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EXISTENCE OF SUPERSYMMETRIC HERMITIAN METRICS WITH
TORSION ON NON-KAHLER MANIFOLDS

JI-XIANG FU AND SHING-TUNG YAU

1. INTRODUCTION

In their proposed compactification of superstring [6], Candelas, Horowitz, Strominger
and Witten took the matric product of a maximal symmetric four dimensional spacetime
M with a six dimensional Calabi-Yau vacua X as the ten dimensional spacetime; they
identified the Yang-Mills connection with the SU(3) connection of the Calabi-Yau metric
and set the dilaton to be a constant. To make this theory compatible with the standard
grand unified field theory, Witten [22] and Horava-Witten [I2] proposed to use higher rank
bundles for strong coupled heterotic string theory so that the gauge groups can be SU(4) or
SU(5). Mathematically, this approach relies on Uhlenbeck-Yau’s theorem on constructing
Hermitian-Yang-Mills connections over stable bundles [20)].

In [T8], A. Strominger analyzed heterotic superstring background with spacetime syper-
symmetry and non-zero torsion by allowing a scalar “warp factor” to multiply the spacetime
metric. He considered a ten dimensional spacetime that is the product M x X of a maximal
symmetric four dimensional spacetime M and an internal space X; the metric on M x X
takes the form

£2D) ( giq(y) 0 ) reX, yeM;
0 Guv (@)
the connection on an auxiliary bundle is Hermitian-Yang-Mills over X:

FAw?=0, F*°=F%=q.

Here w is the hermitian form w = Tfl gijdzi A dz7. In this system, the physical relevant
quantities are
=1 -

6 = S log 9]+ o,
and
g% = |93 gij,
for a constant ¢y. The spacetime supersymmetry forces D(y) to be the dilaton field.

In order for such ansatze to provide a supersymmetric configuration, one introduces a
Majorana-Weyl spinor € so that

1
O8] = Vi + e (j H" = 12h5) " = 0,

N0 = VO + 2—1462%060 =0,

ox° = e?FT% 0 = 0,
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where 90 is the gravitano, A° is the dilatino, x" is the gluino, ¢ is the dilaton and h is the
Kalb-Ramond filed strength obeying!

dh =o' (trF A F —trR A R),

where o > 0. (For details of this discussion, please consult [I8,[I9].) By suitably transform-
ing these quantities, Strominger showed that in order to achieve space-time supersymmetry
the internal six manifold X must be a complex manifold with a non-vanishing holomorphic
three form §2; the Hermitian form w must obey
V—=100w = o/ (trF A F —trRA R)
and? -
d*w = +v—1(0 — 9)log |||«
Accordingly, he proposed to solve the system

(1.1) Fy Aw? = 0;

(1.2) Fy’ = Fy* =0;

(1.3) V—100w = o/ (trFyy A Fyg — trR A R);
(14) d'w = V=1(9 - 0) In |2

that are solutions of superstring with torsion that allows non-trivial dilaton field and Yang-
Mills field. Here w is the Hermitian form and R is the curvature tensor of the Hermitian
metric w; H is the Hermitian metric and F' is its curvature of a vector bundle F; the tr is
the trace of the endomorphism bundle of either F or TX.

In [T5], Li and Yau have proven the following useful:

Lemma 1. The equation [I4) is equivalent to
(1.5) d(| @ || w?) = 0.

In their paper, Li and Yau have given the first irreducible non-singular solution of the
supersymmetric system of Strominger for U(4) and U(5) principle bundle. They obtain
their solutions by perturbing around the Calabi-Yau vacua paired with the gauge field that
is the tangent connection.

It was speculated by M. Reid that all Calabi-Yau manifolds can be deformed to each
other through conifold transition. To achieve this goal, it is inevitable that we must work
with non-Kahler manifolds.

The most common examples of non-Kaehler manifolds X are some T2 bundles over
Calabi-Yau varieties [3, B, [7, [0, [TT, [[3]. Because internal six manifold X is a complex mani-
fold with a non-vanishing holomorphic three form €, at first we may consider the 72—bundle
(X,w, Q) over complex surface (S,wg, 2g) with non-vanishing holomorphic 2-form Qg. Ac-
cording to the classification of complex surfaces by Enriques and Kodaira, such surfaces
include K3 surface and complex torus (Calabi-Yau) and Kodaira surface (non-Kahler). If
(X,w, Q) satisfies the Strominger’s equation (L), then by Lemma 1, d(|| © ||, w?) = 0. If

IThe curvature F of vector bundle E in ref.[I8] is real, i.e., c1(E) = Z-. But we are used to take the

2m
curvature F satisfying c1(F) = Vz;l F.

2See eq. (56) of ref.[T9], which corrects eq. (2.30) of ref.[I8] by a minus sign.
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we let W' =|| Q Hé w, then dw? = 0, i.e., ' is a balanced metric [[7]. Balanced metric
is a very interesting concept. This was studied extensively by Michelson. For example,
Michelson proved that the balanced condition is preserved under the proper holomorphic
submersion. Note that Alessandrini and Bassanelli [I] proved that this condition is also
preserved under the modofications. Now X is balanced and holomorphic submersion 7 from
X to complex surface S is proper, so S is also balanced (actually 7.w'? is the balanced
metric, see proposition 1.9 in [I7]). Note that when the dimension of complex manifold is
2, the conditions of being balanced and Kaehler concide. So S is Kaehler. Then there is no
solution to Strominger’s equation on T2 bundles over Kodaira surface and we should only
consider the case of K3 surface and complex torus.

Up to now, only known example of the solution to Strominger’s system on non-Kahler
manifold is given by Cardoso, Curio, Dall’Agata and Lust in [7]. By calculating the cur-
vature, they have given the reducible solution on the Iwasawa manifold which is some 72
bundle over complex torus.

On the other hand, when K. Becker, M. Becker , K. Dasgupta etc. finished their two
papers on compactification of heterotic theory on non-Kahler complex manifolds [B, @,
M. Becker and K. Dasgupta in their review paper [5] think that the question of finding
stable vector bundle for their manifolds (i.e., some 7 bundles over K3 surfaces) is a very
important one especially because we are no longer allowed to embed the spin connection (i.e.,
the connection with torsion v/—1(0—9)w) into the gauge connection (hermitian connection).
They think that Strominger’s equations (3] and (L) look very restrictive and one might
wonder if there exists any solution at all to the equations.

In this paper, we will construct this solution on some torus bundles over K3 surface or
complex torus provided by Goldstein and Prokushkin [9]. Let (S,ws,s) be a K3 surface
or complex torus with kahler form wg and a non-vanishing holomorphic (2,0) form Qg. Let
wi and wy are anti-self-dual (1,1) forms such that £ and %2 represent integral cohomol-
ogy classes. Using these two forms, Goldstein and Prokushkin constructed the non-Kahler
manifold X such that 7 : X — S is a holomorphic T? fibration over S with hermitian form
wo = Trws + @9 A @ and holomorphic 3 form Q = Qg A 6 (The definition of § see [J] or
section 3). Now we construct the superstring as follows.

Let L, and Lo be holomorphic line bundle over S such that their curvatures are v/—Lw:
and /—1lws respectively. Corresponding to these curvature, there exist hermitian metrics
hi and he on Ly and Ly. Let E = L1 & Ly & TS and let Hy = (h1,h2,ws). Then
Fy, = diag(v/—1w1, vV—1wa, R,). Let u be any smooth function on S and let

(1.6) wy = T (e%ws) + —”2_19 AG.

Then (V = 7*E, 7* Fp,, X, w,,) satisfies the Strominger’s equation ([IIl),(CA) and (). So
we should only need to consider the equation [[3). Because w; and we are harmonic, locally
write w; and wsy as

wi = 06 = 0(&1dzy + Eadzo)
and

wy = 0C = 0(Crdzy + Codzy),
where (21, 22) is the local coordinate on S. Let

A_<§1+\/—_1C1 )
L+vV-16 )
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Using matrix A we can calculate the curvature R, of metric w, and R, A R,. Let g = (g;7)

if wg = @gijdzi A dz;. We can prove

Theorem 2. (V = 7n*E, 7% Fy,, X,w,) is the solution of Strominger’s system if and only if
the function u of S satisﬁes the equation

(1.7) Ae 2? +00(e “tr(DA NDA* - g™ 1)) + A0u A Au = 0.
In particular, when we = nwi,n € Z, (V,7*Fu,, X,w,) is the solution to Strominger’s
system if and only if smooth function u on S satisfies the equation:
(1+n?) -|— n?) det(u;3)
1.8 A ) -8——< =0.
(1.8 (e B 2, ) s

Actually we can prove that
tr(0A A OA* - 71)
is a globally well-defined (1,1)-form on S. In particular, when wy = nwi, n € Z,

2
(AN DA - g5y = YT

w12 ws-

u;7, then we can rewrite the

Let f = 1+n H w1 H2 If we let 923 = (eu _ fe_u)gij — du
equation (ﬂ:ﬂ) as

det g'- ) ,

dotgs = (@ oI A H S [ Vul et Af =207 T u- v )

i

We solve equation () by the continuity method [23]. We will prove

Theorem 3. There is an unique solution of equation (I71) under the elliptic condition
elwg +v/—1le “tr(0ANIA* - gg') —2¢/=100u > 0 and the normalization JseTr =A<<,
If wy = nwy, then

2
B

A < min {1, o (max{(ﬁ, (2C1)%, (1 + sup f), 16(max R, + 1)}) "}

where C1 depends only on S (it can be written by P. Li’s notation in [16]) and constant B
18
= H ( ) >0

Actually we can get the estimate infu > —InCy — % InA. Soif A < C;%, then inf u > 0.
This is important in our estimate.

Fix the solution u of equation (7). Then according to theorem 2, we get the reducible so-
lution (V, Fr+ g, X, wy). It can be extended to a family of irreducible solution by perturbing
around it. So we follow Li-Yau’s method [I5] and get the following

Theorem 4. Let (E, Hy, S,ws) be as before. Fix its holomorphic structure D{j. Then there
is a smooth deformation DY of (E, D) so that there are Hermitian-Yang-Mills metric Hy
n (E, Ds) and smooth function ¢s on S such that

=1
<V =B, m* D! n* H,, n* (e* T wg) + T@ A 9)

are the irreducible solutions to strominger’s system on X and so that lims_0 ¢s = 0 and
lims_,g Hy is a regular reducible hermitian Yang-Mills connection on E = L1 & Lo ®TS.
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The organization of the paper is as follows: sect. 2 is a review of some results of paper
[@). In sect. 3 we calculate trRA R. Then we can construct the reducible solution (Theorem
2) in sect. 4 and get irreducible solution (theorem 4) in sect. 5. From sect. 6, we solve the
equation (L) (Theorem 3) by continuity method. At first, we prove the openness in sect. 6.
We do the estimates up to third order from sect. 7 to sect. 10. In order to write everything
down clearly and easily, we do estimates only to equation (CH). Then we summarize the
estimates in sect. 11 to get the closeness for equation ([LF)). Finally, in sect. 12, we explain
why we can easily generalize our estimates for equation ([CH) to estimates for equation (7).

Acknowledgement. J.X. Fu would like to thank Professor Jun Li for interesting discus-
sions and helps. The Proposition 15 is due to Jun Li. J.X. Fu is supported by NSFC grant
10471026. S.T. Yau is supported partially by NSF grants DMS-0306600 and DMS-0074329.

2. GEOMETRIC MODULES

In this section, we take Goldestein and Prokushkin’s geometric model for complex non-
Kahler manifolds with SU(3) structure [9]. We organize their some results as the following;:

Theorem 5. [9] Let (S,ws,Qs) be a Calabi-Yau 2-fold with a non-vanishing holomorphic
(2,0)—form Qg. Let w1 and we be closed 2-forms on S satisfying the following conditions:

(1). w1 and wy are anti-self dual (1,1)-forms, w1 = —w1, *we = —wa, which are equivalent
to
(2.1) wi Awg =0, wsAwg=0.

(2). 5% and 52 represent integral cohomology classes.

Then there is a hermitian 3-fold X such that m: X — S is a holomorphic T?-fibration over
S such that following holds:

1. For any 1-forms a and 8 defined on some open subset of S and satisfying doo = w1 and
df = wy there are local coordinates x andy on X such that dx +idy is a holomorphic form
on T?-fibers and the metric on X has the following form.:

(2.2) go = g + (dr + 7*a)? + (dy + 7* )2

where g is the Calabi- Yau metric on S corresponding to Kahler form wg.
2. X admits a nowhere vanishing holomorphic (3,0)-form with unit length:

Q= ((dr+7*a) +i(dy + 7*B)) A" Qg

3. If either wy or wa represent a mon-trivial cohomological class then X admits no Kahler
metric.
4. But X is a balanced manifold [I1). Actually hermitian form

(2.3) wo = mwg + (dz + 7 a) A (dy + 7% 5);

corresponding to the metric (Z3) is balanced, i.e., dw} = 0;
5. Furthermore, for any smooth function uw on S, the hermitian metric

wy =7 (e"wg) + (dx + 7% a) A (dy + 7 53)
is also balanced.

Goldestein and Prokushkin also have studied the cohomology of this non-Kéhler manifold
X:
hPO(X) = hO(S),
ROH(X) = h™Y(S) + 1;
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In particular
RN (X) = hMO(X) + 1.

Moreover,
bi(X) = b1(S)+1, when wy = nwy,
hi(X) = bi(9), when ws # nws;
bao(X) = b2(S)—1, when wy = nwy,
bao(X) = b2(S)—2, when wy # nw;
and

3. THE CALCULATION OF TRRA R

In order to calculate the curvature R and tr RA R, we should express the Hermitian metric
[E2) under some basis of holomorphic (1,0) vector fields. So at first we should write down
the complex structure on X. Let {U,z; = z; + \/—_1yj,j = 1,2} be a local coordinate in
S. The horizontal lifts of vector fields a%j and a%j which are in the kernel of dx + 7"« and

dy + 73 are
0 0 0 0 0 .
%= -(ag) w0 (o) oy T i-1e

0 0 0 0\ 0 .
g (o) o0 (o) i

Then the complex structure I on X is defined as

IX; =Y, IY;=-X; forj=1,2,
=0 0 =0 0
= = =, jZ=-=
oz oy’ Oy Ox

Let
Ui = X;—V—1IX;=X; —/-1Y],
) 70 _ 0 =0
dy

Uy = — -1l =
0 Ox Jxr Oz

Then {U;, Uy} is the basis of the (1,0) vector fields on X. Under this basis, the metric (22

takes the following hermitian matrix:

(3.1) ( (963) (1) )

because U; and Us are in the kernel of dz 4+ 7*« and dy + 7n*3. Let
(3.2) 0 =dx+V—-1dy + 7" (e +V—15)

It’s easily checked that {7*dZ;, 0} annihilates the {U;, Uy} and is the basis of (0,1) forms on

X. So {n*dz;,0} are (1,0) forms on X. Certainly 7*dz; are holomorphic (1,0) forms and 6

is not. So we should construct another holomorphic (1,0) form on X. Because w; and wo

are harmonic forms on S, dw; = dws = 0. Locally we can find (1,0) forms & = &;dz; + €2d2o
6



and ¢ = (1dz1 + (2dz2 on S, where & and (; are smooth complex functions on some open
set of S, such that w; = ¢ and wy = I¢. Let

b = 0—7"({+V-1()
= (e + vV dy) + 7 (@ VIIB) — €+ VIC)
We claim that 6 is the holomorphic (1,0) form. By our construction, 6y is the (1,0) form.
So we should only explain that 6y is holomorphic. Because 6 is a (1,0)-form on X, then 96
is a (2,0)-form. But df = d(dx + /—1dy + 7* (o + vV—1p)) = 7" (w1 + vV—1ws) is a (1,1)
form on X. So
(3.3) 00 =0 and 00 = df = 7* (w1 + iws).
Thus we have
00y = 00— on*(&+vV—10)
= 7w+ V—1wy) — 7 (w1 + vV—1wy) =0

So 6y is the holomorphic (1,0) form and {7*dz;,6p} is the basis of holomorphic (1,0) forms
on X. Therefore we can construct the basis of holomorphic vector fields, which is dual to
the basis of {n*dz;,00}. Let

gﬁjzgj—l—\/—lcj‘ fOI‘ j:1,2
and 5

Uj=U;j+¢;Uy for j=1,2
Then it’s easily checked that {U;,Up} is dual to {m*dz;,8} because U; is in the kernel of

6. So it’s the basis of holomorphic (1,0) vector fields. Under this basis, the metric go takes
the following hermitian matrix:

it e gz + 0@ ¢ .
L TA-A A
(3.4) Hx = | go1+@2®1 gt |2 @2 | = ( g e 1 )
[ ©q 1

where g is the Calabi-Yau metric on S and A = (¢1, 2)".

According to Strominger’s explain in ref [I8], when the manifold is not Kahler, we should
take the curvature of Hermitian connection on the holomorphic tangent bundle 7°X. Us-
ing the metric B4, we can easily calculate the connection and curvature. By directly
calculation, we get the curvature

R=0(0Hx - Hy') = ( M B >

R21 R2§
where
Rii = Rg+0AA(0A*-g 1)+ A-0(0A"-g7h)
Riz = —RsA+(dg-g " )NOA—-JAN(9A" - g~ )A
—AD(DA™ - g A+ AQA" - g7") NTA+D9A
Ry = 0(0A*-g7h
Ry = —0(0A"-g A+ (94" -g ") A DA

and Ry is the curvature of Calabi-Yau metric g on S. It is easily checked that tr(OAN(OA* -
g H+A-90A* - g71) —9(0A* - g )A+ (0A* - g7) ANOA = 0. So trR = 7*trRs.

Proposition 6. [[0] The Ricci forms of the hermitian connections on X and S have the
relation trR = n*trRg.



Remark 7. In the above calculation, we don’t use the condition that the metric g on S is
Calabi- Yau.

Next we should calculate the trR A R.

Proposition 8.
(3.5) trRA R = 7" (trRg A Rg + 2tr00(DA A DA™ - g 1)).

Proof. We take the following trick. Fix the point p € S and pick A such that A(p) =0, e.g.,
we can take the gauge transformation to get this point. So when we calculate the trR A R
at the point p, all terms containing the factor A will vanish. Thus

trRAR
= trRg A Rg+2trRg ANOA A (DA* - g7 1)
+2trdg - g L ATA A DDA - g7 1) + 2190A N D(OA™ - g L)
HrIA A (DA™ - g Y NTA A (DA - g7Y))
+((0A* - g Y ANDAN (0A* - g~ 1)) NDA
= trRg A Rg + 2trRg AGA A (DA* - g™1)
+2trdg - g P NOAND(OA* - g=1) + 2t1D0A N D(OA* - g~ 1)

We finish the proof of this proposition by proof of the following two claims.
Claim 1.

trOd(0ANOA* -g7!) = trRs ADAA (DA* - g7 1)
+trdg - g P NOAND(DA* - g7t
+tr00A N O(OA* - g7 1)
Proof.
tro0(0A N OA* - g7 1)
= —tro(0A A 5(8/1* ’1))
= trd0ANI(OA" - g~ ') +trdA N DO(OA* - g~ 1)
= tr00ANJ(OA* - g~ 1) + trdA A D(OA* A ag—l)
= trd0ANO(OA* - g~') —trOA AN DDA YAdg-g7h)
= trd0AND(OA* - g~ ') —trOA A 8(8A* Hrog-g!
)
(

\./\./\./\./

+trdA A (0A* - g YA O(Dg - gt
= tr00ANO(OA* - g7) —trOAND(OA* - g YN Dg- g~ "
+trdA A (OA* - g7 ') A Rs
= tr(00AND(DA* - g 1)) +tr(Rs NOANOA* - g™ 1)
+tr(dg-g P NOAND(DA* - g™ 1)

Claim 2. tr(0A A 9A* - g=1) is the well-defined (1,1)-form on S.

Proof. We take local coordinates (U, z;) and (W, w;) on S such that UNW # (). Let Jacobi
matrix J = (‘9““) We can let

(w1 + V—1wq) |u= (galdzl + padzy) = 01 A dzy + 0pa A dzs
8



(w1 =+ v —1&)2) |W: 3(’71([’(01 + ")/QdUJQ) = 5")/1 A dwi + 5")/2 A dwa
Then on UNW,

(on an)n(ge ) = (8o e )n( g2 )
So
(3. (Dp1 Bon )= (Gm )
On the other hand, we have
3.7) 9(2) = J'g(w)J

where g(z) = (g;5(2)) and g(w) = (g;5(w)) denote the metrics on U and W respectively.
Then on U NW, from BH),B), we calculate

tr( g:;; )/\( o1 07 )-gil(w)

w( 2 )a(F 7)o
(

= trJ'(JH)! <
rJ' - () -
= tr Op1 /\( 0p1  Ops ) g (2)
8(/72
which proves that tr(9A A 9A* - g=1) is the well-defined (1,1) form on S. |

O

Although trdA A OA* - g~ is the well-defined (1,1) form on S, we can not express it by
w1 and we. But in the particular case, we can do it.

Proposition 9. When wo = nwi, n € Z,

_ V-1
(3.8) OANOA™ - g~ = = (1+0%) | wr |3, ws

where wg is the given Calabi- Yau metric on S.

Proof. We recall that locally, we have
wi = 0, &=&da + Eada,
wo = 8(, C = Cldzl —|— CQdZQ,
i = &§+v-Ig, for j=1,2
A= (2P), 4 =(@ @ ).
< 0o >, ( Y1 P2 )
When wy = nwi,we take ¢ = né. Then 9¢; = ndE;. So
a 5(/71 551 >
0A=| 5 =(1 V-1 5
< 02 ) ( tn )< &2
and

0A" = ((0p1 g2 ) =(1—nV=1)( 0& 0& )

9



Using above equalities, locally we calculate
troA A OA* - g1

ety (G ) A( 06 06 ) g

351 - L
(3.9) 1+ n? L dz; ( B D€ ) 923 —0912
= t A gy 9824, ).
det q ! 6% d 0% dZ] 0z, dZ] —goi 91
Lanz [ % _ -
= d—;n tr gfé A ( % % ) : ( _922, g}2 )dzi A dz;
9 0z; ’ 7 g21 911

In order to get the global formula, we need some formulas about w;. Because w; is real, we
have

06 0¢ .
(3.10) 5 on for 4,5 =1,2

From w1 is anti-self-dual, i.e., w1 A wg = 0, locally we have

0& 0 0 0
(3.11) 11(; + 22({;:1 9128—2 - 9218—2 =0
Because

2

(312) W1 Awp = —w1 A *xwp = —wW1 ¥ Wy = — || w1 ||2 %7
locally we also have

1 061 062 061 06 1 5

1 - (ISR Tsz HRIEe2 ) 2

(3 3) det(g) (851 07 07z 071 8 ” w1 ”

Now using above (BI0), BII) and [BI3), we can calculate the component of dz; A dz; in
E3):

1+ n? ( ¢, 0&1 d&1 06 d&s 0&1 0% 352)

det(g) \720z, 0z 985,02 29z 0z 99z 07,
14 n?

- det(g)

QQ
»—n

97, 075 | 9126z, 07, o7 1153, 07,

( 9606 0606 (%) a@@&)
Lk (06 (06, 06 (06N 06506
Tdet(g) \ 971 \ PPz, TI29z ) T 92\ bz, 19z, 0z,

(a

(3.14)
Lt (06 (O 06 (06N 0604
det(g) \ 9z \"" 0z, T %0z ) T 92\ o5 19z, 0z,
1+n? 08 08 0§ 06
- det( )gll 62’1 (922 071 072
1+n?
=—— e [* 911

10



As the same reason, the components of dza A dz1, dz; A dzo and dza A dze in B) are

# | wi [I? 913, # | wi ||? go1 and 1+8"2 | wi [|? go respectively. So we obtain
a * —1
DA N DA - g3
1+n? 9 _ _ _ _
= 3 | wi ||* (911dZ1 Adzy + g13dZ2 A dz1 + go1dZy A dza + gosdZa N dzz)
v—1

= Yo e Pws.

4. CONSTRUCTING THE REDUCIBLE SOLUTION TO STROMINGER’S SYSTEM

We take the 3-dimensional hermitian manifolds (X, wo, I ) as described in section 2. Let
wg is the Calabi-Yau metric on S. From (23)) and B2), the Kahler form wy is

=

wo = T wg + 7_19 AG.
Using B3) and the facts that || © ||=1 and w; and wy are anti-self-dual, we have
d(| @ |y w§)
= dw} = d(7*wE + V—-11*ws NI A D)
(4.1) =V/—1r*wg AdONO — /=11 wg A O A dB
= V=17*ws A (w1 + V=1ws) A O — V=17*ws A (w1 — V—1ws) A O
=0

According to Lemma 1, (wo,{2) is the solution of equation (). Let u be the smooth
function on S and take

) _
(4.2) wy = 7" (e"wg) + . ONO
Then X
o _wy 1
loz,=% -
and
| Qo w2 = e “(e*wi+V—1e"ws AOAD)

= wi+(e" —1)wi

From ), we obtain
A()| Q o, w2) = dw? +d(e" — 1) Aw? =0
and we have proven the following

Lemma 10. [9] The metric {£-4) defined over X satisfies the equation [I3) and so satisfies
the equation (I4).
wi w2

Now we construct the solutions to Strominger’s system. Because 5*,52 € H LIS R) N
H?(S,7), there are holomorphic line bundles L; and Ly over S such that their curvatures
of hermitian connections are /—1lw; and +/—1lws respectively. Corresponding to these cur-

vatures, there exist hermitian metrics hy and he on L; and Lo because S is Kahler. Let

(4.3) E=LiaLaT'S
11



and let
Hy = (h1, ha,ws).

The curvature Fi, of E is

kY4 —1w1
(44) FHO = vV —1CU2
Rs

where Rg is the curvature of 7'S corresponding to the hermitian metric wg. Let V = n*E,
and let Fg = 7" Fpg,. We try to make (V, Fjz , X,w,) to be the solution to Strominger’s
system.

Lemma 11. For any smooth function u on S, (V, Fg, X, wy) satisfies the equations L),

) and [TD).

Proof. By lemma 10, equation () is satisfied. Because wy, we and Rg are (1,1) forms on
S, Fg, is the (1,1) form on X. So F2° = F2-* = 0. We also have
0 0

Fg, Aw? = 7*(Fy, Ae'ws) A (1 (e"ws) + V—10 A 0) =0
by facts w1 Awg =ws Awg =0 and Rg Awg = 0. O

So we only need to consider the equation ([3). We take the factor o/ = 3°, then
(v, Fg.. X, w,,) should satisfy the equation

= 1
(4.5) V—=100w,, = §(trFHO ANFg, —trR, A Ry)
here R, denotes the curvature of Hermitian connection on T'X corresponding to the her-
mitian metric w,. Now we calculate each term in equation (EX). The Laplace operator A
on S is define by A = 0* 09 associate the Calabi-Yau metric wg. So for any smooth function
1 on S,
_ w2
(4.6) V=100 Aws = N - 2—'5
— 2 2
Claim 3. /=100w, = Ae® - 52 + (|| wi || + || w2 [|2)%E
Proof. Using (B3)), @8) and [BI2), we get
_ _ N
V—-100w, = +-100(e"ws + TG AB)

— /1006 Aws — %59 A 00

w? 1
= Ne*- 2—*'9 — 5(&)1 + \/—1&)2) AN (w1 — \/—1602)
2
1
= Ae“-ﬁ——(wl/\wl—kwg/\wz)
2! 2
2 2
_ o wy 1 2 2\ Ws
= Qe 'j*’g(”wlﬂ + || wa || )g

2
Clam 4. trFy, A Fry = (|| w1 |2 + | we [|?)57 + trRs A Rg

3We can take o/ = 1, only if we take the metric 2wy,.
12



Proof. From (4], we have
tI’FHO/\FHO = —wiAwis —wasAws +trRs A Rg

(e I+ 12 1) + teRs 1 R

O
Claim 5. trR, AR, = m*trRg A Rg + 27 (00u A 00u) + 21*(80 (e “tr(DANDA* - gs)) Aw).
Proof. Actually in the proof of the Proposition 8 we don’t use the condition that wg is
Kahler. So if we replace metric g by e*g, we can still get:
an trR, A R, =7 (trR% A RY + 2tri95(5A /\78A* (e"9)™H)
=m*(trRE A RY +200(e”"“tr(0A A OA* - g71)))

here RY denotes the curvature of hermitian connection of 7”5 corresponding to the hermitian
metric e*g. So

Ry = 0((e"g)-(e"g)™")
IOu-I1+0g-g")
= 00u-1+ Rs

and
trRY% A RY% =trRg A Rg + 200u A 00u + 200u A trRg

(4.8) _ _
=trRg A Rg + 200u A 00u

here we use the fact that trRg = 0 because the hermitian metric g is the Calabi-Yau metric
on S. Inserting LX) into ([T), we have proven the claim. O

From Claim 3, Claim 4, and Claim 5, we can rewrite the equation [H) as

2
(4.9) Aet - % + 0d(e  tr(DA N DA™ - g~1)) + 8Bu A dBu = 0

Now we can prove

Theorem 12. (V, Fr+p,, X,w,) is the solution of Strominger’s system if and only if the
function v of S satisfies the equation {-9). In particular, when we = nwi, n € Z,
(V, Frv gy, X,wy) is the solution to Strominger’s system if and only if smooth function u
on S satisfies the equation:

2 2
(4.10) A (e“ + % | wi ]2, e‘“) % +00u A Odu =0
or
w, (14n?) 2 —u det(uiz) _
(4.11) A (e + | willos e - Sdet(gij) =0

Proof. We only need to prove the second part of theorem. When ws = nwy, from Proposition
9 and (), we have

d0(e “tr(ANDA* - g1)) = —V4_1(1+n2)85(e*“ [ wi %) Aws
14 n? —u
= WD A e 1)

2
Ys
2!

13



So the equation [EIO) follows from equation [EX). Equation {II) is derived from
QOuNdOu = 2det(u;;)dz1 Adzy Adze Adza
det(u;7) w¥

5. IRREDUCIBLE SOLUTION

We have constructed the following reducible solution: (V,n*Hp, X, w,,) if u € C*(S,R)
is the solution of the equation

(5.1) V=100e" Aws + 00(e “tr(DANDA* - g~ 1)) 4+ ddu A dOu = 0
satisfying elliptic condition
(5.2) e"wg + v/ —1le "tr(dANOA* - g71) — 2¢/~100u > 0

and normalization

/67“ = A.
S

From the next section to the end of the paper, we will prove that the equation (EJ]) has a
unique solution if A << 1. So in this section, we assume that u is the solution of equation
(EI). We will obtain the irreducible solution by perturbing around the reducible solution
(V,7* Ho, X,w,). We follow the Li-Yau’s method [T5].

Let D” be a family of holomorphic structures on E over S, H be a hermitian metric on
E over S and w be a hermitian metric on S. We want to look for conditions on DY, H and
and function ¢ such that under these conditions (V,7* DY, 7* H, X, wy+¢) is the solution to
Strominger’s solution, where

/I

—1 _
wu+¢ = W*(6u+¢W) =+ TG A 9

Fix the metric Hy as the reference metric on F over S. Then for any hermitian metric
H on E, we can define a smooth endomorphism h on E by

<s, t>pg=<s-h,t>g, .

Under this isomorphism, we define H(E); be the space of all hermitian metric on E whose
corresponding endomorphism has determinant one. Let C(ws) = {e®ws} be the space
of all hermitian metrics on S which are conformal to wg. Let End’ E be the vector
bundle of traceless hermitian anti-symmetric endomorphisms of (E, Hp). Let Ho(S) =

{ °§—,2 | fS ‘;—,2 = 0}. We define the operator

L=L; ®Ly:Hi(E) x Cws) = Q(End’ E) ® Ho(S)

by
(5.3) L1(h, e¢w5) = e‘bh_%th% A wg

La(h, e®ws) =v—100(e* ?wg) + 9d(e = *tr(0A A DA™ - g;sl))
(5.4)

+00(u + ¢) A AO(u + ¢) — %(tth A Fy, —trFy, A F,)
14



Because Fy, = F, + DY (Dyh-h™') and Fg, A ws = 0, then
e?h V2 E Y2 N ws = e? DY(Dyh - hY) Awg
and from the notation of paper [20], we get
tr(e?h Y2 F,hY2 Awg) = e? DY (Djtrlogh) Awg = 0
because det h = 1. So the image of Ly lies in Q4 (End® E). As to Lg, according to §9-lemma
on K3 surface, the image of Lg lies in R(dd,). Because for any v/—190a € R(v/—100), we
— 2
can write /—1900a = 1/1“;—!5 for some function v such that fS “2’—,2 = 0. So the image of Lo
lies in Ho(S). Therefore the operator L is well-defined.
Proposition 13. If (h,e®ws) € kerL, then (V,7*D{,m*h,wy+e) is the solution of Stro-
minger’s system.
Proof. According to paper [15], (V,7*Dg, m*h, X, wy+t¢) is the solution to Strominger’s sys-
tem if and only if (7*h,wy1e) lies in the kernel of the operator:
L=Li®L®Ls: H(V)1 x H(X) — Q%(End’ V) @ R(dd.) ® R(d},)
defined by

Ly(h,&) = h 2TF;h3 NG

~ - ~ 1

La(h,0) = +—190w — i(trFﬁ/\Fﬁ—trR@/\R@)
L3(h,@) = #ud(] Q&%)

We want to reduce above operator L to vector bundle E over S. When (h, &) = (7*h, wuts),
Ly (" hwautg) = 7 (h72Fh2) A (Wuss)?
= 7 (h 2 Fyh? A (e"MPwg)) A (T (" Pws) + V=16 A )
= 7" - 7*Ly(h,e®ws) A (7% (e“TPws) + V=10 A 6),
then (h,e%ws) € ker Ly if and only if (7*h, wy¢) € ker L.

Next we consider L. When (h,&) = (7*h,wy4), by Proposition 8 and as explained in
section 4, we have

trRu,,, A Ruy,y = T (1R et o) g A Rotwirarg +200(e ™ ?tr(0A A OA* - g, 1))

Meanwhile we have

Wut¢

Re(u+¢)ws = 58(“‘ + (b) I+ Rws
and thus

trReutd) s A Returorys = 200(u+ ¢) AOI(u+ ¢) + trRug A Ry
because trR,,, = 0. Then we see that
trR AR, = m{200(u+ ¢)N0O(u+ ¢)+ tr(Rus A Ryy)
+200(e " %tr(0A N OA* - g 1))}
Using above equality, we can obtain

Lo(m*h,wt) = 7 {V=100(e"“*Pwg) + (e " *tr(DA N DA™ - )

Wy

+00(u + ¢) A 9B(u+ ) — %(tth A By — trFuy A Fu)}

= 7 (La(h,ews))
15



So Ly (n*h, e¥w) = 0 if and only if Ly (h,w) = 0.
As to Lg, by Lemma 10, we always have Lg(7*h, wutg) = *0d(|| Q [lw,,, wi,gs) =0. O
Certainly, the statement that (V, 7* Dy, 7* Hp, w,,) is the solution is equivalent to say that
(I,ws) € ker L. Now we follow Li and Yau’s paper [TH]. Let R*?2 = {T = (T1,T) € R? |
T; > 0}; let I, I and I3 be the identity endomorphisms of L, La and T'S respectively.
Then the assignment
T=(T,Ty) € R —s hp = TV I, & Tol & Ty 2Ty Y214

associated each T' € R*?2 to a hermitian endomorphism of E. Obviously, the hermitian
curvature Fj, = Fp,. Therefore we still have (hp,ws) € ker L.

Pick an integer k and a large p and endow the domain and the target of L & Lo the
Banach space structures as indicated:

Hi(E)pp x C(ws)py = Qr(End°E)py & Ho(S)rr_,

L1 & Ly becomes a smooth operator and its linearized operator dL; & dL2 at a solution
(hr,ws) becomes a linear map

O (Her’E)p @ {¢ws}rp — Qa(End’E)py @ Ho(S)p_

2

Here we used Her’E to denote the R-sub-vector bundle of EndE consisting of traceless
pointwise <, >-hermitian symmetric endormorphisms of £ and the canonical isomorphisms
ThrHi(E)pr = Q( HerOE)Li. Clearly we also have T.,;C(ws)rr = {¢ws}pr.

To study the kernel and the cokernel of 6Ly & éLa at a trivial solution (hr,ws) we will
first look at the linear map

F(8h) = Dy Dy, (6h) Aws : Q°(Her’E) 1 — Qg (End’E)
Here according to our convention, Dy, = D, @ Dy is the hermitian connection of

(E,D},hr) for a T = (T1,T2) € R™2. Since (E,D}) = L1 & Ly & T'S and deg L; = 0,
the above is a linear elliptic operator of index 0 whose kernel is

Vo={M,-I1 ® My - I & —(My/2+ M>/2)I3}
and whose cokernel is
(5.5) Vi =wg- Vo C Q(End°E)pp .
We let P be the obvious projection
P: O (End’E)ry  — Qg(End"E)r  /VA.

Proposition 14. Let (S,ws), Qs, Hy and T = (T1,T2) € R*2 be as before. Then the linear
operator

P o 0Ly (hr,ws) ® 0La(hr,ws) :

O°(Her"E)r ® {¢ws}ry — Q(End® E)pp Vi@ Ho(S)pp

s surjective.

Proof. Because F},, = Fp, and dw = ¢wg for some smooth function ¢,
hy ™ Fhyh2 A dw = 0.

Then

0Ly (hr,ws)(6h, 0w) = DgD;IT(Sh Nwg
16



So
P o 6Ly (hr,ws) : Q°(HerE) pp @ {gws}pr = Qa(End"E)p /Wi

is surjective and
(5.6) ker P o 0Ly (hr,ws) = Vo @ {¢ws}
On the other hand, when dw = ¢wg,
6La(hr,ws)(6h, pws) = —100(e"¢ws) — dd(e “Pptr(A N OA* - g5 "))
+200u A 00¢ — trd Fy, .. (6h) A Fr,

Because trd F, (6h) AFpy € Ho(S), we only need to prove that Lz (hr,ws) : 0&{dws}rr —
Ho(S) Lr_, is surjective because we have (EH). So we should solve the following equation:

2
(5.7) V=100(e" dws) — 00(e " ¢tr(DA N DA™ - g5 ")) + 200u A D9 = w%
for any ¢ € L} _, such that [+ = 0. If we define the linear operator L from L} to L _, by

L(¢) = V—100(e"pws) — 80(e " ¢tr(DA N DA* - gg')) + 200u A DI

then L is the linearization of equation (2) and we will prove ker L* = R and dimker L = 1
in section 6. So Ho(S) L ker L*. From the elliptic condition, the operator L is elliptic. So
the equation (BX) has solution ¢ € L% for any ¢ € L¥ , such that f 1) = 0. Thus we have
proven that P o dL; @ §Ls is surjective and it’s kernel is to V & ker L. O

Now we deform the holomorphic structure D{. The following proposition is due to Jun
Li.
Proposition 15. There is a family DY of deformations of holomorphic structures of E

so that its k-th order for k < m Kodaira-Spencer class k all vanish while its m-th order
Kodaira-Spencer class has non-vanishing summands in H'(LY ® T'S) and HY(TSY ® L;).

Proof. (Given by Jun Li) Because deg L; = 0 and T'S is slope stable with respect to the
Hodge class wg, LY ® T'S has no global sections. Using the Serre duality, H?(L; ® T'S) =0
as well. Thus to compute H' (LY @ T'S), we use Riemann-Roch for K3 surfaces

1
xX(Ly @ TS) = 5cl(Liv ®@TS)? +2x(0s) — ca( LY @ TS)

Because C1 (L;/ X TS) = —201 (Ll) and C2 (L;/ & TS) = CQ(TS) +c1 (Lz)2 =20+ C1 (Li)z, we
have
RN LY ® TS) =16 — ¢1(L;)* > 16.
Here the last inequality follows from ¢1(L;) - ws = 0 and the Hodge index theorem.
For the same reason, we have

RN TSV ® L;) > 16.
Now consider the vector bundle
E=L1®LdTS.
The extension group Ext!(E, E) has summands
(5.8) Ext'(L;,TS) and Ext'(TS,L;),

which are HY(LY ® T'S) and H*(T'SV ® L;), respectively; hence are positive dimension.
Thus we can find a direction 7 € Ext'(F, E) that has non-trivial components in the desired

factors (B.J).

17



It remains to show that n can be realized as the tangent of an actual deformation. But
this may not be true since the obstruction to deformation of E is the traceless part of
Ext?(E, E), which is isomorphic two copies of H*(Og) = C. What is true is that there is a
family of deformations of holomorphic structures of E, denoted by 0, so that

d*
@85 |S:0: 0, k<m
and
am -
—0s |s=0# 0
Jom Us ls=07
has non-trivial exponents in (3. O

Actually, we can define the Kuranish map K : U — Ext? (E, E), where U is some open
neighborhood of origin in Ext'(FE, E). K is the holomorphic map and the complex analytic
variety X = K~1(0) is the parametric space of all holomorphic structures on E near D.
Considering the dimensions of Ext*(E, E) and Ext?(E, E), we can choose an element

0 0 (i3
n= 0 0 Oy | eExt'(&,8)
C31 Csz Css

such that Cj3 # 0 and C3; # 0 for 1 < 4,5 < 2 and n belongs to the tangent cone of X" at
the point D{. So there is a curve D of degree m of smooth deformation of the holomorphic
structure D{. If we write

D! =DJ+ A, A, e Q" (End°E),

then A((Jk) =0 for k < m and A((Jm) = 1. We assume that C;; are D{-harmonic. Because
PicS is discrete, we can assume further that trAs = 0 for all s.

With the connection forms A, the metric Hy and Kahler form wg so chosen, we can now
define operators

Le1® Loz : Hi(E)pr x Clws)pr — Qa(End’ E)pp @ Ho(S) e

k—2

with Lg; defined as in (B3) and @) of which the curvature form Fj, is replaced by the
hermitian curvature of (E, D” h):
Fs,h = Ds,h o Ds,h-
From paper [15], we have
Fsp =Fs+ DJ(D.h-h)
and
Fy =TI+ (Df)/ +D6)(As - Az) - (As - Az) N (As - AZ‘)
Because trA; =0, deth =1 and Fy Awg =0,
trLg 1 (R, e¢w5) = (5¢’t1“ffl/2Fsyhhl/2 Awg =0
So Lgq still lies in Q%(EndOE)Lgiz. Let P be the projection from Q%(EndOE)Lgd &
Ho(S)rr_, to Q%(EndOE)Lzﬂ/Vl ©Ho(S)Lr_,. Because we have proven that the linearized
operator of PoLg 1 ®Lg 2 is surjective at (hg,,ws). Hence by the implicit theorem, for suf-

ficiently small s there are smooth solutions (hs 1, ws ) to PoLg 1 @ Lg 2 = 0 near (hr,,ws).
We can assume that the solutions (hsr,ws ) can be parameterized by

(S,T) (S [O,a) X Be(TO,l) X BE(T()Q)
18



where Ty = (To.1,T0,2). For simplicity, we denote by F 1 the curvature of the hermitian
vector bundle (E, DY, hsr). By our construction, it satisfies

Ls,l(Hs,T;ws,T) =0 mod Vl; Ls,2(Hs,T;ws,T) =0.

Hence to find solutions to Lg 1 @ Lg 2 = 0 it suffices to investigate the vanishing loci of the
functional ri(s, ) from B(Tp;) to the Lie algebra u(L;) defined by

(59) I‘i(S, T) = /X [LS,T(HS,T; wsyT)]i A wg

where []; is the projection from Qg (End’ E) to Q8 (u(L;)) and u(L;) is the bundle of <, >-
hermitian antisymmetric endomorphisms of L;.

We shall compute rz(-k) (0,T) for all T and for all k& < 2m. Because ws 1 € C(wg), we can
write ws 1 = ¢s,rwg for some positive functions ¢sr on S such that ¢or = 1. Then we
have

d* (k)
(5.10) Ik ls=0 ws,r = Py, rwWs-

On the other hand, since (hs 7, ws ) are solutions to Lg 1 @ Lg2 = 0 mod Vi, there is a
function ¢(s,T') taking values in V; with ¢(0,7) = 0 so that
(5.11) For Awsr = hy 2e(s, T)h2
We can write
C(Sv T) = dlag (Ml(sa T)a M2(Sv T)v _(Ml(sv T)/2 =+ M2(Sa T)/2)I3) TW
where M;(s,T) is the function only depending on s and T
At first, we compute rz(-k) (0,T) for any T and k < m — 1. When k < m — 1, Aék) =
Then
k
k ) _ _

(5.12) Fyp =Y CRDGDGh{y - (hgr) ).

1=0

Because Dyhr = 0, Fyr = D{[Dbhor - hy'] and

d

d_s |s:0 (hs %F/QF h1/2> _ h 1/2FO Thl/z
We also have Fyr Awg = 0. Combining these equalities with (G0,

#(0,T) = / T2 [Fo )i TH? /\ws+/T_1/2[F07T]iT1/2/\ws =0
S S

On the other hand, taking derivative of s at s = 0 to (EI1]) and couple ¢(0,7") = 0, we have
F()’T Nwg = h1/2 (O T)h 1/2

and then

[Fo,r)i Aws = [6(0,T)]; = M;(0, T)w?
From

/ MZ(O,T)(U%« = /[FO,T]i /\ws =0

s s

we get M;(0,T) = 0. So we get

¢(0,7)=0, and ForAws = (DfDohor) hyyAws =0
19



Thus . .
hO,T € Vy and DéhoyT =0.
In this way, we can prove that
(5.13) rP0.7)=0, <™ (0,T)=0, F} Aws=0 Djhiy =0 for any k<m —1.
When k = m, because of (I3)) and &I0), we obtain

dm - - m

Lo (YRR i) = YR Mo
and

Fyy) = (Df + Do) (Ag™ — A3"™) + D [DGhg’7) - ho i
Then we get

rgm)(O, T) = /S[FO(T;)]Z- Nwg =0
Because FékT) Awg =0, c®(0,T) =0 for k <m — 1, from 1), we get
Fy" Aws = hyl 2™ (0, T)hy/?
So using the same method of case k = 1, we still have
c™(0,T) = Féj;) ANws =0
When k < m, A((Jk) = 0 and we have proven Df)h((f% = 0. By direct computation, we see
Fyp ™ = (DY + DoA™ — A7)+ Df (% Js=0 (Dihar hS}T))
Then we still can get
v 0,7) =0, ™R 0,T)=0 K7™ Aws=0 for k<m.
At last we compute r®*") (0, T). Directly computing, we get
By = (DF + D) (AT — 43™) = O (A5 — A5 A (AT - A5
~Cg[AG" . d" Jds™ [s=0 (Dlhsr - b )]
+Dg (d*™ [ds*™ |s—o (Dihs,r - hip)
and 7

[AS™ d™ fds™ |s—o (Dihsir - hy2)] = [AS™ A5 horlhg 2] + [AS™, Dyh{™) - ho k]

Then from d?™/ds®™ |s—¢ (h;1T/2Fs,Thi{T2 ANwg) = h&1T/2Fé?Trn)hé(; Awg, we see

f0,1) = —C, /SKASJ") — 45 A (4G = A,
_Cm [[A(m) [A*(m) h ]hfl]]‘
2m s 0 > 0 » 110, T[T, lle
e, 1A, piniz - ha

The last term is zero because Dj *A((Jm) = 0 and Lemma 2.3 in paper [15]. Using

0 0 013 Tl 0 0
Aém) = 0 0 023 and HO,T = 0 T2 0
Cs1 Cs2 Csg 0 o T,V
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one computes
1A 146" ho g 1 = (1= Ty 22T, ) Chs A O + (1= T2T,%)C5, A Ca
and
—[(AF™ = A5y A (AT = AZT)]1 = Crs A Oy + C51 A Can
Therefore

r*™(0,T) = —Ci, / (T 32T 2005 A Cly + TPT/2C5 A Cs1) Aws
S

As the same reason, we have

™ (0,T) = —Cyt, /S (T Ty 2 Cog N Cgy + TPT52Cy A Ci) A wis

Let Big = \/—1 fS Ol'g A 0;3 N wg and Bgi = —\/—1fs ng A Ogi N wg for i = 1,2 By our
assumption, we have B;3 > 0 and Bs; > 0. Then

20, T) = V=10 {BisTy T, Y2 — By T2/*1y/%}
(0, T) = =105 {BasTy /2Ty %% — By, T/ *T3/%}

Clearly, r(2m)(0, To) =0 if

%

313)3/8 (323)—1/8 (Blg)—us (323)3/8
5.14 Ty = (Tor, Tog) = | [ 222 223 (2 223
(5.14) b = (Tor, Too) <(B31 B3 B3y B3

Then we define the map G : B(Tp) — S*(1) by

or

Bi3Ty ' — B T2TS, BosTy ' — Bao T T3
(5.15) G(1:, 1)) = o~ B Ity - Belid)
| (BisTy~ — Ba1T{Ty, BasTy ~ — B3 11 T5) ||
Then it is easily proven that for € small enough (here € < 1), G is homotopic to

G (T) = (BlsT{i, stTQj) _ (B13Ty, BasTh)
| (BisTy ', BasTy ) || || (BisTa, BasTh) ||
Thus deg G = deg G; = —1. Then as discussion of the proof of theorem 4.3 in paper [T5],
we see that the map for small € enough,

(I‘l,I'Q)(S, ) : BE(To) — RQ, S € (O,a’)

attains value 0 € R? for all s € (0,a’) in B¢(Tp). So for sufficiently small s, there are solution
(hs,e®ws) to Ls = 0 near (hg,,ws). From our definition of Lg 1, we know that hs 7 is the
hermitian-yang-mills solution on (E, Dy). From the proposition 13 for Lg, we have gotten
the irreducible solution of stromingers system on non-Kahler manifold X. Actually we have
proven

Theorem 16. Let (E, Hy, S,ws) be as before. Fiz its holomorphic structure D{. Then
there is a smooth deformation DY of (E,D{) so that there are hermitia-yang-mills metric
H, on (E, Dy) and smooth function ¢s on S such that

V=1
(V =n*E,m* D! n*H, &y = 7 (e* TP wg) + TG A 9>
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are the irreducible solutions to strominger’s system on X and so that lims_0 ¢s = 0 and
lims_,g Hy is a regular reducible hermitian Yang-Mills connection on £ = L1 & Lo ®TS.
6. OPENNESS
We should solve the following equation
(6.1) V=100e" Aws + 00(e “tr(DAN DA - g~ 1)) 4+ ddu A dOu = 0

by the continuity method. More precisely we introduce a parameter ¢ € [0,1] into the
equation and consider the following equation with parameter

(6.2) V—100e" A ws +t00(e “tr(DA N DA™ - g~ 1)) + d0u A d0u = 0
We need the following
(6.3) Elliptic condition : e%wg + v/ —1te " “tr(0A A JA* - g~1) — 2¢/—190u > 0,

and

(6.4) Normalization : / e " =A, / 1=
s s
So we consider the solution in the following space
(6.5) B = {uc C"% |y satisfies the conditions ) and (4}

Let CF* = {yp € C* | [¢ = 0}. Let
T ={te[0,1]|for ¢ the equation (B2) admits a solution}

Now 0 € T with the solution u = —In A. In this section we prove
Lemma 17. T is open.

Proof. Let tg € T and u(to) is the solution of the equation ([@E2). Define the linear operator
L from C**t2o to CF:
(6.6) L(¢) = *us(V—190(e"0 §) A ws — todd(e o ptr(DA N DA* - g~1)) + 200uy, A D).
The principle part of operator L is
V—=100¢ A (e“*owg + v/ —1tge “otr(0A A OA* - g~ 1) — 2¢/=100uy,).

From elliptic condition (G3]), we get:
(6.7) wy = €e"owg + vV —Ttge “otr(0ANIA* - g71) — 2¢/=100uy, > 0
So L is the linear elliptic operator. Now Consider the operator G mapping u in B near uy,
to Cp®:

¥ (V—100e" A wg + td0(e “tr(DA N OA* - g=1)) 4+ 00u A O0u).
Then the differential dG of G at uy, evaluated at the derivation ¢ is L(¢)?. So dG = L |Tut0 B,

where Ty, B = {¢ € Ckt2o | [e~%o¢ = 0} is the tangent space of B at ug. Before proving
dG is invertible, we introduce the following elliptic operator P (ref. P.224-227 in [T4]).
Because w;, is real and positive, wj can be taken as the hermitian (not Kahler !) metric on
S. Let

(6.8) P =-1A, 00

det(u;7) _ _
Tty = x00u \ 0du.
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Then P is the elliptic operator on S. As the operator /A of Kahler metric, it satisfies

12
Yty

2!

for any smooth function ¥ on S. Furthermore, operator P and its adjoint operator P* have
the following properties:

(6.9) V=109¢ A wy, = P(3)

Lemma 18. (ref. [14]) 1. ker(P) = C;
2. dimker(P*) =1, and every function ¢ € ker(P* |ce(s,r)) has constant sign.
3. C(8,R) = (P | (s2)) © R

Certainly, when k is big enough, the operator P acting on C*® and P* acting on C*+2:
also have the above properties. Now from the definitions of operators L, L* and P, for any
Y € Ch (S R),

2
[rwes
2
- v 0%
= / ¥ - {V/=100(e"0 ) A wg — todD(e "0 ptr(DA N DA - g7 1)) + 200uy, A DI}
= /qs\/—_laaw A (e%owg 4+ v —Ttge “otr(GA A OA* - g7 1) — 2¢/=100uy,)

= \/—_1/¢65¢/\w;0

2
Yty

= [o-rw

_ c

- [Pt
Then from Lemma 18, ker L* = ker P = R and ker L = ker P* = {R¢g}, where ¢¢ is some
function has constant sign. It is clearly that ker LNT,, B = 0. So dG is injective. Because
L is linear elliptic, it is well known that the condition for L(¢) = v to have a weak solution
on S is that 1) L ker L*. The Schauder theory makes sure that ¢ € C**2 when ¢ € C*.

Now for any 9 € Cg’a, we have ¢ L ker L*. So there is a ¢ such that L(¢;) = ¢. Take
Je Mgy

co = T then ¢1 + codo € Ty, B and L(¢1 + codo) = 0. So dG is surjective. Hence
. 0

dG of G at uy, is invertible. Thus we can use the implicity function theorem to get the

openness of the set T. |

7. ZERO ORDER ESTIMATE

From this section to section 10, we do estimates up to third order to equation ([[CH). Let
f= 1+4"2 | w1 ||?, where wy is the anti-self dual (1,1)-form on S, then the equation (LX) is

(7.1) A (e 4 fe™) - sdet(gﬁ) =0

The elliptic condition is

(7.2) W= (" —tfe Mwg — 2v/—190u > 0,
23



and the normalization is

(7.3) /Se_uzA, /S1=1

Timing elliptic condition e* — fe™™ > Au by pe™P", we get
ple ) (e" = fe™) Zp(e ) Au=—A(eP) + 4] ()

Integrating, we see that

(74) [1oentpt [y
s 4Js
Applying the Sobolev inequality, we can find a constant C' depending only on S such that
l
(/(e“)%) <O/ *“P+O/ | v(e™)
(7.5) S
<o [wopate /@—u)p—l
s 4 Js

In the following we use the constant in the generic sense. So C' may mean different constants
in different equations. By ([Z3) and Holder inequality, we get

[erprzer(femr) v ([emr)

(7.6) 2p—1)

2 P
< ([er) ve ([ey)
s s
We assume that

(7.7) /Se_“ =A<1

We discuss the following two cases:

2(p—1)

Case (1): For any p € Z, [ge P < 1. Then (fs(e_“)p)2 < (fglem™)P) 7 and from
(9,

2(p—1)

/(e—u)Qp S C2p2 (/ (e_u)p> P
S s
Let 2p = 28, then

/S(e“)QB < 2201y </5(e“)251)2(12
i) ) )"

b=1

IN

AN
Q
™)
®
)
[N}
[©)
®
t
VRS
o
—~
® |
<
N~—
(€
~_
)
®
I
—
kol

where the last inequality follows by

(7.8) H (26-0)% < 22"
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which can be derived from following calculation:

- B-1  p-1 o0
H 2;3 b _ H22bH (2ﬁ7(b+1))
b=1 b=1 b=1
5 B-1 ob+1 2
— 922 (H (2ﬁ7(b+1)) )
b=1
a1 3
= 9¥’-1-8 (H (2°-7) )
b=1
1
o (5 )’
< 2° (H (29Y) )
b=1

So we get
B-1 1

(/ (Q“Vﬁ) ; <o g2 < /S (e")2> 2 (50

Let 8 — oo, we see that

(7.9) exp(—infu) =|| e™ ||< C (/S(e_“)2> :
where
(7.10) B=]Ja-

p=1

To finish our estimate of inf u, it suffices to estimate || e ||2. When p = 2 the inequality

) yields

(7.11) L1t peg [ e

Now from normalizing condition @), we have [((e™* — A) = 0. So by the Poincare
inequality and ([ZT1), we have

/|(e- |2<c/|v A) 2< CA
S

and

(7.12) /(e_“)2 <A 4+ CA<CA
s

Combining [ZH) and ([ZIZ), we get

(7.13) exp(—infu) = e |0 < C1AZ

and
. B

(7.14) infu>—-InCy — bl InA

Case(2): There is a integer p such that [qe P > 1. Let py be the first such integer.
Then for any p > pg, by holder inequality,

P

/efpu > (/ ep°">p0 >1
s s
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From ([CH), we know that

IN

2
[ < e ( / <e-“>P) for p>po
2(p—1)

[ < o ( / <e-“>P) " for p<po

Now using above inequality, discussing as the case (1), we can get the estimate of inf .
Furthermore, we still have bound ([ZI4]) with the same B satisfy (ZI0).
Next we estimate supg u. At first, we compute

det /7,2
[t

s detg 2!
:/29,”82( “) det g’ w?
S 0z0z; detg 2!

= 1, OU Ou w2 7 0%u  det g’ w?
_ 2I€2 133 ku et 2I€/ 13 ku il
/Sg ‘ 02 0z 2! + Sg ¢ 02;0%; detg 2!

>k/ek" 29”5—8 u_dety’ w_2
~Js 0z;0z; detg ) 2!

But applying the equation,

IN

(7.15)

i 0%u detg/
02;0%; detg

(2, 0%u Loy 0%u W 0%u W 0%u ) 1

(716) 922 8 1071 H 029079 12 029071 21 021075 ] det g
- O%u det u,;
_ u —u\ 1] _ )
2(e fe=")g 02;0%; det g

= (" = fe ") (Du) =24 (e + fe™)
Inserting ([CZTH) into ([[CIH), we get

det ¢’ w? w? w2
ku > ku(,u _ ku u u
(7.17) /SP( )detg 51 k/Se (e" — fe™ )(Au) 51 2k/se A (e + fe )2!

On the other hand, using the definition of operator P, we have

det ¢’ w? w' =
ku — ku — — ku ’
/SP(e ) dotg 2 /SP(e ) 51 /S\/ 100(e™) Aw

- / VEIOH(EM) A (€ — fe")w — 2¢/=T00u)
S

(7.18)
:/(e“—fe*“)A( hu —+2/aa k) A 9du
S

2
= /Sek“(e“ - fe_“)(Au)g + kz/s(e“ — femHyer | yu |? %
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Combining ([ZI7) and ([CIX), we see that

w2
k2 (eu _ fefu)eku | U |2 il

S 2!
2

> 2k [ €A (e + fet) o
S 2!

(7.19) o

= —2k/sek“(e“ — fe~ )(Au)i — 2k/ eFu(et + fem) | vu |2

—2k/e(k_l)“(Af)—i-élk/e(k_l)uvu-vf
s

S

Meanwhile, by integrate by part,
w?

— Zk/sek“(e“ — fe_u)(Au)j

(7.20) :2k(k+1)/e<k+l)“ | vu |? —2k(k—1)/fe(k_1)“ | vu |?
S S
2 [ 1

1 YA f - /Se(’“”“vwvf

Inserting ([[Z20) into (m) and applying Schwarz’ inequality, we get
2
k2 (eu _ fefu)eku | U |2 w_
g 2!

> 2]{32/ e(k-i—l)u | Tu |2 —2k2/ e(}’c—l)uf | Ju |2 —k/ e(k—l)u | Tu |2
s s s
1
21+ ) [ a gk [ O gp
k—1"Jg

and we find

k:/e(k_l)“ |7 f |2 +2k(1+L)/e<k—1>“Af
s k—=1"Jg

> k2/ (k+1)u | o |2 /e(k—l)uf | o |2 —k/ e(}’c—l)u | Vu |2
S S S

If we take A > 0 small enough such that

(7.21)

7.22 Ci'A™7 > 1+supf
1

then from ([ZI3) we see that infe* > 1 + sup f and we can estimate

k2/Se(k+l)u | Vu |2 _k2/se(k—l)uf | Ju |2 _k/Se(k—l)u | Tu |2

(7.23) ,
4k +1
>Ck2/ kJrl u / >
=0k | | vu |*= Oz J, Ve
[CZ1) and (CZ3J) imply that for all & > 1,
(7.24) [19@) s p<cter [ oo
S s
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Now applying the Sobolev inequality and since inf u > 0, we get

(7.25) (/(eu)zk)% = C/(eu)k +C/ | (e |2
< O/(e“)k + Ck:/(e“)’“_2 < Ok/s(eu)k

Let 2k = 2°. (2Z3) implies

/S(e“)zﬁ < C@2F1y? (/S(euy‘“)z
< C2ﬁ—2ii:[1 (200 (/S(€“)2>2
< ¥-2927" </S(e“)2>2ﬁl

where the last inequality follows by ([CF)). Let 8 — oo, then we get

1
3
(7.26) supu =|| v ||oo=C (/ (e“)Q)
S
So we should estimate || e* ||a. When k = 1, inequality [C24)) yields
(.27) [1vepse
s

Let M, = [4e", then [¢(e* — M,) = 0. Applying Poincare inequality and [ZZ1), we get

[er-([ <e“>)2 [ -anp

< C/Iv(e“—Mu)F
S

= C/Ive“IQSC
S

So there is a constant Cy depending on S, f and A (recall in [L22)) such that

(7.28) [ < < / (e“>)2 e

Let Uy = {z € S | exp(—u(z)) > 4} and Uy = {z € S | exp(—u(z)) < §}. Then from

1), we have
/ 67u+/ €7u</ efinfu_k/ é
U, Us U, U, 2

A:/(f"
S
—infu A
= e VOl(Ul) + 5(1 — VOl(UQ))

(ClA% - g) Vol(Uh ) + g

IN

Because 0 < B <1 and 0 < A < 1, we can choose A small enough such that

(7.29) A< (20,)T 572
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then we have

A
= 1
Vol(Uy) > 2 = >0
U2 Gt =3 At o1
and so
1
7.30 Vol(U. 1-VolU1) <1l - —— <1
(7.30) ol(Uz2) = ( ol(Uh)) AT T

Now we want to use ([L28)) and [Z30) to estimate || e* ||2. Applying Young inequality and
Holder inequality, we compute

(L) = (L= L)

() (L) oo ()
(7.31) (1 - %) (/ e? ) Vol(Uy) + (1 + €)Vol(Uy) (/U e?u)
(1 + %) <%> (1 +€)Vol(Ua) </U2 62U)

() ) v oma ([ )

Inserting ([[L28) and ([C30) into [Z3T), we have

()= (o2 () weseon (=)
oo ()

Taking e small enough such that

1
1+ l-—— | <1
( 6)( 20, AT _ )

then we get

L+ ) () + G0+ 0 (1 )

2C1 A2

.
(L) < TR (R——

B_q
2C1 A2

Now estimate of [¢(e*)? follows from [ZZR) and and then estimate of supu follows from

rowis )

8. GRADIENT ESTIMATE

Let In | yu |* +Inv(u) achieves the maximum at the point q; € S, where v is some
positive function of u. Then at the point ¢; we have

(5.1) v vuP) = (5 1 9u ) v
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We may choose the normal coordinate at the point g; such that 5= # 0 and 8z2 = 0.

Actually because u is real, we can assume that 6‘9;1 > 0 and g; = O. T hus we can assume
that at the point ¢,

1
(8.2) O1udiu = Orudhu = Orudiu = 3 | vu |?
At the point ¢p, from Il we can also get
1 !/
(8.3) 8101 + 019ru = D dyu + 010U = — =~ (u) | vu [?
2 v(u)
and
(8.4) 0102u + O207u = 0705u + 01054 = 0
By the direct calculation, using ([82), we see that at the point ¢,
det g’
P(1 2 2 VT
(in] 7u )| vul?
o [P et O vuPo|vult 1 | detg
- 02,0%; 0z 0z, | 7u|? ) detg
- det ¢’
49" (:0;0,udu + 0;0;Opudpu) —2
(8.5) det g
' det ¢’
9" (0, O1ud105u + 0;01ud105u) ——— dot g
det ¢’ detg
4 13 2 1ij P11 2
+4g (882u828u)dt +29" R 5| vu | detg
det
+ 49/1] (6 62u626 U) detg

The last term 4¢'% (0:02u0505u) ‘g’cttgg > 0. So we should estimate the first four terms. By

equation and &), the first term in &3 is

/

49" (8;0;0pudpu + 9;0505udu) (ilittg
g

w u det det u;
=2("—fe ") vhAu-yu—16 (v dotg AV
9ij

=2(e" = fe "V Au - vut —2{v A (" + fe ") vu}
= =2(e" + fe ") Au|vu [P =2(e" = fe™) [ vu !

—de " (vu-f) | vu P +2e7 A f [ vu?

—2(e" + fem) (v | vu [? - v u) +2e7" Au(Tu- )
=27 (Vu- v A f) e (V(Vu- V) )

==2(e" + fe ") Au | vu [P =2(e" — fe™) | vu !

—de " (vu-7f) | vu P +2e7 A f [ vu?

2%)@“ fe) | vult 42¢7 A u(vu-vf)

=2 " (Vu- VA f)+deT (Ve V) - vu)
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But from §2), &3) and &),

v (Vu-f) - vu

4 v(u)
> —(C3 | vu | +C3) | vu |?

(5.7 —{—ﬁ@“”|vuuaf+&ﬁ+%@ﬁﬁ+am&f+&&ﬁ}|vw2

where in the last inequality C3 depends on supwu, infu and f. In the following we use
the constant C3 depending on sup u, infu, f and S in the generic sense. So C'3 may mean
different constants in the different equations. Inserting &7) into (BH) and applying Schwarz
inequality, then the first term in &3) is

det ¢’

’”(888u8 u+888u8u)dt

V(W

—2(e"* — fe™™ ult +2 e e wl*
- > et = fe) | a2 e e | gl

+2(e" + fe ) (e" — fe " = Au) | vu P
— (" = fe " = Au)(Cs | yu | +C3)
—Cs|vul® —Cs | vul® =Cs | u | —Cs

Next we compute the second term in ([&3):

49/ (9, 01udrdsu + 0,01 udh D) Y.

= —4(e* — fe™*)(0;01ud1FHu + 0;01ud d5u)
det u;;
(8.9) +2x 8det i; (0107u + 8181u)
= —4(e" fe_“)(aiaiu(?i@;u + 0;01u0:0;u)
+2(e" — fe™")(Au)(9107u + 0101u)

+2{(e" + fe Dl vu P et A f = 2e7" 7w fH0101u + 0101u).

But the first two terms in (B9 are equal to

—4(e" — fe™)(0;01udi0;u + 0;01ud d5u)
26" — fe)(Du)(@sdru + 01 0yu)
=4(e" — fe ") (0101u + 101u)D205u

—4(e" — fe™")(D207ud7105u + D201ud O5u)

(8.10)

From &3] we have

’

(8.11) 0101u + 07101u = —M | Tu |2 —20101u

v(u)
1

3



Inserting (&Il and &) into (®IM), and using equation and Schwarz inequality, we get

—4(e* — fe ™) (0;07ud10;u + 0;01ud O5u)
+2(e" — fe™)(Au)(9107u + 0101u)

= —4(e" — fe ")

1;/((5)) ugs | v [* =(e" — fem")*(Au)
(8.12) — ("= fem (" + fe ) | vu P e VA f =2 T u- 7 f}
2 e~ fe’“ﬂ/((ff)) gy | Vu P +(e” = feT")?(e" — fe Tt = Au)
—Cs | vul* —Cs | vu | —Cs
> et = )2 B | 9u o | v P =G | 7u | ~Co

Applying (BI0) and Schwarz inequality, the third term in [B3) is

2{(e" + fe ) | wu > +e A f —2e7 " 7 u - 7. f}(0101u + 0101u)
/
B13) 22+ fe) T [ Gult =Gy gul ~Ca| gul
(" + fe) [vu e A f = 2e7 Vs vt

Inserting (BT2) and &TI3) into ), we get the estimate of second term in ([BH)

i det g/
u —u Ul(u) 4 u —u U/(u) 2
> _ -\ _ _ g%
(814) = 2(6 + f@ ) v(u) | Vu | 4(6 fe ) ’U(U) U23 | Vu |

—4{(e"+ fe) [ Vu P e A f =207 T u- Vg
—Cs | yul® =Cs | yu > =Cs | vu | —Cs

The third term in &3 is

- t g’
4¢"" (8i8§uagaju) : ((i—tz

= —4(e" — fe ") det(uij) +2(e" = fe ") (Au)ugz
—2A (e" + fe ") - ugs
= —4(e" — fe™") det(u;3)
(8.15) —2{(e"+ fe ") | vu P +e A f—2e"Ju-Vfuxn
> %(e“ — fem)? (e — fe ' — Au) — C3 | yu | =C3 | yu |2
—2{(e"+ fe ) | vu P +e " A f =2 7 u- v f ugs
> —2{(e"+ fe ) | vu P +e A f -2 T u- VS ugs

—Cs | yu|=Cs | vu?
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Combine following two terms in (814l and &IH):

—4{(e"+ fe") | vu P e " A f =2 u- v bug

—2{(e" + fe ") | vu P +e " A f =27 T u- V[ fugs

{(e"+fe ™) [ vulP +e ™ A f =27 u-vf}He" — fe " — duyy)

(e + fe ")(e" — fe " = Au) — (e" — fe " = Au)(Cs | Vu | +Cs)
—Cs|vul’ =Cs | vu|? =Cs | yu| —Cs

> (e"+ fem")(e" — fe™" = Au) — (" — fe™" = Lu)(Cs [ vu | +C3)
—Cs | vu P =Cs | vu > =Cs | vu | —Cs

where in the last inequality we have assumed that
(e“+ fe) | vulP+e ™A f—2e"gu-7f >0

Otherwise we could have gotten the estimate of | syu |* at the point ¢;. Then combing

EI) and ®IH), we get

det ¢’
det g

_ 4g/i3 (8181’(1,8185’& + 8181u8185u — 8Z<9§u8285u)

v'(u)

(8.16) v(u) | vu [* —4(e" — fe_“)z;(;j) ugs | vu [?

> =2(e" + fe")

—Cs|vu P =Cs | vu > =Cs | vu | —Cs

Let R = Supp | R'! ;7 |- The forth term is

R det ¢’ - s
03 11 2 3 11 2
29" R 5| vu | detg —8u" R 5| vu |
1
(8.17) >8R > |ug || vul*> —8R ((Au)* — 8detu;)* | u|?
i,j=1

> —16R(e" — fe " — Au) | vu [> —Cs | vu 2

Inserting (BX), (8IH) and ([BI1) into [&3), we can see taht
det ¢’
P(l 2 2 g
(In|u ) [ vu| dotg
> {(3(e" + fe™™) —16R) | wu |* —C3 | vu | —Cs}(e" — fe™* — Au)

11))/((3)) (e — fe ™) (e" — fe™" — duyg) | vu |?

—2(e" = fe ) | vu " =Cs | vu > =Cs | vu |* —=C3 | vu | —Cs
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Next we compute

det ¢’
P(l
(Inv) det g
gy (V. _OPu v — v Du Ou’) det g
v 02;0%; v2 0z 0%; ) detyg
v det(u;7) v’ —v? 5 det g’
_v u —UY A — 1 17 /11 2
v{( feot) Au—16 det g }+ w27 | vul det g
v (u 7u v — 1/2 u u
(8.19) __v((u)) (e — fe )Au+T | vu * (" — fe™™ — duys)
!
- 22((5)) {(e" +fe™) [ u P +e™ Af=2e7" G u-vf}
V' (u) _ - v'(u) - 2
> u U\ (LU u _ u u
) (" — fe ") (e" — fe Au) 2v(u) (e + fe™) [ vul
’UU” _ ,U/2

S Ul (e~ e~ dugs) — Cy | vu | ~Cs
From [®IX) and [8I9) we get

det ¢’
P(in | vu > +1nv) | vu 2 =2

det g
— {(2(6“ + fe ") + ZI((Z)) (e — fe_“)} (e" — fe™" — Au) | vu |?
+{(e" + feT" = 16R) | vu|® =C3 | vu | —Cs}(e" = fe™" = Au)

(8.20) v’ —v’? 5 U(u) 9
T gup +E 8 e - gen e - et - ) | 9u
~2{ie = e+ S e e} gu

v(u)
~Cs|vul® =Cs | vu [’ =Cs | vu | ~Cs
Take
U(u) _ e4supu—2u 4 e2u—4supu >0
Then
v'(u) = —2etsuPuTu g gg2u—dsupu
v (u) = 4etSIPuT2u g geuaAsupu — fy(y) > ()

So the factor first term in [&20) is
v'(u)

(8.21) 2" + fe ™) + (e — fe™) o(0)

>0

The factor of third term in [&20) is:

v —v'2 v u
W) Gup e — o)

(%

16
(5.22) = Ivup
v

16
> e4supu72infu_|_3
34
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Choose A such that
(8.23) CilA™% > 73
then e™* > 21n7 and the coefficient of forth term in (&Z0) is
,U/
-2 {(e“ — fe ") + ;(e“ + fe“)}

64 sup u—u __ 363u7u sup u

(8.24)
= “edsupu—2u § g2u—dsupu
2etspu-—u _ g
= W >1
Choose A such that
(8.25) C7'A™7 > 16R+1

then e™* > 16 R 4+ 1. Applying all above inequalities, at last we can see that at the point
q1

0> P(ln| vu* +Inv) | yu |? —=
> (| vu > =C3 | vu | =Cs)(e" — fe™ — Au)
16 sup uw u —u
H oy | Tu P e e et = i) [ v

+ | vul* =Cs | vul® —Cs | vu|* —=Cs | vu | —Cs

(8.26)

From above inequality, we can easily see that there is a constant Cy depending on f, M,
supu and inf u such that | yu |? (q1) < Cy.

Since In | yu |? + In(e*suPu—2u 4 e2¢=SuP ) achieves its maximum at ¢;, we get the bound
of | yu |*

(64 sup u—2u(q) + eQu(q)fél sup u)

2
| Vu | S C4 (e4supu—2u + e2u—4supu)
(827) (e4supu—2infu _|_62infu—4supu)

< Cy

(62 supu e—2sup u)

9. SECOND ORDER ESTIMATE

We now do the second order a priori estimate of u. Since (e* — fe™")g;; — 40;0;u is
positive definite, to get a second order estimate of u it sufficient to have an upper bound
estimate of e* — fe™* — Au. We fix a point g2 and choose normal coordinate at that point
for g;5. Let gz’.j = (e" — fe™")g;; — 40;05u. We rewrite the equation as

det g/~
(9.1) — =
det g;;
where
(92)  F=("~fe ") +2{(e"+ fe ") |vulP +e " Af -2 T u-vf}
Differential (I), we have

- dg'- g,
9.3) G125 _ i39G 1 0F
0z, Oz, F Oz
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We differentiate ([@3)) again and obtain

-9 0z, Oz
__giagei 0901 9935
0z 0z

or

4
_49 82’182J82k821
(9.4)

Contracting () with ¢g*' and using the fact that the metric gi7 is Ricci-flat,

d9i: 99, - 1
P(— A u) _ gklg/zgg/pq 9i q pJ

iiq .y O9pg 99ij

1iq

2/
i 9795
021,07
g %0 1 OF _ 1 0FOF
02,0z, F 02,0z, F2? 0z, 0%
1pj 99pq % i d((e" — fe=")g:;)
0z Oz 02,07
i gpj 391)(7% ij 9%9:;
0z Oz 02,07
1 0*F 1 OF OF
F 02,07 F? 0z, 07

2
—fe)> 4"
=1

82% 8zl 2
(9.5) =
2kl 2
—|——AF—L kla_Fa_F /wa 0"u
2F F2 0z, 07 (92’1(92] 021,07

c. detg
Timing Tetg

/

det g

P(—- A

(9.6)

-|-4g

12 !/
ik /ijg/pq <8giq agpi _

—|— AF——Ae — fe ™"

-
. to above equation and using [3) and (@), we see
ij

0955 39&;) det gi;

0z, 0% 0z, 07 detgﬁ

/
Z gm tg;;
det g5

_ 82 kl 8211,

8,21(92] 02,07
36

we have



Now we compute at the point g9

!/ ! !
i e (092 0% 0955 095 ) 44935
0z, 0%z 0z, 0% det 943
/ /
g'Pi— g/zqg/m)agw 89 J detg.—.
0z 8zl det g.+ 9ij
_ kI (39/21 9915 I 0915 9951 _ 9911 095 _ 99 3911)

1ij

=gy

0z 851 Oz, 07z Oz, 07z Oz, 07z

_ 16 Z 93 d3u O3y
o 82’18% 0z), 02;0%;0Zy 8zi821-8zk 02;0%;0%)

d(e* — fe ™) Pu (e — fe ™)
t4 Z azlazzazk 0z + 4 ; 02;07Z;0%, 0z,

(6 — fe=") 0(e" — fe™")
85k 0z,
O3y O3y 93

=16 Z (?zlﬁzjﬁzk 02;0%;0%), —16 ; 02;0%;0z1, 02;0Z;0%),

+2V (Au) - (e = fem)= | v(e" = fe™) |2
> 2| vAul+2v (Au) - (e — fe) = C

(9.7)

-2

where Cy depends on f, M and u up to one order derivation. In the following we will use
C5 in the generic sense. Because we want to estimate the upper bound of e* — fe™" — Au,
we assume that e* — fe™* — Awu achieves the maximum at point ¢ and we take the normal
coordinate at this point for g;;. So at the point g, we have

(0.8) v Du=y(et = fe )

Inserting (@8) into @) and then inserting (@) into (@A), we obtain

detg- 1 - 92g" 9u
P(— Y>> A F+4¢'%
( u) det 95 2 + 821(9% 82]4951
(99) 2 d t /!
_EA(eu_fefu)Z 1ii € gi;_c
2 p I det 9ij 5
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At first, we deal with the second term in above inequality. Using equation, Schwarze in-
equality, and the fact metric g,; is Ricci-flat, we have

i5 aQQkT 92u Ny (92ng 92u N (92ng 92u 92u
62’1'(92]‘ 02,07 - 021071 Ou0%> 022075 Ou107z1 | 021,07

6 aQQkZ 92w, N aQQkZ 92w, 92w,
021072 Ous07z1 02900%1 Ou10Z | 02,07

(9.10) > —64(max Rijpr) Y | ugg |
ij
det u;;

= —16(max Ryjp) (Au)® — 16(max Ryjyp) x 8-— 9ij

We also have
~det g;-
(9.11) Zg'“ﬁ =2(e" — fe " — Au)

Inserting (@I0) and @II) into @), we obtain

A det ggi
(=4w) det g;;
1 u —Uu u —Uu
(9.12) > 3 AF —Ae" — fe ")(e" — fe ™ — Au)
— 16(max R;5,7)(Au)® — Cs Au— Cs
> % AF +{(e"+ fe™™) — 16(max Rj;7) } (Au)? —Cs Au—Cs

So we should compute

AF = A(e* — fe™™)2 +2A (e + fe ) | vu 2
+2(e" + fe ) A (| vul?) +2v (" + fe) - v(] vu ?)
+2A e A f+2T N fL2e YA f—dNhe T u
—de " A(vu-vf)—dve " v(Vu- Vi)
> 42(e" + fe ) A (| vu [2) + 257 (e + fe) - (| vu ?)

—deT" A (vu-vf)—dve " -v(ivu -vf)—Cs Au—Cs
38
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Using (@) and the equation, we have

_ 2
A | g = 4"

82k82l {gzjuluj}

g {0 ou o o
—%99 02;021,0Z1 0%Z; 07z;021,0Z1 07;

L 4gﬁgk7€ v O%u n 0%y 0%u
(9.14) 02,0z, 02:0%; = 0207, 02;02k
det u;z Gk
=vAu-yu+ (Au)? - S—det gi; +4g Jgkluikuj[

= v(e" = fe™") - vu+ (Au)? — Ale" + fe™) + dg¥ g uguss
> (Au)? +4T — Cs Au—Cs

where we let ' = g/ gkzuikuj[ (see next section). Using [@H) and schwarz inequality, we also
have

(9.15) de™" A (vu-vf) = =C5 Y |ug | —Cs0'2 — Cs

ij
and

2v (e + fe ) -v(vu ) —4ve ™ v(vu-vf)
(9.16) > 05y | uyy | —Cs0% = Cs

ij
Then inserting [@14), @IH) and @I6) into [@I3)), we see

AF >2(e" + fe ") (Au)* + 8(e" + fe )T = Cs A

~Cs Y | uz | —CsT% = Cy
(9.17) ZJ: ’
> 2(e" + fe ") (Au)? = Cs Au—Cs Z | uiz | =Cs

ij

Inserting (@IQ) into ([@IZ), we obtain

I,

det g;- Y
P(— Aw) etg-i > {2(e" + fe™") — 16(max Rj;7) } (Au)?
(9.18) g
~C5 Au—C5) | u | —Cs

ij
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Next we compute

det ggi

Ple" = fe) det g,-
ij

= 2g,k[82(e“ - ]ie_“) det gzl'i
021,07 det g,;
= A(e" = fe ) =8> {9,0;ud;0;(e" — fe™") — 9;07ud;0;(e" — fe ™)}
i#£]
=A(e" — fe™) = 2(e" + fe ) A (e — fe™")
—8(e™" = fe) Y _{0i0ud;udju — 0;0ud;udu}
i#]
— 8™ {0:0u(9;ud; f + 05ud; f) — 0:05u(Ojudif + Oud; f)}
i#]
+ 87" {0,0;u0;0; f — 0:05ud;0;f }
i#]
>—Cs Au—Cs» Jug | —Cs

]

(9.19)

ij
Combining ([@I7) and ([@I9), we obtain

det g-
P((e"* — fe ™ — Au) J

det g5
> {2(e" + fe™") — 16(max Rjp) } (Au)?
—C5Au—C5Z|ui5 | =Cs
ij

> (Au)® = Cs Au— Cs

(9.20)

because we have chosen A such that A satisfies (825, from which we can get ™% > 16 R+1.
Because we assume that e* — fe™" — Au achieves the maximum at point g2, then (@20)
reads as

(9.21) (Au)? —=Cs Au—C<0

Then we can easily get the upper bound estimate of e — fe™ — Au.

10. THIRD ORDER ESTIMATE

Let
I = g7¢"ugu
0 = g'ﬁg'gg'kguijkufsf
= - g/ijg/kfg/pquikpuqu
¢ = glijglkiglpqglrguiiprUjkq’g
o= g g g,

We want to compute

(10.1) P((k1 — Au)O + ka(m — Au)T + k3 | u | T 4 k4T)
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where all k; are positive constants and m is a fixed constant such that x; — Au > 1 and
m — Au > 0. In the following computation, when we use some basic inequalities such as
Young inequality, Schwarz inequality, we will not mention it. We will use m; to denote some
positive constant which depend on f, M and w up to second order derivations and use Cg as
the constant in generic sense. We take our calculation at the point g3 and pick the normal
coordinate at this point such that g;; = d;5, dg;5/0zr = 09,3/0Zx = 0. Now we compute
every terms in ([IT). At first we compute

P(| vu ?) = 49'*%9405(9" uiu3)

(10.2) = 49797 (wiga; + UitGap + Uigtje + tiatizg) — Co
= 4g/aﬂgu{umu35 + U3 U5 —+ UiUjo5 + uiBuja} —Cs
>m T — G607 — Cg

Next we use equation (@) to compute:

o ot _ 8291'3 92
P(— A — 4 raff iy 2% tap ¥ 4 2N
e A A v v o ot Y P o o 3

= 169"°79'" 1,5, U505

(10'3) . 4g/aﬁg/qﬁgij (uiﬁaaj(eu _ fe—u)ng3 + quﬁai(eu . fe_u)ga,é)
+ F7Yg9,0;F — F2gU9;FO; F — Cg
> ma© — Csg™0,05(] vu |*) — Cog” (| vu [)05(| vu )
Z m2@ - CGF - Cﬁ

Certainly we should also calculate:

P(T) = 29'*%9,85T
= 29"% 9" gM (i1, 557 + Uik Uip + UikaUjip + Uin3Ujla)
+ 29'0‘6&18@ (gijgkl)(uikuﬂ) — Cgll

> m3=+ m3z0 — 61/@;1@ — 06H4€;1F

(10.4)

Combining ([I2) and (), we can estimate

P(|vul*T)
= P(| vu )T+ | vu > P(T)
+29"%(Ba(| v [)05T + 05(] v [*)0aT)
>miI? — C’g@éf — CeT+ | wu |2 (m3ZE 4+ m30 — e ® — C’gele)
— CeT3(07 + 2% +'3)I'3
> miT? — €1k '® — Cyrze] 'T — CZ — Cs0O
41
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Combining (I3 and ([T, we get

P((m — Au)T)
= P(— Aw)l + (m — Au)P(D) — 29" P {90 (Au)d5T + 95(Au)daT'}
(10.6) > (m2® — Gl — OG)F + (m — AU)(’ITL?,E +m30 — 1P — Oﬁéflr)

— 402 (07 +E2 4 T3>
> moOI — CGF2 — 63/%2_1‘1) — 06112671F — CgZ — Cg0

Now we deal with

P((k1 — Au)O) = P(k1 — Au)O + (k1 — Au)P(O)
— 29'°P{0,(Lu) D50 + 05(LAu)0,0}

(10.7)
Applying ([I3), we get

(108) P(Iil — Au)@ = m25'2 — CGF@ — Cﬁ@

Let (k1 — Au)O + ka(m — Au)T + k3 | yu |* T+ k4T achieve the maximum at the point gs.
Then at the point g3, we have,

1
050 = —m{@ﬁg(m — Au) + k205((m — Au)T) + k395(| Vu 2 T) + k40957 }
and
9P {0 (k1 — Lu)D30 + D5(k1 — Au)Da O}
5 (Au)g,
= 2Re g'aﬂﬁ{—(Au)BG — k2 (Au) sl + k3(| Vu |2)5I‘
+ [ka(m — Au) + k3 | Yu |2 +/£4]F5}
10.9 — 1 3 1 3
( ) = iei X{@§+52®§F+Iigr§
K1 — Au
+ (Ko + k3 + k4) (02 + B2 +T2)07}
C

Y

%{62 + (k2 + k3 + £4)(OF + © + T + E) + r3?}
=
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At last we should estimate of P(©). We follow paper [23]. We can get:
(10'12(@) =29"F[ 29" g"Pg'" g oM 4 297 9% g7 g g
+ 29/iﬁg/qu/sag/bjg/k{ + 29/iﬁg/qu/sjg/kag/bi
+ g/iag/bfg/s;ﬁg/qjg/k{ + g/ifg/sag/b;ﬁg/qjg/kf
+ g/ifg/s;ﬁg/qég/bjg/k{ + g/ifg/sﬁg/qjg/kag/bf]
X OahaO59pgtiitinst (first class)
— 29"°P(2g/"Pg' T/ g 4 g/ 5P/ M)
X [050pqUijkalrsi + Oadoprsialijs] (second class)
—29/°P[2g/P g/ g/ gF 4 g1 g/ P g 'R
X [050pqWijkUrsia T Oadapijnalnsi] (third class)
— 248 [29"P g9 g'51 g'FE 4§17 5P g/ g/KE] 000595, wiikurst (forth class)
+29"% 9" g g X (g ottt + Uijitrsipe) (fifth class)
+29"7 6" g/ g X (U gUnsta + Uijralinggg) (SiXth class)
— Cs0

Comparing with (A.8) in [23], we should deal with some classes in ([ILIM). The first class
is:

2g/aﬁg/iag/b;ﬁg/qu/sjg/k{aagl/)aaﬁg%quijkumg

(1011) _ 2g/aﬁg/i(zg/b;ﬁg/zﬁg/53g/kf(_4ubaa)(_4uﬁq6)ui3kuﬁq{
—ea(k1 — Au)_1@2 —Cs

The second class is

_ 2gla,§gliﬁg/q?glsjglkfaﬁg;/ﬁquijkaufsf
(10.12) = —4g" 7 g"Pg' g M D5 (" — feT ") gpg — i) Uijpatinst
= _4g/aﬁg/iﬁg/qu/sj g/kt (_4Uﬁq5)ui3ka U

—e1(k1 — Au) IO — (k) — Au)e; 'O
As the same reason, the third class is:

_ 2g/aﬁg/iﬁg/qu/5jg/ktaag;ﬁuijk;ﬁufsf

(10.13) > 24/ /P g9 /53 (A0 Vs 5UrsT
—e1(k1 — Au) T — (k) — Au)e; 1O

Next we deal with the forth class. We take the normal coordinate at the point g3. Then
according to section 1 in [23], by direct calculation, we can get

UpgBe = Op0aTp0qu — Uq"vR;’YaB = 05000p05u — G
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So by (€3),

— 2P g/ PG g% M 00D gyt rirst

> _29/()‘69/@9/(1;9/839%{(_4U,éa;5q)Uiij?sE —Cs0
(10 14) > _2g/z'ﬁgqug/sjg/lm?g/oa’zg/bﬁ(_4uabi))(_Zlu()[Bq)uijkuFSE —©2 Ce©
’ _9 1ip _1q7 15 Ikt F—lF B _F—2F F- -
97999 { qp q p} Uis | Urst
> —2g/P g/ g% g ™M g 0% g (— dugn ) (— A Uit

— CeOT — my/8(k1 — Au)"10?% — Cy(k1 — Au)O

Now we deal with the fifth term. By direct calculation, we have

ika jafB
+1;0005 (9710 (9iq))
= 0a050k0;0;u +u,;5RE, | + upiaRka + “iﬁkRﬁaﬂ + Ce

Uijka = Oa0pOk0i05u +uy;g Ry, +upjaRY, 5 + uipn R

Differentiating (@2l) and using above equality, we can deal with the fifth class:

raf3 _1iF 1sj Ikt

9 9 979 UWikaaUrst

=g g™ {g’a’3 9 Gprtagiz — 1/4(g P g;qgg;g,i)k} Upsi

+ ig’ﬁglsi g {~F'F, + F2(Fy Fj; + F;Fy; + F;Fy)
(10.15) — FPFF;Fy Yupgs 4+ Ce©
= 9" g™ 9P (—dugp)ugpiguns + Co©
+ 979" Mg P G (— gy i+ (— At )i i) Yt
o g/ifg/sjg/kf(g/aag/bﬁg/qﬁ + g’aﬁg/qég/bg)(—4Ubak)(—4uﬁq;)uo¢/§iumf
—e1(k1 — Au)TH® 4+ ) — Cye; Mk — Au)O — CeOT — CT?
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Inserting ([LTT))- (LTH) into (IIM), diagonalizing and simplifying, then comparing to (A.8)
and (A.9) in [23] we obtain

1ii /gg 1kk /aa _ . _ Ipp |2
) > E g x | Uijra — 4 UipkUjpad |
p

rii 135 1kk lad pp |2
+ 29" GG e — 4 (Wipatipk + tiprityja) 9™ |
p

1

— = {26® + 26,V 2}

ml—Au{el + 2¢€; +(€+ )@
— CGG)F — Cﬁ].—‘2 — CGH16;16 — Cﬁ

=3 9" g g | 1= 261 (i — AU)*luiikd

(1016) —4 (\/1 — 261(!%1 AU ) Zuzpkujpag/pp |2

+ g9 g g | /T = Ber(k1 — Bu) T

-1 ~
—4 (\/1 —ber (k1 — Au)*l) Z(uwaumk + ulpkuma) 'pp |2
p

b B g mlAtetlag cer-gr -2t
— Au K1 — Au €1

> 3ep ‘1)—m2/4+62+0661@2—0691—‘—061—‘—06m_Au@
— Au k1 — Au €1

Inserting ([LY), ([03) and [[@TH) into ([7), and then inserting (7)), ([04), (I0TH) and
([[@8) into [T, at last we obtain
P((k1 — Au)O + ka(m — Au)T + k3 | yu |* T + kal')

C m?2
2<m2—m_76Au—T—62—0661>®
+ <m2/£2—06(/£1—Au)— o _GAU(IQQ—FH;),—FI@;) Cﬁ)@
(10.17) o
+ (m11€3 - 6 K3 — CGFLQ) r?
— Au

+ [ msax —i(ﬁ + k3 + k4) — Cs(ka + K3) | 2

34 Iil—A’LL 2 3 4 6\/v2 3 —

— Cﬁ(k&i,el)(g + F)

Now we can think the generic constant C'is fixed, because we can take the biggest one. Fix

€1 and ez such that e + Cge; = 72, Take 1 big enough such that — Co__ < =, then
Cs m? 9 M2 o
10.1 - — — — 6 — —
( 0 8) <m2 o ~ Au 1 €2 0661) 0 > 1 (C)
Let
ki = i for i=2,3,4
i K1 Au y Dy



C
ks > (—6+1) ks
mi

and
ko + Kk
ks > Cq 2+ % + 1.
ms
Then if we choose k1 big enough, we have
C
(mglig - Cﬁ(lﬂ - Au) — 76(,%2 + k3 + H4) — CG) or
(10.19) k1= Du
m
> (mg(m - Au) - Cﬁ(kQ + k3 + k4) - 06)91—‘ > 72:“&1@1—‘,
(mlli3 — 076&,%3 — CGKJQ) 1—‘2
(10.20) k1= ou
> (mlkg(lﬂ — Au) — Cﬁk3)1—‘2 > %kzlﬁll—a
and
Cs -
mskyg — 7&(%2 + K3 + I<L4) — CG(FLQ =+ H3) =
(10.21) k1 —ou

> (m3(/<51 - Au) - Cﬁ(kl + ko + kg))E > E:‘QE

2
Inserting (LI8), (1Y), ((L20) and [IZI), we see that

0> P((k1 — Au)O + ka(m — Au)T + k3 | u |? T + k4l)

(10.22) Mo

—K
2

Above inequality gives an estimate of the the quantity supg © and supgI'. This in turn

gives the estimates of (I and u;; for all 4, 7, k.

Z %@2 + 1@F + %kzlilIQ + %/@15

11. SOLVING THE EQUATION
In conclusion, we have proved the following

Proposition 19. Let S be a K3 surface with Calabi-Yau metric wg. Let u be a real-valued
function in C*(S) such that [ e‘““Q’—f = A and (e* — fe ")ws — 2¢/—100u defines another
hermitian metric on S. Suppose
det u;;
Alet — —uy vJ .
("= fe) det g5

If
(11.1) A < min {1, ehes (max{ﬁ, (2C1)?, (1 + sup f), 16(max R;5,; + 1)})’2;}

where C1 is a constant only depending on S, then there is a constant Cy depending only on
S, sup f, sup | V'f |, and A such that supg | u |< Cy, supg | Vu |< Co, supg | u;; |< Co,
supg | uiji |< Co.

By above Proposition, we see that T is closed. Combining Lemma 17, we get the proof
of Theorem 2.
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12. THE GENERAL CASE

Timing the elliptic condition e%wg ++v/—1le “tr(0ANIA* ~g§1) —2y/=190u > 0 by pe~P*
and integrating, then we can get ([[Z4):

2 2
P v—1 =
/ | ve 2 |2 % < 2/6_(p_1)“ﬂ +2 /6_(”+1)“Ttr(aA/\8A* g ANws

21 Ty
p wi
< _/e—<p—1>u_s
=4 2!

because v/—1tr(0A A A* - g~') Awg < 0. Then we can follow the discussion in section 7
to get the estimate infu > —InCy — % In A. If A is small enough, we can get inf v > 0 big
enough. So the term e is always control the term such as e | tr(JA A OA* - g~1) | and
the all estimates can be derived as the particular case.
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