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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 Bañados solutions. Our construction embeds three-dimensional gravity into

topological string theory and AdS3/CFT2 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/CFT2. 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/CFT2 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 AdS3×S3

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 B3 and KS gravity on the principal bundle B3 × S3 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/CFT2 duality,

such as the need for a sum over topologies and ensemble averaging [23–28].

Relations between 3D Einstein 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 Σ2 was related to 3D Einstein gravity on Σ2 × R. Similarly, a web of closely

connected results appear in the context of the unification of different topological gravities
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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

α is integrable or equivalently that the resulting deformed complex structure J + 4 Imα

is integrable. The equation of motion is a first-order differential equation for α [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×S3 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 B3 × S3 (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].1 We identify deformations α 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

B3 to a complex structure deformation α on B3 × S3. The resulting α 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

1There 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.
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complex structure on B3 × S3, while A′ and its uplift α remain off-shell. We show that

when A′ additionally satisfies the flatness conditions of 3D CS theory, α 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×S3 can be consistently dimensionally reduced to a single sl(2,C)-valued gauge

field A on the base.2 In this sense, 3D Einstein gravity is the SU(2)-invariant zero-mode

sector of KS gravity on B3 × S3. Following [40], more general SU(2)-non-invariant defor-

mations can be expanded in modes of the S3 and lead to higher Kaluza–Klein (KK) modes

on B3. 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.3

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 Kähler metric is used for gauge fixing in perturbation theory

[22]. We show that a Calabi–Yau structure on B3 × S3 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 Kähler metric on B3×S3 which coincides with the deformed conifold

[42]. This sets up a route for a full path integral over the off-shell fields A′ and α, 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 (Ei, ωij),

where Ei denotes the dreibein and ωij the spin connection, we show there is an invertible

map between off-shell degrees of freedom (E′i, ω′ij) and SU(2)-invariant complex structure

deformations α j
i in six dimensions,

off-shell dreibein E′i

and spin connection ω′ij

in three dimensions

←→
SU(2)-invariant complex

structure deformation

α j
i in six dimensions.

2On 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.
3Anomaly 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.
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Furthermore, when (E′i, ω′ij) are on-shell and solve three-dimensional Einstein’s equa-

tions with a negative cosmological constant, then α j
i is a solution of Kodaira–Spencer

gravity,

Einstein’s equations with

a negative cosmological

constant

←→
Kodaira–Spencer

equation in six

dimensions.

Our approach is based on the CS formulation where the fields (Ei, ωij) of 3D Einstein

gravity on a three-manifold B3 are combined into a single sl(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 B3,

a second off-shell gauge field A′ ̸= A determines a unique complex structure deformation

α on the SU(2) principal bundle B3 × 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 B3 × S3 such that J(A) = iA, in other words, A is a (1, 0)-form with

respect to J . When the (1, 0)-form is flat dA+A∧A = 0, J is integrable, which allows to

cover the bundle with complex coordinates wi. 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.4 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 B3 × S3 via the formula

A = G−1AG+G−1dG , (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 Ω and a Ricci flat Kähler metric h given by

Ω = −4Tr (A ∧A ∧A) ,
hij = K ′′(κ) Tr (∂iMM†) Tr (M ∂jM†) +K ′(κ) Tr (∂iM ∂jM†) ,

(1.2)

whereM is defined by A =M−1dM, K is a function of κ = Tr (MM†) and the trace is

evaluated in the fundamental representation. The function K can be chosen such that h is

4There is a further technical condition on J that requires it to have no invariant vertical subspace.
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Ricci flat (see (4.52)) in which case the principal bundle B3 × S3 equipped with (J,Ω, 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

Einstein’s equations that determines a background complex structure on the bundle, a

second off-shell gauge field A′ uplifts to a unique deformation α of the complex structure.

Let A′ = A′i τi be the uplift of the gauge field A′ via the general formula (1.1) where τi are

generators of su(2). Then the components α j
i of the deformation in complex coordinates

(wi, wi) of the background are given by

A′i = Σ′i
j (dw

j + α j
k dwk) . (1.3)

Because A′ arising from an uplift is SU(2)-equivariant, it follows that α 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×S3. It follows

that the KS equation for α is equivalent to A′ and A′ being flat

∂[µA
′i
ν] +

1

2
εijk A

′j
[µA

′k
ν] = 0 ↔ ∂[aA′i

b] +
1

2
εijkA

′j
[aA

′k
b] = 0 ↔ ∂[j α

i
k] − α l

[j ∂|l| α
i

k] = 0 .

where µ = 1, 2, 3 label coordinates on the base B3, a = 1, . . . , 6 label real coordinates on

the bundle B3 × S3 and i = 1, 2, 3 label either su(2) indices (for A′ and A′) or complex

coordinates (wi, wi) on B3 × S3 (for α). This establishes the relation between Einstein’s

equations on B3 and KS equations on B3 × 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 = 0, these symmetries

are realized as three-dimensional diffeomorphism covariance5 and gauge invariance. The

symmetry transformations on the base B3 are unified into six-dimensional diffeomorphisms

that preserve the principal bundle B3 × S3 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 Bañados solutions. We demonstrate our construction explicitly by uplifting

a family of solutions of Einstein’s equations with a negative cosmological constant known as

Bañados 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 AdS3 solution f(z) = z and f(z) = z in

Poincaré coordinates (r, 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, w2, w3) and (w1, w2, w3) which are functions of the Poincaré coordinates

on B3 and Euler angles on S3. We take the second solution A′ to be a general Bañados

5By covariance we mean that if A is a solution, then so is the pull-back of A with a diffeomorphism.
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geometry with f(z) ̸= z and f(z) ̸= z and show that it uplifts to the complex structure

deformation

α j
i (w,w) dwi ⊗ ∂j =

T (z)

||w||6
w1w2

(
dw2 ⊗ ∂1 + dw1 ⊗ ∂2 −

w2

w1
dw1 ⊗ ∂1 −

w1

w2
dw2 ⊗ ∂2

)
+

T (z)

||w||8
w2

2

w2
1

(w1 dw2 ⊗ ∂3 − w2 dw1 ⊗ ∂3) , (1.4)

where T (z) ≡ 1
2{f(z), z} is the Schwarzian derivative and ||w|| ≡

√
|w1|2 + |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 Bañados 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 B3 equipped with a Euclidean metric g and coor-

dinates yµ. In the metric formulation, the Euclidean action of Einstein(–Hilbert) gravity

is given by

IEH[g] = −
1

2κ

∫
B3

d3y
√
g

(
R+

2

ℓ2

)
, (2.1)

where R is the Ricci scalar of the Euclidean metric gµν and −1/ℓ2 with ℓ > 0 is the negative

cosmological constant. The equations of motion for the metric are given by Rµν− 1
2 Rgµν−

1
ℓ2
gµν = 0 which can be compactly written as

δµ[νδ
µ1
ρ1 δ

ν1
σ1]

[
Rρ1σ1

µ1ν1 +
1

ℓ2
(δρ1µ1

δσ1
ν1 − δσ1

µ1
δρ1ν1 )

]
= 0 . (2.2)
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By using the identity 3! δµ[νδ
µ1
ρ1 δ

ν1
σ1]

= εµµ1ν1 ενρ1σ1 in three dimensions,6 (2.2) implies

Rµν
ρσ = − 1

ℓ2
(δµρ δ

ν
σ − δµσδ

ν
ρ) . (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 B3.

Einstein gravity in three dimensions is thus topological in this sense.

First-order formulation. In the metric formulation, the connection Γρ
µν 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 Γρ
µν as

an independent field and write the Euclidean metric as

gµν = δij E
i
µE

j
ν , (2.4)

where Ei
µ is the dreibein. The Einstein’s equation (2.3) for the metric (2.4) is then equiv-

alent to

Rµν
ρσ +

1

ℓ2
(δµρ δ

ν
σ − δµσδ

ν
ρ) = 0 , Γρ

[µν] = 0 , (2.5)

where Rρ
σµν = ∂µΓ

ρ
νσ − ∂νΓ

ρ
µσ + Γρ

µλΓ
λ
νσ − Γρ

νλΓ
λ
µσ 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 Γρ
µν for a spin connection which is defined as

(ωi
j)µ = Ei

ρE
ν
j Γ

ρ
µν − Eν

j ∂µE
i
ν , (2.6)

where we have defined the inverse dreibein via

Eµ
j Ei

µ = δij . (2.7)

By writing (ωi
j)µ = δjk ω

ik
µ , the Riemann tensor Rρ

σµν of Γρ
µν can be written as

(f ij)µν = ∂[µω
ij
ν] + δkl ω

ik
[µ ωlj

ν] , (f ij)µν =
1

2
Rρσ

µν E
i
ρE

j
σ , (2.8)

where (f ij)µν is called the curvature of the spin connection. In terms of (E,ω), the equa-

tions (2.5) then take the form

(f ij)µν +
1

ℓ2
Ei

[µE
j
ν] = 0 , ∂[µE

i
ν] + δjk ω

ij
[µE

k
ν] = 0 , (2.9)

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

6In our conventions, anti-symmetrization of n indices contains a factor of 1/n! .
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Chern–Simons formulation. The fields (E,ω) 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 i via7

W i ≡ −1

2
ε i
kl ωkl , ωij = −εij k W

k . (2.10)

Similarly from the curvature we define

f i ≡ −1

2
ε i
kl fkl , f ij = −εij k f

k . (2.11)

The equations (2.9) thus take the form

∂[µW
i
ν] +

1

2
ε i
jk W j

[µW
k
ν] −

1

ℓ2
1

2
ε i
jk Ej

[µE
k
ν] = 0 , ∂[µE

i
ν] + ε i

jk W j
[µE

k
ν] = 0 . (2.12)

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

Wµ ≡W i
µ τi , Eµ ≡ Ei

µ τi , (2.13)

where τi = −τ †i are the three generators of su(2) with commutation and normalization

relations

[τi, τj ] = ε k
ij τk , Tr (τi τj) = −

1

2
δij , (2.14)

and the trace is taken over the fundamental representation of su(2).8 Therefore, (2.12) can

be compactly written as

dW +W ∧W − 1

ℓ2
E ∧ E = 0 , dE +W ∧ E + E ∧W = 0 , (2.15)

where we define the exterior derivative and the wedge product of su(2)-valued 1-forms as

(dC)µν ≡ ∂[µC
i
ν] τi , (C ∧D)µν ≡ (Ci ∧Dj)µν τiτj =

1

2
Ci
[µD

j
ν] [τi, τj ] . (2.16)

We define the complex Lie algebra valued 1-forms

A ≡W +
i

ℓ
E , A ≡W − i

ℓ
E , (2.17)

which have the expansions

Aµ = Ai
µ τi , Aµ = Ai

µ τi , (2.18)

where Ai
µ = (Ai

µ)
∗ is the complex conjugate. It follows that the two equations (2.15) are

equivalent to

dA+A ∧A = 0 , dA+A ∧A = 0 . (2.19)

We note that A and A are sl(2,C)-valued 1-forms, because sl(2,C) is the complexification

of su(2) i.e. elements of su(2) and sl(2,C) are linear combinations of the generators τi 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 (Ei,W i) complex valued one may

double the number of degrees of freedom to 12 making (Ai, Ai) independent fields, but we

will not do this in the following.

7We set ε123 = 1.
8While on the level of the Lie algebra su(2) is isomorphic to so(3) via τi = − i

2
σi, where σi are Pauli

matrices, the Lie group SU(2) is the double cover of SO(3)

– 9 –



Local symmetries. Einstein gravity is invariant under the local rotation group Λ(x) ∈
SO(3) that acts on the dreibein as

Êi = Λi
j E

j , Λk
i Λ

l
j δkl = δij . (2.20)

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

(ω̂i
j)µ = Λi

k (Λ
−1)l j (ω

k
l)µ − (Λ−1)kj ∂µΛ

i
k . (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(x) ∈ SU(2) the adjoint

action is given by

U−1 τi U = Λj
i τj , (2.22)

where Λj
i(x) ∈ 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 identities9

(Λ−1)ki dΛ
j
k = ε j

ik (U−1dU)k , Λl
i Λ

m
j Λ

n
k εlmn = εijk , (2.23)

we can see that (2.20) and (2.21) are respectively equivalent to

Ŵ = U−1W U + U−1dU , Ê = U−1E U , (2.24)

which can be combined into

Â = U−1AU + U−1dU . (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 δij .

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 AdS3 around

any point. In Fefferman–Graham coordinates yµ = (r, ŷα) with r > 0, the most general

solution of (2.3) is given by

gµν dy
µdyν = ℓ2dr2 + ℓ2e2r

(
γ̂αβ + γ(2)αβ e

−2r + γ(4)αβ e
−4r
)
dŷαdŷβ , (2.26)

9The first identity follows by taking a derivative of (2.22) and using (2.14).
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where the subleading coefficients satisfy [45]

γ̂αβ γ(2)αβ = −1

2
R̂ , ∇̂βγ(2)αβ = −1

2
∂αR̂ , γ(4)αβ =

1

4
γ̂δγ γ(2)αδ γ(2)βγ . (2.27)

Here γ̂αβ(ŷ) is the metric on the conformal boundary located at r →∞ and R̂ is its Ricci

scalar.

Assume now that the boundary metric is flat, R̂ = 0, and takes the form

γ̂αβ dy
αdyβ = dzdz (2.28)

in boundary complex coordinates z = z(ŷ), z = z(ŷ) = z(ŷ)∗. Then the solutions are

parametrized by two functions (T, T ) as

γ(2)zz(z, z) = T (z) , γ(2)zz(z, z) = T (z) , γ(2)zz(z, z) = 0 , (2.29)

and take the form

gµν dy
µdyν = ℓ2dr2 + ℓ2 (dz − e−2r T (z) dz)(dz − e−2r T (z) dz) . (2.30)

These solutions are known as Bañados 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 sl(2,C) gauge field of the form10

A = M−1dM , A = M−1dM , (2.31)

where M(y),M(y) ∈ SL(2,C). In terms of the gauge fields, the metric (2.4) is given by

gµν =
ℓ2

2
Tr [(Aµ −Aµ)(Aν −Aν)] . (2.32)

From the six sl(2,C) generators (τ1,2,3, iτ1,2,3) it is useful to define the generators

J± = i (τ1 ± iτ2) , J3 = iτ3 , (2.33)

which by (2.14) satisfy the sl(2,R) algebra

[J3, J±] = ±J± , [J+, J−] = 2J3 , Tr (J3J3) =
1

2
, 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, ŷ) = h(ŷ) erJ3 , M(r, ŷ) = h(ŷ) e−rJ3 , (2.35)

10To 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 ŷ. The solution (2.31)

then takes the form

A = e−rJ3 B erJ3 + dr J3 , A = erJ3 B e−rJ3 − dr J3 , (2.36)

where we have defined sl(2,C)-valued 1-forms B ≡ h−1dh and B ≡ h−1dh which have

components only in the boundary directions. In terms of the sl(2,R) generators (2.33), we
can parametrize the SL(2,C) elements as [46]

h(y) = eF J−eφJ3eσ J+ , h(y) = e−F J+e−φJ3e−σ J− , (2.37)

where F,φ, σ are arbitrary complex valued functions of the boundary complex coordinates

(z, z) and F ,φ, σ are their complex conjugates which ensures that the expansions Bi
α, B

i
α

in su(2) generators τi are complex conjugates of each other. This is required also for Ai
µ, A

i
µ

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 ImB3
α drdŷ

α [46]. Therefore

it can be put into Fefferman–Graham form by imposing the condition ImB3
α = 0 which

fixes σ, σ in terms of F, F and φ,φ. The metric on the conformal boundary takes the form

γ̂αβ dy
αdyβ = e2ω (dz + µ dz)(dz + µ dz) , (2.38)

where we have defined

e2ω = eφ+φ ∂zF ∂zF , µ =
∂zF

∂zF
, µ =

∂zF

∂zF
. (2.39)

The flat metric (2.28) on the conformal boundary is obtained by setting ω = µ = µ = 0

which sets

F (z, z) = f(z) , F (z, z) = f(z) , φ(z, z) = − log f ′(z) , φ(z, z) = − log f ′(z) . (2.40)

Imposing Fefferman–Graham gauge ImB3
α = 0 gives

σ(z, z) = −1

2

f ′′(z)

f ′(z)
, σ(z, z) = −1

2

f ′′(z)

f ′(z)
. (2.41)

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

A = J3 dr − e−r T (z) J+ dz + er J− dz , A = −J3 dr − er J+ dz + e−r T (z) J− dz (2.42)

with functions

T (z) =
1

2
{f(z), z} , T (z) =

1

2
{f(z), z} , (2.43)

where {f(z), z} is the Schwarzian derivative. The metric (2.32) takes the Bañados 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(z) = z together with φ = φ = σ = σ = 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 xa where the a = 1, . . . , 2n.

An almost complex structure on P is defined to be a real vector valued 1-form Ja
b (x) that

satisfies11

Ja
c Jc

b = −δab . (3.1)

As we review in Appendix E, J has conjugate pairs of eigenvectors with eigenvalues

±i. Thus, the existence of an almost complex structure provides a decomposition of

the complexification T C
p P of the tangent space TpP at every point p ∈ P as T C

p P =

T
(1,0)
p P ⊕ T

(0,1)
p P . Here T

(1,0)
p P and T

(0,1)
p 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

Πa
b =

1

2
(δab − i Ja

b ) , Πa
b =

1

2
(δab + i Ja

b ) (3.2)

that project vectors to T
(1,0)
p P and T

(0,1)
p P respectively. The same applies to the cotangent

space which at point p decomposes analogously ΩC
p = Ω

(1,0)
p ⊕Ω(0,1)

p . This can be generalized

to the space of (q, r)-forms, which is defined by taking q wedge products of Ω
(1,0)
p and r

wedge products of Ω
(0,1)
p ,

Ω(q,r)
p = Ω(1,0)

p ∧ · · · ∧ Ω(1,0)
p ∧ Ω(0,1)

p ∧ · · · ∧ Ω(0,1)
p . (3.3)

Consider a set of n linearly independent non-vanishing (1, 0)-forms Ai ∈ Ω(1,0) and n

independent (0, 1)-forms Ai ∈ Ω(0,1) which always exist in open neighborhoods around any

point. By definition, they satisfy

Πb
aAi

b = 0 , Πb
aAi

b = 0 (3.4)

11More precisely, J is a real automorphism J : TP → TP of the tangent bundle of P . We use the notation

TpP for the tangent space at point p and its elements are tangent vectors. The tangent bundle TP 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 Vai and Vai be the corresponding dual

vector fields such that

Ai
a Vaj = Ai

a Vaj = δij , Ai
a Vaj = Ai

a Vaj = 0 . (3.5)

Then the almost complex structure can be written as

Jb
a = i (Ai

a Vbi −Ai
a Vbi) . (3.6)

Integrability. An almost complex structure J can be used to define complex coordinates

which are linearly independent scalar fields wi(x) and wi(x), where i = 1, 2 . . . , n, that solve

the equations

£aw
i(x) ≡ (∂a + i Jb

a(x) ∂b)w
i(x) = 0 , £aw

i(x) ≡ (∂a − i Jb
a(x) ∂b)w

i(x) = 0 . (3.7)

If wi(x) solves the first equation, then wi(x) = (wi(x))∗ solves the second equation. How-

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

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

necessary condition for a solution to exist is12

£[a£b]w
i(x) = 0 = £[a£b]w

i(x) . (3.8)

In Appendix A, we show that these two equations are equivalent to the vanishing of the

Nijenhuis tensor

N c
ab ≡ 2

(
Jc
d ∂[aJ

d
b] − Jd

[a ∂|d|J
c
b]

)
= 0 . (3.9)

The fact that this is also a sufficient condition for solutions (wi, wi) to exist is the statement

of the Newlander–Nirenberg theorem [35]: an almost complex structure is integrable if and

only if N c
ab = 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

Πb
a ∂bw

i = 0 = Πb
a ∂bw

i . (3.10)

Since (wi, wi) exist by integrability, this implies that dwi ∈ Ω(1,0) and dwi ∈ Ω(0,1). Because

∂aw
i, ∂aw

i are linearly independent they form a basis and we can expand the 1-forms

satisfying (3.4) as

Ai
a = Σi

j ∂aw
j , Ai

a = Σi
j ∂aw

j (3.11)

with some local GL(3,C) matrices Σi
j(w,w) and Σi

j(w,w). Here, invertibility of Σi
j ,Σ

i
j

ensures linear independence of the form fields Ai. Moreover, note that detΣdetΣ =

12Notice that the differential operators £ = Π ◦ d and £ = Π ◦ d, where d is the exterior derivative, are

the Dolbeault operators. Here we understand Π,Π to act on arbitrary differential forms by projecting all

form indices. The integrability condition is then equivalent to £2 = £2 = 0, or, to d = £+£.
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| detΣ |2 > 0. Thus, as long as we impose that Ai
a is the complex conjugate of Ai

a, the

orientation of the basis spanned by dwi is preserved.

Defining σi
j as the inverse σi

k Σ
k
j = δij , we can thus write

Ai = Σi
j dw

j , Vi = σj
i

∂

∂wj
(3.12)

and similarly for the barred fields. Using (3.6), the integrable almost complex structure in

the complex coordinates takes the simple form

Ja
b (x) dx

b ⊗ ∂a = i (dwi ⊗ ∂i − dwi ⊗ ∂i) , (3.13)

where Σ,Σ and σ, σ being inverses of one another have canceled each other. We have also

introduced the short-hand

∂i ≡
∂

∂wi
, ∂i ≡

∂

∂wi
. (3.14)

In the (wi, wi) coordinates, the differential operators £a,£a defined in (3.7) are simply

£i = ∂i , £i = ∂i . (3.15)

Equation (3.13) implies that in an open neighborhood around any point p ∈ P , J is a

diagonal matrix with entries ±i which is the standard complex structure of Cn. 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 J̃ be defined by the action of

an active diffeomorphism D : P → P on J as

J̃a
b (x) =

∂(D−1)a(D(x))
∂xc

∂Dd(x)

∂xb
Jc
d(D(x)) , (3.16)

where D−1 denotes the inverse diffeomorphism that satisfies D−1(D(x)) = x. Since J̃a
c J̃c

b =

−δab , it follows that if J is an almost complex structure then so is J̃ . In addition, inte-

grability (3.9) is a diffeomorphism invariant statement, because the Nijenhuis tensor N c
ab

transforms homogeneously as a vector valued 2-form under diffeomorphisms: if J is inte-

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

w̃i(x) = wi(D(x)) , w̃
i
(x) = wi(D(x)) . (3.17)

In other words, complex coordinates transform as scalar fields under diffeomorphisms.13

13This 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 (wi, wi), (ŵi, ŵ
i
)

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 ŵi(x) = wi(F(x))
and ŵ

i
(x) = wi(F(x)) in L, because Fa(x) are six real functions and so are (ŵi, ŵ

i
). It

follows that J ′ = J̃ where J̃ 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 (wi, wi) of

(3.7) for J , then (f i(w), f i(w)) is also a solution for the same J as long as the maps

f i, f i : C3 → C3 have invertible Jacobians ∂if
j and ∂if

j . As a result, for a given com-

plex structure J there is a family (f i(w), f i(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 i, f i). Therefore two complex structures J and J̃ with complex coordinates (wi, wi) and

(w̃i, w̃
i
) respectively are the same J̃ = J if their complex coordinates lie within the same

equivalence class

w̃i(x) = f i(w(x)) , w̃
i
(x) = f i(w(x)) . (3.18)

It follows that some diffeomorphisms do not actually produce new complex structures

via (3.16). These are diffeomorphisms CJ : P → P called holomorphic-antiholomorphic

diffeomorphisms with respect to the complex structure J that satisfy

wi(CJ(x)) = f i(w(x)) , wi(CJ(x)) = f i(w(x)) . (3.19)

Under the action of CJ 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 (wi, wi) 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′i and dual vector fields V ′i. In the complex coordinates of J , we can always

write without loss of generality (see also [43])

A′i = Σ′i
j (dw

j + α j
k dwk) , A′i = Σ′i

j (dw
j + α j

k dwk) , (3.20)
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where Σ′i
j ,Σ

′i
j are local GL(3,C) matrices with positive determinant, the field α i

j is called

the deformation of the almost complex structure J and α i
j = (α i

j )∗ is its complex conju-

gate.14 Similarly, the dual vector fields can be written as

V ′i = σ′j
i (∂j − α k

j ∂k) , V ′i = σ′j
i (∂j − α k

j ∂k) , (3.21)

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

orthonormality relations (3.5) require

Σ′i
k σ

′l
j (δ

k
l − α n

l α k
n ) = δij , Σ′i

k σ
′l
j (δ

k
l − α n

l α k
n ) = δij , (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 ∂i and ∂i. This is equivalent to

detΣ′ detΣ′ det (δkl − α n
l α k

n ) > 0 . (3.23)

By construction, Σ′ and Σ′ satisfy detΣ′ detΣ′ = | detΣ′ |2 > 0, such that the above

condition becomes

det(δkl − α n
l α k

n ) > 0 . (3.24)

This condition ensures that we can express the vector fields (∂i, ∂i) in terms of (Vi,V i).

Diffeomorphisms. Let us consider a diffeomorphism Da = Da(x) which in complex

coordinates of J has components D = (Di(w,w), Di(w,w)). As shown in Appendix B, the

deformation α transforms under a diffeomorphism D as (see also [43])

α̃ j
i (w,w) = (N−1)jk(w,w)N

k
i (w,w) , (3.25)

where (N−1)ik N
k
j = δij and we have defined the matrices

N i
j ≡ ∂jD

i + (α i
k ◦ D) ∂jDk , N i

j ≡ ∂jD
i + (α i

k ◦ D) ∂jD
k , (3.26)

and ◦ denotes composition of functions (α j
i ◦ D)(w,w) = α j

i (D(w,w), D(w,w)). This

follows from the transformation of A′i as a 1-form, or equivalently, from the transformation

of V ′i as a vector field.

For a holomorphic-antiholomorphic diffeomorphism CJ of J , which in complex coordi-

nates takes the form Ci
J(w,w) = f i(w) and Ci

J(w,w) = f i(w), the formula (3.25) reduces

to

α̃ j
i (w,w) = ∂if

k(w) (∂lf
−1)j(f(w))α l

k (f(w), f(w)) . (3.27)

Since two almost complex structures J ′ and J̃ ′ related by CJ are equal J ′ = J̃ ′, we see that

two deformations α and (3.27) of J produce the same structure. In this sense, α̃ defined

in (3.27) is equivalent to α as a deformation. Two deformations related by a general

diffeomorphism D via (3.25) produce different structures in general.

Similarly, the transformation of Σ′i
j is given by

Σ̃′i
j (w,w) = Nk

j (w,w) Σ
′i
k(D(w,w), D(w,w)) , (3.28)

and in particular, under holomorphic-antiholomorphic diffeomorphisms

Σ̃′i
j (w,w) = ∂jf

k(w) Σ′i
k(f(w), f(w)) . (3.29)

14In two dimensions, α, α are called Beltrami differentials.
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Integrability of the deformation. The complex structure deformation α is defined to

be integrable if and only if J ′ is integrable. In this case, the complex coordinates (ŵi, ŵ
i
)

of J ′ satisfy equations (3.7) with J ′. By contracting the equations with the dual vector

fields (3.21) and using V ′bi J ′a
b = iV ′ai , V ′ibJ ′a

b = −iV ′ia, we find (ŵi, ŵ
i
) are solutions of the

equations [35]

V ′aj ∂aŵi = σ′k
j (∂k − α l

k ∂l) ŵ
i = 0 , V ′aj ∂aŵ

l
= σ′j

i (∂j − α k
j ∂k) ŵ

l
= 0 , (3.30)

where (ŵi, ŵ
i
) are understood to be functions of (wi, wi). Clearly a necessary condition for

the existence of a solution to these equations is therefore

Π′a
b [V ′i,V ′j ]b = Π′a

b [V ′i,V ′j ]b = 0 , (3.31)

where we have defined the Lie bracket of two vector fields [X,Y ]a = Xb ∂bY
a − Y b ∂bX

a

and the projectors appear since ∂aŵ
i and ∂aŵ

i
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 α is integrable if it satisfies the equation [35] (see

Appendix A)

Ei
jk ≡ ∂[j α

i
k] − α l

[j ∂|l| α
i

k] = 0 , Ei
jk ≡ ∂[j α

i
k] − α l

[j ∂|l| α
i

k] = 0 , (3.32)

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 α. Due to the complicated transformation law (3.25), it is not immediately

obvious whether integrability of α is preserved under diffeomorphisms, however, in Ap-

pendix B (see also [43]), we show explicitly that this is the case: if α is a solution of the

KS equation then so is α̃ 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

A′i
a(x) =

∂Fb(x)

∂xa
Ai

b(F(x)) . (3.33)

Writing the diffeomorphism as F = (F i, F i) in the complex coordinates (wi, wi) of J , the

complex structure deformation takes the form

α j
i (w,w) = ∂iF

k(w,w) (∂kF
−1)j(F (w,w), F (w,w)) . (3.34)

where the inverse (F−1)i is defined as (F−1)i(F (w,w), F (w,w)) = wi. 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

Σ′i
j (w,w) = ∂jF

k(w,w) Σi
k(F (w,w), F (w,w))

σ′i
j (w,w) = ∂jF

k(w,w)σi
k(F (w,w), F (w,w)) . (3.35)

Since ∂jF
k is invertible and σ = Σ−1, we obtain that Σ′ = (σ′)−1. Substituting to (3.22),

we obtain that an integrable deformation satisfies

α i
k α k

j = 0 , α k
j α i

k = 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 obtain15

J ′ = J + 2i (α i
j dwj ⊗ ∂i − α i

j dwj ⊗ ∂i) (3.37)

and α i
j = (α i

j )∗ ensures that J ′ is real as required.

Kodaira–Spencer gravity. The Kodaira–Spencer theory of gravity concerns integrable

almost complex structure deformations α on a differentiable complex manifold. The defor-

mation α is the fundamental field of the theory and its equation of motion is the Kodaira–

Spencer equation

∂[j α
i

k] − α l
[j ∂|l| α

i
k] = 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 α = 0. This can be checked by

writing α in the form (3.34) using the diffeomorphism F and subsequently transforming

it under the inverse diffeomorphism F−1 defined by F ◦ F−1 = 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 Ω = dw1 ∧ · · · ∧ dwn. The action has a non-local kinetic

term in α involving the inverse of the Dolbeault derivative ∂i of the background [19]. In

order for the inverse to be well defined, α has to satisfy an additional cohomology constraint

[22]

∂iα
i

j = 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

α. From (3.25) it follows that an infinitesimal diffeomorphism Da(x) = xa + ξa(x) acts as

δα i
j = ξk ∂k α

i
j + ξk ∂k α

i
j − α k

j (∂kξ
i + α i

l ∂kξ
l) + ∂jξ

i + α i
k ∂jξ

k , (3.40)

where ξi and ξi are the holomorphic and antiholomorphic components of the vector field ξ

respectively. In particular, at leading order in α→ 0, it reduces to

δα i
j = ∂jξ

i . (3.41)

This is a gauge symmetry of the linearized KS equation ∂[iα
k

j] = 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 Kähler 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) = S3

principal fiber bundles over a three-dimensional base B3 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

H3 ⊂ R4. 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 Kähler 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 P6 which we assume to be the total space of an SU(2) principal

bundle with base B3 and a horizontal projector π : P6 → B3. In addition, u ∈ SU(2)

acts on P6 via the right-action diffeomorphism Ru : P6 → P6 which leaves the projector

π ◦ Ru = π invariant. The pre-image of the projection π−1(p) at a point p ∈ B3 is called

the fiber of the bundle and in the present case is isomorphic to SU(2) = S3. Therefore

the total space P6 factorizes locally to a direct product B3 × S3, 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 P6 = B3 × S3 also

globally.

The base space of a principal bundle can be identified with a homogeneous space since

the horizontal projection π defines an equivalence relation on P6 under which two points are

in the same equivalence class if they are projected to the same point in B3. 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, B3 = P6/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 Vp ⊂ TpP and tangent bundle V which consists of vector fields

va whose push-forward under π to the base vanishes,

π∗(v) = 0 , v ∈ V . (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 ∈ P6, the tangent vector a#p ∈ Vp of this vector field lies in the direction of the flow

defined by the diffeomorphism Reat(p), with t ∈ R, and acts on a function S : P6 → R as

a#p (S(p)) ≡
d

dt
S(Reat(p))

∣∣∣∣
t=0

. (4.2)

Since the projection is invariant under right action, one can verify π∗(a
#) = 0 for any

fundamental vector field. Moreover, under right-action (Ru)∗a
# = (u−1au)# [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 P6

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 P6 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 B3. Consider a basis E i of three such horizontal

1-forms and define the horizontal su(2)-valued 1-form

Ea = E ia τi , (4.4)

where τi are the generators (2.14) of su(2). For any fundamental vector field b#, it satisfies

(b#)a Ea = 0 . (4.5)

We further assume that our basis E i is such that E is equivariant under the right-action of

SU(2) on P6, in other words, E satisfies

Ẽa(x) = u−1 Ea(x)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 P6.

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 P6 is equipped with a

connection which is an assignment of a horizontal tangent space Hp complement to Vp such

that TpP = Vp ⊕ Hp and (Ru)∗Hp = HRu(p). Elements of the horizontal tangent bundle

are then called horizontal vector fields. As a result, there exists a connection 1-form

Wa =W i
a τi , (4.7)

which is an su(2)-valued 1-form that has the following two properties: it annihilates all

horizontal vectors h ∈ H as Wa h
a = 0 and its contraction with any fundamental vector

field b# is given by

(b#)aWa = b . (4.8)

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

W̃a(x) = u−1Wa(x)u . (4.9)

Together, the 1-forms E i and W i form a basis for the cotangent bundle on P6. Let Ei and
Wi denote the vector fields that form the dual basis for the vector bundle, in other words,

they satisfy

E ia Eaj = δij , W i
aWa

j = δij , Wa
i Eja =W i

a Eaj = 0 . (4.10)

It follows that Ei are horizontal and Wi 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 H3 ⊂ R4 [51]. To make

this explicit, we consider the group manifold P6 = SL(2,C), which can be defined via the

embedding into C4 as

SL(2,C) =
{
M =

(
v1 v2
v3 v4

) ∣∣∣∣ v1v4 − v2v3 = 1 , (v1, v2, v3, v4) ∈ C4

}
. (4.11)
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The hyperbolic space H3 is the subset of R4 defined by

H3 = {(x1, x2, x3, x4) ∈ R4 |x21 + x22 + x23 − x24 = −1} . (4.12)

When R4 is endowed with the flat Euclidean metric, the induced metric on H3 has constant

negative curvature equal to −1, corresponding to AdS radius ℓ = 1 and justifying the

nomenclature of H3. A space with general AdS radius may be obtained by rescaling the

coordinates with a positive ℓ > 0. However, in what follows, we do not assume the presence

of any metric and simply understand H3 as a subset of R4.

Note that H3 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 , detH = 1} . (4.13)

Parametrizing Hermitian matrices as

H =

(
x1 x2 + ix3

x2 − ix3 −x1 +
x2
4

x1

)
, (x1, x2, x3, x4) ∈ R4 , (4.14)

the isomorphism with (4.12) follows from

det H = −x21 − x22 − x23 + x24 = 1 . (4.15)

We define the horizontal projection of the principal bundle, i.e. a map from SL(2,C) to

H3 via

π : P6 → H+(2,C) ∼= H3 , π(M) ≡MM† . (4.16)

It is straightforward to show thatMM† 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 u†u = uu† = 1. The right-action of

SU(2) is then simply defined as

M̃ ≡Mu (4.17)

and we see it respects the projection π(M̃) =Muu†M† = π(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) ∼= H3 . (4.18)

Thus we have seen that P6 = SL(2,C) can be regarded as a six-dimensional principal

bundle with SU(2) ∼= S3 fiber and base H3. In fact this is true globally as mentioned

above, so the total manifold is the product SL(2,C) = H3 × S3. This is clear from the

polar decomposition M = ∆1/2 u, with ∆ = MM† ∈ H+(2,C) and u ∈ SU(2), which

provides the mappingM 7→ (∆, u) ∈ H3 × S3.

Lastly, by the embedding (4.11) into C4, SL(2,C) inherits a natural complex structure

Jind obtained by pulling back the form components of the standard complex structure on
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C4 and restricting their action on functions on SL(2,C) (see Appendix D). The complex

coordinates corresponding to Jind can be chosen to be the three coordinates (w1, w2, w3) =

(v1, v2, v3) of C4 (or their holomorphic reparametrizations) since the embedding equation

v1v4 − v2v3 = 1 is holomorphic. The fact that these are compatible with Jind is shown in

detail in Appendix D.

4.2 SU(2) principal bundles as complex manifolds

Let P6 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 P6: the SU(2)-equivariant horizontal 1-form E = E iτi, the connec-

tion W =W iτi 1-form and their associated dual horizontal Ei and vertical Wi vector fields

respectively. The almost complex structure is then defined by [34]

Jb
a =W i

a Ebi − E iaWb
i , (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 J(Wi) = Ei and J(Ei) = −Wi and since Wi and Ei 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

π∗J(v) ̸= 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 × 3 block of the components of J being

invertible.16

Second, due to SU(2)-equivariance (4.6) and (4.9) of the 1-forms E i and W i, the

almost complex structure (4.19) is SU(2)-invariant, in other words, under the right-action

diffeomorphism Ru of SU(2) on P6 it transforms as

J̃a
b (x) = Ja

b (x) . (4.21)

where the left-hand side is given by (3.16) with D = Ru. This follows from the fact that

equivariance translates to

Ẽ i(x) = Λi
j Ej(x) , Ẽi(x) = (Λ−1)j i Ej(x) (4.22)

where Λ ∈ SO(3) is such that u−1τiu = Λj
i τj . The connectionW i and its dual vector field

Wi transform similarly. If E is not SU(2)-equivariant (4.6) then J still defines an almost

complex structure, but it is no longer SU(2)-invariant.

16To 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]

Ai =W i + i E i , Ai =W i − i E i , (4.23)

and the dual vector fields

Vi =
1

2
(Wi − i Ei) , V i =

1

2
(Wi + i Ei) . (4.24)

They allow to express the complex structure (4.19) in the form (3.6). It follows that Ai

and Ai are a set of (1, 0)- and (0, 1)-forms with respect to the almost complex structure

(4.19) respectively. Similarly, Vi and V i 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 = Ai τi , A = Ai τi . (4.25)

Furthermore, because of (4.6) and (4.9), A transforms equivariantly under right action,

Ã(x) = u−1A(x)u . (4.26)

Flatness and integrability. The 1-form A on P6 is defined to be flat when its curvature

2-form FA vanishes

FA ≡ dA+A ∧A = 0 , (4.27)

where the exterior derivative and the wedge product are six-dimensional. For E and W,

this is equivalent to the equations

dW +W ∧W − E ∧ E = 0 , dE +W ∧ E + E ∧W = 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 P6, flatness (4.27) is equivalent to the sl(2,C)-valued
equations

FA(Vi,Vj) = FA(V i,Vj) = FA(Vi,Vj) = 0 . (4.29)

For two arbitrary vector fields X,Y on P6 we have the general formula [36]

FA(X,Y ) = X(A(Y ))− Y (A(X))−A([X,Y ]) + [A(X),A(Y )] . (4.30)

Using A(V i) = 0, we obtain

FA(V i,Vj) = −A([V i,Vj ]) , FA(Vi,Vj) = −A([Vi,Vj ]) . (4.31)

Using also A(Vi) = τi, 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 ]− ε k
ij Vk) . (4.32)
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Equations (4.31) and (4.32) imply that

Π([Vi,Vj ]) = ε k
ij Vk , Π([V i,Vj ]) = Π([Vi,Vj ]) = 0 , (4.33)

where the projector is defined in (3.2). Taking the complex conjugate of the last equation

gives Π([Vi,Vj ]) = 0 so that [Vi,Vj ] = 0. The complex conjugate of the second equation

on the other hand implies Π([Vi,Vj ]) = 0 so that the Π-projection in the first equation can

be removed. Therefore flatness (4.27) of A is equivalent to

[Vi,Vj ] = ε k
ij Vk , [Vi,Vj ] = 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)

Vi = Π(τ#i ) , (4.35)

where τi is an su(2) generator. Substituting to (4.34), we find flatness is equivalent to

[Π(τ#i ),Π(τ#j )]−Π([τ#i , τ#j ]) = 0 , [Π(τ#i ),Π(τ#j )] = 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

[Π(τ#i ),Π(τ#j )]−Π([τ#i , τ#j ]) =
1

4
N(τ#i , τ#j ) , [Π(τ#i ),Π(τ#j )] = −1

4
N(τ#i , τ#j ) , (4.37)

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(τ#i , τ#j ) = 0 . (4.38)

Since by assumption there is no invariant vertical subspace (4.20), the vertical tangent

space is spanned by τ#i and the horizontal subspace by J(τ#i ). Combining with the fact

that the Nijenhuis tensor satisfies N(Jτ#i , τ#j ) = −JN(τ#i , τ#j ), (4.38) is equivalent to the

vanishing of all components of the Nijenhuis 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 Vi requiring that [Vi,Vj ] = Q k
ij Vk

with some set of structure functions Q k
ij = Q k

ij (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 Q k
ij (x) = ε k

ij . 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 + iE 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 Ru takes a simple form in the complex co-

ordinates (wi, wi) of J . Under Ru, 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 Ru from the right becomes an action of a

holomorphic-antiholomorphic diffeomorphism (f i
u, f

i
u) from the left:

wi(Ru(x)) = f i
u(w) , wi(Ru(x)) = f i

u(w) . (4.39)

This implies that when the right-action Ru is written in complex coordinates it takes the

simple form

Ri
u(w,w) = f i

u(w) , Ri
u(w,w) = f i

u(w) . (4.40)

Thus the invariance of J under right-action is due to the fact that Ru is a holomorphic-

antiholomorphic diffeomorphism.

The complex coordinates (wi, wi) 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 =M−1dM , A =M−1dM , (4.41)

where M(x),M(x) ∈ SL(2,C) are related in such a way to ensure that Ai = (Ai)∗. We

see that a flat A on P6 defines a natural mapM : P6 → SL(2,C) from the principal bundle

to SL(2,C). The SU(2)-equivariance of A implies that under right-action we have

M̃(x) =M(Ru(x)) =M(x)u (4.42)

so that the right-action diffeomorphism on P6 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-formsAi are (1, 0)-forms respect to the complex

structure J which by (4.41) amounts to

Πb
a ∂bM =

1

2
(∂a + i Jb

a ∂b)M = 0 . (4.43)

Thus, by (3.7), M = M(w) is a holomorphic function so that the complex coordinates

of J on P6 define complex coordinates on SL(2,C), in other words, J defines a complex

structure on SL(2,C). These coordinates on P6 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 = Jind with the structure inherited from the complex structure of C4 via

the embedding SL(2,C) ⊂ C4.

Now sinceM is a holomorphic with respect to J , we obtain

Ai = (M−1 ∂jM)i dwj ≡ Σi
j dw

j , (4.44)

where Σi
j = Σi

j(w) are holomorphic functions. Similarly, Ai = Σi
j dw

j with Σi
j = Σi

j(w)

are antiholomorphic. It follows that under right-action (4.40), we have the transformation

Σ̃i
j(w) = ∂jf

k
u (w) Σ

i
k(fu(w)) = Λi

k Σ
k
j (w) . (4.45)

where Λ ∈ SO(3) such that u−1τiu = Λj
i τj and we used the transformation law (3.29). A

similar equation holds for Σi
j .
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Calabi–Yau structure. Given an sl(2,C)-valued 1-formA satisfying (4.27), the complex

manifold (P6, J) automatically admits a holomorphic volume form and a Kähler 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]

Ω = −4Tr (A ∧A ∧A) = εijkAi ∧ Aj ∧ Ak , (4.46)

where we used Tr (τiτjτk) = −1
4 εijk. This is indeed a (3, 0)-form, as Ai are (1, 0)-forms.

To show that Ω is non-degenerate, we write it in the complex coordinates wi associated

with J using (3.12),

Ω = εijk Σ
i
l Σ

j
mΣk

n dw
l ∧ dwm ∧ dwn =

1

3!
detΣdw1 ∧ dw2 ∧ dw3 . (4.47)

Since Σi
j form a GL(3,C) element, we find that detΣ ̸= 0. In addition, since A is flat,

Σi
j and detΣ are holomorphic functions as discussed below (4.44). Thus Ω defines a non-

degenerate (3, 0)-form with holomorphic components making it a holomorphic volume form.

Note further, that Ω is invariant under the right action diffeomorphism, which follows from

(4.26), or equivalently, from (4.45) together with detΛ = 1 for Λ ∈ SO(3). Furthermore,

we have | detΣ | > 0, such that Ω ∧ Ω is a real positive volume form.

Now, we turn towards the discussion of the Kähler metric. To this end, we define the

real function

κ(x) = Tr (MM†) , (4.48)

whereM is defined by (4.41) and its existence follows from the flatness of A assuming A
has no holonomies. Note that κ is SU(2)-invariant, since M transforms as (4.42) under

right-action. For any scalar field K(κ(x)), we obtain a Hermitian metric via

h = hij dw
i ⊗ dwj + hji dw

i ⊗ dwj , (4.49)

where the components are defined as

hij ≡ ∂i∂jK(κ) = K ′′(κ) Tr (∂iMM†) Tr (M ∂jM†) +K ′(κ) Tr (∂iM ∂jM†) . (4.50)

Here, we have used the fact thatM is holomorphic andM† 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(κ) which satisfies this constraint is

called Kähler potential. Moreover, the corresponding (1, 1)-form17

ω = i hij dw
i ∧ dwj (4.51)

17In particular, K(κ) = κ is a valid choice of Kähler potential and yields ωij = Tr (∂iM ∂jM†). The

resulting Kähler form differs from the one given in [22] defined as ωab = − 1
2
δij Ai

[a(A†)jb] 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 Kähler potential K(κ) such that the associ-

ated Hermitian metric (4.50) is Ricci flat, [42]

K ′(κ) =

(
3

8

) 1
3 (sinh (2 arcosh κ

2 )− 2 arcosh κ
2 )

1
3

sinh τ
. (4.52)

However, in the case of SL(2,C) the metric obtained for this choice of K does not pull-

back18 to a negatively curved AdS metric on the base B3 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 κ = Tr (MM†). When the AdS radius is small, ℓ → 0, the metric reduces to

that of a cone over S3 × S2 and for constant slices of the cone coordinate, equals the

Sasaki–Einstein metric T 1,1 [42, 52, 53].

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

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 ĥ is defined by ĥab = δij Ai
aA

j
b

[34]. The corresponding (1, 1)-form ω̂ has the components ω̂ab =
i
2 δijA

i
[aA

j
b] = δijW i

[aE
i
b],

but it is not closed since A is flat so that ω̂ is not a Kähler form. Therefore, the associated

Hermitian metric is not Kähler, a fact pointed out in [34]. The correct Kähler metric on

the principal bundle is instead (4.50). On fundamental vector fields a# and b# the metric

ĥ coincides with the Killing form −2Tr (ab) on the su(2) Lie algebra. In fact, the metric ĥ

is a continuation of the Killing form by acting on horizontal vector fields with the complex

structure. The pullback19 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×S3 from a flat sl(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 B3 × S3. The uplift of a second

(off-shell) gauge field defines a deformation of the background complex structure.

18The 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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B3

S3

y

θ

Figure 1. Principal bundle geometry P6 used in the uplift of geometric data from B3. y denotes

a set of coordinates of B3 and θ a set of coordinates of the compact S3 directions.

In Section 5.2 we determine when Kodaira–Spencer gravity on B3 × S3 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 yµ. To

perform the uplift to a six-dimensional SU(2) principal bundle P6, we need to introduce a

section s = s(y) ∈ SU(2) which associates to each point on the base an SU(2) element.20

In addition, we introduce a parametrization g = g(θ) of SU(2) where θi are coordinates

on an S3. Letting xa be six-dimensional coordinates covering P6, together y = y(x) and

θ = θ(x) define a (global) trivialization of P6 under which it appears as a direct product

P6 = B3 × S3. This setup is illustrated in Figure 1.

Uplift of three-dimensional fields. The base B3 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 E on P6 via

W ≡ G−1WG+G−1dG , E ≡ 1

ℓ
G−1EG , (5.1)

where ℓ will be related to the cosmological constant of Einstein gravity, d denotes the

six-dimensional exterior derivative in x and

G(y, θ) ≡ s(y) g(θ) ∈ SU(2) . (5.2)

By definition, the 1-forms dyµ are horizontal (see also Appendix F) so that E is also

horizontal annihilating all vertical vector fields. In addition, W as a connection defines the

horizontal vector bundle consisting of vector fields on P6 that are annihilated by W [36].

20Here, our nomenclature differs from the standard literature: we call s : B3 → SU(2) a section while a

section is normally defined as a map to P6.
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Under six-dimensional diffeomorphisms acting on x = (y, θ), the connectionW defined

by the uplift (5.1) transforms as a 1-form since s(y) and g(θ) transform as scalars. In the

coordinates (trivialization) chosen above, the right-action of SU(2) on P6 is a diffeomor-

phism acting only on the fiber directions Ru(y, θ) = (y,Rθ
u(θ)). Under the right-action,

g(θ) transforms as

g̃(θ) ≡ g(Rθ
u(θ)) = g(θ)u , (5.3)

where u ∈ SU(2) is a coordinate independent constant. It follows that G̃(y, θ) = G(y, θ)u,

and since s̃(y) = s(y), (5.1) implies that

W̃a(x) = u−1Wa(x)u , Ẽa(x) = u−1 Ea(x)u . (5.4)

HenceW is SU(2)-equivariant under the right-action of SU(2), as required for a connection,

and so is E . Thus, with E , the uplift produces automatically a horizontal 1-form which is

SU(2)-equivariant.

In addition, there are six-dimensional SU(2)-equivariant diffeomorphisms ΦU : P6 →
P6 under which G̃(y, θ) = G(ΦU (y, θ)) ≡ U(y)G(y, θ) where U = U(y) ∈ SU(2) depends

only on the base coordinates. Under such diffeomorphisms, the uplifted connection trans-

forms as

W̃ = G̃−1W G̃+ G̃−1dG̃ = G−1 Ŵ G+G−1dG , (5.5)

which is the uplift of the gauge transformed field Ŵ (2.24) under U(y). Hence gauge

transformations on the base (local SO(3) rotations) correspond to such six-dimensional

diffeomorphisms ΦU on the principal bundle.

Let us then consider the sl(2,C)-valued gauge field A = W + i
ℓ 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−1AG+G−1dG =W + iE , (5.6)

which is SU(2)-equivariant because of the equivariance (5.4) ofW and E . 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 + i
ℓ E being

flat

dA+A ∧A = 0 . (5.7)

Using (5.6), we see that this equation is equivalent to the six-dimensional connection being

flat

dA+A ∧A = G−1 (dA+A ∧A)G = 0 . (5.8)

Since a flat (5.7) gauge field can be written locally as A = M−1 dM for M(y) ∈ SL(2,C),
it follows from (5.6) that A =M−1 dM whereM(x) ∈ SL(2,C) is given by

M(y, θ) = M(y)G(y, θ) . (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 B3 defines an integrable almost complex structure J (4.19)

on the bundle P6. 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 Ei and of W i 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 E and W define a reference solution

of Einstein’s equations (2.15) corresponding to a flat (5.7) gauge field A = W + i
ℓ E on

the base B3. Then E,W uplift to a horizontal 1-form and a connection E ,W respectively

and A uplifts to a flat (5.8) sl(2,C)-valued 1-form A =W + iE . As a result E ,W define a

background complex structure J on P6 via (4.19) which is integrable by the flatness of A.
Thus P6 is equipped with complex coordinates

(wi, wi) = (wi(y, θ), wi(y, θ)) (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 P6. For now, we will consider E
′ andW ′ 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 ′ + i
ℓ E

′

and A′ = W ′ − i
ℓ E

′ which uplift to non-flat 1-forms A′ = A′iτi and A′ = A′iτi that we

decompose in complex coordinates (5.10) as in (3.20),

A′i = Σ′i
j (dw

j + α j
k dwk) , A′i = Σ′i

j (dw
j + α j

k dwk) . (5.11)

Here α is the off-shell fundamental field of Kodaira–Spencer gravity, a deformation of the

background complex structure J , and α is its complex conjugate. Explicitly, from the uplift

(5.6), the relation between the Einstein gravity gauge field A and the KS field α becomes

Σ′i
j (w,w) (dw

j+α j
k (w,w) dwk) = G−1(y, θ)A′

µ(y)G(y, θ) dyµ+G−1(y, θ) dG(y, θ) , (5.12)

where the complex coordinates are given by (5.10).

The uplifted forms E ′ 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 α and Σ′.21 By construction, J ′ has no vertical invariant subspace (4.20)

and is SU(2)-invariant (4.21). These properties descend to the deformation α as follows.

First, the SU(2)-invariance of J ′ and J descends to SU(2)-invariance of the defor-

mation α arising from the uplift (5.12). First, we use that due to SU(2)-invariance of

J , the right-action Ru with u ∈ SU(2) in complex coordinates (5.10) is a holomorphic-

antiholomorphic diffeomorphism (4.40). Then the invariance of J ′ implies that22

α̃ j
i (w,w) = α j

i (w,w) , (5.13)

where the left-hand side is given by (3.27) with f i(w) = f i
u(w) and f i(w) = f i

u(w). Thus

the uplifted complex structure deformation is also SU(2)-invariant.

Since J ′ satisfies (4.20), an integrable α satisfies separately for i = 1, 2, 3 (see Appendix

F for a derivation)

2Re (Σi
l σ

k
j α

l
k ) ̸= −δij . (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.
21Since J ′ is not necessarily integrable, it depends on both α and Σ′ when written in complex coordinates

of J . When J ′ is integrable, the Σ′ dependence cancels and it is given by (3.37).
22Invariance also implies Σ̃′i

j (w,w) = Λi
k Σ

′k
j (w,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

∂[j α
i

k] − α l
[j ∂|l| α

i
k] = 0 . (5.15)

Thus, a solution of three-dimensional Einstein’s equations A′ = W ′ + i
ℓ E

′ uplifts to an

SU(2)-invariant solution of the Kodaira–Spencer equation on the six-dimensional principal

bundle P6 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 α 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 α 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 6×6 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 PK = (dyµ,Θi), where

Θ = dGG−1 = Θi τi are the three right-invariant 1-forms of SU(2), and six dual vector

fields PK = (∂yµ ,Θi) defined by PK(PL) = δLK , as

J = JK
L (y, θ)PK ⊗ PL . (5.16)

The 1-forms Θi are invariant under the right-action diffeomorphism Ru, and since dyµ are

also invariant, both PK and PK are right-invariant. Thus right-invariance of J reduces to

a constraint on the components JK
L (y,Rθ

u(θ)) = JK
L (y, θ) in this basis. Since Ru acts on

θ transitively, it follows that the components are independent of the S3 coordinates,

JK
L (y, θ) = JK

L (y) . (5.17)

In other words, an SU(2)-invariant J is parametrized by 18 real functions of three variables

(the base coordinates yµ). This is exactly the same number of functions as in an sl(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 α satisfying (5.13) consists of 3×3 =
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9 complex functions of y matching with the 18 real functions of A′. However, notice that

general non-invariant deformations α on P6 contain more degrees of freedom than just a

three-dimensional gauge field. These are the Kaluza–Klein (KK) modes of α which are

obtained by expanding it in spherical harmonics of S3. The SU(2)-invariant zero mode

reduces to A on B3, but higher KK modes produce additional massive fields which are

not described by pure three-dimensional Einstein gravity. Decomposition of α 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 E i.23 In fact, the absence of the vertical invariant subspace (4.20) is equivalent to

the Θi ⊗ ∂yµ components J µ
i of J being invertible

detJ µ
i ̸= 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 i
µE

ν
i dy

µ ⊗ ∂yν − Eµ
i Θi ⊗ ∂yµ

+ (Ei
µ +W i

ν E
ν
j W

j
µ) dy

µ ⊗Θi + Eµ
i W j

µ Θ
i ⊗Θj ,

(5.19)

where Eµ
i is the inverse dreibein satisfying (2.7). Thus we see that J µ

i = −Eµ
i and the

condition (5.18) follows from the invertibility detEi
µ ̸= 0 of the dreibein.

6 Example: uplift of the Bañados geometry

In this section, we give an explicit demonstration of the results of Section 5 by uplifting the

Bañados solution (2.42) of three-dimensional Einstein gravity with a negative cosmological

constant to a six-dimensional solution of Kodaira–Spencer gravity. The Bañados 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, ŷ) as in (2.31). Here,

r is the radial coordinate, ŷ are the boundary coordinates. Moreover, M is given in terms

23On 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 Ei that span the horizontal tangent space and are linearly independent from the Wi.
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of a SL(2,C) valued function h(ŷ) of the boundary coordinates as in (2.35). The Bañados

solution [46] amounts to the choices (2.40), (2.41) and is explicitly given by

M(r, ŷ) = ef(z) J−e− log f ′(z) J3e−
1
2
(log f ′(z))′ J+ erJ3 ,

M(r, ŷ) = e−f(z) J+elog f
′(z) J3e

1
2
(log f ′(z))′ J− e−rJ3 , (6.1)

where f(z) and f(z) are two functions of the boundary complex coordinates z = z(ŷ) and

z = z(ŷ) 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, θ) as in (5.2). It is advantageous to choose

the section s(y) = 1 ∈ SU(2), since in this case G(y, θ) = g(θ) is only a function of the

angular coordinates θi. As angular coordinates, we chose the parametrization of the SU(2)

element in terms of the Euler angles,

g(θ) = eθ1τ3eθ2τ1eθ3τ3 =

(
e−i

θ1+θ3
2 cos θ2

2 −ie
−i

θ1−θ3
2 sin θ2

2

−iei
θ1−θ3

2 sin θ2
2 ei

θ1+θ3
2 cos θ2

2

)
∈ SU(2) . (6.2)

We will now construct a background complex structure J , 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) whereM is given by (5.9). As discussed below (4.43), the

components ofM =M(w) are holomorphic functions of the complex coordinates wi of J .

We choose the parametrization

M =

(
w1 w2

w1w3
1
w1

+ w2w3

)
, (6.3)

which ensures that detM = 1 and we denote wi ≡ wi from now on to simplify the notation

below (similarly wi ≡ wi). By using (5.9), as well as (6.1) and (6.2), we obtain that relation

between complex coordinates wi and coordinates (r, z, z, θi) is given by

w1 = e
r
2 e−i

θ1+θ3
2 cos

θ2
2
,

w2 = −ie
r
2 e−i

θ1−θ3
2 sin

θ2
2
,

w3 = z − ie−reiθ1 tan
θ2
2
.

(6.4)

Defining wi as the conjugates of wi, we obtain the relations

z = w3 +
1

||w||2
w2

w1
, er/2 =

√
|w1|2 + |w2|2 ≡ ||w|| . (6.5)

Similar relations can also be defined for θi. 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 w3 to w3/w1 and w3 to w3/w1. 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 . LetM′ be associated to A′ as in (5.6). We choose the same parametrization

M′ =

(
ŵ1 ŵ2

ŵ1ŵ3
1
ŵ1

+ ŵ2ŵ3

)
(6.6)

to obtain a family of complex coordinates ŵi distinct from the wi defined in (6.4). By

explicit calculation, we find

ŵ1 =
w1

f ′(z)1/2
+

w2

||w||2
f ′′(z)

2f ′(z)3/2
, ŵ2 =

w2

f ′(z)1/2
− w1

||w||2
f ′′(z)

2f ′(z)3/2
,

ŵ3 = f(z)− 1

||w||2
w2

w1

f ′(z)

1 + 1
||w||2

w2
w1

f ′′(z)
2f ′(z)

.
(6.7)

Here, we understand z as a function of wi and wi as in (6.5). The ŵi 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

α j
i (w,w) dwi ⊗ ∂j =

T (z)

||w||6
w1w2

(
dw2 ⊗ ∂1 + dw1 ⊗ ∂2 −

w2

w1
dw1 ⊗ ∂1 −

w1

w2
dw2 ⊗ ∂2

)
+

T (z)

||w||8
w2

2

w2
1

(w1 dw2 ⊗ ∂3 − w2 dw1 ⊗ ∂3) . (6.8)

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 = eu1τ3eu2τ1eu3τ3 ∈ SU(2), we define the right action onM as in (4.17). Using the

parametrization

M̃ =

(
w̃1 w̃2

w̃1w̃3
1
w̃1

+ w̃2w̃3

)
, (6.9)

defines a holomorphic-antiholomorphic diffeomorphism (4.40) given by

w̃1 = f1
u(w) = e−

i
2
(u1+u3)

(
w1 cos

u2
2
− ieiu1w2 sin

u2
2

)
,

w̃2 = f2
u(w) = e−

i
2
(u1−u3)

(
eiu1w2 cos

u2
2
− iw1 sin

u2
2

)
,

w̃3 = f3
u(w) =

w1w3 cos
u2
2 − ieiu1( 1

w1
+ w2w3) sin

u2
2

w1 cos
u2
2 − ieiu1w2 sin

u2
2

,

(6.10)

parametrized by the constants ui. Under this holomorphic-antiholomorphic diffeomorphism

α transforms as in (3.27). By explicit calculation of the Jacobians of the map (6.10) we

find that α 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 Σi
j by using

(4.44) to obtain

Σi
j =


iw2

w2
1

i
w1

i (w2
1 − w2

2)

−w2

w2
1
− 1

w1
w2
1 + w2

2
2i
w1

0 −2iw1w2

 . (6.11)

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 er, 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 B3×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 λ ≡ −1/ℓ2 < 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 λ, the signature of the metric, the gauge group needed to reproduce

Einstein’s equations and whether the su(2) components Ai, Ai of the three-dimensional

gauge fields are real or complex.

For λ > 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 = Ai τi, A = Ai τ i where [τi, τ j ] = 0 are two commuting

generators of su(2) and it is the diagonal SU(2) ⊂ SU(2)×SU(2) ∼= SO(4) that implements

the local rotation group. A similar story applies to the λ < 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 = Ai τ̂i and A = Ai τ̂ i where [τ̂i, τ̂ j ] = 0 are two

commuting generators of sl(2,R). Local Lorentz transformations are implemented as the

diagonal SL(2,R) ⊂ SL(2,R) × 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 Ai = W i +
√
|λ|Ei,
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Ai = W i −
√
|λ|Ei which are real valued.24 Einstein’s equations are equivalent to their

flatness.

Because Ai, Ai are real valued instead of complex for Euclidean λ > 0 and Lorentzian

λ < 0, they cannot be uplifted to a six-dimensional almost complex structure.25 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 Iab that squares to the identity, Iac I
c
b = δab .

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 λ > 0 in Lorentzian sig-

nature. In this case, Einstein’s equations are reproduced by simply replacing the su(2)

generators τi in Section 2.1 with sl(2,R) generators τ̂i. The components of the gauge fields

are given by the same expressions Ai = W i + i
ℓ E

i and Ai = W i − i
ℓ E

i, however, ℓ is now

identified with the cosmological constant as λ = 1/ℓ2 > 0. Since the complexification of

sl(2,R) is also sl(2,C), the gauge fields A = Ai τ̂i, A = Ai τ̂i 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 λ < 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 (t, t) of some reference structure J0 [55].

At the quantum level, KS gravity suffers from a holomorphic anomaly where its path

integral depends not only on the holomorphic deformation t, but also on t [18, 19]. The

anomaly arises from the use of a Kähler 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, detE ̸= 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 detE = 0 form a set

24This means that for Euclidean λ < 0, the gauge fields are su(2)-valued, while for Lorentzian λ < 0,

they are sl(2,R)-valued.
25However, the uplift of W k + iEk 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 λ > 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 B3×S3 we construct in this paper have

no vertical invariant subspace π∗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 detE′ ̸= 0

arise from the almost complex structures we consider. KS gravity also contains deformed

structures J ′ satisfying π∗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 B3 to a Calabi–Yau structure (J,Ω, h)

on B3 × 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 B3 = H3 ⊂ R4

is the hyperbolic space, we obtain H3 × S3 ∼= SL(2,C) which, as we show, coincides with

the deformed conifold [42] for the unique Ricci flat Kähler 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 H3 ⊂ 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 AdS5 × S5 [56–58]. In fact, the chiral CFT in question is a gauged

U(N) beta-gamma system AN 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 C3 ∼= R6 and a stack of N B-branes extending along a complex

line C [22]. The worldvolume theory of the branes coincides with AN [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 ⊂ C4

to the deformed conifold solution SL(2,C) ⊂ C4 of Kodaira–Spencer theory [22]. As we

show in Section 6, this same solution arises as the uplift of the Poincaré AdS solution on

H3.

While twisted holography captures a topological subsector of the familiar AdS5/CFT4

duality, it also stands on its own right as an AdS3/CFT2 correspondence. In the usual

way, there is a matching of symmetries: the isometries of H3 ⊂ 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 ⊂ SL(2,C) captures the R-symmetry group. The curvature radius ℓ = N of H3

determines the central charge −3 (N2−1) of AN which is negative. The main difference to

AdS5/CFT4 duality is that there is no coupling constant in AN 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 Bañados 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/CFT2 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

decomposes into an expansion in e−N2
, capturing the entropy of non-perturbative degrees

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 c(X,Y ) ≡ N c
abX

aY b , (A.1)

where the right hand side is defined as

N c
ab = 2

(
Jc
d ∂[aJ

d
b] − Jd

[a ∂|d|J
c
b]

)
. (A.2)

We will now prove that

N(X,Y ) = [X,Y ] + J([X, J(Y )]) + J([J(X), Y ])− [J(X), J(Y )] , (A.3)

where Ja(X) = Ja
b Xb and [X,Y ]a = Xb ∂bY

a−Y b ∂bX
a is the Lie bracket of vector fields.

To this end, we simply substitute the definitions to obtain

N c(X,Y ) = Xa ∂aY
c − Y a ∂aX

c + Jc
a (X

b ∂b(J
a
d Y d)− Jb

d Y
d ∂bX

a)

+ Jc
a (J

b
d X

d ∂bY
a − Y b ∂b(J

a
d Xd))− (Ja

b Xb ∂a(J
c
d Y

d)− Ja
b Y b ∂a(J

c
d X

d)) .

(A.4)
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Here the second term is

Jc
a (X

b ∂b(J
a
d Y d)− Jb

d Y
d ∂bX

a) = −Xb ∂bY
c +Xb Y d Jc

a ∂bJ
a
d − Jc

a J
b
d Y

d ∂bX
a , (A.5)

the third term is

Jc
a (J

b
d X

d ∂bY
a − Y b ∂b(J

a
d Xd)) = Jc

a J
b
d X

d ∂bY
a + Y b ∂bX

c −Xd Y b Jc
a ∂bJ

a
d , (A.6)

and the fourth term is

− (Ja
b Xb ∂a(J

c
d Y

d)− Ja
b Y b ∂a(J

c
d X

d))

= −Ja
b Jc

d X
b ∂aY

d −Xb Y d Ja
b ∂aJ

c
d + Ja

b Jc
d Y

b ∂aX
d +Xd Y b Ja

b ∂aJ
c
d . (A.7)

We see that all terms involving derivatives of X and Y cancel in (A.4) and we are left with

N c(X,Y ) = Xb Y d Jc
a ∂bJ

a
d −Xd Y b Jc

a ∂bJ
a
d −Xb Y d Ja

b ∂aJ
c
d +Xd Y b Ja

b ∂aJ
c
d (A.8)

= (Jc
a ∂bJ

a
d − Jc

a ∂dJ
a
b − Ja

b ∂aJ
c
d + Ja

d ∂aJ
c
b )X

b Y d . (A.9)

Vanishing of the Nijenhuis tensor. From (3.7) it follows that

£[a£b]w
i =

(
i ∂[aJ

c
b]−Jd

[a ∂|d|J
c
b]

)
∂cw

i , £[a£b]w
i = −

(
i ∂[aJ

c
b]+Jd

[a ∂|d|J
c
b]

)
∂cw

i . (A.10)

Notice that in terms of the projectors (3.2), equation (3.7) takes the form (3.10). This

implies that ∂aw
i and ∂aw

i 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 £[a£b]w
i = £[a£b]w

i = 0 are equivalent to

(δcd − i Jc
d)
(
i ∂[aJ

d
b] − Je

[a ∂|e|J
d
b]

)
= 0 = (δcd + i Jc

d)
(
i ∂[aJ

d
b] + Je

[a ∂|e|J
c
b]

)
, (A.11)

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

First, we expand

(δcd − i Jc
d)
(
i ∂[aJ

d
b] − Je

[a ∂|e|J
d
b]

)
(A.12)

=
(
−Je

a ∂eJ
c
b + Je

b ∂eJ
c
a + Jc

d ∂aJ
d
b − Jc

d ∂bJ
d
a

)
+ i
(
∂aJ

c
b − ∂bJ

c
a + Jc

d J
e
a ∂eJ

d
b − Jc

d J
e
b ∂eJ

d
a

)
.

In terms of the Nijenhuis tensor (A.2) it follows by using J2 = −1 that the second line of

(A.12) can be written as

(δcd − i Jc
d)
(
i ∂[aJ

d
b] − Je

[a ∂|e|J
d
b]

)
=

1

2
(δcd − i Jc

d)N
d
ab , (A.13)

and similarly, we obtain

(δcd + i Jc
d)
(
i ∂[aJ

d
b] + Je

[a ∂|e|J
d
b]

)
=

1

2
(δcd + i Jc

d)N
d
ab . (A.14)

Therefore the equations (A.11) are equivalent to

Πc
dN

d
ab = Πc

dN
d
ab = 0 , (A.15)

which imply N c
ab = 0.
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Integrability as the closure of Lie brackets. Using the expression (A.3) for the

Nijenhuis tensor, we consider

N(V i,Vj) = [V i,Vj ] + J([V i, J(Vj)]) + J([J(V i),Vj ])− [J(V i), J(Vj)] , (A.16)

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

J(Vi) = iVi , J(V i) = −iV i , (A.17)

which follow from the definition of J (3.6) and the orthonormality relations (3.5), we obtain

N(V i,Vj) = [V i,Vj ]− iJ([V i,Vj ])− iJ([V i,Vj ]) + [V i,Vj ] = 4Π([Vj ,Vk]) , (A.18)

where the projector Π is defined in (3.2). Similarly, we find N(Vi,Vj) = 4Π([Vi,Vj ]). Since
Π + Π = 1, the vanishing of the Nijenhuis tensor is equivalent to

Π([V i,Vj ]) = Π([Vi,Vj ]) = 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 [Vi,Vj ] ∈ T (1,0)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

Ak([V i,Vj ]) = Ak([Vi,Vj ]) = 0 , (A.20)

for all k = 1, 2, 3. This follows from the fact that Ai(Π(X)) = Ai(X) = Π(Ai(X)) and

Ai(Π(X)) = Ai(X) = Π(Ai(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

[V ′i,V ′j ] = σk
i σ

l
j [(∂k − α n

k ∂n), (∂l − α m
l ∂m)]

+ (V ′iσl
j) (∂l − α m

l ∂m)− (V ′jσk
i ) (∂k − α n

k ∂n) , (A.21)

where the remaining commutator is explicitly

[(∂k − α n
k ∂n), (∂l − α m

l ∂m)] = −2 (∂[kα
n

l] − α m
[k ∂|m|α

n
l] ) ∂n . (A.22)

Thus (A.21) can be written as

[V ′i,V ′j ] = −2σk
i σ

l
j (∂[kα

n
l] − α m

[k ∂|m|α
n

l] ) ∂n + (V ′iσk
j ) Σ

n
k V ′n − (V ′jσk

i )Σ
n
k V ′n , (A.23)

where Σ is the inverse of σ and we used again (3.21). Here we write

∂n = (K−1)jn(Σ
k
jV ′k + α p

j Σk
pV ′k) , (A.24)

– 43 –



where we have defined Ki
j = δij −α p

j α i
p . Because of (3.24) the inverse of K always exists.

We obtain

[V ′i,V ′j ] =− 2σk
i σ

l
j (K

−1)pnΣ
q
p (∂[kα

n
l] − α m

[k ∂|m|α
n

l] )V ′q
− 2σk

i σ
l
j (K

−1)rnα
p

r Σq
p (∂[kα

n
l] − α m

[k ∂|m|α
n

l] )V ′q + 2 (Σn
l V ′[iσ

l
j]))V

′
n .

(A.25)

Since A′(V ′i) = 0 and A′i(V ′q) = δiq due to (3.20), we obtain

A′q([V ′i,V ′j ]) = −2σk
i σ

l
j (K

−1)pnΣ
q
p (∂[kα

n
l] − α m

[k ∂|m|α
n

l] ) . (A.26)

Similarly, we obtain

A′q([V ′i,V ′j ]) = −2σk
i σ

l
j (K

−1)pnΣ
q
p (∂[kα

n
l] − α m

[k ∂|m|α
n

l] ) . (A.27)

Here, we have defined Ki
j = δij −α p

j α i
p . Since σ, σ are invertible, the integrability (A.20)

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 Da = Da(x) which in complex coordinates of J has

components D = (Di(w,w), Di(w,w)). Under this diffeomorphism, the components of the

connection A′i as defined in (3.20) transform as 1-forms,

Ã′i(x) ≡ (Σi
j ◦ D) (dw̃j + (α j

k ◦ D) dw̃
k
)

= (Σi
j ◦ D)

[(
∂Dj

∂wm
+ (α j

k ◦ D)
∂Dk

∂wm

)
dwm +

(
∂Dj

∂wm
+ (α j

k ◦ D)
∂Dk

∂wm

)
dwm

]
,

(B.1)

where w̃i and w̃
i
are defined in (3.17). Now, we define,

N i
j ≡ ∂jD

i + (α i
k ◦ D) ∂jDk , N i

j ≡ ∂jD
i + (α i

k ◦ D) ∂jD
k . (B.2)

Using these definitions, we rewrite (B.1) as

Ã′i(x) = (Σi
j ◦ D) (N

j
k dw

k +N j
k dw

k)

= (Σi
j ◦ D)N

j
k (dw

k + (N−1)knN
n
m dwm) .

(B.3)

Here, we have assumed that the inverse of N exists. Thus, Ã′i(x) has the form (3.20) and

we read off the transformation of Σi
j and α j

i ,

α̃ j
i = (N−1)jk N

k
i , Σ̃i

j = (Σi
k ◦ D)Nk

j . (B.4)

We note that for a holomorphic-antiholomorphic diffeomorphisms CJ as defined in (3.19),

the definitions of N i
j and N i

j simplify,

N i
j = ∂jf

i , N i
j = (α i

k ◦ CJ) ∂jf
k , (B.5)
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which proves (3.27) and (3.29). Analogous statements hold for Σi
j and α j

i .

Next, we investigate the transformation of the Kodaira-Spencer equation (3.32). The

transformed holomorphic Kodaira–Spencer equation is given by

Ẽi
jk = ∂[j α̃

i
k] − α̃ l

[j ∂|l| α̃
i

k] = (∂[j − α̃ l
[j ∂|l|) α̃

i
k] . (B.6)

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

Ẽi
jk = (∂[j − (N−1)lnN

n
[j ∂|l|) (N

m
k] (N

−1)im)

= (N−1)im(∂[j − (N−1)lnN
n
[j ∂|l|)N

m
k] +Nm

[k (∂j] −Nn
j] (N

−1)ln ∂|l|) (N
−1)im

= (N−1)im(∂[j − (N−1)lnN
n
[j ∂|l|)N

m
k] − (N−1)ip(N

−1)qmNm
[k(∂j] −Nn

j](N
−1)ln∂|l|)N

p
q ,

(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

Ẽi
jk = (N−1)im

(
(∂[j − α̃ p

[j ∂|p|)D
n
) (

(∂k] − α̃ q
k] ∂|q|)D

l
)
(Em

nl ◦ D) . (B.8)

Thus, the Kodaira–Spencer equation is diffeomorphism invariant in the sense that the

deformation α̃ j
i is integrable if α j

i 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 Vi into vertical vi ∈ V and horizontal hi ∈ H

vector fields as

Vi = vi + hi . (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 ai, bi ∈ su(2) such that

Vi = a#i + J(b#i ) , (C.2)

which in components is explicitly

Vai = (a#i )
a + Ja

b (b#i )
a . (C.3)

The vector fields Vi are defined by (3.5) and they are (1, 0)-vector fields that satisfy J(Vi) =
iVi. Thus it follows that

Πa
b Vbi = 0 , (C.4)
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where the projector is defined in (3.2). It follows that b#i = −ia#i . Thus we obtain

Vai = (δab − iJa
b )(a

#
i )

b = 2Πa
b (a

#
i )

b . (C.5)

Next, we have

A(Vi) = Aj
a Vai τj = τi . (C.6)

Using A =W+iE (4.23) together with the identities (4.5) and (4.8), equation (C.6) implies

ai =
1
2 τi thus proving (4.35).

Proof of (4.37). We start by rewriting

4 [Π(τ#i ),Π(τ#j )] = [τ#i , τ#j ]− i [τ#i , J(τ#j )]− i [J(τ#i ), τ#j ]− [J(τ#i ), J(τ#j )] , (C.7)

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

Nijenhuis tensor, we obtain

[J(τ#i ), J(τ#j )] = −N(τ#i , τ#j ) + [τ#i , τ#j ] + J([τ#i , J(τ#j )]) + J([J(τ#i ), τ#j ]) . (C.8)

Substituting to (C.7) gives

4 [Π(τ#i ),Π(τ#j )] = N(τ#i , τ#j )− 2iΠ([τ#i , J(τ#j )] + [J(τ#i ), τ#j ]) . (C.9)

Similarly, we obtain from (3.2) that

4 [Π(τ#i ),Π(τ#j )] = [τ#i , τ#j ] + i [τ#i , J(τ#j )]− i [J(τ#i ), τ#j ] + [J(τ#i ), J(τ#j )] . (C.10)

Substituting (C.8) gives

4 [Π(τ#i ),Π(τ#j )] = −N(τ#i , τ#j ) + 2 [τ#i , τ#j ]− 2iΠ([J(τ#i ), τ#j ]) + 2iΠ([τ#i , J(τ#j )]) .

(C.11)

Now, we consider a curve g(t) = etτi ∈ SU(2) that generates the fundamental vector field

τ#i to write the Lie bracket

[τ#i , J(τ#j )] = L
τ#i

J(τ#j ) = lim
t→0

(Rg(t))∗J(τ
#
j )− J(τ#j )

t
, (C.12)

where L denotes the Lie derivative. When the Lie bracket is evaluated at a point p,

the vector field J(τ#j ) in the first term in the numerator is understood to be evaluated

at Rg(−t)(p). This ensures that (Rg(t))∗J(τ
#
j ) 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

J̃ = (Rg(t))∗(Rg(−t))
∗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 Rg(−t)(p). Thus, it follows that the first term in the numerator of

(C.12) is given by

(Rg(t))∗J(τ
#
j ) = J̃((Rg(t))∗τ

#
j ) . (C.14)

– 46 –



Thus, if J is SU(2)-invariant and (4.21) holds, we find

[τ#i , J(τ#j )] = J

(
lim
t→0

(Rg(t))∗τ
#
j − τ#j
t

)
= J

(
L
τ#i

τ#j

)
= J([τ#i , τ#j ]) . (C.15)

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 [Π(τ#i ),Π(τ#j )]− 4Π([τ#i , τ#j ]) = N(τ#i , τ#j ) , (C.16)

and substituting to (C.11), we obtain

4 [Π(τ#i ),Π(τ#j )] = −N(τ#i , τ#j ) , (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 P6 =

SL(2,C) induced by the embedding in C4 as in (4.11). Let (vî, vî), with î = 1, 2, 3, 4, be

complex coordinates on C4 where each vî parametrizes a factor of C in the standard way

C ∼= R2. The corresponding complex structure J : TC4 → TC4 on C4 takes the form

J = idvî ⊗ ∂̂î − i dvî ⊗ ∂̂ î . (D.1)

Here, we denote ∂̂î =
∂

∂vî
and ∂̂ î =

∂

∂vî
. The hypersurface P6 ⊂ C4 is defined by the two

equations

f(w) ≡ v1v4 − v2v3 − 1 = 0 , f(v̂) ≡ v1v4 − v2v3 − 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,

b1 = ∂̂1 −
v4
v1

∂̂4 , (D.3)

b2 = ∂̂2 +
v3
v1

∂̂4 , (D.4)

b3 = ∂̂3 +
v2
v1

∂̂4 . (D.5)

Similarly, the kernel of df is spanned by the complex conjugates bi = (bi)
∗ and together

(bi, bi) span the linear subspace of TpC4 tangent to P6.

Now, we introduce a parametrization wi of P6, with i = 1, 2, 3, and write the embedding

E : P6 → C4 as vî = E î(w) and vî = E î(w). By definition, the embedding satisfies

f(E(w)) = 0, f(E(w)) = 0 and it is explicitly

v1,2,3 = E1,2,3(w) = w1,2,3 , v4 = E4(w) =
1 + w2w3

w1
. (D.6)

Pulling back the form index of J onto P6 using this embedding gives by an explicit calcu-

lation

E∗J = idwi ⊗ bi − i dwi ⊗ bi . (D.7)
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This is a map E∗J : TP6 → TC4 and does not yet define a complex structure on P6 whose

image is TP6. In other words, for X ∈ TP6, (E
∗J)(X) is a vector field on C4 which is

defined completely by its action on functions in C4. Notice that the action of (E∗J)(X)

on functions restricted to P6 defines a vector field on P6. Thus we can define an induced

complex structure Jind : TP6 → TP6 from E∗J via restriction as

Jind(X)(S(w)) ≡ (E∗J)(X)(Ŝ(v))|v=E(w) (D.8)

where S(w) is a function on P6 obtained as the restriction of a function Ŝ(v) on C4 via

S(w) ≡ Ŝ(E(w)). It follows that the complex coordinates associated to Jind on P6 coincide

with wi. To see this, we use the fact that

∂iS(w) = ∂iŜ(E(w)) = ∂iE
î(w) ∂̂îŜ(v)|v=E(w) . (D.9)

By using the embedding (D.6), we obtain

∂iS(w) = bi(Ŝ(v))|v=E(w) (D.10)

so that we can write the induced complex structure as

Jind = idwi ⊗ ∂i − i dwi ⊗ ∂i . (D.11)

To summarize, there is an induced complex structure on SL(2,C) inherited by the embed-

ding into C4 under which SL(2,C) inherits three of the four holomorphic coordinates of

C4.

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

J2 = −id . (E.1)

Here id is the identity endomorphism. We represent the almost complex structure as a

matrix. The minimal polynomial of J is

χ2 + 1 = (χ+ i)(χ− 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 vk an eigenvector of J with eigenvalue +i.

But since J is real, it follows that

Jvk = ivk ⇒ Jvk = −ivk , (E.3)

i.e. the eigenvectors occur in conjugate pairs and there exists a real basis (xi, yi) with

vi = xi + iyi , vi = xi − iyi . (E.4)
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By comparing coefficients in (E.3), we find that

Jxi = −yi , Jyi = xi . (E.5)

Thus, we construct the real matrix

P = (x1, . . . , xn, y1, . . . , yn) ∈ GL(2n,R) , (E.6)

such that

J = PJ0P
−1 , (E.7)

where J0 is a reference complex structure defined as

J0 =

(
0 1n

−1n 0

)
. (E.8)

Here, 1n ≡ 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 J0.

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 J0. To find the dimensionality of this orbit, we have

to find the stabilizer, i.e. the subset C ⊂ GL(2n,R) defined by S ∈ GL(2n,R) satisfying

SJ0S
−1 = J0 ⇔ [S, J0] = 0 . (E.9)

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

S =

(
A −B
B A

)
, A,B ∈ Rn×n , (E.10)

such that the inverse S−1 exists. Note that S is conjugate to the complex matrix

K =

(
A+ iB 0

0 A− iB

)
, A± iB ∈ Cn×n , (E.11)

such that

detS = detK = 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

C → GL(n,C), S =

(
A −B
B A

)
7→ 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

S · S′ =

(
AA′ −BB′ −(AB′ +BA′)

AB′ +BA′ AA′ −BB′

)
(E.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 ′ ⇔ ∃S ∈ C,P ′ = SP , (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

dimGL(2n,R)− dimGL(n,C) = (2n)2 − 2n2 = 2n2 . (E.17)

Thus, a general almost complex structure on a 2n-dimensional manifold is parametrized by

2n2 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,

G−1dG = G−1dGG−1G = G−1ΘG , (F.1)

where we used the definition Θ = dGG−1 as in the main text. Using this fact, we rewrite

the definitions (5.1) of the uplifted W,

W = G−1WG+G−1ΘG = G−1(W +Θ)G . (F.2)

Expanding W = W iτi and Θ = Θiτi and using (2.22), we obtain

W i = Λi
j (W

j +Θj) = Λi
j (W

j
µ dy

µ +Θj) . (F.3)

Similarly, from (5.1), we find

E i = Λi
j E

j = Λi
j E

j
µ dy

µ . (F.4)

In both of the above equations, we have suppressed the dependence of Λi
j = Λi

j(x) on the

coordinates xµ. Note that both Ei and W i have only form legs in the dyα directions, since

they live on the base. Thus, we have expressed W i and E i in the basis PK = (dyµ,Θi). As

described in the main text, we define a dual basis PK = (∂yµ ,Θi). The vector fields Wi in

this basis take the form

Wi = (Λ−1)j iΘj , (F.5)
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and similarly Ei are
Ei = (Λ−1)j iE

µ
j (∂yµ −W k

µ Θk) . (F.6)

Note that Eµ
j is defined by (2.7). We construct the almost complex structure from (4.19)

and obtain

J = −W i
µE

ν
i dy

µ ⊗ ∂yν − Eµ
i Θi ⊗ ∂yµ

+ (Ei
µ +W i

ν E
ν
j W

j
µ) dy

µ ⊗Θi + Eµ
i W j

µ Θ
i ⊗Θj .

(F.7)

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

Θi ⊗ ∂yµ 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 = J ν
µ dyµ ⊗ ∂yν + J µ

i Θi ⊗ ∂yµ + J i
µ dy

µ ⊗Θi + J j
i Θi ⊗Θj . (F.8)

To investigate (4.20), we first calculate J(τ#i ). Using the definition (4.2) of fundamental

vector fields and the fact that the basis PK is right invariant, we calculate

dyµ(τ#i ) = τ#i (yµ(p)) =
d

dt
yµ(Retτi (p))

∣∣∣∣
t=0

=
d

dt
yµ(p)

∣∣∣∣
t=0

= 0 , (F.9)

where we used that yµ(Ru(p)) = yµ(p). Furthermore, using the transformation G̃(p) =

G(Ru(p)) = G(p)u of G under right-action, we find

Θ(τ#i ) =
d

dt
G(Retτi (p))G

−1(p)

∣∣∣∣
t=0

= G(p)
d

dt
etτi
∣∣∣∣
t=0

G−1(p) = GτiG
−1 = (Λ−1)j iτj .

(F.10)

Therefore, we have Θj(τ#i ) = (Λ−1)j i. It follows that in the right invariant basis, the

fundamental vector fields take the form

τ#i = (Λ−1)j iΘj . (F.11)

Thus, we obtain

J(τ#i ) = (Λ−1)j iJ(Θj) = (Λ−1)j i J
µ
j ∂yµ + (Λ−1)j i J

k
j Θk . (F.12)

We notice that

π∗Θi = Λj
i π∗τ

#
j = 0 , π∗∂yµ = ∂yµ , (F.13)

so that we obtain

π∗J(τ
#
i ) = (Λ−1)j iJ

µ
j ∂yµ . (F.14)

Since we can expand any vertical vector a# as a# = aiτ#i , the condition (4.20) requires

that (Λ−1)j iJ
µ
j ai ∂yµ ̸= 0 for arbitrary ai, i.e. (Λ−1)j iJ

µ
j has a trivial kernel. Thus the

product is invertible. Since (Λ−1)j i is invertible by construction, this implies that J µ
i is

invertible i.e. there exists J i
µ such that J i

µ J
µ
j = δij . 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 α under which J ′ also satisfies (4.20). For any vertical vector v ∈ V ,

0 ̸= π∗J
′(v) = π∗J(v) + π∗α(v) , (F.15)

where we use the shorthand

α ≡ 2i (α i
j dwj ⊗ ∂i − α i

j dwj ⊗ ∂i) (F.16)

in the holomorphic coordinates of the background complex structure J . The above equation

is linear, so we can instead write

π∗α(τ
#
i ) ̸= −π∗J(τ#i ) = −π∗Ei . (F.17)

Here, we used Wi = τ#i and J(Wi) = Ei. Using (F.6) and (F.13), we calculate

π∗Ei = (Λ−1) j
i Eµ

j ∂yµ . (F.18)

Expanding α as

α = (α1)
i
jWj ⊗ Ei + (α2)

i
j Ej ⊗Wi + (α3)

i
j Ej ⊗ Ei + (α4)

i
jWj ⊗Wi (F.19)

and using (F.3) - (F.6) together with (F.13), we find

π∗α(τ
#
i ) ̸= −π∗Ei ⇔ (α1)

i
j ̸= −δij . (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

∂i =
1

2
Σj
i (Wj − iEj) , ∂i =

1

2
Σj
i (Wj + iEj) . (F.21)

Similarly, using (4.23), we find

dwi = σi
j (Wj + iEj) , dwi = σi

j (Wj − iEj) . (F.22)

Substituting to (F.16) and comparing with (F.19), we obtain

(α1)
i
j = Σi

l σ
k
j α

l
k +Σi

l σ
k
j α

l
k = 2Re (Σi

l σ
k
j α

l
k ) . (F.23)

Thus, using (F.20) we arrive at the condition

2Re (Σi
l σ

k
j α

l
k ) ̸= −δij . (F.24)

If α satisfies this condition and is integrable, the deformed complex structure J ′ satisfies

(4.20).
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