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Abstract

We introduce the notion of asymptotically finitely generated contact structures,

which states essentially that the Symplectic Homology in a certain degree of any
filling of such contact manifolds is uniformly generated by only finitely many Reeb
orbits. This property is used to generalize a famous result by Ustilovsky: We
show that in a large class of manifolds (including all unit cotangent bundles and
all Weinstein fillable contact manifolds with torsion first Chern class) each carries
infinitely many exactly fillable contact structures. These are all different from the
ones constructed recently by Lazarev.
Along the way, the construction of Symplectic Homology is made more general.
Moreover, we give a detailed exposition of Cieliebak’s Invariance Theorem for sub-
critical handle attaching, where we provide explicit Hamiltonians for the squeezing
on the handle.

1. Introduction

1.1. Main results

This paper considers closed contact manifolds (3, &) which are exactly fillable. That
means that there exists a compact manifold with boundary V and a 1-form A on V/,
such that OV = 3, £ = ker M7y and w := dA is a symplectic form. The last condition
implies that dim V' = 2n is even and dim¥» = 2n—1 is odd. Examples of exactly fill-
able contact manifolds are given by the unit cotangent bundle S*M = {(:r;,v)|x e M,
veTrM,||v||; = 1} of any closed Riemannian manifold (M, g), whose filling is the unit
disk bundle D*M = {(z,v), ||v||, < 1} with its tautological 1-form. Another example is
provided by the standard spheres S?*~! C R" x R" with the standard contact structure
Esta = ker (xdy — ydx)|g2n-1.

An almost contact structure on X is a reduction of the structure group of T to
U(n—1) x 1. Any coorientable contact structure & on 3 determines uniquely up to



homotopy an almost contact structure by the choice of an almost complex structure on
¢ and a vector field R transverse to £&. Two contact structures on ¥ which define the
same homotopy class of almost contact structures are called formally homotopic.

For an exact symplectic manifold (V;\) as above, one can construct the Symplectic
(Co)Homology SH.(V) resp. SH*(V), which are symplectic invariants of V. This
(co)homology is closely related to the contact structure on X, as its generators can
be identified with either critical points of a Morse function on V' or closed Reeb orbits
on X (see[2.1] 2.3|for details). The closed Reeb orbits alone generate a variant of SH,(V),
the so called positive Symplectic Homology SH (V). In this article, we consider only
the Symplectic (Co)Homology generated by contractible Reeb orbits and we always use
Zoy-coefficients.

The connection to the Reeb dynamics was used to prove the result by I. Ustilovsky, [40],
that the standard spheres S*"*! carry infinitely many different exactly fillable contact
structures all formally homotopic to 4. The proof was first carried out in [16]E| and
later by Kwon and van Koert, [26], and Gutt, [23], using S'-equivariant Symplectic
Homology. These so called exotic contact structures on S¥**1 can all be described as
Brieskorn manifolds X, p = +1 mod 8 (see Sec. [4)).

One can construct new exactly fillable contact manifolds from given ones by attaching a
symplectic handle to the filling V' along the boundary X (see Sec.[3). On (X, €), this has
the effect of contact surgery, in particular contact connected sums. The connected sum
of any exactly fillable contact manifold with a standard sphere carrying an exotic con-
tact structure is particularly interesting, as the underlying differentiable manifold stays
unchanged. This construction was first explored by I. Ustilovsky in his thesis (cf. [39]).
See also [15] for more recent results. We show in this paper that for a subclass of exactly
fillable contact manifolds (which is considerably larger compared to previous results)
one obtains infinitely many different contact structures via connected sums.

Let us briefly describe this subclass (see for the exact definition): A contact form
a for € is a 1-form such that & = kera. The Reeb vector field R of « is the unique
vector field on ¥ such that «(R) =1 and da(R,-) = 0. A closed R-orbit is transversely
non-degenerate, if it satisfies a Morse-Bott assumption (see Sec. [2.1)). In particular,
such orbits form a smooth submanifold N of the free loop space of X. A generator v of
the Floer chain complex defining SH, (V) is a critical point of a Morse function h on N
Its degree 11(7) is given by the Morse-Bott index (see [2.6):

,LL(’Y) = Mcz(’}/) + ,UMorse(ﬁ)/) - %dlm,y,/\/— -+ %,

where oz and pipzorse are the Conley-Zehnder and Morse indexﬂ of v and dim, N is the
local dimension of N near 7.

Fix a reference contact form a. We call a contact structure asymptotically finitely gener-
ated (a.f.g.) in degree k with bound by (&) if there exist sequences of functions f; : ¥ — R
and numbers (q;) C R with loga; — f; < loga;y; — fiy1 and limy_(loga; — f;) = oo,
such that for each contact form o; := e/t-a all contractible R;-orbits of length less than

1 Using Rabinowitz-Floer homology, which can be thought of as a relative version of SH.
2Unrorse(y) — %dimyj\/' is also known as the signature index of +.



a; are transversely non-degenerate and that for some Morse function A on these orbits
at most bg(§) have index k. Note that oy = a'Vl, i.e. f; =0 is permitted.

Remarks 1.1.

e The notion of asymptotically finitely generated contact structures generalizes the
related notions of dynamical convex or index positive contact structures (cf. [12],
9.5), asymptotically dynamically convex contact structures (cf. [28], 3.6) and con-
tact structures with convenient dynamics (cf. [26], 5.14). In particular, there ex-
ist exactly fillable contact manifolds which are a.f.g. in almost all degrees, but
satisfy none of the other three notions (examples are the Brieskorn manifolds
Y(n+1,...,n+1) C C"* ¢of. [17], 7.2).

e There exist exactly fillable contact manifolds (X,€) which are not a.f.g.. In fact,
MecLean showed in [31)] that if ¥ admits a Stein fillable contact structure, then there
exists on ¥ a contact structure & with a filling (V, X), such that tk SH(V;Q) =
oo Vk. This shows by Prop. that & cannot be a.f.g. in any degree k. However,
we have the following three general existence results.

Proposition 1.1. Let M be any closed manifold, dim M > 3, and let (S*M,Eqq) be its
unit cotangent bundle (provided by a Riemannian metric g) with its standard contact
structure. Then Egq is a.f.g. in every degree k < 0 with bound by(&sia) = 0.

Proof. This is closely related to the fact, that the (full)E| Symplectic Homology S H.(D*M)
of the unit disk bundle of M is isomorphic to the singular homology (with Zs-coefficients)
of the free loop space A(M) of M (see [1]). More explicitly, closed Reeb orbits v on
S*M can be understood as closed geodesics on M. Then, v can be seen as a critical
point of a Lagrangian action functional £ on A(M). Its Morse index fipsorse(7y) is the
dimension of a maximal subspace of T,A(M) on which the Hessian of £ is negative
definite. As such, pporse(7) > 0. Moreover, it was shown by Duistermaat in [13] (in
the non-orientable case by Weber in [44], Thm. 1.2) that paserse(7) = poz(7y), so that
pez(y) > 0 for all closed Reeb orbits v (in the non-orientable case we have to assume
that v is contractible).

If we choose a contact form « (resp. a Riemannian metric g) for {54 such that all closed

Reeb orbits are transversely non-degenerate and set a; = a VI, then no closed Reeb
orbit of «; has index k£ < 0. Hence, &,y is a.f.g. in all degrees £k < 0 with bound
bk <§std) - O D

Proposition 1.2 (Lazarev, [28], Cor. 4.1). If (X,&),dim ¥ > 3, has a flexible Weinstein
filling, then (X,&) is asymptotically dynamically convex and in particular a.f.g. in degree
k < 3—mn (Lazarev uses the reduced index pcz +n—3). Moreover, any Weinstein fillable
contact manifold carries a flexible Weinstein fillable contact structure (cf. (28], proof of

Thm. 1.9).

3The full SH is generated by all closed Reeb orbits. As mentioned above, we consider elsewhere in this
article only the Symplectic Homology generated by the contractible Reeb orbits.



Proposition 1.3. Let (3,€) be a closed exactly fillable contact manifold such that there
exists a contact form « for & whose Reeb flow is periodic. Then & is a.f.g. in every
degree k € 7\ [—(2n—1)+1,2n—1]. If the mean index A(X) of the principal Reeb orbit
1s mon-zero, then & is a.f.g. in every degree (seefor a proof).

Examples for exactly fillable contact manifolds which admit periodic Reeb flows are
given by the standard spheres S?"~1, all Brieskorn manifolds (see , prequantization
bundles (Boothby-Wang bundles) and unit cotangent bundles of manifolds admitting a
periodic geodesic flow such as S™, CP™ or all lens spaces.

Starting from these initial examples of a.f.g. contact structures, one obtains more exam-
ples by taking iteratively contact connected sums, as shown in the following proposition
proved in [3.5] In particular all boundaries of subcritical Weinstein domains are a.f.g.
(see also [46]).

Proposition 1.4. Let (X,€) be a (2n—1)-dimensional closed contact manifold such that
the contact structure £ is a.f.g. in a degree j with bound b;(§). Let a be a contact form
for & and let f; : ¥ — R, a; = e/t-a and (a;) C R be sequences showing that € is a.f.g..
Assume that (f],f) is obtained from (X,€) by a (k—1)-surgery, 1 < k <n, k # 2, along
an embedded isotropic sphere S C ¥,dim S = k—1, such that any o;-Reeb ch0mE| of S s
longer than a;. Then f also a.f.g. in degree j with bound

@)~ (PO 1 T = (kN1 + {5 NN,
’ b; (&) otherwise.

Moreover, the contact forms (f;), that show thaté is a.f.g., can be chosen to agree with
(oq) outside an arbitrary small neighborhood of S.

Remarks 1.2.

e The condition k # 2 is needed, as 1-surgery can change the first Chern class. This
can make a Z-grading via the Conley-Zehnder index problematic (cf. Rem. .
Moreover, 1-surgery can change contractible loops into non-contractible and vice
versa. As we use the a.f.g. condition in this paper only for contractible orbits,
1-surgery is excluded for simplicity. However, for subcritical Weinstein manifolds,
this restriction can be dropped as the number of all closed Reeb orbits of ay of length
less than a; can be uniformly bounded.

o The Reeb chord condition cannot be satisfied if oy = a VI is a fized contact form
with periodic Reeb flow. However, we show in [A] that in this situation, we can
perturb a to obtain a sequence oy = eft-a which also shows that € is a.f.g. (maybe
with different bound b;(€)) and no «; has a periodic Reeb flow.

o [f S is subcritical, i.e. dim S = k—1 < n—1, then the Reeb chord condition can be
achieved by a small perturbation of S using a transversality argument (see @) In
we give in the case that (X, &) admits a periodic Reeb flow an explicit subcritical
1sotropic sphere S which satisfies the Reeb chord condition.

4A Reeb chord of S is a Reeb trajectory of positive length with starting and end point on S.



o If S = 8% (two points), i.e. for k = 1, the Reeb chord condition can always be
achieved: It suffices to choose for S two points that do not lie on any closed Reeb
orbit and not on the same Reeb trajectory for any oy. In particular Prop. can
always be applied to connected sums.

The notion of a.f.g. contact structures allows us to state the following generalization of
Ustilovsky’s result.

Theorem 1.1. Suppose that (X,€) is a closed contact manifold, dim¥ > 5 and has
an exact filling (V,\) such that for the inclusion i : ¥ — V holds i, : m(3) — m (V)
1s injective and that the Conley-Zehnder index is well-defined for all contractible Reeb
orbits on V.

If € is asymptotically finitely generated in at least one degree k € 7, then ¥ car-
ries infinitely many pairwise non-contactomorphic exactly fillable contact structures. If
dim ¥ = 4m+1, then all these contact structures can be chosen to be formally homotopic

to €.

Remarks 1.3.

o The Conley-Zehnder index pcy is well-defined on contractible Reeb orbits, if the
integral of the first Chern class c1(TV') vanishes on spheres.

e The conditions on m(X) and pcz on V ensure that the Conley-Zehnder index
1s well-defined on Y. Note that both conditions are invariant under attaching a
symplectic k-handle (k—1-surgery on ) if k # 2 (see |17/, Lem. 66 and 67).

e [t follows from the proof of Thm. that all the different contact structures &'
have SH(V,£') # 0 for some exact filling V' of (X,£'). Hence, (3,¢') is not flex-
ible Weinstein fillable (see (4], Cor. 1.3). It follows that all our fillable contact
structures & on X are different from the infinitely many flexibly fillable contact
structures on % constructed by Lazarev (cf. [28]).

e For dimY = 4m+3, it should in principle also be possible to construct infinitely
many contact structures on % which are all formally homotopic to &. The difficulty
1s to find as in Prop. for any k a contact structure &, on S*™3 that is a.f.g.
in degree k, has an ezact filling (Vi, \¢) with vk SH;" (Vi) > 0 and is formally ho-
motopic to Egq. Consult (38] by P. Uebele, where some results in this direction are
shown. In particular, S7, S*, S all carry infinitely many exotic contact structures
all formally homotopic to £gq.

e Note that in general the connected sum of (X,&) with an exotic contact sphere
alters the homotopy class of almost contact structure.

o If (3,8 = (S*M, &), dimM > 3, and V. = D*M, then c;(TD*M) = (] (see
Weber [45], B.1.7). Moreover, if (V,\) is any Weinstein filling of (X,£) and

5Note that only the real first Chern class vanishes. The integer first Chern class might be non-zero if
M is not orientable



dimV = 2n > 6, then i, : m(X) — m (V) is always injective (cf. [47], Prop. 2.3):
V' can be built from ¥ by attaching handles with index greater then or equal to n.
This implies mo(V,X) = 0, as n > 3. The injectivity of i, follows then from the
homotopy long exact sequence

e = (VLX) 5 m(X) - m(V) — ...

In his thesis, [39] Thm. II , I. Ustilovsky also considered arbitrary connected sums
of certain Brieskorn manifolds to construct exotic fillable contact structures on S*™*+1.
Using similar arguments as for the proof of Thm. , we can give a new proof (not using
Contact Homology) that the following subclass of the above mentioned exotic contact
structures on S**! are all different:

Theorem 1.2.

Let ¥, = S*"*1 denote the Brieskorn/Ustilovsky spheres (see Sec. . Let &, denote
its (exotic) contact structure and let j - &, denote the contact structure on the j-fold
connected sum j - ¥, of (X,,&,) with itself. If m > 2 and i,7,p,q € N are such that
p,q = £1 mod 8 and (j,p) # (i,q), then j-&, and i-&, are non-contactomorphic contact
structures on S4mT1,

Note that i=j=1 gives exactly Ustilovsky’s original result from [40]. As a corollary, we
obtain that the mean Euler characteristic x,, of the S*-equivariant Symplectic Homology
(see [41]) is not a complete contact invariant. For dimension 5, this was already estab-
lished in [26], 5.10, while the following corollary extends this result to any dimension of
the form 4m+1.

Corollary 1.1. For any integers m,k > 2, there exist c¢(k) € Q and k different contact
structures &, on S*™ 1 with the same mean Buler characteristic x,, (S, &) = c(k).

The proof of Thm. relies on the following three results for a.f.g. contact manifolds
(33,€) and Symplectic Homology.

Proposition 1.5. Let (X&) be a closed contact manifold. If € is a.f.g. in degree k with
bound by (&), then it holds for any exact filling (V,\) of (X,€) with i, : m(X) — m (V)
injective and pcy well-defined, that

rk SHF(V) < be(§)  and  tk SH(V) < b(€) + tk H,_(V, 0V)).

Proposition 1.6. For n > 3 there exists for every degree k € 7Z a contact manifold
(Xk, &) with an exact filling (Vi, A\¢) such that ¥y is homeomorphic to S, &, is a.f.g.
in degree k (in fact in every degree) and

2 fork>n+1
1 fork<n '

rk SH (Vi) = { (1)



Theorem 1.3 (Invariance of SH under subcritical handle attachment, Cieliebak, |9]).
Let W and V' be compact 2n-dimensional symplectic manifolds with positive contact
boundaries and assume that pcy is well-defined on W. If V is obtained from W by
attaching to OW a subcritical symplectic handle H, k < n, then it holds that

SH.(V)~ SH, (W)  and  SH*(V)=SH*(W) Vx€eZ

The positive Symplectic Homology SH™ (W) is not invariant under subcritical handle
attachment. However, its changes can be estimated via Thm. [I.3] In particular for the
contact connected sums, we have the following result.

Corollary 1.2. Let W and V be as in Thm. and assume that V is obtained from W
by boundary connected sum, i.e. a 1-handle H is attached to two different path-connected
components of W. Then

o SHHV)=SHHW) for « # n,n+1

o cither tk SHF (V) =1k SH;F (W) +1 and vk SH, (V) =1k SH, (W)
or  tkSHN(V)=1kSHIW) and tkSH, (V)=rkSH,; (W)-1.

Proof of Theorem 111

Assume that ¢ is a.f.g. in degree k with bound b, (§) and let (3, &) be the contact man-
ifold with exact filling (Vj, Ax) from Prop. for the degree k, i.e. 3J; is homeomorphic
to S?71 & is a.f.g. in degree k with bound b (&) and rk SH," (V}) satisfies the estimate
.

We denote by (E#Ek,ﬁ#fk) the contact connected sum of (3,€) and (X, &) and by
(N-Zk, N-§k) the N-fold contact connected sum of (X, &) with itself. As the differ-
entiable structures on S?"~! form a finite group with respect to the connected sum
operation with the standard structure as neutral element (see |25]), there exists an Ny,
such that Ny - ¥, is diffeomorphic to S2"~ 1.

The homotopy classes of almost contact structures on the standard sphere S*"~! are
classified by 72,1 (50(2n)/U(n)) with 0 corresponding to the standard structure, as
shown by Morita, [32]. For §?"~! = §4m+1 i e n odd, these homotopy groups are finite.
Geiges, [20] Sec. 5.2, showed that taking contact connected sums corresponds to the
addition in my,_1(SO(2n)/U(n)). Thus, there exists in dimensions 4m+1 an Ny, such
that Ny - ¥ is diffeomorphic to S?"~! = §4m*1 and N, - &, is formally homotopic to
&stq- As contact structures are locally trivial by Darboux’s Theorem, one finds that the
contact connected sum of (3,&) and (Ng - X, No - &) has the same homotopy class of
almost contact structures as &, if dim > = 4m+1.

Henceforth, we assume that Ny|N. Taking the boundary connected sum of (V%) with
N copies of (Vi, X) yields by Cor.

tk SH,"(V# N-V;) =tk SH (V) + N -tk SHY (Vi) + ¢,

where c = 0if k #n,n+1,0<c< Nifk=nand —N < ¢ <0if k =n+1. Using[]
we hence have the estimate:

rk SH (V# N-V;) >tk SH (V) + N > N. (+)



As N - ¥ is diffeomorphic to S?"7!, we have S #(N-X;) = ¥ and (3, #N-&,)) is
exactly fillable by V' # N-V}. Prop. implies that (E, EF# ka) is also a.f.g. in degree
k with bound

b (§# N-&) < bp(€) + N - by(&) + N.

This estimate with Prop. implies for any exact filling (W, Ay) of (E, f#ka)) that
rk SH (W) < by (§# N-&) < bi(€) + N (bg(8x)+1). (%)

(*) and () imply for any N, M € No-N with by (&)+M (bp(&k)+1)< N that & # M-&,
and & # N-& are non-contactomorphic contact structures on ¥, as the latter has a filling
which cannot be a filling of the first.

Set b := max {b;(€),bx(&) } and N; := No(b+2)",1 € N, and calculate

b(€) + Ny (bi(&) +1) < b+ No(b+2)'(b+1) < No(b+2)"! = Ny

Thus & # N;-&, and £ # N,,-& are not contactomorphic if [ # m, which provides infinitely
many different exactly fillable contact structures on X.

Bonus : All contact structures &# N-&. on X are different for different values of
N € NO(NU{O}). We argue by contradiction and assume that there exists M < N
with & # M-&. contactomorphic to & # N-£. Then we have for all K € N:

EH(NHK)E = EH# NEH K 2 EH MG H# K& = EH# (MAK)E.

In particular for Ko = N—M, we obtain

§# (MA+2K0)& = E# (N+Ko)& = E# (M+Ko)§ = E# N = S M&.

Repeating this argument, we find that & # (M+1K¢)& = € # MEy, for all | € N. However,
for [ sufficiently large, we already know by () and (*x*) that these two contact structures
are different, thus providing a contradiction. O

1.2. Structure of the paper

The paper is organized in three parts. In the first, we describe the construction of the
Symplectic Homology SH (V') of a Liouville domain (V, \) and discuss many of its prop-
erties, i.e. its positive part , the canonical long exact sequence ), the transfer
maps and its grading via the Conley-Zehnder index .

Our description is more extensive than some readers might think necessary, as we define
SH(V) with a Morse-Bott setting on the contact boundary 0V — an approach which is
not yet standard in the literature. Moreover, our construction of SH(V') and SH* (V)
allows the use of a sequence of different (!) contact boundaries in the completion VofV.
This makes the definition of SH (V') more flexible and leads naturally to the definition
of asymptotically finitely generated contact structures . Another advantage of this
more general approach is that SH(V) and SH™ (V) become almost by definition in-
variant under Liouville isomorphisms (see Prop. [2.1)). This fact is of course well-known



(see |23], Thm. 4.18), but requires usually a rather long proof via the transfer maps.
The use of different contact boundaries forced us to generalize the maximum principle
(2.2). In [37], 3.21, Seidel already gave a maximum principle for varying contact bound-
aries — yet his version requires that the slopes of the Hamiltonians involved increase
exponentially when going from one boundary to another, whereas we only require that
the Hamiltonians just increase at infinity. Our version of this confinement tool is based
on the No-Escape lemma first presented by Abouzaid-Seidel, [3] 7.2, and adapted to the
setup of Symplectic Homology by Ritter, [33] Lem. 19.3.

The second part of the paper describes the attachment of subcritical handles and its
effect on Symplectic Homology and a.f.g. contact structures. This section owes much
to [9] by K. Cieliebak. Unfortunately, this highly influential and ground-breaking paper
contains two gaps:

e For the proof of the Invariance Theorem (see the second to last page in [9]), a
definition of S H with varying contact boundaries is needed, as the attached handle
is made iteratively thinner.

e The construction of the Hamiltonians involved is only sketched and it is claimed
that these Hamiltonians can be chosen to have on the handle only one (!) 1-periodic
orbit. Whether this last property can be achieved at all is heavily doubted by the

author (see Rem. [3.4]in [3.3).

As we had to describe subcritical handle attachment anyway in order to show that the
a.f.g. property is preserved under this procedure, we seized the opportunity to give in
Section |3| a clarified proof of Cieliebak’s Invariance Theorem.

The third part presents Brieskorn manifolds. First, we review some general results,
especially on the indices of closed Reeb orbits on these manifolds. Then we give some
explicit examples of Brieskorn spheres (proof of Prop. and show Thm. m
Appendices on contact manifolds with periodic Reeb flow and on avoiding Reeb chords
conclude the paper. |B| was friendly provided by Dingyu Yang.

2. Symplectic Homology and cohomology

Symplectic Homology for Liouville domains together with the transfer maps was intro-
duced by Viterbo, [42]. In this section we relax the standard definition to include families
of Hamiltonians that are linear each with respect to a different contact boundary. For
that, we generalize the No-Escape Lemma by Abouzaid/Seidel and Ritter and we discuss
many of the additional features of Symplectic Homology in this generalized approach.
This will allow us to estimate SH (V) in the presence of the a.f.g. property (Prop.[L.5).
Since Symplectic Homology is a well established theory, many details will be omitted.
However, as the use of Morse-Bott techniques is less developed, a longer exposition of
this approach is included. For background, we refer to the excellent papers [2], [37] for
Symplectic Homology in general and [6] for the Morse-Bott setting.



2.1. Setup

Let (V,w) be an 2n-dimensional compact symplectic manifold with boundary 0V = X
such that w = dA is exact. The 1-form A defines the Liouville vector field Y by w(Y, ) = .
The boundary ¥ is called a positive or negative contact boundary if Y points out or into
V along . If ¥ is a positive contact boundary, then (V) A) is called a Liouville domain.
Any hypersurface ¥ in V' transverse to Y is a contact manifold with contact form a :=
Alrs. We write € := ker« for the contact structure and R := R, for the Reeb vector
field defined by da(R,-) = 0 and a(R) = 1. We denote by the spectrum spec(a) the
set of periods of closed orbits of R. We say that a is transversely non-degenerate if it
satisfies the Morse-Bott assumption:

The set N C ¥ formed by the n-periodic Reeb orbits is a submanifold

MB
for alln € R and T,N" = ker (D,¢" — 1) holds for all p € N. (MB)

A closed Reeb orbit z is called transversely non-degenerate if holds locally.

A symplectization of a contact manifold (X2, «) is the symplectic manifold ([ XY, w =
d(e")), where r € I is an interval. For =R, I=[0, 00) or /=(—00, 0], one calls (I xX,w)
the whole/positive/negative symplectization of ¥. If § is a different contact form on
Y. defining the same contact structure and the same orientation, we find a function
f X — Rsuch that 8, = 6f(”)-0zp VpeX. To such a 3, we associate a hypersurface ¥z
in the whole symplectization of 3 by:

Ss = {(f(p),p)|p € T}
Note that (¢"a)|s, = § and that ¥, = 3. Moreover ¥, and g are naturally diffeomor-
phic for any two contact forms with ker a = ker .
The flow ¢y of Y on a Liouville domain (V, A) with contact boundary (X, ) provides an
exact identification ((—oo,0]x X, e"a) — (U, ) between the negative symplectization of
(X, a) and a collar neighborhood U of ¥ in V' via the map (r,p) — ¢% (p). This allows
us to define the completion (V, /)\\) of (V,;\) by

~ ~ A onV
V=Vu —0, X A=
o (( OO] ) {e’”a on Rx>.

Write V' =V, and let 8 be a different contact form for . Using the obvious embedding
Rx% < V, one can think of X3 as a contact hypersurface in V' which bounds a com-

pact region Vg C V. Note that the completions of (Vlg,;\\|vﬁ) and (V,, \) are naturally
identified with (V, ).

More generally, a diffeomorphism ¢ : ‘A/—>I7V\ between two Liouville domains (V, A) and
(W, p) is a Liouwille zsomorphzsm if o*i = 2+ dg for a compactly supported function
g. For example (V,,, ) and (Vg, )\|V5) as above with completion (V, )\) are Liouville iso-
morphic via the identity Id : V= V — Vﬁ V. Note that the contact forms on dV, and
0Vjp are different, but the contact structures agree. Therefore we think of (V,, )\|Va) and
(Vg,}:‘vﬁ) as the same filling for (3, ¢), which leads us to:

10



Definition 2.1. Let (X,&) be a contact manifold. If there exists a Liouville domain
(V,A) such that OV = ¥ and & = ker \|y, then we call the equivalence class of (V,\)
under Liouville isomorphisms an exact (contact) filling of (,§).

We will see that Symplectic Homology is invariant under Liouville isomorphisms (cf.
Prop. thus providing an invariant for contact structures (with a filling).

A Hamiltonian on V is a smooth S Lfamily of functions H, : V — R with Hamiltonian
vector field Xt defined by w(-, X%) = dH; for each t € S'. The action of a loop
x : S'—=V with respect to H is defined by

AH(x):/le*A—/Ol Hy(2(8))dt.

The critical points of the functional A" are exactly the closed 1-periodic orbits of X%.
We denote the set of these 1-periodic orbits by P(H). Let J; denote an S'-family of
w-compatible almost complex structures, i.e. w(-, J;) is a Riemannian metric on V' for
every t. The L?-gradient of A with respect to this metric is then given by VA (z) =
—J(0x — Xb). An AH-gradient trajectory u : Rx St — V is hence a solution of the
partial differential equation:

Ou— VAT (W) = du+ JOu—Xy) =0 &  (Du—Xyed)™ =0.  (2)

For the second equation, Du is viewed as a 1-form on RxS! with values in TV. The
antiholomorphic part of such forms is given by %! := %(6 +.J37), where j is the standard
almost complex structure on Rx S*, defined by j0, = 9.

If H, is a homotopy of Hamiltonians, then A4”s-gradient trajectories are solutions of
with X% and J depending on s.

2.2. The No-Escape Lemma

For the construction of symplectic (co)homology we look at solutions u of satisfying
liin u(s,t) = x4 (t) € P(H). In general, these solutions might not stay in a compact
S§— 100

subset of ‘7, even for x4 fixed. So it could be that the moduli space of these solutions is
neither compact nor has a suitable compactification. However, the No-Escape Lemma
below shows that for certain pairs (H, J) all such u stay in a compact set.

Originally, such a result was proved by Viterbo, [42], as the Maximum Principle, which
states that a solution uw cannot cross a convex hypersurface ¥ in a symplectization, if
both asymptotes of u are below X. Seidel then gave in [37], 3.21, a generalization which
works for varying 3, if the slope of H increase exponentially between H, and H_. Fi-
nally, in [3], 7.2, and [33], Lem. 19.3, Abouzaid/Seidel and Ritter (adaptation to SH)
introduced the No-Escape Lemma, which has the advantage that the ambient manifold
does not need to be a symplectization. Here, we generalize this No-Escape Lemma to
situations where X is allowed to vary in s.

11



In order to state the lemma in full generality, let (W, d\) be an exact symplectic man-
ifold with compact negative contact boundary and such that the flow ¢! of the Liou-
ville vector field Y exists for all ¢ > 0. Then ¢y provides a symplectic embedding of
([0, 00) xOW, d(e"r)) into W. For example, consider ([, 0c0)x X, d(e"w)) inside (V, D).
Let fs : OW — R be a smooth family of functions, such that for some sy > 0 holds
fs = fxs, for |s| > so. They define on [0,00) x 0W an s-dependent coordinate change
by r, :=r — fs and a compact family of contact hypersurfaces 3, by

3= {rs = Ro} = {(Ro + fs(p), p) ’p € W}  for a constant Ry > — min f,(p).
sp

Let J, be an s-dependent family of almost complex structures, which are of contact
type along Y, meaning that J*\ = d(e"*) holds for fixed s at all points p € ¥;. Let
H, : W — R be a homotopy of Hamiltonians such that

. Hq(r,p) = hy (er_fs(p)) = hg(e™) near >,

o Ds (Hs — hy(efo) 4 efo. h’s(eRO)> <0 everywhere on W.  (3)

Finally, let S C R x S! be a compact Riemann surface with smooth boundary.

Lemma 2.1 (No-Escape Lemma).
Let W, S, J,rs, Ry and Hy be as above. Assume that for a solution u : S — W of (@
holds that u(s,t) € X4 for all (s,t) € S and €™ ou(s,t) > ef® for all (s,t) € S. Then

u(s,t) € UES:{pEW‘HSER:pEZS} Y (s,t) € 8S.

seR

Remarks 2.1. e If H, and f, are independent of s, then condition (@) 15 empty, 1.e.
the No-Escape Lemma holds for all (H,J) that are cylindrical along a fized 3.

o If Hy = ase™ + by along X, then (@) reads as GS(HS —bs) <0.

o [fW =[0,00)xOW and Hs = ase"*+by everywhere, then (@ reads as Os(ase" /) <
0, which is equivalent to d,(loga, — f;) < 0.

o [fWW =1[0,00) x OW and fs =0, then (@ can be replaced by O;h' <0, as

e"ou

(Oshs)(e" o u) — (Oshy)(ef0) 4+ e (9,h)) () = Oﬁsh’(t) dt + e (9,n.) ("),

eR

The No-Escape Lemma and Sard’s theorem imply the following corollary.

Corollary 2.1. Let Vy C V be a relatively compact open set with positive contact bound-
ary OVp, let H : V — R be a Hamiltonian satisfying (@/ on W :=V\Vy and let J be an
almost complex structure which is cylindrical along a collar neighborhood of OVy. Then
any solution u: R x St =V to (@ with asymptotes in Vi stays inside Vi for all time.
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Proof of the No-Escape Lemma (cf. [33], Lem. 19.3):
At first, we calculate A\ applied to the Hamiltonian vector field on X:

AMXpg,) =d\Y,Xy,) =dH,(Y) = 0,Hs(r,y)
— hls(erffs(p))erffs(p) - h;(eRO)eRO

(%)

where the last equality holds only on X, as there r — fs(p) = rs = Ry.

We define the energy Eg(u) of u over S as Eg(u) := [¢]|0sul|?ds A dt. Clearly, Es(u)
is non-negative. Using a trick of M. Abouzaid, we will show that Eg(u) < 0 and hence
Es(u) = 0, so that dyu = 0. As ulps C U, Xs and S C R x S, this implies that
u(s,t) € J,ep Xs for all (s,t) € S. To prove Eg(u) <0, we calculate:

Es(u) = /S 10yl Pdsndt — /S AN (D, JOsu)dsAdt

dA(Osu, Opu) — dN(Osu, Xp, )dsAdt

w*d\ — dHg(Osu)dsAdt

urd\ — O, (Hy(u))dsAdt + (0, Hy)(u)dsAdt

T ——

n

wd\ — d(H,(w)dt) + (0sH,)(u)dsAdt

u'\ — Hg(u)dt + /(83H5)(u)ds/\dt
s

n

WA — ()\(XHS)(u) X)) () — Hs(u)>dt + /S (0, H,) (uw)dsAdt

1%
g

A(Du — Xp,®dt) + /
oS

(h; (e (u))e™ (u) — hs(eRO))dt + /(85H5)(u)ds/\dt

S

I
S

—\J (Du — Xp,®dt)j + /Sas (h's (e (u))e™ (u) — hs(eR°)> + (0sHy) (u)dsNdt

INZ

/ —de"(Du — Xy, ®dt)j :/ —de" (Du)j.
as as

Here, we used that orbits of Xp, stay inside level sets of €™, so that de”*(Xp,) = 0. To
calculate the last integral, let n be the outward normal direction along 95 C S. Then
(n,jn) is an oriented frame and 95 is oriented by jn. So along 95 holds

—de™ (Du)j(jn) = —d(e"™ o u)(—n) <0,

as in the inward direction —n, €"s ou can only increase since €" o u attains its minimum
e along 0S. So Es(u) < 0 and hence Eg(u) = 0. O

A 1-periodic orbit 2 € P(H) is called non-degenerate if the flow ¢ —of Xp satisfies
det (D(pﬁ(H (z(0)) — 1) # 0. It is called transversely non-degenerate if N := {y(0) ‘ y €
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P(H)} is a submanifold of V near 2 and ker (D, (y(0))—1) = TN forally € P(H)
near z. Note that A is always closed and consists of finitely many points if all orbits
are non-degenerate.

In view of the No-Escape Lemma (Lem. [2.1) we make the following definitions:

e A Hamiltonian H is admissible, writing H € Ad(V), if all 1-periodic orbits of Xy
are (transversely) non-degenerate and if H is (weakly) linear at infinity, that is if
there exist a,b, R € R and f € C*(X) such that a & spec(e’®).a) and H is on
[R,00) XX C V of the form

H(r,p)=a-e/® pp.

e A homotopy H, between admissible Hamiltonians H. is admissible if there exist
S, R > 0 such that H, = Hy for +s > S and H, has on [R, 00) X ¥ the form

H,=a, e @ 4p, with 8S(log a, — fs(p)) <0.

e A possibly s-dependent almost complex structure J is admissible for a Hamilto-
nian/homotopy H, if for some Ry > min{R — fs(p) |p € X, s € R} holds that J; is
of contact type near X, := {r—fs(p) = RD} C Rx X, meaning that

Ao Jy=d(e"F) holds for s fixed and all (r,p) € (—¢,e)xXs.

2.3. Symplectic Homology and cohomology

The following construction of Symplectic Homology in a Morse-Bott setting was first
described by Bourgeois and Oancea, [6], for the case where the manifold N of contractible
1-periodic orbits of H consists of isolated circles. Although not stated explicitly, their
methods are general enough to work also if N is of higher dimension. See also [19], A
and [17] for similar Morse-Bott constructions using flow lines with cascades.

For H € Ad(V) (with all 1-periodic orbits transversely non-degenerate), we define the
Hamiltonian Floer homology FH,(H,h) as follows: Choose a Morse-function h (and
a Riemannian metric) on . Then let P(H,h) consist of the critical points of h, let
FC.(H,h) be the Zy-vector space generated by P(H,h) and let M(z_,z,) consist of
unparameterized flow lines with cascades between xy € P(H, h). Here, a flow line with
cascades is a tuple (uq, ..., u,,) whose components are solutions of and satisfy

e lim wu(s,0) lies in the unstable manifold of z_ and liin um($,0) lies in the stable
S§——00 S—+00

manifold of x, both with respect to the gradient flow of h on N/,

o for i = 1,...,m—1, the limit orbits lim u; and lim wu;y; lie in the same com-
S——+00 S§——00

ponent of N and are connected by a positive gradient flow line of h with finite
(possibly zero) length.
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For a generic Riemannian metric on A' and a generic almost complex structure .J, the
space M(z_,x,) is a manifold. Its zero-dimensional component M°(x_, ) is compact
and hence a finite set. Let #2M°(x_, 2, ) denote its cardinality modulo 2. The boundary
operator 0 : FC.(H,h) — FC.(H,h) is then defined as the linear extension of

Ory = Z Ho MO (x_ 2y )

x-€P(H)

A standard argument in Floer theory shows 9? = 0 and the resulting homology is denoted
by FH.(H,h). To an admissible homotopy H, between Hy € Ad(V) and Morse func-
tions A4 on the manifolds Ny of 1-periodic orbits of H., we consider for x4+ € P(Hy, hy)
the moduli space M (x_,z,) of unparameterized flow lines with cascades from x_ to
x, where one cascade u; is an s-dependent A=-gradient trajectory, while u; is a A7--
gradient trajectory for j < i and a Af+-gradient trajectory for j > i. On chain level,
we define a map oy(H_,H,) : FC.(Hy, hy) = FC.(H_,h_) via

oy(H-, Hi)xy = Z HoM(x_,xy)-x .

x_€P(H_,h_)

By considering the compactification of M}(z_,z), one can show that 9 o oy = g4 0 9,
so that o4(H_, Hy) descends to a map o.(H_,H;) : FH.(H ,hy) - FH.(H_,h_),
called continuation map. Considering homotopies of homotopies, one can show that
o.(H_, H,) is independent of the chosen homotopy. For Hy, Hy, H3 € Ad(V') the follow-
ing composition rule holds

O'*<H1, H3) = O'*(Hl, HQ) O O'*(HQ,Hg).

We introduce a partial order < on Ad(V') by saying H, < H_ if for some R € R holds
on [R,00)xY that either H,—H_ is constant or H, < H_. Observe that admissibil-
ity of a homotopy H, between H_ and H, implies that H, < H_. It follows that
(FH.(H,h),0,) is a direct system over the directed set (Ad(V),<). The Symplectic
Homology SH, (V) is then the direct limit of this system:

SH.(V):= liy FH,(H,h).

HeAd(V)

One obtains Symplectic Cohomology by dualizing this construction. FExplicitly, the
cochain groups F'C*(H,h) are the duals of FC.(H,h). As FC.(H,h) is Zs-generated
by the finite set P(H,h), FC*(H,h) is also Zy-generated by P(H,h). The coboundary
operator ¢ is the dual of 9. The analogue construction of of(H_, H,) associated to a
homotopy H; between Hy € Ad(V') yields continuation maps in the opposite direction
o*(H_.,H,) : FH*(H_,h_) — FH*(H.,h,). By taking the same partial order on
Ad(V) as for homology, we obtain hence an inverse system and SH*(V) is its inverse
limit: SH*(V) := @FH*(H, h).

Note that SH.(V) and SH*(V') do not depend on H,.J and h as all groups FH(H,h)
for any of these choices are included in the direct/inverse limit.
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A cofinal sequence (H,) C Ad(V) is a sequence such that H, < H,y; and for any
H € Ad(V) holds H < H,, for some n € N. More general, a set F C Ad(V) is cofinal
if for any H € Ad(V) exists ' € F with H < F. For F C Ad(V') cofinal holds that
SH.(V) = limy FH,(F) and SH*(V) = lim FH,(F), where F € F.

Proposition 2.1. SH.(V) and SH*(V') are invariant under Liouville isomorphisms.
They are therefore invariants of the exact filling (V,\) of (OV, Alav).

Proof. Let (V,\) and (W, i) be two Liouville domains and ¢ : V — W be a Liouville
isomorphism. In [37], page 3, it is shown that there exists R € R such that ¢ takes on
[R,00)xdV C V the form

p(r,p) = (r=f(p),¥(p)),

where f € C*®(9V) and ¢ : OV—OW satisfies ¢¥*ulow = €/-Asy. This implies
for any HEAd(W) that ¢*H(r,p) = ae’/®=90®) +p wherever H(r,p) = ae’ /) 4b
holds. Hence we have p*HeAd(V), i.e. p*Ad(W) C Ad(V). As o~ ! is also a Liou-
ville isomorphism, it follows that ¢*Ad(W) = Ad(V). Moreover as p*du = dX, we
have p* Xy = X,«p, so that ¢* provides a 1-1 correspondence between P(H,h) and
P(p*H,p*h) (where h is a Morse function on A'). For an admissible almost complex
structure J on /V[7, we find that ¢*J is also admissible on V. Tt follows that F H.(H,h)
and FH,(o*H,¢*h) are isomorphic, as the moduli spaces M°(y, z) and M°(¢o*y, p*z)
are all diffeomorphic via ¢* for all x,y € P(H,h). The same argument shows that for
any Hy € Ad(W) with H, < H_ the following diagram commutes

o« (H-,H)

FH.(H,, hy)

|

FH*(QO*H+7 90*h+)

FH,(H_, h_)

|

ox(p*H-p*Hy) FH*(SD*Hf,(,D*hf)

Hence we have SH,(W) = lim FH,(H,h) = lim FH,(¢"H,¢"h) = SH.(V).

HeAd(W) o* Hep*Ad(W)
The argument stays valid, if we replace the homology groups FH,(H,h) by the coho-
mology groups FFH*(H, h), which shows SH*(W) = SH*(V). ]

2.4. Action filtration

The action functional A provides filtrations of SH,(V) and SH*(V) as follows: For
H € Ad(V), a Morse function h on N and b € RU{£oo} consider the subchain
groups FOS'(H):=FC:(H,h) C FC.(H,h) generated by whose z € P(H,h) with
Al (z)<b. For a<b, we set FC’,Ea’b)(H) = FC°(H)/FCF*(H). Similar definitions work
for the intervals (a,b), (a,b] etc. or <b, >b, >b. Note that FC™)(H) = FC"Y(H) if
a ¢ A(P(H)). All subsequent discussions hold for any action restriction, yet we will
write them only for (a,b) and <b. Lem. below shows that the boundary operator

0 reduces the action. It induces therefore a boundary operator on F Cia’b)(H ) which
defines FH"" (H).
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Lemma 2.2.
Hamz'ltom’ans/homotopz’es H and solutions u of (@/ with m u = x4 € P(H) satisfy

s—+oo

A (z,) — / /aH )dt ds. (4)

If H,=H or 9,H <0, then A" (z,) > A" (x
Proof.

A (2} — AP (2 ) = /aAH ds—/HVAHHds // Wdtds. 0

Let Hy € Ad(V) with H_>H, everywhere. Then we can choose an admissible homo-
topy H, between them with ,H < 0. It follows from Lem. that the associated
continuation map oy(H_, Hy) also decreases action and induces a map

o (H_,H.): FHY(H,) — FH“Y(H_).

The truncated Symplectic Homology in the action window (a, b) is then defined as the
direct limit under these maps: SHL™" (V) := lig FH"" (H).

For Symplectic Cohomology, the only difference is that the coboundary operator ¢ in-
creases action, so that we have to consider F'C%,(H) C FC*(H) as a natural subcomplex.
All other truncated groups can then be defined accordingly. Then, we obtain FHZ (H)
and F'H Eka’b)(H ) as filtered Floer cohomology groups. For homotopies H, with 0,H < 0,
the continuation maps are also well-defined on truncated groups and we obtain as inverse
limits SH(, ;) (WCV) = lim FHy, ) (H).

Remarks 2.2. Without further restrictions, we have for all a > —oo and any b

SH*(V)=0 and SHY(V) = SH,(V).

*

Indeed, for any cofinal sequence of Hamiltonians (H,) choose an increasing sequence

(Bn) C R such that 5, > n;%( )AH”(:c). Define K,, := H,+f,—a and L,, := H,+[,—0,
xe n
which are both cofinal sequences satisfying

max A% () = max A" (2)-B,+a<a and max A (x) <b.
2€P(Kn) z€P(Hnp) z€P(Ln)

It follows that FC"Y(K,) = FH""(K,) = 0 for all n and hence SH*"(V) = 0,
while FCL™ ( n) = FC.(Ly,) for all n and hence SHi_oo’b)(V) = SH.(V). Similar

phenomenons hold in cohomology.

To obtain a meaningful action filtered version of SH, we have to restrict the set of
admissible Hamiltonians. We will require that all H are negative inside a fixed Liouville
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subdomain W C V bounded by a contact hypersurface 8Wﬁ In particular, one can
take W = V. We write SH@) (W V) or SH@ (V) if W =V, for the direct limit of
these Hamiltoniand’| Note that different choices of W C V give different filtrations of
SH,.(V)!

For the definition of FHia’b)(H ) it suffices that only the 1-periodic orbits x of Xy with
Al (z) € (a,b) are non-degenerate, as the others are discarded. Therefore, we call a

Hamiltonian H admissible for SH*" (W V), writing H € Ad@?)(WCV), if it satisfies
the following assumptions:

o H<0OonW,
o H(r,p) =ae P +bon R oc0)xX for some R and f: ¥ — R,
e all z € P(H) with A”(z) € (a,b) are (transversely) non-degenerate.

The partial order on Ad@?(WCV) is given by H < K if H < K everywhere. Note
that Ad(WCV) = Ad—>>)(WCV) C Ad(V) is a cofinal subset, so that SH,(WCV) =
SH.(V). For H € Ad(WCV), the projection 7 : FC,(H) — FCZ°(H) and the short
exact sequence

0— FC"Y(H) —» FC“)(H) — FC®)(H) — 0
induce in homology a map 7 : FH,(H) — FHZ"(H) and a long exact sequence
oo FHY(H) — FH*9(H) - FH®)(H) — ...

Applying the direct limit yields a map SH,.(V) = SH,(WcCV) -~ SHZ*(WCV) and
(as hgn is an exact functor) a long exact sequence

oo = SHE(W V) —» SHEI(WCV) —» SHEO(WcV) — ...

Note that lim is in general not an exact functor. However, it preserves exactness if all
modules FFH*(H, h) are finite dimensional vector spaces, which is here the case (see [4],
§6, No. 3, Prop. 4 or [14], Chap. VIII, Sec. 5, Thm. 5.7). Hence, the above exact
sequences make sense also in cohomology.

2.5. Positive Symplectic Homology

The most used filtered group is the positive Symplectic Homology SH* (V') := SH>=(V),
where £ > 0 is an arbitrary small positive constant. Although the action filtration does
in general depend on the chosen subdomain V, C V and hence on the contact form
a, SH(V) can be defined independently of « and is also invariant under Liouville

50ther possibilities are H|sy < 0 which leads to the V-shaped homology/Rabinowitz-Floer homology
or H|y\w < 0 which leads to the Symplectic Homology of a cobordism. See [12] for more details.

"These Hamiltonians coincide with whose defining SH, (W) in the sense of [12]. However, SH,.(W) #
SH,(WcV) in general, but SHZ(WcV) = SH, (W) as shown in Cor.

18



isomorphisms. To see this, we consider the following standard type of Hamiltonians H
on V. Let ap be the contact form on 9V = X, let a = e/ be any contact form, where
f ¥ — ¥ is a smooth function, and let V,, E = 0V, be the associated subdomain as
in 2.1 We call H adapted to « if

e M is inside V,, equal to a C%-small Morse function ¢ with —e < ¢ < 0,

e Hison [—&,00)xX%, of the form H(r,p) = h(e") for a function h with A”>0 and
h(e") = ae” —a on [0,00)x %, with a & spec(a).

As for H(r,p) = h(e") holds that Xy (r,p) = h'(e")-Rs(p), we find that any H of this
form has two types of 1-periodic orbits:

I : constant orbits inside V,, corresponding to critical points,
IT : non-constant orbits near 3, corresponding to R,-Reeb orbits of length h’(e").

The action A () of an orbit z on level r=rq is h'(e™)-e" — h(e™). The action of orbits
of type I is hence smaller than ¢ and for type II close to some h/(e") € spec(a). With
a, = min spec(a) > 0, we find that the action difference between type I and II is at
least %aa + ¢ for € small.

Note that H takes the form H(r, p) = h(e"~f®) with respect to coordinates (r, p) € Rx %
adapted to the reference hypersurface ¥ = 9V, so H € Ad(V). For a fixed Morse
function k on N, we set FC°(H) := FC<¢(H,k) and FCT(H) := FC>*(H,k) =
FC(H,k)/FC<*(H, k). Note that FC*(H) is generated by the orbits of type II, i.e. by
the closed Reeb orbits.

For two contact forms ay let H,, be Hamiltonians adapted to oy respectively. If
H, < H,_, it is not difficult to find an admissible homotopy H,,, such that «; is a
homotopy of contact forms for ¢, H,, is adapted to a; for each s, H,, = H,_ for s<0
and H,, = H,, for s>+1. Note that 9,H,, <0 does not necessarily hold, so that con-
tinuation maps as described above may not be defined on FH*(H,. ). However, 0;H,,
is bounded from above, as the admissibility implies outside of a compact set

OsHo, = 05(age 1) —q,) <0.

Lemma 2.3. If0,H,, < %aa_ , then there are well-defined continuation maps o(H_,H.)
mapping FH(H,) into FH°(H_) and FH(H,) into FHY(H_).

Proof. A solution u of (|2 ‘I) with hm u=2x4 € P(H,,,ky) satisfies by Lem. :
s—+

1 1
Ao (1) — Al ( / /aH w)dt ds > //aidtds_—ai.
o Jo 2 2

This implies that if x, is an orbit of type I, i.e. with action less than ¢, then x_ is also
of type 1, as its action is at most ¢ + %aaf < @4_, smaller than any action for type II.
The continuation map o4 (H_, Hy) hence maps FC°(H,) to FC°(H_), which implies
that oy (H_, H;) also maps FC+(H+) FC>¢(H.) to FCT(H.) = FC>¢(H_). O
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If O,H,, < %aa_ does not hold, we can use the following trick due to Cieliebak and
Frauenfelder, [10]. Fix a smooth monotone cutoff function g € C*(R, [0, 1]) satisfying
B(s) =1 for s>1 and ((s) = 0 for s<0. Set @, := mina,, = min|J, spec(c;), which
is positive as R,, has no zero for all s. Fix N € N and consider for 0 < 7 < N the
Hamiltonians H’ := H, with homotopies between them

®j/N

ag = (j18(s) and Hg = Hag, 0<j < N—-1.

N

Note that all H?, H/ are admissible, H'=H,, ,HY=H,, and 9;H’ = %(@H)ag. As

OsH,, is bounded from above, we can assume for N large that 0,H7 < La,in for each

0 < j < N—1. Hence, we obtain by Lem. that the continuation maps o,(H’~!, H7) :
FH°(H?) — FHY(H’™') and FHY(H’) — FH*(H’!) are well-defined. Then we set

o (H_,H,) :=0,(H*, H ) o0, (H', H*) o ... o 0, (HY ' HY),

which maps FH°(H,) into FH°(H_) and FH*(H,) into FH*(H_).

It follows from the homotopy of homotopies argument and the composition rule that
this definition of o,(H_, Hy) does not depend on the chosen homotopy H,, nor on
its decomposition {H7} into slower homotopies. The map o.(H_,H,) : FHT(H,) —
FH*(H_) is hence well-defined and we can define the positive Symplectic Homology as
the direct limit over these maps: SH* (V) =lim FH ' (H).

Its invariance under Liouville isomorphisms follows in the same way as in Prop. 2.1}
Moreover, we have the long exact sequence

. = SHY (V) = SH,(V) = SHN(V) — SH? (V) — ..., (5)

where SHY(V) = H,,_.(V,0V) holds by the usual argument (see [42] or [11], Lem. 2.1),
as Hamiltonians adapted to a fixed contact form are a cofinal family for this direct limit.

2.6. The Conley-Zehnder index

We Z-grade the Symplectic Homology via the Conley-Zehnder index pcz. For simplicity,
we restrict ourselves to the subcomplex of FC,(H,h) generated by the contractible 1-
periodic orbits of X, which is no restriction if V' is simply connected. If we assume that
iw : m (V) — m1 (V) induced by the inclusion is injective and that ucy is well-defined
on V, then this grading is independent of V.

To define pcz(v) for a contractible 1-periodic Hamiltonian orbit v choose a map u from
the unit disc D C C to ¥ such that u(e*®) = v(t), which is possible, as v is con-
tractible and 4, injective. Then choose a symplectic trivialization ® : DxR?** — «*TV
of (u*TV,u*w), or equivalently a trivialization of u*¢, as the Liouville and Reeb vector
field trivialize its complement. The linearization of the Hamiltonian flow ¢ along v
via @ defines a path W(t) in the group Sp(2n) starting at 1. The Maslov index of this
path (as defined in [34], [35]) is pez(v).

Let Jy denote the standard almost complex structure on R?". Then every smooth path
U : [a,b] = Sp(2n) can be written in the form £W(t) = JoS()¥(t), where ¢ — S(t) is
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a smooth path of symmetric matrices. The Maslov index has in particular the following
properties (see [34] and [22]):

(CZ0) If sign(S) = 0 everywhere, then pucz(¥) = 0.

(CZ1) If W : [0, 7] — Sp(2), ¥(t) = €, then pucz(¥) = {%J + [%-‘ .
(product) For V@' : [a,b] — Sp(2n)®Sp(2n’) C Sp(2(n+n')) holds
tez(VeV') = pez(¥) + poz(V).

(naturality) pcz(®Ud 1) = ucz(0), if @ : [a,b] — Sp(2n) is a contractible loop.
(zero) If dimker (U (¢)—1) = k is constant on [a, ], then pcz(¥) = 0.
(homotopy) pcz(Vo) = pez(Vs) along homotopies ¥, with fixed endpoints.
(catenation) pcz(¥|a) = tez(Ya,q) + oz(V]iep) for any a < c < b.

If k-v denotes the k-fold iteration of a closed orbit v, then holds

(iterations formula) pez(kv) =k- A(v) + R(k-v), (6)

where A(v) is the mean index of v and R(k-v) is an error term that is bounded by
|R(kv)| < §dim(§) = n—1. This formula can be found in [36], Lem. 3.4 for the definition
of the Conley-Zehnder index by Salamon and Zehnder. Note that this definition requires
that W(0) = 0 and det(W(7T) — 1) # 0. That the iterations formula also holds for the
more general definition of pcz due to Robbin and Salamon, [34], can be seen as follows
(cf. [17], Lem. 60): Let W¥(t) € Sp(2n) be the path of symplectic matrices associated to
v (and k-v) with U = J,SW. Then for ¢ > 0 small holds

2p07(kv) = ez (Vo) 2 toz(lonr—a) + Hoz(Ploprsa)

L AW|opr—s) + R(—€) + APl pria) + R(+e).
Here, we used in (1) the definition from [34] and in (2) the definition from [36]. Withe —
0, the iterations formula follows as A(¥|p4) is continuous in ¢, A(V|j k1) = k-A(¥lj0,7)
and |R(%e)| < n—1 for all ¢ (see [36]).

The Conley-Zehnder index is also defined for Reeb orbits (via the Reeb flow instead of
the Hamiltonian flow). Moreover, the two indices coincide for closed Xg-orbits v that
are reparametrizations of Reeb orbits.

A transversely non-degenerate orbit v € P(H, h) is not graded by the Conley-Zehnder
index alone, but by the following Morse-Bott index (see [6] or [10])

1(v) := pez (V) + farorse(v) — 3 dim, N+ $sign (R (")), (7)

where fiprorse(v) is the Morse index of v, dim, N the dimension of N near v and
sign(h”(e")) the sign of h” on the level ¢”, where v lives. The following lemma as-
serts that p(v) is well-defined.

Lemma 2.4. ucz(v) is constant on connected components of N

Proof. If vg,v; are two 1-periodic orbits of Xz in the same connected component of N
and ug : D—C is such that uy(e*™) = vo(t), then we may construct u; : D—C such that
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up (e¥™) = v1(t), uo(z) = wi(52) Vz€D and v,(t) := ui(5(s+1)e*™), s € [0,1] defines
a path of 1-periodic Xy-orbits between vy and v;. Choosing a symplectic trivialization
g of (ufTV,uiw), we may extend this to a trivialization ®; of (ujTV,ujw). Then, we
find that Uy = ®7"(v1) o Dy, (v1) o ®1(vy) is homotopic with fixed endpoints to the
catenation Ay x Wy x Ag, where

Wo(t) = @, (vo(t) © Dl (v0(0)) 0 o(vo(0)),
Ag(s) = @1 (11-4(0)) 0 D, (v1-5(0)) © P14 (v1-5(0)),
Ai(s) = @ (vs(1)) 0 Dy, (v5(0)) © P4 (v5(0)).

Here, Ag = 1 and dimker(A;(s)—1) = dim, . Using (zero), (homotopy) and (catena-
tion), we find pcz (V1) = poz(Ar) + poz(Vo) + pez(Mo) = pez(Wo). O

2.7. Asymptotically finitely generated contact structures

Let H be a Hamiltonian adapted to a contact form « as in[2.5] i.e. H is a Morse function
g inside V,, and cylindrically convex on [—¢,00)x%,. Assuming that o satisfies (MB)),
we find that the non-constant orbits of Xy form a manifold N which agrees with the
manifold formed by the closed Reeb orbits. If we choose a Morse function 2 on A, then
FC(H,h) is generated by critical points of h and g, while FC*(H,h) is generate by
critical points of h. If crit;(g) denotes the critical points of g with Morse-Bott index k,
then F'Cy(H,h) is generated by at most #crit,(h) + #crity(g) many critical points and
FCi(H, h) by at most #crit(h) both for any H of the above form and hence

tk FH(H, h) < #critg(h) + #crite(g) = tk SHE(V) < #critg(h) + #cerity(g),
vk FH, (H,h) < #crit,(h) =tk SH(V) < #critg(h).

Unfortunately, #crity(h) may be infinite. In particular the result of contact surgery may
have infinitely many new orbits. However, we can assume that we have only finitely many
orbits up to a certain length which motivates the following definition.

Definition 2.2.

Let (2,€) be a compact contact manifold and let o be a contact form for £. We say that
¢ is an asymptotically finitely generated contact structure in degree k with
bound by (&), if there exist sequences of smooth functions f, : 3 — R and real numbers

(a;) C R such that
o loga; — fi(p) <logary = firya(p) and lim (loga; — fi(p)) = oo for all p € %3,

e all contractible Reeb orbits of length at most a; of the contact form oy := e/t - are
transversely non-degenerate and among these orbits at most by (&) have Morse-Bott
index k for some choice of a Morse function h on N .
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Remarks 2.3.

e We do not require that the oy are distinct. In particular o = oy Y1 is possible, if
for « itself all closed Reeb orbits are transversely non-degenerate and only finitely
many have Morse-Bott index k. In this situation, bi(§) can be chosen to equal the
number of closed Reeb orbits of a having Morse-Bott indez k.

e By slightly increasing the a;, we can always assume that a; & spec(al).

o The first condition is equivalent to (log a — fl) — 400 uniformly in l. Moreover,
we can assume without loss of generality that a; . > a; and fro1 < f; < 0. Indeed,
if this does not hold, set My := max, f1(p), M1 = max, (flﬂ(p)—fl(p)) and
consider the new sequences

fl = fi—M;,—...— M, and a; ;= a; - exp (—Ml —...—Ml).

Then f1 <0 and fiy1 = fix1 =M —My—...—My < fy =M, —...— My = fi. More-
over, log a;—f; = loga;— f;, hence (log &l—fl) — 00. As My = fir1(po)—fi(po)
for at least one py € X, we have ﬁ+1(p0) = fl(po) and hence by the first a.f.g.
condition: R )
loga; — fi(po) <logaiiy — fiva(po) & @ < a.

Finally, 6y = e~ Mit-+M) .y 50 the new Reeb vector field is B = eMit-+Mi.R,.
Thus all closed Reeb orbits of R; of length at most a; are in 1-1 correspondence to
the closed Reeb orbits of R of length at most a;.

e The existence of a.f.g. contact structures is quaranteed by Prop. -[74

e Recently, similar definitions have been introduced: convenient dynamics in [26] and
asymptotical dynamical convexity in [28]. All three definitions work with sequences
of contact forms with “nice” closed Reeb orbits below a certain length. Howewver,
our definition is a generalization of the other two as index positivity or negativity
implies a.f.qg. for k <0 resp. k> 0.

Proof of Proposition [1.5]

Let (X, €) be a closed contact manifold with exact filling (V; \) and well-defined Conley-
Zehnder index. If ¢ is a.f.g. in degree k with bound b(£), we have to show that
rk SH;7 (V') can be bounded in terms of by (€).

Set a := \|rx and let a; = e/i-av and (q;) C R, a; € spec(ay), be sequences as in Defn. ,
showing that £ is a.f.g.. Let ¥; := Y,, and V; := V,, be associated to «; as in Let H,
be adapted to o; as in , i.e. H is a Morse function g inside V; and is on [—¢, 00)x 3}
of the form H,(r,p) = hy(e”) with Ay > 0 and hy(e") = @e” — a; on [0,00)x%;. If we
express H; in the fixed coordinates [0, 00)x %, it takes for r sufficiently large the form

Hy(r,p) = ae’ 1®) —q;.

Apparently, each H; is an admissible Hamiltonian. As loga; 1 — fiy1 > loga; — fi, we
find that Hyyq < H, for all [ and lim; . (loga; — f;) = oo implies that (H;) is cofinal in
Ad(V).
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Hence we have that

lim FH,(H;)) = SH.(V) and lim FH}(H)) = SH!(V),

l—o0 l—0o0

where we use the definition of SH; (V) as described in 2.5 As shown in 2.5] FH"(H,)
is generated by orbits of type II, i.e. by the closed Reeb orbits of a;. As there are for
each [ at most b(&) closed Reeb orbits of o, with Morse-Bott index k, we find that

K FHY (H) <tk FCHH) < bp(€) = 1k SHH(V) < bel©).

With the long exact sequence (5): ... = SHY(V) — SH(V) — SH,"(V) — ..., where
SHY(V) = H, +(V,0V), we obtain the estimate

rk SHy (V) <tk SHY(V) + 1k SH;F (V) < vk H,,_(V, V) + b (€). O

2.8. The transfer morphisms

Following Viterbo, [42], we show in this section for Liouville subdomains W C V' the
existence of the transfer maps

m(W,V): SH.(V) = SH. (W) and 7 (W,V): SH*(W) = SH*(V).

As shown in [2.4] we have maps SH.(V) — SHZ°(WCV) and SH%,(WCV) — SH*(V)
coming from the projection in action filtered complexes. We will show in Prop. and
Cor. 2.2| the identities SHZ°(WCV) = SH,(W) and SH%,(WCV) = SH*(W), so that
these projections are the transfer maps. Prop. is based on ideas by Viterbo, [42],
however the proof follows McLean, [30]. We include it here for completeness and as the
use of the No-Escape Lemma provides simplifications.

Proposition 2.2 (McLean, [30]).
Let W C V be a Liouville subdomain. Then, there exists an increasing cofinal sequence

(H,) € Ad=°(WCV) and a sequence of decreasing admissible homotopies (H,, 1) be-
tween them such that:

1. Hulw, Hpnir|lw are admissible Hamiltonians/homotopies on (W, w),

2. all 1-periodic orbits of Xp, in W have positive action and all 1-periodic orbits of
Xu, in V\W have negative action,

3. all A" -gradient trajectories of H, or H, .1 connecting 1-periodic orbits in W are
entirely contained in W for all admissible J that are of contact type near OW .

Proof. It will be convenient to use z = €" rather than r for the radial coordinate in the
completions (W,©) and (V,©). We embed W into V using the flow of the Liouville
vector field Y. The cylindrical end [1,00) x OW is then a subset of V. The radial
coordinate is denoted zy on W x (0, 00) and 2y on OV x (0,00). We choose a constant
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P such that {zw <1} C {zy <P}, which implies {2y <C} C {zy<C-P} for any C' > 0.
Let aw = A|raw, av := Mrov and assume that (OW, ay ) and (9OV, ay) satisfy (MBJ).
To construct H, choose an increasing sequence (a,) C R* with a,, — oo and

(a,) & <spec(8W, aw ) U4P-spec(dV, av)) for all n.

Let o, : = dist(ay,, spec(OW, aw)) = aESpercI(lng%/,aW) la, —a| >0,

let (g,) be a decreasing sequence with €, — 0 and &; sufficiently small. Finally, let Z,
be an increasing sequence such that: Zyp > 3 and Z, > 2. ()
To ease notation, we write only Z, a, u, e, whenever there is no danger of confusion.

Next, we describe the Hamiltonian H,, (see figure [1| for a schematic illustration):

e s
c i =2 2 = 9ZP

I

Fig. 1: The Hamiltonian H,, and the areas of the five orbit types

Inside W\ ([1—¢,1)xdW) let H,, be a C*small Morse function with —2¢ < H, <. On
[1—e, Z]|xOW let it be of the form H,(zw,p) = g(zw) with g(1) = —¢, 0 < ¢'(2w) < a
and ¢'(zw) = afor 1 < zy < Z—e. On [Z,2Z|x0W let H, = B, ~ a,-(Z,—1) be
constant.

On [1,00)x 0V keep H,, constant until we reach the hypersurface {zy = 2ZP—¢} (recall
{zw<2Z} C {2y <2ZP}). Then let H, be of the form H,(zy,p) = f(zv) for zy >
2ZP—e with 0 < f'(2v) < 5 a and f'(zv) = a for zyy > 2ZP.

Recall that the action of an X g-orbit on a ﬁxed z-level is h/(2)-z—h(z), if H(z,p) = h(z).
Hence we distinguish five types of 1-periodic orbits of Xg:

I : critical points inside W of action > ¢ (as H,, < —¢ and (C?-small inside W)
IT : non-constant orbits near zy = 1 of action = ¢'(z) > 0
IIT : non-constant orbits on 2y = ¢ for ¢ near Z of action
~g(c)-c—B< (a—p)-Z—B%—u-Z—I—a(gO
IV : critical points in Z < zy, 2y < 2ZP — € of action —B < 0

V : non-constant orbits on zy = ¢ for ¢ near 2Z P of action
©)
~ f'(c)¢c— B < ;50:2ZP — B~ 3aZ — a(Z—1) = 3a(2—Z) < 0.
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Hence, (H,) satisfies claim (2) of the proposition. For claim (1), note that H,|w <
Hyqlw (as —2e,41 > —2¢, and a,1 > a,) and that the linear extensions of H,|w to
W form a cofinal sequence of admissible Hamiltonians on .

A

B71+1 T

B n "

Fig. 2: Two Hamiltonians H,, and Hy 11

In fact H,, < H,1 holds globally: As ﬁan < #anﬂ, we have H, < H,, for zy large
enough. Yet, the most dangerous area is around zy = 27,1 P (see figure , where we
estimate:

H,(2Zp41P) = hy(2Zy 41 P) = 50,2211 P + B, — 30,7,

~ %anZn—H +an<Zn_1) _%anZn
+1

1 Zn
< 50p41Zn41 + g ( 5 — )

= api1(Zn1—1) = By = Hpp1(2Z,44P).

As H, < H,41, we find a decreasing homotopy H, 41 from H, .y to H, satisfying:

Hypi1 (2w, p) = aZV-zW —|—bl,/v near zyy=1, O (Hn,nﬂ—b‘s") <0 forzy>1
Hypi1(2v,p) = a) -2y +6Y  and Os(Hpne1—bY) <0 for zy >2Z,4P.
If J is admissible and of contact type near zy = 1, then the No-Escape Lemma (Cor.

implies that all A7-gradient trajectories for H, or H,,.; connecting 1-periodic
orbits inside W stay inside W for all time. This shows claim (3). O

Corollary 2.2. SHZ°(WCV)~SH.(W) and SH%,(WCV) ~ SH*(W).

Proof. We only prove the corollary for homology, cohomology being completely analog.
Take the sequence of Hamiltonians (H,,) constructed in Prop. Clearly it is cofinal
and (H,) C Ad=°(WCV), as l-periodic orbits with positive action are either isolated
critical points inside W (as H is Morse and C?-small there) or isolated Reeb-orbits near
zw = 1 —in both cases non-degenerate. Hence we have

SHZ(WcCV) = lim FHZ(H,).

Let H, € Ad(W) be the linear extension of H, |y to W with slope a,. Then we have
obviously FC2°(H,) = FC.(H,). As any Af-gradient trajectory connecting 1-periodic
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orbits in W stays in W, the boundary operators on F’ Cz°(H,) and F C’*(f[n) coincide
and we have FHZ(H,,) = FH,(H,). As the A”-gradient trajectories for the homotopies
Hi py1 stay inside W, the continuation maps o(Hyq1, Hy) : FHZ(H,) — FHZ(Hp 1)

coincide with the continuation maps o(H,1, H,,) : FH.(H,) — FH,(H, ;). Hence:
SHZ'(WCV) = lim FHZ'(H,) = liy FH.(H,) = SH.(W).
[

In the literature, there is a second description of the transfer maps which goes as follows.
Let (H,) be the Hamiltonians described in Prop. and let (K,) be the following
sequence of Hamiltonians: Inside V' we require that K, is a C*-small Morse function
such that K,|w < H,|w and on [1—¢,00) x V let it be of the form K, (zv,p) = f(zv)
with 0 < f'(zy) < &, where a,, and P are as in Prop. (see figure [3). We find that

4P

slope ﬁa
H,
B | |

1
@a

1 K |
— Qe — - n !
c 2w = 1 2w = Z 2y = 1 vy = 27 P

Fig. 3: The two Hamiltonians H,, and K,

K, < H, everywhere, as in particular
a a Z 1 (Z2>2)
K(2ZP)~22P- 5 - S =a(2 - (5+15)) Z-1)~ B = H(2ZP).
(22P) P ap " otap)) = oY (22P)
Hence, we can find an everywhere increasing homotopy between K, and H,,, defining a

continuation map o.(K,, H,) : FH.(K,) — FH.(H,) which respects action filtration.
The second version of the transfer map 7, (W, V') is the limit of these continuation maps:

0'*(Kn»Hn)

T (W, V) « SH.(V) © ligFH*ZO(Kn) ligqFH*Zo(Hn) =SH.(W).
Here, the identity (x) is due to the fact that all 1-periodic orbits of K, have positive
action. The advantage of this transfer map is precisely that it respects action filtration.
Hence it defines a map 7.(W,V) : SHF(V) — SH(W). However, the advantage of
the first definition of 7, (W, V') is that it fits into the following exact triangle, where the
third group has a geometric meaning;:

. (W,V)

SH,.(V) = SH,(WCV) SHZO(WCV) = SH,(W).

\ =

SHOWCV)
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Proposition 2.3. 7. (W, V) and 7.(W, V) are the same map: SH,.(V) — SH.(W). The
same holds true for the corresponding maps on cohomology.

Proof. We can slightly modify the construction of the H,, such that its 1-periodic or-
bits are all transversely non-degenerate and H, € Ad(V). We just have to require on
7 < zw,zy < 2ZP —¢ that H,—B is a C?-small Morse function instead of H, = B
being constant there. Then we have that F'H,(H,) is well-defined.

Claim : FH.(H,) = FH,.(K,).

Proof: Note that K, and H, differ on [R,00) x 9V only by a constant for R large.
Hence we can find a homotopy H, between them such that H, and H_, are both ad-
missible. This provides continuation maps o.(K,, H,) : FH.(K,) — FH.(H,) and
o.(Hy, K,) : FH,(H,) — FH,(K,). They satisty o.(Hy, K,) 0 0.(K,, H,) = idruu,)
and o0,(K,, Hy,) o 0.(Hy, K,,) = idpp(k,), which implies that they are isomorphisms.
As the homotopy from K, to H, can be chosen everywhere increasing, we find that
0.(K,, H,) respects action filtration and we have the following commutative diagram

FH.(H,) —™" ~ FH(H,)
NTU*(Kn,Hn) TU* (K, Hp)

FH.(K,) —™" ~ FH>(K,).

(=23

Applying the direct limit yields again a commutative diagram, where isomorphisms are
taken to isomorphisms:

m (W,V)

ling FH,.(H,,) lim FHZ0(H,) —— SH,(W)

%T Tﬁ*(WV)

SH.(V) == lim FH,(K,) lim FH>(K,,).

o

Hence, we find that (W, V) and 7.(W, V') coincide on homology. The same arguments
work also for cohomology, since 1£1 preserves isomorphisms, as it is left exact. O

3. Contact surgery and handle attaching

In this section, we first describe the general construction for contact surgery by attaching
a symplectic handle H to the symplectization of a contact manifold. Then, we describe
explicitly symplectic handles as subsets of R?>" given by the intersection of two sublevel
sets {¢y<—1} N {¢>—1} for functions ¢ and ¢ on R?*". Subsequently, we describe how
to extend an admissible Hamiltonian over the handle to a new admissible Hamiltonian
with only few new 1-periodic Hamiltonian orbit. The proofs of the Invariance Theorem
(Thm. and of the invariance of a.f.g. under subcritical surgery (Prop. conclude

this section.
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3.1. Surgery along isotropic spheres

We briefly recall the contact surgery construction due to Weinstein, [45]. Consider an
isotropic sphere S*! in a (2n—1)-dimensional contact manifold (N,¢). The 2-form
w = da for a contact form « for £ defines a natural conformal symplectic structure on &.
Let L, be the w-orthogonal on &. As S is isotropic, T'S C T'S*«. So, the normal bundle
of S'in N decomposes as

TN/TS =TN/¢ & ¢/(TS)™ & (TS)™/TS.

The Reeb field R trivializes TN/&, while £/(T'S)*+ is canonically isomorphic to T*S via
v+ t,w. The conformal symplectic normal bundle CSN(S) := (T'S)*< /TS carries a
natural conformal symplectic structure induced by w. As S is a sphere, the embedding
Sk=1 c R* provides a natural trivialization of RR & T*S. This trivialization together
with a conformal symplectic trivialization of C NS(S) specifies a framing for S in N.
Following [45], an isotropic setup is a quintuple (P,w,Y, >, S), where (P,w) is an exact
symplectic manifold, Y a Liouville vector field for w, ¥ a hypersurface transverse to Y
and S an isotropic submanifold of . Isotropic setups satisfy the following variant of
the neighborhood theorem for isotropic manifolds:

Proposition 3.1 (Weinstein, [45]). Let (Py,wy, Y., X1, S1) be two isotropic setups.
Given a diffeomorphism ¢ : S— — S, covered by an isomorphism CSN(S_)—CSN(S,),
there exist neighborhoods Uy of S+ in Py and an extension of ¢ to an isomorphism of
1s0tropic setups

¢: (Uow_, Y85 NU-,5) = (Us,wy, Yy, By MU, Sy ).

Contact surgery along an isotropic sphere is now defined as follows. Let H ~ DFx D?*=*
be a symplectic handle (see |3.2) and let S*~! be an isotropic sphere in (N, €). Given a
standard framing for .S, Prop. allows us to glue the (lower) boundary S*x D*=* of
H to the symplectization [0, 1] X N along the boundary part U, N[0, 1]x N of a tubular
neighborhood U, of {1} xS (see Figure . We obtain an exact symplectic manifold
P :=[0,1]xN Ug H with two boundary components 0~ P := {0}xN and 0" P. Both
components are contact and 9% P is obtained from N by surgery along S.

Fig. 4: N x [0,1] with handle attached
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3.2. Symplectic handles

We consider R?" with symplectic coordinates (¢, p) = (q1,P1, -  @n, Pn) and the following
Weinstein structure (cf. [45]):

Xi= 30 qpdp; + pida;) + Y0 3 (qdpy — pidgy) , wi=dA=Y""_ dg; A dp;,
k n

Y = Zj:l (2qja‘1j - pjapj) + Zj:k—H % (Qjaqj +pj(9p]-) ;
k n

¢ = Zj:l (qu - %p?) + Zj:k+1 % (q]2 +pj2) :

Note that Y is the Liouville vector field for A, as tyw = .
For convenience, we introduce furthermore functions z, v, z : R?** — R with Hamiltonian
vector fields X, X,, X.:

k k n
| 1
p=> 4, y=y 25 L z=z2en) = Y S(a ),
Jj=1 j=1 j=k+1

k
Xz = ZQQJapj7 Xy = Z —Pj04; Xz = Z (qjapﬂ' _pjaqﬂ') '
j=1 J=1

j=k+1

This allows us to write ¢ =2 —y + z and Xy = X, — X, + X..

The level surface ¥~ := {¢p=—1} is transverse to Y, so that (X7, A|x-) is contact. The
set S := {x=2=0, y=+1} is an isotropic sphere in ¥~ and (R*",w,Y,%¥7S) is the
isotropic setup where we glue a symplectic handle H to a contact manifold. In order to
specify H, we choose a different Weinstein function 1) on R?", satisfying the following
assumptions:

(1) Xy = Cy X, — Cyr X, + Cy- X, where Cy, Gy, C, € CX(R2), C,,C,, C, > 0,

(¥2) ¢ = ¢ on {¢ < —1} except for a small neighborhood of S,

(¢3) The closure {y<—1} N {¢p>—1} is diffeomorphic to DFx D=k,

The handle is then defined as H := {ih<—1} N {p>—1} (see Fig. |3).
Remarks 3.1.

o If(0) # —1, it follows from (1) that the level set X := {p=—1} is also a
contact hypersurface, as Y1 > 0 away from 0. Due to (¥2), we have X~ = X+
away from a neighborhood of S. Condition (13) on the other hand assures that .+
s obtained from ¥~ by surgery along S.

e Condition (1) is automatically satisfied if v = (x,y, z) is a function on z,y, z
with 0,9, 0,9 > 0 and 0y < 0 as its Hamiltonian vector field is then given by

_ (oY o oY
X¢_(a Xot 5 Xt Xz).
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y:1+8 ) ¢:_1

Fig. 5: The handle H

o H stays unchanged if we take ¢' = a-¢+b and ' = a-p +b fora,b € R, a > 0,
provided we set  H = {Y/<—a+b}N{¢>—a+b}.

e Consider the Lyapunov function L(q,p) := 25:1 q;pj.- Note that (¢1) implies
Xy-L > 0 away from the critical points of L, which shows that all periodic orbits
of Xy are contained in the set {x=y=0}. The same holds true for ¢/ = a-1) 4 b.

It is not difficult to find a Weinstein function 1 : R** — R satisfying (¢1)—(¢3). Fix
two constants €, > 0 and choose a smooth function g : R — (—o0, 1] such that

L.t for t<1
t) = 12 _ and  0<¢'(t) < 752
9(t) {1 for t>1+3¢ " _g()_1+2€
Then set s =z —y+ 2z — (14+¢) + (1+¢) - g(y + 3 (z+2)), (8)

Hs = {s<—1} N {p>—1}.
Remarks 3.2.

e Decreasing € or § makes the handle thinner, i.e. 3~ N Hs becomes smaller. How-
ever, we will fix € and decrease only §.

o For reference, let us fix oo, s,, the associated handle Hs, and the hypersurface
o= {1/150——1} A different choice of 0 and s defines a different handle Hs
(see Fig. @ However, attachmg these handles to a symplectic manifold W yields
matching completions WU?—L;O and WU?—L;

Indeed, if & < &g then s > 15, and as Vs, s both increase along flow lines of
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Y, each flow line of Y not inside {v=2=0} first hits X°:={¢5=—1} and then
Y= {45,= —1}. Hence X0 can be identified with a hypersurface in the symplecti-
zation of X given as a graph of a function f : 3T — (—o00,0], where f(p) is the
unique time such that =7®)(p) € ¥ for the flow ¢* of Y.

Hs, Hs,

Fig. 6: Two handles

Note that ({z=y=0},Y |{s=y=0}y) is a Liouville subspace. This allows us to identify
{z=y=0} with the symplectization R x (£°N{z=y=0}). Moreover for z=y=0 and
z < 6 holds

05(0,0, 2) = (1 + 5(11%66)) 2~ (1+e).

As ¢t satisfies (o' (q,p)) = et-2(q,p) for any (¢,p) € R*™, t € R, we can for z < §
express Vs in symplectization coordinates (r,p) on {x=y=0} in the form

Ys(r,p) = ag-e” — (14¢).

As =0 corresponds to X2° in {x=y=0} and as the z-value on ¥° N {z=y=0} is
smaller then § and 15(X°) = —1, we have

—1=ase’ — (1+¢) = as = €.

This shows that V5 has for any 6 on X° N {x=y=0} the slope ¢ in radial direction.

Remarks 3.3. Let g = M- be the contact form on ¥~ and let f : ¥~ — R be a smooth
function. Then oy = ef-aq is a contact form on ¥~ defining the same contact structure.
As discussed in ay is the contact form on the hypersurface ¥, = {(fp),p)|pe ™™}
in the symplectization of (¥, ap). Note that (¥}, ay) is easily identified with a contact
hypersurface in R** (also denoted by ) via the Liowville flows of 9, on RxX™ and of
Y on R?".

As being isotropic depends only on the contact structure, S is isotropic in X~ and DIpy
More precisely, we identify S with Sy = {(f(p),p)‘p € SCZ’}. We can define (as
above) a handle Hy attached to X% along Sy instead of ¥~ along S. If Hy is sufficiently
thin and f|s < 0, we can understand Hy as a set inside H as follows: Denote by Z]T
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the other boundary of Hy. Using again the flows of 0, and Y, we can identify Zj{ with
the hypersurface {(f(p),p) ‘p € Z*} in the symplectization of X% and consequently with
a hypersurface in R*® which agrees with >, outside a compact set. The compact region
bounded by X5 and ¥y in R*" is then identified with H; (see Fig. @)

Fig. 7: A handle for a different contact form

3.3. Linear extensions over the handle

In the proof of the Invariance Theorem, we need Hamiltonians H € Ad(WCW U H),
i.e. Hlyw < 0, positive outside W and linear on [R,00) x O(WUH) in WUH for R
large. As we saw in the previous section, it is easy to extend a Hamiltonian H on W to
WUH, if it is linear near OW. However, the extension of H to WUH is more subtle, in
particular if Xz should have outside W only few 1-periodic orbits with negative action,
possibly only one. Unfortunately, Cieliebak’s fundamental article on subcritical handle
attachment, [9], has a gap exactly at this point. In particular, it does not address the
following difficulties:

Remarks 3.4. Any Hamiltonian H on WUH has at least one critical point outside W,
without loss of generality at the center ¢ of H. Note that H > 0 outside of W, so that ¢
15 a constant X g-orbit with negative action.

Fix a hypersurface X% with contact form ot. This fixes cylindrical coordinates (z,p) €
(0,00)xXT on the cylindrical end of m Here, we switch again to z = €" as radial
coordinate, such that XT={z=1}. In order to keep control of the I1-periodic orbits of
Xy, we assume that outside a compact neighborhood of H holds that H s of the form

H(Z7p):a'z_b>

where b > 0 is a constant such that H restricted to OW = {z=z"} is negative. More-
over, we may assume that on the cocore of H (the set {x=y=0}) H is cylindrical,
i.e. H(z,p) = h(2) for a function h : Rt — R*. As H is differentiable, we find that
h(0) :=lim, o h(z) = H(c) extends h continuously. Note that H(c) and b may be arbi-
trarily large, if H is part of an increasing cofinal sequence of Hamiltonians.
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As H = a-z —b holds everywhere away from H, we find a 2", such that h(z) = a-z —b Vz >
2T, Without loss of generality, we may assume 2" to be minimal. Using the Mean Value
Theorem on h, we find some z € (0,z") such that:

h(z") —h(0)=h'(z)- (27 =0) & NW()-2t+H()=h(z")=a-2"—b
= (W(z)—a)-2" =—(b+ H(c)). (%)

Now, we consider several cases

o [f H has a constant slope on {x=y=0}, i.e. if h'(z)=a < h(z)=az—b for all z,
then (x) yields a contradiction, as b+H (c) # 0.

o Ifno closed X-orbits exist in {x=y=0}, then |W'(z)—a| < u, where p is a constant
such that dist.(a, spec(at)) < p. Here, (%) yields z= > —b+5(0),

o If |W(2) —a|] > u for some z, then there exists Z with h'(Z) € spec(a’), i.e.
there exists a 1-periodic Xy-orbit v on {x=y=0}. Let 2° be the smallest of these
z-values. Then h'(z) > h'(2°) — u for all z € (0,2%). This implies that

h(z") 2 h(0) +2° - (I (2°) = n)

= A (7)) = W (2%)-2° — h(2%) < 2% — h(0) = 2% — H(c).
If we require that the action of vy is positive, then A% (v) > 0= 2T > 20 > H(C)
The first two cases include the case that apart from c, no new I1-periodic XH—orbzts are
created on the cocore, while the third case covers the situation that all new orbits have
positive action. In both cases, we find that z* is arbitrarily large, as b and H(c) are
arbitrarily large. As 2zt was chosen to be minimal, this implies for a cofinal sequence of
Hamiltonians (H,) that the set {x=y=0} N{z<z*"} where H, is not linear increases in
n and covers in the limit the cocore {x=y=0}. Up to now, the author does not see how
this can be accomplished without creating new I1-periodic orbits near H.

The solution to the problem described above is to allow more closed X pg-orbits with
negative action on the cocore {xr=y=0} of H. Using the Lyapunov function f, we can
show that we create new 1-periodic X y-orbits only on {x=y=0}. These can be explicitly
described and one can show that they do not contribute to the Symplectic Homology.
For the construction of such an H, we need the following two technical lemma:

Lemma 3.1. Consider R*" with the standard symplectic structure, the Liouville vector
field Y and the functions x,y,z with Hamiltonian vector fields X,, X,, X, as given in
. Let ¥ C R* be a smooth hypersurface transverse to' Y (i.e. ¥ contact) such that
its Reeb vector field R is of the form

R=c X, — ¢, Xy + - Xs, Cys Cy, € € C(X), Cqy Cy, €z > 0.

Consider the function Bg(y,r) = ae +b on Rx X and let hy = BE o ® 1 pe its
pushforward onto R®*" by the symplectic embedding ® : R x ¥ — R*™ (r,p) — ¢"(p) via
the flow ' of Y. Then, the Hamiltonian vector field X, of hx, is of the form

Xp=0Cp X, —Cp X, +C.- X, C.,C,,C, € C®(R™), C,,C,,C, > 0.
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Remarks 3.5. The assumptions on % are satisfied, if ¥ = v~ (c) for a function ¥ on
x,y, 2z with 8902/)!2,@1/1‘2 > 0 and ayw\z <0 and 0 & .

Proof. As X; = a-R on RxY, it follows that on R*" holds X|ptz) = ae’-Ry, where R,
is the Reeb vector field on ¢'(X). By assumption, the Reeb vector field R on ¥ satisfies

R=cX, =Xy + X, = Zj 1 (€2 20505, + ¢y pj0y,) + 2 307 441 (405, — Pi0y,) -
Since Y = Z?:l (2%'8% - pjapj) + % E;’L:k—l—l (CIjaqj + pjapj)7 its flow ¢ is

Qot(q)p) = <\ 762t " 4y, e_t "Dy, .- 9 ’et/Z : QJ7€t/2 ' Py, >

AN

-~

J=1 j=k+1,...n
As LyX = X and Lyw = w, we find for R and any £ € T, ¢"(¥) that
)‘wt(p) (D@;R) = (SOt*)‘)p(R) =e- )\p<R) = et,
Werp) (Dop R, €) = (¢"w) (R, (D) 1)) =€ wy(R. (D) 7' (€)) =0,

as R is the Reeb vector field and (Dyl)~'(§) € TX. This shows that e - D¢'R is the
Reeb vector field R; of p'(X). Hence, X, is of the announced form as

Xh|@t(z) = aet.Rt =a- Dgot(R) — Cle_tchx ae? ch + act’?c X,
[l

Lemma 3.2. Let (X, ) be a compact contact manifold with contact form o and sym-
plectization (Rx X, w=d(e"a)) and let || || denote a norm with respect to a metric given
by an w-compatible almost complex structure. Let €,0,c > 0 be constants.

Then there ezists a smooth monotone increasing function g : R — [0, 1] such that

gle"y =0 for r<-—e and gle"y=1 for r>0 (%)

and for all ¢, € C*(R x ) with ¢|{o1xs = Yljorxs and |0,¢(r, p) — 0,1 (r, p)| < ¢ for
all (r,p) € [—€,0]xX, holds that the Hamiltonian vector fields X4, X, satisfy

sup HX¢+(w—¢)g(hp) - <X¢(T,p) + (Xy(r,p) — Xy(r,p)) '9(67")>H <45 (k)

pER

In other words, we can interpolate between ¢ and v along [—¢,0] x ¥, such that the
Hamiltonian vector field X4y (y—g)g of the interpolation is arbitrary close to the interpo-
lation of the Hamiltonian vector fields X4 and Xy.

Proof. As the Hamiltonian vector field of e” is the Reeb vector field R, we calculate

Xt w—a)g(1:0) = Xo(r,p) + (Xy — X5) (r,p) - g() + (¥ = 0) (r,p) - ¢'(¢") - R(p).
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Therefore, (*x*) translates to

(v = ¢)(r,p) - g(e") - R)|| <6 W(r,p) € [, 0]xX.

Using @|sx {0} = ¥|{oyxx, We can estimate the left hand side by

[ (4-0)(r D)g' H—H /a b6 (5,p)ds - (e >R<p>Hs—rcg'<eT>|rR||oo-

Writing z = €”, we find that (xx) is satisfied, if 0 < ¢/(2) <

< m for all z € [e7%, 1].

As f . c||RH—logz dz = oo, we can choose a smooth function g satisfying
-5 1
0<glz) < —————, g=0 for 2z<e® or z>1 and g(z)dz = 1.
<40 € gt < > | i)
Setting g(e") = g(z) := / g(s) ds then gives the desired function. O
Now, we construct H in two steps, first extending an admissible Hamiltonian H |y on

W via 15 to WUH;, then constructing a linear extension to W5. For simplicity, we
assume that H|w = 1-¢"—2 near X~ = {r}x90W. Then ¥~ = {H|w=—1} and H|w has
slope 1 on ¥7. For the general case H |y = a-e"+b, we take H as constructed below and
extend H |y with a-H+b+2a. Explicitly, the two steps are as follows:

Step 1: Recall that the isotropic sphere S C ¥~ = {¢=—1} is given by
S = {x=2=0, y=1}.

For a small neighborhood U of S identify the isotropic setup (U, w, Y, 2" NU,S )
with an isotropic setup (U,w, Y, {r}xow)nU, S) in W (by abuse of notation,
we use the same letters for identified objections on W resp. R*"). Consider the
following linear Hamiltonian

ﬁg:RXE*—HR, ﬁg(,p):1~e’"—2

and its pushforward hy onto R?" defined by hy = hy o @1, where ®(r, p) = ¢ (p)
is the symplectic embedding provided by the flow ¢! of Y. Note that H |y coincides
with Ay, under the identification of isotropic setups.

As the Reeb vector field Ry~ of (X7, A|7s-) coincides with the Hamiltonian vector
field Xy on S, we find X, = Ry- = X, and hence dhy = d¢ on 5. As also
hs(X7) = ¢(X7) = —1, we find that hy and ¢ coincide up to first order on S.
Therefore, given any neighborhood U? of S, there exists a function ¢ € C>(R?")
and a neighborhood Ud c U?, such that é hy on R\ U?e, c% ¢ on U9 and g% is
arbitrarily C'-close to hy. As Xy = X,— X, —|—X and X- = C7 X,—Cy X, +C7 X,
with €7, €7, C7 > 0 by Lem. 3.1 . we can additionally arrange that

X;=CX, — Cp X, +C X, with  C,,C,,C. > 0.
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As the X,- and X.-part of X and X, are both 0 on {x=2=0}, we can make U°

and U? arbitrarily thin in the z- and z-direction, while keeping a fixed size in the
y-direction. This allows us to choose in for the definition of 5 one ¢ for all
handles. Fix e sufficiently small and choose § depending on U? so small such that
the lower boundary Hs;NX~ = X~ \ ¥ lies in U°. Then set

iy on (U5ﬂ{¢§—1}) U Hs
H:WUH; — R, H={¢ on (U N{p<—1})\ T .
H|W on W \ (](S
Since s = (13 outside a small neighborhood of Hs, ¢ = qﬁ on U°% and é =hy =K

outside U?, we find that H is smooth on its domain. Moreover, as 1/15,g5 and hy,
satisfy (¢1) on UUHs, so does H, i.e. there exist smooth C,, Cy, C, > 0 such that

Xy =0 X, —CpX, +C.-X..

See Figure |8 for the areas where H is defined.

S

The handle H;

The area, where H is defined The completion of [0, 00) x X?

Fig. 8: Areas, where @@ is defined

e Step 2 Consider on R x ¥ the linear function A% given by A(r,p) = 1-¢” — 2 and
its pushforward h® = h? to R2" by the flow of Y.



On Wg\ (WUHs) we define H by H = .
On WUHs we define H as an interpolation between H and ho, ie.

H:=H+ (k- H)-g(h?),
where ¢ is a function given by Lem. such that for 7 > 0 small holds
g(eT—Q) =0 for r<-r7 and 9(67—2) =1 for r>0

and Xy is arbitrarily close to the interpolation of X, and Xs.

On Rx (OW\U?) holds H|y = hg = e"—2 = h’. Hence we interpolate in this area
between the same Hamiltonians. However on Rx (9(WUHs) \ (OW\U?)), we have
by Lem. and the construction of H that

Xp=CpX,—CpX,+C.- X, C., C,, 0L >0
Xpp = C2X, — C0- X, + CJ- X, C2,C0,C2 >0
Xymoy = g (h°)(C2-X, — C2-X, + C-X.).

Hence Xy is also of this form and satisfies (¢/1), as it is close to the interpolation
of Xz and Xjs. It follows from (¢1) with the help of the Lyapunov function f
that 1-periodic orbits of Xy are either 1-periodic orbits of X |y inside W or the
constant orbit at the center of Hs, non-constant orbits on the handle near ° N
or Hamiltonian orbits that pass over the handle, go into W and come back. The
last type of orbits is not 1-periodic if the handle is chosen sufficiently thin, so that
the only new orbits after attaching the handle are the constant orbit at the center
of Hs and those on the outer boundary of H;.

3.4. New closed orbits and their Conley-Zehnder indices

We saw at the end of the last paragraph that all 1-periodic orbits of Xy that are
not orbits of Xyl lie on the handle. Moreover, we saw that there exist functions
Cy, Cy, C, > 0 such that near the handle Xy = C;-X, — C,- X, + C,-X,. Hence all new

1-periodic orbits are contained in {z=y=0}. There we have

1+e¢

H(0,0,2) = 5(0,0,2) = (1 T S12e)

) cz— (14¢) = e-e" — (14¢)

in symplectization coordinates adapted to ¥° (see Rem. . As hs = e"—2, we find
that on {z=y=0} the function C. is an increasing function in 2 = 5377, (¢} + pj)
interpolating between the constants (1 + ﬁ) and %(1 + ﬁ)

For the proof of the Invariance Theorem, we need to determine the 1-periodic Hamilto-
nian orbits of a-H+b+2a for a,b € R. The resulting Hamiltonian vector field is simply

a-Xp. Let ¢ denote its flow. Then we calculate

d

Ez(gofq) =dz(a-Xpy) =aC, -dz(X,) =0.
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It follows that z is constant along flow lines of ¢t; and as C, is a function of z on {x=y=0}
it follows that C, is also constant along flow lines of ¢% on {z=y=0}. Introducing the
complex coordinates z; = g; + 4 - p;, we find that

XZ:(0,...,0,...,¢zj,...).
S YY——

As X, = X, = 0 on {x=y=0}, the flow ¢’ on this set is given by
O (0,0, kg1, 20) = <0, o 0,e09 L L e Zn>. 9)

A non-constant orbit of a-Xpy is hence 1-periodic if and only if aC,(z) € 27Z. As
z= %Z?:k +1(@2+p3), the 1-periodic orbits form families that are diffeomorphic to the

standard sphere S2("~%)~1 except for the constant orbit at z = 0.

Next, we calculate ucy for these orbits. Let « denote a 1-periodic orbit of a-Xg. By
identifying T, »R*" with R®" in the obvious way, we obtain a path of matrices @, (t) :=
D4, (0) € Sp(2n). Differentiating yields:

0,0 = 50400 = D (54(0)) = D w-Xn(i(0)
_ a-diag(...7 (ng CO) 710) o d. (1)

~—
j=1,... .k

Note that no derivatives of C, or C, are involved, as X,=X,=0 on {z=y=0}. Thus, ®,
is of block form @, = diag(®}, ..., "), where ®/ are paths of 2x2-matrices which are
solutions of initial value problems with ®(0) = 1 and

deim (0 CN o (0 =1\ (2C, 0\ o
dtqﬂv(t)_a(zcx 0 I (t) = Lol _¢, QI(t) j=1,...k

20 (t) = iaC, - P! (t) j=k+1,..,n.

Asa (2% _%y) has for all t signature zero, it follows with (CZ0) that pcz(®]) = 0 for
1<j<k. For k+1<j<n, we find ®/(t) = =" and by (CZ1) that

o)< | 2] [2]. st

2 2T

Using the direct sum property, the Conley-Zehnder index of ~y is given by

tez(y) = poz(®q) = Z:;MCZ(CD‘%) = (n—k) - (LC;%J + P;iz-‘) :

As C,>1, we have pcz(y)—o00 for a—oo.

39



Choosing a Morse function with 2 critical values on S*"~*~1 we find that the Morse-
Bott index for non-constant v is given by

u(y) = (n—k) (BiJ + B(ﬂ) - %(Q(n—k) -1) + % +{om

= (n—k) (B(;J + B(;D — (k) + 1+ {1 -

Since for 1-periodic v holds aC,(z) € 27Z, their Morse-Bott indices are of the form

u(y) = (n—k)(20—1) + {;(n_k) for € N. (10)

3.5. Handle attachment and Symplectic Homology

In this section, we use our construction of Hamiltonians on subcritical k-handles H to
prove the Invariance Theorem, Cor. for SH* and Prop. [1.4] which states that the
a.f.g. property is also invariant under handle attachment.

Proof of Theorem [1.3| (Invariance Theorem).
We have to show that SH,.(W) = SH,.(V) and SH*(W) = SH*(V), if V is obtained
from W by attaching a subcritical handle H. In fact, we show that the transfer maps

(W, V): SH.(V) —- SH, (W) and (W, V):SH*(W)— SH*(V),

for the embedding W C WUH = V are isomorphisms. By Sec. [2.8] these maps are
the truncation maps SH.(V) — SHZ°(WCV) and SH%,(WCV) — SH*(V) composed
with the isomorphisms SHZO(W V) = SH,(W) and SH%,(WCV) = SH*(W). There-
fore, we only have to prove that the truncation maps are isomorphisms. The idea is to
construct a cofinal sequence of Hamiltonians (H;) C Ad(V) N Ad(WCV') for which we
can directly show

(1)

SHZ(WCV) = lim FH°(H,) =~ lim FH.(H,) = SH.(V)

l—00 l—0o0 (11)
SH2,(WCV) = lim FH:,(H) 2 ln FH*(H,) = SH'(V).
l—o00 l—o0

We assume that all closed Reeb orbits of the contact form o = Mgy on OW are trans-
versely non-degenerate and that the attaching area does not intersect any closed Reeb
orbit. This is generically satisfied (see [10], appendix B).

Now fix sequences (a;), (g;) C R, such that a; & spec(OW, ), a;.1 > a;, a; — oo and
g; — 0. Then choose an increasing sequence of non-degenerate Hamiltonians H; on W
that is on OW x (—g;, 0] of the form

Hilow x(—e0) = ar-€” — (1+€z)

and extend H; over the handle by a function ¢ with a = a; and b = —(1+¢;) as described
in[3.2] and 3.3} For each I choose the handle H; so thin such that each trajectory of Xp,
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which leaves and reenters the handle has length greater than 1. This is possible as the
attaching sphere is isotropic with dimS =k <n = %dim V' and can hence be chosen to
have no Reeb chords (see [B]).

Note that WU#H, is the same symplectic manifold for all choices of H;, as choosing differ-
ent handles is to be understood as choosing different parametrizations on the cylindrical
part of the completion. Moreover, if #; is thinner than H,; 1, then J(WUH,) lies inside
WUH,_1 (see Rem. . This guarantees that H; > H;_; everywhere, since inside W
this holds by assumption, on the handle this holds by construction and on the cylindrical
part of the symplectization the slope of H; in coordinates adapted to d(WUH,_) is at
least a; > a;_1, as O(WUH,) lies inside WUH,_;. Thus we obtain a cofinal admissible
sequence (H;), whose 1-periodic orbits having positive action are all contained in W.
Recall from the long exact sequences

.- = FHZ' (H) — FH;°(H,) — FH;(H)) - FH7°(H)) — ...

- — FHZNHy) — FHL,(H) — FH(H,) — FH.,(H) — ...

and note that FFH fo(Hl) is generated by all 1-periodic orbits of H; inside W, while
FH ]<0(Hl) is generated by all other orbits. The orbits of negative action all lie on the
handle and are explicitly given in @D They are all transversely non-degenerate and their
Morse-Bott indices are given by (n—k)(%—l) + {Q(nl_k) . It follows that the possible
values of p() increase to oo as the slope a = a; tends to oo (see [3.4)). Therefore,
FH:(H;) becomes eventually zero as [ increases and so does F/H " (H;). This implies
that FH;(H,) — FH jZO(H 1) is an isomorphism for [ large enough. As the direct limit is
an exact functor, these maps converge to an isomorphism in the limit, proving (1)
For cohomology, the same arguments apply. Although the inverse limit is only left exact,

it still takes the isomorphism FHZ(H,) — FH7(H,) to an isomorphism in the limit

(see [14], Thm. 5.4 or [4], §6, no.3, prop. 4). This proves (L1))(2). O
Proof of Corollary [1.2]

We have to describe SHT (V) in terms of SHY (W), if V' is obtained from W by attaching
a subcritical handle H. Recall from Sec. [2.8|that the transfer maps can be constructed to
respect the action filtration. Thus, we find that they fit into the following commutative
diagram of long exact sequences:

= Hyyn(V,0V) ——= SH, (V) —= SHF (V) ——= H,_14(V,0V) —

ljgn Lm(w,V) Lwr(w,v) Lji_l-&-n (*)
— Hyo(W,0W) —= SH, (W) —= SH (W) —= H,_1,,(W,0W) —

The horizontal sequences are obtained by action filtration with SH?(V') & H, ., (V, V).
The vertical maps are the transfer map 7. (W, V) = m.(W, V) or induced by the transfer
map on the filtered complexes (see proof of Prop. and [42], Thm. 3.1 or [33], Thm.
9.5 for more details).

In particular, 7.(W,V) : SHY(V) — SH?(W) is the shriek map j.,, defined as follows.
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The inclusion j : W < V induces in singular cohomology the map j* : H*(V) — H*(W)
which induces j. : Hy,_.(V,0V) — Hy,_.(W,0W) via the following commutative dia-
gram using the Poincaré duality PD:

H*(V) — > Hapo(V,0V)

P

H*(W) — Hop—u (W, OW).

As V' = WUH, it follows from excision that H*(V, W) = H*(H,0H), where 0~ H is the
part of OH that is glued to W. As H is a 1-handle, the quotient H/@’H retracts to S*.
Using these facts with the long exact sequence for the pair (V, W) and the assumption
that W has one connected component more than V', it is easy to show that j* and hence
Jon_, are isomorphisms for * # 0 and injective for * = 0.

By Thm. [I.3] we know that 7,(W,V) is an isomorphism for all *. Hence applying
the five-lemma (cf. [24], Chap. 2.1) to (x) shows that 7] (W, V) is an isomorphism for
« # n,n+1. For the remaining cases, we look at the following section of (x):

0>SHy o1 (V)—=SH;, (V)~Z5 =S H, (V)=~SH;} (V)—Hy 1 (V,0V) >S5S H, _, (V)

lg | j lg j

0=SHy 1 (W)=SH, (W) —ZE—=S Hy (W) =S H;H (W)= Hapn (W, OW)ESH,,_, (W)

1R

o)

Here, k resp. k—1 are the number of connected components of W resp. V, so that
Hy,(V,0V) =2 75 and Hy,, (W,0W) = Z&. Note that Hy, 1 (V,0V) = Hop iy (W, 0W) =
0 due to dimensions, while 7, (W, V) surjective, 7,7, (W, V) injective follows from the
five-lemma. The usual count of ranks gives

0=rkSH, (V) -1k SH (V) +1—rkSH,(V) + 1k SH (V) — rkkeriy
0=rkSH, . (W)—rkSH, ,(W)+2 -1k SH, (W) + 1k SH (W) — rk ker iyy.

nt1
As keriy = ker iy by commutativity and SH, (V) = SH,.(W), we obtain
rk SH, (W) =1k SH, (V) =1tk SH (W) — 1tk SH,F (V) + 1. (xx)

m (W, V) being surjective and (W, V) being injective yields the estimates

rk SHY (W) -1k SH (V) >0 and tk SH (V) -tk SHY(W) >0,
which yields together with (xx*) that

e cither rk SH (W) =1k SH (V) and tk SH,7 (V) =tk SH,} (W) +1

e or vk SHY (W) —1=1kSH; (V) and tk SH, (V) =tk SH,7(W).
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Proof of Proposition [1.4]

We have to show that if (2, £) with contact form « is a.f.g. in degree j with bound b;(§),
shown by sequences f; : ¥ — R, (a;) C R, then (i, ¢ ) obtained by contact surgery along
an isotropic (k—1)-sphere S is also a.f.g., provided that S has no R;-Reeb chords shorter
than aj.

By Rem. 2.3 we may assume that fi(p) < fioi(p) Vp € ¥ and a; > a;_q. Let
W = ((—00,0]xX,e"-a) denote the negative symplectization of (X, ). As described
in contact surgery along S is realized by attaching a k-handle H along S to OW.
Let W denote the completion of W, that is exactly the whole symplectization of (3, a).
As in , consider the subset W, of W defined by W;:= { r,p |r<f pEE} We note
that f;(p)<fi_1(p)<0 Vp implies W;CW,_,CW and that 0W;= zl_{( p)|p e}
For every [ choose the handle H; attached to W, so thin, such that each Reeb trajectory
that leaves the attaching area and reenters it later is longer then a;. This is possible
as the attaching sphere S has no Reeb chords shorter than a;. Moreover, choose H; so
thin that W;UH,; hes inside W;_jUH,_; (see Rem. |3.3] - 3| for the interpretation of W;UH,
as a subset of W;_ 1UH; 1). Note that ml and WU’H are easily identified since
8(I/VZU"H1) can be understood as a contact hypersurface inside the negative symplecti-
zation of O(WUH) (see Rem. and Rem. [3.3).

If we construct H; with the help of a function ¢ as in Sec. and then there are
no closed Reeb orbits on H; except on the cocore and closed Reeb orbits that go over
‘H; and into OW; are longer than a; if H; is sufficiently thin.

Let (3, denote the contact form on G(VVIU”HI). We find that (§; agrees with «; away from
H;. Moreover, the closed Reeb orbits of [, shorter than a; are whose of «; plus the
ones on the cocore of the handle. Of the latter there exists by . ) at most one, if the

degree j equals (n—k)N + {2 ) for N >0 odd. This gives the bound b; (€)= b,(€)

or by (€) = by (€) +1.
As Wi\UH, € W,_1UH,_1 € WUH, we finally find that 5, written in coordinates of the

symplectization of G(WUH) in the form g, = e%-§ with ¢; : O(WUH) — R gives
a(p) <g(p) <0 Vpe (WUH).
Hence (g;) and (a;) show that the contact structure on (WUH) is a.f.g.. O

4. Brieskorn manifolds

4.1. General results

In this subsection, we recall the construction of Brieskorn manifolds, their contact
structures and fillings and the Morse-Bott index on these manifolds. Then we present
Ustilovsky’s infinitely many different contact structures on S***! and introduce finally
the special exotic contact structures on S?*~! announced in Prop.

Let a = (ag, ay, ..., a,) € N1 with a; > 2 and define the complex polynomial

f(z) = 20" + 27" 4+ ... + 22
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Its level sets V,(t) := f~!(t) are smooth complex hypersurfaces except for V,(0), which
has a single singularity at zero. The link of this singularity ¥, := V,(0) N .S*"*! is the
Brieskorn manifold ¥,. Tt is proven in [29] that the following 1-form A, on C"*! restricts
to a contact form a, := A,|y on X, defining the contact structure &, := ker o, the Reeb
vector field R, and the Reeb flow ¢!:

..n
]

& Zn
/\a = g Zak(zkdék - dezk.), Ra =4 <—0, —>7

Y
Q, a
k=0 0 n

ol (2) = (64“/“020, - e4it/a”zn).

A Liouville filling (V, ) of (X,,a,) can be obtained as follows. Choose a monotone
decreasing f € C*(R) with f(z) =1 for < § and $(z) = 0 for z > 3 and define

Vo :=V.N By(0), where V.:= {z e Ccrtt

20+ k2 =2 B(11E) |

For € small enough, (V;, A\,) is a Liouville domain with boundary (3,, o,) and vanishing
first Chern class ¢;(TV') (see [16], Prop. 2.1.3 or [17], Prop. 99). By [16], Lem. 2.5, the
Morse-Bott index of a closed R,-trajectory v of period ¢t = Lm/2 is given as

) =23 [GL—J — 2L+ frarorse(v) — (n—1). (12)

Here, we assume sign(h”)=+1 for the slope of the Hamiltonian. Note that the grading
convention in [16] differs from the one used here by 1 dim %,.

Proof of Proposition [1.6]

We provide for every k € Z an a.f.g. contact manifold (X, {) with exact filling (Vi, Ax)
such that tk SH;f (Vi) # 0 and 3; is homeomorphic to S?*~!. These manifolds can
be chosen as Brieskorn manifolds (3,,&,) with their filling (V,, A\,) as described above.
Explicitly, we take

Y=Yy =3%, witha=(22,2a3...,a,) fork>n—1
and Y, =Y, =%, witha=(2,3,a,0as,...,a,) for k <n -2,

where ay < ag < ... < a, are odd integers which are pairwise coprime and, depending on
k, sufficiently large. The sign on E,;t just distinguishes the two cases within this proof.
By [8], Satz 1, these Brieskorn manifolds are homeomorphic to S?*~!. As the Reeb flow
on Brieskorn manifolds is periodic, all (X, &) are a.f.g. in every degree by Prop. . It
remains to calculate SH, (V;). For that, recall the Reeb flow ¢! on Brieskorn manifolds

St (L2t 2it 2it 4it/a dit/a
onEk.goa(z)—(e c 20, €2 2y, €2 g, et L4 e /"-zn)

b (W2it 4/3-it dit/a dit/a
onEk.wa(z)—(e c 2o, €3 et o, e /"-zn).
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If the period ¢t = L7 /2 is smaller than azm/2, we find in the first case, & > n—1, that
there are periodic orbits only for L € 2Z forming the manifolds

./\/'L:{ZEZLF

zj:O,jz?)} = {z = (20, 21, 22) |26 + 21 + 25 = 0, |z‘2 = 1} >~ 552,

On S*S?, there exists a Morse function with exactly 4 critical points, having Morse
indices 0,1,2,3. Let us denote these critical points on N'“ by Lvyg, Ly1, Lys, Lys. By ,
we find that their Morse-Bott index is for L < agz exactly

w(Ly.) = 3L +2(n—2)—2L+c—(n—1)=L+n—3+c.
~~ ——
ap,a1,a2=2
The distribution of the critical points among the degrees j can be visualized as
j ||<n=1|n=1| n | ntl | n42 |[..| n-1+420 |n-1+420+1
Ly | = | 27 [2m1| 272,470 | 278,47 | - | 2092, (214-2)70 | 207, (21+2)1

The first irregularity occurs for az = L. If L > a3, we can estimate the index by

. rL
) =2%" LTJ — 2L+ piasorse(v) — (n—1) > 3L+2(n—2) —2L+0— (n—1) > a3 +n—3.
k=0

So for as, ..., a, sufficiently large, we find that FCy(V}) is generated by 2 elements (as
given in the table) and by 27y resp. 2y, for k = n—1 resp. £ = n. It is shown in the
author’s thesis, [17] Thm. 109, that the boundary operator between these generators
is zero with respect to Zs-coefficients. Actually, the result was show for Rabinowitz-
Floer homology, but the same argument can also be used to deduce this result for SHT.
Explicitly, the symplectic symmetry (zo, 21, 22, 23, .-, 2n) — (—20, —21, 22, 23, -, Zn) Can
be used to show that all Floer trajectories between these generators come in pairs and
are therefore counted as 0 in Zy-coefficients (see also [38], 3.3). Hence we can conclude

Zy)?*  for k > 1
SH, (Vi) = () fork2nt :
Lo for k=n—1,n

In the second case, k < n—1, we find by the same reasoning that if t = L7 /2 < as7/2,
then there are periodic orbits only for L € 6Z, forming the manifolds

NE={zex]s =022} 2 {(z0.20)|B + 2 =0, ](0,20) =1} 2 8"

On S*, there exists a Morse function with exactly 2 critical points with Morse index 0
or 1. Let them be denoted by L+, and Lv;. Again by , their Morse-Bott index is
for L < ay given by

L L L
u(Lye) =2+ 3 +2- 3 +2(n—1)—2L+c— (n—1) = —3 + (n—1)+c.
—~ = ag,...,an
ag ay
The distribution of these critical points among the degrees j is as follows
j || n=1-20|n=1-214+1]..|n=5|[n—4|n=3[n-2|>n-2

Lye| .| 6l | 6y | 12% 129 | 6% | 61 | -
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The first irregularity occurs for L = as. If L > as, we can estimate the index by

p(v) =2 i %j —2L +piprorse (V) —(n—1) < 2i (a% +1) —2L+2n—1—(n—1)

"1 a0 11
:2L<Za—k—1>—i—3n—|—2 = 2L<Za—k—6)+3n+2.

k=0 k=2

6
j > QaQ(ZZIQ i—%)+3n+2 that FC;“(V;C) is generated by the unique critical point
listed in the table. Again, the boundary operator is zero in all these cases. This can be
read off the table as whenever two critical points have index difference one, then either
both lie on the same critical manifold N'Z = S or the one with the bigger index has
smaller action. In the first case the boundary operator is zero as the Morse boundary
operator on S is zero and in the second case there are no connecting Floer trajectories
u, as the action has to decrease along u. Hence we conclude

SH (Vi) 2 Zy for k < n-—2.

Now if Y, i < LYand if as, ..., a, are sufficiently large, then we find for all degrees

Let us leave the general picture and turn to the Brieskorn manifolds, where
a=(2,..,2,p) € N**' podd and n = 2m+1 odd.

For fixed p, we write £, &,, ap, Ap, V,, instead of X, &4, v, Aoy Vi In [8], Satz 1, Brieskorn
showed that >, is a 4m+1-dimensional homotopy sphere and X, is diffeomorphic to
S4m+1if and only if p = 41 mod 8 and diffeomorphic to the Kervaire sphere otherwise.
For p = £1 mod 8, the (3,,&,) are exactly the exotic contact structures on S*"*! given
by Ustilovsky in [40]. On X, the Reeb flow ¢} is

@Z(z) = (62%'20, ety e4it/”~zn) )

Writing ¢ = Lw/2, we see that ¢!, has periodic orbits exactly for L € 2Z. Note that we
do not have closed orbits of period t=k{m < L=kp, since any z € ¥, has at least two
non-zero components. The closed orbits with period ¢ = L /2 form manifolds N'Z of
two types:

e if pt L, then N = {2€%,| 2,=0} = { 2eC"™ | 2,=0, " 27=0, ||z||*=1}, which
is diffeomorphic to the unit cotangent bundle S*S"1.
e if p| L, then Nt =%, which is for p = 1 mod 8 diffeomorphic to S**~!.

On S*S™! there exists a Morse function with exactly 4 critical points of Morse indices
0,n—2,n—1,2n—3. On S*~! there exists a Morse function having exactly 2 critical
points of Morse index 0 and 2n—1. We denote these critical points by

Lryo, Lyn—2, Lyn—1, Lyan—s on N2 8 5" Lif py L
Lo, Lyan—1 on Nl = g2l if p | L.
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With and L € 2Z, we find that the Morse-Bott index u(L~,) is given by

w(Lye) =nL+2[L/p| = 2L +c— (n—1) = (n—2)(L—1) + 2[L/p] +c— 1

( (L—1)(n—2) + 2’%] —1 fore=0
L(n—2)+2{%]—1 forc= n—2and p{L
S (L) = ¢ L(n—2)+2(%] forc= n—landp{L
‘ (L+1)(n—2) + 2 (%W for c =2n—3 and pt L, L+1
(L+1)(n—2) + 2(%-‘ —2 forc=2n—3 and p| L+1
\ (L+1)(n—2) + 2(%} forc=2n—landp| L

Define f, : Z — Z to be the strictly increasing function f,(I) = (I-1)(n—2) + 2[1/p].

Theorem 4.1 (cf. [16], Thm. 2.7).
Forn >5 and k > n holds that SHy(V,,X,) =0, except

rk SHy(V,,%,) =1 if k=f()+{7 forl € Nandpfl-1,
vk SHy(V,,%,) = ? if k=[f()+ {1 forl € 2N and p | I-1.

The ranks at the place of ¢ are not known, but are either 0 or 1.

Proof. 1t follows directly from the above calculations, that the distribution of the critical
points L~. among the degrees j looks as follows:

i A0 £0) | S f(04D) || f(2)-1 ] £(142) | -
L, H O‘ v ‘(1—2)72,1_3‘ O‘ [Vp—2 ‘ [Vp—1 ‘0‘ (14+2)vo ‘ IVon_3 ‘ 0

Here, | € 27 is even and p 1 [,I+1. If p | [, then the middle block in the table is missing
and the last entry is Iy9_ instead of l7ya,_3 (but with the same index!). If p | [4+1, then
the last entry l7ye,_3 has index f,({+2)—2 instead of f,({+2). As in the proof of Prop.
m, we can directly see that the boundary operator between these generators of F'C,(V,)
is almost always zero. In fact for any pair of L. with index difference one, either both
lie on the same critical manifold A" or the one with bigger index has lower action. The
only exceptions are the cases where p | [+1. As the assumption k > n guarantees that
FCy(V,) is only generated by Reeb trajectories, we conclude that rk SHg(V,) is exactly
as claimed. O

4.2. Connected sums of Brieskorn spheres

We saw that the Reeb flow ¢} of a, on X, is periodic. Unfortunately, we need for
the contact surgery constructionf| in this article at least one point that does not lie on
a closed Reeb orbit. For this purpose, we will perturb a; to a new contact form «;,
defining the same contact structure &,. We will use a perturbation due to Uebele, [3§],
which is inspired by the one used by Ustilovsky in [40]. This perturbation is different

8The contact surgery construction can of course always be done, without any conditions.
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from the one described in the appendix. The advantage of the perturbation here is that
the resulting bounds b;(¢]) on the number of generators for Symplectic Homology are
smaller. First, we make the following change of coordinates

(w1) =% (1 —z') <Z1) . We =29, ... , Wy = Zp. (13)

In these coordinates X, = {w e Cc"tt ‘ Qwowy + ws + ... +w | +wk =0, ||w|]]* = 1}.

Next, we introduce a new contact form o, := &ay,, with K (w) = |[w]|?+& (Jwo|*—|w:[?),

where ¢ > 0 is a sufficiently small irrational number. As «j is obtained from «, by
multiplication with a positive function, they define the same contact structure. In fact,
ay, should be though of as the restriction of A, to the hypersurface ¥, C RxY, inside

f/; defined by X := {(—logK(y),y) ’ y € Zp}.
Ustilovsky shows in [40], Lem. 4.1, that the Reeb vector field of o, is

y
Ry = ( 2i(1+e)uo, 2i(1-2)w, 2inwa, .., 2w, —wy ).
p

Hence, the closed Reeb orbits form 4 different types of manifolds:

oﬁL:{wGEp

wozwlzwn:O} >~ §*G9n=3 of %—periodic orbits for pt L

O.AN/L:{wEEp

w0:w1:O} >~ §275 of LZ_periodic orbits for p | L

° /Vf = {(wO,O, .,0) € Zp} >~ Gl of 2(’1316)-periodic orbits

o NI = {(0, w1,0,...,0) € zp} ~ 5" of g -periodic orbits.

Note that the flow of I, is no longer periodic. In particular points w € %, with wy, wy, wy
all non-zero do not lie on any closed Reeb orbit. The Conley-Zehnder index for any Reeb
trajectory v of a7, of length L7 /2 can be computed analogous to [40], Lem. 4.2, and is
given by:

) = [ 12]  [25 45] 5 (5 f8) - - o0

We can choose Morse-functions on N L,N’i having critical points L., Ly with indices

0,n—4,n—3,2n—7 for p4 L or 0,2n—5 for p | L on N or 0,1 on N'E. For ¢ fixed and
Le < 1, we can estimate the Gaufl brackets in and calculate the Morse-Bott index
as:
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e on ./Vf for period #--5, L € 2N and ¢ € {0,1}
pind) = |5 5] + (5 Hses |+ 2o (o)t )
o] - (e ]~ 1+
=2L 4 (L—1+L) + (n—2) (4-14%) +2 {ﬂ —1—(L=-14L) +c
= (n=2)(L-1) +2 | £] + { -}
e on N for period L-7, L € 2N, p | L and c € {0,2n—5}
u(Lve) = (54L41) + (2=14L) + (n—2)2% 42 H 9L — (n-3) + ¢

;

(n=2)(L-1)+2|E[+1 =0
(n—2)(L+1) 42 [L”—‘ —2 c=2n-basp|L
e on NZ for period L-3, Le2N, ptLandce {0,n—4,n-3,2n—7}

L) = (M52 4 [EG] - |ECRa 4 (202 57 (| 4)+(4))

[ L +[E] = (L) - Fdim A+ E e

p

= (E4Lg1) + (L—14L) 4 (n—2)2% + 2 Hq oL — (n—4) + e

((n—2)(L—1) +2 ﬂ+1 c=0

L +2_%—‘+{_(1) c=n—4,n—3, asp{L

p

(
(
(n=2)(L+1)+2 2| =2 c=2n-Tifpf L+
(n—2)(L+1) + 2 %W 4 e=om-Tifp|L+1

e on N~ for period ﬁ'%?L € 2N and ¢ € {0,1}

—&

() =[] s + s +f505) + Tiss (el s
+ [l ] - (] Hika]) - 3 am A + 5+
= (5+L41) + 2L + (n—2) (2+L+1) + {(1{5)W—1—(L+L+1)+c

(1-
)
(n=2)(L+1) +2 [E22| + {7} if pf L+1

(n—2)(L+1) +2 [%1 +{3 ifp| L+l

From the above calculations, we can directly read off the number by (€)) of closed Reeb
orbits of o, having Morse-Bott index k as:
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Proposition 4.1. b,(§,) = 0, unless

’):{1 ik e fyll) +1-2,+1} forptl—1and 2|1

)
2 ifke f,(I)+{-1,0}
be(§,) =1 if k€ f,(1) +{-1,0} forptl—1 and 211
bk(f;) =1 if ke f(1) +{-4,-3,-2,—-1,0,+1} forp|l—1 and 2| I.

Note that b;(¢,) = 0 around k = f,(I) if 2p | [—1. In particular holds

ke f(1-1) + {+2,+3,+4, +5}
be(§,) =0 if Sorke f,(I) +{-3,-2,-1,0} (15)
or k € f,(I+1) + {—6, -5, —4, -3},

due to the following estimate (using n—2 > 3)

Fo(141) =2 = [(n—2) +2[(1+1)/p] =2 > (1=1)(n—2) +3+2[1/p] =2 = £,(I) +1

Z —
> (1-2)(n—2) +6 +2[(I1-1)/p| = f,(I-1) +6.

Proof of Theorem [1.2]
We have to show that if (j,p) # (¢,q) for ¢,7,p,¢ € N and p,q = £1 mod 8, then j-X,
and ¢, are different contact structures on S4m+l for m > 2. From the Invariance

Theorem (Thm. [1.3), we obtain that
SHi(§:Vi, %) = B;SHi(Vy 2y). ()

Moreover, &, is asymptotically finitely generated in every degree k with bound by (¢) for
a contact form aj, not having a periodic Reeb flow. With Prop. , it follows that j-&,

is also a.f.g. in every degree k with bound b (j~£p) = j - b(&,) if k is not of the form
(21-1)(n—1) + {;(n_l) , | € N. For simplicity, we also exclude k = n — 1, which allows

us to rewrite the assumptions on k as
k#(201-1)(n—1) + {9, leN. ()
For such k, Prop. m gives for any Liouville filling V of (S?"71, j-¢,) the estimate
tk SH(V,5°5,) <7 bu(€)). ()

We assume without loss of generality p < ¢ and distinguish the following cases:
If ¢ > 2p+1, then (since ¢ is odd) g > 2p+3. Here, we look at the index

k= (2p+1)(n—2) + 2 = (2p+1)(n—2) + 2 {@W = 1.(2p+2)

2p—|—2—‘

— 2pt1)(n-2) +2 { A= fop2) 4
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On one hand, we know by the additivity of SH (see (%)) and Thm. [4.1| that
rk SHy (i-Vy,i-5,) = i -tk SHy(V,, By) = i.
On the other hand, we claim that k is not of the form (xx). Otherwise, as k is odd (as
n is odd), there exists [ € N such that
(2p+1)(n—2)+2=k=(21-1)(n—1)+1

p(n—2)
n—1

=(-1.

& 2p(n—2) +n = (21-2)(n—1) +n &

But this is impossible as p and n are odd. Therefore (x*%) and imply for any filling
V of j- ¥ that

rk SHy,(V,j-3,) < j-bi(€) =35 -0=0#i=rkSH(i-V,,i-5,).

This implies that j - §, and 7 - §, cannot be contactomorphic.
If ¢ < 2p+1, then p < ¢ < 2p—1 and we look at the indices

k=2p(n—2)4+4=2p(n—2)+2 {%—‘ = f,(2p+1)
— 2p(n—2) + 2 PPTHW o= [ (2p1) =2
and k=2p(n—2)+3 = f,(2p+1) — 1= f,(2p+1) — 3

In both cases, we know by the additivity of SH and Thm. that
tk SH iV, z-zq> =itk SH(V,,5,) = i.

Now, the first value for k is even, while the second one is odd. So if k were of the form
(x%), then there exists some [ € N such that

2p(n—2) +4 = (21—-1)(n—1)
& 2p(n—2) +4 =2l(n—1) — (n—1) & p(n—=2)+ —— =1l(n-1)

(n—2)
or 2p(n—2)+3=(21-1)(n—1) + 1
n+1
(n=2) £
The first case is impossible for n = 1 mod 4, while the second is impossible for n =
3 mod 4. So for k appropriately chosen, we find again rk SHy (V,j-¥,) = 0 for any
filling V' of j - X2 by and (s*x). Hence j - &, and 7 - £, cannot be contactomorphic.
If g = 2p+1, we look at the index

=3 2p(n—2) + 2 = 2l(n—1) — (n—1) & p(n—2)+ =Il(n—1).

k= (4p+1)(n—2) +4 = (2¢—1)(n—2) + 2 [2?;]—‘ = f,(29)
— pr)n-2) +2 | 22 6= faprn) -6
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We find again that rk S Hj, (z’-Vq,i-Eq) = 1. Moreover, k is odd, so if k& were of the form
(xx) for some | € N, then we would have

(dp+1)(n—2) + 4 = (21-1)(n—1) + 1
2p(n—2)+1 _

&= dp(n—2)+n+2=(21-2)(n—1)+n = ]

-1,

which is impossible, as the numerator is odd, while the denominator is even. Thus, for
any filling V' of j - 33 follows rk SHy (V,j - X,) = 0 and hence that j - {, and i - §, are
not contactomorphic. O

Proof of Corollary [1.1]
On S**1 we have to find k different contact structures with the same mean Euler
characteristic x,,. In [15], 8.3, Espina calculated x,, for (3,,¢,) as
1 (n—1)p+1
m(By) == ————.
Alternatively, calculations similar to whose in [26], 5.8, can be used to obtain the same
result. Moreover, in |15, Cor. 5.7, or |7], one finds the following formula for the mean
Euler characteristic of the boundary connected sum of two Liouville domains V4, V5 with
dimV;, =2n :
Xm(Vi#V2) = X (V1) + Xm(V2) + (_1)n%' (%)

Applying (*) and (**) to the [-fold connected sum [-X, of ¥, with itself, we obtain:

L f(n-1)p+1 " (=1
w5 =5 (s ) -5

Note that EZ:;;z E > 1, as p > 1, so that the expression in brackets is always positive.

Now for any k positive integers py, ..., pr with p; = £1 (mod 8) and p; # p; for i # j,
it is not difficult to find integers [y, ..., [ such that x,,(l1 - £p,) = ... = xm(lk - 2p,.). We
just have to require for all 2 < i < k that
(n=D)p1+1 _1\n
;o T (D
7 — U1 ( 1

n—1)p;+1 n
wopre T (1)

For that, it suffices to choose [; such that the product on the right side is an integer for
all 2 <i < k. Then all [;->,, have the same mean Euler characteristic, but nevertheless
they are not contactomorphic by Thm. [1.2] O

A. Perturbing periodic Reeb flows

The purpose of this appendix is to show that most contact manifolds which admit a
contact form with periodic Reeb flow are asymptotically finitely generated in every
degree, in particular via contact forms with a non-periodic Reeb flow. We need such
contact forms for the estimate of the Symplectic Homology of connected sums with these

manifolds (see Prop. [1.4)).
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A.1. Setup

Let (X, ) be a compact (2n—1)-dimensional contact manifold with contact structure
¢ = ker a and Reeb vector field R such that the flow ¢! of R is periodic, i.e. there exists
a time Ty > 0 with ¢’ = Id. Hence, any length 7' < T} of a closed Reeb orbit must
satisfy Ty /T € N. Moreover, the length of a closed Reeb orbit is bounded from below,
as R(p) # 0 for all p € 3. Thus there are only finitely many 0 < 77 < ... < Ty < Tj
such that T} is the length of a closed Reeb orbit.

The set of diffeomorphisms G := {077 |0 < j < N} clearly carries the structure of
a finite abelian group which acts on . Let Fiz(¢%) = {peX | (p)=p} denote the
fixed point set of ¢%i. Using the exponential map of a G-invariant Riemannian metric
g, we can find an p%i-invariant neighborhood U around any p € Fiz(p7) such that
the action of ¢’ on U is conjugated to the action of D,p’i on T,% restricted to a
sufficiently small neighborhood B of the origin. We find that U N Fiz(¢%7) is conjugated
to BN Fiz(Dyp’) = BNker(D,p’i—1). This shows that Fiz(¢’7) is a submanifold of
¥ and that T, Fix(p7) = ker(D,p%i —1).

As Fiz(ol) = NTi = NTitkTo |k € N, are exactly the sets formed by the periodic orbits
of R, we find that every contact manifold (X, «) with periodic Reeb flow satisfies the
Morse-Bott assumption . Moreover, £ is an a.f.g. contact structure in almost all
degrees. Indeed, if the mean index A(X) of the principal orbit ¥ = Fiz(p?) = N0 is
non-zero, then we find by the iterations formula @ that the Conley-Zehnder index of
the orbits N1tk 10 growths approximately linear in k with slope A(X). Hence there are
only finitely many closed Reeb orbits having any given Morse-Bott index k. If however
A(X) = 0, then the iterations formula implies that the Morse-Bott index of any closed
Reeb orbit stays in the interval (—2n+1,2n), so no closed Reeb orbit has Morse-Bott
index k outside (—2n+1,2n). Hence, £ = ker «v is a.f.g. in any degree k if A(X) # 0 and
in degrees k € Z \ [—2n+2,2n—1] if A(X) = 0. As sequences (f;) and (a;) to show that
¢ is a.f.g., one can choose f; =0 and any increasing sequence (q;) with a; — oo.

A.2. An explicit perturbation

The following construction was first described in [5], Sec. 2 (see also [26], Lem. 5.17).
We present it here to construct a sequence oy := et - a, f; : ¥ — R of perturbations
of a where the flow of the Reeb vector fields R; is not periodic and to add some details
missing in the original argument.

In order to perturb «, we first construct positive Morse functions fi, ..., fa, fo on the
orbit spaces Q; := Fiz (') / S'. Note that @; is in general a symplectic orbifold as the
Reeb flow does not act freely on Fix(p?7) if there exists an ¢ < j such that T;|T;. We
construct the f] by the following inductive procedure:

1. @, is a smooth manifold. Thus pick any positive Morse function f; on Q.

2. For @), j > 1, the singular set of @); is exactly S; = UTilTj Q;. At first extend

for every i < j with T;|T; the functions f; to a function f; on a small tubular
neighborhood of S; via the quadratic function v + ||v]|2 on the normal bundles to
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Qi in Q; (here, g is a fixed invariant metric on X). Then extend fj to a positive
Morse function f; on Q;. If @; has no singular set, pick any positive Morse
function.

3. Repeat this procedure for all j, in particular up to Qo = Fiz(¢™)/S' =% /S

Now lift fy to ¥ to obtain a function f which is invariant under the Reeb flow ¢!. As
R € kerdf for any ¢'-invariant function f and as £ = kera and a A (da)"! is non-
degenerate, we can associate to any ('-invariant function f a unique Hamiltonian vector
field X; by the two conditions

Xi(p)€&(p) YpeX  and  da(,Xy) =df.

Set a. := (1+¢f)-a as the perturbed contact form. Its Reeb vector field R, is

1 € .
ST T R X e
B 1 € _ ltef B
ac(Re) = (2o TR = ) = oo =1

do.(R.,") = ((1+ef)do + edf Aa) <1+sz 3 >

= da<R> ) - 1f6de‘(Xf’ ) 1+gf (df/\o‘)( ) - (1+5f (df/\a)(Xf> )

=0+ 1+Eafdf 1+afdf 0=0,

as R € kerdf and X; € { = kera and df (X;) = da(Xf,Xf) =0.

Finally, we calculate for the Lie bracket of ; +1 fR and e f 3 X that

([H—afR 1+ef)2 ]) ‘leaf O‘((1+af) Xf) i £1Jif&
\—,_/

(14ef)2

—l —eXy <L R dOé-i-d( (1+afR)>)
(ten? N7 %,_/

1+sf

- 1+5f)2 <1+5f)2 )
do ([lJrafR’ (l+af Xf] ) L fgfdo‘( 1+5f Xf>) L —ex; L r da

(1+ef)2

=L a e — 1 o, (1n ddo +d(da(+LR, )
Trey (1+ef) (1+ef§2 et \:,0/ ( 1:0 )

=t _n_d(q5pe df)+d< arere ¥ (a7 )>

=0

_ —25
_, (WW ddf o dedf>

1
= =0
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= (an (o)) ([F R m5m X)) =0,

As an(da)™ ! is a Volume form, we conclude that [1+R,

o7 1+sf Xf] = 0 and hence

that the flows of ; R and e f) =3 X commute. This implies that the flow of R, is the
composition of these two flows.
Compositions of closed orbits of — fR and e f ——=3X s are hence closed orbits of R., if
both orbits have the same starting point and the same period. In particular, we have
closed orbits of R. through any critical point p of f. These correspond exactly to critical
points of fy. As fy is Morse, we find that the Hessian of f in the normal direction to
the closed R-orbit through p is non-degenerate and hence that these closed orbits of R.
are non-degenerate.

More general, closed orbits of R, are in one-to-one correspondence with aere f =3 X s-chords

of mR orbits, Where the length of the chord equals the flowtime from one endpoint to

the other along the ; + 7
a > 0 the constant € so small that the only = f)Q X s-chords of length a are the constant
ones. This implies that for any given a and ¢ sufficiently small the only closed orbits
of R. with period less than a are those over critical points of fy. As fy is Morse on a
compact set, we find that their number is finite and independent of €. In [5], Lem. 2.4,
the Conley-Zehnder index of these orbits through p € Fiz(¢*7?7) was calculated as

—— R-trajectory. By Prop 1| below, we can choose for any given

oz (Fia(@™)) = L dim (Fiz(e"")/S") + psorse (fir, (p)).

Here, f_k.Tj = f; for kT; = T, mod Ty. If the mean index A(X) of the principal orbit
Fiz(p™) = ¥ is zero, then this implies that all Conley-Zehnder indices of closed orbits
of R. shorter then a stay in the interval (—2n+1,2n). If A(X) is non-zero, then only
finitely many of these orbits have degree k for any given integer k.

Hence, we can choose to any increasing sequences a; — 0o a decreasing sequence £; — 0
such that (a;) and (fi:=log(1+e,f)) show that & = kera is asymptotically finitely
generated in degree k, for any k if A(X) # 0 or for k € Z\ [-2n+2,2n—1] if A(X) =
Moreover, the Reeb flow for any «; := e/ - a is not periodic.

To finish the argument, it only remains to show the following contact version of the
well-known fact that for any C?-small Hamiltonian the only 1-periodic orbits of X are
the constant orbits at critical points of H.

Proposition A.1. Let (X, a) be a compact contact manifold with Reeb vector field R
and let H : ¥ — R be a smooth function which is invariant under the flow of R. Then
there exists a constant T > 0 such that each Xg-chord of a Reeb orbit of length less than
T s a constant orbit at a critical point of H. Here, Xy is the Hamiltonian vector field

of H as defined above.

Proof. We argue by contradiction: Assume that there exists a sequence of Xpy-chords
() of Reeb orbits with lengths 7; > 0 and lim; ,,, 7; = 0. As X is compact, we may
assume by the Arzela-Ascoli Theorem that (;) converges uniformly to a X g-chord ~y of
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length 7' = 0. Hence, v is a constant orbit at a critical point p of H, as da(-, Xy) = dH.
Around p we can find by the contact version of Darboux’s Theorem (see [21], Thm. 2.5.1)
a neighborhood U and coordinates x1, ..., Z,_1, Y1, ---, Yn—1, 2 such that p = (0, ...,0) and

n—1

Oé|U =dz + Zdeyj.

J=1

Note that 0, is the Reeb vector field in these coordinates. Without loss of generality
we may assume that U = (—¢,&)*"~! for some small ¢ > 0. The quotient @ of U under
the flow of the Reeb vector field 0, is then easily identified with (—¢,&)*"~2 with the
coordinates z;,y;,j = 1,...,n—1. On @ we have the symplectic form w = Z]‘ dx;Ndy;.
If #: U — (@ denotes the quotient map, it is easy to see that 7*w = da. Moreover,
as H is invariant under the flow of 0,, we find that it descends to a function H on
Q with H o = H. Consequently, we find that the Hamiltonian vector fields satisfy
dm(Xpy) = Xg. Thus, any Xpy-chord v of a Reeb orbit in U yields a closed (!) X g-orbit
y=movyin Q.

Now recall that on R**~2 with the symplectic form > ;dz;Ady; it is a well-known fact
that there exists for a C*-bounded autonomous Hamiltonian H a constant 7 such that
any closed X g-orbit of period less then 7T is constant (see |27], Lem. 2.2). Thus almost
all of the ¥, are constant. This implies Xy (v) = 4 € R0, = RR for almost all | and
hence that almost all y; are constant, as Xy (v;) € £ — a contradiction to our assumption
on . O

We finish this appendix by providing explicit subcritical isotropic spheres S C X satis-
fying the Reeb chord assumption from Prop. [L.4 To start, choose p € ¥\ crit(f) and
fix, as in the proof of Prop. [A.I] a neighborhood U of p and coordinates xy, ..., Zp_1,
Y1, -y Yn—1, 2, such that in these coordinates p = (0, ...,0) and

n—1
aly :dz+ijdyj, X¢(p) = 0uy and R=0,.

J=1

Then consider the subcritical isotropic sphere
k
S = {($7y72> ‘ Zy? = 52,2/3‘ = 073 > k',Z =z, = 0}7
j=1

with € > 0 so small, that S C U. As X¢(p) = 0,,, we can assume for ¢ small enough,
that X/|s is transverse to the plane E := {(z,y,z) | z=2=0} D S. For each real number
a; we can choose ¢; so small that S has no R.-Reeb chords of length shorter than a;. This

follows from the facts that the flow of R, is the composition of the flows of ; Jrla fR and

ﬁX s, that the flow of 7 +1€ fR is a reparametrization of the (periodic) flow of R and

that the flow ﬁ){ s near S is transverse to S and arbitrarily slow for ¢ sufficiently
small.
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B. Isotropic submanifolds avoiding Reeb chords

The following appendix was thankfully communicated to the author by Dingyu Yang.
We include it here as we could not find detailed proofs of the Theorems and
below anywhere in the literature.

Let (M, ) be a 2n+1-dimensional cooriented contact manifold and let S C M be a closed
isotropic submanifold (i.e. T'S C {|g) of dimension k < n (subcritical). Let ¢ : S — M
denote the inclusion. Let A be a contact 1-form (§ = ker ) with the associated Reeb
vector field R).

Recall the neighborhood theorem of an isotropic submanifold in a contact manifold.
The normal bundle NgM is isomorphic to RRy @ (T'S)?/TS & &|s/(TS)P, where
(TS)™ := {v € &|s|dA(v,0) = 0 for all 5 € T'S} and dX induces a symplectic vector
bundle structure on (7°S)™/T'S. Pick an almost complex structure J on & and denote
the Riemannian metric g := A ® A + dX o (Id¢xJ). Then (T'S)™/TS can be identified
with £ := (RRy ® TS & JTS)* a subbundle of TM|s. Denote the normal exponential
map exp’ : E — M, by restricting the exponential map given by g. Let U(E) be
a (poly)disk bundle on which exp® is a diffeomorphism onto the image. Then the
neighborhood theorem says that an open neighborhood of S in M is contactomorphic
to a neighborhood of the zero section in ((R.x7*S) ® U(E),dz — g +(€ij')*)\)ﬂ Here
R, xT*S is the 1-jet bundle over S, \¢ is the canonical 1-form on 7S, and the Whitney
sum bundle (R, x T*S)@®U(E) over S is regarded as a manifold in this local model. This
version of the neighborhood theorem is not explicitly written, but can be directly deduced
from Weinstein’s neighborhood theorem between diffeomorphic isotropic submanifolds
in two contact manifolds with isomorphic normal data (see e.g. [21], Thm. 2.5.8, 6.2.2).
To make this appendix self-contained without the use of the h-principle as a black box,
but sufficient for the main body of this article, we make the following assumption on S.

Definition B.1. An isotropic submanifold S in a contact manifold (M,§) is said to
have a trivial meighborhood, if (T'S)/TS (or equivalently E as above) is a trivial
bundle for some contact form A\ (and J on &). This condition depends only on & and S.

Due to the neighborhood theorem above (and footnote@, if S has a trivial neighborhood,
then there exists an open neighborhood W of S in (M, \) and a contactomorphism

D (W, A) = ((=0,8). x Ty (Sx(—=0,8)"""),dz — \y) (16)

of (W, \) onto an open neighborhood of S x {0}"* in the 1-jet bundle of S x (—4§, )" *
such that ®*(dz—M\y;) = h\, where )\ is the canonical 1-form in the cotangent bundle and
h is a nowhere vanishing function”} Here, the disc cotangent bundle 75 (Sx(—d,8)"*)
is defined using a Riemannian metric gs X go on S x (—6,8)" % with g, standard.

9Here, instead of (exp’)*), any other 1-form Ag on E as a manifold such that Ael(rE|s) = 0 and
dAel(a27Els) = dN|(A27E|s) = dA|(A2E|s) @ 0 (S is identified with the zero section) will also work.
10h, can be taken to be 1 by using the Poincaré Lemma, but the given form suffices.
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Remarks B.1. For the handle attachment along a subcritical isotropic submanifold S in
the main article, the assumption of having a trivial neighborhood will always be satisfied.
Slightly more generally, if (T'S)™ /TS admits a Lagrangian subbundle L, e.g. if S can
be embedded into a Legendrian submanifold of (M,§), one can still argue as below with
L replacing S x (—8,6)" % with minor modifications. One can also get Thm. for
finitely many contact forms for general (T'S)™/TS, by carefully using the argument
below to achieve (CT) together with the h-principle. It is plausible that full Thm.
i general might be obtainable by more deeply combining h-principle or jet transversality
with the argument below, but it is beyond the scope of this short appendizx.

We will assume that S has a trivial neighborhood from now on, unless stated otherwise.
Let ' be the Reeb flow of Ry. For some T' € (0, 00|, we introduce a mild condition
below for S C M, called (A, T')-transversality condition. We aim to show for S C M
satisfying the (A, T')-transversality condition, that for a generic perturbation ¢ of the
inclusion ¢y : S — M (in a suitable perturbation space) which remains an isotropic
embedding from S into M and is isotropically isotopic to ¢y, there is no Reeb chord
starting and ending on ¢(S) of length < T.

Definition B.2. The submanifold S C M is said to satisfy the (A, T)-transversality
condition if for some open neighborhood U(S) of S in M, the map ev : U(S)x(0,T] —
MxM, (z,t) — (x,¢'(x)) is transverse to the diagonal Ay. We can assume without
loss of generality that for W in the domain of ® in (@) above, we have W C U(S5).

The condition is only non-vacuous over (z,z) € MxM with ¢'(z) = x € U(S) and
t € (0,7]. The upper bound T here makes (\, T')-transversality easier to achieve and
it suffices for applications. Lem. and Cor. below do not use T' < oo and work
equally for T = oo. By openness of transversality, we only need to require for the
(X, T)-transversality that dev(TM|sxT((0,T])) and TAy span T(M x M),

Remarks B.2. The (\, T)-transversality condition is further equivalent to the following:
For each fized t € (0,T), the graph gr(de'les) == {(v,d¢'(v) |v € £|s} and the diagonal
A¢ = {(v,v) |v € &} span (ExE)|as = {(v,w)|v,w € &,z € S}. This is seen by
freezing the x-variable, and note that dev(%) is (0,1) € RRAXRRy C T(MxM) and
transverse to the diagonal in RR) X RR).

Examples B.1. The following examples satisfy the (X, T)-transversality condition:

1. When S avoids periodic Reeb orbits of periods T' < T. More generally, if A
is such that all closed orbits of periods T < T form submanifolds of dimensions
< 2n+1—k and {period T'} is a countable subset of (0, T, then a perturbation by a
generic normal vector field in the trivial neighborhood (see@) will displace S away
from closed orbit submanifolds while the result is still an isotropic submanifold and
1sotropically isotopic to SE

HThis argument is a baby version of the argument in Lem. and Cor. below, and can be easily
done in finite dimensions, as only one S-factor is involved.
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2. If X is non-degenerate, then (A, 0o)-transversality holds by the equivalent definition
in the above remark, and there is no restriction on the submanifold S C M. Note
that (X, T')-transversality actually requires that X is (not just transversely) non-
degenerate at the intersections of S with T"-periodic Reeb orbits, T' < T.

The relevant condition for the problem of avoiding Reeb chords is the following:

Definition B.3. An embedding v : S — M is said to satisfy the chord transversality
condition (CT) ifev, : SxSx(0,T] — M>< M, (x,y,t) = (e(x), " ((y))) is transverse
to the diagonal Ay in M x M. Note that ¢° = Id.

Corollary B.1. Let v : S — M be an embedding of a closed k-manifold into a (2n+1)-
dimensional contact manifold (M, &) such that v satisfies (CT). If k < n, then (S) has
no Reeb chord of length < T.

Proof. A point (x,y,t) € (ev,) 1 (Ay) in the definition (CT) specifies the starting and
ending points (¢(y),¢(x)) of a Reeb chord on ¢(S) and its length ¢. By (CT) and a
dimension count, one finds that (ev,)"'(A),) is a manifold of dimension 2k+1 + 2n+1
—2(2n+1)) = 2(k — n) < 0, thus empty. O

Let us recall the definition of a thickening:

Definition B.4. Let g : U =Y be a map. A thickening g : U —Y of g consists of a
fiber bundle projection U — U with a section iy and a map g: U—=Y with goiy =g. U
will be a polydisk Banach trivial bundle with the fiber as a perturbation parameter space.

In order to perturb ¢y through isotropic embeddings to an ¢ satisfying (CT), we will
proceed in two steps: given ¢ satisfying the (A, T')-transversality condition, one finds a
thickening Z of ¢y satisfying a variant of the (CT') condition and Z(-, c) is isotropically
isotopic to o (see Lem. . Then from Z one gets a generic perturbation ¢, := Z(+, ¢)
of tg such that ¢. satisfies the (CT) condition (see Cor. [B.2)).

Since S has a trivial neighborhood, we have a local model given by ® in ([16]).
Embed (—6,8)" % in T"* := (R/pZ)"~* for p > 26. Define the Floer-¢ space

C:= {f € CX(S x T R) ‘ Flsx@n—r\(=s,8—+) = 0},

where € = (€,), with ¢¢ = ¢, = 1 is a sequence of non-negative reals sufficiently fast
decreasing to 0 such that C is a Banach space with the norm || - [|¢eo(gxrn-+ r) (see [18]).
, a Banach manifold. We will simply use f
to denote f|gy(_sgn—+ and also write f(a,b) for a € S and b € (—4,6)"".

Similarly, define the Floer-e space C°(S, R) with the norm || - [|¢ee(gr) Which is a Banach
space, and denote ng(s, R) with norm less than ¢ which is a Banach manifold. Let
N = {s:=(s1, -+ ,s5nk) odiag | (s;); € (CH(S,R))" ¥} = (C3(S, R))" " o diag, where
diag : S — S™* is the diagonal map. {gr, : x — (z,s(z)) | s € N} is regarded as the
space of smooth sections (with norm control) of the trivial bundle S x (=4, )" .
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For fixed (f,s) € Cs x N, we define an isotropic embedding S — M as follows:

Lis S — M,x O (f(x,s(x)), (z,s(x)), diz,s@)f) = é_l(f(grs(x)),grs(az), dgr () f)
= &' (f(gr,(x)), gra(gry(2))),

where gr,(z) := (x,s(x)) and we also write df(Z) = dzf for T € S x (=6,0)"*. It
is clearly an embedding as ¢g is perturbed by a ‘normal’ vector field and also isotropic
via the following argument: For gr,, o gr, = (z +— (gry(2),dgr (z)f)) as a map into the
cotangent bundle restricted to gr (S), we have (gry o gr,)*As = gry o gr,, which is
canceled by the differential of the z-coordinate, thus v A = +(® o t5,,)*(dz — Ayt) = 0.
By first isotoping ¢ty 1—¢)s, then ¢q_sr0 and smoothing out, clearly ¢f, is isotopic to
Lo = Lo, Vvia isotropic embeddings. So we have constructed a (injective) map

emb : Cs x N — Emb (S, M), (f,s) — v

into the space of isotropic embeddings S — M that are isotropically isotopic to ¢o.
Define EV : S x Emb**(S, M) — M, (z,1) — «(x) and

Z:=EVo (Ids xemb):S x (Cs x N) = M, (z,(f,s)) — tps(x).

Lemma B.1. Let S be a closed isotropic submanifold having a trivial neighborhood in
a contact manifold (M, &) such that S C M satisfies the (X, T)-transversality condition.
Then the thickening L : Sx (CsxN) — M of 1y defined above has the following properties:

(i) Z(-,c) : S — M is an isotropic embedding and isotropically isotopic to iy.
(ii) evz : (S xS x(0,T]) x (Cs x N) = M x M,
((z,y,1), ) = evr((z,y,1), ©) = evr( (@, 1) = (Z(z,0), ' (Z(y, ),
is transverse to Ay in M x M, here ¢ = (f,s) € Cs X N.

Note that condition (i7) says that evz is transverse to Ay, even with the same pertur-
bation parameter for both S factors (essential for carrying out Cor. |B.2)).

Proof. We have already established property ().
To prove property (i7), we discuss the cases x # y and x = y separately.

For 2 # y at the point ((z,y,t),c) with ¢ = (f,s) € Cs x N, we consider the map

T :(Sx8)x(Csx N) — &(W) x &(W), where @ is defined in (L€,
(@) () = (G 5(a). @) @), (F 050 0 5. . 5(0)

and first show that dU generates (0, (a,w)) for any vector (a,w) in the second factor

Tt ery () rgp (e ) (=0, 8) X T3 (S%(=6,8)" %)) = R X Ty (v, ) (T5 (Sx(=0,6)" 7).
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Let m denote the projection T3 (Sx(—4§,d)" %) — S x (=4, )" *. Denote
v = dr(w) € Tiy.sp) (Sx(=8,8)" ") = T,SxR"*

and its splitting into factors by (vi,vs). We can find s, € TN = (C*(S,R))" " o diag
which is 0 near z and is the vector vy — (d,s)(v1) € R"™* at y; so for a path ~,, in S with
Y, (0) =y and ~; (0) = vy, the path gr,, . (7.,(7)) generates v = (vy,vz). For clarity,
let s4 denote the section of the bundle T3 (Sx(—d,5)" %) defined by the exact 1-form

&, 50 5, 50)) = ((,5(1)), dF (3 5(y)) Then
w — <d(y’5(y))sdf)< ) € ker dﬁ,jf (y,8(y )7T - ys(y) (SX< 57 5)n7k)7

where the last identification uses 7,F' = F' canonically for any vector space F'.
We can find f,,, € TyCs = C such that f,,, is 0 near (z,s(x)), and f,.,(y,s(y)) = a,
dfaw(y;5(y)) = w — (d(y,s(y)S4r)(v). Then the path

T = 8Laf 4 rdfa (grs+TsU (70, (7)))

generates w. Moreover, for any (a,w), the path

= ((.f + Tfaﬂu) (grs+fsv (7111 (7-)))7 grdeerfa,w (grS+TSU (%)1 (T)))>

generates (CL+ (d(w(y))f)(v),w) S T( fers(v)),8rap(ar, y)))(( (5 5) X T(; (SX( (5 5)” k))

=R x Tgrdf(grs(y (T;(SX( (5 5)n k))

If 7y is a constant path at x, then the following path generates 0 € T,,M:

= ((f + Tfa,w) (grs+rsv (’70 (T) )) ) grdf—i—Tdfa,w (grs—i-Tsv (70 (T) ))) .

Therefore, we have shown that

(d((Ly)’(f’s))\I/) (<O7 U1>7 (fa’,w, Sv)) = (07 (CL, w))7

where a’ := a — (d(y,s(y))f)(v). Namely,
0 X T far, () s (e ) (=05 0) X T3 (S (=8, 6)" ) C(d (). (7.9) ¥ ) (OX TSXT(Csx N)).

do~t - T((=0,8) x TF(Sx(—6,6)"*)) — TW and dy' : TM — TM for fixed t are
isomorphisms. So we have shown that the image of

deV | TSxTSx0xT(CxN) = ([d X (dwt\TMxo)) o(dd~' x dd ") o (AY|rsxTsxT(CxA))

contains (evz)*(0xTM), which together with TAj, spans T(MxM), as soon as
evz(z,y,t,c) € Ay Note that in this case transversality is achieved even without
using the ¢-direction.

For z =y, eOVI((:L‘a L, t)? C) = (I(I7 C)) Qot(z(xv C)))? and deovllATMXT((O,T])XT(C,;XN) and the
diagonal T'Ay; span T(M xM)|a,,, because of the (A, T)-transversality together with
the fact that d(,Z is a submersion onto Z*(T'M) (using a part of the argument from
the previous case), as Z(z,c¢) € WCU(S). So we have established property (ii). O
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To get a perturbation of ¢y from its thickening, we pick a generic value in the perturbation
parameter space independent of S and equal for both S-factors in the evaluation:

Corollary B.2. Consider the same setting as in Lem. [B.1 Write D := SxSx (0,77,
E = CsxN. Z := (evz) 1 (An) is a submanifold of DXE and pra|z : Z C DxE —
E Fredholm. Then for a regular value ¢ of pro|z (existing generically by Sard-Smale)
defining v :=Z(-,c) : S — M, ev,, = evz(-,c) is transverse to Ay in M x M.

Proof. This genericity trick is classical (and underlies almost all transversality argu-
ments). To quickly see it, d.evr at points z € Z induces an isomorphism

T(DxE)/T,Z — Ts(MxM)/T:Ay

where Z := evz(z). If ¢ = pro(2) is a regular value, then d,(pr9)(7.2) = T.E. Therefore,
d.ev,, = (d,evr)|r,p induces an isomorphism T.D/d, (pr)(T.Z) — T:(MxM)/T;AM,
which implies the conclusion. O

Theorem B.1. Let S be a closed subcritical isotropic submanifold having a trivial neigh-
borhood in a contact manifold (M, &) such that S C M satisfies the (X, T)-transversality
condition for some fized A, e.g. obtained from Ez.[B.1. Then one can find an isotropic
submanifold S. = 1.(S) with t. isotropically isotopic to 1o, such that S. has no Reeb chord
of Ry of length < T.

Proof. Lem. and Cor. imply the existence of an isotropic embedding ¢, : S — M
isotropically isotopic to ¢y such that ¢, satisfies (C'T"). The isotropic submanifold ¢.(.S)
then has no Reeb chord of length < T by Cor. O

Theorem B.2. Let (T}) C R,l € N and let \; be a sequence of contact forms such that
ker \; = & and N\, = /i)y and S C M satisfies (N, Tj)-transversality for all | with the
same U(S) (e.g. N is non-degenerate for all l as in Fz. (2) with T = o).

Let CsxN and T be as in Lem.[B.1 Then there exists a comeager set R C CsxN such
that for all ¢ € R holds that 1. = Z(-,¢) : S — M is an isotropic embedding isotropic
isotopic to 1y, such that S. := 1.(S) avoids all Reeb chords of Ry, of lengths < T}, V1.

Proof. Consider from Lem. the construction of a thickening Z : Sx(CsxN') — M of
Lo with respect to A\;. Namely, start with the tubular neighborhood

o (W) — ((—5, 5). x T (Sx(—6,0)"F), dz — Ast>

and W C U(S) (from Defn. |B.2). Note that Z(-,¢) is still an isotropic embedding
isotropically isotopic to ¢o in (M, N;) for all [, as

I('vc)*/\l = I('uc)*(efl/\l) - efl(Z("C))(I('ac)*/\l) = 0.

evz,; (where the subscript [ signifies the dependence on the Reeb flow gpﬁ\l of R),) is still
transverse to the diagonal Ay, in M xM for all [, as the above argument only uses dyj,
being an isomorphism. Thus the desired transversality holds verbatim as in Lem. [B.1]
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We apply Cor. to pralz, : Z; — CsxN where Z; := (evz;) '(Ay). Then the
countable intersection R := [, R; of the sets R; of regular values of pry| is comeager
and non-empty in CsxN. Any ¢ € R gives an isotropic submanifold S, := ¢.(S) which
avoids all Reeb chords of R, of lengths < T; for all [ and is isotropically isotopic to
S. O

Remarks B.3. Let S be a closed Legendrian submanifold (k = n) such that S C M
satisfies the (N, T)-transversality with T < oo, e.g. Fr. . Trivially it has a trivial
netghborhood, as E = 0 here. The same construction allows us to find a Legendrian
embedding t.: S — M that satisfies (CT) and is Legendrian isotopic to ty. Applying
the neighborhood theorem to S = 1.(S), we see that for small 0 < t < €, the Reeb
flow ¢ of % maps S within that neighborhood and increases z coordinate from z = 0
m (RZXT*S, dz —\g), thus there is no Reeb chord on S of length < €. Since ev,, :
SxSx(0,T] = MxM is transverse to Ay, (€v,,) " (Ap) is a 0-dimensional manifold
by the same argument as in Cor.[B.1|: points in (év,)~'(Arr) correspond to Reeb chords
and are just shown to lie in the compact set SxSx[ey, T'], hence form a finite set. So, one
can Legendrian isotope a closed Legendrian submanifold satisfying (X, T)-transversality
with T < oo to one that admits only finitely many Reeb chords of lengths < T. This is
useful for setting up Legendrian SF'T.
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