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CONTACT DOMINATION

SEKH KIRAN AJIJ, RITWIK CHAKRABORTY, AND BALARKA SEN

Abstract. In this note, we prove that every closed connected oriented odd-dimensional

manifold admits a map of non-zero degree (i.e., a domination) from a tight contact mani-

fold of the same dimension. This provides an odd-dimensional counterpart of a symplectic

domination result due to Joel Fine and Dmitri Panov [FP21]. We prove that the dominat-

ing contact manifold can be ensured to be Liouville-fillable, but not Weinstein-fillable in

general. We discuss an application for contact divisors arising as zero sets of asymptotically

contact-holomorphic sections.
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1. Introduction

Definition 1.1. Let M,N be a pair of closed connected oriented manifolds of the same

dimension. M dominates N if there exists a map f : M → N of strictly positive degree.

A systematic study of the behaviour of various classes of manifolds with respect to this

ordering was first suggested by Gromov. We refer the reader to the survey [dlH17] for a

detailed summary of the basic properties of this ordering, as well as several examples. In

this article, we take the point of view that if a certain class C of manifolds dominates all

closed connected oriented manifolds then, in some sense, the class C is “large”.

Recently, it was shown by Fine and Panov [FP21] that every closed connected oriented

manifold of even dimension is dominated by a symplectic manifold. This result contrasts

with the case of Kähler manifolds. For instance, it follows from Siu’s rigidity theorem [Siu80]

that compact real hyperbolic manifolds of dimension greater than 2 are not dominated by
1
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Kähler manifolds. In fact, it was proved by Carlson and Toledo [CT89] that if M is a Kähler

manifold and N is a locally symmetric space of noncompact type, then M dominates N only

if N is locally Hermitian symmetric. These suggest that the class of symplectic manifolds is

“larger” compared to the class of Kähler manifolds.

The main aim of this short note is to prove an odd-dimensional counterpart of the main

theorem of [FP21]:

Theorem A. Let M2n+1 be a closed connected oriented odd-dimensional manifold. There

exists a closed connected oriented manifold Y 2n+1 supporting a Liouville-fillable (in particu-

lar, tight) contact structure and a map f : Y → M of strictly positive degree.

We remark that in dimension 3, domination by tight contact manifolds follows from known

results. Indeed, Sakuma [Sak81] showed every closed oriented 3-manifold admits a branched

cover which fibers over the circle (see also, [Mon87]). Using the work of Eliashberg and

Thurston [ET98], it follows that fibered 3-manifolds admit tight contact structures.

It is not difficult to show that any odd-dimensional closed connected oriented manifold is

dominated by some contact manifold, given the existence h-principle for contact structures in

all dimensions proved by Borman, Eliashberg and Murphy [BEM15]. However, the contact

structures constructed by [BEM15] are apriori overtwisted. Thus, the main difficulty is

ensuring that the dominating contact manifold is tight. In fact, we show that we can arrange

it to be Liouville-fillable. This shows Liouville-fillable contact manifolds abound. We observe

that the same is not true for the class of Weinstein-fillable contact manifolds:

Observation B (Corollary 4.3). Let M2n+1 be a rationally essential (for instance, negatively

curved) manifold. Then M is not dominated by any Weinstein-fillable contact manifold.

We call a manifold M rationally k-connected if π1(X) is finite, and πi(X) ⊗ Q = 0 for all

2 ≤ i ≤ k. As a positive result regarding Weinstein-fillable domination, we show:

Proposition C (Proposition 4.5). A closed connected oriented rationally (n− 1)-connected

manifold M2n+1 is dominated by a Weinstein-fillable contact manifold.

Additionally, as an application of Observation B we prove that the asymptotically contact-

holomorphic divisors constructed in the work of Ibort, Mart́ınez-Torres and Presas [IMTP00]

are not necessarily Weinstein-fillable:

Corollary D (Proposition 5.3). There exists contact manifolds (Y 2n+1, ξ) and non-trivial

complex line bundles L over Y such that the asymptotically contact-holomorphic divisors of

Y corresponding to L are not Weinstein-fillable.

This contrasts with the case when L ∼= C is the trivial line bundle, i.e. when the divisor

is homologically trivial. In this case, an observation due to Giroux and Mohsen [Gir02] (see

Proposition 5.2) demonstrates that such a divisor is always Weinstein-fillable.
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2. Preliminary definitions and properties

2.1. Liouville and Weinstein domains.

Definition 2.1. [CE12] A Liouville domain is a tuple (W,ω, v) where W is a compact

manifold with boundary, ω is an exact symplectic form on W , and v is a Liouville vector

field for (W,ω), i.e., v is a vector field on W pointing transversely out of the boundary ∂W ,

such that Lvω = ω.

A Weinstein domain is a tuple (W,ω, v, φ) such that (W,ω, v) is a Liouville domain, and

φ : W → R is a Morse function which is gradient-like with respect to v, i.e., for some some

δ > 0 and some choice of an ambient metric on W , one has df(v) ≥ δ(‖v‖2 + ‖df‖2).

We record the following simple lemma for future use:

Lemma 2.2. Let (W1, ω1, v1) and (W2, ω2, v2) be a pair of Liouville domains. The product

manifold W1 ×W2 admits the structure of a Liouville domain.

Proof. Note W1 ×W2 is a manifold with boundaries and corners. Nevertheless, ω := ω1 ⊕ω2

defined an exact symplectic form in the interior of W1 × W2. Consider the vector field

v := v1 ⊕ v2 defined in the interior of W1 ×W2. Then,

Lvω = Lv1
ω1 ⊕ Lv2

ω2 = ω1 ⊕ ω2 = ω.

We smooth out the corners of W1 × W2 by deleting an open ε-neighborhood of the union

of boundaries and corners of W1 × W2, for some small ε > 0. The resulting manifold with

boundary is homeomorphic to W1 × W2. Moreover, the vector field v = v1 ⊕ v2 points

transversely out of the resulting boundary. This proves the claim. �

Definition 2.3. A contact manifold (Y, ξ) is Liouville-fillable (resp. Weinstein-fillable) if

there exists a Liouville (resp. Weinstein) domain (W,ω, v) (resp. (W,ω, v, φ)) such that

Y = ∂W and ξ = ker(ivω|∂W ).

The following theorem is a consequence of [Nie06] and the discussion in [BEM15, pg. 4]:

Theorem 2.4. Liouville-fillable contact manifolds are tight.
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2.2. Symplectic and contact divisors. In this section, we shall summarize some founda-

tional results pertaining to the existence of symplectic and contact divisors that we shall be

using in the rest of the article. We begin with the following definition:

Definition 2.5. A symplectic manifold (X,ω) is said to be integral if [ω] is contained in the

image of the change of coefficients homomorphism H2(X; Z) → H2(X; R).

Remark 2.6. Given a symplectic manifold (X,ω), one can always find a symplectic form

ω0 on X such that (X,ω0) is integral. To see this, let us choose a basis of H2(X; R), and

write ω as a R-linear combination of closed 2-forms representing the basis elements. Note

that H2(X; Q) ⊂ H2(X; R) is dense. Therefore, by a small perturbation of the coefficients,

we may find a new form ω′ such that [ω′] ∈ H2(X; Q). Since ω′ is a R-linear combination

of closed 2-forms, it is closed. Moreover, since ω′ is C∞-close to ω, it is non-degenerate. By

multiplying ω′ by sufficiently large integer, we can then find a 2-form ω0 such that (X,ω0)

is an integral symplectic manifold.

Definition 2.7. Given an integral symplectic manifold (X,ω), the pre-quantum bundle L

over X is a complex line bundle with Chern class c1(L) = [ω].

The following theorem due to Donaldson is a foundational result in symplectic geometry:

Theorem 2.8. [Don96] (X2n, ω) be an integral symplectic manifold. For all sufficiently large

k ≫ 1, there exists a codimension 2 symplectic submanifold Z ⊂ X such that [Z] = PD(k[ω]).

We shall call codimension 2 symplectic submanifolds Z ⊂ (X,ω) appearing in the state-

ment of Theorem 2.8 as Donaldson divisors. The contact analogue of Theorem 2.8 is due to

Ibort, Mart́ınez-Torres and Presas:

Theorem 2.9. [IMTP00, Theorem 1] (Y 2n+1, ξ) be a contact manifold and E → Y be a

complex vector bundle of rank r ≤ n. Then there exists a contact submanifold Z ⊂ Y with

[Z] = PD(cr(E)) ∈ H2n+1−2r(Y ). Moreover, the inclusion Z → Y induces an isomorphism

on the homotopy groups πi for all 1 ≤ i ≤ n − r − 1 and a surjection on i = n− r.

For the sake of completeness and context for some discussions in Section 5, we summarize

here the proof of Theorem 2.9 following [IMTP00]:

Summary of Proof. Let α be a contact 1-form such that ξ = kerα. Let J be a fiberwise

almost complex structure on ξ compatible with the fiberwise symplectic form dα. Let Rα

denote the Reeb vector field associated to α, and g be the metric on M such that g(v, w) =

dα(v, Jw) for all v, w ∈ ξ and Rα is the unit oriented orthonormal vector to ξ with respect

to g.
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Let L0 := M × C denote the trivial line bundle on M , equipped with the connection

1-form −iα. Therefore, the tensor power L⊗k
0 is the trivial bundle naturally equipped with

the connection 1-form −ikα. We pick an arbitrary connection operator ∇E on E. We denote

Ek := L ⊗ L⊗k
0 and let ∇k be the connection operator on Ek defined by ∇k := ∇E − ikα.

Let ∂k (resp. ∂k) denote the J-linear (resp. J-antilinear) parts of (∇ksk)|ξ.
The construction of [IMTP00] produces, for any given constants C, η > 0, a family of

sections sk : M → Ek (k ≥ 1) such that:

(1) {sk : k ≥ 1} is asymptotically contact-holomorphic, i.e., for all p ∈ M ,

|sk(p)| ≤ C, |∇ksk(p)| ≤ C
√
k and |∂ksk(p)| ≤ C.

(2) {sk : k ≥ 1} is equitransverse, i.e., for all p ∈ M such that |sk(p)| ≤ η,

|∂ksk(p)| ≥ η
√
k.

Condition (2) ensures that sk is transverse to the zero section 0 ⊂ Ek. Thus, Zk := s−1
k (0) ⊂

M defines a codimension-2 submanifold. By construction c1(E) = c1(Ek) is Poincaré dual

to [Zk]. Furthermore, (Zk, ξ|Zk
) is a contact manifold for k ≫ 1. Indeed,

TkZp ∩ ξk = ker(∇ksk)|ξk
= ker(∂ksk + ∂ksk).

By Condition (1) and (2), |∂ksk| ≤ Cη−1|∂ksk|/
√
k. This ensures for sufficiently large k ≫ 1,

TkZp ∩ ξk is close (in the Grassmannian) to a J-complex subspace of (ξk, dαk, J), hence it is

symplectic. See [IMTP00, Lemma 4] for more details. The statement regarding homotopy

groups of Zk follows from [IMTP00, Section 5.1] which shows − log |sk|2 : M \ Zk → R

defines a proper Morse function on M \Zk with all critical points having at most n− r. �

The following result pertaining to the complement of Donaldson divisors is due to Giroux

[Gir17]:

Theorem 2.10. [Gir17, Theorem 2] Let (X2n, ω) be an integral symplectic manifold. Let

Z ⊂ (X,ω) be a Donaldson divisor (see, Theorem 2.8). Let ν(Z) be a tubular neighborhood

of Z in X. Then, (X \ ν(Z), ω) admits the structure of a Weinstein domain.

Definition 2.11. A symplectic manifold (M,ω) with non-empty boundary ∂M 6= ∅ is convex

if there exists a vector field v defined in a collar neighborhood of ∂M ⊂ M such that v points

transversely outwards of ∂M , and Lvω = ω. In this case, the distribution ξ := ker(ivω|∂M)

defines a contact structure on ∂M .

Remark 2.12. A Liouville manifold (W,ω, v) is an example of a convex symplectic manifold

with contact boundary (∂W, ξ), where ξ = ker(ivω).

A key technical ingredient in our article will be the following relative version of Theorem

2.8 for symplectic manifolds with boundary, due to Presas [Pre00]:
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Theorem 2.13. [Pre00, Theorem 1.1] Let (M,ω) be a convex symplectic manifold which

is integral, with prequantizable bundle L and with contact boundary (C, ξ). Fix a rank r

complex vector bundle E over M . For all sufficiently large k ≫ 1, there exists a symplectic

submanifold W of M transverse to C, which is Poincaré dual to cr(L
⊗k ⊗E), satisfying that

W ∩ C is a contact submanifold of (C, ξ).

3. Proof of Theorem A

Given an oriented manifold with boundary (W, ∂W ), we define the double of W by gluing

W with its orientation reversed copy W along the boundary by identity. The resulting

manifold will be denoted as D(W ) := W ∪∂ W . We begin with the following observation.

Proposition 3.1. Let (W,ω, v) be a Liouville domain. Then the manifold D(W )×S1 admits

a Liouville-fillable (hence, tight) contact structure.

Proof. Consider the annulus S1 × [−1, 1] ∼= D2
2(0) \D2

0.5(0) ⊂ R2 with the exact symplectic

form ω = rdr ∧ dθ. Let us define a vector field

v0 :=
1

2

(

r − 1

r

)

∂r

Then, we calculate:

iv0
ω =

r2

2
dθ − 1

2
dθ

Hence, Lv0
ω = div0

ω = ω, since dθ is closed. Moreover, v0 points transversely out of both the

inner as well as the outer boundary of the annulus D2
2(0) \D2

0.5(0). Thus, (S1 × [−1, 1], ω, v0)

is a Liouville domain. The product W ×(S1 × [−1, 1]) also admits the structure of a Liouville

domain, by Lemma 2.2. Observe,

∂(W × (S1 × [−1, 1])) = D(W ) × S1.

Therefore, the manifold D(W )×S1 admits a Liouville-fillable contact structure. By Theorem

2.4, D(W ) × S1 admits a tight contact structure. �

Proposition 3.2 (Contact ascent). Let M2n−1 be an odd-dimensional closed connected ori-

ented manifold. There exists a Liouville-fillable contact manifold Y 2n+1 = ∂P with Liouville

filling P and a map f : Y → M such that for any regular fiber F := f−1(p), [F ] ∈ H2(P ; Z)

is non-torsion.

Proof. Note that M × S1 is a closed connected oriented manifold of even dimension 2n.

By [FP21, Theorem 1], there exists a symplectic manifold X2n and a positive degree map

g : X → M × S1. By Remark 2.6, we may choose an integral symplectic form ω on X. Let

Σ2n−2 ⊂ X be a Donaldson divisor of (X,ω). Let ν(Σ) denote a ε-neighborhood of Σ ⊂ X.



CONTACT DOMINATION 7

By a slight abuse of notation, we shall identify ν(Σ) with the unit disk bundle of the normal

bundle of Σ ⊂ X. Let π : ν(Σ) → Σ denote the normal bundle projection.

Let W := X \ ν(Σ). Then W is a Liouville domain (in fact, it is a Weinstein domain, by

Theorem 2.10). By Lemma 2.2, W × D2 is also a Liouville domain. Let Z = ∂(W × D2).

Observe,

Z = W × S1 ∪ ∂W ×D2 (1)

Let Y = D(W ) × S1, and P := W × (S1 × [−1, 1]). By Proposition 3.1, P is a Liouville

filling of Y . We shall define the map f : Y → M as a composition of several maps:

f : Y
k→ Z

h→ X
g→ M × S1 πM→ M

The map πM : M × S1 → M is projection to the first factor, and g : X → M × S1 is the

symplectic domination defined earlier. It remains to define the maps k and h.

Construction of k : Y → Z: Let τ0 be the orientation-reversing involution on D(W ) = W ∪∂

W defined by reflecting along the common boundary ∂W = ∂W . We define,

τ : Y → Y,

τ(w, z) = (τ0(w), z)

Note that τ is an orientation-preserving involution of Y = D(W ) × S1, as it reverses the

orientation of both factorsD(W ) and S1 individually. WritingD(W ) = W∪∂W×[−1, 1]∪W ,

we see τ0 acts on D(W ) by exhanging the first and third components and on the bi-collar

W × [−1, 1] by τ0(w, t) = (w,−t). Therefore, τ acts on

Y = D(W ) × S1 = (W × S1) ∪ ∂W × (S1 × [−1, 1]) ∪ (W × S1),

by exchanging the first and third components and on W × (S1 × [−1, 1]) by τ(w, (z, t)) =

(w, z,−t). The quotient of S1 × [−1, 1] by the involution (z, t) 7→ (z,−t) is D2. Therefore,

Y/τ ∼= W × S1 ∪ ∂W ×D2 ∼= Z

We define k : Y → Y/τ ∼= Z as the quotient map.

Construction of h : Z → X: Recall ν(Σ) is the unit disk bundle of the normal bundle of

Σ ⊂ X. The normal bundle possesses a fiberwise R×-action by scaling. We begin by

defining the following map:

Φ : ∂ν(Σ) × [0, 1] → ν(Σ),

Φ(x, r) =







π(x), if r = 0

r · x, if r ∈ (0, 1]
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Note that Φ(x, r) belongs to the circle bundle of radius r in ν(Σ) for r 6= 0. Next, we define

h : Z → X piecewise with respect to the decomposition (1):

h : Z = W × S1 ∪ ∂W ×D2 → W ∪ ν(Σ) = X,

h(z) =







w, if z = (w, θ) ∈ W × S1

Φ(w, r), if z = (w, (r, θ)) ∈ ∂W ×D2

Here, we use ∂W = ∂ν(Σ). Note that for any z = (w, 1) ∈ ∂W = ∂ν(Σ), Φ(w, 1) = 1 ·w = w.

Therefore, the map h is continuous by the pasting lemma.

We have defined the map f : Y → M . We now proceed to show that a regular fiber of f is

a (possibly disconnected) sub-surface in P representing a non-zero rational homology class.

Since dim Σ < dimM and πM ◦ g : X → M is a smooth map, the image (πM ◦ g)(Σ) ⊂ M is

a proper subset. Choose a point p ∈ M \ (πM ◦ g)(Σ). Then, π−1
M (p) = {p} × S1 ⊂ M × S1.

Let us homotope g slightly to make it transverse to {p} × S1. Thus,

g−1({p} × S1) = γ1 ⊔ γ2 ⊔ · · · ⊔ γℓ,

where {γi} ⊂ X are a disjoint collection of simple closed curves. By our choice of p ∈ M ,

{p}×S1 intersects g(Σ) ⊂ M×S1 trivially. Therefore, each γi is disjoint from the Donaldson

divisor Σ ⊂ X. Thus, γi ⊂ X \ ν(Σ) = W . From the construction of h : Z → X, we have

h−1(γi) = γi × S1 ⊂ W × S1

Further, from the construction of k, we have

k−1(γi × S1) = γi × S1 ⊔ τ(γi × S1) ⊂ Y

Therefore,

f−1(p) =
⊔

i

(γi × S1 ⊔ τ(γi × S1)) ⊂ Y

=
⊔

i

(γi × S1 × {−1}) ⊔ (γi × S1 × {1}) ⊂ P = W × S1 × [−1, 1]

Let α = [g−1({p} × S1)] = [γ1] + · · · + [γℓ] ∈ H1(X; Q). Then, α = g!([{p} × S1]) where

g! : H1(M × S1; Q) → H1(X; Q) is the Umkehr map in homology1. Note that g! is Poincaré

dual to g∗ : H1(M × S1; Q) → H1(X; Q). Since deg(g) 6= 0, g∗ must be injective (see,

[dlH17, Proposition 2.6]). Therefore, α 6= 0. Since γi ⊂ W , α represents a class in H1(W ; Q)

1For oriented connected closed manifolds M, N of the same dimension and a map f : M → N , the Umkehr

(“wrong way”) map in homology is a morphism f! : Hk(N) → Hk(M), such that for any k-dimensional closed

smooth submanifold S ⊂ N transverse to f , one has f![S] = [f−1(S)]. See, [dlH17, Definition 2.4].
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as well. This class must be non-zero, as being null-homologous in W would force being

null-homologous in X. Finally, note that

[γi × S1] = [γi] ⊗ [{p} × S1] ∈ H1(W × S1)

Therefore, [f−1(p)] = 2α ⊗ [{p} × S1] ∈ H1(W × S1 × [−1, 1]; Q) = H1(P ; Q). Since α 6= 0,

we obtain, [f−1(p)] 6= 0 ∈ H1(P ; Q). In other words, [f−1(p)] ∈ H1(P ; Z) is non-torsion.

This concludes the proof. �

We are now ready to prove Theorem A.

Proof of Theorem A. Let M2n−1 be an arbitrary odd-dimensional manifold. By Proposition

3.2, we obtain a Liouville manifold (P 2n+2, ω) with contact boundary Y 2n+1 and a map

f : Y → M such that for a regular fiber F = f−1(p), the class [F ] ∈ H2(P,Z) is not torsion.

Therefore, the dual α ∈ H2(P,Z) of [F ] under the universal coefficient theorem is non-zero.

Let E be a complex line bundle over P with c1(E) = α. Let L be the pre-quantum bundle

over P . Since P is Liouville, c1(P ) = [ω] = 0. Therefore, L is a trivial complex line bundle

over P . Thus, L⊗k ⊗ E ∼= E. By Theorem 2.13, there exists a symplectic submanifold

W ⊂ P which is Poincaré dual to α and W ∩ Y ⊂ Y is a contact submanifold. Therefore,

we have:

(1) W is a convex symplectic manifold with boundary W ∩ C,

(2) W ∩ Y ⊂ Y is Poincaré dual to α ∈ H2(Y,Z).

Consider the restriction f |W ∩Y : W ∩ Y → M . By (1), W ∩ Y is a Liouville-fillable (hence,

tight) contact manifold. By (2), the oriented intersection number of the regular fiber F of

f : Y → M and W ∩ Y is positive. Hence, f |W ∩Y : W ∩ Y → M has positive degree. �

4. Weinstein-fillable domination

We recall the following notion introduced by Gromov in the context of the systolic inequal-

ity:

Definition 4.1. [Gro83] An oriented closed connected manifoldMm with fundamental group

π = π1(M) is essential if φ∗([M ]) 6= 0 ∈ Hn(K(π, 1); Z) where φ : M → K(π, 1) is the map

classifying the universal cover of M . If moreover, φ∗([M ]) 6= 0 ∈ Hn(K(π, 1); Q), then we

say M is rationally essential.

In the next proposition, we make the elementary observation that high dimensional Weinstein-

fillable contact manifolds are inessential. We refer the reader to [BCS14] for more refined

(and in fact, a complete) obstruction to Weinstein fillability in high dimensions.

Proposition 4.2. For n ≥ 3, a Weinstein-fillable contact manifold (Y 2n−1, ξ) is not essen-

tial.
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Proof. Let (W 2n, ω, v, φ) be a Weinstein filling for Y . Since the Morse function φ has critical

points of index at most n (see, for instance, [CE12]), we may use it to construct a handlebody

decomposition of W with handles of index at most n. Turning the handlebody upside-down,

we deduce W is obtained from Y by attaching handles of index at least n. If n ≥ 3, then this

implies Y →֒ W induces an isomorphism at the level of π1. Let π := π1(Y ) ∼= π1(W ). Since

the classifying map of the universal cover is functorial, we obtain that the map φ : Y →
K(π, 1) extends to a map Φ : W → K(π, 1). Therefore, φ#[Y ] = ∂Φ#[W ] is a boundary in

the singular chain complex of K(π, 1). Thus, φ∗[Y ] = 0 ∈ Hn(K(π, 1); Z), as desired. �

Corollary 4.3. Let M2n+1 be a rationally essential manifold. Then M is not dominated by

any Weinstein-fillable contact manifold.

Proof. It is a straightforward observation that any manifold dominating a rationally essential

manifold must in turn be rationally essential (see, for instance, [dlH17, Example 4.5.(3)]).

The conclusion is then immediate from Proposition 4.2. �

Next, we give a class of manifolds which admit a domination by Weinstein-fillable contact

manifolds. We introduce the following definition:

Definition 4.4. A manifold X shall be called rationally k-connected if π1(X) is finite (not

necessarily abelian) and πi(X) ⊗ Q = 0 for all 2 ≤ i ≤ k.

In [Gei93], Geiges showed that any (n− 1)-connected (2n+ 1)-manifold is diffeomorphic,

upto connect sum with exotic spheres, to a manifold that admits a Weinstein-fillable contact

structure in every homotopy class of almost contact structures. We prove the following result

with the weakened hypothesis of rational (n− 1)-connectedness:

Proposition 4.5. A closed connected oriented rationally (n− 1)-connected manifold X2n+1

is dominated by a Weinstein-fillable contact manifold.

Proof. By passing to the universal cover, we may assume without loss of generality that X

is simply connected. Let

hi : πi(X) ⊗ Q → Hi(X; Q)

denote the rational Hurewicz homomorphism. Since πi(X) ⊗ Q = 0 for 1 < i < n, hi is an

isomorphism for 1 ≤ i < 2n− 1 by the rational Hurewicz theorem [KK04]. In particular, hn

and hn+1 are isomorphisms.

By Poincaré duality, Hn(X; Q) ∼= Hn+1(X; Q). Therefore, we may choose bases {αi : 1 ≤
i ≤ k} (resp. {βi : 1 ≤ i ≤ k}) forHn(X; Q) (resp. Hn+1(X; Q)) such that 〈PD(αi), βj〉 = δij .

Since hn and hn+1 are isomorphisms, we may choose spherical representatives ϕi : Sn → X

(resp. ψi : Sn+1 → X) for αi (resp. βi). By taking the wedge sum of these, we define a map

f : ∨k(Sn ∨ Sn+1) → X
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We would like to extend f to a map F : #k(Sn × Sn+1) → X. To this end, observe that

#k(Sn × Sn+1) is obtained from attaching a (2n+ 1)-cell to ∨k(Sn ∨ Sn+1) by an element of

π2n+1(#k(Sn×Sn+1)) given by product of k many Whitehead brackets between the generators

of πn(Sn) and πn(Sn+1). Therefore, it certainly suffices to show that the element

[ϕ1, ψ1] · · · [ϕn, ψn] ∈ π2n(X)

is zero. In fact, we shall show the weaker statement that it is torsion. To accomplish this,

we begin by observing that

H∗(X; Q) ∼= H∗(#k(Sn × Sn+1); Q),

as graded Q-algebras. Since X and #k(Sn ×Sn+1) are both simply connected and rationally

(n−1)-connected, by [Mil79] they are formal in the sense of Sullivan (see, [Sul77]). Therefore,

their Sullivan minimal models must be the same. Since the rational homotopy graded Lie

algebra is completely determined by the Sullivan minimal model, we conclude

π∗(X) ⊗ Q ∼= π∗(#k(Sn × Sn+1)) ⊗ Q

as graded Lie algebras over Q. Therefore, we conclude

[ϕ1, ψ1] · · · [ϕn, ψn] = 0 ∈ π2n(X) ⊗ Q

Suppose [ϕ1, ψ1] · · · [ϕn, ψn] ∈ π2n(X) is annihilated by some d > 0. We define ϕ′

i (resp.

ψ′

i) by pre-composing ϕi (resp. ψi) with the degree d self-map of the sphere. Taking a

wedge sum of these leads to a map f ′ : ∨k(Sn ∨ Sn+1) → X which extends to a map

F : #k(Sn × Sn+1) → X. By construction, F∗([Sn]) = d · αi and F∗([Sn+1]) = d · βi.

Therefore, F∗([S
n]) and F∗([Sn+1]) have non-zero intersection pairing in X. Therefore, by

Poincaré duality,

F ∗ : H2n+1(X; Q) → H2n+1(#k(Sn × Sn+1; Q)

is non-zero. Thus, X is dominated by #k(Sn × Sn+1).

Note that #k(Sn×Sn+1) is the boundary of #k
∂(Sn×Dn+2), where #∂ denotes the boundary

connect sum operation. Since #k
∂(Sn × Dn+2) can be obtained from D2n+2 by attaching k

subcritical n-handles along k isotropic embeddings Sn →֒ (S2n+1, ξstd) contained in disjoint

Darboux charts, it is a (subcritical) Weinstein manifold. This concludes the proof. �

5. Application

Let us recall the contact submanifolds with prescribed homology class produced by The-

orem 2.9 due to Ibort, Mart́ınez-Torres and Presas [IMTP00]. We introduce the following

terminology:
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Definition 5.1. Let (Y 2n+1, ξ) be a contact manifold and L → Y be a complex line bundle.

We shall call the codimension 2 contact submanifold Z ⊂ Y with [Z] = PD(c1(L)) produced

by Theorem 2.9 as an asymptotically contact-holomorphic divisor corresponding to L.

The following result is an observation which follows from the work of Giroux and Mohsen

[Gir02] on the existence of open book decompositions compatible with contact structures in

high dimensions.

Proposition 5.2. Let (Y 2n+1, ξ) be a contact manifold and L ∼= Y × C be a trivial com-

plex line bundle. Then an asymptotically contact-holomorphic divisor corresponding to L is

Weinstein-fillable.

Proof. Recall the sections sk : M → C of L satisfying Conditions (1) and (2) in the summary

of the proof of Theorem 2.9, which give rise to the required contact divisors Zk = s−1
k (0) for

k ≫ 1. By [Gir02, Theorem 10], sk/|sk| : M \ Zk → S1 provides a Weinstein open-book

structure on M with Zk as the binding. In particular, Zk admits a Weinstein-filling by the

pages of this open book decomposition of M . �

The main result of this section is the following:

Proposition 5.3. There exists contact manifolds (Y 2n+1, ξ) and non-trivial complex line

bundles L over Y such that the asymptoticaly contact-holomorphic divisors of Y correspond-

ing to L are not Weinstein-fillable.

Before proving Proposition 5.3, we begin with a well-known observation regarding domi-

nation by stably parallelizable manifolds, which dates back to the work of Thom [Tho54] on

the Steenrod realization problem for rational homology classes.

Proposition 5.4. Every manifold is dominated by a stably parallelizable manifold.

Proof. Let Xm be a manifold. Consider the stable Hurewicz homomorphism

h : πs
n(X) → Hn(X),

where πs
n(X) = lim−→k

πn+k(ΣkX) is the n-th stable homotopy group of X. By [Hat04, Propo-

sition 5.23], h is a rational isomorphism for all n. Therefore, there is some integer d > 0 such

that d · [X] ∈ Hm(X) is in the image of h. Let φ : Sm+k → ΣkX be such that h([φ]) = d[X].

We would like to make φ “transverse” to the equator X ⊂ ΣkX. Then, φ : φ−1(X) → X

would be a degree d map. Therefore, φ would be the required domination.

Since ΣkX is not a manifold, we must carry out this step carefully. Consider the following

homotopy-model of ΣkX. Fix points p ∈ Sk, q ∈ X. Let us define the space Z obtained

from Sk × X × (−2, 2) by collapsing Sk × {q} × {1} to a point ∗1 and {p} × X × {−1} to

a point ∗2. Then Z is homotopy equivalent to ΣkX, and Z is a stratified space with two
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singular point-strata {∗1, ∗2}. Let π : Sk ×X×(−2, 2) → Z denote the quotient map. Notice

π({p} ×X × {1/2}) is an embedded copy of X in Z disjoint from the singular point-strata.

By a slight abuse of notation, we shall denote this subspace as simply X ⊂ Z.

Composing φ with this homotopy equivalence ΣkX ≃ Z, one arrives at a map φ : Sm+k →
Z. Let U := Sn+k \ φ−1({∗1, ∗2}). Then φ|U : U → Z \ {∗1, ∗2} is continuous proper map

between smooth (noncompact) manifolds, and thus can be approximated by a smooth proper

map. Hence, we assume without loss of generality that φ|U : U → Z \ {∗1, ∗2} is indeed

smooth. Since X ⊂ Z \ {∗1, ∗2} is compact, by a small perturbation if necessary, we may

ensure φ is transverse to X ⊂ Z \ {∗1, ∗2}. Let Y := φ−1(X). Then dimY = m, and

φ|Y : Y → X defines a degree d map. Moreover, since X ⊂ Z \ {∗1, ∗2} has trivial normal

bundle, so does Y ⊂ Sm+k. Therefore, Y is stably parallelizable, as desired. �

We are now ready to prove Proposition 5.3.

Proof of Proposition 5.3. Let X2n+1 be a rationally essential manifold. By Proposition 5.4,

there exists a stably parallelizable manifold M2n+1 dominating X. Therefore, M is also

rationally essential. Since M is stably parallelizable, there exists k ≫ 1 such that M × T 2k

is parallelizable. Choose a co-rank 1 trivial subbundle ξ0 ⊂ T (M × T 2k) and equip ξ0
∼=

Cn+k with the obvious fiberwise complex structure. By the existence h-principle of Borman,

Eliashberg and Murphy [BEM15], M ×T 2k admits a (overtwisted) contact structure ξ in the

homotopy class of ξ0.

Let π0 : M × T 2k → M be the projection to the M factor, and πj : M × T 2k → T 2 denote

the projection to the j-th torus factor, where 1 ≤ j ≤ k. We shall prove by induction that

there is a descending chain of asymptotically contact-holomorphic divisors

(M × T 2k, ξ) ⊃ (Z1, ξ|Z1
) ⊃ (Z2, ξ|Z2

) ⊃ · · · ⊃ (Zk, ξ|Zk
),

such that fj : (π0, π1, · · · , πk−j) : Zj → M × T 2(k−j) is map of degree 1.

To this end, let L be a line bundle over T 2 with Euler class 1. In the base case of

the induction, we consider the line bundle L0 := (πk)∗L. Using Theorem 2.9, we find an

asymptotically contact-holomorphic divisor Z1 ⊂ (M×T 2k, ξ) with [Z1] = PD(c1(L0)). Since

〈c1(L0), [Tk]〉 = 1, the oriented intersection number between Z1 and Tk must be 1. Therefore,

f1 := (π0, π1, · · · , πk−1) : Z1 → M × T 2(k−1)

is a degree 1 map. For the inductive step, suppose we have already constructed the desired

contact submanifold Zj , so that fj : Zj → M × T 2(k−j) is a degree 1 map. For clarity of

exposition, let us denote N := M × T 2(k−j−1), so that

M × T 2(k−j) = N × T 2
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Consider the line bundle on N × T 2 obtained by pulling back L along the projection map

N ×T 2 → T 2. By a temporary abuse of notation, let us also denote the resulting line bundle

on N × T 2 as L. Let Lj := f ∗

j L. Using Theorem 2.9, we find an asymptotically contact-

holomorphic divisor Zj+1 ⊂ (Zj, ξ|Zj
) with [Zj] = PD(c1(Lj)). Choose x ∈ N such that fj is

transverse to {x} × T 2 ⊂ N × T 2. Let us denote T := {x} × T 2 for ease of notation. Then,

〈c1(Lj), [f
−1
j (T )]〉 = 〈f ∗

j c1(L), [f−1
j (T )]〉 = 〈c1(L), (fj)∗[f

−1
j (T )]〉

= 〈c1(L), (fj)∗(fj)![T ]〉
Here, (fj)! : H2(N ×T 2) → H2(Zj) denotes the Umkehr map in homology. Since fj is degree

1, (fj)∗ ◦ (fj)! is multiplication by 1 (see, [dlH17, Proposition 2.6]). Thus, (fj)∗(fj)![T ] = [T ].

Since 〈c1(L), [T ]〉 = 1, we conclude that 〈c1(Lj), [f
−1
j (T )]〉 = 1. Therefore, the oriented

intersection number between Zj and f−1
j ({x} × T 2) must be 1. Consequently,

fj+1 : Zj−1 →֒ Zj

fj→ M × T 2(k−j) → M × T 2(k−j−1)

is a degree 1 map. This proves the inductive step.

In particular, this construction produces a contact manifold (Zk−1, ξ|Zk−1
) and an asymp-

totically contact-holomorphic divisor Zk ⊂ (Zk−1, ξ|Zk−1
) such that there is a degree 1 map

fk : Zk → M . Since M is rationally essential, Zk is also rationally essential. Therefore, Zk

is not Weinstein-fillable by Corollary 4.3. This concludes the proof. �

We close this section with the following question.

Question 5.5. Let (Y 2n+1, ξ) be a contact manifold and L → Y be a non-trivial complex

line bundle. Are asymptotically contact-holomorphic divisors corresponding to L always

tight? Are they tight if moreover (Y 2n+1, ξ) is tight?
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