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TWISTOR CONSTRUCTION OF ASYMPTOTICALLY HYPERBOLIC EINSTE IN–WEYL
SPACES

ALEKSANDRA BORÓWKA

Abstract. Starting from a real analytic conformal Cartan connectionon a real analytic surfaceS, we construct
a complex surfaceT containing a family of pairs of projective lines. Using the structure onS we also construct
a complex 3-spaceZ, such thatZ is a twistor space of a self-dual conformal 4-fold andT is a quotient ofZ
by a holomorphic localC

×
action. We prove thatT is a minitwistor space of an asymptotically hyperbolic

Einstein-Weyl space withS as an asymptotic boundary.

1. Introduction

An Einstein-Weyl manifold (B, c,D) is a conformal manifold (B, c) whose symmetric trace-free part of
the Ricci tensor ofD vanishes (see for example [6]). N. Hitchin ([11]) developedminitwistor theory for 3-
dimensional Einstein-Weyl manifolds and P. Jones and K. Tod([13]) showed that quotients of twistor spaces
of self-dual conformal 4-manifolds by a well-behaving holomorphic actions are minitwistor spaces.

C. LeBrun ([16]) stated a definition of asymptotically hyperbolic Einstein-Weyl spaces and, using similar
techniques as P. Jones and K. Tod, he showed that the quotientof a self-dual conformal 4-manifold by a
well-behavingS1 action is an asymptotically hyperbolic Einstein-Weyl manifold. He also stated a question
if all asymptotically hyperbolic Einstein-Weyl manifolds(in the global sense) are in fact hyperbolic.

The main result of this paper is a construction, which from a real analytic conformal Cartan connection on
a real analytic surfaceS produces a twistor spaceT of an asymptotically hyperbolic Einstein-Weyl manifold
B with S as an asymptotic boundary. We also give a natural construction of a twistor spaceZ of a self-dual
conformal 4-manifoldM such thatB is the quotient ofM by a conformal semi-freeS1 action.

Section 2 contains necessary background. Firstly, we introduce twistor theory for self-dual conformal 4-
manifolds and Einstein-Weyl 3-manifolds. Then we discuss briefly asymptotically hyperbolic Einstein-Weyl
spaces and conformal Cartan connections. Finally we recallproperties of complexifications.

In Section 3 we discuss a motivating example for the construction, namely the quadric inCP3. In Sec-
tion 3, starting from a complexificationΣ of a real-analytic surfaceS with a real-analytic Cartan geometry,
we construct a complex surfaceT containing family of line pairs parametrised by points inΣ. In Section 4,
using the same data, we give a natural construction of a 3-dimensional complex manifoldZ such that there
is a projectionΠ from an open subset ofZ to T.

In Section 5, we prove that the manifoldZ admits a family of projective lines with normal bundleO(1)⊕
O(1). We also show thatZ andT admit compatible real structures and hence conclude thatZ is a twistor
space of a self-dual conformal 4-manifoldM. Next, we show that the projection fromZ to T is given by a
holomorphicC

×

action which induces a semi-freeS1 action onM. We prove that the quotient of some twistor
lines gives minitwistor lines onT and therefore conclude thatT is a minitwistor space of an Einstein-Weyl
manifoldB. Applying a result of LeBrun ([16]), we conclude thatB is asymptotically hyperbolic.

As we use twistor methods for our construction, the results we obtain are local in nature. In particular the
constructed manifolds are not counterexamples for the LeBrun’s conjecture.
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2. Background

Twistor theory. Twistor theory introduced by R. Penrose in 1965 ([18]) provides a correspondence be-
tween various classes of real smooth manifolds (e.g. self-dual conformal 4-manifolds ([1]), Einstein-Weyl
3-manifolds ([11]), surfaces with projective structure [12]) with complex manifolds containing special fam-
ilies of projective lines.

Recall thatO(−1) is the tautological bundle overCPn,O(1) = O(−1)∗ andO(k) = O(1)⊗k. We will use the
following two theorems.

Theorem 1(Penrose [18], Atiyah, Hitchin, Singer [1]). Let Z be a complex3-manifold such that:

(i) There is a family of non-singular holomorphic projective linesCP1 each with normal bundle iso-
morphic toO(1)⊕ O(1),

(ii) Z has a real structure which on lines from the family which areinvariant under this real structure
induces the antipodal map ofCP1.

Then the parameter space of projective lines invariant under the real structure is a self-dual conformal
4-manifold for which Z is the twistor space.

Theorem 2(Hitchin, [11]). Let T be a surface such that:

(i) There is a family of non-singular holomorphic projective linesCP1 each with normal bundle iso-
morphic toO(2),

(ii) T has a real structure which on lines from the family which areinvariant under this real structure
induces the antipodal map ofCP1.

Then the parameter space of projective lines invariant under the real structure is an Einstein–Weyl manifold.

These two twistor-type construction have been connected byP. Jones and K. Tod ([13]). They have shown
that the quotient of any twistor spaceZ by a well-behaving holomorphic action is a minitwistor space T.
Well-behaving holomorphic actions on twistor spaces correspond to conformal actions on the corresponding
self-dual conformal 4 manifolds and the Einstein-Weyl space arising fromT is the quotient of self-dual
conformal 4-manifold arising fromZ by the conformal action.

Asymptotically hyperbolic Einstein-Weyl spaces.Recall that hyperbolic 3-manifolds are Riemannian
3-manifolds of constant sectional curvature equal to−1. They are basic examples of Einstein and thus
Einstein–Weyl manifolds. C. LeBrun in [16] stated the definition which generalises this notion.

Definition 1 ([16]). An Einstein–Weyl3-manifold(B, c,D) is said to be asymptotically hyperbolic if there
exist:

• a connected Riemannian 3-manifold(Y, h̃) with a boundary∂Y,
• a defining function of∂Y, i.e., a function f: Y → R+ ∪ {0} such that f|∂Y = 0 and (d f )|∂Y is

non-vanishing,
• a smooth1-formω on Y vanishing along∂Y,

such that(B, c,D) is isomorphic to(Y− ∂Y) equipped with the Weyl structure given by the conformal class
of [h̃] and the Weyl connection given by( f −2h̃, ω).

Recall that a semi-free action of a groupG is such that the stabiliser of every point is either trivial or the
wholeG. Later we will use the following lemma.

Lemma 1 ([16]). Suppose that(M, g) is a self-dual manifold with an S1 action which has a non-empty sur-
face S of fixed points, is semi-free and does not have isolatedfixed points. Let B be a maximal smooth man-
ifold (without boundary) contained in Y= M/S1 i.e., the smooth point subset of Y. Then the Einstein–Weyl
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structure defined by the Jones–Tod correspondence ([13]) on B is an asymptotically hyperbolic Einstein–
Weyl structure.

In [16] C. LeBrun stated hypothesis that ifY from Definition 1 is compact then the asymptotically hyper-
bolic manifoldB is hyperbolic.

Conformal Cartan connection. Conformal Cartan geometry (like other parabolic geometries; see [7], [8])
can be defined using tractor bundles (see [2], [5]). We will use this approach in the paper.

Definition 2. A conformal Cartan geometry on an n-manifold S is a quadruple(V, 〈, 〉,Λ,D) where:

• V is a rank n+ 2 vector bundle with inner product〈, 〉 over S ,
• Λ ⊂ V is a null line subbundle over S ,
• D is a linear metric connection satisfying the Cartan condition, that isδ := D |Λ modΛ is an

isomorphism from TS⊗ Λ toΛ⊥/Λ.

In the real Riemannian case we require that〈·, ·〉 has signature(n + 1, 1). A complex conformal Cartan
geometry on a complex n-manifold is a quadruple(V, 〈, 〉,Λ,DS) as above, where all objects are holomorphic
and we take〈, 〉 to be bilinear rather than hermitian.

Complexification. A real structureθ on a complex manifoldS is an anti-holomorphic involution, i.e., an
anti-holomorphic mapθ : S→ S such thatθ2 = id. The set of fixed pointsSθ = {x ∈ S : θx = x} is a real
analytic submanifold.

Definition 3. A complexification(Sc, θ) of a real m-dimensional manifold S is a complex manifold Sc of
complex dimension m together with a real structureθ on Sc with the fixed point set(Sc)θ ≃ S .

For any real-analytic manifoldS we can construct a complexificationSc of S using holomorphic exten-
sions of real-analytic coordinates onS. Indeed, as transition functions are given by real-analytic functions,
we can locally holomorphically extend them to obtain a holomorphic atlas and the real structureθ is given by
complex conjugation. ClearlyS ≡ (Sc)θ and we denote (Sc)θ by SR. Conversely, ifSc is a complexification
then by local uniqueness near the submanifoldS, the transition functions ofSc must coincide with holomor-
phic extensions of transition functions fromS. Hence, by local uniqueness of holomorphic extensions, any
two complexifications ofS are isomorphic in some neighbourhood ofSR.

3. Motivating Example

In this section, byCPn we denote the spaceP(Cn+1) and by (CPn)∗ we denote the spaceP((Cn+1)∗). We will
discuss now a motivating example for the construction of thetwistor space of an asymptotically hyperbolic
Einstein–Weyl manifold from a 2-manifold equipped with a conformal Cartan connection.

Firstly, we will discuss some geometric properties of the spaceCP1 × CP1.

Example 1. Let T � (CP1)∗ × (CP1)∗ be a quadric in (CP3)∗. On T we have two families of lines with
normal bundleO calledα-lines andβ-lines.α-lines do not intersect each other,β-lines do not intersect each
other and anyα-line intersects anyβ-line in exactly one point. Moreover, any point inT belongs to exactly
oneα-line and oneβ-line. Thus, we can consider a family of line pairs parametrised by points inT. Now,
note that the projective tangent space toT at a pointt intersectsT in the line pair intersecting at the point
t. Thus, any line pair is determined by the intersection of thetangent space through their intersecting point
with T. Thus, the moduli space of line pairs ofT coincides with the spaceT∗ ⊆ (CP3) of tangent spaces to
T. This is a quadric in (CP3).

The space of deformations of hyperplanes tangent toT is the whole spaceCP3 viewed as the space of all
hyperplanes in (CP3)∗. By the adjunction formula the hyperplanes which are non-tangent toT intersectT in
curves which have normal bundles isomorphic toO(2).
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Remark 1. In the above example we constructedO(2)-curves as ’deformations’ of the line pairs. Note that
as the line pairs are singular, to be able to obtain non-singular deformations we had to consider non-singular
manifolds uniquely determining line pairs. Then we deformed the non-singular manifolds to obtain a non-
singular manifold determining a non-singular twistor line. In the general construction we will have a similar
situation; to be able to construct non-singular twistor lines we will have to construct some non-singular
surfaces determining line pairs.

Now we will interpret the above correspondence using a conformal Cartan geometry on a quadricΣ.
Let Σ = {[z] ∈ CP3 | z0z1 + z2z3 = 0} with the following complex Cartan geometry (V, 〈, 〉,Λ,D) (see

definition 2):

• V = Σ × C4 is a rank 4 trivial vector bundle,
• 〈x, y〉 = x0y1 + x1y0 + x2y3 + x3y2 is an inner product onC4,
• Λ := {([z],w) ∈ V | w = αz for someα ∈ C} is a rank 1 null subbundle ofV,
• D is the standard flat connection on the trivial bundleV.

Note thatΣ is isomorphic toCP1 × CP1 and the isomorphismΥ is given by

Υ : CP1 × CP1 −→ Σ ⊆ CP3

([u0, u1], [v0, v1]) 7→ [z] = [−u0v0, u1v1, u0v1, u1v0]

and the complex Cartan connection (V, 〈, 〉,Λ,D) is a complexification of a (real) Cartan connection on the
real 2-sphereS2.

Observe that for any [z] = Υ([u0, u1], [v0, v1]), the mapΥ defines a pair of lines by

α[z] := Υ([u0, u1], [x, y]) = {[−u0x, u1y, u0y, u1x] ∈ Σ, : [x, y] ∈ CP1},

β[z] := Υ([x, y], [v0, v1]) = {[−xv0, yv1, xv1, yv0] ∈ Σ, : [x, y] ∈ CP1}.

We have that
Λ0

[z] = {a ∈ (C4)∗ : a1(z0) + a0(z1) + a3(z2) + a2(z3) = 0},

whereΛ0 ⊂ V∗ is the annihilator ofΛ. Furthermore, we have that〈α[z] , ·〉 ⊆ P(Λ0
[z]) and〈β[z] , ·〉 ⊆ P(Λ0

[z]).
The induced degenerated inner product onΛ0

[z] defines two null planesU+[z] ⊆ Λ
0 andU−[z] ⊆ Λ

0. They are
given by the equation

0 = 〈a, a〉 = −a0a1 + a2a3,

for a ∈ Λ0
[z] . Note that the null planes satisfyP(U+[z]) = 〈α[z] , ·〉 andP(U−[z]) = 〈β[z] , ·〉.

We define the following fibre bundles overΣ:

• F+ to be a bundle of projective lines defined fibrewise byF+[z] := P(U+[z]),
• F− to be a bundle of projective lines defined fibrewise byF−[z] := P(U−[z])
• F to be a bundle of pairs of projective lines defined fibrewise byF[z] := F+[z] ∪ F−[z] .

As for any [z] ∈ Σ we have thatF[z] ⊆ (CP3)∗, we can consider the spaceT =
⋃

[z] F[z] . Straightforward
calculations show thatT is a quadric in (CP3)∗ dual toΣ.

As a result we have the following diagram

F ⊂ Σ × Σ∗

Σ T

✑
✑

✑✑✰

π ◗
◗
◗◗s

π̃ .

By definition, the fibre ofF over [z] ∈ Σ is a pair of lines dual to the line pair through [z], hence

F = {([z], 〈[a], ·〉) ∈ Σ × Σ∗ : [a] ∈ (α[z] ∪ β[z])}.
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We would like to understand what are fibres ofF overT.
Observe that onΣ we have two families of null curves, namely theα lines and theβ lines. Denote byt+

the distribution of the tangent bundle defining the foliation byα-lines and byt− the distribution defining the
foliation by β-lines. As we will show in Proposition 2, we can horizontallylift α-lines toF+ andβ lines to
F−.

Note thatF+[z] ∩ F−[z] = P(Λ
∗)[z] is a point for any [z] ∈ Σ.

Proposition 1. T is isomorphic to the leaf space of the foliation of F by horizontal lifts of null curves. The
fibres of F over T are pairs of null lines.

Proof. Any horizontal lift of a line pair is uniquely given by the point in which both lines intersectP(Λ∗) �
Σ∗. Chooseb ∈ T. It is given by the horizontal liftbF to F of a line pair (l1, l2) ⊂ Σ such thatb intersect
P(Λ∗) over [z] ∈ Σ andl1 ∩ l2 = [z]. By definition of the horizontal lift, for any [a] ∈ l1 ∪ l2 there exists a
pointb[a] ∈ bF ∈ F. Hence the fibre ofF overb is l1 ∪ l2. �

Remark 2. Note that asT = Σ∗ is a quadric in (CP3)∗, it also admits two families of lines: they are duals to
α andβ-lines fromΣ. Now observe that ˜π(bF) from the above proof is the pair of lines inT which intersect
in b. Those lines are the dual lines tol1 andl2 and hence the fibre ofF over [b] ∈ T is the pair of lines which
are dual to the pair of projective lines intersecting in [b].

Observation 1. We have shown that in the above example the situation is symmetrical: T is dual toΣ and
the fibres ofF overT are duals to fibres ofF overΣ. This symmetry does not exist any more if we proceed
with the construction forU ( Σ. Then the null curves inΣ are pieces of lines but the fibres ofF overΣ
are still pairs of projective lines. As a consequence, we obtain thatT is a subspace of quadric in (CP3)∗

consisting of families of projective lines andU∗ ( T. This changes the situation from local (a manifold
containing pieces of lines) to global (a manifold containing whole projective lines).

Remark 3. In this example we constructedF as a projective subbundle ofP(V∗). This approach was useful
to see the geometry of the situation. However,〈·, ·〉 induces an isomorphism betweenV andV∗ and hence
we have an isomorphism betweenΛ0 ⊂ V∗ andΛ⊥ ⊂ V. Using this, we will simplify the notation in the
general construction and will constructF as a fibre subbundle ofP(V).

4. Construction of a complex surface containing family of line pairs

Let Σ be a complex surface with a complex Cartan connection (V, 〈·, ·〉,Λ,D) (see Section 2) which is a
complexification of a real surfaceS with a Cartan connection.

Null curves and their horizontal lifts. Now define the following objects:

• U+ andU− - the null plane subbundles ofΛ⊥ ⊂ V defined by the degenerate inner product onΛ⊥;
note thatΛ = U+ ∩ U−,
• t+ andt− - the line subbundles of the tangent bundleTΣ such that

δ(Λ ⊗ t+) = U+/Λ and δ(Λ ⊗ t−) = U−/Λ,

whereδ denotes the isomorphism betweenTΣ ⊗ Λ andΛ⊥/Λ in the Cartan condition,
• C+ andC− - families of curves inΣ defined byt+ andt− (by requiring thatt± is a tangent space to

curves fromC± families),
• Σ+ denotes the leaf space ofC+ curves andΣ- the leaf space ofC− curves,
• F+ = P(U+), F− = P(U−) - fibre bundles overΣ.

Proposition 2. The connectionD satisfiesDX(U+) ⊆ U+ for X ∈ t+ andDY(U−) ⊆ U− for Y ∈ t−.
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Proof. Let u ∈ ΓU+ andX ∈ Γt+. As U+ ⊆ Λ⊥ is totally null, for anyσ ∈ ΓΛ we have that

〈DXu, σ〉 = dX〈u, σ〉 − 〈u,DXσ〉 ∈ 〈U
+,U+〉 = 0.

Moreover, differentiating the equation〈u, u〉 = 0 we get that

〈DXu, u〉 = 0,

thus
DXu ∈ (U+)⊥ = U+.

�

Corollary 1. D induces a connection on F+ along curves from C+ and on F− along curves from C−. Hence
we can horizontally lift curves from C+ to F+ and from C− to F−.

We restrictΣ to an open subset on which curves from familiesC+ andC− are simply connected .

Leaf spaces of foliations of horizontal lifts of null curves.

Proposition 3. Locally, the horizontal lifts of curves from C+ and C− to F+ and F− define foliations of the
total spaces of F+ and F− respectively. Locally, the leaf spaces of the foliations are manifolds.

Proof. We will prove the proposition forC+ curves. The proof forC− curves is analogous. Observe that
becauseC+ is a family of integral curves fort+ distribution, we can restrictΣ such that the curves from
C+ do not intersect each other. Horizontal lifts of any curvec+ ∈ C+ are sections ofF+ overc+. Hence
horizontal lifts of two different curves do not intersect. Moreover, from properties ofhorizontal lifts, locally
two different horizontal lifts of ac+ do not intersect each other.

Hence the horizontal lifts ofC+ curves define a foliation ofF+ and thus the leaf space of the foliation is
(locally in Σ) a Hausdorffmanifold. �

Definition 4. Denote by T+ the leaf space of the foliation of F+ by horizontal lifts of curves from C+ and by
T− the leaf space of the foliation of F− by horizontal lifts from C−.

The lifted curves are transversal to the fibres ofF+ andF− respectively. Thus we can further restrictΣ
such that any curve fromT+ (T− respectively) intersects any fibre ofF+ (F− respectively) at most once.
Moreover, through each point of a particular fibre ofF+ (F− respectively) goes exactly one curve fromT+

(T− respectively). Recall also that all curves intersecting a particular fibre ofF+ or F− arise as horizontal lifts
of one curve from theC+ or C− family respectively. As a consequence we obtain the following proposition.

Proposition 4. Any curve c+ ∈ C+ defines a projective line in T+ given by horizontal lifts of c+. Any curve
c− ∈ C− defines a projective line in T− given by horizontal lifts of c−. �

As an immediate consequence of the above proposition we obtain thatT+ andT− are foliated by projective
lines.

Definition 5. For c+ ∈ C+ we denote by l+c+ ⊂ T+ the projective line given by horizontal lifts of c+. For
c− ∈ C− we denote by l−c− ⊂ T− the projective line given by horizontal lifts of c−.

As any z∈ Σ defines exactly one curve c+ from C+ and c− from C− such that z∈ c+ and z∈ c− we set
l+z := l+c+ and l−z := l−c− .

Note thatP(Λ) is a section of bothF+ andF−.

Proposition 5. The elements of T+ and T− which intersectP(Λ) are transversal toP(Λ).
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Proof. From the Cartan condition we have thatD|Λ is an isomorphism betweenTΣ ⊗ Λ andΛ⊥/Λ. Hence
D|Λ is 0 inΛ⊥/Λ only for the zero section and consequently the induced connections onF+ andF− have the
property that non-zero elements ofTΣ⊗ P(Λ) leaveP(Λ). In particular the horizontal lifts of curvesc+ ∈ C+

andc− ∈ C− must be transversal toP(Λ) �

Definition 6. For each z∈ Σ we have that F+z ∩ F−z = P(Λ)z thus we can define a gluing of T+ with T− by
identifying those lifted curves in F+ and F− which intersect atP(Λ)z = F+z ∩ F−z for some z∈ Σ:

T := T+
⊔

∼

T−,

where for t+ ∈ T+ and t− ∈ T− we have t+ ∼ t− if t+ ∩ t− = {P(Λ)z} for some z∈ Σ.

Note that as lifted curves are transversal toP(Λ), by possible further restriction ofΣ we can ensure that
any element ofT+ is glued with at most one element ofT− and vice versa. Hence,T arises as a gluing
of manifoldsT+ andT− on some set. Without loss of generality we can assume that theset is open and
connected.

Remark 4. As for any point ofP(Λ) we have exactly one element ofT+ and one element ofT− which
intersect in it, the open subset on which we glue can be identified withP(Λ) and thus withΣ.

By restrictingΣ to a±-convex region i.e., to a region in which every curve fromC+ intersects every curve
from C− and vice-versa, we get that every projective line fromT+ (defined as in Proposition 4) intersects
every projective line inT− in exactly one point.

Proposition 6. After restrictingΣ as in Remark 4, T is a Hausdorffmanifold.

Proof. The condition that every line fromT+ intersect every line fromT− implies that there are no double
points on the boundary of the gluing region and therefore themanifoldT is Hausdorff. �

Coordinate description of the gluing. Now, we will describe the leaf spaces of foliationsT+ andT− and
the gluing procedure in another way. We will also introduce coordinates onT+ andT−.

Firstly, recall that for any curvec± ∈ C±, horizontal lifts ofc± to F± are sections ofF±|c± . Choose two
intersecting curvesc+0 ∈ C+ andc−0 ∈ C−. As the curves fromC+ andC− are transversal to each other and as
we restrictedΣ to a±-convex region, lifts of curves fromC+ intersectF+|c−0 in exactly one point and lifts of
curves fromC− intersectF−|c+0 in exactly one point. As a consequence we obtain the following proposition.

Proposition 7. With possible restriction ofΣ, the manifolds T+ and T− can be identified with F+|c−0 and
F−|c+0 respectively. �

The gluing ofF+|c−0 with F−|c+0 induced from the gluing ofT+ andT− can be described using the following
coordinates. Letz, z̃ be local coordinates onΣ such that curves fromC+ are given byz = const and those
from C− by z̃ = const. Suppose moreover, thatc+0 is given byz = 0 andc−0 by z̃ = 0. This induces local
coordinates (z,w) nearP(Λ) on F+|c−0 and (z̃, w̃) nearP(Λ) on F−|c+0 in the following way.

• (z= a,w = b) is a point in a neighbourhoodofP(Λ)(z=a,z̃=0) in F+|c−0 which correspond to a horizontal
lift of + curves intersectingP(Λ) over the point (z= a, z̃= b).
• (z̃= ã, w̃ = b̃) is a point in a neighbourhoodofP(Λ)(z=0,z̃=b̃) in F+|c−0 which correspond to a horizontal

lift of − curves intersectingP(Λ) over the point (z= ã, z̃= b̃).

The following proposition is an immediate consequence of the way we constructed the coordinates.

Proposition 8. The gluing F+|c−0 and F−|c−+0 is given by z= w̃, w= z̃. �

Recall that projective lines onT+ or T− are given by horizontal lifts of a fixed±-curves respectively. This
corresponds to fibres ofF+|c−0 andF−|c−+0 respectively. This implies the following corollary.
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Corollary 2. The normal bundle of any projective lines in T defined by horizontal lifts of particular±-curves
is isomorphic toO.

5. Construction of a twistor space of a self-dual conformal 4-manifold

In this section we will show that there is a canonical construction of a 3-dimensional twistor spaceZ from
the Cartan connection onΣ such thatT arises as a canonical quotient ofZ. We will use later the twistor lines
to constructO(2) - curves onT.

Decomposition ofΛ. In this paragraph we will show that the null line subbundleΛ decomposes into a
tensor product of pull backs of line bundles onΣ+ andΣ-.

Lemma 2. The null line bundleΛ decomposes into a tensor product of two line bundles

Λ = Λ+ ⊗Λ−,

such thatΛ+ is trivial along curves from the family C+ andΛ− is trivial along curves from the family C−.

Proof. Using the fact that SL(2,C) × SL(2,C) is a double cover of SO(4,C) we can find bundlesW andŴ
such that∧2W and∧2Ŵ are trivial and

V �W⊗ Ŵ.

We can choose also non-vanishing sectionsǫ of ∧2W andǫ̂ of ∧2Ŵ such thatǫ ⊗ ǫ̂ = 〈·, ·〉. Then we have
that forw1,w2 ∈W andŵ1, ŵ2 ∈ Ŵ

〈w1⊗ ŵ1,w2⊗ ŵ2〉 = ǫ(w1,w2)ǫ̂(ŵ1, ŵ2).

Thus
〈w1⊗ ŵ1,w1⊗ ŵ2〉 = 0 and 〈w1⊗ ŵ1,w2⊗ ŵ1〉 = 0,

and hence bundles of the formw⊗ Ŵ andW⊗ ŵ are null subbundles. Letw1,w2 be a basis forW andŵ1, ŵ2

be a basis for̂W. Thenw1⊗ ŵ1, w1⊗ ŵ2, w2⊗ ŵ1, w2⊗ ŵ2 is a basis ofW⊗ Ŵ and being a null vector implies
that the determinant vanishes. This implies that null vectors are of the formw⊗ ŵ, wherew ∈W andŵ ∈ Ŵ.

As a result, the null subbundleΛ ⊆ V must be of the form

Λ = span{w0⊗ ŵ0},

for somew0 ∈W andŵ0 ∈ Ŵ.
Then

Λ⊥ = w0⊗ Ŵ+W⊗ ŵ0.

In this settingU+ = w0⊗ Ŵ andU− = W⊗ ŵ0 and using the Cartan conditiont+ � w0⊗(Ŵ/〈ŵ0〉) and
t− � (W/〈w0〉)⊗ ŵ0.

As a consequenceΛ+ := 〈w0〉 ⊂ W is constant alongC+ curves andΛ− := 〈ŵ0〉 ⊂ Ŵ is constant along
C− curves, which finishes the proof. �

Construction of halves of a twistor space.

Definition 7. Define

Ũ+ := U+ ⊗(Λ+)∗ ⊗(Λ+)∗ and Ũ− := U− ⊗(Λ-)∗ ⊗(Λ-)∗.

Observe thatΛ- ⊗(Λ+)∗ ⊂ Ũ+ andΛ+ ⊗(Λ-)∗ ⊂ Ũ−.

From Proposition 2 we obtain the following corollary.

Corollary 3. Using the connectionD we can horizontally lift C+ curves toŨ+ and C− curves toŨ−.
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Similarly like for lifts of curves toF, locally inΣ, horizontal lifts ofC+ curves (andC− respectively) do
not intersect and thus define foliations ofŨ+ andŨ−.

Definition 8. Denote by V+ the leaf space of horizontal lifts of C+ curves toŨ+. Denote by V− the leaf
space of horizontal lifts of C− curves toŨ−.

Analogously like for the spacesT+ andT−, we can prove that the spacesV+ andV− are manifolds.
As Ũ+ arises fromU+ by tensoring by a line bundle we get that the projective bundleP(Ũ+) is equal to

P(U+).

Remark 5. We have thatP(Ũ+) = F+ andP(Ũ−) = F−.

Gluing. By applying the Proposition 5, we obtain the following proposition.

Proposition 9. The non-zero curves from V+ and V− are transversal toΛ- ⊗(Λ+)∗ andΛ+ ⊗(Λ-)∗ respec-
tively. �

As a consequence, locally inΣ, the non-zero curves fromV+ (V− respectively) intersectΛ- ⊗(Λ+)∗

(Λ+ ⊗(Λ-)∗ respectively) in at most one point. Hence, through any pointof (Λ- ⊗(Λ+)∗)
×

and (Λ+ ⊗(Λ-)∗)
×

goes exactly one curve fromV+ or V−.
AsΛ+ ⊗(Λ-)∗ = (Λ- ⊗(Λ+)∗)∗, we can define a gluinĝZ of V+ andV− as follows:

Ẑ := V+
⊔

∼

V−,

where forv+ ∈ V+ andv− ∈ V− we havev+ ∼ v− if v+ ∩ (Λ- ⊗(Λ+)∗) = (v− ∩ (Λ+ ⊗(Λ-)∗))∗.
Unfortunately,Ẑ does not need to be Hausdorff. Later we will show how to choose open subsets ofV+

andV− such that the manifoldZ ⊂ Ẑ obtained by the gluing of them is Hausdorff.

Coordinate description. In this paragraph we will discuss how the gluing region ofẐ looks like in more
detail. We will also construct local coordinates on the gluing parts ofV+ andV−.

Firstly observe that, analogously as in Proposition 7, we have another description of manifoldsV+ and
V−.

Proposition 10. After possible restriction ofΣ, the manifold V+ can be identified with̃U+|c−0 and the manifold
V− can be identified with̃U−|c+0 . �

Recall that in Proposition 7 we identifiedT+ with F+|c−0 andT− with F−|c+0 . The gluing regionP(Λ) was
a union of non-empty open subsets of fibres ofF+|c−0 andF−|c+0 respectively.

Definition 9. Denote byW̃+ the gluing region in F+|c−0 and setW̃+z := F+z ∩ W̃+. Denote byW̃− the gluing
region in F−|c+0 and setW̃−z := F−z̃ ∩ W̃−.

Definition 10. For any vector bundleA over a manifold M we can define a bundle∆A on the total space
of the projective bundleP(A) by requiring that(∆A)lx = lx, where lx is a 1-dimensional subspace inAx.
∆A will be called the tautological bundle along the fibres corresponding to a vector bundleA and, after
restriction to any fibre ofP, it is isomorphic to the tautological bundleO(−1).

Observe that the bundles̃U+ andŨ− can be naturally identified with the blow-down of∆Ũ+ and∆Ũ− - the
corresponding tautological bundles along the fibres overF+ andF− respectively.

Definition 11. Denote by W+ ⊂ Ũ+ the image by blow-down of∆Ũ+ |W̃+ . Denote by W− ⊂ Ũ− the image by
blow-down of∆Ũ− |W̃− .

Observation 2. W+ \ 0 is the gluing region ofV+ = Ũ+|c−0 . W− \ 0 is the gluing region ofV− = Ũ−|c+0 .
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Using the properties of blow-down we obtain the following corollary.

Corollary 4. For any z∈ c−0 , z̃ ∈ c+0 we have that W+z and W−z̃ are cones in(Ũ+)z and(Ũ−)z̃ with vertex at0.

Remark 6. By properties of the blow down and of the tautological bundle, ∆Ũ+ |W̃+ \ 0 is isomorphic with
W+ \ 0. As a consequence we have a one-to-one correspondence between points of∆Ũ+ |W̃+ \ 0 and elements
of the gluing part ofV+.

Recall that in Section 4 we constructed coordinates (z,w) and (w̃, z̃) on gluing regionsW̃+ of T+ andW̃−

of T−. Using them, we will now construct local coordinates onW+ andW−.
Let (z, z̃, λ) be coordinates on local trivialisation ofΛ- ⊗(Λ+)∗ such that (z, z̃) are coordinates on the base

Σ andλ is a coordinate in the direction of fibres. Recall that the coordinates (z,w) onW̃+ were induced from
coordinates (z, z̃) onΣ by the intersection point of a curves+ ∈ W̃+ with Λ. We define coordinates (z,w, λ)
on∆Ũ+ |W̃+ \ 0 in the analogous way (using intersection points of the corresponding lifts of curves fromV+

with Λ- ⊗(Λ+)∗).
Analogously choosing coordinates (z, z̃, λ̃) on local trivialisation ofΛ+ ⊗(Λ-)∗ we define coordinates

(w̃, z̃, λ̃) on ∆Ũ− |W̃− . We can require that̃λ is a dual coordinate toλ i.e., that if l ∈ Λ- ⊗(Λ+)∗ is given in
the coordinates (z, z̃, λ) by (a, b, l0) then the pointl∗ ∈ Λ+ ⊗(Λ-)∗ is given in coordinates (z, z̃, λ̃) by (a, b, l−1

0 ).
From the properties of blow-down we obtain the following proposition.

Proposition 11. The local coordinates(z,w, λ) on∆Ũ+ |W̃+ induce coordinates(z, λw, λ) on (W+ \0) ⊂ Ũ+|c−0
such that they extend (byλw = 0) continuously through0 ⊂ Ũ+|c−0 .

The local coordinates(w̃, z̃, λ̃) on∆Ũ− |W̃− induce coordinates(λ̃w̃, z̃, λ̃) on (W− \0) ⊂ Ũ−|c+0 such that they
extend (bỹλw̃ = 0) continuously through0 ⊂ Ũ−|c+0 .

Proof. Recall that in Corollary 4 we showed thatW+ is a cone subbundle of̃U+. W+ is the image of a blow-
down of∆Ũ+ |W̃+ and the blow-down map after restriction to∆Ũ+ |W̃+ \ 0 is an isomorphism onW+ \ 0, thus
the coordinates are well defined. Moreoverλ tends to 0 as we approach the zero section andw is bounded
(at least locally), which completes the proof. �

By construction, we obtain the following coordinate description of the gluing.

Proposition 12. The gluing of W+ \ 0 with W− \ 0 is given by z= w̃, w= z̃ andλ = λ̃−1. �

Hausdorffness. In this paragraph we will show how to choose open subsets ofV+ andV− such that the
manifold obtained after gluing is Hausdorff.

The idea is as follows. We choose a tubular neighbourhoodsB+ of the zero section iñU+|c−0 andB− of
the zero section iñU−|c+0 . We can chooseB+ andB− such that the intersection of the image inŨ−|c+0 by the
gluing of B+ ∩ (W+ \ 0) with B− is empty.

Definition 12. Define Z+ := B+ ∪W+ and Z− := B− ∪W− and

Z := Z+
⊔

∼

Z−,

where for v+ ∈W+ \ 0 and v− ∈W− \ 0 we have v+ ∼ v− iff v+ ∩ (Λ- ⊗(Λ+)∗) = (v− ∩ (Λ+ ⊗(Λ-)∗))∗.

Proposition 13. The space Z defined above is a Hausdorffmanifold.

Proof. ClearlyZ is a manifold as it arises as a gluing of two manifolds on an open set. It remains to show
that Z is Hausdorff. Note that the condition that the intersection of the image in Ũ−|c+0 by the gluing of
B+ ∩ (W+ \ 0) with B− is empty implies thatB+ andB− are open subsets ofZ and that on the boundary of
the gluing region inZ there are no double points which finishes the proof. �
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Corollary 5. The gluing of Z+ and Z− is compatible with the gluing of T+ and T−. Hence, using Remark 5,
we have a projectionΠ from an open subset of Z (the set of points corresponding toŨ+|c−0 \ 0 andŨ−|c+0 \ 0)
to T.

6. Construction of a family of lines with the normal bundle O(2)

Normal bundle to twistor lines.

Definition 13. Let t(a,b) be a projective line in Z which is the gluing of a line in W+ ⊂ Ũ+|c−0 given by
(z,w) = (a, b) with a line in W− ⊂ Ũ−|c+0 given by(w̃, z̃) = (a, b).

Lemma 3. The normal bundle N(a,b) to projective lines t(a,b) decomposes into two line subbundles N(a,b) =

N+(a,b) ⊕ N−(a,b).

Proof. Our aim is to show that the vertical bundle ofŨ+ induces a line subbundleN+(a,b) of N(a,b) and the
vertical bundle ofŨ− induces a line subbundleN−(a,b) of N(a,b).

Firstly, note that at any pointx ∈ Ũ+ ∩ t(a,b) the tangent space tot(a,b) at x is contained in the vertical
bundle ofŨ+|c−0 . As the vertical bundle has rank 2, forx ∈ Ũ+ ∩ t(a,b) it defines a 1-dimensional subspace
(N+(a,b))x of (N(a,b))x. The only point oft(a,b) which is not an element ofW+ is the point lying on the zero
section ofŨ−. Denote it by∞. We will show that the bundle (N+(a,b)) extends over∞ by

(N+(a,b))∞ := T∞∞,

where∞ denotes the zero section ofŨ−|c+0 .
To prove that this really defines a holomorphic line bundle over t(a,b), we have to construct a local holo-

morphic description ofN+(a,b) near∞. Consider a subspaceR(a,b) of V− of those lifted curves that inter-
sectΛ+ ⊗(Λ-)∗ over the curve fromC+ given byz = a. This is a holomorphic submanifold ofV−. As
t(a,b) ∩ Ũ−|c+0 consists of those curves fromV− that intersectΛ+ ⊗(Λ-)∗ over the point (z= a, z̃= b) we have
thatt(a,b) ∩ Ũ−|c+0 ⊂ R(a,b) and we have that

(N+(a,b))x = TxR(a,b)/Txt(a,b),

for x ∈ t(a,b) ∩ Ũ−|c+0 .
Analogously we define a subbundleN−(a,b) as the vertical bundle ofU−p |c+0 and the tangent space to the zero

section inU+p |c−0 . By definition, the bundlesN+(a,b) andN−(a,b) are transversal to each other which completes
the proof of the lemma.

�

Proposition 14. The normal bundle to projective lines t(a,b) isO(1)⊕ O(1).

Proof. We will show thatN+(a,b) � O(1). The proof thatN−(a,b) � O(1) is analogous.
We will now construct family of curves such that tangent vectors to them att = 0 will form sections of

N+.
In theŨ+ part, using the coordinates (z, λw, λ), we define

γλ(t) = (a, λ(b+ t), λ, ),

Those curves glue to curves in theŨ− part given in the coordinates (λ̃w̃, z̃, λ̃) by

γλ̃(t) = (λ̃a, b+ t, λ̃).

A direct calculation of derivatives att = 0 gives d
d tγλ|t=0 = (0, λ, 0) and d

d tγλ̃|t=0 = (0, 1, 0).
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The local coordinates (z, λw, λ) and(̃λw̃, z̃, λ̃) are defined in a neighbourhood oft(a,b) everywhere except
from pointsλ = 0 andλ̃ = 0 hence the family of curves defined above define a holomorphicsection, sayu,
of N+(a,b) for all points oft(a,b) except fromλ = 0 andλ̃ = 0.

For pointsλ̃ = 0, the coordinates in the direction ofN+ (i.e., z̃) are also defined in some neighbourhood
of λ̃ = 0. Hence the formula foru in coordinates is also valid there and henceu extends holomorphically
overλ̃ = 0.

Observe that, as coordinates(z, λw, λ) extend continuously (by zero) through 0(see Proposition 11), the
sectionu tends to zero whenλ tends to 0. By Riemann’s Theorem on Removable Singularities, u extends
holomorphically throughλ = 0 andu(λ = 0) = 0.

Hence we constructed a holomorphic section ofN+(a,b) vanishing at exactly one point. By the Birkhoff—
Grothendieck theorem ([10])N+(a,b) � O(1).

�

Real structure. Recall that the Cartan connection onΣ is a complexification of a Cartan connection onS.
Let θ be a real structure onΣ coming from complexification (see Definition 3). As the Cartan connection
(V, 〈·, ·〉,Λ,D) comes from complexification,θ interchangest+ andt− and thusC+ andC− curves. Moreover,
the real structureθ onV defines also an anti-holomorphic isomorphism betweenF+ andF− which induces an
anti-holomorphic isomorphism betweenT+ andT−. For simplification the anti-holomorphic isomorphisms
defined above will be also denoted byθ.

Remark 7. Recall thatΣR denotes the real submanifold ofΣ coming from the complexification. Then for
anyz ∈ ΣR, the curvess+ ∈ T+ ands− ∈ T− that intersectP(Λ) overzare interchanged byθ.

We can ensure thatT+ andT− are such that the manifoldT admits a real structure canonically induced by
the complexification of the Cartan geometry. The real structure interchanges projective lines fromT+ with
projective lines fromT− and onΣ ⊂ T it gives back the real structureθ from complexification. To simplify
the notation we denote the real structure onT by θ.

Analogously, the real structureθ induces an anti-holomorphic isomorphismθ betweenV+ andV−. We
define an anti-holomorphic isomorphism betweenV+ andV− by

θZ := (− id) ◦ θ,

and we can ensure thatV+ andV− are such thatθZ is a real structure onZ. Observe that forznot in the zero
sectionP(θZ(z)) = θ(P(z)).

In coordinates
θZ(z, λw, λ) = (−λw, z,−λ)

and
θZ(λ̃w̃, z̃, λ̃) = (z̃,−λ̃w̃,−λ̃).

Proposition 15. The real structureθZ induces on t(a,ā) the antipodal map.

Proof. Firstly observe that the real structure interchange the zero in Ũ+|a with the zero inŨ−|a. Any other
point ont(a,ā) can be written using the coordinates (z, λw, λ) as (a, la, l) for somel ∈ C

×

. We have

θZ(a, la, l) = (−la, a,−l),

where (−la, a,−l) is written using the coordinates (λ̃w̃, z̃, λ̃). This corresponds (by gluing) in the coordinates

(z, λw, λ) to a point (a,−l
−1

a,−l
−1

) ∈ t(a,ā) hence the real structure preservest(a,ā). As the equation

l = −l
−1

does not have solutions in the complex numbers, the induced real structure ont(a,ā) is antipodal. �
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Main theorem.

Theorem 3. Z is a twistor space of a self-dual conformal4-manifold.

Proof. We have shown thatZ is a complex 3-manifold with the real structureθZ. Moreover, by Proposition
15, t(a,ā) areθZ-invariant projective lines onZ such that the induced real structure ont(a,ā) is antipodal. In
Proposition 14 we have also shown that normal bundle tot(a,ā) isO(1)⊕O(1) which, by Theorem 1, completes
the proof. �

Minitwistor lines.

Definition 14. Denote by M the self-dual conformal4-manifold such that the twistor space of M is Z.

From Kodaira theorem [15], there exists a 4-dimensional complex manifoldMc which is a local moduli
space of curves (twistor lines) with the normal bundleO(1)⊕ O(1) which comes as deformations of curves
t(a,b).

Remark 8. The fact that the normal bundle to twistor lines is isomorphic toO(1) ⊕ O(1) implies that the
nearby twistor lines intersect each other in at most one point. In particular any nearby twistor lines from the
moduli space intersect anyt(a,b) in at most one point.

Recall thatT is a complex surface defined in Section 4 and that in order to show thatT is a minitwistor
space, we have to prove thatT contains a projective line with normal bundleO(2).

Proposition 16. The projectionΠ (see Corollary 5) from an open subset of Z to T is given by a quotient of
Z by a localC

×

action◦.

Proof. To see this, note that the projection on the gluing part acts by collapsing projective linest(a,b) (given
in each of the gluing parts by a 1-dimensional vector spaces)to a point and on parts where we do not have a
gluing, it acts by projectivisations ofU+p |c−0 and ofŨ−|c+0 . Define a localC

×

action◦ as the action which is the
scalar multiplication in the fibres of̃U+|c−0 and inverse of the scalar multiplication ofŨ+|c−0 . By Proposition
12, the definition of the◦ is compatible with the gluing, thus the localC

×

action◦ on Z is well-defined.
The set of fixed points are the zero sections inZ+ andZ− and the projection can be described as a gluing of
fibrewise projectivisations ofZ+ andZ−. �

Proposition 17. By construction,◦ corresponds to an S1 action on M. The S1 action is semi-free, for some
neighbourhood in M of the points corresponding to twistor lines t(a,b).

Proof. Let l ∈ C
×

andu be any twistor line inZ. As ◦ is invertible,l ◦ u is a projective line inZ and it is
immediate to write an explicit isomorphism between normal bundles tou andl ◦ u. Moreover, if|l| = 1 and
u is a real twistor line, we get thatl ◦ u is a real twistor line.

Note that allt(a,b) are invariant under◦ hence the corresponding points inM are fixed under theS1 action.
If u intersects somet(a,b), then by Remark 8,u∩ t(a,b) = {z} is a singleton. Forznot in the zero sections ofZ+

andZ− we have thatS1 ◦ z� S1. This implies that the orbit ofu is isomorphic toS1. �

Remark 8 implies that there exists a real twistor linet from Mc which is transversal to◦. Thus, the vector
field which is a generator of the action◦ induces a non-vanishing section of the normal bundle oft and thus
the rank 1 trivial subbundleNs(t) of the normal bundleN(t) of t. This can be summarised in the following
corollary.

Corollary 6. There exists a real twistor line t which is transversal to theaction◦. The normal bundle to
such a twistor line admits a trivial line subbundle Ns(t).
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Lemma 4. For any twistor line t which is transversal to the action◦, we have thatΠ(t) is a projective line
in T with the normal bundleO(2). HenceΠ(t) is a minitwistor line. Moreover, if t is a real twistor line, then
Π(t) is a real minitwistor line and the induced real structure onΠ(t) is antipodal.

Proof. The quotient bundle ofN by Ns is the normal bundleN(Π(t)) to the projective lineΠ(t) ⊂ T. From
this, we obtain the following exact sequence:

0 −→ Ns −→ N(t) −→ N(Π(t)) −→ 0.

As a consequence, the degrees of the bundles satisfy:

degNs + degN(Π(t)) = degN(t),

thus degN(Π(t)) = 2 and by the Birkhoff–Grothendieck theorem ([10])

N(Π(t)) � O(2).

By direct application of Proposition 15, we obtain that the real structure onΠ(t) is antipodal.
�

Now we are in position to state the main theorem of the paper.

Theorem 4. T is a minitwistor space of an Einstein–Weyl manifold.

Proof. T is a complex surface with a real structureθ. By Lemma 4,T admits a projective curvet which is
θ-invariant and the induced real structure ont is antipodal. Moreover the normal bundle tot isO(2) thus by
Theorem 2,T is a minitwistor space of an Einstein–Weyl 3-manifold. �

Observation 3. The projective lines with normal bundleO(1) arise as quotients of images inT of (possibly
restricted) fibres of bundlesU+ andU−. The pair of projective lines given by fibresz = a andz̃ = b meet
in the point given byΠ(t(a,b)). As those the twistor lines which (by quotients) give minitwistor lines arise as
deformations oft(a,b) we can view the line pairs as degenerations of the minitwistor lines.

Following the result of LeBrun [16] (see Lemma 1) we obtain the following corollary.

Corollary 7. The Einstein–Weyl manifold obtained from the minitwistor space T is asymptotically hyper-
bolic.

7. Summary

We have shown that there is a natural construction of the minitwistor space of an asymptotically hy-
perbolic Einstein–Weyl manifoldB from a real-analytic surfaceΣ equipped with a real-analytic conformal
Cartan connection. The minitwistor space contains a familyof pairs of projective lines which are defor-
mations of the minitwistor lines and encode the asymptotic end of the Einstein–Weyl manifold. Moreover,
we have shown that there exists a natural construction of a twistor spaceZ of the self-dual conformal 4-
manifold M from Σ such thatS is a submanifold ofM and B arises as quotient ofM by an S1 action.
As a consequence, the asymptotically hyperbolic Einstein–Weyl manifoldB, constructed fromΣ, admits a
distinguished Gauduchon gauge (see [13]).

The constructed twistor space is the result of a special caseof the Generalized Feix–Kaledin construction
of quaternionic manifolds obtained recently by D. Calderbank and the author ([4], compare [9], [14]). In [4]
we construct a family of twistor spaces from whichT arises as quotient and further investigate the obtained
Gauduchon gauges.
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