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HODGE THEORY AND SYMPLECTIC BOUNDARY CONDITIONS

LI-SHENG TSENG AND LIHAN WANG

AsstracT. We study symplectic Laplacians on compact symplectic folts
with boundary. These Laplacians are associated with sytipleohomologies

of differential forms and can be of fourth-order. We introduce sgveatural
boundary conditions on fierential forms and use them to establish Hodge the-
ory by proving various form decomposition and also isomanpis between the
symplectic conomologies and the spaces of harmonic fieladssd@ novel bound-
ary conditions can be applied in certain cases to studyivelaymplectic coho-
mologies and Lefschetz maps between relative de Rham cdbgies. As an
application, our results are used to solve boundary valolel@ms of diferential
forms.
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1. INTRODUCTION

On a symplectic manifold\?", w), there is a natural decomposition of the stan-
dard exterior derivative operatar [15]

d:8++a)/\8_.

The pair ¢,,d_) are dependent on the symplectic structurand are linear first-
order diferential operators with properties similar to the familaibeault opera-

tors (©, d) of complex geometry. Of importance, these operators aygesiive of

a new type of analysis on symplectic manifolds. Far, ¢_) should be thought of
as the fundamental building blocks to write down lineampgidi operators that are
inherently symplectic. And the analysis of the global spqgbroperties of such
elliptic operators should result in interesting sympleativariants.

In this paper, we shall mainly study four symplectic elliptiperators. Recall
that on any symplectic manifold, there exists a compatifybdet (w, J, g), involv-
ing additionally an almost complex structureand a Riemannian metrg Using
the standard definition of the Riemannian inner product afjoirat for operators,
we define the following elliptic operators

A, =850, +8.0%, onPXwithk <n,

A_=08*0_+0_0", onPXwithk <n,
Ayy = (0:0_)0,0_ + (0,0%)% onP",
A =8,0_(,0_)" + (0-0_)%, onP"

These second- and fourth-order operators act on the spamérofive forms P,
wherek = 1,...,n. Primitive forms can be heuristically thought of as formatth
are orthgonal tew and are analogus to the holomorphic forms of complex geome-
try. We will call the above operators symplectic Laplaciasghey are the Lapla-
cian operators associated with the symplectic cohomalogiedifferential forms
discussed ir[15]. We do point out that our definition of thertb-order Laplacians
are diferent from those in_[14, 15] as our modifications ensure MhatandA__
are elliptic onP".

For these symplectic Laplacians, we begin the study of theéctral proper-
ties in this paper by analyzing their Hodge theory on symtenanifolds with
boundary. We here emphasize Hodge theory as it concerngtbarmdes of the
Laplacians and is also the basic tool with wide-ranging igppibns in the study of
manifolds with boundary. A concurrent motivation for usdsuse Hodge theory
to study the symplectic conomologies of forms|ini/[14, 15] ompact manifolds
with boundary.

Unlike the case of closed manifolds, statements of Hodgeryhim the case
of compact manifolds with boundary are more subtle and requnore than just
the ellipticity of the Laplacian operator of interest. Bdany conditions must be
placed on dierential forms and sometimes also on the boundary of thefaidni
in order for Hodge theory to work. For example, we recall fhagdrichs [4] and
Morrey [7] extended the classical Hodge theory for the Le@iBeltrami operator



TasLe 1. Standard boundary conditions for Hodge theory on man-
ifolds with boundary.

M Riemannian Complex
Laplacian Ag =dd +dd Ay=00"+0"0
oM smooth strongly pseudo-convex

Boundary| Dirichlet (D): d(on) lom = 0 | 0—NeumanngN): d*(on) |sm =0
condition | Neumann (N)d*(on) |sm = O
Harmonic| Hp = {dp = 0,d'np =0,n e D} | Hc ={dn=0,0"n= 0,7 € N}

fields | Hn={dp=0,d'n=0,n€ N}

Aq = d d" + d*d to the case of manifold with boundary. They studied the satsp
of harmonic fields which are forms that are batitlosed andd*-closed. (Note
the distinction in the boundary case: a harmdnien, that is a zero of the Lapla-
cian, is not necessarily a harmotiield.) They showed that the space of harmonic
fields satisfying either the Dirichlet (denoted hereyor Neumann (denoted by
N) boundary condition is finite-dimensional and that sevgnaés of decomposi-
tions of diferential forms hold with respect to these two boundary dandi. In
contrast, for the)—-Laplace operaton; = 09" + 9*d on complex manifolds with
boundary, a consistent Hodge theory requires the boundasattsfy the strong
pseudo-convex condition. Moreover, the boundary comlitio diferential forms
is thed—Neumann condition. In Table 1, we summarize the well-knoauaraary
conditions involved in Hodge theory for these two casedh) wilenoting a bound-
ary defining function. (For a general reference, $ee [5]ier Riemannian case
and [8] for the complex case.)

Clearly, the choice of suitable boundary conditions is tbg to establishing
Hodge theory on compact manifolds with boundary. Hence, sielze following
guestion for the above symplectic Laplacians: what typeaninidlary conditions
on differential forms and condition on the boundary are required feymplectic
Hodge theory?

It turns out in the symplectic case, no additional conditismequired of the
boundary manifold besides smoothness. For the conditinrigrms, we introduce
the following new boundary conditiongl, -Dirichlet, d,-Neumannd_-Dirichlet
and d_-Neumann boundary conditions, denoted Dy, N,,D_ and N_, respec-
tively. We note in particular thdd, andD_ are dependent only on the symplectic
structurew. Additionally, we also introduce two boundary conditiahsDirichlet
and J-Neumann, denoted byD, and JN, which has dependence on the almost
complex structure]. The definitions of these boundary conditions are listed in
Table 2, wherg again denotes a boundary defining function, df\ds the well-
studied symplectic adjoint operator (see Section 2.1 sodéfinition).

The symplectic boundary conditions in Table 2 can be consiti@atural as
they arise in the Green’s formula for the corresponding aeiphs. As is well-
known, the Dirichlet boundary condition and the Neumannnauy condition
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TasLE 2. Symplectic boundary conditions

Notation Definition Relationships
D, | d.(omlam =0 | D= D, onQ¥
N, 03 (on)lam =0 | N e N, on Pk
D_ d_(pn)lom =0 | D = D_onPX

D e D_onP"
N_ 3% (on)lam =0 | ID = N_ on QK
JD | d™(on)lgm =0 | IJD = NonPK
JD & N, onP"
IN d*(on)lem =0 | D = IJNonPX
JN & D_ onPX

appear naturally in the Green’s formula&f. In the same way, for exampl®,,
andN, arise naturally for that oA, andD_ andN_ for that of A_. Furthermore, it
is worthy to note thabD., is preserved by the fierential operatoé,, i.e. if a form
n satisfies theD, boundary condition, then so do@sn. Similarly, _ preserves
the D_ condition.

These symplectic boundary conditions are also closelye@la the geometry
of the symplectic manifold and its boundary. For instance, olserve that the
J-Dirichlet (Neumann) boundary condition corresponds sintpl the standard
Dirichlet (Neumann) boundary condition in the directiontieé Reeb vector field
when the boundary is of contact type. For g condition on primitive forms,
it can be thought of as the result of projecting a form with skendard Dirichlet
boundary condition to its primitive component, i.e.

. Ok k
n.QD—>PD+,k< n.

In other words, when a form satisfies the Dirichlet boundanyditions, its primi-
tive component satisfies th#, condition.

To obtain the Hodge theory with the above symplectic boundanditions, we
make use of the theory of elliptic boundary value problemérB) [€]. The bound-
ary conditions involved will then be elliptic in the sensd_opatinski-Shapiro. We
generalize the argument inl[9] to prove the smoothness okwektions under
certain assumptions and then apply the theory of elliptieniolary value problems
to obtain the desired Hodge theory. We note that the negetssitonsider the
fourth-order symplectic Laplacians, i.&,, andA__, is rather special for the sym-
plectic case. In Table 3, we list our main results for the Hotligeory of symplectic
Laplacians.

The Hodge theory established in this paper have variouscagiphs. For one,
we use it to identify isomorphisms between symplectic coblogies and spaces of
harmonic fields of symplectic Laplacians with certain baanydconditions. These
isomorphisms show that certain symplectic cohomologiesiradeed still finite-
dimensional when the boundary is not vanishing. Furtheemtite dimensions



TasLE 3. Hodge theory on symplectic manifolds with boundary
for AL, A_, AL, andA__.

Laplacian Ay =0,704 +0,0.7
Harmonic field PHK = (0,7 =0,8'n =0}
Finite subspaces PHY 5, PHY .

P“=PH* ) ®d,Pt @0, P!
Decompositiong P* = PHX | @ 0,P** @ 9; Py
P“=PH @ 0. PS @0 P!

Laplacian A =0_"0_+0.0"
Harmonic field PHK = {0_n=0,0"n =0}
Finite subspaces PHY , ,PHX

P = PH, @0 _PSleo Pl
Decompositiong PX = PHX | & d_P<1e o7 Pk L
PX=PH*®0_PSt o 0" P

Laplacian Apy = (04,0-)°0,0- + (0,0.7)?
Harmonic field | PHY, = {n € P"|0,0_-n = 0,0%n = 0}
Boundary D,_:neD_,d_-neD,
Condition Ni_:npeNy,0ine N
Finite subspaces PH, N PH, D,

P" = PH} \ ®d,P"1ed d;Py
Decomposition§ P"=PH} , ©d.P}*edd;P"
P" = PH], ®0,P} ' ®0-0;P)

Laplacian A =0,0_(0,0) + (0-70-)?
Harmonic field | PH"_ = {n € P"|9_n = 0,0"9%n = 0}
Finite subspaces PH" , ,PHD_\

P"=PH" | ©0,0_P} @d P!
Decompositiong P"=PH"_ ®d,0_P" @ Py
P"=PH" 9.0 P} _@d P’

of certain harmonic fields with boundary conditions can lgarded as invariants
of the symplectic structure. In aftirent direction, we also utilize Hodge theory
to obtain various Poincaré lemmas and solve a number ofdaoyrvalue prob-
lems related to the existence of harmonic fields. As a corsamy we show that
the spaces of symplectic harmonic fields with no boundarygitioms are infinite-
dimensional.
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The structure of this paper is as follows. In Section 2, wevidle® some basic
definitions and lemmas needed in this paper. In Section 3 gfieaithe symplectic
boundary conditions and discuss some of their propertieSektion 4, we obtain
the finiteness and decompositions results about the Hodmgeythior symplectic
Laplacians through the theory of elliptic boundary valuehpems. In Section
5, we study the symplectic cohomologies of compact symiglesanifolds with
boundary. We build isomorphisms between these cohomalcaiel subspaces
of harmonic fields with certain boundary conditions. In 8&tf7, we apply our
results to boundary value problems and prove various Pdnemmas, which
give necessary and$icient conditions for a form to b&,, 6_, ord,0_-exact on a
compact symplectic manifold with boundary. We also proweittiiniteness of the
spaces of harmonic fields without boundary conditions. IctiBe 7, we discuss
a few additional observations of symplectic boundary comas which may point
further to other invariants on symplectic manifolds withuhdary.

Let us note that a standard method to establish the Hodgeytrsethirough the
so-called G&ney inequality, or more often called the Garding’s ineguah the
case of manifolds without boundary. In our study, we inidbok the Gdfney
inequality approach to symplectic Laplacians which helpgedain intuition con-
cerning the Laplacians and boundary conditions. Howewer résults obtained
from this approach thus far involved much stronger and monegdicated bound-
ary conditions than those appearing in Table 3. But withatswvance for analysis,
we deem it still worthwhile to include some of our fB#ey inequalities results for
the second-order symplectic Laplacians as part of an Append

Acknowledgements.We would like to thank X. Dai, R.-T. Huang, L. Ni, Y. S.
Poon, M. Schecter, C.-J. Tsai, G. Xu, and S.-T. Yau for hé¢lpfunments and
discussions. Additionally, we are grateful to S.-V. Li, 41,IC.-L. Terng and espe-
cially P. Li for their interest, encouragement, and inputhis work.

2. PRELIMINARIES

We recall some basic definitions and properties in symplegtometry and Rie-
mannian geometry, cf.[14,15]. Lemmas and propositionsrgthiere will be stated
here without proof.

2.1. Primitive structures on symplectic manifolds. Given a symplectic mani-
fold (M2, w), let QK denote the space of smodkhforms onM. With respect
to local coordinates, write the symplectic formas= 3 ¥, wij dX A dx. The

Lefschetz operatdr and its dual operataok are defined by

L: QX5 Q2 L(n) =wAn,

1 T
A Q= Q2 A = S ™) ia,la,m
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wherei denotes the interior product, and? is the inverse matrix ab. Define the
degree counting operator
k
H=>-W][]
K

with [T¢ : Q* — QK as the projection operator onto forms of degkeeAs is
known, L and A together withH give a representation @fl(2) algebra acting on
QF:
[A,L] =H, [H,A] = 2A, [H,L] = -2L.
This sl(2) representation allows a "Lefschetz” decompositionawfifs in terms
of irreducible finite-dimensionadl(2) modules. The highest weight states of these
irreduciblesl(2) modules are the spaces of primitive forms, denote&*hy

Definition 2.1. A formn € QK is called primitive ifAn = 0. This is equivalent to
the condition %1y = 0.

As implied by the definition, the degree of the primitive forsrconstrained to
bek < n. Givenn € QK, there is a unique Lefschetz decomposition into primitive
forms as

1
n= > SLBca.
r>maxk-n,0) "
Here eactBy_o € P2 can be expressed in termspfBy_o = | X & s5 LA™ 7.
s=0

Thus, each term of this decomposition can be labeled by dmpajrcorresponding
to the space

L£°={Ae Q" | A= L'Bswith Bs € P9}
We cite the following lemma abouit, A andH from [15].
Lemma 2.2. On symplectic manifolds, the following relations hold:
o [A,L']=MH+r—-2yL"tforr > 1;
e LA=(H+R+1R;
e AL=(H +R)(R+1).
Here, the operator R is defined agliRBs) = rL"B..

2.2. Differential operatorsd,,d_, andd®. We consider the action of the exterior
derivative operatod on £"S, cf [15].

Proposition 2.3. d acting onL"* leads to at most two terms:
d: Lr,s_> Lr,s+l@£r+l,s—l
with
dL'Bs = L"(dBs) = L'Bs;1 + L"™'Bs_1 when s< n,
dL'B, = L"(dB,) = L™1B,_1.

This result is implied by the closeness of the symplectimfar, and the follow-
ing formulas:
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[ ] If S< n, dBS = Bs+l + LBS_]_,

e If s=n,dB, =LBy_1.
By this proposition, we can define the decomposition ofto two linear diteren-
tial operatorsd.,d-).

Definition 2.4. On a symplectic manifol(M, w), we define the first order geren-
tial operatorsd,, d_ by the property:

8y L5 L5 5, (L"Bs) = L'Bsy1,

o_: L= L5 9 (L'Bs) = L'Bs 1
such that &= 9, + Lo_. Here B, Bs,1, Bs-1 € P* and dB = Bg;1 + LBg_1.

When acting on primitive formsj, andd_ can be equivalently written as fol-
lows:

Lemma 2.5. Acting on primitive dfferential forms, operatorg,, d_ have the fol-
lowing expressions:
8, =d—LH*Ad,
4 = HAd.
In explicit calculations (e.g. in Appendix A) , it can be uglefo modify the

differential operatop_ to reduce the number of constant factors that arise. We
define

. =MH+R0I_.
Thus,
d=4d, +LH+R™1o".
With this definition, the following properties hold:

Proposition 2.6. On (M?", w), the symplectic gierential operators(d.., d’) sat-
isfy:
e 32 =(0)=0,
e (H+R),0. =(H+R+1)d.0, onL"3
o [0,,L] =[LA_,L] =0.But[Ld",L] =-L%_.
Besidedl, there is another first-orderftiirential operator of interest in this paper
d*=dA-Ad: Q- QL
With d andd®, .. andd_ can be expressed as follows.

Lemma 2.7. On a symplectic manifol(M, w), 9. andd_ can be expressed as
1

"TH+2R+1
1

0 =
H+2R+1)H+R)
Let us also note the following proposition from [14].

. [(H+R+1)d+ Ld"|,

[Ad - (H + Rd*].
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Proposition 2.8. With respect to the &) representatior(L, A, H), the djferential
operators(d, d*, dd*) satisfy the following commutation relations:

[d,L] =0, [d,A] = d*, [d,H] =d,
[d}, L] =d, [d, Al =0, [dA, H] = —d®,
[dd, L] = O, [dd*, A] = O, [dd*, H] = 0.

2.3. Conjugate relations. Let (w, J, g) be a compatible triple on the symplectic
manifold (M, w) with J as an almost complex structure agds a Riemannian
metric. With respect to the almost complex structdir¢ghere is the decomposition

k= o ka’q. Then define the operator
p+=

p.q
VEDYQEVaI N
p.g

which projects &-form onto its o, ) parts timing with the multiplicative factors
(V-1)P-9. Notice g2 = (-1)¥ acting onk—forms. The operatqff communicates
with L andA.

Lemma 2.9. For a triple (w, J, g), there is
[J.L] =0, [J,A] =0.

This is because that the symplectic fowris a (1 1)-form with respect to the
almost complex structur@. Moreover, the operatqf defines the following con-
jugate relations [([14, 15]) betweenfidirential operators.

Lemma 2.10. For a compatible triplgw, 7, g) on a symplectic manifold, let dd**, 9%
and 9" * be the adjoint operators of the correspondingfetiential operators, re-
spectively. Then there are conjugate relations:

o d* = —gd*9tand d“* = - gdJL;
e 0 =909 tando * = 70,91
Define thed® Laplacian:Ag = d**d* + d*d**. Then Lemm&2Z.10 implies that
this operator is conjugate to the Laplace operator

Corollary 2.11. Let (w,J,0) be a compatible triple on a symplectic manifold.
Then the following conjugate relation holds:

Agn = T Ag T L.

Because of this conjugate relation, the ellipticityAdimplies that ofA4.. More-
over, we have the following expressions of adjoint opesatmcording to Lemma
2.7.

Lemma 2.12. On a symplectic manifoldM, w) with a compatible Riemannian
metric g, the adjoint$d’;, 0*) take the forms

& =[d"(H + R+ 1)+ d*AJ(H + 2R+ 1)1,
& =[d"H+R+ 1)L —d™|(H+2rR+ 1)L
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Corollary 2.13. On P, the adjoint(d*, 8" ) take the forms
g, =d,
9 =(-kdL-(n-k+1)Ld".
Moreover,
, n-—k
0 =dL-—Ld".
- n—-k+1

2.4. Symplectic Laplacians. On a symplectic manifoldN], w), there exists an
elliptic complex on primitive spaceks [15] (see alsd |2, J)11

0 9+ PO 0+ Pl 9+ . 9+ Pn—l 9+ > PN
lam_
0 ptet p2et ot ot pn

Note that a special part of this complex is the second-ord@&erdntial operators
d.0_ acting on the middle degree primitive formB?. We define the following
Laplacians associated to this elliptic complex:

Ay = 0,0 +9°9,, onP fork < n;
A =0_8° +0"_, onPX fork < n;
Apr = (040-)7(0,0-) + (0,0%)% on P,
A__ = (8,0_)(0,0-)" + (820-)%, onP".

For calculational simplification, it is sometimes useful define the following
Laplacian by replacing_ by ¢’ in the definition above.

AN =00 +3 70, onPX fork <n.

The ellipticity of the complex implies that the operatadrs andA_ are elliptic on
Pk for k < n. Similarly A” is elliptic on PX whenk < n. The ellipticity of the
LaplaciansA, . andA__ however may not be immediately obvious. We will prove
thatA,, andA__ are elliptic onP" explicitly by calculating their symbols. But do
so, it is useful to utilize two other fourth-order symplectiaplacians o that
were introduced in[14] and modified here as follows.

Definition 2.14. For anyn € QK, define the following operators:
Aggr (1) = dA*drddy + %(dd* F i)’
Agogr (7) = ddhd™diy + 211 (d°d+d™d)”,
Proposition 2.15. The operatorsAgqs and Ay, g+ are elliptic. Moreover, they re-

duce toA,, andA__ on P, respectively. Thereforé\,, andA__ are elliptic on
P".
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Proof. Fix a pointx € M and let¢ € Q! be any normalized 4form. Choose a
basis{w;} of the cotangent space atuch thatv; = £ and symplectic form takes
the formw = wy AW + - - + Won_1 A Won. Let{g} denote the dual basis. Then any
k-form n can be expressed in the form:

n =Wy ABL+W2A B2+ Wiz AB3+ Ba.

Hereg; are forms without neithew; norw, in their components, andgi; denotes
w; A wj. We have the following symbol calculations»at

o(d)(E)n = w1 An =Wz AB2 + Wi APBa,
o (d)(é)n = —ien = —(B1 + W2 A Ba),
o (dM)En = Wi A B3 — B2 = —ig,m,
o (@) E)n = W12 A B1+Wo A Ba = Wo ATy
Here,i, denotes the interior product with the tangent vegtorherefore, we obtain

1
(A )(E)1 = W2 A2 + Wi AP+

1 1
T(Agsagn)(E)n = W1 A B1 + W2 A B2 + 21le A B3 + Z’B4

These explain the ellipticity of bothyg andAgy,41. For the last claim, take € P"
and we get

1
Wiz A B3 + Z’B4;

dnp =Lo_n, oin=d'n
d*n = —-o_p, dn = Ld'y = Lo%n.
It is not hard so see that
d.0_n = —dd*p

1
0,070 = E(dd* + dMdM)n.
ThusAggs = Ay onP". Similarly, Ag,qr = A__ onP". m]

Remark 2.16. GenerallyA, . andA__ are not elliptic on P when k< n.

3. SYMPLECTIC BOUNDARY CONDITIONS

Given a compact symplectic manifolti¢”, w) with smooth boundaryM, let
(w, J,g) be a compatible triple on it. Letbe a boundary defining function, i.e.

e p<0onM andp(x) = 0ifand only if x € M,
e the norm of gradienVp| = 1 ongM.

Definition 3.1. For a formn which is well defined alongM, we sayy satisfies

Dirichlet boundary condition, denoted e D, if d(on)lsm = O.
Neumann boundary condition, denotedrby N, if d*(on)|om = O.
J-Dirichlet boundary condition, denoted lpye JD, if d**(o1)lsm = O.
J-Neumann boundary condition, denotedjoy JN, if d*(on)lsm = O.
0,-Dirichlet boundary condition, denoted lgye D, if 9. (on7lsm) = O.
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e 0.-Neumann boundary condition, denotediy N.., if 9% (onlom) = O.
e d_-Dirichlet boundary condition, denoted ke D_, if d_(on|sm) = O.
e d_-Neumann boundary condition, denotedrby N_, if if 6* (onlom) = 0.

The J-Dirichlet and J-Neumann boundary condition are named based on the fol-
lowing lemma.

Lemma 3.2. For a formp € QX there are

e neJDifandonlyifgn € D,
e ne JNifand only ifgn € N.

Proof. Sinced™ = 9dJ71, there is
n € IDif and only if d* (on)lam = Oif and only if d(p.T7)lsm = O.

This means thaty € JD if and only if 7 € D. Similarly, the relationd® =
Jd* gt implies thaty € IN if and only if 77 € N. o

In fact, these boundary conditions are natural in the semaethey appear in
various Green’s formulas. We recall the following propdit&]:

Lemma 3.3(Green’s formula for first-order fiierential operators)if M is a smooth,
compact manifold with boundary and P is a first-ordeffatiential operator acting
on sections of a vector bundle, then

(Pu,v) — (u, Ptv)zf (op(X ), V)
oM

with P* as the dual operator of Rrp, as the symbol of P and as the outward
normal along the boundargM.

For example, for the exterior flierential operatod acting onQ*(M),

(W) — (. d"w) = fa (@ Py

@)= (8w = [ (r.ow(eTm)
are implied by the proposition. Here
od(x, )y = d(pn) andog: (x, ")w = d* (ow).
This is the standard result of the Green’s formulad@ndd*. Additionally,

Corollary 3.4 (Green’s formula fod®, 4, andd_). Given a compact symplectic
manifold M with smooth bounda@§M, let (w, J,g) be a compatible triple on it.
Then for any, y € QX, there are

@6.0)- 0.8 = [ @0 =- [ @0d e
oM oM

@00 - @00 = [ 0.00.0) =~ [ @.060)
oM oM

O-. 1) — (9.0 v) = ﬂ (0-(p0).0) = - ﬁ (6.0 0.
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Proof. This is a direct application of the general Green’s formMi&. only need to
point out that

T ()¢ = d*(og)
7o, (X = 0, (pg)
To (X T)¢ = 0_(p0)
ondM by definition. O

Remark 3.5. Noticed” (on)lsw = Ois equivalent té_(on)lam = 0, andd™ (on)lom =
0is equivalent ta@* (on)|sm = 0.

From the definition, the following adjoint relations betwethe diferent sym-
plectic boundary conditions hold.

Lemma 3.6. Let = be the Hodge star operator angde QK. Then
neDifandonlyif *n e N
neJDifand onlyif xn € JN
neD,ifandonly if «n e N,
neD_ifandonlyif «ne N_.

Now we are ready to explain the relations in Table 2 of theobhiction with
following lemma.

Lemma 3.7. For anyn € Q,
neD=neD,,neD_, nelJD=neN,,neN_.
Wheny € PK,
neNenpeN,, neJNeneDbD_.
Moreover,
neD=neJN, neJD=neN whenyePk
neDenelN, nelDeneN  wheme P,

Proof. Sinced = 9, + Ld_, itis easy to see thate D impliesp € D, andn € D_.
If n € JD, thengn € D which implies thatyn € D, andJn € D_. By the
conjugate relations, we have

(eI nlam = 0= J0.(Tpn)lam = 0= 9~ (on)lam = 0
o-(eImlam = 0= Jo_(eTpn)lam = 0= 0" (on)lam = 0.

Thereforey; € JD implies bothny € N, andn € N_.
Sinced* = % andd® = —~H™19_ on PX, the equivalences e N & ne N, n €
JN & 5 € D_ hold fory € PK. The results in the case pfe P" are immediate. o

Next we will illustrate that these boundary conditions carpbeserved by cer-

tain differential operators. Fix a pointe M and choose a normal bagis;} of
the cotangent space gtsuch thatv; = do andw = 3 Wsi_1 AWy, Thenw, = Jw;

|
by the compatible condition. Ldg} be the dual basis. We obtain the following
local characterization of these boundary conditions wagpect tqw;}:
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Lemma 3.8. At a point xe M, with respect to the basisv;} as above, we have

n e Difand only if wy A n = 0alongaM,
n € N if and only if ;7 = O alongoM,

n e JDifand only if w A 7 = 0 alongdM,
n € N if and only if ;,n = 0 alongoM.

Proof. By the definitions ofp,d and d*, it is not hard to see that the first two
statements hold. For the other two, we have

e ne JDifand only ifd(oJn) |am = O if and only ifwy A T7 |9m = 0 which
is equivalent tov, A 7 = 0 alongdM;

e n € JNifand only if d*(0J7) lam = O if and only ifig, T7 lsm = O which
is equivalent tde,7 = 0 alongdM.

O

By definitions, the Dirichlet boundary condition and the N&unn boundary
condition are defined with respect to the direction of theeoabrmalde. Equiv-
alently then, thel-Dirichlet boundary condition and—Neumann boundary con-
dition are defined with respect to the direction given$glpo. Moreover, by the
compatibility of (, J, g), these two directiondp and Jdp are orthogonal:

9(do, Jdp) = w(dp, T?dp) = —w(dp, dp) = 0.
Define the tangential projection and the normal projectibm @long oM as
follows:
n = ie, (W1 A7), " =Wy A (igyn).
Thenn € D if and only if 5t = 0, andy € N if and only if 3" = 0. We cite the
following proposition from([10].
Proposition 3.9. With assumptions above, the following results hold.

e The normal and tangential componentsoE QX are Hodge adjoint to
each other:

(") = (o)’ (') = ()"
Here, +(") and x(n') are understood by the action efon arbitrary exten-
sion ofp™ and !, respectively, followed by the restriction@¥l.

e The exterior derivative commutes with tangential promttiand the co-
differential with normal projection of € QK in the following sense:

(dn)' = d("), (d'm)" = d* (")

This proposition tells us that the boundary conditrs dual to the condition
N by the operator. An immediate consequence of this proposition is as follows

Corollary 3.10. For a formny € Q,
ne D =dpeD, neN=dneN;
nelJD=d¥pedD, neIN=d'ecIN
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Wheny € PK,
neD, =>d,neD,, neNy = dineNy;
neD_=d,neD_, neN_=0"neN_.

Proof. The first line is obvious by the proposition above. For thesddine, there
are the relations

nelJD=9JneD=dJnyeD=d"ye D,
neIN=9JneN=dJneN=d*peIN
Let e PX satisfies the boundary conditi@,. That is,
_
n-k+1

which is equivalent t@lsm = 0 andpBaslsm = 0. Letmy : QX — PK be the
projection. Therd, = ng o d and we get

0+ (pd:m)lam = mo(do A 841)lam = mo(do A dn)lam = mod(do A i) = d1(dp A n)lom.
Sincedp A = Wiz A B2 + W1 A Ba, there is

0=(1- LA) (w1 A 1),

d+(do An)lam = 0+ (Wi2 A B2 — ZWZi—l,Zi AW A B3+ Wy A Ba)lom

n—k+1i>l

= (1 - LH™A)(Wi2 A dB2)lam + (1 = LHTA) (W A dBa)lam = O.

Here, we use the fact that, A dB2|sm = 0 andwy A dBslsm = 0. This is because
B2lam = 0 andBy4lgm = 0 imply that their derivatives alon@gM vanish. Therefore,
n € D, impliesd,n € D,.

Sinced_ = —H~1d* on PX andD_ is equivalent taJN, we see thab_n € D_
whenn € D_. Applying these two properties tfr, we then obtain the other two
results. O

As is known, the Dirichlet (Neumann) boundary condition ishwespect to
the outward normal along the boundary. To be precise; letQX andm be the
outward normal. Then € D if an only if n(vy, - - - , k) = 0 whenever some vector
vi = cn’. Andn e N if and only if p(v4, - - - , ) = O whenever na; = cn’. From
the definition, we can see that td®/JN boundary condition is with respect to the
JT in this sense. Moreover, when the boundary is of contact, tyy vector is
exactly given by the Reeb vector field.

To see this, leti, w) be a compact symplectic manifold with a smooth bound-
ary dM of contact type. Letr be the contact form an¥, be the Reeb vector field.
Then there exists the symplectizatidh X oM, d(eé*a)) such that €¢, 0] x M can
be identified symplectically with a neighborhoodddfl in M. On RxdM, d(€?a)),
there exists an almost complex structdrand a Riemannian metrgsuch that

e Jis invariant under the natural action By-translation,
e 0y is the outward normalg o, = X, and 9 X, = —0,, whered, denotes
the unit vector in thé&R—direction,
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¢ J preserves the contact structure.

Therefore, with respect to this compatible tripld(ef)a, J, g), the J-Dirichlet
(Neumann) boundary conditions are exactly with respedi¢écReeb vector field.
See, for example [17], for details about this structure endbntact boundary.

Lastly, in considering the primitive projection, we haveotirer interpration of
the boundary condition®, andN._.

Lemma 3.11. Letz : QX — PK be the primitive projection, for k& n. Then it
reduces

n:Qf - P8 k<n,

ﬂiQ'jD—> PkN_,k< n.
Proof. Let n € QK satisfies the Dirichlet boundary conditions. We wrjtén the
following expression:

n=p‘+wp
with pk € PX andB € Q%2. Thus,z(n) = pX. Andn € D implies that
O=doAng=doAp<+wA (doAp) ondM.

Then 0= #(dp A ) = n(dp A p¥) on M. This means thap® € D.. The other
result is implied by applying this result (@r. O

4. HobGE THEORY FOR SYMPLECTIC L APLACIANS

In this section, we demonstrate the Hodge theory for the etip Laplacians
by employing the ellipticity of some boundary value probe(BVPs). We first
recall some results from the elliptic theory.

4.1. Elliptic boundary value problems. Given a compact manifolt with smooth
boundaryoM, let E be a vector bundle ovévl andG; be a vector bundle ovéiM,
for j=1,---,J. Consider the following elliptic BVP:

P:C*(M,E) —» C*(M,E)
{Bj :C®(M,E) - C¥(@OM,Gj), j=1,---,3
HereP is of order 2n and B; is of orderm;. Then the combined operatét =
{P, Bj} is Fredholm:

P H(M, E) — HS2M(M, F) @ HS ™ 2(9M, G1) @ - - - ® HS ™2 (9M, G).
Moreover we sayP, Bj} is self-adjoint ifP is self-adjoint and the following holds:
for anyu,v e C*(M, E),

e if Bj(u) = Bj(v) = O for everyj, then Pu,v) = (u, Pv);

e if Bj(u) = O for everyj, and Pu,v) = (u, Pv), thenB;(v) = O for everyj.
The next lemma follows from the results of elliptic BVPs. laageneral reference,
see([6] and[[9].
Lemma 4.1. For the self-adjoint elliptic BVRP, B;}, the following holds:

e The kernel of?, denoted bker®, is finite and smooth.
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e For any fLker® in HS(M, E), there exists the unique @ HS*2M(M, E)
and uL ker® such that Pu= f and Bj(u) = O for every |.
o If f € HS(M,E) and Pu= f,Bj(u) = Oforall j = 1,---,J, then ue
Hs+2m(M’ E)
Based on this lemma, we next show that the weak solutiondfeddint ellip-
tic BVPs are actually strong solutions.
Lemma 4.2. Given fe L%(M, E). Let ue L?(M, E) satisfy the following:
(u, PV) = (f,V)
for any ve C*(M, E) satisfying B(v) = 0, with j=1,---,J. Then ue H2M(M, E)
and
Pu=0,Bjw=0,j=1,---J
Whenf = 0, the lemma implies immediately the following corollary.
Corollary 4.3. If u € L?(M, E) satisfies(u, Pv) = 0 for any ve C®(M, E) with
Bj(v) =0, j =1,---,J, then ue kerP. That is, u is smooth and;&i) = O for
j=1---,J.

The proof of Lemma4]2 is based on the argument given by Stérerh[Q],
where the case for functions is proved.

Proof of Lemma4]2Since the space két is finite-dimensional, there is ah =
f1 + f2with 1 € ker? and f2 orthogonal to keP. By Lemmd4.1L, there exists a
w € H?™(M, E) such thaPw = f2 andBj(w) = 0, for j = 1,---, J. Then

(U-w,Py) = (f,v)
for anyv € C*(M, E) satisfying the boundary conditioBj(v) = O, for all j =
1,---,J. There exists a sequenag € C*(M, E) such thatv; — u-win L2 norm,
asj — co. Letw; = le + wf with le € ker® as the projection anwsz_ kerp.

Then there exists; € H2™(M, E) andv; L ker® such thatPy = w! andBj(v;) = 0
for everyi, j. Therefore

(U= w,wj) = (U= W, W) + (U— W, W) = (U—Ww, Pvj) + (U - W, W)
= (fLv) + U—w,wf) = (u—w,w)).
As j — oo, we gele? — u—w. Since kefP is closedu—w € ker? which implies
thatu € H*™(M, E) andBj(u) = Oforall j=1,---, J. O
4.2. Hodge theory for symplectic Laplacians of second-order.

Definition 4.4. Call the following sets of gierential forms spaces of harmonic
fields for corresponding Laplacians :

PHX = {n e HPXd,n = 9" = O},
PHKX = (ne HPKo_n = d°n = 0},
PH", = {neH?P"9,0_n=0"n=0),
{

PH" ={neH?P"o_n=20"d"n=0}
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Remark 4.5. The concepts of harmonic fields argfelient from that of harmonic
forms for an operator when the boundary is not vanishing. &mmple, a form
n € PXis the harmonic form fon\, if and only if A, = 0 on M. However, this
does not imply tha is a harmonic field when the boundary is not vanishing.

The elliptic theory implies the following result fak,. (We follow the con-
vention where the additional subscript, eD. and N,, identifies the boundary
condition that the dferential forms satisfy.)

Theorem 4.6(Hodge decomposition fok, ). For k < n,
o P, and PHX are finite-dimensional and smooth;
° The foIIowmg decomposmons hold:

L?PX = PHY 5, @ 0. HPS P @ 0, HIPK,
L?PK = PHY \ @0, HP L@ o HPT,
L2P = L’PHS @ 0. HP @ 01 HIPS L,
Applying the above results tg;, we obtain the Hodge decompositions far.

Corollary 4.7 (Hodge decomposition fak_). For k < n,
o PH¥, and PHX are finite-dimensional and smooth.
e The foIIowmg decomposmons hold:

L?P* = PH¥, @0 HPE @ 9" HIPK Y,
L2PX = PHX @ 0_HP* L @ 0" HIPK,
L?PK = L2PH @ 0_H'PS ! @ 0" H'P .
To prove this theorem, we first consider the following BVR:day ¢, ¢ € P,

Proposition 4.8. The following boundary value problem is self-adjoint argp&t
for any ¢, y € PX:
(4.2) Ay =y, on M
0+ (p¢) = 0, on oM
{a+(pa t¢) =0, onoM.

Proof. We first show that this BVP is self-adjoint. By Green'’s foriaufor any
u,v e PX, there is

(Aru,v) = (0+U,04V) + (07U, 0LV) + f (0+(pd’u), v) — (0+u, 0. (oV))
oM

= (U, Av) + f (0+(p03U), V) = {0+, (pV)) + (0+(pU), V) — (U, 0+ (0dV)).
oM

Thus this BVP is self-adjoint. We know that, is elliptic on PX. Fix a point
x € M and choose a normal bass} of Q} such thaiwv; = dp andw = wy Awy +

-+ 4+ Won_1 A Won. Thengwy = Wo. In order to show that the BVP is elliptic, we
need to show that for anfLw; in Q1 if f(s) is a non-increasing solution of

(4.2) o(A)x(€ +1w1ds) f(s) = 0
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and satisfies
o(Bi)(€ +iw10s) f()ls=0 =0, 1 = 1,2,

thenf = 0. HereBi(¢) = 0.(p¢) andBy(¢) = 9.(0d;¢) are boundary operators.
Let f(S) = Wy AB1 +Wa A B2 + (W AWo — 525 3 Wai1 A Wyi)B3 + fBa. Here, the
i>1

Bi’s are primitive forms that are functions efind have nev; andw, components.
Without a doubt, it is enough to consider the casé sfw, andé = ws. From[4.2,
Bi(s) = Bi(0) expEcis) for some positive constaut in both cases. Moreover,
. 1
(B +Wds) T(Sls-0 = 0= (1 - AW A £(0) =
= B2(0) = 0,54(0) =0
. 1 .,
T(B2)( + W15) T(S)ls-0 = 0= (1 — AW A (=iw, 7(0)) = O
= p1(0) = 0,53(0) = 0.
Thereforef(s) = 0 for anys. This proves the ellipticity of this BVP. O

We then use Lemnia4.1 and Corollary]4.3 to obtain the follgwin

Corollary 4.9. For any k < n, the space of harmonic fieIds‘I—FfD+ is finite-
dimensional and smooth, and

(4.3) L?P* = PHY, @0, HPS @ 97 HIPK L
Moreover,d, H'Pf, is closed in B-topology for k< n— 1.

Proof. First we are going to show thﬁ’U{k D, is the kernel of the BVA(4]1). Let
n e PHX , andg¢ € P with ¢ € D, andd’;¢ € D,. By Green's formula, there is

0=(0+n,0+¢) + (05n,0.¢) = (0, A+¢)
This implies thaiy belongs to the kernel of BVIP(4.1) by Corollary ¥.3. Obvigusl
the kernel of BVP[(4.]1) is a subset Eﬂ-{'j’m. Therefore, as the kernel of BVP

4.7), Pﬂ':’D+ is finite-dimensional and smooth by Lemmal4.1.
Thus,

2pk — k k,
L*P“ = PH{ p ® PHp

whereP?{"’L denotes the orthogonal complement. For aryL2P¥, letn; be its

projection toF’Wk . By Lemma4.2, there exists a uniqges HPX N Pﬂ'::a
that solves[(4]1) WIthI/ n — n1. Therefore, we can write

n=n1+0+(0;¢) + 9 (0:9)

with 1 € PW"D andai¢ e HlPk 1. This proves the decomposition. Moreover,

we also conclude the?— closeness 0b,H lPk+ from this decomposition by the
standard functional analysis argument. O
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Consider another self-adjoint elliptic BVP: for anyy € P,
A+¢ = l//, on M

9, (p¢) = 0, on oM
{8j(p6+¢) =0, ondM.

The ellipticity of this BVP implies the following by similasrguments as above.

Corollary 4.10. For k < n, the space of harmonic fieIdSLl{M is finite-dimensional
and smooth, and there is the decompaosition

L?P* = PHX @ 0,HP* T oo HPR.
Moreoverd, H'P is closed in E-topology for k< n.

To complete the proof of the theorem, we only need to provefalewing
decomposition.

Proposition 4.11. The following orthogonal decomposition holds:
L2P* = PHX @ 6, H'PS @ 07 HIPK .

We shall follow similar arguments fakq in [10] to prove this proposition.
Proof. For anyn € L2PX, by the corollaries above, we have the decomposition
n=mn+0.a1+0.51
n=n2+ 0.2+ 9,82
with 1 € PHY  ,m2 € PH¥ @1 € D, andBz € N,. Letu = - 8,01 - 3}B2.

We first show thati € PH¥ whenn € H¥PX. This is because
(U, 0:V) = (7 — 1, 94V) — (941, 0,V) = Oforv e HIPS?
(U,8%v) = (i — 2, 93V) — (9582, 93v) = Oforv e HP,
andH'Pf andH'PK are dense i'P¥. Therefore, we obtain
HP* = PHY & 0,H'PS L@ 0T HIPR.
Sinced, H'PE ! andd’; H'Pf;* are closed in the?—topology, thel>~decomposition

is clear by means of a completion argument. O

4.3. Hodge theory for symplectic Laplacians of fourth-order. Let us define
some boundary conditions first.

Definition 4.12. We sayy € D, _ifn e D_and d_n € D.. Further, we say) € N, _
if € Ny and 0% € N_.

Theorem 4.13(Hodge decompositions fax,,). ConsiderA,, on P'. Then,
e PH" ., and PH"

TN, N .p, are finite-dimensional and smooth;
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¢ The following decompositions hold:
L?P" = PH], \ ® 0" 0;HP) @0, H'P",
L?P" = PH], p © 0" 0;HP " ® 0, H'P |
L?P" = L°PH], ® 0”0 HPY o HP] .
We can obtain similar results far__ by applying the above theorem 6.

Corollary 4.14 (Hodge decompositions fax__). ConsiderA__ on P'. Then,

o PH" D. and PH"_,, are finite-dimensional and smooth;
e The foIIowmg decomposmons hold:

L?P" = PH" [ ©0,0_-HP]_®o HP"
L?P" = PH"_\ ®d.0_-HP " @ s H'PY ",
L?P" = L’PH" 0,0_-HPL_ e HPY L

Following the same arguments as for the casﬂpfwe prove the theorem for
A, using the ellipticity of some BVPs.

Proposition 4.15. The following boundary value problem is self-adjoint arigel
tic for any ¢,y € P™

(4.4) A =yon M
0% (o¢) = 0onoM
0%(00+0-¢) = 3% (00,05¢) = 00N OM
0 (0070,0-¢) = 0on oM.
Proof. By Green’s formula, we have
(A++u,V) = (040-U,0,0_V) + (0+9; U, 0,0°V)

+ f {07 (002 0,0-u), V) + (9 (pD+0_U), H_V)
oM

— (830,070, 0%(pV)) + (9, (00, 931), ;).
Therefore,
(A41u,V) = (040-U,0,0_V) + (049U, 0,07 U)
whenevelu andv satisfy the boundary conditions
3% (pV)lam = 0
01 (00:0-U)|gm = 0% (00+05U)lam = 0~ (007,.0+0-U)lsm = O

This fact implies that the BVP is self-adjoint. Like the pf@bove, we choose the
basis{w;}. Write f(s) = Wy AB1+Wa A B2 + (W1 AW — > Woi_1Wyi)B3. Here again,
i>1

wi’s are primitve forms containing neith&r, nor w, and are functions o$. The
equation

T(As)(€ +iwids)f(s) = 0



22 LI-SHENG TSENG AND LIHAN WANG

then implies thag;(s) = 8i(0) expc;s) for some positive constant. Let B1(n) =

9 (p¢). Bon) = 9 (00+9-n), then

o (Ba)(¢ +iw1d5)n(0) = 0= p1(0) = 0,33(0) = 0

o (B2) (¢ + iw1ds)n(0) = 0 = iw, (67(8:0-)(€)n — 0(8+0-)(W1)n") Is=0 = 0 = B5(0) = 0.

Thereforef(s) = 0 for anys, and thus, the ellipticity of this BVP follows. O
The ellipticity of (4.4) yields the following.

Corollary 4.16. The spacéﬂjml+ is finite-dimensional and smooth. And there is
the decomposition

L?P" = PHY, \, ®@ 0“0, HPY,_ @ H'P".
Moreover, the spacé” 9;H¥P}, _is closed in the E-topology.
Proof. By Green'’s formula, it is not hard to see that
0= (0+0-U,0,0_V) + (0+0U,0,0,V) = (U, A+1V)
whereu € PH] \ andv € P" satisfies the boundary conditions in BVP _{4.4).

Then Corollary 4.P implies thatbelongs to the kernel of the BVP(4.4). Since the
kernel of BVP [4.4) is a subset &fH" obviously, PH" is the kernel, and

++,N ++,N;

then finite-dimensional and smooth, b’y+Lerr1@ 4.1.
For anyn € L2P", let 1 be its projection tdPH"

N By Lemma[4.1, there
exists a unique € H*P" that solves[(4]4) withy =  — 1. Therefore, we obtain
n=n1+0.0:(0+0-¢) + 0+(9,0:0.9)
withn, € PHY, \ andd,d-¢ € H?P}, . Moreover, the >-closedness af* 9 HP},
is guaranteed by this decomposition. O
Consider another BVP which is also elliptic and self-adjokor ¢, € P"
Arsp=yonM
0_(pg) = 0onoM
0+(0d-¢) = 0onoM
91 (00+0.¢) = 0onoM
04(0070,0,¢) = 0onoM.
By similar argument as above, the ellipticity of this BVP ilep the following:

Corollary 4.17. The space P{ﬂ+’D+_ is finite-dimensional and smooth. And there
is the decomposition

2 % ok -1
L?P" = PH}, , @©0 0 HP" @ . HPY.
Moreover, the spacé, H#p ! is closed in the E-topology.

And similar to arguments given for the case/of, two proceeding corollaries
above together imply the following decomposition and castgthe proof of this
theorem.

L?P" = PH], ® 9"0;HP) @0, HPL ™
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5. SYMPLECTIC COHOMOLOGY

In this section, we apply the results obtained in the previsection to study
certain cohomologies on compact symplectic manifolds Wwihndary. Through
the isomorphisms we build between cohomologies and haorfaids, we can
demonstrate the finiteness of these symplectic cohomaoghMoreover, these
isomorphism imply that the dimensions of spaces of harmfieids with certain
boundary conditions are indeed symplectic invariants.

5.1. Primitive cohomologies. Recall the symplectic elliptic complex of Section
2:

04 0+ 0+

[7) [7)
0 PO Pl + . + Pn—l — 5, pn
Jr('hz'),
- 0- - - 0-
0 PO Pl . Pn—l ——  pn

Tseng and Yau studied the cohomologies of this complex_ih [Bich we shall
write as follows:

kero
PHX@8,) = ﬁ fork <n,
o
kerd, o_ |pn
PHIG.) = S5
+
kerd_ |pn
n —
PHY(0-) = imd.o_ |’
kero_
PHK.) = 1O 1P oy cn,
im 0_ |+t

Through the Hodge decompositions, we find the following prips of these co-
homologies on manifolds with boundary.

Theorem 5.1. Let (M, w) be a compact symplectic manifold with a smooth bound-
ary. Let(w, J, g) be a compatible triple on M. Then there are isomorphisms:

PHX0,) = PHY , PHXG.) = PH¥
PH"(d,) = PHT, . PH"(0_) = PH"_

Proof. Consider the decomposition
P“= PHY ®0.Ptea; Pt
For anyn € kerd,|p«, we have :
n=Kkn, +9:a+ 0.8

with ky, € PHX @ € P“"Iandg € Pyf™. Then the map

PH (04) = PH )51 [1] = kn,
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is well-defined and isomorphic. This is because that forraakerd, , the decom-
position above yields an unigue expression:

n=0.a+Ky,.
This is an easy conclusion of the Green’s formula. SimiJdaHg decompositions
P = PH @9 P @9 P!
P" = PHY, \, ® 0P ® 00, Py
P"=PH" \, ®d.0_P"@d Py"

imply the other isomorphisms of this theorem. O

This theorem does not only tell us the finiteness of theseifvecohomolo-
gies, but also imply that the dimensions of the spaces of baitfields appearing
here can be regarded as symplectic invariants. For the spdidermonic fields
with other boundary conditions, we also find isomorphisntsvben them and co-
homologies. We consider the dual complex:

o o3 o o3 o
0 —— PO Pl — ... prl * pn
T()f(’)’;
o or o or o
0 PO pl Pl —— PN,

Denote the corresponding cohomologies of this dual comipjeRHK(9* ) for the
upper level andPHK(9*) for the lower level, withk < n. Then the following
isomorphisms hold.

Theorem 5.2. With the assumption as above, we have the following isonsnsh

PHY(7) = PHY  , PHY(0") = PH¥
PH"(9%) = PH PH"(0") = PH"_; .

++,D4

For spaces of harmonic fields appearing in this theoremy, theiensions are
also symplectic invariants. This is because the followsaiorphisms induced by
the operator7:

K~ k K~ k
PH  p, = PH  \ . PH p = PH .
; = I:)7—{£]+,D+J I:)7_{Jrr]+,NJr = I:)7—{£1+,D,'

++,D4—

Moreover, the operatqf reduce the isomorphisms between these symplectic co-
homologies and the dual cohomologies:

PHX(9,) = PHX(@"), PHX(9%) = PHX(A_).

fork < n.
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5.2. Relative symplectic cohomologiesLike the de Rham case, we can talk about
relative symplectic cohomologies by posing suitable bampatonditions on the
primitive complex above. In fact, we obtain:

0+ 0+ 04 04 0+

0 1 n-1 n
0 PD+ PD+ PD+ — Pg
[o.0-
0_ 0- - - o0_
0 1 . n-1 n
0 P Po. Po. Po.

with P§ = {n € P"| 0_(pd.+0-1)lam) = 0}. This complex is well-defined, since
04 preserved the boundary conditiin. andd_ preserved_. The corresponding
cohomology of this complex is denoted BHX(d.., D.) for the upper level and
PHX(4_, D_) for the lower level, fokk < n. The usual boundary conditions like the
Dirichlet or Neumann, do not yield relative cohomologieghis case since they
are not preserved by the operators in this complex.

By using the decompositions we obtained, these relativeroologies are also
isomorphic to spaces of harmonic fields with certain boundanditions.

Theorem 5.3. Given the same assumption as above, we have the following iso
morphisms for k n,

PH(0,,D,) = PH¥, , PH(0_,D_) = PH¥

Proof. The argument is similar to the one above. Let us point out do®hposi-
tions that imply the corresponding isomorphisms. The deuasition

P“=PHE @0, PS5 ed, P,
implies the isomorphism
PH(0,,D,) > PHE :[n] - A

The decompositioP* = PHK & d_P&1 @ 9* P! yields the other isomorphism.
O

Remark 5.4. Notice that the same argument does not give an isomorphism be

tween PH(d,,D,) and P7{2+’D+_. In fact, employing the decomposition

P"=PH}, p, ®0-0;P"®d.P5}

will give a surjective map from PHd,, D, ) to PW2+,D+,- The other decomposi-
tions do not work in this case. The main obstruction is thattibundary condition
PR is much weaker than D. In fact, for the case of PHd,, D_), no such well-

defined map can be found through the decompositions we eldtain

We can also consider the dual of the complex above:
bX o o o

u or
0 PO PL e vt —— pn

«
o

0 po &

ax ax

1 .
PN, N,
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with PR = {5 € pN | 9*9%n € N,}. The corresponding cohomologies are denoted
by PHX(%,N,) and PHX(#*,N_) for k < n. Then the operatoff induces the
following isomorphisms:

J : PHY@7, Ny) » PHYG_,D_), [n] - [J7],
J : PHY 07, N_) = PH(0,, D.), [n] — [97].

Combining the isomorphisms above, we obtain the followihgracterization of
these cohomologies

PH(@7,N,) = PHY  , PHX0_,N_) = PH¥
fork < n.

6. BOUNDARY VALUE PROBLEMS

Another application of the Hodge theory in the boundary ¢ase solve bound-
ary value problems. We shall begin with Poincaré lemmas.

6.1. Poincaré lemmas.

Lemma 6.1 (Poincaré lemma fo,). Given(M?",w) as a compact symplectic
manifold with smooth boundary, &b, J, g) be a compatible triple on it. Fon €
Pk, is d,-exact, i.e. there exists a solutigne P! of the equation

0+¢=n
if and only ifn obeys the integrability conditions:
e whenk<n
d.n = 0and(y, 1) = 0 for any A € PH¥ .
e whenk=n

9,+0_n=0and(n, 1) =0 1€ PH], \ .
Proof. Consider the Hodge decompositions:
PX= PHY\ @0, Pt @a P, k<n
P" = PH}, \, ®0°0;Py,_®0.P" %
For anyn € PXwith k < n, it is obvious that satisfies the integrability conditions

whenn = d,¢. Conversely, assumgsatisfies the integrability conditions. By the
decompositions above, there exist PHX N @€ Pl andp e P,‘ij:l such that

n=A+0d.,a+0d.B.
Then
which implies tha®* B = 0. Moreover, the integrability conditiom(1) = 0 im-
plies thatt = 0 since §, 1) = (1, 1). Thereforen = d,«a. Similar argument works

for the cas& = n using the decomposition & above.
m|
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Similarly, we obtain the Poincaré lemmas for the othéliedéntial operators.

Lemma 6.2 (Poincaré lemma fo#*). For k < n,n € PXis d* exact, i.e. there
exists a solution € P! of the equation

9,9 =n
if and only ifn obeys the integrability conditions:
d5n=0and(y, 1) = 0 for anyd € PHY, .

Lemma 6.3 (Poincaré lemma fod_). For k < n,n € PXis d_ exact, i.e. there
exists a solution € P¥*1 of the equation

0-¢=n
if and only ifn obeys the integrability conditions:
d-n = 0and(y, 1) = 0 for any A € PHX .

Lemma 6.4(Poincaré lemma faf*). A formn € PXisisd* exact, i.e. there exists
a solutiong € P<1 of the equation

O p=n
if and only ifn obeys the integrability conditions:
e when k< n

d%n = 0and(y, 2) = 0 for anyd € PH¥ , .
e whenk=n
99 n=0and(n,1) =0 1€ PH"_,
For second order fferential operators, we get following results.

Lemma 6.5 (Poincaré lemma foé* 97 andd.d-). A formn e P"is 9797 exact,
i.e. there exists a solutiop € P" of the equation

99,9 =n
if and only ifn obeys the integrability conditions:
din =0and(n, 1) = 0 foranyd € PHY, . .
Aformn € P"is 9,0_ exact, i.e. there exists a solutigne P" of the equation
0+0-¢=n
if and only ifn obeys the integrability conditions:

d-n=0and(n,2) =0 foranyd e PH"_,, .
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6.2. Harmonic fields and Boundary Value Problems. Besides these Poincaré
lemmas, there are various BVPs in the symplectic case tmabeasolved by ap-
plying the Hodge decompositions. Here, we consider somesBk&t are related
to the existence of harmonic fields. In fact, we will use tHB@8®s to show that the
spaces of harmonic fields are infinite-dimensional withautritiary conditions.

Theorem 6.6. For € PX there exists a solutiop € Pk1of the boundary value
problem
0+¢ =non M andd. (p¢) = 0+ (pX) ondM

with x e P¥"1 if and only ify and x obey the integrability conditions:
e whenk<n

8,7 = Oand(y, ) = f (04(0%). 1)
oM

for any 1 € PHK.
e whenk=n

0,01 =0and(1.) = [ @00
oM
foranyd € PHY,.
Moreover, the solutio® can be chosen to satisfij ¢ = 0.
Proof. Giveny € PKandx € P¥1, if there existsp € P<1 such that
0+¢ =n onM and 9, (o¢) = 0+ (0X) ondM,

it is obvious to see thap satisfies the integrability conditions. Now assume
satisfies the integrability conditions. Whkrt n, there is the decompaosition

P“= PH! @0, PS oo PL
That is, there exist smooth formise PHK, « € P'B:l andg e P'Iﬁltl such that
n=A+0d.,a+d.B.
The integrability conditiord,n = 0 implies tha®, 0% = 0. It then follows that
0= (9:9:5.5) = (93.9:P).
Thend;p = 0 andn = A + d,«. In fact, we can choosg to be primitive such that
0+ (oY) = d+(px) on M andaiy = 0. By the decomposition above, tet="0.y
and we get
fi=A+0.a

with 1 € PHY andd € PS™. Now let¢ = a +y — & and there is

dp=n+1-2,

9+ (09) lam = X.

Since (-1, 1) = (8+¢—n. ) = 0 for anyu € PH¥, it follows thatrf,—nn € PHSL,
Thusnh —nn = 0 andg is the solution for this boundary value problem. Via Hodge
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decompositionsy anda’ can be chosen to i -closed. Therefore, so i Similar
argument works for the case bt n using the following decomposition:
3 ¥ —1
P" = PHY, @a_6+P’,1,+7 619<9+PE)+ .
m|

Theorem 6.7. On a compact symplectic manifatf, w, J, g) with smooth bound-
ary, the space #(X is infinite-dimensional fo < k < n.

Proof. Fork < n, define the map
B: PHYX — QYm 1 i — 04 (om)lam.

From the definition of boundary condition,, we see thaty € D, if and only
if B(p) = 0. Therefore the kernel of this map is exaclﬂyﬂf’D+ which is finite-
dimensional.

We claim that the majB is surjective to the spad®, (09, P*1)|sm. That is, for
anyy € 8, Pk, there is am € PHX such that

d,m=0,0;n=0,0onM
From Theorem 616, such arexists as long as

0=f (0+(oy), 1)
oM

for any 1 € PH**! whenk + 1 < n, or 1 € PH?,. Sincey = d,u, there is
0=(0:¢,1) = ?M<6+(pw),/l>.

Since the kernel is finite-dimensional, amdpa+Pk‘1)|aM is infinite-dimensional,
P is infinite-dimensional.
O

We can also consider a similar BVP involviag and get the following result.

Theorem 6.8.For € PKwith k < n, there exits a solution € P<*1of the boundary
value problem

d%¢ =n on M andd’ (op) = 9’ (0X) onoM
with x € PKif and only if

01 = Oand(r.) = | (@19,
for any 1 € PHK. Moreover,s can be chosen to satisfy that

0+¢ =0whenk+ 1<n; d,0_¢ =0, whenk+1=n.

Through similar arguments like above, this theorem impiied PH", is also
infinite-dimensional. Moreover the conjugate relationglynthe infiniteness of
PHX andPH"_ from that of PHX andPH?", , respectively.
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7. DiscussioN

In this paper, we have investigated some natural boundargtittons that arise
from the perspective of symplectic Laplacians. Perhapsaslly noteworthy are
two, D, andD_, whose conditions on the boundary are dependent only oiythe s
plectic structurev. Here, we will briefly discuss in more details tBe boundary
condition and mention some of its relation with the standandthlet boundary
condition (D). As have already been noted, fiatential form that satisfie® au-
tomatically satisfie®,, asD, is generally a weaker boundary condition tHan
This can be most easily seen in the projection operationt#tkats a dierential
form of degreek < n to its primitive componentr : QK — PX, Adding boundary
conditions, we have fdk < n

.k k
ﬂ.QD—>PD+.

From a diferent perspective, we know that the Dirichlet boundary @adfor
forms geometrically imposes the vanishing of a form when-patked to the
boundary. In the case @., using the association of primitive forms with dual
co-isotropic spaces as discussedlinl [14], the geometngtiont should be that
the pullback of a primitivek-form is not necessariliy zero, but is zero on any co-
isotropic subspaces of co-dimensioon the boundary.

The above property of projection linkirig andD, can further be used to study
relations between the relative primitive cohomologies #ralrelative de Rham
cohomologies through the Lefschetz maps as discussed]in\\brecall that the
Lefschetz map of degreeis a map between the de Rham cohomolbtiyd) by
the Lefschetz operator:

L HY(d) > H™ (), [n] = [* A,
This map can be restricted to de Rham elements satisfyinQitiehlet boundary
conditions:
L" : H"™"(d, D) — H™'(d, D).
Following similar exact sequence type arguments as in [d@],can obtain the

following relations between certain relative primitve oafologies and relative de
Rham cohomologies, i.¢1*(d, D), via Lefschetz maps.

Proposition 7.1. For k < n, we have the isomorphism
PHX(8,, D.) = ker[L : H**(d, D) - H**'(d, D)]
@ cokerlL : H*?(d, D) - H¥(d, D)].

One can ask whether this type of relations may extend to thekca n and for
PHX(4_, D_). Interestingly, the same line of reasoning seems to break @xactly
in the middle fo the symplectic elliptic complex of Sectior2 5We believe this is
somehow related to the lack of an isomorphism Fai"(0,, D,) as commented

upon in Remark 5.4. In a sense, théidulty can be pinpointed to the presence of
the second-order filerential operatod,.d_ in the middle of the elliptic complex.
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In fact, the boundary conditions we have discussed in thiephave all been
local in nature. The failure of finding an isomorphism fiH"(d.,D,) is an in-
direct indication that the symplectic complex can not bip#dl with local bound-
ary conditions on manifolds with boundary. This sugges&t tine should con-
sider global boundary conditions of Atiyah-Patodi-Singgre [1] for this com-
plex. Such should lead to affirent type of symplectic invariant which we will
discuss in a follow up paper.

APPENDIX A. GAFENEY INEQUALITIES

In this appendix, we consider the fi@ey inequality for the second-order sym-
plectic LaplaciansA, andA_.

Recall first the standard @aey inequality [[8] forAq4 in the Riemannian case,
which will imply a G&tney inequality forAga on symplectic manifolds. Let\, g)
be a compact Riemannian manifold and define the Dirichlegnat forA as

Da(n, ) = (dn, d¢) + (d"n, d"¢).

Theorem A.1(Gafney inequality forA). Given a compact Riemannian manifold
(M, g) with smooth boundargM, there exists a constant C depending only on g
such that

Da((7.m) + llnllg = Clinlf3
for anyn € HXQK satisfying the Dirichlet boundary condition or Neumann bdu
ary condition.

Here,|Inllo and||n||; denote the.>~norm andH'—norm, respectively. For details
of the inequality, seé [7]. Now consider a compact sympteatknifold (M, w) with
a compatible almost complex structukeand a compatible Riemannian metgc
Define the Dirichlet integraDga for Aga as:

Der (7, 4) = (d*n, d*g) + (d*n, d*9).
Then it is easy to see th8y(n, ) = Da((In, T¢) which is implied by the con-
jugate relations. Then we get the following fBey inequality forDya.

Corollary A.2 (Gaftnhey inequality folD g ). Given(M, w) as a compact symplectic
manifold, let(w, J, g) be a compatible triple on it. When M has smooth boundary,
there exists a constant C depending onlyenJ, g) such that

Dan (7, m) + IInll§ > Clinll3
for anyn € H1QX satisfying the boundary condition JD or JN.

Now let (M, w) be a compact symplectic manifold with smooth boundary and a
compatible triple ¢, 7, g).

Definition A.3. For A,, andA_, we call the following bilinear forms their Dirichlet
integrals, respectively:

Do, (7.m) = (041, 041m) + (01n, 0m),
Da_(m,n) = (0-n,0-n) + (0-n, dn).
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Remark A.4. By a Dirichlet integral for a Laplacian, we mean a bilinearriio
whose kernel is the same as that of the Laplacian, restrittiatiferential forms
with compact support. It is unique when the Laplacian is cbsd order.

Theorem A.5 (Gaffhey's inequalities forA, andA_). Let (M, w) be a compact
symplectic manifold with smooth boundary and a compatilghet(w, 7, g). Then
there exists a constant € 0, depending only ofw, 7, g), such that

Da. (7, 7) + Inli§ = Climll,
Da_(,7) + lInll§ = Climliy
for anyn € PX with k < n satisfying the boundary condition D or JD.
To simplify the calculations, we introduce the Dirichletdgral D, for A’ :
Day (7. ¢) = (0"1.0"¢) + (3”1, 0" ¢).
For anyn € PX it is easy to see that

2h-k +1 , ,
9°n,0°n).
e G L)
Therefore, the Giney inequality will hold forDy_ if it is true for D, . An ad-

vantage to usin@), is that it relates tdy, via the conjugate relatio(y_(n, n) =

Do, (I, In).
In order to prove Theorefm A.5, we first recall the followingniea from [5].

Ds_(n,1) = mDa’_ (m.m) + (

Lemma A.6. Let(M, g) be a compact Riemannian manifold with boundary &nd
denote the Levi-Civita connection. Then, for a;nng,

(Vn,Vn) = Da((7.m) + (R(m), 1) + BT(n).

Here, R denotes a curvature operator and B;) is an integral alongdM which
satisfies

BT(n) = (S(m),mom ifneD,
=(T@m),mom ifneN.

Here S and T are the curvature operators al@gig and only depend on the second
fundamental form.

In regards to the inner product between forms, the followpngperty can be
easily shown to hold:
Lemma A.7. Lety = L'Bs and¢ = LPBy with Bs and B, as primitive forms.
Assume k= 2r + s= 2p+q. Thern, ¢) = 0ifr # p. Here(, ) is the inner product
induced by metric g.

It is useful to introduce

1
D3(n.7) = Da(.1) = ——— Dar (.1)
1
= Daln.n) = —— —DalTn. In).

for anyn e Q< with k < n. Itis related taD,, andDy as follows:
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Lemma A.8. For anyn € PX with k < n, there are

l * *
Dy, (1,11) = Da(n. ) + ——— (@*"n,d*"n)
Do: (n,1) = Do, (I, In)
1
= Da(Tn. Jn) + —— — (dn, dn).

Proof. Sinced, = d — LH™19” on PX, LemmdZA.Y implies

1 ’ ’ k
(041, 0+m) = (dn, dy) - m(a_ﬂ, d_n), foranyn e P

Therefore,
Dy, (m.m) = (0+n,0+n) + (051, 1)
1 4 / * £
= (dy. dn) — —— (@ n."n) + (d"n.d"n)
_ _ A A Ak A A Ax
= Da(1,) - =— 7 (@, d"n) + (@™, &) + — — (@0, d*n)
_ 1 1 A A
= Da(7.1) = =7 Pan (. m) + ———=(d™"n. d™n),
having used in the third line the relatiéh = —d* on PX. The conjugate relation
Dy (7,m) = Dy, (In, In) implies the result foD,_. O

The following is the key lemma for proving @aey’s inequalities for second-
order symplectic Laplacians.

Lemma A.9. There exists a constant C depending only@nJ, g) such that

D30z, 1) + Il = Clinll3

for anyn € QX with k < n satisfying the following boundary condition labelled by
B;:
B - neDorneN,
L {n e JDory e JN.

Proof. Substitute first the following equality from Lemrha A.6 irly, we find
(Vn, Vi) = Da(n,m) + (R(n), ) + BT ().

Further,
1 1
Vi, Vi) = ——— (VI . VJ 1) = Dl n) = ——— Da(T 0. Tn)
1 1
+ (R@).m) + BT () — —— — RIm. Tn) - —— —BT(In)

for anyn € PK. We define the teriE T such that :
(VIn,VvIn) = (Vn,Vn) + ET.
In fact, ET is an integral only involvingy| and|;||Vy| and we obtain
IETI < C(e)linllo + €llVrllo
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with a constan€C(e) depending only ond, 7, g). Next, we derive
n-k 1

1V V1) = Da(n.m) + (R(n), ) = ———= (R(T ), I)

1 1

We need to estimate the right hand side of the above equdtionthe curvature
terms, the compactness f implies that

I(Rn, m)I < lInllo [IR7llo < Cxlinllo-
Here,Cg is given by the operator norm @& € End/A*). Moreover

I(RIn, In)l < CrllTnllo = Crllnllo.
For the boundary terms, from Lemima A.6, we know that

BT(m) = (S(m).mom if n €D,
= (T(m),mom if n € N.
Here, the operatorS andT depend only on the second fundamental forndf.
By compactness, the second fundamental form is boundéd/orT herefore,
1(S@). M| < Il z@mlISELz@my < Cslmllzmy
I(T (), )l < mllz@amyISEILzomy < CslinllLzomy-
We apply Ehrling’s inequality and get the estimate
171 250y < €lmlF + Celiml5,
Therefore
o IBT(7)l < €llnli? + Csllnllz whenp e Dorn € N;
e [BT(Un)l < EIIJnllf + CS,EHJU”%
< €(lInli? + Clinli3) + Cselmliz whengn € D or 7 € N. HereC; is a
constant depending only on the derivativeof
Thus, whem - k > 0, we obtain

C(Vn. Vi) < (D@ m) + Iiml3)
for anyn e P¥satisfying both of the following boundary conditions:
neDorpeN,
{jneijheN
These boundary conditions are equivalent to the following:

neDorpeN,
{neJDmneJN

Bi:

Sincelinll = (Vn, V), we get

Clinll3 < (Da(n, m) + Inll3)

for anyn e P satisfying the boundary conditids,. Here, the constar@ depends
only on @, J, 9). O
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Proof of Ggfney’s inequality forA, andA_. For anyy € PKwith k < n, there is

— 1 A Ax
Do, (1.1) = Do, m) + —— — (d™"n, d™n)

> Dy(n, ).
Since
neD=neJN,neJD=neN,

n satisfies the boundary conditidsy in LemmalA.9 above when it satisfies the
boundary conditiorD or JD. Gafney’s inequality forA, thus follows. The case
for Dy_ is an immediate consequence of the casBQfby conjugation. O
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