arXiv:1710.03741v2 [math.SG] 12 Apr 2021

SYMPLECTIC BOUNDARY CONDITIONS AND COHOMOLOGY

LI-SHENG TSENG AND LIHAN WANG

AssTrRACT. We introduce new boundary conditions for differential forms on sym-
plectic manifolds with boundary. These boundary conditions, dependent on
the symplectic structure, allows us to write down elliptic boundary value prob-
lems for both second-order and fourth-order symplectic Laplacians and estab-
lish Hodge theories for the cohomologies of primitive forms on manifolds with
boundary. We further use these boundary conditions to define a relative version
of the primitive cohomologies and to relate primitive cohomologies with Lef-
schetz maps on manifolds with boundary. As we show, these cohomologies of
primitive forms can distinguish certain Kihler structures of Kahler manifolds
with boundary.
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1. INTRODUCTION

In this paper, we initiate the search for global invariants of differential forms on
symplectic manifolds with boundary. Manifolds with boundary are important in
symplectic geometry as they are central for cobordism theory and have appeared
in various contexts such as in the study of symplectic filling and symplectic field
theory (see, for example, [6H8]). The consideration of differential forms on such
spaces also has physical motivations and applications. For instance, they are in-
volved in a system of differential equations with singular source charges of Type
II string theory [19,24]]. Analyzing the solution space of such a physical system
would involve solving for differential forms on symplectic manifolds with certain
prescribed boundary conditions along the location of source charges.

We begin our study by analyzing cohomologies on symplectic manifolds with
boundary. Of particular interest here are the primitive cohomologies introduced by
Tseng-Yau [23]]. These cohomologies are defined on the space of primitive differ-
ential forms. Roughly, primitive forms are those that are trivial under the interior
product with the symplectic form. (For a precise definition, see Definition 2.1.)
The primitive cohomologies depend on the symplectic form and have significant
differences with other known cohomologies [20L23]]. Of note, the primitive coho-
mologies have associated elliptic Laplacians, which we shall simply refer to here
as symplectic Laplacians.

One of the main goals of this paper is to define and analyze the unique harmonic
representative for each class of the primitive cohomologies. That is, we are inter-
ested in the Hodge theory of the symplectic Laplacians on symplectic manifolds
with boundary. As is well-known, conditions on differential forms (and sometimes
also of the boundary) are necessary to establish the Hodge theory of elliptic op-
erators on manifolds with boundary. For instance, in Riemannian geometry, the
well-known Dirichlet (D) and Neumann (N) boundary conditions on differential
forms are needed for the Hodge theory of the Laplace-de Rham operator [10}[13]].
Similarly, in complex geometry, in order to establish the Hodge theory of the Dol-
beault Laplacian, the -Neumann boundary condition is usually assumed on dif-
ferential forms in addition to imposing the strongly pseudoconvex condition on the
boundary [14]]. In both cases, the boundary conditions on differential forms have
garnered wide interests and applications. (For a general reference, see [16]] for the
Riemannian case and [14] for the complex case.) In Table [I we summarize the
well-known boundary conditions involved in the Hodge theory for these two cases.

Clearly, our first task is to identify the boundary conditions that are natural for
differential forms on symplectic manifolds. Heuristically, boundary conditions that



TaBLE 1. The standard boundary conditions on manifolds with
boundary. The notation oo denotes the principal symbol of the
differential operator D, and p is the boundary defining function.

Riemannian (M, g) Complex (M, J, g)
Cohomology de Rham cohomology Dolbeault cohomology
H*(M) HPA(M)
Laplacian Ag=dd* +dd Ay =00" +070
Boundary Dirichlet (D): o4(dp)n lgpr = 0; | 0-Neumann: o5dp)nlom =0,
Conditions | Neumann (N): gg4(dp)n lay = 0. OM strongly pseudoconvex

TaBLE 2. Symplectic boundary conditions {D,, N, D_, N_} asso-
ciated with (04, 0-).

0, o0_
Dirichlet-type | (D4) : 09,(dp)n lopm =0 | (D-) : 0y_(dp) 17 loy = 0
Neumann-type | (Ny) : 0g:(dp)nloym =0 | (N-) : 09 (dp) 7 laps = 0

have good analytical properties are typically closely related to the natural differen-
tial operators on the manifold. Consider for example the boundary conditions in
Table [l The Dirichlet (D) and the Neumann () boundary conditions are defined
using the exterior derivative operator d and its adjoint d*, respectively, while the -
Neumann boundary condition uses the Dolbeault operator 4. Therefore, we should
ask what natural differential operators should we work with in the symplectic case?

For any symplectic manifold (M?", w), it was observed by Tseng-Yau [23] that
there are two, first-order, linear differential operators that appear in a symplectic
decomposition of the standard exterior derivative operator:

d=0,+wAN0-.

The pair (d;, 0-) are dependent on the symplectic structure w and have good prop-
erties: (1) (04)% = (9-)% = 0; (i) WA, I- = —wAI_,; (iil) [w, 0+] = [w, WAD_] =
0. In addition, Tseng-Yau [221[23]] also identified the second-order differential op-
erator, 0,0_, as an important operator to study for symplectic manifolds.

With respect to this triplet of differential operators, (9;,0-, d.0-), we will in-
troduce symplectic boundary conditions on forms that are analogous to the standard
Dirichlet and Neumann boundary conditions of Riemannian geometry. In the case
of the two first-order operators (04, 0-), we can straightforwardly define four new
boundary conditions which we denote by D, N,, and D_, N_, as listed in Table 2l
The case of the second-order operator 00— is much more subtle. Generally, bound-
ary conditions associated with second-order operators are not well-understood or
studied. We however are led to define two boundary conditions, D, and N__,
associated with 9,.0_ given in Table[3l
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TaBLE 3. Symplectic boundary conditions associated with 9,0_.
Notationally, 0,5 denotes the principal symbol of §.0_, p is the
boundary defining function, and £ is the Lie derivative with re-
spect to the inward normal vector 7 .

Boundary Condition Definition
Dy, (Dso): 0'6+6_(dp) nlom =0
{20.0_(om) - 1. La[0.0_(0*>W)]}losr = 0
N_- (Ni-) 2 09,0.(dp) 1 lom = O
{2040 (o) = 3 Lal(0+0)" (@*m)]} law = 0

The six symplectic boundary conditions {D,, Ny, D_,N_, D, N__} are in gen-
eral weaker conditions than the standard Dirichlet and Neumann conditions. How-
ever, they should be thought of as the natural boundary conditions associated with
(04,0-, 0:0_). For one, these symplectic conditions arise when considering the
adjoint of the three operators and imposing that any boundary integral contributions
vanish. Importantly, they are also preserved under the action of the corresponding
differential operator: d,, d_, or d,0_. For example, if a form 7 satisfies the D.
boundary condition, then 9.7 will also satisfy the D, condition. We will describe
these and other useful properties of the symplectic boundary conditions in detail in
Section 3.

The six symplectic boundary conditions in Tables 2l and 3 turn out to be useful
in establishing Hodge decompositions of forms. With the appropriate pairing of
symplectic boundary conditions and symplectic Laplacians, we write down in Sec-
tion 4 systems of partial differential equations on forms that are elliptic. Having
done so, we can then apply standard elliptic theory on manifolds with boundary
for these types of systems of equations, standardly referred to as elliptic boundary
value problems, to obtain Hodge-type decompositions of forms involving harmonic
fields. Here, harmonic fields are forms that are, for example, in the 9, case, both
0.-closed and 9. -closed. (Note the distinction in the boundary case: a harmonic
form, that is a zero of the Laplacian, is not necessarily a harmonic field.) We shall
show that the space of these harmonic fields satisfying certain symplectic boundary
conditions is finite-dimensional. Moreover, we will apply the obtained Hodge de-
compositions to prove the existence of solutions for several other types of boundary
value problems.

Having studied the relevant partial differential equations and Hodge decomposi-
tions, we introduce and analyze both the absolute and relative primitive cohomol-
ogy on symplectic manifolds with boundary in Section 5. We list their definitions
in Table @ where QF there denotes the space of differential k-forms and P* the
subspace of primitive k-forms. We will use the obtained Hodge decompositions to
demonstrate that each class of the primitive cohomologies in Table 4] has a unique
harmonic field, that satisfies certain symplectic boundary condition, as its repre-
sentative. Such harmonic fields may then be used to demonstrate a natural pairing



TaBLE 4. Absolute and relative cohomologies on manifolds with boundary.

Absolute Cohomology Relative Cohomology
kerd N QY (M kerd N QF (M
DeRham | H (M) = Xerd N2 () e o) = or 40 L)
dQF=Y(M) dQ (M)
k ker 9, N PX (M)
PH*(M) = w PH*(M,dM) = - — D+
9+P= (M) 0. Py (M)
k NPYUM kerd,0_ N P, (M)
P M) = SO 0P OD |y g gy = — 2 D
Primitive 0. (M) 0Py (M)
kerd_ N PK(M kerd_ N P (M)
pHE(M) = KON D) bk o) = D
0_PI(M) O_PS (M)
ker d_ N P"(M) kerd_ N P} (M)
PH'"(M) = ——————— PH"(M,0M) = —— 2=~
-0 = o) ~ ) 0+0-P}, (M)

isomorphism between the absolute primitive cohomology and the relative primitive
cohomology.

Additionally, with the six symplectic boundary conditions, we can study Lef-
schetz maps on manifolds with boundary and establish relations between relative
de Rham cohomology and relative primitive cohomology. As is well-known, on
closed Kéhler manifolds, Lefschetz maps of the form

L: H'WM) — Hm)
[n] - [wA7nl,

can be easily understood by the Hard Lefschetz Theorem. In [20], Tsai-Tseng-Yau
studied Lefschetz maps for general, non-K&hler symplectic manifolds and showed
that the kernels and cokernels of these Lefschetz maps can be characterized by the
primitive cohomologies. Here, we find similar results for cohomologies defined on
symplectic manifolds with boundary and further extend their results to the relative
cohomology case. We summarize our Lefschetz maps results in Table 3l

To further demonstrate some of their uses, we explicitly calculate the primitive
cohomologies for some examples of Kéhler manifolds with boundary. These ex-
amples show clearly that primitive cohomologies are very different from the stan-
dard de Rham cohomologies on manifolds with boundary. Interestingly, we find
that even on a simple Kéhler manifold that is the product of a three-ball times a
three-torus, B3 x T?, two different Kéhler structures can lead to different primitive
cohomologies. In Section 7, we conclude with a discussion connecting our relative
primitive cohomology with the differential topological notion of a relative coho-
mology. This allows us to propose a relative primitive cohomology with respect to
any submanifold, including lagrangians, embedded within a symplectic manifold.
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TaBLE 5. Relations of primitive cohomology with Lefschetz map.

Cohomology k<n

PH*(M) = coker[L: H*2(M) — H*(M)]
Absolute @ker[L: H' (M) - H'(M)]
Primitive PH*(M) = coker[L: H** (M) —» H"*1(M)]

@ker[L: H**(M) —» H"*2(M)]

PHK(M,0M) = coker[L: H*2(M,0M) — H"(M,oM)]
Relative @ker[L: H'(M,dM) — H**\(M,oM)]
Primitive PH*(M,0M) = coker[L: H"'*Y(M, M) — H* %1 (M, oM)]
@ker[L: H"*(M,dM) — H*"*2(M,OM)]

Acknowledgements. We would like to thank T.-J. Li, Y. S. Poon, M. Schechter,
C.-J. Tsai, J. Wang, and S.-T. Yau for helpful comments and discussions. Addi-
tionally, we are grateful to S.-Y. Li, Z. Lu, C.-L. Terng, Q. Zhang, and especially P.
Li for their interest and input in this work. L.-S. Tseng would like to acknowledge
the support of a Simons Collaboration Grant for Mathematicians.

2. PRELIMINARIES

In this section, we will gather some basic definitions and properties of differen-
tial forms and operators in symplectic geometry. Further background details and
proofs of the lemmas and propositions stated here without elaboration can be found
in [221123]).

2.1. Primitive structures on symplectic manifolds. Given a symplectic mani-
fold (M?", w), let Q% denote the space of smooth k-forms on M. In local coor-
dinates, we write the symplectic form as w = % 2 Wij dx' A dx/. The Lefschetz

operator L and its dual operator A acting on a differential k-form 5 € QF are then
defined by

L:OF QM2 Lip=wAn,
1 ..

A QN2 A =z ) iatan,
2 oxi ox/

where ¢ denotes the interior product, and w™! is the inverse matrix of w. Define
also the degree counting operator

2.1) H= Z(n - k)l_[k
k

where []¥ : Q" — QF is the projection operator onto forms of degree k. The three
operators (L, A, H) together provide a representation of an s/(2) algebra acting on
Q*:

[A,L]=H, [H,A]l=2A, [H,L]=-2L
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This sl(2) representation leads to a Lefschetz decomposition of forms in terms
of irreducible finite-dimensional s/(2) modules. The highest weight states of these
irreducible s/(2) modules are the primitive forms, whose space we denote by P*.

Definition 2.1. A k-form B is called primitive (i.e. § € P*) if AB = 0. This is
equivalent to the condition L"™*18 =0,

As implied by the definition, the degree of the primitive form is constrained to
be k < n. Note also that P¥ = QF when k = 0, 1. In terms of primitive forms, the
Lefschetz decomposition of a form i € QX can be expressed as

n= Z W" A Br-or.
r>max(k—n,0)

Here, each 8_», € P*"%" is uniquely determined by 7. We see that each term of
this decomposition can be labeled by a pair (r, s) corresponding to the space

L= {7] € Q¥ | n=w ABswithB, € P‘Y}.
where 0 < s < (n — r). Two other maps will also be used in this paper:
(2.2) IT: QF - P*,  the projection map for k < n;and
(2.3) k0 L7 = L7 W ARy = " A B

The first map is always surjective and the second one is always bijective. The triple
{L, I, *,} played an essential role in [20] for building a long exact sequence relating
primitive cohomologies with Lefschetz maps.

2.2. Differential operators 9., 0_, and d*. We consider the action of the exterior
derivative operator d on L™ [23].

Proposition 2.2. d acting on L"* leads to at most two terms:
d: Lr,s N Lr,s+1 @.LH—I’S_I
with
d(@ NBs) = AN(dBy) = & APyt + @Ayt

This result is a consequence of the closedness of the symplectic form w and the
following formulas:

o If s <n,dBs =Bs+1 +wABs—1;
e Ifs=n,dB,=wAB.

By this proposition, Tseng-Yau [23]] defined the decomposition of d into two linear
differential operators (0., d-).

Definition 2.3. On a symplectic manifold (M, w*"), we define the first order differ-
ential operators 0,0 by the property:

8-{- . LV,S - LV,S‘FI’ a+(wr /\IBS) = wr /\ﬂ;&‘+l5
o-: L — Lr,x—l’ a_(wr ABs) = w" A Bs-1,

such that
d=0,+wA0_.
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Here, ﬂx;ﬁ.ﬁlaﬂx—l € P* and dﬂv = ﬂx+l tw /\ﬁx—b

When acting on primitive forms, d; and d_ can be equivalently written as fol-
lows:

Lemma 2.4. Acting on primitive differential forms, the operators (04, 0-) have the
following expressions:

8, =d-LH 'Ad,
0_=H'Ad.

In fact, on P*,
2.4) 0, =11d.
Moreover, the ;. and d_ operators have the following properties on general forms:

Proposition 2.5. On (M?",w), the symplectic differential operators (0,,0-) sat-
isfy:

° 81 =02 =0;

[ ] L8+a_ = _La_8+ )

b [Laa+] = [L’La—] =0.

Besides d, 0., and d_, there is one other first-order differential operator, an -
QF — QK1 that will be of interest in this paper. It can written as

(2.5) d*=dA-Ad.

and is sometimes called the symplectic adjoint operator since it lowers the degree
of a form. Let us point out that in terms of d and d®, the pair (d,,d-) can be
expressed as follows.

Lemma 2.6. On a symplectic manifold (M, w), 0+ and 0— can be expressed as

1

T H+2R+1
1

“TH+2R+ DH+R)

. [(H+R+1)d+LdA],

[Ad —(H+ R)dA] .

where the operator R : L° — L* is the multiplication
R(Lr s) = r(Lr s)

In particular, acting on primitive (» = 0) forms, P*, the expression for d_ reduces
to
1

1
2. =——dM=—A
(2.6) 0 Hd i d

which agrees with Lemma[2.4l
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2.3. Conjugate relations. Let (w, J, g) be a compatible triple on the symplectic
manifold (M?", w) with J being an almost complex structure and g a compatible
Riemannian metric on M. With respect to the almost complex structure J, there is
the standard (p, ¢) decomposition Q% = @ ka’q . Let us define the operator

p+q=

@7 g =)= ],
Dpq

where [T denotes the projection of a k-form onto its (p, g) component. Notice
that 2 = (-1)f acting on k-forms and also that J commutes with both L and A
since the symplectic form w is a (1, 1)-form with respect to the almost complex
structure J. Moreover, the operator J defines the following conjugate relations
([22L123]]) between differential operators:

Lemma 2.7. For a compatible triple (w, J, g) on a symplectic manifold, let d*, d™*, 0’
and 9* be the adjoint operators of the corresponding differential operators, respec-
tively. Then there are the following conjugate relations:

° dA — j—ld*janddA* — j_ldj,'
¢ J0, I '=0"(H+R)and 0. T ' =(H+R)0-.

This lemma, together with Lemma implies the following expressions for
(0%, 97).

Lemma 2.8. On a symplectic manifold (M*", w) with a compatible Riemannian
metric g, the adjoints (07, 0~) have the form

O =[d*H+R+1)+dAJ(H+2R+1)7",
O =[dH+R+1D)'L-ad™|H+2R+ 1)
Corollary 2.9. On PX, the adjoints (0%}, 0%) have the form
& =d,
O =, LH N =m-k'"d'L-mn-k+1)"'Ld".

Remark 2.10. Throughout the paper, we will always assume that the Riemannian
metric g used to define the adjoints (0%, 0%, d*) is compatible with the symplectic
form w.

2.4. Symplectic elliptic complex and Laplacians. For symplectic manifolds, there
is an elliptic complex on the space of primitive forms P* [23] (see also [4}5,17]):

0 PO 04 Pl 9+ . 9+ Pn—l 04 > P
J{ma_
0 Pl pre™ B et T

Of note is the presence of the second-order differential operator d.0_ that acts on
the middle degree primitive space, P", in the middle of the complex. Though this
elliptic complex involves differential operators of differing orders, we can still eas-
ily associate to each element of the complex an elliptic Laplacian operator. (See,
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for example, [2].) Hence, we define the following symplectic Laplacians as asso-
ciated with this elliptic complex:

(2.8) Ay =8,0% +8%9,, on P fork <n,
(2.9) A_=d_0" +0"d_, on P*, fork <n,
(2.10) Ave = (040-)"(0+0-) + (0,0})°, on P",
(2.11) A__ = (8:0-)(0:0-)" + (0"9_), on P".

The principal symbol of these symplectic Laplacian operators {—-A,, -A_, A+, A__}
can be straightforwardly calculated and shown to be positive. (See for example the
calculations in Appendix [Bl)

3. SYMPLECTIC BOUNDARY CONDITIONS

In this section, we present several intrinsically symplectic boundary conditions
for differential forms on compact symplectic manifolds with smooth boundary. We
will briefly review first the standard Dirichlet and Neumann boundary conditions
for differential forms on Riemannian manifolds. Again, let (M*", w) be a symplec-
tic manifold with boundary dM and (w, J, g) a compatible triple on it. We will
denote throughout any boundary defining function by p (i.e. o = 0 on dM), the
associated induced cotangent 1-form by dp, and the inward dual normal vector
field on the boundary by 7 which satisfies do = g(#, ) on M. Furthermore, for
any differential operator 9, we shall use the notation oy to denote its principal
symbol.

3.1. Dirichlet, Neumann and ./ -conjugate boundary conditions on forms. We
first recall the standard Dirichlet and Neumann boundary conditions:

Definition 3.1. We say a differential k-form n satisfies

e the Dirichlet (D) boundary condition, i.e. n € D, if o4(dp)n lopr = 05
o the Neumann (N) boundary condition, i.e. n € N, if o4-(dp)n logpr = 0.

We note that the Dirichlet condition for forms is equivalent to the condition that
dp A = 0 on OM; that is, a form without a component in the normal direction
would need to vanish on the boundary. (In the special case where 7 is a function,
i.e. a O-form, the above Dirichlet condition is equivalent to 1 vanishing identically
on the boundary.) In contrast, the Neumann condition corresponds to ¢z = 0 on
OM; that is, any form with a component in the normal direction must vanish on the
boundary. Here again, 7 is the inward normal along the boundary, and ¢; 7 is the
interior product by 77 on the form 7.

For calculations, it is often convenient to express the boundary conditions in
terms of differential operators, without any principal symbols as follows.

Remark 3.2. (See, for example [18||) For any first-order differential operator P
and boundary defining function p,

3.1 op(dp)n lom = Pen) lom -
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For instance, for the standard Dirichlet boundary condition, oi(dp)n oy = 0 is
equivalent to the condition d(pn) lgpr = 0.

It is also useful to point out that both the Dirichlet and Neumann boundary
conditions arise naturally when integrating by parts the exterior derivative operator,
d. These boundary conditions can be inferred from the Green’s formula which we
recall here [18]].

Lemma 3.3 (Green’s formula for first-order differential operators). If M is a smooth,
compact manifold with boundary and P is a first-order differential operator acting
on sections of a vector bundle equipped with a metric, then

(3.2) P o) - 6.PY) = ﬁ (pldp) 0.0 dS

with P* the adjoint operator of P and {, ) denoting the metric on the vector bundle
and dS the volume form on the boundary.

In particular, for the exterior derivative operator, d, the lemma implies for any
n, £ € QF that

(dn.£) — (1.d°6) = f (Taldp) . £)dS = - f (.00 (dp) £)dS .
oM oM

Another noteworthy property of the Dirichlet and Neumann condition is the
following lemma (see for example, [11]]).

Lemma 3.4. The Dirichlet boundary condition is preserved by d and the Neumann
boundary condition is preserved by d*. That is, for any n € QF, we have
neD=dneD,
neN=dneN.

Besides the Dirichlet and Neumann boundary conditions, let us introduce here
two other related boundary conditions which will be useful later on. Using the
conjugate relations in Lemmal[2.7] we define the following:

Definition 3.5. We say a differential form n satisfies
e the J-Dirichlet (JD) boundary condition, i.e. n € JD, if o yn(dp) 17 lop =0
o the J-Neumann (JN) boundary condition, i.e. 1 € JN, if o a(dp) 1 lop=0.
The relation between (JD, JN) and (D, N) boundary conditions are as follows:

Lemma 3.6. With respect to a compatible triple (w, J, g) on a symplectic manifold
M, any 1 € QF satisfies the following:

neJD < Jneb,

neJN — 9JneN.

Proof. Using the relations d** = 77'd J and d* = 7 'd*J in Lemma 27 and
expressing the boundary conditions in terms of differential operators as in (3.1)), we
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have

neJD e d¥ ) law=0 e I 'dT(en) lau=0 & dIn) lau=0 © Jne D,
nelN e donlm=0o T TTen lau=0 e d* I lau=0 & Jn € N.
O

Applying Lemma[3.4] we also obtain the following:

Corollary 3.7. The JD boundary condition is preserved by d™* and the JN bound-
ary condition is preserved by d™. That is, for any n € Q,

neJD = d"nelJD,
neJN=d*nelJN.

Proof. Since n € JD is equivalent to i € D, it follows that dJn € D. Therefore,
J'dgn € JD, that is, d*n € JD. By similar arguments, d* preserves the JN
boundary condition. O

We can give an interpretation for the JD and JN boundary conditions as fol-
lows. As mentioned, the D and N boundary conditions are defined with respect to
the outward normal vector field 7 along the boundary. For JD and JN boundary
conditions, they are instead defined with respect to the J7i vector field. More specif-
ically, around a point x € M, we can choose a local Darboux basis of one-forms,
{w;}, such that w; = dp and w = }wo;_1 A wo;. Let us further choose an almost

1
complex structure J such that Jwy;_; = —wyp; and Jwy; = wy;—y fori=1,2,...,n.
We denote the dual basis of tangent vectors by {e;}. The boundary conditions then
correspond to the following:

neJD = wry Anloy =0,
neJN = 1,1 lop = 0.

Moreover, if the boundary is of contact type, then M, being a contact space, has
a well-known symplectization that can be mapped to the collar neighborhood of
OM. In this case, Jii can also be identified with the Reeb vector field on the contact
boundary.

3.2. Symplectic boundary conditions on forms.

3.2.1. Boundary conditions associated with 0, and 0- operators. With two natu-
ral linear first-order operators 9, and d_ on symplectic manifolds, we are motivated
to define the analogous Dirichlet and Neumann boundary conditions with respect
to these operators.

Definition 3.8. We say a differential k-form n € QF satisfies

the 0..-Dirichlet (D.) boundary condition, i.e. n € D,, if 0y, (dp) 1 lops=0;
the 0_-Dirichlet (D_) boundary condition, i.e. n € D_, if oy_(dp) n lop =0;
the 0 -Neumann (N,.) boundary condition, i.e.n € Ny, if oy (dp) 17 laps =0;
the 0_-Neumann (N_) boundary condition, i.e.n € N_, if og: (dp) 1 lom =0.
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Just as for D and N boundary conditions, it follows from Lemma[3.3]for (9,, 0-)
that:

@u. &) — (0,0°6) = f (o (dp) . £)dS = - f (.09 (dp) £).dS,
oM oM

(3—n,§)—(n,5i§)=f (o9_(dp)n, &) dS =—f (1,09 (dp) &) dS.
oM oM

These formulas above imply that the {D,, N, } and the {D_, N_} boundary condi-
tions are natural from the perspective of integration by parts.

3.2.2. Boundary condition associated with the 0.0_ operator. As above, we can
also introduce Dirichlet and Neumann type boundary conditions for the .0_ op-
erator.

Definition 3.9. We say a differential form n satisfies,

e the 0,0_-Dirichlet boundary condition (D._), i.e. n € D,_,

ifop.0.(dp)nlom = 0;
o the 0,.0_-Neumann boundary condition (N;_), i.e. n € N,_,

if o@,o.y(dp)n lom = 0.

Remark 3.10. Similar to the first-order case in Remark 3.2 the above second-
order boundary conditions can be equivalently expressed differentially as follows:
€D & 3:.0-(0°n) lom = 0,

NeEN. & 89,(™n) lam =0.

The D,_ and N,_ boundary conditions, however, by themselves are not suffi-

cient to ensure that (0.0-1,¢&) = (1, (0+0-)*¢). This can be seen from the following
lemma:

Lemma 3.11 (Green’s formula for second-order differential operators). If M is
a smooth, compact manifold with boundary and P is a second-order differential
operator acting on sections of the vector bundle equipped with a metric, then

3.3)
1 1
__ f <{2¢><p¢)——£ﬂ[¢><p2¢)]},w>ds , f Lpe), L) ds
oM 2 oM 2

with P* the adjoint operator of P, dS the volume form on OM, and {,) denoting a
metric on the vector bundle.

Proof. Let dim M = m. Using a partition of unity, we may assume that ¢ and
are supported within a coordinate patch U in M. Hence, we only need to consider
the case when U intersects with the boundary dM. So suppose U is in R} and the



14 LI-SHENG TSENG AND LIHAN WANG

coordinates are such that T is the unit inward normal at M. In U, the second-
order operator P has the forrn

(3.4) P = ;au(x) e Zb (x) -+ e(x).
where here i, j = 1,2,...,m. Then,

2
@0 = | [;wu T Z<b 0+ (co0)| VEd

Integrating by parts, there are boundary integral contributions coming from the
terms involving a%, and we obtain

6 mm
P00 =000 [ i = G, 0) VR 00
NRm-1 Xm m

i<m !

d (9(amm¢)
(35) " j;]ﬁ Rm-1 {6)6,,1 [<amm¢a lﬁ) \/g] - 6xm ¢> \/_ } dx

where dx’ = dx; ---dx,_1 and /g(x’,0)dx is the volume element on dM. Now,
we can write

0 mm
(36) W [(amm¢a lﬁ) \/g] - (a ¢) §0> \/_ - <amm¢ Lﬁ(‘ﬁ))

(3.7 p(p ¢) = P(xy, ¢) = Zaimg_;b + ammaa_¢ + bm¢ + O(Xm)

i<m l m

+
ox; " O X

(3.8) %P(pqu) = %P(xfnqs) =y + X [Zaima—") L+ | +02)

Using (3.7)-(3.8), we find along the boundary (i.e. x,, = 0) that
1 2 _ 6(15 6amm
(3.9) {2% 0~ 5 Li [Pl ¢)]} = > i + by - =,

Xu=0 i<m 6)@' 6xm
The statement then follows substituting (3.6)) and @.8)-(3.9) into (3.3). O

The above lemma leads us to the following definitions:

Definition 3.12. We say a differential form n satisfies

e the D, boundary condition if
(1) n € D,_, that is, 0,0-(0*n) laps = 0, and
) {20.0-(om) = $ Li[0:0-0* D]} lam = 0;
e the N__ boundary condition if
(1) 7 € Ny_, that is, 38 (0*1) laps = 0, and
@) {20:93(0m) = $ Lal0-5 0]} lars = 0.



15

Remark 3.13. The D. . and N__ boundary conditions can be alternatively defined
using the principal symbol. With the convention that the principal symbol of the
second-order operator P in B.4) is op(dp) ¢ |y = @mme, we have that

1
(Plo ) — Lit[op(dp) ¢} lam = {2% - 5Li [%2@]}

oM
Hence, we can express the boundary conditions in the form of

op(dp)n lom =0,
{Ppn) - Lilopdp)n]}lon = 0.

setting P = 0,0 for the D, boundary condition and P = (0+0-)" for the N__
condition.

Lemma[3.11limmediately implies the following results.

Corollary 3.14. For a differential k-form n, n € D.. is equivalent to the condition

(0+0-1,€) = (1, (0+0-)"¢)
for any € € QK. Similarly, n € N__ is equivalent to the condition

((0+0-)'n, &) = (,0+0-¢)
again for any & € QF.

Clearly, all six of the above boundary conditions — {D, D_, Ny, N_} in Defini-
tion 3.8l and {D,,, N__} in Definition 3.12] - depend on the symplectic structure.
Being so, we will refer to them as symplectic boundary conditions. Certainly, these
boundary conditions are defined for general differential forms. To get a better sense
of these symplectic boundary conditions, we will focus our discussion in the fol-
lowing to primitive forms and explore the properties of these boundary conditions
on them.

3.2.3. Local description of boundary conditions on primitive forms. To make clear
the differences and infer the properties of the various new boundary conditions
presented above, we provide here a local description of the boundary conditions on
primitive forms. For simplicity, we shall describe them in terms of a local Darboux
basis {w; = dx;} of Q' where w; = dp and w = Ywy;_1 Awy;. As before, we denote
the dual basis of tangent vectors by {e;} and choolse as the almost complex structure
J the standard one where Jwy;_1 = —wn; and Jwo; = wy;q fori =1,2,...,n. In
such a basis, any primitive differential k-form, 8 € P*, can be decomposed into
four distinct terms [23]]:

(3.10) ,Bzwl/\ﬂl+Wz/\,32+®12/\ﬁ3+ﬁ4

where 8!, g2 P!, g3 PK2 and B* € P are primitive forms that do not contain
any components of w; or wy, and

1 n
Op=w Awy— —— E Wit AW,
H+1 4
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TaBLE 6. First-order boundary conditions and their constraints on
a primitive form S as expressed in the local basis of (3.10) with
wy =dp.

Condition on 0M | Local Form on M

D wiAB=0 B=wi AB!

N teB=0 B=wyAB>+p*

JD wrAB=0 B =wy A B?

JN te,B=0 B=wiAB +*

D, | TwiAB) =0 |B=wiAB +OnAp
N, e, =0 B=wr AR+

D_ te,B=0 B=wiAB +*

N_| TiwmaAB)=0 |B=wr A +Op AR

where H is the degree counting operator defined in (2.1)).

Using this decomposition, we can see see explicitly how the different boundary
conditions constrain a primitive form S along dM. To start, consider first the D
condition which corresponds to do A B oy = w1 A B loy = 0. With 8 expressed
in the decomposed form of (3.10), the D condition implies that g> = 83 = g* =
0 on the boundary, and hence, locally Blsps = wi A B'. Now, let us consider
the symplectic D, condition. Recall from (2.4) that , = II1d when acting on
a primitive form. Thus, the D, condition corresponds to II(dpo A B) lgy = O,
which is just the projected form of the D condition. Applying the decomposition
(3.10), the D, condition implies only that 5> = 8* = 0 on the boundary since
I(w; A (O3 AB) = —II[wi(1/(H + 1)) A w A B°] = 0. Hence, a primitive form
that satisfies the D, condition takes the form 8 |spy = wi A ,81 + 0O A /34 along
the boundary. Compared to the D condition, we see clearly that D, is a weaker
condition than the D condition. In Table[6land Table[7, we write down the required
local form for a general primitive form S along M for all the boundary conditions
that were discussed above. Let us point out that for 5 € P", the boundary conditions
D, and N_ are trivial, i.e. they do not impose any conditions on /5.

The derivation for the case of D, and N__ boundary conditions requires a bit
more calculations. For instance, for the D,, condition, which consists of two
conditions as in Definition [3.12] the first condition D, _ imposes on M

(3.11) To.0.(dp)B=wi AW A) =0 = f=0.
In the form expressed in Remark [3.13] the second condition imposes on M
(3.12) 0=0,0_-(pB) — Lit|0s,5_(dp)n]

H+1
2 1 r 23 ’
T A |0 -0+ — =B +(H-1d.p"

+

1
2 /2 /2
H+1W2/\62ﬁ @126_ﬂ +—H+16+ﬂ
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TaBLE 7. Second-order symplectic boundary conditions and their
constraints on a primitive form § as expressed in the local basis of
(3.10) with w; = dp. The primed operators (9, d”) are defined
on the (2n — 2)-dimension symplectic subspace spanned by

{es,eq,..., e}
Conditions on Local Form on M
D, ,82 =0 (D4_ condition)
) , H+1_, 4 ,
0187 — 08" + = OB+ H-DI L =0
N__ Bl=0 (N4— condition)
0B + 0,87 + (H + 1) - 378 =0

where (9',, 0") refers to the (0., 0_) operators on the symplectic subspace spanned
by {e;} for j = 3,4,...,2n. Since this subspace is within dM it is clear that the third
line of (3.12)) vanishes if (3.11)) is imposed. This results in the second condition
for D, in Table[7l For N__, one finds

(3.13) T0.0.@P)B =t (WA (,8) =0 = p'=0.

and for the second differential condition on oM
B.14)  0=(3:0"(0P) — Li|o@.0.(dp)B]
1 /% /%
- wa A[01B" +0o8% + (H + D" - 3]

H+1
1 1 H
TR Hel
where again the adjoint primed operators are defined on the co-dimension two
symplectic subspace orthogonal to {ey, e»}. Since 8! = 0 on the boundary, the last
line of (3.14) vanishes and this gives the second condition for N__ in Table [7l
From these local characterizations and definitions, we can quickly find a number
of relations relating the different boundary conditions. For instance a primitive
form 8 € P¥ that satisfies D automatically satisfies both D, and D_, i.e.

BeD,
BeD_

0120, - o p!

,BED:>{

From Tables [6] and [7] we also obtain the following relations between the boundary
conditions for primitive forms.

Lemma 3.15. With respect to a compatible triple (w, J, g) on a symplectic manifold
M?", there are the following equivalent conditions for a primitive form 8 € Pk,:
peD, — JBeN_, BeEN, < BeN,
BeD_ < JBeN,, peD_ < BeJN,
pBeD,, — JBeN__.
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An important feature of these symplectic boundary conditions is that they can be
preserved when acted upon by one of symplectic differential operators: (94, 0-,0+0-)
and their adjoints. The standard Dirichlet and Neumann boundary conditions do
not have these properties.

Lemma 3.16. For 3 € Pk,

peD, = d,peD,, BeN, = d.,BeN,,

pBeD_ = 0_BeD_, BeN_. = I BeN_.
Proof. The lemma can be proven by direct computation. We here instead give
a simple, quick proof which makes use of the inner product that comes with a

compatible metric on (M*", w).
In order to prove that d,8 € D, for 8 € D,, it is enough to show that

(3.15) f (0+(p0+p), )dS =0,
oM

for any @ € P**2. Now, since B € D,, we have (9.8,0%a) = (8,8%0%a) = 0. On
the other hand,

(045, 81@) = (04048, @) — f (0+(p0+B), ) dS = —f (0+(00+p), @) dS
oM oM
which immediately implies for any @ € P2, The other three statements can
be proved similarly. m|
Lemma 3.17. Fork <n,
o fBEP} ,thend.d_BePy ;
o ifBe Py, thend,pePy .

Proof. Again, the quickest method of proof is similar to that given for Lemma[3.16l
Letg e P"D++. To show that 8,0_8 € PX , it suffices to prove that

f (9-(p8:+9_P).a)dS =0,
oM

for any @ € P*!. Since g € PX .,» it follows from Corollary [3.14] above that
(040_B,0%a) = (B,02070" @) = 0. On the other hand, we have

0= (0:0_B,0" @) = (0-0,9_p, @) — f (0_(p 0,+0_pB), @) dS
oM

. f (0_(p0,0_B),a)dS
oM

for any o € P! as desired.
As for the second statement, let 8 € P’I"il. By Corollary [3.14] it is enough to

show that ((0+0-)0.8, @) = (0.8, (0+0-)*a) for any a € Pk, Clearly, ((0+0-)0+8, @) =
0. Furthermore, (048, (0+0-)"@) = (B,0,0"0%a) = 0 since § € P’B:l. Hence, the
statement follows. m]

Similar arguments give the following:
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Lemma 3.18. Fork <n,
o ifBeP) ,then(9,:0-)B€Py ;
o ifBe P! then 9 e P, .

Lemmas and 3. 17 will turn out to be essential later in Section to define
the relative primitive cohomologies.

3.2.4. Boundary conditions under maps. The two maps {I, *,} on symplectic man-

ifolds defined in (2.2)-2.3),
Im: QF > Pk,
*, PK s "k A PR e Q2K ,

have particularly interesting properties when the forms that are mapped have spec-
ified boundary conditions. It turns out that these two maps can relate forms with
symplectic boundary conditions D, D_ and D._ to those with the usual D bound-
ary condition. In the following, we will denote forms with a specified boundary
conditions by a subscript. For example, the notation Q’l‘) will denote the space of
differential k-forms that satisfy the standard Dirichlet boundary condition D.

Proposition 3.19. Under the 11 and %, maps, we have the following relations be-
tween forms with specified boundary conditions:

PX for k<n

. Ok D, ’

H'QD_’{an for k=n,
0 PA — QK k<n.

Moreover, the first map is surjective and the second is injective.
Proof. Letn e Q’B for k < n. We can express 7 in terms of the following:

n=B+wAé&

with 8 € P¥ and ¢ € QX2 and hence, T1(57) = 8. Around dM, we choose to work
in the local Darboux basis {w;} as above. Since 1 € D, this implies that

(3.16) 0=wiAnloy = Wi AB+w AW AE] ], -

Therefore, ITI(wy A 1) lops = (w1 A B) oy = 0, and so we find for k < n, 8 € D,
which gives the first map.

Note that when £k = n, [I(w; A 8) = 0 is a trivially condition. (Recall that
the D, condition is an empty condition on primitive n-form.) We want to show
instead that 8 € D,_ when k = n. This is the condition that o,5_(dp)S lomr = O,
or equivalently, wiA(w; A B) lsgpr = 0. But since 0,0- maps primitive forms to
primitive forms and non-primitive forms to non-primitive forms, it follows that

(3.17) 0 = TIwiA(wi Am) layr = wiA(wi A B) lam

where we have also noted (w; A 1) |gps = 0. This thus proves that 8 € D,_ when
k=n.
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To see that the map I1 is surjective, consider first the case k < n and 8 € P]B+ .
Locally around dM, we again express § in terms of the decomposition of (3.10):

/B’:wl /\ﬂl+W2/\ﬂ2+®12/\ﬂ3+ﬁ4.

We note that § € D, implies that at the boundary, /32 lom = ,84 losr = 0. Let
us therefore define 7 = wy A B' + wy A B> + %wl Awy AB+ B Tt can
be straightforwardly checked that n € D since w; A 1 |[sps = O, and moreover,
I1(n) = B. Using the partition of unity, this leads to a well-defined global form with
the desired properties.

For the case of k = n, let 8 € P’ .- The local decomposition of near the

boundary becomes the following:
B=wiAB + w2 AB + O AL,

with g* = 0 since there are no primitive n-form without a component in either wy
or wy. The condition 8 € D, _ further implies that /32 loar = 0. This leads us to
define n = wi AB' + wy A B2 + 2w A wa A B which satisfies both n € D and
() = B.

Finally, we consider the *, map. Let 5 € P’B_ for k < n. We want to show that
%, 8 = Wk A B satisfies the Dirichlet condition. In local Darboux coordinates {w}
near the boundary, we find

wi A G B) oy = = 0" A (w1 AB) lau
= " A (Twy AB) +w ATH™ Awi A B)]) lan
="M TH AW AB) lom =0.

Above, in the second line, we have Lefschetz decomposed w; A 8 into two terms,
Bi+1 + w A By—1. In the third line, we have noted that Wk A Bi+1 = 0 by primitivity
and also that 8 € D_ implies A(w; A B)lgpr = 0, which allow us to conclude that
x,.3 € D. Lastly, the injectiveness of this %, map follows from the injectiveness
of the map #, : P¥* — Q?* without any boundary conditions as mentioned right

below (2.3). O

Composing Proposition[3.19with the J map, we immediately obtain the follow-
ing corollary relating JD boundary condition with the N_, N,_, and N, boundary
conditions.

Corollary 3.20. Under the 11 and =, maps, we have the following relations between
forms with specified boundary conditions:

- ok P’I‘V_ for k<n,
YD TPy, for k=n,
>x<,:P]1‘\,+—> Q%’I")_k, k<n.

Moreover, the first map is surjective and the second is injective.

Proof. Letn € Q’}D. Then 91 € Q’l‘). By the lemma above, it follows that I1(J7)
is either an element of P’B+ when k < n, or P”D+_ when k = n. Since I1(Jn) =
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JT1()) and applying Lemma [3.13] we obtain I1(57) € P4, for k < n and Il(y) €
Py, for k = n. A similar argument applies for the %, map. |

4. HODGE THEORY FOR SYMPLECTIC LLAPLACIANS

In this section, we will work out the Hodge theory for the symplectic Laplacians
@.8)-@.11) in Section 2.4l To do so, we will introduce certain boundary value
problems (BVPs) that will be shown to be elliptic. We begin by first recalling the
definition and some basic results of elliptic BVP.

Notation: In the following Section 4.1 and Section 4.2 only, we will use the
standard notation H and L to denote Hilbert and Lebesgue spaces. They should
not be confused with the s/(2) representation operators defined in Sec. 2.1l as their
meaning should be clear from the context.

4.1. Elliptic boundary value problems. We give the definition of an elliptic bound-
ary value problem (BVP) following Hormander [12], Sec. 20.1] (see also Schwarz
[16} Sec. 1.6] or Agranovich [1} Sec. 7.1]).

Definition 4.1 (Elliptic BVP). Let M be a compact manifold with a smooth bound-
ary OM. Let E and F be vector bundles over M, and let G; for j = 1,...,J, be
vector bundles over OM. For the differential operators,

P:C*(M,E) - C(M,F)

B;:C°(M,E) - C*(0M,Gj)), j=1,...,J,
where P is an operator of order 2m and each B is a boundary differential operator
of order mj, we consider the boundary value problem for u € C*(M, E) solving
4.1 Pu=f on M

Biu=g; onoM j=1,...,J

for some given f € C*(M,F) and g; € C*(0M, G ). Denote by p and b the cor-

responding principal symbol of P and B, respectively. We say @.1)) is an elliptic
BVP or simply that {, B} is elliptic if the following conditions are satisfied:

(1) P is elliptic for all x e M;
(2) For every x € OM and ¢ € T;M\{0} not proportional to the interior
conormal dp, the map

Yre: Mie> €D G

1<j<J
¢ (biE+dpD)g|_y. ... biE+dpDg|_,)
is bijective, where

;,g = {¢(t) €eCPR,Ey) | p(& + dp D)¢(t) = 0, bounded on R+}

is the space of R.-bounded functions taking values on E., and D; = —i%.
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Remark 4.2. As noted in [12l], it is sufficient to verify condition (2) above for
& € TiM\ {0} modulo Rdp. Modulo this equivalence, ¢ can be taken to be or-
thogonal to dp as we shall assume below. The argument (¢ + dp D;) in condition
(2) above then can be thought of as applying the Fourier transform only in the
directions tangential to the boundary OM and the t coordinate parametrizes the
interior normal direction. Condition (2) is often referred to as the Lopatinski or
Shapiro-Lopatinski condition.

When a BVP satisfies the above elliptic conditions, the combined operator P =
{P, B}, ie.

P : H(M,E) > H*2"(M,F)® H ™™ 2(M,G)) &--- & H* "™ 2(M,G,).
is well-known to be Fredholm. The boundary value problems that we consider
below will also be self-adjoint.
Definition 4.3 (Self-Adjoint BVP). When the bundle F = E, we say {P,B;} is
self-adjoint if P is self-adjoint and the following holds: for any u,v € C*(M, E),
o if Bj(u) = Bj(v) = 0 for every j, then (Pu,v) = (u, Pv);
o if Bj(u) = 0 for every j, and (Pu,v) = (u, Pv), then B;(v) = 0 for every j.

In the next lemma we give some general properties of self-adjoint elliptic BVPs.
(For reference, see [[12,13]]).

Lemma 4.4. For an elliptic BVP. P = {P, 8B i}, that is self-adjoint, the following
holds:

o the kernel of 73 denoted by ker 73 is finite and smooth;

e for any y € H*(M, F) which is orthogonal to ker P, there exists a unique
¢ € H*?"(M, E) and ¢ L ker P such that P = y and Bij(¢) =0 forall j;

o ify e H'(M,F)and P¢ = x and Bj(¢) = 0 forall j, then ¢ € H*"™(M,E).

With this lemma, we can show that the weak solutions of self-adjoint, elliptic
BVPs are actually strong solutions.

Lemma 4.5. Given y € L*(M, E). Let ¢ € L>(M, E) satisfy the following:

(6. PY) = (x-¥)

Jor any ¢ € C*(M, E) satisfying B;() =0, for j=1,...,J. Then ¢ € H*"(M,E)
and
Pp=yx, Bip)=0, forj=1,...,J.

When y = 0, Lemma 4.3 implies immediately the following:

Corollary 4.6. If ¢ € L>(M, E) satisfies (¢, Py) = 0 for any ¢ € C¥(M, E) with
Biy) =0, for j = 1,---,J, then ¢ € kerP. In particular, ¢ is smooth and
Bi(p) =0, for j=1,---,J.

We will give a proof of Lemma [4.3] based on the arguments of Schechter [13],
where the case for functions is proved.
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Proof of Lemma Since the space ker # is finite-dimensional, we can write y =
x'+x2 with y' € ker  and % L ker #. By Lemma.4] there exists a o € H*"(M, E)
such that Py = y? and Bi(p)=0,for j=1,---,J. Then

(@ =-9.Pv) = (" ¥)

for any ¢ € C%(M, E) satisfying the boundary conditions 8;() = 0, for j =
1,---,J. There exists a sequence ¢; € C*(M, E) such that ¢; — ¢ — ¢ in L norm,
asi — oo. Letg; = <pl.1 + gol.z with <pl.1 € ker P as the projection and ‘pin- ker $. Then
there exist v; € H*"(M, E) with v; L ker # such that Pv; = <pl.2 and B;(v;) = 0 for
every i and j. Therefore,
@ =00 = (@ — 0.0+ (D=0, 0)) = (= 6, ]) + (¢ — ¢, Pvy)
=@ -+ ) =@ -0.0)).

Asi — oo, we get gol.l — ¢ — . Since ker ? is closed and ¢ — ¢ € ker P, they imply
that ¢ € H*"(M, E) and B;(¢) =0, for j=1,--- ,J. o

4.2. Hodge decompositions.
Definition 4.7. We call the following spaces
PHY = (Be H'PF|0,8=08.8=0), PH*={BeH'P‘|a.8=08"B=0),
wherek=0,1,...,n—1, and
PH" = {8 € H*P"|0,0_B=0:=0}, PH"={BecH*P"d_B=0"0.=0},
the space of harmonic fields for A, A_, A,+, and A__ Laplacians, respectively.

Remark 4.8. For a manifold with boundary, the notion of a harmonic field is dif-
ferent from that of a harmonic form. For instance, a primitive k-form 8 € P* is a
harmonic form of A, if A, S =0 on M. However, this does not imply that B is also
a harmonic field (i.e. 0+ = 33 8 = 0) when OM is non-empty.

Below, we shall use the theory of elliptic BVPs to obtain Hodge decompositions
of primitive forms on symplectic manifolds with boundary. We begin first with the
decompositions associated with the second-order Laplacians, (A, A_), and then
proceed to describe the case of the fourth-order Laplacians, (A, A__).

4.2.1. Second-order symplectic Laplacians.

Theorem 4.9 (Hodge decomposition for Ay). Fork <n,

1. PH f,D+ and PH f,M are finite-dimensional and smooth;
2. The following decompositions hold:

() L*P* = PH; ;, ®0, H'P;' @ d; H'P*';
(i) L*P* = PH} &0, H'P* ' &0} H'P\;
(iii) L*P* = L’PH{ ® 0, H'P};' © 0} H' P}/
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Note the presence of an additional subscript when we would like to restrict con-
sideration to differential forms that satisfy a particular boundary condition. For
instance, P’B+ denotes the space of primitive k-forms that satisfy the D, boundary
condition. Applying the above results to J8, we obtain analogous Hodge decom-
positions for A_.

Theorem 4.10 (Hodge decomposition for A_). Fork < n,

1. PH ’f p. and PH ’_‘ . are finite-dimensional and smooth.
2. The following decompositions hold:

() L°P* = PH* |, ®0_H'P' @0" H'P";
(i) L*P* = PH* y @ 0_H'P*' @ 0" H'P} "
(iii) L°P* = L*PH* @ 0_ H'P ' @ 07 H'PL .
To prove Theorem we will introduce two natural, elliptic BVPs, which are

self-adjoint. Consider first the following symplectic BVP.

Proposition 4.11. For k < n, the following boundary value problem is self-adjoint
and elliptic for any B, A € P*:

4.2) ALB=24, on M
9:+(pp) =0,
{5+(p(91/3)=0, on oM .

Proof. That this BVP is self-adjoint can be easily checked using the Green’s for-
mula of Lemma For ellipticity of the BVP, we note first that A, is elliptic
acting on PK(M) for k < n as mentioned in Section 2.4l This satisfies the first con-
dition of Definition B.1l To check the second condition of Definition 4.1] we need
to first solve for the space M; ¢ of R, -bounded solutions of the system of ordinary
differential equations:

(4.3) oa (€ —idpL)g(t) =0,

for every x € OM and ¢ € T; M\{0} orthogonal to dp. Here, ¢(f) € C*(R, Pk(T;M))
where PX(T*M) denotes the primitive exterior cotangent space at x of degree k.
After finding the solutions, we then need to show the bijectivity of the linear map

\Px,‘;: : M;’f - Gl,x @ GZ,x
(4.4) $(1) > (0. (dp) $0)| o » 7o, (dp) [ o, (¢ — i dp ) $1)] | )

where in the second line, we have used (3.I) for the boundary principal symbols.
Note that the dimension of the codomain space G| ® G, represents the number
of boundary conditions. As will be clear from the calculations below, dim M;’g =
dim(Gi x ® Gy,) = dim P"(T;Ck M). So for bijectivity, we only need to show the
injectivity of ¥, ¢ which will be the main task in the following.

For a fixed x € dM, the covector £ € Ty M can be of two types: (A) A(dp A &) #
0; or (B) A(dp A &) = 0. To simplify our calculations, we note that 7y M as a
symplectic vector space can be modeled by R?", and without lost of generality, we



25

can choose to work in a Darboux basis {w;} on Ty M with w = wi Awp+w3Aws+. ..,
such that do = w; and the compatible metric g;; = 6;;, for i, j = 1,...,2n. For
case (A), it is sufficient by the residual local symplectomorphism to consider only
& = pwy + gws where p # 0. We will give the calculations for the g = 0 case
(A1) here and give those for the ¢ # 0 case (A2) in Appendix [Cl For case (B), it
is sufficient by symplectomorphism to only consider & = gws with g > 0. The
solutions of (@.3)) take different forms for each of these three cases and so we need
to consider them separately.

Case (Al): Let & = epwy, where p > 0 and € = +1. Since we are singling
out the {w, wp} components here, it is advantageous to express ¢(t) € M;g: epwr in
terms of the decomposition of (3.10):

(4.5) o) =wi Ady_ (D +wa Agi_ (D + O Ay, (1) + (1),

where {¢}(_1, ¢]%_1, ¢z_2, ¢i} above are primitive forms without w; and w, compo-
nents. As usual, the subscript denotes the degree of the form.

To write out the ordinary differential system (4.3]), we use the calculation of the
principal symbol oa, ({1w; + {2w2) in Appendix Bl Explicitly, we substitute {; =
—id; and &, = € p in (B.I). With the differential system in hand, the general R, -
bounded solution of oa, (=i w10;+€ pw2) $r(t) = 0 can be solved straightforwardly
and shown to take the following decomposed form

t 1 —iept\ 2 —pt
Pi(t) = wi A [(1 + 25T)0k—1 + (Tfl)ckq] e’
—iept) 1 pt 2 —pt 3 —pt 4 —pt
4.6) +wy A [(—2h+1 )ck_l + (1 - —2h+1)ck_l] e +0pAc_e " +cle
where h = n —k and {c¢! ,,c2 ., ¢
: 10 Ch-10 Ch-20
without components in {w, w}.

For injectivity of Wy ¢—cpw,, We consider its kernel. With (4.4), this imposes the
following conditions on the solutions in (4.6):

bi(=iw10; + epw2)di(t) =0 = 0 = 04, (dp) $1(0) =0,
= ¢, (0)=0, ¢}(0)=0,

= ¢, =0, =0,

ci} are constant primitive forms of P* (R?")

by(—iw10; + epw)di(t) =0 = 0 = 05, (dp) [U'ai(—iwlaz + €pws) ¢(t)] |t:0 =0,
= 0,47 ,(0)=0, id,¢}_,(0)—epd?_(0)=0,

3 _ -1 2 _
= ¢_,=0, ic_+ec_, =0.

Above give four boundary condition equations on {¢,i_ 15 ¢i_ 15 ¢2_2, ¢z'}. Together,
they imply that the four constant forms {c}(_l, ci_l, ci_z, ci} in (.6)) are identically
zero, and therefore, proving injectivity when & = € pwy,.

Case (A2): For this case where £ = pw;, + gws with both p # 0 and ¢ # 0, the
proof of injectivity is given in Appendix

Case (B): Let £ = gws (for some ¢ > 0). Because the components {w;, w3} are
now picked out, it is useful to decompose further each of the forms {¢', #2, ¢*, ¢’}
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in the decomposition of (4.3)) to extract out the dependence on {w3, w4} as well.
This result in the following decomposition of ¢(¢) into 16 terms:

B(1) = Wi A gy (D) + w2 A GL_ () + B2 A G, (1) + (D)
= w1 A w3 A Y20 + wa Ay, () + 04 A0 + v, ()]
+wa A w3 AV (0 + wa AL () + Oy A VR0 + 7, ()]
4.7) + 01 A [ws AV B0 + wa Ay + 04 Ay 0 + 7200

+ [ws AV (O + wa AYE (1) + Oy A0 + 0]

where the 16 y(¢)’s are forms without components in {wy, wp, w3, ws} (with the
degree labeled by the subscript) and

’ RN
4.8) ®34 = w3 Awy — E ; Woi—1 A wy;.
To find the the general R.-bounded solution ¢(f) € M;’fz s for oa, (=iw10; +

gws) ¢r(t) = 0, we use the calculation of the principal symbol oa (1w + Howa +
{3ws) in Appendix [Bl and substitute in ({1,{2,{3) = (=i 0,,0,q). This gives us a
system of ordinary differential equation involving the 16 y’s. The R,-bounded
solutions for the y(¢)’s in (4.7) can be solved and expressed in terms of 16 constant
primitive forms, which we will label by ¢ forl = 1,...,16, that also have no
components in {wy, wyp, ws, wa}:

0 1,- 1 2 - 3 3 -
)/k(l‘) = e x, Yie1 (D) = ¢i_e @, Y1 (D) =¢p_je 7,

13 4 q 2% 5 gt 1234 6 —qt
Vi) =™, VO =g, vy O =l

2 . (1- 51 o dgqt
k-1 — 2h+1 | ,—qt 2h+1 —qt
4 | T G| g €T Ol e |6
Yi-1 7t 1
134 qt —igt
Vi3 |2 9 I+ 5 o0 4 0| T |
123 k=3 | —igt k=311 _ _qt ’
Y3 Th+3 2h+3
234 1— qt igt
=3 = 2h=+4h+1 | ,=4 2h=+4h+1 —-q
y’fzi Ci13 T 01?3 T
g— lq — q b
Yk-3 22+ 4ht] Ut S
14 2h+1
Yi-2 0 1 g t1
7’,%32 — o3 1 e 4 o4 h_+11 e 4 o3 2hq+1 -1 =
34 | = Ck=2 2] k=2 —ih,
Yi-> h+1
7/22 l it
%(4;; + D+ D)+ 2Qh+ e + 72
6 | 2@+ 6h +3) + 220 + 2h + Dt — 2| _
+c q a e,
k=2 i4h2t_ _ih ;2
q h+1

it
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For injectivity, we look at the kernel of ¥, -4, which imposes the following con-
ditions:
by (x, —iwi0; + qw3)gi()|,_, = 0= 074,(dp) ¢e(1) 1o = 0,
= ¢ (00=0, ¢}(0)=0,

¥2(0) =0, ¥**(0) = 0, y**(0) = 0, ¥*(0) = 0,

{y3(0) =0, ¥*(0) =0, ¥*(0) = 0, ¥°(0) = 0,
by(x, —iw10; + qw3)oe(D)]_, =0 = 05, (dp) | (~iw1d, + qw3) 6(1)] |, = 0,

i0:0,_>(0) + g iy d_; (0) = 0,

{iateb,i_l(m = iy $7(0) — 75505, A ¥, 23(0) + 75w Ay 2,(0) = 0,
8y (0) = 0, 8y %(0) = 0, 8,y'*(0) =0,
i0ry'(0) = qy°(0) = 0,
i0,y'2(0) + y>(0) = 0,
i0ry"*(0) + gy***(0) = 0,
i0ry"*(0) - 757" (0) = 0,
i0,y'*(0) — gy**(0) + 757'*(0) = 0,

where i, is the interior product with respect to the tangent vector dual to w3. It can
then be straightforwardly checked that imposing the above 16 boundary condition
equations on the y(¢)’s for the general R;-bounded solutions requires that all 16
constant forms ¢! for [ = 1,..., 16 are identically zero. Therefore we conclude that
the map ¥, ¢—,, is injective. |

Likewise, as can be checked by similar arguments, the following is also true.

Proposition 4.12. For k < n, the following boundary value problem is self-adjoint
and elliptic for any 8, A € P*:

4.9) ALB=24, on M
3.8 =0,
{é‘i(p a.p=0, "M

The elliptic property of the above two BVPs forms the basis of the proof of
Theorem 4.9
Proof of Theoremd.9 We first show that P?-(f p, is the kernel of the BVP @2).
First, it is clear that the kernel of BVP (@.2) lies within a subset of PH' f p,- Let
v e PH f p, and also let 8 € P* satisfies the boundary conditions of @.2)), i.e. both
B and 90 satisfy the D, condition. By Green’s formula, we have
0 = (0+y,0:+B) + (0,y. 0. B) = (v, Ap)

By Corollary this implies that y must belong to the kernel of the BVP (@.2).
Thus, we conclude that PH’ f p, is the kernel of BVP #@.2). By Lemma[.4] we can
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conclude that PH f p, 1s finite-dimensional and smooth. Similar arguments using

the BVP in (@.9) will give the analogous result that PH f N, is finite-dimensional
and smooth.
To prove the Hodge decomposition 2.(i) in Theorem we first write

2 pk k k,L
L’P* = PH! |, © PHY

where PH k’L denotes the orthogonal complement. For any 8 € L*>P*, let y be its

projection to PW" . By Lemma£.4] there exists a unique ¢ € H2P* N PH %, L
that solves the BVP of #@.2),i.e. Ayp = A with A = B — y. Therefore, we can wrlte

B=y+0+(05¢) +0:(0+¢)

with y € Pﬂf,m and 0ip € H lP’I"):l. This proves the decomposition. The L>-
closedness of 0. H IPII‘)+ is implied by this decomposition using standard functional
analysis arguments.

The proof for the Hodge decomposition 2.(ii) is analogous to that for 2.(i) but
makes use of the BVP (4.9) instead. It remains to prove the decomposition 2.(iii).
Our arguments will be similar to those in [16]] to prove a similar-type decomposi-
tion with respect to the Laplace-de Rham Laplacian A,.

By the decompositions of 2.(i) and 2.(ii), we can express any 8 € L?P¥ as fol-
lows:

B=y1+0.p +0,0
B=7v2+ 0402+ 0,02

where y; € PHY |, .¢1 € H'P ! oy € H'P*' yy € PHY \ .42 € H'P! and
oy € HlP’;vtl. Now, we define ¢ = 8 — d,¢; — 0%05. We will show that ¢ € PH
when B € H'PX. This is because

(@.0:v) = (B=0101,0,v) = (B=y1 —0.+¢1.0,v) =0, forve H'P},
(0, 00v) = (B—07.02,00v)=(B—7y,—0,02,0,v) =0, forve HlP’f\Zl,

and H 1Pk and H 1Pk are dense in H'P*. Therefore, we obtain
H'P' = PH  ® 0. H'P};' 0 H'PY.

Since 0. H 1P’l‘):1 and 07 H 1P’]‘VJ:1 are closed in the L?-topology, the L?-decomposition
then follows by means of a completion argument. O

4.2.2. Fourth-order symplectic Laplacians. The fourth-order Laplacian A, has
the following Hodge decomposition.

Theorem 4.13 (Hodge decomposition for A,.).

. . o . )
1. P‘H+’ p., and P‘H+’ v, are finite-dimensional and smooth;
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2. The following decompositions hold:
(i) L°P" = PH} ,, &0, H'P}, & (0.0_)' HP",
(i) L°P" = PH} y &0, H'P"' & (0.0_)'HP}_:
(iii) L*P" = L*PH! & 0, H'P};' & (0,0 HP},__
Applying this to J3 gives the Hodge decomposition for A__.

Theorem 4.14 (Hodge decomposition for A__).

1. P‘H " and PH" N are finite-dimensional and smooth;
2. The followmg decomposmons hold:

(i) L*P" = PH" |, & (3,0_)HP}, ®0" H'P"™;
(i) L2P" = PH" & (0,0-)HP" " H'P}; ",
(i) L2P" = L2PH" & (0,0_)H*P), @ 9" H'P};".

Similar to the proof of the second-order case, we will introduce two BVPs to
prove Theorem [4.131

Proposition 4.15. The following boundary value problem is self-adjoint and ellip-
tic for any 3,1 € P":

(4.10) Avs B=[(040.)°(8:0-) + (0,8, B = A, on M
BEDis,
0:(p 01B8) =0, on OM .

d:+(p 850,058) = 0

Proof. The self-adjoint property is implied by the Green’s formulas — Lemma [3.3]
and Lemma[3.11]- and the property of the boundary condition D, ,, Corollary3.14l
Further, the Laplacian A, ., is also elliptic (see Sec. 2.4). We thus need to proof
that the linear map of condition (2) of Definition 4.1]

“4.11) \Px,f : M;—,f - Gl,x@G2’x®G3’x®G4,x

is bijective for every x € M and & € T; M\ {0} orthogonal to dp. Here, M;’g is the
space of R, -bounded solutions of

4.12) oA, (€ —idp%) ¢(r) =

and G|, ® G, represents the codomain associated with the D, boundary con-
dition which actually consists of two sets of boundary conditions as described in
Table[7l As will be clear from the calculations below, dim /\/(Jr = dim(G1 +0G2,,®
G3x®Gy ) = 2dim P"(T; M). Hence for bijectivity, we just need to show that ¥, ¢
is injective which we will do so in the following.

Note that the method of proof here is identical to that for Proposition 4.11l So
again, without lost of generality, at the point x € dM, we can work in a local
Darboux basis {w;} with metric g;; = ¢;;, and take dp = wy. And likewise, by local
symplectomorphism, it is sufficient for the proof of injectivity to just consider the
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following three cases: (Al) & = pwy for p # 0; (A2) & = pwy + gws for both
p#0and g #0;(B) ¢ =qws forg > 0.

Case (Al): Let £ = € pwy, with p > 0 and € = +1. We decompose the primitive
n-form ¢,(¢) following (3.10):

(4.13) (1) = Wi Ay (D) + w2 Ao (D) + Oz A G_y(1)

where {¢,11_1, ¢ﬁ_ 15 ‘/jz—z} are primitive forms without w; and w, components.
Using the calculation of the principal symbol of A, in (B.2)) of Appendix[Bl the

general R, -bounded solution ¢,(f) € M;§:€pw2 foroa, (—iwi0;+€pwi) dn(t) =0

can be solved straightforwardly and expressed as

(4.14) dn(t) = wi A (crll_l + ci_lt) e’ 4wy A (cfl_1 + Ci_ll) e P

+0Op A (cfl_2 + C2_2l) e P!

where all six ¢’s are constant primitive forms without components in {wy, w,}.

To check injectivity, we look at the kernel of the Wy ¢, map. First, the D,
boundary condition, expressed explicitly in local coordinates in Table [7, give us
two sets of constraints:

bi(=iw1d; + epw2)n(0) = 0 = ¢,_,(0) = 0

= ci_l =0
by(—iw10; + €pw2)n(0) = 0 = —id,¢>_(0) — ep g’ ,(0)=0

N 3 4 _ - 1
PC g — € = TLEDC,

The other two boundary conditions in (4.10) impose the following:
ba(=iw10; + €pw2)gn(0) = 0 = 05, (dp) | T (=i w13, + epw2) ¢u(0)] |,y = 0
d»(0) =0
il N _ 2 _
10¢,_1(0)— ep¢,_1(0)=0
P, =ch,=0
=1 _ 2 L3
pC,_y+c,_ +iepc, ;=0
ba(=iw1d; + epw2)$n(0) = 0 = 05.(dp) [75:0.5; (=i w1d; + epw) $u(D)] = 0
0y (_a? + Pz) ¢,3,_2|t:0 =0
[0, (=07 + p*) 81 + €0 (1 = 37) 971 || .y = 0

Altogether, the six boundary condition equations for {¢rll_ 1 ¢i_ 1,(;)3_2} above re-

quires the vanishing of all six constant c’s, and therefore, ¥, ¢=¢,w, 18 injective.
Case (A2): For this case where £ = pw;, + gws with both p # 0 and ¢ # 0, the
proof of injectivity is given in Appendix
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Case (B): Let £ = gws; (for some g > 0). The relevant decomposition which
extracts out the dependence on {w, wp, w3, ws} has 10 terms:

Ga(D) = Wi A dp_ () + W2 A g (£) + O1a A, _5(t)
= wi A [ws A72 50+ wa A vty (0 + 05, Ay 0]

@15 +wa Aws AYEL0 +wa AV, (0 + @4y Ay D)]

+Op A [ws AYE @) + wa A YWD + Oy A @) + a2, 0)]
where the 10 y(r)’s are forms without components in {wy, wy, ws, w4} and ®’3 418
as before the two-form in (4.8). To find the the general R, -bounded solution
ou(t) € M;’fz gws» WE write down the system of ordinary differential equations
o, (=iw10; + qw3) ¢,(t) = 0 for the 10 y’s using the calculation of the principal
symbol oa,, ({1w1+{2w2+{3w3) in Appendix Bl replacing ({1, {3, {3) = (=id;, 0, q).

We express the general solution of M =gy below in terms of 20 constant primitive

forms, labelled by cforl=1,...,20, that have no components in {wy, wp, w3, wa}:

13 _ .1 2 —-qt 24 _ /3 4 —qt 1234 _ /5 6 —qt
Y2 = (Cn—l + Cn—Zt)e > Y2 = (Cn—2 + Cn—lt)e > Va4 = (Cn—4 + Cn—4t)e

Yn-3 209 20 20g 20
234 1B3r, 3.2 _Jir_ 3i2
Va3 | 2 o 1 ot 4 12 0 oty o3 | 09 T 00 | a4 [ T304 T 20!
124 | — “n-3 0 n—3 1 n=3|_3it _ ﬁtz n=3| 71t _ il‘z
Yn=3 20 ~ 20 20 20
14 _
Yn—2 1 1
23 _ (.15 16 —qt 17 18 —qt
Yoo | =+, n[ e + (e, +¢, 0] 1 |e
12 _:
Yoo 0 i
5 2 5 St 3
i i
19 5 21 ,—qt 20 5 5t 31 ,—qt
+Cn—2 —3—qz+t e +Cn_2 _q_3_?+t e .
—it? —it?

For injectivity, the image of the ¥y ¢, map vanishes imposes the following
conditions:

bi(=iw18; + qw3)du()|,_, =0 = ¢,(0) =0,
= ¥2(0) = 0, y**(0) = 0, y**(0) = 0,
ba(=iw1 3 + qw3)gu(D)|,_y = 0 = 8,6, (0) + 2411’ (qws A ¢,_,(0)) = 0,
0y (0)+2igy"*(0) = 0,
= {0y%(0) =0,
0y (0) +igy'**(0) = 0,

134 1B3r, 3.2 i 32
Y3 | 7 1 oy (S 0 oty 0 | g TR0 | 10 [T200 T 00| -ar
123 n-3 0 n-3 1 n=31_3it _ ﬁtz n=3\ 71t _ it2
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3y (0) =0, 0,y (0) = 0, 9,y'2*(0) =0
i0y'*4(0) + ¢y™*(0) = 0

by(=iw10; + qw3)gn()| _, = 0 = idy'*(0) + ¢y (0) = 0
i0:y"(0) + gy'*(0) = 0,

la ,y134(0) q 123(0)

at(atz - q )71234|t:0 = 05

8407 =", =0,

190} - P + 10167 - Py L, = 0.

by(—=iw10; + qw3)¢n(t)|t:0 =0= { oty - iz9; - q2307123}| =0,

It can then be straightforwardly checked that the above 20 boundary condition
equations on the 10 y’s are only satisfied if the twenty primitive constants, ¢! for
[ =1,...,20, of the general R,-bounded solution all vanish, thus proving that the
map W, ¢, i injective. |

By a similar proof, the following is also true.

Proposition 4.16. The following boundary value problem is self-adjoint and ellip-
tic for any 3,1 € P":

(4.16) Avs B=040.)°(8:0-) + (0,8, B = A, on M
dpB)=0
04(p 0:9:8) =0, on OM .
0,0_BeN__,

With the help of the above two BVPs, we can derive the decompositions in
Theorem [.13] following very similar arguments as that in the proof of Theorem
4.9 For brevity, we will not write out the details. The key here is that the BVP
in (4.10) implies the first decomposition and the BVP in implies the second
one in Theorem .13 The third decomposition follows by combining the first two
decompositions.

4.3. Harmonic fields and boundary value problems. The Hodge decomposi-
tions in Section 4.2] can be applied to solve various boundary value problems. We
begin first with the Poincaré lemmas.

Lemma 4.17 (Poincaré lemma for d,). Let (w, J,g) be a compatible triple on a
compact symplectic manifold with boundary. Given a primitive form, A € P* with

i8] = 34°00y"** ~ 340} — 3P|, =0,

{(ia? ~ Loy - idon + (zqatz -39 )712} oo = 0.
(Sa2y™ + (402 - 0 + 4@} - 30|

=0.
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k < n, there exists a solution § € P*~! to the equation

9.p=21
if and only if A satisfies the integrability conditions:
“4.17 0.1=0 and 4,y) =0 forally e PW:M .

Proof. For any A € P* with k < n, if 1 = 9,8, then clearly A satisfies the in-
tegrability conditions of (@.17). For the converse statement, we make use of the
decomposition 2.(ii) of Theorem [.9]to express

A=Y +0.8+ 3.

for some vy’ € P?{f’ N, B E P! and ¢ € P’Z‘VJ:I . The first integrability condition
0+4 = 0 implies 9% ¢ = 0 since

0= (0:4,9) = (0:+01¢,¢) = (05¢,0,9) .

The condition (4,7y) = 0 for any y € PH f N, implies that v’ = O since we can just
set y =y and this would result in (4,y") = (y/,y’) = 0. Therefore, A = .. O

Similarly, we have the following Poincaré lemmas for the other symplectic dif-
ferential operators, which we write down here for completeness.

Lemma 4.18 (Poincaré lemma for 0%). Givena A € Pk with k < n, there exists a
solution 8 € P! to the equation

ap=A
if and only if A obeys the integrability conditions:
A=0  and () =0 forally e PH | .
Lemma 4.19 (Poincaré lemma for 0_). Given a A € PX and k < n, there exists a
solution 8 € P! to the equation
0-B=24
if and only if A obeys the integrability conditions:
0-1=0 and  (Ly) =0 forallye PH", .
Lemma 4.20 (Poincaré lemma for 8*). Given a A € PX and k < n, there exists a
solution 8 € P! to the equation
=2
if and only if A obeys the integrability conditions:
0°1=0  and  (Ly)=0 forallye PH", .

Lemma 4.21 (Poincaré lemma for d,0_). Given a A € P", there exists a solution
B € P" to the equation

8+a_ﬂ = /l
if and only if A obeys the integrability conditions:

0-1=0 and (4,y)=0 forally e PH" .
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Lemma 4.22 (Poincaré lemma for (0,0-)%). Givena A € P", there exists a solution
B € P" to the equation

@:0-y B =2
if and only if A obeys the integrability conditions:
051=0 and (4,9) =0 forally € PHY |, |

Another application of the Hodge decompositions in Section 4.2 is to show by
studying certain BVPs that the spaces of harmonic fields, PH* and PH* , are
infinite-dimensional if no boundary condition is imposed. For simplicity, we will
just describe the k < n case below.

Proposition 4.23. Given a pair of primitive forms, 1 € P* and ¢ € P*!, with
k < n, there exists a solution B € P*"'of the boundary value problem
0+f=41 on M
d+(pp) = 0+(py)  ondM

if and only if A and  obey the integrability conditions:
“4.18) 0,14=0 and A,y = f (O+(oY),y)dS forallye P?{]j .

Moreover, the solution 8 can be chosen to satisfy 978 = 0.

Proof. If there exists a solution 8 € PX! to the above BVP, then clearly A and ¢
satisfy the integrability conditions. Conversely, for £ < n, we first decompose A by
the Hodge decomposition 2.(iii) of Theorem [4.9] and write

A=v+0d,p+ 00

where v € PHX , ¢ € Pk ' ando e P"Jrl The first integrability condition 0,4 = 0
gives the condition that 8+6* =0, Wthh implies 030 = 0 since

0=(0+010,0)=(0,0,0.0).

The second integrability condition with the presence of ¢ does not imply v = 0.
Let us introduce another primitive form ¢ € P¥~! with the property that

(4.19) 3s(oY) lom = 0+(o¥) lay  and Iy =0.

This is possible since by the Hodge decomposition 2.(i) of Theorem we can
write

w:v¢+6+<p¢+(9frcr¢

where vy, € Pﬂf l% , @y € Pk_f, and oy € P*. Since 0@y € D, by Proposition
we can simply set ¢ = i — d,p, which then satisfies the two conditions in
(4.19). _ _

Let A = 0,y and again Hodge decompose A as we did above for A:



35

where v € PH* and ¢ € P’B:l. We can now define 8 = ¢ + ¢ — ¢ which satisfies
a+ﬁ =1 +7_ v,
0+(oP) lam = 0+(p¥) lom -

The second integrability condition that for any y € PHX, (1,7) = 0.8 - (v —
v),y) = fﬁ v$O+(pY),y) further implies v —v = 0. Hence, 8 is the solution for the
boundary value problem. Furthermore, ¢ and ¢ can be chosen to be 97 -closed just
as we argued for the existence of ¥ above. Therefore, 8 can satisfy 836 = 0 as
well. m|

The BVP of Proposition [4.23| can be easily modified to consider the d_ operator
instead of d., and also, the dual operators 97 and 9% as well. For instance, the
statement for the dual 9} would be as follows:

Corollary 4.24. Given a pair of primitive forms, 1 € P! and v € Pk, with
0 < k < n, there exists a solution B € P*of the boundary value problem

B =2 on M
9.(pp) =0 (py)  ondM
if and only if A and  obey the integrability conditions:

(4200 9A1=0  and (Ly) = f (05 (ow),y)dS forally e PH .
oM

Moreover, the solution 8 can be chosen to satisfy 0.8 = 0.

We now use Corollary [4.24] to prove that the space of harmonic fields without
imposing any boundary condition is infinite-dimensional.

Theorem 4.25. On a compact symplectic manifold (M, w, J, g) with smooth bound-
ary, the space PH* and PH* are infinite-dimensional for 0 < k < n.

Proof. For 0 < k < n, let us consider the boundary map
B: PH — Q1
B — 9P lom

By the definition of N, in Definition 3.8] (see also Remark 3.2)), it is clear that
B(B) = 0if and only if 8 € N, . Therefore, ker B = Pﬂf,Nﬁ which is finite-
dimensional as stated in Theorem [4.91

Further, we can show that the map B is surjective to the space 9% (0 8% P¥*1) |ss.
That is, for any y € 0% P**!, there is a 8 € PH* such that

,6=0, 9;8=0, onM
9.(0B) = 3(pw),  on OM.

From Corollary [4.24] such a 8 exists as long as the two integrability conditions
in (4.20) are satisfied. The first trivially holds since we are only interested in the
A =0 case. The second gives the condition

(4.21) (/1,7)=f (0 (o¥), y)dS =f<5i¢,7>d5,
oM M
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for any y € PH*! when 0 < k < n. Clearly, this holds as well since here
¥ € 9% P! which thus results in a zero on both sides of (#.21). With the ker-
nel of B being finite-dimensional while 97 (p 8*+Pk+1) laas 1s infinite-dimensional,
we therefore conclude that PHX for 0 < k < n must be infinite-dimensional.
Concerning PH*, we can make use of the operator J defined in Section 2.3l By
Lemmal2.7l J maps the conditions of PH' J’ﬁ into the conditions of PHX, and hence,
it is an isomorphism between the two spaces. This implies that PH* for 0 < k < n
is infinite-dimensional. m|

5. SYMPLECTIC COHOMOLOGY

In this section, we study absolute and relative primitive cohomologies on com-
pact symplectic manifolds with boundary.

5.1. Absolute primitive cohomologies. Recall the symplectic elliptic complex
reviewed in Section 2:

0 9+ PO 94 Pl 9+ . 9+ Pn—l 94 > Pt
(5.1)
|o-a-
0 0- PO 9- Pl 0- 0- Pn—l ¢ 9- P

Tseng and Yau studied the cohomologies of this complex in [23]], which we shall
write as follows:

ker 8, N PX(M)

k _ _
PH,(M) = I fork=0,1,2,...,n-1,
PH"(M) = ker8+(9__r11 PY (M) ’
0P =1 (M)
kerd_ N P"(M)
PH"(M) = ————=,
-(M) 0,0_PY(M)
k
pHE(y = K0P k012, 1.
8_P’<+1(M)

On closed manifolds, the ellipticity of the complex (3.1 implies that the above
cohomologies are finite-dimensional. (For their properties in the closed manifold
case, see [20,123].) In fact, the finite-dimensionality extends to the case of mani-
folds with boundary as we explained in the below proposition, where we also give
a simple algebraic proof that the index of the elliptic complex (3.1)) is always zero.

Proposition 5.1. On a compact symplectic manifold with boundary, the corre-
sponding cohomologies of primitive elliptic complex of (3.1) are finite-dimensional
and the index of the complex is zero.
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Proof. We recall the following isomorphisms from [20] which hold on symplectic
manifolds with boundary:
(5.2) PHY(M) = coker[L: H*>(M) — H*(M)] @ ker[L: H*"'(M) — H*"'(M)]
(5.3) PH*(M) = coker[L: H*'"*"'(M) — H*" 1 (M)]
@ker[L: H" (M) — H* (M)

Since the de Rham cohomology H*(M) is finite-dimensional for a manifold with
boundary, the kernels and the cokernels of L: H*(M) — H*(M) are also finite-
dimensional. Therefore, the isomorphisms (5.2)-(5.3) above imply that PHX (M)
and PH* (M) are both finite-dimensional, for 0 < k < n.

Consider the index of this complex:

n n
index = » (= D*dim PHE(M) = " (~1)'dim PHE(M).
k=0 k=0
Since the Lefschetz map is a linear map on H*(M), we have the linear relation

(5.4) dim coker L|; — dimker L|;; = dim H/** — dim H’ .
Together with the isomorphism (3.2)) above, this imply
dim PHX = dim coker L|j—> + dim ker L|zi-1
= dim H* — dim H*"2 + dim ker L]y + dimker L|z-:
Note that for k = 0, 1, this gives
dim PH? = dim H°,
dim PH! = dim H' + dimker Lz .
The alternating sum of dim PH* results in
n
(5.5) Z(—l)kdim PH* = (=1)" (dim H" + dim ker L|ga-1) + (=1)""'dim H"".
k=0
Similarly, for PHF, we have
dim PH* = dim coker L|gzu«-1 + dim ker L]+
= dim coker L|gzu«-1 + dim coker L|gzi + dim H*'™* — dim H?'~*+2
with
dim PH° = dim H*"
dim PH' = dim H*""! + dim coker L|z2:-2 .
This results in the alternating sum

(5.6)

Z(— Dkdim PH* = (=1)" (dim coker L|gu-1 + dim H") + (=1)""'dim H"™*!.
k=0
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Subtracting (5.6) from (5.3) and then applying again the relation (5.4)), we obtain
that the index is zero. m|

Now for each primitive absolute cohomology, we can identify a unique harmonic
field representative for each cohomology class. This follows immediately from the
following Hodge decompositions for k < n,

P* = PH; y & 0.P @ 0,Py!
k _ k k+1 * pk—1
Pi=PH: y & 0_-P @ 0_Py ',
from Theorems [4.912.(ii) and [4.1012.(ii), respectively, and in the case of k = n,

P"=PH! \ ©0.P"" ®(0,0-)P}__,
P"=PH", @ (0.0 )P" &0 Py,

from Theorems [4.1312.(ii) and [4.1412.(ii). These four decompositions immediately
gives an isomorphism between absolute primitive cohomology and the space of
harmonic fields with {N,, N_, N__} boundary conditions.

Theorem 5.2. Let (M, w) be a compact symplectic manifold with a smooth bound-
ary. Let (w, J, g) be a compatible triple on M. Then there are isomorphisms:

(5.7) PHY(M) = PHY (M), PH*(M) = PH" , (M),
fork < nand
(5.8) PH'{(M) = PH} (M), PH"(M)=PH", (M).

Note that Theorem also implies the finiteness of the absolute primitive co-
homologies since the spaces of harmonic fields on the right hand side of the iso-
morphisms in (3.7)-(5.8) are all finite-dimensional following Theorems [£.9]
4.13] 4141 More noteworthily, the above isomorphisms demonstrate that the di-
mensions of PH' f N (M), PH ’_‘ ~.(M), for k < n, and the dimensions of PH M),
PH?™ , (M) are all symplectic invariants and independent of the metric needed to
define harmonic fields. In fact, the dimensions of the primitive harmonic fields with
Dirichlet-type boundary conditions are also symplectic invariants. This follows
from Lemmas[2.71and which imply that the operator . induces the following
isomorphisms on harmonic fields:

(5.9) PHY (M) = PHE (M), PH* , (M) = PH, \ (M),
for degree k < n and
(5.10) PH? ,, (M) =PH", (M), PH",(M)=PH?, (M).

Therefore, the space of harmonic fields with symplectic boundary conditions, i.e.
D.,N.,D,,,and N__, represent symplectic invariants.
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5.2. Relative primitive cohomologies. For manifolds with boundary, the de Rham
complex can be restricted to forms that satisfy the Dirichlet boundary condition

o _ ¢ 1 _ 4 2 _ ¢
0 Q) Q) Q,
The cohomology associated with this elliptic complex,
. kerd N Qf
HM,0M)= — =, fork=0,1,...,2n,
ko—l
D

is called the relative cohomology with respect to the boundary since €2}, consists
of forms that vanish when pulled-back to the boundary manifold oM.

For primitive forms with boundary conditions, we can write down the following
differential complex:

P F) F) P
0 + 1 L + n—1 + n
0 —— PD+ —_— PD+ PD+ S PD++

(5.11) lma_

0_ 0 0_ 1 a_ a_
0 —— P «—— P}

prl 2 pr

By Lemmas[3.16]and[3.17] this complex is well-defined. For instance, 9, preserves
the boundary condition D, 0_ preserves D_, and 0,0_ maps a primitive form with
D, condition into one with D_ condition. In analogy with the relative de Rham
complex which imposes the Dirichlet boundary condition on forms, we call the

cohomologies corresponding to the complex (5.11)) relative primitive cohomologies
and denote them by

kerd, N Py, (M)

PH*(M, M) = , fork=0,1,2,...,n—1,
D : 4P (M)
kerd,0- NP}, (M)
PH"(M,dM) = SR
0P (M)
kerd_ N P}, (M)
PH"(M, M) = -
0,0_P, (M)
kerd_ N Pk (M)
PH*(M, M) = -~ . fork=0,1,2,...,n—1.

a_P5 (M)
We emphasize that the standard Dirichlet and Neumann boundary conditions are
not suitable here since they are not preserved by the differential operators (94, 0-)
in this complex.
Using the decompositions we obtained in Sectiond.2] we can immediately show
that the relative cohomologies are isomorphic to the spaces of harmonic fields with
D.,D_, or D, boundary conditions.

Theorem 5.3. Let (M, w) be a compact symplectic manifold with a smooth bound-
ary. Let (w, J, g) be a compatible triple on M. We have the following isomorphisms:

(5.12) PHY(M,0M) = PH} , (M), PH“(M,0M) = PH* ;, (M),



40 LI-SHENG TSENG AND LIHAN WANG

fork < nand
(5.13) PH{(M,0M) = PH} ;, (M), PH(M,0M)=PH" ,(M).

Proof. The isomorphisms follows directly from the following Hodge decomposi-
tions:

P = PH}, ®d.P5' @0, P!
Pk = PHY, @d0_P5eor P!,

of Theorem [4.912.(i) and Theorem [4.1012.(i), respectively, in the case of k < n, and
fork=n

P"=PH},, ®0.P) ' &(0.0-)P",
P"=PH" |, &(.0)P}, &0 P,
of Theorem [4.1312.(1) and Theorem (4. 1412.(1) O

Interestingly, the relative primitive cohomology is naturally paired with the ab-
solute primitive cohomology.

Theorem 5.4. On a compact symplectic manifold (M, w) with smooth boundary
OM, we have the following for k = 0,1,...,n,

(5.14) PH*(M) = PH*(M,0M),  PH*(M) = PH*(M,0M),
and the corresponding non-degenerate pairings
(5.15) PH*(M) ® PH*(M,0M) — R

Kk 1) wn—k
Bl e — ) g

(5.16) PH*(M) ® PHX(M,0M) — R

Kk 1) wn—k
Bl ® [ — (D me/\ﬂ/\/l

Proof. The isomorphisms between absolute and relative primitive cohomologies
are obtained by the following: (i) isomorphisms of the cohomologies with the cor-
responding harmonic field spaces given in Theorems and 3.3} (ii) the isomor-
phisms between the harmonic fields (5.9)-(5.10).

Regarding the pairing, we shall give the arguments for the first pairing (3.13)) as
that for the second pairing (5.16) are similar. Let (w, J, g) be a compatible triple.
We recall first the relation for primitive forms under the action of the Hodge star
operator * with respect to the metric g (see e.g. [23]]):

ke @K
FAe= DT e

where 1, € P¥ and J is the conjugate operator defined in (Z.7) with respect to J.
Using this, we can re-write the integral in (5.15)) as

AT,

k(k+1 n—k
(—1)¥fﬁA “ /\/l=f,8A*J‘1(/l)=(:TB,/l)-
M (n—k)! M
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We show that the pairing (5.13)) is well-defined, that is, the integral only depends
on the cohomology classes. Consider first taking 8 + d.¢ as the representative of
PH ﬁ (M) with ¢ € P¥!. The additional d,- exact term has no contribution since

(J040, ) = (T0.T (T, ) = (0200 =k + )T ¢, 1)

=k + )| (T, - fa (Feoaldonds| =0,

where, in the first line, the conjugate relation between 9, and §* of Lemmal2.7]was
used, and the second line vanishes since 4 € D_ and also d_-closed. Alternatively,
if we consider instead the representative A + d_o for PH*(M,0M) with o € P"Jr_1
and kK < n, or A + 0,0_o for PH"(M,0M) with o € P”DH , then the additional
contribution would be

(IB,0-0) = (0(IP),0) =0,

or

(IB,0+0-0) = (0,0-(IP),0) =0,

which similarly vanishes since 4,8 = 0 implies that 6*(JB) = 0 (again using
Lemmal[2.7)) and the boundary condition on o-. Clearly, the exact terms do not con-
tribute to the integral, and therefore, the pairing only depends on the cohomology
classes.

To show non-degeneracy, we use the isomorphisms in (5.7)-(5.8) and (5.12)-
(513) to choose B € PH¥(M) and A € PH*(M,0M) to be the harmonic rep-
resentatives of their respective cohomology classes, i.e. 8 € P‘H’;M(M) and

A€ PH* p (M). Further, if we take 4 = /3, then the pairing becomes
Be1— (IBIB = IIBI,
which is non-zero as long as 8 # 0. |

5.3. Relative Lefschetz maps. Recall that the kernels and cokernels of the Lef-
schetz maps

L : H*(M) —» H*?(M)

can be characterized by various primitive cohomologies as in (5.2)-(3.3). But with
OM not vanishing, we can additionally consider studying Lefschetz maps on forms
with boundary conditions. In fact, Lefschetz maps on €, i.e. forms with the
Dirichlet boundary condition, are well-defined since

L:0k — &2,

To see this, suppose 1 € QK | that is wy A 1 lom = 0 where locally w; = dp. Then,
clearly L(n) =w An € ngz since

wi AL lom = w A1 A1) lom = 0.
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With this property, we can ask whether the short exact sequences of Lefschetz
maps on Q* without any boundary condition in [20]]

0 — o2 1, or T

Pk 0,

(517) 0 N Qn—l L N Qn+1 > 0
0 Pk *r an—k L N QZn—k+2 > 0
for k = 0,1,...,n, have analogues when the Dirichlet boundary condition is im-

posed. It turns out that most but not all of the exact sequences above can be ex-
tended to the Dirichlet boundary condition case. Let us first describe when Lef-
schetz maps on €, are injective or surjective.

Lemma 5.5. On a symplectic manifold (M*", w) with non-trivial boundary, the

Lefschetz maps have the following properties:
o L: Q’B‘z - Q’B is injective for 2<k<n+1;

. Ok 2n—k+2 P
o L: Q" — QfF is surjective for 2 <k <n.

Proof. The injective property follows from the first two exact sequences of
and that L : Q’I")‘2 - Q’l‘) is well-defined. For the surjective property, we need to
show that for any n € Qan—k+2 and 2 < k < n, thereis an u € QzD"‘k such that
L(u) = n. But already, the third sequence of (3.17) gives surjectivity when no
boundary condition is imposed. Hence, we only need to demonstrate surjectivity
of the Lefschetz map at local neighborhoods of the boundary dM with the Dirichlet
boundary condition added. For this near boundary analysis, it suffice to work in the
local Darboux basis {w;} of one-forms from Section 3.2.3]
First note that we can decompose a (2n — k + 2)-form, 7, in the following way:

(5.18) N=0"" PN Bra+ 0 A k)
where B, € Pk=2 and Er—yg € QF 4. That ne Qg"k” imposes the condition

AW ABra+wAwp Aér_a) lom -

Let us focus on the wy A Br—2 |gn term in (5.19). We apply the local decomposition
of (3.10) to Br-2:

7l 52 73 %
(520) ,Bk—Z = Wi /\,Bk_3 + w» /\ﬂk—3 + @12 Aﬂk—4 +,32_2
where the primitive forms 3'’s here do not have any components in wy or w,. Then

. - _
w1 A B2 lam = (Wl AWa ABi s+ Wi AOpR ABL_y + Wi /\,32_2) lom

- H+1
=(W1/\ﬁ2_2+

(5.19) 0=wi AR lom = "2

1
—® 4+ —
H+?2 12 H+2w

Substituting the above expression into (5.19), implies that Bi_3 lom = 0, since a
non-vanishing Bi_3 would lead to terms that can not be cancelled out by the second
term in (5.19) which must contain a w. Therefore, if we write

) 3
ABi3+ w1 AOp /\ﬁk_4) lom

(5.21) wi A Bi=2 lam = (@r—1 + 0 A 9r_3) lom
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where ¢y_1, @3 are primitive forms, then
@1 lom = wi ABy_s lom
33
w1 AO ABi_ylom -

Note that (5.19) imposes no condition on ,32_2 along dM, since by primitivity,
W"*2 A @1 = 0. On the other hand, for Bi_ 4> (0.19) implies

w A Q-3 lom

(5.22) (Wi A @ ABLy +wAwi Aéia) lom = 0.
We can now write down a u € Qan—k such that L(u) = 7. Define
u=w"*A (,Bk + WA Proa + W A fk—4) ,

where By_» and &4 are those in (5.18) and B, € P* is a primitive k-form with its
value on the boundary specified by S;_»:

Br lomr = (H +2) 0(0:+:02)(dp) Br—2 lom
= (H +2)II(w1 Awz A Bi2) lom
(5.23) =(H+1)@n AB, lom

where in the second line, we have noted that (0.0 )(dp) Bx-2» = II(wy Awy ABr=2),
and in the third line, we have substituted in the decomposition of (3.20). Clearly,

ANBr2+twAéa)=17.

Moreover, we can check that u also satisfies the Dirichlet boundary condition:

L(u) = w”_k“ A (ﬂk +wA By + w2 A fk_4) = w”"”z

wi AUy = 0" A (Wl ABi+ A wi Aol + 0 Awy A fk—4) ot
=" A (= wiAwABL o AW ABL, +wi AO AR
2
W AW A fk—4) lonm
=0,
having applied (5.20)-(5.23). O

The injectivity and surjectivity of the Lefschetz maps on Q7 can be incorporated
into the following exact sequences.

Proposition 5.6. The following sequences are exact for 0 < k < n:

L I1
0o — 0?2 — of —— P’;L — 0
L I1
0 — Q2 — o —— Pl —— 0
.
* L

0 — P}, — Q) — Q2 —— 0

® L
0 — P, —— oIk —

Proof. By Proposition 3.19]and Lemma[5.3] these sequences are well-defined. To
see the exactness of the first two set of sequences, we only need to show that
kerI1 lQ’b C L(Q]B_z) for k < n. In this case, consider for any n € QkD such that
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17 = 0. Then we can write 7 = w A & for some & € Q¥2. Since 17 € D, this gives
the condition

(5.24) wi Aoy = w AW A&) lay =0

But by (5.17), L is injective when acting on Q/ for j < n—1. Hence, (5.24) implies
thatwy Aélgyy =0 oré € Q’I")_z.

To see the exactness of the third and the fourth set of sequences, we only need
to show that ker LIQ%)H - >x<r(P’I‘)7) when k < n. Letnow n € QzD"‘k for k < n such

that w A = 0. Then by the third exact sequence of (5.17)), there exists an & € PX
such that 7 = %.& = "% A & Here, it is convenient to express the D boundary
condition on 7 differentially as d(on) |spr = O as described in Remark 3.21 This
implies

0=don) lom = d(p[w"™ A€ law = " Ad(p&) lom
=" FA[0,(pE) +wADI_(pO)] lom
=" NI (E) lom = *0-(0 &) lom

Hence, we obtain & € P]Z), . O

Remark 5.7. With Proposition we have reproduced with boundary conditions
the top and the bottom exact sequences of (3.17). However, for the middle se-
quence, Lemmal3.3tells us that

. n—1 n+1
L: Q5 — Q" ,

is injective, but not surjective in general. We will see this in the discussion of
examples in next section.

That the Lefschetz operator L has a well-defined action on €, allows us to
consider the action of Lefschetz maps on relative de Rham cohomologies which
are defined over Q)

L : HY(M, M) — H*">(M, oM).

These Lefschetz maps turn out to be related to the relative primitive cohomologies
PH*(M,d0M) analogous to the absolute case. Immediately, from the short exact
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sequences of Proposition we can write down two commutative diagrams:

0 QL Q! —— Pl —— 0
| | |-
0 a2 L, on P 0
D D D,_
and
e L 2
0 py Q —— Q2 —— 0
la_ ld ld
0 ‘PZ;l *r S);;l __li_é gngS — 50

These two commutative diagrams imply two long exact sequences of cohomologies
linking PH’;(M, 0M) with Lefschetz maps on H*(M, 0M) for k < n. However, by
Remark [3.7] we are not able to extend the long exact sequence of cohomologies
through PH'} (M, M) with Lefschetz maps. To relate PH; (M, 0M) with Lefschetz
maps on H*(M,dM) for all k = 0, 1, ..., n, we will make use of harmonic fields as
in the proof of the theorem below.
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Theorem 5.8. On a symplectic manifold (M*", w) with non-trivial boundary OM,
we have the following isomorphisms:
PHY(M, M) = coker[L: H**(M,dM) — H"(M,dM)]
@ ker[L: H'(M,dM) — H*"\(M,dM)], k=0,1,...,n,
PH*(M,0M) = coker[L: H*'*'(M,0M) —» H*" ¥\ (M, 0M)]
@ ker[L: H*" (M, 0M) —» H*"*2(M,0M)], k=0,1,...,n.

Proof. From (3.14) and (5.2)-(3.3), we have
PH*(M,0M) = PH*(M) = coker[L: H*"*1(M) —» H* *1 (M)
@ ker[L: H*" K (M) —» H*" "2 (M),
PH*(M,0M) = PH*(M) = coker[L: H*2(M) — H*(M)]
@ ker[L: H (M) —» H (M) .
Thus, it suffices to show that

(5.25)
ker[L: HX(M) — H*(M)] = coker[L: H*"*"2(M,dM) — H*" (M, dM)]

(5.26)

coker[L: HY(M) —» H*"?(M)] = ker[L: H*" % 2(M,dM) — H*" K (M, dM))
for all k. To obtain such relations, we recall that by Lefschetz duality, H*(M) =
H> KM, oM). A way to see this follows from the equivalence of HYM) = H Ili,(M )
and H*(M, M) = ‘H,’:‘,(M) and that the map by the Hodge star, * : 7-(};(M) -
?{lz)"_k(M ), is an isomorphism (see, for example [16]]). There is also a non-degenerate
pairing that is well-defined on cohomology:

(5.27) H*M) ® H" *M,0M)— R
moe [ —><—1)"an§.
M

With # x = (= 1)¥ acting on Q¥(M), we can express this pairing in terms of the usual
inner product

(—D"fn/\§=fn/\*(*§)=(n,*§)-
M M

And since the adjoint L* = (=1)* L, we have
(Lo,x&)=(d,*LE)

where ¢ € QF=2(M). 1t is then clear that for every [@] € ker Lly-2(yy, there exists
a corresponding [¢] € H¥%2(M, M) such that [¢] € coker L|gan-+pgom)- Such
a cohomology pair, ([¢], [{]), is related as follows: let ¢ € [¢] be the harmonic
representative i.e. ¢ € HY2(M), then ¢ € HZF**2(M,0M) and ¢ = [y]. This
gives an isomorphism between ker L|gx-2(37y and coker L{ gk, 9p)-
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Likewise, if [£] € ker L|gan-r-2(p19m) and & € [£] is the harmonic representative,
ie. &¢ Wé"_k_z(M, OM), then & € 7{]’§,+2(M) and the associated cohomology
class [« &] € coker L|yxyyy - This gives an isomorphism between ker L| a2y a1
and coker Ll pp- |

6. EXAMPLES

We calculate here the absolute and relative primitive cohomologies for two sym-
plectic manifolds with boundary: (i) an interval times a five-torus, I X T3; (i) a
three ball times a three-torus, B> x T>. For each case, we write down the basis of
harmonic fields satisfying certain specific boundary conditions. These two simple
examples will allow us to make evident some of the differences between primitive
cohomology and de Rham cohomology on symplectic manifolds with boundary.

We note that the two examples we study are both Kéhler. However, in the case
of a non-vanishing boundary, standard properties of closed Kiéhler manifolds may
no longer hold. For instance, the symplectic structure need not be in a non-trivial
class and the Hard Lefschetz property may not hold. Interestingly, in example (i),
we demonstrate clearly the dependence of the absolute and relative cohomologies
on the symplectic structure. In short, different symplectic structures on a manifold
can give different dimensions for the absolute and relative cohomologies. This is
in contrast to the case of closed Kihler manifold where it was shown in [20] that
the dimension of primitive cohomologies are invariant under change of the Kihler
class.

6.1. IXT3. Let M = [0,1]x T3, the direct product of the 5—torus and the interval.
To set notation, let us define M by modding out the following identification from
[0, 11X R :

(X1, Y1, X2, ¥2, X3, ¥3) ~ (X1, Y1 + @, X2 + b,yr + ¢, x3 +d, y3 + e),

with a, b, c,d,e € Z. We choose {dx;,dy;} as the generating basis for Q*(M). The
boundary is given by

0
OM = {0} x T° U {1} x T° with dp = +dx,, il = o,
X1
where plus sign is for the {0} x 7> boundary and the minus sign for {1} x T°. We
consider the standard symplectic structure and Riemannian metric with

w= de,-/\dy,-, Jdx; = dy;.
i

The de Rham cohomology and primitive cohomology can be straightforwardly
calculated and expressed in a basis of harmonic fields satisfying Neumann-type
boundary conditions. (For the tables in this section, the roman indices {i, j, [} can
take any value from 1 to 3 except as indicated, and we have suppressed the wedge
product symbol “A” in all the forms for notational simplicity.)



48

LI-SHENG TSENG AND LIHAN WANG

k | dim HY(M) Basis in HX (M)

0 1 1

1 5 dx;, dy;, i # 1

2 10 dxrdxs, dxidyj, dyjdyl, i#1

3 10 dxydxzdyy, dxidy jdy;, dy dy)dys, i # 1,

4 5 dxodxsdyjdy;, dxdydy,dys,i # 1

5 1 dxzdx3dy1dy2dy3

6 0 0
k | dim PHX (M) Basis in PH} (M)
0 1 1
1 5 dx;, dyj, i#1
2 9 dxydxy, dxidy;, i # 1,0 # j

dxadys — dxzdys, dy;dy,
3 10 dxydxzdyy, dxydydys, dxsdyidy,, dyidy,dys,
dy(dxadys> — dx3dys), x1dy|(dxadys — dx3dys),
xidxydxzdyy, xidxady dys, xidxzdyidys, x1dydy>dys
k [ dim PH* (M) Basis in PH" (M) or PH? ,, (M)
0 0 0
1 1 dy1
2 5 dyrdx;, dyidy;, i # 1
dxidy) — 3(dxady, — dxzdys)
3 9 dxydxzdyy, dxydydys, dxsdydy,, dyidy,dys
dxy(dxidyy — dx3dys), dx3(dxidy; — dxady»),
(dxady, — dxzdys)dy, (dxi1dy) — dxzdys)dys, (dxi1dy) — dxadyr)dys

The absolute primitive cohomology can be most easily calculated by Lefschetz
maps as in (5.2)-(3.3). From the tables above, we find certain relations between de
Rham cohomology and primitive cohomology. For instance, notice that the basis
for PH’fr(M ) are exactly the primitive subset of the basis of H*(M), for k < 3.

For relative cohomology, we find the following:

k | dim H*(M, dM) Basis in HE (M)

0 0 0

1 1 dxy

2 5 dxldx,-,dxldyj

3 10 dxidxydxs, dx\dx;dy;,dx,dyjdy,

4 10 dxidxydxsdy;, dx\dx;dy ;dy;, dx,dydy)dys,
5 5 dxidxydx3dy;dy;, dx\dx;dy dy,dy;

6 1 dxldxzdx3dy1dy2dy3
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k | dim PH* (M, M) Basis in PH} (M) or PH; , (M)
0 0 0
1 1 dxl
2 5 dxidx;, dxdy;, i # 1
dxidy) — 3(dxody, — dxzdy3)
3 9 dxldX2dX3, dxldxzdy3, dxldx3dy2,
dxidydys, (dxpdy, — dxzdys)dx,
(dx1dyy — dxzdys)dxz, (dxydyy — dxady2)dx;
(dx1dyy — dxzdys)dy,, (dx1dy; — dxady>)dys
k | dim PH*(M, OM) Basis in PH* ;) (M)
0 1 T
1 5 dx]', dyi,i #1
2 9 dyrdys,dxidy;,i # 1,i # j
dxjdxy, dxydy, — dxzdys,
3 10 dxldxzdx3, dxldxzdy3 , dxldx3dy2, dxldygdy3
dx(dxady, — dxzdy3), x1dxi(dxady; — dxzdys),
xldxldxzdx3, xldxldxzdy3, xldxldx3dy2, xldxldyzdy3

Here, the relative de Rham cohomology can be obtained by the standard long exact
sequence

... — H"M,dM) — H*(M) — HYOM) — ...

while the relative primitive cohomology can be calculated using the Lefschetz map
relations in Theorem [5.8]

Clearly, the elements of the absolute cohomology are different from those of the
relative ones. For example, dx; is certainly d-exact and so is trivial in absolute
cohomology. However, it is a non-trivial element of H (M, M) and PH }r (M,oM)
since there is no linear function of x; that satisfies the Dirichlet condition at both
ends of the interval, x; = 0 and x; = 1. Notice also that the results of the
above tables satisfy the pairing isomorphism of Theorem The pair of co-
homologies - {PH*(M), PH*(M,0M)} and {PH*(M), PH*(M,OM)} - are related
by a J-conjugation. Regarding Lefschetz maps on €, it is clear that that L :
Q"D‘l — Q”D+1 is not surjective (as noted in Remark [5.7) as, for example, the ele-
ment dxdy dy,dys € Q4D in the table above does not have a pre-image in QzD under
the Lefschetz map.

6.2. B3> x T3. Now consider M = B® x T3, the direct product of the unit ball in R
and a three-torus. Again to set notation, we define M by modding out the following
identification from B x R3:

(X1, X2, X3, ¥1,¥2,¥3) ~ (X1, X2, x3,y1 + a,y2 + b,y3 + ¢),a,b,c € Z

with x% + x% + x% < 1. The boundary is given by

9
OM =S*xT*: (} + 23+ 23 = 1), withdp = = > xidx;, il = —in%.
i i !



50 LI-SHENG TSENG AND LIHAN WANG

We consider first the standard symplectic form and Riemannian metric:

w:dei/\dyi, Jdx; = dy;.

Then Jdp = —) x;dy;. Moreover, the symplectic form here is exact since w = da

1
with @ = }.x;dy;. The boundary in this case is said to be of contact type and the
Reeb vector field is given by in%.
With w being exact, the Lefschetz map L: H*(M) — H*?(M) trivially maps all
elements to zero. This leads to the following isomorphisms for 1 < k < n:

PH*(M) = H*'(M)y® H*(M), PH*(M) = H*" (M) H*" " (M).

In particular, we find the following for the de Rham and primitive cohomology in
the absolute case:

k [ dim H*(M) | Basis in HY(M)

0 1 1

1 3 dyy,dy>, dys

2 3 dy,- dy j

3 1 dyidy, dys

4,5,6 0 0
k | dim PHY(M) Basis in PH (M)
0 1 T
1 4 dyy,dy,,dys, a
2 6 dy;dy;, ady;
3 4 dy dysdys, a dy;dy;
k | dim PHX(M) | Basis in PH* (M) or PH® ,, (M)
0,1,2 0 0 ’

3 1 dydy>dy;

Of note here is the presence of @ as a non-trivial element of PH}r(M). Since
da = w, a is d;-closed but not d-closed. For relative cohomologies, we obtain
the following:

k | dimH"(M,0M)| Basis in HL(M)
0,1,2 0 0

3 1 dxldxde3

4 3 dxidxydxzdy;

5 3 dxidxydxsdy;dy;

6 1 dxldyldxzdyzdx3dy3
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k | dim PHY(M,dM) | Basis in PH} ,(M) or PH. ;, (M)
0,1,2 0 0

3 1 dxldxde3

k | dim PHX(M, M) Basis in PH* , (M)

0 1 1

1 4 dxi,dx;,dxs3,dp

2 6 dx;dx;,dp dx;,

3 4 dxidxydxs, dp dx;dx;

Here, the dimension of PH* (M, 0M) is greater than that of H n=k(M, M), again in
contrast to that in the first example.

For closed Kahler manifold, it is known that the dimension of PH’i(M) is a
constant with respect to different Kihler structures [20]]. This is due to the existence
of the hard Lefschetz property which implies a Lefschetz decomposition of the de
Rham cohomology. However the hard Lefschetz property do not in general hold
when the boundary is not vanishing. Hence, in the case of manifold with boundary,
the dimension of the cohomology PHX (M) may vary as the symplectic structure
varies. To demonstrate this, let us consider again M® = B3 x T3 but now with a
different symplectic form and complex structure:

W =dx; Ndx; +dy; ANdy, +dys Ndxz,
Jdxy =dx,, Jdy) =dy,, Jdys =dxz.

Though this symplectic form is not exact, it still represents a Kihler structure.
Moreover, J dp = —x1dxy + xpdx; + x3dys whose corresponding vector is V =
—X1 % + xzﬁ 3%. Of course, the de Rham cohomology and the relative de
Rham cohomology being topological remains unchanged. However, the primitive
cohomology and relative primitive cohomology are now different.

k | dim PH*(M) Basis in P‘H’j’ )

0 1 1

1 3 dyy,dys,dys

2 4 dy,dys, dy,dys,

(x0dx1 — x1dx2 + 2x3dy3)dy;, i =1,2
3 3 (x1dxp — x2dx1)(dy1dy> — dy3dx3) + x3dy3(dx1dxy — dy;dy>),
(xldxz - xzdxl)dy3dy,-, = 1,2

k [ dim PHX(M) Basis in PH® (M)

0,1,2 0 0
1 (dx1dxy — dy dy;)dys
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k | dim PHY.(M,0M) | Basis in Basis in PHY (M) or PH; |, (M)
0,1,2 0 0

3 1 (dxldxz - dyldyg)dx3

k [ dim PH (M, M) Basis in PH* | (M)

0 1 1

1 3 dy1 , dyz, dX3

2 4 dyldx3, dyde3,

(xldxl + XQdXQ - 2X3dX3)dy,', I = 1,2
3 3 (x1dx2 + xpdx1)(dy1dy, — dysdx3)
—x3dys3(dxidxy — dydyr),
(x1dx1 + xpdx)dysdy;, i = 1,2

Clearly, the dimensions of PH’j(M) and PH*(M,dM) differ for the symplectic
structure @ as compared to those for w.

7. DIScUSSION

In this paper, we established Hodge theory for primitive cohomologies on sym-
plectic manifolds with boundary. In order to obtain a unique harmonic represen-
tative in each primitive cohomology class, we are required to impose on harmonic
fields new Dirichlet- and Neumann-type boundary conditions that are dependent
on the symplectic structure. For those cohomologies associated with fourth-order
symplectic Laplacians, the natural boundary conditions additionally involve deriva-
tives.

We associated harmonic fields with Dirichlet-type symplectic boundary condi-
tions with what we have called relative primitive cohomologies. In differential
topology, relative de Rham cohomology is well-defined for any submanifold N
embedded in M. Leti: N — M be the inclusion map. Then, there is a relative
de Rham complex defined by elements Qﬁ(M, N) = QM) & QF1(N) with the
differential d given by

d(n,&) = (dn,i'n—d¢) .

Such a differential squares to zero and results in the relative de Rham cohomology,
which we shall denote here by HIIE(M, N). (For a reference, see [3]].) In the case of
N = 0M, it is well-known that

HY(M,0M) = HY(M, M)

with HX(M, dM) being the standard de Rham cohomology defined over Q’B(M),
i.e. forms satisfying the Dirichlet boundary conditions.

The isomorphism above begs the question whether the relative primitive coho-
mologies defined over forms with {D., D,, D_} boundary conditions in Section
also have a description in terms of a “relative” complex similar to the de Rham
case. To just generalize the relative de Rham complex by restricting Q* to prim-
itive forms and replacing the differential with the appropriate symplectic operator
from the triplet (0,0, d,0-) that appear in the primitive elliptic complex of (3.1))
would run into an immediate obstacle: N = dM is odd-dimensional, and hence,
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there is no general notion of a primitive form defined on M. (If N happens to be
a symplectic submanifold of M, then such a relative complex would make sense
[21].)

To side-step this issue, we propose here considering a relative complex not with
respect to N, but instead with respect to a closed tubular neighborhood of N which
we will label by Ny. With the map i : Ny < M be the inclusion, the pullback i*w
then defines a symplectic structure on Nr. This would allow us to proceed to define
a relative complex (Pgr(M, Nt), d) with elements P%(M, N7) = Pl (M)a P (Ny).
Here, the vector space Pl with I = 0,1,2,...,2n + 1, are just primitive spaces
but sequenced by the order of their appearance in the primitive elliptic complex in
(G.I). Specifically,

P! if0<l<n
7.1 P = 1<
(7.1) {Iﬂ"“—l ifn+1<1<2n+1.

which following (3.1)) is acted upon by the differential operator

04 if0<l<n-1,
(7.2) 0y=4-0,0- ifl=n,
-0_ ifn+1<j<2n+1.

(The extra minus signs make (P*, d;) coincide with the algebra #7=" in [20].) The
differential @ acting on the relative element (8,y) € P%(M, Nr7) would then be
standardly given by

dB.y) = (0B, i'B = Oi1y) .

We will denote the resulting relative cohomology by PHR(M, Nr). In the case,
where N = OM, Ny = (0M)y would be a closed collar neighborhood of oM.
We then expect that PHi(M, (0M)r) is isomorphic to the relative cohomology
PH*(M,0M) defined in Section

We emphasize that the above relative primitive cohomology PHy(M, Nt) can
be defined for any embedded submanifold N of M and this includes the interesting
case where N is a Lagrangian submanifold. This is of particular relevance for a
system of equations that arose in physics which constrains six-dimensional, sym-
plectic Calabi-Yau manifolds with special Lagrangians playing the role of source
charges [19,124]]. (Here, we follow the usage of the term “Calabi-Yau” to mean
the existence of an SU(3) holonomy structure with respect to a connection that
may have torsion.). A six-dimensional, symplectic Calabi-Yau can be labelled by
(M®, w,Q), where Q here is a non-vanishing (3, 0)-form that defines an almost
complex structure on M® and w is a symplectic (1, 1)-form. The physical system
requires that the (3, 0) form Q satisfies:

dRe Q=0
dd*e™ Im Q = p;
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with py being the Poincaré-dual current of a special Lagrangian submanifold L C
M and

e_zfzéiQ/\ﬁ
4 o

In [24], the above system was related to a Maxwell type system for (Re Q). Hence,
in analogy with the relationship between Maxwell’s equations and relative de Rham
cohomology, we expect that the relative primitive cohomology PH;‘Q(M, L) should
be relevant for measuring the source charges of the physical system and in under-
standing its space of solutions. It is also an interesting question whether PH(M, L)
can be described by forms with certain prescribed boundary conditions when asymp-
totically close to L. (When p; = 0, a geometric flow for this symplectic system
was recently introduced in [9].)

Lastly, primitive forms and their cohomologies are the special (p = 0) case of
the more general p-filtered forms and their filtered cohomologies described in Tsai-
Tseng-Yau [20]. The description here should be straightforwardly generalizable to
the p-filtered case by replacing the (0, 0—, 0+0-) operators with the more general
(dy,d-, 0,+0-) operators defined in [20].

ApPENDIX A. ForM DEcoMPOSITION

At times, it is useful to show explicitly a primitive form’s dependence on certain
directional components. For instance, around a neighborhood U C M of a point
x € OM, we can choose to work in a local Darboux basis of one-forms, {w;}, for
i=1,...,2n, such that w; = dp. Then, with respect to this Darboux basis, we can
make explicit the dependence on the {w1, w;} components for any 8; € PX(U) by
means of the decomposition in (3.10):

(A.1) Bi=wiABi_ +WaABi +On A, +5],

where ’s are primitive forms without any components in w; and w, and
1 n
(A.2) Op=wiAwy - —— Z w1 A wo;.
H+1 P

The proof of this decomposition, which is algebraic in nature, is given in [23]
Lemma 2.3]. Note that when k = n, the term ,Bizn is identically zero as there is no
primitive n-form without a component in either w; or ws.

The decomposition above can be applied repeatedly. Specifically, we can further
extract out the dependence on the {ws, w4} components for each B’s on the right
hand side of (AI). Each 8 would in general break up into four terms, and we
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would end up in all with the following decomposition of 16 terms:

1 2 3
Br = wi /\ﬂk_l + wy /\ﬁk_l + 0, /\ﬁk_2 +ﬁi

_ 13 14 134, 1
=wi A [W3 AV +wa Ayl + Oy Ay 25 + Vk—l]

23 24 234 2
+wy A [W3 ANYVily T Wa ANy, + ®g4 ANyi3+ Yk—l]

12 124 1234 , 12
(A3) + 01 A [W3 A yk_g +Wa Ay 3+ O, Ay + Vk—z]

’

3 4 34 0
+ [W3 ANYViog ¥ Wa Ay + Oy Ay, + Vk]

where the y’s in each of the sixteen terms above are primitive forms that do not
have any components involving {wy, w,, w3, wa}, and also

’ 1 C
(A4) 3 = W3 Awy — 7 iz;wzi—l Awy;.

Here, ®, is the analogous object to @15 in (A.2) but in dimension d = 2n — 2 with
{w3, ws} components singled out. Let us further point out that when k = n — 1, the
last term y°_ in (A3) is identically zero. And when k = n, the primitive forms

Y, y}l_l, 7’5—1’ yz_l,yi_ l,yflfz} are all identically zero in (A.3)).

APPENDIX B. SyMBOLS OF SYMPLECTIC DIFFERENTIAL OPERATORS

For ¢ € T;M\{0}, the principal symbols op({)Bx for any symplectic differen-
tial operator # discussed in this paper can be computed straightforwardly, though
the calculations can be rather long and tedious. We here write down some of the
principal symbols that are relevant for the proof of the ellipticity of BVPs in Propo-
sitions 4. 11] and In our principal symbols, we will not include any i = V—1
factors that are often included in the definition of the principal symbols, as these
imaginary factors do not make a difference in our calculations.

Since calculating the symbol is a point-wise computation, we can without loss of
generality, choose to work in the standard basis {w;} with w = wi Awa+w3Awg+. ..
and g;; = 0;;, assuming as we do that the metric is compatible to w. Of relevance
for the proofs of Propositions 4.11] and is calculating the principal symbol
when the covector ¢ € Ty M\ {0} takes the form ¢ = {1w; + {ows + {3w3 which will
be our focus here.

Notation: In the expressions for the principal symbols below, the integer & =
n—k, where n = (dim M)/2 and k is the degree of the primitive form acted upon by
the principal symbol. We will use the notation w;; = w; A w; to denote the wedge
product of two basis 1-forms. Furthermore, to simplify expressions, we will drop
the wedge product symbol (exterior product between forms will be assumed) and
also leave out the subscript that denotes the degree of the forms {,8,1(_ TR ,82 } in

(A.I) and the 16 y’s in (A3).
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The symbols of the first order operators {d.,0-,d},0"} in terms of {,81, R /34 }
in (A.)) and the 16 y’s in (A3) can be expressed as follows:

0o, (1w1 + owy + Gw3)Bk = LBt + 750180 + LBt — 7250158

h(h+2
- iy +wny® = Ouws(GERY? + 1y - way)

4 (=Dl 4
= GG 104y + a0 — 01,04,y + 10yt - DL @) 9

oo (1w + Howa + §3W3),3k = —fl(wzﬁ3 +BY + LwiB - B
+ &y + wy? (®12 + s 4))’123 -7
+ Wiy + way® = @pweyP —wi( - Ty
To (1w + Lowa + §3W3)ﬁk =~ [41 w18 =) + Lr(wa’ + BY)]
— Gy +wny - <®12 + 203y = 7h
+ G wizy + waay™t = @pway! P — w7 - 5y
oo Qw1+ Hwr + GW3)BE = G (—twaBt + 75018 + HL(Ewist + 501,67

h—1)(h+1
— G104y + w04y — 01204,y + 101y - T @ o)

hhe2) 12 134y

+ i wiay! + waay? - Ouwa(GrmeY ™+ m1Y way®)

Note that the expressions for the symbols above take a simpler form when {3 = 0
Proceeding further, we can compose the first-order symbols above to obtain the
symbols for the Laplacians and their boundary conditions. The calculations below
were performed with the aid of the symbolic computation program Mathematica.

For the second order Laplacian A = 0,07 + 030, the principal symbol can be
expressed relatively simply when ¢ = {ywy + Hows.

B.1)  oa,@wr +Lwfi = -wi [(& + 7255) B + (G )F
—wa |7 @G0B + (3 + ) B - (@ + ) (1008 + 54).

More generally, for = {iw; + {owo + {3w3 we need to use the 16-term decompo-
sition for By in (A3). The symbol o, (1w + {awa + {3w3) acting on the 16 y’s in
(A.3) can be separated into four independent parts:

oa (Q1wr + Hwo + Hws)B =
Ta, (Qwr + Lowy + Gws) (1) + way? + ©1,04,y'7)

1 2 4
+ 05, (1w + Hwa + 3w3) (Wl)’ +way” + way )
134 123 234 124
+ oa (Qiwr + owa + 3ws) (W1®§47 +Opw3y = + W@,y + Oaway )
13 2% 14 23 34 12
+oa (iwr + Howo + 3w3) (W137 +wogy " Hwigy T +wasy” + 0%,y + Oy )

with the action on each of the four parts given as follows:

Ta(Giwi + Lwa + Gwa)( + way? + 0004,y ) = (7 + 3 + ) [V + way® - 15501,0,y17]



57

1 2 h 22 _ado _ 08 1
wiy G- ma% =8 ) ) wiy
2| — 4o h_ 2 2 2 a8 2
oA (Liw1+Hwr + GBws) fway” | = —5aT —m1él — 85 4 oy way
4 _ 08 a8 2 _ 2 _h o2 4
way h+1 ] & =&~ s/ \way
, 2 h_ 72 _ htl 2 a4 a¢ [915] ,
wi @,y =i - hll% - - *ﬁ T () w1 @,y
®1wsy'? i EGr-8 0 - 0 Opwsy'>
oA (1w + Hwo + 3ws) ;oo | = 46 s e S e a4 @ 2
+ W2®347]24 —(h]? T b _-4;2 — il T W2®347124
263 (143 htl (2 2 h_ 2
Onwsy ) 0 0D —im @+ 5 - 63 \Oway
le“yl3
Wzﬁz4
wigy™ _
oA (liwr + Hwr + Gws)| | =
0%
Oy
2 h_ 2 2 ¢ (oS (915
=4 - hllgz -4 0 0 ’ﬁ % - hiliz W y”
h_ (72 2 2 ag H{3 137"
0 “m1 ¢ [+[§3) -4 -5t 0 0 il Wagy?
2 22 [\ 53
0 ~ G- m@G ) 0 0 i wiay'
_ao 0 0 b2 _as Ists) 14
(o)) h+151 T 52 3 I+l UHI)ZZ w23723
ho ok 22 Wil 2 __ ;3
(12 0 0 mizbss G @172 & (s ®3ﬂ12
__ 085 X5} as as __ 4 L2 gy B+an?+5h+1 2 Oy
(h+1)(h+2) h+2 h+2 (h+1)(h+2) (h+1)(h+2) h+2 é,1 é,2 (h+1)2(h+2) 73

Concerning the fourth-order Laplacian, A, ., it acts on the middle-degree prim-
itive form, 8,. When ¢ = (1w + {owa, (i.e. {3 = 0), the symbol can be expressed
simply,

B2)  oa,(wr+LwBs = (G + 3P [wiB' +wap + LOp.
More generally, we use the decomposition (A.3)) for 3,, which has only 10 non-

zero y terms. The symbol o, , ({1w1 + {2wa + {3w3) acting on the ten terms can be
separated into three independent parts.

oA (Giwr + Hwr + Gws)By
= opL (Giwr + Howa + ws) (®12®§471234)

134 123 234 124
+ op, (W + Hwa + ws) (W1®§47 +Opw3y = + W@,y + Oaway )

13 2 14 23 12
+ oA, Q1w + Howa + 3ws) (W137 + Wy +wiay T+ wazy” + 0Oy )

with the action on each of the three parts given as follows:

oA, (Giw1 + owa + 3ws) (®12®'3471234) = %(512 +H+4G) (91293471234)
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r 134
w105,y
Opwyy'??
A (L1wr + Hwa + {3w3) o 2|7
w23,y
Opway'?
) 2 134
AL +4H)+ 4 30183 0 =304 w10,y
) 2 123
L( 2,2, 2) 34143 G+ 4G +44G 3048 0 O2w3y
(ST SR € 0 3 A2+ 72 2 3 @ 4234
04 T+ +4G 4183 w2 ®%,y
2, 2 2 124
3003 0 30143 &y + 45 +445)Onwsy
le“yl3
sz24
oA (G1wr + Oowo + Gws)|win [ =
WstZ3
Oy
@G+ + 3G+ DG+ 4 -3 3008 3008 SBLL@G+E -5 wizy"
-364 G+E7+ 536G+ 5 +4 3068 30645 BoLG+E -8 way?
-3064 -3468 GHi0@B+ )+ G+ P 188 GG +E-0) wigy"
3064 3004 164 GH3GEG+D+ G+ GGG +E-8) w3y*?
2L +E -8 2oL+ G- 2L6@G+5-8) WGE+E -8 @O+ MG+ G + /0y

ApPENDIX C. INJECTIVITY PROOF OF CASE (A2) FOR ProPoSsITIONS [4.TT] AND

For Proposition 4.11land Proposition we here give the proof of injectivity
of the ¥, ¢ map in the (A2) case where & = pw; + gws3 with both p # 0 and g # 0.
As with in Appendix B, the calculations below were performed with the aid of
Mathematica.

C.1. Proposition .11l To write out the ordinary differential system (&3], we use
the calculation of the principal symbol oa, ({1w1 + {awz + {3w3) in Appendix Bl
substituting {; = —idy, {» = p and {3 = ¢g. The general R, -bounded solution of
(AL (—iw10;+ pwy+gws) ¢r(t) = 0 with both p and ¢ non-zero can be expressed
in terms of 16 constant primitive forms, labelled by cforl=1,...,16. Each ¢!
has no components in {wy, w2, wz, ws}. In the solutions below, r = y/p? +¢* > 0
and we also express ¢ (7) in terms of the 16 y(¢)’s as in (4.7)), which is identical to
the decomposition of (A.3).

0 1 —rt 3 2 —-rt 1234 3 —rt
YD = cre ", Yie1 (D) = i€ ", Yily (1) = c_g4e ",

1 _@htDr .
Vi1 \ > pt . q ) ir
2 _ . —rt —rt
Yie1 | = Ck-1 irt e+ |0le +e |l ples

v, gt p 0
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Yo -2(h + 1)%gr + ¢’t —iq + igrt
123 . 2 . 2 - 2 2
igc + 2i(h + D)(h + 2)r* — ig°rt =2h+2r+qg-t
71552 -, q ( X ) | & ( )r+q ot
Yioa 0 pqt
73 pqt 0
q ir
—ir
+ 02_3 e+ 01123 d e,
0
p 0
7;22 _ @h+Dr pt % —q ir 0
2h+1 .
yifz (p;)r - pt q 0 0 —ir
14 .
—irt 0 0 0
et ERTLN N P e I LN Il PN e Pt
Yo irt 0 0 p 0
34 h
v, — gt 0 p 0 0
Y, qt p 0 0 0
2 2
Ah(h + 1)2h + 1)p + 2D & 4y + D pre - pgPe?
2(h+1)(p2;(4h+1)r2) —4h + Vprt + pq2t2
16 —2i(p? + Qh + D))t — ig*rt? -
+ ¢, e .
—2i(q* + 2h(h + D))t + ig*rt
2 h_ 3.2
dh=grt — 59t
q3t2

For injectivity, we study the kernel of W, =y, +qw; Which imposes the following

conditions:

bi(x, —iw10; + pwa + qW3)¢k(t)|t:o =0= {

ba(x, =i w1, + pwy + qw3)gi(0)| _, =0 =

¥°(0) = 0,%%(0) = 0, *(0) = 0, ¥*(0) = 0,
¥4(0) = 0, y2(0) = 0, ¥**(0) = 0,9**(0) = 0,

8{)’123(0) — 0, 6[71234(0) — 0,

i0:y"'(0) = py*(0) — qy*(0) = 0,

i0;y'2*(0) + ¢y>*(0) = 0,

i0,y"*(0) - py”*(0) - 757'2(0) = 0,
i0ry"(0) - py>(0) = 0,

i0;y'(0) + gy (0) = 0,

i0:y'(0) = py**(0) = qv**(0) + 75¥"*(0) = 0.

—rt
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It can then be checked that imposing the above 16 boundary condition equations
on the 16 y’s at t = 0 requires that all 16 constants c forl=1,...,16,in the gen-
eral R, -bounded solutions are identically zero. Therefore, Wy ¢, 14w, 1S injective
when both p # 0 and g # 0.

C.2. Proposition Using the calculation of the principal symbol of A, in
Appendix Bl the general R, -bounded solution ¢,,(¢) € M;’f:sz qws foroa,, (—iw 0+
pwy +qws)d,(t) = 0 with both p # 0 and ¢ # 0 can be solved and expressed in
terms of the 10 y(¢)’s of (4.13), which is identical to the decomposition of (A.3)

when k = n.

1234 _ /1 2 —rt
V-4 = (Cn—4 + Cn—4t)e ’

Yuis 1 0 0 0 irt
123
Va3 3 0 —rt 4 1 —rt 5 0 —rt 6 0 —rt 7 7 p—
=c e+ ¢ e+ e"+c e+ e
,yiiég n-3 0 n=3 n-3 1 n-3 0 n-3 pt
yrllz‘; 0 0 0 1 0
: 2 4 2.2
qt —2igt + irqgt 3rt+q°t
. 16 2.2 ; 2
red T 0 . -3 qr | 10, 2igt — irqt ot
n—3 n— 2 n— ?
0 pqt 0
pt 0 pqt’
7};32 -1 —ir i—irt
yﬁiz 1 0 0
y}lfz = (crlll2 + c}l%ﬂ) 0 e+ c}iz p e+ c}i2 pt e
2, 0 0 0
yrlﬁz 0 0 0
ir —i+irt 2q —2r + 2¢%t
0 0 0 0
+ c£2 0le ™ + crlfz 0 e+ c,ll7_2 0le"+ crllg_2 0 e
p pt 0 0
0 0 p pqt
6p2+10r2 2.2 16 2¢*(2p*+54%) 3 a2 4.3
—5,— - pqt —16pr — === = 3pq°rt* - pq't
2.2 2.2 4
~pq’t =3pg’rt® = pg*t’
+c), —irg*t? e+, -3ip*q*t* —irg*P e
irg*t* 3ip?q*t? + irg*t
pare Pl
where all twenty primitive forms ¢/ for I = 1,...,20 are constant forms without

components in {wy, wp, w3, ws} and r = /p2 + ¢ > 0.
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For injectivity, the image of the ‘¥, ¢=, +4w; map vanishes imposes the follow-
ing conditions:
bi(=iw18; + pwy + qw3)da(D)] _, = 0= y>*(0) =0, y2(0) =0, ¥**(0) = 0
0y (0) — ipy*(0) + iqy"** = 0,
ba(=iw10; + pwy + qw3)ga(®)|,_, = 0 = {8,y (0) — ipy"*(0) + 2igy"* = 0,
ary**(0) = ipy'*(0) = 0
o ’)/1234(0) — 0 at,yl23 =0
13;7134(0) ]9’)/234(0) 123(0) _
i7" (0) + gy (0) =
i07y'3(0) = py>(0) =
i07y"2(0) + gy (0) =
i0,y"(0) - py**(0) + qy'> = 0,

b3(=iw10; + pwy + qw3)pu(D)|_, =0 =

b4(—iw1(9t + pwo + qw3)¢n(t)|t=0 =0=
8,02 = ) 1234| =0,

{z<a3—<p + 2900y = 465} - G0 + 200" - p(@} - (7 + 20y L, = 0,

(i@} - 7 + 2P0 = 403y = ipady™) |, = 0.

{l(a? _ 7'28[)’)/124 + q(atz _ 2p —q ),)/234 + lpqa[7134 pq27123}| — 0,

{i0F = ?ay" = p@; - Py}, = 0,

{i(af — (PP + D)y - p@ - PP = L + 3q@F - pP - Syy'? - Loy 2pq2713}| =0,

[i0} = (P + 3g1)0)y" + q(0F - 2™ + qoiy™ + ipgdy" + ipqéw2 } o = 0.

It can then be checked that the above 20 boundary condition equations are only
satisfied if the twenty primitive constants, cforl =1,...,20, of the general R, -
bounded solutions all vanish, thus proving that the map ¥ ¢=pw,+qw; 18 injective
when both p # 0 and g # 0.
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