arXiv:2307.04576v3 [math.AT] 21 Aug 2023

CIRCLE ACTIONS ON ORIENTED 4-MANIFOLDS

DONGHOON JANG AND OLEG R. MUSIN

Abstract. In the present paper, we consider an action of the circle group on a compact oriented 4-manifold. We derive the Atiyah-Hirzebruch formula for the manifold, and associate a graph in terms of data on the fixed point set. We show in the case of isolated fixed points that if an abstract graph satisfies the Atiyah- Hirzebruch formula, then there exists a corresponding 4-dimensional oriented S^1-manifold.

Contents

1. Introduction 2 Acknowledgements 3 2. Background and preliminaries 3 3. Atiyah–Hirzebruch formula in dimension 4 5 3.1. Rigidity of genera 5 3.2. Oriented manifold, dimension 4 5 4. Graph 10 4.1. Virtual graph of weights 10 4.2. Euler number of an edge 12 4.3. Graphs for basic manifolds 15 5. Equivariant connected sum and splitting 16 5.1. Connected sum and splitting 17 5.2. Reducing every weight to 1 via splitting 19 5.3. Further: convert to one that has fixed surfaces only 22 6. Isolated fixed points 24 6.1. Converse to Theorems 3.2 and 4.3 24 6.2. Minimal manifold’s graph has vanishing Euler number 28 References 29

Keywords: oriented 4-manifolds, circle actions, Atiyah-Hirzebruch formula, graphs, weights, equivariant connected sum, equivariant splitting. 1

1. Introduction

The problem of classification of torus and circle actions on 4-manifolds was considered in 1970’s by Orlik and Raymond [30, 31], Fintushel [9, 10, 11], Pao [32, 33], and Yoshida [34], and later by Melvin [24], Melvin and Parker [25], Huck [14], Huck and Puppe [15], etc. We refer to [8] for a survey on group actions on 4-manifolds. Circle actions on different types of 4-manifolds have been also studied; Carrell, Howard, and Kosniowski [7] studied complex manifolds, Ahara and Hattori [1], Audin [4], and Karshon [20] studied symplectic manifolds, and the first named author studied almost complex manifolds [17].

Orlik and Raymond proved that a T^2-action on a closed simply connected oriented 4-manifold is an equivariant connected sum of copies of ±C P^2 and S^2-bundles over S^2 [30]. Fintushel [10] and Yoshida [34] showed that an S^1-action on a closed simply connected 4-manifold is a connected sum of a homotopy S^4 and copies of ±C P^2 and S^2 × S^2; their connected sums are not equivariant in general. Orlik and Raymond showed that a T^2-action on a closed orientable 4-manifold is determined by its orbit data [31]; Fintushel proved a similar result for S^1-actions [11].

Let M be a 4-dimensional compact oriented S^1-manifold. After reviewing necessary background in Section 2, in Section 3 we derive the Atiyah-Hirzebruch formula for M (Theorem 3.2), that is, the Atiyah- Singer index formula for the equivariant index of the signature operator on M. The formula is expressed in terms of signs and weights at isolated fixed points and the Euler numbers of the normal bundles of fixed surfaces. We discuss several consequences of Theorem 3.2.

In Section 4, using the Atiyah-Hirzebruch formula, in Theorem 4.3 we associate a certain type of graph to M that we call a graph of weights (Definitions 4.1 and 4.2). The graph contains information on the data on its fixed point set, signs and weights at isolated fixed points and the Euler numbers of the normal bundles of fixed surfaces. Moreover, any edge with label w bigger than 1 corresponds to an invariant 2-sphere of weight w containing two fixed points that are the vertices of the edge; see (2) of Theorem 4.3. We note that a graph of weights does not determine an S^1-manifold uniquely; see Remark 4.6.

In Section 5, we discuss equivariant connected sum and splitting. A traditional connected sum of two m-manifolds removes a ball of each manifold and glue the boundary spheres. We will also take a connected sum along neighborhoods of submanifolds, and also call its reverse operation a splitting. Utilizing the graph that we associate to M, in Theorem 5.2 we show that we can equivariantly split M into

M_0 and copies of ±C P^2, where M_0 is another S^1-manifold which is minimal in the sense that every weight in the normal bundle of any fixed component is 1. Therefore, for a further topological classification, it is natural to ask if there also exist invariant 2-spheres for weight 1, see Question 4.13; one may ask the same question for higher dimensional oriented S^1-manifolds.

In Section 6, we prove a partial converse to a combination of Theorem 3.2 and Theorem 4.3, that if an abstract graph of weights whose vertices all correspond to isolated fixed points (see Definition 4.1) satisfies the Atiyah-Hirzebruch formula (Theorem 3.2), then there exists a corresponding 4-dimensional compact oriented S^1-manifold; see Theorem 6.1.

Acknowledgements

The authors would like to thank Mikiya Masuda for fruitful comments. Donghoon Jang was supported by the National Research Foundation of Korea(NRF) grant funded by the Korea government(MSIT) (2021R1C1C1004158).

2. Background and preliminaries

Let a group G act on a manifold M. Throughout this paper, any group action on a manifold is assumed to be effective. We denote its fixed point set by M^G, that is, M^G = {m ∈ M | g · m = m for all g ∈ G}. If H is a subgroup of G, H also acts on M, and its fixed point set M^H is defined analogously.

Let the circle group S^1 act on a 2n-dimensional oriented manifold M. Let F be a fixed component of dimension 2m, and let q be a point in F . The normal space N_qF of F to M at q decomposes into the sum of 2-dimensional irreducibles N_qF = L_{F,1} ⊕ · · · ⊕ L_{F,n−m}, where on each L_{F,i} the circle acts by multiplication by g^{wF,i} for some non-zero integer w_{F,i}. These integers w_{F,i} are the same for all q ∈ F and called the weights of F . Throughout this paper, we choose an orientation of L_{F,i} so that w_{F,i} is positive for each i. The choice of the orientation of each L_{F,i} then determines an orientation of F .

Let p be an isolated fixed point. Then the tangent space at p has two orientations; one induced from the orientation of M and the other that we chose on L_{p,1} ⊕ · · · ⊕ L_{p,n}. We define the sign of p, denoted by ε_p, to be +1 if the two orientations agree and −1 otherwise.

Let the circle group S^1 act on a manifold M. As a subgroup, the cyclic subgroup Z_w also acts on M. Its fixed point set M^{Zw} is a submanifold of M.

Suppose that M is orientable and w > 2. Let F be a component of M^{Zw}. Let p ∈ F . The normal space N_pF of F decomposes into irreducible Z_w-representations L_1 ⊕ · · · ⊕ L_m. On each L_i, the group Z_w acts as multiplication by a root of unity, and thus each L_i has (real) dimension 2 and has an orientation induced and preserved by the group Z_w. Since this holds for all points in F , the normal bundle of F is orientable. Because M is orientable, it follows that F is also orientable. For references, see [21, Lemma 12], [35, Theorem 3.5.2].

Theorem 2.1. Let the circle group S^1 act effectively on an oriented manifold M. Let w ≥ 3 be an integer. Then the Z_w-fixed point set M^{Zw} is orientable.

If dim M = 4, then a component of the Z_2-fixed point set containing an S^1-fixed point is also orientable.

Lemma 2.2. Let M be a 4-dimensional compact oriented S^1-manifold. Suppose that an isolated fixed point p has a weight 2. Then the component of M^{Z2} containing p is orientable.

Proof. Let F denote the component of M^{Z2} that contains p. Assume on the contrary that F is not orientable. The component F is a compact submanifold of M, and the S^1-action on M acts on F as a restriction with a fixed point p. This implies that dim F = 2. As shown in [5], by the classification of S^1-actions on 2-dimensional compact manifolds, these imply that F is RP^2; moreover, the action of S^1/Z_2 on F has Z := RP^1 as a component of the Z_2-fixed point set, and the normal bundle N_1 of Z in F is isomorphic to the canonical line bundle over Z = RP^1, that is, a neighborhood of Z in F is diffeomorphic to an open Möbius strip. Therefore, Z is a Z_4-fixed component of M. The normal bundle of Z in M splits into the Whitney sum of the normal bundle N_1 of Z in F and a real 2-dimensional Z_4-vector bundle N_2 over Z, on which Z_4 acts on fibers freely outside the zero section. Then N_1 is non-orientable while N_2 is orientable because the Z_4-action on fibers makes N_2 a complex line bundle. This contradicts the orientability of M. □ A fixed point with weight w > 1 lies in an invariant 2-sphere with weight w, and the 2-sphere contains another S^1-fixed point.

Lemma 2.3. Let M be a 4-dimensional compact oriented S^1-manifold. Let p be an isolated fixed point and let w > 1 be a weight at p. Then the component of M^{Zw} containing p is a 2-sphere, invariant under the S^1-action, and it contains another fixed point q that has a weight w.

Proof. Let F be the component of M^{Zw} that contains p. Because M is compact, the component F is a closed submanifold of M. Since the action is effective, two weights at p are relatively prime and F has dimension 2. By Theorem 2.1 (for w > 2) and Lemma 2.2 (for w = 2), F is orientable. The S^1-action on M restricts to an action on this 2-dimensional closed orientable manifold F and has a fixed point p. This implies that F is a 2-sphere and has another fixed point q with a weight w. □

3. Atiyah–Hirzebruch formula in dimension 4

3.1. Rigidity of genera. By rigidity of a genus of a manifold we mean that if a group (torus) acts on a certain type of (compact) manifold, then its equivariant genus is equal to its ordinary genus; in particular, the equivariant genus is a constant.

Atiyah and Hirzebruch first proved such a rigidity result that if the circle group acts on a compact (oriented) spin manifol, then its equivariant Â-genus vanishes, by using the Atiyah-Singer index theorem [2]. Krichever used the equivariant cobordism theory to prove that for a unitary S^1-manifold, the Hirzebruch T_{x,y}-genus is rigid [23]. Rigidity of genera has been studied extensively. We refer to [6] for a summury of the history on the theory of equivariant genera.

3.2. Oriented manifold, dimension 4. For a compact oriented manifold, the L-genus is the genus of the power series^{√x}_{tanh}^√_x . The Hirzebruch signature theorem states that for a compact oriented manifold M, its L-genus evaluated on the fundamental class of M is equal to the signature of M. The Atiyah-Signer index theorem states that the signature of M is equal to the (analytic) index of the signature operator on M [3].

Let the circle act on a 2n-dimensional compact oriented manifold M. For each element z of the circle group S^1, its equivariant index of the signature operator on M is defined. Let F be a fixed component. Let dim F = 2m and T M|_F = T F ⊕ L_1 ⊕ · · · ⊕ L_{n−m}, where the circle acts on each L_j with weight w_j. Denote by c_1(L_j) the first Chern class of L_j, P (F ) = ∏_m i=1(1 + x^2_i ) the total Pontryagin class of F , and [F ] the fundamental homology class of F .

The signature (in other words, the L-genus) of a compact oriented S^1-manifold is rigid; moreover, the following formula holds for the equivariant signature.

Theorem 3.1. [12, p. 72] Let the circle act on a 2n-dimensional compact oriented manifold M. The equivariant signature sign(z, M) of M is sign(M) = sign(z, M) = ∑ F ⊂M^{S1} {(_m ∏ i=1 x_i 1 + e^{−xi} 1 − e^{−xi} ) (_{n−m} ∏ j=1 1 + z^{wj} e^{−c1(Lj )} 1 − z^{wj} e^{−c1(Lj )} )} [F ]

for all indeterminates z, and is a constant.

Note that the signature is the only rigid Hirzebruch genera for oriented manifolds [28, Theorem 4.2].

Now let M have dimension 4. We label isolated fixed points by p_1, · · · , p_m and fixed surfaces by F_1, · · · , F_k. Let w_{i1} and w_{i2} denote the weights at p_i, for 1 ≤ i ≤ m. Let n_j denote the Euler number of the normal bundle of F_j , for 1 ≤ j ≤ k. With these notations, we derive the Atiyah-Hirzebruch formula for a 4-dimensional compact oriented S^1-manifold.

Theorem 3.2. Let S^1 act on a 4-dimensional compact oriented manifold M. The signature sign(M) of M satisfies

(1) sign(M) = m∑ i=1 ε_i (1 + z^{wi1} )(1 + z^{wi2} ) (1 − z^{wi1} )(1 − z^{wi2} ) − k∑ j=1 4zn_j (1 − z)^2 = m∑ i=1 ε_i for all indeterminates z, and

sign(M) = 1 3 p_1(M),

where p_1(M) is the first Pontryagin class of M.

Proof. First, we consider an isolated fixed point p_i. Its total Pontryagin class is P (p_i) = 1 and c_1(L_j ) = 0 for j = 1, 2. Thus, in the formula of Theorem 3.1 the fixed point p_i contributes the term ε_i (1 + z^{wi1} )(1 + z^{wi2} ) (1 − z^{wi1} )(1 − z^{wi2} ) . Let F_j be a fixed surface. Let P (F_j) = 1+x^2 be the total Pontryagin class of F_j . Then x 1 + e^{−x} 1 − e^{−x} = x 2 − x + · · · x −^{x2}_2 + · · · = 2 − x + · · · 1 −^x_2 + · · · = (2 − x + · · · ) ( 1 + x 2 + · · · ) = 2 + x − x + · · · = 2 + 0 · x + O(x^2).

Next, let L denote the normal bundle of F_j , u ∈ H^2(F_j) a generator, and c_1(L) = n_j u. The weight w_j of F_j is 1. Then 1 + z^{wj} e^{−c1(Lj )} 1 − z^{wj} e^{−c1(Lj )} = 1 + ze^{−nj u} 1 − ze^{−nj u} = (1 + z) + z(−n_j u) + · · · (1 − z) + zn_j u + · · · . Using (1 − z) + zn_j u + · · · = (1 − z)(1 − (−^{znj u}_{1−z} ) + · · · ), this is equal to 1 1 − z · (1 + z) − zn_j u + · · · 1 − (−^{znj u}_{1−z} ) + · · · = 1 + z 1 − z + ( −zn_j u 1 − z + 1 + z 1 − z · (− zn_j u 1 − z ) ) + · · · = 1 + z 1 − z + −2n_j z (1 − z)^2 u + · · · . Thus, { x 1 + e^{−x} 1 − e^{−x} · 1 + ze^{−c1(Lj )} 1 − ze^{−c1(Lj )} } [F_j] = −4zn_j (1 − z)^2 . Therefore, the first equation follows. Taking z = 0, the second equation holds. The last equation sign(M) =^1_3 p_1(M) follows by the Hirzebruch signature theorem. □

Note that the Atiyah-Hirzebruch formula above does not see the genus of a fixed surface. Also, note that the Atiyah-Hirzebruch formula is derived when a finite group of odd order acts on a compact oriented 4-manifold [3, Proposition 6.18, p. 585] and [13, p. 176]. Using the above formula, we obtain the following formulas.

Theorem 3.3. Let S^1 act on a 4-dimensional compact oriented manifold M. The following equations hold.

(1) L(M) = m∑ i=1 ε_i w^2_{i1} + w^2_{i2} + 1

3w_{i1}w_{i2} . (2) 0 = m∑ i=1 ε_i 1 w_{i1}w_{i2} + k∑ j=1 (−n_j ).

(3) 3L(M) = m∑ i=1 ε_i w^2_{i1} + w^2_{i2} w_{i1}w_{i2} + k∑ j=1 n_j. Proof. We consider Equation (1). Let t = z − 1. First we show that (1 + z^a)(1 + z^b) (1 − z^a)(1 − z^b) = 4 ab t^{−2} + 4 ab t^{−1} + a^2 + b^2 + 1 3ab + O(t), where a and b are positive integers. Indeed,

(1 + z^a)(1 + z^b) (1 − z^a)(1 − z^b) = (1 + (1 + t)^a)(1 + (1 + t)^b) (1 − (1 + t)^a)(1 − (1 + t)^b) = (2 + at +^{a(a−1)}_2 t^2 + O(t^3))(2 + bt +^{b(b−1)}_2 t^2 + O(t^3)) abt^2(1 +^{a−1}_2 t +^{(a−1)(a−2)}_6 t^2 + O(t^3))(1 +^{b−1}_2 t +^{(b−1)(b−2)}_6 t^2 + O(t^3)) . Letting −A =^{a−1}_2 t +^{(a−1)(a−2)}_6 t^2 + O(t^3) and using the geometric series expansion^1_{1−A} = 1 + A + A^2 + · · · ,

2 + at +^{a(a−1)}_2 t^2 + O(t^3) 1 +^{a−1}_2 t +^{(a−1)(a−2)}_6 t^2 + O(t^3) = ( 2 + at + a(a − 1) 2 t^2 + O(t^3) ) (1 + A + A^2 + · · · ) = 2 − (a − 1)t + at − (a − 1)(a − 2) 3 t^2 +

(a − 1)^2 2 t^2 − a(a − 1) 2 t^2 + a(a − 1) 2 t^2 + O(t^3)

= 2 + t + a^2 − 1 6 t^2 + O(t^3).

Therefore, (1 + z^a)(1 + z^b) (1 − z^a)(1 − z^b) = 1 abt^2 ( 2 + t + a^2 − 1 6 t^2 + O(t^3) ) ( 2 + t + b^2 − 1 6 t^2 + O(t^3) )

= 1 abt^2 ( 4 + 4t + 1 3 (a^2 + b^2 + 1)t^2 + O(t^3) ) . Moreover, z (1 − z)^2 = 1 t^2 + 1 t . Therefore, comparing the constant terms in Equation (1) proves the first equation. Moreover, comparing the coefficients of the t^{−2}-terms in Equation (1), we get 0 = m∑ i=1 ε_i 4 w_{i1}w_{i2} + k∑ j=1 (−4n_j ), which proves the second equation. The first and second equations imply the third equation. □ If there are only isolated fixed points, Theorem 3.3 implies the following formulas.

Corollary 3.4. Let S^1 act on a 4-dimensional compact oriented manifold M. Suppose that there are only isolated fixed points. The following formulas hold.

(1) L(M) = m∑ i=1 ε_i w^2_{i1} + w^2_{i2} 3w_{i1}w_{i2} . (2) 0 = m∑ i=1 ε_i 1 w_{i1}w_{i2} . Proof. Since there are only isolated fixed points, (2) of Theorem 3.3 implies the second formula of this corollary. Together with (1) of Theorem 3.3, this implies the first formula. □

Let M be a 2n-dimensional compact oriented S^1-manifold. For an isolated fixed point p_i, denote by k_i the number of weights at p_i that are equal to 1. If the fixed point set of M consists of isolated points only, [26, Lemma 1.1] states that ∑ i ε_i k_i = 0;

also see [16]. Now let M have dimension 4, and suppose M has isolated fixed points p_1, · · · , p_m and fixed surfaces F_1, · · · , F_k, Then k_i can be 0, 1, or 2. The below lemma, which is an extension in dimension 4 of the above fact, can be derived from Equation (1) by the same way as [26, Lemma 1.1], as we prove below.

Lemma 3.5. Let M be a 4-dimensional compact oriented S^1-manifold with isolated fixed points p_1, · · · , p_m and fixed surfaces F_1, · · · , F_k. Then (2) m∑ i=1 ε_i k_i − 2 k∑ j=1 n_j = 0,

where k_i is the multiplicity of weight 1 at p_i.

Proof. By Theorem 3.2, the signature of M satisfies

sign(M) = m∑ i=1 ε_i (z^{wi1} + 1)(z^{wi2} + 1) (z^{wi1} − 1)(z^{wi2} − 1) − k∑ j=1 4zn_j (1 − z)^2 . This formula holds for all indeterminate z, and is a constant.

For an isolated fixed point p_i, d dz ( (z^{wi1} + 1)(z^{wi2} + 1) (z^{wi1} − 1)(z^{wi2} − 1) )| | |_{z=0}

= 0 if none of w_{i1} and w_{i2} are equal to 1 2 if exactly one of w_{i1} and w_{i2} is equal to 1 4 if both w_{i1} and w_{i2} are equal to 1

For a fixed surface F_j , d dz ( 4zn_j (1 − z)^2 )| | |_{z=0} = 4n^j .

Therefore, taking the derivative of the above formula and evaluating at z = 0, the lemma follows. □

Lemma 3.5 enables us to associate a graph to a 4-dimensional compact oriented S^1-manifold, as we do so in the next section.

4. Graph

4.1. Virtual graph of weights. To a 4-dimensional compact oriented S^1-manifold, we shall associate a graph that contains information on data on the fixed point set. For this, we introduce terminologies.

Definition 4.1. A (4-dimensional virtual) graph of weights is a graph defined as follows.

(1) Its vertex set consists of two types of vertices, called points p_1, · · · , p_m and surfaces F_1, · · · , F_k.

(2) To each point p_i is associated sign +1 or −1, denoted ε_i. (3) To each surface F_j is associated an integer n_j . (4) Each point p has two edges, and the edges are labeled by positive integers that are relatively prime, called weights of p.

(5) Each surface has 2|n_j | edges, each of which has label 1.

Definition 4.2. Let M be a 4-dimensional compact oriented S^1-manifold. We say that G_W is a graph of weights of M if the following hold.

(1) The vertices of G_W are the fixed components of M. (2) The sign of a point in G_W is the sign of the corresponding isolated fixed point.

(3) The labels of edges of a point of G_W are the weights of the corresponding isolated fixed point.

(4) For a surface F_j in G_W , the number n_j is the Euler number of the normal bundle of the corresponding fixed surface.

(5) For a fixed surface F_j in M, the corresponding surface of G_W has 2|n_j| edges, all of label 1.

(6) If two vertices are connected by an edge whose label w is bigger than 1, then the corresponding fixed points are in the same component of M^{Zw}, which is an invariant 2-sphere with weight w. With the terminologies, we show that for a 4-dimensional compact oriented S^1-manifold, we can encode its fixed point data in a graph.

Theorem 4.3. Let M be a 4-dimensional compact oriented S^1-manifold. Then a graph G_W of weights for M exists. Moreover, there is one that has no self-loops with the following property: if there is an edge of label 1 between two vertices, then the corresponding fixed components contribute the terms with different signs in Equation (2) of Lemma 3.5.

Proof. Let p_1, · · · , p_m denote isolated fixed points and let F_1, · · · , F_k be fixed surfaces. To each p_i we assign a vertex, also denoted by p_i, which is a point; the sign of the vertex p_i is the sign ε_i of the corresponding fixed point p_i. To each F_j we assign a vertex, also denoted F_j, which is a surface.

Suppose that a fixed point p_i has weight w that is bigger than 1. By Lemma 2.3, p_i lies in a 2-sphere, which is a component of M^{Zw} and contains another fixed point p_l that has a weight w. We draw an edge between p_i and p_l and give the edge a label w.

Next, we draw edges for weight 1. We rewrite Equation (2) as (3) ∑ ε_i>0 k_i − 2 ∑ n_j <0 n_j = ∑ ε_i<0 k_i + 2 ∑ n_j >0 n_j , so that each fixed component contributes Equation (3) in one side of the equation with a positive coefficient. If ε_i > 0 (ε_i < 0), then p_i contributes to Equation (3) in the left side (right side) by k_i, which is positive. Similarly, if n_j < 0 (n_j > 0) then F_j contributes to Equation (3) in the left side (right side) by −2n_j (2n_j ), which is positive. Now, to each isolated fixed point p_i we assign k_i edges of label 1 and to each fixed surface F_j , we assign 2n_j edges of label 1, so that an edge of label 1 has vertices (fixed components) v and v^′ whose contributions as fixed components in Equation (3) are in the opposite sides. □

We illustrate a graph of weights with an example.

Example 4.4. Let S^1 act on the complex projective space C P^2 by

g · [z_0 : z_1 : z_2] = [gz_0 : z_1 : z_2]

for all g ∈ S^1 ⊂ C and [z_0 : z_1 : z_2] ∈ C P^2. There are two fixed components, p = [1 : 0 : 0] and F = [0 : z_1 : z_2]. The complex weights at p are −1, −1 and thus ε_p = +1 and w_{p1} = w_{p2} = 1.

The Euler number of the normal bundle of F is 1. Then Figure 1 is a graph of weights for C P^2 with the action. The fixed point p has weights p, + F, 111 Figure 1. Graph of weights for Example 4.4

{1, 1} and sign +1 and so a corresponding vertex has two edges of label 1 and has sign +. The fixed surface F has Euler number 1 for its normal bundle, and so its corresponding vertex is assigned a number 1 and has 2 edges of label 1. In this case, the Atiyah-Hirzebruch formula (Theorem 3.2) is

sign(C P^2) =

(z + 1)(z + 1) (z − 1)(z − 1) − 4z (z − 1)^2 = z^2 − 2z + 1 (z − 1)^2

= 1.

There are two 2-spheres F_1 = [z_0 : z_1 : 0] and F_2 = [z_0 : 0 : z_2] connecting the fixed components p and F , which are both invariant 2- spheres with weight 1.

Example 4.5. Let S^4 = {(z_1, z_2, x) ∈ C ×C ×R : |z_1|^2 +|z_2|^2 +x^2 = 1} be the 4-sphere. Let S^1 act on the 4-sphere S^4 by g · (z_1, z_2, x) = (gz_1, z_2, x) for all g ∈ S^1 ⊂ C and for all (z_1, z_2, x) ∈ S^4. The action has one fixed component F := {(0, z_2, x) ∈ S^4}, which is a 2-sphere. The Euler number of the normal bundle of F is 0. Thus, a graph of weights for this action on S^4 consists of one vertex that is a surface, with 0 assigned to the vertex.

Remark 4.6. A graph of weights does not determine an S^1-manifold uniquely. Here is an example. Consider the S^1-action on C P^2 in Example 4.4 and its graph of weights Figure 1. Let N be any 4-dimensional compact connected oriented S^1-manifold that has no fixed points. Take an equivariant connected sum along free orbits of Example 4.4 and N; let M denote the connected sum. Then Figure 1 is also a graph of weights for M, but Example 4.4 and M are in general not (equivariantly) diffeomorphic.

4.2. Euler number of an edge. Given a graph of weights, for an edge we shall define a number and call it the Euler number of the edge. If the graph is of a 4-dimensional compact oriented S^1-manifold, for an edge of label bigger than 1, we shall see that the Euler number of an edge is exactly the Euler number of the normal bundle of the invariant 2-sphere corresponding to the edge.

Definition 4.7. Let G_W be a graph of weights. Let e be an edge with label w_e, and let v be a vertex of e. We define a number, called the other weight of w_e at v, as follows.

(1) If v is a point, then the other weight of w_e at v is the label of the other edge of v.

(2) If v is a surface, then the other weight of v is 0.

Definition 4.8. Let G_W be a graph of weights. Let e be an edge with label w_e. Let v and v^′ be the vertices of e, and let w and w^′ be the other weight of w_e at v and v^′, respectively. We define a rational number, denoted n_e and called the Euler number of e, by

n_e := ε_vw + ε_v′ w^′ w_e . Here, if v is a surface, we define ε_v to be 1 and similarly for v^′.

Definition 4.9. We say that a graph of weights is admissible if the Euler number of each edge is an integer.

For an integer n, we consider a complex line bundle O(n) over C P^1 with Euler number n, the quotient of (C^2 − {0}) × C by a C^∗-action

z · (z_1, z_2, w) = (zz_1, zz_2, z^nw).

Let S^1 act on O(n) by

g · [z_1, z_2, w] = [z_1, g^{u1} z_2, g^{u2} w]

for some integers u_1 and u_2.

Suppose that u_1 ≠ 0. Then this action has two fixed points q_1 = [1, 0, 0] and q_2 = [0, 1, 0] that have (complex) weights {u_1, u_2} and {−u_1, −nu_1 + u_2}. If we let u_1 = w_e, u_2 = ϵ_iw_{i2}, −nu_1 + u_2 = −ϵ_kw_{k2}, then we have n = ϵ_iw_{i2} + ϵ_kw_{k2} w_e . Theorem 4.10. Let M be a 4-dimensional compact oriented S^1-manifold. Let G_W be its graph of weights. Let e be an edge whose weight is bigger than 1. Then the Euler number n_e of the edge is equal to the Euler number of the normal bundle of the invariant 2-sphere of weight w_e, containing two fixed points that correspond to the vertices of e.

Proof. Let p_i and p_k be the vertices (fixed points) of e and let w = w_{i1} = w_{k1} be the weight of the edge e. By (1) of Theorem 4.3, p_i and p_k are in an invariant 2-sphere S_e of weight w. Choose an orientation of S_e, so that S^1 acts on T_{pi} S_e with weight w_{i1} and on T_{pk} S_e with weight −w_{k1}. Then S^1 acts on N_{pi} S_e with weight ϵ_iw_{i2} and on N_{pk} S_e with weight −ϵ_kw_{k2}.

The normal bundle of S_e is orientation preserving equivariantly diffeomorphic to O(n) for some integer n with u_1 = w_{i1} and u_2 = ϵ_iw_{i2}. Thus, −ϵ_kw_{k2} is equal to −nu_1 + u_2 = −nw_{i1} + ϵ_iw_{i2}, that is, −ϵ_kw_{k2} = −nw_{i1} + ϵ_iw_{i2}. Therefore, the Euler number n of the normal bundle of S_e is n =^{εiwi2+εkwk2}_{wi1} , which is the Euler number n_e of the edge e. □

Any graph of weights of a 4-dimensional compact oriented S^1-manifold is admissible.

Proposition 4.11. Let M be a 4-dimensional compact oriented S^1- manifold and let G_W be its graph of weights. Then G_W is admissible.

Proof. Let e be an edge of G_W . Let v and v^′ be the vertices of e, and let w (w^′) be the other weight of v (v^′).

If its label w_e is 1, then its Euler number n_e =^{εvw+εv′ w′}_{we} = ε_vw+ε_v′ w^′ is an integer.

If its label w_e is bigger than 1, then Theorem 4.10 implies that its Euler number n_e is an integer. □

With the above theorem, we give another description of the L-genus of a 4-dimensional oriented S^1-manifold in terms of n_e and n_j .

Theorem 4.12. Let M be a 4-dimensional compact oriented S^1-manifold and G_W its graph of weights. Then

3 L(M) = ∑ e∈E(G_W ) n_e + k∑ j=1 n_j , where E(G_W ) denotes the set of edges of G_W .

Proof. By the last equation of Theorem 3.3,

3L(M) = m∑ i=1 ε_i ( w_{i1} w_{i2} + w_{i2} w_{i1} ) + k∑ j=1 n_j . Let e be an edge of G_W . Let w_e denote its label.

First, suppose that the edge is between two isolated fixed points p_i and p_k. Let w and w^′ be the other weight at p_i and p_k, respectively. Then ε_i^w_{we} is one of the two terms ε_i(^{wi1}_{wi2} +^{wi2}_{wi1} ) and similarly ε_k^{w′}_{we} is one of the two terms ε_k(^{wk1}_{wk2} +^{wk2}_{wk1} ) in (3) of Theorem 3.3. By Definition 4.8, their sum^{εv w+εv′ w′}_{we} is the Euler number n_e of the edge e.

Second, suppose that the edge is between an isolated fixed point p_i and a fixed surface F_k. Let w be the other weight at p_i. The term ε_i^w_{we} is one of the two terms ε_i(^{wi1}_{wi2} +^{wi2}_{wi1} ) in (3) of Theorem 3.3. The weight of the tangent bundle of F_k is zero, and this agrees with the other weight w^′ of F_k as a vertex of G_W . By Definition 4.8, the sum ε_vw+ε_v′ w^′ w_e = ε_vw w_e is the Euler number ne of the edge e.

Third, suppose that the edge is between two fixed surfaces F_i and F_k. The weight of the tangent bundle of F_i (F_k) is zero, which is the other weight w (w^′) of the vertex F_i (F_k, respectively). Thus 0 =^{εv w+εv′ w′}_{we} is the Euler number n_e of the edge e.

To sum up, by rearranging the terms ε_i(^{wi1}_{wi2} +^{wi2}_{wi1} ) for the edges, we get_m ∑ i=1 ε_i ( w_{i1} w_{i2} + w_{i2} w_{i1} ) = ∑ e∈E(G) ε_iw_{i2} + ε_kw_{k2} w_e = ∑ e∈E(G) n_e. This proves the theorem. □

Let M be a 4-dimensional compact oriented manifold and let G_W be its graph of weights. By Theorem 4.10, every edge with label bigger than 1 corresponds to an invariant 2-sphere. It is a natural question to ask, if there exists a graph of weights, in which an edge with label 1 also corresponds to an invariant 2-sphere.

Question 4.13. Let M be a 4-dimensional compact oriented S^1-manifold. Does there exists a graph G_W of weights, such that any edge e of label 1 between vertices p and q corresponds to an invariant 2-sphere with weight 1 between fixed components p and q?

For instance, the answer to Question 4.13 is affirmative in Example 4.4.

4.3. Graphs for basic manifolds. We illustrate graphs of weights for basic 4-dimensional oriented S^1-manifolds.

Example 4.14. Let a and b be positive integers. Let S(a, b) denote an S^1-action on S^4 with weights a and b. That is, let S^1 act on the 4-sphere S^4 = {(z_1, z_2, x) ∈ C^2 × R : |z_1|^2 + |z_2|^2 + x^2 = 1} by g · (z_1, z_2, x) = (g^az_1, g^bz_2, x).

The action has two fixed points p_1 = (0, 0, 1) and p_2 = (0, 0, −1). Both fixed points have weights {a, b}, and the sign of p_1 is +1 and the sign of p_2 is −1. Figure 2a is the graph of weights for S^4 with this action.

p_1, + p_2, −ba (a) S(a, b) p_1, +p_2, − p_3, + ab − a b (b) P (a, b) p_1, −p_2, + p_3, − ab − a b (c) Q(a, b) Figure 2. Graphs for S(a, b), P (a, b), Q(a, b)

The above example and its graph can be extended to any even sphere; see [16, 19]. Any S^1-action on a compact oriented manifold with two fixed points have the same signs and weights at the fixed points as a linear S^1-action on S^{2n} [16, 18, 22]. In addition, see [29] for S^1-actions with two fixed points on unitary manifolds.

Example 4.15. Let 0 < a < b be integers. Consider an action of S^1 on the complex projective space C P^2 by

g · [z_0 : z_1 : z_2] = [z_0 : g^az_1 : g^bz_2]

for all g ∈ S^1 ⊂ C . The action has 3 fixed points, p_1 = [1 : 0 : 0], p_2 = [0 : 1 : 0], and p_3 = [0 : 0 : 1], whose signs are +1, −1, and +1, and weights are {a, b}, {a, b − a}, and {b − a, b}, as their complex weights are {a, b}, {−a, b − a}, and {−b, a − b}, respectively. Denote C P^2 with this action by P (a, b) and −C P^2 by Q(a, b), where −C P^2 denotes C P^2 with the opposite orientation. Figure 2b is a graph of weights for P (a, b), and Figure 2c is a graph of weights for Q(a, b).

5. Equivariant connected sum and splitting

Connected sum and splitting are classical operations in topology. If two manifolds of same dimension admit torus actions, then we may take a connected sum equivariantly, so that the connected sum is equipped with a torus action and similarly for splitting. Orlik and Raymond considered equivariant splitting of a T^2-action on a compact, simply connected oriented 4-manifold into a rather minimal manifold [30] and Fintushel considered that of an S^1-action [10]. They showed that such a manifold is an equivariant connected sum of a homology S^4 and copies of ±C P^2 and S^2 × S^2. Via equivariant splitting, the second author

+−+ ab aa + b b

(a) Graphs of weights for M and P (a, a + b)

+aba + b

(b) Connected sum

Figure 3. Equivariant connected sum of M and P (a, a + b) at p and [0 : 1 : 0]; its converse is equivariant splitting

studied generators of unitary S^1-bordism ring [27]. In this section, we discuss equivariant connected sum and splitting, of a circle action on an oriented 4-manifold.

5.1. Connected sum and splitting. Let M be a 4-dimensional compact oriented S^1-manifold. Let p be an isolated fixed point. Let a and b be the weights at p.

Suppose that the sign of p is +1. Consider the manifold P (a, a + b); its fixed point [0 : 1 : 0] has weights {a, b} and sign −1. Thus, there is an orientation reversing S^1-equivariant diffeomorphism between a neighborhood of p in M and a neighborhood of [0 : 1 : 0] in P (a, a + b). By using the equivariant diffeomorphism, we can take an equivariant connected sum of M and P (a, a + b) at p and [0 : 1 : 0], to get another 4-dimensional compact oriented S^1-manifold N. Figure 3a is a graph of weights for M ⊔ P (a, a + b), and Figure 3b is one for N.

The converse of the above equivariant connected sum is equivariant splitting. Let N be a 4-dimensional compact oriented S^1-manifold and suppose that there is an invariant 2-sphere with weight a + b between two fixed points q and q^′, which have weights {a, a + b} and {b, a + b} and both have sign +1. Then by the reverse operation of the above equivariant connected sum, we can equivariantly split N into another 4-dimensional compact oriented S^1-manifold M and P (a, a + b), whose graphs of weights are the left and the right of Figure 3a, respectively.

Suppose that the sign of p is −1. In this case, we can take an equivariant connected sum N of M and Q(a, a + b) at p and [0 : 1 : 0]; now [0 : 1 : 0] has the same weights {a, b} but has sign +1. Figure 4a is a graph of weights for M ⊔ Q(a, a + b), and Figure 4b is one for N. Conversely, if in a 4-dimensional compact oriented S^1-manifold N

−+− ab aa + b b

(a) Graphs of weights for M and Q(a, a + b)

−aba + b

(b) Connected sum

Figure 4. Equivariant connected sum of M and Q(a, a + b) at p and [0 : 1 : 0]; its converse is equivariant splitting

p, + + − q, − − + abb − aab − a b

(a) Graphs of weights for P (a, b) and Q(a, b) p_1, + p_4, − p_2, − p_3, + b − aabb − a (b) Connected sum of P (a, b) and Q(a, b) at [1 : 0 : 0]

Figure 5. Equivariant connected sum of P (a, b) and Q(a, b) at [1 : 0 : 0]

there is an invariant 2-sphere with weight a+b between two fixed points that have weights {a, a + b} and {b, a + b} and both fixed points have sign −1, we can equivariant split N into M and Q(a, a + b); Figure 4b is a graph of weights for N and Figure 4a is one for M ⊔ Q(a, a + b).

Example 5.1. Consider the two S^1-manifolds P (a, b) and Q(a, b). Their graphs of weights are the left and right figures of Figure 5; note that the positions of vertices are different from Figures 2b and 2c. The fixed point p = [1 : 0 : 0] in P (a, b) has sign +1 and weights {a, b} and the fixed point q = [1 : 0 : 0] in Q(a, b) has sign −1 and weights {a, b}. Therefore, Let P #Q(a, b) denote a connected sum of P (a, b) and Q(a, b) at p and q. Then Figure 5b is a graph of weights of P #Q(a, b).

Let M be a 4-dimensional compact oriented S^1-manifold. Suppose that two fixed points p and q both have weights {a, b}, ε_p = +1, q, − p, + p_1, + p_2, − p_4, − p_3, + ba b a b ba + b (a) Graphs of weights for M and P #Q(a, a + b)

p_1, − p_3, + ba + b b (b) Connected sum

Figure 6. Connected sum at the invariant spheres of M and P #Q(a, a + b) ε_q = −1, and there is an invariant 2-sphere S with weight a between p and q. Now, there is an orientation reversing equivariant diffeomorphism between an equivariant tubular neighborhod of the 2- sphere S and an equivariant tubular neighborhood of the 2-sphere S^′ of P #Q(a, a + b) containing p_1 and p_2 of Example 5.1. Thus, we can equivariantly glue M and P #Q(a, a + b) along neighborhoods of S and S^′, to construct another S^1-manifold N. Figure 6a is a graph of weights for M ⊔ P #Q(a, a + b), and Figure 6b is a graph of weights for N.

The converse of the above equivariant connected sum is an equivariant splitting of N into M and P #Q(a, a+b); Let N be a 4-dimensional compact oriented S^1-manifold and let G_N be its graph of weights. Suppose that there is an invariant sphere of weight a + b between two fixed points p^′ and q^′ such that ε_p′ = +1, ε_q′ = −1, and both p^′ and q^′ have weights {a+b, b} for some positive integers a and b; Figure 6b is a graph of weights for N with p_3 = p^′ and p_1 = q^′. By the reverse of the above equivariant connected sum, we can equivariantly split N into another 4-dimensional compact oriented S^1-manifold M and P #Q(a, a + b), where Figure 6a is a graph of weights for M ⊔ P #Q(a, a + b).

5.2. Reducing every weight to 1 via splitting. Given a 4-dimensional compact oriented S^1-manifold, via equivariant splitting we can convert p_i, + p_j, + a ba + b (a) Graph for M

+−+ ab aa + b b

(b) Graphs for M^′ and P (a, a + b) Figure 7. Equivariant splitting of M into M^′ and P (a, a + b) it to another S^1-manifold, which is minimal in the sense that weights are small.

Theorem 5.2. Let M be a 4-dimensional compact oriented S^1-manifold. Then we can decompose M into an equivariant connected sum of M_0 and copies of ±C P^2 and Σ_1, where every weight in the normal bundle of any fixed component of M_0 is 1.

Proof. This theorem holds if the biggest weight over all fixed components of M is 1. Thus, suppose that the biggest weight ℓ is bigger than 1. Every weight in the normal bundle of a fixed surface is 1, and thus any weight larger than 1 occurs at isolated fixed points. Let G_W (M) be a graph of weights that satisfies the properties of Theorem 4.3.

Pick an edge e whose weight is ℓ, and let p_i and p_j be the vertices of e. The fixed points p_i and p_j have weights {ℓ, a} and {ℓ, b}, respectively, for some positive integers a, b < ℓ. Because ℓ > 1, by Theorem 4.10, there is an invariant 2-sphere S_e containing p_i and p_j , and the Euler number of the normal bundle of S_e is the Euler number n_e of the edge, which is n_e =^{εia+εj b}_ℓ ; in particular, n_e is an integer. Thus, one of the following two cases occurs.

(1) ε_i = ε_j and a + b = ℓ. (2) ε_i = −ε_j and a = b.

Assume that Case (1) holds. First, suppose that ε_i = ε_j = +1. Figure 7a is a graph of weights for M near p_i and p_j . As described in the third paragraph of Section 5.1, we can split M equivariantly into another 4-dimensional compact oriented S^1-manifold M^′ and P (a, a + b), whose graphs of weights are the left (denoted by G_W (M^′)) and right figures of Figure 7b, respectively.

p_i, − p_j , − a ba + b (a) Graph for M

++− ab aa + b b

(b) Graphs for M^′ and Q(a, a + b) Figure 8. Equivariant splitting of M into M^′ and Q(a, a + b)

p_i, − p_j, + aℓ a (a) Graph for M

p^′_i, − p^′_j, + p_1, + p_2, − p_4, − p_3, + aℓ − a a ℓ − a a aℓ (b) Graphs for M^′ and P #Q(ℓ − a, ℓ)

Figure 9. Equivariant splitting of M into M^′ and P #Q(ℓ − a, ℓ) The case that ε_i = ε_j = −1 is analogous. Figure 8a is a graph of weights for M near p_i and p_j . As described in the fourth paragraph of Section 5.1, we can split M equivariantly into another 4-dimensional compact oriented S^1-manifold M^′ and Q(a, a + b), whose graphs of weights are the left (denoted by G_W (M^′)) and right figures of Figure 8b, respectively.

+S_2, 111

(a) P (1, 0) − S^2, −1 11 (b) Q(1, 0)

Figure 10. Graph for P (1, 0) and Q(1, 0)

Assume that Case (2) holds. Figure 9a is a graph of weights for M near p_i and p_j. Without loss of generality, assume that ε_i = −1 = −ε_j. As described in the last paragraph of Section 5.1, we can split M equivariantly into another 4-dimensional compact oriented S^1-manifold M^′ and P #Q(ℓ − a, ℓ), whose graphs of weights are the left (denoted by G_W (M^′)) and right figures of Figure 9b, respectively.

We have that G_W (M^′) is a graph of weights for M^′. On M^′ we consider the biggest weight, and repeat the above prodecure. Continuing the above argument, this theorem follows. □

5.3. Further: convert to one that has fixed surfaces only. We can further convert any 4-dimensional compact oriented S^1-manifold into another S^1-manifold, which has only fixed surfaces.

Theorem 5.3. Let the circle act on a 4-dimensional compact oriented manifold M. Then by taking equivariant splittings with ±C P^2, Σ_1 and by taking connected sums with ±C P^2, we can convert M into another 4-dimensional compact oriented S^1-manifold N, which only has fixed surfaces.

Proof. By Theorem 5.2, we can decompose M into an equivariant connected sum of M_0 and copies of ±C P^2, where every weight in the normal bundle of any fixed component of M_0 is 1.

Let p be an isolated fixed point in M_0. It has weights {1, 1}. Suppose that ε_p = +1. In this case, we can take an equivariant connected sum of M_0 and Q(1, 0) at p and [1 : 0 : 0] to construct another S^1-manifold M^′, in which p is replaced with a fixed 2-sphere. Figure 11a is a graph of weights for M ⊔ Q(1, 0) and Figure 11b is one for M^′.

If ε_p = −1, then we take an equivariant connected sum of M_0 and P (1, 0) at p and [1 : 0 : 0]; Figure 12a is a graph of weights for M ⊔ P (1, 0) and Figure 12b is one for M^′.

Continuing this to every isolated fixed point, the theorem follows. □ p, +p_1, −S^2, −1 1 1

(a) Graphs for M_0 and Q(1, 0)

S^2, −1 1 1

(b) Connected sum Figure 11. Connected sum of M_0 and Q(1, 0) at p and p_1

p, −p_1, +S^2, +1 1 1 1

(a) Graphs for M_0 and P (1, 0)

S^2, +1 1 1

(b) Connected sum Figure 12. Connected sum of M_0 and P (1, 0) at p and p_1

Note that by the second and third equations of Theorem 3.3, the manifold N satisfies_k ∑ i=1 n_j = 0 and L(N^′) = 0.

Theorem 5.3 raises the following natural questions.

Question 5.4. Let N be a 4-dimensional compact oriented S^1-manifold with fixed surfaces only.

(1) Is the normal bundle of any fixed surface of N trivial? (2) If not, can we construct an example of such N that has only fixed surfaces but some normal bundle of a fixed surface is not trivial?

(3) Or, can we further convert N to another S^1-manifold, in which the normal bundle of any fixed surface has Euler number zero?

6. Isolated fixed points

6.1. Converse to Theorems 3.2 and 4.3. In the case of isolated fixed points, we prove the converse of a combination of Theorem 3.2 and Theorem 4.3 that if an abstract graph of weights satisfies the Atiyah-Hirzebruch formula, then the graph is realized as one for a 4- dimensional oriented S^1-manifold.

Theorem 6.1. Let G_W be an admissible graph of weights that has points only. Suppose that G_W satisfies the Atiyah-Hirzebruch formula, Equation (1). Then there exists a 4-dimensional compact connected oriented S^1-manifold, whose graph of weights is G_W .

Proof. We shall mean that the graph G_W satisfies the Atiyah-Hirzebruch formula (Equation (1)) in the following sense: if G_W has vertices v_1, · · · , v_m and a vertex v_i has sign ε_i and edges e_{i1} and e_{i2} with labels w_{i1} and w_{i2}, respectively, then (4) m∑ i=1 ε_i (1 + z^{wi1} )(1 + z^{wi2} ) (1 − z^{wi1} )(1 − z^{wi2} )

is a constant for all indeterminates z.

The idea of proof is analogous to that of Theorem 5.2. Let e be an edge whose label w_e is the biggest among the labels of the edges of G_W ; let p and q be the vertices of e, and let w (w^′) be the label of the other edge of p (q, respectively). If w_e = 1 or w_e = 2, then the theorem follows from Lemma 6.2. Thus, from now on, we assume that w_e > 2.

p, + q, + w w^′w + w^′ (a) G_W p^′, +q_1, −q^0, +q_2, + w_′ ww + w′ w^′

(b) G^′_W and graph of P (w, w + w^′) Figure 13. Splitting of G_W into G^′_W and graph of P (w, w + w^′)

By the definition of a graph of weights, w_e and w are relatively prime and similarly for w_e and w^′. In particular, w, w^′ < w_e. Because G_W is admissible, the Euler number n_e =^{εpw+εqw′}_{we} of e is an integer. Thus, one of the following cases holds.

(1) ε_p = ε_q = +1 and w + w^′ = w_e. (2) ε_p = ε_q = −1 and w + w^′ = w_e. (3) ε_p = −ε_q and w = w^′.

Suppose that Case (1) holds. Assume that there exists a 4-dimensional compact connected oriented S^1-manifold M whose graph of weights is G_W ; see Figure 13a. As described in the third paragraph of Section 5.1, by equivariant splitting, we can decompose M into another 4- dimensional compact connected oriented S^1-manifold M^′ and P (w, w+ w^′); their graphs are the left (denoted G^′_W ) and right figures of Figure 13b.

The right figure of Figure 13b, a graph of weights for P (w, w + w^′), satisfies Equation (1); it is (5) (1 + z^w)(1 + z^{w+w′} ) (1 − z^w)(1 − z^{w+w′} ) − (1 + z^w)(1 + z^{w′} ) (1 − z^w)(1 − z^{w′} ) + (1 + z^{w′} )(1 + z^{w+w′} ) (1 − z^{w′} )(1 − z^{w+w′} )

= 1,

which is a constant for all indeterminates z.

We consider (1) for G^′_W ; (6) ∑ v^′_i∈V (G^′_W ) ε^′_i (1 + z^{w′i1} )(1 + z^{w′i2} ) (1 − z^{w′}i1 )(1 − z^{w′}i2 ) .

The graph G^′_W is obtained from G_W by shrinking the edge e to a vertex p^′, removing vertices p and q. The vertex set of G^′_W minus p^′ is equal to the vertex set of G_W minus p and q. In (6), the vertex p^′ of G^′_W contributes the term

(1 + z^w)(1 + z^{w′} ) (1 − z^w)(1 − z^{w′} ) . The sum of this term with (5) is

(1 + z^w)(1 + z^{w+w′} ) (1 − z^w)(1 − z^{w+w′} ) + (1 + z^{w′} )(1 + z^{w+w′} ) (1 − z^{w′} )(1 − z^{w+w′} ) , which are precisely the terms that p and q contribute in (4). In other words, the sum of (5) and (6) is exactly (4). This means that if G_W satisfies Equation (1), then so does G^′_W , and vice versa. The manifold M splits equivariantly into M^′ and P (w, w +w^′), and M is an equivariant connected sum of M^′ and P (w, w + w^′). Therefore, the existence of such a manifold M for G_W is equivalent to the existence of M^′ for G^′_W , which has one less edge with label w_e. Moreover, G_W is admissible if and only if G^′_W is admissible.

Case (2) is completely analogous. In this case, the labels of edges of p and q are the same as Case (1) but their signs are reversed. Thus instead of P (w, w + w^′) and its graph (Figure 2b), we use Q(w, w + w^′) and its graph (Figure 2c).

Suppose that Case (3) holds. Assume that ε_p = −ε_q = +1; the other case ε_p = −ε_q = −1 is analogous. Assume that there exists a 4- dimensional compact connected oriented S^1-manifold M whose graph of weights is G_W ; see Figure 14a. As described in the last paragraph of Section 5.1, by equivariant splitting, we can decompose M into another 4-dimensional compact connected oriented S^1-manifold M^′ and P #Q(w_e − w, w); their graphs are the left (denoted G^′_W ) and right figures of Figure 14b.

The right figure of Figure 14b, which is a graph of weights for P #Q(w_e − w, w), satisfies Equation (1); it is

(7) −

(1 + z^w)(1 + z^{we} ) (1 − z^w)(1 − z^{we} ) + (1 + z^w)(1 + z^{we−w}) (1 − z^w)(1 − z^{we−w}) + (1 + z^w)(1 + z^{we} ) (1 − z^w)(1 − z^{we} ) − (1 + z^w)(1 + z^{we−w}) (1 − z^w)(1 − z^{we−w}) = 0,

which is a constant for all indeterminates z.

q, − p, + ww_e w (a) G_W

q^′, − p^′, + p_1, + p_2, − p_4, − p_3, + w_e − w ww^e − w w ww^e (b) G^′_W and graph of P #Q(w_e − w, w)

Figure 14. Splitting of G_W into G^′_W and graph of P #Q(w_e − w, w) We consider (1) for G^′_W ; (8) ∑ v^′_i∈V (G^′_W ) ε^′_i (1 + z^{w′i1} )(1 + z^{w′i2} ) (1 − z^{w′}i1 )(1 − z^{w′}i2 ) . The graph G^′_W is obtained from G_W by replacing the label w_e of the edge e with w_e − w. The vertex set of G^′_W is equal to the vertex set of G_W . In (8), the vertices p^′ and q^′ (that are p and q in G_W ) of G^′_W contribute the terms (1 + z^w)(1 + z^{we−w}) (1 − z^w)(1 − z^{we−w}) − (1 + z^w)(1 + z^{we−w}) (1 − z^w)(1 − z^{we−w}) . The sum of these terms with (7) is (1 + z^w)(1 + z^{we} ) (1 − z^w)(1 − z^{we} ) − (1 + z^w)(1 + z^{we} ) (1 − z^w)(1 − z^{we} ) , which are precisely the terms that p and q contribute in (4). In other words, the sum of (7) and (8) is exactly (4). This means that if G_W satisfies Equation (1), then so does G^′_W , and vice versa. The manifold M splits equivariantly into M^′ and P #Q(w_e − w, w), and M is an equivariant connected sum of M^′ and P #Q(w_e − w, w). Therefore, the existence of such a manifold M for G_W is equivalent to the existence of M^′ for G^′_W , which has one less edge with label w_e. Moreover, G_W is admissible if and only if G^′_W is admissible.

We repeat the above procedure. Assume that an admissible graph G^′_W of weights satisfies (1), consider the edge whose label is the biggest, and so on. Repeating the above, the existence of a 4-dimensional compact connected oriented S^1-manifold whose graph of weights is G_W , reduces to the existence of another 4-dimensional compact connected oriented S^1-manifold M^{′′} whose graph G^{′′}_W of weights satisfies Equation (1) and only has edges of label 1. By Lemma 6.2 below, such a manifold M^{′′} exists. □

Lemma 6.2. Let G_W be a graph of weights that has points only, satisfies (1), and the label of every edge of G_W is 1. Then there exists a 4-dimensional compact connected oriented S^1-manifold M, whose graph of weights is G_W .

Proof. Let v_1, · · · , v_m be the vertices of G_W , and let ε_i be the sign of v_i. By the assumption, G_W satisfies (1); because every label is 1, it is m∑ i=1 ε_i (1 + z)(1 + z) (1 − z)(1 − z) = n∑ i=1 ε_i {(1 + z)(1 + z + z^2 + · · · )}^2 = n∑ i=1 ε_i (1 + 2 ∞∑ j=1 z^j )^2,

and is a constant for all indeterminates z. For the formula to be a constant for all indeterminates z, we must have that the formula is identically zero and the number k of vertices with sign +1 is equal to the number of vertices with sign −1.

Let M be an equivariant connected sum along free orbits of k-copies of S(1, 1) of Example 4.14. Each S(1, 1) has two fixed points (0, 0, 1) with sign +1 and (0, 0, −1) with sign −1 that have weights {1, 1}. Thus, M has k fixed points with sign +1 and weights {1, 1} and k fixed points with sign −1 and weights {1, 1}. By Definition 4.2, G_W is a graph of weights of M. □

6.2. Minimal manifold’s graph has vanishing Euler number. For a 4-dimensional oriented S^1-manifold has isolated fixed points, its minimal manifold admits a graph of weights whose edges have vanishing Euler numbers.

Corollary 6.3. Let the circle act on a 4-dimensional compact oriented manifold M with isolated fixed points. Then we can decompose M into an equivariant connected sum of M_0 and copies of ±C P^2, where every weight at a fixed point of M_0 is 1, and M_0 admits a graph G_W of weights for which n_e = 0 for all edges e of G_W .

Proof. Because M has isolated fixed points only, by Theorem 5.2, we can decompose M into an equivariant connected sum of M_0 and copies of ±C P^2, where every weight at a fixed point of M_0 is 1, and the proof of Theorem 5.2 implies that M_0 also has only isolated fixed points.

Let G_W be a graph of weights of M_0 that satisfies the properties of Theorem 4.3. Let e be any edge of G_W . Let p_i and p_j be the vertices of e. By the property of Theorem 4.3, ε_i = −ε_j . Since both fixed points p_i and p_j have weights {1, 1}, by Definition 4.7, the other weight of w_e at p_i (p_j ) is 1. By Definition 4.8, the Euler number of e is

n_e = ε_i · 1 + ε_j · 1 1 = 0. □ References

[1] K. Ahara and A. Hattori, 4 dimensional symplectic S^1-manifolds admitting moment map. J. Fac. Sci. Univ. Tokyo Sect. IA, Math. 38 (1991), 251–298.

[2] M. F. Atiyah and F. Hirzebruch, Spin manifolds and group actions, in Essays in Topology and Related Subjects, Springer-Verlag, Berlin, 1970, pp. 18-28.

[3] M. Atiyah and I. Singer, The index of elliptic operators: III. Ann. Math. 87 (1968), 546–604.

[4] M. Audin, Hamiltoniens périodiques sur les variétés symplectiques compactes de dimension 4. Géométrie symplectique et mécanique, Proceedings 1988, C. Albert ed., Springer Lecture Notes in Math. 1416 (1990).

[5] M. Audin, Torus Actions on Symplectic Manifolds, Progress in Mathematics 93, Birkhäuser Verlag, Basel, 2004.

[6] V. Buchstaber, T. Panov, N. Ray, Toric genera, Int. Math.

Res. Notices, Volume 2010, Issue 16, (2010), Pages 3207–3262, https://doi.org/10.1093/imrn/rnp228.

[7] J. Carrell, A. Howard, and C. Kosniowski, Holomorphic vector fields on complex surfaces. Math. Ann. 204 (1973), 73–81.

[8] A. L. Edmonds, A survey of group actions on 4-manifolds. Ji, Lizhen (ed.)

et al., Handbook of group actions. Volume III. Somerville, MA: International Press; Beijing: Higher Education Press. Adv. Lect. Math. (ALM) 40, 421–460 (2018).

[9] R. Fintushel, Locally smooth circle actions on homotopy 4-spheres. Duke Math.

J. 43 (1976), no.1, 63–70.

[10] R. Fintushel, Circle actions on simply connected 4-manifolds. Trans. Amer.

Math. Soc. 230 (1977), 147–171.

[11] R. Fintushel, Classification of circle actions on 4-manifolds. Trans. Amer.

Math. Soc. 232 (1978), 377–390.

[12] F. Hirzebruch, T. Berger, and R. Jung, Manifolds and modular forms, Aspects of Mathematics, vol. E20, Vieweg, Braunschweig, (1992).

[13] F. Hirzebruch and D. Zagier, The Atiyah-Singer theorem and elementary number theory. Publish or Perish Inc., Boston, Mass., (1974).

[14] W. Huck, Circle actions on 4-manifolds I. Manuscripta Math. 87 (1995), 51– 70. [15] W. Huck and V. Puppe, Circle actions on 4-manifolds II. Arch. Math. 71 (1998), 493–500.

[16] D. Jang, Circle actions on oriented manifolds with discrete fixed point sets and classification in dimension 4, J. Geom. Phys., 133 (2018), 181–194.

[17] D. Jang, Circle actions on four-dimensional almost complex manifolds with discrete fixed point sets. arXiv:1912.04128 (2019).

[18] D. Jang, Circle actions on oriented manifolds with few fixed points. East Asian Math. J. 36 (2020), 593–604.

[19] D. Jang, Graphs for torus actions on oriented manifolds with isolated fixed points and classification in dimension 6. arXiv:2202.10190 (2022).

[20] Y. Karshon, Periodic Hamiltonian flows on four dimensional manifolds. Mem.

Am. Math. Soc. 672 (1999).

[21] J. Kollar, Circle actions on simply connected 5-manifolds. J. Topol. 45 (2006) 643-671.

[22] C. Kosniowski, Fixed points and group actions. Lecture Notes in Math. 1051 (1984) 603–609.

[23] I. M. Krichever, Formal groups and the Atiyah-Hirzebruch formula. Izv. Akad.

Nauk SSSR Ser. Mat. 38 (1974), 1289–1304.

[24] P. Melvin, On 4-manifolds with singular torus actions. Math. Ann. 256 (1981), 255–276.

[25] P. Melvin and J. Parker, 4-Manifolds with large symmetry groups. Topology 25 (1986), 71–83.

[26] O. R. Musin, Circle action on homotopy complex projective spaces, Math.

Notes, 28:1 (1980), 533–540.

[27] O. R. Musin, Generators of S^1-bordisms, Math. USSR Sb. 44 (1983), 325–334. [28] O. R. Musin, On rigid Hirzebruch genera, Mosc. Math. J., 11:1 (2011), 139– 147.

[29] O. R. Musin, Circle actions with two fixed points, Math. Notes, 100:4 (2016), 636–638.

[30] P. Orlik and F. Raymond, Actions of the Torus on 4-Manifolds. I. Trans. Amer.

Math. Soc. 152 (1970) 531–559.

[31] P. Orlik and F. Raymond, Actions of the torus on 4-manifolds-II. Topology 13 (1974) 89–112.

[32] P. S. Pao, The topological structure of 4-manifolds with effective torus actions.

I. Trans. Amer. Math. Soc. 227 (1977), 279–317.

[33] P. S. Pao, The topological structure of 4-manifolds with effective torus actions.

II. Illinois J. Math. 21 (1977), 883–894.

[34] T. Yoshida, Simply connected smooth 4-manifolds which admit nontrivial smooth S^1 actions. Math. J. Okayama Univ. 20 (1978), no. 1, 25–40.

[35] W. Ziller, Lecture notes for Math 260P: Group actions. available at

https://www2.math.upenn.edu/~wziller/math661/LectureNotesLee.pdf.

Department of Mathematics, Pusan National University, 2, Busandaehakro 63beon-gil, Geumjeong-gu, Busan, 46241, Republic of Korea.

Email address: donghoonjang@pusan.ac.kr

School of Mathematical and Statistical Sciences, University of Texas Rio Grande Valley, One West University Boulevard, Brownsville, TX, 78520, USA.

Email address: oleg.musin@utrgv.edu