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Abstract

We explore three versions of the Laplacian coflow of Go-structures on circle fibrations over Calabi—Yau
3-folds, interpreting their dimensional reductions to the Kihler geometry of the base. Precisely, we reduce
Ansiitze for the Laplacian coflow, modified or not by de Turck’s trick, both on trivial products CY3 x S! and
on contact Calabi—Yau 7-manifolds, obtaining in each case a natural modification of the Kéhler—Ricci flow.
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1 Introduction

1.1 Context

We propose an investigation of co-evolving geometric flows, respectively in complex 3-dimensional Kéhler geo-
metry and real 7-dimensional Gy-geometry, mediated by dimensional reduction. Similar approaches in various
special geometric contexts can be found in a substantial number of recent works, eg. [FY 18, HWY 18, FR20,
LL21,KL23, AMP24], with specific interests spanning over diverse areas of differential geometry, such as min-
imal submanifold theory, Yang—Mills theory, and generalized geometry. This article extends in a natural way two
previous works by the authors and their collaborators, namely [PS22] and [LSES22], exploring geometric flows
of Ga-structures on circle fibrations over Calabi—Yau 3-folds and their repercussions on the Kihler geometry of
the base. Concretely, we examine particular Ansétze for the Laplacian coflow, modified by a de Turck trick, on
Riemannian products CY3 xSt and for Laplacian coflows, modified or not, on contact Calabi—Yau 7-manifolds.
We then interpret their counterparts ‘downstairs’ as modified Kihler—Ricci flows.

On an oriented and spin 7-manifold M, geometric flows provide a method to deform a Go-structure, given
by a non-degenerate form ¢ € Q3(M), towards ‘better’ structures with special torsion and ultimately metrics
with G2 holonomy, which are then Ricci-flat. A Go-structure ¢ determines a metric g, and orientation with
Riemannian volume form vol,, and its torsion T is a 2-tensor which is equivalent to V9¢¢, see §1.3 below.
Pairs (M7, ) such that T' = 0 are called Go-manifolds and are of particular interest, since the holonomy group
of g, is then contained in G2. However, complete examples of Go-manifolds are very difficult to construct,
especially when M is compact. Fernandez and Gray [FG82] showed that the torsion-free condition is equivalent
to ¢ being both closed and coclosed, i.e, dp = 0 and d*,¢ = 0, where *,, is the Hodge star. This alternative
viewpoint on the torsion-free condition as a system of nonlinear PDE is fundamental to several trending methods
in Go-geometry.

Our prototypical goal is to study the Laplacian coflow of Ga-structures, introduced in [KMT12]:

% = Aptpy = (dd™ + d**d)vy, (1)
where #; is the Hodge star of g; := g,,, the 4-form 1); := ;¢ is the dual of the Ga-structure, and A; is the
Hodge Laplacian; and the modified Laplacian coflow introduced by Grigorian in [Gril3]:

%% = Aphy + d<<A - g(To)t) 80t>a for AeR. )

If M is compact, stationary points of (1) would be (dual to) torsion-free Go-structures. Moreover, when an
initial condition 1)y is closed, ie. the Gga-structure g is coclosed, solutions of (1) preserve the cohomology class
[¢] = [tho] € H*(M), for as long as they exist. Indeed (1) can be interpreted as the gradient flow of Hitchin’s
volume functional [Hit01] and so the volume of M increases monotonically along the flow, see eg. [Gril3],
however it is not even weakly parabolic; coflows of Gg-structures have been studied eg. by [KMT12, Gril3,
BF18, BFF20, Gri20, KL.23]. On the other hand, the modified Laplacian coflow (2) also preserves the coclosed
condition and stays within the initial cohomology class, and it does have short-time existence and uniqueness,
but the extra term added as a ‘de Turck trick’ introduces stationary points which are not torsion-free.

In [PS22], a thorough analysis is presented on the dynamics of Ga-flows, in particular relating the Laplacian
coflow of Go-structures on a trivial product N3 x S of a Calabi—Yau 3-fold N, to Kihler—Ricci flow on the
base. On yet another hand, [LSES22] explores a convenient Ansatz for the Laplacian coflow of Gg-structures
on contact Calabi—Yau (cCY) 7-manifolds, which are nontrivial such products. That investigation unravels the
behavior of Ga-structures under these flows, revealing findings on existence, uniqueness, and the development of
singularities. It is therefore natural to consider what flows would emerge on the base 3-folds under the classical
modification by a de Turck trick. Thus with this paper we exhaust in total the four cases of Laplacian coflows
to consider: whether the circle fibration over the Calabi—Yau 3-fold is trivial or not, and whether the coflow is
modified by de Turck or not.

Adopting a concise review of pertinent literature, we presume the reader’s familiarity with Go- and Kéhler—
Ricci flows, aiming to present a short paper where we compute the behavior of Gs-structures under similar
Ansitze for the Laplacian coflow, as well as their induced modified versions of the Kédhler—Ricci flow on the
Calabi—Yau 3-fold. While we will introduce the immediately necessary concepts and notation, we refer the
reader to those two articles and references therein for further background and context.



1.2 Overview and main results

+ In §2 we follow [PS22] and look at solutions to the modified coflow on the product M’ = N x S!,
where N is a Calabi—Yau 3-fold. Specifically, in Theorem 2.3, we consider a family of SU(3)-structures
(wi, Ti) € (B! x Q39)(N) satisfying the system of differential equations

B
57t = L9108 1il )Wt + Bt
3)

0
aTt = L3, (log|Te|w,) Tt + V-

Pulling back the SU(3)-structure to M, the family of Gy-structures given by

1
Re( )—HT[UJ dr A wy
| lese t

is a solution of the modified Laplacian coflow with constant A if, and only if,

B AN wy = d(log [T¢lw,) A Re(Ty),

1
AL
Im(y:) = A|Y¢|w,d(log | Ti|w,) A wy.
If moreover the complex structure on NN is fixed along the flow, then [, (D) — 0 and Im(~;)(©3)9G0) =,

e In §3, we consider families of coclosed Gs-structures on contact Calabi—Yau (cCY) 7-manifolds and
explore solutions to both the standard and the modified Laplacian coflows. Sasakian deformations that fix
the Reeb vector field £ are characterized by a basic function, in the sense that the contact 1-form and the
transverse Kdhler form are given respectively by

ne=n+df; and w; =w+dd°f;.

Obtaining from this Ansatz the natural family of G-structures given by ¢; = Re (\Tl ) + T |0 n Awts
we conclude in Theorem 3.6 that they are solutions of the Laplacian flow if, and only 1f

By AN wy = 2’Tt’wt — (£V(log\Tt\w d¢ ft) Alm T,

(V(log yrt\wtp@ Alm Yy + <adcft> Alm Yy,
Im(y;) = 4|72, (log | Yelw,) A wr.
Moreover, in Theorem 3.7, {¢; } will be a solution of the modified Laplacian coflow if, and only if,

B Nwi = —\TtQ

]wtw? + A]Tt]wtwf — d(log |Y¢|.,) ARe Yy

A
[Tl
4 8 C
— (L9108 1 d°Ft) AIm Ly = (Vi(log [ Telu) ) Am Ty + ( 5:d°f; ) ATm T,
Im(y;) = =2[T¢[5,d (log [ Ytlw,) A wi + AT elw,d (10g | Telwy) A wr.

* In §4, we explore solutions to the modified coflow on a contact Calabi-Yau 7-manifold (M7, n, ®,Y),
based on the Ansatz studied in [LSES22]:

i =P Re T + a:bin A w, po=ReY +enAw

In particular, Theorem 4.2, Corollary 4.3, and §4.2 exhibit the dynamics of such solutions, including
singularity formation, for various regimes of the constant A and Sasakian fiber radius &, cf. Table 1.

In the A = 0 case, we obtain an explicit expression for the solution of the modified coflow
or=(1-— 5€2t)% ReY +¢(1 — 5521‘/)_%77 Aw.

Using this, we also analyze the asymptotic behaviour of the Ansatz solution in the A = 0 case near its
finite-time singularity.



* In §5 we explore solutions on a ¢cC'Y"” manifold (M " n,®, T') that vary from the initial Sasakian structure
by a transverse SU(3)-structure (wj, ) and contact 1-form 7, where w; € [dn]5:

0 L

ant - Vt(10g|Tt‘w£)77t + Oy,
a / !
= _['Vt(log\'ft\wg)wt + Bt,
0

aTt = Evt(logm\wé)Tt + .

Defining a Go-structure in a similar way as before, Theorem 5.3 gives a solution to the Laplacian coflow
if, and only if, those degrees of freedom satisfy

at:O,

=t Aye — wi A B = 2| T ]rd(log [T]ur) A g A [Bwi — di] + IT2,dn A [Bw; — dmy] -

In the case of the modified Laplacian coflow, Theorem 5.4 identifies the constraints

o d(log ’Tt‘w;),

A
[Ty
—ne ANy — wé A By = 2| Y| d(log | |w) Anme A [3w£ — dnt] + |T|i,d77 A [3w£ — dnt]
+ A|T¢] oy d(log [Teluy) Ame Awy 4+ ATyl dne A wy

= 6]7¢[2,d(log [ Toluy) A1 A wp = 3| Xe|2,dre A

Finally, a discussion on potentially solving these equations follows in §5.3.
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1.3 Notation and conventions in G;-geometry

Let (M7, ¢) be a smooth orientable Ga-structure manifold. It determines a Riemannian metric g, and volume
vol, by
(Xo@) A (Yap) A =6g,(X,Y)vol,, for XY e '(TM),

where  denotes the interior product. A Ga-structure gives rise to a g,-orthogonal decomposition of differential
forms corresponding to irreducible Gy-representations:

P=0R30 and P =00 B 0, 4)

where Qf has (pointwise) dimension /. Via the Hodge star, this defines isomorphic decompositions of Q2° and
04, respectively. Given a Go-structure ¢, there exist unique torsion forms 79 € Q°, 7 € QL, 7 € O3, and
T3 € 95’7, such that

de = 191 + 3711 A p + *73, (5
dy =41 ANy + 19 A, (6)

see e.g. [Bry06, Proposition 1]. The intrinsic torsion is defined with respect to the Levi-Civita connection of the
Gy-metric by V¢ := V9. Then, the full torsion tensor of ¢ is the 2-tensor 1" defined by

| .
Vioik = T " bmji, T,) = ﬁvitﬂlmnwlm"7 (7



see [Kar07], and T;; = T'(0;, 0;) and Tl-j = T;,¢°* and may be expressed in terms of the torsion forms by

To 1 1.
T=-9- Thap - 3™~ gle(7s), ®
where j,, is a linear operator j, : 0% — S2% by
JeMX,Y) = #,((Xap) A (Y ) A7), ©)

see e.g. [Kar07, Theorem 2.27].

2 The modified Laplacian coflow on M/ = N3 x S!

We apply the methods from [PS22] to the modified Laplacian coflow [Gril3]. We note that the sign convention
and orientation here are opposite to those chosen in [PS22].

Let M7 = N3 x S!, where N is a smooth compact Calabi-Yau 3-manifold. Let w be a Kihler metric
and Y be a nowhere-vanishing holomorphic (3, 0)-form on N. Both w and Y are closed and, in local Darboux
coordinates, we may write

W= %(gﬁ)pqdzp A dz (10)
Y = udz! Ad2? AdZ? (1)

where gs = (g6)pg is the metric associated to w and u is a local holomorphic function. The norm of T with
respect to w is given by

ul?
I = rt‘( g’ﬁ)pq (12)
and it is constant when w is Ricci-flat. The pair (w, Y) satisfies the following relations:
g—?:volﬁzéﬁTAT:iReQ;'wT)Alm<ﬁr>, (13)
where volg is the volume form on (N, g¢). The Hodge star operator g on N has the foowing properties:
(%6)%a = (=1)Fa, #6Re(T) =ImY, sgw = %wZ, for o€ QF(N). (14)

Let 7 denote the angle coordinate on S, so dr € Q!(S!) is the globally defined (volume) form on S! with
respect to its standard round metric.
Now, we consider the natural Ga-structure on M given by the positive 3-form

1
= Re <—ITI r) T Todr Aw, (15)

cf [KMT12]. The 3-form (15) induces the metric g7, volume form and dual 4-form ) = % given by

g =|Y]wdr® + gs, (16)

vol = |Y|,dr A volg, a7n
1

p=—drAImY + §w2. (18)

The 7-dimensional Hodge star operator * of g, has the following properties acting on «@ € QF(N):
s = (=1)F|T],dr A xga, (19)

*(dr A o) = ——— *¢ . (20)



Since both w and Y are closed, ¢ is a coclosed Ga-structure. Moreover, Picard—Suan [PS22] compute

1
dp = —Wd(log |T|,) ARe(Y) + |Y|ud(log |T],) Adr Aw, 21)
1
xdp = (Vgs(log|T|,)) <—dr AlImY — §w2> . (22)

From those formulae, one easily derives:
Lemma 2.1. [PS22] Let @ be the Go-structure defined by (15) on M = N x S1 with N a Calabi-Yau 3-manifold,
then the torsion forms are given by
1
T0 :O, T1 :0, T :O, T3 = (Vge(log]T]w))J <—d7“/\ImT— 5&)2) . (23)

The Hodge Laplacian of the 4-form is given by

1
Ay = EV(logrﬂw) (—d?" Alm YT — 5&)2) . 24)

Applying Lemma 2.1 to the Laplacian coflow (1) of the above Go-structures yields the evolution equation

0

1, L2
o <—d7°/\ImT+ ¥ ) = LY (10g]7]..) <_dr/\ImT ~ Y > .

The terms involving w and Y can be considered separately. Noting time dependencies, one can consider Ansétze
of the form (w¢, T¢) on N, satisfiying

0
pri =L, (log | Tt |, Wt (25)
0
57 Lt = Lvitogrilu) Tt (26)

On the other hand, using properties of Kédhler manifolds, we see that
LG (1og 7|y w = 2i00(log | T|,,) = Ric(w, J), (27)

which ultimately relates the Laplacian coflow to the Kihler—Ricci flow.

Remark 2.2. A priori, the structures (w;, T) along the flow may not remain compatible and integrable for all time.
However, the solution presented in [PS22] satisfy the required compatibility conditions, as they are obtained by
pulling back compatible structures via diffeomorphisms.

We now consider the modified coflow in this setting. A similar treatment using ideas from [FPPZ20] and
[PS22] yields the following result.

Theorem 2.3. Let N3 be a Calabi-Yau 3-manifold with Kdhler form w and holomorphic (3,0)-form Y. Suppose
we have a family of compatible SU(3)-structures (wy, ) satisfying the coupled differential equations

0
pr —L,(log [Tt | @t T Bts (28)
0
aTt = L9, (log|Ts|w,) Tt + - (29)

where By € Q*(N), v, € Q3(N) with initial conditions wy = w, Yo = Y, and let {p;} be the family Go-
structures given by

1
on :Re<|T| T) + | Y|, dr A wy (30)
wi
Then {p} is a solution of the modified Laplacian coflow (2) with constant A if, and only if,
1
,Bt /\wt = _AWd(IOg‘Tt‘wt) ARG(Tt), (31)
Im(%) = A|Tt|wtd(10g |Tt|wt) A Wy. (32)



Proof. The family of Ga-structures defined by (30) has dual 4-forms 1), given by (18). Since the radial coordinate
r on S' does not depend on ¢, its evolution equation is

0 0 1 0 1 0
azbt g < dr AImY; + 2wt> = —dr A (a ImY > <8tw’?> (33)

Next, applying Lemma 2.1, (21) and the fact that (7); = 0 to the modified Laplacian coflow (2), we obtain

0 1 1
— | —drAImY; + —wf = LV, (log|T¢|w,) | —dr AIm Ty — —wf
ot 2 “i 2 (34)
1
|TA d(log [Yifw,) ARe(Te) + A|T¢|w,d(log [Telw,) A dr A wy,
wi

where the terms in blue correspond to the additional term stemming from the de Turck modification. Equating
(33) and (34), we have

0 170 1
—dr A (a Im Tt> — <8t f) = LY(1og | Tt|;) <—dr AlmT, — 5%2)

(10g |Tt|wt) VAN Re(Tt) + A|Tt|wt (10g |Tt|wt) Adr A Wt.
(35)

1
|Tt|wt

Now, assuming that the system (28) and (29) is satisfied and substituting into (35), we get

—dr Alm(vy) + B Aw = d(log | Y¢lw,) A Re(Tt) + A|Tt|w,d(log | Te|w,) A dr A wy.

1
‘Tt‘wz

Since the radial coordinate is independent of ¢, we can contract by 9., which yields (32). Using (32) and the
above equation, we get (31). O

As a corollary, we obtain restrictions on the forms 3; and 7, assuming that the complex structure J is to stay
fixed along the flow.

Corollary 2.4. Let {1} of the form (30) be a solution to the modified Laplacian coflow, such that the associated
SU(3)-structures satisfy (28) and (29). If the complex structure J on N remains fixed along the flow, then

(1 — o, (36)
Im(y;) ©P9E0 = o, 37)

Proof. Since {¢;} is a solution, we must have that w; and Y; satisfy (28) and (29). If the complex structure .J
is fixed, we must have %wt € Qb1 We see that the RHS of (28) has bidegree (1,3) @ (3, 1). Since w; € Qb1
it follows that the (1, 1)-part of 3; must vanish. A similar analysis shows that the (3,0) @ (0, 3)-part of Im(~y;)
must also vanish. O

3 Flows on contact Calabi-Yau 7-Manifolds

We now extend the ideas of [PS22] to contact Calabi—Yau (cCY) manifolds, and investigate both the Laplacian
coflow and the modified coflow on those spaces. We employ the approach of Tomassini—Vezzoni [TV08] and
Habib—Vezzoni [HV 15] for the geometry of Sasakian manifolds satisfying Hol(V) C SU(n) in Ga-geometry;
see also [CARSE20].

Definition 3.1. A contact Calabi-Yau (cC'Y'") T-manifold is a quadruple (M7, 7, ®, T) such that

* (M,&,n,®,g) is a 7-dimensional Sasakian manifold with Reeb vector field ¢ and contact form 7 and
vanishing first basic Chern class ¢ (M) = 0, see Appendix A;



* T is a nowhere vanishing transverse form on D = ker 7 of type (3, 0), with

w3 11 =
— =volp==-—5TAY, dY¥ =0
3l P TR ’ ’
where w = dn. We also define
T+ 7T T-7T
ReY := + , ImY:= —.
2 23

We refer to (w,Y) as a transverse SU(3)-structure and the norm |Y|, is constant when w is transverse
Ricci-flat.

Remark 3.2. A contact Calabi—Yau manifold (M, g,n, Y) has transverse Calabi—Yau geometry on the distribu-
tion D = ker, in the sense of foliations, given by g|p, w and Y. When the Sasakian structure is regular or
quasi-regular, M is an S'-(orbi)bundle over a Calabi-Yau orbifold Z = M/ Fe where F¢ is the foliation ob-
tained from the Reeb vector field £&. The Sasakian geometry can also be irregular, and in this case there is no
S1-fibration structure on M compatible with the contact Calabi—Yau geometry.

3.1 Preliminaries on cC'Y”’

We recall how to relate the cCY geometry in 7 dimensions to Gg-geometry, cf. [HV 15, Corollary 6.8] and
[LSE21].

Proposition 3.3. Let (M7, 7, ®,Y) be a contact Calabi-Yau 7-manifold. Then M carries a 1-parameter of
coclosed Go-structures defined by

p=ReT +enAw, (38)
for e > 0, where w = dn is transverse Ricci-flat. Furthermore, dyp = cw? and ¢ is coclosed, ie. di) = 0.
The metric g and the transverse symplectic form w = dn on (M, n, ®, T) can be written locally as
g =n"+ gygdzPdz?, dn = 2igyzdzP A dZ, T = udz! Adz? A d2?, (39)

where the g, and u are all basic functions. Moreover, we obtain a basic function defined by

g = i (40)
“ det(g)pg
We obtain a coclosed Go-structure given by
1
¢ =Re <—T> + [ Y|wn A w. (41)
Tl
In this case, the associated metric on M is
g9 =1TZn* + glp. 42)
the volume form is 5
vol = |Y|,n Avol|lp, with vollp = o;—l, (43)
and the dual 4-form ) is
1
Y= AT + o (44)

We recall that w and Y are closed, and the contact form 7 satisfies dnp = w. It follows that ¢ is closed, ie. ¢
is coclosed. The Reeb vector field § generates a 1-dimensional foliation F¢, whose orientation induces a basic
Hodge operator

xp A (M) — ASF(M) (45)



in the usual way. Then, for o € Q% (M),
2 k Lo
(xp)°a=(-1)"«, *pRe(¥)=Im7Y, xpw= Fw (46)

This relates to the standard Hodge operator of the 7-dimensional metric (42), acting on e € Q% (M) — QF(M),
by
sa = (—1)¥|T|,n A *pa, (47)

1
*(MANa) = *p« (48)
W =
We compute the torsion forms of the Go-structure (41), distinguishing in red terms that arise from the non-
trivial topology of the cC'Y"”, compared to the product CY3 x S?.

Proposition 3.4. Let (M7, 7, ®,Y) be a contact Calabi—Yau T-manifold, with Ga-structure o defined by (41).
Then the torsion forms of  are given by

6
0 = ?‘T‘w, 1 = Oa T2 = 0) (49)
and

1 6 8 e
73 = (Vlog|Y|w)a <—n Alm T + 5@)2) —z ReT + ?]T]i,n Aw. (50)

Proof. Since ¢ is coclosed, we have 71 = 0 and 7, = 0. We now compute 79, as follows.

1
dp=d (Re (WT> + [ Y|wn /\w)

log |T|w) A Re(Y) 4 |Y]wd(log | T|L) An Aw + | T]ow?. (51)

1
———d
o
Taking the Hodge star of both sides we obtain

* (log | Y]y ARe(T)) 4+ | Yo * (d(log | T]w) A Aw) + | L] * w?

1
dp =—
T
1 I
= B (dlog|T|w) 2% (Re(Y)) — | Yo (dlog | Y]w) s (n Aw) + | Y], * w?

1 .
= (Vlog |T|u)a (—nAImT— §w2> + 2|72 A w. (52)

Using (51), we find

N

1 . w3 6
m=gx(ondg) =2« (MEnn %) = T
Finally, we compute 73, from (52):

T3 = xdp — T

1 6 1 6,
= (Vlog|Y|y) <—77 AlmY — §w2> +2|TPnAw— ?|T|w (RC ] T) - ?|T|fjn/\w

1 ‘
= (Vlog|Y|,)a (—77 AlmY — §w2> — gReT + %]T[i’r} Aw. O

Proposition 3.5. Let (M7, 7, ®,Y) be a contact Calabi—Yau T-manifold, with Ga-structure o defined by (41).
Then the Hodge Laplacian of 1 = * is

1 ‘
AY = L5 (1og 7)) (—n ATm Y — 5&) +4|T2d (log | T|w) n A w + 2| T2 w?. (53)

9



Proof. Since ¢ is coclosed, the Hodge Laplacian is given by Ay = dd*y = d % dy. We recall Cartan’s formula
Lya =d(Y_ia) + Y i(da), for a € QF(M) and Y € X(M). Using the fact that w and Y are closed, together
with (51) and (52), we get

1
A =dxdp = Lygog|1].) <—77 Alm Y — §w2> +2d (\Tﬁ,’r} A w)

1 ; ,
= L9 (1og|1].) <—77 Alm Y — §w2> +4[T[5d (log [T]w) An Aw + 2w O

3.2 The Laplacian coflow

Let (M,n,®,Y) be a contact Calabi—Yau 7-manifold with Go-structure ¢ defined by (41). We now consider the
Laplacian coflow in this setting. Define a family of contact forms by 1, = n + d¢f;, where each f; is a basic
function. This in turn defines a family of transverse Kihler structures

Wt = d?]t =w + ddcft.

We note that the endomorphism ®; varies, but the Reeb vector field £, the space of basic forms % (M), and the
transverse complex structure J remain constant under these deformations (see Appendix A).

We have the following result, analogous to Corollary 2.4, describing the effects of fixing the transverse
complex structure .J.

Theorem 3.6. Let (M, n,®,YT) be a contact Calabi—Yau 7-manifold with transverse Kdihler form w = dn and
transverse holomorphic (3,0)-form Y. Suppose we have a family of compatible transverse SU(3)-structures
(wt, T¢) on M satisfying the coupled differential equations

0

5= =L, (log | Tt|w) @t T+ Bty (54)
0
ETt = L9, (log|Tt|w,) Tt + Y- (55)

where By € Q% (M), v € Q%(M) with initial conditions wy = w, Yo = Y. Suppose further that there exists a
family of basic functions { f;} such that wy = w + dd°f;, and let ny :== n+ d° f;.
Then, the family of Gs-structures given by

1
vt = Re <—Tt> + Tl A wr. (56)
’Tt’wt
is a solution of the Laplacian coflow (1) if, and only if,
By N\ wp = 2’Tf’ilwf — (£V(log\Tt|wt)dcft) Alm Y,

~ (V00g |1l ) w0) ATm Ty + (%d%) ATm Y, (57)
Im(7;) = 4|T[;,d (1og [Tilw,) Awr. (58)

Proof. The family of Ge-structures defined by (56) has associated 4-form 1)y = =, given by (44), whose
evolution equation is

0 0 1 0 1/0 0
awt i <_77t AIm Ty + 501?) = - N\ (a Im T) + 3 <§w3> — <§77t> ATm Ty, (59)

Thus, applying Proposition 3.5 to the Laplacian coflow (53), we obtain

0 1
g (‘7725 Alm Y, + 5%2)

1
= Lv,(log [T4l,) (—m Alm T, — §w§> + 4|72, d (log | Telw,) e A wr + 2| T |2, w7 (60)
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Substituting (59) into (60), we have

0 0 1[0
—m A =ImT AlmY 2
on (G mte) = (Go) 15 (5)
1 . 5
= ['Vt(log\'ft\wt) (-nt AIm Tt — §w2> + 4’Tf’i/(1 <10g ‘T{’w,) e N\ we + 2]Tf]ilwf (61)

Applying Cartan’s magic formula to the Lie derivative term, we obtain

L5, (1og | T|w,) (Mt AT T)
= <Evt<log |Tt\wt>77t) ATm Ty + 7 A (Evaog Tl T T)

= d(Vt(log ‘Tt‘wt)JT/t) A Im Tt + (Vt(log ’Tt‘wt)Jwt) A Im Tt + N N (ﬁvt(logn‘t‘%) Im Tt) . (62)

Since d (log | Y¢|, ) is a basic function (recall that the Reeb vector field ¢ is fixed along these deformations) and
n = n + d€f, the above expression becomes

L7, (log | T+],) (Mt N Im Ty)

= d<Vt(10g ’Tt’wt)Jdcft> ANlm Ty + (Vt(log ‘Tt‘wt)Jwt> AIm Ty +ng A (ﬁvt(log Telw,) I Tt)

_ (Lvt(logw%)dc ft) Alm Y, + <Vt(log |Tt|wt)_,w> ATm Ty 47 A (ﬁvt(logmw Im Tt) . (63)
Now, assuming that the system (54) and (55) is satisfied, substituting into (61), and using (63), we get

0
- <a77t> AIm Yy —n Alm(ye) + By A wy

= 4‘Tt‘it (log [Y¢]w,) A me Awe 42| Ty

‘Uut

~ (L5408 2t ) AT Yy = (Villog [Tiluy) o) AT Yy, (64)
Since the Reeb vector field £ is constant with respect to ¢, we can contract by £ and obtain
9 >
— &2 ant AIm Yy — (§am) ANm(y) = *4‘Tt‘wt (Eam) A d (log | Te|w,) A we. (65)
Using n; = n + d°fy, this simplifies to
Im (Vt) _4’T’w (108‘T1"w/) N Wi.
Plugging this back into into (64), we obtain
5 0

,Bt/\wt = Q‘Tt f“wf - <‘cvt(1Og‘Tt|wt)dcft) Alm Tt— (Vt(log |Tt|wt)—|w) Alm Tt—|— <§dcft> Alm Tt, (66)
which concludes the proof. O

3.3 The modified Laplacian coflow

We now turn our attention to the modified Laplacian coflow (2). Recall that if (w,Y) is a transverse SU(3)-
structure on a contact Calabi—Yau 7-manifold (M7, 7, ®, T), we can define a coclosed Go-structure by

1
¢ =Re <—T> + [ Y|wn A w.
|1

Such a Go-structure has 75 = %\T\w, hence the added term in the modified coflow with constant A would be

A
d <<A - ;Tg) Lp) =— ] d(log |Y|.) ARe(Y) + A|Y|,d(log |T],) An Aw+ A|T]|,w?

11



—6|T[Zd(log [T]w) AnAw—3T[Zw?. (67)

Let n; and w; evolve as in the previous subsection, via (54) and (55). As before, the Reeb vector field & and
transverse complex structure stay fixed. We now obtain a similar result to Theorem 3.6 for the modified coflow.
As before, the red terms are from the non-trivial topology. We shall also denote terms derived from the de Turck
modification in blue, and terms coming from a combination of both the topology and the modification in purple.

Theorem 3.7. Let (M T 1, ®, T) be a contact Calabi—Yau 7-manifold, with transverse Kdhler form w = dn and
transverse holomorphic (3,0)-form Y. Suppose we have a family of compatible transverse SU(3)-structures
(wt, T¢) on M satisfying the coupled differential equations:

0
= —L, (log | T4, Wt T Bt (68)
0
ETt L, (log |]w,) Tt + 7t (69)

where 3 € Q% (M), v € Q%(M), with initial conditions wy = w, Yo = Y. Suppose further that there exists a
Sfamily of basic functions f; such that w, = w + dd°fy, and let g, := n + d°f;.
Then the family of Ga-structures given by

1
Re <‘Tt‘ t) + |T|wt77t /\wt (70)
Wt

is a solution of the modified Laplacian coflow (2) if, and only if,

515 N wy = *|Tt thg + A|Tt|wtwt2 — (10g |Tt|wt) A Re Tt

A
|T |wt
c 0 c
— <‘CVt(log|Tt|wt)d ft) /\ImTt — <Vt(log|Tt|wt)Jw) /\Im'ft + ad ft A Im Tt, (71)
Im(’yt) = *Q‘Tt itd (IOg |Tt‘wt) A Wt + A|Tt|wtd (10g |Tt|wt) AN Wt. (72)

Sketch of Proof. The proof is similar to that of Theorem 3.6, one just has to incorporate the extra terms computed
in (67). Recall that the dual 4-form 1), given by the expression

1
PYp = —m ATm Yy + §w§, (73)

0 0 1 0 0
— iy = — Im?Y 2) - (= Im Y. 4
at%f 77t/\<8t m ) <3twt> <8t77t>/\ m 'ty (74)

Applying Proposition 3.5 and (67), the modified coflow implies the evolution equation

0
g ( mAIm Y, + wt>

1
= ﬁvt(log"rdwt) ( N A Im Tt — §wt> + 4’Tf’wtd (log ‘Tt‘wf,) Nt AN Wt + Q‘T‘itwtz

and so

d(log[Telw,) A Re(Te) + ATelw,d(log [ Teko) Ame Awe + ATl

A
’Tt’wt
— 612

12,d(log [ Tilw,) A Aw — 3|12, w7,

’wt

1
= LY, (log|Tt|w,) <—77t Am Yy — 5%) —2|7y2,d (log | Y|, ) me Awe — | Y12, w7

d(log | Y¢lw,) A Re(Te) + ATl d(log [Tilw,) A ne Awp + AL y|w,wi

- |Tt|wt

By the proof of Theorem 3.6, we have
L5, (1og [¢]w,) (76 AIm Ty)

12



= (‘Cvt(log ‘Tt\wt)dcft) Alm Y, + (Vt(log |Tt|wt)_|w) AIm Ty 4+ ne A <‘Cvt(10g|Tt\wt) Im Tt> . (75)

Applying the Ansitze (68) and (69), we are left with

0
- <§77t> ANIm Yy —ny Alm(yg) + By A wy

= —2[14[3,d (log [Telw,) A Awe — [Tl 07

~ 008 [Xuk) ARG(E:) + A d0g [Xik) A At + AT ?
- (cvt(log Tl d° ft) AlmT; — <Vt(log |Tt|wt)_,w> Am Y. (76)
Contracting with the Reeb vector field £, we get
Im(y,) = —2|T¢|2,d (log |Te]w,) Awr + A|Te]w,d (log | Telw,) A wr. (77)
The other equation is obtained by substituting the above into (76). U

4 Solutions from a particular initial condition

We now study a particular solution of the modified Laplacian coflow (2) analogous to that obtained in [LSES22].

Let (M7, n,®,Y) be a contact Calabi—Yau 7-manifold and suppose that (w, T) is a transverse Calabi—Yau
structure, that is, w = dn is transverse Ricci-flat and Y is a nowhere-vanishing transverse holomorphic (3, 0)-
form. Recall that in this case, the norm |Y|, is constant and can be scaled to be 1. Consider a family of
Go-structures on M defined by

i = b3 Re Y + abin Aw (78)

where the functions a;, b; depend only on ¢ and are constant on M. The induced metrics g; and volume forms
vol; can be checked to be

gr = a?nQ + thg|D and vol; = atb?n Avol|p. (79)
It follows that the dual 4-form 1/, is
P = —atbf’n Alm7Y + %bf‘wQ. (80)
We set initial conditions for the fibre radius ag = € and basic scale by = 1, so that
wo=ReYT +enAw and ¢0:—577/\Im’f+%w2, (81)

We have the following expressions for exterior derivatives and torsion forms along the family {¢; }.
Lemma 4.1 ([LSES22]). Let ; be defined by (78), then
de; = abjw?, diy =0, i dpy = 2ain Aw. (82)

As such, the torsion forms are

6a 6 8
(T())t = —;, (Tl)t = O, (Tg)t = O, (Tg)t = ——atbt RGT + —G%T] A w. (83)
7b; 7 7
Moreover, the full torsion 2-tensor T} is given by
T, — —Sadb2 4t — 203 4 Sy 84
t= 2att77+2at9|l>— gy "1+ 50 "G (84)

and it has the following derived quantities:

15 o5 _ ) _
Tif5, = —paity®,  divDy =0, |ViTi[5, = coayby ™, (85)

for some constant cy € R.
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4.1 Solving the modified Laplacian coflow

We now proceed in a similar way to [LSES22], obtaining an ODE in terms of a; and b; such that the family {,}
satisfies the modified coflow.

Theorem 4.2. The family of Ga-structures {y} defined by (78) solves the modified Laplacian coflow with initial
condition (81) if, and only if, the functions a; and b, satisfy:

a; = eb; 3, (86)
d 1
b= 5eb, 9(Ab? — ), (87)
with ag = € and by = 1.
Proof. One can readily check that
Appy = d *; dpy = d(2a2n A w) = 2a2w?. (88)
Additionally from Lemma 4.1, we have
7
d ((A — 5(7'0)15) gpt> = <A — 3%) atbfw2 = at(Ab% — 3at)w2. (89)
t
Assuming our Ansatz along the flow, we have
0 1d d
—hy = =— (b )w® — —(arb})p AIm Y 90
atwt 2dt( t)w dt(at t)77 m 1, ( )

hence the modified coflow results in the evolution equations

d d
E(bgl) = 2a;(Ab? — a;) and a(atbf) = 0. 1)

The latter equation and initial conditions imply that a; = €b, 3. Plugging this back into the former equation
yields

d

a(bf) = 2eb; 5 (Ab} —¢) (92)
or, equivalently,
d 1
abt = §ebt (A —¢), (93)
as claimed. ]

In particular, when A = 0, substituting a; = b, 3 into (87) gives:
Corollary 4.3. Consider the functions
2, — 3
a; = e(1 — be*t) 1o, 94)
by = (1 — 5e2t)10. (95)

Then the family {p:} of Go-structures defined by (78) satisfies the modified Laplacian coflow with constant
A=0.
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4.2 Singularity analysis

Since ay is an explicit function of by, then y; depends only on b;. Consequently, the Riemannian tensors relevant
to the modified Laplacian coflow are derived from and measured by the Go-metric (79) induced by ¢;. Therefore,
we are particularly interested in the behavior of the system:

d _
b= —gbt 9(Ab? —¢). (96)
Understanding the dynamics of b; will provide insight into the evolution of the Gs-structure and the associ-

ated geometric quantities under the modified Laplacian coflow.

Condition Steady State Solution Behavior
A<O0 (%)% < 0 (stable) b; with by = 1 monotonically decreasing
by = (1 — 5e2t)10,
A=0 No steady state monotonically decreasing and

collapses at T' = ,)—12

0<A<e|0< (%)% < 1 (unstable) | b; with by = 1 monotonically decreasing
A=e>0 1 (unstable) b; with by = 1 is constant

0<e<A (%)% > 1 (unstable) by with by = 1 monotonically increasing

Table 1: Summary of steady state and solution behaviour for various regimes of A and ¢.

The ODE (96) is separable, and it can be checked that if A #£ 0, &, then the solution with by = 1 satisfies
2o S m|AY -] = —st+5A 1n|A—5| 97

If A < ¢, then the solution b — 0 as

2

and A > ¢ then the solution b — oo as t — oo.
Following the approach in [LSES22], we can use a similar quantity to characterize the formation of finite-
time singularities when A = 0 using the explicit expression for b;. Define

A(z,t) = (|JRm(z,t))?

1
g0 T 1T (@, D), + V" T(2,0)[;,)7

for x € M and time ¢. We then let
A(t) = sup A(z,t) (99)
zeM
As a direct consequence of [LSES22, Proposition 3.5], we find that the norm of the Riemann curvature tensor
associated with the metric g;, related to the solution of the modified Laplacian coflow ¢, is given by

|Rmt|§t = bt_4|Rm€ 2

°|g0 + bt_200054. (100)

We can plug in the quantities from Lemma 4.1 to compute A of the family of Ga-structures {(; } defined by (78),
which solves the modified Laplacian coflow with initial condition (81) and satisfies the system (86) and (87). In
particular, we get

1
1 2 2
A(z,t) = b;lo <bi6|Rm(x)0fD°|§0 + 26064 + (;) €4>

Definition 4.4. Suppose that (M7, ¢y, ¢, g¢) is a solution to a flow of Gy-structures on a closed manifold on a
maximal time interval [0,7") and let A(¢) be as in (99).
If we have a finite-time singularity, i.e. 7' < oo, we say that the solution forms
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* a Type I singularity (rapidly forming) if sup,¢(o 1) (1" — t)A(t) < oo; and otherwise
* a Type Ila singularity (slowly forming) if sup,c(o 7)(T" — t)A(t) = 0.

If A = 0, as indicated by Corollary 4.3, the solutions take the form a; = (1 — 5¢2¢)~%/10 and b, =
(1—>5e%t) 1/10_n this context, we can analyze the asymptotic behavior of the solutions of the modified Laplacian
coflow, akin to the approach outlined in [LSES22]. Specifically, we explore how the solutions behave as ¢
approaches the maximal time 5%2’ drawing parallels to the conclusions drawn in the study of the Laplacian flow
in [LSES22].

Proposition 4.5. Let (M7, 1,®,Y) be a compact contact Calabi—Yau 7-manifold with transverse Ricci-flat
Kdihler form w = dn and transverse holomorphic (3,0)-form Y. The solution to the modified Laplacian coflow
with A = 0 and initial condition (81) has a Type I finite-time singularity at T = 55% Further, after normalising
(M, g¢) to a fixed volume, the solution collapses to R, as t — T.

5 Breaking the Sasakian structure on a cCY”’

We now revisit the setup from §3, on a contact Calabi—Yau 7-manifold (M7, 7, ®, T). Recall that we considered
deformations of type II, given by a 1-parameter family of basic functions { f;}, which determines at each ¢ the
contact form 7, and transverse Kihler form w, by

ne =n+d°fs, (101)
Wy = d?] + ddcft. (102)

Using ideas from [PS22] and the transverse d9-lemma of [EKA90] (see Appendix A), we now allow the trans-
verse Kihler structure to vary within the basic cohomology class [d7n]p. This added freedom does not change
the transverse complex structure ./, and so T remains a transverse holomorphic volume form throughout.

In other words, we consider on (M, n, ®, T) a transverse SU(3)-structure (w’, T'), where w’ € [dn]p. By El
Kacimi-Alaoui’s transverse d9-lemma, we can write

W' = dn + dd°h, (103)

where h is a basic function. Note that we are determining the function A (up to addition of a constant) from our
choice of w’ and not vice versa. In some sense, we can consider this a breaking of the Sasakian structure, since
the transverse Kéhler form w’ is no longer determined by the contact form 7).

In a similar manner to §3, we define a Ga-structure by

1
@zRe( T> + | |wn AW (104)
|T|w’
One can verify that the induced metric and volume form on M are
g=IY2n*+d|p, and vol = |Y|u.nAvol|p. (105)

Furthermore, the Hodge star operator acts on a basic k-form « by

o = (=1)¥[Y| (n A xpa), (106)
1
*(n A a) = EITR (107)
Hence the dual 4-form is
1
w:*@:nAImT+§w/2. (108)

It is easy to see that diy = 0 and so ¢ is a coclosed Go-structure. As in §3, we compute the torsion forms and
the Hodge Laplacian of this Ga-structure.
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Proposition 5.1. Let (M,n,®, ) be a contact Calabi-Yau T-manifold. Let w' € [dn|p be a transverse Kihler
structure and p be the Go-structure defined by (104). Then the torsion forms of @ are given by

6
=T, =0, m=0, (109)
and
1, 6 8 a9
73 = (Vlog|Y|w ) —nAImT—iw —?ReT—l—?]T]w/n/\dn. (110)
The proof is similar to that of Proposition 3.4, however Kéhler identities are invoked to deal with the extra

terms. Analogous methods yield the Hodge Laplacian:

Proposition 5.2. Let (M,n,®,Y) be a contact Calabi-Yau T-manifold Let ' € [dn|p be a transverse Kiihler
structure and p be the Go-structure defined by (104). Then we have

1
AY = Lyog|1|,) (—77 AlmY — §w'2> (111)

+2|Y[2,d(log |Y]u) An A [3w —dn] +[Y|2dn A [3w" — dn] .

5.1 The Laplacian coflow

We now apply the Laplacian coflow equation to a family of such structures and consider Ansétze on our choices
of 7y, w; and Y;. We recall that our construction of Gs-structures previously required certain compatibility
conditions to hold.

Theorem 5.3. Let (M7, n, ®, ) be a contact Calabi-Yau 7-manifold and let ' € [dn]g be a transverse Kiihler
form. Suppose we have a family of contact forms n, and a family of compatible transverse SU(3)-structure
(wy, T¢) on M with initial conditions ny = 1, w(, = w’ and Yo = Y satisfying the coupled differential equations:

0

o= £Vt(log\'rt\w£)77t + oy, (112)
0= ; 113
awt == Vt(log\'fdwg)wt + Bt ( )
0
aTt = EVt(log\Tt\wé)Tt + Y. (114)

Then the family of Ga-structures given by
1
¢t = Re <—T> + [ Clwrme A s (115)
‘T‘w’

is a solution to the Laplacian coflow (1) if, and only if,

a; =0, (116)
=t Aye — wy A By = 2|T|wrd(log [ T]ur) Ame A [Bwy — dmge] + 1T |2,dn A [3w) — dm] . (117)

Proof. We see that the associated 4-form is given by
1
Yy = —ne ATm Yy + §(w;)2. (118)

Differentiating with respect to time, we get

0 0 170 0

= A =Im Yy ) — = =(wW)?) = [ =n; ) AIm Y.

A <8t o t> 2 <at(wt) > <8tm> o
Applying Proposition 5.2 we get

0 0 170, ,9
— 1 A (a ImTt> — <a77t> AlmY; — 3 (a(wt) )
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= Evt(logﬂﬂw;) (—m AIm Yy — %(%)2)
+ 2|Tt|i;d(10g Cely) A e A [ — die] + |Tt|igd77t A (3wt — die] -
Substituting in the systems (112)—(114), we obtain
Ay — o ANIm YTy — Wi A By = 2|Tt|i£d(log |Tt|w;) AN\ [3w£ - dnt] + |Tt|i£d77t A [3w£ - dﬁt] .

We now consider the type decomposition of each term in the above expression with respect to the transverse
complex structure J;. On the RHS, the first term is of type 7 A[(1, 2)&(2, 1)] and the second term is of type (2, 2).
On the other hand, term Im Y is of type (0, 3) & (3, 0) and wy is of type (1, 1). We conclude that oy = 0, and we
obtain the desired expression relating 3; and ;. In addition, we see that /3, is of type n: A [(0,1) & (1,0)] & (1,1)
and ; is of type (1,2) @ (2,1). O

5.2 The modified Laplacian coflow

We perform a similar analysis of the modified Laplacian coflow as that of §3.3, for this new Ansatz. Once again,
we note that the torsion form 7y = g]'ﬂw/, hence the extra terms with constant A are given by

7 A
d <<A — §To> gp) = —Wd(log IT|o) ARe(Y) + A|Y|d(log |T|w) An Aw + A|T|pdn AW

—6|Y? d(log | YT|w) AnAw —3| T dn A (119)
Taking into account these extra terms, we get the analogous result for the modified coflow.

Theorem 5.4. Let (M7, 7, ®,Y) be a contact Calabi-Yau 7-manifold and let w' € [dn]p be a transverse Kihler
form. Suppose we have a family of contact forms {n;} and a family of compatible transverse SU(3)-structure
(wy, T¢) on M, with initial conditions 1y = 1, w, = W’ and Yo = Y, satisfying the coupled differential equations

0
o= ‘Cvt(log\Tt\wg)nt + o, (120)
9, /
awt = _‘Cvt(log|Tt‘w£)wt + Bt, (121)
0
aTt = £Vt(log|Tt\w£)Tt + 7. (122)
Then the family of Ga-structures given by
1 /
Yt = Re WT + ’T’w/nt A wt, (123)
is a solution to the modified coflow (2) if, and only if,
__4 d(log [T¢].) (124)
Oét - ‘Tt’wé Og twé bl
= Ay = wy A By = 2| Y| d(log | Tlwr) A e A [3w) — die] + [T [2,dn A [3w; — doge]
+ ATl d(log [ Telw) Ane A w; + ATty dme A wy (125)

= 6]T[3,d(log [ Teluy) At Awp — 3| Te 2,y A

5.3 Possible Further Directions

We speculate how to obtain solutions to the Laplacian coflows from this setup. To do this, we continue from the
previous section and follow [PS22], by considering pullback via a family of diffeomorphisms. Suppose &’ is
the solution to some perturbed Sasaki—Ricci (transverse Kdhler—Ricci) flow (see [SWZ10])

%ﬁt’ = —2RicT(&/, J) + By, (126)

18



where Ric! denotes the transverse Ricci form. We can use these transverse Kihler forms to define a time-
dependent vector field

—~
Vi = Vi (log | T5/). (127)

—~/ ~ . .
where V; denotes the Levi-Civita connection of ;. In turn, we can use this time-dependent vector field to
obtain a family of diffeomorphisms ©; satisfying

0
a(%(]?) = Yi(p), Og = id. (128)

Suppose further that 7; and ﬁ are flows of contact forms and transverse holomorphic volume forms, respect-
ively, satisfying appropriate compatibility conditions:

e (@, ;) is a transverse SU(3)-structure with respect to 7j;, and
4 L:)Vt/ S [dﬁt] B-
Writing %ﬁg = ay and %ﬁ = 7, and pulling back by the diffeomorphisms ©;, we can define structures
m=0Oim, w=0jg, YT, =0T

A computation shows that

0 .~
o= Evt(log|Tt|w£)nt + Oy,
0 5
awé = _ﬁvt(log|Tt\w£)w{€ + ©; 5,
0

aTt = ﬁvt(logmm)“ft + Ot

We thus see that if the auxiliary flows are chosen appropriately, then the pullback yields solutions to the Laplacian
coflows.

Iigmark 5.5. Of course, one does not a priori know if such a choice can be made. Furthermore, the way in which
T, can vary is quite restricted, because the transverse complex structure is fixed along the Sasaki—Ricci flow. As
such, T; can only vary by phase shifts.

Remark 5.6. This method of obtaining potential solutions also does not encompass the solutions of the Laplacian
coflow in [LSES22] and those of the modified coflow discuss in §4. This is because the functions a; and b; scale
the transverse Kihler class. One can instead include similar scaling functions a; and b; depending on time to
match those solutions, however these introduce more freedoms in how the parameters interact with one another.

The solutions in [LSES22] and §4 take advantage of starting with a transverse Ricci-flat Kéhler structure,
which greatly simplifies the evolution equations, as |Y¢|,, is just a constant in that case. Altogether, these two
methods suggest that a more general transverse flow should be considered, where ;' can be allowed to move
freely through the transverse Kihler cone.

This pullback idea can be applied to the earlier cases in §2 and in §3 by adapting the equations accordingly.
In those cases, we keep the S'-invariance along the flow, and thus cannot even optimistically expect to obtain
torsion-free Go metrics with holonomy Go.

A Sasakian manifolds

We briefly review Sasakian manifolds and discuss some useful results involving deformations of Sasakian struc-
tures. These occur at the beginning of §3 and §5, defining certain families of Ga-structures on contact Calabi—Yau
7-manifolds.
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Definition A.1. A contact structure on a (2n + 1)-manifold M?"*! is a triple (£, n, ®) where ¢ is a vector field
(called the Reeb vector field), ) is a 1-form (called the contact form), and ® is a (1, 1)-tensor such that

ng =1  d=-1+£@n, (129)
and
n A (dn)" # 0. (130)

Using the Reeb vector field £, we obtain a 1-foliation F¢, and its dual 1-form 7 determines a codimension 1
subbundle D = ker iy of T'M. We have a canonical splitting

TM =D& L, (131)

where L¢ is the line bundle spanned by £. The second condition in (129) implies that the restriction of ¢ to D
results in an almost-complex structure J = ®|p. We can also consider the quotient bundle v(F¢) = T'M /L§ of
the canonical foliation F¢. This space can be identified with D, however it is convenient to distinguish them, as
we aim to deform Sasakian structures by varying one, while keeping the other one fixed.

A Riemannian metric g on M is compatible with the contact structure if

9(®(X), (Y)) = g(X,Y) = n(X)n(Y), (132)

for any vector fields X,Y on M. Such a metric induces an almost-Hermitian metric on D and makes the
decomposition in (131) orthogonal. In this case, the quadruple (£, n, ®, g) is called a contact metric structure. If
the metric cone (C'(M), ) = (Rsg x M, dr? 4 r2g) is Kihler, then we call the quadruple (£,7, ®, g) a Sasakian
structure. Since the Reeb vector field £ of a Sasakian structure defines several important spaces and bundles, we
will define some properties related to basic k-forms.

Definition A.2. A k-form « on a contact manifold is called basic if
Eaa =0, Leao = 0. (133)

Using Cartan’s magic formula, one can see that the Lie derivative condition is equivalent to £ (da) = 0,
and so the exterior derivative preserves basic forms. Basic cohomology classes, denoted by |[-] 5, can be defined
in the usual way with the appropriate restrictions.

Given a Sasakian structure S = (£,7, ®, g) on M2+, we wish to deform it and obtain Sasakian structures
that preserve the Reed vector field £&. We denote this set by

F(€) = {Sasakian structures &' = (¢',1f, @', ¢') : € = ¢} (134)

Given two Sasakian structures S,S’ € §(&) with contact forms 7 and 7’ respectively, one can check that ( =
n —n is basic. As such [dn']p = [dn]p and hence all Sasakian structures in F(£) correspond to the same basic
cohomology class.

Let J denote the induced complex structure on v(F¢) and let m, TM — v(F¢) be the quotient map. We
define the subset F(&,.J) C F(€) to be the subset of all Sasakian structures (¢ ,1,®,g') € F(£) such that the
diagram

™ 2 M

ml lm

Q — Q
J

commutes. The elements of F(&,J) are the Sasakian structures with the same transverse holomorphic structure
J.

We can now give an alternative description of (&, .J), but first we need the transverse 90 Lemma due to El
Kacimi-Alaoui:
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Proposition A.3 ((EKA90]). Let (M, S) be a compact Sasakian manifold, and w,w’ be basic real closed (1,1)-
forms such that [w]p = [w'] p. Then there exists a smooth basic function h such that

W =w+vV—=100¢ = w + dd°h, (135)
where d¢ = @(5 —0).

As in the Kihler case, the basic 2-form dn can be written locally in terms of a basic potential function h, ie.
dn = \/—100h, so Sasakian geometry is locally determined by a basic potential. There exists a characterization
of the space of Sasakian metrics on M whose Reeb vector field is £ and whose transverse holomorphic structure
is J as an affine space. We will not require the full description but will use the following:

Definition A.4. Given a Sasakian structure S = (&,7, ®, g) € §(&,J), a transformation of the form 7 — 1 =
1 + d°h where h is a basic function is an instance of a deformation of type II. Such a transformation induces a
(1,1)-tensor ®" and Riemannian metric g by

— (@ (dh))o @

=
g=dpo(led)+n ey

The ensuing Sasakian structure S’ = (¢, n,®, g') also lies in F (&, J).

Remark A.5. The definition of a deformation of type II is broader than what is stated above. We only make use
of the specific case mentioned and refer the reader to [BGO8, BGS08] for the broader context.
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