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BALANCED METRICS ON NON-KAHLER
CALABI-YAU THREEFOLDS

JIXIANG FU, JUN LI, AND SHING-TUNG YAU

ABSTRACT. We construct balanced metrics on the family of non-
Kaéhler Calabi-Yau threefolds that are obtained by smoothing after
contracting (—1, —1)-rational curves on a Kéhler Calabi-Yau three-
fold. As an application, we construct balanced metrics on complex
manifolds diffeomorphic to the connected sum of k > 2 copies of
53 x 83,

1. INTRODUCTION

We construct balanced metrics on the class of complex threefolds that
are obtained by conifold transitions of Kéhler Calabi-Yau threefolds;
this class includes complex structures on the connected sum of k > 2
copies of S3 x S3.

A central problem in studying compact complex manifolds is to find
special hermitian metrics on them. (All complex manifolds in this paper
are compact, unless otherwise stated.) The most distinguished class of
metrics on complex manifolds are Kéhler metrics. A Kéahler metric is
a hermitian metric whose hermitian form w satisfies dw = 0. Kéhler
metrics offer many advantages: their (hermitian) connections are tor-
sionless; their d, d and 0-harmonic forms coincide, which lead to the
Hodge structure on their cohomology groups. The drawback is that
many important complex manifolds do not admit K&hler metrics.

In search for a wider class of special metrics on an n-dimensional
complex manifold X, since the vanishing dw® = 0 automatically yields
dw =0 when 2 < k <n — 2 (see [19]), the only weaker condition along
this line is the balanced condition

dw™ ' = 0.

(One can generalize the Kéhler condition along other directions, like the
pluriclosed metric: 90w = 0. In this paper, we concentrate on balanced
metrics.)
The balanced metrics on X (an n-dimensional complex manifold)
form an important class of hermitian metrics. First, the form w”™!
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defines a cohomology class in H?"~2(X,R), thus can be used to de-
fine the degree of vector bundles on X; the balanced metrics also occur
as part of the Strominger system, a system that generalizes the com-
plex Monge-Ampere equations and hermitian-Yang-Mills equations (see
[33]). Paired with cohomologically Kéhler requirement on the manifold
X, (i.e. the validity of the 90-Lemma on X), we expect that a balanced
metric would yield properties resembling that of a Kahler metric.

The existence of balanced metrics is also more robust than that of
Kahler metrics; more so when the base manifold is cohomologically
Kaéhler. For a pair of birational complex manifolds, Alessandrini and
Bassanelli [2 [3] proved that one admits balanced metrics if the other
admits balanced metrics; when X is cohomologically Kéahler and has
balanced metrics, then small deformations of the complex structure of
X is also cohomologically Kahler [34, [35] and admits balanced metrics
[35].

This leads to the natural question whether balanced metrics are pre-
served under singular transitions of the underlying manifold. A singular
transition of a complex manifold Y is a contraction ¥ — X followed
by a smoothing Xy ~» X;, (i.e. X; are small deformations of Xy such
that X; are smooth for general t.) The simplest such case is the conifold
transition:

Definition 1.1. A conifold transition consists of a smooth compact
threefold Y , a holomorphic map to a singular complex space 7 :Y — Xg
and an analytic family of complex spaces X;, t € A C C, such that
(1) Xo is compact and smooth away from a finite set A = {p1,--- ,pe};
(2) 7 Y(p;) & E; are (=1, —1)-curves; i.e., they are smooth ratio-
nal curves, and the normal bundles N,y are isomorphic to
OEi(_1)®2,'
(3) Tly—n-1(a) : Y =7 1 (A) = Xo — A is a biholomorphism;
(4) X; are compact smooth complex manifolds for t # 0.

In this paper, we prove the existence of balanced metrics under coni-
fold transitions.

Theorem 1.2. Let Y be a smooth Kdahler Calabi-Yau threefold and let
Y — Xy ~ Xy be a conifold transition. Then for sufficiently small t,
X; admits smooth balanced metrics.

Here a smooth Calabi-Yau threefold is a three dimensional complex
manifold with finite fundamental group and trivial canonical line bundle.
There are plenty of conifold transitions of Kéhler Calabi-Yau threefolds.
Given such a threefold Y, let E be a union of mutually disjoint (—1, —1)-
curves F;. By contracting E, we obtain a singular complex space Xj.
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When the homology classes [F;] € H(Y,Z) satisfies the criterion of
Friedman [12], [13], X, can be smoothed to a family of Calabi-Yau three-
folds X;. The theorem states that for sufficiently small ¢, all X; have
balanced metrics.

The connected sum # (S x S3) of k > 2 copies of S3 x S3 can be
given a complex structure in this way [I3 26]. As a corollary of the
Theorem,

Corollary 1.3. The complex structures on #5(S% x S3) for any k > 2
constructed from the conifold transitions admit balanced metrics.

On the other hand, according to Lemma 2 in [7], any pluriclosed
metric w on #;(S3 x S3) can be written as w = d¢ + d¢ for a (1,0)-
form ¢. We claim that in this case there is no balanced metric on it.
Otherwise, a balanced metric @ would give 0 < f (S8 53) WA =0,
a contradiction.

Combining Corollary [[.3] and the above discussion, we prove a result
stated in [7]. (The proof of this statement in [7] was incomplete; the
reason given in [7] for 7' = 0 is insufficient.)

Corollary 1.4. There exists no pluriclosed metric on the complex struc-
tures on #1,(S3 x S3) for any k > 2 constructed from the conifold tran-
sition.

This shows that the balanced metrics are the only known special
hermitian metrics on these manifolds (c.f. [7]). We add that in [8] it is
proved that their holomorphic tangent bundles are stable with respect
to any Gaudchon metric.

We believe that the theorem will play an important role in investi-
gating the geometry of Calabi-Yau threefolds within the framework of
Reid’s conjecture. To shed lights on the immense collection of diverse
Calabi-Yau threefolds, Reid conjectured that all Calabi-Yau threefolds
are connected by deformations and singular transitions [31]. The cur-
rent work is a step to study Calabi-Yau threefolds in the framework of
metric geometry along Reid’s conjecture.

Our proof of the Theorem is partially constructive in that we con-
struct balanced metrics g; on X; with prescribed limiting behavior near
the singularities of Xy. This helps to investigate the solutions to the
Strominger system of supersymmetry with torsion under the conifold
transition. Recall that the Strominger system is an elliptic system on a
pair (g,h) of a hermitian metric g on a Calabi-Yau threefold Y and a
hermitian metric h on a vector bundle V on Y (c.f. [33] 24, [15], [6l, [14]).
This system includes an equation on the hermitian form w of g:

d*w = +v/—1(0 — 9) In |||,



4 JIXIANG FU, JUN LI, AND SHING-TUNG YAU

which is equivalent to the balanced condition [24]:
d(||Qlw w?) = 0.

(Here 2 is a holomorphic 3-form of the Calabi-Yau threefold.) We hope
that the solutions to the Strominger system for Y can be prolonged
through conifold transitions. Omne can also consult the discussion on
this point from CFT in [1].

We add that there are explicit existence results on balanced metrics.
Goldstein and Prokushkin [17] constructed balanced metrics on torus
bundles over K3 surfaces and over complex abelian surfaces (cf. [I1]
and [5]). Later, D. Grantcharov, G. Grantcharov and Poon [I8] con-
structed CYT structures on torus bundles over more general compact
Kahler surfaces; as a consequence they constructed CYT structures on
complex manifolds of topological type (k — 1)(S? x S*)#k(S3 x S3) for
k > 1. However, the canonical line bundles of these complex manifolds
are non-trivial. Note that for compact complex manifolds with trivial
canonical line bundles, the existence of CYT structures is equivalent to
the existence of balanced metrics [25]. Along this line, our construction
provides CYT structures on a large class of threefolds, including those
of types #,>2(S% x S3).

We now outline the proof of the theorem. Our first step is to modify
a Kéhler metric on Y near the contracted curves E; to get a balanced
metric wy on the contraction Xy so that near the singularities of X the
metric wg coincides with the Kahler Ricci-flat metric of Candelas-de la
Ossa’s (see [9]).

After this, we deform wg to smooth almost balanced hermitian metrics
wy on Xy so that they are Kahler and Ricci-flat near the singular points of
Xy. We achieve the Ricci-flatness by using the deformation of Candelas-
de la Ossa’s metric on the cone singularity to smooth Ricci-flat metrics
on the smoothing of the cone singularity.

To get balanced metrics, we consider perturbation w? + ; + 6, with
0, = i0p for py a (1,2)-form on X; solving

10,011 = 5twt2 subject to  py Ly, ker ;0.

This way, d(w? + 0; + 0;) = 0 automatically. We then prove that the
C®-norms ||0y/|co ,,— 0 as t — 0. Thus w? + 6; + 6 is positive definite
for small ¢; (@)% = w? +0;+ 0 is solvable, and & is a family of balanced
metrics on X;.

The technical part is to control the norms ||6;|co,,. To this end,
we choose 7; to be the solution to the Kodaira-Spencer equation [22]
Ei(y;) = Ow? subject to v; L, ker E;. The solution ~; satisfies 9;y; = 0
and p; = —i0;0fv;. Applying the elliptic estimates, the L2-estimates
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and the vanishing theorem of L2-cohomology groups, we prove that

. 2 _ .
lim (1% 6020 4, = 0 for x>~z

this is more than enough to get the desired bound on [|f|co ,,. Section
3 and 4 are devoted to prove this estimate.

The above construction of the family of hermitian metrics w; and
the estimate on the perturbation terms 6; provide a precise control on
the local behavior of the metrics @; near the singularities of Xy. Such
information will be useful in the further study of the geometry of X;.
For instance, using this M.-T. Chuan [10] has proved certian existence
of Hermitian-Yang-Mills metrics on bundles over X;.

It is worthwhile to compare this approach with a possible approach
using Michelsohn’s existence criterion of balanced metrics [28]. Let
Y — Xy ~ X; be a conifold transition of the Calabi-Yau threefold and
suppose Y is cohomologically Kéhler and has balanced metrics. In case
X; does not have balanced metrics, by Michelsohn’s criterion we find a
non-zero positive (1, 1)-current 7; on X; of the form T; = 95;+9S; with
(1,0)-current S;. Suppose Xy, has no balanced metrics for a sequence
tr — 0, then after normalization and passing to a subsequence, we find
a non-zero positive d9-closed (1, 1)-current Ty on Y — E that is a weak
limit of the 7}, mentioned. If we can show that Tj extends to a non-zero
positive current Ty on Y such that Ty = 35S + dS for a (1,0)-current S
on Y, we obtain a contradiction by applying Michelsohn’s criterion to
our assumption that Y has balanced metrics.

The extension is guaranteed if To(®) = 0 for any d-closed (2, 2)-form
® on Y — E with compact support. One possible approach to such proof
is to establish estimates on a family of (2,2)-forms 6} (similar to the 6;
mentioned before) on X;:

||92H00,wg—> 0 as t—0.

Here w, are the hermitian metrics on X; that are the restriction to
X; of a smooth hermitian metric on X = [[, X;. (Note for conifold
transitions, X is a smooth, non-compact four-fold). At the moment
we are unable to prove this estimate. Though this is weaker than the
estimate t"- HGtH%OM—) 0 mentioned earlier, we can prove the stronger
estimate because we use essentially the Ricci-flatness of w; near the
singularities of Xj.

We hope that a refined version of this suggested approach will be use-
ful to attack the question on balanced metrics via singular transitions.

Question 1.5. Let Y be a compact cohomologically Kdahler complex
manifold and let Y — Xg ~~ X; be a singular transition. Suppose Y
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has a balanced metric. Does X; admit balanced metrics for sufficiently
small t?

It will be too optimistic to believe that this question has an affirma-
tive answer in general. The case of threefolds (or Calabi-Yau threefolds)
holds more hope. Our theorem is the first step toward answering this
question. A more detailed understanding of this question will be im-
portant to the metric geometry of threefolds.

Acknowledgement. The authors would like to thank P.-F. Guan,
J.-X. Hong, Q.-C. Ji, L. Saper, V. Tossati and Y.-L. Xin for useful dis-
cussions. The first named author is supported partially by NSFC grants
10771037 and 10831008; the second named author is supported partially
by NSF grant NSF-0601002, and third named author is supported par-
tially by NSF grants DMS-0306600 and PHY-0714648.

2. BALANCED METRICS WITH CONIFOLD SINGULARITY

Let (Y,w) be a Kahler threefold. Let E C Y be a (—1,—1)-curve.
By contracting E we obtain a variety Xy with ordinary double point
singularity. In this section, by modifying the 4-form w? we construct a
balanced metric wi on Y — E that coincides with Candelas-de la Ossa’s
cone Ricci-flat metric near the singular point of Xj.

We begin with setting up the convention for the geometry of Y near
the (—1,—1)-curve E. We let L be the degree —1 line bundle on E; we
pick a neighborhood U of E in Y that is biholomorphic to a disk bundle
in L92.

To give coordinates to U, we fix an isomorphism E = P!, pick an
oo € F and let z € EF — oo = C be the standard coordinates of C.
Using L®?|p_o = (C%%OO, and taking e; and ey be the standard basis
of C%Q_w, we give LP2|p_ ., the coordinates (z,u,v), meaning the point
ue1 + veg over z € F — oo.

We let r > 0 be the function

(2.1) r(z,u,v)? =1+ [z P)(|u > + v ).

A direct check shows that this function extends to a smooth hermit-
ian metric of L2, Using r, we agree that U C Y (containing E) is
biholomorphic to the open unit disk in L®2. For 1 > ¢ > 0, we let

(2.2) U(e) ={(z,u,v) € U | r(z,u,v) < c} CcU(1) =U.

As U C Y is viewed as an open neighborhood of £ C Y, using the above
inclusion, U(c) for 0 < ¢ < 1 are open neighborhoods of £ C Y as well.
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We recall Candelas-de la Ossa’s metric on U. To make the forthcom-
ing manipulation more tractable, since both L®? and r? are invariant un-
der the transitive group G = U(2) < Aut(FE), to study the G-invariant
property we only need to work out its restriction to z =0 in FE.

Using (2) and the convention (2.2]), we view r as a function on
U C Y. We consider

i00r? =i(| u |> + | v |*)dz Adz +i(1+ | 2 |*)(du A da + dv A do)
+izudu NdzZ +izZudz Ndu +izvdv AN dzZ 4+ vz dz A do.

Restricting to 0, and introducing

M= de, Ny = —pdutody o vduudv o A= AN
VIiwlP+ ol VIiwP+ vl

we obtain

(2.3) i00r?|— = T2\ + Aoz + Mg

For the same reason, i0r? A Or? is also G-invariant, and has the form

(2.4) i0r? A\ Or?|,—o = r2\gs.

Definition 2.1. Let fy = %(r2)§ The two-form i00fq is the Kdihler
form of Candelas-de la Ossa’s metric on U \ E. It is G-invariant.

We denote this metric by wee0; call it the CO-metric. In explicit
form,

(25)  weoolemo = (P)F A1 +2/3 (12) 73 A3 + (r%) 5 g3

Our next step is to modify w using the CO-metric near E. For this,
we need to select a cut off function x(s).

Lemma 2.2. There is a constant Cy such that for any sufficiently large
n, we can find a smooth function x : [0,00) — R such that
(1) x(s) =s when s € [0,2%];
(2) X'(s) = ~Cin™% and 2¢/(s) + sx"(s) = ~Cin~
4
2%, (n—1)3);
(3) X'(s) > —Cln 3 and 2X'(s) + sx"(s) > —Cin~
[(n - 1)3,n3],
(4) x is constant when s > ns.

when s €

o=

when s €

W\C

IS

Proof. We first construct a C?-function y that satisfies the required
4
properties. We let ¢; = 23; we define

x(s) =s, forsel0,c].
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We consider ¢(s) = c¢1 + (s — ¢1) — (s — ¢1)3; x and ¢ have identical
derivatives up to second order at s = ¢;.

We let ¢y to be the (unique) element in [c1,00) so that 2¢'(ca) +
cad” (o) = 0. This way, ¢'(s) > 0 and 2¢'(s)+s¢”(s) > 0 for s € [c1, ca].
We define

x(s) = ¢(s), for s € [e1, .
Next, we pick ¢35 = (n — 1)%; c3 > co for n large. We define

x(s) = x(c2) + cax’(c2) — C%X’(@) s~ for [c2, c3).

One checks that for s € [c2, c3], X'(s) > 0 and 2x/(s) + sx”(s) = 0.
To extend x to [e3,cq] with ¢4 = n%, we let
U(s) = ao + a1(s — c3) + az(s — 3)* + az(s — ¢3)%;
we choose a; so that 1(c3) = X'(c3), ¥'(c3) = x"(c3) and (cyq) =
Y'(cq) = 0. Solving explicitly and using 7 = c3x}(c2), we get
_9 _3 T(4eq — Te3) 27(2c3 — ¢4)
ag =Tcg”, a1 = —27c3°, ag = 763(64 T )2 3 = 7(:%(04 Z o)
Using the explicit form of ¢3 and ¢4, we see that there is a constant
(' independent of n so that for large n, —C’ln_% <az <0and 0 <
az < Cln_%. Therefore, over [c3,c4] we have ¥(s) > —Cln_g and
2(s) + sy (s) > —Cin~35. We define

x(s) = /sw(T)dT + x(c3), for s € [e3, cq],

and define x to be a constant function over [c4, 00).

In the end, after a small perturbation of the function x, we obtain a
smooth function that satisfies the requirements stated. This proves the
Lemma. g

From now on, we let n be a large integer satisfying the conclusion
of Lemma We introduce some auxiliary functions depending on n.
We will use subscript n to emphasize their dependence on n. Later we
will drop the subscript n when n is fixed.

We set s,, = ng(r2)§ and continue to denote fy = %(12)%, both are
functions of (z,u,v). Using the function x, we construct a d-closed real
(2,2)-form on U \ E:

3 5[ _4 AR
@, = 500 (n~Fx(s.)(i00fy) ):
since r is smooth on U \ F, it is well-defined. Expanding,

®,, = X'(80) (100 fo) A (100 fo) +2/3 15 (r2) 5 X" () (10x? AOX2) A (10 fo).
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Restricting ®,, to z = 0 in E, from (2.4]) and (2.35]), we get
2 1 1
n3 Qpl.—o =2/3 (QX/(Sn) + SnX//(Sn))S%)‘li A Az +2X (sn)s M1 A Ass

1
+2/3 (2X(sn) + snX"(8n))SAT ? A9z A As3.
Lemma 2.3. The (2,2)-form ®,, satisfies:
(1) over UR)\ E, &, = w§070 is positive;
(2) over U\ U(2), there is a constant Cy such that for sufficiently
large n,

2 _
n3®yl.—0 > —Con™ ' > N A N3
k#j
(3) ®,, has compact support (contained in) U.

Proof. This follows from Lemma O

Since ®,, has compact support (contained in) U; using extension by
zero, we can view it as a global form on Y\ E.

Next we investigate the restriction of w to U. We let ¢ : E — Y be
the inclusion and consider the restriction (pull back) w|p = t*w; it is
a Kahler metric on E. With 7 : U — FE the tautological projection
induced by the bundle structure of L2, the form

wp =7"(w|E)
is a closed semi-positive (1,1)-form on U.

Lemma 2.4. There is a smooth function h of U such that w|y = &g +
100h.
Proof. Since [w|y] = [05] € H35(U,R), there exists a real 1-form « such

that w|y — @g = da. Since « is real, we can write o = 3+ 3 for 3 a
(0,1)-form. Therefore from

wly —op =08+ (08 +90B) + 08,
we obtain 98 = 0.

We now prove that the Dolbeault cohomology group Hg’l(U ,C)=0.
Let 0,00 € E be the standard 0 and oo in P! using the isomorphism
E =~ P! fixed at the beginning of this section. Continue to denote
by m : U — FE the projection, we introduce open subsets Uy = U \
77 1(00), U_ = U\ 7~ (0) and B = U_ N U,. Following the argument
leading to 1)), U, C C? is the domain {(z,u,v) | r(z,u,v)?> < 1}.
Since r(z,u,v)? is pluri-subharmonic, U, is Levi-pseudo-convex; thus
is a domain of holomorphy. Applying the Dolbeault theorem [23, Thm
6.3.1], Hg’l(U+,(C) = (. For the same reason, Hg’l(U_,(C) = 0.
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Let v € Hg’l(U ,C). Then there exist functions hy on Uy and h_ on
U_ such that 7|y, = Ohy and v|y_ = Oh_. Thus hg = (hy — h_)|p is
holomorphic (on B). We claim that we can find holomorphic a4 on UL
and holomorphic a_ on U_ so that (a1 —a—_)|p = hg; therefore hy —ay
on Uy and h_ — a_ on U_ patch along B to form a smooth function h
on U so that dh = ~. This will prove Hg’l(U, C) =0.

We now prove the claim. We keep the embedding U, C C? men-
tioned; using B C U, we have the induced embedding B C U, C C3.
Let hg be the holomorphic function on B mentioned. Since for any ¢ €
C* the slice BN{z = ¢} is a polydisk in C2, hy has a power series expan-
sion hg = 3, ;50 aij(2)u'v?, where a;;(2) are holomorphic on C*. Using
the Laurent series expansions, we can write a;;(z) = a;rj(z) +ai_j(z_1) SO
that afcj(z) are holomorphic on C and a;;(0) = 0. (Such decompositions

are unique.) We let hd = Do a;;.(z)uivj and hy =3, ai_j(z_l)uivj.
Using the Cauchy integral formula and applying power series conver-
gence criterion, one checks that ha' extends to a holomorphic function
on U,.

It remains to show that a~ extends to a holomorphic function on U_.
For this, we use that U C L®? and L is the degree —1 line bundle on
P! = E. Thus we can embed U_ C C? via coordinates (2, u',v") such

that the transition function from U, to U_ is
(2.6) (2, 0) = (271 uz,vz).

(Note that u = 1 transforms to v’ = 1/2’, which has a simple pole at
2/ =0.) Thus hy =3, ai_j(z’)(z’)i+1(u’)i(v’)j. Since a;;(0) = 0, hy
converges on B implies that it extends to a holomorphic function on
U_. This proves the claim; hence Hg’l(U, C) =0.

Because Hg’l(U, C) = 0, we can find a function g on U such that
B = Og. Therefore letting h = —i(g — g), w|y — ©g = iO0h. O

Since i00h|g = 1*(w— @) = 0, the restriction h|g = const.. Thus by
subtracting a constant from h we can assume that h|gp = 0. Next, using
the open U; = U \ 7~ *(c0) and the embedding U, C C3, we introduce
directional derivatives:

0 0

(2.7) a:%(h|U+)|E_OO and b:%(h|U+)|E_oo.

Using the embedding U_ C C? and the transition function (Z.8]), one
sees that the smooth function on U, defined via

(2.8) hily, = au+ au + bv + bv
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extends to a smooth function on U that is R-linear along the fibers of
m: U — E; we denote this extension by h;.

Using hi, we now introduce another (2,2)-form. We let hg = h — hy.
We pick a decreasing function o(s) that takes value 1 when 0 < s <1

and vanishes when s > 4. We set t,, = n2r2, which is a function of

(z,u,v). Since o(t) has compact support (contained in) U(%), using

extension by zero, we can view it as a function on Y and then use it to
define a real (2,2)-form on Y:

U, = w?—i00(0(tn)-he- (205 +i00(2hy +hs))) —i00(0 (t,) - hy -i00hy).

This form satisfies

d\Pn = 0, \I’n|y\U(g) = (U2 and \Il’n|U(l) = 0.

Here the first and second follows from the definitions of ¥,, and o(ty,);
the third follows from {90hq A g = 0.
We now add a multiple of the compactly supported form ®,, to ¥,,:

Qo= U, + Con3®d,, Cy>0.

We emphasize that the form 2y depends on the constant Cy and the
integer n. We shall specify their choices later.

Lemma 2.5. The real (2,2)-form Qg is d-closed;

(1) restricting to U(Z) \ E, QO|U(%)\E = C’onngo,o;

(2) restricting to Y \ U, Qo|y\v = w?.
Further, for sufficiently large Cy, there is a constant n(Cy) such that for
n > n(CQ), Qo > 0.

Proof. Because ®,, and V¥, are both d-closed, €y is d-closed. We show
that Qg > 0. By the definitions of ®, and ¥,

2 2
Qolx\v = ¥Ynlx\v = w?>0 and QO|U(%) = C’on§<1>n|U(% = C’on§wfo70 > 0.

)

So we only need to check the positivity of Qg over U\ U(2). We first
look at the region U(2)\ U(%). Within this region,
(2.9)
v, :(1 — a(tn))w2 — z(hlaéo—(tn) + aO'(tn) A 5]11 + 0hy A 50‘(1'%)) VAN 285h1

— i(h2000 (t,) + 0o (tn) A Ohg + Ohg A 0o (ty,)) A (20E + i00(2hy + ha)).
Since 1 — o(t,) > 0, the first term is non-negative. For the other two
terms, because E is covered by D = {|z] < 2} and D' = {|z| > 1},

we only need to investigate the positivity over D and D’ separately.
Because the discussion is similar, we shall deal with D now.
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To begin with, we fix a small § > 0 (to be determined later). We
consider Vs = m~1(D) N U(§). Over Vj, the second term in (23 is
—i(h 090 (t,) + 0o (tn) A Okt + Ohy A Do (b)) AidOh,
which, after expanding, becomes
—n’hy (0/i85r2+tn0’”7‘_2i8r2/\5r2) NiDOhy —tna/r_2(i8r2/\5h1 +i0hq /\5r2)/\i85h1.
Over the same region, we expand the relevant terms:
Or? =T 28220\ + 'ty
forT' = (1+ | 2 |2)%, and
i00r? =T 720’ M1 + T2 (M\g5 + A33) + T 7lr - (A3 + 2)91).

For simplicity, we use subindex z and z to denote the partial deriva-
2
tives with respect to z and z. For instance, a, = % and b,; = %.

We introduce

a,zu + b.zv asu + bsv a0 — bsu

CHZQRG(%% cﬂ:@:F.LrZ’ c3izﬁzp%,
a.u+b.v+azu+ bsv au + bw av — bu
diz = = LS : Sl 7 dzézf'%, dyy =1 ———,

where Re is the real part. Following such convention, we have
Ohy = rdi3\1 + dyz Ay + d3z A3

and

i00h1 = reiT AT + co1 Aot + C13 A3 + 3131 + Ci3A3

To simply further, we introduce
1 _
aq5 :a—zi = —nhlglrchi + t%O'/F03Td3§;
1
Qo3 = — nh1t20'T?¢7 + 2t,0' T ?Re(z¢i3d33);
1 _
Qo3 =035 = nhit2 (o' + t,o" )T zeg7 + 0’ T2 (Zespdoz + 2c13d33)
+ t,0'T(c31d13 — ¢11d33);
1

ay3 =a1 = —nhi(0” + t,0" )T %e3r — t70'T(2c51Redys — ca1ds3);

1
agg = — nhitd (o) + t,0") (Mey; — 2 'Re(zey3))
— 2t,,0'T (¢;7Redy; — Re(epidyz) — F_?’Re(zclgdzg)).
Because for r small, |ul, |v| < 2r, we can find a constant C5 depending

on 4 so that

leiz1, |diz| < Cs for (2,u,v) € V5.

13’7
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To control the terms a;;, we need to bound the term nhy. For this,

since n™! <r < 2n~! over U(2)\ U(2), the term nhy is bounded from

above uniformly over V5 N (U(2)\ U(2)) for n > 2. Thus § must be
sufficiently small, which can be determined accordingly to Lemma
Therefore, enlarging Cs if necessary and for n > %, we have

ol < T3, (z,u,0) € Vi1 2p £ a7 H(D) N (U(2/n) \ U(1/n)).
Finally, we introduce A;;
Az = (IAANDANLANG) = NgpANg, for {4,k 0} = {4, k, 12} = {1,2,3}.
Simplifying using the notations introduced, the expression
— i(h1800 (t,,)00 (tn) A Ohy + Ohy A Do (ty,)) A iDOhy

1=2,3 k,01=2,3

We now look at the third term in (2.9). This time we consider

— Z(hgago'(tn) + aO'(tn) A 5]12 + Ohg A 50‘(tn))|\/6

= —1r 2hy(t,0'i00r? — t26"r%i0r? A Or?) — t,0'r2(9r? A Ohy + Ohg A Or?).
Since restricting to E the partial derivatives of ho with respect to u
and v are zero, when r is small, |hs| = O(r?) and |Ohy| = O(r). Also

notice that the mixed term such as Ay3 can be controlled by Ay; and
As3. Therefore for n > %, over Vi1 2) we have

3 3
Cs Z ek = —i(hgagU(tn)—i—ad(tn)/\éhg—|—(9h2/\(§0’(tn)) > —Cs Z)\kl_f'
k=1 k=1

Therefore the third term in ([29) can be controlled by —C5) , Asj.
Inserting this and ([2.10) into ([2.9), we get

3
Uy >n > (agphyr+aghm) + Y oy —Cs Y Ay
1=2,3 k=23 k=1

On the other hand by a directly calculation, we have

_2 _1 _1
n%fbnhf ! =4/3 t, *T'n? A1 +4/3 t, *nTZAo1 +4/3 tn S nlzA 45

2
n

3

1 1
+2t3 (1 — 3707 22]%) Aoz + 4/3 t3 (1 — T72[2]?)Ag3.
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Combining above two, over V[ 12) we finally obtain

AT4n? ATz
Qp > ( 3 Coy — Cg) A7+ n(—lCo + 041§>A1§ + nazA3
3t 3t
4z 1 z|?
+n< +Co + 0421)/\21 + <2tfi( - %)Co - C3+ 0422)/\22 + 933
3tS

Mgt + oy + (Seh -
+na31 31 + (35135 + (gtn( - ﬁ

We now prove that we can find a sufficiently large constant C so that
for any n > %, the right hand side of the above inequality is positive.
We let e;; be the coefficient of the term A;; in the above inequality. To
prove the mentioned positivity, we only need to check that under the
stated constraint, the three minors of the 3 x 3 matrix [e;;] are positive:

)C() - C3+ 0433>A3g.

el > 0, det[eij]lgidgg >0, det[eij]gxg > 0.

We recall that t, = n?r? and I' = (1 + \2]2)% So in the region Vi1 2y,

1<t, <2and 1<T <+/5. Therefore by expanding the determinants,
we see immediately that they are all positive for n positive and Cj large
enough. We fix such a Cj in the definition of €)y. Therefore, for any
n > 2, the form € is positive in the region U(2)\ U(2).

It remains to consider the region U\ U(2). Over this region, we shall
prove that € is positive when n is large enough. For this purpose, we
will use the smooth homogenous Candelas-de la Ossa metric [9] on U:

(2.11) Weo = 100 f(r?) 4+ i0dlog(1 + |2|?),
where f is defined via f' = r=2n for n?(n + 3/2) = r*. Explicitly,

2 (n+2)2 1
9 22 1
3 n+1 (77"‘%)2

(2.12) Weolz=0 = (N + 1)A1 +

By simple estimate,
1
2
o‘)00’2’20 > 3 Z Ak A )‘]3
k#j

Comparing with Lemma [Z3] (2), since both w? and ®,, are homoge-
neous, over U \ U(2) we get

n%@n > —30271_10020-
Therefore, over U \ U (%),

2 -1 2
QO >w —3COC2n Weo-



BALANCED METRICS ON CALABI-YAU THREEFOLDS 15

This proves that for the fixed Cy and C5, we can choose n big enough
so that the real (2,2)-form Qq is positive over U \ U(2). This proves
the lemma. O

The closed (2, 2)-form €y is positive (2,2)-form on Y \ E. From [2§],
there is a positive (1,1)-form wg on Y \ E such that w? = Qg. This
proves

Proposition 2.6. For the open subset E C U C Y chosen and for
sufficiently large Cy and n, we can find a balanced metric wy over Y \ E
such that

(1) restricting to Y \ U(1): wo = w;
1
(2) restricting to U(2)\ B: wy = Cozn%wco,o;
(3) and restricting to U(1) \ U(%) w? is 00-exact.

Let Y be a Calabi-Yau manifold and w its Kéhler metric. Let E C Y
be a union of mutually disjoint (—1, —1)-curves E; C Y, 1 <1i <. For
each E; C Y we choose an open neighborhood F; C U; C Y as given by
Proposition 6, and form U;(c) accordingly. We let U = U._,U; and
let U(c) = U'_,U;(c). We have

Corollary 2.7. Let the notation be as stated. Then the Proposition 2.6
holds true with U and U(c) replaced by U and U(c), respectively.

Proof. Since the proof of Lemma 25 is by modifying w? within the open
neighborhood £ C U C Y, if we choose U; to be mutually disjoint, then
we can modify w? the same way within U to obtain the desired metric
wp. Note that from the proof of Lemma [2.5] we can choose a common
n and Cy that work for all 4. O

Because Y — E = Xy ¢m (the smooth part of Xy), wp is a smooth
balanced metric on Xg gy, that is Candelas-de la Ossa’s metric near the
singular points of Xj.

3. CONSTRUCTING BALANCED METRICS ON THE SMOOTHINGS

Assuming the threefold Xy can be smoothed to a family of smooth
Calabi-Yau threefolds X;, in this section we shall show that we can
deform the metric wg to a family of smooth balanced metrics on X;.

Definition 3.1. We say X; is a smoothing of Xg if there is a smooth
four dimensional complex manifold X and a proper holomorphic projec-
tion X — A to the unit disk A in C so that the general fibers Xy = X X at
are smooth and the central fiber X xa 0 is Xj.
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Let X be a singular space that is a construction of disjoint (—1, —1)-
curves; let wg be the balanced metric on Xg ¢y constructed in the pre-
vious section. We suppose X; is a smoothing of Xy with X the total
space of the smoothing.

We begin with the local geometry of X near a singular point of Xj.
Let p € X be any singular point that is the contraction of £ = 7~!(p).
Since X is a contraction of (—1, —1)-curves in Y, from the classification
of singularities of threefolds, a neighborhood of p in Xj is isomorphic to
a neighborhood of 0 in

w%—kw%—kw%—sz =0.
Applying the theorem in [32], a neighborhood of p in the total family
X is isomorphic to a neighborhood of 0 in
w? +wi +wi +w?—t=0 (in C* x A),
as a family over t € A. (Here the ¢ is linear because X’ is smooth.) More
precisely, for some ¢ > 0 and for
U={(wt) eCx A | |t| <e, |w|< 1, w} + w3 + w3 +wj —t =0},
(lw]?= S35, Jw;|2,) there is a holomorphic map
€U — X,

commuting with the projections U — A, and X — A, so that ¢ = £(U)
is an open neighborhood of p € A and ¢ induces an isomorphism from
UtoU C X. 3 )

We fix such an isomorphism &£; we denote by U; the fiber of U over

t € A, and denote Uy = £(U,), which is an open subset of X; NU. For
any 1 > ¢ >0, we let

Uc) = {(w,t) e U |[|w]< ¢} and U(c) = &(U(c)) N X,

This way, for fixed ¢, U;(c) forms an increasing sequence of open subsets

of Xi; the variables (wy,- -+ ,wy4) can be viewed as coordinate functions
with the constraint Y w? = t understood.
In case t = 0, we can choose { so that the (wy,- - ,wy) relates to the
coordinate (z,u,v) of (2.2)) by
v —zu v+ zu U= 2V U+ 2v
w1 = R , W2 = iR , W3 = iR , Wyq = R

where the constant R is to be determined momentarily. Hence under
¢ the function r introduced in Section 2 coincides with the function
R-(]] w |)|v,- We then define r on U to be r = r o £71; they are
extensions of the similarly denoted r on X used in the previous section.
Also, the punctured opens Uy(c)* = Uy(c) — p are isomorphic to the
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opens U(c) — E used in the previous section under £ as well. Since we
need to work with different fibers X; simultaneously, we shall reserve
the subscript Uy(c) to denote open subsets in Xj.

We now choose R. By choosing R large and rescaling wg, we can

assume that for fo = 2(r?)3

(3.1) Qoluy(1) = Wilvey = i09(fo - 10D fo)-

Here since fy is understood as a function on Uy(1) C X, the partials
0 and 0 are holomorphic and anti-holomorphic differentials of X.

One more convention we need to introduce before we move on. Note
that Xy has several singular points, say pi,---,p;, corresponding to
contracting F; C Y. For each such p;, we will go through the same
procedure as we did for a general singular p € Xy moments earlier to
pick an open p; € U; C X, an isomorphism &; : U — U; C X and the
open subsets U; (c) C Xy, etc. In fixing the ¢; for various p;, since we
can choose a common Cy and n for all ¢ € {1,--- ,{} in Corollary [2.7]
we can pick a single large enough R that works for all U; ¢ so that (3.)
holds over U .

We then form V = UL_,U; C X and V(¢) = U._,U;(c) C X. Accord-
ingly, we let V; = VN Xy, let Vi(c) = V(e)N Xy, and let r be the function
on V whose restriction to each ¢; C V' is ther = ro&;~ ! defined moment
earlier. This procedure gives us a (2,2)-form Qg on X such that

(3.2) Qolvy) = Wi lvp(1) = i00(fo - 100 fo).

With these preparations, we now study the deformation X; near the
singular points p; € Xg. For ¢ € (0,1], we introduce

Xt[C] = Xt \ V;(C)

For small ¢, Xt[%] are diffeomorphic to each other. We fix diffeomor-
phisms v : X;[3] — Xo[3] that depend smoothly on ¢ and that ¢ = id.
The diffeomorphisms 1, pull back the form on Xo[3] to form on X;[3].

We then let g(s) be a (decreasing) cut-off function such that o(s) =1
when s < 2 and o(s) = 0 when s > %. This function defines a cut off
function gy on X by rule go|x,n = 0, Q()‘VO(%) =1 and 90‘\/0(1)\\/0(%) -
o(r). Then

Qo — iaé(go . fo . Zagfo)
is a smooth (2,2)-form on X with compact support contained in Xo[3].
In particular, for small ¢,

Y5 (Q0 — i00(00 - fo - 100 fo))
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is a form on Xt[%] which compact support lies in it. So we can view this
form as the form defined on X; by defining it to be 0 on Vi(3).

Momentarily, we will use 0 and 0 over X;. In the remainder of this
paper, we will take holomorphic and anti-holomorphic differentials of
functions on X; for either ¢t # 0 or t = 0. To keep the notation simple,
we use the same df and df to mean d|x, f and 9|, f on either t = 0 or
t # 0, depending on whether f is a function on Xy or X;. We hope the
meaning of 0 and 9 will cause no confusions.

In order to construct a positive (2,2)-form on X;, we need to extend

the function fo(r?) = %r% defined in Definition 2.1l For t # 0 € A, we
define fi(s) to be the function

cosh™1(2)
3.3)  fi(s) :2—§|t|s/ T sinh2r — 27)3dr, s € (0,1).
0

M

The functions f; give Candelas-de la Ossa’s metrics (CO-metric).

Definition 3.2. The two form weor = 100 f;(r?) is the Ricci-flat Kdhler
form on Vi(1) constructed by Candelas and de la Ossa.

For later application, we need to confirm the smooth dependence of
the metrics wy.¢ on t. We denote by ft(k)(s) the k-th derivative in s of
ft(S).

Lemma 3.3. Let fo(s) = %S§ Then

(1). for any 6 > 0 and k, restricting to s € [d,1] the functions ft(k)(s)
converges uniformly to fo(k)(s) when t goes to zero;

(2). For any pair 0 < §' < § < 1, there exists a ay such that when

1 fi(s) 1 f1(s)
|t |<as and s € [8,0], 5 < f(t;(s) <2and 5 < fZ’(S) < 2.

Proof. Since the dependence on t € A, is via its norm, we shall substi-
tute |¢t| by the positive real variable u and define f,(s) as in (33) with
t replaced by u > 0.

At first we consider the convergence of f,(s). Using (B3], we get

lim fu(s) = 253 lim gu(s),

u—0 2 u—0

1 1
where g, (s) = (1= %) — % cosh™ ()% (1 - %)
% |Inu| when s € [0,1), gu(s) converges uniformly to 1 in [§,1); so fu(s)

converges uniformly to fy(s) = %s§

For the first and the second derivatives. by ([B.3), we compute

1 u2 _
fl(s)=5"3g,(s) and f/(s)= (—s_lf;(8)+§8_2(f;(s))_z) (1—§) '

i 2 -
2. Since % cosh L)~
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So by inspection, over [d,1), f,(s) converges uniformly to f{(s) = 573
and f}/(s) converges uniformly to f{(s) = —%s‘g.

Since for any k£ > 0, the k-th derivative of (1 — ’;—j)_l converges
uniformly to the zero function over s € [4, 1), applying induction proves
the remainder cases of (1).

The second part of the Lemma follows form the explicit expressions
of f/(s) and f!/(s). This proves the Lemma. O

Our next step is to extend €2y to nearby fibers so that near the singular
point it equals to the CO-metrics weo . To this end, we define

_ [ Wieo)(z) =z e Xif3),
ot(z) = { 1 2 = Vt(g),

we define

(3.4) B B B B

O = ¥ (Qo — 109(00 - fo(r?®) - 100 fo(r?))) +i00 (0t - fe(r?) - 100 fi(x?)).
It is well-defined and is a d-closed 4-form on X;. It decomposes

o, =0’ 0?0’

We claim that for ¢ sufficiently small, @f 2 i positive definite. Indeed,
over V;(3), the first term in (B.4)) is trivial and, since p; = 1,

2,2
©; |‘/t(%) = @t|Vt(%) = wgmt > 0.
Over X;[%], we argue that

uniformly. From the expression of O, it is clear that ©; only involves
fu(s) and its derivatives up to second order. Hence by (1) of the previous
Lemma, we see that over V;(1) \ V;(3), fi(r) and its partial derivatives
up to second order all converges uniformly to that of fy(r). Hence since
Xo[%] is compact and is disjoint from the singular points, the limit (335
holds uniformly. In the end, since the part ©'' and ©}* are trivial over
V}(%) and that the complex structure of X; varies smoothly in ¢, the
part @% 3 and @?’1 converges to zero uniformly as ¢t — 0. Consequently,
for sufficiently small ¢, ©>% is positive on X[3] for |t| < e. Combined
with the positivity of @f 2 over Vt(%), we obtained the desired positivity
of @? 2 for t sufficiently small.

We let w; be the hermitian form on X, such that (w;)? = ©7. Note
that for small ¢, these metrics have uniform geometry on Xt[%] and are
Ricci-flat Kiihler metric over V;(1). In the following we will use w; as
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our background metric on X;. Therefore objects such as norms and
volume forms on X; are all taken with respect to wy.

Recall that our goal is to find balanced metrics on X;. We will achieve
this by modifying the form @f 2 to make it both closed and positive
definite.

Since Oy is d-closed on X,

00}% = -0,

We claim that for sufficiently small ¢, H%3(X;,C) = 0. By the Dolbeault
theorm and Serre duality, H"3(X,,C) = H*(X;,T%,) = H°(X;,Tx,).
Thus H'3(X;,C) = 0 is equivalent to H°(Tx,) = 0. We consider the
total family of the deformation 7 : X — A (cf. Definition B.I]). Let
X* =X —{p1,---,m}. Then X* — A is smooth and the relative
tangent bundle Ty« /A is a vector bundle on X™.

Now suppose for infinitely many ¢t € A approaching 0 € A, H(Ty,) #
0, then either by using elliptic estimations or applying the work of
log-differential, one concludes that H°(Tx,,,) # 0, where Xogm =
Xo —{p1,--+ ,m}. Let E C Y be the union of the contracted ratio-
nal curves under the projection Y — Xo; then Y — E = X g, and thus
H(Tx,...) = H°(Ty_g). On the other hand, since Y is smooth and
E C Y is a codimension 2 complex submanifold, by Hartogs’ Lemma,
HO(Ty) = H(Ty—g) # 0.

Since Y is Kéhler and its fundamental group is finite, we have the fol-
lowing vanishing results. First, using H!(Y,C) = 0, we obtain H%(Y,C) =
H9(Y,C) = 0. Since the canonical line bundle of Y is trivial, this im-
plies H31(Y,C) = H'3(Y,C) = 0. Applying the Serre duality, we get
HY(Ty) = HY3(Y,C) = 0, contradicting to H°(Ty) # 0 stated earlier.
Thus H°(T,) = 0 for sufficiently small ¢.

Therefore there is a (1,2)-form v, on X; such that dvy = —O}>. We
let p¢ be a (1,2)-form on X; such that

(3.6) 00 = —00,” = §07? and  py Ly, ker 00.
We define
(37) QO = @%2 + 0 + ét, 0, = z@,ut

Then (3.6) implies
Q0 = 907* + d(idp,) + 0(—idjp,) = 0,
and since € is real, €); is d-closed.

Proposition 3.4. For sufficiently small t, ; is positive.
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Once this is proved, then the hermitian form @; defined via (@;)? =
is a balanced metric on Xj;.

4. THE POSITIVITY OF ()

To prove the Proposition, we first show that for the C%-norm || - ||co
measured using wy, we have

Lemma 4.1. Suppose lim;_,q || 0; ||co= 0, then y is positive for small
t.

Proof. We let *; be the Hodge operator associated to the hermitian
metric w;. Then

#Q = wp + % (0 + ét)
and €Y is positive if w; + *¢(6; + 6;) is positive.
Now let ¢; be any closed point of X; and let (z4) be a local chart of
X, at ¢; so that

wi(qr) = V—10apd2aAdZs  and i (0;+0;)(q) = 9 = V=19,5dza\dZ3.

Thus w; + *(0; + 0;) is positive at ¢; if and only if the matrix (5a5 +

19(15)1<a <3 is positive. Since wi(qr) = vV —1dqpdzq N dZg,

D Wagl? =i (004 61)(a)* = (60 + 60) () |* < 416(ar) .

075
Thus if |6(q¢)|? is small, the matrix (6o4 + 1§a5) is positive. This proves
that if the C%-norm || 6; || co is small, the form £, and hence the form

Q;, is positive. O

The estimate of ||0]|co will be achieved in the remainder part of this
section.
To estimate 6;, we use the 4""-order differential operator F; (first
introduced in [22]) on A%3(X}):
E; = 000*0* + 0*00*0 + 0*0.

Here the adjoint operators 9* = — % 0% and 0* = — * 0% (the same as ¥
and ¢ in [29]) are defined using the hermitian metric w; on X;. In [22],
Kodaira and Spencer proved that E; are self-adjoint, strongly elliptic of
order 4, and a form ¢ € Q?3(X;) satisfying Ey¢ = 0 if and only if

(4.1) dp=0 and 09" ¢ = 0.
We now let ; be a solution of

(4.2) Ey(y) = —00;.
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We first check that —8@% 3| ker Ey. Let ¢ € ker Ey, from [@.I) we have
0*0*¢ = 0; from (B.6]) we have

(~00;7°,6) = (100, 6) = (i, 9" *¢) = 0.

This implies —8@; 3 | ker E;. By the theory of elliptic operators, there
is a unique smooth solution ;L ker F; of (4.2]).
We claim that the 7 and the p; defined in ([B.6]) are related by

(4.3) iy = 0*0*y, and Oy, = 0.
This can be seen as follows. From (B.6) and ([£2), we get Ey(y;) —
100u: = 0, which, from the definition of the operator F, is equivalent
to

00(3° 0 — ijie) + O (D0 + 1)dys = 0.
By taking the L?-norm of the left hand side, we get
(4.4) 20(0*0* y; — i) =0 and  9*(00* +1)0vy; = 0.

On the other hand, for any ¢ € ker 00, we have (0*0*y;, ¢) = (v, 00¢) =
0. Since ;1 ker 00,

(4.5) (0* 0™y — ipe) L ker 00.

Combining (4] and ([AH), we obtain 9*9*~y; —iu; = 0, which is the first
identity in (€3]). The second in (£3]) follows from the second equality

of (@), since
0= / (0% (50" + 1)y, 1) = / (15797 % + 10 ]%).
Xy

Xy

Summarizing

Lemma 4.2. We let v be the unique solution to Ei(v) = —8@%’3
subject to the constraint v; | ker Ey. Th_en ¢ satisfies Oy = 0 and the
0, defined in [B1) is of the form 0, = 00 0*;.

Because of this Lemma, we can apply elliptic estimate to bound the
norm of ~; by that of 8@% 3 We first check that for any given 0 < ¢ < %,
E; converges uniformly to the Ey on Xy[c]. Since F; depends on the
complex structure of X; and the Hodge star operator of the background
metric wy, it depends on the derivatives of the components of w; of order
at most four. By Lemmal3.3]and the discussion following the Lemma, for
¢ > 0, over X¢[c] the Hermition forms w; converges to wg in C*. Then
because for any 0 < ¢ < % and t sufficiently small, the Riemannian
manifolds with boundaries (X¢[c],w;) have uniform geometry, there is a
constant C independent of ¢ small so that

1,3
@8 1l (= O (10 () + 1908 1 ()
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To proceed, we argue that the quantity | X, |8®% ’3|2 is bounded by
C|t|? for some constant C. Indeed, using the explicit expression (3.4)),
@i 3 has compact support contained in Xt[%] and only depend on v
and the complex structure of X;. Because 1 are smooth in ¢ and the
complex structure are also smooth on Xt[%], 8@% 3 are smooth in t.

Then because ©¢ = € is of type (2,2) and d-closed, we have 8@(1)’3 =
(000)%3 = 0 and therefore

(4.7) sup H@@%’?’(z) < Clt.
z€Xy

This provides a bound on the last term in the inequality (4.0]).

Proposition [3:4] will follow from the following stronger estimate.

Proposition 4.3. For any xk > —%,
%E)I(l)(‘t‘“ s;tp ‘et’wt) =0.

Proof. First, according to the Sobolev imbedding theorem, since Xt[%]
have uniform geometry and E; converges uniformly to Ey on XO[%],
there is a constant C' independent of ¢ so that for p > 6,

elles xapan < C (el e sy + 1098 1 ecx )

Because of the identities in Lemma and the inequality (&7]), there
is a constant C' independent of ¢ so that

sup 07 < O+ [ uP).
Xi[4] Xels
Multiplying by |t|* on both sides, we get

. : K 2 < : K 2‘
(18) tim (¢ sup [6,%) < 'l 4 [ o]

Xt[%] t

This provides us the bound we need over X;[1].

To control that over its complement, namely that inside V}(%), we
need the following two Lemmas whose proofs will be postponed until
the next section.

Lemma 4.4. There is a constant C' independent of t such that

sup 6> < C 16:*r~* + C sup [6,]*.
Vi(d) Vi(3) Xt[3]
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Lemma 4.5. There is a constant C' independent of t such that
[Pt [ ool
Vt(%) Xt[%}

We continue the proof of Proposition[4.3l Until the end of this section,
all constant C’s are independent of t; also when it depends on some other
data, like a choice of 6 > 0, we shall use C(J) to indicate so.

Since r? > [t| over V;(1), Lemma [L5 implies

/ 6,2r~4 < Oy} 3 / (lel? + (901 2).
Vi(3)

Xe[3]

Combined with Lemma [£.4] we have

_2
sup [0 < Caltl [ (puf? + 1001 7) + C sup [0
Vi(}) Xe(3] Xel3]
Then multiplying |¢|* to both sides and taking limit ¢ — 0, we find that
by (7)) the second term on the right hand vanishes since —% +K> -2,
and the third one can be controlled by the first one in view of (£8]). So
we get

tm (|t sup |6,°) < Cs lim yty—?ﬂ/ 2.

t—0 Vt(i) t—0 X,
Therefore by (48]) and the above inequality, should Proposition 3] fail
we must have

Etﬁom—iﬂ/ 2 > 0,

t
In this case, there is a positive a > 0 and a sequence t; — 0 such that

2
o [ puP=a?za?
t

7

_lik
Normalizing 7, = t, 572 a; 1%“ it satisfies
_1l.k
(4.9) By, (1) = —t; * 20;'00}°
and

(4.10) [ Bl =1.
X,

Since —% + & > —1, ([@7) implies that the C%-norm of the right hand
side of (d9) uniformly goes to zero when i — co. Therefore by passing
to a subsequence, there exists a smooth (1,3)-form 49 on Xg ¢mll such
that Ep(J0) = 0 and 44, — 7o pointwise.

1Xo,sm is the smooth loci of Xj.
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To make sure that the limit is non-trivial, we check that ||7q ||z2> 0.
For this, we need the following estimate that will be proved in the next
section.

Lemma 4.6. For any 0 < 1 < %, there is a constant C such that for
any 0 <8 < % and |t| <4,

/ ef2r=3 < o2 / (e ? + 19014 2).
Vi(9) Xi[3]

We continue our proof of ||7o||z2> 0. By (47) and (.I0), for large
(4.11)

- _4 - —24k _ 1.3
/ 5 Pr8 < 0y / (5o + £ T07210, 019 2) < 0362
Vi, ( Xti[%

Letting ¢ — oo and using Lemma [3.3((2), we get
(4.12) / [Fol2r=5 < O58%,
Vo(6)*

where V(8)* = Vp(6)\{p1, -+ ,m}. Because of (£10) and the pointwise
convergence 7y, — Yo over Xosm, we have

/ Fol?> > 1 — C56%
XO,sm

since J is arbitrary, we obtain

(4.13) [ k=1
XO,sm

To obtain a contradiction to complete the proof of Proposition [4.3]
we now show that 49 = 0. We first show that 049 = 0. Since dv; = 0,
Ey(ye) = 000" 0*y;

consequently,

/. ERTE | E..

t

Substituting 4;, and applying the Holder inequality, (AI0), (49]) and
([#0), we obtain

1 1
A ~ ~ 2 ~ 2 2,k
[ oooap< ([ Bl ([ 1EGOR) < Coluli
X, X, X,

Taking ¢ — oo and noticing x > —%, we get 0*0*7y = 0.
We next pick a cut-off function 7(s) that vanishes when s < 0 and
7(s) =1 when s > 1. For any 0 < § < 1, we put ss = 2%5_5. (Note that
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r is a function on Vp(1) defined in (ZI) and is equal to r o &) We
define
T5 = T(85)-

It vanishes in a small neighborhood of {p1,--- ,p;} C Xo; it takes value
1 near the boundary of V;(1). We then extend to a function on Xy by
assigning value 1 elsewhere. We still denote this extension by 75.

Using ([24) and (2H), over V5(6) \ Vo(3) and for a constant C7 inde-
pendent of §, we have

4 _4
(4.14) |87’5|3)CO,0 = 5—2|7"(8)|2|8r|62‘,m0 < Crr s,

We now fix a 41 < %. Since 75,0"0 has compact support, we can
view 75,0*50 as a (1, 3)-form on Y. Since H%3(Y,C) = 0, (cf. discussion
preceding (B.6))), there exists a smooth (1,2)-form ¢5, on Y such that

75,0"30 = s,

Then for any § < %1, by integration by parts and using 9*0*5y = 0,
(4.15)

/ 76115*’70’22/ 7576115*’?0\22/ Ta(a*%,a§51>=/ (x(OTs N%D*F0), S5, ) -
Xo Xo Xo Xo

By the Holder inequality and the definition of 75, the right hand side
obeys
(4.16)

1
/ (x(0s A%0*F0), 55, ) < </ |8T(5|2|a*%|2>2 (/ |§61|2> )
Xo VOV (2) VOV (2)

We then apply the following estimate to be proved in the next section:

N

Lemma 4.7. For any 0 < 1 < %, there is a constant C such that for
any0<5<% and any |t| < 6,

| i <o [l el ),
Vi (8) :

X¢[
From this Lemma, (1) and (£I0), we obtain for large 1,
[Pt < [ (ol el ) < cat
Vi, (6) Xt %

where (g is independent of §. Taking limit ¢ — oo and using Lemma

B.312), we get
/ 0% 50273 < Co™.
Vb(5)*
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This inequality and (4.14]) imply
(4.17) / 1075 |218% 302 < Cod.
Vo(9)\Vo($)

Next, we denote by U(¢d) the union of all neighborhoods U;(d) of E;
in Y, defined in the previous section for 0 < § < 1. Over Vp(1)* =
Vo(1) —{p1,--- ,m} = U(1) \ E we have three metrics:

_ 3
we = 10012, Weo,0 = 2588(1'2)% and  weo.

(Recall that weo o is the cone Ricci-flat metric and we, is the Ricci-flat
metric on U(1) (see (ZII)). Via isomorphism &, £*(we) = i00r? is
a metric induced from the Euclidean metric on C*.) Since all these
metrics are homogeneous, to compare them we only need to compare
their restrictions over a single point in one E;, say at z = 0.

We now compare the metrics weo,0 and we by (2.5]) and (2.3]); compare
the metrics we and we, by ([23) and ([212]). Since g5, is a (1, 2)-form,
the second factor in (@I6]) fits into the inequalities
(4.18)

wP<C 65,2, vola,, < Cio / o5, 21~ vol,.
Vo(O)\Vo (%) Vo(9)\Va () Vo(O)\Vo (%)

Since ¢s5, and we, are smooth on U(d;), there exists a constant Cy;(d1),
possibly depending on 41, such that

2 < C11(81).
&%ﬁlcallww_ 11(61)

Therefore
5
/ |65 e~ V0L, < C11(61) / rdrdS < Cia(61)0%,
Vo(6)\Vo(3) {r=1} /3

where dS is the volume element of the surface {r = 1}. Combined with

[#I8), we get
/ |6, |? < Crs(61)67.
Vo()\Vo($)

Then combined with (£17]) and (d.I6]), we obtain
/ <*(875 A\ *8*5’0),§51> < 014(51)(51_“,
Xo

and with (£I5),
/ 75,10%F0|* < C15(81)8M .
Xo
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Taking 6 — 0 and then §; — 0, we get fXOsm |0*3|2 = 0; hence
93 = 0. ’

It remains to show that 5o = 0. Since 9y, = 0, we have 979 = 0. Let
o = %|Vo(i)* be the complex conjugate. Then dpy = 0*pg = 0. On

the other hand, comparing the metrics (2.3]) and (2.5]), and using (£.12]),

we have

/ ’CPOL%GVOLJG < C/ \4,00\2r_% < +o0.
Vo(§)* Vo(d)

Therefore, g € H ?2)2 (Vo(%)*,we) is an L2-Dolbeault cohomology class

of Vo(%)*, with respect to we.
We claim that this cohomology group vanishes. First, for any 0 <
0 < %7 Vb(é)* = ‘/0(5) \ {p17 o 7pl}' If we let Vb(é) = S_I(VO(‘S))a then

Vo(6) is a disjoint union of I copies of Uy (),

Uo(é):{(wl,---,w4)6C4|w%+---+wi:0,r<5}.

Let @e = i00r2 on Up(8)* = Up(8)\ {0} be the metric induced by the flat
metric on C*. From [30], we have lims_, Hé? (ﬁo(é)*,(be) = (0. Since
we = £*(w,) via the isomorphism & and since V((9)* is a disjoint union
of [ connected open sets each of which is isomorphic to Uo(é)*, we also
have limgs_,o H (32)2 (Vo(é)*,we) = 0. Therefore, there exists a dy < % and

a (3,1)-form 19 on Vy(d2)* such that dvg = ¢o and

(4.19) / vol2, vol,, < +co.
Vo(ég)*

Let
@5, = o — O((1 — 75,)10)-

Then ¢s, has compact support in X ¢ and Ops, = 0. By extension
by 0, we view @5, as a (3,2)-form on Y. Since H>?(Y,C) = 0, which
follows from H%!(Y,C) = 0 and the Serre duality, there exists a smooth
function vs, on Y such that ps, = Jvs,.
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Now for any & < ds, since 9* ¢y = 0,
(4.20)

| el = [ malionon = B0 = 7)) + B((1 7))
XO,sm XO,sm
:/ T5<Q0075(V52 + (1 - T52)V0)>
XO,sm

:/ (x(0715 N\ xp0), Vs, + (1 — 7s,)10)
XO,sm

1 1
<o lonlleol) ([ Pl
Vo(8)\Vo(8) Vo(9)\Vo($)

Applying (4.12)) and (4.14), and adding ¢ = %|Vo( 1ye, We obtain

/ 1075 )% |0|* < C166™,
Vo(O)\Vo(3)

where C¢ is independent of §. On the other hand, since v, is a smooth
form in Y and we, is a smooth metric on U(dq), there exists a constants
C17(02), possibly depending on dz, such that maxys,) |vs, \aw < Ch7(62).

This, (23), 25) and [212) imply that
/ |I/52|2 S 018/ |I/§2|62‘)COI'_%VOIMi S 019(52)5%
Vo(O)\Vo (%) Vo(O)\Vo(3)
Applying (EI9), we get

/ ‘VOP < C ]Voliergvolwe < 0205%.
Vo(6)\Vo(3) Vo(8)\Vo(3)

Substituting the above three inequalities into (4.20]), we get
1
/ Ts|po|® < Ca1(82)8"7 3.
XO,sm

Taking 6 — 0, since 0 < ¢ < % and we have d9 fixed, we obtain
f Xowm lo|? = 0. This proves 79 = 0, a contradiction that proves Propo-
sition 4.3l and hence Proposition [3.4 O

5. PROOFS OF LEMMAS [4.4] To 1.7

We keep the notations introduced in the previous section. Among
other things, we have the subsets U; € C?%, the biholomorphic maps
&:U — U = &U;) € X and V = U_ Uy C X. Using the fiber X;
of X over t € A, we have biholomorphisms &; ; : (ji,t — Uiy C X3 and
Vi = Ui':lUi,t C X;.
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Looking at the statements of Lemmas 4.4 to .7, they are of the form
that terms of the form th (1) are bounded by a constant multiple of
2

terms of the form | Xl Since V}(%) is a disjoint union of [ copies of

Ui,t(%), by increase the multiple by [-fold, the Lemmas are consequence
of similar statement with V;(3) replaced by U, 4(3).

But then since all geometry of U; ; is alike, we only need to prove the
case where V}(%) is replace by ULt(%). For notational simplicity, we use
[jt and U; to denote U'l,t and Uy ¢, respectively.

Over U, (= ﬁl,t) we have the CO-metric @eo ¢ £ 400 f(r?), where f(s)
is defined in ([B3). The CO-metric weos on Uy is such that & (weot) =
Weot (We use & to denote &1 = €|y, ); the CO-metric on V; is weo s on
each U;. The metrics w; on X; are deformation of wy away from the
singularities of X, and coincide with we,; over Ut(%).

One property of weo ¢ we need is the following. For any c such that
\t\% < ¢ < 1, the surface {r = ¢} C Uy is diffeomorphic to S? x $% and

q= (¥ f;‘z_t’ iﬁ;,o, t%) lies in this surface. In the appendix, we prove

that we can find a holomorphic coordinates (z1, 22,23) at ¢ such that
the CO-metric has the form

3
(5.1) @eotlg = 100f1(r*)lg =1 dza A dZa;

a=1

letting n:(s) = sf{(s), we have

4 1 3 (0.2
5 2 nif T 3 _ 3np(r9) _ _
(5.2) 9dr?|, = (r )3<W> (dzl/\dz1+§ - dzg/\dzg—l—dzg/\dzg)
and
_ 3 4 7]3(7’2) % t2 _
2 2 _ 9.2 ¥
(5.3) or“ A or |q—§(r )3< " ) <1—ﬁ)sz/\sz.

In the appendix, we also prove that »~*n} is increasing over [|t|, +00)
and

2
5.4 lim 4 =2 lim r~ 4} = 1.
( ) r2—|t| "It 3 25 K
We let Raﬁ}/g be the curvature tensor of we,; at ¢ in coordinate
(21,22,23). Let |R,5,5/ be its norm measured via the metric w. In
the appendix, we prove

Lemma 5.1. There exists a constant C' independent of t and r such
that

_4
|Raﬁy5| < Cr7s.
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Let @ £ 10012 on ﬁt be the metric induced by the Euclidean metric
on C*. Let the norm and volume form defined by this metric be | - |,
and volg,. Comparing (5.I) with (5.2), since Weoy and @, are both
homogeneous, we have the relation at any point in Uy:

(5.5) volg,,, = gr_zvolg,e,

and by (51), (52) and the estimate (5.4]), for any smooth function f
on Uy,

(5.6) Vi, < v,
Here |[Vf|2 = gﬁ_a%% for w a hermitian metric having the form w =

9ogdza NdZzg, and (g%®) is the inverse of (9ap), that is D, gﬁo‘ga,—y = 55.

We comment that the prior discussion applies to metrics weo ¢ on Ut(%)
since our chosen background metric w; restricted to Ut(%) is the CO-
metric weo¢ under the isomorphism . By abuse of notation, we shall
also view (z1, 22, 23) as a local coordinate of the point &(g) € Uy(3).

For simplicity, in the following we shall adopt the following conven-
tion. Since we will work primarily over X;, we will omit the subscript
t in all the functions and forms that was used to indicate the domain
of definition. For instance, the form 6; on X; will be abbreviated to 6
when the domain manifold X; is clear from the context. Also, we shall
continue to use wy to be our metric on Xy; thus all norms and integra-
tions without specification are with respect to the metric w; and by the
volume form of w;. In case we need to use a different metric, say with
we, we will use |- |,,, and vol,,, to mean the associated norm and volume
form.

We let 7(r) be a cut-off function defined on V;(1) such that 7(r) =1
when r < % and 7(r) =0 when r > % We then extend it to X; by zero
and denote by the same notation 7(r).

Proof of Lemma[{-]]. As commented, we only need to prove the state-
ment of Lemma L4 with V;(3) replaced by Uy(3) £ Uy (3). We fix a t
of small |t|. As commented, we use 6 to denote the 6; in Lemma [4.4]

We introduce a sequence B = (2)¥. By the definition of 7 and (5.5),
we have

2
R B B e
Un(2) 3 Jud)
The function |0|?%+r=673 is a non-negative C*®-function with compact
support contained in Ut(%). Via &, Ut(%) is identified with a minimal
submanifold in C* endowed with the Euclidean metric.
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We quote Michael-Simon’s Sobolev inequality [27] (independently by
Allard [4]): Let M C R™ be an n-dimensional submanifold in the
Euclidean m-space R™, let H be its mean curvature vector, and let
f € C§°(M) be a nonnegative functions with compact support, then

n—1

(/annlvol) T < C(n) /M(|Vf| + |H| - f)vol.

Applying this to the minimal submanifold U; ¢ C?%, and then applying
the standard skill in page 156 of [16], for any nonnegative function f on
Ut(%) with compact support, we see

1 1
(f o Pvole) ([, IV v0L)",

where C is a constant depending only on the dimension of Ut(%).

Applying the volume comparison (5.5]) and the norm comparison ([5.0])
to the right hand side of the above inequality, for C7 a constant inde-
pendent of ¢t we get

1

1
(5.8) (/ f3volwe) P < </ |Vf|icotf%V01wcot> ?
Ue(3) Ue(3) ’ ’

We remark that in this section we shall use C; to denote constants
independent of ¢ and k. Since the exact sizes of these constants are
irrelevant, we will be very loose in keeping track of them.

268

Applying (58) to the right hand side of (57) for f = |0] 3 r~27, we
have

2 2
</ |9|25kr—4)3 < (/ |9|2ﬁkr—67_3v01w6)3 < 012/
Ue(3) U(3) U

2

‘V(|9|2’%r_27')|2r

N

2

(5.9)
< 3012/ V16 PPr3 7 +3012/
Ue(3) Ut

2

0P e P e
)

+3012/ P13 Vo 2.
Ug(L

2

We use (5.3)) to estimate the second term after the third “<” in (5.9):

/ |9|25k71|vr—2|2r§7_2 < 02/ |9|26k71r_47—2
U35.10) Uic2)

SCQ/ 1 |9|2ﬁk11'_4—|—4402/ 1 |9|2ﬁk—1‘
Ui(3) Xi[5]

Wl
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From the definition of 7, the third term has an estimate:

(5.11) /U(l) ‘9’251@711-_%‘V7-’2 < Cg/ ‘6’2Bk 1
t\3

Xt[4}

For the first term after the third “<” in (£.9)), we claim that for any
kE>1,
(5.12)

/ VIO it < o [ (PR 2 () -
Ut Ut(%)
B [P (90550,6) + (6,96Y p0)r e
Ut(s)

Here we denote wy = )~ g,5d2a A dZg, (we have omitted the subscript
t in gag-,) and denote the inverse (gaﬁ)_ of (ga3) by (g®?). We also

Dg = —gPe =
denote 9" 552 az and Vo = Ve and so on.

We first prove the case k > 3. By direct calculation, we have
(5.13)

2
/ V|65 \2 . ﬁ’“—l/ 16212 |v7|g2| *r 3 72,
Ui(}) 4 Jud

t\g

We compute

Br_1(Br_1 — 1)[0)2C+—1-2|v|g2)?
=Bpo—1]0]2 P70 A5 0] — D025
< — Bp-1|0)2Pe1m VgV, V 50, 0) + (8, VaV ) — Lgl0[2P.

Multiplying r~572 to both sides of the above inequality and then in-
tegrating over Ut(%), since the CO-metric is Kihler and 72 vanishes
outside Uy(3), we get

Ut(3)
‘5“/ PP (F0T36.0) + (0, TV 50)r =37
Ue(3)

—/ 10251 Ay (x5 72).
Us(3)
This and (5.13) prove (£.12).
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For k = 2, from Al = 2|0| 25 (01> — 316]| V|6 ? a computation

gives

L

This implies (5.12)) in case of k = 2.
For k = 1, we need to estimate |V|9||2. When |0] # 0,

V16 x5 72 <5y / 0P A5 16Pr 577 — / 0P D (r572).
) Ut(3) Ui(3)

(1

1 1
2 2

1 _ —
v :Z|0|‘2\V|0|2|2 < 27165V, V56) + 27147 (V 50, Vab)
=271 A5 101 — 271gP(V,V56,60) — 27167 (8, V4V 56).

When [§] = 0, | 7|0 ||= 0 and —Ag |  |>> 0. We still have above
inequality. So (5.12)) is valid for £k =1 and fy = 1.
Next we estimate the second term in (5.12)) by using Kodaira’s Bochner
Zoﬁrmula (29] p.119): for any (p, ¢)-form ¢ = p%q! > Va8, G2an Ao A
Zﬁq,

D5y, == 9" VaV 5, 3,
a7B

q
o B o _
(5.14) + Z Z R ;i B ¢C‘ll"'aiflaaz%rl"'kalﬁﬁlwﬁl"'ﬁq
- 5
=2 D By Var B 1Ba B
B

We use above formula to ¢ = 0 over Ut(%). Since 6 = 00*0*;, 0y, = 0
1,3

and @t ’Ut(%) = O,

(5.15)

Aa* | 9% Y % Ak 1,3
A59|Ut(%) = (00"+0 8)9|Ut(%) =-0 Et(%)|Ut( ) T —0700; |Ut(%) =0.

1
2

Then (5.14) and Lemma [5.1] imply

— 4% ((VaV50,0) + (0, VaVs))
= — ¢"((VaV50,0) + (0,V5Vab) + (0, [Va, V5]0)) < Csr5(0]2,

where [V, V] = V4V — V3Vg is the curvature operator.
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From the above inequality, we can estimate the second term after the

inequality in (512I):
(5.16)

b [ | PO TLT30,60) +(0, 9T )
t\g

< Csﬁk—l/ 10)2Pk—1p =472
Ui(3)
< C56k—1/ |0|2Bk1r_4+44056k—1/ |9|25k—1.
Ut(4) X %
From (5.1)), (5:2) and (5.3)),
AV, I'_g < C@I‘_4.

Thus the first term after the inequality in (5.12]) has estimate
(5.17)

S NES ST ey

=

10286114 4 4406/ 16281
X[

Ut(3) Ut(3) 4
Inserting (5.16) and (5.17) into (512]), we get
(5.18)
/ V161 P57 < O 1(/ |9|2Bk1r_4—|—/ 16]20%- )
U(3) Xe[§]

insemng (EI8), (510) and (5.II) into (B.9), we obtain
1
</ |0|25kr_4) By, < (076/6—1)[3;1(/ |9|25k1r—4+/ |9|2Bk 1)1% 1
Ui(3) vu(h) X3

tlg

So for any k > 1, the above inequality implies that either

1 1 _ 1
pPor ) < (2Cr) T ([ jppe )

or

1 1 1
( / |9|2ﬁkr—4) Pk < (207 By_1) P T (vol(X,[1/4])) Pt sup |0]2.
1 1
Ut(7) Xi[g]

Since the volume of Xt[%] can be controlled by a constant independent
of t, these two inequalities imply that for a constant Cg independent of
t and k,

(/Ut(}l) ‘9’2Bkr—4>51 lj (CsBi_1) Bl 1 </U

0P+ sup [0]?).
(1) Xel4]
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Taking limit k£ — oo, we get the inequality in the statement of Lemma

4.4 O

Proof of Lemma [{.5. We keep the convention introduced in the proof
of Lemma [£.4]l To streamline the notation, we assign the symbol A; to

r= [ (P +19212P),
tlg

The Lemma [£.5]is then equivalent to that for a constant C independent

of ¢,
/ 16,2173 < CA,.
Ui(3)

To begin with, for a smooth positive function ¢, we define 5:;( = 0*(—

x(0log & A *(C), VS =V, + 0a log ¢ and X 66 = —gBk‘)@B@a log ¢. We
need another Kodaira’s Bochner formula ([29], p.124): For any (p, q)-
form C = p%q' ZCO{l"'BquCVl AEEREWAN dzﬁq?

(00 + 0300 ) oy = — D 9"V 5Cy 5,
7/3

(5.19) Z O%Bk al"'aiflaowrl'“quBEHl"'Bq

/3 5 -
(X4 5.~ B3 )CarBi_1 BB By

M»e I M@
mM MQ

e
I
—_

We let ¢p = 99*y. Over Ut(i), since the CO-metric is Kéhler, we have
0 = 00*0*y = —0*1p. We apply the Kodaira formula for ¢ = ¢ = r=5
and ¢ = . Since 1 is a (2, 3)-form and the CO-metric is Ricci flat,
(5.20)

/U (00 0T = - /V VT /

] 2
y X¢1 slPorr.
2 2 2 B=1

Since 7 has a compact support in Ut(%), we compute
@3 .o = [ (@ ees [ 0raG b0
/[]t(é) 1 Ut(%) 1 b1 Vt(%) 1
g/ 1)|9|2¢1T+/ |0log g1 A xp gy
5 t

t\g 2

~9Re / (+(Dlog &1 A ), T V)i + -
Ut(%)
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where the dots denote terms that are integrations over Xt[%] of smooth
function including the derivatives of 7. By (4.0]), the dotted terms are
bounded by a fixed multiple, independent of ¢, of Ay = [ 1 X |7|

|0®13|2). In the remainder of this section, the term CA; will appear in

various places for the same reason.
On the other hand, since 00*1) = —0®"3 = 0 on Ut(%),

/ 62617 = Re / (3,6, 517 + Re / (+(D1og d A %), T )17
e ! 1

t(3) Ut(3)

<Re [ ((0logér Aw0) T )T+ Cre
Ut(g)

We remark that the C'y and the C; to appear later are all independent
of t. Combining the above two inequalities, we get

| @guer<- [ joPor+ [ jolosonnsfor+ G
Ui(2 Ut(5 Ue(3
Inserting the above inequality into (5.20]) and applying divergence the-

orem to the first term on the right hand side (5.20)), since v is a (2, 3)-
form, we get

ofy), wPar< [ (ooso - ZX o + Co

According to (@)—(EZI), we have

_%andZ?z

OJIOO
OJIOO
wl»&

01og ¢1]* <

So from (B.21]), we get
[ omisca=cn [ (o on)R
Ut(%) X

t s
This proves Lemma, O

Proof of Lemma[{.6. For any 0 < ¢ < % and any 0 < § < i, by the

Hoélder inequality,

3 1
/ms) s < </Ut(l) |7|3r‘3L) ’ (/Ut(é) r—4+eb)3'
(/W) r_%)é N <§ /Ut@s) r_6+6LV°1we);’ < o2,

Clearly,
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where the constant C'is independent on ¢t and §. So to prove the Lemma
we only need to prove that for a constant C independent of ¢,

2
5220 ([ B <o (P loetep).
U(3) Xe[g]

We will prove the above inequality in three steps. Our first step is to
establish the inequality
(5.23)

2
</ ]7\31'_?”) P < 8/ \8*7\2r_2L7'2+Cl/ \’ylzr_zb_%Tz—i-ClAt.
Ut(i) Ut(%) Ut(%)

We now prove this inequality. Using the method in deriving (5.9) and
BI2) for k=1, we get

(5.24)
2
At < e [
: U

</Ut( ) ¢

1

‘V|7| |2r_2‘7'2—|-
(3)

+02/ |7|2|Vr_b_%|2r%7'2—|—02/ 22|V r |2
Ut(%) Ut(%)

< 03/U(1)95a((va% V) + (Vgy, Vay)r 2
t(3

w0 [ plrrie s,
Ui(3)
Let ¢ = r~2 and ¢3 = r_2‘_%. By divergence theorem,
(5.25)

/U o 97 ((Va, V1) + (V7, Va) 27
t\2

< - 2/ 9P (V8 gy, ) par? + / (97 [V 3, Valy,7) 027> + CuA
Ui(3) Ui(3)

+ / 97 (0 log ¢z - V37, 7)do7? — / 9" (Va, 9p(d27)7).
Ui(3) Ui(3)
To bound the four terms after the inequality, we use that the curvature

is bounded by Cr~5 to the second item, and apply the Holder inequality
to the last two items. After simplification, we get

[ 8T ) + (950, V)

(5.26) ) )

< - 4/ 9 (VEV 57, 7) b2 + 04/
Ut(%)

Ue(%

: [v[2p37? + Culy.
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We now deal with the first term after “<” in the above inequality.
We use Kodaira’s formula (5.19]) to the case ( = v and ¢ = ¢2. Since ~y
is a (2,3)-form and CO-metric is Ricci flat, (m) reduces to

_ZQBQV@VB'Y 00,7 — ZX¢> g7
o,

So we get

—/ 97UV 57,7 o7 =/
Ui(3) Ue(3)

1
2

3 _
(005,7,7) b —/ ., Z o BM%QT?.
(2) p=1
By the Holder inequality, we estimate

/U(l)@@;ﬂmwﬂ? =/ {05,705, 7) a7 —/ (072 A O3, 7,7) 2
t\ 3 5

Un(}) Ut(3)
<2 / 1512972 + 2 / 101og 6al? 12272 + CsAs.
Ut(3) t(3

Putting together, we get

(5.27)
- /U L TEV e < /U (21010g 6o — 3" X, P ) [y Pbor>+
t(5 t(

+2/ |0y > pom® + CsAs.
Us (L

[A%)
On the other hand, by direct calculation,
|0log p2|* < —L r~s and ZX
So inequality (5.27)) implies

—/[](1)95"<V$2V5%’Y>¢272
e

wws

(5.28)
52/ |0%|? o2 +/ (312 — 20)|y|2 372 + CsA,.
Ut (3) Ut(3)

Finally, inserting (5.28)]) into (5.20) and then inserting (5.20]) into (5.24]),

since 0 < ¢ < %, we complete our first step in establishing the inequality

E23).

Our second step is to prove

9 _
o) [ bPert g [ g Per + Con
U (L 20— 3¢ Ut(%)

t\3
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For this, we first apply the divergence theorem to the left had side of
G.28):
an@ =37 [ pPoart <2 [ (3 Poar® + Ca.
(3 t(3

This inequality implies (5.29)) since when ¢ < %, 20— 32 > 0.
Our third step is to prove

B < Cr [ (w00t )

(5.31) /
Ut(3) Xi[5]

To achieve this, we write

2/ 1 |5*7|2¢27’2 :2Re/ . <5;;2’775*’7>¢27'2
(5.32)" 7 L
—|—2Re/ (x(01og dg A *y), 0% )t
Ut(%)

The first term after the equal sign in (5.32)) is bounded from above by

2Re/ . (v,00*) o7 4 Csy,

2
which is bounded from above by

1 __
< 2b / YPpsr? + — / 100*y[?pa7? + Cs Ay,
Ui(3) 20 Ju,(1)

2

for some b > 0, and for ¢, = r~2+5 and ¢3 = r 275, By E3), the
second item after the equal sign in (5.32]) is bounded by

- 3
<[ @aPere 3R [ pPert
Ui(3) 2 Juiy
Therefore (5.32) implies
Ok 3 1 = ox
| gaaPert < Gevam [ pPertag [ (00ParCan
Ui(3) Ut(3) Ut(3)
Inserting (5.29]) into the above inequality and simplifying, we obtain
L(2—6L)—4b/ S22 _ L %2 4 2
5.33) ——F~— O™ y|"par” < — OO y|* a1 +Coy.
( ) L(2_3L) Ut(l)‘ ‘ 2b Ut(%)’ ‘ t

2
Since ¢ < %, for any given ¢ we can choose b such that (1 —3¢) —2b > 0.
Then the above inequality implies

(5.34)
=% 12, 2 (2 —3)
/Ut( Ol < S s — ) /Ut(

|55*7|2¢47’2 + CioAs.
)

1 1
2 2
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Finally, we need to estimate fUt( 1 |00*|2¢472. Since the CO-matric
2

is Kéhler and 9y = Oy = 0, then 90*y = 00*y. When restricted to
Ui(3), 00*99*y = —0®'3 = 0. From these identities, since 0 < ¢ < 3,
(5.35)

‘55*7‘274—%-}—%7_2 < / ‘55*,7’27_2

Us(3) Ut(3)
:/ (88*7,55*7)7’2 < / (55*88*7,7)7’2 + C11As = CriAs.
Ui(3) Ui(3

Combining the above two inequalities, we prove the inequality (5.31).
This completes our third step.

In the end, we insert (5.31)) into (5.29)), insert (5.29]) and (5.31)) into
B23); we get (5.22]). This proves Lemma O

Proof of Lemma [{.7. The proof is parallel to that of the previous Lemma,
except that in Lemma.6lthe form ~ is a (2, 3)-form while in this Lemma
0%y is a (1,3)-form. Replacing v by 0*y, we find that all inequalities
up to (B.34) are valid. So to prove Lemma [£.7] we only need to estimate
fUt(l) ’65*8*’}/’21‘_2L+%T2. Since 00*0*y = 0*00*~, by the same method
2
in proving (5.35]), we get
/ ’65*8*,}/’21,—%—}-%7_2 < 012/ (‘7’2"" ]8(1)1’3\2).
Ut(3) Xel3

This proves Lemma [£.7] O

APPENDIX A. THE GEOMETRY OF CANDELAS-DE LA OSSA’S METRICS

We first recall some notations from Candelas-de la Ossa’s paper [9].
We consider the family V;:
4

Vi =A{(wi,--- ,wy) | Z(wi)z =t} cCh

i=1
Since the individual V; only depend on |¢|, in the following we shall work
with ¢ > 0. We let r2 = Z?:l |w;|? be the radial coordinate. We set

Qeop = 100 f(r?)
The condition that the metric be Ricci-flat is
(A1) 2t =) () + 320 = 2% with 5, (r?) = 2] (r?).
T4he scale has been chosen so 7; has the same asymptotic behavior as
r3 for large r. After setting

r? =tcoshr, for 7>0
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and integrating, we pick the solution

9-1/342/3 )
== (s - /3
(A.2) M P (sinh 27 —27)%/°.

Note that this choice of 7; makes the metric regular at 72 = t. Also
note that from (AT, f/(s) = s~ 1n(s), and that f;(s) defined in (B3]
is a solution of this equation.

In this appendix, we want to estimate the curvature of the CO metric.
Since it is homogeneous (see [9]), we only need to perform our calculation

at points ¢ = (¥ %‘t, “\%—t,o,t%). At first we pick some orthogonal

coordinate at this point. Since dw; A dws A dws # 0 near g, we can
take (w1, wy,ws3) as a (holomorphic) coordinate in a neighborhood of
the point ¢. By directly calculation, we get

7"2—|—t r2—t

85T2|q = o (dwl/\dlﬁl—l—d’wg/\dwg)—l—dwg/\d’lf):g—l—i

(d’wQ/\dZT)l—dwl/\dwg)
and
or® A or?|, = 2(r* — t)dws A dibs.
To simplify them, we introduce a new coordinate (uq,us,us3) at the
point g:
2t g —t
= u
r2+t !

w1 25 w2 = Uz, w3 = us,

—q U
rg—l—t

where rg £ r2(g). Under this coordinate, the d9r? and dr? A Or? are
expressed as

2

_ 2t 2
(A3) 90| = 5—dui Adi + %ﬂdw A diiy + dus A i

and

or: A Or?|, = 2(r* — t)dug A das.
Combined with (A,
o8 — 3t2773
/ 21 1 t .
(A4) fe+77f; —ﬁt—m7

so at the point g the CO metric is

= 2tn, . _ 4t

D0ftlg = ———idus Nduy + ————
10000 = S iy NI gt

At last we introduce a new coordinate (z1, 22, 23) near the point ¢ as:

~( 2tm:(q) )%ul = drg )éuz \ <m(q)>%u3
r2(r2 +t) , 30 (q)(r2 +1) ’ r2

idug A dug + n—;’bd’L@ A dus.
T
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The CO metric at this point is then expressed as
) 3
i00fi(r*)lg =1 _ dz; Adz;.
j=1
Under this coordinate, we can rewrite (A.3)) as

5.2 21 (T3 3}
09|, = (r?)3 (—3) <dz1 Ndz 4+ S0z A dzy + dzg A ng)
n; 2r
and 4 s ,
= 3, 9.4 (MP\3 t _
2 2 _ 2 i
or< N ors|y = 5(7‘ )3 <r_4> (1 - ﬁ>d22 A dZzs.
To estimate the curvature of the CO metric, we need to investigate

3
the asymptotic behavior of :7—3

Lemma A.1. Over [t,+00), the function r~*n} is an increasing func-
tion and

2
lim r~4nd = 2, hm it =1
r2—t 3 r2—00

Proof. Let h(r) = r~*n}. From (A.2),
1 cosh 7(sinh 27 — 27)

h(t) ==
(™) 2 sinh® 7
Differentiating,
1
W(T) = ———hi(7) where hy(7)= Ar4€¥ (1—3/2)4e 27 (74+3/2)
2sinh™ 7
and

hy(T) = 272" — 22T — 27¢7 2T — 272 4 4.
Thus for any 7 > 0,

2T)2n+1 n
I =4 > 0.
1(7) =47 Z @n+1) n+l

Since hq(0) =0, hy(7) > 0 and A/(7) > 0. So over [0, +00), the function
r~4n? is a increasing function of 7. Since 72 = tcoshT for 7 > 0 is an
increasing function in 7, 7~*n? is increasing in r2. Since 7 — 0 when
r? — t, and 7 — oo when 72 — oo, we obtain the two desired limits by

applying the L’Hospital rule. This proves the Lemma. O

We next investigate n;. From 1} = rth(7),

B2 = 27h(r) + () L = 9r2h(r) + LW () sinh 7 > 0,

dr?
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hence 7"%772 > 0. On the other hand by (A.4]), we get

3
2 37“47”4 ?’,3 1 2_3:{_51
7"3772 = —77 == (T—Z)S +Tn32
3(1 - ﬁ)(ri) 31— 5)(5k)3

Then from Lemma [A.T] we see that
0<rin <1.

In the following for two functions «(r,t) and B(r,t) in r and ¢t we
shall use @ < f to mean that there is a constant C' independent on r
and t such that

la(r,t)] < ClB(r,t)].

Under this convention, the previous Lemma and the last inequality can
be abbreviated as

W\l\.’)

and n; ST
For higher derivatives, by introducing € = 2, the identities (A1) and
(A4) imply

WSria-a™ P s a-o

Therefore, by the second identity of (A.Il), we obtain the following as-
ymptotic estimates

Asr i, fr<sers, < s-97 and Y S F(1-672

~

To proceed, we need to the partial derivatives of 72 with respect to z;
and z;. For simplicity, we shall use the subscript ¢ to denote the partial
derivative with respect to z;, and use 4 for derivatives with respect to

=, : 8%r2 /.2y _
zZ;. Thus, for instance, Bbn; = (19)i5-

Under this convention, we compute directly that at the point ¢, the
first order partial derivatives

(A.5)
(=05 =0 (%= -2 Di 0l <0

the second order derivatives (r2)i5 = 0 except the following

2 2
r 2 3n
(A.6) (r*)i1 = (r)s3 = py <Srs, (M) = §r—t2 S

Wl

the second derivatives (r?);; = 0 except the following

T 2 3 2
(rH)1 = (r?)s3 = o <rs, (1Y) = —52—;6 <rs.
¢
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For the third order partial derivatives of type ijk, we have the vanishing
(7‘2)2‘314 = 0 except the following

r3(1 1 1 V(1 ¢ 1
(7’2)111:%56 2(1—€)z, (7‘2)121:_17%§(1_6)27
tzn/(1+e€)z (1+e)2
1 2 1 1
1l 3 . 1 3 . 1
(7’2)212 = 22 d 61)2 S 5%(1 - 6)%7 (7’2)222 = —2‘3\/6“%(1 6)12 Sel- f)%y
2 13(1+e)2 4 rb(146)2
P(l—e2 _ 1 V6 (1—e)2 1
(rP)s13 = —5——— S € 2(1-¢)7, (7’2)323:—27715(1—6)2'
tznf(1+e€)z (1+¢)2

For the fourth order partial derivatives, we still have the vanishing ex-
cept the following

2 ‘ N 2 2 3 _2
(r )1ili:m—gwr3t o (M= (r )21212ﬁ57" 3,
;
Otn} 8 rd 4
9 _8 4
(r%)2202 = —47,5 Str7a, (M)ms = (r)sm1 = 2 Srath
?
4
2 r 4. 3ne _2
(77)3333 = e SratTh (rP)ages = (1333 = 572 Sros
;

We now use these asymptotic estimate of the partial derivatives of 72
to prove LemmalB.Jl Since (z1, 29, 23) is the orthogonal coordinate at the
point p, we only need to prove that there is a constant C independent
of t and r such that the curvature tensor R of the CO metric Weo ¢
at ¢ has bound

ol

(A7) Ry <™
The curvature at ¢ has the form
Rz = —(fo)izur + (Fe)inag(f) 51
One group of terms appearing in ( ft)ijkl‘ are of the type
4 3
(o e P TR TN /A N o IO (o P () PR /0 S (o PP i PO

where the summations are taken over all possible permutation {i1,i2,13,1i4} =
{i,7,k,1}. For such type of terms, using the previous estimate, we check
directly that they are bounded by Cr-s.
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The other group of terms in appearing ( ft)ijki are of the type:

(A.8) f g
(A.9) e ((7”2)i5k(7”2)i+ (7"2)2'1%(7”2)3)7
(A.10) 7 ()5 + ()5 ).

Of these, (A.8) vanishes when i # k or j # [, (A.9) vanishes when i # k
and (A.10) vanishes when j # . The remaining cases in (A.8)-(A.10)
may be not vanishing, and will be treated separatly momentarily.

We now look at the product term (f;)ikg(ft) 57 First in the expression
of (ft)irg, the following two types of terms

D iR and f DT ()i ()i,

11,12,13
are bounded by C’r‘g; therefore corresponding product terms

(19 GO0+ 1 Y Paialr)

11,12,13

3
(£ 200D+ 1D D502 )
J1,J2:33
in the expansion of (fi)ikg(ft) 5 are also bounded by Cr~3. Here the
summations are over all possible permutation {i1,2,i3} = {i, k, ¢} and

{j17j27j3} = {57 l_7 q}
The remainding terms in (f3)ing(fr) g1 are of the following types:

(AL (D% ) ira(r?)igs
(A12) g (7 )iia (0D, + £ (2)502)1(0),),
(A13)  f 0B (S0 ian ()i + £ (22 (r),),

where the summation in the second line is taken over all possible permu-
tation {i1,42,i3} = {J,[,q} and summation in the last line is taken over
all possible permutation {i1,1i2,i3} = {3, k,¢}. Like before, they vanish
when i # k in case (A.11) and (A.12) or when j # [ in case (A.11) and
(A.13).

Combining the above discussion, we see that when i # k and j # [,
the bound (A.7) follow immediately. For others, we need to treat case
by case.

For the case i # k and j = [, we have

Rigi; S 5= 1112550k (1= f1-(r2) ) = f1- ()50 ()i (L= 1 () ) -
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We claim that the last term is always zero. Indeed, because of (A.9), if
1 # 2, then the last term is equal to zero. If i = 2, then k # 2, and by
(A1) and (A6) we have 1 — f/ - (r?),z = 0. This proves the claim that
the last item always vanishes. For the same reason, the second item
vanishes. Therefore, when i # k and j = [, the estimate (A7) holds.

For the case ¢ = k and j # [, we have R -7 = % < r~5. This
proves the bound (A7) in this case.

Finally, we need to consider the cases i = k, j = [ and i # j. We
should consider these cases individually. In case ijkl = 1313, we have

Rizi3 S 5 — £z + () ()i (r?)am
+ (s + - Huz) - (- Dz + 11 (77)33(0%)2).

4

The last term is clearly < r73; the second and third items combined
give

T2— _7,2
O O N L i k) s

igil

ol

tn? tp(r2+1t)  n(r+t)
This proves the bound (A7) for R;3;5. By similar method, we obtain

desired bound (A1) for Ry5;5 and Roso3.
Finally, we consider the case i = j = k = [. Since the metric is

Ricci-flat, we have
o
Rz = Z Rﬁj} ~ 3.
JFi
This completes the proof of Lemma [5.11

Remark A.2. We remark that when r — t, the induced metric on the

surface 2 = const. approaches

1 /2t
d 2

2( 3 ) 5"lss,

where ds?|gs is the standard metric on S3. The curvature of the limiting
metric is Ct™3 for some constant C'.
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