, which amounts to [ξl, ξt] being a (local) section of FΩ, for all pairs
ξl, ξt of (local) sections of FΩ. This proves that FΩ is integrable, so it defines a (possibly singular)
foliation on X.

Now, suppose that rkFΩ > 0. If x0 ∈ Uα is a smooth point on a leaf of the foliation FΩ, there
exist local holomorphic coordinates z1, . . . , zn on Uα (shrink Uα about x0 if necessary) such that the
leaves of FΩ are given in Uα by equations

z1 = c1, . . . , zr = cr,

where the ci’s are constants and r := n−rkFΩ < n. Then, (FΩ)|Uα is generated by ∂/∂zr+1, . . . , ∂/∂zn
and Ωα depends only on dz1, . . . , dzr. This last fact makes the s-symplectic condition

Ωα ∧ Ωα ̸= 0 everywhere on Uα

impossible for bidegree reasons: Ωα ∧Ωα would be a non-vanishing (n, 0)-form depending on only r
dzj’s with r < n = 2s.

We conclude that rkFΩ = 0. □

5 The sheaves FΓ and GΓ, h associated with a holomorphic

p-contact bundle

These are the analogues in the presence of a p-contact line bundle of the sheaves defined in [KPU25]
in the scalar setting. While the sheaf FΓ continues to be canonically associated with the holomorphic
p-contact structure Γ, the sheaf GΓ, h also depends on a fibre metric h on L since ∂Γ does not make
global sense on X.

Definition 5.1. Let (X, L, Γ) be a holomorphic p-contact triple with dimCX = n = 2p + 1 =
4l + 3.

(i) We let FΓ be the sheaf of germs of (1, 0)-vector fields ξ such that ξ⌟Γ = 0.

(ii) For every C∞ Hermitian fibre metric h on L, we let GΓ, h be the sheaf of germs of (1, 0)-vector
fields ξ such that ξ⌟D′

hΓ = 0, where Dh = D′
h + ∂̄ is the Chern connection of (L, h).

The sheaves FΓ and GΓ, h are coherent, torsion-free subsheaves of the holomorphic tangent sheaf
O(T 1, 0X) of X since they are the respective kernels of the holomorphic vector bundle morphisms:

T 1, 0X −→ Λp−1, 0T ⋆X ⊗ L, ξ 7−→ ξ⌟Γ,

T 1, 0X −→ Λp, 0T ⋆X ⊗ L, ξ 7−→ ξ⌟D′
hΓ.
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Proposition 5.2. Let (X, L, Γ) be a holomorphic p-contact triple with dimCX = n = 2p+1 =
4l + 3. For every C∞ Hermitian fibre metric h on L, the following statements hold.

(i) The sum

FΓ ⊕ GΓ, h ⊂ O(T 1, 0X)

is direct.

(ii) The subsheaf GΓ, h of O(T 1, 0X) is integrable in the sense that [GΓ, h, GΓ, h] ⊂ GΓ, h, where
[ · , · ] is the Lie bracket of T 1, 0X.

Proof. (i) Suppose ξ ∈ (FΓ)x ∩ (GΓ, h)x for some x ∈ X. Then, ξ⌟Γ = 0 and ξ⌟D′
hΓ = 0 on some

neighbourhood U of x. This implies that ξ⌟(Γ ∧D′
hΓ) = (ξ⌟Γ) ∧D′

hΓ− Γ ∧ (ξ⌟D′
hΓ) = 0 on U .

Now, recall that Γ ∧D′
hΓ = Γ ∧ ∂Γ = (Γα ∧ ∂Γα)α ∈ C∞

n, 0(X, L
2) (see Observation 2.1), so the

condition ξ⌟(Γ ∧ D′
hΓ) = 0 on U is equivalent to ξ⌟(Γα ∧ ∂Γα) = 0 on U ∩ Uα for every α. Since

Γα ∧ ∂Γα is a non-vanishing scalar (n, 0)-form on Uα, this is further equivalent to ξ = 0 on U ∩ Uα
(for every α).

(ii) Since Dh(D
′
hΓ) = ∂̄D′

hΓ = (D′
h∂̄ + ∂̄D′

h) Γ = Θh(L) ∧ Γ is an L-valued form of bidegree
(p+ 1, 1), it vanishes on any (p+ 2)-tuple (ξ0, ξ1, . . . , ξp+1) of (1, 0)-vector fields. Hence, we get the
first equality below, where the second equality follows from Cartan’s formula involving the covariant
derivative ∇(h)

ξj
induced by the connection Dh in the direction of any (1, 0)-vector field ξj:

0 = Dh(D
′
hΓ)(ξ0, ξ1, . . . , ξp+1) =

p+1∑
j=0

(−1)j ∇(h)
ξj

(
(D′

hΓ)(ξ0, . . . , ξ̂j, . . . , ξp+1)

)
(44)

+
∑

0≤j<k≤p+1

(−1)j+k (D′
hΓ)

(
[ξj, ξk], ξ0, . . . , ξ̂j, . . . , ξ̂k, . . . , ξp+1

)
for all (1, 0)-vector fields ξ0, ξ1, . . . , ξp+1.

If two among ξ0, ξ1, . . . , ξp+1, say ξl and ξs for some l < s, are (local) sections of GΓ, h, then:

• all the terms in the first sum on the r.h.s. of (44) vanish;

• all the terms in the second sum on the r.h.s. of (44) vanish, except possibly the term

(−1)l+s (D′
hΓ)

(
[ξl, ξs], ξ0, . . . , ξ̂l, . . . , ξ̂s, . . . , ξp+1

)
.

It follows that this last term must vanish as well for all (1, 0)-vector fields ξ0, . . . , ξ̂l, . . . , ξ̂s, . . . , ξp+1.
This means that [ξl, ξs]⌟D′

hΓ = 0, which amounts to [ξl, ξs] being a (local) section of GΓ, h, for all
pairs ξl, ξs of (local) sections of GΓ, h. Thus, GΓ, h is integrable. □

Part (ii) of Proposition 5.2 can be reworded into the statement that GΓ, h defines a (possibly
singular) foliation on X.

6 Examples of (locally holomorphic) p-contact manifolds

We will point out examples in several well-known classes of compact complex spin manifolds.
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6.1 Complex projective spaces

For any positive integer n, let Pn = CPn be the n-dimensional complex projective space. Its canonical
bundle is KPn = O(−n− 1), so we deduce from the classical Proposition 2.5 that Pn admits a spin
structure if and only if n is odd. This, the dimension constraints and Corollaries 2.4 and 4.2 yield
the following statements:

• No complex projective space Pn is a (locally holomorphic) s-symplectic manifold.

• For a projective space Pn to be a (locally holomorphic) p-contact manifold it is necessary that
n ≡ 3 mod 4.

We will show that this necessary condition is also sufficient. Let n = 2p + 1 with p odd. Any
local holomorphic p-contact structure Γ on Pn will take values in a line bundle L = O(k) (since the
O(k)’s with k ∈ Z are the only holomorphic line bundles on Pn) such that L2 = O(2k) ≃ −KPn =
O(n+ 1) = O(2p+ 2). This forces k = p+ 1. Thus, the first thing we have to check is whether the
vector space Hp, 0(Pn, O(p+ 1)) is non-zero.

This is, indeed, known to be true (see, e.g. [Dem97, chapter VII, §10]). Recall that if V is a
C-vector space with dimCV = n + 1 on which coordinates z = (z0, z1, . . . , zn) have been fixed, one
denotes by

ξ =
n∑
j=0

zj
∂

∂zj

the Euler vector field and gets (cf. Theorem 10.6 in [Dem97, chapter VII]):

Hp, 0(P(V ), O(k)) ≃ Zp, k(V ⋆) :=

{
α ∈ ΛpV ⋆ ⊗ Sk−pV ⋆ | ξ⌟α = 0

}
for all k ≥ p ≥ 0

Hp, 0(P(V ), O(k)) = 0 whenever k ≤ p and (k, p) ̸= (0, 0). (45)

There is, of course, a natural identification:

ΛpV ⋆ ⊗ Sk−pV ⋆ ≃
{
α =

∑
|I|=p

αI(z) dzI | αI are homogeneous polynomials of degree k − p

}
.

The case we are interested in (i.e. k = p+ 1) lies on the first row of (45), so we get

Hp, 0(Pn, O(p+ 1)) ≃ Zp, p+1

(
(Cn+1)⋆

)
̸= 0.

We can now go further by running an explicit construction and prove the following

Proposition 6.1. For every positive integer n ≡ 3 mod 4, the complex projective space Pn is a
(locally holomorphic) p-contact manifold.

Proof. Let n = 2p+1 with p odd. Let (x0, x1, . . . , xn) be the Euclidean holomorphic coordinates on
Cn+1 and, for α = 0, 1, . . . , n, let Uα = {[x0 : x1 : · · · : xn] ∈ Pn | xα ̸= 0} ≃ Cn be the associated
open coordinate patches of Pn. The induced holomorphic coordinates on each Uα are:

z
(α)
0 =

x0
xα
, . . . , z

(α)
α−1 =

xα−1

xα
, z

(α)
α+1 =

xα+1

xα
, . . . , z(α)n =

xn
xα
.
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We will explicitly construct a global holomorphic form Γ = (Γα)0≤α≤n ∈ Hp, 0(Pn, O(p+1)) such
that Γ ∧ ∂Γ ̸= 0 everywhere on Pn (i.e. Γα ∧ ∂Γα ̸= 0 everywhere on Uα for every α). To this end,

we will first construct Γ0 on U0 and will then compute Γα for every α ̸= 0 such that Γ0 = g
(p+1)
0α Γα

on U0 ∩ Uα, where the g
(p+1)
αβ ’s are the transition functions of the holomorphic line bundle O(p+ 1)

relative to its standard trivialisations over the Uα’s.
The first step is the computation of the g

(p+1)
0α ’s and of the way the products of p dz

(0)
j ’s transform

when passing from U0 to Uα.

• We fix an arbitrary α ∈ {1, . . . , n}. Since O(p + 1)|U0 is holomorphically trivialised by the

section xp+1
0 and O(p+ 1)|Uα is holomorphically trivialised by the section xp+1

α and

xp+1
α =

(
xα
x0

)p+1

xp+1
0 =

(
1

z
(α)
0

)p+1

xp+1
0 on U0 ∩ Uα,

we deduce that g
(p+1)
0α = (1/z

(α)
0 )p+1 on U0 ∩ Uα.

Now, let J := (j1, . . . , jp) with 1 ≤ j1 < · · · < jp ≤ n. If jk = α for some k, we get:

z
(0)
j1

=
z
(α)
j1

z
(α)
0

, . . . , z
(0)
jk−1

=
z
(α)
jk−1

z
(α)
0

, z
(0)
jk

=
1

z
(α)
0

, z
(0)
jk+1

=
z
(α)
jk+1

z
(α)
0

, . . . , z
(0)
jp

=
z
(α)
jp

z
(α)
0

,

hence

dz
(0)
j1

=
1

z
(α)
0

dz
(α)
j1

−
z
(α)
j1

(z
(α)
0 )2

dz
(α)
0 , . . . , dz

(0)
jk

= − 1

(z
(α)
0 )2

dz
(α)
0 , . . . , dz

(0)
jp

=
1

z
(α)
0

dz
(α)
jp

−
z
(α)
jp

(z
(α)
0 )2

dz
(α)
0

on U0 ∩ Uα.
These relations imply that, when α ∈ {j1, . . . , jp}, say α = jk, we get:

dz
(0)
j1

∧ · · · ∧ dz(0)jp
=

1

(z
(α)
0 )p+1

(−1)k dz
(α)
0 ∧ dz(α)j1

∧ · · · ∧ d̂z(α)jk
∧ · · · ∧ dz(α)jp

(46)

on U0 ∩ Uα because the factor dz
(0)
jk

on the left is a function multiple of dz
(α)
0 and this selects only

the first term, a function multiple of dz
(α)
jl

, from each expression for dz
(0)
jl

with l ̸= k.
When α /∈ {j1, . . . , jp}, we get:

dz
(0)
j1

∧ · · · ∧ dz(0)jp
=

1

(z
(α)
0 )p

dz
(α)
j1

∧ · · · ∧ dz(α)jp

−
z
(α)
j1

(z
(α)
0 )p+1

dz
(α)
0 ∧ dz(α)j2

∧ · · · ∧ dz(α)jp
− · · · −

z
(α)
jp

(z
(α)
0 )p+1

dz
(α)
j1

∧ · · · ∧ dz(α)jp−1
∧ dz(α)0

on U0 ∩ Uα, where the first term on the right is obtained by selecting the first term, a function
multiple of dz

(α)
jl

, from each expression for dz
(0)
jl
, while all the other terms on the right are obtained

by selecting the second term, a function multiple of dz
(α)
0 , from the expression of one dz

(0)
jl

and
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the first term, a function multiple of dz
(α)
jr

, from the expression for dz
(0)
jr

for each r ̸= l. Thus, for
α /∈ {j1, . . . , jp}, we get:

dz
(0)
j1

∧ · · · ∧ dz(0)jp
=

1

(z
(α)
0 )p+1

(
(z

(α)
0 dz

(α)
j1

∧ · · · ∧ dz(α)jp
+

p∑
l=1

(−1)l z
(α)
jl
d̂z

(α)
jl

)
(47)

on U0 ∩ Uα, where

d̂z
(α)
jl

:= dz
(α)
0 ∧ dz(α)j1

∧ · · · ∧ d̂z(α)jl
∧ · · · ∧ dz(α)jp

, l = 1, . . . , p.

• Let us now choose Γ0 := a0 dz
(0)
1 ∧ · · · ∧ dz

(0)
p + b0 dz

(0)
p+1 ∧ · · · ∧ dz

(0)
n−1 ∈ C∞

p, 0(U0, C) with
holomorphic functions a0, b0 : U0 −→ C. Then:

Γ0 ∧ ∂Γ0 =

(
b0

∂a0

∂z
(0)
n

+ (−1)p a0
∂b0

∂z
(0)
n

)
dz

(0)
1 ∧ · · · ∧ dz(0)n

= b20
∂

∂z
(0)
n

(
a0
b0

)
dz

(0)
1 ∧ · · · ∧ dz(0)n on U0,

the last equality holding thanks to p being odd if b0 is non-vanishing. Since we want Γ0 ∧ ∂Γ0 to be
non-vanishing on U0, a natural choice is b0 ≡ 1 and a0 = z

(0)
n , which yields:

Γ0 := z(0)n dz
(0)
1 ∧ · · · ∧ dz(0)p + dz

(0)
p+1 ∧ · · · ∧ dz(0)n−1 on U0, (48)

hence

Γ0 ∧ ∂Γ0 = dz
(0)
1 ∧ · · · ∧ dz(0)n ̸= 0 everywhere on U0.

• Let α ∈ {1, . . . , p}. From (46) and (47), we get on U0 ∩ Uα:

Γ0 =
1

(z
(α)
0 )p+1

(
(−1)α

z
(α)
n

z
(α)
0

dz
(α)
0 ∧ dz(α)1 ∧ · · · ∧ d̂z(α)α ∧ · · · ∧ dz(α)p

+ z
(α)
0 dz

(α)
p+1 ∧ · · · ∧ dz(α)n−1 − z

(α)
p+1 dz

(α)
0 ∧ dz(α)p+2 ∧ · · · ∧ dz(α)n−1

+ z
(α)
p+2 dz

(α)
0 ∧ dz(α)p+1 ∧ dz

(α)
p+3 ∧ · · · ∧ dz(α)n−1

...

+ (−1)p z
(α)
n−1 dz

(α)
0 ∧ dz(α)p+1 ∧ · · · ∧ dz(α)n−2

)
:=

1

(z
(α)
0 )p+1

Γα,

where the last equality constitutes the definition of a C-valued holomorphic (p, 0)-form Γα on Uα
that links to the given Γ0 on U0∩Uα via the transition function g

(p+1)
0α of O(p+1). This Γα is forced

on us by Γ0 and the coordinate changes computed above.
We now compute and get:

Γα ∧ ∂Γα = (−1)α
∂

(
z
(α)
n

z
(α)
0

)
∂z

(α)
n

z
(α)
0 dz(α)n ∧ dz(α)0 ∧ · · · ∧ d̂z(α)α ∧ · · · ∧ dz(α)n−1

= (−1)α dz(α)n ∧ dz(α)0 ∧ · · · ∧ d̂z(α)α ∧ · · · ∧ dz(α)n−1

= (−1)n+α−1 dz
(α)
0 ∧ · · · ∧ d̂z(α)α ∧ · · · ∧ dz(α)n ̸= 0
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everywhere on Uα for every α ∈ {1, . . . , p}.
• Let α ∈ {p+ 1, . . . , n− 1}. From (46) and (47), we get on U0 ∩ Uα:

Γ0 =
1

(z
(α)
0 )p+1

(
z
(α)
n

z
(α)
0

z
(α)
0 dz

(α)
1 ∧ · · · ∧ dz(α)p − z

(α)
n

z
(α)
0

z
(α)
1 dz

(α)
0 ∧ dz(α)2 ∧ · · · ∧ dz(α)p

+
z
(α)
n

z
(α)
0

z
(α)
2 dz

(α)
0 ∧ · · · ∧ d̂z(α)2 ∧ · · · ∧ dz(α)p

...

+ (−1)p
z
(α)
n

z
(α)
0

z(α)p dz
(α)
0 ∧ · · · ∧ dz(α)p−1

+ (−1)α−p dz
(α)
0 ∧ dz(α)p+1 ∧ · · · ∧ d̂z(α)α ∧ · · · ∧ dz(α)n−1

)
:=

1

(z
(α)
0 )p+1

Γα,

where the last equality constitutes the definition of a C-valued holomorphic (p, 0)-form Γα on Uα
that links to the given Γ0 on U0 ∩ Uα via the transition function g

(p+1)
0α of O(p+ 1).

We now compute and get:

Γα ∧ ∂Γα = (−1)α−p
∂z

(α)
n

∂z
(α)
n

dz(α)n ∧ dz(α)1 ∧ · · · ∧ dz(α)p ∧ dz(α)0 ∧ dz(α)p+1 ∧ · · · ∧ d̂z(α)α ∧ · · · ∧ dz(α)n−1

= (−1)n+α−1 dz
(α)
0 ∧ · · · ∧ d̂z(α)α ∧ · · · ∧ dz(α)n ̸= 0

everywhere on Uα for every α ∈ {p+ 1, . . . , n− 1}.
• Let α = n. From (47), we get on U0 ∩ Un:

Γ0 =
1

(z
(n)
0 )p+1

(
1

z
(n)
0

z
(n)
0 dz

(n)
1 ∧ · · · ∧ dz(n)p − 1

z
(n)
0

z
(n)
1 dz

(n)
0 ∧ dz(n)2 ∧ · · · ∧ dz(n)p

+
1

z
(n)
0

z
(n)
2 dz

(n)
0 ∧ · · · ∧ d̂z(n)2 ∧ · · · ∧ dz(n)p

...

+ (−1)p
1

z
(n)
0

z(n)p dz
(n)
0 ∧ · · · ∧ dz(n)p−1

+ z
(n)
0 dz

(n)
p+1 ∧ · · · ∧ dz(n)n−1 − z

(n)
p+1 dz

(n)
0 ∧ dz(n)p+2 ∧ · · · ∧ dz(n)n−1

...

+ (−1)p z
(n)
n−1 dz

(n)
0 ∧ dz(n)p+1 ∧ · · · ∧ dz(n)n−2

)
:=

1

(z
(n)
0 )p+1

Γn,

where the last equality constitutes the definition of a C-valued holomorphic (p, 0)-form Γn on Un
that links to the given Γ0 on U0 ∩ Un via the transition function g

(p+1)
0n of O(p+ 1).
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We now compute and get:

Γn ∧ ∂Γn = −z
(n)
0

z
(n)
0

dz
(n)
1 ∧ dz(n)0 ∧ dz(n)2 ∧ · · · ∧ dz(n)n−1 +

z
(n)
0

z
(n)
0

dz
(n)
2 ∧ dz(n)0 ∧ · · · ∧ d̂z(n)2 ∧ · · · ∧ dz(n)n−1

...

+
z
(n)
0

z
(n)
0

(−1)p dz(n)p ∧ dz(n)0 ∧ · · · ∧ d̂z(n)p ∧ · · · ∧ dz(n)n−1

= p dz
(n)
0 ∧ · · · ∧ dz(n)n−1 ̸= 0

everywhere on Un.

• We have thus checked that Γα ∧ ∂Γα ̸= 0 everywhere on Uα for every α ∈ {1, . . . , n}. This
proves that Γ ∧ ∂Γ ̸= 0 everywhere on Pn, completing the proof. □

6.2 Smooth hypersurfaces in complex projective spaces

Let X ⊂ Pn+1 be a smooth complex hypersurface of degree d in the (n + 1)-dimensional complex
projective space. This means that X is the set of zeroes of a degree-d homogeneous polynomial P
on Cn+2, identified with a global holomorphic section of the line bundle O(d) = OPn+1(d), such that
(dP )(z) ̸= 0 for every z = [z0 : · · · : zn+1] ∈ Pn+1 for which P (z) = 0.

It is standard that the anti-canonical bundle of X is given by −KX = OPn+1(n+ 2− d)|X , so X
is a spin manifold if and only if n+ 2− d is even. When n is odd, this is equivalent to d being odd
as well.

Let us now suppose that dimCX = n = 2p + 1 = 4l + 3, with p = 2l + 1 for some non-negative
integer l. As we have seen, whenever d is odd, X admits a spin structure that we can identify with
a holomorphic line bundle L on X such that L2 ≃ −KX = OPn+1(n + 2 − d)|X = OX(n + 2 − d).
The obvious choice is L = OX((n+ 2− d)/2), which means that

L = OX(k), with k = p+ 1 +
1− d

2
. (49)

An L-valued holomorphic p-contact structure on X, if any, is a form

Γ ∈ Hp, 0

(
X, OX

(
p+ 1 +

1− d

2

))
such that Γ ∧ ∂Γ ̸= 0 everywhere on X. (50)

Meanwhile, we know from Corollary 3.4 (a consequence of the proof of the main result of [Dem02])
that if an L-valued holomorphic p-contact structure Γ exists, KX = OX(d−n−2) cannot be pseudo-
effective. This forces d < n+2. Since d is odd and n+1 is even, this means that d ≤ n. The case d = 1
corresponds to the smooth complex hypersurface X ⊂ Pn+1 of degree d being a copy of Pn which,
thanks to Proposition 6.1, is a (locally holomorphic) p-contact manifold when n = 2p+1 = 4l+3.

Unfortunately, as we shall now see, the case d = 1 is the only case where a hypersurface X ⊂ Pn+1

has a p-contact structure.

Proposition 6.2. Let n = 2p + 1 = 4l + 3 and let X ⊂ Pn+1 be a smooth complex hypersurface of
odd degree d such that d ≤ n. Set k = (n+ 2− d)/2 = p+ 1 + (1− d)/2.
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If d ≥ 3, the following cohomology vanishing holds:

Hp, 0(X, OX(k)) = 0. (51)

In particular, there is no holomorphic p-contact structure on X if degX ≥ 3. In other
words, the only smooth hypersurfaces in complex projective space that carry a holomorphic p-contact
structure are copies of Pn with n ≡ 3 mod 4.

Proof.2 • Step 1. Since degX = d, the normal bundle (a holomorphic line bundle) of X in Pn+1 is
NX/Pn+1 = OX(d), so the normal short exact sequence of holomorphic vector bundles over X reads:

0 −→ T 1, 0X −→ T 1, 0Pn+1
|X −→ OX(d) −→ 0.

The dual short exact sequence is

0 −→ OX(−d) = Ω0
X(−d) −→ Λ1, 0T ⋆Pn+1

|X = Ω1
Pn+1|X −→ Λ1, 0T ⋆X = Ω1

X −→ 0, (52)

where the bundle notation and the sheaf notation are used interchangeably.
Tensoring (52) by the holomorphic vector bundle Ωp−1

X (k), we get the short exact sequence of
vector bundles over X:

0 −→ Ωp−1
X (k − d) −→ Ωp

Pn+1|X(k) −→ Ωp
X(k) −→ 0.

From the induced long exact sequence in cohomology, we extract

H0(X, Ωp
Pn+1|X(k)) −→ H0(X, Ωp

X(k)) −→ H1(X, Ωp−1
X (k − d)).

This exact sequence shows that if H0(X, Ωp
Pn+1|X(k)) = 0, the vector space H0(X, Ωp

X(k)) injects

into H1(X, Ωp−1
X (k − d)).

More generally, tensoring (52) by the holomorphic vector bundle Ωp−i−1
X (k−id), for i ∈ {0, . . . , p−

1}, we get the short exact sequence of vector bundles over X:

0 −→ Ωp−i−1
X (k − (i+ 1)d) −→ Ωp−i

Pn+1|X(k − id) −→ Ωp−i
X (k − id) −→ 0.

From the induced long exact sequence in cohomology, we extract

H i(X, Ωp−i
Pn+1|X(k − id)) −→ H i(X, Ωp−i

X (k − id)) −→ H i+1(X, Ωp−i−1
X (k − (i+ 1)d)).

This exact sequence shows that if H i(X, Ωp−i
Pn+1|X(k− id)) = 0, the vector space H i(X, Ωp−i

X (k− id))

injects into H i+1(X, Ωp−i−1
X (k − (i+ 1)d)).

In other words, this shows that if

H0(X, Ωp
Pn+1|X(k)) = · · · = H i(X, Ωp−i

Pn+1|X(k − id)) = · · · = Hp−1(X, Ω1
Pn+1|X(k − (p− 1)d)) = 0,(53)

we get the sequence of injections:

H0(X, Ωp
X(k)) ↪→ · · · ↪→ H i(X, Ωp−i

X (k − id)) ↪→ H i+1(X, Ωp−i−1
X (k − (i+ 1)d)) ↪→ . . .

↪→ Hp(X, Ω0
X(k − pd)) = H0, p(X, OX(k − pd)),

2The second-named author is grateful to L. Manivel for pointing out to him the main arguments in this proof.
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where OX(k − pd)) denotes a line bundle rather than the associated sheaf.
Now, the hypothesis d ≤ n implies that X is a Fano manifold since, as we have seen above,

−KX = OX(n+2−d) and n+2−d > 0. This further implies that H0, p(X, OX(k−pd)) = 0 whatever
the sign of k − pd. Indeed, if k − pd < 0, this follows from the classical Akizuki-Nakano vanishing
theorem since 0 + p < n and OX(k − pd) is negative. If k − pd ≥ 0, the holomorphic line bundle
−KX+OX(k−pd) is ample (because −KX > 0), so writing OX(k−pd) = KX+(−KX+OX(k−pd))
we get H0, p(X, OX(k − pd)) ≃ Hn, p(X, −KX + OX(k − pd)) = 0, where the last equality follows
from the classical Kodaira vanishing theorem since n+ p > n and −KX +OX(k − pd) is positive.

We conclude that if the vanishings (53) hold, then H0(X, Ωp
X(k)) = 0 (which is precisely the

stated conclusion (51)) thanks to the above sequence of injections and the vanishing of the last
vector space therein.

• Step 2. We will now prove the vanishings (53) under the assumption d ≥ 3.
We will reduce the proof of these vanishings to proving similar vanishings for cohomology on

Pn+1 via the short exact sequence:

0 −→ OPn+1(−d) −→ OPn+1 −→ OX −→ 0 (54)

f 7−→ f|X (55)

whose exactness follows from th equivalences:

f|X = 0 ⇐⇒ div f ≥ [X] ⇐⇒ f ∈ OPn+1(−X) = OPn+1(−d).

Fix i ∈ {0, . . . , p−1}. Tensoring the short exact sequence (54) by the holomorphic vector bundle
Ωp−i

Pn+1(k − id), we get the short exact sequence:

0 −→ Ωp−i
Pn+1(k − (i+ 1)d) −→ Ωp−i

Pn+1(k − id) −→ Ωp−i
Pn+1|X(k − id) −→ 0.

From the induced long exact sequence in cohomology, we extract

H i(Pn+1, Ωp−i
Pn+1(k − id)) −→ H i(X, Ωp−i

Pn+1|X(k − id)) −→ H i+1(Pn+1, Ωp−i
Pn+1(k − (i+ 1)d)).

This shows that, if the extreme terms H i(Pn+1, Ωp−i
Pn+1(k−id)) and H i+1(Pn+1, Ωp−i

Pn+1(k−(i+1)d))

vanish, then the middle term H i(X, Ωp−i
Pn+1|X(k − id)) vanishes as well, as needed in (53). Thus, it

remains to prove the vanishing of the two extreme terms.
We will use the following standard result (see e.g. Theorem 10.7 in [Dem97, chapter VII]) that

completes the standard result cited above as (45):

Hp, q(Pn+1, O(k)) = 0 (56)

in each of the following cases:

(a) q /∈ {0, p, n+ 1};
(b) q = 0, k ≤ p and (k, p) ̸= (0, 0);

(c) p = q /∈ {0, n+ 1} and k ̸= 0;

(d) q = n+ 1, k ≥ −n− 1 + p and (k, p) ̸= (0, n+ 1).
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In our case, for the first extreme term above we get:

H i(Pn+1, Ωp−i
Pn+1(k − id)) ≃ Hp−i, i(Pn+1, OPn+1(k − id))

and this space vanishes automatically if i /∈ {0, p − i, n + 1} by (a) in (56). Meanwhile, if i = 0,
this space is Hp, 0(Pn+1, OPn+1(k)) = 0 by (b) in (56) because k ≤ p. (Indeed, the last inequality
is equivalent to 1 + (1 − d)/2 ≤ 0, which is further equivalent to d ≥ 3, which holds by hypoth-
esis.) The case i = p − i does not occur since p is odd. Finally, if i = n + 1, this space is
Hp−n−1, n+1(Pn+1, OPn+1(k − (n+ 1)d)) = 0 because p− n− 1 = −p− 2 < 0.

We conclude that, in all cases, the first extreme term above vanishes: H i(Pn+1, Ωp−i
Pn+1(k−id)) = 0

thanks to the hypothesis d ≥ 3.
As for the second extreme term above, we get:

H i+1(Pn+1, Ωp−i
Pn+1(k − (i+ 1)d)) ≃ Hp−i, i+1(Pn+1, OPn+1(k − (i+ 1)d))

and this space vanishes automatically if i /∈ {−1, p − i − 1, n} by (a) in (56). Meanwhile, if
i = −1, this space is Hp+1, 0(Pn+1, OPn+1(k)) = 0 by (b) in (56) because k ≤ p + 1. (Indeed, the
last inequality is equivalent to (1 − d)/2 ≤ 0, which is further equivalent to d ≥ 1, which always
holds.) If i = p− i− 1, our space is H i+1, i+1(Pn+1, OPn+1(k − (i+ 1)d)) = 0 by (c) in (56) because
k − (i + 1)d ̸= 0. (Indeed, the last inequality is equivalent to each of the following equivalent
inequalities: p + 1 + (1 − d)/2 ̸= (p − i)d ⇐⇒ p(d − 2) + 2d ̸= 3 and the last one is always true
because p ≥ 1 and d ≥ 3.) Finally, if i = n, our space is Hp−n, n+1(Pn+1, OPn+1(k − (n + 1)d)) = 0
since p− n < 0.

We conclude that, in all cases, thanks to the hypothesis d ≥ 3, the second extreme term above
vanishes: H i+1(Pn+1, Ωp−i

Pn+1(k − (i+ 1)d)) = 0.
The proof is complete. □
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