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ABSTRACT: As a contribution towards quantizing three-dimensional gravity, we show at
the classical level that Euclidean three-dimensional Einstein gravity with a negative cosmo-
logical constant is uplifted to the SU(2)-invariant sector of Kodaira—Spencer gravity on a
Calabi—Yau three-fold. Kodaira—Spencer gravity appears in the target space description of
the B-model topological string theory and describes deformations of a complex structure.
We prove that given a reference solution of Einstein gravity in the first-order formulation,
a second off-shell configuration uplifts to a unique complex structure deformation in six
dimensions. If the configuration satisfies Einstein’s equations, the complex structure defor-
mation is integrable, i.e. a solution of Kodaira—Spencer gravity. We demonstrate the uplift
explicitly for Banados solutions. Our construction embeds three-dimensional gravity into
topological string theory and AdSs/CFTs duality into twisted holography.
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1 Introduction

A central goal in theoretical physics is the formulation of a consistent theory of quan-
tum gravity. In recent years, significant progress in this regard was achieved in lower-
dimensional models such as Jackiw—Teitelboim (JT) gravity [1, 2] and three-dimensional
(3D) Einstein gravity, both of which are free of dynamical gravitons, making them more
amenable to quantization than their higher-dimensional counterparts. While the path in-
tegral of JT gravity was exactly solved and is holographically related to a matrix model
[3, 4], an analogous treatment of 3D Einstein gravity remains elusive so far. Progress in
this direction was reported in [5] in a string theory approach to AdS3/CFTs. Recently, a
quantization of 3D gravity with negative cosmological constant was performed, leading to
Virasoro TQFT [6, 7], which is also related to Turaev—Viro CFT [8, 9].

In the presence of a negative cosmological constant, 3D Einstein gravity can be refor-
mulated as a Chern—Simons (CS) theory at the classical level [10, 11]. This provides an
useful avenue to the quantization of gravity since the quantization of CS theory is better
understood than the general case [12-14], given that it is a standard gauge theory, as well
as topological. The gauge theory formulation has proven to be powerful for decoding uni-
versal properties of the AdS3/CFTy duality [15] and of quantum gravity in general [16].
However, it is important to keep in mind that the relation between gravity and gauge
theory at the quantum level comes with well known caveats concerning the invertibility of
the dreibein (non-degeneracy of the metric) and the sum over topologies [11, 17].

A promising avenue is to embed 3D Einstein gravity into a gravitational setup with
well-understood quantization. In this work, we follow this avenue and reformulate three-
dimensional Einstein gravity with a negative cosmological constant as Kodaira—Spencer
(KS) gravity on a six-dimensional principal bundle. KS gravity appears as the target space
theory of the B-model topological string theory, where its loop expansion captures the
genus expansion of the topological string on a Calabi-Yau (CY) three-fold [18-20]. In
addition, KS gravity on the principal bundle has a precise holographic dual description as
the large-N limit of a gauged U(N) beta-gamma system [21], a chiral Euclidean conformal
field theory (CFT) in two dimensions, via twisted holography [22]. Twisted holography is
a conjectured duality between the topological B-model on the deformed conifold AdSs x S°
and the beta-gamma system.

Our analysis provides a map between both the off-shell and on-shell degrees of freedom
of 3D Einstein gravity on the base Bz and KS gravity on the principal bundle B3 x S2 in
Euclidean signature. This mapping is a first necessary step toward relating the two theories
at the quantum level and toward embedding 3D quantum gravity into the framework of the
topological string and twisted holography. In this way, a precise holographic dual of pure 3D
gravity, realized as a possible subsector of the beta-gamma system via twisted holography
[22], may potentially be used to address foundational questions about AdS3/CF T, duality,
such as the need for a sum over topologies and ensemble averaging [23-28].

Relations between 3D FEinstein gravity in its CS formulation and KS gravity were
established in the past. For example, in [29] two-dimensional KS gravity on the Riemann
surface Yo was related to 3D Einstein gravity on Yo x R. Similarly, a web of closely
connected results appear in the context of the unification of different topological gravities



into the topological M-theory in seven dimensions [30] (see [31] for a review). Topological
M-theory was argued to be described by seven-dimensional Hitchin gravity [32], which in
turn is dimensionally reduced to the B-model topological string theory in six dimensions and
to Einstein gravity in three dimensions [30] (see also [33] for a discussion of the latter). In
a similar vein, 3D Einstein gravity coupled to a two-form was obtained as the dimensional
reduction of 6D Hitchin gravity [32] in [34]. These results indicate a direct, but as yet
unformulated, relationship between six-dimensional KS gravity and 3D Einstein gravity,
which we make precise in this work.

KS gravity is a diffeomorphism invariant theory that describes deformations of a com-
plex structure on a differentiable manifold. An almost complex structure .J is a real auto-
morphism of the tangent bundle, which squares to minus the identity. A complex structure
requires that J satisfies an additional integrability condition, the vanishing of the Nijen-
huis tensor. The equation of motion of KS gravity simply states that the deformation
« is integrable or equivalently that the resulting deformed complex structure J + 4Im«
is integrable. The equation of motion is a first-order differential equation for « [35], the
Kodaira—Spencer (KS) equation. Because the complex structure is independent of a Rie-
mannian structure, KS gravity does not involve the metric tensor. However, similarly to
Einstein gravity in three dimensions, KS gravity is also a topological theory, i.e. all of
its on-shell degrees of freedom are pure diffeomorphisms. Hence there are no propagating
degrees of freedom and all solutions are locally diffeomorphic to each other.

The starting point of our reformulation of 3D Einstein gravity as KS gravity in
Euclidean signature is its CS formulation using an sl(2, C)-valued 1-form gauge field A
[10, 11, 17]. This gauge field encodes all degrees of freedom of the three-dimensional metric
and of an independent, a priori torsionful, connection. The flatness of A, i.e. the equation
of motion of CS theory, is equivalent to three-dimensional Einstein’s equations together
with a torsion-free constraint on the connection. The local SO(3) rotation symmetry of
Einstein gravity is realized as an SU(2) gauge symmetry acting on A.

We relate the fundamental fields of 3D Einstein gravity and KS gravity by uplifting
the CS gauge field on the three-dimensional manifold B3 to a six-dimensional 1-form A on
B3 x 83 whose real part is a SU(2) principal bundle connection. In this bundle description of
gauge theory, the symmetries of CS theory, three-dimensional diffeomorphisms and gauge
transformations of A, are combined into a subgroup of six-dimensional diffeomorphisms
preserving Bs x S° (see [36] for a review). The uplift A of the gauge field A can be used
to define a canonical almost complex structure on the principal bundle which is integrable
exactly when A is flat, i.e. when the metric derived from A satisfies Einstein’s equations
in three dimensions [34, 37].! We identify deformations « of this complex structure as the
field of KS gravity.

Our main result is an explicit off-shell uplift of the pair of CS gauge fields (A, A’) on
Bs to a complex structure deformation o on B x S3. The resulting « is invariant under
six-dimensional diffeomorphisms, which correspond to the right-action of SU(2) on the
bundle. The first gauge field A is required to be on-shell in order to define a background

!There are many constructions of almost complex structures on fiber bundles in the literature. For a base
with metric g, they were introduced in the seminal work [38] and later extended in [39]. The integrability
conditions for these structures were shown to imply constant curvature for the metric g, and vice-versa.



complex structure on Bs x S3, while A’ and its uplift & remain off-shell. We show that
when A’ additionally satisfies the flatness conditions of 3D CS theory, « solves the Kodaira—
Spencer equation, thereby matching the solution space of Euclidean 3D Einstein gravity
with a negative cosmological constant with an SU(2)-invariant subsector of the solution
space of KS gravity. Moreover, we show how the symmetries of 3D gravity are unified into
the six-dimensional diffeomorphism symmetry of the Kodaira—Spencer equation.

Together with this uplift, we show that all SU(2)-invariant complex structure deforma-
tions on B3 x S? can be consistently dimensionally reduced to a single sl(2, C)-valued gauge
field A on the base.? In this sense, 3D Einstein gravity is the SU(2)-invariant zero-mode
sector of KS gravity on Bs x $3. Following [40], more general SU(2)-non-invariant defor-
mations can be expanded in modes of the S? and lead to higher Kaluza-Klein (KK) modes
on Bs. These KK modes are required for the UV completion of pure 3D Einstein gravity in
topological string theory, and for the existence of a holographic dual of 3D Einstein gravity
via twisted holography.?

Our classical uplift provides necessary ingredients towards an extension of the relation
between the two theories to the quantum level. It is well known that quantum KS gravity
not only requires a background complex structure for its definition, as it does at the classical
level, but a full background Calabi—Yau structure: a holomorphic volume form is needed to
write down an action while a Kéhler metric is used for gauge fixing in perturbation theory
[22]. We show that a Calabi-Yau structure on B3 x S emerges automatically from the
reference solution A of Einstein’s equations on the base B3. In particular, A can be used
to define a Ricci flat Kihler metric on Bs x S which coincides with the deformed conifold
[42]. This sets up a route for a full path integral over the off-shell fields A" and «, as well
as relating it to the genus expansion of the topological string.

1.1 Summary of results

Building on the results of [34, 37], we prove a classical relation between Euclidean three-
dimensional Einstein gravity with a negative cosmological constant in its first-order formu-
lation and the SU(2)-invariant sector of KS gravity on a six-dimensional SU(2) principal
bundle.

More specifically, given a reference solution of three-dimensional gravity (E? w%),
where E° denotes the dreibein and w% the spin connection, we show there is an invertible

map between off-shell degrees of freedom (E",w') and SU(2)-invariant complex structure

J

deformations c; ” in six dimensions,

off-shell dreibein E’ SU(2)-invariant complex
and spin connection w'™ — structure deformation
in three dimensions a;” in six dimensions.

20n top of SU(2)-invariance, there is an additional condition stating that the deformed almost complex
structure must define a valid notion of horizontality for vector fields on the bundle.

3 Anomaly cancellation of quantum KS gravity requires coupling to six-dimensional holomorphic Chern—
Simons theory [41] which produces further three-dimensional fields upon dimensional reduction. In this
work, we focus solely on the classical relationship between pure KS and 3D Einstein gravities. The study
of the coupling to holomorphic CS theory is left for future work.



Furthermore, when (E’,w'¥) are on-shell and solve three-dimensional Einstein’s equa-
tions with a negative cosmological constant, then «,” is a solution of Kodaira—Spencer

gravity,
Einstein’s equations with Kodaira—Spencer
a negative cosmological — equation in six
constant dimensions.

Our approach is based on the CS formulation where the fields (E?,w¥) of 3D Einstein
gravity on a three-manifold Bs are combined into a single s[(2, C)-valued Chern—Simons
gauge field A such that Einstein’s equations are equivalent to the flatness of A. We prove
that given a single reference solution A of Einstein’s equations on the three-manifold Bs,
a second off-shell gauge field A’ # A determines a unique complex structure deformation
« on the SU(2) principal bundle Bz x S3.

Complex structures on principal bundles. Our results are based on the definition of
an integrable almost complex structure on any SU(2) principal bundle from a flat sl(2, C)-
valued connection [34, 37]. Any such connection A determines an almost complex structure
J on the bundle Bs x S? such that J(A) = i A, in other words, A is a (1,0)-form with
respect to J. When the (1,0)-form is flat d4+ AA A =0, J is integrable, which allows to
cover the bundle with complex coordinates w’. The implication also holds in the opposite
direction when J is invariant under the right-action of SU(2) on the bundle: any SU(2)-
invariant .J implies that the corresponding (1,0)-form A is flat.* This equivalence between
flatness and integrability has been proven in [37], but we give a new streamlined proof of
the fact.

Three-dimensional Einstein gravity on the base automatically determines an almost

complex structure on the bundle. This is because a gauge field A on B3 uplifts to a unique
connection A on Bs x S3 via the formula

A=G'AG +G7lda, (1.1)

where G € SU(2). The flatness of A uplifts to the flatness of the connection A. In
addition, because A arises from an uplift, it is SU(2)-equivariant, meaning it transforms
homogeneously under the right-action diffeomorphism of SU(2) (see (4.26) for the precise
definition). This equivariance implies that the corresponding almost complex structure is
SU (2)-invariant so that Einstein’s equations on the base are equivalent to its integrability.

We show that a solution of 3D gravity on the base not only determines a complex
structure on the bundle, but also a full Calabi—Yau structure consisting of a compatible
holomorphic volume form 2 and a Ricci flat Kéhler metric h given by

Q=—-A4ATr(ANANA),

~ _ (1.2)
hij = K" () Tr (M MT) Tr (M O;MY) + K' (k) Tr (9;M O;MT)

where M is defined by A = M~1dM, K is a function of x = Tr (MMT) and the trace is
evaluated in the fundamental representation. The function K can be chosen such that A is

4There is a further technical condition on J that requires it to have no invariant vertical subspace.



Ricci flat (see (4.52)) in which case the principal bundle B3 x S? equipped with (J,Q, h)
is a Calabi—Yau manifold that coincides with the deformed conifold.

Relation between 3D Einstein and KS gravities. Given a reference solution A of
FEinstein’s equations that determines a background complex structure on the bundle, a
second off-shell gauge field A’ uplifts to a unique deformation « of the complex structure.
Let A" = A" 7; be the uplift of the gauge field A’ via the general formula (1.1) where 7; are
generators of su(2). Then the components aij of the deformation in complex coordinates
(w*, w") of the background are given by

A =3 (dw? + o dT") . (1.3)

Because A’ arising from an uplift is SU(2)-equivariant, it follows that « is SU(2)-invariant
(see (5.13) for the precise definition). This provides an explicit off-shell mapping between
3D Einstein gravity and the SU(2)-invariant sector of 6D KS gravity on B3 x S3. It follows
that the KS equation for « is equivalent to A’ and A’ being flat
R R _ . ; .

O + 5 p AL A =0 & FuAy+5e 5 A Ay =0 & Iy — oy Oy oy =0.
where p = 1,2, 3 label coordinates on the base B3, a = 1,...,6 label real coordinates on
the bundle Bs x S% and i = 1,2,3 label either su(2) indices (for A’ and A’) or complex

coordinates (w’,w’) on Bz x S3 (for o). This establishes the relation between Einstein’s
equations on Bz and KS equations on Bz x S3.

Matching of symmetries. 3D Einstein gravity in the first-order formulation is invariant
under three-dimensional diffeomorphism and local SO(3) rotations. Under these symme-
tries, the sl(2, C)-valued gauge field A transforms as a 1-form and as an SU(2) gauge field
respectively. At the level of the Einstein’s equations dA + A A A = 0, these symmetries
are realized as three-dimensional diffeomorphism covariance® and gauge invariance. The
symmetry transformations on the base B3 are unified into six-dimensional diffeomorphisms
that preserve the principal bundle B3 x S? and under which the KS equation is covariant
[43]. In this way, the symmetries of Einstein’s equations in three dimensions are realized
by the KS equation in six dimensions.

Uplift of Banados solutions. We demonstrate our construction explicitly by uplifting
a family of solutions of Einstein’s equations with a negative cosmological constant known as
Banados geometries [44]. These solutions are holographically dual to excited states of the
dual CFT in which the expectation values of the holomorphic and antiholomorphic stress
tensor operators are Schwarzian derivatives of the functions f(z) and f(z) respectively.

We take our reference solution A to be the AdS; solution f(z) = z and f(2z) = z in
Poincaré coordinates (7, z,z), corresponding to a CFT state with vanishing stress tensor
expectation value. The uplift of this solution produces a complex structure with complex
coordinates (w1, ws,w3) and (w1, Ws, ws) which are functions of the Poincaré coordinates
on Bz and Euler angles on S3. We take the second solution A’ to be a general Bafados

5By covariance we mean that if A is a solution, then so is the pull-back of A with a diffeomorphism.



geometry with f(z) # z and f(2) # z and show that it uplifts to the complex structure
deformation

T _ _
o (w,w)dw' ® 9; = (Z)ﬁ D11y ( Ay ® Oy + diby @ y — —2 divy @ &y — —+ divy @ D
[Jwl] Wy o
T(z) w3
|yu€||)8§ (w1 dwg ® 03 — we dwy ® 03) (1.4)
i
where T'(z) = 3{f(2), 2} is the Schwarzian derivative and ||w|| = \/[w1]? + [w2[2. We check

explicitly that this deformation solves the KS equation, that it is SU(2)-invariant under
the right-action of SU(2) and that it has other properties required by KS gravity.

The paper is structured as follows. In Section 2, we review the relevant aspects of three-
dimensional gravity, focusing on its formulation as a Chern—Simons theory. In Section 3, we
provide a self-consistent review of complex structure deformations and of Kodaira—Spencer
gravity. In Section 4, after introducing the basics of SU(2) principal bundles, we show how
they can be equipped with a natural almost complex structure following [34, 37]. Here, we
provide a new streamlined proof of the equivalence between flatness of A and integrability.
In Section 5, we present our main result: the off-shell uplift of 3D Einstein gravity to
KS gravity. In this section, we also prove the equivalence of the equations of motion and
derive necessary conditions for a consistent dimensional reduction. Next, in Section 6, we
demonstrate our results explicitly by uplifting Baniados solutions to KS gravity. Lastly, in
Section 7, we discuss our results and possible future directions. Moreover, various technical
details are relegated to the appendices.

2 Review of three-dimensional Einstein gravity

We begin this paper by reviewing the relevant aspects of three-dimensional Einstein gravity
and its relation to Chern—Simons theory in its first-order formulation. Then we present
general solutions of the theory in both formulations when the cosmological constant is
negative.

2.1 Metric and Chern—Simons formulations

Consider a three-dimensional manifold Bs equipped with a Euclidean metric g and coor-
dinates y*. In the metric formulation, the Euclidean action of Einstein(—Hilbert) gravity
is given by

tenlel = o [ @i (r+5). (2.1)

B3

where R is the Ricci scalar of the Euclidean metric g,,,, and —1/¢% with £ > 0 is the negative
cosmological constant. The equations of motion for the metric are given by R, — % Rgu—
e% 9w = 0 which can be compactly written as

1% o 1 (o} (o
shopary (Rt + 5 0oz — oo =o. (22)



By using the identity 3! (5{1 oht (52] =MV g, . in three dimensions,® (2.2) implies
4 1 14 14
Ry = 7 (6565 — 6567) - (2.3)

Therefore all solutions to Einstein’s equations with a negative cosmological constant in
three dimensions are locally AdS3 in an open neighborhood around any point on Bs.
Einstein gravity in three dimensions is thus topological in this sense.

First-order formulation. In the metric formulation, the connection I'f, is not inde-
pendent from the metric, but fixed to be the unique torsion-free Levi-Civita connection.
In order to relate three dimensional gravity to Chern-Simons theory, we will treat I'},, as
an independent field and write the Euclidean metric as

Juv = 5ij EZ;EIJ/ ) (2'4)
where EL is the dreibein. The Einstein’s equation (2.3) for the metric (2.4) is then equiv-
alent to )

Riy + 72 (656, — 0b0,) =0, Fﬁw] =0, (2.5)

where R’ = 0,0 — 0,1 + FZ/\FI),‘U — Fﬁ/\Ffw is the Riemann tensor of the non-
symmetric connection. The second equation is the torsion-free constraint whose solution
is the Levi-Civita connection which when substituted to the first equation gives (2.3).

We can trade the Christoffel symbols I‘Zl, for a spin connection which is defined as
(W' )y = E,EYT, — EY 0,E,,, (2.6)

where we have defined the inverse dreibein via

EYE, = 6. (2.7)
By writing (w? j) u =0k wzk , the Riemann tensor R”5,,, of I',, can be written as
5 g I ~ 1 o
(f N = a[uw’j] + On wf}j wl/]] s (N = 3 R/’fj E;Ef, , (2.8)

where (f),, is called the curvature of the spin connection. In terms of (E,w), the equa-
tions (2.5) then take the form

() + 5 BB =0, 0,E) + 8w, E;

62 [M v [‘u l/} = 07 (29)

which are the equations of motion of Einstein gravity in its first-order formulation.

In our conventions, anti-symmetrization of n indices contains a factor of 1/n! .



Chern—Simons formulation. The fields (F,w) can be packaged into a single Chern—
Simons gauge field A as follows [10, 11, 17]. We define a set of three 1-forms W via”

. 1. 3 g
W= —fk/w“, w = —e? W*. (2.10)

Similarly from the curvature we define

) 1 . . .

fZE—§5kzlfklv f”:—&?”kfk- (2.11)

The equations (2.9) thus take the form

T S R S U SN Sty R i iy gk

O[MWI/} + 5 6jk W[,U, WI/} — 6725 Ejk E[//,El/] = 0, G[MEV} + Ejk W[N EV} =0. (212)

We then define the Lie algebra su(2)-valued 1-forms

Wy=W.n, E,=E,x, (2.13)
where 7; = — J are the three generators of su(2) with commutation and normalization
relations 1

[TZ',T]'] :é‘ijka, TI‘(TZ‘T]') = —5 5ij7 (2.14)

and the trace is taken over the fundamental representation of su(2).® Therefore, (2.12) can
be compactly written as

1

dW+W/\W—£2E/\E:0, dE4+WANE+EANW =0, (2.15)
where we define the exterior derivative and the wedge product of su(2)-valued 1-forms as
i i j L i i

(dC)MV Ea[“cy] Ti s (CAD)/WE (O ADJ)MVTZ‘TJ' = 50[#D1]/] [Ti,Tj]. (2.16)

We define the complex Lie algebra valued 1-forms
AEW+%E, ZEW—%E, (2.17)

which have the expansions

Ap=A,1i, A=A, (2.18)

where ;XL = (AL)* is the complex conjugate. It follows that the two equations (2.15) are
equivalent to
dA+ANA=0, dA+ANA=0. (2.19)

We note that A and A are s[(2, C)-valued 1-forms, because sl(2, C) is the complexification
of su(2) i.e. elements of su(2) and s[(2, C) are linear combinations of the generators 7; with
real and complex valued coefficients respectively. The number of real degrees of freedom in
A is six and A is not an independent field. By making (E°, W) complex valued one may
double the number of degrees of freedom to 12 making (A%, A%) independent fields, but we
will not do this in the following.

"We set £123 = 1.
SWhile on the level of the Lie algebra su(2) is isomorphic to s50(3) via 7; =
matrices, the Lie group SU(2) is the double cover of SO(3)

i

5 O, where o; are Pauli



Local symmetries. Einstein gravity is invariant under the local rotation group A(z) €
SO(3) that acts on the dreibein as

Ei _ Aij Ej, Akz Alj Skl = (5ij . (220)

The action (2.1) is trivially invariant, because the metric (2.4) is invariant. Einstein’s equa-
tions (2.9) in the first-order formulation are also invariant if the spin connection transforms
as

(al j)M = Aik (A_l>lj (wkl)u _ (A—l)kj 8HAik ) (2.21)

This descends from the invariance of the Einstein’s equation (2.3) in the metric formulation
upon using the formula (2.6) and the fact that the Levi-Civita connection is trivially
invariant since the metric is invariant.

The transformations (2.20) and (2.21) can be implemented by an adjoint action of
SU(2) on the su(2) Lie algebra introduced above. For local U(z) € SU(2) the adjoint
action is given by

UlnU=N,7, (2.22)
where Aji(a:) € SO(3). The reason why the double cover SU(2) of SO(3) appears is
because the +1 factor cancels in the adjoint action. Using the identities?

(Ail)ki dAJk = Eikj (UﬁldU)k 5 Al i An; Ank Elmn = E€ijk » (223)
we can see that (2.20) and (2.21) are respectively equivalent to
W=U'WwUu+U'dUu, E=U'FEU, (2.24)

which can be combined into
A=UTAU+UU. (2.25)

Therefore the sl(2, C)-valued 1-form A transforms as an SU(2) gauge field and the invari-
ance of Einstein’s equations under local rotations in the first-order formulation amounts to
the gauge invariance of the Chern—Simons equations of motion. We note that we obtain
the gauge group SU (2), because we work in Euclidean signature where SU(2) is the double
cover of the symmetry group SO(3) of the flat Euclidean metric 6;;.

2.2 Solutions of three-dimensional Einstein gravity

Let us now classify solutions of three-dimensional Einstein—Hilbert gravity both in its
metric and Chern—Simons formulations.

Metric formulation. In the metric formulation, all solutions are locally AdSs around
any point. In Fefferman—Graham coordinates y* = (r,g%) with > 0, the most general
solution of (2.3) is given by

G dy'dy” = dr® + e (s + 1108 €7 +Viwap e ) didg? (2.26)

9The first identity follows by taking a derivative of (2.22) and using (2.14).

~10 -



where the subleading coefficients satisfy [45]

" 1 1 1.
AP e =~z B, VPy2)as = —3 OaR,  Yayap = 1 A Y 2908 V(2)87 - (2.27)

Here 4,5(9) is the metric on the conformal boundary located at r» — oo and R is its Ricci
scalar.

Assume now that the boundary metric is flat, R= 0, and takes the form
Yap dy®dy? = dzdz (2.28)

in boundary complex coordinates z = z(y), z = z(y) = 2(¢)*. Then the solutions are
parametrized by two functions (T, T) as

7(2)22('27 Z) = T(Z) ) 7(2)22(27 2) = T(Z) ) ’7(2)22(27 2) =0, (229)
and take the form
g dyP'dy” = dr® + 0% (dz — e " T(2) dz)(dz — e 2" T(2)dz) . (2.30)

These solutions are known as Bafiados geometries [44] and the functions (T,T) can be
identified with the expectation values of the stress tensor operator of the dual CFT. The
Poincaré AdS geometry corresponds to T'=T = 0.

Chern—Simons formulation. We will now consider solutions of the equations of motion
(2.19) in the CS formulation. In an open neighborhood around any point, the equations of
motion (2.19) are solved by an s[(2,C) gauge field of the form!°

A=M'dM, A=M"'dM, (2.31)
where M (y), M(y) € SL(2,C). In terms of the gauge fields, the metric (2.4) is given by

22 -
g = 5 Tr (A = Au) (A — 4,)]. (2:32)
From the six sl(2, C) generators (7123,971,2,3) it is useful to define the generators

J:t:i(Tlﬁ:iTQ), J3=’i7‘3, (2.33)

which by (2.14) satisfy the sl(2,R) algebra
1
[Jg, J:t] = :|:J:|: s [J+, J_] = 2J3 y Tr (J3J3) = 5 N Tr (J+J_) =1. (2.34)

We will focus only on gauge fields for which the metric (2.32) takes the Fefferman—Graham
form (2.26). This requires that the matrices M and M factorize as

M(r,g) =h(@) e, M(r,§) =h(@) e ", (2.35)

1076 define global solutions, the holonomy needs to be specified, which we neglect.
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where h,h € SL(2,C) depend only on the boundary coordinates . The solution (2.31)
then takes the form

A=e "B Be tdrJ;, A=¢Be ™ —drJs, (2.36)

where we have defined s[(2, C)-valued 1-forms B = h~!'dh and B = h~'dh which have
components only in the boundary directions. In terms of the s[(2, R) generators (2.33), we
can parametrize the SL(2,C) elements as [46]

h(y) _ eF J_ e Jgea Jy : B(y) _ e—F J+e—¢ Jge—E J_ ’ (2'37)

where F), ¢, o are arbitrary complex valued functions of the boundary complex coordinates
(2,2) and F,,5 are their complex conjugates which ensures that the expansions B, B,
in su(2) generators 7; are complex conjugates of each other. This is required also for Af“ ;IL
in (2.36) to be complex conjugates.

The metric (2.32) corresponding to the parametrization (2.37) does not take the stan-
dard Fefferman—Graham form (2.26), but contains cross terms Im B3 drdg® [46]. Therefore
it can be put into Fefferman-Graham form by imposing the condition Im B3 = 0 which
fixes o, in terms of F, F and , ». The metric on the conformal boundary takes the form

Fop dy“dy® = €* (dz + pdz)(dz + adz), (2.38)

where we have defined

e =P 9. FOF, = o= ——. (2.39)

The flat metric (2.28) on the conformal boundary is obtained by setting w = p =7 =0
which sets

F(z,2)=f(2), F(z2)=[(Z), ¢(z2)=-logf'(2), @(z%)=—logf'(z). (240)
Imposing Fefferman-Graham gauge Im B2 = 0 gives

_1f7(2) 1)
2 f'(2) 2 f'(z)

With these functions in (2.37), the gauge field takes the form

o(z,z) =

d(z,z) =

(2.41)

A=Jgdr —e " T(2)Jydz+e J_dz, A=—Jsdr—e Jpdz+e "T(z)J_dz (2.42)

with functions ) )
T(:) = 5 {2}, T() =5 {7().2}, (2.43)

where {f(z),z} is the Schwarzian derivative. The metric (2.32) takes the Banados form
(2.30) with the same functions (2.43). It follows that the Poincaré AdS geometry is obtained
by setting f(z) = z and f(2) = 2z together with ¢ = p =0 =7 = 0.
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3 Review of Kodaira—Spencer gravity

In this Section, we introduce the Kodaira—Spencer theory of gravity whose fundamental
field is a deformation of an underlying background almost complex structure of a given
differentiable manifold. In Section 5, we will relate this theory to Einstein gravity in its
Chern—Simons formulation which we reviewed in the previous section.

To setup the notation and present facts relevant for later sections, we will first in
Section 3.1 review the basics of almost complex structures. We present the definition of
integrability, that determines when an almost complex structure becomes a complex struc-
ture, and diffeomorphism transformation properties that determine when two structures
are equivalent. In the second part in Section 3.2, we review deformations of almost com-
plex structures and derive the Kodaira—Spencer (KS) equation as equation of motion of KS
gravity. It determines how the deformation gives rise to an integrable complex structure.

3.1 Introduction to almost complex structures

As a review geared towards a physics audience, we begin by introducing the basics of
almost complex structures. To this end, let n = 1,2,... be a positive integer and consider
a 2n-dimensional differentiable manifold P with coordinates x® where the a = 1,...,2n.
An almost complex structure on P is defined to be a real vector valued 1-form J(x) that

satisfies!!
JE Ty = —0p . (3.1)

As we review in Appendix E, J has conjugate pairs of eigenvectors with eigenvalues
4i. Thus, the existence of an almost complex structure provides a decomposition of
the complexification Tp(CP of the tangent space T,P at every point p € P as Tp(CP =

TISI’O)P &) TISO’I)P. Here TISI’O)P and TISO’I)P are called holomorphic and anti-holomorphic
tangent spaces of P that are spanned by the eigenvectors with eigenvalues +i respectively.
The decomposition is achieved by the projectors

a 1 a - TQ T1C4 1 a - TQ
Hbzg((sb—%]b)a Hb:§(5b+l<]b) (3.2)

that project vectors to 7, Igl’O)P and Téo’l)P respectively. The same applies to the cotangent

space which at point p decomposes analogously Qg = Qél’o)@Qz(,O’l). This can be generalized

to the space of (g, r)-forms, which is defined by taking ¢ wedge products of QI(JI’O) and 7

wedge products of Qj(go’l),

Q) = QO AL A QO A QO AL A QO (3.3)

Consider a set of n linearly independent non-vanishing (1,0)-forms A° € Q19 and n
independent (0, 1)-forms A* € Q1) which always exist in open neighborhoods around any
point. By definition, they satisfy

MA =0, T2A =0 (3.4)

"\More precisely, J is a real automorphism J: TP — TP of the tangent bundle of P. We use the notation
T, P for the tangent space at point p and its elements are tangent vectors. The tangent bundle T'P is disjoint
union of tangent spaces of all points p € P and its elements are vector fields.
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and produce bases for the cotangent spaces. Let V& and V¢ be the corresponding dual
vector fields such that

A Vi = A V=05, AV =A V) =0. (3.5)
Then the almost complex structure can be written as
Jo =i (AL VP — ALVYY . (3.6)

Integrability. An almost complex structure J can be used to define complex coordinates
which are linearly independent scalar fields w’(x) and @w’(x), wherei = 1,2..., n, that solve
the equations

Low'(x) = (0, + i J(x) O) w'(z) =0, £, (x) = 8y —iJ2(x)dp) W' (x) =0. (3.7)

If w'(x) solves the first equation, then w'(x) = (w'(z))*

ever, the existence of solutions to these equations in an open neighborhood is non-trivial.

solves the second equation. How-

If solutions do exist, then the almost complex structure J is called integrable. Clearly a

necessary condition for a solution to exist is'?

f[afb} ’U)Z(x) =0= £[a£b} ﬁ)’(m) . (3.8)

In Appendix A, we show that these two equations are equivalent to the vanishing of the
Nijenhuis tensor
Ng, =2 (J§ 0 Ji) — L 0a1J5) = 0. (3.9)

The fact that this is also a sufficient condition for solutions (w’, @) to exist is the statement
of the Newlander—Nirenberg theorem [35]: an almost complex structure is integrable if and
only if NG = 0. If the almost complex structure is integrable at a point p then complex
coordinates exist in an open neighborhood around that point. The complex coordinates can
then be defined globally by matching them on patch overlaps using transition functions of
the underlying differentiable structure. An integrable almost complex structure J is called
a complex structure and a manifold P which has a complex structure is a complex manifold
denoted by (P, J).

The integrability (3.9) of J has implications for the associated (1,0)-forms and (0, 1)-
forms. Notice that the equations (3.7) can be written as

I dyw' = 0 = 112 Opw' . (3.10)

Since (w’, @") exist by integrability, this implies that dw’ € Q19 and dw* € Q. Because
daw’, O,w" are linearly independent they form a basis and we can expand the 1-forms
satisfying (3.4) as

AL =500, AL =55 0,w) (3.11)
with some local GL(3,C) matrices Z}(w,fu) and i;(w,w). Here, invertibility of E;,f}
ensures linear independence of the form fields A*. Moreover, note that det X det> =

2Notice that the differential operators £ = I od and £ = II o d, where d is the exterior derivative, are
the Dolbeault operators. Here we understand I, II to act on arbitrary differential forms by projecting all
form indices. The integrability condition is then equivalent to £2 = £2 =0, or, tod = £ + £.
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|det ¥ |2 > 0. Thus, as long as we impose that A% is the complex conjugate of A%, the
orientation of the basis spanned by dw? is preserved.

Defining a§ as the inverse a,i E? = (5;, we can thus write

Al =%idw!, V;=o0] 0 (3.12)

EQwd
and similarly for the barred fields. Using (3.6), the integrable almost complex structure in
the complex coordinates takes the simple form

Ji(z)da® ® 9, =i (dw' ® 8; — dw* ® 8;), (3.13)

where ¥, and 0,7 being inverses of one another have canceled each other. We have also

introduced the short-hand
5 = 0 5, 0
! ' YT owt

T owt’

In the (w’,w") coordinates, the differential operators £, £, defined in (3.7) are simply

(3.14)

Li=0;, £;i=0;. (3.15)

Equation (3.13) implies that in an open neighborhood around any point p € P, J is a
diagonal matrix with entries £¢ which is the standard complex structure of C". There-
fore all integrable almost complex structures of the same complex dimension n are locally
diffeomorphic to this standard structure and to each other. This fact is in contrast to
Riemannian structures on a manifold: not all Riemannian metrics are diffeomorphic to
each other in an open neighborhood around any point even though they are diffeomorphic
to first order in an expansion in geodesic distance (Riemann normal coordinates). The
obstruction is the existence of the Riemann tensor which transforms homogeneously under
diffeomorphisms: two metrics are locally diffeomorphic at point p if and only if the Rie-
mann tensor of the two metrics coincide at p. For an almost complex structure, the only
obstruction is the Nijenhuis tensor, but it is equal (to zero) for all integrable structures.

Transformation under diffeomorphisms. The notion of an almost complex structure
and its integrability are coordinate invariant statements. Let J be defined by the action of
an active diffeomorphism D: P — P on J as

d(D~")*(D(x)) 9D (x)
Oxc Oxb

Ji (@) = Ji(D(z)), (3.16)

where D! denotes the inverse diffecomorphism that satisfies D~!(D(z)) = z. Since J& jlf =
—6%, it follows that if J is an almost complex structure then so is J. In addition, inte-
grability (3.9) is a diffeomorphism invariant statement, because the Nijenhuis tensor N¢
transforms homogeneously as a vector valued 2-form under diffeomorphisms: if J is inte-

grable then so is J. The complex coordinates associated to J are given by

@i(z) = w'(D(z)), @ ()= (Dlx)). (3.17)

In other words, complex coordinates transform as scalar fields under diffeomorphisms.'3

!3This is also emphasized in [47].
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As shown above, any two integrable almost complex structures are locally diffeomor-
phic. To make this more explicit, denote the two structures by .J, J" and let (w', @), (0, ﬁ)l)
be their respective complex coordinates that both exist in an open neighborhood L around
a point p. We can always find a diffeomorphism F: L — L such that @(z) = w*(F(z))
and @ (x) = w'(F(x)) in L, because F?(z) are six real functions and so are (&%, @'). It
follows that J' = J where J is obtained by the action of the diffeomorphism D = F on J
via the formula (3.16).

Equivalence of complex structures. Notice that given a single solution (w’,w’) of
(3.7) for J, then (fi(w), fi(w)) is also a solution for the same J as long as the maps
fi, fi: C* — C3 have invertible Jacobians 9;f7 and 0;f7. As a result, for a given com-
plex structure .J there is a family (f*(w), f(w)) of complex coordinates parametrized by
invertible functions. In other words, there is a one-to-one correspondence between com-
plex structures J and equivalence classes of complex coordinates under left-action with
(f%, %). Therefore two complex structures J and J with complex coordinates (w?,w') and

(0, 1%1) respectively are the same J = J if their complex coordinates lie within the same
equivalence class

@'(z) = fl(w(@), @ (2)=F(w()). (3.18)

It follows that some diffeomorphisms do not actually produce new complex structures
via (3.16). These are diffeomorphisms C;: P — P called holomorphic-antiholomorphic
diffeomorphisms with respect to the complex structure J that satisfy

w'(Cy(2)) = flw(x), @(Cs(x)=f(D()). (3.19)

Under the action of C; on J via the formula (3.16), J is invariant which is also evident
from its form (3.13) in complex coordinates.

3.2 Complex structure deformations and Kodaira—Spencer gravity

Above, we introduced the concept of an almost complex structure on a manifold and how its
integrability defines a complex structure. It is also useful to consider their deformations and
have conditions when such a deformation produces another integrable structure. This is
described by the theory of deformations of almost complex structures and their integrability
is controlled by the Kodaira—Spencer equation which is the equation of motion of Kodaira—
Spencer gravity. We will now give an introduction to these concepts.

Deformations of almost complex structures. Let us consider two almost complex
structures J and J'. We will assume that J is integrable implying the existence of complex
coordinates (w', @) in which it takes the form (3.13). We assume the second complex
structure J’' is not a priori integrable and has the general form (3.6) in terms of a basis
of 1-forms A” and dual vector fields V.. In the complex coordinates of J, we can always
write without loss of generality (see also [43])

A= (dw! + o dwr), AT =T (dw) + &, dw"), (3.20)
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where E;i, i;-i are local GL(3,C) matrices with positive determinant, the field aji is called
the deformation of the almost complex structure J and aji = (aji)* is its complex conju-
gate.!* Similarly, the dual vector fields can be written as

Vz/ :0’:] (a] —ajkgk), ]7; :6;] (8] _ajkak)7 (321)

where the derivatives with respect to the complex coordinates are defined in (3.14). The
orthonormality relations (3.5) require

Sl (OF —a"of) =6, S{E) (6 — o) =60, (3.22)
which are equivalent to J’ squaring to minus the identity. Moreover, we impose that
the vector fields (3.21) are linearly independent and preserve the orientation of the basis
spanned by 9; and 0;. This is equivalent to

det ¥’ det X' det (6F — ;" @,) > 0. (3.23)

By construction, ¥ and ¥/ satisfy det¥'detX’ = |detX’|? > 0, such that the above
condition becomes
det(6F — oy " @) > 0. (3.24)

This condition ensures that we can express the vector fields (9;,0;) in terms of (V;, V;).

Diffeomorphisms. Let us consider a diffeomorphism D* = D%(z) which in complex
coordinates of .J has components D = (D*(w, w), D*(w,w)). As shown in Appendix B, the
deformation « transforms under a diffeomorphism D as (see also [43])

aij(wvw) = (N_l)i-(w»w) Nf(w,fu) ) (325)
where (N71): N ]k = 6;- and we have defined the matrices

Ni=9;D'+ (oy,' o D)0;D*, N':=09;D'+ (' o D) 9; D", (3.26)

and o denotes composition of functions (q; 7o D) (w,w) = a;?(D(w,w), D(w,w)). This
follows from the transformation of A’ as a 1-form, or equivalently, from the transformation
of V! as a vector field.

For a holomorphic-antiholomorphic diffeomorphism Cj of J, which in complex coordi-
nates takes the form C%(w,w) = f'(w) and C%(w,w) = f*(w), the formula (3.25) reduces
to

;" (w, @) = 8if*(w) (Of 1) (f (w)) ' (f (w), f(@)). (3.27)
Since two almost complex structures J’ and J’ related by Cj are equal J' = J , we see that
two deformations a and (3.27) of J produce the same structure. In this sense, & defined
in (3.27) is equivalent to a as a deformation. Two deformations related by a general
diffeomorphism D via (3.25) produce different structures in general.

Similarly, the transformation of E? is given by

S (w, @) = NF(w, @) 2 (D(w, @), D(w, ©)) , (3.28)

and in particular, under holomorphic-antiholomorphic diffeomorphisms

S (w, w) = 0" (w) S (f (w), f(w)). (3.29)

1410 two dimensions, «, @ are called Beltrami differentials.
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Integrability of the deformation. The complex structure deformation « is defined to
be integrable if and only if .J’ is integrable. In this case, the complex coordinates (w0, ful)
of J' satisfy equations (3.7) with J'. By contracting the equations with the dual vector
fields (3.21) and using V2.Jj* = i Vie, V' Jl* = — V" e find (1%, ") are solutions of the
equations [35]

3 l

V'eot = "% (0 — oy,  9)) ' =0, Vj’.aaaful =o? (9 —a;*d)w =0, (3.30)

J
where (', ") are understood to be functions of (w’, @"). Clearly a necessary condition for
the existence of a solution to these equations is therefore

79

I [V, Vil* = T Vi, Vil = 0, (3:31)

where we have defined the Lie bracket of two vector fields [X,Y]* = X?9,Y% — Y 9,X?
and the projectors appear since 9,1%" and R appearing in (3.30) span the holomorphic
and antiholomorphic cotangent spaces of J' respectively. Equation (3.31) indicates that
the complex structure is integrable when the algebra of (1,0)- and (0, 1)-vector fields closes
(see Appendix A for a proof that this is equivalent to the vanishing of the Nijenhuis tensor).

By computing the Lie brackets (3.31), we find that the complex structure J' associated
with the complex structure deformation « is integrable if it satisfies the equation [35] (see
Appendix A)

- . } . i m
E;k = 8“ Oék]l — a[] ({“)m ak]z = 0, E;k = (“)U Oék]l — a[] 8|l| ak]l = 0, (332)
which is known as the Kodaira—Spencer equation. Naturally, the Kodaira—Spencer equation
is equivalent to the vanishing of the Nijenhuis tensor of J’ as proven in Appendix A.

Since integrability of J’ is a diffeomorphism invariant statement so should be the in-
tegrability of a. Due to the complicated transformation law (3.25), it is not immediately
obvious whether integrability of « is preserved under diffeomorphisms, however, in Ap-
pendix B (see also [43]), we show explicitly that this is the case: if « is a solution of the
KS equation then so is & given by (3.25).

In the previous section, we showed that any integrable almost complex structure J’
can be obtained from another one J by the action of a certain diffeomorphism F in an
open neighborhood. This implies that the associated (1,0)-forms are also related by the

same diffeomorphism as
. HFb _
Ay = 220 g Fy). (3.39)

Writing the diffeomorphism as F = (F, F) in the complex coordinates (w’, w") of .J, the
complex structure deformation takes the form

;7 (w, @) = 8;F* (w, @) (O F 1) (F(w, ), F(w,)). (3.34)

where the inverse (F~1)? is defined as (F~1)(F(w, w), F(w,w)) = w’. One can explicitly
check that (3.34) indeed solves the KS equation (3.32).
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Lastly, we note that integrability of J’ implies additional relations on the coefficients
of A’. We obtain that

Z;i(w, w) = 0;F* (w, w) T (
W) = 0;F*(w, @) of,(F(w, @), F(w,)) . (3.35)

=
B

B
=
g
B

li
ot

j(w

Since 0;F* is invertible and o = X1, we obtain that X/ = (¢/)~!. Substituting to (3.22),
we obtain that an integrable deformation satisfies

a b =0, ofa’=0. (3.36)

If this condition holds then (3.24) is automatically satisfied. By using (3.6), the complex

structure J' and these relations, we obtain'®

J'=J+2i(e;" dw’ ® 0; — a;" duw’ ® ;) (3.37)

and @ji = («

K

;')* ensures that .J " is real as required.

Kodaira—Spencer gravity. The Kodaira—Spencer theory of gravity concerns integrable
almost complex structure deformations a on a differentiable complex manifold. The defor-
mation « is the fundamental field of the theory and its equation of motion is the Kodaira—
Spencer equation

A oy’ — Oy = 0. (3.38)

It is a topological theory in the sense that all solutions are diffeomorphic to each other
in open neighborhoods around any point. To see this, note that all complex structure
deformations are diffeomorphic to the trivial solution @ = 0. This can be checked by
writing « in the form (3.34) using the diffeomorphism F and subsequently transforming
it under the inverse diffeomorphism F~! defined by F o F~! = id. This is analogous
to how all solutions of three-dimensional Einstein gravity are diffeomorphic to a constant
negative-curvature metric and to each other. Thus both theories are topological in the
same sense.

In order to write an action for Kodaira—Spencer gravity whose variational principle
yields the Kodaira—Spencer equation (3.38) additional structure is needed. Part of this
additional structure is the holomorphic volume form with respect to a background complex
structure .J, which we denote by Q = dw! A --- A dw™. The action has a non-local kinetic
term in « involving the inverse of the Dolbeault derivative 0; of the background [19]. In
order for the inverse to be well defined, « has to satisfy an additional cohomology constraint
[22]

&aji =0. (3.39)
This is an extra condition which does not arise from a variational principle and must be
imposed by hand.

KS gravity on a three-dimensional complex manifold (six-dimensional real manifold) is
a part of the target space effective theory of the topological B-model string theory [19]. For
first-order bosonic strings, which can be seen as the bosonic part of the B-model worldsheet

15Note that J' takes the simple form (3.37) only when it is integrable.
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theory, the derivation of the KS equation from the vanishing of the beta functions is shown
in perturbation theory in [48, 49] where also the cohomology constraint (3.39) is needed to
ensure that the worldsheet stress tensor is a quasi-primary operator of weight two.

As discussed above and shown in [43] (see also Appendix B), the KS equation is
covariant under diffeomorphisms. As in ordinary Einstein gravity, this symmetry becomes
a gauge symmetry at the linearized level in both the diffeomorphism and the deformation
a. From (3.25) it follows that an infinitesimal diffeomorphism D?(z) = 2% 4 {%(z) acts as

(5aji = §k Ok Ozji + Ek O Ozji —Q; k (@sz + Zakfl) + 5]61 + Oéki 5]-5’“ , (3.40)

where £ and &' are the holomorphic and antiholomorphic components of the vector field &
respectively. In particular, at leading order in o — 0, it reduces to

o’ =9;¢". (3.41)

This is a gauge symmetry of the linearized KS equation é[iaj k = 0 in which the quadratic
interaction is neglected. The gauge can be fixed by an additional condition outlined in [19]
which is analogous to the gauge fixing conditions (such as the harmonic gauge) in linearized
Einstein gravity. Note that this gauge fixing condition uses a Kahler metric [22].

4 Complex structures on SU(2) principal bundles

Before presenting the relation between Einstein and Kodaira—Spencer gravities, we will
first review the construction of almost complex structures on six-dimensional SU(2) = $3
principal fiber bundles over a three-dimensional base Bj first presented in [37] and later
discussed in [34]. Integrability of this almost complex structure (vanishing of the Nijenhuis
tensor) is equivalent to equations on the base [37] which we now recognize as Einstein’s
equations in the first-order formulation. We will provide a new clear proof of this statement
in the notation of [34] which has so far been missing from the literature.

To setup the notation, we begin in Section 4.1 by reviewing SU(2) principal bundles
and their associated structures such as the notion of verticality, the definition of a con-
nection and horizontal 1-forms. Then we use this data to construct the almost complex
structure of [37] following [34]. As an example, we discuss the group manifold of the
Lie group SL(2,C) which is an SU(2) principal bundle whose base is a hyperbolic space
Hs C R*. This example plays an important role in twisted holography [22].

In Section 4.2 we consider integrability of the aforementioned almost complex structure
and give a novel proof of its equivalence with the flatness of the associated (1,0)-form as
stated without explicit proof in [34]. This provides a more streamlined and less technical
proof of the equivalent result proven in [37]. Lastly, we also show that the resulting complex
manifold is automatically a Calabi—Yau manifold with a holomorphic volume form and
a Kahler metric. For example, SL(2,C) becomes a Calabi-Yau manifold known as the
deformed conifold [22, 42].

4.1 Basics of SU(2) principal bundles

In Section 3, we presented the theory of almost complex structures and their deforma-
tions on general even-dimensional differentiable manifolds. We will now specialize to six-
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dimensional manifolds, which are SU(2) principal (fiber) bundles over a three-dimensional
base, and study their complex structures. To this end, let us consider a six-dimensional
differentiable manifold Ps which we assume to be the total space of an SU(2) principal
bundle with base Bs and a horizontal projector m: Ps — Bs. In addition, u € SU(2)
acts on Py via the right-action diffeomorphism R, : P — Ps which leaves the projector
7o R, = 7 invariant. The pre-image of the projection 7~!(p) at a point p € Bz is called
the fiber of the bundle and in the present case is isomorphic to SU(2) = S3. Therefore
the total space Py factorizes locally to a direct product B3 x S, but not necessarily glob-
ally. However, since SU(2) is compact and simply connected, it turns out that all SU(2)
principal bundles over a three-dimensional base are trivial [50], so that Ps = B x S® also
globally.

The base space of a principal bundle can be identified with a homogeneous space since
the horizontal projection 7 defines an equivalence relation on Py under which two points are
in the same equivalence class if they are projected to the same point in Bs. In fact, these
equivalence classes correspond to SU(2) orbits induced by the right action diffeomorphism,
i.e. the fibers. Since the total space is a product space, we can label each fiber uniquely by
a point on the base. Thus, the quotient of the SU(2) action on the total space is the base
space, Bs = Ps/SU(2). See [36] for a text book introduction to principal bundles.

Vertical vector fields. On any principal bundle, the projection can be used to define
the vertical tangent space V), C T,,P and tangent bundle V' which consists of vector fields
v® whose push-forward under 7 to the base vanishes,

m(v) =0, veV. (4.1)

Because the fibers over a point are isomorphic to SU(2), the vertical tangent space is
isomorphic to the Lie algebra su(2). In fact there exists a natural map from a Lie algebra
element a to a vertical vector field a?, called the fundamental vector field of a. At a point
p € Pg, the tangent vector aﬁ € V), of this vector field lies in the direction of the flow
defined by the diffeomorphism R.at(p), with ¢t € R, and acts on a function S: Ps — R as

() = 5 5Reulp))| (4.2
t=0

Since the projection is invariant under right action, one can verify m, (a#) = 0 for any
fundamental vector field. Moreover, under right-action (R, )«a? = (u~"'au)# [36] so that
for any a,b € su(2) the fundamental vector fields satisfy the identity

[a#,b#] = [a,b]#, (4.3)

where the bracket on the left hand side denotes the Lie bracket on the tangent space of P
and on the right hand side the one on the Lie algebra, thus making the map a Lie algebra
isomorphism.

Horizontality. On any principal bundle Py it is possible to define horizontal 1-forms
whose contractions with all vertical vector fields vanish. Intuitively, these are the 1-forms
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with form legs in the direction of the base Bs. Consider a basis £ of three such horizontal
1-forms and define the horizontal su(2)-valued 1-form

Ea=EiTi, (4.4)
where 7; are the generators (2.14) of su(2). For any fundamental vector field b#, it satisfies
(b#) & =0. (4.5)

We further assume that our basis £ is such that £ is equivariant under the right-action of
SU(2) on Pg, in other words, & satisfies

Ea(z) =u  E(a)u. (4.6)

Such a horizontal su(2)-valued 1-form is called a 1-form of adjoint-type and its existence
is an additional structure on Fg.

In contrast to horizontal 1-forms, there does not a priori exist a notion of horizontality
for vector fields on general principal bundles. Thus we assume that FPs is equipped with a
connection which is an assignment of a horizontal tangent space H), complement to V}, such
that T,P =V, ® Hy and (Ry)«H, = Hg, (- Elements of the horizontal tangent bundle
are then called horizontal vector fields. As a result, there exists a connection 1-form

We =W, (4.7)

which is an su(2)-valued 1-form that has the following two properties: it annihilates all
horizontal vectors h € H as W, h® = 0 and its contraction with any fundamental vector
field b# is given by

(bF)* W, =b. (4.8)

From these two properties it follows that W transforms equivariantly under the right-action

Wa(z) = u* W,(z) u. (4.9)

Together, the 1-forms £ and W* form a basis for the cotangent bundle on Ps. Let & and
W; denote the vector fields that form the dual basis for the vector bundle, in other words,

they satisfy
Ea&f =105, WWi=d;, WiE =W,& =0. (4.10)

It follows that &; are horizontal and W, are vertical vector fields.

SL(2,C) as a principal bundle. As a benchmark example we discuss the group manifold
of SL(2,C) which can be written as an SU(2) principal bundle over Hy C R* [51]. To make
this explicit, we consider the group manifold Py = SL(2,C), which can be defined via the
embedding into C* as

SL(2,C) = {M _ (vl vz>

U3 U4

V1V4 — VU3 = 1, (’01,’02,113,114) S (C4} . (4.11)
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The hyperbolic space H3 is the subset of R* defined by
Hsz = {(z1, zo, z3,24) € R |23 + 22 + 2% — 22 = —1}. (4.12)

When R? is endowed with the flat Euclidean metric, the induced metric on Hs has constant
negative curvature equal to —1, corresponding to AdS radius £ = 1 and justifying the
nomenclature of Hjz. A space with general AdS radius may be obtained by rescaling the
coordinates with a positive £ > 0. However, in what follows, we do not assume the presence
of any metric and simply understand Hs as a subset of R?.

Note that Hj is isomorphic to the space of Hermitian matrices H,(2,C) with unit
determinant defined by

H,(2,C) ={H € GL(2,C) | H! =H, det H = 1}. (4.13)

Parametrizing Hermitian matrices as

T To +1x
H = < ! 2 32) s (x1,$2,$3,$4) S ]R4, (4.14)

T9 —1x3 —x1 + %
the isomorphism with (4.12) follows from
det H = —a% — 22 — 22+ 23 =1. (4.15)

We define the horizontal projection of the principal bundle, i.e. a map from SL(2,C) to
Hg via
7 Ps— Hi(2,C)=H;z, 7(M)=MM". (4.16)

It is straightforward to show that MM is Hermitian, has positive determinant and, that
any Hermitian matrix with positive determinant can be represented in this way by M €
SL(2,C). In constructing the horizontal projection, we have established the first ingredient
for the fiber bundle structure.

The second ingredient is the right-action of SU(2) which is obtained by identifying

u € SU(2) as an element of SL(2,C) that satisfies ufu = wu! = 1. The right-action of
SU(2) is then simply defined as

M= Mu (4.17)

and we see it respects the projection W(/W) = Muut M = 7(M) as required. The fiber,

i.e. the orbit of the right-action, is thus isomorphic to SU(2) = S3. In addition, the base is

H,(2,C) = SL(2,C)/SU(2) = H; . (4.18)

Thus we have seen that Py = SL(2,C) can be regarded as a six-dimensional principal
bundle with SU(2) = S3 fiber and base Hs. In fact this is true globally as mentioned
above, so the total manifold is the product SL(2,C) = H3 x S3. This is clear from the
polar decomposition M = A2y, with A = MM € H (2,C) and u € SU(2), which
provides the mapping M — (A, u) € Hz x S3.

Lastly, by the embedding (4.11) into C*, SL(2, C) inherits a natural complex structure
Jina obtained by pulling back the form components of the standard complex structure on
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C* and restricting their action on functions on SL(2,C) (see Appendix D). The complex
coordinates corresponding to Ji,q can be chosen to be the three coordinates (wy, we, ws) =
(v1,v2,v3) of C* (or their holomorphic reparametrizations) since the embedding equation
v1v4 — V903 = 1 is holomorphic. The fact that these are compatible with Ji,q is shown in
detail in Appendix D.

4.2 SU(2) principal bundles as complex manifolds

Let Ps be an SU(2) principal bundle whose properties we reviewed in detail in the pre-
vious section. There we introduced all the ingredients necessary to construct an almost
complex structure on Ps: the SU(2)-equivariant horizontal 1-form & = £i7;, the connec-
tion W = W'r; 1-form and their associated dual horizontal & and vertical W; vector fields
respectively. The almost complex structure is then defined by [34]

Jo=wieb —giwp, (4.19)

which due to the relations (4.10) indeed satisfies J2 = —1.

The almost complex structure defined in (4.19) has two important properties. First, it
maps vertical vector fields to horizontal ones and vice versa, which follows from that fact
that JOW;) = & and J(&;) = —W; and since W; and &; span the vertical and horizontal
tangent bundles respectively, as long as they are linearly independent. Thus, there is no
linear subspace of the vertical tangent space that is left invariant by the complex structure.
Using the definition of vertical vector fields (4.1), for any v € V' we write this property as

T J (W) £ 0. (4.20)

The same property is shared by other almost complex structures on fiber bundles that have
appeared in the literature [37-39]. In Appendix F and below in Section 5.2 we prove that
the condition (4.20) is equivalent to a certain 3 x 3 block of the components of J being
invertible.'6

Second, due to SU(2)-equivariance (4.6) and (4.9) of the 1-forms £ and WY, the
almost complex structure (4.19) is SU(2)-invariant, in other words, under the right-action
diffeomorphism R, of SU(2) on Py it transforms as

To (@) = Ji(a). (4.21)

where the left-hand side is given by (3.16) with D = R,,. This follows from the fact that
equivariance translates to

Ei(w) = N, €(x), Ex) = (A1), &(x) (1.22)
where A € SO(3) is such that v 'ru = A’ . 7j. The connection W' and its dual vector field
W; transform similarly. If £ is not SU(2)-equivariant (4.6) then J still defines an almost
complex structure, but it is no longer SU(2)-invariant.

18T our knowledge, the equivalence between (4.20) and invertibility of certain components of J has not
been previously noticed in the literature.
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Now, we can define the complex valued 1-forms [34]
A=W i, A=W —i&, (4.23)

and the dual vector fields

1 = 1
V= §(WZ —i&), Vi= §(WZ—|—Z&) (4.24)
They allow to express the complex structure (4.19) in the form (3.6). It follows that A’
and A’ are a set of (1,0)- and (0, 1)-forms with respect to the almost complex structure
(4.19) respectively. Similarly, V; and V; are (1,0)- and (0, 1)-vector fields respectively.
From the (1,0)- and (0, 1)-forms of the above almost complex structure, we can define
the sl(2, C)-valued 1-forms
A=A'7, A=Ar. (4.25)
Furthermore, because of (4.6) and (4.9), A transforms equivariantly under right action,

Alz) =u Az u. (4.26)

Flatness and integrability. The 1-form A on Pj is defined to be flat when its curvature
2-form F4 vanishes
Fp=dA+ANA=0, (4.27)

where the exterior derivative and the wedge product are six-dimensional. For £ and W,
this is equivalent to the equations

AW+WAW —EANE=0, dE+WAE+EAW=0. (4.28)

In [34], it is claimed without explicit proof that (4.27) is equivalent to the almost com-
plex structure (4.19) being integrable. An explicit proof can be found in [37] where the
equivalence of (4.28) and integrability is shown. Here we will present an alternative and
less technical proof of the equivalence working directly at the level of the (1,0)-form .A.
Certain details of the proof are relegated to Appendix C.

To start, we rewrite flatness (4.27) in an alternative form. Notice that since the vector
fields (4.24) span the tangent bundle of P, flatness (4.27) is equivalent to the s[(2, C)-valued
equations

FaVi,V)) = FA(T/i,T}j) = FA(VZ',T}]') =0. (4.29)

For two arbitrary vector fields X,Y on Ps we have the general formula [36]
Fa(X,Y) = X(A(Y)) = Y (AX)) = A([X, Y]) + [A(X), A(Y)] (4.30)
Using A(V;) = 0, we obtain

Fa(Vi,Vj) = —A(Vi, Vj]),  FaVi,Vj) = —A(Vi, Vy]) - (4.31)

Using also A(V;) = 7, which follows from the duality relations (3.5) of the components,
and the Lie algebra (2.14), we obtain similarly

FA(Vi, Vj) = —A([Vi, Vj] - Eijk Vk) . (4.32)
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Equations (4.31) and (4.32) imply that
(Vi V]) = & Ve,  TI([Vi, Vy]) =TIV, Vy]) =0, (4.33)

where the projector is defined in (3.2). Taking the complex conjugate of the last equation
gives II([V;, V;]) = 0 so that [V;,V;] = 0. The complex conjugate of the second equation
on the other hand implies II([V;, V;]) = 0 so that the II-projection in the first equation can
be removed. Therefore flatness (4.27) of A is equivalent to

Vi, Vil = Eijk Vi, Vi, )7]] =0. (4.34)

Due to the absence of an invariant vertical subspace (4.20), we can write (4.24) (see Ap-
pendix C for the derivation)
Vv =1(r]), (4.35)

where 7; is an su(2) generator. Substituting to (4.34), we find flatness is equivalent to
(), 0w~ W([rf 7 ) =0, M) T =0, (4.36)

where we have used that fundamental vector fields give a Lie algebra isomorphism (4.3).
We prove in Appendix C that for an SU(2)-invariant almost complex structure satisfying
(4.21), we have

), T - T, ) = § NG ), I, T = —

where N(X,Y) is the Nijenhuis tensor (3.9) contracted with two vector fields X,Y. Thus
flatness (4.36) is equivalent to

N(r7, #) (4.37)

N ) =0. (4.38)

i 7j
Since by assumption there is no invariant vertical subspace (4.20), the vertical tangent
space is spanned by 7'# and the horizontal subspace by J(7; ) Combining with the fact
that the Nijenhuis tensor satisfies N(JT# #) —JN(7; #, #), (4.38) is equivalent to the
vanishing of all components of the NlJenhuls tensor N (X , Y) = 0 for all vector fields X,Y".
Hence flatness (4.27) of the (1,0)-form A is equivalent to the integrability of the almost
complex structure (4.19).

Note that the absence of an invariant vertical subspace (4.20) and the SU (2)-invariance
(4.21) of the almost complex structure are fundamental for the proof. Without them, flat-
ness only implies integrability, but not the other way around. This is because integrability
concerns the closure of the Lie bracket of the vector fields V; requiring that [V;, V;] = Qijk Vi
with some set of structure functions Qijk = Qijk (x). Flatness (4.34) clearly implies that
the Lie bracket closes, but it also requires that the structure functions to coincide with
su(2) structure constants Qij"’ (x) = Eijk. The latter is only true if the almost complex
structure has the aforementioned properties.

Complex coordinates. When the SU(2)-equivariant 1-form A = W + i€ is flat, the
SU (2)-invariant almost complex structure J given by (4.19) is integrable. Due to SU(2)-
invariance, the right-action diffeomorphism R, takes a simple form in the complex co-
ordinates (w?,w’) of J. Under R,, the complex coordinates transform as scalars as in
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(3.17). However, since J is invariant under these diffeomorphisms, the transformed coordi-
nates must be holomorphically related to the previous ones in order to solve their defining
equation (3.7). In other words, the action of R, from the right becomes an action of a
holomorphic-antiholomorphic diffeomorphism (fZ, ) from the left:

w'(Ru(@)) = fu(w), @'(Ru(2)) = fi(@). (4.39)

This implies that when the right-action R, is written in complex coordinates it takes the
simple form
Ry (w,w) = fy(w), R, (w,w)=f,(w). (4.40)
Thus the invariance of J under right-action is due to the fact that R, is a holomorphic-
antiholomorphic diffeomorphism.
The complex coordinates (w?, ') of J also become complex coordinates on SL(2,C) in
the following manner. First, note that the flatness equation (4.27) for A has local solutions
of the form

A=M1TdM, A= M"'dM, (4.41)

where M(z), M(z) € SL(2,C) are related in such a way to ensure that A" = (A%)*. We
see that a flat A4 on Py defines a natural map M: Ps — SL(2,C) from the principal bundle
to SL(2,C). The SU(2)-equivariance of A implies that under right-action we have

M(z) = M(Ry(z)) = M(x)u (4.42)
so that the right-action diffeomorphism on Ps maps to the right-action of SU(2) on SL(2,C)
defined in (4.17).

As discussed above in Section 3.1, the 1-forms A? are (1, 0)-forms respect to the complex
structure J which by (4.41) amounts to

I oM = %(aa +iJPO) M =0. (4.43)

Thus, by (3.7), M = M(w) is a holomorphic function so that the complex coordinates
of J on Py define complex coordinates on SL(2,C), in other words, J defines a complex
structure on SL(2,C). These coordinates on Py are related to the ones on SL(2,C) defined
in the previous section and Appendix D by a holomorphic map. Thus the complex structure
here coincides J = Jing with the structure inherited from the complex structure of C* via
the embedding SL(2,C) c C*.

Now since M is a holomorphic with respect to J, we obtain
Al = (MTHoM) dw! = S du (4.44)

where Z; = Eé (w) are holomorphic functions. Similarly, A’ = i; dw’ with ié = i; (w)
are antiholomorphic. It follows that under right-action (4.40), we have the transformation

5 (w) = 0 (w) B (fulw)) = A S (w). (4.45)

where A € SO(3) such that u~'7;u = A7, 7; and we used the transformation law (3.29). A
similar equation holds for i;
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Calabi—Yau structure. Given an sl(2,C)-valued 1-form A satisfying (4.27), the complex
manifold (P, J) automatically admits a holomorphic volume form and a Ké&hler metric
making it a Calabi—Yau manifold. This shows that Kodaira—Spencer gravity can be defined
on any six-dimensional SU(2) principal bundle equipped with the above complex structure
(see the discussion in Section 3.2). We are not aware of a proof of this statement in the
literature so let us show it here explicitly.

The holomorphic volume form is explicitly given by [34]
Q=—-A4Tr (ANANA) = g6 AN AT A AR (4.46)

where we used Tr (7;7j7;) = —3 &5 This is indeed a (3,0)-form, as A" are (1,0)-forms.
To show that € is non-degenerate, we write it in the complex coordinates w’ associated
with J using (3.12),

- 1
Q = g5 2 2058 dw! A dw™ A dw” = 3y det T dw!' A dw? A dw®. (4.47)

Since E; form a GL(3,C) element, we find that det ¥ # 0. In addition, since A is flat,
Y% and det ¥ are holomorphic functions as discussed below (4.44). Thus Q defines a non-
degenerate (3, 0)-form with holomorphic components making it a holomorphic volume form.
Note further, that € is invariant under the right action diffeomorphism, which follows from
(4.26), or equivalently, from (4.45) together with det A = 1 for A € SO(3). Furthermore,
we have |det ¥ | > 0, such that Q2 A Q is a real positive volume form.

Now, we turn towards the discussion of the Kéhler metric. To this end, we define the
real function

k(z) = Tr (MM, (4.48)

where M is defined by (4.41) and its existence follows from the flatness of A assuming A
has no holonomies. Note that x is SU(2)-invariant, since M transforms as (4.42) under
right-action. For any scalar field K (k(z)), we obtain a Hermitian metric via

h = hij dw' ® dw’ + hy; dw' ® dw? (4.49)
where the components are defined as
hij = 8;0,K (k) = K" (k) Tr (M MT) Tr (M O;MT) + K' (k) Tr (M I;MT) . (4.50)

Here, we have used the fact that M is holomorphic and M is antiholomorphic. The Her-
mitian metric h constructed this way is positive definite only for a special class of functions
called plurisubharmonic functions. Any function K (k) which satisfies this constraint is

called Kihler potential. Moreover, the corresponding (1, 1)-form!”

w =i hy; dw' A dw’ (4.51)

'"In particular, K (k) = & is a valid choice of Kihler potential and yields w;; = Tr (O:M ;M. The
resulting Kéhler form differs from the one given in [22] defined as wq, = —36i; Aj, (AT)ZJ)] which is not closed
as can be seen from the fact that A is flat instead of closed.
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is closed. Furthermore, it is possible to find a Kéahler potential K (k) such that the associ-
ated Hermitian metric (4.50) is Ricci flat, [42]

3) 5 (sinh (2 arcosh §) — 2 arcosh %)% . (4.52)

K'(k) = (8

However, in the case of SL(2,C) the metric obtained for this choice of K does not pull-
back'® to a negatively curved AdS metric on the base Bz of the bundle, but instead to a
flat metric. In fact, this metric is the metric of a deformed conifold, with the cone direction
given by x = Tr (MMT). When the AdS radius is small, £ — 0, the metric reduces to
that of a cone over S x S? and for constant slices of the cone coordinate, equals the
Sasaki-Einstein metric 71! [42, 52, 53].

For completeness, we now discuss another natural Hermitian metric that can be defined

sinh 7

on an SU(2) principal bundle, but which does not play a role for our construction in this
paper and for Kodaira—Spencer gravity. The second metric h is defined by hap = 8 Al .71?;
[34]. The corresponding (1,1)-form & has the components W, = %5@/1%@7% = 0;j W[iaé’,f},
but it is not closed since A is flat so that @& is not a Ké&hler form. Therefore, the associated
Hermitian metric is not Kéhler, a fact pointed out in [34]. The correct Kahler metric on
the principal bundle is instead (4.50). On fundamental vector fields a and b* the metric
h coincides with the Killing form —2Tr (ab) on the su(2) Lie algebra. In fact, the metric h
is a continuation of the Killing form by acting on horizontal vector fields with the complex

structure. The pullback!® of this metric onto the base gives the metric (2.4).

5 Uplift of classical Einstein gravity to Kodaira—Spencer gravity

In the previous section, we introduced the construction [34, 37] of an integrable almost
complex structure on a six-dimensional SU(2) principal bundle B3 x S from a flat s[(2, C)-
valued 1-form. In this section, we present our main result and apply the construction to
relate the fundamental field of three-dimensional Einstein gravity in the first-order for-
mulation, an sl((2, C)-valued three-dimensional gauge field, to the field of six-dimensional
Kodaira—Spencer gravity, a deformation of a background complex structure. This is an
off-shell mapping of the degrees of freedom of the two theories which on-shell reduces to
a relation between classical solutions: a pair of flat three-dimensional gauge fields on the
base map to an integrable complex structure deformation on the bundle.

We begin in Section 5.1 by outlining the general (and standard) procedure which
uplifts SU(2) gauge fields on the base to SU(2)-equivariant 1-forms on the principal bundle
[36]. This uplift has been explicitly outlined in [34] in the present context to relate three-
dimensional Einstein gravity to six-dimensional Hitchin gravity. Here we instead use the
same uplift to relate Einstein gravity to Kodaira—Spencer gravity which requires performing
the uplift twice. This entails first uplifting a reference solution of Einstein gravity to define
a background integrable almost complex structure on Bz x S3. The uplift of a second
(off-shell) gauge field defines a deformation of the background complex structure.

8The pull-back onto the base must be done along a section which will be defined below in Section 5.
19See footnote 18.
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S3

Figure 1. Principal bundle geometry Ps used in the uplift of geometric data from Bs. y denotes
a set of coordinates of Bz and € a set of coordinates of the compact S directions.

In Section 5.2 we determine when Kodaira—Spencer gravity on Bz x S can be con-
sistently dimensionally reduced to three-dimensional Einstein gravity on the base B3. We
derive necessary conditions for a complex structure deformation to reduce to a unique gauge
field on the base which include SU (2)-invariance of the deformation under the right-action
of SU(2) and the absence of an invariant vertical subspace. Together with the uplift these
results provide an equivalence between the two theories on the classical level.

5.1 Dimensional uplift

Let us consider a three-dimensional manifold B3 parametrized by coordinates y*. To
perform the uplift to a six-dimensional SU(2) principal bundle Py, we need to introduce a
section s = s(y) € SU(2) which associates to each point on the base an SU(2) element.?"
In addition, we introduce a parametrization g = g(f) of SU(2) where § are coordinates
on an S3. Letting 2% be six-dimensional coordinates covering P, together y = y(z) and
0 = 6(z) define a (global) trivialization of Ps under which it appears as a direct product
Ps = B3 x S3. This setup is illustrated in Figure 1.

Uplift of three-dimensional fields. The base Bj is equipped with a dreibein and a
spin connection which can be encoded in the SU(2) gauge field W and su(2)-valued 1-form
E via (2.10) and (2.13). We can now uplift W to a connection W and the dreibein E to a
horizontal 1-form £ on Py via

W=G'we+ G ldG, €= %G*lEG, (5.1)

where ¢ will be related to the cosmological constant of Einstein gravity, d denotes the
six-dimensional exterior derivative in x and

G(y,0) =s(y)g(0) € SU(2). (5.2)

By definition, the 1-forms dy* are horizontal (see also Appendix F) so that £ is also
horizontal annihilating all vertical vector fields. In addition, W as a connection defines the
horizontal vector bundle consisting of vector fields on P that are annihilated by W [36].

2Here, our nomenclature differs from the standard literature: we call s: Bs — SU(2) a section while a
section is normally defined as a map to Ps.
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Under six-dimensional diffeomorphisms acting on z = (y, #), the connection W defined
by the uplift (5.1) transforms as a 1-form since s(y) and g(f) transform as scalars. In the
coordinates (trivialization) chosen above, the right-action of SU(2) on P is a diffeomor-
phism acting only on the fiber directions R, (y,6) = (y, R%(0)). Under the right-action,
g(0) transforms as

9(0) = g(Ry(0)) = g(6) u, (5:3)
where u € SU(2) is a coordinate independent constant. It follows that G(y, ) = G(y,6) u,
and since s(y) = s(y), (5.1) implies that

Wa(az) = Wa(@)u, Eu(x)=u'E () u. (5.4)

Hence W is SU(2)-equivariant under the right-action of SU(2), as required for a connection,
and so is £. Thus, with £, the uplift produces automatically a horizontal 1-form which is
SU (2)-equivariant.

In addition, there are six-dimensional SU(2)-equivariant diffeomorphisms &y : Ps —
Ps under which G(y,0) = G(®y(y,0)) = U(y) G(y,0) where U = U(y) € SU(2) depends
only on the base coordinates. Under such diffeomorphisms, the uplifted connection trans-
forms as

W=G'WG+GdG=G"'WG+GdaG, (5.5)

which is the uplift of the gauge transformed field W (2.24) under U(y). Hence gauge
transformations on the base (local SO(3) rotations) correspond to such six-dimensional
diffeomorphisms ®;; on the principal bundle.

Let us then consider the s[(2,C)-valued gauge field A = W + £ E which is the fun-
damental field (2.17) of three-dimensional Einstein gravity in the first-order formulation.
From (5.1) we obtain that its uplift is given by

A=G'AG+G1dG =W+ i€, (5.6)

which is SU(2)-equivariant because of the equivariance (5.4) of W and €. Now, as reviewed
in Section 2.1, solutions of three-dimensional Einstein gravity with a negative cosmological
constant in its first-order formulation are equivalent to the gauge field A = W + % FE being
flat

dA+ANA=0. (5.7)

Using (5.6), we see that this equation is equivalent to the six-dimensional connection being
flat
dA+ ANA=G ' (dA+ANA)G=0. (5.8)

Since a flat (5.7) gauge field can be written locally as A = M~'dM for M(y) € SL(2,C),
it follows from (5.6) that A = M~1dM where M(z) € SL(2,C) is given by

M(y,0) = M(y) G(y,0). (5.9)

Thus, it follows by the proof of Section 4.2 and [34, 37] that a solution of Einstein gravity
in its first-order formulation on Bj defines an integrable almost complex structure J (4.19)
on the bundle Ps. Because A is SU(2)-equivariant, J is also SU(2)-invariant (4.21). In
addition, the uplifted almost complex structure of the form (4.19) by construction has no
vertical invariant subspace (4.20). The explicit expression for the uplifted J in terms of
the components of the dreibein E¢ and of W is given below in Section 5.2.
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Uplifted complex structure deformation. With the above ingredients, we can relate
gauge fields of three-dimensional Einstein gravity to complex structure deformations of
six-dimensional Kodaira—Spencer gravity. First, let £ and W define a reference solution
of Einstein’s equations (2.15) corresponding to a flat (5.7) gauge field A = W + ¢ E on
the base Bs. Then E, W uplift to a horizontal 1-form and a connection &, W respectively
and A uplifts to a flat (5.8) s[(2,C)-valued 1-form A =W +i€. As a result £,V define a
background complex structure J on Py via (4.19) which is integrable by the flatness of A.
Thus Py is equipped with complex coordinates

(w', @) = (w'(y, 0), @'(y,0)) (5.10)
obtained as solutions of the equations (3.7).

Consider then a different set E’, W’ on the three-dimensional base, which uplift to
E" W' on Py. For now, we will consider ' and W' to be off-shell, i.e. to not satisfy Einstein’s
equation. From this data, we now define a pair of non-flat gauge fields A’ = W' + %E’
and A" = W' — 7 E’ which uplift to non-flat 1-forms A" = A"7; and A" = A"r; that we
decompose in complex coordinates (5.10) as in (3.20),

Al = s (dw’ + oy ) dw?), AT =S (aw’ + @) dw”) . (5.11)

Here « is the off-shell fundamental field of Kodaira—Spencer gravity, a deformation of the
background complex structure J, and @ is its complex conjugate. Explicitly, from the uplift
(5.6), the relation between the Einstein gravity gauge field A and the KS field a becomes

5 (w, @) (dw’ +ay (w, ) dw®) = G (y,0) A, (y) Gy, 0) dy"+G ' (y,0) dG(y,0) , (5.12)
where the complex coordinates are given by (5.10).

The uplifted forms & and W' define an almost complex structure J’ via the con-
struction (4.19) which can be understood as a deformation of the background structure .J
parametrized by « and ¥’.2! By construction, .J’ has no vertical invariant subspace (4.20)
and is SU(2)-invariant (4.21). These properties descend to the deformation « as follows.

First, the SU(2)-invariance of J' and J descends to SU(2)-invariance of the defor-
mation « arising from the uplift (5.12). First, we use that due to SU(2)-invariance of
J, the right-action R, with v € SU(2) in complex coordinates (5.10) is a holomorphic-

antiholomorphic diffeomorphism (4.40). Then the invariance of J’ implies that??

a;’(w,w) = o;” (w, ), (5.13)

where the left-hand side is given by (3.27) with f(w) = fi(w) and fi(w) = fi (w). Thus
the uplifted complex structure deformation is also SU(2)-invariant.
Since J' satisfies (4.20), an integrable « satisfies separately for i = 1,2, 3 (see Appendix
F for a derivation)
2Re (S5 ap') # —3; . (5.14)
Therefore the uplifted KS fields are not arbitrary, but a special subset of the moduli space

satisfying the constraints (5.13) and (5.14). The numbers of degrees of freedom in the two
theories match as discussed in the next section.

21Gince J' is not necessarily integrable, it depends on both o and %' when written in complex coordinates
of J. When J’ is integrable, the ¥’ dependence cancels and it is given by (3.37).
*Invariance also implies 37 (w, @) = A", 37 (w, ).
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Uplifted solutions. When E’, W’ solve the three-dimensional Einstein’s equations, the
gauge field A’ and its uplift A" are flat. Thus the deformed almost complex structure
J' is integrable and takes the simple form (3.37). In Section 3.2, we have shown that
integrability of J' is equivalent to the Kodaira—Spencer equation

Thus, a solution of three-dimensional Einstein’s equations A’ = W’ + %E’ uplifts to an
SU (2)-invariant solution of the Kodaira—Spencer equation on the six-dimensional principal
bundle FPs via (5.12). The solution is both SU(2)-invariant and satisfies the condition
(5.14).

We see that the uplifted KS field depends on a reference solution A of Einstein gravity
that specifies a background complex structure J. This corresponds to the dependence
of KS gravity on a chosen background complex structure. In other words, KS gravity is
only defined on a complex manifold, or more precisely, on a Calabi—Yau manifold. This
is unlike three-dimensional gravity which is defined on any differentiable manifold without
additional structure.

5.2 Dimensional reduction

Thus, the three-dimensional gauge field A" determines a unique SU (2)-invariant complex
structure deformation « in six-dimensions, such that the deformed complex structure J’
satisfies (4.20), via the uplift procedure outlined in the previous section. The direction can
also be reversed: an SU(2)-invariant o on an SU(2) principal bundle, together with the
condition (4.20) for J', dimensionally reduces to a unique A’ in three-dimensions. This can
be seen by a direct counting of the number of degrees of freedom as follows.

A general almost complex structure in six dimensions (a real 6 x 6 matrix that squares
to minus the identity) is parametrized by 18 real functions of six variables (see Appendix E
for a proof). Then, SU(2)-invariance (4.21) imposes a constraint on these functions which
is easiest to understand by expanding J in a basis of six 1-forms PX = (dy*, ©%), where
O = dGG~! = ©'7; are the three right-invariant 1-forms of SU(2), and six dual vector
fields Pk = (Oyu, ©;) defined by Pg(PF) =6k, as

J=JE(y,0) Pk ® PL. (5.16)

The 1-forms ©° are invariant under the right-action diffeomorphism R.,,, and since dy* are
also invariant, both PX and Py are right-invariant. Thus right-invariance of J reduces to
a constraint on the components JX (y, RY(0)) = JX (y,6) in this basis. Since R, acts on
0 transitively, it follows that the components are independent of the S3 coordinates,

T, 0) = T (y) - (5.17)

In other words, an SU(2)-invariant J is parametrized by 18 real functions of three variables
(the base coordinates y*). This is exactly the same number of functions as in an s((2, C)-
valued gauge field A on the base.

The counting also applies to the second gauge field A’ and to the deformed almost
complex structure J': the SU(2)-invariant deformation « satisfying (5.13) consists of 3x3 =
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9 complex functions of y matching with the 18 real functions of A’. However, notice that
general non-invariant deformations a on Fs contain more degrees of freedom than just a
three-dimensional gauge field. These are the Kaluza—Klein (KK) modes of o which are
obtained by expanding it in spherical harmonics of S®. The SU(2)-invariant zero mode
reduces to A on Bs, but higher KK modes produce additional massive fields which are
not described by pure three-dimensional Einstein gravity. Decomposition of « into higher
KK modes are considered in [40], but without showing the connection to three-dimensional
gravity.

As was pointed out in [34, 37], SU(2) invariance of an almost complex structure J
alone does not guarantee a consistent dimensional reduction to a gauge field A in three
dimensions. The reason for this is that J may have a vertical invariant subspace in which
case it does not define a connection that is needed for the definition of horizontal vector
fields £1.2% In fact, the absence of the vertical invariant subspace (4.20) is equivalent to
the © ® O,u components J/* of J being invertible

det 7" #0. (5.18)

We can understand where this condition comes from the three-dimensional perspective by
considering the uplift. The almost complex structure (4.19) obtained using the uplift (5.1)
can be written in the right-invariant basis (5.16) as (see Appendix F for a more detailed
derivation)

J=—-W,E/dy' @ 0 — E' 0" @ Oyu (5.19)

+ (B, + Wy EX W) dy" ® ©; + E W, 0'®0;,
where E! is the inverse dreibein satisfying (2.7). Thus we see that J/ = —E! and the
condition (5.18) follows from the invertibility det EL # 0 of the dreibein.

6 Example: uplift of the Banados geometry

In this section, we give an explicit demonstration of the results of Section 5 by uplifting the
Banados solution (2.42) of three-dimensional Einstein gravity with a negative cosmological
constant to a six-dimensional solution of Kodaira—Spencer gravity. The Banados solution is
the holographic dual of an excited state of the dual two-dimensional CFT in which the stress
tensor expectation value is given by a Schwarzian derivative. The uplift thus provides the
Fefferman—Graham expansion for the complex structure deformation and allows to identify
where the stress tensor expectation value is sitting.

As reviewed in Section 2.2, the gauge field on the three-dimensional base can be ex-
pressed as A = M ~1dM in terms of a SL(2,C) valued function M(r,7) as in (2.31). Here,
r is the radial coordinate, § are the boundary coordinates. Moreover, M is given in terms

230n SU(2) principal bundles, the notion of vertical vector fields is always defined even without a con-
nection. If J has an invariant vertical subspace, there exist vertical vectors that get mapped to vertical
vectors under the action of J. When this happens, J alone is not sufficient to define a set of horizontal
vector fields £ that span the horizontal tangent space and are linearly independent from the W*.
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of a SL(2,C) valued function h(g) of the boundary coordinates as in (2.35). The Banados
solution [46] amounts to the choices (2.40), (2.41) and is explicitly given by
M(r,

) pr—
M(r,j) = o (2) I3 Jlog '(2) Js p 5 (log ' (2)) J— ,—rJ3 , (6.1)

f(z)J- e~ log f(z) Jgef%(log f1(2) J+ o3 ,

Nl
o

where f(z) and f(Z) are two functions of the boundary complex coordinates z = z(4) and
Z = Z(y) respectively. The corresponding gauge field obtained from (2.31) is given in (2.42).

Next, in order to define the uplifted gauge fields A from (5.6), we need to specify a
section s(y) along which to uplift to define G(y, 6) as in (5.2). It is advantageous to choose
the section s(y) = 1 € SU(2), since in this case G(y,0) = ¢(#) is only a function of the
angular coordinates 6;. As angular coordinates, we chose the parametrization of the SU(2)
element in terms of the Euler angles,

—9tos . 103
0173 02711 0373 e T2 008972 —je ' 2 8111972
gl0) = e e e = | T ey 2 e, e SU(2). (6.2)
—1e 2 511172 e 3 COSTQ

We will now construct a background complex structure JJ, which we choose to be the uplift
of the gauge field A where we set the functions f(z) = z and f(z) = z. As discussed
in Section 2.2, this choice corresponds to the Poincaré AdS solution. We construct the
uplifted gauge field A by (5.6) where M is given by (5.9). As discussed below (4.43), the
components of M = M (w) are holomorphic functions of the complex coordinates w® of .J.
We choose the parametrization

M= ( b 2 ) : (6.3)

1
wiws 3o + waws3

which ensures that det M = 1 and we denote w’ = w; from now on to simplify the notation
below (similarly w* = w;). By using (5.9), as well as (6.1) and (6.2), we obtain that relation
between complex coordinates w; and coordinates (r, z, z, 0;) is given by

r ;01103 02
w) =eZe 2 Cos—,
2
r _:01=03 B9
wo = —ieze 'z sin 5 (6.4)

< 0
wy = 2z —ie " tan 52 .
Defining w; as the conjugates of w;, we obtain the relations

1 w
2= ws+ 2. 2 = Vwi + |waf = [Jw|| . (6.5)

[[w]]? w:

Similar relations can also be defined for ;. We note that these relations between holomor-
phic and real coordinates are the same as the ones derived in [22], up to a holomorphic-
antiholomorphic diffeomorphism which maps ws to ws/wy and ws to ws/w;. This shows
that the complex structure we obtain from our construction is the same as the one obtained
from calculating the backreaction of B-branes in the topological B-model on C3 [22].
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Now, we repeat the uplift procedure for a gauge field A’ where f(z) and f(z) are
arbitrary functions again. We obtain a family of uplifted gauge fields A’ parametrized by
f and f. Let M’ be associated to A’ as in (5.6). We choose the same parametrization

M = < o1 b2 ) (6.6)

A A 1 A A
WIW3 - + Waws

to obtain a family of complex coordinates w; distinct from the w; defined in (6.4). By
explicit calculation, we find

PO S f"(2) g W2 W f"(2)
b ()2 Jlwl|[22f(2)3/2° 2T ()2 Jw]22f(2)3/2°
) B 1 17)2 f/(z) (67)
w3 = f(Z) - ||/w||2U}71 1w ()
1+ e 277G

Here, we understand z as a function of w; and w; as in (6.5). The w; define a family of
integrable complex structures by (3.13). Namely, (6.7) defines a diffeomorphism, whose
associated complex structure deformation is given by (3.34). We obtain

T _ _
o) (w,w)dw' ® 9; = (Z)ﬁ W1Wa (dwg ® 01 +dw; ® 99 — gdﬂu ® 01 — gd@g ®(92>
[wl| w1 Wa
T 2
+ Ll“% (@1 ATy @ 83 — o ity ® B3) . (6.8)
|[w][® w?

Solutions of this form also satisfy the cohomology condition (3.39) as can be checked by
explicit computation.

Moreover, we check that (6.8) is right-invariant under the action of SU(2) as in (5.13).
Let u = e"1™e"27e"3™ ¢ SU(2), we define the right action on M as in (4.17). Using the
parametrization

—~ w1 Wo
E s O 6.9
M <w1w3 o +w2w3> ’ (6.9)

defines a holomorphic-antiholomorphic diffeomorphism (4.40) given by

~ _i ) U2 y . U2
Wy = f;(w) — ¢ 3(utus) (w1 cos 5 1€ wq sin > ,

2
~ 3 (g — ; u . . u
Wy = ffb(w) — ¢~ 5(u1—u3) (e““u@ cos ?2 — fwy sin 22> , (6.10)
U _ wiwscos 2 — jetu (w% + waws) sin
w3z = fu(w) - Uz ;

wy cos G — ietiwy sin

parametrized by the constants u;. Under this holomorphic-antiholomorphic diffeomorphism
a transforms as in (3.27). By explicit calculation of the Jacobians of the map (6.10) we
find that « is SU(2)-invariant (5.13).

Furthermore, we see by explicit calculation that the complex structure deformation
(6.8) satisfies (5.14) for any T'(z), such that the deformed complex structure does not have
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a vertical invariant subspace. To perform this calculation, we first calculate E; by using
(4.44) to obtain

iwy 4 (2 2
W wr (wi —w3)
t_ | _we 1 2 2
2i Y
o 0 24w wo

Contracting with (6.8), we find that (5.14) is satisfied. The complex structure deformation
(6.8) thus provides the explicit realization of the map from solutions of three-dimensional
Einstein’s equation with negative cosmological constant to SU(2) invariant solutions of
six-dimensional KS equation. We note that from (6.4), it is straightforward to obtain an
expansion of the uplifted complex structure deformation (6.8) as an expansion in powers
of e”, similar to the Fefferman—Graham expansion of the metric (2.30).

7 Discussion and outlook

We proved a new relationship between 3D Einstein gravity in its Chern—Simons formulation
on a base manifold B3 and the SU(2)-invariant sector of six-dimensional Kodaira—Spencer
gravity on the principal bundle Bz x S3. Moreover, we derived an off-shell relation between
classical fields of the two theories by an uplift procedure and showed that the equations
of motion are equivalent for negative cosmological constant in Euclidean metric signature.
We conclude this paper by discussing some open questions and possible future directions
of our work.

Lorentzian signature and de Sitter. Our construction is performed in Euclidean
signature and for a negative cosmological constant A = —1/¢?2 < 0. In this case, 3D
Einstein gravity in the first-order formulation has a local SO(3) rotation symmetry that
leaves the flat Euclidean metric invariant. In the CS formulation, this is realized as SU(2)
gauge symmetry via the double cover. There is a subtle interplay between the sign of the
cosmological constant A, the signature of the metric, the gauge group needed to reproduce
Einstein’s equations and whether the su(2) components A%, A* of the three-dimensional
gauge fields are real or complex.

For A > 0 in Euclidean signature, the same symmetry remains, but the rewriting of
the Einstein action in terms of CS actions requires the introduction of two copies of SU(2):
there are two gauge fields A = Alr;, A = A'F; where [r;,7;] = 0 are two commuting
generators of su(2) and it is the diagonal SU(2) C SU(2)xSU(2) = SO(4) that implements
the local rotation group. A similar story applies to the A < 0 case, however in Lorentzian
signature. In this case, the local symmetry of the flat Minkowski metric is SO(1,2), whose
double cover is SL(2,R). The local symmetry is realized as SL(2,R) gauge symmetry
for two independent gauge fields A = A'# and A = A'7; where [ﬁ-,%j] = 0 are two
commuting generators of s[(2,R). Local Lorentz transformations are implemented as the
diagonal SL(2,R) € SL(2,R) x SL(2,R) = SO(2,2). In both of these cases, the gauge
fields are given in terms of the spin connection and the dreibein as A® = W' + /|| E,
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At = Wi — \/|\| E* which are real valued.?* Einstein’s equations are equivalent to their
flatness.

Because A?, A* are real valued instead of complex for Euclidean A > 0 and Lorentzian
A < 0, they cannot be uplifted to a six-dimensional almost complex structure.?® However, in
this case the uplift procedure leads to another type of structure, called almost paracomplex
structure [34], i.e. a real vector valued one-form I that squares to the identity, 121§ = 0j.
There also exists a notion of integrability of almost paracomplex structures similar to the
vanishing of the Nijenhuis tensor. It will be interesting to investigate the relation between
this integrability condition and Einstein’s equations for positive cosmological constant.

However, it turns out that our construction also applies to A > 0 in Lorentzian sig-
nature. In this case, Einstein’s equations are reproduced by simply replacing the su(2)
generators 7; in Section 2.1 with s[(2,R) generators 7;. The components of the gauge fields
are given by the same expressions A’ = W’ + %Ei and A" = W' — %Ei, however, ¢ is now
identified with the cosmological constant as A = 1/£2 > 0. Since the complexification of
sl(2,R) is also sl(2,C), the gauge fields A = A'7;, A = A'#; are sl(2,C)-valued and can
be uplifted to a six-dimensional almost complex structure as in Section 5.1.26 It follows
that integrability of the almost complex structure is equivalent to Lorentzian Einstein’s
equations with a positive cosmological constant. The six-dimensional manifold is again
SL(2,C). Compared to Euclidean A < 0, the fibers are SL(2,R) instead of SU(2). This
potentially provides an embedding of Lorentzian de Sitter gravity into topological string
theory, and an approach complementary to [54] to the quantization of de Sitter gravity.

Extension to the quantum level. Our analysis is purely classical and the next step is
to extend it to the quantum level. This involves relating the well-established path integral
of Chern—Simons theory to the known loop expansion of Kodaira—Spencer gravity. This
raises some interesting questions.

First, KS gravity is not a background independent theory, but depends on a background
complex structure parametrized as a deformation (¢,) of some reference structure Jy [55].
At the quantum level, KS gravity suffers from a holomorphic anomaly where its path
integral depends not only on the holomorphic deformation ¢, but also on ¢ [18, 19]. The
anomaly arises from the use of a Kéhler metric (that knows about t) to perform gauge
fixing in perturbation theory. The natural question is whether the holomorphic anomaly
of KS gravity on the principal bundle is realized by CS theory on the base.

The second question concerns the configuration spaces over which the path integration
should be performed. To translate 3D Einstein gravity to the CS formulation requires the
dreibein to be invertible, det E # 0, which is equivalent to the metric being non-degenerate.
However, after relaxing the torsion-free constraint and considering the connection to be an
independent field, the path integral of CS theory has to be performed also over gauge fields
with non-invertible dreibeins [11, 17]. Even though dreibeins with det £ = 0 form a set

24This means that for Euclidean A < 0, the gauge fields are su(2)-valued, while for Lorentzian A < 0,
they are s[(2,R)-valued.

ZSHowever, the uplift of W* + ¢{E* still results in an almost complex structure whose integrability is not
connected to Einstein’s equation on the base.

26The fact that Lorentzian 3D Einstein gravity with A > 0 is described by SL(2,C) CS theory is already
pointed out in [17].
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of measure zero, the path integrals of Einstein gravity and CS theory differ [11]. A direct
quantization in the metric formulation has been proposed in [6].

The deformed almost complex structures J’ on Bs x S we construct in this paper have
no vertical invariant subspace m,J'(v) # 0. We prove that this corresponds to a certain
block of components of J’' being invertible, and in fact, this block coincides exactly with
the dreibein E' upon dimensional reduction. Thus only invertible dreibeins det E/ # 0
arise from the almost complex structures we consider. KS gravity also contains deformed
structures J' satisfying m.J'(v) = 0 for some vertical vectors v which potentially must be
summed over in the path integral. However, they have no direct dimensional reduction to
CS theory. It is interesting to note that the dimensional reduction fails exactly when the
three-dimensional metric becomes degenerate. The implications of the relation between
the KS gravity and CS theory path integrals is left for future work.

The first step in answering quantum questions is to uplift the classical action of 3D
Einstein gravity to the action of KS gravity. Given that we show the equations of motion
of the two theories are related, we expect such an uplift to exist. We leave a detailed study
of this for future work.

Embedding in twisted holography. We uplift a reference solution A of 3D Einstein
gravity with a negative cosmological constant on Bz to a Calabi—Yau structure (J, 2, h)
on Bz x S3, and demonstrate that the uplift of a second off-shell gauge field A’ defines
Kodaira-Spencer theory on this background Calabi-Yau three-fold. When Bs = Hs C R*
is the hyperbolic space, we obtain H3z x S% = SL(2,C) which, as we show, coincides with
the deformed conifold [42] for the unique Ricci flat Ké&hler metric h.

Kodaira—Spencer theory on the deformed conifold was conjectured to be the holo-
graphic dual gravitational theory of a two-dimensional chiral Euclidean conformal field
theory living on the asymptotic boundary of Hs C SL(2,C) [22]. This duality is known
as twisted holography and it is conjectured to describe a topological subsector of the holo-
graphic duality between N' = 4 supersymmetric Yang-Mills (SYM) theory and type IIB
superstring theory on AdSs x S [56-58]. In fact, the chiral CFT in question is a gauged
U(N) beta-gamma system 2y which is the holomorphic twist of N'= 4 SYM [21], while
Kodaira—Spencer theory is conjectured to be the twist of type IIB supergravity on the
gravity side [59]. The duality can also be derived by a brane argument [59] similar to the
original derivation of the AdS/CFT correspondence [56]. The starting point is to consider
the topological B-model on C? 2 RS and a stack of N B-branes extending along a complex
line C [22]. The worldvolume theory of the branes coincides with 2y [22, 60] while the tar-
get space gravity theory of the B-model is Kodaira—Spencer theory [18, 19]. In the large-N
limit, the backreaction of the branes deforms the canonical complex structure of C3 c C*
to the deformed conifold solution SL(2,C) C C* of Kodaira-Spencer theory [22]. As we
show in Section 6, this same solution arises as the uplift of the Poincaré AdS solution on
His.

While twisted holography captures a topological subsector of the familiar AdS;/CFTy
duality, it also stands on its own right as an AdS3/CFTy correspondence. In the usual
way, there is a matching of symmetries: the isometries of Hy C SL(2,C) capture the
global conformal group of the dual beta-gamma system while the SU(2) isometry of the
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S3 c SL(2,C) captures the R-symmetry group. The curvature radius £ = N of Hjs
determines the central charge —3 (N2 — 1) of Ay which is negative. The main difference to
AdS5/CFTy duality is that there is no coupling constant in 2 that controls stringy effects
in the bulk. In fact, 1/N-corrections of the CFT are conjectured to be captured equivalently
by quantum corrections to Kodaira—Spencer theory and by the string worldsheet genus
expansion [22].

Since the beta-gamma system contains a Virasoro stress tensor [21] indicates that 3D
Einstein gravity is contained in Kodaira—Spencer theory. Our uplift shows exactly how
3D Einstein gravity is embedded in an SU(2)-invariant subsector of twisted holography.
The uplift of the Banados solutions presented in Section 6 provides the first example of a
Fefferman—Graham type expansion in this context. It identifies the location of the stress
tensor expectation value in the subleading terms of the complex structure deformation.
The derivation of the full generating functional of stress tensor correlation functions [61]
as an on-shell action of Kodaira—Spencer theory is left for future work.

The SU(2)-invariant complex structure deformations considered in this work are zero-
modes of general non-invariant deformations in an expansion in spherical harmonics of
the S3. Upon dimensional reduction, higher harmonics give raise to higher Kaluza-Klein
modes in three dimensions which are additional fields on top of 3D Einstein gravity with
increasing spin. Combined with the mathematical technology of [40], our approach may be
used to determine the equation of motion of these modes. This will shed light on the field
content needed to UV complete AdS3/CFTy duality in the topological string. Since the
beta-gamma system is well-defined for any finite value of N, this approach is of interest for
answering questions about non-perturbative effects in three-dimensional quantum gravity
such as the need for sum over topologies and ensemble averaging.

Inclusion of holonomies and black holes. In the analysis presented here, we assume
that the gauge fields A and A have trivial holonomies. In general, solutions of the Chern-
Simons equation of motion of the form (2.31) are only solutions in an open neighborhood,
whereas global solutions have to include holonomies [44, 46]. Some solutions of this more
general form describe black hole solutions of Einstein’s equations [44, 62]. Using the uplift
procedure, it is interesting to study KS gravity on backgrounds corresponding to three-
dimensional black hole solutions. For this analysis, a rigorous treatment of the uplift of
holonomies is needed. It is then natural to ask about the nature of the theory dual to
KS gravity on these backgrounds or whether such a theory even exists. Besides adding to
the twisted holographic dictionary, this construction might enable a counting of black hole
microstates in terms of the beta-gamma system.

One possible tool to diagnose black holes in KS gravity from the boundary perspective
is to compute the torus partition function of the beta-gamma system as the Schur limit of
the superconformal index of N' = 4 SYM theory [21]. The superconformal index was shown
to encompass a wide range of large-N behaviors depending on the scaling of the global U(1)
charge [63]. In particular, if the charge scales quadratically in N, the superconformal index

N 2, capturing the entropy of non-perturbative degrees

decomposes into an expansion in e~
of freedom constituting a black hole in the bulk [63]. It will be interesting to understand

whether this holds for the beta-gamma system.
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Ryu—Takayanagi formula in KS gravity. The theory dual to KS gravity is the chi-
ral half of a non-unitary CFT, namely, a gauged beta-gamma system. This theory has a
known negative central charge. A central question we would like to answer is whether the
Maldacena-Lewkowycz—Dong type argument [64, 65] is applicable to KS gravity, i.e. if it
yields an expression similar to an RT formula [66, 67] which may then be checked against
the entanglement entropy in the beta-gamma 2D CFT. As we know how to calculate holo-
graphic entanglement in 3D Chern—Simons gravity from the expectation value of Wilson
loops, we will start by adapting the methods of [68] to uplift the semiclassical approach
for a single interval to the KS setup. This should yield an independent derivation of the
prefactor of the KS action.
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A Integrability conditions for almost complex structures

In this appendix we show that a necessary condition for the existence of complex coordi-
nates is the vanishing of the Nijenhuis tensor. In addition, we prove that the vanishing of
the Nijenhuis tensor is equivalent to the Kodaira—Spencer equation.

Alternative expression for the Nijenhuis tensor. Let us consider the contraction
of the Nijenhuis tensor with two vector fields

N¢(X,Y) = N5 XY?, (A1)
where the right hand side is defined as
NG =2 (J§ a[aJlj - Jffl Aa ) - (A.2)
We will now prove that
N(X.Y) = [X, Y]+ J([X,J(V)]) + J([J(X),Y]) = [J(X), J(Y)], (A.3)

where J(X) = J# X® and [X,Y]* = X?9,Y% — Y? 9, X is the Lie bracket of vector fields.
To this end, we simply substitute the definitions to obtain
NE(X,Y)=X%9,Y° -~ Y9, X+ J (X 0y(J3 YY) — T Y9, X9)
+ JE(J5X40Y? — Y 9y (J8 X9)) — (JE XL O, (J5YD) — JAYP 0,(J5 X)) .
(A.4)
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Here the second term is
JE(X0p(JoYY) — TV, XY = =X 0 Y + XY 0,0 — JETEY 9, X, (A5)
the third term is
JE(JEXL0,Y? — Yl 0,(JE X)) = JE TS X9,y + YO 9, X¢ — XY JC 9, T4,  (A.6)
and the fourth term is
— (J5 XP0u(JGY ) = Ty Y 0u(J5 X))
= —JP IS X0, YT — XPY LT 0TS + JR ISV 0, X0+ XY T2 0, TS . (A7)
We see that all terms involving derivatives of X and Y cancel in (A.4) and we are left with
NEX,Y) = XYV IS 00T — XYV IS0y JG — XPY T 0aJ5 + XYV JP 00T (AB)
= (JEOyJG — JE D I8 — JE 0TS + J3 9, JE) XYY, (A.9)
Vanishing of the Nijenhuis tensor. From (3.7) it follows that
by’ = (10— I a1 J5) 0w’ £ £y W' = —(1 010 J5j + Jfi Oja)Jyy) D' . (A.10)

Notice that in terms of the projectors (3.2), equation (3.7) takes the form (3.10). This
implies that J,w' and d,w* are (1,0)- and (0, 1)-forms respectively, and assuming they
form a complete basis, they project the right-hand sides of (A.10) to the respective tangent
spaces. Thus the integrability conditions f[azb] w' = £ ey w' = 0 are equivalent to

(65— i J5) (i 0 i) — I, Ot i) = 0 = (8541 J5) (1 O s} + I, Ot Ji)) » (A.11)

where we have used that the projectors are given by (3.2).

First, we expand

(65— J§) (i Opas] — Jf, Oy i) (A.12)
= (= JE O S + JE 0eJE + JG 00T — J5 05 J0) + i (00 — OpJS + J§ JE Dedy — J§ ¢ DeJ?) .

In terms of the Nijenhuis tensor (A.2) it follows by using J? = —1 that the second line of
(A.12) can be written as

(& . C 4 e 1 c . c
(65— J9) (i i) — I, Dy Ii}) = 5 (05— iJ§) N& | (A.13)
and similarly, we obtain
1
(65 + 1 J9) (i O g) + Jf, Dy Ji}) = 505 +1i7§) N& . (A.14)
Therefore the equations (A.11) are equivalent to
Iy N4, =T NG, =0, (A.15)

which imply Ng, = 0.
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Integrability as the closure of Lie brackets. Using the expression (A.3) for the
Nijenhuis tensor, we consider

NV, Vj) = Vi, Vil + J(Vi, JV)]) + J([T(Vi), V5]) = [T(Va), J(V;)] (A.16)

where the vector field V; is dual to A; and defined in (3.5). Using

JWVi) =iV, J(Vi) =iV, (A.17)
which follow from the definition of J (3.6) and the orthonormality relations (3.5), we obtain
N(Vi,Vj) = Vi, Vil = id([Vi, Vi]) =i (Vi, Vi) + Vi, Vil = ATV, Vi), (A1)

where the projector II is defined in (3.2). Similarly, we find N(V;,V;) = 41I([V;, V;]). Since
II + II = 1, the vanishing of the Nijenhuis tensor is equivalent to

[V, V) = TV, V) = 0. (A.19)

Thus we have proven that the Nijenhuis tensor vanishes N = 0 if and only if the the algebra
of (1,0) vector fields closes under the Lie bracket, or in other words, if and only if the Lie
bracket of any two (1,0) vector fields is a (1,0) vector field [V;,V;] € THY P, This gives
an alternative definition of integrability of J.

Given a basis of dual one-forms (3.4), the equations (A.19) are equivalent to
AR (Vi V5]) = AX(V, Vi) = 0, (A.20)

for all k = 1,2,3. This follows from the fact that A'(I(X)) = A (X) = II(AY(X)) and
AT(X)) = AY(X) = II(AY(X)) where X is an arbitrary vector field.

The Kodaira—Spencer equation. We will now apply this to consider the integrability
of the almost complex structure J' defined in (3.37). By using the expressions (3.21) for
the dual vector fields, we obtain

Vi, V5] = 0535 (0 — a3, ), (91 — oy ™ O]

(2

+ (Vigh) (01— o ™ Om) — (V)57) Ok — 0, 0n) (A.21)

where the remaining commutator is explicitly
[(Ok — ™), (0 — a; ™ Om)] = —2 (g[kal]” — " Omjoy™) Op - (A.22)
Thus (A.21) can be written as
[V, V) = —2555 Bay™ — ay™ dmjay™) 0 + (Vo) SV, — (Viah)Sp W, (A.23)
where ¥ is the inverse of @ and we used again (3.21). Here we write

O = (KN, (SkV +a, 7SV, (A.24)

43 —



where we have defined sz = 5;- —a;Pa, . Because of (3.24) the inverse of K always exists.

i “p
We obtain

Vi, )73] ==2 55252' (K’l)ﬁﬁg (g[kal]n — o Omyoy ") \Z (A.25)
-2 6?69- (K‘l);drpig (E[ka”" —ag" Qi) V,+2(37 17'[1»62-})) V.

Since A'(V}) = 0 and A"(V)) = 4. due to (3.20), we obtain

AUV, V) = —25755 (K0S Gy ™ — ap™ Omjay™) (A.26)
Similarly, we obtain
AUVLVY) = 20kl (RTEES (O™ — &y D™ (A.27)

Here, we have defined K ; = 5; - P&, ?. Since o, & are invertible, the integrability (A.20)

P
of J' is equivalent to the Kodaira—Spencer equations (3.32).

B Diffeomorphism covariance of Kodaira—Spencer equation

In this appendix, we derive the transformation behavior of the complex structure defor-
mation under diffeomorphisms and show that the Kodaira—Spencer equation transforms
covariantly [43].

Let us consider a diffeomorphism D* = D*(z) which in complex coordinates of J has
components D = (D*(w, w), D*(w,w)). Under this diffeomorphism, the components of the
connection A" as defined in (3.20) transform as 1-forms,

Ai(z) = (2% 0 D) (A + (0, 0 D) dT")

, J , DF J . DF
= (¥ 0D) [(81) + () 0 D) 8D> dw™ + (85 + (o) 0 D) (9D> dwm] ,

ow™ ow™ ow™ ow™
(B.1)
where @' and @ are defined in (3.17). Now, we define,
Ni=0;D'+ (oy,' o D)9;D", Ni=09;D"+ (o,' o D)0; D" . (B.2)
Using these definitions, we rewrite (B.1) as
Ali(z) = (i o D) (N} dw” + N} dw") 53)

= (X% o D) N} (dw® + (N"HE N7, dw™) .

Here, we have assumed that the inverse of N exists. Thus, .,Z”(:r) has the form (3.20) and
we read off the transformation of Z; and o7,

&’ =(N"HI Nk, ¥ = (3} oD)NF. (B.4)

We note that for a holomorphic-antiholomorphic diffeomorphisms C; as defined in (3.19),
the definitions of IV ; and N ; simplify,

N} =9;f", Nj= (o} oCy)0;f", (B.5)
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which proves (3.27) and (3.29). Analogous statements hold for ¥ and a,’

Next, we investigate the transformation of the Kodaira-Spencer equation (3.32). The
transformed holomorphic Kodaira—Spencer equation is given by

Ey =0y — a[jl Ay ' = (9 — ab.l Ay) ayy' - (B.6)

Using the transformation of the complex structure deformation (B.4), we find

=0y — (VL NE ) (N (N D)

= (N5 @y — (N7 N 0y) N+ N (9 = Ny (N1, 9) (N1,

= (N5 = (N N o) Nt = (N, (N NG (8 — NN )50 N2
(B.7)

= =<

where in the last step, we have used the inverse derivative rule. After using the definitions
(B.2) and some laborious manipulations, we obtain

Eip = (N5 (9 — @" 9p) D) (B — @,"0)4) D') (B o D). (B.8)

Thus, the Kodaira-Spencer equation is diffeomorphism invariant in the sense that the
deformation &; ’ is integrable if «;; 7 is. See also [43].

C Equivalence of flatness and integrability of the almost complex struc-
ture

In this appendix, we provide details on the proof of equivalence between flatness of A and
integrability of the SU(2) invariant almost complex structure. In particular we give proofs
for (4.35) and (4.37) in the main text.

Derivation of (4.35). We decompose V; into vertical v; € V and horizontal h; € H
vector fields as

Vi=wv;+h;. (C.1)

The vertical tangent space is spanned by fundamental vector fields. In addition, since
by assumption the almost complex structure J has no invariant vertical subspace, the
horizontal tangent bundle is spanned by the action of J on the vertical tangent bundle.
Thus there exist Lie algebra elements a;, b; € su(2) such that

Vi=a +J07), (C.2)
which in components is explicitly
Vi = ()" + I ()" (C3)

The vector fields V; are defined by (3.5) and they are (1, 0)-vector fields that satisfy J(V;) =
1V;. Thus it follows that
myr=o, (C.4)
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where the projector is defined in (3.2). It follows that b?E = —iaf&. Thus we obtain
Vit = (8 — i)l = 210 ()" (C:5)
Next, we have
A(Vz) - A{l Vl-a Tj =T;. (CG)
Using A = W+i& (4.23) together with the identities (4.5) and (4.8), equation (C.6) implies
a; = %Ti thus proving (4.35).

Proof of (4.37). We start by rewriting

A 0 = (7 7 =il T =i T 7 = I, IR, ()

where we have used the definition of the projectors (3.2). By the formula (A.3) for the
Nijenhuis tensor, we obtain

(), I = =N o) + [+ T TG + T, 7). (C8)

Substituting to (C.7) gives

A7), ()] = N(off o) — 200077 T (7)) + [T (7). 7)) - (C.9)

Similarly, we obtain from (3.2) that
A () = 7 il T =i [T, 7+ (), T (). (o)
Substituting (C.8) gives

A, ()] = =N ) + 20 7] = 20T (7)), 7)) + 20 107 J<TJ#(>]> "
C.11

Now, we consider a curve g(t) = '™ € SU(2) that generates the fundamental vector field
Tl-# to write the Lie bracket

# #\1 — #y _ 1
[, I = £ D7) = lim t

: (C.12)

where £ denotes the Lie derivative. When the Lie bracket is evaluated at a point p,
the vector field J (Tj#) in the first term in the numerator is understood to be evaluated

at Ry(—¢)(p). This ensures that (Ryw)«J (TJ#) is an element of the tangent space at p
and the subtraction is well defined. Under the right-action diffeomorphism induced by

g(—t) = g(t)~ 1, J transforms as
J = (Ry)s(Ry—y)*J . (C.13)

Here, if we evaluate the left-side of the equation at a point p, we have to evaluate J on
the right-hand side at Ry(_y(p). Thus, it follows that the first term in the numerator of
(C.12) is given by N

(Ry(e))wd () = T(Ry(e))o]) - (C.14)
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Thus, if J is SU(2)-invariant and (4.21) holds, we find

#

7'# — 7!
I = J QLD% (Rg(”)*tf ! ) = (Lprf) =aF ). (Cas)

Substituting (C.15) into (C.9) and using the definition of the projectors (3.2) as well as
the property (3.1), we obtain

4[I(), 1)) — 4TI([r], 7)) = N (7], 77) (C.16)
and substituting to (C.11), we obtain
A7), ()] = =N(],77) (C.17)

thus proving (4.37).

D Induced complex structure on SL(2,C)

In this appendix, we give a more detailed derivation of the complex structure on Ps =
SL(2,C) induced by the embedding in C* as in (4.11). Let (v,7"), with i=1,2,3,4, be
complex coordinates on C* where each v® parametrizes a factor of C in the standard way
C = R2. The corresponding complex structure J: TC* — TC* on C* takes the form

J=idv'®d; —idv' ;. (D.1)

Here, we denote 3% = % and ég = %. The hypersurface Py C C* is defined by the two
equations
fw)=ovt —v?2d —1=0, f@)=00*-2?°-1=0. (D.2)

The kernel of df defines a notion of vectors tangent to the embedding hypersurface. Ex-
plicitly calculating df, we find three linearly independent vectors spanning its kernel,

bi =8 — Ly, (D.3)
U1

by = 52 + % 64 , (D.4)
U1

by = 63 + %2 é4 . (D.5)
U1

Similarly, the kernel of df is spanned by the complex conjugates b; = (b;)* and together
(bi, b;) span the linear subspace of T,C* tangent to Ps.

Now, we introduce a parametrization w’ of Py, with ¢ = 1,2, 3, and write the embedding
E: Py — C* as v' = E(w) and ¥ = E'(w). By definition, the embedding satisfies
f(E(w)) =0, f(E(w)) = 0 and it is explicitly

14 wed

1,2,3 1,2,3 1,2,3
145 :E7a — 34y
v (w) =w -

, vt =EYw) (D.6)
Pulling back the form index of J onto Pg using this embedding gives by an explicit calcu-
lation

E*J=idw' @b, —idw' ®b;. (D.7)
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This is a map E*J: TPs — TC* and does not yet define a complex structure on Ps whose
image is TPs. In other words, for X € TPs, (E*J)(X) is a vector field on C* which is
defined completely by its action on functions in C*. Notice that the action of (E*.J)(X)
on functions restricted to Py defines a vector field on Ps. Thus we can define an induced
complex structure Jinq: TPy — T Ps from E*J via restriction as

Tind(X)(S(w)) = (E*I)(X)(S(0))lu=pw) (D.8)

where S(w) is a function on Py obtained as the restriction of a function S(v) on C* via
S(w) = S(E(w)). It follows that the complex coordinates associated to Jinq on Ps coincide
with w?. To see this, we use the fact that

~

AiS(w) = BiS(E(w)) = HE' (w) ;S (0)|v=p(u) - (D.9)
By using the embedding (D.6), we obtain
8:5(w) = bi(5)—5w) (D.10)
so that we can write the induced complex structure as
Jind = idw' @ 0; — i dw' ® 0; . (D.11)

To summarize, there is an induced complex structure on SL(2,C) inherited by the embed-
ding into C* under which SL(2,C) inherits three of the four holomorphic coordinates of
C*.

E Degrees of freedom of an almost complex structure

In this appendix, we present a counting of the independent degrees of freedom of an almost
complex structure. To do so, it is advantageous to reframe (3.1) in terms of matrices.

An almost complex structure on a 2n-dimensional manifold acts on the tangent space
as a vector valued 1-form with

J? = —id. (E.1)

Here id is the identity endomorphism. We represent the almost complex structure as a
matrix. The minimal polynomial of J is

P +1=(x+i)(x—i)=0. (E.2)

Since the minimal polynomial has no duplicate roots, J is complex diagonalizable with
eigenvalues +i. For k = 1,...,n we denote by v an eigenvector of J with eigenvalue +i.
But since J is real, it follows that

Jup =, = Jup = —ivy, (E3)
i.e. the eigenvectors occur in conjugate pairs and there exists a real basis (x;,y;) with

v; = X + 15 , Vi = T — 1Y - (E.4)
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By comparing coefficients in (E.3), we find that
Jr; = —y;, Jy; = x; . (E.5)
Thus, we construct the real matrix
P=(x1,...,%n,y1,...,yn) € GL(2n,R), (E.6)

such that
J=PJyP !, (E.7)

where Jj is a reference complex structure defined as

Jo = (_?Ln ]10”> . (E.8)

Here, 1,, = diag(1,...,1) is the n-dimensional unit matrix.

Since P is a real matrix, we find that any J satisfying (E.1) is real conjugate to J.
It follows that any two J and J’ are real conjugate so that all possible almost complex
structures lie in a GL(2n,R) orbit of Jy. To find the dimensionality of this orbit, we have
to find the stabilizer, i.e. the subset C' C GL(2n,R) defined by S € GL(2n,R) satisfying

ShSt=J < [SJ]=0. (E.9)

By explicit computation, we find that S has to be of the block diagonal form

_ A —-B nxn
S—<BA>, A, B e R™™ (E.10)

such that the inverse S~! exists. Note that S is conjugate to the complex matrix

_(A+iB 0 , nxn
K_< ) A_Z,B), A+iBe ™, (E.11)
such that
det S = det K = det(A + iB) det(A — iB). (E.12)

Thus S is invertible iff the complex matrices A +iB and A — iB are invertible. The map

A -B

C — GL(n,C), S= (B )

>»—>A+iB. (E.13)

defines a group isomorphism between the stabilizer C' and the group GL(n,C), since the
map preserves group multiplication. We check this by calculating

AA' — BB' —(AB' + BA'
5= (AB’ + BA’ E4A’ — BB’ )> (B-14)
and
(A+iB)(A +iB') = AA' — BB’ +i(AB' + BA). (E.15)
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The fact that the stabilizer is isomorphic to GL(n,C) is not surprising, as we know that
complex structures are equivalent if they are related by a holomorphic-antiholomorphic
diffeomorphism as defined in (3.19), which preserve the span of the +i eigenvectors and
act locally as GL(n,C).

The action of the stabilizer defines an equivalence relation on GL(2n,R),
P~P & 3SecC P =8P, (E.16)

since the left action by elements of the centralizer leaves the complex structure (E.7)
invariant. Thus, the number of independent degrees of freedom is

dim GL(2n,R) — dim GL(n,C) = (2n)? — 2n* = 2n?. (E.17)

Thus, a general almost complex structure on a 2n-dimensional manifold is parametrized by
2n? independent functions of all coordinates. For a six-dimensional manifold with n = 3,
this makes 18 independent functions.

F Absence of an invariant vertical subspace

In this appendix, we give a more detailed discussion of (4.20), i.e. the absence of a vertical
invariant subspace of the almost complex structure.

Derivation of (5.19). We now derive the explicit expression (5.19) of the uplifted almost
complex structure in the right-invariant basis. Note that the right- and left-invariant
Maurer—Cartan forms are conjugate,

GG =G GGG =G6"10eaq, (F.1)

where we used the definition ©® = dGG~! as in the main text. Using this fact, we rewrite
the definitions (5.1) of the uplifted W,

W=G'"WG+G'eG=G"1(W+0)G. (F.2)
Expanding W = W'r; and © = ©'r; and using (2.22), we obtain
W= A (W +07) = A" (W] dyt + 7). (F.3)
Similarly, from (5.1), we find
E'=N,E =N\ ;E]dy". (F.4)

In both of the above equations, we have suppressed the dependence of A* ;= A J(ac) on the
coordinates x*. Note that both E* and W* have only form legs in the dy® directions, since
they live on the base. Thus, we have expressed W' and £ in the basis P¥ = (dy*, ©%). As
described in the main text, we define a dual basis Pg = (Oy», ©;). The vector fields W; in
this basis take the form

.0;, (F.5)
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and similarly &; are '
&= (AN BN (0 — W) ©)). (F.6)

Note that E;‘ is defined by (2.7). We construct the almost complex structure from (4.19)
and obtain

J = —WﬁEZ” dy"” ® Oyv - E'0'® Oyu o (F.7)

+ (B, + W, EXY W) dy" @ ©; + EZHWﬂ@ZQ@@j.
Consistency of dimensional reduction. The property (5.18) is vital for the consis-
tency of the dimensional reduction, since it ensures that in the right-invariant basis the
0! ® Oyr components form an invertible matrix. These are exactly the almost complex
structures that arise from an uplift via (F.7) where it is assumed that the dreibein is
invertible. We now prove that (5.18) follows from (4.20).

We denote the components in the right invariant basis by
J=T/dy" @0p + T/ 0 @0y + Tidy" ®6; + T/ ©'® 6. (F.8)

To investigate (4.20), we first calculate J (TZ-#). Using the definition (4.2) of fundamental
vector fields and the fact that the basis P¥ is right invariant, we calculate

() = H W) = S Ran@)| =

=Y
—o At

") =0, (F.9)

t=0

where we used that y*(Ry(p)) = y*(p). Furthermore, using the transformation G(p) =
G(Ru(p)) = G(p) u of G under right-action, we find

o(#) = LRy ()G 0)| = Glp) Letm

) =G G = (A1)
#=2 =G0 | ) =0mGT = ()

t=0

iTj -

(F.10)

Therefore, we have ©7 (Ti#) = (A1 ;- It follows that in the right invariant basis, the
fundamental vector fields take the form

= (A, e;. (F.11)
Thus, we obtain
T = (Y, 7(05) = (AT, 7 e + (A, TF 6 (F.12)
We notice that ‘
m.0; =N, 71'*7']# =0, 7Oy = Oy, (F.13)
so that we obtain '
mJ(7]) = (AN T Oy (F.14)

Since we can expand any vertical vector a# as a¥ :.aiTi#, the condition (4.20) requires
that (A~")7, 7 a’ Oyu # 0 for arbitrary a', ie. (A1), JF has a trivial kernel. Thus the
product is invertible. Since (A~!)’. is invertible by construction, this implies that J/" is
invertible i.e. there exists jﬁ such that jlj jjﬂ = (5; Thus, we have proven (5.18).
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Derivation of (5.14). Now, we turn to discuss the implications of (4.20) on a complex
structure deformation. We denote by J’ of the form (3.37) an integrable deformation of the
complex structure J, which we assume to satisfy (4.20). We will now derive the condition
for o under which J’ also satisfies (4.20). For any vertical vector v € V,

0 # mJ' (v) = mJ(v) + T (v) (F.15)
where we use the shorthand
a = 2i (o dw’ @ 0; — &' dw ® 0) (F.16)

in the holomorphic coordinates of the background complex structure J. The above equation
is linear, so we can instead write

Teal(1?) # —m J (7)) = — & . (F.17)
Here, we used W; = Ti# and J(W;) = &;. Using (F.6) and (F.13), we calculate
m& = (A1), B Oy (F.18)
Expanding o as
a=(«a ) W' ® & +(a2) E W, —|—(a3) E® & +(a4) W7 @ W; (F.19)
and using (F.3) - (F.6) together with (F.13), we find
() #-mé& e (ar)l # -0k (F.20)

In order to translate this inequality into the holomorphic coordinates of the background
complex structure, we invert (3.12) and use (4.24) to obtain

- 5 _ls
0= 5 S Wy i), Bi= T W, +ig). (F.21)

Similarly, using (4.23), we find
dw’ = o} W +4i&7), dw’ =55 (W —i&?). (F.22)

Substituting to (F.16) and comparing with (F.19), we obtain
(oq) la oyt —i—Zla a,' =2Re(Zi5% a,h). (F.23)
Thus, using (F.20) we arrive at the condition
2Re (3] 55 ;') # =4} (F.24)

If « satisfies this condition and is integrable, the deformed complex structure J’ satisfies
(4.20).
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