arXiv:1406.5878v1l [math.SG] 23 Jun 2014

A class of new bi-invariant metrics on
the Hamiltonian diffeomorphism groups

Guangcun Lu *  Tie Sun
School of Mathematical Sciences, Beijing Normal University
Laboratory of Mathematics and Complex Systems, Ministry of Education
Beijing 100875, The People’s Republic of China

(gclu@bnu.edu.cn  suntie@mail.bnu.edu.cn)

March 1, 2022

Abstract

In this paper, we construct infinitely many bi-invariant metrics on the Hamiltonian
diffeomorphism group and study their basic properties and corresponding generaliza-
tions of the Hofer inequality and Sikorav one.
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1 Introduction and Main Results

1.1 The Hofer metric

In 1989, H. Hofer [I2] constructed a remarkable bi-invariant Finsler metric on the
group of compactly supported Hamiltonian diffeomorphisms Ham(M,w) of a sym-
plectic manifold (M,w), nowadays known as Hofer metric. Since then the intrinsic
geometry of it has been being a very active and fruitful research field in symplec-
tic topology and Hamiltonian dynamics (see the books [14 18, 27], and the surveys
[10, 19, 28], 24] and references therein for current progress situation).

Especially, a recent celebrated result made by Buhovsky and Ostrover [5] is a
positive answer to the uniqueness question of the Hofer metric raised by Eliashberg
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and Polterovich [9]. They showed that up to equivalence of metrics the Hofer metric is
the only bi-invariant Finsler metric on the group of Hamiltonian diffeomorphisms of a
closed symplectic manifold under a natural assumption. For studies of non-Finslerian
bi-invariant metrics on Ham (M, w) the readers may refer to [31, 29] 22].

Let us briefly review the construction of the Hofer metric following the notations
in [27] without special statements. The readers who are familiar with it may directly
read the next section. Let (M?", w) be a connected symplectic manifold of dimension
2n without boundary. Denote by A(M) the space of all smooth functions on M with
compact support (resp. zero-mean with respect to the canonical volume form w™) if
M is open (resp. closed). A (time-dependent) smooth Hamiltonian function F' on
M x I, where I C R is an interval, is called normalized if F; = F(-,t) belongs to
A(M) for all ¢, and Uzersupp(Fy) is contained in a compact subset of M in the case
when M is open. Such a normalized F' determines a (time-dependent) Hamiltonian
vector field Xp, on M via iy, w = —dF}, and when I = [0,1] the corresponding flow
{fi} starting from the identity is called a Hamiltonian isotopy generated by F
and is also denoted by {¢%} for convenience. A diffeomorphism of M is said to be
Hamiltonian if it can be represented as a time-one map of some Hamiltonian isotopy.
Denote by Ham(M,w) the set of all Hamiltonian diffeomorphisms on (M,w). It is a
subgroup of Symp(M,w). The Lie algebra of Ham(M,w) can be naturally identified
with A(M) because of the following important fact by Banyaga (cf. [27, Prop.1.4.B]).

Lemma 1.1 ([I]) For every smooth path {f;} in Ham(M,w), t € [a,b], there exists
a unique (time-dependent) normalized Hamiltonian function F : M x [a,b] — R such
that

%ft(x) = Xp(fi(2) V(@.t) € M x [a,b]. (1.1)

Hence the tangent vector of the path {f;} at t = s is the function Fs. The adjoint
action of Ham(M,w) on A(M) is given by Ad;G = G o f~! for f € Ham(M,w)
and G € A(M). Any adjoint invariant norm || - || on A(M), ie., [[Ad¢G|| = |G o
7Y = |G|l for any f € Ham(M,w) and G € A(M), defines a Finsler structure on
Ham(M,w), and thus the length of a Hamiltonian path {f;}, ¢ € [a,b] with (unique)
normalized Hamiltonian F by

b
Length{f,) = [ [1Filde, (1:2)

which does not depend on the parametrization. Without loss of generality we could fix
a =0,b =1 in the definition. For arbitrary ¢, € Ham(M,w), their pseudo-distance
is defined by

d(¢,¢) = inf{Length(a)} (1.3)

where the infimum is taken over all smooth Hamiltonian path « : [a,b] — Ham(M,w)
with a(a) = ¢ and a(b) = . It is a bi-invariant pseudo-metric. (If the norm || - || on
A(M) is not adjoint invariant, d is only right-invariant.) The non-degeneracy axiom,
d(¢, ) > 0 for ¢ # ¢, is not satisfied in general.



When the norm || - || is chosen as the Lo.-norm,
|H||oo := max H —min H, for H € A(M),

Hofer showed in [12] that the corresponding pseudo-metric dg is a genuine metric
in the case M = R?". Later, this result was generalized to some larger class of
symplectic manifolds by Polterovich [26], and finally to general manifolds by Lalonde
and McDuff [17]. Nowadays this bi-invariant Finsler metric on the group Ham(M, w)
is called the Hofer metric, and the function || - ||y = dg(-,idys) : Ham(M,w) — R
is called the Hofer norm. Let

H=H(M)={HeC®M x [0,1)) | H, = H(-,t) € AM) ¥t € [0,1]},
F=F(M)={HeC®M xR/Z)| H, = H(-,t) € A(M) Vt € R}.

Every ¢ € Ham(M,w) can be written as ¢l with F' € F. Moreover it holds that

1
du (¢, p) = inf { / |Hy — Ki||loodt | H € H generates ¢ & K € H generates ¢},
0

d(idar, @) = inf { max 1] oo ! F € F generates ¢}, (1.4)

see [14], (5.9)] for the first one, and [27, Lemma 5.1.C] for the second.

1.2 New bi-invariant metrics

Our new bi-invariant metrics on Ham (M, w) will be constructed in a similar way to
Hofer’s. For a smooth path f : [0,1] — Ham(M,w) generated by a (time-dependent)
normalized Hamiltonian function F', and each integer k = 0,1,2---, we define the
k-length of f by

O'F,

Lengthy(f) := ot ||

dt —Z/ max i 8;§)dt.

Clearly, Length, is the same as that of (I2]). However, unlike Length, the k-length
(k > 1) strongly depends on the choice of parametrization.

Call a continuous path f : [0,1] — Ham(M,w) piecewise smooth if there exists
a division 0 = tg < t; < --- < t, = 1,n € N, such that f; = f|y,_, 4 is smooth
fori = 1,---,n. Let FF = {F l}l”:1 be the corresponding normalized Hamiltonian
function, that is,

%ft(a;) = XFti(ft(a:)) V(z,t) € M X [ti—1,t;],i=1,---,n

Define its k-length by

n k 4

Length, (f Z Lengthy(f;) =Y

=1 i=0 “t—1

alf;

dt. (1.5)



For ¢, € Ham(M,w), let Q(¢, ) denote the space of all continuous and piecewise
smooth paths f : [0,1] — Ham(M,w) from f(0) = ¢ to f(1) = ¢. Then we define
pseudo-distances between ¢ and ¢ by

Lemma 1.2 dy = dy on Ham(M,w).

Clearly, dy < dp since ([L2]) does not depend on the parametrization. The converse
inequality easily follows from the definition of dy and the triangle inequality for dg.
Let us make some comments on the definition of dj.

Remark 1.3 (i) For a positive integer k, the function Length,(-) depends on the
choice of parametrization of the path, and the derivative terms will in fact vanish
when we take the infimum with respect to the path space with variant parametrization
intervals. In fact, suppose that a smooth Hamiltonian path « : [0,1] — Ham(M,w) is
generated by a normalized Hamiltonian F;. For any b > 0, the reparametrized path

Bp(t) := a(t/b) : [0,b] — Ham(M,w)

is generated by the Hamiltonian function G(z,t) = %F (x, %), and hence

[ 15 L= [l =g [ o] e

as b — +o00. This fact still holds for the higher order derivatives. It follows that
b — +00 = Length,, () — Length,(a).

Thus if we define dj, as in (I.3]) no new thing can be obtained. This is why we fix the
parametrization interval of paths, [a,b] = [0, 1].

(ii) Since the definition of k-length involves the derivatives of a Hamiltonian function
until k£ order the quasi-triangle inequality cannot be obtained if we restrict to smooth
paths from [0, 1] to Ham(M,w) in the definition of dj. It is this reason that we extend
the space of all smooth Hamiltonian paths to include the piecewise smooth ones.

As expected dj has the following properties.

Theorem 1.4 dy =dy < dy <dy <---, and

(i) (symmetry) di(,) = di(p, ¢),

(ii) (quasi-triangle inequality) dy (¢, ) < 2F(di(0,0) + di(6,¢)),
(iii) (non-degeneracy) di(¢,¢) >0, and di(p, p) =0 <= ¢ = ¢,
(iv) (bi-invariance) d (¢, ¢) = di(p0, ) = di.(06,0p),

for any ¢,p,0 € Ham(M,w) and k =0,1,---.



This theorem shows that ([0 gives a sequence of bi-invariant quasi-metrics
{di}72, on Ham(M,w). Recall that a quasidistance on a nonempty set X is a
function p : X x X — [0,400) such that (i) p(x,y) = p(y,x) for all z,y € X,
(ii) p(z,y) = 0 if and only if x = y, (iii) and there exists a finite constant ¢ > 1
(quasi-triangle constant) such that p(x,y) < c¢(p(z, z) + p(z,y)) for every z,y,z € X.
Such a pair (X, p) is called a quasimetric space. (See [20]). A group norm (resp.
quasinorm) on a group G is a symmetric, nondegenerate and nonnegative function
¢ which is subadditive (resp. C-subadditive for some finite constant C' > 1, that is,

P(zy) < C(Y(x) +9(y)) for all z,y € G). (See [20, page 113]).

For every dj, let us define a function
|-l = di (-, idnr). (1.7)
From Theorem [[.4] one easily derives:

Theorem 1.5 |- |lo = || - ||z, and for every k € N, || - ||y is a quasinorm, precisely
speaking it satisfies:

(i) (Symmetry) |0~ [[x = |6k,

(ii) (The quasi-triangle inequality) ||¢ollx < 2F(I|¢lx + l¢llx),

(iii) (Non-degeneracy) ||¢|lx > 0, and ||¢||x = 0 <= ¢ = idy,

(iv) (Conjugate invariance) ||000~ ||z = ¢k,

where ¢, p,0 € Ham(M,w) are arbitrary.

This shows that every || - || is a conjugate invariant quasinorm on the group
Ham (M, w). Apply Theorem [A Tl to G = Ham(M,w) and ¢ = || - ||, k € N, we get

Theorem 1.6 Define the function || - || : Ham(M,w) — [0,00) by

N 1 1+k
Il := inf <Z ||¢i||l§+1>
i=1

N € Nv (le,“‘ 7¢N) € Ham(M7w)(N)7

O=0¢1- PN ’
(1.8)
where Ham(M,w)™) = Ham(M, w) x --- x Ham(M,w), N € N. Then
N
ollk =l Ik Vo € Ham(M,w), (1.9)
1660~ Ik = l6lle, V6,0 € Ham(M, w), (1.10)
4= gl < lolle < 19llk, Vo € Ham(M,w), (1.11)
and
loelly < olly + lelly, Vo, € Ham(M, w) (1.12)

for each B € (0, ﬁ] Also, for each N € N, g € (0, ﬁ], and ¢; € Ham(M,w),
i=1,---,N, it holds that

N B
1+ Gl < 45 {Z llsm-\li} , (1.13)

i=1
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and hence for each sequence (¢;)ieny C Ham(M,w),
1
0 B
sup pr -+ vl < 4FF! {Z Htﬁiﬂf} : (1.14)
€

i=1

([T39) can be derived from (LJ]) and the symmetry of || - ||z, and (LI0) can be
obtained by Remark [A.2 and the conjugate invariance of || - |-

Corollary 1.7 The function || - ||, defined in (I.8) is a conjugate invariant quasi-
norm on Ham(M,w) which is equivalent to || - ||x; and for every 5 € (0, HLk], Il - H|§
is a conjugate invariant norm on Ham(M,w). Thus

di(¢,0) = oo™ |Ix (1.15)
is a bi-invariant quasimetric on Ham(M,w); and for each 8 € (0, HL,C],

d(6,0) := (di (. 9))’ (1.16)
is a bi-invariant metric on Ham(M,w). They all induce the same topology as dy.

Consider the commutator of two elements ¢ and v in Ham(M,w), [p,¢] =
o~ lp~1. Tt follows from Theorem that

e, ¢llle < 2 min{[lellk, [19]1%}- (1.17)
Similarly (L9)-(TI2) lead to
e 17 < 2min{ Il 1117} (1.18)
for each g € (0, Flk] For a non-empty subset A C M let e (A) (resp. éx(A)) denote
the displacement energy of it with respect to || - || (resp. || - ||), that is,
ex(A) = inf{[|9]|; | ¥ € Ham(M,w) & ANI(A) = 0}, (1.19)
ér(A) = inf{||9]x | ¥ € Ham(M,w) & ANI(A) = 0}. (1.20)

As in the proof of [0 Lemma 2.3.B] we may obtain:

Theorem 1.8 Let U C M be a non-empty open subset. Then for any p,¢¥ €
Ham(M,w) with supp(e) C U and supp(v)) C U it holds that

el < 4 en(@) and Il Il < 4@ U)) (1.21)
for each € (0, Wlk]

Motivated by the so-called “coarse” Hofer norm, for f = {f;} € Q(¢,v), if F =
{F! }, is the corresponding normalized Hamiltonian function, we use

k

L th* = F =
engthy (f) = ||| F|||x 2 max max
1=

ID'F!

o0




(which is independent of the choices of divisions) to replace (LI]), and obtain another
sequence of bi-invariant quasimetrics

as in ([LG). Clearly, dy < dj for any k € NU {0}. (L4) implies df = do = dp. Let
|- Iz = di(-,idar). Correspondingly, we have also || - ||% as in (L8], and df, e} and
&

Theorem 1.9 All conclusions from Theorem[I.J) to Theorem[L8 still hold for || - ||,
di, || - Ix and dy, e; and é;, but we need to add a factor 2 for the coefficients of
inequalities in (i) of Theorems[17], (L3, (I.17) and the factor 4 in the first inequality

of (LZD).
The following result shows that the Hofer inequality in [I3] also holds for each dj.
Theorem 1.10 For every o, € Ham(R?", wy),
di (@, ) = [l ™"} < C diameter (supp(ptr™")) | — ¥ co,

where C'is a constant and C < 238(k + 1)2 (1 + 281 4+ 22642 4 93643) - (Note: if
k =0 the constant C' can be chosen as 128 as in the Hofer inequality.)

Similarly, for any subset S C R?", we define the coarse proper displacement
k-energy e, (S) of it as

ey (S) ={a>0 | for every bounded subset A C S 3¢ € Ham (R?", w)
such that ||¢||; < aand Aand(A) are properly Separated},

and get the following generalization of the Sikorav inequality.
Theorem 1.11 If H € H(R?") satisfies supp(H) C U x [0,1], then

”(‘0 ” 22k2+4(k 4 1)(1 + 2k+1 22k+2 + 23k2+3)e* k(U)

P,

Finally, let us discuss the corresponding question investigated by Eliashberg and
Polterovich [9]. When 0 < p < oo the function

P
Ao > -, = ( [ )
M
is an adjoint invariant quasinorm because

| icut @ = [y (c@pen) = [ (Gapet 2

for any G € A(M) and f € Symp(M,w), and

I1H +Gllp < Kp([[Hllp + 1Gllp),  VH, G € A(M),
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where K, is equal to 1 for p > 1, and 27" for 0 < p <1 (sol-]|pis only a quasinorm
on A(M) in this case).

For a smooth path f : [0,1] — Ham(M,w) generated by a (time-dependent)
normalized Hamiltonian function F;, and each integer k£ = 0,1,2---, we define the
(k,p)-length of f by

O'F,
ot

Length,;,  ( t, (1.25)

and the (k,p)-length of f € Q(¢, ¢) by the sum of (k,p)—lengths of all smooth pieces
of it. By the same proofs as those of Theorem [[.4] it is readily verified that

d(p) (@, ) = inf {Length(k,p)(f) ‘ feQ(e, 90)} (1.26)
defines a pseudo quasimetric dj ;) on Ham(M,w) for any p > 0,k = 0,1,---. Note
that

do,p)(®, p) = inf {Length(o,p)(f) ‘ feQ(o,p)is smooth} . (1.27)

Eliashberg and Polterovich [9, 27] showed for each p € [1, 00) that the pseudo-distance
d(op) is degenerate, and vanishes if M is closed. We have the following extension.

Theorem 1.12 For each k € NU{0} and each 0 < p < 1/k, the pseudo quasimetric
d(1p) s degenerate, and vanishes if M is closed.

Similarly, for a closed embedded Lagrangian submanifold L of (M, w) let £L(M,w, L)
denote the space of Lagrangian submanifolds of (M, w) which is Hamiltonian isotopic
to L. For each k =0,1,2,---, define §;, : L(M,w, L) x L(M,w, L) = RU {400} by

5u(L1, Ls) = inf{[[gllx | ¢ € Ham(M,w) & o(L1) = Ls}.
Then 6x(L1, La) = 0;x(L2, L1) and 8;(L1, La) < 2¥(8,(L1, L3) + 6x(La, L3)) for any
Lie L,i=1,2,3. If (M,w) is a tame symplectic manifold, Chekanov showed in [§]
that 69 = dp is non-degenerate, and so each dj, is a Ham(M, w)-invariant quasimetric.

The paper is organized as follows. In Section 2 we give proofs of Theorem [[.4] [.T0],
11 Extensions of our metrics onto the group of symplectic diffeomorphisms
will be discussed in Section 3. Finally, Section 4 outlines our constructions on the
group of strictly contact diffeomorphisms as a concluding remark.

Acknowledgements. We would like to thank Professors L. Polterovich, H.Hofer
and J. C. Sikorav for kind helps in understanding their papers.

2 Proofs

2.1 Proof of Theorem 1.4

In the following we always assume k > 0.
(i) For Q(¢,¢) > f : [0,1] — Ham(M,w), let f € Q(p,¢) be defined by f(t) =
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f(1 —1t),vt € [0,1]. Then Q(¢,¢) > f — f € Q(p,¢) is a bijection. By the
assumption there exists a division 0 = tp < t; < --- < t, = 1,n € N, such that
fi = fljt,_ 4, 18 smooth for i =1,--- ,n. By Lemma [L]] for each j =1,--- ,n there
exists a (time-dependent) normalized Hamiltonian function Fj : M x [t;_1,t;] = R
such that

SIi0(@) = X, (0.1 2.)

forall z € M and t € [tj_1,t;]. Set s; =1—1t,_;,1=0,--- ,n. Then 0 =59 < 51 <
--- < s, = 1is a division of [0, 1], and for any ¢ € [s;_1, s;] it holds that

fj(t) = f_|[8j7178j](t) = f(l - t) = f|[tn7j7tn7j+1}(1 - t) = fn—j+1(1 - t)
From this and (21]) it follows that

CHO@) = ()@

= —Xp,_ 1 (Famj1(8)(@), 8) =10 = X, (F5(1)(2), 1),
where G : M x [sj_1,s;] = R is given by G,(x,t) = —F,,_j+1(x,1 —t). Hence

0'(Gj(x,5))

RE = (—1)"t x (Fn_j+1)§)(:17, 1—5s) Vsel[sj_1,sj]

fori=0,---,k, where (Fn_j+1)g) stands for the ith partial derivative of F;,_; 1 with
respect to the second variable. By the definition we have

Length,(f) = Z Lengthy(f;)
j=1
n k

si ||0N(G4(x, s
-2y [T

j=1 i=0 7 5i—1 H‘X’

ds

n k

=35 [ et e - o) s

]:1 1=0 j—1

n k

=D 3> O N (CRSTIER T s

j=1i=0 /si-1 *

tn—j+1

(Famye)s (e 0)|_

j=1i=0 /tn—j *

n k
= Z Lengthy (f;) = Lengthy(f).
j=1

Thus di (¢, ¢) = di(p, @).

tj

()8 @, )|_at

[e.e]



(ii) Let Q(¢,0) > f : [0,1] — Ham(M,w), 2(0,¢) > g : [0,1] - Ham(M,w). We
define the product path gfif : [0,1] — Ham(M,w) of f and g by

[ r2t) 0<t<1/2
ghf(e) = {g(Zt 1) 1/2<t<1,

then gfif is a piecewise smooth Hamiltonian path connecting ¢ and ¢, i.e. gfif €

Qo, p).

By assumption there exist divisions
O<to<ti < ---<tp=land0<t<t)<---<t], =1,

such that for i = 1,--- ,n, f; = f|y,_, 4, is smooth; for j =1,--- ,m, g; = g|[t9717t;]

is also smooth. Denote the Hamiltonian functions generating {f;}!" , {gj}g’"bzl by
{Fi}i, and {G;}]L, respectively. For 0 <i <mn, set s; = %’, forn+1<i:<n+m,
th_ 41

set s; = “—5—, then

1
0230<31<“‘<3n:§<Sn+1<“‘<3n+m:1

is a division of [0, 1], and at this time (gfif); = gif|(s,_, s, is smooth fori=1,--- n+
m. Denote the Hamiltonian function generating (gt f); by H; : M X [s;—1, si] — R,
then

Hi(z,s) =2F;(z,2s), 1<i<n,
Hi(z,s) =2Gi—p(z,2s — 1), n+1<i<n+m.

By definition we have

n+m

A(6, ) < Lengthy (gtf) = > Lengthy ((94£); )
j=1
ks || o Hj(x,s
Ny / (H,(z, s))

i d
st y

[e.e]

ai(zFég, 2s)) Hoo s

n+m k s

' (2G_n(x,25 — 1))
0st

H ds
j=n+1i=0 " 5i—1 ©
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j—1 00
7j=111=0
n+m k t3'*2+1 )
£ 3 o G- as
j=n+11i=0 2

ai(Géif’s)) Hoods

O\ (F(, m ko
s KO

j=113=0""j—-1

tj
=2l
X —0 tj—l

]:1 1=

=2" [ 3" Lengthy,(f;) + Y Lengthy(g;)
j=1 J=1

=2 (Lengthy,(f) + Lengthy(g)) .

Take the infimum for all f € Q(¢,0) and g € Q(6,p) at the right hand of the
above equation respectively, we obtain the desired triangle inequality di(¢, ) <
25 (di(,0) + di(0, ).

(iii) Because dy, > dy = dy, the non-degeneracy of dj is obvious.

(iv) Firstly, we prove the right-invariance of di. Let f € Q(¢, ) be generated by
{F;,1 < i < n} as above. Then (f o 0)(t) := f(t)0 defines an element f o6 in
Q(p0, 0), and fobl, , 4, also correspond to (time-dependent) Hamiltonian functions
F;,i=1,---,n. So Length(f) = Length, (f o #). Hence,

dr(p, ) = ir}f{Lengthk(f)}=ir}f{Lengthk(f 00)}

= inf Length = di (0, p0).
QEQ(¢9,<P9){ gthy.(9)} = di(60,40)

Next we prove the left-invariance of di. Let f as above. Then 0 o f(t) := 0(fi(x))
defines an element 6 o f in Q(0¢,0¢), and 6 o f[;, | ;) correspond to Hamiltonian
functions F;(0=%(-),t), i = 1,--- ,n. So Length,(f) = Length,( o f). By the same
argument as above, we get di(¢, p) = di(0¢,0¢). |

2.2 Proof of Theorems [1.10], 1.11]
Following [30} [13] we first prove

Lemma 2.1 Assume 1,19, , ¢, € Ham(R?" wq) have properly separated sup-
ports. Then

gl < 206+ 1) max s
Proof. Given ¢ > 0, by (L23) we have f; € Q(id,v;) such that Lengthy(f;) <
|Yilly +€, = 1,---,m. Let H; be the corresponding normalized Hamiltonian

functions of f;, j =1,--- ,m. Then |||H}l|||x = Lengthy(f;) < [|%;]|; + . Through a
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refinement, we could suppose that there exists a common division of time 0 = 5 <
ty < --- <ty =1suchthat H]Z = Hj|[ti—17ti] is smooth for every 1 < j <m,1 <i <mn.
Using the same notations as those of [I4], we set S; = supp(v;), choose R > 0
such that supp(H;) C Br(z}) x [0,1] with 7 € Sj, and then vectors v; such that the
sets Bgr(Sj + vj) are disjoint. Let 7 € Ham(M,w) be the map associated to the S
guaranteed by Lemma 8 on the page 175 of [14], and let 1[1]- = ijT_l and

fty=1f®r "t j=1 m.
Then the corresponding normalized Hamiltonian function with fj is given by
Hj(x,t) = Hi(r"Y(2),t) = Hj(z — v;,1),
and thus the corresponding normalized Hamiltonian function with
fifa-- fn € Q(d,h1eby - )
is H=Hy+---+ H,,. It follows that
12+ Yl = 122 - Dl < |1 H ] |x-

By the definition in (22]) we have s; € [0,1], i = 0,--- , k, such that

k N N
A ot 0'H!
WAl = 2 o mae, (Sl;p o~ )
k . A N
ZH "H
_Ek: aiﬁ( N = min (e 2
= . 11<nja<>§n Sl;p G 1génm inf == (x, 5i
< 5
< 211<n]f?§n (H at’ ,54) >
H
< 2 max | ma L(-,t)
= 1sis=m \teo, 1] ott .
k . A
0'H;
< 2(k+1 (-t
< 2k )1%22%( tlél[(n] 81&2(’) >
= 20k+ 1) ma |11
< 2(k 4 1)max ||¢;]]; + 2(k + 1)e.
J
This holds for every € > 0 and the lemma is proved. O

Proof of Theorem [I.TT]l Given ¢ > 0, as in the proof of [30, [I3] we can construct
maps 15,0 < j < N satisfying dj (v;,1j41) < €, and maps ¢;(0 < j < 2N), o;(1 <
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J<N), B(0<j < N) with [lpoll;, < e, (U) +e. Then we have

*

N N—1
leully, = I8nl; = H aiB) ([T ejra8)"
j=1 7=0 k

< (k+1) { max flagBilli +  max fagefyl

because ||p||F < 25F1(||@[|F + ||¢]|%) by Theorem . We can estimate
k k k

losBilli < 2 [lleaalli + 25 (g yoaslli + las1)]
< 2" loll; + 223 (llog a1l + leozslli) + 272l
= (2 4222 g g
Similarly we have
gl < 2 [leaalle + 2 (s s saonts I+ loasl)
< 2 gulli + 2105 I+ legten D) + 2ol
<@ 225 28Dl I + 2R (01, 4)-

Summing up, we have

H‘:DHHI: < 2k+2(k‘—|—1)(2k+2—|—22k+3—I—23k+4—|—24k+5)||<,00||7;—|—24k+5(k’—|—1)6

S 22k+4(k + 1)(1 + 2k‘+1 + 22k+2 + 23k+3)€;7k(U) +
Since € > 0 is arbitrary, the proof is finished. O

Carefully checking the proof of Proposition 6 in [13] (or [I4, Lemma 10]) and
replacing £ and e, therein we still have for our [ - ||} and e,

Lemma 2.2 Let ¢y € Ham(R?",wq) with ¢ # id and let § > |[¢p —id|co. For every
Q C R?™ open and satisfying Q M supp(v) # 0, there exists a p € Ham(R?",wp)
satisfying

(i) ¢lQ=v|Q
(ii) supp(y) CU
(iii) [oolly < 2%FF4(k + 1) (1 + 28FT 4 2202 4 93848)ex (1)),
where U is the intersection of Bs(Q) with the convexr hull of supp(v), and Bs(Q) =
{z|dist(z, Q) < 0}.
Similarly, corresponding to [I3] Corollary 7] or [I4, Lemma 11] we have

Lemma 2.3 Let U = (ay,az) x (by,b2) ® R?"2. Then for ¢» € Ham(R?",wq) with
supp(¢) C U it holds that

ol < 2244 (k 4+ 1) (1 + 2541 + 22542 4 93843) () — ay)(by — by).
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Proof of Theorem [I.T0l Let {¢;} cr be as in the proof of [I4, Theorem 9]. Cor-
responding to the inequality (iii) on the page 180 of [14], we have

HQDJHI: < 22k+4(k, + 1)(1 + 2k+1 + 22k+2 + 23k+3)e;7k(Uj)-
And similar to [I4, (5.32)] we have estimate

ITToli < 20k +1)maxlie;;
jel

S 2(k+1)22k+4(k+1)(1+2k+1+22k+2+23k+3)2(€+51)R
22k+6(k+1)2(1+2k+1+22k+2+23k+3)R6'

IN

Thus

A

lell < 2% (el + 1911%)
T eslli+ 1T sl

23k2+8(k, + 1)2(1 + 2k‘+1 + 22k‘+2 + 23k+3)R5.

A

This holds true for every 6 > [¢) — id|co, and we conclude that
[|E < 238 (k 4 1)2(1 4 261 4 226+2 4 93643 Rly i o,
where R = diameter (supp(d;)). Finally we have the inequality:
di.(, 1) < 23k+8(k‘ +1)%(1 + oktl 4 92k+2 4 23k+3) diameter(supp(gm[)_l)) lo — 9| co,

|

2.3 Proof of Theorem

When k = 0 and p € [1,00) this is the result in [9]. We shall assume that either k£ =0
and 0 <p<lorkeNandO0<p<1/k below.

The proof ideas are same as those of [9]. Given a bi-invariant pseudo quasimetric
p on Ham(M,w), the (p-)displacement energy of a subset A C M is defined by

ep(A) = inf{p(id, g)| ¢ € Ham(M,w) such that g(A) N A = 0}. (2.2)
As in the proof of [9, Th.2.2.A] we may obtain:

Claim 2.4 Fvery nonempty open subset of M has positive displacement energy with
respect to a bi-invariant quasimetric on Ham(M,w).

So it suffices to prove that the displacement energy associated with dy, ) 0<p<
1/k) vanishes for some embedded open ball in M. In fact, using Darboux theorem,
we can choose a chart M D U > w — (z1(w), -+, zp(w), y1(w), -+, ya(w)) € R?"
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so that the symplectic form w = )" | dx; A dy; on it. Replacing w by Nw for some
large N > 0 we may assume

U > B(0,4) = {(a:,y) € R™
=1

D @+ < 16} . A=DB(0,1).

Consider a Hamiltonian isotopy {h:}, t € [0, 1] such that when restricted to U, h;
is simply a shift by 2¢ along the y; coordinate. Assume that {h;} is generated by H,
then H(z,y,t) = 2z; on U (H is not normalized). Clearly hi(A) N A = ().

Fixed a smooth cut-off function ¢ : R — [0, 1], such that 6 =1 for |t| <1/4, =0
for |t] > 3/4. Set 6,,(t) = d(mt). When M is open, we can define a sequence of
functions {G), }men as follows:

2$15m(\/|$|2+|y_(2t707 70)|2_1) (‘/Evy) eU

2.3
0 (xz,y) ¢ U. 23)

Gm(x7 y? t) = {

G, is smooth on M. The support of Gy, is contained in a neighborhood of h;(0A)
for each t € [0,1] and tends to hi(0A) as m — oo. Since for every ¢ the function
G (-, t) coincides with H near hy(0A), we conclude that the Hamiltonian vector field
of Gy, is equal to Xy near h,(0A) for every m. Hence the Hamilton isotopy {QStGm}
of G, satisfies ¢f; (0A) = hi(0A) and so ¢g,,(9A) N DA = (). But this obviously
implies that ¢q,, (4) N A = 0.

Clearly, for 0 < p < co we have fol |G (-, t)|[pdt — 0 as m — oo.

Next we prove that for each 1 < i <k,

For simplicity we write r = \/(|z[2 + [y — (2¢,0,---,0)]2). In U we have

P
— 0 uniformly in ¢ € [0,1] as m — o0
P

g
ot ('7t)

aa(;m (z,y,t) = mix;lé?(?? (r—1)- i+l (t_Tyl)Z + mi_lL(x, y,t).

Here L is a combination of 67(7{), 1 <j <i—1. Its coefficients are rational functions

of z,y,t which are bounded in C°-norm near h;(0A). Hence,

0'G P ol < o (t—m) 1 P
m.. — ip @) (0 Lo+l [ YT I - n
‘ v (,t)Hp /Um 210, (r—1) -2 < . ) —i—mL(x,y,t)‘ w
< Cm®? w" = Cm'™ (Vol(£1) + Vol(£)),
31U

where C' > 0 is a constant depending on J, Y4 is a region bounded by two spheres
whose radiuses are 1+ ﬁ, 1+ % respectively, and X5 is a similar region with radiuses
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— T
e
ot )
- ) 3 2n 1 2n 1 2n 3 2n
< Zom?|(1+—=—) —(1+— 1——) —(1--=
- n!Cm <+4m> <+4m> +< 4m> < 4m>

= W—TC’mip [3 +0 <i2>] .
n! m m
Since ip < kp < 1, so the above expression tends to zero when m — oo.

When M is closed, we could find an open set V' disjoint with the above U, and
shrinking U properly we can also assume that V is symplectomorphic to U. Then
we can define a function Gy, on V which is the same form as G, in 23) but with
a minus in front additionally. Define K,, to be the sum of G,, and é; Then K,

is a normalized Hamiltonian function such that ¢k, (A) N A = (). Using the same
estimates as above for GG, and G,, respectively, we derive

|

All these lead to the first conclusion.
Note that {¢ € Ham(M,w) | p(idps, ¢) = 0} is also a normal subgroup of Ham (M, w)
for any bi-invariant pseudo quasimetric p on Ham(M,w). The second claim follows

'Ky,
ot ('7 t)

— 0 uniformly in ¢t € [0,1] as m — oo.
P

from Banyaga’s theorem as in [27].
|

3 Extensions

It is a natural question to extend bi-invariant pseudo-metric on Ham(M,w) to the
group of symplectic diffeomorphisms. There exist different ways realizing this. We
only use the method by Lalonde and Polterovich [16], and one by Banyaga [2].

3.1 The method by Lalonde and Polterovich

Each ¢ € Symp(M,w) induces an isometry with respect to the Hofer metric,
Cy : Ham(M,w) — Ham(M,w), f Cyf = ¢fo".
For v € (0, 00] it was shown in [I6 Proposition 1.2.A] that
ra(@) = sup{du(f,Cof) | f € Ham(M,w) & [|f[|m < o} (3.1)

defines a bi-invariant function 7, and 74(¢) < 2a V¢ € Symp(M,w). In particular,
To 1s an bi-invariant norm on Symp(M,w) if a € (0,00). We say ¢ € Symp(M,w) to
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be bounded if the function (0,00) > « — r4(¢) is bounded, or equivaliently Cy is
C%-bounded, i.e.,

Too (@) = sup{du(f,Cof)| f € Ham(M,w)} < oo. (3.2)

By the bi-invariance of the Hofer metric dz the set of all bounded symplectomorphism
in Symp(M,w) form a normal subgroup of Symp(M,w), denoted by BI(M). Set
Bly(M) = BI(M) N Sympy(M), where Sympy(M) is the connected component of
Symp(M,w) containing the identity map. Every ¢ € Ham(M,w) is bounded and
Too(®) < 2||¢|| g because

du(f,Cof) = du(id, [¢, f]) < 2[|¢ller, VS € Ham(M, w). (3.3)

Hence Ham (M, w) is a subgroup of Bly(M ). These motivated Lalonde and Polterovich
to propose the so-called bounded isometry conjecture.

Conjecture 1 ([16, Conjecture 1.3.A]) Bly(M) = Ham(M,w).

They proved it in [I6] for some cases, for example, M is any closed surface with
area form or M is a product of closed surfaces of genus greater than 0 with product
symplectic form. For recent progresses the reader may refer to ﬂ]ﬂ [1T1, [7, m

Now let us consider corresponding questions with metric di. For each ¢ €
Symp(M,w) it is easy to check that Cy is still an isometry of Ham(M, w) with respect
to the quasi-norm || - || = di(id, -). Corresponding to ([B.I]) we define

Ta k(@) = sup{dy(f, Co.f) | f € Ham(M,w) & || f[|x < o} (3.4)
for each o € (0,00]. It is also bi-invariant and satisfies
Ta k(@) < 2k, Vo € Symp(M,w). (3.5)
Actually, the function r, j is a quasi-norm on Symp(M,w) by the following:

Lemma 3.1 For every k > 0, a € (0,00], the function 41 on Symp(M,w) defined
above is conjugate invariant, assumes the value 0 only at the identity, and satisfies
the quasi-triangle inequality

Tak(PY) < 2k(ra,k(¢) + Ta,k(w))-

Proof. (i) The conjugate invariance of r, . For ¢, ¢ € Symp(M,w) we have

Tar(pdp™) = sup  dp(f, 000 fodte)
Ul Ik <al

= sup di(e ' fo, 00 fooTh)
(Il <o}

= sup  diplg, 090 ") (setting g = ¢~ f)
{olllgllx<a}

= roa,k(qb)'

17



(ii) The non-degeneracy of o . If 74x(¢) = 0, then di(f,¢fod~!) = 0 for each
f € Ham(M,w), ||fllx < a. By the non-degeneracy of dj, we have f = ¢fo .
Suppose that f is generated by Hamiltonian function F. Then ¢f¢~! is generated
by Fo¢~!. Hence F = F o ¢~ '. By the arbitrariness of F', we have ¢ = id.

(iii) The quasi-triangle inequality holds for 74 .

rak(o¥) = sup  di(f. o fy o)
{fIlfll<a}
< 2k< sup  di(f.ofe" )+ sup dk<¢f¢—1,¢¢f¢—1¢—1>)
{Aflle<a} {fINf <o}
= 2oF (Ta,k(@""ra,k(w))-

|

If 7o0 () < 0o we call ¢ a k-bounded isometry. Clearly, every k-bounded
symplectomorphism is bounded. As in (B3] for ¢ € Ham(M,w) we have

di(f,Cof) = di(id, [, f1) < 2|k, V[ € Ham(M,w) (3.6)

and thus 74 1 (¢) < 25| ||x
Let

Blx (M) = {¢ € Symp(M,w) |roo,k(¢) < oo} and
Bl o (M) = BL;(M) N Symp, (M),

which correspond to the sets BI(M) and BIy(M) respectively. It is obvious that
BI(M) 2 BI; (M) D BIy(M) D --- D BIx(M) D --- O Ham(M,w)

because B.0) and || - ||z = |- llo < ||t < - < |- ||lx < ---. It is probably that
BI; (M) # BI(M) for some k € N and M. Corresponding to Conjecture [Il we have

Conjecture 2 For every symplectic manifold M and every integer m € N U {0},
o0
(] Blxo(M) = Bly10(M). (BIC)m
k=m
In particular, for every symplectic manifold M,
o0
() Bli,o(M) = Ham(M, w). (WBIC)
k=0

Here (WBIC) means weak bounded isometry conjecture. Clearly, the proof of (WBIC)
is more hopeful than one of Conjecture Il In particular, all manifolds mentioned
above satisfy (BIC),, and (WBIC).

In the following we shall point out that many results in [I6] can be generalized to
the case of our quasi-metrics. Carefully checking the proof of Theorem 1.3.F in [16]
we immediately obtain the following generalization of it.
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Proposition 3.2 Suppose that a symplectic manifold (M,w) satisfies By o(M) =
Ham(M,w) for some k € NU{0}. Then every symplectomorphism ¢ € Symp(M,w)
which acts nontrivially on H:(M,R) is k-unbounded.

Since a k-bounded symplectomorphism is also bounded, the following two propo-
sitions are, respectively, direct consequences of Theorems 1.4.A, 1.3.C in [16].

Proposition 3.3 If a closed Lagrangian submanifold L C (M,w) admits a Rieman-
nian metric with non-positive sectional curvature, and the inclusion L — M in-
duces an injection on fundamental groups, then ¢(L) N L # O for every k-bounded
¢ € Symp(M,w).

Proposition 3.4 Let S be a closed surface of genus greater than 0 and let (W, wyy)
be closed and weakly exact (i.e., WW’@(W) = 0). Suppose that ¢ x 1 be a k-bounded
symplectomorphism of (S x W,wg @ ww ). Then the symplectomorphism ¢ is Hamil-
tonian.

Finally, we give the corresponding result of Theorem 5.1.A in [16].

Theorem 3.5 For the standard symplectic space (R*™,wq), any compactly supported
symplectic diffeomorphism ¢ of R?™ is k-bounded. Precisely, we have

Too,k(9) = sup{di(f, Cpf) | f € Ham(R>",wo)} < 2" 2E(supp()),

where E(supp(@)) is the cylindrical capacity of supp(¢). Recall that cylindrical ca-
pacity E(X) of a bounded subset X C R*" is definded by

inf {c¢ > 0|3 ¢ € Ham(R*", wy) such that $(X) C B*(c) x R*" 72},
where B2(c) stands for a disc of area c.

This result can be proved along the proof lines of [16, Theorem 5.1.A]. For the
sake of completeness we give the proof of it. Firstly, we give a corresponding lemma
with Lemma 5.1.B in [16].

Lemma 3.6 For all maps ¢ € Symp(R?",wq) and f,g € Ham(R?", wy),
di(f,Cof) < 25dr(f, Coog1 ) + 242 g |-

Proof. The quasi-triangle inequality implies that

dk(f7 C(Z)f) < Qk(dk(f7 Og(j)g*lf) + dk(0¢f7 Cg¢g*1f))‘

Write I = dk(0¢f, Cg(z)gflf). Then

I = dp(ofo " 969 fgo g7") = di(f, 0 909 foo g7 9)
= dk(C[g,dfl}f?f)y
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By Lemma B we have

I < rooillg, 7)) = rooi(ge™ 97'9)
< 2 (rook(9) + oo k(67971 0))
= 2" k(9) <4l
because of (B.6l). O

Lemma 3.7 Suppose that K is a compact subset in R?", and that L C R?" is a
hyperplane so that K lies on the left of L. Let g be a compactly supported Hamiltonian
diffeomorphism such that g(K) sits in the right side of L, and let L' be an arbitrary
hyperplane parallel to L such that g(K) lies between L and L'. Then there exists
another compactly supported Hamiltonian diffeomorphism ¢ such that ||¢'||x = |9k
and ¢ (K) lies on the right of L'.

Proof. Let (x1,y1, - ,Zn,yn) denote the coordinates in R?". Without loss of gen-
erality we may assume that for some v > 0 and ¢ > 0,

L={x;=0} and L' ={z; =0},
r < —€ \V/($1,y1,"' 7x”7y”)€K'

Choose a cut off function 7(t) : R — [0, 1] satisfying
N(—oo,—e) =0 and 7/ 100) = 1.
Let S : R?" — R?" be the Hamiltonian diffeomorphism generated by the function
R* S (21,51, Ty Yn) = H(@1, 01, @0y yn) = 1(1) - vy1 € R.

(It is not compactly supported!) It is easily checked that

S((xhyla'” 7wnayn) - (x17y17'” 7wn7yn) lfﬂfl < —&,
S((xhyla'” 7wnayn) - (.Z'l +U7y17"' 7wnayn) lfﬂj‘l > 0.

Set ¢’ := S¢S~ It is also a compactly supported Hamiltonian diffeomorphism and
lg'llx = llgllx by the bi-invariance of the quasi-metric d. Clearly

9 (K) = Sg(K) = g(K) + (v,0,---,0)

lies on the right of L. O

Proof of Theorem 3.5 By the definition of the cylindrical capacity, for a sufficiently
small § > 0, there exists a Hamiltonian diffeomorphism 1 such that

Y(supp(¢)) € B%(c) x R*™72  where ¢ < E(supp(e)) + 4.

By composing with a suitable Hamiltonian diffeomorphism we may assume that
Y(supp(¢)) sits in Q x R?"~2 where @ is an open square in the (x1,%)-plane with
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area c. Note that the displacement energy of @) is just ¢. By the example shown in
[27, p.17], there exists a Hamiltonian isotopy {g;} € Ham(R? wg) with the time-1
map g satisfying Length(g;) = ¢ and @ Ng(Q) = (). Since the Hamiltonian of the flow
{g:} may be chosen to be autonomous, we have ||g||x < Length;(¢g;) = Length(g;) = c.
Then for § := g x id : R?* — R?", we have

19llx < llglls < ¢ < E(supp(¢)) + 0.

Obverse that ¥ (supp(¢)) and g (supp(¢)) have a positive distance. We can con-
struct a hyperplane L lying between ¢ (supp(¢)) and g (supp(¢)) such that ¥ (supp(¢))
strictly sits in the left side of L. For an arbitrary fixed f € Ham(R?",wg), since
supp(f) is a compact set of R?" by the assumption we may choose a hyperplane L’
parallel to L such that gi(supp(¢)) strictly lies between L and L" and that ¢ (supp(f))
strictly sits in the left side of L'. Applying Lemma B.7 to K = ¢ (supp(¢)) we get a
Hamiltonian diffeomorphism ¢ such that [|J'||x = ||9]lx < F(supp(¢)) + ¢ and that
J'(K) lies in the right side of L’ and hence

g (¢ (supp(e))) N1b(supp(f)) = 0.

It follows that Cy-1g1p)g—1gw) -1 f = f since f(supp(f)) = supp(f). So Lemma 3.6
leads to

di(f, Cof) < 2827 g ¥l = 25719l < 272 B(supp(@)) + 215,

Since é can be chosen arbitrarily small, the desired estimate is obtained. O

Finally, as in [I6, 5.2] using Lemma B.I] and Proposition we deduce that the
functions

Dk(f7g) :Too,k(g_lf)v k:071727'” (37)

give a sequence of non-degenerate bi-invariant quasi-metrics on the group Symp,(R?", wp)
of all compactly supported symplectomorphisms of (R?", wy).

3.2 Banyaga’s method

Let (M,w) be a closed (i.e., compact and without boundary) symplectic manifold.
For a smooth path [a,b] 3 t — ¢y € Symp(M,w), (which means the mapping (x,t) —
¢¢(x) to be smooth), it determines a unique smooth family of symplectic vector
fields, ¢y (x) = % o ¢y (), whose dual 1-form ig,w is closed. When [a,b] = [0,1] and
oo =1id, @ := {¢;} is called a symplectic isotopy on (M,w).

Fix a Riemannian metric g on M. A symplectic vector field X on M is said
to be a harmonic vector field if ixw is a harmonic form; and a smooth path
[a,b] >t — ¢y € Symp(M,w) is called harmonic if each form 1 g, 18 harmonic. In
particular, a symplectic isotopy ® = {¢;} on (M,w) is called a harmonic isotopy
if it is a harmonic path in Symp(M, w).
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Lemma 3.8 ([2, Lemma 1]) Any smooth path [a,b] > t — ¢ € Symp(M,w) can
be decomposed in a unique way as ¢ = pyby, where [a,b] D t — py € Symp(M,w) is
a harmonic path and [a,b] > t — ¢y € Ham(M,w) is a (smooth) Hamiltonian path.
In particular, if ¢ is a Hamiltonian path, then ¢ = ¢y and py = id.

Fix a basis {hy, - ,h,} of harmonic 1-forms, where r = dim H'(M,R). The
space of harmonic 1-forms on M is equipped with the following Euclidean metric:

Bl =" [N] iR =D A (3.8)

i

Banyaga defined in [2] the length of a symplectic isotopy ® = {¢;} by

1
lgn(®) = /0 (|74 + (m:?X U — Ir;iﬂ Uy))dt, (3.9)

where 7% and U; are smooth families of harmonic 1-forms and functions respectively
and satisfy the Hodge decomposition

igw =+ dUL. (3.10)

Clearly, for a Hamiltonian isotopy ® the formula (3.9) reduces to (L2]). As for (L.2])
we can prove that [ (®) is independent of the choice of parametrization of the path
®. However we don’t have lz7(®) = Iz (®~1) in general, where &1 = {¢;'}.

In [2] the energy e(¢) of any ¢ € Sympy(M,w) is defined by

e(¢) = nf(lrr(P)),
where ® runs over all symplectic isotopies connecting the identity and ¢. The so
called Hofer-like metric is the map

I N+ Sympn(M, ) — BU{oc}, 6 3 (e(d) +e(67™),

which is actually a norm on Symp,(M,w). Notice that the norm || - |7z depends on
the choice of the Riemannian metric ¢ on M and the choice of the Euclidean norm
| - | on the space of harmonic 1-forms. However, different choices for g and | - | yield
equivalent metrics. The Hofer-like distance dg; on each connected component
of Symp(M,w) is defined by dgr(¢,v) = ||¢p ! |gr. It is right invariant, but
not left invariant. When & is a Hamiltonian isotopy, ([B.9) reduces to (L2]), thus
loller < ||ollg V¢ € Ham(M,w). Moreover the subgroup Ham(M,w) is closed in
Symp(M,w) endowed with the metric topology defined by || - ||gr. As expected by
Banyaga, Buss and Leclercq [6] showed that the restriction of the Hofer-like metric
to Ham(M,w) is equivalent to the Hofer metric.

Given any smooth symplectic path « : [a,b] — Symp(M,w), we have a decompo-
sition as (B.I0), igyw = H4 + dU;. For every integer k = 0,1,2,---, we define the
k-length of « as

lgpp(a) == ZZ;/; [

' A
ot

o g N T

+ <m UL Ut)] dt. (3.11)
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where |-| is as in (8.8). Obviously, lgro(«) = lgr(«). But when k > 1, I, depends
on the choice of parametrization of the path which is different from lgy,.

A continuous path & : [0,1] — Sympy(M,w) is called a piecewise smooth
symplectic isotopy if there exists a division 0 =tg <t; < --- < t, = 1,n € N, such
that for each i = 1,--- ,n, ®; = ®|,_, 4,1 is smooth, and ®(0) = id. We define the
k-length of & as

lgLe(®) = Z lrr e (®:).
=1

For any ¢ € Sympy(M,w), let Q(¢) be the set of all piecewise smooth isotopies
® : [0,1] — Sympy(M,w) with ®(1) = ¢. Define the energy of ¢ by

ex(0) i= inf {Li1 (@) | ® € 2A0)},

and the corresponding Hofer-like k-metric by

(er() +en(6™), k=0,1,---

| =

Pl Lk =

We define the Hofer-like k-distance by

dari(o,¥) = o0 Lk

on every connected component of Symp(M,w).

Proposition 3.9 On a closed symplectic manifold (M,w) with a fized Riemannian
metric g, we have

@) -l =1 Nlaeo < - llgea < -llop2 <,

(ii) for each k, || - [|mrk is a quasi-norm on Sympy(M,w).

Proof. (i) Notice that the corresponding Lemma[[2]still hold in the current context.
Hence for ¢ € Sympy(M,w), we have eo(@) = e(@), 50 | - [11.0 = | - [l12-
(ii) Symmetry: By definition, if ¢, € Symp(M,w) is in the same connect compo-
nent, then dyr x(¢,v) = durk(¥, ).

Non-degeneracy: By (i) and the non-degeneracy of || - || 1, this is obvious.

The quasi-triangle inequality: Since the proof is similar to the one of property (ii)

in Theorem [[4], we skip some details and only outline the ideas of the proof. For any
two symplectomorphisms ¢, ¢ € Symp,(M,w), we choose

Q(¢) > @ :[0,1] — Sympy(M,w) and
Q) 2 ¥ :[0,1] — Sympy(M,w).

Define the concatenation product ® * ¥ of ® and ¥ by

c1>*\1/(t):{‘1’(2t) 0<t<1/2



then ® « U € Q(¢1)). By definition we have

er(oV) < lppp(® W) <25l p () + 1 p(2(t)Y))
= 2k(lHL,k((I)) + lHL,k(\I/))

for all ® € Q(¢), ¥ € Q(¢)). Taking the infimum respectively we get

ex(o) < 2M(inf{lypr(®)|® € Q¢)} + inf{lgL x (V)W € Qw)})
= 2(ex(o) + er(v)).

That is, e; (and so || - ||z k) satisfies the quasi-triangle inequality. O

Proposition 3.10 Let (M,w) be a closed symplectic manifold. Then for each k the
subgroup Ham(M,w) is closed in Symp(M,w) with respect to the metric topology

defined by || - || k-

Proof. The ideas are similar to those of Theorem 14.2.A in [27]. Suppose there exists
a sequence {f,} C Ham(M,w) and ¢ € Symp(M,w), satisfying dpp k(fn,¢) — O
when n — co. We intend to prove ¢ € Ham(M,w).

Since limy,— 00 || fn® | zLx = 0, by the definition of ||- || gL, for Ve > 0, INg > 0,
such that for each N > Ny we have

inf{lHL’k((I))’(I) S Q(fN¢_l)} <g,

and so a ®V € Q(fy¢ 1) such that Iy, (®Y) < Iy r(®V) <e.

Assume the division of ® is given by 0 = tg < t; < --- < t, = 1. For each
i=1,---,n, <I>ZN = ‘I’N’[ti,l,ti} is a smooth symplectic path. Next we translate &V
into a smooth symplectic isotopy through the precedure of reparametrization. We
choose a increasing, surjective smooth function s; : [t;—1,t;] — [t;—1,t;] for each i, and
require s; is constant near the ends of its interval of definition. Define ® : [0,1] —
Sympg (M, w) by

ON() = dN(si(t), VteE [tir,ti], i=1,---,n,

then ® is a smooth symplectic isotopy. In fact if the harmonic 1-forms and Hamil-
tonian functions generated by ®V are {{2N}", and {{UN}", respectively, and
the harmonic 1-forms and Hamiltonian functions generated by ®V are %N and IZN
respectively, then when t € [t;_1,t;], we have

A =) ANy T = s U, (3.12)

S

By the change of variable formula, we get [ HL(EI;N ) =l (®N), In particular,
1, n ti
/ At = Z/ N | dt.
0 i=17ti-1
Since I (®V) < €, we get fol |j?t/N|dt < e.
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Recall that the flux is a surjective homomorphism from the universal covering
space Symp, (M, w) of Symp,(M,w) to H'(M,R) given by

Flux({¢¢}) = [/Ol(i(i)tw)dt} e H'(M,R). (3.13)

I, := Flux(m (Sympg(M,w))) € H'(M,R) is called the flux group of (M,w), and
is discrete as proved by Ono in [23]. Flux descends to a surjective homomorphism

flux : Sympg(M,w) — H*(M,R)/T,,

with kernel Ham (M, w) (cf. [18]).
For any symplectic isotopy ®, let 7 (®) denote the harmonic representation of
the cohomology class Flux(®). The decomposition (B.I0) implies that

2(®) = /0 '

I 1.
/%;th‘z / S AN ()it
0 0 =1

T 1~
= > / /\f\’(t)dt‘
i=1 170

1 1
| SRl = [ 1At <,
0 0

where ,%”?N is decomposed as Y ;_, AN (t)h;.

Starting from N , we could construct a smooth symplectic path N o¢ connecting
¢ and frn. Obviously we have .77 (EDN ) =H (EDN o¢). Choose any symplectic isotopy
U from id to ¢, and any Hamiltonian isotopy o from id and fy, we get a loop
(—alN )ﬁ((fN o ¢)fW, whose flux has the harmonic representation

It follows from this that

) -

IN

(W) + (DY 0 p) €T,

because a Hamiltonian path has zero flux. Note that [#(®N)| < e, and that ¢
is arbitrary small. We deduce that (V) € T, since I'y, is discrete. Hence ¢ €
ker(flux) = Ham(M, w). O

Remark 3.11 By the method in [2], we can’t obtain that f;,lqﬁ is a Hamiltonian
diffeomorphism for every N large enough, but could only get the distance from
flux(fy'¢) to T, trends to zero as N — oco.

Han [I1] also introduced a method constructing bi-invariant (quasi) metrics on
Symp(M,w) from the Hofer metric. For a fixed positive number K, he defined ||¢|| x =
min(||¢||m, K) if ¢ € Ham(M,w), and K otherwise. However, when the above defined
quasi-metrics (or metrics) 7o, || - ||k are restricted back to Ham(M,w), the induced
topologies are in general different from that of the Hofer metric.
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4 Concluding remarks

Extensions of the Hofer metric to contact geometry were also studied, see Banyaga
and Donato [3], Banyaga and Spaeth [4] and Miiller and Spaeth [21I]. Our proceeding
constructions can be completed in contact manifolds. Let (N, «) be a compact contact
manifold of dimension 2n + 1. There exists a one-to-one correspondence between
contact isotopies on (N,«) and elements of the space C*°(N x [0,1]), {f:} < H,
where ix,o« = Hy with H; = H(-,t) and X; = (%ft) o f7 H is called the contact
Hamiltonian function of {f;}. Call ¢ € Diff(N) a strictly contact diffeomorphism if
o*a = a.. A contact isotopy is said to be strictly if each contact diffeomorphism in the
isotopy is strictly. Denote by G, (N) the group of strictly contact diffeomorphisms
which are strictly contact isotopic to the identity. o

Consider a surjective homomorphism from the universal cover G, (V) of Gy (N)
to R given by

o - cltod = gty [ ([ mt@wa)ar

where H; is the contact Hamiltonian of {¢;} and the canonical volume form v, :=
a A (da)". For each k =0,1,2,---, we define k-contact length of ¢; by

Length, ,({¢¢}) = |c(¢¢)| + Z/ (max (x,t) — min 8iH( ,t)) dt,

zeN Ot zeN Ot!

and k-contact energy of ¢ € G,(N) by
E.x(¢) = inf (Length. x({¢:})),

where {¢;} takes over all piecewise smooth strictly contact isotopy from id to ¢. If
k = 0 it becomes the contact length and contact energy in [3| (17) and (20)]. Using
the results in [3| 21] we may directly prove

Theorem 4.1 For each k =0,1,---, the mapping

Aoy : Ga(N) X Ga(N) = [0,00),  (6,%) = Eer(ép™")
is a bi-invariant quasimetric on G4 (N).

When the contact manifold (IV,«a) is regular, that is, the Reeb field R, of «
generates a free S'-action on N, the quotient manifold B = N/S! is a base of a
principal S'- bundle 7 : N — B and B has a canonical symplectic form w satisfying
7w = da. In this case there exists an exact sequence

{1} = S' = Go(M) 25 Ham(B,w) — {1}.

As in the proof of [, Lemma 4.2] it is not hard to prove that E.;(¢) > ||p(¢)]|s for

any ¢ € Go(N).
As in Hofer geometry it is an important topic to study geodesics of our metrics.
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A Appendix: Semigroupoid Metrization The-
orem

Given a semigroupoid (G, %), let GV = G, G® = {(a,b) € GxG : axb is well-defined }
and for each N € N, N > 2 let
GM ={(a1, - an) €G x---x G | (aj,a;41) € G?
vjie{l,-- ,N—1}}.

In particular, if (G, *) is a semigroup, G®) is just the Cartesian product of N copies

of G.

Theorem A.1 ([20, Cor.3.33]) Let (G,*) be a semigroupoid, and assume that 1 :
G — [0,00] is a function with the property that there exists a finite constant C > 1
such that

Y(a*b) < C@la) + (b)), for all (a,b) € G?. (A1)
Introduce 1

and define the function iy : G — [0, 00] by

N >
YPy(a) :inf{(ZdJ(ai)o‘) . NeN, (ar,-- ,an) € G, aal*---*aN}.
i=1

(A.3)
Then ¢ ~ 1py. More specifically, with C the same constant as in (A1), one has

(20) %) <y <9 onG. (A.4)
In particular, ~1({0}) = wﬁ_l({O}). Furthermore, for every B € (0,a] one has
Yy(a x b)° < y(a)’ +44(0)°, V(a,b) € GV, (A.5)

and 1y = 1 on G if and only if Py(a x b)* < Py(a)® + Py(b)* for all (a,b) € G@.
Finally, for each N € N the original function ¢ satisfies

N 7
Plag * - -ay) < 4C? {Z ¢(ai)6} (A.6)
i=1
whenever ai,--- ,ay € G are such that
(aj,a;41) € G®  for everyi € {1,--- ,N —1}. (A7)

In particular, if (a;)ien C G is a sequence with the property that (A.7) holds for every
number N € N with N > 2, then for each finite number 5 € (0,a] one has

1
B

sup ¢(ay * ---ay) < 4C? {Z ¢(ai)6} . (A.8)
i=1

NeN
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Remark A.2 When (G,x*) is a group, a function ¢ : G — [0,00] is said to be
conjugate invariant provided 1 (bxaxb~1) = 1)(a) Va,b € G. In this case 1y is also
conjugate invariant. In fact, for any b € G, (a1, ,an) € GM), a = a; % --- x ay,
since bxaxb"l = (bxag b~ 1) % (bxay+b"!) and

¢(b*ai*b_1):w(ai) Vi:]w"'va

it follows from the definition of ¢4 (a) in (A3) that 14 (b axb~') = y(a).

References

[1] A. Banyaga, Sur la structure du groupe des difféomorphismes qui préservent une
forme symplectique, Comment. Math. Helv. 53(1978), no. 2, 174-227 (French).

[2] A. Banyaga, A Hofer-like metric on the group of symplectic diffeomorphisms,
Proceedings of the 2007 AMS-SIAM Summer Research Conference ”Symplectic
Topology and Measure presrving Dynamical Systems”, Snowbird, UT, Contem-
porary Math. 2010, 1-23.

[3] A. Banyaga and P. Donato, Lengths of contact isotopies and extensions of the
Hofer metric, Annals of Global Analysis and Geometry, 30(2006),299-312.

[4] A. Banyaga and P. Spaeth, The group of strictly contact homeomorphisms,
arXiv:0812.2461, 2008.

[5] L. Buhovsky and Y. Ostrover, On the uniqueness of Hofer’s geometry, Geom.
Funct. Anal. Vol. 21(2011) 1296-1330.

[6] G. Buss and R. Leclercq, Pseudo-distances on symplectomorphism groups and
applications to flux theory, Math. Z. 272(2012), 1001-1022.

[7] C. Campos-Apanco and A. Pedroza, Bounded symplectic diffeomorphisms and
split fluz groups, Proc. of Amer. Math. Soc. Vol. 140(2012) 2883-2892.

[8] Yu. V. Chekanov, Invariant Finsler metrics on the space of Lagrangian embed-
dings. Math. Z. 234(2000), no. 3, 605C619.

[9] Y. Eliashberg and L. Polterovich, Bi-invariant metrics on the group of Hamil-
tonian diffeomorphisms, Internat. J. Math. 4(1993), no. 5, 727-738.

[10] M. Entov, Quasi-morphisms and quasi-states in symplectic topology, preprint,
arXiv:1404.6408, 2014.

[11] Z.Han, The bounded isometry conjecture for the Kodaira- Thurston manifold and
4-torus, Israel J. Math. 176 (2010) 285-306.

[12] H. Hofer, On the topological properties of symplectic maps, Proc. Roy. Soc. Ed-
inburgh Sect. A 115 (1990), no. 1-2, 25-38.

[13] H. Hofer, Estimates for the energy of a symplectic map, Comm. Math. Helv., 68
(1993), 48-72.

28


http://arxiv.org/abs/0812.2461
http://arxiv.org/abs/1404.6408

[14]

[15]

[16]

[17]

[18]

[19]

[20]

[29]

[30]

[31]

H. Hofer and E. Zehnder, Symplectic invariants and Hamiltonian dynamics.
Birkhauser Verlag, Basel, 1994.

F. Lalonde and C. Pestieau, Stabilisation of symplectic inequalities and applica-
tions, American Mathematical Society Translations (2) 196 (1999), 63-72.

F. Lalonde and L. Polterovich, Symplectic diffeomorphisms as isometries of
Hofer’s norm, Topology 36 (1997), no. 3, 711-727.

F. Lalonde and D. McDuff, The geometry of symplectic energy, Ann. of Math.
(2) 141 (1995), no. 2, 349-371.

D. McDuff and D. Salamon, Introduction to Symplectic Topology, Clarendon
Press Oxford, 1995.

D. McDuff, Loops in the Hamiltonian group: a survey. Symplectic topology and
measure preserving dynamical systems, 127-148, Contemp. Math., 512, Amer.
Math. Soc., Providence, RI, 2010.

D. Mitrea, I. Mitrea, M. Mitrea and S. Monniaux, Groupoid Metrization Theory,
Springer Science Business Media, New York, 2013.

S. Miiller and P. Spaeth, On topological contact dynamics I: symplectization and
applications of the energy-capacity inequality, arXiv:1110.6705, 2011.

Y .-G. Oh, Spectral invariants, analysis of the Floer moduli space, and geometry
of the Hamiltonian diffeomorphism group, Duke Math. J. 130(2005), 199-295.

K. Ono, Floer-Novikov cohomology and the flux conjecture, Geom. Funct. Anal.
Vol. 16(2006), 981-1020.

Y. Ostrover, When symplectic topology meets Banach space geometry, preprint,
arXiv:1404.6954/2014.

A. Pedroza, On the bounded isometry conjecture, C. R. Acad. Sci. Paris, Ser. I
349 (2011) 1097-1100.

L. Polterovich, Symplectic displacement energy for Lagrangian submanifolds, Er-
godic Theory Dynam. Systems 13(1993), no. 2, 357-367.

L. Polterovich, The geometry of the group of symplectic diffeomorphisms, Lec-
tures in Mathematics ETH Ziirich, Birkhiiser Verlag, Basel, 2001.

L. Polterovich, Geometry on the group of Hamiltonian diffeomorphisms, Pro-
ceedings of the International Congress of Mathematicians, Vol. IT (Berlin, 1998).
Doc. Math. 1998, Extra Vol. II, 401-410 (electronic).

M. Schwarz, On the action spectrum for closed symplectically aspherical mani-
folds, Pacific J. Math. 193(2000), 1046-1095.

J. C. Sikorav, Systémes hamiltoniens et topologie symplectique, prepnnt, Dipar-
timento di Matematica dell” Universita di Pisa, 1990

C. Viterbo, Symplectic topology as the geometry of generating functions, Math.
Ann. 292(1992), 685-710.

29


http://arxiv.org/abs/1110.6705
http://arxiv.org/abs/1404.6954

	1 Introduction and Main Results
	1.1 The Hofer metric
	1.2 New bi-invariant metrics

	2 Proofs
	2.1 Proof of Theorem 1.4
	2.2 Proof of Theorems 1.10, 1.11
	2.3 Proof of Theorem 1.12

	3 Extensions
	3.1 The method by Lalonde and Polterovich
	3.2 Banyaga's method

	4 Concluding remarks
	A Appendix: Semigroupoid Metrization Theorem

