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VARIETIES OF MINIMAL RATIONAL TANGENTS OF

UNBENDABLE RATIONAL CURVES SUBORDINATE TO

CONTACT STRUCTURES

JUN-MUK HWANG

Abstract. A nonsingular rational curve C in a complex manifold X

whose normal bundle is isomorphic to

OP1(1)
⊕p

⊕O
⊕q

P1

for some nonnegative integers p and q is called an unbendable rational
curve on X. Associated with it is the variety of minimal rational tan-
gents (VMRT) at a point x ∈ C, which is the germ of submanifolds
C
C
x ⊂ PTxX consisting of tangent directions of small deformations of C

fixing x. Assuming that there exists a distribution D ⊂ TX such that
all small deformations of C are tangent to D, one asks what kind of sub-
manifolds of projective space can be realized as the VMRT C

C
x ⊂ PDx.

When D ⊂ TX is a contact distribution, a well-known necessary condi-
tion is that CC

x should be Legendrian with respect to the induced contact
structure on PDx. We prove that this is also a sufficient condition: we
construct a complex manifold X with a contact structure D ⊂ TX and
an unbendable rational curve C ⊂ X such that all small deformations
of C are tangent to D and the VMRT C

C
x ⊂ PDx at some point x ∈ C is

projectively isomorphic to an arbitrarily given Legendrian submanifold.
Our construction uses the geometry of contact lines on the Heisenberg
group and a technical ingredient is the symplectic geometry of distribu-
tions the study of which has originated from geometric control theory.

MSC2010: 58A30, 32C25, 14L40

1. Introduction

A nonsingular rational curve C on a complex manifold X of dimension n
is said to be unbendable if its normal bundle is isomorphic to

(1.1) OP1(1)⊕p ⊕O
⊕(n−1−p)
P1

for some nonnegative integer p. From the type of the normal bundle, de-
formations of C in X are unobstructed and all small deformations of C
are unbendable rational curves. In terms of the Douady space Douady(X)
of X, we can find an open neighborhood KC (or the germ ) of the point
[C] ∈ Douady(X) corresponding to C ⊂ X such that KC is smooth of
dimension

dimH0(P1,OP1(1)⊕p ⊕O
⊕(n−1−p)
P1 ) = n− 1 + p

1
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and any curve in X corresponding to a point of KC is an unbendable rational
curve. If furthermore, there exists a distribution D ⊂ TX on X such that
the curve in X corresponding to any point of KC is tangent to D, we say
that C is subordinate to the distribution D ⊂ TX.

Unbendable rational curves arise naturally in the study of uniruled pro-
jective manifolds in algebraic geometry, where they were sometimes called
standard rational curves (e.g. Section 4.1 in [HwMo] or Definition 4.16 in
[Hw12]) and there are many examples subordinate to nontrivial distributions
(e.g. Examples 1.4.6 and 1.4.7 in [Hw01]).

An important invariant of an unbendable rational curve C ⊂ X is its
variety of minimal rational tangents (VMRT) at a point x ∈ C. This was
originally defined for minimal rational curves in algebraic geometry, but the
same idea works in the complex-analytic setting if we consider germs of
submanifolds in the projectivized tangent space as follows.

Definition 1.1. Let C ⊂ X be an unbendable rational curve and let KC be
an open neighborhood of [C] in the Douady space of X considered above.
After shrinking KC if necessary, we can assume that for any point x ∈ C,
the subvariety KCx ⊂ K

C of deformations of C fixing the point x is smooth of
dimension p and the subset CCx ⊂ PTxX consisting of the tangent directions
to curves in X belonging to KCx is a locally closed complex submanifold of
dimension p in PTxX. This submanifold CCx is called the VMRT (standing for
Varieties of Minimal Rational Tangents) of C at x. By abuse of terminology,
the VMRT at x also refers to the germ of CCx at the point PTxC ∈ C

C
x , which

is determined independently from the choice of KC .

The projective equivalence class of the VMRT as a submanifold of the
projective space is an invariant of C ⊂ X, in the sense that if there exists an
unbendable rational curve C̃ ⊂ X̃ with a biholomorphic map ϕ : X → X̃ sat-
isfying ϕ(C) = C̃ and ϕ(x) = x̃, then there exists a projective isomorphism

PTxX ∼= PTx̃X̃ sending CCx to CC̃x̃ . For this reason, the projective geometric
properties of the VMRT play important roles in the study of unbendable
rational curves.

We are interested in the projective geometric nature of locally closed
submanifolds in projective space that arise as the VMRT’s of unbendable
rational curves subordinate to distributions. If an unbendable rational curve
C ⊂ X is subordinate to a distribution D ⊂ TX, then there is an obvious
inclusion CCx ⊂ PDx. Is there any restriction on a germ of submanifolds in
P
r−1 that can be realized as the VMRT CCx ⊂ PDx at some point x of an

unbendable rational curve C ⊂ X subordinate to a distribution D ⊂ TX
of rank r? The following restriction was discovered in [HwMo]. Recall (see
Definition 3.1) that for a distribution D ⊂ TX on a complex manifold X
and a point x ∈ X, there is a naturally defined homomorphism

LeviDx : ∧2Dx → TxX/Dx
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induced by the Lie brackets of local sections of D and called the Levi tensor
of D at x. A projective line in PDx determines a 2-dimensional subspace in
Dx, hence a 1-dimensional subspace in ∧2Dx. It was proved in Proposition
10 in [HwMo] that the 1-dimensional subspaces of ∧2Dx corresponding to
projective lines in PDx tangent to the VMRT CCx of an unbendable rational
curve C subordinate to D are annihilated by LeviDx . This is a restriction on
the projective geometry of the VMRT CCx , which is a nontrivial condition if
the Levi tensor is nonzero. One can find many interesting consequences of
this condition in [HwMo] and [Hw01].

Is there any other restriction? No additional restriction is known, which
motivates the following question, Problem 6.3 in [Hw12].

Question 1.2. Let V be a vector space of dimension r and let S ⊂ PV
be a locally closed submanifold of dimension p > 0 such that lines tangent
to S span a linear subspace V S ⊂ ∧2V of codimension c ≥ 0. Is there a
triple (X,D,C) consisting of a complex manifold X of dimension ≥ r + c,
a distribution D ⊂ TX of rank r and an unbendable rational curve C ⊂ X
with p as in (1.1) such that

(1) C is subordinate to D;
(2) there exists a projective isomorphism ϕ : PDx → PV for some point

x ∈ C satisfying ϕ(CCx ) ⊂ S; and
(3) the isomorphism ∧2Dx → ∧

2V induced by ϕ in (2) sends the kernel
of the Levi tensor

LeviDx : ∧2Dx → TxX/Dx

isomorphically to V S ⊂ ∧2V ?

When c = 0, the answer is easy. In fact, regarding PV as a hyperplane
in P

r, let X be the blowup of Pr along S. Then the proper image C ⊂ X
of a projective line P

1 ⊂ P
r intersecting both S ⊂ PV ⊂ P

r and P
r \ PV

becomes an unbendable rational curve on X (see Example 5.6 in [Hw12])
whose VMRT at a point over P

r \ PV is isomorphic to the germ of S at
P
1 ∩ S. Then (X,D,C) satisfies (2) in Question 1.2, while (1) and (3) are

automatic in this case.
There has been little progress on Question 1.2 when c > 0. The above

mentioned construction of the blowup of Pr when c = 0 can be regarded as
a partial completion of the vector group V acting transitively on P

r \ PV.
So we expect that an answer to Question 1.2 may be found as a partial
completion of the nilpotent group associated with the 2-step graded Lie
algebra V ⊕ ∧2V/V S . But it is not clear how to construct such a partial
completion generalizing the blowup construction of the case c = 0.

In this paper, we work on the simplest unknown case of c = 1 and dimX =
r+1 in Question 1.2, assuming furthermore that the hyperplane V S ⊂ ∧2V
is given by a nondegenerate antisymmetric form ω on V . In this case,
the dimension of V is an even integer, to be denoted by 2m > 0. Then
the affine cone Ŝ ⊂ V of S is an isotropic subvariety of the symplectic
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vector space (V, ω). If a triple (X,D,C) satisfies the three conditions of
Question 1.2, then D must be a contact structure on X. In terms of the
line bundle L := TX/D, the anti-canonical bundle K−1

X = detTX must be

isomorphic to L⊗(m+1) (e.g. by (2.2) in [LB]). It follows that C · L = 1 and

dim Ŝ = p+ 1 = m. This means that Ŝ must be a Lagrangian subvariety of
the symplectic vector space (V, ω), or equivalently, the submanifold S is a
Legendrian submanifold of PV equipped with the natural contact structure
on PV induced by ω (see Example 2.2 and Definition 4.4). We give an
affirmative answer to Question 1.2 in this case as follows.

Theorem 1.3. Let (V, ω) be a symplectic vector space and let S ⊂ PV be
a locally closed submanifold which is Legendrian with respect to the contact
structure on PV induced by ω. Then we have a complex manifold X equipped
with a contact structure D ⊂ TX and an unbendable rational curve C ⊂ X
subordinate to D such that for some point x ∈ C, there exists a projective
isomorphism ϕ : PDx → PV sending CCx to an open subset of S.

In addition to Question 1.2, Theorem 1.3 is motivated by the well-known
problem whether any Fano contact manifold should be the twistor space of
a quaternionic-Kähler manifold ([LB]). To approach this problem via the
theory of VMRT, we expect that a neighborhood of C ⊂ X constructed in
Theorem 1.3 should serve as the model geometry.

When S ⊂ PV is a certain quasi-homogeneous Legendrian submanifold
determined by a cubic form, a construction of C ⊂ X and D ⊂ TX as in
Theorem 1.3 was given in [HwMa]. The method of [HwMa] cannot be ex-
tended to a general Legendrian submanifold S ⊂ PV and we use a completely
different argument here. Our X in Theorem 1.3 is a partial completion of
the Heisenberg group along a chosen contact line (see Theorem 4.9 for a
precise statement). The VMRT CCx ⊂ PDx is isomorphic to the germ of
S ⊂ PV at the direction of the chosen contact line for all x ∈ C, except
possibly for a single special point in C. We employ the contact geometry of
a natural distribution on the space of contact lines on the Heisenberg group
(see Section 4 for details). This method is inspired by the works [AS] and
[Ze] in control theory on the symplectic geometry of distributions, part of
which we review in Section 3. Our construction is explained in Section 4
modulo some technical computations. The latter is carried out in Section 5
by employing a suitable coordinate system on the Heisenberg group.

2. Preliminaries on symplectic geometry of cotangent bundles

We recall some basic definitions and results on the natural symplectic
form on the cotangent bundle of a complex manifold.

Definition 2.1. Let L be a line bundle on a complex manifold M .

(1) A homomorphism ϑ : TM → L is called an L-valued form. We
say that ϑ is nowhere vanishing if the homomorphism TM → L is
surjective.
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(2) For a nowhere vanishing L-valued form ϑ on M , define a homomor-
phism

ďxϑ : ∧2Ker(ϑx)→ Lx

of the fibers of vector bundles at x ∈M as follows. Choose a section
l of L in a neighborhood O of x with lx 6= 0 such that ϑ|O = ϑ̌ ⊗ l
for some 1-form ϑ̌ on O. Define

ďxϑ(u, v) := dϑ̌(u, v) · lx

for u, v ∈ Ker(ϑx) ⊂ TxM. It is easy to see that this definition does
not depend on the choice of l.

(3) In (2), define Null(ďxϑ) ⊂ Ker(ϑx) by

Null(ďxϑ) := {v ∈ Ker(ϑx), ďxϑ(u, v) = 0 for all u ∈ Ker(ϑx).}.

(4) In (3), we say that ϑ is a contact form on M if Null(ďxϑ) = 0 for all
x ∈ M . The distribution Ker(ϑ) ⊂ TM of corank 1 determined by
a contact form is called a contact structure on M .

Example 2.2. Let V be a vector space with a symplectic form ω : ∧2V → C.
The projectivization PV is the set of 1-dimensional subspaces in V . Denote
by [v] ∈ PV the point corresponding to a nonzero vector v ∈ V . There is a
natural identification of the tangent space

T[v]PV = Hom(Cv, V/Cv).

Let L be the line bundle OPV (2) on PV such that the fiber of L at [v] ∈ PV
with v ∈ V \ {0} is Sym2(Cv)∨. Define ϑ : TPV → L by sending h ∈
T[v]PV = Hom(Cv, V/Cv) to ϑ(h) ∈ Sym2(Cv)∨ defined by

ϑ(h)(v) = ω(h(v), v).

This is a contact form on PV (as in Example 2.1 of [LB]) defining a contact
structure on PV naturally induced by ω.

The following lemma is straightforward.

Lemma 2.3. Let ϑ be a nowhere vanishing L-valued 1-form on a complex
manifold M as in Definition 2.1. Let ψ : Y → M be a submersion from a
complex manifold Y and let ψ∗ϑ : TY → ψ∗L be the pull-back of ϑ. Then

Null(ďy(ψ
∗ϑ)) = (dyψ)

−1(Null(ďxϑ))

for any y ∈ ψ−1(x) ⊂ Y , where dyψ : TyY → Tψ(y)M is the differential of
ψ at y.

Notation 2.4. Let M be a complex manifold.

(1) For a vector bundleW onM , its projectivization PW is the space of
1-dimensional subspaces in the fibers of W →M . There is a natural
line bundle OPW (1) on PW , whose fiber at the point [w] ∈ PW
corresponding to a nonzero vector w ∈W is

OPW (1)[w] := Hom(Cw,C).
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(2) Let πM : T∨M → M be the cotangent bundle of M . We have
a canonical 1-form θM on T∨M which sends a tangent vector v ∈
Tα(T

∨M) at α ∈ T∨M to

θM(v) := α(dπM (v)).

(3) On the projectivization ̟M : PT∨M →M of the cotangent bundle,
there exists a natural OPT∨M (1)-valued 1-form ϑM which sends a
tangent vector u ∈ T[α](PT

∨M) with 0 6= α ∈ T∨M to

ϑM (u) := α(d̟M (u)) · α∨

where α∨ is the element of

OPT∨M (1)[α] := Hom(Cα,C)

satisfying α∨(α) = 1. This definition does not depend on the choice
of α representing the point [α].

It is well-known (e.g. Example 2.2 in [LB]) that dθM is a symplectic form
on T∨M and ϑM is a contact form on PT∨M.

The following is from Proposition 11.14 of [AS].

Proposition 2.5. In Notation 2.4, a vector field ~v on M determines a
function h~v on T∨M . Since dθM is a symplectic form on T∨M , there is a

unique vector field ~h~v on T∨M satisfying

dθM(~h~v , ·) = −dh~v.

For a point α ∈ T∨
xM, let {ϕt, t ∈ ∆} be the 1-parameter group-germ of local

biholomorphisms in a neighborhood of x in M generated by ~v for a suitable
neighborhood ∆ ⊂ C of 0 ∈ C and let {Φt, t ∈ ∆} be the 1-parameter group-
germ of local biholomorphisms in a neighborhood of α in T∨M generated by
~h~v. Then

ϕ∗
tβ = Φ−t(β)

for any β ∈ T∨M close to α and t ∈ ∆ close to 0 such that both sides are
well-defined.

The following lemma is straightforward.

Lemma 2.6. Let M be a complex manifold and let θ be a nowhere vanishing
holomorphic 1-form on M . Define a section σ : M → PT∨M of ̟M in
Notation 2.4 (3) by σ(x) = [θx] for each x ∈ M . Let τ be the section of
OPT∨M (1)|σ(M) uniquely determined by the condition

τ([θx]) ∈ OPT∨M (1)[θx] = Hom(Cθx,C)

sends θx to 1. Write ϑM |σ(M) = θ̌ ⊗ τ for some 1-form θ̌ on σ(M). Then θ̌
coincides with θ under the natural identification σ(M) ∼=M given by ̟M .
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3. Symplectic geometry of distributions

We present some basic results on the symplectic geometry of distributions.

Definition 3.1. Let D ⊂ TM be a distribution on a complex manifold M,
meaning a vector subbundle of the tangent bundle of M .

(i) The Lie brackets of local sections of D determine a homomorphism

LeviDx : ∧2Dx → TxM/Dx,

called the Levi tensor (sometimes called O’Neill tensor or Frobenius
tensor) of D at x. When D is Ker(ϑ) for ϑ as in Definition 2.1 (2),
it is easy to see that LeviDx = −ďxϑ for each x ∈M .

(ii) Denote byD⊥ ⊂ T∨M the subbundle consisting of cotangent vectors
annihilating elements of D.

(iii) For each x ∈ M and α ∈ D⊥
x , use the natural identification D⊥ =

(TM/D)∨ to define the anti-symmetric form on Dx,

α ◦ LeviDx : ∧2Dx → C

and its null-space by

Null(α ◦ LeviDx ) = {v ∈ Dx, α ◦ Levi
D
x (v, u) = 0 for all u ∈ Dx}.

(iv) Let φ : Y →M be a submersion from a complex manifold Y . Denote
by T φ ⊂ TY the distribution on Y given by Ker(dφ) and by φ−1D ⊂
TY the distribution on Y defined as the inverse image of D under
dφ : TY → TM such that its fiber at y ∈ Y is given by

(φ−1D)y = (dyφ)
−1(Dφ(y)).

It is clear that T φ ⊂ φ−1D.

The following is straightforward.

Lemma 3.2. In Definition 3.1 (iv), denote by

φy : (TY/φ
−1D)y → (TM/D)x

the isomorphism induced by dyφ : TyY → TxM for y ∈ Y and x = φ(y).
Then

φy(Levi
φ−1D
y (u, v)) = LeviDx (dyφ(u),dyφ(v))

for any u, v ∈ (φ−1D)y.

Lemma 3.3. Let φ : Y →M be a submersion with connected fibers between
complex manifolds. Suppose that R ⊂ TY is a distribution on Y satisfying

T φy ⊂ Ry and LeviRy (u, v) = 0

for all y ∈ Y, u ∈ T φy and v ∈ Ry. Then there exists a distribution Q ⊂ TM
such that R = φ−1Q.
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Proof. Write r = rank(R) − rank(T φ). Let β : Gr(r, TM) → M be the
fiber bundle with the fiber β−1(x) at x ∈ M equal to the Grassmannian
Gr(r, TxM) of r-dimensional subspaces in TxM . Recall that for a subspace
V ⊂ TxM of dimension r and the corresponding point [V ] ∈ Gr(r, TxM),
there is a natural identification

T[V ]Gr(r, TxM) = Hom(V, TxM/V ).

Define a holomorphic map γ : Y → Gr(r, TM) by sending each y ∈ Y to
the r-dimensional subspace dyφ(Ry) ⊂ Tφ(y)M .

We claim that for u ∈ T φy ,

dyγ(u) ∈ Tγ(y)Gr(r, Tφ(y)M) = Hom(dyφ(Ry), Tφ(y)M/dyφ(Ry))

is the homomorphism sending dyφ(v) to −dyφ(Levi
R
y (u, v)) for all v ∈ Ry.

In fact, choose a local section ũ of T φ satisfying ũ(y) = u and a local section
ṽ of R satisfying ṽ(y) = v. Let {ϕt, t ∈ ∆} be the 1-parameter group-germ
of local biholomorphisms generated by the local vector field ũ on Y . Since
ũ is tangent to the fibers of φ,

dφ(dϕt(v)) − dφ(v) = 0,

for t ∈ ∆ sufficiently close to 0 ∈ ∆. Thus

1

t
dφ(dϕt(v)− ṽϕt(y)) =

1

t
(dφ(v) − dφ(ṽϕt(y))).

The right hand side modulo dyφ(Ry) converges to −dyγ(u)(dyφ(v)) as t
approaches 0, while the left hand side converges to the image of the Lie
derivative

dyφ(Lieũṽ) = dyφ([ũ, ṽ])

as t approaches zero. This modulo dyφ(Ry) is dyφ(Levi
R
y (u, v)), which proves

the claim.
By the claim, the morphism γ is constant on each fiber of φ under the

assumption of the lemma and defines a section of Gr(r, TM) → M , i.e., a
distribution Q ⊂ TM of rank r. It is immediate that R = φ−1Q. �

Lemma 3.4. Let L be a line bundle on a complex manifold Y and let Z ⊂ Y
be a compact complex submanifold. Let ϑ : TY → L be a nowhere vanishing
L-valued 1-form on Y which defines the distribution Ker(ϑ) ⊂ TY of corank
1. Assume that

(1) Null(Levi
Ker(ϑ)
y ) ⊂ Ker(ϑy) has dimension k for all y ∈ Y for some

integer k ≥ 0 and

(2) Null(Levi
Ker(ϑ)
y ) ∩ TyZ = 0 for all y ∈ Z.

Then there exist a neighborhood O ⊂ Y of Z and a submersion ν : O → X to
a complex manifold X with a contact structure D ⊂ TX such that dimX =

dimY − k, Ker(ϑ)|O = ν−1D and T νy = Null(Levi
Ker(ϑ)
y ) for all y ∈ O.
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Proof. By the assumption (1), we have a distribution N on Y whose fiber at

y ∈ Y is Null(Levi
Ker(ϑ)
y ). It is easy to see that N is integrable (in fact, this

is the Cauchy characteristic of Ker(ϑ) in the sense of Section 2 of [Hw12]),
defining a foliation of rank k on Y whose leaves are transversal to Z by the
assumption (2). Pick a point z ∈ Z. We have a neighborhood Oz ⊂ Y
of z with a submersion νz : Oz → Xz whose fibers are leaves of N on
Oz. Since Z is compact, there are finitely many points z1, . . . , zN ∈ Z such
that Z ⊂ ∪Ni=1Ozi . The fibers of two submersions νzi and νzj agree on the
intersection Ozi ∩Ozj for 1 ≤ i, j ≤ N . Thus we can patch them to define a

submersion ν : O → X from a neighborhood O ⊂ ∪Ni=1Ozi of Z to a complex
manifold X of dimension dimY − k with T ν = N|O. Applying Lemma 3.3
to ν, we can find a contact structure D on X satisfying Ker(ϑ)|O = ν−1D,
proving the lemma. �

Proposition 3.5. In the setting of Definition 3.1, let φ : D⊥ → M be the
natural projection and let dθM be the natural symplectic form on T∨M from
Notation 2.4. For x ∈M and a nonzero α ∈ D⊥

x , define

Null(dθM |TαD⊥) := {v ∈ TαD
⊥, dθM(v, u) = 0 for all u ∈ TαD

⊥}.

Then

(i) Null(dθM |TαD⊥) ∩ T
φ
α = 0 and

(ii) the differential dαφ : TαD
⊥ → TxM gives an isomorphism

Null(dθM |TαD⊥) ∼= Null(α ◦ LeviDx ) ⊂ Dx ⊂ TxM.

In particular, we have the inclusion Null(dθM |TαD⊥) ⊂ Ker(θMα ).

Proof. This is essentially contained in Section 2.1 of [Ze]. Since [Ze] is pre-
sented in the setting of real differentiable manifolds with some notation
different from ours, we give a full proof for the reader’s convenience.

For each nonzero α ∈ D⊥
x , we define a subspace

D♯
α ⊂ Ker(θMα ) ⊂ Tα(T

∨M)

isomorphic to Dx via the projection dαπM : Tα(T
∨M)→ TxM in the follow-

ing way. For each v ∈ Dx, choose a local section ~v of D in a neighborhood

of x with v = ~v(x). Let ~h~v be the vector field on a neighborhood O of
T∨
xM in T∨M defined as in Proposition 2.5. It is easy to see that the value
~h~v(α) of ~h~v at a point α ∈ D⊥

x is determined by v, independent of the

choice of ~v. Then the association v 7→ ~h~v(α) defines a linear homomorphism

Dx → Tα(T
∨M) whose image is the subspace D♯

α.
For each nonzero α ∈ D⊥

x , we claim

Null(dθM |TαD⊥) = D♯
α ∩ TαD

⊥ ⊂ Tα(T
∨M)(3.1)

and

(3.2) D♯
α ∩ TαD

⊥ ∼= Null(α ◦ LeviDx ) ⊂ Dx
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under the natural isomorphism Dx
∼= D♯

α. Certainly, (3.1) and (3.2) imply
Proposition 3.5.

To prove the claim (3.1), let r be the rank of D and let ~v1, . . . , ~vr be local
sections of D in a neighborhood U ⊂ M of x which gives a basis of the
fibers of D over U . They define functions h~v1 , . . . , h~vr in a neighborhood
of α ∈ T∨M , as in Proposition 2.5. Then the germ of the submanifold
D⊥ ⊂ T∨M at α is the common zero set of the functions h~v1 , . . . , h~vr in
a neighborhood of α. Note that a vector v ∈ TαD

⊥ is in Null(dθM |TαD⊥)

if and only if the 1-form dθM(v, ·) on T∨M annihilates TαD
⊥. This holds

exactly when dθM(v, ·) is in the linear span of dh~v1 , . . . ,dh~vr in T∨
α (T

∨M).
As dθM is a symplectic form, this happens when v is in the linear span of
~h~v1 , . . . ,

~h~vr , i.e., when v ∈ D
♯
α. This proves (3.1).

To prove the claim (3.2), let ~v be a local section of D and let ~h~v be the
vector field on a neighborhood O of T∨

xM in T∨M as defined in Proposition

2.5. By Proposition 2.5, the vector ~h~v(α) ∈ D
♯
α is tangent to D⊥ if and only

if the value of the 1-form Lie~vα̃ at x lies in D⊥
x for any local section α̃ of

D⊥ ⊂ T∨M in a neighborhood of x satisfying α̃x = α. This is equivalent to
saying

Lie~vα̃(~w)x = 0

for any local section ~w of D in a neighborhood of x. By Cartan formula,
this is equivalent to

0 = ~w(α̃(~v))x + dα̃(~v, ~w)x.

Since α̃(~v) ≡ 0 ≡ α̃(~w), this is equivalent to

0 = α̃x([~v, ~w]) = α ◦ LeviDx (~v, ~w),

which says that ~vx ∈ Null(α ◦ LeviDx ). This proves (3.2). �

We can reformulate Proposition 3.5 in terms of contact forms as follows.

Proposition 3.6. In Proposition 3.5, for each nonzero α ∈ D⊥
x , let [α] ∈

PD⊥ ⊂ PT∨M be the corresponding point in the projectivization of T∨M .
Then for the OPD⊥(1)-valued 1-form ϑM |PD⊥ on PD⊥, we have an isomor-
phism

Null(ď[α](ϑ
M |PD⊥)) ∼= Null(α ◦ LeviDx ) ⊂ Dx

under the natural projection PD⊥ →M .

We use the following elementary lemma.

Lemma 3.7. Let θ be a nowhere vanishing 1-form on a complex manifold
M such that

Null((dθ)x) := {v ∈ TxM,dθ(u, v) = 0 for all u ∈ TxM}

is contained in Ker(θx) for some x ∈M . Then Null((dθ)x) is a subspace of
Null(ďxθ) of codimension at most 1.
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Proof. It is immediate that Null((dθ)x) is a subspace of Null(ďxθ). Fix an
element w ∈ TxM with θ(w) 6= 0. Then

Null((dθ)x) = {v ∈ Null(ďxθ),dθ(v,w) = 0}.

So it has codimension at most 1. �

Proof of 3.6. Put D+ := D⊥ \ (0-section) and let χ : D+ → PD⊥ be the
submersion defining the projectivization. Then

Ker(θM |D+) = χ−1Ker(ϑM |PD⊥)

and Null(ď[α](ϑ
M |PD⊥)) is the image of Null(ďα(θ

M |D+)) under dχ by Lemma

3.2. Proposition 3.5 (i) shows that Null(dθM |TαD+) is transversal to Tχα and
Proposition 3.5 (ii) implies

Null(dθM |TαD+) + Tχα ⊂ Null(ďα(θ
M |D+)).

This inclusion must be an equality by Lemma 3.7. Thus Null(ď[α](ϑ
M |PD⊥))

is the image of Null(dθM |TαD+) which is isomorphic to Null(α◦LeviDx ) ⊂ Dx

by Proposition 3.5. �

4. Contact lines on the Heisenberg group

Definition 4.1. Let I be a complex vector space of dimension 1 and let
W be a complex vector space of dimension 2m ≥ 4. Let ω : ∧2W → I be
a symplectic form on W. The Heisenberg group H is the algebraic group
whose underlying variety is the affine variety of the vector space W⊕ I and
whose group multiplication is given by

(w, z) · (w′, z′) = (w + w′, z + z′ +
1

2
ω(w,w′))

for all w,w′ ∈ W and z, z′ ∈ I. The Lie algebra of the Heisenberg group
is the Heisenberg algebra whose underlying vector space is the direct sum
W⊕ I and whose Lie bracket is given by

[(w, z), (w′ , z′)] = ω(w,w′)

for all w,w′ ∈ W and z, z′ ∈ I. Let o = (0, 0) ∈ H be the identity element
of H. The vector space W ⊂ ToH determines a left-invariant subbundle
W ⊂ TH, which is a contact structure on H. The left H-action gives a
trivialization of the line bundle TH/W ∼= I × H such that W = Ker(Θ) for
a left-invariant 1-form Θ on H.

Definition 4.2. For a nonzero vector w ∈ W, define the curve ℓwo ⊂ H as
the underlying variety of the 1-parameter subgroup exp(Cw) ⊂W ⊂ H:

ℓwo := {(tw, 0) ∈ H, t ∈ C}.

For any point x = (u, z) ∈ H, define ℓwx as the locus

x · exp(Cw) = {(u+ tw, z +
t

2
ω(u,w), t ∈ C}.
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A w-line on H means ℓwx for some x ∈ H. An affine line on W ⊕ I is called
a contact line if it is a w-line for some nonzero w ∈ W. Tangent spaces of
contact lines determine a line subbundle F ⊂ TPW, i.e., a foliation of rank
1 on PW.

Definition 4.3. For each [w] ∈ PW, let A[w] ⊂ H be the algebraic subgroup
exp(Cw) and let A ⊂ PW × H be the disjoint union of such subgroups
parametrized by PW, namely,

A := {([w], g) ∈ PW×H, g ∈ A[w]}.

We have the projection η : A→ PW whose fiber η−1([w]) ⊂ A at [w] ∈ PW

is isomorphic to A[w] ⊂ H via the projection A → H . Let λ : L → PW

be the fiber bundle over PW whose fiber λ−1([w]) at [w] ∈ PW is the coset
space H/A[w]. In other words, we have a sequence of morphisms

A ⊂ PW×H → L
↓ ↓ ↓ λ

PW = PW = PW

which gives over each point [w] ∈ PW the quotient by the subgroup

A[w] ⊂ H→ H/A[w].

By the left H-action, there is a natural trivialization of the projective bundle
on H

(4.1) PW
∼=
−→ PW×H.

The pair of morphisms (̺, υ) given by the projection ̺ : PW → L induced by
(4.1) and the natural projection υ : PW → H can be viewed as the universal
family of contact lines on H. In other words, we can regard L as the set of
all contact lines on H. The fiber λ−1([w]) of λ : L → PW corresponds to the
set of all w-lines on H.

Definition 4.4. For a complex submanifold S ⊂ PW (not necessarily
closed), denote by S+ the set of nonzero vectors in W corresponding to
points of S, i.e., the affine cone over S with the zero point removed.

(1) We say that S is a Legendrian submanifold if dimS = m− 1 and for
each α ∈ S+, the affine tangent space TαS

+ ⊂W satisfies

ω(α, TαS
+) = 0.

(2) Define for α ∈W,

α⊥ω := {w ∈W, ω(α,w) = 0}.

Then for a Legendrian submanifold S ⊂ PW and a point α ∈ S+,
we have TαS

+ ⊂ α⊥ω.
(3) An S-line on H means a w-line for some w ∈ S+. The tangent

spaces of S-lines form a fiber subbundle S ⊂ PW with the natural
projection µ : S → H, which corresponds to S × H under (4.1) in
Definition 4.3.
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(4) In (3), define LS ⊂ L as the image ̺(S) and ρ : S → LS as the
restriction to S of ̺ : PW → L in Definition 4.3. Then the pair of
morphisms (ρ, µ) can be viewed as the universal family of S-lines on
H.

(5) In (3), denote by S+ ⊂ W\( 0-section ), the left-invariant fiber bun-
dle with each fiber isomorphic to S+. We have the natural projection
χ : S+ → S which is a C

×-bundle.

Definition 4.5. Using the terminology of Definition 4.4, assume that S ⊂
PW is a Legendrian submanifold. Define a distribution R ⊂ µ−1W ⊂ TS
on S as follows. At a point [α] ∈ S with α ∈ S+ ⊂ W and µ([α]) = x ∈ H,
the fiber R[α] is

R[α] := {v ∈ (µ−1W)[α] ⊂ T[α]S, dΘ(dµ(v), α) = 0}

where Θ is the left-invariant 1-form on H in Definition 4.1 and α is viewed
as a nonzero vector in Wx ⊂ TxH. Then R is a vector subbundle in TS of
corank 2.

We state two results on the distribution R on S:

Proposition 4.6. In Definition 4.5, there exists a vector subbundle Q ⊂
TLS of corank 2 such that R = ρ−1Q.

Proposition 4.7. In Definition 4.5, the subspace Null(α ◦LeviRy ) ⊂ Ry has

dimension m for any y ∈ S and any nonzero vector α ∈ R⊥
y .

Postponing the proofs of Propositions 4.6 and 4.7 to Section 5, we derive
the following consequence.

Corollary 4.8. For the distribution Q on LS from Proposition 4.6,

dimNull(ď[β](ϑ
LS

|PQ⊥)) = m− 1

for any nonzero β ∈ Q⊥.

Proof. From R = ρ−1Q in Proposition 4.6, the differential of the submersion
ρ : S → LS induces an isomorphism of projective bundles on S

ρ∗PQ⊥
∼=
−→ PR⊥.

This induces a submersion η : PR⊥ → PQ⊥ of relative dimension 1 satisfying
the commutative diagram

PT∨S ⊃ PR⊥ η
→ PQ⊥ ⊂ PT∨LS

̟S ↓ ↓ ↓ ↓ ̟LS

S = S
ρ
→ LS = LS .

As η comes from the derivative of ρ, we have

(4.2) η∗(ϑL
S

|PQ⊥) = ϑS |PR⊥ .

By Lemma 2.3 and (4.2), it suffices to prove that

dimNull(ď[α](ϑ
S |PR⊥)) = m
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for all [α] ∈ PR⊥. By Proposition 3.6, this follows from dimNull(α◦LeviRy ) =
m in Proposition 4.7. �

The following is a more precise version of Theorem 1.3.

Theorem 4.9. In the setting of Propositions 4.6 and 4.7, choose a point
w ∈ S+ and a w-line ℓ on H. Then there exist

(1) a complex manifold X of dimension 2m+1 with a contact structure
D ⊂ TX;

(2) an unbendable rational curve C ⊂ X subordinate to D;
(3) an (Euclidean) open neighborhood U ⊂ H of ℓ; and
(4) an open embedding U ⊂ X

such that C ∩ U = ℓ,D|U = W|U and the VMRT CCx for x ∈ U ∩ C is
projectively isomorphic to the germ [w] ∈ S corresponding to w ∈ S+.

For the proof, we recall the following characterization of unbendable ra-
tional curves.

Lemma 4.10. Let C ⊂ X be a nonsingular rational curve on a complex
manifold of dimension n whose normal bundle NC/X is isomorphic to

O(a1)⊕ · · · ⊕ O(an−1)

for some nonnegative integers a1 ≥ · · · ≥ an−1. Set p :=
∑n−1

i=1 ai. Suppose
there is a p-dimensional family of deformations of C fixing a point x ∈ C
such that the tangent directions to these deformations form a p-dimensional
germ of a submanifold in PTxX. Then

a1 = · · · = ap = 1, ap+1 = · · · = an−1 = 0.

Proof. The space Kx of all small deformations of C in X fixing x is nonsin-
gular of dimension p because

H0(C,NC/X ⊗mx) = p and H1(C,NC/X ⊗mx) = 0.

Let τx : Kx → PTxX be the morphism sending a curve to its tangent direc-
tion at x. From our assumption, the image of τx is nonsingular of dimension
p, hence τx is an immersion. It is easy to see (e.g. see the argument in the
proof of Proposition 1.4 in [Hw01]) that τx is an immersion if and only if

H0(C,NC/X ⊗m2
x) = 0.

This implies a1 = · · · = ap = 1, ap+1 = · · · = an−1 = 0. �

Proof of Theorem 4.9. The left-action of H on itself induces H-actions on
both S and LS such that the morphisms ρ : S → LS and µ : S → H

are equivariant under the H-actions. The distributions R and Q are also
H-equivariant and so is the commutative diagram

PT∨S ⊃ PR⊥ η
→ PQ⊥ ⊂ PT∨LS

̟S ↓ ↓ ↓ ψ ↓ ̟LS

S = S
ρ
→ LS = LS
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in the proof of Corollary 4.8.
Let Θ be the left-invariant 1-form on H defining the distributionW ⊂ TH.

Let σ : S → PR⊥ be the section of the projection PR⊥ → S determined by
µ∗Θ. Define the morphism ι : S → PQ⊥ by the composition η ◦ σ. We have
the H-equivariant commutative diagram

S
ι
→ PQ⊥

ρ ↓ ↓ ψ
LS = LS.

Lemma 2.6 and (4.2) imply

(4.3) ι∗(ϑL
S

|PQ⊥) = µ∗Θ.

Since Θ is a contact form on H and dimT µ[α] = m−1 for any [α] ∈ S, Lemma

2.3 gives

dimNull(ď[α](µ
∗Θ)) = m− 1.

As dimNull(ď[β](ϑ
LS

|PQ⊥)) = m−1 from Corollary 4.8, Lemma 2.3 and (4.3)
imply that ι must be an open immersion at every point of S. Considering
the action of the subgroup A[v] ⊂ H for [v] ∈ S ⊂ PW in Definition 4.3
and using the H-equivariance, we see that the morphism ι embeds a fiber
ρ−1(z) for any z ∈ LS with λ(z) = [v] ∈ S into the projective line ψ−1(z) as
an affine open set. This implies that ι is an open embedding such that the
complement PQ⊥ \ ι(S) is a section of the projection ψ : PQ⊥ → LS.

From Lemma 3.4 and Corollary 4.8, we can choose a neighborhood O of
the fiber C ′ of ψ at the point [ℓ] ∈ LS with a submersion ν : O → X to a
complex manifold X with a contact structure D ⊂ TX such that

T ν[β] = Null(ď[β](ϑ
LS

|PQ⊥))

for each [β] ∈ O ⊂ PQ⊥ and

ν−1D = Ker(ϑL
S

|PQ⊥).

Furthermore, (4.3) implies that the images of a fiber of µ under ι intersects
O along a fiber of ν, inducing an open embedding of a neighborhood U of
ℓ into X such that D|U = W|U . Let C ⊂ X be the image ν(C ′). Then C
is a nonsingular rational curve in X and the normal bundle of C ⊂ X is
isomorphic to

O(a1)⊕ · · · ⊕ O(a2m)

for some nonnegative integers a1 ≥ · · · ≥ a2m because the normal bundle
of C ′ in O is trivial. The degree of C with respect to the line bundle

L := TX/D is 1 because the line bundle TPQ⊥/Ker(ϑL
S
|PQ⊥) is isomorphic

to OPQ⊥(1). As D is a contact structure, we have K−1
X
∼= L⊗(m+1) (e.g.

by (2.2) of [LB]) implying
∑2m

i=1 ai = m − 1. Thus the space of all small
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deformations of C in X has dimension equal to

dimH0(P1,O(a1)⊕ · · · ⊕ O(a2m)) =
2m∑

i=1

ai + 2m = 3m− 1.

Since the two morphisms LS ← S → H describe the family of contact lines
on H effectively with dimLS = 3m − 1 and are compatible with LS ←
O → X via ι, we see that compact fibers of O → LS describe the (3m −
1)-dimensional family of small deformations of the rational curve C in X.
Moreover, the intersection of U and the small deformations of C fixing a
point x ∈ U ∩ C correspond to an open subset in the family of S-lines
through x. Thus their tangent directions at x form a submanifold in PTxX
projectively isomorphic to the germ of S at [w], where the tangent direction
[Txℓ] ∈ S of the affine line ℓ = U∩C at x is identified with ([w], x) ∈ PW×H
via the inclusion S ⊂ PW and the isomorphism (4.1). By Lemma 4.10, we
see that

a1 = · · · = am−1 = 1, am = · · · = a2m = 0

and C is unbendable with the VMRT CCx projectively isomorphic to the
germ [w] ∈ S. �

5. Computation in coordinates on the Heisenberg group

In this section, we prove Propositions 4.6 and 4.7 by computation in
coordinates. Let us choose coordinates on H as follows.

Notation 5.1. In Definition 4.1, choose a basis w1, . . . ,w2m of W and a
nonzero vector i ∈ I satisfying

ω(wj,wk) = ω(wm+j,wm+k) = 0 and ω(wj,wm+k) = δj,ki

for all 1 ≤ j, k ≤ m. Let (x1, . . . , x2m, x2m+1) be the dual coordinates of the
basis {w1, . . . ,w2m, i} of the vector spaceW⊕I and view them as coordinates
on the affine variety underlying H.

The following is straightforward.

Lemma 5.2. In terms of the coordinates in Notation 5.1, the multiplication
(x1, . . . , x2m+1) · (c1, . . . , c2m+1) of the two elements

(x1, . . . , x2m+1) and (c1, . . . , c2m+1) ∈ H

is given by

(x1 + c1, . . . , x2m + c2m, x2m+1 + c2m+1 +
1

2

m∑

j=1

(cm+jxj − cjxm+j))

and a left-invariant 1-form Θ on H can be chosen as

Θ =

m∑

j=1

(xjdxm+j − xm+jdxj) − 2 dx2m+1.



UNBENDABLE RATIONAL CURVES AND CONTACT STRUCTURES 17

Proposition 5.3. In terms of the coordinates x1, . . . , x2m+1 of Notation
5.1, the 1-forms dx1, . . . ,dx2m determine regular functions on W ⊂ TH
denoted by λ1, . . . , λ2m such that

(x1, . . . , x2m+1, λ1, . . . , λ2m)

give affine coordinates on the nonsingular variety W.

(i) Define the vector field on W

F :=

m∑

j=1

(λj
∂

∂xj
+ λm+j

∂

∂xm+j
) +

1

2

m∑

j=1

(λm+jxj − λjxm+j)
∂

∂x2m+1
.

Then the natural projection W \ (0 − section) → PW sends the line
subbundle spanned by F in TW to F ⊂ TPW in Definition 4.2. In
particular, the fibers of ̺ in Definition 4.3 correspond to the leaves
of the vector field F .

(ii) The 1-form
m∑

j=1

(λjdλm+j − λm+jdλj)

on W annihilates the tangent vectors of the submanifold S+ ⊂ W of
Definition 4.4.

(iii) Define a 1-form ζ on W by

ζ :=
m∑

j=1

(λjdxm+j − λm+jdxj)

and a 1-form θ on S+ by

θ := (µ ◦ χ)∗Θ,

where χ : S+ → S and µ : S → H are as in Definition 4.4. Then the
distribution χ−1R of corank 2 on S+ is defined by the two point-wise
independent 1-forms θ and ζ|S+ .

Proof. For any point w = (c1, . . . , c2m) ∈ W, the w-line through a point
(x1, . . . , x2m+1) ∈ H is given by

(x1 + tc1, . . . , x2m + tc2m, x2m+1 +
t

2

n∑

j=1

(cm+jxj − cjxm+j))

with t ∈ C by Lemma 5.2. The tangent vector field d
dt along this w-line

describe a curve in W with λ1 = c1, . . . , λ2m = c2m taking constant values.
It is straightforward to see that the vector field F is tangent to this curve
in W. It follows that leaves of F give leaves of F , proving (i).

The functions λ1, . . . , λ2m are invariant under the left H-action on W.
Thus the germ of S+ as a local subvariety in W is defined by local an-
alytic functions in λ1, . . . , λ2m, which do not depend on the coordinates
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x1, . . . , x2m+1. Thus to prove (ii), it suffices to show that the expression

m∑

j=1

(λjdλm+j − λm+jdλj)

regarded as a 1-form on W = Wo annihilates the tangent vectors of S+ ⊂
W =Wo. Since

ω =
m∑

j=1

dλj ∧ dλm+j

on Wo = W, this follows from Definition 4.4 (1).
To check (iii), note that the distribution (µ ◦ χ)−1W is defined by θ and

the subbundle χ−1R ⊂ (µ ◦ χ)−1W is defined by one additional condition
dθ(F, ·) = 0. The last equation is reduced to ζ = 0 from the expression of Θ
in Lemma 5.2 and the expression of F in (i). �

Now we are ready to give proofs of Propositions 4.6 and 4.7.

Proof of 4.6. As the vector field F is tangent to S+, to prove Proposition
4.6, it suffices to show that [F, χ−1R] ⊂ χ−1R by Lemma 3.3. The Lie
derivatives of the 1-forms on W in Proposition 5.3 (iii) by the vector field
F in Proposition 5.3(i) are

LieF θ = dθ(F, ·) = 2ζ

and

LieF ζ = dζ(F, ·) =
m∑

j=1

(λjdλm+j − λm+jdλj),

because θ(F ) ≡ 0 ≡ ζ(F ). The last expression is zero on S+ by Proposition
5.3 (ii). As χ−1R is defined by θ = ζ = 0 on S+, this shows that [F, χ−1R] ⊂
χ−1R. �

Proof of Proposition 4.7. Pick a point z ∈ S+ ⊂ W with χ(z) = y. As
χ : S+ → S has 1-dimensional fibers, it suffices by Lemma 2.3 to show that
for any nonzero β ∈ (χ−1R)⊥,

(5.1) dimNull(β ◦ Leviχ
−1R
z ) = m+ 1.

By the H-action, we may assume that µ(y) = o. Using the fact that
the symplectic group of (W, ω) acts transitively on the set of Lagrangian
subspaces of W, we can choose the affine coordinates on W

(x1, . . . , x2m+1, λ1, . . . , λ2m)

in Proposition 5.3 such that z is given by

x1 = · · · = x2m+1 = λ1 = · · · = λm−1 = λm+1 = · · · = λ2m = 0, λm = 1

and the tangent space of S+ at z is given by

λm+1 = · · · = λ2m = 0.
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Note that for any nonzero β ∈ (χ−1R)⊥z , we have

(5.2) β ◦ Leviχ
−1R
z = dβ̃|∧2(χ−1R)z ,

where β̃ is a local 1-form on S+ with β̃(z) = β. From Proposition 5.3 (iii),
we have

(5.3) (χ−1R)z = 〈
∂

∂x1
, . . . ,

∂

∂x2m−1
,
∂

∂λ1
, . . . ,

∂

∂λm
〉.

Applying (5.2) to β = θz ∈ (χ−1R)⊥z for θ in Proposition 5.3 (iii), we have

Null(θz ◦ Levi
χ−1R
z ) = Null(

m∑

j=1

dxj ∧ dxm+j |∧2(χ−1R)z )

= Null(
m−1∑

j=1

dxj ∧ dxm+j|∧2(χ−1R)z ).

It follows that

Null(θz ◦ Levi
χ−1R
z ) = 〈

∂

∂xm
,
∂

∂λ1
, . . . ,

∂

∂λm
〉,

which has dimension m+ 1. This verifies (5.1) for β = θz.
Next, applying (5.2) to β = (ζ+ cθ)z ∈ (χ−1R)⊥z with any c ∈ C, we have

Null((ζ + cθ)z ◦ Levi
χ−1R
z ) = Null(dζ + c dθ)|∧2(χ−1R)z .

Since dζ + c dθ is

2c

m∑

j=1

dxj ∧ dxm+j +

m∑

j=1

(dλj ∧ dxm+j − dλm+j ∧ dxj),

its restriction to (5.3) is

2c

m−1∑

j=1

dxj ∧ dxm+j +

m−1∑

j=1

dλj ∧ dxm+j.

Its null space on (5.3) has a basis given by

∂

∂xm
,
∂

∂λm
and

∂

∂xj
− 2c

∂

∂λj
for 1 ≤ j ≤ m− 1.

Thus it has dimension m+1, verifying (5.1) for β = (ζ + cθ)z for any c ∈ C.
This completes the proof of (5.1). �
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