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EQUIVALENCE OF NEIGHBORHOODS OF EMBEDDED COMPACT
COMPLEX MANIFOLDS AND HIGHER CODIMENSION FOLIATIONS

XIANGHONG GONG' AND LAURENT STOLOVITCHT?

ABSTRACT. We consider an embedded n-dimensional compact complex manifold in n + d
dimensional complex manifolds. We are interested in the holomorphic classification of
neighborhoods as part of Grauert’s formal principle program. We will give conditions
ensuring that a neighborhood of C,, in M, 14 is biholomorphic to a neighborhood of the
zero section of its normal bundle. This extends Arnold’s result about neighborhoods of
a complex torus in a surface. We also prove the existence of a holomorphic foliation in
M, +q4 having C), as a compact leaf, extending Ueda’s theory to the high codimension case.
Both problems appear as a kind linearization problem involving small divisors condition
arising from solutions to their cohomological equations.
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1. INTRODUCTION

We are interested in the classification of the germs of neighborhood of an embedded
compact complex manifold C' in a complex manifold M. Here two germs (M,C) and
(M ,C') are holomorphically equivalent if there is a biholomorphic mapping F' fixing C
pointwise and sending a neighborhood V' of C' in M into a neighborhood V of C' in M.
These considerations can be useful to extend holomorphic objects such as cohomology
classes of holomorphic sections of bundles over C' or functions on C' to a neighborhood
of C'in M. Indeed, it might be that such an extension problem is much easy to solve
on an equivalent neighborhood. We are also interested in the existence of a non-singular
holomorphic foliation of the germ of neighborhood of C' in a complex manifold having C'
as a compact leaf. We refer to it as a “horizontal foliation”.

A neighborhood V' of an embedded complex manifold C,, in M, 4 has local holomor-
phic charts (h;,v;) = ®; mapping V; onto ‘7] in C""? with n = dimC. Here uv; is a
neighborhood of C' and U; := V; N C' is defined by v; = 0. The above-mentioned classifi-
cation of the germs of neighborhoods of C' is then the classification of transition functions
Dy = (I>k®j_1 under holomorphic conjugacy F, '®,;F;. To such an embedding, one can
associate the normal bundle N¢(M) of C' in M, which has the transition matrices gi;(p),
p € Uy, NU;. To this embedding one can associate another natural embedding, namely
the embedding of C as the zero section of Ng(M). Under a mild assumption, this last
embedding (N¢(M),C) naturally serves as a first order approximation of (M,C). Let
@; = ®;ly, and let pp; = <pkg0;1 be the transition functions of C'. To have a neighborhood
of C'in M equivalent to a neighborhood of the zero section in N¢ (M) is equivalent to
seeking Fj such that ®; = Fy '@, F; are of the form Ni;(hj,v;) = (@i, (hy), t;(h;)v;)
with t;(h;) = gi;, the latter being regarded as the transition functions of a neighborhood
of the zero section of Ng(M). We call this process a “full linearization” of the neigh-
borhood. The above-mentioned “horizontal foliation” will be obtained as a consequence
of a “vertical linearization” of the neighborhood which amounts to seeking Fj such that
Dpj = (prj(hy) + 0% (hy,v5), ti (hy)vy).

Without even considering holomorphic equivalence problem, it is known that there are
formal obstructions to linearizing [15,32] or to linearizing vertically [40] a neighborhood; see
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section 2. Part of the Grauert formal principle [5,12,17,27] is to seek geometry conditions
that ensure a holomorphic linearization when the formal obstructions are absent. In this
paper, we will obtain linearizations of a neighborhood of an embedded compact complex
manifold C,, at the absence of formal obstructions under small divisor conditions in the
form of bounds of solutions of cohomology equations involving all symmetric powers of N¢,
the dual of the normal bundle N of C), in M, 4. Because of the very nonlinear nature
of the problem, we need to work with a family of nested domains on which we solve and
eventually bound the solutions of 1-cohomological equations. Indeed, we are naturally led
to consider shrinking of the domains as we need to get estimates of derivatives of sections
(by Cauchy estimates for instance). To be more precise, assume that a 1-cocycle f with
value in the sheaf of sections of holomorphic bundle (involving symmetric power S™N
for some m > 2) on C vanishes in the 1st cohomology group over a covering W. Then
there is a 0O-cochain w over W such that dw = f. Nevertheless, we need to prove the
existence of a (possibly different) solution u satisfying the linear equation du = f and a
“linear” estimate of the form |ullyy < K||f|w (the norm is either L? or the sup-norm).
Because of the nonlinear nature of our problem, we need to solve the linear equation
iteratively and estimate solutions of the form ou,, = F,,,(fo, ..., fm, U2, .-, Um_1), m > 2.
Here F,,(f2, ..., fmn, U2, ..., Up_1) is a nonlinear function and vanishes in a first cohomology
group. Therefore the bound K, depending on m, will compound, which leads to a problem
on non-linear estimates. Here come some of the main issues : we need that, at the limit,
the sequence of nested domains, over which the solutions are estimated iteratively, remains
to cover the manifold. And we need to control the growth of the bound K with respect
to m, that gives rise to the so-called small divisors condition. Therefore, the existence of
any bound K for linear solutions u without shrinking the covering W is a basic question.
The latter was solved affirmatively by Kodaira-Spencer [25, eq. (9), p. 499] for the case of
line bundles for a general covering. For higher rank vector bundles, we provide a positive
solution in the following result :

Proposition 1.1. Let C' be a compact complex manifold. There exists a family of coverings
U= {Ur}, r. <r <r*, of C such that for any holomorphic vector bundle E over C,
and each f € CY U™, E), the space of 1-cochains on U" of holomorphic sections with
values in E, satisfying f = dug for some ug € CO(U™, E), there exist u € CO(U" | E) and
v € COU™ | E) such that Su = f and dv = f, and

(1.1) |l < K(E)|f],

D(E)

1.2 Vlprr < - 7 -
( ) | | — (7,,/ _ 7,,//)7— |f|
Here r',r" are any numbers satisfying r. <" <r" <7 <r*andr" —r" <r* =7, and
7, K(E), D(E) are independent of v',r".

Here, we have used the sup-norm (or L?norm) of cochains of holomorphic sections of
bundles (see section A.2 for specific notations). We do not know if K(F) and D(FE) are
comparable when they are applied to the symmetric powers of N{ except when N¢ is
unitary. Hormander [19,33] obtained solutions with bounds for cohomology groups with
respect to the 0 operator acting on the sheaf of (p, ¢)-forms with L? coefficients on C™.
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The estimate (1.2) was proved by Donin [8] for a special family of coverings by the L?
theory. He also raised the question if estimate (1.1) exists, i.e. the basic question mentioned
above. Proposition 1.1 gives us a more flexible kind of results and ultimately an estimate
that holds without any shrinking for higher rank vector bundles via the above mentioned
nested coverings. We also use the L?-theory. We first obtain (1.2) by Theorem A.9. Then
(1.1) is obtained by Lemma A.2. The constant K (F) is defined for the kind of bundles
we need in Definition A.5. This is summarized in Theorem A.12. The main results of this
paper are based on the existence of nested finite coverings proved in subsection A.5.

Proposition 1.1 will be a useful tool in this paper. We now formulate our main results.
We say that Te M = TM|q splits if Te M = TC' @ N¢ holomorphically. For instance, T E
splits for any holomorphic vector bundle FE over C. Here and in the sequel, we identify
C with the zero section of . We say that N is flat if the transition matrices of N are
locally constant. We say that N¢ is unitary if its transition matrices are unitary. Note that
the maximum principle implies that a unitary N¢ is flat. We have the following “vertical
linearization” result:

Theorem 1.2. Let C, be a compact submanifold of M, 4 with splitting Te M and unitary
N¢. Letng =1 and
Nm = K(NC®Sm(NE)) max Nmy = Ty s

mi+---+mpt+s=m

where the mazimum is taken in 1 < m; < m for all i and s € N. Assume that there are
positive constants L, Lo such that

N < LoL™, m=1,2....

Assume that H°(C, No ® S*(Ng)) = 0 for all ¢ > 1 . Assume that either H'(U, No ®
SYNE)) = 0 for all £ > 1 or a neighborhood of C' is formally vertically linearizable by a
formal holomorphic mapping that is tangent to the identity and preserves the splitting of
TcM. Then the embedding is actually holomorphically vertically linearizable.

When C'is a compact holomorphic curve embedded in a complex surface M with a uni-
tary normal bundle N, the above vertical linearization is one of main results in Ueda [40]
where H(C, No ® S*(Ng)) = 0 for all £ > 1 follows from his small-divisor condition. This
has been generalized by T. Koike in higher codimension case under a strong assumption
that N¢ is a direct sum of unitary line bundles [26]. The Ueda theory for codimension-one
foliations has also been extended by Claudon-Loray-Pereira-Touzet [6] and Loray-Thom-
Touzet [29]. We remark that Theorem 1.2 via the flatness of N¢ ensures the existence of a
“horizontal” foliation :

Corollary 1.3. Under assumptions of Theorem 1.2, there exists a neighborhood of C,, in
M, q that admits an n-dimensional smooth holomorphic foliation having C,, as a leaf.

The following results can been understood in the context of the Grauert formal princi-
ple for rigidity: If (M, C) is formal equivalent to (N¢, C), then they are holomorphically
equivalent under suitable assumptions. We first consider the unitary case.

Theorem 1.4. Let C,, be a compact submanifold of M, 4sN¢c s unitary. Let ng =1 and
M = max (K(Ne @ S™(N¢)), K(Te @ S™(NE)))  max 1y« 1,

mi+--+mp+s=m
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where the mazimum is taken in 1 < m; < m for all i and s € N. Assume that there are
positive constants L, Ly such that

(1.3) N < LoL™, m=1,2....

If Tc M splits and H*(U, Tc M @ SY(Ng)) = 0 for all £ > 1 or more generally if a neighbor-
hood of C' in M 1is linearizable by a formal holomorphic mapping which is tangent to the
identity and preserves the splitting of T M, then there exists a neighborhood of C' in M
which is holomorphically equivalent to a neighborhood of C (i.e the Oth section) in N¢ In
that case, we say that the embedding C — M is holomorphically linearizable.

More generally, the following result treats two more general cases.

Theorem 1.5. Let C,, be a compact submanifold of M, 4. Suppose that

log D, (2F+1
(1.4) S :% < +o00,
k>1

where D, (251) is defined by (5.27). Suppose that either H*(C,TC ® S*(Ng)) = 0 for all
(> 1, or N¢ is flat. Assume further that either To M splits and H (U, Tc M @ S*(Ng)) = 0
forall ¢ >1 or (M,C) and (N¢,C) are equivalent by a formal holomorphic mapping which
is tangent to the identity and preserves the splitting of Te M. Then (M,C) and (N¢,C)
are actually holomorphically equivalent.

The previous results can be seen as a “full linearization” results. Theorem 1.4 is proved
by using a majorant method while Theorem 1.5 is based on a Newton scheme. It is not
clear how to compare the two ”small divisors conditions” (1.3) and (1.4) althought the
counterparts in theory of dynamical systems are equivalent [4]. The formal principle holds
in the following cases: (a) negative N¢ in the sense of Grauert, by results of Grauert [12]
and Hironaka-Rossi [17]. In Grauert’s case, C,, has a system of strictly pseudoconvex neigh-
borhoods and consequently C,, is the only compact n-submanifold near C,,. In the same
spirit, Savelev proved that all neighborhoods of embeddings of P! in complex surfaces with
a unitary flat normal bundle are holomorphically equivalent [36]. (b) sufficiently positive
N¢ and dim C' > 2, by a result of Griffiths [15, Thm II (i)] showing that a neighborhood is
determined by a finite-order neighborhood. In other words, under this condition the holo-
morphic classification of neighborhoods is “finitely determined”. (¢) H'(C, Ng) = 0 and
the case that for each = € C there is 2’ € C such that the fiber of N¢ at x is generated by
global sections of N¢ vanishing at 2, by a result of Hirschowitz (see [18] for more general
results)!. (d) 1-positive Ng, by a result of Commichau-Grauert [7].

We should remark that the above “full linearization” result was obtained by Arnol’d when
C is an elliptic curve and M is a surface, where the vanishing of H%(X, Tc M ® S*M) follows
from the non vanishing of “small divisors” [2,3]. Ilyashenko and Pyartli [22] proved an
analogous result for special embeddings of the product flat tori under a strong assumption
that N¢ is a direct sum of flat line bundles. We emphasize that in our linearization
Theorem 1.5, for general compact manifolds C,,, we impose the vanishing of H*(X,Tc M ®

'Recently, Jun-Muk Hwang proved instances of Hirschowitz’s conjecture on the Formal Principle [21].
The authors thank Takeo Ohsawa for acknowledging this work.
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SEM ) for all integers ¢ > 2 whereas there is no restriction on H O when C is affine and Ng
is flat.
As a simple consequence, we have the following

Corollary 1.6. Under assumptions of Theorem 1.5 on C and M, any holomorphic section
of a holomorphic vector bundle E over C' extends to a holomorphic section of a holomorphic-
vector-bundle extension of E over a neighborhood of C' in M.

Corollary 1.7. Let C be a compact complex manifold. Let (M,C) be equivalent to (C x
C?, C) by a formal holomorphic mapping which is tangent to the identity and preserves
the splitting of Tc M. Suppose that the small-divisor condition in Theorem 1.5 is satisfied.
Then (M, C) is holomorphically equivalent to (C x C¢,C).

We now give an outline of the paper.

In section 2 we study the formal obstructions to the full linearization and vertical lin-
earization problems. The formal obstructions are known from work of Nirenberg-Spencer [32],
Griffiths [15], Morrow-Rossi [30], for the the full linearization problem and by Ueda [40]
(see also Neeman [31] and among others) for the vertical linearization problem. The ob-
structions are described in H(C, E @ S*Ng) for a natural vector bundle E that is either
TcM or Ne. 1In this paper we emphasize the role of H(C,TcM ® S*N{). In local dy-
namical systems, the elements in the analogous group appear as finite symmetries in the
Ecalle-Voronin theory [1] and centralizers for the linearizations [11]. The small divisors in
local dynamics emerge in the form of the bounds K(N¢ ® SNg) and D(TeM ® SYNG)
in Proposition 1.1. In work of Arnol’d [2] and Ueda [40], the vanishing condition of the
corresponding zero-th cohomology groups is not explicit; however it follows from their
small-divisor conditions.

In section 3, we prove Theorem 1.2 by using Ueda’s majorization method [40]. In our
case the majorization relies on an important tool of the (modified) Fischer norm which
is invariant under a unitary change of coordinates. The invariance allows us to overcome
the main difficulty in our majorization proof to deal with the transition functions of Ng
when they are unitary, but not necessarily diagonal. The (modified) Fischer norms have
also been useful in other convergence proofs [23,28,38]. In section 4, we also extend the
majorant method to the full linearization problem for the special case where N¢ is unitary.
In section 5, we obtain the full linearization in the general case by introducing a Newton
scheme, i.e. a rapid convergence scheme as in Brjuno’s work [4]; see also [35,39]. However,
we must cope with the domains of transition functions which are not so regular. These
domains, when carefully chosen, have nevertheless a disc structure. This allows us to obtain
a proof by using sup-norm estimates.

Finally, the paper contains an appendix which has interests in its own right. It has two
results, namely the existence of the two bounds stated in Proposition 1.1 and the existence
of nested coverings (see Definition A.1). The existence of bound K (F) was employed by
Ueda [40] through the complete system of Kodaira-Spencer [25] when dimC' = 1 and
codimy; C' = 1. We will prove Proposition 1.1 by using some techniques developed by
Donin [8]. Our proof also relies on a ”quantified” version of Grauert-Remmert finiteness
theorem [14]. The existence of bound D(E' ® S*E") was proved by Donin [8] for the so-
called “normal” coverings. We have used nested coverings in the proof of Proposition 1.1
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as well as the convergence proof in Theorem 1.5. We believe that the methods and tools
developed in this article will be useful for other kinds of problems.

2. FULL LINEARIZATIONS, HORIZONTAL FOLIATIONS, AND VERTICAL LINEARIZATIONS

In this section, we describe the problem of equivalence of a neighborhood of a complex
compact submanifold C' of M with a neighborhood of the zero section in the normal bundle
of C'in M as a “full” linearization problem of the transition functions of this neighborhood.
We also describe the existence of a holomorphic foliation of a neighborhood of C' having C
as a leave as a consequence of a wvertical linearization problem of the transition functions
of this neighborhood.

We will first describe the formal coordinate changes in terms of cohomological groups of
holomorphic sections of a suitable sequence of holomorphic vector bundles.

2.1. Transition functions. We recall basic facts on vector bundles, which we refer to
[16, Chap. 0, Sect. 5].

We first set up notation. If a vector space F has a basis e = {ej, ..., eq}, then a vector
v in E can be expressed as

Uzguelﬂ 52 (517"'7£d)t'

Here, we use the summation notation: e, stands for Zzzl §*e,. The £Ms are the coor-
dinates or components of v in the basis e.

We recall that a holomorphic vector bundle E over a complex manifold X is defined by
a projection 7: E — X and holomorphic trivializations ¥;: 7~1(D;) — D; x C" such that
each ¥;: 771(D;) — D,;xC" is a biholomorphism, and ¥;(E,) = {p} xC" for E, := 7 !(p).
Furthermore {D,} is an open covering of X and the maps ¥;; = \Ifkllfj_lz D,ND; x C" —
DN D; x C" satisty

(2.1) Ui, &) = (0, 9r5()E5)

where gy; are transition matrices which are holomorphic and invertible. Thus for &, ey, =
o
& €5y we have

(22) gl/j = ggj,ué}/? 6J7M = gllgj,uekﬂf’

(2.3) & = 9ri&sr er = (9,)'€s

They satisfy the cocycle conditions,

(2.4) 9kigik =1, on DyNDj;  grigij = grj, on DpND;ND,.

We also need to consider the dual bundle E*. Let e;f be the basis dual to e; so that

(€5 ,.(ej.)) is the identity matrix. Suppose (f'e} , = (iei , € E*. Corresponding to (2.3),
we have
(2.5) e = ki€ G = (91)'¢

Let us also express transition functions for various vector bundles in coordinate charts as
above. Let (), be a compact complex manifold embedded in complex manifold M, 4. We
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cover a neighborhood of C'in M by open sets V; so that we can choose coordinate charts
(zj,w;) on V; for M such that

Ui =CnV;:w; =0.
Then U = {U;} is a finite covering of C' by open sets on which the coordinate charts
2 = (2} 2") are defined. Let

(2.6) 2 = ori (7)) = oy (%)

be the transition function of C' on Uy; := Uy NU;. It is a biholomorphic mapping from
©;(Uy;) onto @i (Uy;) in C™. Then T'C has a basis

0
6]'7(1::@, ].SOZSTL
over U; and its transition matrices s;; have the form
0z
Zj UjﬂUk

Thus for n,‘j% = 77?% on U; N Uy, we have n = si;(z;)n;. As to the normal bundle N¢,

its transition matrices ¢

. Oowl .
rio(23) = W‘Uﬂw’“ on U; NUj, are for the basis

J

Thus for &§fj, = & fru, we have & = ty;(2;)§;. With notation (2.1), the transition
matrices of T'M | are then of the form

Skj lij
Okj = (SJ tZ) (z;) onU;NU

for some n x d matrices ;. Note that %b =0.

Throughout the paper, 74;(2;) are the transition matrices of N for the base dw;. Note
that

Ty = (tg)".
More specifically, if w} , := dw}|y, and (fw; , = (wy ,, then (2.5) becomes
(2.8) G = (tg ()¢ wiy =t (25)w].
We remark that the cocycle conditions (2.4) for No now takes the form
(2.9) thi(2)tik(ze) = 1d on U; N Uy, ty(25)te(20) = tie(ze) on U; N U, N U
We say that T'M splits on C| if there is a (non-canonical) decomposition
(2.10) TM|c=TC® Ng, Neg = Ng.

Equivalently, there exists a system of coordinate charts such that on C| the transitions
matrices of T'M|¢ are of the form

Sri 0
G = ( 16] tkj) (2j) on U; NUy.
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Throughout the paper, we assume that T'M splits on C' and we fix a splitting (2.10).
Then the change of bases of the normal bundle Ng has a simple form

In other words, 22| = 0.
c

i

0 0
2 = gpk](ZJ% 8—11]’]; = tjk,l/(zk)w7 on U] N Uk
J

In summary, for a neighborhood of the embedded manifold C' in M with splitting Tc M,
we can find a covering V = {V;}, with ®;(V;) = U; x W;, by open sets on M and coordinates
(zi,w;) defined on V;. We assume that U; := C'NV; is defined by {w; = 0}. A neighborhood

of C' will then be described by transition functions on V;; of the form
(2.11) o . = O (25, w;) = o (25) + O (25, w;),

. kq - v v
T = @z, w5) = e (z)w; + ¢py (25, w;).

Here, ¢Zj (resp. QSZ]-) are holomorphic functions of vanishing order > 2 along w; = 0:

(2.12) Ori(z5w;) = O(lwyl?), (25, w;) = O(Jwy]?).

That QSZ]- vanishes at order > 2 follows from the fact that T'M|¢ splits as TC' @ N¢ (see
above and [30, proposition 2.9]). Define

Nij(hj, v;) = (0r(25), tej (hy)vy).-

Our goals are to apply changes of coordinates to simplify QSZ]-, @i, or one of them, ac-
cording to the problem we study.

2.2. The equivalence of transition functions. The germ of neighborhood of an em-
bedded manifold is well-defined. For the formal normalization, we need to introduce (semi)
formal charts and formal neighborhoods of an embedded manifold in a (semi) formal man-
ifold.

Definition 2.1. We call M an (admissible and splitting) formal neighborhood of C' if there
are holomorphic coordinate charts ¢; on U; where {U;} is a covering of C' and there are
formal power series

(2, w;) = ;(p, w) = (;(p) + > D0
|Q|>2

where @, o are holomorphic functions in U; and each ¢; is an invertible holomorphic d x d
matrix on U;. Note that the formal transition functions <I>kj = <I>k<I>j_1 have the form

By (25, w5) = (pag (23)s tig (z)w) + ) Sujolz)uf, 2 € 0;(U; NUL).
Ql>1

(a) When all ®; are holomorphic, the formal neighborhood M is called the germ of a
(holomorphic) neighborhood of C.

(b) M is called a linear neighborhood of C' if additionally

(2.13) D (25, v5) = (i (2)), trj(25)v5)
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and each t;; is an invertible holomorphic matrix in U, N U;. The terminology is

meaningful since the ékj can be realized as the transition functions of a holomorphic
vector bundle over C'; namely the normal bundle of C' in M.

We are mainly interested in the classification of a neighborhood of C' for a given C.
Therefore, it is reasonable to assume that the local trivialization of C' are fixed. In other
words, ¢y, are fixed and we will only consider mappings sending a neighborhood of C' into
another neighborhood of C' that fix C' pointwise.

Definition 2.2. We shall say that N¢ is a flat (resp. unitary flat), if we can find constant
(resp. with values in group of unitary matrices U,) transition functions in a possibly refined
covering. If To M = (T'M)|¢ is holomorphically flat, or flat, i.e. in some coordinates both
transition functions No and T'C' are constant matrices, then by (2.7)
Pri(2;) = SkjZj + Crj
where s; are constant matrices and cj; are constant vectors. Then, the transition functions
of a neighborhood of the zero section of the normal bundle, ®;; as defined in (2.13) read
Arj (25, w5) = (8kj2j + Crjs tejw; )-
We will use the following notation: When N¢ is flat, we write its transition matrices

tri(2;) as tg;, indicating that they are independent of z;.

Definition 2.3. We shall say that a change of coordinates {F}} preserves the germ of a
neighborhood of the zero section of No with transition maps {Ny;} if each F} is biholo-
morphic and fixes v; = 0 pointwise and Fj,Ny; = Ni;Fj, in which case we say that {F;}
preserves {Ny;} for simplicity.

We further observe the following.

Lemma 2.4. Let M, M be two (admissible) neighborhoods of C, of which coordinate charts
are {®;},{®;}, respectively. Let Opj = ©p @7 and Opy = O ®; "

(a) There is a biholomorphic mapping F: M — M, defined near C and fixing C, if
and only if there are biholomorphic mappings I satisfying

(2.14) Fybyj(25,w5) = Bpi Fy(z5,w5),  Fi(z5,0) = (2,0).
(b) If F; satisfies (2.14), then
Fy(zj,w;) = LFj(z5,w5) + O(|wyl?),  LF; = (25 + 5(2;)wy, u;(2;)w),
sk(pri(2))trs(25) = Depij(25)5(25),
wn (s (25) i (25) = tij(25)us(25)-
Assume further that F' preserves the splitting. Then s; = 0.
(¢) Let TC and N¢ be flat and let F; be (semi) formal biholomorphism fixing C point-

wise. Suppose that Fi'®;F; = Ny; + O(|v|?). Then {LF;} preserves {Ny;}, i.e.
LFyNy;(LF;)~" = Ny;, where

Fj(hj,v;) = LF(hj,v;) + O(|v;1?),  LF;(hj,v;) = (hj + s;(hj)vs, ui(hy)v;).
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Proof. The points (a), (b) can be verified easily. For (c), let us expand Fj,®y;(h;,v;) =
Nij o Fj(hj,v;) + O(Jvj[*) and compare the constant and linear terms in v;. We obtain

i (hy) + 55 (0n; (h))triv; = @ri(hs + s5(h;)v;) + O(lv;]?),
wr(r; (hy))trjv; = tigus(hy)v; + O(lvg).
Here we have used the assumption that t;; are constant. Since ¢y; are affine, the two

identities still hold if we drop O(Jv;|?) from them. This shows that LEyNy; = Ni;LF},
again using the fact that ¢;; are constant and ¢y; are affine. U

Finally, we mention that we will choose the atlas of C' so that each ¢; is a biholomorphism
from U; onto the unit polydisc A, in C" and from a neighborhood U; of U; onto another
larger polydisc. When C'is embedded in a complex manifold M, we can extend ¢; to V; to
get a coordinate chart ®; on V; such that ®; maps V; onto U; x A¢. This can be achieved
since any holomorphic vector bundle over U; is holomorphically trivial. Thus N¢|y, splits.
Consequently, we can use a flow box of holomorphic normal vector fields to construct the
required ®;. Therefore, if C' is embedded into another complex manifold M, we will choose
the atlas of a neighborhood of C' in M such that the restriction of the chart on U; agrees
with ;.

Therefore, we introduce the following.

Definition 2.5. We say that a formal neighborhood {®;;} of C'is equivalent to a neighbor-
hood {®y;} of C'in M by a formal mapping F' that is tangent to the identity and preserves
the splitting of Te M, if there are formal maps Fj(z;) = (2, w;) + 320151 Fj,Q(zj)w]Q such
that F}; o(z;) are holomorphic functions in U; and as power series in w;

Fy®y; (2, wy) = Py Fy(z5, wy).
We take F = é;le(I)j, which is well-defined, when ®; = (IDk<I>j_1 and (fkj = <i>k(i>]_l
2.3. The full Linearization of a neighborhood. In this case, our goal is to seek new
coordinates (f, vy) so that all ¢}, ¢y, are 0.

Let us consider a change of coordinates in a neighborhood of C' by modifying the old
coordinate charts (zg, wy) via Fy. We write it as

2 = F(h,on) = hy + f(he, ve),

W = Fé)(hk, Uk) = U, + f]g(hk, Uk).
Here, f1(hy,,vy,) and f7(hy,vy) are holomorphic functions vanishing at order > 2 at vy, = 0.
In particular, C' is pointwise fixed by the change as z;, = hy on C (i.e. for vy = 0). We
require that the inverse of Fj is defined in a possibly smaller open sets Vi, C ¢ (Uy) such

that the union of ®;*(V}) remains a neighborhood of C' in M.
We recall that the cocyle condition (2.9) on the transition matrices t;; has the form

tri (i)t (pri(25)) = 1d,
(2.15) trj(pie(ze))tje(2e) = tre(ze).

Let us assume that the (a priori formal) change of coordinates (2.15), maps a neighbor-
hood C' to a neighborhood of the zero section in the normal bundle. This means that, in

Fki
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these new coordinates, we have
- hi. = wri(hy)
Nyj = F 10 F Al
FOTTR TR e = ().

Let us write down the above “conjugacy equations”. We first consider the horizontal
equation of

On the left side of the equation, we have
2 = h + [t (s ve) = @15 (Rg) + F (@1 (Bg), s (hy)v;).
On the other side, we have
2 = @ri(hy + f1(hy,05)) + o (hy + [0+ f7).
Let us define the horizontal cohomological operator to be
(2.16) Lo (1) = fi(pny (hy)s tas(hy)vg) — swi(hy) £ (R v7).

Recall that si;(h;) = Dy (h;) is the Jacobian matrix of ¢;. Hence, we can write the
previous horizontal equation as

(2.17) ﬁf;(ff) = ¢Zj(hj+f]hvvj+f;’}>
+ori(hy + 1 (g, 05)) — ri(hy) — Dogj(hy) £ (hy, v;).
Let us consider the vertical equation. We have, on one side of the equation,
wi = v + fi (b, ve) = tij(hy)v; + il (r;(Ry), ti(hy)v;)-
On the other side, we have
wy =ty (hy + ] (0 + 17) + @5y (hy + [ 05+ f7).

Let us define the vertical cohomological operator to be

(2.18) ki (f7) = fi(ori(hy), tr(hy)vy) — tri(hy) ff
Hence, we can write the previous vertical equation as
(2.19) W) = dkhy + £} v+ f)

+ (tag (hg + £ (hy,v3)) = tag(hg) f
+ (tag (g + £ (hy,v3)) = tag () .

2.4. Horizontal foliations and vertical trivializations. Let us assume that there exists
a non singular holomorphic foliation having C' as a leaf. We seek holomorphic functions
fi = (fj1,-.., f;a) defined in a neighborhood V; of U; such that f; = 0 on U; and df; 1 A- - -A
df;a # 0. Then, we may use (h;,v;) = (2;, f;(2;,w;)) as a coordinate mapping on V}, which
changes variables in vertical components. We then prove that in these new coordinates,
the transition functions of a neighborhood of C' are of the form ékj = ((i)zj, ézj) such that
®}; are independent of h;. We remark that Nc must be flat if a horizontal foliation exists.
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Proposition 2.6. Assume that there is smooth holomorphic horizontal foliation defined in
a neighborhood V' of C in M. By a refinement of U;, then there exists a change of variables
of the form
2 = hi wy = s(hy)v; + O(|vy])

so that in the new variables, we have

he = @ui(hy) + dpi(hy,v5),

Vp = fkj'Uj + Z ij’ijQ’

|QI>1

where ty;, cyjq are constants.

Proof. By a refinement, we may assume that the foliation on Vj is given W;(h;,v;) = cst
by holomorphic functions W; = (W;4,..., W) such that W; = 0 on U; and dW;; A

co NdWjg # 0. We have Wy = &7 W;, where @}, is a biholomorphism of (C4,0) with
(fzj(()) — 0. Then W, = (z;,W;) is a biholomorphism defined on V; and fixing C' NV}
pointwise, by shrinking Vj if necessary in the vertical direction. Since Wj is invertible, we
can define @Zj = szVj_l Then we have @Zjo = 2. Therefore,
Wi W (hy,v5) = (03 (hy, v5), Dy (v;).
Set F; = <I>jV~Vj_1. We have F}'(hj,v;) = h;. We now get
F' 00 Fy = W W' = @y O
In this paper, we will approach the horizontal foliation problem via the following vertical

linearization when N¢ is unitary.

2.5. The vertical linearization. Here we seek new coordinates (h;, v;) from (z;, w;) such
that the vertical component of the new ®;; agrees with the vertical component of Nj;. In
Lemma 2.17 we will show that if such formal coordinates exist, then the vertical lineariza-
tion can be achieved by changing vertical coordinates only, i.e. a coordinate change of the
form

wi = F(hg,vg) == vp + fi(hg,vk), 2k = hg.

For the vertical linearization, we only need to consider the vertical part of transition func-
tions so that in the new variables, we have

hi = O (hj,v;) = i (hy) + O(hy,v5)
v = g (Ry)v;.
Here, quj(hj, v;) vanishes up to order 2 at v; = 0. The vertical equation reads
toj(hy) (v + V) + o3 (hy v + f7) = wie = i (hy)vy + FE(DL (hy, vy), g (hy)vy).

Using the previous notation, we finally obtain the following “conjugacy equations”

(2.20) Ly;(f7) = o4 (hj,v; + f7) — (fé’@iij(hj,vj),tkj(hj)vj) - fé’(@kj(%%%j(@)”j)) :
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Having determined the coordinate change, let us find the horizontal component QASZ] from
the horizontal equation

i (hg) + O i(hy,vp + f7) = 2, = O (hy,v;) = iy (hy) + O (hy, ;).

We get

(2-21) &Zj(hj’ Uj) = ¢Zj(hj’ vj + fjv)

2.6. Coboundary operators in symmetric powers and coordinates. In this subsec-
tion, we establish the connections between coordinate changes and formal obstructions to
the full linearization and vertical linearization via cohomological groups. In local dynam-
ics, the resonant terms play an important role in the construction of normal forms at least
at the formal level, while non-resonant terms play another important role in coordinate
changes. In all problems, obstructions are described via the first cohomological groups,
while the coordinate changes are described via solutions to the cohomological equations of
first order approximation.

Let E’ be a vector bundle of rank 7 over C. Let U = {U;} be a covering of C' as above.
Let e := {ej1,..., €.} be a basis over U; and let &; := (¢}, ...,&])" be coordinates in e;.
Let si;(2;) be the transition matrices of £’ over U, N U;. Using notation in (2.3), we have

(2.22) & =50 5(5)E ek =S5 a2,

(2.23) 2 =ri(2), &= ski(2)6,  en = (55, (2))'es,

where ¢y; are the transition functions of C. For N/, by (2.8) we have
G = (b)) (2)G,  wi =ty (z)w], 2z = pij(25).

The following fact is well-known. We provide a proof for the reader’s convenience. Let us
first introduce

Q
(224) Zo ‘ig Zq?CZq . Z i zq,Q Zq

Q=L
for a cochain {f;} € C({U,}, O(E @ SY(N}))) given by

(2.25) Jioiq (P Z D FoioZi (0)enalp) ® (w] (p)?,

A=1|Q|=L

where each f{(\)...z‘q;Q is a holomorphic function on ¢;, (Us..,), and Uj..;, denotes as usual
Ui, N---NU;,. Here we have chosen a representation of cochains in bases that arise from
the linearized equations for the problems described above.
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gy = Z(_l)éfio...gl...iq+1 becomes

i =SS S P Dens(p) @ ()
(=1

Gq+1
A=1|Q|=L

Let flO"'Ze“'Z +1 denote fio"'ilflil+1"'iq+1’ Then (5f)

+ZZ 2 i 0 ias (D)€ a(p) ® (W], (p))°

2g+1
A=11|Q|=L

Z Y i (0)eina(p) @ (w] ()7
A=1|Q|=L

T

=: Z Z gi’\()...iq+1(2q+1)€io,,\(p) ® (wi, (p)°.

tq+1
=1 |QI=L

By (2.22), we have e;, y = s}, €, In notation (2.24), we can express

q

gi)(\)~~~iq+1 (Ziq+1a Ciq+1) = Z( ) f)\ ......

20 'l[ Zq+1( 2q+17C7;q+1)
(=1

+ Sz?:)il /J,((piliq+1 (Zq+1))f£~~~iq+1 (Ziq+1a Ciq+1)
- (_ 1) ’l)(\) ’lq ((plqlq+1 (Z2q+1) thiq+1 (Ziq+1 )C-iq+1 )) °

The above computation especially gives us the following formulae for 0 and 1-cochains

Lemma 2.7. Let {U,} be an open covering of C. Let ty; be the transition matrices for N¢
with respect to basis w; and let si; be the transitions functions of E with respect to base e;
Let

fzg Z Z ij;Q Zj ezk(p) ® (wﬂ‘((p))Q’ ZJ>C] . Z 17;Q ZJ

7 ?
A= 1\@\ L Q=L

Z > wlo(zi(p))esalp) @ (wip)?, @z, () = Y u)

A=11QI=L Q=L

The following hold :
(a) f:={fi;} € Z'U,O(E @ SL(N}))) if and only if

P (i) tin(2r)Ce) = Fa(2rs Go) + 835 (2) Fi (2, i) = 0.

(b) w = {u;} solves the first order cohomological equation du = f if and only if
A

525 (25, G) — @i (2), by (25)¢) = ?j(zm G)-
We notice that according to (2.16) and (2.18), we have

—L(f) = =(L"(f"), L) = 6(f) == (0" ("), 6" (f*)).

S
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2.7. Formal obstructions in cohomology groups. Recall that

(2.26) Nij(hj,v;) = (0rj(25), tri(hj)vg).

Let us denote the properties depending on an order m > 1 :

(L, (U)) : the neighborhood of C' matches the neighborhood of zero section of the normal
bundle up to order m.

(Vin(U)) : the vertical components of the transition functions of neighborhoods of C' in M
and in Ngo match up to order m.

That embedding of C' has property (L,,) (resp. (V;,,)) means that the order along v; =0
of (QSZj(hj,vj), Grj(hj,v5)) (resp. ¢F;(hj,v;)) as defined in (2.11) is > m + 1.

Definition 2.8. We shall say that N¢ is a flat (resp. unitary flat), if we can find constant
(resp. with values in group of unitary matrices Uy) transition functions in a possibly refined
covering.

We will use the following notation: When N¢ is flat, we write its transition matrices
tri(2;) as ty;, indicating that they are independent of z;.

Definition 2.9. We shall say that a change of coordinates {F}} preserves the germ of a
neighborhood of the zero section of N¢ with transition maps {Ny;} if FyNy; = Ni; F;, in
which case we says that {F}} preserves {Ny;} for simplicity.

Lemma 2.10. Let the transition functions ®y; of a neighborhood of C' be given by (2.11)-
(2.12).
(a) Assume that C' satisfies L,,. Then the horizontal and vertical components satisfy
[61]° € Z' U, TC @ S(NG)), if m < €< 2m;
(64, € Z'(U, Ne @ SY(NG)), if € =m+1.
If N¢ s flat, then the vertical component of ®; further satisfies
[0y € Z' (U, Ne ® S“(Ng)), m+1<(<2m,
(b) Let C satisfy V,,. Assume that N is flat. Then
(2.27) (64, € Z'(U, Ne @ SY(NG)), €=m+1.

Proof. When ¢ = m + 1, (a) is in Griffiths [15], Morrow-Rossi [30] and (b) is proved in
Ueda [40] for flat line bundle IV}, over a compact curve C.

(a) The general case can be verified by using Lemma 2.7 to compare coefficients of w
on both sides of ®;;(z;, w;) = @i, 0 Pyi(2;,w;) for |a] < 2m. Indeed, we have & =
N + (o8, 0%.) and (¢4, %) (zx, wi) = O(|wg|™ 1) with m > 1. Thus

Nik ¢) (I)kj(zju wj) = {le o) Nkj + DNzk e} Nkj . (¢Zj7 ¢Zj>} (zj,wj) + O(|wj\2m+1)
= Nir © Nij (25, w;) + (si (0 (27)) 015 tiw (01 (27)) dh)
+ (0, Dt (0 (25)) bl (23t (25 )w;) + O(Jwy ).
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Here sy, are the transition matrices of T'C' given by (2.7). Therefore,

Big, 0 Dy (25, wy) = Nig, 0 Pj(25, w5) + (D, Bpy,) © (25, w;)
= {NikONkj (CLe )ONkJ} (25, w;)

+ (sin(ori (2))) 81y (25, w;), ta(on (2)) b7 (25, w;))

+ (0, Dtir 0k (%)) s (2t (25 w;) + O(|w; ™).
Comparing both sides of ®;;(z;,w;) = Py, 0 Py (2;, w;) for the coefficients in w; of order
¢ =m+ 1, we obtain the desired conclusion by Lemma 2.7.

(b) We have ®y;(zj, w;) = (prj(25) + dp(25, w;), tejw; + o (25, w;)) with ¢f (25, w;) =

O(|w;|™*1). Here t;; are constant. We get from the vertical components of ®y; = ;P
that

O (25, W) = tridis (25, w5) + Gy (Pij (25, wy))
= tridi; (27, w05) + ori(Nig(25,w;)) + O(|w;|™*?),

since (@i — Nij)(zj, w;) = O(|lwy|?). This shows that {[¢},]'} € Z'(U, Nec @ Ng) for
¢ =m+ 1 by Lemma 2.7 (a). This gives us (2.27). O

2.8. Automorphisms of neighborhood of the zero section of flat vector bundles.
Let ¢; defined on U, NU; be the transition functions of C. Let ®;, defined on V;, NV, be
the transition functions of M, and let Nj;, defined on Vi N f/] be the transition functions
of Ng, with Vi = 77 'U,. We identify (C,U;) as subsets of V; via the zero-section. Recall
®pj, Nij, and ¢p; are the same on Uy N U;. By Cartan-Serre theorem, for any integer m,
the space of global sections, H°(C,Tc M ® S™N¢,), is finite dimensional.

We say that a vector bundle is flat if its transition matrices are locally constant.

Definition 2.11. (1) A formal tangent vector field Y; on V; vanishing at U; is identified
with Y = 37,0, Y/ with Y € T(U;, ToeM ® S‘N¢,) via

9 A Q 9 a *\Q 0 by *\Q
|§ZCLQ(}L> 7 aha +b (h’) Y; 8—1);\ = Z aQ(Zj)(wj) 8?—1—6@(2]-)(11)]-) w

Here (h],v]) is the coordinate map for v} 52 A € (N¢), and we identity h; with

zjly, and 5 with 5= |UJ

(2) A formal automorphlsm of V; at U; that is tangent to the identity is an automor-
phism of a formal neighborhood of the 0-section of V}, fixing U; pointwise.

Lemma 2.12. Let {F}}; be a collection of formal automorphisms of‘~/j fizing U; pointwise.
Let {Y;}; be a collection of formal tangent vector fields of V; vanishing at U;. We have

(1) {F;}; defines an automorphism F of a formal neighborhood of the 0-section in N¢
Zf and OTlly Fk e} Nkj = Nkj e} Fj fOT’ all ]{?,j

(2) Suppose that N¢ is flat. {Y;}; defines a vector field Y on a formal neighborhood of
the 0-section in Ne if and only if {Y]} € H(C,TeM ® S*Ng) for all L.
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(3) Suppose that N¢ is not flat. {Y;}; defines a vector field on a formal neighborhood of
the 0-section in N¢ if and only if {Y;} € HYi1oa(C, Te M @ ©49S° N with respect

to the linear operator o, ({ (Y}, Y})}) = {(Yk’;, Yi)} with
Vi = Yi(Nij(hj, v5)) = Doyi(hy)Y} (s, v)),

V¥ =Y (Nij(hy,v5)) — g (hy) Y] (hy, v;) — Dty (hy)v;. Y] (hy,05).

J

Proof. Let (hj,v;) be the coordinates in N¢ over U;. Note that {Y;} defines a global
tangent vector filed of N¢ if and only if DNy;(Y;) = Yi. A homogeneous vector field of

degree £ on V; is an element Vi e COU;, TeM ® S*N¢) defined by

)

9 B
o) = ZYM B3 %) g +ZY“’ (s, )y = Y5 X5
Jm r=1 7,r
Recall that Ny;(hj,v;) = (ér;(h;), tej(hj)v;). Thus

DNy, (Yj&h + Yjé’v) = Dby (hy)Y; " (hy,v5) + g ()Y, (hy, ;)

8tk;rs l,h 0
Z Z Ol Y;m(hj’ ])Ujsav .

j=1r;s=1
where the last term is in C°(U,NU;, No® ST NE). When N is flat, we see that DN,,;Y; =
Y} if and only if DNijf =Y} for each ¢ and that the latter holds if and only if
(2.28) Yy " (j(hy), trjvg) = Dy (hy) Y " (hyovp), Vit (dug(hy) tigvy) = tig Yy (hy, v5).
In other words, {Y}}; defines a global section of ToM ® S*N¢.. O

Lemma 2.13. Let F}; be a formal automorphism off/j in N¢, which is tangent to identity
and preserves the splitting of Tc(N¢) along U;. Then, Fj is the time-1 map of a unique
formal vector field Y; in 'V}, vanishing on U; up to order > 2.

Proof. Let F; be given by
h = h + Z A]a ;x’ ’l~1j = Uy + Z Bjﬁ(h])'l}]
la|>2 181>2
Drop the index 7. We want to express it as the time-1 map of a tangent vector field
Y = Z{ZY“ (h, v —+ZY“ (h, ) }
>2

where Y5 (h,v),Y*"(h,v) are homogeneous polynomials in v of degree £. The flow of YV’
with time 6 is given by

oy =l + Y AL (W), ol =v, 4+ Y B (b

lor|>2 || >2
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where A%, B? satisfy A’ = B® = 0 and
adAfna(hj) CLhep6 0 @ ra(h) Lo 0
ZUjT:ZYm’ (h7,v"), Zva:Y;’(h,v).

o >2 >2 o >2

Inductively, we can verify that A, ,—Y,! ., B}, ,—Y,", are uniquely determined by Yni’,hﬁ, Yf%

m,a)

with ¢ < |a. O
Note that the formal time-1 mapping of DN;;(Y;) on Vi NV} can also be defined and it

equals Ny F;N, k_jl where Fj is the time-1 map of Y;. Thus the uniqueness assertion in the
lemma implies the following.

Proposition 2.14. Any automorphism F' of a formal neighborhood of C in N¢, which is
tangent to identity and preserves the splitting of Tc(N¢), is the time-1 map of a unique
vector field defined on a formal neighborhood of C' in Ng and vanishing on C. Assume
further that N¢ is flat. Then any tangent vector field Y of N¢o that vanishes on C' to order
two admits a decomposition

Y = Z V¢ Y'e HYC,TeM ® S*N;).

>2
We write 6,, = (6",5%) corresponding to the splitting TeM = TC @ N¢. Let us set
Gm = Range(d,,). We have a decomposition
(2.29) ZMU, TeM @ S™NE) = G ® N,

where N, ~ H'(U,TMc ® S™Ng). Let COU, TMc @ S™N§) = R, @ kerd,, with
0m(Rm) = Gn. We emphasize that the decomposition (2.29) is not unique. For our
convergence result, a natural decomposition will be given via a possibly non-unique min-
imizing solution. Consequently, & is interpreted as merely a decomposition suitable for
convergence proof.

Lemma 2.15. Suppose that N¢ is flat. Any formal transformation F; of f/j which is
tangent to identity and preserves the splitting of Tc(N¢) can be uniquely factorized as

F; = G;' o H,

where H;—1 € Y, R™, G; is an automorphism off/j, and terms of order m in G, H; are

uniquely determined by the terms of order at most m in F;. Furthermore, G; Ny, = NGy,
for all i, k.

Proof. We know that F; = exp ), C7 is the time-1 map of > ., C7".
We want to decompose

exp Y CF'=(exp Y AT)I+ Y HP).

By Campbell-Hausdorff formula, we are led to the equation
H"=C"— A"+ E"
where E7" depends only on C’f, A§ for £ < m. We determine A7, BY* by decomposing C7"

and EJ" as follow : Let m be the (non-canonical) projection from C°(U,TMq ® S™NE)
onto ker 6,,. Let {A}'}; := m({C]" + ET"}). Then {H["} € R, O
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Next, we study the dependence of cohomology classes of [qsz]e , [qsz]é in coordinates. We
first consider the full set of linear cohomological equations.

2.9. Formal coordinates in the absence of formal obstructions. For a power series
u(zj, w;), let u="(z;, w;) be the Taylor polynomial of u about w; = 0 with degree m. Thus
we can define

W= U () = Ol ™), [l = u - S [ = S - u,
In order to describe the coboundary operator in next lemma, we define the linear operator
D by
ou

. ou
(Du) f)(hj, vy) = %(hj,o)fh(hj,?fj) + %(hj,O)f”(hj,vj),
J J
for a function u(h;,v;). The standard differential D is given by
ou ou
((Du) f)(hy,vy) = %(hj, v;) " (hy,v5) + %(hjﬂj)fv(hj, ;)
] J
Thus
(2.30) (Du — Du) f(hy,v;) = (Du(hy, v;) — Du(hy, 0)) f(hj, ;).

For a multiindex a = (ay, ), define
- olaly
(D%u)(h;) = {W} (hy,0).

Lemma 2.16. Let ®3; = Ni; + ¢; satisfy condition L, with m > 1. Suppose that
Fi(hj,v5) = (hj,v;) + fi(hj,v;) with f;(hj,v;) = O(Jvj|*) are formal mappings such that
{F'®;F;} € Ly,. Then, on UjNUy, [ =2,...,m,

(231) A1 Dl ) = = [N (L + 1572 (g, 7)) = Nig (s, v3)
— DNy (hy, v)[f;]572(hy, Uj)} " - (O, (Dty;(hy)[f715 (hy, Uj))vj)-

(a) If f;(hs,v;) = O(|og|™ ) for all j, then Nij + ¢y = Fi '@ F; + O(|v)*™ ) hold
if and only if on U; N Uy

(2.32) LA Dy = [Drg — bu] =™ — (0, (Dtay (hy)[F115" ;) -

(b) If {F;} defines a germ of biholomorphism of order m at the zero section of the
normal bundle, 1.e.

E Ny Fy(hy, v5) = Nigi(hy,v;) + O(lv;| ™)

and if f;‘(hj,vj) = O(|vj|™), then ngm(hj,vj) = (hy,v; + [f;»’]gm) preserves {Ny;}.
(c) Suppose F, ' ®;F; € Ly,,. Assume further that either N¢ is flat or

(2.33) H°(C, TC ® SPN;) =0, 2<p<2m.
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Then there exist Fj = I + O([v;|™*1) where [F2™, are uniquely determined by
[@4;]2™ ) such that F7'®;F; € Lyy,. There exists a unique decomposition {Fy =
H;oV;o F;} in the form

(2.34) Hj(hj,vy) = (hy + Hj(hy,v5),v5),
(2.35) Vj(hj,vj) = (hj,v; + Vj(hy,v5)),
(2.36) [E5]' =0, V2<i<2m, [H]'=[V;))‘=0, Vl>2m.

Furthermore, [H;)* = [V;]* =0 for ¢ <m, and H; are uniquely determined by
(2.37) (O"{Hi})ry = —[of, )=
Moreover, (5].;;‘7' = H; 'y H;— Ny; satisfy égj(hj, v;) = O(|v;*™ 1) and (ﬁzj(hj,vj) =
O(|vj|™*1), and V; satisfy
(2.38) (0" Vb = —[e3,]=*".
Proof. Let ®y; = Ny + ¢p; and &ij = Nyi;j —i—fﬁkT Suppose that both ¢; and qgkj are of

order > m +1 (i.e. O(|v;|™™")) and Fy®y; = Py;F;. Recall that Fy, = I + f;. To use the
coboundary operator, we write

(2.39)  fulNij) — DNiifi + o — b5 = (fu(Nig — fe(Nig + 015)))

-~

A
+£Q;kj([ + fi) — ngjl
B
+ (Nkj(l +f) = Ny — f)Nkjfj> .

J

¢
Since f; has order > 2 at v; = 0, by the Taylor expansion at NN; and at I respectively,
both A and B are of order > m + 2 (w.r.t v;) at the origin. For the same reason, the
C is of order > 4. We recall that, for each ¢ € N* the coboundary operator § sends
COU, TeM ® S*(Ng)) into CHU, TeM @ SY(NE)) as sections. It is defined in coordinates
by
(0f)kj = DN; fi(hj, v5) — fu(Nij(hj, v5))
on U; N Uy when f = {f;} € COU, TcM @ S*(N{.)). As & preserves the degree £ of f; in
vj, we shall omit its dependence in ¢. Truncating the Taylor expansion of (2.39) at v; =0
up to degree m will lead to the first point.
Since f;(hj,v;) = O(Jv;|?), then A, B are of order > m + 1. Using (2.30), we obtain
C = NI + fj(hj,v5)) — Nij(hy, v;) — DNij(hy, v;) f5(hj, v5)
+ (DNyj(hj, v;) = DNigj(hy, 0)) f5(hy, v;)-
We have (DNkj(hj, Uj) — DNkj(hj, 0))f](h], 'Uj) = (0, Dtk](hj)f]h(h], Uj)Uj). ThU.S,

C = (0, (Dty;(hy) £ (hj, v5)v5) + a(1) — a(0) — a'(0)
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with a(X) = Nij(h; + Af, v+ Af?). Note that
a(1)—a(0) — d'(0) = /1(1 —N)a"(N\) d\
0

1

|
= S L N DN (L AL

o] =2 0
all !
= 3 B [ - DN+ AR A+ Oy )
laj=2 "

= 0(1) = b(0) = ¥/(0) + O(fv;|™*")
for b(A\) = Ny; (I + A[f;]=™2). This proves (2.31).

For point (a), we use (2.39) again. This time, we have A(h;,v;) = O(|v;|*™*!) and
B(hj,v;) = O(|v;]*™*1), while C' = (O,DNkj(hj)[f]h]§2m_l'Uj) + O(Jv;[*™*1). We have
derived (2.32).

For point (b), note that F, ' Ny;F; = Ni;+ O(|v;|™*1) is equivalent to FyNy; = Ny, Fj +
O(|vj|™*"). From the vertical components, we obtain

tj(hy)v; + fr (org(hy) st (Ry)vs) = tig(hy + f1) (05 + f7(hy,v5)) + O(Jug] ™).
Since fI' = O(|v;|™) and f} = O(Jv;|?), the m-jet (w.r.t. v;) above reads
trj (hy)vy + [FR1=" (0ns(hy)s tg (hy)vs) = tag(hy) (v + (7157 (hys v5).
That is that VE™ Ni; = N Vi, as V" (hy, v;) = (hy,v; + [f]15™ (b, v))).

J
The point (c) follows from Proposition 2.14 when N¢ is flat. For the remaining case, it

follows from points (a) and (b) as follows.

By (2.32) and H(C,TC®S‘N¢,) = 0, we obtain [f]']5" = 0. By (b), we know that [F};]<"
preserve Ni;. Then F; = Fj([F;]=™)~" meet the requirement. The uniqueness of [th]é for
m < ¢ < 2m follows from the assumption on H° too. .

We are seeking~ a unique decomposition F; = H; o V; o F;. Let us write Fk_1CI>kij =
Nij + dr; with ¢g; = O(|v;|*"*!). From the horizontal component of (2.32) in which
[¢;]=*™ = 0 and condition (2.33), we uniquely determine {[f}]=*"}. Take H;(h;,v;) =
(h; + [f;]52™(hj,v;),v;). Then
(2.40) My i H (B, v05) = (i), tig (o + G35 (Rysv3) + O (o[,

We still have (H;; ' Fy) ™ ('@ H;) (H; ' F;) € Lom. We have
(241) M Ej(hy,v5) = Vilhg, v;) + Ol ), Vy(hy,v5) = (hy, v+ Vi(hy, v5)),

where &zj, V; contain only terms of orders ¢ in v; for m +1 < ¢ < 2m.
Since F; = H;V; + O(|v;|*™*!), we have
Vk_l(lezl(I)kj,Hj)Vj € Loy,.
From the vertical components of (2.40)-(2.41), and (2.32) in which we take Dt;;[f]=*"~! =
0, we see that (2.32) becomes (2.38), i.e. (6°[V]")x; = —[gz;zj]z fort =m+1,....2m. To
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show the uniqueness of [F;]=*™, we may assume that ®; = Ny; + O(|v;]*™™!). Then the
uniqueness follows from the above arguments. O

The following is in Ueda [40], when both the dimension and codimension of C' are one.

Lemma 2.17. Let ®; satisfy condition V,, with m > 1. Suppose that N¢ is flat and
H(C,N¢ ® S*(Ng)) = 0 for 1 < € < m. Then [¢},]""" € H'(U,No @ S™(Ng))
1s independent of coordinates of the meighborhoods of C'. Furthermore, there are formal
biholomorphic mappings F; = I+ (f, f7) with f;(h;,v;) = O(|v;[?) satisfy

(2.42) {F 'O Fj} € Vi

if and only if [¢3,]" ! = 0 in H'(U, No ® S™(NE)). When (2.42) holds, {F, ' ®y;F;} is
still in Vi1, for

Fy(hy,v;) = (hj,v; + [F]™ (b, 09).
Proof. Let <i>kj = F,;lCI)kij. We want to show that
(D] = [p )™ in H'U, Ne @ S™H(NE),
provided that ®y;(h;,v;) = Nij(hy,v;) + (ngj, ~Zj)> Dpj(hj, v5) = Nig(hy,vg) + (0, B4,
and
(2.43) bri(hg,vs) = O(lu| ™), 6y (kg v;) = O(luy| ™).
First, we have Fj(h;,v;) = (hj,v;) + O(|v;]?). Suppose that [ff]=™~! =0 for 2 < m, <
m. Comparing vertical components of ®; o F; = Fj, o i)kj, we obtain
v <M v M
[t - (v + [ (hy, )] ™" = (®F; 0 Fy)=™ (hy,v))
= (Fy 0 ;)= (hy, v5) = (F)=™ o Nig(hy, v)).
Here the last identity is obtained from ®y;(hj, v;) — Ni;(hj, v;) = O(|v;|?), [FF]5™ (hy,v;) =
v; + [f7]™*, and (2.43). Looking at terms of order m, in wj;, we see that {[f;-)]é} is a global
section of No ® S(Ng) for € = m,.. This shows that [f/]™ = 0 and we can take m, = m,
ie. [f1]<m =0
We also have [®} F;]"*! = t;[f/]™ T + [¢p,]" ! and [Frdp ™ = [ o Nyj +
[6p;]™+1. This shows that
(2.44) (G171 = oR)™ ! = tag L1 = [ 0 N

The latter is equivalent to [¢¢,]™*! = [¢¢ ]! in HYU, Ne @ S™(NE)), which follows
from Lemma 2.7 (b). The last assertion is equivalent to (2.44) with [quj]m“ = 0. O

3. A MAJORANT METHOD FOR THE VERTICAL LINEARIZATION

Let C' be an n-dimensional complex compact manifold embedded in an (n+d)-dimensional
complex manifold. We assume that the normal bundle N¢ is flat and unitary. Let {t;;}
be its transition (constant) matrices in a suitable covering U = {U;} of C, we have
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tity; = 1d. Let K(Ng ® S™(Ng)) be the “norm” of the cohomological operator act-
ing on C°(U, Nc @ S™(N{,)) as defined in Theorem A.12. Let us consider the sequence of
numbers {7, }m>1 with n; = 1 and

(3.1) M = K(Ne® S™(Ng)) — max — nyy -y, m > 1,

mi+-F+mp+s=m

where 1 < m; < m for all 7 and s € N.
In this section, we shall prove the following

Theorem 3.1. Let C' be a compact complex submanifold in M with TcM = TC & Ng¢.
Assume that the embedding is vertically linearizable by a formal holomorphic mapping which
is tangent to the identity and preserves the splitting of Tc M or that HY(C, No®S*(NE)) = 0
for all ¢ > 2. We also assume that N¢ is unitary flat and that H°(C, N¢ ® SY(N})) = 0
for all ¢ > 2. Assume that for the n,, defined above, there are positive constants Lo, L
such that 1, < LoL™ for all m. Then the embedding is actually holomorphically vertically
linearizable.

Remark 3.2. In the previous Theorem 3.1, if a neighborhood of C' is formally vertically
linearizable by a minimizing vertical mapping which is tangent to the identity and preserves
the splitting of ToM, then the assumption ”"H°(C, Nc @ SY(Ng)) = 0, £ > 17 is not
necessary. Here by a formal minimizing vertical mapping it means a map of the form
(hj,v5 + f7(hy,v5)) with {ff} € C%C, @)=, No ® S(Ng)) such that each {[f}]'}; is a
possibly non-unique Donin (minimizing) solution of a suitable cohomology equation.

Corollary 3.3. Under assumptions of Theorem 3.1, there exists, in a neighborhood of C'
in M, a smooth holomorphic d-dimensional foliation having C as a leaf.

Proof. According to Theorem 3.1, there is a neighborhood of the C' in M with suitable
holomorphic coordinates patches (V}, (hj, v;)) with (h;,v;) € C*xC?® and CNV; = {v; = 0},
such that, on V; NV}, we have

Uk = iUy, e = Prj(hy, v;)-

We then define the foliation in chart V; by dv; = 0. U

The rest of the section is devoted to the proof of Theorem 3.1. We follow the method of
majorant developed by T. Ueda [40] for 1-dimensional unitary normal bundle over compact
complex curve.

3.1. Conjugacy equations and cohomological equations. Let us first recall (2.21)
and (2.20) :

(3.2) ki (ff) = on;(hj,vp + f}) — (fﬁ(‘i’zj(hja v;), tryvi) — i (pri(hy), tkj”j))
where

OF i (hy,v5) = ui(hy) + op(hy v+ 1),
w(f7) = filer(hy), tigug) — te; f7
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Let us expand qﬁZj(hj, v; + f}) in power of v; by using
¢Zj(h’jij> = Z Qij,Q(hy)w]Q

QeNg
Sri(hy vj+ f(hy ) =t > by o(h)od = hi(hy,v)).
QeNg
We have
(3:3) Z hng Z ¢ng )(v; + f”(h],v])) .

QeNg QeNg
Let us also set
Z vio(h? = FL(OR (hy, v5), trgvs) — fE (i (hy), tgvy).
QeNd
As we shall see below, the functions [A/]™ and [h”]™ are defined by induction on m > 2 as
they depend on [f]', [ =2,...,m — 1.

Therefore, the homogeneous polynomial of degree m > 2 of the Taylor expansion of
solution of the conjugacy equation satisfies

(3.4) R (LFTT) = Thig]™ =+ [higs]™.
According to Lemma 2.17, there is a solution to the above equation either by the formal
assumption or by the assumption that the cohomology class of [h),]™ + [h;]™ is 0, i.e. it

is a coboundary. Indeed, since the normal bundle is flat, this class is independent of the
coordinates system and the neighborhood is formally vertically linearizable.

3.2. A modified Fischer norm for symmetric powers. We define a scaler product on
the space of polynomials Cxy, ..., z4] as follows. First, we set
(r1})-(ra") if R=Q

2
(35)  («f2Q) ={ A Y Coa® Z Col-2,
0 5 |Q|

where R = (r1,...,rq) and |R| = 1 + -+ + rq, and Cg are constants. The subscript mf
stands for “modified Fischer”. The associated norm will be denoted by |.|¢. The Fischer
(resp. modified Fischer) scalar product has been used in [9,23,38] (resp. [28]). Let w be

. )
otherwise

mf

an open set on C". For a vector of polynomials g = (g1,...,gx) € OF(w) @ Clay, ..., x4,
we set
(36) ‘g|mfw = SU.p ‘g( = Sup Z Z ‘Q|' ‘gJQ

¥ j=1 Qend

We now apply the Fischer norm (resp. modified Fischer norm) to f € CY(U, E @ STN).
Returning to notation in (2.25), we write

rank F

fi0~~lq Z Z i0..1q;Q Zlq )62-07)\(]9)@(11};(])))@,

A=1 |QI=L
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where e;, is the base of E over Uj, and wy; is the base of N¢, on U;,. Define

rank

(37) |f|mfu Hilqé)ié(Iqul sup Z Z |Q|'

Ziq €piq WUig...iq)

2

20 zq Zq )

When there is no confusion, we shall in the sequel write “f” instead of “mf”. The following
two propositions are a “version with parameters” of [28, propositions 3.6-3.7] (see also [23]).
We only give the proof of the last two points of next proposition.

Proposition 3.4. Let O,(w) ® Clxy,...,z4] be the set of polynomials f(x,z) in x with
coefficients holomorphic in z € w C C".

(a) Let f,g € Op(w)@Clzy, ..., 4] be homogeneous polynomials of degree k, k' respec-
tively. Then

ol < Iflalalse
(b) Let f € Op(w) ® Clay, ..., zq) and let fp(z,x) = 507 f(z,2). Then
r |f|fw
r < :
rlper < (disty (w’, Ow))IPI’
(¢) Let T be a d x d unitary matriz. Let f € O%(w) @ Clxy,...,z4]. Then,
Tflpw = 1flre

(d) Let T be a d x d unitary matriz. Let f € Op(w) ® Clzy,..., 24 and f1(z,2) =
f(z,Tx). Then,

Vo' C w, dist,(w', dw) := dist(w’, Ow)/v/n.

[ = [ flre

Proof. We only prove the last two points. Fix z € w’. The polydisc center at z with radius
0 = dist(w’, Ow)/+/n is contained in w.
By the Cauchy formula, we have

£ 1 i61 0 61 i0n\—P db, d9
fP(Z .CL’) 5p|/027r]nf(z+6(e yeey € ),LE‘)(@ yeey € ) o 271'
— Q 01 0n, 101 0\ —P 1 .
~ 5 X /[o,zﬂan(”‘“e e €N )T g

QeNd

We emphasize that the sum is finite. By the Cauchy-Schwarz inequality applied to the
integral, we have

’ - ’ do, d9
‘fP( mf ‘xQ|mf / f (Z_'_(S( 201 s 76Z9n)>(62017’”7619n>_P o

52|P‘ di ojn or 27

, . dé do

_§ Q|2 01 i0n 2_1_n

S 52|P‘ ‘x |mf/[027r}n |fQ(Z+5(€ [ '76 ))| 27T 27T

QeNd
dg,  do
E Q)2 7/61 O, 2 . n

QeNd

1 2 d‘gl den - 2
SW/["2 |f|w2ﬂ_ g_(sg‘p||f|w
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For the last point, we have, for a homogeneous polynomial f in x of degree m with holo-
morphic coefficients in w the identity:

1 —|T
[fl2 = = sup | [f(z,2)Pe " aV (x).
» zEw JCd

mm,

In particular, the integral is invariant under the transformation x — Tz when 7' is unitary
(and constant). O

Proposition 3.5. For a formal power series f(h,v) = Y, fr(z,v) with fi(z,v) being a
homogeneous polynomial in v of degree k of which the coefficients are functions holomorphic
in z € U, the following properties are equivalent:

(a) f is uniformly convergent for v in a neighborhood of the origin, uniformly in U.
(b) There exist M, R > 0 such that for every k, | fulmu < 4%

For convenience, we will use the following orthonormal Fischer base of ST Ng:

|
€q = %(@)Q Q=L, QeN<

The transition matrices tﬁj of SLNY, is then determined in the following way : Let Fy =
> ipj=r Fr.pe; p. We have

(Fe.p)ipi=1 = ti;(Fp) pl=L.
This can be computed from the transition matrices of N¢, by expressing the basis wy ;, ..., wj 4

J
Proposition 3.4 we know that tﬁj are unitary matrices, i.e. in operator norm defined in

(A.4),
(3.8) ity =1, L=1,2,....

in terms of w},,...,w}, Since ty; maps orthonormal basis into orthonormal basis, by

We will apply results in the appendix to the transition matrices tﬁj.
3.3. A majorization in the modified Fischer norm for the vertical linearization.
Let {f7} be the formal solution of (3.2). We use notation (3.7). Let ¢;(U;) = A, and

Uk = Up N U;. Define Ukj = ¢;(Uy;). Then, gokj(Ukj) = Ujk. Let us first assume that
HO(C,Nec ® SY(Ng)) = 0 for all £ > 2. We shall see later on how to get rid of this
assumption to prove the general result.

Let us assume that there exists a vertical formal transformation F' := {F}} fixing C, being
tangent to identity on it, and preserving the splitting of T-M that linearizes vertically a
neighborhood of C'in M. Let us write

Fi(hj,vy) = (hj,v+ 1), fi= Y )5 {IH1F} € C°(C, Ne @ SH(NE)).
k>2
Assume that there is a sequence { Ay }r>2 of positive numbers such that
(3.9) vk <m [[f]"g, < mAx

Let us set
Aty =) At

k>2
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with ¢ € C. Let us first estimate both || ;cj]m|0kj and | ;c/j]m‘ﬁkj in term of J™"YA(t) =
Agt? + - 4 Ay qt™

Since QSZ]- is holomorphic in h; € Uy; and v; in a neighborhood of the origin. We can
assume that there is a positive R such that

sup |¢pj o(hy)| < RV
hjeUkj

for all @ € N3, where ¢, , is defined by (3.3) and Ni := {Q € N*: |Q| > k}.
For Q € N¢, we have

d
[(v; + f (hy,v3))°]" = > LI - [ )
(ml,ly---yml,ql7---7md,17"'7md,qd) i=1

d
D i1 Mt tmy g, =m

where we have set f = (fj1,..., fia), [fii]" = v and [f;,]° = 0. In the following, all m; ;
are positive integers. Hence, by the first point of Proposition 3.4, we have
(3.10)

[ + 5 (g 0], < 2.

(T, 1505 gy 5oy, 15T g )

d
Zizl mi, 1+ +mi g, =m

|[f54]™

g, 0 L fa ™

Uj'

d
=1

Let m > 2, for Q € N¢, |Q| < m, let us set
d
EQJn = {(ml,l, ey My gyy -5 Mg, - .,md,qd) S N|1Q|I Zmi,l + - +mi7qi = m} .
i=1

i i i i @ . .
Let M; = (mg)l,...,mi)(i),...,mé)l,...,m;)(i)) € N'lQ | with QW] < m; and m; =
’ 7q1 ’ 7qd

Z;l:l mﬂ +o @ = 1,2. Define the concatenation M; LI My to be (M, My).

. (1)

4.4
We also have 2321 S mﬁﬂ) +-- 4 m;jq)(j) = my + mo. Hence, we emphasize that the
concatenation

(3'11) U EQ17M1 U U Esz"bz - U EQ7M1+m2-

2<|Q1|<my 2<|Qz2|<m2 2<|Q|<m1+ma2
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As a consequence, according to (3.3) and (4.4), we have

m

m d
S hyet] | <389 3 [T e,
QEN,[Ql=m Oy QR MeFemi=t
m d
< Z R‘Q‘ Z HnmmAmm © MImy g, Ami,qi
|Q|:2 MEEQ,m =1
< |32 mom B+ T (AL)
Q=2
(3.12) < Enlgn()]™,

where we have set

MEeEQg m QeNd
2<|QI<m

d
NQun = IMax (Hnmi,l---nmi,%) Ep = max ngm,
i=1

gm(t) == zm: Rt + J" AW, g(t) = > Rt + A1)l
Q=2 QI>2

Hence, as formal power series, we have

1 d
(3.13) g(t) = <1 _R(HA@)) — dR(t + A(t)) — 1.

Let U* = {U;} be an open covering of C' such that U} is relatively compact in U;. We shall
write U} := ¢ (Uf). Let us consider the index j as fixed and let us estimate the Fischer
norm of Ay, on Uy, == ¢;(U; N Uy). We have

m

S Wl = Y % (0% Fr (s (), tgu)] ™ [(¢Zj(hj>?fj + ff))P] -

QENd,|Q|:m PeNp
mi1+mo=m

= ) % (0% fi(oi (hy), trgvg)] ™ [(h;fj(hj’vj))ﬂ
PeNy
mi+ma=m

ma2

Here, both indices m; and my are > 2. Since the Fischer norm is submultiplicative, we
have
P[] ™

v[3

H( ch(hjvvj))ﬂ "

P > Rt 4 (A1)
+ |Q|=2
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Indeed,
[( ;cj(hja Uj))P} " = [H( ;fj,i)pi]
= Z H[h’;sz]mll s [y T

S (M1t p, )=ma i=1
According to (3.11) and by (3.12), we have

n

H[ ;cj,i]mi'l o ;cj,i]mi'”

i=1

- H Emi'l [gmi’l (t)}mi’l e 'EMZ',M [gmi,pi (t)}mi’pi

U]:j i=1

Hence, we have

< B g(t)7]™.

>

2oi(maattmg p, )=ma

H[ ;cgz]m“ e ;cjﬂ']mi'pi

1=1

Uy
We have, by definition [9F f.(¢r;(h). tejo;)] " = OF [fi]™ (orj(hy), trjv;).
Recall that the Fischer norm is unitary invariant and by Proposition 3.4, we have

|05 LA™ (pri (hy), tjv;) 20;3- = ‘85[f'f]ml(‘?kj(hj)aUj)‘?f,:j

2
P!
< A mi|2
- (dist*(Ui;,@Uk)lP> ™o,

Let us set M := inf, dist(U}, dU). As a consequence, we have

1 " .
> el | < XY mllAl ™ e Bule)
QEN®|Q[=m . mi+ma=m PcN»
kg |P|>1
m2
|P|
m g(t)
<Y M, Em2z<ﬁ)
mi+ma=m PeN?

|P|=1

() o (i) )]

Collecting estimates (3.12) and (3.14), we obtain

25,0, < [Emga) " (mlggg:m nmlEmz) A1) ((M_Lg(t)) - 1)r

Let us extend this to an estimate on Ukj = ¢;(U; N Uy). Following again Ueda’s argu-
ment [40] let us express the fact that [h]™ := [A']™ + [B"]™ is a l-cocycle with values in
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Ne ® S™(NE). Let p e Uy NU;. Then p € U, NU; NU; for some i. According to (3.4) and
Lemma 2.7, at p € U, NU; N U;" we have
(3.15)

tei Y hin(a(0) (tev)? = thi > hijo(z () (0)% + > hjo(z(p)(v)? = 0.
|Q[=m |Q|=m |Q|=m
Here by (3.7) the Fischer norms of hy; on all subdomains must be computed in the base
e of Ng on Uy and the base w} of N on U;. We can apply the previous estimates (3.12)

and (3.14) to the first two sums respectively on U 4 and U;; To estimate the first sum, we

need to change coordinates. From section 2, t; (resp. sy;) are transition matrices of N¢
(resp. TC). Recall that {[hy;]™} € Z' (U™, Nc ® S™N¢,) and

d
=3 > hho(z(p))el s (p) ® (wi(p))?

A=1 IQI—

d
= Z Z Mg (21 () Hia (2 (D) el x (p) © (tiw] ()9 = By (z1(p), w])-

Thus, > 01=m hik@(zk(p))(tkjvj)@ — hi(2(p),v;). By the unitary invariance by multi-
plication and composition of the Fischer norm and by definition (3.7), we have for fixed
2

d
i (22(0), v3) o = D | D (Ztkw\ 2) Wi Zk)) (ty05)

Y=1|1Ql=m o
d

:Z Z (Ztm,\ (z1)h sz Zk))
X=1 [|Q/=m iy
d 2

:Z Z |Q\' Ztm k) Wi (2k)
'=1|Q|=m

2 |@\'Z‘h’wz’“ < i
ot

where the second last inequality is obtained by the Cauchy-Schwarz inequality. In a similar
way, we have a similar estimate for the second sum in (3.15) on ¢;(U, N U; N U}). For
the third sum in (3.15), we note that the entries of the unitary matrix t;; have modulus at
most one. Thus, there exist constants M’, M such that the third sum in (3.15) satisfies

kil < M max(lhilg. + [Pijlg )

mi1+mo=m
mi,mg>2

< Mmax | E,, max 0y, En, {g(t)+A(t) ((ML@))H—l)]m
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We now adapt the estimate in Lemma A.2 (see also Theorem A.12). Recall that [hy;]=™
depends only on [f]=™~! and the hypothesis (3.9). By the formal assumption, we have a
solution to (3.4):

L (LF1) = i)™
By assumptions, H°(C, No® SY(Ng)) = 0, for all £ > 2. Hence, the solution of the previous
equation is unique. By Lemma A.2, (A.5) and (3.8), the solution satisfies the estimate:

U517 He < €A+ Ko (Ne @ S™Ne) D)™ e
Here, C' depends neither on N¢ nor on S™N¢.. Therefore, we have

L5175, < K(Ne @ S™(N)) max [ £, ([£7]7)

Uy,

By definition (3.1), we have

K(Ne @ S™(Ng))max | By, max Ny Emy | < 1.
mi1+mo=m
mi1,ma>2

Hence, we have

(3.16) o < St o0+ 40) (52 ) —1)]

-9
Let us consider the functional equation

At) = F(t, At)) = M (g(t) +A() ((M_Lg(t))n - 1)) |

where ¢(t) is a function of A by (3.13). This equation has a unique analytic solution
vanishing at the origin at order 2.

We now can prove the theorem. Indeed by assumption, there are positive constants M, L
such that n,, < M L™ for all m > 2. Since A(t) converges at the origin, then A,, < D™ for
some positive D. According to (3.16), we have also proved

H{fv}]mb < nmAmv

so that, finally, |[[{f"}™]y; < M(DL)™ for all m > 2. Hence, f* =5 _,[{f"}|™ converges
at the origin and this proves the theorem. -

Let us see how we can prove Remark 3.2. The issue is that, when considering a solution
[f{]™ of the cohomological equation Ly;([f]]™) = R™, the estimate given by Lemma A.2
and Proposition A.4 might be obtained by another solution. Hence, the formal solution
might not be the good one for the estimate. Furthermore, we cannot replace a solution at
degree m as we wish to ensure that higher order terms in the vertical component can be
eliminated formally. We now explain the general result as formulated in the theorem. We

will assume that there are formal mappings

Fy(hy,v5) = (hy,v) + (07 Zﬁg(hj,vj)>

£>2

satisfying the following
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(1) {F7'®F; — Ny }* = 0 for all k,j. In other words, {F;} formally linearizes ®y;
vertically. In particular,

{(F") ' " — N = [y + R ({[8w]" [F) Fozeam) + O(lvs ™)

for
E = (hy,v;) + <07 > f}fg(hj,vj)> :

2<0<m
(The las;t assertion can be check easily since (ij)_lﬁ’j(hj, v;) = (hj,v;)+O0(|Jv ™).
(2) Each {f},,}; is a “minimizer” in the sense that it satisfies the equation
{8 Fodis = [op]™ + [R™ ({6, 1) Yasecm)]™
and the estimate
[l < K(Ne @ S™(Na))I[6']™ + (R ({[ows], [F] Yoceam)]™ .
As a consequence, the scheme of convergence applies to that formal solution {FJ} and

we are done.

4. A MAJORANT METHOD FOR THE FULL LINEARIZATION WITH A UNITARY NORMAL
BUNDLE

In this section, we shall devise a proof of Theorem 1.4, that is of the linearization of the
neighborhood problem in the case N¢ is unitary (and flat) following a majorant method
scheme.

Let us recall the horizontal cohomological operator

L35 = filoni(hy) tegvs) — sii(hy) £ (hy, v;),
where syj(hj) = Dyy;(hj). We then have the horizontal equation (2.17)
(4.1) ﬁf;(ff) = ¢Zj(hj+f]hvvj+f;’})
+ @ri(hy + f1(hy,v5)) = rj(hs) — Dowj(hy) f1H(hy, v;).
Let us recall the vertical cohomological operator
ki (7)) = [ (ori(hy)s tijug) — g £

and vertical equation (2.19) (recall that N¢ is flat)
(4.2) L) = @iy + £ v+ f7).
By assumption, there exists a formal solution f; = (f}', f}) = Y_.,[f]F with {[f;]*} €
CYUC, TeM @ S*(NE)). In case we assume H(C,TcM @ S*(Ng)) = 0, for all k > 2, this

follows from Lemma 2.10. We now use the “norm” of the cohomological operator acting
on C°(U, TcM @ S™(N{)) as defined by Theorem A.12. We have, for m > 2

K., := max (K (N¢ ® S™(N3)), K(Te @ S™(Ng))) -

As in the foliation problem, we consider the sequence of numbers {9, }m>1 with 7 = 1
and, if m > 2

(4.3) N = Ko max My Mg s

mi+--+mp+s=m
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where, in the maximum, 1 < m; < m for all i and s € N. In what follows, f; (resp. ¢},)
stands for either f]h or f7 (resp. ¢Zj or (;S};j). As in the previous section, let us expand
ori(hj + f]h, v; + f7) appeared in (4.1) and (4.2) in power series of v; and let us define

Sri(zwy) = > &ho(z)w
QeNg
Sy (hy + F1(hg,vp), 05+ £ (hgyvp) =0 D hiyo(hvf? =: hiy(hy, vy).
QeNg
Then we obtain
s = 3 Gl + F (s, )y + £7(hy0)?
k]Q Y; kj,Q\Y 5 Uy, U5) )\ 3\, 05)) 7.
QeNd QeNd
We further expand the first expression on the right-hand side as

1
k]Q _¢ng(h +f (h],vj)) Z ﬁﬁfljﬁj@(hj)(f]h(hjvUj))P-

Penn
Hence, for any m > 2,

"= > > Z 35%;@ (hy) [(F7 (hys o) T [0 + 7 (R 0))°]™ .
mi+ma= erNdPeNn !

Let {f3} be the formal solution of (4.1) and (4.2). Let us first assume that H°(C,TcM ®

SE(Ng)) = 0 for all £ > 2. We shall see later on how to get rid of the assumptions. Assume
that there is a sequence {Ay}r>2 of positive numbers such that

vk <m |[fill, < meAr.

Aty =) At

k>2

Let us set

with t € C. R
Since ¢y; is holomorphic in h; € Uy; and v; in a neighborhood of the origin, we can
assume that there is a positive R such that

(4.4) sup. [6;q(hy)] < R
hjEUkj

According to (3.10) and the proof of (3.12), we obtain

d
‘[(Uj+f;}(hjavj))Q]m2‘Ukj < Z H| ™ g

(TR, 1505 gy ey, 1T g ) ¥

d
D i1 MM g, =ma

d
E H nmi,lAmi,l © Mmy g Ami,qi

JMGE'Q,mz =1

< Noms [(H— J’”2—1A(t))'Q']mz

e[Sl

Uj Uj

IN
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On the other hand, let U* = {U;} be an open covering of C' such that U is relatively
compact in U;. We shall write U}} := ¢ (U}). Let us set

M = m]gndist(U,:,aUk).
Let us consider the index j as fixed and let us estimate the Fischer norm of [ﬁ;j]ml on
U = »j(U; N U;). We get

(7™

T sk
oy,

= > % |0 0% 0 (hs) [(f7 (g v)) 7™

PeNn

1P|
1
P%,L (dist(f];, aUg)
1P|
= Z<%> RI|[(f] (hy,v)) "™

PeNn

7%
Uz

IA

T
Ukj

¢;j,Q‘Ukj ‘ [(ff(hjvvj))P} "

Uz

Since f; is of order > 2 at v; = 0, we have |P| < 2% in the above sum. According to
j j 2 g

estimate (3.10) and following the proof of (3.12), we obtain

™ P
- 1 m1
(45) [ ;‘7Q]m1 R < (f) R‘Q‘nP,ml [A(t)‘PI} .
’ j o, PeN%;:O dist(U;, 0Uy)

Combining inequalities (4.5) and (4.5), we obtain

o, S Y Y % |0 drs0(hs) [(f] (hys v 1™ [(0 + £7 (R 03))%] ™|

h
mi+mo=m QeNg PeN™ !

Z i 271: (%)IP R\Q\anml [A(t)quml Q. [(t—l- ng—lA(t))\Q\] m2

(3,1

<
mi1+mo=m d PeN"
’ \%e\izlPe\:O
e & AW\ ! Q™
< 2 S (A e [(Rr R ta0) ]
mi+me=m gecNd PEN"
Q|=2 |PI=0
< B Ly ! L d(Re+ RAW) .
- \i-4a 1— (Rt + RA(t))
Here, we have set
E, = max max NPma1Q.ms-

mitma=m  peN",QeNd
|P|<T5E2<|Q|<ma,
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It remains to estimate the rest of terms in (4.1). We define

Bt = [inihs + 55 0) = 19(1) = Dip () (s )]

Yy S0 oni ) [0

1=2 |P|=I

m

Hence, as above, we have

IN

) P
o, % (7)) L))"

1=2 |P|=l

1\ A"

M

‘Bm‘U;j

By the same reasoning as in the foliation section, the previous estimates on U,jj extend

to estimates on Ukj, by multiplication by a constant M.
Let us define constant Cy := maxy; “ij‘f] ~Since we have

171 o, < Kn, max‘ﬁk] ‘U;w

then

- 1 n Alt m
17, < NI, (oo [(J> 1A

M

1 ! 1 d m
<1—%) <(1—<Rt+RA(t>>) _l‘d(R“RA(“)) )

We emphasize that due to the vanishing assumption of the spaces H*(U, Tc M @ S™(N})),
m > 2, the solution of cohomological equation Ly;([ff]™) = R™ is unique and is equal
to the minimizing solution obtained in Lemma A.2 and Proposition A.4. Consider the
following analytic functional equation :

- I A(t)

e
1 " 1 d

N )

It has a unique analytic solution A of order > 2 at the origin. Since we have

f(m max(l,Em) < Ny |[f']m|U < Apm, m>2

+ En,

then > ,[f;]™ converges in a neighborhood of the origin.

Let us see how the general case reduces to the previous one. The issue is that, when
considering a solution [f;]™ of the cohomological equation Ly;([f7]™) = R™, the estimate
given by Lemma A.2 and Proposition A.4 might be obtained by another solution. Hence,
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the formal solution might not be the good one for the estimates. So we will need to correct
it. As we already emphasized, equations (4.1) and (4.2) read

L ({17} = Ruge[f1°, 0 < (@], 1 < 0)
where Ry;, is an analytic function of its arguments. Let us start at £ = 2.

(1) Rij2 is just a function of the [®4;]*'s and and we have Ly;([f]?) = Ryj2. Let
{[f;2]*} be the minimizer solution of this equation obtained by Lemma A.2 and
Proposition A.4 and let [k;]* := [f;]> — [f;2]*. We have {[k;]*} € H'U,TcM ®
S*(NG)).

(2) According to lemma Lemma 2.14, Fj 5 := F; exp(—[k;]?) linearizes ®y; since

Fy ®pFj = exp(—[k;]*) " Ny exp(=[k;]*) = Niy.

Fj is tangent to identity and its 2nd order term is the minimizer [f;]?.
(3) Assume that F}, linearizes ®y;, is tangent to identity at the origin and has the
minimizers solution up to degree ¢ as Taylor expansion at 0. This means that

Fip=Id+ S _[f] + > seialfidl's Let us write the conjugacy equation. By
induction we have, for all 2 <1 </,

Lis({1filD) = Rega{[fir] }is U < @)™ m < 1),

Furthermore, it satisfies at degree £ + 1
Lii({[fion]™}) = R ({[Fi] 3o € < G[0)" m < £+ 1).

Let [fir11]%"" be the minimizer solution of the above cohomological equation. Let
(ki) = [fioa ) = [fiea]*t As above, it defines an element of HO(U, Te M @
SEY(NE)). Let us set Fjopq = Fjpexp([kjoa]™™)~!. Then it linearizes ®;; and
has the minimizers solution up to degree ¢ + 1 as Taylor expansion at 0: Fj,11 =
il

Id+ Y5 fi' + Y iseralfien]’

(4) Since FMHFJT; = I+0({+1), the sequence {F},}, converges in the space of formal
power series to Fj. Furthermore, {£}} linearizes {®y;} as each {F;,}; does. The
Taylor expansion of F; at the origin is

Fy=1d+Y [ful"

>2

(5) We can estimate the | fj,l]l as we did above in the case of vanishing cohomology since
the Taylor coefficient are minimizer solutions of the same equations.

Hence, we are done.
In summary, we have proved the following theorem.

Theorem 4.1. Let C be an embedded compact manifold in M. Assume that the embed-
ding is linearizable by a formal holomorphic mapping which is tangent to the identity and
preserves the splitting of To M, and N¢ is unitary. Suppose that {ny,}m>1 defined by (4.3)
satisfy ny, < LoL™, for some positive numbers Lo, L and for all m. Then the embedding is
actually holomorphically linearizable.
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We remark that in general there is a rigid theory on deformations in an analytic family
of complex complex manifolds due to Kodaira [24]. Strengthening Corollary 3.3, we finish
the section with the following corollary. This may be regarded as a rigidity for a simplify
connected manifold.

Corollary 4.2. Keep the assumptions in Theorem 4.1. Assume further that C is simply
connected. Then a neighborhood of C' in M is biholomorphic to C x B* where B? is the
unit ball in CY.

Proof. We already know that M admits a horizontal foliation by Corollary 3.3. To show
that each leaf is biholomorphic to C', we may assume that M = Ng and we will use the
projection m: Ng — C. We fix 7y € C. We take a point p € 7~ !(z,) close to C. Let L
be the (connected) leaf of the foliation containing p. Then L intersects each fiber of N¢
at a unique point. To verify this, we connect a point in x € C' to xy by a continuous path
v in C with v(0) = z¢ and (1) = x. By continuation along leaves, we can find a lifted
continuous path 4 and the germ LZ(t) at 4(t) of a leaf L,(t) such that 7(3(t)) = ~(¢).
Note that LX(t'), L3 (t) are contained in the same leaf on which 7 is injective, when ¢’ is
sufficiently close to t. The lifting 7(1) is independent of 7. Indeed if 4%(a < 6 < b) is a
continuous family of paths connecting x¢ to x. Let L.o be the leaf associated to 7. Then
7?(t) € Lo, (t) when 6 is sufficiently close to 0y, as L,0(0) = L, (0) as a leaf near p.
Obviously, = +— #(1) gives a biholomorphism from C onto the leaf through p. And

(z,v) — (1) defines a biholomorphisms from C' x B into N¢, where B is a small neigh-
borhood of 0 € 77 1(xy). O

5. THE FULL LINEARIZATION

The main purpose of this section is to solve the linearization problem in the general
setting (i.e. N not necessarily being flat) under a general hypotheses on the existence of
bounds to the cohomology equations. At the end of the section we will illustrate the results
with Arnold’s examples [2], following computations by Arnol’d [3].

We shall devise a Newton scheme to solve the linearization of the neighborhood problem.
Let us recall the condition.

(Ly,) : The neighborhood of C' agrees with the neighborhood of the zero section of the
normal bundle up to order m.

That embedding of C' has property (L,,) means that the order of (¢}, (h;,v;), ¢y, (hj, v;))
along v; = 0 as defined in (5.16) is > m + 1.

Assuming that (L,,) holds. We shall assume either that H°(C, TC®SPN}) = 0,2 <p <
2m or that N¢ is flat. According to Lemma 2.16 (c¢) and (d), the following linearization
step in the Newton method is fulfilled :

(N : If {®;} € Ly, then {F'®,;F;} € Loy, for some {F; = I + f;} with f;(h;,v;) =
O(fv[™*1).
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5.1. Domains for iteration and the Donin condition. Following Lemma A.6 and
Proposition A.19, we shall consider a family of nested coverings U™ = {U] }e; of C with
r. <r <r* Let us fix a trivialization of N (resp. TC) over Ul by fixing a holomorphic
basis e; = (€1, .., €in+a) of TcM on Ul

We first deﬁne various domains. Let UT’ = ;(U]) = A}, and U}, := Up N Uj. We have

Ur; = Ul Define Ukj = ;(Uf;)- Then

‘ij(UIZj) = Ujy.
Donin Condition. Let U" be a family of nested covering of C' for r, < r < r*. Let
= T'C or N¢. Suppose that there are constants D(E'®S™N(,) form = 2,3, ... such that
for all 7/, r" with r, < 7" <7’ <7 <r*and v’ —¢" <r*—r and all f € Z' U, E'®S™Ng)
with f =0 in H (U™, E' ® S™N(,), there is a solution u € CO(U™, E' @ S™N§) to du = f
such that
D(E' ® S™N,)
= (7,/ _ T//)-r

where D(E' ® S™N{) is independent of 7/, 7" and f and 7 = 7(IV}) is independent of m.

(5.1) maxsup ] Lo (Ur") H;%.X | frj |L<><>(U,g;.) )

In what follow, we shall express sections of bundles in coordinates. It is more convenient
to express domains by using the trivialization of the vector bundle N¢. Recall that the N¢o
has trivializations N; and transition functions Nj;. Let Bj be the ball of radius r in C4
centered at the origin. Thus, we define

(5.2) Vi=N;(V))=U; x By, Vi, :=Van-—-nV,
VZ; i = N, (Vi i) C i (U ) x C

(5.3) o= Nu(Vi), Ny =N3' on Vi,

(5.4) NgiNij = Ny; - on Vi

Denote the corresponding domains by f/}T’, ng when N; are replaced by ®;. Then we still
have the above relations when N;, Nj; are replaced by ®;, ®;;. We know that ®,; are
perturbations of the transition functions NNVi; of the normal bundle of C' in M, which are

defined on different domains but in the same space. We will however work on domains f/k”]
for ®;;, instead of f/,j]
With notation of section 2.6, for L > 1 and for r, < r < r*, we consider a cochain
{fr} € CTYU", O(Te M ® S*(NE))), given by
n+d

f1= i@ = 32 S0 1 i () einn(p) @ (s, (p)°

A=1|Q|=L

where I = (ig, ..., i,) € Z7"'. Recall that V7 = Ni,(Viyn---N V7). Define
|filr = sup |Zf1@ i) Vi |

(hlq vlq)EV

We also set [{fr}|, = max;|fr|..
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Note that ‘A/]?" = Uj x B} are product domains. Also,
(AJ,QJ- x By C ‘A/krj C U,QJ x B5", e, <1<c"

Define By;(h;) to be {v; € By: ty;(h;)v; € By}. The skewed domain Vkrj can be described
as follows:

(hj,v;) € Vi if and only if Ry € Uy, v; € By (hy).
Next, we note that the d-torus action (h;, v;) — (hj, (o1, . .., ava)) with ¢ € (S)? does
not preserve Vi; when ty;(h;) is not diagonal. Nevertheless, the Vi has a disc structure:
(hj,Cv;) € Vi, V(hy,v5) € Vi, V¢ €A,

Indeed, suppose that (h],vj) € ij Then h; € Uk] and (hj,v;) = Nj(p) with p € V' N V7
and Ny(p) = (hy, v) € V. By definition, VT — U, x B’. Take jj = Nj_l(hj,(’vj). We have
p € Vi and Ni(p) = (ha, ti;(Cv;)) = (thtkg(%‘)) e Ug; x By

Throughout this section, we use

lujly =" sup  |ui(hj,v)l,  ukilo = sup  [ug;(hy, v5)]
(hj,Uj)GVjp (h UJ)EV

where u;, uy; are functions on Vj’" and Vk’;, respectively. We also define [{u;}|, = max; |ug|,.
We now prove the following.

Lemma 5.1. Let uy; be a holomorphic function on Vkrj with r, < r <7 <r*. Suppose that
(5.5) Vi £ 0.
For 0 <0 <1 with 6r > r*, we have

urilor < 0™ urgly,  if wii(hy,v5) = O(ug)™); Nuwg] < gl
7

- 0
Z‘ Unj] ‘Gr =1 |ukj‘
=i

Proof. Let u = uy;. The first inequality follows from the Schwarz lemma applied to the
holomorphic function ¢ — u(h;, (v;) on the unit disk for fixed (h;,v;) € V). Note that
[u]"(hj, Cvj) = C*[u)'(hj,v;). Thus the second inequality follows directly by averaging,

1 d¢ -
¢ r
B v:) = B Cvs o (hi,v) €V
[u]"(hj,v;) o /QeaAU( i CV;) G (hj, ;) kj
The last inequality follows from the first two inequalities. O

For the rest of this section, we rename r in the Donin Condition by 7 which is fixed now.
We will let r vary in (r,, 7).

Lemma 5.2. Letr, < 0r <r <7 <r*<1. Fizk,j € Z. Suppose that (1 —0")r <r* -7
and (5.5) holds.
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(a) We have
(5.6) dist(V{",0V]) > r(1 - 0)/Co,  dist(Vir, oVi) > r(1 —0)/Co,

for some constant Cy.
(b) Assume further that 8*r > r.. There exists a constant C§ such that if F; = I + f;

satisfy
(5.7) | filezr < (1 = 0)r/Cy,

then we have
(5.8) F}'(Vf%) - ‘A/j€T7 Fj(Vk@?r) - Vkejra
(5.9) FAVT eV BE =T on V).

Proof. (a) The f/j” is the product domain U; x Bj. Thus the first inequality in (5.6) holds
trivially since U; is a polydisc. Note that Vkrj are open sets. Then § := dist((h,v), (h, 7)) =
dist(Vkej?", 8‘7[]) is attained by

(5.10) (h,v) € VT, (h,0) € OV}l

Ifh e 8U,:j, we immediately get 0 > dist(U,f]”, 80,:]-) > (1—=0)r/C by Lemma A.6. Assume
that i € U};. Then by the continuity of the function #;;, ¥ must be in Bj;(h). Otherwise,
both h € Uy; and v € sz(h) are interior points of the two sets, then any small perturbation
of (h, ) still satisfies the second condition in (5.10). The last assertion implies that (h,v)
cannot be a boundary point and we get a contradiction. Therefore, we have
v € 0B, or ty(h)D € OB,

The first case yields |0 — v| > dist(BY",0B5;) = (1 — 6)r. We now consider the second
case. By assumption tj; is holomorphic in w for a neighborhood w of Uy;. Thus there
is 6, > 0 depending only on Uy; such that if h € Uy; and |h — h| < 6., then the line
segment ~ connecting h, h is contained in w. Suppose that |h — h| < (1 — 8)r/Cy for Cy to

be determined so that (1 — 0)r/Cy < .. Applying the mean-value-theorem to #;;() and
using tx;(h)v € By, we get

Calo —v| 2 [ty (A) (0 = v)| 2 {[tnj(R)T — tis(R)v)] — [(trs(h) — taj(h))o]
> (1 —0)r — Cs|h — hljv] > (1 —6)r/2,

when O} is sufficiently large. Thus we get dist(U? o U r;) = (1=0)r/C as in the first case.

If |h — h| > (1 — 6)r/Cy, the required estimate is immediate.
(b) Note that 6 > r,. By choosing a larger Cf, (5.8) follows from (5.6) immediately. We
want to find F~'. By (5.7) and the Cauchy estimate, we know that

(5.11) 10, £5(hjs v))] + 100, f5(hj v))] < Ce/Cy, V(hy ;) € VI

Note that V_f = U_; x B is convex. By (5.11) and the fundamental theorem of calculus,
we have

(1) = fi(po)l < Calpr — ol /Cy, Vpo,p1 € VI
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Suppose that Cj > 2C7. Then Fj: ngsr — Vj%’ is injective, and T'(h;,v;) = (ﬁj,ﬁj) -
fi(hj,v;) defines a contraction mapping on Vje%’ if (ﬁj,ﬁj) € ‘7j‘94T and Cj is sufficiently
large. This gives us (5.9). O

In this section, we change notation and let
. h . h
fj :( juf;})v ¢kj:(¢kj7 Z])

Lemma 5.3. Letr, < 0r <r <7 <r*<1. Suppose that ij satisfies (5.5). There exists
a constant C such that if

(5.12) 6l < (1 0)r/C;
then we have
(I)kj(vk%r) C Vi

Proof. Note that 6 > r.. Since ®x; — Ny; = ¢p; and Nkj(Vk(’]-T) = \A/j%”, the assertion follows

from (5.6) and (5.12) for sufficiently large C7. O

Proposition 5.4. Letr, < 07r <r <7 <r* < 1. Assume that ij satisfies (5.5). Suppose
that ®; = Ny + ¢y, satisfy (5.12). Let Fy; = I + f; satisfy f;(h;,v;) = O(Jv;]?).
Suppose Op; = F ' ®; Fy = Ny + qzzj. There exists a constant C3 such that if

(5.13) [{fi}ozr < (1 =0)r/Cs5,

and (&;j(h]‘,’(}j) = O(|’Uj‘ﬁ), then

(5.14) {&hHorr < Cob™(I{ i} oz + {Dhs}Hrs
(5.15) {dh; Horr < C20™ (1 — O)r-.

Proof. Let us write i)kj = Nj; + gzNSEJ and Fk_1 = I+ g. Thus
Oh; = g 0 Puj 0 Fj + ¢y o Fy + (i (L + f11) — o),
biy = 9 © iy o Fj + 65 0 F
+ (trg(hy + [1) = trg(hy)) % (v + f7) 4 tig(hy) % f7(Rg, v;).
According to (5.9), we have Fi.(I 4+ g;) = I on V", Thus g, = —f, o F;, " implies that
|gklotr < | filosr-

For (h;,v;) € IA/k";T, using dist(U]f;”,OlA]lf;T) > (1 —60)6°r/Cy, we can obtain |tg;(h; +

£ (hyyv5)) =trs(hy)] < Cs| " (hy,v5) and | i (hy+ f7 (R, v5)) = @i (hy, v5)| < Cal f5(hy, v5)].
Nesting domains and using (5.12), (5.13) and hence (5.7), we obtain by Lemma 5.2 in which
r is replaced by 0°r :

{&%5 oor < Call{f3}or + {75} |r
[{k; Hoor < Cu(1—0)r.
Applying Schwarz inequality, we get (5.14)-(5.15). O
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When we apply the above to iteration, the new ®; in the sequence of iteration is defined
by

(E) T (B g ) - )y

J

on \A/k?”“ with Fj(m)(Vijm“) C V,;m

Let us find [f;]2"(h;,v;), a polynomial of order > m + 1 and of degree < 2m in v,
(holomorphic in h;), such that {F} '®;;F;} € Loy, holds for some {F; = I + [f;]2",}.
Let us consider the neighborhood written in the new coordinates {F;}. We obtain for

(i, v) = Py (hy, v;):
hi = @ (hy,v;) = ij(hy) + G (hy, v)),
(5.16) Vg = Zj(h’jvvj) = tky(h )UJ + ¢k](h]’vj)
We assume that QAS;] = ((ﬁzj, quj) has order > 2m + 1 at v; = 0.
I:et us write down the horizontal and vertical equations for the linearization problem:
F®; = & F;. We obtain the horizontal equation
i (hg) + Oi(hy,vy) + f(ong + Oty (hy)v; + 63;)
= onj(hj + f1(hj,v)) + ok (hs + [ v + f7).
The vertical equation reads
tky( )UJ + ¢ (hjvvj) + fy (‘Pky + ‘Z)k]vtky( )UJ + ¢k3)
= tij(hy + 1) (v + f7) + &y (hy + f1 05+ f7).

We will interpret the above identity as power series in v; with coefficients being holomorphic
in (U, NU;). In what follows, degrees or orders of sections are considered w.r.t. v; at
=0.

5.2. A Newton method for the full linearization. For this problem, the two previous
equations can be written as

(5.17) Ly (f;) = (0, Dty (hy) f7v;) + Fi (f),

where Ly;(f;) stands for (L};(f1), £3,;(f})) as defined by (2.16),(2.18):
(5.18) L) o= i (eni(hy), ti (hy)vs) — sii(hy) £ (hy, v;),
(5.19) ki (f7) = fi (prj (hy), tei(hy)vy) — tai(hy) f7 (R, v5).

Recall that si;(h;) = Dyy;(h;) is the Jacobian matrix of ¢y;. Furthermore, we have the
horizontal error term

(5200 F(fy) = oi(hy+ flov+ 1)) — ol
+ (f;?(%j, tis (hi)v;) — fL (g + Oy g (hy vy + quj))
+ i (hy + f1(hy, v3)) — i (hy) — Deprj(hy) £ (hy, v5),
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as well as the vertical error term
(5.21) W) = ok(hy + flv+ f”) O + Di(hy) £}
(S s (hs)vs) = Fions + Oy tas () + 61))
+ (tr (hy + f7( h;a%)) — tij(hy) — Dtii(hy) £}') (v; + 7).
We collect 2m jets from (5.17), (5.20), (5.21). Since f; = O(m+1) and QAS;]- =0(2m+1),
this gives us
(5.22) (8" fM)ig =™ = [, ]=2™,
(5.23) (8" F* ) =2™ = =Dt (hy) L1527 oy — [y 152

Under formal assumptions, according to Lemma 2.16 (c¢), equations (5.22)-(5.23) have a

solution ([f}T27 1, [ 17k)-
We first consider the case that H°(C, &3, TC ® S*(N¢Z)) = 0. Then, for any 7, < 7" <
r’ <7 <r* with
=0 = 0%, 1 —r"<r*—7,

the solution to (5.22) is unique and by Theorem A.12 that unique solution satisfies the

estimate
520 e < 2EEES )

In particular, {[f{]*",} has been determined. The solvability of (5. 23) and Theorem A.12
imply that we can find a solution {[fY]2",} such that for [ =m+1,...,2m,

i - DWNe® S'N:))  DITC@ SN |y
6525) AP < ZOEETRE [ PECES D o1y, + 1iop |-
Here ¢ depends only on the Dt;; over the initial covering.

If H(C, @™, TC @ S¥(Ng)) # 0, we are in the flat case, that is Dty; = 0. Thus, we
can find a solution {[fY]*",} such that for [ =m+1,...,2m,

D(Nc ® S'(Ng))

|{[¢kg] ey l=m+1,...,2m.

(5.26) LR e < =) {001 -
Let us set
(5.27) D,(2m) =1+ max {(1+ cK(TC® S"'(N:)))D(Ne ® S'(NE)}.

2<I<2m

Hence, in any case, estimates (5.24)-(5.26) lead to

ol C1D.(2m)
{1fE) Hozr < o — 0 )2T|{[¢k]] Hr

for all # and r satisfying r, < 0?r <r <7 <7r* and all m +1 <[ < 2m. Assume further
that 0% > r, and (1 — 67)r < r* — 7. We obtain, by Proposition 5.4 with m = 2m + 1
e C1D,(2m)6>m+1

|67l < 0711 = 0)r/C,
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provided
(5.29) {6} < (1= 0)r/C,
(5.20) G L < (L= 0r/Ca

Note that condition (5.28) follows from (5.29) as D, (6) > 1
Rename @y, 93, Fj, 7, <I>k], qﬁk] respectively as <I>k] , kj ,F f(o ,ilj-), (;S,(;j). Thus CI)SJ.) =
(F, 150))—1@(;;) F j(()). Repeating this formally, we obtain

¢ ON=1g50) (O e b el .
) = (RO 00FY, FO =140, el = Ny + o,

Set roy = 9577“@ and my = 2¢. We also have

(5.30) FOW ) c vy,

(5.31) |68 sy < O™ — 00/ Cy
provided

(5.32) re <Oy <1, 0<6<1;
(5.33) O < (1= 8/

To set parameters, we follow Russmann [35]; see [4,39] for different choices of parameters.
As in [35], we now use an addition assumption that

(5.34) Di>¢, (>1.

Indeed, when D, (k) = max(D,(k), k) replaces with D,(k), the sequence D, (k) still in-
creases and Y 2 ¥log D, (2%) converges. For a constant C, > 1 to be determined later,
define

_ olo+L 07 _
me =207 rep =0y, 1o =1,
log D..(mg+-2)

1—-60,=46, 06, =0C,
LLTES))

Note that in [35, Lemma 6.2] and [4,39], w(my1) is used to define é,. Shifting the index by
1, we use D, (myy) to simplify the argument. We can find ¢y = ¢5(C,) such that 0 < 6, < 1
for all ¢ and furthermore

Hee H 1 _ 6@)7 > exp {_ i 75* lOg D*(m2+2> } )

m
=0 =0 £+2

Since Y 27%log D, (2%) < oo, the latter is larger than r,, provided £y > £o(C,). Inductively,
we want to show that if (5.33), holds, then (5.33),.1 also holds. Indeed, with (5.33),, we
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can use (5.31),41 to obtain

C1D.(mys2)

(7°£+1 - 9?+17'é+1)

C
G 0
27 |{¢k] }| 241 (1 _ 92—1—1)"74—1
D, (myy0)07™ " 1—-0,
by (5.31
T (rey — 03 re)? 1 =04 (by (5:31))
CyD.(myy2)0;™ ™" CyD(myga) (1 — 60)*™°

— (1 _ 9£+1>27‘+1 - 5314{1

We need to check that the last expression is less than one by using logarithm. Note that
log(l —0) < =0, W0 €(0,1).

Therefore,
CyD, 1 — §,)2me—6
log = (m“;;(ﬂ 0 <log Cy — (2my — 6)d¢ + log D.(mey2) — (27 + 1) log b4 3
041
log D, log D,
—log s — (2me — 6)C, BLE2) 100 D (1) — (27 + 1) log (Cw)
M2 M43
2my — «log D, 29, — log D,
= {logCé _ (2me —6)C: log (mg+2)} + {logD*(mZH) _ (2m¢ = 6)C. log (me+2)}
3 Myt 3 Myy2

2my — «log D, log D,
4 {_( my — 6)C, log D (mey2) — (27 + 1) log <C* og (mz+3) } '
3 Mo Myy3

When ¢y is sufficiently large, then m, o > 24. This implies that if C, > 12, the sum in

each of first two braces is negative. Since log increases, we have by (5.34)

1
—log D, (me13) < log ,
Myey3

log —
R Y B )

M43 Myey3

With m, > 6, the difference in the last brace is bounded above by

1

( My 6)C 2 (27_ + 1) log C*M S ——C* + 27 +1 10g My42,
3 Myt My43 12

which is negative when C, > 247 + 12. We have determined C,. This allows us to
determine £5(C,) so that 0 < 6, < 1 and [],2, 67 > r.. Therefore, (5.33), holds if it holds
for initial value ¢ = 0. Using a dilation v; — ev; for € > 0, we may replace ®y;(h;,v;) by
(rs(hy) + o (hy, €v;), ty(hy)v; + €7 @y (hy, ev;)). This yields (5.33)o when € is sufficiently
small, as ¢y (hj, v;) = O(|v;]?).

To finish the proof, we set \Ifg-é) = Fj(o) 0---0 Fj(é). We have

0) /YT S l Y4
vy cvr B (hy ) — 0 (hy,05) = Oy, )f).
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Consequently, the sequence \1,5_5) is bounded in ‘A/j“". Fix 0 < 6 < 1. By the Schwarz lemma,
we get
sup |\I,§_z+1) — \Ify)\ < Ce".

I oo 0roo
Uj x By

Therefore, of \Ify) converges uniformly on U;‘X’ X Bderoo to a holomorphic mapping W3°.
Then F := N;'02®; is well defined. Indeed, N 'Wd, = N 'WU*®; is equivalent to
U (@) = (NpN; ). Since U are tangent to the identity, they are germs of
biholomorphisms. Therefore, F' linearizes a small neighborhood of C' in M.

Therefore, we have proved the following full linearization result.

Theorem 5.5. Let a neighborhood of the compact manifold C' in M be equivalent to a
neighborhood of the zero section of normal bundle N of C' in M by a formal holomorphic
mapping which is tangent to the identity and preserves the splitting of Tc M. Assume that
H°(C, TC @ SY(Ng)) = 0 for all € > 1 or that the normal bundle N¢ is flat. If {D.(2%)}
defined by (5.1) and (5.27) satisfies

1 D* 2k+1
k>1

there is a neighborhood of the compact manifold C in M that is biholomorphic to a neigh-
borhood of the zero section of normal bundle of C' in M.

When C'is affine and N¢ is flat, the formal equivalence assumption can be relaxed by
assuming that the neighborhoods are equivalent under a formal biholomorphisms fixing C'
pointwise. This follows from Lemma 2.4 (¢).

We now present two examples to illustrate the results in this paper.

5.3. An example of Arnol’d. This is originally studied by Arnold [2], [3, §27] for lin-
earization of a neighborhood. See also Ilyashenko-Pyartli [22] for linearization for flat tori
in higher dimensions.

Example 5.6. [3, §27]. Let C' be defined by identifying points in C via
h=0 mod (27, 2w), heC,
where w = a + ib with b > 0 and a > 0. Consider domains in C' defined by parallelograms
Uy=P(—rr—rw,(1+7r)m—rw,(1+7r)m+ (1 +7r)w,—rm+ (1 +7)w)
U=U+mn, U3=U,+w, Uy=Us—m.

Suppose that r > 0 is sufficiently small. Then U; N U; has two connected components U;; o
and Uij,l with

U14,1 = U14,0 -, U34,1 = U34,0 — W, U23,1 = U23,0 -, U12,1 = U12,0 —w.

Let U; = U; and V; = U; x As. Define M = UV;/ ~, V; = {[z]: € V}}, ®;: V; = V; and
the transition functions ®;; on Vi; = Vi NV, of M as follows. Let

f(h,v) = (h+ 2w+ vb(h,v), \v(1 +va(h,v))), |Imh|<d
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where a, b are 27 periodic holomorphic function in A. Define

(5.36) Ppo=1 Pupo=1 D= fly,, Psi=fly,
(5.37) By =1, oy —1,
(5.38) Piso =1 Piz1=fly,,, Pwo=L Qui=/[ly,,

The linearization of a neighborhood of C' in M is equivalent to G,;1<I>ijj = ékj where (fkj
are constructed as above by replacing f with f defined by

F(h,v) = (h+ 2w, \v).
Thus T'M has transition functions:
@14 =1 6)23 =1 (i)m,o =1 @43,0 =1, @12,1 = f\f/m, &)43,1 = f\%-

Thenwehaveg—GI—G40nV1ﬂV}1,g—Gg—GgoanﬁVg, = G = Gy
on V120 and g := G35 = G4 on ‘/},40 In other words, g is 27 periodic and defined on
—0Imw < Imh < 2(1 4 ¢) Imw. The cohomology equation is reduced to G1_1<I)12G2 = dyy
and G4:1<1>43G3 = ®43. Equivalently, we need to solve

(5.39) g 'fg=1.

Assume that f has been normalized so that

va(h,v) = v"a,(h) + O(n+1), wvb(h,v) =v"b,(h)+O(n+1), n=12,....

For the purpose of illustration, we will only restrict to a special unitary line bundle case
where |A| = 1. Then by the non-resonance condition that A is not a root of unity, we may
assume that as in [3, p. 211]

g(h,v) = (h+v"B,(h),v(1 +v"A,(h)) + O(n +1).
This leads to decoupled equations of the form
AN"A,(h+2w) — Ay (h) = —ay(h),
(5.40) AN'"B,(h+2w) — B,(h) = —b,(h).

Note that a,,b, are holomorphic in |[Imh| < § and we are seeking a solution on a large
strip

—§ <Imh<Imw+7¢.

In Fourier coefficients a, s and a non-resonant condition, the Fourier coefficients of A,, are
given by

A L anvj
J A\ne2wiv—1 _ 1’

Assume that a,, are holomorphic and 27 periodic in h for Ss: |Imh| < §. Suppose that

NP2V 1| > ¢ A" — 1.
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Then

C iy
|An7j| < |)\n ||an|L2(56)6 |J‘6’

A, ;67" < 1 |an|L2(55)e_|j‘(6_6/), ¢ <Imh <Imw+4¢".

=]
Furthermore, we can verify that

C
| AnlL2(s,) < G 1] || L2(s5)-

Note that #x; are locally constant with values 1, A\, A~
Therefore, we have verified

C
[Ar—1]

By Lemma A.2, we get an estimate with equivalent bounds (up to a scalar) but in the
original domain, i.e. without shrinking domains.

Strictly speaking, the above covering {U } has non smooth boundary. The intersection is
non-transversal either. However, this covering can be easily modified to get a generic cov-
erlng defined early, replacing U by smooth strictly convex domains U and then replacing
U] by Uj + ¢; for suitable small constants.

D((Tc & No) @ S"Ng) <

5.4. Counter-examples. We now show that a certain small-condition is necessary to en-
sure the vertical and full linearizations. We will achieve this by establishing a connection
between the classical linearization problem for germs of one-dimensional holomorphic map-
pings and the vertical linearization of foliated neighborhood of an elliptic curve.

We keep the notation in subsecton 5.3. Let us start with a power series

(5.41) a(h,v) =Y auv" = a(v)

n>2
Set b(h,v) = 0. Then we have a neighborhood of C' associated to
(5.42) f(h,v) = (h+ 2w, v+ a(v)).

Since the vertical part of the transition functions depends only on v, then M is already
admits a horizontal foliation with center C' being compact.

Proposition 5.7. Let M), , be neighborhood of C' defined by transition functions ®; given
by (5.36)-(5.38) where f is given by (5.41)-(5.42). Suppose that A\, w satisfy the nonresonant
condition

(5.43) AVl 140, n=23,...,j€

Then My, is vertically (resp. formally) linearizable by a mapping tangent to the identity
if and only if the germ of holomorphic mapping ¢(v) = Av + a(v) is holomorphically (resp.
formally) linearizable.

Proof. Suppose that M is vertically linearizable by a holomorphic mapping that is tangent
to the identity. By Proposition 2.6, it is vertically linearization by a mapping G; such that

G;(hj,v;) = (hj, v+ O(|;]?)).
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By the non-resonant condition (5.43), we can verify that (5.39) is equivalent to that the g
in (5.39) has the form g(h,v) = (h,1(v)) and ¢ is linearized by . O

The existence of non-holomorphically linearizable ¢ is well-known. By theorems of
Bruno [4] and Yoccoz [41], Proposition 5.7 shows that My, with a(v) = v? is vertically
linearizable and hence linearizable if and only if A is a Bruno number, that is

lOg maX2§j§2k |)\J — 1|_1
> >

< +00.
k>1

5.5. A foliation example. Here we specialize Ueda’s theory for elliptic curves. Let us
first discuss the Fischer norms and Bergman norm when the N is unitary. Let us recall
two formulae from Zhu [42, p. 22

/ |ZQ‘2 dog = ( (d _ 1)'Q' T2d—1+2\Q\7
oB¢

Q| +d—1)!

B (1QI+ d)!
Therefore, there is a precise asymptotic behavior of Fischer norm and the Bergman norm:
(5.44) gy < 1o, < Callglame, 1/4<r <4,
We also have Bergman’s inequality for L? holomorphic functions [14, p. 189):

Cq
(5.45) ‘f|oo"7j(179)r < W S}?p | f(hy, ')‘LQ(Bﬁ)v
(5.46) Sup |f (g, )2y < Cal floope, 1/4 <1 <4
i
In general, we get
. Cy .
(547) |¢kj|L°°(ij,(1—9)r) < (Hr)d S}lllp ‘¢kj(hj7 '>|L2(ng,r(hj))’
J

(5.48) S}llp ‘¢;j|L2(ngyr(hj)) < Cd|¢2j|Loo(V,gj)a 1/4 <r <4

J

Note that when ¢;; are unitary, the skewed domain Vk’; defined in (5.2) are actually product
domains
Vi = U, x By
Therefore, the Fischer norm and Bergman norm bound each other with constants depending
only on ¢ and d. We can fix € too by applying Lemma A.2 as we did in sections 3 and 4.
Therefore, any estimate of cohomology equations in Fischer norms has a counter part in
super norm on the unit ball in C¢ and vice versa.
Note that the small divisors condition

(5.49) N —1>Cn ", n=1,2,...

for some constants C, 7 is equivalent to Ueda’s condition in terms of dist(Np%, 1) for the
foliation problem when C' is an elliptic curve of type zero. In this case the linearized
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equation corresponds to equation (5.40) we can take the small divisor 1/K,(N¢c @ S"N¢)
to be A" — 1.

Finally, we should mention that the assumption 7, < LoL™ is satisfied under Siegel’s
small divisor condition |[\* —1] > Cn~" by a method of Siegel; see Ueda [40] for the vertical
linearization problem. It is also satisfied under the Bruno condition [4] which is a condition
weaker than (5.49). For the details, we refer to [4,34].

APPENDIX A. L? BOUNDS OF COHOMOLOGY SOLUTIONS AND SMALL DIVISORS

A.1. A question of Donin. Let E be a holomorphic vector bundle on a compact complex
manifold C. The main purpose of this section is to obtain L? and sup-norm bounds for the
cohomology equation

(A1) Su=f

where f € Z'(U,O(F)) and U is a suitable covering of C. Our goal is to show that if f =0
in H'(C,O(F)), then there is a solution u such that

(A-2) Juller < K(E)]fler-

Here || - ||y is the L%-norm for cochains of the covering &. The main assertion is that the
solution v admits estimate on the original covering U without any refinement, which is
important to the application in this paper. For this purpose, we will choose the covering
U which consists of biholomorphic images of the unit polydisc, which are in the general
position. The question on the existence of such an estimate and solutions was raised by
Donin who asked the general question if O(FE) is replaced by a coherent analytic sheaf F
on C and f is any p-cocycle, with p > 0, of a covering U [8]. The result in this appendix
provides an affirmative answer to Donin’s question for p = 1 and the sheaf of holomorphic
sections of a holomorphic vector bundle. Furthermore, we will introduce the small divisor
for (A.1) in (A.2). Although some of results in this appendix can be further developed for
a general setting, we limit to the case of H*(C, O(E' ® E")); this suffices applications in
this paper. One may take E” to be the trivial bundle to deal with a general vector bundle
E. In the applications we have in mind, C' is embedded into a complex manifold M and
we will take E” to be symmetric powers Sym‘ N, of N, the dual of the normal bundle of
C in M. In this paper, S‘FE denotes the symmetric power Sym’ E of a vector bundle E
over C'. We are mainly concerned with how various bounds depend on ¢ as ¢ — oo when
we employ the important Fisher metric on SN, for unitary the normal bundle Ng. This
will be crucial in our applications.

To prove (A.2), we will first use the original estimate of Donin [8], without solving the
cohomology equation. This serves as a smoothing decomposition in the sense of Grauert [14]
by expressing

(A.3) f=g+du

where ¢ is defined on a larger covering while u is defined on a shrinking covering. We will
then combine with the proof of finiteness theorem of cohomology groups from Grauert-
Remmert [14] to refine the decomposition (A.3) by expressing g in a base of cocycles.
Finally, we will obtain (A.2) by avoiding shrinking of covering. This last step is motivated
by a method of Kodaira-Spencer and Ueda [40]. We take a different approach by an
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essential use of the uniqueness theorem. This allows us to introduce the small divisors in
(A.2) to the cohomology equation (A.1).

A.2. Bounds of solutions of cohomology equations. We now start to introduce nested
coverings of C'. This will be an essential ingredient of the small divisors for the cohomology
equation. We cover C' by finitely many open sets U;,7 € Z such that there are open sets
Vi in M with V; " C' = U;. We also assume that there are biholomorphic mappings ®;
from V; onto the polydisc A7, of radius 7*, where n is the dimension of C' and n + d is
the dimension of M. Assume further that ®;(U") = A" x {0} for ¢; x {0} = ®;]y,. Set
U = {U: i € T} with U’ = ¢;*(Ar). We assume that r* < 1 and U™ with r, < r*,
remains a covering of C. When Uy := U} N---U; is non-empty, it is still Stein [14, p. 127].

Definition A.1. Let {Uj} be an open covering of C' for each r € [r,,r*]. We say that
the family of coverings {UJ} is nested, if each connected component of Uy N Uj* intersects
Uy N U when r, < p <7r*. In particular, U;* N US* is non-empty if and only if Uy N U}
is non-empty.

Let N(U!") be the union of all U;" that intersect U!"; as in [8] we will call the union
the star of U!". Refining U"" if necessary, we may assume that there is a biholomorphism
@; from a neighborhood of the star onto an open set in C". If E’, E” are holomorphic
vector bundles over C, we will fix a trivialization of E’ over U; by fixing a holomorphic
basis €}, = {€} 1, -, €} N U;". We also fix a holomorphic base ef = {efy, ..., €4} of
E"in U On Up = Ui n---NU;, it will be convenient to use the base

20

Cig..ig = €jy ® e;'q = {1 ® e;'w-: 1<k<m,1<j<d}.

Throughout the paper || - ||p and | - |p denote respectively the L? and sup norms of a
function in D, when D is a domain in C™. If f = (fi,..., fq) is a vector of functions, we
define the L? norm, metric, and sup norms as follows:

11D = £y = LAID + -+ [ fall B
D = Sup AP+ [ fal2) P,
1S

Pl 1= supmas{| AG)L .. a2}

For a d x d matrix ¢ of functions on D, denote by |t|p, ||t|| b, |t|c,p respectively the operator
norms defined by

ltlp = sup [tflp, |ltlp= sup ||tfllp, |tleop = sup [tf]oo,n-
|fIlp=1 Ifllp=1 |floc,p=1

Therefore, [|t]|p < |t[p as [[tf][p < (sup.cp [¢(z))I| fllp = [t]pl[flp-
Then we define the L? norm for f € CY(U", O(E' @ E")) by

md

are; = Za‘;ef,u,
pn=1

1flhe = max {laro @i loywp: fi=arer in Uy}
- IARSEAL)
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Sometimes we denote || ||y~ by || f|| for abbreviation. We define similarly the metric norm
| flurs, or | f], and the sup-norm |f|zr- or sup|f]. It is obvious that

11 < CIfl, sup|f] < [[fI| < C/rank(E" @ E")sup |f],
[tloo < |t| < Crank(E' @ E")|t] o0,
where C' does not depend on E’, E”.
The first result of this appendix is to find a way to obtain solutions with bounds to (A.1)

on the original covering, if a solution with a bound exists on a shrinking covering. This
relies on the nested coverings defined above. We first study the L? norms case.

Lemma A.2. LetU" = {U]:i € T} withr, <r <1r* be a family of nested finite coverings
of C. Suppose that f € C*(U™,E' @ E") and f = 0 in H' (U™ ,E' ® E"). Assume that
there is a solution v € C°(U™) such that

(A4) ov=Ff, vl < K[ fller-
Then there exists a solution u € CO(U™") such that Su = f on U™ and
(A.5) [llers < CULERG e + BT oo K8 Her )L e

where t;, 1y are the transition matrices of E', E", respectively, and C' depends only on the

number |I| of open sets in U™ and transition functions of C. In particular, C does not
depend on E', E".

Proof. By assumptions, we have

(A.6) fix = (0v)r, U NU;,

(A7) [ollerrs < K| fller-

Take any v* € C°(U"", E' ® E") such that 0v* = f. Then (6v* — dv); = 0 in Uj* N U},
because (0v*);x = fjr on the larger set U;” N U;". Since {Uj*} is a covering of C' then
w = v; — v} is a global section of £’ ® E”. This shows that v;, via v}, extends to a
holomorphic section in Uj " In fact, v; is the restriction of u; = v} + w defined on U ; x.

We now derive the bound for u;. Suppose that U7 "N U;* is non-empty. By the assump-
tions, each component of Uj’-"* U intersects U MU We have u; = uy, + fj, on Ul MU
and hence the uniqueness theorem implies that it holds on U7 "NU; too. And on U h nuyr,
we have uy = v, and u; = vy, — fr;. We express the identity in coordinates

uj = Ujej, Uk = Uxer = Ogjej,  frj = friers = frseis-
/ 1" : L : A} / " Y 1"
Let t};,t).; respectively be the transition matrices of e}, ] for E', E”. Then ty; = t}; ® t};;
are the transition matrices of ey; for £’ ® E”. Then we have
Opj =t @ Tk, fri =t @ Lyfe;
kj jk jkYk» kj jk dJkj-
. A Y "o~ ! [
Thus, @; = Ogj — frj =t @ €0k — )y, ® Lafr;. We have
~ — -1
||Uj||L2(U;*mU,:*) = ||, o P ||L2(goj(UJT'*ﬂU£*))

< 1tk @ 508) © 05 2, wrawpy + 1 Ek @ Lafii) © 057 | L2, wrovy -
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Here tjz 0 ;' = tjn 0 " o ¢r;. By the properties of operator norm and |[t}; ® t},]|p <
|t;€j ® /k/j|D < |t;cj|D| /k/j|D for D = ‘Pj(U;* NU;), we have

(25 ® E21) 0 05 3 < Cultld x 13 x 19612, e
where the constant C, comes from the Jacobian of z, = ¢y;(2;). By (A.7), we have
5k 0 12 < K2 F2e.
We also have
. . .
||(t;k ® lafi;) o P ||4pj(U]7f*ﬂU,:*) < |t;k o Y; |¢j(U;.'*mU,:*) X ||f||goj(Ujr'*mU,:*)-
Since U™ is covered by {U;” NU*}, we get the desired bound from

12y < D2 sl ooy ey O
k

The argument for the norm |- | is verbatim and we can take the above constant C, to
be one.

Corollary A.3. With notations and assumptions in Lemma A.2, the solution u also sat-
isfies

[uloozers < C{thj e + K {th e {th o) v/ rank (B @ B")| fog gire,

where C' does not depend on E', E".
The above lemma leads us to the following proposition and definition.

Proposition A.4. LetU" ={U]:i € I} with r, <r <r* be a family of nested coverings
of a compact complex manifold C. Let E' (resp. E") be a holomorphic vector bundle over C
with bases {e}} (resp. {€]}) and transition matrices tj; (resp. {ty;}). Suppose that there is
a finite number K such that for any f € C*(U™, E' @ E") with f =0 in HY(U" ,E'® E"),
there is a solution v € CO(U™, E' ® E") satisfying (A.4). Then there is a possible different
solution v € C°(U™, E' @ E") satisfying (A.4) in which K is replaced by

(A.8) K.(F' ® E") = supinf{||lug|lyir- : dug = dus on U™,
up U0
10wy = 1,u; € COU™, E' ® E")}.

Proof. By the assumption, K, = K,(FE' ® E”) is well-defined and K, < K. Fix u; €
Co%(Um, E' ® E"). Suppose that du; = f and ||f|,~ = 1. By the definition (A.8), there
exists uj) such that duZ* = f on U™ and ||u|jyr < K, + 1/m. By the Cauchy formula on
polydiscs, (ug); o goj_l is locally bounded in ¢;(U;) in sup-norm. We may assume that as
m — 00, (ug'); converges uniformly to ui® on each compact subset of U; for all j. This
shows that [|(uf®); o gpj_1||L2(E) < K, for any compact subset E of ¢;(U;). Since E is
arbitrary, we obtain ||ul°||yr- < K.. By the uniform convergence, we also have dui® = f
on U™ . U
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Definition A.5. Let E', E” ¢}, €, ¢}, t. be as in Proposition A.4. Let t;(S™E") be the

transition matrices of the symmetric power S™E” induced by tj;. For m = 2,3,..., we
shall call

K(E' @ S™E") = [{t;(E') }H-
+ K (B @ S™E") {ti; (E) o {85 (S™ E") Mo

the generalized small divisors of E' @ E" with respect to e, t].

A.3. Donin’s smoothing decomposition. Grauert’s smoothing decomposition for cochains
of analytic sheaves is an important tool. Here we will follow an approach of Donin [8], by
specializing for vector bundles.

We first need to introduce coverings by analytic polydiscs.

Lemma A.6. Let C be a compact complex manifold. Let {U*:i € I} be a finite open
covering of C, and let p; map U; biholomorphically onto A} for r. <r <r* <1. Assume

further that ; is a biholomorphism defined in a neighborhood of the star N(U!") onto a
domain in C". Suppose that r, < r. <r; <r*, and

Uy =000 nU A,
Then for constant ¢, € (0,1) depending only on n,

(A.9) dist (9(e,, (U7)), 93, (UF))) 2 eominr; = 1)

|03, © 03, (2') — @i, 0 07,1 (2)]
|2/ — 2|

(A.10) K := inf {1, L 2,2 € AL VUL L F (z)} :

Proof. Note that for sets in C", if A C A’, B C B, and A, B are non-empty, then
dist(A, B) > dist(A’, B').

Recall that ¢;, is a diffeomorphism from a neighborhood V' of the star N (U;,) onto a subset
V of C". We have y;, (U5) C U;d¢;, (UF). Thus

dist(9i, (U7), 1, (U1 ) = mindist (0 i, (U7), i, (U1 )) = mindist(Di, (U7), 3, (U7)):
j J 7 J J
We have dist(9(g;, (U}, @iq(U[j')) = dist(0(¢py, © <pi_j1(A§‘)), ©i, © <pi_j1(Af},)). Recall that ¢;,
is defined on N(U;,) D U;*. Then the distance is attained for some 2’ € A}, and » € A}
By the definition of k, we get the desired estimate. O

We will recall the following smoothing decomposition of Donin [8]. Here we restrict to
the case of H' and the holomorphic vector bundle to indicate the specific bounds in the
estimates.

Theorem A.7 (Donin [8]). Let C' be a compact complex manifold and let U™ (r. < r <
r* < 1) be a family of open coverings of C' as in Lemma A.6. Let E' @ E" be a holomorphic
vector bundle of rank m over C' and fix a holomorphic base € (resp. €) for E' (resp. E")
over U;. Letr, <r" <r' <r<r* and

v = <r*—r
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Assume that
(A.11) Up: 20,  whenever Uj; # 0.

Let {fj1} € Z' (U™, O(E" ® E")). Then there exist g € Z'(U",O(E' @ E")) and u €
COU™,O(E" @ E")) such that

(A.12) f=g+0ou, inC U OF ®E")),
Col{th; {15

. ! r < J J o

(A.13) [ullyrr + g ller < 07— 1 e

where k is defined (A.10). The constant C,, is independent of E', E". Furthermore, f
g=Lf and f — u=Sf are C-linear.

Proof. With [j’ = f;; we are given a cocycle { 17;} of holomorphic sections of £/ ® E" over
the covering U"". Recall that 7, < " <1/ <r <r* and U is an open covering of C.

As in [8], we will apply L?-theory for (0,1)-forms on a bounded pseudoconvex do-
main in C™. In our case the domain is actually a polydisc. Fix a holomorphic base
€, = (€1 - -+ €,) for the vector bundle E' in U} with transition functions t,;(z;). Anal-
ogously, let t};(z;) be the transition matrices for basis ¢} of E” for U"". For brevity, we
write t; for t;(z;).

We can write
(A.14) T=flley =t QUL T ew = flr e, on U nUF NUL.

The U;" is covered by Ul " = {Ur N UI"};, while {fg,:} e Z\U",0m). Now
{f;]/]: o o'} € ZYprU™), 0™, where @, (UL ") is a covering of the polydisc A™.
By Lemma A.6, we have

(A1) cix = dist(@(pr (U7 NUL)), 0u(U NUE) > eani(r’ = 1),

Let d;..(2) be the distance to ¢, (Ur" N UY) from z € C™. Let y be a non-negative smooth
function in R so that x(t) = 1 for ¢t < 3/4 and x(¢) = 0 for ¢ > 7/8. By smoothing the

1000

Lipschitz function X(c%kdi;k(z)), we obtain a non-negative smooth function z — qE;”;,j (2)
that equals 1 when d;x(2) < ¢, and by (A.15) it has compact support in ¢, (U7 N UL).
Note that we can achieve

(A.16) VO < Cucii} < eaCur™ /(' — 1),

Then é;_/;;rl oy, is a non negative function with compact support in U’ N U T such that for

1.0

Op "= a0, we have ¢ 7 o > 1/2 in U = U,(U;" N Uf) since x(7-dix) = 1 on
or(U" N UT). Then by the mean-value theorem and the first inequality of (A.16), we get
(A.17) O " (r(x)) > 1/4, if dist(on(x), or(Uf)) < mineip/C,

for some suitable C,. Recall that ¢, < 1 and x, < 1. Since dist(pr(UL), ox(OUL")) =
r* — 1" > cor(r’ — "), there is a smooth function ¢ : @x(UL") — [0,1] with compact
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support such that QAS’,;;T* =1 in ¢x(U}), and
(A.18) T (x) < 3/4, if dist(gg(x), or(UL)) > miin ik Ch.
Note that the latter can be achieved with
IVoy™ | < C’l/miin cip < Cor™/(r" —1").

In U", define a non-negative smooth function

’“‘7,,//;7,,/
P B oy
ik T irir* Tritr! ks

where the smoothness follows from the denominator being bigger than 1/4 by (A.17) and
(A.18). Thus, (]bz:,;;r/ has compact support in U’ NUS" and Y, (;bz;l,;;rl =1in U} =J,(UI" N
Up), as qu;r* =1 on Uj. We can verify that

(A.19) V(g1 o gih)| < C'w7L/ (0 —1").

Consider the expression

(A.20) Z¢ & T

Recall that qbz;fl has compact support in Uy’ NU;". Thus it is smooth on w := U} NU; NU;’
and vanishes on an open set D containing U N U\ w. On the other hand, fZ; is
holomorphic in w. Hence the product gbz,,;r,fgg is smooth in U NU;". Then vy = dwjy,
is a smooth (0, 1) form in U}" nu;.

Let A denote the sheaf of smooth functions on C. We now pu/ll*back the forms from
the polydisc A™ via p. For each fixed k, we have {w,}; € C°(U, " , A™). Let us denote
i @1 byt By fij = fir — fir. and (A.14), we have

tkz ® t/k,] T = tkz ik tk]

Since ), qbz;,;”l =1= (;ASZ”* oy, on U, then by §f = 0 and (A.14), we get on Ul N U7 ﬂUJT’/
— Wk = Z¢ A&k - Z¢ (the @ 1S5 — the @ i3 F17)

= quﬁ;k7 tk] tkz ik ) - tk] tkz ik
¢
The latter is holomorphic. Thus (6v)s.x = O(dw)s e = 0 on U N UL N U]’-J. This shows
that
Vi = 'Uj;k
is actually a d-closed (0,1) form in U}". Thus (¢, ')*v; is a d-closed (0,1)-form on the
polydisk A™. By the L? theory [20, Thm. 4.4.3] applied to each component of v, =
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S Dkerre, we have a bounded linear operator S: vy — wuy such that O((p')*uy) =
(¢ ")*v. Returning to the complex manifold via ¢y, we have

lunllyys = lluk 0 03 lzzeaz) < Cllve o 93 llzzcar.)
Cr [{tiy {1
S / ! 17 ! HfHLQ(Z/{”“*)'
r —rTr

Here we have used (A.20), estimate (A.19) and the definition of norm (A.4). Note that the
C is independent of the rank since we applied the L? componentwise. Set g;f; )= Wi — Ug
on U]T" N U;. We obtain

(A.21) - A;;’;; = f;;.’;;*, Uurnupnuy,
s Cr™ it I
(A.22) mJaX Hg;;;frHUjT/ﬂUI: < 7,, _] 1 ’ £l

We have obtained (A.13).
To verify (A.12), we will use the same base ej, and take the product of (A.21) with e in
order to obtain on U" N UJ’-"” NU.NU;

A ok

r!r* / rrlsr r

rlir r'sr e ; ol rlir
ik — 9jk = g € = Jij = Jijuw €0 = Giw — G
and thus
A23 N Ul nur nupnU;
(A.23) 950 — 956 = 9ie — Gizke > OB Y, j k 0-
Then we have a (well-defined) holomorphic section
r . rhr rlir r r
Ike = G9i0 — 9in» UpNUp.

We verify that {gr,} € Z*(U",0™). Set u] = g;l;;r. Since 7 < r we actually have
{u/"} € C°(U", E' ® E"). However, only on U/" NU!", we can verify via (A.23) that
o= 5 =l = g = (gl — g =i~ D
The above result is a type of Grauert’s smoothing decomposition, which can also be

obtained by open mapping theorem. See for instance [14, p. 200]. However, this yields an
unknown bound in the estimates.

A 4. Finiteness theorem with bounds. The above smoothing decomposition does not
provide a solution to the cohomology equations, i.e. if f =0 in H' (U, O(E' @ E")), then
there exists u € CO(U™,O(E' ® E")) such that du = f on U™, for some 1" < 7/. We
will follow [14] to derive the finiteness theorem with explicit bounds. In particular, this
provides solutions of first cohomology equations with bounds on shrinking domains.
We first recall the resolution atlases from [14, p. 194], specializing them for the vector
bundles. Assume that we have coordinate charts
o Ul = Poi=o(U) = A

n

*
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Define Uy" = U N---N Up” for I € T Then ¢r = (@i, - - -, ¢4,) is defined on Ur" with

i0
range U; . Unless otherwise stated, we omit the superscript 7* in U} . We can define a
proper embedding

QO[ZU[-)U}‘—)P[Z:A:;, nq:n(q—i—l).
Then the push-forward of the vector bundle £’ ® E”|y, defines a coherent analytic sheaf
(pr)«(E" ® E") over Py by trivial zero extension; see [14, p. 5, p. 195] and [13, p. 239]. A
section f € I'(Ur, ' @ E") yields a section f; of (p;).(E" ® E") over P by

f[ o (pI(ZL') = (f[(l')> .. ->f1(x))> fI|PI\UI =0.

Note that U™ has a Stein neighborhood. Then following notation in [14, p. 196] we have
an epimorphism by Cartan’s Theorem A:

€r: OZ|AZZ - (QPI)*(E, ® E”)|UI’ t> rank(E’ ® E”)>

where ¢; is defined by finitely many global sections defined in a neighborhood of P;. When
E' ® E” is a vector bundle, we take ¢ to be the minimal value, the rank of £’ ® E”, and
specify the above €; by taking

e€r: g1 — gr = (@r)«{gr o vrer}.

Here we want to obtain a more general description without restricting to a vector bundle.
Define

cu) = [ o'r.
Ieza+l
(Set OY(P;) = 0 when U™ is empty.) We recall that Py = Ag; is independent of the order
of multi-indices. Thus
C1(U) = (0(A])" = O(AL).
Here L < [Z9*'|¢. Let On(A}, ) be the space of holomorphic functions on A ~with finite
L? norm on A, . Set Pf = A] for I € 79", We define a Hilbert space

ciury = [ onrp) =okaAr),
Iezatl

which is a subspace of C7(U").
Using the collection € = {e;: I € T} we define

ClUE' @ E") :=e(CHU")) = CU") /(kere N CLUT)),

which is the vector space of g-cochains, equipped with the standard coboundary operator

J.

Remark A.8. Our cochains are not necessary alternating. As in [14, p. 35], we let
C{(U,E" ® E") denotes alternating cochains. For the isomorphism of the two kinds of
Cech cohomology groups; see [14, p. 35| and Serre [37]. Since we are interested in the
cohomological solutions with bounds, we fix our nation without requiring that the cochains
be alternating.
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Let [| - ||a;, be the Hilbert space norm on Cl(U") and set
€11z = mf{[[vllay, : v € CRUT), e(v) =}, € CRUT, E'® E").

The inclusion C} (U", E' @ E") — CY(U", E' ® E") is continuous and compact ([14, Thm. 3,
p. 197]). We also define

ZIU) = e (ZUU, E' ® E")),
[l 5= inf{lolLago s v € ZHUT), e(w) = G}, ¥C € ZUT, B EY),
T = €(v).

Then Z}(U",E' ® E") is an isometric subspace of C/(U", E' @ E") via inclusion. Let
{90, g1, - - - } be a monotone orthogonal base of Z} (U") ([14, p. 141, p. 201]). An important
feature of the monotone base is that the vanishing orders of g; at the origin satisfy

ordg go < ordgg; <---, lim ordyg; = oo.
i—»00

By [14, Thm. 1, p. 192 and p. 201], for a given v there is an p such that
(A.214) G(2)=0(2), i>p ZeAm

In fact, let the index set be Z = {1,...,L}. Set w((f1,..., fr)) = min{(a, Q): fag # 0}
by using order < on Z x N™ defined by (a, P) < (8,Q) if |P| < |Q|, or if |P| = |Q] and
there is an ¢ such that p, < ¢, and py = q for all // > ¢, or if P = @ and o < . Then the
basis {g;} satisfies

w(g;) < w(gj+1)-
We now return to the case ¢ = 1 with n, = 2n. In the sequel, {[t};|} = {|t};|}~ and

{183 = {1t e

Theorem A.9 (Donin-Grauert-Remmert). Let C' be a compact complex manifold and let
U (r, <7 <r*<1) bea family of open coverings of C' as in Lemma A.6 such that (A.11)
holds for all k,j. Let E = E' ® E" be a holomorphic vector bundle of positive rank m
over C' and fix a holomorphic base ¢} (resp. €f) for E' (resp. E") over U]” Suppose that
re <r’<r<r<rtandr —r" <r*—r. Let 0 =1'/r. Let {go,q1,...} be a monotone
orthogonal base of Z}(U") as above. Assume that p,v satisfy (A.24) and

Cprt

(A.25) b= e mzne” <1/2.

There exist Gy, - - - s Gm,. such that their equivalence classes in HYU", E) form a C-linear
basis of subspace spanned by Go,- - ,Gp in H'(U", E). For any f € ZL(U" , E) there exists
v e CUU™" | E) satisfying f = v+ S8 ciGm; with

Cli_lA( )

(A.26) les| <
C.x !B, ( )

1F e

(A.27) [0l < 1 fllyrs Vr— € [r',m),
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*

w
(A28) 95 = chig—mi + 577; 77; S Co(ur> E)>

(A29)  A(B) = [{ti;}[{ti;}] max Z lcjil, B (B) = [{t; {5} Z {75 Hleer—-

Furthermore, all ¢; =0 when f =0 in H'(C, E).

Remark A.10. The solution operator f — v may not be linear. See a proof by Donin [8] to
get a linear solution operator for which the constant C, results from a lemma of Schwartz.

Remark A.11. The previous theorem gives a solution v, defined on a smaller domain, to
the equation f = dv (i.e cohomological equations) whenever f is 0 in the first cohomology
group. It also provides a bound of the solution in terms of the data. We emphasize that
this bound depends on the bundle E' ® E”. In the applications we have in mind, we will
have to consider a sequence of bundles {S™E"},,, and we will need to control the growth
of these bounds as m goes to infinite, similarly to the small divisors appearing in local
dynamical systems.

Proof. Recall that ¢ = 1 and n; = 2n. We may assume that ||g;||a; = 1. By the definition
of p1, v and the monotone basis, we have for any v € Z}(U"),

o
Cn
(A.30) o= D005, < ¢

W(T//T)anHAgn
j=0

where C,,(r —r/)~?" is the constant M in [14, Thm. 6, p. 191].
Replacing the smoothing lemma in [14, p. 200] by Theorem A.7, we derive some estimates
following the proof of the finiteness lemma in [14, p. 201]. By assumption, we have

-1 /
t= e S’)‘Z ot <12 0= — <L
Let (o := f € Z}(U", E'® E"). By Theorem A.7, we have for some & € Z}(U", E'® E")
Co = o + dno,
1€ollerr < 1ol Mol < Mol

with ¢’ := - Let U denote €(v). Then & = vy for some vy satisfying [|vo|la; =
|€0l|2er; see [14, p. 198]. Consider
M
wy = "vo — Z(U079j>A§ngja ¢ = w;.
=0

According to (A.30), we have

n

[1Cllr < Nlwr ]l < m(r’/r)“”voﬂ%n < t[[Collysr -



62

Therefore
o
Go= Z(UO, gj)Agnyj + ono + (1.
=0
In general, we have
o
G = Z(W, 95)as, G5 + 6ne + Coqr,s
5=0

vellag, = el < EE1Coll
el < E1Cellprr <t ol
7l < ] ol

Then we have

Z Ve, 95)ay g]+52m,

o

M‘:

Il
o

J

o

%
DN g) <) llvellag, < e
/=0 {=0

> e < 7ol
=0

So far we have followed the proof of the finiteness lemma in [14, p. 201]. We now finish
the proof of the theorem. Let us first find the linearly independent elements g, ..., gi,. -
Assume first that all g; = 0 in H' := H'(U", E'®@ E"). Then dn; = g; with n; € C°(U", E).
Assume now that g,,, # 0 in H' for some mg. Then we have two cases again: either
Ji = CioJmg + 0m; on U™ for all i € {0,..., u} \ mo, or it fails for some m;. We repeat this
to exhaust all elements so that

(A.31) T =0+ ¢iGm, m €COWULE), 0<j<p
i=0
while G, - - -, Gm,,, are linearly independent in H . (Note that the above expression means

the trivial identity g; = g; when j is not in {my, ..., m,-}.) We have obtained (A.28) with
the decomposition

/,’/*
f= chg—mj—i- dv,

i=0

[e'e) w [e’e)
¢ = Z(Wagj)ASn + Zcij Z(W,gi)Agn,
[T
= ZZ Vg, Gi) Ay, i+ ZW

1=0 ¢=0
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The solution 77 in (A.31) can be bounded in U™ for any r_ < r. Of course we need to
estimate 7] on U". Thus, r_ > r'. We have

Sl e < e Ejmmmu,

j=0 ¢=0
o p "
H{Zm +) 0D (v, g A%U]} — {1 + Z ||77;Hur} [[Gollys-
u'r7 ]:0
Set A,( {ti It maxtZy S Jejil and B, (E) = [{t,; HI{t; H L+ 30 17 ler-)-

(=0 j=1
We have obtalned the required estimates.
Finally, let us assume that f = 0 in H'(C, E) in order to show that all ¢; = 0 and thus
f = dv. Since each U™ is Stein, we also have f = 0 in H'(U", E). Thus f = 6 with
v e CO(U™,E). We get §(0 —v) = Z;‘;O CjGm,- By the linear independence, we conclude
that ¢; = 0. We are done. U

Theorem A.12. Let C be a compact complex manifold and let U™ (r. < r < 1* < 1) be
nested coverings of C' as in Proposition A.19. Let u,v,r,r',r" r.,r* be given in The-
orem A.9, which satisfy (A.25). Let f € Z'(U",E' ® E"). Suppose that f = 0 in
HYC,E' ® E"). Then there ezists a solution {u;} € CO(U",E' ® E") such that u = f
and

(A32) Julloe < K(E'® Bl

(A.33) K(E'® E") = C({ti; o + K(E"® E")[{t); oo 1{t5; o),

where K,(E' ® E"), defined by (A.8), satisfies

C,B,_(EF'® E")
(r—rHk

where k and B,_ are defined by (A.10) and (A.29). The same conclusion holds if both sides

are in sup norms | - |, when (r — 1)k is replaced by ((r —r')k)™.

(A.34) K.(E' ®E") <

)

Remark A.13. The main conclusion is that (A.32) holds without shrinking the covering
{U"} on which f is defined. The solution operator f + u may not be linear. The small
divisor conditions are carried by B,  which is determined by (A.25) and (A.29), while the
bounds in Theorem A.7 as smoothing lemma does not involve small divisors.

Proof. By the Leray theorem, we know that [f] = 0 in H (U, E). By Theorem A.9, we
have a solution v € C°(U"™", E) so that

fir = (Ou)yn, U NUL,
[ullyrr < K[ Sl

Then the conclusion follows from Lemma A.2.
When the super norm is used, we first obtain a solution u = {u;} for U™ for r* =
(r" 4+ r")/2, while (A.34) takes the form

[ullyr < KN fllyrr < (Var') KL flye
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*

By dist (px(UL"), dpr(UL")) = r*—r" and power series expansion, we have |ul,,» < (v/7(r*—
")) 7" ||| - Then the conclusion follows from Lemma A.2 again. O

A.5. Existence of nested coverings. In this subsection, our main goal is to construct
nested coverings by using transversality theorems and analytic polyhedrons. We recall that
C,, is a n-dimensional compact complex manifold. We shall omit to mention its dimension
in what follows.

We first deal with the transversality for a piecewise smooth boundary of an analytic
polyhedron and we then define the general position property of several analytic polyhe-
drons.

Definition A.14. (a) Let M; be a C' real hypersurface defined by r; = 0, where 7;
is a C' function in an open set w; of a complex manifold C' and dr; # 0 on M;.
We say that M, ..., My are in the general position, if dry, A--- Adr;, # 0 at each
point of My, N---N M, for any 1 <ig <--- <iz < N.
(b) Let w be a proper open set of a complex manifold C and let f € OY(w). We say
that

(A.35) Q= Qn(f,w) ={z cw [|f(2)] == max{[fi(2)],. ... [fw(2)[} <1},

is an analytic N-polyhedron in w if ) is non-empty and relatively compact in w, and
() does not contain any compact connected component. We say that @) is generic,
if

(A.36) (@l fis| ANl fi)(@) #0 Vo e {|fy|=---=|fi,| =1} NOQ
foralli; <---<ipand 1 </ < N.

We will apply transversality theorems. This requires us to use open submanifolds in
C" which may not be closed in C™. Since Qn = Qn(f,w) does not contain compact
connected component, the closure of each connected component of () y must intersect some

v i={lfil =1} Nw. We will call Q% a face of Qx. Removing each Q¥ from w if it does
not intersect Q,, we get a new w such that Q, intersects each @Q%. Applying the same
procedure to Qﬁ\l,“ﬁ = 3@ N---N Qé{“,, we may assume that the non-empty intersection of
any number of Q... QY intersects Q. By (A.36), the closed set @ does not intersect

the closed subset of w defined by

@ fil A= ndlfi)) =0 |fil(x) == [fil(z) = 1.
Removing the above sets from w, we find a neighborhood w* of Q5 such that if Qﬁ\l,“c with
11 < 19 < --- < i intersects w*, then it intersects () and it is a codimension k£ smooth

submanifold in w*. For brevity we will call w* a meat neighborhood of ). We will take
w = w* without specifying w*.

Definition A.15. Let w; be open sets in C. Fori = 0, ..., p, assume that ¢; € OVi(w;) and
Qn, (¢i,w;) is an analytic polyhedron in w;. We say that they are in the general position,
if all faces ng for 1 < 5 < N; and 0 < ¢ < p are in general position. More precisely,
wy, N Q?VZ_ are in the general position, where each w; is a neat neighborhood of Q.
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Let us describe some elementary properties of generic analytic polyhedrons. If Qy(f,w)
is defined in w by (A.35), we denote for p = (p1,...,pN)

QN(fiw) ={z€w: |fi(2)| <pj,j=1,...,N}

Lemma A.16. Let Qn, = Qn,(¢;,w;) be generic polyhedrons in C for 0 < i < p. Suppose
that Qny, - -+, Qn, are in the general position. Then

QNot-+N, (B0, -+, Pp)ywo N+ Nwy) = Qny N -+ N Qs
if non-empty, is a generic No + - - - + N, analytic polyhedron in wy.., := wo N -+ - N wp.
Proof. Let N = Ny+---+N,,. Itisclear that @ := Qn,N---NQn, = Qn((¢0, - -, Dp), Wig-.i,)-
Since Q C NQy;, then @ is compact in wy..,. Write (¢g,...,d,) = (¢, ,¥n). Suppose
that = € 0Q). Since @ is compact in w, then there exist u; < --+ < p,, with m > 1 such

that [¢,, (z)| = 1 and |¢;(z)| < 1 for j # pe. By the assumption of the general position,
we see that the faces of () are in the general position. O

Let X,Y be smooth real manifolds without boundary and W a smooth submanifold of
Y. Following [10, p. 50], we say that a smooth mapping h: X — Y is transversal to W at
x € X, denoted by h i W at x, if either h(z) ¢ W or

Th(m)W + dh(TxX) = Th(m)Y.

Denote h i W on Aif h i W at each x € A C X. When h is the inclusion, we denote h i W
on Aby X @ W on A. Finally, extending Definition A.14 (a), we say that smooth real

submanifolds Wy, ..., Wy in Y are in the general position if for any 0 < i3 < -+ < i, < k
we have
k diz
(A.37) A Ndrisw) #0, YyeW,n---nW,,,
(=1j=1
where W; C w; is defined by 7,1 = -+ =r; 4, = 0 with dr;; A --- Adr; 4, # 0 at each point
of W;. Thus d; is the codimension of W; in w;. It is clear that (A.37) holds if and only if
(A38) Wijﬁﬁ(Wilﬂ-~-ﬂWiFl) at vy, VyeWi1ﬂ~-~ﬂWik, O<j§m
For an analytic N-polyhedron @y in w with faces Qk, ..., QF, we call Q%Z’“ = 3\1, N
e ﬂQ’]@ with i1 < --- < i, and k > 1 an edge of (). When @) is generic, a nonempty edge
" is a codimension k submanifold in w. Let {Q% -, NY'} be the set of all edges,

with the first N edges being the faces.

Proposition A.17. Let Qn, = Qn, (i, w;) be generic polyhedrons in C' for 0 < i < p with
w; being a neat neighborhood of Q.. Then Qn,, ..., Qn, are in the general position if and
only if any 0 < iy < --- <ip < pand 1 < j, < N, the edges %il,--- >Q%@-k are in the
general position. Equivalently, each edge Q%, intersects transversally with each edge of the
intersection of any number of Qny,...,Qn,_,, for { =1,...,p.

Proof. Since each edge of a polyhedron is the intersection of its faces, it is clear that if
®@ny, - - -, @Qn, are in the general position, then the edges Q%m . ,Q?@ik are in the general
position for 0 < iy < --- < i < p.
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Conversely, let ¢; = (¢i1, ..., ¢in,) and let ¢y, ..., ¢, be a subset of ¢g1,..., ong,-- -,
®pis- - Opn,- We emphasize that we do not assume that the latter are distinct functions,
although ¢;1,...,¢; n, are distinct by the general position property of the faces of Q.
Suppose that ¢, is in {¢;, 1, ..., ¢ie,Nie}~ We need to show that

(A.39) dln| A~ A dlthal () # 0

if for all ¢, |¢y|(z) = 1 and = € @Nie' Without loss of generality, we may assume that
il SZQ S Slm Thus

(¢17"'7wm):(@ana"'/lz}ag)) C]51<042<"'<Oéé

with iaﬁ being a non-empty subset of components of ¢,,. Without loss of generality, we

may assume that daﬁ = (¢a571, .. .,gbaﬂ%) with v5 > 0. Thus |¢aﬂ71| = ... = |¢‘167'Yﬁ| =1
define an edge W, of Q,,. Then (A.39) is equivalent to

e £—1 Ve
</\ d|¢a275|> A (/\ A dlaﬁ%,ﬁI) (x) #0.
5=1

0=15=1
The equivalence of (A.37) and (A.38) implies that (A.39) follows from the assumption that
Wo, d (Wa, NN W, ), forag <as <--- < ay. O

Qp—1

Lemma A.18 (Golubitsky-Guillemin [10, p. 53]). Let X, B, and Y be smooth mani-
folds with W a submanifold of Y. Let ¢: B — C*(X,Y) be a mapping (not necessarily
continuous) and define V: X x B — Y by ¥(x,b) = ¥(b)(x). Assume that ¥ is smooth
and that W A W. Then the set {b € B | ¥(b) d W} is dense in B.

Proposition A.19. Let C' be a compact complex manifold of dimension n. Let {U;: i =
1,...,m} be a finite open covering of C. Assume that @; is a biholomorphism from a neigh-
borhood w; of the star N(U;) of U; onto @; C C™ such that U; = ¢; ' (Ay) = Qn(e),w;)).
There exists 6 > 0 satisfying the following:

(a) For each j, there are a relatively compact open set &; (resp. U;) in w; (resp.
@;) and a dense open set A; of AS such that if ¢; € Aj, then ¢; = ¢; — ¢;
is a biholomorphic mapping from Uj onto A, and Uy == Qu($1,&1),. .., Uy =
Qn(Pm, wm) are generic n-polyhedrons in the general position, where {Ul, o Um}
remains an open covering of C and &; is a neighborhood of N(U;). In particular
each @;, a translation of y;, is injective on w;.

(b) There is 0 < r, < 1 such that if r, < p; < 1, then e

i ,...,U-’;q are generic

)

n-polyhedrons in the general position, where Uf = @ H(AR).

Proof. (a) We will apply the transversality theorem for real submanifolds in C™. Therefore,
we will use old coordinate charts ¢; to map edges of polyhedrons Q;(¢;,w;) into C". Set

c1 =0,p1 = @1, Uy = Uy. Let Wi, ..., Wy, be all edges of A,,. Let Ul,...,UN be all edges
of Uy. Set W{ = py(ws NUY). Define

R C"XA2—>Y::C"
with W(x,b) = 2 + b and ¢°(x) = ¥(x,b). Let ¢b|’m7[, be the restriction of ¢* to Wj.
Applying Lemma A.18, mainly the density assertion in the lemma, finitely many times in
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which W = WY, we can find b, € AJ such that
Vel AW on ga(0h Nw}), VO

where wj, is a relatively compact open subset of wy which is independent of 9, and Uy C wh.
We also remark that (A.18) can be applied for finitely many times since 02 (U1 Nwh) is

compact. Since U; N Ty is compact, then
(A.40) vl WL on @o(0y Nwf), VL
when |cy — by| is sufficiently small. Applying ¢;" to (A.40) yields
(A.41) 07 (02l5) A (w2 N TY) on Oynwf, VL.
With ¢, being determined, set

Pyl =y (T4ca).

Thus Ps = @3 — co. When 0 and |cy — bo| are sufficiently small, we have U2 @5 (A,) C
wh. Therefore, (A. 41) implies that every edge of U, intersects each edge of U;. We have
determined (72 = Py (An).

We have verified (a) when m = 2. Let us assume that it also holds for m > j. By
Lemma A.16, each edge of a non-empty intersection of any number of Uy, .. U is a
smooth submanifold. We remark the above transversality argument mainly uses the fact
that 9 is a biholomorphism, while each edge of U; is a smooth submanifold.

To repeat the above argument for m = 2 in details, we list all edges of all possible
intersections of U, .. U as Wi,..., W] so that each W; is an edge of some analytic
polyhedron U7, Where Uj’ is the intersection of some of Uy, .. U which are in general
position by the induction hypothesis as mentioned above. Therefore, by Lemma A.16, each
U, is generic. Now we are in the situation of m = 2 by considering the sets of two analytic
polyhedrons {Uj, U;41} one by one for ¢ = 1,...,5". Here U;4; = @]jl(An) with ¢;41 being
biholomorphic in a neighborhood of N(U;i;). Therefore, we can find @11 = @41 — ¢j+1

such that each edge of (7]-+1 intersects each W, transversally on UjH N Fg.

The above argument shows the existence of ¢y, ..., cy in A2 when § is sufficiently small.
The openness property on A; is clear, since by shrinking w; slightly the general position
and generic properties are preserved under small perturbation of ¢;. Then density of A;
when ¢ is sufficiently small can also be achieved; indeed when ¢; is sufficiently small, we
may shrink w; slightly and apply the above argument by replacing ¢; —¢; with ¢;. Finally,
{Uy,..., Uy} still covers C when § is sufficiently small. We have verified (a).

The assertion (b) follows from (a) and Proposition A.17. Indeed, we first note that when
7, is less than 1, but it is sufficiently close to 1, the 0Q*(p,) is in a given neighborhood of
0Q(pj,w;), as Q°(p;,w;) does not have any compact connected component. By the relative
compactness of Q,,(@;,@;), the condition (A.36) with f; being replaced by f;/p; and the
general position condition remain true when p; are in [r,, 1] when 7, < 1 is sufficiently close
to 1. The proof is complete. O

The following is a basic property of a generic analytic polyhedron.
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Proposition A.20. Let C' be a compact complex manifold of dimension n. Let Qn(f,w)
be a generic analytic N-polyhedron C defined by (A.35) and (A.36). There exists r, € (0,1)
satisfying the following.
(@) If p=(p1,-..,pn) and p' = (py, ..., py) satisfy r« < p, < p; <1, every connected
component of QR (f,w) intersects Q]p\,,(f,w) and the latter is non-empty.
(b) There are finitely many open sets wj in C' and smooth diffeomorphisms ¢; sending
wj onto &Y in R?" such that {wj} covers 0Qn(f,w), and for any po,p1 € ¢;(wj N
QN (f,w)) there is a smooth curve 7y in ¢;(wj NQY(f,w)) connecting py and py with
length || < Clp1 — pol, where C' depends only on ¢; and wj.

Proof. (a) Set Q@ = Qn(f,w) and Q” = QX (f,w). For each x € 9Q, we find py < -+ < fi,
with m < N such that

(A.42) [fu@) =1, i <m; [f(@)] <1, 57, pim:

Note that {1, ..., tm} is uniquely determined by x. By the transversality condition (A.36),
we have m < 2n. Choose an open set w’ such that x € w’ C w and

fi(2) <1, Vzew, i# m, ...t
In particular, we have
QNuw' ={zew:|f,(z)| <1, i=1,...,m}.

By (A.36), we can take (|f.,|,-..,|fu.|) to be the first m components of a smooth diffeo-
morphism ¢: w' — @, shrinking w’ if necessary. Taking a smaller open subset w” of w’ with
x € W', we may assume that

tCew, Yed  =pW"), 1-6<t<1,

for some ¢ € (0, 1].
Since 9Q is compact, there exists {z;,w?,w’: j =1,..., k} satisfying the following:

(a) The k is finite. For each j, we have that z; € wj C W} C w, ¥; € 0Q, and W} is
an open subset of w. For each j, we have m; and p;; < ... < pjm,, which are the
numbers associated to x;, so that (A.42) holds for x = z;. {w{,...w}/} is an open
covering of 0Q).

() | fu; (x)|=1for £ =1,...,m; and

Mj = SU.B{|fZ(Z)‘ v ;é iy nu’j,mj} < 17

ZEUJJ

wWiNQ ={zewj: |fy,, (o) <1,L=1,...,m;}.
Here we set M; = 0if m; = N.

(c) The (|fu.ls---, ‘fﬂj,mj |) are the first m; components of a smooth diffeomorphism
¢; from w; onto a subset w; of C". There exists 6* > 0 such that @7 := ¢;(w})
satisfies

(A.43) {t¢: Cedly cay, V), veell-o6,1].
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Indeed, let ¢;(z;) = (1,...,1,%;) with z; € R*™. We can take

(A.44) &f =(1—=0",1+6)™ x B, (%)

where B, m,; (L;) is the ball in R*~™ centered at #; with a sufficiently small radius 6”.
Note that

(A.45) 6;(Q"Nw) = (1=68"p1) x -+ x (1= 6", p,) X B3, (7).

Define

M* = sup{|f(2)]: z € Q \ Uj_w}.
Then M* < 1. By the maximum principle, we have |f| < M* on @ \ Ulew;f. Fix r, so
that
1>r,>max{l — 3§, M" M,..., M}

Suppose that r, < p; < p; <1fori=1,...,N. Let Q be a connected component of Q%;.
Since 2 does not have a compact connected component, there exists z* € 02 satisfying
|fi(z*)| = pi for some i. Since p; > M*, then 2* € W} for some j. Let us assume that

z* Ewl’, and (ull,...,,ulml): (1 ) ThU_S ¢1 (|f1| |fm1| f~m1+17"'3f2n)' We
now replace z* by some z, € Q Nw We consider a path deﬁned by

t—y(t) = (t1(zy), 1-06"<t<1
Note that by (A.43), v is well defined and is contained in w;. We now have

(A.46) [fe(Y(E)] = tlfe(z)] < tpe, €<
Since () € wy, we also have
(A.47) |fe(y(t)| < My <7y, £ >my.

This shows that v(t) € Q4. Since € is a connected component of Q4 and (1) = z, € Q,
we must have y(¢) € Q. By the definition of M;, at t =1 — §* we have tp, < 1 —6* < pj,.
Combining with (A.46)-(A.47), we get v(1 — 0*) € Q%.

(b) Since po, p1 are in the same @7, the assertion also follows from the above construction
of W via (A.44)-(A.45) and the convexity of 7. O

In summary, by Proposition A.19 we cover C' by generic analytic n-polyhedrons U; =
©;'(A,) (i =1,...,m), which are in the general position. By Lemma A.16, each U; N U,
if non-empty, is a generic analytic polyhedron. Applying Proposition A.20 (a) to all non-
empty U; N Uj, we know that {Ul = ¢;'(A"):i=1,...,m} for r, <r < 1is a family of
nested coverings. Therefore, we can apply Theorem A.9 and Theorem A.12.
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