arXiv:2007.12592v1 [math.SG] 24 Jul 2020

NON-HAMILTONIAN ACTIONS WITH FEWER ISOLATED FIXED POINTS

DONGHOON JANG AND SUSAN TOLMAN

Abstract. In an earlier paper, the second author resolved a question of McDuff by constructing a non-Hamiltonian symplectic circle action on a closed, connected six-dimensional symplectic manifold with exactly 32 fixed points. In this paper, we improve on this example by reducing the number of fixed points. More concretely, we construct a non-Hamiltonian symplectic circle action on a closed, connected six-dimensional symplectic manifold with exactly 2k fixed points for any k ≥ 5.

1. Introduction

Let (M, ω) be a (non-empty) closed, connected 2n-dimensional symplectic manifold. Let the circle S^1 ≃ R/Z act on M, inducing a vector field^1 ξ_M on M. Assume that the action preserves the symplectic form, that is, the action is symplectic. Equivalently, assume that ι_{ξM} ω is closed. The (isotropy) weights at a fixed point p ∈ M are the elements of the unique multiset of integers {w_1, . . . , w_n} so that the symplectic representation of S^1 on T_pM is isomorphic to the representation on ( C^n ,^{√−1}_2 ∑ i dz_i ∧ dz_i ) given by λ · z = (λ^{w1} z_1, . . . , λ^{wn} z_n).

The action is Hamiltonian if there exists a moment map, that is, a map Ψ: M → R satisfying dΨ = −ι_{ξM} ω. Equivalently, the action is Hamiltonian if ι_{ξM} ω is exact. In this case, we can reduce the number of degrees of freedom by passing to the reduced space M//_t S^1 := Ψ^{−1}(t)/S^1, which is a (2n−2)-dimensional

2010 Mathematics Subject Classification. Primary 53D20, 53D35, 37J15. Secondary 14J28, 57S15.

Donghoon Jang is supported by Basic Science Research Program through the National Research Foundation of Korea(NRF) funded by the Ministry of Education(2018R1D1A1B07049511). Susan Tolman is partially supported by National Science Foundation Grant DMS-1206365, and Simons Foundation Collaboration Grant 637996.

1In this paper, we always take the vector field associated to a primitive lattice element in the Lie algebra of S^1. 1

2 DONGHOON JANG AND SUSAN TOLMAN

symplectic orbifold for all regular values t of Ψ. Additionally, the moment map Ψ is a Morse-Bott function whose critical set is the fixed set M^{S1} . The index μ_F of a fixed component F ⊂ M^{S1} is twice the number of negative weights at any p ∈ F . This implies, for example, that Ψ is a perfect Morse function, i.e.,

(1.1) dim H^i(M; R) = ∑ F ⊂M^{S1} dim H^{i−μF} (F ; R), where the sum is over all fixed components [Ki]. Additionally, since Ψ has a minimum, M must have a fixed point with no negative weights.

This raises a natural question: Are symplectic actions always Hamiltonian? If H^1(M; R) = 0, then every symplectic action is Hamiltonian because every closed one-form is exact. In contrast, there are many symplectic circle actions with no fixed points, including the diagonal action on the torus S^1 × S^1. These actions are never Hamiltonian.

In 1959, Frankel made significant progress towards understanding which symplectic actions are Hamiltonian by proving that a Kähler circle action on a closed, connected Kähler manifold is Hamiltonian exactly if the fixed set is nonempty [Fr]. In 1988, McDuff proved that a symplectic circle action on a 4-dimensional closed, connected symplectic manifold is Hamiltonian exactly if the fixed set is nonempty [Mc]. Since then, many authors have proved additional results showing that symplectic actions must be Hamiltonian in a variety of circumstances [CHS], [Fe], [G], [J3], [Kot], [LM], [Li], [MW], [O], [Ro], [S], [TWe]; see [T] for a brief survey. On the other hand, in her 1988 paper McDuff also constructed a non-Hamiltonian symplectic circle action on a 6-dimensional closed, connected symplectic manifold with fixed tori. However, for a long time, this was the only known example. This led to the following more refined question, often known as the “Mc- Duff conjecture” [MS]: Does there exist a non-Hamiltonian symplectic circle action on a closed, connected symplectic manifold with a nonempty discrete fixed set? In 2017, the second author answered this question by constructing a non-Hamiltonian symplectic circle action on a six-dimensional closed, connected symplectic manifold with exactly 32 isolated fixed points [T]. As a corollary, examples exist in all dimensions greater than 4.

This relates to another important question: What is the minimum positive number of fixed points for a symplectic action on a closed, connected 2n-dimensional manifold? If the action is Hamiltonian then [ω^i] ∈ H^{2i}(M) is nonvanishing for all 0 ≤ i ≤ n, and so (1.1) implies that M has at least n + 1 fixed points. This bound is sharp; generic S^1 subgroups of the natural (S^1)^n/S^1 action on C P^n have n + 1 fixed

NON-HAMILTONIAN ACTIONS 3

points. More generally, by the Atiya-Bott-Berline-Vergne localization theorem, any circle action that preserves an almost complex structure, and has at least one fixed point, must have more than one fixed point. Additionally, Kosniowski proved that it must have more than two fixed points if n /∈ {1, 3} [Kos1], [Kos2]; see also [PT]. Finally, the first author proved that it cannot have 3 fixed points unless n = 2 [J1], [J2]; see also [Ku]. Kosniowski conjectured that any circle action that preserves an almost complex structure, and has at least one fixed point must have more than^n_2 fixed points. This bound is sharp when n = 3; there’s an almost complex structure on S^6 which is preserved by an S^1 action with two fixed points. This raises another important question: Is there a (necessarily non-Hamiltonian) symplectic circle action on a closed 6-dimensional symplectic manifold with exactly 2 fixed points?

In this paper, we show that the number fixed points in the second author’s examples can be substantially reduced.

Theorem 1. Given an integer k ≥ 5, there exists a non-Hamiltonian symplectic circle action on a closed, connected six-dimensional symplectic manifold with exactly 2k fixed points.

In particular, there exists an example with exactly 10 fixed points, which we describe in more detail below. To do so, we need some additional terminology.

Let’s again assume that the circle acts symplectically on a closed 2ndimensional symplectic manifold (M, ω). If [ω] ∈ H^2(M; R) is integral, there exists a generalized moment map, that is, a map Ψ: M → S^1 satisfying Ψ^∗(dt) = −ι_{ξM} ω. As in the Hamiltonian case, the reduced space M//_t S^1 := Ψ^{−1}(t)/S^1 is a (2n−2)-dimensional orbifold endowed with a symplectic form ω_t ∈ Ω^2(M//_t S^1) for all regular values t of Ψ. The Duistermaat-Heckman function of M is the unique continuous real-valued function φ on the moment image Ψ(M) to R such that φ(t) = ∫ M//_t S^1 ω^{n−1}_t for all regular values t of Ψ [DH].

A K3 surface is a closed, connected complex surface ( ^X, ^I) with H^1( ^X; R) = {0} and trivial canonical bundle. A closed complex surface (X, I) with at worst simple singular points and with minimal resolution q : ^X → X is a generalized K3 surface if ^X is a K3 surface; see Section 4 for more details. In this paper, we focus on generalized K3 surfaces that only have isolated Z_2 singularities. (When we specify the number of such singularities, we are implying that the surface is otherwise smooth.) For example, the quotient of the complex torus

4 DONGHOON JANG AND SUSAN TOLMAN

C^2 /(Z^2 + √ −1 Z^2) by the involution [z] → [−z] is a generalized K3 surface with 16 isolated Z_2 singularities. A symplectic form σ ∈ Ω^2( ^X) is tamed if σ(v, ^I(v)) > 0 for every nonzero tangent vector v. In this case, we say that the triple ( ^X, ^I, σ) is a tame K3 surface. A tamed symplectic form σ ∈ Ω^2( ^X) is Kähler if, additionally, σ(^I(v), ^I(w)) = σ(v, w) for all tangent vectors v and w.

Theorem 2. There exists a non-Hamiltonian symplectic circle action on a closed, connected six-dimensional symplectic manifold (M, ω) with a generalized moment map Ψ: M → R/10Z ≃ S^1 satisfying the following properties: The level sets Ψ^{−1}(±1) each contain 5 fixed points with weights ±{2, −1, −1}; otherwise, the action is locally free. The Duistermaat-Heckman function is φ(t) = { 12 − 2t^2 −1 ≤ t ≤ 1 2 +^1_2 (t − 5)^2 1 ≤ t ≤ 9.

Finally, the reduced space M//_t S^1 is diffeomorphic to a generalized K3 surface with 5 isolated Z_2 singularities for all t ∈ (1, 9), and symplectomorphic to a tame K3 surface for all t ∈ (−1, 1).

We now briefly outline the construction of the symplectic manifold with 10 fixed points delineated in Theorem 2. The ideas behind the construction of the more general case described in Theorem 1 are identical, although the details are slightly more complicated.

First, in Section 2, we review the classification of free circle actions on symplectic manifolds^2 with proper moment maps to an open interval (a, b) ⊂ R, under the assumption that the reduced space is symplectomorphic to a tame K3 surface (X^′, I^′_t, σ^′_t) for all t ∈ (a, b); we also need to insist on the technical assumption that [σ^′_t] = κ^′ − tη^′ for all t ∈ (a, b), where κ^′, η^′ induce a primitive embedding^3 Z^2 → H^2(X^′; Z). By [T], such manifolds are essentially classified by their Duistermaat- Heckman functions, which can be any positive polynomial of degree at most two with even coefficients. In particular, there is a free circle action on a symplectic manifold (M^′, ω^′) with a proper moment map Ψ^′ : M^′ → (−1, 1) satisfying the criteria above with Duistermaat- Heckman function 12 − 2t^2.

Next, in Section 5, we construct a locally free circle action on a symplectic manifold (M̆, ω̆) with a proper moment map Ψ̆: M̆ → R that satisfies the requirements of Theorem 2 if we restrict consideration

2In this paper, we only consider manifolds without boundary. 3An embedding (ℓ_1, ℓ_2) → ℓ_1κ^′ + ℓ_2η^′ is primitive if every lattice element that is a real linear combination of κ^′ and η^′ is also an integral linear combination.

NON-HAMILTONIAN ACTIONS 5

to (1, 9). In particular, the Duistermaat-Heckman function of M̆ is 2 +^1_2 (t − 5)^2, and each reduced space is diffeomorphic to a generalized K3 surface with 5 isolated Z_2 singularities. Additionally, we endow M̆ with two congenial complex structures.

The results in Section 5 rely heavily on our construction of symplectic orbifold forms on generalized K3 surfaces with isolated Z_2 singularities, which can be found in Section 4. This in turn relies on Kobayashi and Todorov’s classification of Kähler generalized K3 surfaces, and on the relationship between a 2-dimensional complex orbifold with isolated Z_2 singularities and its blow up, which is described in Section 3.

In Section 6, we construct a circle action on a symplectic manifold (~M, ~ω) with a proper moment map ~Ψ: ~M → (1 −~ϵ, 9 +~ϵ), where ~ϵ > 0, which satisfies the requirements of Theorem 2 if we restrict consideration to (1−~ϵ, 9+~ϵ); in particular, the reduced space ~M//_t S^1 is symplectomorphic to a tame K3 surface ( ^X, ^I, (^σ_±)_t) for all t ∈ 5 ± (4, 4 + ~ϵ). Additionally, [(^σ_±)_t] = ^κ_± − t^η_±, where ^κ_±, ^η_± induce a primitive embeddding Z^2 → H^2( ^X; Z). This construction relies on techniques from [TWa]: We use symplectic cutting twice on M̆ to construct a closed symplectic orbifold M_{cut} with 10 isolated Z_2 singularities. The manifold ~M is an open subset of the blow up of M_{cut} at these 10 points, with a slightly perturbed symplectic form.

The moment preimages (Ψ^′)^{−1}(1 −~ϵ, 1) ⊂ M^′ and ~Ψ^{−1}(1 −~ϵ, 1) ⊂ ~M are symplectic manifolds with free circle actions and proper moment maps to (1−~ϵ, 1); moreover, their reduced spaces are symplectomorphic to tame K3 surfaces, and both satisfy the technical assumption. Since their Duistermaat-Heckman functions agree, this implies that they are equivariantly symplectomorphic – as long as we restrict to the moment preimages of a small open set. A nearly identical argument applies to the moment preimages (Ψ^′)^{−1}(−1, −1+~ϵ) ⊂ M^′ and ~Ψ^{−1}(9, 9+~ϵ) ⊂ ~M. Therefore, as we show in Section 7, we can construct M by gluing together M^′ and ~M. Finally, M cannot be Hamiltonian, because every fixed point has both positive and negative weights.

2. Free circle actions

In this section, we review the classification of free Hamiltonian circle actions on symplectic manifolds with reduced spaces symplectomorphic to tame K3 surfaces (that also satisfy a technical condition) from [T]. Such manifolds are essentially classified by their Duistermaat-Heckman function, which can be any positive polynomial of degree at most two with even coefficients. The more precise statements below correspond

6 DONGHOON JANG AND SUSAN TOLMAN

to [T, Proposition 3.1] and [T, Proposition 3.3], respectively. We use the first proposition to construct the free portions of the manifolds described in our main theorems, e.g., the part of the manifold constructed in Theorem 2 that lies over (−1, 1) ⊂ R/10Z. We use the second to attach this portion to the rest of the manifold.

Proposition 2.1. Let the circle act freely on symplectic manifolds (M, ω) and (M^′, ω^′) with proper moment maps Ψ: M → (a, b) and Ψ^′ : M^′ → (a, b). Assume that, for all t ∈ (a, b), the reduced spaces M//_t S^1 and M^′//_t S^1 are symplectomorphic to tame K3 surfaces (X, I_t, σ_t) and (X^′, I^′_t, σ^′_t), respectively; moreover, • ∫ X σ^2_t = ∫ X^′ (σ ′ t)^2; and • [σ_t] = κ − tη and [σ^′_t] = κ^′ − tη^′, where κ, η and κ^′, η^′ induce primitive embeddings Z^2 → H^2(X; Z) and Z^2 → H^2(X^′; Z), respectively.

Then every t ∈ (a, b) has a open neighborhood U so that Ψ^{−1}(U) and (Ψ^′)^{−1}(U) are equivariantly symplectomorphic.

Proposition 2.2. Fix a polynomial P of degree at most two with even coefficients that is positive on [a, b] ⊂ R. Then there exists a free circle action on a symplectic manifold (M, ω) with a proper moment map Ψ: M → (a, b) so that, for all t ∈ (a, b), the reduced space M//_t S^1 is symplectomorphic to a tame K3 surface (X, I_t, σ_t); moreover, • ∫ X σ^2_t = P (t); and • [σ_t] = κ − tη, where κ, η induce a primitive embedding Z^2 → H^2(X; Z).

3. Complex orbifolds with isolated Z_2 singularities

In this section, we analyze the relationship between a 2-dimensional complex orbifold with isolated Z_2 singularities and its blow up, focusing on cohomology classes, holomorphic forms, and holomorphic bundles. Most of these facts are well known, and are true in a (much) more general context. However, for completeness, we include here elementary proofs for this simple case.

Let X be a complex orbifold. By definition, there exists an open cover {V_α} of X and an orbifold chart { ~V_α, Γ_α, ϕ_α} for each α, where ~V_α is an open subset of C n that is invariant under the linear action of a finite group Γ_α, and ϕ_α is a homeomorphism from ~V_α/Γ_α to V_α. An orbifold form on X is a Γ_α invariant form on each orbifold chart ~V_α so that any two agree on overlaps. We extend the notion of closed form, Kähler form, holomorphic form, etc. to orbifolds analogously.

NON-HAMILTONIAN ACTIONS 7

Let C^2 /Z_2 be the quotient of C^2 by the diagonal Z_2 action. Define an algebraic variety Z := {x ∈ C^3 | x_1x_3 = x^2}. The map from C^2 /Z_2 to Z that sends [z_1, z_2] to (z^2_1 , z_1z_2, z^2 ) is a continuous proper bijection to a locally compact Hausdorff space; hence, it’s a homeomorphism. Moreover, by Luna [Lu], this homeomorphism induces an isomorphism between the sheaf of orbifold holomorphic functions on C^2 /Z_2, and the sheaf of holomorphic functions on Z ⊂ C^3 . (In contrast, it does not induce an isomorphism between the sheaves of smooth functions; the inverse homeomorphism from Z to C /Z_2 is not smooth.) Therefore, a 2- dimensional complex orbifold with isolated Z_2 singularities is naturally a complex analytic space, and maps between such orbifold are maps of complex analytic spaces.

Conversely, any complex analytic space that is locally modelled on the variety Z (or C^2 ) is naturally a 2-dimensional complex orbifold with isolated Z_2 singularities, and maps between such complex analytic spaces are maps of orbifolds. This is an immediate consequence on the lemma below, adapted from [KLM].

Lemma 3.1. Let Z_2 act diagonally on C^2 and let π : C^2 → C^2 /Z_2 be the quotient map. Let U and U^′ be simply connected Z_2 equivariant subsets of C^2 , and let f : π(U) → π(U^′) be a homeomorphism that induces an isomorphism between the sheaves of holomorphic functions. Then there exists an equivariant biholomorphic map f̃ : U → U^′ such that π ∘ f̃ = f ∘ π.

Proof. If 0 ∈ U then f([0]) = [0], because the local homology group H_∗(C^2 /Z_2, C^2 /Z_2 ∖ {[0]}; Z) at [0] is different from that of any other point.

The quotient map π restricts to a covering map from C^2 ∖ {0} onto C^2 /Z_2 ∖ {[0]}. Hence, since U ∖ {0} is simply connected, there’s a lift of the restriction of f to π(U) ∖ {[0]}, that is, a holomorphic map f̃_0 : U ∖{0} → U ′∖{0} such that π∘f̃_0 = f ∘π on U ∖{0}. Moreover, the composition of f̃_0 with the lift of the restriction of f^{−1} to π(U^′)∖{[0]} is either the identity or multiplication by −1. Hence, f̃_0 is biholomorphic. Similarly, f̃_0 is Z_2 equivariant.

Next, fix a compact neighborhood B ⊂ U of 0. Since π is proper, π^{−1}(f(π(B))) is compact; hence, f̃_0(B∖{0}) ⊂ π^{−1}(f(π(B))) is bounded. Therefore, by the Riemann extension theorem, f̃_0 has a unique holomorphic extension f̃ : U → U^′, which is the required lift of f. □

Let X be a 2-dimensional complex orbifold with isolated Z_2 singularities p_1, . . . , p_k. We define the blow up q : ^X → X of X at p_1, . . . , p_k to be its blow up as a complex analytic space. (See, for example,

8 DONGHOON JANG AND SUSAN TOLMAN

[Fi].) Blow ups are unique up to canonical isomorphism. Moreover, the map q restricts to a biholomorphism from q^{−1}(X ∖ {p_1, . . . , p_k}) to X ∖{p_1, . . . , p_k}. Hence, since blowing up commutes with restriction to open subspaces, the blow up of X is determined by the lemma below. In particular, q is proper and the exceptional divisor E_i := q^{−1}(p_i) is biholomorphic to C P^1 for all i.

Lemma 3.2. Let C^× act on (C^2 ∖ {0}) × C by

λ · (z_1, z_2; u) = (λz_1, λz_2; λ^{−2}u).

The blow up of C^2 /Z_2 is the complex surface ^ C^2 /Z_2 := (C^2 ∖ {0}) ×_C × C ,

and the map that takes [z_1, z_2; u] ∈ ^C^2 /Z_2 to [ √ uz_1, √ uz_2] ∈ C^2 /Z_2.

Note that this map is not smooth.

Proof. The blow up of Z := {x ∈ C^3 | x_1x_3 = x^2} at 0 is the algebraic variety

^Z := {(x, [y]) ∈ C^3 × C P^2 | y_1y_3 = y^2 and x_iy_j = x_j y_i ∀ i, j},

and the map q : ^Z → Z defined by q(x, [y]) = x. Define a holomorphic map from ^C^2 /Z_2 to ^Z by

[z_1, z_2; u] → ((uz^2_1 , uz_1z_2, uz^2 ), [z^2_1 , z_1z_2, z^2 ]).

An inverse map is given by ((x_1, x_2, x_3), [y_1, y_2, y_3]) → ( √ y_1,^{y2}√_{y1} ;^{x1}_{y1} ) for y_1 ≠ 0, and by ((x_1, x_2, x_3), [y_1, y_2, y_3]) → (^{y2}√_{y3} , √ y_3;^{x3}_{y3} ) for y_3 ≠ 0.

Under the resulting identifications of ^C^2 /Z_2 with ^Z and C^2 /Z_2 with Z, the map q : ^Z → Z takes [z_1, z_2; u] ∈ ^C^2 /Z_2 to [ √ uz_1, √ uz_2] ∈ C^2 /Z_2. □

We are now ready to demonstrate some relationships between the cohomologies of X and ^X.

Lemma 3.3. Let q : ^X → X be the blow up of a 2-dimensional complex orbifold at isolated Z_2 singularities p_1, . . . , p_k. Let I(X) be the kernel of the restriction map H^2( ^X; Z) → H^2(∪_iE_i; Z), where E_i := q^{−1}(p_i) for each i.

(1) The map q induces an isomorphism q^∗ : H^2(X; Z) → I(X). (2) The natural inclusion ι̂: ^X ∖ ∪_iE_i → ^X induces an injection ι̂^∗ : I(X) → H^2( ^X ∖ ∪_iE_i; Z).

NON-HAMILTONIAN ACTIONS 9

Proof. Let U_i be an open neighborhood of p_i that lifts to a disk in an orbifold chart for each i. Then {p_i} is a deformation retract of U_i, and E_i is a deformation retract of ^U_i := q^{−1}(U_i), for all i. Moreover, q restricts to a homeomorphism from ^X ∖ ∪_iE_i to X ∖ {p_i}_i. Hence, the pullback map q^∗ : H^∗(X, {p_i}_i; Z) → H^∗( ^X, ∪_iE_i; Z) is an isomorphism. Since H^1(∪_iE_i; Z) = H^1({p_i}_i; Z) = H^2({p_i}_i; Z) = 0, the natural maps H^2( ^X, ∪_iE_i; Z) → I(X) and H^2(X, {p_i}_i; Z) → H^2(X; Z) are isomorphisms; the first claim follows immediately. Since H^1( ^U_i ∖E_i; Z) = H^1(RP^3 ; Z) = {0}, the second claim follows from the long exact Mayer- Vietoris sequence for the pair ( ^X ∖ ∪_iE_i, ∪_i ^U_i). □

Given an n-dimensional manifold N and a nonnegative integer m, let Ω^m_c (N) be the vector space of smooth forms of degree m on N with compact support. An m-current is a continuous (in the sense of distributions) linear functional T : Ω^{n−m}_c (N) → R. Let C_m(N) denote the vector-space of m-currents on N. Define a differential ∂ : C_m(N) → C_{m+1}(N) by (∂T )(ψ) := (−1)^{m+1}T (dψ) for all ψ ∈ Ω^{n−m−1}_c (N); clearly, ∂^2 = 0.

A (smooth) m-form η ∈ Ω^m(N) defines an m-current by ψ → ∫ N η∧ψ for all ψ ∈ Ω^{n−m}_c (N); we identify this current with η. By Stokes’ Theorem, this identification intertwines the differentials on Ω^∗(N) and C_∗(N). Moreover, every closed current is homologous to a differential form, and a form is the boundary of a current exactly if it is the boundary of another form [Rh, Theorem 14]. Therefore, every closed current represents a unique cohomology class.

Now let q : ^X → X be the blow up of a 2-dimensional complex orbifold X at isolated Z_2 singularities p_1, . . . , p_k. Let ι̂ : ^X ∖ ∪_iE_i → ^X be the inclusion map, where E_i := q^{−1}(p_i) for all i. Although q is generally not smooth, the composition q ∘ ι̂ is smooth. Hence, given an orbifold form η ∈ Ω^k(X), the pullback (q ∘ ι̂)^∗η is a smooth form on ^X ∖ ∪_iE_i. We say that η defines a current on ^X if the map Ω^{n−k}_c ( ^X) → R given by ψ → ∫_^ X∖∪_iE_i ι̂ ∗ψ ∧ (q ∘ ι̂)^∗η is a (well-defined) continuous linear function. Our next lemma gives the cohomology class of this current when η is closed.

Lemma 3.4. Let q : ^X → X be the blow up of a 2-dimensional complex orbifold at isolated Z_2 singularities. Let I(X)_R be the kernel of the restriction map H^2( ^X; R) → H^2(∪_iE_i; R), where E_1, . . . , E_k are the exceptional divisors. If a closed orbifold form η ∈ Ω^2(X) defines a closed current on ^X in a class ϵ ∈ I(X)_R, then q^∗([η]) = ϵ.

10 DONGHOON JANG AND SUSAN TOLMAN

Proof. Let ι̂: ^X ∖ ∪_iE_i → ^X be the inclusion map, and let η define a closed current T on ^X. The restriction of T to ^X ∖ ∪_iE_i is the current defined by (q ∘ ι̂)^∗η ∈ Ω^2( ^X ∖ ∪_iE_i). Hence, ι̂^∗[T ] = [(q ∘ ι̂)^∗η] = ι̂^∗q^∗[η], and so the claim follows from Lemma 3.3(2). □

Next, we demonstrate a relationship between holomorphic forms on X and ^X. Lemma 3.5. Let q : ^X → X be the blow up of a 2-dimensional complex orbifold at isolated Z_2 singularities. Given a nonvanishing holomorphic form ^μ ∈ Ω^{2,0}( ^X), there exists a nonvanishing holomorphic orbifold form μ ∈ Ω^{2,0}(X) such that q^∗ ( [μ] ) = [ ^μ ] . Proof. Let p_1, . . . , p_k ∈ X be the isolated Z_2 singularities. Let ι̂ : ^X ∖ ∪_iE_i → ^X denote the natural inclusion, where E_i := q^{−1}(p_i) for each i. Since q restricts to a biholomorphism from ^X ∖∪_iE_i to X ∖{p_i}_i, there exists a holomorphic 2-form on X ∖ {p_i}_i whose pullback under this biholomorphism is ι̂^∗ ^μ. By Lemma 3.6 below we can extend this form to a holomorphic 2-form μ on X such that (q ∘ ι̂)^∗μ = ι̂^∗ ^μ. Moreover, holomorphic 2-forms on complex surfaces are closed; hence, ι̂^∗q^∗[μ] = ι̂^∗[^μ]. Since each E_i is a complex curve, the restriction of [^μ] to ∪_iE_i vanishes. Thus, q^∗ ( [μ] ) = [ ^μ ] by Lemma 3.3(2).

Let U_i be an open neighborhood of p_i that lifts to an open set ~U_i ⊂ C^2 in an orbifold chart around p_i. Identify U_i with ~U_i/Z_2 and ^U_i := q^{−1}(U_i) with the preimage of ~U_i/Z_2 in ^C^2 /Z_2. Let ~μ := ~fdz_1 ∧ dz_2 ∈ Ω^2( ~U) be the pullback of μ to this orbifold chart, where ~f is a Z_2 invariant holomorphic function. Since (q ∘ ι̂)^∗μ = ι̂^∗ ^μ,

^μ =^1_2 ~f( √ uz_1, √ uz_2) (z_1du ∧ dz_2 + z_2dz_1 ∧ du + 2udz_1 ∧ dz_2)

on ^U_i ∖ E_i. Since ~μ and ^μ are both continuous, this equation holds on all of ^U_i. Therefore, since ^μ doesn’t vanish on ^U_i, the form μ doesn’t vanish on U_i. Therefore, μ is nonvanishing. □ Here, we used the following variant of Hartogs’ extension theorem.

Lemma 3.6. Let X be a complex orbifold of dimension at least 2 with isolated singularities. Then every holomorphic m-form μ^′ on the regular part of X can be extended uniquely to a holomorphic orbifold m-form μ on X.

Proof. Let ( ~V , Γ) be a local orbifold chart near an isolated singularity p ∈ X. Let ~μ^′ := ∑ i_1<···<i_m f ′ i_1...i_m dzi1 ∧ · · · ∧ dzim ∈ Ω m,0( ~V ∖ {0}) be

NON-HAMILTONIAN ACTIONS 11

the pullback of μ^′ to this chart, where each f^′_I := f^′_{i1...im} is a holomorphic function on ~V ∖ {0}. By Hartogs’ extension theorem, we can extend each f^′_I uniquely to a holomorphic function f_I on ~V . Thus, ~μ := ∑ i_1<···<i_m fi1...im dzi1 ∧ · · · ∧ dzim is the unique holomorphic extension

of ~μ^′ to ~V . Taken together with the fact that ~μ^′ is Γ invariant, this implies that ~μ is also invariant. □

Finally, we demonstrate a relationship between holomorphic bundles on X and ^X.

Definition 3.7. Let L be a holomorphic C^× bundle over a complex orbifold X and let h be a hermitian metric on the associated line bundle containing L. There exists a real orbifold form in Ω^{1,1}(X) with local expression ζ =^{√−1}_{2π} ∂∂s^∗(Ψ) for every local holomorphic section s of L, where Ψ(m) := ln |m|^2 for all m ∈ L. (Here, we identify L with a subset of the associated line bundle.) The Chern curvature of h is the orbifold form 2π √ −1 ζ ∈ Ω^{1,1}(X). The Euler class of L is the cohomology class e(L) := −[ζ] ∈ H^{1,1}(X), which does not depend on the choice of the hermitian metric h. Lemma 3.8. Let q : ^X → X be the blow up of a 2-dimensional complex orbifold at isolated Z_2 singularities p_1, . . . , p_k. Given a holomorphic C^× bundle ^L over ^X there exists a holomorphic C^× bundle L over X so that e(L) ∈ H^{1,1}(X) is the unique class with

q^∗(e(L)) = e( ^L) + ∑ i 1 2 E_i ∫ E_i e( ^L), where E_i ∈ H^{1,1}( ^X; R) is the Poincaré dual to E_i := q^{−1}(p_i) for each i. Moreover, L is a manifold exactly if ∫ E_i e( ^L) is odd for all i.

Proof. Fix n ∈ Z. Let ^C^2 /Z_2 → C^2 /Z_2 be the blow up of C^2 /Z_2 at [0], and let E := (C^2 ∖ {0}) ×_C × {0} be the exceptional divisor. Define a holomorphic C^× bundle ^D_n over ^C^2 /Z_2 with ∫ E e( ^D_n) = n by ^D_n := (C^2 ∖ {0}) ×_{C ×} (C × C^× ), where C^× acts by

λ · (z_1, z_2; u; w) = (λz_1, λz_2; λ^{−2}u; λ^nw).

Similarly, define a holomorphic C^× bundle D_n over C^2 /Z_2 by

D_n := C^2 ×_{Z2} C^× ,

12 DONGHOON JANG AND SUSAN TOLMAN

where Z_2 acts by

±1 · (z_1, z_2; w) = (±z_1, ±z_2; (±1)^nw).

Clearly, D_n is a manifold exactly if n is odd. The natural biholomorphism from ^C^n /Z_2 ∖ E to C^2 /Z_2 ∖ {[0]} lifts to an isomorphism of bundles

(3.9) ^D_n | |(_{^C2/Z2∖E}) ≃ D_n | |(_{C 2 /Z2∖{[0]}}); it sends [z_1, z_2; u; w] to [ √ uz_1, √ uz_2; ( √ u)^nw].

Fix i ∈ {1, . . . , k}, and let U_i be an open neighborhood of p_i that lifts to a disk in an orbifold chart. Then E_i is a deformation retract of ^U_i := q^{−1}(U_i), and so e ( ^ D^∫_{Ei e( ^L)} )| ^U_i = e( ^L)| ^U_i . Moreover, by the

lemma below, H^1( ^U_i, O) = 0, where O denote the sheaf of holomorphic functions. Therefore, there is an isomorphism of bundles over ^U_i, (3.10) ^D^∫_{Ei e( ^L)} | ^U_i ≃ ^L | ^U_i . Since q restricts to a biholomorphism from ^X ∖ ∪_iE_i to X ∖ {p_i}_i, there exists a holomorphic C^× bundle L^′ over X ∖ {p_i}_i such that q^∗L^′ ≃ ι̂^∗ ^L, where ι̂ : ^X ∖ ∪_iE_i → ^X is the inclusion map. Moreover, by (3.9) and (3.10), the bundles L^′ and D^∫_{Ei e( ^L)} are isomorphic over U_i ∖ {p_i} for each i. Therefore, by gluing together the bundle L^′ and the bundle D^∫_{Ei e( ^L)} over U_i for each i, we construct a holomorphic C^×

bundle L over X so that (q ∘ ι̂)^∗L ≃ ι̂^∗ ^L. Since each E_j vanishes on ^X ∖ ∪_iE_i, this implies that ι̂^∗q^∗e(L) = ι̂^∗e( ^L) = ι̂^∗ ( e( ^L) + ∑ i 1 2 E_i ∫ E_i e( ^L)). Moreover, since ∫ E_j Ei = −2δij for all i, j, the class e(

^L)+∑_i^1_2 E_i ∫_{Ei} e( ^L) vanishes when restricted to ∪_iE_i. Therefore, the claim follows from Lemma 3.3. □

Here, we used the following calculation.

Lemma 3.11. Let q : ^C^2 /Z_2 → C^2 /Z_2 be the blow up of C^2 /Z_2 at [0]. Given ϵ > 0, let U := {[z] ∈ C^2 /Z_2 | |z|^2 < ϵ} and ^U := q^{−1}(U). Then H^1( ^U, O) = 0, where O denotes the sheaf of holomorphic functions.

Proof. In coordinates, ^U = {[z_1, z_2; u] | |u||z|^2 < ϵ}. Define ^W_1 := {[z_1, z_2; u] ∈ ^U | z_1 ≠ 0} and ^W_2 := {[z_1, z_2; u] ∈ ^U | z_2 ≠ 0}.

NON-HAMILTONIAN ACTIONS 13

Define maps ϕ_1 and ϕ_2 from C^2 to ^C^2 /Z_2 by ϕ_1(z_1, z_2) := [1, z_1; z_2] and ϕ_2(z_1, z_2) := [z_1, 1; z_2]. Then each ϕ_i restricts to a biholomorphism from A := {x ∈ C^2 | |z_2|(1 + |z_1|^2) < ϵ} to ^W_i, and from A^′ := A ∩ (C^× × C ) to ^W_1 ∩ ^W_2.

First we claim H^i( ^U, O) = H^i({^W_1, ^W_2}, O), where H^i({^W_1, ^W_2}, O) denotes the Čech cohomology of the cover {^W_1, ^W_2} with coefficients in O. Since the function t → ln ϵ − ln(1 + e^{2t}) has negative second derivative, the set A is a logarithmically convex (relatively) complete Reinhardt domain [A, I.3]. Hence, by [A, I.5.15 and I.5.16], A is holomorphically convex. Since every open subset of C^2 satisfies the remaining conditions of Definition of 5.1.3 of [H], this implies that A is a Stein manifold; hence, ^W_1 and ^W_2 are as well. The claim now follows by Theorem 7.4.1 of [H].

Hence, to complete the proof, it is enough to prove H^1({^W_1, ^W_2}, O) = 0. So consider f̃ ∈ C^1({^W_1, ^W_2}, O) = O(^W_1 ∩ ^W_2). Since A^′ is a Reinhardt domain containing C^× × {0}, there exist unique constants f_{ij} ∈ C such that A^′ is contained in the domain of convergence of the Laurent series

f := ∞∑ i=−∞ ∞∑ j=0 f_{ij} z^i_1z^j_2

and the series converges to the holomorphic function ϕ^∗_1(f̃) on A^′ [A, I.6.3]. Therefore, A^′ is contained in the domains of convergence of the Laurent series

g := ∞∑ i=0 ∞∑ j=0 f_{ij}z^i_1z^j_2 and g − f = − −1∑ i=−∞ ∞∑ j=0 f_{ij} z^i_1z^j_2.

Since ϕ^{−1}_1 ∘ ϕ_2 is an isomorphism from A^′ to itself, this implies that A^′ is contained in the domain of convergence of the Taylor series

h := (ϕ^{−1}_1 ∘ ϕ_2)^∗(g − f) = − −1∑ i=−∞ ∞∑ j=0 f_{ij} z^{2j−i}_1 z^j_2 = − ∞∑ j=0 ∞∑ k=2j+1 f_{kj}z^k_1 z^j_2.

Since A is open and A^′ = A∩(C^× ×C ), this implies that A is contained in the domains of convergence of the Taylor series g and h. Therefore, there exist g̃ ∈ O(^W_1) and h̃ ∈ O(^W_2) such that g converges to ϕ^∗_1(g̃) and h converges to ϕ^∗_2(h̃). (See, e.g., [A, I.2A and I.2B].) Hence, f̃ = g̃ − h̃ on ^W_1 ∩ ^W_2, that is, f̃ = δ(g̃, h̃), as required. □

14 DONGHOON JANG AND SUSAN TOLMAN

4. Generalized K3 surfaces

In this section, we use Kobayashi and Todorov’s classification of Kähler generalized K3 surfaces to obtain symplectic orbifold forms on generalized K3 surfaces with isolated Z_2 singularities. These spaces will serve as the reduced spaces of the six-dimensional symplectic manifolds with Hamiltonian circle actions that we construct in the next two sections. More concretely, we prove Proposition 4.1 below.

Recall that a K3 surface is a closed, connected complex surface ( ^X, ^I) with H^1( ^X; R) = {0} and trivial canonical bundle. A closed complex surface (X, I) with at worst simple singular points and with minimal resolution q : ^X → X is a generalized K3 surface if ^X is a K3 surface. Here, a proper morphism q : Y → X is a resolution (of the singularities) of X if Y is non-singular and q restricts to an isomorphism from Y \ q^{−1}(X_{sing}) to X \ X_{sing}. A resolution q : Y → X of X is a minimal resolution if for every resolution q^′ : Y^′ → X of X there exists a unique morphism Ξ : Y^′ → Y such that q^′ = q∘Ξ. In particular, if X is a generalized K3 surface with isolated Z_2 singularities, then the blow up q : ^X → X of X at the singular points is the minimal resolution of X, and so ^X is a K3 surface. Here, to see that q is the minimal resolution, note that q^{−1}(p_i) does not contain a (−1)-curve for any i; see, e.g., [I].

Proposition 4.1. Fix k ∈ {0, 1, . . . , 9}, a positive even integer A, and an even integer B > −^1_2 k. There exist a generalized K3 surface (X, I) with k isolated Z_2 singularities, a Kähler orbifold form ζ ∈ Ω^{1,1}(X), and a real symplectic orbifold form ν ∈ Ω^{2,0}(X) ⊕ Ω^{0,2}(X) so that (ν + tζ, ν + tζ) = A + (B +^1_2 k)t^2 for all t ∈ R. Moreover, q^∗([ν + 2ℓζ]) is primitive^4 for all ℓ ∈ Z, where q : ^X → X is the blow up of X at the singular points. Finally, there exists a holomorphic C^× bundle L over X with Euler class −[ζ] so that L is a manifold.

Before proving this proposition, we introduce some terminology. Let q : ^X → X be the minimal resolution of a generalized K3 surface X. Let δ_1, · · · , δ_k ∈ H^{1,1}( ^X)∩H^2( ^X; Z) be the Poincaré duals of the (−2)- curves contracted by q. By definition, the root system of X is

R(X) := { δ = k∑ i=1 a_iδ_i | | ai ∈ Z and (δ, δ) = −2 } ⊂ H^{1,1}( ^X)∩H^2( ^X; Z).

4In particular, it lies in H^2( ^X; Z) ⊂ H^2( ^X; R).

NON-HAMILTONIAN ACTIONS 15

Let I(X) ⊂ H^2( ^X; Z) be the set of all classes orthogonal to R(X). Clearly, the image of the pullback map q^∗ : H^2(X; Z) → H^2( ^X; Z) is contained in I(X). Similarly, H^{2,0}( ^X) is contained in I(X) ⊗ C .

The K3 lattice L is the even unimodular lattice with signature (3; 19); let L_R := L ⊗_Z R. Consider the cup product pairing (·, ·) on ^X. Since ( ^X, ^I) is a K3 surface, there exists an isometry from H^2( ^X; Z) to L [BPV, Proposition VIII.3.2], that is, an isomorphism of groups that intertwines the symmetric bilinear forms. A marking of X is a metric injection ϕ: I(X) → L that can be extended to an isometry ^ϕ : H 2( ^X; Z) → L. A marked generalized K3 surface is a triple (X, I, ϕ) where (X, I) is a generalized K3 surface and ϕ is a marking. Let Ω := {α ∈ L_C | (α, α) = 0 and (α, α) > 0}/C^× be the classical period domain. Since H^{2,0}( ^X) ≃ C , there is a welldefined period point associated to any marked generalized K3 surface (X, I, ϕ): τ_1(X, I, ϕ) := [ϕ(α_{^X} )] ∈ Ω, where α_X ∈ H^{2,0}( ^X) is any non-zero class.

A polarization on X is an element of a subset V^+_P (X) of I(X) defined by

V^+_P (X) := κ ∈ V^+_P ( ^X) | | | | Given δ ∈ H^{1,1}( ^X) ∩ H^2( ^X; Z) with (δ, δ) = −2, (κ, δ) = 0 if and only if δ ∈ R(X) ,

where V^+_P ( ^X) is the closure of

V^+_P ( ^X) := κ ∈ H^{1,1}( ^X) ∩ H^2( ^X; R) | | | | (κ, κ) > 0 and (κ, δ) > 0 for all effective (−2)-classes δ on ^X . A marked polarized generalized K3 surface (X, I, ϵ, ϕ) is a marked generalized K3 surface (X, I, ϕ) and a polarization ϵ on X. Let KΩ := {(κ, [α]) ∈ L_R × Ω | (κ, κ) > 0 and (κ, α) = 0}

be the polarized period domain. There is a polarized period point associated to each marked polarized generalized K3 surface (X, I, ϵ, ϕ): τ_2(X, I, ϵ, ϕ) := (ϕ(ϵ), [ϕ(α_{^X} )]) ∈ KΩ, where again α_{^X} ∈ H^{2,0}( ^X) is any non-zero class. As Morrison [Mo] proved, τ_2 induces a bijection between isomorphism classes of marked polarized generalized K3 surfaces and KΩ. Here two marked polarized

16 DONGHOON JANG AND SUSAN TOLMAN

generalized K3 surfaces (X_1, I_1, ϵ_1, ϕ_1) and (X_2, I_2, ϵ_2, ϕ_2) are isomorphic if ϕ_1(ϵ_1) = ϕ_2(ϵ_2) and there is a biholomorphism f : X_1 → X_2 such that ϕ_2 ∘ q^∗_2 = ϕ_1 ∘ q^∗_1 ∘ f^∗. We need the following theorem, due to Kobayahsi and Todorov, which is a refinement of the fact that τ_2 is surjective.

Theorem 4.2. Given (κ, [α]) ∈ KΩ, there exists a marked polarized generalized K3 surface (X, I, ϵ, ϕ) such that τ_2(X, I, ϵ, ϕ) = (κ, [α]). Moreover, there exists a Kähler orbifold form ζ ∈ Ω^{1,1}(X) that defines a closed current on ^X in the class ϵ, where q : ^X → X is the minimal resolution.

Proof. The first claim is a theorem of Morrison [Mo]; see also [KT, Theorem C, p. 347]. By Theorem 3 of [KT, p. 353], ϵ contains a Kähler form on X in the sense of Fujiki-Moishezon. Thus, Theorem 1 of [KT, p. 348] implies that there exists a Ricci-flat Kähler-Einstein orbifold form on X which defines a closed current on ^X in the cohomology class ϵ. (Alternatively, see [Kob, Theorem 13, p. 284] and the definition of “Kähler polarization” [Kob, p. 279].) □

Remark 4.3. Some authors, e.g. [Lo], only consider one component of the polarized period domain and restrict marked polarized K3 surfaces accordingly; Kobayashi and Todorov follow this tradition. In contrast, following [BPV], we consider both components. This change is inconsequential, because the isomorphism of L that sends x to −x induces a diffeomorphism of KΩ that exchanges the two components. Similarly, instead of restricting to κ ∈ L_R such that (κ, κ) = 1, we allow all κ such that (κ, κ) > 0.

We will use the following corollary of Theorem 4.2.

Corollary 4.4. Fix a negative-definite primitive sublattice K ⊂ L and κ, β ∈ K^⊥ ⊂ L_R such that (κ, κ) > 0, (β, β) > 0, and (κ, β) = 0. There exists a marked polarized generalized K3 surface (X, I, ϵ, ϕ) such that κ = ϕ(ϵ), β ∈ ϕ(H^{2,0}( ^X)⊕H^{0,2}( ^X)), and ^ϕ(R(X)) = {d ∈ K | (d, d) = −2}. Moreover, there exists a Kähler orbifold form ζ ∈ Ω^{1,1}(X) that defines a closed current on ^X in the class ϵ. Here, q : ^X → X is the minimal resolution of X and ^ϕ: H^2( ^X; Z) → L is any isometry extending ϕ.

Proof. Let W ⊂ L_R be the subspace generated by κ, β, and K. For each ℓ ∈ L ∖ W , the projective space P(W^⊥ ∩ ℓ^⊥) is a codimension one submanifold of P(W^⊥). Since L ∖ W is countable, the complement of the union ∪_{ℓ∈L∖W} P(W^⊥ ∩ ℓ^⊥) is dense in P(W^⊥). Hence, the set of

NON-HAMILTONIAN ACTIONS 17

γ ∈ W^⊥ ⊂ L_R such that γ^⊥ ∩ L = W ∩ L is dense in L_R. Additionally, since K is a negative-definite sublattice, the pairing (·, ·) is indefinite on W^⊥. Therefore, there exists γ ∈ W^⊥ ⊂ L_R with (γ, γ) = (β, β) > 0 such that γ^⊥ ∩ L = W ∩ L, and hence κ^⊥ ∩ β^⊥ ∩ γ^⊥ ∩ L = K.

Since (κ, [β + √ −1γ]) lies in KΩ, Theorem 4.2 implies that there exists a marked polarized generalized K3 surface (X, I, ϵ, ϕ) so that ϕ(ϵ) = κ and β + √ −1γ ∈ ϕ(H^{2,0}( ^X)). Moreover, there exists a Kähler orbifold form ζ ∈ Ω^{1,1}(X) which defines a closed current on ^X in the cohomology class ϵ. Since ϵ ∈ V^+_P (X), R(X) = { δ ∈ H^{1,1}( ^X) ∩ H^2( ^X; Z) | (δ, δ) = −2 and (ϵ, δ) = 0 } . Moreover, since β + √ −1γ ∈ ϕ(H^{2,0}( ^X)), we have ^ϕ(H^{1,1}( ^X)) = β^⊥ ∩ γ^⊥ ∩ L. Since κ = ϕ(ϵ) and κ^⊥ ∩ β^⊥ ∩ γ^⊥ ∩ L = K, this implies that ^ϕ(R(X)) = {d ∈ K | (d, d) = −2}. □ We are now ready to prove our main proposition.

Proof of Proposition 4.1. By Lemma 4.5 below, there exist ^κ, β, and d_1, . . . , d_k in L such that (^κ, ^κ) = B, (β, β) = A, (^κ, β) = 0, (^κ, d_i) = 1 and (β, d_i) = 0 for all i, and (d_i, d_j) = −2δ_{ij} for all i and j; moreover, ^κ, β, and d_1, . . . , d_k generate a primitive sublattice. Let K be the negative definite primitive sublattice generated by d_1, . . . , d_k, and let κ := ^κ+^1_2 ∑_k i=1 d_i be the projection of ^κ onto K^⊥ ⊂ L_R. Since (κ, κ) = B +^1_2 k > 0, Corollary 4.4 implies that there exists a marked polarized generalized K3 surface (X, I, ϵ, ϕ) such that κ = ϕ(ϵ), β ∈ ϕ(H^{2,0}( ^X)⊕ H^{0,2}( ^X)), and ^ϕ(R(X)) = {d ∈ K | (d, d) = −2} = {±d_1, . . . , ±d_k}. Moreover, there exists a Kähler orbifold form ζ ∈ Ω^{1,1}(X) that defines a closed current on ^X in the class ϵ. Here, q : ^X → X is the minimal resolution of X and ^ϕ: H^2( ^X; Z) → L is any isometry extending ϕ.

The root system of X is R(X) = {±E_1, . . . , ±E_k}, where ^ϕ(E_i) = d_i for all i and (E_i, E_j) = −2δ_{ij} for all i, j. By the classification of simple surface singularities (and an analysis of their minimal resolutions), this implies that X has k isolated Z_2 singularities, that q : ^X → X is the blow up of X at the singular points, and that E_1, . . . , E_k ∈ H^{1,1}( ^X) ∩ H^2( ^X; Z) are the Poincaré duals to the exceptional divisors.

Since β ∈ ϕ(H^{2,0}( ^X) ⊕ H^{0,2}( ^X)) ∩ L, there exists a holomorphic form ^μ ∈ Ω^{2,0}( ^X) such that Re(ϕ([^μ])) = β, where Re(·) denotes the

18 DONGHOON JANG AND SUSAN TOLMAN

real part. Since (β, β) > 0 and ^X is a K3 surface, this implies that ^μ is nonvanishing. By Lemma 3.5, there exists a nonvanishing holomorphic orbifold form μ ∈ Ω^{2,0}(X) such that q^∗([μ]) = [^μ]. Thus, ν := Re(μ) ∈ Ω^{2,0}(X) ⊕ Ω^{0,2}(X) is a real symplectic orbifold form such that ϕ(q^∗([ν])) = β. Since also q^∗(ζ) = ϵ by Lemma 3.4, the orbifold forms [ζ] and ν have the desired properties.

Define a class ^ϵ := ^ϕ^{−1}(^κ) = ϵ −^1_2 ∑_k i=1 E_i ∈ H^{1,1}(X) ∩ H^2( ^X; Z).

Since ^X is a closed Kähler manifold, the Lefschetz theorem on (1, 1)- classes imples that there exists a holomorphic C^× bundle over ^X with Euler class −^ϵ. Therefore, since q^∗([ζ]) = ϵ = ^ϵ +^1_2 ∑_k i=1 E_i, and since (^ϵ, E_i) = 1 for all i, Lemma 3.8 implies that there exists a holomorphic C^× bundle L over X with Euler class −[ζ] so that L is a manifold. □

We conclude this section with an easy technical lemma.

Lemma 4.5. Fix k ∈ {0, 1, . . . , 9} and even integers B and A. There exist ^κ, β, and d_1, . . . , d_k in L such that (^κ, ^κ) = B, (β, β) = A, (^κ, β) = 0, (^κ, d_i) = 1 and (β, d_i) = 0 for all i, and (d_i, d_j) = −2δ_{ij} for all i and j; moreover, ^κ, β, and d_1, . . . , d_k generate a primitive sublattice.

Proof. We will give an explicit construction for the case k = 9; the other cases follow immediately.

Let H denote the unimodular hyperbolic plane, i.e., the even unimodular lattice of signature (1, 1); let E_8 denote the positive definite even unimodular lattice of rank 8. Consider the following orthogonal decomposition of the K3 lattice: L = H ⊕ H ⊕ H ⊕ −E_8 ⊕ −E_8. For each i ∈ {1, 2, 3}, choose a basis x_{i,1} and x_{i,2} for the i’th summand of H in the decomposition above such that

(x_{i,1}, x_{i,1}) = (x_{i,2}, x_{i,2}) = 0 and (x_{i,1}, x_{i,2}) = 1.

Similarly, for each i ∈ {1, 2}, choose a basis y_{i,1}, y_{i,2}, . . . , y_{i,8} for the i’th summand of −E_8 such that

(y_{i,j}, y_{i,k}) = 1 if {j, k} ∈ {{1, 2}, {2, 3}, . . . , {6, 7}} ∪ {{5, 8}}, −2 if j = k, and 0 otherwise.

NON-HAMILTONIAN ACTIONS 19

Let ^κ := x_{1,1} +^1_2 Bx_{1,2}, β := x_{2,1} +^1_2 Ax_{2,2}, and

d_i := x_{3,1} − x_{3,2} + x_{1,2} if i = 1, y_{1,2i−3} + x_{1,2} if i ∈ {2, 3, 4, 5}, y_{2,2i−11} + x_{1,2} if i ∈ {6, 7, 8, 9}.

To see that ^κ, β, and d_1, . . . , d_k generate a primitive sublattice, consider the dual basis for the subspace that they span: ^κ^′ := x_{1,2}, β^′ := x_{2,2}, d^′_1 := x_{3,2} d^′_2 := y_{1,2} − y_{1,4} + y_{1,8}, d^′_3 := y_{1,4} − y_{1,8}, d^′_4 := y_{1,8}, d^′_5 := y_{1,6} − y_{1,8}, d^′_6 := y_{2,2} − y_{2,4} + y_{2,8}, d^′_7 := y_{2,4} − y_{2,8}, d^′_8 := y_{2,8}, and d^′_9 := y_{2,6} − y_{2,8}. □

5. Locally free Hamiltonian actions

In this section, we consider locally free Hamiltonian circle actions on symplectic manifolds with reduced spaces diffeomorphic to generalized K3 surfaces with isolated Z_2 singularities. We do not give a general classification, but simply construct the needed examples. These correspond to the portions of the manifolds described in the introduction that are locally free and have convex Duistermaat-Heckman functions, e.g., the part of the manifold in Theorem 2 that lies over (1, 9) ⊂ R/10Z. Moreover, we endow each example with two congenial complex structures that we use to “add fixed points” in the next section.

Proposition 5.1. Fix k ∈ {0, 1, . . . , 9}, a positive even integer A, and an even integer B > −^1_2 k. There exists a manifold M̆ with a locally free C^× action, an S^1 ⊂ C^× invariant symplectic form ω̆ ∈ Ω^2(M̆), with a proper moment map Ψ̆: M̆ → R, a C^× invariant map π̆ from M̆ to a generalized K3 surface (X, I) with k isolated Z_2 singularities, and two complex structures J̆_+ and J̆_− on M̆ that commute with the C^× action^5, so that the following hold:

(1) For all t ∈ R, the map π̆ induces a symplectomorphism from M̆//_t S1 to X with symplectic form σ̆_t ∈ Ω2(X); moreover, (σ̆_t, σ̆_t) = A + (B +^1_2 k)t^2 and q^∗([σ̆_{2ℓ}]) is primitive for all ℓ ∈ Z. Here, q : ^X → X is the minimal resolution of X.

(2) π̆ induces a biholomorphism from (M̆, J̆_+)/C^× to (X, I), and an anti-biholomorphism from (M̆, J̆_−)/C^× to (X, I).

(3) ω̆(ξ̆, J̆_±(ξ̆)) > 0, where ξ̆ ∈ χ(M̆) generates the S^1 action. (4) J̆_± tames ω̆ on the preimage Ψ̆^{−1} ( ± (0, ∞) ) . 5More precisely, we insist that the map C^× × M̆ → M̆ induced by the action is holomorphic with respect to each complex structure.

20 DONGHOON JANG AND SUSAN TOLMAN

Proposition 5.1 follows immediately from Proposition 4.1 and Proposition 5.4 below. To begin the proof of the latter proposition, we first confirm that a standard property of holomorphic bundles over closed Kähler manifolds also holds for orbifolds. (See Definition 3.7.)

Lemma 5.2. Let (X, I) be a closed complex orbifold that admits a Kähler orbifold form. Let p: L → X be a holomorphic C^× bundle with Euler class −[ζ], where ζ ∈ Ω^{1,1}(X) is a real orbifold form. Then there exists a hermitian metric on the associated line bundle containing L with Chern curvature 2π √ −1 ζ. Proof. Fix any hermitian metric h^′ on the associated line bundle containing L. Let ζ^′ ∈ Ω^{1,1}(X) be the real orbifold form with local expression_{√−1} 2π ∂∂s^∗(Ψ^′) for every local holomorphic section s of L, where Ψ^′(m) := ln |m|^2_h′ for all m ∈ L. Since −ζ and −ζ^′ both represent the Euler class of L, the difference ζ − ζ^′ is d-exact. Moreover, since X is a closed complex orbifold that admits a Kähler orbifold form, X satisfies the ∂∂-lemma by [BBFMT, Lemma 5.4]; (see also [B]). Hence, X also satisfies the dd_c-lemma. Therefore, there exists a function f : X → R such that √ −1 2π ∂∂f = ζ − ζ^′. Let h be the hermitian metric on the associated line bundle containing L determined by h = e^f h^′. Then

ζ =^{√−1}_{2π} ∂∂s^∗(Ψ)

for every local holomorphic section s of L, where Ψ(m) := ln |m|^2_h = Ψ^′(m) + f(p(m)) for all m ∈ L. □

Next we show how, in certain cases, we can use forms on a complex orbifold to construct a symplectic form on a holomorphic C^× bundle over that orbifold so that the natural complex structure on the bundle has the desired properties.

Lemma 5.3. Let (X, I) be a closed complex orbifold, ζ ∈ Ω^{1,1}(X) a Kähler orbifold form, and ν ∈ Ω^{2,0}(X) ⊕ Ω^{0,2}(X) a real symplectic orbifold form. Let p: L → X be a holomorphic C^× bundle over X with Euler class −[ζ]; let J be the natural complex structure on L. Then there exists a hermitian metric on the associated line bundle containing L such that ω := p^∗(ν) +^{√−1}_{4π} ∂∂Ψ^2 ∈ Ω^2(L) is an S^1 ⊂ C^× invariant symplectic form with moment map Ψ, where Ψ(m) := ln |m|^2 for all m ∈ L. Moreover, the following hold:

NON-HAMILTONIAN ACTIONS 21

(1) For all t ∈ R, the map p induces a symplectomorphism from L//_t S^1 to X with the symplectic form ν + tζ ∈ Ω^2(X).

(2) p induces a biholomorphism from (L, J)/C^× to (X, I). (3) ω(ξ, J(ξ)) > 0, where ξ ∈ χ(L) generates the S^1 action. (4) J tames ω on Ψ^{−1} ( (0, ∞) ) . Proof. By Lemma 5.2, there exists a hermitian metric on the associated line bundle containing L such that

ζ =^{√−1}_{2π} ∂∂s^∗(Ψ)

for every local holomorphic section s of L, where Ψ(m) := ln |m|^2 for all m ∈ L. Equivalently, p^∗(ζ) =^{√−1}_{2π} ∂∂Ψ. Define an S^1 invariant closed real form η ∈ Ω^{1,1}(L) by

η :=^{√−1}_{4π} ∂∂Ψ^2 =^{√−1}_{2π} ( Ψ∂∂Ψ + ∂Ψ ∧ ∂Ψ ) . By a straightforward calculation in coordinates dΨ ≠ 0; moreover, ι_ξ∂Ψ = 2πi, ι_ξ ∂Ψ = −2πi, and ι_ξ ∂∂Ψ = 0. Therefore, ι_ξη = −∂Ψ − ∂Ψ = −dΨ. By another straightforward calculation, this implies that η(ξ, J(ξ)) = 4π > 0. Moreover, since ∂Ψ ∧ ∂Ψ =^1_2 dΨ ∧ (∂Ψ − ∂Ψ),

η|_Ψ−1_{(t)} =^{√−1}_{2π} t∂∂Ψ = tp^∗(ζ)

for all t ∈ R.

Fix any m ∈ L with t := Ψ(m) > 0. Since η(ξ, J(ξ)) > 0, T_mL is the direct sum of the subspace V := {v ∈ T_mL | η(v, ξ) = η(v, J(ξ)) = 0} ⊂ T_mL and the subspace spanned by ξ and J(ξ). Moreover, since η is a (1, 1)-form, the pullback J^∗(η) is equal to η. Hence, η(J(v), ξ) = −η(v, J(ξ)) = 0 and η(J(v), J(ξ)) = η(v, ξ) = 0 for all v ∈ V . Thus, V is J-invariant and the map p_∗ : T_mL → T_{p(m)}X restricts to an isomorphism of complex vector spaces V → T_{p(m)}X. Since ι_ξη = −dΨ, V is a subspace of T_mΨ^{−1}(t). Since η|_Ψ−1_{(t)} = tp^∗(ζ), this implies that η(v, J(v)) = tζ(p_∗(v), I(p_∗(v))) for all v ∈ V . Furthermore, since t > 0 and ζ is a Kähler orbifold form on (X, I), the latter quantity is positive if v ≠ 0. Hence, η(v, J(v)) > 0 for all non-zero v ∈ V . Since η(ξ, J(ξ)) > 0, this implies that η(v, J(v)) > 0 for all nonzero v ∈ T_mL. Thus, η is a Kähler form on Ψ^{−1}((0, ∞)).

22 DONGHOON JANG AND SUSAN TOLMAN

Finally, since ν ∈ Ω^{2,0}(X) ⊕ Ω^{0,2}(X) and ζ is a Kähler orbifold form, if t ≠ 0 then (ν + tζ)(w, I(w)) = tζ(w, I(w)) ≠ 0 for every non-zero w ∈ T X. Since ν is symplectic, this implies that ν + tζ is symplectic for all t ∈ R. Define an S^1 invariant closed 2-form ω ∈ Ω^2(L) by ω := p^∗(ν) + η. By the results in the first paragraph, Ψ is regular, ι_ξω = −dΨ, and ω|_Ψ−1_{(t)} = p^∗(ν + tζ) for all t ∈ R. Since ν + tζ is symplectic for all t, this implies that ω is symplectic, Ψ is a moment map for the S^1 action on L, and p induces a symplectomorphism from L//_t S^1 to X with the symplectic form ν + tζ for all t ∈ R. Finally, since p^∗(ν) ∈ Ω^{2,0}(L) ⊕ Ω^{0,2}(L), ω(v, Jv) = η(v, Jv) for all v ∈ T L. Therefore, by the preceding paragraphs, ω(ξ, J(ξ)) > 0 and J tames ω on Ψ^{−1}((0, ∞)). □

Finally, we show how in the situation of Proposition 5.3 we can construct another complex structure that also has the desired properties.

Proposition 5.4. Let (X, I) be a closed complex orbifold, ζ ∈ Ω^{1,1}(X) be a Kähler orbifold form, and ν ∈ Ω^{2,0}(X) ⊕ Ω^{0,2}(X) be a real symplectic orbifold form. Let p: L → X be a holomorphic C^× bundle with Euler class −[ζ]. Then there exist an S^1 ⊂ C^× invariant symplectic form ω ∈ Ω^2(L) with a proper moment map Ψ: L → R, and complex structures J and J^′ on L that commute with the C^× action, so that the following hold:

(1) For each t ∈ R, the map p induces a symplectomorphism from L//_t S^1 to X with the symplectic form ν + tζ ∈ Ω^2(X).

(2) p induces a biholomorphism from (L, J)/C^× to (X, I), and an anti-biholomorphism from (L, J^′)/C^× to (X, I).

(3) ω(ξ, J(ξ)) > 0 and ω(ξ, J^′(ξ)) > 0, where ξ ∈ χ(L) generates the S^1 action.

(4) J and J^′ tame ω on the preimages Ψ^{−1} ( (0, ∞) ) and Ψ^{−1} ( (−∞, 0) ) , respectively.

Proof. Let J be the natural complex structure on L. By Lemma 5.3, there exists a hermitian metric on the associated line bundle containing L such that

ω := p^∗(ν) +^{√−1}_{4π} ∂∂Ψ^2 = p^∗(ν) +^{√−1}_{2π} (Ψ∂∂Ψ + ∂Ψ ∧ ∂Ψ) ∈ Ω^2(L)

is an S^1 invariant symplectic form with moment map Ψ, where Ψ(m) := ln |m|^2 for all m ∈ L. (Here, and elsewhere in this proof, we take the Dolbeault operators with respect to J.) Moreover, the following hold:

(1) For all t ∈ R, the map p induces a symplectomorphism from L//_t S^1 to X with the symplectic form ν + tζ ∈ Ω^2(X).

(2) p induces a biholomorphism from (L, J)/C^× to (X, I).

NON-HAMILTONIAN ACTIONS 23

(3) ω(ξ, J(ξ)) > 0, where ξ ∈ χ(L) generates the S^1 action. (4) J tames ω on Ψ^{−1} ( (0, ∞) ) . Define a diffeomorphism Λ: L → L by Λ(m) :=^m_{|m|2} for all m ∈ L;

note that p ∘ Λ = p. Let J^′ be the complex structure on L that is conjugate to the pull-back of J by Λ, i.e.,

J^′(v) = −Λ_∗(J(Λ^{−1}_∗ (v)))

for all v ∈ T L.

The map Λ intertwines the standard C^× -action and the conjugate inverse action on L, i.e., Λ(λ · m) = λ^{−1} · Λ(m) for all λ ∈ C^× and m ∈ L. Hence, since the standard C^× -action on L is J-holomorphic and the map sending λ ∈ C^× to λ^{−1} is anti-holomorphic, the standard C^× -action is also J^′-holomorphic. Moreover, since p induces a biholomorphism from (L, J)/C^× to (X, I), it induces an anti-biholomorphism from (L, J^′)/C^× to (X, I).

By a straightforward calculation in coordinates, we have Λ^∗(Ψ) = −Ψ, Λ^∗(∂Ψ) = −∂Ψ, Λ^∗(∂Ψ) = −∂Ψ, and Λ^∗(∂∂Ψ) = ∂∂Ψ. Therefore, Λ^∗(ω) = 2p^∗(ν) − ω.

Because p is anti-holomorphic with respect to J^′ and ν ∈ Ω^{2,0}(X) ⊕ Ω^{0,2}(X),

p^∗(ν)(v, J^′(v)) = ν(p_∗(v), p_∗(J^′(v))) = −ν(p_∗(v), I(p_∗(v))) = 0

for all v ∈ T L. The three displayed equations above imply that ω(v, J^′(v)) = ω(Λ^{−1}_∗ (v), J(Λ^{−1}_∗ (v))) for all v ∈ T L. In particular, since Λ is S^1-equivariant, ω(ξ, J^′(ξ)) = ω(ξ, J(ξ)) > 0. Moreover, since J tames ω on Ψ^{−1}((0, ∞)) and Ψ^{−1}((−∞, 0)) = Λ(Ψ^{−1}((0, ∞))), this implies that J^′ tames ω on Ψ^{−1}((−∞, 0)). □

6. Circle actions with fixed points

In this section, we finally consider Hamiltonian circle actions on symplectic manifolds with fixed points. However, each regular reduced space is still symplectomorphic to a generalized K3 surface with isolated Z_2 singularities. As in the previous section, we don’t give a complete classification but simply construct the examples that we need, corresponding to portions of the manifolds described in the introduction that contain all the points with non-trivial stabilizers, e.g., the part of the manifold in Theorem 2 that lies over (1 −~ϵ, 9 +~ϵ) ⊂ R/10Z, where ~ϵ > 0.

24 DONGHOON JANG AND SUSAN TOLMAN

Proposition 6.1. Fix k ∈ {1, . . . , 9}, a positive even integer A, and an even integer B > −^1_2 k. There exists a circle action on a symplectic manifold (~M, ~ω) with a proper moment map ~Ψ: ~M → (−4 − ~ϵ, 4 + ~ϵ), where ~ϵ > 0, with the following properties: The level sets ~Ψ^{−1}(±4) each contain exactly k fixed points with weights ±{−2, 1, 1}; otherwise, the action is locally free. The Duistermaat-Heckman function of ~M is

~φ(t) = A − 8k − 4kt + Bt^2 t ∈ (−4 − ~ϵ, −4] A + (B +^1_2 k)t^2 t ∈ [−4, 4] A − 8k + 4kt + Bt^2 t ∈ [4, 4 + ~ϵ). The reduced space ~M//_t S^1 is diffeomorphic to a generalized K3 surface with k isolated Z_2 singularities for all t ∈ (−4, 4), and symplectomorphic to a tame K3 surface ( ^X, ^I, (^σ_±)_t), where (^σ_±)_t ∈ Ω^2( ^X) satisfies [ (^σ_±)_t ] = ^κ_± − t^η_±, for all t ∈ ±(4, 4 + ~ϵ); moreover, ^κ_±, ^η_± induce a primitive embedding Z^2 → H^2( ^X; Z).

This proposition will follow from Proposition 4.1 and the following more general construction.

Proposition 6.2. Let (X, I) be a closed 2-dimensional complex orbifold with k isolated Z_2 singularities, ζ ∈ Ω^{1,1}(X) be a Kähler orbifold form, and ν ∈ Ω^{2,0}(X) ⊕ Ω^{0,2}(X) be a real symplectic orbifold form. Let p: L → X be a holomorphic C^× bundle with Euler class −[ζ] so that L is a manifold. Fix c_+, c_− > 0.

There exists a circle action on a symplectic manifold (~M, ~ω) with a proper moment map ~Ψ: ~M → (−c_− − ~ϵ, c_+ + ~ϵ), where ~ϵ > 0, with the following properties: The level sets ~Ψ^{−1}(±c_±) each contain exactly k fixed points with weights ±{−2, 1, 1}; otherwise, the action is locally free. For each t ∈ (−c_−, c_+), the reduced space ~M//_t S^1 is symplectomorphic to (X, ~σ_t), where [~σ_t] = [ν + tζ]. For each t ∈ ±(c_±, c_± + ~ϵ), the reduced space ~M//_t S^1 is symplectomorphic to ( ^X, (^σ_±)_t), where ^I tames (^σ_±)_t and [(^σ_±)_t] = q^∗([ν + tζ]) + (c_± ∓ t) ∑ E_i/2; moreover, −q^∗([ζ]) ± ∑ E_i/2 ∈ H^2( ^X; Z). Here, q : ( ^X, ^I) → (X, I) is the blow up of X at the singular points and the E_1, . . . , E_k ∈ H^{1,1}( ^X; R) are the Poincaré duals to the exceptional divisors.

Proof. Let ω ∈ Ω^2(L) be the S^1 ⊂ C^× invariant symplectic form with a proper moment map Ψ: L → R, and let J and J^′ be the complex structures on L that commute with the C^× action, described in Proposition 5.4.

NON-HAMILTONIAN ACTIONS 25

We will prove the following claim: There exists ~ϵ > 0, and circle actions on symplectic manifolds (~M_±, ~ω_±) with proper moment maps ~Ψ_± : ~M_± → R with the following properties:

(A) The preimage ~Ψ^{−1}_± (−~ϵ, ~ϵ) ⊂ ~M_± is equivariantly symplectomorphic to Ψ^{−1}(−~ϵ, ~ϵ) ⊂ L.

(B) The preimage ~Ψ^{−1}_± ( ± (−∞, c_± + ~ϵ) ) contains exactly k fixed points; each lies in ~Ψ^{−1}_± (±c_±) and has weights ±{−2, 1, 1}.

(C) For each t ∈ ±(−∞, c_±), the reduced space ~M_±//_t S^1 is symplectomorphic to (X, (~σ_±)_t), where [(~σ_±)_t] = [ν + tζ].

(D) For each t ∈ ±(−∞, c_± +~ϵ), the reduced space ~M_±//_t S^1 is symplectomorphic to ( ^X, (^σ_±)_t), where ^I tames (^σ_±)_t and [(^σ_±)_t] = q^∗([ν + tζ]) + (c_± ∓ t) ∑ E_i/2; moreover, −q^∗([ζ]) ± ∑ E_i/2 ∈ H^2( ^X; Z).

Once we have proved this claim, we can conclude that ~Ψ^{−1}_+ (−~ϵ, ~ϵ) ⊂ ~M_+ and ~Ψ^{−1}_− (−~ϵ, ~ϵ) ⊂ ~M_− are equivariantly symplectomorphic. Then

we can use this symplectomorphism to glue together ~Ψ^{−1}_+ (−~ϵ, c_+ +~ϵ) ⊂ ~M_+ and ~Ψ^{−1}_− (−c_− − ~ϵ, ~ϵ) ⊂ ~M_− to construct a circle action on a

symplectic manifold (~M, ~ω) with a proper moment map ~Ψ: ~M → (−c_− − ~ϵ, c_+ + ~ϵ) satisfying the desired properties.

We begin by constructing ~M_+. By the first claim in Proposition 5.4, for each t ∈ R, the map p induces a symplectomorphism from L//_t S^1 to X with the symplectic form ν + tζ ∈ Ω^2(X).

The second claim of Proposition 5.4 implies that p also induces a biholomorphism from (L, J)/C^× to (X, I); hence, U_t := C^× · Ψ^{−1}(t) is equal to L for all t ∈ R. Moreover, by the third claim, ω(ξ, J(ξ)) > 0, where ξ ∈ χ(L) generates the S^1 action. Hence, by [TWa, Proposition 3.1], J induces a complex structure on the reduced space L//_t S^1 so that the natural map L//_t S^1 → (U_t, J)/C^× is a biholomorphism. Therefore p induces a biholomorphic symplectomorphism from L//_t S^1 to (X, I, ν + tζ). The last claim of Proposition 5.4 implies that J tames ω on the preimage Ψ^{−1} ( (0, ∞) ) . Additionally, since the reduced space L//_{c+} S^1 has k isolated Z_2 singularities, the S^1 action on Ψ^{−1}(c_+) is free except for k orbits with stabilizer Z_2. Therefore, we can apply [TWa, Proposition 6.1] (centered at c_+ instead of at 0) to (L, J) to find ϵ ∈ (0, 2c_+/3), a complex manifold (~M_+, ~J_+) with a holomorphic C^× action, an S^1 ⊂ C^× invariant symplectic form ~ω_+ ∈ Ω^2(~M_+) satisfying

26 DONGHOON JANG AND SUSAN TOLMAN

~ω_+(ξ_{~M+} , ~J_+(ξ_{~M+} )) > 0 on ~M_+ ∖ ~M^{S1}_+ , where ξ_{~M+} generates the S^1 action, and a proper moment map ~Ψ_+ : ~M_+ → R so that the following hold:

(1) ~Ψ^{−1}_+ ( (c_+ − ϵ, c_+] ) contains exactly k fixed points; each lies in ~Ψ^{−1}_+ (c_+) and has weights {−2, 1, 1}.

(2) There’s an S^1 equivariant symplectomorphism from ~Ψ^{−1}_+ ( (−∞, c_+− ϵ/2) ) to Ψ^{−1} ( (−∞, c_+ − ϵ/2) ) that induces a biholomorphism from ~M_+//_t S^1 to L//_t S^1 for all regular t ∈ (−∞, c_+ − ϵ/2).

(3) ~ω_+ is tamed on ~Ψ^{−1}_+ ( (c_+ − ϵ, c_+ + ϵ) ) . By Property (2) above, Claim (A) holds for all ~ϵ ∈ (0, ϵ). Moreover, since the S^1 action on L is locally free, Properties (1) and (2) combine to show that there exists ~ϵ ∈ (0, ϵ) so that Claim (B) holds. Hence, by the paragraph above, Property (2) implies that ~M_+//_t S^1 is biholomorphically symplectomorphic to (X, I, ν + tζ) for each t ∈ (−∞, ~ϵ). Moreover, −[ζ] is the Euler class of ~Ψ^{−1}_+ (t) → X.

Next, apply [TWa, Proposition 7.9] (centered at c_+ instead of 0) to ~M_+ with (a_−, a_+) = (−∞, c_+ + ~ϵ). By the preceding paragraph, we may assume that the complex orbifold and classes appearing in [TWa, Proposition 7.9] are (X, I) and [ν], −[ζ] ∈ H^2(X; R). (To see this take any t < ~ϵ.) More precisely, the following hold:

• For each t ∈ (−∞, c_+) the reduced space ~M_+//_t S^1 is biholomorphically symplectomorphic to (X, I, (~σ_+)_t), where (~σ_+)_t ∈ Ω^2(X) satisfies [(~σ_+)_t] = [ν + tζ].

• For each t ∈ (c_+, c_+ + ~ϵ), the reduced space ~M_+//_t S^1 is biholomorphically symplectomorphic to ( ^X, ^I, (^σ_+)_t), where (^σ_+)_t = q^∗([ν + tζ]) + (c_+ − t) ∑ E_i/2; moreover, −q^∗([ζ]) + ∑ E_i/2 ∈ H^2( ^X; Z) because it is the Euler class of ~Ψ^{−1}_+ (t) → ^X.

Claim (C) follows immediately. Additionally, by Property (3) above and [TWa, Proposition 3.1], ^I tames (^σ_+)_t for all t ∈ (c_+, c_+ + ~ϵ). So Claim (D) holds.

The construction of ~M_− is the mirror image to that of ~M_+. Let I^′ be the conjugate complex structure on X. By a slight modification of the preceding argument, if we equip L with the complex structure J^′, then p induces a biholomorphic symplectomorphism from L//_t S^1 to (X, I^′, ν +tζ). We then need the following variant of [TWa, Proposition 6.1], which still holds by [TWa, Remark 6.3]: Replace (−ϵ, 0] by [0, ϵ) and {−2, 1, . . . , 1} by {2, −1, . . . , −1} in Claim (1) of that proposition; and replace each (−∞, −ϵ/2) by (ϵ/2, ∞) in Claim (2). We apply this

NON-HAMILTONIAN ACTIONS 27

new proposition (centered at −c_−) to (L, J^′). Similarly, we apply the following variant of [TWa, Proposition 7.9] (centered at −c_−) to ~M_− with (a_−, a_+) = (−c_− − ~ϵ, ∞). (which still holds by [TWa, Remark 7.11].) Replace {−2, 1 . . . , 1} by {2, −1, . . . , −1}; replace each (0, a_+) by (a_−, 0) and each (a_−, 0) by (0, a_+); and replace each ∑ E_i by − ∑ E_i.

In this case, for all t ∈ (−c_− − ϵ, −c_−), the reduced space ~M_−//_t S^1 is biholomorphically symplectomorphic to ( ^X, ^I, (^σ_−)_t), where (^σ_−)_t = q^∗([ν + tζ]) + (c_− + t) ∑ E_i/2; moreover, −q^∗([ζ]) − ∑ E_i/2 ∈ H^2( ^X; Z).

Otherwise, the argument is strictly analogous to the argument for ~M_+. □ We are now ready prove our main proposition.

Proof of Proposition 6.1. Together, Proposition 4.1 and Proposition 6.2 (with c_± = 4) immediately imply this proposition, except that we still need to prove that ^κ_±, ^η_± induce a primitive embedding Z^2 → H^2( ^X; Z), where ^κ_± := q^∗([ν]) + 2 ∑ E_i ∈ H^2( ^X; R), ^η_± := −q^∗([ζ]) ± ∑ E_i/2 ∈ H^2( ^X; Z), and ν, ζ ∈ Ω^2(X). Here, q : ^X → X is the minimal resolution and the E_1, . . . , E_k ∈ H^{1,1}( ^X; R) are the Poincaré duals to the exceptional divisors. Additionally, they imply that q^∗([ν + 2ℓζ]) is primitive for all ℓ ∈ Z. In particular, ^κ_± ∓ 4^η_± = q^∗([ν ± 4ζ]) is primitive. Since (^η_±, E_i) = ∓1 and (^κ_± ∓ 4^η_±, E_i) = 0 for all i, this implies that ^κ_± ∓ 4^η_±, ^η_± (and hence ^κ_±, ^η_±) induce a primitive embedding Z^2 → H^2( ^X; Z). □

7. Constructing the examples in Theorems 1 and 2

We now have all the ingredients that we need to construct the symplectic manifolds described in Theorems 1 and 2, and are ready to assemble them. We begin by proving our main theorem.

Proof of Theorem 1. Let an integer k ≥ 5 be given. Choose a positive integer ℓ and k_1, . . . , k_ℓ ∈ {5, 6, 7, 8, 9} such that ∑_ℓ i=1 k_i = k. Define C_0 := −k_l and C_j := k_j + ∑_{j−1} i=1 2k_i for all i ∈ {1, . . . , ℓ}. Note that C_1 = C_0 +k_ℓ+k_1 = C_ℓ−2k+k_ℓ+k_1 and that C_j = C_{j−1}+k_{j−1}+k_j for all j > 1. Finally, choose an even integer N such that N > 2k_j(k_j − 4) > 2(k_j − 4)^2 for all j.

By construction, the polynomial N − 2(t − C_j + k_j)^2 is positive on [C_{j−1} + 4, C_j − 4] for each j ∈ {1, . . . , ℓ}. Therefore, by Proposition 2.2, there exists a free circle action on a symplectic manifold (M^′_j, ω^′_j) with a proper moment map Ψ^′_j : M^′_j → (C_{j−1} +4, C_j −4) so that, for all

28 DONGHOON JANG AND SUSAN TOLMAN

t ∈ (C_{j−1} + 4, C_j − 4), the reduced space M^′_j //_t S^1 is symplectomorphic to a tame K3 surface (X^′_j, I^′_{j,t}, σ^′_{j,t}); moreover, • ∫ X^′_j (σ ′ j,t)^2 = N − 2(t − C_j + k_j)^2; and • [σ^′_{j,t}] = κ^′_j − tη^′_j , where κ^′_j , η^′_j induce a primitive embedding Z^2 → H^2(X^′_j ; Z).

Next, for each j ∈ {1, . . . , ℓ}, we can apply Proposition 6.1 (centered at C_j instead of at 0) with k = k_j , A = N − 2k_j(k_j − 4), and B = −2. Hence, for each such j, there exists a circle action on a symplectic manifold (~M_j , ~ω_j) with a proper moment map ~Ψ_j : ~M_j → (C_j − 4 − ~ϵ, C_j + 4 + ~ϵ), where ~ϵ > 0, with the following properties: The level sets ~Ψ^{−1}_j (C_j ± 4) each contain exactly k_j fixed points with weights ±{−2, 1, 1}; otherwise the action is locally free. The Duistermaat- Heckman function of ~M_j is

~φ_j(t) = N − 2(t − C_j + k_j )^2 t ∈ (C_j − 4 − ~ϵ, C_j − 4] N − 2k_j(k_j − 4) +^{k−4}_2 (t − C_j )^2 t ∈ [C_j − 4, C_j + 4] N − 2(t − C_j − k_j)^2 t ∈ [C_j + 4, C_j + 4 + ~ϵ).

The reduced space ~M_j //_t S^1 is diffeomorphic to a generalized K3 surface with k_j isolated Z_2 singularities for all t ∈ (C_j −4, C_j +4), and symplectomorphic to a tame K3 surface ( ^X_j, ^I_j , (^σ_{j±})_t), where (^σ_{j±})_t ∈ Ω^2( ^X_j) satisfies [(^σ_{j±})_t] = ^κ_{j±} − t^η_{j±} for all t ∈ C_j ± (4, 4 + ~ϵ); moreover, ^κ_{j±}, ^η_{j±} induce a primitive embedding Z^2 → H^2( ~X; Z). Finally, we may assume that ~ϵ < 1.

The above equations imply that ∫ ^X_j (^σ_{j−})^2_t = ~φ_j(t) = ∫ X^′_j (σ^′_{j,t})^2 ∀j, ∀t ∈ (C_j − 4 − ~ϵ, C_j − 4); ∫ ^X_j (^σ_{j+})^2_t = ~φ_j(t) = ∫ X^′_{j+1} (σ^′_{j+1,t})^2 ∀j ≠ ℓ, ∀t ∈ (C_j + 4, C_j + 4 + ~ϵ); ∫ ^X_ℓ (^σ_{ℓ+})^2_t = ~φ_ℓ(t) = ∫ X^′_1

(σ^′_{1,t−2k})^2 ∀t ∈ (C_ℓ + 4, C_ℓ + 4 + ~ϵ).

Therefore, by carefully repeatedly applying Proposition 2.1, there exist ϵ and ^ϵ with 0 < ϵ < ^ϵ < ~ϵ and equivariant symplectomorphisms ~M_j ⊃ ~Ψ^{−1}(C_j − 4 − ^ϵ, C_j − 4 − ϵ) ≃−→ (Ψ^′_j)^{−1}(C_j − 4 − ^ϵ, C_j − 4 − ϵ) ⊂ M^′_j ∀j;

NON-HAMILTONIAN ACTIONS 29

~M_j ⊃ ~Ψ^{−1}_j (C_j + 4 + ϵ, C_j + 4 + ^ϵ)

≃−→ (Ψ^′_{j+1})^{−1}(C_j + 4 + ϵ, C_j + 4 + ^ϵ) ⊂ M^′_{j+1} ∀j ≠ ℓ;

~M_ℓ ⊃ ~Ψ^{−1}_ℓ (C_ℓ + 4 + ϵ, C_ℓ + 4 + ^ϵ)

≃−→ (Ψ^′_1)^{−1}(C_0 + 4 + ϵ, C_0 + 4 + ^ϵ) ⊂ M^′_1.

Using these equivariant symplectomorphisms, we can glue together ~Ψ^{−1}_j (C_j − 4 − ^ϵ, C_j + 4 + ^ϵ) ⊂ ~M_j and (Ψ′_j)−1(C_{j−1} + 4 + ϵ, C_j − 4 − ϵ) ⊂ M^′_j for all j ∈ {1, . . . , ℓ} to construct a circle action on a closed, connected six-dimensional symplectic manifold (M, ω) with exactly 2k fixed points, and a generalized moment map Ψ : M → R/2kZ. The action is not Hamiltonian, because there is no fixed point whose weights are all positive (or all negative). Hence, the manifold M satisfies all the requirements. □

Theorem 2 also follows from a careful reading of the proof above; take ℓ = 1, k_1 = 5, and N = 12.

References

[A] S. S. Abhyankar, Local analytic geometry, Pure and Applied Mathematics, Vol. XIV, Academic Press, New York-London, 1964.

[BBFMT] G. Bazzoni, I. Biswas, M. Fernndez, V. Muñoz, and A. Tralle, Homotopic properties of Kähler orbifolds. In: Chiossi S., Fino A., Musso E., Podestá F., Vezzoni L. (eds) Special Metrics and Group Actions in Geometry. Springer INdAM Series, vol 23. Springer, Cham.

[BPV] W. Barth, C. Peters, and A. Ven de Ven, Compact Complex Surfaces, Ergebnisse der Mathematic und ihrer Grenagebiete. Springer, Berlin (1984).

[B] W. L. Baily, The decomposition theorem for V-manifolds, Amer. J. Math. 78 (1956), 862–888.

[CHS] Y. Cho, T. Hwang, and D. Suh, Semifree Hamiltonian circle actions on 6-dimensional symplectic manifolds with non-isolated fixed point set. J. Symplect. Geom. 13(4), 963–1000 (2015).

[DH] J.J. Duistermaat and G.J. Heckman, On the variation in the cohomology of the symplectic form on the reduced phase space. Invent. Math. 69(2), 259–268 (1982).

[Fe] K.E. Feldman, Hirzeburch genera of a manifold supporting a Hamiltonian circle action. Russ. Math. Surv. 56(5), 978–979 (2001).

[Fi] G. Fischer, Complex Analytic Geometry, Lecture Notes in Mathematics, Vol.

538. Springer-Verlag, Berlin-New York, 1976.

[Fr] T. Frankel, Fixed points and torsion on Kähler manifolds, Ann. Math. 70 (1959), 1–8.

[G] L. Godinho, On certain symplectic circle actions. J. Symplect. Geom. 3(3), 357–383 (2005).

[H] L. Hormander, An Introduction to Complex Analysis in Several Variables, North-Holland Publishing Company, New York, New York, 1973.

30 DONGHOON JANG AND SUSAN TOLMAN

[I] S. Ishii, Introduction to Singularities, Springer-Verlag. Tokyo, 1997. [J1] D. Jang, Symplectic periodic flows with exactly three equilibrium points. Ergod. Theor. Dyn. Syst., 34 (2014), 1930–1963.

[J2] D. Jang, Circle actions on almost complex manifolds with isolated fixed points.

J. Geom. Phys., 119 (2017), 187–192.

[J3] D. Jang, Symplectic circle actions with isolated fixed points. J. Symplect.

Geom. 15 (2017), 1071–1087.

[KLM] A. Kriegl, M. Losik, and P. W. Michor, Tensor fields and connections on holomorphic orbit spaces of finite groups, J. Lie Theory, 13 (2003) 519–534.

[KT] R. Kobayashi and N. Todorov, Polarized period map for generalized K3 surfaces and the moduli of einstein metrics, Tohoku Math. Journ. 39 (1987), 341–363.

[Ki] F.C. Kirwan, The Cohomoogy of Quotients in Symplectic and Algebraic Geometry, Princeton University Press, Princeton (1984).

[Kob] R. Kobayashi, Moduli of Einstein metrics on a K3 surface and degeneration of type I, Adv. Stud. Pure Math., 18-II, (1990), 257–311.

[Kos1] C. Kosniowski, Holomorphic vector fields with simple isolated zeros. Math.

Ann. 208, (1974), 171–173.

[Kos2] C. Kosniowski, Some formulae and conjectures associated with circle actions.

Topology Symposium, Siegen 1979 (Proc. Sympos., Univ. Siegen, Siegen, 1979), 331-339, Lecture Notes in Math., 788, Springer, Berlin, 1980.

[Kot] D. Kotschick, Free circle actions with contractible orbits on symplectic manifolds. Math. Z. 252(1), 19–25 (2006).

[Ku] A. Kustarev: Almost complex circle actions with few fixed points. Russ. Math.

Surv. 68 (2013) 574.

[LM] F. Lalonde and D. McDuff, Cohomological Properties of Ruled Symplectic Structures, Mirror Symmetry, IV (Montreal, QC. 2000), AMS/IP Stud. Adv. Math. vol. 33, pp. 7999. American Mathematical Society, Providence (2002).

[Li] P. Li, The rigidity of Dolbeault-type operators and symplectic circle actions.

Proc. Am. Math. Soc. 140(6), 1987–1995 (2012).

[Lo] E. Looijenga, A Torelli theorem for Kähler-Einstein K3 surfaces, In: Looijenga E., Siersma D., Takens F. (eds) Geometry Symposium Utrecht 1980. Lecture Notes in Mathematics, vol 894. Springer, Berlin, Heidelberg (1981).

[Lu] D. Luna, Fonctions différentiables invariantes sous lopération d’un groupe réductif, Ann. Inst. Fourier (Grenoble) 26 (1976) no.1, 33–49.

[MS] D. McDuff and D. Salamon, Introduction to Symplectic Topology. Oxford University Pres, Oxford (1998).

[MW] J. Marsden and A. Weinstein, Reduction of symplectic manifolds with symmetry. Rep. Math. Phys. 5(1), 121–130 (1974).

[Mc] D. McDuff, The moment map for circle actions on symplectic manifolds, J.

Geom. Phys. 5 (1988) no. 2, 149–160.

[Mo] B. G. Moishezon, Singular Kählerian spaces, Proceedings of the international conference on manifolds and related topics in topology (Tokyo 1973), pp. 343–351, Univ. of Tokyo Press, (1975).

[O] K. Ono, Equivariant projective imbedding theorem for symplectic manifolds.

J. Fac. Sci. Univ. Tokyo Sect. IA Math. 35, 381–392 (1988).

[PT] A. Pelayo and S. Tolman: Fixed points of symplectic periodic flows. Ergod.

Theor. Dyn. Syst., 31 (2011), 1237–1247.

NON-HAMILTONIAN ACTIONS 31

[Rh] G. de Rham, Differentialble Manifolds, Springer, 1984.

[Ro] F. Rochon, Rigidity of Hamiltonian actions. Canad. Math. Bull. 46, 277–290 (2006).

[S] S. Sabatini, On the Chern numbers and the Hilbert polynomial of an almost complex manifold with a circle action. Commun. Contemp. Math., 19, 1750043 (2017).

[TWa] S. Tolman and J. Watts, Tame circle actions, Trans. Amer. Math. Soc. 369 (2017), 7443–7467.

[TWe] S. Tolman and J. Weitsman, Semifree symplectic circle action with isolated fixed points. Topology 39(2), 299–309 (2000).

[T] S. Tolman, Non-Hamiltonian actions with isolated fixed points, Invent. Math.

210 (2017), 877–910.

Department of Mathematics, Pusan National University, Pusan, Ko- rea E-mail address: donghoonjang@pusan.ac.kr

Department of Mathematics, University of Illinois at Urbana-Champaign, Urbana, IL 61801

E-mail address: stolman@math.uiuc.edu