Hodge theory on tropical curves

Yury V. Eliyashev

Abstract. We construct an analog of the Hodge theory on complex manifolds on tropical curves. We use the analytical
approach to the problem, it is based on language of tropical differential forms and methods of L>—cohomologies.

1. Introduction

In this paper we construct a tropical analog of the classical Hodge theory for Kéhler manifolds. We study
only the case of one-dimensional tropical varieties, it is a tropical analog of the Hodge theory on smooth complex
<E curves.

- Let us very briefly recall the classical Hodge theory for complex curves. For general references on the Hodge
theory see [3], [4]. Given a smooth compact complex curve C of genus n. Let &79(C) be the space of smooth
= (p,q)—differential forms on C. The Dolbeault cohomology Hg”(C) is the cohomology group of the complex

—i(&P*(C),d), where 0 is a differential
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9 : EPI(C) — /T,
() Suppose g is a hermitian metric on C and @ is the corresponding Kéahler form. The metric g induces a scalar
<I" product on &7+4(C) and defines the Hodge star operator

1 EP(C) — 11190,

Let d be a metric adjoin to d. The Laplace-Beltrami operator is defined as follows:
A=099+09d :&EPIC) — EP4(C).

-* The space of harmonic forms .7#74(C) is by definition the kernel of A : £74(C) — &P4(C).
Our main goal is to prove a tropical analog of the following statement.

arXiv:2304.042

THEOREM 1.1. Every harmonic form ¢ € s¢P4(C) is d—closed and, consequently, defines a cohomology
class [@] € Hgﬂ(C). The map @ — [@] is an isomorphism between 5¢P1(C) and Hgﬂ(C). The Hodge star

operator is an isomorphism between the spaces of harmonics forms * : 7P9(C) ~ ' =P1=4(C). The dimensions
of cohomology groups are equal to

dime H)'(C) = dimc H)' (C) = 1,

dimg H*(C) = dimc Hy'' (C) =,
where n is the genus of C.
A one-dimensional tropical variety is essentially a metric graph I" with some additional features. An analog
of smooth (p,q)—differential forms is a special class of tensor fields on edges of I" satisfying some boundary

conditions at vertices. We denote this class of tensor by &7°4(T") and call it the space of regular tropical superforms
of degree (p,q). There are a differential

d": EP4(T) — EP4TI(T)

and the cohomology group H,?(I') of the complex (&£7+*,d").
1
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For references on superforms and tropical cohomologies see [6], [7], [8]: notion of tropical cohomologies was
introduce in [6] using methods of algebraic topology, notion of tropical superforms, which play in the tropical case
role of smooth differential forms, was introduced in [8], and in [7] differential topological approach to tropical
cohomologies was developed, i.e., an analog of the de Rham cohomology theory. In [5] the de Rham cohomology
of metric graphs is considered in a fashion quite similar to our paper.

The space &74(T), the operator d”, and the cohomology group H%,?(T") play in the tropical case the same role

o d//
as &P4(C),d, and Hg’q(C) in the complex case.

There are tropical analogs of a Kéhler form and a hermitian metric on I'. This tropical Kéhler form induces a
scalar product on &74(T). Let d”* be the metric adjoin operator to d” with respect to this scalar product. Then
we can define the Laplace-Beltrami operator

A:d//d//*+d//*d//.

The space of harmonic forms 7¢74(I') is by definition the kernel of A.
The genus of tropical curve I is, by definition, the rank of H!(T"), where H!(I") is the usual topological
cohomology group of the graph I'. The main result of this paper is the following

THEOREM 1.2. Let I be a tropical curve of genus n. Every harmonic superform ¢ € 7 P4(T') is d"—closed
and, consequently, defines the cohomology class [¢] € HY,(T'). The map @ — [@] is an isomorphism between
HP4(T") and H 5,}(1(1"). The Hodge star operator maps harmonic superform to harmonic superform and the map
x 1 PA(T) — HA'=P1=4(T) is an isomorphism. There are isomorphisms

HY () ~ HYO(T) ~ HY(I,R) = R

and
HYOT) ~ (D) ~ HY(T,R) = R".

We consider our results in the first place as a toy model and a proof of a concept for the tropical Hodge theory,
only then we consider as a results about topology of tropical curves. Indeed, one can compute cohomology of a
tropical curve using much simpler methods without any functional analysis or differential topology. The actual
problem is construct the tropical Hodge theory in higher dimensions. To do so one can follow the way of classical
complex Hodge theory and methods of this paper, but it seems, that there are many technical obstacles in this
way. The main source of these obstacles are: nonsmoothness of tropical varieties, which are locally behave like
a polyhedral complexes, and complicated behavior of various analytical objects at infinity, which is typical in
L?—cohomology theories. Both problems are illustrated in this paper. The article [10] on a PL-Hodge theory was
a great source of inspiration for our work.

The paper is organized as follows. In the second section we introduce the main objects and work with
differential-topological part of the problem. In the third section section we develop methods related to the func-
tional analysis and L?—cohomology theory. For general references on L?—methods in the complex Hodge theory
see, for example, [3, Chapter VIII].

It is interesting that the topic of this paper is closely related to quantum graphs. The main idea of quantum
graphs is to study the Schrodinger equation and the Laplace equation over a metric graph [2]. In this case various
boundary conditions at vertices of the graph arise. We do not know any source in the literature where methods of
quantum graphs were applied to the tropical geometry.

2. Tropical curves and tropical superforms

In this section we introduce main objects of our paper: Tropical curves, Tropical superforms, Tropical co-
homologies, tropical Kihler form and operations on them. We study their properties, and prove some results of
differential-topological nature. Also, we show the relation of this objects to the complex geometry.

2.1. Tropical curves.

DEFINITION 2.1. A compact connected tropical curve I is a connected metric graph with the set of vertexes
V and the set of edges E satisfying the following condition:
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(1) The sets E and G are finite and non-empty.

(2) The length [(e) of an edge e € E is a positive real number or +co.

(3) The length [(e) is equal to +<o if and only if e is incident on a degree one vertex.

(4) A finite length edge e is isometric to the closed interval [—/(e), 0] with the standard Euclidean metric.

(5) If an infinite length edge e is incident to a degree one vertex and to a vertex of a higher degree, then
the edge is isometric to the closed interval [—oo, 0] with the standard Euclidean metric, where —oo is the
image of the degree one vertex.

(6) If an infinite length edge e is incident to two degree one vertices, then this edge is isometric to [—oo, +o0].
Since I is connected it have to be a graph with one edge and two vertices and the whole graph is isometric
to [—oo, 4-00].

In this paper we will address a compact connected tropical curve as just a curve. The genus of a curve I is
defined as the rank of cohomology group H'!(I").

EXAMPLE 2.2. Let us consider several examples of curves.

e Any metric graph with finite-length edges such that all vertices has degree > 2 can be considered as a
tropical curve.

e The closed interval [—oo, +o0] is an example of a genus 0 curve. We can consider this curve as the tropical
projective line TP! := [—oo, 4-o9].

e A finite number of disjoint copies of [—eo, 0] glued together along 0

['=[—e0,0]U---LI[—00,0]/ ~
is another example of a genus O curve.

REMARK 2.3. Usually in tropical geometry a tropical variety is defined in terms of polyhedral complexes in
TR" = [—o0,+00)". One can consider these polyhedral complexes as varieties embedded to some ambient space.
In our definition we do not use any ambient space or embeddings. For any compact connected tropical curve I'
in the sense of our definition one can construct an isomorphic tropical curve in terms of polyhedral complexes in
TR".

REMARK 2.4. We can consider S! = R/aZ, where a € (0, 40), as an example of a tropical curve of genus 1.
Informally it is a metric graph with one edge and no vertexes and it is not consistent with our definition of a curve.
To resolve this problem one can put a vertex to this curve and consider this as a metric graph with one vertex and
one loop. Another approach to deal with this problem is to extend the definition of a tropical curve using the way
similar to the definition a topological manifold in terms of charts and transition maps. According to this approach
a tropical curve is a space locally isomorphic to a metric graph and transition maps are given by affine functions.
We are not going use this approach in the paper.

2.2. Tropical superforms over R.

DEFINITION 2.5. A tropical superforms of degree (p,q),p,q = 0,1, on R is a smooth section of the line
bundle
AT R:= N T"Re \"T*R.
We denote the linear space of (p, g)—tropical superforms by &79(R).

Here A\’ T*R is a trivial line bundle. In particular, (0,0)-tropical superforms are smooth functions on R, the
spaces of (1,0) and (0, 1) tropical superforms can be identified with differential 1—forms, i.e., with tensor fields
of valency (0, 1), and (1, 1)-tropical superforms can be identified with with tensor fields of valency (0, 2).

Let x be a cartesian coordinate on R. We denote by d’x and by d”x the differential dx which we consider,
correspondingly, as a (1,0)—tropical form or (0, 1)—tropical form, and we denote by d’x A d’x the tensor field
dx ® dx which we consider as a (1,1)—form. Then any (0,0),(1,0),(0,1),(1,1)—tropical superform can be
written, correspondingly, as @ (x), @(x)d'x, ¢(x)d"x, ¢(x)d’x A d"x for some smooth function @(x).

There is a natural wedge product

A EPIR) @ EV Y (R) — P14 (R),
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The wedge product of the (1,0)—tropical form d’x and the (0, 1)—form d”x is defined to be equal to the (1, 1)—form
d'x N\ d"x. The wedge product satisfies the alternation condition
dxNd"x=—d"xNd'x,
dxnd'x=d"xNd"x=0.
There is the differential d” : £74(R) — &P4*1(R). It is defined on (0,0)—forms, i.e., functions, as

& (o)) = 20D

and on (1,0)—forms as

&' (9(x)d'x) = d"(p(x)) Ad'x = —2 ‘gfﬁ dxnd's.

In all other cases d” is equal to zero for dimensional reasons.
In the same way we define the differential operator

d : EPIR) — EPTHUR)

d(px)) = %(p(x)d’x and d'(@(x)d"x) = d'(@(x)) Nd"x = %(p(x)d’x/\d”x, in all other cases d’ is equal to zero.
The tropical integral over R of a (1,1)-forms ¢(x)d'x Ad"x is defined as

/R(p(x)d'x/\d"x:/R(p(x)dx,

where the right hand side is the usual integral. The integral over an iterval / of R is defined in the same way
[iox)d'xANd"x= [, @(x)dx

REMARK 2.6. From an abstract point of view to define the tropical integral of (1, 1)-tropical superform ®
over a 1-dimensional R—linear space L we need to choose a volume form p with a constant coefficient. We can
identify this form with a non-zero element of 7i;'L, since a constant section of 7*L is defined by its value at 0.

This tropical integral depends on the choice of u, we denote it by [ (L) @ The form u ® u defines a trivial-

ization of T*L® T*L. Hence any (1, 1)-tropical superforms @ can be written as @ = f(x)u ® u for some function

f(x)onL.
/(me = /Lf(xm

The integral is defined as
where the right-hand side is the usual integral of a differential form of the top degree over an orientated linear
space, the orientation of L is induced by the form .

Notice that for the form ,u —u we obtain the same integral as for the form u. Indeed, we have @ =

FfOueu=7rx)(-u)(—u) = f(x)u'®u’ and the integrals

fo®= / f@p == [ == [ roow' = [rew'= [ o

are the same, where L is the space L with an opposite orientation, i.e., the orientation induced by '
On the other hand, scaling of the volume form changes the value of the integral. Indeed, if ' = cu,c > 0,

then f(x)u@u = C%f(x),u'@.u'. Thus we get

/@,m o= [ fxu

1 1 1
/W)w = [ S = / fu = - /M o,

Let A be a lattice in L, then it determines the form p uniquely up to the sign by the condition pt(e) = 1, where
e is a generator of A. Here fi(e) is a contraction of u € TfL and e € ToL ~ L. Therefore the lattice A defines the
tropical integral uniquely.
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It the case L = R we choose A to be equal to Z and u to be equal to the differential of the cartesian coordinate
dx, this give us the initial definition of the tropical integral.

2.3. Tropical superforms over tropical curve. Let e be an edge of I then the space &7 (e) of (p,q)—tropical
superforms over e is defined as the restriction of &74(RR) to either [—I(e),0] or (—oo,0] or (—eo, 4-o0) if € is, con-
sequently, isometric to [—I(e),0] or [—e0,0] or [—eo, +-0]. An integral [, @ over the edge e of a form ® € &!(e)
is defined as an tropical integral over the corresponding interval of R.

DEFINITION 2.7. The linear space go'p.,q(m of tropical superforms of degree (p,q), p,q=0,1 on a curve I is
defined as follows

EPUT) = PP (e).

ecE

We denote by w, the component over the edge e of the form w € &P 4(T).

The integral of a form w € yan (') over I is defined as the sum of the tropical integrals over all edges:

/rw:Z w,.

ecE ¢

Notice that for a form from &74(I") there are no conditions over values of the form at the ends of different
edges which represent the same vertex of I'. Actually, this space is not an adequate analog of the smooth differ-
ential form on a Riemann surface and will play supplementary role in the paper. The tropical analog of smooth
forms is regular tropical superforms which is defined below.

DEFINITION 2.8. The space of regular tropical superforms &74(T’) is a subspace of g"’q(l“). Elements of
&P4(T") should satisfy the following conditions:

(1) Continuity. A (0,0)-form ¢ € &%%(T") is continuous if for any two edges e, e’ € E incident to the same
vertex v, the values of ¢, and ¢, at the points corresponding to v coincide. In the other words, ¢ have to
be a continuous function on the metric graph I'.

(2) Kirchhoff’s law. Given a vertex v € V. Let E,, C E be a set of edges incident to this vertex. Suppose
that an edge e € E, is identified with the interval [—I(e), 0] and the point O € [—I(e), 0] corresponds to the
vertex v. Let ¢ € &10(I") be a (1,0)-form, ¢, = @.(x)d'x. We say that the form ¢ satisfies Kirchhoff’s
law at the vertex v if

Y. 9.(0)=0.

ecE,
The form ¢ satisfies Kirchhoff’s law on the curve I' if it satisfies Kirchhoff’s law at every vertex of I" of
degree > 2.
(3) Regularity at infinity. We say that a superform o is regular at infinity if for any degree one vertex v of
I' there is a neighborhood U of v such that the restriction of @ to U is a constant function if @ has degree
(0,0) and identically equal to zero otherwise, i.e., if @ has degrees (1,0),(0,1),(1,1).

Thus a form is regular if is regular at infinity and, in addition to this, is continuous in case of (0,0)—forms, or
satisfies the Kirchhoff’s law in the case of (1,0)—form.

PROPOSITION 2.9. The space of regular tropical superforms &**(I') is closed under the wedge product and
the d"-differential.

The proof is straightforward.

THEOREM 2.10 (Stokes’ theorem). If @ € &10(T"), then [d" @ = 0. Consequently, if ¢ € &P°(T) and w €
&1=PO(T), then

/d”prw: (—U”“/(Md”w-
I I
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PROOF. Let  be an element of &19(T"). Let e be an edge of I" and @, (x)d'x be a restriction of @ to e. Using
the Newton-Leibniz formula we get [, d"(®,(x)d'x) = —®,(0) + @, (I(e)). Since the integral over I is a sum of
integrals over edges, combining the Newton-Leibniz formula, the Kirchhoff’s law, and Regularity at infinity we
obtain the first statement.

The second statement follows from the first statement and the Leibniz’s rule. U

2.4. Tropical cohomologies. Let U be an open set in I'. We define (gorl’ “(U) as a linear space of smooth
(p,q)—forms on U regular in the sense of Definition 2.8. The correspondence U — &%(U) defines the sheaf
@@IE ! of smooth tropical regular superforms over I', the space 5157 “(U) is the space of sections of 5157 “overU.

Let QL be the subsheaf of d”—closed forms the sheaf @@Fl O Let us notice that (1,0)—form ¢ is d’—closed if
its restriction to an edge e

@ (x)d'x
has a locally constant coefficient @, (x).

Let us describe the sheaf QlL more explicitly. Given a vertex v of I' of degree d > 2. Consider a small
€—neighborhood U of v. It is isometric to

(1 Ue= || (—&0]/~,
d-times

where points O of different intervals are identified by the equivalence relation. The equivalence class of O is
identified with the vertex v. A section of QlL over Uy is a collection of (1,0)—forms with constant coefficient

(pjd’x, Q; GR, j: 1,...,d,

where the form ¢;d’x is defined on the j—th interval (—€,0] C Ug, and the coefficients satisfy the Kirchhoff’s
law:

d
) 9;=0.
j=1
Suppose v is a degree 1 vertex its €—neighborhood Uy is isometric to Ug = [—co, —€), since section of Q} are

regular at infinity, this section are identically equal to zero on Uk.

Let Rr be a subsheaf of locally constant functions on I' of the sheaf 519 0 Sections of Rr are locally constant
functions over edges satisfying the continuity property at vertices. Obviously, the subsheaf R coincides with the

subsheaf of d” —closed functions the sheaf éjg 0,

REMARK 2.11. The sheaves RF,Q}, é"lf ! play in the tropical theory the same role as, correspondingly, the
sheaves of holomorphic functions ¢, holomorphic 1—forms Qé, and smooth (p,q)—differential forms é"cp ! on

a smooth curve C in the complex case. The differential d” play the same role as the d operator.
The space QIL was introduced in [9, Definition 2.25, Tropical 1-form]. In that paper it is related to degeneration
of complex curves to tropical, and related degeneration of holomorphic forms on curves.

PROPOSITION 2.12. There are exact sequences of sheaves
. d//
005 g0 S ght 5o,

. d//
0—Rr 5 &0 S &0 =0,
where i is the natural inclusion of subsheaves.
PROOF. The map i is injective by definition. The kernel of d” consists of forms with coefficients constant on
edges. These are exactly forms either from QlL or from Rr. Therefore im i = kerd”.

The surjectivity of d” follows from the Newton-Leibniz formula. Let U, be an € —neighborhood of a vertex v
as defined in (1). Given a (1, 1)—form @. Let

oj(x)d'xnd"x
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be a component of @ over the j—th edge of Ue. Let @;(x) = fxo o;(t)dt and @;(x)d’x be a component of the
(1,0)—form ¢ over j—th edge. The form ¢ is regular. Indeed, ¢;(0) = 0, therefore it satisfies the Kirchhoff’s law
atv. We have d" ¢ = .

Let Uy = [—o0, —¢€) be an €—neighborhood of a degree 1 vertex and @(x)d’x A d"x be a regular (1,1)—form
on Ug. Suppose

X

o(x) = — / o(t)dt

then @ (x)d'x is a regular form on U,. Indeed, since @ is regular at infinity it is zero at some neighborhood of —eo.
Hence the integral is convergent and @(x) is equal to zero at the same neighborhood of —eo.

For an interior point of an edge there is a neighborhood isometric to a bounded interval Us = (—¢,€). The
exactness of sequences over this neighborhood follows from the Newton-Leibniz formula. Thus we checked all
possible cases and proved that in a neighborhood of any point x € I' the operator d” is surjective.

The proof of the surjectivity of d” in the second sequences repeats the above arguments. U

Let us define the bigraded cohomology group H?4(I") of I as
H"(I') = HY(T, Q).
H%(T') = HY(T',Ry).

Since Rr is the sheaf of locally constant functions, the group H%¢(T") is isomorphic to the usual topological
cohomology group H?(I",R) of the graph I

PROPOSITION 2.13. The sheaves &8 are fine and acyclic. There is an isomorphism HP4(T') = H1(&P*(T),d"),
where H1(&P*(T),d") is the cohomology group of the complex

0= &POr) L5 £rl(r) 0.

PROOF. The proof of this statement repeats the proof of acyclicity of the sheaf of smooth forms on a smooth
manifold and the Cech to de Rham isomorphism on a smooth manifold.

For any open cover 4l of T there is a smooth partition of unity for the sheaf of regular tropical (0, 0)-superforms
@@19’0. Since the sheaf @@15 4 is an 519 ’O—module, there is a partition of unity on it and glﬁ’ ! is a fine sheaf and,
consequently, is acyclic.

Let $1 = {U;} be a finite acyclic open cover of T, i.e., il such a cover that for any intersection U of elements
of 4l the sequences of section corresponding to the sequences (2.12) of sheaves are exact. Using the standard
construction of the Cech to de Rham isomorphism we prove the proposition. U

2.5. Kiihler form, inner product and Hodge star operator. Let g = g(x)d’x Ad"x € &V (R) be a positive
tropical (1, 1)—superform over R. We say that form is positive if g(x) > 0 for every x € R. Since g(x)d’xANd"x
stands for g(x)dx ® dx, we can consider g as a Riemannian metric on R. The Riemannian metric g defines the
pointwise scalar product (¢, y)¢(x) between elements of ¢,y € &79(R). Indeed, we can consider elements of
&P4(R) as tensor fields, a Riemannian metric defines the pointwise scalar product on tensor fields. Let us define
the scalar product (¢, y), between two forms @, y € &74(R) as

(@)= [ (0.¥)el0)s.

where g is consider as a tropical (1, 1)—form and the right-hand side is a tropical integral. At this moment we are
not concerned with convergence of this integral. Usually we will omit subscript in (-,-), and write (-, -) instead.
Let us describe the scalar product in coordinate terms for the various p,q :

(F(0).h()) = [ (@)

(f(x)d'x,h(x)d'x) = (f(x)d"x,h(x)d"x) = /Rf(x)h(x)dx
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1
(F)d'x A d"x, h(x)d'x Ad"x) = / R
R &(X
The Hodge star operator
g 1 EPI(R) — s1-P1I=4(R)

is defined by the relation
/Rw*gw: (0. v)g

for every @,y € &P4(R). Usually we will omit the subscript in %, and write * instead.
The Hodge star is an isometry, i.e., for any ¢,y € &P4(R) holds

(0, ¥) = (x@,xy).
Also, for any y € &P4(R) holds
wry = (—1)" 9y
In terms of coordinate the Hodge star looks as follows:
«f(x) = f(x)g(x)dx Ad"x,

/ " _L
2 xf(x)d'xNd x—g<x)f(x),

xf(x)d'x = f(x)d"x,
xf(x)d"x = —f(x)d'x.

REMARK 2.14. In the differential geometry a Riemannian metric defines the standard scalar product on the
space of sections of tensor fields. Since the form g is a symmetric tensor field of valence (0,2) we can consider
it as a Riemannian metric on R. Also, we can consider the space &79(R) as a space of tensor fields. Therefore,
this Riemannian metric induces the standard scalar product on the space &77(R), but this scalar product does not
coincide with the tropical scalar product defined above.

Indeed, let f(x),h(x) be functions on R then the standard scalar product on the space of functions equals

(f(x),h(x)) = /R FOOh()/2(@)dx.

On the space of 1—forms which can be identified with &19(R) or &%!(R) the standard scalar is equal to

1
(F@dxh(xdn) = [ Fh)
R 8(x)
The reason for this is that the tropical superforms over R correspond to the usual differential form over C \ {0},
not on R, and the scalar product on the space of tropical superforms is consistent with the standard scalar product
on C\ {0}. This correspondence is described in the next subsection.

dx.

If we identify an edge e of I' with an interval of R, then a Kéhler form on this interval defines the scalar
product (,) and the Hodge star operator on this edge of T".

DEFINITION 2.15. A Kdhler form g on the curve I'is a (1,1)—form g € é"vﬂq(l“) such that

(1) g is positive, i.e., in local coordinates it is given by g = g(x)d’x A d”x with positive g(x);
(2) frg < 005
(3) on any infinite length edge e the integral [, x?g(x)d’x A d”x converges.

We define the scalar product for @, y € &4 (T) as follows:

(o, ¥)g = /Fw*gw
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REMARK 2.16. The last condition in the definition, convergence of [,x?g(x)d’x A d"x, play its role in the
study of L?>—theory in the next section. It allow us to get some estimates on convergence of various integrals. It is
not clear for us what is necessary and sufficient condition here or how this condition can be weakened.

As Example 2.20 shows tropical Kihler forms that arises from the complex geometry are, actually, have
rapidly decreasing at infinity coefficients, which is, actually, much higher rate of convergence that we required in
the definition.

REMARK 2.17. In the tropical setting a Kihler form g plays the role of a Kihler form and a hermitian metric
in the classical complex geometry. Also the Kéhler form g defines a Riemannian metric on each edge of I'. Notice
that, this Riemannian metric is unrelated to the metric structure on I, i.e., to the length of the edges. In general,
the Hodge star operator does not preserve the regularity conditions, i.e., there is a regular form ¢ € &74(T") such
that ¢ is not regular. This is important and unfortunate difference between the tropical and the classical settings.
Indeed, the Hodge star of a smooth from on a manifold is again a smooth form.

We can summarize the results of this section as follows

THEOREM 2.18. Let g be a Kihler form on the curve I'. Then &P4(T) is a differential bigraded algebra with
the nondegenerate pairing

()1 EP4T) @ EPI4T) 5 R,

<<p,w>=/F<pAw,

and the scalar product
(@, v) = /Fw*w-

In this theorem the scalar product and and pairing are well-defined for all elements, i.e., all integrals are con-
vergent. The convergence follows from the regularity at infinity condition for regular forms and the convergence
of the tropical integral [i-g which is required by the definition of the Kihler form g.

2.6. Tropical superforms and complex geomtery. At the first glance the tropical superforms and related
objects may seem to be a bit artificial constructions. In this section we show that these objects can be naturally
interpreted in terms of the classical complex geometry.

The real line R can be considered as a tropical analog of the complex torus C*. There is the map

log|z| :C* =R

between them.
Let &79(C*) be a space of smooth differential C-valued forms of bidegree (p,q) over C*. Let us define the
bigraded algebra homomorphism @ : &74(R) — &P4(C*). On the generators it is defined as follows

O(p(x)) = p(loglz]), o(x) € E*(R),
1 dz i dz
O(d'x) = —=—, 0(d"x) = —.
(@x) =5z O =572~
Since &P4(RR) is an R—algebra, we consider ® as an R—algebra homomorphism.

Consider the unitary group U (1) = {r € C: |t| = 1} and the standard action U (1) x C* — C*, i.e., (t,2) > -z.
This action induces action of U(1) on &74(C*). The image of &79(R) under ® is an R-linear subspace in the
space é"g(‘f) (C*) of U(1)—invariant forms. Its complexification ®(&74(R)) @g C coincides with & (‘{) (C*).

Let g(x)d'x Ad"x be a tropical Kihler form. One can check that its image

i dzNdz

g(log |Z|>W

S d'xNd"x) =
(g@d'xnd"x) = -



10 YURY V. ELIYASHEV
is a Kahler form on C*. A Kahler form @ = £h(z)dz A dz determines the hermitian metric & = h(z)dz® dz on C*.
Thus for the Kéhler form 0 = ©(g(x)d'x A d"x) the corresponding hermitian metric is

_ 1 g(loglz])
2m |z

Let %;, be the Hodge star operator and (, );, be the scalar product on &7:9(C*) corresponding to the metric /.

dz®dz.

PROPOSITION 2.19. Suppose @,y € &P4(R), then the following relations hold:
*p O = Oxg,
((’D(P, ®I//)h = ((P, I//)g7
O(d"p) = ——00
(@"g) = —=30(0).
1

N

/Rw: O@(m).

The tropical integral [; @ over an interval I = (a,b) is equal to the integral of [, ®(w) over the annulus U = {z €
C*:e? < |z] < €}.

O(d'p) = —=00(9).

Let o € &V1(R), then

The proof is straightforward computations.
Thus tropical superform can be reinterpreted as an R—subalgebra of U(1)—invariant forms of the algebra

EPA(CH).

EXAMPLE 2.20. Let us consider the Fubini-Study metric and its Kéhler form

i = i dzNdz
® = —ddlog(1 D=
27 og(1+1z[") 27 (1+2]%)?
on C* c CP!.
There is the tropical form
2x
e
o =2——>dxnd"
(1+e2)2 XAd X

such that ®(@’) = @. Moreover, @' = 1d'd"log(1+¢*) thus

1 11 i =
0 =0(zd'd"log(1 +e*)) = - —=d—=0dlog(1 +|z%).
(3dd"10g(1+¢)) = 3 =07 dlog(1-+ [P
Since @’ satisfies all condition of Definition 2.15, we can consider @’ as a Kihler from on the tropical projective
space TP' = [—co, 4-00].

REMARK 2.21. The tropical form @’ from the example above is not a regular tropical form according to our
definition of regularity since the regularity at infinity condition does not hold. On the other hand, the form @’
e

can be extended to a smooth form on CP!. Let us also notice that the coefficient ﬁ of the form @’ is a rapidly
decreasing function on R in the sense of Schwartz space.

Moreover, since the coefficients of any Kdhler form g a curve I are everywhere positive, a Kéhler form g fails
to be regular at infinity if there are infinite length edges on I'. On the other hand, its coefficients should decrease
fast enough near infinity since we require the convergence of the integral [-g.

Also, notice that the map

log|z| :C* = R
can be extend to the map
log|z| : C -5 RU{—oo}
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These observations lead us to the idea to extend the notion of regularity at infinity as follows. We may call a
tropical form ¢ € &P4(R) regular at infinity if @@ € &P4(C*) can be extended to a smooth form over whole C.
This extension seems to be consistent but we do not develop this idea further in this paper.

3. L’-theory, Laplace-Beltrami operator and harmonic form

In this section we prove the main statements of the paper. We introduce the notions of tropical superforms with
L?-coefficients, weak d”—differential, the Laplace-Beltrami operator, and harmonic tropical superforms. Main
methods of this parts are in style of L>—cohomology theory: functional analysis, unbounded differential operators,
distributions, Sobolev spaces, various analytical estimations. Work with the infinite length edges require to use
some tedious analysis.

3.1. Tropical superforms with L?-coefficients and weak d'—differential. Let I" be a tropical curve with
a Kihler from g. Let us denote by .#74(T") the Hilbert space of (p,q)—form on I with L?-coefficients with the

scalar product (-, -), defined in the subsection 2.5. This space is the metric completion of &P4(T). Obviously, the
space of regular form &74(I') is a subspace of £74(T"), and £74(T’) is also the metric completion of &74(T).

There is a continuous linear extension of the Hodge star operator * from &74(I") to .£P4(I") which we also
denote by *. The Hodge star operator is an isometry between .#’74(T") and £ ~P1=4(I").

DEFINITION 3.1. A form @ € .#7!(T') is called the weak d” —differential of a form y € #ZP0(T) if for any
regular form ¢ € &'=79(T") holds

3) /FwAfpz(—U"“/rwd”(p-

We denote the weak d” —differential of a form y by d”y.

Obviously, the d” —differential of a regular form is also the weak d” —differential.
The weak d’—differential of a from y is unique if it exists. Indeed, suppose there is two such differentials @,
and @,. Then using (3) we obtain

J@—a)np= (1" [(y=y)rd'p=0
r r

[@—0)ng== [cx (01— a)np =+ (x(01 - @2),0) =0
r r

Since it holds for any ¢ € &'=70(I") and &'~P9(I') is dense in £ ~P0(I"), we get the equality @ = ;.
Thus, there is the densely defined unbounded operator

d": 2P — 2PYT).

We denote its domain by 2(d”) or by 2P0(T).
In the sequel we denote the domain of an unbounded operator A by Z(A).

3.2. Presheaves .£77 and 27,

DEFINITION 3.2. Restrictions of £74(T") to an open subsets of I" defines the presheaf .#77 of (p, q) —superform
with L2-coefficients on I". Let us define the subpresheaf 270 of the presheaf .#’”*. For an open subset U C I the
(p,0)—form y € ZPO(U) belongs to 2P°(U) if there is @ € P! (U) such that for any ¢ € &'~79(T") with a
compact support on U holds the equation (3).

EXAMPLE 3.3. In the definition above the from ¢ has a compact support in the open set U. Let us clarify the
structure of topology on the infinite edges and what is considered to be a compact support in that case. Consider
the tropical projective space TPP! = [—oo, 4+-00]. Then, for example, U = [—oo,c0) is an open subset of TP!, the set
[—e0,al,a € R is a compact subset of U and the set [a,+0),a € R is not compact.
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REMARK 3.4. We should warn that the sheafification of .£7*9 is the sheaf ‘i’j’a’f of (p,q)—superform with
locally L?-coefficients on T, i.e., sections of .Z/”4(U) over an open set U are (p,q)—superform such that their

coefficients are L?-integrable functions over every compact set of U. Since I" is compact, we have zl{jf(r) =
£P4(T). To avoid complications related to the locally L*-coefficients we will work with the presheaf .#74.

In the other hand, .79 and 2P are almost sheaves, to be sheaves they have to satisfy Locality and Gluing
axioms. Let us recall these axioms for a sheaf .7 .

(Locality) Suppose U is an open set, {U; }ic; is an open cover of U, and s,t € .# (U) are sections. If 5|y, =t|y,
forallie I, thens —=1t.

(Gluing) Suppose U is an open set, {U; };c; is an open cover of U, and {s; € .7 (U;) }i¢; is a family of sections.
If all pairs of sections agree on the overlap of their domains, that is, if Si\U,nt =5jlunu ; for all i, j € I, then there
exists a section s € .% (U) such that s|y, = s; for all i € I.

Presheaves £, 2P0 satisfy Locality axiom for any open cover and Gluing axiom only for finite covers.
Indeed, if {U;};c; is an infinite cover of U, then it may happen that the norms of restriction to each U; are finite
but the norm of the element on U is infinite, therefore it does not belong to .Z74(U).

It is possible to glue sections of 279 because there is partition of unity in the space of regular tropical
(0,0)—forms. Using that partition of unity one can check that the equation (3) holds for the glued section.

Indeed, suppose U is an open set, {U; };c; is an open finite cover of U, and {y; € 27°(U;)}c; is a family of
sections such that llfi|U,-mUj = llfj|U,-mUj for all i, j € I. Then there is a section y € .ZP%(U) such that II/|U,- =y,
Since forms w; = d"y; € ZP1(U;) agree on the overlaps of their domains, we can glue them to the global form
o € P (U). Let us show that  is an element of 27°(U), that is, for any @ € &'~P9(T") with a compact support
on U holds:

/ oAQ=(—1)P"! / yAd .
U U
Let p; € £%0(T"),i € I be a partition of unity subordinate to the open cover {U; };c;. Then
ONQ = / OApP;Q =
L ¢ ;Lh pio
because p;¢ has a compact support on U;, we get
= (-"MY [ yad'(pio)= (=17 [ yad'e.
icl /Ui u

3.3. The main technical lemma.

LEMMA 3.5. Let U = [—c0,a) be an open neighborhood of a degree 1 vertex of I', the vertex is identified with
the point —eo. Given a form o € £P'(U).

(1) If p=0and ® = ©(x)d"x, let us define a (0,0)—form y = y(x), i.e., a function as follows:

w@:—/m@m.
The function y is well-defined and belongs to £*°(U), and the following estimates holds:

lw()| < Va—x||o(x)d"x||.
(2) If p=1and © = ®(x)d'x Nd"x, let us define a (1,0)—form y = y(x)d'x as follows:

wmz—/wwmm.

—o0

The form  is well-defined and belongs to % (U), and the following estimates holds:

vl </ [ s0dllo@dxndsi.

(3) The map @ —  is a bounded linear operator from £P'(U) to 2PO(U) and d"w = @. Let us denote
this operator Ty .
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(4) Suppose there is a form y € PP (U) such that d"y = @. Then, if p=1, W = Y, and, if p =0, y =
C+y,CeR.

REMARK 3.6. In other words, this lemma says that starting from a form @ € .Z”!(U) we can find a form
v € ZP1(U) such that "y = ®. The value and the norm of  can be estimated using the norm of . Also, the
form v is a unique form such that "y = @ if p = 1, or unique up to addition of a constant if p = 0.

PROOF. Let us consider the case of (1,1)—form. Let /<, be the indicator function of the set [—co, x]. Given a
form @ = w(x)d'x Ad"x € £ (U). Then the (0,1)—form y = y(x)d'x is defined as follows:

v = - [ 1o

This integral is well-defined, indeed, it can be written using the scalar product on the space .2 (U) :
| 1nod = ~(@.159).

and the form I<,g is an element of £ (U)
We have to show that v € .Z'0(U). In particular, that

]2 = /U Y2 (x)dx < +oo.

Recall that |

ol = [ ——w?(x)dx

v g(x)
Using the Cauchy-Schwarz inequality we get

el =| [ revooar|=| [ VEi—isow| <ol [ sor

So we obtained the estimation:
X

vl ol [ swr

—o00

Then
WP = [ viwar<iolP [ dx([ edn -

—00 —o00

changing the order of integration we get

—llol* [ gar( [ =|lolP [ (a-ngar
By the definition of the Kihler metric (Definition 2.15) the integral [“_(a —1)g(r)dr converges. Thus
lwll < Clll|
and the constant C does not depend on the choice of @. So there is a bounded linear operator
Ty : 2 (U) = 2'°U)

such that Ty o = .
Let us check that d”y is equal to . It means that for any for regular (0,0)—form ¢ with the compact support

in U holds:
/a)/\(p:/y//\d”(p.
U U

Consider the right hand side of the equality

[wndo= [ vwewar= [ (- [ a@ane/x)ac=

—o0 —o0
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changing the order of integration we get

_/ / X)dx)o(1)dt =

by the Newton-Leibniz formula, since ¢(x) is equal to zero in a neighborhood of a, we obtain

:/:(p(t)a)(t)dt:/uw/\‘l’~

Thus, ¥ belongs to 2'9(U) and d" v = .
Let us consider the case of (0,1)—forms. This case is quite similar to the previous one, but there are some
minor differences. Given a form

o =wx)d"xe 2% ().

Let I,< be the indicator function of the set [x,a). Consider the function

_ / Lee ()02 (£)dt
U

This integral is well-define since it is equal to the scalar product of two elements in .Z%!(U) :
V() = (@, Le(1)d"x).
We have to show that y € Z%0(U), thus we need to check that
IR = [ sv?(ds <+
Since
ol = [ @ (x)dx
U

using the Cauchy-Schwarz inequality we get

|_)/1x< £)dt

WIP = [ ev?dr <llal] [ (a—x)gx)dx

By the definition of Kihler metric (Definition 2.15) the integral [“_ (a — x)g(x)dx converges. Thus
lwll < Clll|

<lolly/ | ket = o]l va=x.

Then

and the constant does not depends on the choice of . So there is a bounded linear operator
Ty : 2% (U) —» 2°°(U)

such that Ty o = .
Let us check that d”y is equal to . It means that for any regular (1,0)—form ¢ = ¢(x)d’x with the compact

support in U holds:
/ ONQ = —/ wAd .
U U

Consider the right hand side of the equality:

~[wnd'o=— [ (= ["a(0)dn(-¢/e)as -

changing the order of integration we obtain

_ _/“ (/_tm(p'(x)dx)a)(t)dt:

—o0
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Since @ is regular it equal to zero in a neighborhood of —eo. Thus, applying the Newton-Leibniz formula we

obtain .
= —/ (p(t)a)(t)dt:/ OAQ.
—oo U
Thus, y belongs to 2°°(U).

Suppose there is a form y € 2P°(U) such that " = @. Then d” ( — w) = 0, hence the coefficient of ¥ — v
should be constant, i.e., ¥ — y is equal, if p =1, to ¢d”x, or, if p =0, to ¢ where ¢ € R. In the case p = 1,

a
lled"x||2 = / Pdlx = oo,
hence ¢ =0 and ¥ = y. In the case p = 0, the integral

a
lelP = [ Peax

converges by the definition of the Kéhler form (Definition 2.15) and ¢ can be any real number.

3.4. Relation to the Sobolev space.

LEMMA 3.7. Suppose U is an open subsets of I" and it is isometric to an open interval of the finite length
U = (a,b). Given a form w € 2P0(U), in terms of coordinates it is equal either to W = y(x)d'x or to y = y(x).
Then the coefficient w(x) belongs to the Sobolev space H'(U) = H'(a,b).

PROOF. Suppose w € Z2°0(U). Let @ = w(x)d"x = d"y. Then the norms of these elements are equal:

b
WIE= [ vA@std,

b
o2 :/a 2 (x)dx.

Since g(x) is a nonegative continuous function on the closure of U, there are constants 0 < ¢,C such that ¢ <
g(x) < C for any x € U. Therefore, the norm on .Z%%(U) is equivalent to the standard norm on L?(a,b) :

b b
¢ [ Wwdr<lylP<c [ v xdx

The norm of the (1,1)—form @ € £%!(U) is equal to the standard norm on L?(a, b) of its coefficient the function
o(x).
Consider equation (3):

/a)A(p:—/I//Ad”q).
U U

Since v € 2°9(U), it holds for any regular from ¢ = ¢(x)d’x with a compact support on U. Therefore, the
coefficient @(x) € Ci’(U) is a smooth function with a compact support on the interval U = (a,b). In the terms of
coefficient the equation looks like:

[ oot =~ ["wew,

where y(x), 0(x) € L*(a,b), and @(x) € CJ(a,b). It is exactly the definition of the Sobolev space, hence ®(x) is
the weak derivative of y/(x), and the function y(x) belongs to the Sobolev space H' (U). O

COROLLARY 3.8. Given a form y € @on(r) and a vertex v of I of degree > 2. There are well-defined
boundary values of the coefficients of Y at v along the edges incident to v.

PROOF. Let e be an edge of I incident to v. Let U be a finite open interval such that U C e and the closure
of U contains v. Then by Lemma 3.7 the coefficient of the restriction Y|y is a function from the Sobolev space
H'(U), and, therefore, has a well-defined trace at the boundary of U, in particular, at v. U
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3.5. d" is a closed.
PROPOSITION 3.9. The operator d” is a closed operator.

PROOF. An operator is closed if its graph is closed. Suppose @, € 27°(d"), w, — ® in £PO(T') and d" ®, —
v in £71(T). Then the relation

/d”a),,/\(p:(—l)p“/wnAd”(p
r r

holds for any ¢ € &1-P(T).
Since *x = (—1)”*9Id on the space of (p,q)—forms and (o, ) = [r ot A3, we get

/rd”w,, Ap=(—1)P"1 /Fd”w,, Asx@ = (—1)P"1(d" o, x0),
and
(—nrH! /Fw" Nd"p =~ /rwnA* wd"Q = —(y, 5d" ).
Thus
(=17 (d" on, ) = (0n, 5d" ).
Taking limit as n — oo we get
(=D (y,x9) = (@,xd"9).
This equation is equivalent to

/I/IMp:(—l)l’“/wAd”(p.
r r

Hence, v is the weak d” —differential of . O

3.6. L2-cohomology and the Cech to de Rham isomorphism. Let H9(.27*(T'),d") be the cohomology
group of the complex
0— 2" — 2PY(T) =0,
where 2P0(T") € .£P9(T) is the domain of the operator d”.

THEOREM 3.10. For a sufficiently small neighborhood U of a point x € I there are exact sequences:

“ 0= Rr(U) 5 2°01U) L 2% (U) — 0,
0= ALY LS 200) L 2V U) — o,

where i is a natural inclusion of subpresheaves.

PROOF. Firstly, we will prove the following statement.

LEMMA 3.11. Let U be a sufficiently small neighborhood of a point in I then there is a bounded operator

1 ,0
Ty : £ (U) = 247 (U)

such that d" Ty =1d.

PROOF. To prove the statement we will consider several distinct cases: the neighborhood U can be a neigh-
borhood of a degree 1 vertex, or of a degree n > 2 vertex, or of an internal point of an edge; p can be equal to O or
1.

Let U ~ [—,a) be a neighborhood of a degree 1 vertex. We identify —oo with this vertex. In this case the
required operator Ty : £ 1 (U)— 2% ’O(U ) was constructed in Lemma 3.5.

Given a vertex v of I of degree d > 2. Consider a neighborhood U of v :

U= |] (-a,0]/~,
d-times
where points 0 of the different intervals are all identified by the equivalence relation ~ . The class of 0 is identified
with the vertex v.
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Given a form ® € ! (U). Suppose ¢; ~ (—a,0) CU,i=1,...,d is the i—th edge of U and @; = @;(x)d'x A
d"x is the restriction of @ to e;. Let us define y = Ty ®, where y; = y;(x)d'x is the restriction of Y to ¢;, as
follows:

0
W@:/@@m
X
These functions y;(x) are well-defined since they can be expressed as a scalar product

vi(x) = (@,1ix8),
where ,1; ,g € £ L), and I;  is the indicator function of the set [x,0] C e;.
Since y;(0) = 0,i = 1,...,d, the Kirchhoff’s law holds for y. Using the same arguments as in Lemma 3.5 we
can check that w € 2'"0(U), d"y = , and Ty is bounded.
Finally, if @ € Z%!'(U), and w; = w;(x)d"x is the restriction of @ to e;. Let us define ¥ = Ty @, where
V; = y;(x) is the restriction of Y to e;, as follows:

w = [ awa

Since y;(0) = 0, the Continuity property hold at the vertex v. Again, using the same arguments as above we can
check that y € 290(U), d"y = ®, and Ty is bounded.

The case of a neighborhood of an internal point of an edge is equivalence to the case of a neighborhood of
degree 2 vertex. U

Let U be a sufficiently small neighborhood of a point in I'. The kernel of d” : QF’O(U ) =L ! (U) coincides

with Rp(U) or AL(U). By Lemma 3.11 the map d” : QIQ’O(U) — 92”15)’1 (U) is surjective. Therefore, the sequences
(4) are exact. [

PROPOSITION 3.12. There is an isomorphism

HP(T) =2 HI(LP*(T),d").
PROOF. Using the exact sequences (4) we can repeat the proof of the Proposition 2.13. U
3.7. Integration by parts for weakly 4"’ —differentiable froms.

PROPOSITION 3.13. If y € 2°9(T) and ¢ € 2'0(I) are two weakly d"—differentiable froms, then the equa-
tion of integration by parts holds:

(5) /JWsz—/WAWw
r r

PROOF. Firstly, let us notice that both integrals in (5) are well-defined, i.e., convergent. Indeed, consider the
integral [-d”y A @, using the property of the Hodge star s* = +Id we can rewrite it as — [-d” W A% * ¢@. Thus,
it is equal to —(d"y, *@). Since d"y € Z%1(T") and the Hodge star is, in this case, is an isomorphisms between
Z10(T) and £%1(T"), this scalar product is well-defined and, consequently, the integral is well-defined. We can
apply the same argument for the second integral.

Let us choose a function py € £%°(I") such that

(1) its values between O and 1;

(2) itis equal to 1 on each finite-length edge and in a neighborhood of any vertex of degree > 2;

(3) itis equal to O on a neighborhood of any vertex of degree 1, i.e., in neighborhoods of infinite tails of the
toropical curve.

Let us denote p; = 1 — pg. These two function, pg, p; give us a partition of unity such that one of them is nonzero
on a finite part of the curve another on the infinite tails.
Consider the integral

/WAfwz/MWAW¢+/MWAW¢
I I r
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The support of pg is a union of finite-length edges and compact parts of infinite-length edges. Using Lemma
3.7 we obtain that ¥ and ¢ has H!—coefficients in a neighborhood of supp po. For the H' —function we can
apply integration by parts and the boundary terms at vertices vanish by the same reasons as in Stokes’ Theorem
(Theorem 2.10).

The second integral [-p;w Ad” @ is a sum of integrals over infinite-length edges. Suppose an infinite-length
edge e is isomorphic to e = [—oo,0], the function p; is equal to O at a neighborhood of the point 0 and equal to 1
at a neighborhood of —eo. From this moment let write ¥ instead of p;y. We are going to prove that

/ d”q_//\(p:—/ vAd .
[_0070] [—0070}

Then we can take a sum over all infinite-length edges this will prove the statement of the proposition.
The tropical integrals by definition equals:

[wrao=— [ we
and
[awro=—[ wwew

Therefore, we have to show that

©) [ wg = woena

—o0 —o0

Let us split both parts of the equality to sums of integrals:

[woe i [ wogwa=— [ wwewa- [ woew

where x € (—eo,0]. Since our initial integrals are convergent, we have
X
lim V(t)o'(t)dt =0
x——oo | _o
and N
lim V' (t)o(t)dt =0.
X—— [
By Lemma 3.7 the restrictions of W¥(x), @(x) to any interval (x,0) C [—o0,0] = ¢,x € R are functions form the
Sobolev space H'(x,0). Thus, we can apply integration by parts on (x,0):

0 0
[ v0e 0 =Fewl- [ ¥

Consider the term ¥(¢)@(¢)|2 = ¥(0)@(0) — W(x)@(x). The first summand ¥(0) = p;(0)y(0) = 0 is equal to
zero. We are going to show that

lim y(x)p(x) =0.
X—>—00
Consider the forms @ = d” ¢ and T = d"”V. In the local coordinates we have:
V=v(x), 0=0(x)d'x, »=o(x)dx d"x, T=1(x)d"x.
Suppose U = [—0,0) C e. The operator
Ty : 2N U) = 28°(U)

was defined in Lemma 3.11. It has the following properties d"Ty =1d, Tyd" ¢ = Ty® = @, and Tyd"y =Tyt =
VW + ¢ where c is some constant. By the definition of 7y we get:

V() +c =Tyt — —/O”L'(t)dt,
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and
X

Px)d'x = Tyw = —( / o(t)di)d'x.

—o0

Since Y(0) = p1(0)y(0) =0 and y(0) +c = f(? 7(t)dt, the constant c is equal to 0, and ¥ = Ty 7.
The the following estimates was proven for Tz :

)| <ol [ stwar,

—o0

x)| < |71/l

By definition of Kéhler metric (Definition 2.15) the integral ff)oo t2g(t)dt converges which is equivalent to

X

lim [ *g(t)dr=0.

x——oo | _o

For t < x < 0 we have x?g(t) < t’g(t) and

x? /_:g(t)dt < /_:tzg(t)dt

/x g(t)dt < iz/x t*g(t)dt.

—o0 X —o0

which is equivalent to

Finally, combining all our estimates we get

0wl < ol Il | s(ar < -1l = [

The right hand side tends to O as x tends to —oo. U

dt.

3.8. The adjoint of d”. Let us consider the adjoint operator
d" . 2PN T) — 2P9().
By definition, d"*® =  if for any ¢ € 27°(I") holds
(d"p,0) = (¢, ).
PROPOSITION 3.14. The adjoint operator
d" . 2PN — 2P0
is densely defined and closed. It is equal to
d//* —_ _ *d* .
In particular, y € 9(d"™) if and only if
sy e 27PN,
Its adjoint d"** equals d" .
PROOF. From the general properties of unbounded operators follows that the adjoin A* of a closed densely
defined operator A is a closed densely defined operator and its adjoint A** equals A, [1, Theorem 3.1 and Theorem
3.3]. Thus we have to prove that d"* = — xd *.

If A: H; — H, is an unbounded operator with a domain Z(A) C H; then its adjoint A* is an unbounded
operator A* : H; — H, such that for any x € Z(A) C Hj holds

(5, A"Y)m, = (Ax,y)n,,
the domain of A* is a maximal subspace of elements in H; satisfying that relation, i.e.,
Q(A*) = {X GHZ : EIZ € Hlavy € 9(A> : (y7Z>H1 - (Ay7x>H2}-
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Suppose a form y € £7!(T) is in the domain of d"*, y € 2(d"*) and @ = d"*y. Then by the definition of
the adjoint operator for any form ¢ € 279(T) the following equality holds:

((P, (D) = (d”(P, IV)

/F(p/\*a):/rd"(p/\*y/.

Since &P0(T) is a subspace of 27%(T") this equality hold for any regular form ¢ € &P°(T"). Hence, by the
definition, xy is d” —weakly differentiable form and its differential is equal to

d"xy=(-1)"xa.
Applying the Hodge star operator to both parts of the previous equality we get

We can rewrite it as follows:

xd" x y = (—1)1”'H **x0 = —@.
Hence
d//*lI/: o= _*d//*llf.
At this moment we proved that if y € Z(d"*) then xy is d” —weakly differentiable. Let us prove the converse:
if xy is d”—weakly differentiable then v € 2(d"*). By Proposition 3.13, we can integrate by parts a product of

two d" —weakly differentiable forms, i.e., if form *y is 4" —weakly differentiable, then for any form ¢ € 279(T)
holds:

/d"<P/\*II/= (—D”“/fMd”* Y= / P A*(—xd"xy).
r r r
That equality can be written as
(d"p, y) = (9, —xd" = ).
Thus we proved that the domain of Z(d"*) coincides with the space of forms such that theirs Hodge stars are
d" —weakly differentiable. O

3.9. The Laplace-Beltrami operator and harmonic tropical superforms. Let us define the Laplace-Beltrami
operator as follows

A:d//d//* _i_d//*d//:gp,q(l—*) _>$p,q(1-)_
It’s domain equals
Q(A) _ {0) c gnq(l—‘) = Q(d"*),a) c .@(d//),(d//a)) c Q(d"*),(d”*a)) c g(d//)}

By the dimensional reasons one of the summands in A is identically equal to zero, so A is either equals A = d"d"*
orA=d"*d".

PROPOSITION 3.15. Let @ be an element of £P4(T), then A®w = 0 if and only if d"® = 0 and d"* o = 0.

PROOF. Suppose Aw = 0. If ® € Z(A), then ® € 2(d"*) N 2(d"). By Proposition 3.14 we have d"** = d".
From the definition of an adjoint operator we get

0 — (ACO, w) — (d”d”*—l—d”*d//(l), w) — (d//*w,d//*w) + (d//w,d//**w) — (d//*w,d”*w) + (d”(x),d”(l)).

Hence ||[d"*w|| = 0,||d"o|| =0, and d"*® = d"® = 0. The converse follows directly from the definition of the
Laplace-Beltrami operator. U

DEFINITION 3.16. Let us denote the kernel of the Laplace-Beltrami operator A : £P4(I") — £P4(T") by
P4(T). We call this space #P4(I") the space of harmonic tropical superform of degree (p,q) onT.

By Proposition 3.15 any harmonic superform is closed, hence there is the map i : 5#74(I") — HP4(T'), that
maps any harmonic form to its class in the cohomology group.

PROPOSITION 3.17. The map i : 7°P4(T") — HP4(T) is an isomorphism.

PROOF. Let @ be an element of 27°(T"). By Proposition 3.15, d’® = 0 if and only if Aw = 0. Thus,
HPO(T) = kerd” = s#PO(T).
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LEMMA 3.18. The range im d" of d" is closed.

PROOF. Let 4 = {U;}; be a cover of I'. Let us denote U;; = U;NU;.
Since I' is compact, we may choose il in such a way that:
(1) U is finite cover;
(2) the sequences of sections (4) are exact over any U; and U;; = U;NUj;
(3) there is bounded operator 7y as in Lemma 3.11 for any U; and U;; = U;NU;.

Let C;(.¥) be the Cech complex of a presheaf . and the cover 4 with the differential §. In particular,
Co(2) =P (), €\ =P 7 (Uyy),

i<j
and 6 : Cp() — C1 ().

Since C;(£P1) is a direct sum of ZP4(U) it has a structure of a Hilbert space induced from the summands.
Then 0 is a continuous linear operator. The kernel kerd : Co(-£79) — C1(£P?) coincides with .£74(T"). Actu-
ally, the norm on this kernel does not coincide with the norm on .#74(T"), but these two norms are equivalent.
Since .£74(T) is the kernel of a bounded operator, it is a closed subspace of Cy(-£77). We will consider .ZP4(T")
as a subspace of Cy(-£P9)

The bounded operator Ty : 7! (U) — £P9(U) was defined in Lemma 3.11. Let T : Co(.£P'!) — Co(.27)
be a direct sum of Ty.. The composition of operators 8T : .£7! (") — C1(£P?) is a continuous linear operator.
Combining the facts that &’ T ¢ = ¢, the operator § commutes with @, and kerd = #74(T"), for any @ € #7"!(T')
we get

d"6Tw=358d"Tw=35w=0.

Therefore 8T is a bounded operator from .Z7:!(T") to the kernel of
d":C (L0 — ¢ (L7,

which is equal to either Cy(Rr) or C;(AL). Both spaces Cy (Rr) and C; (A}) are finite dimensional. There are the
quotient maps
g:Ci(Rr) — H'(I',Rr) = C; (Rr)/8Co(Rr)
and
&:C1(AP) — H' (T, AL) = C1(A})/SCo(AL).
These maps are continuous because these are linear maps between finite-dimensional vector spaces.

The kernel of €8T coincides with im d” in #P!(T'). Indeed, assume @ € Z%!(I") and e8Tw = 0, then
there is a cochain W € Cy(Rr) such that T @ = Sy. Since §(Tw — y) =0, we get Tw — y € %) and
d"(T®— y) = @. The same arguments works for the case w € .Z!1(I"). Since €8T is continuous, the kernel is
closed, and, consequently, im d” is closed. d

Since im d” is closed, there is the decomposition
2PN ) =im d" @ (im d")*.
Hence
H'(ZP*(),d") = 2P () /im d" = (im d")*
The kernel of a closed densely defined operator coincides with the orthogonal complement of the range of the
adjoint. Thus by Proposition 3.14 we get (im d”) = kerd"*. By Proposition 3.15 an element @ € .Z?!(T') is

harmonic if and only if &"*® = 0, thus #7! (T') = kerd”* and i : 71 (T") — H' (£P*(T"),d") is an isomorphism.
U

THEOREM 3.19. The Laplace-Beltrami operator is a self-adjoint operator.

PROOF. By the dimensional reasons the operator A is equal to either A = d"d"* or A = d"*d". By von Neu-
mann theorem for any closed densely operator A the operator A*A is a self-adjoint operator [1, Theorem 7.3].
Thus by Proposition 3.14 both d”d"* and d"*d" are self-adjoint. O
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REMARK 3.20. Let us describe the operator A in terms of local coordinates. Let x be a local coordinate on
an edge of I" and the Kihler form g is locally given by the equation g = g(x)d’x A d”x. Then by straightforward
computation we obtain

2 X
M) == T
, 1 9%f(x 1 Jdf(x)dg(x) ,
A(f(x>dx>:_g(x) 8]:c(2)+g2(x) ggc) (zgc)dx’
" 1 J%f(x 1 df(x)dg(x) ,
A=) = =75 (9];(2)+g2(x) gi) f}i)d *
I f(x) | 2 df(x)dglx) 2 9%g(x) 2 dg(x)

A(f(x)d'xnd"x) = — 2 f(x)d'x Ad"x.

g(x) Jx? * g2(x) dx dx  g3(x) Ix? (x) - 23 (x) ( dx
PROPOSITION 3.21. The Hodge star operator commutes with the Laplace-Beltrami operator, i.e., *A = Ax
and @ € 2(A: LP4T) — LP4(T)) ifand only if xp € D(A: L' —P1—4(T) — L1-P1=4(T)).
PROOF. Firstly, let us check that ¢ € 2(A: £P4(I") — £P4(I)) if and only if x@ € Z(A: L1~P1-4(I") —
Z=rl-a(r)).
The domain of A equals either
(A L7 —» 2P0 ={o: 0ec2(d"),d"vc 2(d"™)},
or
P(A: 2PN —» 2PN D) ={w: 0 c 2(d"™),d" o c 2(d")}.
By Proposition 3.14 @ € 2(d") if and only if x@ € 2(d"*), and d"* = —xd" *. Thus, d" ® € 2(d"*) if and only
if xd"w € 2(d"). Using the equality
xd" =+ xd" xx = +d"x
and the previous statement we get d”@ € 2(d"*) if and only if d"*x @ € 2(d"). Thus w € 2(d") and d"® €
2(d"™) if and only if x® € 2(d"*) and d"* x @ € 2(d") which is equivalent to
wE DA <= *xwe D).
Now, let us check the commutativity *A = A x. The equality *A = Ax can be written as
A= —xd" xd"« —xxd"xd" = —d" xd" xx —xd" xd"x = Ax.
Since #* = (—1)P™4Id, as an operator on .£74(T"), we get
—>I<d”*d’l*+(—1)p+q+ld”*d” _ (—1)p+q+1d”*d”—>I<d”>l<d">|<.
Thus the equality *A = Ax holds. U

3.10. The main result and final remarks. The main result of this paper is the following

THEOREM 3.22. Let I be a tropical curve of genus n. The Hodge star operator maps harmonic superform to
harmonic superform and the map  : P4(T) — 1 =P1=4(T") is an isomorphism, and, consequently, HP4(T") ~
H'=P1=4(T). In particular,

HY ) ~HYO) ~HYT,R) =R
and
HYT) ~ (D) ~ HY(T,R) = R".

PROOF. By Proposition 3.21 if @ is an element of .74 (I"), then * @ is also a harmonic form, x® € s#1~P1=4(I).
Since ** = +Id, we get that * is an isomorphism between .77 (I") and ##'~7:!=4(T"). Thus, by Proposition 3.17
we get HP9(T'") ~ H'=P1=4(T"). Since by definition H%4(T) is the cohomology group of the sheaf Rr of locally
constant functions, H%4(T") is isomorphic to the usual topological cohomology group H4(I",R). U
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The space H*?(T") is generated by a constant function. Since the Hodge star of a constant function is propor-
tional to the Kihler form g, the class of g is a generator of H!!(I"). The space /#!(T") is the space of differential
forms with coefficients constant on edges and satisfying the Kirchhoff’s law and the Regularity at infinity con-
ditions. Since *d’x = d"x, the group 7% (I') = H*!(I") is generated by essentially the same differential forms
which are considered as (0, 1) —forms.

REMARK 3.23. Theorem 3.22 is a toropical analog of the Hodge theory on a compact Riemann surface.
We proved this theorem using methods of the Hodge theory, but one can prove that there is an isomorphism
HP4(T') ~ H'=P1=4(T") using a quite simple combinatorial methods. So for the purpose of this result our paper is
overcomplicated. One can consider this paper as a proof of concept for the Hodge theory on higher dimensional
tropical varieties.

REMARK 3.24. Now we would like to discuss the relation of our paper to the quantum graphs.

The research in quantum graphs is mostly devoted to the study of the Schrodinger equation on metric graphs.
This study usually based on study of stationary states, i.e., eigenfunctions of the Laplace operator. For the Laplace
operator to be self-adjoint some boundary conditions at the vertexes of a graph are needed. There are a variety of
such boundary conditions, some of them resembles our boundary conditions.

There is a difference between out approach and the standard quantum graph theory. Usually only functions
are considered, but we also consider differential forms and tensor fields. We use harmonic forms as a tool to
compute some cohomologies and the Laplace-Beltrami operator arise from the chain complex. Usually quantum
graphs are not related to the study of cohomologies and chain complexes. In the quantum graphs setting the whole
spectrum of the Laplace operator is studied, but we are only working with harmonic functions and forms, i.e., with
zero-eigenvectors.

In our case there is a Riemannian metric g on I' which we consider as an analog of a Kéihler form. This metric
is unrelated to the metric structure on I', i.e., to the length of edges, but if we take g to be trivial

g=dxNd"x~dx®dx,

then the length /(e) of an edge e, the function /(e) is a part of initial data for the metric graph I', coincides with
the length with respect to the Riemannian metric g. In this case our theory is practically identical to the standard
quantum graph theory, at least if we work with functions only.

Also, in our case we require that all infinite-length edges should have finite length with respect to the Riemann-
ian metric g, otherwise we would get a different behavior of harmonic forms. For example, constant functions are
harmonic on I', but if there is an infinite-length edge and g is the trivial metric, a non-zero constant function does
not belong L? since it has infinite norm. So if there are infinite-length edges, than the trivial Riemannian metric is
not a viable option for our purpose.

REMARK 3.25. It would be interesting to study spectral properties (like asymptotics of eigenvalues, Weyl law,
and so on) of the Laplace-Beltrami operator and compare them with spectral properties of complex curves and
quantum graphs.
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