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tt* GEOMETRY, SINGULARITY TORSION AND ANOMALY FORMULAS

XINXING TANG

ABSTRACT. This paper is concerned with the Schrodinger operators Ay, and Ay attached to a pair
(C™, fo) and its deformation (C", f), where fo is a non-degenerate and quasi-homogeneous polynomial
on C™ and f is its relevant or marginal deformation. We give the ¢¢t* geometry structure on the Hodge
bundle associated to Ay, which describes the genus 0 anomaly. Next we study the corresponding

singularity torsion type invariants and give the anomaly formulas for the 2nd torsion type invariant.
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The torsion type invariant of this paper has its origins in [6] in the physical literature, where Cecotti

and Vafa considered the Kéhler metric in the ¢t* geometry, which is given by

d32 = Klidtldfj with KZE =< ¢Z¢_53 >torus -

They considered a torus with the fields ¢; and q% inserted on the left and right side of a flat torus
respectively which are infinitely separated by two long tubes each with perimeter 1. More precisely,

K = lim T(=1) gie " gre~ 1) = tr(C:iC).
1
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They also considered a path integral of the form

d2
(1.1) K =1 | L))" FuFagq"™),

F P2
where p = p; +ipy and F is the standard fundamental domain for SL(2,7Z), and showed that K served

as the Kéaher potential of K;; through the following identity
A A1
0;0; K = tr(C;C5)".

In [6], Cecotti and Vafa also commented that if the central charge ¢ has the right value, (1.1) gives
the one-loop correction to the gravitational coupling for a type II superstring compactified on the given
N=2 superconformal model. In this case, K could be viewed as a counterpart of genus 1 partition
function F; in the CY B-model via the LG/CY correspondence.

The CY B-model is related to the deformation theory of complex structures. The genus 0 theory
could be understood as the variation of Hodge structures. The higher genus information is more
interesting and difficult. In the physics literature, Bershadshy-Cecotti-Ooguri-Vafa [2] proposed a
so-called Kodaira-Spencer gauge theory of gravity on Calabi-Yau 3-folds. BCOV suggested that the
genus expansion of B-model should correspond to the Feynman diagram expansion of the gauge theory.
The genus 1 partition function is given by
(12 A=y [ T L

2 )F m

which admits a holomorphic anomaly equation

= 1 — Gi_' r
8285F1 = 5‘51‘ Cij — 24] Tr(—l) .2

When they considered the 1d CY B-model, they found that F; has a relation with the Ray-Singer
torsion [17]. That is,

F=3 ?—1)‘1 log I(A!T™),

where log I(AYT*) is the Ray-Singer torsion on the holomorphic bundle A?T*. Therefore, the heat
kernel theory entered the stage. Recall that Bismut, Gillet, Soule [13] extended the definition to
the analytic torsion forms using Quillen’s superconnectoin and developed the holomorphic anomaly
equation of analytic torsion forms. In the mathematical literature, the genus 1 invariant was defined
rigorously by H. Fang, Z.Lu and K.Yoshikawa [12]. In [9], Costello and S. Li initiated a mathematical
analysis of the generalized BCOV theory. They made a good use of the heat kernel to define the
propagator of the Feynman diagrams.

Nonlinear Sigma B-model has another important part, which is called the LG B-model; it is related
to the deformation of a singularity. Its genus O theory is given by Saito’s theory of primitive forms
[18] and higher residue pairing [19]. In [15], S. Li developed the general framework of perturbative
quantization of the LG-twisted BCOV theory.

The LG B-model is closely related to the CY B-model. For example, for (C?, f(z) = 27 +--- + 22),
the corresponding CY 3-fold M is given by M = {[z]|f(z) = 0} C P%, and the quantum information
of M can be read form (C?, f). Such a phenomenon is called the LG/CY correspondence. Influenced

. . L. G.- .
IThe formula here ignores the contact term, which is given by ——5 (=1 see in [1].
2In this paper, we use “Ir” to denote the trace on the infinite dimensional Hilbert space(cochain level), and “tr” to

denote the trace on the cohomology level.
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by this correspondence, Fan and Fang [11] started from the 1d LG B-model, i.e. supersymmetric
quantum mechanics (SQM), and defined a counterpart of the BCOV torsion. Given a pair (C", fy),
where fj is a non-degenerate and quasi-homogeneous polynomial on C™, there is a 2nd-order operator
Ay, in the Schrédinger representation of SQM. Under a certain assumption, they proceeded the heat
kernel analysis of e **fo and proved that e **fo is trace-class. They defined the i-th zeta function as

follows:
. 1 2k . 1 o0 tAk
L) ==Y (=) — 57 Tr(e "o — oy )dt
Cfo(s) 9 kzzo( ) F(S)/O r(e 0 Ok) )

where A’;O means restricting Ay to the k-forms, Il is the projection to the k-harmonic forms.
Furthermore, the i-th torsion type invariants T7"(fy) are defined via the regularized i-th zeta function
Cpli(s) by

log T (fo) = —(¢3)")'(0).
They studied the i-th torsion type invariants through heat kernel analysis of Ay, and proved that the
first torsion type invariant 7(fy) vanishes and the second torsion type invariant T2(fy) satisfies some
summation property. We will further recall their results in Sections 4 and 6.

In this paper, we study the deformation counterpart of Fan-Fang’s story. First, we start from the
deformation f of fy and give the tt* geometry structure on the deformation space which is well-known
in [5], [10]. The tt* equations could be viewed as the genus 0 anomaly equations in terms of [4]. Next,
we continue the discussion of heat kernel analysis for Ay following from Fan-Fang’s work. We first
solve the existence problem of heat kernel function for Ay under some weight conditions.

Theorem 1.3 (Theorem 4.2). Let fy be a non-degenerate quasi-homogeneous polynomial on C" such
that qyr — qm < %, and let f = f(z,u) = fo(z) + Y ;_ u'¢i(2) be one of the following deformations:
(1) the marginal deformation of fo;
(2) the relevant deformation of fo with one more weight condition wt(p;) < 1 — 2(qrr — Gm)-

Let Ay act on the Schwartz form space SA};(C"), with the norm || - |lo. Then there exists a unique
heat kernel function p(z,w,t;u)3 for the operator Ay, which smoothly depends on the deformation
parameters.

In particular, when fy is homogeneous, the result holds for its relevant or marginal deformation.

Through L? extension, we consider the heat trace of e **f, define the i-theta function C]Z}(s) asso-
ciated to Ay and derive the vanishing theorem for C}(s) as follows:

Theorem 1.4 (Theorem 4.8). Under the weight conditions in Theorem 1.3,
C}(S) =0.

The above result tells us that the vanishing result does not depend on the deformation parameters.
It can also be viewed as the counterpart of the vanishing theorem of Ray-Singer analytic torsion, which
also holds in the super-trace level and does not depend on the complex structure of the underlying
complex manifold. However, the proof here is more difficult, since the whole proof need start from the
non-deformed case; there is also a significant difference between the CY B-model and LG B-model:
there are left, right fermion operators (preserving the vacuum) in the CY case, which is given by

3The function p is a fuction of t, z, w, u, z,w, u.
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counting the holomorphic and anti-holomorphic degree of the forms respectively, while the fermion
operator in the LG case is just the sum of the holomorphic degree and the anti-holomorphic degree.
The difference also makes the computation of the transgression formula more tedious; c.f. Section 5.

Next, comparing with equations (1.1) and (1.2), we see that they look like the second torsion
invariant 72(f). One can naturally hope that 72(f) can give us the genus 1 information of the
LG B-model. Since we know that the genus 1 partition function in the CY 3-fold is determined by
the holomorphic anomaly equation, we hope to derive some similar anomaly equation. First in the
super-trace level, we have

Theorem 1.5 (Transgression Formula, Theorem 5.7). Let N be the operator acting on A*(C™) such
that N!Ak = kId, and f as above. Then

_ _ d -
3;0; Te(-1)NN2(e727 —1I) = — 2 Tr(—1)N gidje 21

d t ! — !
+ 2t% / Tr(—l)Nqﬁ,-Afe_t Af ¢je_(t_t )Afdt,,
0
where I1 is the projection to harmonic forms.
Combining it with the ¢£* geometry, we get the holomorphic anomaly equation for T2(f) as follows:

Theorem 1.6 (Anomaly Formula, Theorem 6.7). Let fo(z) be a non-degenerate and homogeneous
polynomial on C", and let f(z;u) = fo(2) + Y.i_i u'¢i(2) be its marginal or relevant deformation.
Then

t
(1.7) &50:1og T*(f) = (-1)" tr C;C5 — (Tr(—l)N/O ¢Z-e—t’Af¢‘sje—<t—t’)Afdt’>1

where C; = Il o ¢;, C’j =1lo qz_ﬁj, ()1 denotes the coefficient of t in the power series erpansion. In
particular, when f is the marginal deformation,

t
(Tr(—l)N / @e‘t’AWae‘(t‘t')Afdt’) = 0.
0

1

This paper is organized as follows. In Section 2, we recall some background and basic definitions
about the LG B-model. In Section 3, we discuss the tt* geometry structure. In Section 4, we recall
some heat kernel result in [11] and derive the vanishing theorem for (}(s). In Section 5, we focus on
the computation of 55&- Tr(—1)NVN2(e~*As —TI). In Section 6, we give the definition of the singularity
torsion invariant and prove the anomaly formula. The heat kernel analysis in the deformed case is
given in Appendix A.

2. BACKGROUND AND BASIC DEFINITIONS

2.1. The Supersymmetry Algebra. The Schrodinger operator Ay, in our study origins from the
1d version of the LG B model in physics. The input data of such a model is given by a pair (X, fo),
where

e X is a non-compact complete Kahler manifold,
e fy is a holomorphic function on X.



tt* GEOMETRY, SINGULARITY TORSION AND ANOMALY FORMULAS 5

fo plays the role of the superpotential of 2d supersymmetric quantum field theory. In what follows,
we will focus on the following case

X =C", and fj is a nondegenerate and quasi-homogeneous polynomial on C".

In [5], Ceccoti and Vafa studied the fusion of 2d topological and anti-topological theory from (X, fp),
and got a tt* geometry structure. Most of quantities in such a rich geometry structure can be com-
puted by dimension reduction to 1 dimension, i.e., to Supersymmetric Quantum Mechanics. In the
Schrédinger representation, the Hilbert space is given by L2A(X), i.e. the space of L? integrable forms
on X, and the charge operators Q4, Q) _, QT ,QT_ are represented by

QL= 5f0 =0+ dfoN, Q- = afo =0+ df(]/\,
QJ—rl— - 5}0 = =% 0_p%, QT— - 8}0 = 5—f0*’

where we have fixed a certain constant hermitian metric on X, and * is the Hodge star operator acting
on A*(X) with respect to the metric. Then we have the supersymmetric algebra structure

2 _gf2 _752 _5f2 _
8]”0 - 8fo - afo - afo =0,
5 ot

(2.1) {afma}o} =Ag, {afovafo} = Agy,

{05005} = {9520}, } = {010, 05,} = {95, 0}, } = 0.
The fermionic operator N acts on A*(X), that is, for any a € A*(X), N(a) = ka. Then

5 1_7% St _ At

(2.2) [N, 01, =By, [N,0g) =y, [N.Dy) = =0, [N,0}] = -0}, [N, Ag] =0.

Remark: {,} here is the anti-commutative bracket. Physicists always denote by F' the fermionic
operator, c.f. the introduction. Here we adopt the mathematical notation IV, i.e. the number operator.

2.2. Basic definitions. In this subsection, we give some basic definitions about the quasi-homogeneous
polynomials and their deformations.

Definiton 2.3. fy € Clz1,..., z,] is called a quasi-homogeneous polynomial, if there exist q1,...,q, €
QT, such that for any X € C*,

fo()\Q121, ... ,)\q”zn) = )\f()(zl, . Zn).

Each q; is called the weight of z;.

Definiton 2.4. Let fy € Clz1,...,2,] be a quasi-homogeneous polynomial, it is called non-degenerate
if

(1) fo contains no monomial of the form zz; fori # j,

(2) fo has only an isolated singularity at the origin.

In the LG B model, the state space can be described by the Jacobi ring J(fo) of fo:

Ok 9,
Dz17 " Dz

In fact, in this case, J(fo) is finite dimensional and denote p = py, = dim J(fp). Now we take a

J(fo) = Clz1,..., za)/(

monomial basis ¢1, ..., ¢, of J(fy), choose arbitrary s elements from {¢j}5:1’ for example, ¢1, ..., ¢s,
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and define
S
f(zu) = fo+ ) ujd;.

j=1

Then f is called a deformation of fj.
Since fy has weight 1, we can think of f as a quasi-homogeneous polynomial of (z,u), that is,

wt(u;) =1 — wt(e;).
Definiton 2.5. The deformation parameter u; is called:

(1) relevant, if the weight of u; is positive;
(2) marginal, if the weight of u; is zero;
(3) irrelevant, if the weight of u; is negative.

We will focus on the relevant deformation and marginal deformation, since the two cases do not
change the singular property of fy at oco.

Example 2.6. (1) For the A,, singularity fo = %HZHH’ one can deform fy to be
f = fO + un—lzn_l + Un—223n_2 + -+ urz + ug.

It is a relevant deformation.

(2) Let fo = 27 + -+ + 2. If we view [21, ..., 2,] as the homogeneous coordinates of CP"~!, then
fo =0 gives a complex hypersurface in CP" 1. There is a common deformation

f=fotuz- 2z,

which is a marginal deformation. Such a deformation has a global C* action, and hence the marginal
deformation induces the complex deformation of the complex hypersurface.

More definitions and examples can be found in Section 3 of [10].

3. tt* GEOMETRY

In this section, first we consider the relation between the cohomology spaces attached to 5f0 and
the space of harmonic forms attached to Ay . Then, applying this relation to the deformed case, we
introduce the genus 0 theory of the LG B-model, which is governed by the {t* geometric structure on
the space of the deformation parameters.

3.1. Hodge decomposition. We recall the following results in [10].
For simplicity, let us introduce some notations:
o M :=ker(Ay, : L2A*(X) — L>A*(X)) is the space of harmonic forms on X.
. Hgf (X) is the cohomology of the smooth complex (A*(X), 3y, ).
0

) HE;) 3, (X) is the cohomology of the L2-complex (L2A*(X),dy,)%
7Jo

45f0 is defined in the sense of distribution. One can also consider the smooth L? complex, Fan [10] proved that the

two cohomology groups are isomorphic via some regularization.
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In this subsection, we state the relations among the three spaces.
First, it is easy to compute the cohomology group Hgfo (X) via the spectral sequence, which is given
by
Hy (X)= H*(AX(X),85,) = Q"(X) /dfo A Q" H(X) 2 T (fo).

To get the information of H; and H (*2) 3, (X), we first have the following analytical result for Ay, .
Yfo

Theorem 3.1 (Theorem 2.40 in [10]). Suppose that fo is a non-degenerate and quasi-homogeneous
polynomial on C", then the form Laplacian Ay, on L?A*(X) has purely discrete spectrum and all the
eigenforms form a complete basis of the Hilbert space L*A*(X).

Furthermore, we have the Hodge decomposition for L2A*(X):

Theorem 3.2 (Theorem 2.52 in [10]). There are orthogonal decompositions
L2A*(X) = Hj @ im(Dy,) @ im(D},),
ker 07, = H & im(9y, ).
In particular, we have the isomorphism

Hy 5, (X) = H{.

At last, the following theorem reveals the relation between H* and Hgf (X).
0

Theorem 3.3 (Theorem 2.63 in [10]). Let (X, fo) be as before. Then

0 ifk
(3.4) dimul =0 TEED
uoif k=mn.

And there is an explicit isomorphism:
it HY — QX)) /dfo AQ"THX) = T (fo).

Remark: To construct the isomorphism ¢, it is more convenient to introduce the cohomology H:5 (X)
sYfo

of the compact-supported smooth complex (A%(X),dy,). One can show that there is an explicit quasi-
isomorphism between (A*(X),dy,) and (A%(X),dy,), see for example in [14]. Then, one can construct
the element in H é)’gfo (X) from H:’gfo (X). Finally, there exists a corresponding harmonic form via
Theorem 3.2, from which we get the map 1.

In the next subsection, we consider those cohomologies in the deformed case.

3.2. tt* equations: the genus 0 anomaly equations. Let ¢1,¢2,...¢, be a monomial basis of the
Jacobi ring J (fo) = Clz1, 22, ..., zn] /([ (2)). Let

Flu,2) = folz) + Y u'ei(2)
i=1

be the relevant or marginal deformation.> Denote by M the space of parameters (ul,...,u®), which
is a small neighborhood of the origin in C®. We therefore have a family of supersymmetric algebra
operators 55f,85f,5gf,82f,A5f parameterized by (8,u) € C* x M. When |u| is small enough, the

5We use the upper indices for the parameters in the sequel.
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dimension of the Jacobi ring of f remains the same, and the results in the last subsection hold for
We now consider the ¢t* geometry structure on the Hodge bundle over M.
We first have the trivial complex Hilbert bundle A%, (X) := L2A*(X) x C* x M — C* x M. For
simplicity, denote by A},(X) the section space of A};(X). There is a natural Hermitian metric

g: Ay (X) x Ay (X) — C°(C* x M)
(a1, ) n—)/ oy N ¥0s.
X

Note that there is a canonical real structure on the Hilbert bundle A},(X) which is given by the
complex conjugate, and we denote it by 7. By Theorem 3.1, for each (8,u) € C* x M, we can choose
the eigenforms {aq,(8,u)}o2; of Agg, to form a basis of L2A*(X). Then {ag = aq(f,u)}e2; forms
a frame of A}, (X) and {ag}52, also forms a frame of A}, (X).

Let Hy; C A};(X) be the Hodge bundle over C* x M, and the fiber at (5,u) € C* x M is given by
the space of all harmonic n forms of Agy(,). The space of section is denoted by H".

In the sequel, we restrict the metric g to the Hodge bundle and still denote it by g, which is called
the tt* metric.

Remark: As we mentioned in the last subsection, the cohomology group H*

(2),95¢
to H" as vector spaces. Naturally, one can ask whether the metric g could descend to the cohomology

(X) is isomorphic

elements. Unfortunately, there exists an ambiguity: i.e. there exist a; # o belonging to the same
cohomology class, and a 5f—closed form a3, such that g(aq,as) # g(ag, as). To fix the ambiguity, one
need consider the harmonic forms instead. For this reason, it becomes much more difficult to compute

the ¢t* metric.

Assume that {a,}_; form a basis of H", then from the Hodge decomposition, for any o € A%, (X),
there exist unique & € H", 1 € im(9ay), 72 € im(gg,f), such that

a=E&+7 + 72,

and g(a,aq) = g(&, ) for any a =1,..., p.

By Theorems 3.1 and 3.2, we know that Agy is invertible on the subspace im(dsf) & im(égf).
Denote the inverse operator by G. Let II : Aj,;(X) — H" be the harmonic projection. Then the
Hodge decomposition can be written in the operator form :

Id:H—I-GABf :H—I-Ang.

It is easy to check that G commutes with c%f, Opy, (ﬁf, (‘%f, Agy.

Now we can define some important operators on the Hodge bundle:

1. The connections D, D
Notice that the Hodge bundle is embedded into the Hilbert bundle, so we can define D in a natural
way:
D;=1l00;, D;=Mo0; i=1,..5s.

Or equivalently we can define their components:

(Di)aB = g(aiam ab)? ( Z)al_) = g(éiaav ab)v
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then D, = (Di)aggi’cozc,Dgoza = (Dg)agggcac.
Using the relations [0;,95f] = 957(9;8f),  [0;, (‘%f] = 0, we have

Dioz = Haioz = @'Oz — GAgfaiOé
= 8,04 — G[Agf,(‘)i]a (Agfa = 0)
= i+ Gégfc‘)ﬁf(@ﬂf)a (5gfa = 5;f04 =0)
= dio+ GOl 0ps[(B:Bf)a)  (Fppa=0)
= dior — B0} ,G(0; f ).

Similarly, D;a = d;q — 65ﬁf3;fG( i f )
2. The operators C;, C’g
Define C; = [T o 8;f, C; = Il 0 ; f, or equivalently define their components:

(Ci)ap = 9(0i fora,an),  (C7)ap = 9(Di feva, o).

Similarly, we have the formula

Ciaa = (0 foa) — 0370},G(0i ), Ciova = (Dif ) — 050} GO, )va

Proposition 3.5. The operators D, D,C,C satisfy the following relations:

(1) [Ci, Cj) = i, Cj] = 0;

(2) [Di, C5] = [D;,C5] = 0;

(3) [DiyOJ]Z[DﬁC]’ [D C] [Dj,éi];

(4) [Di, Dy} = [D;, D3] = 0, [D;, D3] = —|B*[C;, C5).

Proof. For simplicity, denote by dgy (or dgs7) the element that we need in imdsy (or imdgs), because
we always need project to the harmonic part. For any a € H", to show

(1) [Gi,Cj] =0
aifajfa = aif(CjOé + 5@f’7) = C;Cja + 55f’7.
Where we used the relation [0; f, dg¢] = 0. Similarly,

0;f0;ifa=C;Cia + 55]6’}/.

So C;Cja = C;C;a. The proof of the rest equalities is the same.

(2) [D;, Cj] =0
0Cjo = 9,9 fa + D7)
= @f@;a + (%f’y = ajf(D;a + 55]0’}’) + (%f’y
= 0;fDia + 03y = CjDja + Dy
In the second equality, we use [0;,d57] = 0 and in the third equality we use [0;f,ds¢] = 0. So

[D;, C5] = 0. Analogously, [D;, C5] = 0.
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(3) [Ds, Cj] = [D;, Ci] -
0;Cja = 0,(9; fo — D370}, G(9; f)av)
= (005 )a + 0 fOhx + Dapy — BODF NI}, G (0 f)ar
= (8:0;f)o + 0; f (Dicx + B30} .G (i f)r) + By — BO(DF N, G(9; )
= (80, f)o + 0;f Diax — BO;(Df NI}, G (0 f ) + Dpy + Dapy — BO(DF N}, G (0 f)ev.
So
DiCja = CDja+T1((9:6; f)a — BO;(0f M)} G(0: o — BO(DF N} G0 )ar)

And in the second term, it is obviously that ¢ and j are symmetry. So [D;, Cjla = [Dj;, C;Ja. Analo-
gously, [D;,C5] = [D;, C3).
(4) [D:, D;] =0
aiDja = E?i((‘)joz - /Baﬁfang(a]f)a)
= 0;0ja — 9gpy- ([0, 0ps] = 0.)
So [D;, D;] = 0. Analogously, [D;, D;] =0.

The last and also the most important formula is about the curvature [D;, D;]:

aiD3a = (92(6504 — ﬁéﬁfangWa)
= 9;0;0 — 30,0570}, ,GO;
= 0:0;0 — gy — |BI*(9:(9f 1) D} GD; fa.
In the second row, we use [0;,dgf] = BO;(0f). So
DiDja =T (900 — |8(040F 1)} GO Ta)

Similarly,

D;Dia =T1(9;0h0 — [BP(8;(DF A}, G0 )a)
On the other hand,
0:f Cjo = 0, (9 f o — D340, ,GI; fov)
= 0:f0;fa — Dgpy + (B:(9f M), GO far.
In the second row, we use [0;f, 03] = —0(9;if) A . So,
CiCa =TI (ai FO;Fo+ (9;(0 f/\))ang(?]—-fa) .
Similarly,
C:Chor =TI (Wa,- fa+ (73(_f)/\)5;fG(0if)a) .
Now it is obvious that [D;, D;]a = —|8[*[C;, C5la. O
Remarks: (1) The equations in this proposition are called the tt* equations, which is equivalent to
that the connection V = D + D + BC;du’ + SC;du’ on the Hodge bundle is flat. The ¢¢* equations

are a generalization of the special geometry relation on the Calabi-Yau 3-fold which is famous as the
genus 0 anomaly equations in [2].
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(2) Tt is possible to choose a holomorphic gauge such that the connection matrices A;, A; of D;, D;
respectively reads

A;=0, Ai=-—gog "

(3
So D is the Chern connection of the Hermitian metric g.

(3) One can also define more operators U, U, Dg, Dﬁ- to be
U=Tlof, U=Tlof, Dsg=TIlods, Dz=1Iod;.
Then one can prove that the extended connection
V =V + DgdB + DgdB + UdB + Udp
is flat. The complete discussion could be found in [10].

Definiton 3.6 (tt* geometry). A tt* geometry structure (K — M, r,g,D,C,C) consists of the fol-
lowing data

o K — M is a smooth vector bundle,

e a complex anti-linear involution r : K — K, i.e. k? =1d, s(\a) = Ax(a), YA € C,

e a Hermitian metric g(u,v),

e a one parametric family of flat connections V* = D+ D + %04— 2C', where D+ D is the Chern
connection of g, C, C are the C>(M)-linear map

C:C%(K) = C¥(K) 0 ALY, C:0®(K) - (K)o Al

satisfying
(1) g is real with respect to k : g(k(u), k(v)) = g(u,v),
(2) D + D respects the Hermitian metric g,
(3) (D+ D)(k) =0,C=roC ok,
(4) C is the adjoint of C' with respect to g, i.e. g(Cxu,V) = g(u,Cgv), X € Tys.

Then we say such structure (K — M, k,g,D,C,C) is a tt* geometry structure.

One can show that (H" — M,1r,g9,D,D,C = Cidu',C = égdug) admits a tt* geometry struc-
ture. If we impose the condition that dim(M) = p, more precisely, when the central charge ¢ =
o1 (1—2¢;) < 1, M can be the universal deformation space, the tt* geometry structure captures the
genus 0 information of the LG B-model. It is parallel to the Frobenius manifold structure in the CY
or LG A-model. In what follows, we will mainly discuss the “genus 1”7 anomaly equations for the LG
B-model through the heat kernel analysis.

4. HEAT KERNEL ANALYSIS AND ZETA FUNCTIONS

In this section, we first recall some main results in [11], which consists of the existence of heat kernel
function for Ay, the heat trace problem and the vanishing theorem attached to Ay, . In the following
discussion, we still focus on the relevant deformation or marginal deformation. In the last subsection,
we will extend the vanishing result to the deformed case. Note that we set § = 1 in the sequel, but
the result still holds if we regard § € C* as a parameter.
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4.1. Heat kernel for Ay, and Ay. Let fy be a non-degenerate and quasi-homogeneous polynomial
on C", and let h be a fixed constant Hermitian metric on C". Then Ay, has the local expression

Afo = _Aé + Lfo + |Vf0|2,

where

Ly, = —(h"™0, fojta,dz' A +hfv 9, foja, dzLA).

Denote by ¢p; and g, the maximal and minimal weight of variables in f respectively. In [11],
Fan and Fang constructed the heat kernel function of e Ao by approximation and iteration method
for qpr — gm < % Most of singularities which interest us satisfy this weight condition, for example,
all homogeneous polynomials, ADE singularities, the unimodal singularities. Of course, it is easy to
find a non-degenerate and quasi-homogeneous polynomial which does not meet the requirement, e.g.
22 4+ xy3, 2% + 2y? + oyt

The existence problem of the heat kernel function for Ay is solved by the following.
Theorem 4.1 (Theorem 5.13 in [11]). Let fo be a non-degenerate quasi-homogeneous polynomial on

C™ satisfying qyr — Gm < % andlet |, K €N, § = 71_35‘1_1‘;];%) satisfy KT‘S — 3?1__9;1;) —n—1ly— 21_05%1 > 0.
Fiz T > 0, then for any t € (0,T], the series

o0

p(z, w, t) = Z(—l)ip%(z, w, t)ﬁ

i=0
converges for any (z,w) € C" x C", and moreover has up to ly-order z-derivatives and at least 1-order
t-derivatives. p(z,w,t) is the unique heat kernel function for the operator Ay, .

Proof. See [11] or Appendix A7 in this paper. O

Remark: The existence of the heat kernel function for the following two operators L are well-known:
(1) The base space is R", L = Y"I" ; 82 4 V(z), where V(z) has compact support;
(2) The base space is a compact smooth manifold, and L is a second order elliptic operator.
The two existence problems can be solved via the perturbative method. But the case here is different:
the base space is non-compact, and the potential function V(z, z) is bounded from below, V' — +o0
as |z| — 4+o00. So we can not use the usual perturbative method. In order to ensure the convergence
problem, we need do the resummation to get a control factor, the details can be found in Appendix

A.

If we regard u € M just as parameters, then it is obvious that the same result holds for marginal
deformation f. Actually, the existence problem of heat kernel function for the deformed case can be
solved under some mild conditions as follows. Since the proof is a little more tedious, we put the
details in Appendix A.

Theorem 4.2. Let fy be a non-degenerate quasi-homogeneous polynomial on C" such that gy — ¢ <
%, and let f = f(z,u) = fo+ D> i, u'¢ be one of the following deformations:

6The kernel function p is a function of z,w, zZ, w, t, for simplity, we omit the Z, w.
"We rewrite Fan-Fang’s proof in a simple way, which will be necessary for the following analysis, such as L? extension,

asymptotic analysis.
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(1) the marginal deformation of fo;
(2) the relevant deformation of fo with one more weight condition wt(¢;) < 1 — 2(qpr — qm)-

Let Ay act on the Schwartz form space SA};(C"), with the norm || - |lo. Then there exists a unique
heat kernel function p(z,w,t;u)® for the operator Ay, which smoothly depends on the deformation
parameters.

In particular, when fy is homogeneous, the result holds for its relevant or marginal deformation.

Proof. The idea of the proof will be given in Appendix A, after the proof of Theorem 4.1. O

For convenience, in the sequel, we use the notation (*) to denote the weight conditions for fy and
f in Theorem 4.2.

Fan and Fang proposed that the condition qp; — ¢ < % is not necessary for the existence of heat
kernel. For example, the heat kernel associated to 22 + % exists, since the singularity is splittable. As
we show in Appendix A, using the construction of parametrix in [11] and some dimension argument,
there is another sufficient condition available for the existence problem. That is, if the higher derivative
(bigger than 1) of fy can be controlled by C(|V fo|+1), where C' is some positive constant depending on
n, then we can construct the heat kernel function for Ay, even for the relevant or marginal deformed
case Ay. Through a simple calculation, we can see that 22 + 293 meets the condition. But in general,
it is difficult to check this condition.

4.2. Heat trace and zeta function.

4.2.1. L? extension and the trace of the heat kernel. Note that in the construction of p(z,w,t; u) under
the weight condition (%), following from the proof of Proposition A.2, we can obtain

(4.3) Ip(z,w,t;u)| < H(t;u) and / Ip(z, w, t;u)|dw A dw < G(t;u).
Then it is direct to get the following results from the inequalities (4.3) and the Schwartz’s inequality.

Proposition 4.4. (1) For any v (z;u) € LA} (C"), we have [q, p(z,w,t;u)(w;w)dvoly(w) €
L2A%,(CY). In other words, e~ A1 admits an L? extension with kernel function p(z,w,t;u).

(2) p(z,w,t;u) is L?-integrable. Thus e~*~f is a Hilbert-Schmidt operator for any Re(t) > 0.
Furthermore, e 'A1 is trace-class and the trace is given by

ﬁ(e_tAf) == / tr(C” p(Z, 2, t7 u)dVOlh(Z)-g

There is another way to consider the trace of e **fo and e *2s. Recall that A o and Ar both have
purely discrete spectrum acting on the LZ-integrable form space, so do e **fo and e *2f. Let {\i}
represent the spectra of Ay or Ay, Fan-Fang proved that et and e tA7 are trace-class operators via
>y e M < 00, which is done mainly by some discussions about compact perturbation of operators,
and comparing the spectra of A?co with those of A% where AY := A9

is associated to n-
" 5 (42

harmonic oscillator.

Remark: (1) It is worth to mention that Fan-Fang’s proof starts from the spectra without the
condition qy; — ¢ < %

8Similarly7 the function p also depends on .

We emphasize that p(z, z,t) is a matrix in the internal indices, trc» denote the trace over these indices.
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(2) In [11], Fan-Fang also proved the heat trace result in the case X = (C*)", fj is a non-degenerate
and convenient Laurent polynomial, which is very important in the LG B-model as well.

4.2.2. Zeta function and vanishing theorem.

Definiton 4.5. Under the weight condition (x) for fo and f, there exists a constant Cy > 0 such that
for Re(s) > Cfy, the i-th zeta function associated to f is defined to be:

(f(s) = er / “Z Ve Tr(e ™A — In,)dt,

where 11y, is the harmonic projection operator Hk : Aﬁ/[((C") — HF.

Immediately, we know that Cjoc(s) = 0, since 37", Tr(—l)k(e_mi2 — IIz) = 0 by the Hodge de-
composition. ZiZo Tr(—l)ke_mlf2 is also well known as the Witten index in the physical literature.
Furthermore, we consider the case i = 1. In [11], Fan-Fang proved the following vanishing result for
Ch(s).

Lemma 4.6 (Theorem 6.9 in [11]). Let fy be a non-degenerate and quasi-homogeneous polynomial on
C™. Then
CGols) =

k
Proof. For simplicity, define Qf, = Ziio Tr(—l)kk(e_mfo — Hog), where g, : L2A* — HE is the
harmonic projection.
On the one hand, the hodge star operator x provides the relation

*Apy = Ay *
More precisely, *A]}O = A%’}Ek*, for k=0,1,...,2n. Then we have

tAk — AR

Tr(e /o) =Tr(e "~/ ).

Let IIf, be the projection to the subspace ker(A_ g, By Theorem 3.3, we have

‘LQ.A"
Tr(—1) kT, = (=1 K b,  Tr(—=1)*ETI, = (—1)%E w0

Therefore, we can compute @)y, as

ZTr k(e Ay — Iok)

= ZTr(—l)k —tAZE ZTr k‘HOk

k=0
2n
(4.7) = > Tr(= 1) 20— k)e 0 — (<1)"np

k=0

2n
= 2nTe(—1)ke 0 - 3 Tx (%0 —I1,) — 2(~1)"np
k=0
2n
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On the other hand, since fy is quasi-homogeneous, there exist d, k1,...,k, € N such that for any
A e Cx,
)\dfo(zl, e ,Zn) = fo()\klzl, - ,)\k”zn).
Hence, we can choose & such that € = —1. Consider the scaling Ie(z) = EFiz; fori=1,...,n. Then
we have fo(l¢z) = —fo(2) and the pull back I : A*(C") — A*(C"). It is direct to check that

(1) o Ag 0 Iz = Ay,

More precisely, (Ig)_1 o Ak £ © Ig = A’}O. Similarly, one can prove that Qy, = Q_s,. Combining it
with (4.7), we obtain Qf, = 0. Therefore, we get (}0 (s) =0. O

Remark: (1) In [11], the authors prove that e "/ is trace-class via studying their spectra when fo
is a non-degenerate and quasi-homogeneous polynomial. So C}O(s) holds without the weight condition
M — Gm < 3-

(2) The proof here doesn’t depend on the constant positive-definite metric on C", that is, if we
choose another constant positive-definite metric h; on C", we have (s (s;h1) = 0. In fact, let hg
denote the standard metric on C". Set h, = (1 — ¢)hp + ch1, 0 < h < 1, and x is short for the
corresponding Hodge star operator .. Since *? = (—1)’“, we have ¥x 1 = — x~1 % = —a. Then

b _ _ o L
50850 = 0,08} — 05,0} o + adl} 3y, — 0% ady,

By Duhamel formual and Equations (2.2), we have

% Tr(—1)V Ne tA %0

=~ tTe(~ 1)V (95,08}, — By, B} + 0} By, — B} ady, ) 210
= —tTr(-1)V <5f0a5}0 - @Naé}o — Néfoé}oa + Naé}oéfo + 5}0a5f0 — 5}0Na5f0) et
=t Tr(—1)NaA e B0 = —t% Tr(—1)N e 250,
Using the same discussion in the proof above, we have
(o (sihe) = —=C(sihe),  Cfy(s3he) = Cf, (3 he).
Now we prove that the vanishing theorem also holds for the deformed case under the weight condition
(%)-

Theorem 4.8. Under the weight condition (%) for fo and f,

C}(S) =0.

Before proving the theorem, let us rewrite the i-th zeta function in a more convenient way via the
number operator N;

(4.9) Ci(s) = %() /0 T U1 N N (A Tt

where IT : L2A%,(C™) — H™ is the harmonic projection as before.
The following two sets of relations will be used repeatedly in the sequel.
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{07,0¢} = {97, 0}} = {9}, 05} = {0}, 0}} = 0,
(4.10) [N,df) = 0y, [N,d}] = -0},
[Nvaf] = afv [N78}] = _8}7

and
10:,0¢] = (07, 6], [0:, 0] = (0%, 6],
(411) [aj’ 8f] [8f’ ¢j] [ ] = —[8}, Q_SE]’
[af #i] =0, f7¢i] =0,
[af ¢g] = [_},Q%] = 0.

Lemma 4.12 (Duhamel Formula). For the heat operator e **/, we have
t t
De A = / e_tlAf(—@Af)e_(t_t/mfdt', 5je_mf = / e_t/Af(—E%Af)e_(t_t/mfdt'.
0 0

Lemma 4.13. For the Hilbert-Schmidt operators A, B,O and the number operator N, assume that
they satisfy one of the following relations

(1) {(=1)N, A} = 0,[4,0] = 0;
(2) {(-1)N,B} =0,[B,0] = 0.
Then
Tr(—1)V{A, B}O = 0.

Proof. Suppose {(—=1)V, A} =0,[A, O] = 0, then
Tr(-1)NABO = TrBO(—1)NA = Tr BO(-A)(—-1)V
= —TrBAO(-1)N = —Tr(-1)VBAO.
The second case is similar. O

Remark: This lemma is called the AB argument in physics, and frequently comes into the discussion

of the variation of some new supersymmetry index; see, for example, in [4].

Set I = (Iy,.... 1)), J = (J1,...,Jn) € N", K = (Ki,...,K,),L = (L1,...,Ls) € N° and further-
more,
ola = 8,£11“‘5£25%]11"'5%]§v pK ol = ¢{{1...¢§s¢§%1...¢‘5§s_

Then we have

Lemma 4.14. Under the weight condition (%) for fo and f, the operators of the form agégqqu_SLe_mf
are Hilbert-Schmidt.

Proof. Let p(z,w,t;u) be the kernel function of e tAs, then the kernel functions for the operators
D, e A1 and ¢;e s are given by 0., p(z, w,t;u) and ¢;(2)p(z, w, t;u) respectively. It is an easy ob-
servation from the construction of p(z,w,¢;u) that these kernel functions are L?-integrable, therefore,
the corresponding operators are Hilbert-Schmidt. So do the operators of the form 997 ¢ ¢* e A, 0O
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Proof of Theorem 4.8. Note that e~*2f depends smoothly on the parameters u’, @ . And when u € M ,
we have Tr(—1)V NI = (—1)"nu. Therefore, Tr(—1)N N(e7*As —1I) is differentiable with respect to

7

u?, @ . Then to prove Theorem 4.8, it suffices to prove that C}(s) does not depend on the deformation

parameter u’, @ . That is, to show
0iC(s) =0, F;(j(s) = 0.

Let us compute the derivative with respect to u’, @ on the super-trace first. By equations (4.10),
(4.11) and Lemmas 4.12 4.13, 4.14, we have

0; Tr(—l)NN(e_tAf ~1) = — Tr(—l)NN /Ot e—t'Af(8iAf)e—(t—t’)Afdt/

=t Te(—1D)VN(9;Ap)e A1

=t Te(—1)NNO{D}, D e B

— (1N (5}[@-, ay] + [, 5,45}) Y

= —tT(~1)"'N (}105, 01 + [0, 610} ) =1

= — tTe(=1)™ ([N 01107, 6] + O} N (07, 6:] + N1y, 6:)0} )
< e(—1)N (—5}[@,@]) Y

= —tT(=1)" (=0} 0+ D60y ) et

D e(-1)Y (~Bh0pon - 9;0}0:) 2 = 0.

The equality (a): It holds by the acyclic property of trace operator.

The equality (b): The two operators e ¥ 2f and (9;A f)e_(t_t,)Af are both Hilbert-Schmidt operators,
N is a bounded operator, and [N, e tAr ] = 0, then it follows from the acyclic property of trace.

The equality (c): Naively, it follows from the AB argument. But 5}: is an unbounded operator. This
equality holds by
Tr(—l)N (5}N[8f, ¢Z] + N[af, (25,]5}) e tAY
= =\ _tA, _t
= T(—=1)" (9} N[9y, 6i) + N1y, 4,10} ) e 3¢5
— _t _t a —

= Te(-1)Vole 287 N[0y, ¢ile™ 257 + Tr(—1)N N[0y, ¢i]0}e 47

= — Tr(-1)V Noy, ¢i]e—%Afé}e—%Af + Te(—1)V N[y, ¢i)0he 41

= — Tr(-1)V Noy, ¢i]5}e—mf + Tr(—-1)V N[oy, ¢i]5}e—mf = 0.
The equality (d): We want to use the acyclic property of trace to move the operator dy to the front.
The process is similar to the equality (b) that we put the operator e~ 227 and the operator dy together
to move around the trace. In the next section, we will use this method repeatedly.

Therefore, we have 81-(}(8) = 0. Analogously, 55 Tr(—1)NN(e~t2s —II) = 0, and therefore 55{}(8) =
0. g
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Remarks: (1) Note that if we scale f to Sf, 8 € C*, the heat kernel of e~*287 still existence under
the weight condition (%), and smoothly depends on 5 € C*. It is believed that ¢ é f(s) = 0. Indeed,

o o _ _
a52sr = 1195, 9s1) A%} = 0%, £+ (057 11 .

the rest proceed as the proof of Theorem 4.8.
(2) This theorem could be viewed as a counterpart of the vanishing theorem [17] of the Ray-Singer

analytic torsion, which also vanishes in the supertrace level

Z Tr(—1)P*9p(e 2" — 11, 4) = 0.
P.g

Furthermore, the symmetry of p, ¢ allows us to obtain

S Tr(-1)PH(p + g) (A" ~TI,,) = 0.
p,q

(3) In the 2d LG B-model, Cecotti, Fendley, Intriligator and Vafa [4] introduced some quantities
which are of the form

L(B) = Tr(~1) ' Fle P for [ > 0.

When [ = 0, it is the famous Witten index. For [ = 1, they proved that I; depends only on the
F-term in the action functional, or in other words, it depends only on the superpotential f. It is for
this reason that they regarded it as the supersymmetric index. Actually, it depends on the boundary
condition at spatial infinity and they showed that it is an anti-symmetric matrix. This index is very
important since it works as a bridge connecting the differential equation (ft* equation) and the inte-
gral equation (TBA equation). The surprising equivalence between the coupled integral equation and
certain differential equations has not been proven mathematically. For [ > 2, I; does depend on the

D-term.

Because of the vanishing theorem, the next zeta function which interests us is

(7(s) = 2F1(s) /0 T Tr(—1)NN2(e7 A5 — )dt.

As we mentioned in the Introduction, on the CY B-side, the BCOV torsion could be interpreted as
the genus 1 partition function of Calabi-Yau 3-fold target theory. The corresponding zeta function,

denoted by (pcov(s), is

* 1 tAP:4
—— [ T Te(=1)PTIpg(e T — 11, 4)dt.
F(S) /0 ( ) pq( pvQ)
Because of the vanishing theorem in the complex geometry, it can be written as

1 < _iAPs
CBCOV(S) = T(S)/O 45 1 Tr(_l)p-i-Q(p + q)2(e tAPT Hp7q)dt.

CBcov(s) =

It looks similar to our 2nd zeta function. So it is natural to hope that the 2nd torsion invariant could
be related to the genus 1 partition function on the LG B-side in the spirit of the LG/CY correspon-
dence.
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5. COMPUTATION OF 0;0; Tr(—1)N N?(e~*A7 —1II)
The goal of this section is to obtain the transgression formula for

0;0; Tr(—1)N N2 (e~"27 —T0).

19

In order to compute it, we will again make full use of equations (4.10), (4.11) and Lemmas 4.12, 4.13,

4.14.
Note that the following identity is given in the proof of Theorem 4.8.

Lemma 5.1. Tr(—l)Ngjp[(‘)f,gbi]e_tAf =0, Tr(—l)Na}[gf,iﬁ;]e_tAf =0.
Now let us first compute 0; Tr(—1)Y N2(e7*As —1I), the result is given by
Lemma 5.2. ; Tr(—1)N N2(e~*A7 — 1) = 2t Te(—1)N N9} [0, ¢i]e 47
Proof. By equations (4.10), (4.11) and Lemmas 4.13, 4.14, 5.1, we have
9 Tr(—1)N N2(e7t27 —10)
Y Tr(—1)V N2 (5}[@-,@] v [ai,éf]5}> ety

= —tTe(~1)VN? (5}[@, & + [0y, @-]5}) et

= — t T(~1)VN (N, 00y, &1] + D} N[0y, 6] + N0, 610} ) e~

+Te(—1)NIIN? (05, ¢ile A0 + Te(—1)V N[0y, ¢,~]5}e—mf}

—
=

)

t Te(—1)VNOL Oy, gile 2 + t Tr(—1)NILN([0f, ¢i]e "4
= 2t Te(~1)V N3y, ¢ile 27

—t {— Tr(—1)NN5}[af, pile A5 + Tr(—=1)NN, 5}]N[af, pile A1

The equalities (a), (b) are similar to the computation of 8; Tr(—1)Y N(e7**s —TI), in what follows, we

will omit the discussions. The last equality is given by Lemma 5.1.
Next, let us compute gj@i Tr(—1)NN2(e~*Ar —TI):
0;0; Tr(—1)N N2 (e~'21 —TI)

= 2t Tr(—1)N N([9;, 0410y, ¢ile "2 + 2t Te(—1) Y NOHOy, 1][;, €77,

For convenience, denote
Ay = Te(~1)N N(3;, 80y, dile 7,
Ay = Tr(~=1)N N[0y, ¢i][95, e7"47].
Then we have
Lemma 5.3. A; = Tr(—1)N(Aydj0i + NojApd; — N Ag)e 21
Proof. By equations (4.10), (4.11), and Lemmas 4.13, 4.14, we have
Te(—1)V N[5, 9})[0y, ¢ile 2
= = Te(=1)V N[}, ¢5]05, dile ™2

0
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= —Tr(-D)VN (3}5533]”@ — Obps0:0; — 6504001 + @Z_ﬁa}@@f) e 1Ay
= —Tr(-1)" <—3]Tv¢_553f¢i + 0LN G301 ¢i + 0165 0i0r — O} N dji0y
—Nﬁgja}af@ + N¢_53¢i5}8f> e~ tA
= — Te(=1) (=0}0pd561 — 050}6;6s — N&;050} 01 + Ny}
~NG;010;6i + Nynd}oy ) e
= Tr(-1)" (Apds0; + NojA o — NgsgiAp) e ™27 O

The computation of A, is a little more complicated, since it involves more noncommutative relations.
Ay = = Te(=1)"NO} (05, 6] /Ot e85 (9]105,07] + 95, 07)0} e~ A at

= = Tr(=1)"8}[0, ¢ / e (a0, 0] + OYNID; 0]+ NTBy, 0pJoe

= Tr(—l)N(é}af@ - a}@af)a}/o e~VA119y, pile - )AF q¢!
— Tr(~1)" (8}0y01 — 3udy)0] /0 8N (B, G5le A1 gt
+ Tr(—l)Na}(é}af% - 5}@‘@) /Ot e "AIN(Dy, g5le” A at!

— ~T(-1)"0j0jl0y.0) 1[5y, B e g
I IRl S o Sl

— Te(-1)NoHAS, ¢4 /Ot e "2 N(0f, dsle” TR .
Again, for convenience, denote
By = - Te(-1)V 0o} (05, 6] /0 Ty 05, dsle=t=Bsar,
By = Tr(—l)Né} Ay, ¢l /Ot e~UA1[0y, (Ej]e_(t_t/mfdt',
By = —Tr(-1)V oAy, ¢4 / et BIN(0y, Gyl A ar.
Then we have

Lemma 5.4. By = — Tr(— ft et Af<25 e (=t )Af(Af) Pidt’.

Proof. By equations (4.10), (4.11) and Lemma 4.14, we have

t
Bi = —Te(~1)"0}0}(9s i — 6:0y) / B (8585 — $0)e s !

t
= - Tr(—l)Né}a}(aqui - ¢iaf)5f/0 e_t,Angje—(t—t')Afdt/
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— Te(-1)N 03404 (95 6i — $:0y) /0 t A1 e (=) gy
= — Te(~1)N (A9} — Afa}@af)/ot et Goe B gy
@ _ Te(—1)V A (0105 6; + 070} 4) /0 t e VA re 1A gt!
- — Tr(_l)N(Af)qui /Ot e_t/AfQ—sje—(t—t’)Afdt/
- _ Tr(—1)N /Ot e_t’Af&je—(t—t’)Af(Af)Q(bidt/'

In the equality (a), we use the relation [0y, q%] =0, and

[SIES

t ’ - ’ % ’ - ’
/ C_tAf¢3€_(t_t )Afdt/:e—;Af/ e—t Af¢je—(%—t )Afdt/+/ _tAf¢]

0 0 0

to move the operator J; around the trace.
The methods to compute By and B3 are similar.

Lemma 5.5. The terms By and Bs are given by

By = Tr(=1)" (¢34 56 — Ayl ™,
By = Te(~1)M(Ar¢id; — NojA s+ Nojoilp)e™'S

Proof. By equations (4.10), (4.11), and Lemma 4.14, we see that
By = Tr(—1 Na%/ YRy, gile AT Ayt
I T N

= TV [ (Bl ) ar
= Tr(—1)Nle; (727 [0r, 65] — [0, djle 1)
= Te(— )N G0t didge A+ Tr(—1)V G503 e
= Te(-1)NOlgidpdje 8 — Tr(—1)N ;0 gigje 2
= Te(—1)"(¢5A 105 — Apdicsy)e 2.

Similarly,

B,y — _ﬁ(_nNé}@/o U5 N[Dy, dle At

t
—i—Tr(—l)Né}(bi / Ape "AIN[9y, dsle= T at,
0

= — Tr(_l)Né}(ﬁi (e—tAfN[gf7 (2’53] _ N[éf, (Ej]e_tAf)
= T(-1)"(8s0:6; = N&jAs6i + Nojoildp)e'™. O

—t)Af g e~ 501

21
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By Lemmas 5.3, 5.4, 5.5, we get
0;0; Tr(—1)N N2 (e~ 21 —TI) = 2t Te(—1)N Apgyize 27 + 2t Tr(—1)N §5A ppie 12
(5.6) L
— 2tTr(—1)N/ e "8 s
0
Furthermore, we see that the right hand side of the equation (5.6) above admits a differential of

some function with respect to .

Theorem 5.7 (Transgression Formula). Under the weight condition (x) for fo and f,

3;0; Te(-1)NN?(e7™27 —1I) = — L Tr(—1)N ¢igse 27
(5.8) dt

d b AL iy
+2t% Tr(—l)N/O e "2 gre =8 Ayt

Remark: The equation (5.8) looks like the transgression formula of the Chern character in [13], so
by analogy we call it the transgression formula associated to Ay.

6. ANOMALY FORMULA

6.1. Meromorphic extension of the zeta function and singularity torsion. Recall that our
i-th zeta function associated to Ay is defined to be

o0
Cis) = %(S) /0 BT (—1)V N (e — Tt for Re(s) > Cj.
which is holomorphic with respect to Re(s) > C}. In this subsection, we consider its meromorphic
extension.
For simplicity, we drop off the subscript f, and denote C}(S) by (*(s). Let us split the integral over

t into [0,1] and [1, 00), and write

i 1 ! -1 N prif,—tA

v s _ ¢ ) —
G 2F(s)/0 =1 Tr(— 1)V Ni(e ) dt,
i1 % sl N arig—tAp
(o= 2T (s) /1 7 Tr(—1)" N'(e II)dt.

First, we have
Lemma 6.1. The operator Ay is positive semi-definite.
Proof. 1t is the general conclusion in the SQM. For o € A%, set |a|* = g(a, ), then
g(e, Aga) = [9pal® + |9}l .
Therefore, the spectra of Ay are non-negative. O

Accordingly, (4(s) is a holomorphic function for any s € C. It remains to consider (i(s). We have
to study the asymptotic expansion of heat trace via the heat kernel function.

The heat trace expansion as t — 0+ in our situation is quite different from the one on the compact
manifolds. On the n-dimensional compact manifolds, there is an asymptotic expansion [16] to the heat
kernel function p(z,y,t)

1 dew)? .
p(z,y,1) ~ We K Zt bi(z,y).
=0
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It follows that the heat trace admits an asymptotic expansion as a Laurent series of t1/2 with the leading
term of order —5. But here we are facing with the noncompact manifolds C" and the unbounded
potential, the trace expansion is more different. For example, assume that the base space is R", let
L=-%",02 +V(x) act on L*(R"), where the potential function V is bounded from below, and
V — 400 as |z| — 4o00. Then the local heat-kernel expansion in the diagonal (see in [8]) can be
partially summed over and rewritten under the form

1 — T . 7
p(x7x7t) = We tV( )ZUz(x)t )
i=0

where U;(x) are polynomials of derivatives of V(). And there may exist other fractional powers (not
just the half integers), even logarithmic terms of ¢ in the heat trace asymptotic expansion as t — 0+.
For the potential V = |z|?, or el*1?  the result can be found in 8].

Therefore, it is much difficult to compute the asymptotic expansion for each Tr(e_ml; — 1), k =
0,1,...,2n. For simplicity, in the rest of the paper, let us focus on the non-degenerate homogenous
polynomial fj of degree p 4+ 1 and its marginal or relevant deformation f, where p > 1.

First, if we choose the standard Hermtian metric h = % > vy dz,®dz, on C" and the standard basis
{dz" A dzJ}[’Jc{l’.“7n}|[|+‘(]|:k, then we can write AI} as a matrix operator A’]i = —Ag+ By + |V f|*1d,
where By, represents the matrix of Ly. As we compute in Appendix A, the diagonal part (w = z) of
heat kernel for Ag‘i has the expansion of the form

(1) if f is the marginal deformation, py(z, z,t;u) = (27r1t)” e~ 22, 10z, fI? o2 o Ualz; u)t?,

(2) if f is the relevant deformation, py(z, z,t;u) = (27r1t)” e~ 2 X, 10z, fol? P ﬁa(z;u)t“,

where U,(z;u) (resp. Uy(2;u)) can be solved by a certain recursion relation with Up(z;u) = 1 (resp.
Up(z;u) = 1) being given.
Since deg fo = p + 1, we have

(1) for marginal deformation f, deg|df|?> = 2p ;
(2) for relevant deformation f, deg|0fo|> = 2p.

1
Then for the two cases, we can do the rescaling z — y = t2r z, then the exponential part in p(y,y, t;u)

—tAI;)

has no the factor t. Accordingly, we get the asymptotic expansion of Tr(e as a Laurent series of

1
t2r with the leading term of order —@.

Let us order the powers by o/f = —W < 0/2g << Ozfo(k) =0< ozfo(k)ﬂ < +--, then we can
write
k
Te(e ) = Y cap(w, @)t + > cpn(u, w)t.

1<a<io(k) b>ig (k)

Proposition 6.2. Let fy(z) be a non-degenerate homogeneous polynomial on C™, and f(z;u) = fo(z)+
S8 ulei(2) be its relevant or marginal deformation. Then Tr(—1)NNi(e=™*A7 —1I), i > 2 has the
following asymptotic expansion

Tr(—D)VNi (e ™ —T) = > dau(u, @)t + > dpi(u, W™ as t — 0+,

1<a<io b>ig

where ag,op € Q, oy < g <+ < iy =0 < @jpqpq <o -
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Example 6.3. Consider the deformation of As singularity, f = %zg +wuz, we can use the construction
method in Appendiz A and the vanishing theorem to get: fori > 2,

Te(~1)V NI (e85 —TI) = (2 — 2) Tr(e 27 —TIy) = (2' — 2) Tr(e "2 — )

. V2 V2T 1
— (28 —2) [—”t—- VT u2ts - g +O(t2)
Therefore, (%(s) is holomorphic in the domain Re(s) > @. Consider the regularized function as
Ris N 1 b N nri( —tA _\ o
G(s) = 2F(s)/0 t Tr(—1)" N*(e7*2F —1I) — Z doi(u, @)t | dt

1<i<ig

It is holomorphic in a neighborhood of 0 € C and meromorphic for Re(s) > 0. Or, (%(s) extends to a
meromorphic of function

Rii 1 dasi(u, )
' = C
G () 21 (s) ; g +s se€b

which is holomorphic in a neighborhood of 0.

Definiton 6.4 (Defintion 7.8 in [11]). For i € N, the i-th torsion type invariants T*(f) is defined to
be

(6.5) log T'(f) = —(¢* + &)'(0).

Remark: Note that here log 7%(f) is a smooth function with respect to the parameters u, 1.

Since we are interested in the 2nd zeta function, here we also pay our attention to the 2nd torsion
type invariants. First, Proposition 7.9 in [11] also holds in our case:

Proposition 6.6. Let (C™, fp1(2)) and (C™2, foo(w)) be two non-degenerate homogeneous polynomials
and fi(z;u) and fo(w;v) be their marginal or relevant deformations respectively, then we have the sum
of the singularity (C™1"2, fi(z;u) + fa(w;v)) and the identity of torsions

log T*(f1 @ f2) = (=1)" p(f1) log T*(f2) + (=1)"2u(f2) log T*(f1).

Proof. Although the fi; ® fo may be no longer homogeneous, they are splittable. Analogously, we can
construct T2(f; @ f2). Then proceed the proof of Proposition 7.9 in [11]. O

6.2. Anomaly formula. Recall that we have computed the transgression formula for Tr(—1) N?(e~*As —
IT) in Section 5. In this subsection, we apply it to the 2nd singularity torsion.
The main theorem of this section is:

Theorem 6.7 (Anomaly formula). Let fo(z) be a non-degenerate and homogeneous polynomial on
C", and let f(z;u) = fo(2) + > oi_, u'¢i(2) be its relevant or marginal deformation. Then

t
(6.8) &50:1og T*(f) = (-1)" tr C;C5 — (Tr(—l)N /0 qsie—t’Af&je—(t—t’)Afdt’)1.

In particular, when f is the marginal deformation,

¢
(Tr(—l)N/ ¢i€_t,Af¢_5j€_(t_t/)Afdt’> =0.
0 1
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By the definition of the torsion type invariants, we have

1 1
log T2(f) = — = / Tr(—1)V N (e —T0) — > do(u, w)t* dt
2 Jo , t
1<a<ip
(69) _ %/ ﬁ(_l)NNQ(e—tAf o H)%
1

1 do(u,@) 1 _, ~
= > e S T ()dg (u. ).
1<a<io

To prove the anomaly formula, we need the transgression formula (5.8) and the following asymptotic
analysis for the term

t
Tr(—1)N gipse 47 — Tr(—1)N /0 e AT e TR A pgyat.

More precisely, we have to analyze this term as ¢ — oo and its constant part.

Lemma 6.10. Ast — oo, we have

t
Jlim <Tr(—1)N pidre A — Tr(—1)N / e_tlAfgbje_(t_t/)Afquﬁ,'dt/)
— 00 0

= tr(—l)"CZC3

Proof. Note that lim;_,., e *2f = II, we have

t
lim (Tr(—l)N $idse A — Tr(—1)N / e—t’Af¢3e—<t—t’>AfAf¢idt’>
0

t—o00
t
— Tr(—l)N@q%H—tngo Tr(—1)V / e A1 g TR A pgydt!

0
t

— Tr(—1)N¢i<53H—t1L%10 Tr(—1)V <e—§Af /02 e—t’Af(gje—%—t’)AfAfdt’

t
2 / — /
+ /0 et Af(;ﬁje_(%_t )AfAfdt’e_%Af> Oi

|+

= Tr(=1)"igp;11 — Tr(—l)Nchm 2 e_t,Af&36_(%_t/)AfAfdt/¢i
— 00 0
i
()N lim [ e~'21 goe (AT A pdt Tl
t—o0 0
t
= Te(—1)N ;11 — Tr(—l)NHtlim ’ e A gz~ GO Apdt ¢
— 00 0
= Tr(—1)" ;11
i

T~V lim [ [%(e‘t/Af(;sje_(%_t/)Afdt/)+Afe_t/Af¢je_(%_t/)Afdt/ b;

t—00 0

t

= Tr(=1)V i1l - Tr(~)VII lim (7347 — G 22)g,
= Tr(—1)";I1¢; = tr(—1)"CiC5

In the equalities (a) and (b), we use the relations AfIl = 0 and IIAy = 0 respectively. O
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Next, we consider the constant part, i.e.

t

(6.11) (Tr(—l)Ngbigz_bje_mf —ﬁ(—1)N/ e_t/Afg_bje_(t_t/)AfquSidt/) :
0 0

which is equivalent to

t
(Tr(—l)N / @e‘t'Afcbje‘(t‘t')Afdt’) .
0

1
To do this, we compute Tr(—l)N fot (bie_t/Af (536_(t_t/)Afdt/ as follows:

t
rIwr(_l)N /0 qbie—t/quEje—(t—t’)Afdt/

t
— rIwr(_l)N/ qbie_tlquEjet,Afdt/e_tAf
0

12

t B B " - -
— Tr(—l)N/O &; <¢j —t'[Ay, 65 + Q[Af, [Af, ¢5]] — > gl e—tDr
2
= tTr(—1)V sse 27 + % Tr(—1)" ¢;(20,6;0, )e 27
t3 - _ -
+3 Tr(—1)" ¢; (49:07650,0, + 205630, L + 405050,|0f|) e 25 + - -

For simplicity, we only consider the marginal deformation f for the homogeneous polynomial fj.
Assume deg f = p+ 1, we have

deg |[0f|° = degg =2p, deg0,0.f =p—1, deg(det|0*f|*) =2n(p—1).

Lemma 6.12. Let fy be a non-degenerate homogeneous polynomial, and f be its marginal deformation,
then

t
(Tr(—l)N/ ¢i€_t/Af¢je_(t_tl)Afdt’> =0.
0

1

The proof of this lemma is given via a scaling analysis and detailed computation as follows:
1 1
First consider the scaling z — t2r 2z, w — 2w, using the recursion relation for U,:

Un(zw) = — / 20,0501 (2, w) — B(2)Un—1 (2 w)

™ Jo
(6.13) —2[0,90;Up_o(2,w) + 0590, Up_o(2,w) + 0,059Up_o(z, w)]
+ 20,9059Up—3(z,w) } ds,

we know that

t
(6.14) <Tr(—1)N / ¢ie—t’Af¢3e—<t—t’>Afdt’>
0 1
1 - 2
(6.15) = W/X@%e 2007 (stron(p—1)—2 Uzn1 + StTan(p—1)12p—2 Uznt2
(616) +Str2n(p_1)+4p_2 U2n+3) dUOlZ
1

(6.17) / str <¢i(25,7<;_558v)e_9(z’w)Ugn(z, w)|wzz) dvol.,
X

] (2m)n

(6'18) + %ﬁ / ¢i(4517(538,/‘8f’2)6_2|8f|2 str Ugndvolz
: X
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1 1 _
+ 31 (2m)n /X ¢i(2817¢j)e_2‘8f\2 str[(a,,Lf)Ugn_l]d?)Olz,

where stry U, denote the deg d-component in strU,.

(6.19)

Next let us compute each term one by one. Recall that
Ap=-2 0,0, +Ls +20f,

where
Lf = —2(8“8,,fLﬁdz” A —|—8u8,,fLﬁdz’//\).

Lemma 6.20 ( [11] Proposition 3.4). For 0 < m < 2n, we have

0<m<2n

6.21 tr L7 = tr(—1)N L =
(6.21) strLf i= (=)7L (2n)1(=1)"4"| det(3%f)]2  m = 2n.

Note that we use the matrix function Bj to represent the action of L; on the space of k-forms.

Then we have

Corollary 6.1. For 0 < m < 2n, we have

2n 0 m # 2n
str B™ = Z(—l)k tr B)' =
=0 (2n)!(—1)"4"| det(0?f)]*> m = 2n.

Furthermore, we have
strUpn(z,2) = 0,m < 2n;  strUs,(2,2) = (—1)"4"| det (02 f)|?.

Using the recursion relation for Uy, we know that

® stro,(p—1)—2 U2n 11 consists of 2n (—B)-terms and one 20,0,
® stro,(p—1)42p—2 Uznt2 consists of 2n (—B)-terms and one —2(8,059 + 8,905 + 0590, ),
® stT9;,(p—1)+4p—2 U2n+3 consists of 2n (—B)-terms and one 20,9059.

To explicit to compute them, let us consider the iteration of (—B)-terms only. Set

(6.22) Va(z,w) = in /07‘ s"HN=B(2)Vh_1(z,w)lds, Vi(z,w) = l/OT[—B(Z)]als.

T r

It is easy to see that we can expand tr V,,(z,w) as

tr Vn(z7w) = (_1)71% tr B(w)" + ay tr {B(w)"_l[(‘)VB(w)(ZV _ wy) + 517B(w)(2,7 - wlj)]}
+ by tr { B(w)" 10,0, B(w)|z, — w,|*} + - -

Note that 9,0:B = 0, we can compute that

1
a =-g, by =0
Using the recursion relation for V,,, we get the recursion relation for the coefficients a,,, b, as follows.
= 1 n" ! b = 1 2 b >1
a"+1__n——|-2 (—)54-% ) n+1——n—+3(an+ n), n>1

Moreover, by induction, we have
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Lemma 6.23. Forn > 2,
1
(n—1)1"
Now let us compute stro,,—1)—2 U2n+1, StTonp—1)+2p—2 U2n+2, Stro,(p—1)+4p—2 Uan+3-
(1) Str2n(p—1)—2 Uany1:

1
Qp = (—1)115 X

Using the recursion relation (6.13) for U,,, we know that this term is computed in terms of the
following iteration:

~B <44 —B <4+ 20,0, < —B<¢ -+ —B, i=2,...,2n,

2n—i %

where < denotes the iteration from (6.13). Then

— 1 1 1 2n—1 a3 7
stron(p—1)—2 Uznt1 = Zzz: Gt 1) (i+1)4 X =] str [B(2)"'20,0; B(2)']

(2) Str2n(p— 1)+2p—2 Uanyo:

Similarly, the iteration is given by

~B ¢ 4= =B+ —20,0;g 4 —B<4 -+ —B,i=0,...,2n

2n—i i
—B < - —B <+ —2(8,90; + 090,) + —B <+ -+ —B, j=1,...,2n
2n—j J

Note that g = 2 fol |0f2(1(z — w) + w)dr, then

_ _ _ 2 _
Bvg(z,w)| . = B0, Fpg(z,w)|,_, = Fp|0f*, 0,0p9(z,w)|,_, = §3u35|3f|2-
Therefore, we have

Str2n(p—1)+2p—2 Uan+2
2n

= — 1 [ 2n—kg " 21 k
B 2;(2n+2)..-(k;+2) st _B 38”8”‘af’ k!B

2n _
- 1 2n—k 21 1 k—17
2]-22(2”4”)“'(1%2)Stlr _B o161 2X(1<:—1)!B B

2n

_ 1 [ on—kza (ap2l 1 k—1
2JZ=:1(2"+2)---(/~6+2)Stlr BRI < Gy BB
— LL I_ 2 2n 25 m a5 9 on
R TYC (25,/(%]8]“\ str B + 20, |0f |0y str B + 205|070, str B )

(3) Str2n(p— 1)+4p—2 U2n+3:
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Similarly, the iteration is given by

~B+¢ -4 —B 20,909 —B<+ -+ —B, i=0,...,2n.

2n—1i i
Then we have
Stan(p—1)+4p—2 Uan+3
2n
1
=2
2 (2n—|—3)---(k:—|—3)

_i 2 2 2n
20 ) 20,|0f|?20,|0f|* str B

str B%—ia,,yaf\?ép\afy?%Bk

Thus, we obtain
o210 2
971 (stron(p—1)—2 Uant1 + $tT20(p—1)12p—2 Uznt2 + $tT2p—1) 4 4p—2 Uzn+3)

1 —2|0f|? 2n
12(2)aa< strB).

After a rescaling, we see that
(6.15) + (6.16) = / 0i50,8 (729 (1" det |9 || ol

= E (09105 07)e 10T (—1)"| det(92 ) [P dvol..

Next, let us compute the last three terms.

(4) str (¢:(205¢;0.)e 9= Unp (z,w)| ,__):
str (qﬁi(25,;(530V)e_9(z,w)[]2n(z, w)|wzz)
= 2(?25,;(]35 str |:8V(e—g(z,w) U2n(z7 w))|w:z}
1 1

_ A 7 _—2|0f|? . 2 1 o | -+ 2n—1
= 2¢;0p05€ str[ 0y|0f] —(2n)!B + 5 X 7(271_ 1)!B E?VB]

! o —2/0f? 2n
= 5 X 200700, ( (2n) str B
Then, after a rescaling, we have
- V- b= —2|8f| 2n
(6.17) /X 200540, < (2n) str B )
e %/ ay¢255¢§36_‘8f‘2(_1)n| det(82f)|2dvolz,
X

Similarly, we can compute (6.18), (6.19) as follow.
(5) (6.18):

(6.18) 3,/@ 507)(0,|0f12)e 1917 (—1)"| det (92 f)[*dvol.,

-3 | 0,0i(Bp7)e”P (—1)"| det(8% ) Pdvol.



30 XINXING TANG
! (B5d-)e 191 n 2 £1(2
T /X i(Dpd7)e” 1917 (=1)"0, | det(9” f)[Pdvol..
(6) (6.19):
(6.19) = / iBpdy)e P (1) 1(2n1_1) str(B*"~19, B)

_ /¢ 5)e TP (1), | det (62 ) P*dvol..

In summary, we have

t
(Tr(—l)N/ ¢ie_t,Af¢§j€_(t_t,)Afdt/>
1

_ (_—_+ ) / 0y 64(Bpby)e ™I (—1)7| det (92 ) 2dvol.

=0.
Proof of Theorem 6.7. We learn from the transgression formula that &jaidiog = 0.19 Using the equa-
tion (6.9), Theorem 5.8, and Lemmas 6.10, 6.12, we complete the proof. O

Remarks: (1) It is obvious to see that the two terms in r.h.s of anomaly formula (6.8) can give us
two Kéahler metrics based on the deformation parameter space respectively. Here tr C’iéj is Kéahler
because of the tt* equations:

O tr C; C = tr((DxC;) 5) = tr((D;Cy) 7;) = 0; tr Ckéj.

Meanwhile, note that
()0 = Tim T 1) ey
L—oo

If we look at it in a 2d TFT version, it is a torus with the fields ¢; and qz_bj inserted on the left and right
side of a flat torus respectively which are infinitely separated by two long tubes each with perimeter
1. Then it gives us the genus 1 information.

(2) The holomorphic anomaly equation [2] of the partition function Fj for the Calabi-Yau 3-fold is
given by
Tr F
Vg
24 J
where G,;; the Weil-Peterson metric which is determined by the special geometry relation (genus 0

_ 1 _
8581F1 = 5 tr CZC3 —

information).

(3) In [7], Coates and Iritani also derived the anomaly equations for the genus g partition function
which they denoted by C'9). They started from the geometric and Givental quantizations, and pointed
out that the anomaly equations correspond to the choices of polarization for the symplectic space. The
complex conjugate polarization gives the holomorphic anomaly equations. Their result for C) is

_ 1 _
1) _
8;0,C) = —5 trGiCj.

101y fact, we can use the asymptotic analysis above to obtain

dig;2 =0 forn > 2.
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It is worth to mention that they introduced the descendants in their work.
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APPENDIX A. THE PROOF OF THEOREMS 4.1 AND 4.2

In general, the basic idea to the construction of the heat kernel function is:

(1) constructing an approximate solution pg(z,w,t), and studying the remainder rg(z,w,t) =
(at + Afo)pK(zv w, t)7
(2) proving the convergence of the series > o2, p- to the heat kernel function p(z,w,t), where pi.’s
are defined through the convolution, that is, p’k = PR KTR % X T,
(2
The step (2) is standard in [16], the key point in our proof is (1). Now let us rewrite the proof of
Theorem 4.1. For simplicity, we choose the metric h = % >oo_idz, ®dz, on C.

Note that when Ay, acts on each k-forms, we can choose a basis for the space of k-forms, and write

Ay, as a matrix-valued differential operators A]JBO

n
Ak =-2%"0.,0:, + By + 20|,
v=1
where the non-zero entry of the matrix By, is either 0,0, fo or 0,0, fo.
When Ay, acts on the 0-forms and 2n-forms, we have

AY = AP =-2%"0.,0:, +2(0fo|*

v=1
Let us consider the heat kernel function of this case first.
Define

1 z — wl|?
& = - exp <_%>7 & = exp (_tg)a

2
(1(z —w) +w)dr. Then it is easy to obtain

1
where g = g(z,w) =2 [§ >0 |52

(ZI/ - wu)aug + (Zu - wu)aﬂg +g= V= 2|8f0|2

Now fix a sufficiently large K € N, we consider an approximation solution px (z,w,t) of heat kernel
equation for small ¢ in the sense that

Opk (z,w,t)

o + A?OpK(z,w,t) =O(t*) for some o > 0.

TK(Z7 w, t) =

Let us set px(z,w,t) in the form

K
prc(z,w,t) = Eo€1 Y Ualz, w)it,

a=0
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Let U = Zf:o Uqy(z,w)t?, then
(0 + A?co)pK(z, w,t) = (0 — 20,,05, + V)EELU

K K K
= 5081 {Z(T&Ua + aUa)t“_l — 2 Z azuagyUata + 2 Z (ngZVUa
a=0 a=0 a=0

K
+ 9z, 821, Ua + 9z, azp Ua)ta+1 - ZQZVQEV Z Uata+2}
a=0

Where r = |z — w| and we omit Y ;.

Now look at the coefficient of each ¢¢~1

Coeff(t™) = ra,Uy

Coeff(t) = r0,U; + Uy — 20,,0:, Uy

Coeft(t') = 70,Us + 2Uy — 20., 0, U1 + 2(g.,2,Uo + 92,02, Us + gz,0.,Uo)

Coeff(t") = r0,Uat1 + (a + 1)Uas+1 — 205,05, Ua + 2(92,2,Ua—1 + 92,05, Ua—1
+92,0:,Ua—1) = 292,95, Ua—2, a =2

in the brace for a > 0, then we get

Consider the equations Coeff(t*~1) = 0 for a > 0, then we can solve each U,, j = 0,..., K. The first
equation is
Taon =0.
Then we can set Uy = 1(normalization), and the second equation becomes
ro, Uy + Uy = 0.
Then we can solve that U; = 0. And the third equation becomes

TarUQ + 2U2 + 2921/51/ =0.

Then we can solve that

r
U, :7‘% ; —25g,5(z, w)ds.
For a > 3,
1 r
Ua - T_a /0 23a_1 (82,,82,,(](1—1 - gz,,Z,,Ua—2 - gzl,aél, Ua—2 - gél,az,,Ua—2 + 92,9z, Ua—3) ds.

Moreover, by induction, (see in [11]) U, has the form
Ua(z,w) = Uy(z — w, w).
Then we can write the formula of U, as
Ua(z,w) = Uy(z — w,w)
= [ 005 Uas(r e ) ) — (72— ) )l — w0

=95, (T(z = w),w) 0y, Us—2(7(2 — w),w) — g2, (7(2 — w),w)0s, Us—2(7(z — w), w)
+92.9z, (T(Z - w)? w)Ua—3 (T(Z — w), w)} T“_ldq-_

(A1)
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Now we see that U,(z,w) is uniquely determined if we fix Uy = 1, then get the remainder
rr(z,w,t) = (0 + A?c)pK(z,w,t)
= 26061 [(=0.,05,Uk + 92,5, Uk -1 + 92,05, Uk —1 + 95,05, Uk -1 — 92,92, Uk —2)t™
(925, Uk + 92,05, Uk + 92,0, Uk — 92,92, Uk )t ™' — g2, gz, Ugt™* 2]
=: &&U.
For the approximation solution pg(z,w,t) and the remainder rx(z,w,t), we have the following

result.

Proposition A.2. Let | € N, denote dvol,, = (%)n dwy A dwy A -+ A dwy, A di,,

or > K(z,w,t <t< efine a uniform ounded family of operators on
(1) For ¥ T >0, pg(z,w,t), 0 T, defi formly bounded family of op Py
S(C™) and
lim || Pks— s [i=0.
t—0

(2) Set 6 = %ﬂgq”). When & > 0 (i.e. q1 — qn < %) the remainder ri(z,w,t) = (9, +

A(})pK(z,w,t) satisfies the estimate

Ks_ 2
[T (2, w,t)| < Et 37 309 H{(t),
and moreover

Ks 2 _ 5, _ Ks_ 2
I (z,w, t)|| <37 30-a) "H(t), Iri (2, w, t)|dw Adw < 37 30-a) H(t),

n

where H(t) is a polynomial of fractional powers of t and it depends on fo and K.

Proof. Fix K, for Vs € S(C"™), we have

K

1 z—w|?
Pys(z,2) = W/n e~ e talzw) E Ug(z,w)t%s(w, w)dvoly,.
a=0

Set w — z = \/tv, then the integral becomes

1
(27)"

K
/ eI P e VIINT Y (2, 2 + Vi) (2 + Vi, 2 + VED)dvol,.
C a=0

Note that we have set Uy = 1, from which (1) follows. Such an operator P is called parametrix for
the heat equation. ]

The proof of (2) depends on the following lemma:

Lemma A.3 (Dimension Argument). Denote by py the powers of g and p} the powers of derivatives

in each term of Ug(z,w) for a > 2, then
2pg +py =2a, p5>0 and py < ph.

Proof. This can be shown by induction. First, when a = 2, we have pf] =1, p% = 2. Assume that for
any 2 <[ < a — 1, the relations hold. Then for U,, the relation follows from the formula (A.1). O

An immediate corollary is

Corollary A.1. For each Uy(z,w), pg < [%]
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For simplicity, we introduce some notations
1 2

® g = 2f0 ’(9 f0’ (T(Z_

o Let (9104 .00 d g™
in

w) + w)dr,

) be a unified representation for the monomial of z—w, w, Z—w, w

O 0% 00 0 (g7 .
Then each monomial of z — w,w,Z — w,w in U, can be found in

{(8?18l1 81"82’;,91 ‘ b+ .+l =1=p5/2,m1 + ..+ my =m=pg,l+m=a,2l >m}
Remark: Since we choose the standard metric on C", 0

., and 0z, come in pairs. Of course, the
existence of the heat kernel holds for constant positive-definite metrics

Proof of Proposition A.2 (2). Look at the remainder

ric(z,w,t) = 260€1 [(—02,05, Uk + 92,2, Uk -1 + 92,05, Ux—1 + 95,0:, Uk -1 — 92,95, Uk —2)t"
(925, Uk + 92,05, Uk + 92,0, Uk — 62,95, Uk )t T — g2, gz, Ut 7]
=: &&U.
The term in coefficient(t*) (a = K, K + 1, K + 2) on the right hand side is contained in
Spang{(9LL 94 .00 o, g
Without loss of generality, assume ¢q; > g2 >

)| l+m=a+1,20 >m}.
weight 1, then wt(g,) = wt(|0, fol?) = 2 — 2qy, and 2—-2q1 <

. > Qn, 1.6. qM = q1,9m = qn, such that fy has

2 —2g9 < ... <2— 2q, by assumption.
We do the rescailing for each z,
zZ, — = zy,, forv=1,..
Then for 0 <t <1
n qv —dq1 n
exp(—tg) —— exp(— Zt 0 g,) < exp(— Zgu%
v=1

(010 .0 Al gl gt — (9 OL..Ok Al g™
—
where | =

- (llu”'7ln)7m - (mlu”'7mn)77 - (qlu”'7QTl)’
a=K,a=K+1,a= K+ 2, and

v=1
PR SR

1—q1 + 2-2q;
-9n

In the remainder rg(z,w,t), we have

Qin(a— 1_7 T 7)

i 1- Q1 1—q
_ 2(a+ 1) 1—qn 2(a+ 1) qn
S al=3(a1—qn) 2 _a. 2
-3 1—q 31-—q) 3 31-q)
Since 6_9(8?1811 Ol ol

m1 Mn
zZn? gl gn

) < C, the constant depends on [, m. Therefore, we obtain
Ks_ Ktls 2 K+25
Irrc(z,w, t)] < E(t? 3<1*‘11>H1(t) +t 3 7 30w Hy(t)+t 3 -

Ks_ 2
S0 Hy(t)) i= ot * 50— H(t),
where H (t) depends on fy and K. When ¢; — ¢, < 5, we have § > 0

O
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Remark: Here we choose 0 <t < 1. Actually, for ¢ > 1, we can do another rescaling

qv
2y > 12-2am 2,

There are more estimates about the derivatives of rx (z,w,t). First we have

aZVT’K(Z,’LU,t) = (azué’o)é’lﬁ + 50(8,2”51)ﬁ + &)&azuﬁ

= &&1 <—Z”g7tw”(7 — h,, Ut + azﬁ> .
After the first rescaling, the lowest power of ¢ on the right hand side becomes
K 2 K 2 1-—
min{-g§ - > 1 25 2 g "W, W 4
37 3(1—-q) 2-2q" 3 3(1-aq) l—q  2-2q
K 2 qu

LY S ,
3 3(1 —qu) 2-2q

since q1 — q, < % Then we obtain

ﬁ vV
10uy 7 (2w, )] < Eot T T (1),

Where H(t) is different from the one before, but still depends on fy and K.

For [ € N and KT‘S — ﬁ —n—ly— 2@%21 > (0, we have the estimate

Ko_ 2 __q_, g - lon
HTK(Z’wvt)Hlo <ts stma) 2720 HlmK(t)’

/ 7 Ks_ 2 g _‘'a
az 0, ’ O/ ’TK(27w7t)Hdelw’ =t? o) : 2 HlO’K(t)'

Now we consider the operator Pj. defined by the kernel
i
P (z,w,t) = / dtldtg...dti/_ pi(z, it — ti)rx (T, im1,t; — tiz1)..r g (T1, W, t1) Hdvolmj.
tA; Cwn

=1

where tA; = {(t1,tg,...t;) € R | 0 <t <ty < ... <t; <t}
We prove that if K is large enough, this integral is convergent and that piK(z, w, t) is differentiable
to some order depending on K. Define

T?l(z,w,t) = /
tA

then we have

i
TK(Z, i, t— ti)TK(xi, Ti—1, ti — ti_l)...TK(xl, w, tl) H dUlej,

dtidts...dt; /
. e

Cin

k3

Lemma A.4. If g1 — g, < %, lp € N, %5 - ﬁ —n—Ily— QlBg:h > 0, then r?’l is of class C' with

respect to z,z, and

t[%_a(%m)](i"‘l)—”[}[(tﬂi—klﬁ,
72

. K5 _ 2 . I SR o X5 .ti
Ity < ¢ I DT ([ (O

I o

IN
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Ks 2 7. _ _ba
Lemma A.5. Assume = sa=q — lo 52g; > 0.

(1) The kernel piK is of class C" with respect to z,z, and there exists a constant C such that

i o [%_3 13_}2'—“ i ! .
HpKHO < Ct (=a1) H(t) ( 1)|7 fOT’ (s 17
1 — :
. ~ . 1 . i—1
il < G5 ~amamlizn=tom 22 gyt fori>1

(i— 1)l

(2) pi(z,w,t) is of class C1 with respect to t, and

(0 + AN (2w, t) = rif M (z,w,t) + ric(z,w,1).

Analogously, we can consider the derivatives with respect to w. Since z and w are almost on the
same footing, the estimate results of w-derivatives are the same.
Proceeding as the proof in [16], we get Theorem 4.1 in the O-form and 2n-form case.

Theorem A.6. Assume that the kernel pr(z,w,t) satisfies the conditions of Proposition A.2. For

any lo € N, such that %5 — ﬁ —n—ly— 21_031111 > 0, the series

S
p(27 w, t) = ZpZK(Zv w, t)
=0

converges in the || - ||;,-norm over C* x C", defines a C* map from Ry to C'(C" x C") and
(0 + A?co)p(z, w,t) = 0.

The kernel p(z,w,t) is the heat kernel function for A(}O.

For 1 < k < 2n — 1, there is a B-term in the matrix differential operator A';O. The construction

is almost the same, since we can regard the B-term as a perturbation. In this case, we use the same

2
notation, and & = (27r1t)” exp (— 12 2;”' ),E1 = exp (—tg) as well. We have

(™) =ro,U,

() = r8,U1 + Uy — 20s,0:,Uq + BUy,

Coeff(t') = r8,Us + 2Us — 20,05, U1 + BU| + 2(g2,2,Uo + g2, 02,Uo + 92,0, 1),
() = 10, Upy1 + (@ 4+ 1)Uay1 — 20,05, Uy + BUy + 2(g2, 2, Ua—1 + 92,02, Ua 1
+92,0.,Us1) — 29.,92,Us—2  for a > 2.
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Note that Ly, = —(h*9, fojia, dz' N +hiv ), foita,dz'N), so we have 9,,0z, B = 0. Then each equation
Coeff(t*) = 0, U, is solved as follows:

Uo(z,w) = I is the identity matrix,

Uiz = - [ ' B(r(z — w) + wir,
Us(z,w) = :2 /T < QQZVZV-FB/ B(r(z —w )—I-ZU)d7'>d
- / 0\ / 20,0, [0f12) (v (= — w) + w)rdr

(A.7) / d)\/ ) +w)B(A(z — w) + w)dr,
Ua(z,w) = Uyl

_ /0 (2(0,05Us_1)(7(2 — w), w) — BUy 1 (r(2 — w), w)
- 2[(8,/6179)(7'(2 - w)’ w)Ua—
+ (Ovg)(1T(2 — w), w)(OpUq—2
+ (9p9)(T(2 — w), w)(0, Us—2
+2(90,95)(1(2 — w), w)Ua_3(7(2 — w),w)} 7% *dr, a>3.

~— ~— N
—~~ o~
\]

/‘\

S
— — ~—
g
— — ~—

The remainder rg(z,w,t) becomes
ri(z,w,t) = (0 + B+ Ap)pr (2, w,t)
= &o&1 [(=20.,05,Uk + BUk + 2922, Uk -1 + 292,05, Uk —1 + 295,0:, U1 — 292,95, Uk —2)t"
+2(92,2, Uk + 92,05, Uk + 92,0, Uk — 92,95, U —1)t" !
= &&U.

— 29,9z, UKtK+2]

We want to extract a positive power of t¥ in U after the rescaling, so we only need to consider the
maximal weight term in U. Define wt(B) = max{wt(B;;)}, then wt(B) = 1 — 2¢,. Inductively,
for @ > 3, the maximal weight contribution in recursion formula (A.7) of U, comes from the term
Zzzl 92,9z, Ua—3. Therefore, there is at most one B-term contribution in the maximal weight in U.
Essentially, there is no difference from the previous case. Explicitly, denote wt(U,) the biggest weight
in U,. Using (A.7), we have

Lemma A.8. For j > 1, wt(Us;) = (4 — 6gn)j, wt(Usj+1) = 1 — 2gn + (4 — 645)7, Wt(Usjta) =
2 —4qgn + (4 - GQn)]

Then when ¢; — ¢, < %, the remainder rx(z,w,t) satisfies

1—-2gn  2—3qn

K-2 K  5-9qgn
‘TK(27w7t)’ < tK e lmar (£ +1)H(t) = t35 3(1:‘111)];[(15).

Therefore, we get the existence and uniqueness of the heat kernel funtion for Ay, i.e. Theorem 4.1.

Now let us consider the deformed case. Let f(z;u) = fo(2) + Y.;_; u'¢; be the relevant or the
marginal deformation satisfying the weight condition (x).



38

XINXING TANG

Proof idea of Theorem 4.2. In the sequel, we view {u'}$_; as parameters.

(1) If f is the marginal deformation, then we can define the parametrix px (z,w,t;u) as

K
pK(Z7 w, t; U) = &él Z Ua(27 w; u)taa

a=0

where & is the same as before, & = exp|—tg(z,w;u)], with

1
g(z,w;u) = 2/0 ]8f\2 (7(z — w) + w)dr.

Then we can proceed as before to obtain the heat kernel function.
(2) If f is the relevant deformation with wt(¢;) < 1—2(g1 —gn), then we can define the parametrix
pi(z,w,t;u) as

K
rr(z,w, t;u) = E&r Z Ua(z, w;u)t?,
a=0

where &) is the same as before, & = exp[—tg(z, w)], with

1
g(z,w) = 2/0 180 (7(z — w) + w)dr.

i.e. we add the term (|0f|? —|0f0|*)] = 2R(>_5_, u'0¢:0fo) + | > ;_; u'd¢;|? into the B-term.
Then the weight of new B-term is less than 2(1 —g;), furthermore, the maximal weight in each
U, may come from the two cases

e the iteration of the new B term, which gives the weight less than 2a(1 — ¢1);

e the iteration of the term Ezzl 92,9z, which gives the weight as Lemma A.8 writes.
We can also extract a positive power of the remainder in both cases. Then we are done.
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