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ON THE REGULARITY OF NONDEGENERATE HYPO-ANALYTIC
STRUCTURES OF HYPERSURFACE TYPE

ILYA KOSSOVSKIY AND VINICIUS NOVELLI

ABSTRACT. For a smooth, non-degenerate locally integrable structure of hypersurface type on a man-
ifold M, we provide necessary and sufficient conditions for it to be equivalent, near a point, to a
real-analytic locally integrable structure (the analytic regularizability), generalizing a recent result of
Zaitsev and the first author [14].

First, we discover, in our setting, a (previously unknown) invariant CR submanifold ¥ in M of
hypersurface type, which we call the central submanifold. We prove that the analytic regularizability
of M is equivalent to that of the associated CR manifold . Furthermore, as a byproduct of our
construction, we show that the central manifold construction reduces the whole (smooth or analytic)
equivalence problem for nondegenerate structures with the Levi positivity condition to that of the
associated central manifolds, i.e. to CR geometry.

Second, we make use of a classical construction due to Marson and show that sufficient for the
analytic regularizability of M is the analytic regularizability of the CR manifold M associated with M
in the sense of Marson.

We show applications of both regularizability conditions to classes of locally integrable structures.
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This work is concerned with locally integrable structures of hypersurface type. These are locally
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integrable systems of complex vector fields on a smooth manifold for which the rank of the characteristic
set does not exceed one. Within this class are, in particular, CR structures on real hypersurfaces in
a complex manifold and (locally integrable) Mizohata structures. The theory of locally integrable
structures has a long and rich history (see for instance the classical sources Berhanu-Cordaro-Hounie
, Treves , Cordaro-Treves , Baouendi-Chang-Treves [1]). Such structures can be of several
regularity levels (C*, smooth, Gevrey, real-analytic), and as a rule, the higher the regularity is, the
more techniques are available to understand them. For example, in the real-analytic case we have
such powerful techniques as the external complezification, Segre varieties (see, for example, Baouendi-
Ebenfelt-Rothschild ), and normal forms (e.g. Chern-Moser , Kolar-Kossovskiy-Zaitsev ) The
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latter techniques are available solely in the analytic case, which makes the existence of coordinates
where a structure becomes real-analytic a crucial property.
This inspires the following widely open question, which is our main concern in this paper:

Question 1.1. Let (M, 7 ,p) be a germ of a smooth locally integrable structure (of hypersurface type)
near a point p € M. Find necessary and sufficient conditions for ¥ to be equivalent to a germ of a
real-analytic locally integrable structure.

In the situation when the regularity property from holds, we say that ¥ is analytically reqular-
izable near pe M.

We shall point out some subtlety with the notion of equivalence between integrable structures.
In this paper, we consider it in the weak sense: an equivalence between structures is a germ of a
diffeomorphism (of certain regularity) for which the derivative preserves the bundle. There is also the
notion of hypo-analytic equivalence between these structures (once a hypo-analytic structure is fixed,
defined by a system of first integrals). We do not pursue this problem in this paper. These notions
will be recalled in Section 2

For some classes of structures, Question [I.1]is well understood. For instance, if the structure ¥ is
elliptic at p (meaning that the characteristic set at this point is trivial), then, by a theorem of Nirenberg
[16] , one can find coordinates (x1,...,Zm,Y1,---,Ym,t1,--.,ty) near p such that a complete system
of first integrals for 7" is given by z; = z; + iy;, 7 = 1,...,m. In particular, all such structures
are analytically regularizable. Another case where the result is known is that of Mizohata structures
(when the locally integrable structure has corank 1), when an argument using Morse’s lemma yields
coordinates (z,t1,...,t,) such that the first integral is of the form x + i.Z(t), where £ is a non-
degenerate quadratic form in ¢ (see Theorem VII.1.1 in [18]). In particular, they are also analytically
regularizable.

To the best of our knowledge, for other classes of structures, the regularizability problem as stated in
was widely open until the recent work [14] by Zaitsev and the first author. They considered the case
of smooth strictly pseudoconvex hypersurfaces in C". They introduce a property (called condition (E)),
which we review in detail in Section 2 and mention now that this property is a holomorphic extension
property for certain smooth function associated with a real hypersurface M (the ®-function). The
main result of [14] is at a glance the following.

Theorem 1.1 (Kossovskiy, Zaitsev [14]). Let M < C™ be a smooth, strictly pseudoconvez hypersurface,
andletpe M. Then M is CR equivalent near p to a real-analytic hypersurface if and only if M satisfies
condition (E).

The goal of this paper is to extend this result to a larger class of locally integrable structures (of
hypersurface type). One can view, through the local fine embedding (see Section , such a structure
as a smooth family of Levi non-degenerate hypersurfaces, and the issue is to find a smooth family of
normalizing transformations satisfying the additional equations coming from the extra parameters.

Our technique yields two Levi non-degenerate hypersurfaces associated to #. One (which is intrin-
sic) consists of the set of points for which the structure is not elliptic. This submanifold, ¥ < M,
which we refer to as the central submanifold of ¥, inherits a structure of the ambient space that of a
Levi non-degenerate hypersurface, and yields a necessary condition for regularizability of #". We state
the first main result, and the details can be found in Section

Theorem 1.2. Let (M, ,p) be a germ of a nondegenerate locally integrable structure of hypersurface
type. Assume the Levi form at p is definite. Then, ¥ is analitically reqularizable if and only if the
central CR hypersurface ¥ satisfies condition (E) at p.

On the other hand, one can fix a set of first integrals (induced by a particular system of coordinates)
and construct, following the idea of Marson in [15], an associated (external) hypersurface, which in the
positive-definite Levi form case is a strictly pseudoconvex CR hypersurface. Our second main result
is that regularizability of this external hypersurface entails regularizability of #. The details can be
found in Section 5.
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Theorem 1.3. Let (M, 7, p) be a germ of a nondegenerate locally integrable structure of hypersurface
type. Assume that the Levi form at p is definite. Fix a system of coordinates given by the fine local
embedding near p and let M*® be the external hypersurface associated to M at p in these coordinates.
Then, if M* satisfies condition (E), then ¥ is analytically regularizable at p.

Finally, we outline that, as a bi-product of our considerations, we show the following remarkable
property: if a given nondegenerate structure with a definite Levi form is rigid, then it is analytically
reqularizable if and only if its central manifold is actually analytic. This result is new even in the case
of CR structures. Details can be found in Section 6.

Remark 1.1. In an upcoming paper of Zaitsev and the first author [10], Condition (E) above is replaced
by a series of bounds for certain derivatives of the defining function of the hypersurface. For each
given hypersurface, these bounds can be directly verified, which further emphasizes the effectiveness
of the regularizability conditions for locally integrable structures introduced in the paper.

Remark 1.2. In fact, the construction of the central manifold associated with a locally integrable
structure in our paper gives consequence going much beyond the regularizability problem. Namely (see
Theorem below), it reduces the entire (smooth or analytic) equivalence problem for nondegenerate
structures with the Levi positivity to that for the associated central manifolds. The latter makes
then possible the application of the whole machinery of CR geometry (e.g. normal forms [7, 11| and
methods of Parabolic Geometries []) for the classification of the involutive structures under discussion.
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2. PRELIMINARIES

2.1. Nondegenerate locally integrable structures. A smooth locally integrable structure is the
datum of a smooth N-dimensional manifold M and a smooth complex vector subbundle ¥ < CT'M
(of complex rank n) such that the Lie bracket of two local sections is still a section, and such that
the orthogonal T" := ¥+ < CT*M (for the duality between vector fields and one-forms) is locally
generated by exact one-forms. A distribution u defined on an open set of M is a solution of ¥ if du

is a local section of T”. A family of complex-valued functions Z1,...,Z,,, where m = N — n, is a
complete set of first-integrals for ¥ over an open set U < M if dZy,...,dZ,, forms a basis of T" over
U

Given a point p € M, the characteristic set of ¥ at p is the space TV N TyM =:T; of the real
covectors of T”. We say the structure is of hypersurface type if
dimg T, <1, pe M.
It is important to note that, in general, the association
Msp—T,;

does not define a vector bundle over M. This is true in the case of CR structures, but we shall
encounter structures (of Mizohata type) for which the dimension of 7 is not locally constant (it is,
however, an upper semicontinuous function of p).

The results of this paper are local, so we will always reason in a neighborhood of a distinguished
point, which we henceforth refer to as the origin and denote by 0. When dim 7§ = 0, the structure is
elliptic in a neighborhood of 0, which is not an interesting case for the problems discussed here. We
will therefore work under the hypothesis that

dimg Ty = 1.
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We can select a solution w in a neighborhood of 0 such that dw spans Tjj at the origin. Select
m — 1 =: v solutions z1, ..., 2, in some open neighborhood of 0 such that dz; A ... A dz, Adw F 0 at
0.

It is a matter of linear algebra (see [18] or [4]) to see that this is equivalent to
dziAncoondzy AdzT Ao AdZ Ad(Rew) £0, d(lmw) =0

at the origin.

We can conveniently take z; = Rez;, y; = Imz; and s = Rew as coordinates (for i,j € {1,...,v})
and adjoin to them coordinates t1,...,t, (n’ := n — v), obtaining a complete system of coordinates
for M near 0. Adding appropriate constants allows us to assume that this system is centered at 0,
and Imw(0) = 0. We conclude that the differentials of the functions

zi=xj+iy;, j=1,...,v, w=s+1i9(27%,s,t) (2.1)

span the bundle 7”7 in a neighborhood of 0, and moreover we have ¢(0) = 0 and d¢(0) = 0. The
characteristic set is spanned at the origin by ds| o- We can then construct a frame for ¥ near 0 in the
following way:

0 . Oz 0 o . ¢y 0

0 o=t Lyg=C i Py (22
1705 Txigs0s T Y T Gy T T g, 0s " (2:2)

One very important invariant of ¥ is the Levi form, which we discuss next.

Definition 2.1. Given a point p € M and a characteristic covector w € T;\{0}, consider
Buop: Vpx ¥V —C

(v,w) — 2%,(41 <[L1|p,§|p]) )

where L1, Ly are local sections of ¥ such that L1|p =, Lo |p = w. The value %4, ,(v,w) does not

depend on the sections L1, Ly chosen, and defines a hermitian form on %,. The associated quadratic
form

Lop) i= By p(v,0), vE Y,
is called the Levi form of ¥ at (w,p).

In the case of structures of hypersurface type, since dimg 7}y = 1, it is customary to suppress the
dependence on the characteristic covector, and speak only of the Levi form of the structure at 0. In
the coordinates described in the Levi form (at the characteristic vector ds’o) can be represented

by the following n x n matrix:
0%¢ 020
_ (azjaa([)))uxu <0zj6tk (0))1/><n’

P 029 029
(atjm(0)>n’><u <atjatk (0)>n’><n/

The structures that we shall work with in this paper are defined, then, as follows.

(2.3)

Definition 2.2. A (Lewvi-)nondegenerate structure of hypersurface type ¥ at 0 € M is a locally inte-
grable structure of hypersurface type such that the Levi form is nondegenerate at 0. A nondegenerate
structure of hypersurface type is one which is of this form for all p € M.

The two main examples of structures of this kind are the following:

Example 2.1 (Levi nondegenerate hypersurfaces). If n’ = 0, i.e., there are no variables ¢;, then the
structure is a Levi nondegenerate real hypersurface M < C"*!, given in a neighborhood of zero by
Imw = ¢(z,%, Rew), where coordinates in C"*! are (z,w) € C" x C.

Example 2.2 (Mizohata structures). If v = 0, i.e., there are no variables z;, then the structure
is a locally integrable Mizohata structure (see [18]), with coordinates s,t1,...,t, and first integral
Z(s,t) = s+ i¢(s,t).
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A general nondegenerate structure of hypersurface type can be seen as a superposition of Mizohata
structures and CR hypersurfaces of complex space.

2.2. The method of associated differential equations. The study of the relationship between
the geometry of real hypersurfaces in C? and 2nd order ODEs

w” = ®(z,w,w). (2.1)

goes back to Segre [17] and Cartan [6], see also Webster [19] More generally, the geometry of a real
hypersurface in C"*!, n > 1, is related to that of a complete second order system of PDEs

Wapz = Pri(215 oy 2y W Way s oy wy,,), P =P, kyl=1,...m, (2.2)

Moreover, in the real-analytic case, this relation becomes more explicit by means of the Segre family.
Namely, to any real-analytic Levi-nondegenerate hypersurface M < C"*!, n > 1, one can uniquely
associate a holomorphic ODE (2.1)) (n = 1) or a holomorphic PDE system (n = 2), whose
solutions are precisely the Segre varieties. The Segre family of M plays a role of a “mediator” between
the hypersurface and the associated differential equations. For recent work on associated differential
equations in the degenerate setting, see e.g. the papers [13, 12] of the first author with Lamel and
Shafikov.

The associated differential equation procedure is particularly simple in the case of a Levi-nondegenerate
hypersurface in C2. In this case the Segre family is an anti-holomorphic 2-parameter family of com-
plex holomorphic curves. It then follows from the standard ODE theory that there exists a unique
ODE , for which the Segre varieties are precisely the graphs of solutions. This ODE is called the
associated ODFE.

In general, both right hand sides in , appear as functions determining the 2-jet of a Segre
variety at a given point as a function of the 1-jet at the same point. More explicitly, we use coordinates

(z,w) = (21,. .., 2n,w) € C" x C = C"*1,

Fix a real-analytic hypersurface M < C"*! passing through the origin, and choose a sufficiently small
neighborhood U of the origin. When M is Levi-nodegenerate, we can associate a complete second
order system of holomorphic PDEs to M, which is uniquely determined by the condition that the
differential equations are satisfied by all the graphing functions h(z,() = w(z) of the Segre varities
{Qc}cev of M in a neighbourhood of the origin.

To be more precise, we consider a so-called complex defining equation (see, e.g., [3]),

w = P(Z, Z,’(Z)),

of M near the origin, which one obtains by substituting u = %(w +w), v = %(w — w) into a real-

analytic defining equation and solving for w as function of (z, z,w) by the implicit function theorem.
The Segre variety ), of a point

z=(a,b)elU, aeC" beC,
is now given as the graph of the function
w(z) = p(2,a,b), (2.3)
where we slightly abuse the notation using the same letter w for both the last coordinate and the
function w(z) defining a Segre variety. Differentiating we obtain
w, = ps,(z,a,0), j=1,...,n. (2.4)

Considering (2.3) and (2.4) as a holomorphic system of equations with the unknowns a,b, in view
of the Levi-nondegeneracy of M, an application of the implicit function theorem yields holomorphic
functions A, ..., A,, B such that (2.3) and (2.4]) are solved by

C_lj:Aj(Zawaw/)v B:B(Z’w’w,)7

where we write

w = (wyy,...,w,,).
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The implicit function theorem applies here because the Jacobian of the system coincides with the Levi
determinant of M for (z,w) € M ([3]). Differentiating (2.3)) twice and substituting the above solution
for a, b finally yields

Wapzy = Parzy (2, Az, w,w'), B(z,w,w')) =: ®p(z,w,w"), k,l=1,...,n, (2.5)
or, more invariantly, i.e. independent of the coordinate choice,
j?z,w)Qm = (I)(mvj(lz,w)Qx)' (26)

Now ([2.5) (or (2.6))) is the desired complete system of holomorphic second order PDEs denoted by
& =8E(M).

Definition 2.3. We call & = & (M) the system of PDEs associated with M.

2.3. Condition (E). Our main results rely on a new analytic reqularizability condition for hypersur-
faces of low regularity. In the C'® case, such condition was introduced in [14] and called Condition
(E) (“E” for extension). We shall give below both an invariant and a coordinate-based formulations
of it. For the basic concepts in CR Geometry (such as Segre varieties and formal submanifolds) we
refer to 3], and for jet bundles and related concepts to [5].
Let

T Jl’n _ (CnJrl,
be the bundle of 1-jets of complex hypersurfaces of C**!, which is a projective holomorphic fiber
bundle over C"*! with the fiber isomorphic to P", and let M < C"*!, n > 1, be (for the moment) a
(C®) smooth strictly pseudoconves real hypersurface. Then the complex tangent bundle T M induces
the natural smooth (global) embedding

o: M — J" x> (2, T M)).

The image

o(M) =: My c Jtm
is a smooth totally real (2n + 1)-dimensional real submanifold in the (2n + 1)-dimensional complex
manifold J5™ by an observation of Webster [19]. Next, associated with M is the smooth (weakly)
pseudoconvex real hypersurface

M = Y (M) < Jh"
The manifold My is a smooth real submanifold in M. Note that M itself is locally CR-equivalent
to M x C™ (and thus is holomorphically degenerate, see [3]). In what follows we denote by U™ the
pseudoconvex side of M, by which we mean the subset of an open neighborhood U of a point of M
defined by p < 0, i.e.

Ut =Un{p<0},
where p is a local defining function of M in U with dp # 0 and the complex hessian satisfying
00p(X,X) = 0 for X e T*M. Given such U™", we write

Ut :=a"Y(U™).

Then M is obviously (weakly) pseudoconvex and U™ is the pseudoconvex side of M. Since all our
considerations are local, the exact choice of neighborhoods of the reference point won’t play any role.
We next fix a point p € M along with the corresponding point

pi=(mlar,) " (p) € My < M < Jb".

Since M is smooth, we may consider at each point ¢ € M near p, its formal complexfication at ¢ as
a formal complex hypersurface in C"*! x Cn+1 obtained by complexifying the formal Taylor series
at g of the defining function p. In this way, the formal Segre variety @), of M is defined as a formal
complex hypersurface defined by power series in C[[Z — ¢]], where Z = (z,w) € C" x C as before.
Then the map 2-jets

qe M j2Qq € J*" (2.1)
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induces a smooth embedding of M into the bundle
J2m = J2n(Cntl)
of 2-jets of complex hypersurfaces in C**!. The space J>" is canonically a fiber bundle
72: g2n L, gin
over the 1-jet bundle J'". The 2-jet embedding defines a canonical section of 72,
st My — J*™ (2.2)

Now we recall our analytic regularizability condition for a smooth strictly pseudoconvex hypersurface
[14]):

Deﬁnition 2.4. We say that M satisfies Condition (E) at p € M if the canonical section s? given by
extends holomorphically and smooth L up to the boundary to a neighborhood of

wzdehatp in the pseudoconvex side U+uM.

We next give an (equivalent to the above) coodinate-based formulation of Condition (E). Let M <
C"*! be a smooth hypersurface with the defining equation

p(Z,2) =0, Z=(zw)=(21,.., 20, w)eC"H (2.3)

and p € M a fixed point where p,(p,p) # 0. Then the formal Segre variety at a point ¢ = (¢, ¢n+1) € M
near p is a graph of a function w(z) (considered as a formal power series in (z — §¢)). Then the 2-jets
are represented by either the scalar function ® defined pointwise as w”(z) for z = ¢ (case n = 1),
or the symmetric matrix function ® = (®;;), ¢,j = 1,...,n, defined pointwise as the collection of the
partial derivatives wy,.; for z = ¢ (the general case n > 1). It is possible to verify that, in turn, for
n = 1 we have

1 P Pz Puw
Pz Pzz Pzw], (24)
Pw  Pzw Puww

and for n > 1 we have
1 p Pz; Pw

[TAE Pz Pziz; Pzw|, 5 =1,..,m. (2.5)

Pw  Pzjw  Puww
(To obtain ., one has to differentiate the identity ([2.3]) once, assummg w to be a function
of z, express all the w,, in terms of the 1-jet of p, and then dlfferentlate once more to obtain
Ws,», = P;j in terms of the 2-jet of p.) Both the scalar function and the matrix valued function
can be considered as either smooth functions on the strictly pseudoconvex hypersurface M or as
that on the totally real submanifold M; — J'™ introduced above.

In terms of the ®-function (2.4)-(2.5), Condition (E) reads in an equivalent form as follows:

b = (p
w

Deﬁnition 2.5. We say that M satisfies Condition (E) at p, if the function ® defined on M; by
either or . extends holomorphlcally and smoothly up to the boundary to a neighborhood of

p in the pseudoconvex side U+ U M.

It is obvious that [2.5] is equivalent to 2.4, Now the analytic regularizability of a hypersurface can
be characterized in terms of Condition (E), as stated in Theorem

3. SPECIAL COORDINATES FOR NON-DEGENERATE STRUCTURES

Let (M,7) be a non-degenerate locally integrable structure of hypersurface type. We denote by
Y:° the closure of T°\{0} in T*M. This is a conic subset, and we denote by 3 the image of ¥° by the
standard projection 7 : T*M — M. This is precisely the set of non-elliptic points of ¥. We shall
determine equations for these points in terms of the local coordinates of the previous section.
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Theorem 3.1. Let (M, 7)) be a smooth, non-degenerate structure of hypersurface type. Then, ¥° c
T*M is a conic symplectic submanifold of dimension 2v + 2, whose base projection ¥ is a closed
(2v + 1)-dimensional submanifold of M. In the local coordmates the set U N X is described by the
equations

99

z,2,8,t) =0, 7=1,...,n".
atj( ) j

Proof. We shall first prove that ¥ is a smooth (2v + 1)-dimensional manifold. We work in the coordi-
nates Assume that (z,%,s,t) € ¥ n U. Then, there is a non-trivial linear combination

v

0+ v= > (aj +ibj)dz; + (p + iv) (ds + idg) € T, aj,bj, 1, v € R,

2,2,8,t)7
J=1

such that Imv = 0. Computing this imaginary part, we obtain

nl

Imv = Z (bj + py;)da; + Z(CL]’ + py, )dy; + 2 po,dty + (v + pgs)ds.
j=1 j=1 I=1
Since v # 0, we must have have p £ 0, which entails ¢;, = 0 for all [ = 1,...,n'. We conclude
that di¢(z,%,s,t) = 0. Conversely, suppose that d;¢(z,%,s,t) = 0. Then, one can take p = 1,

v=—05(2,%,5,1), aj = —¢y;(2,%,5,t) and bj = —¢,, (2,7, s,t). Therefore, the covector

v=—2i Z ¢z, (2,2, 8,t)dz; + (1 —ids(2, Z, 5, ) )dw
j=1

is non-trivial and real, so (z,%,s,t) e X n U.

2
Since ¥ is non-degenerate, the matrix (%), 1 < I,I’ < n/, is non-singular, which implies the
map

(sza S7t) — (Z>§7 S, at¢)

is a diffeomorphism of a neighborhood of 0 in U onto another such neighborhood. We conclude that
Y is a smooth submanifold of dimension N —n’ = 2v +n' +1 —n’ = 2v + 1. It is also closed, since
the property of being elliptic is an open condition.

From non-degeneracy, the forms
dz;,dyj,ds, d(0y¢), j=1,...,v, I=1,....n

make up a basis of T* M near an open neighborhood U of p € M. If ¢ denotes the tautological one-form
of T*M, we can write

o= 2 ajdxj + bjdyj + &ds +d (at¢ : 77) .
j=1

The equations for X° in 7*U are given by d;¢ = n = 0, so the pullback of ¢ to X° is given by
>y ajdx; + bjdy; + £ds. Since the 2-form

Y da; A da; + dbj A dy; +dE A ds
j=1
is non-degenerate, XV is a symplectic submanifold of 7% M (of dimension 2v + 2). O

The submanifold ¥ inherits an involutive structure from ¥". We briefly recall the main notions (see
Sections 1.3 and 1.4 in [18]):
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Definition 3.1. Let (M, ¥') be a smooth locally integrable structure and ¥ < M an embedded smooth
submanifold. Assume that the dimension of

CT,Xn 7,
is constant for p € . Then, we say that X is compatible with the structure ¥, and
15 =] (CT%n %)
peM
defines a smooth locally integrable structure X, which we call the induced locally integrable structure.
Remark 3.1. If ¥ is a compatible submanifold, then the orthogonal
T, = | J T3, « CT*S
peM
is given by

/o . !
Tsp = {w‘Cpr we Tp} )

A related notion is that of a non-characteristic submanifold:

Definition 3.2. Let (M, 7’) be a smooth involutive structure and ¥ < M an embedded smooth
submanifold. We say ¥ is non-characteristic if, for every p € 3, the map

o *
T, —T;%
v “|Tp2
is injective.
We now apply these ideas to the structure ¥ at hand. Since the vector fields 0/0t; are transversal

to the submanifold 3, we can write it locally as graph ¢t = F(z,%,s), for some smooth function F’
fixing the origin. Introducing the change of variables

t—t—F(z,zs),
the submanifold ¥ is defined, near 0, by the equations
t;j=0, j=1,...,n.
In these new coordinates, a system of first integrals for 7 is given by
zj=xj+iyj, j=1,...,v, w=s+ip(z,7z,s,t), (3.1)
where ¢(0) = 0, dp(0) = 0 and ¢¢,(2,%,5,0) =0 for all j = 1,...,n" and sufficiently small (z,%, 5).
Now we obtain the following:

Proposition 3.1. Let (M,¥’) be a smooth non-degenerate structure of hypersurface type. Let ¥ be
the submanifold constructed in [3.1. Then, ¥ is a non-characteristic compatible submanifold of M.
Moreover, the induced involutive structure on X is that of a locally integrable Levi-nondegenerate CR
structure of hypersurface type.

Proof. Let p € ¥. Working in the coordinates centered at p, we have ds as a basis for T, and
clearly the curve s +— (0,0, s,0) is contained in ¥. In particular, the restriction ds}T 5, does not vanish
P

identically, which implies ¥ is non-characteristic. Compatibility follows from the expression of the
vector fields (which remain of the same form after the coordinate change [3.1)), from which we
see that L;, j = 1,...,v, are precisely (complex) tangent to ¥. In particular, the structure is CR

Levi-nondegenerate of hypersurface type.
O

Applying Morse’s lemma (with parameters), one can simplify the coordinates even further.
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Theorem 3.2. Let (M, 7)) be a non-degenerate smooth structure of hypersurface type. Then, given a
point p € M, there are coordinates (z,%, s,t) centered at p, a non-degenerate quadratic form £ in R™
and smooth functions

zj=xj+iy;, j=1,...,v, w= S—I—i(gb(z,?,s) —l—f(t)) (3.2)

with ¢(0) = 0, d¢(0) such that {dz,...,dz,,dw} span T’ in a neighborhood of 0. Moreover, the
structure ¥ induces on the submanifold ¥ given by {t = 0} an invariantly defined locally integrable
Levi-nondegenerate CR structure of hypersurface type, equivalent to the hypersurface given by the
defining function

p(z,Z,w, W) = Imw — ¢(z,Z,Rew)
in CV*1,
Proof. Again, we work locally as in We can apply Morse’s lemma with parameters (see Lemma
C.6.11in[9]). If the neighborhood of 0 is sufficiently small, the only solution of d;¢(z,%, s,t) = 0ist = 0.
Therefore, there is a smooth family of diffeomorphisms ¢ — G(z,%,s,t) (with (z,%,s) as parameters)
and a non-degenerate quadratic form % in R such that

d(2,2,8,t) = ¢(2,%,5,0) + Z(G(z,Z,s,1)).
Considering the change of variables
(2,2, 8,t) — (2,2,5,G(z,Z,s,t)),
we obtain the result. g
The CR submanifold ¥ will play an important role in what follows, so we give it a special name.

Definition 3.3. Let (M, ¥") be a nondegenerate locally integrable structure of hypersurface type. We
call ¥ the central CR manifold of ¥'. Given p € ¥, we define m(t) to be the signature of the quadratic
form Z(t).

4. THE CENTRAL MANIFOLD AND THE REGULARIZABILITY
The notion of mappings between integrable structures we consider in this work is the following:

Definition 4.1. Let (M, ?') and (N, #) be two formally integrable structures over smooth manifolds
M,N. A mapping (or morphism) between them is a smooth map f : M — N such that (df),”, <
V/f(p) for all pe M.

Remark 4.1. We use the same notation df for the complexification 1 ® df of df acting on the com-
plexified tangent spaces.

In the locally integrable case, we can restate this notion in terms of the first integrals.

Proposition 4.1. Let (M, ) and (N, #') be locally integrable structures over smooth manifolds M, N.
Let f: M — N be a smooth map. Then, f is a mapping between ¥ and W if and only if for every
solution w e C*(U) of W (defined on an open subset U < N ), the pullback w o f is a solution of ¥
over f~HU).

We make the simple remark that a diffeomorphism f : M — N which is a mapping from ¥ to # is
not, in general, an equivalence of integrable structures. It is the case, however, if both of them have
the same rank.

Now we specialize to the case of nondegenerate structures of hypersurface type. The first observation
is that a map between structures induces a CR map between the central CR hypersurfaces.

Proposition 4.2. Let (Mi,71) and (Ma, %) be two non-degenerate structures of hypersurface type,
and let ¥; < M; denote the central CR structure associated to ¥;, 1 = 1,2. If f : My — My is a smooth
mapping between ¥, and V3, then [ restricts to a CR map X1 — Xo.
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Proof. 1t is clear that f(X;1) < X9, since the derivative of f is a real mapping. Moreover, since
Y50 = CT,5; 0 (¥)p, the derivative of f maps 75, , into 75, f(p)» and is therefore a morphism from
V5, into 75,. Since they are CR structures, this is precisely the definition of a CR map. O

We can use the central CR hypersurface and the signature m(t) to give a necessary condition for
equivalence of non-degenerate structures of hypersurface type.

Theorem 4.1. Let (M;,¥;) be a (resp. smooth or analytic) nondegenerate locally integrable structure
of hypersurface type, with central CR hypersurfaces ¥;, i = 1,2. Let p € X1, q € Xo. Then, if there
is a (resp. smooth or analytic) local equivalence between Vi and Vo (from a neighborhood of p to a
neighborhood of q), then

(1) 31 is locally CR equivalent to ¥y (from a neighborhood of p in X1 to one of py in 32).
(2) m(p) = m(q).
Proof. This follows immediately from Proposition 4.2 O

It turns out that the converse is also true for definite structures.

Theorem 4.2. Let (M;, ¥;) be a (resp. smooth or analytic) nondegenerate locally integrable structure
of hypersurface type, with central CR hypersurface ¥;, i = 1,2. Let p € X1, q € Xo. Assume further-
emore that both (M;,¥;) are positive. Then, if there is a (resp. smooth or analytic) local equivalence
F between (X1,p) and (X2,q). then there it is the restriction onto X1 of a (resp. smooth or analytic)

local equivalence F between germs of ¥1 and V5 at p,q respectively.

Proof. We deal with the case of smooth F', and discuss the analytic one in the end of the proof.
In view of the previous sections, we can obtain coordinates of the following kind for 7#1: there is an
open set
U=W x [ c R¥+1+17"

where W < R?"*! is an open neighborhood of 0 and I = (-9, 5)”' < R"™. According to (13.2), we have
coordinates (z,y,s,t) in W x I, z =z + iy € C’, s € Rt € I, such that the first integrals of 7] are
given by
_ _ . _ - - ﬁ 2 _ 42 2
z=z(x,y,s,t) =x+iy, w=s+1i| o2z s)+ 5 | |t|" =t] + ...+ t5,
where ¢ € C*(W) is a smooth, real-valued function such that ¢(0) = 0 and d¢(0) = 0. The central
manifold ¥ is characterized by setting ¢ = 0 in our coordinates. In this way,

¥ ={(z,w) € Imw = ¢(z,Z,Rew)}

is a strictly pseudoconvex hypersurface in C¥*!, where 2 — C¥*! is an appropriate neighborhood of
the origin (as follows for the positivity of definicy of the Levi form). We can also think of it as the
locally integrable structure on W defined by the first integrals z and w = s + i¢(z, Z, s).

We perform the same procedure for ¥, which we express with a prime ’ on top of all the objects,
and assume we are given a CR equivalence F': W — W’ between X1 and Y. Our goal is to obtain an
equivalence F'* : U — U’ between #; and ¥ (maybe after contraction of the neighborhoods about 0).

We can assume the following: let

Qy = {(21,22) € Imw > ¢(2,%,Rew))}

be the pseudoconvex side of 31 (analogously for the second structure, with a prime ’). Then, there is
a map

F:Qiu¥ >0 U,y
which is by biholomorphic as a map Q1 — Q/_, extends smoothly to 2, U Xy, and its restriction to 3,

is the CR equivalence ¥1 — Y. We can smoothly extend F to be a smooth diffeomorphism between
full neighborhoods of ¥; and Y5 (biholomorphic only on the side ).
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Let f’(z,w) = (f(z,w), g(z,w)) € C¥ x C. In order to simplify notation, we write

It

z 1= x + 1y, w:=s+i<¢(z,z,s)—|— 5

) , Ci=s+ip(z,%z,s), (z,y,s,t)eU.

In view of the discussion above, we have the basic identity for F:

Img(z, C) = ¢,(f(Z>C)7f(z7<)v Reg('z? C))

Note that the function p(z,%,n,7) = Img(z,n) — ¢'(f(2,7n), f(2,1m),Reg(z,n)) is a smooth defining
function for the hypersurface ¥; in a neighborhood of the origin. In particular, it develops into the
following identity:

Img(z,m) = ¢'(f(2,1), f(2.n), Reg(z,m)) = Az, m)(Imn — ¢(2,Z, Ren)), (4.1)

for (z,m) in a full neighborhood of the origin, where X is a smooth non-vanishing function. Note that
A(0) = 1, so contracting the neighborhoods about the origin allows us to assume A > 0. Then, we set

F.(x7 y? 87 t) = (X(:B? y’ 8’ t)7Y($’ y7 87 t)’S(.r’ y’ $7t)7T(x7 y7 s? t)) Y

where
X(x,y,s,t) = Ref(z’w)7 Y(Ivyv'S?t) =Im f(Z’w)v

S(x,y,s,t) =Reg(z,w), T(x,y,s,t) =1t\/ Az, w)
for (z,y,s,t) € U (everywhere here w = s + i(¢(2, Z, 5) + |t|?/2) and z = = + iy). Observe that
(z,w) = (z,¢ +i[t]*/2) € Oy,

therefore the expression for F'* is well-defined. In view of the vanishing of A — 1 on ¥, F'® is smooth
diffeomorphism in a neighborhood of the origin. Now, to show it defines a map of #; — 75, we have
to prove that the pullback of the first integrals of ¥#5 are solutions of #7. Indeed,

(F*)*2)(z,y,5,t) = X +iY = f(z,w),
which is a holomorphic function of the first integrals (z,w), so it is a solution. For w’, we have

2
(F*)*w')(z,y,s,t) =S +i (gb'(X, Y,S)+ @) = g(z,w)
(as follows from (4.1))), which is again a holomorphic function of the first integrals (z,w). We conclude
that F'* is an equivalence between ¥ and %5.
In the analytic case, following the proof, we easily see that A above can be chosen analytic (since
the extension F becomes actually holomorphic by the reflection principle), thus the equivalence map
F* is analytic too. ]

Theorems [4.1] and [4.2| now imply the following result, which is interesting even independently of the
regularizability problem.

Theorem 4.3. Let (M;,¥;) be a (resp. smooth or analytic) nondegenerate locally integrable structure
of hypersurface type, with central CR hypersurfaces ¥;, i = 1,2. Let p € X1, q € 9. Assume
furtheremore that both (M;, ¥;) are positive. Then, the structures ¥ and ¥ at p,q respectively are
(resp. smoothly or analytically) equivalent if and only if the germs (X1,p) and Yo, q) of their central
manifolds are (resp. smoothly or analytically) equivalent

Theorem immediately implies Theorem from the Introduction, characterizing the analytic
regularizability of structures in terms of their central manifolds.

We give below an example of using the central manifold for investigating the regularizability of
nondegenerate structures.
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Example 4.1. Consider the structure ¥ defined in a neighborhood of R* (with variables (z,, s,t)),
with the first integrals

Z=z W=s+ih(z*)+t*), heC?(U\{0})nC*U), h¢ C(U), U= (-a,a) =R
where the function h satisfies
h(0) = K'(0) =0, A"(0) # 0.
In this case, v = n/ = 1 and the vector fields that span the structure are

N T
L]_ = % —1izh (|Z| )%, L2 = a 2Zt%

The central manifold ¥ is given by
{Imw = h(|]z]*)} c C2

Following the elimination procedure in Section 2, we conclude that the Segre varieties of 3 near points
with z # 0 satisfy the ODE

where the function
P e C(U\{0}) n C(U), +(0) =4'(0) =0,
is related with h via

Eh"(€) = v(EN'(€)), €eU.

Considering the latter identity as an ODE for h with 1 fixed, we conclude that ¢ ¢ C*(U) (otherwise
h would be analytic at 0 too as a solution of an analytic ODE). This means that ¥ does not satisfy
Condition (E), and so V' is not analytically regularizable by Theorem

5. ADDITIONAL SUFFICIENT CONDITIONS: THE EXTERNAL CR STRUCTURE

In this section, we work on sufficient conditions to ensure analytic regularizability of (M, ¥"). We first
describe a procedure introduced by Marson [15] that yields, in the coordinate system just introduced,
an associated (generic) CR manifold to (M, ). The main idea is to formally add new variables z*
that will turn the non-CR variables t; into imaginary parts of new complex variables.

We maintain the notation of the previous section. Let X < R™ be a neighborhood of 0 and let
U < RY be an open neighborhood of the origin for which we have the coordinates described in
Sections 2] and [3| Set U* = X x U < R¥ V. Let M* = Z*(U*) be the submanifold parametrized by
the mapping

Z* Ut —cmtr
given by

( /

Z3(z,y, 2%ty 8) = af +ity, j=1,...,n,

A

Z’r.z’—&-j(xayax.at:s) = Z](.’I},y) =Ty +Zy]7 J=1...,v,

\W.(IJ/’Svt) = W(a:,y,s,t) =s+ i¢(m,y7s,t).

This map is easily seen to have full rank, and induces a CR structure #* on U*®, with dual structure
bundle T"* being generated by

{dz},....dZ} 0} -
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We write 2} = x] +it; and z; = xj + iy; for all 1 <1 <n’ and 1 < j <v. Then, we can consider the

vector fields )

0 ¢ 0
QR —, l=1,...,n
l (}Zl. 21+¢568’ ) y 1y
! (5.1)
0 ¢z 0
Li=2 % % i1
J az Zl+¢sasﬂj 9 7V

It’s clear that L;Z = L;Z = 0 for all 1 < k <n/ and 1 <1 < v (we maintain, for simplicity, the
name L; for the second set of vector fields, but formally they are the pullback of the vector fields L;
in U by the projection X x U — U). Therefore,

.-, Ly, L1,...,L, generate ¥* over U®.

The new structure obtained has the same rank as the original structure, but we remark that it is not
invariant, meaning that it depends on the particular coordinates (z,v, s,t) chosen.
We can describe the image of Z* explicitely as

M*® = {(z',z,w) eC" x C¥ x Clmw= qﬁ(z,?,lmz',Rew)}
This hypersurface is called an external CR structure associated to (¥',p). We shall denote the Levi

form of #* (at the characteristic covector ds‘o) by £*((,(¢*), where ( € C” and ¢* € C"'. From Section
the Levi form is represented by the matrix

( 32(;3 ) 82(&
02j0%k ) 1<) kv 02027 | 1<j<v

1<r<n’

24 )
02} 0zx, ) 1<l<n’ 0z} 0z8 ’
1<k<v 1<lr<n/

which is given by

(+5%) s (#7%)
0207y 1<jk<v 2 \ 0z;0tr 11552:/

_i(_%¢ 1(_ ¢
2 \ ot 0z, 1<i<n’ 4 \ ot;0t,
1<k<v

Therefore, if .2 ((,w) is the Levi form of ¥ at the covector ds| o» We conclude that
L0, C) = 2 (2071,

In particular, we obtain the following

1<li,r<n’

Proposition 5.1. If ¥ is a nondegenerate structure of hypersurface type such that the Levi form is
positive at ds‘o, then the external CR hypersurface is strictly pseudoconvex at the origin.

We can now proceed with the proof of Theorem [1.3] We work in the coordinates described in
Sections [2| and 3} Recall that we have, in a neighborhood of the origin, a smooth real-valued function
¢ vanishing at 0, with derivatives vanishing at 0 such that

Zi(x,y) =zj+iy; =25, j=1,...,v,

W(m7 y? S? t) =S + Z¢($7 y? 87 t)
and such that dZ; and dW span, in a neighborhood of 0, the bundle 7’. We have a smooth, strictly
pseudoconvex hypersurface

M* = {(z’,z,w) eC” xC” x C; Imw = ¢(z,%,Im z',Rew)} (5.2)

which we assume satisfies condition (E). From Theorem there is a CR diffeomorphism f : M* — N
(near the origin), where (N*, q) is a real-analytic hypersurface in C"+1,
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We make use of the Abelian subalgebra a < aut(M*, p) generated by the real vector fields

o d
=1,...,n.
{az;+az;}’l et

Its presence implies that the real-analytic hypersurface N*® has an abelian subalgebra @ < hol(N°®, q)
of real dimension n/. Since N* is real-analytic, there are germs V1, ...,V of holomorphic vector fields
in C"*+¥+1 such that

span{ReV1,...,ReV,y} =a
and ReVp,... ReV, are tangent to N°®. Applying the holomorphic version of Frobenius’ theorem,
we can find holomorphic coordinates (Z°,Z, W) € C"+v*1 near ¢ and a real-analytic function
(vanishing, along with its derivatives at the origin) such that N°® is given by

{(Z', Z,W) e CVHHL L ImW = (2, Z,Im Z°, Re W)}

near q. Moreover, since f maps a to d, we conclude that f is of the form

f(z.v Z, U)) = (Z. + fl(zv w)) f2(27 w))
We now consider the real-analytic locally integrable structure (N, #') given by the first integrals

{%(m,y,s,t) =x;+1y;, j=1,...,v,
W(z,y,s,t) =s+i(x,y,s,t).
Then, the induced map F': M — N, given by
F(x,y,s,t) = (fc,y, Re fo(Z(z,y), W(x,y,s,t)),t + Im f1(Z(z,y), W(:E,y,s,t))) ,
defines an isomorphism between the structures ¥ and #, for the pullback of the first integrals Zj and

Wj are solutions of ¥". We conclude that M is equivalent (near p) to a real-analytic structure.
O

6. AN APPLICATION TO RIGID STRUCTURES
We start with a

Definition 6.1. A locally integrable structure (2.2)) is called rigid, if the respective function ¢ satisfies
¢s = 0.

This definition generalizes the important class of rigid CR structures in CR geometry (see, e.g., [3]).
We first establish the following, somewhat surprising, result on the analytic regularizability of rigid
CR structures.

Theorem 6.1. Let M < C"*! be a rigid strictly pseudoconvexr CR-hypersurface
M ={Im w=H(z,2)}, (z,w)eUxC,

where U < C" is a domain and H € C*(U). Then M is analytically regularizable at a point p € M if
and only if M is actually analytic near p.

Proof. We have to prove the necessity, since the sufficiency is trivial. We assume, without loss of gen-
erality, p = 0, H(0) = 0, dH (0) = 0. According to Section 2, M satisfies Condition (E), which means
that the associated ®-function or extends holomorphically to a domain QO < J1(C",C) of
the kind Q% x G, where G is a neighborhood of the origin in C" and Q7 is a one-sided pseudoconvex
neighborhood of M near 0. The fact that M is rigid means that it is invariant under real shifts
w +— w + a, a € R, hence the associated system has its defining function ® independent of w.
Hence, being constant on the intersection of each line z = const,( = const with Qt (for constant
chosen close to the origin), ® obviously extends holomorphically to a (full) neighborhood of the origin.
This means that the Segre family of M is analytic near 0, and so is M.

O
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Combining now Theorem [6.1] with Theorem [I.2] we arrive to the following regularizability theorem.

Theorem 6.2. Let ¥ be a smooth rigid nondegenerate structure with a definite Levi form. Then ¥V
is analytically regularizable at a point if and only if its central manifold is actually analytic near p.
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