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POSITIVE ARBOREALIZATION OF POLARIZED WEINSTEIN
MANIFOLDS

DANIEL ALVAREZ-GAVELA, YAKOV ELIASHBERG, AND DAVID NADLER

ABSTRACT. Let X be a Weinstein manifold. We show that the existence of a global field of
Lagrangian planes in T'X is equivalent to the existence of a positive arboreal skeleton for the
Weinstein homotopy class of X.
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1. INTRODUCTION

1.1. Arborealization program. The symplectic topology of the cotangent bundle 7% M
of a smooth manifold is determined by the smooth topology of its Lagrangian zero-section
M. A general Weinstein symplectic manifold X (see precise definitions below), which is the
symplectic counterpart of a Stein complex manifold, can be viewed as a symplectic thickening
of its skeleton, which is a singular isotropic subcomplex Skel X C X. By analogy with the
special case X = T*M, Skel X = M, one would like to view X as the “cotangent bundle”
of Skel X, and characterize the smooth symplectic topology of X in terms of the differential
topology of Skel X. However, in general the singularities of Skel X are too complicated to be
amenable to a differential topological treatment.

In the paper [N13], the third author introduced a class of Lagrangian singularities, called
arboreal. For arboreal singularities, the smooth topology of the singularity determines the
symplectic topology of its neighborhood. In particular, it is possible to calculate the local
symplectic invariants of a neighborhood of an arboreal singularity in terms of the singularity.
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This was shown in [N13] for microlocal sheaves; for Fukaya categories, one can apply Lefschetz
fibration calculations [Sc08] to the plumbing characterization of [Sh18]. Going further, if a
Weinstein manifold W has a skeleton with arboreal singularities, then its global symplectic
invariants can be effectively computed knowing the smooth topology of the skeleton, see [N16]
for microlocal sheaves and [GPS17] for Fukaya categories.

The paper [N13] initiated a program to determine which Weinstein manifolds admit arboreal
skeleta, or as we say, which Weinstein manifolds could be arborealized. As evidence that this
program might achieve the arborealization of a large class of Weinstein manifolds, it was shown
in [N15] that germs of Whitney stratified Lagrangians can always be deformed to arboreal
Lagrangians in a non-characteristic fashion, i.e. without changing their microlocal invariants.

The question of whether a Weinstein manifold can be arborealized via a homotopy of its
Weinstein structure is more subtle. In two dimensions, the story is classical: generic ribbon
graphs provide arboreal skeleta. In four dimensions, Starkston proved that arboreal skeleta
always exist [St18]. In this paper, we establish that any Weinstein manifold admitting a
polarization, i.e. a Lagrangian plane field, or equivalently a reduction of structure group
of the tangent bundle from Sp(2n) to GL(n), can be arborealized, see Theorem 1.5 below.
Moreover, our proof yields skeleta with the more specific class of positive arboreal singularities.
Conversely, Weinstein manifolds with positive arboreal skeleta admit polarizations. On the
other hand it turns out not all Weinstein manifolds can be arborealized, see the discussion
in Section 1.3 below. Perhaps this is not surprising: there are homotopical obstructions to
defining many symplectic invariants, and so any combinatorial route to realizing them must
also encounter these obstructions.

1.2. Main results. Let (W, \) be a 2n-dimensional Liouville domain. We recall the defini-
tion: W is a compact 2n-manifold with boundary; A is a 1-form, called the Liouville form,
such that w = d) is a symplectic form; and the corresponding vector field Z = w=!(\), called
the Liouville vector field, is outward transverse to dW.

By definition, the skeleton of a Liouville domain (W, \) is the attractor of the negative flow
of the Liouville vector field:

Skel(W,\) = () Z~*(W).
>0

While the 2n-dimensional Lebesgue measure of Skel(W, \) is equal to 0, in general Skel(W, \)

can be quite large if no additional conditions are imposed.

A Weinstein domain is a Liouville domain (W, ) which admits a Morse Lyapunov function
¢ : W — R, ie. the critical points of ¢ are non-degenerate and Z is gradient-like for ¢.
Sometimes it is convenient to relax the Morse condition to generalized Morse or Morse-Bott.
We do not consider the Lyapunov function as part of the defining data of a Weinstein domain,
we merely require its existence.

The skeleton of a Weinstein domain (W, ) is known to be the union of stable manifolds

Skel(W, A) = U, o Sp, Sy ={x € W| limy_o Z'(x) = p}.



POSITIVE ARBOREALIZATION OF POLARIZED WEINSTEIN MANIFOLDS 3

Each stable manifold is A-isotropic, hence w-isotropic and so at most half-dimensional. A
result of F. Laudenbach [L92] states that if Z is Morse-Smale, i.e. its stable and unstable
manifolds intersect transversely, and if moreover Z is the Euclidean gradient near critical
points with respect to the coordinates which give the Morse normal form, then Skel(TW, ) can
be Whitney stratified.

However, even if Z satisfies the above conditions, in general the singularities of Skel(WW, \)
are quite complicated, and their smooth topology does not determine the symplectic topology
of their neighborhoods. For example, in the simplest case when W is obtained by attaching a
handle to a ball along a Legendrian sphere, the skeleton has a unique conical singular point
and the symplectic topology depends on the Legendrian isotopy class of the link, not its
smooth isotopy class (which is always trivial for manifolds of dimension > 4). However, for
the class of arboreal singularities described in Definition 1.1 below the situation is different.

First, we introduce some auxilliary notions. A closed subset of a symplectic or contact
manifold is called isotropic if it is stratified by isotropic submanifolds. It is called Lagrangian
or Legendrian if it is isotropic and purely of the maximal possible dimension. The germ at
the origin of a locally simply-connected isotropic subset L C T*R"™ of the cotangent bundle
with its standard Liouville structure A\ = pdq admits a unique lift to an isotropic germ at
the origin L C J'R" = T*R" x R of the 1-jet bundle. Given an isotropic subset A C S*R"
of the cosphere bundle, its Liouville cone C'(A) C T*R, i.e. the closure of its saturation by
trajectories of the Liouville vector field Z = pa%, is an isotropic subset.

Definition 1.1. Arboreal Lagrangian (resp. Legendrian) singularities form the smallest class
Arbf™P (resp. Arb®™) of germs of closed isotropic subsets in 2n-dimensional symplectic

(resp. (2n+1)-dimensional contact) manifolds such that the following properties are satisfied:

(i) (Invariance) Arb3¥™ is invariant with respect to symplectomorphisms and Arb%™ is
invariant with respect to contactomorphisms.

(ii) (Base case) Arby”™" contains pt = R® C T*R? = pt.

(ili) (Stabilizations) If L C (X,w) is in Arbj¥"", then the product L xR C (X x T*R,w +
dp A dq) is in Arb)/"P.

(iv) (Legendrian lifts) If L € T*R™ is in Arb;¥""", then its Legendrian lift L cC J'R"is in
Arb&mt,

(v) (Liouville cones) Let Aq,...,Ax C S*R"™ be a finite disjoint union of arboreal Legen-
drian germs from Arb&™ centered at points z1,...,2; € S*R". Let 7 : S*R" — R"
be the front projection. Suppose

-m(z) = =m(z).

- For any i, and smooth submanifold Y C A;, the restriction |y : ¥ — R™ is an
embedding (or equivalently, an immersion, since we only consider germs).

- For any distinct 41, ..., %, and any smooth submanifolds Y;, C A;,,...,Y;, CA;,,
the restriction 7T|yi1U...in£ 1Y, U---UY;, — R” is self-transverse.
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Then the union R" UC(A1)U---UC(Ag) of the Liouville cones with the zero-section

form an arboreal Lagrangian germ from Arb;¥™?.
With the above classes defined, we can also allow boundary by additionally taking the

product L x R>g C (X x T*R,w + dp A dq) for any arboreal Lagrangian L C (X,w), and

similarly for arboreal Legendrians.
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M

FIGURE 1.1. The simplest non-smooth arboreal singularity is the zero section
union the positive conormal of a smooth co-oriented hypersurface.
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FI1cURE 1.2. This arboreal singularity consists of the zero section union the
positive conormal of two smoothly intersecting co-oriented hypersurfaces.

In our paper [AGEN20a] we proved that for fixed dimension n the class of arboreal sin-
gularities contains only finitely many local models up to ambient symplectomorphism or
contactomorphism. More precisely, to each member of the class Arb;?"” one can assign a
signed rooted tree T = (T, p,e) with at most n + 1 vertices. Here T is a finite acyclic graph,
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Ficure 1.3. This arboreal singularity consists of the zero section union the
positive conormal of a singular co-oriented hypersurface (namely the front of
the arboreal singularity of Figure 1.1).

p is a distinguished root vertex, and ¢ is a sign function on the edges of T not adjacent to p.

This discrete data completely determines the germ:

Theorem 1.2 ( [AGEN20a]). If two arboreal singularities L C (X,w), L' C (X', ') have the
same dimension and signed rooted tree T, then there is (the germ of ) a symplectomorphism
(X,w) ~ (X',w') identifying L and L'.

Within all arboreal singularities, there is the distinguished class with positive sign ¢ = +1.

Definition 1.3. An arboreal Lagrangian L (with boundary) in a symplectic manifold (X,w)
is a piecewise smooth Lagrangian with arboreal singularities (with boundary), i.e. locally
modeled on the above class (with boundary). When L is an arboreal Lagrangian whose
boundary OL is a smooth manifold, we will say that L has smooth boundary.

A positive arboreal Lagrangian L (with boundary) in a symplectic manifold (X,w) is a
Lagrangian with positive arboreal singularities (with boundary), i.e. locally modeled on the

distinguished class with positive sign ¢ = +1.

Given any positive arboreal Lagrangian L C (X,w), possibly with boundary, its neigh-
borhood U C X admits a canonical, up to homotopy, Lagrangian plane field £ C TU. This
homotopy class admits a representative £ which is transverse to L, i.e. transverse to the closure

of each smooth piece.

Definition 1.4. A polarization of a symplectic manifold (X, w) is the choice of a Lagrangian
plane field £ C TX.

If (W, \) is a Weinstein domain with positive arboreal skeleton, then (W, \), which retracts
onto an arbitrarily small neighborhood of its skeleton, admits a polarization. The main result

of this paper is that the converse also holds:
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FIGURE 1.4. One can obtain a new arboreal singularity from the arboreal
singularity of Figure 1.1 in two different ways depending on how it is embedded
in S*M relative to the vertical distribution v = ker(dm). One yields a positive
arboreal singularity and the other does not.

F1cURE 1.5. The canonical polarization in the neighborhood of an As sin-
gularity, where the positivity condition is vacuous. One could also turn the
tangent field to the zero section counter-clockwise instead of clockwise. The
choice is determined by what we call an orientation structure, which in this
case is equivalent to a co-orientation of the origin inside the zero-section.

Theorem 1.5. A Weinstein domain (W, X) is homotopic to a Weinstein domain whose skele-

ton is positive arboreal with smooth boundary if and only if (W, \) admits a polarization.

Remark 1.6. The conclusion of Theorem 1.5 can be refined in several ways, some of which
we sketch below. For precise formulations see Theorem 6.16 and its corollaries, which use the

language of We-manifolds, see Definition 2.24.

(i) In fact, for £ a polarization of (W, \) we can arrange it so that £ is the canonical
polarization in the neighborhood of the positive arboreal skeleton, so in particular &

is transverse to the skeleton.
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FIGURE 1.6. The canonical polarization in the neighborhood of a positive As
singularity, where the orientation structure is given by the co-orientation of
the Ag front.

(ii) If so desired, the smooth boundary of the positive arboreal skeleton can be pushed
out to the boundary of W, in which case it serves as a skeleton for a Weinstein pair,
see Section 2.4. The Weinstein hypersurface in the pair is thus the ribbon of a smooth
Legendrian, and can also be thought of as a stop.

(iii) Theorem 1.5 also holds with input a Weinstein pair (W, A) instead of a Weinstein
domain. In this case the conclusion is that the Weinstein hypersurface A can be
enlarged by the ribbon of a smooth Legendrian so that the resulting Weinstein pair
has a positive arboreal skeleton.

(iv) Moreover, the version of Theorem 1.5 for Weinstein pairs also holds in relative form
if the Weinstein hypersurface in the Weinstein pair already has a positive arboreal
skeleton and the polarization restricts on it to the canonical polarization. In this case
the Weinstein structure can be kept fixed near the Weinstein hypersurface.

(v) Theorem 1.5 and its refinements hold more generally for arbitrary Weinstein mani-
folds, not necessarily of finite type (i.e. not completions of Weinstein domains), and
the result is proved in the same way since the inductive argument stabilizes. We
restrict the discussion to the finite type case for simplicity of exposition.

Existence of a polarization for a symplectic manifold (X?",w) is equivalent to asking that
the classifying map X — BU, of the tangent bundle lifts to BO,,, where we endow T'X with

the homotopically unique almost complex structure compatible with w.

Definition 1.7. A stable polarization of a symplectic manifold (X,w) is the choice of a
Lagrangian plane field ¢ ¢ TX @ C? for some d > 1.

The existence of a stable polarization is equivalent to asking that the classifying map
W — BU of the stable tangent bundle lifts to BO. Recall that a Weinstein domain (W, \)
has the homotopy type of a half-dimensional CW complex. Recall also that BOy, — BOy41 is
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k-connected and BUj, — BUj41 is (2k+1)-connected. Therefore, it follows that for Weinstein
domains the existence of a polarization is equivalent to the existence of a stable polarization.
From the above, one can check that many Weinstein domains admit polarizations, notably
smooth complete intersections in complex affine space. Indeed, if X  CV is a smooth
complete intersection, then its normal bundle is trivial, hence its tangent bundle is stably

trivial and in particular X admits a stable polarization. This proves:

Corollary 1.8. Let X C CV be a complete intersection. Then X is Weinstein homotopic to

a Weinstein manifold whose skeleton is positive arboreal with smooth boundary.

An arboreal skeleton with boundary comes with a natural additional orientation structure,
induced from the ambient symplectic structure. We formalize this in the notion of an arboreal

space and prove the following counterpart to Theorem 1.5.

Theorem 1.9. Any compact arboreal space with boundary arises as the skeleton of a Wein-

stein domain (W, \), unique up to Weinstein homotopy.

FI1GURE 1.7. The simplest example of two non-equivalent arboreal spaces with
diffeomorphic underlying arboreal Lagrangians. These are skeleta for the pair
of pants and the once-punctured torus repsectively. The arboreal spaces are
distinguished by the orientation structure, which is additional data, and in this
dimension reduces to the usual cyclic structure on ribbon graphs. We thank
A. Oancea for pointing out this example.

Hence, up to Weinstein homotopy, those Weinstein domains which admit polarizations are
precisely the Weinstein thickenings of positive arboreal spaces. Moreover, the relative form of
Theorem 1.5 implies a uniqueness result for positive arboreal skeleta. To state it we need the
notion of a Weinstein concordance, which is best defined in the language of Wc-manifolds,
see Definition 2.24. Briefly, if \; and Ay are two Weinstein structures on the same symplectic
domain (W, w) with Liouville fields Z;, Zs, respectively, then a Weinstein concordance between
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them is a Weinstein-type primitive A for w + du A dt on W x T*[0, 1] such that the Liouville
field Z of A is tangent to the boundary W x T[0, 1] UW x T5[0, 1] and restricts to Z; +ud/0u
and Zy + u0/0u over W x T[0,1] and W x T7[0, 1] respectively.

Definition 1.10. A positive arboreal concordance is a Weinstein concordance (W xT*[0, 1], \)
whose skeleton is a positive arboreal Lagrangian with boundary. We assume that the boundary
of the skeleton is smooth in the interior of W x T*[0, 1] but we allow simple corners with one
face contained in W x Ti5[0,1] or W x T7[0, 1] and the other face transverse to it.

Remark 1.11. We must allow simple corners so that for example if (W, ) is a Weinstein
manifold whose skeleton is a positive arboreal with nonempty smooth boundary, then the

trivial product (W x T%[0, 1], A + udt) is a positive arboreal concordance.
The uniqueness statement then reads as follows:

Theorem 1.12. Suppose that \1 and Ay are two homotopic Weinstein structures on W whose
skeleta are positive arboreal Lagrangians with smooth boundary, transverse to polarizations &1
and & respectively. Then & and & are stably homotopic if and only if there is a positive
arboreal concordance between A1 and Xs.

We remark that the classification of polarizations on a Weinstein manifold up to stable

homotopy is in general weaker than the classification up to homotopy.

1.3. Further development of the arborealization program. Work in progress of the
authors extends the results of this paper in two directions. First, in our forthcoming work
[AGEN21] we consider a 1-parametric version of the problem, by introducing a suitable notion
of “arboreal homotopy of positive arboreal spaces”, i.e. the minimal sequence of combinatoral
Reidemeister type moves necessary to connect two homotopic Weinstein structures with pos-
itive arboreal skeleta that have homotopic canonical polarizations. Note that substantial
progress in this direction appeared in Zorn’s thesis [Z18], where local mutations of arboreal
skeleta are classified.

The second direction is an extension of the arborealization program to a more general class
of Weinstein manifolds. While most Weinstein manifolds considered in applications such as
mirror symmetry are complete intersections and hence polarized, not all Weinstein manifolds
admit polarizations. For example a cohomological obstruction to existence of a polarization
is that all odd Chern classes are 2-torsion. However, this cohomological condition does not
obstruct existence of a not necessarily positive arboreal skeleton.

But even allowing for non-positive arboreal skeleta, there are still obstructions to their
existence. Indeed, while existence of a polarization is not a necessary condition for existence
of a non-positive arboreal skeleton, there is a closely related necessary condition: existence
of an (n,n — 1)-polarization. This is, roughly speaking, a polarization which is allowed to
degenerate to an (n — 1)-dimensional isotropic subspace. More precisely, it is defined as
follows.
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Given a symplectic vector space (F,w) let L, (E) denote its Lagrangian Grassmanian of non-
oriented Lagrangian planes, and I,,_1(F) denote the Grassmanian of non-oriented isotropic
(n-1)-dimensional subspaces. We further denote by F, ,,—1(F) the flag manifold {(\, u); A €
L, (E),p € In_1(E),un C A\}. Let 71, and 7 be the tautological projections 7y, : F, p—1(E) —
L,(FE) and 7y : Fj, ,—1(E) = I,,—1(E). Consider the double cone C,(FE) := (Fyn-1 x [0,1] U
L,(EYUIL,_1(E)/{f x0~m7r(f), fx1~mr(f)}. Given any symplectic vector bundle E, we
will use the notation C,(E) for the associated cone bundle. An (n,n — 1)-polarization on a
symplectic manifold V' is by definition a section of the cone bundle C,,(T'(V)).

One can show that for n < 5 any 2n-dimensional Weinstein manifold admits a (n,n — 1)-
polarization, while for n = 6 there are obstructions (e.g. one must have c3(V) = ¢1(V)e2(V)).!
It is possible that this condition is also sufficient for existence of an arboreal skeleton. Note in
particular that a Weinstein manifold of dimension four always admits an (n, n—1)-polarization,
so this discussion is consistent with Starkston’s result [St18] that four-dimensional Weinstein
manifolds always admit arboreal skeleta.

For completely arbitrary Weinstein manifolds it is not clear whether one should expect
there to be a simple class of singularities which the skeleton can always be arranged to have,
but if it exists such a class would have to be more general than the arboreal class. In any
case, even the most optimistic hopes of constructing a reasonable skeleton for a Weinstein
manifold will in all likelihood require the existence of “Maslov data”, i.e. the homotopical

trivialization required to define Fukaya categories or microlocal sheaves.

1.4. Flexibility of caustics and the ridgification theorem. We discuss a toy example
to illustrate our strategy of proof. Consider a Weinstein domain (W?2", \) which is obtained
from the standard Darboux ball B C (R?",pdq — qdp) by attaching an index n handle, i.e.
the neighborhood of a Lagrangian disk, along a Legendrian sphere A C 0B = (5?71 &,44q).
The skeleton of W is homeomorphic to the n-sphere: it consists of the Lagrangian disk union
the Liouville cone on A with respect to the radial Liouville field on R?", union the origin.

Replace the radial Liouville structure pdq—gdp on R?" with the Morse-Bott canonical Liou-
ville structure pdq on the cotangent bundle T*R™, or rather on T*D for D C B a Lagrangian
n-disk bounding a Legendrian unknot D C S?"~! which we assume disjoint from A. Then
the radial Liouville cone on A C §?"~! in B gets replaced with the fibrewise Liouville cone
on A C §*D in T*D, where S*D denotes the cosphere bundle, see Figure 1.8.

Observe that as a result, the singularity gets spread out over the disk, i.e. instead of a
cone on a point it is now a fibrewise cone over the disk. The skeleton of the new Weinstein
structure on W consists of the Lagrangian handle, union the Liouville cone on A with respect
to the canonical Liouville structure on 7% D, union the zero section D. The singularities of this
new Lagrangian skeleton are thus related to the singularities of the map 7|s : A — D, where

m: S*D — D is the front projection. These singularities correspond to the tangencies of A

IWe thank John Pardon for suggesting to us the notion of a (n,n — 1)-polarization, and to Sgren Galatius for
computations of obstructions.
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with the distribution v = ker(dm) C T'(S*D) and are also known as caustics in the literature.
For example, if 7|5 : A — D has no caustics, then it is an immersion and so by axiom (v) of
Definition 1.1, after a generic perturbation (to ensure self-transversality), the skeleton of W

is arboreal.

/\ Cszﬂ"

< -
>

FIGURE 1.8. The blow-up procedure for a Weinstein manifold W?" with two
critical points: one of index 0 and one of index n.

The idea of blowing up conical Lagrangian singularities was already present at the inception
of the arborealization program, but for our purposes it is necessary to perform the blowing
up procedure globally, at the level of Weinstein structures. This strategy was successfully im-
plemented by Starkston in [St18] for the 4-dimensional case. Starkston moreover showed how
to explicitly arborealize the semi-cubical cusp singularities which generically appear in the
front projections of 1-dimensional Legendrians, thus leading to her result that 4-dimensional
Weinstein manifolds always admit arboreal skeleta. In higher dimensions this strategy en-
counters the difficulty that there is no classification theorem for the generic singularities of
front projections, nor can anything remotely close to a satisfactory classification be hoped for.

Nevertheless, there holds an h-principle for the simplification of caustics. The h-principle
states that if there is no homotopy theoretic obstruction to the simplification of caustics, then
the simplification can be achieved by means of a Legendrian isotopy (or for Lagrangians, by
means of a Hamiltonian isotopy). Results in this direction first appeared in work of Entov
[En99], and the full h-principle was established in work of the first author [AG18a], [AG18b].
Returning to our toy example, if we know that W admits a polarization as in the hypothesis
of our main Theorem 1.5 and we further assume that the dimension of W is congruent to 2
modulo 4, then it follows from the h-principle that there exists a Legendrian isotopy which
deforms A to a Legendrian whose front projection |5 : A — D only has cusp singularities. In
this case we can proceed as in [St18] to conclude that the skeleton of W can be arborealized
by a Weinstein homotopy. When the dimension of W is congruent to 0 modulo 4 there is an

additional homotopical subtlety to consider, even in this toy example, but we do not pursue
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this further since one also encounters additional and more serious difficulties when attempting
to implement the above strategy on a Weinstein manifold with a more complicated handlebody
presentation. For example, one would need to know that the relevant homotopical obstruction
to applying the h-principle vanishes for every handle, yet it is unclear how to arrange for this
even under the global assumption of existence of a polarization.

So instead of attempting a direct application of the h-principle, we will exploit the fact that
for the purposes of arborealization we can allow deformations which are more general than
a Hamiltonian isotopy, namely we can deform the skeleton of a Weinstein manifold by any
homotopy of the Weinstein structure. This allows the skeleton to develop genuine singularities
(i.e. mon-smooth points) along which its field of tangent planes jumps discontinuously. By
introducing these jumps we destroy the homotopical obstruction to simplifying the singulari-
ties with the distribution v = ker(dr), and in fact we can always completely eliminate these
tangencies.

This strategy was made precise in [AGEN19], where we introduced a class of singular La-
grangians, called ridgy, and proved an h-principle without pre-conditions, which allows one to
deform any Lagrangian so that it becomes transverse to any given Lagrangian distribution, at
the expense of developing ridgy singularities. This result, which we refer to as the ridgification
theorem, uses the h-principle for the simplification of caustics as one of the key ingredients in
its proof, but is better suited for the task at hand since there are no hypotheses needed for

its application.

AP
p=lq|
<4

FIGURE 1.9. The ridge singularity in one dimension.

Ridgy singularities are extremely simple: they consist of the corner {p = |¢|} C R? to-
gether with its products and stabilizations. Moreover, ridgy singularities can be explicitly
arborealized while maintaining transversality to any given Lagrangian distribution, see Fig-
ure 1.11. So our revised strategy to arborealize a Weinstein manifold W is the following: (1)
blow up the singularities as before to replace Liouville cones on a point with Liouville cones
on Lagrangian disks, (2) apply the ridgification theorem to get rid of all singularities of the
resulting front projections, and finally (3) arborealize the ridgy Lagrangians produced by the
ridgification theorem, while maintaining transversality to the relevant distributions, to obtain

an arboreal skeleton for W.
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F1GURE 1.10. The ridgification theorem in action: the zero section M C T*M
gets deformed to a ridgy Lagrangian L C T*M which is transverse to the red
distribution. Of course in this simple example a single ridge point would suffice,
but the proof always produces a ridge locus which is the union of homologically
trivial hypersurfaces, in this case two ridge points.

SN\

FIGURE 1.11. Arborealization of an order 1 ridge.

FIGURE 1.12. Arborealization of an order 2 ridge.

Finally, a word on how we deal with the issue of compatibility at the interaction of three
or more strata of the skeleton: this is where the notion of positivity comes up in an essential
way. The key fact is that if a Lagrangian distribution n on T*R" corresponds to a family of
positive definite quadratic forms, then it is transverse to the conormal T7;R"™ C T*R™ of any
immersed hypersurface H C R" in a neighborhood of the zero section. For the interaction of
say three strata, we use the ridgification theorem to achieve transversality for two strata at
a time and then conclude that transversality also holds for the third stratum for free using

the above observation on positivity. This yields the desired compatibility. The existence of
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a global polarization for W will play a key role in guiding the positivity condition globally,

thus enabling the successful implementation of the above strategy.

1.5. Structure of the article. The paper is organized as follows:

In Section 2 we give the necessary preliminaries regarding Weinstein manifolds. This in-
cludes a review of notions in the literature as well as the introduction of a new framework for
working with Weinstein structures. The key notions are that of a Weinstein manifold with
boundary and corners, which we call a Wc-manifold, and that of a cotangent building, which
provides a way of presenting a Wec-manifold in terms of successive attachments of cotangent
bundles. The concept of a cotangent building gives an alternative to the standard Weinstein
handlebody presentation for Weinstein manifolds, and is better suited for our purposes.

In Section 3 we prove the existence and uniqueness of symplectic neighborhoods of arboreal
spaces. The existence part is an easy consequence of the stability theorem for arboreal singu-
larities, which we proved in [AGEN20a]. The uniqueness part consists of a Darboux-Weinstein
theorem for the symplectic neighborhoods of arboreal Lagrangians.

In Section 4 we discuss the notion of positivity, which is the key ingredient that allows us to
control the interaction of three or more strata in the Lagrangian skeleta under consideration.
We first discuss the notion of positivity for ordered tuples of Lagrangian planes, then discuss
positivity for cotangent buildings and finally we relate this to the notion of positivity for
arboreal spaces. We show that existence of a positive arboreal skeleton for the homotopy
class of a Weinstein structure implies the existence of a polarization, proving one half of our
main theorem 1.5.

In Section 5 we recall the notion of a ridgy Lagrangian from our previous work [AGEN19]
and state the main result of that paper, which we call the ridgification theorem, as well as
its non-integrable counterpart, which we call the formal ridgification theorem. The formal
ridgification theorem also plays an important role since it holds in extension form. The main
point is that by allowing for ridgy singularities we can deform any Lagrangian submanifold so
that it becomes transverse to any given Lagrangian distribution, and moreover the deformation
can be achieved by means of a Weinstein homotopy.

Finally, in Section 6 we show how the ridgy singularities produced by the ridgification
theorem can be further deformed into arboreal singularities. Furthermore, the deformation is
realized by a Weinstein homotopy and the end result is a positive arboreal Lagrangian which
serves as skeleton for the deformed Weinstein structure. This proves the other half of our

main theorem 1.5.
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2. WC-MANIFOLDS AND COTANGENT BUILDINGS

In this section we recall the basic definitions concerning Liouville and Weinstein manifolds,
and introduce the language of Wc-manifolds and cotangent buildings, which will be used
throughout the text.

2.1. Liouville manifolds.

2.1.1. Liouville domains. An exact symplectic manifold (W, \) is a compact manifold with
boundary equipped with an exact symplectic form w, together with a choice of primitive A,
i.e. w = dA. Since w is non-degenerate, the 1-form A corresponds to a vector field Z under
the contraction tzw = A.

Definition 2.1. A Liouville domain is an exact symplectic manifold (W, ) such that Z is
outwards transverse to OW.

Equivalently, (W, \) is Liouville if A|gp is a contact form and the orientation defined on
OW by the volume form AA (d\)"~!|aw coincides with the orientation of OW as the boundary
of W, where W is itself oriented by the volume form w”\".

We call A the Liouville form and Z the Liouwille field. By Cartan’s formula for the Lie
derivative, the condition w = dA is equivalent to Lzw = w. This means that the vector field
Z is symplectically conformally expanding, i.e. (Z!).w = elw, t > 0, for Z! the flow of Z.
Equivalently, the vector field —Z is symplectically conformally contracting and this viewpoint
will sometimes be more natural in what follows. Note that we also have (Z!),A = e'A. The

object of interest in this paper is the following.

Definition 2.2. The skeleton of a Liouville domain (W, \) is the subset

Skel(W, A) = () 2" (W).
>0
In other words, Skel(TW, \) is the attractor of the positive flow of the contracting field —Z.
We will be going back and forth between Liouville domains and the closely related notion of

a Liouville manifold, whose definition we recall next.

2.1.2. Liouville manifolds. Recall that the symplectization S(Y,€) of a contact manifold (Y &)
equipped with a contact form « for £ is the exact symplectic manifold Y x R equipped with
the primitive A = e'a, where t € R. We can equivalently consider Y x Rt with A = sa for

s = e! € RT the multiplicative coordinate.
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The symplectization of a contact manifold (Y, £) can be defined invariantly without choosing
a contact form. Assuming that Y is connected and € is co-oriented, we define S(Y, €) as follows.
Let N(&) C T*Y be the total space of the conormal line bundle to £ and N, (&) the component
of N(£§) \'Y consisting of 1-forms defining the given co-orientation of {. Then A\¢ = pdq|y. (¢
is a primitive of the exact symplectic form w = dA¢ and we define S(Y,§) as N4 (§) endowed
with this structure. A choice of a contact form « for £ identifies N (€) with Y x RT and ¢
with sa. For example, the symplectization of the cosphere bundle S*M is the complement of
the zero section in T*M.

In the other direction, the contactization of an exact symplectic manifold (N, u) is the
manifold M x R equipped with the contact form p — du, where v € R. For example, the
contactization of the cotangent bundle T*M is the 1-jet bundle J'M.

Definition 2.3. A finite type Liouville manifold (X, \) consists of a (non-compact) bound-
aryless exact symplectic manifold such that the following conditions hold.
(L1) The vector field Z which is w-dual to A is complete for t — £oo.
(L2) There exists a compact domain W C X such that Z is outward transverse to the
boundary OW, i.e. (W, A|w) is a Liouville domain, and such that the union of forward
trajectories of Z starting at W is equal to X \ Int W.

We call Liouville domains as in (L2) defining.

Definition 2.4. The skeleton of a finite type Liouville manifold (X, \) is defined to be

Skel(X,\) = U ﬂ Z7YH0), C C X is compact.
C t>0

Clearly, Skel(X,\) = Skel(W, ) for any defining Liouville domain W C X. Hence the
skeleton of a finite type Liouville manifold is compact. Note that for any such W we may use
the Liouville flow starting at W to parametrize X \intW as OW x [0, 00). Since the Liouville
field conformally expands X we have Algwxp00) = €' (Mow) for ¢ € [0,00) the coordinate
parametrizing the Liouville flow, so X \ intW is the positive part of the symplectization of
the contact manifold (OW, A|aw ).

Conversely, any Liouville domain (W, \) can be completed to a Liouville manifold by at-
taching to it the positive part of the symplectization of (OW, A|aw ). Explicitly:

X=w |J oWx000),
OW ~OW x0

where the Liouville form A on W extends to to W x [0, 00) as e* (A|aw)-

Definition 2.5. The ideal boundary of a finite type Liouville manifold (X, ) is defined to be
95X = (X \ Skel(X, X)) /R*, where the RT action is given by the positive flow of Z.

Since A(Z) = 0, the form A descends to 0, X as a contact structure . A choice of a contact
form a for £ yields an isomorphism j : S(90 X, o) = (Ooo X X R, efar) — (X '\ Skel(X, A), \)
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which maps 0, X X 0 contactomorphically onto the boundary of a defining Liouville domain.
We denote by 7o : X \ Skel(X,\) = 0 X the projection along the trajectories of Z.

2.1.3. Deformations of Liouville structures.

Definition 2.6. A homotopy of finite type Liouville structures (X, A¢) is a family A\, ¢t € [0, 1],
of finite type Liouville structures on a manifold X admitting a smooth family W; C X of
defining Liouville domains.

Given such a homotopy (X, \;) there exists an isotopy ¢; : X — X such that ¢;w; = wo,
where w; = d)\¢. Moreover, one can always arrange that ¢;\s = Ao + dH; for uniformly
compactly supported functions Hy, see [CE12], Sections 11.1 and 11.2. In particular, it is
always sufficient to consider homotopies fixing the symplectic form, and moreover changing
the Liouville form by adding a compactly supported exact form. Note that for any fixed w
the space of Liouville structures on (X, w) which are fixed at infinity is convex, hence any two
such Liouville structures are canonically homotopic.

Remark 2.7. Unless explicitly stated otherwise, all Liouville structures under consideration

in this paper are of finite type and hence we will stop mentioning this below.

We will often abuse terminology and say that two Liouville manifolds (X, A1) and (X2, A2)
are Liouville homotopic if there exists a symplectomorphism F' : (X;,dA;) — (X2, d)2) such
that (X1, F*\2) is a Liouville manifold which is Liouville homotopic to (X7, A1). In all cases
where such terminology will be abused, the symplectomorphism will be obvious and unique
up to contractible choice.

If F*Ay = A1 on the nose, we say that (X1,A\1) and (Xo, \2) are Liouville isomorphic.
For (X, ) and (Y, u) Liouville domains or manifolds we call a smooth, proper embedding
F:(X,)\) — (Y,un) a Liouville embedding if F*p = .

2.1.4. Liouwville germs. It will often be convenient to express our constructions in the language

of germs.

Definition 2.8. A Liouville germ (%, A) is the equivalence class of defining Liouville domains
for a fixed Liouville manifold (X, \).

Definition 2.9. A Liouville embedding of a Liouville germ (27, \) into a Liouville domain
or manifold (Y, u) is an equivalence class of Liouville embeddings Fy : (W, A|w) — (Y, p),
where W C X is a defining domain for (X, \) and we identify Fyy, with Fyy, if they agree on
a defining domain W for (X, \) contained in both Wy and Wj.

Ezxample 2.10. The cotangent bundle X = T* M of a closed manfiold M is a Liouville manifold
with A = pdq the canonical 1-form. The Liouville field is the fibrewise radial vector field
Z = p0, and the skeleton is the zero section M C T*M. As a Liouville domain we can take
the unit disk bundle W = {||p|| < 1} relative to any Riemannian metric on M. The ideal
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boundary is the cosphere bundle S*M, i.e the (positively) projectivized cotangent bundle,
which is contactomorphic to the unit sphere bundle OW = {||p|| = 1} for any choice of
Riemannian metric. We will use the notation 7 *M for the germ of the cotangent bundle
T M.

2.2. Weinstein manifolds. The notion of Weinstein manifold was first introduced in [EG91]
building on [E90] and [W91].

2.2.1. Lyapunov functions. Let (X, \) be a Liouville manifold. While Skel(X, A) always has
its 2n-dimensional Lebesgue measure equal to 0, its dimension can nonetheless be quite large if
no extra conditions are imposed on the Liouville structure. For example, McDuff constructed
in [MD91] a Liouville structure on T*%, \ 3, for 3, a closed surface of genus g > 1 whose
skeleton has codimension 1. To tame the dynamics of the Liouville flow we require existence

of a Lyapunov function.

Definition 2.11. We say that ¢ : X — R is a Lyapunov function for the Liouville manifold
(X, ) if Z is gradient-like for ¢, i.e. if there holds

(W1) dp(Z) > 6(|| Z||*+||de||?) for some Riemannian metric on X and some constant § > 0.

Note that the space of Lyapunov functions for a given Liouville structure is convex, hence
contractible as soon as it is nonempty. Consider the set of critical points Crit(¢) = {d¢ = 0} of
the Lyapunov function, which by (W1) is the same as the zero set {\ = 0} of the Liouville form.
The conditions (L1) and (W1) imply that Skel(X, \) is the union of the Z-stable manifolds
of the critical points of ¢, i.e. points converging to Crit(¢) in forward time. However, as far
as we know, we have to add some further constraints on the Lyapunov function ¢ in order to

deduce any meaningful properties.

Definition 2.12. A Morse-Weinstein manifold is a Liouville manifold (X, \) for which there
exists a Morse Lyapunov function ¢ : X — R.

Under this assumption it was shown in [CE12], see also [EGI1, E95], that

(W2) Skel(X, \) is the union of submanifolds which are isotropic for A\, and hence for w.

Remark 2.13. Note that A-isotropic is equivalent to w-isotropic and Z-conic.

Without any assumptions on ¢, is not known whether a triple (X, \, ¢) which satisfies
(L1), (L2) and (W1) is homotopic in the class of such triples to one with a Morse Lyapunov
function. However, condition (W2) holds for a larger class of taming functions, for example
when ¢ is generalized Morse, see [CE12]. Moreover, it is often most natural to consider a
Lyapunov function which is not Morse or even generalized Morse, such as the Morse-Bott
function ¢ = ||p||? on (T*M, pdq).
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FiGure 2.1. The skeleton of an open Riemann surface with Morse Lypapunov function.

2.2.2. Morse-Bott Lyapunov functions. In this paper we will consider a version of Morse-Bott
Weinstein structures which allows the critical set of the Lyapnuov function to have nonempty
boundary, and even corners. Our definition is a slight variation of Starkston’s definition in
[St18] of a Weinstein structure which is Morse-Bott with boundary.

Let E* @ E° @ E~ be the decomposition of the tangent space to X at a zero of Z into
generalized eigenspaces of the differential dZ with eigenvalue having positive, zero or negative
real part respectively. Suppose first that a connected component C of Crit(¢) is a smooth,
proper submanifold of X without boundary. Then the Morse-Bott condition on a triple
(X, \, ¢) along the component C' is the following:

(MB1) Z is non-degenerate in the directions normal to C, i.e. TC = EY|¢.
When 0C' # & we moreover demand that in a neighborhood of OC the triple (X, A, ¢) takes

a special form, which we now describe. Recall the Weinstein normal form for Morse critical
points in a Weinstein manifold of dimension 2. There are two possibilities depending on the
index: k=0or k=1.
(k=1) A1 = 2pdq + qdp, 1 = p* — 3¢°.
(k=0) Ao = 5(pdg — qdp), o = (P> + ¢°).

We also recall the standard Morse-Bott normal form corresponding to the canonical Liou-

ville structure on T*R.

(std) Asta = pdg, ¢ = 1p*.

We construct local models for Morse-Bott with boundary Weinstein structures on T*R with
the half line {p = 0,¢q > 0} as the critical set. The construction consists of patching up the
above Morse normal forms on the half plane {g < 0} with the standard Morse-Bott normal
form on the half plane {¢ > 0}. Take any smooth function ¢ : R — [0, 1] satisfying the

following properties:
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(i) % =0 on [0, 00)
(ii) ¥ =1 on (—o0, —¢]| for some ¢ > 0.
(ili) ¥ < 1 and ¢’ < 0 on (—¢,0) for that same ¢ > 0.

In the case k = 1 we set f1(q,p) = ¥(q)pq and in the case k = 0 we set fy(q,p) = —% (@)pq.
In both cases the patched up model is then given by )\%B = Agtd + dfx, which has Liouville
field Z};/[B = Zsa + Xy, for Xy, the Hamiltonian vector field of fj. Explicitly, when k = 1 we
have

2" = (14 4(q) + ¥/ (9)q) pdy, — ¥(q)q0,.
Since the coefficient which multiplies pd), is positive, we deduce that ZMB admits a Lyapunov

function. For example, if we set ¢ = p?> — h(q) for

-/ "oy,

then Z%VIB is the Euclidean gradient of ¢ along p = 0 and we have dqf)(Zi\/{B) > 0 on all of

T*R, from which the claim follows. Similarly, one verifies that Z(I]VIB also admits a Lyapunov
function.

Definition 2.14. We call (T*R, )\%B) the Weinstein normal form for Morse-Bott boundary
of index k =10, 1.
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FIGURE 2.2. The Weinstein normal form for Morse-Bott boundary of index 1
and 0 respectively.

The space of permissible v is convex, hence the normal form is well defined up to a con-
tractible choice. Note that the behavior of the Liouville flow along the half line {p = 0,¢ < 0},
which shares its boundary point {p = 0,¢ = 0} with the critical set {p = 0,q > 0}, can be
either repelling or attracting depending on whether kK = 0 or k = 1. We also consider products
of these normal forms. Thus we obtain Weinstein structures on T*R™ where the critical set

is the positive quadrant {p; = 0,¢; > 0}, which not only has boundary but also has corners
of all orders < n.

Definition 2.15. The Weinstein normal form for Morse-Bott n-fold corners (T*R™, A\MB) of
indexr 0 < r < n is the product of n — r copies of (T*R, \}'®) and r copies of (T*R, \}1B).
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Going back to a triple (X, )\, ¢) as before, consider a component C' C X of the critical set
of ¢ such that C is a smooth, proper submanifold of X with nonempty boundary 9C' and
possibly with higher order corners. By definition, if x € 0;C C 0C is a corner of order k,
then there is a collar neighborhood U x Z* of x in C, where T is the germ of the interval
[0,1) at 0 and U C 0xC is a neighborhood of z in the order k corner locus. For such a collar
neighborhood we have a local symplectomorphism near  between X and T*U x T*R* x C™,
with C' corresponding to U x Z* x 0. The condition we require is that for each such k-fold
point = € 9,C there exists a collar neighborhood U x Z* as above such that with respect to
the splitting T*U x T*R* x C™ there holds:

(MB2) A splits as a direct sum with the summand corresponding to 7*U given by the canon-
ical Liouville form and the summand corresponding to T*R* given by the Weinstein

normal form for Morse-Bott k-fold corners AMB for some r < k.

Definition 2.16. A generalized Morse-Bott Weinstein manifold is a Liouville manifold (X, \)
which admits a Lyapnuov function ¢ whose critical set is a union of smooth, proper subma-
nifolds with corners C' C X satisfying (MB1) and (MB2).

Remark 2.17. It was shown by Starkston [St18] that in the boundary repelling Morse-Bott
case the intersection of the Z-stable manifold of a component C of the critical set of ¢ with a
neighborhood of C is a smoothly embedded isotropic submanifold of X, even without requiring
standard local models. To check that this property also holds near the boundary attracting
or mixed behavior points of the Morse-Bott structures considered above is straightforward,

since it suffices to consider the explicit local model.

Lemma 2.18. Suppose that (X, N, ¢o) is a generalized Morse-Bott Weinstein manifold. Then
there exists a homotopy (¢, ¢r), fixed outside of a compact subset, such that (A, ¢¢) is Morse-
Weinstein for t > 0.

Proof. We give the proof in the case where each component C' C ¥ of the critical set of ¢
is of the critical dimension n = %dim(X ), the general case is similar and in any case will
not be needed for our purposes. Suppose first that C C ¥ has empty boundary. Since C' is
Lagrangian, by the Weinstein neighborhood theorem it has a neighborhood in X symplecto-
morphic to a neighborhood of the zero section in (T*C, Astq = pdq). Therefore we may from
the onset replace X by T*C' with the pulled back Liouville form which we still denote by .

Let f: C — R be a Morse function and let n : T*C' — [0,1] be a cutoff function such
that n =1 on Op (C) and n = 0 outside of a slightly bigger neighborhood. Fix an auxiliary
Riemannian metric on C and put h = nAsq(Vf), a function on T*C'. The restriction of the
Hamiltonian vector field of the function h to C is Vf. Hence ¢g + 7 f is a Lyapunov function
for Ao + dh in a neighborhood of C and therefore on all of T*C' if f is taken sufficiently C!
small. Moreover, for such h the Liouville form Ag + tdh is Morse-Weinstein for any ¢ > 0.

If OC is non-empty, then we need to modify the construction somewhat. Consider a slight
enlargement C of C in X obtained by attaching an isotropic collar along 0C so that the
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Liouville field Zj is tangent to C. Then we should require that our function f : C — Ris
Morse on C, compactly supported in C , has no critical points on dC and moreover has the
following behavior on dC. Let P be the closure of a component of the order 1 corner locus
01C = 0C \ Uy~ OxC. If the Liouville structure is boundary attracting (k = 1) along P,
then we demand that df(v) > 0 for any inwards pointing vector v € TC|gc. If the Liouville
structure is boundary repelling (k = 0) along P, then we demand that df(v) > 0 for any
outwards pointing vector v € T'C|gc. With this restriction on f the proof proceeds just as
before. O

Remark 2.19. As we will see, if a Morse-Bott Weinstein manifold has arboreal skeleton, then
one can choose the Morsifying homotopy such that Skel(X, \;) = Skel(X, A\g) for all ¢ > 0.

2.2.3. Weinstein manifolds. It is easy to check that Lemma 2.18 also holds for the generalized
Morse condition instead of Morse-Bott, see Proposition 9.13 in [CE12]. Therefore we will take
the following as our working definition, which includes Morse, generalized Morse and Morse-
Bott Weinstein structures.

Definition 2.20. A Liouville manifold (X, o) is called Weinstein if there exists a Liouville
homotopy A¢ and a family of Lyapunov functions ¢; for Z; such that (X, A, ¢¢) is Morse-
Weinstein for ¢ > 0.

The notions of a Weinstein domain, defining Weinstein domain for a Weinstein manifold
and a Weinstein germ are entirely analogous to the corresponding notions in the Liouville
case. We emphasize that the Lyapunov function ¢ is not part of the structure of a Weinstein
manifold, we merely require its existence. For example, Weinstein embeddings are just Liou-
ville embeddings of Weinstein type Liouville manifolds (or domains, or germs). We do not
require the embedding to pull back one Lyapunov function to the other. Similarly, a Wein-
stein isomorphism (resp. homotopy) is a Liouville isomorphism (resp. homotopy) of Liouville
manifolds of Weinstein type.

Ezample 2.21. The standard Liouville structure A = pdq on the cotangent bundle T*M of a
closed manifold M is Weinstein. Given a Riemannian metric on M, the function ¢ = ||p||? is
a Morse-Bott Lyapunov function for A. By the procedure explained in Lemma 2.18, we can
Morsify the Lyapunov function ¢ using a Morse function on M. By inspection, this procedure

does not change the skeleton of T* M, which is the zero section.

Remark 2.22. Although Definition 2.20 allows for rather degenerate Weinstein structures, in
the Weinstein homotopies constructed in this paper for the purposes of arborealization of a
Morse-Weinstein manifold the Weinstein structures are always of Morse-Bott type except for

a finite number of times at which there is a birth/death of Morse-Bott critical components.

2.3. Wc-manifolds.
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2.3.1. Manifolds with boundary and corners. Recall that an n-dimensional smooth manifold
M has a corner of order k < n at x € M if there is a neighborhood of x in M diffeomorphic to
a neighborhood of the origin in Z¥ x R" %, where Z denotes the germ of the interval [0,1) at
0. We denote the locus of order k corners by 0x M. The closure P of a connected component
of OpM is called a boundary k-face. For k = 1 we will more simply call P a boundary face.
Sometimes we will call a manifold with boundary and corners (of any order) a be-manifold for
short.

We always assume that each component of 0, M is regularly embedded, so that each k-face
is itself a manifold with corners. Under this assumption, if ) is a k-face, then there is an
embedded collar neighborhood @ x ZF C M. We consider the germs of these collars as part
of the structure. In particular, near each point x € 0y M we have canonical collar coordinates
x = (y,t), where y € OpM and t = (t1,...,t;) € IF. Note that in a neighborhood of = we
have 0y M cut out by t; = --- =t = 0. More generally, for j < k the components of 0; M
whose closure contains x are given by setting exactly j of the coordinates ¢; equal to zero.

We demand compatibility of these collars in the sense that the remaining n — j coordinates
t; give the collar structure for 0;M x I"J near x. We call such a compatible system of
collar germs a corner structure on M. Henceforth all manifolds with corners will be implicitly
equipped with a fixed but otherwise arbitrary corner structure.

7/, M
I\ 7,

\
\

oM 9M

FIGURE 2.3. A corner structure on M.

Let us choose a partial ordering of the boundary faces of a manifold M with corners such
that the faces at all corners are ordered in a compatible way, i.e. the order is that induced by
the order of the coordinates t; in the collar structure. We will assume this order to be part
of the structure of a manifold with corners.

Given manifolds with corners W and X, we consider embeddings of W into X which satisfy

the property that each j-face of W is properly embedded into some k-face of X, where k > j.

2.3.2. Liouville manifolds with boundary and corners. We now give an inductive definition of
the notion of a Liouville manifold with corners of order k < %dim X, starting with the base

case k = 0 which is just our previous definition.
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Definition 2.23. A Liouville manifold with corners of order k consists of an exact symplectic

manifold (X2 \) with smooth corners of order k < n such that the following properties hold.

N
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FIGURE 2.4. A Liouville manifold with coners W near one of its faces P with
nucleus N.
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(L1) The vector field Z which is w-dual to A is complete for ¢ — +oo.

(L2) There exists a compact domain with corners W C X such that such that Z is outwards
transverse to its wvertical boundary 0,W, which is defined to be the closure of OW N
intX, and such that the union of forward trajectories of Z starting at d,W is equal
to O,W U (X \ W).

(L3) Forr =1,...,k, each r-face P of the horizontal boundary O,W , which is defined to be
OW N 9dX, contains a Liouville submanifold with corners N C P, called the nucleus
of P, such that the collar neighborhood of P in X is of the form N x T*Z", where P
is the product of N with the cotangent fibre over 0 € Z", and in this neighborhood
the form A is the direct sum of a Liouville form on N and the canonical 1-form on
T,

It follows from the definition that the Liouville field Z is tangent to every component of
O X, k=1,...,n. A Liouville manifold with corners has a horizontal boundary 0, X = 0X
and an ideal vertical boundary 0 X = (X \ Skel(X, \))/R™, where just as before the action
of R™ is defined by the flow of Z and the skeleton Skel(X, \) is defined to be the attractor of
the negative flow of Z.

We call (W, Alw) as in (L2) a defining Liouville domain with corners for the Liouville
manifold with corners (X, A). Note that the horizontal boundary of W is O,W = W N op X
and its vertical boundary 9,W, the closure of W \ 9, W, is a contact manifold with corners
which is naturally contactomorphic to 0., X under the projection 7o, : O, W — 05X . Just as
before, the equivalence class of defining domains for Liouville manifold with corners is called
the Liouville germ of (X, \) and is denoted by (2", \). Notions of isomorphism and homotopy

of Liouville manifolds with corners are defined exactly the same way as without corners.
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2.3.3. We-manifolds. We now introduce Weinstein structures for Liouville manifolds with
corners, which we call We-manifolds. We restrict our discussion to the Morse-Bott category

since this is the framework in which we will work throughout this paper.

Definition 2.24. A We-manifold is a Liouville manifold with corners (X, A\) whose Liouville
vector field admits a Morse-Bott Lyapunov function ¢ : X — R, i.e. satisfying (MB1)
and (MB2) in the interior of X, and such that on the collars N x T*ZF of (L3) ¢ has the
form ¢ + Zle u? for ¢n a Morse-Bott Lyapunov function on (N, A|y) and ug, ..., u; the
momentum coordinates on T*Z*.

SS "

FIGURE 2.5. The prototypical example of a Wc-manifold is the cotangent
bundle of a manifold M with nonempty boundary, or even corners of any order.

Defining Liouville domains for We-manifolds will be called defining Wec-domains, and the
equivalence class of such will be called a Wec-germ. Notions of We-isomorphism, embedding
and homotopy are the same as the corresponding notions for Liouville manifolds with corners,
but demanding that all objects in sight are of Weinstein type.

Ezxample 2.25. Let M be a smooth n-dimensional manifold with corners. Then T*M is a
Liouville manifold with corners, where the structure (L3) is induced by a corner structure
on M. We call the germ 7*M of T*M a cotangent block. The corresponding Lagrangian
distribution tangent to cotangent fibers will be denoted by vj;. We denote by Ay and Zjs the
corresponding Liouville form and the Liouville vector field. The notation S* M will be used for
the positively projectivized cotangent bundle of M, which is the ideal boundary of 7*M. For
Q a k-face of M we have P =T*M|qg C 0,T*M a k-face of T*M and N = T*Q is the nucleus
of P. The collar coordinates near @ yield the decomposition Op P = N x T*Z*. A choice of
Riemannian metric on M yields defining Liouville domain with corners W = {||p|| < ¢} and
a Morse-Bott Lyapunov function ¢ = ||p||?.

The rest of this section can be equally discussed in the Liouville and Weinstein categories.
We restrict the discussion only to the Weinstein case as this is the one needed for our further

applications.

2.4. Wc-hypersurfaces.
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2.4.1. Weinstein hypersurfaces. We now turn our attention to Weinstein hypersurfaces with
corners, or We-hypersurfaces. They were introduced (without corners) in [E18]. These are
special cases of the Liouville hypersurfaces introduced by Avdek in [A12]. This notion is
similar to the “stops” of Sylvan, [Sy16] and the Liouville sectors of Ganatra-Pardon-Shende,
[GPS17]. Related constructions are also considered in Ekholm-Lekili’s paper [EL17]. We first

recall the definition without corners.

Definition 2.26. A Weinstein hypersurface in a Weinstein manifold (X?", )\) is a Weinstein
embedding (A42"72, X = Aa) < (X \ Skel(X,)\),\) such that moo|a : A — 00X is an
embedding.

Note that any Weinstein hypersurface is contained in a boundary OW of some defining
domain W. Note also that the Reeb vector field of the contact form A|sw is transverse to A.
Note also that the boundary JA is a codimension 2 contact submanifold of (OW, A|sw). By
the assumption that (A, A|4) is Weinstein, the skeleton Skel(A4,\|4) can be decomposed as
a union of isotropic submanifolds, which in the top dimension n — 1 are Legendrian for the
contact structure £ = ker(A|gw).

Lemma 2.27. The skeleton Skel(A, A 4) depends only on the projection meo(A) C 00X .

Proof. Indeed, the Liouville fields corresponding to the Liouville structures A4 and fA|4 for a
positive function f are proportional. In fact, as computed in Lemma 12.1 of [CE12] the form
d(fA)|a is symplectic if and only if k := inf(f + df(Z)) > 0, where Z is the expanding field
for A|4, and in that case the restriction of the form f\ to A is automatically Liouville, with
the expanding vector field for fA|4 equal to +Z. Therefore Skel(A4, A|4) only depends on the

contact structure ... O

Note that the space of functions f > 0 for which f\ is Liouville (and hence in the considered

case Weinstein) is convex, therefore contractible.

Definition 2.28. We say that two Weinstein hypersurfaces Ag, A1 in a Weinstein manifold
(X, \) are related by a translation if Ay = Z7(Ag) for some function f: Ag — R.

Note that given a defining domain W C X, any Weinstein hypersurface A of X can be
translated to a Weinstein hypersurface contained in W. However, it may not be possible to
translate it to a Weinstein hypersurface contained in OW. Indeed, this is equivalent to the con-
dition inf(f + df(Z)) > 0 for f the conformal factor between the contact forms corresponding
to A and OW.

Definition 2.29. A Weinstein hypersurface germ &/ C X \ Skel(X, \) is an equivalence class
of Weinstein hypersurfaces (A, N = A1) C (X \ Skel(X, A), A) for (4, )\) defining domains
for a fixed Liouville manifold, where two embeddings are equivalent if they agree on a smaller

defining domain, possibly after translation.
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One can think of & as living in the ideal boundary 0., X, or one can think of & as the
germ of a Weinstein embedding & — 2"\ Skel(2", A\). The two viewpoints are equivalent

and we will go back and forth between them.

Ezxample 2.30. An important example of a Weinstein hypersurface is the ribbon of a Legendrian
submanifold. Let A be a Legendrian submanifold in the contact boundary of a Liouville
domain (W, \). Then it admits a Darboux neighborhood U(A) C W contactomorphic to
{lIplI* + 22 < €2} c JY(A) for some Riemannian metric on A. The strip X(A) := U(A) N
{z = 0} is a Weinstein hypersurface symplectomorphic to the cotangent disk bundle of A,
whose skeleton is precisely A. The space of all ribbon extensions of a given Legendrian A is
contractible. An important example to keep in mind is the case whereZ" = J*M for M a
smooth manifold, W = {||p|| < 1} with respect to any Riemannian metric on M and A is the

unit conormal to a co-oriented hypersurface H C M.

Ac c5*M

M

FIGURE 2.6. A Legendrian A C S*M and its ribbon U(A).

2.4.2. Weinstein pairs.

Definition 2.31. A Weinstein pair (X, A, \) consists of a Weinstein manifold (X, \) together
a Weinstein hypersurface A C X \ Skel(X, \).

We will also call (X, .o/, \) a Weinstein pair when <7 is the germ of a Weinstein hypersurface
o C X \ Skel(X, \).

Definition 2.32. Let (X, \) be a Liouville manifold and Y C X \ Skel(X, \) any subset. The

Liouville cone on Y is the saturation of A by the Liouville trajectories:
Cone(Y,\) = | JZ7'(Y) c X.
teR
The positive Liouville cone on A is the saturation of A by the backwards Liouville trajectories:

Cone™ (Y, \) = U Z YY) c X.
>0
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Note that if Y is compact, then Cone™ (Y, ) has compact closure while Cone(Y,\) does
not. The skeleton of a Weinstein pair (X, A, \) is defined as the compact subset:

Skel(X, A, \) = Skel(X, \) U Cone™ (Skel(A, A|4),\) .

Note that Skel(X, A, \) C W for any defining domain W such that A C OW, moreover
OW N Skel(X, A, \) = Skel(A, A|4). The notion of a pair at the level of germs is defined as
follows.

Definition 2.33. A Weinstein (germ) pair (27, %7, A) consists of a Weinstein germ (27, \)
together with a Weinstein hypersurface germ &/ C 2"\ Skel(Z", ).

Note that for any representative (W, \) of (27, \) we may take a representative A for o7
contained in W. The skeleton of a Weinstein pair (2, o7, \) is defined as the non-compact
subset:

Skel(X, o7, \) = Skel(X, X) U Cone (Skel(«7, A|), A) .

Equivalently in terms of germs, we can think of Skel(X, .o, \) as the equivalence class of
the compact subsets Skel(X, A, \) C W for all defining domains (W, A\|y) and representatives
A for of such that A C W.

2.4.3. We-hypersurfaces. Finally, we extend the above to include boundary and corners.

Definition 2.34. A Wc-hypersurface in a We-manifold (X2, )\) is an equivalence class of
embeddings of We-germs (7272 X = )| /) < (X\Skel(X, \), \) such that Teo| ;& — 0X oo

is an embedding, with the equivalence given by translation.

All the previous discussion carried over word by word to the We-setting. The notion of a

Weinstein pair in the Wc-category is called a We-pair.

Definition 2.35. A We-pair (27, 97, \) consists of a We-germ (27, ) together with a We-
hypersurface germ o C 2"\ Skel(Z", \).

2.5. Conversion between Wc-hypersurfaces and face nuclei.

2.5.1. Nucleus-to-hypersurface conversion. We start with a We-manifold (X, A). Let P be a
boundary face of X and N C P its nucleus. Let U be a collar neighborhood of P in X as in
the definition of a We-manifold. So U is of the form N x T*Z, with A = A|y + udt where t is
the defining coordinate for P. Attach to N x T*Z the half-infinite collar N x T*(—o0, 0] along
their common intersection and on the union consider the Weinstein structure given by the
direct sum of A\|y and the Weinstein normal form for Morse-Bott boundary of index k = 0,
which agrees with Ay 4+ udt on N x T*Z. The existence of a Morse-Bott Lyapnuov function
is immediate from the local model. Hence the result is a We-manifold (XV, AV). Let 4 be
the germ of N. For £ > 0 note that A x {t = —¢} C A x T*(—00,0] is a Wc-hypersurface
for AV. Any two differ by a translation and all are canonically identified with 4. We will
denote this We-hypersurface by &V ¢ XV \ Skel( XV, \V).
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Note that by construction we have Skel(X", & AV) = Skel(X,)\). The operation
(X,N) — (XN, &7N) only depends on the contractible choice of a collar neighborhood and the
contractible choice of the Weinstein normal form for Morse-Bott boundary. Hence it produces
a We-germ (2N, AV) which is well defined up to Wec-homotopy.

Definition 2.36. The Wec-pair (2", N, AV) is called the nucleus-to-hypersurface conver-
sion of the We-germ (27, A) and the boundary nucleus N.

Ficure 2.7. Converting a boundary nucleus to a We-hypersurface.

2.5.2. Underlying Weinstein manifold of a We-manifold. Let X be a We-manifold and let P
be a boundary face. The resulting of converting the nucleus N of P to a Wc-hypersurface
is a Wec-manifold which has one less boundary face than X. We can continue this process
inductively over all faces. After forgetting the resulting Wec-hypersurfaces, we end up with
a Weinstein manifold without boundary which we denote X. It is clear that the Weinstein
homotopy class of the Weinstein manifold X does not depend on the order in which the
boundary faces are chosen. If one wishes to, one can further deform the Weinstein structure
on X , which at this point is generalized Morse-Bott, so that it becomes Morse-Weinstein.

Definition 2.37. The Weinstein manifold X obtained from a We-manifold X by converting

all of its boundary nuclei to Wc-hypersurfaces is called the underlying Weinstein manifold.

Ezample 2.38. the underlying Weinstein manifold of the We-manifold (7[0, 1], pdq) is Wein-
stein homotopic to (R?", pdq — qdp).

Remark 2.39. A Wc-manifold may be thought of as a Weinstein manifold with ‘stops’. From
this viewpoint, taking the underlying Weinstein manifold of a Wc-manifold is simply removing

the stops.

2.5.3. Hypersurface-to-nucleus conversion. The converse operation to the nucleus-to-
hypersurface conversion is the hypersurface-to-nucleus conversion, which we discuss next.
Here and below we denote Uy = {0 < u < a, —b <t <b} C T*R.
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Lemma 2.40. The inclusion (A, N = Na) — (X, \) of a We-hypersurface extends, uniquely
up to contractible choice, to a Liouville embedding (A x Uy g, N + udt) — (X, \), where A is
identified with A x (u=1,t =0) C A x Uj.

Proof. Let W C X be a defining domain such that A C W and let A x (—¢,e) C OW be
its contact surrounding, as in [E18], so that the restriction of A to this neighborhood is of
the form 7*\|4 + dt, where m : A x (—¢,¢) — A is the projection and t € (—¢,¢). For every
xz € X \ Skel(X, \), let z° denote the backwards flow of Zx starting at x, where s € (—o0,0].
For every y € A x (—¢,¢), let y* € Uy denote the backwards flow of Z4 + u% starting at
y, where s € (—o0,0]. We extend the contact embedding A x (—&,&) — OW which sends
y — x to a Liouville embedding A x Uy . — W by sending y® — z*, so that by construction
ZA+ u% is identified with Zx. It is clear that the embedding is determined by the contact

surrounding and its parametrization, which are unique up to contractible choice. Il

We now explain the hypersurface-to-nucleus conversion. Let (X, A) be a We-manifold and
let &7 C X \ Skel(X,\) be a We-hypersurface. Fix defining We-domains A and W for o
and X respectively so that we have an embedding A — 0W which extends to an embedding
Ax Uy — W asin Lemma 2.40. Consider the exact symplectic manifold which is the result
of gluing W and A x Us . along A x Uy .. Consider the Weinstein structure on Us ., thought of
as the e-neighborhood of the zero section in 7%(0, 3), which is the restriction of the Weinstein
normal form for Morse-Bott boundary of index k& = 1 translated two units in the u direction,
so that the critical set is {¢ = 0,u > 2}. The restriction of this structure to Uj . is udt, hence
we obtain a patched up structure on the union of W and A x U3 .. Moreover, by inspection the
new Liouville field points outwards at the boundary. So we may replace Us . with a smoothing
Usy={—e<t<e 0<u<min(3,pu(|t]))} for p: (0,e) = [1,00) a function satifying

(i) p(x) > oc0asz—0

(ii) p=1on (¢/2,¢)

(i) ¢/ <0 on (0,e/2)
and the Liouville field is still outwards pointing for the smoothed boundary. Thus we obtain a
defining domain for a We-manifold (X4, A4). Indeed the only think that needs to be checked
is the existence of a Morse-Bott Lyapunov function, which is clear from the local models since
without loss of generality we can start with a defining domain W for X such that W is a
regular level set of the Morse-Bott Lypanuov function ¢ for X. Note that A x {t = 0,u = 3}
is the nucleus of the new boundary face of X4.

By construction we have Skel(X“, \4) = Skel(X, A, ), or more precisely

Skel(X“, \) = Skel(X, A, \) U (Skel(4, A 4) x [1,2]).

In other words, the backwards A-Liouville cone on A has a trivial collar attached to it, which
does not change the topology of Skel(X, A, \). Note that the space of possible smoothings
i is convex, hence contractible. The choice of Morse-Bott Weinstein normal form is also
contractible. Similarly the choice of collars used in the construction is contractible. Hence
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we get a We-germ (274, A1) which is well defined up to We-homotopy. Finally, note that
different representatives A for o7 will also result in homotopic We-manifolds (X4, )\A). Hence

the conversion operation only depends on the We-hypersurface germ <7 up to We-homotopy.

Definition 2.41. The Wec-germ (277, A¥) is called the hypersurface-to-nucleus conversion
of the We-germ X and the We-hypersurface 7.

N*C ShWA

Acoyw _}(_:*(
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Figure 2.8. Converting a boundary nucleus to a We-hypersurface.

2.5.4. Cancellation of conversions. The hypersurface-to-nucleus conversion is inverse to the
nucleus-to-hypersurface conversion at the level of Weinstein homotopy classes, as follows from
a parametric Smale cancellation of Morse-Bott index 0 and 1 critical points, the existence of
which is immediate from the local models. This implies the following obvious but important

lemma.

Lemma 2.42. Let (X, \) be the result of hypersurface-to-nucleus conversion of a We-
hypersurface o7 C X \ Skel(X, ). Then the underlying Weinstein manifolds of (X, ) and
(X7 X)) are We-homotopic.

2.6. Gluing and splitting.

2.6.1. Horizontal gluing. We will now describe the basic gluing operation for We-manifolds.
Given two We-manifolds (Xg, Ag) and (X7, A1), we define their horizontal gluing as follows.
Pick some non-adjacent boundary faces Py, ..., P, of X1 and Q1,...,Q; of Xy, and for each j
suppose we are given a Liouville isomorphism ¢; : N; — M;, where N; and M; are the nuclei
or P; and @); respectively. We have collar neighborhoods N; x T*Z C X; and M; x T*Z C X»
and we extend ¢; to ®; : P; — Q; as ®; = ¢; x idr : Nj x R — M; x R.

Definition 2.43. The horizontal gluing of (27, A1) and (22, \2) along {¢;}; is defined to be
the We-germ of the We-manifold X U X2 where we identify P; ~ Q; via ®;.

Ezxample 2.44. Suppose M, N are two manifolds with boundary and we have a diffeomorphism
¥ : ON — OM. Then 1 lifts to a Liouville isomorphism ¢ between 7*(9N) and T (0M) and
we can perform the horizontal gluing 7*N Uy, T*M which is the same as T*(N Uy, M) for
N Uy, M the smooth gluing of N and M given by .
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X Xi
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FI1GURE 2.9. Horizontal gluing of two Wc-manifolds.

Note that the skeleton of the horizontal gluing of X; and X5 is equal to the union of the
skeleta of X7 and Xo.

2.6.2. Vertical gluing. We can also glue two Wc-manifolds X; and X» in a different way.

Definition 2.45. Suppose we have a We-hypersurface 7 in 27 and a Liouville isomorphism
¢: o — N for A the germ of the nucleus N of a boundary face of X5. The vertical gluing
of 271 and 25 is defined to be the composition of two steps: a conversion a We-hypersurface
into a boundary hypersurface, see Section 2.5 above, followed by a horizontal gluing.

Indeed, if we first convert &/ into a boundary nucleus, we can then apply the horizontal
gluing determined by ¢ as descibed above. The resulting Wc-germ is well defined up to We-
isomorphism. Note that the skeleton of the vertical gluing is equal to the union of the skeleton
of the pair (27, &) and the skeleton of Z5. We record for future reference the following slight
strengthening of this observation, where we denote by A" the Liouville form A — d(ut) for ¢

the defining coordinate of a boundary face P.

Lemma 2.46. Let (%, \i), i = 1,2 be two We-germs, of C Z3 \ Skel(Z2, 2) a We-
hypersurface, N the nucleus of a boundary face P of X1 and A its germ, ¢ : of — N
a Liouwille isomorphism and (%', \) the result of vertically gluing 21 to Z3 along ¢. Then
there exists a symplectic embedding of germs V : intZ1 — % such that the following properties
hold, where we denote by ¢ : intZ5 — % the restriction of the inclusion to the interior of Zs.
(i) ¢(Skel(Z2,\2)) U U(Skel(27, A1) NintZ7) = Skel(#, \)
(ii) ¢(Skel(Z2,A2)) NV (int21) = @.
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FIGURE 2.10. Vertical gluing is the composition of two steps: a We-
hypersurface to boundary nucleus conversion and a horizontal gluing.

(iil) U1(e(int22)) = Op A \ 021 C 21 and (¥)*(1):Aa = M.

Proof. We recall from the gluing construction that we attached .4 x (—e,¢) to the top of
a cylinder &7 x Uz, C Y. Since a neighborhood Op N of N in X is symplectomorphic to
N x TZ[0,6), we can map .4 x TX(0,d) symplectomorphically to </ x Uz U A x T[0,0),
relative to A" x T7(6/2,0) say, so that the symplectomorphism extends to the rest of int. 2]
as the identity. Moreover, the symplectomorphism can be obtained from a reparametrization

of the t coordinate, hence the Liouville forms pull back as desired. O
2.6.3. Splitting. The converse operation to gluing is splitting.

Definition 2.47. Given a We-manifold (X, A), a regularly embedded hypersurface (H,0H) C
(X,0X) with corners called splitting for X if it satisfies the following conditions:
(i) H divides X into two parts, X = X, UX_ and X_ N X, = H, which are manifolds
with corners.
(ii) the Liouville vector field Z of X is tangent to H.
(iii) there exists a hypersurface with corners (S,0S5) C (H,0H) tangent to Z.
(iv) (S, \|s) is a We-manifold and there exists a retraction 7 : H — S such that |y =

™ (Als).

Remark 2.48. That H is regularly embedded implies in particular that Op H = H X (—¢,¢).
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We will refer to S as the soul of the splitting hypersurface H and denote it by Soul(H).
Note that Skel(S, A|s) = Skel(X,\) N H.

Ezxample 2.49. Let M be a manifold with corners and N a regularly embedded codimension
1 submanifold with corners, so that Op N = N X (—¢,¢). Assume that N divides M into two
parts: My and M_, so that M, UM_ = M. Then H = T*M|y is a splitting hypersurface.
Given a decomposition of the tubular neighborhood of N, Op (N) = N x (—¢,¢), we have
S:=T*Nx0CT*M =T*N x T*(—¢,e) the soul of H.

The splitting hypersurface S can be used to split X into two Wec-manifolds in two ways,
horizontal and wvertical. For the horizontal splitting we view X1 as Wc-manifolds with an
additional component H of 9; X4+. The Wc-manifold S serves as the nucleus of the additional
boundary component H. The wertical splitting consists of a horizontal splitting followed
by a nucleus-to-hypersurface conversion operation, transforming the nucleus S into a We-

hypersurface.

2.6.4. Partial horizontal gluing. One more basic operation that we will need is the creation of
corners and its associated partial horizontal gluing. Let X be a Wc-manifold, P a boundary
face of X and N the nucleus of P. Let > C N be a splitting hypersurface with soul 7. Then
there is a deformation of the We-structure on X which creates an additional corner along 3
with its nucleus T

More precisely, take a collar neighborhood Op P = N x T*Z, so that A\ = A|y + udt and
extend it to N x T*(—¢,¢) with the same Liouville form. Let ¥ x (—d,0) C N be a tubular
neighborhood of ¥ in N and consider a smooth function p : (0,d) — [0, 00) satisfying the

following properties:

(i) p(z) = 00 as z — 0.
(ii) p(z) =0o0n [6/2,0)
(iii) ¢/(z) <0 on (0,/2).
Set n(x) = min(u(x), e/2) and consider the subset 2 C (X x (—0d,9)) x T*(—¢, €) consisting
of points (o, s,t,u) such that n(s) +¢t > 0. Then the union of Q and X along P is a new

We-manifold which has a new corner along a parallel copy of 3.

FIGURE 2.11. A creation of additional corners on .7*M for M a closed ma-
nifold with corners is induced from a creation of additional corners on M.
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Next, consider two We-manifolds X, X7 with boundary faces Py, P1 and respective nuclei
Ny, N1. Let X be a dividing hypersurface for Ny with its soul 7', which splits Ny into We-
manifolds N} and N, which share a common face ¥ with the nucleus T'. Suppose there is a

Liouville isomorphism ¢ : N3 — N{.

Definition 2.50. The partial horizontal gluing of 27 to Zp using ¢ is the We-germ obtained
from the following two operations:

(a) Creating a corner along 3, i.e. adding X to 9, X, and replacing the face Ny with two
faces Nj, N{;
(b) The horizontal gluing Xy and X; along ¢.

As before, the partial horizontal gluing is well defined up to Wc-homotopy.
2.7. Wc-buildings.

2.7.1. Iterated gluing. We now introduce the iterated vertical gluing of We-manifolds, which
will be a convenient notion for the constructions in this paper. Consider Wc-germs
(Z1, M)y, (Zk, A\k). We inductively define a k-level We-building, which we will denote
by (Zx — Zk—1 — -+ — 21), as the following presentation of a We-germ.

Definition 2.51. A 1-level We-building is (27, A1) itself. Suppose that the We-building
(¥, ) = (2 = Zh—1-+ — 22

is already defined. Consider a nucleus (A, 1/ := pu| 4) of one of the boundary faces & of
(%, 1) and let ¢ be an embedding .4” as a We-hypersurface in 27 \ Skel(£7, A1). The building

(2> 21— > 2> ) =(Zk—> Zp1— = Zo) > 240

is by definition the result of a vertical gluing of (#/, u) and (27, A1) along ¢.

5y

()

D41

FIGURE 2.12. A Wec-building.

So a Wec-building is a We-germ % equipped with a choice of presentation of its We-
deformation class as the iterated vertical gluing % = (27 — -+ — Z%).
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2.7.2. Distinguished cover of a We-building. A We-building come equipped with a symplectic
cover by the Wc-manifolds it is built out of. The relevant properties of this cover are sum-
marized in the following lemma. Recall that given a We-manifold (X, \) the Liouville form A
restricted to a neighborhood of a face P has the form A := A|y + udt, where N is the nucleus
of P and t is the defining coordinate for the face P. We recall the notation A\* for the form
AN —tdu =X —d(ut) on Op N.

Lemma 2.52. Suppose (2, \) is presented as a k-level building (2 — Zp—1 — - — Z21).
Then there exist symplectic embeddings ®; : int2; — 2, j =1,...,k, such that

(1) Uy (®5(Skel( 25, Aj) N int25) = Skel(2, A);
(11) @j(znt%) N CI)l(Skel(%, )\z) N mt%) =g ifj > i,
(iii) If @;(intZ;) N ®;(int.Z;) # @ for j > i then there exists a nucleus A of a boundary

face of Z; such that égl(éi(int%)) = Op N NintZ; and O5(P;)A; = )\f.

FIGURE 2.13. Presenting a We-building as the union of We-manifolds.

Proof. We inductively construct the maps ®; ; : Z; — (Zj — --- — %), i > j, as follows, at
the end of the inductive process we will set ®; = ®; 1 . The map Py, is just the inclusion on
21 into 2. Suppose we have defined maps ®; ; for i > j. Recall that % = (27 — --- = %)
is vertically glued to Z;_1 by a Liouville isomorphism between the nucelus .#” of a boundary
face &Z of % and a We-hypersurface & in Z_1. Let W : % — (27 — -+ = Z; — Zj_1) be
the symplectic embedding from Lemma 2.46, set ®; j_1 = ¥ o ®; ; and set ®;_; ;1 to be the
restriction of the inclusion 21 — (X; — --- = X; = X;_1) to the interior of Zj_1. The

desired properties for the resulting ®; follow from the properties stated in Lemma 2.46. [J

Remark 2.53. Note that on the overlap ®;, (2Z5,) N---N ®; (Z;,) C Z the pushed-forward
Liouville fields Z;,, ..., Z;, coming from 2, ,..., Z;, all commute with each other.

2.7.3. Cotangent buildings. Finally, we introduce a particular class of Wec-buildings which will
be particularly relevant for our purposes.

Definition 2.54. A We-building (2 — --- — 21) for which each We-germ consists of a
cotangent block .7*Mj is called a cotangent building.
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We will later show that any finite type Weinstein manifold can be realized as the underlying
Weinstein manifold of a cotangent building.

2.8. Legendrian submanifolds.

2.8.1. Legendrians in cotangent bundles. Consider first a cotangent bundle T*M, where M
an n-dimensional compact manifold with corners. Let A be an (n — 1)-dimensional manifold

with corners.

Definition 2.55. An embedding A — T*M \ M is called Legendrian if its projection to S*M

is a Legendrian embedding.

With every Legendrian A C T*M we associate its Lagrangian Liouville cone L :=
Cone(A, pdg) formed by forward and backwards trajectories of the Liouville field Z. Note
that L is embedded.

The splitting P x Z* near a k-face P of M provide canonical splittings

(1) T*M|opp = T*P x T*T"

We will call a Legendrian embedding ¢ : L — 7*M \ M adapted to the block T*M if
f(OpOL) € OpOM and for each stratum P C OxM we have LN Op P = L;, x IF for a
Legendrian L, C J*P.

By conical Lagrangians L C T*M \ M we will always mean Lagrangian Liouville cones over
Legendrians.

Denote by 7 : T*M — M the cotangent bundle projection.

Definition 2.56. An adapted Legendrian A is called regularif 7|p : A — M is an immersion

with transverse self-intersections.

ACT*AM _—

O

T(AYT M

FIGURE 2.14. The Legendrian on the left is regular, while the one on the right
is not.
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2.8.2. Legendrians in Wec-manifolds. Let (X, A) be a 2n-dimensional We-manifold.
Definition 2.57. An (n—1)-dimensional submanifold A C X\ Skel(X, A) is called Legendrian

if it projects to 0 X as an embedded Legendrian submanifold of 0., X. Its Liouville cone

L = Cone(A, \) is a called a conical Lagrangian.

We say that a Legendrian A is adapted to the We-structure of (X, \) if OpA C 0k X and
moreover in a neighborhood of any corner P C 0 X we have A = Ay xI¥ € P x T*T*, where

Ay is a Legendrian in the nucleus N of the corner P.

oW

oW W

RV

F1cURE 2.15. An adapted Legendrian A in a We-manifold W.

Ezxample 2.58. Let M be a manifold and N C M a co-oriented hypersurface. Then any
submanifold A C T*M \ M which 1-1 projects to the conormal lift of N in S*M (and is never
tangent to the Liouville flow) is Legendrian. If N is adapted for the corner structure of M,

then one can construct a Legendrian lift A which is adapted for the We-structure of T%M.

We can also think of Legendrians in T*M as equivalence classes of Legendrian embeddings
into defining domains for T* M, where the equivalence is given by translation along the Liou-
ville flow. This gives us the notion of a Legendrian in a cotangent block .7*M. Similarly, we
have the notion of a Legendrian in a We-germ 2. For a Legendrian A in a defining domain
(W, Mlw) for (27, \), we only take its positive Liouville cone Cone™ (A, ), which is contained
in W\ Skel(W, A). One can think of the equivalence class of all positive Liouville cones over
all Legendrians equivalent to A as the whole Liouville cone Cone(A, X\) C X \ Skel(X, \).

2.9. Gluing and splitting of Legendrians.

2.9.1. Gluing Legendrians.

Lemma 2.59. Let (2°,)) be a We-germ, A C 2 \ (Skel(Z",\) an adapted Legendrian
and L the \-Liowville cone over A. Let (2N, \N) be the result of a nucleus-to-hypersurface
conversion of the nucleus N of one of the boundary faces of X. Then A C ZN remains

Legendrian and its NN -Liouwville cone coincides with L.
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Proof. In a neighborhood of the face P of X whose nucleus N we convert to a boundary face
we have Op P =T*N x T*ZT and A = Ay xZ. The conversion changes A\ = Ay + udt only by
the differential of a function of (u,t), moreover the resulting Liouville field on 77 is tangent
to Z (and outwards pointing at the boundary). Hence A remains Legendrian and its Liouville

cone is unchanged. O

Lemma 2.60. Let 2y, 21 be two We-germs, Py, Py two of their boundary faces and Ny, Ny
the nuclei of Py, P1. Let Ag C 2o \ Skel(Zp, Ao) and Ay C 27\ Skel(Z71, A1) be two adapted
Legendrians. Denote A, := A; N N;, i = 0,1. Let ¢ : No — Ny be a Liouville isomorphism
such that ¢(Ay) = Ay. Then the horizontally glued We-manifold Zo1 = ZoUg 21 contains a
glued Legendrian
Aor=A0 U Ay
Aﬁ:¢‘A/D
Proof. This is obvious by definition of adapted. O

2.9.2. Splitting Legendrians. Let X be a Wec-manifold and P C X a splitting hypersurface
with the soul S. A Legendrian A C X C Skel(X, \) is called in in splitting position if A is
transverse to P and ANP C S.

Lemma 2.61. Let X be a We-manifold, P C X a splitting hypersurface and consider a
Legendrian A C X \ Skel(X, \) which is in splitting position. Then under a horizontal splitting
of X we can arrange it so that A splits into Legendrians with corners Ay C Xy \Skel(X1, Ay).

Proof. 1t suffices to take a neighborhood of P in 2 so that A is of product form with respect
to the neighborhood, which is clearly possible. O

Let us recall that given a contact manifold (M, &) a hypersurface N C M is called convex
if it admits a tranverse to it contact vector field v. Consider a split a tubular neighborhood
U: := N x (—¢,¢) of a contact hypersurface N such that the contact vector field v coincides
with %, where t is the coordinate corresponding to the second factor. The contact structure &
on U, can be then defined by a contact form o = fdt+\, where f : N — R is a smooth function
and A is a 1-form on N. The set Q = {f =0} = {z € N; v(z) € £} is called the dividing set.
It is always a regular level set of the function f. Denote N; := {f > 0}, N_ = {f < 0}. We
also denote

Q=Qx(-ce)= |J Q)
te(—ee)
and call it the dividing wall. The contact condition implies that 8 := |y is a contact form on
() and that the form \; := %)\ is Liouville on N\ Q = N; U N_. The corresponding Liouville
fields Z4 are complete of both halves N and N_ and for any point € Ny \ Skel(N4) there
exists a limit Slgrolo Z3(x) € Q. We say that the pair (N,v), where N is a convex hypersurface

and v a transverse vector field, is of Weinstein type, if (N4, Af) is Weinstein.
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Lemma 2.62. Let (M, &) be a contact manifold, N C (M,§) a Weinstein type convex hyper-
surface and A C (M,€) a Legendrian transverse to N. Then there exists a contact isotopy
¢s: M — M, t €[0,1] such that

(i) ¢s fizes Q;

(ii) ¢ leaves N invariant;

(iil) there exists € > 0 such that $1(ANU:) C Qe;

(iv) ¢s is supported in a neighborhood U’ 3 Uk.

Proof. Note that a contact vector field YV := t% + Z4 on Ny x (—e,¢) smoothly extends to
N X (—¢,¢) as equal to t% on @ x (—e,¢e). Let us choose ¢ sufficiently small so that the
coordinate t|anp. has no critical points. Denote I' := AN N. A general position argument
allows us to C*°-perturb A so that I' N (Skel(/V4) U Skel(N_)) = @ and the projection of
7 : ' — @ along Liouville trajectories of Ny is an embedding. Note that A|lp = 0, and hence
7(I') C @ is Legendrian for the contact structure ker 8 on Q. Let us parameterize A N U, by
an embedding hg : I' X (—¢,e) — AN U, such that ho(I' x ) C N x t. Define a Legendrian
isotopy hs : I' x (—e,e) = ANUg, s € [0,00) by the formula

hs(z,t) = Y (ho(x, te™?)).

Let us observe that hs(z,t) = (gst(z),t), with gso(z) flowing a A-isotropic submanifold T’
to (") along trajectories of Zi. The flow is fixed on Q. Let us analyze the isotopy in
a neighborhood of Q. The form Ay on Op @ can be written as %/B + dt for the coordinate
u= fonOpQ, and hence, Y = t% —ua%. The flow Y is given by Y*(z, u,t) = (z, e *u, e°t).
Assuming that 7 is large enough so that hp(I'x(—¢,¢)) C Op Q% (—¢,¢) we get hris(x,u,t) =
(x,e *x,t) —(x,0,t) as s — co. Hence by reparameterizing the isotopy to the interval [0, 1)
and extending it to the end-point 1 as (z,0,1). we get a smooth Legendrian isotopy ¢ :
I' x (—¢,¢) such that ¢1(I" x (—¢,e)) C @ X (—¢,¢). The isotopy ¢s can be realized by an
ambient contact isotopy which keeps N invariant. By cutting off this isotopy outside a smaller
neighborhood of N we get the required Legendrian isotopy of A. O

Lemma 2.63. Consider a We-manifold (X, ) with a dividing hypersurface P C X and its
soul S. Let Ag C X \ Skel(X,\) be any Legendrian. Then there exists a Legendrian isotopy
Ay € X\ Skel(X, \), t € [0,1], such that Ay is in a splitting position.

Proof. We can realize 0 X as a smooth boundary of a neighborhood of Skel(X, \) and view
A, 0585 and 0P as submanifolds of 0,,X. Then the boundary 0,,P C 0, X is a convex
hypersurface in the contact manifold (0xX,\), and its dividing set 0 S divides Jo P into
two copies S+ of S. Therefore the conclusion follows from the previous lemma. O

2.9.3. Legendrians in We-buildings. Let (2, A) be a We-germ with a structure of a k-block
building 2 — -+ — Z7. We say that a Legendrian A C 2"\ Skel(Z", \) is compatible with
the building structure if its Liouville cone L is invariant with respect to all Liouville fields Z;,
1=1,...,k, which we can think of as living in 2~ via Lemma 2.52.
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Lemma 2.64. Let (X, \) be presented as a Weinstein building 2y, — --- — Z1. Let A C
2\ Skel(Z',\) be a Legendrian. Then there exists a Legendrian isotopy A, starting from
Ao = A such that Ay is compatible with the building, i.e. its Z-Liouville cone is invariant with

respect to all Liouville fields Z; where they are defined.

Proof. By definition we have filtration by Wec-manifolds 2™ D> 2>o,...,D Z>k-1 D Zk,
where 25; = 23, — --- — Xj. Note that we equivalently view 2" as a 2-block building
Z>o9 — 1. By definition the building Z>2 — 27 can be split into the blocks 27 and 2>
along a splitting hypersurface H which can be defined as follows. Recall that Z>9 — 27 is
obtained from 27 and Z>2 by taking the nucleus N of one of the boundary faces of 2o,
realizing it as We-hypersurface in 27, converting it to a nucleus of a boundary face and then
performing the horizontal gluing along the face H of 27 and the converted face of Z>5. The
collar neighborhood Op H of the face H in %7 is split as Op H = H xZ. The inverse splitting
can be done by using the H x ¢ as a splitting surface. Note that making the Legendrian A
compatible with the building Z>2 — 27 is equivalent to moving it to a splitting position
with respect to the splitting hypersurface H x €. Hence, using Lemma 2.64 we can move A
by a Legendrian isotopy to make it compatible with the building 2>, — Z7. The splitting
defines a Legendrian A>y C 252\ Skel(Z>2, A). We continue by applying again 2.64 we move
A> by a Legendrian isotopy to make it compatible with the building Z>2 — Z3. Continuing
the process we prove the lemma. O

2.10. Weinstein handlebodies revisited.

2.10.1. Rounded handles. Consider an n-ball D™ c S" % x D* and denote
K= (8" x D*)\ Int D™

Thus, 0K is manifold with two boundary components 0_ K}' = Sk x D1 and 0, K :=
St

Consider a Weinstein manifold with boundary G} := T*Kj'. It has two boundary faces
M_ and M, with nuclei P_ := T*(S"* x 9DF) and Py := T*S" L.

Definition 2.65. We call G} a rounded subcritical Weinstein handle.
Remark 2.66. Our rounded handles G have nothing to do with round handles of index k.

Lemma 2.67. Let W?" be Weinstein domain and ¢ : 0D x D" % — OW a Legendrian
embedding, k < n. Let W' be the Weinstein domain obtained by a subcritical index k Wein-
stein handle attachment along the isotropic sphere ¢(ODF x 0) with the framing given by the
Legendrian extension. Suppose that the embedding ¢ is extended to a Legendrian embedding
®:9DF x S"F — OW. Let ¥ = T*(0D* x S"7*) be the Weinstein ribbon of this embedding.
Then the Weinstein structure obtained by the vertical gluing of the rounded handle G} along

Y is homotopic to the Weinstein structure on W'.
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Proof. The vertical gluing consists of the conversion of ¥ to a boundary nucleus and the
horizontal gluing to G} along the new nucleus. The conversion is achieved by taking the
union of W with a collar T*(0D* x S"~* x [0,1]) and deforming the Liouville field of W
near X so that the result is a Weinstein manifold with boundary. Hence the vertical gluing
is the union of W with the cotangent bundle of IA(,? = (OD* x S"7F x [0,1]) U (KF x 1). Let
L := D¥ x D"7* be attached to D* x S"F along ODF x D"*, i.e. the image of ¢. Then
IA(,? is diffeomorphic to T := (9D x S"~* x [0,1]) U (L x 1) after smoothing corners. The
underlying Weinstein structure of the vertically glued Weinstein manifold is given along the
boundary of T’ K i by the Weinstein normal form for Morse-Bott boundary of index 0. Before
smoothing, on T™17" this corresponds to the Weinstein normal form for Morse-Bott boundary,
also of index 0. By a Weinstein homotopy we can deform the structure to cancel the critical
points on T*(OD* x S"~* x [0,1]) along the [0,1] direction, similar to a parametric Smale
cancellation, where we think of 9D x S™" % as the parameter space. We are left with the
Weinstein normal form for Morse-Bott boundary and corners on T*L ~ T*(D* x D"~*) which
has index 1 on the boundary face dD* x D"~* and index 0 on the boundary face D* x 9D+,
This Weinstein structure is evidently homotopic to the standard Morse-Weinstein normal form
of index k on T*(D* x D"*), which is by definition the Weinstein surgery of index k. U

FIGURE 2.16. Attaching a subcritical isotropic handle is the same as attaching
a rounded handle.

2.10.2. Weinstein manifolds as cotangent buildings. Recall that a cotangent building is a
We-building W = (B, — - -+ — Bj) consisting of cotangent blocks B; := .7*M;.
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Proposition 2.68. Any Weinstein manifold germ (2, \) admits the structure of a cotangent
building with blocks B; = *M;, where each M is diffeomorphic to either a disc D™ or one
of the manifolds KJ', j =1,...,n —1 with corners added to its boundary.

Proof. Consider a handle decomposition Hy — Hy_1 — - -+ — Hj of a Weinstein germ (2, \).
If £ = 0 then we just replace the first index 0 handle by 7 D™. Suppose that the Weinstein
structure on the handlebody W<}, := Hj_1 — --- — Hj is already compatible with a structure
of a cotangent building. If the index of the handle Hy, is equal m for 0 < m < n we use Lemma
2.67 to replace the handle Hy by the rounded handle G, = T* K. If m = n we keep it as is
equal to T*D™. In both cases we denote by T M}, the block we need to attach with the nucleus
of the attaching face N equal to T*0D" in the latter case and 0_Gj,, = T*(S™ x S™™) in the
former one. For the attaching, N is realized as a Weinstein hypersurface in W<*\ Skel(W <*).
We denote by A the core Legendrian of that hypersurface. Let L be the (Z<j)-cone of A.
Using Lemma 2.64 we deform A via a Legendrian isotopy to make the cone L invariant with
respect to the contracting fields on the blocks Bi, ..., By. Note that this automatically gives
]\//Tk := L UMPF a new structure of a We-manifold with additional corners. The neighborhood
of ]\/Zk then gets the structure of a cotangent block By = 5*(]\7@ and W can be obtained
from the vertical gluing of By, to W<y O

AN e,
7

B2
A//\/K/'W

My

M4
&1

Ficure 2.17. If By — B; already has the structure of a cotangent building
and we wish to extend this structure to a third block Bs, we need to make sure
the Legendrian A along whose ribbon the block B3 will be attached is adapted,
i.e. its Liouville cone is invariant under the Liouville flows of the blocks B;
and Bs.

More generally, we have the following result:
Proposition 2.69. Any Wce-manifold admits the structure of a cotangent building.
To prove this we will inductively apply the following lemma.

Lemma 2.70. Given any We-pair (2, 9/, \), where 2~ and </ are We-germs which admit
the structure of a cotangent building, the hypersurface-to-nucleus conversion (2%, X)) also

admits the structure of a cotangent building.
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Proof. Suppose that (2°,)\) is a We-manifold which admits the structure of a cotangent
building By, — -+ — By and &/ C 2"\ Skel(Z", \) is a We-hypersurface which also admits
the structure of a cotangent building B]. — - -+ — B). Then it is straightforward to verify that
the hypersurface-to-nucleus conversion (2%, \*) inherits an induced structure of a cotangent
building (B, x 7*[0,1]) = -+ — (B} x 7*[0,1]) = By — -~ — By. O

Proof of Proposition 2.09 . Given any We-manifold (27, \), we may convert all of its bound-
ary nuclei to We-hypersurfaces to obtain its underlying Weinstein manifold X , and 2" can
be recovered from X by converting back the Wec-hypersurfaces to face nuclei. By Proposition
2.68 we know that X admits the structure of a cotangent building, and we may assume by
induction on dimension that the Wc-hypersurfaces also admit the structure of a cotangent
building. Hence it follows from Lemma 2.70 that 2 admits the structure of a cotangent
building. O

3. SYMPLECTIC NEIGHBORHOODS OF ARBOREAL LAGRANGIANS

In this section we introduce the notion of an arboreal space and prove that any arboreal

space has a unique symplectic thickening.
3.1. Arboreal spaces.

3.1.1. Pre-Ac spaces. In [AGEN20a] we associated to each signed rooted tree 7 = (T, p, ¢),
an arboreal Lagrangian L7 C T*R™7) which is a union of smooth pieces, L1 = U aco(T) L.
For fixed ¢ > 0, and m > n(T) + ¢, set d = m — n(T) + ¢, and consider the product

L(T,m,c) := LT x R* x RS,

We also have the smooth pieces L(T,m,¢)q := Lo X R? x RS,
We equip L(7,m, ¢) with the structure sheaf O(7T,m, ¢) of functions restricted from smooth
functions on T*R™7) x R? x RS by the inclusion L(7,m, c) < T*R™7) x R? x RS,

Definition 3.1. An m-dimensional pre-arboreal space with corners (pre-Ac space) (X, O) is

a locally ringed Hausdorff topological space locally modeled on
(L(T,m,c),O(T,m,c))

for varying signed rooted trees 7, and ¢ < m — n(T).
A smooth sheet Y — X of a pre-Ac space (X, ) is a finite proper map from a manifold
with corners such that the map is an embedding on the interior of Y, and locally the map

identifies the local connected components of Y with smooth pieces
L(T7 m7 C)O[ C L(T? m7 C)
for varying o € v(T).

In this paper we shall only need to consider the cases where ¢ = 0 or ¢ = 1. When ¢,d = 0,
we write (L7, Or) in place of (L(T,m,c),O(T,m,c)).
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FIGURE 3.1. We can take X to be the interval [—1,1] with 1 glued to 0 as an
Ag-singularity. Then [—1,1] — X is a smooth sheet. We will introduce the
notion of Ac-building to avoid the unnecessary complications of this kind of
gluing.

Remark 3.2. Given a pre-Ac space (X, ), we can speak about a closed embedding into a
smooth manifold (M, C37). These are embeddings with closed image X — M with a surjective
map of sheaves of local rings C{7|x — O.

Remark 3.3. One can relax the definition of a pre-arboreal space by choosing the alternative
structure sheaf of continuous real-valued functions on L(7,m,c) whose restrictions to each
smooth piece L(T,m,c)q, for a € v(T), are smooth. One can show that every such “weak”
pre-arboreal space is diffeomorphic to a strong one, and any weak diffeomorphism between

strong pre-arboreals is isotopic to a strong one.

3.1.2. Ac spaces. In [AGEN20a] we proved that any germ of an arboreal Lagrangian is sym-
plectomorphic to exactly one of the canonical models Ly ¢ T*R™T7), hence in particular
isomorphic as the germ of a locally ringed Hausdorff topological space to the corresponding
(L7,07). Going the other way, if we are given a local model (L7, O7) it is not possible
to reconstruct the symplectic geometry of Ly € T*R™7) unless we keep track of additional
structure. This is due to the fact that not every automorphism of (Ly,Or) can be lifted to

(T) i.e. a germ of a symplectomorphism preserving Ly. We

an automorphism of Ly C T*R"
now explain the additional structure that we need to keep track of.

For a signed rooted tree 7 = (7, p, ), recall if we remove the root T \ p what remains is
a disjoint union of rooted trees with signs along their edges. Let us write 7' = (T, p,&’) for
the signed rooted tree where we negate all of the signs along the edges in any collection of
components of 7 \ p. Then negating corresponding coordinates in our local models provides

an isomorphism of pre-Ac spaces

(L7,07) ~ (L7, O77)

that does not extend to an ambient symplectomorphism unless 7 = 7’. Additionally, in the
case of the tree As with a single unsigned edge, the nontrivial involution of the pre-Ac space
(La,,O4,) that reverses the orientation on the smooth base piece L, C L4, can only be
extended to an ambient anti-symplectomorphism. We will see in Lemma 3.10 below these are

the only ambiguities.
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We introduce here additional structure to overcome the above ambiguities and hence enable
us to reconstruct L C T*R™7T) from (L7,07). Let us first mention some simple data we
could add. Given (L7, O7), consider the base smooth piece L, C Ly, and the hypersurface
H = Ua#p L,NL,C L, Then a coorientation of H provides an embedding L1 C T*R™7T)
as the corresponding positive conormal of H. In particular, there is the specific choice of

(T) of the local model.

coorientation that gives the canonical embedding L+ C T*R"
To go forward, we will introduce a version of the above coorientation data that can be
easily glued in a global setting. For a signed rooted tree 7 = (T}, p, ), and vertex a € v(T),

consider the orientation bundle
k(T,m,c)q == N"TL(T,m,c)q

Let K(T,m,c), denote the space of real line bundles k — L(7T,m, c) equipped with identifi-
cations

KL me)e = K(T,m, )a a € o(T)

Note that given such a x, we can extract from it a coorientation of the hypersurface H =
Uazp L(T,m, ¢)a N L(T,m,c), in the base smooth piece L(7,m,c),. Namely, we can take
the coorientation of H to be that glued under x with the positive Liouville direction.

Lemma 3.4. Each connected component of K(T,m,c) is contractible, and mo(K (T, m,c)) is
a (2/22)¢D) -torsor.

Proof. Suppose the lemma is proved for signed rooted trees with fewer vertices than 7.

Fix r > 0, let B, = {|p| =7} C T*(R™™° x R¢,)) denote the radius r open ball bundle, and
N, = B, N L(T,m,c) the corresponding open ne_ighborhood of the zero-section L(7T,m,c), ~
R™~¢x RCZO. Note the Liouville flow of T*R™ deformation retracts IV, back to the zero-section.

Consider the Cech cover of L(T,m,c) given by the open N, along with the disjoint opens
L(T;,m—1,¢) x Ryp iel

where I C v(T) denotes the set of vertices adjacent to the root p, or equivalently the set of
edges adjacent to p, 7; is the signed rooted tree given by the connected component of 7 \ p
containing ¢ € I, and the last factor R~ of each open is given by Liouville flow. Note each
intersection N, N L(T;,m — 1,¢) x Rxy, for i € I, is homeomorphic to L(7;,m —1,¢) x (0,r),
in particular connected.

We see that to give a line bundle on L(7T,m,c), given its restriction to the above opens, is
to give a sign £1 on each intersection N, N L(7;,m — 1,¢) x Rsq, for i € I. This inductively
establishes the lemma. O

We will now use the symplectic geometry to specify a distinguished element of x(7,m, c) €
K(T,m,c), i.e. a trivialization of the (Z/2Z)¢T)-torsor of the lemma

K(T,m,c) ~ (2/22)T)
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Given the canonical model L(7,m,c) C T*R™, we have a canonical coorientation of the
hypersurface H = Uoﬁép L(T,m,c)a N L(T,m,c), in the base smooth piece L(T,m,c),. To
identify the orientation bundles of the smooth pieces along this intersection it suffices to
specify that the positive codirection to the co-oriented front is glued to the positive Liouwville

direction. Note this choice is invariant under symplectomorphism.

Definition 3.5. The neutral element k(T ,m,c) € K(T,m,c) is given by the above inductively
specified gluing.

Remark 3.6. Let us mention a characterization (we will not use) of when an arboreal model
is positive. Assume for simplicity 7 has a single vertex adjacent to the root. Then the
Legendrian at infinity L(7,m,c)*> C S*R™ projects homeomorphically to its front H C R™,
and the front has a natural “tangent” bundle given by the orthogonal to the coorientation.
In the case of positive T, the restriction of k(7 ,m,c) to L(T,m,c)* coincides with the top

exterior power of the “tangent” bundle of the front under the above homeomorphism.

Definition 3.7. An orientation structure  for a pre-Ac space (X, ) is a real line bundle
k — X equipped with identifications k|y ~ Ky for each smooth sheet Y — X locally modeled

on the neutral elements «(7,m,c) € K(T,m,c).

Definition 3.8. An m-dimensional arboreal space with corners (Ac space) (X, O, k) is an

m-dimensional pre-arboreal space (X, Q) equipped with an orientation structure x.

Remark 3.9. When m = 1, one can compare the notion of orientation structure with ribbon
structure for a trivalent graph. At each trivalent vertex we have a “I” singularity and in
this case an orientation structure is equivalent to a cyclic orientation of the three edges. In

particular, the orientation structure rigidifies the pre-Ac space (L.a,,O4,)-

I

e

FI1GURE 3.2. For the As singularity there are two possible orientation struc-
tures, which can be realized by the above embeddings as arboreal spaces into
(R2,dp Adq). Since the zero section is fixed, the choice of an orientation struc-
ture is naturally equivalent to the choice of a cyclic structure on the three
half-edges incident to the vertex. Note that the choice of an orientation struc-
ture is also equivalent to a choice of co-orientation for a point inside a line.
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Recall from [AGEN20a] that an arboreal Lagrangian L in a symplectic manifold (M,w) is
locally symplectomorphic to a standard model. Since this model has an orientation structure
given by its neutral element, and this element is invariant under symplectomorphism, we
conclude that any arboreal Lagrangian has an orientation structure induced by the ambient
symplectic structure. Hence every arboreal Lagrangian has the structure of an arboreal space.

Finally, let us return to the discussion at the beginning of this section, and observe that,

locally, orientation structures are nothing more than choices of coorientations.

Lemma 3.10. Let T = (T, p,¢) be a signed rooted tree.
There are precisely 2F isomorphism classes of orientation structures on the pre-Ac space

(L7, O7), where k is the number of edges adjacent to the root p.

Proof. By construction, an orientation structure on the local model (L7, O7) must result by
pullback of the neutral orientation structure under an isomorphism (L, O7) ~ (L7, O7/)
for some 7’. Moreover, note that (Ly,O7) is determined by the hypersurface H =
UazpLaNLy C Ly~ R™7), and so we must have an isomorphism (R™7), H) ~ (R™T") H')
of hypersurfaces. So we must have 7' = (T, p,&’) where ¢’ results from ¢ by negating all of the
signs along the edges in some collection of components of 7 \ p. These choices correspond to
the 2% choices of coorientations of the hypersurface H. Each such choice provides a distinct

Lagrangian realization Ly ¢ T*R™7) with corresponding orientation structure. ]

Remark 3.11. Note therefore that the data of an orientation structure on an arboreal singu-
larity is equivalent to a fully signed rooted tree, i.e. a signed rooted tree in the previous sense
together with additional signs on each of the edges of T adjacent to the root, so that now
every edge in 7 has a sign. We will however not use this notion of a fully signed rooted tree
and will always use the term signed rooted tree for rooted trees with signs on those edges not

adjacent to the root.
3.2. Arboreal Darboux-Weinstein neighborhood theorem.

3.2.1. Lagrangian subsets. Let L be a path connected and locally simply-connected closed
subset in a symplectic manifold (M,w). We call L a Lagrangian subset if each point of L
has a Darboux neighborhood U such that f,y pdq = 0 for every loop +v in L N U. Clearly,
any arboreal Lagrangian L C M is a Lagrangian subset. If f is (the germ at a point of) a
diffeomorphism M — M, then f(L) is (the germ of) a Lagrangian subset if and only if the
image under f of each smooth piece of L is Lagrangian.

If L € M is a pre-Ac space embedded as a Lagrangian subset in a symplectic manifold
(M,w), then L inherits an orientation structure as follows. Returning to the inductive descrip-
tion of orientation structures given in Lemma 3.4, along a smooth Lagrangian piece P C L,
given a Lagrangian half-plane H with codimension 1 clean intersection with P, we specify
that the inward normal direction v to PN H in H is glued to the normal direction to PN H
in P which pairs positively with v under w. With this structure, any pre-Ac space embedded

as a Lagrangian subset gets an induced structure of an Ac space.
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Note the above orientation structure on L as a Lagrangian subset agrees with the previously
defined orientation structure on L as an arboreal Lagrangian, i.e. the one defined using local
models.

3.2.2. Darbouz- Weinstein theorem. The main result of this section is the following:

Theorem 3.12. Let V be a manifold with two symplectic forms wg,wi. Suppose L CV is a
compact arboreal space embedded as a Lagrangian subset for both symplectic forms. Let kg, k1
be the induced orientation structures on L.

If the orientation structures are isomorphic kg ~ K1, then there exists a diffeomorphism
p:V =V, preserving L as a subset, such that p*wi = wy. If wy and wy coincide on Op A
for a closed subset A C L then ¢ can be chosen to be the identity on Op A.

Corollary 3.13. Any arboreal space embeds into a symplectic manifold as an arboreal La-
grangian such that the orientation structure induced from the ambient symplectic structure is
isomorphic to the given orientation structure.

Proof. By definition, any point of an arboreal space has a model neighborhood. On overlaps,
these local symplectic structures have the same orientation structure, and hence according to
Theorem 3.12 they are diffeomorphic via a diffeomorphism preserving the arboreal. Moreover,
the relative form of that theorem allows us to construct a symplectic neighborhood inductively

extending it over neighborhoods of strata of certain stratification. O

In Theorem 3.27, proved below in Section 3.27 below, we find a Weinstein structure on a
symplectic neighborhood of on arboreal space L for which L serves as the skeleton. More-
over, Theorem 3.27 ensures uniqueness of this structure up to Weinstein homotopy fixing the
skeleton.

Theorem 3.12 is a corollary of the following two propositions.

Proposition 3.14. Let V' be a manifold with two symplectic forms wg,w1. Suppose L C 'V is
a compact arboreal space which is a Lagrangian subset for both symplectic forms. Let kg, k1 be
the induced orientation structures on L. If the orientation structures are isomorphic kg ~ K1,
then there exists a diffeomorphism ¢ of Op (L) preserving L pointwise such that the linear
interpolation wy = (1 — t)wo + to*wy is a family of symplectic forms on Op (L) so that L is
a Lagrangian subset for each wy. If wg and wy coincides on Op A for a closed subset A C X
then ¢ can be chosen to be the identity on Op A.

Proposition 3.15. Let L C V be an arboreal subspace which is a Lagrangian subset for a
family we, t € [0,1], of symplectic forms on L. Then there exists a diffeotopy b : Op (L) —
Op (L), t € [0,1], such that hy(L) = L and hjw; = wo. If wy = wy on Op A for a closed subset
A C L then the isotopy hy can be chosen fixed on Op A.

Indeed, to prove Theorem 3.12 we can apply Proposition 3.15 to the output of Proposition
3.14. We will prove Propositions 3.14 and 3.15 in the next two subsections.
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Remark 3.16. As the proof of Proposition 3.14 will show, the conclusion holds more generally
for two symplectic manifolds (V;,w;), i = 1,2, together with embeddings of a compact arboreal
space L onto a Lagrangian subset of V;, ¢ = 1,2. In particular it follows that the smooth
topology of a neighborhood of a Lagrangian compact arboreal space in a symplectic manifold
is uniquely determined by the compact arboreal space.

3.2.3. Proof of Proposition 3.1/. Let us revisit the notion of an orientation structure. Consider
afull flag F=(0=Vy C Vi C--- C Vo, =V) of subspaces in a 2n-dimensional vector space
V,dimV; = j. Let Q(F') be the space of all symplectic forms w on V such that V; is isotropic
for j <n, Vj is coisotropic for j > n, and V}Lw = Vo for j < n.

We begin with following elementary assertion.

Lemma 3.17. The connected components of QU(F') are determined by orientations of the
symplectic quotients Vgn_j/Vj, for 7 =0,....,n—1. Any sequence of orientations can occur

and each connected component is convex.

Proof. Represent w as a matrix with respect to a basis uq,...,u2, of V' such that V; =
span(uy,...,u;). It has a block form with four n by n blocks, the two diagonal blocks being
zero and the two off-diagonal blocks being A and —A. Moreover, A is a triangular matrix
and its diagonal elements must be non-zero. Their signs naturally correspond to orientations

of the symplectic quotients. O
We use the notation of [AGEN20a] for the explicit construction of the extended local model
"L =i ,"L; C T*R"

in terms of equations in the canonical coordinates xq,...,Zn_1,D0,-..,Pn—1. Introduce the
flag F("L) =(0=Vy C Vi C--- C Vo, = T*R") given by the assignments

Vi= To(ﬂ?:_é "L;j) = Span(0y, ,.--,0z, ;) i<n
Van—i = ©0(UIZ4"L;) = Span(9z,, ;- -, 029, Opos - - Opa_,) i<n
Here ﬂ?:_é "L; is a submanifold of T*R", in fact a linear subspace of "Ly = R", and

To(ﬂ?:_é "L;) denotes its tangent space at the origin; U;:é "L; is not a submanifold, but
has a tangent sheaf in the sense of algebraic geometry, and Oo(U;Z,"L;) = (Zo /Z2)" denotes
its fiber at the origin. Note these characterizations imply F'("L) is preserved by diffeomor-
phisms of T*R"™ preserving "L as a subset hence preserving each "L; as a subset, i.e. F("L)
only depends on the sheaf of smooth functions on "L. Note also V; is isotropic for i < n, V;
is coisotropic for ¢ > n, and Vf‘” = Vb, for j < n for any symplectic form on R?" such that
"L C R?" is Lagrangian.

Recall that the local model for an A, 11-arboreal Lagrangian is a subset of the extended
local model: Ly, , C "L. We have the following reformulation of orientation structures for

Ac-space structures on the germ of L4, ., at its central point:
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Lemma 3.18. Let wy be a symplectic form on R?*™ for which La,., s a Lagrangian subset.
If wy is another such form, then the orientation structures kg, k1 induced by wgy, w1 respec-

tively on L g, ., are isomorphic if and only wo and wy lie in the same connected component of

Q(F("L)).

Proof. Let w be a symplectic structure on R?" such that "L is Lagrangian. The sign of
the leading diagonal element of the matrix A in the proof of Lemma 3.17 applied to w is
precisely the pairing used to define the orientation structure on "L as a Lagrangian subset of
(R2",w). The other signs are uniquely determined by quadratic information. For example,
for L, C T*R? the third stratum is the positive conormal to {zg = 23 21 > 0}. Therefore,
the vectors 2x10/0x1 + 0/0xy and 9/0p; + 2x210/0po should span a Lagrangian subspace.
Their symplectic product is 21 (A — p) where \ is the first diagonal term of the matrix A and
i is the second diagonal term of the matrix A. So in fact A = u. The general case can be
proved similarly by induction. The conclusion is that the connected component of Q(F("L))

is uniquely determined by the orientation structure, which in this case is just a single sign. [J

For more general trees T, one can apply the above argument to each factor T7*R™ in T*R™7)

corresponding to each Ay,-subtree of 7 with the same root p and deduce the general version:

Lemma 3.19. Let T be a signed rooted tree and wo a symplectic form on RZ™T) for which
L 1s Lagrangian.

If wy is another such form, then the orientation structures kg, k1 induced by wy, wy respec-
tively on Ly are isomorphic if and only if for any Ami1-type subtree Api1 C T with the
same Toot p, the restrictions of wy and wy to the factor R2™ of R2UT) corresponding to the

A +1-subtree lie in the same connected component of Q(F(™L)).

So we have proved Proposition 3.14 for the germ of the central point of the pre-Ac space
L(T,m) with m = n(T), i.e. not stabilized. In the case d = m — n(7) > 0, the situation
changes as follows. Given a symplectic form wg on R?™ for which the standard model L x
R? ¢ R2UT) x R2d ig Lagrangian, consider E C R?*™, the (2m — d)-dimensional coisotropic
subspace of R?™ which is symplectically orthogonal to the isotropic F' = 0 xR?. Since L7 xR?
is assumed to be Lagrangian, note that F' is spanned by those directions tangent to the smooth
part of L7+ x R? and E is spanned by those directions tangent to L7 x R? at 0, hence both
are independent of the symplectic form wy.

The symplectic reduction of (F,wpy|g) is a 2(m — d)-dimensional symplectic vector space
Vo. The quotient R?™/E is canonically identified via the fixed symplectic form wq with the
dual of 0 x R%. Therefore there exists a canonical symplectic isomorphism ® between R*™
and Vo & (F & ™).

Now suppose that we have two such symplectic forms wg and w; on R?™ for which L1 x R?

is Lagrangian.

Lemma 3.20. Consider S = S(wo,w1), the space of linear isomorphisms ¥ : R?™ — R2™
such that:
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(1) V|, xre = 1dp, ypa-
(i) W*wy and wy agree on F & (R*™/E).

Then S is nonempty and contractible.

Ezxample 3.21. For the smooth arboreal singularity, S consists of a single element.

Proof. For the existence, write R2" = R27) x R? x R%. Consider a linear isomorphism ¥ :
R?™ — R?™ which is the identity on the first two factors. This induces a linear isomorphism
between the Vy and Vi corresponding to wp and w;. The further condition that ¥ respects
the identification Vy @ (F @ F*) ~ V1 @ (F @ F*) uniquely determines a linear isomorphism
U satisfying (i) and (ii).

For the contractibility, fix ¥y € S. For any other ¥ € S, we will write the matrix for
1111_1\110 in block form with respect to the decomposition RZ™ = R2(7) x R? x R%, with the
canonical basis. The matrix will have block form, with the diagonal factors the identity, and
with all off-diagonal blocks zero except for the (3,2) block, which is an arbitrary symmetric

matrix A. The space of such is contractible, so this completes the proof. O

Lemma 3.22. Let wy,w; be symplectic forms on R*™ such that L+ x R is Lagrangian and
which induce isomorphic orientation structures. Let ¥ € S. Then (1 — t)wy + tTU*w; is
symplectic for all 0 <t < 1.

Proof. On R?™/Vjy, the symplectic forms induced by wg and ¥*w; agree. On V; the problem
is reduced to the non-stabilized case as discussed above: the homotopy (1 — t)wg + tWU*w; will
be through symplectic forms whenever the induced orientation structures agree. Indeed, the
argument is unaffected by the symplectic isomorphism ¥ since it is the identity on L+ xR¢. O

Now we are ready to prove Proposition 3.14. Let L C V be a compact arboreal space
which is Lagrangian for two symplectic forms wg and w;. By Lemmas 3.20 and 3.22 we may
construct a family of linear isomorphisms ¥, : T,V — T,V, x € L, such that ¥, is the
identity on directions tangent to L at x, and such that (1 — ¢)wo(x) + tUiw;(z) is symplectic
for all x € X and 0 <t < 1. We may then integrate the family ¥, to a diffeomorphism
U :Op (L) — Op (L) such that ¥|;, = Id;, and such that (1 — t)wy + t¥*w; is a homotopy of
symplectic forms on Op (L). This completes the proof.

3.2.4. Proof of Proposition 3.15.

Lemma 3.23. Let L C T*M be a Lagrangian subset which is the union M UC(A) where C(A)
is the Liouville cone over a Legendrian A. Let X be a 1-form on T*M such that A|pr = 0 and
dA =0 on L. Then there exists a smooth function H : T*M — R wvanishing on M together
with its differential dH, and such that A coincides with dH on vectors tangent to L.

Proof. For any point p € T;M denote by v,, the path t — (tp,q), t € [0,1]. Define the
function H by the formula

H(p,q)Z/A-

Tp.q
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For (p,q) € L the path v, 4 is contained in L, and hence on tangent vectors to L the 1 forms
dH and X coincide. O

Lemma 3.24. Let L C T*M be a Lagrangian subset which is the union MUC(A). Let A C M
be a closed subset and w; be a family of symplectic forms on T*M such that wy = d(pdq),
wtlop A = wo, and L is wy-Lagrangian for allt. Then there exists an isotopy fi : T*M — T*M
which is fixred on M U Op A, leaves L invariant and such that fws = wo.

Proof. There exists a family of Liouville forms ); for w; such that Ao = pdq, At|r+pr,, =0
and A\¢|op 4 = pdglop 4. By Lemma 3.23 there exists a family of functions H; on T*M such
that dH|r, = M|z He|muop 4 = 0 and dH,
pelrear),, = 0, ptlopa = pdglop 4 and py|r = 0. Then Moser’s homotopical method yields
an isotopy fr : T*M — T*M which is fixed on M U Op A, leaves L invariant and such that
fiwy = wo = d(pdq). O

T*M|y = 0. Define ps := A\t —dH;. Then g = pdq,

Note that any point of an arboreal space which is realized as a Lagrangian subset of a
symplectic manifold X has a neighborhood which has the conical form of Lemma 3.24. Hence,
we can take a finite covering of X by such neighborhoods and successively apply Lemma 3.24
to extend the isotopy. This concludes the proof of Proposition 3.15, and with it the proof of
Theorem 3.12.

3.3. Weinstein thickening of an Ac-building.

3.3.1. Ac-buildings. Similar to the notion of a Liouvllle or a Weinstein manifold with corners,
by a symplectic manifold with corners we mean a possibly non-compact manifold with corners,
such that near each corner point it is symplectomorphic to R*™ x T *RET™.

An arboreal Lagrangian with boundary with corners, or ac-Lagrangian for short, is a closed
subset of a symplectic manifold W with corners such that the germ of (W, L) at a point 2 € L
is symplectomorphic to the germ of (R*"~2¢ x T*RS, L7 x RS ) at the origin for some signed
rooted tree 7 and an integer ¢ > 0. The c is called the multiplicity of the corner. It follows
from the definition that corners of L are contained in the corresponding corners of W. As
in the case of manifolds with boundary with corners, we denote by 9;L the strata of corner
points of order j > 1, and write 0L = Uj 0;L. The closure of each component of J;L is
itself an ac-Lagrangian in a symplectic submanifold of W of codimension 2k. The closures of
components of 91 L are called boundary faces of L.

It will also be useful to consider the notion of an Ac-building, a special kind of Ac-space
whose definition is analogous to that of a cotangent building as a special kind of We-manifold.
Recall that an Ac-space L is the union L = | ;i Lj of smooth pieces Lj, and each point of L
belongs to the interior of exactly one L;.

Definition 3.25. An Ac-building is an Ac-space L whose smooth pieces can be ordered
Ly,..., L so that:

(i) Each Ls; = J,~,; L; is an Ac-space with boundary and corners.

i>]
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(ii) Lsj—1 is obtained from Ls; by gluing a boundary component P; of L ; to L; along

a map P; — Lj.

Lemma 3.26. Let K = Uj L; be an Ac-building. Then the gluing maps P; — L; can be
canonically lifted to embeddings P; — T*L; \ L; onto arboreal Legendrians.

Proof. This follows from the characterization of orientation structures in terms of co-

orientations of fronts, as discussed above. O

Theorem 3.27. Suppose (W,w) is a 2m-dimensional symplectic manifold, and let L C W be
an Ac-bulding. Then

(i) a neighborhood of L admits a Weinstein structure with L as its skeleton,
(ii) the germ near L of such a structure is unique up to Weinstein homotopy with fized
skeleton L.

An assumption that L is an Ac-building rather than a general Ac-space simplifies the proof,
but is not necessary. We will not need the more general result and will not prove it in this

paper.
3.3.2. Euxistence.

Proof of (i). Consider the building presentation Ly — Lg_1 — --+ — Lj of L. We will
inductively construct a cotangent building structure with L as its skeleton. Using Theorem
3.12 this structure can be transported to Op L C W.

We argue by induction in the number k& of blocks. Suppose that we already constructed a
cotangent building W< := By — -+ — Bs with the skeleton L~; which consists of blocks
Bj = 7*L;. By Lemma 3.26 there exists a boundary face Y of L~ such that L is obtained
by attaching L~ to L; using a front embedding ¥ — L1, i.e. an embedding which factors
as YgT*Ll \ L1, where ¢ as an embedding onto a Legendrian arboreal. The Ac-space Y
serves as the nucleus @) of a boundary face of Ws ;. The embedding ¢ extends to an embedding
®:Q — T*L;\ L as a Weinstein hypersurface. The required building L can be now obtained
by the vertical gluing of W< to J*L1. O

3.3.3. Liouwille fields on cotangent bundles. Before proving the second part of Theorem 3.27
we need to review some facts about Liouville fields on cotangent bundles, see also [CE12,
Sect. 12.3].

Let Y be an n-dimensional bc-manifold, T*Y its cotangent bundle with the standard Li-
ouville form Ay = pdg and symplectic form wgy = d(pdq), and Liouville field Zy = pa%. Any
other Liouville form A has the form Ay — dH for a function H : T*M — R. Respectively, the
Liouville field Z of X is given by Z = Zy + X, where Xpg is the Hamiltonian field of H.

We will always suppose in this section that Z is tangent to Y. This is equivalent to the
condition H|y = 0. Denote Z' := Z|y, H = H|y.
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Lemma 3.28. Let A = pdq—dH a Liouville form on T*Y with H|y = 0. Leta € Y be a zero

of 7' = Z]y Choose local canonical coordinates qi,...,qn,P1,...,Pn centered at a. Write

H = Z Q;;pip; + Z bz]pz% Jr0(|p|2 + |Q| ) Then
i?j 1 7]_]‘

n n 8
Z bmqaa +0(lgP), Z = | D bijg; + Y aip; +Z i~ bi )iy o, +O(IpI*+14l?).

1,j=1 i,j=1 1,j=1 1,j=1

The matriz of d,Z' is equal to B and the matriz of d,Z in the basis 8%’ % has the form

B A
0 I-BT
where B = (b;j), A = (aij).
Proof. Direct computation. O

Definition 3.29. A zero a € Y of Z' is called transversely non-degenerate if the matrix I — BT

has no pure imaginary eigenvalues.

Lemma 3.30. Let (W, Z) be a Liouville structure with an arboreal skeleton X. Let a € X
be a zero of Z and Y the smooth piece corresponding to the root of the arboreal singularity at
the point a. Suppose that a is transversely non-degenerate with respect to Y. Denote by Z'

the restriction Z|y. Then the eigenvalues \j of the differential doZ' have real parts < 1.

Proof. By assumption Z is tangent to Y, and hence Z can be written near the zero a as

n n
0
Z=| > bygi+ Y aip Z = bij)piz— + O(p|” + |a]").
ij=1 =1 =1 i
The transverse non-degeneracy condition means the matrix C' := I — BT = (§;; — bj;) does
not have pure imaginary eigenvalues. If Re A < 0 for one of eigenvalues of C, then the stable
manifold of @ must contain a curve tangent to the corresponding eigenvector. But the arboreal

X cannot contain any (two-sided) curves transverse to the root smooth piece Y. O

Lemma 3.31. Let Y be a compact manifold, v a vector field, and £ : Y — R a positive
Lyapunov function for v. Let A be the set of critical points of £. Then for any neighborhood
U D A and any constant C > 0 there exists a function 0 : R — R with 8’ > 0 such that on
Y \ U there holds:

2) dBol)(w) > Chol

Proof. Let ¢y < --- < ¢, be critical values of Y. Choose a sufficiently small & > 0 and denote
Bj:={cj—0<tl<cj+o0o}, Cj:={cj+o0 < l<cj1 —o}. Note that each Cj is a trivial
cobordism bounded by regular level sets 0_C; = {{ = ¢; + 0} and 0,.C; = {{ = ¢j41 — o}.
Denote &g := [co,co + 0], D¢ := [co + 0,¢1 — 0],01 = [c1 — 0,¢1 + 0|, A1 := [c1 + 0,¢0 —
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o),..., Ay = [cp—1+0, ¢, — 0], 0k = [cx — 0, ¢]. Define a diffeomorphism ¢; : -Cj; x A; —
C; by sending vertical intervals to the corresponding trajectories of v parameterized by /,
so that we have {(z,u) = u, z € 0_-Cj,u € Aj. Denote h(z,u) := dy,l(v). We have
d(Bol)(v) = 6 (u)h(x,u). We will successively define 6 on intervals. Assuming o so small that
By C U we define 6(t) = t on dy. Identifying Cy with 0_Cy x Ag via 1), the inequality (2)
takes the form

0’ (u)h(z,u) > CO(u)

o dInO(u) S C
du h(z,u)
Choose a smooth positive function h(u) < min h(x,u). Solving the equation
dlnf(u) C
du  h(u)

we get 0(s) = 0(co + o)’ ™, where H(u) = Jo h(s)ds. Note that we can assume that all the
trajectories of v in Bj \ U begin at {¢ = ¢; — ¢} and end at {{ = ¢; + ¢}, i.e. there exists a
diffeomorphism (0_B; \U) x §; — B; \ U. Hence we can define 6 on [cg, ¢x|, by repeating the

same argument successively to dg, Ag, d1, A1, ..., 0k. O

Lemma 3.32. Let Z = pa% + Xy be a Liouville field on T*Y . Suppose the vector field
7' = Z|y is gradient like for some function ¢ : Y — R. Suppose for all zeroes a € Y of the
vector field Z' the eigenvalues of the differential d,Z' have real part < 1. Then there exists a
Riemannian metric on'Y such that Z]p\2 > ¢|p|? on a neighborhood of Y .

Proof. Let us start with any background metric on Y. Recall that the vector field Z’ is
gradient like for a function ¢ : Y — R, which can be assumed positive. According to Lemma

3.32, near each zero we have

n n
0 0
Z=| D bigai+ Y aipj | 5+ (0 = big)pin — + Ol + [a?).
ij=1 ij=1 & Pi
By assumption, all eigenvalues of the matrix B have real parts < 1, and hence the matrix
I — BT has eigenvalues with the real part > 0, which implies

(3) Z.|p|* > elp|?

on a neighborhood U of the compact set of all zeroes of Z.

Let Z be the Hamiltonian extension of Z’ to T*Y with the Hamiltonian p(Z’(¢)). Note that
Z = Z + Z, where Z = O(|p|). Hence Z - |p|2 = O(|p|?). We also note that Z - [p|> = O(|p])2.
Hence, Z - |p|*> = O(|p|)?. Denote A; := nnaw;(|Z"p|2 ). Given any point a € Y \ U we choose

p|*
local coordinates centered at a in a neighborhood U, and write |p|*> = 3" ¢;;(q)pip;-

Denote

As := max max |Z' ¢ .
2 acY\U 1,5;q€Uq | * (q”
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Set K = max(Aj, Ag). According to Lemma 3.31 there exists a function 6 : R — [1, 00| such
that the function 6 o ¢ satisfies on Y \ U the condition

7' (0ol)>3K0ol.

Let us pull-back the function £ to T*Y via the projection T*Y — Y. We will keep the notation
¢ for the extended function. Note that Z(p, Q)-L=2'(q)-¢and Z -0 = O(|p|)
Then we have

0
|Z - (00 £(q))|p|* = (3K0 0 t(q) —2K0 0 £(q)) |p]* + 5 p|* + o(p|*) = olp®, o >0,

if |p| is small enough.

We need to check that the conformal scaling did not destroy the estimate on U.
Z(8 0 tp*) = eb o tp* +(Z -6 0 O)|p|?
=chollpl®+ (Z-000)|pf>+(Z-000)p.

But
Z-000)(p,q)=2"(q) >0,
while
|Z-(000)] < Clp|.

Hence, we get
Z - (60 tlp|*) > b o L]p*| — C|pf*,

and for |p| < 55 we get Z - (80 {|p|?) > €6 o £|p?| for a reduced e. Hence, rescaling the metric
|p|? with the conformal factor € o ¢ and possibly reducing the size of the neighborhood of Y’
we get the required metric which satisfies the inequality Z|p|? > ¢|p|?. O

Lemma 3.33. Let Z,¢ and the norm | - | be as in Lemma 3.32 We pull-back £ to T*Y wvia
the projection T*Y — Y and will keep the notation £ for the extended function. Then there

exists a constant K > 0 such that the function $ := 0+ K|p|? is a Lyapunov function for Z
on OpY.

Proof. 1t is sufficient to check the Lyapunov condition only in s neighborhood of the zero locus
A of Z. Indeed, elsewhere it is true by assumption along Y, and hence, by openness of the
taming condition in its neighborhood. As in the proof of Lemma 3.32 we extend Z’ to T*Y
as a Hamiltonian vector field Z with the Hamiltonian function ¢(p,q) = p(Z'(q)). Denote
Z:=2-7- a%. We also assume that the function £ is extended to T*Y by pulling it back
from Y by the projection T*Y — Y. We have

Z-6=KZ-pP>+2Z-4>KelpP+Z - t+7Z-0.

Furthermore,
Z(p,q) - L=Z'(q)- £ >ex(|dl]* +1Z'(q)]?),
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as £ is Lyapunov for Z’.
We also have
1Z -] < Chlde|pl, |Z(p,q) — Z'(q)| < Caldl(q)||p|.

Thus,
dj(2) = Kelp|* + 22 (12'(9)* + 1d0() ) — Cslde]|p]
> es(|pf* + [dl(a)* + 2 (a)?),
if K is chosen large enough. We also have
1Z]]* < Collpl® +12'(@)*) and |do|* < C(K>|p|* + |dl(q) ).

Hence,
do(Z) > ea(|Z ] + |do ).

3.3.4. Deformations.

Proof of Theorem 3.27(ii). We will construct a Weinstein homotopy between the given Wein-
stein structure (W,w, A, Z, ¢) and the cotangent building structure constructed in the proof
of (i). Again, we will argue by induction in the number k of blocks. The inductive argument
will simultaneously establish the base case of the induction, which is simpler.
According to Lemmas 3.30 and 3.32 we have Z[p|? > [p|2 on U \ L; for a neighborhood
U D L. Choose § > 0 to have {|p| <66} C U. Denote Us := {6 < ¢ < 64},
Assuming ¢ > 0 and choosing a sufficiently large C' we can find a Lyapunov function v for
Z such that
- ¢ = C1|p|* on {20 < [p| < 56};
- P = Ca¢p on W\ {|p| > 53};
- = ¢ on {|p| < d};
- dy(Z) > 0o0n U\ {26 < |p| < 5d}.
We can apply the same argument to the function gg =+ K|p|? constructed in Lemma 3.33
to get a function ¢ which coincide with ¢ on {|p| < 6} and with C1|p|? on {25 < |p| < 36}.
A convex combination of Lyapunov functions for Z is again a Lyapunov function for Z,
and hence there is a fixed on {|p| > 26} deformation of ¢ to a Lyapunov function which is
equal to ¢ on {|p| < 8}. We will keep the notation 1 for the deformed function.
Recall that Aoy, = pdg — dH for a function H vanishing on L N Op L. Take a function
0 : [0,66] — R4 which is equal to 0 on [0,20] U [56,60] and equal to 1 on [3d,46]. Define a
family of functions Hy : Us — R by the formula H; := (1 —t0(|p|))H. Thus, Hy=H, H; =0
on {30 < |p| < 46} and Hy = H on {0 < [p| <20} U {55 < |p| <64} for all ¢t € [0, 1]. Denote
by v the Hamiltonian field of H, by v; the Hamiltonian field of H; and by Z; the Liouville field
vy —|—pa%. Then v; = v on {0 < |p| <25} U{5d < |p| <66} and vy = (1 —t0(|p|))v + HE (|p|)w
on {30 < |p| < 44}, where we denoted by w the Hamiltonian vector field of the Hamiltonian
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Ip|?. Let us observe that the Liouville field Z; is tangent to the arboreal L. Then we have
v-p=v-1on{0<|p <26} U{H < |p| <64} and

ve - [pl* = (L= t0(pD)v - [p* + HY (pl)w - |p* = (1 = to(|p]))v - p|*
on {36 < [p| < 46}. On the other hand, on {36 < |p| < 46} we have
Zy - |pl* = (1 —t6(|p)))Z - [pI* + 2t8(|p|) p|* > 0.

Thus, Z; is gradient like for ¢ for all ¢ € [0, 1].

According to Lemma 3.32 the vector field Z also satisfies the condition Z - |p|? > e|p|?.
Hence, the vector field pa% + vy is gradient like for the function |p|? + 1. Define Z; for
t €[1,2] on {|p| <44} by the formula

Zy = p(;; + (2 — t)Ul.

We claim that the Liouville field Z; is gradient like for the function v := |p|? + (2 — t)v).
Away from the 0-section both vector fields, (2 —¢)Z; and (t — 1)p8% are gradient like for |p|?,
and hence, sois Z; = (2 —1)Z1 + (t — 1)p8%. Hence, it is sufficient to check the Lyapunov
condition in an arbitrary small neighborhood of the 0-section.

Note that we have pa% - = 0. Hence,

Zo -y = ((t - 1>p§’p @07 (p+ 2 - DY)

— (L= DE@? + 2= 22y - > 2t = DEOIp]® + (2 — )2( 2 + |d?).

Furthermore, |Z;> < 2((2 —t)?[Z1|* + (t — 1)2|p|?) and |[dyx[* < 2(]p]> + (2 — t)%|dyr|?).
Therefore,

Zy -y > e1(|Ze)* + |dupe]?).
We also note that the Liouville field Z; is tangent to the arboreal L for all ¢.

All functions 1), are proportional to |p|? on {36 < |p| < 49}, and hence can be extended as
proportional to ¢ Lyapunov functions for Z; for all ¢ € [0, 2].

Finally, we observe that Z; is equal to Zg = pa% on {|p| < 46}, and therefore one can use
splitting procedure, as it is described in Section 2.6 to split the Weinstein manifold along the
hypersurface {|p| = 4} into the block 7% L; and a Wc-manifold with the skeleton L~;. Hence
the induction hypothesis completes the proof. ]

4. POSITIVE COTANGENT BUILDINGS

In this section we discuss the positivity relation, first for Lagrangian planes and then for

cotangent buildings.
4.1. The positivity relation.

4.1.1. Polarizations. Let (V,w) be a symplectic vector space and let 7, C V be transverse

linear Lagrangian subspaces. We will refer to the pair (7,v) as a polarization of V', and call 7
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and v the respective horizontal and vertical spaces of the polarization. A polarization (7,v)
provides a canonical linear isomorphism v ~ 7* given by v 3 v — (v)w|; € 7*, and linear
symplectomorphisms V ~ 7 @ v ~ T*71, where we define T*r =7 & 7.

Let L C V be a Lagrangian subspace transverse to v. Via the identification V ~ T™7, we
can regard L as the graph of the differential of a quadratic form denoted by L(™) : 7 — R.
By construction, this differential is the composition of the canonical maps

dL™) 7 ~ Vi~ LV = V/r~v.

Definition 4.1. Let (V,w) be a symplectic vector space with polarization (7,v). Let L C V
be a Lagrangian subspace transverse to the vertical space v. We write

L>t1 (resp. L <)

when the quadratic form L(™) : 7 — R is positive (resp. negative) definite.

FIGURE 4.1. The above Lagrangians L3 and L4 in R? are given by positive-
definite and negative-definite quadratic forms respectively, hence we have
L3> L1 and Ly < L.

L2 L2

Note that L > 7 or L <7 implies that L and 7 are transverse.

One can checli< positivli/ty by Hamiltonian reduction to smaller symplectic vector spaces, in
particular two-dimensional symplectic planes. Given a coisotropic W C V| and any subspace
L C V, denote the symplectic reduction by [L]"W = (LN W)/W+ c W/W+ = [V]". Note

w

that if L is Lagrangian then [L]" is Lagrangian in [V]" even when the intersection LN W is

not transverse.

Lemma 4.2. Let A(V') denote the Lagrangian Grassmanian of a symplectic space V.. Then the
map mw : A(V) — A([V]W) defined by the formula 7w (L) = [L]W, L € A(V), is continuous.

Proof. This is clear. O

Lemma 4.3. Let V be a symplectic vector space of dimension 2n > 0, (7,v) a polarization

of V.and L CV a linear Lagrangian subspace. The following conditions are equivalent:
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(i) Positivity:

for all coisotropics W C V' containing v with dim W > n.

(iii) Positivity restricted to lines:

for all coisotropics W C V' containing v with dimW = n + 1.
(iv) Positivity of all reductions:

for all coisotropics W C V.

(v) Sylvester’s criterion:

/\top [L] Wi . /\top [T] Wi ’
Atop [l/] W,

for any flag of coisotropics
VCWn_H C--CWo1 CWo, =V

with dim W; = 1.

Proof. Equivalence of (i) with (ii) (resp. (iii)) means that a quadratic form is positive definite
if and only if it is positive definite on all subspaces (resp. on all lines), which is clear. Clearly
(iv) implies (iii), and the converse implication follows from Lemma 4.2 together with the
two fact that the positivity condition L =7 implies that [v]",[L]" and [r]"V are pairwise
transverse. Finally, (v) is a reformulatio; of Sylvester’s criterion that a quadratic form is

positive definite if and only if its leading principal minors have positive determinant. O

4.1.2. Cyclic symmetries. Note that given a polarization (7,v) of V, we also have the polar-

ization (v, 7). Additionally, if L C V is transverse to v, we can regard (L, v) as a polarization.

Lemma 4.4. The following properties hold.

(i) Duality of polarization: L >— T < L -< V.
(i) Exchange of graphs: L > T <:> T -< L

(iii) Transitivity: suppose K cVis another Lagrangian subspace transverse to v. Then

KL, L7 = Ks>r
14 v 14
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Proof. Let w denote the symplectic form of V. For (i), by construction, L") (X) =
w(dL™ X, X), X € 7. Since dL(™) = (dL"7))~1, for Y € v we have

LUD(Y) = w((dL™) 7Y, Y) = —w(Y, (dLT)7LY) = =L (dL)Y).

Hence if L(™") is positive definite, then L(*7) is negative definite and vice versa. Next,
let K C V be a Lagrangian transverse to v. Note that K(™) = K&¥) 4 L(m) under the
isomorphism 7 ~ V/v ~ L. Both (ii) and (iii) follow immediately (for (ii) take K = 7 so that
K(™) =0 and hence 7(\¥) = — L)), O

Lemma 4.5. Suppose L1, Lo, Ly C V are Lagrangian subspaces transverse to v. Then for
any permutation o € X3 we have
ag
Ly Ly — Lg(l) ~ LU(Q)
Ls Lo(3)
where = denotes > for o an even composition of transpositions, and < for o an odd compo-

sition of transpositions.

Proof. The case of 0 = (23) (resp. o = (12)) is part (i) (resp. (ii)) of Lemma 4.7. These

permutations generate. (]

One can interpret Lemma 4.7, and in turn Lemma 4.5, as saying the ternary relation >
provides a partial cyclic order on triples of Lagrangian subspaces.

Definition 4.6. We say an ordered list Lq,..., L, CV of Lagrangian planes is >-cyclically
ordered (resp. <-cyclically ordered) when they are pairwise transverse and satisfy
Liz >~ Lis (I‘eSp. Liz = Lis)
Ly, Ly,
whenever iy,i2,i93 € {1,...,m} are cyclically ordered in Z/m. We will also write
Li>Lo>---> Ly, (resp. L1 <Ly <---<Ly,).

We record the following useful assertions for future reference. The assertions and their
proofs hold in any partial cyclic order.

Lemma 4.7. The positivity relation satisfies the following properties.
(i) Suppose L1 < Lo and either T < Ly or Ly <T1. Then Ly < Ls.
v 14 v T

(i) Suppose L3 > Lo > Ly. Then Lo > Ly. If additionally L > Lo then L > L;.
L4 L4 L3 L3 L4

(i5i) If L_ > Ly and Ly > Lo, then L_ > L.
Lo Ly Lo

Proof. (i) By cyclic symmetry applied to L1 < Lo, we have Lo L< vand v L< Lq. Suppose 7 < L.
v 1 2 v

Then by cyclic symmetry, we have v L< 7 and hence by transitivity Lo L< 7. By transpositional
1 1
symmetry, we conclude Lo > L.
T

Similarly, suppose Ly < 7. Then by cyclic symmetry, we have 7 }j v and hence by transi-
v 2
tivity 7 L< L. By transpositional symmetry, we conclude Li < Lo.
2 T
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Laq

FIGURE 4.2. A cyclic ordering on a tuple (L1,...,L,) can be thought of as
an embedding into S' preserving the cyclic order of all triples.

(ii) For the first assertion, L3L>4L2 (resp. LQZLl) implies L32L4 (resp. L4§2L1) by
transpositional symmetry. Hence by transitivity we have Lg ;2 L1, and so by transpositional
symmetry Lo Z L.

For the second, suppose L satisfies LZ Lo. By the previous part, we have Lo Z—s L1, hence
L >- Ly by cyclic symmetry. By transpositional symmetry, we then have L -< Ls. By as-
sumptlon we have Lg L> Ly and hence by transpositional symmetry L3 —< Ly so by transitivity
L < L4. Finally, by transpositional symmetry, we obtain L > L.

Ly

(111) By cyclic symmetry, we have Ly E L, and hence by transitivity L_ z— L. U
2 2

4.1.3. Positive zones. It is useful to reformulate positivity more geometrically.

Definition 4.8. Let (V,w) be a symplectic vector space with polarization (7,v). Let A(V') be
the Lagrangian Grassmannian of V. Denote by C(7,v) C A(V) the subset consisting of those

Lagrangians L C V transverse to v and satisfying L > 7. We refer to C(7,v) as a positive
v

zone, and its closure, denoted by C(7,v), as a closed positive zone.

Remark 4.9. As justified by part (ii) of the following lemma, we will regard any single La-

grangian L € A(V) itself as a (degenerate) closed positive zone.

Lemma 4.10. The positive zone C(1,v) C Gr(V') satisfies the following properties.
(i) C(1,v) (resp. C(1,v)) is non-empty, open (resp. closed), and geodesically conver for

any homogenous metric on Gr(V'), hence contractible.

(ii) If T approaches v along a geodesic in A(V), then C(t,v) and C(1,v) limit to v itself.
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g Clg,»)

FIGURE 4.3. The positive zone of a polarization (7,v)

Proof. (i) is immediate from usual statements about quadratic forms. For (ii), we can put
everything into a standard position so that we are contracting positive definite quadratic

forms towards zero. O

Lemma 4.11. The following properties hold.

(i) Suppose Lo € C(Ly,v) and either Ly € C(1,v) or Ly € C(1,v). Then Ly € C(La,T).
(i) Suppose Ls € C(Lg, Ly), Ly € C(L1,Ls). Then Ly € C(L1,L3s) and C(Lg,Ls) C
C(Ly, Ly).
(iii) IfL_ € C(Ll,Lg) and L+ S C(LQ,Ll), then L_ € C(L+,L2).

Proof. This follows immediately from Lemma 4.7 by unwinding the definition. g

Lemma 4.12. Let L C A(V) be a non-empty set of Lagrangian planes each transverse to a
fized Lagrangian plane L C V. The set S(L,L) C A(V) of Lagrangian planes L_ C V such
that L C C(L_, L) is convex. If L is compact, then S(L, L) is non-empty, hence contractible.

Proof. The condition T' € C(L_, L) is equivalent to L_ € C(L,T), and thus
S(L,L)= () C(L,T).
TeLl

Fix a Lagrangian plane H C V transverse to L. Then we can identify Lagrangian planes
T C V transverse to L with quadratic forms Q7 on H, and specifically, the set of Lagrangian
planes C(L,T) C A(V) with the convex set of those quadratic forms @ on H satisfying
Q < Qr. Hence S(L, L) is an intersection of convex sets so itself convex.

Finally, when £ is compact, the set of quadratic forms @, for T' € L, is bounded, hence
we may choose a quadratic form @_ such that Q_ < Qp, for all T € L. Thus S(L,L) is
non-empty. O
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Lemma 4.13. Let W C V be a coisotropic subspace. For any polarization (1,v) of

V', the reduction map mw projects the positive zone C(1,v) C A(V) to the positive zone
C([r", [IV) C A(V]Y).

Proof. For any L € A(V) transverse to v, the pre-composition of the quadratic form
([L]W)([T]W’[”]W) with the reduction map 7 — [r]" is equal to the quadratic form L("*),

w

Since 7 — [7]" is surjective, the lemma follows. O

4.2. Positivity of polarizations.

4.2.1. Polarized Legendrians. Recall that a Legendrian embedding A € Z*M \ M is said
to be adapted to the block T*M if OpOA C OpOM and for each stratum P C Oy M we
have AN (Op P = TP x T*IF) = Ay x IF for a Legendrian Ay C 7*P. Recall also that
an adapted Legendrian A is called regular if w|p : A — M is an immersion with transverse
self-intersections, where 7 : *M — M is the cotangent projection.

A polarization of a Lagrangian submanifold L of a symplectic manifold (M,w) is a field
n C TM|, of Lagrangian planes transverse to L. A polarization of a Legendrian A in a contact
manifold (V,¢) is a Lagrangian field 7 C £|5 transverse to A (recall that £ has a well-defined

conformal symplectic structure; hence, it makes sense to talk about Lagrangian fields in &).

Definition 4.14. A polarization of a Legendrian A C J*M \ M is a field of Lagrangian
planes p C 7 * M| which projects to a polarization of the projection of A to S®M.

Note that p has to be tangent to the Liouville field Z.

In particular, the Lagrangian distribution vj; which projects to the Legendrian distribution
£y tangent to the spherical Legendrian fibration of S°° M, defines a canonical polarization of
any regular Legendrian in .7*M \ M. We will refer to this polarization as tautological.

The space of polarizations of a given Legendrian is contractible. Any given polarization of
a Legendrian admits a ribbon, whose tangent planes to fibers along the 0-section form the
given polarization. The space of germs of ribbons for a given polarization is contractible.

Hence the space of germs of ribbons for a given Legendrian is contractible.

Definition 4.15. A polarization u of a regular Legendrian L C .Z*M \ M is called positive
if £py € C(T'L, 1) at any point of L, where £,/ is the tautological polarization.

4.2.2. Positivity implies transversality of conormals.

Definition 4.16. Let (W, ) be a Wc-manifold. A polarization of W is a global field of
Lagrangian planes n C T'W.

Let T* M be the cotangent bundle of a compact manifold with corners, 7 = T'M the tangent
field along M and v = ker(dr) the vertical field, where 7 : T*M — M is the cotangent bundle

projection.
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Lemma 4.17. Let L C *M \ M be the Lagrangian cone over a regular Legendrian, and
n a polarization of T*M whose restriction to the 0-section M is positive with respect to the

polarization (1,v). Then 1 is transverse to the cone L on a sufficiently small neighborhood of

Mc M.
The statement is a corollary of the following linear algebra lemma.

Lemma 4.18. Let Q be a quadratic form and Lo = {q = Ap} C T*R™ the corresponding
linear Lagrangian. If Q) is positive or negative definite then for any co-oriented hyperplane
H C R" through the origin, its conormal THR"™ C T*R"™ is transverse to Lg. Conversely,
if Lg is transverse to conormal T R™ for all co-oriented hyperplanes H C R™ through the

origin, then Q) is positive or negative definite.
Proof. Indeed, the condition (p,q) € Lo N7* and (p, q) # 0 is equivalent to Q(p) = 0, O

Proof of Lemma 4.17. Indeed, the Liouville cone is the conormal of the immersed front pro-
jection of A, and hence we can apply Lemma 4.18 in a sufficiently small neighborhood of the
0-section. [l

(R

FIGURE 4.4. For a non positive-definite quadratic form such as n = 22 — 32,
the conormal Tj;R? of a smooth hypersurface H C R? will be tangent to 7
whenever T'H is tangent to the light-cone {z = y}.

4.3. Positive cotangent buildings.

4.3.1. Reductions. Let W be a cotangent building with blocks B; = J*M;,j € J. The
notions we introduce in this section will depend on sizes of blocks, so we deviate here from the
point of view of germs and take B; to be a fixed defining domain for 7*M;. Set B} = B; \ Mj,
for j € J. For each i € J, consider the line bundle Span(Z;) C T'B; generated by Z;, let



POSITIVE ARBOREALIZATION OF POLARIZED WEINSTEIN MANIFOLDS 67

¢ = Span(Z;)*/Span(Z;) — B{ denote the corresponding symplectic normal bundle, and
consider the natural reduction diagram

TB? < Span(Z;)* —= ¢

Given a linear subspace v C TB?, let [V]' = [V}SP‘G‘H(ZZ’)L C (; be the reduction along the

above correspondence

V] = p(i'(v)) = (v + Span(Z;)) N Span(Z;)*) /Span(Z;).
We will refer to [v]* as the i-reduction of v. More generally, given a multi-index I = (i1 <
-+ <) C J (which could be empty), consider the natural reduction diagram

T(BS N---N B2 ) <—Span(Zi,, ..., Zi,, )t —= ¢

¢r = Span(Z;,, .. ., ZiZ)J‘/Span(Zil, s L)
Given a linear subspace v C TB?, we refer to [v]! := [l/]sl[’an(zil’“"Zie)l =p(i~t(v)) C ¢ as
the I-reduction of v. If I = @, then [v]! = v.

4.3.2. Positivity. Let W = Uj Bj be a cotangent building. Since the sizes of the blocks B;
are fixed, we can assign a type to any point of Skel(W) = J; M ; as follows:

Definition 4.19. We say that a point a € M; is of type I = (i1 < -+ <'im), where i, < 1, if
a€B;N---NB;, and a ¢ Bj, for j ¢ I and j < i.

Note that we allow the type I to be empty. For any multi-index I = (i3 < -+ < iy,) C J
and integer s, where 1 < s < m, denote I(s) = (is < -+ < i) C I.

Definition 4.20. A cotangent building W = U§:1 Bj is positive if for any point a € Mj of
type I = (i1 < -+ <'ip), I # @ and any s < m the tuple of Lagrangian planes

[T M), (@), [, ()], i (a)] )

is <-cyclically ordered.

Definition 4.21. Let W be a cotangent building W with the notation as above. A Lagrangian
distribution n on W is called positive if it is transverse to all the O-sections M; and at any
point a € M; of type I (which could be empty), we have [v;(a)]! € C([TuM;]!, [n(a)]?).

4.3.3. Ezistence and uniqueness of positive distributions. Positive distributions exist and are
unique up to a contractible choice on any positive cotangent building. Before we prove this
we need two lemmas.

Lemma 4.22. Let B = J*M be a cotangent block and T any Lagrangian distribution ex-
tending TM. Let ¥ C J*M be a conormal of a co-oriented hypersurface H C M. For any
Lagrangian plane T € T,B, a € B\ M denote by T := [T]Span(z)L the reduction with respect
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FI1GURE 4.5. The positivity condition for the interaction of two blocks.

to the conormal of the Liouville field Z. Then the angle between T3 (a) and 7(a) converges to
0asa— M.

Proof. The statement is local so we can assume that M = R", H = {g, = 0}, a = 0 and
Y ={g, = 0,p; = 0,5 < n}. Moreover, it is sufficient to prove the lemma for a single
particular extension 7, and hence we can choose 7 = Span(Jy, , . .., 0g,). The Liouville field is
Z =", pi0p,;, hence Z|s. = pp0p, . Therefore Span(Z)*|s = Span(9y,, -, gy 1> 0pys - Op,,)s
TYNZ*|s = Span(9y,, .-, 0g,_1,0p,) and TN Z+|s = Span(9y,, ..., d,, ,) so in fact TS and

» ¥ qn—1
T are identical along 3. O

Lemma 4.23. Let By = J*M; be the base block of a positive cotangent building W and n a
distribution on Op My such that at any point a € M the triple T, M, v1(a),n(a) is cyclically
<-ordered. Then n is positive for W on Op M;.

Proof. Take any extension 7 of the distribution TM; to By = Z*M;. For any point a €
BlﬁMj of type I = (i1 =1<ig < -+ <ig),ix < j, the tuple

[TCLMj]I> [Vj(a)]lv s [Vl]l
is cyclically <-ordered. On the other hand, if the block Bj is sufficiently thin then the triple
[r(@)]", (@) [n(a))’
is also cyclically <-ordered. Hence Lemma 4.22 implies that
[Tan]17 [yl(a)]la [77(@)]1
is cyclically <-ordered as well. Therefore,

[T M), [ (@)l [l (@)
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is cyclically <-ordered, i.e. n is positive for W on Bj. U

Let us denote by Pos(W') the space of positive distributions on a positive cotangent build-
ing W= ; Bj.

Proposition 4.24. For any positive cotangent building W the space Pos(W') is non-empty
and (weakly) contractible.

Proof. We will show that Pos(W) # @ using the convexity of the space of positive definite
quadratic forms. The weak contractibility claim is a parametric version of the same argument.
We argue by induction on the number of blocks.

For W< = .7*M; a positive distribution from Pos(W) restricted to M; can be viewed as a
field of positive definite quadratic forms on the canonical polarization v;. Take any such field
n and its arbitrary extension to 7 *M;. According to Lemma 4.23 the distribution 7 satisfies
the positivity condition for W if the block Bj is chosen sufficiently thin.

Suppose that we have already constructed n on W, = Uj <m Bj and let us consider
the next block B,, = *M,,. Recall that M,, is a manifold with corners. Its corners are
enumerated by the types of points in their neighborhood, i.e. if b € O0pM,, then points
a € M, in a sufficiently small neighborhood of b have a fixed type I = (i1 < --- < i},), where
ix < m. The Liouville fields Z;; of blocks B;;,j = 1,...,k, are tangent to Mm and yield the
canonical splitting Op u,,b = Op o, Mm,, X T*. Consider the restriction of 7 to M, N Wem. It
is transverse to M, and can therefore be viewed as a field of quadratic forms on v,,. The

positivity condition means that:

(f) for any point a € M,, of type I, the quadratic form n(a) is positive definite on the
subspace of vy, (a) dual to Span(Z;, (a), ..., Z;, (a)).

Recall that the notion of type depends on the thickness of the blocks Bi,..., Bm,—1. Let
us take slightly thinner blocks B, € B; and choose a Lagrangian field along M,, that

(i) coincides on M,, N (Wém = Ut Bg) with the restriction of 7 from W, .

(ii) is given by a field of positive definite quadratic forms on vy,.

Note in particular that (ii) implies that condition (}) holds on W, N M,,. Then choosing
any extension to Op Mm, and choosing the block B, sufficiently thin, we get the required

positive distribution on W<,,. O

4.4. Positive cotangent buildings and positive arboreals. We prove in this section that
the skeleton of a positive cotangent building is generically a positive arboreal, where through-
out this section generically means after a C°°-small perturbation of the building structure.
This corresponds to a C*°-small perturbation of the underlying Weinstein structure. Con-
versely, if a cotangent building has a positive arboreal skeleton, we show the building structure
can be adjusted to be made positive without changing the skeleton.



70 DANIEL A’L\/AREZ—GAVELA7 YAKOV ELIASHBERG, AND DAVID NADLER
4.4.1. From positive buildings to positive arboreals. The key definition is the following:

Definition 4.25. Given an arboreal Lagrangian L in a symplectic manifold X, a Lagrangian
distribution 7 along L is called positive with respect to L if the following condition is satisfied.
Take any singular point a € L. Let T" be the tangent space to the root Lagrangian at a, and
T’ a tangent plane to any other smooth piece adjacent to a. Then T" € C(T,n(a)).

We will later have use for the following reduced variant:

Definition 4.26. Let L. C X be a positive arboreal Lagrangian and Z a non-zero Liouville
vector field tangent to L. A Lagrangian distribution p along L is called reduced positive with
respect to (L, Z) if for any singular point a € L the following condition is satisfied. Let T" be
the tangent space to the root Lagrangian at a, and T” a tangent plane to any other smooth
piece adjacent to a. Then [T']¢ € C([T]¢, [n(a)]¢), where ¢ = Span(Z)~+~.

Lemma 4.27. Let W be a W-complex By, — --- — By and denote by v; the polarization of
the block Bj, j =0,... k.

(i) If the skeleton Skel(W) is arboreal, then for each point a € éj NM;, 0<j<i<k,
the Lagrangian distribution [v;]7 is transverse to [T M;)7. Conversely, if for each point
a € éj NM;, 0<j<i<k, the Lagrangian distribution [v;)? is transverse to [T M;}’
then Skel(W) is generically arboreal.

(i) If the skeleton Skel(W) is positive arboreal, then for each point a € éj NM; My, 0 <
j < i< <k, the triple [T,Mo|N, [T.M;]N, [v;], where N := Span(T,M;, T, M),
is <-cyclically ordered. Conversely, if for each point a € éj NM;,NMy, 0<j5<
i <l <k, the triple [T,Mg|N, [T, MV, [v;]V is <-cyclically ordered, then Skel(W) is

generically positive arboreal.

Proof. The top block By is attached to By_1 along a ribbon of a smooth Legendrian, and the
transversality condition implies that the front projection to My _1 is an immersion. Generically
it has transverse self-intersections, and hence Skel(Ws;_1) is arboreal in the case (i) and
positive arboreal in the case (ii). Continuing by induction we will assume that Skel(W- ;)
is arboreal. Then the skeleton of the attaching hypersurface V; of W ; to B; is arboreal as
well. By the axiom on transverse Liouville cones in the definition of arboreal singularities, the
transversality condition then implies that generically Skel(W>;) is arboreal. In the case (ii)
the skeleton is positive arboreal, as can be seen directly from inspection of the normal forms
given in [AGEN20a]. The converse direction is straightforward. O

Corollary 4.28. The skeleton of a positive cotangent building is generically a positive arbo-

real.
4.4.2. More on polarizations. We will need the following lemma from linear algebra.

Lemma 4.29. Let 7,v denote 0-section and the cotangent fiber in T*R™. Given a collection

of hyperplanes I1 = {I1;,...,IIy} C R™ denote by v1,...,v; their Lagrangian conormals, and
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set Pj := Span(t,v;). Denote by P(II) the space of Lagrangian planes n transverse to T such
that the triples of lines ([t]¥3, [n)F3, [v]F7) are <-cyclically ordered for all j = 1,...,k. Denote
by P+ the subspace of P(Il) consisting of those Lagrangian planes such that the triple (1,v,n)
is <-cyclically ordered. Then P(II) and Py C P(II) are non-empty conver subsets of the

affine space of Lagrangian planes transverse to 7.

Proof. Any Lagrangian plane transverse to 7 can be viewed as a quadratic form on v. The
subspace P, consists of positive definite quadratic forms, while P(II) consists of quadratic
forms which take positive values on the covectors A; € v = 7% which define the hyperplanes

IT;, 5 = 1,..., k. Both spaces are non-empty and convex. O

Below in this section we view polarizations of a Lagrangian as transverse Lagrangian fo-
liations on its neighborhood. Similarly, we assume that polarizations of a Legendrian A are
extended to its ribbon, i.e. a given embedding of 7 *A as a Weinstein hypersurface.

Lemma 4.30. Let us fix a reference polarization v of a Lagrangian Ly C (X,w). Then the
space Pol(Lg) of all polarizations on Lo can be viewed as the space of germs along Lo of
symplectomorphisms T* Loy — T* Ly which fix Ly, or alternatively as the space of germs along
Lo of functions on T Lo which vanish on Lg together with their differential.

Proof. For any polarization n € Pol(Lg) there exists a unique symplectomorphism of 7% Ly
which fixes Ly and which sends v onto 7 as foliations. Each function on H on T* Ly vanishing
on Ly together with its differential generates a symplectomorphism fixing Ly as the time 1
map of its Hamiltonian flow. Conversely, each symplectomorphism germ ¢ fixing L defines
the required function H by the conditions ¢*pdq = pdq + dH, H|r, = 0. O

Let L = C(A) U Ly be an arboreal Lagrangian, where A C 0,,71* Ly is an arboreal Leg-
endrian. A polarization n is called positive for L if for any point A € L N W and any
Lagrangian plane T € T)(T*Ly) tangent to one of smooth pieces of L different from L the
triple ([TxLo]™, [T]V, [n(A)]Y) is <-cyclically ordered, where N = Span(T)\Lo,T). Such a

polarization is automatically transverse to L on Op Ly (comp. Lemma 4.17).

Lemma 4.31. Let L = C(A) U Ly be an arboreal Lagrangian, where A C O0xcT* Lo is an
arboreal Legendrian and 1 a positive polarization of Lo. Denote by Pol(L,n) the space of
polarizations p of Lo for which the corresponding Liouville field is tangent to the cone C(A)
and the triple (TxL,pu(X),n(N)) is <-cyclically ordered for any A € Lo. Then Pol(L,n) is
non-empty and convex.

Proof. Viewing p € Pol(L,n) as a function on T*Lg the condition p € Pol(L,n) means that u
vanishes on L and that the quadratic part of n — i along L is positive definite on cotangent
fibers. Hence, the convexity claim for Pol(L,n) is straightforward. Let us show that the space
Pol(L,n) is non-empty. Take any polarization 1’ such that the triple (ThLo,v(Xo),n'(N)) is
<-cyclically ordered for all A € Ly. In particular, ¢’ is transverse to L on Op L.
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The tangent cone to m at a point A € Lg is the union of Lagrangian conormals v; ) to a
collection T » of transverse hyperplanes II; x C T)\Lo, j = 1,...,k. Using Lemma 4.29 we can
find a homotopy 7; connecting 19 = 1 and 171 = 1’ such that the triple ([Ty]Vi, [v]Vix, [ Nir)
is <-cyclically ordered for all 0 < ¢ < 1. Here we denoted N; y := Span(T)\Lo, ;).

In particular, 7, is transverse to the germ of L along Lg for all ¢ € [0,1]. There exists a
Hamiltonian isotopy v defined on Op Lo such that |1, = Lo and ¥(n:) = n, t € [0,1].
Denote L' := 1/;(L). Using a parametric version of the stability theorem which keeps track of
polarizations (this is Corollary 3.14 in [AGEN20a]) we can construct for each point A € L a
Hamiltonian isotopy ¢ x on Op A such that

(i) deAlLonopa = 1d;
(i) ¢e(nlopar) = nlopa;
(iii) gz A (LN OpA) =LNOp A
Then the polarization gy := ¢1,x 0 ¥1 (i) belongs to the space Pol(L N Op A, njop ). In view
of compactness of Lo we can cover Lg by finitely many balls U;, j = 1,..., N, centered at the
points A; such that py; € Pol(LNUj,n[y;). Given a partition of unity 211\7 6; = 1 subordinate
to the covering, we define the required element of Pol(L, n) by the formula p = Ziv Ojpn,- O

4.4.3. From positive arboreals to positive buildings.

Proposition 4.32. If the skeleton of a cotangent building is positive arboreal, then the cotan-
gent building structure can be deformed to be positive without changing the skeleton. Similarly,
if n is a Lagrangian distribution which is positive for the skeleton, then it can be made positive

for the building without changing the skeleton.

Proof. We argue by induction on blocks beginning with the bottom block B;. For a cotangent
building consisting of a single block By = J*M; the positivity condition is vacuous and
to make n positive we just need to choose the polarization v, so that along M; we have
v1 € C(TMy,n).

Suppose we have already constructed a positive building structure on W.; = (J, - ; Bi such
that n|w_, is positive. Let L = Skel(W) and denote L; := L N (B; = T*M;). Suppose the
block Bj intersects with blocks Bj,,...,Bj, , 1 < ji < --- <, < j, and let P; be the face
of M; such that Bj is attached to Bj, along a ribbon V; = 7*P; C By, \ Mj,. The arboreal
Lagrangian L; intersects the ribbon V; along an arboreal Legendrian A; containing F;. Denote
by p; the polarization of P; induced by the polarization v; of M; and by 7, the polarization
obtained by reducing the polarization v, of Bj, with respect to the symplectic conormal of
the Liouville field Zj,.

Arguing by induction beginning with i = m, we first use Lemma 4.31 to deform u,, to a po-
larization p,, of P, such that its Liouville field is tangent to A; and the triple (T'Pp,, tl,,, 7j,, )
is <-cyclically ordered. We extend p;, to B; as a polarization such that its Liouville field is
tangent to L;, which we will still denote by v;, forgetting the previous polarization of Mj;.
Note that on Op Pp, N Pr,—1 the reduced triple ([T'Pr,—1]%™, [ttm—1]%m, [v;,, ,]%m) is <-ordered,



POSITIVE ARBOREALIZATION OF POLARIZED WEINSTEIN MANIFOLDS 73

thanks to the positivity of the building W;. Applying Lemma 4.31 again, we can deform
the polarization fi,—1 to a polarization p, ; whose Liouville field is tangent to A;_1, which
coincides with 7; := [Vj}Cim—l on a neighborhood U D P, N P,,_1, and such that the triple
(TPy—1, 4,1, Vj,,_,) is <-cyclically ordered outside U. The extension claim follows from
convexity: one first constructs u,, ; satisfying the positivity condition in the complement of
a neighborhood U’ @ U. Then, using a cut-off function € equal to 1 on U’ and 0 outside
U, one redefines pi,,—1 as (1 —0)ul, | + 60v;. Again we extend to a polarization of B; such
that its Liouville field is tangent to L; and we still call the new polarization v;. Continuing
this process, we obtain a polarization v; on B; making the building W<; positive. Finally, to
ensure that 7 is positive along M; we can further deform v; via a homotopy fixed on W.;NB;
by final application of Lemma 4.31. O

5. RIDGIFICATION OF LAGRANGIANS

In this section we recall the ridgification theorem, as well as its formal analogue, and
describe the canonical We-structure in the neighborhood of a ridgy Lagrangian.

5.1. Geomorphology of Lagrangian ridges.

5.1.1. Ridgy Lagrangians. As a stepping stone towards arboreal skeleta it will be useful to
consider a class of singular Lagrangian and Legendrian submanifolds, called ridgy, which
were introduced in [AGEN19]. Let us recall their definition. In the standard symplectic
(R2,dx A dy) consider the subset R = Ry 9 = {zy = 0,2 > 0,y > 0}.

Definition 5.1. The model ridge Ry, ,, C R?" of order k is the product Ry = RE x Rk
(T*R)* x T*R"* = T*R™,

Ezample 5.2. The order n model ridge R,,,, C T*R" is the union to all the inner conormals
of the faces of a quadrant in R™, hence is the union of the 2" linear Lagrangians {p; = g =
0,q;,pr >0,j€l, k¢I}, where I C {1,...,n}.

Definition 5.3. An n-dimensional ridgy Lagrangian in a symplectic manifold (X,w) is a
closed subset L C X which is covered by open neighbohoods U; such that each (U;, U; N L) is
symplectomorphic to some (B, BN Ry,), 0 < k < n.

A ridgy Lagrangian L admits a natural stratification according to the order of ridges, so that
the top dimensional stratum is the smooth part of the ridgy Lagrangian. Any ridgy Lagrangian
can be viewed as the limit as € — 0 of a family of smooth Lagrangians L(¢) homeomorphic to
L = L(0); they are obtained by using the model R(¢) = {zy =€,z > 0,y > 0} instead of R.

Definition 5.4. Given a contact manifold (Y,¢), a ridgy Legendrian A C ¢ is defined as a
ridgy Lagrangian in a Weinstein hypersurface ¥ C Y.

Note that Ry, C R?" is invariant with respect to the radial contracting vector field Z, =
Z?Zl qj0/8q; —pj0/0p;. Hence its link ORy, , := Ry, N S*" ! in the standard contact sphere
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FicURE 5.1. A 2-dimensional ridgy Lagrangian has order 1 ridges along a
union of separating curves, which intersect in order 2 ridges along a discrete
set of points.

is an (n — 1)-dimensional ridgy Legendrian. Similarly, Ry, ,, C R%* x T*R"™ ¥ is invariant with
respect to the contracting field Z; — Z;‘:—f p;0/0pj, where Z;‘:—f p;0/0p; is the canonical
Liouville field for the factor T*R"*,

2
7
Grrr1

FIGURE 5.2. The 2-fold model ridge R? = R x R C T*R x T*R is symplecto-
morphic to the union in T*R? of the first quadrant in R?, the inner conormals
to the positive x and y axes and the quarter-conormal to the origin lying in
the first quadrant.

5.1.2. The formal ridgification theorem. First, we recall from [AGEN19] the notion of a tec-
tonic field, which is the formal (i.e. non-integrable) analogue of a ridgy Lagrangian. Let M
be a manifold with corners and B = 7*M the corresponding cotangent block. Recall that
a Lagrangian plane field 1 along M which is transverse to the vertical distribution v can be
viewed as a field of quadratic forms on T'M. To simplify the notation we will use the same
symbol to denote the Lagrangian distribution and the corresponding field of quadratic forms.

By a dividing hypersurface N C M we mean a properly embedded, co-oriented codimen-
sion 1 submanifold with corners such that (N,0N) C (M,0M) is homologically trivial. A
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collection of dividing hypersurfaces {IV;}; is said to be in in general position if each N; is
transverse to the intersection N;; N --- N N;, of any subset of the other hypersurfaces.

Given a collection of dividing hypersurfaces Ny, ..., Ny C M in general position, a tectonic
field X with faults along {N;}; is a collection of smooth graphical Lagrangian plane fields
{0} defined over the closures Q of the connected components @ of M\ U?:l Nj, such that
for every j = 1,...,k there exists a field /; of of non-vanishing 1-forms along N; for which

the following conditions are satisfied:

(i) For each component P of N; \ [J,; IV; adjacent to components Q4 of M\ J; N; we
have that the difference Ao, — Ag_ is the rank 1 quadratic form 7; = 2, where the
co-orientation of IN; points into Q4 ;

(ii) Along each intersection Nj N --- N Nj, the hyperplane fields 7;, = ker(n;,), s =

1,...,m, are transverse to all possible intersections of the 7;_, r # s.

A tectonic field 7 is called e-small if it deviates from T'M by an angle < e, where a fixed
but arbitrary Riemannian metric is understood. A tectonic field X is called collared if for
each k-face F' of M the tectonic field A splits as a product of a tectonic field on F' and the
trivial (tangent) field in the collar directions. In terms of quadratic forms, this means that
the quadratic form is the sum of a quadratic form on T'F and the zero form in the collar
directions. In particular this gives the notion of a smooth Lagrangian plane field which is
collared with respect to a corner structure. We can now state the formal version of the

ridgification theorem.

Theorem 5.5 ([AGEN19]). Let M be a manifold with corners and n any Lagrangian plane
field in T*M. Then there exists a tectonic field \ transverse to 7.

Remark 5.6. The formal transversalization theorem holds in several variants, which will be

needed for our applications below,.

(i) C%-control: for any fixed ¢ > 0 we may demand that X is e-small.

(ii) Relative form: if for a compact set A C M we are already given an e-small tectonic
field Ay over Op A transverse to 1, then A can be chosen equal to A\g over Op A. In
this case the C%-control means that A — A\¢ can be made e-small.

(iii) There is also an extension formulation as follows: if K, Ko C M are disjoint compact
subsets and ( is any tectonic field, then we may find a A satisfying the conclusion of
the theorem on Op(K7) and such that A = ¢ on Op(K3). In this case the C%-control
means that A\ — ¢ can be made e-small.

(iv) The relative and extension forms can be combined if we assume that Ao = ¢ on
Op(AN Ky).

(v) Collared version: if we assume that in the neighborhood F' x ZF of a k-face F' the
Lagrangian field p splits as the product of up C T*F and the cotangent (vertical)
distribution on T*Z*, then X can be taken to be collared. The collared version holds

with C%-control and with the relative and extension forms.
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A tectonic field is called aligned if for each fault N; we have ker(n;) = T'N;, where 7; is the
rank 1 form giving the discontinuity of the tectonic field along N;. Given a Lagrangian plane
field n in 7* M it is in general not possible to find an aligned tectonic field which is transverse
to n, but it is possible to find an aligned tectonic field which is transverse to a Lagrangian

field homotopic to 1. More precisely, we have:

Theorem 5.7 ([AGEN19]). Let M be a manifold with corners and n any Lagrangian field
in I*M. Then there exists an aligned tectonic field A transverse to a Lagrangian field

homotopic to 7.

Remark 5.8. The aligned formal transversalization theorem holds in several variants, which

will be needed for our applications below,.

(i) C%-control: for any fixed € > 0 we may demand that ) is e-small.

(ii) Relative form: if for a compact set A C M we are already given an e-small aligned
tectonic field Ag over Op A transverse to 77, then A can be chosen equal to Ay over
Op A. Moreover we may assume that the homotopy between 77 and 7 is constant on
Op(A). In this case the C%-control means that A — \g can be made e-small.

(iii) There is also an extension formulation as follows: if K, Ko C M are disjoint compact
subsets and (¢ is any aligned tectonic field, then we may find a A satisfying the
conclusion of the theorem on Op(K;) and such that A\ = ¢ on Op(K3). In this case
the C%-control means that A\ — ¢ can be made e-small.

(iv) The relative and extension forms can be combined if we assume that Ay = ¢ on
Op(AN Ky).

(v) Collared version: if we assume that in the neighborhood F' x ZF of a k-face F' the
Lagrangian field p splits as the product of up C T*F and the cotangent (vertical)
distribution on 7*Z*, then A can be taken to be collared and we may moreover assume
the homotopy between 7 and n to be through collared distributions. The collared
version holds with C?-control and with the relative and extension forms.

5.1.3. The ridgification theorem. Given a tectonic field X in Z*M, a ridgy Lagrangian L C
T*M is called d-close to A if for any point a € L and any tangent plane T to L at a there
exists a non-fault point b € M, d-close to a such that the angle between \(b) and the plane T’
parallel transported to b along a geodesic is < §. As before, a fixed but otherwise arbitrary
Riemannian metric on M is understood.

A ridgy Lagrangian in L C .7*M is called collared if for each collar Q x ZF C M, where
Q is a k-face, we have L N T*(Q x ZF) = Lg x TF for Lo C T*Q a ridgy Lagrangian and
Tk c T*I* the zero section.

Remark 5.9. If L € J*M is a collared ridgy Lagrangian, then it is adapted for the We-
structure of .7 *M inherited from the collar structure of M.

The ridgy Lagrangians we will consider are of a special type: they are all obtained from
the zero section M C J*M by means of a ridgy isotopy, which is defined as follows.
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(i) Let Ny,..., N, C M be co-oriented separating hypersurfaces defined by equations
¢; = 0 for some C*°-functions ¢; : M — R without critical points on N;. We assume
that the N; are co-oriented by the outward transversals to the domains {¢; < 0}.
Denote ¢j = max(¢;,0) and choose a cut-off function 6; which is equal to 1 on N;
and to 0 outside a neighborhood of N;. Define a function ® : M — R (which is C!
and piecewise C'°) by the formula

P = Em:ej (¢j)2.
j=1

An earthquake isotopy with faults N; is defined as a family of Lagrangians L, C .7 *M
given by the homotopy of generating functions t®, i.e. Ly = {p = td®}, t > 0.
(i1) A ridgy isotopy is an earthquake isotopy followed by an ambient Hamiltonian isotopy.

N

FIGURE 5.3. An earthquake isotopy.

Note that Ly = M and the earthquake isotopy can be realized by an ambient Hamilton-
ian homotopy beginning from any ¢t > 0. We can now state the integrable version of the
ridgification theorem.

Theorem 5.10 ([AGEN19]). For any Lagrangian field n in T *M there exists a ridgy isotopy
of M to a ridgy Lagrangian L which is transverse to 7.

Remark 5.11. The ridgification theorem also holds in several variants:

(i) C%control: we may assume that the ridgy isotopy is C°-close to the identity.
(ii) Relative form: if 5 is transverse to M on Op A for A C M a closed subset, then we
may assume that the ridgy isotopy is constant on Op A.
(iii) Collared version: if we assume that in the neighborhood F' x ¥ of a k-face F' the
Lagrangian field p splits as the product of up C T*F and the cotangent (vertical)
distribution on T*Z*, then we may demand that the ridgy isotopy is collared.

The proof of Theorem 5.10 is given in [AGEN19]. The argument is roughly the following;:
first one constructs an aligned tectonic field A transverse to n using Theorem 5.7. Then
one integrates A to a ridgy Lagrangian which is transverse to 7 along its ridge locus using
the refined holonomic approximation [AG18a]. In the complement of the ridge locus there

is no homotopical obstruction to removing the tangencies so one can achieve transversality
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using the wrinkling theorem for Lagrangian submanifolds [AG18b]. Finally, one exchanges
the wrinkles for order 1 ridges to complete the proof.

For our applications in the present article it will be useful to first inductively apply the
holonomic approximation step in extension form and only wrinkle at the end, so we quote
here Lemma 4.8 from [AGEN19] which we will use below.

Lemma 5.12 ([AGEN19]). Let A C T*L be a ridgy Lagrangian, R C A its ridge locus and 7y
a Lagrangian field. Suppose that v is homotopic to a Lagrangian field 5 which is transverse
to A. Then there exists a Hamiltonian isotopy Ay of A and a Lagrangian field v such that:
(i) A1 hy on Op(R).
(ii) Ax 75 everywhere.
(iii) 7 is homotopic to v by a homotopy fized on Op(R).

Remark 5.13. We have the following variants:

(i) Relative version: if A C A is a closed subset and the homotopy between v and 7 is
fixed on Op(A), then the Hamiltonian isotopy and the homotopy between 7 and -~y
can both be chosen to be fixed on Op(A).

(ii) Extension form: if K, Ko C L are closed subsets we may find A; and 7 such that
the conclusions of the lemma are satisfied on Op(K), the ridgy isotopy is constant
on Op(K3) and the homotopy between 7 and « is constant on Op(K3). Furthermore,
we can combine this extension version with the relative version.

(iii) Collared version: if we assume that in the neighborhood F' x Z¥ of a k-face F' the
Lagrangian field v splits as the product of yp C T*F and the cotangent (vertical)
distribution on T*Z* and we moreover assume the homotopy between v and 7 is
through such distributions, then we may assume that A; is collared and the homotopy

between 4 and -y is collared.

We also record for future reference the intermediate step in which one integrates an aligned

tectonic field, before applying holonomic approximation.

Lemma 5.14 ([AGEN19]). Let v be a Lagrangian field on T*L and let A be an aligned tectonic
field on L which is transverse to a Lagrangian field homotopic to vv. Then there exists a ridgy
isotopy Ly such that Ly is transverse to a Lagrangian field homotopic to v on a neighborhood

of its ridge locus.
As before, this holds in C%-small, relative, extension and collared versions.
5.2. We-structures for ridgy Lagrangians.

5.2.1. We-building structure associated with a ridgy Lagrangian. Next we discuss a Dar-
boux/Weinstein type theorem for the symplectic structure in the neighborhood of a ridgy
Lagrangian. Denote by Lj the locus of k-dimensional locus of (n — k)-fold ridges in L. This

stratifies L as a union of smooth, relatively open submanifolds L = Lo U - - U Ly,.
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Given a manifold with corners M we denote by M%7 the manifold with corners obtained
from M by truncating all corners of dimension < j. Thus, each i-face P from 0; M for i < j
yields a 1-face P4 := P24 x AJ=F € 9, M7, where we denote by A,_; an open (j — i)-
dimensional simplex. Denote by %?* the germ of the standard symplectic R?* at the origin.

Lemma 5.15. Let L be a ridgy Lagrangian in a symplectic manifold (X,w) such that for each
k > 1 the symplectic normal bundle to the order k ridge locus is trivial. Then a neighborhood
of L admits a structure of a We-building W = (Up — --- — U,,), where

Uj =) 7@ x %
Q
and the union is taken over all components Q of L;, such that the following properties hold:
(i) The inclusion of W into X is a symplectic embedding.
(ii) The skeleton of W is L.

(iii) The Weinstein structure underlying W is Weinstein homotopic to the cotangent bun-
dle structure T*L(g) for a smoothing L(¢) of L.

F1GURE 5.4. The Wec-building structure in the neighborhood of a ridgy Lagrangian

Remark 5.16. The hypothesis on the symplectic normal bundles is included only for the sake
of simplicity. It is obviously satisfied by the ridgy Lagrangians produced by the ridgification
theorem and these are the only ridgy Lagrangians we care about for our applications. In gen-
eral one should replace .7*Q%7~1 x %% by the appropriate symplectic bundle over Z7*Q*7~1
and the result is proved in the same way. Note that in either case the Wc-building structure
is mot a cotangent building.

Proof. Recall that Lj denotes the locus of k-dimensional locus of (n — k)-fold ridges in L.
Denote by Uy the union of so small closed disjoint balls B; centered at the points of Ly
that L N Bj is invariant with respect to the radial contracting vector field inherited from the

local model. Denote Lj>0 = L; \ Up. Choose a small (in a similar sense) closed tubular
neighborhood U; of f1>0. Set Lj>1 = Lj>0 \ U for j > 1.
Continuing this process we define U; D f]?g_l for j = 0,1,...,n. Note that f;]_l is a

manifold with corners of dimension j. Note also that U; can be presented as a symplectic
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fibration 7 : U; — 3*fj>j_1. The restriction ;|1 contains a subfibration L N U; — f;:_l
with the fiber R, j,_j = R"7j. '7

The structural group of the fibration 7; reduces to the discrete group of symmetries of the
model ridge R"/. These symmetries commute with the action of the radial contracting field
Zj, and hence U; admits a global contracting field Z; ~! which restricts to the radial field Zj
on fibers over fg_l and which vanishes along f;_l. This makes (Uj, Zj>j ~1) a We-manifold.

The required We-structure on Op L can now be constructed by successive vertical gluing.
Starting with (Up, Zo) we vertically attach (U3, Z7°) using a We-hypersurface Uy, namely the
ribbon of 0,,UpN L, and the similar hypersurface in 9U; which plays the role of the nucleus of
one of the boundaries of QU;. Continuing this process we obtained the required We-structure.

Properties (i) and (ii) are immediate from the construction and for (iii) the homotopy
between the constructed We-structure and 7 *L(e) can be obtained by repeating the whole
construction for the smoothed L(e) with the stratification inherited from the order of ridges
in L. Finally the description of the U; given in the statement of the lemma follows from the
usual Darboux/Weinstein theorem for isotropic submanifolds with trivial symplectic normal
bundles. O

5.2.2. Ridgy Lagrangians in We-buildings. Let W = Uj Bj be a cotangent building, with v;
the vertical distribution for B;. Given a Liouville cone L over an adapted Legendrian in
W\ Skel(W) we say that L is reduced transverse to all v; defined near its corners if for each
tangent plane T to LN B;,; N---N B;, at a point a € By, N---N B;,, the reduction [T]% C (;

is transverse to the reductions [v;,]%, where I = (i; < --- < iy,).

Proposition 5.17. Let W be a symplectic manifold and W C W a symplectic embedding of
a positive cotangent building. Let L C W \ Skel(W) be a Lagrangian with corners such that
LNW is a Liouville cone over an adapted Legendrian in W \ Skel(W). Let v_y be a positive
distribution which is extended to W. Then there exists a CO-small ridgy isotopy which keeps
LNW adapted and deforms L to a ridgy Lagrangian L which is transverse to v_1 and reduced
transverse to all the corresponding distributions v; defined near its corners.

Proof. Consider L as the 0-section of a block .7 *L. Let P; be a face of L which is a Legendrian
in one of the blocks Bj. The distribution v, is adapted for this block structure and is
invariant (and tangent) to the contracting field Zp, adapted to this block. We apply the
collared version of the formal ridgification theorem 5.5 to deform the horizontal distribution on
Op(Py) = Py xT to an e-small collared tectonic field o} in 7*Px .7 *Z, achieving transversality
to the product of [14]¢ and the vertical distribution on T*Z. Note in particular that o} is
reduced transverse to vy, i.e. [0]]S is transverse to [1]¢'. Furthermore, by the extension form
of the formal transversalization theorem we may assume that o} = 0 outside of a neighborhood
of P in L.

Note that according to Lemma 4.17, for any other index j we have that [01]% is transverse

to [v;]%, or in other words, that o7 is reduced transverse to v;. Using the extension form of
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the formal ridgification theorem 5.5 we can further inductively deform the tectonic field o
into o9, ...,0%, which is e-small, collared and reduced transverse to v;_1,...,1 and finally
construct an e-small collared tectonic field o which is in addition is transverse to v_j.

To conclude the proof we want to apply the ridgification theorem to integrate the tectonic
field o. It will be easier to work one boundary face of L at a time. We first note that by

9.5

the same argument as before we can inductively use Theorem 5.7 instead of Theorem
to replace o with an e-small, collared, aligned tectonic field &, which is no longer reduced
transverse to the v; or transverse to v_; but has the property that there exists a family of
symplectic bundle isomorphisms ®; : T(T*L) — T(T*L) such that & is reduced transverse to
each ®1(v;) and transverse to ®;(v_1). Then we integrate o to a ridgy Lagrangian L using
Lemma 5.14 which still has the property that it is reduced transverse to each ®;(v;) and
transverse to ®1(v_1).

Now, starting with P;, we may use Lemma 5.12 to first deform L along its ridge locus in
a neighborhood of P; so that it becomes reduced transverse to v in a neighborhood of the
ridge locus. The deformation is achieved by a Hamiltonian isotopy which is C%-close to the
identity. Moreover, by the collared version of that lemma we may assume that the resulting
ridgy Lagrangian, which now and it what follows we abuse notation and still denote by E, is
still collared.

As before, Lemma 4.17 assures us that L is reduced transverse to v;j near the boundary
of the next face P» in a neighborhood of its ridge locus, and our previous application of
Lemma 5.12 guaranteed that the homotopical condition necessary to keep applying holonomic
approximation is still satisfied, even in its collared form. Therefore we can use Lemma 5.12
once more to deform L along its ridge locus in a neighborhood of P» so that it becomes reduced
transverse to v; in a neighborhood of its ridge locus and we can continue the process until we
have achieved reduced transversality to vg_1,--- , v along the ridge locus in a neighborhood
of the boundary for a collared L. The deformation is still C-small. Moreover, again by
Lemma 4.17 we have that L is transverse to v_1 near its boundary, and v_; is homotopic to
a Lagrangian field transverse to L by a homotopy fixed near the boundary.

At this point we have a ridgy Lagrangian L C T*L which is reduced transverse to the
v; and which is collared with respect to the cotangent bundle structure T* L. However, the
intersection of L with W is no longer a Liouville cone over an adapted Legendrian, so we need
to fix this. Since all the above steps can be performed by C-small perturbations, recall that
we may assume that Lis in an e-neighborhood of the zero section in T*L. Therefore, by a
straightforward cutoff at the level of generating functions one may interpolate between our
old L and a new L whose intersection with W is a cone over an adapted Legendrian, while
maintaining the reduced transversality to the v;_q,...,v,. Moreover, the new L still has the
property that it is transverse to a Lagrangian field homotopic to v_1, with the homotopy fixed

in a neighborhood of its boundary.
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By the same argument as before, we may use Lemma 5.12 to further deform L to obtain a
ridgy Lagrangian which is collared, reduced transverse to v;_1,...,1 and transverse to v_;
on a neighborhood of the ridge locus, and such that v_; is homotopic to a Lagrangian field
transverse to L via a homotopy fixed in a neighborhood of the boundary of L and fixed in a
neighborhood of its ridge locus. Hence we may apply the wrinkling theorem [AG18b] in its
relative form to further deform L relative to its boundary and ridge locus to achieve transver-
sality to v_y everywhere by the introduction of wrinkles, which can easily be exchanged for
order 1 ridges, see for example Corollary 4.13 of [AGEN20a], or Figure 5.5 below. O

FIGURE 5.5. The wrinkling theorem allows us to achieve transversality by the
introduction of cuspidal singularities, but these can be easily replaced by order
1 ridges by simply replacing the unique local models.

6. ARBOREALIZATION OF SKELETA

In this final section we complete the proof of our main result: a Weinstein manifold admit-
ting a polarization can be deformed to have a positive arboreal skeleton.

6.1. Immersions into arboreals. In this section we will present an inductive scheme to
arborealize a ridgy Lagrangian. The most direct way of doing so produces an arboreal La-
grangian with boundary, i.e. whose boundary is itself arboreal. However, we can do slightly
better by inductively capping off the new boundary components that arise so that the end re-
sult is an arboreal Lagrangian with smooth boundary. We therefore begin with a preliminary

discussion which describes the capping process.
6.1.1. Capping arboreal Legendrians.

Lemma 6.1. Let M be a smooth manifold, possibly with boundary and corners, and A C
(T*M\ M)n T*M an arboreal Legendrian with smooth boundary OA. Suppose that A is
positive and that it is also positive with respect to the vertical polarization v of T*M. Let
A O A be an arboreal space without boundary such that A \ A is a manifold. Suppose that
there exists an immersion h: A \A — J\OI, transverse to w(A), extending the co-oriented front
projection ™ : Op A — M. Let HC I*M \ M be the Legendrian positive conormal lift of
the itmmersion h. Then the closed arboreal Legendrian A:=AUHC T*M \ M is positive

arboreal and is positive with respect to v.
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Proof. Indeed, we just added to A a smooth Legendrian transverse to v. O

Remark 6.2. To be more precise, we should say that there exists a Legendrian lift H C
T*M \ M of h such that the conclusion of the lemma holds, or equivalently we could work
in the idealized boundary S*M from the onset, where the lift H is unique.

6.1.2. Genuine transversality. Let n be a Lagrangian distribution in a symplectic manifold
W. We introduce a notion of transversality for piecewise smooth Lagrangians which can be

intuitively thought of as “transversality even after smoothing”.

Definition 6.3. A piecewise smooth Lagrangian L C W is called genuinely transverse to n
if for each point a € L there exist Darboux coordinates (p, ¢) near a, with n(a) is tangent to
the cotangent fiber ¢ = 0 at the origin 0, such that the Lagrangian Opa C L is generated by
a C'-function H(q).

Remark 6.4. The ridgy Lagrangians produced by the ridgification theorem are transverse to

the distribution used as input in the theorem, but in general are not genuinely transverse.

Similarly, a piece-wise smooth Lagrangian map f : L — W, i.e. not necessarily an embed-
ding, is said to be genuinely transverse to a Lagrangian distribution 7 if for every point a € L
there exists a neighborhood Opa C L such that f|p, 1 is a piecewise smooth Lagrangian
embedding and f(Op L) is genuinely transverse to . Note that any piece-wise smooth La-
grangian which is genuinely transverse to 17 can be approximated by a family of Lagrangians
L;, t > 0, which are transverse to 1 and such that Ltg;L as t — 0, where convergence
is smooth where L is smooth. Indeed, this follows from the corresponding approximation

property for C'-smooth generating functions.

Definition 6.5. Let L be an arboreal space and M a smooth manifold of the same dimension
n. A map f: M — L is called an immersion if there exists a stratification M = My U M; U
--+U M, by manifolds M; of dimension (n — j) such that f is an immersion on each stratum.

Recall that as an arboreal space, L is equipped with an orientation structure x, which is
a line bundle equipped with identifications with the orientation line bundles of the smooth
pieces and compatibility at the singularities determined by symplectic geometry. The pullback
f*r is a line bundle on M, with fixed identifications with the orientation bundle AT My for
P on Mj.

Definition 6.6. An immersion f : M — L is oriented if f*k is isomorphic to the orientation
bundle of M relative to the fixed identification on M .

The condition that f : M — L is oriented can be understood as follows. Let A be a
component of M; and P,Q be components of M, adjacent to A. At a point f(z) € L in the
closure of both f(P) and f(Q), the singularity of L is modeled on signed rooted tree 7. If
f(P) is contained in a smooth piece of L closer to the root p of 7 than f(Q) then the outward
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boundary coorientation of A C 9P coincides with the coorientation of f(A) in P. See also
Remark 3.6.

Let L C W be a positive arboreal Lagrangian and n a positive distribution for L. Then
the symplectic vector bundle TW|; — L is isomorphic to n & n*. We can realize n* as a
Lagrangian plane field on TW |y, which is transverse to n and the space of such is contractible.

Lemma 6.7. Let L C W be a positive arboreal Lagrangian and n a positive distribution for
L. For any oriented immersion f : N — L and any point x € N, the germ of f(L) at f(x) is
graphical with respect to the polarization (n*,n).

Proof. We first check the condition along M;. Let = € M, so f(z) € L is an Ay type
singularity. There are two possibilities for the germ of f : M — L near z, excluding the trivial
case where f(Op (x)) stays in the smooth part of L, i.e. the zero section piece corresponding
to the root p of the signed rooted tree 7 which classified the singularity of L at f(z). The
first possibility is that f(Op (z) is the conormal of a cooriented hyperplane together with the
half-plane lying in the direction of the coorientation. The second possibility is to take the
other half-plane. By inspection of the local model, the former is graphical with respect to
(n*,m) and the latter is not. On the other hand, the former gives an oriented immersion while
the latter does not. The condition on My, k > 1 can be verified inductively using the above
argument, or more directly one can inspect the explicit local model, in which the polarization
n can also be taken to be canonical as proved in [AGEN20a]. O

Proposition 6.8. Let L C W be a n-dimensional positive arboreal Lagrangian and n a positive
distribution for L. Then for any oriented immersion f : N — L of an n-dimensional manifold

N the piecewise smooth immersion N — L — W is genuinely transverse to n.

Proof. Near each point x € N the germ of f(L) is graphical with respect to (n*,n) so near
x we can generate f(L) by a piecewise smooth function on n*. Moreover, the generating
function can be smoothed and the result is still transverse to n since it remains graphical with
respect to (n*,n). To achieve a global smoothing of L one can patch up the local smoothings
with a partition of unity. O

6.1.3. Capping arboreal Lagrangians. Let L be an arboreal space and A a smooth component
of its boundary dL. We call the component A bounding if there exists a manifold M with
OM = A and an oriented immersion M — L extending the inclusion A < L.

Lemma 6.9. Let A C T*M \ M be a positive arboreal Legendrian which is positive with
respect to the vertical distribution v. Suppose that the boundary of A is smooth and bounding.
Then there exists a closed arboreal Legendrian Ac T*M \ M which is transverse to v and
satisfies the following properties, where we denote by L C T*M the arboreal Lagrangian
formed by the union of the Liouville cone ofX and the 0-section.

(i) A := A\ A is smooth;
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§(M)
ll /

FIGURE 6.1. On the left: the upper immersion is oriented, while the lower
immersion is not. On the right: the upper smoothed Lagrangian is transverse
to 1, while the lower one is not.

(ii) A bounds in L an immersed submanifold which is genuinely transverse to any La-
grangian distribution n in J*M such that TM,v,n are <-ordered.

Proof. Let f: N — A be an immersion bounding JA in A. Denote by 7 : *M — M the
front projection. Then the image ¥ := mo f(IN) C M is a C'-smooth immersed cooriented
hypersurface. Hence it has a C°°-smooth, fixed on 9¥ push-off ¥’ in the direction of the
co-orientation, which together with ¥ bounds an immersed domain £ C M with a C'-smooth
boundary 9 = X UY'. Let A’ be the conormal lift of ¥'. Then A := A U A’ is the required
Legendrian, where property (ii) follows from Proposition 6.8, U

>>

FIGURE 6.2. Closing up a positive Legendrian whose boundary is smooth and bounding.

6.2. Cones over arboreals. We now discuss the key lemma which will be used for the

inductive arborealization of ridgy Lagrangians.
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6.2.1. Arborealization of radial cones on arboreals.

Definition 6.10. An arboreal Lagrangian in a We-manifold W is called asymptotically conical
if it coincides outside of a neighborhood of Skel(W) with a Liouville cone over a Legendrian.

Note that the boundary of an asymptotically conical arboreal Lagrangian L is also asymp-
totically conical. We call a smooth component C' C 9L bounding if there exists a possibly
non-compact manifold NV with N = C and an asymptotically conical immersion f: N — L
bounding C.

Lemma 6.11. Let A be a positive arboreal Legendrian in S*™~ ' endowed with the standard
contact structure. Let L C R?™ be the Lagrangian cone over A centered at 0, i.e. with respect
to the radial Liouville structure on the unit ball B C R?". Let (1,v) be a polarization of R*"
such that every Lagrangian plane T tangent to L at 0 satisfies the condition T™" > 0. Let
Lo = 7(0) be the Lagrangian plane through the origin, and Ay C S*"~! its Legendrian link.
Suppose that each boundary component of A is bounding. Then there exist:
(i) a closed arboreal Legendrian A O A such that A = ZA\\A s smooth and such that every
Lagrangian plane T tangent to the Liouville cone L' over N satisfies the condition
T™ > 0;
(ii) an asymptotically conical arboreal Lagrangian L in R2" endowed with the standard
Liouwille structure such that:
— L coincides at infinity with the Lagrangian cone over AU Agy;
— EDK(mdeLO;
— L has smooth boundary and every boundary component is bounding;
— L is transverse to any Lagrangian distribution n € C(v,T), i.e negative with
respect to (T,v).
(iii) a compactly supported homotopy Ay = Ao +dfy of Ao = pdq such that the We-manifold
obtained from (R?*", \1) by converting the ribbons of the Legendrians AUAg into nuclei

of boundary faces has the structure of a positive cotangent building with skeleton L.

—

AC S

FIGURE 6.3. The goal of Lemma 6.11 when n = 1.
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FIGURE 6.4. The goal of Lemma 6.11 when n = 2.

Proof. (i) Let p,q be canonical coordinates for the polarization (7,r) Note that the function
H = pq restricts to L\ 0 as a positive function which satisfies the condition H|, > ¢|p|* for
some ¢ > 0. Take the function G = max(H, 3c|p|?). Then {H =e}NL ={G =¢}NL for
any € > 0. The function G has star-shaped level sets with corners away from L. Hence, it
can be smoothed to a function with the same property keeping the restriction to L equal to
pq|r.. We abuse notation and denote de smoothed function by the same symbol G. Note that

in particular we have

1
(pdq = §(pdq — qdp) + d(pq))| Lr{c=c} = 0,

i.e. LN{G = ¢} is Legendrian in the level set G = ¢ for both contact structures, defined by
the Liouville forms pdq and %(pdq — qdp). Consider the Liouville form
1 1 1 1
A = 5 (pdg — gdp) + 5d(a(@)) = 5 (pdg - gdp) + 50 (G)d(pq),

where o : Ry — [0, 1] a monotone cut-off function which is equal to the identity on [0, ¢] and
to 0 on [£:= 44, 00) for § < &. Then A = pdg in {G < e} and A = }d(pdq—qdp) in {G > &}.
Let L = EE,J = be the saturation of Az = LN{G = €} by the forward and backward Liouville
trajectories of the Liouville field of the form .

As 6 — 0, note that Eg,g converges to the union of the forward pdq-cone and the backwards

%(pdq — qdp) cone over A.. Hence for small  a plane T tangent to L near /NXE is close to a
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plane spanned by a tangent plane 7 to A, and a convex linear combination (1—-t)R+tV,
0 <t <1 of the contracting vector fields R = —%(pa% —|—qa%) and V = —pa%. When ¢ = 0 the
plane T coincides with a plane T' tangent to L, and hence corresponds to a positive definite
quadratic form ). Increasing t corresponds to adding to @) the quadratic form ﬁEQ, where
the hyperplane {¢ = 0} is the front projection of . On the other hand, the distribution v is
given by our assumption by a negative definite quadratic form P. The intersection of TNy
corresponds to critical points of the quadratic form @Q + li_tﬁ — P which is positive definite.
This assures the transversality of v to L.

Recall that each boundary component C' = JA is bounding. Let f : N — A, where 9N = C,
be the bounding immersion. Let Z! be the Liouville flow of the Liouville vector field dual to
A. Consider the conical immersion F : N x R — R?" given by

F(x,t) = Z'(z), x € N,t € R.

Then the limit
Fo(-) = lim F(-,t)

t——o0

defines a cooriented C'-smooth immersion Fi, : N — Lg. Let F/, : N — Lo be a C*°-smooth
normal push-off of N in the direction of its co-orientation. By modifying F!.  near N = C
we can arrange that the immersion F!  together with F' define a C'-smooth immersion
F = Fox UF. : N = NUg N — Lg of the closed manifold N obtained by gluing two
copies of N along the boundary C. The manifold N bounds a manifold M , namely the
product N x [0,1] with a smoothed boundary. Note that we can arrange that the immersion
F extends to M. There exists a Legendrian embedding ¢ : N — S?"~! such that ¢(ON) = C
and such that

lim Z 'o¢=F..

t—=o0
Set N := ¢(N) and denote by L the backward A-Liouville cone of N. Then L:=LULULqg
is the required arboreal Lagrangian with boundary. Its boundary (which can be smoothed)
is the union of Ag and the forward Liouville cone of C' glued along C' to N.

The required Liouville form A; can then be constructed as follows: starting with A, convert
the ribbon of A to a boundary nucleus and then back to a Wc-hypersurface. This has the
effect of adding the backwards Liouville cone of A to the skeleton. Then, up to smoothing,
further conversion of the ribbons of A U Ag to boundary nucleus will produce a We-structure
with skeleton equal to L. The positive cotangent building structure is obtained by stabilizing

the positive cotangent building structure for the ribbon of A and adding the block T*Aq. 0O
6.2.2. Parametric version. Lemma 6.11 also holds in a parametric form. Namely:

Lemma 6.12. Let A* C S?"~! be a a family of positive arboreal Legendrians in S*™~1 endowed
with the standard contact structure, parametrized by z € Z for Z a compact manifold. Let
L? C R?™ be the Lagrangian cone over A* centered at 0, i.e. with respect to the radial Liouville
structure on the unit ball B C R?™. Let (1,,v,) be a family of polarizations of R*® such that
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every Lagrangian plane T, tangent to L* at 0 satisfies the condition T:*"* > 0. Let L§ = 7,(0)
be the Lagrangian plane through the origin, and A§ C S*"~! its Legendrian link. Suppose that
each boundary component of A* is bounding and moreover that the bounding manifolds N*

form a fibre bundle over Z. Then there exist:

(i) a family of closed arboreal Legendrians A* D A* such that A'* = A* \ A? is smooth
and such that every Lagrangian plane T, tangent to the Liouwville cone L'* over A’*
satisfies the condition T5="* > 0;

(i1) a family of asymptotically conical arboreal Lagrangians L* in R?" endowed with the
standard Liouville structure such that:

— L7 coincides at infinity with the Lagrangian cone over A* U AZ;
—I* > A% and I O L¢;
— L has smooth boundary and every boundary component is bounding, moreover
with bounding manifolds forming a fibre bundle over Z;
— L7 is transverse to any family of Lagrangian distributions n, € C(v,,1.), i.e
negative with respect to (1,,v,).
(iii) a family of compactly supported homotopies \; = Ao + dff of Mo = pdq such that the
We-manifold obtained from (R*",\?) by converting the ribbons of the Legendrians
A* U A§ into nuclei of boundary faces is a positive cotangent building with skeleton
L~.

Proof. The proof proceeds exactly as in the non-parametric case by adding a parameter ev-

erywhere. (]
6.3. From ridgy to arboreal.

6.3.1. Recap on reduced positivity. We recall the Definition 4.26 of reduced positivity. Let
L C X be a positive arboreal Lagrangian and Z a non-zero Liouville vector field tangent to
L. A Lagrangian distribution p along L is called reduced positive with respect to (L, Z) if
for any singular point a € L the following condition is satisfied. Let T be the tangent space
to the root Lagrangian at a, and T” a tangent plane to any other smooth piece adjacent to a.
Then [T']¢ € C([T]¢, [7(a)]®), where ¢ = Span(Z)*«.

6.3.2. The distribution V. We consider in this section the following setup. Let M be a bc-
manifold and X = .7*M. Suppose the boundary faces of M are ordered: O;M = P,U---UP,.
Let u; be defining coordinates near faces P;. Suppose we are given the following objects for
each j =1,...,k:

- a neighborhood V; D P;;

- the canonical Liouville fields Z; on .7*P; and the Liouville field Zj = uja%j + Z;,

on V.
- a Lagrangian distribution v; on Vj}, which is tangent to Zj and invariant with respect

to its negative flow.
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Suppose, in addition, we are given
- a ridgy Lagrangian L C .7*M which on V; N L is tangent to Z\j;
- a Lagrangian distribution v_; on .7*M which is transverse to L and all distributions
vj.
Suppose that the following conditions are satisfied:

- for any multi-index I = {i; < --- < iy} we have

l
<) o AUV
1

il

i (@) <. <[V (a)

where I’ = {i; < - <ip_1}.
- for any point @ € L N'V; and any tangent plane 1" to L at a we have

[T <[y <[l

FIGURE 6.5. The condition on [v_;]!.

FI1GURE 6.6. The condition on a Lagrangian plane 1" tangent to L.

Lemma 6.13. There exist neighborhoods V; 3 Vj’ D P, j=1,....k, and a distribution v
on T*M which satisfies the following conditions:
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(1) Voo =Vm on Vi, \ U Vj, m=1,... k;
j>m
(i) for any 1 <i < j <k and any point a € V; N (V;\ V)) we have
[veo(a)]" € C([wila)], i ()],

where I is the multi-index {ig =i < i1 < --- <ig},ig < j, such that

¢
aEﬂVis\ U Vi
1

mel,m<j

k
(1) Voo is transverse to v_1 and for any point a € L\ |JV; and any tangent plane T to
1

L at a we have T < vs(a) <v_1(a).

[val®
[»23F

[~

FIGURE 6.7. The conclusion on [ve]!.

Yoo
o

L
Vg

FIGURE 6.8. The conclusion on a Lagrangian plane 7' tangent to L.

Proof. Define the required distribution as equal to vy, on V) \ Uj>m Vi, m=1,...,k, and
any distribution on J*M \ U’f V; which is transverse to v_; and satisfies condition (iii) along

L. Next, we successively extend v, to Vj: first to (Vi \ V) N V/_, to satisfy the condition
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Voo ¥t € C([vg]* 1, [vk—1]*"1), then continuing the process by extending to Vi \ (V,UV/_,))N
V] _, to satisfy the condition [veo]* 1 € C([vg]*=2F L, [p_1]*~2F71), ete. Next, we similarly
successively extend Voo t0 Vi1 \(V/_1NVi), Vo \ (V) _o UV 1UVR), ..., Vi\(V/UVRU- - -UV}).
Each extension is possible because it amounts to an extension of a section of a fibration with

open convex (and therefore contractible) fiber. O

6.3.3. Arborealization of ridges. Recall that for an isotropic submanifold C' of a symplectic
manifold, its symplectic normal bundle, is defined as (T'C)*~/TC. Denote by mc = []¢ the
reduction map. We consider a ridgy Lagrangian L C .Z*M with the notation as in Section
6.3.2 above. Consider the stratification L = Lo UL U---U Ly, where L; is the j-dimensional
locus of order (n — j) ridges. Thus the top-dimensional stratum L,, is the smooth locus of L.

For each component C; of L;, we denote by N(C;) the 2j-dimensional symplectic normal
bundle to C;. A Lagrangian tangent plane T to L at a point of C; reduces to a Lagrangian
plane [T]% := mc,(T) € N(Cj). If moreover a € Cj_1 C Cj for Cj_1 a component of Lj;
and T a Lagrangian plane at a, then the plane [T]“-1 further reduces to [T']|%i-1.

Note that if L is tangent to Zj on Vj, j = 1,...,k, then so are all L;,i = 1,...,k. In
particular, if ¢+ < £ we have L; N\ V;, N---NV;, = @.

Let U, — --- — Uy be the canonical We-structure associated to a ridgy Lagrangian L.

Definition 6.14. An arborealization of the ridgy Lagrangian L is the structure of a cotangent
building B,, — --- — By on a neighborhood of L whose skeleton is arboreal and whose
underlying Weinstein manifold is homotopic to that of U, — --- — Up.

We say that the arborealization is positive when the resulting arboreal Lagrangian is posi-
tive, which implies B, — - -+ — By is a positive complex.

In the next proposition we continue using the notation and assumptions introduced in Sec-
tion 6.3.2.

Proposition 6.15. The ridgy Lagrangian L can be arborealized to a positive arboreal La-
grangian L that is positive with respect to v_1, and moreover, over Vj' 18 invariant with respect

to the negative flow of Zj and reduced positive with respect to v, for j =1,... k.

Proof. Any Lagrangian distribution can be viewed as a field of quadratic forms with respect
to the polarization (veo,v—1). Fix a field of positive definite quadratic forms Q. Denote by 7,
the Lagrangian distribution generated by —tQ, and by (; the distribution generated by %Q.
Choose € > 0 so small that the following conditions are satisfied:

-V <G =vgonVy, g=1,...k;
- for any point @ € L N'V; and any tangent plane 7" to L at a we have

[T <[l <[vs).
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For each component C; of L; define Lagrangian distributions in the bundle N(C;) over C},
j=0,...,n.

sj = [nj%\cj]cj,

)
Note that if Cj_1 C éj then
[§j—1] ’ —<§j|cj71 = SJ"C]'71 K[ijl] 7.

We will refer to the system of distributions s;,s; as a frame of arborealization for L.

FIGURE 6.9. A frame of arborealization is nested as illustrated in the figure.

Consider the We-building structure U, — --- — Up on a neighborhood of L where the
germ % is decomposed as UQ T*QMI1 % g2(n=3) . The We-manifold W is obtained by
successively gluing U, to U,_1, the result of that to U,,_s, the result of that to U,,_3, etc. In
i~ Ui with skeleta L>7 = L\U;> ; Ui
We will be proving the proposition by induction for W>""7, j = 1,....n + 1. We will also

this process we get a sequence of We-manifolds W=7 =

include into the induction hypothesis the following additional property. Recall that W=7 is
attached vertically to U; along a We-hypersurface ¥ (which is the nucleus of the attaching
face) whose skeleton is fibered over L]-A’j ~! with the fiber which is the link R of the ridgy
singularity R"~7. We will require that the arborealization L7 intersects the attaching face in
an arboreal skeleton of ¥ which is fibered over L]-A’j _1, whose fiber is the arborealization of
the link OR™ 7.

The base of induction j = 0 is trivial because L, in this case is smooth. Suppose that
we already arborealized the ridgy Lagrangian L>7 to L>7 and deformed correspondingly the
Weinstein structure on W>J. ie. made L>7 the skeleton of the new structure so that, by
inductive assumption, (i) the arboreal L>J has a smooth boundary L>/ which bounds an
immersed n-dimensional manifold A C L>J , (ii) L>J intersects the nucleus ¥ in an arbore-

alization of the skeleton of > and (iii) the skeleton is Legendrian for U;. We also observe
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that the condition that each boundary component is bounding is inherited by the skeleton
of 3. Hence, using the fiberwise polarization (7 = 5;,v = §j) we can apply Lemma 6.12 to
arborealize the fiberwise Lagrangian cone over the arboreal Legendrian.

Note that by our construction, the distribution v_; is positive for the constructed arboreal

L, and v; are reduced positive on V. O

FIGURE 6.10. In the case n = 2 the inductive procedure has 2 steps. The figure
illustrates the moment between the two steps: one has arborealized the order
1 ridges and it remains to arborealize a radial Liouville cone over an arboreal
Legendrian with smooth boundary in a sphere around point corresponding to
a order 2-ridge.

6.4. Conclusion of the proof. We are now ready to prove our main result.
6.4.1. Proof of the main theorem.

Theorem 6.16. Let (X, \) be a We-manifold and v C TW a Lagrangian plane field. Then
there exists a Weinstein homotopy Ay of Ao = X and a We-hypersurface A C X \ Skel(X, A1)
such that the result of converting A to a boundary nucleus yields a We-manifold (X, )\’14) which
admits a structure of a positive cotangent building with a minimal distribution v_1 equal to
v. In particular, Skel(X,\{') is a positive arboreal Lagrangian (with boundary) transverse to
v. Moreover, we can arrange it so that Skel(A, \) is smooth, i.e. Skel(X,\{) has smooth

boundary.

Proof. We choose a presentation of (X, \) as a cotangent building (By — --- — By), B; =
T*M;, see Proposition 2.69. Without loss of generality we may assume that the restriction
of v to By serves as v_j, i.e. satisfies the condition vy € C(T My, v_1) over My. Indeed, M is
a disk, By = T*M is a ball and we are free to change polarization if desired. The cotangent
block Bj is attached to By along .7 * P, where P is a boundary face of Mj.

Consider the block B; and the restrictions of the distributions vg and v to By. Applying
Theorem 5.10 we can find a ridgy isotopy of M; to a ridgy Lagrangian M] transverse to v,
reduced transverse to 1y, invariant with respect to the negative flow of Zj, and such that at
each point a € M] and any tangent plane T at a we have [T]° <[p]® <[v_1]°.
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Moreover, this deformation can be realized by a deformation of skeleta of Weinstein struc-
tures of By. Next, we apply to the ridgy Lagrangian M| Proposition 6.15 to further deform
the Weinstein structure on B; to a structure of a cotangent building, which is positive with
respect to v_1 and reduced positive with respect to vy.

This yields a building structure on By U B; with positive skeleton, positive with respect to
v_1. Using Proposition 4.32 we can deform the building structure on this building to make it
positive and positive for v_;.

Before we proceed with the next block, we note that the Lagrangian MonW® is no longer
conical for the constructed We-structure of W), So we apply Lemma 2.64 to arrange for this
property to hold. Once this is achieved we can proceed as before to produce a Wec-manifold
(W(2), )\(2)) with a positive W-complex structure for which v is a minimal distribution and
whose skeleton L(?) is a positive arboreal Lagrangian with smooth boundary. Arguing by

induction in the same way over the rest of the attaching blocks we conclude the proof. O

6.4.2. Variants of the main theorem. Next we state our main theorem for Weinstein pairs:

Theorem 6.17. Let (X, \) be a We-manifold , Ag C X \ Skel(X, \) a We-hypersurface and
v C TW a Lagrangian plane field. Then there exists a Weinstein homotopy A\t of Ag = A and
a We-hypersurface Ay C X \ Skel(X, \1) disjoint from Ao such that the result of converting
A = AgU Ay to a boundary nucleus yields a We-manifold (X, \{) which admits a structure
of a positive cotangent building with a minimal distribution v_y equal to v. In particular,
Skel(X, ') is a positive arboreal Lagrangian (with boundary) transverse to v. Moreover, we

can arrange it so that Skel(Ay, \) is smooth, i.e. Skel(X, ') has smooth boundary away from
Ap.

Proof. The same proof works applied to the cotangent building structure associated to a
Weinstein pair. O

Finally, we state our main theorem in relative version:

Theorem 6.18. Let (X, \) be a We-manifold , Ag C X \ Skel(X,\) a We-hypersurface and
v C TW a Lagrangian plane field. Suppose that Ag is endowed with the structure of a positive
cotangent building with minimal distribution equal to the reduction of v|4,. Assume moreover
that v is transverse to the Liouville field Z of X near Ag. Then there exists a Weinstein
homotopy Ay of Ao = A, fized near Ay, and a We-hypersurface Ay C X \ Skel(X, A1) disjoint
from Ag such that the result of converting A = Ay U A1 to a boundary nucleus yields a We-
manifold (X, )\‘14) which admits a structure of a positive cotangent building with a minimal
distribution v_1 equal to v. In particular, Skel(X, )\‘14) is a positive arboreal Lagrangian (with
boundary) transverse to v and Skel(X, A\{) N Ay = Skel(Ag, \). Moreover, we can arrange it
so that Skel(A1, \) is smooth, i.e. Skel(X,\{") has smooth boundary away from Ay.
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Proof. All the intermediary steps hold in relative form, so one may apply the same proof to
the cotangent building structure associated to the Weinstein pair keeping everything fixed
near Ag at every stage of the argument. . O

Theorem 6.16 implies our main Theorem 1.5 as stated in the Section 1.2, simply by taking
the underlying Weinstein manifold of the Wc-manifold (X, A{!), i.e. converting A back to
a Wec-hypersurface. Similarly, Theorems 6.17 and 6.18 imply the variants outlined in the
remarks below the statement. For the concordance statement of Theorem 1.12 simply apply
Theorem 6.18 to the We-pair obtained from W x T%[0, 1] by converting the face nuclei A4y =
(W x 0) U (W x 1) to We-hypersurfaces, where the Liouville form is A = \; 4+ udt for Ay the
homotopy between Ay and A;.
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