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Abstract

It is known that generalized deformation in the sense of Hitchin-Gaultieri is

a geometric realization of the degree-2 component of Kontsevich-Barannikov’s

homological approach to extended deformation. Through extended deforma-

tion, one associates a Frobenius structure to the extended moduli space. In

this notes, we prove that on primary Kodaira manifolds the restriction of the

Frobenius structure on the degree-2 component of the extended moduli space

is trivial. It generalizes the author’s past observation on Kodaira surface.

1 Introduction

Inspired by the development of mirror symmetry, especially its homological aspects,

Kontsevich and Barannikov developed an extended deformation theory to study

mirror symmetry and its higher dimension analogue [2] [3]. In [2], its starting point

is with the complex manifold side of a mirror pair. The classical deformation theory

of complex structures focuses on the first Dolbeault cohomology H1(M,Θ) where

M is a complex manifold and Θ is its holomorphic tangent bundle. Whereas in an
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extended deformation theory, Barannikov and Kontsevich utilize the full cohomology

with holomorphic polyvector fields

H•(M,∧•Θ) =
∑

p,q

Hq(M,∧pΘ)

to capture the variation of cohomological structures, e.g. Hodge structure. In this

development, one of their discoveries is a Frobenius structure on the extended ”mod-

uli” space as a Z-graded supermanifold [3] [42] [43]. This author had computed the

Frobenius structure associated to the primary Kodaira surface as an example [46].

While this development continues to exert its impact on the development of

homological aspects of mirror symmetry, see e.g. [7] [8] [16] [31] [32] [37], its degree-

2 component
∑

p+q=2

Hq(M,∧pΘ) ⊂ H•(M,∧•Θ)

of extended deformation could be interpreted geometrically by the deformation the-

ory of generalized geometry [23] [25] [26]. In particular, H1(M,Θ) corresponds

exactly to the linearized ”virtual moduli” space of classical deformation theory [33].

If one finds a de-Rham closed representative in H2(M,∧0Θ) = H2(M,O), it is due

to a B-field transformation within the realm of generalized geometry [23]. As we

will explain in subsequent computation, closed 2-forms are both ∂-closed and they

commute with every element in the Schouten algebra that controls extended de-

formations, they don’t contribute any non-trivial terms in the homological algebra

aspect of deformation theory. B-field transformation is, therefore, a geometrical

realization of this algebraic fact.

However, if an element in H2(M,O) is not de-Rham closed, it represents a defor-

mation in the sense of ”gerbe” as seen in [24] and [27]. On the other hand, when an

element in H0(M,∧2Θ) represents what is known as holomorphic Poisson structure,

it is integrable in the sense of extended deformation theory.

While classical complex deformation has been a century-old subject, holomorphic

Poisson structures are also known for some time [5] [36] [45]. Its recent role in

generalized geometry and related deformation theory arouse further interests in this

subject [17] [20] [21] [28] [50] [51]. Since generalized geometry encompasses both

complex structures and symplectic structures, holomorphic Poisson structure has
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been particularly useful as a tool to capture both features for holomorphic symplectic

manifolds [4] [26] [50] [51]. In addition, it is now known that holomorphic Poisson

structures play a fundamental role in generalized geometry [1]. Therefore, there has

been work towards understanding holomorphic Poisson cohomology [10] [29] [30]

[47].

It is not hard to recognize that holomorphic Poisson cohomology is the hyper-

complex of a bi-complex. Therefore, theoretically speaking it could be computed

by spectral sequence method once a filtration is chosen. The first page of the spec-

tral sequences of one of the two natural filtrations of this bi-complex leads to a

holomorphic version of Lichnerowicz-Poisson cohomology [38] [54]. The first page

of the spectral sequence of another natural filtrations leads to the Dolbeault coho-

mology of polyvector fields Hq(M,∧pΘ). The d1-map of the spectral sequence is

simply the restriction of the adjoint action of the holomorphic Poisson structure Λ,

where adΛ(−) = [[Λ,−]]. Much of the recent computation of holomorphic Poisson

cohomologies takes the second approach. However as seen in [10] [30] [36] [47], this

spectral sequence rarely degenerates on the second page on manifolds such as ratio-

nal surfaces or Hopf manifolds, let alone degeneracy on the first page. Therefore, in

general the spectral sequence approach provides a theoretical but not an effective

computational framework.

On the other hand, nilmanifolds are also known to be rich source of generalized

geometry of various kinds [6]. It has long been known that the DeRham cohomology

of nilmanifolds is given by algebraic objects [44]. Through a series of work by many,

e.g. [10] [11] [12] [52], we learn that the Dolbeault cohomology with structure sheaf or

tangent sheaf are given by algebraic objects when the holomorphic Poisson structure

is also an algebraic object on a finite-dimensional space. The significance of such

observation is that the computation of spectral sequence becomes algebraic as well,

and much of the computation becomes tractable in an elementary manner.

Based on such foundation, the author and his collaborators recently identify

when the spectral sequence degenerates on the first page if the complex structure

is abelian and the underlying nilmanifold is 2-steps [48] [49]. It enables an effec-

tive computation of holomorphic Poisson cohomology. They go on to identify the

necessary and sufficient condition for the holomorphic Poisson cohomology, as a Ger-

3



stenhaber algebra, to be isomorphism to case when the Poisson structure is equal

to zero. If one considers tΛ to be a deformation with deformation variable t ∈ [0, 1],

it means that the holomorphic Poisson cohomology is invariant under special con-

dition. They also demonstrate that the primary Kodaira surface as seen in [46] is

an example.

It takes us back to an observation in [46]. In [46], the author identifies the

Frobenius structure of primary Kodaria surfaces. An intriguing observation, after

the computation, is that the restriction of the Frobenius structure on the even part

of the supermanifold is trivial. The goal of this paper is to prove that the Frobenius

structure restricted to the moduli of a generalized deformation of a primary Kodaira

manifold of any dimension is trivial. It establishes a conjecture that the same is

true for a large class of 2-step nilmanifolds with abelian complex structures. We

will provide a rigorous statement of our theorem in the next section after we acquire

sufficient preparation to convey the technical details. In the last section, we will

present a conjecture to indicate why and potentially how we may extend the results

in this paper beyond Kodaira manifolds.

2 Deformation Theory

For any complex manifold M , let Θ be the holomorphic tangent bundle and Ω the

bundle of (1, 0)-forms. We use Θ and Ω to denote their conjugate bundles. It is

well known since Kodaira-Spencer’s deformation theory [34] that a deformation of

complex structure is given by Γ with Γ ∈ C∞(M,Θ ⊗ Ω) satisfying the Maurer-

Cartan equation:

∂Γ +
1

2
[[Γ,Γ]] = 0,

where [[−,−]] is the Schouten-Nijenhuis bracket [34] [40]. The Schouten-Nijenjuis

bracket, or simply the Schouten bracket, could be extended to the space of sections

of the bundle of exterior algebra

∧•
(

Θ⊕ Ω
)

= ⊕p,q

(

∧pΘ⊗ ∧qΩ
)

.

We adopt the notations that Θp = ∧pΘ and Ω
q
= ∧qΩ. For a section in Θp⊗Ω

q
, we

refer (p, q) as its bi-degree, and p + q its (total) degree. We observe that if U and
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V are (1, 0)-vector fields, α and β are (0, 1)-forms, then [[U, V ]] is simply the usual

Lie bracket between vector fields; [[U, β]] = LUβ = dιUβ + ιUdβ is the Lie derivative

of the 1-form β with respect to the vector field U ; and [[α, β]] = 0. It extends to the

full exterior algebra through the rules of Schouten algebra [40] [46].

On the other hand, ∂α is the (0, 2)-part of dα, the exterior differential of α. ∂U

is the Cauchy-Riemann differentiation as noted in [18] [46]. The ∂-operator extends

to the full exterior algebra ∧•
(

Θ⊕ Ω
)

so that it becomes an exterior differential

algebra. Due to the integrability of the complex structure, ∂ ◦ ∂ = 0. In particular,

we will consider the cohomology spaces H• = ⊕kH
k(M), where the k-th cohomology

space Hk(M) has a bi-degree decomposition.

Hk(M) = ⊕p+q=kH
q(M,Θp). (1)

The exterior product ∧ and the Schouten bracket on the space C∞
(

M,∧•(Θ⊕ Ω)
)

are compatiable in the sense that they form a Gerstenhaber algebra [19]. With the

∂-operator,
(

C∞
(

M,∧•(Θ⊕ Ω)
)

, [[−,−]], ∧, ∂
)

form a differential Gerstenhaber algebra DGA(0) [43] [46]. In particular, for any

sections K and L with degree k and ℓ respectively,

∂(K ∧ L) = (∂K) ∧ L+ (−1)kK ∧ (∂L), (2)

∂[[K,L]] = [[∂K,L]] + (−1)k+1[[K, ∂L]]. (3)

An element Γ ∈ C∞
(

M,∧•(Θ⊕ Ω)
)

is an integrable extended deformation if it

satisfies the Maurer-Cartan equation

∂Γ +
1

2
[[Γ,Γ]] = 0. (4)

For such Γ, the operator

∂Γ = ∂ + [[Γ,−]] (5)

satisfies ∂Γ◦∂Γ = 0 and hence determines a cohomology H•
Γ(M) [39]. Due to (2) and

(3) above, the cohomology space inherits the structure of a Gerstenhaber algebra.

Roughly speaking, if the collection of integrable extended deformations Γ forms

a ”moduli” space when equivalence is accounted for, the Frobenius structure on the

moduli space measures how the cohomology H•
Γ(M) varies when Γ varies.
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Denote the linear part of Γ by Γ1. The linear portion of the Maurer-Cartan equa-

tion (4) shows that ∂Γ1 = 0. In particular, it is an element in H•(M). Conversely,

given Γ1 in H•(M), one may attempt the Kuranishi’s recursive method to identify

an infinite series of obstruction to the existence of Γ [35]. In this notes, we work

on primary Kodaira manifolds, which will be defined in the next section. Instead

of working with the full extended deformation, we focus on the portion leading to

generalized deformations, namely

Γ1 ∈ ⊕p+q=2H
q(M,Θp).

We consider such Γ1 as infinitesimal generalized deformation. Our goal in this paper

is to derive the following theorem.

Theorem 1 Let M be a primary Kodaira manifold. Every infinitesimal generalized

deformation sufficiently close to zero is integrable. In other words, for each Γ1 ∈

⊕p+q=2H
q(M,Θp) near 0, there exists Γ ∈ C∞

(

M,∧•(Θ⊕ Ω)
)

with Γ1 being its

linear part, satisfying the Maurer-Cartan equation. Moreover, there exists a natural

isomorphism of Gerstenhaber algebras:

(H•
Γ(M), [[−,−]], ∧) ∼= (H•(M), [[−,−]], ∧) .

In Theorem 2 below, we will provide further details regarding how close to zero

is sufficient. This theorem means that Frobenius structure restricted to the degree-

2 portion of the Z-grading of the moduli space associated to a primary Kodaira

manifold is trivial. It generalizes a computation on Kodaira surface in [46] from

complex 2-dimension to all complex dimensions. It also generalizes an observation

in [49] that the holomorphic Poisson cohomology of any holomorphic Poisson struc-

tures on primary Kodaira manifolds of all dimensions, as Gerstenhaber algebra, are

isomorphic to H•(M).

3 Kodaira Manifolds

We consider primary Kodaira manifolds as nilmanifolds, meaning that they are co-

compact quotient of a simply-connected nilpotent Lie group.
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Let {X1, Y1, . . . , Xn, Yn, Z1, Z2} be the basis of a real vector space of 2n + 2-

dimension. Define on it a Lie bracket [[−,−]] such that the only non-trivial ones are

given by

[[Xj , Yj]] = −[[Yj , Xj]] = Z1. (6)

The Lie bracket turns the concerned vector space in a a Lie algebra, which we denote

by g. Its center c is spanned by Z1, Z2. Let G be its corresponding simply connected

Lie group. Its co-compact quotient is a (primary) Kodaira manifold, which we denote

by M . A detailed description of the related lattice and group structure could be

found in [22].

Consider the linear map J : g → g such that

JXj = Yj, JYj = −Xj , JZ1 = Z2, JZ2 = −Z1. (7)

The operator J becomes an integrable complex structure on g. Through left trans-

lation, it becomes an integrable complex structure on G, and descends on the co-

compact quotient which is defined by right action. For each 1 ≤ j ≤ n, define

Tj = 1

2
(Xj − iYj) and W = 1

2
(Z1 − iZ2). The space g1,0 = {T1, . . . , Tn,W} form

the space of (1, 0)-vectors. Let t1,0 and c1,0 respectively be spanned by {T1, . . . , Tn}

and W . Their conjugate spaces are denoted by g1,0, t1,0 and c1,0 respectively. Given

the way the complex structure J is defined, g1,0 is an abelian complex algebra while

on g1,0 ⊕ g1,0 in terms of the basis {T1, . . . , Tn,W, T 1. . . . , T n,W}, the structure

equations are given by

[[Tj , T j ]] =
1

4
[[Xj − iYj , Xj + iYj]] =

i

2
[[Xj , Yj]] =

i

2
Z1 =

i

2
(W +W ). (8)

Let {ω1, . . . , ωn, ρ} be the dual basis with respective to {T1, . . . , Tn,W}. Denote

the complex linear span of its complex conjugation by g0,1. We will also denote the

p-th exterior product of g1,0 by gp,0, the q-th exterior product of g0,1 by g0,q, and

denote gp,0 ⊗ g0,q by gp,q. Then

∧k (g1,0 ⊕ g1,0) =
∑

p+q=k

gp,q. (9)

tp,q and cp,q are similarly defined. In this setting the Lie algebra differential ∂ :
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g0,1 → g0,2 is determined by

dωj = 0 for all j, and dρ = −
i

2

n
∑

j=1

ωj ∧ ωj . (10)

Apparently, dρ = dρ and

∂ωj = 0 for all j, and ∂ρ = 0. (11)

To compute ∂ : g1,0 → g1,1, we note that the Cauchy-Riemann operator is given by

∂BA = [[B,A]]1,0

for any A ∈ g1,0 and B ∈ g1,0 [18]. Therefore for all T ∈ g1,0,

∂T =
n
∑

j=1

[[T j, T ]]
1,0 ∧ ωj . (12)

It follows that

∂W = 0, and for all j, ∂Tj = −
i

2
W ∧ ωj . (13)

Through contraction ιTj
dρ = − i

2
ωj , the maps dρ and dρ are treated as linear

maps.

dρ, dρ : t1,0 → t0,1. (14)

As explained in [46],

Ger =
(

⊕p,qg
p,q, [[−,−]], ∧, ∂

)

(15)

is a finite-dimensional Gerstenbaber sub-algebra contained in

(

C∞(M,∧•(Θ⊕ Ω)), [[−,−]], ∧, ∂
)

.

Moreover, the inclusion map is a quasi-isomorphism, meaning that it induces an

isomorphism on cohomology level [46, Proposition 6]. Therefore, from now on we

focus our computation on the finite-dimensional algebra Ger.

The vector space ⊕p,qg
p,q with the Schouten bracket form a Schouten algebra.

Sch = (⊕p,qg
p,q, [[−,−]]) .
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The structure of Sch is generated by the bracket restricted to degree-1 elements

Sch
1 = g1,0 ⊕ g0,1, (16)

where [[T, ω]] by definition is equal to ιTdω. As the algebra g1,0 is abelian and all

elements in t0,1 is d-closed, the only non-trivial bracket is due to

[[Tj , ρ]] = ιTj
dρ = −

i

2
ωj . (17)

Referencing to the structure of the Schouten algebra Sch, we note the following.

Lemma 1 The spaces c1,0 and t0,1 are in the center of the Schouten algebra.

In subsequent analysis, we focus on the even part of the Schouten algebra,

Sch
even = ⊕p+q=eveng

p,q. (18)

We start with Sch
2 = ⊕p+q=2g

p,q = g2,0 ⊕ g1,1 ⊕ g0,2. It contains t1,1. We further

define the following for all 1 ≤ i, j ≤ n.

φij =
1

2
(Ti ∧ ω

j + Tj ∧ ω
i), ψij =

1

2
(Ti ∧ ω

j − Tj ∧ ω
i). (19)

Apparently, φij = φji and ψij = −ψji for all i, j. We denote the respective linear

spans by ⊙1,1 and △1,1 so that

t1,1 = ⊙1,1 ⊕△1,1. (20)

So we have

• g2,0 = (c1,0 ⊗ t1,0)⊕ t2,0.

• g1,1 = c1,1 ⊕ (c1,0 ⊗ t0,1)⊕ (t1,0 ⊗ c0,1)⊕⊙1,1 ⊕△1,1.

• g0,2 = (c0,1 ⊗ t0,1)⊕ t0,2.

Since c1,0 and t0,1 are in the center of the Schouten algebra, as far as Schouten

bracket is concerned,

• g2,0 ≡s (c
1,0 ⊗ t1,0)⊕ t2,0.

9



• g1,1 ≡s c
1,1 ⊕ (t1,0 ⊗ c0,1)⊕⊙1,1 ⊕△1,1.

• g0,2 ≡s c
0,1 ⊗ t0,1.

In addition, due to (17) and definitions in (19)

[[Tj ∧ Tk, ρ]] = Tj ∧ [[Tk, ρ]]− Tk ∧ [[Tj , ρ]] = −
i

2
(Tj ∧ ω

k − Tk ∧ ω
j) = −iψjk. (21)

Below we compute the Schouten bracket among terms in Sch
2. Firstly,

[[g2,0, g2,0]] = 0 (22)

because the complex structure is abelian. Since c1,0 is in the center and is one-

dimensional,

[[c1,0 ⊗ t1,0, c1,1]] = 0. (23)

To compute [[c1,0⊗t1,0, t1,0⊗c0,1]], consider W ∧Tj in c1,0⊗t1,0 and Tk∧ρ in t1,0⊗c0,1.

[[W ∧ Tj , Tk ∧ ρ]] = −W ∧ [[Tj , ρ]] ∧ Tk = −
i

2
W ∧ Tk ∧ ω

j . (24)

In particular,

[[c1,0 ⊗ t1,0, t1,0 ⊗ c0,1]] ⊆ c1,0 ⊗ t1,1. (25)

Given (17),

[[c1,0 ⊗ t1,0,⊙1,1]] = 0 and [[c1,0 ⊗ t1,0,△1,1]] = 0. (26)

i.e.

[[c1,0 ⊗ t1,0, t1,1]] = 0. (27)

Regarding [[c1,0 ⊗ t1,0, c0,1 ⊗ t0,1]] ⊆ c1,0 ⊗ t0,2, we have

[[W ∧ Tj , ρ ∧ ω
k]] = W ∧ [[Tj , ρ]] ∧ ω

k = −
i

2
W ∧ ωj ∧ ωk. (28)

In summary,

[[c1,0 ⊗ t1,0, g1,1]] = [[c1,0 ⊗ t1,0, c1,1 ⊕ (t1,0 ⊗ c0,1)]] ⊆ (c1,0 ⊗ t1,1)⊕ (c1,0 ⊗ t0,2). (29)

Similarly,

[[t2,0,⊙1,1]] = 0, [[t2,0,△1,1]] = 0, [[t2,0, c0,1 ⊗ t0,1]] = t0,1 ⊗△1,1, (30)

10



because by (21),

[[Tj ∧ Tk,W ∧ ρ]] = iW ∧ ψjk, (31)

[[Tj ∧ Tk, Tℓ ∧ ρ]] = iTℓ ∧ ψjk, (32)

[[Tj ∧ Tk, ρ ∧ ω
ℓ]] = −iψjk ∧ ω

ℓ. (33)

Next [[c1,1, c1,1]] = 0. Since

[[W ∧ ρ, Tj ∧ ρ]] = W ∧ [[ρ, Tj ]] ∧ ρ = −
i

2
W ∧ ρ ∧ ωj , (34)

[[ρ, φjk]] =
1

2

(

[[ρ, Tj]] ∧ ω
k + [[ρ, Tk]] ∧ ω

j
)

= 0, (35)

[[ρ, ψjk]] =
i

4

(

ωj ∧ ωk − ωk ∧ ωj
)

=
i

2
ωj ∧ ωk (36)

for all i, j, we observe that

[[c1,1, t1,0 ⊗ c0,1]] = c1,1 ⊗ t0,1, [[c1,1,⊙1,1]] = 0, [[c1,1,△1,1]] = c1,0 ⊗ t0,2.

As a consequence, we note the following

Lemma 2 The spaces ⊙1,1, c1,0 ⊗ t0,1 and t0,2 in Sch
2 are in the center of the

Schouten algebra Sch, and hence up to equivalence in Schouten algebra,

• g2,0 ≡s (c
1,0 ⊗ t1,0)⊕ t2,0.

• g1,1 ≡s c
1,1 ⊕ (t1,0 ⊗ c0,1)⊕△1,1.

• g0,2 ≡s c
0,1 ⊗ t0,1.

It follows (36) that

[[W ∧ ρ, ψjk]] =
i

2
W ∧ ωj ∧ ωk (37)

for all i, j. Also, [[c1,1, c0,1 ⊗ t0,1]] = 0. By (17),

[[Tj ∧ ρ, Tk ∧ ρ]] = Tj ∧ [[ρ, Tk]] ∧ ρ+ ρ ∧ [[Tj , ρ]] ∧ Tk

=
i

2

(

Tj ∧ ω
k ∧ ρ− ρ ∧ ωj ∧ Tk

)

= iψjk ∧ ρ. (38)

By (36),

[[Tℓ ∧ ρ, ψjk]] =
i

2
Tℓ ∧ ω

j ∧ ωk. (39)

11



It follows that

[[t1,0 ⊗ c0,1, t1,0 ⊗ c0,1]] = △1,1 ⊗ c0,1,

[[t1,0 ⊗ c
0,1,△1,1]] = t

1,0 ⊗△1,1,

[[t1,0 ⊗ c0,1, c0,1 ⊗ t0,1]] = c0,1 ⊗ t0,2.

Next, it is clear that [[△1,1,△1,1]] = 0. We also note that [[△1,1, c0,1 ⊗ t0,1]] = t0,3

because

[[ψjk, ρ ∧ ω
ℓ]] =

i

2
ωj ∧ ωk ∧ ωℓ. (40)

Finally, [[c0,1⊗ t0,1, c0,1⊗ t0,1]] = 0. Therefore, we could now summarize the Schouten

bracket on Sch
2 in a 5× 5-symmetric matrix.

Proposition 1 All non-zero terms of Schouten bracket among elements in Sch
2 are

given below.

c1,0 ⊗ t1,0 t2,0 c1,1 t1,0 ⊗ c0,1 △1,1 c0,1 ⊗ t0,1

c1,0 ⊗ t1,0 0 0 0 c1,0 ⊗ t1,1 0 c1,0 ⊗ t0,2

t2,0 0 0 c1,0 ⊗△1,1 t1,0 ⊗△1,1 0 t0,1 ⊗△1,1

c1,1 0 c1,0 ⊗△1,1 0 c1,1 ⊗ t0,1 c1,0 ⊗ t0,2 0

t1,0 ⊗ c0,1 c1,0 ⊗ t1,1 t1,0 ⊗△1,1 c1,1 ⊗ t0,1 △1,1 ⊗ c0,1 t1,2 c0,1 ⊗ t0,2

△1,1 0 0 c1,0 ⊗ t0,2 t1,2 0 t0,3

c0,1 ⊗ t0,1 c1,0 ⊗ t0,2 t0,1 ⊗△1,1 0 c0,1 ⊗ t0,2 t0,3 0

Table 1: Schouten bracket among degree-2 elements

4 Exterior differential algebra

In this section, we consider the exterior differential algebra structure within the

Gerstenhaber algebra:
(

⊕p,qg
p,q,∧, ∂

)

. All are dictated by the equations

∂W = 0, ∂Tj = −
i

2
W ∧ ωj , ∂ρ = 0, ∂ωj = 0 (41)

for all 1 ≤ j ≤ n. We now begin to compute the cohomology.

Hp,q =
ker ∂ : gp,q → gp,q+1

image ∂ : gp,q−1 → gp,q
(42)

12



To facilitate further computation in deformation theory, we consider a vector

space decomposition gp,q in three components. Its so-called harmonic part is isomor-

phism to Hp,q. Its ∂-exact part is Dp,q = image ∂ : gp,q−1 → gp,q. Taking advantage

of the finite-dimensional situation, we will choose a base so that the remaining part

is denoted by Gp,q. In respect to classical deformation theory, we address Gp,q the

Green’s part. We consider

gp,q = Hp,q ⊕Dp,q ⊕Gp,q

a Hodge decomposition of the type-(p, q) space gp,q. From observations above (41),

we conclude the following.

Lemma 3 The Hodge decomposition of degree-1 cohomology is given below.

H1,0 = c1,0, D1,0 = 0, G1,0 = t1,0, (43)

H0,1 = c0,1 ⊕ t0,1, D0,1 = 0, G0,1 = 0. (44)

Moreover, the map ∂ : t1,0 → c1,0 ⊗ t0,1 where

∂Tj = −
i

2
W ∧ ωj , (45)

is an isomorphism.

Due to the computation above, it is now apparent that for all T , ∂(W ∧ T ) = 0.

However,

∂(Tj ∧ Tk) = −
i

2

(

W ∧ ωj ∧ Tk − Tj ∧W ∧ ωk
)

= −
i

2
W ∧ (Tj ∧ ω

k − Tk ∧ ω
j) = −iW ∧ ψjk.

Lemma 4 The Hodge decomposition of Type-(2,0) space is given below.

H2,0 = c1,0 ⊗ t1,0, D2,0 = 0, G2,0 = t2,0. (46)

Moreover, the map ∂ : t2,0 → c1,0 ⊗△1,1 where

∂(Tj ∧ Tk) = −iW ∧ ψjk (47)

is an isomorphism.
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As vector spaces,

g
1,1 = c

1,1 ⊕ (c1,0 ⊗ t
0,1)⊕ (t1,0 ⊗ c

0,1)⊕⊙1,1 ⊕△1,1. (48)

It is apparent that W ∧ ρ is ∂-closed but not ∂-exact. Due to Lemma 3, the second

summand above is ∂-exact. The same implies that for all Tj in t1,0,

∂(Tj ∧ ρ) = −
i

2
W ∧ ωj ∧ ρ. (49)

Regarding the remaining summands, we observe that

∂(Tj ∧ ω
k) = −

i

2
W ∧ ωj ∧ ωk. (50)

∂φjk = −
i

4
W ∧

(

ωj ∧ ωk + ωk ∧ ωj
)

= 0, (51)

∂ψjk = −
i

4
W ∧

(

ωj ∧ ωk − ωk ∧ ωj
)

= −
i

2
W ∧ ωj ∧ ωk. (52)

Lemma 5 The Hodge decomposition of type-(1,1) space is given below.

H1,1 = c1,1 ⊕⊙1,1, D1,1 = c1,0 ⊗ t0,1 = ∂t1,0, G1,1 = (t1,0 ⊗ c0,1)⊕△1,1. (53)

Moreover, the following maps are isomorphisms:

∂ : t1,0 ⊗ c0,1 → c1,1 ⊗ t0,1, ∂ : △1,1 → c1,0 ⊗ t0,2 (54)

On the other hand, the following is clear from the structure equations.

Lemma 6 The Hodge decomposition of type-(0,2) space is given below.

H0,2 = g0,2 = (c0,1 ⊗ t0,1)⊕ t0,2, D0,2 = 0, G0,2 = 0. (55)

Define Hk = ⊕p+q=kH
p,q, Dk = ⊕p+q=kD

p,q, and Gk = ⊕p+q=kG
p,q respectively,

we summarize our observations in the last few lemmas as below.

Proposition 2 The Hodge decomposition of degree-2 space is given below.

H2 = (c1,0 ⊗ t1,0)⊕ c1,1 ⊕⊙1,1 ⊕ (c0,1 ⊗ t0,1)⊕ t0,2

D2 = c1,0 ⊗ t0,1 = ∂t1,0

G2 = t2,0 ⊕ (t1,0 ⊗ c0,1)⊕△1,1.

Moreover, ∂t2,0 = c1,0 ⊗△1,1, ∂(t1,0 ⊗ c0,1) = c1,1 ⊗ t0,1, and ∂△1,1 = c1,0 ⊗ t0,2.
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5 Solving the Extended Maurer-Cartan Equation

In view of Proposition 1, up to non-trivial Schouten brackets

H2 ≡s (c
1,0 ⊗ t

1,0)⊕ c
1,1 ⊕ (c0,1 ⊗ t

0,1),

and the only non-trivial Schouten bracket among elements in H2 is due to a single

type of brackets, namely

[[c1,0 ⊗ t1,0, c0,1 ⊗ t0,1]] ⊆ c1,0 ⊗ t0,2 = ∂△1,1.

To be concrete, by (28) and (56),

[[W ∧ Tj , ρ ∧ ω
k]] = −

i

2
W ∧ ωj ∧ ωk = ∂ψjk. (56)

As elements in △1,1 appear as potentials of Schouten bracket between harmonic

elements in Sch
2, it is necessary to compute the Schouten bracket between elements

in H2 and △1,1 as well as Schouten bracket between two elements in △1,1. However,

we have seen that the latter is equal to zero.

Computation in (27) leads to [[△1,1, c1,0 ⊗ t1,0]] = 0. Identities (37) and (56) lead

to [[△1,1, c1,1]] = c1,0 ⊗ t0,2 = ∂△1,1. In fact,

[[W ∧ ρ, ψij ]] =
i

2
W ∧ ωj ∧ ωk = −∂ψjk. (57)

Similarly, (40) leads to [[△1,1, c0,1 ⊗ t0,1]] = t0,3, i.e.

[[ψjk, ρ ∧ ω
ℓ]] =

i

2
ωj ∧ ωk ∧ ωℓ. (58)

On the other hand, elements in t0,3 are in the center of the Schouten algebra, and

they are always in the harmonic part. Therefore, we have the following observation.

Proposition 3 Suppose that Γ1 ∈ H2. There exists Ψ ∈ △1,1 and ~∂ ∈ t0,3 such that

∂(Γ1 +Ψ) +
1

2
[[Γ1 +Ψ,Γ1 +Ψ]] + ~∂ = 0. (59)

After Merkulov [43], the element ~∂ above is called the Chen vector and it con-

stitutes the obstruction for Γ1 to be integrable in such a way that Γ = Γ1+Ψ solves

the Maurer-Cartan equation.
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We use Kuranishi recursive formula to solve the Maurer-Cartan equation. Let

Γ =

∞
∑

m=1

tmΓm.

Substitute it into the Maurer-Cartan equation, we have

∂ (
∑∞

m=1
tmΓm) +

1

2
[[
∑

k t
kΓk,

∑

ℓ t
ℓΓℓ]]

= tm
(

∂Γm + 1

2

∑

k+ℓ=m[[Γk,Γℓ]]
)

.

Our goal is that for all m ≥ 1

∂Γm +
1

2

∑

k+ℓ=m

[[Γk,Γℓ]] = 0.

Whenever
∑

k+ℓ=m [Γk,Γℓ] has a component failing to be ∂-exact, we compensate it

by
−→
∂ m. We address it as the m-th order term of the Chen vector. Therefore, we

always have

∂Γm +
1

2

∑

k+ℓ=m

[[Γk,Γℓ]] +
−→
∂ m = 0.

Define
−→
∂ =

∞
∑

m=2

tm
−→
∂ m,

then

∂Γ +
1

2
[[Γ,Γ]] +

−→
∂ = 0.

The Kuranishi space of solution of the Maurer-Cartan equation is given by ker
−→
∂ .

In particular,

∂Γ1 = 0,
1

2

∑

k+ℓ=2

[[Γk,Γℓ]] = −∂Γ2 − ~∂2

where −~∂2 is equal to the harmonic part of 1

2

∑

k+ℓ=2
[Γk,Γℓ]. Now, set T =

∑

i λiTi,

ω =
∑

j αjω
j. Then

Γ1 = λjW ∧ Tj + γW ∧ ρ+ αjρ ∧ ω
j +
∑

j≤k

γjkφjk +
∑

j<k

βjkω
j ∧ ωk

= W ∧ T + γW ∧ ρ+ ρ ∧ ω +
∑

j≤k

γjkφjk +
∑

j<k

βjkω
j ∧ ωk. (60)
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Since both φjk and ωj ∧ ωk are ∂-closed and in the center of the Schouten algebra,

in subsequent calculation of Kuranishi recursive formula, Γ1 is equivalent to

Γ1 ≡s W ∧ T + γW ∧ ρ+ ρ ∧ ω. (61)

By Proposition 1 and identity (56),

1

2
[[Γ1,Γ1]] = [[W ∧ T, ρ ∧ ω]]

=
∑

j,k

λjαkW ∧ [[Tj , ρ]] ∧ ω
k = −

i

2

∑

j,k

λjαkW ∧ ωj ∧ ωk

= ∂

(

∑

j,k

λjαkψjk

)

.

Therefore,

Γ2 = −
n
∑

j,k=1

λjαkψjk and ~∂2 = 0.

Next,

1

2

∑

k+ℓ=3

[[Γk,Γℓ]] =
1

2
([[Γ1,Γ2]] + [[Γ2,Γ1]]) = [[Γ1,Γ2]]

= −

n
∑

j,k=1

λjαk ([[W ∧ T, ψjk]] + γ[[W ∧ ρ, ψjk]] + [[ρ ∧ ω, ψjk]])

= −

n
∑

j,k=1

λjαk

(

γ[[W ∧ ρ, ψjk]] +
∑

ℓ

αℓ[[ρ ∧ ω
ℓ, ψjk]]

)

.

By (57) and (58), it is equal to

= γ

n
∑

j,k=1

λjαk∂ψjk +
i

2

n
∑

j,k=1

λjαkω
j ∧ ωk ∧ ω

= γ

n
∑

j,k=1

λjαk∂ψjk +
i

2

(

n
∑

j,k=1

λjω
j

)

∧ ω ∧ ω

= −γ∂Γ2.

It means that

Γ3 = γΓ2 and ~∂3 = 0. (62)
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Moreover, we obtain

[[Γ1,Γ2]] = −γ∂Γ2. (63)

Lemma 7 For all k ≥ 3, Γk = γk−2Γ2, ~∂k = 0.

Proof: We have seen that the above statement is true when k = 3. Fix any j and

suppose that this statement holds for all n such that j ≥ n ≥ 3. To compute Γj+1

and ~∂j+1, we consider

1

2

∑

k+ℓ=j+1

[[Γk,Γℓ]]

=
1

2
[[Γj ,Γ1]] +

1

2

∑

k+ℓ=j+1,k,ℓ≥2

[[Γk,Γℓ]] +
1

2
[[Γ1,Γj]]

= [[Γj ,Γ1]] +
1

2

∑

k+ℓ=j+1,k,ℓ≥2

[[γk−2Γ2, γ
ℓ−2Γ2]]

= [[Γj ,Γ1]] = γj−2[[Γ2,Γ1]]

because [[△1,1,△1,1]] = 0. In addition, by (63) it is equal to −γj−1∂Γ2 as claimed.

Since ~∂k = 0 for all k, ~∂ = 0. Moreover,

Γ(t) =
∞
∑

m=1

tmΓm = tΓ1 +
∞
∑

m=2

tmγm−2Γ2 = tΓ1 +
∞
∑

m=2

tmγm−2Γ2

= tΓ1 + t2(
∞
∑

m=2

tm−2γm−2)Γ2 = tΓ1 +
t2

1− tγ
Γ2 (64)

when |tγ| < 1.

Theorem 2 Let Γ1 in H2 be given by

Γ1 =
∑

j

λj (W ∧ Tj)+γ (W ∧ ρ)+
∑

k

αk

(

ρ ∧ ωk
)

+
∑

j≤k

γjkφjk+
∑

j<k

βjk
(

ωj ∧ ωk
)

.

If |γ| < 1 and Γ2 = −
∑n

j,k=1
λjαkψjk,

Γ = Γ1 +
1

1− γ
Γ2

is a solution of the Maurer-Cartan equation.
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It recovers an observation in [46, Theorem 12], and constitutes the foundation for

our main observation next.

6 Frobenius Structure

We begin to examine the Frobenius structure associated to the primary Kodaira

manifolds. Once again, since ⊙1,1 and t0,2 are in the center of the Schouten algebra

and the kernel of the ∂-operator, elements in these spaces do not affect the Frobenius

structure. Therefore, up to equivalence in the Gerstenhaber algebra,

Γ1 ≡Ger

∑

j

λj (W ∧ Tj) + γ (W ∧ ρ) +
∑

k

αk

(

ρ ∧ ωk
)

and hence

Γ ≡Ger

∑

j

λj (W ∧ Tj) + γ (W ∧ ρ) +
∑

k

αk

(

ρ ∧ ωk
)

−
1

1− γ

n
∑

j,k=1

λjαkψjk (65)

Let us adopt the following notations.

T =
∑

j

λjTj , ω =
∑

j

αjω
j, X =

∑

j

αjTj , Ω =
∑

j

λjω
j. (66)

In such case,

Γ2 = −
1

2
λjαk(Tj ∧ ω

k − Tk ∧ ω
j) = −

1

2
(λjTj ∧ αkω

k − αkTk ∧ λjω
j)

= −
1

2
(T ∧ ω −X ∧ Ω).

Therefore,

Γ ≡Ger W ∧ T + γW ∧ ρ+ ρ ∧ ω +
1

1− γ
Γ2

= W ∧ T + γW ∧ ρ+ ρ ∧ ω −
1

2(1− γ)
(T ∧ ω −X ∧ Ω). (67)

We are going to compare the generators for DGA(∂) and DGA(∂Γ), where

DGA(∂) =
(

⊕p,qg
p,q, [[−,−]],∧, ∂

)

, DGA(∂Γ) =
(

⊕p,qg
p,q, [[−,−]],∧, ∂Γ

)

.
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Recall that the structure equations for DGA(∂) are generated by

∂Tk = −
i

2
W ∧ ωk, [[Tk, ρ]] = −

i

2
ωk. (68)

Otherwise, c1,0 and t0,1 are in the center of the Schouten algebra and are in the

kernel of the exterior ∂-operator.

In order to compute ∂Γ = ∂ + adΓ, we take advantage of linearity:

adΓ = adW∧T + γadW∧ρ + adρ∧ω +
1

1− γ
adΓ2

.

We test each summand above on Tk and ρ respectively.

[[W ∧ T, Tk]] = 0,

[[W ∧ T, ρ]] = λjW ∧ [[Tj , ρ]] = −
i

2
λjW ∧ ωj = ∂T. (69)

[[W ∧ ρ, Tk]] = −W ∧ [[Tk, ρ]] =
i

2
W ∧ ωk = −∂Tk, (70)

[[W ∧ ρ, ρ]] = 0. (71)

[[ρ ∧ ω, Tk]] = −ω ∧ [[ρ, Tk]] = ω ∧ [[Tk, ρ]] = −
i

2
ω ∧ ωk. (72)

[[ρ ∧ ω, ρ]] = 0.

[[Γ2, Tk]] = 0.

By (36),

[[Γ2, ρ]] = −
1

2
λjαk

(

[[Tj ∧ ω
k − Tk ∧ ω

j, ρ]]
)

=
1

2
λjαk

(

ωk ∧ [[Tj , ρ]]− ωj ∧ [[Tk, ρ]]
)

= −
i

4
λjαk

(

ωk ∧ ωj − ωj ∧ ωk
)

= −
i

2
ω ∧ Ω. (73)

Now we are ready to compute ∂ΓTk and ∂Γρ. By (70) and (72),

∂ΓTk = ∂Tk + γ[[W ∧ ρ, Tk]] + [[ρ ∧ ω, Tk]]

= (1− γ)∂Tk −
i

2
ω ∧ ωk. (74)

On the other hand by (69) (71) and (73),

∂Γρ = [[W ∧ T, ρ]] + γ[[W ∧ ρ, ρ]] +
1

1− γ
[[Γ2, ρ]]

= ∂T −
i

2(1− γ)
ω ∧ Ω.
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Let
∑

k µkTk + µρ be a generic element in t1,0 ⊕ c0,1. Then

∂Γ(
∑

k

µkTk + µρ)

= (1− γ)µk∂Tk −
i

2
ω ∧ (µkω

k) + µ∂T −
i

2

µ

1− γ
ω ∧ Ω

= ∂ ((1− γ)µkTk + µλkTk)−
i

2
ω ∧

(

µkω
k +

µ

1− γ
Ω

)

= ((1− γ)µk + µλk) ∂Tk −
i

2

1

1− γ
ω ∧ ((1− γ)µk + µλk)ω

k.

It could be equal to zero only if (1− γ)µk + µλk = 0 for each k. i.e.

µk = −
µλk

1− γ
.

Therefore, the only ∂Γ-closed element in t1,0 ⊕ c0,1 is

∑

k

µkTk + µρ = µ(ρ−
∑

k

λk

1− γ
Tk) = µ(ρ−

1

1− γ
T ). (75)

Consider a basis for g1 = g1,0 ⊕ g0,1 as below.

1

1− γ
Tk, (1− γ)W + ω,

1

1− γ
ωk, ρ−

1

1− γ
T. (76)

The above computation shows that

∂Γ ((1− γ)W + ω) = 0, ∂Γ

(

1

1− γ
ωk

)

= 0, ∂Γ

(

ρ−
1

1− γ
T

)

= 0.

Moreover, regarding the non-trivial terms by (74),

∂Γ

(

1

1− γ
Tk

)

= ∂Tk −
i

2
ω ∧

(

1

1− γ
ωk

)

= −
i

2
W ∧ ωk −

i

2
ω ∧

(

1

1− γ
ωk

)

= −
i

2
((1− γ)W + ω) ∧

(

1

1− γ
ωk

)

; (77)

[[
1

1 − γ
Tk, ρ−

1

1− γ
T ]] =

1

1− γ
[[Tk, ρ]]

=
1

1− γ

(

−
i

2
ωk

)

= −
i

2

(

1

1− γ
ωk

)

. (78)
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Theorem 3 For any generalized deformation Γ of the complex structure of the pri-

mary Kodaira manifold given in Theorem 2, there exists a natural isomorphism of

Gerstenhaber algebras:

(H•
Γ(M), [[−,−]], ∧) ∼= (H•(M), [[−,−]], ∧) .

Proof: Choose a map Φ so that Φ(∂) = ∂Γ.

Φ(Tk) =
1

1−γ
Tk, Φ(W ) = (1− γ)W + ω, (79)

Φ(ωk) = 1

1−γ
ωk, Φ(ρ) = ρ− 1

1−γ
T. (80)

Comparing the structure equations forH•(M) as given in (68) with those forH•
Γ(M)

as given in (77) and (78), we complete the proof of our theorem and the main result

of this paper.

7 Further Development

As noted in the Introduction, the result in Theorem 1 is inspired by an investigation

on the Frobenius structures on primary Kodaira surfaces. Although the observation

in Theorem 1 focuses on a generalization to primary Kodaira manifolds in all di-

mensions, we anticipate more because several key elements in this paper work in a

general context.

When working with primary Kodaira manifold, we consider it as a nilmanifold

with an abelian complex structure. In this context, we make use of the fact [41]

[46, Proposition 6] that the inclusion map is a quasi-isomorphism of Gerstanhaber

algebras:

(

⊕p,qg
p,q, [[−,−]], ∧, ∂

)

→֒
(

C∞(M,∧•(Θ⊕ Ω)), [[−,−]], ∧, ∂
)

.

Given the work of others [11] [12] [41] [44] [52], the above quasi-isomorphism is estab-

lished for all nilmanifolds with abelian complex structures [9, Theorem 1]. Therefore,

computation of Frobenius structures could be reduced to a finite-dimensional setting

on all these manifolds.
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To make a computation effective, one may consider an ascending basis for the

algebra g1,0 and the conjugation of its dual for g0,1 as in [49]. Precisely, given the

work of [13] [14], Salamon finds [53] that there exists a basis {ω1, . . . , ωn, ωn+1} for

g0,1 such that for all j,

dωj+1 ∈ I(ω1, . . . , ωj) ∧ I(ω1, . . . , ωj), (81)

where I(ω1, . . . , ωj) denotes the ideal generated by {ω1, . . . , ωj}. Let {T1, . . . , Tn+1}

be the dual basis for g1,0. We call both {T1, . . . , Tn+1} and {ω1, . . . , ωn+1} ascending

basis for the complex structure. Let t1,0 and t0,1 be the complex linear spans of

{T1, . . . , Tn} and {ω1, . . . , ωn} respectively. It is not hard to find that the constraints

in (81) imply that Λ = Tn∧Tn+1 is an invariant holomorphic Poisson structure [48].

In [49], the author and his collaborator further identify conditions to secure an

isomorphism between Gerstenbaher algebras:

(H•
Λ(M), [[−,−]], ∧) ∼= (H•(M), [[−,−]], ∧) .

On 2-step nilmanifolds with abelian complex structures, including primary Kodaira

manifolds, the necessary condition could be easily stated. The constraint in (81)

above implies that the contraction of dωn+1 is a linear map:

dωn+1 : t1,0 → t0,1. (82)

Theorem 4 [49, Theorem 6] Suppose thatM is a 2-step complex (n+1)-dimensional

nilmanifold M with abelian complex structure. Given an ascending basis with dωn+1

being non-degenerate, Λ = Vn ∧Vn+1 is a holomorphic Poisson structure. Moreover,

there exists a natural isomorphism between Gerstenhaber algebras:

(H•
Λ(M), [[−,−]], ∧) ∼= (H•(M), [[−,−]], ∧) .

Since the holomorphic Poisson structure represents a portion of the infinitesimal

generalized deformation:

H2(M) = H0(M,Θ2)⊕H1(M,Θ)⊕H2(M,O),

the last theorem and the work in this paper lead to the following conjecture.
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Conjecture 1 On a 2-step nilmanifold M with abelian complex structure. Sup-

pose that there exists an ascending basis {ω1, . . . , ωn+1} such that dωn+1 is non-

degenerate. When an element Γ1 ∈ H2(M) is integrable to a generalized defor-

mation Γ, the Gerstenbaher algebra (H•
Γ(M), [[−,−]],∧) is naturally isomorphic to

(H•(M), [[−,−]],∧) .

We remark that there are examples to demonstrate that the non-degeneracy

condition for dωn+1 is necessary [48] [49]. On the other hand, there are many

examples satisfying the conditions of this conjecture [15] [41] [48].

Acknowledgments. Y.S. Poon is grateful for hospitality of the Institute of Math-

ematical Sciences at the Chinese University of Hong Kong during his visits in 2019.

References

[1] M. Bailey, Local classification of generalized complex structures, J. Differential

Geom. 95 (2013), 1–37.

[2] S. Barannikov, Non-commutative periods and mirror symmetry in higher dimen-

sions, Commun. Math. Phys. 228 (2002) 281–325.

[3] S. Barannikov & M. Kontsevich, Frobenius manifolds and formality of Lie alge-

bras of polyvector fields, Internat. Math. Res. Notices, 4 (1998) 201–215.

[4] M. L. Barberis, I. G. Dotti & M. Verbitsky, Canonical bundles of complex nilman-

ifolds, with applications to hypercomplex geometry, Math. Res. Lett. 16 (2009)

331–347.

[5] C. Bartocci & E Marci, Classification of Poisson surfaces, Commun. Contemp.

Math. 7 (2005) 89–95.

[6] G. R. Cavalcanti & M. Gualtieri, Generalized complex structures on nilmanifolds,

J. Symplectic Geom. 2 (2004), no. 3, 393-410.

24



[7] R. Cleyton, J. Lauret & Y. S. Poon, Weak mirror symmetry of Lie algebras, J.

Symplectic Geom. 8 (2010) 37-55.

[8] R. Cleyton, G. Ovando & Y. S. Poon, Weak mirror symmetry of complex sym-

plectic algebras, J. Geom. Phys. 61 (2011) 1553-1563.

[9] Z. Chen, A. Fino & Y. S. Poon, Holomorphic Poisson structures and its coho-

mology on nilmanifolds, Differential Geom. Appl., 44 (2016), 144–160.

[10] Z. Chen, D. Grandini & Y. S. Poon, Cohomology of holomorphic Poisson struc-

tures, Complex Manifolds, 2 (2015), 34–52.

[11] S. Console, Dolbeault cohomology and deformations of nilmanifolds, Rev. de al

UMA. 47 (1) (2006), 51–60.

[12] S. Console & A. Fino, Dolbeault cohomology of compact nilmanifolds, Trans-

form. Groups, 6 (2001), 111–124.

[13] L. A. Cordero, M. Fernández & A. Gray, Symplectic manifolds without Kähler

structure, Topology 25 (1986) 375–380.

[14] L. A. Cordero, M. Fernández, A. Gray & L. Ugarte, Compact nilmanifolds with

nilpotent complex structures: Dolbeault cohomology, Trans. Amer. Math. Soc.,

352 (2000), 5405–5433.

[15] L. A. Cordero, M. Fernández & L. Ugarte, Abelian complex structures on 6-

dimensional compact nilmanifolds, Comment. Math. Univ. Carlin. 43 (2002),

215–229.

[16] K. J. Costello & S. Li, Quantum BCOV theory on Calabi-Yau manifolds and

the higher genus B-model, arXiv:1201.4501.

[17] D. Fiorenza & M. Manetti, Formality of Koszul brackets and deformations of

holomorphic Poisson manifolds, Homology Homotopy Appl. 14 (2012) 63–75.

[18] P. Gauduchon, Hermitian connections and Dirac operators, Bollettino U.M.I.

11B (1997), 257–288.

25

http://arxiv.org/abs/1201.4501


[19] M. Gerstenhaber, On the deformation of rings and algebras, Ann. of Math. 79

(1964) 59–103.

[20] R. Goto, Poisson structures and generalized Kähler submanifolds, J. Math. Soc.

Japan 61 (2009), 107-132.

[21] R. Goto, Deformations of generalized complex and generalized Kähler struc-

tures, J. Differential Geom. 84 (2010), 525–560.

[22] G. Grantcharov, C. McLaughlin, H. Pedersen & Y. S. Poon, Deformations of

Kodaira manifolds, Glasgow Math. J. 46 (2004), 259–281.

[23] M. Gualtieri, Generalized complex geometry, Ann. of Math. 174 (2011), 75–123.

[24] N. J. Hitchin, Lectures on special Lagrangian submanifolds, Winter School on

Mirror Symmetry, Vector Bundles and Lagrangian Submanifolds (Cambridge,

MA, 1999), 151–182, AMS/IP Stud. Adv. Math. 23 Amer. Math. Soc. Provi-

dence, RI, 2001.

[25] N. J. Hitchin, Generalized Calabi-Yau manifolds, Quart. J. Math. 54 (2003),

281–308.

[26] N. J. Hitchin, Instantons, Poisson structures, and generalized Kähler geometry,

Commun. Math. Phys. 265 (2006), 131–164.

[27] N. J. Hitchin, Generalized holomorphic bundles and the B-field action, J. Geom.

Phys. 61 (2011), 352–362.

[28] N. J. Hitchin, Deformations of holomorphic Poisson manifolds, Mosc. Math. J.

669 (2012), 567–591.

[29] W. Hong, Poisson cohomology of holomorphic toric Poisson manifolds. I., J.

Algebra 527 (2019), 147–181.

[30] W. Hong & P. Xu, Poisson cohomology of Del Pezzo surfaces, J. Algebra 336

(2011), 378–390.

26



[31] L. Katzarkov, M. Kontsevich & T. Pantev, From Hodge theory to integrabil-

ity and TQFT tt∗-geometry, Proc. Sympos. Pure Math, 78 Amer. Math. Soc.,

(2008), 87–174.

[32] L. Katzarkov, M. Kontsevich & T. Pantev, Bogomolov-Tian-Todorov theorems

for Landau-Ginzburg models, J. Differential Geom. 105 (2017), 55–117.

[33] K. Kodaira & J. Morrow, Complex manifolds, Holt, Rinehard and Winston,

Inc., New-York-Montrea, Que.-London, 1971.

[34] K. Kodaira & D. C. Spencer, On deformations of complex analytic structures,

I, II., Ann. of Math. 67 328–466.

[35] M. Kuranishi, On the locally complete families of complex analytic structures,

Ann. of Math. 75 (1962) 536–577.
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