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ANTI-SELF-DUAL BLOWUPS II
VSEVOLOD SHEVCHISHIN AND GLEB SMIRNOV

ABSTRACT. Let X be a closed, oriented four-manifold with b5 < 3, and suppose X contains a
collection of pairwise disjoint embedded (—2)—spheres. We prove that there is a Riemannian met-
ric on X such that the Poincare dual of each of these spheres is represented by an anti-self-dual
harmonic 2-form. This extends our earlier result for (—1)-spheres. The main new ingredient
is an application of Eliashberg’s h—principle for overtwisted contact structures, which we use to
construct self-dual harmonic forms on four—orbifolds with prescribed local behaviour near the
orbifold singular set.

1. Main result. Let (X,g) be a closed, oriented Riemannian 4-manifold, and let A? = A?T%
denote the bundle of 2-forms. The Hodge operator x: A2 — A? has eigenvalues 41 and induces
the splitting:
AN =ATpA,
where A* are the +1-eigenbundles. A 2-form ¢ is self-dual (SD) if ¢ = ¢ and anti-self-dual
(ASD) if xp = —¢. Let
H={pel(A?*): Ap =0}
be the space of harmonic 2-forms. By Hodge theory, every harmonic 2-form is closed, and the
natural map 9{3 — H?(X;R) is an isomorphism. Since A commutes with %, we obtain the
splitting:
ﬂ-C; =Hy®H_ g,
where 3, , and H_ , are the spaces of harmonic SD and ASD forms. H, ,,H_, C H*(X;R) are
positive- and negative-definite with respect to the cup product, and they are orthogonal. Their
dimensions by = dimJ, , are independent of g; they are the maximal dimensions of positive-
and negative-definite subspaces of H%(X;R), hence topological invariants of X.

For each metric g, consider the positive-definite subspace:
P(g)=%H,,C H*(X;R) of dimension b;.

g — P(g) is the period map of X, introduced in [9]. P(g) depends only on the conformal class of
g, and the map P is open in the C*°-topology on metrics. It remains an open problem whether
a given positive-definite subspace m C H?(X;R) arises as P(g) for some metric g.

Let us now state our main result:

Theorem 1. Let X be a closed, oriented 4-manifold with b < 3. Suppose X contains a collection
of pairwise disjoint embedded spheres S;, each with self-intersection (—2). Then there exists a
Riemannian metric g on X such that every g-self-dual harmonic form u satisfies:

/u:O for all S;.
Si

Equivalently, if s; € H*(X;Z) denotes the Poincaré dual of S;, then each s; is represented by
an anti-self-dual form.
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Scaduto [I3] recently proved that the period map P has dense image for every 4-manifold, and is
surjective when by = 1. This does not imply Theorem . Indeed, the conditions s; L P(g) define
a closed, positive-codimension subset of the Grassmannian of positive bj-planes in H?(X;R),
and a dense open subset may avoid such a set.

Remark. Consider the following example. Let X be the underlying manifold of a smooth complex
K3 surface. The cup product on H?(X;R) has signature (3,19). Let Gr§ be the Grassmannian
of 3-dimensional positive-definite planes in H*(X;R). For any class § € H*(X;Z) with §* = —2,
define:
ot={nreGrf:m Ld}.
Set:
D=Gri— | ¢
52=—2

The global Torelli theorem for K3 surfaces states that D is precisely the points in Gr¥ realized
as the period of a Kéhler metric on X; see [I5, 21]. Each §* has codimension 2 in Gr¥, so D
is open and dense. Although no point of 6+ can be the period of a Kéhler metric, it may still
occur as the period of a more general Riemannian metric. This indeed occurs: Kummer surfaces,
which are K3, contain 16 disjoint embedded rational curves. Thus, Theorem [1| produces metrics
for which up to 16 pairwise disjoint integral (—2)-classes are simultaneously represented by ASD
forms.

In our previous work [I4], we proved the analogue of Theorem [l| for collections of pairwise
disjoint embedded (—1)-spheres. Both proofs follow the same overall strategy, but the (—2)-case
presents an additional difficulty, which we now describe.

The first step is to construct a Riemannian orbifold (M, g) together with a closed SD form that
vanishes at a prescribed point p € M. Blowing up M at p then produces a manifold X with
an embedded exceptional sphere. In the (—1)-case, the point p may be chosen arbitrarily, so
producing a metric g with a closed SD form vanishing somewhere is relatively straightforward. In
contrast, in the (—2)-case, the point p must be the orbifold point of M; otherwise the exceptional
sphere created in the resolution has self-intersection (—1) rather than (—2). Thus, the metric g
on M has to be chosen much more carefully.

The new geometric input is the following existence theorem for closed SD forms with prescribed
zeros. Its proof occupies §[], §[6], and §[7]

Proposition 1. Let M be a compact, oriented 4-orbifold with isolated singular points p1,...,Pn,
each of type R*/{&1}, and assume by (M) > 1. Then there exist a Riemannian metric g on M,
flat in neighborhoods of all p;, and a closed, g-self-dual orbifold form 1) such that ¥(p;) =0 for

all 7.
For each p;, fix an orbifold chart:
T - (B4ageuc) — (Ulag) = B4/{:|:1} = Di,

which is an isometry. An orbifold form means that on U; —{p;}, the pullback 7i1) is antipodal-
invariant and extends smoothly over 0 € B*; 1(p;) = 0 means that w1 vanishes at 0 € B,

The proof of Proposition [I| proceeds as follows. To begin with, we reduce the problem to con-
structing a near-symplectic form on M with prescribed behavior near the points p;. This is done
via a theorem of Auroux-Donaldson-Katzarkov (Proposition 1 in [2]). Then, following Taubes
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[20], we construct such a near-symplectic form via Eliashberg’s classification of overtwisted con-
tact structures in dimension 3 [3].

With Proposition [I] in hand, our argument proceeds as follows. In §[2] we introduce an itera-
tive neck-stretching scheme for closed SD forms on manifolds with a long cylindrical neck. In
§[3l we apply this scheme to the blowup of M at p. This shows that, after inserting a suffi-
ciently long neck, one can find a metric g for which P(g) is arbitrarily close to being orthogonal
to a prescribed collection of (—2)-classes. In §, we then use Proposition (1| to deform such
almost-orthogonal metrics so that those (—2)-classes become genuinely ASD, thereby proving
Theorem . Although these arguments closely parallel our earlier work [I4], we reprove certain
steps here for completeness.

Combining Theorem [1| with the main result of [I4], one obtains the following mixed statement.

Theorem. Let X be a closed, oriented 4-manifold with by < 3. Suppose X contains a collection
of pairwise disjoint embedded spheres S;, each with self-intersection (—1) or (—2). Then there
exists a Riemannian metric g on X such that every g-self-dual harmonic form w satisfies:

/u:O for all S;.
Si

This statement does not require any new ideas beyond those used in the pure (—1)- and
(—2)—cases. Our neck-stretching scheme treats all spheres simultaneously. We therefore omit a
separate proof.

Remark. A closed ASD 2-form whose cohomology class is integral is the curvature of a line bundle
with an ASD connection. Thus, our neck-stretching construction is formally similar to Taubes’
existence proofs for ASD connections [I8| 16, [I7] on higher-dimensional bundles. However, unlike
Taubes’ positive-index problems, the condition that a given set of (—2)-classes be represented
by ASD forms is not open in the C'*°-topology on metrics; the index of our problem is negative.

2. A neck-stretching argument. The gluing argument in this section is inspired by the exist-
ing literature (see, e.g., |1l 1T}, [18]), but we present it in a form tailored to our later applications.

Let X; and X, be compact, oriented 4-manifolds with common boundary

00X, =0X,=Y.

Fix 0 > 0 small. On each X; choose a Riemannian metric g; which, on a collar neighborhood
(—0,1] xY C X,

splits as a product:
gi =dt@dt+ gy. (2.1)

Throughout let us take Y = RP? equipped with the metric gy induced from the unit round
metric ggs on S° via the double cover S® — RP?. All results remain valid if H'(Y;R) = 0.
Let
P, =[0,1]xY C X,
denote the smaller collar of the boundary.
Let us form the non-compact manifold X7 by attaching the semi-infinite cylinder [0,00) x Y

along P;, and extending the product metric (2.1)) over the cylindrical end. The resulting metric
is denoted g7*.
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Fix T' > 0 and consider the finite cylinder:
N=[0,T]xY,
equipped with the product metric . Introduce the extended cylinder:
N =[-1,T+1]xY,

and attach it to X; and X5 as follows: the collar P is identified with the subcylinder [—1,0] xY C
N'; and P, with [T, T+ 1] xY C N'. For each T, this yields a closed 4-manifold:

Xr=X1UNUXo,
carrying a metric gr which equals g; on X; and the product metric on N =[0,7] x Y.
Inside NV, let us single out the unit cylinders:
Q1=100,1]xY, Q:=[T—-1,T]xY.
Let
D=d+d", A=D?
denote the Hodge operator and the Hodge Laplacian.

Let L*(X;°) denote the space of L?-integrable differential forms on X with respect to the
metric g;. Let HT(X?°) denote the space of SD harmonic forms on X° that are also Lo, i.e.,

HE(XP®) = {g7-self-dual} Nker AN L*(X}°).
For a domain A, use ||-||x.4 to denote the L{-Sobolev norm on A.
Introduce cut-off functions py,ps such that:
(1) po=0o0n X;— P, po =1 on Xy — X3, and py interpolates between 0 and 1 on P;.
(2) pr=0o0n Xo— Py, p1 =1 on X7 — X5, and p; interpolates between 0 and 1 on P.

Fix a form ¢ € HT(X7°). Construct two sequences of smooth SD forms,
U(i)’ u(i), i>1,
such that:
v € LA(X) for i odd, v € L*(X$°) for i even, u € L*(X7) for all i,
via the recursion:
(a) v =1,
(b) If 7 is odd, restrict v to X; UNUP, and set:
u® = p, ),
If 7 is even, restrict v to Xy UN U P, and set:
u® = 0,

(c) Suppose i is odd (the even case is symmetric). Construct an SD form v(+Y € L?(X5°)
solving

Dyt = —Dy®,
The construction produces elliptic estimates of the form:
[k xa0e < Ar AU [k-2,p,, (2.2)

with constants Aj independent of 7" and i. For even ¢, an identical estimate holds on
X1 U Ql .
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Let us now explain step (c) in detail for odd i. The even case is similar.
To begin with, assume v(~1 and w1 have already been constructed. Fix numbers 0 < T} < T
and choose a smooth, positive function x: [0,00) x Y — R such that:

(t.1) 1, t €0, Ty,
X\L,Y) =
672t, t>1T,.

Extend x to all of X7° by setting it equal to 1 on X;. Consider the conformal rescaling:
G1=X97-
(X7°,01) has an asymptotically Euclidean end. Indeed, setting r = e~
6_2t(dt®dt+gg3) =dr®dr+1r2ggs.

Thus, the region [T5,00) X Y endowed with ¢ is isometric to the punctured closed ball of radius
e~ T2 modulo the antipodal map. Adding the point at infinity produces a compact Riemannian
orbifold, smooth away from the added point, where the metric is locally isometric to R*/{+1}.

Use X to denote the orbifold compactification of X
Choose a neighborhood U C X of the orbifold point together with an isometry:
B B/{£1} U,
where 7 identifies antipodal points and 7 is the chosen isometry. A differential form ¢ is smooth
on U if (mo7)*¢ extends smoothly across the origin in B. A form on X; is smooth if it is

smooth away from the orbifold point and smooth on U. On the domain of such smooth forms,
the operator D remains elliptic and self-adjoint, so standard Hodge theory applies.

Dul~Y is supported in Py U P,. Let us restrict Dul~Y to X; UN and extend it by zero to the
remainder of X;. Let us continue to denote this extension by Dul~b.

Let H(X;) denote the space of harmonic 2-forms on (X, §1). For any ¢ € H(X;),

/ () Aul1) = / (Do, Duli-D) 0,

X1 X

t yields:

because Ay = 0 implies Dy = 0. Thus, Aul~V is L?>-orthogonal to ﬂ'f(f(l). Hodge theory on
the compact orbifold (X7, §;) then gives a unique SD form ¢ such that:

ADD = — AV 50 L H(XY).
This can be strengthened:
Lemma 1. D9 = —Dul=Y for 9@ defined above.

Proof. To begin with, observe that duY is an exact 3-form on X;. Indeed:
dul=Y = d(p0V) = dpy A0,
Since H2(Y;R) = 0, there exists a 1-form o on P, with da = v(~1. Hence:
dul~Y = —d(dpAa) on Py
Consider 9@ +4~Y . By construction:
D? (5 447Dy = 0.

AD(HY +ulD) = Ad(5W +u V) + Ad* (5P +uV) = 0.
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In particular, d(t® +u~Y) is harmonic. Since it is also exact, it must vanish. Both ©(*) and

11 are self-dual; therefore:
@(@(i) + u(z‘fl)) — d(@(i) + u(ifl)) — % d(@(") + u(ifl)) =0,
and the lemma follows. 0

Elliptic regularity now gives, for each k,
109 x, < ArllAu ]y 5, = A AutV s,

with constants A, depending only on ¢;.

Restrict 9 to the cylindrical-end manifold:
o = 0.
1

Choosing T3 large enough, assume x = 1 on X; U(@);. On that region, the metrics ¢7° and ¢,
agree, and hence:
H@(i)

9l < 169, < Acldu Dz,

which is precisely ([2.2)).

The L?>norm of 2-forms is conformally invariant; therefore, if 9% is L? for §;, then it also L?
for g7°.

Finally, the equation
Dol = — Dy

holds on (X{°,g1) by construction. To see that it also holds for ¢{°, note that the kernel of D
is locally conformally invariant, so the only issue is the region where Du(*~Y is supported. But
Dul~Y is supported in P, where y = 1 and ¢° = §;. This completes step (c).

Iterating this procedure one obtains sequences {u(¥} and {v(¥} as above. Formally, one expects:

D (Z u@) =0.

More precisely, for each i:
e the support of Du is contained in P; U Py;

e on P, we have Dul® = —Dul—Y for even i, while on P, we have Du® = —Dul~ for
odd 7.

Lemma 2. Let k> 0. For all large enough T, the series

i=1
converges in the Li-norm on (Xr,gr), and its tail satisfies:
lu—=uD [y xp = O™, [Ju=u =u® [ x, = O(e™*T).

Proof. 1t is enough to find constants C > 0, independent of T" and ¢, such that:
[k, < Cre™ ul Dl x, (2.3)

The needed convergence then follows by summing a geometric series.
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To this end, let us study harmonic forms on the cylindrical neck. On N =[0,7] x Y, the Hodge
Laplacian splits as:

A=—02+A,

where Aj is the Hodge Laplacian on Y, acting in the y-variables only. Since 1 is harmonic on
X7°, its restriction to N admits a Fourier expansion:

Y= (an+xa)e™, (2.4)

where A\ ranges over square roots (positive and negative) of eigenvalues of Aj acting on 2-forms,
the ay are As-eigenforms with eigenvalue A\?, and = is the Hodge star on Y.

Eigenvalues and eigenforms of Aj are known (see, e.g., [4]). Dy =0 forces day = 0. Hence, only
closed eigenforms occur. The smallest eigenvalue of the Hodge Laplacian on closed 2-forms on
the unit sphere S° is 4, and these eigenforms descend to RP?. Thus, the smallest eigenvalue for
closed 2-forms on Y is also 4. Consequently, every A in satisfies A > 2. (Only the fact that
the smallest eigenvalue is positive will be used below.)

The L? condition on X rules out negative A in (2.4)), so we may rewrite:

77/1 = Z(Ol/\—i—*a)\) 6_/\t.

A>2
For s € [0,7], define the translated unit cylinder:

1 +s=][s,s+1]xY CN.
Since the a;, are independent of ¢,

s+1
W”an—Z/ 26_%(/}/@»@9) dt < e |y

A>2

2
O»Ql '

Thus:

1llo.0us < e 1Y lloi- (2.5)

Choose 0 > 0 small so that g7 remains product on the longer collars [—d, 1+4d] xY and [T'—1—
0, T+ 6] xY for all large T'. Interior elliptic estimates for the translation-invariant operator A
imply, for each k,

1612 u-ve < B (1013 gy era+ 1013 105 ) (2.6)
with a constant B independent of s and 7. Combining (2.5) and ([2.6]), we find:

11k gy +s < Bre ™ [1¥llk 0,

for a suitable By independent of s and 1. Summing over s =0,1,...,7 — 1, we obtain:

T-1
1017w =D 1917 0ues < Dil¥llE g,
j=0

and at the far end of the neck,

15 p, = 11k @y er < Bre™™ [l

|2
k?Ql '
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By, Dy, depend only on (Y, gy) and the choice of §. Hence, the same estimates hold with v® in
place of v:

||U ||k:N DkHU()Hlea ||U()||kp2 Bk6_4T||U(i)||iQa if ¢ is odd, 2.7)
||"U HkN Dk”“ ||1<;Q2a ||U ”k;P1 Bye™ 4THU ||kQ2> if 7 is even.

On Q; (for odd i) and on @, (for even i), we have ul” = v®. Since u? and v also agree on
N, (2.7) implies:
@i v < Dillu®li g, foriodd,  [[u®[f x < Dillu®|fq, forieven. (A)

p1, p2 are smooth, so for we obtain:

WO g, < Blo® 2, foriodd,  [uOlRp < B2, for i even,
Combining this with (2.7)), we find:
||u(i)||zyp2 < Fre 4T ||u(")||i7Q1 for i odd, ||u(z < Fre 4T ||u ||kQ for i even,  (B)

where Fk = BkEk
Finally, using (2.2 together with continuity of A, we obtain:

[0 |1k, 3,000 < A 1AW 4o, py < G|V |y, py, if i is odd,

[, x0000 < Ap |AWT™ ko, p, < Gy Ju"V |y, py, if 7 is even,

for some G,.
Let us now estimate ||u(||; x, for odd i (the even case is symmetric). We compute:

@1 = [l + a3y + 1N py < NuE x, + Dillu@IR g, + 1t <
. . B . . ©
<R x, + Dillu? 7 g, +e T Eillul? |3 g, < Hillu®[I} x,00, <
- i _ . -
<H G VR p < e TRHGEH VR g, < e TV xp
This completes the proof. U

Let us now isolate the contribution of u™) to the full series u. Along the neck, write the Fourier
expansion of ¢ as:

Y= Zw, Uy = axe ™, (2.8)

A>2
where each 1y is an SD eigenform of —9? + Az with parameter .

Let v® be as above. Decompose it as follows:

2 =3 ),

A>2
where 0% € L2(X5°) solves
®U§\2) = —D(p1n)-

_ 3,

A>2

Define ug\) = pgv( ) on X7 so that
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Let ¢ > 0 be such that ¢? is the next eigenvalue of Az on closed 2-forms after the minimal
eigenvalue 4. Let us show that u(® is well-approximated by the part corresponding to the lowest
eigenvalue.

Lemma 3. For each k, we have:

= O(G_CT) ?

>

A>2

k, X2

for ¢ > 2 as above.

Proof. By the definition of u§\2), we have:

D (Zu@) ——D <plzw> .

A>c A>c

Using , we find:

< Gk‘

(2) /
Zu/\ plX}b}‘Hk,P2 < G EkHZwka,PZ'
A>c A>c A>c

For the tail ) ). vy, repeat the decay argument used to prove (2.5)), but using that now A >

c¢ > 2. This gives:
<B e—cT‘ H =0 G_CT ’
IS0l <50, =0

and the lemma follows. O

kX2

3. Resolution formula. Let (M,g) be a Riemannian 4-orbifold, and let p € M be an iso-
lated orbifold point modelled on R*/{4-1} with the standard flat metric. Thus there exists a
neighbourhood U of p and an isometry:

U~ (B/{£1}, 9),
where B C R* is a ball centered at the origin, gy is the flat metric (the action of {£1} is
orthogonal).
Choose a linear complex structure on R* = C? such that gy is Kihler. Then view U as a complex
orbifold domain. Let w denote the Kahler form on U associated to ¢, and let r: M — R be the
distance to p with respect to g. On U one has:
w=—dd"r.

After rescaling g, we may assume:

U={xeM]|r(x)<1}.
The unitary group U(2) preserves (C?,gy) and commutes with the action of {41}; hence, it
induces an isometric action on U that leaves both r and w invariant.
Let Y C U be defined as:

Y={xeM|r(z)=1},
and let gy be the induced metric. Geometrically, Y is the unit sphere in C? modulo the antipodal
map.
Choose a > 0 so small that a-e <1 (Ine=1), and set:

N={zeU|a<r(z)<a-e}.
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To apply Lemma [2| introduce the annuli:
Pi={reU|ae<r(r)<a-e’}, Po={reU|a-e ' <r(r)<a},
which agree with the notation in §2
The metric on N has the form:
dr @dr+rigy.
Hence, N is conformally equivalent to the cylinder [0,1] x Y with the product metric:
dt @ dt + gy .
Let us modify M as follows. Consider the neighbourhood of p defined as:
U,={xeU|r(z)<a} C M.
This neighbourhood contains the cuff P, but not the neck N. Let
o: Xo— U,
be the minimal resolution of U,, obtained by blowing up the orbifold point p. The exceptional

set is an embedded sphere C' C X, with self-intersection (—2).
Consider a smaller neighbourhood of p defined as:

Us={zeU|r(x)<d}C M.
By standard complex—analytic results (see, e.g., Ch. 1 of [0]), the complex surface X5 admits a
strictly plurisubharmonic function h: X5 — R such that:
h=7r* on Xy—o '(Us).
Define a Kahler form:
W =—dd*h on X,
and let ¢’ be the associated Riemannian metric. By construction, ¢ and ¢’ agree away from Us.

Let us now build a manifold X by cutting out U, from M and gluing in (Xs,¢’) along the
common boundary:
X =(M-U,) Usx, Xs.

Introduce a conformal transformation of the metric on X. Let x: X — R be a positive function
such that the y-rescaled metric on P, U N U P, takes the form:

dt @ dt + gy,

and such that y = 1 away from a small neighbourhood of PLUN U P,. For T' > 0, let (X7,9r)
denote the space obtained from X by replacing the factor [0,1] in N by [0,7]. When T is large,
(Xr,gr) contains a long cylindrical region.

Lemma 4. Let M, X, and Xt be as above, and let C C Xy be the exceptional (—2)—sphere.
Assume that M carries an SD harmonic form 1. Let (,w), denote the pointwise inner product
with respect to g, evaluated at p. Then, for all large enough T, there exists an SD harmonic
form u on Xp such that:

lu—1|co,x, — 0 asT — oo,

and
/C w= Al ), e 2 4+ 0(eT) (3.1)

for some constants A >0 and ¢ > 2 independent of T'.
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To clarify the quantity (w,),: choose a uniformizing chart w: (B, go) — (U,g). Both w and 1
are smooth on U; thus their lifts mw and 7* are smooth, {+1}-invariant forms on B. Define
(W) by (w, 1), = <7T*w, 7r*1/)>063, which 1s independent of the chosen uniformizing chart.

Proof. In the neighbourhood U of p, the form ¢ admits a Fourier expansion:
V=) "ty a=axr?
A>2

where each 1, is an SD harmonic form on U. Smoothness at the orbifold point forces all
exponents to be positive. Introducing the cylindrical coordinate t via r = e™?, the series takes

the form used in ({2.8]).
Let Py, P, be as above, and let x be the function such that the yg satisfies:

dt@dt+gy on PLUNUP;,

and such that x equals 1 away from a small neighbourhood of P, UN U P.

Replace the original neck N by a longer cylindrical region [0,7] X Y, and analytically continue
1 from P; to P, along this neck. On P,, the continued form has the expansion:

-
,¢ = § ¢A€ T7
A>2

and this series converges on all of M,. For A > 2, the norm of i, tends to 0 as » — 0. Hence,
the leading contribution to (¢,w) at p comes from the A =2 mode, giving:

<¢vw>p =e 2" <w2’w>p'

Choose holomorphic coordinates (z,w) on C?, and set:
Q =dzNdw.

The form (Q is invariant under the action of {£1}, so it descends to U. The eigenspace of the
Laplacian on Y with eigenvalue 4 is 3-dimensional, and we may write:
w2:a1W1+GQWQ+CL3W3, aiER,
where:
W = w, wy = Re(92), w3 = Im(Q).
These satisty:
(wi,wj) =20;; on U,
so in particular:
(1h2,w) =2ay.
Replacing U, by X, produces Xr. Using Lemma [2, construct an SD harmonic form u on X7z
such that:
u=prp+u? +0(e™),

with dp; supported in P;. Using Lemma [3] when restricted to X», we obtain:
u® =P +0(e™T),  Duf) == D(piy),

for some ¢ > 2. To solve
Dugm = — 672T D(plwz),
observe that 1, extends from P to a closed SD form on all of X5:

n=a;w 4 ay Re(0*Q) + az Im(c*Q).
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Indeed, the holomorphic form o*) is ¢’-self-dual, and w’ is Kéhler for ¢’; both remain self-dual
after introducing the conformal factor y.

Thus:
2 _
ug? = e (1= p1)n.
Since p; = 0 near the exceptional sphere C, we obtain:
u=eTn+0(e") near C.

We compute:

/ U= e_QT/ n+0(e™") = e_zT/ aw' +0(e™ ") = e T (1hy,w), A+ O0(e™ ),
c c c

for some constant A > 0 independent of 7. This completes the proof. O

4. Proof of Theorem It suffices to treat the case by = 3; the general case is no harder.
Let (M, g) be an oriented Riemannian 4-orbifold with isolated singular points ps,...,p,, each of
type R*/{+1}. By Proposition , we may choose g so that there exists a g—self-dual harmonic
2-form t; which vanishes at every p,. Since by (M) = 3, we can choose further SD harmonic
forms 9,13 so that ¢,19,13 is a basis for SD harmonic forms.

For each a =1,...,n, fix a neighbourhood V,, of p, with an isometry

Va = (B/{£1},90),

where B C R* is a ball centered at the origin and gy is the flat metric. Choose linear complex
structures .J, on B such that g, is Kéhler. J, is invariant under the antipodal map, so it descends
to V. Let w, be the resulting Kahler form on V,.

By rotating J,, we may arrange that, for each «,
<wa7¢1>pa = <wa7¢2>Pa =0.

For each «, let D, C R? be a 3—disc with coordinates (S4.1,80.2,54.3). Set:
D¥ =D, x---x D, C R,

Let g,, s € D3, be a family of orbifold metrics with gy = g. Let a; € H*(M;R) denote the
cohomology class of v;, and let 1), ; be the gs—self-dual part of the g,~harmonic representative
of a;. For each « and 7, define:

Wa,i(s):<waawi,s>p s O{:L...,n, i:172a37
where the inner product is computed using g;. By construction, 7, ;(0) =0 for all .

Lemma 5. There exist neighbourhoods U, C V,, of po and a family of metrics g,, s € D", such
that g, = g on each U, for all s € D3, and such that the map
s — (71',1’@'(8))

a,i’

s a local diffeomorphism near s = 0.

Proof. The proof is identical to that of Lemma 4 in [14], which relies on [8], [7]. O
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For simplicity, assume n = 1 and drop index «; the general case is no harder. Let (M, g,) be as
in Lemma [5] Let us apply the neck—stretching procedure of §3|inside U. This produces a family
(M, gr,s) which agrees with g; on U (technically, on a slightly smaller neighbourhood). Let us
next resolve the double point p using the complex structure J. Let C denote the exceptional
(—2)-sphere, and let the resulting smooth family of 4-manifolds be denoted by Xr .

By Lemma , there exist SD harmonic forms w; ; on X such that:
/ uis = Ami(s)e +0(e "), A>0, c>2. (4.1)
c

For large T, the error term in (4.1)) is dominated by the leading contribution; hence, the map

s — (/ ul,sa/“?,sa/“fﬂ,s)
C C C

is surjective onto a neighbourhood of the origin in R3. This completes the proof.

5. Near-contact forms. In this section we consider contact forms with isolated, nondegenerate
singularities on 3-manifolds. The goal is to show how Eliashberg’s h-principle gives a complete
classification of such forms up to deformation.

Let Y be a 3-manifold. A 1-form A on Y is called a near-contact form if:

(1) X is transverse to the zero section of T%:, so its zero set A™1(0) = {p1,...,pr} is a discrete
(for simplicity, finite) set of points;
(2) there exists a volume form vol on Y such that, writing

ANdA = f vol.
the function f is positive on Y —{p1,...,px}, and each p; is a nondegenerate local mini-
mum of f. (This condition then holds for any volume form inducing the same orientation

as AAdA.)

Lemma 6. Suppose that p is a transverse zero of A and that X\ is contact in a small punctured
netghbourhood of p; then dX\ also vanishes at p.

Proof. Choose a connection V near p. Since A is contact in a punctured neighbourhood of p,
we have:

V(AAdN)|, = 0.
Using
V(AANAA) = VANAAN+AA VA,
we obtain:
VAL, AdA|, =0.
The transverse vanishing of A at p now implies d\|, = 0. This completes the proof. U

If p is a transverse zero of a 1-form A\ and dA also vanishes at p, then the bilinear form:

A(§m) = Ven)  for §n e Tylp, (5.1)

is symmetric and nondegenerate. Since A|, =0, the form A does not depend on V.

Lemma 7. If a near-contact 1-form X vanishes at p, then the form A defined by (5.1) is not
definite.
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Proof. Choose a flat metric g near p, let V be its flat connection, and let vol, be its volume
form. Let Y be the vector field dual to d\ with respect to voly; that is,

Lty voly = dA.
Then:
Ly vol, = (divY’) vol, = 0.
Thus, the endomorphism field VY : Ty — Ty is traceless everywhere. In particular, the linear
map:
B(g) = VEY S Tylp for all f € Ty|p,
satisfies tr B = 0. We compute:
ANAA = A(Y) volg.
Since A and Y both vanish at p, it follows that:
VgVnA(Y)‘p = A(¢,Bn)+ A(n, BE)  for all £,n € Ty|,.
Assume for contradiction that A is definite. Choose g so that g = A at p. Set:
H(&,€) = VEAY) |, = 29(¢, BE).

For any g-orthonormal basis {ej,es,e3}, we obtain:

3
tr, H = ZH(ei,ei) =2trB=0.
i=1
Hence, the function f = A(Y) cannot have a nondegenerate maximum or minimum at p. This
contradiction completes the proof. U

Define the index of a transverse zero p of \ as:
ind, A = sgndet A.

For a nondegenerate zero p of a near-contact form A, this index provides a topological obstruc-
tion to deforming one such form into another (through near-contact forms with a nondegenerate
zero at p). Another obstruction is the orientation induced by AAd\ on a punctured neighbour-
hood of p. We now show that there are no further obstructions, even for compactly supported
deformations.

Lemma 8. Let A\ and N be near-contact 1-forms defined on a neighbourhood of a point p € Y.
Assume that X and X' both vanish at p, that

ind,(A\) = ind, ("), (5.2)

and that AN dX and X' NdN induce the same orientation on a punctured neighbourhood of p.
Let W be any neighbourhood of p on which both forms are defined. Then there exist nested
neighbourhoods

peUcCVcCcW
and a family of near-contact forms Ny, t € [0,1], such that:
(1) =X on W, Ny =X on W=V foralltel0,1], and \y =\ on U;
(2) for each t € [0,1], the form A\ is near-contact on V', and p is the unique zero of Ay in V.
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Proof. To begin with, identify the neighbourhood W of p with the unit ball B; C R3, and let p
correspond to the origin. Choose a flat metric g in R?, let V be its flat connection, let vol, be
its volume form, and let 7: R3 — R be the distance from the origin.

Using , we may assume that:
VA, =VX|,.
Then:
V(A=A XN AA[(L=t)A+EXT]) | = (L =) VEAAAN)| +EVE(N AN
Letf and f’ be defined as:
ANAN = fvol,, N AdN = f'vol,.
Then:
(L= VEANAN)| +t VPN AAN)| = [(1=) V2 f +V2 f] vol, | .

Since AAdX and M Ad)N induce the same orientation near p, let us choose that local orientation
so that both f and f’ are nonnegative. Each has a nondegenerate minimum at p, hence their
convex combination does also. Thus, there exists ¢ > 0 such that for all ¢:

(1—t)f+tf >=cr® near p. (5.3)

Choose 0 < ¢,R < 1. Let Br and B.gr be the balls of radii R and ¢R. Let p = p(r) be a
nonincreasing cut-off function such that:

p|BsR =1, /0|B1—BR =0.

Define:
M=A+tp(N=N).

For W = By, V = Bg, and U = B.p, property (1) of the lemma is immediate. Let us show ¢
and R can be chosen so that (2) holds. We compute:

A AN = ANAA+Ep(N = X) AdA+HEANAd(p(N = X))+ p(N = X) Ad(p(N — X)) =
= (L=tp) ANd N+ tp N NdN —tp(N = A) Ad(N = ))
—tdp AXAN =N+ 202 (N =N Ad(N —\) =
= [(L=pt)f+ ptf]voly—tdp AXA(N = X) —tp(1—tp) (N = X) Ad(N = A).
Using 0 < p< 1 and , choose R > 0 small enough so that:
(1—pt)f+ptf > cr* on Bg. (5.4)
For a domain A, write |- ||z for the C*-norm on A.
Using:
Np=N|py=0, VN =N}, =0, d\,=dN],=0,
there exists C' > 0 such that for all r,
Mo, < Cr, [Nllop, <Cr, [IN=Alo,s, <C7?, |ld\]lo5, < Cr, [|[dN[lo,p, < Cr. (5.5)

Let f; be defined as:
At A d)\t = ft VOlg .
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On Bg:
fez [(L=pt) f+ptf'] = tlldpllos, Mo, 1N = Nlo,z, —tp(L=tp)[IN = 0,5, [|dN = N0, =

R
et

A

0,8: 1N = Mlo,B, = | = Allo,5,

d(N =N

> o’ —||dpllo,s, 0.8, =

B
<z

> cr? —C?r®||dpl|o,, — 2C°r°.
Fix R. For each 0 > 0, there exists € > 0, depending on ¢ but not on R, and a nonincreasing
p = p(r) such that:
p=1lonr<eR, p=0onr>R, Opp = —0/r.
In the logarithmic coordinate ¢ = Inr, this is immediate: we want p = 1 for t < InR—1In(1/e)
and p=0 for t > In R, with 0;p > —9.
With such a choice:
fi = cr®—(c/2)r* —2C** on Bg.
Thus, for R > 0 small enough, f; > §7"2 on Bg. This completes the proof. O

Taubes [20] constructs a near-contact form on R? with a zero at 0 € R? such that every sufficiently
small punctured neighbourhood of 0 contains an overtwisted disc. For completeness, we give a
proof of this result by constructing a sequence of such forms.

Lemma 9. There exists a near-contact form \ defined in a neighbourhood of 0 € R such that \
has a zero at 0, and such that for each small enough neighbourhood 0 € U C R3, the punctured
set U —{0} contains an overtwisted disc.

Proof. Choose a flat metric g in R?, let V be its flat connection, and let vol, be its volume form.

Fix any near-contact form ) defined in a neighbourhood of 0 € R3 such that A has a zero at 0
and no other zeros. Assume that the orientations induced by vol, and AAdA agree.

Consider the sphere S. C R? of radius e. We shall show that there exists a homogeneous cubic
polynomial C' such that, for each small enough ¢, the 1-form

A+dC,
when restricted to S., contains an overtwisted disc. Since C' is homogeneous cubic and
(A+dC)NA(A+dC) = ANdA+dC NdA,

the form A+ dC' remains near-contact in a neighbourhood of the origin.
To proceed, write A as:
A=da+p,
where a: R?* — R is given by
a(z) = 3 (Az,z), z€R’,
with A defined as in (5.1). By changing the sign of X if needed, we may assume that in some
orthonormal frame the quadratic form a is given by

a(z) = (¥ +25 - 23).
Define the dilation ¢, : R — R3 as:
¢.(z)=er, xR
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Consider the unit sphere S; C R?, and let V' be a small neighbourhood of S;. Since both p and
Vi vanish at the origin 0 € R?, there exists a constant D > 0, depending only on , such that
for each €,

loiplly < De’. (5.6)
We compute:
* 2 SD:M
306(/\+d0)—8 da+€—2+6dC’ .
In particular, the e ?¢*(\+ dC) is an e-small C'-perturbation of da. We now choose this
perturbation in a controlled way.
Restrict a to the unit sphere S;. The critical set of alg, is as follows:
(1) The two points z3 = £1, which are nondegenerate critical points.
(2) The circle z3 = 0, which consists entirely of critical points. This circle is Morse-Bott for
als,. Indeed:
Vyda = —dzs.

Choose C so that the 2-form
dC AV ,da = —dC Ndzs,

when restricted to the unit sphere S, does not vanish at the points of the big circle x3 = 0. It
suffices to take C' = C(x1,x9), independent of x3, and arranged so that dC' # 0 unless z1 = x9 = 0.

Since
O (p+dO)Y AV ypida = u A Vyda + £°dC AV, da,
it follows from that, after multiplying C' by a sufficiently large constant if needed, the
2-form
e (p+dC) AV, pida,
when restricted to S7, does not vanish at any point of the circle x3 = 0.
With this choice of C', and for € small enough, the 1-form

e 2o\ +dC) =da + 9[%” + edC,
€
when restricted to Sp, has exactly two transverse zeros p, and p_. These are small perturbations
of the points x3 =1 and x3 = —1, respectively.
Set: .
A =da+ 5 +2dC.
We will show that for each sufficiently small but nonzero e, the restriction A.|s, admits an
overtwisted disc. Consider the Euler field:

E =110, + 220y, + 1304,

and define w by tgpvol, = w. Its restriction to S; is nondegenerate. Restrict w and A, to S;, and
let X, be the w-dual of \.|g,; that is, txw = A|s,. Since . is C'-close to da, the vector field X,
is C'-close to Xj.

X, has exactly two zeros p; and p_ on S7, both transverse. Because a has nondegenerate minima
at x3 = 1, the linearization of X, at these points has a pair of imaginary eigenvalues; therefore,
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the linearization of X, at p. cannot have purely real eigenvalues, so neither p, nor p_ is a saddle.
We will show that:

div X.(p4+) <0, divX.(p-) <0 for all small enough but nonzero «. (5.7)

Let f. be defined by:
Ae NdA. = [z voly.
We compute:
few= ferpvoly = tg(A. AdA:) = A (E)dA\. — A\c Aegd..
Restricting to Sy:
few=AA(F)(divX)w— A Atpd)..
Restricting to p, and p_ (where A\. =0):

fe(p) = A(B)(p4) divXe(py),  folp-) = A(E)(p-) div X (p-).
Since f. > 0 everywhere on 57 and

A(E)(p+) = =1 A(E)(p-) = —1 ase—0,

we obtain ((5.7). Consequently, both p, and p_ are sinks of X, and X. has no other zeros on
S1. Hence, X, must admit a limiting cycle. This completes the proof. 0

Recall the following theorem of Eliashberg (Theorem 3.1.1 in [3]).

Theorem ([3]). Let M be a compact 3-manifold and let A C M be a closed subset such that
M — A is connected. Let K be a compact space and L C K a closed subspace. Let {& }ier be
a family of 2-plane distributions which are contact for all t € L and are contact near A for all
t € K. Assume there exists an embedded disc A C M — A such that & is contact near A and
(A, &) is an overtwisted disc for all t € K. Then there exists a family of contact structures
{& }rex on M such that &, agrees with & near A for allt € K, and agrees with & everywhere for
allt € L.

Proposition 2. Let Y be a closed 3-manifold, and let Aoy and A1 be near-contact forms on 'Y
with the same zero set:

Ao H(0) =ATH0) ={p1,....pe}, k>0
Suppose Ao and Ny are homotopic as nonzero 1-forms on Y — {p1,...,px}, and that Mg A\ dXg
and A\ Ad\i induce the same orientation on Y. Then there exists a near-contact homotopy A,
t €10,1], between Ao and Ay on the whole of Y.

Proof. Since A\g and A; are homotopic as nonvanishing 1-forms on Y —{p,...,px}, we have for
each zero p;:
indpi(Ao) = 1ndpz()\1)

Using Lemmas [0 and [§ we may assume that there exist neighbourhoods U; 3 p; such that
Xolu, = My, and that (U;, Ag) contains an overtwisted disc. Choose closed neighbourhoods
A; C U; of p; such that U; — A; still contains an overtwisted disc. Set A = A;U---UA,; shrinking
the A; if necessary, we may assume Y — A is connected. We can now construct a family of
1-forms ay, t € [0,1], such that:

(1) g = Ao, @1 = Ay, and ay = A9 = Ay on each Uj;

(2) for all ¢, the form «a; is nowhere zero on Y —{p1,...,px}.

The lemma now follows from Eliashberg’s theorem. U
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6. Near-symplectic forms. In this section we review the notion of a near-symplectic form;
see [2, 20, 12} 10, B] for background. Our goal is to prove Proposition [3

Let X be a 4-manifold. A 2-form w on X is called a near-symplectic form if:
(1) dw=0;
(2) w is symplectic away from its zero set, i.e., for each z € X with w, # 0, w, Aw, # 0;

(3) the zero set Z(w) ={z € X |w, =0} is a smooth 1-dimensional submanifold (a union of
embedded circles and arcs), and for each 2 € Z and £ € Tx|.,

(Vew)a A(Vew)s # 0.
If X has boundary, Z is additionally required to be transverse to 0.X.

This definition is equivalent to the following. Let w be a closed 2-form with zero set Z = w=1(0).
Then w is near-symplectic iff Z is a smooth 1-manifold and there exists a volume form vol on
X such that:

wAw = fvol,
where f >0 on X —Z and Z is a Morse-Bott critical submanifold of f; that is, df =0 along Z
and the Hessian of f is nondegenerate on the normal bundle of Z.

Endow X with a Riemannian metric and let w be a closed SD form. Viewing w as a section of
AiTj}, assume it is transverse to the zero section; that is, for each x € Z = w™!(0), Vw, has
rank 3. Then Z is a smooth 1-manifold, and w is necessarily near-symplectic: for each x € Z
and § € T'x|,, the SD form Vw, is nonzero; hence, its wedge square is also nonzero.

Auroux, Donaldson, and Katzarkov proved a converse (Proposition 1 in [2]):

Theorem ([2]). Suppose w is a near-symplectic form on X. Then there is a Riemannian metric
g on X such that w s self-dual with respect to g.

A smooth hypersurface ¥ C X is called w-convex if there exists a vector field V' defined near
> such that Lyw = w, V is transverse to X, and V' points outward along ¥ from the compact
region it bounds. Such a vector field V' is called an w-Liouville vector field. An w-convex surface
. is necessarily transverse to Z, and the primitive A\ = tyw restricts to a near-contact form on
Y. The same applies to w-concave surfaces, obtained by replacing Lyw = w with Lyw = —w.

Lemma 10 (Near-symplectic cobordism). Let A, ¢t € [0,1], be a smooth family of near-contact
forms on a closed 3-manifold Y. Then there exists a near-symplectic form w on W =10,1] x Y
and w-Liouville vector fields Vi and Vi, defined near {0} XY and {1} x Y, respectively, such that
Vo is transverse to {0} XY and points into W, Vi is transverse to {1} XY and points out of W,
and

= Cl/\(], = 62)\17

LVOW‘{O}XY LVlw‘{l}xY
for some constants ci,co > 0. In particular, {0} XY is w-concave and {1} XY is w-convex.

Proof. To begin with, assume that all \; vanish at the same finite set of points py,...,px € Y,
and that for each p; the linearization (V\;),, is independent of ¢. We also assume the family is
constant near the endpoints: there exists € > 0 such that A\, = A\g for ¢ € [0,¢] and A\, = A for
te[l—egl].

We use the same parameter ¢ € [0,1] as the coordinate on the first factor of W =10,1] x Y. For
each t, regard \; as a 1-form on the slice {t} x Y. These assemble to a smooth 1-form A on W,
with no dt-component:

AO) =0, Ayxy = A
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We seek a function h = h(t) such that the 2-form

d(hX)
is near-symplectic on WW. Using the decomposition
d=dtN0;+dy,

we compute:

d(hX) = dh AN+ hdX\ = hdt AN+ hdt AN+ hdy X,
where }\t = 3t)\t. Thus:

d(hA\) Ad(h\) = 2hdt A (h N Ady A+ /\dy)\t>.

Choose a volume form vol on Y and a compatible connection V. Define smooth families of
functions f;,9:: Y — R as:
MAdy X = fivol, A Ady A = g vol.
Setting h(t) = e with C' > 0, we find:
d(hA) Ad(hA) = 2e*" dt A (C fi+ g¢) vol.

Let p; € Y be a zero of \;. By Lemma @, (dyAi)p, = 0. Since (V)
follows that (V),, = 0. Thus, for each zero p; and each t,

gt<pi) =0, (dgt>Pi =0, (Vzgt)pz‘ =0.
On the other hand, the near-contact condition on \; gives f;(p;) =0, (df:),, =0, and the Hessian
(V2f,)p, is positive-definite. Hence, C'f; + g; has a nondegenerate minimum at each zero p;. It
follows that there exist neighbourhoods U; 5 p; such that for each C' > 1 and each t € [0,1], the
function C'f; + g; is positive on U; — {p;}. Set U = Uy U---UUy. Since g; is uniformly bounded
and Y —U is compact, it follows that for all large enough C' > 0, the function C'f; + g, is positive
onY —{py,...,p} for all t € [0,1].

Define a function f: W — R as:

f(ty) = (Ch(y) +a(y)).
Then f > 0 away from the arcs [0, 1] x {p;}, and each such arc is a Morse-Bott critical submanifold
of f. Hence, d(e“*)\) is near-symplectic on W.
Near t = 1 the family ), is constant, so d(e“*);) coincides with d(e“*)\;) on a collar of {1} x Y.
Moreover,

is independent of ¢, it

Lo, d(e“"\) = Cd(e“')\y),
so C719; is a Liouville vector field for d(e“*\;) near W . This completes the proof. U

Taubes [19] and Perutz [12] show that a near-symplectic form w canonically orients its zero set
Z =w™1(0). For completeness, we recall their construction.

Let w be a near-symplectic form on X, and let Z = w™!(0) be its 1-dimensional zero set. For
each = € Z, the range of Vw, is a 3-plane P, C A*T%|,, on which the wedge pairing is positive-
definite. Let N, C Tx|, be a complementary subspace to T%|,. Then Vw, : N, — P, is an
isomorphism. Let 07 € T|, be a tangent vector. Define the bilinear form:

A(fﬂ?) = (Laz(vfw))m(n)a 5777 € N,. (61)

Since P, is positive-definite, A is nondegenerate, and thus the sign of det A is defined. The
canonical orientation on Z is defined by requiring that d; be chosen so that det A > 0.
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dw =0 and (Vy,w), =0 imply that A is symmetric.

Recall an additional property of A, found in [19, 12]. Orient X so that wAw > 0. Let = € Z and
let P, be the range of Vw,. The maximal positive-definite 3-plane P, determines a conformal
class of metrics g, at T|, such that P, = A2T%|,. Choose N, C Tx/|, to be the g,-orthogonal
complement of Tz|,. With 97 and A as above, the form A is g,-traceless: for each g,-orthonormal

basis e1,e5,e3 of N,
3
ZA(ei,ei) =0.
i=1

Let us now specialize to R* and consider near-symplectic forms whose coefficients are homoge-
neous of degree 1. Let w be such a form. Since w is homogeneous of degree 1 and near-symplectic,
its zero set Z = w™!(0) is a line in R*. Let us classify these forms up to deformation; this is a
reformulation of [19, 12].

Lemma 11. Let R?* be oriented and let £ C R* be a line. Consider the space of near-symplectic
forms w on R* with homogeneous coefficients of degree 1, such that w Aw > 0 and whose zero
set is exactly €. Then this space has precisely two connected components, distinguished by the
orientation they induce on (.

Proof. To begin with, choose a linear metric ¢ on R* such that the range of Vwy consists of
g-self-dual forms. Since w has homogeneous linear coefficients, it follows that w, = (V,w)o for
all € R*; in particular, w is g-self-dual. The space of linear metrics is convex, so it suffices to
classify homogeneous linear self-dual forms w on R* whose zero set is £. We show that this space
has two connected components.

Let N C R* be the g-orthogonal complement of ¢ at the origin. Fix 0, € ¢, and let V be the flat
connection associated to g. As in (/6.1]), define a bilinear form:

A(&m) = (ta,(Vew))y(m),  &meEN.

Then A is nondegenerate, symmetric, and traceless. For a homogeneous linear self-dual form
w vanishing exactly on ¢, the form A determines w uniquely. Conversely, any nondegenerate
symmetric traceless form A on N arises from such an w.

The space of nondegenerate symmetric traceless bilinear forms on /N has two connected compo-
nents, distinguished by the sign of det A. This completes the proof. 0

Let us now specialize to the case when X is a ball in R*.

Proposition 3. Let B C R* be the closed unit ball with boundary ¥ = 0B, and let w and '
be near-symplectic forms defined in a neighbourhood of B such that w Aw and w' AW’ induce the
same orientation on B. Suppose that ¥ is both w—convex and W' —convex, and let X and N be the
induced near-contact forms on Y. Let

Z=w0), Z'=w0).

Assume that Z and Z' are unions of arcs (i.e. have no circular components) and that Z and Z'
have the same number of connected components. Then X and N are homotopic through near-
contact forms on 2.

Moreover, suppose that the antipodal Zs—action on B preserves w and W', and that there exist
Zo—invariant w— and W' -Liouville vector fields near ¥ making ¥ w— and w'—convex. Then the

above homotopy may be chosen Zy—equivariant, so the induced near-contact forms on the quotient
¥/ Zy = RP? are homotopic.
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Proof. For simplicity, we treat only the non-equivariant statement; the antipodal case is identi-
cal, with all constructions carried out Zs-equivariantly.

Let L be a closed manifold and define its cone:
C(L) = ([071] X L)/ ~, (tl,l’l) ~ (tQ,ZEQ) = T1 =29, t1 =ty =1.

Let p. be the apex and Lo ={0} x L C C(L).

A link in C(L) is a finite union of disjoint embedded arcs ; C C(L) — {p.} with endpoints in
Ly, each transverse to Lg; an oriented link is such a link with an orientation on each component.
Two oriented links are isotopic with free endpoints in L, if they are connected by a smooth
1-parameter family of oriented links as above. It is standard that if dim L > 3, any two oriented
links in C'(L) are isotopic with free endpoints in Lg; this depends only on dimension of L, not
on m(L).

Now strengthen this as follows. Let Dq,..., D, C Ly be pairwise disjoint closed 3—discs. Each
cone C(D;) embeds in C(L), as does the wedge

C(Dy)V---VC(Dy) C C(L),

which is a strong deformation retract of C'(L). Let Z =~ U---Uv, C C(L) be a link. We may
isotope Z so that there are disjoint D; C Ly such that v; C C(D;). Then C(L) — Z deformation
retracts onto the wedge
(C(Dl)—’}/l) VeV (C(Dk)—’}/k)

Each C(D;) is a pointed 4-ball; therefore, C'(D;) —~; retracts onto a pointed 2-sphere. Hence,
C(L) — Z deformation retracts (relative to p.) onto a wedge of k 2-spheres. Again, only the
dimension of L is used.

Let us apply this with L =3 = 0B, so that C'(L) is B, and p, is the origin of B. Let w and w'’
be near-symplectic forms on B with zero sets

Z=w'0), Z'=u"0).

Both Z and Z’ are oriented links in B and have the same number of components. By the above
link isotopy statement, there is an isotopy of Z’ to Z. Thus, we may assume that Z’ = Z and
the canonical orientations on Z induced by w and w’ coincide.

Set:
ZNYX=Ap1,...,px}, X =0B.
Let V and V' be Liouville vector fields for w and w’, defined in tubular neighbourhoods of X
and transverse to . Set:
A=1tyw, N =1,
Since w Aw and W’ Aw" are cooriented in B, the 3—forms AAdX and N AdN are cooriented on

¥.. We shall show that A and A" are homotopic as non-vanishing 1-forms on ¥ — {p,...,px}. By
Lemma [2] this yields a homotopy through near-contact forms.

In fact, we construct a homotopy between w and w’ through nondegenerate 2-forms on B — Z;
this induces the desired homotopy between A and ).

Consider the bundle N — B of nondegenerate 2-forms on B. It has two connected components,
distinguished by the orientation induced on B. Let N* C N be the connected component of
those forms which induce the same orientation as w. Since w and ' are nondegenerate and
compatible with the orientation, they define sections w,w’: B—Z — Nt |g_z.
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B — Z deformation retracts onto a wedge of pieces C'(D;) —;, and each C(D;) —; retracts onto
a small 2-sphere S; linking ~;. Thus, it suffices to show that w and w’ are homotopic as sections

of Nt — S; for each S;.

Fix i. Let U; be an arbitrary small neighbourhood of an interior point of 7;. By a small C!-
perturbation, arrange that w and w’ coincide with their linear parts in U;. Deform S; so that
S; C U;. Since w and w’ induce the same orientation on -;, it follows from Lemma [L1| that there
is a near-symplectic deformation of w to w’ on U; —~;. This completes the proof. 0
Proposition [3| and Lemma [10] allow us to introduce the following near-symplectic surgery. Let
B C R* be the unit ball with boundary ¥ = dB. Let w,w’ be near-symplectic forms defined in
a neighbourhood of B such that w and w’ induce the same orientation on B. Suppose that X
is both w— and w'~convex, and that both Z = w=1(0) and Z’ = «'~'(0) are unions of arcs and
have the same number of connected components. Then there exist a smaller ball By C B and
a near-symplectic form @ defined in a neighbourhood of B such that @ = w near 9B and such
that (Byp,w) is diffeomorphic to (B,cw’) for some constant ¢ > 0.

Moreover, suppose that the antipodal Zs—action on B preserves w and w’, and there exist
Zo—invariant w— and w'-Liouville vector fields near ¥ making ¥ w— and w’-convex. Then @
can be chosen Zs—invariant.

7. Proof of Proposition . It suffices to treat the case n = 1; the general case is no harder.
Let (M, g) be an oriented Riemannian 4-orbifold with a double point p. Choose a neighbourhood
V of p equipped with an isometry V =~ (B/{+£1},go), where B C R* is a ball centered at the
origin and go is the flat metric. Let ¢ be a closed SD form on M. We may assume 9 (p) # 0,
otherwise there is nothing to prove. By Darboux’ theorem, (V) is diffeomorphic to the quotient
(B,wp)/{£1}, where wy is the standard symplectic form on B.

Proposition [1] follows from the following stronger statement.

Proposition 4. Let B C R* be the unit ball centered at the origin, and let gy be the flat metric.
Then there exists a near-symplectic form w in a neighbourhood of B such that w vanishes at
0 € B*, w is invariant under the antipodal map, w coincides with the standard symplectic form
in a neighbourhood of OB, and w is go-self-dual in a neighbourhood of the origin.

If this is the case, replace ¥ on V by such an w. Then the theorem of Auroux-Donaldson-
Katzarkov applies to keep ¢ self-dual for some metric that agrees with gy near p. The rest of
this section is the proof of Proposition [4]
Lemma 12. Let F = (f1, fo, f3): R* = R? be defined as:

fi(x) = 2w123 — 2womy — w31y,

fo(z) = —x1(day + 13), H(wy,24) = 322 — 2124 — 27,

fa(x) = x5+ a3 — H(w1,24),
Then for each € > 0,

F710,0,—e)={z € R*: 2y =23 =0, H(xy,74) =¢}.

Fore >0, dF has full rank on F~1(0,0,—¢), and for e =0, it has full rank on F~1(0,0,0)—{0}.

Set:
w= firw + fawz + faws, (7.1)
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where
w1 :dJTl/\diL'2+dl'3Adl‘4, OJQZdQ71/\d1'3—dl’2/\d$4, W3:d1'1/\d$4+dl’2/\d$3.

Then w s closed and self-dual with respect to the standard flat metric and orientation. In
particular, w is near-symplectic on R* — {0}, and w+ews is near-symplectic on R* for all € > 0.

Proof. All statements follow by a direct computation. 0

Lemma 13. Let w be as in (7.1). Then there exists a small, antipodal-invariant perturbation
we of w such that w. = w outside a neighbourhood of the origin, w. is near-symplectic on all of
R*, and its zero set w-1(0) has exactly two non-compact connected components.

Proof. Let

4
i=1
be the Euler field. Let w3 be as in (7.1]). Set:

\ 1 1
= — LW = —LEW
4E7M2E37

so that d\ =w and dp = ws.

Let p: R* — R be a radial cut-off function such that p(x) = p(—x), p=1 on a ball U about the
origin, and p = 0 outside a slightly larger ball. Set:

we = d(A+epp).
Since A, i, p are invariant under x — —x, so is w.. On the region p =1 (in particular, on U),
We = W+ Ews,

which is near-symplectic for all € > 0. On p =0, w. = w, which is also near-symplectic. For all
small €, w. remains near-symplectic on the support of dp. Hence, w. is near-symplectic on all of
R*.

w™1(0) is a union of two lines through the origin, and the zero set of w-+ews is a small smoothing of
this cross into two branches of the hyperbola H(x1,r4) = e. Hence, for all small € > 0, w-'(0)NU
consists exactly of 2 arcs, each with two ends on OU. Let K be a closed neighbourhood of R*—U,
strictly larger than R* — U. Then w, —w has compact support in K and is C'-small. Hence, for
all small € > 0, w1 (0) N (R* — U) consists exactly of 4 rays. These rays attach to the two arcs
to produce two connected components. This completes the proof. l

Proof of Proposition @ Consider R* with the standard symplectic form wg and the unit ball
B C R*. Let us construct the desired near-symplectic form by a sequence of modifications of
wst. The first step uses the following result of Taubes. See [20].

Theorem ([20]). There exists a near-symplectic form w on R* such that its zero set w=*(0) is a
circle near the origin and w coincides with a standard symplectic form outside a neighbourhood
of the origin.

Let us apply Taubes’ construction away from the origin. Pick a point x € R* — {0} and a small
neighbourhood U > z. Taubes’ argument allows us to modify wg; inside U to create a single zero
circle in U. To keep antipodal invariance, perform the same modification near —z. Denote the
resulting form by w.
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Z =w 10) is a circle C C U and its antipodal image. Pick a point p € C. Perform a small
Cl-perturbation of w near p so that w coincides with its linear part there. This immediately
yields a ball neighbourhood D > p whose boundary ¥ = 0D is w-convex. To keep antipodal
invariance, perform the same perturbation near —p.

Choose a ball neighbourhood Dy of the origin 0 € B with w-convex boundary ¥ = 0D,. Pick
a point a € ¥y and a point b € ¥ with w, # 0. Join a to b by a path . To keep antipodal
invariance, also introduce the antipodal points —a,—b and path —4.

Form the w-convex connected sum of D, Dy, (—D) along paths § and —3. That is, choose an
antipodal-invariant, w-convex neighbourhood

XDDUD()U(—D).

(X,w) is a near-symplectic 4-ball with convex boundary embedded in (B,w), and the embedding
is antipodal-invariant. w™(0)N X consists of 2 arcs and no circular components.

Since X is a ball, it admits a near-symplectic form w, as in Lemma (13| By construction, 0.X is
we-convex. Both w|x and w. are antipodal-invariant and may be assumed cooriented. Then, as
explained at the end of §[0] one can modify w only near X C B so that

w=cw, onX

for some constant ¢ > 0, and w remains antipodal-invariant.

Finally, as in Lemma , deform cw. to a homogeneous SD form (with respect to a flat metric)
that vanishes at the fixed point of the antipodal map. The resulting form w on B satisfies all
properties required in Proposition [d, and the proof follows.

References.

[1] M. Atiyah, V. Patodi, and I. Singer. Spectral asymmetry and riemannian geometry. I. Mathematical Pro-
ceedings of the Cambridge Philosophical Society, 77(1):43-69, 1975.
[2] S. Auroux, D.; Donaldson and L. Katzarkov. Singular lefschetz pencils. Geom. Topol., 9:1043-1114, 2005.
[3] Y. Eliashberg. Classification of overtwisted contact structures on 3-manifolds. Invent. Math., 98(3):623-637,
1989.
[4] G. Folland. Harmonic analysis of the de Rham complex on the sphere. Crelle’s Journal, 1989(398):130-143,
1989.
[5] D. Gay and R. Kirby. Constructing symplectic forms on 4-manifolds which vanish on circles. Geom. Topol.,
8(2):743-777, 2004.
[6] P. Griffiths, and J. Harris, "Principles of algebraic geometry. Wiley classics library. Wiley, New York, NY,
1994.
[7] K. Honda. Transversality theorems for harmonic forms. Rocky Mountain Journal of Mathematics, 34(2),
2004.
[8] C. LeBrun. Yamabe constants and the perturbed Seiberg-Witten equations. Comm. Anal. Geom., 5(3):535—
553, 1997.
[9] C. LeBrun. Einstein metrics, four-manifolds, and differential topology. Surveys in Differential Geometry,
8(1):235-255, 2003.
[10] Y. Lekili. Wrinkled fibrations on near-symplectic manifolds. Geom. Topol., 13(1):277-318, 2009.
[11] L. Nicolaescu. On the Cappell-Lee-Miller gluing theorem. Pacific Journal of Mathematics, 206(1):159-185,
2002.
[12] T. Perutz. Zero-sets of near-sympletic forms. J. Symp. Geom., 4(3):237-257, 2006.
[13] C. Scaduto. Metric stretching and the period map for smooth 4-manifolds, 2023. preprint.
[14] V. Shevchishin and G. Smirnov. Anti-self-dual blowups. To appear in Math. Res. Lett.
[15] Y.-T. Siu. A simple proof of the surjectivity of the period map of K3 surfaces. Manuscripta Mathematica,
35(3):311-321, 1981.
[16] C. Taubes. Self-dual Yang-Mills connections on non-self-dual 4-manifolds. J. Diff. Geom., 17(1), 1982.



26 VSEVOLOD SHEVCHISHIN AND GLEB SMIRNOV

[17] C. Taubes. Self-dual connections on 4-manifolds with indefinite intersection matrix. J. Diff. Geom., 19(2),
1984.

[18] C. Taubes. Gauge theory on asymptotically periodic 4-manifolds. J. Diff. Geom., 25(3), 1987.

[19] C. Taubes. Seiberg-Witten invariants and pseudo-holomorphic subvarieties for self-dual, harmonic 2—forms.
Geom. Topol., 3(1):167-210, 1999.

[20] C. Taubes. A proof of a theorem of Luttinger and Simpson about the number of vanishing circles of a
near-symplectic form on a 4-dimensional manifold. Math. Res. Lett., 13(4):557-570, 2006.

[21] A. Todorov. Applications of the Kahler-Einstein-Calabi-Yau metric to moduli of K3 surfaces. Invent. Math.,
61:251-266, 1980.

FacuLty OF MATHEMATICS AND COMPUTER SCIENCE, UNIVERSITY OF WARMIA AND MAZURY,
UL. SLONECZNA 54, 10-710 OLSZTYN, POLAND
Email address: vsevolod@matman.uwn.edu.pl, shevchishinOgmail.com

MATHEMATICAL SCIENCES INSTITUTE, AUSTRALIAN NATIONAL UNIVERSITY, CANBERRA, AUSTRALIA
Email address: gleb.smirnov@anu.edu.au



	Main result
	A neck-stretching argument
	Resolution formula
	Proof of Theorem 1
	Near-contact forms
	Near-symplectic forms
	Proof of Proposition 1

