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In this paper we develop a deformation theory for complex Calabi-Yau threefolds with
boundary, parallel to the theory for Ga-structures developed in [3]. Thus we consider a C'*°
6-manifold Z with boundary M = 0Z and a nowhere-zero holomorphic 3-form ¥ + i, for
real forms ¥, ¥. We address the question: if U, is deformed to a nearby closed 3-form on
M can we deform the Calabi-Yau structure on Z to match? In our previous paper [4] we
studied a variant of this question, for domains Z in a fixed ambient Calabi-Yau threefold.

Much of the motivation for this work comes from Hitchin’s approach to Calabi-Yau struc-
tures in three complex dimensions [10], which we recall in outline. On a 6-dimensional real
vector space V there is a GL(V)-invariant open set S C A3V* of “stable” elements and a
GL(V)-equivariant map P : § — S such that each U € S defines a complex structure on V
for which ¥ + ¢P(¥) has type (3,0). On a 6-manifold Z a stable 3-form ¥ (i.e. one which is
stable at each point) defines a Calabi-Yau structure if d¥ = 0,dP(¥) = 0, a system of PDE
for the real 3-form W. Thus the question we address is a boundary value problem for this
PDE.

To set up our problem more precisely we introduce terminology, following [3]. For our
6-manifold Z with boundary M = 0Z we define an “enhanced boundary value” to be an
equivalence class of closed 3-forms ¥ on Z under the equivalence ¥, ~ Uy if U7 — Uy = da
for a 2-form o on Z with a|pr = 0. Thus an enhanced boundary value defines a closed 3-form
1 on M and two enhancements of the same 3-form v on M differ by a class in the relative
cohomology group H?3(Z, M). Of course, such enhancements only exist if the class of 1 in
H3(M) extends to H?(Z).

The more precise version of our problem is: given a closed 3-form v on M and an en-
hancement can one find a stable 3-form ¥ in that enhancement class such that dP(¥) = 07
Thus if g is any form in the enhancement class this is a PDE for a 2-form « on Z

dP(¥ + da) =0,

with boundary condition «|y; = 0 (and the open condition that ¥ + da is stable).

This boundary value problem arises naturally from Hitchin’s variational approach. A
stable form ¥ defines a volume form voly and the derivative of the volume with respect to
variations in W is

dvoly = P(¥) A T.

We get a volume functional on stable forms in an enhancement class

Vol(\If):/vol\p
z

and our boundary value problem is the Euler-Lagrange equation defining critical points of
this functional, just as in the G2 case in [3].
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Let G be the group of diffeomorphisms of Z fixing the boundary pointwise and isotopic
to the identity through such diffeomorphisms. Then G acts on the stable forms in an en-
hancement class and on the solutions of our boundary value problem. The model we seek
to extend is the case of a closed manifold Z, when the analogue of an enhancement class
is just a cohomology class in H?(Z,R). In that case, Hitchin showed that a critical point
of the volume functional is nondegenerate, modulo diffeomorphisms, from which a version
of the local Torelli theorem follows easily: the moduli space of Calabi-Yau structures up to
diffeomorphism is locally identifed with a neighbourhood in H3(Z;R).

Let ¥ be a stable 3-form defining a Calabi Yau structure on our manifold Z with boundary.
The derivative of the map P at W is the linear map J on 3-forms which, after complexification,
acts as —i on Q>0 and Q%! and i on Q%2 and Q2. So the composite dPd vanishes on 29
and Q%2 and is equal to 2i90 on Q"!'. We define a vector space g to be the quotient

. ~ {da e Q®:aly =0,dJda =0}
v {L,Y v el (TZ),v|p =0}

(0.1)

Here £, denotes the Lie derivative and the quotient represents the solutions of the linearised
equation modulo the linearised diffeomorphism action. Our main results in this paper are
confined to the case when Z has pseudoconvex boundary (with respect to the complex struc-
ture defined by ¥). Then we will show that Ky is a finite dimensional vector space. We say
that ¥ is “rigid” if g = 0. Our main result is the following analogue of Hitchin’s:

Theorem 1. Let ¥ be the real part of a Calabi-Yau structure on Z with enhanced boundary
value 1/;0. If U is rigid then for any enhanced boundary value close to 1/;0 there is a Calabi-
Yau structure with real part U close to W with that enhanced boundary value and ¥ is unique
in a neighbourhood of Wy up to diffeomorphisms close to the identity which fix the boundary
pointwise.

In this statement “close” refers to the C*° topology for data on the manifold with boundary
and the quotient topology on the set of enhanced boundary values.

We will now outline the content of this paper. In Section [I] we recall some background
from complex geometry, analysis and the results of [4]. Section[2is concerned with setting up
the deformation problem. First we need a “slice” to represent the space of all deformations
around a solution ¥y with given enhanced boundary value modulo diffeomorphism. If (for
simplicity in this outline) H2(Z) = 0 we show that this can be taken to be a neighbourhood
U of 0 in

A={ac Q" :d*a=0,alss=0}.

Here the notation «@|s4 = 0 means that on M the components of « in a certain rank 4
subbundle vanish and the operator d* is defined using some auxiliary Hermitian metric. The
proof that this is a slice is similar to the G case in [3] but with some significant differences.
These require some variants of the usual Hodge theory on manifolds with boundary. For any
closed stable 3-form ¥ the 4-form dP(¥) has type (2,2) with respect to the almost complex
structure I'y. Thus dP(¥) should be viewed as a section of an infinite dimensional vector
bundle V over the space of closed stable 3-forms whose fibre Vg at W is the space of exact
forms of type (2,2) with respect to Iy. To set up the deformation problem we need to
construct a local trivialisation of this bundle. Then our solutions are the zeros of a map from
a neighbourhood U of 0 in A to the fixed vector space Vy,. The derivative of this map at 0
is (assuming, again for simplicity in this outline, that H*(Z) = 0),

2i00 : {a € QY 1 d*a =0,alp4 =0} = {p € Q** : dp = 0}.



As usual, the crucial thing is to show that if ¥ is rigid this linear map is invertible. This can
be formulated in terms of an operator D = 2i90 + *dd* : QY1 — Q?2. One wants to show
that for any p € Q22 there is a solution of the linear boundary value problem:

Da=p alpa=0 d*a|p =0, (0.2)

with mixed Dirichlet and Neumann boundary conditions. The differential operator D is
elliptic. For the analogous linear boundary value problem in the G5 case it was shown that
the boundary conditions define an elliptic system so standard theory could be applied, leading
to a result for the nonlinear problem via the Banach space implicit function theorem. The
difference in our current situation is that the boundary conditions in (@2 are not elliptic.
This is why we need to restrict to the case of pseudoconvex boundary and we can only hope
to find solutions with some loss of derivatives and apply the more sophisticated Nash-Moser
theory.

We have not found in the literature a general result on hypoelliptic boundary value prob-
lems which covers ([0.2), and in Section [B] we use a two step argument to produce the inverse.
The first step is to solve a 99 equation without the boundary condition a4 = 0 using the
d-Neumann theory. The second step is to adjust this solution to satisfy the boundary condi-
tion. In our previous paper [4] we introduced a finite dimensional vector space H s defined
by the restriction of ¥y to the boundary M of Z and the adjustment in the second step is
possible when Hjy; = 0.

The Nash Moser theory requires more than just the invertibility of the derivative at the
given solution. We apply a version of the theory going back to Zehnder [14] which requires
that the derivative is “approximately invertible” at all nearby points. We did not find in the
literature an accessible statement of a result which covers our case precisely so in Appendix
[Al we explain the small modifications required to the proof in [I2]. At non-integrable stable
forms ¥ close to ¥y we cannot invert the derivative and we carefully need to check that the
error satisfies the condition from Appendix [Al We first prove Theorem [ in the special case
when H2 = 0 and Hys = 0, and then in the general case Ky, = 0. In Section @l we make a
more detailed analysis of the space Ky and its relation with Hjy;. When Z is Stein we find
that Ky is the kernel of a linear map from Hys to H3(Z, M). We also make a study of the
example Z = B3 x T3,
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1 Background

1.1 Complex Geometry

Denote by Q2(Z) the open subset of stable 3-forms. As noted in the introduction there exists
amap P : Q3(Z) — Q3(Z) such that each ¥ € Q3(Z) induces an almost complex structure Iy
with respect to which ¥ + ¢ P(¥) has type (3,0). The SL(3, C)-structure given by ¥ + i P(¥)
is torsion-free and Iy is integrable if and only if

d¥ =0, dP(¥)=0. (1.1)
We have



Lemma 1.2 (see [2| Lemma 1]). If ¥ is closed, then dP(¥) has type (2,2) with respect to
Iy.

We will also need to consider ¥ for which Iy is not integrable. On a general almost
complex manifold the exterior derivative splits as

d=0+4+0+iy.

If we restrict d to QP9 then O is defined as the projection of d to QPT%9, 9 the projection
to QP9t1 and iy the anti-derivation of degree 1 defined by the Nijenhuis tensor N of the
almost complex structure. N € Q*(Z,TZ) splits into two components N’ € Q*9(Z, T%17)
and N” € Q%2(Z,T"°Z) with N" = N'.

Lemma 1.3. If dV =0, then N is a function of ¥ and dP (V).

Proof. Suppose that 6 has type (1,0) with respect to ¥, which is equivalent to
ON (T +iP(T)) =0.

Applying d, decomposing into types and using Lemma gives

iNvO A (U 4+ V=1P(T)) = /=160 AdP(¥).

Lemma 1.4. d? = 0 is equivalent to:
invine =0,
OJin' +in0 =0,
&+ ins +ind =0,
90 + 00 + inviny +invin = 0,
0* + Qinn +innd =0,
Qinn +innd =0,
inviny = 0.
Now let ¥ be a torsion-free SL(3, C)-structure and choose a compatible Hermitian back-
ground metric h. We do not require h to be Kéahler. Thus the metric form w might not
be closed. Denote by L the Lefschetz-operator which is the wedge product with w, and by

A its adjoint which is interior multiplication with w. The space of real 2-forms on Z has a
decomposition

P2 =B oo
where the components are given by
B =02, Q2={cecReQ":Aoc=0}, Q2={ixV:XcI(TZ)}. (1.5)
These relate to the decomposition into forms of type (p, q) as
ReQM =07 0 Q2 Re(2*' @ 0%?) =02,
There are also 3-forms of type 6:
0 ={nAw:neQ(2)}=LOYZ)).

Write di, k = 1,6,8, for the projection of d : Q'(Z) — Q%(Z) to Q2 and write di for the
projection of d : Q*(Z) — Q3(Z) to Q3.



Lemma 1.6. For o), € Q32(Z),k =1,6,8, we have
1 1
dioy = xLd*cy + a(o), diog = 3 * Ld*os + a(o), dios = —5* Ld*os + a(o),

where a(o) stands for a linear operator of order zero in o.

Proof. To simplify notation in the course of this proof we will denote any operator which has
order zero by a. We will make use of three standard identities.

1. [A, L] acts by multiplication with 3 — k on A*T*Z.
2. Given n € A'T*Z, we have *Ln = —LIn.

3. The Hermitian identity [A, d] = Id*I + a, where here the operator I acts by multiplica-
tion with i?~¢ on QP9.

If u= L& € ARZ, then
Ap=ALE = [A, L€ = 2¢,
and thus LAy = 2u. This gives for a 2-form o with Ao =0
2dyo = LAdyo = LAdo = L[A,djo = LId*Io + a(0) = — x Ld*Io + a(0).

I acts as the identity on AZ and minus the identity on A2. The formula follows in these two

cases.
Let 0 = Lf. Then

[A,dloc = ALdf — dALf + a(o) = [A, Lldf — d[A, L] f + a(o) = 2df — 3df + a(0) = —df + a(0),
and thus

do = Ldf + a(c) = —L[A,d]oc + a(c) = —LI(d*0) + a(c) = *Ld*o + a(0).

Lemma 1.7. Forn € QY(Z) we have
d*dn = —d*din + 2d*dsn + D,
where D denotes a linear differential operator of order one.

Proof. In this proof we denote any operator of order one by D. Applying Lemma with
o = din gives

0 = didn = didyn + didgn + diden = «Ld*dyn — % * Ld*dgn + % * Ld*dgn + Dn.
Applying the inverse of the isomorphism x o L : Q1(Z) — QF, we get
d*dgn = —2d*din + d*dgn + Dn.
Subsituting this into
d*dn = d*din+ d*dsn + d"den

gives the result. O



1.2 Some elliptic boundary value problems

By choosing an atlas for Z and a subordinate partition of unity we can define as usual Sobolev
spaces L? for sections of T'Z and its associated bundles. We denote the norm of L2 by | - ||s.
Here s is the number of derivatives if it is an integer, but we also need to consider non-integral
s. For details on fractional Sobolev spaces we refer to [6, Appendix 1. and 2.]. We also use
C*-norms which we denote by [[-]]x. Here k is an integer.

We first recall the classical Hodge decompositions on Riemannian manifolds with bound-

ary. We need the following spaces:
HY = {y € Q¥(Z):dy=0,d"y =0},
HE, ={y € Q¥(Z):dy=0,d*y =0,v|ym = 0},
Er ={da:aec Q" Y2Z),aly =0}, (1.8)
Ch={d"8: B € Q"1(2), Blu =0},
Chk ={d"B: B e W (2),«B|m = 0}.

Here the subscripts D and NV indicate the Dirichlet and von Neumann boundary conditions,
respectively.

Proposition 1.9. [13, Theorem 2.4.2] There is an L*-orthogonal decomposition
QF(z2)=Hra ch aCk.

Consequences of this decomposition are:
(i) The space of closed k-forms is equal to H* @ EE.
(ii) CX is the L2-orthogonal complement of the space of closed k-forms.

Proposition 1.10. [I3, Theorem 2.2.6] The space ijj is finite dimensional and there is
an L2-orthogonal decomposition

Q" (2)=HH e chach.

Consequences of this decomposition are:
(i) The space of co-closed k-forms is equal to HY, @ Ck.
(i) v € QF(Z) is co-exact if and only if v L HY @ EE.

Lemma 1.11. Let A € Q(Z). Consider the boundary value problem to find n € Q' (Z) which
satisfies

(d*d171 + dd*)n = A, (1.12&)
nloz =0, (1.12b)
(d*n)loz = 0. (1.12¢)

Let KC be the space of solutions for A = 0.
(i) K is finite dimensional and [(LI2) has a solution if and only if X is L*-orthogonal to K.
(i) If n € K, then dy1m =0 and d*n = 0.

(iii) If X € d*QY1 then there exists a solution, and every solution is co-closed.



Proof. Suppose that n € Q!(Z) satisfies the boundary conditions in (LI2). Then we can
integrate by parts and use Lemma [I.7] to obtain

* * * 1 *
(d"d1an,m) + (dd"n,n) = |dun* + [|dsnll* + [ d*n[* = =5 lldinl|* + [ dsn]* + [|d"n]|*

= 5(=d"din + 2d"dsn,n) + [|d"n||* = 5(d"dn,n) + ||d"n]* = 5 (Dn, n)
Z Il = (se)lInllf = (Le)|Inl,

where in the last line we have used the coercive estimate for the standard Laplace operator
with Dirichlet boundary data. Rearranging yields the coercive estimate

I3 < Ndaanll® + ld*nll* + [l

(i) follows from this coercive estimate as in [13] Sections 2.2-2.4] for the standard Laplacian
by defining a potential and proving its regularity.

(ii) follows from the first line in the above estimate. To prove (iii), let v € Q! and 7 € K.
Then because of (L12H) we have

(d*v,m) = (v,dn) = (v,d11m).

This expression vanishes by (ii) and existence of a solution follows from (i). If we have a
solution

d*dyyn+dd*n = d*y,
then dd*n = 0, as this term by ([[L12d) is L2-orthogonal to the other two terms. Integrating
by parts again gives d*n = 0. O
Lemma 1.13. For every x € Q%(Z), there is a unique ( = Gg(k) € Q2(Z) which solves the
boundary value problem
med*d( = K,
Clar =0.

Furthermore, for each n we have the elliptic estimate

1G6 (%) lnt2 < NIlln- (1.14)

Proof. The boundary condition allows to integrate by parts, so the problem is self-adjoint.
Given ¢ € Q2 with ¢|y = 0, the coercive estimate for the standard Laplacian and Lemma [I.6]
give the coercive estimate

ISHE < Nl + Nld=¢li* + lI¢I® < Hlde® + ldg¢l® + ¢I?
< Ndl? + NI€I* = (med*dg, ¢) + [I€]1*.

Suppose that ¢ = i,V is a solution for Kk = 0. Then £,V = 0 and w|yy = 0. Then
w is in particular holomorphic, and because it vanishes on the boundary it has to vanish
everywhere. Thus for k = 0 there is only the trivial solution. For general k existence and
uniqueness of a solution follows again like for the standard Laplacian with Dirichlet boundary
data [I3], Sections 2.2-2.4]. O



1.3 Review of the 0-Neumann problem

In this subsection let Z be a compact, complex manifold of complex dimension n with bound-
ary 0Z. Write I for the complex structure and let h be a Hermitian metric. Denote by 0*
the formal adjoint of O with respect to h, and by Aj the d-Laplacian. Given y € QP4(Z),
the 0-Neumann problem is to find ¢ € QP9(Z) which solves the boundary value problem

Asd =1, (1.15a)
p(¢) =0, (1.15b)
q(¢) =0, (1.15¢)

where the boundary operators are given by p = ¢(9*,v) and ¢ = o(0*,v) 0 0. Here o(0*,v)
denotes the principal symbol of 9* in the direction of the unit co-normal v at the boundary. If
N is a unit normal, then ¢(9*, v) is the interior multiplication with the (0, 1)-part of N. These
boundary conditions are chosen such that we can integrate by parts: (LI5D) is equivalent to

(0 ,9) = (¢, 9)
for all ¢ € QP4~1 and ([[I5d) is equivalent to
(070¢,7) = (0¢,07)

for all v € QP4,

The analytic properties of the 9-Neumann problem rely on the geometry of the boundary.
Z is called strongly pseudoconver, if at each point of the boundary the Levi form is positive
definite. On a strongly pseudoconvex complex manifold, the J-Neumann problem is sub-
elliptic. This means that there is the estimate

/(9 |6*voloz < 10¢II* + 19 ¢lI* + [|4]1*
Z

for all ¢ which satisfy the boundary conditions (L.15b)) and (I.15d).

Proposition 1.16. [6] Suppose that Z has a strongly pseudoconvex boundary. Then we
have:

o The operator Az is hypo-elliptic, i.e. if ¢ is a distributional solution of the equation
Az =~ and vy is smooth, then ¢ is smooth.

e The space
HP = {p € WU(Z): 0p = 0,0") = 0,p(¢) = 0}
is finite dimensional.

o (LI5) has a solution if and only if v is L*-orthogonal to HP. In this case we denote
by Gv the unique solution orthogonal to HP*1.

o IfOy =0 and v L HP9, then B = 0*Ggy is a solution of the equation
8 =1.

On a Calabi-Yau n fold with boundary, we have a vanishing result for 9-harmonic forms
of type (0,n).



Proposition 1.17. Suppose Z has a holomorphic non-vanishing (n,0)-form. Then H%™ = 0.

Proof. For v € Q%"(Z), the boundary condition (9%, v)y = 0 is equivalent to  vanishing as
a section of A®"Z on the boundary. Thus on 2°7"(Z) the 9-Neumann boundary condition is
elliptic without any assumption on the Levi form. If Z has a Calabi—Yau structure ¥ + i\i/,
then for v = f(¥ —4i¥) the condition §* = 0 is equivalent to f being a holomorphic function.
Because f has to vanish on the boundary, by the maximum principle we get f = 0. O

Next we turn to the 9-Neumann problem with inhomogeneous boundary data. For points
z € 0Z define

ABA, = {6 € APZ], : p(g) = O} (118)

Lemma 1.19. For every v € QP4 £ € T'(0Z, Alr}’q_l) and p € T(0Z, A:%), there exist unique
¢ L HP9 and h € HP9 which solve

Asp+h=2, pld)=¢ q(o)=p.

Proof. Uniqueness is clear. To prove existence, we first show that we can find ¢ € QP9(Z7)
such that

plp) = ¢, (1.20a)
() = p. (1.20b)

Choose a collar neighbourhood of 07 in Z. We then have a radial function r such that
Orloz = N, where N is a inward pointing unit normal. Write

©=0rANa+p,

where 92! 43 = 0. Then (L20a) is equivalent to a|pz = £. Writing L = 9—0r A9, equation

(I20D) is equivalent to
N-B=iIN-B+2p+2La+ Aa,B), (1.21)

where A(a, §) denote a zero order term in « and 8. L only involves tangential derivatives on
the boundary, and I N is tangential as well. Thus any choice of |sz determines a right hand
side in (I.21)), and then S can be extended to the interior to solve (.20D).

We can assume that ¢ is orthogonal to HP'9. By Proposition [[.T6] there are ¢/ | HP? and
h € HP-9 which solve

Ag¢ +h=v—D0sp, p(¢)=0, q(¢)=0.
Then ¢ := ¢ + ¢’ is the desired solution. O

To apply Nash-Moser theory, we have to solve a O-Neumann problem for the J-operator
associated with all the different almost complex structures induced by the SL(3, C)-structures
¥ in a neighbourhood of a reference structure Wy. Almost complex structures close to a
reference structure Iy are parametrised by linear bundle maps p : T%' — T10 by setting
TB’l = graph(—u) = {w — pw : w € T%'}. The map p has a conjugate ji : T — T%!. Then
Tﬁ’o = graph(—ji). We also have dual maps p* : AY® — A% and p* : A%' — ALC. Then
A}? = graph(p*) and A" = graph(i*).



The inverse of the the isomorphism 1—p : T — TB’l is the projection 7% : TB’l — 7O,
The dual of this map gives an isomorphism c,, : AOL — Ag’l. Taking conjugates and wedge
products of ¢, gives bundle isomorphisms

. AP P.q
cu i A _>Au'

Write I, for the almost complex structure determined by u and 5[#] for the d-operator asso-
ciated with I,,. We allow any p. In particular, I, does not need to be integrable.

Let h,, be a family of metrics which varies smoothly in ;1 such that h, is Hermitian for I,.
Write 5[’;4 for the formal adjoint of 9y, with respect to h, and set Ag(u) := | 5[1] + 5[’;4 Ay
We want to study the 0-Neumann problem with respect to I,,. We prefer to study operators
between fixed bundles. Define

Oy = 6;1 o 5[#] ocy

to be the pull-back of the operator 5[#] 1 QRT — Qﬁ’q"’l to obtain an operator P4 — QP-4+l
In other words, we have a commutative diagram

Qra 2 qpatt

C“l ] lc,l, (1.22)

7]
Qpe o Qpat!

In the following we want to derive a formula for 5;»' Suppose that (z!,---,2") is a holo-
morphic chart for the complex structure Iy. For an increasing multi-index A = (a1, -+, o),
write dz4 for dz®* A --- A dz®. Using the summation convention, in this coordinate system
we can write

0
o=pardi*@d!, p= ugdzﬂ ®
0z%.
Define e to be +1 if A is a permutation of B of sign +1, and define €4 to be 0 otherwise.
Define a first order differential operator D,, : QP4 — QP41 by

&PA,J

A p
D =g .
wPC,I Cc Mg 2P

A calculation shows that D,, is coordinate invariant.
The next Lemma is analogous to Theorem 1 in [7].

Lemma 1.23. For every u there exists a tame operator of order zero a, such that we have
9y =0—-D, +ay,. (1.24)

Proof. Let p € Z be arbitrary. Take coordinates (z!,--- ,2") centered in p which are holo-
morphic for Iy and (Wq,---,W,,) a frame for Tﬁ’o in a neighbourhood of p with dual frame
wh,---,w"™. We can choose n complex functions w!,--- ,w™ which form a coordinate system
such that at p we have 525 = W, and in particular that T;»' annihilates the functions w?
in p. Then the calculation at the beginning of the proof of Theorem 1 in [7] is still valid at
the point p, so that at p we have

— 9f o, 0
W, = 50 (2~ Mg ) (1.25)

10



Introduce the transition functions 7§ defined by
cu(dz®) = T§aP.
Writing

T4 =3 (sen w5 T (@a)

q
TES,

we then have for ¢ = c,¢
—I
Up,s =THT ;o1
From (L.29)) it follows that

gy 0Z%
TB (p) = W(I)%

so that at p we really have

W, =10 (a%ﬁ —uZ%) ,
In the following, denote by l.o.t. lower order terms. We have
Obe,s = el Wobp s + Lot
= XPTAT W yoas + 1ot

_ ABpATL 0 3<PA,1 nasﬁA,I
=ef TBTJTW( 950 M0 gm )—H.o.t.

Now we have
YBAm _ _0AD
€& TBTW =ep Iy,
which gives

(cuOup)c,.s = Oyye,s
_ Tng <59A 0va,r _ E%AHZ 8¢A71> +1l.o.t.

b pz0 dzn
= (C#(g — D#)QD)C”] + l.o.t.
O

Remark. A more refined calculation like in the proof of Theorem 1 in [7] shows that a,
vanishes if I, is integrable, but this will not be important for our estimate.

If Ly,---, L, is a local frame for 79, then set
LV =L.—psL,.
Then we have

Oupar =5 Liger + 1ot (1.26)

11



Denote by (-,-), the L2%-product associated with h,,. We can use the isomorphisms c, to pull
back h,, to obtain a smooth family of Hermitian metrics on AP¢ and we denote the associated
L?-product by ((-,-)),- The boundary condition (LI5D) for ¢ € QP4 is equivalent to

(5[1]1#7 (b)u = ("/Ju 5[#] (b)u

for all ¢ € Qﬁ’q_l. Thus under the isomorphism c,, this boundary condition on ¢ € QP9 is

(0. 0D = (0, 0u0))

for all ¢ € QP-91,

Hamilton considers the d-complex for (0, ¢)-forms with values in 71 while we consider the
0-complex for (0, ¢)-forms with values in APC. However, at leading order the formula (L.28]) is
analogous to the formula for Hamilton’s aroperator [7, p.18]. Thus all his results carry over
in a straightforward way. In particular, Hamilton [7, p.19] shows that the Hermitian metrics
h,, can be chosen in such a way that the first 0-Neumann boundary condition is independent
of u, i.e.

No’lJQD =0

where N is a unit normal for hg. Then the proof of the sub-elliptic estimate in [7] carries
over without any changes.

Proposition 1.27. Suppose that Z is strongly pseudoconvexr with respect to Iy. Then for all
i in a neighbourhood of 0 and all p € QP9(Z) with p(p) =0 and q,(¢) = 0 we have

| efvoloz 10,61 + 185l + ol
Set E,, = c;;' o Aj[u] o ¢, and define a bilinear form

Qu(cpv dj) = ((Ellcpv ’@[J))M

Then by Proposition [L27, @, satisfies what Hamilton [8| p.437] calls the uniform persuasive
estimate

/6 I92voloz < ReQu(er0) + 19l
7

if ¢ satisfies the corresponding boundary conditions. Thus we can apply the theory developed
in [8, Part 4].

Proposition 1.28. [8 p. 452] There exists s € N such that for all p in a neighbourhood
of zero we have the uniform a priori estimate

[elln S 1 Ewplln + PP nr2 + |0u(@)lnr1 + (lullnts + D]l (1.29)

Lemma 1.30. [8, Lemma on p.453] There exists | such that for all p in a neighborhood of
0 and all ¢ L HP? we have

lell S NEuell + P2 + 19 (@) li4a-
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Proposition 1.31. For each p in some neighborhood of 0 and for each v € QP9 € €
00Z, AR and p € T(8Z, A%, where AR is the bundle defined in (LIR), there are
unique ¢ L HP? and © € HP9 such that

Ep+z=2v po)=¢& qulo)=np.

There exist b and s such that (¢, x) satisfies for any n the tame estimate

[@lln + 2] S IVlln + [Elns2 + [plnr + (lllnts + D) VIs + [€ls+2 + [plot1)-
Proof. Consider the u-dependent map

(HPD: @ HP — QP91 o T(0Z, AR @ T(9Z, A7),

For 1 = 0 this is invertible by Lemma Because invertibility is an open condition in the
Banach space category and F, is hypo-elliptic, it is also invertible for small p. The existence
and uniqueness statements follow.

To prove the tame estimate, we apply Proposition and get

[16lln S 11Vl + 1€tz + lplnrr + (lellnrs + DN + |2])- (1.32)

Using Lemma [[330 with 4 = 0 and adding |z| on both sides gives

61l + | < 1 Eodll + 2] + [€lir2 + [q0(@) 141 (1.33)

Because HP1 is transversal to the image of Ey, we have ||Eoo||; + |z| < [|v]|;- Therefore, we
get

oIl + ll < vl + 1Eliv2 + [plivr + [[(Bw — Eo)olli + (g — q0) (@) lit1- (1.34)

Applying Lemma [A 4] shows that there exists r such that

1(Ep = Eo)olle < [lullrl[@ll+2
S IVllerz + [Eliva + [plies + lullel2] + [l Ulallees + Do, (1.35)

where in the second step we have applied the a priori estimate from Proposition [[.28
gy is the restriction to the boundary of an operator ¢, defined on all of Z and analogous
to above there is a t such that

(g = 20) (@) 141 S 11 = Go) (D)2 S llellellpllirs
S IVlles + [Elis + olira + lpllele] + el (lullers + D (1.36)

If 1 is sufficiently small then the estimates ([34), (I35), (I30) after rearranging give
ol + 1zl S 1Ivlle + €lo+2 + 1olo+1, (1.37)
where b = [ + 3. ([32) and (L31) prove the statement. O

Notation 1.38. We write G, := ¢ and H,,7y := x, where (¢, x) is the solution in Proposition
[C3T with £ =0 and p = 0.
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Lemma 1.39. We have

[0, Guly = Ta(W){Nu, v} + Ta(u) (Hyy),

where Th(p) is a map which satisfies a tame estimate in p and is linear in the Nijenhuis
tensor N, of I, and the map To(u) is p-tamely small (see Definition [A3). In particular,
the commutator vanishes for p = 0.

Proof. Suppose we have G,y = ¢, H,y =z, i.e.

Enp+z=7, p(@)=0, qu.(¢)=0.
Applying (% we get
E.0,6+ [0, Eu)é + Dz = 9,y

Thus if we define (o1, h1) and (¢2, ha) as the solutions of

E,u@l + hl - [5,LL7E,LL]¢5 p(@l) = 07 q,u(<P1) = _q#( ,U'FY)’

and

EMSD2 + h2 - guxa p(@?) = 07 QH(SD2) = 07

we get Gugl/y = (i(b + ¢1 + 2 and thus

Gy Ouly = 1 + o
By Proposition [[.3T] ¢ satisfies a tame estimate in p. Furthermore, we have

By Ep] = 820, — 002 = 02, 87) = —[Opingy + iny Oy )

w Y

and
q,u(g,uéb) = p(gi(b) = —p(a,uiN[j(b + iNL’au(b)-

Therefore, 1 depends linearly of N,, and Ty () {Nyu, 7} := o1 has the desired properties.
Because dyx = 0, we have 9,x = (9, —0p)z. Applying LemmalA4lto the operator d,, — dy,
we see that To(u)(H,7) :== @2 = G,,0,H,~ has the desired properties. O

1.4 Geometry on the boundary

Suppose that the 6-manifold Z with boundary M = 0Z has a torsion-free SL(3, C)-structure
W 4 iW. The restrictions of ¥ and ¥ induce closed 3-forms ¢ and ¢) on M. In [] the authors
have shown that the boundary is strongly pseudoconvex if and only if ¥ and z/AJ satisfy certain
open algebraic conditions. In this case ¢ and 1& will be called strongly pseudoconvex 3-forms.
We will recall their structure here. They decompose as

v=0Na, PY=0A8, (1.40)

where 6 is a contact 1-form with associated contact distribution H and Reeb field v. This
induces decompositions

TM =Ro®H, APT*M =0AN" @ AL,
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where ¢ € A, if va¢ = 0. Setting w := df, the decomposition (IL40) is normalised such that
(w, @, B) is an orthonormal triple of sections of A%, which means that they satisfy

w? =a? = p? (1.41)
and
wAha=wAB=anB=0. (1.42)

Together with the volume form voly = o2, this orthonormal triple defines a Euclidean
structure gy on H, which gives the Webster metric ¢ = 8% 4+ gy on M. We note that g is not
necessarily the restriction of a chosen background Hermitian metric h.

As in 4-dimensional Riemannian geometry we have a splitting

A=A, @Ay (1.43)

of 2-forms on H into self- and anti-self-dual parts. H is the real part of the complex tangent
space at the boundary, and we have

A}’ =C(a+iB), ReAy' =RwdAj. (1.44)

We will also need to consider SL(3, (g)—structures which are merely closed but not torsion-free,
i.e. which satisfy d¥ = 0 but not d¥ = 0. In this case, all of the above stays true except that
now there is a non-zero A such that

WA B =\ (1.45)
If A < 1, then we have an orthonormal triple (&, i, ) which spans AE, where

1
w=——=(w—Aj).
@MW)

In the next Lemma we relate the decomposition of forms on Z induced by the complex
structure Iy to the decomposition of forms on M discussed above. From the above discussion
it follows that we have a direct sum decomposition TZ|py = RIv @ Rv @ H. This allows us
to extend sections of A*T*M to sections of (A*T*Z)| ;.

Lemma 1.46. There exists a boundary defining function r such that 8 = Idr and

(A*T*Z2) | =Rdr A0 @ dr ANy @0 ANy @ AT,
Re Ay )y =Rdr A @ {drAn+0ATn:ne )} ORO® AL,
A2|ar = {dr An—0AIn:neQy}@span{a, 5}

Proof. Given any boundary defining function r, because dr restricted to T'M vanishes, it

must be a non-zero multiple of I6. By rescaling r appropriately, we get Idr = 6. The rest
follows. O

Notation: If o0 € Q°*(Z), by o|m we denote the restriction of o to M as a section of
A*T*M, and by o] p we denote the restriction of o to M as a section of (A*T*Z)|p. By
Lemma [[46] if 0 € ReQ"! or 0 € Q2, then o]y = 0 and ||y = 0 are equivalent. By o|s.4
we denote the component in C*(M)w @ Q; of |-
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Lemma 1.47. Let F' be a Hermitian vector bundle over Z.
(i) Each s € T'(M, F|a) has an extension Ep(s) € T'(Z, F) which satisfies the estimate

1€R ()l < IIs]

k,0»

for all k, where || - ||x,0 denotes the Li-norm on the boundary.
(i) Denoting the exterior derivatives on Z and M by dz and dpr, respectively, we have

(dzEpm7) I = dury
for all v € (M, (A*T*Z)|nr).

Proof. (i) follows as in [13], Theorem 1.3.7] by choosing a collar neighbourhood of the boundary
and a cut-off function in the radial direction.
(ii) follows because the cut-off function is constant in a neighbourhood of the boundary. O

In the application of Nash—Moser theory to prove Theorem [ we will need to consider all
closed SL(3, C)-structures ¥ in a neighbourhood of a torsion-free SL(3, C)-structure ¥, with
strongly pseudoconvex boundary. Some of these are not torsion-free, but if the neighbourhood
is chosen small enough, then A from ([LZ3)) satisfies A < 1 and Lemma applies.

Next we make use of the analytic results from [4]. Given a contact-metric structure (6, ggr)
defined by WUy, denote by dy : QF, — Q’I’{H the projection of the exterior derivative to H,
by dj; its formal adjoint, and dy : Q}; — Qj the anti-self-dual part. On Q% the operator
Ay =dgdi; + dj;dy is an analogue of the Hodge Laplacian. In [4], the authors have shown
that Ay is sub-elliptic on Q; and that its kernel

Hu={0€Qy:Ago=0}={0€Qy:dyo =0}
is finite dimensional and the obstruction space to solve the equation d;n = o.

Proposition 1.48. Let Wy be a torsion-free SL(3, C)-structure on Z with strongly pseudo-
convex boundary and suppose that Hyr = 0 for the contact metric structure induced by ¥y
on M. Then for all closed ¥ in a neighbourhood of Wy and all real o € QV1(V) there are
nu(o) € QYZ) and 14 (0) € Q3(V) such that (o — dny (o) + 7o (0))|pr = 0 and the mappings
o+ ny(o) and o — 1y (o) are tame.

Proof. Let o € Q?(Z). By the results in [4] there exists n € Q'(M) which depends tamely on
¥ such that o||a — darn has no component in C*°(M)we & Q5 (¥), where wy and Q5 (¥) are
the w and Q; as above induced by W. Then there exists a unique 7 € I'(M, A2(¥)|ar) such
that o||pr —dym +71 € T(M,dr A (A*T*Z)|pr). The result follows from Lemma [L4T if we set

77\1/(0):5A1(77) and T\p(U)ZgAz(T). (]

2 Gauge fixing

2.1 Gauge fixing for the domain of the torsion-free SL(3, C)-equation

Denote by G the component of the identity of the group of diffeomorphisms of Z which fix the
boundary point-wise. G acts on the space of stable 3-forms, and on a given enhancement class.
We want to study the torsion-free SL(3, C)-equation modulo the action of G. The tangent
space of G at the identity is the space Vj of vector fields which vanish on the boundary. The
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tangent space in Q3(Z) to the G-orbit of a given stable 3-form W, consists of all Lie derivatives
Lx ¥y with X € Vy. If ¥y is closed, then

EX\IJQ = d(iX\Ifo).

By (L) 2-forms of the form 7 := ix ¥, are precisely the sections of AZ. Because X vanishes
on the boundary, we have 7|/5; = 0, or equivalently, 7|5; = 0. Therefore, we have

T\I/O(g\lfo) :d{TEQEZﬂM :0}.

The standard approach to construct a slice for the diffeomorphism action is to consider 3-
forms which are L2-orthogonal to Ty, (G - Vo). If 7 € Q2 satisfies 7|ps = 0 and p € Q3(Z), we
can integrate by parts to get

(dr,p) = (7,d"p) = (7, 76d"p).

Thus the L?-orthogonal complement of Ty, (G - ) in Q3(Z) is the slice
S={peO3(Z): mod’p = 0}.

We will prove the following slice theorem.

Proposition 2.1. There is a neighborhood U of o in Q3(Z) such that if ¥ € U, there are
neighborhoods Ug of 1 in G, Us of 0 in S and Ug of ¥ in Q3(Z), such that for each ¥’ € Ugq
there are unique ¢ € Ug and p € Ug such that ¥/ = ¢* (U + p).

To prove Proposition[2.1] let ¥ be close to ¥y. We want to apply the Nash-Moser inverse
function theorem to the map

My :G xS = QXZ), (p.p) = ¢" (¥ + p).

Given ¢ € G, by sending X € V) to the path exp(sX) o ¢, we can identify T,,G with Vy. The
derivative of My at (@, i) is the map

DMy (o, 1) : Vo S — Q%Z), (X,p) = ¢ (Lx ¥+ Lxp+p).
Thus to invert the map DMy (i, 1) we need to solve the equation
LxVo+p+Lx(+p) = ("), (2:2)

where U = Ug + 1p. We will first treat the case v = 0 and 4 = 0. To decompose a given
3-form v as LxV¥y + p = 7, write p = v 4+ x. This means that we need to find a 3-form y
such that mgd*(y + x) = 0, i.e. we need to solve the equation mgd*x = —mgd*y. We can use
Lemma [[.T3] and take x = —dGg(med*y). Denote by

VA —TZ
the bundle isomorphism which is the inverse of X +— ixWy. Thus we get a map
W= (W, Wa): Q*(Z) = V@S, v+ (V(Gs(red ™)),y — dGs(med*Y)),
which is characterised by
Ly, (y¥o + Wa(y) =17.

Because of the ellipticity of the boundary value problem in Lemma [[LT3] there are positive
constants C7, such that

Wi Nln < Crllvlln-1,  IW2(W)lln < Cpll¥]ln- (2:3)

17



Lemma 2.4. The map W 1is an isomorphism.

Proof. We first prove that W is injective. Suppose that W () = 0. Then Gg(med*y) = 0 and
thus mgd*y = 0. Because W (y) =0, we get v = 0.

W clearly is the identity on S C Q3(Z), and given X € Vy, by Lemma W maps
d(ix¥) to (X,0). Thus W is also surjective. O

Now we are ready to solve equation ([2:2)) for small non-zero .

Lemma 2.5. There erists € > 0, such that if k € Q3(Z) satisfies [[]]1 < €, then given
v € Q3(Z) there is a solution W (k)y = (Wi(k)y, Wa(k)y) := (X, p) € Vo & S of the equation

LxVo+p+ Lxk =7, (2.6)

and the solution satisfies the tame estimate
W En S Il + [[5ln 171 (2.7)
Proof. On Q*(Z) define the operator L(k) = —Lyy, ¢y To solve ([ZG)), we need to solve the
equation (1 — L(k))€ = . Indeed, if W(§) = (X, p), i.e. £ = LxPg+ p, then (1 — L(k))¢ =

LxVo+p+ Lxk.
By Lemma [A 4] we have

I1L(R)Elln < (sOK]I WL E Int1 + () [E]Jn 1 [W1 ()1,

where (sc) denotes an arbitrarily small constant, and (lc) a possibly large one. If we choose
(sc) less than 1/C |, we thus get constants C,, such that

IL(R)Elln < [[KI11[I€]ln + Crll£]ln+1 €]

By Proposition [A5] 1 — L(x) has a tame inverse if  is sufficiently small. O
Suppose that [[¢]]1 < €/2 and [[u]]1 < €/2. Set

WY (1) = (W (1), Wy (1) := W (¥ + p).
(X, ) = (W¥ (), W (1)) s characterised by
LxV+p+Lxp="r. (2.8)
By Lemma 25 WY (1) o (p=1)* is an inverse of DMy (i, ). By Z.7) we have
W 1)yl < 17l + QO+ [l 1) Y-

Therefore, WY (1) is tame in p, and WY (1) o (¢~ 1)* is tame as a composition of smooth tame
maps. This completes the proof of Proposition 211

Next we want to consider a slice for the action of G in an enhancement class. For this we
define

T=SNE&={do:oecQ*Z),0|m =0,m6d"do = 0},

where £2, is the space from (L§). Then Proposition 2l implies
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Corollary 2.9. Suppose that ¥ € U and d¥ = 0. Then there is a neighborhood Ug of ¥ in
its enhancement class, a neighbourhood Ug of 1 in G and a neighbourhood U of 0 in T, such
that for each ¥' € Uy there are unique ¢ € Ug and p € Ur such that ¥’ = ¢* (¥ + p).

We conclude this section by identifying the space T with certain 2-forms. Write
A ={oceQ" :d*c =0,0]p4 = 0}.
Next we construct a linear map
jiHE, — A

If h € H%, then there is 1-form 1 which solves the boundary value problem ([LI2) with A =
—d*h1,1. Then hqy 1+d; 17 is coclosed. Because h|p = 0 and n|ps = 0, we have (h+dn)|am = 0.
Therefore by Lemma [[40 we have (hi1 + d11m)|ls,4 = 0, and thus hy 1 + di1n € A’. By
Lemma [L.T1]
j(h) = h171 + d171’l7 e A (210)
is well-defined.
Define A to be the L?-orthogonal complement of im(j) in A’. We now define a linear map
A — T as follows. By Lemma there is a bundle map 7 : QF ;(Z) — Q§(Z) supported

in & neighbourhood of the boundary such that if ¢ € Q"(Z) satisfies C[los = 0, we have
C+7Q)|m=0.Ifo € A, set

(o) = 7(0) — Ge(med*d(c + 7(0)).
Then by construction d(c + I'(c)) € T.

Lemma 2.11. The map do (1 +7T) : A’ — T is surjective and has kernel im(j). Thus
do (1+T) restricted to A is an isomorphism.

Proof. We first show that d o (1 + I') is surjective. Suppose that d( € T. By Lemma [[.T1]
there exists n € Q'(Z) with d*dy1n = —d*(11 and 5|y = 0. Therefore, by replacing ¢ with
¢ — dn, we can assume that o := (31 € A’. Then we have

(=o+7(0) +¢

where £ := (¢ — 7(0). Because (|py = 0 and (0 + 7(0))|sr = 0, we have &|pr = 0, and
thus by Lemma &lloz = 0. By the definition of T, we have mgd*d{ = 0 and thus
med*d§ = —mgd*d(c + 7(0)). By the uniqueness statement in Lemma we must have

¢ = —Gg(med*d(c + 7(0)), i.e. d =d(1+T)(0o).
Next we show ker(do (1+T")) C im(j). Suppose we have d(c +I'(c)) = 0. By Proposition
L9 (i) there are h € H? and n € QY (Z) with 7|y = 0 such that

o+ T (o) =h+dn.

Because (o + I'(0))|as = 0 and 5|y = 0, we have h € H%. Projecting onto the component
of type (1,1) gives 0 = hy 1 + dy,17m. Because d*o = 0, n is a solution of the boundary value
problem from Lemma [[TT] with A = —d*hy 1. Therefore o = j(h).

Next we show im(j) C ker(do (1 +1T')). Let 0 = hyi,1 +d1,1m € im(j) as defined in (2.10).
If we write

h+dn=oc+7(0)+¢&,

then as above we can conclude £||az = 0. Because mgd*d of the left-hand side vanishes, we
must have £ = —Gg(mgd*d(c + 7(0)), and thus h + dn =0 +I'(0). Thus d(oc +T'o) =0. O
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Finally we characterise A to be the set of co-exact forms in A’.

Lemma 2.12. We have
A={oec Q" :0is co-exact, 0|4 = 0}.

Proof. We first show that o € A is co-exact. By Proposition[[.I0] (i) we can write o0 = h+d*u
with h € H?, and p|y = 0 because o is co-closed. By the definition of A, o is L2?-orthogonal
to j(h) € A’. Thus we have

0=(0,j(h)) = (h+d*u,hi1 +diin) = (b +d*pu,h+dn) = ||h|>

This implies h = 0 and that o is co-exact.
Vice versa, let o € A’ be co-exact with ¢ = d*u. Then for all h € H%, we have

(0,5(h)) = (d"p,h1,1 +dran) = (d*p, h + dn) = 0.
0

2.2 Gauge fixing for target space of the torsion-free SL(3, C)-equation
Denote by

X={Vec2) :d¥ =0}

the space of closed SL(3,C)-structures. ¥ € X defines a torsion-free SL(3, C)-structure if
and only if it is a zero of the map ¥ € X — dP(¥). It is convenient to study instead a
map which takes values in 2-forms. Using the Hodge star operator of a Hermitian metric
for our reference torsion-free SL(3, C)-structure ¥y, we set F(¥) := «dP(¥). By Lemma [[.2]
the torsion dP(¥) has type (2,2) with respect to the almost-complex structure defined by .
Thus we can regard F' a section F : X — % of the vector bundle

¢ =[] Cv— 2,

Tex
where the fiber over ¥ is
Cy = {¢ € Q%(Z) : Cis co-exact, ¢ € D(xA3%)}.

We want to apply the Nash—Moser inverse function theorem and need to make sense of a
derivative of F'. To this end we will construct a tame trivilisation R : €|y — U x C for €
over a neighbourhood U of ¥, where we write

C = Cy, = {¢ € QY : (is co-exact}.
Remark 2.13. By Lemma 212 we have A C C.

Given a co-exact 2-form o = d*§, decompose o = 01,1 + 0¢, where o is a real form of
type (1,1) and o € Q%(Z), and solve the equation mgd*d{ = o with Lemma Then
o — d*dGgog = d*(§ — dGgog) € C. The restriction of the mapping

R:0w— o —d"dGgog (2.14)
to C'y defines a family of maps

R|C\p :Cy — C.
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Lemma 2.15. There exists a neighborhood U of Wy in Q3(Z) such that for all ¥ € U the
map R|c, is bijective and its inverse R~*(V) satisfies for each n the estimate

IRTH®)Cn S N1€lln + [[% = WollalI¢] (2.16)
for all ¢ € C and V € U, i.e. the map R~ is tame.
Proof. For W close to ¥, the bundle >0<A$2 C A?T*Z is the graph of a bundle map
w(W) - AN — AZ
If we define a map
(W) = p(¥)m1,1¢ — m6C,

then we have the characterisation Ay~ = ker IT(¥).
On Q2(Z) define L(¥)o = d*dGepu(V)m 10, so that R|c, is the restriction of the tame
map 1 — L(¥) : Q3(Z) — Q%(Z) to Cy.
By ([CI4) there are constants C/, such that
IL(®)C Nl < Cr (@) 71,1l

Thus if we choose € in Lemma [A.4] such that eC], < 1, we get constants C), > 0 such that for
each n we have

ILW)Cln < [[% = Pollo [I¢]ln + Cnl[¥ = Tol]n [I<]lo-

By Proposition the map 1 — L(¥) is a tame isomorphism for ¥ in a neighbourhood of
Wy. We are left to prove that the inverse maps C' to Cy. Let ¢ € Q11 (Z). We have

(W) L(W)y = p(0)my 1 L(¥)y — w6 L(W)y = (W), 1 (L(P)y — ),
and thus

() Y LI (V)¢ = p(¥)m 1 L* (V).

M=

=0
Because L*(¥)¢ — 0, we see that II(¥) Y72  L¥(V)¢ = 0. Thus the limit of the Neumann

series is a section of *A?I,’Q. If ¢ is co-exact, then all finite sums Z?:o L7 (W)¢ are L?-orthogonal

to H? @ 2. Because the series converges in L?, we see from Proposition (LI0) (ii) that the
limit must be co-exact as well. Thus (1 — L(¥))~! maps Cp to Cy. O

3 Proof of Theorem (I

Denote by B a neighbourhood of 0 in the space of closed 3-forms on Z. If B is small enough,
then for any b € B, the 3-form ¥y + b is stable. Thus B — X,b — ¥ = Uy + b gives a
parametrisation of a neighborhood of ¥y in the space X of closed SL(3,C)-structures. By
choosing B small enough, we can apply Corollary 2.9 and Lemma [2.11] so that up to the
action of G all elements in a neighbourhood of ¥ in its enhancement class are of the form
U + d(a 4 I'a) with a € A. Therefore, if we define the map

F:UC(AxB)—C, (a,b) R(xdP%¥'), where ¥’ = ¥+ b+ d(a+ TLa),

where U is a small neighbourhood of (0,0) and R is the map from (ZI4]), then torsion-free
SL(3, C)-structures in the enhancement class of ¥ = ¥ + b correspond to a € A such that
F(a,b) = 0. Proving Theorem [I] amounts to showing that for each sufficiently small b € B
there is a unique a € A close to 0 such that F(a,b) = 0.
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3.1 Existence under stronger hypothesis

For the existence part we will apply a variation of the Nash—Moser implicit function theorem
which is due to Zehnder [14]. To use the classical Nash-Moser implicit function theorem, we
would have to find a tame right inverse

V.U xC— A, (3.1)

for the partial derivative D, F : U’ x A — C' in some neighbourhood U’ C U of zero. We use
the notation

Loy := Do F(a,b): A— C.

In our situation, we will only be able to find a genuine right inverse for L, if the SL(3, C)-
structure U’ is torsion-free, i.e. if F(a,b) = 0. If ¥’ is not torsion-free, we need to allow a
small error.

The following Theorem is the core result of this paper. It leads to a proof of the existence
part of Theorem [I] under slightly stronger hypotheses. In the next subsection we give the full
proof of Theorem [I1

Theorem 3.2. Suppose that Hyr = 0 and HY? = 0. Then there exists an open neighbourhood
U CcU of (0,0), a tame map V as in B1)), a tame map

Q:U x0%(Z,TZ)x C — C,
which is linear in the Q?(Z, T Z)-variable and linear in the C variable, and a tame map
Q:U' xQ*z,TZ)xC — C,

which is quadratic in the Q?(Z, T Z)-variable and linear in the C-variable, such that for all
(a,b) € U and for all c € C we have

La,bVa,bc =c+ Qa,b(Na,bu C) + Qa,b(Na,bu C),

where Ngp denotes the Nijenhuis tensor associated with U’.

Given Theorem B.2] we now explain how the existence statement in Theorem [ follows
from Theorem [A.11l The uniqueness statement in Theorem [I] and the more general case
K = 0 will be covered in the next section.

By possibly shrinking U, we can ssume without loss of generality that we have a product
U =Uy xUpg, where Uy, Up are nighbourhoods of 0 in A, B. Up can be chosen small enough
such that the first set of hypothesis in Theorem [A11] are satisfied for ¢ = F(-,b) and ug =0
for all b € Up. Because V is tame 9(a) = V,; satisfies the hypothesis of Theorem [AT1l
By Lemma [[3 N, ; is a function of F(a,b) and (a,b). Therefore, we can define £(a) by the
equation

g(a)(]:(a7 b)7 C) = Qa,b(Na,ba C) + Qa,b(Na,bu C)-

By the third Moser estimate [8, p. 440] we have ||Ng|lr < || F(a,b)||x+q for all & and some
fixed d. By the structure of @ and @ there are r, s such that for each k we have

1E@)(fs e S M ksrllelirs-
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Thus all hypothesis of Theorem [AT1] are satisfied. Because F is continuous, we have
lo(uo)ll2¢ = [|F(0,b)]]2¢ — 0 as b — 0. Thus the existence of a € U, with F(a,b) = 0
follows for all b in some neighbourhood of 0.

In the remainder of this subsection we will prove Theorem The non-linearity of F is
purely contained in the map P. By [10] Propositions 4 and 5] the derivative of P at ¥’ is the
bundle map

Jup : 3(2) = Q3(2)

which acts acts by multiplication with —i on 3-forms which are of type (3,0) and (2,1) with
respect to ¥’) and by multiplication with ¢ on 3-forms of type (1,2) and (0,3) with respect
to U’. Thus we get

Lopy=RoxodoJypodo(1+T).

In the remainder of the proof we will refer to error terms which have the properties of @
or (), i.e. are linear in ¢ and either linear or quadratic in N, 3, as small error terms.

Lemma 3.3. dJ, ,d applied to Q2(V') only contributes small error terms.

Proof. Let ¢ € Q%°(¥). Dropping the subscript (a,b) and using the identities from Lemma
[[L4] we compute

Wg)ldeQD = —V —1(85@ + 5830 — iNliNHSD) = 2\/ —11']\[/1']\[//907
WQﬁQdegD = —V —1(32(/7 —+ ’L'N//agﬁ — 8’LN//(p) = 2\/—187;]\[//%07
7T1)3deQD =V —1(521\]//90 — ’LN//égD)

Write
03 ={k € Q*(Z) : klp =0}

for 2-forms which satisfy the Dirichlet boundary condition. To prove Theorem B.2, we first
simplify our problem and observe that it is enough to find a tame right V" inverse up to small
error terms for the family of maps

f/a,b (0L =0, x— R(xdJ s pdx).
By @3) x € 92, determines X € Vy and p € T such that
dx = d(ix¥') + p.

By Lemma [2Z1T] there exists o € A such that p = d(1 + I')a. Because dJ, »d applied to i x ¥’
is a small error term by Lemma [3.3] we have

Lo yXx = Lo pa + small error,

and a depends tamely on x as the map Wy (0) from (Z8) is tame.

As in Section [L3] write 4 = p(a,b) for the form in Q°1(Z, T*9Z) which determines
the almost complex structure g/ relative to Iy,. Given ¢ € C, we will find a genuine
solution of anbx = c only if ¥’ is torsion-free, which we now explain. There are several
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simplifications in this case. At such W’ the exterior derivative splits as d = 9y, + 5[#], we
have 6[2u] = 0 and dJy d vanishes on Q2(u) because of the diffeomorphism invariance. Thus

we have dJ, yd = 210}, 5[#] wll;l and we have to prove a variation of a 90-Lemma. We do not
assume that our Hermitian metric h is Kéhler, because it is not naturally associated with
any of our SL(3, C)-structures. Instead we reduce our problem to a classical d-equation by
using Proposition [LI7 which naturally comes from the existence of the torsion-free SL(3, C)-
structure Wy.

First consider (a,b) = (0,0). Given ¢ € C, set p := *c, which is an exact 4-form of type
(2,2). Write p = d3. We can make the choice of the primitive 8 unique by projecting on C3;
in the Hodge decomposition from Proposition Under the type decomposition we have
B = B30+ B2+ Bi2+ Bos with B,, € Q4(Z) and By, = By,p- We want to eliminate the
components of type (3,0) and (0,3). By Proposition [[LT7 we can write 853 = O\. Setting
v = m2(B8 —d(\+ X)), we have p = 9y + 97 and dy = 0. Using Proposition [LT6, under
the condition H? = 0 we can write v = d(. Setting x = Im (, we have p = 2i00x = dJdy.
We do not necessarily have x|y = 0, but by Proposition we can adapt y to ¥ € Q3
by adding a 2-form which is exact and a 2-form of type 6, both of which are annihilated by
dJd. The same argumentation goes through for (a,b) in some neighborhood of (0,0) if ¥’
is torsion-free. If F(a,b) # 0 this will not work, but in a neighborhood of zero we can still
define

p=*R YW )e=dB, (BeC)

_ . % 1,03
A =¢,0,Gue, m,° B,

v =128 = dA+ V), (3.4)
(= cﬂéﬁG#cllﬂy,
x = Img,

Vap(c) = x — dnw (x) + 1o (x)-

In the following we will compute the error if F(a,b) # 0. We will use the formulas from
Lemma [[4 To make the notation less cumbersome, in the following calculations we will
write 9 for 5[#] and N for N .

We first note that dJ,;d still annihilates the exact term dng:(x), and by Lemma B3]
dJ, pdre(x) is a small error term. Thus we have

dJaybdf/a,b(c) = dJ, pdx + small error.

The mixed terms (0 + 9)Jix and inJ(0 + 9) only contribute small error terms. Therefore,
we have

dJapdx = i(00x — dIx) + small error
= 2i00x + small error
= —2i90x + small error.

Thus we have
dJ o pdx = 00¢ + 00 + small error. (3.5)

Under our assumption H? = 0 the action of [9,,, G,] on Q*? by Lemma:39 only contributes
small error terms. Therefore, we have

9=~ — 5*0#6*#0;1(% + small error. (3.6)
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Now we have
Y= [3112 — 8>\ — ’L'N//j\.
p = df is equivalent to

9PB3,0 + 0B21 +inBr2 =0,
0B21 +0B12+inn P30+ in'Bo3z = p,
0B0,3+ 0B12 +inif2,1 =0.

Therefore, from B7) and (B8d) we get

oy = 561)2 — 9ON = Diyn A = —00o,3 + AON + small error.

Just as in the integrable case we still have O\ = 3y 3 and thus
0~ = small error.
Combining (B:6]) and B.3]) gives
¢ = v + small error.

By (B) and the identities from Lemma [[4 we get

Oy =002 — PN — i\ = 0p1,2 + small error, 0y = 5ﬁ271 + small error,

and therefore by (3.8D)
0y + 05 = p + small error.

From B.I0)

00¢ = 97 + small error,
00¢ = 97 + small error,

and thus with B.ITI)
0¢ + 00¢ = p + small error.
Combining (B3] and BI2)) gives
dJ, pdx = p + small error.
Thus we have
Zla,bva,b(C) =c + small error.

This completes the proof of Theorem
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3.2 Proof under general hypothesis

In this subsection we complete the proof for the general case of Theorem [I] where Ky, = 0
but HY2 @ Har # 0. We use the notation

L=1Loo, V=W

As we explained in the introduction, our boundary value problem has a variational formula-
tion. This implies that the linearised operator L at a solution should be formally self-adjoint;
that is, we expect that the condition Ky, = 0, which is that the kernel of Ly is zero, should
be equivalent to the vanishing of the cokernel. To make this precise we need:

Lemma 3.13. The image of L is closed and of finite codimension.

Proof. Let ¢ € C and solve as in [3.4]). However, if H12? # 0, then with Proposition [L31] and
Lemma [1.39 we now get

v =0¢+ Ho(7).
Then we have
¢ = xdJdy + f7(Ho(v)),

where fZ : HY? — C is the map fZ(x) = * Re(dz).
The process of adapting x to get a 2-form which vanishes on M similarly defines y € H s
and a map fM : Hyr — C such that

xdJdVoe = c + fZ(Ho(v)) + M (y).

The map f := fZ + f™ maps H"? @ H to a finite dimensional subspace E of C. By the
above discussion there is a continuous map h : C — H"2 @ H such that

LVe=c+ f(h(c))

for all ¢ € C. Thus, we have im(1+ foh) C im L. The statement follows because im(1+ foh)
is closed and of finite codimension. O

Lemma 3.14. L, : A — C is self-adjoint with respect to the L*-inner product for all
(a,b) € U.

Proof. We first note the identity

/ dJopdo A ¢ = / o AdJ, pdC (3.15)
Z Z

for 2-forms o and ¢ which restrict to 0 on the boundary. This follows from Stokes’ theorem
and a simple calculation which shows that J, py At = —y A Japp for all v, p € Q3(Z). Let
a, B € A. Substituting 0 = « + Ta and ¢ = 8+ ' in [B.I3) gives

(¢dJgpd(a+Ta), B +T8) = (o + T, %dJ o pd(8 + T'B)).

The operator R from ([2I4) satisfies 1 — R = d*dGgmg. The statement of the Lemma follows
because if & € A and 7 € Q% with 7|5 = 0 we have

(d*dr,a +Ta) = (1,m6d"d(a + Tx)) = 0,
asd(a+Ta)eT. =
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Corollary 3.16. Ky, = ker L is a finite dimensional space. If Ky, = 0, then L is surjective.

Choose a complement C’ to E C C' so C = C' & E and we have projections w¢ : C — C”
and 7p : C — E. Let Y = L7Y(E) C A. For each (a,b) € U we have a linear map
Aap Y — E which is tame in (a,b) defined by Ay p(y) = mgLapy. By definition Agp is an
isomorphism. We have

AooAab — 1= X567 (Las — Loo),

which is (a, b)-tamely small of order 0 by Lemmas [A-3] and [A4] and thus by Proposition
after shrinking U we can assume that A, ; has a tame inverse.
Similarly as in the proof of BI3] let ¢ € C, and solve as in (34). By Proposition [[31] we

now have
= Cu(éug;Gu + 5;5MGM + Hu)cgly = ¢+ Cug;[éw Gu]cljlw + small error + cuHuc;W.

In the following write O3, (o) for any (a,b)-tamely small operator (as defined in Definition

[A2) applied to 0. By Lemma [[L39 the commutator [J,,, G,,] contributes a small error term
and a term which is of the form (’);fb(HMc;W). Thus we have

v =0, + CMHMCEL}/ + (’)ff;b(HMc;lv) + small error.
Now there is a map ffb such that

c=RxdJydx+ ffb/H#c;17 + Of:b(H#c;l”y) + small error.

Continuing as in the proof of Lemma 313 we get maps fé‘flb cHyv = C, fop = flfb + fl% and
hap: C — HY2 @ H)ps such that we have

LopVape =c+ fap(hap(c)) + OZfb(ha7b(c)) + small error.
The map fop — f is (a,b)-tamely small. E.g. the component ffb — f# is the composition of a

tame map with ¢,9,, — @ and thus by Lemmas [A.3]and [A.4]is (a, b)-tamely small. Therefore,
we have

LapVape = c+ f(hap(c)) + OF(hap(c)) + small error.
Let S, = )\;ll7 ofohgp:C—Y and i/a)b =mcr 0 Lgp: A— C'. We have
Lo p(Vape — Sapc) =c— za)bSmbc + Oflfb(hmb(c)) 4+ small error.
By definition fxo,o =0, and thus we have
Lap = Lap — Loo = mcr 0 (Lap — Loy).

By Lemmal[A 4] this is (a,b)-tamely small. To sum up, there is a (a, b)-tamely small map T, ;
such that

Lo p(Vape — Sapc) = ¢ — Top(hap(c)) + small error.
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By Lemma [A3] (iii) the term Ty p(hqp(c)) is (a,b)-tamely small of order 0, and thus by
Proposition [A.5] the map 1 — Ty 0 hgp has a tame inverse. We obtain a tame map

Va,b = (Va,b - Sa,b) o (]]- - Ta,b o h/a,b)71
with
La)bvmbc = ¢ + small error. (3.17)

Therefore, we can apply Theorem [AT]] to the family of maps ¢, = F(-,b) to obtain the
existence statement in Theorem [I

Finally we prove the uniqueness statement in Theorem [Il If F(a,b) = 0, then by (BI7)
Lgp is surjective, and thus by Lemma [B.14] injective. The statement follows from Theorem
A.12)

4 The deformation space

4.1 The space of infinitesimal deformations

Recall that I is the space of infinitesimal deformations of a solution in a fixed enhanced
boundary class:
~{do:0€Q*(Z),dJdo =0,0|y =0}

K
{L,V :w|py =0}

Introduce a larger space

K — {peQ®(Z):dp=0,dJp=0,pln =0}
{L,¥ : w|p =0} ’

This is the space of infinitesimal deformations ignoring the enhancement. So K is the kernel
of amap Iz : K — H3(Z, M). In terms of the decomposition p = p3 o + p2.1 + P21 + P30 the
equations dp = dJp = 0 are equivalent to

dp2,1 =0, 9p21=0psp0. (4.1)

Recall some linear algebra at a point p in our submanifold M C Z. Let z : TZ, — C be
a complex linear map such that M, is the kernel of Re(z). For each (p,q) we have a space
of “normal” forms AN? € ALY = AP9T*Z,. These are the forms dz A pip q—1. The quotient
space is
AR = ABT/ARS.
The restriction map A%? — AP9(H) factors through A%?. Let LP? C A%:? be the kernel of
AT — A7 so we have an exact sequence

0— LET — AT — APY(H) — 0. (4.2)
The space L:? consists of forms in A%? which can be written as dz A p1,—1,4 modulo those
which can be written as dzdz A pp—1,4q—1. Since dzdz vanishes on T'M there is a well-defined
map from L4:? to APTIT*M. A choice of contact form, and so Reeb vector field, defines a
splitting of (£2) and we can then write

AR =[5 @ API(H) = AP~H9(H) Adz @ AP9(H).
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but unlike the subspace L9 this splitting is not canonical.
The d-complex on Z induces the dy-complex on sections Q7" of A9, Given a choice of
splitting, the 0, operator is the sum of 9y : Q5? — Q’;I’QH and algebraic operators

. OP:q p+1,g+1 . OPa p—1,g+1
w: Qg Ndz — QY , Sy — QY ANdz.

Here we are writing dz for the sum 16 + 0 where 6 is the contact form on M.

With this background in place we return to our specific situation. By definition H is the
set of real vy € Q}L}I with dgy = 0,w Ay = 0. These conditions are equivalent to d(y A 6) = 0.
For v € H the section v A dz of L2T’1 is Op-closed, so we have a map

v H — H2 (4.3)

Lemma 4.4. Suppose p € A3(T*Z) and p|p = 0. Then the image of p2.1 in AQT’1 lies in L%l

and the restriction of Jp to M 1is 2i times the image of this under the map L%l — A3T*M.
Proof. The condition that p|rys = 0 means that we can write
p = (dz+dz)(o20 + 01,1 + 00,2).

Then p2 1 = dzoy1,1 + dzo2,0 which equals dzo,; modulo A?\}l, SO p2,1 Maps to LQT’l. Applying
the definition of J:

Jp = idZO'Q)Q + i(dZO'Ll + dfo’zo) - i(d20'072 + dEO'Ll) - Z'dfdo)g,
which is i(dz + dz) (02,0 — 00.2) + i(dz — dZ)o1,1 and the result follows. O

Now let p be a representative of a class in K so p is a real 3-form with dp = dJp =0 and
plar = 0. The restriction of Jp to M is closed and by the Lemma, lies in H A 6. This gives a
map

b: K — H.
If [p] € ker b, then paq € Q?\}l, and by (@) we get a map
A:kerb — Hy'.

The composition of ¢ with the coboundary map of the long exact cohomology sequence gives
a map

weH— HJ2V’2.
Because tob: K — H%’l maps p to the image of pa 1 in H%’l, we have pob =0.

Proposition 4.5. Suppose that H%’l =0 and that any function f on M with Of = 0 is the
restriction of a holomorphic function on Z. Then X\ is an isomorphism and the image of b is
equal to ker .

So under these hypotheses we have an exact sequence
2,1 o 2,2
Hy = K—>H— Hy".

If the hypotheses are not satisfied the same arguments as below will give more complicated
descriptions of the kernel and image of b for example if H>' # 0, but with the same condition
on holomorphic functions the kernel of b is isomorphic to the kernel of

0:Hy' — H3.
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Proof of Proposition[J.3. \ is injective: Suppose [p] € K with b(p) = 0 and py; = 0 in HJ2V’1.
Thus po1 = 577270 with 20 € Q?\}O. This means that 12,0 = 4, ¥ for a vector field w vanishing
on the boundary and p — d(n2,0 + 72,0) defines the same class in K. Thus we can suppose
that p21 = 0. So p = p3o + P30 for a holomorphic 3-form p3 9 = f¥. Now the condition
that the restriction of p to M is zero implies that the holomorphic function f vanishes on the
boundary, so is zero everywhere.

A is surjective: Now suppose that 021 € Q?\}l with doa 1 = 0. Since H>! = 0, by
assumption, we can find a o3, such that doz; = —503,0. The fact that o9 € Q?\}l implies
that the restriction of ¢ = 021 + 03 0to the boundary has the form f0 A (o + i8) for a
complex-valued function f. Now o is closed on Z so on M we have

d(f0(a +if) =0

which is equivalent to 0y f = 0. By assumption, f extends to a holomorphic function on Z
and changing o3¢ to 03,0 — f¥ we can suppose that the resriction of ¢ to the boundary is 0.
Then o + 7 gives an element of kerb mapping to the class of 02 ;1 in H]2V’1.

Im b = ker p: Suppose that v € H and p(y) = 0. The long exact cohomology sequence
implies that we can find a 021 € Q%'mapping to v A dz € QQT’l with dog1 = 0. As above,
the hypothesis H*! = 0 means that we can find 02,0 so that do = 0 where 0 = 02,1 + 03.
Now he restriction of o to the boundary has the form iy A+ f(a+i3) A6 and the fact that
dgy = 0 implies again that dyf = 0, from which the argument is the same as before. O

When Z is a Stein manifold the hypotheses in Proposition are satisfied and the coho-
mology groups HZQ\,’1 and HJQ\;2 vanish, so we simply get

Corollary 4.6. If Z is a Stein manifold, then K =1l : H — H3(Z, M).

There is a related discussion for the embedding problem considered in the previous paper
[4]. There we defined a map Iy : H — H3(M,R) taking h € H to the class of § A h and we
showed that the obstruction space for the embedding problem is the kernel of II;.

4.2 Comparison with CR deformation theory and extension to higher
dimensions

There is a large literature on deformations of CR structures and the problems of realising
such deformations by change of embedding in a fixed ambient complex manifold or and de-
formations of complex manifolds with boundary. The authors do not have enough knowledge
of this literature to give a reasonable survey but we just make some remarks.

The infinitesimal deformations of a closed complex manifold Z are given by the sheaf
cohomology group H'(TZ). In the case of a Calabi-Yau 3-fold we have an isomorphism
TZ = AN*T*Z so H'(TZ) = H*!'. Similarly the discussion of deformations of a general CR
structure on a hypersurface M involve cohomology groups with co-efficients in the bundle
TZ|y to M but in our situation everythiong can be expressed in terms of differential forms.
In the tangential complex the elements of Q%l correspond to deformations of the “almost
CR” structure, i.e. a field of subspaces H C T'M and complex structure on H. In the
representation

Q' =03 oy Al
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the first summand corresponds to deformations of the subspace H and the second to defor-
mations of complex structure on H. The kernel of Jj : Qgp’l — Q2T’2 gives solutions of the
linearisation of the integrability conditions for the almost CR structure. In the representation

2,0 2,0 1,0
Q7 =Q ®Q5 NG,

the second term corresponds to vector fields on M which take values in H C T M. The first
term can be identified with complex valued functions on M. The real-valued functions give
vector fields on M, multiples of the Reeb field v and the pure imaginary valued functions give
normal vector fields, multiples of Iv. So Q?F’O can be viewed as sections of T'Z|s, which are
infinitesimal deformations of the embedding of M in Z. The operator Oy : Q2T’O — Qgp’l gives
the infinitesimal action of these deformations on the CR structures, so the cohomology H%’l
represents deformations of the CR structure modulo those deformations which can be realised
by deforming M in Z. (To study deformations of the CR structure modulo diffeomorphisms
of M one would have to restrict to elements of QQT with real component in Qi}o.)
The exact sequence (under our two hypotheses)

2,1 . 2,2
Hy - K—H—Hy
maps term-by-term to the long exact sequence in d-Neumann theory
HY' = Hy' = HZ' — HY?.

The map ¢ : H — H%l gives the infinitesimal deformation of the CR structure defined by
the deformation of the complex 3-form ® on M. The second sequence encodes, at the formal
infinitesimal level, the deformation problem for complex manifolds with boundary. A class
in H%’l lifts to H%’l if the infinitesimal deformation of the CR structure can be realised by
an infinitesimal deformation of Z. For genuine deformations, Kiremidjian [I1] showed that
if HJQ\;2 = 0 then any deformation of the CR structure is obtained from one of Z (this is the
formulation of Kiremdijian’s result in the Calabi-Yau case). For a Stein manifold Z, all the
cohomology groups in the second sequence vanish but in the first sequence H and K can be
non-trivial.

In part, Hitchin’s work [10] gave a new point of view on the known deformation theory
of closed Calabi-Yau threefolds. Similarly, our work in this paper gives, in part, a new point
of view on known deformation results for CR structures. If one knows that any deformation
of the 3-form ¢ = a A on M has a matching deformation of (;3 = [ A —which gives a
deformation of the CR structure—then the existence of the deformation of Z, under suitable
cohomology vanishing conditions, could be obtained from the result of Kiremidjian. Other
relevent references, include [I] (which is focused on the 5-dimensional case) and many papers
of Kuranishi, Akahori, Miyajima and other authors.

Our definition of the space H extends to C'R manifolds in all dimensions. As recalled
above, a CR structure defines subspaces L7 C A%:? which can also be regarded as (p + ¢)-
forms on M. We can define

HET = {x € LB C QPTI(M) : dx = 0}.

When M has dimension 5 and p = 2, ¢ = 1 this is the complexification of our space H. In
general, we have maps HP?Y — HPTI(M,C) and HE? — HA?. If the Levi form is nondegen-
erate, these spaces are zero for rather trivial reasons for small p, g. The interesting case seems
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to be for a pseudonvex structure on a manifold M of dimension 4k +1 with p=k+1,q = k.
Fixing a choice of contact form we have

’Héﬂ’k ={ye Q]Ek cwAy=0,dgy=0}.

The algebraic condition w A v = 0 defines the primitive subspace Pllfl’k - sz which consists
of anti-self-dual forms, so dH~ = 0 implies dj;y = 0. Arguments similar to those in [4] show

that H{éﬂ’k is finite-dimensional. We do not at present know how this fits into the literature
on CR geometry, or what the geometric significance of these spaces might be.

4.3 An example: T° x B?

Take C? = R3 4 iR3 in the standard way and let W be the product of the unit ball B in R3
with iR3. Let Z be the quotient of W by the lattice iZ* C iR3. So Z is a domain in C3/i73
with boundary M = S2 x T3. We take the holomorphic 3-form 1 + i1y = idz1dzadz3 so

¥ = dy1dysdys — Z dy;dx;dzxy, 1/; = dx1drodrs — Z dz;dy;dys..

cyclic cyclic

We begin by finding the space Hys. The contact form is 0 = 3 xidy;, so w = df =
> dx;dy;. We have |y = a A 0,9|y = 8 A 6 where

a= Z zi(dy;dy, — dzjdxy) , pB= Z zi(dz;dy, — dxrdy;).

cyclic cyclic

The self-dual forms on the contact 4-planes are spanned by «, 3,w. The rotations SO(3) act
on the cover OW = S? x iR? and the forms a, 3,w are SO(3)-invariant. There is another
SO(3)- invariant form

v = Z x;i(dzjdry, + dyjdyg).

cyclic
This is an anti-self dual form. Set

A= dyidyadys + Y dyida;day.

cyclic

We have
YAO = Z Z o Zidye (dzjdzy + dyjdyr)

a cyclic
and a moments thought shows that this is equal to the restriction of A to the 2-sphere. So
d(y A0) =0 and ~ is in our space H ;.

Proposition 4.7. The space Hys is one-dimensional, spanned by .

The contact subspace H C T'M splits as T'S?@®IT'S? We have A, = Ry®Q where Q is the
orthogonal complement of 4. This can be identified with the bundle s3 trace-free quadratic
forms on T'S?, lifted to M. (The identification goes by mapping q € @ to the quadratic form
w — q(w, Iw).) Recall that on M we have our complex

09, % o1, o (4.8)
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We consider first the forms that are invariant under translations by iR3. This becomes a
complex on 52 and a short calculation identifies this as the sum of the de Rham complex

Q0 = 0k — 02,

and
0— QL B1(sd).

Here we are writing %, Q1. for the sections of the duals of T'S?, IT'S? respectively (so they
give two copies of the 1-forms on S?) and we are identifying 2-forms on S? with Ry C A} in
the obvious way, using the standard area form on S2. The operator D maps a 1-form 7 to
the symmetric, trace-free, component of the covariant derivative. This can also be identified
with d-operator on vector fields.

The operator D is surjective so we see immediately that the cokernel of dj on these
translation-invarient forms is the 1-dimensional space spanned by . To handle the general
case we use a Fourier decomposition in the T2 factor. We complexify the vector bundles and
for ¢ in iR? we consider forms of the shape a(x)exp(£.y). For each ¢ we get a complex over
S? which differs from that above (when ¢ = 0) by three extra terms. The vector & defines a
1-form € = 3" &dx; on S2. The extra terms are:

o A: Q0 — QL with A(f) = f§;

e B: QL — I'(s3) with B() = —€ %1, where * is the composite of the product map
T* x T* — s2 and projection to the trace-free part.

o C: QL — Q2 with C(n) =€ An.

Proposition * amounts to the statement that the cohomology in degree 2 of this complex

vanishes, for all non-zero £. In general, associated to our complex * we have a Laplace
— — —\ k¥ — . . .

operator Ay = dy (dH) on Q. In our situation, for a fixed Fourier component £, we get

an operator over S?

Ae : QP oT(Q) — 2 +T(Q).

We claim that this is diagonal with respect to the direct sum decomposition, that is
DC*+ Bd*=0 CD* +dB* =0.

The second equation is the adjoint of the first, so it suffices to prove the first. Write u for
the standard area form on S2. Then

C*(fp) = f3(6),

where j is the complex structure on 7*S?, regarded as a complex line bundle in the usual
way. (The signs are confusing here, recall that ¢ is pure imaginary and this gives a change
in sign in the adjoint.) Now D(j(£)) = 0 so DC*(fu) = df  (5(£)). On the other hand
d*(fp) = j(df) so Bd* = —&xj(df). Now the claim follows from the identity, for any 1-forms
1,12
m* j(n2) = m2 * j(m).
Given this claim it is clear that A is a strictly positive operator, for non-zero .
Now we have

Proposition 4.9. The maps Uy : Har — H3(M) and Tz : Hy — H3(Z, M) are injective.
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For the first part we just have to show that the closed form v A @ is non-zero in H3(M)
but this is immediate since v A0 = dy;dy2dys — Ea > Tq2idyqdjdxy, which has non-zero
integral over pt. x T3 C §2 x T3.

For the second part we need to find a lift of v to K. Set X = dzidxadxs so

cyclic

8J(x) = J((dz1 + dZ1)(dzy + d%s)(dzs + dZs) = Im(dz1dzodzs + Y dZidz;dz).

cyclic
A few lines of calculation give
J()—l(ddd +§ dy;dx;d )—1)\
= sdridrg) = =
X 2 Y1aY20Y3 = YiAT jAT 5

Then dy = dJ(x) = 0, the restriction of y to S? vanishes and the restriction of 2Jx to the
2-sphere is 7 A 6. So 2y defines a class in K with b(2x) = 7. The relative homology group
H3(Z, M) is generated by B3 x pt and clearly the integral of x over this ball is non-zero.

Another point of view on the calculations above is given by the discussion of the “constant
mean curvature” condition in [5] .

The consequence of the second part of Proposition * is that Z is rigid so Theorem 1 applies.
The consequence of the first part of the Proposition is that any small exact deformation of
the boundary form can be realised by a small deformation of M in C3/iZ3.

A Nash—Moser background

In the following let L(m)f be a linear operator, where the variables m and f are sections of
some vector bundles either over a closed manifold or a compact manifold with boundary. Let
U be a neighborhood of m = 0.

Definition A.1. We say that L(m) is tame (of order s) if there exists r such that for each
n we have an estimate

ILm) flln S 1 fllnts + 0+ lmllnaee) 1 £1]s
for all m € U and all f.

Definition A.2. Suppose that there are r and s such that for each n and € > 0 there exists
C',(€) such that L(m) for each m € U and each f satisfies an estimate

IL(m) flln < ellml[pllfllnts + Crl)mllntrll flls-
Then we say that L(m) is m-tamely small (of order s).
A straightforward application of the definitions gives
Lemma A.3. Suppose that for m € U we have linear operators
K(m):T(Vi) = T(Va), L(m):T(V2) = T'(Va).

Then we have:
(i) If K(m) is tame of order r and L(m) is m-tamely small of order t, then L(m) o K(m)
is m-tamely small of order r +t.
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(i) If K(m) is m-tamely small of order r and L(m) is tame of order t, then L(m) o K(m)
is m-tamely small of order r + t.

(i1i) In cases (i) and (i), if for all m € U K(m) maps to a finite dimensional subspace
H c T'(Vs), then L(m) o K(m) is m-tamely small of order 0.

Proof. (i) and (ii) are a straightforward consequence of the definitions. To prove (iii), if for
example we are in case (i), then because on the finite dimensional vector space H all norms
are equivalent, K (m) actually is tame in any order, in particular tame of order —t. O

An important example of an m-tamely small operator is a differential operator L(m) which
vanishes for m = 0.

Lemma A.4 (Improved Moser estimate 4). Suppose that L(m)f is a partial differential
operator, possibly nonlinear of degree v in m and linear of degree s in f. Suppose L(0)f =0
for all f. Then for each n € Z and € > 0 there is a constant Cy,(€) such that

IL(m) flln < ellm]lel| fllnts + Cu()[[m]nr | F1]s-

Proof. We have [8, p. 440, “Moser estimate 4”|

L) flla S Y- (el Fllas) ® (mllase 1167

1+j=n
The statement follows if we apply the inequality
ab < (sc)a% + (lc)b%,

where a and b are positive numbers and p + ¢ = 1. We apply this to each term, setting
a = [[m]ls|flln+s; b= [[m]lntrll flls, p= % and g = 7. O

For perturbations of the identity by an m-tamely small operator of order 0 we can construct
a Neumann series to get a tame inverse.

Proposition A.5. Suppose there exists r such that for each n there exists C,, such that

IL(m) flln < [lmle 1 f lln + Collmllnsr | £l (A.6)

for allm € U and all f (this is in particular true if L(m) is m-tamely small of order 0). Then
the operator P(m)f = f — L(m)f has an inverse P~*(m)f which satisfy a tame estimate

1P~ m) flla S N Flln + lmllaer | £l (A.7)
Proof. Using ([(A.6) with n = r gives
IL(m)fll» < Cllmllar ]I £ (A.8)

with C' =1 + C,.. Next we will show that for all £ we have

k—1

IZ* () fll < NmlF1f i+ Callmlles |1l D ImllE =2 (Cllmllr)? (A.9)

Jj=0
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The case k = 1 is the inequality (A.6)). Assume that (A.9)) is true for ¥ — 1. Then ([AG) and
(A3) give
IL*(m) flln < Nl LY m) flln + Crllmllngr | L (m) £
< [mll ILE m) flln + Collmllnsr £ (Cllml|20) 1

(A29) follows by induction. If ||ml2, < min(1/4,1/(4C)), then

IL*(m) flln < 4751 flln + 4Cu[mllnrl| £l k47,

Because 2%k — 0 as k — oo, there exists K,, such that for all k£ > K,, we have
ILE(m) flln < A7FFlln + 275l lmll g | £ 1] (A.10)

By comparison with the geometric series, the series Y =, L¥(m)f converges in every L2 to
a smooth limit. Taking the limit of (AJ0) proves (A7). O

Theorem A.11. Let ¢ : C*°(Z, V) — C>®(Z, W) be an operator between sections of Hermitian
vector bundles V' and W over a compact manifold Z (possibly with boundary). Denote the
L2-norms for sections of V. and W by | - |s and || - ||s, respectively. Suppose that there exist
ug € C*(Z,V), an integer d > 0, a real number § and constants C1,Cs and (Cs)s>q such
that for any u,v,w € C*(Z,V),

Vs 2 d, [|p(u)]ls < Cs(1 + [uls+a),
[u—uol <6 = {[1¢'(u)v]l2a < C1]v]3a,
16" (u) (v, w)|[2a < Calv]zalwl]sa,

where ¢' and @' are the first and second derivative of ¢, respectively. Moreover, suppose that
for every u € C(Z, V') which satisfies [u—up|sq < 9§ there exist operators (u) : C*(Z, W) —
C>®(Z,V) and E(u) : C®(Z,W) x C®(Z,W) — C>®(Z,W) and a constant C3 such that for
any p,p € C*(Z, W) we have

¢ (u)p(u)p = ¢ + E(u)(p(u), ¢),
1€ (w)(p, p)ll2a < Csllellsdllpll3as
Vs > d, [{(u)pls < Cs(l|@lls+a + [ulstall@ll2a)-

Then if ||¢(uo)||2a is sufficiently small (with respect to some upper bound on 1/ and a finite
number of the constants Cs), there exists u € C*°(Z, V') such that ¢(u) = 0.

This is an adaption of the presentation of the Nash—Moser implicit function theorem
n [12]. We briefly describe how the proof must be adapted. The solution « is found as the
limit of a certain sequence (ug)r>0. To estimate ||¢(ug)|/24, the Taylor expansion of order 1
is used. The calculation on p. 222 in [12] now gives

d(ury1) = 01 + @2 + @3,

where the additional term

w3 = —&(ur)(P(uk), p(uk))
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incorporates the failure of ¢)(u) to be a right inverse of ¢/ (u). We need to bound the L3 ;-norm
of this term by 009;6. Using the estimate for the error term gives

1€ (ur) (d(ur), d(ur))l|2a < Cal|d(ur)||34-

Now we do not have a bound on ||¢(uy) |34, but the bound ||¢(ug)||2a < 05 *. Setting Oy = Hi/d,
for t > 3d we can use the smoothing operator Sp, to interpolate

lo(ur)llsa < 1S5, @(ur)llsa + [|(1 — Sg, ) (ur)ll3d
< Caa 2403l d(un)l|2a + Caas05 | d(u) |
< C34,24080,* + C3q,:CO (1 + |ugisa)
= Csa240; > + C3q,0CO (1 + |ug]ita)-

Now t + d > 3d, so we cannot use the bound |up — ug|sq < 6. However, as Saint Raymond
explains [I2} p. 223, proof of Lemma 2,] the sequence (1 + |ug|s)0; " with N = 4(2d + 1) is
monotone decreasing for a fixed s > 2d, so the second term can be estimated as

Csa.Ce02 (1 + ug|ira) = C3aCeli® 0N (14 |urlira)0y ™
< C3d,tCté2d_t9;iv(1 + |Uo|t+d)9o_N
If we set t = 3d + d(N + 3), then this is bounded by Cyf; *, which is what we needed.
Theorem A.12. [J, Theorem 3.3.3] Let A, B,C be tame Frechet spaces and
F:UC(AxB)=C
a smooth tame map with F(0,0) = 0. Suppose that there is a smooth tame map
V:UxC—A

which is a right inverse for DyJF(o,&) whenever F(o,§) =0, and that D,F(o,&) is injective
whenever F(c,&) = 0. Then there is a neighborhood U’ of 0 in A and a neighborhood U" of
0 in B, such that if o1 and oo are in U' and £ is in U"” with F(01,€) =0 and F(o2,£) =0,
then o1 = o0s.

Proof. The hypothesis imply that V (o, ) is also a left inverse for D, F (o, £) whenever F(o,§) =
0, so that we can write

V(0,8)DoF(0,6)¢ = ¢+ Q(0,){F(0,£),()
with Q(0,&){F(0,€),¢) = 0 for all ¢ if F(0,£§) = 0. The statement follows as in the proof
of [9, Theorem 3.3.3]. O
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