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Abstract

We present a new and simpler proof of the fact that any Lagrangian
RP? in T*RP? is Hamiltonian isotopic to the zero section. Our proof
mirrors the one given by Li and Wu for the Hamiltonian uniqueness of
Lagrangians in 7*S?, using surgery to turn Lagrangian spheres into sym-
plectic ones. The main novel contribution is a detailed proof of the folklore
fact that the complement of a symplectic quadric in CP? can be identified
with the unit cotangent disc bundle of RP2.

Introduction

The Nearby Lagrangian Conjecture, due to Arnol’d, states that in a cotangent
bundle, any exact Lagrangian is Hamiltonian Isotopic to the zero section. Even
for surfaces, this conjecture is generally open, with results obtained only for
T*52 by Hind in [§], in T*RP? by Hind-Pinsonnault-Wu in [7] and by Dim-
itroglou Rizell-Goodman-Irvii in 7*T? in ﬂﬂ]

In ﬂﬂ], Li-Wu give an alternative proof of Hamiltonian uniqueness in 7*5?.
They use only compact J-holomorphic curves and avoid the more advanced
techniques of Symplectic Field Theory, which were implemented originally by
Hind. The goal of this paper is to use the ideas of Li-Wu to give an elementary
proof for Hamiltonian uniqueness in T*RP2. The proof we present here is
completely analogous to the proof of Theorem 6.6 in [9]. The novel contribution
of this paper is a detailed proof of the folklore fact that the (unit) cotangent
bundle of RP? compactifies to CP2.

The paper is organized as follows: First, we recall the symplectic blow-up
and down procedure and how it is used to obtain the main hard results we use,
namely Lemma[[.3land Theorem[[.4l They concern the Hamiltonian uniqueness
of certain submanifolds in CP2. In the second section, we explain the compact-
ification which, roughly speaking, allows us to identify the complement of a
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quadric @ in CP? with T*RP? while also identifying the standard Lagrangian
RP? in CP? with the zero-section of T*RP2. In the final section, we recall a
result of Evans [5] about the symplectic mapping class group of T*RP? and
put everything together to finally conclude the proof of Arnol’ds conjecture for
T*RP2.

Let us remark that since the appearance of this paper on the Arxiv, the
presented results have been greatly streamlined. Indeed, in her preprint [2],
Bimmermann constructs a similar but more natural compactification, where all
the symplectic forms are the desired ones and there is no need to appeal to hard
pseudoholomorphic techniques. In another direction, Hauber pointed out to us
that similar results were independently obtained in [12].
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1 Recollection on the Symplectic Rational Blow-
up and down

The rational blow-up and blow-down are surgeries performed in 4-manifolds,
originally introduced by Fintushel-Stern in [6]. Roughly speaking, the idea is
to look at certain configurations of spheres C' = US; and to consider different
fillings of the 3-manifold Y that appears as the boundary of a tubular neighbor-
hood of C'. For instance, different fillings may come from viewing Y as the link
of a smoothable surface singularity. Considering C' as the exceptional divisor of
the resolution, another filling is obtained by the Milnor fiber (or smoothing) of
the singularity. In fact, the usual Blow-up can be seen as a trivial instance of
the above idea, where the isolated singularity is already smooth.

Rationally blowing-up/down can also be done in a symplectic manner under
suitable conditions, as shown first by Symington [14]. The reader is also referred
to [4] for a more modern exposition. For us, the relevant cases are when C
consists of a single (4+2) or (+4) symplectic sphere, and blowing down C will
replace it with a Lagrangian S2 or RP? respectively. Conversely, blowing up
such a Lagrangian L will replace it with the corresponding symplectic sphere C.
The power of this technique comes from the following simple observation with
many surprising applications.

Proposition 1.1. (|9],13]) Let L be either a Lagrangian S* or RP? in a sym-
plectic 4-manifold (M,w). Rationally blowing up L produces a new symplectic

manifold (M, w) where L has been replaced by S, a symplectic (—2) or (—4)-
sphere respectively. In addition, if M is rational, then so is M.



Remark 1.2. Since blowing-up along L alters M only in_a small neighborhood
of L, it is clear that (M —vL,w) is symplectomorphic to (M —vS,©), where vL
and vS are small enough standard Weinstein neighborhoods of the corresponding
submanifolds.

One instance where the above remark becomes useful is that symplectic
behavior relative to L is the same as relative to S. For example, in section 6.4.1
in 9], the following is shown:

Lemma 1.3. Any two symplectic (+4)-spheres in (CP? ,wrgs) disjoint from the
standard RP? are Hamiltonian isotopic via an isotopy that fizes the Lagrangian
RPZ.

Another and arguably more important, application of Proposition [I.1] is
the proof of Hamiltonian uniqueness of spheres or projective spaces in certain
symplectic rational manifolds.

Theorem 1.4. ([8], Section 6 in |9], Theorem 1.3 in [3]) Any two Lagrangian
RP?s in (CP?,wrg) are Hamiltonian isotopic.

2 Compactification of the cotangent disc bundle

Now we move on with describing the compactification, following ideas outlined
in [1]. First, we will prove a general statement about the compactification of the
cotangent disc bundle of RP™ to CP™. However, this compactification endows
CP™ with a symplectic form different from the Fubini-Study one. We will then
continue to show that for n = 2, the aforementioned form on CP? is indeed
symplectomorphic to the standard Fubini-Study form, in a controlled way.

Let us first establish some notation and conventions. We will identify the
Cotangent bundle of the Sphere (T*S™,wsq) with the subset of (C"* wgg)
defined as

{(p,9)|lp| = 1, (p,q) = 0} CR*" " @ R ~ C"*!

and we will denote with UM (resp. S¥M) the radius r cotangent disc (resp.
sphere) bundle of M = S? or M = RP?. In particular, U;S? can be seen as the
tuples of (p,q) € T*S™ where |g| = 1. The boundary of U;S! will be denoted
by S7S™.
When we refer to the quadric Q™ in CP"*! we will always mean the standard
Fermat quadric
Q" =[x +zi+ - +2z, =0

Finally, H; C CP" will denote the hyperplane with vanishing ¢-th coordinate.
By slightly abusing notation we will also denote with Q™! the intersection
Q" N H,,4+1, whenever no confusion can arise.

The idea for the general compactification is simple; first, recall that the ball
of C™ may be symplectically identified with the complement of a hyperplane
H,, in CP™. The (symplectic) inclusion T*S™ — C"*! places U;S™ inside a



ball of C"*! such that the boundary of U;S™ is a subset of the boundary of the
ball. Symplectically embedding the ball inside CP" will identify U;S™ with the
quadric Q™ and the boundary of U{S™ will be mapped to @™ N H,,41, realizing
the aforementioned identification in a symplectic manner.

Let us provide the details: As a warm-up, we first explain how to symplec-
tically embed a ball in CP™*!. The idea is to view the ball in question as the
2(n + 1)-cell that is attached to CP™ to create CP" 1.

Lemma 2.1. The open ball of radius v, B>"*2(r) C (C"", wsa), is symplec-
tomorphic to CP™' — H, . with the form r’wrs.

Proof. Consider the map ¢ : B>**2(r) — CP" ™! — H,, 1 given by

D20y 2n) =20t 2n 11y /T2 _Z|Zi|2]'

The map ¢ can be factorized through maps ¢ : B2 F2(p) — §2nH3(p) C CH2
and 7, : S2"F3(r) — CP™*!, where ¢ is just the map

(205 2n) = (20, s 2y iy /72 — Z [2:]?)

and 7, the standard quotient by the scalar action. We also have the natural
inclusion, 4, : $?"*3(r) — C"*2, which satisfies

2 % %
rT.WFS = 1,Wstd-

Here we abuse notation slightly, to denote with wsg the standard symplectic
forms both on C™*! and C™*2 but it should be clear which one we mean. With
that in mind, we compute that

~ 1~ 1
* * % * ok
P wrs = ¢ mwWEs = r_2¢ IpWstd = —5Wstd-

The last equality holds since the coordinate z, 41 in the image of 5 is purely
imaginary. o

Now, notice that U;S™ is a subset of B2"*2(y/2). As we showed that
B?"+2(/2) symplectically compactifies to CP"*!, one can hope that U;S™ as
a subset of the ball will also be symplectically compactified. Indeed, that is the
case:

Lemma 2.2. (U;S™, wsq) is symplectomorphic to Q™ — Q™1 with the restric-
tion of the form 2wpg.

Proof. We will show that the map ¢ defined in the previous lemma provides the



claimed symplectomorphism. For [zg : -+ : 2z, : 2p41] € CcCprt! — H, ; we have

n
Bttt =2+ Y |l
0

= Z(xi — ) + QiZIkyk -2+ Z(Ii + i)
0 0 0

= 2(2 i —1)+ Qinkyk.
0

0

Therefore ¢ maps U S™, seen as a subset of B2"(1/2), bijectively to Q™ —Q"~!.
O

At this point, we want to show that the above compactification agrees with
the more intrinsic one obtained by performing a symplectic cut on 7%S™ with
respect to the S'-action induced by the co-geodesic flow. By definition, this is
the flow induced by the Hamiltonian H : T*S™ — R defined by H(p,q) = 1|q/%.

Proposition 2.3. The closure of ¢(UFS™) in (Q™,2wrs) is symplectomorphic
to the symplectic cut along the level set H_l(%) of the Hamiltonian H inducing
the co-geodesic flow on T*S™. In particular, the symplectic cut of Uy S™ with
respect to the co-geodesic flow is symplectomorphic to Q™ with the restriction of
WFsS.

Proof. The closure of ¢p(UyS™) is just the ¢-image of U;S™ and its boundary
5*S". Consider the symplectic cut defined by the Hamiltonian F(z) = 1[z|?,

on F~1((—o0,1]). The map ¢, restricted to §2n+2(\/§), is exactly the quotient
map of that symplectic cut.
Therefore the closure of ¢(U;S™) is symplectomorphic to the symplectic

cut defined by the restriction of F' to the closure of Uy S™, seen as a subset of
§2n+2(\/§). Notice that the two Hamiltonians differ by a constant, i.e.

1
resn = H + =

F
2

and therefore the symplectic cuts of 7*S™ on F~'(1) and H~!(3) are symplec-
tomorphic since the corresponding Hamiltonians induce the same flow. O

In the next step, we will use the above compactification of U;S™ and the
fact that U;S™ double covers UfRP™ to derive a compactification for T*RP".

Corollary 2.4. By performing a symplectic cut along the boundary of UfRP™
we get a manifold diffeomorphic to CP™, equipped with a symplectic form @,.

’
™

In particular, the symplectic cut extends the symplectic double cover Uy S™ —
URP™ to a symplectic branched double cover Q™ = CP™, branched along the
quadric Q"' and satisfying 7w, = wrs|gn -



Proof. First, let us examine the branched covering. We can define a projection
map 7 : CP"*t —[0:---:0:1] — CP" simply by

[20 0t 2n t 2ng1) = [200 ¢ 2.

When restricted to Q™ this map gives a double cover Q® — CP™, branched
along Q" C CP™. These maps fit in the following commutative diagram:

UpS™ —— Q"

- lﬂ

UsRP" — Ccpr
The deck transformation of 7 is given by

0:lz0t  tznt1] = (20t —2Znt]

The inclusion U;S" N Q" commutes with ¢ and with the antipodal action,
i.e. §oi(p,q) = i(—p, —q), therefore we can push down the symplectic form of

Q" — Q™! to (CP"L — Q" !, Analogously to the inclusion U;S™ <> Q" the

inclusion Uy RP"™ <5 CP™ extends to a diffeomorphism from the symplectically
cut cotangent disc bundle to CP". O

Remark 2.5. While the above construction is very natural from an algebro-
geometric perspective, unfortunately, the symplectic form @, we obtain after
the symplectic cut on UTRP™ is not the standard Fubini-Study form, even up
to scaling. Since w is a holomorphic map (concerning the standard complex
structures), if it also preserved the standard symplectic forms it would have to
be an isometry and this would lead to a contradiction since Q™ is orthogonal to
the pre-images of ™ only along Q" ".

We turn now our attention to dimension 4. Here, we can use the deep and
classical results coming from pseudoholomorphic curve techniques to correct the
form @y and provide the desired compactification of UFRP2.

Proposition 2.6. The form Wy on CP? is diffeomorphic to the form 2wrs. In
addition, the diffeomorphism can be chosen to fiz both the standard RP? and
the quadric Q'.

Proof. The symplectic manifold (CP?,w;) contains a symplectic sphere with
positive self-intersection, namely the quadric Q'. Thus, by a fundamental theo-
rem of McDuff (Theorem 9.4.1 in [10]), there exists a diffeomorphism f : CP? —
CP? such that f*(2wrs) = We, since the symplectic sphere Q! has the same
area with respect to both forms. We will modify f in two stages: Firstly, we
will correct the image of the standard real projective plane L and secondly, we
will correct the image of the quadric Q.

For the first step, one can use Theorem [[L4. By composing f with a sym-
plectomorphism mapping f(L) to L, we may, and will, assume that f(L) = L.



The second step follows by composing f with the Hamiltonian symplecto-
morphism given in Lemma [[3} as a result, f fixes not only L but also Q*. O

Remark 2.7. For n > 2, we were unable to determine whether @, is diffeo-
morphic to 2wps or not.

Let us conclude by mentioning that the above construction also works when
one wants to compactify the radius r cotangent disc bundles of either U S™ or
UXRP™. The only slight modification that one has to do is to first pass from
Ux(S™(1)) to U\*/;(S"(\/F)) and then proceed exactly as above. The reason
for this is because we need an “evened” disc bundle, i.e. the radius of the
fibers to match the radius of the n-sphere, to identify the action induced by
the co-geodesic flow on the boundary of U\*/FS’"(\/F) with the scalar action on

S§27+1(/2r). Having that in mind, one obtains:

Proposition 2.8. The symplectic cut along (U}(S™(1)),wsta) is symplecto-
morphic to (Q",2rwrs). In addition, the symplectic cut along (URP™ wgiq)
gives rise to the symplectic branched cover (Q",2rwrs) — (CP™,@y.). In the
case n = 2, the form Wa , is symplectomorphic to 2rwrs.

3 Arnold’s Conjecture for RP?

The final ingredient we need is a statement about the homotopy type of the
group of compactly supported symplectomorphisms of T*RP?, which we de-
note by Symp,(T*RP?). The relevant result is proved by Evans in [5], using
equivariant versions of arguments that Seidel used in [13] to study Symp,.(T*S?).

To state the above results, one has to introduce the notion of a generalized
Dehn-Twist along a Lagrangian sphere. Roughly speaking, one can define a
map 7 : T*S™ — T*S™ that is equivariant with respect to the antipodal action,
restricts to the antipodal map on the zero section, and is the identity away from
the zero section. This definition generalizes the usual Dehn Twist that one en-
counters in 2-dimensional topology. Of course, since 7 is antipodal-equivariant,
it descends to a diffeomorphism 7 of T*RP™.

Even though it is somewhat technical to give an explicit formula for 7 and
7, they can be constructed to give symplectomorphisms of 7*S™ and of T*RP™
respectively. In particular, since 7,7 can be made to have support in an ar-
bitrarily small neighborhood of the zero section, by Weinstein’s Lagrangian
neighborhood Theorem, one can perform a Dehn-twist along any Lagrangian
S™ or RP™. Lagrangian Dehn Twists along S™ were first explored by Seidel in
[13] to give examples of symplectomorphisms, namely squares of Dehn-Twists,
that are smoothly but not symplectically isotopic to the identity.

The relevant result we need is:

Proposition 3.1. (Section 3 in [5]) The Dehn-Twist T along the zero section of
T*RP? generates mo(Symp.(T*RP?)). In other words, any compactly supported



symplectomorphism ¢ can be written as
p=T7"01
for some n >0 and n a Hamiltonian symplectomorphism.

Combining the above Proposition with the results of the previous sections,
we can finally prove the main theorem of this paper:

Theorem 3.2. (Arnold’s conjecture for RP?) Let L be an embedded Lagrangian
submanifold of T*RP? which is diffeomorphic to RP?. There exists a compactly
supported Hamiltonian isotopy { Hy}eejo,1) such that Hi(L) = 05 where Oy is the
zero-section.

Proof. Since L is compact we can assume that, without loss of generality, it is
contained in U7 RP2. Following Proposition 2.6, we compactify this disc bundle
to (CP?,2wrg), where the boundary of the bundle is mapped to a degree 2
symplectic sphere S. Thus, we consider the Lagrangians L and 0, as living in
the complement of S. Now we can apply Lemma [[.3] and Theorem [[L4] as in
the proof of Proposition 8], to find a symplectomorphism 1 of CP? such that
Y(L) = 05 and ¢ = id in a neighborhood of S. Therefore v gives a compactly
supported symplectomorphism of U;RP? mapping L to 0.

Using Proposition B we can factor ¢ as ¢» = 7" on. Since (L) = 0
and 7"(05) = 05 we have that n(L) = 05 thus 5 is the desired Hamiltonian
symplectomorphism.

O
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