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BOUNDARY FRAMINGS FOR lcs FOUR-MANIFOLDS

J MORAVA

Abstract. In work with Urs Schreiber [§1] we construct a rational homotopy-
theoretic model for a classifying space of locally conformally symplectic (lcs)
structures on four-manifolds. This leads to the definition of a cobordism cate-
gory of three-manifolds ‘anchored’ by principal Ω2S2 - bundles (§2, generaliz-
ing contact structures). Powerful sl2R - representation-valued Hodge-Lefschetz
cohomology [3, 31, 32], going back to Chern and Weil), taking values in the
Z-graded bidifferential category B∗ of [1](lemma 1.3), is available for its study.

§3 observes that David Ebin’s [4] configuration groupoid [Metrics//D] for Eu-
clidean general relativity can be represented (cohomologically over Q) in terms
of a category

A(X) :=

∫

K∈[Ccpct0//D]

[X//K] → B∗

of objects (or ‘aspects’) of X (as a space, under the action of its group D of
(pointed, etc) diffeomorphisms). This provides a notational system for the
higher category of actions of compact connected groups K on X, which is
classically accessible by Atiyah-Bott/Duistermaat-Heckmann [2] . . .

§I A rational homotopy-theoretic classifying space for lcs four-manifolds

1.1 In the following, X ⊃ ∂X = Y will be a connected compact oriented four-
dimensional manifold with (for now) connected boundary, together with the locally
conformally symplectic structure [5, 15, 27] defined by a two-form ω ∈ Ω2

R(X),
which is effective in that

⋆ (∀x ∈ X) (ω ∧ ω)(x) 6= 0, and moreover there is a (necessarily unique) [18]
one-form ϑ such that

• dϑ = 0 with dω = ϑ∧ω.

Working in a closed model category of differential commutative graded Q-algebras,
we construct a commutative diagram (ω 7→ ω2, ϑ → ω1)

Ω∗Blcs
Q[t]

t→0

��

// Λ∗
Q[t]{ω1,ω2 | dω2 = tω1 ∧ω2, ,dω1 = 0}

−⊗QQ[t=0]

��

Ω∗ΩS2Q // Λ∗
Q{ω1,ω2 | dω2 = 0, dω1 = 0} ,

with dotted arrows signifying cofibrant (minimal model) replacements, following
Neisendorfer [26](§5.6a) and Meier [19](§2.3).
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2 J MORAVA

I am indebted to Urs Schreiber for this – these dcas are not nilpotent [16][Def 1.10],
but π1 = Z has cohomological dimension one, which suffices for this construction –
and, more generally, for drawing my attention to the utility of rational-homotopy-
theoretic methods, eg [10](ex 2.41), [12](§4.6, open M5 branes), [34] in mathematical
physics. I also owe him thanks for his help and patience, but the mistakes here are
my responsibility.

1.2 An lcs structure on X defines a homomorphism

Ω∗Blcs → Ω∗
R(X)

making the real differential forms on X into an effective Ω∗Blcs algebra.

Prop A collar (0, 1] × Y ⊂ X for the boundary ∂X = Y defines a commutative
diagram

Ω∗Blcs

��

// Ω∗
R(X)

��

Ω∗ΩS2 ⊗Q[t] // Ω∗
R(I× Y)

presenting an Ω∗ΩS2 - algebra structure on Ω∗Y as boundary data for a Ω∗Blcs

structure on Ω∗X.

[The right vertical map is defined by restriction. Note that Ω∗ signifies an algebra
of differential forms, whereas Ω indicates a based loop space.]

⋆ 1.3 Recall [5, 21] that a contact form (α ∈ Ω1Y such that (∀x) α∧dα 6= 0, cf a3)
defines an effective Ω∗Blcs - algebra structure on Ω∗(I× Y), by

ω2 = −t−1d(tα), ω1 = t−1dt = ϑ ∈ Ω1I ;

indeed
dω2 = ϑ∧ω2, and ω2 ∧ω2 = −2α∧ dα∧ ϑ 6= 0 .

1.4 We will return to contact forms in [a2] below, but for the moment recall [29]
that a contact form has both an associated real [ξ] ∈ PicRY ∼= H1(Y,Z2) line bundle
as well as a complex [η] ∈ H2(Y,Z2) ∼= PicC(Y) (related by [ξ] ⊗R [η] = [η]), and
that an almost contact structure is a reduction of the structure group of Y to

T ⋊ Z2 ⊂ SU(2) = Spin(3) .

The class [ϑ] ∈ H1(Y,R) can perhaps be regarded as a lift of [ξ].

§II Spin, contact, and  line structures

2.0 An almost contact structure on Y as above is rationally indistinguishable from
an Ω∗ΩS2 - algebra structure, but this loses two-torsion information. We argue
here for working in a topos

{X / |Fin⊗
C |

+}

of spaces with enough basepoints – alternatively, spaces endowed with a principal
 line or Ω2S2 ≃ Ω2SU(2)⋊Z bundle1 – as a rationally equivalent alternative. Such

1a noncommutative harmonic oscillator [23]
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framings/orientations/basepoints were proposed in [22], as useful in renormalization
theory.

2.1 Recall that under Pontrjagin multiplication, the integral homology

H∗(ΩS2,Z) ∼= Z[x]

is polynomial on a single generator x of degree one, and is therefore not a (graded-)
commutative algebra. The cohomology

H∗(ΩS2,Z) ∼= E([ω1])⊗ P([ω2])

is however graded - commutative, with [ω2] Kronecker dual to x
2. There is further

background in appendix [a1] below.]

Definition The map

C× ∋ z 7→ [q → zqz−1] ∈ Maps{1}(H
×,H×)

extends by collapse maps when z ∈ {0,∞} to define

P1(C) = C× ∪ {0,∞} → Mapsdeg=1(S
3, S3) ,

(ie if z = rexp(iα) with r ∈ R× then z → [q → eiαqe−iα], but if r = 0,∞ it defines
a Mercator-like compactification, with fixed points at the north and south poles).

Taking adjoints gives a loop map [a3]

[S3 → Maps(P1(C), S3) ∼= Ω2S3] = η2 ∈ π5S
3 ∼= Z2

and thus a composition

Bη2 : BSU(2) → ΩS3 → ΩS2

(the last map being the universal cover).

IIUC the composition T ⋊ Z2 → SU(2) → Ω2S2 therefore assigns a line bundle to
an almost contact structure via the remarkable relation

η3 = 4ν

of Ravenel [28](1.1.14). Note that η2 is the first nontrivial element in the cokernel
of stable J.

2.2 A spin structure on X thus has compatible associated line bundles

Y //

��

BSpin(3) = BSU(2)

��

Bη2

// B(Ω2S2)

��

X // BSpin(4) = BSU(2)×2 // B(Ω2S2)×2

on both X and its boundary.

More generally, our topos

{X / |Fin⊗
C |

+} → {X / BSpin}

lies behind that of manifolds with spin structures, which already has a rich defor-
mation theory [17].
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2.3 Proposition (Compact) four-manifolds with effective Ω∗Blcs - algebra struc-
tures as morphisms, and three-manifolds with compatible (cf §1.2-3) boundary line
bundles as objects, form a cobordism (topological 3-) category.

[More precisely, its morphism objects Mor∗(Y
′, Y) are the topological groupoids

with lcs cobordisms W ⊃ ∂W = Y ′
op ⊔ Y → ΩS2 as objects, and diffeomorphisms

preserving the line and lcs structure [15](Theorem 3.7) as morphisms. In particular,
its morphisms compose under glueing along compatible boundaries.]

The effectiveness of an Ω∗Blcs-structure permits the construction of a symplec-
tic Hodge duality operator and so [3, 31, 32] leads to an sl2R - representation -
valued Hodge-Lefschetz bidifferential cohomology theory [1] with good finiteness
properties.

§III Aspects of manifolds

3.0 Recall that a presheaf Φ : Cop → D defines Grothendieck’s category
∫

Φ D → C

(with objects (C ∈ C, c ∈ C) and morphisms u : (C, c) → (C′, c′) defined by
functors u : C′ → C such that Φ(u)(c) = c′).

If, for example, X is a compact connected manifold and D is the topological group
[11, 15] of its smooth based diffeomorphisms (respecting the boundary ∂X → π0∂X),
let

Cpct0/D := [Cpct0 ⊂ D}//Dconj]

be its category of compact connected subgroups under conjugation by elements of
D. Integration

A(X) :=
∫

K∈Cpct0/D
[X//K]

��

Cpct0/D

along the presheaf K → [X//K] of groupoids then defines a (higher, fibered) category
of ‘aspects’ of X.

Such a thing is an adéle-like element - for example, a fixed point - of X, but with
X indexed by or regarded as a space with (the conjugacy class of) an action of a
compact connected group K upon it.

But actions of compact groups on smooth manifolds is a classical subject accessible
via localization [2] in characteristic zero, and via tom Dieck/Elmendorf in (Spectra).
It can be topologized [32] and equivariant cohomology functors extend to functors
on such categories of objects.

3.1 re topological gravity The Riemannian metrics on a closed compact smooth
manifold X, regarded as the object of an action of the group D of diffeomorphisms
which frame a basepoint ([11] see also [15]) define a topological groupoid

[Metrics//D]
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which models the space of states or configurations in Euclidean general relativity.
Myers and Steenrod [25] show that the isotropy group of a Riemannian metric g on
a compact manifold X is compact. As a corollary, we have a commutative diagram

Proposition

[Metrics/D]

&&◆
◆◆

◆◆
◆◆

◆◆
◆◆

ι0:g 7→iso0(g)
// A(X)

zz✉✉
✉✉
✉✉
✉✉
✉

Cpct0/D

where the fibers of the left diagonal map are spaces of metrics g with iso0(g) = K:
which, being cones, are contractible.

Arguing from a (hypothetical) Leray sseq

H∗(|[Cpct0/D]|;H
∗(iso)) ⇒ H∗|[Metrics(X)//D]|

suggests that a natural way to think of the target of this sseq is as an element

[Rι!0] : A(X) →

∫

K∈Cpct0/D

H∗
B|[X//K]|

of a category of natural transformations of functors (defined over a topos of conju-
gacy classes of connected compact subgroups of D).

3.2 Let us then consider the cobordism category of compact Riemannian four-
manifolds with effective Ω∗Blcs - algebra structures as morphisms, and compatible
(Riemannian) three-manifolds, anchored by line bundles, as objects, as a category
fibered over the construction in §2.3 above.

This provides a reasonable background for algebraic models of quantum gravity
adapted to topology change. Considered as a generalized Morse theory, it weighs
symmetric objects and states very heavily.

appendices

• a1 This is a remark about a rough circle of ideas, a homotopy-theoretic version
of Wess-Zumino-Witten theory, where

A principal Ω2S2 (or line) bundle on X is homotopically equivalent to a field X →

|Fin⊗
C |

+ of (virtual) approximations of the cx line by finite subsets.

The set of such equivalence classes has group structure, defining the homomorphism

π2(S1 ∧ X) := Picwzw(X) → PicC(X) ∼= H2(X,Z)

induced by a generator of H2(ΩS2,Z).

A line bundle has an underlying (cx) line bundle; they are candidates for homotopy-
theoretic gauge fields, in particular on 3-manifolds. They can be interpreted as fields
of WZW models, as follows:
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Taking loopspaces sends fibrations to fibrations; applied to Hopf

T = S1 → SU(2) = S3 → CP1 = S2

we get the universal cover

ΩT ≃ Z → ΩSU(2) → ΩS2

so looping once again defines a homotopy equivalence

Ω2SU(2) (∼= Ω2R3
+) → Ω2

eS
2

with the identity component of a semi-direct product

Ω2S2 ≃ Ω2SU(2)⋊ Z ∼ [Ω2SU(2)//Z]

though one must be careful because group-like spaces are not necessarily groups.

Note that Z ∼= π0(Ω
2S2) builds the writhe or determinant of a braid (as in §8 of [24]:

a map X → Y of Poincaré duality spaces, with a lift of its normal spherical bundle
to the classifying space2 of (degree one self-maps/homotopy automorphisms of) S3)
is Steenrod representable, by work of Hopkins and Mahowald) into geometry. In
this language there’s a topos of (Poincaré duality) spaces over BHAut(S3) which is
where solutions of variational geometric problems live, while this note argues/claims
that the topos of (4D) spaces over BHAut(S2) is a good place for renormalizeable
4D Riemannian geometry/qEuclidean GR.

• There is a nice 3-form

ada + λ · κ(a, a, a)

on the space of su(2) - connections, where κ is related to the Killing form of Lie
theory and to the generator of π3 of a (...) simple Lie group; it leads to invariants
of three-manifolds defined without reference to Riemannian geometry. The Bott-
Cartan element underlying κ is the class of origin for 4ν(2) = η3 ∈ πS

3 in the

stable homotopy groups of spheres; note that both η and η3 are in the image of the
J-homomorphism, but η2 is not.

• a2 In these notes Y ∼= Y(B) is in principle a compact connected closed oriented
three-manifold, presented as an open book with binding B ⊂ Y [7](§2) [14], eg the
mapping torus of a two-manifold. Any (. . . ) three-manifold has such presentations.

• [Thurston-Winkelnkemper] [28] There is a contact form α, ie α∧dα 6= 0 supported
by B.

• [Giroux] [13] : The space of contact forms supported by a binding B is connected
(under isotopy = smooth deformation of the contact form α3).

• [19] Poincaré’s lemma in link calculus [14](Prop 4.5.11, Exercises 5.3.13] associates
to (the link B binding) Y(B), a four-manifold X ⊃ ∂X ∼= Y with intersection form
H2(X/Y;Z) defined on H2(X,Z) as in [19] (§5). The coboundary

H1Y → H2X/Y : PicwzwY → PicCX/Y

2which is the (to me mysterious) universal cover Ω2SU(2)〈
3accomplished by stabilizing [7](§4.31 Fig 12] under certain (? 2-categorical) moves



BOUNDARY FRAMINGS FOR lcs FOUR-MANIFOLDS 7

sends lines on the boundary to complex lines on the interior of X..

• a3 Check of §2.1: The diagram

S3 × S3
η2×η2

//

µ
S3

��

Ω2S3 ×Ω2S3

µ
Ω2S3

��

S3
η2

// Ω2S3

commutes, because across the top we have

q, k → [z → zqz−1], [w → wkw−1] ,

then down along the right we have

[z → zqz−1], [w → wkw−1] 7→ [u → u× u → uqu−1 · uku−1 = ukqu−1

while around the left side we have q, k 7→ [u → uqku−1] .

To be more precise about basepoints: in somewhat mixed notation, we have a
commutative diagram

{0,∞}× (T× R3
+)

⊂

��

pr1
// {0,∞}

⊂

��

[0,∞]× (T× R3
+)

��

ρ
// R3

+

∼=

��

(S2 = P1C)× S3
ρ

// S3

in which ρ(r,ω,q) = ωqω−1 for r ∈ R× and ρ(0,−,−) = 0, ρ(∞,−,−) = ∞.
The downward left collapse {0,∞}× T → [0,∞]× T → S2 is a cofibration but the
right side is just an inclusion. The assertion is not that ρ is continuous, but that
collapsing the two endpoints of a cylinder does define a continuous if not smooth
ρ.
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