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Remarks on the Gluing Theorems for Compact
Special Lagrangian Submanifolds with Isolated
Conical Singularities

Yohsuke Imagi

Abstract

We make two improvements upon the gluing theorems of [6l[7] for com-
pact special Lagrangian submanifolds with isolated conical singularities.
Firstly, we get rid of a few technical hypotheses of them. Secondly, we
replace another hypothesis by a weaker one and prove that the latter is a
necessary condition for the gluing process to be possible.

1 Introduction

We begin by recalling briefly the set-up of [6[7] (summarized in [§]) in which
we glue together special Lagrangian submanifolds. We use nearly the same
notation as in [6L[7]. Let M be a Kéhler manifold of complex dimension m > 2,
whose canonical bundle is holomorphically trivial. Let M be given a C'*° family
(w*, J*, Q%) sern of almost Calabi—Yau structures (in the sense of Definition
BI). Let X C (M;w? J° Q" be a special Lagrangian submanifold whose
closure X is compact and of the form X LI X" for some finite set X8,
Suppose that for each x € X" there exists a unique tangent cone C, to X
at 2 (which is smooth outside vertex and of multiplicity one). More precisely,
we suppose that X approaches with power order at x (as in Definition [Z0]) the
cone (. Let L, be a smoothing model for C,, which is a special Lagrangian
submanifold of T, M = C™ which approaches (with order < 0) at infinity the
cone C,. Recall that there are two cohomology classes Y (L,) € H*(C,,R) and
Z(Ly) € H"Y(C,,R) relevant to the gluing process.

We prove that we can get rid of the hypothesis m < 6 in [8] Theorem 7.3], [Tl
Theorem 6.12] and [7, Theorem 8.9] (in the ascending order of generality). These
are the results of [6L[7] in which there is at least one smoothing model L, with
the cohomology class Y(L,) # 0.

There is also a technical hypothesis in the most general version |7, Theorem
8.9] of the gluing theorems in [6,[7]. This has to do with an equation for the
cohomology classes [Im Q°] and €,  yins Z(L); for the more precise expression
see [7, (108)]. It is supposed in [7 (135)—(136)] that both the sides of the
equation vanish rather than that the equation itself holds. We prove that we can
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get rid of this restriction; that is, the equation itself is sufficient for [7, Theorem
8.9].

Our version of the equation, ([22)) of the present paper, is in fact slightly
more general than [7, (108)]. Following the proofs of [6l[7] we see immediately
that we can make such a generalization. But we prove also that the generalized
equation is a necessary condition for the gluing process to be possible.

We explain now how we prove our results. We begin with the same approx-
imate solutions as in [6l[7] which we make from X and Ume sing L USIng parti-
tions of unity (not doing any analysis yet). We then perturb these to the true
solutions, not by the method of [6l[7] but by the method of [BIII]. The advantage
of the latter is that the two building blocks X and | |, ¢ yeine Lo play symmetric
roles. This happens to other gluing methods including the well-known case of
Yang—Mills gauge theory. For instance, if we want to glue together the model
ASD connections over R* and the flat connection over a compact 4-manifold M
then we can take the actual building blocks to be §* = R* LI {oo} and M (as
in [T §7.2]) whose roles are symmetric.

For X connected, using the method of [3}[I1] we can perturb the approxi-
mate solutions directly to the true solutions. Otherwise, there is a non-trivial
obstruction space and the results we get are still approximate solutions. Us-
ing the cohomology class equation we see however that the second approximate
solutions are so improved that we can apply to them the original perturbation
result [6) Theorem 5.3] (or Theorem [@Ilbelow). Note that as we work under the
weaker hypotheses, the first approximate solutions need not satisfy the hypothe-
ses of [6l Theorem 5.3]. Having the second approximate solutions is therefore
crucial.

The proof that the cohomology class equation is a necessary condition for
the gluing process is similar to the proof that the second approximate solutions
satisfy the better estimates.

We begin in 2lwith the more precise statements of our results. In §8lwe prove
that the cohomology class equation is strictly necessary, which is independent
of proving the gluing theorem. The latter is done in §§4H3l

In §4] we produce the first approximate solutions, which is essentially the
same as in [6l7]. But the estimates we shall need for these are weaker than those
in [6L[7]; for more details see Remark The weaker estimates are proved in
g5l In §6l we prove the quadratic estimates for the non-linear part of the special
Lagrangian equations, which is not very different from the estimates in [6l7].
In 7 we prove that the linearized operators are uniformly invertible, which is
essentially the same as in [BL[I1]. In §8 we produce the second approximate
solutions, which we perturb in §9to the true solutions.
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2 Statements of the Results

We begin by making the definitions we will use to state our results. We define
almost Calabi—Yau m-folds in the first place.

Definition 2.1. Let M be a manifold of even dimension 2m. An almost Calabi—
Yau structure on M is the data (w, J, Q) such that (M;w, J) is a Kéhler manifold
with Kéhler form w and complex structure J, and such that € is a nowhere-
vanishing holomorphic (m,0) form on the complex manifold (M, .J). We call
(M;w, J,Q) an almost Calabi-Yau m-fold. Notice that there is a C*° function
¥ : M — (0,00) defined by

YPW™ Iml = (i/2)"(=1)™ D2 A Q. (2.1)

We call (w, J, ) a Calabi-Yau structure, without the word almost, if ¢ : M —
(0,00) is constant. In this case w is a Ricci-flat Kéhler form on (M, J).

We define special Lagrangian submanifolds of almost Calabi—Yau m-folds.

Definition 2.2. Let (M;w,J,Q) be an almost Calabi-Yau m-fold and L C
(M,w) a Lagrangian submanifold. We say that L is special if Im Q|1 = 0.

We define a Calabi—Yau structure (w’, J', ') on C™ and special Lagrangian
cones in (Cw', J', ).

Definition 2.3. Let m > 1 be an integer and zi, ..., 2z, the complex coordi-
nates of C™. Denote by J’ the complex structure of C™ and define on C™ a
Calabi-Yau structure (w’, J',€) by w’ := 2(dz1 AdZ; + -+ + dzm A dZp,) and
Q i =dz1 A ... Adz,.

Define (0,00) x C™ — C™ by (¢, z) — tz, by which the multiplicative group
(0,00) acts upon C™. For t € (0,00) we denote for short by ¢ : C"™ — C™ the
map z — tz. A special Lagrangian cone in (C™;w’, J', ') is a special Lagrangian
submanifold C C (C™;w’, J’, ) invariant under the (0, 00) action and such that
C N S? =1 is a compact (m — 1) dimensional submanifold of the unit sphere
S§2m=1 C C™. The cone metric on C is the Riemannian metric induced from
the embedding C' C C™.

Remark 2.4. Our C corresponds to Joyce’s C’ in [4H8], and our C = C LU {0}
to Joyce’s C. We change the notation because we refer more often to C' than to

C.

We define an asymptotically conical special Lagrangian submanifold L C C™
and its cohomology classes Y (L), Z(L).

Definition 2.5. Let C C (C™;w’,J',Q) be a special Lagrangian cone and
L C (C™;w', J', ) a properly-embedded special Lagrangian submanifold. We
say that L approaches with order A < 2 at infinity the cone C' if there exist a
compact set K C C™ and a diffeomorphism ¢ : C'\ K = L\ K such that if
we denote by ¢ : C'" — C™ the inclusion map then for £k = 0,1,2,... we have



|VE(¢p—1)| = O(r*~17F) where | | and V are computed with respect to the cone
metric on C.

Let C C (C™; W', J', Q) be a special Lagrangian cone and L C (C™;w’, J', )
a properly-embedded special Lagrangian submanifold which approaches with or-
der < 2 at infinity the cone C. Using the homology groups with coefficient field
R we make the following definition: Y (L) € H'(C) and Z(L) € H™ (C) are
the respective images of the relative de Rham classes

(W] € H*(C™, L) = H' (L) and Im Q'|] € H™(C™, L) = H™ (L)
under the natural maps H*(L) — H*(C) and H™ (L) - H™ (C).

We define compact special Lagrangian submanifolds with isolated conical
singularities.

Definition 2.6. Let (M;w, J,Q) be an almost Calabi-Yau m-fold and define
Y : M — (0,00) by I). Let X C (M;w,J,Q) be a special Lagrangian sub-
manifold with compact closure X = X LI X8 for some finite set X", For each
x € X®8 choose a C-vector space isomorphism (7, M, J|,) = (C™,J’) under
which (w|, Q|,) corresponds to (w’, Q). We call X a compact special Lagrangian
submanifold with isolated conical singularities if for each x € X®"8 there exist
a special Lagrangian cone C, C (C™,w’,J’, ), an open neighbourhood U,
of 0 € C™, and a Darboux embedding Y, : U, — M such that Y,(0) = =z,
TrQ = (z)", Tiw = w' and the following holds: there exist p > 2 and a
diffeomorphism ¢ : C, N U, — Y, 1(X) such that if we denote by ¢+ : C, — C™
the inclusion map then for k = 0,1,2,... we have |V¥(¢ — )| = O(r#=17F)
where | |,V are computed with respect to the cone metric on C,.

We call C';, the tangent cone to X at x. We introduce the following notation
for short: for each connected component Y C X and each connected component
ij C C, we write ij cYif Tm(CIJ n Um) cY.

Remark 2.7. Denote by H(X) := H}(X,R) the compact-support cohomology
group. Since X is outside a compact set diffeomorphic to l_lace sing Oz We get a
long exact sequence - -+ — H}(X) — H*(X) = @ ¢ yeine H*(Cy) — -+ . Since
m > 3 it follows also that for ¢ = 2,3,4,... there are natural R-vector space
isomorphisms H?(X) = H(X, X®n8) = H9(X).

We state now the hypothesis under which we carry out the gluing process.

Hypothesis 2.8. Let m > 3 be an integer and M a C°° manifold of dimen-
sion 2m. Let n > 0 be an integer and (w?®, J*,Q%)scgn a C* family of almost
Calabi-Yau structures on M. Let X C (M;w®, J% Q% be a compact special
Lagrangian submanifold with isolated conical singularities. Suppose that for
each x € X*"8 there exists a properly-embedded special Lagrangian submani-
fold L, C (C™;w’,J’, Q) which approaches with order < 0 at infinity the cone
Cy.

We make a definition we will use shortly.



Definition 2.9. Let n > 0 be an integer and G C R"™ x (0, 00) a subset whose
closure in R" x [0, 00) contains (0,0). We say then that a function 8: G — R is
smooth if every point of G has an open neighbourhood in R" x (0, 00) to which g
extends smoothly. In the same way we define a smooth function G x N — M for
M, N manifolds. Suppose now that (N*t C M) (s.+)eg a family of submanifolds,
each N*t diffeomorphic to a common manifold N. We say then that the family
is smooth if there exists a smooth function G x N — M whose restriction to
{(s,t)} x N defines the submanifold N C M.

We state the condition which will play the central réle in stating our main
results.

Condition 2.10. Under Hypothesis there exist a closed subset G C R" x
(0, 00) whose closure in R" x [0, 00) contains (0,0), and a smooth family (N C
M) (s,+)eg of compact submanifolds with the following three properties.

(a) Each Nt C (M;w?, J* QF) is a special Lagrangian submanifold.

(b) As (s,t) tends to (0,0) the family N*' converges in the sense of geomet-
ric measure theory to X. More precisely, the multiplicity-one varifolds
supported on N converge to the multiplicity-one varifold supported on
X.

(¢) There exist constants ¢,e > 0 independent of s,¢ and such that the fol-
lowing holds. For x € X sing Jet U, C M be as in Definition .06 which we
identify with the corresponding neighbourhood of 0 € C™. Let K, C C™
be a compact neighbourhood of 0 and denote by ¢ : L, N K, — C™ the
inclusion map. Then for every (s,t) close enough to (0,0) there exists a
diffeomorphism ¢ : L, NK, — t~1(N*'NtK,) such that for k = 0,1,2,...
we have |V¥(¢—1)| < ¢(|s|+t¢) where | |, V are computed pointwise with
respect to the metric on L, N K, induced from the Euclidean metric of
K, cCm™.

Remark 2.11. Suppose that these (a)—(c) hold. Combining them with known
results we can control Nt as follows. By Allard’s regularity theorem it fol-
lows from (a),(b) above that the family N C M converges smoothly in ev-
ery compact set to X as (s,t) tends to (0,0). So there exists a neighbour-
hood |, ¢ yeing Uz of X518 C M such that N\ | | _ v Uy is C* close to
X\ e ysing Uz. On the other hand, by (c) above we can control N*' also in
Uwexsing tK,. By the proof of [2, Theorem 2.2] we can in fact control N*¢ ev-
erywhere; that is, the annulus region | |, ¢ yvans (N MU, \ tK,) is C* close to
L, c xsine(Ce N U, \ tK,) where each C, is embedded in X as in Definition

We make now a definition and state then the result that the cohomology
class equations are strictly necessary for the gluing process to be possible.

Definition 2.12. Let n > 0 be an integer and G C R™ x (0, 00) a subset whose
closure in R" x [0,00) contains (0,0). We say then that a function 8 : G — R
decays with power decay at (0,0) € G if there exist ¢, ¢ > 0 such that for every
(s,t) € G we have |[(s,t)] < c(]s|® + t°).



Theorem 2.13. If Hypothesis and Condition hold then there exist
smooth functions Bz,v. : G — R decaying with power order at (0,0) € G and
such that for every (s,t) € G the following hold.

(i) The image of [w®] € H2(M) under the natural map H*(M) — H*(X) =

HZ(X) agrees with the image of @, ¢ yens t*(146:)Y (Lz) € D¢ yuine H (Ca)

under the natural map @ yune H'(Cy) — H2(X).

(ii) Define ¢* : M — (0,00) by @I) with (w*,J*, Q%) in place of (w,J, ).
Then for each connected component’Y C X we have

> Mt (@)™ (1 +72)[Cey N S* 7 Z(L) = [Y] - ImQ°] (2.2)
Cpy CY

where the sum on the left-hand side is taken over connected components
Czj C Cy lying in Y after embedded in M, and the right-hand side is the
pairing of [Y] € Hy (M) and ImQ°] € H™(M).

We finally state the gluing theorem under the weaker hypotheses.

Theorem 2.14. Let Hypothesis [2.8 hold. Denote by N the compact manifold
without boundary which we obtain from X and | |, yens L after we identify
their common ends. Let N be connected.

Let G CR" x (0,00) be a subset whose closure in R" x [0, 00) contains (0,0).
Suppose that for each x € X8 we are given two smooth functions By, Ve : G —
R decaying with power order at (0,0) € G and such that every (s,t) € G satisfies
(1),(i1) of Theorem[2ZI13. Then for every 6 > 2 there exist to > 0 and a smooth
family (Nt C M : (s,t) € G,|s| <t¥ < 1) of compact submanifolds satisfying
(a)—(c) of Condition 210

3 Proof of Theorem 2.13

Let Hypothesis and Condition hold. For z € X*8 choose as in [4
Theorem 3.8] a Weinstein neighbourhood of the tangent cone C, C C™ and a
symplectic embedding of it into the cotangent bundle T C,. The difference from
the ordinary Weinstein theorem is the group action by the multiplicative group
(0,00). This acts on C,, and on C™, under which the inclusion map C,, — C™ is
equivariant. The action (0, c0) ~ C, induces also an (0, 00) action on T*Cy; and
in particular, if a is a 1-form on C, then ¢(Graph a) = Graph(t?t.a) C T*C,.
We require that the neighbourhoods of C,, € C™ and C,, C T*C,, are both (0, 00)
invariant and that the diffeomorphism betweem these is (0, 00) equivariant.
For z € X®"& let Y, : U, — M be as in Definition with (w°,J° Q%) in
place of (w, J, Q). Following [4] Theorem 4.4] write X N U, as the graph of a 1-
form n, over C,, NU, in its Weinstein neighbourhood. It is proved in [4, Lemma
4.5] that the 1-form 7, is exact. Take a Weinstein neighbourhood of X N U,



such that the following holds.

Denote by ¢ : C, NU, — X NU, the diffeomorphism assigning to
each point y € C, N U, the unique point of X N U, = Graphn,
in the fibre over y (in the Weinstein neighbourhood of C, N U,,).
Then for every 1-form o on X N U, its graph in the Weinstein
neighbourhood of X NU, is equal to the graph of ¢*a + 7, in the
Weinstein neighbourhood of C, N U,.

(3.1)

Following [4, Theorem 4.8] we define a Weinstein neighbourhood of X C M.

Definition 3.1. Define ¢° : M — (0,00) by @) with (w?®, J*, Q%) in place of
(w, J,Q) (which is the same as in Theorem 213 (ii)). For each x € X" choose a
C*° family of C-vector space isomorphism (7, M, J*|,) = (C™, J’) under which
(w¥|z, Q%];) corresponds to (w’, Q). By a family version of Darboux’s theorem
we can find, making U, smaller if we need, a Darboux embedding Y% : U, — M
such that Y5(0) = z, T5*Q° = ¢%(2)™Q and YT5*w® = w’. We often identify
U, C C™ with its image Y5(U,) C M.

Choose a finite-dimensional R-vector space V consisting of closed 2-forms
on X supported in the compact set X \ | |, ¢ yaine Uz and such that the natural
projection V' — HZ2(X) is an R-vector space isomorphism. Denote by v* € V
the element whose compact-support cohomology class is equal to the image of
[w®] under H2(M) — H?*(X) = H2(X). Recall then from [4, Theorem 4.8] that
there exists an s-dependent neighbourhood W of X C M such that for each
x € X8 the pre-image (T2) (W) agrees with the Weinstein neighbourhood
of X NU, C C™, and W is diffeomorphic to a neighbourhood of the zero-
section X C T*X so that if we denote by & the standard symplectic form of the
cotangent bundle 7% X then the Kéahler form w?® corresponds to & + v*. We call
W the Weinstein neighbourhood of X C (M,w?®).

Consider now the smooth model L, C C™ for z € X5"s,

Definition 3.2. Following [4, Theorem 7.4] let K, C C™ be a compact neigh-
bourhood of 0 € C™ and write L, \ K, as the graph of a 1-form x,, over C, \ K,
in the Weinstein neighbourhood of C,. It is proved in [4, Proposition 7.6] that
the cohomology class [x.] is equal to Y (L,). Take a Weinstein neighbourhood
of L, N K, such that (3 holds with L, \ K, in place of X N U, and with y,
in place of 7n,. Following [4, Theorem 7.5] we take a Weinstein neighbourhood
of L, C (C™,w’) which extends that of L, N K, which we have just defined.

Denote by K the interior of the compact subset K, C C". This is by
definition an open set in C™. Making K, larger if we need, suppose that K is
contractible and L, N K diffeomorphic to L,. Define then the cohomology class
Y(L, N K,) € H'(C,) to be image of the relative de Rham cohomology class
[w'] € H*(KS, L, N K2) under the composite of the natural maps H2(KS, L, N
K= HYL,NKS) = H'(L,) — HY(C,NS*™ 1) = H(C,).

By hypothesis we are given N*! as in Condition ZI0 As ¢t~ (N NtK?2) C
K; is a Lagrangian submanifold we can assign to it in the same way as above



the cohomology class Y (t~1(N*tNtK?). Part (c) of Condition ZI0implies then
that t_l(NSt NtK,) converges with power orders to L, N K, so that

Yt YN NtK,)) = (1+ B.)Y (L. N K,) (3.2)

for some 3, = 5,(s,t) decaying with power orders. But by definition Y (L,NK,)
and Y (L,) are equal. The equation (32]) implies therefore (i) of Theorem [Z13]
For each connected component Y C X there is a unique connected compo-
nent of N\ | ], ¢ veine tK, that is C"! close to Y\ ||, ¢ xsins t Kz, which we denote
by Y**. This Y** is a manifold with boundary, with 9Y*" C | | . yuins tK,. For
x € X8 let ,; C ¢t~ 1(AY**NtK,) be a connected component, which is a com-
pact m—1 manifold diffeomorphic to some connected component C,;NS?™~1 C
C,NS?" =1 Denote by 0%X,; C C™ the union of the line segments between the
origin 0 and the points of ¥,;. The union YStUUijCY t(0%X;;) defines in M an
m-cycle homologous to Y. Integrating Im Q° over this and using Im Q*|y«: = 0
we get
7= 3 [ me (3.3)
CaiCY t(0%X55)

On the other hand, for each z € X*™& we have

/ Im Q% = ¢ (z)™ / Im ¢t~ ™% (z) ="t Q% (3.4)
t(O*Zm]‘)

0%3,

Notice that t~™%(x)"™t*Q* depends smoothly on (s,t) including (0,0), at
which it is equal to €/, so that

/ Imt’md)s(x)’mt*QS:/ m Q' + O(|s| +1). (3.5)
0xX

0xX

Let ¥ be an m — 1 form on C™ with d¥ = Im Q’. Then

/ ImQ’:/ v, (3.6)
0%y, )

wj
Notice that X,; converges, as (s, t) tends to (0,0), to some connected component
of (L, N K,) which we denote by % ;- Since X;; converges with power orders
(as in (c) of Condition ZT0) to X2, it follows that

/ \y:/ U+ O(|s|° + ) (3.7)
S 20,

for some ¢ > 0 independent of s,t. More precisely, making K, larger if we
need, we can suppose that the 1-form y, in Definition is defined also near
0(Cy N Ky). Define a diffeomorphism ¢ : 9(C, N K,) = (L, N K,) by assigning
to each point y € 9(C,,NK,) the unique point at which the graph of x, intersects
the fibre over y. Then C,; = ¢~ '(39;) and

/zg]. U= /C ¢* 0. (3.8)



Finally, by the definition of Z(L,) € H™~}(C,) & H™ 1 (C,NS?*™~1) the right-
hand side of ([8.8) may be identifies with the paring > 5,y [C.;NS2m1].Z(Ly).
This with B3)-(B.8)) implies (ii) of Condition O

4 First Approximate Solutions

Let the hypotheses of Theorem 2.14] hold. We work in the circumstances of
Definitions Bl and We begin by introducing the cylinder metric on the
cone Cp C C™ for x € X5ing,

Definition 4.1. Denote by r : Cy, — (0,00) the Euclidean distance from 0 €
C™, which we call the radius function on Cy. The cylinder metric on Cy is then
the conformal change by 7~2 of the cone metric on C,. This is the product
metric (dlogr)? + g, where g, is the induced metric on C, N S?"~! (on which
the cone and cylinder metrics induce the same metric).

We say that a smooth function T, : C, N U, — R is of order 6 > 0 if for
k=0,1,2,... we have |V*T,| = O(r°) where | |,V are computed pointwise on
C, N U, with respect to its cylinder metric. This is equivalent to saying that
|VFT,| = O(r°~F) with respect to the cone metric on C,.

Fix (s,t) € G). Recall from [4, Theorem 2.19(b)] that there exists on X a
1-form « satisfying the following condition.

Condition 4.2. (i) There exists 6 > 0 independent of s, ¢ and such that for
each € X®"8 there exists on X N U, = C, N U, a O-form T, of order
0 >0 and with a = (14 5,)Y (L) + dT%.

(ii) Give (M;w,J) the K&hler metric and X C M the induced metric; then
d*a =0.

(iii) da is a compactly supported 2-form on X, whose compact-support co-
homology class is the image under the natural map @, ¢ yuns H'(Cy) —
HZ(X) of the element (1+ ;)Y (Ls) € @, ¢ xeine H' (Ca).

We prove a lemma we will use shortly.

Lemma 4.3. For (s,t) € G the graph of t>a in the Weinstein neighbourhood of
X C (M,w?®) is a Lagrangian submanifold.

Proof. Let v°® be as in Definition Bl Since the condition (i) of Theorem
holds for (s,t) € G (as supposed in Theorem [214) it follows that the
compact-support cohomology class [v*] is the image under the natural map
D,c xeime H (Ca) = HZ(X) of the element t3Y (L) € @, ¢ xeme H'(Cz). The
latter is represented by t2da, by Condition (iii). Since the natural projec-
tion V. — H2(X) is an isomorphism it follows therefore that v* = t?da. But
the symplectic form in the Weinstein neighbourhood of X C (M, w?®) is equal to
@ + v°, which thus vanishes on the graph of t2a. O

We define a compact connected Lagrangian submanifold N C (M, w®).



Definition 4.4. We define N by gluing together | |, o yaing (LaN ), |, xeins (C2N
Up \toKy) and X \ ||, ¢ ysing Ug. For x € Xsne put ¢, := /1 + B,t. Notice that
t, = O(t) because (3, decays to 0. Identify each L, N K, with ¢,(L,NK,) C U,
and its image under Y : U, — M. This is then a Lagrangian submanifold of
(M,w®).

We interpolate between t,(L, N K,) C U, and the graph of t?a in the
Weinstein neighbourhood of X \ ||, ¢ ysins Uz. Recall from Hypothesis that
each L, approaches with order < 0 at infinity the cone C,. This implies that for
v € X8 and k =0,1,2,... we have |[VFy,| = O ') on L, \ K, 2 C, \ K,
with respect to the cylinder metric. Identify Y (L,) € H'(C,) with the harmonic
1-form on the link C, N.S?™~! and identify this further with its pull-back under
the projection C, — C, N S?™~1. We thus regard Y (L) as a closed 1-form on
C,. Recall then from [4, Proposition 7.6] that the difference x, — Y (L,) is an
exact 1-form on C, \ K. Write this as dF, with F, a C* function C,\ K, — R
decaying at infinity to 0. By [ Theorem 7.11(b)] there is in fact a constant
A < 0 such that for k = 0,1,2,... we have |V¥x,| = O(r*~F) with respect to
the cylinder metric on C, \ K,. As X®" is finite, we can suppose that \ is
independent of x after we make it smaller if we need. Thus L, \ K, is the graph
of Y(Ly) + dE,, and t,(L, \ K,) the graph of t2Y (L,) + t2dt,. E..

On the other hand, recall from Definition that X approaches with order
> 2 at each x € X*"8 the cone C,. So there exists u > 2 such that for k =
0,1,2,... we have |V¥n,| = O(r*~1) where | |,V are computed pointwise on
XNU, = C,NU, with respect to its cylinder metric. As X8 is finite, we can
suppose that p is independent of z after we make it smaller if we need. It is
easy to show (as in [4, Lemma 4.5]) that 7, is an exact 1-form d A, such that for
k=0,1,2,... we have |[V¥A,| = O(r*) with respect to the cylinder metric on
C, NU,. Condition (i) and Definition Bl imply now that the graph of t?a
in the Weinstein neighbourhood of X N U, is the graph of t*(1 + 3,)Y (L) +
t2dT, + dA,.

Let 7 € (%, 1) be a constant independent of s,t. For x € X*"& and € > 0
denote by B.(¢) C U, the ball of Euclidean distance < ¢ from 0 € C™. Let
fo i Uz = [0,1] be a C* function with f, = 0 on B,(¢") and with f, = 1 on
B, (2t™). Consider the graph of

2d[(1 = fo)tew Bx] +t2Y (Ly) + t2d(foT) + d(f2As) (4.1)

on C, NU, \ K,. This joins smoothly to ¢,(L, N K,) C U, and the graph of
t?cv in the Weinstein neighbourhood of X NU,. As a result we get in (M,w®) a
compact Lagrangian submanifold

Ne= || CnK)u || (Omex\thx)l_l(X\ | Uz). (4.2)

reXsing e Xsing rEXsing

The hypothesis in the first paragraph of Theorem 2.14] implies that N is con-
nected.

We define radius functions r : X — (0,00), 7 : | ], ¢ yeine : Lz — (0,00) and
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r: N — (0,00). We use the same symbol r for short although these are of course
different functions.

Definition 4.5. Let r : X — (0,00) be a smooth function which is nearly
constant on X \ | |, yeins Uz and such that for each = € X*n8 the restriction
of r: X — (0,00) to X NU, is equal to the restriction of r : C;, — (0,00) to
Cy N U,. under the diffeomorphism X N U, = C, N U, (corresponding to the
1-form 7,,).

For z € X®"& let v : L, — (0,00) be a smooth function which is nearly
constant on K, and agrees outside K, with the radius function on C, \ K, under
the diffeomorphism L, = K, = C,, \ K, corresponding to the 1-form y,. Note
that 7 : | |, ¢ yeing Cz — (0,00), 7 : X — (0,00) and 7 : | | : L, — (0,00)
are all independent of s, t.

There is now a unique smooth function r : N — (0, 00), depending smoothly
on s,t and such that the following holds: for € X*"® the restriction of r :
N — (0,00) to the first piece t,(L, N K,) in is equal to the restriction of
tyr : Ly — (0,00) to the same region t,(L, N K,) C t,L,; for x € X8 the
restriction of r : N — (0, 00) to the second piece C, NU,\t, K, in (@2 is equal to
the restriction of r : C;; — (0, 00) to the same region C,NU,\t, K, C C,; and the
restriction of 7 : N — (0, 00) to the last piece (X \ | |, ¢ yeins Uz) in (@2 is equal
to the restriction of 7 : X — (0, 00) to the same region (X \ | ], ¢ yene Uz) C X.

zeXsing

We define conical and cylindrical metrics on X, | |, ¢ yang Lz and N.

Definition 4.6. For € X% the conical metric on L, is the Riemannian
metric induced from the Euclidean metric on C™. The cylindrical metric on
L, is its conformal change by =2 : L, — (0,00). The conical metric on X
is the Riemannian metric induced from the Kéhler metric of (M;w,J). The
cylindrical metric on X is its conformal change by r=2 : X — (0, 00). For each
s, t the conical metric on N is the Riemannian metric induced from the Kéhler
metric of (M;w?®, J*). The cylindrical metric on N is its conformal change by
r=2: N — (0,00).

We use Holder norms with exponent % €

(0,1); the choice of the exponent
is unimportant and any other constant in (0, 1)

will do. Put
ki=min{4 — 47, (p —2)7, 2 - N1 —-7),2+7(6 —2)} > 0. (4.3)

Since 7 < 1, > 2, A < 0 and v > 0 it follows that x > 2 — 27. We state now
the key estimates for Im Q°| .

Proposition 4.7. There exists ¢ > 0 independent of s,t and such that

[P~ Im QN |12 <eron |, ¢ yaine (N N By (17)), (4.4)
|7 Im Qv |z < e(|s|r +17) on |, ¢ yoime (B2(267) \ B2(t7)) and ~ (4.5)
[r= " Im QN |z < ce(|s|r+t'r71) on N\ |, ¢ xeime Bz(2t7) (4.6)

where the Holder norms are computed with respect to the cylindrical metric of
N.
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Remark 4.8. Proposition L7 with s = 0 corresponds to [7, Theorem 6.7] (our
k corresponding to Joyce’s k — 1) except the L% estimate in [T, Theorem 6.7].
For the latter estimate we need m < 6, as in the computation after [7, (57)].
We do not need such a restriction in Proposition 7]

The matter is not whether to use the Hélder norms or the Sobolev norms but
whether to use the cylindrical metrics or the conical metrics. Although these
two are conformally equivalent, they are in fact parametrized by s, ¢ and the esti-
mates we prove ought to be uniform with respect to them. Using the cylindrical
metrics or the conical metrics therefore causes the significant difference.

5 Proof of (44)—(4.0)

We use the following lemma which we can prove by straightforward computation:

Lemma 5.1. Let (U%)sern be a C° family of p-forms on Uy, with ¥%|g = 0.
Then there exist €,c > 0 independent of s and such that the following holds: let
& be a closed 1-form on an open set in Cp NU, with |&|cs/2 < € with respect to
the cylinder metric on Cy; then the graph of € lies in U,, and for s € R™ with
|s| < e we have

[P 7P | Graphe|cr/e < er at every point of Graph§ (5.1)

where | |12 is computed with respect to the cylinder metric under the diffeo-
morphism Graph& = C,. O

Remark 5.2. Here [£]os/2 is taken into account because W¥|graphe is over a
fixed point of C’ a smooth function of &, V& whose C? norms are bounded by

€l s /2
Corollary 5.3. Let (U®)scrn be as in Lemma 5] and suppose moreover that

U0 =0 at every point of U,. Then there exist again €,c > 0 such that the same
statment holds with the upper bound c|s|r in place of cr in (BI)).

Proof. Putting s = (s1,...,8,) € R" and using Taylor’s formula, write ¢° =
s105 + -+ -+ sy}, We can then apply Lemma Bl to 97, ..., %3 and the rest is
easy. O

We prove now the estimates ([{.4)—-(L0).

Proof of ([E4). Fix x € X*"8. Notice that there is on K, C C™ a C* family
(2%)ie[-1,1],sern of m-forms defined by saying that for ¢ € [-1,1]\ {0} we have
E = Tm(t; ™20 — %(2)™Q') and for t = 0 we have =% := 0. This is then
smooth with respect to ¢ and there exists a constant ¢ > 0 independent of s, ¢
and such that for s, ¢ near (0,0) we have

—mm—=ts

[r=™ =L, |12 < clt| at every point of L, N K, (5.2)

On the other hand, since L, C (C™;w’, J’, ') is a special Lagrangian subman-
ifold it follows that ='|, = Im(t, ™t:Q*)|L,. Simple computation shows that
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r= Im(t,"tEQ%) L, = ti(r ™ Im Q|+, 1, ). On the other hand, ¢,L, = N in
t. K. Combining these with (B.2]) we see that
|t

x

(r~™Im Q%|n)| /2 < cft| at every point of t 1N N K. (5.3)

This rescaled by ¢, implies |7~™ Im Q| y|c1/2 < ¢lt] at every point of N Nt, K.
But the radius function r is, at every point of N Nt,K,, bounded below by ¢
up to constant. Making c larger if we need, therefore, we have

[r=™ Im Q°| |12 < or at every point of N N, K,. (5.4)

We prove that the same estimate holds also on N N B, (t7) \ t,K,. Applying
Lemma [l to U° := Im(Q° — % (x)™ Q) we see that making ¢ larger if we need,
we have

[P~ 0| v| /2 < er at every point of N N B, (t7) \ ¢, K. (5.5)

Since NN B, (t") = t, L, N B, (t7) C (C™;w’, J', Q) is a special Lagrangian sub-
manifold it follows that ¥¥|y = Im Q*|y. The estimate (B8] implies therefore
that |r~" ImQ%|n|c1/2 < or at every point of N N By (t7) \ t, K, completing
the proof. O

Proof of @&). If £ is a C! small 1-form on X then we can write Im Q|Graphe =:
Px (&, V¢)dvol where Px is a é-independent smooth function T* X @ (T* X )®? —
R, and dvol is the volume form of the conical metric on X. Recall from [5]
Proposition 6.3] that

Px(€,V€) = —d"(¢"™€) + O(r?[€[*) + O(|VE[?) (5.6)

where | [,V and the O terms are computed with respect to the conical metric
on X. If we replace the conical metric by the cylindrical metric then |£| becomes
r=1¢l, [VE€| becomes r—2|VE| and the formula becomes

Px(€,V€) = —d"(¥™€) + 17 O(|¢]*) + r*O(IVE[) (5.7)

where | |,V and the O terms are computed now with respect to the cylindrical
metric on X. The same result [5, Proposition 6.3] computes also the derivatives
of (B.6) and in particular we can estimate the Holder norm of Px (&, V§). If we
use again the cylindrical metric then we have

|Px(§,VE)lcr/2 = A" (™€) cr/z + r*O(I€]*) +r~O(IVEP); (5.8)

that is, these | |,V and O terms are computed with respect to the cylindrical
metric on X.

Fix x € X*18. The estimate (X)) is concerned with the region B, (2t7) \
B, (t™) in which NN B, (2t™)\ B, (t7) is the graph of a 1-form ¢ on C, N B, (2t7)\
B, (t7) such that ¢ — t?a is an exact 1-form dF. The O-form F is made from
Ay, 2t By and 2T, using cut-off functions.
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We compute the right-hand side of (5.8)). For ¢ = t?a the d* term vanishes
and the last two quadratic terms on (G.8) contribute r~#t*. But r > ¢ so this is
bounded above by t4=47 < t*. For ¢ = dA,, t2t,.dE, and t*dT, the dominant
term on the right-hand side of (&.8) is the d* term. Since d* is computed with
respect to the conical metric it follows that there exists ¢ > 0 independent of
s,t and such that

|d* (™) | sz < er2|€] oss2 at every point of Cp N B, (2t7) \ B (t7).  (5.9)

where the Holder norms are computed with respect to the cylinder metric.
Notice that

£=dA, = O(rt) = 172[€| g = 172 < 2072712 924,
€ =2 dE, = t2720() = 172|¢| gaye = 2 A2 < BNATT) R
€ =12dT, = t20(r%) = r=2|¢|gase = t2r072 427072 4,

It is easy to show that the cut-off functions which piece together A, t2t,.E,
and t2T, have only negligible contributions, so the 1-form dF, contributes t"
up to constant. We have thus

|Px (¢, V{)|c1/2 < ct” at every point of By (2t7) \ By(t") (5.10)

after we make c larger if we need.
Since " ImQ|y = Px(¢, V{)r~™dvol and since r~"dvol is the volume
form of the cylinder metric it follows that

= I Qylenz = [Px (¢, VOr ™ dvoll s = [Px(C, VOlerz.  (5.11)
Applying Corollary 53] to Im(Q2° — Q) we get
[r7™ Im(Q° — Q)| n |12 < |s|r at every point of B, (2t") \ By (t").  (5.12)
Combining (5I0)-(E12) we get ([@3). O
Proof of (#4). The same computation as in (5.11) shows that

[P~ Im Q| N |12 = |Px (t2a, t2Va)| at every point of N\ | | B, (2t7).

(5.13)

zeXsing

Applying (B8) to £ = t2a we get
|Px (P, °Va)| = r~*O0(t*|al?) + r*O(t*|Val?) = t*O(r™*). (5.14)
On the other hand, we show now that
|7~ Im(Q° — Q)|n|c1/2 < |s]r at every point of N \ | ], ¢ yeine Bz(2t7). (5.15)

As the proof of (BI2) is valid also on N N ||, ¢ xeins(Uz \ B(2t7)), the esti-
mate (5I5) does hold on this region. Since N \ ||, ¢ yeine Ur is compact and
t-independent it follows that

[r=m Im(2° — Q°)| v o1z < |s| at every point of N\ |, ¢ yeine Uz (5.16)

But r : X — (0, 00) is bounded below on this region, so (I6]) implies that (&.13])
holds on the same region. Thus (E.I5]) holds everywhere on N\| |, . yeine Bz (2t7).

This combined with (BI3]) and (&I4) implies (6. O
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6 Quadratic Estimates

Since k > 2 —27 and 7 € (%, 1) it follows that

3r—2 2—-271—k 27 —2
f = . 1
v maX{T_2, 5o ,2_T}<0 (6.1)

Fix v € (¢/,0). Making v larger if we need, suppose also that 2 —2v < 6 where 0
is the constant > 2 given in Theorem T4l Give C°/2(N,R) a weighted Hélder
norm | e |, with weight 7~*; that is, for u € C®/?(N,R) define |ul, := |r~"u|gs/2
where the right-hand side is computed with respect to the cylindrical metric on
N. In the same way, give C'/?(N,R) the weighted Holder norm | e |,_o with
weight ¥ ~2. We prove then a corollary of Proposition E7

Corollary 6.1. There exists ¢ > 0 independent of s,t and such that
lr~ " Tm QN |, < c|s| + 17 at every point of N. (6.2)

Proof. From ({4])-([6) we get

< CT2_UT _ 7,3—1/ < CtT(S_V),

Ir P Im Q| v |2 < er® 7V (|s|tT + %) < efs| + ctT VTR and (6.4)
<

er? 7V ([s|r + ttr™1) < cls| + ctt=T4y)

respectively. As v € (¢/,0) it follows from (G.I)) that the respective powers of ¢
in the last terms of ([G3)—(G.H) are all > 2 — 2v. O

We define now a neighbourhood of N C (M,w?®) by gluing together the
respective Weinstein neighbourhoods of | |, o yeing t(La NK2), | e xsine(CNUZ\
to Kz) and X \ | ], ¢ yeine Uz in @2). We call this the Weinstein neighbourhood
of N C (M,w?*). Using it we define the graph of a C! small 1-form on N. If £ is
such a 1-form then we define P¢ € C°(N,R) by (P¢)dvol = Im Q°|Graph ¢, using
the diffeomorphism Graph ¢ = N, where dvol is the volume form of the conical
metric on N. If £ is moreover C%/2 then P¢ € CV/2(N,R).

Thus P is an operator from an open subset of C3/2(T*N) to the whole space
C'/2(N,R). This is a smooth map and its linearization at 0 € C%/2(T*N) is well
defined. Denote the latter by A and put @ := P — PO — A. We prove then a
quadratic estimate for Q. Give C%/2(T*N) the weighted Holder norm |e |, with
weight 7~¥. Notice that if |¢], = O(#?*") then |¢|cs/2 = O(t?) so the 1-form &
and the rescaled 1-form ¢=2¢ are both small enough.

Proposition 6.2. Forco > 0 independent of s,t there exists ¢c; > 0 independent
of s,t and such that for ¢, ¢ € C3/2(T*N) with |¢|, + ¢, < cot?” we have

Q' ~ Q8|2 < err™ @' =Bl sz (|dlgsrz +1¢'|s/2) at every point of N (6.6)

where r is the radius function on N.
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Proof. Put V := T*N @& T*N®2, a vector bundle over N. Re-write P¢ as
P(¢, Vo) where the latter P is a ¢-independent smooth function V' — R. De-
note then by 0P : V* ® V — R the partial derivative of P in the fibres of V'
(for which we do not have to choose a connection on V). Define also the second
derivative 9P : V* @ V*®@V — R. For a € R put ¢ := ¢ +a(¢’ — ¢). Put also
P := (¢, V¢?), which is a section of V. Put ® = ®° and &’ := ®'. Taylor’s
theorem implies then

1,1
QP — Qo= (9 — D) . / / ®* 4 0*P(ba®*)dadb. (6.7)
0o Jo
Taking the C''/2 norms we get

1 .1
|Q¢/ - Q¢|Cl/2 < |(I)/ - ‘I)|C1/2 / / |(I)a|01/2 |82P(bafba)|c1/2dadb. (68)
o Jo
On the other hand,

@ = @lcr/z < 1" = Plorz + [V = Vlorz < [¢ — ¢ (6.9)

and we can compute |®%|o1/2 in the same way. In a way similar to proving (&.8])
we can show that |02 P(ba®®)|c1/2 = O(r~*). So (6.8) implies (6.6). O

Passing to the weighted norms we get

Corollary 6.3. For ¢y > 0 independent of s,t there exists ¢1 > 0 independent
of s,t and such that for ¢, ¢ € C3/2(T*N) with |p|, + |¢'|, < cot®™ we have

|Q¢/ - Q¢|v72 < Cltl’72|¢/ - ¢|v(|¢|u + |¢/|v) (610)

Proof. After we pass to the weighted norms, the factor r~* in (G.6) becomes
r~4rvrYr=v+2 = =2 But the radius function 7 : N — (0,00) is bounded
below by ¢ up to positive constant, so we have the factor t*~2 as above. |

7 Uniform Invertibility

For each connected component ¥ C X choose a C* function Fy : X — R
supported in Y\ | |, ¢ yuine Uz and with [, Eydvol # 0 where dvol is the volume
form of the conical metric on Y. Regard this as an R-linear map R — C'/2(N,R)
which maps 1 to Fy. Varying Y € moX we get a basis of the R-vector space
H°(X,R) and the family (Ey )y er,x defines then an R-linear map H°(X,R) —
C'/2(N,R) which we denote by E. Consider now the operator

A@E:CY*N,R)® H(X,R) — C2(N,R). (7.1)
The E factor compensates for the one-dimensional cokernel of A : C°/?(N,R) —

C'2(N,R) so that A @ E is surjective. We prove

16



Proposition 7.1. There exists an (s,t) uniformly bounded right inverse to ([T.1))
with respect to the weighted norms on the Hélder spaces.

The idea of the proof is that we can decompose the operator (1)) into
two pieces. One depends only on (L;),cxsnes and the other only on X. Both
are uniformly invertible, from which we deduce that the original operator is
invertible. The heart of the proof is therefore to make a reasonable definition of
the decomposition. This is rather long but more or less straightforward. We do
it following [I §7.2] in outline, although the background geometry is different.
We begin by introducing the cut-off functions with which we will glue together
the operators we have defined.

Definition 7.2. Let Fx : N — [0,1] and Fr : N — [0,1] be a partition of
unity on N subordinate to N \ ||, ¢ xeims Bz(t7) and N N[, ¢ yeme B2(2t7), Fx
supported on the former and F, on the latter. For each connected component
Y Q X put Fy = Fx|y.

Choose a constant p < 7 independent of s,t. Put L := | |, yene Lz and let
G, : L — [0,1] be a cut-off function supported on L N Uwexsing B, (t?), with
Gr =1on Ly N[ ], ¢ xens Bz(2t7) and satisfying the following condition: there
exists ¢ > 0 independent of s,¢ and such that at every point of L we have
|GLlcs/2 < e(—logt)~! where the Holder norm is computed with respect to the
cylindrical metric on L.

We do something similar on X. Choose a constant ¢ > 7 independent of s, ¢.
Let Gx : X — [0,1] be a cut-off function supported on X \ | | ¢ yeims Bz(t7),
with Gx = 1 on X \ ||, ¢ yeme Bz (") and satisfying the following condition:
there exists ¢ > 0 independent of s,¢ and such that at every point of X we
have |G x|cs/2 < ¢(—1logt)~! where the Holder norm is computed with respect
to the cylindrical metric on X. For each connected component ¥ C X put
Gy = GX |y.

We define two operators Ay, Dy, : 05/2(L,]R) — C’;g(L,]R).

Definition 7.3. Denote by ¢’ the Euclidean metric of C™, and by the same ¢’
the induced metric on L = | |, ¢ yaine Lz € ||, xeine C™. Define Ay, : C’E/Q(L, R) —

C!%(L,R) by A := —d*'d where d*' is the formal adjoint of d computed with
respect to ¢’. This is a bounded operator with respect to the weighted Holder
norms. It is invertible, by [10, Theorem 6.2.15].

We choose on L a Riemannian metric ¢*! depending smoothly on s, ¢ and such
that the restriction to L, \ By (t;t?) of g5 agrees with ¢’, and the restriction
to each L, N B, (2t ") of g°* agrees with the metric induced by the embedding
L, N B, (2t,;117) = t, L, N B,(2t") C U, where U, C M is given the Kihler
metric corresponding to (w*, J*). Choose a smooth function ¥ : L — (0, 00)
depending smoothly on s,t, with %" = 1 on each L, \ B,(t;'t?), and with
5t = t5p* on each L, N By(2t;17). Define Dy, : Co/*(L,R) — CY2/(L,R)
by Dy, := —d*s*[(¢**)™d] where d**' is the formal adjoint of d computed with
respect to g*t.
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We show that Dy, is uniformly invertible.

Lemma 7.4. Dy, : CE/Q(L,R) — Ci/_QQ(L,R) is invertible and its inverse is
bounded uniformly with respect s,t.

Proof. Computation similar to the proof of (4] show that there exists ¢ > 0
independent of s,¢ and such that

19°" — ¢'|cs/2 < ctr < 2¢t” at every point of L (7.2)

where the C3/2 norm is computed with respect to the cylindrical metric on L.
Denote by V*t, V’ the respective Levi-Civita connections of g, ¢’. The estimate
([C2) implies then that there exists ¢ > 0 independent of s,¢ and such that for
¢ € C%/%(T*L) we have

|V ¢ — V'¢|c1/2 < ct?|¢|es/» at every point of L. (7.3)

In general, the operator d* of a Riemannian metric g,y is of the form —g?V, in

the index notation. In the current circumstances the ¢* term contributes 72
so that
|d**tp — A B| a2 < er 2tP|d|oase at every point of L. (7.4)
Hence making ¢ larger if we need, we find that for u € C®/?(L,R) we have
|d* ()™ du] — d¥[(*) ™ du] | cry2 < er 2P |u|gs/2. (7.5)
Since % = 1 it follows that making c larger if we need, we have
|DLU — ALU|01/2 § CT_2(|S| + t”)|u|cs/2. (76)
Passing to the weighted norms we get
|Dru— Apuly—o < c(|s| +t°)|ul,. (7.7)

Recall now from [I0, Theorem 6.2.15] that the operator Ay : 05/2(L,R) —
C!2(L,R) is invertible. Since ¢* and ¢* depend smoothly on s,t it fol-

lows that the operator Dy, : 03/2(L,]R) — C’ig(L,R) is bounded uniformly
with respect to s,t (where the operator norm is computed with respect to the
weighted norms). The estimate (7)) implies therefore that that the operator
DAY —id Cig(L,R) — Cig(L,R) has operator norm < ¢(|s| + ) < 1
with respect to the Cii 22 norm. Thus DyA;' is invertible and its inverse is
bounded uniformly with respect to s,t. On the other hand, Ay has nothing to
do with s, and is therefore bounded uniformly with respect to s,t. Accordingly
sois A7 (DALY, which is a right inverse to D, Changing the order of Dy,
and Azl we see also that AleL is invertible and that Dy, has a left inverse.
The latter must agree with the right inverse, which completes the proof. O

We define two other operators Ay @ Ey and Dy & Ey.
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Definition 7.5. Recall that N \ ||, ¢ yeins to Kz lies in the Weinstein neigh-
bourhood of X C (M,w®) and write this as the graph of a 1-form & on X \
Uwexsing t. K. Introduce on X a 1-form £” which agrees with £ on X\[_Lvexsing B,(t7)
and vanishes on | |, yeine B2(2t7). Fix a connected component ¥ C X. Define

Ay : CS2(Y,R) = CY2(Y,R) by Ay = —d*[(1°)™d] where d* is computed
with respect to the conical metric on Y C X. Since Fy : Y — R is compactly
supported it follows that this is an element of the weighted space Ci/_ 22 (N,R)

and defines therefore an R-linear map R — Ci/_ 22 (N,R) which maps 1 to Ey.

We denote the latter also by Ey. Combining it with Ay we get an operator

Ay @ By : C52(Y,R) @R — C/3(V,R). (7.8)

Denote by ¢” the Riemannian metric on X induced by the embedding X =
Graph&” C M where M is given the Kéhler metric corresponding to (w?®, J*).
Define Dy : C/2(Y,R) — C%(Y,R) by Dy := —d*[(1)*)™d] where d*/ is
computed with respect to g”.

We show that (Z8)) has a uniformly bounded right inverse.

Lemma 7.6. Using the C3'? norm on CS/Q(Y, R) and the Euclidean norm on
R give CE/Q(Y, R) @R the product norm. The operator (L8]) has then a right

inverse which is uniformly bounded with respect to s,t.

Proof. Denote by g the conical metric on Y C X. We show that there exists
¢ > 0 independent of s,¢ and for which

—20

lg” — glcarz < ct® 27 at every point of X (7.9)

where the C?/2 norm is computed with respect to the cylindrical metric on
X. Tt is clear that this holds on | |, yeins B(t7) because g” = g there. On
X\ umexsing B,(2t™) we have ¢ = t?a which implies the stronger estimate
lg" — glcs/z = O(t?). On each B, (2t7) \ B.(2t°) the 1-form ¢ is made from
dA,, t2twdE,,dT, and t?a. Computation similar to the proof of [{3X) shows
that the dominant contribution is that of #2a;, which is r=20(#?), including the
rescale factor r—2. This with r > 7 implies (Z9).

If we denote by V",V the Levi-Civita connection of ¢” then we find from
[Z3) a constant ¢ > 0 independent of s,t and such that for ¢ € C3/2(T*Y) we
have

V"¢ — Vé|or2 < et 27|¢p| sz at every point of Y. (7.10)

Computing the d* operators as in (Z4) we get
|d*" ¢ — d*¢|casz < er 22727 ¢| sz at every point of Y. (7.11)
Hence making c¢ larger if we need, we find that for u € C*/2(Y,R) we have

| [(4%)™du] — d*[(v*)"du]| 12 < er 28272 u sz (7.12)
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Since 9° = 9 it follows that making c larger if we need, we have
|Dyu — Ayu|cl/2 § C’I”_2(|S| + t2_2‘7)|u|6~5/2. (713)

Passing to the weighted norms we get |Dyu — Ayul,—o < c(|s| + t2727)|ul,;
that is,

Dy — Ay : C5/2(Y,R) — Cig(Y, R) has operator norm < c(|s| + t2727)
(7.14)
with respect to the weighted Holder norms.

Recall now from [4, Theorems 2.14 and 2.16(b)] that the Sobolev space
version of (L8] is surjective, and from [10, Theorem 6.9] that the Holder version
holds too; that is, (Z8) itself is surjective. So there exists a bounded linear
operator O : C’;g(Y, R) — 05/2(}/, R) @ R which is a right inverse to (7).
Hence it follows by (4] that the operator (Dy @ Ey)O —id : Cig (Y,R) —
C!2(Y,R) has operator norm less than c(|s| + t2=27) < 1. So (Dy @ Ey)©

e
is invertible and its inverse is bounded uniformly. As © has nothing to do
with s,t it is also bounded uniformly with respect to s,t. Accordingly so is
O[(Dy @ Ey)©]~ !, which is a right inverse to Dy @ Ey. This completes the

proof. O
We prove Proposition [Z.1] now.

Proof of Proposition [71] For each connected component ¥ C X denote by
Ry &y Ci/fQ(Y, R) — CE/2(Y, R) @ R the uniformly bounded right in-
verse produced in Lemma [Z8l Define S : CY/2(N,R) — C°/?(N,R) by S :=
GLD'FL + Y yen,x Gy Ry Fy. Define @ : C'/2(N,R) — H°(X,R) by v
EYemX my Fyv. Recall from Definitions and that Dy, = A on the sup-
port of G, and that for each connected component Y C X we have Dy = A on

the support on Gy. So fo v € C'/2(N,R) we have

DLGLDZIFL’U-F Z (DyGyRyFyU)+ Z Gy Eymy Fyv

YemgX YernoX
:AGLRLFL’U-F Z (AGyRyFy’U)+ Z Eyﬂ'yFy’U (715)
YemgX Yemg X

=ASv+ Ewv = (A® E)(S® w)v.
On the other hand, since G Fr, = F, it follows that
DLGLDleL’U— [DL,GL]FLUZGLFL’U:FL’U. (716)

For Y € mpX, since (Dy ® Ey )(Ry ®my) = id and Gy Fy = Fy it follows that

Z GyDyRyFy’U+ Z GyEyFyFy’U:GyFy’U: Z Fy’U. (717)
YemgX YermgX YermgX
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Since Fy, and (Fy)yer,x form a partition of unity it follows that the rightmost
term Frv on (LIG) and the rightmost term ) v+ Fyv on (LIT) sum up to

v. This with (TI5)—(ZI1) implies

(A®E)(S®w@)v—v=[Dy,GL]RLFLv+ Y [Dy,GylRyFyv. (7.18)
YeroX

Since the bracket terms contains derivatives of G, Gy, which are O((—logt)~1),
we get a constant ¢ > 0 independent of s,¢,v and satisfying

(A @ E)S®w)v—v|ciz < c(—logt) ||z (7.19)

where the C''/2 norms are computed with respect to the cylindrical metric on
N. Passing to the weighted norms we get

(A®E)S®wmv—uv],_9 <c(—logt)|v],_s. (7.20)

The operator (A® E)(S@w) —id : CY/?(N,R) — C'/?(N,R) has thus operator
norm < c¢(—logt)™! <« 1. So J := (A& E)(S & w) is invertible and J~! is
bounded uniformly with respect to s,t. Now J (S @ @) is a right inverse to
A @ E which is bounded uniformly with respect to s,¢, which completes the
proof of Proposition [Z.1] O

8 Second Approximate Solutions

We solve the special Lagrangian equation with an additional term.

Corollary 8.1. There ezists ¢ > 0 independent of s,t and such that the follow-
ing holds: for (s,t) € G close enough to (0,0) there exists u P w € CS/Q(N, R)®
HO(X,R) such that Pdu + Ew = 0 with |ul, < ct?*7.

Proof. Denote by R&® 7 : Ci/_22 (N,R) — cy? (N,R) @ H°(X,R) the uniformly
bounded right inverse to A @ E produced in Proposition [Tl Put B := {v €

Ci/_22 (N,R) : |v|,—2 < t*¥}. Since R is uniformly bounded it follows that there
exists cg > 0 independent of s, ¢ and such that for v € B we have |Rv|, < cot?*",
which implies that we can define QdRv as in Proposition[6.2l We can therefore
define T : B — C/%(N,R) by v — —P0 — QdRu.

We show that T maps B to itself. Recall from Corollary[G.3] that there exists
c1 > 0 independent of s,¢ and such that for v € B we have

|QARv],_o < ert” " 2|Ru|?_, < ercit?~220+Y), (8.1)

where the last inequality follows from the definition of B. On the other hand,
by Corollary [6.1] we have

|PO|,_2 < |s| + % < 2t°. (8.2)
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This and (81 imply that
|Tv|,_2 < |PO],_2 + |QARvl, 5 < (2t7 4 ¢y 3t T2 =2y 0+, (8.3)

Since 6 > 2 — 2v and v > 0 it follows by (B3] that for ¢ small enough we have
Tv e B.
We have thus defined the map T : B — B. For v,v’ € B we have

|Tv — TV'|,_5 < 1t 2|Rv — RV'|,(|Rv|, + |RV'|,)

t9+2v72lv (84)

< arcgt’ o — [y a(Jvly—2 + [v]1—2) < e16f —'|y—a.

Hence we see, using again 6 + 2v — 2 > 0, that for ¢ small enough the map
T : B — B is a contraction map. As B is closed we can apply to it the fixed
point theorem; that is, there exists v € B with Tv = v.

Since R@ is a right inverse to A@ E it follows that putting u@w := (R®&7)v
we have (A @ E)(u ® w) = v. Now

Pdu+ Ew=P0+Qu+ Au+ Fw=P0+ QdRv+v=—-Tv+v=0. (85)
Moreover |ul, < co|v|,—2 < cot?T” as we have to prove. O

We prove now Theorem 2.14] for X connected.

Proof of Theorem [2.1]] for X connected. Regard w € H°(X,R) = R as a real
constant. Since Ex : N — [0,1] is supported in N \ | |, ¢ yeins ta Kz = X\
e xeine L Ko it follows that

w/ Edeolzw/ Edeolz—/ Pdudvol:—/ Im Q°. (8.6)
p's N N N

Here the right-hand side is the pairing of [N] € H,,(M,Z) and [Im®] €
H™(M,R). Definition 4] shows that [N] converges, as (s,t) tends to (0,0), to
[X] € H,,,(N,Z). But the integer homology classes are discrete, so [N*'] = [X]
for (s,t) close enough to (0,0). The right-hand side of (86 is therefore equal
to the pairing [X] - [Im 2°]. In the current case, as X is connected the left-hand
side of (2.2) is the sum over all connected components of Cy; C C,. But the
pairing > o e, [Caj N S§2m=11. Z(L,) is equal to the integral of Im ) over a
compact set in L,, which vanishes automatically. So the left-hand side of ([2Z2])
vanishes, and accordingly [X] - [Im Q°] = 0. Thus w [ Ex dvol = 0. But Ex is
so chosen that | + Ex dvol # 0 and we have therefore w = 0. This means that
the graph of du is a special Lagrangian submanifold of (M;w?, J*, Q%). O

When X need not be connected, we deal with the additional term w as
follows.

Lemma 8.2. Suppose that for each (s,t) € G we are given udw € C’E/Q(N, R)®
H°(X,R) with Pdu+ Ew = 0. Then there exist c,e > 0 independent of s,t and
such that if we write w = @y ¢, x wy € H(X,R) then maxyex,x [wy| < ct™ .
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Proof. We proceed as in the proof of Theorem 213l For each connected compo-
nent Y C X there is a unique connected component of (Graph du)\(|_|, ¢ yeins toKz)
that is C! close to Y\ umexsing t, K., which we denote by Y*. This 'Y“ is
a manifold with boundary, with 0Y™" C || . yenstoKz. For x € X®78 let
Y C t; 1 (YNt K,) be a connected component, which is a compact m—1 man-
ifold diffeomorphic to some connected component C,; N S*m~1 C C, N §2m~1,
Denote by 0% %,; C C™ the union of the line segments between the origin 0 and
the points of 3;. The union Y™* U L]ijgy (0% X;;) defines in M an m-cycle

homologous to Y. Integrating Im Q° over this we get

Y]] = > / ImQS+/ Im Q°. (8.7)
CayCY te (0%X4;5) w

Following with modification the proof of Theorem we find € > 0 such that

¥ = s m : 2m—1 . m-+te
Z /tm(O*ij)ImQ B Z tzw (x) [CIJQS ]Z(Lm)+0(t ) (88)

C.;CY CayCY

But it is supposed in Theorem T4l that (s,t) € G satisfies (ii) of Theorem 2. T3}
that is,

V] Mm@]= ) 7% (2)™(1+7)[Ca NS> Z(La). (8.9)

weXsing

Recalling that ¢, = /1 + 5.t and that 3,,~, decay with power orders it follows
from B1)—(@B9) that

Im Q° = O(t™+e). (8.10)
Yu

Notice that Im Q%|Graphdu = (Pdu)dvol = —(Ew)dvol. By the definition of
E we have Ew = )y, x wyEy. Since each Ey is supported in Y = Y\
Ll e xeing te Kz it follows that

/ Im Q° :—/ (Ew)dvol:—wy/ Eydvol. (8.11)
u u Y

As Fy is so chosen that fY FEydvol is a non-zero constant independent of s, ¢ it
follows from B3)-@II) that wy = O(t™T¢). O

9 Proof of Theorem [2.14]

We begin by recalling from [6] the key result we will use.

Theorem 9.1 (Theorem 5.3 of [6]). Let m > 3 be an integer and (M;w, J, )
an almost Calabi—Yau m-fold. Define 1) : M — (0,00) by (Z1)). Let Q C (M, w)
be a compact oriented Lagrangian submanifold, and g the Riemannian metric
on @Q induced from the Kdhler metric of (M;w,J). Suppose given c,t > 0 such
that
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(i) the Riemannian manifold (Q,g) has injectivity radius > ct and sectional
curvature < ct~2.

Let U C (M,w) be a Weinstein neighbourhood of Q isomorphic to a neighbour-
hood of the zero-section @@ C T*Q whose fibres are balls of radius ct around
the zero-section. Denote by m : T*Q — @ the vector bundle projection. No-
tice that the Levi-Civita connection of (Q, g) induces over T*Q a vector bundle
isomorphism T(T*Q) = 7*TQ & 7*T*Q. Since the two vector bundles ™ TQ
and 7 T*@Q) have metrics and Levi-Civita connections induced from g, we get on
T(T*Q) a metric and a connection. Denote these by § and V. Suppose that

(ii) for k = 0,1,2,3 we have supy [V¥Im Q| < ct=* where | | is computed
pointwise with respect to g.

For p € [1,00] denote by LP(Q,R) the LP space of the Riemannian manifold
Q. Forp € [1,00) and k = 0,1,2,... denote by L} (Q,R) the Sobolev space of
the Riemannian manifold Q. So L{(Q,R) = LP(Q,R). Suppose now that W C
L?(Q,R) is a finite dimenisonal R-vector subspace, and mw : L*(Q,R) — W
the L? orthogonal projection. Suppose that

(iii) for v € L3(Q,R) with Twv = 0 we have ||’U||L7277f2 < c||dv|| e,

(iv) for w € W we have Hd*deaniT2 < iclldwlz2 and

(v) forw e W with widvol =0 we have ||w||co < ct'~ % ||dw]| 2.

Denote by dvol the volume form of the Riemannian manifold QQ and define a
smooth function e : Q — ST by Qg = (Y|q)™e?dvol. Denote by cosf : Q — R
its real part and by sinf : Q — R its imaginary part. Suppose that there exists
Kk > 0 such that

(Vi) |lmw (™ sind)| pr < ettt and
(vii) for each p € [1,00] we have || sin | 1o + t[|d(" sin )| pr < ct™ % L

Then there exists to > 0 depending only on m,c,k and such that if t € (0,tg)
then there exists on QQ an exact 1-form & whose graph of lies in the Weinstein
neighbourhood U C (M,w) and defines a special Lagrangian submanifold of
(M;w, J,Q). There is moreover a constant ¢ > 0 depending only on m,c, K
such that supq [§] < ¢'t* where | | is computed pointwise with respect to g.

Remark 9.2. The idea of using such a uniform Sobolev inequality as in (iii)
above goes back to [9].

Let s, satisfy [s| < t? and (s,t) € G. Let u®w be as in CorollaryBIland put
Q@ := Graph du. We show that @ satisfies the hypotheses (i)—(vii) of Theorem[0.1]
with (M;w®, J%, Q%) in place of (M;w, J, ). The proof that Q satisfies (i)—(vi)
of them are essentially the same as in [6l[7]. More precisely, in the circumstances
of [B[7] it is proved that the first approximate solution N satisfies (i)—(vi) of
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Theorem @Il The details about (i),(ii) are given in [6, §6.3] in the simplest case
(amongst the results of [Gl[7]). The details about (iii)—(v) are given in [6], §7.3]
in the simplest case. The details about (vi) are given in [6, §7.2] in the simplest
case.

Our current circumstances are more complex because the submanifold @ is
a further perturbation of N. But @ is in | |, o yens Uz as close to t,L, as N is,
and outside | |, ¢ yeins to K, as close to X as N is. These properties are all we
need for (i)—(v) of Theorem @Il For (vi) we use also Lemma [82

The proof of (vii) is the difference from [6[7] as we show now. Since u® w is
as in Corollary B]it follows that Im Q|g = — >y  wy Ey. But as in Lemma
B2 every constant wy is O(t™*¢). Since each Fy is supported in Y\ | |, ¢ xsing U
it follows that for every p € [1, 00| we have

™ sin 0| z» + [|[d(x)™ sin0)||z» < ct™€, (9.1)
which implies (vii). We can thus apply Theorem 0] to ), which completes the
proof of Theorem [2.14] O
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