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TOPOLOGICAL CONTACT DYNAMICS II: TOPOLOGICAL
AUTOMORPHISMS, CONTACT HOMEOMORPHISMS, AND
NON-SMOOTH CONTACT DYNAMICAL SYSTEMS

STEFAN MULLER AND PETER SPAETH

ABSTRACT. This sequel to our previous paper [MSI1b| continues the study
of topological contact dynamics and applications to contact dynamics and
topological dynamics. We provide further evidence that the topological auto-
morphism groups of a contact structure and a contact form are the appropriate
transformation groups of contact dynamical systems. The article includes an
examination of the groups of time-one maps of topological contact and strictly
contact isotopies, and the construction of a bi-invariant metric on the latter.
Moreover, every topological contact or strictly contact dynamical system is
arbitrarily close to a continuous contact or strictly contact dynamical system
with the same end point. In particular, the above groups of time-one maps are
independent of the choice of norm in the definition of the contact distance. On
every contact manifold we construct topological contact dynamical systems
with time-one maps that fail to be Lipschitz continuous, and smooth contact
vector fields whose flows are topologically conjugate but not conjugate by a
contact C'-diffeomorphism.

1. INTRODUCTION

A contact manifold (M, £) comes with two important groups of diffeomorphisms,
the group Diff (M, ) of automorphisms preserving the contact structure &, and
the subgroup Diffy(M, ) of automorphisms that are time-one maps of isotopies
generated by a smooth contact vector field or function. Similarly, a contact form «
on (M, €) has attached to it the group of automorphisms Diff (M, o) C Diff (M, &) of
diffeomorphisms preserving the contact form, and the subgroup of time-one maps
Diffo(M, ) C Diff (M, «) of isotopies generated by a smooth strictly contact vector
field or basic function on (M, ). In the theory of dynamical systems, elements of the
above automorphism groups are also known as transformations, and the time-one
maps are configurations of dynamical systems, preserving the additional geometric
structure.
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The study of such automorphism groups, and in particular of the subgroups
of time-one maps, associated to a smooth or topological structure and to various
geometric structures, such as a volume or symplectic form, a contact structure or
contact form, or a good measure, has a long and fruitful history, see for instance
the monograph [Ban97] for a comprehensive account of this area of study. Several
well-known phenomena in contact topology and more recent developments suggest
that the above groups of diffeomorphisms are too restrictive. See below for details.

In this article, we consider the more general groups Aut(M,¢) and Aut(M, «)
of topological automorphisms of a contact structure and a contact form, and their
subgroups Homeo(M, £) and Homeo(M, «) of time-one maps of topological contact
and strictly contact isotopies that emerge in the context of topological contact
dynamics [MS11b]. Compare to the references [MOOQ7, [Miil08al, IMal08b, BS12] for
similar topological automorphism groups in topological Hamiltonian dynamics and
topological strictly contact dynamics.

Topological contact dynamics is a natural extension of the dynamics of a smooth
contact vector field or function to topological dynamics, and is the odd-dimensional
analog to topological Hamiltonian dynamics developed in [MOQ7, Miil08al, MuI08D),
Vit06, [BS10], and topological symplectic dynamics considered in [Ban0§]. It is also
a non-trivial generalization of topological strictly contact dynamics from [BS12]. As
in the smooth theories, topological Hamiltonian dynamics of an integral symplectic
manifold (B,w) is intimately related to topological strictly contact dynamics of
the total space of the associated prequantization bundle with base B [BS12], and
in turn, topological contact dynamics of a contact manifold (M, ¢) corresponds to
topological Hamiltonian dynamics of the symplectization of (M, «), where « is a
contact form with ker « = & [MS11Db]. See the cited references for details.

The above theories have numerous applications to their smooth counterparts, see
e.g. [MS11bl [MST2] or section], and to topological dynamics in dimensions two and
three [MS11a], by extending a priori smooth invariants to topological Hamiltonian
and contact dynamical systems or their time-one maps. An extensive motivation for
the study of topological Hamiltonian dynamics can be found in [MOQT, [Mul08al,
while topological symplectic dynamics and the two flavors of topological contact
dynamics mentioned in this introduction are to a large extent motivated by the
close connections with their Hamiltonian counterpart. We recall in particular C°-
rigidity of symplectic diffeomorphisms [EL87, [Gro86, [Gro87], CY-rigidity of strictly
contact and contact diffeomorphisms and their conformal factors [MS11b], and C°-
rigidity of Hamiltonian, strictly contact, and contact isotopies and their conformal
factors, see [MOOQT7, [BS12, MST1D] or again section B

Additional motivation comes from several implications of the energy-capacity
inequality in contact dynamics that is proved in [MSI1D]. It follows that the group
of diffeomorphisms preserving a contact form admits a bi-invariant metric [MS11Db].
This generalizes a previous theorem in [BD06] establishing the existence of classical
diffeomorphism groups other than the group of Hamiltonian diffeomorphisms that
support non-degenerate bi-invariant pseudo-metrics.
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This article is part of a series of papers concerning topological contact dynamics
initiated in [MS11b|. In section 2] we recall the basic notions of contact geometry
and smooth contact dynamics. SectionsBland Ml then review topological contact and
strictly contact dynamics, and topological automorphisms of a contact structure
and a contact form, including the transformation law, a detailed motivation, and
some of the applications to contact geometry and smooth contact dynamics that
support the point of view that the groups Aut(M, £) and Aut(M, «) are the correct
automorphism groups of a contact structure and a contact form, respectively.

In sections [ and [6] we study topological properties of the groups of contact
and strictly contact homeomorphisms. The main focus is on the topology induced
by the time-one evaluation map. When equipped with this contact topology, the
groups of time-one maps become first countable topological groups, and therefore
admit left invariant metrics. Moreover, these groups are path-connected and locally
path-connected, and any two contact or strictly contact homeomorphisms can be
connected by a (short) topological contact or strictly contact isotopy.

The definition of the contact distance on the group of smooth contact dynamical
systems involves a choice of norm on the space of tangent vectors to isotopies
of contact diffecomorphisms, leading to the notions of topological and continuous
contact dynamical systems, and similarly for strictly contact dynamical systems.
Another main focus in this article is on this choice of norm, and centers around
the main lemma stated in section Bl In brief, we prove that up to an arbitrarily
small perturbation with fixed end points, the choice of norm is not relevant. As a
consequence, the groups of time-one maps are independent of the choice of norm.
Sections [ and [} set the stage for the proof of the main lemma in section [0 In
particular, we show that a generic smooth contact isotopy is regular, i.e. the isotopy
is never stationary, and investigate how to reparameterize and perturb a given
contact isotopy to have certain desirable properties, for instance to traverse its
path in the group of contact diffeomorphisms at nearly constant speed. Moreover,
we construct multi-parameter variations of the constant loop that seem to be of
independent interest. Similar results are also proved for strictly contact isotopies.

In section [I0] we show how the energy-capacity inequality from [MS11b| leads
to a contact energy function and a bi-invariant metric on the group of strictly
contact homeomorphisms, with no restrictions on the contact form. This metric is an
analog of the bi-invariant metric on the group of strictly contact diffeomorphisms in
[BDO6L [MS11b]. We moreover demonstrate that the coarse and fine contact energy,
and hence the resulting metrics, coincide.

In the final section[IT] we produce examples of contact homeomorphisms that fail
to be Lipschitz continuous, and in particular are not C'-smooth, and examples of
smooth contact vector fields that are topologically conjugate but not conjugate by
contact C!-diffeomorphisms. In particular, for any contact manifold with arbitrary
contact form, topological contact dynamics is a natural and genuine extension of
the dynamics of a smooth contact vector field or function to topological dynamics.

The last two sections can each be read independently of the rest of the paper
immediately after reviewing the relevant definitions in sections Bl d and
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2. REVIEW OF CONTACT GEOMETRY AND CONTACT DYNAMICS

Let (M, &) be a smooth manifold of dimension 2n + 1, equipped with a contact
structure &, that is, a coorientable (or transversally orientable) nowhere integrable
(or maximally non-integrable) field of hyperplanes ¢ C T'M. That means the contact
structure can be defined as the kernel £ = ker « of a one-form « such that aA(da)™ is
a volume form. Such a one-form is called a contact form on (M, ). For simplicity, we
assume throughout this article that M is closed, i.e. compact and without boundary,
and connected. See the article [MS11Db| for the necessary adjustments to be made
for general contact manifolds.

A diffeomorphism ¢ of M is by definition contact if it preserves the field of
hyperplanes &€ C TM, i.e. $.£ = &, or equivalently, ¢*a = e"« for a smooth function
h on M. A smooth isotopy ® = {¢i}o<i<1 is called contact if ¢, is a contact
diffeomorphism for all times ¢. Denote by X = {X,}o<i<1 the time-dependent
smooth vector field generating the isotopy @ in the sense

(2.1) %@ = X0 ¢y

Then @ is contact if and only if Lx,a = u a for a time-dependent smooth function
won M, where £ denotes the Lie derivative. In that case, the smooth vector field
X is called a contact vector field, and the smooth function H: [0,1] x M — R
defined by H; = «(X}) is called its Hamiltonian. The restriction of the two-form
da to the sub-bundle £ is non-degenerate. Thus the preceding formula defines a 1-1
correspondence between contact vector fields and smooth functions. An important
contact vector field is the Reeb vector field R = R,,, the unique vector field in the
kernel of do that is normalized by the identity «(R,) = 1. More generally, the
vector field Xy = {X} is defined uniquely by the relations

(2.2) (Xi)a=H, and (X})da = (Ra.Hy)a — dHy,

where R,.H; = dH;(R,). Then Xy is contact with Hamiltonian H and p; = Re.H;.
Here ¢ denotes interior multiplication by a vector field. We write ® = ® for the
contact isotopy generated by a contact vector field X = Xy with Hamiltonian H.
The smooth function h: [0,1] x M — R determined by ¢;a = e« is called the
conformal factor of the isotopy ® = @y, and

t
(2.3) ht :/ (Ro.Hs) o ¢y ds.
0

A triple (®, H,h) is called a smooth contact dynamical system if ® = Py is
a smooth contact isotopy with Hamiltonian H and conformal factor h. We will
usually denote the Hamiltonian by an upper case Roman letter, and the conformal
factor by the corresponding lower case letter. The group of contact diffeomorphism
is denoted by Diff (M, €), and Diff (M, &) denotes its identity component.

If f is a smooth function on M, then the one-form efa defines another contact
form on (M, §). We fix a coorientation of &, and hence an orientation of M. Then
every contact form with kernel £ can be written in this way. The relation between
a contact isotopy and its Hamiltonian and conformal factor, and in particular the
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definition of the Reeb vector field, depend on this choice of contact form «. However,
the notions of contact diffeomorphism and contact vector field depend only on the
contact structure . More precisely, if (®, H,h) is a smooth contact dynamical
system with respect to the contact form «, then (®,e/H, h + (f o ® — f)) is the
corresponding smooth contact dynamical system with respect to the contact form
e/ a. Here and in the following, for brevity the expression h + (f o ® — f) denotes
the function whose value at (¢,z) € [0,1] x M is

(h+(fo® = f)(t,z) = hu(z) + (f(d:(2)) — (=),

and similarly for the Hamiltonian e/ H. For the present purposes, it suffices to fix
a choice of contact form « with ker o = £ for the remainder of this article. See the
remarks in [MS11b] for details.

A contact diffeomorphism ¢ is called strictly contact if it in fact preserves the
contact form «, i.e. ¢*a = «, or equivalently, it preserves the canonical volume
form vo = aA(da)™ induced by a. An isotopy {¢:} is by definition strictly contact
if each diffeomorphism ¢; is strictly contact, or in other words, its conformal factor
h: [0,1]x M — R vanishes. Thus a contact isotopy {¢:} is strictly contact if and only
if its contact vector field X = Xy preserves the contact form «, or Lx, = 0, which
in turn is equivalent to R,.H; = 0, for all times t. The latter means H; is invariant
under the Reeb flow, and such a smooth function H is called basic. The group of
strictly contact diffeomorphisms is henceforth denoted by Diff (M, o) C Diff (M, £),
its identity component is the group Diffo(M, «), and (®, H) or (®, H,0) is called
a smooth strictly contact dynamical system if ® = @ is a smooth strictly contact
isotopy with basic Hamiltonian H.

For later reference, we recall two well-known lemmas in contact geometry that
are used frequently in [MS11b] and in this work.

Lemma 2.1 (Conformal factors). If ¢ and ¢ are contact diffeomorphisms of (M,§)

h

with conformal factors h and g, respectively, i.e. p*a = e*a and Y*a = ea for

smooth functions h and g on M, then
(potp)*a=e"" 90 and (¢~ H)a= e hod

We often write H — &g if H is the Hamiltonian corresponding to the smooth
contact isotopy @5 = {¢%; }.

Lemma 2.2 (Hamiltonians). If H — ®p and F — O, then

HH#F s o O, (H#F); = Hy + (" - F) o ()",
T d), H,=—c " (Hiodl),
H#F — ;' 0 Op, (H#F), =e ™ ((F, — Hy) o dly),
K¢ lodyodp, Ki=e¢9(Hyo09),

where ¢ € Diff (M, £) with ¢*« = e9a. Here composition o and inversion are to be
understood as composition and inversion of the diffeomorphisms at each time t.
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The Lie algebra of the group Diff (M, £) can be identified with the space C*° (M)
of smooth functions on M via the relation a(X) = H. A natural choice of norm on
C>(M) is to define
Huy,

)

H| = H H)| = H H(x .
I = osc(11) + (1) = (mige 1(0) = mig 1)) + | 7= [
or in other words, the oscillation of the function H plus the absolute value of its
mean value with respect to the volume form v, = a A (da)™ defined above. For
a time-dependent function H: [0,1] x M — R, we consider two choices of norm,
known as the L) _norm and L -norm, given by

1
(2.4 1l = [ I
and
25) I = g 1]
respectively. The two norms || - [|(1,00) < || - |loo Play a crucial role in this paper. In

order to distinguish the two cases, the prefixes L(1*) and L* will be attached to
various objects defined below, and the subscripts or superscripts (1, 00) and oo will
be used where appropriate.

For reasons explained in [MS11b], we define the norm of the conformal factor
h:[0,1] x M — R of a contact isotopy by the mazimum norm

(2.6) |h| = Jnax n max|h(t x)l,

which is in fact equivalent to the norm (23).

We sometimes also consider contact isotopies that are not necessarily based at
the identity. That is, we consider isotopies ® =1 o &g = {1 0 ¢!, }, where Py is a
contact isotopy in the usual sense, with ¢%, = id, and v € Diff(M, £). This isotopy
solves the ordinary differential equation (ZII) with (contact) vector field ¢, Xy and
initial condition ¢y = v, and thus the Hamiltonian of ® is the smooth function
F = (e9- H) o1, where *a = efa. By a slight abuse of notation, we write
® = Pp, but explicitly mention the time-zero map v in this instance. Note that
one could also work with isotopies of the form ® = ®y o ¢. The latter solves the
same ordinary differential equation as the isotopy @z with initial condition ¢g = .
If no explicit mention is made of the time-zero map of an isotopy, it is assumed to
be the identity.

3. TOPOLOGICAL CONTACT DYNAMICS

A choice of Riemannian metric determines a distance d between points on M,
and thus a distance between two homeomorphisms ¢ and v of M by

(3.1) d(¢,v) = maxd(¢(z), ¥(2)).

This metric induces the compact-open topology, and in particular, the actual choice
of Riemannian metric is mostly irrelevant. The metric in equation (1)) is not



TOPOLOGICAL CONTACT DYNAMICS II 7

complete, but it gives rise to a complete metric d that also induces the compact-
open topology on the group of homeomorphisms of M, where d is defined by

d(9,v) = d(¢,9) +d(¢™", 7).
In both cases, one also obtains a distance between isotopies ® = {¢;} and ¥ = {4},
equal to the maximum of the distance of the time-t maps ¢; and ;. The metric

d(®,0) = Qoax d(¢r, )

is again complete, whereas d(®, ¥) is not complete. However, if a sequence ®; of
isotopies converges uniformly to an isotopy of homeomorphisms @, i.e. a limit with
respect to d exists, then this sequence is also Cauchy with respect to d, and converges
to the isotopy ®. The same remark applies to sequences of homeomorphisms. The
distance d is called the C°-metric. Composition and inversion of diffeomorphisms
and of isotopies (at each time t) are continuous with respect to the C°-metric.

Definition 3.1 (Contact metric [MS11b]). The contact distance between smooth
contact isotopies Py and P is the number

do(®p, PF) = do (P, H,h), (®p, F, f)) = d(®u, ®r) + |h — f| + | H - F|.
Here || - || denotes either one of the two norms ([24) or ([2.35]), and the resulting
distances are also called the L(1:°)-contact metric and the L®-contact metric.

Definition 3.2 (Topological and continuous contact dynamical system [MSI11h]).
Let ® = {¢:} be a continuous isotopy of homeomorphisms of M, and H and
h:[0,1] x M — R be time-dependent functions on M. The triple (®,H,h) is
called a topological contact dynamical system if there exists a sequence of smooth
contact dynamical systems (®p,, H;, h;), such that the smooth contact isotopies
by, = {(b‘}{} converge uniformly to the isotopy ®, the corresponding conformal
factors converge uniformly to the continuous function h, and the sequence H; of
Hamiltonians satisfies ||[H — H;l|(1,00) — 0. The function H is called a topological
Hamiltonian with topological contact isotopy ® and topological conformal factor h.
The set of topological contact dynamical systems is denoted by TCDS(M,«). The
extension of the L1 -contact metric d,, to TCDS(M, ) is again denoted by dq,
and the induced topology is called the contact topology.

The triple (®, H, h) is called a continuous contact dynamical system if the above
sequence H; converges to H with respect to the metric induced by the L*-norm
(Z3). In that case, the continuous function H is called a continuous Hamiltonian
with continuous contact isotopy ® and continuous conformal factor h. The subset of
continuous contact dynamical systems is denoted by CCDS(M, «), dn also denotes
the extension of the L*-contact metric to CCDS(M, o), and the induced metric
topology is again called the contact topology.

If in the sequences above each h; is zero, or in other words, the isotopies ®m,
are strictly contact and their Hamiltonians are basic, then (g, H) is by definition
a topological or continuous strictly contact dynamical system, respectively [BS12].
The resulting sets TSCDS(M, o) and CSCDS(M, o) carry induced contact metrics
and contact topologies. Their elements are sometimes also denoted by (Pp, H,0).
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We recall that the metric d, and the metrics induced by the norms |- | and || - ||,
are complete in the following sense: every Cauchy sequence of isotopies with respect
to the C°-metric converges uniformly to a continuous isotopy of homeomorphisms,
and a Cauchy sequence of time-dependent continuous functions with respect to the
metric induced by either of the norms | - | or || - || converges to a time-dependent
function on M, which is continuous in the case of the maximum norm (26 or the
L°-norm (2.8]). In particular, a topological or continuous contact dynamical system
is defined uniquely by an equivalence class of Cauchy sequences of smooth contact
dynamical systems, and similarly for strictly contact dynamical systems.

In the L(>)_case, the topological Hamiltonian H: [0,1] x M — R may not be
continuous but only L! in the variable ¢ € [0, 1]. However, by standard arguments
from measure theory, H; is defined for almost all ¢ € [0,1], and is a continuous
function of the space variable € M for each such ¢. A topological Hamiltonian
can be thought of as an element of the space of functions L'([0,1],C°(M)) of
L'-functions of the unit interval taking values in the space C°(M) of continuous
functions of M. Strictly speaking, such an object is an equivalence class of functions,
where two functions are considered equivalent if and only if they agree for almost
all t € [0,1], but as is customary in measure theory, we will mostly disregard this
subtlety in our treatment, and speak of an L(:°°)-function. Such functions H can
be defined to be any continuous function at the remaining times ¢ belonging to a
set of measure zero.

In order to avoid lengthy and repetitive definitions and statements, we restrict
attention to topological contact dynamical systems where possible, and consider
continuous contact dynamical systems in short remarks after the conclusion of a
particular statement or cohesive discussion.

It is shown in [MS11Db] that the isotopy @y and the topological conformal factor
h are uniquely determined by the function H.

Theorem 3.3 (Uniqueness of topological contact isotopy and topological conformal
factor [MS11bl). If (®,H,h) and (¥, H,g) are two topological contact dynamical
systems with the same topological Hamiltonian H, then ® =V and h = g.

This result justifies writing ® = ®x for the limit of the smooth isotopies @, .
As a special case, we have the following rigidity result for smooth contact isotopies
and their conformal factors.

Corollary 3.4 (Rigidity of contact isotopies and their conformal factors [MS11Db]).
Suppose (P, , H;, h;) is a Cauchy sequence of smooth contact dynamical systems,
and further suppose that the Hamiltonians H; converge to a time-dependent smooth
function H on M. Then @y, — ®x and h; — h uniformly, where ® g is the smooth
contact isotopy gemerated by the smooth contact vector field Xy, and the smooth
function h is given by (¢)*a = eMa.

In other words, if |[H — H;|| — 0, and the limit H happens to be a smooth
function, then the a priori only continuous limits of the sequences ® g, and h; must
be smooth as well, and coincide with the contact isotopy and conformal factor
generated by the limit isotopy H.
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Moreover, the set of triples (®g, H,h), where H is a topological Hamiltonian
with topological contact isotopy ®z and topological conformal factor h, forms a
topological group.

Theorem 3.5 ([MS11b]). The space TCDS(M, «) of topological contact dynamical
systems with the contact topology forms a topological group under the operation o
determined by the formula

(®p,H,h) " o (Op,F, f) = (@5 o®p,e (F—H)o®y), f —ho® o ®p).

The identity element is (id, 0, 0), and the space of smooth contact dynamical systems
with its usual composition forms a topological subgroup. The subspace TSCDS (M, )
of topological strictly contact dynamical systems is a topological subgroup, and in
turn, the space of smooth strictly contact dynamical systems forms a topological
subgroup of TSCDS(M, «) and TCDS(M, ).

We would like to point out that all of the definitions and statements in section 2]
make sense for time-dependent C'-smooth Hamiltonians for which the continuous
vector field Xy defined by the identities (2.2) is uniquely integrable. Moreover,
it is shown in [MS11D] that these generalizations lead to the same definition of a
topological contact dynamical system.

Theorem 3.6 ([MS11b]). Let H: [0,1] x M — R be a continuous function that is
continuously differentiable in the variable x € M, and assume the time-dependent
continuous vector field Xy is uniquely integrable. Denote by ®pg the continuous
isotopy generated by X, and by h: [0,1] x M — R the continuous function defined
by equation (2.3). Then (P, H, h) is a topological contact dynamical system.

For instance, a C%-smooth Hamiltonian H satisfies these hypotheses.

Lemma 3.7. Suppose (®py,, H;, h;) is a sequence of topological contact dynamical
systems that is Cauchy with respect to the contact metric d,. Then the sequence
(®p,, Hi, h;) converges with respect to the contact metric, and the limit (®g, H, h)
is a topological contact dynamical system.

Proof. Choose a diagonal subsequence of smooth contact dynamical systems that
converges to (P, H, h). O

Similar results hold for contact C!-diffeomorphisms, i.e. C'-diffeomorphisms that
preserve the hyperplane field ¢ C TM, and for topological automorphisms. In that
case the conformal factor is a continuous function. See the next section for details.
With the exception of section [II we will therefore in general restrict attention to
smooth Hamiltonians and diffeomorphisms that are of class C*°.

The results in this section are equally valid with topological contact dynamical
systems replaced by continuous contact dynamical systems, and continuous strictly
contact dynamical systems replacing topological strictly contact dynamical systems
in all of the above statements and results.
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4. TOPOLOGICAL AUTOMORPHISMS

A brief motivation of the definitions of a topological automorphism of the contact
structure £ = kera and a topological automorphism of the contact form « is in
order. The group Diff (M, £) of contact diffeomorphisms can be viewed as the group
of smooth transformations of M that preserve smooth contact dynamical systems.
Recall from section 2] that a smooth contact isotopy ® = ® g is uniquely determined
by the time-dependent smooth function H: [0,1] x M — R that is defined by the
relation a(X%) = Hy. Here X again denotes the smooth contact vector field that
generates the isotopy ® in the sense of equation (ZI]), and which in turn can be
obtained from H via ([22)). A contact vector field can be written Xy = Yy + HR,
where Yy = Xg — HR € kera = £, and R denotes the Reeb vector field of the
contact form «. That is, the dynamics of Xy are determined completely by its
Reeb components a(X%) = a(Y}, + H:R) = H;. If ¢ € Diff(M,€) is a contact
diffeomorphism with ¥*a = e9«, then the conjugated isotopy ¥ o @y o ¢~ ! =
{tp o ¢ty op™'} is generated by the smooth contact vector field ¢, X . Its Reeb
component at time ¢ has the coefficient function

a(u X)) = a(h Y + (Hyothy ') - R) = (Hy o™ ") - a(¥uR)

since 1.£ = & = ker a. Moreover,

a(,R) = (W) (W a)(R)) = (W~ H)*(%a(R)) = €%,

proving the last identity of Lemma with 1 replaced by its inverse. That means
the conjugated smooth contact isotopy 1o® o' is determined completely by the
Hamiltonian H of the isotopy ® g, the topological behavior of 1, and the conformal
factor g of the contact diffeomorphism ). Compare to Theorem (3] below.

Definition 4.1 (Topological automorphism [MS11b]). A homeomorphism ¢ of M
is a topological automorphism of the contact structure & if there exists a sequence
of contact diffeomorphisms ¢; € Diff (M, ) that converges uniformly to ¢, and the
smooth conformal factors h; given by ¢fa = eia converge uniformly to a function
h on M. The continuous function h is called the topological conformal factor of the
topological automorphism ¢. The homeomorphism ¢ is a topological automorphism
of the contact form « if its topological conformal factor h is zero. The groups of
topological automorphisms of the contact structure & and of the contact form « are
denoted by Aut(M, &) and Aut(M, a), respectively.

It is shown in [MSI11Dh] that the topological conformal factor h is determined
uniquely by the homeomorphism ¢ and the contact form «. That is, if there exists
another sequence of contact diffeomorphisms v; that converges uniformly to the
topological automorphism ¢, and if the functions g; given by ¥}« = e« converge
uniformly to a function g, then we must have g = h. The set Aut(M, &) forms a
group, and as the notation suggests, this group does not depend on the choice of
contact form «. The topological conformal factor with respect to another contact
form e/ is the continuous function h + (f o ¢ — f). Moreover, the formulas for the
conformal factors of the composition of two topological automorphisms and of the
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inverse of a topological automorphism extend those in Lemma 211 See [MS11D] for
details.

As a consequence of the above, the usual transformation law in smooth contact
dynamics extends to topological contact dynamics. The same statement is valid for
continuous contact dynamical systems.

Theorem 4.2 (Transformation law [MS11b]). If (®, H,h) is a topological contact
dynamical system, and v is a topological automorphism of the contact structure &
with topological conformal factor g, then the conjugated system

o (@, H o= (¥ o®oype U (Hoy),hot+g—goi~ oDoy)

is a topological contact dynamical system. If (®, H) is a topological strictly contact
dynamical system, and 1 is a topological automorphism of the contact form «, then

o (@, H)op = o® oy, Hor)
is a topological strictly contact dynamical system.

As a special case of this theorem, we have the following application to smooth
contact dynamics concerning topologically conjugate smooth contact vector fields.
The proof uses the Uniqueness Theorem

Theorem 4.3 ([MS11bh]). Suppose {¢%;} and {¢%} are smooth contact isotopies,
and ¢ is a topological automorphism of the contact structure & with topological

conformal factor g. If H = e 9(F o ¢), then {¢%;} = {¢7! o ¢t 0 ¢}.

Corollary 4.4 ([MS11b]). Suppose ¢ is a topological automorphism of & = ker «
with topological conformal factor g, and assume that g is smooth. Then the Reeb
vector fields of the contact forms a and eda are topologically conjugate.

The converses to Theorems and 3] will be proved in the sequel [MS12].
See section [[] for examples of topologically conjugate smooth contact vector fields
that are not conjugate by contact C!-diffeomorphisms, and [MS11a] for the case of
topologically conjugate smooth strictly contact and Hamiltonian vector fields.

The proof of Theorem consists of showing that if (®g,, H;, h;) is a sequence
of smooth contact dynamical systems that converges with respect to the contact
metric d, to the topological contact dynamical system (®, H, h), then the smooth
contact dynamical systems 1)~ o (®y,, H;, h;) o ¢ converge to =L o (®, H, h) o 1.
In the special case H; = 1 for all i (i.e. @, is the Reeb flow), the Hamiltonians
e~ 9 -1 must converge uniformly. Thus the assumption of uniform convergence of
the conformal factors in Definition [4.] is not only sufficient but also necessary to
prove this form of convergence in the extension of the transformation law.

For further motivation of Definition [} recall that if ¢ is a diffeomorphism of
the contact manifold (M,€), and h is a smooth function on M, then the lifted
diffeomorphism ¢(x,0) = (¢(z), 6 — h(z)) of the symplectization (M x R, —d(e’a))
of (M, ) is symplectic, if and only if ¢ is contact with ¢*a = e"a. By definition, a
symplectic homeomorphism is the CY-limit of symplectic diffeomorphisms [MOQT].
Then ¢ is a topological automorphism of the contact structure £ with topological
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conformal factor h, if and only if the homeomorphism (E(:z:, 0) = (¢(x),0—h(zx)) is an
admissible symplectic homeomorphism of the symplectization of (M, «) [MS11D].
Topological automorphisms of a contact structure are C°-rigid in the following
sense.

Theorem 4.5 (CC-rigidity of contact diffeomorphisms and their conformal factors
IMS11b)). Let ¢ € Aut(M,§) be a topological automorphism of & = kera with
topological conformal factor h. If ¢ is smooth, then the function h is smooth, and
¢ is a contact diffeomorphism with ¢*a = ela.

In fact, the statement of the theorem is a local statement. That is, if ¢ is smooth
at a point, then in a neighborhood of that point, ¢ is a local diffeomorphism, h
is smooth, and ¢*« = e"«a. Note that a priori h need not necessarily be a smooth
function, so that the lift ¢(z, 6) = (¢(x),0 — h(z)) to the symplectization is a priori
not a smooth map.

The following two lemmas help put Definition [£.] into a sharper perspective.

Lemma 4.6. Suppose ¢; is a sequence of contact diffeomorphisms with ¢fa = eiav
that converges uniformly to a homeomorphism ¢. Then for every open subset U of

M, the average values
/ etmtbhiy, / (¢ uva >0 as i — oco.
U U

Proof. The push-forward measures (¢; 1)*Va are given by integration of the volume
forms ¢;v, = e(rtDhiy  Since ¢ is a homeomorphism, the sequence ¢; converges
with respect to the C%-metric, and thus the induced measures converge in the weak
metric to the measure (¢~ !),v, [Fat80]. Evaluation on an open subset is lower semi-
continuous, and evaluation on a closed subset is upper semi-continuous [DGST76].
The stated convergence then follows from the fact that integration over U and its
closure U coincide. O

However, C%-convergence of a sequence of contact diffeomorphisms alone is not
sufficient to guarantee even point-wise convergence of the functions h;.

Lemma 4.7. Suppose ¢; is a sequence of contact diffeomorphisms of M, x € M,
and ¢ € [—00, +00]. Then there exists another sequence of contact diffeomorphisms
v with Yfa = e%ia, so that gi(x) — ¢ as i — oo, and for every open neighborhood
U of x, we have ¥;|y = ¢i|u fori > iy sufficiently large. In particular, the sequence
o Loap; converges to the identity uniformly.

Proof. The proof follows easily from Darboux’s theorem. Let f; be any smooth
functions on M with f;(z) = cas i — oo, and Uy D Us D U3 D ... be a nested
neighborhood basis of the compact-open topology of M at the point € M. By
Darboux’s theorem, there exist diffeomorphisms ¢; that are compactly supported
in U;, and interchange the contact forms ¢fa = e”
Then the sequence ¥; = ¢; o ¢; has the desired properties. O

‘v and efia near the point .
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In order to gain a better understanding of the conformal factor h and of the
hypotheses of Definition 1] recall again that if ¢ is a contact diffeomorphism of
the contact structure £ = ker o with conformal factor h, then

e" =e"a(R) = (¢"a)(R) = ¢"(a(6: R)) = o(d(R)).

That is, the function e” is the partial derivative of ¢ in the Reeb direction and along
the Reeb orbits, or the infinitesimal translation by ¢ of the hyperplanes £ C T M
along the Reeb orbits of the contact form a. As remarked above, given a sequence
of contact diffeomorphisms, convergence of these partial derivatives is independent
of the choice of contact form «. Let us picture this in local Darboux coordinates.
By the contact neighborhood theorem, near a point p € M we may choose local
coordinates z,uq,...,Us,, so that a tubular neighborhood of the piece of Reeb
orbit through p is parameterized by pieces of Reeb orbits, where the variable z
parameterizes the piece of Reeb orbit through p, R = %, and a%i € £ is a basis of
the normal bundle to the Reeb orbit near p. In these local coordinates,

2n

dzop) 0  0(zog) 0\ 0(zo¢)
Z Ou; 8ui+ 0z &) 0z

" = a(dp(R)) = o ( =
i=1

where z denotes the projection to the zero section of the normal bundle of the piece

of Reeb orbit through p. Given a sequence of contact diffeomorphisms ¢;, by the

chain rule convergence of the partial derivatives e does not depend on the choice

of Darboux coordinates.

Lemma 4.8. Suppose ¢ is a contact C*-diffeomorphism, and that the second-order
partial derivatives X.(a(d¢(R))) exist and are continuous for all X € &. Then ¢
can be C°-approzimated by contact diffeomorphisms ¢;, and if ¢fa = e*ia and
¢*a = eMa, then the smooth functions h; converge to the continuous function h
uniformly. In particular, ¢ is a topological automorphism of the contact structure

& = ker a with topological conformal factor h.

For example, a contact C?-diffeomorphism satisfies the hypotheses of the lemma.

In the above local coordinates z,u1,...,us,, the condition on the second-order
partial derivatives in the lemma is that the partial derivatives
0] 9] 0%(z0¢)
do(R —_ h —_ _ = 7
ou; (a(d(R)) ane Ou; 0z
exist and are continuous for ¢ = 1,...,2n. As the proof given below shows, it is

equivalent to assume the second-order partial derivatives R.(a(d¢(X))) exist and
are continuous for all X € .

Before giving the proof of Lemmald8] we first prove another lemma that together
with Lemma [£.§ gives precise meaning to the statement after Lemma B.7 regarding
contact C'-diffeomorphisms and topological automorphisms of a contact structure
or a contact form.

Lemma 4.9. Let ¢; be a sequence of topological automorphisms of the contact
structure & with topological conformal factors h;, and suppose the homeomorphisms
@i converge uniformly to a homeomorphism ¢, and the continuous functions h;
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converge uniformly to a function h. Then ¢ is a topological automorphism of the
contact structure £ with topological conformal factor h.

Proof. Choose a diagonal subsequence of contact diffeomorphisms that converge
uniformly together with their conformal factors. O

Analogous results for strictly contact C'-diffeomorphisms and for topological
automorphisms of the contact form « follow immediately, and the corresponding
results for symplectic C''-diffeomorphisms can be proved similarly.

Proof of Lemmal[].8 Consider the set of Cl-diffeomorphisms ¢ of M for which
the second-order partial derivatives X.(a(dy(R))) exist and are continuous for all
X € & Equip this set with the topology induced by the subbasis consisting of
sets of the form A (p; U,V — R?"+1: K:¢), where U,V — R?"*1 are local Darboux
coordinates as above, K C U is a compact subset with ¢(K) C V,and 0 < € < +o0.
Then ¢ € N(p; U,V — R?" 1 K €) if p(K) C V and the local representations of
the restrictions to K of ¢ and v together with their first-order partial derivatives
and the second-order partial derivatives specified above are within e of each other.
By a straightforward modification of a classical theorem in differential topology
(see for instance Theorem 2.7 in [Hir94]), there exist C'*°-diffeomorphisms 1); that
Cl-converge to ¢, and moreover, the partial derivatives X.(a(dy;(R))) converge
uniformly to the continuous function X.(a(d¢(R))) for all X € &.

Define smooth functions h; by (¥fa)(R) = e", and write ¢ a = ehia + 8; for
unique one-forms f; with §;(R) = 0. By hypothesis, the one-forms ;o converge
uniformly to the one form ¢*a = e”a, so the functions h; converge to h and the
one-forms (; converge to zero uniformly. Moreover,

de") Ao+ etida + dB; = d(¥Fa) = ¥ (da) — ¢*(da) = d(¢*a) = d(e"a).

h h

The function e’ need not be C'-smooth, but the one-form e« is continuously
differentiable. By the hypothesis on the second-order partial derivatives, the two-
forms d(e") A o converge uniformly to the two-form d(e”) A o, which makes sense
because the latter only contains partial derivatives of e® in the directions of the
hyperplanes €. Therefore the two-forms df; converge to zero uniformly.

Define a sequence of one-parameter families of one-forms by
al = (1 —t)ea+tia=eriattp

with dat = d(e") A a+ e"ida +tdB;. Since B; and df; converge to zero uniformly,
the (2n + 1)-forms Vor >0 for i sufficiently large, and o! is a one-parameter family
of contact forms. By Gray’s stability theorem (see e.g. [Gei(8]), there exist families
of vector fields X} so that (¢%,)*af = efia = ehitfiq for all t and all i sufficiently
large, where

t
ff:/ 47 0 &%, ds,
0

and the functions g! are defined below. Define ¢; = 1); o ¢§(i. The diffeomorphisms

. . 1
#; are contact with ¢fa = ehit/iq.
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Since the one-forms a! are smooth, the vector fields X} and their flows are C'*°-
smooth, and are given by the defining relations X! € ker o} and
d
UX])da; = giaj — 504 = giai — Bi,

where the smooth functions g} are defined by
of = (Sat) (R = Bi(RY)
3 dt 3 (2 1/

and R! denotes the Reeb vector field of af. In particular, if ¢; is contact at a point
p, then X/ (p) = 0, and thus the isotopy {¢' } is stationary at p, and ¢;(p) = ¥i(p).

Since the one-forms a! and the two-forms da! converge uniformly to ¢*« and
¢*(da), respectively, the smooth vector fields R! converge uniformly to the vector
field ¢, R, and in particular have bounded coefficients independent of ¢ and ¢. Since
Bi — 0 uniformly, the functions g! converge to zero uniformly. As a consequence,
the vector fields X! converge to zero uniformly as well. By the standard continuity
theorem from the theory of ordinary differential equations, their flows qﬁg(i converge
to the identity uniformly. Therefore the sequence ¢; converges to ¢ uniformly, and
the conformal factors f; converge to zero uniformly. O

Similarly to the case of smooth isotopies, we can also consider topological or
continuous contact isotopies whose time-zero map is not necessarily the identity.
That is, we consider isotopies ® = ¢ o @y = {1 0 ¢!, }, where @y is a topological
contact isotopy in the usual sense, with ¢?, = id, and ¢ € Aut(M, €). This isotopy
corresponds to the topological Hamiltonian F' = (e9-H)ov ™!, where g is the unique
topological conformal factor of the homeomorphism . Again by a slight abuse of
notation, we write ®p = ®. Note that one could also work with isotopies of the
form ® = &y o). Again if no explicit mention of the time-zero map of an isotopy
is made, it is assumed to be the identity.

5. CONTACT HOMEOMORPHISMS
Denote by
(5.1) evy: TCDS(M,a) — Homeo(M), (P, H,h) > ¢k,

the time-one evaluation map that assign to a topological contact dynamical system
(®p, H,h) the time-one map ¢ = ¢}; of the isotopy ®p.

Definition 5.1 (Contact homeomorphism [MS11b]). A contact homeomorphism
is the time-one map of a topological contact isotopy. The group Homeo(M, &) of
contact homeomorphisms is the image of the time-one evaluation map (51).

It is shown in [MSIID] that Homeo(M,§) indeed forms a group, and thus is a
topological subgroup of the group Homeo(M) of homeomorphisms of the manifold
M with the C%-topology induced by the C°-metric. Moreover,

(5.2) Diff (M, §) C Homeo(M, &) < Aut(M, &) C Homeo(M),
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where the second inclusion is as a normal subgroup in the group of topological
automorphisms of the contact structure £. Properness of the first inclusion is proved
in section [l for all contact manifolds.

Proposition 5.2 ([MSII1bh]). The group Homeo(M, &) is path-connected under the
CP-topology. Thus Homeo(M, ) <1 Auto(M, &) C Homeog(M).

In order to give the proof, we need to recall the following lemma from [MS11Db].

Lemma 5.3 ([MS11b]). Let (®y, H,h) be a topological contact dynamical system.
For every s € [0, 1], the triple (Pgs, H®, h®) is also a topological contact dynamical
system with time-one map ¢%;, where ®ps = {P4.} = {P3t}, and the topological
Hamiltonian H® and the topological conformal factor h® are given by the formulas
H?(t,x) = sH(st,x) and h*(t,z) = h(st,x).

Proof of Proposition[5.2. The first statement follows at once from Lemma [(5.3] and
the inclusions in the second statement are consequences of (.2)). O

A different topology that takes into account the topological and the dynamical
nature of contact homeomorphisms defined as time-one maps of topological contact
isotopies is studied in the next section.

The definitions and results in this section are again also valid with topological
contact dynamical systems replaced by continuous contact dynamical systems. In
order to distinguish the two cases, we attach the subscripts or superscripts (1, 00)
and oo where appropriate. In particular, the groups of contact homeomorphisms
Homeo(;, (M, §) and Homeon, (M, §) denote the time-one maps of topological and
continuous contact dynamical systems, respectively. In this case, the distinction is
actually not necessary.

Theorem 5.4. The two groups Homeo(; )(M,&) and Homeoo, (M, &) of contact
homeomorphisms coincide.

In view of this theorem, we may omit the subscripts from the notation. This result
is the analog of a theorem concerning the Hamiltonian homeomorphism group of
a symplectic manifold that appeared in [Miil08al [Miil08b], and the line of proof
follows the one given there. The two main differences in the present case are the
additional term |c(Hy)| in the norm || H¢|| at each time ¢, and the appearance of the
conformal factors in the formulas for composition and inversion of contact isotopies
as well as for conjugation by a contact diffeomorphism. We will in fact demonstrate
the following more technical result.

Lemma 5.5 (Main Lemma). Let (®g, H,h) be a topological contact dynamical
system. Then there exists a continuous contact dynamical system (®p, F, f) with
the same time-one map ¢k = ¢;. Given € > 0, the continuous contact dynamical
system (®p, F, f) can be chosen so that either

(5.3) d(®p,Pg) <€, |f—hl<e, and ||[F—H|1,00) <6,
or

(5.4)  d(®p,id) < d(®y,id) +e, |fl<|hl+e and ||Flloo < 1 H || (1,00) + €
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In fact, (Pp, F, f) is smooth everywhere except possibly at time one, i.e. the maps
(t,2) = ¢b(z), (t,z) = (¢%(x)7L, (t,x) — Fi(x), and (t,z) — fi(x) are smooth
except possibly att = 1.

In section [[ we explain a procedure for regularizing a smooth contact isotopy
that is similar to the regularization of smooth Hamiltonian isotopies carried out
in Section 5.2 in [Pol01]. This step is crucial in the proof in the Hamiltonian case
in [MlO8b, Ml08al and in the contact case in the present paper. It implies that
generically, in a sense to be made precise below, the tangent vector to a contact
isotopy never vanishes. As in the case of curves in finite-dimensional manifolds,
one can then reparameterize the isotopy to have nearly constant speed throughout.
After some preparations in the subsequent section 8] Lemma will be proved in
Section [@ Assuming the Main Lemma [B.5] we first deduce Theorem [5.4]

Proof of Theorem[5.7]. The inclusion Homeoo, (M,&) C Homeo(; (M, &) follows
immediately from the definitions. To prove the theorem, it only remains to show
Homeo(; ) (M, §) C Homeos (M, ). Let ¢ € Homeo(y ooy (M,§). By definition,
there exists a topological contact dynamical system (®x, H, h) such that ¢ = ¢},.
By Lemma [5.5] there exists a continuous contact dynamical system (®p, F, f) with

the same time-one map ¢k = ¢, and thus ¢ € Homeon, (M, &). O
Denote by
(5.5) evy: TSCDS(M,a) — Homeo(M), (@, H) = ¢k

the time-one evaluation map that maps a topological strictly contact dynamical
system (® g, H) to its time-one map ¢};. This notation is not ambiguous, since the
restriction of the time-one evaluation map (G1) on TCDS(M, a) to TSCDS(M, o)
coincides with the time-one evaluation map (5.5). The same observation applies to
the restrictions to continuous contact and strictly contact dynamical systems.

Definition 5.6 (Strictly contact homeomorphism [BS12]). The time-one map of a
topological strictly contact isotopy is a strictly contact homeomorphism. The group
Homeo(M, «) of strictly contact homeomorphisms is the image of the map (23).

By [BS12], the set Homeo(M, «) indeed forms a group, and thus is a topological
subgroup of Homeo(M) with the C°-topology. Moreover [BS12, [MS11h],

(5.6) Diff (M, &) C Homeo(M, o) < Aut(M, o) C Homeo(M ),

and the first inclusion is proper if the contact form « is regular [BS12] . Concerning
strictly contact homeomorphisms, we have the following results.

Proposition 5.7 ([BS12, IMS11b]). The strictly contact homeomorphism group is
path-connected in the C°-topology, and Homeo(M, o) <1 Auto(M, o)) C Homeog(M).

All of the above definitions make sense for continuous strictly contact dynamical
systems, and the preceding results and their proofs are verbatim the same.

Theorem 5.8. The strictly contact homeomorphism groups Homeo(y o) (M, a) and
Homeoo, (M, @) coincide.
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This theorem appears in [BS12] for regular contact manifolds. We will prove the
theorem by establishing a result similar to the Main Lemma for topological
strictly contact dynamical systems. See section [d] for the proof.

Lemma 5.9. Let (P, H) be a topological strictly contact dynamical system. Then
there exists a continuous strictly contact dynamical system (P, F) with the same
time-one map ¢ = ¢L. Given € > 0, the continuous strictly contact dynamical
system (®p, F') can be chosen so that either

d(®p,®Pg) <€ and ||F— H|1,00) <é,

or
d(®p,id) < d(®g,id) + ¢ and ||F|o < H || (1,00) + €

In fact, (Dp, F) is smooth everywhere except possibly at time t = 1.

Proof of Theorem[5.8. The proof is verbatim the same as the proof of Theorem [5.4]
with the reference to Lemma replaced by a citation of Lemma [5.9 O

6. THE CONTACT TOPOLOGY

Recall that the contact topology on the space TCDS(M, «) of topological contact
dynamical systems is the metric topology induced by the contact metric

do((Prr, H, 1), (p, F, f)) = d(®u, @p) + |h — fI + || H - F|
defined in section [Bl The time-one evaluation map
(6.1) evy: TCDS(M,a) — Homeo(M, §), (®g, H,h) — ¢}

assigns to a topological contact dynamical system (®g,H,h) the time-one map
of the isotopy ®g. This map ev; is by definition surjective, and thus induces the
usual quotient topology on the set Homeo(M, ), called the contact topology on
Homeo(M, £). By definition, the evaluation map (6.1)) is continuous. The metric d,,
does not necessarily project to a metric on Homeo(M,§), since d, is neither left
nor right invariant, and thus the triangle inequality may be violated, cf. [Mul08al.
See [MS11b] for remarks on the failure of left and right invariance of the contact
metric on TCDS (M, o).

On the other hand, the usual composition of homeomorphisms induces a group
structure on the set Homeo(M, &) C Homeo(M), and the time-one evaluation map
evy becomes a homomorphism. Therefore the contact topology on Homeo(M, ) is
metrizable. In fact, both topological spaces TCDS(M, «) and Homeo(M, ) admit
left invariant metrics. This follows from the next two results.

Theorem 6.1 ([Bir36, [Kak36l [Kle52]). A topological group admits a left invariant
metric if and only if it is first countable.

Note that in our notation a topological group is assumed to be Hausdorff. See the
references in the theorem for explicit constructions of such left invariant metrics.

Theorem 6.2. The projection map evy induces the structure of a first countable
topological group on the topological space Homeo(M, &) with the contact topology.
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Corollary 6.3. The space Homeo(M, ) equipped with the contact topology admits
a left invariant metric that generates its topology.

Proof of Theorem [6.4. By Theorem[B.H] the space TCDS (M, a) forms a topological
group with the contact topology induced by the contact metric d,. In particular, the
contact topology on TCDS(M, «) is first countable, and left and right translations
in TCDS(M, ) are continuous. As a consequence, the projection map ev; is also
open. Indeed, let U be an open set in TCDS(M, «), then

ev ! (evi()) = | J(@u,H ) oh = JU o (®p, H, D)

is open, where the unions are taken over all topological contact dynamical systems
(®y, H, h) with time-one map the identity. Therefore evq(U) is open by definition of
the quotient topology. That makes Homeo(M, &) a topological group with respect to
the contact topology, and moreover, the projection of a first countable neighborhood
basis at an element (®, H, h) of TCDS(M, o) defines a first countable neighborhood
basis of the contact topology on Homeo(M, §) at ¢};. O

In fact, the same proofs verify that the two topological groups of topological
Hamiltonian dynamical systems and of Hamiltonian homeomorphisms with the
Hamiltonian topologies [MOQ7, Miil08al, IMil08b] admit left invariant metrics.

Theorem 6.4. The group of contact homeomorphisms with the contact topology is
path-connected and locally-path-connected. Any two contact homeomorphisms can
be connected inside Homeo(M, ) by a topological contact isotopy.

Proof. To prove path-connectedness, it suffices to show every ¢ € Homeo(M, £) can
be connected to the identity by a path £: [0,1] — Homeo(M, ) that is continuous
with respect to the contact topology, and with £(0) = id and ¢(1) = ¢. By definition,
there exists a topological contact dynamical system (®g, H, h) with time-one map
@Y, = ¢. Define {(s) = ¢3;. By Lemma [£.3] this path factors through the group of
topological contact dynamical systems via the evaluation map evy, and it suffices to
show that the function s — (®gs, H®, h*) is continuous with respect to the contact
metric on TCDS(M, o).

Let € > 0. It clearly suffices to show that d(® g+, ®gs) < 3¢, |h" — h®| < 3e,
and | H" — H®|| < 3¢, provided |r — s| is sufficiently small. There exists a sequence
(®p,, Hi, h;) of smooth contact dynamical systems, such that d(®y,®py,) < e,
|h — hi| <€, and ||H — H;|| < € for ¢ sufficiently large. Fix such an index ¢. Then

E((I)HT7(I)H3) < E(‘I)Hr, q)HzT) +E((I)H:,(I)Hls) —I—E(‘I)Hf,(I)Hs)
<d(®g,®n,)+d(@ur, Pu:) + d(®p,, Pr)
< E(‘I)Hir, @Hf) =+ 2e,
and similarly for the contact Hamiltonians and conformal factors. It only remains
to show that d(®pr, ®rs) <, |hf — hi| <, and |H] — Hf|| < ¢, provided |r — s
is sufficiently small, where the index 7 is fized.
Since the maps (t,z) = ¢4 (z) and (t,2) — (¢, )" (z) are continuous, the first
inequality is obvious. Moreover, hf (t,z) = h;(rt,z), and h; is continuous, so that
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|hi(rt, ) — hi(st,z)| < €, provided |r — s| is sufficiently small. The function H; is
also Lipschitz continuous, so that there exists a constant C' that satisfies

1H] — H}ll(1,00) < [[H] = Hj[loo < Clr —s] <,

provided |r — s| is sufficiently small. See Lemma [81] below for an explicit constant
C. That proves £ is continuous with respect to the contact topology, and the proof
of path-connectedness is complete.

It suffices to prove local path-connectedness at the identity. If (®g, H,h) is
a topological contact dynamical system within e-distance of (id,0,0), then so is
(Pys, H?, h?®) for every s € [0, 1]. Thus the d,-metric balls of radius € > 0 that are
centered at the identity (id,0,0) € TCDS(M, «) define a basis of path-connected
neighborhoods. Their projections via the time-one evaluation map ev; form a basis
of path-connected neighborhoods at the identity in Homeo(M, &). The proof of local
path-connectedness is now verbatim the same as for path-connectedness.

Note that the path ¢ chosen above is in fact a topological contact isotopy.
By replacing H by H¢, and H; by Hf , for a fized reparameterization function
¢:10,1] = [0,1], with ¢ =0 near t =0 and ¢ = 1 near t = 1, any ¢ € Homeo(M,§)
can be connected to the identity by a boundary flat topological contact isotopy.
The concatenation of two such topological contact isotopies is again a topological
contact isotopy, proving the final statement of the theorem. (|

The subspace topology on the subset of topological strictly contact dynamical
systems TSCDS(M, o) C TCDS(M, ) is also called the contact topology, and this
topology is induced by the restriction of the contact metric d,, to TSCDS(M, ).
The time-one evaluation map

evy: TSCDS(M,a) — Homeo(M, ), (®g, H) — b3

is by definition surjective, and induces a quotient topology on Homeo(M, «), which
is also called the contact topology. Again the evaluation map ev; is a continuous
homomorphism, and the topological spaces TSCDS (M, ) and Homeo(M, ar) admit
left invariant metrics. The proofs of the following statements are the same as in the
case of contact homeomorphisms.

Theorem 6.5. The projection map evy induces the structure of a first countable
topological group on the topological space Homeo(M, «) with the contact topology,
and Homeo(M, ) is a topological subgroup of Homeo(M, ).

Corollary 6.6. The space Homeo(M, «) equipped with the contact topology admits
a left invariant metric that generates its topology.

Theorem 6.7. The group Homeo(M, «) of strictly contact homeomorphism with
the contact topology is path-connected and locally path-connected. Any two strictly
contact homeomorphisms can be connected inside Homeo(M,«) by a topological
strictly contact isotopy.

The proofs of the corresponding results in this section for continuous contact
and strictly contact dynamical systems are similar and thus omitted.
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7. REGULARIZATION

A contact isotopy @ = {9t} is called regular if for every time ¢, its generating
Hamiltonian H; is not identically zero.

Proposition 7.1. Let @y be a contact isotopy generated by a smooth Hamiltonian
H: S'xM — R. Then there exists an arbitrarily small (in the C*°-topology) contact
loop ®r generated by a smooth Hamiltonian F: ST x M — R, such that the isotopy
fI);l o Oy is regqular.

In particular, the isotopy @;1 o ® g can be chosen arbitrarily close to the isotopy
®y in the contact metric of Definition [3.I} The proof is an adaptation of the one
given in [Pol01] for Hamiltonian isotopies, and is divided into three steps. Recall
that by Lemma[2.2] the isotopy @;1 o @y is generated by the Hamiltonian that at
time t is given by

(F#H), =e T (Hy — F) o ¢ln)
so that @;1 o &y is regular if and only if for every time ¢ the function H; — F} is
not identically zero.

Proof. Step 1. Consider a collection of smooth functions G',...,G?**: S1 x M — R,
1 < k < n, with the property

1
/ GI(t,z)dt =0
0

for every o € M. Here and in the following, we identify S with R/Z. For example,
one may choose G7(t,z) = f;(t)- gj(x) for smooth functions f;: S — R with mean
value zero, and gj: M — R. Then for a fixed ¢ € S, define ¢{1€ € Diff (M, &) as the
time-e map of the contact isotopy generated by the time-independent Hamiltonian
fot GIds. If € = (€1, ..., €e;) is a vector in R?*, the composition

Pte = bpey 00 Py, € DIff(M, €)

defines a 2k-parameter variation of the constant loop, that is, a smooth family of
contact loops {¢y e Jo<i<1 with ¢o = ¢1,e = id, and ¢, o = id for all ¢. Denote by
F.: S' x M — R the smooth Hamiltonian generating the isotopy {: e fo<i<1, and
let Fy o = F(t,-). We need the following lemma.

Lemma 7.2. Let ¢s; € Diff(M,&) be a smooth two-parameter family of contact
diffeomorphisms with ¢o,0 = id, and denote by H = {Hs.} and F = {Fs.} the
families of smooth functions on M that generate the contact isotopies {¢s+}o<t<1
and {¢ps.1}o<s<1, respectively. Then

d d
(71) d_SHs,t - E

where the Poisson bracket is defined by {H, F'} = —a([Xu, Xr]).

Fs,t - {Hs,ta Fs,t}u

Proof. If {¢s+} is a two-parameter family of diffeomorphisms with ¢ ¢ = id, write

d _ d _
Xst = (a(bs,t) © gbs,%) and Y, = (Eﬁbs,t) © Qbs,%'
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By Proposition I.1.1 in [BanT7§],

d d

—Xst = Y Xty Yo t]-

g5 Lot = gp¥ee T [Xan Yodl

Since ¢, € Diff (M, ) for all s and ¢, X, and Y;; are contact vector fields, and

Hsy = a(Xs,) and Fs; = o(Ys,). Contracting « with both sides of (7.2)), and
observing that « is independent of s and t, proves (T.1]). (Il

(7.2)

A similar result also holds for smooth two-parameter families of Hamiltonian
diffeomorphisms, see [Ban78, Ban97, [Pol01]. Namely, if H = {ﬁs,t} and F = {ﬁs,t}
are smooth Hamiltonians generating a two-parameter family {(EM} of Hamiltonian
diffeomorphisms, then

d = d ~ ~ o~
d_SHs,t - EFS,IE - {Hs,ta Fs,t}u

where this time the Poisson bracket is given by {H,F} = w(Xg,Xp). In fact,
the proof of Lemma given above follows the same line of argument as in the
Hamiltonian case. Alternatively, one can lift the two-parameter family {¢s,} of

(7.3)

Lemma to a two-parameter family {QASM} of Hamiltonian diffeomorphisms on
the symplectization (M x R, —d(e’a)) of (M, a), such that

ﬁs7t($,9) = 69H57t($), and ﬁs,t(x,ﬁ) = 60F57t($).
With our sign conventions, {ﬁs7t,ﬁs7t} = e’ {H,4, Fs,}, and thus equation (7))
also follows from the Hamiltonian version (73] of the lemma.

Returning to the proof of Proposition [Z.I] observe that Fy = 0, and therefore
Lemma yields

d
I F e =GY
Ej e=0
Step 2. Fix a point p € M, and consider an even dimensional linear subspace
E?F Ty M, where again 1 < k < n. Choose a basis {u1,...,ug,v1,...vx} of E,

and for 1 < j < k, define
v;(t) = cos(2mt)u; + sin(2mt)v;, and Y4, (t) = — cos(2mt)u; + sin(2wt)v,.

The vectors 71 (t), . . ., y2k (t) are linearly independent for each ¢, and fol ~;(t)dt = 0.
By the last equality, a collection of functions G, ..., G?* as in step 1 can be chosen
so that dGJ(p) = —~;(t). For example, in local coordinates let u; correspond to
(dz;), and v; to (dy;)p, and define locally

GI = — cos(2rt)x; — sin(2xt)y;, and Gfﬂ = cos(2mt)x; — sin(27t)y;.

Then cut off the functions z; and y; in a neighborhood of p in order to obtain
globally defined smooth functions GJ on M.
Step 3. Define a mapping I: S* x R?* — E?¥ by (t,€) — d(H; — F;¢)(p). Since
d
— I(t,e) = ;(t
i 160 =0,
I is a submersion into a neighborhood U of the circle {e = 0}. Denote the restriction
of I to S* x U by J. Then J~1(0) is a one-dimensional submanifold of S* x U, so its
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projection to U is nowhere dense. Hence there exist arbitrarily small values of the
parameter e such that d(H; — F;..)(p) # 0 for all . The contact isotopy generated
by such a smooth Hamiltonian F.#H is regular, and the proof of Proposition [Z1]
is complete. ([

Suppose that in Proposition [ZI] the isotopy ®g is strictly contact, or in other
words, its Hamiltonian is basic, and one tries to find a Hamiltonian F as in the same
proposition that is also basic. The difficulty in adapting the above proof is that in
general, it is not possible to extend a locally defined basic function on standard
contact R2"*+! to a basic function on M.

Example 7.3 ([Milll]). Let T® be the three-dimensional torus equipped with
the contact form « = coszdx — sinzdy, where x,y,z € R/27xZ are coordinates
on T3. A basic function on (T3, a) is independent of # and y. Thus given time-
dependent basic functions G' and G? on T2, and a point p € T3, the cotangent
vectors dG} (p) = (£ G7)(t,p) dz are linearly dependent in 737 for all t.

If « is regular, then cutting off a basic function in a neighborhood of a Reeb
orbit is always possible. Indeed, simply lift a cut-off function from the base of the
associated Boothby-Wang prequantization bundle to the total space.

The last step of the proof of Proposition [Z.1] required the existence of at least
a two-parameter variation of the constant loop. One parameter can be taken to
be a perturbation in the direction of the Reeb flow. However, a one-dimensional
subspace of E as in Example [7.3] does not possess a basis {7} with fol ~(t)dt = 0.

Proposition 7.4. Let @y be a contact isotopy generated by a smooth Hamiltonian
H: S*xM — R. Then there exists an arbitrarily small (in the C°*°-topology) contact
loop ®r generated by a smooth basic Hamiltonian F: S' x M — R, and finitely
many points ty, ..., tx, such that the isotopy @;1O<I>H 1s reqular away from the points
t;, i.e. the smooth function Hy — Fy is not identically zero for all t ¢ {t1,...,tx}.
In fact, the function F can be chosen so that F(t,x) = f(t) for a smooth function
f: S = R, and given any subset T C S with empty interior, we may impose
t; ¢ T foralli=1,... k.

Proof. Fix a point p € M. There exists an arbitrarily C°°-small smooth function
f: S' = R with fsl fdt = 0, such that the smooth map S! — R defined by
t — H(t,p) — f(t) has only finitely many zeros that occur away from the subset
T C S!. The basic Hamiltonian F defined by F; = f(t) - 1 generates a loop by
formula (8.2)) in the beginning of the next section. O

8. REPARAMETERIZATION OF CONTACT ISOTOPIES

Suppose H: [0,1] x M — R is a smooth Hamiltonian, generating the contact
isotopy @y = {¢%}, a < b are real numbers, and (: [a,b] — [0,1] is a smooth
function. The reparameterized isotopy

Ppe = {dhyc ba<i<r = {Qﬂt)}agtgb
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is generated by the Hamiltonian H¢: [a,b] x M — R, defined by
(8.1) H(t,x) = ¢ (1) - HC(t), @),

where ¢’ denotes the derivative of . In particular, ® ¢ is a loop if and only if

b
(8.2) C) — C(a) = / ¢(ydt = 0.

If {(a) = 0, ¢(b) = 1, and the function ¢ is monotone, then the reparameterized
isotopy traverses the same path as the original isotopy at different speed, and we
refer to the function ¢ as a reparameterization function. In the special case ((t) = st
for a real number s, we also write H¢ = H* as in sections[5land [l Since e = ﬁ}t),
the conformal factor h¢ of the isotopy ® ¢ is given by hf = h¢(ry- This also follows
from a change of variables in equation (23). In particular, if @ is strictly contact,
then so is the reparameterized isotopy @ ge¢.

We state a series of useful lemmas. The proofs are straightforward and similar

to the Hamiltonian case in [MOOQ7, Miil08al [Miil08b], and thus are omitted.

Lemma 8.1. Let H: [0,1] x M — R be a smooth Hamiltonian function, and
¢1,C2: [0,1] — [0,1] be two smooth functions. Then

ose (Hf' = Hf*) < 2L- 11 (1)) - 1G1(8) = G(0)] + 161 (0) = G(0)] - 0se (Heyqn)

and

e (Hf = H?)| < L1601 1) = GOl + 160 = GO |e (He )]

for all 0 <t <1, where L is a Lipschitz constant that depends only on H. If in
addition (1 is monotone, then

1
177 = | ) < 3L max [G(6) = (0] + [ Ho - / [SOReIGI

An isotopy {é:}a<i<p is called boundary flat if it is constant near the two end
points, i.e. there exists a constant § > 0 such that ¢y = ¢, for t—a < 8, and ¢y = ¢y
for b —t < §. In terms of the Hamiltonian of a contact isotopy @y = {¢;}, this is
equivalent to H; =0 fort —a < d and b —t < 4.

Given a contact isotopy @, and a reparameterization function ¢: [0,1] — [0, 1]
so that ( =0 near t = 0 and ¢ = 1 near t = 1, the reparameterized isotopy ®g¢ is
boundary flat. Choosing the function ¢ appropriately proves the following lemma.

Lemma 8.2 (Approximation by boundary flat contact isotopies). Given a smooth
Hamiltonian H: [0,1] x M — R, and € > 0, there exists a reparameterization
function ¢: [0,1] — [0,1], such that H® is boundary flat, and
HH — HCH(Loo) < €,
max(|Holl, [|H1||) < | H — H |loc < max(||Hol, [ Hi])) +¢, and
d(®p, Ppc) <e, and |h—h| <e,
where Hy = H(t,-) for t = 0 and t = 1. Moreover, |[H||(1,00) = [[H||(1,00) and
|H  |oo < |H||oo + €. In particular, the two end points ¢§}0) = ¢% and (b%l) = ¢k
coincide, and HS can be extended to a function on R x M that is 1-periodic in time.
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For later reference, we consider the following reparameterization, which is useful
to concatenate boundary flat contact isotopies. Given a < b, and a Hamiltonian H
defined on [0,1] x M, denote by (4.: [a,b] — [0,1] the unique linear function with
¢(a) = 0 and ¢(b) = 1, and by H*® the reparameterized Hamiltonian defined on
[a,b] x M. Of course, if @y is boundary flat, then so is its reparameterization. The
two norms satisfy [|[H*"||(1,00) = || H||(1,00), and

1
8.3 H ||y = —— || H|| oo
(8.3) [ [ b_all [

The main ingredient in the proof of Lemma is the following result. This is
where we apply the regularization procedure established in the previous section.
Cf. [Mul08al, MuIOSD).

Lemma 8.3. Let H: [0,1] x M — R be a smooth Hamiltonian, generating the
contact isotopy = {¢%; }, with (¢4;)*a = e, and let € > 0. Then there exists
a smooth Hamiltonian F: [0,1] x M — R, with (¢%)*a = efta, such that the
isotopy Pr coincides with a reparameterization of the isotopy @, up to a small
reparameterization with respect to the L) -contact metric followed by a C*-small
perturbation, and
(i) the end points of the isotopies coincide, i.e. $% = ¢ and ¢t = ¢y,
(ii) the norms satisfy the inequalities | F'[|(1,00) < [Flloo < [[H|(1,00) + €,
(i11) the distances of the two isotopies to their common left end point satisfy the
inequality d(®r, ¢%) < d(®w, ¢%) +¢€, and

(iv) for the conformal factors, we have |f — fo| < |h — ho| + €.
In (i), ¢% = ¢% denotes the constant isotopy t — ¢% = ¢%, and fo = ho its
conformal factor in (iv).

Proof. By Lemma [B2] we may assume that the isotopy ® g is boundary flat, and
its Hamiltonian can be considered as a function from S! x M to R. Consider the
isotopy {¢%} = {¢1 o @Yy}, where {¢;} is a loop in Diff (M, £) with ¢g = ¢1 = id.
Clearly ¢2 = ¢% and ¢} = ¢},. By Proposition [.I] we may choose the loop {¢:}
so that it is arbitrarily close to the constant loop id in the C°°-metric, and in
particular, its generating Hamiltonian is arbitrarily small in the L(*°°)-norm, and
its conformal factor is arbitrarily close to zero. Moreover, |G| # 0 for all t € S*.
Therefore d(®g, ¢) < d(®w, %) + €, |g — go| < |h — ho| + ¢, and

€
Gl (1,00) < IHH [l (1,00) + 3

Consider the Hamiltonian G¢, where ( is the inverse (here we use ||Gy|| # 0 for
all t) of the function

oGSl ds

(8.4) n:0,1] — [0,1], t — =5 .
fo |Gl ds
Then ( fixes 0 and 1, so that @g has the same end points as ®4. By the chain rule,

1
G|l d
1Gewll
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hence for every t,

1
G = ¢'(8) - 1G e —/0 1Gsllds = Gl 1,00)-

Therefore
€
1GNloo = |Gl (1.00) < 1 H ]l (1,00) + 3

The function ¢ may only be C! but not C°°-smooth. We approximate ¢ in the C!-
topology by a smooth diffeomorphism p of [0, 1] that also fixes 0 and 1, to obtain
a smooth Hamiltonian F = G, with ||F||ec < [|G%||cc + §. Then F clearly satisfies
(i) and (ii). Since ® is just a reparameterization of ®¢, we also have

d(®r, d%) = AP, dg) < d(Pu,¢y) + e,
and similarly |f — fo| < |h — ho| + € for the conformal factors. O

Lemma 8.4. Let H: [0,1] x M — R be a smooth basic Hamiltonian, generating
the strictly contact isotopy @ = {4}, and let € > 0. Then there exists a smooth
basic Hamiltonian F: [0,1] x M — R such that
(i) the end points of the isotopies coincide, i.e. $% = ¢% and ¢k = ¢,
(i) the norms satisfy the inequalities | F||(1,00) < ||Flloo < [|H||(1,00) + €, and
(i11) the distances of the two isotopies to their common left end point satisfy the
inequality d(®p, ¢%) < d(Pm, dY) + €,

In (iii), ¢% = @Y, again denotes the constant isotopy t — ¢% = ¢%.

Proof. By Lemma 82 we may again assume that the isotopy ® g is boundary flat,
and its basic Hamiltonian can be considered as a function from S' x M to R. Let
{9} = {¢+ o ¢!y}, where {¢:} is a loop with ¢g = ¢1 = id in Diff (M, ). Clearly
% = ¢Y and ¢ = ¢};. By Proposition [[4, we may choose the loop {¢:} so
that it is arbitrarily close to the constant loop id in the C*°-metric, and ||G¢|| # 0
except at finitely many points 0 < t; < ... < t;x < 1 in S! = R/Z. In particular,
d(®q,d2) < d(Pw, oY) + e and ||Gl|(1,00) < [[H]|(1,00) + §- For convenience, denote
to = 0 and tx+1 = 1. There exists a constant

1
0<o< 5 . orglgxk(tiﬂ — ti),
such that ||G¢|| < fol |Gs|l ds if |t —t;| < § for some 1 < i <k, and

1 k ti+o
1 fo 1G]l dS—Zizl( t.l_(; G|l ds) 1 €
s A= - s 5
/0||G||ds< T 9 </0||G||d$—|—3

In each of the subintervals [0,¢; — 0], [t; + d,t;41 — 0], and [tr + 6, 1], the strictly
contact isotopy is regular, and we may reparameterize as in the proof of Lemma [8.3]
with the denominator in (84 replaced by the constant A, so that

IG§

1
€
=Gt) Gl =A< /O |G| ds + 3

That gives rise to a continuous reparameterization function ¢: [0,1] — [0, 1] that
fixes the two end points, and is linear with slope equal to one in the intervals
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[ti — 0,t; + &]. Then ( is piecewise C'-smooth, and can be approximated by a
smooth reparameterization function p: [0,1] — [0, 1] that fixes both end points,
such that
o ¢ € € €
IGEN < [IGell + 5 =) Gey + 5 <A+ 5 < [ [Gsllds+ —.
3 3 35/, 3
Therefore [|G?||oc < ||H|(1,00) + €, and setting F' = G” completes the proof. O

In fact, the proof goes through without the hypothesis that H is basic. In that
case, the conformal factor f of F' satisfies the relation f; = h,¢()), where C is as
in Lemma B2 and p is the smooth function defined in the proof of Lemma [R.4

9. PROOF OF THE MAIN LEMMA

The main lemma and its proof are inspired by their Hamiltonian counterparts
in [Miil08al, [MI08D]. See these references for a detailed commentary on the proof.

Proof of Lemma[2.3 By definition, there exist smooth contact dynamical systems
(®p,, Hi, h;), such that
E(Q)H, (I)HZ) — 0, ||H — HzH(l,oo) — 0, and |h — hl| —0

as 1 — oco. Write ¢; = ¢}L- and ¢ = ¢L. By Lemma B2 we may assume without
loss of generality that each isotopy ®py, is boundary flat, and their Hamiltonians
can be considered as smooth functions H;: S' x M — R. We will modify the
sequence (®p,, H;, h;) in several steps. As per usual, a Hamiltonian will be denoted
by an upper case Roman letter, and the conformal factor of the generated contact
isotopy by the corresponding lower case letter. For brevity, we often suppress the
dependence on the time variable.

Let ¢, > 0 be a decreasing sequence of real numbers. Since ¢: M — M is
uniformly continuous, there exists a sequence 0; > 0, so that d(¢(z), d(y)) < €,
for all x,y € M with d(z,y) < d;. The function h on M is continuous as well, so
by making the positive numbers §; smaller if necessary, we may in addition assume
|h(t,z) — h(t,y)| < €, for all 0 < ¢t < 1, and all z,y € M with d(x,y) < J;. By
again making J; smaller if necessary, we may impose 9; < ;.

Step 1. For notational convenience, write (®g,, Ho, ho) = (id,0,0). Then define
a sequence K; of smooth Hamiltonians by

Kip = (6’“1 : (Fi#HHl)) oy = (eh%_}” ((Hiy1 — H;) o0 @Hi)) o¢; !
for ¢ > 0, generating the smooth contact isotopies

(bK :gf)lO@I__I}O@H

i+1 i+1

from ¢; to ¢;+1 (see the remark in section 2]), and with conformal factors given by
or = (b1 = 1) (6) 0 ) + W

Here ¢; again denotes either the diffeomorphism itself or the corresponding constant
isotopy. By passing to a convergent subsequence of the sequence (®p,, H;, h;) if
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necessary, we may assume that for all ¢

1_ 4.
| Kiv1ll(1,00) <3+ el =hil | Hypy — Hill(1,00) < €41,

d(®@p,,,, ®n,) < dit1, d(d,¢i) < €41 and
|h — hl| < €i41-
In the first line, we have used the straightforward inequalities |- | < || - || < 3] -]

from [MST1D] for time-independent functions on M, and that the sequence |h} — h;|
is bounded. Then

d((I)Ki+17¢i) = d(q)Ki+17¢i) + d((I)[_(Lrlv(bz_l)
<d($i,0) +d(po @y, po @yt )+ d(e, ¢i) + d(®yt,, Pp)
< ey

Moreover, the conformal factors of the contact isotopy ®g, , and of the contact

diffeomorphism qﬁ'}(iﬂ =¢; = ¢}L- differ by at most

i+1

kiv1 — ki1 < |hj =Y + bt o ((Bg,) " o ®m,,,) — K+ k' — b
+ |hi —h|+|h—ho (@)~ o @py,,,)| + |h — his1] < 6€iy1.
1oLy

In the present situation, we choose ¢; = 5
Step 2. Applying Lemma to each function K; yields a sequence of smooth
Hamiltonians L;, such that the end points of the contact isotopies coincide, that is,
%i = ¢ L= Gi-1, gblLi = gb}{i = ¢;, and moreover,
ILilloo < [[Kill(1,00) + €5 < 264,
d(®r,,¢i-1) < d(Pk,,i-1) + € < be;, and
[l =19 < |k — kY| + € < Te;.
Step 3. Using Lemma to reparameterize the Hamiltonians L;, we obtain
boundary flat Hamiltonians M; with the same end points ¢;—; and ¢;, and

[Milloo < [|Lilloo + € < 3¢

Moreover, since the contact isotopy @, is a reparameterization of the isotopy @y,
we have

(9.1) d(®nr;, ¢i1) = d(Pr,, di1) < 5e;, and
|mi — m?| = |lZ — l?| < Te;.
For later reference, observe that for the conformal factors m{ =19 = k¥ = h! ,.
Step 4. Let t; =1 — (%)l for all ¢ > 1. In particular, 0 = tg < t; <ty < ... < 1.
Then define a sequence of smooth boundary flat reparameterizations
N; = M;iihtii [ti—lati] x M — R

as in section [8l By equation (B3], we have

1 i i
— Moo = 2 Moo <32 e =

9.2 Nillooc = —— —.
02 Nl = 7— =
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Step 5. Define a sequence of smooth contact dynamical systems (®g,, F;, f;) as
follows. Let ®p, = ®p, in the interval [to, 1], and the constant isotopy ®p, = ¢1
in the remaining interval [¢1,1]. Then for ¢ > 1, define recursively

Op, = dp,_, in the interval [0,¢;_1],
®p, = Oy, in the interval [t;—1,t;], and
®p, = ¢; in the interval [t;, 1].

The contact isotopies @, are obviously continuous. Due to the boundary flatness
of the functions IV;, they are in fact smooth. For i < j, the isotopies ®r, and @,
agree everywhere except in the interval [t;,1]. Since both isotopies are constant
in the interval [t;,1], their maximum distance with respect to the C%-metric is
achieved in the interval [¢;, ¢;]. In that interval, ® g, is equal to the constant isotopy
¢;, while @, at each time coincides with the contact isotopy @y, from ¢r_1 to ¢p
for some ¢ < k < j. By equation (@),

- - - - 1
) ) = ; < . . _
d(®F,, Pry) iglggjd(sbu Py,) < iglggjd(sbu ¢k71)+i1<n,3§xj d(dr-1,P,) < Tei < o

for i > 2, and therefore d(®F,, ®F,) = 0, as4,j — oo.
For the sequence F; of smooth Hamiltonians, we have F; = N; in the interval
[to, t1], F1 = 0 in the interval [¢1, 1], and for ¢ > 1,

F;, = F;_1 in the interval [0,%;1],
F; = N; in the interval [¢;_1,t;], and
F; =0 in the interval [t;, 1].

These Hamiltonians F; are indeed smooth, due to boundary flatness of the functions
N;. By the same argument as above, for ¢ < j
1
2i
by equation (@.2)), and thus ||F; — Fj|lcc — 0, as i,j — oo.

Since the isotopies @, and ®r, agree everywhere except in the interval [¢;,1],
and are both constant in the interval [¢;, 1], the difference of their conformal factors
also attains its maximum in the interval [t;,¢;]. In fact,

[ F; = Fjlloo = max [[Ngo <
i<k<j

< 1_
| fi f]|—ir<11]§§)(j|mz my|

< max |m?_,_1 - m2| + ir<nka§j |m2 — my|

i<k<j
= hl —pl 0 _
Jnax [hy — hy_q| + max fmy —my|
1
< 9¢; < ?
for i > 2.

That proves the sequence (®g,, F;, f;) is Cauchy with respect to the L>-contact
metric, and the limit (®p, F, f) is a continuous contact dynamical system. The
time-one map is ¢ = lim; ¢ = ¢y By construction, the isotopy (®r, F, f) is
smooth except possibly at time ¢ = 1.
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To prove the inequalities in equation (53]), in the above construction replace
the Hamiltonian Fj, by a boundary flattening H; of the Hamiltonian H;, for a
sufficiently large fixed index i, so that

€
d(q)Hiovq)Hio) < gv |h;0 - hio' <

. €
3 and ||Hj, — Hiyll(1,00) < 3

Then

_ — - - € € =1
A @y, p) < d(Pp, ®ry,) + d(Pry, Pay )+ d(Pryy , D) < 5+ 3+ Z 5 <6
=10
provided ip = ip(€) is chosen sufficiently large, and similarly for the other estimates
in equation (B.3). For the other inequalities (5.4, instead define H; by applying
Lemma [B.3] to the above isotopy @, . O

Proof of Lemma[52.9 The proof is almost verbatim the same as the one of the Main
Lemma 5.5 except that in step 2 the reference to Lemma [B3lis to be replaced by a
reference to Lemma (8.4l Then all conformal factors in the construction are zero, and
the resulting smooth contact dynamical systems (® ,, F;, 0) are strictly contact. O

10. THE ENERGY-CAPACITY INEQUALITY AND A BI-INVARIANT METRIC

In this section we show how the energy-capacity inequality from [MS11Db] gives
rise to a bi-invariant metric on the group of strictly contact homeomorphisms. This
metric is similar to the Hofer metric on the groups of Hamiltonian diffeomorphisms
[Hof90l [LM95] and Hamiltonian homeomorphisms [Oh10, Mil08al [Miil08b], and the
bi-invariant metric on the group of strictly contact diffeomorphisms [BD06, IMS11D].

Definition 10.1 (Contact energy). The contact energy E(¢) of a strictly contact
homeomorphism ¢ € Homeo(M, «) is by definition the non-negative number

10.1 E(p) = inf ||H

(10.1) (¢) = nf |l H],

where the infimum is taken over all topological strictly contact dynamical systems
(®, H) with time-one map ¢} = ¢.

As in the case of the contact energy of strictly contact diffeomorphisms studied
in [BDOG6, IMS11b], symmetry and conjugation invariance of the contact energy, as
well as the triangle inequality, follow from the group identities and transformation
law for topological strictly contact dynamical systems.

Proposition 10.2. The contact energy E($) satisfies the following properties. For
¢ and ¢ € Homeo(M, ), and ¢ € Aut(M, o), we have

(symmetry) E(¢™") = BE(¢),
(congugation invariance) E(podoyp )= E($), and
(triangle inequality) E(¢pot) < E(¢) + E(¥).

(
In particular, E(¢~1 o)) = E(1p~' o ¢) by symmetry, and E(¢ o)) = E(p o ¢) by
conjugation invariance.

For the proof of non-degeneracy, recall the following key result from [MS11b].
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Theorem 10.3 (Energy-capacity inequality [MS11b]). Suppose the time-one map
¢} € Diffo(M, &) of a smooth Hamiltonian H: [0,1] x M — R displaces a compact
subset K C M with non-empty interior. Then there exists a constant C' > 0 that
depends only on K and «, but is independent of the contact isotopy {¢Y;}, its
conformal factor h: [0,1] x M — R given by (¢%;)*a = e"ta, and the Hamiltonian
H, such that
|H|| > Cce™" > 0.

In particular, if ¢ € Diffo(M, ), then |H| > C > 0 for every basic function H
that generates the time-one map ¢ = ¢.

Corollary 10.4 (Energy-capacity inequality). Suppose ¢i, € Homeo(M, &) is the
time-one map of a topological Hamiltonian H: [0,1] x M — R, and displaces a
compact subset K C M with non-empty interior. Then

|H|| > Ce M >0,

where the constant C = C(K,«) > 0 is the same as the one in Theorem [I0.3 In
particular, this constant is independent of the topological Hamiltonian H, and of the
topological contact isotopy {¢%;} and topological conformal factor h: [0,1] x M — R
corresponding to H. If ¢ € Homeo(M, a), then ||H|| > C > 0 for every topological
Hamiltonian H of a topological strictly contact isotopy with time-one map ¢, = ¢.

Proof. By definition, there exist smooth contact dynamical systems (®g,, H;, h;)
that converge with respect to the contact metric d, to the topological contact
dynamical system (®g, H,h). Let € > 0. By compactness of K, the time-one map
¢y, displaces K for i sufficiently large, and by Theorem 0.3,

|H|| > |Hi|| — e > Ce il —¢ > CemIhl=c ¢
for ¢ sufliciently large. Since € was arbitrary, the claim follows. ]

Corollary 10.5. The contact energy E(¢) of a strictly contact homeomorphism ¢
vanishes if and only if ¢ = id.

Corollary 10.6. The function
Homeo(M, a) x Homeo(M, o) — R, (¢,v) — E(¢p~' 01))
defines a bi-invariant metric on the group of strictly contact homeomorphisms.

Again it is possible to replace topological strictly contact dynamical systems
by continuous strictly contact dynamical systems in all of the constructions and
statements above. Denote by E(1 .)(¢) = inf [[H||(1,00) and Ex(¢) = inf [|H||w
the a priori different contact energies that arise by taking the infimum in (0]
over topological strictly contact dynamical systems and continuous strictly contact
dynamical systems, respectively.

Theorem 10.7. The equality E(1 o)(¢) = Ex(¢) holds for every ¢ € Homeo(M, ).

Proof. The inequality E(1,.)(¢) < Ex(¢) follows from the definitions, while the
reverse inequality (1,.0)(¢) > Fo(¢) is a consequence of Lemma O
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In fact, the same argument proves that their smooth counterparts F(; o) and
E on the group of strictly contact diffeomorphisms [BD06l, IMS11D], defined as the
infimums over all smooth strictly contact dynamical systems, coincide as well.

11. NON-SMOOTH CONTACT HOMEOMORPHISMS

In [MOO07, BS10, BS12], the authors construct Hamiltonian homeomorphisms
and strictly contact homeomorphisms that are not Lipschitz continuous, and thus
not C'-smooth, on any symplectic manifold and any regular contact manifold. In
this section we generalize these examples to contact homeomorphisms that are
not Lipschitz continuous. The topological contact dynamical system of standard
R2"*1 constructed below is compactly supported, and by Darboux’s theorem, can
be considered as a topological contact dynamical system of any given contact form
on an arbitrary contact manifold.

The homeomorphisms referenced in the preceding paragraph arise as rotations
of a small ball in R?™ and their lifts to the total space of a prequantization bundle.
The construction in this section is much more involved, due to the fact that a
non-trivial contact isotopy that induces a rotation of a ball in R?" in the splitting
R?" x R = R?"*! is not compactly supported, and unless the contact form is
regular, a locally defined basic Hamiltonian can in general not be extended to a
basic function on the entire manifold. We begin our discussion with an example of a
compactly supported smooth contact dynamical system of R?"*! with its standard
contact form.

Example 11.1. Denote by (r1,...,7,601,...,0,,2) polar coordinates on R?"+1,
where 7; > 0 and 0 < 6; < 2w, and where z; = r;cosf; and y; = r;sinf; are
rectangular coordinates on R?". Let £ = ker a be the contact structure defined by
the contact form
—dln d d—d1n2d6‘
Q= Z+2;(xz yi — yi dr;) = Z+2;Ti i

which is diffeomorphic to the standard contact form agq = dz — Z?:l y; dx;. Since
da = Z?:l r; dr; A\ df;, the contact vector field Xy associated to a smooth time-
dependent Hamiltonian H: [0,1] x R?"*! — R is in polar coordinates given by

~~(1 0H, 10H)\ 0 ~~(10H) 0 I~ O0H;\ 0
XH_Z(E“W‘E@@)ari+z<r_iam>aei+<H_§Z”a—ri>&’

i=1 i=1 i=1

provided r; >0 fori =1,...,n.

Let p: [0,1] — R be a smooth function that is identically zero near r = 1, and
7: R — [0, 1] be a compactly supported smooth function with 7(z) = 1 near z = 0.
Define a compactly supported autonomous smooth Hamiltonian H: R?"*! — R by

1
(11.1) H(Tl,...,rn,Gl,...,Hmz):n(z)/ sp(s)ds,
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where r = /r? + ...+ 12, cf. [MOO07, Miil08a, [BS10, BS12]. The contact vector

n?

field corresponding to this Hamiltonian function is Xy = Yy — Zg, where

Yo = %77/(2) (/Tl SP(S)dS> gm% +n(2) <%r2p(r) + /Tl Sp(s)ds> %,

3

and

Ziy = (1) Y o

Denote by {¢% } the smooth isotopy generated by the smooth vector field Y. Then
((;5%/)*(6%1) = 8%1- fori=1,...,n, and we can express

Xu =i+ (64), ((6)]" (~2u))

where the maps r and z: R?"*! — R are defined by r(r1,...,7n,01,...,0,,2) =
Vri+...+7r2 and z(ri,...,mn,01,...,0,,2) = 2. Write {¢} ,} for the smooth
isotopy generated by the vector field (¢} );'(—Zn). The smooth contact isotopy
generated by the smooth Hamiltonian H = H,, is equal to the composition {¢},} =
{9} o ¢t ,}. Given the function p one can choose the function 1 so that

(11.2) n (zj: <%T2p(7") + /Tl sp(s)ds)> =1

for z near zero and for all r. Conversely, given n one can choose the function p
so that (IT.2) holds. For later reference, we denote by u = u(p,n) > 0 the largest
number such that (I1.2)) holds for all z € R with |z| < uw and for all » > 0, and by
U = R?" x [~u,u] C R?"*! the corresponding neighborhood of the origin in R?"*1.
Then on the subset U C R?"*!, the isotopy is given by

(11.3) ¢4 (r1, ..y, 01,00, 2)

= (rl, Ty 01— tp(r), . O —tp(r), 2+t (%72/)(7“) + /Tl sp(s)ds>) :

and its inverse is (¢%; )~' = ¢} . Denote as usual by h: [0,1] x R***! — R the

conformal factor of the isotopy {¢%;} determined by the identity (¢t;)*a = el

By equation (2.3)),

t OH t 1
(11.4) hy :/O B o ¢y ds :/0 (n/(g)/ vp(v)dv> o ¢}y ds,

and the restriction of hy to (¢%)~1(U) € R?"*! vanishes for all 0 < s < 1.

Q.

For the remainder of this section, let p: (0,1] — R be a smooth function that is
identically zero near r = 1, and near r = 0 coincides with the function r — r~¢,
where 0 < a < 2. Note that in contrast to the situation considered in the preceding
example, this function p does not extend smoothly or even continuously to the
closed interval [0, 1]. Given a cut-off function 7 as in the example, we can choose

p so that (IT.2) holds for a constant v = u(p,n) > 0, and vice versa. In order
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to simplify the subsequent arguments, we assume without loss of generality that
p > 0. Choose a sequence of smooth functions p;: [0, 1] — R indexed by the positive
integers, such that p;(r) = p(r) for r > ¢;, and 0 < p;(r) < pi(r) < p(r), provided
k > j, where €; is a decreasing sequence of positive numbers that converges to zero
as j — oo. Let H; = H,. be the corresponding sequence of compactly supported
autonomous smooth Hamiltonians on R?"*! defined as in equation (IILI)).

Lemma 11.2. The Hamiltonians H; converge uniformly to a compactly supported
autonomous continuous function H on R?"T1,

Proof. By construction, the integral

1 1
(11.5) /0 sp(s)ds = lim sp(s)ds

+ r—0+ r

is finite, and therefore for all k > j,

€5 €5
5~ 10l <l [ (ou(s) = py(s)) ds < Il [ spls)ds —>0
0 0
as j — 00. The limit H is defined by (I1) for r > 0, and by (ITH) if r =0. O

Denote by Y; = Yy, and Z; = Zpy, the vector fields defined in Example [[1.1} so
that the smooth contact isotopy {(b‘}{j} of R?"*1 ig again given by the composition
{qﬁ‘}{j} = {qﬁg/] o (b%,j z,} corresponding to the decomposition

¥, =vios (01), ((68:). -2).

Lemma 11.3. The smooth vector fields Y; converge to a continuous vector field Y
uniformly on R*"*1. In fact, Y =Y; =Y}, provided r > €; and k > j. In particular,
the isotopies {(bg/]} converge uniformly to a compactly supported continuous isotopy,
denoted by {¢% }, where ¢l : R*"T1 — R 45 g continuous map for each time t.

Proof. By construction, Y; =Y}, provided r > ¢; and k > j. If k£ > j, then

€5

1 g 1,
Y-l < gl ([ sptods ) nes 4l (5 200y, + [ spls)ds) 0

as j — oo, uniformly on R2"+1, O

1 1
b= =] (/ sp(s)ds) > 0.
2 0+

—b b
e’ r< (£O¢)§/j) (r1,.ooyTn,01,...,0,,2) <e’-r

Lemma 11.4. Let

Then

forall j, all0 <t <1, and all (r1,...,mp,01,...,0p,2) withr = \/r? + ... +712.

It is crucial to note that the constant b is independent of j, t € [0,1], and r > 0.
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Proof. The radial components r;;, i = 1,...,n, of the flow of the vector field Y}
are solutions to the ordinary differential equations

1
Falt) = 37 (24(0) ( I Spj(S)d8> ra(t),

where r; = TJ2-1—|—...—|—’I”2-

2> and z;(t) is the component of the flow of Y; in the

z-direction, defined as the solution to the ordinary differential equation

1

£5(1) = n(z(1) (%r?(tmm @+ [

r;(t)

sp(s)ds) .

In particular, r;;(¢) is constant if the initial condition z;(0) is sufficiently close to
zero. Moreover,

. 1 '
7.4(t) < B ] </ sp(s)ds) rii(t) =b-1;:(t),
0+
and similarly —b-7;,(t) < 7;;(t), and therefore e=%'r;;(0) < r;;(t) < e’ r;,;(0) for
all 0 <t <1. Hence
™" 1j(0) < rj(t) < e r(0)

for all 7 and all times 0 <t < 1. [l

Lemma 11.5. The smooth isotopies {¢§,jzj} converge uniformly to a compactly
supported continuous isotopy, denoted by {¢% ,}, where @i, ,: R*"T1 — R T 4 ¢
continuous map for each time t. In fact,

(0%,)s 1 (=Z5) = (8%,) (= 21), and {55} = {0%,2,} = {8V, 2.}
provided v > €b¢; and k > j, where b > 0 is the same constant as in Lemma[T1.4}
Proof. Lemma 1.4l implies

e tr< ([o(q&%)_l) (F1seeey Ty 01y Ony2) < €bor

for all j, all 0 < ¢t < 1, and all (r1,...,70,01,...,0,,2) with r = /7 + ... +72.
Then by Lemma I3, (6%,);'(—=Z;) = (8%,): ' (=Z) for 7 > e’¢; and all k > j.
Since r o ¢}, is independent of ¢, it follows that ¢} , = ¢}, , for r > e’¢; and
k> j, and thus d(d}, ; , ¢4, 7, ) < max{2r [ r < e’¢;} =2¢%¢; = 0asj—o0. O

Corollary 11.6. The smooth contact isotopies {gbqu} = {gb% o ¢§/JZ]} converge
uniformly to a continuous isotopy {¢:} = {¢L} of maps with compact support, and
¢ R2TL 5 R2n+L 45 continuous for each time t. In fact, ¢y = gbfq] forr > ebej.

Lemma 11.7. For each time t, the map ¢;: R?"+1 — R2"+1! s ¢ homeomorphism.

Proof. Since ¢, is compactly supported, it suffices to prove it is injective as well
as surjective. Continuity of the inverse then follows from a standard argument in
point set topology. By Lemma [ITT.4] the subset

A:{(Tl,...,rn,Gl,...,Hmz)€R2"+1 |T>O} c R2t1
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and its complement B in R?"*! are invariant under the isotopy {¢;}. It follows
again from Lemma[IT.4land from the last part of Corollary [[T.0l that ¢, is injective
and surjective on A. On the other hand, the smooth vector fields

n(z) </01 Spj(s)ds> % — n(2) </Oi sp(S)dS) %

uniformly as 7 — oo. The limit is a smooth vector field, and the restriction of the
isotopy {#:} to the subspace B C R?"*! is determined by the smooth map R — R
it generates. This map is injective and surjective. (Il

Abbreviate the constants u(pj,n) > 0 by u;, and again write u = u(p,n) for the
positive number defined by (IL2). Let U; = R?*" x [—u;,u;] and U = R*" x [—u, u
denote the corresponding neighborhoods of the origin in R2"+!,

Lemma 11.8. Ifk > j, then 0 < u < u; < uy, and therefore U; D Uy D U defines
a nested sequence of neighborhoods of the origin. In particular,

(11.6) ¢¢(r1,y ... rn,01,...,0p,2)
1 1
= (rl, ces Ty O —tp(r), .0 —tp(r), 2+t (§7a2p(r) +/ sp(s)ds))
on U C R*"*1. When restricted to U, the inverse is (¢})~" = ¢' .
Proof. The lemma follows at once from the hypothesis 0 < p; < pp < p. O

Lemma 11.9. The conformal factors hj on [0,1] x R*"*1 given by ((b‘}{j)*a =elia

converge uniformly to the continuous function h: [0,1] x R®"*1 — R defined by

he = / t <77’(z) / 1 vp(v)dv> 0 b, ds,

where the second integral is to be interpreted as in equation (I1.7) at r = 0. The
restriction of hy to ¢ (U) is zero for all 0 < s < 1.

Proof. This follows from the identity (IT.4]), Corollary IT.6] the construction of the
sequence p;, and the previous lemma. (Il

Write @ = {¢:}. By the following corollary, this notation is unambiguous.

Corollary 11.10. The triple (®g, H, h) is a continuous contact dynamical system,
and therefore also a topological contact dynamical system. In particular, its time-one
map ¢ is a contact homeomorphism.

Lemma 11.11. The time-one map ¢ of the continuous isotopy {¢:} is not Lipschitz
continuous, and in particular, not C*-smooth.

a

Proof. Since p(r) = r~® near r = 0, there exists a constant 0 < ¢ < a, and two

sequences s > sj > 0 that necessarily converge to zero, such that p(s;) = 0 and
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p(s},) = m modulo 27, and s — s}, < 5,1;“5. By identity (IT.3]) and by Corollary [IT.6]
near the origin

(11.7)  &(r1, .-y, 01,- ., 00, 2)

1 1
= (1o = )b = p(0) 5+ 32000 + [ sptelas).

P B0, 0) — 0(s, 0., 0) L1
SkyUy...,0) = o(s, 0, Sk + s,
>— —
|(sk,0,...,0) = (s,0,...,0)] sk — s, s o
as k — oo. This shows that ¢ cannot be Lipschitz continuous. (I

Using the above contact homeomorphism ¢, one can construct smooth contact
vector fields Xy and Xp that are topologically conjugate, but not conjugate by a
Cl-diffeomorphism that preserves the contact structure. Cf. section 11 in [MS1Ta].
Again both H and F' are compactly supported inside a Darboux chart, so it suffices
to present such examples on standard R2"+1,

Example 11.12. Let ¢ = ¢, be a contact homeomorphism as in Lemma [IT.11]
and let U C R?"*! denote the neighborhood of the origin defined by (I1.2)). Let
F:R?+! 4 R be an autonomous smooth Hamiltonian that vanishes outside the
set U, and in a neighborhood of the origin is given by the map

F(ri,...,mn,01,...,0n,2) = e~ f(r1,01)

if 11 > 0, and zero otherwise, where the smooth map
4
)= ———+—

1(r,6) r2(1 + 15 cos? 6)
is the composition of the map r — T% with the area-preserving change of coordinates
(z,y) — (2z,%). Define H: R*"™! — Rby H = Fo¢ = e "(F o ¢), since the
topological conformal factor h of ¢ vanishes on ¢~(U) by Lemma Then by
the exponential decay as r — 07T,

H(ry, .m0, ... 0y, 2) = e r001=0()

is a smooth map on R?*"*! where again r = \/r? + ... + r2. Therefore &y and ®p
are smooth contact isotopies, and by Theorem E2] we have {¢% } = {¢~! o ¢l 0 ¢}

Lemma 11.13. There is no contact C*-diffeomorphism 1 such that the identity
{¢t;} = {op~1 o ¢l 09} holds.

Proof. Arguing by contradiction, suppose {¢%} = {¢p7! o ¢% o ¢} for a contact
C!-diffeomorphism 1. Then by Lemma 22 H = e~ 9(F o 1) for the continuous
function ¢ on R?"*! that is defined by ¥*a = e9c, and as a consequence,

(11.8) F=e%%" (Fo(pogp))

on R?"T1, We may assume that the only isolated zero of the function F on R?"+!
is at the origin. Then 1 o0 ¢! must fix the origin, and in particular so does the map
¥. Thus (IT8) implies that in a neighborhood of the origin

f=fo(pog™t)=goo .
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The level sets { f = ¢} are of the form E x R?*"~! for concentric ellipses E centered
at the origin of the plane that is parameterized by the polar coordinates (rq,61).
By continuity of g, the restriction of the function g to ¢~!(U) is bounded. Thus if
r1 > 0 is sufficiently small, then the point 1 o ¢~ 1(ry, %,0) lies on the same level
set as the point ( 1, %,0), or further away from the origin. Here we write 0 for the
origin in the second factor of the above splitting R?"*1 = R? x R?7~!, Similarly,
the point 1o ¢~ 1(r}, 7, 0) lies on the same level set as the point ( r},m,0), or closer
to the origin, provided | > 0 is sufficiently small. For r1,r] > 0, the distance of
the two concentric ellipses containing the two points (r1, §) and (r{, 7) is [r1 — 371 .
Thus if 71 > 7} > 0 are sufficiently small, then

2 1 4 1
1,70 ’ = 1> 0.
[pos ™, 2.0 —wodT (1, m0)| = Tri— 7o grh = 2 >
Choose two sequences s > sj, > 0 converging to zero, such that p(sx) = 5 and
p(s}) = 7 modulo 27, and such that s, — s}, < sy for a constant 0 < § < a.

Denote by L the L1psch1tz constant of the map . Then

(s, 2,0 (s, 7,0 Ls 11
_W’( ) )) ‘/’(Qb (sk ))|Z 3k/>—-—6—>+oo
671 (51, 5,0) = ¢~ (5}, 7, 0) Sk—s, 3 s
as k — oo. This contradiction proves the C''-diffeomorphism v cannot exist. O
REFERENCES

[Ban78] Augustin Banyaga, Sur la structure du groupe des difféomorphismes qui préservent une
forme symplectique, Comment. Math. Helv. 53 (1978), no. 2, 174-227. MR 490874
(80c:58005)

[Ban97] , The structure of classical diffeomorphism groups, Mathematics and its Appli-
cations, vol. 400, Kluwer Academic Publishers Group, Dordrecht, 1997. MR 1445290
(98h:22024)

[Ban08] , On the group of symplectic homeomorphisms, C. R. Math. Acad. Sci. Paris 346

(2008), no. 15-16, 867-872. MR 2441923 (2009f:53137)

[BDO6]  Augustin Banyaga and Paul Donato, Lengths of contact isotopies and extensions of
the Hofer metric, Ann. Global Anal. Geom. 30 (2006), no. 3, 299-312. MR 2256527
(2007i:53097)

[Bir36]  Garrett Birkhoff, A note on topological groups, Compositio Math. 3 (1936), 427-430.
MR 1556955

[BS10] Lev Buhovsky and Sobhan Seyfaddini, Uniqueness of generating Hamiltonians for
continuous Hamiltonian flows, to appear, J. Symplectic Geom., arXiv:1003.2612v2
[math.SG], 2010.

[BS12]  Augustin Banyaga and Peter Spaeth, On the uniqueness of contact Hamiltonians of
topological strictly contact isotopies, available at http://newton.kias.re.kr/~spaeth/,
2012.

[DGS76] Manfred Denker, Christian Grillenberger, and Karl Sigmund, Ergodic theory on com-
pact spaces, Lecture Notes in Mathematics, Vol. 527, Springer-Verlag, Berlin, 1976.
MR 0457675 (56 #15879)

[Eli87]  Ya. M. Eliashberg, A theorem on the structure of wave fronts and its application in sym-
plectic topology, Funktsional. Anal. i Prilozhen. 21 (1987), no. 3, 65-72, 96. MR 911776
(88j:58033)

[Fat80]  A. Fathi, Structure of the group of homeomorphisms preserving a good measure on a
compact manifold, Ann. Sci. Ecole Norm. Sup. (4) 13 (1980), no. 1, 45-93. MR 584082
(81k:58042)


http://newton.kias.re.kr/~spaeth/

[Gei08)

[Gro86]

[Gro87]

[Hir94]

[Hof90]
[Kak36]
[Kle52]
[LMY5]

[MOO07]

[MS11a]

[MS11b]

[MS12]

[Miil0ga]

[Miilo8b)]

[Miil11]

[Oh10]

[Polo1]

[Vit06]

TOPOLOGICAL CONTACT DYNAMICS II 39

Hansjorg Geiges, An introduction to contact topology, Cambridge Studies in Advanced
Mathematics, vol. 109, Cambridge University Press, Cambridge, 2008. MR 2397738
(2008m:57064)

Mikhael Gromov, Partial differential relations, Ergebnisse der Mathematik und ihrer
Grenzgebiete (3) [Results in Mathematics and Related Areas (3)], vol. 9, Springer-
Verlag, Berlin, 1986. MR 864505 (90a:58201)

M. Gromov, Soft and hard symplectic geometry, Proceedings of the International Con-
gress of Mathematicians, Vol. 1, 2 (Berkeley, Calif., 1986) (Providence, RI), Amer. Math.
Soc., 1987, pp. 81-98. MR 934217 (89{:53059)

Morris W. Hirsch, Differential topology, Graduate Texts in Mathematics, vol. 33,
Springer-Verlag, New York, 1994, Corrected reprint of the 1976 original. MR 1336822
(96¢:57001)

H. Hofer, On the topological properties of symplectic maps, Proc. Roy. Soc. Edinburgh
Sect. A 115 (1990), no. 1-2, 25-38. MR 1059642 (91h:58042)

Shizuo Kakutani, Uber die Metrisation der topologischen Gruppen, Proc. Imp. Acad.
12 (1936), no. 4, 82-84. MR 1568424

V. L. Klee, Jr., Invariant metrics in groups (solution of a problem of Banach), Proc.
Amer. Math. Soc. 3 (1952), 484-487. MR 0047250 (13,848g)

Frangois Lalonde and Dusa McDuff, The geometry of symplectic energy, Ann. of Math.
(2) 141 (1995), no. 2, 349-371. MR 1324138 (96a:58089)

Stefan Miiller and Yong-Geun Oh, The group of Hamiltonian homeomorphisms and
CO-symplectic topology, J. Symplectic Geom. 5 (2007), no. 2, 167-219. MR 2377251
(2009k:53227)

Stefan Miiller and Peter Spaeth, Helicity of wvector fields preserving a regular con-
tact form and topologically conjugate smooth dynamical systems, arXiv:1106.1968v2
[math.SG], 2011.

, Topological contact dynamics I: symplectization and applications of the energy-
capacity inequality, arXiv:1110.6705v2 [math.SG], 2011.

, Topological contact dynamics III, in preparation, 2012.

Stefan Miiller, The group of Hamiltonian homeomorphisms and C°-symplectic topol-
ogy, ProQuest LLC, 2008, Thesis (Ph.D.), The University of Wisconsin-Madison.
MR 2711770

, The group of Hamiltonian homeomorphisms in the L°°-norm, J. Korean Math.
Soc. 45 (2008), no. 6, 1769-1784. MR 2449929 (2010a:53185)

, A note on the volume flux of smooth and continuous strictly contact isotopies,
arXiv:1107.4869v1 [math.SG], 2011.

Yong-Geun Oh, The group of Hamiltonian homeomorphisms and continuous Hamilton-

ian flows, Symplectic topology and measure preserving dynamical systems, Contemp.
Math., vol. 512, Amer. Math. Soc., Providence, RI, 2010, pp. 149-177. MR 2605316
(2012a:53168)

Leonid Polterovich, The geometry of the group of symplectic diffeomorphisms, Lec-
tures in Mathematics ETH Ziirich, Birkhduser Verlag, Basel, 2001. MR 1826128
(2002g:53157)

Claude Viterbo, On the uniqueness of generating Hamiltonian for continuous limits
of Hamiltonians flows, Int. Math. Res. Not. (2006), Art. ID 34028, 9. MR 2233715
(2007h:37081a), Erratum to: “On the uniqueness of generating Hamiltonian for con-
tinuous limits of Hamiltonians flows”, Int. Math. Res. Not. (2006), Art. ID 38784, 4.
MR 2272093 (2007h:37081b)

E-mail address: mueller@kias.re.kr and spaeth@kias.re.kr

KOREA INSTITUTE FOR ADVANCED STUDY, SEOUL 130-722, REPUBLIC OF KOREA



	1. Introduction
	2. Review of contact geometry and contact dynamics
	3. Topological contact dynamics
	4. Topological automorphisms
	5. Contact homeomorphisms
	6. The contact topology
	7. Regularization
	8. Reparameterization of contact isotopies
	9. Proof of the Main Lemma
	10. The energy-capacity inequality and a bi-invariant metric
	11. Non-smooth contact homeomorphisms
	References

