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SPECIAL LAGRANGIAN CYCLES AND CALABI-YAU

TRANSITIONS

TRISTAN C. COLLINS, SERGEI GUKOV, SEBASTIEN PICARD,
AND SHING-TUNG YAU

Abstract. We construct special Lagrangian 3-spheres in non-Kähler
compact threefolds equipped with the Fu-Li-Yau geometry. These non-
Kähler geometries emerge from topological transitions of compact Calabi-
Yau threefolds. From this point of view, a conifold transition exchanges
holomorphic 2-cycles for special Lagrangian 3-cycles.

1. Introduction

A broad goal in complex geometry and theoretical physics is to understand
the parameter space of all simply connected Calabi-Yau threefolds. The pos-
sible Hodge diamonds of these manifolds are parametrized by two integers
h1,1 and h2,1. A program of Candelas-Green-Hubsch, Clemens, Friedman
and Reid [17, 11, 32, 77] proposes a procedure for traveling between two
topologically distinct Calabi-Yau threefolds by birational contraction fol-
lowed by smoothing. The simplest instance of such a topological transition
is a conifold transition Y → Y  X. A conifold transition contracts 2-
spheres in the initial threefold Y , which decreases h1,1, and introduces new
3-spheres in the resulting threefold X, which increases h2,1. It is conjectured
[11, 77] that all simply connected Calabi-Yau threefolds can be joined by
birational contraction followed by smoothing (see [79] for a survey of these
ideas). There is also a symplectic mirror to this operation [81].

As noted in [32, 77], collapsing sufficiently many 2-spheres during a coni-
fold transition Y → Y  X produces a complex manifold with second
Betti number b2(X) = 0. Thus a conifold transition may connect a Kähler
Calabi-Yau threefold to a non-Kähler complex manifold with trivial canon-
ical bundle. Such examples starting from a quintic in P

4 are given in [32]
(see also [66] for more examples of going from Kähler to non-Kähler).

This suggests that certain non-Kähler manifolds should be included in the
parameter space of Calabi-Yau threefolds. The study of non-Kähler Calabi-
Yau geometry in theoretical physics was initiated by Strominger [85], and
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has since grown into an active area of research; see e.g. [3, 25, 26, 29, 30, 31,
34, 35, 48, 71] for examples, see [2, 6, 5, 13, 22, 40, 41, 52] for developments in
string theory, and see [27, 28, 36, 38, 39, 58, 65, 72, 73, 74, 75, 84, 88, 90, 91]
for research programs in this area.

We would like to understand how geometric objects evolve as they move
across a topological transition of Calabi-Yau threefolds. We refer to [12, 44,
60, 86] for related ideas in Kähler string theory. In our setup, our initial
object is a Kähler Calabi-Yau threefold Y equipped with a Kähler Ricci-
flat metric [92]. A topological transition will take us to another, possibly
non-Kähler, complex manifold X. We list below some geometric properties
which are known to be preserved as we travel from Y to X.

Fu-Li-Yau [34] showed that X admits a balanced metric ω, meaning that
it satisfies dω2 = 0. This condition appears in string theory as a condition
for supersymmetry [64, 85]. Friedman [33] showed that X satisfies the ∂∂̄-
lemma. It was shown in [20] that the stability of the tangent bundle is
preserved by the transition, in the sense that the tangent bundle ofX admits
a Hermitian-Yang-Mills connection with respect to the balanced metric ω.
The stability of other bundles satisfying a local triviality condition near the
singular points was studied in [16].

In this work, we will consider special submanifolds of Calabi-Yau three-
folds. On one side of the transition, we consider holomorphic 2-cycles. On
the other side, we consider special Lagrangian 3-cycles. Let Y → Y  Xt be
a conifold transition contracting holomorphic 2-spheres Ci ⊂ Y and replac-
ing them with vanishing 3-spheres Li,t ⊂ Xt. To understand this topological
change geometrically, Fu-Li-Yau [34] (see also [16, 20] for follow-up work)
construct a sequence of metrics ωa on Y with dω2

a = 0 and Vol(Ci, ωa) → 0
as a → 0, and ωt on Xt with dω

2
t = 0 with Vol(Li,t, ωt) → 0 as t → 0. We

will perturb Li,t to a special submanifold with respect to this geometry.
Our theorem states that a conifold transition exchanges the holomorphic

2-cycles Ci on (Y, ωa,Ω) for special Lagrangian 3-cycles L̃i on (Xt, ωt,Ωt).

Theorem 1.1. Let Y be a compact Kähler simply connected Calabi-Yau
threefold. Let Y → Y  Xt be a conifold transition, where Xt is a compact
complex manifold (which could be non-Kählerian) with holomorphic volume
form Ωt. Choose a node p ∈ Y and let Lt denote the corresponding vanishing
cycle on Xt.

There exists ε > 0 such that for all 0 < |t| < ε, the vanishing cycle Lt

can be perturbed to a rigid special Lagrangian 3-sphere S3 with respect to
the Fu-Li-Yau (Xt,Ωt, ωt) non-Kähler Calabi-Yau structure. Explicitly, we
solve the equations

ωt|S3 = 0, (Im e−iθ̂Ωt)|S3 = 0, dω2
t = 0

for an angle e−iθ̂ ∈ S1.

Since X may be not admit any Kähler metric, our notion of special La-
grangian does not involve a symplectic structure. We use the definition of
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Harvey-Lawson [49] §V.3., where a submanifold L of a complex manifold
X with hermitian metric ω and holomorphic volume form Ω is said to be

special Lagrangian with angle e−iθ̂ ∈ S1 if ω|L = 0 and (Im e−iθ̂Ω)|L = 0.
These equations were obtained by Harvey-Lawson (and later rederived in
string theory [4]) as a condition which minimizes the functional

E(L) =

∫

L
|Ω|ωdvolL

in a given homology class. When ω is Kähler Ricci-flat, then |Ω|ω is constant
and this is the area functional, but in general the norm |Ω|ω may fluctuate.
Given a non-Kähler structure (ω,Ω), special Lagrangian cycles can be un-
derstood as optimal representatives of a 3-cycle homology class with respect
to the functional E(L).

Our construction establishes the existence of smooth special Lagrangian
cycles with respect to a balanced metric on any compact threefold emerging
from a conifold transition. By Friedman’s criteria [32, 89], to guarantee the
existence of a transition it suffices to check a cohomological condition on
holomorphic curves on the initial threefold (4.4). For a concrete non-Kähler
example, we may apply our theorem to conclude the existence of special
Lagrangian submanifolds in connected sums of h copies of S3 × S3 with
h > 2 [32, 66].

For related results on special Lagrangian vanishing spheres and smooth-
ings Y  Xt of nodal points in the case when Xt is Kähler, see [15, 50].
Other constructions of special Lagrangian cycles in the Kähler setting can
be found in e.g. [18, 19, 53, 54, 55, 62, 63, 80, 93].

Following Callan-Harvey-Strominger [10], we can interpret our results as
an analog of the Dirac magnetic monopole in electrodynamics. The magnetic
monopole equations are

d∗F = 0, QM =

∫

S2

F

where F is the 2-form field strength and QM is the magnetic charge enclosed
in a 2-sphere. In string theory, there is a 3-form field strength H, and
Strominger [85] found that on a Calabi-Yau threefold X it is given by H =
i(∂̄ − ∂)ω. If ω is a balanced metric on X, then dω is primitive, and a
well-known identity for the Hodge star gives ⋆dω = Jdω = −H. Thus H is
co-closed, and the charge is defined analogously.

d∗H = 0, Q =

∫

S3

H.

In the case of smoothings Y  Xt with Fu-Li-Yau metric, our work gives
estimates on the order of the charge attached to the degenerating special
Lagrangian 3-spheres.

Qt =

∫

S3

Ht = O(|t|4/3), t→ 0.
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This can be derived from the estimates (4.6) and (5.11), which are used in
the proof of our main theorem.

The paper is organised as follows. In Section 2, we review generalities of
special Lagrangian submanifolds in the non-Kähler setting and work out the
equations for first order infinitesimal deformations of special Lagrangians.
In Section 3 we study some explicit examples of the deformation theory
for special Lagrangians which show that the deformations behave rather
differently than in the Kähler setting. In Section 4, we review the geometry
of conifold transitions. In Section 5, we prove Theorem 1.1 by a glueing
and perturbation technique. The main idea is that the local Kähler Calabi-
Yau model geometry (Vt, ωco,t,Ωmod,t) of Candelas-de la Ossa [12] on Vt =
{∑i z

2
i = t} approximately describes the non-Kähler geometry of (Xt, ωt,Ωt)

near the vanishing cycles. Finally, in Section 6 we discuss the relation to
SU(3) structures and flux compactifications in physics.

Acknowledgements: We thank M. Garcia-Fernandez for helpful com-
ments.

2. Special Lagrangians without the Kähler condition

2.1. Definitions. We take the definition of a non-Kähler Calabi-Yau man-
ifold as a complex manifold with trivial canonical bundle. Let M be a
compact complex manifold of complex dimension n, with complex structure
J , admitting a nowhere vanishing holomorphic (n, 0) form Ω. Let g be a
hermitian metric onM with associated (1, 1) form ω(X,Y ) = g(JX, Y ). We
define the function |Ω|g by

|Ω|2g
ωn

n!
=
in

2

2n
Ω ∧ Ω̄.

Harvey and Lawson [49] introduced the definition of special Lagrangian cy-
cles as special submanifolds of complex manifolds with trivial canonical bun-
dle. An oriented submanifold L of real dimension n is special Lagrangian
with angle e−iθ ∈ S1 if

(2.1) ω|L = 0, Im e−iθΩ|L = 0.

This equation was also derived by Becker-Becker-Strominger [4] as a condi-
tion for L to be a supersymmetric cycle. Though most subsequent work has
been in the context of Kähler geometry [4, 46, 51, 87], we return here to the
general definition [49] with possibly non-Kähler Hermitian metric ω.

Submanifolds solving (2.1) have the property that they minimize the func-
tional

(2.2) E(L) =

∫

L
|Ω|g dvolL

in the homology class [L] ∈ H3(M,R). Here dvolL is the volume form
of the induced metric g|L on L. By a well-known pointwise computation
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[49], the condition (2.1) is equivalent to an orientation on L with ω|L = 0,
e−iθΩ|L = |Ω|gdvolL.

Remark 2.1. We can conformally change ω̃ = |Ω|2/ng ω such that |Ω|g̃ = 1.

The special Lagrangian condition ω̃|L = 0, Im e−iθΩ|L = 0 is well-known
[49, 54] to minimize the area

∫

L dvolg̃|L in a given homology class, using

the closed form Re e−iθΩ as a calibration on (M, g̃). The discussion above
rewrites this statement in terms of the original ω rather than ω̃.

When dω = 0 and |Ω|g = 1, this is the standard special Lagrangian
condition in a Kähler Calabi-Yau manifold. In the current work, we will not
assume that ω is Kähler Ricci-flat, but instead require the weaker condition

(2.3) d(|Ω|gωn−1) = 0

which is a condition for supersymmetry [85, 64]. In analogy with (2.2),
it was observed in [39] that metrics solving (2.3) are critical points of the
functional

M(ω) =

∫

M
|Ω|g dvolg

when restricted to variations of the form δω ∈ Range (∂ ⊕ ∂̄). Thus the
special Lagrangian equations (2.1) and the conformally balanced equation
(2.3) are linked by the fact that they are both critical points of a functional
of the form

∫

|Ω| dvol.
Metrics solving dωn−1 = 0, called balanced metrics, were studied by

Michelsohn [69] as a dual to the Kähler condition. Metrics satisfying (2.3)
are called conformally balanced. One can pass between these two notions by
conformal change of the metric; a balanced metric χ defines a conformally

balanced metric ω by ω = |Ω|−2/(n−2)
χ χ, and a conformally balanced metric

ω defines a balanced metric χ by χ = |Ω|1/(n−1)
ω ω.

2.2. Linearization. Next, we compute the linearization of the special La-
grangian condition. We will suppose that we have a family Ls of special
Lagrangians on a (possibly non-Kähler) Calabi-Yau manifold and study its
first order variation. This calculation is well-known in the Kähler case, e.g.
[67, 68].

Let f : L → M be a n-dimensional real submanifold of (M,g, J, ω,Ω).
Denote by h = f∗g the induced metric on L and dvol|L the volume form
of h. Suppose L is a special Lagrangian with angle zero: f∗ω = 0 and
f∗(ImΩ) = 0 and L is oriented so that f∗ReΩ = |Ω|dvolL. Let α = αidu

i

be a 1-form on L. Let V = V i ∂
∂ui with V i = hikαk be the corresponding

vector field on L, which on M becomes f∗V = V i∂if
α∂α.

The vector field ξ := Jf∗V defined on f(L) ⊂ M is a normal vector field
since f∗ω = 0. Extend ξ arbitrarily to all of M . Let ϕs be a 1-parameter
family of diffeomorphisms of M generated by the flow of ξ. Let

Fs : Λ
1(L,R) → Λ2(L,R)× C∞(L,R)
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be given by

Fs(α) =
(

− (ϕs ◦ f)∗ω, − ⋆h (ϕs ◦ f)∗ImΩ
)

.

The condition that ϕs deforms L to a family of special Lagrangian subman-
ifolds is Fs(α) = 0 for all s ∈ (−ε, ε).

Differentiating Fs introduces the Lie derivative

d

ds

∣

∣

∣

∣

s=0

Fs =
(

− f∗(Lξω), − ⋆h f
∗(LξImΩ)

)

.

We will now compute the two terms on the right-hand side.

• −f∗(Lξω). By the formula for the Lie derivative, this is

−f∗(Lξω) = −f∗(dιJf∗V ω + ιJf∗V dω).

For the first term, tracing the definitions gives

α = −f∗(ιJf∗V ω).
For the second term, we write

(f∗ιJf∗V dω)ij = V k(f∗ιJdω)kij ,

where (ιJdω)(X,Y,Z) = dω(JX, Y, Z). Therefore, we have

(2.4) − f∗(Lξω) = dα+ Tα,

where T : Λ1(L) → Λ2(L) is defined by

(2.5) (Tα)ij = −hkℓαℓ(f
∗ιJdω)kij.

The Tα terms are the non-Kähler contributions to the linearized operator.

• − ⋆h f
∗(LξImΩ). Since dΩ = 0, this is

f∗(LξImΩ) = df∗(ιξImΩ).

A well-known pointwise computation (e.g. [67]) gives

(2.6) f∗(ιξImΩ) = ⋆h(f
∗|Ω|gα).

To verify this, we start by choosing p ∈ L. Using ω|L = 0 we may choose
coordinates (xi, yi) on M so that

TpL = span

(

∂

∂x1
, . . . ,

∂

∂xn

)

g|p = dxi ⊗ dxi + dyi ⊗ dyi, J
∂

∂xi
=

∂

∂yi
, J

∂

∂yi
= − ∂

∂xi
.

Using ImΩ|L = 0, we can arrange that

Ω|p = |Ω|g(dx1 + idy1) ∧ · · · ∧ (dxn + idyn).

We take α|p = dx1 and can now verify (2.6) by direct computation. Thus

⋆hf
∗(LξImΩ) = ⋆hd ⋆h (f∗|Ω|gα) = −d†h(f∗|Ω|gα).
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• Altogether, the variational formula becomes

(2.7)
(

− f∗(Lξω), − ⋆h f
∗(LξImΩ)

)

=

(

dα+ Tα, d†h(f
∗|Ω|gα)

)

.

The right-hand side is zero if and only if α satisfies Lα = 0, with

(2.8) Lα = |Ω|−1d†T (|Ω|dTα) + d(|Ω|−1d†(|Ω|α)).
and dT = d + T . Here |Ω| is notation for f∗|Ω|g and adjoints † are with
respect to the L2 inner product on (L, h). The operator L is elliptic and can
be deformed to the Hodge Laplacian, and so kerL is finite dimensional. We
state this as

Lemma 2.2. The infinitesimal deformation space of a non-Kähler special
Lagrangian L ⊂ (X, g, ω,Ω) is given by the space of smooth 1-forms α ∈ T ∗L
satisfying

dα+ Tα = 0 d†(|Ω|ωα) = 0

where T : T ∗L→ Λ2T ∗L is defined by

(Tα)ij = −(g|L)kℓαℓ(ιJdω)kij .

Furthermore, the infinitesimal deformation space is finite dimensional.

Remark 2.3. We note that that in the symplectic case dω = 0, the con-
straint equations are dα = 0 and d†(|Ω|α) = 0 and we recover the well-known
fact

dimkerL = dimH1(L,R).

When |Ω| is constant, this is McLean’s theorem [68]. In the case of non-
constant |Ω|, Goldstein [42] showed that the map ξ : kerL → H1(L,R)
given by α 7→ [α] is an isomorphism. This map is injective since if α = df ,
then d†(|Ω|df) = 0 implies f is constant. To show surjectivity, given [α] ∈
H1(L,R) we must find a representative α′ = α+ df such that d†(|Ω|α′) = 0,
which amounts to solving

P (f) = ψ, P (f) = d†(|Ω|df)
with

ψ = −d†(|Ω|α).
The operator P is elliptic and kerP = 〈R〉. Therefore Range(P ) = (kerP )⊥

is given by functions f such that
∫

L f = 0. Since
∫

L ψ = 0, we can solve
P (f) = ψ.

Remark 2.4. It is unclear whether the deformation theory of special La-
grangians in the non-Kähler case is unobstructed; that is, whether a version
of McLean’s theorem holds [68]. Indeed, the examples in the next section
have unobstructed deformation theory.
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3. Examples: Manifolds of Iwasawa-type

In this section we work out an explicit example of the deformation theory
for certain special Lagrangians in some non-Kähler Calabi-Yau manifolds.
One classical example of a compact complex manifold which is Calabi-Yau,
but non-Kähler is the Iwasawa manifold, which can be defined as follows.
Consider the set of matrices

G =





1 z1 z3
0 1 z2
0 0 1



 .

The Iwasawa manifold is given by XI := G/Γ where Γ ⊂ G is the subgroup
consisted of those elements where zi ∈ Z[

√
−1] for i = 1, 2, 3. It is straight-

forward to check that XI is complex, Calabi-Yau but non-Kähler; see, e.g.
[45, Chapter 3.5]. There is a holomorphic fibration structure

π : XI → T 4 π(z1, z2, z3) = (z1, z2)

whose fibers are complex tori. The holomorphic (1, 0) forms

dz1, dz2, θI := dz3 − z1dz2

are globally well-defined and trivialize Λ1,0T ∗XI . If u(z1, z2) : T
4 → R is

any smooth, real function, then we can consider the hermitian form

ωu := π∗(euωT 4) +

√
−1

2
θI ∧ θ̄I

where

ωT 4 =

√
−1

2
(dz1 ∧ dz̄1 + dz2 ∧ dz̄2) .

It is easy to check that ωu defines a hermitian metric, and furthermore
d
(

|Ω|ωuω
2
u

)

= 0, hence these metrics are conformally balanced. Consider
the anti-holomorphic involution (z1, z2, z3) 7→ (z̄1, z̄2, z̄3). The fixed point
set is a special Lagrangian

L = {Im(z1) = Im(z2) = Im(z3) = 0}
In fact, it is not hard to check that L moves in a 1-parameter family given
by

Lt := {Im(z1) = Im(z2) = 0, Im(z3) = t}.
In this case, the main result of this section is

Lemma 3.1. Let (XI , ωu) be the Iwasawa manifold, as above. The infinites-
imal deformation space of the special Lagrangian L is 1-dimensional, while
b1(L) = 2 > 1. In particular, the infinitesimal deformations of the special
Lagrangian L are unobstructed.

Remark 3.2. We have emphasized that b1(L) = 2 > 1 to make it clear that
the deformation theory for special Lagrangians in non-Kähler Calabi-Yau
manifolds is very different from the deformation theory in Kähler Calabi-
Yau manifolds.
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We will explain the proof of Lemma 3.1 at the end of this section. We
also consider a related example, given by X := C

3/ ∼ where we defined

(z1, z2, z3) ∼ (z1 + a, z2 + c, z3 + āz2 + b)

where a, b, c ∈ Z[
√
−1]. Note that the construction of X differs from the

construction of the Iwasawa manifold only in the introduction of the complex
conjugate of a in the action on z3. Nevertheless, X is a smooth, complex,
Calabi-Yau manifold and non-Kähler [76]. As in the case of the Iwasawa
manifold there is a holomorphic fibration structure

π : X → T 4 π(z1, z2, z3) = (z1, z2)

whose fibers are complex tori. There are non-vanishing (1, 0) forms

dz1, dz2, θ := dz3 − z̄1dz2

which are globally well-defined and trivialize Λ1,0T ∗X. However, note that
dθ ∈ Λ1,1T ∗X, unlike the case of the Iwasawa manifold. As above, if
u(z1, z2) : T

4 → R is any smooth, real function, then we can consider the
hermitian form

ωu := π∗(euωT 4) +

√
−1

2
θ ∧ θ̄

which are again conformally balanced. As before, there is a one-parameter
family of special Lagrangians

Lt := {Im(z1) = Im(z2) = 0, Im(z3) = t}
and it is the deformation theory of L := L0 that we will work out. Before
stating the main result, we point out that the primary interest of this ex-
ample is that it serves as a local toy model for the manifolds constructed by
Calabi-Eckmann [9], generalized by Goldstein-Prokushkin [43] and exploited
by Fu-Yau [35] in their construction of solutions of the Strominger system.
The main result is

Lemma 3.3. Let (X,ωu) be the compact Calabi-Yau manifold constructed
above. The infinitesimal deformation space of the special Lagrangian L is
1-dimensional, while b1(L) = 2 > 1. In particular, the infinitesimal defor-
mations of the special Lagrangian L are unobstructed.

Proof of Lemma 3.3. If we write zk = xk + iyk, consider

Lt = {y1 = y2 = 0, y3 = t}.
and let L = L0. One can check that, for each t, Lt defines a smooth, closed
submanifold of X, while direct computation gives

ω|L = 0, Ω|L = |Ω|ωdvolL.
The goal is to try to understand the deformation theory of the special

Lagrangian L. We need to compute the operator

Tα = −αkg
kℓ(ιJdω)ℓij
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on L. The metric gu associated to the form ωu = gu(J ·, ·) is

gu = eu
2

∑

i=1

(dx2i + dy2i ) + Re(θ ⊗ θ̄)

and so

gu
∣

∣

L
= eu(dx21 + dx22) + (dx3 − x1dx2)

2.

Note that T ∗L has a global frame given by the 1-forms

dx1, dx2, (dx3 − x1dx2).

and since u = u(x1, x2) is independent of x3, each of the above 1-forms is
co-closed, as can be seen from the equations

(3.1)

⋆dx1 = dx2 ∧ (dx3 − x1dx2)

⋆dx2 = −dx1 ∧ (dx3 − x1dx2)

⋆(dx3 − x1dx2) = eudx1 ∧ dx2.
Given a 1-form α we can write it as

(3.2) α = α1dx1 + α2dx2 + α3(dx3 − x1dx2).

The gu-dual vector field is given by

α# = e−uα1
∂

∂x1
+ e−uα2

(

∂

∂x2
+ x1

∂

∂x3

)

+ α3
∂

∂x3

and so

Jα# = e−uα1
∂

∂y1
+ e−uα2

(

∂

∂y2
+ x1

∂

∂y3

)

+ α3
∂

∂y3
.

By definition we have

Tα = −dω(Jα#, ·, ·),
and so we only need to compute dω. In fact, it clearly suffices to compute the
components of dω of the form dyi∧dxj∧dxk, since the remaining components
will not contribute to Tα. In the following computation we will write “Irr.”
to denote the irrelevant components of dω– namely, those not contained in
the span of the 3-forms dyi ∧ dxj ∧ dxk. We have

dω = eudu ∧ ωT 4 +Re(
√
−1dθ ∧ θ̄)

The first term is easier. We have

(3.3) eudu∧ωT 4 = eu
∂u

∂x1
dy2 ∧ dx1 ∧ dx2 − eu

∂u

∂x2
dy1 ∧ dx1 ∧ dx2 +( Irr.) .

For the second term we have

(3.4)

√
−1dθ ∧ θ̄ = −dz̄1 ∧ dz2 ∧ (dζ̄ − z1dz̄2)

= −
√
−1dz̄1 ∧ dz2 ∧ dζ̄ + z1dz̄1 ∧ (

√
−1dz2 ∧ dz̄2)

. For the second term on the right hand side of (3.4) we have

z1dz̄1 ∧ (
√
−1dz2 ∧ dz̄2) = 2x1dy2 ∧ dx1 ∧ dx2 + ( Irr. )
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while for the first term, we get

−
√
−1dz̄1∧dz2∧dζ̄ = −(dy1∧dx2∧dx3+dy2∧dx1∧dx3+dy3∧dx1∧dx2)+( Irr. ) .

All together, this yields
(3.5)

Re
(√

−1dθ ∧ θ̄
)

= 2x1dy2 ∧ dx1 ∧ dx2 − (dy1 ∧ dx2 ∧ dx3 + dy2 ∧ dx1 ∧ dx3)
− dy3 ∧ dx1 ∧ dx2) + ( Irr. )

= x1dy2 ∧ dx1 ∧ dx2 − dy1 ∧ dx2 ∧ (dx3 − x1dx2)

− dy2 ∧ dx1 ∧ (dx3 − x1dx2)

− dy3 ∧ dx1 ∧ dx2 + ( Irr. ) .

Combining (3.3) and (3.5) we obtain
(3.6)

Tα =

(

α1
∂u

∂x2
− α2

∂u

∂x1

)

dx1 ∧ dx2

+ α3dx1 ∧ dx2 + e−uα1dx2 ∧ (dx3 − x1dx2) + e−uα2dx1 ∧ (dx3 − x1dx2)

Our goal is to analyze the space of 1-forms α satisfying the infinitesimal
deformation equations for L

d†(|Ω|guα) = 0 dα+ Tα = 0.

Before beginning the analysis, we discuss the topology of L, which is a
nontrivial T 2 bundle over S1. Namely, consider the map π : L → S1 given
by π(x1, x2, x3) = x2 ∈ S1, then the fiber of L is given by (x1, x3) ∈ R

2 with
the equivalence relation

(x1, x3) ∼ (x1 + a, x3 + ax2 + b) (a, b) ∈ Z
2

This is evidently a T 2 bundle, where we identify

π−1(x2) = R
2/ (Zτ1(x2) + Zτ2) τ1(x2) = (1, x2), τ2 = (1, 0).

In particular, we see that the monodromy action π1(S
1) acts on H1(T

2) by

τ1 7→ τ1 + τ2, τ2 7→ τ2.

It follows from this calculation that b1(L) = 2.
The next task is to expand the infinitesimal deformations equations in

terms of the frame introduced in (3.1). We have

⋆α = α1dx2 ∧ (dx3 − x1dx2)− α2dx1 ∧ (dx3 − x1dx2) + α3e
udx1 ∧ dx2,

and so, since |Ω|gu = e−u, the equation d ⋆ (|Ω|guα) = 0 implies

(3.7)
∂

∂x1
(e−uα1) +

(

∂

∂x2
+ x1

∂

∂x3

)

(e−uα2) +
∂

∂x3
α3 = 0.
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Next we examine the equation dα + Tα = 0. Using the formula for Tα
in (3.6) we compute

dα =

(

∂α2

∂x1
−

(

∂α1

∂x2
+ x1

∂α1

∂x3

)

− α3

)

dx1 ∧ dx2

+

(

∂α3

∂x1
− ∂α1

∂x3

)

dx1 ∧ (dx3 − x1dx2)

+

((

∂α3

∂x2
+ x1

∂α3

∂x3

)

− ∂α2

∂x3

)

dx2 ∧ (dx3 − x1dx2).

Thus, the equation dα+Tα = 0 becomes the following system of differential
equations
(3.8)
(

∂α2

∂x1
−
(

∂α1

∂x2
+ x1

∂α1

∂x3

)

− α3

)

= −
(

α1

(

∂u

∂x2
+ x1

∂u

∂x3

)

− α2
∂u

∂x1
+ α3

)

(

∂α3

∂x1
− ∂α1

∂x3

)

= −e−uα2

(

∂α3

∂x2
+ x1

∂α3

∂x3

)

− ∂α2

∂x3
= −e−uα1.

We can rewrite the first equation of (3.8) as

(3.9)
∂

∂x1
(e−uα2) =

(

∂

∂x2
+ x1

∂

∂x3

)

(e−uα1)

Let us denote

∂1 =
∂

∂x1
∂2 =

(

∂

∂x2
+ x1

∂

∂x3

)

∂3 =
∂

∂x3

Note that [∂1, ∂2] = ∂3 while all other Lie brackets are zero. The trick is to
decouple one term from the above system. We differentiate (3.7) in the ∂1
direction, and use the commutation relation to obtain

∂21(e
−uα1) + ∂2∂1(e

−uα2) + ∂3(e
−uα2) + ∂3∂1(α3) = 0

Applying (3.9) we obtain

∂21(e
−uα1) + ∂2∂2(e

−uα1) + ∂3(e
−uα2) + ∂3∂1(α3) = 0.

Finally, by the second equation in (3.8) we get

∂3∂1(α3) = ∂23α1 − ∂3(e
−uα2).

Thus, since u = u(x1, x2) is independent of x3 we obtain

∂21(e
−uα1) + ∂22(e

−uα1) + eu∂23(e
−uα1) = 0.

Thus, by the maximum principle we conclude that e−uα1 is a constant. On
the other hand, a similar calculation, differentiating (3.7) in the ∂2 direction,
yields

∂21(e
−uα2) + ∂22(e

−uα2) + eu∂23(e
−uα2) = 2∂3(e

−uα1) = 0
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since e−uα1 is a constant. Another application of the maximum principle
shows that e−uα2 is a constant. Evaluating the second and third equations
of (3.8) at the maximum of α3 shows that e−uα1 = e−uα2 = 0. Equa-
tion (3.7) shows that ∂3α3 = 0, while the second and third equations of (3.8)
show that ∂1α3 = 0 = ∂2α3, and so α3 is a constant. On the other hand,
since α1 = α2 = 0, and α3 = const. is clearly a solution of the system (3.7)
and (3.8) we see that the deformation space is indeed 1-dimensional. Since
the special Lagrangians Lt clearly integrate this deformation, we conclude
that the deformation theory is unobstructed in this case. �

The proof of Lemma 3.1 is essentially identical, but simpler, so we will
only sketch the proof.

Proof of Lemma 3.1. Computing as above we find that the infinitesimal de-
formation equations are given by
(3.10)
(

∂α2

∂x1
−

(

∂α1

∂x2
+ x1

∂α1

∂x3

)

− α3

)

= −
(

α1

(

∂u

∂x2
+ x1

∂u

∂x3

)

− α2
∂u

∂x1
+ α3

)

(

∂α3

∂x1
− ∂α1

∂x3

)

= −e−uα2

(

∂α3

∂x2
+ x1

∂α3

∂x3

)

− ∂α2

∂x3
= e−uα1,

∂

∂x1
(e−uα1) +

(

∂

∂x2
+ x1

∂

∂x3

)

(e−uα2) +
∂

∂x3
α3 = 0

Note that the only difference between (3.10) and the deformation equations
for X considered above is a sign change on the right hand side of the third
equation; cf (3.8). Now one may proceed as in the proof of Lemma 3.3
except that the equations for e−uα1 and e−uα2 both decouple (making the
case of the Iwasawa manifold comparatively simpler). �

4. Background on Conifold Transitions

4.1. Local Setup. We start by establishing notation for the local geometry
of a conifold transition. Let

Vt =

{

4
∑

i=1

z2i = t

}

⊂ C
4.

Local coordinates near z4 6= 0 are given by (z1, z2, z3). We will denote

‖z‖2 = |z1|2 + |z2|2 + |z3|2 + |z4|2.
The Candelas-de la Ossa metrics [12] on Vt is a family of Kähler Ricci-flat
metrics that we now review. For t = 1 the metric is given by the ansatz

ωco,1 =
√
−1∂∂ψ(‖z‖2)
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where ψ(s) solves an appropriate ODE such that Ric(ωco,1) = 0. Once ωco,1

is known, the metrics for all other t 6= 0 are given by

(4.1) gco,t = |t|2/3S∗gco,1

with S : Vt → V1 the scaling map S(z) = t−1/2z. The choice of square root
does not affect the discussion. For t = 0, the ODE for a Kähler Ricci-flat
metric on V0 has the simple solution ωco,0 =

√
−1∂∂r2, which is a cone

metric of the form gco,0 = dr2 + r2gL, with

r(z) = ‖z‖2/3.

The metrics r−2gco,t have uniform geometry in the following sense: around
each point ẑ ∈ Vt, there exists a coordinate ball of uniform size such that
the matrix representing gco,t in these coordinates satisfies the estimates

(4.2) C−1geuc 6 r
−2gco,t 6 Cgeuc, |∂k(r−2gco,t)| 6 Ck

where the constants C,Ck > 0 are uniform in t. (See e.g. [16]).

The model holomorphic volume form on Vt is defined by

Ωmod,t =
dz1 ∧ dz2 ∧ dz3

z4
on z4 6= 0.

It scales as S∗Ωmod,1 = t−1Ωmod,t and the normalization on gco,t is such that

|Ωmod,t|gco,t = 1.

Next, we discuss the vanishing cycle of Vt, which is denoted by

Lt =

{

‖z‖2 = |t|
}

⊂ Vt.

Topologically, the set Lt can be identified with S3, and we denote the em-
bedding by ft : S

3 → Vt with

ft(x1, x2, x3, x4) = t1/2(x1, x2, x3, x4)

where S3 = {∑4
i=1 x

2
i = 1} ⊂ R

4. If the parameter t = |t|eiθ, then

f∗t ωco,t = 0, f∗t (Im e−iθΩmod,t) = 0,

and so the 3-cycle Lt is special Lagrangian with respect to (ωco,t,Ωmod,t).
Let ht = f∗t gco,t be the induced metric on S3. By (4.1), there is the simple
scaling relation

ht = |t|2/3h1.
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4.2. Global Setup. We now consider a global conifold transition

(4.3) X → X  Xt,

as described in [32]. We start with X, a simply connected compact Kähler
Calabi-Yau manifold of complex dimension 3. At the level of topology, a
conifold transition is a surgery which replaces embedded 2-spheres with 3-
spheres. At the level of complex geometry, we start by contracting k disjoint
(−1,−1) curves Ci ⊂ X to points pi. This produces a singular spaceX which
has singularities at pi, and a neighborhood of each pi can be identified with
a neighborhood of

V0 = {
4

∑

i=1

z2i = 0} ⊂ C
4.

Then the compact complex manifolds Xt are the smooth fibers of a holo-
morphic family X → ∆ = {t ∈ C : |t| < 1} with central fiber X . Near the
singular points the smoothing is locally biholomorphic to the model smooth-
ing Vt = {∑ z2i = t} [56]. It was proved by Friedman [32] and Tian [89] that
the existence of this smoothing Xt is implied by the existence of constants
λi 6= 0 such that

(4.4)

k
∑

i=1

λi[Ci] = 0

in H2(X,R). Note that Xt may be non-Kähler in general.

Example 4.1. A simple example of a conifold transition is given in [11, 44].
Consider the singular quintic X ⊂ P

4 given by

(4.5) x3g(x) + x4h(x) = 0

for generic homogeneous degree 4 polynomials g, h. The singularities of
X are locally modelled by V0 = {∑i z

2
i = 0} ⊂ C

4. There are two ways
to resolve these singularities. One way is to perform a small resolution by
blow-up which produces a smooth Calabi-Yau X. The other is to deform X
to a smooth quintic Xt by introducing e.g. t

∑

x5i on the right-hand side of
(4.5). This is an example of a conifold transition X → X  Xt where both
sides X,Xt are Kähler.

Example 4.2. An example of a transition from Kähler to non-Kähler is
given in [32]. For this example, we take the initial threefold to be a smooth
quintic X ⊂ P

4. The second Betti number is rkH2(X,R) = 1, and by
Friedman’s criteria (4.4) a choice of k > 2 disjoint (−1,−1) curves leads
to a contraction and smoothing X → X  Xt. Friedman showed that
H2(Xt,Z) = Z/dZ for an integer d depending on the choice of curves, and
so Xt cannot admit a Kähler metric.

To study the geometry of X → X  Xt, Fu-Li-Yau [34] proposed to use
balanced metrics and proved their existence through conifold transitions.
In the case when Xt admits a Kähler metric, the geometry of a transition
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with respect to Kähler Ricci-flat metrics was studied in [78, 82]. Fu-Li-
Yau’s uniform approach works for all transitions, and this only requires the
condition (4.4) on the initial configuration of the holomorphic curves; there
is no requirement to distinguish whether Xt can admit a Kähler structure.

4.2.1. Fu-Li-Yau metric. Let r : X → (0,∞) be a function which agrees

with r = ‖z‖2/3 near the singular points pi and r−1(0) = {p1, . . . , pk}.
We assume that the set Xt ∩ {r < 1} contains k components which we
each biholomorphically identify with Vt ∩ {r < 1}. Each ith component of
Xt ∩ {r < 1} contains a vanishing cycle Li,t = {‖z‖2 = |t|}.

Let ωt denote the Fu-Li-Yau balanced metric on Xt satisfying dω2
t = 0

and let gt denote the associated Riemannian metric. We now recall the
properties of gt that we will need. First, on compact sets K ⊂ X disjoint
from the singularities, the geometry (Xt, gt) is uniformly bounded in t ∈ ∆
(but dependent on K) in all Ck norms with respect to a reference metric
on X . Next, near the singularities, the metrics gt are locally modelled on
the Candelas-de la Ossa metrics gco,t. To be precise, given a singular point
pi, there is λ > 0 such that the following estimate (stated as Lemma 6.6 in
[20], which can be derived from the estimates in [34] and [16]) holds on the
component of X ∩ {r < 1} containing pi:

(4.6) |∇k
gco,t(gt − λgco,t)|gco,t 6 Ck|t|2/3r−k.

Here Ck > 0 is independent of t, and gco,t is the Ricci-flat metric constructed
by Candelas-de la Ossa. Finally, we recall that gt converges uniformly on
compact sets as t → 0 to a metric g0 on Xreg which satisfies dω2

0 = 0 and
agrees with a multiple of gco,0 in a neighborhood of each singularity.

4.2.2. Holomorphic volume form. The complex manifolds Xt emerging from
a conifold transition have trivial canonical bundle [32]. We will need a local
description of the holomorphic volume forms Ωt on Xt, and we give here
an explicit construction of the trivializing section of KXt . Let Ω0 be the
holomorphic volume form on X obtained by restricting the holomorphic
volume form on the Kähler Calabi-Yau X. Near a singular point p of X , we
identify a neighborhood of p with V0 ∩ {r 6 1}, and we can write

Ω0 = h(z)Ωmod,0

for a non-vanishing holomorphic function h(z) defined on V0 ⊂ C
4∩{r 6 1}.

The singularity at the origin comes from contracting a holomorphic curve
Ci ⊂ X, hence h(z) assumes a value h(0) ∈ C

∗. Furthermore, since V0 is a
normal variety, h(z) can be defined in an open set U ⊂ C

4 containing the
origin; see, for example [23, Chapter II].

We now smoothly extend Ω0 to X . We assume that there is only one
singularity p ∈ X for simplicity of notation. Let δ > 0 be such that h
defines a holomorphic function on {r < 2δ} ⊂ C

4, and let ζ denote a cutoff
function on C

4 such that ζ ≡ 1 on {r 6 δ} and ζ ≡ 0 on {r > 2δ}. The
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family Xt\{r 6 δ} is smooth, and we let

Φt : X0\{r 6 δ} → Xt\{r 6 δ}
be a smoothly varying family of diffeomorphisms with Φ0 = id. We introduce
the following 3-form on Xt:

Ψt = ζh(z)Ωmod,t + (Φ−1
t )∗

(

(1− ζ)Ω0

)

and to obtain a smooth non-vanishing section of KXt , we take the (3, 0) part.

The section Ψ3,0
t is non-vanishing for small t, since this holds on Xt∩{r 6 δ}

because Ψ3,0
t = h(z)Ωmod,t there, and on Xt\{r 6 δ} the forms are varying

smoothly in t and Ψ3,0
0 = Ω0 is non-vanishing at t = 0. We let σt denote the

representative of the section Ψ3,0
t ∈ Γ(Xt,KXt) in a local trivialization, i.e.

Ψ3,0
t = σt dz1 ∧ dz2 ∧ dz3.

The next step is to correct the smooth section σt to a holomorphic section.
For this, first we note that σ−1

t ∂̄σt defines a ∂̄-closed (0, 1) form on Xt.
Next, by Lemma 8.2 in [32], we have H1(Xt,OXt) = 0 since H1(X,OX ) = 0
because X is simply connected. Since the Dolbeault cohomology vanishes
H0,1

∂̄
(Xt) = 0, we can solve the ∂̄-equation

(4.7) ∂̄ut = − 1

σt
∂̄σt,

∫

Xt

utΨ
3,0
t ∧Ψ3,0

t = 0,

for a smooth function ut ∈ C∞(Xt). The corrected section

Ωt = eutσt dz1 ∧ dz2 ∧ dz3
satisfies ∂̄Ωt = 0 and equips Xt with a holomorphic volume form.

4.3. Estimate of the holomorphic volume form. For later use, we will
need to compare the global section Ωt on Xt to the local model Ωmod,t on
Vt. We will use the convention where C denotes a generic constant which
may change line by line. In this section, we will use weighted Hölder norms
on Xt; for a function u : Xt → R, we denote:

‖u‖Cγ
−β

= |rβu|L∞(Xt) + [u]Cγ
−β−γ

[u]Cγ
−β−γ

= sup
x 6=y

[

min(r(x), r(y))β+γ |u(x)− u(y)|
dgt(x, y)

γ

]

‖u‖C2,γ
−β

= |rβu|L∞(Xt) + |rβ+1∇u|L∞(Xt,gt) + |rβ+2∇2u|L∞(Xt,gt) + [∇2u]Cγ
−β−2−γ

[∇2u]Cγ
−β−2−γ

= sup
x 6=y

[

min(r(x), r(y))β+2+γ |∇2u(x)−∇2u(y)|
dgt(x, y)

γ

]

.

When writing |∇2u(x)−∇2u(y)|, we use parallel transport along geodesics
with respect to gt to compare the values ∇2u at different points. Covariant
derivatives are with respect to gt.

We now state the main estimate for comparing Ωt to the local model
Ωmod,t.
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Lemma 4.3. There exists τ ∈ C
∗ and Ck > 1 near each singular point such

that

(4.8) sup
{‖z‖2=t}

|∇k
gco,t(Ωt − τΩmod,t)|gco,t 6 Ck|t|1/2|t|−k/3,

for all t small enough.

Proof. Let p be a singular point of X . In the neighborhood {r < δ} con-
taining p, the holomorphic volume form appears on Vt as

Ωt = euth(z)Ωmod,t.

We will take τ = h(0). Thus

|∇k
gco,t(Ωt − τΩmod,t)|gco,t = |∇k

gco,t(e
uth− h(0))|gco,t

where we used that Ωmod,t is parallel with respect to gco,t and has constant
norm thanks to the Calabi-Yau condition. We will estimate euth(z)− h(0).
We start with k = 0.

(4.9) |euth(z) − h(0)| 6 eut |h(z) − h(0)| + |h(0)||eut − 1|.
We claim that there exists C > 1 independent of t such that

(4.10) sup
Xt

|ut| 6 C|t|2/3.

This follows from the following weighted estimate: for any β ∈ (0, 2) and
γ ∈ (0, 1), there exists C > 1 uniform in t such that

(4.11) ‖u‖C2,γ
−β
6 C‖∆gtu‖Cγ

−2−β
,

for all u ∈ C2,γ(Xt) satisfying
∫

Xt

uΨ3,0
t ∧Ψ3,0

t = 0.

We are using the notation ∆gu := gij̄∂i∂j̄u for the complex Laplacian, which
is not the Laplacian of the Levi-Civita connection for non-Kähler g. The
proof of estimate (4.11) is a standard blow-up argument, and we will provide
the proof in Lemma 4.4 below. We now assume (4.11) and continue the proof
of (4.10) and Lemma 4.3.

Our correction function ut defined in (4.7) satisfies

∆gtut = −gjk̄t ∂j(σ−1
t ∂k̄σt) := ψt.

By construction of σt, this right-hand side ψt vanishes identically in a neigh-
borhood of the singular points. On Xt\{r < δ}, the geometry gt is bounded
and ∂̄σt is zero everywhere at t = 0. Therefore

‖ψt‖Cγ
−2−β

6 C|t|.

The weighted estimate (4.11) implies rβ|ut| 6 C|t|, which proves (4.10)
(taking β = 1 to be concrete) since ‖z‖2 > |t|.
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Using estimate (4.10) and |h(z) − h(0)| 6 C‖z‖, we conclude that for all
t small enough we can estimate

|euth(z) − h(0)| 6 C‖z‖+C|t|2/3

on {r < δ}. It follows that for t small enough, (4.9) becomes

sup
{‖z‖262|t|}

|Ωt − h(0)Ωmod,t|gco,t 6 C|t|1/2.

We take τ = h(0) to obtain the estimate in the lemma with k = 0.

For higher order estimates, fix a point ẑ ∈ Vt such that ‖ẑ‖2 = |t|. Sup-
pose z4 6= 0. Let x̂ ∈ V1 be given by x̂ = S(ẑ) where S(z) = t−1/2z. Since

x̂4 6= 0, we may take coordinates (x1, x2, x3) on V1 = {∑4
i=1 x

2
i = 1}. Denote

p̂ = (x̂1, x̂2, x̂3) ∈ C
3.

Let ht be the holomorphic function defined on B1(p̂) ⊂ C
3 given by

ht(x) = (euth)(t1/2x) (recall ∂̄ut = 0 near the singularities). The local
estimates for holomorphic functions

sup
B1/2(p̂)

|ht − h(0)|Ck(geuc) 6 Ck sup
B1(p̂)

|ht − h(0)|L∞ 6 Ck|t|1/2,

can be converted on the compact geometry (V1, gco,1) ∩ {‖x‖ = 1} to the
estimate

|∇k
gco,1ht|gco,1(p̂) 6 Ck|t|1/2, k > 1.

Pulling back this estimate to Vt via S
∗ and using (4.1) gives

sup
{‖z‖2=|t|}

|∇k
gco,te

uth|gco,t 6 Ck|t|1/2|t|−k/3, k > 1,

which implies the higher order estimates stated in the lemma. �

It remains to prove the uniform estimate for inverting the Laplacian.

Lemma 4.4. For any β ∈ (0, 2) and γ ∈ (0, 1), there exists C > 1 uniform
in t such that

‖u‖C2,γ
−β
6 C‖∆gtu‖C0,γ

−2−β
,

for all u ∈ C2,γ(Xt) satisfying
∫

Xt

uΨ3,0
t ∧Ψ3,0

t = 0.

Proof. This type of blow-up argument is now standard, e.g. [83, 61, 20]. We
give the proof for the sake of completeness. The first step is to show the
uniform in t Schauder estimate

‖u‖C2,γ
−β
6 C(‖rβu‖L∞ + ‖∆gtu‖C0,γ

−2−β
), u ∈ C2,γ(Xt).

This estimate holds on Xt ∩ {r > 1} by the standard Schauder estimates
since the geometry of gt is uniformly bounded there for 0 6 |t| 6 1. On

Xt ∩ {r < 1}, which is identified with a subset of Vt = {∑4
i=1 z

2
i = t}, the

metric r−2gco,t has bounded geometry (4.2). The Schauder estimates in local
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coordinates then give the weighted estimate with respect to the metric gco,t.
Then estimate (4.6) can be used to go from norms with respect to gco,t to
gt once t is small enough.

To prove the estimate without the ‖rβu‖ term, suppose by contradiction
that there exists a sequence ui ∈ C2,γ(Xti) with ti → 0 and

1 >Mi‖∆gti
ui‖C0,γ

−2−β
, ‖ui‖C2,γ

−β
= 1,

∫

Xti

uiΨ
3,0
ti

∧Ψ3,0
ti

= 0

for constants Mi → ∞. Let zi ∈ Xti be a point where rβu attains its
supremum on Xti . The uniform Schauder estimate implies

1

C
6 r(zi)

β |ui(zi)|.

We start with the case when lim inf r(zi) > 0. After taking a subsequence,
we have zi → z0 ∈ X with r(z0) > 0. By the construction in [34], the metrics
gti converge as ti → 0 to a metric g0 on X which is balanced and agrees with
gco,0 near the singularities, and the convergence is uniform on compact sets
disjoint from the singularities (see also §2, §6.1 in [20] for further details).

Also, we note that Ψ3,0
t converges back to Ω0 as t→ 0 locally uniformly.

After taking a limit on compact sets disjoint from the nodes, we obtain a
function u0 ∈ C2,γ

−β (X) on the singular space satisfying

(4.12) ∆g0u0 = 0,

∫

X
u0 Ω0 ∧ Ω0 = 0.

Here is justification for the integral. For fixed 0 < δ ≪ 1, uniform conver-
gence implies

∫

{r>δ}∩X
u0 Ω0 ∧ Ω0 = lim

t→0

∫

{r>δ}∩Xt

utΨ
3,0
t ∧Ψ3,0

t

= − lim
t→0

∫

{r<δ}∩Xt

utΨ
3,0
t ∧Ψ3,0

t .

Since Ψ3,0
t = h(z)Ωmod,t on {r < 1

2} and Ωmod,t ∧Ωmod,t = dvolgco,t, we have
∫

{r>δ}∩X
u0Ω0 ∧ Ω0 = O(δ6−β)

Sending δ → 0 gives (4.12) since β < 6.

We now obtain a contradiction. Let ζε be a cutoff function such that
ζε ≡ 0 on {r < ε} , ζε ≡ 1 on {r > 2ε}, and |∇ζε|g0 6 Cε−1. Then
∫

X
ζ|∇u0|2g0dvolg0 6

∫

{ε<r<2ε}
u0|∇u0||∇ζ|dvolgco,0 6 Cε−βε−1−βε−1ε6,

using the balanced condition on g0 to integrate by parts, the decay of u0,
and that g0 agrees with the cone metric gco,0 near the singularities. Since
β ∈ (0, 2), this shows that ∂̄u0 ≡ 0. By Hartog’s theorem, u0 defines a
holomorphic function on the small resolution X → X . Thus u0 is a constant
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function, and hence u0 ≡ 0 by (4.12). But |u0(z0)| > C−1r(z0)
−β which is a

contradiction.

We must therefore rule out the possibility that lim inf r(zi) = 0. We may
assume that all zi lie in Vti ∩{‖z‖2 6 1}. On this set, we use (4.6) to convert
estimates with respect to the global metrics gt into estimates with respect
to the local model metrics gco,t. For example, the sequence {ui} restricted
to Vti ∩ {‖z‖2 6 1} satisfies

‖ui‖C2,γ
−β (gco,ti)

6 1.

We can also estimate the Laplacian with respect to the model metric gco,t
by using (4.6):

|r2+β∆gco,ti
ui| 6 |r2+β∆gti

ui|+ |g−1
ti

− g−1
co,ti

|gco,ti |r
2+β∇2ui|gco,ti

6 M−1
i + C|ti|2/3.(4.13)

Let r(zi) = λi and define the scaling map Sλi
: Vtiλ−3

i
→ Vti by S(x) = λ

3/2
i x.

Consider

ũi : Vtiλ−3

i
∩ {‖x‖2 6 λ−3

i } → R

given by

ũi(x) = λβi ui(λ
3/2
i x).

This sequence of functions satisfies

‖ũi‖C2,α
−β (g

co,tiλ
−3

i
) 6 1, |r2+β∆g

co,tiλ
−3

i

ũi| → 0, |ũi(xi)| > C−1

for xi = λ
−3/2
i zi satisfying ‖xi‖ = 1. This can be shown using the gco,t

rescaling relation (4.1) which here takes the form gco,tλ−3 = λ−2S∗
λgco,t.

• Suppose tiλ
−3
i → κ > 0 and xi → x∞ ∈ Vκ after taking a subsequence.

Then from {ũi} we obtain a limiting function u∞ on Vκ which satisfies
∆gco,κu∞ = 0. Since |u∞| 6 Cr−β for β > 0, then u∞ ≡ 0, which is a

contradiction since |u∞(x∞)| > C−1.

• Suppose tiλ
−3
i → 0 and xi → x∞ ∈ V0 (with ‖x∞‖ = 1) after taking a

subsequence. Then from {ũi} we obtain a limiting function u∞ on V0 which
satisfies ∆gco,0u∞ = 0. The limiting metric gco,0 is a cone metric [12] of

the form gco,0 = dr2 + r2gL. The Riemannian cone (V0, gco,0) of dimension
n = 6 does not admit non-zero harmonic functions with singularity rate
|u| 6 Cr−β in the gap β ∈ (0, n − 2). Therefore u∞ ≡ 0, which again
contradicts |u∞(x∞)| > C−1.

�

5. Special Lagrangian Spheres

Let X → X  Xt denote a conifold transition. Equip the complex man-
ifold Xt with the Fu-Li-Yau [34] balanced metric ωt (solving dω

2
t = 0) and

holomorphic volume form Ωt described above. Choose one of the vanishing
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cycles Lt = {‖z‖2 = |t|} and let ft : S
3 → Xt denote its embedding. In this

section, we will prove our main theorem.

Theorem 5.1. When t is small enough, the vanishing cycle Lt can be de-
formed to a special 3-cycle L̃t ⊂ Xt solving the supersymmetric equations

ω̃t|L̃t
= 0, (Im e−iθ̂Ωt)|L̃t

= 0, d(|Ωt|g̃tω̃2
t ) = 0

for an angle eiθ̂ ∈ S1 and hermitian metric ω̃ on Xt.

As noted in §2.1, the conformally balanced metric ω̃t can be obtained by
conformal change of the Fu-Li-Yau balanced metric ωt, and so for simplicity
we will work with ωt (and show ωt|L̃ = 0) rather than ω̃t.

5.1. Setup and notation. The analysis in this section will entirely take
place at a chosen vanishing cycle. We rotate coordinates such that a neigh-
borhood of this vanishing cycle is identified with Vt for t > 0. We use the
corresponding constant τ ∈ C

∗ from Lemma 4.3 to change the normalization
of Ωt so that we may assume τ = 1. Similarly, we rescale ωt and assume
λ = 1 in (4.6).

We first note that
∫

Lt
Ωt 6= 0 for t small enough. This is because

∫

Lt

Ωt =

∫

Lt

Ωmod,t +

∫

Lt

O(|t|1/2)dvolLt

by (4.8), and Ωmod,t|Lt = dvolLt . We let e−iθ̂ be the angle of this vanishing
cycle determined by

(5.1) Im

(

e−iθ̂

∫

Lt

Ωt

)

= 0, Re

(

e−iθ̂

∫

Lt

Ωt

)

> 0.

Let ht be the induced metric f∗t gco,t. For a given 1-form on S3 denoted

α, we associate a vector field V i = hikt αk on S3 and a vector field ξα =

(Jt)
α
β∂if

β
t V

i on Lt ⊂ Xt. We will sometimes drop the t subscript to ease
notation and simply write e.g. f , L.

Let ϕ[α] be the map from L to Xt given by ϕ[α](p) = expp(ξp), where
exp is the Riemannian exponential map of gco,t. The composition

ϕ[α] ◦ f : S3 → Xt

associates to α ∈ Λ1(S3) a deformation of the submanifold L. Define

F : Λ1(S3) → Λ∗(S3)

by the formula

(5.2) F(α) = −(ϕ[α] ◦ f)∗ωt − ⋆ht(ϕ[α] ◦ f)∗Im e−iθ̂Ωt.

To deform f : S3 → Xt into a special Lagrangian 3-cycle, we will look for a
solution to F(α) = 0 for small |t| ≪ 1. We start with a lemma which states
that F(0) is close to zero when the parameter t is small. Thus the vanishing
cycle Lt is an approximate solution to the special Lagrangian equation.
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Lemma 5.2. The approximate solution f : S3 → Xt satisfies

|f∗ωt|ht + |t|1/3|∇htf
∗ωt|ht 6 C|t|2/3.

|f∗Im e−iθ̂Ωt|ht + |t|1/3|∇htf
∗Im e−iθ̂Ωt|ht 6 C|t|1/2.

Proof. The hermitian form ωt can be estimated using (4.6)

|f∗ωt|ht = |f∗(ωt − ωco,t)|f∗gco,t 6 C|t|2/3,
since f∗ωco,t = 0. The estimate on ∇f∗ωt is similar.

Next, we estimate e−iθ̂Ωt. From (5.1), we have

0 = Im

∫

Lt

(

e−iθ̂Ωmod,t + (e−iθ̂Ωt − e−iθ̂Ωmod,t)

)

.

Therefore (4.8) and Ωmod,t|Lt = dvolLt give the estimate

(5.3)

∣

∣

∣

∣

Im e−iθ̂

∣

∣

∣

∣

6 C|t|1/2.

We can therefore estimate

|f∗Im e−iθ̂Ωt|ht 6 |f∗Im (e−iθ̂Ωt − e−iθ̂Ωmod,t)|f∗gco,t + |f∗Im e−iθ̂Ωmod,t|f∗gco,t

6 |Ωt − Ωmod,t|gco,t + |Im e−iθ̂| 6 C|t|1/2,(5.4)

using (4.8). Higher order estimates involving derivatives are similar. �

An analogous argument to the one used in the proof of the previous lemma

(using (5.1)) implies Re e−iθ̂ > −C|t|1/2. We combine this with (5.3) and
record the following estimate for future use:

(5.5) |1− Re e−iθ̂| 6 C|t|1/2, |Im e−iθ̂| 6 C|t|1/2.
Next, we will study and estimate the derivative of F . Before doing this, we
note that the range of F is contained in the subspace of differential forms

on (S3, ht) generated by d and d†ht
.

Lemma 5.3. For the map F defined in (5.2) we have

F : Λ1(S3) → Im(d+ d†ht
).

Proof. By Hodge theory, we need to show that we can write F(α) = dχ1 +
d†χ2 for χ1, χ2 ∈ Λ∗(S3). First, we do have

(ϕ[α] ◦ f)∗ωt ∈ dΛ1 ⊕ d†Λ3,

since H2(S3,R) = 0. Next, we verify that

⋆(ϕ[α] ◦ f)∗Im e−iθ̂Ωt ∈ d†Λ1.

For this, we need to show it is orthogonal to the constant functions. The
identity

∫

S3

(ϕ[α] ◦ f)∗Im e−iθ̂Ωt = 0,
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holds since this integral is equal to the integral of f∗Im e−iθ̂Ωt by a de-
formation argument [67], and the latter is zero by the choice of the angle
(5.1). �

We now compute the linearization of F at the origin. The family of maps
ψε := ϕ[εα] satisfies ψ0 = id and d

dε |ε=0 ψε = ξ with ξ = Jf∗h
−1α. Thus

DF|0(α) =
d

dε

∣

∣

∣

∣

ε=0

F(εα) = −f∗Lξωt − ⋆htf
∗LξIm e−iθ̂Ωt.

Working on the local set Vt with t > 0, we introduce the model 2-form ωco,t

and model 3-form Ωmod,t into the expression and rewrite this as

DF|0(α) = −f∗(Lξωco,t)− ⋆htf
∗LξImΩmod,t + E

where

E = (−Re e−iθ̂ + 1) ⋆ht f
∗LξImΩmod,t − (Im e−iθ̂) ⋆ht f

∗LξReΩmod,t

−f∗Lξ(ωt − ωco,t) + Im ⋆ht f
∗Lξ(−e−iθ̂Ωt + e−iθ̂Ωmod,t).(5.6)

Since f∗ωco,t = f∗ImΩmod,t = 0, dωco,t = 0 and |Ωmod,t|gco,t = 1, the well-
known [68] formula for deformation of special Lagrangian submanifolds (2.7)
gives

(5.7) DF|0(α) = (d+ d†ht
)α+ E .

The linearized operator is approximately (d+d†) if the error term E is small.
Motivated by this, we decompose

F(α) = F(0) + (d+ d†ht
)α+Q(α),

where we define

Q : Λ1(S3) → Im(d+ d†)

by

Q(α) = F(α)−F(0) − (d+ d†ht
)α.

Lemma 5.3 gives the justification for Q(α) ∈ d+ d†. We also define

N (α) = (d+ d†ht
)−1[−F(0)−Q(α)]

so that F(α) = 0 is equivalent to the fixed-point equation

N (α) = α.

5.2. Inverting d+d†ht
. Let α ∈ Λ∗(S3). We will use the usual Hölder norms

‖α‖Cγ (h) = ‖α‖L∞(h) + [α]Cγ (h), [α]Cγ (h) = sup
p 6=q

|α(p)− α(q)|h
dγh(p, q)

with the difference (α(p) − α(q)) understood by parallel transport along
geodesics. Let

Wt = dΛ∗(S3)⊕ d†ht
Λ∗(S3).
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By standard elliptic theory (e.g. [24, 67]), for γ ∈ (0, 1) we have the estimate

‖α‖L∞(h1) + ‖∇h1
α‖Cγ(h1) 6 C‖(d+ d†h1

)α‖Cγ (h1),

for all α ∈ W1. By the scaling relation ht = |t|2/3h1, there exists C > 1
independent of t such that

‖α‖L∞(ht) + |t|1/3‖∇α‖L∞(ht) + |t|1/3|t|γ/3[∇α]Cγ (ht)

6 C|t|1/3
(

‖(d+ d†ht
)α‖L∞(ht) + |t|γ/3[(d+ d†ht

)α]Cγ (ht)

)

(5.8)

for all α ∈ Wt. As suggested by this estimate, we will use the weighted
norms

‖α‖C0,γ
t

:= ‖α‖L∞(ht) + |t|γ/3[α]Cγ (ht)

and

‖α‖
C1,γ

t
:= ‖α‖L∞(ht) + |t|1/3‖∇α‖L∞(ht) + |t|1/3|t|γ/3[∇α]Cγ (ht).

The estimate on the inverse of d+ d† then becomes

(5.9) ‖α‖
C1,γ

t
6 C|t|1/3‖(d + d†ht

)α‖
C0,γ

t

for all α ∈Wt. For future use, we note the scaled inequality

(5.10) |t|γ/3[α]Cγ (ht) 6 C|t|1/3|∇α|L∞(ht)

which follows from the inequality when t = 1.

5.3. Contraction mapping. We will work on the subspace of differential

forms on S3 given by Wt = d ⊕ d†ht
. Let 0 < δ < (1/2), 0 < γ < 1, and

define

(5.11) Ut = {α ∈ C1,γ(Wt) : ‖α‖C1,γ
t

< |t|1/3|t|δ}.

By the previous discussion, we have N : C1,γ(Wt) → C1,γ(Wt), and now we
aim to show that

N : Ut → Ut

is a contraction map. This will allow us to conclude the existence of a fixed
point of N . We start by showing the following estimate

(5.12) ‖N (u) −N (v)‖C1,γ
t
6

1

2
‖u− v‖C1,γ

t
, u, v ∈ Ut.

By the estimate (5.9) on the inverse of d+ d†, we estimate

‖N (u)−N (v)‖C1,γ
t

= ‖(d+ d†h)
−1(Q(u) −Q(v))‖C1,γ

t

6 C|t|1/3‖Q(u)−Q(v)‖
C0,γ

t
.(5.13)

To prove (5.12), we will show

(5.14) |t|1/3‖Q(u) −Q(v)‖C0,γ
t
6 C|t|δ‖u− v‖C1,γ

t
.
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The difference between the Q-terms is

Q(u) −Q(v) =

∫ 1

0

d

ds
F(su+ (1− s)v) ds − (d+ d†ht

)(u− v)

=

∫ 1

0

(

DF|us − (d+ d†)

)

(u− v)ds(5.15)

with us = su + (1 − s)v. Therefore to show (5.14), it suffices to estimate
the difference between the approximate linearized operator and the actual
linearized operator. For t small enough, estimate (5.12) thus follows from
the following lemma.

Lemma 5.4.

(5.16) |t|1/3
∥

∥

∥

∥

(

DF|η − (d+ d†ht
)
)

β

∥

∥

∥

∥

C0,γ
t

6 C|t|δ‖β‖
C1,γ

t

for all η ∈ Ut and β ∈ C1,γ(Wt).

Proof. We can split the terms as
(

DF|η −DF|0
)

+

(

DF|0 − (d+ d†ht
)

)

:= (I) + (II)

and we estimate these separately.

• Term (I). See e.g. [8, 54, 59] for related calculations in the symplectic
setting. We start by recalling the notation: let t > 0, denote by ωt,Ωt the
global forms on Xt, ft : S

3 → Vt ⊂ Xt the parametrization of the vanishing
3-sphere {‖z‖2 = |t|}, and ht = f∗t gco,t induced on S3 from the model metric
gco,t. Given α ∈ Λ1(S3), the task is to understand the t-dependence of

F [α] =

[

− ϕt[α]
∗ωt − ⋆htϕt[α]

∗Im e−iθ̂Ωt

]

∈ Λ2(S3) + Λ0(S3)

where ϕt[α] : S
3 → Vt is

ϕt[α](u) = expgco,t(ft(u), ξt), ξt = Jt(ft)∗h
−1
t α.

The scaling map S : Vt → V1 given by S(z) = t−1/2z satisfies S∗(|t|2/3gco,1) =
gco,t. By naturality of the exponential map,

S ◦ ϕt[α](u) = exp|t|2/3gco,1(f1(u), S∗ξt)

= expgco,1(f1(u), |t|−2/3ξ1)

= ϕ1

[

|t|−2/3α
]

(u).(5.17)

Here we used ft = S−1 ◦ f1 and ht = |t|2/3h1. We now just write ϕ = ϕ1.
We can rewrite

ϕt[α]
∗ωt = (S ◦ ϕt[α])

∗(S−1)∗ωt = |t|2/3ϕ[|t|−2/3α]∗ω̌t
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where ω̌t = |t|−2/3(S−1)∗ωt is a sequence of metrics on V1 which is uniformly
bounded with respect to gco,1; boundedness follow from pulling-back (4.6).
Similarly

⋆htϕt[α]
∗Im e−iθ̂Ωt = ⋆h1

ϕ[|t|−2/3α]∗Ω̌t, Ω̌t = |t|−1(S−1)∗Ωt

for Ω̌t a sequence uniformly bounded in t on (V1, gco,1). Putting everything
together, we can see the t-dependence of F [α] in local coordinates {ui} on
S3 and coordinates {xµ} on V1 and geometric objects on the fixed V1. We
write

F [η](u) = P
[

|t|−2/3η
]

(u)

where the map P [α] in ui, xµ coordinates is

P [α] =
1

2
|t|2/3Pijdu

i ∧ duj + P̂

with

Pij = −
[

∂ϕµ

∂ui
∂ϕν

∂uj
(ω̌t)µν ◦ ϕ

]

P̂ = − ⋆h1

[

∂ϕµ

∂ui
∂ϕν

∂uj
∂ϕγ

∂uk
Im e−iθ̂(Ω̌t)µνγ ◦ ϕ

]

.

Note that ϕ only depends on the geometry of (V1, gco,1) and the map P [α]
in local coordinates depends on (αi, ∂jαk) which we write as P (αi, pjk).

We now compute the linearization of F = 1
2Fijdu

i ∧ duj + F̂ . We start

with the 2-form part Fij [η] = |t|2/3Pij [|t−2/3η]. The derivative at η ∈ U in
the direction β ∈W is

[DF |ηβ]ij =
(

∂Pij

∂αk

[

|t|−2/3η
]

βk +
∂Pij

∂pkℓ

[

|t|−2/3η
]

∂kβℓ

)

.

By the mean value theorem, there is ηθ = θ|t|−2/3η, 0 6 θ 6 1 such that

[DF |ηβ −DF |0β]ij = |t|−2/3

[

∂2Pij

∂αℓ∂αk
(ηθ)ηℓβk +

∂2Pij

∂prs∂αk
(ηθ)∂rηsβk

+
∂2Pij

∂αp∂pkℓ
(ηθ)ηp∂kβℓ +

∂2Pij

∂prs∂pkℓ
(ηθ)∂rηs∂kβℓ

]

.(5.18)

Let V = {α ∈ Λ1(S3) : |α|f∗

1
gco,1 < 1} so that η ∈ Ut implies ηθ ∈ V and

|ξ(ηθ)|gco,1 < 1, and all tensors in the definition of P are restricted to a

compact set containing the 3-cycle L1 = {‖z‖2 = 1} in (V1, gco,1). We now
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take the norm of this 2-form with respect to ht = |t|2/3h1.
∣

∣

∣

∣

((DF |η −DF |0)β)ij
∣

∣

∣

∣

ht

6 |t|−4/3

[

sup
α∈V

∣

∣

∣

∣

∂2Pij

∂αℓ∂αk

∣

∣

∣

∣

h1

|η|h1
|β|h1

+ sup
α∈V

∣

∣

∣

∣

∂2Pij

∂pkℓ∂prs

∣

∣

∣

∣

h1

|∇η|h1
|∇β|h1

+ sup
α∈V

∣

∣

∣

∣

∂2Pij

∂αp∂pkℓ

∣

∣

∣

∣

h1

(|∇η|h1
|β|h1

+ |η|h1
|∇β|h1

)

]

6 C|t|−4/3(|η|h1
|β|h1

+ |∇η|h1
|∇β|h1

+ |∇η|h1
|β|h1

+ |η|h1
|∇β|h1

)

6 C|t|−4/3|t|2/3‖η‖
C1,γ

t
‖β‖

C1,γ
t
.

This is the 2-form contribution Fij coming from ϕ∗
tωt. The 0-form contri-

bution F̂ coming from ⋆tϕ
∗
t Im e−iθ̂Ωt is estimated in the same way:

∣

∣

∣

∣

(DF̂ |η −DF̂ |0)β
∣

∣

∣

∣

6 C|t|−4/3|t|2/3‖η‖C1,γ
t

‖β‖C1,γ
t
.

Therefore, using ‖η‖C1,γ
t

< |t|1/3|t|δ and multiplying through by |t|1/3, we
obtain

|t|1/3
∣

∣

∣

∣

(

DF|η −DF|0
)

β

∣

∣

∣

∣

ht

6 C|t|δ‖β‖
C1,γ

t
.

This estimate is of the desired form (5.16) for the contribution of term (I).
The estimate of the Hölder norm

|t|1/3|t|γ/3
∣

∣

∣

∣

(

DF|η −DF|0
)

β

∣

∣

∣

∣

Cγ(ht)

6 C|t|δ‖β‖C1,γ
t

can be proved by a similar scaling argument.

• Term II. We use the notation in (5.7). We must estimate

(5.19)

∣

∣

∣

∣

(

DF|0 − (d+ d†)

)

β

∣

∣

∣

∣

C0,γ
t

= |E(β)|ht + |t|γ/3[E(β)]Cγ (ht)

where the error terms E are given in (5.6). Schematically, the error term is
of the form

E(β)
=

(

Re e−iθ̂ − 1
)

f∗t (Jt ∗ ImΩmod,t) ∗ ∇htβ +
(

Im e−iθ̂
)

f∗t (Jt ∗ ReΩmod,t) ∗ ∇htβ

+∇htβ ∗ f∗t (gt − gco,t) + β ∗ ∇htf
∗
t (gt − gco,t) + β ∗ f∗t (Jt ∗ ∇gco,tgt)

+∇htβ ∗ Im f∗t (e
−iθ̂Ωt − e−iθ̂Ωmod,t) + β ∗ Im∇htf

∗
t (e

−iθ̂Ωt − e−iθ̂Ωmod,t)

where ∗ denotes contractions where indices may be raised or lowered using
ht (or gco,t if before pullback by ft). Here we have used again that Ωmod,t

is parallel with respect to gco,t. Using (4.6), (4.8), and (5.5), this can be
estimated by

|t|1/3|E(β)|ht 6 C|t|1/2‖β‖C1,γ
t
.
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The Hölder norms |t|1/3|t|γ/3|E(β)|Cγ (ht) can be estimated similarly, using
that the Hölder norms on the background terms f∗t (ωt−ωco,t), f

∗
t (Ωt−Ωmod,t)

can be converted to gradient norms using (5.10), and then estimates (4.6),
(4.8) can be used. This completes the proof of the estimate (5.16). �

We have thus proved the contraction mapping estimate (5.12) for t small
enough. We now check whether Ut is preserved by N . Let u ∈ Ut. Then

‖N (u)‖C1,γ
t

6 ‖N (0)‖C1,γ
t

+ ‖N (0) −N (u)‖C1,γ
t

6 ‖N (0)‖
C1,γ

t
+

1

2
‖u‖

C1,γ
t

(5.20)

by (5.12). Using the estimate (5.9) on the inverse of d+ d†, we estimate

‖N (0)‖C1,γ
t
6 C|t|1/3‖F(0)‖C0,γ

t
.

By Lemma 5.2, the approximate special 3-cycle f : L→ Xt satisfies

‖F(0)‖C0,γ
t
6 ‖f∗ωt‖C0,γ

t
+ ‖f∗Im e−iθ̂Ωt‖C0,γ

t
6 C|t|1/2.

Here the weighted Cγ norms was converted to the weighted gradient norm
(5.10). Altogether, we have that

‖N (u)‖C1,γ
t
6 C|t|1/3|t|1/2 + 1

2
|t|1/3|t|δ < |t|1/3|t|δ

for t small and 0 < δ < (1/2). This shows that N preserves Ut. Therefore
N : Ut → Ut is a contraction mapping. By the Banach fixed point theorem,
N has a fixed point α ∈ Ut.

Our setup is such that the equation N (α) = α is equivalent to F(α) = 0.
We thus obtain a C1,γ solution of Theorem 1.1. The resulting submanifold
L̃ ⊂ Xt is smooth by elliptic regularity theory for systems. This follows
from Morrey’s regularity [70] of minimal surfaces. Indeed, we noted in §2.1

that L̃ minimizes the area functional A(L) =
∫

L dvolf∗ḡ in a homology class

[L̃] ∈ H3(X,R), where ḡ = |Ω|2/ngt gt. Therefore L̃ is a minimal surface
in (X, ḡ), and Morrey’s regularity theorem states that C1,γ minimal sur-
faces are smooth. For a recent modification of Morrey’s regularity theory to
Hamiltonian stationary submanifolds in a symplectic manifold, see [7].

To conclude, we show that the non-Kähler special Lagrangian 3-sphere
L̃ is rigid. Suppose that a solution α of the linearized special Lagrangian
equation deforms to a family αε of solutions F(αε) = 0 with d

dε

∣

∣

ε=0
α = β.

Then DF|α(β) = 0. Since H1(S3) = 0, then β ∈ d ⊕ d† and we may apply
(5.9):

‖β‖
C1,γ

t
6 C|t|1/3‖(d + d†ht

)β‖
C0,γ

t

6 C|t|1/3‖DF|α(β)‖C0,γ
t

+ C|t|1/3‖(DF|α − (d+ d†ht
))β‖C0,γ

t

6 C|t|1/3‖DF|α(β)‖C0,γ
t

+ C|t|δ‖β‖C1,γ
t

(5.21)
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by (5.16). For t small enough, we see that DF|α(β) = 0 implies β = 0. It
follows that the special Lagrangian vanishing cycle on Xt defined by α ∈ Ut

cannot be deformed inside Xt.

6. Relation to SU(3) structures and flux compactifications

The problem discussed in this paper has direct applications to string
theory, in the context of flux compactifications and compactifications on a
6-manifold X with SU(3) structure. An SU(3) structure (ω,Ψ) is given by a
reduction of the structure group to SU(3) with trivializing local co-tangent
frames denoted {ei}6i=1, together with a 2-form ω and a 3-form Ψ which
appear in a local frame as

ω = e1 ∧ e2 + e3 ∧ e4 + e5 ∧ e6,
Ψ = (e1 + ie2) ∧ (e3 + ie4) ∧ (e5 + ie6).

In general, on such a manifold X the failure of ω and Ψ to remain closed is
parametrized by five torsion classes,

dω =
3

2
Im(W̄1Ψ) +W4 ∧ ω +W3(6.1)

dΨ = W1 ω
2 +W2 ∧ ω + W̄5 ∧Ψ

which, in string compactification on X, are interpreted as NS-NS and R-R
fluxes. In our setup of a complex manifold with trivial canonical bundle, we
denoted by Ω the holomorphic volume form, and in this case the constant
norm 3-form is Ψ = Ω

|Ω| . This means that a conformally balanced metric

ω on X has non-zero torsion classes W3, W4, and W5 = 2W4, while W1 =
0 = W2. This pattern of torsion classes can be realized in both type II and
the heterotic string theory, by using only the fields from the NS-NS sector.
Namely, turning on the fluxes for the NS-NS 2-form field B and for the
dilaton, one can construct in this way 4d N = 1 supersymmetric vacua with
zero cosmological constant, see e.g. [1, 41, 57].

In the effective four-dimensional supergravity, these fluxes generate a su-
perpotential W ∼

∫

Ω∧(H+idω) [47, 14, 21] that (partly) lifts moduli of the
original system without fluxes (torsion). In type II string theory, these are
Coulomb and Higgs branches, MC and MH , parametrized by the fields in
N = 2 vector and hypermultiplets. For example, in a 4d effective theory with
nH hypermultiplets, the moduli space MH is a quaternionic-Kähler space
of real dimension 4nH and the Ricci scalar curvature R = −8nH(nH + 2),
whereasMC is a special Kähler manifold. We have (nV , nH) = (h1,1, h2,1+1)
in type IIA string theory, and (nV , nH) = (h2,1, h1,1 + 1) in type IIB string
theory. Similarly, in the heterotic string without torsion, the moduli consist
of the complex and Kähler structure deformations, as well as the moduli of
the bundle E → Xt. In the presence of fluxes (torsion), it was shown in
the string theory literature [2, 22] that there is a map from the infinitesimal
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parameter space of the Strominger system to:

(6.2) H(0,1)(T ∗Xt) ⊕ ker
(

H1(E) → H(0,2)(T ∗Xt)
)

where E fits into the exact sequence 0 → End(TXt)⊕End(E) → E → TXt →
0. In the mathematics literature, there is another approach to the moduli
problem via the notion of a string algebroid and symmetries in generalized
geometry; see [37, 38, 39].

Now, using these tools, we are ready to describe the physical interpre-
tation of the special Lagrangians in a topology changing transition to the
conformally balanced non-Kahler metric on Xt. Since the topology changing
transition (4.3) decreases b2 and increases b3, in type IIA string theory it
corresponds to a phase transition in the effective 4d field theory from the
Coulomb branch to the Higgs branch. This is the usual Higgs mechanism,
in which charged particles condense breaking (part of) the gauge symmetry.
The reverse process is the transition from Higgs to Coulomb branch, which
is also the interpretation of (4.3) in type IIB string theory.

Following [86, 44], we note that D2-branes in type IIA theory on X are

massive charged particles, charged under the gauge group U(1)b2(X) of the
effective 4d theory. Due to the Friedman’s condition (4.4), their charges are
not independent. As a result, contracting k disjoint (−1,−1) curves Ci ⊂ X
which span a subspace of dimension (k − 1) in H2(X,R), has the effect
of decreasing the number of vector multiplets by k − 1 and increasing the
number of hypermultiplets by 1. Therefore, we expect b2(Xt) = b2(X)−k+1
and b3(Xt) = b3(X) + 2.

The vanishing cycles Li, i = 1, . . . , k, have a more natural interpretation
in type IIB string theory. Namely, D3-branes on Li can be interpreted as
massive particles charged under U(1)b3(Xt)/2 gauge group. Their conden-
sation leads to the reverse of the transition (4.3). However, these charged
particles constructed from D3-branes in type IIB theory are not BPS. In-
deed, in the context of the non-Kähler metric on Xt, the effective 4d theory
has only N = 1 supersymmetry, which admits BPS strings but not BPS
particles. The BPS strings can be produced by wrapping D3-branes on
(−1,−1) curves Ci ⊂ X. They are charged under 2-form tensor fields dual
to compact periodic scalars in the hypermultiplets.

Finally, we remark that a transition (4.3) from a Kähler metric on X to a
non-Kähler metric onXt corresponds to a phase transition in the effective 4d
supergravity theory from a branch with N = 2 supersymmetry to a branch
with N = 1 supersymmetry. We propose the physical interpretation of such
transitions in terms of soft SUSY-breaking terms that give a small mass to
a chiral superfield Φ either inside a vector or inside a hypermultiplet. Then,
on the branch where the complete N = 2 multiplet is massive, the small
soft SUSY-breaking parameters are negligible and N = 2 supersymmetry is
preserved, especially far out on this branch where loop and other quantum
effects are suppressed. However, on the other branch — where the N = 2
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multiplet that contains Φ is massless — soft SUSY-breaking terms produce
the leading effect.
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