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Abstract. LetX be a compact complex manifold of dimension n and letm be a positive integer withm ≤ n.

Assume that X admits a Kähler metric ω and a weakly positive, ∂∂̄-closed, smooth (n−m, n−m)-form Ω.

We introduce the notions of (ω, Ω)-Hermite-Einstein holomorphic vector bundles and (ω, Ω)(-semi)-stable

coherent sheaves on X by generalising the classical definitions depending only on ω. We then prove that

the (ω, Ω)-Hermite-Einstein condition implies the (ω, Ω)-semi-stability of a holomorphic vector bundle and

its splitting into (ω, Ω)-stable subbundles. This extends a classical result by Kobayashi and Lübke to our

generalised setting.

1 Introduction

In our recent joint study with S. Dinew ([DP25a] and [DP25b]) of m-positivity, we gave a generali-
sation of Lamari’s duality criterion to arbitrary bidegrees (m, m). Specifically, let X be a compact
complex manifold with dimCX = n, let m ∈ {1, . . . , n} and let θ ∈ C∞

m,m(X, R). (By C∞
p, q(X, K),

we mean the space of C∞ differential forms of bidegree (p, q) on X with values in K = R or C.)
Then, Lemma 2.1 of [DP25b] asserts that the following statements are equivalent:

(i) There exists a real current S of bidegree (m− 1, m− 1) on X such that the (m, m)-current
θ + i∂∂̄S is strongly semi-positive (a fact denoted by θ + i∂∂̄S ≥ 0 (strongly)) on X;

(ii)
∫
X

θ ∧ Ω ≥ 0 for every Ω ∈ C∞
n−m,n−m(X, R) such that ∂∂̄Ω = 0 and Ω > 0 (weakly) on X.

In the present paper, we use the flexibility afforded by a test form Ω ∈ C∞
n−m,n−m(X, R) with

the above two properties to generalise two classical notions:

(1) Hermite-Einstein fibre metrics on a holomorphic vector bundle;

(2) slope stability of torsion-free coherent sheaves.

We will often assume the existence of a Kähler metric ω on X so that certain integrals depend
only on the cohomology classes (in the Bott-Chern or Aeppli senses) of the forms involved; this
includes the (ω, Ω)-degree of a holomorphic line bundle L over X introduced in Definition 2.11.

Now, there is a huge literature on both the Hermite-Einstein theory and various notions of
stability. In order to keep the exposition as focused as possible, we only cite the references that are
used in our discussion and follow, by adapting it to our generalised setting, the presentation in the
Lübke-Teleman book [LT95].

Having assumed the existence of a Kähler metric ω and of a form Ω ∈ C∞
n−m,n−m(X, R), for some

m ∈ {1, . . . , n}, such that ∂∂̄Ω = 0 and Ω > 0 (weakly) on X, we define:

• the notion of (ω, Ω)-Hermite-Einstein C∞ fibre metric h on a holomorphic vector bundle E
of rank r ≥ 1 on X (cf. Definition 2.1);

• the notion of (ω, Ω)(-semi)-stability for a coherent sheaf F of OX-modules on X (cf. Defi-
nition 2.11).
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Our main result (Theorem 2.15) asserts that the classical Kobayashi-Lübke theorem of [Kob82]
and [Lub83] continues to hold in our generalised context. More precisely, the existence of an (ω, Ω)-
Hermite-Einstein C∞ fibre metric h on a holomorphic vector bundle E of rank r ≥ 1 over X implies
the (ω, Ω)-semi-stability of E and its splitting as a direct sum E = ⊕iEi of (ω, Ω)-stable holomorphic
subbundles Ei ⊂ E.

2 Definitions and results

Let E −→ X be a holomorphic vector bundle of rank r ≥ 1 on a compact complex n-dimensional
manifold and let m ∈ {1, . . . , n}. Suppose there exist a Kähler metric ω on X and a real form
Ω ∈ C∞

n−m,n−m(X, R) such that

Ω > 0 (weakly) and ∂∂̄Ω = 0. (1)

For any C∞ Hermitian fibre metric h on E, Θh(E) ∈ C∞
1, 1(X, End (E)) will denote the curvature

form of the Chern connection Dh = D′
h + ∂̄ of (E, h). Thus, D2

h = Θh(E) ∧ ·. Meanwhile, dVω =
ωn := ωn/n! ∈ C∞

n, n(X, R) will denote the volume form induced by ω on X.

We will generalise to this setting the classical notions of Hermite-Einstein metrics and slope
stability, as well as the relations between these two theories.

2.1 Generalised Hermite-Einstein fibre metrics

We propose the following generalisation of the classical notion of (weakly) Hermite-Einstein metrics
by letting Ω replace ωn−m. Its dependence on both ω and Ω gives extra flexibility to this definition.

Definition 2.1. A C∞ Hermitian fibre metric h on E is said to be:

(i) weakly (ω, Ω)-Hermite-Einstein if there exists a C∞ function λh :−→ R, called the Ein-
stein factor, such that

iΘh(E) ∧ ωm−1 ∧ Ω = λh dVω ⊗ IdE, (2)

where IdE is the identity endomorphism of E.

(ii) (ω, Ω)-Hermite-Einstein if there exists a constant λh ∈ R, called the Einstein factor,
such that condition (2) is satisfied.

This definition prompts the introduction of the following Laplace-type differential operator de-
pending on ω and Ω and acting on R-valued or C-valued C∞ functions on X. It first appeared in
[DP25b].

Definition 2.2. (Definition 2.7. in [DP25b]) In the above context, we set:

P = Pω,Ω : C∞(X, R) −→ C∞(X, R), Pω,Ωφ := −i∂∂̄φ ∧ ωm−1 ∧ Ω

dVω
.

The same definition is made for P = Pω,Ω : C∞(X, C) −→ C∞(X, C).
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The adjoint operator is computed in

Lemma 2.3. (Lemma 2.8. in [DP25b]) Let P ⋆
ω,Ω : C∞(X, C) −→ C∞(X, C) be the L2

ω-adjoint of
the operator introduced in Definition 2.2. For every C∞ function φ : X −→ C, the following identity
holds when X is compact:(

P ⋆
ω,Ω − Pω,Ω

)
φ =

i(∂̄φ ∧ ∂Ω− ∂φ ∧ ∂̄Ω) ∧ ωm−1

dVω
.

In particular, P ⋆
ω,Ω and Pω,Ω differ by a first-order operator, so P ⋆

ω,Ω is elliptic of order two with
no zeroth-order terms.

Proof. Let φ, ψ : X −→ C be arbitrary C∞ functions. We have:

⟨⟨Pω,Ωφ, ψ⟩⟩ = −
∫
X

ψ i∂∂̄φ ∧ ωm−1 ∧ Ω and ⟨⟨φ, Pω,Ωψ⟩⟩ = −
∫
X

φ i∂∂̄ ψ ∧ ωm−1 ∧ Ω.

On the other hand, we have:

i∂∂̄(φψ) = φ i∂∂̄ ψ + i∂φ ∧ ∂̄ ψ + ψ i∂∂̄φ+ i∂ψ ∧ ∂̄φ.

Plugging the value for φ i∂∂̄ ψ given by this equality into one of the previous expressions, we get
the second equality below:

⟨⟨P ⋆
ω,Ωφ, ψ⟩⟩ = ⟨⟨φ, Pω,Ωψ⟩⟩ =

∫
X

ψ i∂∂̄φ ∧ ωm−1 ∧ Ω +

∫
X

i∂φ ∧ ∂̄ ψ ∧ ωm−1 ∧ Ω

+

∫
X

i∂ψ ∧ ∂̄φ ∧ ωm−1 ∧ Ω−
∫
X

i∂∂̄(φψ) ∧ ωm−1 ∧ Ω. (3)

Now, thanks to ωm−1 being ∂-closed and ∂̄-closed and to ∂∂̄Ω = 0, two applications of the Stokes
theorem yield the following result for the last integral:∫

X

i∂∂̄(φψ) ∧ ωm−1 ∧ Ω = i

∫
X

∂

(
∂̄(φψ) ∧ ωm−1 ∧ Ω

)
+ i

∫
X

∂̄(φψ) ∧ ωm−1 ∧ ∂Ω

= i

∫
X

∂̄

(
φψ ωm−1 ∧ ∂Ω

)
+ i

∫
X

φψ ωm−1 ∧ ∂∂̄Ω = 0.

Similarly, for the last integral on the first line of (3), we get:∫
X

i∂φ ∧ ∂̄ ψ ∧ ωm−1 ∧ Ω = −
∫
X

ψ i∂∂̄φ ∧ ωm−1 ∧ Ω− i

∫
X

ψ ∂φ ∧ ωm−1 ∧ ∂̄Ω,

(so, this computes the sum of the last two integrals on the first line of (3)), while for the first integral
on the second line of (3), we get:∫

X

i∂ψ ∧ ∂̄φ ∧ ωm−1 ∧ Ω = −
∫
X

ψ i∂∂̄φ ∧ ωm−1 ∧ Ω + i

∫
X

ψ ∂̄φ ∧ ωm−1 ∧ ∂Ω

= ⟨⟨Pω,Ωφ, ψ⟩⟩+ i

∫
X

ψ ∂̄φ ∧ ωm−1 ∧ ∂Ω.
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All these computation results transform (3) into:

⟨⟨P ⋆
ω,Ωφ, ψ⟩⟩ = ⟨⟨Pω,Ωφ, ψ⟩⟩+

∫
X

ψ i(∂̄φ ∧ ∂Ω− ∂φ ∧ ∂̄Ω) ∧ ωm−1.

This equality holds for all C∞ functions φ, ψ : X −→ C. This proves the contention. □

Corollary 2.4. (Corollary 2.9. in [DP25b]) If the manifold X is compact,

ker

(
Pω,Ω : C∞(X, R) −→ C∞(X, R

)
= R and ker

(
Pω,Ω : C∞(X, C) −→ C∞(X, C)

)
= C.

Moreover, the L2
ω-orthogonal decompositions hold:

C∞(X, R) = R⊕ ImPω,Ω and C∞(X, C) = C⊕ ImPω,Ω. (4)

Proof. The statement follows from Lemma 2.3 and the maximum principle applied to P ⋆
ω,Ω on the

compact X. □

As in the standard case (see e.g. Lemma 2.1.5 in [LT95]), we shall now see that the existence
of a weakly (ω, Ω)-Hermite-Einstein metric h on E is actually equivalent to the existence of an
(ω, Ω)-Hermite-Einstein metric h̃ on E.

Proposition 2.5. Consider the above setting of a holomorphic vector bundle E −→ (X, ω, Ω) over
a compact Kähler manifold equipped with an extra form Ω ∈ C∞

n−m,n−m(X, R) satisfying (1).
If h is a weakly (ω, Ω)-Hermite-Einstein fibre metric on E, there exists a C∞ function

f : X −→ R, unique up to an additive real constant, such that the rescaled fibre metric h e−f is
(ω, Ω)-Hermite-Einstein.

Proof. By assumption, there exists a C∞ function λh :−→ R such that

iΘh(E) ∧ ωm−1 ∧ Ω = λh dVω ⊗ IdE.

On the one hand, the L2
ω-orthogonal splitting (4) yields a unique pair (c, Pω,Ωf) ∈ R⊕ ImPω,Ω

such that λh = c + Pω,Ωf . Since the 2nd-order differential operator Pω,Ω is elliptic with no zeroth-
order term and X is compact, the C∞ function f : X −→ R whose image under Pω,Ω has been
specified is unique up to an additive real constant.

On the other hand, for every C∞ function f : X −→ R (in particular, for the one found above,
unique up to an additive real constant), we have:

iΘh e−f (E) = iΘh(E) + (i∂∂̄f)⊗ IdE.

Hence, multiplying by ωm−1 ∧ Ω, we get the first equality below:

iΘh e−f (E) ∧ ωm−1 ∧ Ω = (λh − Pω,Ωf) dVω ⊗ IdE = c dVω ⊗ IdE.

This proves that the C∞ Hermitian fibre metric h e−f on E is (ω, Ω)-Hermite-Einstein with
Einstein factor c ∈ R. □

In the same vein, one proves the existence of an (ω, Ω)-Hermite-Einstein fibre metric whenever
the given vector bundle has rank one, as shown in
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Proposition 2.6. Let (X, ω, Ω) be a compact Kähler manifold equipped with an extra form Ω ∈
C∞

n−m,n−m(X, R) satisfying conditions (1) for some m ∈ {1, . . . , n}. Let L be a holomorphic line
bundle equipped with a C∞ Hermitian fibre metric h over X.

Then, there exists a C∞ function f : X −→ R, unique up to an additive real constant, such that
the rescaled fibre metric h e−f is (ω, Ω)-Hermite-Einstein, namely there exists a constant λh, f ∈ R
such that

iΘh e−f (L) ∧ ωm−1 ∧ Ω = λh, f dVω. (5)

Proof. Since iΘh(L) ∧ ωm−1 ∧ Ω and dVω are C∞ forms of bidegree (n, n) on X, there exists a
function λh : X −→ R such that

iΘh(L) ∧ ωm−1 ∧ Ω = λh dVω

on X. Meanwhile, for every function f : X −→ R, one has iΘh e−f (L) = iΘh(L) + i∂∂̄f , so the rest
of the proof follows the same route as that of Proposition 2.5. □

Again as in the standard case (see e.g. Lemma 2.1.4 in [LT95]), the transformations of the
curvature form under the usual operations on vector bundles imply the following

Lemma 2.7. Let E,F −→ (X, ω, Ω) be holomorphic vector bundles over a compact Kähler manifold
equipped with an extra form Ω ∈ C∞

n−m,n−m(X, R) satisfying conditions (1) for some m ∈ {1, . . . , n}.
Suppose there exist (ω, Ω)-Hermite-Einstein fibre metrics hE with Einstein factor λE on E, respec-
tively hF with Einstein factor λF on F .

Then, the induced fibre metric on:

(i) E⋆ is (ω, Ω)-Hermite-Einstein with Einstein factor −λE;
(ii) E ⊗ F is (ω, Ω)-Hermite-Einstein with Einstein factor λE + λF ;

(iii) End (E) is (ω, Ω)-Hermite-Einstein with Einstein factor 0;

(iv) ΛpE is (ω, Ω)-Hermite-Einstein with Einstein factor p λE for every p ∈ {1, . . . , rkE};
(v) detE is (ω, Ω)-Hermite-Einstein with Einstein factor rkE λE.

Kobayashi’s classical vanishing theorem ([Kob87, Theorem 3.1.9]) takes on the following shape
in our setting.

Theorem 2.8. Let (X, ω, Ω) be a compact Kähler manifold equipped with an extra form Ω ∈
C∞

n−m,n−m(X, R) satisfying conditions (1) for some m ∈ {1, . . . , n}. Let E be a Hermitian holo-
morphic vector bundle on X and suppose there exists an (ω, Ω)-Hermite-Einstein fibre metric h
on E with Einstein factor λh.

(i) If λh < 0, then H0(X, E) = {0}.
(ii) If λh = 0, then for every s ∈ H0(X, E) we have Dhs = 0 on X (i.e. s is parallel with respect

to the Chern connection Dh of (E, h)).

Proof. Let s ∈ H0(X, E). We have:

Pω,Ω|s|2h =
i∂̄∂{s, s}h ∧ ωm−1 ∧ Ω

dVω
.
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Now, the h-compatibility of Dh gives the first inequality below, while the holomorphicity of s yields
the second:

∂{s, s}h = {D′
hs, s}h + {s, ∂̄s}h = {D′

hs, s}h.

Taking ∂̄, we further get:

∂̄∂{s, s}h = {∂̄D′
hs, s}h − {D′

hs, D
′
hs}h = {Θh(E)s, s}h − {D′

hs, D
′
hs}h.

Hence:

i∂̄∂{s, s}h ∧ ωm−1 ∧ Ω =

{(
iΘh(E) ∧ ωm−1 ∧ Ω

)
s, s

}
h

− i {D′
hs, D

′
hs}h ∧ ωm−1 ∧ Ω

= λh {s, s}h dVω − i {D′
hs, D

′
hs}h ∧ ωm−1 ∧ Ω.

We have thus proved that, for every s ∈ H0(X, E), we have:

Pω,Ω|s|2h = λh |s|2h −
i {D′

hs, D
′
hs}h ∧ ωm−1 ∧ Ω

dVω
≤ λh |s|2h, (6)

where the inequality follows by taking η := D′
hs in Lemma 2.9 below.

In particular, if λh ≤ 0, we get Pω,Ω|s|2h ≤ 0 at every point of X for every s ∈ H0(X, E). Since
Pω,Ω is an elliptic second-order differential operator with no zeroth-order terms and X is compact,
the maximum principle implies that

Pω,Ω|s|2h ≡ 0 and |s|2h = Const on X.

We conclude that:

• if λh < 0, then s ≡ 0 for every s ∈ H0(X, E);

• if λh = 0, then i {D′
hs, D

′
hs}h ∧ ωm−1 ∧ Ω ≡ 0, which amounts to D′

hs = 0 (hence to Dhs = 0
since ∂̄s = 0 by holomorphicity of s) thanks to Lemma 2.9 applied to η := D′

hs for any s ∈ H0(X, E).

This is precisely what was claimed. □

In the above proof, we used the following

Lemma 2.9. Let (E, h) −→ (X, ω) be a Hermitian holomorphic vector bundle with rkCE = r ≥ 1
over an n-dimensional complex Hermitian manifold. Suppose there exist m ∈ {1, . . . , n} and a form
Ω ∈ C∞

n−m,n−m(X, C) such that Ω > 0 (weakly) at every point of X.
Then, for every η ∈ C∞

1, 0(X, E), the R-valued C∞ (n, n)-form i {η, η}h ∧ ωm−1 ∧Ω ≥ 0 at every
point of X. Moreover, for every x ∈ X, we have the equivalence:

i {η, η}h ∧ ωm−1 ∧ Ω = 0 at x ⇐⇒ η(x) = 0.

Proof. On an open coordinate patch U ⊂ X on which E is trivial, let z1, . . . , zn be local holomorphic
coordinates on X and let {e1, . . . , er} be a C∞ orthonormal frame of (E, h). Then, the restriction
of η to U is of the shape:

η|U =
n∑

j=1

r∑
α=1

ηjα dzj ⊗ eα.
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Now, fix an arbitrary point x ∈ X and choose the zj’s centred at x such that ω(x) =
∑

j idzj∧dz̄j.
We get the following expression at x:

i {η, η}h ∧
ωm−1

(m− 1)!
=

n∑
j, k=1

r∑
α=1

∑
1≤j1<···<jm−1≤n

ηjαηkα idzj ∧ dz̄k ∧ idzj1 ∧ dz̄j1 ∧ · · · ∧ idzjm−1 ∧ dz̄jm−1 .

Suppose the coordinates z1, . . . , zn have been chosen such that Ω is block-diagonal at x (besides
ω(x) being given by the identity matrix):

Ω(x) =
∑

1≤k1<···<kn−m≤n

ΩKK idzk1 ∧ dz̄k1 ∧ · · · ∧ idzkn−m ∧ dz̄kn−m , with ΩKK > 0 for all K,

where K = (1 ≤ k1 < · · · < kn−m ≤ n). Then, at x we get:

i {η, η}h ∧
ωm−1

(m− 1)!
∧ Ω =

( n∑
j=1

r∑
α=1

∑
|K|=n−m

j /∈K

|ηjα|2ΩKK

)
dVn ≥ 0,

where dVn := idz1 ∧ dz̄1 ∧ · · · ∧ idzn ∧ dz̄n.
Moreover, we see that equality holds in the above inequality if and only if ηjα(x) = 0 for all j, α,

a fact that amounts to η(x) = 0. □

In the special where Ω = ωn−m, the above Lemma 2.9 reduces to the following well-known

Lemma 2.10. In the setting of Lemma 2.9, one has:

i {η, η}h ∧ ωn−1

(n−1)!

dVω
= Λω

(
i {η, η}h

)
= |η|2ω, h.

Proof. Since η =
r∑

α=1

ηα ⊗ eα on U , with C-valued (1, 0)-forms ηα, we get:

|η|2ω, h =
r∑

α, β=1

⟨ηα, ηβ⟩ω ⟨eα, eβ⟩h and {η, η}h =
r∑

α, β=1

ηα ∧ ηβ ⟨eα, eβ⟩h.

Meanwhile, each ηβ is a C-valued (0, 1)-form on U , hence it is primitive. Therefore, a well-
known formula for the Hodge star operator of any Hermitian metric ω evaluated on any primitive
form yields ⋆ωηβ = i ηβ ∧ ωn−1/(n− 1)!. Hence, for all α and β, we get:

⟨ηα, ηβ⟩ω dVω = ηα ∧ ⋆ωηβ = i ηα ∧ ηβ ∧
ωn−1

(n− 1)!
.

The contention follows by putting together these pieces of information. Note that the last pair
of equalities also proves the following well-known formula of independent interest:

Λω

(
iηα ∧ ηβ

)
= ⟨ηα, ηβ⟩ω (7)

for all C-valued (1, 0)-forms ηα and ηβ and any Hermitian metric ω. □
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2.2 Generalised slope stability of torsion-free coherent sheaves

We now propose the following generalisations of the classical notions of degree, slope and slope
stability for coherent sheaves by replacing again ωn−m with Ω in the set-up described at the beginning
of this section.

Definition 2.11. Let (X, ω, Ω) be a compact Kähler manifold equipped with an extra form Ω ∈
C∞

n−m,n−m(X, R) satisfying conditions (1) for some m ∈ {1, . . . , n}.
(i) The (ω, Ω)-degree of a holomorphic line bundle L over X is the real number

degω,Ω(L) :=

∫
X

iΘh(L) ∧ ωm−1 ∧ Ω, (8)

where h is a Hermitian fibre metric on L and Θh(L) ∈ C∞
1, 1(X, C) is the curvature form of its Chern

connection.

(ii) The (ω, Ω)-degree of a coherent sheaf F of OX-modules on X is the real number

degω,Ω(F) := degω,Ω(detF), (9)

where detF is the determinant line bundle of F .

(iii) Let F be a coherent, torsion-free non-trivial sheaf of OX-modules on X. The (ω, Ω)-slope
of F is the real number

µω,Ω(F) :=
degω,Ω(F)

rkF
. (10)

Furthermore, F is said to be (ω, Ω)-stable (resp. (ω, Ω)-semi-stable) if for every coherent
subsheaf G ⊂ F with 0 < rkG < rkF , one has

µω,Ω(G) < µω,Ω(F)

(
resp. µω,Ω(G) ≤ µω,Ω(F)

)
.

Note that the above definition is correct in the sense that the (ω, Ω)-degree of L is independent
of the choice of a Hermitian fibre metric h on L. Indeed, for any h, the curvature form iΘh(L)
belongs to a same Bott-Chern cohomology class c1(L)BC ∈ H1, 1

BC(X, R), (the Bott-Chern version of)
the first Chern class of L. Since ω is Kähler and ∂∂̄Ω = 0, we have ∂∂̄(ωm−1 ∧ Ω) = 0, so for every
L1
loc function φ : X −→ R ∪ {−∞}, the compactness of X and the Stokes theorem yield:∫

X

(
iΘh(L) + i∂∂̄φ

)
∧ ωm−1 ∧ Ω =

∫
X

iΘh(L) ∧ ωm−1 ∧ Ω.

A quick link with §2.1 is given in

Lemma 2.12. Let E −→ (X, ω, Ω) be a holomorphic vector bundle over a compact Kähler manifold
equipped with an extra form Ω ∈ C∞

n−m,n−m(X, R) satisfying (1). Suppose there exists an (ω, Ω)-
Hermite-Einstein fibre metric h on E.

8



Then, the Einstein factor λh of h is related in the following way to the (ω, Ω)-slope of E:

λh =
1

Volω(X)
µω,Ω(E), (11)

where Volω(X) :=
∫
X

ωn/n! is the ω-volume of X.

Proof. Let r be the rank of E. From (iii) of Definition 2.11 we infer the first equality below:

µω,Ω(E) =
1

r

∫
X

iΘh(detE) ∧ ωm−1 ∧ Ω =
1

r

∫
X

TraceE

(
iΘh(E) ∧ ωm−1 ∧ Ω

)

=
1

r

∫
X

TraceE

(
λh dVω ⊗ IdE

)
=

1

r
r λh

∫
X

dVω = λhVolω(X).

This proves the contention. We have used the well-known formula expressing the curvature form of
the determinant line bundle detE as the trace TraceE in the endomorphism bundle End (E) of the
curvature form Θh(E) ∈ C∞

1, 1(X, End (E)) of E. □

In the setting of Definition 2.11, we consider the function:

dω,Ω, h(F) : X −→ R, dω,Ω, h(F) :=
iΘh(detF) ∧ ωm−1 ∧ Ω

dVω
, (12)

where h is a Hermitian fibre metric on the determinant line bundle detF of any given torsion-free
coherent sheaf F on X. The following statement generalises Proposition 2.3.1 of [LT95] to our
setting.

Proposition 2.13. Let (X, ω, Ω) be a complex Kähler manifold equipped with an extra form Ω ∈
C∞

n−m,n−m(X, R) satisfying conditions (1) for some m ∈ {1, . . . , n}. Let

0 −→ (S, hS) −→ (E, hE) −→ (Q, hQ) −→ 0 (13)

be a short exact sequence of holomorphic vector bundles on X, where hE is a Hermitian fibre metric
on E and hS, resp. hQ, are the induced, resp. quotient, Hermitian fibre metrics on S, resp. Q.

If hE is (ω, Ω)-Hermite-Einstein with Einstein factor λE, then:

dω,Ω, hS
(S)

rkS

(i)

≤ dω,Ω, hE
(E)

rkE

(ii)

≤
dω,Ω, hQ

(Q)

rkQ
. (14)

Moreover, equality holds in (i) if and only if equality holds in (ii) if and only if the short exact
sequence (13) splits holomorphically. In this case, the Hermitian fibre metrics hS and hQ are (ω, Ω)-
Hermite-Einstein with the same Einstein constants as for (E, hE):

λS = λE = λQ.

In particular, if X is compact, then

µω,Ω(S) ≤ µω,Ω(E) ≤ µω,Ω(Q) (15)

and equalities occur under the same circumstances as above.

9



Proof. From the general theory, we know that the curvature forms of (S, hS) and (Q, hQ) are given
in terms of the curvature form ΘhE

(E) of (E, hE) by the formulae:

iΘhS
(S) = iΘhE

(E)|S + iβ⋆ ∧ β and iΘhQ
(Q) = iΘhE

(E)|Q + iβ ∧ β⋆, (16)

where β ∈ C∞
1, 0(X, Hom (S, Q)) is the second fundamental form of S in E and β⋆ ∈ C∞

0, 1(X, Hom (Q, S))
is its adjoint. Moreover, we always have ∂̄β⋆ = 0 and the short exact sequence (13) splits holo-
morphically if and only if β⋆ is ∂̄-exact (which further amounts to the extension class {β⋆} ∈
H0, 1

∂̄
(X, Hom (Q, S)) vanishing).
Let s := rkS, r := rkE and q := rkQ. We get:

dω,Ω, hE
(E) =

iΘhE
(detE) ∧ ωm−1 ∧ Ω

dVω
= TraceE

(
iΘhE

(E) ∧ ωm−1 ∧ Ω

dVω

)
= TraceE

(
λE IdE

)
= r λE, (17)

where the last but one equality followed from the (ω, Ω)-Hermite-Einstein hypothesis on (E, hE).
Similarly, we get (using also (16) to get the first equality):

dω,Ω, hS
(S) = TraceS

(
iΘhE

(E)|S ∧ ωm−1 ∧ Ω

dVω

)
+ TraceS

(
iβ⋆ ∧ β ∧ ωm−1 ∧ Ω

dVω

)
(18)

= TraceS

(
λE IdS

)
+ TraceS

(
iβ⋆ ∧ β ∧ ωm−1 ∧ Ω

dVω

)
= sλE + TraceS

(
iβ⋆ ∧ β ∧ ωm−1 ∧ Ω

dVω

)
and

dω,Ω, hQ
(Q) = qλE + TraceQ

(
iβ ∧ β⋆ ∧ ωm−1 ∧ Ω

dVω

)
(19)

Taking (17), (18) and (19) into account, we see that proving (13) is equivalent to proving:

TraceS

(
iβ⋆ ∧ β ∧ ωm−1 ∧ Ω

dVω

)
≤ 0 ≤ TraceQ

(
iβ ∧ β⋆ ∧ ωm−1 ∧ Ω

dVω

)
,

a fact that is guaranteed by Lemma 2.14 below.
This proves the first statement. The other statements follow at once from this one. □

In the above proof, we used the following analogue of Lemma 2.9.

Lemma 2.14. The setting is the same as in Proposition 2.13 except that we do not make any
(ω, Ω)-Hermite-Einstein assumption on (E, hE).

Then, the forms iβ ∧ β⋆ ∈ C∞
1, 1(X, Hom (Q, Q)) and iβ⋆ ∧ β ∈ C∞

1, 1(X, Hom (S, S)), con-
structed from the second fundamental form β ∈ C∞

1, 0(X, Hom (S, Q)) of S in E and its adjoint
β⋆ ∈ C∞

0, 1(X, Hom (Q, S)), satisfy the following inequalities:

TraceQ

(
iβ ∧ β⋆ ∧ ωm−1 ∧ Ω

dVω

)
≥ 0 and TraceS

(
iβ⋆ ∧ β ∧ ωm−1 ∧ Ω

dVω

)
≤ 0

at every point of X.
Moreover, for every x ∈ X, either of the above inequalities is an equality at x if and only if

β(x) = 0.
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Proof. On an open coordinate patch U ⊂ X on which E is trivial, let z1, . . . , zn be local holomorphic
coordinates on X and let {e1, . . . , er} be a frame for E such that {e1, . . . , es} is a frame for S and
{es+1, . . . , er} is a frame for Q. (Recall that s+ q = r.) Then, on U we have:

β =
n∑

j=1

s∑
λ=1

r∑
µ=s+1

βλµ
j dzj ⊗ e⋆λ ⊗ eµ, hence β⋆ = tβ =

n∑
j=1

s∑
λ=1

r∑
µ=s+1

βλµ
j dz̄j ⊗ e⋆µ ⊗ eλ.

From this, we get the following erqualities on U :

iβ ∧ β⋆ =
n∑

j, k=1

s∑
λ=1

r∑
µ, ν=s+1

βλν
j βλµ

k idzj ∧ dz̄k ⊗ eν ⊗ e⋆µ

TraceQ(iβ ∧ β⋆) =
n∑

j, k=1

s∑
λ=1

r∑
µ=s+1

βλµ
j βλµ

k idzj ∧ dz̄k.

Now, fix an arbitrary point x ∈ U and choose the zj’s on U centred at x such that ω(x) =∑
j idzj ∧ dz̄j and Ω is block-diagonal at x:

Ω(x) =
∑

1≤k1<···<kn−m≤n

ΩKK idzk1 ∧ dz̄k1 ∧ · · · ∧ idzkn−m ∧ dz̄kn−m , with ΩKK > 0 for all K,

where K = (1 ≤ k1 < · · · < kn−m ≤ n). Then, at x we get:

TraceQ

(
iβ ∧ β⋆ ∧ ωm−1 ∧ Ω

dVω

)
=

( n∑
j=1

s∑
λ=1

r∑
µ=s+1

∑
|K|=n−m

j /∈K

|βλµ
j |2ΩKK

)
dVn ≥ 0,

where dVn := idz1∧dz̄1∧· · ·∧ idzn∧dz̄n. Moreover, we see that equality occurs in the last inequality
if and only if βλµ

j = 0 for all j, λ, µ, a fact that amounts to β(x) = 0.
Similarly, we get

TraceS

(
iβ⋆ ∧ β ∧ ωm−1 ∧ Ω

dVω

)
= −TraceQ

(
iβ ∧ β⋆ ∧ ωm−1 ∧ Ω

dVω

)
≤ 0,

with equality if and only if β(x) = 0. □

We are now ready to give the main result of this paper. It links the two notions presented above.
It is the exact analogue, in our setting, of the standard result established by Kobayashi and Lübke
[Kob82, Lub83] and stated as Theorem 2.3.2 in [LT95].

Theorem 2.15. Let (X, ω, Ω) be a compact Kähler manifold equipped with an extra form Ω ∈
C∞

n−m,n−m(X, R) satisfying conditions (1) for some m ∈ {1, . . . , n}. Let E be a holomorphic vector
bundle of rank r ≥ 1 over X.

If there exists an (ω, Ω)-Hermite-Einstein C∞ fibre metric h on E, then E is (ω, Ω)-semi-
stable and, if E is not (ω, Ω)-stable, it is a holomorphic, h-orthogonal direct sum

E =
⊕
i

Ei

of (ω, Ω)-Hermite-Einstein holomorphic subbundles Ei ⊂ E, the fibre metric hi induced by h in each
Ei being (ω, Ω)-Hermite-Einstein with the same Einstein factor as (E, h).
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Proof. Let F ⊂ O(E) be a coherent subsheaf of some rank s with 0 < s < r. The inclusion

φ : F ↪→ O(E) induces a holomorphic morphism detφ : detF ↪→
(
ΛsO(E)

)⋆⋆

≃ ΛsO(E) which is

injective because F is locally free on a Zariski open subset of X (actually, outside an analytic subset
of codimension ≥ 2). By tensoring with detF⋆ (which is locally free of rank 1), we get a non-trivial
global holomorphic section σ ∈ H0(X, ΛsE ⊗ detF⋆):

σ : detF ⊗ detF⋆ ≃ OX ↪→ ΛsE ⊗ detF⋆. (20)

Let λh be the Einstein factor of h, so

iΘh(E) ∧ ωm−1 ∧ Ω = λh dVω ⊗ IdE.

Moreover, λh is given in terms of the (ω, Ω)-slope µω,Ω(E) of E by formula (11). Meanwhile, detF is
a holomorphic line bundle on a compact X, so it carries an (ω, Ω)-Hermite-Einstein fibre metric
hdetF by Proposition 2.6. By the same formula (11), its Einstein factor λ(detF) ∈ R satisfies:

λ(detF) =
1

Volω(X)
µω,Ω(detF) =

1

Volω(X)
degω,Ω(F) =

1

Volω(X)
µω,Ω(F).

Hence, the metric induced on ΛsE ⊗ detF⋆ by h and hdetF is, thanks to Lemma 2.7, (ω, Ω)-
Hermite-Einstein with Einstein factor

s λh − λ(detF) =
s

Volω(X)

(
µω,Ω(E)− µω,Ω(F)

)
.

On the other hand, since the holomorphic (ω, Ω)-Hermite-Einstein vector bundle ΛsE ⊗ detF⋆

has a non-trivial global holomorphic section (see (20)), our version of Kobayashi’s vanishing theorem
(cf. Theorem 2.8) implies that s λh − λ(detF) ≥ 0, a fact that amounts to

µω,Ω(F) ≤ µω,Ω(E)

thanks to what was concluded above. This proves that E is (ω, Ω)-semi-stable.

Now, suppose that E is not (ω, Ω)-stable. Then, there exists a coherent subsheaf F ⊂ O(E) of
some rank s with 0 < s < r such that µω,Ω(F) = µω,Ω(E), a fact that amounts to s λh−λ(detF) = 0.

We may assume that F is reflexive (or, equivalently, torsion-free and normal). Thanks to our
version of Kobayashi’s vanishing theorem (cf. Theorem 2.8), the section σ ∈ H0(X, ΛsE ⊗ detF⋆)
must be parallel, so the holomorphic line bundle detF must be a parallel subbundle of ΛsE. This
implies that the (ω, Ω)-Hermite-Einstein fibre metric hdetF we found on detF equals (up to a
positive multiplicative constant) the metric induced from the one on ΛsE by the inclusion detφ :
detF ↪→ ΛsE.

Now, let S ⊂ X be the singular locus of F . Then:

• F|Y is locally free, where Y := X \ S;
• S is an analytic subset of X and, since F is reflexive, codimXS ≥ 3.
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Meanwhile, the assumption µω,Ω(F) = µω,Ω(E) is equivalent to

1

s

∫
X

iΘhF (detF) ∧ ωm−1 ∧ Ω =
1

r

∫
X

iΘh(detE) ∧ ωm−1 ∧ Ω

and, given the above discussion, this implies the equality of functions:

dω,Ω, hF (F|Y )

s
=
dω,Ω, h(E|Y )

r
on Y,

where hF is the metric induced on F by φ and h.
By Proposition 2.13, this equality of functions is equivalent to the short exact sequence of holo-

morphic vector bundles on Y

0 −→ F|Y −→ E|Y −→ E|Y /F|Y −→ 0

splitting holomorphically. Moreover, this also implies that F|Y and E|Y /F|Y are (ω, Ω)-Hermite-
Einstein with the same Einstein factor as (E, h).

Since the sheaf Hom(O(E), F) is normal and codimXS ≥ 3, the splitting morphism O(E)|Y −→
F|Y extends to a morphism O(E) −→ F . Thus, the exact sequence of sheaves

0 −→ F −→ O(E) −→ G := O(E)/F −→ 0

splits on X. In particular, F and G are locally free, hence they define holomorphic subbundles F
and G of E over X and we have a holomorphic direct-sum decomposition:

E = F ⊕G.

Moreover, the subbundles F and G of E are (ω, Ω)-Hermite-Einstein with the same Einstein factor
as (E, h).

An induction on the rank of E completes the proof. □
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