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Abstract We consider contact structures on simply-connected five-manifolds which arise
as circle bundles over simply-connected symplectic four-manifolds and show that invariants
from contact homology are related to the divisibility of the canonical class of the symplectic
structure. As an application we find new examples of inequivalent contact structures in the
same equivalence class of almost contact structures with non-zero first Chern class.
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1 Introduction

Suppose that (M, w) is a symplectic manifold so that the symplectic form w represents an
integral class [w]in H 2(M: R). We can consider the circle bundle X over M whose Euler class
is equal to the class [w]. The Boothby—Wang construction [2] associates to each symplectic
manifold (M, w) with an integral symplectic class a contact structure £ on the manifold X. In
this article we are interested in the case where X is a simply-connected closed five-manifold.
In Sect. 4 we will show that in this case the four-manifold M also has to be simply-connected
and the Euler class [w] is indivisible. In addition, it follows that the integral homology of X is
torsion free. By the classification of simply-connected closed five-manifolds due to Barden
[1] it is possible to determine the five-manifold X up to diffeomorphism: X is diffeomorphic
either to the connected sum

#(br(M) — 1)S* x §°
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720 M. J. D. Hamilton

or to
#(bay(M) —2)S? x S3#S?%S3,

depending on whether X is spin or non-spin. Here S 2% 83 denotes the non-trivial S3-bundle
over S2 Moreover, the five-manifold X is spin if and only if M is spin or the mod 2 reduction
of the Euler class [w] is equal to the second Stiefel-Whitney class of M. As a consequence
of this diffeomorphism classification one can construct Boothby—Wang contact structures
on the same simply-connected five-manifold X using different simply-connected symplectic
four-manifolds (M, @) and (M, »"). Up to the spin condition the four-manifolds only need
to have the same second Betti number.

In Sect. 3 we consider contact structures and almost contact structures on simply-connected
five-manifolds in general. In particular, we consider the notion of equivalence of these struc-
tures, i.e. when two such structures can be made identical by a sequence of deformations
and self-diffeomorphisms of the manifold. We will show that two almost contact structures
are equivalent on a simply-connected five-manifold if and only if their first Chern classes
have the same maximal divisibility. We call this divisibility the level of the (almost) con-
tact structure. Hence contact structures on the same level are equivalent as almost contact
structures.

Since symplectic four-manifolds exist in great number it is likely that many of the induced
Boothby—Wang contact structures on the same five-manifold X are not equivalent as contact
structures, even if they are equivalent as almost contact structures. In Sects. 6 and 7 we
will show that invariants derived from contact homology defined in [6] are related to the
divisibility of the canonical class of the symplectic structure on the simply-connected four-
manifold. This is summarized in the following main result:

Corollary 43 Let X be a closed simply-connected five-manifold which can be realized in two
different ways as a Boothby—Wang fibration over closed simply-connected symplectic four-
manifolds (M, w1) and (M», w;), whose symplectic forms represent integral and indivisible

classes:
/ y\

(M, @) (M2, @)

Denote the associated Boothby—Wang contact structures on X by & and & and the canonical
classes of the symplectic structures by K1 and K;. Let d (&;) denote the divisibility of the first
Chern class of & and d(K;) the divisibility of K;. Then:

e The almost contact structures underlying &1 and &, are equivalent if and only if d(§1) =

d(&2).

Suppose that &1 and & are equivalent as contact structures.

o Ifd(§1) = d(&) =0, then d(K1) = d(K2).
e Ifd(&)) = d(&) # 0, then either both d(K1),d(K2) <3 ord(Ky) =d(K3) > 4.

Hence the existence of inequivalent contact structures on simply-connected five-manifolds
with torsion free homology is connected to the geography question of simply-connected four-
manifolds with divisible canonical class. As an application we find in Sect. 8§ new examples
of inequivalent contact structures in the same equivalence class of almost contact structures
with non-zero first Chern class. To state a result we consider the following purely number
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Inequivalent contact structures 721

theoretic definition: Let d > 4 be an integer. Consider the number of divisors greater or equal
to four of d. Then N(d) is this number plus one. If d is even, consider the number of odd
divisors greater or equal to four of d. Then N’(d) is this number plus one. Using geography
results for symplectic homotopy elliptic surfaces we get:

Corollary 56 Letn > 1 be an arbitrary integer.

(a) On every odd level d > 5 the five-manifold #(12n — 4)S? x S3#S8% %S> admits at least
N (d) inequivalent contact structures.

(b) On every even level d > 4 the five-manifold #(24n — 3)82 x 83 admits at least N(d)
inequivalent contact structures.

(c) On every even level d > 4 the five-manifold #(24n — 15)82 x §3 admits at least N’ (d)
inequivalent contact structures.

Hence as the level increases we get many inequivalent contact structures with non-zero
first Chern class. A related discussion has appeared in [22]. Inequivalent contact structures
on simply-connected five-manifolds with vanishing first Chern class have been found before
by van Koert in [15]. Also Ustilovsky [24] found infinitely many contact structures on the
sphere $° and Bourgeois [3] on T2 x §3 and T2, both in the case of vanishing first Chern
class.

2 Classification of simply-connected five-manifolds

Throughout this article we use for a topological space Y the abbreviations H,(Y) and H*(Y)
to denote the homology and cohomology groups of Y with Z-coefficients. Other coefficients
will be denoted explicitly.

In this section we recall the classification of simply-connected closed five-manifolds due
to Barden [ 1] and refer to this article for further details. Let X denote a smooth closed oriented
five-manifold. For each pair of elements 7, & in the torsion subgroup Tor H>(X) there exists
a linking number b(n, &) in Q/Z. These numbers define a skew-symmetric non-degenerate
bilinear form

b: Tor Hy(X) x Tor Hy(X) — Q/Z,

called the linking form. Suppose that the five-manifold X is simply-connected. Then the first
integral homology group vanishes and the universal coefficient theorem implies that there
exists an isomorphism

H*(X; Z») = Hom(Ha(X), Z2),

via evaluation of cohomology on homology classes. Hence we can think of the second
Stiefel-Whitney class wo(X) € H 2(X:7Zy) asa homomorphism

wy(X): Hy(X) — 7Zo».

The following theorem is the classification theorem for simply-connected five-manifolds
and was proved by Barden [1, Theorem 2.2] using surgery theory:

Theorem 1 Let X, Y be simply-connected closed oriented five-manifolds. Suppose that
0: Hy(X) — Hy(Y) is an isomorphism preserving the linking forms on the torsion
subgroups and such that wy(Y) o @ = wa(X). Then there exists an orientation preserv-
ing diffeomorphism f: X — Y such that f, = 6.
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722 M. J. D. Hamilton

Since the linking number and the second Stiefel-Whitney class are homotopy invariants,
it follows in particular that simply-connected closed five-manifolds which are homotopy
equivalent are already diffeomorphic.

Itis possible to give a complete list of building blocks of simply-connected five-manifolds
such that each simply-connected five-manifold is a connected sum of some of those building
blocks. In the following we are particularly interested in simply-connected five-manifolds X
whose integral homology is torsion free. By Poincaré duality and the universal coefficient
theorem the whole integral homology is torsion free if and only if the second homology
H>(X) is torsion free. Simply-connected five-manifolds satisfying this condition have a
simple structure, because they can be constructed using only two building blocks, which can
be described in the following way.

There exist up to isomorphism precisely two oriented S3-bundles over S>—the trivial
bundle $? x $3 and a non-trivial bundle, denoted by S?x §3. The manifold §?%S3 can be
constructed as follows: Let B = S2X D3 denote the non-trivial D3-bundle over S2. Then the
boundary 9 B is the non-trivial S2-bundle over $2, hence diffeomorphic to CP2#CP2. Consider
a second copy B* of B with the opposite orientation. Then the oriented five-manifold 2 x 53
is obtained by gluing together B and B* along their boundaries via the identity. In particular,
the manifold $?% S is non-spin, because a spin structure would induce a spin structure on
B and hence on 9 B, which is non-spin.

It follows from the list of building blocks in Barden’s article [1] that $2 % S3 and S2x S3 are
the only building blocks with torsion free second integral homology. Hence every simply-
connected five-manifold with torsion free homology decomposes as a connected sum of
several copies of these two manifolds. Moreover, one can show with Theorem 1 that there
exists a diffeomorphism

SEXSHSTR S = §% x SHSIXS?,
hence in every non-spin connected sum one S? %S> summand suffices. This implies:

Proposition 2 Let X be a simply-connected closed oriented five-manifold with torsion free
homology. Then X is diffeomorphic to

(a) #b2(X)S? x 3 if X is spin
(b) #(ba(X) — 1)8? x S3#S2X% S3 if X is non-spin.

Here we denote by #r $2 x §3 the connected sum
52 x S3#S? x S #52 x 83

of r copies of §? x S3. The empty sum in (a) for by(X) = 0 is the 5-sphere S°.

3 Contact structures on simply-connected five-manifolds

Let X2"*+! denote a connected oriented manifold of odd dimension. By definition, an almost
contact structure on X is arank 2n-distribution & C T X together with a symplectic structure
o on the vector bundle £ — X. A (co-orientable) contact structure is an almost contact
structure such that the symplectic form o on & is of the form (da)|s, where o is a nowhere
vanishing 1-form on X that defines £ in the sense that the kernel distribution ker o equals
&. Note that there is a slightly more general version of contact structures which are not co-
orientable so that the defining 1-form and hence the symplectic structure on the distribution
exists only locally on X. In the following we only consider co-orientable contact structures.
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Inequivalent contact structures 723

If (&, o) is an almost contact structure we can choose a complex structure on & compatible
with the symplectic form o and hence define Chern classes cx(§) € H 2k(X). These classes
do not depend on the choice of compatible complex structure, because the space of complex
structures compatible with a given symplectic form is contractible. However, they depend on
the choice of symplectic structure. For a contact structure we can choose complex structures
compatible with the symplectic form (do)|¢ for a defining 1-form «. Since any two defining
1-forms only differ by multiplication with a nowhere zero function on X, it follows that the
Chern classes ¢, (&) of a contact structure depend only on the contact distribution &, not on
the choice of contact form «.

The first Chern class of an almost contact structure & is related to the second Stiefel—
Whitney class of the manifold X in the following way:

Lemma 3 Let & be an almost contact structure on X. Then c1(§) = wa(X) mod 2.
Proof By the Whitney sum formula for 7X = £ @ R,
w2(X) = w2(§) Uwp(R) = wa(§).

Since & — X is a complex vector bundle, with complex structure compatible with o, we
have wy (&) = ¢1(§) mod 2. This implies the claim. ]

Suppose that & for ¢ € [0, 1] is a smooth family of contact structures on a closed manifold
X. We can choose a smooth family of 1-forms ¢, defining &,. Using the Moser technique one
can prove that there exists a smooth family y; of orientation preserving self-diffeomorphisms
of X with y9p = Idy such that ¥ *«; = f; o, for smooth functions f; on X [20]. This implies
the following theorem of Gray [10].

Theorem 4 Let &, with t € [0, 1], be a smooth family of contact structures on a closed
manifold X. Then there exists an isotopy Yy, t € [0, 1], of orientation preserving self-
diffeomorphisms of X such that ¥;'& = &.

Because of this theorem we call contact structures &, & which can be deformed into each
other by a smooth family of contact structures isotopic. We call almost contact structures
homotopic if they can be connected by a smooth family of almost contact structures. The
contact structures in an isotopy class or the almost contact structures in a homotopy class all
have the same Chern classes. We can also consider (almost) contact structures &, &’ which
are permuted by an orientation-preserving self-diffeomorphism ¥ of X, in the sense that
YrE =§.

Definition 5 We call almost contact structures and contact structures on an oriented manifold
X equivalent if they can be made identical by a combination of deformations (homotopies
and isotopies, respectively) and orientation preserving self-diffeomorphisms of X.

The existence question for almost contact structures on five-manifolds was settled by the
following theorem of Gray [10].

Theorem 6 Let X be a closed orientable five-manifold. Then X admits an almost contact
structure if and only if W3(X) = 0.

Here W3(X) € H3(X) is the third integral Stiefel-Whitney class, defined as the image of
w7 (X) under the Bockstein homomorphism.

The existence of contact structures on simply-connected five-manifolds was proved by
Geiges [7]. He also proved a classification theorem for almost contact structures on simply-
connected five-manifolds up to homotopy:
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724 M. J. D. Hamilton

Theorem 7 Let X be a simply-connected closed five-manifold.

(a) Everyclassin H 2(X) that reduces mod 2 to w1 (X) arises as the first Chern class of an
almost contact structure. Two almost contact structures &gy, &1 are homotopic if and only

if c1(60) = c1(81).

(b) Every homotopy class of almost contact structures admits a contact structure.

A different proof for the existence of contact structures on simply-connected five-
manifolds can be found in [15, 16]. The fact that two almost contact structures are homotopic
if they have the same first Chern class holds more generally for closed oriented five-manifolds
without two-torsion in H2(X). For a proof see [11, Theorem 8.18].

We want to prove the following theorem, which is a consequence of Barden’s classification
theorem.

Theorem 8 Suppose that X is a simply-connected closed oriented five-manifold. Let c, ¢’ €
H2(X) be classes with the same divisibility and whose mod 2 reduction is equal to wy(X).
Then there exists an orientation preserving self-diffeomorphism ¢: X — X such that
o*c =c.

Note that H2(X) is torsion free by the universal coefficient theorem, because X is simply-
connected. By divisibility we mean the maximal (non-negative) divisibility as an element in
the free abelian group H?(X). The divisibility is zero if and only if the class is zero itself.
The proof of the theorem uses the following lemma.

Lemma9 Let G be a finitely generated free abelian group of rank n. Suppose
o € Hom(G, Z) is indivisible. Then there exists a basis ey, . .., e, of G such that a(e1) = 1
and a(e;) =0 fori > 1.

Proof The kernel of « is a free abelian subgroup of G of rankn — 1. Letey, ..., e, be abasis
of ker «. The image of « in Z is a subgroup, hence of the form mZ. Since « is indivisible
we have m = 1, so there exists an e¢; € G such that a(e;) = 1. The setey, ..., e, is linearly
independent. They also span G, because if g € G is some element then a(g — «(g)e;) =0,
hence g = a(g)er + 25, hiei- O

We can now prove Theorem 8.

Proof By the universal coefficient theorem we have H?(X) = Hom(H>(X), Z), since X is
simply-connected. Hence we can view c, ¢’ as homomorphisms on Hz(X) with values in Z.
Let p: Z — 7Z; denote mod 2 reduction. The assumption on ¢ and ¢’ is equivalent to

w2 (X)=poc=poc,

as homomorphisms on H,(X) with values in Z;. Since ¢ and ¢’ have the same divisibility
we can write

/ /
c=ka, ¢ =ka

with @, @’ € Hom(H(X), Z) indivisible. Let H>(X) = G @ Tor H>(X) with G free abelian.
Since ¢ and ¢’ are homomorphisms to Z they vanish on Tor H>(X). By Lemma 9 there exist
bases ei,...,e, and ¢}, ..., e, of G such that

ale)) =1=d'(e), al)=0=0d'(e,) Vk> 1.

Let 6 be the group automorphism of H,(X) given by 6(ex) = ¢, for all k > 1 and which is
the identity on Tor H>(X). Then

(c"00)(ex) ='(e}) = clex) Vk > 1.
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Inequivalent contact structures 725

Hence ¢’ 0 & = c on the free abelian subgroup G. This equality holds on all of Hy(X)
because ¢ and ¢’ vanish on the torsion subgroup. By the assumption above this implies
that wy(X) o & = wy(X). Moreover, since 6 is the identity on Tor H(X) it preserves the
linking form. By Theorem 1 the automorphism 6 is induced by an orientation preserving
self-diffeomorphism ¢: X — X such that ¢, = 6. We have

c(A) = (pe1) = (@*c)(V), forall L € Hy(X).
Hence ¢*c’ = c. |
We get the following corollary for almost contact structures.

Corollary 10 Let X be a simply-connected closed oriented five-manifold. Then two almost
contact structures &y and &1 on X are equivalent if and only if c1(&o) and c1(§1) have the
same divisibility in integral cohomology.

One direction is clear because homotopies do not change the Chern class and
self-diffeomorphisms of the manifold do not change the divisibility. The other direction
follows from Theorem 8 and the first part of Theorem 7.

Definition 11 For an almost contact structure & on a simply-connected five-manifold X we
denote by d (&) the divisibility of ¢ (§) as a class in the free abelian group H 2(X).

We call d(&) the level of the almost contact structure £. By Corollary 10 almost contact
structures and hence contact structures on a simply-connected five-manifold X naturally
form a “spectrum” consisting of levels which are indexed by the divisibility of the first Chern
class. Two contact structures on X are equivalent as almost contact structures if and only
if they lie on the same level. By Lemma 3 simply-connected spin five-manifolds have only
even levels and non-spin five-manifolds only odd levels. In Sect. 7 we will use invariants
from contact homology to investigate the “fine-structure” of contact structures on each level
in this spectrum. For instance, van Koert [15] has shown that for many simply-connected
five-manifolds the lowest level, given by divisibility 0, contains infinitely many inequivalent
contact structures.

4 Topology of circle bundles

In this section we collect some results on the topology of circle bundles. In particular, we
determine which simply-connected closed five-manifolds can arise as circle bundles over
four-manifolds.

Let M be a closed connected oriented n-manifold. For a second integral cohomology class
c on M consider the map

(¢, =) (M) — Z,
given by evaluation.
Definition 12 We call the class ¢ indivisible if (c, —) is surjective.

Clearly, if the class c is indivisible, then ¢ cannot be written as ¢ = ka, with k > 1 and
a € H*(M). By Poincaré duality it follows that a class ¢ € H>(M) is indivisible if and only
if the map

cU: H'" 2(M) — H'" (M) =7

is surjective.
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726 M. J. D. Hamilton

Suppose that 7 : X — M is the total space of an oriented circle bundle over M with Euler
class e € H*(M). For the following proofs we will need two results which are probably
well known but included here for completeness. The first result is related to the exact Gysin
sequence [21]:

I HR OO s BN ) 2 B ) T R ()

The homomorphism 7, is called integration along the fibre and can be characterized in the
following way.

Lemma 13 [ntegration along the fibre m,: H*"'(X) — HY(M) is Poincaré dual to the
map 1w,: Hy_(X) - H,_(M) induced by the projection.

This follows because integration along the fibre is a so-called transfer or shriek map [4]. The
second result is related to the long exact homotopy sequence associated to the fibration

s (M) =5 1(SY — 1 (X) T (M) —> 1.

Lemma 14 The map 3: moy(M) — 71(S') = 7Z in the long exact homotopy sequence for
fibre bundles is given by

M) - mon 3 7
where h denotes the Hurewicz homomorphism.

This follows for example by considering the universal bunde ES' — BS.

Lemma 15 The Euler class e is indivisible if and only if m,: H(X) — H{(M) is an
isomorphism. Both statements are equivalent to the fibre S' C X being null-homologous.

Proof Consider the following part of the Gysin sequence:
— HX(M) S HY (M) — H'(X) =5 H'YN(M) — 0.

This shows that e is indivisible if and only if 7,: H"(X) - H n=1(pM) is an isomorphism,
in other words

. Hi(X) — H{(M)

is an isomorphism. The long exact homotopy sequence of the fibration S! — X — M
induces by abelianization an exact sequence

Hi(S") — H\(X) — Hi(M) — 0.
Hence we see that e is indivisible if and only if the fibre ' C X is null-homologous. O

From the long exact homotopy sequence above we see that the fibre is null-homotopic
if and only if 3: (M) — m((S!) is surjective. By Lemma 14 this happens if and only if
(e, —) is surjective on spherical classes. Both statements are equivalent to

Tyt T (X) — 71 (M)

being an isomorphism.
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Inequivalent contact structures 727

Lemma 16 X is simply-connected if and only if M is simply-connected and e is indivisible.

Proof If X is simply-connected the long exact homotopy sequence shows that 71 (M) = 1
and 3: (M) — m((S') is surjective. Hence M is simply-connected and the surjectivity
of 0 implies that e is indivisible. Conversely, suppose that M is simply-connected and e is
indivisible. Then the Hurewicz map h: my (M) — H>(M) is an isomorphism and it follows
that 9 is surjective. The long exact homotopy sequence then implies the exact sequence
1 — (X)) — 1. Hence m1(X) = 1. ]

The next lemma follows from the Gysin sequence.

Lemma 17 Suppose the first Betti number of M vanishes, by(M) = 0. Then the map
7% H3(M) — H*(X) is surjective with kernel Ze.

Similarly we have:

Lemma 18 The image of the map ... Hy(X) — Hy(M) is the kernel of (e, —). If H{(M) =
0, then this map is injective.

We now determine when the total space X is spin.

Lemma 19 The total space X is spin if and only if wo(M) = ae mod 2 for some o € {0, 1},
i.e. if and only if M is spin or wy(M) = e mod 2.

Proof We claim that the following relation holds:
wr(X) = 7 wr(M).

This follows because the tangent bundle of X is given by TX = 7n*T M @ R and the Whitney
sum formula implies w2 (T X) = wy(w*TM) U wo(R) = 7*w,(T M). Hence X is spin if
and only if wy (M) is in the kernel of 7*. We consider the following part of the Z,-Gysin
sequence:

HOM: Zo) 25 H2(M; Zy) = HA(X: Z,).

where e denotes the mod 2 reduction of e. Hence the kernel of 7* is {0, e}. This implies the
claim. O

We now specialize to the case where the dimension of M is equal to four.

Theorem 20 Let X be a simply-connected closed oriented five-manifold which is a circle
bundle over a closed oriented connected four-manifold M. Then M is simply-connected and
the Euler class e is indivisible. Moreover, the integral homology and cohomology of X are
torsion free and given by:

o Ho(X)= Hs(X) =7
o Hi(X)= Hy(X) =0
o Hr(X) = Hy(X) = zb2(-1

Proof We only have to prove that the cohomology of X is torsion free and the formula for
H>(X). The cohomology groups H 0(X), HY(X) and H>(X) are always torsion free for an
oriented five-manifold X. We have the following part of the Gysin sequence:

s HAM) S BAX) S HA(M) —>
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728 M. J. D. Hamilton

By assumption H>3(M) = 0. Therefore the homomorphism 7, injects H3(X) into H>(M),
which is torsion free by the assumption that M is simply-connected and the universal coeffi-
cient theorem. Hence H3(X) is torsion free itself. It remains to consider H2(X) and H*(X).
By the universal coefficient theorem and Poincaré duality H2(X) is torsion free if and only
if H1(X) is torsion free, if and only if H*(X) is torsion free. Since H|(X) = 0, we see that
H2(X) and H*(X) are torsion free.

By Lemma 17 we have H%(X) = H%(M)/Ze. The cohomology group H2(M) is torsion
free by the universal coefficient theorem. Since the class e is indivisible we have H>(M) /Ze =
ZP2M)=1 This implies the formula for Hy(X) = Hz(X). o

With Proposition 2 we get the following corollary (this has also been proved in [5]).

Corollary 21 Let M be a simply-connected closed oriented four-manifold and X the circle
bundle over M with indivisible Euler class e. Then X is diffeomorphic to

(a) X =#(by(M) — 1)S% x S3 if X is spin
(b) X =#(by(M) —2)S? x S3#S>%S3 if X is not spin.

The first case occurs if and only if M is spin or wao(M) = e mod 2.

Since every closed oriented four-manifold is spin® and hence w» (M) is the mod 2 reduc-
tion of an (indivisible) integral class, it follows as a corollary that every closed simply-
connected four-manifold M is diffeomorphic to the quotient of a free and smooth S!-action
on#(by(M) — 1)S? x S3.

5 The Boothby—Wang construction

We want to construct circle bundles over symplectic manifolds M whose Euler class is
represented by the symplectic form. Since the Euler class is an element of the integral coho-
mology group H?(M), the symplectic form has to represent an integral cohomology class in
H 2(M ; R), i.e. it has to lie in the image of the natural homomorphism

HX(M) — HX(M:R) —> H3(M).

The existence of such a symplectic form is guaranteed by the following argument (this
argument is from [8, Observation 4.3]): Let (M, w) be a closed symplectic manifold. For
every Riemannian metric on M there exists a small e-ball B, around the origin in the space
of harmonic 2-forms on M such that every element in w 4 B, is symplectic. Since the set of
classes in H2(M; R) represented by these elements is open, there exists a symplectic form
which represents a rational cohomology class. By multiplication with a suitable rational
number we can find a symplectic form which represents an integral class. If we want, we can
choose the number such that the class is indivisible. Note also that all symplectic forms in
o + B¢ can be connected to w by a smooth path of symplectic forms. This implies that they
all have the same Chern classes as .
We fix the following data:

(a) A closed connected symplectic manifold (M>", w) with symplectic form w, representing
an integral cohomology class in H2(M; R).
(b) An integral lift [w]z € H*(M) of [w] € H%R(M).

Let 7: X — M be the principal circle bundle over M with Euler class e(X) = [w]z. By a
theorem of Kobayashi [14] we can choose a U (1)-connection A on X — M whose curvature
form F is equal to 27”60. Then A is a I-form on X with values in u(1) = iR which is invariant
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Inequivalent contact structures 729

under the S'-action and there are the following relations, coming from the definition of a
connection on a principal bundle:

dA =n*F
A(R) = 2mi.

Here R denotes the fundamental vector field generated by the action of the element 27i €
u(1). An orbit of R, topologically a fibre of X, has period 1.

Proposition 22 Define the real valued 1-form ). = %A on X. Then X is a contact form on
X with

dr=—-7"w
AR) = 1.
Proof We have the relations
dA = 2rin*w
A(R) = 2mi.

This implies the corresponding relations for A. The tangent bundle of X splits as TX =
R & 7*T M, where the trivial R-summand is spanned by the vector field R. Fix a point of X

and choose a basis (R, vy, ..., v2,) of its tangent space, where the v; form an oriented basis
of the kernel of A. Then
AA @A) (R, v, ..., 020) = (@N)" (V15 ..., v20)
= (=D"&" (wsv1, ..., T42)
# 0.
Hence A A (dA)" is a volume form on X and X is contact. ]

Remark 23 If we define the orientation on X via the splitting 7X = R & 7*TM, where the
trivial R-summand is oriented by R and TM by w, then X is a positive contact form if n is
even and negative otherwise. In particular, in the construction for a symplectic four-manifold
M we get a positive contact form.

Definition 24 The contact structure £ on the closed oriented manifold X>**!, defined by
the contact form A above, is called the Boothby—Wang contact structure associated to the
symplectic manifold (M, w). Since d1L(R) = 0, the Reeb vector field of A is given by the
vector field R along the fibres.

For the original construction see [2].

Proposition 25 If ) is another contact form, defined by a different connection A’ as above,
then the associated contact structure &' is isotopic to &.

Proof The connection A’ is an S!-invariant 1-form on X with
dA' =dA
A'(R) = A(R).

Hence A’ — A = n*o for some closed 1-form o on M. Define A; = A + n*ta fort € R.

Then A, is a connection on X with curvature —2miw forallz. Let A, = A + n*(ﬁm). Then
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A; is a contact form on X for all ¢ € [0, 1] with Ao = A and A1 = A’. Therefore, & and &’ are
isotopic through the contact structures defined by A;. O

The Chern classes of & are given by the Chern classes associated to w in the following
way.

Lemma 26 Let X — M be a Boothby—Wang fibration with contact structure &. Then c; (§) =
w*ci(M, w) for all i > 0. The manifold X is spin if and only if

c1(M, w) = af[w]z mod 2,
for some a € {0, 1}.

Proof Let J be a compatible almost complex structure for @ on M. Then there exists a
compatible complex structure J' for & on X such that #*(TM, J) = (&, J') as complex
vector bundles. The naturality of characteristic classes proves the first claim. The second
claim follows from Lemma 19 and ¢; (M, w) = w (M) mod 2. O

6 The construction for symplectic four-manifolds

We fix the following data:

(a) A closed simply-connected symplectic four-manifold (M, @) with symplectic form w,
representing an integral cohomology class in H?(M; R), given by the argument at the
beginning of Sect. 5. Since H2(M) is torsion free by the universal coefficient theorem,
the class [w] has a unique integral lift, denoted by [w]z € H 2(M). We sometimes denote
the integral lift also by [w] or w. We assume that [w]7 is indivisible.

(b) Letm: X — M be the principal S _bundle over M with Euler class e(X) = [w]z. Then
X is a closed simply-connected oriented five-manifold with torsion-free homology by
Theorem 20.

(c) Let 1 be a Boothby—Wang contact form on X with associated contact structure £. By
Proposition 25, the contact structure £ does not depend on A up to isotopy.

By Corollary 21 the five-manifold X is diffeomorphic to

o #(by(M) — 1)S% x S3if X is spin
o #(by(M) —2)8? x S3#52%S3 if X is not spin.

Hence the same abstract closed simply-connected five-manifold X with torsion free
homology can be realized in several different ways as a Boothby—Wang fibration over dif-
ferent simply-connected symplectic four-manifolds M and therefore admits many, possibly
non-equivalent, contact structures.

Definition 27 The canonical class of the symplectic structure w is defined as
K = —ci1(M,w) € H*(M).

We denote by d(K) > 0 the divisibility of K in the free abelian group H%(M). Similarly,
we define d(§) to be the divisibility of ¢ (§).

Note that X is spin if and only if d(£) is even by Lemma 3. With Corollary 10 we get:

Proposition 28 Suppose that (M', ') is another closed simply-connected symplectic four-
manifold with integral and indivisible symplectic form o'. Denote the associated Boothby—
Wang rotal space by (X', &).
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(a) The simply-connected five-manifolds X and X' are diffeomorphic if and only if by(M) =
by(M') and d(§) = d (') mod 2.

(b) If X and X' are diffeomorphic and d(&) = d(&'), then & and &' are equivalent as almost
contact structures.

The divisibility d(£) can be calculated in the following way: By Lemma 17 the bundle
projection 7 defines an isomorphism
7 HA(M))Zo —> H*(X),
and by Lemma 26 we have
el (M) = c1(§).

Let [c1(M)] denote the image of ¢{ (M) in the quotient H (M) /Zw, which is free abelian
since w is indivisible. We will use 7* to identify

H*(X) = H*(M)/Zw, and
c1(§) = [er(M)].

Then d (&) is also the divisibility of the class [c¢1(M)]. If the second Betti number of M is
equal to 1, then H 2(X)=0andd (&) = O trivially. For b(M) > 1 we have:

Lemma 29 The divisibility d(§) is the maximal integer d such that
ci(M)=dR + yw
where y is some integer and R € H*(M) not a multiple of w.
An important fact is the following:

Lemma 30 The integer d(§) is always a multiple of d(K).

Proof We can write ¢c1(M) = d(K)W where W is a class in H2(M). Then [c1(M)] =
d(K)[W]in HZ(M)/Zw. Since d (&) is the divisibility of [c;(M)], the integer d (£) has to be
a multiple of d(K). ]

Hence the possible levels of Boothby—Wang contact structures are restricted to the
multiples of the divisibility of the canonical class.

7 Contact homology

In this section we consider invariants derived from symplectic field theory, introduced in
[6]. We only take into account the classical contact homology HE" (X, &) which is a graded
supercommutative algebra, defined using rational holomorphic curves with one positive punc-
ture and several negative punctures in the symplectization of the contact manifold. We use a
variant of this theory for the so-called Morse—Bott case, described in [3] and in [6, Section
2.9.2].

In general, the classical contact homology is the homology of a certain freely generated
graded supercommutative algebra 2 with a differential d: 2 — 2 that satisfies a Leibniz
rule so that the homology becomes itself an algebra. The generators of 2( correspond to
periodic Reeb orbits of the contact form and the differential is associated to moduli spaces of
holomorphic curves in the symplectization of the contact manifold which are asymptotic to
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these Reeb orbits. The degree of the generators is related to the Conley—Zehnder index of the
corresponding closed Reeb orbit. The algebra 2 is actually a family of algebras parametrized
by t € H*(X; R). Since each element of the family is preserved by the differential, we get
a family of contact homology algebras which can be specialized at any parameter ¢. The
homology algebra is an invariant of the contact structure that, up to isomorphism, does not
depend on the choice of contact form.

We now describe the setup in our situation. We are going to associate to each Boothby—
Wang fibrationr : X — M asinthe previous section a graded commutative algebra A (X, M).
Choose a basis By, ..., By of Hy(X) where N = by(X) = bo(M) — 1 and let

A, =meB, € Hb (M), 1 <n <N.
Note that
c1(Bn) = (c1(8), Bp) = (c1(M), Ap) = c1(Apn).
Choose a class Ag € Hy(M) such that
w(Ap) = 1.
This is possible, because @ was assumed indivisible. The classes Ag, Ay, ..., Ay form a
basis of H>(M) by Lemma 18. We consider variables
z=(z1,...,2n), and
q = {qr.i}tkeN, 0<i<a>
where a = b(M) + 1 and N denotes the set of positive integers. They have degrees defined
by
deg(zn) = —2c1(By)
deg(qk,i) = deg A; — 2+ 2c1(Ag)k,
where deg A; is given by
0ifi =0
degA;, =432ifi=1,...,b0(M)
4ifi =by(M) + 1.
In our situation the degree of all variables is even (hence the algebra we are going to define
is truly commutative, not only supercommutative).
Definition 31 We define the following algebras:

e £(X) = C[H2(X; Z)] = the graded commutative ring of Laurent polynomials in the
variables z with coefficients in C.

o AX, M) =P ez Ua(X, M) = the graded commutative algebra of polynomials in the
variables ¢ with coefficients in £(X). Here 2;(X, M) denotes the set of homogeneous
elements of degree d. The degree of a polynomial is calculated using the definitions
above.

A homomorphism ¢ of graded commutative algebras 21, 21 over £(X)
p:A=EPAs — v =P
deZ deZ

is a homomorphism of rings which is the identity on £(X) and such that ¢ (%4) C 2/, for all
d eZ.
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Lemma 32 The following statements hold:

(a) Up to isomorphism, the ring £(X) does not depend on the choice of basis By, ..., By
for Hy(X).

(b) For fixed £(X), the algebra A(X, M) does not depend, up to isomorphism over £(X),
on the choice of the class Ag € Hy(M) as above.

Proof Let By, ..., By be another basis of H>(X) and £(X) the associated ring, generated
by variables z. Then there exists a matrix

(Bmn) € GL(N, Z),
with 1 < m,n < N, such that
N
B = Zﬂman
n=1

Define a homomorphism ¢: £(X) — £(X) via

N
Zm > H me" s
n=1

forall 1 <m < N.Then ¢ preserves degrees and is an isomorphism, since the matrix (8,,)
is invertible.

Let Ag be another element in Ho (M) such that w(Ag) = 1 and A(X, M) the associated
algebra, generated by variables ¢. Then there exists a vector

(an) € ZN,

with 1 <n < N, such that

N
Ao = Ag + Z(ann.

n=1

Define a homomorphism v : A(X, M) — (X, M) via
N
i = qk,i Hz;k“", keN,0<i<a,
n=1

and which is the identity on £(X). Then ¢ preserves degrees and is invertible. O

Definition 33 We choose a class Ag € H>(M) with w(Ag) = 1 and denote c¢;(Ap) by A.
Hence the degrees of the variables gy ; are equal to

deg(gx;) = deg A; — 2 + 2Ak.
The integer A has the following properties.
Lemma 34 The following relations hold:
(a) Letci(M) = d(£)R + yw for some class R € H*(M) and integer y € 7 as in Lemma
29. Then A = y mod d(§).

@ Springer



734 M. J. D. Hamilton

(b) The greatest common divisor gcd(A, d(&)) is equal to d(K). In particular, if d(§) = 0,
then A = d(K)".

Proof Part (a) follows if we evaluate both sides on Ag. To prove part (b), the integer d(K)
divides d(£) by Lemma 30 and it divides ¢{ (M), hence also A. On the other hand, there
exists a homology class B € H,(M) such that d(K) = c¢;(M)(B). By part (a)

d(K) =d()R(B) + yw(B)

and y = A mod d(&). Hence there exist integers x, y € Z such that d(K) = xd (&) + yA.
This proves the claim. O

We are interested in the algebra 2((X, M) because of the following result, described in [6,
Proposition 2.9.1]:

Theorem 35 For a Boothby—Wang fibration X — M as above, the Morse—Bott contact
homology HE" (X, &) specialized at t = 0 is isomorphic to (X, M).

If two Boothby—Wang contact structures & and &’ on X are equivalent, then their contact
homologies are isomorphic. We now make the following assumptions:

(a) The simply-connected five-manifold X can be realized as the Boothby—Wang total space
over another closed simply-connected symplectic four-manifold (M’, ), where o’
represents an integral and indivisible class. This implies in particular that by (M) =
by (M) and both are equal to a — 1. Denote the canonical class of (M’, »’) by K’ and
its divisibility by d(K")

(b) We assume that £ and £’ are contact structures on the same level and therefore both are
equivalent as almost contact structures. We setd = d(§') = d(§).

(c) Let (X, M’) denote the associated algebra over £(X), generated by variables {ql/’ j},
with] € N,0 < j < a. We set A’ = c1(A() for aclass Aj, with o'(Ap) = 1.

The following is the main theorem in this section:

Theorem 36 The algebras A(X, M) and A(X, M') are isomorphic over £(X) if and only if
one of the following three conditions is satisfied:

e d>landbothd(K),d(K') <3
e d=0andd(K)=d(K")
e d>4andd(K)=d(K') > 4.
This shows that the isomorphism type of the contact homology for Boothby—Wang contact

structures on the same level is strongly related to the divisibility of the canonical class of the
symplectic structure. The proof of this theorem is done in several steps.

Definition 37 Suppose thatd > 1. For 0 < b < d denote by Q) the set of generators {gx ;}
with

deg(gx,i) = 2b mod 2d.

The set of all generators is the disjoint union of the sets Q. Similarly denote by Q) the set
of generators {g; ;1 with

deg(ql”j) = 2b mod 2d.

1 We use the convention that gcd(0,0) = 0.
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The following lemma shows that there is a relation between the cardinality of the set Q)
of generators and the divisibility of the canonical class of the symplectic structure.

Lemma 38 Assume thatd > 1. Then the set Qy, is infinite if d(K) divides one of the integers
b—1,b,b+ 1 and empty otherwise.

Proof Suppose d(K) = gcd(A, d) divides one of the integers b + €, with e € {—1,0, 1}.
Then the equation

b=—e+ Ak +du

has infinitely many solutions k > 1 with « € Z. Choose an integer 0 < i < a with
deg A; —2 = —2¢€. Then

deg(qk.;) = —2€ +2Ak = 2b mod 2d

for infinitely many k > 1. Hence these g ; are all in Q.

Conversely, suppose that d(K) does not divide any of the integers b + €, with € €
{—1,0, 1}. Suppose that Qj contains an element g; ;. We have deg(q;, ;) = —2¢ + 2Al
for some € € {—1, 0, 1}. By assumption,

deg(q,j) = —2€ +2Al = 2b — 2da,
for some o € Z. This implies
b+e = Al+da.
This is impossible, since d(K) divides the right side, but not the left side. O

Example 39 Suppose that d > 1. If d(K) € {1, 2, 3}, then Lemma 38 implies that Qj is
infinite forallb =0, ...,d — 1. If d(K) > 4 (and hence d > 4 as well), then at least one of
the Oy is empty, e.g. Q> is always empty in this case.

Lemma 38 implies the following relation between the cardinalities of the set of generators
Qp and Q) and the divisibilities of the canonical classes of the symplectic four-manifolds
M and M'.

Lemma 40 Assume that d > 4 and at least one of the numbers d(K),d(K') is > 4. Then
the following two statements are equivalent:

(a) There exists an integer O < b < d such that Qj and QZ do not have the same cardinality
(i.e. one of them is empty and the other infinite).
(b) d(K) # d(K').

Proof Suppose that d(K) = d(K'). By Lemma 38, the sets O, and QZ have the same
cardinality for all 0 < b < d. Conversely, suppose that d(K) # d(K'); without loss of
generality d(K) < d(K'). If d(K) € {1,2,3} let b = 2. Then Q> is infinite, while Q) is
empty (since d(K') > 4 by assumption). If d(K) > 4 letb = d(K) — 1 > 3. Then d(K)
divides b + 1, but d(K") does not divide any of the integers b — 1, b, b + 1. Hence Qy, is
infinite and Q) empty. O

Using Lemma 40, we can prove the following.

Lemma 41 Suppose that either (i) d = 0 or (ii) d > 0 and at least one of the numbers
d(K),d(K") is > 4. If the algebras A(X, M) and A(X, M") are isomorphic, then d(K) =
d(K").

This implies one direction of Theorem 36.
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Proof Suppose that d = 0 and that there is an isomorphism ¢: (X, M) — A(X, M').
Note that all elements in £(X) have degree zero. Depending on the sign of A we consider
the element of highest or lowest degree in (X, M), and similarly in 2((X, M’). Since ¢ has
to preserve degree, this implies A = A’ and hence

d(K) = gcd(A,0) = A=A =ged(A’,0) =d(K).

Now assume that d > 0 and at least one of d(K), d(K') is > 4. By Lemma 30, the integer d
is at least 4. Suppose that d(K) # d(K’) and there exists an isomorphism ¢: A(X, M) —
A(X, M.

By Lemma 40, there exists an integer 0 < b < d such that Qp and Q; have different
cardinality. Without loss of generality, we may assume that Qj is empty and Q;) infinite
(otherwise we consider ¢~ 1). Let q;’s be a generator in Q). Then q;,s is a polynomial in the
images

{&(qr.i)keN.0<i<as

with coefficients in £(X) and we can write

ars = F@@Grri)s o 0 @r,i)) € LXOMD(Ghy i) -5 D (i, i,)]-

The images ¢ (gx,;) are themselves polynomials in the variables {‘11/, j} with coefficients in
£(X). Expressed as a polynomial in the variables {‘11/,_/}’ at least one of the images ¢ (qx,, i, )
1 < w < v, must contain a summand of the form ozq,/’ s with o € £(X) non-zero. Since ¢
preserves degrees, the element ¢ (g, i, ) is homogeneous of degree

deg(¢(qr,.i,,)) = deg(ag, ) = deg(q,.;) = 2b mod 2d.

This implies deg(gx,,.i,) = 2b mod 2d, hence g, i, € Qp. This is impossible, since Qy, is
empty. o

The other direction of Theorem 36 follows from the next lemma.

Lemma 42 Suppose that either (i) d(K) = d(K') or (ii) both numbers d(K), d(K') are
< 3andd # 0. Then the algebras A(X, M) and A(X, M") are isomorphic over £(X).

Proof We can choose a basis By, ..., By of Hy(X) such that

ci(B) =dé)=d
c1(By) =0, forall2 <n <N.

Choose elements Ag € Hy(M) and A6 € H>(M’) on which the symplectic forms evaluate
to one and set

A =ci(Ag), A =ci(Ap).

We will use these bases to define the algebras 2A(X, M) and 2((X, M"). Suppose that d = 0
and d(K) = d(K'). Then

A = ged(A,0) =d(K)
A" = ged(A',0) = d(K).
This implies deg(qk,;) = deg(q,/(’l-) forall k € N,0 <i < a. Hence the map
Gri > qr» k€N, 0<i<a,

induces a degree preserving isomorphism ¢ : A(X, M) — A(X, M').
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Suppose d > 1. Under our assumptions, the sets O and Q) have the same cardinality for
each 0 < b < d, cf. Lemma 40 and Example 39. Hence there exists a bijection

Y:Nx{0,...,a} — Nx{0,...,a}, (k,i) — ¥k, i),

such that
deg(qk.i) = deg(qy ;) mod 2d.
Since z; has degree —2d, there exists for each (k,i) € Nx {0, ..., a}aninteger x(k, i) € Z,
such that
) — a(k,i) /
deg(qr,i) = deg (Zl qw(k,i)) :
The map

a(k,i) /

qk,i = 21 Dy (ki) keN,0<i=<a,

therefore induces a well-defined isomorphism ¢: 2A(X, M) — A(X, M’) over £(X), pre-
serving degrees. O

Using Theorem 36 and Proposition 28 we get the following corollary. The part concerning
equivalent contact structures follows because equivalent contact structures have isomorphic
contact homologies.

Corollary 43 Let X be a closed simply-connected five-manifold which can be realized in two
different ways as a Boothby—Wang fibration over closed simply-connected symplectic four-
manifolds (M1, w1) and (M», w;), whose symplectic forms represent integral and indivisible

classes:
% X

(M1, o) (M2, )

Denote the associated Boothby—Wang contact structures on X by & and & and the canonical
classes of the symplectic structures by K1 and K;. Let d (&;) denote the divisibility of the first
Chern class of & and d(K;) the divisibility of K;. Then:

e The almost contact structures underlying &1 and &, are equivalent if and only if d(§1) =

d(&).

Suppose that &1 and &, are equivalent as contact structures.

o Ifd(§) =d(&) =0, thend(Ky) = d(K>).
o Ifd(&)) = d(&) # 0, then either both d(K1), d(K») < 3 or d(K1) = d(K) > 4.

8 Applications
In order to apply Corollary 43 it is useful to have as many contact structures on different
levels of X as possible. By Lemma 30, the level is always a multiple of the divisibility of the

canonical class. We first want to show that one can perturb a single symplectic form w on
a given simply-connected four-manifold M without changing the canonical class K, so that
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the induced Boothby—Wang contact structures realize all levels which are non-zero multiples
of the divisibility d(K).

For the following lemma, recall that a symplectic four-manifold is called minimal if it
does not contain an embedded symplectic sphere S of self-intersection —1. If S is such a
sphere and K the canonical class, then the intersection number K - S is equal to —1 by the
adjunction formula. Hence if the divisibility d(K) is at least two, then M is minimal.

Lemma 44 Let (M, w) be a minimal closed symplectic four-manifold with b;‘ (M) > 1and
canonical class K. Then every class in H*(M; R) of the form [w] + tK for a real number
t > 0 can be represented by a symplectic form.

Proof Note that the canonical class K is a Seiberg—Witten basic class. Since M is assumed
minimal, Proposition 3.3 and the argument in Corollary 3.4 in [13] show that K is represented
by adisjoint collection of embedded symplectic surfaces in M, all of which have non-negative
self-intersection. The inflation procedure [17,19], which can be done on each of the surfaces
separately and with the same parameter ¢+ > 0, shows that [w] + ¢t K is represented by a
symplectic form on M. O

We can now prove:

Theorem 45 Let M be a closed minimal simply-connected four-manifold such that b;‘ M) >
1 and w a symplectic form on M. Denote the canonical class of w by K and let m > 1 be
an arbitrary integer. Then there exists a symplectic form o' on M, deformation equivalent
to w and representing an integral and indivisible class, such that the first Chern class of the
associated Boothby—Wang contact structure §' has divisibility d(§') = md(K).

Proof Let k = d(K). We can assume that w is integral and choose a basis for H*(M;7Z)
such that

K =k(1,0,...,0)
w = (w1, w,0,...,0).

By a deformation we can assume that w is not parallel to K, hence wp 7# 0. We can also
assume that w; is negative while w is positive: Consider the change of basis vectors

(1,0,0,...,0) > (1,0,0,...,0)
0,1,0,...,0) = (g, £1,0,...,0),

where ¢ is some integer. Then the expression of w in the new basis is
(01 F g, an,0,...,0).

Hence if g is large enough, has the correct sign and the = sign is chosen correctly, the claim
follows.
Suppose that o € H?(M; Z) is an indivisible class of the form

o =(01,02,0,...,0)

which can be represented by a symplectic form, also denoted by o, with canonical class K.
Let ¢ denote the contact structure induced on the Boothby—Wang total space by o. We claim
that the divisibility d(¢) is given by

d(§) = kloa].
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To prove this we write K = —cj(M) = rR 4 yo as in Lemma 29, where R is a class of
the form R = (R, R»,0...,0). Then k — yo; and y o, are divisible by r. This implies that r
divides koj. Conversely note that by assumption o1, o, are coprime. Let Ry, R, be integers
with

1=0yR; —01R>
and define
y = —kR».
Then we can write
K =kooR — kRjo.

This proves the claim about d(¢).
Suppose that m > 1. By multiplying the expression for w with the positive number wﬂz we
see that the (rational) class

— m
(@,m,0,...,0), a=awi,,

is represented by a symplectic form. Note that « < 0. By the inflation trick in Lemma 44
with parameter t = %(1 — «) it follows that

o =@ m0,...,00+ (1 —0,0,...,0)
={1,m,0,...,0)

is represented by a symplectic form «’. The class o’ is indivisible and has canonical class
K. Let &’ denote the induced Boothby—Wang contact structure. By our calculation above we
have d(§') = mk. O

Definition 46 For integers d > 4 and r > 2 consider the following set:

k > 1, k divides d and there exists a simply-connected minimal
I'(r,d) = 1k € N|symplectic four-manifold (M, w) with b(M) = r and b; (M) > 1
whose canonical class K has divisibility d(K) = k.

We define an integer Q(r, d) by counting the number of elements of I'(r, d) as follows: If
there are integers k € I'(r,d) with k < 3 we count only one of them and we count each
integer k > 4 once.

Example 47 Suppose that for some integers r, d we have
I'(r,d)={1,3,4,7,12}.
Then Q(r, d) = 4. If we have
I'(r,d)=1{1,2,3,6,12, 19, 27},
then Q(r,d) = 5.

The numbers Q(r, d) are connected to the geography of simply-connected symplectic
four-manifolds with divisible canonical class. The following lemma relates knowledge about
the numbers Q(r, d) to the existence of inequivalent contact structures on simply-connected
five-manifolds. Here we make essential use of Corollary 43 and Theorem 45.

Lemma 48 Let d > 4 and r > 2 be integers. Suppose that either
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e d is odd and X the simply-connected five-manifold #(r — 2)S? x S3#S5?% S3, or
o d is even and X the simply-connected five-manifold #(r — 1)§2 x §°.

In both cases, there exist at least Q(r, d) many inequivalent contact structures on the level
don X.

Proof Recall that a spin (non-spin) simply-connected five-manifold has only even (odd)
levels. Suppose that d > 4 is an integer and (M, w) a simply-connected minimal symplectic
four-manifold with by(M) = r and b;‘ (M) > 1 whose canonical class has divisibility
k = d(K) dividing d. We can write d = mk. By Theorem 45 there exists a symplectic
structure ' on M that induces on the Boothby—Wang total space X with bo(X) =r — 1 a
contact structure with d (§) = d. Since the symplectic form «’ is deformation equivalent to w
the canonical class K remains unchanged. By Corollary 43 the contact structures on the same
non-zero level d on X coming from symplectic four-manifolds with different divisibilities
of their canonical classes, at most one divisibility less than 4, are pairwise inequivalent. O

We have the following purely number theoretic definition.

Definition 49 Let d > 4 be an integer. Consider the number of divisors greater or equal
to four of d. Then N(d) is this number plus one. If d is even, consider the number of odd
divisors greater or equal to four of d. Then N'(d) is this number plus one.

Example 50 The different divisors of 60 are
1,2,3,4,5,6, 10, 12, 15, 20, 30, 60.
Hence N (60) = 10 and N'(60) = 3.

The following lemma gives a bound on the maximal number of inequivalent contact
structures that can be distinguished with our method. The proof uses some well-known
properties of four-manifolds that can be found for example in [9].

Lemma 51 Letd > 4 andr > 2 be integers. Then there are the following upper bounds for

QO(r, d).

(a) Foranyr we have Q(r,d) < N(d).
(b) Ifd is even and r is not congruent to 2 mod 4, then Q(r,d) < N'(d).

Proof The first statement is clear by the definitions. For the second statement, suppose that
M is a simply-connected symplectic spin four-manifold. Note that b, = b; — o, hence
by(M) = 2[)2+ (M) —o(M). Since M is spin, the signature o (M) is divisible by 16 according
to Rohlin’s theorem. This implies that b, (M) is congruent to 2 mod 4, because b;r (M) is odd
for a simply-connected symplectic four-manifold. Hence if  is not congruent to 2 mod 4 then
there does not exist a simply-connected symplectic spin four-manifold M with second Betti
number r. Since the divisibility of the canonical class of a non-spin symplectic four-manifold
is odd, this implies that in case (b) all numbers in the set I" (r, d) are odd. m]

To calculate some of the numbers Q(r, d) we can use the geography work in [12]. Recall
the following definition:

Definition 52 A homotopy elliptic surface M is a closed simply-connected four-manifold
homeomorphic to a relatively minimal simply-connected elliptic surface.

@ Springer



Inequivalent contact structures 741

Every relatively minimal simply-connected elliptic surface is diffeomorphic to a surface
of the form E(m), , with p and g coprime integers. Here E(m) denotes the (up to dif-
feomorphism unique) relatively minimal simply-connected elliptic surface without multiple
fibres and Euler characteristic equal to 12m and E(m), 4 is obtained by two logarithmic
transformations with indices p and g, see [9]. By definition, homotopy elliptic surfaces have
topological invariants

T (M) =0, xy (M) = m, by(M) = 12m — 2, b5 (M) = 2m — 1,

for some integer m > 1. There are many constructions of exotic homotopy elliptic surfaces
which are not diffeomorphic to elliptic surfaces. In[12, Theorem 15] we proved the following:

Theorem 53 Let m and k be positive integers. If m is odd, assume that k is odd also. Then
there exists a symplectic homotopy elliptic surface M with x,(M) = m whose canonical
class K has divisibility k.

Remark 54 We will only use this theorem for m > 2. It follows from the construction that
these symplectic homotopy elliptic surfaces are minimal. This is clear if X > 2 but holds
also if k = 1, because the manifolds are constructed using fibre sums and there is a way to
determine when such a manifold is minimal [23].

This implies the following proposition about some of the numbers Q(r, d):
Proposition 55 Let d > 4 be an integer.

(a) Ifdisoddandn > 2, then Q(12n —2,d) = N(d).
(b) Suppose that d is even. If n > 1 then Q(24n — 2,d) = N(d) and if n > 2 then
0Q4n — 14,d) > N'(d).

Proof For part (a), let r = 12n — 2 and suppose that d > 4 is odd. To prove the claim we first
find for every divisor k > 4 of the integer d a simply-connected symplectic four-manifold M
with by = r and b2+ > 1 whose canonical class has divisibility equal to k: Since d is odd, the
integer k is odd as well. By Theorem 53 there exists a symplectic homotopy elliptic surface
M with by =r, b; > 3 and d(K) = k. There also exists a minimal symplectic homotopy
elliptic surface with the same invariants and d(K) = 1. This implies the claim.

To prove part (b), suppose that d > 4 is even and let r = 24n — 2. Then for every divisor
k > 4 of d there exists by Theorem 53 a symplectic homotopy elliptic surface M with b, = r,
b;r > 3 and d(K) = k. Suppose that r = 24n — 14 = 12(2n — 1) — 2. Then for every odd
divisor k > 4 of d there exists by Theorem 53 a symplectic homotopy elliptic surface M with
by =r, b;r > 3 and d(K) = k. In both cases there exists a minimal symplectic homotopy
elliptic surface with the same invariants and d(K) = 1. This proves the second claim. O

As a corollary we get the following result about the existence of inequivalent contact
structures in the same equivalence class of almost contact structures:

Corollary 56 Let n > 1 be an arbitrary integer.

(a) On every odd level d > 5 the five-manifold #(12n — 482 x S3#S2% S3 admits at least
N (d) inequivalent contact structures.

(b) On every even level d > 4 the five-manifold #(24n — 3)82 x 83 admits at least N(d)
inequivalent contact structures.

(c) Onevery even level d > 4 the five-manifold #(24n — 15)82 x §3 admits at least N’ (d)
inequivalent contact structures.
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Proof This follows from Proposition 55 and Lemma 48 in all cases except for the first and
last case with n = 1. In these cases we choose as M a Dolgachev surface E(1), 4, where p
and ¢ are coprime positive integers and b (M) = 10 and 172+ (M) = 1. The canonical class
of a Dolgachev surface is given by K = (pqg — p — q) f where f is an indivisible class. For
every odd integer k we choose p = 2 and ¢ = k + 2. It follows that we can realize all odd
numbers k as d(K) for bo(M) = 10. Since the canonical class of these Dolgachev surfaces
is a positive multiple of the class represented by a symplectic torus of self-intersection zero,
given by one of the multiple fibres, the proofs of Lemma 44 and Theorem 45 also work in
this case even though b;“ =1. O

Note that N(d) > 2 for all d > 4, hence in the first two cases we always get at least
two inequivalent contact structures. In a similar way we can use other geography results
from [12] to find more inequivalent contact structures on the same level on simply-connected
five-manifolds X of the form #r5? x % and #r 5% x S3#5%% 5>

Remark 57 In [18] Lerman considered on M = §> x S the symplectic forms
wa,p = awy + bwy,

where w; is the pull-back by the projection onto the i-th factor of the standard area form
with integral one on S? and @ > b > 1 are coprime integers. Since the symplectic class is
indivisible and M is spin it follows that the Boothby—Wang total space X is diffeomorphic
to §2 x S3. The first Chern class of M is ¢ (M) = 2[w1] 4+ 2[w>] for all a, b and the level of
the induced contact structure &, , on X is

d(ap) =2(a = b).

Hence if the difference a — b is fixed, we get contact structures on the same level. Lerman
asks if &,y and &, ;, on the same level are equivalent as contact structures. Unfortunately,
we cannot answer this question with Corollary 43 because these contact structures all arise
from symplectic forms with d(K) = 2.
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