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1. INTRODUCTION AND HISTORICAL BACKGROUND

This paper is concerned with the “almost existence” phenomenon for periodic
orbits of Hamiltonian dynamical systems. We shall describe some of the background
of this phenomenon, and we relate it to the new feral curve theory, [§], which was
recently initiated by the authors. The new approach to the “almost existence”
phenomenon suggests a larger context which also features questions around the
C*°-closing lemma in the following sense. Consider a compact symplectic manifold
(W, Q) equipped with a smooth Hamiltonian H: W — R. Given a regular energy
surface H~1(E), one can ask the question: Is it the case that after a small smooth
perturbation of H the new H’~!(E) has the property that the set of periodic orbits
are dense? This is a classical question, and the C'-closing lemma shows that the
above assertion is true for a C2-small perturbation of the Hamiltonian, i.e. for a C''-
close Hamiltonian vector field. Whereas the C*-closing lemma holds in general, it is
known that the C'*°-closing lemma does not; see [I1]. We believe that the analysis
below contributes to a growing body of evidence which suggests that the validity
of the Hamiltonian C°°-closing lemma is intimately connected to the existence of
a sufficiently rich Gromov-Witten theory of the ambient space. We touch on this
speculation in Section [[.41
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The main goal of this paper is to set up a body of results to utilize the Feral
Curve theory to study questions around almost existence and the closing lemma.
Our results show that given a compact pile of Hamiltonian energy surfaces, a suf-
ficient supply of pseudoholomorphic curves associated to this pile implies “almost
existence”; see Theorem This is always attainable provided the pile of energy
surfaces can be viewed as lying in a compact symplectic manifold with a sufficient
supply of pseudoholomorphic curves. As an exercise the reader might enjoy using
our more local results to reprove the almost existence result for regular compact
energy surfaces in R?” by using the large supply of pseudoholomorphic curves ob-
tained as a deformation of holomorphic curves in CPP". Building on previous work
in [8], we also show that under suitable topological constraints, the almost existence
result can be improved to the following: Every energy level contains a non-trivial
closed invariant subset, and for almost all of these energy levels this set is a peri-
odic orbit; see Theorem [3l For the convenience of the reader we recall the necessary
background.

1.1. The Weinstein Conjecture. As a starting point for our discussion, we con-
sider two seminal papers by P. Rabinowitz, namely [22] and [23], which are con-
cerned with the existence of a periodic orbit on a given compact regular energy
surface

M =H Y(E)

for an autonomous Hamiltonian system defined on the standard phase space R?".
Rabinowitz showed the existence of periodic orbits whenever suitable geometric
conditions are met. We refer the reader to the introduction of [I] for the interesting
broader historical perspective of Rabinowitz’ results.

A. Weinstein analyzed these results, particularly [23], and proposed the far-
reaching Weinstein Conjecture in [29], which we shall describe momentarily. First
though, we provide some definitions. Consider an odd-dimensional smooth manifold
M? 1 with a one-form A for which A A (d\)™ is a volume form. In this case, we
call A a contact form for M, which then uniquely determines a vector field X by
the following equations:

AX)=1 and ixd\=0.

In this case, we call X the Reeb vector field associated to the contact form A. In a
modified form, the Weinstein Conjecture states the following.

Weinstein Conjecture (1978):
Let M be a smooth closed odd-dimensional manifold equipped with a contact form
and an associated Reeb vector field X. Then the dynamical system given by

= X(a),

has a nontrivial periodic orbit.

The first breakthrough concerning the Weinstein Conjecture was Viterbo’s cel-
ebrated result in [28], which showed that a regular compact contact-type energy
surface of a Hamiltonian system in R?" carries a nontrivial periodic orbit. In 1993
Hofer, in [13], showed that for a contact form A on a closed three-manifold M the
Weinstein conjecture is true provided at least one of the following holds. Either
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M = 53, or ma(M) # 0, or X is overtwisted. In 2007 Taubes proved in [27] that the
Weinstein conjecture in dimension three is true for all (M, \).

A natural question then becomes whether or not a generalization of this result
holds for more general compact energy surfaces in R2”. However, if n > 3 results
in [9] and [I2] show that periodic orbits might not exist on a given energy surface.
There is also a result for n = 2, see V. Ginzburg and B. Giirel, [10], and thus it
becomes interesting to study, in some sense, how often and how the generalization
fails. This is the content of Section

1.2. Almost Existence. By analyzing Viterbo’s paper, the second author and E.
Zehnder established in [I6] that many compact Hamiltonian energy levels contain
periodic orbits. Indeed, after some refinement by Rabinowitz in [24] and Struwe
in [25], this phenomenon became referred to as “almost existence”. Working in
a context in which the almost existence phenomenon holds, the actual existence
question for periodic orbits of Hamiltonian systems quite often can be phrased as
“a priori estimates imply existence”, see [4]. Finally the phenomenon was explained
in [I§] in terms of differentiability properties of the so-called Hofer-Zehnder capacity,
see also [I7].

For our explicit purpose of connecting this topic to feral curve theory, we ap-
proach the subject in a particular way. In a first definition we give an abstraction
of a regular, smooth and compact Hamiltonian energy surface in a symplectic man-
ifold, which we call a “framed Hamiltonian manifold”. By forgetting some of the
information carried by a framed Hamiltonian manifold we obtain what is called an
“odd-symplectic manifold”.

Definition 1.1 (framed Hamiltonian manifold and odd-symplectic).

A framed Hamiltonian manifold (M, \,w) consists of a smooth closed odd-dimen-
sional manifold M = M?*" 1, a two-form w and a one-form X such that A A w™ is
a volume form. When such a \ exists but we only specify (M,w), we call the pair
an odd-symplectic manifold.

A framed Hamiltonian manifold (M, \,w) defines a dynamical system. Namely
there exists a non-singular vector field X on M uniquely characterized by the
equations

ixA\=1 and ixw=0.

As in the more special contact case we shall refer to X as the Reeb vector field
(associated to (M, \,w)).

Assume that we are given a symplectic manifold (W, ) without boundary and
consider a compact, smooth, regular and co-oriented hypersurface M in W. De-
noting by ¢ : M — W the inclusion, we abbreviate w = ¢*Q2 and obtain the
odd-symplectic manifold (M,w). If H : W — R is a smooth Hamiltonian and
H~Y(E) = M for some number E € R and dH(m) # 0 for m € M we can take a
one-form A on M such that A(Xg(m)) =1 for m € M. Then A A w™ is a volume
form on M. Hence we obtain a framed Hamiltonian manifold (M, A, w). One easily
verifies that the Reeb vector field X satisfies

Xu(m) =X (m) for all m € M,

where X is the Hamiltonian vector field associated to H and defined by ix, 2 =
—dH.
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In order to study the almost existence phenomenon we also need to consider
neighborhoods of a smooth, regular and compact energy surface. Given a co-
orientable, compact, smooth and regular hypersurface M contained in W, where
(W, ?2) is a symplectic manifold, we obtain an odd-symplectic manifold (M,w) as
previously described. Namely we take the inclusion i : M — W and define w := i*Q.

We fix a one-form A such that A A w” is a volume form on M. We can define on
R x M with coordinates (¢,m) a 2-form Q by

Q=d(t\) + w.

It is a trivial exercise that there exists an open neighborhood U of M = {0} x M
such that QU is a symplectic form. Moreover, if we take U small enough we
find an embedding ¢ : U — W onto an open neighborhood of M C W such that
1/)*() = Q|U and in addition ¥ (0, m) = m for all m € M. Note that this also implies
that given A1 and A9 so that A\; Aw™ are volume forms we find for the corresponding
Q; defined by
Q; = d(t)\z) + w,

open neighborhoods Uy and Us of M C R x M such that ;|U; are symplectic and
there exists a symplectic diffeomorphism ¢ : U; — Us, which is the identity on
M = {0} x M. Depending on the case, whether or not A\; A w™ or Ay A w™ define
the same orientation on M, we must have that ¢) maps (s, m) for some s > 0 to
some (s',m’) with +s" > 0.

From the previous discussion it follows that instead of working with a suitable
open neighborhood U of M we may assume that U = R x M equipped with a
symplectic form € such that w = ¢*Q, where ¢(m) = (0,m) for m € M.

Definition 1.2 (compatible ).
Given an odd-symplectic (M,w) we call a symplectic form Q on R x M compatible
provided 1*Q = w, where v : M — R x M s defined by v(m) = (0,m) for m € M.

The notion of “almost existence” will be associated to the behavior of small
neighborhoods of M = {0} x M in R x M for a symplectic form which restricts to
w.

Definition 1.3 (almost existence property - odd symplectic).

Consider a smooth, compact odd-symplectic manifold (M,w), denote by Q a com-
patible symplectic form on R x M and identify M = {0} x M. We say that (M, w)
has the almost existence property provided there exists an open neighborhood U of M
with the following property. Given any proper, smooth and surjective Hamiltonian
H:V — (—¢,¢) for some e >0, where V is an open neighborhood of M contained
in U such that H=(0) = «(M) and dH(s,m) # 0 form € M and s € (—¢,¢) define
the set ¥ by

Yu={FE € (—¢,¢) | &= Xu(x) has a periodic orbit with H(x) = E}.

We say that (M,w) has the almost existence property provided for suitable U it
holds for all H as described above that measure(Xpg) =2 - €.

Finally we can introduce a special class of symplectic manifolds.

Definition 1.4 (almost existence property — symplectic manifold).

A symplectic manifold (W,Q) without boundary has the almost existence prop-
erty provided for every regular, compact, and co-oriented hypersurface M the pair
(M, *Q) has the almost existence property, where v : M — W is the inclusion.
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We know that the standard symplectic vector space R?" has the almost existence
property, see [I7]. We also know that 7% can be be equipped with a symplectic
form so that (T*,Q) does not have the almost existence property, see also [I7]. In
other words, the almost existence property is nontrivial. We state the following
theorem for the convenience of the reader. It is based on some known facts which
we identify as a local property.

Theorem 1 (local almost existence property).

Every symplectic manifold (W, Q) without boundary has the following property.
Given a point w € W there exists an open neighborhood U(w) so that for every
closed reqular hypersurface M C U the pair (M,i*Q) has the almost existence prop-
erty.

In other words, every symplectic manifold without boundary has the ”local al-
most existence property”. It then becomes an interesting question what kind of
more global compact, regular hypersurfaces in (W, ) have the almost existence
property. We formulate a more precise question next.

Question 1.5. Assume that (W,Q) is a symplectic manifold without boundary.
Suppose that M C W is a smooth, compact, reqular hypersurface without boundary
so that the inclusion v : M — W 1is isotopic to a small hypersurface, i.e. contained
in some U(w), see Theorem [l Does then M have the almost existence property?
If this is not always true, then for which class of symplectic manifolds (other than
R?") is it true?

We note that the literature suggests that compact symplectic manifolds with a
sufficiently rich Gromov-Witten theory have the almost existence property. The
first paper, predating Gromov-Witten theory, where such an idea is used is [I5]. It
shows that having a suitable moduli space of pseudoholomorphic curves associated
to a symplectic manifold implies that the Weinstein conjecture holds for suitable
energy surfaces. The method in [I5] was then used in [20] and combined with
Gromov-Witten theory for a more convenient packaging of properties of moduli
spaces. This Gromov-Witten style approach has also been used to prove almost
existence results in certain cases; see for example [21], Theorem 1.10.

1.3. Statement of the Main Result. Here we state the main result of the article.
The terms used below are standard, however they are provided explicitly in Section
Rlbelow. For example, the notion of an Q2-tame almost complex structure is provided
in Definition 2T} the notion of a pseudoholomorphic map is provided in Definition
22l and the notion of the genus of such a map is provided in Definition

Theorem 2 (Main Result).

Let (W, Q) be a symplectic manifold without boundary, and let H: W — R be a
smooth propel] Hamiltonian. Fiz E_,E, € HW) C R with E_ < E., as well
as positive constants, Cy > 0, and Cq > 0. Suppose that for each Q2-tame almost
complex structure J on W there exists a proper pseudoholomorphic map

u:(S,j) > {peW:E_<H(p) < E;+}

without boundary, which also satisfies the following conditions:

1By proper here, we mean that for each compact set K C R, the set H~!(K) is compact.
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(1) (genus and area bounds) The following inequalities hold:
Genus(S) < C, and / 1 Q) < Cq.
S
(2) (energy surjectivity) The map How:S — (E_, E) is surjective.

Then there is a periodic Hamiltonian orbit on almost every energy level in range
(E_,Ey). That is, if we let T C (E_,Ey) denote the energy levels of H which
contain a Hamiltonian periodic orbit, then T has full measure:

W(T) = n((B-.B,)) = Bo — B

At this point there are a few points worth making. The first is that the pseu-
doholomorphic maps in question here need not be compact — in fact, a careful
inspection of the requirements reveals that they cannot be compact.

A second point is that the pseudoholomorphic maps allowed by the above hy-
potheses may have domains (S, j) which are diffeomorphic to an open annulus, but
sometimes the domains will be much worse. For example, our assumptions allow
for the possibility that a domain of a pseudoholomorphic map may be an infinitely
punctured open disk with infinitely many closed disks removed. Or worse: the open
disk with the Cantor set removed. Or any closed Riemann surface with any closed
set removed. To be clear, such assumptions are highly unusual in the standard the-
ory of pseudoholomorphic curves, however they are standard in feral curve theory.
This is because feral curves in general are much wilder. We illustrate this with a
plausible example.

Suppose (W, Q) is a closed symplectic manifold, with an Q-compatible almost
complex structure J, a smooth Hamiltonian H: W — R for which 0 is a regular
value, and a pseudoholomorphic map %: S — W where S is a closed Riemann
surface such as a sphere or torus, etc. For € > 0, what structure does the following
set have?

(1) S:={zeS:—e<H(u(z)) <e¢}

As it need not be the case that +e are regular values of H o u, there is no reason
that S should necessarily admit a smooth compactification to a compact Riemann
surface with smooth boundary. Indeed, all one can really say is that it has the
structure of a closed Riemann surface with some closed set removed, which is exactly
the sort of domain surface that Theorem [2] allows. Conceptually, it may be easier
to think of the maps we allow as arising from restrictions like u := ﬁ‘ g» With S as
in equation (I, however it is worth noting that the existence of such an extension
(or lack thereof) plays no role in our proof.

With such unusual freedom allowed for the domains of our pseudoholomorphic
maps, the attentive reader may be concerned about the precise notion of genus.
This is made rigorous in Definition 2.3] below, although it amounts to exhausting
S by compact two-dimensional manifolds with boundary and taking the limit of
associated the genera.

A third point is that the hypothesis in Theorem [Pl regarding the existence of a
suitable pseudoholomorphic map for each 2-tame almost complex structure seems
very restrictive, however in practice this is not the case. For example, Gromov-
Witten invariants are invariants of a closed symplectic manifold obtained by alge-
braically counting pseudoholomorphic maps of specified genus, homology class, and
incidence conditions. In particular, Gromov-Witten invariants are independent of
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the choice of almost complex structure (provided that it is Q-tame), and thus a
sufficiently rich Gromov-Witten theory for a closed symplectic manifold (W, Q) is
sufficient to guarantee the hypotheses of Theorem [ are satisfied in many cases.

We will contrast the feral curve techniques used below with the methods used
in [20] and [2I] momentarily, however at present we point out that the the proof of
Theorem 2l will show that its conclusion holds under weaker assumptions regarding
the pseudoholomorphic curves. Specifically, one only needs the existence of pseudo-
holomorphic curves for a particular sequence of adiabatically degenerating almost
complex structures. The notion of this adiabatic degeneration is rather technical
and is made precise in Definition 2.8 however the idea is to degenerate the almost
complex structure so as to geometrically “stretch the neck” along a continuum of
energy levels. With such an concept internalized, we direct the reader’s attention
to Theorem Ml in Section ] below, which is a localized version of Theorem ] with
the assumptions stripped to the absolute essentials.

With the exception of Struwe’s results in [26], which predate modern symplectic
methods, all proofs of almost existence follow a similar pattern: prove the Hofer-
Zehnder capacity of a domain containing the energy surface is finite, and the desired
result follows from [I8]. For example, in [2I] Lu takes cues from [20] to use the
Gromov-Witten invariants to define a pseudo-capacity which is finite and bounds
the Hofer-Zehnder capacity; the almost existence result is then immediate. In
contrast, the proof of Theorem 2l makes no use of capacities at all, and only makes
use of pseudhoholomorphic curves — specifically feral curve theory. The idea is
to stretch the neck along a continuum of energy levels, and analyze some basic
properties in the limit. For those familiar with methods from Symplectic Field
Theory, it is worth pointing out that the key obstacle to overcome is that there are
no Hofer energy bounds in this case, and hence infinite energy pseudoholomorphic
curves (i.e feral curves) can appear in the limit “building.” The picture that emerges
from this analysis is rather interesting. It seems that as one takes this adiabatic
degeneration, curves which cross the region of degeneration are inexorably drawn
to collapse onto families of periodic orbits. Or more precisely, such a collapse to
families of orbits occurs almost everywhere, and on the complementary measure
zero set the curves are allowed to jump between such families, or even jump to a
more general closed invariant subset. Further analysis of such limiting curves seems
well poised to illuminate additional dynamical features.

We close this introductory section with an application which appears to be in-
accessible to methods relying on the finiteness of the Hofer-Zehnder capacity. We
state this as Theorem [3] below, but first provide a definition.

Definition 1.6 (positive contact type).

Let (W,Q) be a compact symplectic manifold with boundary. Let M™ be a union
of connected components of OW. We say M™ C OW s of positive contact type
provided there ezists an outward pointing nowhere vanishing vector fieldY defined in
a neighborhood of M+ in W for which LyQ = Q; here L denotes the Lie derivative.
In this case \ := in’M+ is a contact form on M.

Theorem 3 (intertwining existence and almost existence).

Let (W, Q) be a four-dimensional compact connected exact symplectic manifold with
boundary OW = M+ U M~. Suppose M is positive contact type in the sense of
Definition[L.8, and suppose that one of the following three conditions holds:

(1) M™* has a connected component diffeomorphic to S®,
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(2) there exists an embedded S* C M™ which is homotopically nontrivial in W,
(8) (M™T,)) has a connected component which is overtwisted.

Then for each Hamiltonian H € C>(W,R) for which H=1(+1) = M*, the fol-
lowing is true. For each s € [—1,1] the energy level H=1(s) contains a closed
non-empty set other than the energy level H=1(s) itself which is invariant under
the Hamiltonian flow of Xg; moreover for almost every s € [—1,1] this closed
invariant subset is a periodic orbit.

Note that the image of H is not required to lie in [—1, 1].
The proof of Theorem [Blis provided in Section [3 below.

1.4. Speculation on the C'*°-Closing Property. Before moving on to the proofs
of Theorem 2] and Theorem [3] we wish to draw some connections to the C'*°-closing
lemma. We also aim to pose some speculative questions which we believe the feral
curve techniques below seem well poised to eventually answer.

We begin with an odd-symplectic manifold (M, w), and take a compatible sym-
plectic form © on R x M. We consider the Fréchet space C*°(M,R) and observe
that every element f defines a hypersurface in R x M by setting

M;={(f(m),m) eRxM: me M}.

Considering the hypersurface My C (R x M,§2) we obtain the distinguished line
bundle £y — My, given by

Ef = ker(wf) - TMf,

where wy is the pull-back of {2 by the inclusion My — R x M. Since Ly C T'My is
a dimension one sub-bundle, it is an integrable distribution and we are interested
in the closed leaves. We denote by C; the union of all points in My which lie on a
closed leaf. We say that the periodic orbits are dense on My provided cl(Cy) = Mj.

Definition 1.7 (C*°-closing property).

We say that the odd-symplectic manifold (M,w) has the C*°-closing property pro-
vided that there exists a compatible Q on R x M so that for a Baire subset ¥ of
C>*(M,R) the following holds:

cl(Cy) = My for all f € X.

Again one can use the closing property to define a particular class of symplectic
manifolds.

Definition 1.8 (C*°-closing property — symplectic manifolds).

We say a symplectic manifold (W, Q) has the C°-closing property provided for
every regular compact co-oriented hypersurface M in W the induced (M,w) has the
C™>-closing property.

One can play around with the above definition by allowing only hypersurfaces
isotopic to small ones or those carrying a suitable topology. Alternatively, one
might choose to only allow contact-type hypersurfaces. We leave it to the reader
to explore these ideas and we only mention the following conjecture.

Conjecture 1 (local C*°-closing property).

The standard symplectic vector space (RQ",Qsmndam), n > 2, has the C'*°-closing
property. In particular all symplectic manifolds without boundary have the local
C*>-closing property.
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The conjecture is open for all n > 2 and basically nothing is known for n > 3. In
the case of n = 2 one knows a partial result, namely that compact, regular hyper-
surfaces in R* of contact type have the C*>°-closing property. However, nothing is
known for general compact regular hypersurfaces in R*. Indeed, by a result of Irie,
[19], every (M, \,d\), where M is a closed three-manifold equipped with a contact
form A, has the C'*°-closing property. In particular every compact regular hypersur-
face of contact type in R* has the C*°-closing property. In the background of Irie’s
result and a follow-up result, [2], is the important volume formula by Cristofaro-
Gardiner, Hutchings, and Ramos, [B]. At present the proof of [19] based on [5] only
works in the three-dimensional case. Due to the use of Seiberg-Witten-Floer The-
ory it will need some new ideas to attack the higher-dimensional cases — perhaps
feral curves.

The germ of an idea goes as follows. The key upshot of feral curves, is that one
can stretch the neck along any hypersurface. The downside is that one may find
limit sets which are much more complicated than a finite set of periodic orbits.
However, Theorem ] strongly suggests that generically (in the right sense) one can
stretch the neck while following a single curve for each almost complex structure,
and pass to the limit to find a periodic orbit. That is, at least one periodic orbit
is (generically) found by tracking just one curve. What if there are many curves
to track? High dimensional families of curves, for example. Here the proposed
richness of the Gromov-Witten invariants comes into play. For example, consider
R?" ~ C" = CP™\ CP™ !, and suppose we consider stretching the neck along
some generic hypersurface M C R?". By considering curves of high degree, one
obtains high dimensional families of curves which stretch and break along periodic
orbits. This raises a question: Which orbits can be found by stretching the neck
and tracking curves of any fixed (but arbitrarily large) degree? All orbits, or just
a subset? A dense subset? If it turns out that neck stretching can find (nearly)
every orbit then feral curves seem well poised to recover the C*°-closing lemma
for arbitrary regular, compact hypersurfaces in R?". Currently the known results
about the contact-type case in R* depend on Seiberg-Witten theory. The feral
curve theory should be important in removing the contact-type hypothesis. In
order to prove the results in higher dimensions one way to succeed seems to be the
development of suitable techniques to use higher-dimensional moduli spaces.

2. BACKGROUND AND GEOMETRIC FRAMEWORK

Here we will recall some standard background material, and then we provide
a geometric framework very specific to the problem of study. We begin with the
notions of an almost complex manifold and pseudoholomorphic maps.

Definition 2.1 (almost complex structures; compatible and tame).

Let W be a smooth manifold, not necessarily closed, possibly with boundary, and
let J € T(End(TW)) be a smooth section for which Jo J = —1. We call J an
almost complex structure for W, and the pair (W, J) an almost complex manifold.
In the case that Q) is a symplectic form on W, we say J is Q2-compatible provided
that g(v,w) := Q(v, Jw) is a Riemannian metric. Under the weaker assumption
that Q(v, Jv) > 0 for all v € TW, and with equality if and only if v = 0, we say
instead that J is only Q-tame.

Definition 2.2 (pseudoholomorphic map).
Let (S,7) and (W, J) be smooth almost complex manifolds with dim(S) = 2, each
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possibly with boundary. A C°-smooth map u : S — W is said to be pseudoholo-
morphic provided J - Tu = Tw - j. That is, the tangent map of w intertwines the
almost complex structures on domain and target. Unless otherwise specified, we
allow S to be disconnected. We say such a map is proper provided the pre-image
of any compact set is compact.

It is worth noting that constant maps are always pseudoholomorphic. We also
note that we will allow the domains of our pseudoholomorphic maps to be discon-
nected, which in conjunction with the fact that constant maps are always pseudo-
holomorphic allows for the possibility that any given map may have many constant
components — perhaps infinitely many. At present we allow this, while noting that
second countability of the domain Riemann surfaces forces any given map to have
at most countably many constant components.

Because the domains of our pseudoholomorphic maps are Riemann surfaces
which need not be compact, we make the notion of genus precise with the fol-
lowing definition.

Definition 2.3 (Genus). Let S be a two-dimensional oriented manifold, possibly
with boundary, with at most countably many connected components, and with the
property that each connected component of OS is compact. Then

(1) If S is closed and connected, then define Genus(S) := g where x(S) = 2—2g
is the Fuler characteristic of S.

(2) If S is compact and connected with n boundary components, define S =
(Su(Up_,D?)/ ~ to be the closed surface capped off by n disks, and
define Genus(S) := Genus(S).

(8) If S is compact (possibly with boundary), then Genus(S) is defined to be the
sum of the genera of each connected component.

(4) If S is not compact, then Genus(S) is defined by taking any nested sequence
S1 C S C S3C -+ of compact surfaces (possibly with boundary) such that
Sk C S for all k € N and such that S = UgSk; then we define Genus(S) :=
limy_y 00 Genus(Sy).

We now turn our attention to geometric structures more specific to the proof of
Theorem The first key idea is what we call a framed Hamiltonian energy pile
(see Definition 24]) which is essentially the neighborhood of a compact energy level
with enough structure to regard it as something like a family of framed Hamiltonian
manifolds. This relationship is made precise with Lemma Also important is
Lemma 2.5 which is a means to identify the neighborhood of a compact energy
level in a general symplectic manifold, with the structure of a framed Hamiltonian
energy pile, thereby localizing the almost existence problem.

Definition 2.4 (framed Hamiltonian energy pile).

Let T, be the interval (—e, €) equipped with the coordinate s, and let M be a closed
odd-dimensional manifold. Assume L. x M is equipped with the symplectic form
0. Let H: T, x M — R be the smooth Hamiltonian H(s,p) = s, and let Xp be
the associated Hamiltonian vector field determined by ix, ! = —dH and let A be a
one-form on Z. x M which satisfies the following three conditions:

(H1) X(9,) =0,

(H2) Lo, ) =0 where L is the Lie derivative,

(H3) M(Xg) > 0.
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We call the triple (Z. x M, $, 5\) a framed Hamiltonian energy pile.
If we consider local coordinates z1,...,zx on M, N = 2n+ 1, and the coordinate
s on Z. then A can be written at the point (s, z) as

N

(2) As, o) =Y ai(x)da;.

i=1
due to the imposed conditions (H1) and (H2). We shall show in Lemma 25 how
framed Hamiltonian energy piles arise near a compact regular energy surface. At
first, however, we begin by deriving a few geometric structures which arise as an
immediate consequence of having a framed Hamiltonian energy pile. We illuminate
them at present. Define the two-plane distribution p on Z. x M by

(3) p = Span(9s, X ),
and define the codimension-two plane distribution & on Z. x M by
(4) € =ker (ds A \) = (ker ds) N (ker \).

We observe that the vector bundle & — Z. x M is R-invariant in the following sense.
Given sg, s1 € Z, the map (h+ sg, m) — (h+ s1,m), which is defined for small |h/,
pushes forward (the obvious restrictions of) £ to £&. Moreover, we have the splitting

T(Z. x M) = p &€,
and the associated projections:

i pdE—p  and w8 pBE—E
Define the two-form @ by

(5) O = Qo (7 x nt).
Here and throughout, we will also employ the following notation,
5 X
C AMXn)

Lemma 2.5 (localization to a framed Hamiltonian energy pile).
Let (W, Q) be a symplectic manifold without boundary, and let H: W — R be a
C™>-smooth proper Hamiltonian. Suppose further that zero is a reqular value of H.

Then there exists an € > 0, a framed Hamiltonian energy pile (Z. x M, €, 5\), and
a C'*°-smooth diffeomorphism

®:T.x M~ {|H| <y CW
for which
(H o ®)(s,p) = s and >*Q = Q.

Additionally, the framed Hamiltonian energy pile can be found such that along the
energy level {0} x M, the following are true
(1) N\(Xg)=1.
(2) The vector bundles p and & are symplectic complements over {0} x M.
That is, for each ¢ € {0} x M, each vq € pq, and each w, € &;, we have
Q(vg,wq) = 0.
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Proof. We begin by fixing an auxiliary Q- compatible almost complex structure on
W: denote it J. This gives rise to the Riemannian metric 97 = Qo (Id x J). Using

this metric to compute the gradient of H we let cpt be the time ¢ flow associated to
the vector field HVHHq VH in a neighborhood {|H| < €} for some small € > 0 yet

to be determined. Defininig M := H~ 1(0), it follows that for all sufficiently small
e>0

&:T.x M — {|H <e} CW
@(s,p) = ¥*(p)
is a diffeomorphism, and H := H o ® satisfies H(s,p)=s

By construction, the vector field Xz is tangent to level sets of H , and thus along
{H = 0} we can define A to be the one form uniquely determined by the conditions

:\(Xﬁ) =1 and ker A= RVH & (Span(X 7, V]F{T))L
where | denotes the ﬁ—symplectic complement. We then define
A = priA
where pry: Z. X M — M is the canonical projection It is straightforward to verify

that 5\(85) = 0, and that Ly, )\ = 0. Because /\ (Xn ‘{O}XM = 1, it then follows

that A(Xg) > 0 for all sufficiently small € > 0. By construction then, (W, Q, ) is a
framed Hamiltonian energy pile provided that € > 0 is sufficiently small. Moreover
by construction, along {0} x M it is both the case that A(Xz) = 1 and the case p
and ¢ are Q-symplectic complements. This completes the proof of Lemma O

We make the following important observation.

Lemma 2.6 (energy levels are framed Hamiltonian manifolds).

Let (I6 x M, €, 5\) be a framed Hamiltonian energy pile, and let p, &, and & be the
associated structures defined above, see (3), (4), and (@). Then for each sy € L,

the restriction of X and & to the energy level {so} x M is a framed Hamiltonian
structure for this energy level.

Proof. We begin by recalling that a framed Hamiltonian structure n = (\,w) for
an odd-dimensional manifold M is a one-form A and a closed two-form w for which
AANwA -+ Aw =: volys is a volume form. To show this latter non-degeneracy
condition is satisfied on our energy levels, first note that on Z. x M we have that
T(Z. x M) = p @ & is a splitting and Q is non-degenerate on each of p and &.
Moreover, by construction

E=ker (dsAN)  and  p=ker (&) = Span(ds, Xp7),
and © = Qo (¢ x 7¢) so that
ds AAAG™ >0 on Z, x M;
here dim(M) = 2n + 1. It immediately follows that
AAG™ >0 on {sp} x M for each sy € Z.

This establishes the non-degeneracy condition.
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Next, we establish that the restriction of @ to each energy level {sg} x M is closed.
To that end, let v,w € T({so} x M). Then there exist a,b € R and v*,w® € £ such
that

UzaXH—i—vg and w:bXH—i—UE,

and then
Qv,w) = QaXpy +15,bX g + )

= Q(v¢, w)

= Q(7*(v), 7 (w))

= (v, w)
which shows that for the inclusion ¢: {so} x M < Z. x M we have & (so}xM = 1*Q,
and thus the restriction of @ to {so} x M is closed. This completes the proof of
Lemma O

For the following considerations of adapted almost complex structures we sum-
marize the salient points of the previous discussion. By definition a framed Hamil-
tonian manifold (M, \,&) has an associated Reeb vector field X uniquely deter-
mined by the equations

MX)=1 and ig@w=0.

Given a framed Hamiltonian energy pile (Z. x M, Q, 5\) we can consider the Hamil-
tonian H given by H(s,m) = s, which has Hamiltonian vector field Xy is defined
by ixQ) = —dH. We normalize it by setting

X = Xu/MNXn).

Then we observe that X satisfies
AX)=1, ds(X)=0, and g0 =0.
Consequently, on each energy level {so} x M the Reeb vector field associated to
the framed Hamiltonian structure (x\,d))‘ (50} M is the restriction of X.
We now turn to equipping framed Hamiltonian energy piles with a certain class

of almost complex structures, which we now define.

Definition 2.7 (weakly adapted almost complex structure).

Let (IE x M, €, ;\) be a framed Hamiltonian energy pile, and let p, &, and & be the
associated structures defined above. Let J be an almost complex structure on L. x M
which satisfies the following conditions.

(J1) It preserves the splitting p @ &; that is,
J:p—p, and J: &= €.
(J2) There exists a smooth function of the form
¢: e x M — (0,1]
o(s,p) = ¢(s)
with the property that
Xu
AN Xw)

gb-J(?S:)? where X =
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(J3) The following is a Riemannian metric
(6) gs(v,w) = (ds A X+ @) (v, Jw).

In this case we say J is an almost complex structure weakly adapted to the framed
Hamiltonian energy pile (Ze x M, \).

We pause for a moment to discuss the manner in which these almost complex
structures are weakly adapted. Consider a fixed framed Hamiltonian energy pile
(Z. x M, \). Associated to this data we have the plane field bundles

€ =ker (ds A \) and p = ker (&) = Span(d,, Xy) = Span(ds, X),
with the two-form & = Qo (7¢ x 7¢). Here we recall that
T(T. x M) = p & €.

Following motivation from Symplectic Field Theory (SFT) as proposed in [6], there
is a somewhat natural choice of class of almost complex structures here, namely
those of the form

Jo,=X and J: &€

where @ o (Id x J )| is symmetric and positive definite. There are two issues of
note, which make such a choice somewhat different from the weakly adapted almost
complex structures defined above. The first such difference is that in general @ is
not translation invariant, Put another way, this means that X has s dependency,
or rather that X (s, p) # X (s, p) in general for s # . Because X is not translation
invariant, and in fact in general the line bundle RX C p will fail to be translation
invariant, it follows that any almost complex structure which preserves p will also
fail to be translation invariant.

It is worth recalling that the framework of SF'T typically requires a translation
invariant almost complex structure (in cylindrical homogeneous regions of symplec-
tizations) or else is only required to be symplectically tame (in the inhomogenous
or cobordant regions). In contrast, Definition 27 requires the almost complex
structure to be carefully “adapted” in an inhomogeneous region. Perhaps a more
important feature of Definition 2.7 is the “weakness” condition, which allows the
almost complex structure to have the form ¢ - JOs; = X. This is best understood
as a partial degeneration of the almost complex structure which can be undone by
a finite amount of “stretching the neck” along the first factor of Z. x M. More
precisely, we define the embedding.

(7) UV:Z.x M —-RxM
U(s,p) = (V(s),p)

where

(8) W(s) = / S%dt.

To see the utility of the map ¥, we consider an example, which already explains
its key features with respect to the other relevant data. Specifically, we consider
the case that ¢(s) = 0 where ¢ is some very small positive number, and we assume
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that Je := J}gz & — & is translation invariant in the s direction; that is, Lo Je = 0.
For v¢ € ¢ we then have

J (a0, +bX +0%) = =3b0, + 5 X + Jeof.
We also see that in this case
U: (—€,€) x M — (— %, %) x M (diffeomorphism)
U(s,p) = (567", p)
and thus
(W, J) (ads + b(¥,.X) +v¢) = —bs + a(V,. X) + Jevt

where § is the coordinate on (—ed~%,e5~1). Note that if we abuse notation by
identifying {so} x M with M, then

(0..X)(5,p) = X(85,p).
Similarly, if J¢ = J ’ ¢ has s dependence, then by abusing notation again, we have

(V. Je)(3,p) = Je(d5,p).

Put another way, because the tangent bundle splits as p@ £, and because the almost
complex structures preserve this splitting, and the stretching direction is contained
in p, it follows that this “neck stretching” does not degenerate the restriction Jg,
and it is chosen to stretch the compressed .J into something more well behaved. For
example, (¥, J)0; = W, X. It is left to the reader to observe that this qualitative
behavior is preserved when one changes from the example case of ¢(s) = § to the
more general case that ¢: Z. x M — (0, 1] with ¢(s,p) = ¢(s).

We will elaborate further on this stretching construction below, however it will
be helpful to put it in the context of “adiabatic degeneration”, which amounts to
fully neck-stretching along a continuum of energy levels simultaneously. We make
this precise with the following.

Definition 2.8 (adiabatically degenerating almost complex structures).

Let (I6 X M,Q,j\) be a framed Hamiltonian energy pile, and let p, &, and & be
the associated structures defined above, and let X = XH/S\(XH) as above. Let
J = {Jk}ken be a sequence of weakly adapted almost complex structures in the sense
of Definition [2.7, with ¢y, - Ji0s = )A(, which also satisfies the following conditions.
(J1) (Adiabatic Degeneration) We require that ¢, — 0 in C* as k — oo.

(J2) (Symplectic Area Controls Metric Area) For each k € {1,2,3,...}, and each

v € T(Z. x M), we require that

(ds A X+ @) (v, Jrv) < 2Q(v, Jyv)

(T 3) (Geometrically Bounded) There exists a sequence {C}5% of positive con-
stants and an auziliary translation invariant metric g on R x M for which

sup [[(Px)«Jkl|cn < Cn
keN

for each n € N; here || - ||cn is the C™-norm on R x M with respect to the
auziliary metric g, and the Uy, are the embeddings as in equation (7).
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We then say that J = {J1, Ja, ...} is a sequence of adiabatically degenerating almost
complex structures adapted to the framed Hamiltonian energy pile given by (Ze x

M, Q0.

We note that given a framed Hamiltonian energy pile, it is easy to construct a
candidate sequence of adiabatically degenerating almost complex structures. For
example, one might fix a translation invariant J¢ = J | ¢ and then define

Jkas = k)? and Jk‘g = Jg.

In such a candidate, one can easily see that ¢, = k~! — 0 as k — oo, and in
fact (P).Ji is independent of k. Consequently (J1) and (J3) are immediately
satisfied. However, (J2) is less obvious. That is, it is unclear if the following
estimate holds for all Jj:

(ds A X+ @) (v, Jrv) < 2Q(v, Jyv)

Geometrically, the concern is that while the almost complex structures Jj are all
Q-tame, they are not (2-compatible. Put another way, although the Jj preserve
the splitting T(Z. x M) = p @&, and p and & are each symplectic subspaces, these
subspaces are not symplectic complements; that is there exist v € p and w € ¢ such
that Q(v,w) # 0. That the cross terms might cause an issue is then compounded
by the fact that we are degenerating adiabatically so that ¢ — 0 as k — oo.

We resolve this issue by making use of the fact that Lemma 2.5 allows us to guar-
antee that along {0} x M the sub-bundles p and & are Q-symplectic complements.
As it will turn out, condition (J2) can then be achieved by first fixing ¢ > 0 suffi-
ciently small. We will couple this with a convenient means of obtaining a sequence
of adiabatically degenerating almost complex structures from some easily verified
bounds and some C'°° converging functions ¢;. This is achieved via Proposition
below.

Proposition 2.9 (adiabatically degenerating constructions).

Let (Ig x M, €, ;\) be a framed Hamiltonian energy pile, and let p, &, and & be the
associated structures defined above, and assume, as in the conclusions of Lemma
(22, that along {0} x M the sub-bundles p and & are symplectic complements and
MXpg)=1. Let X = Xy /M Xn) as above. Let {Ji}ren be a sequence of almost
complex structures on Ly x M which satisfy the following conditions.

(D1) Jy: p—p and Jy: &€ — € for each k € N,

(D2) (ds AX+&) o (Id x Ji,) is a Riemannian metric for each k € N

(D3) there exist constants {C! }nen such that

sup || Jillen < C,
keN
Then there exist an ¢ > 0 with the following significance. For any sequence of

functions ¢y, : (—e,e) — (0,1] which converge in C*° (though not necessarily to
zero), the weakly adapted almost complex structures defined by

9) b - Ju0s = X and Jk|£ = jk}g

satisfy the following properties
(E1) For each v € T(Z. x M) we have

(ds A X+ @) (v, Jrv) < 2Q(v, Jyv).
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(E2) There exists a sequence {K,}52, of positive constants and an auziliary trans-
lation invariant metric g on R x M for which

sup [|(Wr)« Jil|cn < Ko,
keN

for each n € N; here || - ||cn is the C™-norm on R x M with respect to the
auziliary translation invariant metric g, and the Wy are the embeddings as in
equation (7).
In particular, if € € (0,¢) and ¢k|(—e/,e/)
Ji are adiabatically degenerating on Lo x M in the sense of Definition[2.8, and on
T. X M these almost complex structures are all tame.

— 0, then the almost complex structures

The proof of Proposition [2.9]is elementary but somewhat lengthy, so we relegate
it to Appendix [A.1] however at present we indicate its utility. We start by noting
that a natural way to perform an adiabatic degeneration is to start with some
fixed almost complex structure J which preserves the splitting p & £ and for which
(ds AN+ @) o (Id x J) is a Riemannian metric. This almost complex structure will
then be Q-compatible along {0} x M, and hence {)-tame in some neighborhood of
{0} x M. Consequently, J can be adjusted away from {0} x M so that it is Q-tame
everywhere, and still satisfies our compatibility conditions in a neighborhood of
{0} x M. Proposition [Z9 then guarantees that we can find ¢, which tend to zero
in a neighborhood of zero so that the sequence of almost complex structures given
by

br - Jds =X  and Tile = I,

are everywhere tame, while also adiabatically degenerating a neighborhood of {0} x
M. Among other things, this means

(ds A X+ @) (v, Jrv) < 2Q(v, Jyv)

for all £ € N. This latter condition is important, since by assumption the pseudo-
holomorphic curves we will study will have uniform bounds on Q-energy, which (as
a consequence of the above inequality) will give us bounds on the area associated
to the metric (ds A X+ @) o (Id x J).

With Proposition 2.9] stated and its use outlined, we now turn our attention to
proving our main result. This is the topic of the next section.

3. PROOF OF THE MAIN RESULT

In this section we prove Theorem [2] which will be accomplished as follows. In
light of Lemma 2.5 and Proposition 2.9, we see that the general problem can essen-
tially be reduced to a localized problem involving framed Hamiltonian energy piles
and adiabatically degenerating almost complex structures. As such, our first task
is to prove Theorem [ below, which is essentially a localized version of Theorem
The proof of Theorem Ml is somewhat technical and will take the bulk of this
section. After this is established, Theorem Pl will follow rather quickly. We now
proceed with our first main technical argument.

Theorem 4 (localized almost existence).

Let (IE X M,Q,;\) be a framed Hamiltonian energy pile, and let p, &, and & be
the associated structures. Let {Ji}ren be a sequence of adiabatically degenerating
almost complex structures in the sense of Definition [2.8.  Suppose that for each
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k € N there exists a proper pseudoholomorphic map wy, : (Sk,jx) — (Ze X M, J)
without boundary such that s o uk(Sk) = I, with the property that there exist no
connected components of Sk on which uy is the constant map. Suppose further that
there exist positive constants Cy and Cq for which

Genus(Si) < Cy and / up2 < Co.
Sk

Then for almost every point s € I, there exists a periodic orbit of the Hamiltonian
vector field Xg on the energy level {s} x M. That is, the set I. C I. of energy
levels of H(s,p) = s which contain a Hamiltonian periodic orbit has full measure:

W(Zy) = p(Ze) = 2e.
In order to begin, we will first need to recall a version of the co-area formula as

follows.

Proposition 3.1 (The co-area formula).

Let (S, g) be an oriented C*-Riemannian manifold of dimension two; we allow that
S need not be complettﬁ. Suppose that 3 : S — [a,b] C R is a C' function without
critical points. Let f : S — [0,00) be a measurable function with respect to d,ug.
Then

(10) [ 11981 di = /ab (), Fam)a

where V3 is the gradient of 5 computed with respect to the metric g.

Proof. This is a well known result, however the details of this specific version are
provided in Appendix A.2 of []]. O

The co-area formula above will be used in a rather particular way, namely as a
means of expressing f g u*(ds A )) as a double integral. More precisely, we have the
following.

Lemma 3.2 (co-area application).

Let (Ie X M,Q,;\) be a framed Hamiltonian energy pile, and let J be a weakly
adapted almost complex structure in the sense of Definition[2.7 Let (u,S,j) be a
J-holomorphic curve in I, x M for which S = (). Then

(11) /u*(ds/\;\) :/ (/ u*j\) dt,
S . (sou)~L(t)\X

where X := {{ € S : d(sou)e = 0}; that is, X is the set of critical points of the
function sou: S —Z, C R.

Proof. Define S:=5 \ X, which is a manifold since ScCSis open. Observe that
by definition of X it follows that u*(ds A /\)‘X =0, so

/Su*(ds/\j\)z/gu*(ds/\j\).

Since u : S — T, x M is an immersion, we may define the metric v = u*g; where
g is the Riemannian metric as in equation (@) in Definition 2.7} note that J is a

2That is, there may exist Cauchy sequences, with respect to g, which do not converge in S.
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gs-isometry. The almost complex structure j on S induces an orientation on S ,
and hence we have

(12) /~u*(ds AN = /~u*(ds A 5\) (v, T)dui,

S S
where (v, 7) is a positively oriented y-orthonormal frame field, and du% is the volume
form on S associated to the metric ~. This observation is elementary, however
details are provided in Appendix A.2 of [8]. Note that equation ([I2)) holds for

arbitrary orthonormal frame field (v, 7), however we shall henceforth make use of
the following particular frame.

_ V(sou)

V(s ou)lly
Because u : S — Z. is a J-holomorphic map and J is a gj-isometry, it follows that
j is a y-isometry. Also note that for each v¢ € ¢ and a,b € R, we have

J(aas +bX + ’UE) = %)? — $bds + Jvt

(13) v and T = ju.

with Jv¢ € €, and hence

. 1
dsoJ = —¢pA and )\oJ:ads.
With v and 7 as in equation [I3]), it is then straightforward to verify the following.
0= (u*\)(v) = u*ds(r)
0 < u*(3ds)(v) = (" A)(7)

1=l = [IvII3
Also,
(14) [V(sou)||ly = sup d(sowu)(z)= sup ds(Tu-z)=u"ds(v),
z€TeS €T S
llzlly=1 llzlly=1
and
(15) (¢ou) [u A, = u* (@ A)(7) = —u*ds(jjv) = |V(sou)|,.

With (v, 7) defined as such, we have the following.

/~u* (ds A N)(v, T)d,u,zy = /~ds(Tu A Tu - T)d,u,zy
S S

- /§¢iu|v<sou>|3dui

We employ Lemma B2 on S with 8 = sou, and f = ¢iu [IV(sou)| to obtain

L |1V (sou 2d/fz/ / LIV (sou)|~dul )dt
fiveewtaz= [ ([ iveowlw)
_ / ( / (w 3)(r) dyit ) o
7. N (souy 1
:/ (/ u*X)dt,
T (sou) = (t)\X
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and hence by combining equalities we have

/u*(ds/\;\):/ (/ u*j\)dt
S . (sou)~1(t)\X

which establishes equation (TI). O

With these preliminaries established, our next main task is to carefully pass
to a certain subsequence of our almost complex structures and pseudoholomorphic
curves. To that end, we first recall that ¢y, - Jp0s = X = XH/;\(XH) where {¢k }ren
is a sequence of positive functions converging to zero in C'*°. Next we define the
following intervals. For each ¢t € Z., and for each sufficiently large £ € N define the
open interval

I(t,k) = (fo,tl) :{GERitO <a<t1}

where
t1 1 t 1
—ds=1= ——ds.
/t A E)) to Pr(s)

She: Rx M —Rx M
Shc(sup) = (S - C,p).

Lemma 3.3 (the ¥} are diffeomorphisms).
We introduce the maps U}, defined by

(16) W}, = Shy, 1) o Uy

Introduce the map

where WUy, and 1y, are respectively the maps given in equations (@) and ). Then
Ut induces a diffeomorphism

W Z(t, k) x M — (—1,1) x M.
of the form (s,p) — (gr(s),p) with W (t,p) = (0, p).
Proof. By definition

Sp):(/osaﬁ%(r)d ) (/ e(0) /aﬁk d”’)
Wi (s, p) = (wm) +/ S ﬁ(r)dﬂp)

\I/(sp)—Shwkt)o\Ifksp (/ ol dTp)
It follows immediately that ¥} has image (—1,1) x M and is a diffeomorphism. O

Hence

which implies

As we have seen, when k is large, ¢y is close to zero, and ¥y then “stretches
the neck” to undo the partial degeneration done by ¢ (via the condition that
Ok - Jp0s = ) the shift function, Sh, then R-shifts in the target to put the image
of t € Z(t,k) at 0 € (—1,1). More concisely then, Z(¢, k) is an open neighborhood
of t € Z., which when neck-stretched and shifted becomes the standard interval

(—1,1).
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Under the hypotheses of Theorem [4] we are given a sequence of pseudoholomor-
phic curves
g (S, jr) = (Ze X M, Jy)

where we have a genus bound Cy and a symplectic bound:

(17) g(Sk) S Og and / ’UJZQ S OQ.

Sk
Note that we obtain from this, because each of the two-forms ds A A and & evaluate
non-negatively on Ji-complex lines, the following estimate:

(18)  [g, up(ds A \) + S, ui@ =[5, ujp(ds A A+@) < 2 [, uif < 2Cq.

Note that the first inequality follows from the assumption that the Ji are adiabat-
ically degenerating; (see Definition .8 and more specifically condition [J2). Define
Cq :=2-Cq so that

(19) /UZLDSCQ and / ui(ds AX) < Co.
Sk Sk

Our goal is the rather careful construction of subsequences with a certain number
of good properties. To that end, it will be helpful to recall that if {xg}ren is a
sequence of points, then a subsequence can be specified using a strictly increasing
function f: N — N by writing {4 }ren. A further subsequence can be defined
using a strictly increasing function h: N — f(N) giving {2}z }ren. The following
result is at the heart of our further constructions. We shall write Ny for the union
of N and {0}.

Proposition 3.4 (the key inductive construction).
Given a sequence of pseudoholomorphic curves

Uk * (Sk,]k) — (IE X M, Jk)

satisfying the bound (7)) there exists a sequence (fm)mENo of strictly increasing
maps fm : N = N and a sequence (Ly,),,cy, of finite sets Ly, C cl(Z.) with the
following properties.

(1) Lo =0 and fo(k) =k for all k € N.

(2) Lyy—1 C Ly, form eN

(3) fm :N— f,_1(N) and L,,,_1 C Ly, for m € N.

(4) For m € Ny the following holds. Given t € L,, NI, there exists a sequence
(1) C I converging to t such that the following limit exists and satisfies
the inequality

lim up (@ > @
k—o0 -1 m 2m
(50U, (1)) ™ (Z(Ths fn (K)))

(5) For m € Ng and given t € Z. \ Ly, there exists no sequence 1, — t such

that p
up (@ > -2

T
imsup om

k—oo /(Soufm(k))I(Z(Tkvfm(k)))
Proof. We now begin an inductive process of constructing a sequence of nested
subsequences. The start of the inductive construction is obvious. We define Lg := ()
and fo : N — N by fo(k) = k for k£ € N. Then Item (1) holds and for m = 0 also
Item (4) is trivially satisfied since Lo N Z; = @. Again for m = 0 we see that
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Z.\ Lo = Z.. If take an element ¢t € Z. we see that the symplectic bound (9]
implies that there is no sequence 7, — t with the property (5). The statements of
Ttems (2) and (3) are only relevant for m > 1. Hence, with the choices we have
made all relevant statements hold for m = 0.

Let us assume that for some m € N we have carried out the constructions of L;
and f; for ¢ = 0,...,m — 1 so that our (relevant) statements in Items (1)—(5) hold
fori =1,...,m — 1. We shall now construct f,, and L,,. Specifically we note that
the construction will be made so that

fm: N = frn_1(N) and L1 C Ly,

Since Cq /2™ < Cq/2™ 1 it follows from Item (4) (for the case m — 1) that for
every t € L,,_1 NZ. there exists a sequence 7, — t such that the following limit
exists and satisfies the given inequality
C

fim s 92 >

k=00 J (s, 0) 7 (ks fani (k) 2
Of course, this remains true if we pass to a subsequence. By the inductive con-
struction we know that for a given ¢t € Z. \ L;,,—1 there does not exist a sequence
T, — t with the property
Co

(20) lim sup uf (@ > T

k—o00 /(SO'“'fm1(k))1(1(7kvfml(k)))
However, there might be for such a ¢ a sequence if we replace the right-hand side
by the smaller number 5—72 Thus we consider the possible cases. Assume first that
for every ¢t € Z. \ Ly,—1 there is no sequence for which

Ca
2m

*

(21) lim sup up (@ >

k—o0 /(S‘mel(k))I(Z(Tkvfml(k)))
holds. In this case we define L,, := L,,—1 and f,,(k) = fin—1(k). Then f,, : N —
fm-1(N) and L,,—1 C Ly,. Moreover Items (2)-(5) hold for m and the construction
for the m-case is complete.

Assume next we find a t,, 1 € Z \ Ly,,—1 for which we have a sequence 73 — ty,.1

for which (ZI)) holds. Then we take a subsequence hy, 1 : N — f,_1(N) for which
. « . Cq

(22) kli{go . uhm,l(k)w > 2_m
(soun,, 1 (&))" (Z(Thy, 1 (k) hem,1(K)))

Next we can ask if we find a tp,2 € Zo \ (Lm—1 U {t;,1}) for which we have a
sequence Ty — tm, 2 such that

* OQ
Uhma ()Y = G

>

lim sup

k—o0 /(souhmyl ) (T (Tr s hm 1 (k)

If that is not the case we define f,,(k) = hp1(k) and Ly, = Lyy—1 U {t;1}. One
easily verifies (2)-(5) and the construction for the m-case is complete.

Otherwise we find a tp2 € Z. \ (Lpm—1 U {tm,1}) with the above mentioned
property and we can take hp, 2 : N — hy, 1(N) so that the left-hand limit exists
and is greater than C'Q/2m. Again we ask if we find a third point ¢, 3 € Ly,—1 U
{tm.1,tm,2} with the same property. If that is not the case we define L,,, = Ly,_1 U
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{tm.1,tm.2} and fp, (k) = hp2(k). Again one verifies Items (2)-(5). Otherwise we
obtain a sequence T, — ty, 3 and Ay, 3 : N — hy, 2(N) such that

m’

lim sup ;

k— o0 (souh,mYS(k))fl(I(Tk,hm’g(k)))

hm,S

[\]

In the outline above we consider several cases and in some of them the procedure
terminates after a finite number of steps. The only possible way of the procedure
not to stop is that we find more and more points ¢,, ,,, n € N, with the previously
described properties. However, we claim that this procedure terminates after a
finite number of steps n., so that we can define L, = Ly,—1 U {tm. 1, .., tm.n,, } and
fm(k) = hmn,, (k) which satisfies by construction Items (2)-(5). To see that the
procedure terminates, assume otherwise. Pick a positive integer IV such that

N-27">1

and consider the N different points ¢y, 1, .., tm. N € Zc \ Lim—1. By construction we
have the maps

hm71 N — fmfl(N%
hm2: N = hp, 1(N),

hm,N N — hm7N_1(N),

with the properties that for ¢,, ,,, n € {1, ..., N}, there exists a sequence 7' — t,, »
such that

C,

(23) lim U@ > o

=00 J(soun,, ) T Tk s () 2
Using ([23]) we obtain with H (k) := hy, n(k) and the sequences 770 — t,, for n =
1,..,N

Co > limsup/ u*H(k)cD
k—o0
> hm Uy ()@

kﬂm (sour(ry) = (Z(ryt H (K)))
> N 27 CQ
> OQ.
Observe that we use that the sets Z(7*, H(k)) are mutually disjoint for large k.
Indeed, since 7' — t,,,n as k — oo and the points %, , are mutually disjoint, this
follows from the fact that the diameter of the intervals Z(7]', H(k)) is shrinking to
0. Thus we have shown that for each fixed m, the procedure which generates the

set {tm,1,tm,2, .. .} terminates after a finite number of iterations, and hence this set
is finite. This completes the proof of Proposition 3.4l O

With these subsequences established, we now pass to a diagonal subsequence by
defining

(24) km = fm(m) for m e N.
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We also define the countable subset
(25) L:= ] L.
meN
The following result is then an immediate consequence of the above construction.

Lemma 3.5 (vanishing horizontal area).

Let the (Zo x M, \), {Jk}tken, and uy : (Sk, jr) = (Ze x M, Ji) be as above, and
let {km }men be the subsequence given in equation ([2Z4)). Then for each ty € I, \ L,
we have

lim uy, @ =0.
=0 J (sou,, )1 (Z(to.km))

Proof. Since tg € Z. \ L it holds that ¢y & L,, for every m € Ny. Hence there does
not exist a sequence 7, — to with

. . .0
lim sup Uy (k)@ > om
k=00 J(soug,, (k)" (T (Th:fm (K)))
and specifically we must have
(26) lim sup/ uf, (@ < O—frz
k=00 J (50U g, 1) (Z(t0, fm (K))) 2

Since ky, := fm(m) is the diagonal sequence we deduce from (26]) that for every
m € Ny

C,
(27) lim sup/ up,w < —2
ivoo J(sour,) N (Z(to,ks)) 2
This implies the assertion
lim up, w=0.

m

M=% J (sour,, )1 (Z(tokm))
(]

We will next make use of this subsequence, and with it we will be interested in
the A integrals of our curves along various levels {¢t} x M. This is made precise in
equation (29]) below, however for the moment we note that we will be interested in
various properties of these functions, (e.g. that they are measurable and integrable).
Indeed, studying properties and limits of such functions will ultimately yield the
desired result regarding existence of periodic orbits on almost every energy level.
We now proceed with this argument.

For each m € N we define )),, to be the set of critical values of the functions
soug, Sk, — Lo C R. By Sard’s theorem, each of these sets has measure zero;
that is, u(¥m) = 0 for each m € N. By countable sub-additivity, we then also have

(28) w(Y)=0 where V= U Vim.

meN
For each m € N we then define the functions

(29) Fp:T. = [0,00) CR

_ N ifte 7.
Fonlt) = {ﬁ”"w o) Ykt \Y

otherwise.
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We now claim the following.

Lemma 3.6 (F,, is measurable).
For each m € N, the function I, defined above is a measurable function. Moreover,
for each m € N, the function F,, agrees with the function

(30) ts uj, A
(59Uk ) "1 ()\Xrm

almost everywhere; here X,, = {¢ € S : d(souy,,)c =0} as in Lemma[32
Proof. First fix m € N and define
Fp:T. = [0,00) CR

F, (t) = f(soukm)fl(t) U?;mj\ ifteZ\Vnm
" 0 otherwise.

Observe that F},, and ﬁm agree almost everywhere and consequently if ﬁ'm is mea-
surable so is F,,,. Because s o uy,, (X;,) = Y which has measure zero, it follows
that ﬁ'm is almost everywhere equals the function defined in equation ([B0). This
establishes the second part of the lemma.

To establish the first part of the lemma it is sufficient to show that E,, is
measurable. That is, it is sufficient to show that for each r € [0,00), the set

F! ([0,7)) is measurable. To that end, note that by assumption in Theorem H we
have s o uy,, (Sk,,) = Z and consequently for each sy € Z \ V,, we have

Fp(so) = / uzmj\ > 0.
(soup,,)~*(s0)

It also follows that F;1(0) = Y. Note that YV, is closed in Z. Also note that
Fm’z W is differentiable, and hence continuous, and thus

A, = (ﬁm‘L\ym)_l ([0,7)) is open in Z, \ V.

That is, there exists an open set O C Z, such that 4, = O N (Z. \ V). However
Z. \ Vi is open in Z, and hence A, is open in Z.. Consequently A, is measurable.
However, we then have

Fvn_ml([ovr)) = (ﬁm ze\ym)_l([ovr)) U (ﬁm
:Ar U yma

o) ([0.)

with A, open (and hence measurable) and ), having measure zero (and hence

is measurable). We conclude that ﬁ# ([07 T)) is measurable, which completes the
proof of Lemma O

For the following discussion we introduce the map F' which is defined as follows:
F:T. - Rt U {cc}
(31) F(s) = liminf F,,,(s).
m—0o0
Then by standard measure theory results F is an extended measurable function,
see [3]. With this definition in place the next guiding observation (made rigor-

ous below) is that two important results hold. The first one is given in the next
proposition.
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Proposition 3.7 (F is almost everywhere finite).
With F' as just defined in (31)) it holds that

measure({s € Z. : F(s) = oc0}) =0

Proof. In view of ([[Il) we have the formula

/Sk m

Using ([I8) and (I9) we infer that

up (ds A N) :/

(/ uzm ;\> ds.
T\ (soug, )~ 1 ()\X

uy, (ds A \) = / F,.(s)ds.

IE

2'092002/
s

km

In view of Fatou’s Lemma, recalling that F' = lim inf F},,, we obtain

Cq Zliminf/ Fm(s)dsZ/ F(s)ds.
T e

m—r oo

This shows that {s € Z, : F(s) = oo} has vanishing measure. O

The second result, which is more substantial, studies the points s satisfying
F(s) < co. We will establish that there is a periodic orbit on {s} x M provided
F(s) <ooand s € Z. \ (LUY). The proof of Theorem [ then follows immediately
since we have just established that {s € Z. : F(s) < oo} has (full measure) 2e and
L UY has measure zero.

Proposition 3.8 (bounded F yields periodic orbit).

Let (Z. x M, Q, 5\), {Jk }ken, and uy, : (Sk, jr) = (Ze x M, Ji,) be as in the hypotheses
of Theorem [f] Let L be defined as in equation (23), Y be as defined in equation
(23), and let F,, be the functions defined in equation (29). Also, let so € L.\ (LUY),
and suppose

F(sp) = ligxgi?of F(s0) = A}gnoo ning Fp,(s0) < 0.

Then there exists a periodic orbit on the energy level {so} x M.

Proof. We begin by passing to a subsequence (still denoted with subscripts m) so
that
lim 1r>1fN Fr(s0) = n}gnoo F.(so) = lim uy, A =:C; < oo.

N—ocom> m—0o0 (soun,,)~1(s0)

Let W} : Z. x M — R x M be the embedding provided in equation (IG), whose
restriction W,, to Z(so, km) x M given by
Uyt Z(s0, k) X M — (—1,1) x M

e o7
Um =W}, Z(50,km ) X M

is a diffeomorphism. The key feature is that \T/m maps sp to 0 and stretches out
the shrinking intervals to length two. Define

S = (so k)~ (Z(50, k) and  Jm 1= Jka g,
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and
Gt S — (—1,1) x M
Uy = kflm o U, -
Also, with a the coordinate on (—1, 1), define the following structures on (—1, 1) x M

— \Ijm)*z]k

= (
A= (¥,,). A (Note that there is no m-dependence on the left-hand side!)
@

= (U, )0
Gm = (da A X+ @) o (Id X Jp) = da® + A2 + @y, 0 (Id X J,)
We now make several observations which follow immediately from our construction.

(1) The maps Uy, : (gm,jm) — ((—1, 1) x M, jm) are proper pseudoholomor-
phic maps without boundary and which lack constant components.

(2) Genus(S ) <C,

(3) (aodm) (0 )750

(4) f(aoum) 1(0) A\ — C5 < 00

(5) (—1,1)x M, equipped with any of the (X, @,,), is a realized Hamiltonian ho-

motopy in the sense of Definition 2.9 of [8], with adapted almost Hermitian

structures (Jp,, jm), recalled in Definition [A3in the Appendix.
(6) @p — @5 in C*° as m — oo, where

o™ =prjw  and  pry (s,p) = (s0,p).

(7) sup,,en | Jmllcr < 00 and SUP,,en ||Gm | cr < oo for each k € N.

Note that as a consequence of the above, together with Theorem 8 in [§] (area
bounds in a realized Hamiltonian homotopy), it follows that there exists a number
C4 > 0 such that for all sufficiently large m € N we have

Areaﬂagm(gm) = /~ ar, (da N A + Om) < C4.
S

We then pass to a subsequence (still denoted with subscripts m) so that (Jp, Gm)
converges in C°°. We then apply the main result from [7] (namely Target-local
Gromov compactness) to pass to a further subsequence (st111 denoted with sub-
scripts m) and find compact Riemann surfaces (S, jm) C (S, jm) with smooth
boundary for which

(32) U (S \ Zm) € (1,1 U (1)) x M forallm €N,

and for which the sequence iy, : S — (=1,1) x M converges in a Gromov sense
to a (nodal) limit pseudoholomorphic map ise: (Soc, joo) — ((=1,1) x M, Joo )i
here (EOO, joo) is compact and may have smooth boundary. Note that because
(@0 )~ 1(0) # 0 for all m € N, it follows from equation [B2) that £, # 0, and
if 9% # 0, then @ine (0%40) C ((—1, —1)U(4,1)) x M. Because sq € Z. \ (LU X)
(specifically because sy ¢ L), we must have

~% ~ ~% ~ ~% ~ S0
/~ Uy, W, — 0 and /~ Uy, W, — /~ Ui W
S Sm Yo
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~k o ~80
/yuoow =0.

We now make the following claim.

SO

Lemma 3.9 (non-trivial limit component with boundary).

There exists a connected component X' of Yoo for which X' N (aotie) 1(0) # 0 and
X' #90.

Proof. Suppose not. For notational clarity, we let So denote the set of connected

components of Yo, which have non-empty intersection with (@ o @) ~1(0). Then
there are three possibilities.

Case I: Sg = 0.
In this case, Yo can be written as the disjoint union Yo = X% U X where

a0 (Eh) C (0,1) and a0 ls(35) C (—1,0).

If either of ifo are empty, then by Gromov convergence there must be some large
m € N and some number ag € (-3, 2) for which (aot,,) " (ag) = (), and hence there
exists a sg € Z, (specifically sg = 1/),%( ap)) for which (souy, )~ *(sg) = 0. However,
this violates the assurnption in Theoremﬂl which states that s oug(Sy) = Z, for all
k. Consequently £ # () and $ # 0.
Next note that because Zoo is compact, it follows that each of Ei are compact

and non-empty. However, we then have

SUp a0 Un(2) =a— <0<ag = mf a0 Uioo(2).

2655 zeSh

But then again by Gromov convergence, this will violate the assumption that
soug(Sk) = Ze for all k. Thus Case I is impossible.

Case II: For each X' € So, the restriction s

In this case, we can write EOO as the disjoint union Zoo = EJF U ZO U E where

4000 (SH) C(0,1), aoiie(X%)={0}, and aoix(SL) C (—1,0).

is the constant map.

The argument then proceeds as in Case I, which shows that Case II is also impos-
sible.

Case III: There exists ¥/ € Sp, such that the restriction s | s is not constant.

Note that by the contradiction hypothesis, we must have oY = ¢, and by Gromov

convergence Y is compact. That is, (E , ]OO) is a closed Riemann surface. Next,
we make use of the fact that

together with the fact that @ evaluates non-negatively on joo—complex lines to
conclude that for each z € ¥/ we must have

Image(T%lis) C ker(@* )z (») = Span(da, X (liss(2))),
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-~

where X is the Hamiltonian vector field X (a,p) = X (s, p). Consequently, there
exists a Hamiltonian trajectory v: R — {0} x M, solving 7/(t) = X (v(t)) for all ¢
for which

e (%) € (=1,1) x 7(R).
If v is not periodic, then the map

®: (-1,1) xR >R x M

D(s,t) = (5,7(1))
is an injective pseudoholomorphic immersion, and hence the map
P odie: X = (-1,1) x RC C

is a holomorphic map from a closed Riemann surface into C. By the maximum
principle, and the fact that ® is an immersion, it follows that G : X' — (—=1,1)x M
is a constant map, but this contradicts the assumption defining Case III.

The case in which v is a periodic orbit is treated similarly by holomorphically
parameterizing (—1,1) x v(S') by an annulus in C. Again the maximum principle

applies and we conclude that fiee: 3/ — (—1,1) x M is a constant map which is
impossible. We conclude that Case III is impossible.

All cases are impossible, and hence this completes the proof by contradiction of
Lemma O

With Lemma established, we now observe that there exists a connected
component ' C So for which ¥/ N (@ 0 @iso) "1 (0) # 0 and 9%’ # (). We make use
of the fact that w®° evaluates non-negatively on joo—complex lines, together with
the fact that

to conclude that . (X") C (—1,1) X y(R) for some Hamiltonian trajectory v: R —
M. That is, ¥ = X (v) where A(X) = 1 and ix®® = 0. If  is not periodic, then
the map

O: (-1, 1) xR—(-1,1)x M
P(s,t) = (s,7(t))
is an injective pseudoholomorphic immersion, and hence the map
v:Y = (-1,1)xRCC
v=>0"1 oGy
is a non-constant holomorphic map from a connected compact Riemann surface Y

with non-empty boundary into C. Moreover, this holomorphic map satisfies the
following two conditions:

(1) w05 < (-1,-H U (4, 1) xR

(2) v~ 1({0} x R) # 0.
However, by the maximum principle, this is impossible. We conclude that v must
be a periodic trajectory of the Hamiltonian vector field X which satisfies

AMX)=1, and ix@™ =
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Or in other words, for the symplectic manifold (Z. x M, ), and Hamiltonian func-
tion H(s,p) = s, there exists a periodic Hamiltonian orbit on energy level {so} x M.
This completes the proof of Proposition O

Let us summarize the already established facts involving the map F: Z. —
[0,4+00]. Recall that F' has been given as F(s) := liminf,, o Fy,, where the F,,
have been previously defined in (B0) by

(33) Fp:T. — [0,00) CR

- N iftel,
F(t) = {Of(sou’“m) 1) Uk, A1 \Y

otherwise.
The Y has been defined in ([28)) and we have shown the following.

e The set {s € Z. | F(s) = oo} has measure zero.
e The set L is countable and the set ) has measure zero.
e If s {Z. | F(s) < oo} \ (LUY) then {s} x M contains a periodic orbit.

We are now prepared to prove the following.

Theorem 2 (Main Result).

Let (W, ) be a symplectic manifold without boundary, and let H: W — R be a
smooth pmpe7ﬁ Hamiltonian. Fiz E_ E; € HW) C R with E_ < E, as well
as positive constants, Cy > 0, and Cq > 0. Suppose that for each Q2-tame almost
complex structure J on W there exists a proper pseudoholomorphic map

u:(S,j) > {peW:E_<H(p) < E;+}

without boundary, which also satisfies the following conditions:

(1) (genus and area bounds) The following inequalities hold:
Genus(S) < C, and / 1 Q) < Cq.
S
(2) (energy surjectivity) The map Howu:S — (E_, Ey) is surjective.

Then there is a periodic Hamiltonian orbit on almost every energy level in range
(E_,Ey). That is, if we let T C (E_,Ey) denote the energy levels of H which
contain a Hamiltonian periodic orbit, then T has full measure:

w(I) =pu((E-,Ey)) =By — E_.
Proof. In order to prove this result, we will make use of our localization results,
but first we need to properly reframe the problem. For notational convenience we
begin by defining:
W={peW:E_<H@p) <E.}
Next, for each ¢ € R, we define the function
HS: W - R
H%(q) = H(q) — ¢
and observe that H and H€¢ generate identical Hamiltonian vector fields on w.
Consequently, v: R — W is a Hamiltonian periodic obit of H if and only if it is a

3By proper here, we mean that for each compact set K C R, the set H~!(K) is compact.
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Hamiltonian periodic orbit of H¢. Next we make the following claim.

Claim: To prove Theorem [3, it is sufficient to show that for each reqular value
c € (E_,Ey) of H, there exists a 6 = §(c) > 0 such that the set of energy levels
{|H®| < 8§} containing a Hamiltonian periodic orbit has measure 20.

To see that this claim is true, we first consider the case that H has no critical
points in W. In this case, every ¢ € (E_, E}) is a regular energy value, and thus
for each such ¢ we define 6. = d(c) so that the set of energy levels {|H¢| < .}
containing a Hamiltonian periodic orbit has measure 24..

It follows that {(c—dc, c+dc)} E_ <c<p, is an open cover of (E_, Ey). Using the fact
that this is an open cover, together with the fact that the open interval (E_, E)
can be written as the countable union of compact intervals, for example

(E_,Ey)=| | T where &= {[E, +i0 B, - %L]} and L= Ze2P=
neN
Te&

it follows that there exists a countable set {c;};en such that

(E—7 E+) = U(Ci - 60“01‘ + 501)'
ieN
That the set of energy levels in (E_, E;) has measure F. — E_ then follows es-
sentially from countable additivity. More specifically, if = denotes those energy
levels in (E_, E) which have a periodic orbit, and 4; = (¢; — o, ¢ + dc,;), and
B, = A, \ U ' A;, then

o)
=1

1(E) :u(am [j Bn) =Zu(EﬂBn) :iu(Bn) =u( G Bn) —E, —E_.

The case that H: W — R has critical points is treated similarly, by first observing
that the set of critical values of H is closed and has measure zero. Thus the set
of regular values of H has full measure and can be written as the disjoint union of
open intervals. The claim is then established by another application of countable
additivity.

With the claim established, we can now apply Lemma to the Hamiltonian
H¢: W — R for each regular value ¢ of H. For each such ¢, this establishes a
framed Hamiltonian energy pile (Z.e x M, Q°, 5\0), and a diffeomorphism

D Tee x M — {|H| < €}

for which H® o ®°(s,p) = s and (®°)*Q = Q°. Moreover, we obtain associated
structures p¢, £€¢ and @° on Z.c x M, and Lemma also guarantees that along
{0} x M we have \*(Xpe) = 1 and also along {0} x M the sub-bundles ¢ and
&¢ are symplectic complements. We then observe that in light of the above claim
we have just established, it follows that in order to complete the proof of Theorem
it is sufficient to show that for each such ¢, there exists a §¢ > 0 such almost
every energy level of the framed Hamiltonian energy pile (Zse x M, €, 5\0) has a
Hamiltonian periodic orbit.

To find such a §¢ > 0, the aim will be to apply Proposition However to
do that we must first have at our disposal a sequence of suitable almost complex
structures. To construct these, we start by defining an almost complex J¢ on
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Tee X M by requiring that J0s = X¢ and that J¢: £°¢ — £° have the property that
Jee 1= J°| . be translation invariant, and that @°o (Id x Jee) is symmetric and
positive definite. We then treat J¢ as a constant sequence and apply Proposition
which guarantees the existence of an £¢ (stated in the proposition as €) with
the following significance. Let ¢f: Z,c — (0,1] be a sequence of functions which
converge in C'™ to a limit function ¢¢  which satisfies

¢&AS)—-{1 ifb:

>
0 if |s| <

Then a consequence of Proposition[2Z.9is that the almost complex structures defined
by

o5 Jpds = X and Ti|ge = Jee

are each 2°-tame on Zye x M, and they are adiabatically degenerating on Zye 4 x M.
We define §¢ := %EC. We then observe that because these almost complex struc-
tures are all tame, on Zye X M they can be seen as arising as J; = (@C)*jk for some
-tame almost complex structures jk on W. The hypotheses of Theorem [2] then
guarantee the existence of a sequence of pseudoholomorphic curves with bounded
symplectic area and genus, and which span the energy levels in Zsc x M, while the
almost complex structures are adiabatically degenerating on Zsc x M. Recall that
second countability of the domains of these pseudoholomorphic curves guarantees
that the set of connected components on which each is a constant map is count-
able, and hence for any such curve the set of energy levels containing a constant
component is countable. Making use of the fact that our pseudoholomorphic maps
are continuous and proper, it follows that one may remove the constant connected
components while still guaranteeing “energy surjectivity.” Thus after removing
constant components, we may apply Theorem [4] which guarantees that the set of
energy levels with periodic orbits has full measure in (—46¢,§¢). Because we have
reduced the proof of Theorem Plto establishing just this result, we see that we have
completed the proof of Theorem O

With Theorem [2] established, we now prove Theorem

Theorem 3 (intertwining existence and almost existence).

Let (W, Q) be a four-dimensional compact connected exact symplectic manifold with
boundary OW = M™ U M~. Suppose M is positive contact type in the sense of
Definition[1.d, and suppose that one of the following three conditions holds:

(1) M™* has a connected component diffeomorphic to S3,
(2) there exists an embedded S* C M™ which is homotopically nontrivial in W,
(3) (M*,)\) has a connected component which is overtwisted.

Then for each Hamiltonian H € C>(W) for which H=*(£1) = M*, the following
is true. For each s € [—1,1] the energy level H~'(s) contains a closed non-empty set
other than the energy level H1(s) itself which is invariant under the Hamiltonian
flow of Xy ; moreover for almost every s € [—1,1] this closed invariant subset is a
periodic orbit.
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Proof. First observe that if so € [—1,1] is a critical value of H, then there exists
p € H™1(sp) such that dH (p) = 0, and hence the constant trajectory

v: R — H™(s0)
V() =p

is periodic orbit. Also note that because M+ = H~!(1) is contact type, and is
either S, overtwisted, or contains a homotopically non-trivial S2, it follows from
[14] that M has a periodic orbit. Then for any regular value sy € [—1, 1), it follows
from [8] (specifically Theorem 2) that the flow of X on H~!(sq) is not minimal.
This establishes that each energy level H!(sq) with s € [~1, 1] is not minimal. To
complete the proof of Theorem [3] it remains to show that almost every energy level
H~1(s) for s € (—1,1) has a periodic orbit. This follows from Thereom 2 above,
provided we can guarantee the existence of the required pseudoholomorphic curves
for arbitrary tame almost complex structure. However, this is fairly standard and
the relevant details are provided in [8] (specifically the proof of Theorem 2), however
we recall the key points here.

Choose an -tame almost complex structure J on W, and fix regular values F_
and F of H so that

-l1<PE_<E <l

Consider the case that tight S® is a connected component of M+. Then along this
spherical component, W can be symplectically capped off by CP? \ O where O is
dlffeomorphlc to the four-ball, and the resultlng symplectic manifold we denote by
(W Q) Note that in order to guatantee that Q is indeed symplectic, one may need
to require that its restriction to CP?\ O C W be a large constant multiple of the
Fubini-Study metric. By adjusting J in a neighborhood of 53 Cc M, the almost
complex structure J can be extended to an (-tame almost complex structure J on
W, which is also standard in a neighborhood of CP! ¢ CP?\ 0. Define the constant
Cy = f(CPl Q to be the Q-area of this sphere at infinity. One then considers the

connected component of the moduli space of j—pseudoholomorphic curves which
contain this CP* ¢ CP?\ O C W. As detailed in [8], automatic transversality
guarantees that this four real dimensional moduli space (of unparameterized curves)
is cut out transversely, each distinct pair of curves intersects at exactly one point,
and by requiring  to be exact there cannot be any “bubbles” that arise in the
compactification. Homotopy invariance of intersection numberi guarantees that
each curve in this moduli space intersects CP! ¢ CP?\ O C W. It remains to
show that this family of curves satisfies the energy surjectivity condition; that is,
that this family of curves extends from M = H~1(1) to every energy level H(s)
for s € (—1,1). This too is detailed in [§], and follows from a mixture of automatic
transversality and compactness of the family of curves; the latter is guaranteed by
the fact that J is Q-tame. This then guarantees energy surjectivity. That is, for
each ()-tame almost complex structure J, there exists a pseudoholomorphic map
U : (g,j) — (W, j) with the property that the restricted map

w: 11‘5 where S:={z¢ S:Hou(z) e (E-,E4)}

satisfies H o u(S) = (F_,Ey). It is also easily checked that genus(S) = 0 and
f S u*Q < Cg. Consequently, Theorem 2l applies, and hence almost every energy
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level in (E_, E) contains a periodic orbit. By letting E_ — —1 and F; — 1, the
desired result is immediate.

This covers the tight S? case; the overtwisted case and the homotopically non-
trivial S C M™ case are very similar, although the mechanism to generate the

curves is different. The reader is directed to [8] for the details.
O

APPENDIX A. MISCELLANEOUS SUPPORT

This section is mostly devoted to providing a few support definitions and results
which are important but are otherwise a bit of a distraction from more important
arguments.

A.1. Supporting Proofs. Our primary goal of this section is to prove Proposition
2.9 however to do so we must first establish a few important supporting lemmata.
The first of these is the following.

Lemma A.1 (cross term control).
Let (Ig x M, Q, )\) be a framed Hamiltonian energy pile, and let p and & be the asso-
ciated structures defined in Section[3, and assume as in the conclusions of Lemma
that along {0} x M, the sub-bundles p and & are Q-symplectic complements.
Let Jy be an Q-compatible almost complex structure on Iy x M, with associated
Riemannian metric go = Qo (Id x Jy). Then for each § > 0, there exists an
e=¢€(6, N1, Jo) € (0,£), with the property that for each v = vP +v* € T (L x M)
with vP € p and v¢ € € we have

1207, v%)| < 8110l g, [l0* [ go-
Proof. Given s € Z; we consider the embedding

M =TIy x M:m — (s,m)
and the pull-backs of p — Zy x M and £ — Z, x M, respectively. We denote them
by ps and &. Then the pull-back of the tangent space T(Z, x M) to M by the

same map has the direct sum decomposition ps @ £. In the case of s = 0 this
decomposition is 2-orthogonal. We define the function

0: (=£,0) = [0,00)

O(s):= sup 7|Q(v,w)| )
vepa\{0} 101lgo 101l g6
we€;\{0}

It is straightforward to show that © is continuous and and that ©(0) = 0. By
compactness

0:[0,) =R

e — max O(s)
s€[—e,e]

is also continuous and é(O) = (. The desired result is then immediate. (]

In order to proceed further, we will need to define a certain metric bound on the
geometry of a weakly adapted almost complex structure. We denote this quantity
[)J(|, and establish it as follows. Given a framed Hamiltonian energy pile

(Zy x M,Q,\),



ALMOST EXISTENCE FROM THE FERAL PERSPECTIVE 35

we first fix a background metric go on Z, x M associated to an auxiliary Q2-compatible
almost complex structure Jy by the usual formula gg := Qo (Id x Jy). Of course,
near the ends of Zy x M the metric gp might not behave well. Our Hamiltonian
energy pile comes with the structures @ and £. Given any other weakly adapted
almost complex structure J we define the following quantity, where ¢’ € (0, ¢):

08llg, Nv5llao 105 Mg0 11951100
(34) |>J<|I, M.OQNG.J,) -—  Sup max( - =, - s - ) 1 ;
(B MG T0) T ez, Ivillgo villg,  N105llgo 1T ]lgo
v5€€,\{0}

here gy is the metric as defined in equation (6l in Definition 271

An immediate benefit of such a definition is that whenever it is the case that
)J{| < C1, it is also the case that the following hold for each v¢ € ¢ lying above a
point in Zy, x M

(35) ¥ llgo < Crllo®llg,
(36) [v¥1lg, < Cullv*llgo
(37) 17951150 < Cllvg g0
(38) lv§llg0 < CrllTvgllgo-

It is also worth noting that if J; and Jo are weakly adapted almost complex struc-
tures which agree on &, then |)J1 (] = |)J2(|. Indeed, the quantity |)J{| depends only
on J | ¢ With this definition established, we can now proceed with an important

application.

Proposition A.2 (metric area controlled by symplectic area).

Let (Ig X M,Q,;\) be a framed Hamiltonian energy pile, and let p, &, and & be
the associated structures defined in equations [3), (3), ({), and assume, as in the
conclusions of LemmalZ23, that along {0} x M the sub-bundles p and & are symplectic
complements and S\(XH) = 1. Let Jy be an auziliary Q2-compatible almost complex
structure on Iy x M, with associated Riemannian metric go = Qo (Id x Jy). Fix a

large positive constant Cy > 1. Then there exists a number € = e(%, A, @, Jo) € (0, £)
with the property that after trimming Iy x M to Z. x M, the following holds. If J
is a weakly adapted almost complex structure for which
|>J<|(I€xM,Q,i,a;,Jo) <Ch
in the sense of equation (34), then
(ds A X+ @) (v, Jv) < 2Q(v, Jv)
for each v € T(Z. x M). Here J only needs to be defined over J. x M.

The important fact is that & does not depend on J and only on the numerical
bound!

Proof. We first fix ¢/ € (0,¢). This is done since the background metric gy might
not be well-behaved near the ends of Z, x M. We begin by defining the constants
C5 and § by

1
39 Cy:= su Oy and 0= ———.
( ) 2 qGI[/EM ” Hgo 802012
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Let € = €(6,9,\,@, Jo) be the constant guaranteed by Lemma [A1] and we may
assume without loss of generality that 0 < e < ¢/. Recall that a consequence of
Lemma [AT]is that for each v = v” + v® € T(Z. x M) with v? € p and v¢ € £ we
have

(40) 1207, 0%)] < 0107l go |0° | go-

Also recall that along {0} x M we have A(Xp) = 1, so that by shrinking ¢ > 0, we
can further guarantee that

(41) S MXnu(g) — 1| < 555

Next recall that

QL. BT
MXn)
Additionally, recall that we have the splitting T'(Z. x M) = p@®¢, and the associated
projections 7°: p® & — pand 7¢: pHE — €. In general we will use the abbreviated
notation v? = 7°(v) and v¢ = 7¢(v). In the following we work with p@ & — Z. x M,
where € > 0 is the previously chosen number. We begin with the following claim.

X, and JX = —¢0,.

o=

(42) (ds AN (0P, JvP) = \(Xg) - QvP, Jv?)  for each vP € p.

To prove this, we first write v = ads + bX for some a,b € R, and then compute as
follows.

Q@’, Jv?) = Q(ads + bX, J (ad; + bX))

Similarly, we compute the following (with the same v? € p as above).
(

(ds AN (0P, JuP) = (ds A N) (ads + bX, J(ads + bX))
(ds A A)(ads +bX, 2aX — ¢b0.)
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This establishes equation [#2)). The case with @& is much easier. Indeed, recall that

by definition we have @ = Qo (7¢ x 7¢). It immediately then follows that

(43) Qs Jvt) = Qv Jod) for each v® € €.

In just a moment we will be concerned with estimating cross terms, however first
we will need an elementary estimate. Starting with

losl2, = (ds AN)(Ds,JDs) = (ds A N)(Ds,

and combining the above with the definition of Cs in equation ([B9) yields

(44) 105115, < C3 = C3110sll5, < C3110sll5,-

g5 —

We are now prepared to estimate cross terms. To that end, we let v = v? 4+ v¢ €
T(Z. x M) with v = ad, + bX € p and v* € £. Then

Q(”, Jv0))|

1Q(ads + bX, Jvd)|
3
= Q(ady, Jv°) + bM‘
AMXn)
3
= |Q(ads, Jv®) — b M‘
MXw)

d (Jvf)‘

Q(ads, Jv®) — b =
ANXn)

by equation @), and J: & — &

by equation ({0)

= |Q(ads, J’UE)‘
5||aas||go||JUE||go

IN

IN

0C1 [|ads | go v g0
3C|ads |l gollv¢ g,
3CTCal|adsllg, lIv¢ g,

ladslg, [1v* I,

(lladslly, + 113, )

(lads3, + 19X113, + [1v°113,)

1
8
1
8
1
8
L2, +11v512,)
1
8
1
8

IN A

ININIA

Ivlls,

(ds A X+ @) (v, Jv).

by equation (B7)
by equation (B3]
by equation (44
by equation (B9)
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The other cross term is estimated rather similarly. Again let v = v”+v¢ € T(Z.x M)
with v” = ad, + bX € p and let v¢ € £. We estimate:

Q08 JuP)| = |Q(v8, J(ads + bX))|

= |Q(v5, £X — bg0,)]

= [Q(v*, bg0,)|

< 6][0% g, 1005 g

< 50102@5””5”9]||bas||g.z
£l1v% 11, 110051145
(o112, + 11005112,)

IN A

< (115, + [1o°112,)
< Llol2,
= §(ds A A +)(v, Jv)

With these two estimates established, we can now use them to establish the follow-
ing.

|Q2(v, Jv) — (ds AX+ @) (v, Jv)|
= Qv + 0%, J(v? + %)) — (ds/\5\+cb)(vﬁ+vE,J(vﬁ+v5))|
= ‘Q(v” + 05, J (v + %)) — (ds A X)(v”, JvP) —@(UE,ng)’
< QP JuP) — ds A AP, JuP)| + QS Juf) — &(vf, Jvd)|
+|QE, JvP)| + QP Jo)|
< Q@P, JvP) — (ds A X)(v?, JuP)| + |Q(v5, Jvﬁ)| + }Q(v[’, JUE)}
< QP JuP) — (ds A X)W, JvP)| + L(ds A X+ @) (v, Tv)

! N (0P T N (0P T
_ ;\(XH)(ds/\A)(v L J0P) — (ds A ) (0P, T )‘ L(ds A A+ @)(v, Jv)
‘;\(XH)_l —1|(ds A X+ @) (v, Jv) + Lds A X+ @) (v, Jv)

IN

N

$(ds A A+ @) (v, Jv)
In other words, we have shown that
|Q(v, Jv) — (ds A A+ Q)(v, Jv)| < 3(ds A A+ @) (v, Jv)
and thus
(ds A XN+ @) (v, Jv) < 2Q(v, Jv)
for all v € T(Ze x M). O

With the above estimates established, we can now turn our attention to the
main result of this section. Note that the metric g occurring below is a translation
invariant metric on R x M associated to a metric on M. The norms |[|-||¢» use this
metric.
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Proposition 2.9 (adiabatically degenerating constructions).

Let (Ig X M,Q,j\) be a framed Hamiltonian energy pile, and let p, &, and & be
the associated structures defined in Section[d, and assume, as in the conclusions of
LemmalZ23, that along {0} x M the sub-bundles p and & are symplectic complements
and M(Xg) =1. Let X = Xy /M Xy) as above and denote by || - ||cn the C™-norm
on R x M with respect to the auziliary translation invariant metric g, and the Uy,
are the embeddings as in equation (7). Let {jk}keN be a sequence of almost complex
structures on Iy x M which satisfy the following conditions.

(D1) Jy: p—p and Jy: &€ — € for each k € N,

(D2) (ds AN+ &) o (Id x Jy,) is a Riemannian metric for each k € N,

(D3) there exist constants {C! }nen such that

sup || Ji[len < O,
keN

Then there exists an € > 0 with the following significance. For any sequence of
functions ¢y : (—e,€) — (0,1] which converge in C*°, the weakly adapted almost
complex structures defined by

(45) ¢k . Jkas = X and Jk’g = jk‘g

satisfy the following properties
(E1) For each v € T(Z. x M) we have

(ds A X+ @) (v, Jrv) < 2Q(v, Jyv).

(E2) There exists a sequence {K,,}22, of positive constants so that with respect to
the auxiliary translation invariant metric g on R x M it holds that

sup [|(Wr)sJkllcn < Kn
keN

for each n € N.
In particular, if € € (0,¢€) and ¢k’(76,76,)
Jy are adiabatically degenerating on T. x M in the sense of Definition[Z.8, and on
Ze X M these almost complex structures are all tame.

— 0, then the almost complex structures

Proof. Fix an auxiliary -compatible almost complex structure Jy on Z, x M, and
let gg be the associated background Ri@mannian metric go = Qo (Id x Jy). Pick an
¢ € (0,¢) and consider the sequence (Ji). We define

Cr:= ?elg |>Jk<|(z,z, x M,Q,7,,J0)

where |)J(| is defined as in equation ([B4). We note that C; is finite because of
hypothesis (D3). We then apply Proposition[A.2] which guarantees the existence of
an € > 0 for which (E1) holds for any weakly adapted almost complex structures
Jk for which Jk|5 = jk}f'

To establish (E2), assume that the ¢ have been fixed so they converge in C°.
Define the Ji as in equation [@H]). To estimate the norms of the (¥y).J; we first
note that it is sufficient to establish C™ bounds for

((\I/k)*Jk)ag and ((\Ifk)*Jk) &

however each of these bounds are immediately obtained as a consequence of the fact
that the ¢y are converging in C* together with hypothesis (D3). The remaining
desired conclusions are immediate. This completes the proof of Proposition 2.9
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O

A.2. Extra Definitions. For the convenience of the reader, we provide a few
definitions here which are used indirectly. The reader should consult [§], which
contains further discussions of this concept.

Definition A.3 (realized Hamiltonian homotopy).
Let M be a smooth (odd-dimensional) closed manifold, let T C R be an interval
equipped with the coordinate t, and let A and & respectively be a one-form and two-
form on Tx M. We say (Zx M, (5\, W)) is a realized Hamiltonian homotopy provided
the following hold.

(1) A(0:) =0.

(2) ip,&0 =0.

(3) de {t=const} =0

(4) dAEAXANGA - A& > 0.

(5) X is invariant under the flow of O,

(6) if T is unbounded, then there exists a neighborhood of {+00} x M on which

w 1s invariant under the flow of 0.

Definition A.4 (adapted structures for a realized Hamiltonian homotopy).
Let (T x M, (\,@)) be a realized Hamiltonian homotopy. We say an almost Her-
mitian structure (J,§) on I x M is adapted to this realized Hamiltonian homotopy
provided the following hold.

(1) Jo, = X.

(2) J: &= ¢ A R

(3) g=(dtEAXN+D)(-, ).

(4) if T is unbounded, then there exists a neighborhood of {+00} x M on which

the restriction J}é 1s invariant under the flow of O;.
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