arXiv:2306.01866v1 [math.DG] 2 Jun 2023

CONSTRUCTION OF HIGHER DIMENSIONAL ALF CALABI-YAU METRICS

DAHENG MIN

Abstract. Roughly speaking, an ALF metric of real dimension 4n should be a metric such that its asymptotic cone is 4n − 1 dimensional, the volume growth of this metric is of order 4n − 1 and its sectional curvature tends to 0 at infinity.

In this paper, I will first show that the Taub-NUT deformation of a hyperkähler cone with respect to a locally free S^1−symmetry is ALF hyperkähler. Modelled on this metric at infinity, I will show the existence of ALF Calabi- Yau metric on certain crepant resolutions. In particular, I will show that there exist ALF Calabi-Yau metrics on canonical bundles of classical homogeneous Fano contact manifolds.

1. Introduction

1.1. Motivation. After Yau’s celebrated confirmation of Calabi conjecture [44] which implies the existence of a Ricci-flat Kähler metric on a compact Kähler manifold satisfying certain condition, there have been many works on non-compact Calabi-Yau metrics. Among those works, a particular class introduced by Hawking [24], namely gravitational instanton, is of special interest. They are complete hyperkähler 4-manifolds with a decaying curvature at infinity.

Under the assumption of finite energy, the gravitational instantons are classified into four types according to their ‘dimension m at infinity’ (see [37]). We have ALE (m = 4), ALF (m = 3), ALG (m = 2) and ALH (m = 1) gravitational instantons. (See also [11] for a classification under the assumption of faster than quadratic curvature decay. In this case it means that the metric is locally asymptotic to a T^{4−m}-fibration over R^m near the infinity).

The gravitational instantons have been very well understood. Examples of ALE gravitational instanton are found by Eguchi and Hanson [19], Gibbons and Hawking [21] and Hitchin [27]. A complete classification of ALE gravitational instantons is given by Kronheimer [29, 30], showing that ALE gravitational instantons are crepant resolutions of C^2 /G where G is a finite subgroup of SU(2). As for ALF gravitational instantons, examples of cyclic type, known as multi-Taub-NUT metrics, are constructed by Hawking [24], while Cherkis and Kapustin [13, 14] find the dihedral type. The cyclic type is classified by Minerbe [35] and then a complete classification of ALF instantons is given by Chen and Chen [10].

Certain aspects of ALE gravitational instantons can be generalized to higher dimensions. Bando, Kasue and Nakajima [3] show that faster than quadratic curvature decay and Euclidean volume growth imply ALE property. Joyce [28] systematically studies certain resolutions of C^m /G where G is a finite subgroup of

Date: June 2, 2023. 1

U(m) which may not act freely on C^m \ {0}. More generally, if we allow the quadratic decay of curvature, or arbitrary asymptotic cone, then asymptotically conic Calabi-Yau manifolds can be thought as a generalization of ALE instantons to higher dimensions. To this end, besides the works of Joyce, we have works of Goto [23] and Van Coevering [43] which study the crepant resolution of a Kähler cone. Their works are then improved by Conlon and Hein [16].

Compared to ALE instantons, less is known about how to generalize the theory of ALF instantons to higher dimensions. Chen and Li [12] show that under a faster than quadratic curvature decay and some holonomy control, the metric is asymptotically a torus fibration over an ALE space. However there is no known example of higher dimensional ALF Calabi-Yau manifold satisfying their assumptions.

In an analogy to ALF instantons, we propose the following notion of higher dimensional ALF metric. An ALF metric of real dimension 4n should be a complete metric such that its asymptotic cone is 4n − 1 dimensional, the volume growth of this metric is of order 4n − 1 and its sectional curvature tends to 0 at infinity. In this article, we shall give an affirmative response to the following question: Does there exist an ALF Calabi-Yau metric of dimension strictly larger than 4?

1.2. Statement of results. The first main result of this article is as follows.

Theorem 1.1. Let S be a compact connected 3-Sasakian manifold of dimension 4n − 1 (n ≥ 1) admitting a locally free S^1-symmetry. Let (M, g_0, I_i, ω_i) be the hyperkähler cone over S, then for any a > 0, a certain deformation (known as the Taub-NUT deformation) (M, g_a, I^a_i , ω^a_i ) with respect to this S^1−symmetry is an ALF hyperkähler metric on M in the sense that the sectional curvature K_{ga} is bounded by^C_{ρa} for some C > 0, the volume growth of g_a is of order 4n − 1 and its asymptotic cone is M_0 × R^3 , which is a metric cone of dimension 4n − 1. Here ρ_a is the distance function measured by the deformed metric g_a, and M_0 is the hyperkähler quotient of M with respect to the S^1−symmetry and hyperkähler moment 0 ∈ R^3 .

We will explain the Taub-NUT deformation in Section 2, here we point out that in the special case of S = S^3, the resulting metric in Theorem 1.1 is the Taub-NUT metric on C^2 , which is known to be ALF. The passage from the Euclidean metric on C^2 to Taub-NUT metric is known as the Gibbons-Hawking deformation, and the Taub-NUT deformation is a generalization of the Gibbons-Hawking deformation to higher dimensions. In this way, we think of Theorem 1.1 as a generalization of the Taub-NUT metric. A special case of S = S^{4n−1} of the theorem produces the socalled Taubian-Calabi metric. According to [22], the name Taubian-Calabi is due to Roček [36]. It follows that Theorem 1.1 implies that the Taubian-Calabi metric has an ALF property. Besides the case S = S^{4n−1}, we also give other applications of Theorem 1.1 in Section 7.

One feature of Theorem 1.1 is that it allows us to produce many ALF hyperkähler metrics on the same complex manifold. As an example, we will show that besides the Taubian-Calabi metric, there exist infinitely many ALF hyperkähler metrics on C^{2n} with different asymptotic cones (See Example 7.4). This phenomenon also appears in the context of asymptotically conic Calabi-Yau metric, we mention the work of Székelyhidi [38], which gives counterexamples to a conjecture of Tian [40, Remark 5.3].

Another feature of Theorem 1.1 is that the asymptotic cone M_0 × R^3 is generally not a smooth cone. For example, {0} × R^3 may be a singular locus. We will see in Section 4 and Section 5 how this singularity in the asymptotic cone is resolved in the ALF metric. Examples of asymptotically conic Calabi-Yau metrics with singular asymptotic cone are studied by Joyce [28] (QALE manifold), Székelyhidi [38], Yang Li [34], Conlon, Degeratu and Rochon [15, 17].

The proof of Theorem 1.1 is based on a careful study of the Taub-NUT deformation from Section 2 to Section 5.

Next we state the second main result:

Theorem 1.2. Assumptions as in Theorem 1.1. Assume furthermore that there is a finite group Γ acting on S whose extension to M preserves one of the complex structure I_1 and its deformed Kähler potential. Let π : Y → M/Γ be an I_1−holomorphic crepant resolution, then for any compactly supported Kähler class of Y and any c > 0, there exists an ALF Calabi-Yau metric ω in this class which is asymptotic to cω^a_1 near the infinity.

In the work of Van Coevering [43], asymptotically conic Calabi-Yau metrics are constructed in each compactly supported Kähler class of crepant resolution of Ricciflat Kähler cone. So Theorem 1.2 should be understood as an ALF analogue of the result of [43]. Just as the work of Van Coevering contains the works of Joyce [28] on the ALE case and Calabi [9], we have Theorem 7.3 as an ALF analogue of [28] and Theorem 7.8 as an ALF analogue of [9]. Both of the two theorems are deduced from Theorem 1.2.

In most applications of Theorem 1.2 for n ≥ 2, the underlying manifold Y is generally not hyperkähler so one cannot obtain an ALF metric by a Taub-NUT deformation. This turns out to be quite different from the case n = 1, where ALF- A_k instantons are obtained by a Gibbons-Hawking deformation of ALE instantons. This partially justifies our indirect approach. In fact, even in the case n = 1, there is a “Kummer construction” of ALF-D_k instantons discussed in the work of Biquard and Minerbe [6]. So we may also think of Theorem 1.2 as a generalization of [6] to higher dimensions.

As for applications of Theorem 1.2, we have

Corollary 1.3. Let S be one of the following homogeneous 3-Sasakian manifolds: Sp(n)/Sp(n − 1), (n ≥ 1), SU(m)/S(U(m − 2) × U(1)), (m ≥ 3), SO(l)/(SO(l − 4)×Sp(1)), (l ≥ 5), G_2/Sp(1), then there exist infinitely many different 3-Sasakian S^1−symmetries of S. Let (M, g_0, ω_i, I_i) be the hyperkähler cone over S, fix any S^1−symmetry of S and let (M, g_a, ω^a_i , I^a_i ) be the Taub-NUT deformation (a > 0). Then for any ϵ > 0, c > 0, there exists an ALF Calabi-Yau metric on K_Z in the class ϵc_1(Z) which is asymptotic to cω^a_1 . Here Z is the twistor space of S which is a homogeneous Fano contact manifold, K_Z is the canonical bundle of Z, and c_1(Z) denotes the first Chern class of Z.

For example, if S = S^{4n−1} = Sp(n)/Sp(n − 1), then Corollary 1.3 implies that there are ALF Calabi-Yau metrics on the total space K_{CP}2n−1 of the canonical bundle of C P^{2n−1} and one of them is asymptotic to the Taubian-Calabi metric.

The proof of Theorem 1.2 follows the approach of Tian-Yau’s work [41,42], which is a non-compact version of the classical Calabi-Yau theorem.

Finally let us discuss some aspects that are still open.

It is worth pointing out that Theorem 1.2 is an existence result. Since we have already found many different ALF Calabi-Yau metrics on the same complex space, the uniqueness problem should be proposed more or less as follows: Given a prescribed asymptotic cone and Kähler class, is the ALF Calabi-Yau metric unique? We mention [39] as a result of this type for asymptotically conic Calabi-Yau metrics.

Both Theorem 1.1 and Theorem 1.2 produce ALF Calabi-Yau metrics of even complex dimension. So it is open whether there exists an ALF Calabi-Yau metric of odd complex dimension.

As we shall see in Proposition 3.3, the curvature decay of Taub-NUT deformation given by Theorem 1.1 is of order O(^1_r ). It will be interesting to find example of ALF Calabi-Yau metric whose curvature decay is of order O(^1_{r2} ).

In a recent work of Apostolov and Cifarelli [1], complete Ricci-flat Kähler metrics on C^n (n ≥ 2) whose volume growth are of order 2n−1 are constructed ( [1, Theorem 1.4]). It will be interesting to understand whether there is a link between their construction and Theorem 1.1 when M = C^{2m} .

1.3. Organization of the article. Let (M, g, I_i, ω_i) be a hyperkähler manifold, which means that for each i = 1, 2, 3, the triple (g, I_i, ω_i) is a Kähler structure on M, the three complex structures satisfy the relation I_1I_2I_3 = −1. Assume that there is an R-action on M which preserves the hyperkähler structure.

Consider the hyperkähler manifold H . The R-translation on its first real coordinate is tri-holomorphic and isometric. The hyperkähler quotient of M × H by R is known to be a Taub-NUT deformation of M. In Section 2, we will give a description of the deformed hyperkähler structure in Proposition 2.10, which is a natural generalization of the Gibbons-Hawking ansatz. In particular, the underlying smooth manifold of the hyperkähler quotient is diffeomorphic to M, and we will denote by (M, g_a, I^a_1 , I^a_2 , I^a_3 , ω^a_1 , ω^a_2 , ω^a_3 ) the deformed hyperkähler structure.

In Section 3, we deduce some properties of the Taub-NUT deformation of hyperkähler cone. We show in Proposition 3.3 that the sectional curvature of g_a is bounded by^C_{ρa} , where ρ_a is the distance function of g_a. In Proposition 3.8 we show that there is a complex symplectomorphism Φ_a from (M, I^a_1 , ω^a_2 + iω^a_3 ) to (M, I_1, ω_2 + iω_3) and in Proposition 3.9 we give a formula of I^a_i −Kähler potential of ω^a_i . In Proposition 3.18 and 3.19 we show that the Sp(1)-action generated by the Reeb fields on M preserves the metric g_a but rotates the three complex structures I^a_i .

In Section 4, we assume moreover that the R−action on the hyperkähler cone M = C(S) is a locally free S^1−symmetry. For x ∈ R^3 , denote by M_x = μ^{−1}(x)/S^1 the hyperkähler quotient of M with respect to the S^1−action at the moment x, here μ denotes the hyperkähler moment map. With the help of the Morse-Bott theory, we will show in Corollary 4.6 and Lemma 4.11 that M_x is connected. And we will show in Subsection 4.2 that for x ≠ 0, M_x is a resolution of M_0 in a certain sense.

In Section 5, we choose a system of coordinates and calculate the metric tensor g_a in terms of these coordinates. This enables us to deduce the asymptotic behavior of g_a in Subsection 5.2. Moreover in Proposition 5.10 we show that the volume growth of g_a is of order 4n − 1 where dim_R M = 4n and in Proposition 5.13 we prove that the asymptotic cone of g_a is the product M_0 × R^3 , finishing the proof of Theorem 1.1.

Section 6 is devoted to prove Theorem 1.2 using the approach of Tian-Yau [41,42]. More precisely, in Subsection 6.1 we construct an approximately Calabi-Yau metric ω̂ on Y by gluing ω_Y and ω^a_1 . After that, we apply a result of Hein [26] to show the existence of the solution of the Monge-Ampère equation, and this in turn produces a genuine Calabi-Yau metric.

Finally, applications of Theorem 1.1 and Theorem 1.2 are discussed in Section 7. Besides Corollary 1.3, we will also prove an existence result for the ALF Calabi-Yau metrics on the crepant resolution of isolated singularity (see Theorem 7.3).

2. Hyperkähler metrics with R-symmetry

2.1. Decomposition of the metric. Let (M, g, I_i, ω_i) be a hyperkähler manifold. Suppose that there is a non-vanishing vector field T on M which preserves the hyperkähler structure, i.e. L_T g = 0, L_T I_i = 0, L_T ω_i = 0, for i = 1, 2, 3, where L_T stands for the Lie derivative. So T is Killing with respect to g, holomorphic with respect to I_i. For example, if there is a locally free S^1-action on M which preserves its hyperkähler structure, then the generator T of this S^1-action will satisfy the above conditions.

Define θ to be the 1-form dual to T with respect to g, i.e. θ(Y ) = g(T, Y ) for any tangent vector Y . For i = 1, 2, 3, define T_i = I_iT , and define θ_i to be the dual of T_i with respect to g. It follows that θ_i = I_iθ. Since g is invariant by I_i, it follows that T, T_1, T_2, T_3 are mutually orthogonal and consequently θ, θ_1, θ_2, θ_3 are mutually orthogonal with respect to the induced metric on T^∗M. Since the hyperkähler structure and T itself are invariant by T , it follows that T_i, θ, θ_i are invariant by T .

Define V =^1_{g(T,T )} = |T |^{−2}_g , η = V θ, then η(T ) = 1. Here V and η are welldefined since we have assumed that T is non-vanishing and they are also invariant by T . Now √ V T, √ V T_1, √ V T_2, √ V T_3 form an orthonormal set of vector fields, hence √ V θ =^{1√}_V η, √ V θ_1, √ V θ_2, √ V θ_3 form an orthonormal set of 1-forms.

Denote by L ⊂ T M the vector subbundle of T M generated by T, T_1, T_2, T_3, and denote by L^⊥ the orthogonal complement of L in T M with respect to g so that T M = L^⊥ ⊕ L and g(L^⊥, L) = 0. Since T_i = I_iT , it is clear that L is invariant by I_i, that is to say I_iL = L. Note that g is I_i-invariant, so L^⊥ is also invariant by I_i. In other words, we have (I_iX)^⊥ = I_iX^⊥, where X^⊥ is the orthogonal projection of X on to L^⊥. In this way, we decompose at each point m ∈ M the tangent space T_mM into a direct sum of two orthogonal H -linear subspaces.

The above discussion shows that:

g|_L = V (_3 ∑ i=1 θ^2_i + θ^2 ) = V 3∑ i=1 θ^2_i + 1 V η^2.

(2.1.1)

Denote by ḡ the “restriction” of g on L^⊥, that is to say ḡ(X, Y ) = g(X^⊥, Y^⊥). Then we have g = ḡ + V 3∑ i=1 θ^2_i + 1 V η^2.

(2.1.2)

Locally we may choose x_i to be a moment map of T with respect to ω_i: dx_i = −ι_T ω_i. (2.1.3)

Then it follows that dx_i = −θ_i, so by the calculations above we have g = ḡ + V 3∑ i=1 (dx_i)^2 + 1 V η^2.

(2.1.4)

One verifies that I_1dx_1 =^1_V η, I_1dx_2 = dx_3, so by formula (2.1.4) we get

ω_1 = ω̄_1 + dx_1 ∧ η + V dx_2 ∧ dx_3,

(2.1.5)

where ω̄_i(X, Y ) = ω_i(X^⊥, Y^⊥) is the “restriction” of ω_i to L^⊥. Similarly for any cyclic permutation (i, j, k) of (1, 2, 3) we have ω_i = ω̄_i + dx_i ∧ η + V dx_j ∧ dx_k. (2.1.6)

Remark 2.1. When dim_R M = 4, the function V is a harmonic function of x_1, x_2, x_3 and dη is a 2-form on R^3 , see for example [21] for the Gibbons-Hawking ansatz. However, in general case, the function V is not a function of x_1, x_2, x_3 and dη cannot be regarded as a 2-form on R^3 .

If the functions x_1, x_2, x_3 are well-defined globally on M, then the map μ : M → R^3 given by μ(m) = (x_1(m), x_2(m), x_3(m)) is the hyperkähler moment map. Suppose there is a λ ∈ R^3 such that T generates a free S^1-action on μ^{−1}(λ), then one can form the hyperkähler quotient Q_λ = μ^{−1}(λ)/S^1 which has a natural hyperkähler structure. It is the space of S^1-orbits in μ^{−1}(λ). Let q ∈ Q_λ and let m ∈ μ^{−1}(λ) be any point lying in the orbit associated to q. Then the tangent space T_qQ_λ can be identified with L^⊥_m ⊂ T_mM. Under this identification, the hyperkähler structure of Q_λ is given by the restrictions g|_L⊥ , ω_i|_L⊥ , I_i|_L⊥ . From this point of view, we can think of ḡ (resp. ω̄_i) as the Riemannian metric (resp. Kähler form) of the hyperkähler quotient.

Example 2.2. We denote by H the (skew) field of quaternions. One can identify H with R^4 by identifying each quaternion u = q_0 +q_1i+q_2j +q_3k with (q_0, q_1, q_2, q_3) ∈ R^4 . Left multiplication by i, j, k in H defines three integrable almost complex structures on H , denoted by I_1, I_2, I_3.

The standard Euclidean metric on H is given by

g_H = 3∑ α=0 (dq_α)^2.

(2.1.7)

Let κ_α be the corresponding Kähler form given by κ_α(X, Y ) = g_H (I_αX, Y ), then by direct computation we have κ_α = dq_0 ∧ dq_α + dq_β ∧ dq_γ , (2.1.8)

where (α, β, γ) is any cyclic permutation of (1, 2, 3). It follows that dκ_α = 0, so (g_H , I_1, I_2, I_3, κ_1, κ_2, κ_3) is a hyperkähler structure on H .

Let T =^∂_{∂q0} , then T is a non-vanishing vector field on H which preserves its hyperkähler structure. In fact, T is the generator of the R-action of translation on H defined by s · q = q + s, for s ∈ R, q ∈ H . Then we have V =^1_{gH(T,T )} = 1, and −q_α is the moment map of T with respect to κ_α.

It follows that if we apply the decomposition (2.1.4) to this example, then we will get (2.1.7), and if we apply the decomposition (2.1.6) to this example, then we will get (2.1.8).

Sometimes we want an action of S^1 rather than R. The map H → S^1 × R^3 defined by (q_0, q_1, q_2, q_3) → (e^{iq0} , q_1, q_2, q_3) gives S^1 × R^3 the quotient hyperkähler structure, and the R-action on H descends to an S^1-action on S^1×R^3 which preserves its hyperkähler structure.

Remark 2.3. In [31], it is proved that for any compact Lie group G, there is a hyperkähler structure on the cotangent bundle T^∗G^c of its complexification G^c which is invariant by the left and right action of G, and that if we take G = S^1, then the hyperkähler manifold T^∗(S^1)^c is exactly the hyperkähler manifold S^1 × R^3 that we have just considered. Moreover, the left and right action of S^1 on T^∗(S^1)^c is exactly the action that we have pointed out above.

Example 2.4. Consider C^{2n} = C^2 × · · · × C^2 for n ≥ 1, with complex coordinates (z_1, w_1, . . . , z_n, w_n). Its hyperkähler structure is obtained by identifying each C^2 component with H described in Example 2.2 as follows: Fix 1 ≤ a ≤ n, the pair (z_a, w_a) ∈ C^2 is identified with z_a + w_aj ∈ H .

So the Euclidean metric g_0 is defined by

g_0 = n∑ a=1 |dz_a|^2 + n∑ a=1 |dw_a|^2. (2.1.9)

Define the S^1-action on C^{2n} by e^{it} · (z_1, w_1, . . . , z_n, w_n) = (e^{it}z_1, e^{−it}w_1, . . . , e^{it}z_n, e^{−it}w_n). (2.1.10)

Here we note that since (z_a + w_aj)e^{it} = e^{it}z_a + e^{−it}w_aj, we know that after identifying C^{2n} with H^n , the S^1-action can be viewed as the right multiplication with e^{it}. Since e^{it} is of norm 1, this action preserves the metric. And since left multiplication commutes with right multiplication, we know that this action preserves the complex structures, hence the three Kähler forms.

Then we have V =^1_{ρ2} , where ρ is the radius defined by ρ^2 = ∑_n a=1 |z_a|^2 + ∑_n a=1 |w_a|^2.

Then we may define the moment maps x_1, x_2, x_3 by

x_1 = 1 2 n∑ a=1 |z_a|^2 − 1 2 n∑ a=1 |w_a|^2, (2.1.11)

x_2 + ix_3 = −i n∑ a=1 z_aw_a. (2.1.12)

This can be verified directly, or one can deduce this formula by Proposition 2.5.

If one applies the decomposition (2.1.4) to this example, one will get

g_0 = ḡ + 1 ρ^2 3∑ i=1 (dx_i)^2 + ρ^2η^2,

(2.1.13)

here η = V g_0(T, −) is the connection 1-form of the S^1-action.

2.2. Hyperkähler cone with R-symmetry. The previous example C^{2n} is a metric cone, this suggests that one may consider a hyperkähler cone admitting an Rsymmetry. Compared with the previous subsection, now we have globally defined moment maps and an Sp(1)−action on the cone, as we shall explain.

Let (S, g_S ) be a compact Riemannian manifold, then (C(S) = R_+ × S, g_{C(S)} = dρ^2 + ρ^2g_S ) is called the Riemannian cone of S, here ρ is the coordinate of R_+ and in fact it is the distance to the vertex of the cone. It is clear that S can be identified with {ρ = 1} ⊂ C(S) as a Riemannian submanifold of C(S). The vector field ρ^∂_{∂ρ} is called the Euler field, it generates the homothety of the cone λ·(ρ, s) = (λρ, s) for λ, ρ ∈ R_+ , s ∈ S. If there is an R-isometry of S, then this action can be extended to an isometry of C(S) in a unique way such that the action commutes with the homothety. In particular, let T be the generator of the R-action, then [T, ρ^∂_{∂ρ} ] = 0.

Let M = C(S) be a Riemannian cone. If M is also equipped with a Kähler structure (M, g, ω, I) such that g coincides with the conic metric, then S is called a Sasakian manifold. Let ξ = I^∂_{∂ρ} be the Reeb vector field, then it is orthogonal to the Euler field, hence can be viewed as a vector field on S. It is known that the Reeb field is Killing with respect to the metric of M and S, and it is also holomorphic with respect to I. It can be verified that L_ρ ∂_{∂ρ} I = 0 and consequently [ρ^∂_{∂ρ} , ξ] = 0. As for the Kähler potential, it is known that a Kähler potential of M is^1_2 ρ^2, that is to say ω = i∂ ¯∂(^1_2 ρ^2).

Suppose now that there is an R-isometry on S, then it can be extended to M with generator T . It is now clear that ρ is invariant by this action. The next proposition will give a formula of the moment map.

Proposition 2.5. Let K be an R-invariant Kähler potential of the Kähler manifold M, then x =^1_2 d^cK(T ) defines a moment map of this R-action.

Proof. First we note that let α be a 1-form and X, Y be two vector fields, then d(α(X))(Y ) = (L_X α)(Y ) − (dα)(X, Y ). (2.2.1)

Taking α = d^cK and X = T , since I and K are T −invariant, we have L_X α = 0, hence d(d^cK(T ))(Y ) = −(dd^cK)(T, Y ) = −2ω(T, Y ) = −2(ι_T ω)(Y ). (2.2.2) □ From the above proposition we know that x = 1 4 d^c(ρ^2)(T ) = − 1 4 d(ρ^2)(IT )

(2.2.3)

is a moment map with respect to the R-action and ω. It is the best choice of the moment map since it is homogeneous with respect to the homothety: we have L_ρ ∂_{∂ρ} x = 2x.

Now assume that M admits a hyperkähler structure (M, g_0, I_i, ω_i), where g_0 coincides with the conic metric. In this case S is called a 3-Sasakian manifold. Let ξ_i = I_iρ^∂_{∂ρ} , (i = 1, 2, 3) be the Reeb fields, then we have [ξ_i, ξ_j ] = −2ξ_k when (i, j, k) is a cyclic permutation of (1, 2, 3). So it follows that ξ_1, ξ_2, ξ_3 generates an Sp(1)- action on M. As for the Kähler potential, we have ω_j = i∂ ¯∂_{Ij} (^1_2 ρ^2) for j = 1, 2, 3. For more details, we refer to [7] as a reference on Sasakian and 3-Sasakian geometry.

Suppose that there is an R-action on S whose extension to M preserves its hyperkähler structure. Let T be its generator, then by the discussion above, we know that for j = 1, 2, 3

x_j = 1 4 d^c_{Ij} (ρ^2)(T ) = − 1 4 d(ρ^2)(I_j T )

(2.2.4) are the hyperkähler moment maps. As before, we will use μ = (x_1, x_2, x_3) to denote the hyperkähler moment map from M to R^3 . The following proposition describes the effect of the Sp(1)−action to the hyperkähler moment maps.

Proposition 2.6. For i, j, k ∈ {1, 2, 3}, we have L_{ξi} x_j = −2ϵ_{ijk}x_k.

Here ϵ_{ijk} = 0 if some indices coincide, ϵ_{ijk} = 1 if (i, j, k) is a cyclic permutation of (1, 2, 3) and ϵ_{ijk} = −1 if (i, j, k) is a non-cyclic permutation of (1, 2, 3).

Proof. First we note that I_iI_j = ϵ_{ijk} I_k − δ_{ij} 1 and g_0(X, ρ^∂_{∂ρ} ) =^1_2 d(ρ^2)(X) for any tangent vector X of M. Next we observe that since ρ is invariant by T , we have d(ρ^2)(T ) = 0. Then we calculate

L_{ξi} x_j = dx_j (ξ_i) = −(ι_T ω_j )(ξ_i) = −ω_j (T, ξ_i) = −g_0(I_j T, ξ_i) = −g_0(I_j T, I_i(ρ ∂ ∂ρ )) = g_0(I_iI_j T, ρ ∂ ∂ρ ) = g_0(ϵ_{ijk} I_kT − δ_{ij} T, ρ ∂ ∂ρ ) = 1 2 d(ρ^2)(ϵ_{ijk} I_k T − δ_{ij} T ) = 1 2 ϵ_{ijk} d(ρ^2)(I_k T ) = −2ϵ_{ijk}x_k. □ Passing from infinitesimal generator to the level of group action, we have

Proposition 2.7. Denote by μ = (x_1, x_2, x_3) : M → R^3 the hyperkähler moment map. For q ∈ Sp(1), m ∈ M, we have μ(q · m) = ϕ(q)μ(m), (2.2.5)

where ϕ : Sp(1) → SO(3) is the standard 2-fold covering.

Remark 2.8. In the special case C^{2n} described in Example 2.4, this Sp(1)-action is quite easy to understand. In fact, as we have identified C^{2n} with H^n , this Sp(1)- action is the left multiplication on H^n .

Similarly, one may ask the effect of the Sp(1)-action on g_0, I_j and ω_j .

Proposition 2.9 ( [7, Chapter 13]). We have L_{ξi} g_0 = 0, L_{ξi} I_j = −2ϵ_{ijk}I_k and L_{ξi} ω_j = −2ϵ_{ijk}ω_j . 2.3. The Taub-NUT deformation. Let (M, g, I_1, I_2, I_3, ω_1, ω_2, ω_3) be a hyperkähler manifold. Suppose T is a vector field on M which preserves its hyperkähler structure. Unlike Subsection 2.1, we do not suppose that T is non-vanishing. Instead, we assume that T is a complete vector field and that the R-action generated by T is tri-Hamiltonian (that is, admitting a global hyperkähler moment map). Denote by M^′ ⊂ M the open subset where T ≠ 0. Clearly M^′ is invariant by T . All the discussion in Subsection 2.1 applies to M^′.

According to [7], the procedure sending M to the hyperkähler quotient of M × H by the R-action generated by aT +^∂_{∂q0} is called a Taub-NUT deformation (of order 1) of M. Such deformations are parameterised by a > 0. When dim_R M = 4, this deformation is also known as the standard Gibbons-Hawking deformation and it is used in [22] to produce ALF instantons. In the following proposition we give a formula of the deformed structures, generalizing the formulas given in [22] to higher dimensions.

Proposition 2.10. The hyperkähler quotient of M ×H with respect to the R-action generated by Z = aT +^∂_{∂q0} (a > 0) is diffeomorphic to M as a smooth manifold. Under a certain identification, its hyperkähler structure (g_a, I^a_1 , I^a_2 , I^a_3 , ω^a_1 , ω^a_2 , ω^a_3 ) is T -invariant on M. And on M^′ we have

g_a = ḡ + (V + a^2) 3∑ i=1 (dx_i)^2 + 1 V + a^2 η^2,

(2.3.1)

I^a_i = I_i − a^2V a^2 + V θ ⊗ I_iT + a^2dx_i ⊗ T, (2.3.2)

ω^a_i = ω_i + a^2dx_j ∧ dx_k,

(2.3.3)

where (i, j, k) is any cyclic permutation of (1, 2, 3). In particular, the hyperkähler structure is independent of the choice of the value of the moment map when forming the hyperkähler quotient.

Remark 2.11. If T is the zero vector field, the proposition still holds. As long as T is not identically 0, the new hyperkähler structure is different from the original one.

Remark 2.12. It it clear from the above proposition that x_j is the moment map of ω^a_j , for j = 1, 2, 3.

Proof. First we note that the product M ×H is hyperkähler, equipped with product hyperkähler structure (g_{M×H} = g + g_H , I_{M×H,i} = I_i + I_{H,i} , ω_{M×H,i} = ω_i + κ_i). The vector field Z = (aT,^∂_{∂q0} ) is complete on M × H preserving the hyperkähler structure, with moment map μ = (ax_1 − q_1, ax_2 − q_2, ax_3 − q_3). In particular the range of the hyperkähler moment map is the whole R^3 . The corresponding Raction is clearly free, since it acts by translations on the H -component. Fix any λ = (λ_1, λ_2, λ_3) ∈ R^3 , μ^{−1}(λ) is a smooth submanifold of M × H and we have

μ^{−1}(λ) = {(m, q) ∈ M × H |q = (q_0, ax_1(m) − λ_1, ax_2(m) − λ_2, ax_3(m) − λ_3)}.

(2.3.4)

Define a map σ : M → μ^{−1}(λ) by σ(m) = (m, 0, ax_1 − λ_1, ax_2 − λ_2, ax_3 − λ_3). Then each R-orbit in μ^{−1}(λ) contains exactly one point of σ(M) which is the point with q_0 = 0. Let π : μ^{−1}(λ) → Q_λ = μ^{−1}(λ)/R be the quotient map, then π ∘ σ identifies M with the orbit space Q_λ.

Let ι : μ^{−1}(λ) → M × H be the inclusion map. Denote by ω^′_i the hyperkähler quotient Kähler form on Q_λ, then ω^′_i is determined by π^∗ω^′_i = ι^∗(ω_i + κ_i). By the identification π ∘ σ : M → Q_λ, we get ω^a_i = σ^∗π^∗ω^′_i = σ^∗ι^∗(ω_i + κ_i) = ω_i + a^2dx_j ∧ dx_k, where (i, j, k) is any cyclic permutation of (1, 2, 3). This proves the formula of ω^a_i .

Note that the triple (ω^a_q , ω^a_2 , ω^a_3 ) determines the hyperkähler structure (g_a, I^a_i , ω^a_i ), so to prove the rest of the formulas, it suffices to verify that I^a_1 , I^2_2 , I^a_3 satisfy the quaternionic relations and that ω^a_i (X, Y ) = g_a(I^a_i X, Y ). We will omit the details. □

If M = C^2 equipped with the hyperkähler structure described in Example 2.2 and the S^1-action e^{it} · (z_1, z_2) = (e^{it}z_1, e^{−it}z_2), then the above deformation of it is the Taub-NUT metric.

If T is the generator of an S^1-action on M, then we can replace H by S^1 × R^3 as described in Example 2.2 and fix a = 1. That is to say, the hyperkähler quotient of M × H with respect to the R-action generated by (T,^∂_{∂q0} ) is the same as the hyperkähler quotient of M × S^1 × R^3 with respect to the diagonal S^1-action on the product.

3. Taub-NUT deformation of hyperkähler cones

Let (M, g_0, I_i, ω_i) be a hyperkähler cone with link S. Assume that S admits an R-symmetry which is automatically extended to M. Denote by T its generator. Let (g_a, I^a_i , ω^a_i ) be the deformation described in Proposition 2.10 of M with a > 0.

In this section, we will deduce some basic properties of this deformed hyperkähler structure (M, g_a, I^a_i , ω^a_i ).

3.1. An estimation of the distance function. Denote by ρ_a the distance to the origin of M measured by g_a. Recall that ρ is the distance for g_0. In this section we shall compare ρ_a and ρ.

Compare formulas (2.1.4) and (2.3.2), one sees that

g_a ≤ g_0 + a^2 3∑ i=1 (dx_i)^2.

(3.1.1)

Fixing any point m ∈ M, let c(t) = tm, t ∈ [0, 1] be the straight line connecting 0 and m. Denote by l(g_a, c) the length of c measured by g_a, then ρ_a(m) ≤ l(g_a, c).

Note that c^′(t) = m and g_0(c^′(t), c^′(t)) = ρ^2(m). Since the hyperkähler moments x_1, x_2, x_3 are quadratic, that is to say, L_ρ ∂_{∂ρ} x_i = 2x_i, we have x(c(t)) = t^2x(m) so

dx_i(c^′(t)) = 2tx_i(m), hence

∑_3 i=1 dx_i(c^′(t))^2 = 4t^2|x(m)|^2. Note that since the link S of M is compact, we have |x(m)| ≤ Cρ(m)^2 for some constant C > 0.

l(g_a, c) = ∫_1 0 √ g_a(c^′(t), c^′(t))dt ≤ ∫_1 0 √ ρ^2(m) + 4t^2a^2|x(m)|^2dt ≤ √ ρ^2(m) + 4C^2a^2ρ^4(m)

≤ ρ(m)(1 + √ 1 + 4C^2a^2ρ^2(m)) ≤ C^′ρ^2(m). So we conclude that

Proposition 3.1. There exists C > 0 such that ρ_a ≤ Cρ^2.

It follows that by adding the vertex 0 to M, the metric space (M, d_{ga} ) will be completed.

3.2. An estimation of the sectional curvature. In this section, we shall give an estimation of the sectional curvature of g_a.

Proposition 3.2 ( [4, Proposition 2.1]). Suppose we have a hyperkähler manifold (M, g, I_1, I_2, I_3) with a tri-Hamiltonian action of a Lie group G which is free, proper, isometric on the c-level set of the hyperkähler moment map μ = (μ_1, μ_2, μ_3). Denote by Q = μ^{−1}(c)/G the hyperkähler quotient. Define ğ to be the subbundle of the tangent bundle of M generated by the action of G and L = ğ ⊕ I_1ğ ⊕ I_2ğ ⊕ I_3ğ. For two tangent vectors X, Y at m ∈ M contained in L^⊥, denote by A(X, Y ) the ğ-part of ∇_{X̃}Ỹ , where ∇ is the Levi-Civita connection and X̃, Ỹ are any extensions of X, Y to a neighbourhood of m.

Then the sectional curvature K_Q of the hyperkähler quotient Q of M by G satisfies the pointwise estimate |K_Q(p)(π) − K_M (m)(π̃)| ≤ 9|A(m)|^2. (3.2.1)

where m is any point of M projecting to p and π̃ is the horizontal lift of a plane π ⊂ T_pQ to T_mM. Proposition 3.3. Assume the R-action is locally free on S, that is to say T ≠ 0 on S. Let K_{ga} be sectional curvature of g_a, then there exits C > 0 such that |K_{ga} | ≤^C_{ρa} .

Proof. Recall that M = C(S), so any vector field X on M can be decomposed as X = X_S + x_r ρ^∂_{∂ρ} , here at each point X_S ∈ T S and x_r is a function. If X_S and x_r, viewed as objects on S are independent of ρ, then the field X is invariant by the homothety. Such vector fields are completely determined by its value on S. Moreover, if such a field is bounded on S by some constant C, then it is bounded by Cρ on M.

Let X = X_S + x_rρ^∂_{∂ρ} and Y = Y_S + y_rρ^∂_{∂ρ} be two homothety invariant field on M and let ∇ denote the Levi-Civita connection on M with respect to g_0, then we have

∇_X Y = (∇^S_{XS} Y_S + y_rX_S + x_rY_S ) + (X_S (y_r) + x_ry_r − g_S (X_S , Y_S ))ρ ∂ ∂ρ . (3.2.2)

Here ∇^S is the Levi-Civita connection of g_S. So it follows that their covariant derivative is also homothety-invariant.

We want to apply Proposition 3.2. Let dim_R M = 4n. To begin with, we will choose a local frame of T (M ×H )|_{S×H} on an open subset U of S. Let Z = aT +^∂_{∂q0} , Z_i = I_iZ for i = 1, 2, 3. Next we choose Y_1, . . . , Y_{4n−4} in T M with |Y_j | = 1 such that Y_1, . . . , Y_{4n−4}, T, T_1, T_2, T_3 form an orthogonal frame of M. Then we can choose X_0 in T (M × H ) which is orthogonal to Z, Z_i, Y_j with |X_0| = 1. Finally let X_i = I_iX_0 where i = 1, 2, 3. It is clear that {X_0, . . . , X_3, Y_1, . . . , Y_{4n−4}} form an orthonormal frame of the orthogonal complement of {Z, Z_1, Z_2, Z_3}.

In the next step, we will extend X_i, Y_j to R_+ × U × H as follows. We extend Y_i by homothety-invariance on M. As for X_i, we may decompose X_i as X_i = X^{(i)}_S +x^{(i)}_r ρ^∂_{∂ρ} +q^{(i)}. Here by q^{(i)} we mean the T H part of X_i. It is important to note that we may choose X_0 such that all the q^{(i)} depend only on the coordinates of S, not on the coordinates of H . We extend the T M-part of X_i by homothety-invariance, and we extend q^{(i)} by L_ρ ∂_{∂ρ} q^{(i)} = 2q^{(i)}. It is clear that {X_0, . . . , X_3, Y_1, . . . , Y_{4n−4}} form an orthogonal frame of the orthogonal complement of {Z, Z_1, Z_2, Z_3}.

By construction, we have |Y_i| = ρ and there exits C > 0 such that |X_i| ≥ Cρ^2 (on a perhaps smaller neighbourhood U^′ of U). We claim that |∇_{Xi} X_j | ≤ Cρ^2. Note that X_j is independent of the coordinates of H , so we may drop the component q^{(i)} in X_i. By equation (3.2.2), the T M-part of ∇_{Xi} X_j is of order O(ρ). By the construction of q^{(j)}, the T H part of ∇_{Xi} X_j is of order O(ρ^2). By similar argument, we have |∇_{Xi} Y_j | ≤ Cρ, |∇_{Yi} X_j | ≤ Cρ^2, |∇_{Yi} Y_j | ≤ Cρ.

Recall the definition of the tensor A in Proposition 3.2, we have |A(X_i, X_j )| |X_i||X_j | ≤ C ρ^2 , |A(X_i, Y_j )| |X_i||Y_j | ≤ C ρ^2 , |A(Y_i, X_j )| |Y_i||X_j | ≤ C ρ , |A(Y_i, Y_j )| |Y_i||Y_j | ≤ C ρ , It follows that |A| ≤^C_ρ . So by Proposition 3.2 we have |K_{ga} − K_0| ≤^C_{ρ2} , here K_0 is the sectional curvature of g_0. On the other hand, since (M, g_0) is a Riemannian cone, we know that |K_0| ≤ C^1_{ρ2} , so it follows that |K_{ga} | ≤^C_{ρ2} . Finally the result follows from Proposition 3.1. □

3.3. The deformed complex symplectic structure. It is proved in [32] that the complex symplectic structure of the Taub-NUT metric is that of a standard C^2 . In this subsection we will prove a similar result for the Taub-NUT deformation of hyperkähler cones, thus generalize the result of [32].

We start from a general proposition concerning the deformation of (1, 0) form.

Lemma 3.4. Under the same assumption of Proposition 2.10, fix j = 1, 2, 3, let α be any (1, 0)-form with respect to the complex structure I_j . Then for any a ≥ 0, the complex 1-form Ψ_j = α − ia^2α(T )dx_j is of type (1, 0) with respect to I^a_j .

Proof. Applying the formula for I^a_j in Proposition 2.10, for any tangent vector X we have

dx_j (I^a_j X) = dx_j (I_j X − a^2V a^2 + V θ(X)I_j T + a^2dx_j (X)T )

(3.3.1) = −θ(X) + a^2 a^2 + V θ(X) + 0

(3.3.2) = − V a^2 + V θ(X), (3.3.3)

and we also have α(I^a_j X) = α(I_j X − a^2V a^2 + V θ(X)I_j T + a^2dx_j (X)T )

(3.3.4) = iα(X) − a^2V a^2 + V θ(X)iα(T ) + a^2dx_j (X)α(T ). (3.3.5)

So it follows that (α − ia^2α(T )dx_j )(I^a_j X) = i(α − ia^2α(T )dx_j )X. (3.3.6) □ We complexify the R-action with respect to I_1 to get a C -action on M. More precisely, for any point m ∈ M, and for any it ∈ iR, and any sufficiently small τ ∈ R, we have d dt ((it) · m) = T ((it) · m), (3.3.7) d dτ (τ · m) = −I_1T (τ · m). (3.3.8)

Fix any m_0 ∈ M, consider the following differential relations along the (−I_1T )- orbit m_τ = τ · m_0: d dτ (ρ^2(m_τ )) = d(ρ^2)(−I_1T (m_τ )) = 4x_1(m_τ ),

(3.3.9) d dτ (x_1(m_τ )) = dx_1(−I_1T (m_τ )) = −g_0(I_1T, −I_1T ) = |T |^2_{g0} (m_τ ).

(3.3.10)

Note that |I_1T |_{g0} ≤ C|ρ^∂_{∂ρ} |_{g0} for some C > 0, so the vector field −I_1T is complete on M, hence the complexified C -action is well-defined.

Lemma 3.5. For any m ∈ M, we have inf_{τ ∈R} x_1(m_τ ) ≤ 0, sup_{τ ∈R} x_1(m_τ ) ≥ 0. Proof. We will prove by contradiction. Suppose there exists m ∈ M and δ > 0 such that for any τ ∈ R, we have x_1(m_τ ) > δ, then by (3.3.9), ρ^2(m_τ ) ≤ ρ^2(m) for any τ ≤ 0. Note that g_0(ρ^∂_{∂ρ} , I_1T ) = −2x_1, it follows that |T |(m_τ ) ≥^{2δ}_{ρ(m)} for any τ ≤ 0. By (3.3.10), we have lim_{τ →−∞} x_1(m_τ ) = −∞, a contradiction. This proves the first assertion. The second can be proved in a similar way. □ Define Φ_a : M → M by the formula Φ_a(m) = (a^2x_1(m)) · m.

(3.3.11) Now we can state the following proposition:

Proposition 3.6. The map Φ_a : (M, I^a_1 ) → (M, I_1) is an R-equivariant biholomorphism.

Proof. Since [T, I_1T ] = 0, it follows that Φ_1 is R-equivariant.

Denote by L_τ the map m → τ · m, then we know that L_τ is I_1-holomorphic. By the definition of Φ_a, we have dΦ_a|_m = (dL_a2_{x1(m)})|_m − a^2I_1T |_{Φa(m)} ⊗ (dx_1)|_m.

(3.3.12) For any (1, 0)−covector α with respect to I_1 at Φ_a(m), the pull-back L^∗_{a2x1(m)}α is a (1, 0)−covector at m, hence by Lemma 3.4, Φ^∗_aα = L^∗_a2_{x1(m)}α − ia^2(L^∗_a2_{x1(m)}α)(T )dx_1 is (1, 0) with respect to I^a_1 . This shows that Φ_a is holomorphic.

For any m ∈ M, we want to show that there exists a unique τ_m ∈ R such that Φ_a(τ_m · m) = m, or equivalently a^2x_1(τ_m · m) + τ_m = 0. Now the function a^2x_1(τ · m) + τ is strictly increasing and tends to ±∞ as τ → ±∞, so τ_m exists and is unique. This shows that Φ_a is a bijection. □ Lemma 3.7. The complex symplectic structure of (M, I_1, ω_2 + iω_3) is preserved by I_1T . More precisely, we have L_{I1 T} I_1 = 0, L_{I1T} ω_2 = 0 and L_{I1T} ω_3 = 0. Proof. That I_1T preserves I_1 follows from the fact that the complexification of holomorphic action is also holomorphic. As for the complex symplectic form, we will show that L_{I1T} ω_3 = 0, and a similar argument works for ω_2.

Since ω_3 is closed, we have L_{I1T} ω_3 = d(ι_{I1 T} ω_3). For any vector Y we have

(ι_{I1 T} ω_3)(Y ) = ω_3(I_1T, Y ) = g_0(I_3I_1T, Y ) = g_0(I_2T, Y ) = ω_2(T, Y ) = −dx_2(Y ),

(3.3.13)

so ι_{I1 T} ω_2 = dx_2, hence L_{I1T} ω_3 = d(−dx_2) = 0. □ Finally we state the main result of this subsection:

Proposition 3.8. The map Φ_a : (M, I^a_1 , ω^a_2 +iω^a_3 ) → (M, I_1, ω_2 +iω_3) is a complex symplectomorphism.

Proof. By Proposition 3.6, it suffices to show that Φ^∗_aω_2 = ω^a_2 .

Take any tangent vector X, Y ∈ T_mM, write X = X_0 + a_0T + a_1I_1T, Y = Y_0 + b_0T + b_1I_1T , where X_0, Y_0 are g_0-orthogonal to T, I_1T . Since [T, I_1T ] = 0, we have (dL_a2_{x1} )|_m(T |_m) = T |_{Φa(m)} and (dL_a2_{x1} )|_m(I_1T |_m) = I_1T |_{Φa(m)}. Recall that dx_1(T ) = 0, dx_1(I_1T ) = −|T |^2, we have dΦ_a(X) = (dL_a2_{x1} )|_m(X_0) + a_0T + a_1(a^2|T |^2 + 1)I_1T,

(3.3.14) dΦ_a(Y ) = (dL_a2_{x1} )|_m(Y_0) + b_0T + b_1(a^2|T |^2 + 1)I_1T.

(3.3.15)

In the above formula |T |^2 is valued at m while T, I_1T are valued at Φ_a(m).

Along the curve c(τ) = τ · m for τ between 0 and a^2x_1(m), we have the following vector fields: (dL_τ )(X_0), (dL_τ )(Y_0), T, I_1T , each of them is invariant by I_1T . And we also have a 2-form ω_2, and by Lemma 3.7 it is also invariant by I_1T . It follows that ω_2((dL_τ )(X_0), (dL_τ )(Y_0)) = ω_2(X_0, Y_0) for any tangent vector X_0, Y_0 at m. So by comparing ω_2(X, Y ) and ω_2(dΦ_a(X), dΦ_a(Y )), we deduce that (Φ^∗_aω_2)(X, Y ) = ω_2(X, Y ) + a^2|T |^2ω_2(X_0, b_1I_1T ) + a^2|T |^2ω_2(a_1I_1T, Y_0).

(3.3.16)

We note that dx_1(X) = −a_1|T |^2, dx_1(Y ) = −b_1|T |^2, ω_2(X_0, I_1T ) = −dx_3(X), ω_2(I_1T, Y_0) = dx_3(Y ), and it follows that Φ^∗_aω_2 = ω_2 + a^2dx_3 ∧ dx_1 = ω^a_2 ,

(3.3.17) here the last equality follows from Proposition 2.10. □

3.4. A Kähler potential of the deformed metric. In this subsection we give an explicit formula of the Kähler potential of g_a with respect to I^a_1 .

Proposition 3.9. Under the same assumption of Proposition 2.10. Fix i = 1, 2, 3, suppose that K_i is an R-invariant Kähler potential of g with respect to I_i, that is to say^1_2 dd^c_{Ii} K_i = ω_i, and suppose that the moment map x_j is chosen so that d^c_{Ij} K_j (T ) = 2x_j .

(3.4.1)

Then K^a_i = K_i +^{a2}_2 (x^2_i + |x|^2) is an R-invariant Kähler potential of g_a with respect to I^a_i . In fact for (i, j, k) a cyclic permutation of (1, 2, 3), we have d^c_I a_i K^a_i = d^c_{Ii} K_i + a^2(x_j dx_k − x_kdx_j ).

(3.4.2)

Here we use the notations |x|^2 = x^2_1 + x^2 + x^2_3 and d^c_I = I ∘ d = i( ¯∂_I − ∂), so that i∂ ¯∂_I =^1_2 dd^c_I .

Proof. By symmetry, we will prove the formula for i = 1.

It is clear that K^a_1 is a T -invariant function since the moment maps x_1, x_2, x_3 are invariant.

By formula of I^a_1 in Proposition 2.10 and assumption on x_j , we have

d^c_I a_1 K_1 = d^c_{I1} K_1 − a^2V V + a^2 2x_1θ, (3.4.3)

d^c_I a_1 x_1 = V V + a^2 θ, (3.4.4) and d^c_I a_1 x_2 = d^c_{I1} x_2 = dx_3, d^c_I a_1 x_3 = d^c_{I1} x_3 = −dx_2. It follows that

d^c_I a_1 K^a_1 = d^c_{I1} K_1 + a^2(x_2dx_3 − x_3dx_2).

(3.4.5) So by formula of ω^a_1 in Proposition 2.10, we have^1_2 dd^c_I a_1 K^a_1 = ω^a_1 . □

Applying the above proposition to the case of Taub-NUT deformation of a hyperkähler cone where x_1, x_2, x_3 are defined by (2.2.4), we have

Proposition 3.10. The function K^a_1 =^1_2 ρ^2 + a^2x^2_1 +^{a2}_2 (x^2 + x^2_3) is an R-invariant Kähler potential of g_a with respect to I^a_1 .

Remark 3.11. The above formula for the potential can be seen as a generalization of the formula of the potential of Taub-NUT metric given in [32]. Corollary 3.12. The function K^a_{ALF} = (Φ^{−1}_a )^∗K^a_1 is an I_1−potential of the Kähler metric (M, (Φ^{−1}_a )^∗g_a).

In summary, by Proposition 3.8, if one only cares about the complex symplectic structure of M = C(S), then the Taub-NUT deformation leaves (M, I_1, ω_2 + iω_3) unchanged. Moreover by Corollary 3.12 if one also wants to keep track of the Kähler form associated to I_1, then the Taub-NUT deformation can be viewed as replacing its potential^1_2 ρ^2 by K^a_{ALF} . Note that a hyperkäher structure is completely determined by its three Kähler forms, so we have got an equivalent description of Taub-NUT deformation of hyperkähler cones.

Then will prove an estimate of dK^a_1 ∧ d^c_I a_1 K^a_1 which turns out to be useful.

Lemma 3.13. For i = 1, 2, 3, we have 4x^2_i ≤ ρ^2|T |^2, or equivalently 4x^2_1V ≤ ρ^2 when T ≠ 0.

Proof. One verifies that 2x_i = −g_0(ρ^∂_{∂ρ} , I_iT ), so the result follows from the Cauchy- Schwartz inequality. □ Proposition 3.14. There exists C > 0 such that dK^a_1 ∧ d^c_I a_1 K^a_1 ≤ CK^a_1 dd^c_I a_1 K^a_1 .

Proof. It suffices to show that for any tangent vector X of M, we have (dK^a_1 (X))^2 + (d^c_I a_1 K^a_1 (X))^2 ≤ CK^a_1 g_a(X, X).

(3.4.6) Decompose X = X̄ +V (a_0T −a_1T_1 −a_2T_2 −a_3T_3), where T_i = I_iT , X̄ is orthogonal to T and T_i with respect to g_0, then θ(X) = a_0, dx_i(X) = a_i for i = 1, 2, 3. Recall that d(ρ^2)(T ) = 0 and d(ρ^2)(T_i) = 4x_i, we have

dK^a_1 (X) = 1 2 d(ρ^2)(X̄) + 2(V + a^2)x_1a_1 + (2V + a^2)(x_2a_2 + x_3a_3).

(3.4.7)

Similarly we have

d^c_I a_1 K^a_1 (X) = 1 2 d^c_{I1} (ρ^2)(X̄) + 2V x_1a_0 + (2V + a^2)(x_2a_3 − x_3a_2).

(3.4.8)

By mean value inequality (^{x+y+z}_3 )^2 ≤^{x2+y2+z2}_3 , we have (dK^a_1 (X))^2 + (d^c_I a_1 K^a_1 (X))^2

(3.4.9) ≤ 3 ( ( 1 2 d(ρ^2)(X̄))^2 + ( 1 2 d^c_I a_1 (ρ^2)(X̄))^2 + 4V^2x^2_1a^2_0 ) + (3.4.10) + 3 ( 4(V + a^2)^2x^2_1a^2_1 + (2V + a^2)^2(x^2 + x^2_3)(a^2 + a^2_3) ) (3.4.11)

On the other hand, recall the formula of g_a in Proposition 2.10, we get

g_a(X, X) = g_0(X̄, X̄) + (V + a^2)(a^2_1 + a^2 + a^2_3) +

V^2 V + a^2 a^2_0.

(3.4.12)

Now by Lemma 3.13 the inequality (3.4.6) is implied by the following estimates: ( 1 2 d(ρ^2)(X̄))^2 + ( 1 2 d^c_I a_1 (ρ^2)(X̄))^2 ≤ ρ^2g_0(X̄, X̄),

(3.4.13)

V^2x^2_1a^2_0 ≤ C(ρ^2 + a^2(2x^2_1 + x^2 + x^2_3))

V^2 V + a^2 a^2_0,

(3.4.14)

4(V + a^2)^2x^2_1a^2_1 ≤ C(ρ^2 + a^2(2x^2_1 + x^2 + x^2_3))(V + a^2)a^2_1,

(3.4.15)

(2V + a^2)^2(x^2 + x^2_3)(a^2 + a^2_3) ≤ C(ρ^2 + a^2(2x^2_1 + x^2 + x^2_3))(V + a^2)(a^2 + a^2_3).

(3.4.16) □ Remark 3.15. Note that the proof shows that C can be chosen uniformly for all a > 0. Corollary 3.16. There exists 0 < α_0 < 1 such that for all α > α_0, we have dd^c_I a_1 (K^a_1 )^α > 0.

Proof. In general, consider smooth functions f : M → R and ψ : R → R, we have dd^c(ψ ∘ f) = ψ^{′′}(f)df ∧ d^cf + ψ^′(f)dd^cf. (3.4.17) Now let ψ(s) = s^α and f = K^a_1 , applying Proposition 3.14 we have

dd^c_I a_1 (K^a_1 )^α = α(K^a_1 )^{α−2} [ (α − 1)dK^a_1 ∧ d^c_I a_1 K^a_1 + K^a_1 dd^c_I a_1 K^a_1 ] > 0 (3.4.18)

by choosing α_0 sufficiently close to 1. □ Remark 3.17. On the Kähler cone M,^1_2 ρ^2 is a potential and it is known that for any α > 0, we have dd^c(^1_2 ρ^2)^α > 0. So we can think of Corollary 3.16 as a generalization of this property to the Taub-NUT deformation.

In general, let (M, g, I_1, I_2, I_3, ω_1, ω_2, ω_3) be a hyperkähler manifold, then there is a family of complex structures parameterized by the unit sphere S^2: {x_1I_1 + x_2I_2 + x_3I_3|x^2_1 + x^2 + x^2_3 = 1}. In this and the previous subsection we only focus on the Kähler structure of a particular complex structure of this family, so it is natural to consider the same problem with respect to other complex structures. It turns out that all the Kähler structures are isomorphic, due to the Sp(1)-equivariance of the construction, see the next subsection.

3.5. The Sp(1)-equivariance. Recall from Subsection 2.2 that there is an Sp(1)- action on M and its effect on x_1, x_2, x_3 is given by the group morphism ϕ : Sp(1) → SO(3). Proposition 3.18. The group Sp(1) acts isometrically with respect to (M, g_a). Proof. One applies the formula of g_a in Proposition 2.10. □ Fix x = (x_1, x_2, x_3) ∈ S^2 ⊂ R^3 , that is to say x^2_1 + x^2 + x^2_3 = 1. Denote by I_x = x_1I_1 + x_2I_2 + x_3I_3 the complex structure associated to x. Choose A_x ∈ SO(3) such that the first column of A_x is (x_1, x_2, x_3)^t and then choose q_x ∈ H such that ϕ(q_x) = A_x. Note that the choices of A_x and q_x are not unique.

Proposition 3.19. The action by q_x ∈ Sp(1) gives an isometric biholomorphism (M, I_1, g_0) → (M, I_x, g_0). Furthermore, denote by I^a_x = x_1I^a_1 + x_2I^a_2 + x_3I^a_3 the deformed complex structure associated to x, then the action by q_x gives an isometric biholomorphism (M, I^a_1 , g_a) → (M, I^a_x , g_a).

Proof. First we will use q_x to denote the action of q_x on M and dq_x its differential. For the first assertion, it suffices to prove that dq_xI_1 = (x_1I_1 + x_2I_2 + x_3I_3)dq_x. But this follows from Proposition 2.9.

And the second assertion follows from the first, Proposition 2.9 and the formulas for I^a_1 , I^a_2 , I^a_3 in Proposition 2.10. □

Remark 3.20. It follows that the Kähler structures (M, I^a_x , g_a) are all isomorphic for x ∈ S^2.

Remark 3.21. Note that the choice of q_x has a degree of freedom 1. More precisely, if q_x is a choice, then so is q_xe^{iθ} for e^{iθ} ∈ S^1. If one makes a choice of the complex symplectic form of (M, I^a_x , g_a) and require q_x to be a complex symplectomorphism, then this degree of freedom will be eliminated.

4. Hyperkähler cone with a locally free S^1-symmetry

In this section we consider the situation of a hyperkähler cone admitting a locally free S^1-symmetry. More precisely, let S be a 3-Sasakian compact connected manifold of dimension 4n − 1 admitting a locally free S^1-action of automorphisms. Let M = C(S) be the hyperkähler cone over S equipped with (g_0, I_i, ω_i). The S^1-action extends to a locally free action on M, let T denote its generator, then there exists C > 1 such that C^{−1}ρ^2 ≤ |T |^2_{g0} ≤ Cρ^2. Since an S^1-action is a special case of an R-action, discussion in Section 3 applies here.

4.1. The twistor space of S. In the beginning of this subsection we only assume that S admits an S^1-symmetry, which may not be locally free.

By [7] any 3-Sasakian manifold is quasi-regular, so the Reeb field ξ_1 = I_1ρ^∂_{∂ρ} generates a locally free S^1-action. Recall that K_1 =^1_2 ρ^2 is a Kähler potential of ω_1 with respect to I_1, which is invariant by ξ_1 (see Proposition 2.6). Hence by Proposition 2.5,^1_2 d^c_{I1} K_1(ξ_1) =^1_2 ρ^2 is a moment map of the S^1_{ξ1}-action with respect to ω_1. Here we use the notation S^1_{ξ1} to indicate the S^1-action generated by ξ_1.

The Kähler quotient Z = S/S^1_{ξ1} of M with respect to S^1_{ξ1} at the moment^1_2 ρ^2 =^1_2 is known to be the twistor space of the 3-Sasakian manifold S. It is a complex orbifold equipped with a Fano Kähler-Einstein metric (Z, I_Z , ω_Z ). Since dim_R S = 4n − 1, we know that dim_C Z = 2n − 1.

Let π : S → Z be the projection map. For s ∈ S we can identify T_{π(s)}Z with {ξ_1}^⊥ ⊂ T_sS by dπ_s, where {ξ_1}^⊥ stands for the g_0-orthogonal complement of ξ_1 in T_sS. Then I_Z is the restriction of I_1 on {ξ_1}^⊥, and π^∗ω_Z = i^∗_S ω_1 where i_S : S → M is the inclusion of S to M.

Since L_{ξ1} x_1 = 0, the moment map x_1 descends to a function x̄_1 on Z. And since L_{ξ1} T = 0, the S^1_T -action descends to an S^1-action on Z generated by

T̄ = dπ(T − g^0(T, ξ^1) g_0(ξ_1, ξ_1) ξ_1) = dπ(T − 2x_1ξ_1).

(4.1.1)

Since x_1 is the moment map of T on M, one verifies easily that x̄_1 is the moment map of T̄ on Z, and the gradient of x̄_1 is given by

grad_Z (x̄_1) = −I_ZT̄ = dπ(−I_1T − 2x_1ρ ∂ ∂ρ ) = dπ(grad_S (x_1)).

(4.1.2)

Then by [33, Lemma 5.3], x̄_1 ia a Morse-Bott function on Z and its critical suborbifolds are Kähler with even index. Denote by (ϕ_t = Φ^{gradZ (x̄1)}_t )_{t∈R} the gradient flow of x̄_1. For each connected component D_i of the critical set crit_Z (x̄_1), let λ_Z (D_i) be its index and let

W^+_Z (D_i) = {z ∈ Z| lim_{t→+∞} ϕ_t(z) ∈ D_i},

(4.1.3) W^−_Z (D_i) = {z ∈ Z| lim_{t→−∞} ϕ_t(z) ∈ D_i}. (4.1.4)

be the stable and unstable set of D_i, then W^+_Z (D_i) (respectively W^−_Z (D_i)) is an orbi-bundle over D_i of λ_Z (D_i) (respectively 4n−2−dim_R D_i −λ_Z (D_i)) dimensional fibers.

Lemma 4.1. The function x̄_1 has unique local minima and maxima, and the corresponding level sets are connected. Moreover, let D_i be a connected component of crit_Z (x̄_1) such that x̄_1(D_i) > 0, then codim_C (W^−_Z (D_i)) ≥ 1.

Proof. The first assertion follows from the fact that: If f is a Morse-Bott function on a compact connected orbifold and all critical suborbifolds are of even dimension and all index even, then f has a unique local maximum and unique local minimum, and the corresponding level sets are connected. The second assertion follows from the first, since if x̄_1(D_i) > 0 then by a rotation of Sp(1) sending (x_1, x_2, x_3) to (−x_1, −x_2, x_3), there exits a point on Z such that x̄_1 < 0, so D_i cannot be the level set of a local minimum. □

Similarly, recall μ_c = x_2 + ix_3 : M → C is I_1−holomorphic and L_ρ ∂_{∂ρ} μ_c = 2μ_c, so μ^{−1}_c (0) ⊂ M defines a Kähler submanifold of M which is also a metric cone. Assuming n ≥ 2, it follows that S^′ = S ∩ μ^{−1}_c (0) is a Sasakian manifold. Since S is quasi-regular, so is S^′, then Z^′ = S^′/S^1_{ξ1} is a Kähler orbifold (Z^′, I_Z′ , ω_Z′ ), which can be seen as a suborbifold of Z. Note that dim_R S^′ = 4n − 3 so dim_C Z^′ = 2n − 2.

By a similar argument, the S^1_T −action descends to Z^′ with generator T̄ and moment map x̄_1. So x̄_1 is a Morse-Bott function on Z^′ and its critical suborbifolds are Kähler with even index. By almost the same proof, we have

Lemma 4.2. If S^′ is connected, then x̄_1 has unique local minima and maxima, and the corresponding level sets are connected. Moreover, for a connected component D_i of crit_Z′ (x̄_1), let

W^−_Z′ (D_i) = {z^′ ∈ Z^′| lim_{t→+∞} ϕ_t(z^′) ∈ D_i}

(4.1.5)

be its unstable set. If x̄_1(D_i) > 0, then codim_C (W^−_Z′ (D_i)) ≥ 1.

We have the following proposition which relates the critical sets in Z and Z^′.

Lemma 4.3. We have crit_Z (x̄_1) = crit_Z′ (x̄_1).

Proof. Since on M we have dx_1(I_2T ) = dx_2(I_3T ) = 0, it follows that crit_Z′ (x̄_1) is contained in crit_Z (x̄_1). Conversely, suppose z ∈ crit_Z (x̄_1), and let s ∈ S such that π(s) = z. We have T (s) − 2x_1(s)ξ_1(s) = 0 and in particular T (s) is parallel to ξ_1(s). On the other hand, by (2.2.4) we have g_0(T, ξ_2) = 2x_2, g_0(T, ξ_3) = 2x_3, so we must have x_2(s) = x_3(s) = 0. This shows that s ∈ S^′ and hence z ∈ Z^′. □

From now on we assume that T is non-vanishing on S, that is to say, the S^1_T - action is locally free.

Proposition 4.4. Assume the S^1-action is locally free. Let S^′_{>0} = S^′ ∩ {x_1 > 0}, then S^′_{>0} is connected.

Proof. First we note that since μ^{−1}(0) ∩ S has codimension 3 in S, we know that S \ μ^{−1}(0) is connected. Then we oberve that S \ μ^{−1}(0) = Sp(1) · S^′_{>0}, since Sp(1) rotates x_1, x_2, x_3 by Proposition 2.6. Now if S^′_{>0} has two connected components A, B, we claim that Sp(1) · A and Sp(1) · B are disjoint. Suppose not, then there is q ∈ Sp(1), a ∈ A, b ∈ B such that b = q · a. Since a, b ∈ S^′_{>0}, q must be of the form e^{iθ} for some θ ∈ R. Then c(t) = e^{itθ} · a is a curve in S^′_{>0} joining a, b, so we get a contradiction which proves the claim. It follows that Sp(1) · A and Sp(1) · B are two connected components of S \ μ^{−1}(0), which contradicts the fact that S \ μ^{−1}(0) is connected. □

Proposition 4.5. Under the same assumption as above, the Sasakian manifold S^′ is connected.

Proof. Since g_0(I_1T, ρ^∂_{∂ρ} ) = −2x_1 and T is non-vanishing on S, we know that 0 is not a critical value of x_1 as a function on S^′. Using the inverse gradient flow of x_1, one can show that there exists small ϵ > 0 such that S^′ ∩ {−ϵ < x_1 < ϵ} is diffeomorphic to S^′ ∩ {x_1 = 0} × (−ϵ, ϵ). Now S^′_{>0} is connected by the previous lemma. Let q ∈ Sp(1) such that ϕ(q) is the diagonal matrix with coefficients −1, −1, 1 in the diagonal, where ϕ is the 2-fold covering as in Proposition 2.7. Then S^′_{<0} = S^′ ∩ {x_1 < 0} = q · S^′_{>0} is also connected. So S^′ is connected as the union of S^′_{>0}, S^′ ∩ {−ϵ < x_1 < ϵ} and S^′_{<0}. □

It follows that the assumption of Lemma 4.2 is satisfied if the S^1-action is locally free.

Corollary 4.6. The 3-Sasakian quotient S_0 = μ^{−1}_S (0)/S^1 of S with respect to a locally free S^1-action is connected. Here μ_S denotes the restriction of μ = (x_1, x_2, x_3) to S.

For the notion of 3-Sasakian quotient, we refer to [7].

Proof. By Proposition 4.5, we know that Z^′ is connected. So by [33, Lemma 5.1], we know that x̄^{−1}_1 (0) is connected in Z^′, hence S^′ ∩{x_1 = 0} = μ^{−1}_S (0) is connected. □

Remark 4.7. I think of the above corollary as a 3-Sasakian version of the Atiyah connectedness theorem [2, Theorem 1].

4.2. The hyperkähler quotient of M by S^1. From now on we assume that the S^1_T -action is locally free. Since S is compact, there exists C > 1 such that C^{−1}ρ^2 ≤ |T |^2_{g0} ≤ Cρ^2. In this case, all the hyperkähler quotients of M with respect to S^1_T are orbifolds.

It is known that the hyperkähler quotient M_0 = μ^{−1}(0)/S^1 is also a hyperkähler cone. Fix x_1 > 0, denote by M_{x1,0,0} = μ^{−1}(x_1, 0, 0)/S^1 the hyperkähler quotient of M with respect to S^1 at (x_1, 0, 0). Note that dim_R μ^{−1}(x_1, 0, 0) = 4n − 3 hence dim_R M_{x1,0,0} = 4n − 4, so we are mainly interested in the case where n ≥ 2.

Let p_{x1,0,0} : μ^{−1}(x_1, 0, 0) → M_{x1,0,0} be the quotient map. Let m ∈ μ^{−1}(x_1, 0, 0), one may identify T_{px1,0,0 (m)}M_{x1,0,0} with {T }^⊥ ⊂ T_mμ^{−1}(x_1, 0, 0) by dp_{x1,0,0}, then the complex structures on M_{x1,0,0} are restrictions of I_j to {T }^⊥. Denote by ω^′_{1,x1,0,0}, ω^′_{2,x1,0,0}, ω^′_{3,x1,0,0} the quotient Kähler forms on M_{x1,0,0}, then we can get p^∗_{x1,0,0}ω^′_{j,x1,0,0} = i^∗_{μ−1 (x1,0,0)}ω_j , where i_μ−1_{(x1,0,0)} is the inclusion map.

The aim of this subsection is to show that M_{x1,0,0} is a resolution of M_0, here by resolution we mean that the conic singularity of M_0 at 0 is resolved to orbifold singularity.

Recall Subsection 3.3 that one can always complexify the action generated by T . Now T generates an S^1−action, so the I_1−complexification gives a C^∗ −action on M, characterized by d dt (e^{it} · m) = T (e^{it} · m), (4.2.1) d dt (e^τ · m) = −I_1T (e^τ · m).

(4.2.2)

Here m ∈ M, t, τ ∈ R so e^{it} ∈ S^1 ⊂ C^∗ and e^τ ∈ R_+ ⊂ C^∗ . Under this new notation, (3.3.9) and (3.3.10) becomes d dτ (ρ^2(e^τ · m)) = 4x_1(e^τ · m),

(4.2.3) d dτ (x_1(e^τ · m)) = |T |^2_{g0} (e^τ · m).

(4.2.4)

From the above differential equations and C^{−1}ρ^2 ≤ |T |^2_{g0} ≤ Cρ^2, it follows easily that

Lemma 4.8. Fix m ∈ M, then the function x_1(e^τ · m) is strictly increasing for τ ∈ R. If x_1(m) ≥ 0, then ρ^2(e^τ ·m) is strictly increasing for τ > 0, lim_{τ →+∞} x_1(e^τ · m) = +∞ and lim_{τ →+∞} ρ^2(e^τ ·m) = +∞. Similarly, if x_1(m) ≤ 0, then ρ^2(e^τ ·m) is strictly decreasing for τ < 0, lim_{τ →−∞} x_1(e^τ · m) = −∞ and lim_{τ →−∞} ρ^2(e^τ · m) = +∞. It follows that, for any m_0 ∈ μ^{−1}(0), there exists a unique τ(m_0) > 0 such that e^{τ (m0)} · m_0 ∈ μ^{−1}(x_1, 0, 0). And we define ψ_{x1,0,0} : μ^{−1}(0) → μ^{−1}(x_1, 0, 0) to be the map sending m_0 to e^{τ (m0)} · m_0.

Since L_{I1T} T = 0 and L_{I1 T} I_1 = 0, ψ_{x1,0,0} is S^1-equivariant and hence descends to an I_1−holomorphic map ψ_{x1,0,0} : M_0 → M_{x1,0,0}. By Lemma 3.7 we have ψ^∗_{x1,0,0}(ω^′_{c,x1,0,0}) = ω^′_{c,0,0,0}, where ω^′_{c,x1,0,0} = ω^′_{2,x1,0,0} + iω^′_{3,x1,0,0}, so ψ_{x1,0,0} preserves the complex holomorphic form.

Observe that by Lemma 4.8, ψ_{x1,0,0} : μ^{−1}(0) → μ^{−1}(x_1, 0, 0) is injective. Define ED_{x1,0,0} = μ^{−1}(x_1, 0, 0) \ Im(ψ_{x1,0,0}) to be the complement of the image, and define ϕ_{x1 ,0,0} : μ^{−1}(x_1, 0, 0) → μ^{−1}(0) ∪ {0} to be an extension of ψ^{−1}_{x1,0,0} by sending ED_{x1,0,0} to 0, where 0 is the vertex of the cone, so μ^{−1}(0) ∪ {0} is the metric completion of μ^{−1}(0). The definition of ED_{x1,0,0} and Lemma 4.8 implies the following description of ED_{x1,0,0}:

Proposition 4.9. For any m ∈ μ^{−1}(x_1, 0, 0), m ∈ ED_{x1,0,0} if and only if lim_{τ →−∞} e^τ · m = 0.

Proof. By Lemma 4.8, we know that m ∈ ED_{x1,0,0} if and only if x_1(e^τ · m) > 0 for any τ ∈ R. But by Lemma 3.5, we know that lim_{τ →−∞} x_1(e^τ · m) = 0, so by equation (4.2.4) we know that lim_{τ →−∞} ρ^2(e^τ · m) = 0, so lim_{τ →−∞} e^τ · m = 0. The converse can be proved in a similar way. □

Lemma 4.10. The map ϕ_{x1,0,0} : μ^{−1}(x_1, 0, 0) → μ^{−1}(0) ∪ {0} is continuous. In particular, ED_{x1,0,0} is compact.

Proof. It suffices to show the continuity of ϕ_{x1 ,0,0} on ED_{x1,0,0}. Fix any m ∈ ED_{x1,0,0}. For any ϵ > 0, the condition ρ < ϵ defines a neighbourhood of ϕ(m) = 0 in μ^{−1}(0) ∪ {0}. By Proposition 4.9, there exists τ_ϵ < 0 such that ρ^2(e^{τϵ} · m) < ϵ^2. Let x^ϵ_1 = x_1(e^{τϵ} · m), then e^{τϵ} · m ∈ μ^{−1}(x^ϵ_1, 0, 0). Note that by Lemma 4.8, we have 0 < x^ϵ_1 < x_1. Now U_ϵ = {ρ < ϵ} ∩ μ^{−1}(x^ϵ_1, 0, 0) is an open neighbourhood of e^{τϵ} · m in μ^{−1}(x^ϵ_1, 0, 0). By Lemma 4.8, for any m^′ ∈ U_ϵ, we have ρ^2(ϕ_xϵ_{1 ,0,0}(m^′)) < ρ^2(m^′) < ϵ^2.

Define Φ : μ^{−1}(x_1, 0, 0) → μ^{−1}(x^ϵ_1, 0, 0) by x → e^{τ (x)} · x, where τ(x) is determined by e^{τ (x)} · x ∈ μ^{−1}(x^ϵ_1, 0, 0). By Lemma 4.8, the map Φ is a well-defined diffeomorphism. And we have ϕ_{x1,0,0} = ϕ_xϵ_{1,0,0} ∘ Φ, Φ(m) = e^{τϵ} · m. So Φ^{−1}(U_ϵ) is a neighbourhood of m in μ^{−1}(x_1, 0, 0) and ϕ_{x1 ,0,0}(Φ^{−1}(U_ϵ)) ⊂ {ρ < ϵ}∩(μ^{−1}(0)∩(0)). This proves that ϕ_{x1,0,0} is continuous at m. □

By Proposition 2.6, the S^1_{ξ1}-action preserves μ^{−1}(x_1, 0, 0). Since [ξ_1, T ] = 0, the S^1_{ξ1}-action descends to an S^1−action on M_{x1,0,0}, generated by

ξ̄_1 = dp_{x1,0,0}(ξ_1 − 2x^1 |T |^2 T ). (4.2.5)

Since L_T (^1_2 ρ^2) = 0, the function^1_2 ρ^2 descends to a function on M_{x1,0,0}, denoted by^1_2 ρ̄^2. Since^1_2 ρ^2 is the moment map of ξ_1 with respect to ω_1 on M, one verifies easily that^1_2 ρ̄^2 is a moment map of ξ̄_1 with respect to ω^′_{1,x1,0,0} on M_{x1,0,0}, and that grad_{Mx1 ,0,0} (^1_2 ρ̄^2) = −I_1ξ̄_1 = dp_{x1,0,0}(ρ^∂_{∂ρ} +^{2x1}_{|T |2} I_1T ) = dp_{x1,0,0}(grad_μ−1_{(x1,0,0)}(^1_2 ρ^2)).

By [33, Lemma 5.3] again,^1_2 ρ̄^2 is a Morse-Bott function on M_{x1,0,0}, and its critical suborbifolds are Kähler with even index.

Let P : M → S be defined by m →^1_{ρ(m)} m, the projection along the radius. Then for X ∈ T_mM, we have dP (X) = 1 ρ(m) X − 1 ρ^2(m) 1 2 d(ρ^2)(X) ∂ ∂ρ |_{P (m)}. (4.2.6)

Lemma 4.11. The map P : μ^{−1}(x_1, 0, 0) → S^′_{>0} is a diffeomorphism, moreover we have

(dP )|_m(grad_μ−1_{(x1,0,0)}( 1 2 ρ^2)) = −

2x_1 |T |^2(m) grad_S′ (x_1).

(4.2.7)

Proof. Since L_ρ ∂_{∂ρ} x_1 = 2x_1, we know that P is bijective.

Since g_0(ρ^∂_{∂ρ} , I_1T ) = −2x_1 ≠ 0 along μ^{−1}(x_1, 0, 0), we know that ρ^∂_{∂ρ} is transversal to μ^{−1}(x_1, 0, 0), hence P is a local diffeomorhpism. In conclusion, the map P is a diffeomorphism.

The second assertion follows from (4.2.6). □

Remark 4.12. By Proposition 4.4, we know that S^′_{>0} is connected, so we deduce from the previous proposition that μ^{−1}(x_1, 0, 0) is connected. I think of it as a hyperkähler version of the Atiyah connectedness theorem [2, Theorem 1].

Note that the coefficient −^{2x1}_{|T |2} is strictly negative along μ^{−1}(x_1, 0, 0), so we have got a kind of “duality” between μ^{−1}(x_1, 0, 0) and S^′_{>0}, in the following sense:

Firstly, P induces a bijection P : crit_μ−1_{(x1,0,0)}(^1_2 ρ^2) → crit_S′_{>0} (x_1). Secondly, since T is parallel to ξ_1 along the critical sets, P descends to a bijection P̄ : crit_{Mx1 ,0,0} (^1_2 ρ̄2) → crit_{Z′>0} (x̄_1), where Z′_{>0} = Z′ ∩ {x̄_1 > 0}. Moreover, P̄ is in fact holomorphic.

Thirdly, the above map P̄ induces a bijection between critical suborbifold C_i of 1 2 ρ̄^2 and the critical suborbifold D_i of x̄_1 with x̄_1 > 0, determined by D_i = P̄ (C_i). Hence it induces a bijection between critical values of^1_2 ρ̄^2 and strictly positive critical values of x̄_1, under which local minimum corresponds to local maximum. As a consequence, there are only finitely many critical values and critical suborbiforlds of^1_2 ρ̄^2.

Finally, suppose P̄ (C_i) = D_i for critical suborbifolds C_i and D_i, we have

λ_{Mx1 ,0,0} (D_i) = 4n − 4 − dim_R D_i − λ_Z′ (D_i),

(4.2.8)

where λ stands for the index.

Let ψ_t be the gradient flow of^1_2 ρ̄^2 on M_{x1,0,0}, then for critical suborbifold C_i of 1 2 ρ̄^2, define

W^+(C_i) = {m ∈ M_{x1,0,0}| lim_{t→+∞} ψ_t(m) ∈ C_i}

(4.2.9)

to be the stable set of C_i. Then by Lemma 4.2, we get codim_C W^+(C_i) ≥ 1.

Proposition 4.13. The set ED_{x1,0,0} is the union of p^{−1}_{x1,0,0}(W^+(C_i)) where C_i ranges over all critical suborbifolds of^1_2 ρ̄^2.

Proof. Take m ∈ p^{−1}_{x1,0,0}(W^+(C_i)), then m flows to p^{−1}_{x1,0,0}(C_i) along the flow of grad_μ−1_{(x1,0,0)}(^1_2 ρ^2) as t → +∞. After projection by P , we know that P (m) flows to π^{−1}(D_i) along grad_S′ (x_1) as t → −∞, where P̄ (C_i) = D_i. Since the projection of the (−I_1T )-orbit of m as t → −∞ to S is exactly the grad_S′ (x_1)-orbit of P (m) as t → −∞, by Proposition 4.9, we know that m ∈ ED_{x1,0,0}. So ⋃ C_i p −1 x_1,0,0(W +(C_i)) ⊂ ED_{x1,0,0}, and the converse can be proved in a similar way. □

It follows from the above proposition and codim_C W^+(C_i) ≥ 1 that we have codim_C p_{x1,0,0}(ED_{x1,0,0}) ≥ 1.

According to [16, Theorem 1.8], the Kähler cone μ^{−1}(0)/S^1 is isomorphic to the smooth part of a normal algebraic variety V ⊂ C^N with one singular point. This gives M_0 ∪{0} a complex analytic structure. Using the Riemann extension theorem and the fact that codim_C p_{x1,0,0}(ED_{x1,0,0}) ≥ 1, we have

Proposition 4.14. The map ϕ_{x1,0,0} : μ^{−1}(x_1, 0, 0) → μ^{−1}(0) ∪ {0} descends to an analytic map ϕ_{x1 ,0,0} : M_{x1,0,0} → M_0 ∪ {0}. It is a resolution in the sense that ϕ_{x1,0,0} is an isomorphism between M_{x1,0,0} \ ϕ^{−1}_{x1,0,0}(0) and M_0.

4.3. The hyperkähler metric of M_{x1,0,0}. Fix x_1 > 0, denote by g_{x1,0,0} the pull back by ψ_{x1,0,0} of the quotient hyperkähler metric g^′_{x1,0,0} on M_{x1,0,0} and denote by ω_{1,x1,0,0} the pull back by ψ_{x1,0,0} of the quotient hyperkähler form ω^′_{1,x1,0,0}. The aim of this subsection is to describe g_{x1,0,0} and ω_{1,x1,0,0} in terms of objects on M_0.

For m ∈ μ^{−1}_c (0), choose τ(m, x_1) ∈ R such that e^{τ (m,x1)} · m ∈ μ^{−1}(x_1, 0, 0). Here the action is the complexification of S^1_T -action with respect to I_1. Recall Lemma 4.8 that τ(m, x_1) is well-defined.

For m ∈ μ^{−1}(0), define f_{x1,0,0}(m) = 1 2 ρ^2(e^{τ (m,x1)} · m) − 2x_1τ(m, x_1).

(4.3.1) It is clear that f_{x1,0,0} is S^1-invariant, so we may think of it as a function on M_0. Proposition 4.15. We have ω_{1,x1,0,0} = i∂ ¯∂_{I1} f_{x1,0,0} + x_1Ω_0,

(4.3.2) where Ω_0 is the curvature 2-form of the S^1-bundle μ^{−1}(0) → M_0. Proof. Let q : μ^{−1}_c (0) → μ^{−1}(x_1, 0, 0) be the map m → e^{τ (m,x1)} · m and let ω̂_1 = q^∗i^∗_{μ−1(x1,0,0)}ω_1, K̂(m) =^1_4 ρ^2(e^{τ (m,x1)} · m) − x_1τ_m, then by [5, Theorem 7] we have ω̂_1 = dd^c_{I1} K̂. It is clear that K̂|_μ−1_{(0)} =^1_2 f_{x1} .

For any m_0 ∈ μ^{−1}(0), let Y + aT ∈ T_{m0} μ^{−1}(0) be a tangent vector, where g_0(Y, T ) = 0 and hence a = η(Y + aT )., we have (d^c_{I1}K̂)(Y + aT ) = −dK̂(I_1Y + aI_1T ) = −dK̂(I_Y ) − adK̂(I_1T ).

(4.3.3) As for dK̂(I_1T ), since q(m) = e^{τ (m,x1)} ·m is invariant by I_1T , and L_{(−I1T )}τ_m = −1, we have dK̂(I_1T ) = −x_1, so (d^c_{I1}K̂)(Y + aT ) = −dK̂(I_1Y ) + x_1η(Y + aT ).

(4.3.4) On the other hand, we have dp_0(Y + aT ) = Y , hence

p^∗_0(d^c_{I1} ( 1 2 f_{x1} ))(Y + aT ) = d^c_{I1} ( 1 2 f_{x1} )(Y ) = d^c_{I1} (K̂|_μ−1_{(0)})(Y ) = −dK̂(I_1Y ),

(4.3.5) here we note that since g_0(Y, T ) = 0, we have I_1Y ∈ T_{m0} μ^{−1}(0).

Combining (4.3.4) and (4.3.5), let i_μ−1_{(0)} : μ^{−1}(0) → μ^{−1}_c (0) be the inclusion, we have i^∗_μ−1_{(0)}d^c_{I1}K̂ = p^∗_0d^c_{I1} ( 1 2 f_{x1} ) + x_1i^∗_μ−1_{(0)}η.

(4.3.6) Taking exterior derivatives, and note that on μ^{−1}(0) we have dx_1 = 0, one gets i^∗_μ−1_{(0)}ω̂_1 = p^∗_0i∂ ¯∂_{I1} f_{x1} + x_1i^∗_μ−1_{(0)}dη = p^∗_0(i∂ ¯∂_{I1} f_{x1} + x_1Ω_0).

(4.3.7) By the definition of Kähler quotient, we have i^∗_μ−1_{(x1,0,0)}ω_1 = p^∗_{x1,0,0}ω^′_{1,x1,0,0}.

(4.3.8) So we have i^∗_μ−1_{(0)}ω̂_1 = i^∗_μ−1_{(0)}q^∗i^∗_μ−1_{(x1,0,0)}ω_1

(4.3.9) = i^∗_μ−1_{(0)}q^∗p^∗_{x1,0,0}ω^′_{1,x1,0,0}

(4.3.10) = p^∗_0ψ^∗_{x1,0,0}ω^′_{1,x1,0,0} (4.3.11) = p^∗_0ω_{1,x1,0,0}.

(4.3.12) Here in the third equality we used the fact that p_{x1,0,0} ∘ q ∘ i_μ−1_{(0)} = ψ_{x1 ,0,0} ∘ p_0.

It follows that p^∗_0ω_{1,x1,0,0} = p^∗_0(i∂ ¯∂_{I1} f_{x1} + x_1Ω_0). Since dp_0 is surjective, p^∗_0 is injective, the result follows. □

Remark 4.16. One has^∂_{∂x1} |_{x1=0}f_{x1,0,0} = 0, so we have^∂_{∂x1} |_{x1=0}ω_{1,x1,0,0} = Ω_0. It coincides with the result of [18].

Remark 4.17. Recall dim_R M = 4n. In the case n = 1, the hyperkähler quotients M_{x1,0,0} are zero dimensional so there is no need to consider g_{x1,0,0}. In fact, this case is already treated by the Gibbons-Hawking anasatz.

In the case n = 2, we know that dim_R μ^{−1}(0) = 5 and the orthogonal complement of T in T μ^{−1}(0) is spanned by ρ^∂_{∂ρ} , ξ_1, ξ_2, ξ_3, which is an integrable distribution by Subsection 2.2. So in this case Ω_0 = 0 and we get an I_1-potential f_{x1,0,0} of g_{x1,0,0}. In Example 2.4, when n = 2, we get a Kähler potential of the Eguchi-Hanson metric, and it coincides with the formula given by [9].

If n ≥ 3, then Ω_0 is generally non-vanishing.

More generally, using the Sp(1)-equivariance, for any x ≠ 0 we may construct the map ψ_x : μ^{−1}(0) → μ^{−1}(x) by complexifying the S^1-action with respect to I_x =^1_{|x|} (x_1I_1 + x_2I_2 + x_3I_3). It sends m ∈ μ^{−1}(0) to e^{τ (m,x)} · m. Its inverse extends to a resolution of conic singularity by sending ED_x = μ^{−1}(x) \ Im(ψ_x) to 0.

Consider the following function defined on M_0:

f_x(m) = 1 2 ρ^2(e^{τ (m,x)} · m) − 2x_1τ(m, x). (4.3.13)

Let h_x(−, −) be the 2-tensor i∂ ¯∂_{Ix} f_x(−, I_x−) and let H_x be the 2-tensor Ω_0(−, I_x−).

Proposition 4.18. Let g_x be the pull back by ψ_x of the quotient hyperkähler metric on M_x = μ^{−1}(x)/S^1, then we have g_x = h_x + |x|H_x. (4.3.14)

Proof. One simply applies a conjugation by q^x_{|x|} ∈ Sp(1), where q^x_{|x|} is chosen as in Proposition 3.19. And it remains to show that q^∗x_{|x|} Ω_0 = Ω_0, i.e. Ω_0 is invariant by the Sp(1)-action. Here we note that the Reeb fields ξ_i on M descends to Reeb fields on M_0 and we will use the same notation ξ_i for it, and consequently the Sp(1)-action on M descends to the Sp(1)-action on M_0.

To show L_{ξi} Ω_0 = 0, since dΩ_0 = 0, it suffices to show ι_{ξi} Ω_0 = 0. For any local vector fields X on M_0, let X̃ be a horizontal lift of X on μ^{−1}(0), then g_0(X̃, T ) = 0. We have Ω_0(ξ_i, X) = η([ξ_i, X̃]) = V g_0([ξ_i, X̃], T ).

We take a Lie derivative as follows

0 = L_{ξi} (g_0(X̃, T )) = (L_{ξi} g_0)(X̃, T ) + g_0([ξ_i, X̃], T ) + g_0(X̃, [ξ_i, T ]).

(4.3.15)

Note that L_{ξi} g_0 = 0 and [ξ_i, T ] = 0, we conclude that g_0([ξ_i, X̃], T ) = 0 hence ι_{ξi} Ω_0 = 0. □

Remark 4.19. A similar argument shows that ι_ρ ∂_{∂ρ} Ω_0 = 0 and L_ρ ∂_{∂ρ} Ω_0 = 0 (This can also be deduced from the fact that L_ρ ∂_{∂ρ} η = 0). So the subspace generated by ρ^∂_{∂ρ} , ξ_1, ξ_2, ξ_3 is contained in the kernel of Ω_0, hence the kernel of H_x for any 0 ≠ x ∈ R^3 .

Remark 4.20. In the formula (4.3.13), if one let |x| → 0, then the potential becomes^1_2 ρ^2, which gives the conic metric g_{0,0,0} on M_0.

Remark 4.21. Note that for λ > 0, we have ED_λ2_x = λED_x by homothety, so the size of ED_x is proportional to √ |x|.

5. Twist coordinates

As in Section 4, we assume that the S^1-action is locally free on the compact connected 3-Sasakian manifold S.

We think of the underlying space of M as a double fibration. Firstly it is the total space of an S^1-fibration over the quotient M/S^1. Recall that the three moment maps x_1, x_2, x_3 defined by (2.2.4) are S^1-invariant, so the hyperkähler moment map μ = (x_1, x_2, x_3) : M → R^3 descends to a map M/S^1 → R^3 . And in this way we think of the quotient M/S^1 as a fibration over R^3 whose fiber over q ∈ R^3 is μ^{−1}(q)/S^1, which is the hyperkähler quotient M_q of M with respect the S^1−action at moment q. As we shall see, these two fibrations give us an explicit system of coordinates.

More precisely, we introduce the following coordinates. Define Ψ : μ^{−1}(0)×R^3 → M by Ψ(m, x) = ψ_x(m) = q_xψ_{|x|,0,0}(q^{−1}_x m) = q_xe^{τ (m,|x|)} · (q^{−1}_x m). (5.0.1)

Here as before q_x ∈ Sp(1) satisfies q_x · μ^{−1}(1, 0, 0) = μ^{−1}(^x_{|x|} ).

At this point, we note that the image of Ψ is the complement of the union ⋃ x∈R^3\{0} EDx, so the image of Ψ is dense in M. Consequently, most results

obtained by these coordinates can be extended to M by continuity.

Remark 5.1. By the definition of Ψ and ψ_x, we see that the complex structure we use to complexify the S^1-action depends on^x_{|x|} ∈ S^2. This is the similar idea of the construction of the twistor space of a hyperkähler manifold. That is why we call this system of coordinates as twistor coordinates. In fact, one can prove that μ^{−1}(S^2)/S^1, when equipped with a good complex structure depending on x, is isomorphic to the twistor space of the hyperkähler quotient M_{1,0,0}.

5.1. Calculation of the metric under twist coordinates. In this subsection, we will calculate the metrics g_0 and g_a with respect to these coordinates. To simplify the notation, we will do the calculation at x = (x_1, 0, 0) with x_1 > 0, so we may take q_x = 1. The general case can be deduced by the Sp(1)-equivariance.

We start with^{∂Ψ}_{∂x1} , ∂Ψ ∂x_1 = ∂τ(m, x) ∂x_1 (−I_1T ) = −V I_1T.

(5.1.1)

In the above expression, if it is not indicated explicitly, then the object takes value at Ψ(m, x), and we will adopt this convention in this subsection.

It follows that g_0(T,^{∂Ψ}_{∂x1} ) = 0, g_0(^{∂Ψ}_{∂x1} ,^{∂Ψ}_{∂x1} ) = V .

As for^{∂Ψ}_{∂x2} , we note that at (x_1, 0, 0), we have^{∂|x|}_{∂x2} = 0, so^{∂τ}_{∂x2} = 0. Recall Proposition 2.6, the vector field associated with^{∂qx}_{∂x2} is^1_{2x1} ξ_3. So we have ∂Ψ ∂x_2 = 1 2x_1 ξ_3 − 1 2x_1 dψ_{x1,0,0}(ξ_3(m)). (5.1.2)

Note that g_0(T, ξ_j ) = 2x_j , so at (x_1, 0, 0), we have g_0(T, ξ_3) = 0. On the other hand, we have g_0(T, dψ_{x1,0,0}(ξ_3(m))) = g_0(T, I_1dψ_{x1 ,0,0}(ξ_2(m))) = −ω_1(T, dψ_{x1,0,0}(ξ_2(m))) = dx_1(dψ_{x1,0,0}(ξ_2(m))) = 0. Hence g_0(T,^{∂Ψ}_{∂x2} ) = 0.

And we also have

g_0( ∂Ψ ∂x_1 , ∂Ψ ∂x_2 ) = −V g_0(I_1T, ∂Ψ ∂x_2 ) = −V ω_1(T, ∂Ψ ∂x_2 ) = V dx_1( ∂Ψ ∂x_2 ) = 0.

(5.1.3)

Let Y be any tangent vector of μ^{−1}(0) at m which is orthogonal to T , we have

g_0( ∂Ψ ∂x_2 , dΨ(Y )) = g_0( ∂Ψ ∂x_2 , dψ_{x1,0,0}(Y )) (5.1.4) = 1 2x_1 g_0(ξ_3 − dψ_{x1,0,0}(ξ_3(m)), dψ_{x1 ,0,0}(Y ))

(5.1.5) = 1 2x_1 g_0(ξ_3, dψ_{x1 ,0,0}(Y )) − 1 2x_1 g_{x1,0,0}(ξ_3(m), Y ). (5.1.6)

For the first term g_0(ξ_3, dψ_{x1,0,0}(Y )), we have

g_0(ξ_3, dψ_{x1,0,0}(Y )) = ω_3(ρ ∂ ∂ρ , dψ_{x1,0,0}(Y )). (5.1.7)

We claim that this term is invariant by I_1T , indeed by Lemma 3.7 we have L_{I1 T} ω_3 = 0. We also have [ρ^∂_{∂ρ} , I_1T ] = 0 and by definition of ψ_{x1 ,0,0} we have L_{I1T} (dψ_{x1,0,0}(Y )) = 0. So g_0(ξ_3, dψ_{x1,0,0}(Y )) = g_{0,0,0}(ξ_3(m), Y ). In conclusion we have

g_0( ∂Ψ ∂x_2 , dΨ(Y )) = 1 2x_1

(g_{0,0,0} − g_{x1,0,0})(ξ_3(m_0), Y ).

(5.1.8)

Then we calculate that

g_0( ∂Ψ ∂x_2 , ∂Ψ ∂x_2 ) = 1 4x^2_1 g_0(ξ_3 − dψ_{x1,0,0}(ξ_3(m)), ξ_3 − dψ_{x1 ,0,0}(ξ_3(m)))

(5.1.9) = 1 4x^2_1

[ρ^2 − 2ρ^2(m) + g_{x1,0,0}(ξ_3(m), ξ_3(m))].

(5.1.10)

Similarly we have^{∂Ψ}_{∂x3} = −^1_{2x1} (ξ_2 − dψ_{x1,0,0}(ξ_2(m))), hence g_0(T,^{∂Ψ}_{∂x3} ) = 0, g_0(^{∂Ψ}_{∂x1} ,^{∂Ψ}_{∂x3} ) = 0 and g_0(^{∂Ψ}_{∂x3} ,^{∂Ψ}_{∂x3} ) = g_0(^{∂Ψ}_{∂x2} ,^{∂Ψ}_{∂x2} ). And a similar calculation shows that g_0(^{∂Ψ}_{∂x2} ,^{∂Ψ}_{∂x3} ) = 0.

In conclusion, let β_3 =^1_{2x1} (g_{0,0,0} − g_{x1,0,0})(ξ_3(m), −) and let β_2 =^1_{2x1} (g_{0,0,0} − g_{x1,0,0})(ξ_2(m), −), then we have

Ψ^∗g_0 =V (dx_1)^2 + 1 4x^2_1

[ρ^2 − 2ρ^2(m) + g_{x1,0,0}(ξ_3(m), ξ_3(m))]((dx_2 )^2 + (dx_3)^2)+

(5.1.11)

+ β_3dx_2 − β_2dx_3 + g_{x1,0,0} + 1 V η^2.

(5.1.12)

hence by Proposition 2.10 we have

Ψ^∗g_a =V (dx_1)^2 + 1 4x^2_1

[ρ^2 − 2ρ^2(m) + g_{x1,0,0}(ξ_3(m), ξ_3(m))]((dx_2 )^2 + (dx_3)^2)+

(5.1.13)

+ a^2 3∑ j=1 (dx_j )^2 + β_3dx_2 − β_2dx_3 + g_{x1,0,0} + 1 V + a^2 η^2.

(5.1.14)

5.2. The asymptotic behavior. In this subsection, we shall give several estimations of the objects introduced in the previous subsection. First we start from τ(m, x_1), where x_1 > 0.

Lemma 5.2. There exists a uniform C > 0 such that 0 < τ(m, x_1) ≤ C^{x1}_{ρ2 (m)} .

Proof. Recall that τ(m, x_1) is determined by e^{τ (m,x1)} · m ∈ μ^{−1}(x_1, 0, 0) for m ∈ μ^{−1}(0), where the action is obtained by I_1−complexification of S^1_T . By equation 4.2.4, 4.2.2 and Lemma 4.8, we have

x_1 = x_1(e^{τ (m,x1)} · m) = ∫_{τ (m,x1)} 0 d dt (x_1(e^t · m))dt = ∫_{τ (m,x1)} 0 |T |^2(e^t · m))dt (5.2.1)

≥ C^{−1} ∫_{τ (m,x1)} 0 ρ^2(e^t · m)dt ≥ C^{−1} ∫_{τ (m,x1)} 0 ρ^2(m)dt (5.2.2) = C^{−1}ρ^2(m)τ(m, x_1).

(5.2.3) □ Next we give an estimation of ρ^2(e^{τ (m,x1)} · m).

Lemma 5.3. There exists a uniform C > 0 such that 0 < ρ^2(e^{τ (m,x1)} ·m)−ρ^2(m) ≤ C^{x21}_{ρ2 (m)} .

Proof. By equation (4.2.3), we have

ρ^2(e^{τ (m,x1)} · m) − ρ^2(m) = ∫_{τ (m,x1)} 0 d dt ρ^2(e^t · m)dt = 4 ∫_{τ (m,x1)} 0 x_1(e^t · m)dt (5.2.4)

≤ 4 ∫_{τ (m,x1)} 0 x_1dt = 4x_1τ(m, x_1).

(5.2.5) So the result follows from Lemma 5.2. □ As a corollary of the previous two lemma, we have Corollary 5.4. There exists a uniform C > 0 such that |f_{x1,0,0}(m) − f_{0,0,0}(m)| ≤ C x^2_1 ρ^2(m) . (5.2.6)

Since [I_1T, ρ^∂_{∂ρ} ] = 0, the C^∗ −action commutes with homothety ν_λ : (ρ, Θ) → (λρ, Θ) in the coordinate system of C(M_0) = R_+ ×S_0. It follows that τ(ν_λ(m), λ^2x_1) = τ(m, x_1). As a consequence, we have f_λ2_{x1,0,0}(ν_λ(m)) = λ^2f_{x1,0,0}(m). In the (ρ, Θ)- coordinate of M_0, we have f_{x1,0,0}(ρ, Θ) = ρ^2f_ρ−2_{x1,0,0}(1, Θ).

(5.2.7) Since f_{x1,0,0} depends real analytically on x_1, we may develop as follows: f_{ζ,0,0}(1, Θ) = ∑ ν≥0 k_ν (Θ)ζ^ν ,

(5.2.8)

which is valid for |ζ| < ϵ_0. Then we have f_{x1,0,0}(ρ, Θ) = ρ^2f_ρ−2_{x1,0,0}(1, Θ) = ∑ ν≥0 k_ν (Θ) x^ν_1 ρ^{2ν−2} . (5.2.9)

Note that f_{0,0,0} =^1_2 ρ^2, so k_0(Θ) =^1_2 . And by Corollary 5.2, we have k_1(Θ) = 0. So we get f_{x1,0,0}(ρ, Θ) = 1 2 ρ^2 + ∑ ν≥2 k_ν (Θ) x^ν_1 ρ^{2ν−2} , (5.2.10) which is valid for |^{x1}_{ρ2} | < ϵ_0.

Similarly, the homothety on M gives rise to the relation ν^∗_λg_{x1,0,0} = λ^2g_λ−2_{x1,0,0}. For |ζ| < ϵ_0, we can develop

g_{ζ,0,0}(1, Θ) = ∑ ν≥0 h_ν (Θ)ζ^ν ,

(5.2.11)

where h_ν ∈ Γ(S_0, T^∗M_0 ⊗ T^∗M_0). One may think of each h_ν as a 2-tensor on M_0 by^1_ρ ν_ρ : T_{(1,Θ)}M_0 → T_{(ρ,Θ)}M_0. Note that^1_ρ ν_ρ is an g_{0,0,0}−isometry, so the norm of h_ν on M_0 is the same as the norm of it on S_0. In this way we may think of g_{ζ,0,0}(1, Θ) as a metric on M_0 and for |^{x1}_{ρ2} | < ϵ_0 we have

g_{x1,0,0}(ρ, Θ) = g_ρ−2_{x1,0,0}(1, Θ) = ∑ ν≥0 h_ν (Θ)( x_1 ρ^2

)^ν .

(5.2.12)

Comparing it with equation (5.2.10) and (4.3.14), we see that h_0(Θ) = g_{0,0,0} and h_1(Θ) = ρ^2H_{x1,0,0}. In conclusion for |^{x1}_{ρ2} | < ϵ_0 we have

g_{x1,0,0}(ρ, Θ) = g_{0,0,0} + x_1H_{x1,0,0} + ∑ ν≥2 h_ν (Θ)( x_1 ρ^2

)^ν .

(5.2.13)

Consequently, we have

Proposition 5.5. For 0 < ϵ < ϵ_0, there exists C = C(ϵ) > 0 such that for |^{x1}_{ρ2} | < ϵ, we have |g_{x1,0,0} − g_{0,0,0}|_{g0,0,0} ≤ C x_1 ρ^2 , (5.2.14) |g_{x1,0,0} − g_{0,0,0} − x_1H_{x1,0,0}|_{g0,0,0} ≤ C x^2_1 ρ^4 . (5.2.15)

Remark 5.6. The above argument of developing the metric g_{x1,0,0} is used in [29] to show the ALE property of certain hyperkähler quotient.

And we can generalize the above trick to get the asymptotic of g_{x1,0,0}.

Proposition 5.7. The resolution ϕ_{x1 ,0,0} : M_{x1,0,0} → M_0 ∪ {0} makes M_{x1,0,0} an asymptotically conic Calabi-Yau manifold with tangent cone M_0, in the sense of [16, Definition 1.11].

Proof. Fix 0 < ϵ < ϵ_0, taking covariant derivatives of equation (5.2.13) with respect to g_{0,0,0}, one gets the development of ∇^kg_{x1,0,0} in terms of^{x1}_{ρ2} , then we have for |^{x1}_{ρ2} | < ϵ, there exists C_k = C_k (ϵ) > 0 such that |∇^k(g_{x1,0,0} − g_{0,0,0})|_{g0,0,0} ≤ C_k x_1 ρ^{2+k} . (5.2.16) □ Finally we turn to the estimation of g_a.

Proposition 5.8. Fix 0 < ϵ < ϵ_0, there exists C = C(ϵ) > 0 such that for any (m, x) ∈ μ^{−1}(0) × R^3 with |^{|x|}_{ρ2 (m)} | < ϵ, then at (m, x) we have

|Ψ^∗g_a − (a^2 3∑ j=1 (dx_j )^2 + g_{0,0,0} + |x|H_x + 1 a^2 η^2)|_{g0}

(5.2.17)

≤ C(ϵ) ( 1 ρ^2(m) + |x| ρ^3(m) + |x|^2 ρ^4(m) ) . (5.2.18)

Proof. It is a consequence of formula (5.1.13), Lemma 4.8, Lemma 5.3 and Proposition 5.5. □

As a consequence we have

Corollary 5.9. Recall dim_R M = 4n. For sufficiently large R > 0, on the region {Ψ(m, x)|m ∈ μ^{−1}(0), x ∈ R^3 , ρ(m) ≥ |x|, ρ(m) ≥ R} we have • If n = 2, then |Ψ^∗g_a − (a^2

∑_3 j=1(dx_j )^2 + g_{0,0,0} +^1_{a2} η^2)|_{g0} ≤ C^1_{ρ2a} , • If n ≥ 3, then |Ψ^∗g_a − (a^2

∑_3 j=1(dx_j )^2 + g_{0,0,0} +^1_{a2} η^2)|_{g0} ≤ C^1_{ρa} , for some uniform C > 0. Here we recall that ρ_a is the distance function measured by g_a.

Proof. Based on Proposition 5.8, it suffices to note that |Ω_0|_{g0,0,0} = C^1_{ρ2 (m)} , and that on the region {Ψ(m, x)|m ∈ μ^{−1}(0), x ∈ R^3 , ρ(m) ≥ |x|, ρ(m) ≥ R}, the distance function ρ_a is comparable to ρ(m). □

In summary, on the generic region {Ψ(m, x)|ρ(m) ≥ |x|}, the metric g_a is asymptotic to a product metric a^2

∑_3

j=1(dx_j )^2 + g_{0,0,0} +^1_{a2} η^2. On the region {Ψ(m, x)|ρ(m) ≥ |x|^α} for some^1_2 < α ≤ 1, the metric g_a is asymptotic to a^2

∑_3

j=1(dx_j )^2 + g_{x1,0,0} +^1_{a2} η^2. But if one takes the special direction, for example the region {Ψ(m, x)||x| ≥ ρ(m)}, into account, then one loses the control of the asymptotic behavior.

Recall that the metric g_{x1,0,0} on M_0 is singular at r = 0, corresponding to the resolution ϕ_{x1 ,0,0}. When we pass to the asymptotic cone of g_a, it is expected that the singular metric g_{x1,0,0} will shrink to the conic metric g_{0,0,0} with one conic singularity, producing a {0} × R^3 locus of singularity inside the asymptotic cone M_0 × R^3 . This is indeed the case, as we shall see in Proposition 5.13.

5.3. The volume growth of g_a. It is time to show that the volume growth of g_a is of order 4n − 1, here we recall that dim_R M = 4n.

Proposition 5.10. If the 3-Sasakian manifold S admits a locally free symmetry of S^1, and let g_a be the Taub-NUT deformation of M = C(S). Then there exists C > 1 such that C^{−1}R^{4n−1} ≤ V ol(g_a, B(g_a, R)) ≤ CR^{4n−1} for any R > 1.

Proof. Under the coordinate system Ψ : M_0 × R^3 → M/S^1, on the generic region {Ψ(m, x)|ρ(m) ≥ |x|}, we know that g_a/S^1 is asymptotic to the product metric of the Euclidean metric on R^3 and the conic metric on M_0 by Corollary 5.9. So the volume growth is at least R^{4n−1}. On the other hand, since V + a^2 is bounded from below, the volume growth of (M, g_a) is of the same order as (M/S^1, g_a −^1_{V +a2} η^2). While the latter space is of (4n − 1)-dimensional, its volume growth is at most R^{4n−1}, the result follows. □

5.4. The asymptotic cone of g_a. Recall that for any Riemannian manifold (N, g), the asymptotic cone is defined to be the Gromov-Hausdorff limit of λ(N, g) = (N, λ^2g) as λ → 0+. In this subsection we will show that the asymptotic cone of (M, g_a) is M_0 × R^3 , where M_0 = μ^{−1}(0)/S^1 and R^3 is equipped with the Euclidean metric.

For the moment we fix a = 1. Recall that by the construction of g_1, (M, g_1) = (M × S^1 × R^3 )///S^1, here the symbol /// denote a hyperkähler quotient, and the S^1-action is the diagonal action on the product of M and S^1 × R^3 . So it follows that

λ(M, g_1) = λ ( (M × S^1 × R^3 )///S^1 ) = λ(M × S^1 × R^3 )///S^1,

(5.4.1)

since hyperkähler quotient commutes with rescaling. Note that the metric on λ(M × S^1 × R^3 ) is λ^2g_0 + λ^2g_S1 + λ^2g_R3, where g_S1, g_R3 are standard Euclidean metrics. So it follows that the moment map is rescaled accordingly

μ_{λ(M×S}1_{×R}3_) = λ^2μ_{M×S}1_{×R}3.

(5.4.2)

Consider a change of coordinates ϕ_λ : (M × S^1_λ × R^3 , g_0 + λ^2g_S1 + g_R3) → λ(M × S^1 × R^3 ) defined by (m, e^{iθ}, q) → (λ^{−1}m, e^{iθ}, λ^{−1}q). Here S^1_λ is the notation for S^1 equipped with the metric λ^2g_S1. Then ϕ_λ is an isometry. Denote by μ_λ the pullback ϕ^∗_λμ_{λ(M×S}1_{×R}3_), then μ_λ(m, e^{iθ}, q) = μ(m) − λq, (5.4.3)

where μ is the moment map (x_1, x_2, x_3) of M (see Subsection 2.2). In conclusion we have

λ(M, g_1) = μ^{−1}_λ (0)/S^1.

(5.4.4)

here μ^{−1}_λ (0) is equipped with the restriction of the metric of (M × S^1_λ × R^3 , g_0 + λ^2g_S1 + g_R3).

Now we want to show that the Gromov-Hausdorff limit of μ^{−1}_λ (0)/S^1 as λ → 0+ is (μ^{−1}(0)/S^1) × R^3 . Consider the map from M_0 × R^3 to (M, λ^2g_1) defined in twist coordinates by (m, q) → Ψ(λ^{−1}m, λ^{−1}q), note that this map is only welldefined up to S^1-action on M, but since the length of S^1-orbit is controlled by λ, it does not matter the asymptotic cone. We will show that this map realizes the Gromov-Hausdorff limit. More precisely, we want to show that for any ϵ > 0, R > 0, there exists λ_0 > 0 such that for any m_1, m_2 ∈ M_0, q_1, q_2 ∈ R^3 with ρ(m_1), ρ(m_2), |q_1|, |q_2| < R and λ < λ_0, we have | | | | λd_{g1} (Ψ(λ^{−1}m_1, λ^{−1}q_1), Ψ(λ^{−1}m_2, λ^{−1}q_2)) − √ d_{M0} (m_1, m_2)^2 + |q_1 − q_2|^2 | | | | < ϵ. (5.4.5)

If we suppose that ρ(m_1), ρ(m_2) > d_0 for some d_0 > 0, then the above inequality follows from Corollary 5.9. To treat the case when m_1, m_2 are close to the vertex, we will prove the corresponding inequality before taking the quotient by S^1, taking into account of the identification between (M, λ^2g_1) and μ^{−1}_λ (0)/S^1.

Proposition 5.11. For any ϵ > 0, R_0 > 0, there exist d_0 > 0, λ_0 > 0 such that for any m_1, m_2 ∈ M_0, q_1, q_2 ∈ R^3 , θ_1, θ_2 ∈ R with ρ(m_i) < d_0, |q_i| < R_0, λ < λ_0, the following inequality holds: | | | | d_μ−1_{λ (0)}((Ψ(m_1, λq_1), e^{iθ1} , q_1), (Ψ(m_2, λq_2), e^{iθ2} , q_2)) − |q_1 − q_2| | | | | < ϵ. (5.4.6)

Proof. As we shall see in Lemma 5.12, the distance of m ∈ M_0 measured by the metric g_x to 0 is bounded by H(m, |x|) and H(m, |x|) ≤ Cρ(m). Recall that the size of ED_x is controlled by C √ |x| for some uniform C > 0. Now let x_i = λq_i ∈ R^3 be the hyperkähler moment of Ψ(m_i, λq_i), then |x_i| ≤ λ_0R_0.

Now we join (Ψ(m_1, x_1), e^{iθ1} , q_1), (Ψ(m_2, x_2), e^{iθ2} , q_2) by three steps. Without loss of generality, we may assume that |x_1| ≥ |x_2|

Fix ϵ^′ > 0 sufficiently small. Firstly we move m_1 along the radius of M_0 to m^′_1 such that^{|x1|}_{ρ2(m}′_{1 )} = ϵ^′ while keeping x_1 unchanged, its length is controlled by

H(m_1, |x_1|) + H(m^′_1, |x_1|) ≤ C(ρ(m_1) + ρ(m^′_1)) = C(ρ(m_1) + √_{|x1|} ϵ^′ ), which is

bounded by C(d_0 +^{1√}_{ϵ′} √ λ_0R_0).

Secondly we keep m^′_1 unchanged and move x_1 to x_2 along line segment. In the factor M, by formula (5.1.11) and Proposition 5.5, for |^{x1}_{ρ2 (m)} | ≤ ϵ^′, the tensor g_0

in the x−direction at Ψ(m, x) is bounded by^{C(ϵ′)}_{ρ2(m)}

∑_3

i=1(dx_i)^2. So the length of

the segment from Ψ(m^′_1, x_1) to Ψ(m^′_1, x_2) in M is bounded by √_{C(ϵ′)} ρ(m^′_1) |x1 − x2| ≤ 2 √_{C(ϵ′)} ρ(m^′_1) |x1| = 2 √ C(ϵ^′)ϵ^′|x_1| ≤ 2 √ C(ϵ^′)ϵ^′ √ λ_0R_0. Here we note that one must apply the formula of g_0 instead of g_1, since we have not yet taken the quotient by S^1. In the factor of R^3 , the length is |q_1 − q_2|, since we chose the line segment between them.

Finally we keep x_2 unchanged and move m^′_1 to m_2, the length is bounded by H(m_2, |x_2|) + H(m^′_1, |x_2|) + C √ |x_2| ≤ C(d_0 + (1 +^{1√}_{ϵ′} ) √ λ_0R_0).

In addition, there might be a difference between θ_1 and θ_2, but in the factor S^1_λ, its length is controlled by 2πλ < 2πλ_0.

So the result follows by choosing d_0 and λ_0 sufficiently small such that C(d_0 + 1√ ϵ^′ √ λ_0R_0) + 2 √ C(ϵ^′)ϵ^′ √ λ_0R_0 + C(d_0 + (1 +^{1√}_{ϵ′} ) √ λ_0R_0) + 2πλ_0 < ϵ. □

Lemma 5.12. For x ≠ 0, x ∈ R^3 , let H(m, |x|) be the length of the segment from the vertex to m ∈ M_0 with respect to g_x. Then we have H(m, |x|) = √ |x|H( 1 √ |x| m, 1), (5.4.7)

and there exists a uniform C > 0 such that H(m, |x|) ≤ Cρ(m).

Proof. First we note that by the Sp(1)-action, the distance in question depends only on |x|, and we may assume that x = (x_1, 0, 0) for x_1 > 0. Next by the relation ν^∗_λg_{x1,0,0} = λ^2g_λ−2_{x1,0,0}, we have H(m, |x|) = √ |x|H(^1√_{|x|} m, 1). Then, by

Proposition 5.5, there exists C > 0 such that for ρ(m) > 1, H(m, 1) ≤ Cρ(m). Finally, we note that g_x(ρ^∂_{∂ρ} , ρ^∂_{∂ρ} ) = ρ^2 −4|x|^2V by formula (4.3.14). This function is bounded and continuous as ρ(m) → 0, in fact it converges to 0. This shows that H(m, 1) can be bounded by Cρ(m) by some C > 0 when ρ(m) is small, which finishes the proof. □

It follows that the Gromov-Hausdorff limit of μ^{−1}_λ (0) as λ → 0+ is μ^{−1}(0) × R^3 . Then by [20, Theorem 2.1], we may take the quotient by S^1 to get lim λ→0+ μ^{−1}_λ (0)/S^1 = (μ^{−1}(0) × R^3 )/S^1 = M_0 × R^3 .

(5.4.8)

Recall that λ(M, g_1) = μ^{−1}_λ (0)/S^1, so we have proved that Proposition 5.13. The asymptotic cone of (M, g_1) is M_0 × R^3 .

We fix a = 1 in the above discussion, here the point is that we need the Taub- NUT deformation g_1 to be obtained by an S^1−hyperkähler quotient. In fact, this holds for arbitrary a > 0: it suffices to note that in the proof of Proposition 2.10, if T generates an S^1-action, then the vector field Z = aT +^∂_{∂q0} on M × H descends to M × (R/(2πa^{−1} Z) × R^3) and generates an S^1−action. So all the results obtained for g_1 still hold for g_a. In particular, we have shown that Proposition 5.14. If the 3-Sasakian manifold S admits a locally free symmetry of S^1. For any a > 0, let g_a be the Taub-NUT deformation of M = C(S). Then the asymptotic cone of (M, g_a) is M_0 × R^3 .

Remark 5.15. Recall Proposition 3.3 states that the sectional curvature of g_a is bounded by^C_{ρa} , Proposition 5.10 states that the volume growth of g_a is of order (4n − 1) and Proposition 5.14 implies that the asymptotic cone of g_a is (4n − 1)- dimensional. It is in this sense that I call g_a an ALF metric.

6. ALF Calabi-Yau metrics on crepant resolutions

In this section, we will prove the existence of ALF Calabi-Yau metrics on certain crepant resolutions of hyperkähler cones. We first explain the construction of the approximately Ricci-flat metric, then we will show how to get the Calabi-Yau metric by applying a Tian-Yau’s method.

The main theorem of this section is the following result:

Theorem 6.1. (i) Let S be a compact connected 3-Sasakian manifold of dimension 4n − 1 (n ≥ 1) admitting a locally free S^1-symmetry. Let M be the hyperkähler cone over S, then for any a > 0, the Taub-NUT deformation (g_a, I^a_i , ω^a_i ) with respect to this S^1−symmetry is an ALF hyperkähler metric on M in the sense that the sectional curvature K_{ga} is bounded by^C_{ρa} for some C > 0, the volume growth of g_a is of order 4n − 1 and its asymptotic cone is a metric cone of dimension 4n − 1. Here ρ_a is the distance measured by g_a.

(ii) Assume furthermore that there is a finite group Γ acting on S whose extension to M satisfies:

• The group Γ acts I_1-holomorphically;

• The group Γ preserves the deformed I_1−potential K^a_{ALF} (see Cor 3.12). Let π : Y → M/Γ be an I_1−holomorphic crepant resolution, then for any compactly supported Kähler class of Y and any c > 0, there exists an ALF Calabi-Yau metric ω in this class which is asymptotic to cω^a_1 near the infinity. More precisely, we have |∇^k(ω − cπ^∗(i∂ ¯∂K^a_{ALF} ))|_ω ≤ C(k, ϵ)(1 + ρ_ω)^{−4n+3+ϵ}, (6.0.1) where ϵ > 0 is sufficiently small, ρ_ω is the distance from a point in Y measured by ω and k ≥ 0.

Note that the first part of the theorem is nothing but a brief summary of the results of the previous sections.

6.1. Asymptotic ALF Calabi-Yau metric. In this subsection we will construct an asymptotic ALF Calabi-Yau metric by gluing. First we note that by the assumption of Theorem 6.1, the composition Φ^{−1}_a ∘ π : Y → (M/Γ, I^a_1 ) is also a crepant resolution.

Lemma 6.2. Assumption as in Theorem 6.1, for α > α_0 (where α_0 is defined in Corollary 3.16), there exists smooth plurisubharmonic function h_α on Y which is strictly plurisubharmonic and equal to (K_{ALF} )^α outside a compact set, where K_{ALF} = K^a_{ALF} ∘ π = K^a_1 ∘ Φ^{−1}_a ∘ π for a fixed a > 0.

Proof. Let ψ : R → R be a smooth function such that ψ^′, ψ^{′′} ≥ 0, ψ(t) = 3 if t < 2 and ψ(t) = t if t > 4. Define h_α = ψ((K_{ALF} )^α), then the lemma follows from (3.4.17) and Corollary 3.16. □

Lemma 6.3. Assumption as in Theorem 6.1. Fix a > 0, for any compactly supported Kähler class [ω_Y ] ∈ H^2_c (Y, R) represented by the Kähler form ω_Y and any c > 0, there exists a Kähler form ω̂ on Y in the same class of ω_Y and ω̂ = c(Φ^{−1}_a ∘ π)^∗ω^a_1 outside a compact set.

Proof. Since [ω_Y ] ∈ H^2_c (Y, R), by [16, Corollary A.3], there exists a smooth real function v such that ω_Y = −i∂ ¯∂v when K_{ALF} > R for R sufficiently large.

Fix α ∈ (α_0, 1), we can assume (by enlarging R if necessary) that h_α = (K_{ALF} )^α and h_1 = K_{ALF} when K_{ALF} > R where h_α, h_1 are defined in Lemma 6.2.

Fix a cutoff function χ : R → [0, 1] satisfying χ(s) = 0 if s < 2R and χ(s) = 1 if s > 3R. Define ζ : Y → R by ζ(y) = χ(K_{ALF} (y)). For S > 2, define ζ_S (y) = χ(^{KALF (y)}_S ). Note that 0 < 2R < 3R < 2SR < 3SR < +∞.

Given c > 0, we construct ω̂ = ω_Y + i∂ ¯∂(ζv) + Ci∂ ¯∂((1 − ζ_S )h_α) + ci∂ ¯∂h_1, (6.1.1)

with C and S to be determined. It is clear that ω̂ lies in the same cohomology class as ω_Y .

On the region {K_{ALF} < 2R}, ω̂ = ω_Y + Ci∂ ¯∂h_α + ci∂ ¯∂h_1 ≥ ω_Y > 0. On the region {3R < K_{ALF} < 2SR}, ω̂ = Ci∂ ¯∂h_α + ci∂ ¯∂h_1 > 0. On the region {3SR < K_{ALF} }, ω̂ = ci∂ ¯∂h_1 = c(Φ^{−1}_a ∘ π)^∗ω^a_1 > 0. On the region {2R ≤ K_{ALF} ≤ 3R}, ω̂ = ω_Y + i∂ ¯∂(ζv) + Ci∂ ¯∂h_α + ci∂ ¯∂h_1 > 0 if C is made large enough.

Finally on the region {2SR ≤ K_{ALF} ≤ 3SR}, ω̂ = Ci∂ ¯∂((1 − ζ_S )h_α) + ci∂ ¯∂h_1. By Proposition 3.14, we know that |dK_{ALF} |_{i∂} ¯_{∂KALF} , |d^cK_{ALF} |_{i∂} ¯_{∂KALF} ≤ C^′(K_{ALF} )^{12} . (6.1.2)

After some simple derivation, it follows that |i∂ ¯∂((1 − ζ_S )h_α)|_{i∂} ¯_{∂h1} ≤ C^{′′}S^{−(1−α)} on this region, so ω̂ > 0 if S is made large enough. □

6.2. Hein’s package. To get the Calabi-Yau metric of Theorem 6.1, we want to apply the Tian-Yau method [41, 42], as precised by the thesis of Hans-Joachim Hein [26]. In order to state the result that we need, we will begin with some definitions given in [26].

First we recall the definition of SOB property.

Definition 6.4. A complete noncompact Riemannian manifold (N, g) of dimension m > 2 is called SOB(β), (β ∈ R_+ ) if there exists x_0 ∈ N and C ≥ 1 such that A(x_0, s, t) = {s ≤ r(x) ≤ t} is connected for all t > s > C, V ol(g, B(x_0, s)) ≤ Cs^β for all s ≥ C, and V ol(g, B(x, (1 −^1_C )r(x))) ≥^1_C r(x)^β and Ric(x) ≥ −Cr(x)^2 if r(x) = d(x_0, x) ≥ C. Remark 6.5. It is observed by [38, Section 7] that to apply theorem 6.9 it suffices to check the following property instead of the connectivity of A(x_0, s, t): For sufficiently large D, any two points m_1, m_2 ∈ N with r(m_i) = D can be joined by a curve of length at most CD, lying in the annulus A(x_0, C^{−1}D, CD), for a uniform constant C.

Proposition 6.6. The approximately Calabi-Yau metric (Y, ω̂) constructed in Lemma 6.3 is SOB(4n − 1) in the sense of Remark 6.5.

Proof. By the gluing construction of ω̂, it suffices to show the SOB(4n−1) property for the Taub-NUT deformation (M, g_a),

One inspects the conditions in Definition 6.4. Proposition 5.8 guarantees the properties concerning volume growth of order 4n − 1, since g_a is hyperkähler, the property concerning Ricci curvature is satisfied. Finally we need to show the connectivity condition in Remark 6.5.

We note that by Corollary 4.6, the link S_0 of M_0 is connected, so the link of M_0 × R^3 is also connected.

For any two points Ψ(m_i, x_i) ∈ M (m_i ∈ μ^{−1}(0), x_i ∈ R^3 ) with distance ρ_a(Ψ(m_i, x_i)) = D, if both of them lie in the generic region {Ψ(m, x)|m ∈ μ^{−1}(0), x ∈ R^3 , ρ(m) ≥ |x|}, then since the metric g_a is asymptotic to a cone with connected link, we know that they can be joined by a curve in the annulus B(0, CD) \ B(0, C^{−1}D) of length at most CD, for a sufficiently large uniform C > 0. Now if one point Ψ(m_i, x_i) lies in the special region {Ψ(m, x)|m ∈ μ^{−1}(0), x ∈ R^3 , ρ(m) ≤ |x|}, then it suffices to join it to the generic region by moving m_i to m^′_i along the radius of μ^{−1}(0) until ρ(m^′_i) = |x_i| while keeping x_i fixed. The length of this curve is bounded by H(m^′_i, |x_i|) ≤ C|x_i|. Note that for m ∈ {Ψ(m, x)|m ∈ μ^{−1}(0), x ∈ R^3 , ρ(m) ≤ |x|}, by (5.1.13), we have a|x| ≤ ρ_a(Ψ(m, x)) ≤ C|x| for some C > 0, so the result follows. □

Next we recall the definition of Quasi-atlas.

Definition 6.7. Let (N, ω_0, g_0) be a complete Kähler manifold. A C^{k,α} quasiatlas for (N, ω_0, g_0) is a collection {Φ_x|x ∈ A}, A ⊂ N, of holomorphic local diffeomorphisms Φ_x : B → N, Φ_x(0) = x, from B = B(0, 1) ⊂ C^m into N which extend smoothly to the closure B̄, and such that there exists C ≥ 1 with inj_Φ∗_{x g0} ≥ 1 C ,^1_C g_Cm ≤ Φ^∗_xg_0 ≤ Cg_Cm , and ||Φ^∗_xg_0||_Ck,α_{(B,gCm )} ≤ C for all x ∈ A, and such that for all y ∈ N there exists x ∈ A with y ∈ Φ_x(B) and d_{g0} (y, ∂Φ_x(B)) ≥^1_C .

Proposition 6.8. The Kähler metric (Y, ω̂) admits a C^{k,α} quasi-atlas for any k, α.

Proof. It suffices to prove the result for the model metric (M, g_a, ω^a_1 ) near the infinity. This is a consequence of Proposition 3.3 and the fact that (M, g_a, ω^a_1 ) is Kähler. □

The following result of [26] will be used to show the existence of a Calabi-Yau metric ω on Y modeled on cω^a_1 .

Proposition 6.9. Let (N, ω_0, g_0) be a complete noncompact Kähler manifold of complex dimension m with a C^{3,α} quasi-atlas which satisfies SOB(β) for some β > 2. Let f ∈ C^{2,α}(N) satisfies |f| ≤ Cr^{−μ} on {r > 1} for some β > μ > 2.

Then there exist ᾱ ∈ (0, α] and u ∈ C^{4,ᾱ} such that (ω_0 + i∂ ¯∂u)^m = e^f ω^m_0 and that ω_0 + i∂ ¯∂u is a Kähler form uniformly equivalent to ω_0. If in addition f ∈ C^{k,ᾱ}_{loc} (N) for some k ≥ 3, then all such solutions u belongs to C^{k+2,ᾱ}_{loc} (N).

Moreover, if there is a function ρ̃ on N comparable to 1 + d_{g0} (x_0, −) for some x_0 ∈ N, and ρ̃ satisfies |∇ρ̃| + ρ̃|Δρ̃| ≤ C for some C > 0, then we have the decay estimate |u| ≤ C(ϵ)r^{2−μ+ϵ} for any sufficiently small ϵ > 0.

Lemma 6.10. Let w = (K^a_1 )^{12} , then |∇w| + w|Δw| is bounded on (M, g_a).

Proof. First we calculate dw =^1_2 (K^a_1 )^{− 12} dK^a_1 , so by Proposition 3.14 we have |dw| ≤ C. Next for the Laplacian we note that

Δ_ωa_1 w = 1 2n (ω^a_1 )^{2n−1} ∧ dd^c_I a_1 w (ω^a_1 )^{2n} . (6.2.1)

So the boundedness of w|Δw| also follows from Proposition 3.14. □

Lemma 6.11. The function (K^a_1 )^{12} is comparable to ρ_a outside a compact set, where ρ_a is the radius measured by g_a.

Proof. Recall that K^a_1 =^1_2 ρ^2 + a^2x^2_1 +^{a2}_2 (x^2 + x^2_3). So on the generic region {Ψ(m, x)|m ∈ μ^{−1}(0), x ∈ R^3 , ρ(m) ≥ |x|}, the function K^a_1 is comparable to ρ_a outside a compact set by Corollary 5.9.

As for the special region {Ψ(m, x)|m ∈ μ^{−1}(0), x ∈ R^3 , ρ(m) ≤ |x|}, by the proof of Proposition 6.6, we know that ρ_a(Ψ(m, x)) is comparable to |x| outside a compact set and it is clear that K^a_1 (Ψ(m, x)) ≥^{a2}_2 |x|^2, so it suffices to show that ρ(Ψ(m, x)) ≤ C|x|. Using Sp(1)−equivariance, we may assume that x = (x_1, 0, 0) with x_1 > 0, so Ψ(m, x) = e^{τ (m,x1)} · m (see Subsection 4.3 for notations). By (4.2.3) and (4.2.4), for τ ∈ R, m ∈ μ^{−1}(0), we have d dτ ( x_1 ρ (e^τ · m)) = ρ^2|T |^2 − 2x^2_1

ρ^3 (e^τ · m). (6.2.2)

By Lemma 3.13, we have d dτ ( x_1 ρ (e^τ · m)) ≥ |T |^2 2ρ (e^τ · m) ≥ Cρ(e^τ · m). (6.2.3)

Now ρ(Ψ(m, x)) is the g_0−length of the radius from 0 to Ψ(m, x). We may join 0 and Ψ(m, x) by first join 0 and m ∈ μ^{−1}(0) along radius, then join m and Ψ(m, x) by the curve e^t · m for t ∈ [0, τ(m, x_1)]. It follows that ρ(Ψ(m, x)) ≤ ρ(m) + ∫_{τ (m,x1)} 0 |T |(e^t · m)dt. (6.2.4)

Since |T | ≤ Cρ, we find that ρ(Ψ(m, x)) ≤ ρ(m) + C ∫_{τ (m,x1)} 0 d dt ( x_1 ρ (e^t · m))dt (6.2.5)

= ρ(m) + C x_1 ρ(Ψ(m, x)) . (6.2.6)

Since we are in the complement a compact set of the special region characterized by ρ(m) ≤ |x|, so it follows that ρ(e^{τ (m,x1)} · m) ≤ Cx_1 for some C > 1. And more generally ρ(Ψ(m, x)) ≤ C|x|. □

Corollary 6.12. The smooth function h 1_2 defined in Lemma 6.2 is comparable to 1 + ρ̂ and |∇h 1_2 | + h 1_2 |Δh 1_2 | is bounded on (Y, ω̂). Here ρ̂ is the distance from some point y_0 ∈ Y measured by ω̂.

Proof. Note that Φ^{−1}_a ∘ π : (Y, ω̂) → (M/Γ, ω^a_1 ) is a holomorphic isometry outside a compact set, so Lemma 6.10 and Lemma 6.11 imply the result. □

Now we can give a proof of the main theorem.

Proof of Theorem 6.1. The first part is a brief summary of Proposition 3.3, 5.10 and 5.13.

As for the construction of ω, by Proposition 6.6 and Proposition 6.8 we can apply Proposition 6.9 to (Y, ω̂) and its Ricci potential f̂ with β = 4n − 1. Here

f̂ = log Ω^Y ∧

Ω̄_Y (ω̂/c)^{2n} , (6.2.7)

and Ω_Y = π^∗Ω_M , Ω_M = (ω_2 + iω_3)^n are the corresponding holomorphic volume forms.

Note that by Proposition 3.8, we have Φ^∗_aΩ_M = Ω_M . It follows that f̂ is compactly supported on Y . In particular, |f̂| ≤ Cρ̂^{−μ} for any 2 < μ < 4n − 1. By Proposition 6.9, we get a smooth solution u ∈ C^{4,ᾱ}(Y ) of the Monge-Ampère equation

(ω̂ + i∂ ¯∂u)^{2n} = e^{f̂} ω̂^{2n}.

(6.2.8)

Let ω = ω̂ + i∂ ¯∂u, then ω is Calabi-Yau and uniformly equivalent to ω̂. Moreover, by the second part of Proposition 6.9. we have |u| ≤ C(ϵ)ρ^{−4n+3+ϵ}_ω for ϵ > 0 sufficiently small.

If we think of ω as given, then the Monge-Ampère equation can be written as

(e^{f̂} − 1)ω̂^{2n} = i∂ ¯∂u ∧ 2n−1∑

k=1 ω^k ∧ ω̂^{2n−1−k}, (6.2.9)

and it can be thought as an elliptic equation of u. Outside a compact set, the left hand side is zero so by Schauder estimates on each chart of the Quasi-atlas outside this compact set, we find that |∇^k u|_ω ≤ C(k, ϵ)ρ^{−4n+3+ϵ}_ω for k ≥ 0. □

7. Examples of higher dimensional ALF Calabi-Yau metrics

In this section we will apply Theorem 6.1 to get many ALF Calabi-Yau metrics. First we start with the Taubian-Calabi metric on C^{2n} and an ALF metric on the total space of the canonical bundle K_{CP}2n−1 of C P^{2n−1} asymptotic to it. Then we will give two types of generalizations. One concerns the crepant resolutions of isolated singularity C^{2n} /Γ. The other is about the homogeneous 3-Sasakian manifolds. More precisely, we will show that for homogeneous 3-Sasakian manifold associated to group Sp(n), (n ≥ 1), SU(m), (m ≥ 3), SO(l), (l ≥ 5) and G_2, it admits locally free S^1−symmetry, so there exist ALF hyperkähler metrics on its corresponding hyperkähler cone, and Calabi-Yau metrics on the canonical bundle of its twistor space. Some non-homogeneous examples are also discussed briefly.

7.1. The Taubian-Calabi metric. Recall that in Example 2.4 we have an S^1- symmetry of C^{2n} , its Taub-NUT deformation is known as the Taubian-Calabi metric. Let Γ = Z_{2n} be the cyclic group acting on C^{2n} generated by (z, w) → (ζ_{2n}z, ζ_{2n}w), where ζ_{2n} = e^{πin} , z, w ∈ C^n . One verifies that Γ commutes with the S^1−symmetry so Φ_a is Γ−invariant, and that Γ preserves x^2 + x^2_3 = |z_1w_1 + . . . z_nw_n|^2. Now C^{2n} /Γ admits a crepant resolution π : K_{CP}2n−1 → C^{2n} /Γ. Thanks to the Calabi metric constructed in [9], c_1(C P^{2n−1}) is a compactly supported Kähler class of K_{CP}2n−1 . Applying Theorem 6.1, we get

Proposition 7.1. The Taubian-Calabi metric on C^{2n} is ALF, and there are ALF Calabi-Yau metrics on K_{CP}2n−1 asymptotic to the Taubian-Calabi metric.

More precisely, parameterized by a > 0, we get a family of Taubian-Calabi metric g_a on C^{2n} . As for the ALF Calabi metrics ω on K_{CP}2n−1 , they are parameterized by a > 0, c > 0 and ϵ > 0 in the sense that ω is asymptotic to cω^a_1 and [ω] = ϵc_1(C P^{2n−1}) ∈ H^2_c (K_{CP}2n−1 , R).

Remark 7.2. A special feature of Example 2.4 is that |T |^2 = ρ^2, where T is the generator of the S^1−symmetry. In this case the ODE system (4.2.3) (4.2.4) can be resolved explicitly. As a consequence, most calculations in Subsection 5 can be made more explicit.

7.2. ALF Calabi-Yau metrics on crepant resolution of isolated singularity. Here we give a generalization of Proposition 7.1:

Theorem 7.3. Let T be the generator of a locally free S^1−symmetry of hyperkähler cone C^{2n} = H^n for n ≥ 1, with hyperkähler moment maps x_1, x_2, x_3 defined by formula (2.2.4). Given a > 0, the Taub-NUT deformation (g_a, I^a_i , ω^a_i ) is an ALF hyperkähler metric.

Assume that there is a finite group Γ ⊂ SU(2n) such that

• For all γ ∈ Γ, γT = ±T ; • The Γ−action preserves x^2 + x^2_3;

• There exists an I_1−holomorphic crepant resolution π : Y → C^{2n} /Γ of the isolated singularity C^{2n} /Γ.

Then for any Kähler class in Y , any a > 0, c > 0, there exists an ALF Calabi-Yau metric in this class asymptotic to cω^a_1 .

Proof. We note that γT = ±T implies that x_1 is either preserved or reversed by γ, in the latter case, the vector field −I_1T is also reversed, so after all the map Φ_a is Γ−invariant. Consequently this group action satisfies the assumption of Theorem 6.1. To apply theorem 6.1, it suffices to note that crepant resolution Y of isolated singularity C^{2n} /Γ satisfies H^2_c (Y, R) = H^2(Y, R). □

As an application of Theorem 7.3, we have

Example 7.4. For a_1, . . . , a_n ∈ Z, consider the following S^1−action on S^{4n−1}: e^{it} · (u_1, . . . , u_n) = (u_1e^{ia1 t}, . . . , u_ne^{iant}) (7.2.1)

It is clear that this action is locally free if and only if a_α ≠ 0 for all α = 1, . . . , n. Applying the first part of Theorem 7.3, we get infinitely many different ALF metrics on C^{2n} . To see that they are potentially different, we look at the concrete case when n = 2, a_1 = 1, a_2 = k for k ≥ 1. Then M_0 = μ^{−1}(0)/S^1 = C^2 /Z_{k+1}, so by Proposition 5.14 the asymptotic cone of the ALF metric is C^2 /Z_{k+1} × R^3 . Here we mention that the orbifold M_0 for different choice of n ≥ 3 and a_1, . . . , a_n is very carefully studied in [8].

Then we briefly discuss the case of n = 1.

Example 7.5. By the work of Kronheimer [29], it is known that any isolated singularity of type C^2 /Γ admits an ALF hyperkähler crepant resolution. It can be verified directly that when Γ is the cyclic group Z_k for k ≥ 1 or the binary dihedral group D_k of order 4(k − 2) (k ≥ 3), then Γ satisfies the assumption of Theorem 7.3. So there are ALF Calabi-Yau metrics in any Kähler class of their crepant resolution. For a more delicate treatment of this kind of “Kummer construction” of ALF metrics, we refer to [6]. Compared to their works, the significance of our approach is that we can show the existence of ALF Calabi-Yau metrics in all the Kähler class of Y , instead of “small ones”. However, it should be noted that in the case of n = 1, their definition of ALF metric is much stronger than the definition given in this article.

Finally we turn to higher dimensional crepant resolutions.

Example 7.6. We have already seen in Proposition 7.1 that K_{CP}2n−1 is a crepant resolution of C^{2n} /Z_{2n} admitting Kähler metrics. So for any choices a_1, . . . , a_n ∈ Z \ {0}, the S^1−symmetry defined by (7.2.1) leads to new ALF Calabi-Yau metrics on K_{CP}2n−1 .

In general it is difficult to determine whether there is a crepant resolution of C^{2n} /Γ for n ≥ 2.

Example 7.7. In [25, Theorem 3.1], four types of finite subgroup G ⊂ SU(4) are defined, and it is claimed that C^4 /G admits crepant resolution. Let S^1 acts on C^4 = H^2 by (7.2.1) with a_1, a_2 ≠ 0, then it can be shown that the group G of type (i) does not preserve x^2 + x^2_3, but the group of types (ii), (iii), (iv) satisfies the assumption of Theorem 7.3. It follows that there exist ALF Calabi-Yau metrics in every Kähler class (if there is any) of the corresponding crepant resolution.

7.3. ALF Calabi-Yau metrics on the canonical bundle of the twistor space of the regular 3-Sasakian manifold. We give another generalization of Proposition 7.1.

Theorem 7.8. Assumption as in Theorem 6.1(i). Assume furthermore that S is regular and let K_Z be the canonical bundle of the twistor space Z of S. Then for any a > 0, c > 0, ϵ > 0, there exists an ALF Calabi-Yau metric in the class ϵc_1(Z) which is asymptotic to cω^a_1 .

Proof. For simplicity, we first assume that S is simply connected. Let I(Z) be the Fano index of Z. It is known (see [7]) that we may identify C(S)/Z_{I(Z)} with K^×_Z , the complement of its zero section in the total space of the canonical bundle K_Z , as smooth manifold. Here Z_{I(Z)} acts on C(S) as a cyclic subgroup of the Reeb S^1-action generated by ξ_1, and K_Z → K^×_Z = M/Z_{I(Z)} is a crepant resolution. Next one verifies that ξ_1 commutes with T and preserves x^2 + x^2_3 (see Proposition 2.6), so is Z_{I(Z)}. Since the class of the Calabi metric is compactly supported, we may apply Theorem 6.1(ii) to Γ = Z_{I(Z)} and π : K_Z → M/Z_{I(Z)}.

For more general cases when S is not simply connected, it suffices to replace I(Z) by a divisor of I(Z). □

Note that homogeneous 3-Sasakian manifolds are regular. (In fact, it is conjectured that the converse is also true.) So we may apply Theorem 7.8 to homogeneous 3-Sasakian manifolds. To begin with, in the case of S = S^{4n−1} = Sp(n)/Sp(n − 1), we have M = C(S) = H^n and Z = C P^{2n−1}, so we have already discussed it in Example 7.6.

Next we consider the case of S = SU(m)/S(U(m − 2) × U(1)) for m ≥ 3.

Example 7.9. For m ≥ 3, the 3-Sasakian quotient of S^{4m−1} with respect to the action (7.2.1) with a_1 = · · · = a_m = 1 is known to be the homogeneous 3-Sasakian manifold SU(m)/S(U(m−2)×U(1)). We will explain it briefly following [8, Section 6]. The moment maps μ_1, μ_2, μ_3 of this action are given by (2.1.11) and (2.1.12).

Let N(C ) = μ^{−1}(0) ∩ S^{4n−1}, then

N(C ) = {(z, w) ∈ C^m × C^m ||z|^2 = |w|^2 = 1 2 , m∑ α=1 z_αw_α = 0}. (7.3.1)

From this one sees that N(C ) can be identified with the complex Stiefel manifold V^C_{m,2}. Thinking of the S^1−action as a subgroup of the Sp(m)−action, then by [8, Lemma 6.13], its centralizer in Sp(m) is U(m). The restriction of the U(m)−action on N(C ) gives N(C ) = U(m)/U(m − 2).

The 3-Sasakian quotient of S^{4m−1} with respect to the S^1−action is the smooth manifold N(C )/S^1 = U(m)/(U(m − 2) × U(1)) = SU(m)/S(U(m − 2) × U(1)). The U(m)−action on N(C ) descents to the quotient, making SU(m)/S(U(m−2)×U(1)) a homogeneous 3-Sasakian manifold.

Now consider an S^1−subaction of this U(m)−action, after a conjugation in U(m), we may assume that the S^1-action is given by the diagonal matrix diag(e^{ia1 t}, . . . , e^{iamt}), (7.3.2)

here a_α ∈ Z.

Proposition 7.10. The S^1−action given by (7.3.2) on SU(m)/S(U(m−2)×U(1)) is locally free if and only if all the a_α are distinct.

Proof. Denote by T^′ the generator of the S^1−action given by (7.3.2) on H^m , then T^′ = (a_1u_1i, . . . , a_mu_mi). And define T = ui. Then T^′ descends to a non-vanishing vector field on N(C )/S^1 if and only if T^′ is not parallel to T on N(C ), which is equivalent to

|g_0(T^′, T )|^2 < |T^′|^2|T |^2.

(7.3.3)

Now |T |^2 = ∑_m α=1 |u_α|^2, |T^′|^2 = ∑_m α=1 a^2_α|u_α|^2, and g_0(T^′, T ) = ∑_m α=1 a_α|u_α|^2.

Direct calculation shows that

|T^′|^2|T |^2 − |g_0(T, T^′)|^2 = ∑ 1≤α<β≤m (a_α − a_β )^2|u_α|^2|u_β |^2.

(7.3.4)

If there exists α ≠ β such that a_α = a_β , then there exists u_α, u_β ∈ H such that |u_α|^2 + |u_β|^2 = 1, z_αw_α + z_βw_β = 0,^1_2 (|z_α|^2 − |w_α|^2) +^1_2 (|z_β |^2 − |w_β |^2) = 0, so (0, . . . , 0, u_α, 0, . . . , 0, u_β, 0, . . . , 0) ∈ N(C ) and |g_0(T^′, T )|^2 = |T^′|^2|T |^2 at this point. Here we identity u_α with z_α + w_αj

Conversely, if all the a_α are distinct, then we claim that |g_0(T^′, T )|^2 < |T^′|^2|T |^2. For if |g_0(T^′, T )|^2 = |T^′|^2|T |^2, then by (7.3.4), there is at most one non-zero u_α, and

(0, . . . , 0, u_α, 0, . . . , 0) ∈ N(C ) implies that |u_α|^2 = 1, z_αw_α = 0 and |z_α|^2 = |w_α|^2 so u_α = 0, which is impossible. □

Applying Theorem 7.8, we get Proposition 7.11. There exist ALF hyperkähler metrics on the cone over S = SU(m)/S(U(m − 2) × U(1)) and ALF Calabi-Yau metrics on the canonical bundle of its twistor space.

Then we consider the case of S = SO(l)/(SO(l − 4) × Sp(1)) for l ≥ 5. Example 7.12. For l ≥ 5, it is known that the 3-Sasakian quotient of S^{4l−1} with respect to the right multiplication by Sp(1) is the homogeneous 3-Sasakian manifold S = SO(l)/(SO(l − 4) × Sp(1)). Again we shall follow [8, Section 6].

For u = (u_1, . . . , u_l) ∈ H^l , write u_α = u^0_α + u^1_αi + u^2_αj + u^3_αk. For p = 0, 1, 2, 3, write u^p = (u^p_1, . . . , u^p_k)^t ∈ R^l . Let μ : H^l → sp(1)^∗ ⊗R^3 be the hyperkähler moment map, and let N(H ) = μ^{−1}(0) ∩ S^{4l−1}. Then we have

N(H ) = {u ∈ H^l ||u^0|^2 = |u^1|^2 = |u^2|^2 = |u^3|^2 = 1 4 , g_0(u^p, u^q) = δ_{pq} }.

(7.3.5)

From this one sees that N(H ) can be identified with the real Stiefel manifold V^R_{l,4}. Thinking of the Sp(1)−action as the diagonal subgroup of the Sp(l)−action by right multiplication, then according to [8, Lemma 6.13], its centralizer in Sp(l) is O(l), and the restriction of the O(l)−action on N(H ) gives N(H ) = O(l)/O(l−4) = SO(l)/SO(l − 4). The 3-Sasakian quotient of S^{4l−1} with respect to the Sp(1)-action is N(H )/Sp(1) = SO(l)/(SO(l − 4) × Sp(1)). The O(l)-action on N(H ) descends to the quotient, making the quotient a homogeneous 3-Sasakian manifold.

Now consider an S^1-subaction on SO(l)/(SO(l − 4) × Sp(1)), after a conjugation in O(l), we may assume that the infinitesimal generator of the action is ( b_1 −b_1 ) .. . ( b_s −b_s ) 0

(7.3.6)

if l = 2s + 1 is odd. While if l = 2s is even, then there is no 0 in the last line. Here b_β ∈ Z for β = 1, . . . , s. Proposition 7.13. The S^1-action generated by (7.3.6) is locally free on the 3- Sasakian manifold SO(l)/(SO(l − 4) × Sp(1)) if and only if all the |b_β | are distinct.

Proof. Denote by T^′ the generator of the action given by (7.3.6) on H^l . For q ∈ Im(H ), q ≠ 0, denote by T_q the vector field uq on H^l , then T^′ descends to a nonvanishing vector field on SO(l)/(SO(l − 4) × Sp(1)) if and only if T^′ is not parallel to any T_q on N(H ), equivalently, for any q as above, we need

|g_0(T^′, T_q)|^2 < |T^′|^2|T_q|^2.

(7.3.7)

For the left hand side, we calculate that

g_0(T^′, T_q) = s∑ β=1 2b_β Re(u_{2β} qū_{2β−1}),

(7.3.8) so we have

|g_0(T^′, T_q )|^2 ≤ 4|q|^2 s∑ β=1 |b_β||u_{2β} ||u_{2β−1}| 2 . (7.3.9)

For the right hand side, we have

|T^′|^2 = s∑ β=1 b^2_β(|u_{2β−1}|^2 + |u_{2β}|^2),

(7.3.10)

|T_q|^2 = |q|^2 l∑ α=1 |u_α|^2 ≥ |q|^2 s∑ β=1 (|u_{2β−1}|^2 + |u_{2β}|^2).

(7.3.11)

It follows that

|T^′|^2|T_q |^2 ≥ |q|^2 s∑ β=1 |b_β |(|u_{2β−1}|^2 + |u_{2β} |^2) 2 + R (7.3.12)

≥ 4|q|^2 s∑ β=1 |b_β||u_{2β} ||u_{2β−1}| 2 + R (7.3.13)

≥ |g_0(T^′, T_q)|^2 + R,

(7.3.14)

where R = |q|^2 ∑ 1≤β<γ≤s (|b_β| − |b_γ |)^2(|u_{2β−1}|^2 + |u_{2β} |^2)^2(|u_{2γ−1}|^2 + |u_{2γ} |^2)^2.

(7.3.15)

If |b_β| are all distinct for β = 1, . . . , s, we will show by contradiction that R > 0 on N(H ). Suppose R = 0, then there is at most one β such that |u_{2β−1}|^2 + |u_{2β}|^2 > 0, so there are at most three non-zero u_α: u_{2β−1}, u_{2β}, u_l. In this case the l by 4 matrix (u^0, u^1, u^2, u^3) is of rank at most 3. On the other hand, by the description (7.3.5) of N(H ), u^0, . . . , u^3 are non-zero and mutually orthogonal, so the rank of the matrix is 4, a contradiction. So we have shown that if |b_β| are distinct, then the action generated by (7.3.6) is locally free on SO(l)/(SO(l − 4) × Sp(1)).

Conversely, suppose that |b_β | are not all distinct, then without loss of generality, we may assume that |b_1| = |b_2|. If b_1 = b_2 ≥ 0, then taking q = i, u_1 =^1_2 , u_2 = −^1_2 i, u_3 =^1_2 j, u_4 =^1_2 k and u_5 = · · · = u_l = 0. One verifies that at u ∈ N(H ), the vector T^′ is parallel to T_q. The other possibilities b_1 = −b_2 ≥ 0, b_1 = −b_2 ≤ 0 and b_1 = b_2 ≤ 0 can be treated in a similar way. □

Applying Theorem 7.8, we get

Proposition 7.14. There exist ALF hyperkähler metrics on the cone over S = SO(l)/(SO(l − 4) × Sp(1)) and ALF Calabi-Yau metrics on the canonical bundle of its twistor space.

Remark 7.15. This is our first ALF metric modeled a Taub-NUT deformation of a non-toric hyperkähler cone.

Finally we consider the case of S = G_2/Sp(1).

Example 7.16. According to [7, Corollary 13.6.1], the 3-Sasakian manifold S^{27} admits an action of U(1) × Sp(1) such that the 3-Sasakian quotient is the compact 3-Sasakian orbifold Z_3 \ G_2/Sp(1).

More precisely, the Sp(1) acts on H^7 by right multiplication, while U(1) acts on H^7 by right multiplication with

f(t) = A(t) A(t) A(t) 1 , (7.3.16)

where for t ∈ [0, 2π), A(t) = ( cos t sin t − sin t cos t ) . (7.3.17)

Its infinitesimal generator is given by (7.3.6) with b_1 = b_2 = b_3 = 1. This U(1)−action has hyperkähler moment map ν : H^7 → Im(H ) = R^3 defined by ν(u) = 3∑ β=1 (u_{2β−1}ū_{2β} − u_{2β}ū_{2β−1}).

(7.3.18)

Let N_ν = N(H ) ∩ ν^{−1}(0), then the 3-Sasakian quotient of S^{27} with respect to U(1) × Sp(1) is N_ν /(U(1) × Sp(1)) = Z_3 \ G_2/Sp(1).

For b_1, b_2, b_3 ∈ Z, consider the S^1−action on H^7 generated by (7.3.6). It is clear that this action commutes with U(1) × Sp(1), so it descends to an S^1−action on Z_3 \ G_2/Sp(1).

Proposition 7.17. If b_1, b_2, b_3 are all distinct, then the S^1-action generated by (7.3.6) is locally free on Z_3 \ G_2/Sp(1).

Proof. Let T^′ denote the generator of (7.3.6) on H^7 , let T denote the generator of (7.3.16) on H^7 , and T_q(u) = uq the generator of right Sp(1) multiplication on H^7 .

If suffices to show that for any λ ∈ R and 0 ≠ q ∈ Im(H ), the vector T^′ − λT is not parallel to T_q on N_ν .

If |b_1 − λ|, |b_2 − λ| and |b_3 − λ| are all distinct, then by the proof of Proposition 7.13, T^′ − λT is not parallel to any T_q on N, hence on N_ν .

Since b_1, b_2, b_3 are distinct, it leaves the following possibility: λ is the average of a pair b_{β1} , b_{β2} so b_{β1} − λ = −(b_{β2} − λ). Without loss of generality, assume this pair is b_1, b_2 and assume b_1 < b_2. We will show that in this case T^′ − λT is not parallel to any T_q on N_ν .

Examining the proof of Proposition 7.13, if T^′ − λT is parallel to T_q at u, then u_5 = u_6 = u_7 = 0, u_2qū_1 and u_4qū_3 are real with opposite signs.

First we consider a particular point u_1 =^1_2 , u_2 =^1_2 i, u_3 =^1_2 k, u_4 =^1_2 j, then u_1ū_2 + u_3ū_4 = 0 so u ∈ N_ν . Since we want u_2qū_1 and u_4qū_3 being real, the only choice of q is q = q_1i for some q_1 ∈ R, then u_2qū_1 = −q_1, u_4qū_3 = −q_1 and they have the same sign. So there is no 0 ≠ q ∈ Im(H ) such that T^′ − λT is parallel to T_q at u.

Next we turn to other possibilities of u_1, u_2, u_3, u_4. By the description (7.3.5), (u_1, u_2, u_3, u_4) differs from^1_2 (1, i, k, j) by an rotation of SO(4) = Sp(1)_+Sp(1)_−.

If u^′_α = q^′u_α for some q^′ ∈ Sp(1), then u^′_{2β}qū^′_{2β−1} = q^′u_{2β}qū_{2β−1}q̄^′ = u_{2β}qū_{2β−1} if u_{2β}qū_{2β−1} is real.

If u^{′′}_α = u_αq^{′′} for some q^{′′} ∈ Sp(1), then u^{′′}_{2β} qū^{′′}_{2β−1} = u_{2β}(q^{′′}qq̄^{′′})ū_{2β−1}.

So by the result at^1_2 (1, i, k, j, 0, 0, 0) and the discussions above, the result for general u follows. □

Applying Theorem 7.8, we get

Proposition 7.18. There exist ALF hyperkähler metrics on the cone over S = G_2/Sp(1) and ALF Calabi-Yau metrics on the canonical bundle of its twistor space.

7.4. Some other examples. If one only want to apply the first part of Theorem 6.1 then there are many situations where a 3-Sasakian manifold admits a locally free S^1−action. In this subsection we will give some examples.

Example 7.19. Choose a = (a_1, . . . , a_n) ∈ (Z \ 0)^n with gcd(a_α, a_β ) = 1 for any α ≠ β, then the 3-Sasakian quotient S(a) of H^n with respect to the S^1−action given by (7.2.1) will be a smooth 3-Sasakian manifold (See [7, Theorem 13.7.6]). And a proof similar to Proposition 7.10 shows that the S^1−action ue^{it} descends to a locally free symmetry of S(a). So there is an ALF hyperkähler metric on the cone over S(a) obtained as a Taub-NUT deformation.

This example suggests that there are potentially many examples of locally free S^1−symmetry on toric hyperkähler manifolds. As for a non-toric example, we have

Example 7.20. Take 0 < b_1 < b_2 < b_3, with b_i ∈ Z such that gcd(b_α, b_β ) = 1 for α ≠ β and gcd(b_1 ± b_2, b_1 ± b_3) = 1. Denote by U(1)_b the U(1)−action generated by (7.3.6) on H^7 , here b = (b_1, b_2, b_3). Then the 3-Sasakian quotient S^{27}/// (U(1)_b × Sp(1)) is a smooth 3-Sasakian manifold (See [7, Theorem 13.9.7]). A proof similar to the proof of Proposition 7.17 shows that f(t) defined by (7.3.16) generates a locally free S^1−action on S^{27}/// (U(1)_b × Sp(1)). Applying Theorem 6.1, its Taub-NUT deformation is an ALF hyperkähler metric on the cone over S^{27}/// (U(1)_b × Sp(1)).

References

[1] V. Apostolov and C. Cifarelli. Hamiltonian 2-forms and new explicit Calabi–Yau metrics and gradient steady Kähler–Ricci solitons on C^n . arXiv:2305.15626 [math.DG], 2023.

[2] M. F. Atiyah. Convexity and commuting Hamiltonians. Bull. Lond. Math. Soc., 14:1–15, 1982.

[3] S. Bando, A. Kasue, and H. Nakajima. On a construction of coordinates at infinity on manifolds with fast curvature decay and maximal volume growth. Invent. Math., 97(2):313–349, 1989.

[4] R. Bielawski. Curvature of hyperkähler quotients. Cent. Eur. J. Math., 6(2):191–203, 2008. [5] O. Biquard and P. Gauduchon. Hyperkähler metrics on cotangent bundles of Hermitian symmetric spaces. In Geometry and physics. Proceedings of the conference at Aarhus University, Aarhus, Denmark, 1995, pages 287–298. New York, NY: Marcel Dekker, 1997.

[6] O. Biquard and V. Minerbe. A Kummer construction for gravitational instantons. Commun.

Math. Phys., 308(3):773–794, 2011.

[7] C. Boyer and K. Galicki. Sasakian geometry. Oxford Univ. Press, 2008. [8] C. P. Boyer, K. Galicki, and B. M. Mann. The geometry and topology of 3-Sasakian manifolds.

J. Reine Angew. Math., 455:183–220, 1994.

[9] E. Calabi. Métriques kähleriennes et fibres holomorphes. Ann. Sci. Éc. Norm. Supér. (4), 12:269–294, 1978.

[10] G. Chen and X. Chen. Gravitational instantons with faster than quadratic curvature decay II. J. Reine Angew. Math., 756:259–284, 2019.

[11] G. Chen and X. Chen. Gravitational instantons with faster than quadratic curvature decay.

I. Acta Math., 227(2):263–307, 2021.

[12] X. Chen and Y. Li. On the geometry of asymptotically flat manifolds. Geom. Topol., 25(5):2469–2572, 2021.

[13] S. A. Cherkis and A. Kapustin. D_k gravitational instantons and Nahm equations. Adv. Theor.

Math. Phys., 2(6):1287–1306 (1999), 1998.

[14] S. A. Cherkis and A. Kapustin. Singular monopoles and gravitational instantons. Comm.

Math. Phys., 203(3):713–728, 1999.

[15] R. J. Conlon, A. Degeratu, and F. Rochon. Quasi-asymptotically conical Calabi-Yau manifolds. Geom. Topol., 23(1):29–100, 2019.

[16] R. J. Conlon and H.-J. Hein. Asymptotically conical Calabi-Yau manifolds, I. Duke Math.

J., 162(15):2855–2902, 2013.

[17] R. J. Conlon and F. Rochon. New examples of complete Calabi-Yau metrics on C^n for n ≥ 3.

Ann. Sci. Éc. Norm. Supér. (4), 54(2):259–303, 2021.

[18] J. J. Duistermaat and G. J. Heckman. On the variation in the cohomology of the symplectic form of the reduced phase space. Invent. Math., 69:259–268, 1982.

[19] T. Eguchi and A. J. Hanson. Asymptotically flat selfdual solutions to Euclidean gravity. Phys.

Lett. B, 74:249–251, 1978.

[20] K. Fukaya. Theory of convergence for Riemannian orbifolds. Jpn. J. Math., New Ser., 12:121– 160, 1986.

[21] G. W. Gibbons and S. W. Hawking. Gravitational multi-instantons. Phys. Lett. B, 78(4):430– 432, 1978.

[22] G. W. Gibbons, P. Rychenkova, and R. Goto. Hyper-Kähler quotient construction of BPS monopole moduli spaces. Commun. Math. Phys., 186(3):581–599, 1997.

[23] R. Goto. Calabi-Yau structures and Einstein-Sasakian structures on crepant resolutions of isolated singularities. J. Math. Soc. Japan, 64(3):1005–1052, 2012.

[24] S. W. Hawking. Gravitational instantons. Phys. Lett. A, 60:81, 1977. [25] T. Hayashi, Y. Ito, and Y. Sekiya. Existence of crepant resolutions. In Higher dimensional algebraic geometry. In honour of Professor Yujiro Kawamata’s sixtieth birthday. Proceedings of the conference, Tokyo, Japan, January 7–11, 2013, pages 185–202. Tokyo: Mathematical Society of Japan (MSJ), 2017.

[26] H.-J. Hein. On gravitational instantons. PhD thesis, Princeton University, 2010. [27] N. J. Hitchin. Polygons and gravitons. Math. Proc. Camb. Philos. Soc., 85:465–476, 1979. [28] D. D. Joyce. Compact manifolds with special holonomy. Oxford Math. Monogr. Oxford: Oxford University Press, 2000.

[29] P. B. Kronheimer. The construction of ALE spaces as hyper-Kähler quotients. J. Differ.

Geom., 29(3):665–683, 1989.

[30] P. B. Kronheimer. A Torelli-type theorem for gravitational instantons. J. Differ. Geom., 29(3):685–697, 1989.

[31] P. B. Kronheimer. A hyperkähler structure on the cotangent bundle of a complex Lie group.

arXiv:math/0409253, 2004.

[32] C. LeBrun. Complete Ricci-flat Kähler metrics on C^n need not be flat. Proc. Symp. Pure Math. 52, Part 2, 297-304, 1991.

[33] E. Lerman and S. Tolman. Hamiltonian torus actions on symplectic orbifolds and toric varieties. Trans. Am. Math. Soc., 349(10):4201–4230, 1997.

[34] Y. Li. A new complete Calabi-Yau metric on C^3 . Invent. Math., 217(1):1–34, 2019. [35] V. Minerbe. Rigidity for multi-Taub-NUT metrics. J. Reine Angew. Math., 656:47–58, 2011. [36] M. Roček. Supersymmetry and Nonlinear σ Models. Physica D, 15:75–82, 1985. [37] S. Sun and R. Zhang. Collapsing geometry of hyperk\” ahler 4-manifolds and applications.

arXiv:2108.12991 [math.DG], 2021.

[38] G. Székelyhidi. Degenerations of C^n and Calabi-Yau metrics. Duke Math. J., 168(14):2651– 2700, 2019.

[39] G. Székelyhidi. Uniqueness of some Calabi-Yau metrics on C^n. Geom. Funct. Anal., 30(4):1152–1182, 2020.

[40] G. Tian. Aspects of metric geometry of four manifolds. In Inspired by S. S. Chern. A memorial volume in honor of a great mathematician, pages 381–397. Hackensack, NJ: World Scientific, 2006.

[41] G. Tian and S.-T. Yau. Complete Kähler manifolds with zero Ricci curvature. I. J. Am. Math.

Soc., 3(3):579–609, 1990.

[42] G. Tian and S.-T. Yau. Complete Kähler manifolds with zero Ricci curvature. II. Invent.

Math., 106(1):27–60, 1991.

[43] C. van Coevering. Ricci-flat Kähler metrics on crepant resolutions of Kähler cones. Math.

Ann., 347(3):581–611, 2010.

[44] S.-T. Yau. On the Ricci curvature of a compact Kähler manifold and the complex Monge- Ampère equation. I. Commun. Pure Appl. Math., 31:339–411, 1978.

Institut de mathématiques de Jussieu, 4, place Jussieu, Boite Courrier 247 - 75252 Paris

Email address: min@imj-prg.fr