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Abstract

This article constructs coassociative submanifolds in Gs-manifolds arising from
Joyce’s generalised Kummer construction. The novelty compared to previous con-
structions is that these submanifolds all lie within the critical region of the Go-
manifold in which the metric degenerates. This forces the volume of the coassocia-
tives to shrink to zero when the orbifold-limit is approached.

1. Introduction

Associative and Coassociative submanifolds are the natural subobjects in 7-dimensional
Go-manifolds. Besides having minimal volume among all submanifolds realising a fixed
homology class (and therefore being minimal, cf. [HL82] Sections 2.4 and 4.1.A-B]),
they play a prominent role in the extensively studied gauge theory on Gg-manifolds (see
for example [Tia00] and [DSII]). Furthermore, Halverson and Morrison proposed that
associative and coassociative submanifolds might play a role in characterising the ideal
boundary of the cone consisting of the cohomology classes of torsion-free Go-structures
on a compact 7-manifold. More precisely, assume that Y is a simply-connected, compact,
and oriented 7-manifold that admits torsion-free Go-structures. In analogy to the Kéhler
cone of a Calabi-Yau 3-fold, Halverson and Morrison [HM15, Section 3| (see also the
formulation in [DPW22l Introduction|) proposed that the Lagrangiarﬂ cone

= {([¢], [*¢9]) € H*(Y) & H*(Y) | is a torsion-free Ga-structure

that induces the given orientation}

might be fully characterised by the following inequahties:ﬂ

1. A topological condition: [,, A aA ¢ < 0 for every nonzero [a] € H2(Y).

!see [Joy96b, Lemma 1.1.3] for a proof that C(Y) is indeed Lagrangian.

Ignoring for the moment the issue that the notions of Go-instanton, associative-, and coassociative
submanifold itself depends on ¢. Furthermore, there is no obvious cohomological relation between
the classes [¢] € H*(Y) and [xg4¢] € H*(Y).



2. A characteristic class condition: [, p1(E) A ¢ < 0 for any vector bundle E over Y
admitting a non-flat Ga-instanton.

3. Two calibrated submanifold conditions:
o | p ® > 0 for any associative submanifold P.

e [, *¢ > 0 for any coassociative submanifold M.

As a first step towards [Point 3] Dwivedi, Platt, and Walpuski constructed in [DPW22]
associative submanifolds in degenerating families of Go-manifolds arising from Joyce’s
generalised Kummer construction [Joy96aj, [Joy96b]. As the family of Go-manifolds ap-
proaches its orbifold-limit, the volume of these associatives shrinks to zero. (This is
equivalent to | p @t — 0 where P denotes the mentioned associative and ¢; corresponds
to the degenerating path of Ge-structures.) The purpose of the article at hand is to
extend their construction to coassociative submanifolds. We hereby proceed as follows:

In we review the necessary background on the generalised Kummer construc-
tion and asymptotically locally Euclidean spaces. is devoted to the analysis
of our construction. In we prove a perturbation result for coassociative
submanifolds whose spirit is well-known from gluing constructions in gauge theory. It
roughly states that whenever two closed Go-structures ¢ and ¢g on a 7-manifold Y are
‘close’ (in a quantified sense) to one another, then a ¢p-coassociative submanifold can
be perturbed to a ¢-coassociative. The main contribution of this article is then to show
(see [Proposition 4.2)) that this theorem can be applied to a simple model (described in
Example 3.2)) sitting inside a generalised Kummer construction. Subsequently, we there-
fore find in examples of coassociative submanifolds in various Ge-manifolds
constructed in [Joy96b| and [Reil7].

There already exists a vast literature on the construction of coassociative submanifolds
(see |Joy07, Chapter 12] and [Lot20, Section 6] for an overview). Here we only mention
that Joyce |[Joy96b|, Section 4.2| constructed coassociative submanifolds inside his gen-
eralised Kummer constructions as fixed-point sets of anti Go-involutions. At least one
part of their support lies outside the critical region of the ambient manifold in which the
orbifold singularities develop. In contrast, the coassociatives in the article at hand are
all constructed to lie completely within this region. This is ultimately the reason why
their volume shrinks to zero.
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2. Background

2.1. Joyce’s generalised Kummer construction

The generalised Kummer construction, as developed (and extended) by Joyce in [Joy96a),
Joy96bl, [Joy00], produces compact manifolds with holonomy contained in Gy as desingu-
larisations of certain Ga-orbifolds. This section follows the presentation in [DPW22] very
closely. The following class of examples serve as models for the singularities considered
in this article:

Example 2.1. Let (X,w) be a hyperkihler 4-orbifold with hyperkidhler structure w €
O2(X,ImH*). Denote by Vol € Q3(ImH) and ¢ € Q'(Im H, Im H) the volume form and
the canonical isomorphism 7TIm H — Im H x Im H, respectively. In the following we mean
by (g Aw) the 3-form on ImH x X obtained by wedging and pairing Im H ® Im H* — R.

1. The product ImH x X carries a torsion-free Go-structure defined by

¢ == Vol — (g Aw) € Q3 (ImH x X). (2.1)

2. Assume there is a group action p: G — Isom(X) by G < SO(ImH) x ImH that
preserves the hyperkihler structure in the sense that for any (R,v) € G

(p(R,v)" ® R )w = w. (2.2)

The 3-form ¢ is invariant under the product action on ImH x X and descends to
a torsion-free Ga-structure on the quotient ¥ = (ImH x X)/G. We denote the
corresponding 3-form on Y by ¢ as well. Note that whenever GG is Bieberbach
(i.e. discrete, cocompact, and torsion-free) then the action is free and taking the
quotient does not introduce additional singularities in Y.

Let now (Yp, ¢0) be a compact and flat Ga-orbifold such that its singularities are locally
modelled on R? x H/I for a finite group I' < Sp(1). More precisely, we demand:

Assumption 2.2. Denote by & the set of connected components of the singular set of
Yy. We assume that for every S € S there exist

1. A finite subgroup I's < Sp(1), a Bieberbach group Gg < SO(ImH) x ImH, and a
group action p: Gs — Nsoa)(I's) C Isom(H/T's). Denote by

(Yo = (ImH x H/T's)/Gg, ¢s)

the corresponding Gs-orbifold from

2. An open set
US = (ImH X B2R5(O)/FS)/GS - YS

for Rg > 0 and an open embedding Jg: Ugs — Yy with S C Jg(Us) and J5¢o = ég.
The Rg are chosen such that Jg, (Us,) N Js,(Us,) = 0 for any two S; # Sz € S.



Remark 2.3. All (non-trivial) finite subgroups I' < Sp(1) were classified by Klein [Kle19].
These are isomorphic to:

(Ag) The cyclic group Cyq for k> 1
(Dy) The dicyclic group Dicy_o for k > 3

Er

)
)

Eg) The binary tetrahedral group 27
) The binary octahedral group 20
)

FE3) The binary icosahedral group 21

(
(
(
(

See also [Reil7, Section 2] for a description on how these groups lie inside Sp(1).)

Definition 2.4. Let (Y, ¢p) be a flat Go-orbifold satisfying [Assumption 2.2, A set of
resolution data consists for every S € § of the following:

1. An asymptotically locally euclidean (ALE) hyperkidhler manifold asymptotic to
H/I's. That is, a hyperkéhler 4-manifold (Xg,wg) together with a diffeomorphism
7s: Xg\ Kg — (H\ Bgry(0))/I's outside a compact set Kg C Xg that satisfies

\Vk (TS*QS — g)] = (’)(r_4_k).

The norm and covariant derivatives are hereby taken with respect to the flat metric

on (H\ {0})/Ts.

2. A group action pg: Gg — Isom(XS) which leaves Kg and wg invariant (in the
sense of (2.2])) and makes g equivariant.

For a given orbifold Yj, a set of resolution data, and a positive parameter t > 0 we
define the following sets:

Vi=||Vs for Vg:=(ImHx Bgy(0)/Ts)/Gs C (ImH x H/Ts)/Gs
SeS
U= ||Us for Us:=(ImH x Bygs(0)/Ts)/Gs C ImH x H/T's)/Gs
Ses
Vo= |_| Vs for Vg:=(ImH x Kg)/Gs C (ImH x Xg)/Gg
Ses
Up:=| | U5 for Uf:=(ImH x (trg) " (Barg(0)/T's))/Gs C (ImH x X5)/Gs
Ses

Denote by J: U — Yy and t7: Uy — U the maps induced by all {Js}ses and {tTs}ses,
respectively.

Definition 2.5 (|[Joy96b], proof of Theorem 2.2.1]). Given a flat Ga-orbifold (Yp, ¢o) and
a set of resolution data, Joyce defines a 1-parameter family of smooth manifolds by

Y= (Yo \I(WV) U (T, uV)/ ~



where Uy 3 x ~ J(t(z)) € J(U \ V). )
Furthermore, Joyce equips each Y; with a closed Gg-structure ¢; that has the following
property: On any Vg C Y}, ¢ agrees with the Model Structure (2.1)) associated to the

rescaled) hyperkihler structure t2¢ ¢ on Kg.
yp S

Remark 2.6. Instead of working with ¢ we follow [DPW22] and work with the rescaled
Go-structure t=3¢;.

The following existence theorem was first proven by Joyce in [Joy96a] and later re-

proven with improved estimates by Platt in [Pla20]. The following formulation is taken
from [DPW22 Theorem 2.19].

Theorem 2.7 (|Pla20, Theorem 4.58|). Let (Yo, ¢o) be a compact and flat Ga-orbifold
satisfying [Assumption 2.2 and let R be a set of resolution data. Furthermore, let o €
(0,1/16) be a chosen Hélder exponent. Then there are Ty = Tp(R) and ¢ = ¢(R,a) > 0
such that for any t € (0,Ty) there exists a torsion-free Go-structure ¢y on Y, with

1673 (¢ — &)l cre < ct™/2.

The CY“-norm above is taken with respect to the metric t=2§; (induced by t_3<£t).

2.2. Asymptotically locally euclidean 4-manifolds

Recall from that a resolution of a flat Go-orbifold requires the choice of an
ALE space together with a lift of the action of the Bieberbach group. In the following
section we review how these can be constructed. All these spaces contain holomorphic
spheres which are the main ingredient in our construction of coassociative submanifolds
later in this article.

Note that [Section 2.2.2] is only relevant for and may be skipped at the

reader’s preference.

2.2.1. The Gibbons—Hawking Ansatz

For N € N let Cnx < Sp(1) be the cyclic subgroup generated by right-multiplication
with e2™/N  Concrete models of ALE spaces asymptotic to H/Cy were first constructed
for N = 2 by Eguchi and Hanson [EHT78| and then by Gibbons and Hawking [GHTS|
for general N. A detailed treatment of the following material can be found in [Wall
Section 59| (see also [DPW22, Remark 2.12] and [GRGI7, Section 3.5]):

1. For any
¢eA={[G,....¢n) € ImE)Y /Sy | G+ + (v =0}

define ZC = {Cl, .. .,CN} C ImH, BC = ImH\Zc, and fC S COO(Bc) by

N

1
felq) = Zi?lq vk

a=1



The function f¢ is a sum of Newtonian kernels and therefore harmonic. One can
furthermore check that the cohomology class [*3df¢] lies inside the image of the
canonical inclusion H?(B¢,2nZ) < H?*(B¢,R). This implies that there exists a
(up to isomorphism) unique principal U(1)-bundle 7 : X¢ — B together with a
connection 1-form if € Q! (X¢,iR) that satisfies df = m} (3 df¢).

For ¢; € ¢ denote by N, the number of entries of ¢ equal to ¢;. Around any
sphere S? C B, whose inner ball only contains (; € Z¢, the restriction (XZ)‘SQ is
isomorphic to the quotient of the Hopf-fibration by CNQ_.

2. The Gibbons—Hawking Ansatz defines a hyperkéhler structure on the total space
X g as follows: The connection induces a horizontal distribution X2 xImH C T'X?.
Furthermore, we identify the vertical tangent bundle X g x 1R with X g x ReH
via (z,it) — (x,t/fc(x)). This induces a canonical hypercomplex structure I on
TX¢ = X2 x H which is compatible with the metric defined by

9 =f 000+ fo - 7l (gmm)-
The corresponding hyperhermitian form w, is closed and therefore hyperkéhler.

3. It turns out that (XZ ,we) can be extended to a complete hyperkéhler orbifold
(X¢,we) by adding #Z points, one over each element in Z¢. In fact, whenever

CEAO I:{[Cl,...,CN]EA|Q7éCj fOI"L'#j},

then X is a manifold.

Outside a ball Bg2(0) containing all of Z¢, the bundle (X¢)jmmm B, (0) has Chern

class —N € Z = H?*(ImH \ Bg2(0)). It is therefore isomorphic to the principal
U(1)-bundle

mo: (H\ Bgr(0))/Cy — ImH \ Bpz(0)
[q] = qiq.

With the right choice of such an isomorphism 7¢ (e.g. using parallel transport in
radial direction and 'matching’ the connections ; and g at the sphere at infinity)
one can show that w. approaches the standard hyperkahler structure on H /Cn asin
[Definition 2.4][Point 1 The Gibbons—Hawking spaces are therefore ALE asymptotic
to H/ Cn.

4. Let R € Ngom)(Cn). Identifyﬂ the space of self-dual 2-vectors A2H with ImH
and denote by A2 R € SO(ImH) the induced map. Furthermore, define

o Lif R € Zgom (Cn)
—1if R € Ngom)(Cn) \ Zsom)(Cn)

3via ImH > € — (w,&) € Q*(H) where w = dg A dg € Q*(H, (ImH)*) is the standard hyperkihler
structure on H.



where Zgom)(Cn) denotes the centralizer of Cy in SO(H). If ( € A satisfies
A% R¢ = ap(, then there exists an Re Isom(X¢) satisfying

(MAR*® R*)wc =we and 7o R=Ror
where R acts on H/Cly in the obvious way. This is explained in more detail in

tion 2.2.2|[Point 3| However, note that whenever R € Ngo ) (C3) = Nsom)(C1) =

. (which holds in all examples of , then R acts as a bundle (anti-)
isomorphism. In this case it can be uniquely characterised by the lift of R along 7¢

and demanding that the connection 6 gets mapped onto itself.

. Let (o # (1 € Z¢ and assume that the line segment
C={tG+ (1 —1t)¢|te€[0,1]} CImH

intersect Z¢ only in its endpoints. The preimage ¥ = WC_I(E) C X¢ is a smoothly
embedded sphere, which is holomorphic with respect to the complex structure

e ¢ F . =G
Iog= (L, &) for § = Ki_& € ImH.

2.2.2. Kronheimer's construction of ALE spaces

All hyperkéhler ALE 4-manifolds asymptotic to H/T" for any finite subgroup I' < Sp(1)
were constructed and classified by Kronheimer in [Kro89a] and [Kro89b]. The following
summary follows the one given in [DPW22| Remark 2.15]. Note also that for I' = Cy
this treatment is equivalent to

1. Let C[I'] .= Maps(I", C) denote the regular representation equipped with its stan-

dard hermitian inner product. Furthermore, define
S = Horu(C[I))" and G =PUC[])"

and equip S with the canonical flat hyperkéhler structure. The adjoint action of G
on S has a destinguished hyperkihler moment map

p: S — (ImH)* ® g*.

Let 3* C g* be the annihilator of [g, g, i.e. all elements in g* fixed by the coadjoint
action of G. For any value ¢ € (ImH)* ® 3*, the hyperkéhler quotient X :=
p~1(¢)/G is a hyperkihler orbifold asymptotic to H/T' (JKro89a, Lemma 3.3 and
Proposition 3.14]).

2. |Remark 2.3|associates a root system ® to I'. Kronheimer [Kro89a, Proposition 4.1]
defines an isomorphism between 3* and the associated Cartan algebra b = (R®)*.
For any root 8 € ® let Dy := ker 6 C b be the associated wall of the Weyl chambers.
If

Ce A% =(ImH)*®h) \ Upea((ImH)* ® Dy),

then X is a manifold ([Kro89al Proposition 2.8]).



3. Any R € Ngo(m)(T') acts on I' by conjugation. We extend this to a complex linear
map Cg € U(C[I']). The standard representation of R on H tensored with the
Adjoint action of Cr on u(C[I']) induces an action on S. The hyperkéhler moment
map satisfies

po(R®Ade,) = (AZR® Adey,) o p

where AiR is as in [Section 2.2.1|{Point 4| and Ad¢, denotes the coadjoint repre-
sentation of Cr on h = 3* C g*. (See also [Joy99, Section 3] where Joyce interprets
Adc,: b — b as being induced by an automorphism of the underlying Dynkin

diagram.) Thus, if

(A2R® Adey,)¢ = ¢,

we obtain an induced isometry R € Isom(X¢) satisfying
(A2R*® R*)we =we and 7o R=Ro .
4. Let ¢ € A° be fixed and # € ® be a root. Define ¢ € ImH by

(€,) =¢(0) € (ImH)*

and let £ :== ¢ /1€|. Inside X lies a nodal Riemann surface ¥y which is holomorphic
with respect to the complex structure Igé = @4’ é)

If 61,65 € ® are two roots such that 8 = 6y + 62 and [((0)| = |((61)] + |((62)], then
Yp is the union of the (nodal) I é-holomorphic curves Xy, and Yy, attached along
one new pair of nodes. If no decomposition with this property exists, then Yy is
itself an embedded 2-sphere.

5. Denote by W the Weyl group of ®. If two elements (1,(o € A° are related by
an element in W, then X and X, are isomorphic as hyperkidhler ALE spaces
(cf. [Kro89b), Section 3] and [ABO2, Section 3]). This isomorphism identifies the
holomorphic speres Yy C X¢ and ¥,9 C X¢, where w € W satisfies (o = w(;.
Furthermore, one can arrange for this isomorphism to intertwine the asymptotic
coordinates 7¢, and 7¢,. We can therefore replace ¢ € A° in the previous discussion
by

[(] € A° == A°/W.

3. Perturbing coassociative submanifolds

Throughout this section, (Y, ¢) denotes a 7-manifold equipped with a closed Ga-structure.

Definition 3.1 (JHL82, Corollary IV.1.20]). A 4-dimensional immersed submanifold
t: M — Y is called coassociative if t*¢ = 0. If we want to emphasize the underlying
Go-structure we will write ¢-coassociative.



Example 3.2. Let (X,w) be a hyperkdhler 4-manifold together with an action p: G —
Isom(X) by a Bieberbach group G. We denote the corresponding Ga-manifold from
by (Y, ¢). Furthermore, note that the normal subgroup A := GNImH < ImH
is a lattice. An immersed coassociative submanifold inside of Y can now be constructed
from the following data:

1. An embedded Riemann surface tx: ¥ — X which is holomorphic with respect to

I; = (L&) for § € 5% C TmHL.

2. Two linearly independent &5,&3 € {fl}J' N A C ImH such that p(&)(X) = X =
p(&3)(2).

Namely, we define
M = ((R& + RE3) x X)/(€2,83)z

and vq: M — Y for any ¢ € ImH as Lq([y,z]) = [q + y,tx(2)]. It immediately follows
from (2.1) that ¢4 is coassociative. Note that ¢, is an embedding if and only if the
following two conditions are met:

3. &2, &3 are primitive.

4. Any g € G with p(g)(X) N3 # 0 either satisfies g € (£2,&3)7 or g - (R& + RE) N
(R&2 +RE3) = 0.

Remark 3.3. Note that the construction in the previous Example leaves the freedom of
varying the arbitrarily chosen base-point ¢ € ImH of the immersion ¢q: M — Y as
well as the I, él-holomorphic embedding ty: ¥ — X. By doing so one produces a (up
to reparametrisation) (1 + b1(X))-dimensional family of coassociative immersions (one
dimension comes from varying ¢ and b;(X) from varying ¢x;). This is of course in accor-
dance with [McL98, Theorem 4.5 which implies that the moduli space of coassociative
immersions ¢: M — Y is itself an orbifold of dimension b% (M) =1+ b ().

The following well-known lemma can for example be found in [McL98, Proposition 4.2]:

Lemma 3.4. The normal bundle of a coassociative immersion v: M — 'Y is isomorphic
to A2T*M.

Proof. The mapping
UTY 30— 1" (iyo)

descends to the normal bundle and one can check (e.g. in a local basis) that it defines
an isomorphism onto AiT*M . O

Definition 3.5. A tubular neighborhood of the coassociative immersion ¢: M — Y is
a convex open neighborhood U C AiT*M of the zero section together with an open
immersion J: U — Y which restricts to ¢ at the zero section. Additionally, we demand
that for any u € U the image of 8y(J(tu))—o € *TY in AZT*M = N, (the normal
bundle) is again w.

For any w € I'(U) we denote by J,,: M — Y the immersion x — J(w,). Furthermore,
we define Fy: T'(U) — Q3(M) by Fy(w) = J%¢.



Remark 3.6. Subsequently, we may simply use the tubular neighborhood induced by the
Levi—Civita connection of the ambient manifold Y.

By definition, the immersed submanifold J,: M — Y for w € T'(U) is coassociative
if and only if Fj(w) = 0. The following proposition states that the deformation the-

ory of coassociative immersions is on the linear level controlled by the elliptic operator
d: Q% (M) — dQ*(M).

Proposition 3.7 ([McL98, Theorem 4.5|). Let J: U C A2M — Y be a tubular neigh-
borhood of a coassociative immersion t: M — Y. Then the map Fy has image contained

in dQ2(M). Furthermore, there exists a constant ¢ = c(J) > 0 and a smooth map
N; € C®(T(U),dQ?(M)) such that

Fi(w) = dw + N3 (w)
and
IN3(w) = Ni(m)llcoe < cllwllera + lInllere)lw = nllcre
for any w,n € T(U).
The proof of this proposition except the estimate on N can be found in [McL98|, proof

of Theorem 4.5|. As the arguments are short, we have included them here for the reader’s
convenience.

Proof. Since F3(0) = 0 and the cohomology class doesn’t change under homotopies, we
have that [Fy(tw)] = 0 € H3(M) for every t € [0,1]. This proves the first point.

For the second point we observe that the Fundamental Theorem of Calculus and
F5(0) = 0 imply

1
FJ(W) = DOFJ(CU) + /0 8,5F3(tw) — DOFJ(W) dt

where DyF; denotes the linearisation of F; at the zero section. It therefore remains to
check that Do Fj(w) equals dw and

1
Ni(w) = /0 O, Fs(tw) — DoFy(w) dt

satisfies the quadratic estimate.

For every point = € M there exists a vector field v € I'(TY) such that in an open
neighborhood around x we have w = *(i,¢) and ¢} ot = Jy, for t € (—e,e) where ¢’
denotes the flow of v. Since ¢ is closed, we obtain around z:

DoFs(w) = 0:(¢*(04)" @) =0 = ¢ d(iv¢) = dw.
The estimate for Ny is standard but rather lengthy and can be found in O

Theorem 3.8. Let a € (0,1) be a fixred Holder-exponent and §,v,c, R > 0 be constants
with B > 2~. Then there are T, c, > 0 depending only on B,,c, R with the following
significance: Let ¢, pg be two closed Ga-structures on'Y and v: M — 'Y be an immersed
Pg-coassociative submanifold with tubular neighborhood J: U C AiM — Y that satisfy

10



1. BR(O) cU
2. 1*[¢] = 0 € H3(M)
3. [13*(¢ — o) llgo. < ct”

4. d: (H2)E C Q3 (M) — Q3(M) satisfies ||w|lcra < ct™7|| dwl|co.e, where H? de-
notes the space of all harmonic self-dual 2-forms

5. [Ns(w) = Ns()llcoe < clllwliore + [nllere)llw =nllcre

for some t € (0,T). Then there is a section w € T'(U) with ||w||cr.a < cpt?™7 such that
J,, 1S ¢-coassociative.

The analogue statement for associative submanifolds can be found in [DPW22, Propo-
sition 3.19| and its proof carries over with only minor adaptations. We have included it
here for the convenience of the reader.

Proof. To ease notation we drop the subscript J and instead denote by Fig)(w) = I} ¢(o)-
Since djo2 (p7y : Q3 (M) — dQ?*(M) is surjective and image(Fp)) C dQ*(M) by
and the second assumption, we can define

B(w) =d] (Fo(w) — F(w) — No(w)).

|(H3)+nQ3 (M)

By our assumptions there is a positive constant cg = cg(c, R) such that for every r €

(0,R) and w,n € B,.(0) C C»*(M,U) the following two inequalities hold:

IE(0)[[ora < ept®™
IE(@) = E(m)llore < cp(r + )t |w = nlora.

Therefore, E restricts to a contraction on B,(0) provided that
cp(r+ tﬁ)t*7 <1 and cpt?™ + ce(r+ tﬁ)t77r <.

This holds if we choose T' = T'(3, 7, ¢, R) sufficiently small and for ¢t € (0,7") the radius
r=2cpt?.
Let now w € B,(0) be the unique fixpoint of E. By definition, this satisfies

0 =dw+ NMy(w) — Fy(w) + F(w) = F(w)
and gives therefore rise to a ¢-coassociative submanifold. O

Remark 3.9. If M in the previous theorem is compact and t: M — Y an embedding,
then J, will also be an embedding once t is sufficiently small.

11



3.1. The linear estimate for surface fibrations over tori

The following subsection establishes [Point 4] of [Theorem 3.8|in the case of
We quickly review the relevant set-up: Let % be a closed Riemann surface equipped with
a Riemannian metric gs; and &, &3 € R? be linearly independent. Furthermore, assume
that there is a group action p: (£2,&3)z — Isom(X). Our coassociative submanifold in

was then defined as
M = (R* x ¥)/(£&,&3)z

equipped with the induced metric coming from gy and gr2. We will also need the
following rescaled version:

M; = (R x ) /(t 716, t763)7

for t > 0 where p;: (t71¢5,t71¢3)z — Isom(X) is given by p(t-). The induced metric on
My is denoted by g;.

Observe that the natural projection p;: My — T2 := R?/(t71&y,t71&3) 7 gives rise to a
fiber bundle. The orthogonal complement H; := V- of its vertical tangent bundle V; =
ker(Dp;) defines a flat Ehresmann connection. This induces a decomposition Qf(M;) =
Dptqee P with QP4 .= T'(AP H* ® AV*). Furthermore, the operator d+d*: QF(M;) —
QFFL (M) @ QF 1 (M) splits into

dg +dj: QP9 = QP g QP14 and  dy +dj: QP9 — QT g Qpa—l
Definition 3.10. We define the following operators acting on Q(M;):
1. Denote by TI; € End(Q(M;)) the L?-projection onto ker(d + d*).
2. For any y € T?, let res,: QP9(M;) — AZ"T;Tt2 ® Q9(p; *(y)) be the composition
OPU(My) — Tpy ' (y), APH* © ATV*) 2 APTTE @ Q(p; (y))-
3. The operator dy +d}, restricts for every y € T7 to an elliptic operator on APTY T2 ®
Q9(p; ' (y)). Denote by m, the L?-orthogonal projection onto its kernel.

4. Finally, denote by 7 € End(92¢(M;)) the operator which maps w € Qf(M;) to the
unique #(w) € QY(M;) with res, 7 (w) = m,(resyw) for every y € T7.

Remark 3.11. In all examples of the fiber bundle M; = T? x ¥ is trivial. In
this case QP4 =2 QP(T?,Q4(X)) and dy + d}, becomes dys + d& acting upon Q4(X). The
operator 7: QP4 — QP4 is then simply the L?-projection onto ker(dy+d%). Furthermore,
dH + d?.] = thQ + d;?

The main result of this section is the following Fredholm estimate:

Proposition 3.12. For every o € (0,1),k > 1 there is a constant ¢ = c(k,a, My, g1)
such that for every t € R and w € QY(M,),

lwllora < e(@+7)] dw + d*wllgr-ra + [Miw]lcra)-
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For this we use the following results on harmonic forms on R? x ¥ and M; which are
an immediate consequence of [Wall3l Lemma A.1].

Lemma 3.13 ([Pla20, Corollary 4.13|). Every harmonic w € QY(R?xX) with ||w||co < oo
is a sum of terms of the form m ® na, where m € QP(R?) is constant and no € Q4(X) is
harmonic. Identifying the space of constant forms on R? with A*R? we therefore have

H(R? x ) N COQYR? x ¥) = P APR® @ HI(D).
p+q

Corollary 3.14. The pull-back of the quotient map q;: R? x ¥ — M; induces an iso-
morphism
HE(Mt) o @ APR2 © Hq(g)@z,ésm,
p+q=¢

where H*(E)<€2753>Z denotes the space of harmonic forms on % invariant under the action

of (€2,&3)z by the pull-back of p.

The next two lemmas prove [Proposition 3.12|for elements which respectively lie inside
and orthogonal to the kernel of dy + dj;.

Lemma 3.15. For every w € QY(M;)
11 = T)wlcre < coll(d+d7)(1 = Twlor-1.a
holds independently of t. It even holds on R? x X.

Proof. We prove the estimate on R? x . Since the quotient maps are isometries, this
implies the lemma.

Suppose the estimate does not hold on R? x ¥ to produce a contradiction. Then we
find a sequence (wy)neny C QY(R? x ¥) with

(1= F)wnllora =1 and  [[(d + d*)(1 — 7)wn]lgr1.a — O.

Since both expressions are invariant under translations, we can assume that

N 1
H(]. — W)WnHC’f,a(Bl(o)xE) Z m for every n e N. (31)
By the Arzela-Ascoli Theorem we find a subsequence (again denoted by (wy, )nen) such
that ((1 — 7)wn)nen converges in Cot to wee € CF1QYR? x X). This limit satisfies
dweo + d*wee = 0 (for £ = 1 in the distributional sense) and is therefore smooth by

elliptic regularity. As ||weo|lcr-1 < 1, implies that we is a sum of terms of
the form 1, ® 12 where 11 € QP(R?) is parallel and 7y € Q9(X) is harmonic. Therefore,
Woo = TWeo and since (1 — T)wy, = 0 for every n € N, we obtain further wo, = Tws = 0.
However, bootstrapping improves the convergence inside By (0) x ¥ to C*® and therefore
|woo [ oo (B (0)x:) = 1/(4(k+1)) holds by (3-1). This gives the sought contradiction. [J
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Lemma 3.16. For every t € R* and w € Q°(M,) we have
lfwllco < est™H|(d + d) 7wl co + [Hew]lco
where cg s independent of t.

Proof. We first prove the estimate for ¢ = 1 and then for arbitrary ¢ by scaling.
The estimate for ¢ = 1 follows from Morrey’s inequality and Fredholm theory.
The estimate for general t € R*:
Denote by ®;: M; — M, the map [(y, z)] = [(t~'y,2)]. One can check that for any
w € QY(M,) we have

| wlg, = Z t_p(|wp’q|gt © (I’t)’
ptq=¢

(d+d)Pjw = @) (dw + t 2 dfj,w + dj,w),
I, = 11,

where wP'? denotes the projection onto APH* @ A?V* and where the last equality uses
Corollary 3.140 The following estimate uses ||-[|co and |- ||c§) to denote the C°-norms with
respect to the metrics g; and g1. Since the decomposition A“T* M, = Oppq=t APH*QAIV*
is orthogonal, the previous step implies that for any w € im7:

= | 5 g~ 5 e
ptq=¢ ‘ pta={ '
cof@ray Y va] || S emens] )
p+q=¢ ! p+q=¢ !
| 5 eatams o 5 o]+ ]
pta=¢ ! pt+a=¢t ! !
=al] 2 tamer 4] 3 et i, + ] )
pt+g={ ¢ ptqg=~ ¢ !
= c3(t7H[(d + d")wllgo + T co)- =

Proof of [Proposition 3.14 The Schauder estimate

wllcra < ca(l(d+d)wller-r1a + [wllco)
and Lemmas and imply
[wllera < es(L+ 1) ((d + d*)wllgr—1,a + [[(d + d*)Fw||crk-1a + [|Hw]|co).

The observation (d + d*)7 = 7(d + d*) finishes the proof. O
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4. Examples

Let ~(Yo, ¢o) be a flat Go-orbifold together with a chosen set of resolution data. Denote

by ¢: the closed Ga-structure from |Definition 2.5/ on the resolution Y; and by ¢; the
torsion-free Go-structure of [Theorem 2.7]

Assumption 4.1. Assume that for some element ((XS, ws,7s), (ps: Gg — Isom(Xs)))
of the resolution data we have

1. An embedded closed surface ty: ¥ — X which is holomorphic with respect to

I; = (L&) for § € §% C TmH.

2. Two linearly independent &,& € {& 1" N A C ImH such that p(&)() = ¥ =
p(&3)(X). Here Ag is the lattice Gg N Im H < Im H.

Proposition 4.2. For every triple (X, &2,&3) as in|Assumption 4.1 there exists a T > 0
such that there is an immersed ¢y-coassociative submanifold v,: M — Y, for t € (0,T).
As t approaches 0, the induced volume on M shrinks to 0. Furthermore, if the triple

(3, &2,&3) satisfies[Point 3 and[] listed at the end of[Ezample 3.3, then v, is an embedding

provided that t is sufficiently small.

Proof. Throughout the proof we work with the rescaled Go-structures t_3<§t and t3¢;.
gives rise to an immersed (t_?’gZN)t)—coassociative submanifold 7;: M — Y.
Let J: U — Y; be its tubular neighborhood induced by the Levi-Civita connection
associated to t~2g;. Without loss of generality we may assume that J(U) C V where V
is as in [Definition 2.5

The compactness of M, and [Proposition 3.12] imply that there exist
t-independent constants ¢ > 0, R > 0, 8 := 5/2, and = = 1 such that the first three
points in are satisfied. (All C**norms are hereby taken with respect to
t=2g;.) Furthermore, one can check that in our set-up the estimates in are
independent of t. Thus, by enlarging c if necessary we may assume that the fourth point is
also satisfied. We therefore, obtain a (t~3¢;)-coassociative submanifold (or analogously,
a ¢-coassociative submanifold) ¢;: M — Y; contained in V that satisfies

et = Zllgre < et and |y — il < e 1320
gt s

Direct inspection reveals that with respect to the family of metrics g; (and therefore also
with respect to g;) the fibers of M collapse to points as ¢ tends to 0. The last statement
of the proposition immediately follows from O

Remark 4.3. The previous proposition produces coassociative submanifolds by perturb-
ing the model-immersion from This requires the choice of a base-point
g € Im H which we will (arbitrarily) fix throughout all examples. By varying ¢, however,
[Proposition 4.2 produces a (up to reparametrization) 1-dimensional family of coassocia-
tive immersions. Since b2 (M) =1 (as b1 (X) = 0 for all non-constant holomorphic curves
in ALE 4-manifolds), all coassociative deformations of ¢;: M — Y} are obtained this way
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(cf. [Remark 3.3)). (Note that such 1-dimensional families constructed from different data
(X, &2, &3) may coincide in Y;.)

Example 4.4. Joyce [Joy96b, Examples 7-14| constructs seven examples of flat Go-
orbifolds whose respective singular strata are all given by tori: S = T3. More precisely,
neighborhoods of the singularities in all these orbifolds are described by
with X = H/I'g for I's = Cs. The corresponding Bieberbach groups are given by lattices
Gs = Ag = Z3 (whose exact form are irrelevant for our purpose) and the group actions
ps: Gg — Isom(H/I'g) are trivial.

All these singularities can be resolved via Gibbons—Hawking spaces. This requires a
choice of ¢ € A° (cf. . To simply find some resolution data, any such choice
suffices.

In order to construct coassociative submanifolds, we pick for every singular stratum
S two primitive elements &2,&3 € Ag. Furthermore, we choose any ¢ = [—(1, (1] € A°
with 0 # ¢ € {&,&}. The corresponding Gibbons-Hawking space X¢ contains a
holomorphic sphere ¥ such that (X, &2, &3) satisfy the conditions in [Proposition 4.2 We
therefore obtain embedded coassociative submanifolds in all the critical loci.

Remark 4.5. Joyce [Joy96b|, Examples 3, 4, 5, 6, 15, 16| constructs further examples of flat
Gg-orbifolds whose transverse singularties are modelled upon H/T'g for I's € {Cy, Cs}.
[DPW22, Examples 4.3, 4.4, 4.9] describes possible choices for the resolution data and
points out holomorphic spheres inside the corresponding Gibbons-Hawking spaces. It is
not difficult to check that every singular stratum of these orbifolds admits at least one
choice of resolution data such that[Proposition 4.2/ gives rise to an embedded coassociative
submanifold in the resolution.

The following examples all treat Ga-orbifolds constructed in [Reil7, Section 5.4.3]. A
neighborhood of the singular strata in all these orbifolds can be described by [Example 2.1]
together with the data in For this we list:

e The diffeomorphism type of the singlar strata S.

e The orbifold group I'g such that the transverse singularity is modeled upon Xg :=
H/Ts.

e The generators of the Bieberbach group Gg as follows: Every GGg is generated by
the lattice Ag = (7,7, k) C ImH. Furthermore, we indicate whether the following
two additional generators appear (v'= appears, X= does not appear):

- .
<R+,ZJ;> and (R,é)

where Ry € GL(Ag) = GL3(Z) are given by

+1 0 0
Ri=(0 F1 0]. (4.1)
0 0 -1
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Gg and ps: Gg — Isom(H/T'g)

(R4, 5E) with (R, %) with

# S I

ps(Re, 50 [a] = [igi] | ps(R—,%)lq] = [jas]
L || T3/C3 | Oy v v
2. || T3/Cy | C3 X v
3. || T3/C2 | Cs v v
4. || T3/C2 | C4 v v
5 || T3/C2 | Cg v v
6. || T3/C3 | Dics v v

Table 1.: Description of those singular strata appearing in [Reil7, Section 5.3.4] which
were not treated in [DPW22 Section 4]. For each stratum the Bieberbach
group Gy is generated by Ag = (i,j,k) C ImH. Whether the two additional
generators (R4, #) and (R_, %) (for Ry as in (4.1))) appear is indicated (v'=
appears, X= does not appear). The homomorphism pg: Gg — Isom(H/T'g)
maps Ag to Id and the other generators as indicated. A neighbourhood of any
singular stratum is then described by together with the respective

data of this table.

e The action ps: Gg — Isom(H/I'g) of the generators of Gg as follows: The lattice
Ag acts trivially in all examples. Furthermore, (R4, #) and (R_, %) act (whenever
they appear as generators) via ps(R4, #)[q] = [iqi] and ps(R_, %)[q] = [jqj] for
[q] € H/T'g, respectively.

Example 4.6. Reidegeld |[Reil7, Section 5.3.4] constructs an example of a flat Go-
orbifold whose singular strata split into two types. Both types can be described via
together with the data of rows 2 and 3 in respectively.

These singularities can be resolved by Gibbons—Hawking spaces. This requires a choice
of parameter ¢ € A° (cf. . All parameters such that the Gg-action lifts to
the Gibbons-Hawking space X, can be found in

The parameter ¢ := [—i,0,4] works for both types of singularities. The corresponding
Gibbons-Hawking space contains two I;-holomorphic spheres which together with & =
j, and &3 = k satisfy the conditions of [Proposition 4.2 Thus, the resolution admits
coassociative submanifolds in all the critical regions. Note that by construction these
submanifolds are only immersed, however, a closer inspection of reveals
that they all factor through double-cover over embedded coassociatives.

Example 4.7. Reidegeld |[Reil7, Section 5.3.4] constructs an example of a flat Go-
orbifold whose singular strata split into two types. Both types can be described via

together with the data of rows 1 and 4 in respectively.
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We choose a set of resolution data by a collection of certain Gibbons—-Hawking spaces.
This requires choices of the parameter { € A° (cf. [Section 2.2)). All parameters such that

the G g-action lifts to the Gibbons-Hawking space X can be found in

As an example, we pick the following:

1. ¢ = [—4,1] for strata of type described by row 1. The associated Gibbons—Hawking
space contains one I;-holomorphic sphere which together with & := j and £3 ==k
satisfies the conditions of [Proposition 4.2 The resulting submanifold is immersed
but factors as in the previous example through a double-cover over an embedded
coassociative.

4. ¢ = [-2i,—1,1,2i] for strata of type described by row 4. The associated Gibbons—
Hawking space contains 3 I;-holomorphic spheres which together with & = j and
&3 = k satisfy the conditions of [Proposition 4.2, The resulting submanifolds are
again immersed but factor through double-cover over embedded coassociatives.

Example 4.8. Reidegeld |Reil7, Section 5.3.4] constructs an example of a flat Go-
orbifold whose singular strata split into four types. All types can be described via
together with the data of rows 1, 2, 3, and 5 in respectively.

All singularities can be resolved by certain Gibbons—Hawking spaces. This requires
choices of the parameter ( € A° (cf. . All parameters such that the Gg-action
lifts to the Gibbons-Hawking space X can be found in

The singular strata described by rows 1-3 have been treated in the previous examples.
For the strata of type 5 we may exemplary pick ¢ = [—3i, —2i, —i,1, 2, 3i]. The corre-
sponding Gibbons—Hawking space contains five I;-holomorphic spheres. Each one of these
together with & := j, &3 = k satisfies the conditions of [Proposition 4.2 The resulting
submanifolds factor as before through double-cover over embedded coassociatives.

The following example contains a singular stratum whose transverse singularity is mod-
elled on H/Dicg. For its corresponding resolution we require Kronheimer’s construction
of ALE spaces.

Example 4.9. Reidegeld |Reil7, Section 5.3.4] constructs an example of a flat Go-
orbifold whose singular strata split into four types. All types can be described via
together with the data of rows 1, 3, 4, and 6 in respectively.
Singularities of types described by rows 1, 3, and 4 have been treated in the previous
examples. We therefore focus on the strata determined by row 6. A resolving ALE spaces
can be constructed via Kronheimer’s method and requires a choice of parameter { € A°

(cf. . All parameters such that the Gg-action lifts to the ALE space X,
can be found in

For example, ¢ := [0,1, 24, 3i,4i] works and the corresponding ALE space contains 5
I;-holomorphic spheres (cf. . Each one together with £ = j and &3 =k
satisfies the conditions of |[Proposition 4.2| and gives rise to a coassociative submanifold.
One of these submanifolds is already embedded and the other ones factor again through
double-cover over embedded coassociatives.

18



Remark 4.10. Reidegeld |Reil7), Section 5.3.4] constructs two further examples of orb-
ifolds whose transverse singularties are modelled on H/T'g for I'g € {Co, Cy4, Dica}. These
are treated in [DPW22, Examples 4.5 and 4.6] and we remark that [Proposition 4.2| pro-
duces coassociative submanifolds in all critical loci.

Remark 4.11. In |[JK21] Joyce and Karigiannis extended the generalised Kummer con-
struction to certain non-flat Go-orbifolds. If similar estimates as in continue
to hold, then it seems plausible that the construction method for coassociative subman-
ifolds presented in the current article can be extended to these new manifolds.

Remark 4.12. Assume for simplicity the following situation: Let (Yp, ¢o) be a flat Go-
orbifold whose singularities are all modelled upon 72 x H/Cy where T3 = ImH/Z3
(this is for example the case in [Joy96bl Example 3]). These singularities can be re-
solved by Gibbons-Hawking spaces X for any choice of parameter ¢ = [—z,2] €
(Im H\ {0})2/{#1}. However, in order to apply [Proposition 4.2 we need the line ¢ := Rx
to intersect Z3 C ImH (this is precisely the second condition of [Assumption 4.1)). One
natural question therefore is: What can be said about coassociative submanifolds when-
ever { is 'irrational’ (i.e. does not intersect Z3)? Of particular interest would be those
coassociatives whose volume shrink to zero as the metric degenerates.

When addressing this question one has to overcome the following two issues:

1. Let z,2" € ImH \ {0} be two elements such that the lines Rz C ImH and
Rz’ € ImH are rational and irrational, respectively. [Proposition 4.2| gives then
rise to a coassociative submanifold in 7% x X, for the rational ¢ = [—xz,2]. Us-
ing the Implicit Function Theorem one might hope to perturb this coassociative
submanifold to a coassociative in T3 x X for ' = [—2/,2'] once ¢ and (' are
sufficiently close. However, a short calculation shows that the second condition of
is always violated and such a perturbation can therefore never exist.

2. Let again 2’ € ImH\ {0} be such that the line Rz’ C Im H is irrational. One could
then approximate Rz’ by a sequence of rational lines (Rxy, )pen for x,, € ImH\ {0}.
(See [BRV16| for an overview on the measure-theoretic properties of the set of
lines that are approximable with a given rate.) However, the coassociatives inside
T3 x X¢, with ¢, = [—xp,z,] constructed in [Proposition 4.2 become infinitely
large as one approaches T x Xc.

A. The quadratic estimate

This section establishes the quadratic estimate for the map N in [Proposition 3.7}

Lemma A.1. Let v,w € T(TM) be vector fields and n € Q(M) be an £-form. Then the
following identities hold for any torsion free connection V:

£un=Vyn+ (VwAn)
£oLun =V Vun + (Vw A Vyn) + (Vo w An)
+ (Vo AVyun) + (VoA (Vw An))
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where (-~ A - ): T*M @ TM ® A*T*M — AFT*M contracts the second and third
TM @ T*M = R component and takes the the wedgeproduct afterwards. Furthermore,
Vaw = VyVu — Vy,w denotes the second covariant derivative.

Proof. Since V is torsion-free, the equality

(Lwm) (v, ..y ur) = (Von) (ur, . oue) + (=1 n(Vyw,u, o, )

holds. This is the first identity and the second is proven similarly. O

Recall from that t: M — Y is a coassociative immersion equipped with a
tubular neighborhood J: U — Y. Furthermore, let F; and N be defined as in
ftion 3.1

Lemma A.2. Let u,v,w € I'(U). The second derivative of Fy can be estimated by
[(DuDF5)(0)(w)]|era < e(1+ [[ullgrrra)[[vlorrrallwl crra

where we regard the differential DFy as a map from T'(U) to Hom(I'(N,), Q3(M)) and

accordingly, (D, DF;)(v) € Hom(T'(N,), 23(M)).

Proof. Lift the sections v,w € I'py(U) to vector fields 0,w € T'y(TU) via 0(uy,) =

L, + tv(m)i—o where m € M denotes the basepoint of u,, (and analogously for ).
Denote their respective flows by ©?, and ¢?. Then

(DyDPFy)(v)(w) = 0:0sF3(u+ tv + sw) = 00su™ (¢7)* (s )" (")
= U*£@£w(J*¢)
Thus, [|DuDf(v)(w)lcr.e < cif| Dullgral[£46£5(3*0)|[ora-

The connection on AiT *M induces a decomposition of the tangent bundle TU into
vertical V' and horizontal component H. The vertical part of the differential Du €
I'(Hom(TM,u*TU)) is given (up to the identification of u*V with A2 T*M) by Vu and
the horizontal component is up to the identification u*H = T'M given by the identity
map. Therefore, | DD f(v)(w)l[or.a < c2(1 4 [[Vullgra)|| £5£5(370) || cra-

To estimate the Lie derivative, we invoke the previous lemma. The only two terms
that might require an explanation are V;V;(J*¢) and (V2 @ A (J*¢)). The first can be
estimated by 7

VeV (3™ 0)llcra < [lia(VaV(I"0))llcre + [Vo,w(3*9))lore
< asflwlleralvllere (IVV(I* @) lcra + V(I 0)llcra)-

Note that in the second line there is no additional derivative of @ coming from V;w.
This is because (V4w)(uy,) only depends on v(m) and w(m). (In fact, one can define a
map ®: U xp U — TU by (u1,uz) — Vg, t2.)

Similarly,

(VS w A (T o) lera < calllvllorallwlora + [ollorsialwlcrsa) |36l cra

which together with with the observation that ||J*¢||k+2.« is bounded finishes the proof.
O
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Proposition A.3. The quadratic estimate

IN3(v) = Ns()llgre < c(1+ ollorrre + lwligrre + [lv = wllerie)

lo = wllerrra([[vllcrea + wl]erre)
holds.

Proof. This follows immediately from the previous lemma and
1
Ni(v) = Niy(w) = / DuuFy(v — w) — DoFs(v — w) + (DyoFs — Dy Fy) (w) dt
0

1 pt
= /0 /0 (stDFJ)(U)(U — 'LU) + (th+5(v_w)DFJ)(U — ’LU)(’UJ) ds dt.

O

B. Resolution data for Reidegeld’s orbifolds

In this section we describe how to construct resolution data for those flat Gy-orbifolds
in [Reil7, Section 5.3.4] which were not treated in [DPW22| Section 4|. A neighborhood
of the singular strata in all these orbifolds can be described by using the
data from [Table 1| (cf. [Section 4)).

The resolution data for singular strata which are described in rows 1.-5. of can
be constructed via the Gibbons—Hawking Ansatz (cf. or, equivalently, via

Kronheimer’s construction (cf. [Section 2.2.2)). Recall that in order to obtain a smooth
manifold we need to choose for either method a parameter ¢ from

A° = {[C1,....(v] € ImH)YN /Sy | ¢+ -+ (v =0 and §; # ; for i # j}.
To lift the action of Gg we need to restrict further to the following sets:

1. (AO)R-H(*R—) :{[ClvR-‘rCl] c A° ‘ Cl c ((RJ)J_ U (Rk)l) \RZ}U
{[=C1,¢1] € A% | ¢ € Ri}

2. (AR (G, G, ~R_G) € A° | ¢ € (R)E, G ¢ (Rf)JU
(G, G2, Gl € A° | 1,6, G € (Rf)H)

[C1,Co, Ry Ga) € A° | ¢ € Ri, G € (Rf)F U (RE)H) \ RiJU
[C1,C2,C3] € A% | (1,C2, (3 € Ri}

G RiCly —R-Ci,—RyR-G] € A° [ (1 ¢ (Rj)* U (RE)MJU

G RiC1 G2, RG] € A% | 1, G2 € ((Rf) U (RR)T) \ RiJU

G, G2, G Ry Gl € A° | G, G € Riy (3 € ((Ry)H U (RE)) \ RijU
€152, (3, Ca] € A% [ (1, G2, (3, Ca € Ri}

3. (A°)fH(R-) —¢
{
4. (M%) R =
{l
{l
{l
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5. (AR {6, R €1, G, RiGa, —R-Go, —Ry R_(o] € A° |

G € ((Rf)T U (RK)T) \Ri, &2 ¢ (Rf)™ U (RE)™ U
{[¢1, Gy G35 R4 (3, —R-(3, —R{ R_(3] € A® |

(1,¢2 € Ri, G ¢ (Rj)™ U (RE) U
{[¢1, Ry C1y G2y Ry G2, G35 R3] € A7 |

(1,¢2,C3 € (Rf)T U (RE)™S) \ Ri}U
{[¢1, G2, G35 R4-C3, Ca, Ry Ca] € A° |

G G2 € Ri, 3, ¢4 € ((Rf) U (RE)™) \Ri}U
{[¢1,¢2, 3, Cas G55 R1-G5) € A7 |

C1y G2, G3y G € RiL G5 € (RY)F U (RE)L) \ Ri}U
{[¢1, €2, (3, €45 G55 o) € A® [ €1, (2, (35 Ca5 G5, Go € R}

To resolve singular strata described in row 6. of we need Kronheimer’s con-
struction as reviewed in
The root system of Djs is given by (cf. [Bou08, Chapter VI1.4.8])

b={te;+e; R |i#£jec{l,...,5}}
and one possible choice of simple roots consists of
;i =e;—eipp fori=1,...,4 and a5 :=e5+ ey.

Its Weyl group W = C4 x S5 acts on R by permuting and changing the signs of an even
number of coordinates. Thus, in order to obtain a smooth manifold, we must choose the
value of the moment map from

A° = {[C1,- -, G5 € (ImH)* @ R) /W | §; # +¢; for i # 5}
In order to lift the action of Gg, we need to restrict further to the set

6. (AR ={[0,¢1, Ry-C1, R-C1, Ry R-(1) € A° | (1 ¢ (Ri)™ U (Rj)™ U (RE) U
{10, C1, RaC1, G2, RoGa) € A° |
(1, G € (R U (Ry)F U (Rk)L) \ (Ri URj URK) and
Ra, Ry € {R{,R_,R,R_}}U
{10, C1,t¢1, G2, RuGa] € A° |
(1 € RIURjUREK,t € R\ {0,—-1},
G € (Ri)F U (Rf)L U (RE)L) \ (Ri URj URK) and
R, € {R.,R_,R R _}}U
{10, ¢1,t1C1, Co, taCa] € A° | &1, G € RiUR) URE, t1ty € R\ {0, —1}}.
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