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Abstract

We study the Chern-Weil theory for the primitive cohomology of a symplectic man-
ifold. First, given a symplectic manifold, we review the superbundle-valued forms on
this manifold and prove a primitive version of the Bianchi identity. Second, as the
main result, we prove a transgression formula associated with the boundary map of
the primitive cohomology. Third, as an application of the main result, we introduce
the concept of primitive characteristic classes and point out a further direction.
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1 Introduction

The primitive cohomology of a symplectic manifold draws much attention in the past several
years. It was first introduced by Tseng and Yau in [8, (3.14), (3.22)] and [9, 19, (1.5), (1.6)].
Later, Tsai, Tseng, and Yau constructed the more general p-filtered cohomology [7, (1.2),
Theorem 3.1] and included the primitive cohomology as the O-filtered part. The constructions
in [7, 8, 9] use the Lefschetz decomposition. An equivalent construction using the mapping
cone was given by Tanaka and Tseng [6, Theorem 1.1].

Different from the de Rham cohomology, the most important point of the primitive coho-
mology is that it relies on the symplectic form. Thus, by [9, Section 4] and [7, Section 6.3],
the primitive cohomology can be used to distinguish between different symplectic structures.

Meanwhile, many topics in geometry and topology naturally extends to the primitive
cohomology. In these primitive versions, the symplectic form reveals extra features in both
the procedures and the results. For instance, in terms of differential topology, Clausen, Tang,
and Tseng developed the symplectic Morse theory [3, Theorems 1.3-1.4] and [4, Theorems
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1.2-1.3], connecting the primitive cohomology to the critical points of Morse functions. In our
previous work, we introduced the primitive and the 1-filtered versions of semi-characteristics
[15, Theorem 1.5] and [16, Theorem 1.2], relating to zero points of vector fields.

Besides the perspective of differential topology, there are also studies on the primitive
cohomology from the perspective of connections and characteristic classes. In [10, Definition
1.1], for connections on a vector bundle over the symplectic manifold, Tseng and Zhou
introduced the concept of symplectic flatness. In [11, Section 4], they equipped a G-bundle
with a symplectically flat connection and studied the characteristic classes of the G-bundle.
More importantly, in [11, Definitions 1.3-1.4] and [12, (1.1)], they introduced the primitive
Yang-Mills functionals and proved the associated classification theorems [11, Theorem 1.2]
and [12, Theorem 1.1] of symplectically flat G-bundles over the symplectic manifold. In
addition, as they pointed out, the results in [11, 12] are true even when the symplectic form
is replaced by any nondegenerate closed 2-form.

Tseng and Zhou's settings of the symplectic flatness involves a connection on the bundle
and a smooth section of the associated endomorphism bundle. Motivated by their construc-
tion of the primitive version of the Yang-Mills functional, we believe that even when the
connection is not symplectically flat, it is still worthwhile to put the connection and the
smooth section together as a “primitive connection”. Afterwards, this “primitive connec-
tion” induces other geometric or topological objects.

In this paper, we develop the Chern-Weil theory using this “primitive connection” for the
primitive cohomology. Once we find the primitive version of the Chern-Weil transgression
formula associated with the boundary map of the primitive cohomology, we can immediately
define the primitive versions of characteristic classes involving the symplectic form. To make
things more unified, we present our results in the language of superbundles [5, Section 2].

We adopt the construction [6, Theorem 1.1] of the primitive cohomology. For superbun-
dles and the transgression, we follow the approaches similar to [2, Sections 1.3-1.5].

Assumption 1.1. We let (M, w) be a symplectic manifold, and E = ET@E~ be a Zy-graded
smooth superbundle [2, Definition 1.29] over M.

Let Q'(M, E) (resp. Q(M, E)) be the space of smooth E-valued i-forms (resp. all smooth
E-valued forms) on M. Following [6, Section 3.1], we give the map

0: QM) ® QM) — QM) ® QM)
(o, B) = (da+w A B,—dp).

It defines a chain complex
0: V(M) QN (M) = Q@TH(M) e Q(M) (0<i<dimM+1). (1.1)

Definition 1.2. The cohomology given by (1.1) is called the primitive cohomology of (M, w).

We follow the conventions of signs in [2, Sections 1.3-1.5] and [14, Sections 1.2-1.3] and
then obtain Q*(M, E) and Q* (M, End(E)).

Following [10, (1.6)], [11, (1.1)], and [12, (1.1)], we define the primitive superconnection.
In fact, the primitive superconnection is just a map reversing the parity of the total degree,
but it is not a true connection. See Remark 2.2 for explanations.
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Definition 1.3. We call the linear map
A: QM E)® QM E)— QM E)sQUM,E)
(o, B) = (Aa+w A B, Ba — Ap)
a primitive superconnection when A is a superconnection on E and B € QF (M, End(E)).

Remark 1.4. The superconnection A on E is symplectically flat if and only if the map
A% = 0 (cf. [10, Proposition 3.8]). See (2.4) for the expression of A% in our notations.

We know [2, Sections 1.3 & 1.5] that for any v € Q(M,End(FE)), it has a supertrace
Str(y) € Q(M). We extend the definition of supertraces as follows.

Definition 1.5. For any
(7,0) € Q(M, End(E)) & Q(M, End(E)),

we call

(Str(y), Str(6)) € QM) & Q(M)
the supertrace of (7, d) and denote it by Str(y,0).

Now, we give the main result, including a d-closed element and a transgression formula.

Theorem 1.6. For a smooth family of primitive superconnections A; (t € R) and any k € N,

t

dt

we identify maps AZ* and AZE=2 with unique elements

AZF € OF(M,End(E)) ® Q (M, End(E))

and
A
%Afk_Q € Q7 (M,End(E)) ® Q" (M,End(E))

respectively according to (2.5) and (3.1). Then, for any polynomial f € Clz], we have
(1) 9Str(f(Af)) = (0,0),
d dA
@) GSura) —oser (S ran ).
The next corollary is because the space of superconnections is affine [2, Corollary 1.40].

Corollary 1.7. For any f € C[z] and any two primitive superconnections Ay and Ay, let
Ay =tA; + (1 —t)Ay, then we have

Str(7(43) - Str(F(49) =0 [ Str (s — ho)(8D)

This means that the primitive cohomology class of Str(f(A?)) is independent of A.



It could be very tempting to apply the classical transgression formula [2, Proposition
1.41] directly to each component of

A% € OF(M,End(E)) ® Q™ (M, End(E))

to verify Theorem 1.6. Unfortunately, because of the element B € Q* (M, End(FE)), neither
of the components of A?* is equal to the 2k-th power of a superconnection. Thus, we cannot
directly apply the classical transgression formula to each component.

A simpler situation is when the de Rham cohomology class of the symplectic form w is
integral. In this situation, by [6, Theorem 7.1], the chain complex (1.1) is isomorphic to

O: V(M@ (0 AT (M) = QT (M) (OAQ(M)) (0<i<dimM +1)
a+O0NP—=dat+wNANB—0ANp

and computes the de Rham cohomology of a circle bundle 7 : S — M. Here, 6 is the angular
form along the fiber direction of S. In this situation, the primitive superconnection A is
equal to A 4+ 0B, a superconnection on the superbundle 7*FE. With A = A + §B, Theorem
1.6 becomes an immediate corollary of [2, Proposition 1.41]. Therefore, Theorem 1.6 is a
reasonable generalization of the classical transgression when the de Rham cohomology class
of w is non-integral. Also, the element B € Q7 (M, End(F£)) has certain geometric meanings.

Remark 1.8. As in [11, Definitions 1.1 & 1.4] and [12, (1.1) & (1.11)], we can replace w by
a closed 2-form and still prove Theorem 1.6. However, due to the relation between w and
the angular form 6 in the integral case, we prefer to present Theorem 1.6 using w.

We can now use Str (f (A?)) to give the primitive versions of characteristic classes, which
are represented by d-closed elements. According to [10, Proposition 3.7], the vanishing of A?
is relevant to Kihler-Einstein manifolds. For general A2, we hope the vanishing of primitive
characteristic classes can bring us interesting findings.

This paper is organized as follows. In Section 2, we review superbundle-valued forms,
explain signs and identifications, and prove the first half of Theorem 1.6. In Section 3, we
prove the second half of Theorem 1.6. In Section 4, we introduce the concept of primitive
characteristic classes involving the symplectic structure on M and propose a question about
the relations between primitive characteristic classes and geometric information.

Acknowledgments. I want to thank Prof. Xiaobo Liu, Prof. Xiang Tang, Prof. Li-Sheng
Tseng, Prof. Shanwen Wang, and Dr. Danhua Song for helpful discussions. Also, I want
to thank Beijing International Center for Mathematical Research for providing an excellent
working environment.

2 Primitive Bianchi identity

In this section, we review superbundle-valued forms on M, explain signs and identifications,

and prove the first half of Theorem 1.6 using the primitive version of the Bianchi identity.
For reviewing superbundle-valued forms and relevant sign conventions, we follow [2, Sec-

tions 1.3-1.5] and [14, Sections 1.2-1.3]. We use “End” and “Hom” to denote endomorphism
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bundles and homomorphism bundles respectively [1, Section 1.2]. For the Zs-graded super-
bundle E = E* @ E~ over M, according to the sign conventions in [2, Section 1.3], we
define

End*(F) = Hom(E", E*) ® Hom(E~, E)

and
End™ (E) := Hom(E", E~) ® Hom(E~, E™).
Immediately, we see that End(E) = End"(E) @ End ™ (F). In addition, we define
ON(M,E) =) Q(M,EN) o> Q(ME")

i even i odd

and
O (ME)=Y Q(ME"® Y Q(ME").
i odd 1 even

A convenient way to understand Q* (M, E) and Q™ (M, E) is via local expressions and total
degrees. For any o € Q'(M), we let
la] = 1.

For any v € Q°(M, E*), (resp. v € Q°(M,E™)), we let
|v| =0 (resp. |v| =1).
Then, the total degree of @ ® v is
la @ o] = [o] + |v].

When the total degree is even (resp. odd), a ® v is in QT (M, E) (resp. Q (M, E)).
Given any T € Q(M,End(FE)), we obtain a map

T:Q(M,E) = Q(M, E).

One important thing to emphasize is that 7' supercommutes with the elements in Q(M).
More precisely, if T = a ® L for some a € Q(M) and L € Q°(M,End(FE)), then for any
B €M) and v e Q(M,E), T maps 3@ v to

(—1)|L”B|(a A B) ® L(v).

The sign appears here also affects the composition of two elements in Q(M, End(E)). For
example, given another S = 3K with 8 € Q(M) and K € Q°(M,End(E)), the composition
ST is equal to

(BeK)(a®L)= (1) " EAa) e (KL).

These rules of signs will be applied to computations like (2.5) where there are compositions
of elements in Q(M, End(E)).

Remark 2.1. We do not emphasize whether an element is homogeneous when the definitions
and equations involving total degrees can be extended linearly to nonhomogeneous cases.



Given a differential operator
D:QM,FE)— QM,FE),

according to the decomposition Q(M, E) = QT (M, E) & Q~ (M, E), we write

_|Dv D
»=[5 bl

and write any o € Q(M, E) into o™ + o~ If for any 5 € Q(M),
D(BAa)=BADat + (=D Dya™ + (=1)PIDsat + B A Dya, (2.1)

then by [2, Section 1.4], we can identify D with a unique element in Q(M, End(£)). Similarly,
for any linear map

D:Q(M, E)®QM,E) — QM, E) & Q(M, E),

if we can find differential operators D and D on Q(M, E) such that D and D both satisfy
(2.1), and such that D is given by

D: Q(M,E) & Q(M,E) — Q(M, E) & Q(M, E)

- 2.2
(v, B) = (DOéa Do+ D% — Dy~ — D3 + D45_> ; 22)

then we identify D with the pair
(D, D) € Q(M,End(E)) ® Q(M,End(E)). (2.3)

By Definition 1.5, for such a D given by (2.2), after the identification (2.3), we let
Str(D) = <Str(D), Str([)))

and call it the supertrace of .
Recall the Definition 1.3 of the primitive superconnection

A:Q(M,E) & Q(M,E) — Q(M, E) @ Q(M, E)
(o, B) = (Aa+w A B, Ba — Ap)

associated with a superconnection A on F and an element B € QF (M, End(E)).
Remark 2.2. We still name A as a “superconnection” since when

(a,B) € QT (M,E) ®Q (M, E) (resp. Q (M, E) ® QY(M, E)),
A maps (o, 8) to

(Ao +w A B,Ba—AB) € QO (M,E)® Q" (M, E) (resp. QT (M, E)® Q (M, E)),



reversing the total degree of each component. However, we must emphasize that A is defined
on pairs instead of on E-valued forms when the de Rham cohomology class of w is not integral.

Lemma 2.3. The even power A?* of the primitive superconnection defines a unique element

in QT (M,End(E)) ® Q (M, End(E)).
Proof. For any (a, 5) € Q(M, E) ® Q(M, E), we find

A%, B)
— A(Aa+w A B, Ba — AB)
= (A(Aa+wAp)+wA (Ba—AB), BlAa+w A ) — A(Ba — Ap))
= (A*a+w A Ba, A?B+wA BB+ BAa — ABa). (2.4)

This gives us the unique
(A +wAB,BA— AB) € Q"(M,End(E)) ® Q™ (M,End(E)).
In general, we find that
A (a, B)

k—1
— ((A2 +wAB)fa, (A +wAB)* 8+ (A’ +wA B)(BA— AB)(A* +w A B)’““a) :
1=0

(2.5)
By (2.3), this identifies with the unique pair
k-1
((A2+wAB ¥, > (A’ +w A B)(BA— AB)(A* + w A B)F'- )
1=0
in QT (M,End(E)) ® Q (M, End(E)). O

Using the identification, we have

Str(A?F)
) (Str ((A* +wA B)*), Str (jw +w A B)(BA— AB)(A* + w A B>’“>) |

According to [2, Section 1.4], for any superconnection A and any a € Q(M, End(E)), we
obtain the element

(A, a] € Q" (M, End(E)).

The rule of this commutator is given in the way compatible with the Leibniz rule [2, Definition
1.37]: For a € Q(M,End(E)),

(A, a] = Ao — (—1)lelaA.



More precisely, for any n € Q(M, E), we have
(4, a]n = A(a(n) — (=1)*la(An).
We extend this commutator to
4, (@ B)] = ([4,0] +w A B, Ba—aB — [4,f]) (2.6)
for all (a, B) € Q(M,End(F)) & Q(M, End(E)).
Lemma 2.4. For any («, 8) € Q(M,End(FE)) ® Q(M,End(FE)), we have
J0Str(a, 5) = Str [A, («, 5)] -
Proof. This is because

0Str(a, )
= (dStr(a) + w A Str(8), —dStr(5))
= (Str[4, o] + w A Str(5), —Str[A, 5]) (By [2, Lemma 1.42].)
= Str ([A,a] +wA B, Ba —aB —[A,[]) (Since Str(Ba —aB) =0.)
= Str [A, (o, 5)] .
The proof is complete. O
We now prove the primitive Bianchi identity.
Proposition 2.5. For any k € N, we have [[A, A%]] = (0,0).
Proof. By (2.5) and (2.6), we find that
[4,4%]

= ([A (A2+wA B +wA Y (A2 +wAB)(BA— AB)(A* +w A B)F1 71,

=0
k—1
B(A’4+wAB* — (A’ +wA BB - AZA2+wAB )(BA — AB)(A? +w A B)F~17

k-1

(A2 +wAB)Y(BA—AB)(A* +w A B)F 1o ’A)
i=0
Now, we use induction. When k£ = 1, the verification of the proposition is straightforward.
Assume that for k, we have

[A, (A +wAB)* +wA il(A2 +wAB)(BA—-AB) (A2 +wABF =0 (2.7)

1=0



and

k—1
B(A’+wA B! = (A’ +wAB)*B— A (A’ +wAB)(BA— AB)(A* + wA B)* '™

=0

o
—

(A2 +w A B)(BA — AB)(A* + w A B)" 171 A

' M

1

o
o
~~
N
oo
~—

Then, for k + 1, we find the first component of [A, A**2] is equal to

k
[A, (A +wA B! +wA ) (A’ +wAB)(BA— AB)(A* +w A B)*
=0
k—1
= A(A +wA B! — (A2 + wAB) " A+ wA Y (A’ +wAB)(BA— AB)(A* + w A B)*~
=1

+wA(BA—AB)(A*+wA B! +wA (A +wA B)*(BA - AB)

k—1
= (A(A2 +wABF+wAY (A’ +wAB)(BA—AB)(A” +w A B)’““) (A> +w A B)
=0
— (A2 +wABM A+ wA(A*+wAB)BA - AB)

By (2.7) =)
+wABFAA? + WA B) — (A +wA B! A4+ wA (A2 +w A B)*(BA — AB)
since w is a closed 2-form =)

(
= (A?
(
(A2+w/\B) (A(A*>+wAB) — (A*+wAB)A+wA (BA— AB))

We now compute the second component of [[A, A2k+2]]. It is equal to
B(A* +wA B — (A2 +wA BB
k
— A (A’ +wAB)(BA- AB)(A’ + wA B)*”
i=0
k
— ) (A’ +wAB)(BA- AB)(A*+wAB)¥ A
i=0
k—1
- (B(A2+w/\B — A (A’ +wAB)(BA— AB)(A* + w A B)F - 1) (A’ +w A B)
=0

— (A2 +wA BB — A(A* + w A B)*(BA — AB)



k
—) (A’ +wAB)(BA - AB)(A* +wAB)¥ A

1=0

(By (2.8) =)

= (ZW +wAB)(BA—AB)(A>+wA B 1A+ (A4 wA B)’fB) (A +w A B)

=0

— (A2 +wAB)"'B — A(A? + wA B)*(BA — AB)

k
—) (A’ +wAB)(BA— AB)(A*+wAB)¥ A
1=0
k—1

=) (A’ +wAB)(BA— AB)(A*+wAB)¥ " A(A’ + w A B)
=0

.

+ (A +wABB(A*+wAB) — (A2 +wAB)*'B - A(A? + wA B)*(BA — AB)

(A2 +w A B)(BA—AB)(A* +w A B)f A

Mw

[e=]

N
= .

= Y (A2 +wAB)Y(BA—-AB)(A? +wA BT A(A? + w A B)

-
I

Mwo

(A2 +w A B)(BA - AB)(A* +w A B A

[en]

A

[\

+ (
— i(Az—i—w/\B) (BA—AB)(A* +wA B "1A(A? + wA B)

-
I

0
k—
Z (A2 4+ w A B)(BA — AB)(A?2+w A B)f'A

H

A +wA B)*(BA— AB)A + (A*> +w A B)* (BA* — A’B)

—(
— Z(A2+w/\B) (BA— AB)(A*+wA B (A(A*+wAB) —

=0
— (A’ +wAB)*(BA— AB)A+ (A*+w A B)* (BA> — A’B) —
k—1
=wAY (A’ +wAB)(BA— AB)(A’+wA B)*""(AB — BA)
=0

— (A’ +wAB)"(BA— AB)A+ (A +w A B)* (BA* — A’B)

(By (2.7) =)
= —[A, (A’ +w A B)*|(AB — BA)
— (A’ +wAB)"(BA— AB)A+ (A +w A B)* (BA* — A’B)

10

+wAB)* (B(A>+wAB) — (A +wA B)B) — A(A* + w A B)"(BA — AB)

— A(A2 +wABFBA - AB)

(A*+w A B)A)

A(A? +w A B)F(BA— AB)

— A(A2 +wAB*BA - AB)

— A(A2 +wABFBA - AB)



= (—A(A* +w A B)* + (A* +w A B)*A)(AB — BA)

— (A’ +w A B)¥(BA? — ABA) + (A’ + w A B)* (BA® — A’B) — A(A> +wA B)*(BA — AB)

= (A’ +wAB)*A(AB — BA) — (A> + w A B)*(BA* — ABA) + (A* + w A B)* (BA® — A’B)
= (A’ 4+ wA B)"(A’B — ABA — BA> + ABA + BA? — A’B)
= 0.

Thus, we finish the proof for the k& + 1 case and obtain the primitive Bianchi identity. [

By Proposition 2.5, for any k£ € N,
dStr(A*) = Str [A, A*] = (0,0).

The proof of the first half of Theorem 1.6 is complete.

3 'Transgression formula

In this section, we prove the second half of Theorem 1.6, the transgression formula for any
smooth family of primitive superconnections. We follow the procedure similar to that one
proving [2, Proposition 1.41, item 2].

Given a smooth family of primitive superconnections

A QM E)® Q(M,E) — Q(M,E) ® Q(M, E)
(a,B) = (A +w A B, B — Ay 3),

its derivative with respect to t is the map

A
% Q(M,E)® Q(M,E) = Q(M,E) ® Q(M, E)

dA; dB; dA,
(Q’B)H(dt «, dta_ dt 6)

This identifies with the element

Ay dB
Q, By Q= (M,End(E)) & Q' (M, End(E)).
dt = dt
oy e dAt 2k - .
In addition, for any k£ € N, the composition %At is given by

dA
d_ttA?k(aa 5)

o dt

=0

11

dA k—1 ' |
_ ((Af +wA Bt)ka, (A? +wA Bt)kﬂ + Z(A? T wA Bt)l<BtAt _ AtBt)(A? +wA Bt)k_l_la

)



(dAt(A2+ /\Bt) «,

d
dB dA k-1
g i e nBta - <(A§ T WA BB Y (A +w A B (BiA — AB)(A7 w0 A Bt>’““a>>
=0
(3.1)
for all (o, B) € Q(M, E) ® Q(M, E). This identifies with an element
dA dB =
( - —L(A? + w A By, d_tt(A? +wA Bk — d_tt Z<At2 FwA B (BA — ABy) (A2 +w A Bt)k11>
=0

in

Q0 (M,End(E)) ® Q" (M, End(E)).

Str (djt M)

At present, to prove the transgression formula, we only need to show

Accordingly, we obtain

1 d dA
A2k+2 _ tAZk
—k:+1_dtSt r (A7?) aStr( yr >

According to Lemma 2.4, it is equivalent to show

1 d dA
- ¢ AZFH2) = St || Ay, 220 A28
Frraot (AT = Sr|[ v

By (2.5), we find
Cstr (47)

(s

(s

— (sm (d (A7 +wAB )’”1) , Str <(k +1) - ((47 +w A B)*(BA — AtBt))>) :

e

-1

SIS

(A +w A Bt)k+1> , %St ( (A7 +w A By (BiA; — AuBy) (A7 +w A Bt)k_l_’))

I
=)

(2

ik

(A7 +w A Bt)’““) : %Str ((k +1)(A7 + w A B)"(BA, — AtBt))>

d
d
In addition, by (2.6), the first component of |[At, A%ﬂ is equal to

dA dA
A — (A2 +wAB)* d—;<A§+wABt)kAt
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dB dA , ,
+wA d—tt(Af +wAB)F —wA d_tt Z(Af +wA B (BA, — AB) (A2 +w A B)F1,
=0

We first need to verify that

1 d
— A7 By)F*!
k—i—lSt (dt( +w A By) )

dA

dtt (A? +wA Bt)kAt

= Str (At djt (A2 4+ w A B)* +

WA (A WA B —w A d—ttZ(Af +wA B (BA, — AB) (A2 +w A Bt)k_l_Z)

1=0

The left hand side of (3.2) is equal to

2

dA dA dB
— Str ((Atd—tt +— tAt"i_W/\d_;) (Af+w/\Bt)k> .

Thus, (3.2) is equivalent to

dA,  dA, dB,\ , .
Str((At ot At WA dt>(At+w/\Bt)

dA dA,
- Str(At y7 —L(A2+wA B d—(A2 w A B)FA,

dB dA; |
+W/\d_t(A2+(.U/\Bt —wA d—z A2+(.U/\Bt (BtAt —AtBt)(A?—FCL)/\Bt)kl’L)
=0
<~

Str <dAtA (A7 + w A By) )
dt
dA dA k—1

= Str (d_tt(A? +w A B) A —w A I > (A7 +w A B (BiAr — ABy) (A7 +w A Bt)k_l_i>

=0

=

dA dA

k—
dA, A
d_ E A2 + w A Bt (BtAt — AtBt)(A? + w A Bt)k_l_z> .
=0
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The last equation exactly repeats (2.7), and thus (3.2) is true.
The second component of
dA
| )]

dt
is equal to
dA dA
Bi— —LA2+wA B — d—tt(A2 +w A B)*B,
dBy, .- dAi 1o ; > f1—i
— At d (A 4+ w A Bt) + At dt Z(At —+ w N Bt) (BtAt — AtBt)(At —+ w A\ Bt)
=0
dB dA, & . .
+ d (A2 + w A Bt) At d t (A? + w A Bt)z(BtAt — AtBt)(Af —|— w N Bt>k_1_2At.

By the property [2, Definition 1.30, Proposition 1.31] of supertraces, the supertrace of the
second component is equal to

k—1
dB dA A ,
Str ( A (A w0 AB) + A=t Y (A7 +w A B (BiA — AB)(AF +w A Bt
1=0
dBy 1o dAt 2 i 2 k—1—i
4+ — d (A + w A Bt) At dt Z(At 4+ w A Bt) (BtAt — AtBt)<At 4+ w A Bt) At
=0

We now need to verify that

dB dA , .
Str( — At i ¢ (A2 +w A Bt) + At dtt Z(A? +wA Bt)l<BtAt — AtBt)(A? +wA Bt)kilil

1=0

(A? + w A Bt)i(BtAt — AtBt)<AtQ + w A Bt)k_l_iAt)

B, ., dA, &
‘l‘%(At +O}/\Bt) At_ E -
d

The right hand side of (3.3) is equal to

k—1
A? B ,
(Z A2 + w A Bt d( L +d6: A t) (A? + w AN Bt)k:_l_l(BtAt — AtBt)
=0

k d(BtAt — AtBt)
dt

+ (A7 +w A By)

E‘

-1
d A2 B . .
= Str( ( +d(: A B (A? +wA Bt)kizil(BtAt — AtBt)(A? +wA By

i

I
o
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+ (A7 +w A Bt)kd(BtAtd; AtBt)>

(A2 + w A B (BiAy — ABy)(A? +w A By)Fi!

=0

k-1 9
:Str< d(4; +W/\Bt>

+ (A7 +w A By)

k d<BtAt - AtBt)
dt

dA; | |
= Str (Atd_tt Z(A? +w A Bt)l<BtAt - AtBt)(A? 4+ w A Bt)k‘—z—l
=0
dA k—1
+ d_ttAt Z(A? +w A B (BA, — AB)(A? +w A By)F1
=0
dBy — 9 . ) o
‘I'W/\E (At +(JJ/\Bt) (BtAt_AtBt)(At+UJABt)
1=0
B dA
+ (A7 +w A B) = A+ (A7 +w A B B— =
L dA dB

Thus, the verification of (3.3) is equivalent to verifying

dA,

dt Z(A? +w A Bt)i<BtAt — AtBt)(A? +wA Bt)k—l—i

=0

Str ( Atdd (A2 +wAB)F + A"

dB; dA, &= |
+ d_(A2 +w A By) FA, — a Z A2 +wA By) (BtAt — AtBt)(At? +wA Bt)klet>
=0

dA ‘ |
= Str (At o t Z(Af +w A Bt)Z(BtAt - AtBt)(Af +w A Bt>k—z—1
1=0
dA k—1
+ d_ttAt Z(A? +w A B (BiA; — AB) (A% 4w A By)F1
i=0
dB A |
+WwA d—tt Z(A,? +wA B (BA; — ABy) (A2 +w A B!
=0
L dB JA
+ (A7 +w A B) = A+ (A7 +w A B B— -
R dA IB
— (A2 w A B d_ttBt (A% +w A Bk A, dtt)
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This is equivalent to verify

dB

dAt k—1
dt

dB
+ —(A2+wAB)FA, —

dt (A2 + w A By) (B,Ay — A,By)(A? + w A Bt)k—l—iAt)

1=0

dA | |
= Str (d—tAt ) (A7 +w A B (BiAr — AB)(A] +w A B!
=0

k—
dB ,
+wA —t § (A2 + w A B){(BA, — AB) (A2 +w A Byt
=0

w A5y dA
+ (A2 +wAB)F—A,+ (A? +wA BB, dtt

dt

LdA dB
—(A24+wAB) d—ttBt (A2 +w A B)FA, d;)

Using (2.7) and (2.8), now it is equivalent to prove

dB B
Str (—Atd—tt(Af +w A By)" + d—tt(Af +wA Bt)kAt>

k—1

A A ,
= Str (%At Z(Af +wA B (BiA; — ABy) (A2 + w A By)F !
i=0

JA, L | |

d_tt ;(A? + w /\ Bt)z(BtAt - AtBt)(A? + w /\ Bt)kflszt
dB, , ) 2 k

+_((At +u)/\Bt> At_At(At_l'W/\Bt) )

dt
A5y dA
(A2 +wA Bt) ﬁAt + (A2 +wA Bt) Bt dtt

w A dB
(A2 +wA Bt) EBt (A2 +wA Bt)kAt dtt>

dB;

— (A2 +w A B)F +

B

Ay Ay
= Str <d By(A2 +w A B — d—(A2 w A BB,

dt dt
dB dB

Str (—At
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dA,

w dBy
+ (A2 4+ wAB)" =LA, + (A2 +w A B) B — pm

dt

dA dB

A A
& (This step is because Str (—%(A? +wA By)*B; + (A? + w A B;)*B; ddtt> = 0.)

Str ( AtdBt(A2+w/\Bt)>

d
LdB dB dB
= Str [ (A24+wAB)F =LA, — —LA(A2 +wAB)F — (A2 +wA B)FA—
dt dt dt
p=—
dB dB dB dB
Str ((Af +wA B dttAt dttA (A24+ WA B — (A2 +wAB)FA, dtt + A, dtt (A? +w/\Bt)k) =0

=

dB, , _ ,dB/\ _ (dB, dB,
dt Pt

The last equation is true because of [2, Definition 1.30, Proposition 1.31]. Thus, (3.3) holds
true. The proof of the second half of Theorem 1.6 is complete.

4 Characteristic classes involving w

In this section, we introduce the primitive versions of some characteristic classes. Their
constructions involve the information from both the superbundle £ and the symplectic form
w. Also, we propose a possible further direction.

Example 4.1. Following [2, (1.30)], we choose f(z) = e~ * in Theorem 1.6. Then, we obtain
ch(A,w) == Str (e‘AQ)

for any primitive superconnection A. Since dim M < oo, we have A%** = (0,0) when 2k >
dim M. Therefore, the power series

- 1 1 4
= —z~|—§z—3!z +--
becomes a finite sum after we plug A? into e #, and ch(A, w) is well-defined.

Remark 4.2. Similar to [13, Section 1.6.5], using ch(A,w), the readers may expect the
realization of the primitive version of the Chern-Simons form. In addition, when the de
Rham cohomology class of w is integral, this Chern-Simons form should recover the Chern-
Simons form [11, Section 4] on the associated circle bundle over M.
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Besides the Chern character, we can also define other primitive characteristic classes like
the primitive version of the A-hat genus.

Example 4.3. Suppose that E~ =0, B € Q°(M,End(E)), and
V:Q(ME)— Q"M E)
is a Koszul connection [13, Definition 1.4] on E. Then, in this situation, we let

A:Q(ME)DQ M, E)— QT (M E)o Q' (M, E)
(o, B) = (Va+wA B, Ba— Vp),

and the supertrace Str becomes trace Tr. Following [2, (1.35)], we choose

1= 30 ()

and then obtain the primitive cohomology class represented by

(3 ()

Immediately, the primitive A-hat genus is defined as

e o3 (5

When using the power series of exp, we need the product structure on Q(M) & Q(M), i.e.,
(ar, B1) « (@2, Bo) = (a1 A g, B A + (= 1) ey A Bo)

for any (a1, 51), (g, B2) € Q(M) & Q(M).

v—1
Like in [13, Sections 1.5-1.6], we may also replace A by 2—A in the definitions of

the above primitive characteristic classes. Also, besides Exampires 4.1 and 4.3, for other
characteristic classes presented in [13, Section 1.6], we can try to construct their associated
primitive versions as well.

Finally, we propose a further direction. According to [10, Proposition 3.7], if M is
Kahler equipped with the compatible metric, and if the associated Levi-Civita connection is
symplectically flat, then M is Kahler-Einstein. Equivalently, when A2 vanishes, M is Kahler-
Einstein. Now, if A? does not vanish, but some primitive characteristic class constructed by
A? vanishes, we hope to obtain some conclusions related to geometric objects.

We end this paper by summarizing the above idea into the following question:

Question 4.4. For the primitive versions of Characteristic classes, what geometric informa-
tion do they provide or obstruct?
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