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ABSTRACT. We exhibit Lerman’s cutting procedure as a functor
from the category of manifolds-with-boundary equipped with free
circle actions near the boundary, with so-called equivariant trans-
verse maps, to the category of manifolds and smooth maps. We
then apply the cutting procedure to differential forms that are
not necessarily symplectic, to distributions that are not necessar-
ily contact, and to submanifolds. We obtain an inverse functor
from so-called equivariant radial-squared blowup.
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1. INTRODUCTION

The cutting construction.

Lerman’s symplectic cutting procedure [24], and his related contact
cutting procedure [25], have had wide applications in symplectic and
contact geometry. The symplectic cutting procedure takes a symplectic
manifold M with a Hamiltonian circle action and a momentum map
pw: M — R, passes to a regular sub-level set {u > A}, which is a
manifold-with-boundary, and collapses its boundary {; = A} along the
circle action. Identifying the resulting space with the symplectic reduc-
tion of the diagonal circle action on M x C makes it into a symplectic
manifold. The name “cutting” is because taking the two sub-level sets
{p > A} and {p < A} and collapsing their boundaries can be consid-
ered as a “cutting” of M into two pieces. If M is a symplectic toric
manifold and the circle action is a sub-circle of the toric action, then—
up to equivariant symplectomorphism—this construction amounts to
decomposing the momentum polytope A of M into two convex poly-
topes by slicing it along a hyperplane, and taking the symplectic toric
manifolds that correspond to the two convex polytopes.

oo (OO

FIGURE 1. Symplectic cutting

As noted by Lerman [25, Section 2|, one can carry out this con-
struction without a symplectic form, and one can work with one-half
of this construction, beginning with a manifold-with-boundary and a
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circle action near the boundary!. In this situation, the name “cut-
ting” might be less appropriate; perhaps we can call it “collapsing”
(because we collapse the boundary along the circle action) or “closing”
(because we create a manifold without boundary), or perhaps “sewing”
or “stitching”; though changing the name would hide the connection
with classical symplectic cutting. Until this paper appears in print, I
would like to hear your opinion on the terminology; drop me an email
at karshon@math.toronto.edu and let me know what you think.

This cutting procedure takes a manifold-with-boundary M, equipped
with a free action of the circle group S* on a neighbourhood Uy, of
the boundary,? to the quotient of M by the equivalence relation ~ in
which distinct points are equivalent if and only if they are both in the
boundary M and are in the same S! orbit. We denote this quotient
by

My = M / ~
and the quotient map by

c: M — M.
We equip M.+ with the quotient topology.

Lerman |25, Section 2| begins with a circle action on M. To obtain a
smooth manifold structure on M., he uses the collar neighbourhood
theorem to identify a neighbourhood of M in M with OM x [0,1)
and applies his symplectic cutting procedure (without a two-form and
with the momentum map replaced by the projection to the second
factor) to OM x (—1,1). Our line of argument is slightly different.
First, in order to exhibit the cutting construction as a functor, it is
not enough to begin with a circle action on dM; we need to begin
with a circle action near M. (The manifold structure on M., does
depend on the extension of the circle action to a neighbourhood of
OM; see Remark 7.3.) Second, we characterise the manifold structure
on M., through its space of real valued smooth functions. We do this
in Construction 1.3, followed by Lemma 1.4 and Theorem 1.5.

(Warning: the map ¢: M — M.y is not smooth!)

As before, let M be a manifold-with-boundary, with a free circle ac-
tion on a neighbourhood U), of the boundary. An invariant bound-
ary defining function® on M is a smooth function f: M — Ry,

LNear the boundary” means “on some neighbourhood of the boundary”.
2Necessarily, the boundary M is S'-invariant.

3The term “boundary defining function” is promoted in John Lee’s texbook [20,
Chapter 5|.
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such that f~1(0) = OM and df|sas never vanishes, and such that f is
Slinvariant on some S!-invariant neighbourhood of OM in U,,.

1.1. Remark. An invariant boundary-defining function always exists:
take charts with values in R" ™! xR, whose domains cover M; project
to the last coordinate, patch with a partition of unity, restrict to an
invariant neighbourhood* of OM in Uy, and average with respect to
the circle action; use a partition of unity to patch with the constant
function on M with value 1.

1.2. Remark. If we start from a symplectic manifold with a Hamiltonian
circle action, and M is the set ¢ > 0 where p is the momentum map
and 0 is a regular value for y, then f := p is an invariant boundary
defining function.

0 0=

FIGURE 2. Boundary defining function

We now describe the smooth cutting construction, which yields a
smooth manifold structure on the topological space M.,. We do this in
Construction 1.3, Lemma 1.4, and Lemma 1.5. The technical condition
in Construction 1.3(F2) is motivated by a characterization of smooth
functions on R? in terms of their expressions in polar coordinates; see
Lemma 1.7.

1.3. Construction. Let f: M — R, be an invariant boundary defin-
ing function. We then consider the set Fps of those real valued func-
tions h: M. — R whose composition h := hoc with the quotient map
c: M — M., satisfies the following two conditions.

(F1) ﬁ\M M — R is smooth.

4Every neighbourhood of &M contains an invariant neighbourhood; see
Lemma A.1(4).
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(F2) There exists an S'-invariant open neighbourhood V' of dM
in Uy, and a smooth function H: V x C — R such that
(a) H(a-w,z) = H(x,az) for all a € S* and (x,2) € V x C;
and

(b) ﬁ(:c) = H(z,\/f(z)) forall z € V.

1.4. Lemma. In the setup of Construction 1.3, the set of functions Fyy
15 independent of the choice of invariant boundary defining function f.

Proof. Let f,: M — Rsq be another® invariant boundary defining func-
tion. Then f is the product of f, with a smooth function on M that is
everywhere positive. Let g: M — R be the square root of this posi-
tive function. Then g is smooth and is S'-invariant near the boundary,

and f(z) = g(z)%f,(x) for all z € M.

Fix any real valued function h: M.; — R. Suppose that h o=
hoc: M — R satisfies Condition (F2) of Construction 1.3, with an
open subset V' and a smooth function H: V' x C — R. After possibly
shrinking V', we may assume that ¢ is S invariant on V. Then h
satisfies Condition (F2) of Construction 1.3 with f replaced by f,,
with the smooth function H,: V x C — R defined by H,(z,z) :=
H(x,g(x)z).

Because the boundary defining function does not appear in Condi-
tion (F1) of Construction 1.3, and because the function h was arbi-
trary, we conclude that the set of functions F,; that is obtained from
f through Construction 1.3 is contained in the set of functions that is
obtained from f, through Construction 1.3. Flipping the roles of f and
fo, we conclude that these two sets of functions coincide. 0

1.5. Theorem. In the setup of Construction 1.3, there exists a unique
manifold structure on M.y such that Fyy is the set of real valued smooth
functions on My .

We prove Theorem 1.5 in Section 7; see the first half of Proposi-
tion 7.1.

1.6. Remark. The decomposition M = M UOM of M into the disjoint
union of its interior and its boundary descends to a decomposition of
the cut space,

Mcut = Mcut U Mred7

5The subscript o stands for “other”.
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where Moy = (M) and M,eq := c(dM) = (OM)/S. There exist
unique manifold structures on the pieces ]\Zwt and M,.q such that the
quotient map restricts to a diffeomorphism c|,;: M — ]\Ofcut and to
a principal S! bundle c|gpr: OM — Myeq. (For M.y, this is because
|y x — {z} is a bijection onto M.,.. For M, eq, this is because, by
Koszul’s slice theorem, the quotient map M — (M) /S" is a principal
circle bundle; see Lemma A.3(1).)

The topologies for these manifold structures are the quotient topolo-
gies induced from M and OM. These topologies coincide with the
subset topologies induced from M,.; this is a consequence of Lem-
mas 4.1 and A.1(3). The inclusion map of ]\Ofcut is a diffeomorphism
with an open dense subset of M., and the inclusion map of M, is a
diffeomorphism with an embedded submanifold of M,; see Lemma 7.2
and the second half of Proposition 7.1.

In Remark 7.3 we will see that the manifold structures on Mcut and
on Meq (which depend only on the circle action on the boundary oM
and not on its extension to a neighbourhood of the boundary) do not
determine the manifold structure on M. o

As a prototype for the smooth cutting procedure, and to motivate the
technical condition (F2) in Construction 1.3, in the following lemma
we characterize the smooth functions on the plane in terms of the angle
and the radius-squared in polar coordinates.

1.7. Lemma. Consider the half-cylinder M := S* x [0,00), with the
circle acting on the first component, and with the function f: M — R
given by f(b,s) = s. Consider the map M — C given by (b, s) — /sb.
A real-valued function h: C — R is smooth if and only if its pullback to
the half-cylinder, h: M — R, satisfies the following condition. There
exists a smooth function H: M x C — R such that

(a) H(a-z,z)= H(x,az) for alla € S* and (z,2) € M x C; and
(b) h(z) = H(z,\/f(z)) for allz € M.

Proof. Identifying M x C with S* x [0, 00) x C, the conditions (a) and
(b) become

(a’) H(ab,s,z) = H(b,s,az) for all @ € S' and (b,s,2) € S' x
[0,00) x C; and

(b”) h(y/sb) = H(b,s,/s) for all (b,s) € S* x [0, 00).
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If h is smooth, then H (b, s, z) := h(bz) is smooth and satisfies (a’) and
(b’). Conversely, if H is smooth and satisfies (a’) and (b’), then writing
h(z) = H(1,|z]*,Z), we see that h is smooth. O

y

NN

FIGURE 3. Cutting a cylinder

1.8. Remark (Symplectic polar coordinates; cutting). An equi-
variant symplectic geometer would recognize Lemma 1.7 as construct-
ing C as the symplectic cut of the cylinder N := S' x Rsg. Equip
the cylinder with the standard symplectic form wy := ds A df, where
each point in the cylinder is written as (e, s). The circle group acts
on the first component by left multiplication, with the momentum map
f: N — Rgiven by f(b,s) = s. Also take C, with the symplectic form®
we = 2dx N dy, where the complex coordinate is z = x + 1y. Then,
take the product N x C, with the circle action a - (n,2) = (a-n,a™'2)
and the momentum map u(n,z) = f(n) — |z|?. The reduced space
N//SY = p71(0)/S! is then a symplectic manifold, which we can iden-
tify with the quotient of the super-level-set { f > 0} by the equivalence
relation that collapses the circle orbits in f~1(0).

More generally, in Lerman’s symplectic cutting construction [24],
we start with a symplectic manifold (M,w) with a circle action and a
momentum map f: M — R such that the circle action is free on f~1(0)
(hence 0 is a regular level set), and we take M := {f > 0}. Writing an
element of C as z = = + iy, we equip M x C with the split symplectic
form w @ (2dx Ady), with the circle action a- (m, 2) = (a-m,a"'z), and
with the momentum map p(m, z) = f(m)—|z|>. The symplectic cut of
M is the reduced space (M x C)//S' := ~1(0)/S", which is a smooth
manifold. A real valued function on the reduced space is smooth iff it
lifts to an S'-invariant smooth function on the level set p~'(0). This
level set is a closed submanifold of M x C that is contained in M x C; its

6The factor 2 simplifies later formulas
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invariant smooth functions are exactly the restrictions to the level set of
the invariant smooth functions on M x C. The map m — (m, +/f(m))
from M to the zero level set ;Fl(O) descends to a bijection of M
with the reduced space ~1(0)/S; we use this bijection to define the
smooth structure on M. o

The idea of the proof of Theorem 1.5 is simple: locally near the
boundary we can identify M with open subsets of R"72 x S x R>g; the
cutting construction makes the S' and R, components into the angle
and the radius-squared in polar coordinates on C as in Lemma 1.7. This
implies that a smooth manifold structure with the required properties
exists locally on M,y. These smooth local manifold structures are
consistent and fit into a global smooth manifold structure.

To provide accurate details, we work with the formalism of differ-
ential spaces as axiomatized by Sikorski |28, 29]|; see Section 5. The
smooth cutting construction makes M., into a differential space; see
Section 6. The consistency of the local manifold structures follows
from functoriality of the smooth cutting construction with respect to
inclusion maps of open subsets that are invariant near the boundary.
A-priori, the smooth cutting construction defines a functor that takes
values in the category of differential spaces; a-posteriori, it takes values
in the category of smooth manifolds.

Functoriality first appears in Section 2, where we apply the cutting
construction to so-called equivariant transverse maps. Inclusions of
open subsets that are invariant near the boundary are examples of
equivariant transverse maps.

In Section 3 we give local models for neighbourhoods in M as open
subsets of R"2 x S x [0, 00).

In Section 4 we spell out some point-set-topological properties of the
cut space M.y and of the quotient map c¢: M — M.

Section 5 contains an introduction to differential structures, and in
Section 6 we show that Construction 1.3 makes M., into a differential
space.

In Section 7 we combine the local models with the functoriality of
the cutting construction with respect to inclusions of open subsets that
are invariant near the boundary to conclude that the cut space is a
manifold.
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In Section 8 we show that the cutting construction takes immersions
(resp., submersions or embeddings) M — N to immersions (resp., sub-
mersions or embeddings) My, — New. It follows that “well behaved”
submanifolds-with-boundary of NV descend to submanifolds of N..; see
Corollary 8.2.

Sections 9-12 are about differential forms and distributions (sub-
bundles of tangent bundles). For symplectic two-forms, contact one-
forms, and contact distributions, we recover Lerman’s earlier results;
in particular see [25, Propositions 2.7 and 2.15 and Remark 2.14]. Our
current treatment puts these results in a broader context and provides
more details.

In Section 9, we show that a differential form 5 on M that is ba-
sic on OM and invariant near OM descends to a differential form Sy
on M. We show that the map § — [y is linear, intertwines exte-
rior derivatives, intertwines wedge products, is one-to-one, and takes
non-vanishing forms to non-vanishing forms. We conclude that if 3 is
a symplectic two-form (resp., contact one-form) on M then [., is a
symplectic two-form (resp., contact one-form) on M.

In Section 10 we show that the pullback of (., under the inclusion
map Meq — M.y coincides with the differential form S.q on Mieq
whose pullback to OM coincides with the pullback of 5 to OM. We
also show that if 8 is a symplectic two-form (resp., contact one-form)
on M then Beq is a symplectic two-form (resp., contact one-form) on
Mied, 50 Myeq is then a symplectic (resp., contact) submanifold of M.

In Sections 11 and 12, we relate the smooth cutting procedure with
differential forms to the classical version of Lerman’s symplectic cutting
procedure [24] and contact cutting procedure [25].

In Section 13, we show that a distribution £ on M that is Sl-
invariant near dM, is transverse to OM, and contains the tangents
to the S'-orbits along OM, descends to a distribution F., on Mey.
A foliation (resp., a contact distribution) on M with these properties
gives a foliation (resp., a contact distribution) on M . In fact, for a
contact distribution E, it is enough to assume that E is S'-invariant
near M and contains the tangents to the S'-orbits along OM.

In Appendix A, we recall some facts about actions of compact Lie
groups and their quotients.

In Appendix B, we sketch the construction for simultaneous cut-
ting along the facets of a manifold-with-corners that is equipped with
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commuting circle actions near its facets. A-posteriori, such a manifold-
with-corners is what is sometimes called a manifold-with-faces; in par-
ticular, its facets are embedded submanifolds-with-corners. We expect
the results of this paper to generalize to this setup of simultaneous cut-
ting. We expect that this generalization would streamline several pro-
cedures in the literature, including the unfolding of folded symplectic
structures [5, 6], the passage from a non-compact cobordism between
compact Hamiltonian T-manifolds to a compact cobordism [21], and
the equivalence of categories between symplectic toric 7" manifolds and
symplectic toric T-bundles [17].

Equivariant radial-squared blowups.

Sections 14, 15, and 16 constitute a second part to the paper, in
which we describe an inverse to the cutting construction. This inverse
is a modification of the radial blowup construction that is inspired by
Bredon and which we call the equivariant radial-squared-blowup con-
struction. A baby-case is the passage from Cartesian coordinates (z, y)

with = + iy = re? to symplectic polar coordinates r? (instead of r)
and 6.

We start in Section 14, with a baby-example, describing equivariant
diffeomorphisms in symplectic polar coordinates. This section can be
read independently of the others. In Section 15 we describe the radial
blowup construction of a manifold along a closed manifold. We give
more details than we found in the literature. This provides prepara-
tion for the equivariant-radial-squared-blowup construction, which we
introduce in Section 16.

The radial blowup construction is functorial with respect to diffeo-
morphisms, so a Lie group action on a manifold X that preserves a
closed submanifold F' naturally lifts to the radial blowup X ® F' of X
along F'. In contrast, the equivariant radial-squared-blowup, which we
denote XQ@F, requires a special group action: each isotropy represen-
tation must be isomorphic to a product of groups, acting on a product
of their representations, where in each factor the action is either triv-
ial or is transitive on the unit sphere. This assumption goes back to
so-called special G-manifolds, introduced by Jénich [14] and Hsiang-
Hsiang [13], and treated by Bredon [4, Chap. VI, Sec. 5 and 6| (though
these authors focused on special cases). In the special case of circle
actions, the equivariant-radial-squared blowup gives an inverse to the
cutting construction.
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To put this in context, we digress for a moment to discuss iterated
(not simultaneous) radial (not equivariant-radial-squared) blowups. For
a proper action of a Lie group G on X such that X /G is connected, iter-
ates of the radial blowup construction along minimal orbit type strata
leads to a manifold-with-corners M with a G action with constant orbit
type, which is a bundle whose base can be further collapsed to M/G.
This resolution of a group action using the radial blowup construction
goes back to Jénich [15, Section 1.3] and was further elaborated by
Michael Davis [9], Duistermaat and Kolk [11, Section 2.9], and Albin
and Melrose [3]. Getting back from the manifold-with-corners M to the
G-manifold X is not straight-forward. Davis [9] does this by keeping
track of certain “attaching data” on M. This iterated construction is
different from the simultaneous construction that we mentioned above.

Finally, we note that, as explained by Lerman [24], his original cut-
ting construction, which starts from a manifold cut along a hypersur-
face (rather than from a manifold-with-boundary as we do), provides
an inverse to Gompf’s symplectic gluing construction [22]. The equi-
variant case is addressed in [31].

This work is inspired by collaborations with Eugene Lerman, River
Chiang, Shintaro Kuroki, Ana Cannas da Silva, and Liat Kessler. With
Eugene Lerman, in our classification of not-necessarily-compact sym-
plectic toric manifolds [17], we applied a simultaneous cutting proce-
dure, and we used the functoriality of this procedure with respect to
inclusions of invariant open subsets. With River Chiang [8], we use
symplectic and contact cutting while keeping track of submanifolds.
With Liat Kessler [18], we apply the smooth cutting construction to
obtain families of symplectic blowups. With Shintaro Kuroki [16], we
use simultaneous cutting to classify smooth manifolds with so-called lo-
cally standard torus actions. With Ana Cannas da Silva, we can obtain
so-called toric Lagrangians submanifolds of symplectic toric manifolds
through a smooth cutting construction, continuing Cannas da Silva’s
earlier work with her student Giovanni Ambrosioni.

Acknowledgement. I am grateful to Eugene Lerman, River Chiang,
Shintaro Kuroki, Ana Cannas da Silva, and Liat Kessler, for inspiring
collaborations and discussions that have lead to this note and con-
tributed to it in many ways. I am grateful to River Chiang, Liat
Kessler, Shintaro Kuroki, and Eugene Lerman for comments on drafts
of this note. I am grateful for Eugene Lerman for teaching me about
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C* rings and for Jordan Watts for enlightening discussions about dif-
ferential spaces. I am grateful to Alejandro Uribe for pointing out the
possible relation between cutting and radial blowups a-la-Melrose. I am
grateful to Shintaro Kuroki for explaining to me subtle aspects of the
work of Janich, Bredon, and Davis. If I mistakenly omitted your name
and you're one of the people who enriched my mathematical world in
ways that are relevant to this paper, please do not hesitate to mention
this to me. This research is partly funded by the Natural Sciences and
Engineering Research Council of Canada.

2. FUNCTORIALITY WITH RESPECT TO EQUIVARIANT TRANSVERSE
MAPS

Let M and N be manifolds-with-boundary equipped with free circle
actions on neighbourhoods Uj,; and Uy of the boundaries OM and ON.
A map ¥: M — N from M to N is an equivariant transverse map
if it has the following properties.

e ) is smooth.

e For some—hence every—invariant boundary defining function
fn: N = Rsp on N, the composition fy o: M — Ry is an
invariant boundary defining function on M.

Hence, v takes M to N and OM to ON.

e There exists a neighbourhood V of OM in M, contained in
Uy N~ Uy and S'-invariant, such that o)y : V — Uy is S'-
equivariant.

2.1. Example. Let M be a manifold-with-boundary, equipped with a
free circle action on a neighbourhood U, of the boundary. Then the
inclusion maps of Uy, and of M into M are equivariant transverse maps.

0

Manifolds-with-boundary equipped with free circle actions on neigh-
bourhoods of the boundary, and their equivariant transverse maps,
form a category. The cutting construction gives a functor on this cat-
egory, which we describe in the following lemmas.

2.2. Lemma. Let M and N be manifolds-with-boundary, equipped with
free circle actions on neighbourhoods of the boundary. Let M. and
New be the corresponding cut spaces, and let cpy: M — Moy and
cn: N — Ney be the quotient maps. Let ib: M — N be an equivariant
transverse map. Then there exists a unique map Yeut: Mewt — Newt
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such that the following diagram commutes.

M—Y N

N

M, cut = N, cut
djcut

Moreover,
® .y takes Mcut to Ncut and Mg t0 Nyeg.
o [f 1) is one-to-one, s0 iS Yeur- If U is onto, $0 1S Yeys.
® Yoyt 1S cONtinuous.
o If 1) is open, $0 1S eyt
e [f1 is open as a map to its image, S0 1S Yeys -

2.3. Remark. The quotient maps cj; and cy are not open. o

A subset W of M is saturated with respect to the equivalence re-
lation ~ if for every two points x and 2’ in M, if x € W and x ~ 2/,
then 2/ € W.

Proof of Lemma 2.2. Because 1) restricts to an S' equivariant map
U|op: OM — ON, it descends to a umque map U, such that the
diagram commutes. Because ¢ takes M to M and OM to ON, the map
Yeut takes Mcut to Ncut and Mieq t0 Nyeg. Assuming that 1 is onto,
onto-ness of 1, follows from that of cy. Assuming that 1 is one-to-
one, one-to-one-ness of ., follows from those of ¢|,; and of ¢|gpr and
the equivariance of 1|gar. The continuity of 1., follows by chasing the
commuting diagram, noting that 1 and cy are continuous and that the
topology of M., is induced from the quotient map cpr: M — Mey.
Assuming that v is open, the openness of 1., also follows by chasing
the commuting square, noting that c,; is continuous, that ¢ is open
and takes saturated sets to saturated sets, and that the topology of
Ney 18 induced from the quotient map cy: N — Ney. A similar argu-
ment holds if v is open as a map to its image, noting that the image
of v is the preimage of the image of 1y. O

2.4. Lemma. Let My, M, and M3 be manifolds with boundary, with
free circle actions near the boundary. Let

M, U1 M, P2 M,

be equivariant transverse functions. Then (19011)cut = (V2)eut©(1¥1)cut -



14 YAEL KARSHON

Proof. Since 1, takes Ml to ]\042 and 1y takes ]\042 to ]\043, and by the
definition of (¢1)eut and (102)cut, the equality is true on the open dense

subset (M )eu. By continuity, the equality is true everywhere. U

2.5. Lemma. Let M be a manifold with boundary, with a free circle
action near the boundary. The identity map Id: M — M is an equi-
variant transverse map, and Idey is the identity map on My .

Proof. By the definition of the map Id.,, this map restricts to the
identity map on M.,. By continuity, Id.,; is the identity map every-
where. 0

2.6. Corollary. Let M and N be manifolds with boundary, with free
circle actions near their boundaries. Let 1p: M — N be an equivariant
diffeomorphism; let 1=': N — M be its inverse. Then eyt : Moy —
News 18 invertible, and its inverse is (V™ )eus: News — Meus.

Proof. This follows from Lemma 2.4 and Lemma 2.5. U

Thus, we get a functor, from the category whose objects are manifolds-
with-boundary equipped with free circle actions near the boundary and
whose morphisms are equivariant transverse maps, to the category of
topological spaces and their continuous maps.

Until now, we only considered the cut space as a topological space.
By Lemmas 2.2, 2.4, and 2.5, the cutting construction defines a functor
from the category of manifolds-with-boundary equipped with free circle
actions on neighbourhoods of their boundaries, with their equivariant
transverse maps, to the category of topological spaces, with their con-
tinuous maps. The following lemma shows that the cutting functor also
takes smooth maps to smooth maps, where the meaning of “smooth” is
in terms of the collections of real valued functions of Construction 1.3.

2.7. Lemma. Let M and N be manifolds with boundary, with free circle
actions near the boundary, and let Fy; and Fy be the sets of real valued
functions on M.y and on Ny that are obtained from Construction 1.3.
Let ¢v: M — N be an equivariant transverse map. Then for each
function hy in Fy, the composition hyy = hy 0 Yeyy 1S 10 Fag.

Proof. Let hy: Newy — R be in Fy. We would like to show that
har = hy 0 Yeus: Moy — R is in Fyy. Write

(hM @) CM)’M = (hN o} wcut @) CM)’M = (hN @) CN) e} QMM
The right hand side is smooth, because 1 restricts to a smooth function
from M to N, and because—since hy is in Fy—the composition hy o
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cn|x is smooth. So the left hand side is smooth too, and so hy o ¢y
satisfies Condition (F1) of Construction 1.3. It remains to show that
har o ¢y satisfies Condition (F2) of Construction 1.3 with respect to
some invariant boundary defining function on M.

Because v: M — N is an equivariant transverse map, there exists a
neighbourhood Vj, of M, contained in Uy N~ 'Uy and S'-invariant,
such that |y, : Vi — Uy is S equivariant. Fix such a V.

Let fy: N — Rs( be an invariant boundary defining function on
N. Let Uy, be a neighbourhood of N, contained in Uy and S*-
invariant, on which fy is S'-invariant. Then fy; := fy o is an
invariant boundary defining function on M, and Uy,, := V,, N¢~1Uy,
is a neighbourhood of M, contained in Uj; and S'-invariant, on which
far is St-invariant.

Because hy is in Fy, there exist an S'-invariant open neighbourhood
Vn of ON, contained in Uy and S'-invariant, and a smooth function
Hy: Vy x C — R, such that Hy(a-y,2) = Hy(y,az) for all a € S*
and (y,z) € Vy x C, and such that hy(cy(y)) = Hn(y, v/ [n(y)) for
all y € V. Fix such Vy and Hy.

Vi := Uy, Ny~ Vy is a neighbourhood of M, contained in Uy,, and
Sl-invariant. Define Hy;: Vi x C — R by Hy(z,2) := Hy(¢(x), 2).
Then H); is smooth, Hy(a - x,2) = Hy(z,az) for all (x,2) € Vjy x C

and a € S, and hy(car(z)) = Hyr(z, / fur(x)) for all z € Vy. Thus,
has o ¢y satisfies Condition (F2)(a,b) of Construction 1.3 with respect

to fM O

3. A LOCAL MODEL

Let € > 0 be a positive number, let D? be the open disc of radius /e
about the origin in R?, and let D"~2 be any open disc in R"~2.

3.1. Lemma. FEquip
N :=D"2x 8" x[0,¢)

with the circle action a - (§,b,s) = (£, ab,s) and with the invariant
boundary defining function (£,b,s) — s. Then the map

12: N = D" 2 x D?* given by (&,b,8) — (£,by/5)
induces a homeomorphism

¥: Newy — D" 2 x D?



16 YAEL KARSHON

and induces a bijection

[ foy
from the set of real valued smooth functions on D"2 x D? to the set Fy
of real valued functions on Ny that is described in Construction 1.3.

Proof. By its definition, the map @E descends to a bijection ), such that
we have a commuting diagram

¥

N © Nyt D" 2 xC.
—  New >
v

Because zZ is continuous and the topology of Ney is induced from the
quotient map c¢: N — Ny, the map 9 is continuous. Because v
is proper and c is continuous, @ is proper; because the target space
D"=2 x C is Hausdorff and locally compact, the proper map © is a
closed map. Being a continuous bijection and a closed map, v is a
homeomorphism.

We need to show that a function f: D" 2 x D? — R is smooth iff the
function h(&,b, s) == f(£,by/3) from N to R satisfies Conditions (F1)
and (F2) of Construction 1.3. Because 9 restricts to a diffeomorphism
from N to D"2 x (D?~ {0}), Condition (F1) of Construction 1.3 is
equivalent to the restriction of f to D"2 x (D? \ {0}) being smooth.
It remains to show that % satisfies Condition (F2) of Construction 1.3
if and only if f is smooth near D" 2 x {0}.

We proceed as in Lemma 1.7.

Suppose that & satisfies Condition (F2) of Construction 1.3. Let V
be an S'-invariant open neighbourhood of ON and H: V x D? — R
a smooth function that satisfies Conditions (F2)(a,b) of Construc-
tion 1.3. Because V is an S'-invariant open subset of NN, its image
in D""% x D? is open. Writing f(&,z) = H((£,1,]2]?),%), we see that
f is smooth on this image.

Conversely, suppose that f is smooth near D"~2 x {0}. Let V be
the preimage in N of an S'-invariant neighbourhood of D"~% x {0} on
which f is smooth. Then the function H: V x D? — R defined by
H((&,b,5),2) := f(&,bz) satisfies Conditions (F2)(a,b) of Construc-
tion 1.3. U

3.2. Proposition. Let M be an n dimensional manifold-with-boundary,
equipped with a circle action on a neighbourhood Uy of the boundary.
Let f: M — R be an invariant boundary defining function. Then for
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each point x in OM there exists an S*-invariant open neighbourhood W
of x in Uys, a positive number € > 0, and a diffeomorphism

W — D" x S' x [0, )

that intertwines the S' action on W with the rotations of the middle
factor and that intertwines the function f|w with the projection to the
last factor.

Moreover, if v is a vector field near OM that is transverse to OM and
that is S*-invariant near OM , then this diffeomorphism can be chosen
such that v is tangent to the fibres of the projection W — D"~2 x St

Proposition 3.2 is a minor variation of the collar neighbourhood the-
orem. For completeness, we include a proof.

Proof of Proposition 3.2. Let v be a vector field near M that is trans-
verse to OM and that is S'-invariant near 9M. (We can obtain such a
v by using local coordinates charts near M to obtain inward-pointing
vector fields, patching these vector fields with a partition of unity, and
averaging with respect to the S action.) After multiplying v by a non-
vanishing smooth function, we may assume that the derivative v f of f
along v is equal to one. The forward-flow of the vector field v deter-
mines a diffeomorphism from an open neighbourhood U of OM x {0}
in OM x [0, 00) to an open neighbourhood of OM in M that intertwines
the S! action on the OM factor with the S* action on M and whose
composition with f is the projection to the [0, c0) factor.

Let # € OM. Let € > 0 be such that {z} x [0,¢] is contained in U.
Using a chart for M near z, we obtain an open disc D" 2 about
the origin in R"? and an embedding of D"~? into OM that takes the
origin to x and is transverse to the S' orbit through z. “Sweeping”
by the circle action, and possibly shrinking D"~2, we obtain an open
neighbourhood W of S*-x in M such that W’ x [0, €] is still contained
in U and a diffeomorphism from W’ to D"~2 x S* that intertwines the
S action on W' with the rotations of the S! factor. To finish, take
W to be the image of W’ x [0,¢) in M, and compose the inverse of
the diffecomorphism W’ x [0,¢) — W with the diffeomorphism W’ —
D2 x S, O

4. THE CUT SPACE AS A TOPOLOGICAL SPACE

Let M be an n dimensional manifold-with-boundary, equipped with a
circle action on a neighbourhood Uy, of the boundary. Let M., = M/~
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be obtained from M by the cutting construction, and let ¢: M — My
be the quotient map. Equip M., with the quotient topology.

Let W be an open subset of M; then W is a manifold-with-boundary,
and its boundary is given by OW = dM NW. We say that such an W is
Sl-invariant near its boundary if there exists an S!-invariant open
neighbourhood of M in Uy, whose intersection with W is Sl-invariant.
For example, open subsets of M and S'-invariant open subsets of Uy,
are S'-invariant near their boundary (for subsets of M, this condition
is vacuous).

4.1. Lemma. For any open subset W of M that is S'-invariant near
its boundary, Wy is an open subset of My, and the quotient topology
of Wew that is induced from W agrees with the subset topology on Wy
that is induced from M.

Proof. Because the open subset W of M is S'-invariant near its bound-
ary, the inclusion map of W into M is an equivariant transverse map.
This map is one-to-one, continuous, and open. By Lemma 2.2, the
inclusion map of Wy into M, is one-to-one, continuous, and open,
so it is a homeomorphism with an open subset of M ;. O

4.2. Lemma. M.y is Hausdorff.

Proof. Let y; and ys be distinct points of M.

e Suppose that y; = {1} and yo = {xs} for distinct points z;
and xo of M. Because M is Hausdorff, there exist disjoint open
subsetsovl and V5 of M souch that x1 € V; and 9 € V5. Let
Vii=MnNV,and V5 := M N Vs.

e Suppose that y; = S* - x; and y, = S* - x5 are distinct orbits
in M. Then y; and yo are disjoint compact subsets of M (see
Lemma A.1(1)). Because M is Hausdorff, there exist disjoint
open subsets Vi and V5 of M such that y; C V; and yo, C V5.
Let Vi := () a-(UynNVy)and Vi := () a- (Uy N Va); these

aeS!t aeS!t
subsets of M are open (by Lemma A.1(4)).

e Otherwise, after possibly switching y; and y,, we may assume
that y; = S -y for ¥y € OM and yp = {x,} for x5 € M. As
before, y; and y, are disjoint compact subsets of M, so there
exist disjoint open subsets V; and V5 of M such that y; C V;
and yo C V. Let V] := () a- (Uy NVy) andVQ’::MﬂVz; as

a 1
before, these subsets of ]\G/f are open.
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In each of these cases, V/ and V are open subsets of M that are S'-
invariant near their boundaries, and y; C V/ C V; and yo C V3 C V4,
where V; and V, are disjoint. By Lemma 4.1, (V{)cy and (V3)cu are
then disjoint open neighbourhoods of y; and ys in M. ]

4.3. Lemma. M, is second countable.

Proof. Let U b(fa a countable basis for the topology of M. We will show
that & := {(M NU)_ vea U{(S" - (UnNU))_, tvey is a countable
basis for the topology of M.

The countability of U’ follows from that of 4.

For each U € 4, the sets M N U and S* - (Uy NU) are open in M
(see Lemma A.1(3)) and are S'-invariant near their boundaries. By
Lemma 4.1, these sets are open in M ;.

Let y be a point in M, and W an open neighbourhood of y in M.
e Suppose that y = {2} for z € M. Let U € 4 be such that z €
UcCc Y (W). ThenU" := (MNU)ey isin W, andy € U C W.

e Suppose that y = S' -z for x € OM. By Lemma A.1(4),
V=) a - (UyNc ' (W))is open (in Uy, hence) in M. Let
aeS?t
U € U be such that x € U C V. Then U’ := (S (Upy NU))eus
isini, andy e U' Cc W.

In either case, we found an element U’ of 4’ such that y € U C W.
Because y and W were arbitrary, 4’ is a basis for the topology. U

4.4. Lemma. Fach point in M. has a neighbourhood that is homeo-
morphic to an open subset of R™.

Proof. Take a point y in M.

e Suppose that y = {z} for 2 € M. Let W be the intersection of
M with the domain of a coordinate chart on M that contains .
By Lemma 4.1, W,y is an open neighbourhood of y in M., that
is homeomorphic to an open subset of R".

e Suppose that y = S -z for x € OM. Let
W — D" 2 x St x[0,¢)

be a diffeomorphism as in Proposition 3.2. By Lemma 2.2, this
diffeomorphism descends to a homeomorphism

Weat = (D72 x ST x [0, €))eut.
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Lemma 3.1 gives a homeomorphism
(D" 2 x S' % [0,€))eut — D" 2 x D*(\/e).

By Lemma 4.1, W, is an open neighbourhood of y in My,
and its topology as a subset of M., agrees with its quotient
topology that is induced from W. Composing the above two
homeomorphisms, we conclude that this neighbourhood of 4 in
Weut 18 homeomorphic to an open subset of R”.

0

5. DIFFERENTIAL SPACES

A differential space is a set that is equipped with a collection of real
valued functions, of which we think as the smooth functions on the
set, that satisfies a couple of axioms. Variants of this structure were
used by many authors. In particular, we would like to mention Bredon
[4, Chap. VI, §1|. Our definition follows Sikorski |28, 29]. We find it
convenient to phrase it in terms of C* rings, of which we learned from
Eugene Lerman. For further developments, see Sniatycki’s book [30].

A non-empty collection F of real-valued functions on a set X is a
C>-ring (with respect to the usual composition operations) if for any

positive integer n and functions hq,...,h, in F, and for any smooth
real valued function g on R™, the composition x +— g(hi(z),. .., h,(z))
is in F.

The initial topology determined by a collection F of functions on
a set X is the smallest topology on X for which the functions in F are
continuous.

If Fis a C*-ring, then the preimages of open intervals by elements
of F are a basis (not only a sub-basis) for the initial topology.

5.1. Remark. Let X be a topological space, and let F be a C*-ring F
of real-valued functions on X. Then the initial topology determined
by F coincides with the given topology on X iff

e All the functions in F are continuous; and

e X is F-regular, in the following sense: for each closed subset C'
of X and point x € X ~\ C, there exists a function f € F, such
that f(x) # 0 and such that f vanishes on a neighbourhood of
C.
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Indeed, the initial topology is contained in the given topology iff the
functions in F are continuous, and the given topology is contained in
the initial topology iff X is F-regular. o

Let F be a non-empty collection of real-valued functions on set X.
Equip X with the initial topology determined by F. The collection
F is a differential structure if it is a C*°-ring and it satisfies the
following locality condition. Given any function h: X — R, if for
each point in X there exists a neighbourhood V' and a function g in F
such that hly = g|v, then A is in F.

A differential space is a set equipped with a differential structure.
Given differential spaces (X, Fx) and (Y, Fy), a map ¢»: X — Y is
smooth if for any function h in Fy the composition ho1) is in Fx; the
map ¢ is a diffeomorphism if it is a bijection and it and its inverse
are both smooth.

On a subset A of a differential space (X, F), the subset differential
structure consists of those functions h: A — R such that, for every
point in A, there exist a neighbourhood U in X and a function ¢ in F
such that hlyna = gluna-

A manifold M, equipped with the set of real valued functions that
are infinitely differentiable, is a differential space. A map between man-
ifolds is infinitely differentiable if and only if it is smooth in the sense
of differential spaces. In this way, we identify manifolds with those
differential spaces X that are Hausdorff and second countable and that
are locally diffeomorphic to Cartesian spaces in the following sense:
for each point in X there exist a neighbourhood U and a diffeomor-
phism of U with an open subset of a Cartesian space R™. Manifolds
with boundary, and manifolds with corners [20, Chap. 16|, are similarly
identified with those differential spaces that are Hausdorff and second
countable and that are locally diffeomorphic to half-spaces R"~! x Rx
or, respectively, to orthants R%.

6. THE CUT SPACE AS A DIFFERENTIAL SPACE

Let M be a manifold-with-boundary, equipped with a free circle
action on a neighbourhood U,; of the boundary. Let M., be obtained
from M by the cutting construction, and let ¢: M — M, be the
quotient map. Let Fj; be the set of real valued functions on M that
is described in Construction 1.3 and Lemma 1.4.

6.1. Lemma. Fj; is a C* ring of real-valued functions on M.
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Proof. Let n be a positive integer, and let hq, ..., h,, be functions in F,,.
Let g be a smooth real valued function on R™. Define h: M., — ]1§ by
h(z) = g(hi(z),..., hy(z)). We need to prove that the function h :=
hoc: M — R satisfies Conditions (F1) and (F2) of Construction 1.3.

Letﬁi :=h;ocfort=1,...,n.

e The functions hi, ..., h, satisfy Condition (F1) of Construc-
tion 1.3, so they are smooth on M. Because the function A can

be written as the composition g(ﬁl(-), . ,ﬁn()) of these func-
tions with the smooth function g: R” — R, it too is smooth on

M. So h satisfies Condition (F1) of Construction 1.3.

e The functions hy, ..., h, satisfy Condition (F2) of Construc-
tion 1.3, so for each i € {1,...,n} there exists an S'-invariant
neighbourhood V; of OM in U,; and a smooth function H;: V; x
C — R such that Hy(a - z,z) = H;(x,az) for all @ € S' and
(z,z) € V x C and such that h;(z) = H;(z,\/f(z)) for all
x € V;. The intersection V := Vi N...NV, is an S'-invariant
open neighbourhood of OM in Uy;. Define H: V x C — R
by H'(«',z) = g(Hi(2', 2),...,Hy(2',2)). Then H' is smooth,
H'(a-2',2) = H'(2',;az) for all a € S* and (2/,2) € V x C,
and /f;(x') = H'(«',\/f(2')) for all 2’ € V. So I satisfies Condi-
tion (F2) of Construction 1.3.

U

6.2. Lemma. The initial topology on M.y determined by Fyr coincides
with the given topology of M.y (which is the quotient topology induced
from M ).

Proof. By Remark 5.1, we need to show two things:
(i) Every function in Fyy is continuous (with respect to the quotient
topology).
(il) Moy (with the quotient topology) is Fyr-regular.

Proof of (i): Let h be a function in Fj, and let hi=hoc: M — R,
Because h satisfies Condition (F1) of Construction 1.3, it is continuous
on M. Because h satisfies Condition (F2) of Construction 1.3, it is
continuous on an open neighbourhood V' of OM in U),;. Because M
and V are open in M and their union is M, the function h: M —Ris
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continuous. Chasing the commuting diagram

A4 : A46n h
\_/
h

R,

we conclude that h: M. — R is continuous with respect to the quo-
tient topology.

Proof of (ii): We need to show that for every point y in M., and
neighbourhood O of y there exists a function in Fj; that is non-zero
on y and whose support in M, is contained in O.

Let y be a point in M.,; and O an open neighbourhood of y in My
(with respect to the quotient topology). Also consider y as a subset of
M that is contained in ¢~1(O).

e Suppose that y = {z} for z € M. Let h: M — R be a non-
negative smooth function that is positive on x and that vanishes
outside a closed subset A of M that is contained in ¢=*(O)N M.

e Suppose that y = S' -z for x € OM. Then U; := () a-
acS?t
(¢71(O) N Uyy) is an S'-invariant open neighbourhood of y in Uy,
(by Lemma A.1(4)) that is contained in ¢=1(0). Let hy: M —
R be a non-negative smooth function that is positive along S1-z
and vanishes outside a closed subset A of M that is contained
in U;. Let h: M — R be the function that vanishes outside q M
and whose restriction to Uy, is the S'-average of the function h;.

In either case, the function h: M — R has the following properties.

(a) T is smooth on M, and it is S'-invariant on some S'-invariant
open subset V' of Uy, that contains M. (In the first case we
can take V = [\ a-(Upy ~\ A), which is open by Lemma A.1(4).

aesS!
In the second case we can take V' = Uy,.)
(b) There exists a closed subset A; of M that contains the carrier

{ﬁ # 0} and is contained in ¢ !(0) and whose complement is
Slinvariant along its boundary. (In the first case, we can take
A; = A. In the second case, we can take A; = S'- A, which is
closed by Lemma A.1(2).)

(c) T is positive along .

By (a), the function 7 is constant on the level sets of ¢: M — M., SO
it determines a function h: M., — R such that h = h o c. Also by (a),
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the function h satisfies Conditions (F1) and (F2) of Construction 1.3
(with H(z, z) := h(x)), so the function h is in Fj;. By (b) and (c), the
function A is positive on y and its support in M. is contained in O.

O

6.3. Lemma. F),; satisfies the locality condition of a differential struc-
ture.

Proof. By Lemma 6.2, in the formulation of the locality condition, we
may take “neighbourhood” to be with respect to the quotient topology
on M.y that is induced from the topology on M.

Take any function h: M., — R. Assume that for each point z €
M there exists a neighbourhood O, of ¢(z) in M., and a function
Gz Meyw — R that is in Fj; and Asuch that A and g, coincide on O,. We
need to prove that the function h := hoc: M — R satisfies Conditions
(F1) and (F2) of Construction 1.3.

For each point z € M, fix O, and g, as above, and let g, := g, o c.

e Let 2 € M. Because the function g, satisfies Condition (F1)
of Construction 1.3, it is smooth on M. Because the function
T coincides with g, on the set M N ¢ 1(O,) and this set is an
open neighbourhood of z in M , the function h is smooth at

x. Because x was an arbitrary point of M , we conclude that h
satisfies Condition (F1) of Construction 1.3.

e For each x € OM, because g, satisfies Condition (F2) of Con-
struction 1.3, there exist an S'-invariant open neighbourhood
V. of OM in U,; and a smooth function G,: V, x C — R, such
that G,(a-1',2) = G(2/,az) for all a € S and (2/,2) € V, x C,
and such that g,(2') = G,(2/,\/f(2)) for all ' € V,.. Fix such
V, and G,. The set O, := () a-(V,Nc YO,)) is an open

aesS?t
neighbourhood of S! - z in Uy; (see Lemma A.1(4)) on which &
coincides with g,.

The sets O, together with the set Uy N M , are a covering of
Upr by S'-invariant open sets. Let (p;: Uyr — Rsg)i>0 be an S'-
invariant partition of unity that is subordinate to this covering
(see Lemma A.3(3)), with supp py C Up MM and supp pi C O,
for 7 > 1.

The set V := Up;~\supp po is an S'-invariant open neighbour-
hood of OM in Uy, and (ps)y,)i>1 (without ¢ = 0) is a partition
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of unity on V. Bec/z\xuse each g,, coincides with h on the carrier
{pi 7é 0}7 we have h|V = Zizl Pi /g\Iz 4

Define H: V xC — R by H := ) .., piGy,lvxc. Then H
is smooth, H(a -2/, 2) = H(2',az) for all a € S* and (2, 2) €
V x C, and ﬁ(:v’) — H(z',\/f(")) for all 2/ € V. So h satisfies
Condition (F2) of Construction 1.3.

g

6.4. Corollary. In the setup of Construction 1.3, the set Fyy is a dif-
ferential structure on My .

Proof. By Lemma 6.1, Fjy; is a C*° ring. By Lemma 6.3, F,; also
satisfies the locality condition of a differential structure. O

6.5. Lemma. Let M be a manifold-with-boundary, equipped with a free
circle action on a netghbourhood Uy of the boundary. Let W be an open
subset of M that is S'-invariant near its boundary. Then the inclusion
of W into M descends to a diffeomorphism (as differential spaces) of
Weat with an open subset of Mys.

Proof. Let Fy; and Fyy, respectively, be the differential structures on
M. and on W, that are obtained from Construction 1.3. We need
to show that Fy coincides with the subset differential structure that
is induced from Fj;.

By Lemma 2.7, the inclusion map of W, into M, is smooth as a
map of differential spaces. So the subset differential structure on Wy
that is induced from Fj; is contained in Fy . For the converse, fix any
function h: Wy, — R in the differential structure Fyy, let y be a point
in Wey, and let h:=hoc: W — R.

e Suppose that y = {z} for = € M. Let p: M — Ry be a
smooth functlon that is equal to 1 near x and whose support is
contained in M NW. Let g: M — R be equal to ,Oh on MNW
and zero elsewhere. Let g: M.,; — R be such that g =goec.

e Suppose that y = S -z for x € OM. Let p: M — Rsq be a
smooth function whose support is contained in Uy, N W, that is
Slinvariant, and that is equal to 1 near z (see Lemma A.3(2)).
Let g: M — R be equal to pﬁ on Uy N W and zero elsewhere.
Let g: M., — R be such that g =goec.

In each of these cases, the function ¢ is in F);, and it is equal to h
on some open neighbourhood of y in M., (with respect to the given
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topology of M., as a quotient of M, hence—by Lemma 6.2—also with
respect to the initial topology of My that is induced from Fj;). Be-
cause y was arbitrary, this implies that A: W — R is in the subset
differential structure that is induced from Fj;. Because h was arbi-
trary, Fy is contained in the subset differential structure on We,; that
is induced from F);. ]

7. THE CUT SPACE IS A MANIFOLD

By Lemmas 2.2, 2.4, and 2.5, the cutting construction gives a functor
from the category of manifolds-with-boundary, equipped with free cir-
cle actions near the boundary, and their equivariant transverse maps,
to the category of topological spaces and their continuous maps. By
Corollary 6.4 and Lemma 2.7, when each M, is equipped with the set
of real valued functions Fj; of Construction 1.3, the cutting construc-
tion defines a functor to the category of differential spaces and their
smooth maps. In Proposition 7.1, which is a reformulation of Theo-
rem 1.5, we use these functoriality properties to give a precise proof
that cutting yields smooth manifolds.

7.1. Proposition. Let M be a manifold-with-boundary, equipped with a
free circle action on a neighbourhood Uy of its boundary. Then the cut
space My, equipped with the differential structure Fy; that is obtained
from Construction 1.3 (see Corollary 6.4), is a manifold.

Moreover, Mcut = c(M) 15 an open dense subset of Moy, and M,oq :=
c(OM) = (OM)/S* is a codimension two closed submanifold of Meys.

Proof. By Lemma 6.2, the initial topology on M,,; determined by F,
coincides with the quotient topology on M,y induced from M. By
Lemmas 4.2 and 4.3, M.—with this topology—is Hausdorff and sec-
ond countable.

Let y be a point in M. Let n = dim M.

o If y = {x} for x € M, let W be the domain of a coordinate

chart on M that satisfies z € W C M. Then the differential
space Wy is diffeomorphic to an open subset of R™.

o Ify =Sz for x € OM, let W be an S'-invariant open neigh-
bourhood of = in Uy, as in Proposition 3.2, and let

W — D" 2 x S x[0,¢)
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be a diffeomorphism that intertwines the S* action on W with
the rotations of the middle factor and that intertwines an in-
variant boundary-defining function with the projection to the
last factor. Then the differential space W, is diffeomorphic to
(D2 x S5 x [0,€)),,,, which, as a consequence of Lemma 3.1,
is diffeomorphic to D" 2 x D?.

Thus, in each of these cases, W ,—with the differential structure
Fw that is obtained from Construction 1.3—is diffeomorphic to an
open subset of R”. By Lemma 6.5, the inclusion map of W, into M
is a diffeomorphism with an open neighbourhood of y in M, (where
Weut 18 equipped with the differential structure Fy and its image is
equipped with the subset differential structure induced from Fj;). So
y has a neighbourhood that is diffeomorphic to an open subset of R™.

Because M is open and dense in M and is saturated, Mcut is open
and dense in M,,;. Because each of the above diffeomorphisms W, —
D2 x D? takes the intersection M,eq N Wey, to the subset D2 x {0}
of D" 2 x D?, the subset M,q is a codimension two submanifold of
Meys. O

7.2. Lemma. Consider M., with its manifold structure that is obtained
from Fur; see Proposition 7.1. Then the quotient map ¢: M — My
restricts to a diffeomorphism

M — Moy
and to a principal circle bundle map
oM — Mreda

where the domains of these maps are equipped with their manifold struc-
tures as subsets of M, and the targets of these maps are equipped with
their manifold structures as subsets of My .

Proof. By Lemma 6.5, Mcut is open in My, and its manifold struc-
ture as a subset of M., coincides with its manifold structure that is
obtained from the differential structure F,; of Construction 1.3. Be-

cut, 0 show that the map
M — Mcut is a diffeomorphism, we need to show that, for T any function

h: Mcut — R, the function ¢ is in F,; iff its pullback h: M — R is
smooth. This, in turn, follows from Condition (F1) of Construction 1.3.

As we already mentioned in Remark 1.6, there exists a unique man-
ifold structure on M,.q such that the quotient map OM — M,q is a
principal S bundle. With this structure, a real valued function on
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M eq is smooth iff its pullback to OM is smooth. We will show that,
for any function ¢g: M,.q — R, the function ¢ is smooth on M, as a
submanifold of My, iff its pullback g := goc: OM — R is smooth.

Suppose that g: Mg — R is smooth on M,.q as a submanifold of
M. Because this submanifold is closed, theAfunction g extends to a
smooth function h: M., — R. The pullback h: M — R then satisfies
the conditions of Construction 1.3, and its restriction to M coincides
with g. Let V' be an invariant open neighbourhood of OM in Uy, and

H:VxC—=R

be a smooth function that relates to h as in Condition (F2) of Con-
struction 1.3. Then g(x) = h(x) = H(z,0) for all x € M. Because H
is smooth, g is smooth.

Conversely, suppose that g: OM — R is smooth. Let V be an
Slinvariant neighbourhood of OM in Uy and 7: V. — QM an S'-
equivariant collar neighboujhood projection map. Define h: V — R
by h(x) := g(m(z)). Then h descends to a function h: V., — R such
that hoc = /f;, and the function h is in the differential structure Fy .
(In Condition (F2) of Construction 1.3 applied to V', we can take the
function H: V x C — R to be H(x,z) := g(n(x)).) By Lemma 6.5,
Veut 18 open in My, and its manifold structure as an open subset of
M., coincides with its manifold structure that is obtained from the
differential structure Fy,. So h: V. — R is smooth on V., as an open
subset of M., and so g, being the restriction of h to the submanifold
Mieq, is smooth on M,eq as a submanifold (of Ve, hence) of M. O

7.3. Remark. The topology on M, and the manifold structures on
the pieces ]\O/[wt and M..q, depend only on the circle action on the
boundary 0M. But different extensions of this circle action to a neigh-
bourhood the boundary can yield manifold structures on M., that
are diffeomorphic but not equal. For example, take the half-cylinder
M = S' x [0,00) with the standard S'-action. Then, define a new
Sl.action by conjugating the standard S'-action by a diffeomorphism
of the form (b, s) := (b, s g(b)?) where g: S* — Ry is some smooth
function. The function /ﬁ(eia, s) := g(e")\/s cos § descends to a real val-
ued function on M., that is smooth with respect to the new differential
structure but is not smooth with respect to the standard differential
structure unless ¢ is constant. (Indeed, the corresponding function on
R? satisfies

h(z,y) = zg(e”)
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whenever x = rcosf and y = rsinf with » > 0. So

lim h(txvty) B h(O, O) _ xg(ew)

t—0 t
t>0

whenever x = cosf and y = sinf. If h is smooth, then, by the chain

rule, the limit on the left is equal to ax + by where a = % 0.0) and
b= 2 , SO
10,0

ax + by = xg(e™)
whenever z = cosf and y = sinf. Substituting (z,y) = (1,0) and
(x,y) = (0,1), we obtain that a = ¢g(1) and b = 0, and so

ax = xg(e”)
whenever = cosf. So g(e?) = a (when cos # 0, and hence, by
continuity,) for all ¥ € S*. o

8. CUTTINGS WITH IMMERSIONS, SUBMERSIONS, EMBEDDINGS

In this section, we cut submanifolds, and a bit more. Here is a precise
statement.

8.1. Lemma. Let M and N be manifolds-with-boundary, equipped with
free circle actions on neighbourhoods of the boundary. Let M. and
New be obtained from M and N by the smooth cutting construction. Let
v: M — N be an equivariant transverse map and Yeus: Mews — Neut
the resulting smooth map of the cut spaces.

o If 1 is an immersion, S0 1S Yoyt -
o If 1 is a submersion, so 1S Yoyt -

o If 1 is an embedding, S0 1S Yeys.

Proof. Let xj; be a point in M. Let xy be its image in N, and let
yy and yy be the images of z); and zy in M., and N, so that

wcut (yM) = YN-

e Suppose that 2, € M. Then zy € N (see Lemma 2.2). Since
the quotient maps cy|,;: M — M, and NISE N — Nou
are diffeomorphisms (see Lemma 7.2), dv|,,, is injective (resp.,
surjective) iff dipeu,,, is injective (resp., surjective).

e Suppose that x,; € OM. Equip N with any invariant boundary
defining function f, and equip M with the boundary defining
function f o). Proposition 3.2 implies that we can identify an
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open neighbourhood of zj; in M with U x S x [0, €) where U
is open in R"2, and an open neighbourhood of zx in N with
V x S x [0,€) where V is open in R¥~2 such that the map v
takes the form

U(z,a,s) = (P(z,s), ab(z,s), s)
for some smooth functions
¥:Ux[0,6) =V and b: U x[0,¢) = S
Expressing 1) as the composition of the diffeomorphism
(x,a,s) — (z,ab(z,s), s)

with the map

(z,a,8) — (V(x,s),a,s),

we see that di)|, is injective (resp., surjective) iff di(-,0) _
is injective (resp., surjective), where T, is the corresponding
point of U.

By Lemmas 3.1 and 6.5, we can further identify an open
neighbourhood of y3; in M, with U x D? and an open neigh-
bourhood of yy in Ngy with V' x D?, where D? is the open disc

of radius /€ about the origin in R?, and the map t).y; becomes
Yeur(w,2) = (W(x, [2[%), 2b(z, |2]*)) .
Expressing ..+ as the composition of the diffeomorphism
(2, 2) = (1, 2z, [2[*))
with the map
(2, 2) = (P, [2]7), 2),
we see that dipey|,,, too is injective (resp., surjective) iff di(-,0) !EM
is injective (resp., surjective).

We conclude that di|, —is injective (resp., surjective) iff
deut|,,, 18 injective (resp., surjective).

We conclude that if 1 is an immersion, then so is 9y, and if 1 is

a submersion, then so is 1ey. By the local immersion theorem’, being
an embedding is equivalent to being an immersion and a topological
embedding (namely, a homeomorphism with its image). By Lemma 2.2,
if ¢ is a topological embedding, then so is 9., We conclude that if
is an embedding, then so is ©eys. ]

T've adopted this name from John Lee [20]
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Below, submanifold-with-boundary refers to a subset that, with the
subset differential structure, is a manifold-with-boundary.

8.2. Corollary. Let N be a manifold-with-boundary, equipped with a
free circle action near the boundary, and let M be a submanifold-with-
boundary of N. Suppose that the boundary of M s contained in the
boundary of N, that the intersection of M with some invariant neigh-
bourhood of ON is invariant, and that the inclusion map of M in N is
an equivariant transverse map. Then My is a submanifold of Neys.

9. CUTTING WITH DIFFERENTIAL FORMS

In this section, we give a criterion for a differential form to descends
to a cut space.

Throughout this section, let M be a manifold-with-boundary equipped
with a free circle action on a neighbourhood Uy, of its boundary, let
M. be obtained from M by the smooth cutting construction, and let
c: M — M.y be the quotient map.

9.1. Lemma. Let 8 be a differential form on M that is basic on OM
and invariant near OM. Then there exists a unique differential form
Beut 0n Moy whose pullback through cly; M — Mcut coincides with 3
on M.

Remark. In Lemma 9.1, the assumption on ( is that its pullback to OM
is S! basic and its restriction to some invariant neighbourhood of M
in Uy, is S* invariant.

We summarize Lemma 9.1 in the following diagram, which encodes
pullbacks of differential forms. (Note that we do not obtain f is a
pullback of f.ut because the map M — M,y is not smooth.)

(M, 6) inclusion (]\"47 6|M>

.

inclusi °
(Mcuta BCUt) ﬂ (MCUt7 /Bcut|Mcut)

Proof of Lemma 9.1. Because Mcut is open and dense in M., and the
map c|,;: M — ]\;[wt is a diffeomorphism, it is enough to show that
such a form [, exists locally near each point of Mcut. Indeed, by
continuity, such local forms are unique and patch together into a form
on M., as required. Because M., = Meq U Mcut, it is enough to
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consider neighbourhoods of points in M,eq. Thus, we may assume that
B is invariant and (by Proposition 3.2 and Lemma 6.5) that
M =D""?x 8" [0,¢).

We write the components of a point in M as x € D" 2, a = ¢ € ST,
and s € R>. Let k be the degree of 3. The assumption on f implies
(by Hadamard’s lemma) that we can write

B = By + Biot Ads + By AdO + Br_o Ads A db,

where for each ¢

By = Z br(x,s)dx;, A...Adx;,

for some smooth functions b;(x, s) on D""2x [0, €), and similarly for B,
(If £ < 0, the sum is empty and 5, = 0.)

Identify M,y with D"=2 x D? as in Lemma 3.1, with coordinates x
and z = u + iv. The inverse of the diffeomorphism c|y;: M — My is
then given by (z, z) — (z,a, s) with a = z/|z| and s = |z|?. Writing

ds = (2udu 4 2vdv), sdf = udv — vdu, ds Adf = 2du N dv,
and
(Be)eut = Z bi(z,|2|*)dxi, A ... A d,,
11 <...<ly

and similarly for Bg, we can then take

Beut = (Bi)eut + (Br—1)cut A (2udu + 2vdv)
+ (Bi1)eut A (udv — vdu) + (Bp—a)ew A (2du A dv) |
[

We now give some important properties of the cutting procedure for
differential forms.

9.2. Lemma. Let 8 and (' be differential forms on M that are basic
on OM and invariant near OM. Then

(dB)ews = d(Bent)  and  (BA B )eus = Beut A Bry-

Proof. Because c|;: M — ]\;fcut is a diffeomorphism that takes [ to
Bewt and B’ to 5 ., these equalities hold on M. By continuity, they

cut?

hold on all of M. ]
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9.3. Lemma. Let 5 be a differential form on M that is basic on OM
and invariant near OM. Then [ is closed on M if and only if Pew 1S
closed on My .

Proof. Because c|y;: M — ]\chut is a diffeomorphism that takes [ to

Beut, [ 1s closed on M if and only if S.yt is closed on ]\Oicut. By continuity,
[ is closed on M if and only if Gy is closed on M. O

9.4. Lemma. 8 # 0 at a point p of M if and only if Bews # 0 at the
point c(p) of Meys.

Proof. Because c|y;: M — Mcut is a diffeomorphism that takes [ to
Beut, this is true at points of M. Near a point in OM, we may identify
M with D"2x 81 x[0, €). In the expression in coordinates for 3 and Sy
that appear in the proof of Lemma 9.1, we see that the non-vanishing
of 5 at any point of M is equivalent to the non-vanishing of at least
one of By, Br_1, or Pr_o at that point, and that the non-vanishing of
Beut at any point of M. is equivalent to the non-vanishing of at least
one of (Bk)ecuts (Br—1)cut, OF (Br—2)eus at that point. For a point p in OM
and its image ¢(p) in My, the coordinates of p are x, 6, s with s = 0,
and the coordinates of ¢(p) are x, z with the same x and with z = 0.
We finish by noting that B¢|s—¢ and (5¢)cut|,—, are both given by the
same expression,

Z br(z,0)dx;, A ... Adx;, .

I:(11777’Z)
11 <...<1p

9.5. Corollary. In the setup of Lemma 9.1, the following holds.

e [ is a symplectic two-form on M iff Bew s a symplectic two-
form on M.

e [ is a contact one-form on M iff Bew s a contact one-form
on M.

Proof. First, assume that M has dimension 2n and that § is a two-
form. By Lemmas 9.2 and 9.4, § is closed on M iff SB.y is closed on
M.y, and B" is non-vanishing on M iff 87, is non-vanishing on M.
This gives the first result.

Next, assume that M has dimension 2n+ 1 and that [ is a one-form.
By Lemmas 9.2 and 9.4, 5 A (dB)™ # 0 on M iff Sy A (dBeyi)™ # 0 on
M. This gives the second result. ]
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10. RELATION WITH REDUCED FORMS

Let M be a manifold-with-boundary, equipped with a free circle
action near its boundary, let M., be obtained from M by the smooth
cutting construction, and let ¢: M — M.y be the quotient map. Let
Mieq == c(OM) = (OM)/S* in M.y. So we have a commuting square

inclusion
OM —— M
quotient L j quotient

inclusion
M, red > M, cut »

(in which the map M — M., is not smooth).

Here is a quick reminder on basic forms. Let N be a manifold with
a free circle action, generated by a vector field {y. A differential form
By on N is basic if it is horizontal, which means that {5 1 N = 0, and
invariant. This holds iff Sy is the pullback to N of a differential form
on N/S'. In this situation, the differential form on N/S* is determined
uniquely by .

So if 3 is a differential form on M that is basic on M and invariant
near OM, then there exists a unique differential form [,eq on Mg

whose pullback Bgys to M coincides with the pullback of § to OM.
We summarize this in the following diagram.

(OM, Borr) === (M, )
quotient l

(Mred7 ﬁred)

In Lemma 10.1 we show that (5,eq coincides with the pullback of [
under the inclusion map M,.q — M. This result does not follow im-
mediately from the above commuting square, because the quotient map
M — M.y is not smooth. We summarize this result in the following
diagram.

(8M, BaM) inclusion (M, 6) inclusion (]\"4—’ 6‘M)

quotient l L clyy

o

nclusi inclusi
(Mreda 5red) e (Mcuta ﬁcut> ~ (Mcuta Bcut|]\°4wt)

In Corollary 9.5 we showed that if 3 is a symplectic two-form (resp.,
a contact one-form) on M, then Sy is a symplectic two-form (resp., a
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contact one-form) on My. In Lemmas 10.2 and 10.3 we will now show
that, in these situations, fyeq is a symplectic two-form (resp., a contact
one-form) on M,eq. Thus, in these situations, M, is a symplectic
(resp., contact) submanifold of M.

10.1. Lemma. Let 8 be a differential form on M that is basic on OM
and invariant near OM. Let B, and Brq be the induced differential
forms on M,eq and M.y as described above. Then M, coincides with
the pullback of Bt under the inclusion map Myeg — My

Proof. As in the proof® of Lemma 9.1, we may assume that M is D" 2 x
St x [0, €), with coordinates x;, 6, and s.

By setting s = 0 in the expression in coordinates for 8 in the proof
of Lemma 9.1, we obtain that the restriction of 5 to OM is

Blon = Z br(x,0)dz;, A ... Ndxy,

I=(i1,...ix)
11<...<t

+ Br_1]s=o A ds + Br_a|s—0 A ds A db.
Further setting ds = 0, we obtain that the pullback of g to M is

Bom = Z br(x,0)dx;, N ... Ndxy,

I=(i1,...,ik)
11 <...<tp

as a differential form on D"~2 x S x {0}. Identifying M,eq with D"~2,
we obtain that

5red = Z b](ilﬁ', O)dl'“ VANPIIAN dl’Zk

I=(i1,..yik)
11 <...<1k

as a differential form on D™ 2.

By setting z = u+ v = 0 in the expression in coordinates for [, in
the proof of Lemma 9.1, we obtain that the restriction of f.uy to Mieq
is

Beut|pr,,, = Z br(z,0)dx;, A... ANdx;, + (Br—2)cut A (2du A dv).

I=(ix,....ix)
11<...<1g

Further setting du = dv = 0, we obtain that the pullback of f.. to
M,eq coincides with S..q, as required. O

8we violate the principle that one should refer to statements, not to proofs
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We now specialize to the context of symplectic cutting and contact
cutting. In Corollary 9.5 we showed that, in the setting of Lemma 9.1, if
B is a symplectic two-form (resp., contact one-form) on M then [y is a
symplectic two-form (resp., contact one-form) on M. In Lemmas 10.2
and 10.3 we will show that, in this setting, if § is a symplectic two-
form (resp., contact one-form) on M then f,q is a symplectic two-form
(resp., contact one-form) on M.

10.2. Lemma. Let 3 be a symplectic two-form on M that is basic
on OM and invariant near OM. Then B,q is a symplectic two-form
on M.

Proof. Because 3 is closed, its pullback Sgys to OM is closed, and so
Brea is closed. It remains to prove that [..q is non-degenerate.

Let 2n = dim M.

As in the proofs of Lemmas 9.1 and 10.1, we may assume that M =
D2 x S1 x [0,¢€) and M,eq = D**~2, and we obtain the expressions

ﬁ = Z bi,j(Ia S)del A dl’j

1<j

+ Z bi(x,s)dx; Nds + szgi(x, s)dx; N df + by(z,s)ds A db

and
Bred - Z bm‘(fﬁ, O)dl’Z A\ dl‘j s

i<j
where b; ;, b;, b;, and by are smooth functions on D?*~2 x [0,€). By

setting s = 0 in the expression for 3, we obtain that the restriction of
B to OM is

6|8M = ZbZ’](Z‘,O)dI‘Z A\ dl’j
1<J
+ > bi(x,0)da; Ads + bo(w,0)ds A db.

Taking the nth wedge and noting that the number of x-coordinates is
2n — 2, and then comparing with the expression for §,.q, we obtain

B"om = n( Z bi j(z,0)dz; A d:zcj>n1 A <b0(:1:, 0)ds A d@)

1<j

_ n(w*ﬁred) A (bg(a:, 0)ds A de)
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where m: D?*"72 x S! x [0,€) — D*~2 is the projection map. The non-
vanishing of this form along M implies that 8" is non-vanishing and
hence that (..q is non-degenerate. ]

10.3. Lemma. Let 3 be a contact one-form on M that is basic on OM
and invariant near OM . Then B,.q is a contact one-form on M,.q.

Proof. Let 2n + 1 = dim M.

As in the proofs of Lemmas 9.1 and 10.1, we may assume that M =
D1 x S1 x [0,€) and M,eq = D**~!, and we obtain the expressions

= sz‘(% s)dz; + bo(z, s)ds + sbo(z, s)df

and

Brea = Y _bi(,0)dx;.

From the expression for § we get

df = Z 8—%(95, s)da; A dx; + Z 5 (Tr8)ds A da;
1,J g

b, ~
+ Z 8363 (x,8)dx; Nds + bo(z,0)ds A db + sn

for some two-form n on D**~1 x S x [0,¢). By setting s = 0 in the
expressions for § and for df, we obtain that their restrictions to OM
are

Blosr = D bi(w,0)dz; + bo(x,0)ds

and
ob;

7 0%

(dﬂ”dM = (JI,O)d{L‘j/\dl’i—i"}//\dS

for some one-form v on D?**~! x S' x [0, ¢) along {s = 0}. Taking the
nth wedge and noting that the number of x-coordinates is 2n — 1, we
obtain

ob; n—1
(dB)omr = m —(x,0)dx; A dx; ANy Ads.
(; 3xj J )
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Taking the wedge of the expression for S|y and the expression for
(dB)"|onr, and then comparing with the expression for f.q, we obtain

BA(dB)" |om

— n( Z bi(z, O)dmi> A ( gzz (x,0)dz; A dxi>n_1 ANy Ads
i ij J

= n(ﬂ-*ﬁred> N (W*dﬁred>n_1 ANy Nds

where 7: D71 x S1 x [0,¢) — D?! is the projection map. The
non-vanishing of this form along M implies that Breq A (dBreq)™ ! is
nonvanishing and hence that f,.q is a contact one-form. O

11. RELATION WITH SYMPLECTIC CUTTING

We now relate the smooth cutting procedure with differential forms
to the classical version of Lerman’s symplectic cutting procedure.

Let M be a manifold equipped with a circle action and with an
invariant invariant two-form w. Let u: M — R be a corresponding
momentum map; this means that

v Jw = —dp,

where &) is the vector field that generates the circle action. It implies
that p is invariant. Suppose that the circle action on the zero level set
pu~t({0}) is free. The level set p='({0}) is regular iff &, is not in the
null-space of w at any point of ' ({0}). Assume that this holds; note
that it always holds if w is non-degenerate. Then

M= M_l([oa OO))

is a submanifold-with-boundary of M, its boundary is 9M = p~({0}),
and p|ps is an invariant boundary defining function.

Let M.y be obtained from M by the smooth cutting construction.
The equation &)y 1w = —du implies that the pullback of w to OM is
basic. By Lemmas 9.1 and 9.3, w induces a closed two-form we, on
M. By Corollary 9.5, if w is symplectic, so iS weys-

Suppose that a Lie group G acts smoothly on M, commutes with the
circle action, and preserves w. By functoriality, the action descends to
a smooth GG action on M.,. This action preserves we,; on Mcut, hence
(by continuity) everywhere.
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Suppose now that the GG action on M is Hamiltonian with momentum
map jig. Because the G action preserves w, commutes with the S*
action, and preserves the zero level set of pu, it preserves u near OM,;
this implies that the S! action preserves jig near M. By Lemma 9.1,
te descends to a smooth map (ug)ewy on Mey. The momentum map
equation for G holds on M,y and hence (by continuity) everywhere.
So (pta)eut 18 @ momentum map for the G action on (Meyt, Weut)-

12. RELATION WITH CONTACT CUTTING

We now relate the smooth cutting procedure with differential forms
to the classical version of Lerman’s contact cutting procedure. We give
here a version that should be useful for our paper-in-progress [8].

Let M be a manifold equipped with a circle action and with an
invariant contact one-form . Consider the corresponding momentum
map7

=&y 108 M —R.
Assume that the circle action is free on the zero level set p~'({0}).
In particular, ¢y, is non-vanishing along ' ({0}). Because &y, is in
ker 3 along p~'({0}), and because restriction of df to ker 8 is non-
degenerate (because § is a contact one-form), it follows that &y, 1 df
is non-vanishing along p~1({0}). But &y 2 dB = —déy 2 B = —dp, so
the level set ' ({0}) is regular,

M = p7([0,00))

is a submanifold-with-boundary of M, its boundary is OM = p~({0}),
and ]y is an invariant boundary defining function on M.

More generally, let M be a manifold with boundary, equipped with
a free circle action near the boundary 0M, and let S be a contact one-
form on M that is invariant near M. Assume that the corresponding
momentum map
pw=&y30: M —-R
vanishes along M. Then p is an invariant boundary defining function
near OM.

Let M.y be obtained from M by the smooth cutting construction.
Because 713 = p vanishes along OM and is St invariant near M, the
differential form § is basic on M. By Lemma 9.1 and Corollary 9.5, 8
induces a contact one-form Sy on M. By Lemmas 10.1 and 10.3, the
pullback of ., under the inclusion map M;eq — My is the contact
one-form on M,.q, s0 M,eq is a contact submanifold of M.
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13. CUTTING WITH DISTRIBUTIONS

We begin with a quick reminder on distributions.

A distribution on a manifold N is a sub-bundle E of the tangent
bundle T'N. Lie brackets of vector fields determines a T'N/E-valued
two-form on F, which we write as

Q:ExE—-TN/E:

for any two vector fields u,v with values in F, we have the equality
[u, v][+E = Q(u, v) of sections of TN/E. The distribution is involutive
if this two-form is zero; it’s contact if F is of codimension one and this
two-form is non-degenerate.

A subset E of TN is a codimension-k distribution iff can locally be
written as the null-space of a non-vanishing decomposable k-form /.
(Namely, E = {v e TM |vapB =0}, =01 A...Apy for some
one-forms f3;, and 8 # 0.) A subset E of T'N is a contact distribution
iff dim NV is odd, say, dim N = 2n + 1, and F can locally be written as
the null-space of a one-form  such that g A (d8)™ # 0. If this holds,
then 5 A (dB)™ # 0 for every local one-form 3 whose null-space is E

13.1. Lemma. Let M be a manifold-with-boundary, with a free circle
action on a neighbourhood Uy; of the boundary OM. Let M.y be ob-
tained from M by the smooth cutting construction, and let ¢: M —
My be the quotient map. Let E be a distribution on M. Assume that
E contains the tangents to the S' orbits along OM, is S'-invariant
near OM, and is transverse to OM. Then there exists a unique distri-
bution Eey, on My whose preimage under c|y; M — (M)Cut is By
Moreover,

o F is involutive iff E.y 1s tnvolutive; and

e F is a contact distribution iff E.y 1 a contact distribution.

We resist our temptation to define F. to be the preimage of F
under the differential of the quotient map c¢: M — M, y: this map c is
not smooth.

Here is a proof of the lemma.

Proof of Lemma 13.1.

Uniqueness follows from continuity. So does the statement about
involutivity.
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FIGURE 4. Cutting with distributions

It is enough to check that a distribution FE.,; with the required prop-
erties exists locally near each point of M.y: by continuity, such local
distributions patch together into a dlstrlbutlon on Mcut as required.

Because c restricts to a diffeomorphism from M to (M )eut, it is enough
to consider neighbourhoods of points in M;eq := (OM ) eyt (= (OM)/SY).

Assume, first, that F has codimension one. The assumptions on F
imply that near each orbit in OM we can write E = ker 8 where [ is
an S'-invariant one-form whose pulback to M is S'-basic and non-
vanishing. By Lemmas 9.1 and 9.4, we obtain a differential form S
on M, such that E. := ker S is a distribution whose preimage
under c|; is El .

By Corollary 9.5, 3 is a contact form on M iff 5., is a contact form
on M.,. So E is a contact distribution on M iff E., is a contact
distribution on M_ ;.

Now, let E be a distribution of any codimension. Let k be the
codimension of the distribution E.

The assumptions on E imply that £ N TOM is a codimension k
distribution on M that is S'-invariant and that contains the tangents
to the S' orbits on OM. So it determines a distribution Eleq on Meq
such that ENTOM is the preimage of F,.q under the differential of the
quotient map OM — M, q.

Fix a point p € OM. By Proposition 3.2, we may assume that
M =D"?x8"x[0,¢),
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with coordinates z; on D""2 6 mod 27 on S', and s on [0, ¢), that E
contains the vector field 0/0s, and that the point p is given by z = 0,
0 =0, and s = 0. Identify M,.q with the disc D"~2.

There exists S'-invariant differential one-forms /i, . . ., 8 on M whose
pullbacks to OM are basic, whose null-space contains F, and such that
the k-form B := f; A ... A B is non-vanishing (at p, hence) near p.
Shrinking D"~2 and €, we may assume that /3 is non-vanishing every-
where.

(Here is how to obtain such one-forms. Equip M with the Riemann-
ian metric that is standard in the coordinates z, 6, s. Let (11)p, - - ., (k)
be a basis to the orthocomplement of E|, in TM. Because E contains
0/0s, the (n;), are tangent to OM. Extend each (n;), to a vector field
on M with constant coefficients with respect to our coordinates, and
project to the orthocomplement of £ in TM. We obtain S'-invariant
vector fields 7y, ...,n that are everywhere orthogonal to E and that
at p are a basis to the orthocomplement of E|,. For each j, inner prod-
uct with 7; defines a one-form ;. These one-forms have the required
properties.)

Lemmas 9.1, 9.2, and 9.4 then give one-forms (f;)cut 00 Mey such
that Bews = (B1)eut A -+« A (Bk)eus 1S non-vanishing. Let E., be the
null-space of B..;. Then FE.y is a codimension-k distribution on M
whose preimage under c|,; is E| ;.

l

14. DIFFEOMORPHISMS IN SYMPLECTIC POLAR COORDINATES

In this section, which can be read independently of the others, we
describe a baby-example that motivates the equivariant-radial-squared-
blowup construction of Section 16.

Symplectic geometers find it natural to parametrize a complex num-
ber z = x +iy = re? by s 1= %rQ and 6 rather than the standard
polar coordinates r and #. With this parametrization, the standard
symplectic form dz A dy becomes ds A df. That is, (s,#) are symplec-
tic coordinates. This works outside the origin; polar coordinates —
symplectic or not — generally fail to be useful at the origin.

In equivariant differential topology, symplectic polar coordinates turn
out to be useful even at the origin. We now explain how. To simplify
formulas, we now take s to be r? instead of 1r2.
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Consider the half-cylinder S* x R> with the circle acting on the first
component. The map

E:S'xRsg—=C |, E(u,s):=+/su

descends to a bijection E: (S* x Rsg)/~ — C, where ~ is the equiva-
lence relation in which distinct points (uq, s1) and (usg, s2) are equiva-
lent iff s; = s = 0. Because the map F is continuous and proper, the
bijection E is a homeomorphism.

The map FE is not smooth, but the relation £ o4 = po E, ex-
pressed in the commuting diagram below, defines a bijection between
Sl-equivariant diffeomorphisms of the half-cylinder and S'-equivariant
diffeomorphisms of C.

Sl XRZOLSQ XRZO

oLl

C ®

Indeed, every S'-equivariant diffeomorphism 1) of the half-cylinder
has the form ¢ (u, s) = (a(s)u, g(s)s) for some smooth maps a: Rsy —
St and g: Rsg — Rwg. (This is a consequence of Hadamard’s lemma.)
The corresponding map of C is p(z) = +/g(|2]?) a(]z|*) z, which is
smooth. Because we can obtain a smooth inverse for ¢ by applying the
same argument to the inverse of ¥, we conclude that ¢ is a diffeomor-
phism.

Conversely, every S'-equivariant diffeomorphism ¢ of C has the form
o(z) = r(|z[*) a(|z|?) 2 where 7: Rsg — Rsg and a: Rsq — S are
smooth. (This is a consequence of Hadamard’s lemma and of the fact
that any S'-invariant smooth function of z € C is smooth as a function
of |z|>. This fact, in turn, is a consequence of Whitney’s theorem
about smooth even functions [32].) The corresponding map of the
half-cylinder is ¥ (u, s) = (a(s)u,r(s)%s), which is smooth. Because we
can obtain a smooth inverse for ¢) by applying the same argument to
the inverse of ¢, we conclude that v is a diffeomorphism.

Ordinary polar coordinates do not have this property: with the cor-
responding map

p: St x Rso = C |, p(u,r)=ru,
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FIGURE 5. Bijection between equivariant diffeomorphisms

the diagram
Sl X RZO le X RZO

pl lp

C z C
does not give a bijection between S!'-equivariant diffeomorphisms of
the half-cylinder and S!-equivariant diffeomorphisms of C. We do
get a map in one direction: for each Sl-equivariant diffeomorphism
p: C — C, this diagram determines an equivariant diffeomorphism
i ST x Rsg — S x Rsp; we explain this further below. But the other
direction does not work: for example, the equivariant diffeomorphism
P(u,r) = (ue™,r) of ST x Rs( descends to the equivariant homeomor-
phism ¢(z) := ze'*! of C, which is not smooth at the origin.

Once we pass to homeomorphisms, the distinction between the radius
and radius-squared becomes irrelevant, and every equivariant homeo-
morphism of S! X R descends to an equivariant homeomorphism of
C. But now we have a problem in the other direction: an equivariant
homeomorphism of C generally does not lift to an equivariant homeo-
morphism of S* x Rsq. For example, the equivariant homeomorphism
of C that is given by ¢(2) = ze/l?l when 2z # 0 does not lift to an
equivariant homeomorphism of S* x Rx.

We now explain why, under the ordinary polar coordinates map
p: ST x Ryg — C, an equivariant diffeomorphism of C lifts to an
equivariant diffeomorphism of the half-cylinder. It is enough to con-
sider neighbourhoods of the origin. Identifying C with R? and applying
Hadamard’s lemma, we obtain a smooth function A: R? — R?*? to the
set of 2x 2 matrices such that ¢(z) = A(z2)-z for all z € R?. Because the
differential of ¢ at the origin is invertible, the matrix A(z) is invertible
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for z near the origin. The function ¥ (u,r) := (@E:Z;:zl,ﬂfl(ru} - ul)
is then a smooth lifting of ¢ near the origin. Because we obtain a
smooth inverse of i) near the origin by applying the same argument
to the inverse of ¢, we conclude that ¢ lifts to a diffeomorphism
of the half-cylinder. In fact, this argument applies to arbitrary—mnot
necessarily equivariant—diffeomorphisms of C that fix the origin. This
is a special case of the functoriality of the radial blowup construction,

which we describe in the next section.

15. RADIAL BLOWUP

In this section we describe the radial blowup construction, which
was described by Klaus Jéanich in 1968 [15]. This construction is a gen-
eralization of the passage to polar coordinates. This section provides
preparation for the next section, where we describe the equivariant-
radial-squared blowup construction, which provides an inverse to the
cutting construction.

Below, we use the symbol 0 to denote the zero section in any vector
bundle. Whenever we use it, it should be clear from the context what
is the ambient vector bundle.

Whereas any vector bundle can be naturally identified with the nor-
mal bundle of its zero section, we do not make this identification, so as
to not introduce ambiguity on a set-theoretic level.

Radial blowup of a vector bundle along its zero section
Let E — F be a vector bundle. Consider the sphere bundle
SE(0) == (ve(0) N 0)/Rsy,

where vg(0) is the normal bundle of the zero section in E. As a set,
the radial blowup of E along 0 is the disjoint union

E®0:=(E~0)USg(0),
equipped with the blow-down map
p: EO0—=E

whose restriction to F ~ 0 is the inclusion map into E and whose
restriction to Sg(0) is induced from the bundle map vg(0) — 0.

Let
q: E~0— Sg(0)

be the quotient map to the sphere bundle that is obtained from the
natural identification E = vg(0) by restricting to the complement of
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the zero section and composing with the quotient map to Sg(0). Fix
a fibrewise inner product on E with fibrewise norm | - |. There exists
a unique manifold-with-boundary structure on £ ® 0 such that the
bijection
that is given by
(q(x),|z]) ifxe EXO

X —

is a diffeomorphism.

For any two fibrewise inner products on F, the ratio of their norms
is a smooth function on F ~\ 0 that is constant on R y-orbits, so it has
the form x — p(gq(z)), where

P SE(O) — R>0

is a smooth function with positive values. The corresponding bijections
E®0— Sg(0) x R are then related by the diffeomorphism (s,7)
(s,p(s)r) of Sg(0) x Rxp. It follows that the manifold-with-boundary
structure of E®0 is independent of the choice of fibrewise inner product.

For any open neighbourhood O of the zero section 0 in F,
O0:=(0~N0)uSg(0)

is an open subset of the manifold-with-boundary E ® 0, so it too be-
comes a manifold-with-boundary. Its boundary is

(0 ©0) = Sk(0),

and its interior is O\0. The manifold structures on Sg(0) and on O\.0
that are induced from O ©® 0 coincide with their manifold structures
that are induced from FE.

GO - D

FIGURE 6. Radial blowup
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Lifting diffeomorphisms

The following lemma is a crucial step in extending the radial blow-up
construction from vector bundles to manifolds.

15.1. Lemma. Let E — F be a vector bundle and 0 its zero section.
Let O1 and Oy be open neighbourhoods of the zero section, and let
Q: 01 — 02

be a diffeomorphism whose differential along the zero section is the
wdentity map. Then ¢ lifts to a diffeomorphism v : O ©0 — Oy © 0.

Lemma 15.1 follows from the following more general result.

15.2. Lemma. Let B, — F; and E5 — F, be vector bundles. Let Oy be
an open neighbourhood of the zero section 01 in Eq, let Oy be an open
netghbourhood of the zero section Os in Fy, and let

Q. Ol—>02

be a smooth map. Assume that for some—hence every—fibrewise inner
product on Es, the function on Oy that is given by e — |p(e)|* vanishes
exactly on the zero section, and its Hessian is non-degenerate on the
normal bundle to the zero section. Then there exists a unique smooth
map V: O © 07 = Oy ® 05 such that the diagram

O, 00, —> 0, 0,
lpl lpz
0, Y0,

commutes. Moreover, the composition of ¢ with any boundary-defining
function on Oy ® 0y s a boundary-defining function on O ® 0.

Proof. The assumption on ¢ is equivalent to the following property: ¢
takes the zero section 0; to the zero section 0, and the complement
O \ 01 to the complement O, \ 09, and the fibrewise linear map
vg,(01) — vg,(03) between the normal bundles to the zero sections
that is induced from the differential of ¢ is injective at each point
of 01 .

Because ¢ takes O; ~\ 0; to Oy \ 0y, and because the blow-down
maps p; and py restrict to the identity maps over the complements of
the zero sections, the commuting of the diagram determines the map v
on the open dense subset O; \ 0;. By continuity, if such a lift ¢ exists
then it is unique. So it is enough to show that a smooth lift ¢ of ¢
exists locally near each point of the zero section 0;.
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For each 7, choose a fibrewise inner product on E;, and let S; C E;
be the corresponding unit sphere bundle. The inclusion map of S;
into E; induces a diffeomorphism S; = S, (0), and, furthermore, a
diffeomorphism of manifolds-with-boundary

Sz‘ X [0,00) i} Ez ® O'i>
whose composition with the blow-down maps is given by (u,7) +— 7.

For each i, let d; denote the dimension of the base manifold F;, and
let k; denote the rank of the vector bundle F; — F;. Because we may
work locally, we may assume that each Fj is an open subset of R%
and each E; is the trivial bundle F; x R* and we may assume that
O, = D x B where D is an open subset of R% and B is a ball, say, of
radius ¢, about the origin in R¥*. So ¢ becomes a smooth map from
D x B to R xR*¥2 | and we seek a smooth map 1) such that the diagram

D x SF71 % [0, €) Y RE i GRel i [0, 00)
l (t,u,r)—(t,ru) l (tyu,r)—(t,ru)
D x B d R% x RF2

commutes.

Because ¢ maps the zero section to the zero section, Hadamard’s
lemma with parameters gives a smooth map

A: D x B — Rk2Xk1

where R*2**1 denotes the set of ky X k; matrices, such that

Qp(tam) = (Spl(t’x)v A(t,l‘) C(Z)

for all t € D and x € B, where - denotes the product of a matrix with
a column vector and where ¢; is the first component of ¢.

Writing u = z/|x| and r = |z|, we have

Alt,x) - x A(t,ru) - u

|Agt:x§ ] = |AEt:ru§ o and |A(t,x) - x| = r|A(t,ru) - ul
whenever the denominator does not vanish. But the matrix A(¢,0) rep-
resents the linear map between the normal bundles to the zero sections
at the point (¢,0), and the kernel of this linear map is trivial by our
assumption on ¢, so A(t,ru) - u is non-vanishing when r = 0. Because
o takes the complement to the zero section to the complement to the
zero section, A(t,ru) - u is non-vanishing also when r > 0. So

(t,u,r) — |A(t,ru) - ul
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defines a smooth map with positive values, and we obtain a smooth lift
1 of ¢ with the required properties by setting

v(t,u,r) = (@1(t,ru), A(t,ru) - u

TA(tra) ul’ r|A(t, ru) - u|> .

Radial blowup of a manifold along a submanifold

Let X be a manifold, and let F' be a closed submanifold. Consider
the sphere bundle

Sx(F) = (vx(F) ~ 0)/Ro,

where vx(F) is the normal bundle of F' in X. As a set, the radial
blowup of X along F'is the disjoint union

XOF = (XNF)USx(F),
equipped with the blow-down map
p: XOF =X

whose restriction to X ~ F' is the inclusion map into X and whose
restriction to Sx(F') is induced from the bundle map vx(F) — F.
This definition is consistent with the earlier definition for the radial
blowup of a vector bundle along its zero section.

Let O be a starshaped open neighbourhood of the zero section 0 in
the normal bundle vx (F'), let

p: 00— X
be a tubular neighbourhood embedding, and let
V000> X0OF
be the injection that is induced from .

(We have O © 0 = (O \ 0) U Sx(F). On the subset O \ 0, the
injection 1 coincides with ¢. On the subset Sx(F'), the injection v is
induced from the identification of v, () (0) with vx(F').)

Then we have
XOF =9060) U (X\NF).

There exists a unique manifold-with-boundary structure on X ® F' such
that the maps

inclusion

V000 - XOF and XNF —— XOF



50 YAEL KARSHON

are diffeomorphisms with open subsets of X ® F', where, in the domains
of these maps, O ® 0 is a manifold-with-boundary as an open subset
of E® 0 for the vector bundle E := vx(F'), and X ~\ F' is a manifold
as an open subset of X. This is because the preimage in O ® 0 of
the intersection ¢(O © 0) N (X \ F) is the open subset O \ 0, the
preimage in X \ F of this intersection is the open subset (O~ 0), and
1 restricts to the diffeomorphism ¢ between these preimages. Because
each of O ®0 and X \ F is second countable, so is X ® F. To see that
X ® F' is Hausdorff, note that any point of X \ F' has a neighbourhood
W whose closure W in X is disjoint from F; let O; be the preimage
in O of the complement X . W; then ¢(0; ® 0) is a neighbourhood
of Sx(F) in X ® F that is disjoint from the neighbourhood W of the
given point of X \ F.

The boundary of the manifold-with-boundary X © F'is
(X OF)=Sx(F),

and the interior of X ® F'is X \ F'. The manifold structures on Sy (F)
and on X ~ F that are induced from X ® F' coincide with their manifold
structures that are induced from X.

The manifold-with-boundary structure on X ® F' is independent of
the choice of tubular neighbourhood embedding. Jénich [15] states this
fact without proof, and he writes this: The proof has nothing to do with
“uniqueness of tubular maps”, it is just an exercise in calculus. He prob-
ably had in mind Lemma 15.1. Indeed, for any two tubular neighbour-
hood embeddings ¢1: O; — X and @o: Oy — X, their germs along the
zero section of vy (F') are related by a diffeomorphism between neigh-
bourhoods of the zero section whose differential along the zero section
is the identity map. Lemma 15.1 implies that—after possibly shrink-
ing O; and O, so as to have the same image in X—the corresponding
maps ¥1: 01 ©0 — X © F and ¥9: O ©0 — X © F are related by a
diffeomorphism from O; ® 0 to Oy ® 0. This implies that the identity
map on X ® F'is a diffeomorphism from the manifold-with-boundary
structure that is induced from the tubular neighbourhood embedding
1 to the manifold-with-boundary structure that is induced from the
tubular neighbourhood embedding ¢s.

16. EQUIVARIANT RADIAL-SQUARED BLOWUP

In this section we describe the radial-squared blowup, which—for
circle actions—provides an inverse to the cutting construction.



FUNCTORIALITY FOR CUTTING 51

Radial-squared blowup of a vector bundle along its zero sec-
tion

Let E — F be a vector bundle. As a set, the radial-squared blowup
of E along 0 is the same as the radial blowup:

EOO = (E ~ 0) U Sp(0),

where 0 is the zero section and Sg(0) = (vg(0) \ 0)/R~q is the sphere
bundle of its normal bundle. We take the same blow-down map

p: EQO0 — FE

and quotient map
q: EX0 — Sg(0)

as before, and fix a fibrewise inner product on F with fibrewise norm
| - |. There exists a unique manifold-with-boundary structure on EQ®OQ
such that the bijection

EO — SE(O) X RZO
that is given by

R (q(z),|z]?) fzeENO
(z,0) ifzeSg(0)

(this time with |z|?, not |z|) is a diffeomorphism. As before, this
manifold-with-boundary structure on £Q®0 is independent of the choice
of fibrewise inner product, its boundary is Sg(0), and its interior is
E 0.

The identity map
E ®0 identity EO

is a homeomorphism and is smooth, but it is not a diffeomorphism.
Thus, the radial blowup EF ® 0 and the radial-squared blowup EQ®O0
yield the same topological manifold, with the same smooth structures
on its boundary and on its interior, but with different manifold-with-
boundary structures. For any neighbourhood U of the zero section,
there exists a diffeomorphism between these manifolds-with-boundary
that is supported in U and that restricts to the identity map on the
zero section, but we cannot take this diffeomorphism to be the identity
map.

Attempt at radial-squared blowup of a manifold along a sub-
manifold
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We now discuss the possibility of defining the radial-squared blowup
of a manifold X along a closed submanifold F. As a set, this will be
the same as the radial blowup:

XOF = (X ~ F)U Sx(F),

with the same blow-down map p: XOQF — X. Let O be a starshaped
open neighbourhood of the zero section 0 in the normal bundle vx (F),
let OO0 := (O \ 0) U Sg(0) be the corresponding open subset of the
manifold-with-boundary F®Q0, fix a tubular neighbourhood embedding

00— X,

and let

v: 000 - XOF
be the injection that it induced. As before, there exists a unique
manifold-with-boundary structure on X©F such that the maps

inclusion

Vv: 000 — XOF and XN F XQF

are diffeomorphisms with open subsets of X@OF'. For this manifold-
with-boundary structure to be independent on the choice of the tubular
neighbourhood embedding, we need an analogue of Lemma 15.1: for
every diffeomorphism ¢: O — O’ between neighbourhoods of the zero
section whose differential along the zero section is the identity map, we
would like to have a diffeomorphism T/A) such that the square

00—~ 000
|
O o

commutes.

Unfortunately, such a 2[1 might not exist. To see this, we locally
identify O with D x B where D is an open subset of R? and B is a
ball, say, of radius-squared ¢, about the origin in R*, and we write the
diffeomorphism ¢ as

(P(t’ x) = (901<t7 $), A(t’ :L‘) : ‘7:)7

as in the proof of Lemma 15.2, where ¢(t,0) = ¢ and A(¢,0) is the
identity matrix for all £. We then seek a smooth map ) such that the
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diagram
D x S*1x [0, ) —>R? x S x [0, 00)
L (t,u,8)—(t,\/su) l (t,u,8)—(t,\/su)
D x B d R? x R*

commutes. Necessarily,

Bt us) = (it vou) % At V) - ul?)

this map is continuous, but it might not be smooth, Take, for example,
o(t,z) = (t + L(z),x) for some non-trivial linear map L: R* — R%
Then (¢, u, s) = (t++/sL(u),u, s), which is not smooth along {s = 0}.

Fortunately, in the special case that relates to cutting, we can obtain
a manifold structure on X@®F through tubular neighbourhood embed-
dings that are equivariant near F'. We will do this in a moment.

In this special case that we need, F' has codimension 2, and the
manifold X is equipped with a circle action near F' that fixes F' and is
free outside F. But keeping in mind future applications, we will allow
more than circle groups. This is inspired by Janich’s and Bredon’s
work ([14, 15|, [4, Chapter VI, Section 6]). Future applications may
include simultaneous cutting of toric Lagrangians [2] that are invariant
under a product of several copies of S' and Zs.

Equivariant radial-squared blowup of a manifold along a sub-
manifold

Let G be a compact Lie group, and let £ — F be a vector bundle,
equipped with a fibrewise linear GG action that is transitive on the fibres
of the sphere bundle (E ~\ 0)/R.. Fix a G-invariant fibrewise inner
product on E, and let S be the unit sphere bundle in F with respect
to the corresponding fibrewise norm | - |. The natural diffeomorphism
S = (E\0)/Rsq gives a diffeomorphism of manifolds-with-boundary

S x [0,00) = EQO
whose composition with the radial-squared-blowdown map is

(u,8) = v/su.

Let E' — F’ be another vector bundle with a G action with these
properties, with zero section 0" and unit sphere bundle S’.

We have the following analogues of Lemmas 15.1 and 15.2.
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16.1. Lemma. Let O and O’ be G-invariant open neighbourhoods of
the zero section of E/, and let

0: 00— 0
be a G-equivariant diffeomorphism whose differential along the zero sec-
tion is the identity map. Then ¢ lifts to a diffeomorphism ¢: OO0 —
O'O0.

Lemma 16.1 follows from the following more general result.

16.2. Lemma. Let O and O be G-invariant neighbourhoods of the zero
sections in E and E', and let

0: 0= 0

be a G-equivariant smooth map. Assume that the function on O that
is given by e — |¢(e)|? vanishes exactly on the zero section and that
its Hessian 1s non-degenerate on the normal bundle to the zero section.
Then there exists a unique smooth map ' such that the diagram

000 -~ 0o
o—*2 .o

commutes. Moreover, ' is equivariant, and its composition with any
boundary-defining function on O ® 0 is a boundary-defining function
on O ©0.
Proof. As in the proof of Lemma 15.2, we locally identify ¢ with a map
¢: Dx B —RY xRF

of the form

90(72 .I) = (Qol(tﬂ l‘), A(t7 x) ) J?)
where A(t,0) is invertible for all ¢, and we seek a smooth map 1& such
that the diagram

D x ¥ x [0,6) —> R x S¥~1 x [0, 00)
l (t,u,8)—(t,\/su) l (t,u,8)—(t,\/su)
DxB ? RY x R¥

commutes. Because ¢ is G equivariant, ¢ and A(t,z) are G invari-
ant. Because the GG action is transitive on the fibres of S, there exist
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functions ¢; and A such that
g01(t, SL’) = ¢1<t7 |$|2> and A(ta l’) = AN‘(t7 ’JI|2> :

Because o1 and A are smooth, the functions @; and A are also smooth.
(This special case of Schwarz’s theorem [27] appears in Bredon’s book
[4, Chapter VI, Theorem 5.1]; it can be deduced from Whitney’s theo-

rem about even functions [32].) Then

- _ A(t,s) - u ~
t,u,s ;:( t,s), —————, s|A(t,s -u2>
0tw9) = (i), 35 slAG)
is a smooth lift of ¢ with the required properties. O

We can now define the equivariant radial-squared blowup XQOF of a
manifold X along a submanifold F', when a compact Lie group G acts
on a neighbourhood of F', and when this action fixes F' and is transitive

on the fibres of the sphere bundle Sx(F') = (vx(F)~\0)/Rso. As a set,
it is the same as the radial blowup:

XOF = (X~ F) U Sx(F).

Fix a G-invariant starshaped open neighbourhood O of the zero section
0 in the normal bundle vx (F') and a G-equivariant tubular neighbour-
hood embedding

00— X,

and let

v: OO0 = XOF
be the injection that is induced from . There exists a unique manifold-
with-boundary structure on X©F such that the maps

inclusion

v: 000 - XOQF and XN F —— XQOF

are diffeomorphisms with open subsets of X®F. Lemma 16.1 im-
plies that this manifold-with-boundary structure is independent on the
choice of the tubular neighbourhood embedding.

As in the case of a vector bundle, the radial blowup X ® F' and the
radial-squared blowup XQOF yield the same topological manifold, with
the same smooth structures on its boundary and on its interior, but
with different manifold-with-boundary structures. for any neighbour-
hood of F', there exists an equivariant diffeomorphism between these
manifolds-with-boundary that is supported in this neighbourhood and
that restricts to the identity map on F', but we cannot take this diffeo-
morphism to be the identity map.

Functoriality:
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By Lemma 16.2, the radial-squared blowup procedure defines a func-
tor. The domain of this functor is the following category. An object is
a pair (X, F), where X is a manifold and F' is a closed submanifold,
equipped with a G-action on a neighbourhood of F' that fixes F' and
acts transitively on the fibres of the sphere bundle of vy (F'). For such
a pair (X, F'), an invariant norm-squared-like function is a func-
tion X — R>( that is G-invariant near [, that vanishes exactly on
F', and whose Hessian is non-degenerate on the normal bundle vx (F').
A morphism from (X, F) to (X', F’) is a smooth map from X to X’
whose composition with (some, hence every) invariant norm-squared-
like function on X’ is an invariant norm-squared-like function on X,
and that is G-equivariant near F.

The functor takes an object (X, F) to XOF and a morphism ¢: X —
X’ to the smooth map ¢: XOQF — X'OF" such that the following di-

agram cominutes

XOF —~ X'OF
X— X

where the vertical arrows are the equivariant-radial-squared-blowdown
maps. Such a map v exists by Lemma 16.2.

When G is the circle group and its action is faithful, the transitivity
of the action on the fibres of the sphere bundle Sg(F") implies that F" has
codimension two in X and that the action is free on a punctured neigh-
bourhood of F' in X. The equivariant-radial-squared-blowup functor
then takes values in the category whose objects are manifolds-with-
boundary, equipped with free circle actions near their boundaries, and
whose morphisms are equivariant transverse maps, which we defined in
Section 2. We now show that this functor provides an inverse to the
cutting functor.

Radial-squared blowup and cutting:
We return to the circle group, G = S*.

Let X be a manifold and F' a closed codimension two submanifold,
and let Ux be an open neighborhood of F' in X, equipped with a cir-
cle action that fixes F' and is free on Uy ~ F. The radial-squared
blowup construction yields a manifold-with-boundary X©F'. The cir-
cle action on Uy lifts to a free circle action on the open neighbourhood
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UxQ©OF of the boundary. The cutting construction then yields a mani-
fold (XOF)eut and a quotient map ¢: XOQF — (XOF )eut- The interior
of the manifold-with-boundary X@OF is X ~\ F. We claim that there
exists a unique diffeomorphism

X S (XOF)ou

whose restriction to X \ F' coincides with the quotient map ¢ (which
takes each point of X \ F to the singleton containing that point).

Conversely, let M be a manifold-with-boundary, equipped with a
free circle action on an open neighbourhood Uy, of the boundary. The
cutting construction yields a manifold M., and codimension two sub-
manifold M,eq, and a quotient map ¢: M — M. The circle action
on Uy, descends to a circle action on an open neighbourhood of Mieq
that fixes M,q and is free outside M,eq. The radial-squared blowup
then yields a manifold-with-boundary M., ®OM,.q with a free circle ac-
tion on the open neighbourhood of the boundary. The interior of the
manifold-with-boundary M. ;OF is (M )eut- We claim that there exists
a unique diffeomorphism

M S MO Meq

whose restriction to the interior M coincides with the quotient map ¢
(which takes each point of M to the singleton containing that point).

By functoriality, it is enough to check these claims locally. Locally,
these claims follow from the local models for the cutting construction
and from the radial-squared blowup construction of a vector bundle.

Namely, if
X=D"%?xD? and F=D"?x{0}

where D"~2 is an open subset of R"2 and D? is the open disc of
radius-squared € about the origin in R?, then the definition of the radial-
squared blowup gives a diffeomorphism

XOF S D" 2 x S' x [0,¢)
that carries the radial-squared-blowdown map XOF — X to
(t,u,8) — (t,/su),

which is exactly the map that induces the diffeomorphism

(D"_2 x St x [0,6)) = D% x D,

cut
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Conversely, if M = D"2x S x [0, €), then we have a diffeomorphism
Mgy = D"2 x D?
that takes the quotient map c: M — M.y to

(t,u,8) — (t,/su),

which is exactly the map that induces the diffeomorphism

Met@OMyeq — D" x S' x [0, €).
APPENDIX A. ACTIONS AND QUOTIENTS

In this appendix we collect some well-known facts about actions of
compact groups and their quotients.

First, we recall some facts about proper maps. A continuous map
g: A — B between topological spaces is proper if the preimage of
every compact subset of B is a compact subset of A.

Exercise. Every closed map with compact level sets is proper. FEv-
ery proper map has compact level sets. If B is Hausdorff and locally
compact, then every proper map to B is a closed map.

Recall that, for a topological space, being 77 means that singletons
are closed, and being normal means that for any two disjoint closed
sets (' and (Y there exist open sets U; and U, that are disjoint and
such that U; contains C and U, contains Cy. Every T; normal space
is Hausdorff.

Manifolds are assumed to be Hausdorff and second countable. Be-
cause they are locally compact, these properties imply that they are
paracompact (every open cover has a locally finite open refinement)
and normal; see, e.g., [19, Theorems 4.77 and 4.81].

A.1l. Lemma. Let a compact topological group G act continuously on a
Ty normal topological space N. Consider the action map p: G X N —
N, which we write as (a,z) — a-x, and the quotient map m: N — N/G.
For any subset A of N, write G-A ={a-x | a € G and x € N}. Write
the orbit of a point x € N also as G - x (and not only as G x {z}).

(1) Orbits in N are compact and closed.
(2) The action map G x N — N s a closed map.
(8) For every open subset U of N, the subset G -U of N is open.

(4) For every open subset U of N, the intersection () a-U is open.
acG
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(5) The quotient topological space N/G is Ty and normal.

Proof. For any compact subset K of N, the subset G - K of N, being
the image of the compact set G x K under the continuous action map
(a,x) — a -z, is also compact.

Applying this to singletons in N, we obtain that G-orbits in N are
compact. Because N is Hausdorff, this implies that G-orbits in N are
closed. This proves (1).

We now show that the action map G x N — N is a proper map. Let
K be a compact subset of N. Because N is Hausdorff, the compact
set K is closed in NV, so its preimage under the continuous action map
(a,x) — a -z is closed. Being a closed subset of the compact set
G x (G - K), this preimage is compact. Because K was an arbitrary
compact subset of N, the action map is proper.

Because the action map G x N — N is proper and its target space

N is Hausdorff and locally compact, the action map is a closed map.
This proves (2).

Let U be an open subset of N. For each a € GG, because the maps
x+ a-z and x — a~! -z are continuous and are inverses of each other,
the set a - U is open. The set GG - U, being the union of the open sets
a-U over all a € G, is then open. This proves (3).

Let U be an open subset of N. Then the complement of U in N is
closed in N. By (2), the image of this complement under the action
map G x N — N is closed in N. So the complement in /V of this image
is open. But this complement is exactly () a-U. This proves (4).

acG

Because (by (1)) orbits in N are closed, the quotient space N/G
is T1. It remains to show that the quotient space N/G is normal.
Let C; and Cy be disjoint closed subsets of N/G. Then 7(C}) and

() are d1SJ01nt closed subsets of N. Because N is normal, there
exist open subsets U1 and U2 of N that are disjoint and such that Ul
contains 7—1(C}) and U, contains 7~ YCy). Let Uy = (N a- Ul)/G

aeG

and Uy = ( N a- @)/G. Then U; and U; are open subsets of N/G
a€G
(by (4)), they are disjoint, U; contains C4, and U, contains Cy. Because

Cy and Cy were arbitrary disjoint closed subsets of N/G, we conclude
that N/G is normal. This proves (5). O
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A.2. Lemma. Let a compact topological group G act continuously on
a topological space N. Suppose that N is T} normal, and second count-
able. Then N/G is also Ty normal, and second countable.

Proof of Lemma A.2. Let y be a point of N/G. By (1), y is closed as
a subset of N. Because the subset y of N is the preimage under the
quotient map N — N/G of the singleton {y}, this singleton is closed
in N/G. Because the point y of N/G was arbitrary, the topological
space N/G is Tj.

Let C’l and C’g be disjoint closed subsets of N/G. Let C} and Cj
be their preimages in N; then C} and C5 are disjoint closed subsets of
N. Because N is normal, there exist disjoint open subsets U; and Us
of N, that, respectively, contain C; and Cy. By (4), the G-invariant

sets U] := () a-Uy and U} := () a- U, are open in N. The quotients
acG acG
Uj/G and U3/G are disjoint open subsets of N/G' that, respectively,

contain C’1 and Cg Because the closed subsets Cl and 02 of N/G were
arbitrary, the topological space N/G is normal.

4

A.3. Lemma. Let a compact Lie group G act freely on a manifold-
with-boundary N. Then the following holds.

(1) There exists a unique manifold-with-boundary structure on N/G
such that the quotient map N — N/G is a submersion. More-
over, this quotient map is a principal G-bundle. Finally, the
boundary of N maps to the boundary of N/G, and the interior
of N maps to the interior of N/G.

(2) For every orbit G - x in N and G-invariant open set U that
contains the orbit there exists a G-invariant smooth function
p: N — R that is equal to 1 on a neighbourhood of the orbit
and whose support is contained in the open set U.

(8) For every cover of N by G-invariant open sets there exists a
partition of unity by G-invariant smooth functions that is sub-
ordinate to the cover.

Proof. The following two local facts are special cases of Koszul’s slice
theorem and its analogue for manifolds-with-boundary. They can be
proved by a straightforward adaptation of the proof of Proposition 3.2.
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e Each orbit in the interior of N has a neighbourhood that is
equivariantly diffeomorphic to D¥ x G, with G acting by left
translation on the middle factor, and where D* is a disc in R*.

e Similarly, each orbit in the boundary of N has a neighbourhood
that is equivariantly diffeomorphic to D*~! x G x [0, €), with G
acting by left translation on the middle factor, and where D*~!
is a disc in R¥~! and € > 0.

By Lemma A.1(5), the quotient space N/G is T} and normal.

Let 4 be a countable basis for the topology of N; then &' := {(G -
U/G}yey is a countable basis for the topology of N/G. So N/G is
second countable.

The first part of the lemma follows from the above two local facts
and from N/G being Hausdorff and second countable. The second
and third parts of the lemma then follow from the existence of smooth
bump functions and smooth partitions of unity on the manifold-with-
boundary N/G. O

APPENDIX B. SIMULTANEOUS CUTTING

We expect the results of this paper to generalize to the setups of si-
multaneous cutting. We include here the relevant definitions, deferring
the details to another occasion.

Let M be an n dimensional manifold-with-corners (as introduced by
Jean Cerf and by Adrien Douady |7, 10]; see |20, Sect. 16]).

The depth of a point x € M is the (unique) integer k such that
there exists a chart U — €2 from a neighbourhood U of x in M to
an open subset Q of the sector R%, x R"™* that takes z to a point in

{0}* x R"*. The k-boundary of M, denoted M®*), is the set of points
x € M of depth k. The wnterior of M is its O-boundary. The strata of
M are the connected components of M®* for k =0,...,n.

Every open subset U of M is also a manifold with corners. The
manifold with corners M is a manifold with faces if each point x of
depth k is in the closure of k distinct components of M.

Now assume that M is an n dimensional manifold with faces. The
faces of M are the closures of the strata. The facets of M are the
n — 1 dimensional strata. Let & denote the set of facets of M. Every
codimension k face Y of M, obtained as the closure of a stratum )O/, is
itself a manifold with corners (in fact, with faces), whose interior is the
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stratum Y. Also, the face Y is the intersection of a unique k element
subset Sy of S.

For each facet F' € S, let Ur be a neighbourhood of F'in M. Suppose
that, for each subset S of S, the neighbourhoods Up, for ' € S, have a
nonempty intersection only if the facets F, for F' € S, have a nonempty
intersection. This intersection is then the union of those faces Y with
Sy = S. Suppose that we are given a free circle action on each neigh-
bourhood Ur and that these actions commute on the intersections of
these neighbourhoods.

To each face Y of M we then associate neighbourhood Uy that is
contained in the intersection N{Up | F' € Sy} and is invariant with
respect to the torus Ty := (S1)%Y, which acts on Uy. (If Y has codi-
mension k, then Sy is a set of k elements, so Ty has dimension k.)

Consider the equivalence relation ~ on M such that, for m £ m/, we
have that m ~ m’ if and only if there exists a codimension k face Y
of M and a torus element a € Ty such that m,m' € Y and m =a-m/'.

Let Mey := M /~; equip M., with the quotient topology; let ¢: M —
M.; denote the quotient map. For each face Y of M, denote Xy =
ffcut. There exists a unique manifold structure on Xy such that a
real valued function h: Xy — R is smooth if and only if the function
hocly: Y — R is smooth. Moreover, with this manifold structure, the
map cly-: Y - Xy isa principal Ty-bundle. This follows from the slice
theorem for the Ty action on Y.

So we have a decomposition of the topological space M., into disjoint
subsets Xy, and we have a smooth manifold structure on each of the
subsets Xy .

For each facet F' € S, fix a smooth function f): Up — R, whose
zero level set is F' and such that dfF )] r never vanishes. Moreover,
assume that each () |, is invariant, with respect to the circle action
on Up, on some invariant neighbourhood of F' in Upr. Furthermore,
assume that for each face Y the functions f&), for F € Sy, are Ty-
invariant on some neighbourhood of Y.

Generalizing Construction 1.3, we define Fj; to be the set of those
real valued functions h: M., — R whose composition h := h o ¢ with
the quotient map c¢: M — M., satisfies the following two conditions.

(F1) h| . : M — R is smooth.
M
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(F2) For each face Y of M, there exists a Ty-invariant neighbourhood
V of Y in Uy and a smooth function H: V x C% — R such
that

(a) H(a-z,2) = H(z,az) for all a € Ty and (x,2) € V x C%;
and

(b) h(z) = H(z,z), where the coordinates of z are given by
zp =/ fE)(x) for all F € Sy.

As in Lemma 1.4 and Theorem 1.5, we expect the set of functions Fj,
to be independent of the choice of invariant boundary defining functions
f)and we expect there to exist a unique manifold structure on Moy
such that F,; is the set of real valued smooth functions on M.

We expect the results of this paper (functoriality of ) — )y, cutting
of submanifolds, cutting of differential forms, symplectic and contact
cutting) to extend to this setup.

We expect that a simultaneous (not iterated) equivariant-radial-
squared-blowup construction would provide an inverse to the simul-
taneous cutting construction.
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