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CONSTRUCTION OF SYMPLECTIC FLEXIBLE LINKS

JOHAN BJÖRKLUND AND GEORGIOS DIMITROGLOU RIZELL

Abstract. We show that any smooth one-dimensional link in the real projective three-plane is
the fixed-point locus of a smooth symplectic surface in the complex projective three-plane which
is invariant under complex conjugation. The degree of the surface can be taken to be either one
or two, depending on the homology class of the link. In other words, there are no obstructions
to finding a symplectic representative of a flexible link beyond the classical topology.
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1. Introduction and results

A smooth link L ⊂ RP 3 ⊂ CP 3 is called real algebraic if it is the real locus of a closed real smooth
algebraic curve Σ ⊂ CP 3, i.e. an embedded algebraic surface that is invariant under complex
conjugation I : CP 3 → CP 3, or equivalently a curve cut out by two real polynomials. For any
submanifold Σ ⊂ CPn which is invariant under complex conjugation I, we write ΣR = Σ∩RP 3 = L

for its fixed-point locus. Recall that I is an anti-symplectic involution for the standard Fubini–
Study symplectic form ωFS , I

∗ωFS = −ωFS , and that the fixed-point locus of I is precisely RP 3.
An I-invariant surface Σ ⊂ CP 3 is said to be of Type-I if Σ\ΣR is disconnected, and is otherwise
said to be of Type-II.

Real algebraic knots up to degree six were classified in [4]. They are naturally very rigid objects.
For instance, it is easy to show that the isotopy class of ΣR is unique when Σ is of degree one
or two, even up to isotopy through algebraic curves. On the contrary, dropping the condition of
algebraicity of Σ and only requiring the surface to be orientable, I-invariant, and compatible with
the complex orientation, one obtains a much more flexible type of object that was studied by the
first author in [5]. Such a link in RP 3 is called a flexible link and, as the name suggests, flexible
links are determined by classical topological invariants and the knot type up to flexible isotopy;
see the aforementioned work.

Compared to the real algebraic case, there is a big difference in the flexible case; namely, in this
case the real locus does not determine the I-invariant surface, not even its topology. For this
reason we also include the choice of the I-invariant surface itself as a part of the definition of a
flexible link. In this note we are concerned with the following more restrictive subclass:

The author is supported by the Knut and Alice Wallenberg Foundation through the grants KAW 2021.0191 and
KAW 2023.0294.
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Definition 1.1. A flexible-symplectic link is an embedded symplectic I-invariant surface Σ ⊂
(CP 3, ωFS). We denote its fixed-point set by RΣ = Σ ∩ RP 3, which is a smooth link.

The reason why we again call this object “flexible” is that the existence of an extension of a link
L ⊂ RP 3 to an I-invariant symplectic surface only is governed by classical topology. Establishing
this fact is the main goal of our paper. Before stating the result, we point out the obvious fact
that any closed symplectic surface Σ ⊂ CP 3 must have a positive degree d > 0, i.e. must be
homologous to [Σ] = d[CP 1] ∈ Z[CP 1] = H2(CP

3) with d > 0.

Theorem 1.2. Any smooth link L ⊂ RP 3 can be realised as a the real-part L = ΣR of a con-
nected flexible-symplectic link of degree d ∈ {1, 2} of the same parity as [L] = H1(RP

3) = Z2.
Furthermore, the surface Σ\L can be either of Type I or II; in the first case the genus can assume
any value g = dimH0(L) − 1 + 2k with k ≥ 0, while in the second case it can assume any value
g = dimH0(L)− 1 + k with k ≥ 0.

We plan to study the classification question in future work, i.e. the set of flexible-symplectic links
up to the relation of isotopy through links of the same type.

Remark 1.3. Recall that any I-invariant surface Σ ⊂ CP 3 that intersects RP 3 cleanly must have
a degree of the same parity as that of the corresponding class in [Σ ∩ RP 3] ∈ H1(RP

3) = Z2.
Namely, the divisor CP 2

∞ ⊂ CP 3 is fixed set-wise by I with fixed-point locus RP 2
∞ ⊂ RP 3, and

the degree of a curve in CP 3 and RP 3 are given by the intersection number with CP 2
∞ and RP 2

∞,
respectively.

2. Background on symplectic and contact geometry

2.1. Symplectic manifolds. A symplectic manifold is a pair (X2n, ω) consisting of a smooth
even-dimensional manifold X2n together with a closed non-degenerate two-form ω ∈ Ω2(X), i.e. a
symplectic two-form.

Example 2.1. Here we are mainly interested in the complex projective space (CPn, ωFS) equipped
with the Fubini–Study Kähler form ωFS ∈ Ω(1,1)(CPn). Here the symplecic manifold has an in-
tegrable complex structure J ∈ End(TCPn), J2 = −Id, and the the symplectic form is a Kähler
form which in local affine coordinates can be written as

ωFS =
i

2
∂∂ log

(

1 + |z|2
)

= −
1

4
ddc log

(

1 + |z|2
)

, dcf := (df) ◦ J,

i.e. it has a the locally defined Kähler potential log
(

1 + |z|2
)

in each standard affine coordinate

patch. Note that the area of a line CP 1 ⊂ CPn is equal to
∫

CP 1 ωFS = π with our conventions.

A symplectomorphism is a diffeomorphism between symplectic manifolds that preserves the
symplectic forms. A smooth isotopy φt through symplectomorphisms is a Hamiltonian isotopy

if ιφ̇tω = −dHt for some smooth function Ht : X → R which is uniquely defined up to the addition
of a locally constant function. The time-one map of a Hamiltonian isotopy is called aHamiltonian

diffeomorphism.

Example 2.2. The group of Kähler isometries of (CPn, ωFS) is equal to the projective unitary
group PU(n+ 1), which acts linearly on the homogeneous coordinates Cn+1 \ {0} by elements in
U(n + 1). Since these groups are connected and CPn is simply connected, the elements of these
groups consist of Hamiltonian diffeomorphisms.
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A submanifold ι : Y →֒ (X,ω) is said to be symplectic if the two-form ι∗ω is symplectic. A
standard fact about isotopies of symplectic submanifolds that will be crucial for us is the “Hamil-
tonian Thom Isotopy Lemma”, which is a folklore result that was given a thorough proof by
Antonini–Cavalletti–Lerario in [2]:

Theorem 2.3 (The Hamitonian Thom Isotopy Lemma; see e.g. [2]). A smooth isotopy ιt : (Y, ι
∗
tω) →֒

(X,ω) of symplectic embeddings which is fixed outside of a compact subset of the domain can be
generated by a compactly supported Hamiltonian isotopy, in the sense that ιt(Y ) = φt ◦ ι0(Y ) holds
for some compactly supported Hamiltonian isotopy φt of (X,ω).

Remark 2.4. The proof in [2] is for isotopies of compact symplectic submanifolds of compact sym-
plectic manifolds. However, the proof immediately works also for compactly supported isotopies of
properly embedded symplectic manifolds. The latter version of the result translates to the version
that we stated above.

Recall that a submanifold L ⊂ (X2n, ω) is said to be isotropic if ω pulls back to zero on L.
This implies that L is at most half-dimensional. If the dimension, moreover, is equal to half
i.e. dimL = n, then we say that L is Lagrangian.

Example 2.5. The one-form dc log (1 + |z|2) vanishes along the real part RPn ⊂ CPn in each
standard affine coordinate patch. In other words, RPn ⊂ (CPn, ωFS) is a Lagrangian submanifold.

When I is an anti-symplectic involution of (X,ω), i.e. I∗ω = −ω, it follows that the fixed-point
set of I is a Lagrangian submanifold.

Example 2.6. The pull-back of the Fubini–Study form under complex conjugation is equal to

I∗
i

2
∂∂ log

(

1 + |z|2
)

=
i

2
∂∂ log

(

1 + |z|2
)

= −ωFS ,

since the operators ∂ and ∂ anti-commute. In other words, I is an anti-symplectic involution.
Since RPn is the set of fixed-points of this involution, this also implies that RPn is Lagrangian.

2.2. Contact manifolds. Contact geometry can be expressed in terms of conical symplectic
geometry. More precisely, a contact manifold is a pair (Y 2n+1, ξ) that consists of an odd-
dimensional manifold together with a maximally non-degenerate field of tangent hyperplanes ξ ⊂
TY . We will be interested in the case when ξ = kerα for some auxiliary contact one-form α ∈
Ω1(Y ). The contact condition can be expressed as the condition that the conical manifold

(Rτ × Y, d(eτα))

is symplectic.

A knot in a contact manifold T ⊂ (Y, ξ) is said to be transverse if it is transverse to ξ. This
condition can be equivalently formulated as the condition that

R× T ⊂ (Rτ × Y, d(eτα))

is a symplectic cone. An oriented knot is said to be positively transverse if α is positive on its
oriented tangent line. The high-dimensional analogue of a transverse submanifold is a submanifold
T ⊂ (Y, α) onto which α restricts to a contact form. In particular, the h-principle for iso-contact
embeddings of high codimension implies that

Proposition 2.7 ([7]). Two positively transverse links in a 2n− 1-dimensional contact manifold
with n ≥ 3, say Li ⊂ (Y 2n−1, α) for i = 0, 1, are isotopic through transverse knots if and only if
they are homotopic.
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Furthermore, when Li := Ti ⊔ IY (Ti), i = 0, 1,, for some contact involution

IY : (Y 2n−1, α) → (Y 2n−1,−α),

and if T0 and T1 are homotopic, then there exists a transverse isotopy from L0 to L1 through
IY -invariant links.

Proof. The first part is a direct application of the h-principle for iso-contact immersions [7, 24.1.2].

To construct the IY -equivariant transverse isotopy we argue as follows. First use the aforemen-
tioned h-principle to create a transverse isotopy Tt from T0 to T1. It is then enough to perturb
this isotopy to one which is in general position, to ensure that Tt ⊔ IY (Tt) remains embedded for
all t. �

An n− 1-dimensional submanifold Λ ⊂ (Y, ξ) of a 2n− 1-dimensional contact manifold is Legen-
drian if it is tangent to the contact distribution ξ (this is the maximal possible dimension since
ξ is maximally non-integrable by definition of the contact condition). Equivalently, this can be
formulated as the condition that

R× Λ ⊂ (Rτ × Y, d(eτα))

is a Lagrangian cone.

2.3. Cotangent bundles. Any cotangent bundle T ∗M has the tautological symplectic struc-

ture defined by the exact two-form dθM . Here θM ∈ Ω1(T ∗M) is the tautological one-form,
which has the following local expression. Given local coordinates (qi, pi) on T ∗M , where qi are
any local coordinates on M and the pi are the coordinates induced by qi as the coefficients of the
locally defined one-forms pi dq

i ∈ T ∗M , in other words pi are locally defined conjugate momentum
coordinates, we can write θM =

∑

i pi dqi. The cotangent fibres T ∗
pM as well as the zero-section

0M ⊂ T ∗M are Lagrangian with respect to the tautological symplectic structure. Furthermore,
any diffeomorphism φ of M lifts to a symplectic bundle-morphism of (T ∗M,dθM ) through the
pull-back (φ−1)∗ of the inverse. In fact, (φ−1)∗θM = θM , i.e. the diffeomorphisms act on T ∗M

while preserving the tautological one-form.

Any cotangent bundle (T ∗M,dθM ) has a canonical anti-symplectic involution I0 given by fibre-wise
multiplication by −1.

Given a compact fibre-wise star-shaped subset U ⊂ T ∗M , e.g. the radius-r co-disc bundle D∗
g,rM

for some Riemannian metric g on M , its boundary Y = ∂U ⊂ T ∗M is a contact manifold with
contact form α := θM |TY . Furthermore, the symplectisation of (Y, α) has a natural embedding in
T ∗M via

(Rτ × Y, eτα)
∼=
−→ (T ∗M \ 0M , θM )

(τ, y) 7→ eτ · y,

which preserves the primitives of the symplectic forms.

In the case when the star-shape subset U moreover is invariant under the anti-symplectic involution
I, it follows that I0 is induced by a co-orientation reversing contactomorphism

IY : (Y, kerα) → (Y, kerα)

that satisfies I∗Y α = −α, extended to T ∗M \ 0M ∼= Rτ × Y by IdR on the Rτ -factor.

2.4. Isotropic, Lagrangian, and symplectic cobordisms. It will be necessary to consider
also cobordisms in

(Rτ × Y, d(etα))

beyond simply trivial cones over submanifolds in Y . We say that a properly embedded submanifold
C of the symplectisation has conical ends if it coincides with

(−∞,−1]×K− ⊔ [1,+∞)×K+ ⊂ (Rτ × Y, d(etα))



SYMPLECTIC FLEXIBLE LINKS 5

outside of a compact subset. I this case we say that C is a cobordism from K− ⊂ Y to K+ ⊂
Y .

A cobordism C0 from K− to K, and a cobordism C1 from K to K+ can be concatenated in a
manner to form a cobordism from K− to K+. This is done by first translating C0 (resp. C1)
sufficiently far in the negative (resp. positive) Rτ -direction, so that its positive (resp. negative)
end contains the level {τ = 0}. After this has been done, we can form the concatenation in the
following way:

Definition 2.8. After a translation as above, the union

C0 ⊙ C1 := C0 ∩ {τ ≤ 0} ∪ C1 ∩ {τ ≥ 0}

is a cobordism from K− to K+ which is called the concatenation of C0 and C1.

We recall the classical Weinstein’s Lagrangian neighbourhood theorem as well as a mild generali-
sation to the equivariant setting in the presence of an anti-symplectic involution.

Theorem 2.9 (Weinstein’s Lagrangian Neighbourhood Theorem [13]). Any proper Lagrangian
embedding ϕ : L →֒ (X,ω) can be extended to a symplectic embedding

Φ: (D∗L, d(p, dq)) →֒ (X,ω), Φ|0L = φ,

where D∗L is the unit cotangent bundle for some choie of Riemannian metric on L.

In addition,

(1) If ϕ : L →֒ (R × Y, d(eτα)) is of the form (τ, φY (y)) in some locally defined coordinates
[a, b]τ×Λy →֒ L (where we allow {a, b} ∈ R⊔{+∞}), then the induced symplectomorphism
Φ: D∗(I × Λ) → R× Y can be assumed to satisfy

Φ ◦ (et · (φ−t
∂τ
)∗) = φt

∂τ
◦ Φ,

i.e. the vector field ∂τ on the symplectisation corresponds to the corresponding translation
and fibre-wise rescaling of T ∗L;

(2) If I : (X,ω) → (X,−ω) is an anti-symplectic involution that fixes L set-wise, but which
is fixed-point free on L, then Φ can be assumed to satisfy the property that Φ−1 ◦ I ◦ Φ
coincides with the anti-symplectic involution I0 ◦ (I|L)∗ : D∗L → D∗L.

(3) When the conditions in (1) and (2) hold simultaneously, and moreover I(τ, y) = (τ, IY (y))
is satisfied (i.e. the anti-symplectic involution is induced by a contactomorphism of (Y, kerα)
that satisfies I∗Y α = −α), then we may assume that the conclusion of (2) holds everywhere,
simultaneously as the conclusion of (1) in the subset where the the cobordism is cylindrical.

Proof. The case without the additional assumptions is due to Weinstein [13].

(1): Since a conical Lagrangian cobordism is a cone over a Legendrian, this can be seen to follow
from the strict standard Legendrian neighbourhood theorem [12, Theorem 6.2.2] by which any
Legendrian Λ ⊂ (Y, α) has a neighbourhood which admits a contact-form preserving identification
with a neighbourhood of the zero-section in (J1Λ = T ∗Λ×Rz, dz+ θΛ). In the cylindrical subset,
one can use the fact that the cone over such a standard neighbourhood in the symplectisation is
symplectomorphic to a neighbourhood of the zero-section R× Λ ⊂ T ∗(R× Λ).

(2): Since I is assumed to be without fixed-points near L, the second part can be readily proven
by the same method as the standard version of Weinstein’s Lagrangian neighbourhood theorem,
but after making all choices I-invariant. The details are left to the reader.

(3): This follows from a combination of the techniques in the proofs of (1) and (2). �
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Here we are mainly interested in cobordisms that are symplectic surfaces, in which case the ends
are cones over transverse knots. However, to produce these symplectic cobordisms, we need to go
pass via constructions of Lagrangian cobordisms, in which case the ends are cones over Legendrian
submanifolds.

An isotopy Tt ⊂ (Y, ξ) of transverse knots yields a symplectic version of the trace cobordism
in the following way. We may assume that the isotopy Tt is constantly equal to T± whenever
±t ≥ 1.

Lemma 2.10. The symplectic trace cobordism from T− to T+ given by

T{Tt} = {(τ, y); y ∈ Tvτ} ⊂ (R× Y, d(eτα))

is symplectic if the speed v > 0 is taken to be sufficiently small. Furthermore,

• When Y = U∗M and Tt are I0-invariant, the trace cobordism is I0-invariant as well; and

• The trace cobordism depends smoothly on the isotopy Tt.

2.5. Symplectic push-offs of Lagrangian cobordisms. A two-dimensional Lagrangian cobor-
dism can be pushed-off by a C∞-small deformation to a symplectic cobordism between transverse
knots. This was shown e.g. in [6, Lemma 4.1], and we recall the proof here. For completeness we
give a completely general version of the construction that can be applied in any dimension.

Proposition 2.11. Let φ : L →֒ (Rτ × Y, d(eτα)) be an even-dimensional Lagrangian cobordism
from the Legendrian Λ− to Λ+. Assume that Λ± admit contact forms α± ∈ Ω1(Λ±) for which the
induced one-forms eτ ◦φ ·α± extend to a globally defined primitive η ∈ Ω1(L) of a symplectic form
dη. Then, there exists a smooth family of cobordisms

φt : L →֒ R× Y, φ0 = φ, φ∗
t e

τα = tη,

with cylindrical ends, for all t ∈ [0, ǫ) where ǫ > 0 is small. In particular, ιt(L) are symplectic for
t > 0.

Moreover, if I(τ, y) = (τ, IY (y)) is an Rτ -invariant anti-symplectic involution of (R × Y, d(eτα))
that fixes L set-wise, has no fixed points on L, and satisfies (I|L)∗η = −η, then ιt can all be
assumed to be I-invariant.

Remark 2.12. The one-form η ∈ Ω1(L) makes (L, η) into a complete Liouville cobordism. In
particular, L must be even dimensional and have non-empty convex conical end Λ+ 6= ∅.

Proof. We choose a standard Weinstein neighbourhood

Φ: D∗L →֒ (R× Y, d(eτα))

extending the Lagrangian embedding φ : L →֒ R × Y as in Theorem 2.9 that is compatible with
the symplectic involution. The cobordism is then simply given by the image of the section of tη
in the cotangent bundle D∗L.

Moreover, when L is invariant under the anti-symplectic involution I, the sections tη are invariant
under the corresponding anti-symplectic involution I0 ◦ (I|L)∗ on the cotangent bundle. �

3. Conical submanifolds of cotangent bundles

For constructing and deforming I-invariant submanifolds, it will be useful to first introduce the
notion of a conical submanifold of a cotangent bundle.
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Definition 3.1. Consider an immersion B # M and a sub-bundle E → B of the pull-back
bundle γ∗(T ∗M) → B. The natural immersion E # T ∗M that lifts B # M is said to be a
conical immersion, and we denote its image by CE ⊂ T ∗M . If an immersion coincides with a
conical immersion near 0M , it is said to be conical near 0M .

Note that conical submanifolds and immersions are invariant under I0.

Example 3.2. For any submanifold B ⊂ M = 0M there are two natural conical extensions to
T ∗M with very different properties:

(1) For the conormal bundle ofB ⊂ M , i.e. the bundle of cotangent vectors that annihilate TB,
the corresponding conical submanifold in T ∗M is Lagrangian. This conical submanifold
is called the conormal bundle of B.

(2) There is a canonical bundle-isomorphism of T ∗M → M and the vertical sub-bundle

V := ker
(

T (T ∗M)|0M
Tπ
−−→ TM

)

∼= T ∗M

as vector bundles over M = 0M ⊂ T ∗M . For any compatible almost complex structure
J that interchanges the two sub-bundles V, T 0M ⊂ T (T ∗M) we get a symplectic conical
submanifold given by the sub-bundle J(TB) ⊂ T ∗M along B ⊂ 0M , i.e. an embedding
of the cotangent bundle T ∗B ⊂ T ∗M of B. This conical submanifold will be called the
cotangent extension of B.

The construction also works for immersions B →֒ M , in which case it produces conical Lagrangian
or symplectic immersions.

In order to better understand the conical submanifolds near 0M ⊂ T ∗M , it is often useful to
pass to the symplectisation. Clearly a conical immersion is Rτ -invariant inside the coordinates
Rτ × Y ∼= T ∗M \ 0M , from which we conclude that

Lemma 3.3. Conical symplectic and Lagrangian immersions correspond to cones over submani-
folds in the unit cotangent bundle that are transverse and Legendrian, respectively.

3.1. Deformation of conical symplectic surfaces. For simplicity we here restrict our attention
to two-dimensional conical symplectic submanifolds, which is the only case that we will need
here. Naturally, many of these results have generalisations to conical submanifolds of higher
dimension.

Lemma 3.4. Let Σ ⊂ T ∗M be an I0-invariant symplectic embedding of a surface that intersects
0M cleanly in a link L = Σ ∩ 0M . Then Σ is Hamiltonian isotopic through surfaces that all are

• I0-invariant, and

• intersect 0M in L,

to a surface that is cylindrical near 0M . The Hamiltonian isotopy can, moreover, be assumed to
be supported in an arbitrarily small compact subset of 0M .

Proof. Consider the cylindrical embedding Σ0 ⊂ T ∗M of L × R that is tangent to Σ along L.
Hence, Σ0 is I0-invariant and symplectic. Since C1-small deformations of symplectic surfaces
remain symplectic, it is simply a matter of deforming Σ in a sufficiently small neighbourhood of
L in order to make it coincide with Σ0 there. We can finally invoke Theorem 2.3 to produce the
sought Hamiltonian isotopy. �
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Lemma 3.5. Let Σi ⊂ T ∗M , i = 0, 1, be two symplectic embeddings of a surface that both are
conical near 0M and intersects 0M cleanly in the same link L = Σ ∩ 0M . Then Σ0 can be made
to agree with Σ1 near 0M by a Hamiltonian isotopy Σt = φt(Σ0) of symplectic surfaces that has
support in an arbitrarily small neighbourhood of 0M . Furthermore, we can assume that Σt all
symplectic surfaces that intersect 0M in the same link L, and which all are conical near 0M .

Proof. Let Ei → L, i = 0, 1, be the sub-bundle of T ∗M |L → L that corresponds to the conical
symplectic submanifold that agrees with Σi near 0M . The symplectic condition implies that Ei

are complements of the conormal bundle. Since any two such complementary bundles can be
deformed through sub-bundles that are complementary to the conormal bundle, we get a smooth
family of conical symplectic surfaces CEt,L that connects CE0,L and CE1,L.

The isotopy CEt,L of conical symplectic surfaces corresponds to an isotopy of I0-invariant transverse
knots Tt ⊂ U∗M ; see Lemma 3.3. Using Lemma 2.10, we produce a one-parameter family of conical
I0-invariant symplectic trace-cobordisms Tt ⊂ R×U∗M from T0 to Tt, with a smooth dependence
on t ∈ [0, 1]. Furthermore T0 = R× T0.

For the induced family of concatenations of Tt and CEt,B (see Definition 2.8), we obtain a smooth
isotopy of symplectic surfaces that coincides with CEt,B near 0M . The isotopy can moreover
be assumed to be supported in an arbitrarily small neighbourhood of 0M . Finally, the sought
Hamiltonian isotopy is produced by invoking Theorem 2.3. �

3.2. Construction of two-dimensional symplectic cobordisms. The surfaces provided by
Theorem 1.2 will be constructed by concatenations of standard pieces; see Definition 2.8. In this
subsection we construct the needed standard pieces.

More precisely, we are interested in constructing two-dimensional symplectic cobordisms. This will
be done by relying on constructions on exact two-dimensional Lagrangian cobordisms, which can
be turned into symplectic surfaces through the push-off construction in Proposition 2.11.

However, two-dimensional Lagrangian cobordisms live inside an ambient four-dimensional sym-
plectic manifold. Since we want to construct two-dimensional symplectic cobordisms inside six-
dimensional symplectic manifolds, the surfaces that we construct inside a four-dimensional sym-
plectic manifold will be embedded into six-dimensions via the stabilisation

(Rτ × Y 3 × {0}, d(eτα)) →֒ (Rτ × Y 3 ×B2n, d(eτ (α+ x dy))

which is the symplectisation of the contact product (Y, α)× (B2n, x dy), where x dy =
∑n

i=0 xi dyi
is a primitive of the standard linear symplectic form.

When we also are considering an anti-symplectic involution, we will assume that it is induced by
a contact-involution

IY × ICn : (Y ×B2n, α+ y dx) → (Y ×B2n,−α− y dx),

which fixes each factor, and which is given by complex conjugation in the second factor.

Before we start with the constructions we will recall the following useful identification. Consider
the standard contact form on the jet-space J1Sk−1 = T ∗Sk−1 × Rz which is given by α0 = dz −
θSk−1 , where θSk−1 ∈ Ω1(T ∗Sk−1) is the tautological one-form. There is a contact involution

IJ1Sk−1 : (J1Sk−1, dz − θSk−1) → (J1Sk−1,−(dz − θSk−1)),

(y, z) 7→ (IT
∗Sk−1

0 ◦A∗(y),−z),

where A : Sk−1 → Sk−1 is the antipodal map, and

IT
∗Sk−1

0 ◦A∗ : (T ∗Sk−1, θSk−1) → (T ∗Sk−1,−θSk−1)

is the anti-symplectic involution obtained by composing the symplectomorphism induced by the
antipodal map with fibre-wise multiplication by −1.
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Lemma 3.6 (Arnold’s hodograph transformation [3]). Consider the unit cotangent bundle with the
contact form induced by the flat metric (U∗Rn, α0). For any linear subspace V k ⊂ T0R

n = Rn,
the isotropic k − 1-sphere V ∩ U∗

0R
n has a neighbourhood that is strict contactomorphic to a

neighbourhood of j10× {0} inside

(J1Sk−1 × T ∗
R

n−k, dz − θSk−1 + θRn−k)

under which

• the neighbourhood intersected with U∗
0R

n is mapped into the zero-section j10× 0Rn−k ; and

• the contact-involution on U∗Rn corresponds to IJ1Sk−1 × IT∗Rn−k , where IT∗Rn−k = I0 ◦
(−IdRn−k)∗ (i.e. multiplication by −1 in the base R

n−k).

Proof. Arnold’s hodograph transformation takes care of the case n = k. The remaining case can
be seen as follows.

The sphere V k ∩Sn−1 ⊂ Sn−1 has a neighbourhood U ⊂ Sn−1 that is diffeomorphic to the trivial
bundle Sk−1×Rn−k → Sk−1. Furthermore, under this identification, V k ∩Sn−1 is identified with
the zero-section, while the antipodal map of Sn−1 becomes the antipodal map on the base Sk−1

together with multiplication by −1 in the fibres Rn−k.

Finally, note that there is a canonical identification

(J1U, dz − θU ) ∼= (J1Sk−1 × T ∗
R

2(n−k), dz − θSk−1 + θRn−k)

that preserves the contact forms, and under which the involution takes the sought expression. �

Next, we give the recipes for constructing the needed two-dimensional I0-invariant symplectic
cobordisms inside R× U∗M ∼= T ∗M \ 0M .

3.2.1. Fillings of transverse knots by genus-g surfaces. Consider the standard Legendrian (p, q)
torus link Λ(p,q) ⊂ (R3, dz− y dx) inside the standard contact vector space. There is a Lagrangian

cobordism inside R×R3 from ∅ to Λp,q which is of genus 1
2 (p− 1)(q − 1); see e.g. [9]. Since every

contact manifold is locally contactomorphic to the contact vector space, we can easily construct
symplectic cobordisms of any genus from ∅ to the unique null-homotopic transverse knot in any
contact manifold of dimension at least five. (Recall Proposition 2.7 by which there is a unique
null-homotopic transverse knot in connected high-dimensional contact manifolds.)

Since the aforementioned cobordism can be constructed inside the symplectisation of any arbi-
trarily small neighbourhood of a contact manifold, it is easy to construct an I0-invariant such
cobordism consisting of two disjoint genus-g surfaces.

3.2.2. Connected I0-invariant filling without fixed points. Here we construct a connected I0-invariant
filling without fixed points. First, consider the two-copy link

j1(1) ⊔ j1(−1) ⊂ (J1S1, dz − θS1) = (S1 × Rp × Rz , dz − p dθ),

which is invariant under the contact-involution IJ1S1(θ, p, z) = (θ + π,−p,−z). This Legendrian
has a connected Lagrangian IJ1S1-invariant filling in Rτ × J1Sn given by

{(γ1(t), j
1γ2(t)) ∈ Rτ × J1Sn}

for some smooth curve (γ1, γ2)(t) ∈ R2 which satisfies

• γ1(t) = γ1(−t);

• γ′′
1 (t) ≥ 0; and

• γ1(t) = |t| for t ≫ 0,

while

• γ2(t) = −γ2(t);
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• γ′
2(t) ≥ 0; and

• γ2(±t) = ±1 for t ≫ 0.

3.2.3. Connected sum of Type-I. One can perform a Legendrian ambient connected sum operation
on two disjoint Legendrians Λ0 ⊔ Λ1 ⊂ (Y, α) as described in work [8] by the second author.
Furthermore, there is a Lagrangian standard one-handle attachment cobordism from the union
Λ0 ⊔ Λ1 to the result Λ3 of the connected sum.

In the case when Λ0 ⊔ Λ1 ∩ IY (Λ0 ⊔ Λ1) = ∅, we can use a sufficiently thin Lagrangian handle-
attachment cobordism to ensure that the also the cobordism is disjoint from its image under the
anti-symplectic involution I0.

3.2.4. Connected sum of Type-II. Assume that we are given a connected Lagrangian filling in
R × Y of a Legendrian Λ0 ⊂ Y , such that the filling is I0-invariant without fixed points. The
cylinder constructed in Subsection 3.2.2 is an example of such a Lagrangian cobordism.

If Λ1 is a second I0-invariant Legendrian without fixed points, then we can perform an ambi-
ent Legendrian surgery on Λ0 ⊔ Λ1 to connect the two Legendrians. The ambient Legendrian
surgery can be performed in an IY -invariant manner; again, making the handle-attachment cobor-
dism sufficiently thin, we can ensure that the resulting cobordism is embedded and without fixed
points.

The resulting I0-invariant cobordism consists of two standard Lagrangian one-handle attachments
that are interchanged by I0.

4. Conical surfaces in the complex projective space

For constructing I-invariant symplectic submanifolds of CPn it is useful to symplectically identify a
neighbourhood of the fixed-point locus RPn ⊂ CPn of I with a neighbourhood of 0RPn ⊂ T ∗RPn.
There are many such identification, e.g. by Weinstein’s neighbourhood theorem. We will follow a
path similar to the one by Adaloglou [1], in order to obtain an identification of a neighbourhood
as large as possible.

The standard projective plane RPn ⊂ CPn is contained inside the complement

RPn ⊂ CPn \Qn−1

of the standard smooth quadric

Qn−1 = {[Z0 : Z1 : . . . : Zn]; Z
2
0 + Z2

1 + . . .+ Z2
n = 0}.

Note that the involution I fixes Qn−1 as a subset, and thus descends to a fixed-point free anti-
symplectic involution on Qn−1.

Note that RPn has isometry group PO(n + 1) that admits a natural embedding PO(n + 1) ⊂
PU(n + 1) as a subgroup that commutes with I. This subgroup acts linearly by O(n + 1) on
the homogeneous coordinates Cn+1 \ {0}. The group PO(n + 1) of real isometries also fixes the
quadric Qn−1.

4.1. The symplectic structure on the complement of a smooth quadric. A folklore result
states that the complement of a smooth quadric Qn ⊂ CPn is symplectomorphic to a fibre-
wise convex subset of the cotangent bundle T ∗

RPn; see work by Adaloglou for a detailed proof
[1, Corollary 2.4]. Since we will need the identification to be compatible with the anti-symplectic
involutions and PO(n+1)-actions, we reprove the existence of the symplectomorphism here.

Through each point p ∈ RPn we can consider the element in PU(n+1) = Isom(CPn, ωFS) which
is uniquely determined by the property that it fixes the point p, while its differential is given by
multiplication by i in the tangent space TpCP

n. The image of RPn under this linear map is thus
a uniquely determined Lagrangian embedding RPn

p ⊂ CPn of the projective plane that intersects
the standard RPn transversely in the point p.
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The Lagrangian RPn
0 which passes through the origin 0 ∈ RPn in the standard affine chart is

given by the imaginary projective plane RPn
0 = iRPn. The latter can be seen to intersect RPn

in the projective plane RPn−1
∞ ⊂ RPn at infinity with respect to the standard affine chart. Note

that PO(n + 1) ⊂ PU(n+ 1) = Isom(CPn, ωFS) acts transitively on RPn, as well as on the set
of Lagrangian subspaces RPn

p for p ∈ RPn.

Note that RPn
0 ∩Qn−1 is equal to the Lagrangian n− 1-dimensional sphere

{z21 + . . .+ z2n = −1, Rez = 0} ⊂ {1 + z21 + . . .+ z2n = 0}

inside the symplectic submanifold Qn−1 ⊂ CPn. Furthermore, any real line through 0 ∈ RPn
0 is

determined by its intersection in two antipodal points on the latter sphere.

Proposition 4.1. The open Lagrangian n-discs Bn
p ⊂ RPn

p whose boundary is given by the n−1-
dimensional sphere

∂Bn
p = Qn−1 ∩ RPn

p ⊂ RPn
p

are embedded and foliate CPn \Qn−1. In other words, CPn \Qn−1 is a tubular neighbourhood of
RPn in the form of a Lagrangian n-disc bundle on which PO(n+ 1) acts on.

Proof. The fact that the discs form an embedded tubular neighbourhood: Two discs Bn
p , B

n
q for

p 6= q are disjoint for the following reason. Both discs are foliated by real lines through p and q,
respectively, whose complexifications intersect RPn in real lines. Two such connected real lines
ℓp ⊂ RPn

p and ℓq ⊂ RPn
q passing through p and q, respectively, can thus intersect if and only if

their complexified lines coincide. (Because the intersection of the complexified lines with RPn are
real lines that hence must necessarily intersect in at least one point.) When the complexifications
of ℓp and ℓq coincide, we conclude that the real lines in RPn

p and RPn
q must intersect at the two

points where each lines meet Qn−1; this is because every complex line intersects the quadric in at
most two points, unless it is completely contained inside of it. This means that there can be no
additional intersection points, i.e. Bn

q ∩ Bn
p = ∅, since the entire lines ℓp ∩ Bn

p and ℓq ∩ Bn
q then

would need to coincide, which is a contradiction.

The fact that the discs make up all of CPn \ Qn−1: This follows from elementary topology. It
suffices to note that CPn \Qn−1 is open and connected. The disc bundle constructed is also open,
and its set of topological boundary points is contained inside Qn−1. �

We will now compare the symplectic structure on CPn \ Qn−1 with the symplectic structure on
the cotangent bundle T ∗RPn. The Fubini–Study form can equivalently be written as

ωFS =
i

2
∂∂ρ, ρ(z) = log

(

1 + ‖z‖2

|1 + z21 + . . .+ z2n|

)

,

in the complement of Qn−1 in the standard affine coordinates. The function ρ(z) extends to a
well-defined potential on all of CPn \ Qn−1. (It is induced by a trivialisation of the line-bundle
O(2) → CPn defined in the complement of Qn−1.) The fact that ρ can be extended to a potential
away from Qn−1 can also be checked explicitly, e.g. by observing that it is has the same expression
in all affine charts.

Furthermore, this potential is preserved by the action of PO(n+1). This can be seen by considering
the homogeneous function

log

(

‖Z‖2

|Z2
0 + Z2

1 + . . .+ Z2
n|

)

of degree zero which is invariant under O(n+1) and well-defined away from {Z2
0+Z2

1+. . .+Z2
n = 0}.

In this manner, we get a primitive − 1
4d

cρ ∈ Ω1(CPn \Qn−1) of the Fubini–Study form defined on

CPn \Qn−1.
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Theorem 4.2. There exists a PO(n+ 1)-equivariant embedding

Φ:

(

CPn \Qn−1,−
1

4
dcρ

)

→֒ (T ∗
RPn, θRPn)

that preserves the primitives of the symplectic forms, uniquely determined by the properties:

(1) the restriction to RPn ⊂ CPn is the canonical identification with the zero-section 0RPn ⊂
T ∗RPn;

(2) each Bn
p is mapped into the corresponding cotangent fibre T ∗

pRP
n;

(3) the anti-symplectic involution I in the domain is identified with I0 in the cotangent bundle,
i.e. the fibre-wise scalar multiplication by −1 in the target; and

(4) when restricted to any Bn
p , the map preserves lines through the origin (as defined by the

conformal structure in the domain and the linear bundle structure in the target);

(5) when restricted to any Bn
p , the map sends concentric spheres in Bn

p around the origin
(defined by the Fubini-Study metric on CPn), to a spherical cotangent fibres of constant
radius in T ∗

pRP
n (induced by the Fubini–Study metric on RPn).

Proof. For the uniqueness, we note that any symplectomorphism Φ of T ∗M that is the identity
along the zero-section and preserves fibres must be the identity. Indeed, conjugating the symplec-
tomorphism with a fibre-wise rescaling σ−1

t ◦ Φ ◦ ◦σt, σt(x) = t · x, yields a Hamiltonian isotopy
of T ∗M that fixes both the zero-section pointwise, and the Lagrangian fibres set-wise. Since such
a Hamiltonian must be constant both along the zero-section as well as along the fibres, it follows
that the generating Hamiltonian is globally constant. Consequently, Φ commutes with σt for all
t > 0. Furthermore, since DΦ must be the identity along 0M , it follows that Φ = IdT∗M holds
everywhere, as sought.

In order to define the P (O + 1)-equivariant map it suffices to prescribe its restriction to a map

Φ0 : B
n
0 →֒ T ∗

0RP
n.

First note that the O(n) ⊂ P (O + 1) equivariance implies that this map is determined once we
know it on the ray

{yi = 0, i = 2, . . . , n} ∩Bn
0 ⊂ ImC

n ⊂ C
n = CPn \ CPn−1

∞ .

We prescribe this ray to be sent into the one-dimensional subspace consisting of this cotangent
vectors that annihilate the tangent space to the embedding {x1 = 0} ⊂ RPn−1 ⊂ RPn at 0 ∈ RPn.

Defining the map Φ0 with some more care along the line, we can ensure that the primitive − 1
4d

cρ

of ωFS is the pull-back of θRPn under the restricted map

CP 1 \Q0 →֒ T ∗
RP 1 ⊂ (T∗

RPn, θRPn),

where CP 1 \ Q0 is the complexified real line C{yi = 0, i = 2, . . . , n} \ Qn−1 with the quadric
removed. Here the latter complexified line is endowed with the restriction of the Fubini–Study
form (which again simply is the Fubini–Study form in dimension one).

In fact, since the primitive of the symplectic form is given by

−
1

4
dcρ|RPn

0
=

1

2

∑

i

(

−1

1 + ‖z‖2
+

−1

|1 + z21 + . . .+ z2n|

)

yi dxi =
∑

i

−yi

1− ‖y‖4
dxi,

by construction it also follows that − 1
4d

cρ is the pull-back of θRPn on all of TCPn along CP 1 \Q0

(not just on the tangent space of the latter). It thus follows that Φ is symplectic everywhere.

(1), (2), (3), (4): These points now follow immediately by construction.

(5): follows by (4) and the PO(n + 1)-equivariance. Note that the action of O(n) ⊂ PO(n + 1)
acts on Bn

0 while preserving the concentric spheres around the origin. �
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4.2. Definition of cylindrical submanifolds. By using the above sympletic identification of
CPn\Qn−1 with a fibre-wise convex subset of T ∗RPn we can make the following definition.

Definition 4.3. An immersion in CPn is said to be conical near RPn if it corresponds to an
immersion in T ∗RPn which is conical near 0RPn under the embedding given by Theorem 4.2.

Note that immersions that are conical near RPn in particular are I-invariant in some neighbour-
hood of RPn, and determined by an I-invariant transverse link in U∗RP 3 over which the surface
is a cone.

5. Proof of Theorem 1.2

We start by recalling the constructions of the standard I-invariant algebraic surfaces Σi of degrees
i = 1 and i = 2. We will use parts of these for constructing our general I-invariant symplectic
surfaces.

The standard RP 1 ⊂ RP 3 as well as the standard null-homologous unknot {x2
1 + x2

2 = 1, x3 =
0} ⊂ RP 3 are both real-algebraic. The complex locus CP 1 of RP 1 is conical on the nose when
considered inside CP 3 \ Q2 →֒ T ∗RP 3. Denote this surface by Σ1 = CP 1 and note that it is of
degree one.

It is no longer true that the algebraic surface Σ2 with real locus {x2
1 + x2

2 = 1, x3 = 0} is conical
in a neighbourhood of RP 3; however, we can use Lemma 3.4 to Hamiltonian isotope the complex
part of this algebraic knot while fixing the real locus, in order to make it conical near RP 3. Denote
the obtained conical I-invariant symplectic surface by Σ2, which is of degree two.

Since Σi are conical near RP 3, their intersections with some small tubular neighbourhood U ⊂
CP 3 of RP 3 ⊂ CP 3 are surfaces that are conical in T ∗RP 3 under the identification in Theorem
4.2. Moreover, we can assume that the latter identification sends U to a radius-r co-disc bundle
D∗

rT
∗RP 3 for some small radius r > 0.

In particular, (Σi ∩ U) \ RP 3 corresponds under Theorem 4.2 to a cone (−∞, a) × Ti over a
transverse I-invariant link Ti ⊂ U∗RP 3 consisting of two components that are interchanged by
I. In the case i = 1 each of the two components lives in the non-trivial homotopy class in
π1(U

∗RP 3) ∼= π1(RP
3) ∼= Z2, while in the case i = 2 each component lives in the trivial homotopy

class.

Moreover, we will write

Σhat
i := Σi \ U ⊂ CP 3

for the complement of the conical sub-surface U ∩ Σi ⊃ (Σi)R. Note that Σhat
i is symplectic,

embedded, I-invariant, with boundary given by the transverse link Ti.

Now consider an arbitrary smooth link L ⊂ RP 3. First apply the construction in Part (2) of
Example 3.2 to produce a piece of an I-invariant symplectic surface near RP 3 that is conical near
RP 3. Denote this surface by Σ0

L, which is conical near RP 3 and intersects RP 3 in the link L.
Note that the boundary of Σ0

L can be identified with a transverse link in U∗
RP 3 that consists

of an even number of components that are interchanged under I. Choosing an orientation of
L trivialises this action by singling out representatives T

0,+
L for each equivalence class, so that

∂Σ0
L = T 0

L = T
0,+
L ⊔ I(T 0,+

L ).

Then we concatenate (see Definition 2.8) the surface Σ0
L with suitable I-invariant symplectic

cobordisms coming from the connected-sum construction as described in Subsection 3.2.3, so that
the boundary of the obtained surface Σ1

L is a transverse link consisting of two components that
are interchanged by I. We can e.g. make the choice of connecting all components of T 0,+, and
then extending this connected symplectic cobordism to one which is I-invariant and consisting of
two components.
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The classification of I-invariant transverse knots from Proposition 2.7 implies that the boundary
of Σ1

L is transverse isotopic inside U∗RP 3 to either T1 or T2 through I-invariant transverse knots,
depending on its homotopy class. First adjoining the symplectic I-invariant trace cobordism
produced by Lemma 2.10 and then adjoining the “hat” produced above Σhat

i of a suitable degree
i ∈ {1, 2}, yields a genus-0 symplectic embedding that is I-invariant and intersects RP 3 in L. This
finishes the construction of a connected type-I surface of genus 0.

In order to construct a surface of type-I of higher genus, we use the constructions of a connected
symplectic genus-g filling from Subsection 3.2.1, followed by additional connected sums, before
adding the final “hat” i.e. Σhat

i of a suitable degree i ∈ {1, 2}.

Finally, for the construction of surfaces of type-II, the construction is similar to the case treated
in the previous paragraph. In this case we adjoin a number of I-invariant connected symplectic
cylinders, as constructed in Subsection 3.2.2, by using the connected sum construction from Sub-
section 3.2.4. Then, again, the construction is finalised by adjoining the “hat” Σhat

i to produce
the closed symplectic surface. �

6. Natural questions

In future work we plan to study the following questions. First, it is very natural to consider the
isotopy problem for the symplectic flexible links.

Question 6.1. Are two flexible symplectic links with the same topological invariants Hamiltonian
isotopic through flexible symplectic links?

We expect that an I-equivariant version of the h-principle for high-codimension symplectic embed-
dings can be used to give a positive answer to the this question; see [10] for the relevant h-principle.
The smooth but non-symplectic case was treated by the first author in [5].

Second, it would be useful to find a concept that is less flexible than symplectic I-invariant surfaces,
but more flexible than real-algebraic curves. In the light of the constructions that were used in
the present article, we make a tentative proposal of a definition.

Call an I-invariant piecewise-smooth embedded closed surface Σ ⊂ CP 3 I-invariant symplectic-

conical surface with a holomorphic hat if there exists an I-invariant neighbourhood U ⊂ CP 3

of RP 3 with contact-type boundary such that Σ is holomorphic in CP 3 \ U , while it is smooth,
symplectic, and conical inside U , and moreover has complex tangent planes along its intersection
with RP 3.

Question 6.2. What are the restrictions on the link type in RP 3 obtained as the real part of
an I-invariant symplectic-conical surface with a holomorphic hat, when the surface is of degree at
most two?

The above question can be reformulated as a question about the existence of holomorphic hats
inside CP 3 \ Φ−1(D∗

<rRP
3), where Φ is the symplectic embedding from Theorem 4.2, where

the holomorphic hat has boundary equal to a certain transverse link inside the boundary of
Φ−1(U∗

rRP
3) of a tubular neighbourhood of RP 3 symplectomorphic to a radius-r unit sphere

bundle. Symplectic hats inside CP 2 were studied in work by Etnyre–Golla [11]

Also note that the image of a symplectic-conical surface with a holomorphic hat under a real-
algebraic knot projections to CP 2 is an I-invariant immersions of the same type. The knot
projection does not preserve the symplectic property of a submanifold in general; however, if
we assume that the surface in CP 3 is conical with complex tangents near RP 3, its projection is
an immersed symplectic-conical surface with a holomorphic hat. Indeed, the image of a (real)
line under the knot projection is again a (real) line. Thus, when a surface which is conical near
RP 3 moreover has complex tangent planes along RP 3, the cones of the aforementioned types are
tangent to a complexified real lines along each of its fibres.
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