arXiv:2212.01360v2 [math.CV] 3 Apr 2023

UEDA’S LEMMA VIA UNIFORM HÖRMANDER ESTIMATES FOR FLAT LINE BUNDLES

YOSHINORI HASHIMOTO AND TAKAYUKI KOIKE

Abstract. We establish Hörmander-type L^2-estimates for the ∂-operators that hold uniformly for all nontrivial flat holomorphic line bundles on compact Kähler manifolds. Our result can be regarded as a ∂-version of Ueda’s lemma on the operator norm of Čech coboundaries for flat line bundles and indeed recovers the original version of Ueda’s lemma for compact Kähler manifolds. A partial generalisation for (p, 0)-forms on Ricci-flat manifolds is also given.

Contents

1. Introduction 1 2. Preliminaries 4 2.1. Flat holomorphic line bundles 4 2.2. Extension of the Euclidean distance on Pic^0(X) to P(X) 6 2.3. Čech–Dolbeault correspondence 8 2.4. Albanese varieties 10 2.5. Elementary results for tori 13 2.6. ∂-operators on flat line bundles and the perturbed ∂-operators 17 2.7. Geometric analysis of the perturbed ∂-operators 19 3. Proof of the main results 23 3.1. Outline of proof 23 3.2. Proof of Theorem 1.1 24 3.3. Proof of Theorem 1.2 29 3.4. Proof of Corollary 1.3 32 4. Examples 32 4.1. Elliptic curves 32 4.2. Counterexamples to naive generalisations 34 References 35 Appendix A. Another proof of (20) by constructing finite coverings 37

1. Introduction

The existence theorem of solutions to the ∂-equations with L^2-estimates play an essential role in complex analytic geometry. Let X be a complex manifold of dimension n and F be a holomorphic vector bundle on X. In this paper, our interest is in the case where X is compact Kähler and F is a line bundle. In what follows, we fix a Kähler metric g of X and a Hermitian (fibre) metric h of F . In order to find a solution u of the ∂-equation ∂u = v with L^2-estimate for a given smooth

Department of Mathematics, Osaka Metropolitan University, 3-3-138, Sugimoto, Sumiyoshi-ku, Osaka, 558-8585, Japan.

E-mail addresses: yhashimoto@omu.ac.jp, tkoike@omu.ac.jp. Date: April 5, 2023. 1

∂-closed (p, q)-form v with values in F , according to the argument originating in [11], it is known to be important to show an estimate such as (1) ∫ X |w|^2_{h,g} dV_g ≤ C · ∫ X ⟨Δw, w⟩_{h,g} dV_g (w ∈ A^{p,q}(X, F )) with a constant C > 0 independent of w, where dV_g is the volume form of X defined by g and Δ := ∂ ∂^∗_h + ∂^∗_h∂ is the (complex) Laplace–Beltrami operator acting on the space A^{p,q}(X, F ) of all smooth (p, q)-forms with values in F .

One of the most important ideas to obtain inequalities as above is to apply Nakano’s identity. When the Chern curvature tensor √ −1Θ_h of h is semi-positive, in order to show the inequality of type (1) in accordance with this idea, one needs to assume that ( √ −1Θ_h)_x has at least 2n+1−p−q positive eigenvalues on each x ∈ X ([1], [2], [8], see also [3, §4.D]). Thus, it is difficult to show the inequality of type (1) for a line bundle F with semi-positively curved metric h at least by the arguments based on Nakano’s identity when p + q is small, especially when p < n and q = 1.

Nevertheless, even when h is flat (i.e. √ −1Θ_h ≡ 0), sometimes one can solve ∂-equations on F (consider a holomorphically non-trivial line bundle of degree 0 on an elliptic curve, for example). In such cases, Ueda’s lemma on L^∞-estimate of the Čech coboundary operator δ ([17, Lemma 4], see also Corollary 1.3 below) can be regarded as the counterpart of Hörmander-type estimate for the operator ∂ via the Čech–Dolbeault correspondence (see §2.3). Motivated by this observation, we investigate an L^2-variant of Ueda’s lemma in the present paper.

Denote by P(X) the set of all the flat holomorphic line bundles. When X is compact Kähler, P(X) can be regarded as a subset of the Picard group Pic(X) of X. As a subset of Pic(X), P(X) consists of finitely many connected components, and each of the components is homeomorphic to the connected component Pic^0(X) which contains the holomorphically trivial line bundle I_X (see §2.1). Denote by d_0 the Euclidean distance on Pic^0(X) (d_0 is defined by choosing the Euclidean coordinates and hence is not canonical, c.f. Remark 2.28). As explained in §2.2, one can extend d_0 to define an invariant distance (in the sense of Ueda [17, §4.1]) on P(X), which will be denoted by d. Our main results can be stated as follows.

Theorem 1.1. Let (X, g) be a compact Kähler manifold. There exists a constant K > 0 such that, for any element F ∈ P(X) \ {I_X} and any smooth ∂-closed (0, 1)-form v with values in F whose Dolbeault cohomology class [v] ∈ H^{0,1}(X, F ) is trivial, there exists a unique smooth global section u of F such that ∂u = v and √∫ X |u|^2_h dV_g ≤ K d(I_X, F ) √∫ X |v|^2_{h,g} dV_g hold for a flat metric h on F .

A feature of the above theorem is that it applies uniformly to all F ∈ P(X)\{I_X}, with the factor 1/d(I_X, F ) blowing up as F approaches I_X; the appearance of such a distance is a feature that do not commonly arise in the case of positive curvature, which is the usual setting for Hörmander’s estimates. We may call the above result a “∂-version” of Ueda’s lemma for flat holomorphic line bundles, in which d(I_X, F ) also appear in a similar manner. Before discussing connections to Ueda’s lemma in more details, we present a generalisation of the above result to (p, 0)-forms.

Theorem 1.2. Let (X, g) be a Kähler manifold of dimension n and p be a non-negative integer which is less than or equal to n. Assume that g is Ricci-flat. Then there exist a neighbourhood B of I_X in P(X) and a constant K > 0 such that, for any element F ∈ B \ {I_X} and any smooth ∂-closed (p, 1)-form v with values in F whose Dolbeault cohomology class [v] ∈ H^{p,1}(X, F ) is trivial, 2

there exists a unique smooth (p, 0)-form u with values in F such that ∂u = v and √∫ X |u|^2_{h,g} dV_g ≤ K d(I_X, F ) √∫ X |v|^2_{h,g} dV_g hold for a flat metric h on F . In particular,

ker(∂ : A^{p,0}(X, F ) → A^{p,1}(X, F )) = 0

and hence H^{p,0}(X, F ) = 0 for all F ∈ B \ {I_X}.

Note that, as is clear from our proof of this theorem, Theorem 1.2 remains true even after replacing B with Pic^0(X) if the following condition holds: H^{p,0}(X, F ) = 0 holds for any F ∈ Pic^0(X) \ {I_X} (see Remark 3.7). This condition always holds when p = 0 by Lemma 2.3; for p > 0 see §4.2.2.

By combining Theorem 1.1 and a standard argument on the Čech–Dolbeault correspondence (see §2.3), one has an alternative proof of Ueda’s lemma for compact Kähler manifolds.

Corollary 1.3 (=Ueda’s lemma [17, Lemma 4]). Let X be a compact Kähler manifold and {U_j } be an open covering of X such that #{U_j } < ∞, each U_j is Stein, and {U_j } trivialises any F ∈ P(X). Then there exists a constant K > 0 such that, for any F ∈ P(X) and any Čech 0-cochain f := {(U_j , f_j)} ∈ Č^0({U_j }, O_X (F )), the inequality

d(I_X, F ) · max_j sup_{Uj} |f_j|_h ≤ K · max_{j,k} sup_{Ujk} |f_{jk}|_h

holds, where {(U_{jk}, f_{jk})} := δf ∈ Č^1({U_j }, O_X (F )) is the Čech coboundary of f.

Note that X need not be Kähler in Ueda’s original proof, and that the open cover {U_j } satisfying all the hypotheses above does exist by Lemma 2.7. See also [9, Appendix A] for another generalisation of Ueda’s lemma, in which estimates for the operator norm of the Čech coboundary operators with respect to suitable L^2-norms are given for a family of open coverings of a manifold.

In order to prove Theorem 1.1 and 1.2, we show the inequality (1) for (p, 0)-forms with a suitable constant C (when F ∈ P(X) \ {I_X} is sufficiently close to I_X), since ∫ X |∂u|^2_{h,g} dV_g = ∫ X ⟨Δu, u⟩_{h,g} dV_g holds for (p, 0)-forms. For this purpose, we construct a suitable C^∞ global frame σ : X → F with |σ|_h ≡ 1 and consider the correspondence A^{p,q}(X, F ) ∋ u → ^u := u σ ∈ A^{p,q}(X), where A^{p,q}(X) denotes the space of all the smooth (p, q)-forms on X. Instead of studying the operator ∂ on F directly, we define a perturbed ∂-operator by considering the conjugate of the operator ∂ : A^{p,0}(X, F ) → A^{p,1}(X, F ) by this correspondence and evaluate the minimum eigenvalue of the corresponding (Witten-type, see e.g. [18]) perturbed Laplace operator.

Organisation of the paper. We recall some background materials and establish various preliminary results in §2. We start by recalling some well-known facts for flat holomorphic line bundles over compact Kähler manifolds in §2.1, the distance d on P(X) in §2.2, the Čech–Dolbeault correspondence in §2.3, and the Albanese varieties in §2.4. The materials in §2.5 are elementary but necessary for the results in §2.6; we believe that many results therein are new, although some of them may well be known to the experts or implicit in the literature. The end product of the results 3

in §2.5 and §2.6 is the perturbed ∂-operators, which turn out to be very important in analysing the ∂-operators on flat line bundles that are “close” to the trivial bundle. Elementary analytic properties of the perturbed ∂-operators are established in §2.7 by applying well-known techniques in geometric analysis and PDE theory. All these results are applied to prove Theorems 1.1, 1.2, and Corollary 1.3 in §3. Finally, in §4, we recover Theorem 1.1 for elliptic curves by a more concrete argument, and provide counterexamples to naive generalisations of Theorem 1.2.

Notation. We fix our notational conventions as follows.

• A^{p,q}(X) (resp. A^{p,q}(X, F )) denotes the set of smooth differential (p, q)-forms (resp. F -valued smooth (p, q)-forms) on X.

• T_X (resp. T^∗_X ) denotes the holomorphic tangent (resp. cotangent) sheaf of X, which we identify with the holomorphic vector bundle T^{1,0}X (resp. (T^∗X)^{1,0}). We write Ω^p_X := ⋀_p T^∗_X for the sheaf of holomorphic p-forms on X.

• ω stands for a fixed Kähler form on X, which we identify with the (fixed) Kähler metric g.

For α, β ∈ A^{p,q}(X), we write ⟨α, β⟩_ω (x) for the value of the ω-metric inner product of α, β at x ∈ X. We may also write ⟨α, β⟩_ω when the point x ∈ X is obvious from the context. The (pointwise) norm is defined by ‖α‖^2_ω := ⟨α, α⟩_ω . The L^2-inner product is defined, as usual, by (α, β)_L2 := ∫ X ⟨α, β⟩_ω dV_ω = ∫ X ⟨α, β⟩_ω ω^n/n!. • Throughout the paper, we work with a fixed basis for H^0(X, Ω^1_X ) which we assume is orthonormal with respect to the above L^2-inner product; see §2.4 for more details.

• Δ := ∂∂^∗ + ∂^∗∂ stands for the ∂-Laplacian with respect to ω. The set of harmonic (p, q)- forms is denoted by H^{p,q} .

• P(X) denotes the set of all flat holomorphic line bundles on X. We write I_X ∈ P(X) for the holomorphically trivial bundle.

• Pic^0(X) denotes the set of all topologically trivial holomorphic line bundles on X.

Acknowledgement. The first author is supported by JSPS KAKENHI Grant Number 19K14524. The second author is supported by JSPS KAKENHI Grant Number 20K14313.

2. Preliminaries

2.1. Flat holomorphic line bundles. Let X be a compact Kähler manifold; many results in this section hold more generally for a compact complex manifold, but in this paper we focus on Kähler manifolds; see [14, Sections 1.2 and 1.4] for more details. We say that a holomorphic line bundle F on X is flat if F admits a Hermitian metric h whose Chern curvature is identically zero. This is equivalent to F being in the image of the morphism i: H^1(X, U(1)) → Pic(X) = H^1(X, O^∗_X ) which is induced by the natural injection U(1) → O^∗_X from the sheaf of locally constant U(1)-valued functions to the sheaf of nowhere vanishing holomorphic functions (U(1) := {t ∈ C | |t| = 1}); this condition is equivalent to the existence of an open covering {U_j } of X and a local trivialisation e_j of F on each U_j such that |e_j /e_k| ≡ 1 holds on each U_j ∩ U_k, and hence in turn equivalent to the vanishing of the Chern curvature of h (defined by |e_j |_h ≡ 1) by [14, Proposition 1.4.21] (noting that the flat h-connection D therein can be taken to be the Chern connection when F is holomorphic; see the proof of [14, Proposition 1.2.5]).

Definition 2.1. We write P(X) for the set of all equivalence classes of flat holomorphic line bundles over X, where the equivalence relation is given by isomorphisms of holomorphic line bundles.

When X is compact Kähler, it is known that the map i: H^1(X, U(1)) → H^1(X, O^∗_X ) is injective and that the image of i coincides with the kernel of the first Chern-class map c_1 : H^1(X, O^∗_X ) → H^2(X, R) (a theorem of Kashiwara, see [17, §1] for example), which implies that one can naturally identify P(X) with H^1(X, U(1)). The following lemma explains the relation between P(X) and 4

the set Pic^0(X) of all equivalence classes of topologically trivial holomorphic line bundles over X, where the equivalence relation is again given by isomorphisms of holomorphic line bundles.

Lemma 2.2. Assume that X is compact Kähler. Then, as a subset of Pic(X), Pic^0(X) is the connected component of P(X) which contains I_X. Moreover, P(X) consists of finitely many connected components, and each component is homeomorphic to Pic^0(X). The set P(X) coincides with Pic^0(X) when H^2(X, Z) is torsion-free.

In this lemma and henceforth, we regard Pic(X) as a topological group. The topology of Pic(X) is defined by considering the Euclidean topology for Pic^0(X) and the discrete topology for the Néron–Severi group NS(X) of X (recall the standard fact that Pic^0(X) is isomorphic to the 2ddimensional torus (U(1))^{2d}, where d = dimH^1(X, O_X ), and the exact sequence 0 → Pic^0(X) → Pic(X) → NS(X) → 0 of groups).

Proof of Lemma 2.2. As is clear from the commutativity of the following diagram, the equations Pic^0(X) = Ker c^Z_1 and P(X) = Ker c_1 imply that Pic^0(X) is a topological subgroup of P(X), where c^Z_1 : Pic(X) → H^2(X, Z) is the first Chern-class map (here we employ an unconventional notation for denoting the first Chern-class map in order to avoid the confusion with the map c_1 : Pic(X) → H^2(X, R) above).

Pic(X)^c Z 1 //

c_1

))SSS

SSSS

SSSS

SSSS

SSSS

SSSS

SSSS

SS NS(X)

inclusion // H2(X, Z)

natural fflffl H^2(X, R) Pic^0(X) is clearly path connected since it is isomorphic to (U(1))^{2d} endowed with the Euclidean topology, and hence it is the identity component of P(X) by recalling the topology of Pic(X) as defined above.

As NS(X) is a finitely generated abelian group, it follows from the structure theorem that there exists a finite abelian group G such that NS(X) ∼= Z^r ⊕ G, where r is a non-negative integer (the Picard number of X). Note that the kernel of the natural map NS(X) → H^2(X, R) coincides with G ⊂ NS(X), since G is the torsion subgroup of NS(X). Thus one has the exact sequence

(2) 0 → Pic^0(X) → P(X) → G → 0

of groups, from which the lemma follows (note that G = 0 if H^2(X, Z) is torsion-free). □

Note that the above proof shows that we have

(3) P(X) = Pic^0(X) ⊕ ⨁ t∈G\{0} Pic^t(X)

where we identify G with a finite set in P(X) by choosing a representative in the preimage of the map P(X) → G → 0 in (2) and write

Pic^t(X) := t ⊕ Pic^0(X)

for each t ∈ G ⊂ P(X).

The following lemma is fundamental. 5

Lemma 2.3. For F ∈ P(X),

H^0(X, F ) = { C if F is holomorphically trivial, 0 otherwise holds.

Proof. Take a flat metric h of F . Then, for a global holomorphic section f of F , the function log |f|_h is plurisubharmonic, from which the assertion holds by applying the maximum principle. □

A similar argument also proves the following lemma, which allows us to discuss flat holomorphic line bundles without a specific reference to flat metrics; in particular, the choice of the flat metric h in Theorems 1.1, 1.2, and Corollary 1.3 is of no significance.

Lemma 2.4. If h_1 and h_2 are two flat Hermitian metrics on a holomorphic line bundle F over a compact Kähler manifold, there exists c ∈ R such that e^ch_1 = h_2.

Proof. We observe that log(h_1/h_2) is a nowhere vanishing pluriharmonic function on a compact complex manifold, and hence must be a global real constant. □

When F is holomorphic we have a canonical holomorphic structure ∂_F (resp. ∂_{IX} ) on F (resp. I_X) given by the ∂-operator of the underlying complex manifold. We observe the following fact. Lemma 2.5. Suppose that F is a C^∞-complex line bundle over a compact Kähler manifold X. F is trivial as a C^∞-complex line bundle if and only if there exists a C^∞-bundle isomorphism f : F^∼−→ I_X. Moreover, the following hold if F is a flat holomorphic line bundle.

(1) F is holomorphically trivial if and only if there exists a C^∞-bundle isomorphism f : F^∼−→ I_X such that ∂_{IX} = (f^{−1})^∗ ∘ ∂_F ∘ f^∗.

(2) If F is holomorphically non-trivial, (f^{−1})^∗ ∘ ∂_F ∘ f^∗ defines an integrable partial connection which does not equal ∂_{IX} , and hence a non-canonical holomorphic structure, on I_X.

See [6, Theorem 2.1.53] for more details on the partial connections and holomorphic structures.

2.2. Extension of the Euclidean distance on Pic^0(X) to P(X). As is mentioned in §1, we attach the Euclidean distance d_0 to the torus Pic^0(X), and extend it to define a distance on P(X). Note that d_0 is an invariant distance in the sense of Ueda [17, §4.1]. In this section, we show the following lemma in order to ensure the existence of an extension of d_0 to P(X) which is also an invariant distance.

Lemma 2.6. Suppose that d_0 is an invariant distance on Pic^0(X) with respect to which Pic^0(X) is compact. Then there exists an invariant distance d on P(X) such that its restriction to Pic^0(X) agrees with d_0 and d makes P(X) compact. Proof. We recall P(X) = ⨁ t∈G Pic^t(X) from (3), where G is a finite subset of P(X) corresponding to the first Chern classes that are torsion. A distance d_0 on Pic^0(X) naturally induces one, say d_t, on Pic^t(X) for each t ∈ G \ {0} by d_t(t + v_1, t + v_2) := d_0(v_1, v_2), where v_1, v_2 ∈ Pic^0(X), recalling that Pic^t(X) = t ⊕ Pic^0(X) is a direct sum.

Setting δ := diam_{d0} (Pic^0(X)) > 0, we immediately find δ = diam_{dt} (Pic^t(X)) for all t ∈ G. We then define a map ~d: P(X)×P(X) → R as follows: for each x ∈ Pic^t(X) and y ∈ Pic^s(X), t, s ∈ G, we define ~d(x, y) := { d_t(x, y) (t = s) d_t(x, t) + d_s(s, y) + δ (t ≠ s) 6

where d_0(x, 0) is meant to stand for d_0(x, I_X). We then define d(x, y) := inf_{z∈P(X)} ~d(x − z, y − z) and prove that it defines an invariant distance on P(X).

We first prove the invariance. For x = t + v_1 ∈ Pic^t(X) and y = s + v_2 ∈ Pic^s(X) (recalling again the direct sum Pic^t(X) = t ⊕ Pic^0(X)), we note d̃(t + v_1, s + v_2) = d_t(t + v_1, t) + d_s(s + v_2, s) + δ = d_0(v_1, 0) + d_0(v_2, 0) + δ = d_0(−v_1, 0) + d_0(−v_2, 0) + δ = d̃(−t − v_1, −s − v_2), by the invariance of d_0, and d(x, y) = d(x − z, y − z) for any z ∈ P(X) by definition. These properties immediately imply that d is invariant in the sense of Ueda [17, §4.1].

It remains to show that d is a distance on P(X). We first observe the following: suppose x, y ∈ Pic^t(X) for some t ∈ G. Then, writing x = t + v_1 and y = t + v_2, we find d(x, y) = inf s∈G,w∈Pic^0(X) d_{t−s}(t + v_1 − s − w, t + v_2 − s − w) = inf

w∈Pic^0(X)

d_0(v_1 − w, v_2 − w)

= d_0(v_1, v_2) by the invariance of d_0. If x = t + v_1 ∈ Pic^t(X) and y = s + v_2 ∈ Pic^s(X) for some t, s ∈ G with t ≠ s, we find

d(x, y) = inf u∈G,w∈Pic^0(X) ~d(t + v_1 − u − w, s + v_2 − u − w) = inf u∈G,w∈Pic^0(X) (d_{t−u}(t + v_1 − u − w, t − u) + d_{s−u}(s − u, s + v_2 − u − w)) + δ = inf

w∈Pic^0(X)

(d_0(v_1, w) + d_0(v_2, w)) + δ

Note that all the infima above are in fact minima by the compactness of Pic^0(X) with respect to d_0.

The argument above implies that the only nontrivial part is the triangle inequality, which we prove now. For x = t + v_1 ∈ Pic^t(X), y = s + v_2 ∈ Pic^s(X), z = u + v_3 ∈ Pic^u(X), we first consider the case when s, t, u are all pairwise distinct. We pick w^′ ∈ Pic^0(X) such that inf_{w∈Pic}0_{(X)} (d_0(v_1, w) + d_0(v_2, w)) = d_0(v_1, w^′) + d_0(v_2, w^′), and compute

d(x, z) = inf_{w∈Pic0(X)} (d_0(v_1, w) + d_0(v_3, w)) + δ

≤ δ + d_0(v_1, w^′) + d_0(v_3, w^′) ≤ δ + d_0(v_1, w^′) + δ + d_0(v_2, w^′) + inf_{w′′∈Pic0(X)} ( d_0(v_2, w^{′′}) + d_0(v_3, w^{′′}) ) = inf

w∈Pic^0(X)

(d_0(v_1, w) + d_0(v_2, w)) + inf_{w′′∈Pic0(X)} ( d_0(v_2, w^{′′}) + d_0(v_3, w^{′′}) ) + 2δ = d(x, y) + d(y, z).

If t = u and t ≠ s, we have d(x, z) ≤ δ < d(x, y) + d(y, z). If t ≠ u and t = s, we have

d(x, z) = inf_{w∈Pic0(X)} (d_0(v_1, w) + d_0(v_3, w)) + δ

≤ inf

w∈Pic^0(X)

(d_0(v_1, v_2) + d_0(v_2, w) + d_0(v_3, w)) + δ = d(x, y) + d(y, z), and similarly for t ≠ u and s = u. The case when t = s = u is obvious.

Thus d defines an invariant distance on P(X), and it is immediate that its restriction to Pic^0(X) is d_0 and that P(X) is compact with respect to d. □

2.3. Čech–Dolbeault correspondence. In this subsection, X is a compact complex manifold and F is a holomorphic line bundle on X. Fix a Hermitian metric g of X, a Hermitian (fibre) metric h on F , and denote by ω the (1, 1)-form associated to g. In what follows we often identify g with ω, especially when g is Kähler.

We further fix an open covering {U_j } of X such that #{U_j} < ∞ and each U_j is Stein and contractible, such that {U_j } trivialises any flat line bundle F ∈ P(X). The existence of such an open cover can be proved as follows, which should be surely well-known to the experts but we spell out the proof for completeness.

Lemma 2.7. Let p_1 : X̃ → X be the universal cover of X and let π_1(X, ∗) be the fundamental group of X with the basepoint ∗. Let {U^′_j } be a finite open cover of X such that p^{−1}_1 (U^′_j ) = ⨆ g∈π_1(X,∗) Vj,g and p_1|_{Vj,g} : V_{j,g} → U^′_j is a homeomorphism for all j. There exists a finite (contractible) Stein open cover {U_j } which is a refinement of {U^′_j } and trivialises all F ∈ P(X).

Proof. It suffices to show that {U^′_j } trivialises all F ∈ P(X), by replacing each U^′_j with polydisks inside. We recall that for any F ∈ P(X) there exists a representation ρ : π_1(X, ∗) → U(1) such that F = (X̃ × C / ∼) =: X̃ ×_ρ C , where the equivalence class ∼ is defined by the π_1(X, ∗)-action X̃ × C ∋ (x, l) → (g · x, ρ(g)l) ∈ X̃ × C defined by g ∈ π_1(X, ∗); see [14, Proposition 1.4.21]. The bundle projection map p_2 : X̃ ×_ρ C → X is defined by p_2 := p_1 ∘ pr_1, where pr_1 is the first projection (which descends to the map on the quotient after composing with p_1). We then find, as required,

p^{−1}_2 (U^′_j ) = pr^{−1}_1 ⨆ g∈π_1(X,∗) V_{j,g} = ⨆ g∈π_1(X,∗) V_{j,g} × C ∼= U^′_j × C

where [·] is the equivalence class under ∼. □

In this section, we fix an open cover as above once and for all. We use the following two terms in order to make the arguments clear:

• For a positive constant M, we say that the condition (L^2-estimate)_M holds for (X, F, ω, h) if, for any smooth ∂-closed (0, 1)-form v with values in F whose Dolbeault cohomology class [v] ∈ H^{0,1}(X, F ) is trivial, there exists a smooth global section u of F such that ∂u = v and √∫ X |u|^2_h dV_ω ≤ M √∫ X |v|^2_{h,ω} dV_ω hold. □ 8

• For a positive constant K, we say that the condition (L^∞-estimate)_K holds for (X, F, h, {U_j }) if, for any Čech 1-coboundary {(U_{jk}, f_{jk})} ∈ Ž^1({U_j }, O_X (F )) whose Čech cohomology class [{(U_{jk}, f_{jk})}] ∈ Ȟ^1({U_j }, O_X (F )) is trivial, there exists a Čech 0-cochain {(U_j , f_j)} ∈ Č0({U_j }, O_X (F )) such that δ{(U_j , f_j )} = {(U_{jk}, f_{jk})} and

max_j sup_{Uj} |f_j|_h ≤ K · max_{j,k} sup_{Ujk} |f_{jk}|_h

hold. □ By using these terminologies, Theorem 1.1 can be reworded as follows: when ω is a Kähler form, there exists a constant K > 0 such that the condition (L^2-estimate)_{K/d(IX,F )} holds for any (X, F, ω, h) with F ∈ P(X) \ {I_X} and flat h. On the other hand, Ueda’s lemma can be reworded as follows: there exists a constant K > 0 such that the condition (L^∞-estimate)_{K/d(IX,F )} holds for any (X, F, h, {U_j }) with F ∈ P(X) \ {I_X} and flat h (note that the solution {(U_j , f_j)} of the δ-equation is unique when h if flat, since H^0(X, F ) = 0 holds in such case by Lemma 2.3).

As our motivation comes from Ueda’s lemma, here let us compare these two conditions in order to study the relation between Theorem 1.1 and Ueda’s lemma. By applying the standard argument on the Čech–Dolbeault correspondence, we obtain the following:

Lemma 2.8. Assume that the condition (L^2-estimate)_M holds for (X, F, ω, h) and a constant M > 0. Then there exist positive constants C_1 = C_1({U_j }, h, ω) and C_2 = C_2({U_j }, h, ω) such that the condition (L^∞-estimate)_{C1M+C2} holds for (X, F, h, {U_j }).

Proof. Fix a partition of unity {(U_j , ρ_j )} which is subordinate to the open cover {U_j }, and a relatively compact open subsets U^∗_j ⋐ U_j such that {U^∗_j } is also an open covering of X.

Take a Čech 1-coboundary {(U_{jk}, f_{jk})} ∈ Ž^1({U_j }, O_X (F )) whose Čech cohomology class is trivial. Then it is well-known that, for a smooth section g_j := ∑ ℓ≠j ρℓfjℓ of F |Uj , {(Uj , ∂gj )} patches to define a global smooth (0, 1)-form v with values in F , whose Dolbeault class is the one which corresponds to the Čech cohomology class [{(U_{jk}, f_{jk})}] via the Čech–Dolbeault correspondence (therefore the Dolbeault cohomology class [v] is trivial). By using the solution u of the equation ∂u = v, one can construct the δ-primitive {(U_j , f_j)} by letting f_j := g_j − u.

In what follows, we estimate the L^∞-norms of f_j’s by using A := max_{j,k} sup_{Ujk} |f_{jk}|_h. As it follows from |g_j |_h ≤ ∑ ℓ≠j ρℓ|fjℓ|h ≤ A ∑ ℓ≠j ρℓ ≤ A that ∫ U_j |g_j |^2_h dV_ω ≤ A^2 · Vol_ω(U_j ) ( Vol_ω(U_j ) := ∫ U_j dV_ω ) , and from the condition (L^2-estimate)_M and the inequality |v|_{h,ω}(x) ≤ ∑ ℓ≠j ‖∂ρℓ‖ω(x)·|fjℓ(x)|h ≤ A · sup_x′_{∈X} ∑ ℓ ‖∂ρ_ℓ‖_ω(x^′) for each x ∈ X that ∫ U_j |u|^2_h dV_ω ≤ ∫ X |u|^2_h dV_ω ≤ M^2 · A^2 · ( sup_{x∈X} ∑ ℓ ‖∂ρ_ℓ‖_ω(x) )_2

· Vol_ω(U_j ),

one has that (4) √∫ U_j |f_j |^2_h dV_ω ≤ A · (C^′_1M + C^′_2)

holds for constants C^′_1 and C^′_2 which depend only on {(U_j , ρ_j )} and ω. The mean value inequality for the holomorphic function f_j/e_j , where e_j is a local holomorphic frame of F on U_j , implies that 9

the inequality

(5) sup_{U ∗} j |f_j|_h ≤ C^′_3 √∫ U_j |f_j|^2_h dV_ω holds for a constant C^′_3 which only depends on {U_j }, {U^∗_j }, inf_{Uj} |e_j |_h, and sup_{Uj} |e_j |_h (strictly speaking, one needs to slightly modify this part when the open covering {U_j } is not fine enough; see Remark 2.9 below). By combining the inequalities (4) and (5), one has that sup_U ∗_j |f_j|_h ≤ A · (C_1M + C^{′′}_2 ) holds for constants C_1 and C^{′′}_2 which depend only on {(U_j , ρ_j )}, {e_j }, {U^∗_j }, ω, and h.

For each point x ∈ U_j , one can estimate |f_j(x)|_h by using k such that x ∈ U^∗_k as follows: |f_j(x)|_h ≤ |f_k(x)|_h + |f_{jk}(x)|_h ≤ A · (C_1M + C^{′′}_2 ) + A = A · (C_1M + C^{′′}_2 + 1). Thus the assertion holds by letting C_2 := C^{′′}_2 + 1. □

Remark 2.9. When the open covering {U_j } is not fine enough, it may possible that sup_{Uj} |e_j |_h = ∞ holds for some j, where we are using the notation in the proof of Lemma 2.8. In such a case, we need to take an open set V_j such that U^∗_j ⋐ V_j ⋐ U_j . Then, as it is clear that sup_{Vj} |e_j |_h < ∞, we can recover the inequality (5) by applying the mean value inequality for the holomorphic function f_j/e_j on a disc centred at each point of U^∗_j with radius sufficiently smaller than the width of the set V_j \ U^∗_j (instead of U_j \ U^∗_j ).

It seems natural to pose the following:

Question 2.10. Assume that the condition (L^∞-estimate)_K holds for (X, F, h, {U_j }) and a constant K > 0. Does the condition (L^2-estimate)_M hold for (X, F, ω, h) for some constant M? If so, what is the relation between K and M?

Note that, in order to answer this question in accordance with the standard argument of the Čech–Dolbeault correspondence, first one needs to obtain the solution u_j : U_j → F |_{Uj} of the ∂- equation ∂u_j = v|_{Uj} on each U_j for a given (0, 1)-from v with estimate of sup_{Uj} |u_j |_h by using the L^2-norm of v (then one can apply (L^∞-estimate)_K for {(U_{jk}, u_j − u_k)} to obtain a δ-primitive {(U_j , f_j )} with L^∞-estimate). By using this solution, one can construct the δ-primitive u of v by letting u := u_j − f_j on each U_j ), which seems to be difficult.

2.4. Albanese varieties. In what follows, we assume that X is a compact Kähler manifold with a Kähler metric ω. We fix a basis {ζ_j }^d_{j=1} for the C -vector space H^0(X, Ω^1_X ) once and for all, and assume that it is orthonormal with respect to the L^2-inner product defined by ω, where d := dim H^0(X, Ω^1_X ). We also fix the generators [γ_1], [γ_2], . . . , [γ_{2d}] of the torsion-free part H_1(X, Z)_{free} := H_1(X, Z)/torsion of the first homology group.

The Albanese variety (6) Alb(X) := H^0(X, Ω^1_X )^∨/H_1(X, Z)_{free}, is a torus associated to X. Note that we also have the Albanese map alb: X → Alb(X), defined with respect to a fixed basepoint ∗ ∈ X, as

alb(x) := [ H^0(X, Ω^1_X ) ∋ ζ → ∫_x ∗ ζ ∈ C ]

where [·] stands for the equivalence class defined by integration along cycles in H_1(X, Z)_{free}. Note also that the homomorphism H_1(X, Z) ∋ [γ] → (ζ → ∫ γ ζ) ∈ H^0(X, Ω^1_X )^∨ maps any torsion element of H_1(X, Z) to zero and induces an injection H_1(X, Z)_{free} → H^0(X, Ω^1_X )^∨, by which H_1(X, Z)_{free} 10

is naturally regarded as a subgroup of H^0(X, Ω^1_X )^∨ in the definition of Alb(X) above. Recall the following well-known result (see e.g. [12, Proposition 3.3.8]).

Lemma 2.11. The Albanese map is holomorphic, and induces an isomorphism of vector spaces alb^∗ : H^0(Alb(X), Ω^1_{Alb(X)})^∼−→ H^0(X, Ω^1_X ).

As pointed out before, we always work with a fixed basis {ζ_j }^d_{j=1} for H^0(X, Ω^1_X ), which defines an isomorphism ~ψ : H^0(X, Ω^1_X )^{∨ ∼}−→ C^d by means of the dual basis {ζ^∨_j }^d_{j=1}. Suppose that we write (z_1, . . . , z_d) for the global holomorphic coordinates for C^d defined as z_j = ~ψ(ζ^∨_j ). The choice of generators [γ_1], [γ_2], . . . , [γ_{2d}] of the free part H_1(X, Z)_{free} defines a lattice Λ := ⟨λ_1, . . . , λ_{2d}⟩ in C^d via the relationship ∫ γ_ν = d∑ j=1 (λ_ν )_j ζ^∨_j

for each ν = 1, . . . , 2d, where (λ_ν )_j is the j-th component of λ_ν ∈ C^d . All the arguments that follow depend on this specific basis and generators, and it is helpful to write down the above lemma in a more specific manner using these fixed data, which gives us an isomorphism ψ : Alb(X) ∼= C^d /Λ of complex Lie groups induced from ~ψ.

Lemma 2.12. Fixing a basis {ζ_j }^d_{j=1} for H^0(X, Ω^1_X ) and generators {[γ_j ]}^{2d}_{j=1} of H_1(X, Z)_{free} determines an isomorphism ψ : Alb(X)^∼−→ C^d /Λ of complex Lie groups, where we write (z_1, . . . , z_d) for the global holomorphic coordinates for C^d given by the basis dual to {ζ_j}^d_{j=1}, such that the map alb^∗ ∘ ψ^∗ : H^0(C^d /Λ, Ω^1_{C d /Λ})^∼−→ H^0(X, Ω^1_X ) sends dz_j (resp. dz_j ) to ζ_j (resp. ζ_j) for all j = 1, . . . , d.

Proof. By the functoriality of the Albanese map [12, Proposition 3.3.8], and recalling that the Albanese map is the identity for tori [12, Example 3.3.9], we find that the map ψ : Alb(X)^∼−→ C^d /Λ agrees with the one induced by the dual map (ψ^∗)^∨ : H^0(Alb(X), Ω^1_{Alb(X)})^{∨ ∼}−→ H^0(C^d /Λ, Ω^1_{C d /Λ})^∨.

Combined with the natural isomorphism H^0(C^d /Λ, Ω^1_{C d /Λ})^∨ = (C^d )^{∨∨} = C^d and the dual isomorphism (alb^∗)^∨ : H^0(X, Ω^1_X )^{∨ ∼}−→ H^0(Alb(X), Ω^1_{Alb(X)})^∨, we find that the map (ψ^∗)^∨ ∘ (alb^∗)^∨ : H^0(X, Ω^1_X )^{∨ ∼}−→ C^d must induce ψ, but this simply means ~ψ = (alb^∗ ∘ ψ^∗)^∨. In particular, for all j = 1, . . . , d we find (alb^∗ ∘ ψ^∗)^∨(ζ^∨_j ) = z_j , which in turn implies that the map alb^∗ ∘ ψ^∗ : H^0(C^d /Λ, Ω^1_{C d /Λ}) = (C^d )^{∨ ∼}−→ H^0(X, Ω^1_X )^{∨∨} = H^0(X, Ω^1_X ) sends dz_j to ζ_j, by noting that the natural isomorphism H^0(C^d /Λ, Ω^1_{C d /Λ}) = (C^d )^∨ sends {dz_j }^d_{j=1} to the basis for (C^d )^∨ that is dual to (z_1, . . . , z_d). We also find alb^∗ ∘ ψ^∗(dz_j ) = ζ_j for all j = 1, . . . , d, since the Albanese map and ψ are both holomorphic. □ In what follows, we may identify Alb(X) = C^d /Λ without explicitly writing down the isomorphism ψ, as we always work with the fixed basis {ζ_j}^d_{j=1}; in this notation the above lemma states (7) alb^∗(dz_j ) = ζ_j, alb^∗(dz_j ) = ζ_j 11

for all j = 1, . . . , d.

We recall that Pic^0(Alb(X)) is well-known to be isomorphic to Pic^0(X), as written e.g. in [10]. For the reader’s convenience we provide a detailed proof of this fact, and confirm that the isomorphism is given by the Albanese map.

Proposition 2.13. The morphism alb^∗ : Pic^0(Alb(X)) → Pic^0(X) in the category of abelian groups induced by the Albanese map is an isomorphism.

Proof. For any compact Kähler manifold Y , we have an isomorphism of abelian groups

(8) m_Y : P(Y )^∼−→ Hom_{group}(π_1(Y, ∗), U(1))

defined by the monodromy with respect to the Chern connection of a flat metric [15, Proposition 2.2], where π_1(Y, ∗) is the fundamental group of Y with a fixed basepoint ∗. Note moreover that alb_∗ : H_1(X, Z)_{free} → H_1(Alb(X), Z) is also an isomorphism, since for each loop γ_ν : [0, 1] → X which represents the class [γ_ν ] ∈ H_1(X, Z)_{free},

alb ∘ γ_ν (t) = [ ζ → ∫ γ_ν |_t ζ ] ∈ Alb(X) (γ_ν |_t : [0, t] ∋ s → γ(s) ∈ X) holds for each t ∈ [0, 1], from which we immediately conclude that alb_∗ bijectively maps the generators of H_1(X, Z)_{free} to the ones of H_1(Alb(X), Z), by the definition (6). When we fix a basepoint ∗ ∈ X and alb(∗) ∈ Alb(X), the Hurewicz theorem implies that H_1(Alb(X), Z) agrees with the abelianisation of π_1(Alb(X), alb(∗)), which gives us a natural isomorphism

Hom_{group}(π_1(Alb(X), alb(∗)), U(1)) ∼= Hom_{group}(H_1(Alb(X), Z), U(1)).

We apply the same argument to π_1(X, ∗) to get another natural isomorphism

Hom_{group}(π_1(X, ∗), U(1)) ∼= Hom_{group}(H_1(X, Z), U(1)).

We thus get a sequence of isomorphisms

Hom_{group}(H_1(Alb(X), Z), U(1))^{(alb∗)∨}_{∼=} // Hom_{group}(H_1(X, Z)_{free}, U(1))˙¨ m^{−1}_X ffl P(Alb(X)) //˙˙˙˙˙˙˙˙˙˙˙˙˙˙˙˙

m_{Alb(X)} ∼= OO

P(X) where the dashed arrow above is defined by the composition of other isomorphisms, since Hom_{group}(H_1(X, Z)_{free}, U(1)) can be naturally regarded as a subset of Hom_{group}(H_1(X, Z), U(1)). As P(Alb(X)) = Pic^0(Alb(X)) holds by Lemma 2.2 and the dashed arrow clearly agrees with alb^∗ by unravelling the definition of m_X and m_{Alb(X)} (see e.g. [15, §2.1]), it is sufficient to show that the image I of the dashed arrow coincides with Pic^0(X), or equivalently, that

(9) m^{−1}_X : Hom_{group}(H_1(X, Z)_{free}, U(1))^∼−→ Pic^0(X)

is an isomorphism.

As P(Alb(X)) = Pic^0(Alb(X)), it is clear that I ⊂ Pic^0(X) since the pull-back of a topologically trivial line bundle is topologically trivial. Therefore, in what follows, we assume for contradiction that I ⊊ Pic^0(X). A standard argument using the exponential exact sequence implies that, for any torsion element α of H^2(X, Z), there exists an element F ∈ Pic(X) such that α = c^Z_1 (F ), and also that such a line bundle F is unique up to tensoring with an element of Pic^0(X). Note that such F is an element of P(X) since c_1(F ) = 0. Therefore, combined with the isomorphism H^2(X, Z)_{tor} ∼= H_1(X, Z)_{tor}, which follows from the universal coefficient theorem, 12

one obtains an injection H_1(X, Z)_{tor} → P(X)/Pic^0(X). From this injection and the injection c^Z_1 : P(X)/Pic^0(X) → H_1(X, Z)_{tor}, it turns out that the cardinalities of finite sets H_1(X, Z)_{tor} and P(X)/Pic^0(X) coincide:

(10) #H_1(X, Z)_{tor} = # ( P(X)/Pic^0(X) ) . Recall that we are assuming that m^{−1}_X (Hom_{group}(H_1(X, Z)_{free}, U(1))) ⊊ Pic^0(X). Thus it holds that

m^{−1}_X (Hom_{group}(H_1(X, Z), U(1)))/m^{−1}_X (Hom_{group}(H_1(X, Z)_{free}, U(1))) ⊋ P(X)/Pic^0(X), which contradicts (10) since the cardinality of the left hand side coincides with that of H_1(X, Z)_{tor}. □ 2.5. Elementary results for tori. We start with various elementary, but hopefully not entirely trivial, results in linear algebra. For the moment they are completely unmotivated, and are meant to serve as a general nonsense that is useful later.

Lemma 2.14. Suppose that Λ = ⟨λ_1, λ_2, . . . , λ_{2d}⟩ is a lattice generated by a basis {λ_k}^{2d}_{k=1} ⊂ C^d for the R-vector space C^d . Writing λ_1, λ_2, . . . , λ_{2d} as a a column vector consisting of d complex numbers, the following real 2d × 2d matrix

A_Λ := Re (_t λ_1 ) Im (_t λ_1 ) . . . . Re (_t λ_{2d} ) Im (_t λ_{2d} ) is invertible.

Proof. Any zero row after elementary row operations on A_Λ means non-trivial dependence relationship between λ_1, . . . , λ_{2d} over R, which is a contradiction. □

Remark 2.15. Note that the inverse matrix A_Λ can be written in terms of the dual R-basis {λ^∨_l }^{2d}_{l=1} for (C^d )^∨, satisfying Re (_t λ_j ) · Re (λ^∨_l ) + Im (_t λ_j ) · Im (λ^∨_l ) = δ_{jl} for j, l = 1, . . . , 2d, as

(11) A^{−1}_Λ = ( Re (λ^∨_1 ) Re (λ^∨_{2d}) Im (λ^∨_1 ) Im (λ^∨_{2d}) ) . Definition 2.16. Let B : R^{2d} = R^d × R^d → C^d be a map defined by

B a_1 . . a_d b_1 . . b_d

= 1 2 a_1 + √ −1b_1 . . a_d + √ −1b_d ,

which is clearly a linear isomorphism over R. We define an R-linear map c: √ −1R^{2d} → C^d by c(s) := √ −1B ∘ A^{−1}_Λ (− √ −1s) for s ∈ √ −1R^{2d} .

Note that we can write B as a d × 2d matrix B =^1_2 ( I_d √ −1I_d ) , where I_d is the d × d identity matrix and the usual multiplications of matrices is understood.

The above definition looks artificial but it is useful for the computation later. We also have the following formula which may be conceptually more pleasing. 13

Lemma 2.17. Suppose that we identify C^d with its dual via the R-bases {λ_j }^{2d}_{j=1} for C^d and {λ^∨_l }^{2d}_{l=1} for (C^d )^∨. We then have c(s) = 1 2 2d∑ l=1 s_lλ^∨_l ∈ (C^d )^∨ ∼= C^d

where s =^t(s_1, . . . , s_{2d}) ∈ √ −1R^{2d} .

Proof. The claim follows immediately from the explicit formula (11) using the dual R-basis. □

Lemma 2.18. The map c: √ −1R^{2d} → C^d defined above is a linear isomorphism over R. In particular, Λ_c := c(2π √ −1Z^{2d}) ∼= Z^{2d} defines a lattice in C^d . Moreover, in the notation of Lemma 2.17, we have Λ_c ∼= √ −1πΛ^∨ where Λ^∨ = ⟨λ^∨_1 , λ^∨_2 , . . . , λ^∨_{2d}⟩ is the dual lattice of Λ.

Proof. Obvious from B being a linear isomorphism over R and Lemma 2.14. Note that c(2π √ −1Z^{2d}) equals Λ_c by Lemma 2.17. □

The above lemmas indicate an important role played by the dual lattice Λ^∨. It is indeed possible to write down various formulae below by using Λ^∨ as opposed to using the slightly artificial definitions of c and Λ_c, but we will not take this point of view since using the dual lattice involves constantly needing to identify C^d with its dual and we would like to treat c(s) as a d-tuple of complex numbers (rather than a dual vector).

The following lemma is the key computation.

Lemma 2.19. For any s =^t(s_1, . . . , s_d) ∈ √ −1R^d , writing componentwise as c(s) = (c_1(s), . . . , c_d(s)) ∈ C^d , we have

tλ_1^tλ_1 . . . . tλ_{2d}^tλ_{2d}

−c_1(s) . . −c_d(s) c_1(s) . . c_d(s)

= s.

Proof. We first define a 2d × 2d complex matrix

E := ( I_d I_d √ −1I_d − √ −1I_d )

in terms of block matrices, to observe tλ_1^tλ_1 . . . . tλ_{2d}^tλ_{2d} = AΛE. Recalling that we can write B as^1_2 ( I_d √ −1I_d ) , we also find

−c_1(s) . . −c_d(s) c_1(s) . . c_d(s)

= √ −1 2 ( I_d − √ −1I_d I_d √ −1I_d ) A^{−1}_Λ (− √ −1s),

14

to get √ −1 2 A_ΛE ( I_d − √ −1I_d I_d √ −1I_d ) A^{−1}_Λ (− √ −1s) = s, as claimed. □

We now define a torus A := C^d /Λ, where Λ = ⟨λ_1, λ_2, . . . , λ_{2d}⟩ is a lattice generated by an R-basis λ_1, λ_2, . . . , λ_{2d} of C^d .

Definition 2.20. We write R_{π1} (A) for the set of all U(1)-representations of π_1(A, ∗).

Remark 2.21. Note that R_{π1} (A) is naturally an abelian group. We do not need to pass to the quotient of R_{π1} (Alb(X)) by the equivalence of representations since U(1) is abelian (and hence any equivalence class is a singleton).

Lemma 2.22. The map c: R_{π1} (A) → C^d /Λ_c given (by abuse of notation) by

c(ρ) := c log ρ(λ_1) (mod 2π √ −1Z) . . log ρ(λ_{2d}) (mod 2π √ −1Z) (mod Λc)

is well-defined and is an isomorphism of abelian groups.

Proof. Note first that for each k = 1, . . . , 2d, log ρ(λ_k) is not well-defined because of the branch locus, but log ρ(λ_k) (mod 2π √ −1Z) is well-defined and represented by a purely imaginary number.

Hence the map c is a well-defined homomorphism of abelian groups by the definition of Λ_c.

Recall that any U(1)-representation ρ ∈ R_{π1} (A) factors through the abelianisation of π_1(A, ∗); ρ determines and is determined by a homomorphism of abelian groups H_1(A, Z) = Λ → U(1); this is a consequence of the Hurewicz theorem, which was already used in the proof of Proposition 2.13. Thus, given a set of generators λ_1, λ_2, . . . , λ_{2d} for the lattice Λ, we find from the observation above that ρ ∈ R_{π1} (A) is uniquely determined by the pairing with λ_1, λ_2, . . . , λ_{2d}, showing that c is bijective. □

Remark 2.23. The proof above immediately shows that choosing the fundamental domain of C^d /Λ_c is equivalent to choosing the branch of log ρ.

As pointed out in the proof of Proposition 2.13, the monodromy map

m_A : P(A)^∼−→ R_{π1} (A)

is an isomorphism of abelian groups. We write down this isomorphism more explicitly in the following lemma for the torus A; in fact, the proof of [15, Proposition 2.2], which is used in the proof of Proposition 2.13, relies essentially on the same argument for an arbitrary compact Kähler manifold Y to show that the map m_Y in (8) is an isomorphism.

Lemma 2.24. For each F ∈ P(A) there exists a unique ρ := m_A(F ) ∈ R_{π1} (A) such that F is isomorphic to the line bundle F_ρ := (C^d × C )/ ∼_ρ over A = C^d /Λ, where we define the equivalence relation ∼_ρ by (z, ξ) ∼_ρ (z + λ, ρ(λ) · ξ) (∀ λ ∈ Λ). 15

F_ρ is endowed with a natural flat metric h_ρ defined by |[(z, ξ)]|_{hρ} := |ξ|. Conversely, for any ρ ∈ R_{π1} (A) the line bundle F_ρ constructed as above is isomorphic to m^{−1}_A (ρ) ∈ P(A).

Proof. Easy by checking the monodromy of F_ρ; see [15, §2.1] for more details. □ The previous computation yields the following.

Lemma 2.25. Suppose that we write F_ρ := (C^d × C )/ ∼_ρ as above, and fix the generators λ_1, λ_2, . . . , λ_{2d} for the lattice Λ. Suppose also that we choose a fundamental domain D of C^d /Λ_c so that the map c: R_{π1} (A) → C^d /Λ_c in Lemma 2.22 can be written componentwise as c(ρ) = (c_1(ρ), . . . , c_d(ρ)) ∈ D ⊂ C^d . Then the map σ_ρ : A → F_ρ defined by

σ_ρ([z]_1) := z, exp − d∑ j=1 c_j (ρ) · z_j + d∑ j=1 c_j (ρ) · z_j 2 ,

where [z]_1 denotes the equivalence class of z = (z_1, . . . , z_d) ∈ C^d for the quotient C^d /Λ = A and [·]_2 for the quotient (C^d × C )/ ∼_ρ, is a smooth non-vanishing section of F_ρ of unit length with respect to h_ρ.

The section σ_ρ of course depends on the particular generators λ_1, λ_2, . . . , λ_{2d} for Λ, but we do not make it explicit in the notation since the generators for the lattice is always fixed in the applications of this result presented later.

Proof. Lemma 2.19 implies that, for each k = 1, . . . , 2d and each z ∈ C^d , we have σ_ρ([z + λ_k]_1) = z + λ_k, exp − d∑ j=1 c_j (ρ) · z_j +^tλ_k · c(ρ) + d∑ j=1 c_j (ρ) · z_j +^tλ_k · c(ρ) 2 = z + λ_k, ρ(λ_k) exp − d∑ j=1 c_j (ρ) · z_j + d∑ j=1 c_j (ρ) · z_j 2 = z, exp − d∑ j=1 c_j (ρ) · z_j + d∑ j=1 c_j (ρ) · z_j 2 = σ_ρ([z]_1) which proves that σ_ρ is indeed a well-defined global smooth section of F_ρ. It has unit length with respect to h_ρ since the argument of the exponential map is clearly purely imaginary, and hence non-vanishing. □ The final key computation is the following.

Lemma 2.26. Recall the isomorphism c: R_{π1} (A)^∼−→ C^d /Λ_c in Lemma 2.22, and suppose that we take a fundamental domain D of C^d /Λ_c whose interior contains the origin of C^d . Suppose also 16

that we write F ∈ P(A) as F_ρ for a unique ρ ∈ R_{π1} (A) by Lemma 2.24. Then, for any smooth (p, q)-form η on A and the section σ_ρ of F_ρ constructed in Lemma 2.25, we have

∂_{Fρ} (σ_ρη) = σ_ρ · ∂η + d∑ j=1 c_j (ρ) · dz_j ∧ η ,

where ∂_{Fρ} stands for the ∂-operator on A acting naturally on sections of F_ρ and we wrote componentwise as c(ρ) = (c_1(ρ), . . . , c_d(ρ)) ∈ D ⊂ C^d . Proof. We observe ∂_{Fρ} (σ_ρη) = (∂_{Fρ} σ_ρ) ∧ η + σ_ρ∂η and compute, by recalling Lemma 2.25, ∂_{Fρ} σ_ρ = σ_ρ d∑ j=1 c_j (ρ) · dz_j ,

which makes sense as long as we fix the fundamental domain D of C^d /Λ_c. □

2.6. ∂-operators on flat line bundles and the perturbed ∂-operators. We now work on a compact Kähler manifold X and a flat holomorphic line bundle F over X. In Lemma 2.5, we observed that for a flat holomorphic line bundle F that is holomorphically non-trivial, we have a C^∞-bundle isomorphism f : F → I_X such that ∂_{IX} ≠ (f^{−1})^∗ ∘ ∂_F ∘ f^∗. An important point here is that we can trade the ∂-operator on F for an operator (f^{−1})^∗ ∘ ∂_F ∘ f^∗ on I_X which can be written as a perturbation of the usual ∂-operator on I_X; working with operators on varying domains is difficult, but varying operators on a fixed domain is easier.

The ultimate aim of this section is to get a concrete description of (f^{−1})^∗∘∂_F ∘f^∗ as a perturbation of the ∂-operator (Proposition 2.30 and Definition 2.31). The key step is in writing down the C^∞- isomorphism f explicitly by means of a smooth global section σ : X → F of unit length with respect to the flat metric, so that f can be written more explicitly as f : F ∋ u → u/σ ∈ I_X. Such an explicit description of the perturbed ∂-operators allows us to get concrete estimates for (f^{−1})^∗ ∘ ∂_F ∘ f^∗, which is what we discuss in §2.7.

The Albanese variety and the materials we presented above play a crucial role in finding such an explicit description. We start by applying the results in the previous section for A = C^d /Λ to a specific torus Alb(X).

Proposition 2.27. Suppose that we fix a basis for H^0(X, Ω^1_X ) and generators of H_1(X, Z)_{free} so that we identify Alb(X) = C^d /Λ. Then we have a commutative diagram of natural isomorphisms of abelian groups as follows.

C^d /Λ_c oo^c_{∼=} R_{π1} (C^d /Λ) R_{π1} (Alb(X))^{(alb∗)∨}_{∼=} // Hom_{group}(H_1(X, Z)_{free}, U(1))OO m_X ∼=

Pic^0(Alb(X))^{∼=}_{alb∗} //

m_{Alb(X)} ∼= OO

Pic^0(X)

In particular, Pic^0(X) is isomorphic as an abelian group to C^d /Λ_c, and by abuse of notation we write c: Pic^0(X)^∼−→ C^d /Λ_c 17

for the isomorphism.

It is of course obvious that Pic^0(X) is isomorphic to a torus, but the specific lattice Λ_c and the isomorphism c defined in Lemma 2.22 play a very important role later.

Proof of Proposition 2.27. Obvious from [15, Proposition 2.2], Lemma 2.22, and the proof of Proposition 2.13. Note that it follows from Lemma 2.2 that P(Alb(X)) = Pic^0(Alb(X)), since the singular homology groups of a torus has no torsion. □

Remark 2.28. There is an ambiguity for the choice of the Euclidean distance d_0 on Pic^0(X) from which we constructed the distance d in Theorem 1.1, 1.2, and Corollary 1.3, since it is defined by choosing the Euclidean coordinates of the universal covering of Pic^0(X). This ambiguity causes no problem for the statements as any two Euclidean distances on Pic^0(X) are equivalent to each other, since any two norms on a finite dimensional vector space are equivalent. In the proof, we identify Pic^0(X) with C^d /Λ_c via the isomorphism as in Proposition 2.27 and use the Euclidean distance d_0 which comes from the standard coordinates of the universal covering C^d of C^d /Λ_c.

The above proposition immediately implies the following.

Lemma 2.29. Suppose F ∈ Pic^0(X). Then there exists unique ρ ∈ R_{π1} (Alb(X)) such that F = alb^∗F_ρ, and moreover h := alb^∗h_ρ defines a flat metric on F (which is unique up to scaling by Lemma 2.4).

Furthermore, the global non-vanishing section σ_{F,ρ} := alb^∗σ_ρ of F defines a C^∞-bundle isomorphism f_ρ : F^∼−→ I_X by f_ρ : F ∋ u → u σ_{F,ρ} ∈ I_X, which is an isometry with respect to the flat metric h on F and the standard metric on I_X.

Proof. The statement is just a summary of the arguments presented above; see in particular the proof of Proposition 2.13 and [15, Proposition 2.2], and note that alb^∗σ_ρ clearly defines a flat metric on alb^∗F_ρ. For the claim that f is an isometry, observe that the global section σ_{X,ρ} of F of unit length is mapped to 1 ∈ C = H^0(X, I_X). □

When F is holomorphically non-trivial, we saw in Lemma 2.5 that the C^∞-isomorphism f_ρ : F^∼−→ I_X defines an integrable partial connection (f^{−1}_ρ )^∗ ∘ ∂_F ∘ f^∗_ρ on I_X. We can write it down more explicitly as follows.

Proposition 2.30. Suppose F ∈ Pic^0(X), which we may write as F = alb^∗F_ρ for a unique ρ ∈ R_{π1} (Alb(X)). Let ζ_1, ζ_2, . . . , ζ_d be a fixed basis for H^0(X, Ω^1_X ), and we also fix generators of H_1(X, Z)_{free} so that we identify Alb(X) = C^d /Λ, giving rise to a commutative diagram of isomorphisms

R_{π1} (Alb(X))^{ρ → alb} ∗F_ρ=F ∼= //

∼= fflffl

Pic^0(X)

c ∼= vvm m m m m m m m m m m m m

C^d /Λ_c

as in Proposition 2.27. Suppose also that we choose a fundamental domain D of C^d /Λ_c whose interior contains the origin of C^d and write componentwise as c(ρ) = (c_1(ρ), . . . , c_d(ρ)) ∈ D ⊂ C^d . 18

Then, for any η ∈ A^{p,q}(X), the partial connection (f^{−1}_ρ )^∗ ∘ ∂_F ∘ f^∗_ρ on I_X acts on η as

(12) (f^{−1}_ρ )^∗ ∘ ∂_F ∘ f^∗_ρ η := ∂η + d∑ j=1 c_j (ρ) · ζ_j ∧ η, where c_1(ρ) = · · · = c_d(ρ) = 0 if and only if F is holomorphically trivial.

Proof. For any η ∈ A^{p,q}(X), f^∗_ρ η is an F -valued (p, q)-form f^∗_ρ η = σ_{F,ρ}η ∈ A^{p,q}(X, F ). We then find (f^{−1}_ρ )^∗ ∘ ∂_F ∘ f^∗_ρ η = (f^{−1}_ρ )^∗ ∘ ∂_F (σ_{F,ρ}η) = (f^{−1}_ρ )^∗(f^∗_ρ (∂η)) + (f^{−1}_ρ )^∗(∂_F σ_{F,ρ}) ∧ η

= ∂η + alb^∗ ( 1 σ_ρ ∂_{Fρ} σ_ρ ) ∧ η, where we note alb^∗∂_{Fρ} = ∂_F since the Albanese map is holomorphic, and recall σ_{F,ρ} = alb^∗σ_ρ. Lemma 2.12 (see also (7)) and the computation in the proof of Lemma 2.26 imply

alb^∗ ( 1 σ_ρ ∂_{Fρ} σ_ρ ) = alb^∗ d∑ j=1 c_j (ρ) · dz_j = d∑ j=1 c_j (ρ) · ζ_j, which is the claimed result. We finally note that F is holomorphically isomorphic to I_X if and only if ρ is the trivial representation in R_{π1} (Alb(X)), which occurs if and only if c(ρ) = 0 in C^d mod Λ_c. The choice of the fundamental domain D implies that this happens if and only if c_1(ρ) = · · · = c_d(ρ) = 0. □

Definition 2.31. The partial connection (12) in Proposition 2.30, defined with respect to the data therein, is called the perturbed ∂-operator on I_X associated to ρ ∈ R_{π1} (Alb(X)). In what follows we write ∂_ρ : A^{p,q}(X) → A^{p,q+1}(X) for (f^{−1}_ρ )^∗ ∘ ∂_F ∘ f^∗_ρ , i.e.

∂_ρ := ∂ + d∑ j=1 c_j(ρ) · ζ_j ∧ . Remark 2.32. It is often convenient to write ρ for the flat line bundle F = alb^∗F_ρ ∈ Pic^0(X) associated to ρ ∈ R_{π1} (Alb(X)). We may henceforth abuse the notation and say ρ ∈ Pic^0(X) to mean the corresponding flat line bundle.

Note that in the above c_1(ρ), . . . , c_d(ρ) are just complex numbers for each ρ ∈ Pic^0(X), with respect to the chosen fundamental domain, whose Euclidean norm is close to zero if and only if d(ρ, I_X) is small. This means that ∂_ρ is a benign perturbation of the ∂-operator whose analytic properties are easy to establish, as we shall see in the next section, as long as ρ is close to the trivial bundle in Pic^0(X) with respect to d_0.

2.7. Geometric analysis of the perturbed ∂-operators. Let (X, ω) be a compact Kähler manifold. Fixing a basis ζ_1, ζ_2, . . . , ζ_d for H^0(X, Ω^1_X ) and generators [γ_1], [γ_2], . . . , [γ_{2d}] of H_1(X, Z)_{free}, here let us study the perturbed ∂-operator ∂_ρ which we constructed in the previous section. We start with the following elementary lemma. 19

Lemma 2.33. The adjoint of ∂_ρ : A^{p,q}(X) → A^{p,q+1}(X) is given by ∂^∗_ρ : A^{p,q}(X) → A^{p,q−1}(X), which is defined as

∂^∗_ρ := ∂^∗ + d∑ j=1 c_j (ρ) ∗ ζ_j ∧ ∗ where ∗ is the Hodge star of the Kähler metric ω, and ∂^∗ = −(∗∂∗) is the ω-adjoint of ∂. Proof. For any α ∈ A^{p,q−1}(X) and β ∈ A^{p,q}(X) we have ⟨ζ_j ∧ α, β⟩_ω = ζ_j ∧ α ∧ ∗β = (−1)^{p+q−1}α ∧ ∗ ∗^{−1} (ζ_j ∧ ∗β) = (−1)^{p+q−1+n−p+n−q+1}α ∧ ∗∗(ζ_j ∧ ∗β) = ⟨α, ∗(ζ_j ∧ ∗β)⟩_ω, from which the claim follows immediately. □

Throughout in what follows, we shall write (−1)^• for the sign factor that does not affect the argument.

Lemma 2.34. Let η_1, η_2 be smooth (0, 1)-forms and α_1, α_2 be smooth (p, q)-forms. Then

|⟨η_1 ∧ α_1, η_2 ∧ α_2⟩_ω(x)| ≤ n ( n q ) · ‖η_1‖_ω(x)‖η_2‖_ω(x)‖α_1‖_ω(x)‖α_2‖_ω(x)

for any x ∈ X. Moreover, if α_1, α_2 are smooth (p, 0)-forms, we have ⟨η_1 ∧ α_1, η_2 ∧ α_2⟩_ω(x) = ⟨η_1, η_2⟩_ω(x) · ⟨α_1, α_2⟩_ω(x) for any x ∈ X.

Proof. We fix a point x ∈ X and work with holomorphic normal coordinates (z_1, . . . , z_n) around x. We then write η_l = n∑ m=1 f^{(l)}_m dz_m, α_l = ∑ |I|=p,|J|=q α^{(l)}_{I,J} dz_I ∧ dz_J for l = 1, 2 and multi-indices I = {i_1, . . . , i_p} ⊂ {1, . . . , n} and J = {j_1, . . . , j_q} ⊂ {1, . . . , n}. Then note η_l ∧ α_l = (−1)^{p+q} ∑ |I|=p,|J|=q,m /∈J f^{(l)}_m α^{(l)}_{I,J} dz_I ∧ dz_J ∧ dz_m, which implies

|⟨η_1 ∧ α_1, η_2 ∧ α_2⟩_ω| = | | | ∑ I,J,J^′,m,m^′ (−1)^•f^{(1)}_m α^{(1)}_{I,J} f^{(2)}_{m′} α^{(2)}_{I,J ′} | | | ≤ ∑ I,J,J^′,m,m^′ |f^{(1)}_m ||f^{(2)}_{m′} ||α^{(1)}_{I,J} ||α^{(2)}_{I,J ′} |

where the summation runs over all multi-indices I with |I| = p, J, J^′ with |J| = |J^′| = q and m, m^′ ∈ {1, . . . , n} such that {m} ∪ J = {m^′} ∪ J^′, m /∈ J, and m^′ /∈ J^′, 20

noting that {dz_I ∧ dz_J ∧ dz_m}_{I,J,m} is an ω-orthonormal basis for the set of (p, q + 1)-forms at x. We then get, by Cauchy–Schwarz, |⟨η_1 ∧ α_1, η_2 ∧ α_2⟩_ω| ≤ n∑ m,m^′=1 |f^{(1)}_m ||f^{(2)}_m′ | ∑ |J|=|J^′|=q ∑ |I|=p |α^{(1)}_{I,J} ||α^{(2)}_{I,J} ′ |

≤ (_n ∑ m=1 1 · |f^{(1)}_m | ) (_n ∑ m^′=1

1 · |f^{(2)}_{m′} | ) ∑ |J|=|J^′|=q ∑ |I|=p |α^{(1)}_{I,J} |^2 1/2 ∑ |I|=p |α^{(2)}_{I,J ′} |^2 1/2

≤ n (_n ∑ m=1 |f^{(1)}_m |^2

)_{1/2} (_n ∑ m^′=1

|f^{(2)}_{m′} |^2 )_{1/2} ∑ |J|=q 1 · ∑ |I|=p |α^{(1)}_{I,J} |^2 1/2 ∑ |J^′|=q 1 · ∑ |I|=p |α^{(2)}_{I,J ′} |^2 1/2

≤ n ( n q ) · (_n ∑ m=1 |f^{(1)}_m |^2

)_{1/2} (_n ∑ m^′=1

|f^{(2)}_{m′} |^2 )_{1/2} ∑ |I|=p,|J|=q |α^{(1)}_{I,J} |^2 1/2 ∑ |I|=p,|J^′|=q |α^{(2)}_{I,J ′} |^2 1/2

= n ( n q ) · ‖η_1‖_ω‖η_2‖_ω‖α_1‖_ω‖α_1‖_ω

as claimed.

If α_1, α_2 are smooth (p, 0)-forms, we have

η_l ∧ α_l = (−1)^p n∑ m=1 ∑ |I|=p f^{(l)}_m α^{(l)}_I dz_I ∧ dz_m

with the notation as above, which implies

⟨η_1 ∧ α_1, η_2 ∧ α_2⟩_ω = n∑ m=1 ∑ |I|=p f^{(1)}_m f^{(2)}_m · α^{(1)}_I α^{(2)}_I = ⟨η_1, η_2⟩_ω · ⟨α_1, α_2⟩_ω

as required. □

In what follows, we denote by Δ_ρ : A^{p,q}(X) → A^{p,q}(X) the perturbed Laplacian defined by Δ_ρ := ∂^∗_ρ∂_ρ + ∂_ρ∂^∗_ρ, and by H^{p,q} ⊂ A^{p,q}(X) the set of ω-harmonic (p, q)-forms, which is the kernel of the ordinary Laplacian Δ := ∂^∗∂ + ∂∂^∗.

Proposition 2.35. Let (H^{p,q} )^⊥ be the orthogonal complement of H^{p,q} in A^{p,q}(X). Then, for any α ∈ (H^{p,q} )^⊥ we have

(α, Δ_ρα)_L2 ≥ 1 2 ( λ_{p,q} − 4n ( n q ) C_X (ρ)^2 ) ‖α‖^2_L2 , where λ_{p,q} > 0 is the smallest non-zero eigenvalue of Δ and

C_X (ρ) := d∑ j=1 |c_j (ρ)| sup_{x∈X} ‖ζ_j ‖_ω(x). Note λ_{p,q} −4n^2C_X (ρ)^2 > 0 when ρ is sufficiently close to the trivial representation. Moreover, when q = 0, we have a stronger inequality

(α, Δ_ρα)_L2 ≥ 1 2 ( λ_{p,0} − 4C_X (ρ)^2 ) ‖α‖^2_L2 . 21

for any α ∈ (H^{p,0} )^⊥.

For the main results of this paper we only need the statement for (p, 0)-forms, but we state and prove the general case for completeness. Proof. First note ‖∂α‖_L2 = ‖ ‖ ‖ ‖ ∂_ρα − d∑ j=1 c_j(ρ) · ζ_j ∧ α ‖ ‖ ‖ ‖_{L2} ≤ ‖∂_ρα‖_L2 + d∑ j=1 |c_j (ρ)| · ‖ζ_j ∧ α‖_L2

= ‖∂_ρα‖_L2 + d∑ j=1 |c_j (ρ)| √∫ X ‖ζ_j ∧ α‖^2_ω ω^n n! ≤ ‖∂_ρα‖_L2 + r_{n,q} d∑ j=1 |c_j (ρ)| sup_{x∈X} ‖ζ_j‖_ω(x) ‖α‖_{L2}

by Lemma 2.34, where we set r_{n,q} := √ n ( n q )

to simplify the notation. Note that Lemma 2.34 also implies that we have (13) ‖∂α‖_L2 ≤ ‖∂_ρα‖_L2 + d∑ j=1 |c_j (ρ)| sup_{x∈X} ‖ζ_j ‖_ω(x) ‖α‖_{L2} if α is a (p, 0)-form. Similarly ‖∂^∗α‖_L2 ≤ ‖∂^∗_ρα‖_L2 + d∑ j=1 |c_j (ρ)| · ‖ ∗ (ζ_j ∧ (∗α))‖_L2

= ‖∂^∗_ρα‖_L2 + d∑ j=1 |c_j (ρ)| · ‖ζ_j ∧ (∗α)‖_L2

≤ ‖∂^∗_ρα‖_L2 + r_{n,q} d∑ j=1 |c_j (ρ)| sup_{x∈X} ‖ζ_j ‖_ω(x) ‖α‖_{L2} by Lemma 2.34, and by recalling that the complex conjugation and the Hodge star preserves the pointwise norm. Observe also that we have ∂^∗α = 0 when q = 0. We thus get (α, Δα)_L2 = ‖∂α‖^2_L2 + ‖∂^∗α‖^2_L2

≤ ‖∂_ρα‖^2_L2 + ‖∂^∗_ρα‖^2_L2 + 2r_{n,q}C_X (ρ) · ‖α‖_L2 (‖∂_ρα‖_L2 + ‖∂^∗_ρα‖_L2 ) + 2r^2_{n,q}C_X (ρ)^2 · ‖α‖^2_L2 ≤ 2(‖∂_ρα‖^2_L2 + ‖∂^∗_ρα‖^2_L2 ) + 4r^2_{n,q}C_X (ρ)^2 · ‖α‖^2_L2 , where we note that we have 2r_{n,q}C_X (ρ) · ‖α‖_L2 · ‖∂_ρα‖_L2 + 2r_{n,q}C_X (ρ) · ‖α‖_L2 · ‖∂^∗_ρα‖_L2 ≤ r^2_{n,q}C_X (ρ)^2 · ‖α‖^2_L2 + ‖∂_ρα‖^2_L2 + r^2_{n,q}C_X (ρ)^2 · ‖α‖^2_L2 + ‖∂^∗_ρα‖^2_L2 by the AM-GM inequality. Since α ∈ (H^{p,q} )^⊥, we get (α, Δα)_L2 ≥ λ_{p,q} · ‖α‖_L2 which follows from the L^2-spectral decomposition theorem for Δ, which is an elliptic self-adjoint linear operator acting on smooth sections of a vector bundle over a compact manifold. We thus get λ_{p,q} · ‖α‖^2_L2 ≤ (α, Δα)_L2 ≤ 2(‖∂_ρα‖^2_L2 + ‖∂^∗_ρα‖^2_L2 ) + 4r^2_{n,q}C_X (ρ)^2 · ‖α‖^2_L2 = 2(α, Δ_ρα)_L2 + 4r^2_{n,q}C_X (ρ)^2 · ‖α‖^2_L2

which immediately yields the claimed result. The improvement for (p, 0)-forms is obvious from the estimates for ‖∂α‖_L2 and ‖∂^∗α‖_L2 as in (13). □

3. Proof of the main results

In this section we prove Theorem 1.1, 1.2 and Corollary 1.3. Let (X, ω) be a compact Kähler manifold. We fix a basis ζ_1, ζ_2, . . . , ζ_d for H^0(X, Ω^1_X ) and generators [γ_1], [γ_2], . . . , [γ_{2d}] of H_1(X, Z)_{free}, and use the notation in §2.4 and §3. We further choose {ζ_j}^d_{j=1} to be an L^2-orthonormal basis with respect to the Kähler metric ω. Finally, we fix a fundamental domain D of C^d /Λ_c whose interior contains the origin, which is equivalent to choosing the branches of log ρ(λ_ν )’s so that log 1 = 0, where 1: Λ → {1} ⊂ U(1) is the trivial representation.

3.1. Outline of proof. It follows from Proposition 2.30 that it is sufficient to show the existence of a constant K such that the inequality ‖^u‖_L2 ≤ K|1−ρ|^{−1} ·‖∂^u‖_L2 holds for any U(1)-representation ρ of Λ and any ^u ∈ A^{p,0}(X, alb^∗F_ρ), where we are letting |1 − ρ| := n∑ j=1 |c_j (ρ)|^2. We first show this assertion only when ρ is sufficiently close to the trivial representation 1. Note that, as c_j (1) = 0 holds by our choice of the branches of log ρ(λ_ν )’s, the distance on a neighbourhood of I_X in Pic^0(X) induced by the definition of |1−ρ| above is equivalent to the Euclidean distance of Pic^0(X) (recall Lemma 2.22, Remark 2.23, and Remark 2.28). Observe that u := ^u/σ_{X,ρ} ∈ A^{p,0}(X) satisfies ‖^u‖_L2_{,h} = ‖u‖_L2 (with respect to the flat metric h on the left hand side and the standard metric on I_X on the right hand side) and that we have ‖∂^u‖_L2_{,h} = ‖ ‖∂^u ‖ ‖_{L2,h} |σ_{X,ρ}|_h = ‖∂_ρu‖_L2 ( = √ (u, Δ_ρu)_L2 ) , since |σ_{X,ρ}|_h is constantly equal to 1 over X; this is essentially the same as saying that the C^∞- bundle isomorphism f : F → I_X in Lemma 2.29 is an isometry. Thus we get the desired result by showing that there exists a constant K > 0 such that the inequality

(14) ‖u‖_L2 ≤ K |1 − ρ| ‖∂_ρu‖_L2 (u ∈ A^{p,0}(X)) holds for any U(1)-representation ρ of Λ which is sufficiently close to the trivial representation 1. We will show this assertion under either of the assumptions (i) p = 0 or (ii) any holomorphic p-forms on X are parallel. Note that it is well-known that holomorphic p-forms on X are parallel by the Bochner vanishing if ω is Ricci-flat. Indeed, we have the Bochner–Weitzenböck formula 2Δu = ∇^∗∇u + ~R(u) 23

where ∇^∗∇ is the rough Laplacian and ~R is an operator defined by contracting the curvature tensor of the Kähler metric ω and u in an appropriate manner. It is well-known that ~R acting on (p, 0)- forms depends only on the Ricci curvature of ω and that ~R(u) = 0 if u ∈ A^{p,0}(X) and Ric(ω) = 0. We thus get 2Δu = ∇^∗∇u if u ∈ A^{p,0}(X) and Ric(ω) = 0, which in turn yields 2‖∂u‖^2 = ‖∇u‖^2 showing that holomorphic (p, 0)-forms are parallel. The reader is referred to [13, Proposition 6.2.4], which the above explanation closely followed, for more details.

Take u ∈ A^{p,0}(X), and consider the orthogonal decomposition u = α + β, α ∈ (H^{p,0} )^⊥, β ∈ H^{p,0} . In order to show the inequality (14), we evaluate

‖∂_ρu‖^2_L2 = ‖∂_ρα + ∂_ρβ‖^2_L2 = ‖∂_ρα‖^2_L2 + 2Re (∂_ρα, ∂_ρβ)_L2 + ‖∂_ρβ‖^2_L2

in what we present below. We estimate (α, Δ_ρα)_L2 by using Proposition 2.35, and (β, Δ_ρβ)_L2 by using Lemma 2.34. The key result is the computation for (∂_ρα, ∂_ρβ)_L2 , which we prove in Propositions 3.1 and 3.6. The details are as follows.

3.2. Proof of Theorem 1.1. Let α be a non-constant smooth function on X with average zero and β ∈ C be a constant, so that α ∈ (H^{0,0} )^⊥ and β ∈ H^{0,0} in the notation above.

First note that ∂_ρβ = β d∑ j=1 c_j(ρ)ζ_j since β is constant. Hence ‖∂_ρβ‖^2_L2 = |β|^2 d∑ j,l=1 c_l(ρ)c_j (ρ) ∫ X ⟨ζ_l, ζ_j ⟩_ω ω^n n! (15)

= |β|^2 d∑ j,l=1 c_l(ρ)c_j (ρ) ∫ X ⟨ζ_j , ζ_l⟩_ω ω^n n! = 1 Vol_ω(X) |1 − ρ|^2 · ‖β‖^2_L2 , by recalling that ζ_1, ζ_2, . . . , ζ_d is an L^2-orthonormal basis for H^0(X, Ω^1_X ).

Recall also from Proposition 2.35 that

‖∂_ρα‖^2_L2 = (α, Δ_ρα)_L2 ≥ 1 2 ( λ_{0,0} − 4C_X (ρ)^2 ) ‖α‖^2_L2 holds for C_X (ρ) = ∑_d j=1 |c_j (ρ)| sup_{x∈X} ‖ζ_j ‖_ω(x), where λ_{0,0} > 0 is the smallest non-zero eigenvalue of Δ acting on functions. Noting ∑_d j=1 |c_j (ρ)| ≤ √ d|1 − ρ|, we get

(16) ‖∂_ρα‖^2_L2 ≥ 1 2 ( λ_{0,0} − C_1|1 − ρ|^2 ) ‖α‖^2_L2 where we set C_1 = C_1(X, ω, {ζ_j }^d_{j=1}) := 4d max_{l=1,...,d} sup_{x∈X} ‖ζ_l‖^2_ω(x) > 0.

The following computation for the cross term is of crucial importance for us. 24

Proposition 3.1. Suppose that α is a non-constant smooth function on X with average zero. Then we have

(∂_ρα, ∂_ρβ)_L2 = β d∑ j,l=1 c_l(ρ)c_j (ρ) ∫ X ⟨ζ_j , ζ_l⟩_ωα ω^n n! for any constant β ∈ C .

Proof. Since a constant function β clearly satisfies ∂β = 0, we have

(∂_ρα, ∂_ρβ)_L2 = ∂_ρα, d∑ j=1 c_j (ρ)ζ_j ∧ β L^2 = α, ∂^∗ d∑ j=1 c_j(ρ)ζ_j ∧ β L^2 + d∑ j,l=1 c_l(ρ)c_j (ρ) ( ζ_l ∧ α, ζ_j ∧ β ) L^2

as before. Note further that we have ∂^∗ d∑ j=1 c_j (ρ)ζ_j ∧ β = β d∑ j=1 c_j(ρ)∂^∗ζ_j = 0.

Indeed, for each j = 1, . . . , d, ζ_j is a holomorphic (1, 0)-form and hence ∂-harmonic, which in turn implies that ζ_j is d-harmonic to yield

0 = (ζ_j , Δ_dζ_j )_L2 = (ζ_j, Δ_dζ_j )_L2 = 2(ζ_j, Δζ_j)_L2 = 2‖∂ζ_j ‖^2_L2 + 2‖∂^∗ζ_j‖^2_L2 for all j = 1, . . . , d, where Δ_d := dd^∗ + d^∗d is the d-Laplacian which is a real operator and equals 2Δ by the Kähler identity. □

The above proposition, together with Cauchy–Schwarz, implies the following key estimate |(∂_ρα, ∂_ρβ)_L2 | ≤ |β| d∑ j,l=1 |c_l(ρ)||c_j (ρ)| | | | ∫ X ⟨ζ_j , ζ_l⟩_ωα ω^n n! | | | (17)

≤ d∑ j=1 |c_j (ρ)| 2 ( max l=1,...,d sup_{x∈X} ‖ζ_l‖^2_ω(x) ) ‖α‖_L2 ‖β‖_L2 ≤ C_2|1 − ρ|^2 · ‖α‖_L2 ‖β‖_L2 , where we set C_2 = C_2(X, ω, {ζ_j }^d_{j=1}) := d max_{l=1,...,d} sup_{x∈X} ‖ζ_l‖^2_ω(x) > 0.

Combining the estimates (15), (16), (17) we get ‖∂_ρu‖^2_L2 = ‖∂_ρα + ∂_ρβ‖^2_L2

= ‖∂_ρα‖^2_L2 + 2Re (∂_ρα, ∂_ρβ)_L2 + ‖∂_ρβ‖^2_L2 ≥ 1 2 ( λ_{0,0} − C_1|1 − ρ|^2 ) ‖α‖^2_L2 + 1 Vol_ω(X)

|1 − ρ|^2 · ‖β‖^2_L2 − 2 | (∂_ρα, ∂_ρβ)_L2 |

≥ 1 2 ( λ_{0,0} − C_1|1 − ρ|^2 ) ‖α‖^2_L2 + 1 Vol_ω(X) |1 − ρ|^2 · ‖β‖^2_L2 − 2C_2|1 − ρ|^2 · ‖α‖_L2 ‖β‖_L2 for any u ∈ A^{0,0}(X), with u = α + β, α ∈ (H^{0,0} )^⊥, β ∈ H^{0,0} . 25

For any ε > 0 we have

2C_2|1 − ρ|^2 · ‖α‖_L2 ‖β‖_L2 = 2 (√ Vol_ω(X) ε C_2|1 − ρ| · ‖α‖_L2 ) (√ ε Vol_ω(X) |1 − ρ| · ‖β‖_L2 )

≤ C^2_2 ε Vol_ω(X)|1 − ρ|^2 · ‖α‖^2_L2 + ε Vol_ω(X) |1 − ρ|^2 · ‖β‖^2_L2 by the AM-GM inequality. We thus get, for any 0 < ε < 1, ‖∂_ρu‖^2_L2 ≥ 1 2 ( λ_{0,0} − ( C_1 +

2C^2_2 ε Vol_ω(X) ) |1 − ρ|^2 ) ‖α‖^2_L2 + 1 − ε Vol_ω(X) |1 − ρ|^2 · ‖β‖^2_L2 . Given 0 < ε < 1, we take ρ to be sufficiently close to the identity so that 1 2 ( λ_{0,0} |1 − ρ|^2 − ( C_1 +

2C^2_2 ε Vol_ω(X) )) ≥ 1 − ε Vol_ω(X) , or equivalently

(18) |1 − ρ|^2 ≤ ελ_{0,0}Vol_ω(X) 2ε(1 − ε) + εVol_ω(X)C_1 + 2C^2_2 Vol_ω(X)^2 , which is possible since λ_{0,0}, C_1, C_2, Vol_ω(X) > 0 are constants that depend only on X, ω, and the L^2-orthonormal basis ζ_1, ζ_2, . . . , ζ_d for H^0(X, Ω^1_X ).

Thus, for any 0 < ε < 1, we define an open neighbourhood

B_ε := { ρ ∈ Pic^0(X) | | |1 − ρ|^2 < ελ^{0,0}Vol^ω(X) 2ε(1 − ε) + εVol_ω(X)C_1 + 2C^2_2 Vol_ω(X)^2 }

around the identity in Pic^0(X) and take ε to be small enough so that B_ε is contained in the interior of the fundamental domain D. We then find that ‖∂_ρu‖^2_L2 ≥ |1 − ρ|^2 ( 1 2 ( λ_{0,0} |1 − ρ|^2 − ( C_1 +

2C^2_2 ε Vol_ω(X) )) ‖α‖^2_L2 + 1 − ε Vol_ω(X) · ‖β‖^2_L2 )

≥ 1 − ε Vol_ω(X) |1 − ρ|^2 ( ‖α‖^2_L2 + ‖β‖^2_L2 )

= 1 − ε Vol_ω(X) |1 − ρ|^2 · ‖u‖^2_L2 holds for all ρ ∈ B_ε \ {1} and all u ∈ A^{0,0}(X), as required.

For each ρ ∈ D \ c(B_ε), let us consider

K_ρ = sup { ‖u‖_L2 ‖∂_ρu‖_L2 | | u ∈ (Ker ∂_ρ)^⊥ \ {0} } , which satisfies K_ρ < ∞; see [7, Theorem 8.37]. Here we regard ρ as an element of the closure D of D ⊂ C^d via c so that ∂_ρ is well-defined; recall ∂_ρ depends only on c(ρ) ∈ D, rather than ρ ∈ Pic^0(X) itself. There may be distinct elements in D \ c(B_ε) that are represented by the same ρ ∈ Pic^0(X), due essentially to the branch of log ρ as in Remark 2.23, but this does not matter as long as we are concerned with the boundedness of K_ρ. Note that

(19) K_ρ = sup { ‖u‖_L2 ‖∂_ρu‖_L2 | | | u ∈ A^{0,0}(X) \ {0} }

holds by Lemma 2.3.

As the required estimate has already been shown on B_ε and F → d(I_X, F ) is bounded from below on Pic^0(X) \ B_ε, it is sufficient for proving Theorem 1.1 for the general case F ∈ Pic^0(X) \ {I_X} 26

to show the boundedness of {K_ρ | ρ ∈ D \ c(B_ε)} from above, which follows from Proposition 3.2 below and the compactness of D \ c(B_ε).

Proposition 3.2. The function ρ → K_ρ is upper semi-continuous on D \ c(B_ε). In particular, {K_ρ | c(ρ) ∈ D \ c(B_ε)} is bounded from above.

Proof. For a non-trivial U(1)-representation ρ, we show the inequality

lim sup ρ^′→ρ K_ρ′ ≤ K_ρ. Suppose for contradiction that there exits a positive number ε such that

lim sup ρ^′→ρ K_ρ′ ≥ K_ρ + ε holds. Then we can take a sequence {ρ_ν } of U(1)-representations such that ρ_ν → ρ with respect to d_0 as ν → ∞ and that K_{ρν} ≥ K_ρ + ε 2 holds for any ν. Thus, for any ν, there exists an element u_ν ∈ A^{0,0}(X) such that ‖u_ν ‖_L2 ‖∂_{ρν} u_ν ‖_L2 ≥ K_ρ + ε 3 holds. Without loss of generality, we may assume ‖u_ν ‖_L2 = 1.

We may assume that η_ν := ∑_d j=1 (c_j (ρ_ν ) − c_j (ρ)) ζ_j satisfies sup_{x∈X} ‖η_ν ‖_ω(x) → 0 as ν → 0.

Then, as ∂_{ρν} u_ν = ∂_ρu_ν + η_ν ∧ u_ν , it follows from Lemma 2.34 that

1 = ‖u_ν ‖_L2 ≥ ( K_ρ + ε 3 ) · ‖∂_{ρν} u_ν ‖_L2 = ( K_ρ + ε 3 ) · ‖∂_ρu_ν + η_ν ∧ u_ν ‖_L2 ≥ ( K_ρ + ε 3 ) · ( ‖∂_ρu_ν ‖_L2 − ‖η_ν ∧ u_ν ‖_L2 )

≥ ( K_ρ + ε 3 ) · ( ‖∂_ρu_ν ‖_L2 − sup_{x∈X} ‖η_ν ‖_ω(x) · ‖u_ν ‖_L2 )

= ( K_ρ + ε 3 ) · ( ‖∂_ρu_ν ‖_L2 − sup_{x∈X} ‖η_ν ‖_ω(x) )

holds. As the equation (19) implies ‖∂_ρu_ν ‖_L2 ≥ ‖u_ν ‖_L2 K_ρ = 1 K_ρ , one has that 1 ≥ ( 1 + ε 3 · 1 K_ρ ) · ( 1 − K_ρ · sup_{x∈X} ‖η_ν ‖_ω(x) )

holds for any ν, which leads to contradiction since sup_{x∈X} ‖η_ν ‖_ω(x) → 0 as ν → 0.

The upper semi-continuity established above proves the boundedness result since D \ c(B_ε) is compact in C^d with respect to d. □

As pointed out above, the proof of Proposition 3.2 completes the proof of the statements claimed in Theorem 1.1 when F ∈ Pic^0(X) \ {I_X}. 27

Remark 3.3. For a flat line bundle F on X and a flat metric h, denote by K(F ) the minimum of all the positive constants M such that the condition (L^2-estimate)_M holds for (X, F, ω, h), i.e. (K(F ))^2 is the minimum positive eigenvalue of the Laplace operator ∂^∗_F ∂_F acting on A^{0,0}(X, F ). As the solution of the ∂-equation with minimum L^2-norm must be perpendicular to H^{p,q} , it follows that K_ρ = K(alb^∗F_ρ) holds for each ρ ∈ Pic^0(X) (recall the argument that precedes (14) in §3.1), i.e. K_ρ does not depend on the choice of the branch of log ρ (although the operator ∂_ρ appears in the definition of K_ρ), which means that the function ρ → K_ρ is well-defined on Pic^0(X). Proposition 3.2 implies that this function is upper semi-continuous on Pic^0(X) \ {1}.

Finally let us show the assertion of Theorem 1.1 when F ∈ Pic^t(X) for some t ∈ G \ {0} (it is sufficient to show by fixing t since G is a finite group by Lemma 2.2). Again, as F → d(I_X, F ) is bounded from below on Pic^t(X), it is sufficient to show that

(20) sup{K(F ) | F ∈ Pic^t(X)} < ∞

holds, where K(F ) is as in Remark 3.3, i.e.

K(F ) := sup { ‖f‖_h ‖∂_F f‖_{h,ω} | | | f ∈ ( Ker ∂_F )_⊥ \ {0} } , where h is a flat metric on F and ‖ • ‖_h (‖ • ‖_{h,ω}) denotes the L^2 norm with respect to h (and ω). Note that

(21) K(F ) = sup { ‖f‖_h ‖∂_F f‖_{h,ω} | | | f ∈ A^{0,0}(X, F ) \ {0} }

holds by Lemma 2.3. As Pic^t(X) is compact, (20) follows from Proposition 3.4 below.

Proposition 3.4. The function F → K(F ) is upper semi-continuous on Pic^t(X). In particular, (20) holds.

Proof. For an element F ∈ Pic^t(X), we show the inequality

lim sup F^′→F K(F^′) ≤ K(F ) by contradiction. Assume there exits a positive number ε such that

lim sup F^′→F K(F^′) ≥ K(F ) + ε

holds. Then one can take a sequence {ρ_ν } of U(1)-representations such that ρ_ν → 1 as ν → ∞ and that K(F ⊗ alb^∗F_{ρν} ) ≥ K(F ) + ε 2 holds for any ν, since F^′ ⊗ F^{−1} ∈ Pic^0(X) for any F^′ ∈ Pic^t(X). In what follows, we let F_ν := F ⊗ alb^∗F_{ρν} .

Here we note that, by considering u := f/σ_{alb}∗_{Fρν ,ρν} ∈ A^{0,0}(X, F ) for each f ∈ A^{0,0}(X, F_ν ), we can deduce from (21) that

K(F_ν ) = sup { ‖u‖_h ‖∂_F u + η_ν ∧ u‖_{h,ω} | | | u ∈ A^{0,0}(X, F ) \ {0} } , 28

where η_ν := ∑_d j=1 c_j (ρ_ν )ζ_j , since

∂_{Fν} (uσ_{alb}∗_{Fρν} ) = (∂_F u) ∧ σ_{alb}∗_{Fρν} + u ∧ (∂_{alb}∗_{Fρν} σ_{alb}∗_{Fρν} ) = ( ∂_F u + u ∧ ∂_{alb}∗_{Fρν} σ_{alb}∗_{Fρν} σ_{alb}∗_{Fρν} ) · σ_{alb}∗_{Fρν}

= ∂_F u + u ∧ d∑ j=1 c_j (ρ_ν ) · ζ_j ⊗ σ_{alb∗Fρν}

holds by (12). Note also that we may assume that sup_{x∈X} ‖η_ν ‖_ω(x) → 0 as ν → 0.

Therefore, the rest of the proof can be done in the same manner as that of Proposition 3.2, by simply replacing ρ with 1, K_ρ with K(F ), ∂_ρ with ∂_F , and ∂_{ρν} with ∂_F + η_ν ∧. Note that the inequality ‖η_ν ∧ u_ν ‖_{h,ω} ≤ sup_{x∈X} ‖η_ν ‖_ω(x) · ‖u_ν ‖_h for u_ν ∈ A^{0,0}(X, F ), which is needed in the proof, can be shown by the same argument as in the proof of Lemma 2.34. □

Remark 3.5. One can show the boundedness (20) also by constructing suitable finite coverings π : ~X → X such that π^∗(Pic^t(X)) ⊂ Pic^0( ~X) and applying Proposition 3.2 to Pic^0( ~X). See Appendix for the details.

As is mentioned above, the proof of Proposition 3.4 completes the proof of all the statements claimed in Theorem 1.1.

3.3. Proof of Theorem 1.2. First note that Lemma 2.34 implies

‖∂_ρβ‖^2_ω = ‖ ‖ ‖ ‖ d∑ j=1 c_j (ρ) · ζ_j ∧ β ‖ ‖ ‖ ‖ 2

ω = d∑ j,l=1 c_j (ρ)c_l(ρ)⟨ζ_j ∧ β, ζ_l ∧ β⟩_ω

= d∑ j,l=1 c_j (ρ)c_l(ρ)⟨ζ_l, ζ_j ⟩_ω‖β‖^2_ω. Recalling that ζ_1, ζ_2, . . . , ζ_d are parallel differential forms with respect to ω, we find that ⟨ζ_l, ζ_j⟩_ω is a constant over X, i.e. for any x ∈ X we have ⟨ζ_l, ζ_j⟩_ω(x) = 1 Vol_ω(X)

(ζ_l, ζ_j )_L2 = 1 Vol_ω(X) δ_{lj} where the right hand side is the Kronecker delta. We thus get

(22) ‖∂_ρβ‖^2_L2 = 1 Vol_ω(X) |1 − ρ|^2 · ‖β‖^2_L2 . Note again that Proposition 2.35 implies

‖∂_ρα‖^2_L2 = (α, Δ_ρα)_L2 ≥ 1 2 ( λ_{p,0} − 4C_X (ρ)^2 ) ‖α‖^2_L2 29

holds for C_X (ρ) = ∑_d j=1 |c_j (ρ)| sup_{x∈X} ‖ζ_j ‖_ω(x), where λ_{0,0} > 0 is the smallest non-zero eigenvalue of Δ acting on (p, 0)-forms. Noting ∑_d j=1 |c_j (ρ)| ≤ √ d|1 − ρ|, we get

(23) ‖∂_ρα‖^2_L2 ≥ 1 2 ( λ_{p,0} − C_3|1 − ρ|^2 ) ‖α‖^2_L2 where we set C_3 = C_3(X, ω, {ζ_j }^d_{j=1}) := 4d max_{l=1,...,n} sup_{x∈X} ‖ζ_l‖^2_ω(x) > 0.

As in Proposition 3.1 that we proved in the previous section, evaluation of the cross term is of crucial importance. We have a stronger result now that we assume that all holomorphic p-forms are parallel.

Proposition 3.6. Suppose that all holomorphic differential forms on X are parallel with respect to the Kähler metric ω. Then we have

(∂_ρα, ∂_ρβ)_L2 = 0

for any β ∈ H^0(X, Ω^p_X ) and any α ∈ A^{p,0}(X) that is L^2-orthogonal to holomorphic p-forms.

Proof. First note that we have ∂β = ∂^∗β = 0 since β is ∂-harmonic, which implies

(∂_ρα, ∂_ρβ)_L2 = ∂_ρα, d∑ j=1 c_j (ρ)ζ_j ∧ β L^2 = α, ∂^∗ d∑ j=1 c_j (ρ)ζ_j ∧ β L^2 + d∑ j,l=1 c_l(ρ)c_j (ρ) ( ζ_l ∧ α, ζ_j ∧ β ) L^2 .

At each point x ∈ X, we pick a normal holomorphic coordinate system (z_1, . . . , z_n) which defines an ω-orthonormal basis dz_1, . . . , dz_n for the holomorphic cotangent space T^∗_{X,x} and write ζ_j and β locally in terms of the chosen basis. A crucially important fact is that we can write

ζ_j = n∑ m=1 f_{j,m}dz_m, β = ∑ 1≤i_1,...,i_p≤n β_{i1,...,ip} dz_{i1} ∧ · · · dz_{ip} for smooth C -valued functions f_{j,m} and β_{i1,...,ip} defined locally around x ∈ X such that

(24) ∂f_{j,m} ∂z_k (x) = ∂f_{j,m} ∂z_k (x) = ∂β_{i1,...,ip} ∂z_k (x) = ∂β_{i1 ,...,ip} ∂z_k (x) = 0

holds at x ∈ X and for any k = 1, . . . , n, since ζ_j , β are holomorphic and hence parallel by the hypothesis; note that the covariant derivative agrees with the ordinary coordinate derivatives at x since we took the normal holomorphic coordinates. Using the multi-index notation I := {i_1, . . . , i_p}, we thus have ∗(ζ_j ∧ β) = ∗ n∑ m=1 ∑ I (−1)^pf_{j,m}β_I dz_I ∧ dz_m

= n∑ m=1 ∑ I (−1)^•f_{j,m}β_I dz_{{1,...,n}\{m}} ∧ dz_{{1,...,n}\I} , 30

hence ∂^∗ n∑ j=1 c_j (ρ)ζ_j ∧ β | | | x = − n∑ j=1 c_j (ρ) ∗ ∂ ∗ (ζ_j ∧ β) | | | x = − n∑ j=1 c_j (ρ) n∑ m=1 ∑ I (−1)^• ∗∂(f_{j,m}β_I ) | |_x ∧ dz_{{1,...,n}\{m}} ∧ dz_{{1,...,n}\I} = 0 since ∂(f_{j,m}β_I ) | |_x = ∂(f_{j,m}) | |_x β_I (x) + f_{j,m}(x) ∂(β_I )|_x = 0

by (24). Moreover, Lemma 2.34 implies ⟨ζ_l ∧ α, ζ_j ∧ β⟩_ω(x) = ⟨ζ_j , ζ_l⟩_ω(x) · ⟨α, β⟩_ω (x). Thus, combining the above argument, we get

(∂_ρα, ∂_ρβ)_L2 = ∫ X d∑ j,l=1 c_l(ρ)c_j (ρ)⟨ζ_j , ζ_l⟩_ω ⟨α, β⟩_ω ω^n n! .

Since ζ_1, . . . , ζ_n are parallel with respect to ω, its ω-metric inner product ⟨ζ_j , ζ_l⟩_ω(x) is a constant that does not depend on x ∈ X, and hence the summation inside the bracket is a constant over X. Thus we get, as required, (∂_ρα, ∂_ρβ)_L2 = const.(α, β)_L2 = 0

by the assumption that α is L^2-orthogonal to the holomorphic forms. □

Thus, from (22), (23), and Proposition 3.6, we get

‖∂_ρu‖^2_L2 = ‖∂_ρα + ∂_ρβ‖^2_L2 = ‖∂_ρα‖^2_L2 + 2Re (∂_ρα, ∂_ρβ)_L2 + ‖∂_ρβ‖^2_L2 ≥ 1 2 ( λ_{p,0} − C_3|1 − ρ|^2 ) ‖α‖^2_L2 + 1 Vol_ω(X) |1 − ρ|^2 · ‖β‖^2_L2 , for any u ∈ A^{p,0}(X), with u = α + β, α ∈ (H^{p,0} )^⊥, β ∈ H^{p,0} .

We take ρ to be sufficiently close to the identity so that 1 2 ( λ_{p,0} |1 − ρ|^2 − C_3 ) ≥ 1 Vol_ω(X) , or equivalently |1 − ρ|^2 ≤ λ_{p,0}Vol_ω(X) C_3Vol_ω(X) + 2 , which is possible since λ_{p,0}, C_3, Vol_ω(X) > 0 are constants that depend only on X, ω, and the L^2-orthonormal basis ζ_1, ζ_2, . . . , ζ_d for H^0(X, Ω^1_X ). Thus there exists an open neighbourhood B around the identity in Pic^0(X) ∼= C^d /Λ_c, which is contained in the interior of the fundamental 31

domain D, such that ‖∂_ρu‖^2_L2 ≥ |1 − ρ|^2 ( 1 2 ( λ_{p,0} |1 − ρ|^2 − C_3 ) ‖α‖^2_L2 + 1 Vol_ω(X) · ‖β‖^2_L2 )

≥ 1 Vol_ω(X) |1 − ρ|^2 ( ‖α‖^2_L2 + ‖β‖^2_L2 )

= 1 Vol_ω(X) |1 − ρ|^2 · ‖u‖^2_L2 holds for all ρ ∈ B \ {1} and all u ∈ A^{p,0}(X), as required. This completes the proof of Theorem 1.2.

Remark 3.7. Note that the argument at the end of the proof of Theorem 1.1 is valid as long as the following condition holds: H^{p,0}(X, F ) = 0 holds for any F ∈ P(X) \ {I_X}, since Proposition 3.2 also holds for (p, 0)-forms under this condition, which can be shown by running the same argument as in the proof of this proposition just by replacing the equation (19) with

K_ρ = sup { ‖u‖_L2 ‖∂_ρu‖_L2 | | u ∈ A^{p,0}(X) \ {0} } . Therefore, Theorem 1.2 remains true even after replacing B with Pic^0(X), if H^{p,0}(X, F ) = 0 holds for any F ∈ Pic^0(X) \ {I_X}.

3.4. Proof of Corollary 1.3. Here we give an alternative proof of [17, Lemma 4] when the manifold X is Kähler (See also [16, §8.3] for an alternative proof of Ueda’s lemma (with effective K), which the second author learned from Prof. Tetsuo Ueda).

The assertion is clear if F is holomorphically trivial. When F ≠ I_X, the corollary follows from Theorem 1.1, Lemma 2.3, and Lemma 2.8.

4. Examples 4.1. Elliptic curves. In this subsection, let us consider the case where X is an elliptic curve C /⟨1, τ⟩, where τ is a complex number with Im τ > 0. Note that, for any F ∈ P(X) \ {I_X}, any v ∈ A^{0,1}(X, F ) admits a solution u ∈ A^{0,0}(X, F ) such that ∂u = v, since H^{0,1}(X, F ) = 0 holds for any F ∈ P(X) \ {I_X} by Lemma 2.3 and the Riemann–Roch theorem. In what follows, we denote by z the standard coordinate of the universal covering C of X and by dz the non-trivial global holomorphic 1-form on X which comes from the 1-form dz on C . Additionally, here we will use the Weierstrass σ-function σ(z) := z ∏ w∈Λ\{0} (( 1 − z w ) exp ( z w + z^2 2w^2 ))

and the Weierstrass ζ-function

ζ(z) := 1 z + ∑ w∈Λ\{0} ( 1 z − w + 1 w + z w^2 )

for the lattice Λ := ⟨1, τ⟩. Recall the well-known formulae η_1 + η_2 + η_3 = 0,

η_3ω_2 − η_2ω_3 = η_2ω_1 − η_1ω_2 = η_1ω_3 − η_3ω_1 = 1 2 π √ −1, and σ(z + 2ω_j ) = −e^{2ηj (z+ωj )}σ(z) 32

for ω_1 := 1 2 , ω_2 := −1 − τ 2 , ω_3 := τ 2 and η_j := ζ(ω_j) (See [5, Chapter 23.2] for example).

Suppose F ∈ P(X) \ {I_X}. Take an element (p, q) ∈ [0, 1)^2 \ {(0, 0)} such that ρ(1) = e^{2π√−1p}, ρ(τ) = e^{2π√−1q} holds for the U(1)-representation ρ which corresponds to the flat line bundle F via the correspondence in the proof of Proposition 2.13. Consider the meromorphic function ~K : C^2 → P^1 defined by ~K(z, ξ) := e^{A(z−ξ)} · σ(z − ξ + B) σ(z − ξ) , where we are letting A := −2(pη_3 − qη_1) and B := pτ − q. As is easily shown by applying the formulae above, ~K induces an meromorphic section K of the line bundle Pr^∗_1F ⊗ Pr^∗_2(F^{−1}) on X × X, where Pr_j : X × X → X denotes the j-th projection for j = 1, 2. Using this K, one can concretely construct the solution of the ∂-equation as follows.

Proposition 4.1. Let X = C /⟨1, τ⟩, F ∈ P(X) \ {I_X}, and (p, q) ∈ R^2 \ {(0, 0)} be as above. Then, for any v ∈ A^{0,1}(X, F ),

u(z) := 1 πσ(pτ − q) ∫ ξ∈X K(z, ξ) · f(ξ) √ −1 2 dξ ∧ dξ

is an element of A^{0,0}(X, F ) which satisfies ∂u = v, where f ∈ A^{0,0}(X, F ) is the element such that v = fdz. Proof. Again by applying the formulae above, it follows that the meromorphic function z → e^{Az} · σ(z+B) σ(z) on C induces a meromorphic section k of F on X. Note that K(z, ξ) = k(z − ξ) holds. Note

also that if follows from Poincaré–Lelong formula that ∂ ( k(z) 2π √ −1 dz ) = σ(B) · δ_0(z)

holds as currents, where δ_0 denotes the delta measure with support 0. By using this equation (and using kdz/(2π √ −1σ(B)) instead of Bochner–Martinelli kernel), one can run the same argument as in [4, §3. D.] to obtain a variant of Koppelman formula ∫ (z,ξ)∈X×X ∂ (K(z, ξ)(dz − dξ)) ∧ ( G(ξ)dξ) ∧ (H(z)dz ) = −4πσ(B) ∫ z∈X G(z) · H(z) √ −1 2 dz ∧ dz

for any G ∈ A^{0,0}(X, F ) and H ∈ A^{0,0}(F^{−1}). From this formula, for arbitrary ρ(z)dz ∈ A^{1,0}(F^{−1}), one can calculate the value of

I := ∫ X×X d ( (K(z, ξ) · (dz − dξ)) ∧ (f(ξ)dξ) ∧ (ρ(z)dz) ) 33

as follows: I = ∫ X×X ∂(K(z, ξ) · (dz − dξ)) ∧ (f(ξ)dξ) ∧ (ρ(z)dz) + ∫ X×X (K(z, ξ) · (dz − dξ)) ∧ (f(ξ)dξ) ∧ ∂(ρ(z)dz) = − 4πσ(B) ∫ z∈X f(z) · ρ(z) √ −1 2 dz ∧ dz + ∫ X×X (K(z, ξ) · (dz − dξ)) ∧ (f(ξ)dξ) ∧ ∂(ρ(z)dz) = − 4πσ(B) ∫ z∈X f(z) · ρ(z) √ −1 2 dz ∧ dz − 2 √ −1 ∫ X ∂(u(z)) ∧ ρ(z)dz =4πσ(B) · √ −1 2 ∫ z∈X (f(z)dz) ∧ ρ(z)dz − 2 √ −1 ∫ X ∂(u(z)) ∧ ρ(z)dz. On the other hand, as (K(z, ξ) · (dz − dξ)) ∧ (f(ξ)dξ) ∧ (ρ(z)dz) = (−K(z, ξ)f(ξ)ρ(z)) dξ ∧ dξ ∧ dz holds and −K(z, ξ)f(ξ)ρ(z) is a function on X × X, it follows from Stokes theorem that I = 0. Therefore the assertion follows, since ρ(z)dz ∈ A^{1,0}(F^{−1}) is arbitrary. □

For u and v as in Proposition 4.1, it follows from Young’s convolution inequality that ‖u‖_L2 ≤ ‖ ‖ k πσ(pτ − q) ‖ ‖ L^1 · ‖v‖_L2 , where k is the meromorphic section of F on X as in the proof. Note that ‖ ‖ ‖ k πσ(pτ − q) ‖ ‖ ‖_{L1} = 1 π ∫ D | | |e^{−2(pη3−qη1)z} · σ(z + pτ − q) σ(pτ − q)σ(z) | | | √ −1 2 dz ∧ z by definition of k, where D is a fundamental domain of the covering map C → X. As is followed from a simple calculation that the function p − qτ → | |e^{−2(pη}3^{−qη}1^{)z} · σ(z + pτ − q) σ(pτ − q)σ(z) | | is also periodic with respect to the lattice ⟨1, τ⟩, it follows from the compactness of X that there exists a positive constant M such that | | |e^{−2(pη3 −qη1)z} · σ(z + pτ − q) σ(pτ − q)σ(z) | | | ≤ M d(z) · d(pτ − q) holds for any z, pτ −q ∈ C , where d denotes the Euclidean distance from the lattice ⟨1, τ⟩. Therefore, by letting K := M‖1/d(z)‖_L1 , one has the inequality ‖u‖_L2 ≤ K d(pτ − q) · ‖v‖_L2 for u and v as in Proposition 4.1, which proves Theorem 1.1 when X is an elliptic curve.

4.2. Counterexamples to naive generalisations. There are several non-trivial hypotheses in Theorem 1.2, but all of them are necessary. We present below various counterexamples when we naively drop these hypotheses. Whether they are best possible is a question that we do not discuss in details, but relative simplicity of the examples below seems to suggest that they may not be too far from being optimal. 34

4.2.1. (p, q)-forms with q ≠ 0. Let u be a (p, q)-form on a Kähler manifold (X, ω). In the proof of Theorem 1.1 and 1.2, we estimated the value ‖∂_ρu‖_L2 by using ‖u‖_L2 from below for a U(1)- representation ρ of the fundamental group π_1(X, ∗) when q = 0. Here we give an example which implies that the assumption q = 0 is essential.

Let X be a compact complex torus C^2 /Λ of dimension 2, where Λ ⊂ C^2 is a lattice of rank 4. We attach the Euclidean metric to X. Consider a (1, 1)-form u := dz_1 ∧ dz_2 ∈ A^{1,1} on X, where (z_1, z_2) is the standard coordinate of C^2 . Then, for a U(1)-representation ρ of Λ with c_1(ρ) = 0 and c_2(ρ) = ε (which exists by Lemma 2.22; it is close to, but does not equal, the trivial representation 1 when 0 < ε ≪ 1) and the corresponding perturbed ∂-operator ∂_ρ := ∂ + εdz_2∧, one has that ∂_ρu = 0, whereas ‖u‖_L2 ≠ 0.

4.2.2. Restriction to the neighbourhood of the identity when p > 0. By Theorem 1.2, there exists a neighbourhood B of I_X in P(X) such that H^{p,0}(X, F ) = 0 holds for any F ∈ B \ {I_X}. Here let us give some examples concerning the following question: how large can B be? As we know the answer when p = 0 by Lemma 2.3, we will consider the case of p > 0 in what follows.

First, let X be a compact complex torus. Then, as the cotangent bundle Ω^1_X is the holomorphically trivial vector bundle of rank dim X,

H^{p,0}(X, F ) = H^0(X, Ω^1_X ⊗ F ) = ⨁ dim X

H^0(X, F )

holds. Therefore it follows from Lemma 2.3 that H^{p,0}(X, F ) = 0 holds for any F ∈ Pic^0(X) \ {I_X}, which means that one can take B = P(X) when X is a compact complex torus (Note that P(X) = Pic^0(X) in this case).

Next, let X be a hyperelliptic surface, i.e. X is the quotient of a product of two elliptic curves by a finite abelian group. It is well-known that there exists a positive integer m such that K^{⊗m}_X = I_X holds, whereas K_X is not holomorphically trivial. Therefore, for a flat line bundle F := K^{−1}_X ∈ P(X) \ {I_X}, it holds that

H^{2,0}(X, F ) = H^0(X, K_X ⊗ F ) = H^0(X, I_X) ∼= C ,

which implies that one cannot take B = P(X) for p = 2 in this case.

From these two examples, it seems natural to ask whether one can take B = Pic^0(X) in general, whereas the latter example means that one cannot further enlarge B to be P(X).

Question 4.2. Does Theorem 1.2 hold even after replacing B with Pic^0(X)?

4.2.3. Non-vanishing Ricci curvature. Let X be a compact Riemann surface of genus g(X) ≥ 2. For any non-trivial flat line bundle F , F^{−1} is also non-trivial and flat and hence we get

dim H^0(X, F ⊗ K_X ) = dim H^0(X, F^{−1}) − deg(F^{−1}) + g(X) − 1 = g(X) − 1 ≥ 1

by Riemann–Roch and Lemma 2.3. In particular, H^{1,0}(X, F ) ≠ 0 holds for any non-trivial flat line bundle F , meaning that Theorem 1.2 cannot be generalised (at least naively) to the case when the Ricci curvature does not vanish.

References

[1] Y. Akizuki and S. Nakano, Note on Kodaira-Spencer’s proof of Lefschetz theorems, Proc. Japan Acad. 30 (1954), 266–272. MR66694 [2] A. Andreotti and E. Vesentini, Carleman estimates for the Laplace-Beltrami equation on complex manifolds, Inst. Hautes Études Sci. Publ. Math. 25 (1965), 81–130. MR175148 [3] J.-P. Demailly, Analytic methods in algebraic geometry, Surveys of Modern Mathematics, vol. 1, International Press, Somerville, MA; Higher Education Press, Beijing, 2012. MR2978333 [4] , Complex analytic and differential geometry, 2012. https://www-fourier.ujf-grenoble.fr/~demailly/manuscripts/agbook.pdf. 35

[5] NIST Digital Library of Mathematical Functions. http://dlmf.nist.gov/, Release 1.1.6 of 2022-06-30. F. W. J.

Olver, A. B. Olde Daalhuis, D. W. Lozier, B. I. Schneider, R. F. Boisvert, C. W. Clark, B. R. Miller, B. V. Saunders, H. S. Cohl, and M. A. McClain, eds.

[6] S. K. Donaldson and P. B. Kronheimer, The geometry of four-manifolds, Oxford Mathematical Monographs, The Clarendon Press, Oxford University Press, New York, 1990. Oxford Science Publications. MR1079726 [7] D. Gilbarg and N. S. Trudinger, Elliptic partial differential equations of second order, Classics in Mathematics, Springer-Verlag, Berlin, 2001. Reprint of the 1998 edition. MR1814364 [8] J. Girbau, Sur le théorème de Le Potier d’annulation de la cohomologie, C. R. Acad. Sci. Paris Sér. A-B 283 (1976), no. 6, Aiv, A355–A358. MR430333 [9] X. Gong and L. Stolovitch, Equivalence of neighborhoods of embedded compact complex manifolds and higher codimension foliations, Arnold Math. J. 8 (2022), no. 1, 61–145. MR4392029 [10] P. Griffiths and J. Harris, Principles of algebraic geometry, Wiley Classics Library, John Wiley & Sons, Inc., New York, 1994. Reprint of the 1978 original. MR1288523 [11] L. Hörmander, L^2 estimates and existence theorems for the ¯∂ operator, Acta Math. 113 (1965), 89–152.

MR179443 [12] D. Huybrechts, Complex geometry, Universitext, Springer-Verlag, Berlin, 2005. An introduction. MR2093043 [13] D. D. Joyce, Compact manifolds with special holonomy, Oxford Mathematical Monographs, Oxford University Press, Oxford, 2000. MR1787733 [14] S. Kobayashi, Differential geometry of complex vector bundles, Publications of the Mathematical Society of Japan, vol. 15, Princeton University Press, Princeton, NJ; Princeton University Press, Princeton, NJ, 1987. Kanô Memorial Lectures, 5. MR909698 [15] T. Koike, Higher codimensional Ueda theory for a compact submanifold with unitary flat normal bundle, Nagoya Math. J. 238 (2020), 104–136. MR4092849 [16] T. Koike and T. Uehara, A gluing construction of K3 surfaces, arXiv preprint arXiv:1903.01444 (2019). [17] T. Ueda, On the neighborhood of a compact complex curve with topologically trivial normal bundle, J. Math.

Kyoto Univ. 22 (1982/83), no. 4, 583–607. MR685520 [18] E. Witten, Supersymmetry and Morse theory, J. Differential Geometry 17 (1982), no. 4, 661–692 (1983).

MR683171

Appendix A. Another proof of (20) by constructing finite coverings

Here we give another proof of (20), the boundedness of {K(F ) | F ∈ Pic^t(X)} for a non-trivial element t ∈ G, where K(F ) is as in Remark 3.3. Note that we may (and thus we will) assume d := dim H^1(X, O_X ) > 0, since otherwise it is trivial as P(X) \ Pic^0(X) is a finite set.

As G is a finite group, there exists a positive integer m such that F^m := F^{⊗m} is topologically trivial for any F ∈ Pic^t(X). Note that m > 1 since t ≠ 0. Consider the map

Pic^t(X) ∋ F → F^m ∈ Pic^0(X).

As it is a local homeomorphism from a compact space to a connected Hausdorff space, it is surjective. Thus there exists an element F_0 ∈ Pic^t(X) such that F^m_t ∼= I_X. Note that such an element is not unique. Indeed, as d > 0, one can take an element L ∈ Pic^0(X)\{I_X} such that L^m ∼= I_X. Another element which enjoys this property can be constructed as F_1 := F_0 ⊗ L. The assertion follows from the following:

Lemma A.1. Let μ ∈ {0, 1}. Then the function K(•) is bounded on Pic^t(X) \ U_μ for any small open neighbourhood U_μ of F_μ.

As is clear, it follows from Lemma A.1 that K(•) is a bounded function on Pic^t(X). Therefore it has the supremum K_0 := sup{K(F ) | F ∈ Pic^t(X)} < ∞, from which the assertion follows.

Proof of Lemma A.1. Consider the finite covering π : ~X → X of X constructed as ~X := {ξ ∈ F_μ | ξ^{⊗m} = 1}, where 1 is a fixed global holomorphic frame of the holomorphically trivial line bundle F^m_μ and π is the restriction of the projection F_μ → X. Then the line bundle π^∗F_μ is holomorphically trivial, since one can construct a global holomorphic frame tautologically by construction, i.e. {(ξ, ξ) | ξ ∈ ~X} ⊂ {(ξ, η) ∈ ~X × F_μ | η ∈ F_μ|_{π(ξ)}} = π^∗F_μ defines a global frame of π^∗F_μ. Therefore, as any element of Pic^t(X) is topologically isomorphic to F_μ, one can consider the map

π^∗|_{Pic}t_{(X)} : Pic^t(X) ∋ F → π^∗F ∈ Pic^0( ~X).

For proving the assertion, it is sufficient to show that π^∗|_{Pic}t_{(X)} is injective. Indeed, if it holds, then the image of Pic^t(X) \ U_μ by the map π^∗|_{Pic}t_{(X)} is contained in Pic^0( ~X) \ ~U_μ for some open neighbourhood ~U_μ of I_{~X}. Take the maximum K_μ := { ~K(F ) | F ∈ Pic^0( ~X) \ ~U_μ}, where ~K(•) is the function on P( ~X) whose definition is the same as that of K(•), i.e. ~K(F ) the minimum of all the positive constants M such that the condition (L^2-estimate)_M holds for ( ~X, F, π^∗ω, h), where h is a flat metric on F (the existence of the maximum is a consequence of Proposition 3.2). By Lemma A.2 below, it follows that K(F ) ≤ K_μ for any F ∈ Pic^t(X) \ U_μ, which is nothing but the assertion.

In what follows, we show that π^∗|_{Pic}t_{(X)} is injective. Take F, G ∈ Pic^t(X) such that π^∗F ∼= π^∗G. Set ρ := m_X (F ⊗ G^{−1}), i.e. ρ: π_1(X, ∗) → U(1) is the representation which corresponds to the flat bundle F ⊗ G^{−1}. As F, G ∈ Pic^t(X), F ⊗ G^{−1} is topologically trivial. Thus, from the isomorphism (9), it follows that ρ ∈ Hom_{group}(H_1(X, Z)_{free}, U(1)).

As π is a covering, one has the natural exact sequence

1 → π_1( ~X, ∗) → π_1(X, ∗) → Γ → 1 of groups, where Γ is the deck transformation group of π. As the abelianisation functor is right exact, one obtains the exact sequence

H_1( ~X, Z) → H_1(X, Z) → Γ_{ab} → 0, 37

where Γ_{ab} is the abelianisation of Γ, which induces the exact sequence

0 → Hom_{group}(Γ_{ab}, U(1)) → Hom_{group}(H_1(X, Z), U(1)) → Hom_{group}(H_1( ~X, Z), U(1)).

From π^∗(F ⊗G^{−1}) ∼= I_{~X}, it follows that ρ is an element of the kernel of the last arrow in the sequence above. Thus, by the exactness, it tunes out that ρ comes from an element of Hom_{group}(Γ_{ab}, U(1)), or equivalently, there exists a group homomorphism f : Γ_{ab} → U(1) such that the following diagram commutes.

H_1(X, Z)^ρ //

fflfflfflffl

U(1)

Γ_{ab} f

77nn nnn nnn nnn nnn nnn nnn nnn nn Recall that ρ ∈ Hom_{group}(H_1(X, Z)_{free}, U(1)). Therefore ρ([γ]) = 1 holds for any torsion element [γ] ∈ π_1(X, Z). As π is a finite covering, Γ is a finite group. Thus one has that f ≡ 1, from which F ∼= G follows. □

Lemma A.2. Let M be a positive number, F an element of P(X), h a flat metric on F , and π : ~X → X be as in the proof of Lemma A.1. Assume that π^∗F is not holomorphically trivial. Then, if the condition (L^2-estimate)_M holds for ( ~X, π^∗F, π^∗ω, π^∗h), the condition (L^2-estimate)_M holds also for (X, F, ω, h).

Proof. Take a smooth ∂-closed (0, 1)-form v with values in F whose Dolbeault cohomology class [v] ∈ H^{0,1}(X, F ) is trivial. Then clearly π^∗v is a (0, 1)-form with values in π^∗F whose Dolbeault cohomology class [π^∗v] ∈ H^{0,1}( ~X, π^∗F ) is trivial. Thus, if the condition (L^2-estimate)_M holds for ( ~X, π^∗F, π^∗ω, π^∗h), there exists a smooth global section ~u of π^∗F such that ∂~u = π^∗v and √∫ ~X |~u|^2_{π∗h} dV_π∗_ω ≤ M √∫ ~X |π^∗v|^2_{π∗h,π∗ω} dV_π∗_ω = M √ ℓ · ∫ X |v|^2_{h,ω} dV_ω hold, where ℓ is the degree of the covering map π. Let γ be a deck transformation of π. Then γ^∗ ~u is also a solution of the ∂-equation, since ∂γ^∗ ~u = γ^∗∂~u = γ^∗π^∗v = π^∗v. Therefore it follows from Lemma 2.3 and the assumption that ~u is invariant by the action of any deck transformation of π. Thus there exists a smooth global section u of F such that π^∗u = ~u, which proves the assertion since √∫ ~X |~u|^2_{π∗h} dV_π∗_ω = √∫ ~X |π^∗u|^2_{π∗h} dV_π∗_ω = √ ℓ · ∫ X |u|^2_h dV_ω holds. □