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Abstract

I give precise iteration formulae for brake orbit in dimension 3 and use these for-
mulae to get some index inequalities for moduli spaces of Real pseudoholomor-
phic Curves, which are important to establish Real embedded contact homology

and Real cylindrical contact homology in dimension 3.

1. Introduction

1.1. Motivation

In contact manifold of dimension 3, M.Hutchings used iteration formulae
for periodic orbit to study moduli space of pseudoholomorphic curves and es-
tablished embedded contact homology, which we abbreviate by ECH, and later
with J.Nelson, they established cylindrical contact homology, which we abbre-
viate by CCH, for dynamically convex contact forms. See references H], B], B],

. B
The origin of ECH comes from the Seiberg-Witten Floer HomoloEr and the
],

i,

equivalence between Seiberg-Witten invariant and Gromov invariant
E}, a], ] There exist some counterpart theories for Real pseudoholomor-
phic curves like Real Gromov-Witten invariant, defined by J.Welschinger ]
and Real Seiberg-Witten invariant, defined by G.Tian and S.Wang|13]. And
Real pseudoholomorphic curves have been used to study brake orbits in contact

manifold by U.Frauenfelder and J .Kang.
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Following those ideas, I think there should exists Real cylindrical contact
homology, Real embedded contact homology and Real Seiberg-Witten Floer
Homology. At the same time Real embedded contact homology should be iso-
morphic to Real Seiberg-Witten Floer Homology by similar method of C.Taubes
in [11).

In order to construct Real ECH, we must know the relevant information of
iteration formulae for brake orbits and moduli space of Real pseudoholomorphic
curves. In this paper we will study these two aspects. It is the first step to

construct Real ECH.

1.2. Preliminaries

Here we set up our conventions.

Let (Y,\) be a closed contact manifold of dimension 3 with contact form
A, & = ker A be the associate contact structure, and R be the associate Reeb
vector field. Let N be an anticontact involution of Y, which means N is an
automorphism of Y, and N? = Id, N¥*\ = —\. A periodic Reeb orbit of period
7 is a map « : R — Y, which satisfies a(t + 7) = a(t),d/(t) = R(«(t)). For
a periodic Reeb orbit «a, we can choose a trivialization of the symplectic space
(€,dN) along a(t). So the linearized Reeb flow W, () : (€a(0), dN) = (§aqr), dA) is
a symplectic path by the trivialization. A periodic Reeb orbit is nondegenerate if
U, (1) does not have 1 as an eigenvalue. In the following we assume all periodic
orbits are nondegenerate. This condition holds for generic contact forms.

A brake orbit 5 with period 7 is a periodic orbit with Real symmetry i.e.

p(t) = R(B(1)),
Blt+7) =B, (1.1)
B(=t) = NB(@),

Let L :={x € Y|Nz = 2}, L is a Legendrian submanifold if L # . The above



conditions are equivalent to

(1.2)
B(0),8(3) e L

For any M € Sp(2n), its graph is defined by Gr(M) = {(z,Mz)|z €
R} Let Lo := {0} x R",L; := R" x {0}, W := {(x,2) € R*|z € R?>"}.
Let 1% be the Robbin-Salamon index for a pair of paths of Lagrangian sub-
space defined in [15, §3]. We define pcz(a) = p®5(W,Gr(¥([0,7]))), and
1(8) = 1S (Lo, ([0, 51)Eo), jua(8) = p%5 (L1, W([0, 1) L), pr, iz count only
half period because of Real symmetry. In [16, Proposition C], they proved
poz = p1 + pe, lp — pe| < nEr

In symplectization of Y, i.e. (R xY,w = d(e®))), we can extend the involu-
tion N to R x Y by defining N be identity map on R. It is an antisymplectic
involution N*w = —w, and we still use N to denote the extension. We can take
an almost complex structure J on £ compatible with N, JodN = —dN o J, and
extend it to R x Y by defining Jos = R, where s is the coordinate of R. We
can choose a trivialization of & such that J, dN are represented by the following

standard matrices in each fiber

0 -1 -1 0
Jo = ,No =
1 O 0 1

In the following we always choose such trivialization.

A pseudoholomorphic curve is a map u : (X,i) > (R x Y, J),duci = Jodu.
Where ¥ is a Riemann surface with punctures, and u converges to a periodic or-
bit at each puncture. A Real pseudoholomorphic curve is a pseudoholomorphic
curve with Real symmetry, which means there exists an involution N on ¥, N? =
Id,dNoi=—iodN, and u(N-) = Nu(-). Let Mg min(ai, -+ ,am;al, -+, a})
denote the moduli space of pseudoholomorphic curves with m positive punc-

tures and n negative punctures, which converge to aq,- -+, am,af, -+ ,al; Let

1Our convention is a little different to the one in [16], because we use Robbin-Salamon

index.



Mik+l’m+n(ﬁ1, By Bl Blian, - ams @, -+, ad,) denote the moduli
space of Real pseudoholomorphic curves with k positive punctures and [ negative
punctures, where they converge to brake orbits 81, -, fx; 81, - , 5], and with
m pairs of positive punctures and n pairs of negative punctures, where they con-
verge symmetric to periodic orbits aq(t), Nag(—t) - -+, am(t), Nagm, (—t), o} (t),
Nojy(—t), - ,al,(t), Nal, (—t) in pairs, see [17, §3] . We abbreviate the notation
by M and M%, when g = 0 and it is not necessary to mention the asymptotics.

It is well know that the virtual dimension of the moduli space of pseudo-
holomorphic curves is given by the following formula|18&, §3.3.11 Theorem], [19,
Theorem 1.8]

!

. . 2
Vir dlmMg,ern(alv Qe aan)

— ) 26 () + Y pon(y) — Y pezlal)

Where ¢1(u(X)) is the first Chern class of ¢ by a trivialization along u(X), pcoz
are the Conley-Zehnder index for the periodic Reeb orbits defined via the same
trivialization.

In [17] the author and C.Zhu calculated that the virtual dimension of the

moduli space of Real pseudoholomorphic curves, which is given by

vir dimM§k+l7m+n(Blu T 7ﬁ7€7617 T 7ﬁl/;a17 T 7am;a/17 e 7Oé:z)
k l m n
1
= —5X(B) +er(u(®)) + Dim(B) = Y m(B)) + D pezlas) = Y nez(al)
i=1 j=1 p=1 =1

1.3. Iteration formulae for brake orbit

We can iterate a periodic Reeb orbit («, 7) and get new periodic Reeb or-
bits (a”, k7). The same holds for brake orbits (8*, k7). It is well known the
symplectic path ¥, (t) of a periodic orbit is iterated from the first period by
Uyt +7) = Uolt)¥u(r). The symplectic path ¥g(t) of a brake orbit is it-
erated after the first half period by Wg(t) = NUg(r — t)Us(5) ' NUg(L),t €
[Z,7],¥p(t+7) = Wa(t)Ws(T), see [20, Equation (4.2)].

Periodic Reeb orbits have three types:elliptic, positive and negative hyper-

bolic, which depend on the eigenvalue of U, (7). When ¥, (7) has eigenvalues



on the unit circle, « is elliptic. When W, (7) has positive or negative real eigen-
values, « is positive or negative hyperbolic. Elliptic orbit has iteration formula
poz(a¥) = 2[k#]+1. And a hyperbolic orbit has formula oz (a*) = km, where
m is an odd number, when « is negative hyperbolic, and m is an even number,
when « is positive hyperbolic.

D.Zhang and C.Liu have given the abstract precise iteration formulae for
brake orbits in all dimensions [20, Theorem 1.3]. Based on their works, we can
give the precise iteration formulae in dimension 2. There are only finitely many
cases as well. We will use them to study moduli spaces of Real pseudoholomor-
phic curves in dimension 3 later.

For the elliptic case, 111(8) = pcz(8). For the hyperbolic case, both the
positive and the negative case have two subcases. We can distinguish them
by the sign of uy(8?) — p2(B?). Therefore we call a brake orbit 3 type one, if
p1(B?)—p2(B?) > 0. And we call a brake orbit 3 type two if uy (8?)—pu2(8?%) < 0.

So we can list all patterns.

Theorem 1.1. Any nondegenerate brake orbit belongs to one of the following

five cases
B elliptic, § = R(276’)

, cos® —sin@’
R(0') = .
sin@  cos@’

pa(8Y) = [K0] + 5. ez (5%) = 20k6] + 1
§ negative hyperbolic type one, i (8%) — a(6?) = 1, oz (8) = 241(9)

kua(B), k is odd
i (BY) =
kpi(B) + 3, kis even

poz(B¥) = kucz(B) = 2k (B)



B negative hyperbolic type two, o1 (8%) — j2(8%) = —1, jicz(8) = 2u1(6)

() = kua(8), k is odd

kpi(B) — %, ks even

ez (BY) = kucz(8) = 2kui (B)

B positive hyperbolic type one p1(8%) — p2(8?) = 1, poz(8) = 2m(B) — 1

i (4) = b (9) + T3

pcz(BY) = kucz(B) = 2k (8) — k

3 positive hyperbolic type two u1(8%) — u2(8?) = =1, pez(B) = 2u1(B) + 1

i (84) = b (9) + S

pcz(BY) = kucz(B) = 2k (B) + k

For convenience of computation, we give the GIT description of all cases in

the Appendix B

1.4. Index Inequalities for Real pseudoholomorphic curves

Following an idea of Michael Hutchings in [1][5], we can get the counterpart
of the index inequalities for moduli spaces of Real pseudoholomorphic curves,
which are important to establish Real ECH and Real cylindrical contact homol-
ogy in dimension 3 in the future.

We define a Real pseudoholomorphic curve v : ¥ — R X Y to be a Real
branched cover, if there is another Real pseudoholomorphic curve v’ : ¥/ —
R x Y, such that u = v og and g : ¥ — ¥’ is a Real pseudoholomorphic
function g(N-) = Ng(-). We also call branched covers as multiple covers. If
g(z) = 2/, and g(z) = 2*, in local coordinate of x, 2’, such that x,z’ are original
point of C. z is called a branch point and k — 1 the branch number of g at x
which is denoted by by (). The total branch number of g is defined to be the
sum of branch number B = Y] _(by(x)). We define the covering multiplicity



and total branch number of u over u’ to be the degree of g and the total branch
number of g. See Chapter I §1 and §2 in [21]].

Our main results are the following three inequalities:

Theorem 1.2. (Real ECH lemma) If u is a Real pseudoholomorphic curve in
R x Y which is a Real branched cover of a Real trivial cylinder R x 3, where 8

is a brake orbit, then indg(u) = 0.

We will define the Real ECH generator and the Real ECH index in section
3. Let 1,082 be Real ECH generators, a flow line u from ; to 52 is a Real
pseudoholomorphic curve which converges to (1,82 at positive and negative

punctures, and its projection to Y represents a class Z € Ha(Y'; f1, 52).

Theorem 1.3. (Real ECH inequality) Let 51,82 be Real ECH generators, u is
a flow fine from By to Bz, then the Real Fredholm index is smaller than or equals
the Real ECH index, indru < Irpcu(P1, f2; Z). Equality holds only if the ends

of u satisfies an unique partition which we will give in Theorem [3.2.

Theorem 1.4. (Index inequality of Real multiple cover) If u is a Real pseudo-
holomorphic curve which is a Real multiple cover of a somewhere injective Real
pseudoholomorphic curve u, let D denote the covering multiplicity and B denote

the total branch number of u over u', then indgu > Dindgr(a) + (B+1+ D) —
#1 — #2

Where #; is the number of hyperbolic positive type one pairs which cover
a brake orbit at positive asymptotics; #2 is the number of hyperbolic positive
type two pairs which cover a brake orbit at negative asymptotics.

In Appendix A we will give the possible application of those

inequalities to the construction of Real cylindrical contact homology.



2. Iteration Formulae

In [16]]20], the authors defined indices ,Lbl,,u2,iLo,iL1,i\L/(L— f/l—l, and they

satisfy following equations

i(B) = 3 +i10(8), wa(B) = 5 + i, (5) (21)
p(B%) = 3 +ing(8) + i (8, (6) = 5 +in, (B) + by () (22)

They also established the following theorems, |20, Theorem 1.3, Theorem 4.2]

Theorem 2.1. Let § be a brake orbit and Vg(t) be the corresponding sym-
plectic path which is iterated after the first half period Vg(t) = NUg(T —

Ws(5) 'NUs(5),t€[5,7], Tp(t +7) = Ua(t)¥s(7).
When k is odd, there holds

k—l

iLo(ﬂ = ’LLO Z Z 21 (23)
i=1
When k is even, there holds

iLo(ﬂk) = iLo(ﬁ) (24)

. [NIE
[ M
\_/

where wy, = e”ﬁ/k, and i, 1s the index function introduced in [22, page 130
Definition 3].

Theorem 2.2. Let § be a brake orbit and Ug(t) be the corresponding sym-
plectic path which is iterated after the first half period by Vg(t) = NUg(r —

)s(3) INUs(F),t € [, 7], Wp(t +7) = Up(t)Ts(7).
When k is odd, there holds

R‘
[

iLl(ﬂ = ’LLl Z Z 21 (25)
i=1
When k is even, there holds

iL, (B%) = iz, (B) + i (B) (2.6)

H'Mw'”

where wy, = €™V V% and i, is the index function introduced in [22, page 130

Definition 3].



For a contact manifold in dimension 3, we have ¥z(t) € Sp(2). We assume 3
to be nondegenerate, so 3 is a hyperbolic or an irrational elliptic periodic orbit.
When § is hyperbolic with period 7, we have i,(3) = i(8) = pcz(8), for

any w = €Y. Because we have the following formula

I (ﬂ) = Z(ﬂ) + EO§9<GDS;B(T) - 20<9$‘90S<£5(‘r)

where w = €%, and S;\—} is the splitting number, which is defined in |22, §9.1
Definition 4]. For the above formula see [22, Equation (3)]. The splitting number
S, (r) is 0, by our hyperbolic assumption, see [22, page 199, List 12 (8)]. And
our result follows.

By the above theorems 2.TI2.2] we have,

i (B%) = iro(B) + 55t ez (B), k is odd; @7)
iny(B) + Z\L/‘L—l(ﬂ) + (& —Dpcz(8), Fkis even.

We consider the relation between p1, g2 and pez. From Long, Zhang, Zhu’s
paper |16, Proposition C], we know pcz(8*) = p1(8%) + p2(8*). Therefore from
Theorem [2.1] we have

pi(8) = 5+ i2o(8), m2(B) = 5 + i1, (5) 28)
(8 = 5+ ira(B) + i), pa(5) = 5 + i, (B) + i4(8)  (29)
pez(8) = 1+ iny(8) + i, (5), (210)
pez(B%) =1 +iLy(B) + i (8) + iz, (B) +i(B) (2.11)

From [20, Theorem 2.3 and Equation (3.21)], we know the inequalities |1 (8%)—
p2(B)] < Land iz, (B) < %2 1(B) < iz (B) + 1, ir, (B) < i01y(B) <ir,(B) + 1.

When £ is hyperbolic, pcz(8) can be an odd or even number. Considering
the case pcz(8) is an odd number, iy, and iy, must be equal, because i, ()

and iz, (£) can not be an odd and a even number, and the relation |if,—ir,| < 1.
Because pcz(8%) = 2ucz(B) = 2(1 +ip,(B8) +ir,(8)), we have
1+ i00(8) + 8521 (8) + i, (8) + %1 (8) = 2(1 + i1(8) + i1, (8))

i (B) + i (B) = 1+ i1 (B) +ir, (B)



Then we get

VT (B) = ing(B) + 1,i51(8) = iz, (8) (2.12)
i (B) = i1 (8),iT(8) = ir, (B) + 1 (2.13)

Using the same method, if ucz(8) is an even number, we know

ir, (B) =ir,(8) 1 (2.14)
i (B) =it (8) (2.15)

And when g is elliptic, ucoz is an odd number, by the same reason as in
hyperbolic negative, we always have u1(8") = fucz(B8%). After elementary
analysis, we can list all cases as follows:

When § is elliptic, 8 = R(#'). Since pcz(8%) = 2[kf] + 1 is always odd, we
know i1 (8%) = pa(8%) = [K0] + 3.

When S is hyperbolic, both positive or negative hyperbolic cases have two
subcases according to the sign of u1(8?) — u2(8%). We call the case u1(3%) —
p2(B?) > 0 type one; the case ui(8?) — pa(8?) < 0 type two. The difference
p1(8) — p2(B) is given by the Hormander index in the proof of [16, Theorem

3.3]. Using equations (Z12) (ZI3]), we have:
Negative hyperbolic type one

iro(B), iz, (8) = ire(8) (2.16)
i (B) = i1 (B) + Li 1 (B) = i1, (B) (2.17)
pez(B) =1+ 2ir,(B) (2.18)
pr(8) = 5+ ina(B),a(6) = 3 + 20, (5) (219)
() = |3 F )+ I 208, (8)) = ka6, ks odd
i, (B) +ir,(B) + 14+ (5 —1)(1+2iL,(8) =k (B) + %, kiseven
(2.20)

10



Negative hyperbolic type two

iro(B),iL, (B) = iL,(B) (2:21)

i (B) = i1 (B), i1 (B) = ir, (B) + 1 (2.22)

pez(B) =1+ 2ir,(8) (2.23)

pa(B) = 5 +ing(8),m(5%) = 3 +2i1,(9) (2.24)
. L ting(B) + B5(1 + 20, (8)) = ki (B), k is odd

Nl(ﬁ ) =

T4ing(B) +ire(B) + (5 = 1)(1 + 2iL,(B)) = kpa(B) — 3,k is even

(2.25)

Using equations (2I4)), (Z13) we have:

Positive hyperbolic type one

iLy(B)yiL, (B) =ir,(B) — 1 (2.26)
i1 (B) = e (B), iU (B) = iLo (B) (2.27)
pcz(B) = 2iL,(8) (2.28)
p(B) = 5 +ina (), m(5%) = 5 +2i1,(9) (2:29)
&) 3 +ino(8) + 552 (20, (8)) = kun (B) + 152, k is odd

M1 =
3 TiLe(B) +ire(B) + (5 —1)(2iLy(8)) = kui(B) + 5%,k is even
(2.30)

. 1—k

p(B) = k() + —— (2.31)

11



Positive hyperbolic type two

i£o(B), 1L, (B) = iL,(B) +1 (2.32)

151 (8) = e (B) + 1,15(8) = ire () +1 (2.33)

pez(B) =2+ 2iL,(B) (2.34)

p1(8) = 5+ ia(8),m (8%) = 5 +2i1, (B) (2.35)
(6 — 3 +ino(B) + 57 (2 + 2iL,(B)) = km(B) + 55, k is odd
2 4in,(B) +ire(B) + 1+ (5 —1)(2+2i,(8)) = ki (B) + 552,k is even

(2.36)

(%) = ki (8) + (2.37)

3. Real ECH lemma and Real ECH inequality
In 2], a fundamental lemma for ECH is [2, Lemma 1.7]

Lemma 3.1. If u is a pseudoholomorphic curve in R xY which is a branched

cover of a trivial cylinder, then ind(u) = 0.
Here we give the Real counterpart of this lemma,

Theorem 3.1. If u is a Real pseudoholomorphic curve in R x'Y which is a
Real branched cover of a Real trivial cylinder R x B, where 8 is a brake orbit,

then indg(u) = 0.

Proof. Let u be a Real pseudoholomorphic curve which has k positive symmetric
punctures, ! negative symmetric punctures, m pairs of nonsymmetric positive

punctures, and n pairs of nonsymmetric negative punctures. The punctures are

of covering multiplicities a1, ..., Qr, Q41,5 k3015« 0y b1, ..., b5C1, .0y Cors
Cr/a1y v Cmidiy ey lprydprgt, ... dy. At the same time aq, ..., ax; b1, ..., by;
Cla"'acm’;dlv"'vdn' are Odda ak”rla'"7ak;bl/+17"'7bl;cm/+17'-'7cm;
dn/+1,- - -,dy are even. They satisfy the relation

a1+ ap+2c0+ 20, =b1+--by+2dy + -+ 2d, (3.1)

12



Thus from [17, Main Theorem]|, we have the result,

l

1
indg(u) = 2(2729 k—1—2m —2n) +Zu1 (B%) — Z
i=1 j=1

+ Z pez(Br) — Z z(B%)
p=1 q=1

Thanks to the index iteration formulae, we have:

If 8 is hyperbolic,

indr(u) = —l(2 —29—k—1—2m—2n)
k .
+ 2 p(8)+ =ncz(B) + ) () + (5~ Duez(®)
i=k'+1
b, —1 ! b
- Zwl(m +—ncz(B) = X, (m(B) + (5 ~ Ducz(8))
j=1 j=U+1
+ 3 cpticz(B) — i dqpcz(B)
%(2729 k—1—2m—2n)
8 (8) 22O (5K (8%) — o (9)
~1ua(8) ~ B2y ) () — e (9)
k ) k m n
+ (Z % o Z % Z Z Jucz (B
i=1 j=1 p=1 q=1
1(2 B ;o _ koz(B)
5 g+k+1+2m+2n—2)+ (K —1")(u1(B) 5 )

+ (k= &) = (1= 1)) (11 (B) — poz(B))

In the last equality, we used the relation of equation (B.I)).

Let ¢1 = u1(B) — ”CZT@, €2 = p1(B%) —

formulae, we have:

1. hyperbolic type one ¢; = 0,2 = %, indp(u)
24+ (k—K)—(1-1))

13

(3.2)

ez (B). From our list of iteration

=3(2g+k+1+2m+2n—



2. hyperbolic negative type two €; = 0,e2 = —3, indg(u) = 329+ k+ 1 +
2m+2n—2—(k—K)+(1-1"))

3. hyperbolic positive type one €; = %,62 = =, indr(u) = %(29 +k+1+
2m+2n—2+k—1)

4. hyperbolic positive type two €, = —%, €2 = —31, indr(u) = (29 + k + [ +

27
2m+2n—2—-k+1)

We have k > 1,1 > 1,0< K <k, 0<1' <,

In case negative hyperbolic type one, the minimum of right formula = (2g +
2k+2m+2n—2—FkK +1')is —3, onlyifg=0,m=0,n=0,k =k =1,I' = 0.
But a4, ...,ax are odd numbers, and ag/41, ..., ax are even numbers, therefore
we have a1 +---ar + 2¢1 + - = k’'mod2, from the relation of (3.1]), we get
k' =1’ mod2, which contradict the minimum case. So indgr(u) = 0. It is easy
to see, indr(u) = 0if and only if k =1 =1or k = k' = 2,I' = 0. Case negative
hyperbolic type two is similar.

In case Positive hyperbolic type one, the minimum of indg(u) is 0, when
g=0,m=0,n=0,k=1. Case Positive hyperbolic type two is similar.

If 3 is elliptic, Ws(r) = R(9), ju(8*) = Spcz(B")

1
indg(u) = —5(2 —29—k—1-—2m—2n)

~

<9 Porls
+ > poz(Br) - Z poz(B)
p=1 q=1
%(2—29 k—1—2m—2n)
k k l l m n de
(3 a 2 2 —
+;a 5 ; —i-; lepf| +m — ; n
1 k l m n
29 —2) 2 2|d
= 5(2 ; ]; +p; [epf q;

We define indg(aq,...,ax;b1,...,055¢1,...,¢m;d1,...,dyp) = Zle[aﬂ] —

S b0+ 2,0l =Yy 2]dgf] — 1. Let M = ay+- - ap+2c1+ - 26, =

14



bt b+ 2dy++ -+ 2d. Y5 [aif]+ X0 2[e,0] = [MO], | M6] = Y [b;0]+
22:1 2|d,0). That yields indg > 0. And the equality holds, if and only if

S aif] + X0 2[epf] = [A2] and [MO] = X, 1b;0] + X0, 2]d,0)].
O

Remark: The elliptic case can also be proved by the relation indru = %indu
and the result in nonsymmetric case.

We can define Real ECH index and use the iteration formulae for brake
orbits to get the real partition of real pseudoholomorphic curves by means of
the index inequalities like in [1, Theorem 1.7], which is crucial to define Real
ECH.

Similar to the generator of ECH, we define

Definition 3.1. A Real generator is a finite set of pairs 8 = {(B1,m1) ..., (Bx, mx)},
where B1,. .., Bk are disjoint brake orbit and my, ..., my € NT (multiplicities).
a flow line u from o to B is a Real pseudoholomorphic curve which converges

to a, B at positive and negative punctures, and its projection to 'Y represents a

class Z € Hy(Y; a0, B).

If the partition associated to each orbit 3; is (gi1, ¢ 2, - .), from the paper
of the author and C.Zhu|l7, Main Theorem]|, we know the Fredholm index of

Real pseudoholomorphic curve is
. 1 i o
indp (u) = —5x(2) + ex(u) + D mlaf )y =3 m(af) (3.3)
i T j T

Comparing the Fredholm index of Real pseudoholomorphic curves, we should

define the Real ECH index as the following

Definition 3.2. We define the Real ECH index
Inpen(o,:2) = o) + 5Q(2) + 3 Y mad) = 3 D m(h)
i k=1 j k=1
Where Q(Z) is the self intersection number.
And this Real ECH index is really the upper bound of Fredholm index of
Real pseudoholomorphic curves for all partition of ends. At the same time, the

upper bound is reached by a unique partition.

15



Here is the theorem,

Theorem 3.2. indg(u) < Irpcn(u), and equality holds if and only if the ends
satisfy a unique partition. Without loss of generality, we consider one brake
orbit with total multiplicity (8,n). The equality holds only if the negative ends
satisfy the partition

1. « is elliptic, the same partition as in ECH, see [1, §4], which is determined
by the parameter 0, ¥(1) = R(0)
2. B is positive hyperbolic,
i. positive hyperbolic type two, (1,...,1), the same partition as in ECH,
ii. positive hyperbolic type one, (n),
3. B is negative hyperbolic,
i. negative hyperbolic type two, (2,...,2) or (2,...,2,1), the same par-
tition as in ECH,
ii. negative hyperbolic type one, (n), when n is odd; (1,n—1), when n is

even.

And for the positive ends, we can reverse the ends by & = u(—s, —t). There-
fore positive ends of elliptic orbits satisfy the partition of negative elliptic ends
determined by parameter —6, which is the same as ECH. The reverse process
does not change the positive or negative hyperbolic property, but it switches
the type one and two, because of Wg(—7) = Wg(7)~! see Appendix 2 equation
(Bd). Hence the positive ends of hyperbolic positive type one orbits satisfy the
partition of negative ends of hyperpobic positive type two and verse visa. The
same holds for the hyperbolic negative orbits.

Without loss of generality, we just need to consider the situation of one orbit
with total multiplicity (8,n) at negative punctures. Assume u is convergent to
a brake orbit 8 (maybe with multiplicity) at a negative puncture.

Based on Hofer, Wysocki and Zehnders’ result[23], [24] and Frauenfelder
and Kangs’ result [14]. We can choose a neighborhood E of  such that E =~
S1 x R2. The global linearised operator d, + Jo; along u(s,t) can be expressed
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by 05+ Jo0: + S(s,t) in this neighborhood, where S is a symmetric matrix which
satisfies S(s, —t) = NoS(s,t)No.

Let W2 := {z e Wh2(S!, R2)|z(—t) = Na(t)}, L? := {x € L2(S*,R2)|
a(—t) = Nz(t)}, A = —Jod — S(s,t) : W2 < L2 — L2 From the nonde-
generate condition, we know that the kernel of operator A is {0}, and there
is a countable set of eigenfunction e, with Ae,, = A,e,, which constitute an
orthonormal basis for L2. u can be expressed by {e,(t)}, when s « 0. The

following two lemmas are proved in |14, §3, §4]

Lemma 3.2. Let u be a Real pseudoholomorphic curve which converges to a
brake orbit in —oo, then if s € 0

u(s,t) = Z ane e, (t)

n

with Ap, > 0,e,(—t) = Ney(t).

The winding number 7n(e) for a eigenfunction e(t) is the rotation number of

e(t) in R? around the origin.

Lemma 3.3. 1. If \1 < Ao, e1, es are eigenfunctions corresponding to A1, Ao,
then n(e1) < n(ea).
2. For each integer n, the space of eigenfunction with winding number n is
one dimensional.

3. The maximal winding number for a negative eigenvalue is iy (7y) and

_ %’
the minimal winding number for a positive eigenvalue is 1 (y) + %

Remark: in [14, §3], they defined two winding numbers, the winding num-
ber (u) of total period 7 and relative winding number (us) of half period 7,
wind(u) = 2 wind(uy)(see |14, Proposition 4.6]), where u is a plane converging
to a brake orbit. In our paper, we only use wind(u), the same as in [24, equation
(37)].

Let & be the braid corresponding to a negative end, supposing s < 0. The
writhe of a braid w(§) is defined in [1, §3.1] as the signed number of crossing

of the braid ¢ in the neighborhood E, where counterclockwise twists contribute
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positively. We can get the bound of the writhe, imitating the method of Hutch-

ings in [1, Lemma 6.7],

Lemma 3.4. Suppose the multiplicity of  isn, then w(§) = (n—1)(u1(8")+3),
if the equality holds then

1. If B is hyperbolic positive
i. positive hyperbolic type one, n is arbitrary
ii. positive hyperbolic type two, n is 1
2. If B is hyperbolic negative
i. negative hyperbolic type one, n is odd or 4k, k€ N*

ii. megative hyperbolic type two, n is odd or 2

Proof. Suppose a braid £ has multiplicity n and winding number 7: if ged(n, n) =
1, then & is isotopic to a (n,n) torus braid, and this braid has writhe n(n — 1);
if ged(n,n) = d > 1, then £ is a d-strand cabling of a braid & with multiplicity
% and winding number 7, and we can get w(§) > n(n — 1).See [1, Lemma 6.7].

If B is hyperbolic positive type one, we can choose a trivialization such that
p1(B%) = 4, then ¢ has minimal winding number 1, ged(n,1) = 1.

If B is hyperbolic positive type two, we can choose a trivialization such that
p1(B%) = —3, then ¢ has minimal winding number 0, ged(n,0) = n.

If 3 is hyperbolic negative type one, we can choose a trivialization such that

k is odd

pa (B =<

+ %, k is even

[SI R SR

¢ has minimal winding number 1 = 41 (") + 3, hence

ged(n, 2+ 3) =1, nisodd
ged(n,n) =

ged(n, & +1) = ged(2,5 — 1), niseven
If B is hyperbolic negative type two, we can choose a trivialization such that

, kisodd
k
p(BY) =

k is even

S ESEE ST

1
2
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I . . 1
¢ has minimal winding number 1 = x1(5") + 5, hence

ged(n, 2+ 3) =1, nisodd
ged(n,n) =
ged(n, 5) = 5, nis even

By the argument in first paragraph, the equality holds only if ged(n,n) = 1,
we finish the proof. O

The linking number £(£7,&2) is defined to be the signed number of crossings
of & with &, the same sign convention as for the writhe, See [1, §6.3]. By same

proof as Hutchings, we can prove

Lemma 3.5. Linking number £(&1,&2) = min(qy (p1(&2) + %), q2(p1(&1) + %))

Now we can give the proof of theorem Using the same reasoning as in

|1, §6.4, §6.5], we first reduce the theorem to the following lemma

Lemma 3.6. Let § be a brake orbit, {qi,...,qr} is a partition of n, i.e. g; €
Nt 1<i<k,qi+ - -+q =n. Let & be the braid corresponding to the partition
at the negative ends. Then
k
Sw(€) + D m(B%) = Y m(B) (34)
i=1 i=1

Equality holds only if {q1,...,qx} is a partition as in theorem [T 2.

By the same reasoning in [, §6.4, §6.5] as well, we have

k k k
&)+ D m(B) = Y (m(B%) - —pl me Gipj qipi)  (3.5)
=1 =1 1,7

This lemma is equivalent to the following form.

Lemma 3.7. Let § be a brake orbit, {q1,...,qr} is a partition of n, i.e. q; €
Nt 1<i<k,q+ - +q =n. Let p = p1(B%) + 5. Then

k 1 k n .
D (Be) — 2P + me 4pj>qipi) = Y, () (3.6)
=1 1,7 =1

Equality holds only if {q1,...,qx} is a partition as in theorem [T 2.
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All we need to prove is the above lemma, because numbers in the partition
of theorem in each case belong to the numbers in lemma3.4l the inequality
B3) can take equality.

Proof. Firstly we know the following inequality from [I, equation (49)] for a

nonsymmetric pseudoholomorphic curve. Let p = [“szw%)]
k k n .
ez (B) = ph) + Y min(gip), 40)) = Y poz(BY) (3.7)
i=1 i i—1

Equality holds only if the partition satisfies the ECH partition.

We denote the left and right side of the above inequality by Left, and Right,),
and the left and right side of the inequality (8] by Left and Right.

Secondly the validity of the inequality does not depend on the choice of the
trivialization, because we take a different trivialization, both sides will add an
integer multiple of %(n2 + n). Therefore we can choose the trivialization in
hyperbolic case such that pq(8) = %

In the elliptic case, p1(8%) = [k6] + 3, pcz = 2[k6] + 1. Therefore pu1 (8%) =
Lpcz(BY) = [q:0] + &, pi = p; = [¢:0] + 1. The Left and Right are both half
the counterpart number Leftg, Right, from the nonsymmetric case. Therefore
we get the result from nonsymmetric case.

In the hyperbolic positive type two case, because of our choice of trivi-
alisation py(3) = %, we have pcz(8) = 2 by relations pcz(8) = pi(B8) +
w2(8), p1(B) — pe(B) = —1. From our iteration formula for hyperbolic positive
type two ([2.37), we have 1 (%) = kui(B8) + k—gl =k — 1. At the same time
we have pcz(8%) = kucz(8) = 2k. Hence we get 11(8%) = 1pcz(8%) — 5. By
definition p; = 111 (8%) + § = i, p = [“Z2)] = g5, we get p} = pi. Using
the relations pi1(8%) = Fucz(B¥) — 3 and p} = p;, we get Left = LLefto — %
and Right = %Righto — 5 by definition. Because Leftg > Right, and 7% > -3,
equality holds only if the original partition holds.

In the hyperbolic positive type one case, because of our choice of trivialisation

w1 (B) = % From our iteration formula for hyperbolic positive type two (231)),
we have p1(8%) = kui(8) + 5% = 4. Then Left = %Zﬁjzl min(g;, g;) by
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definition. Without loss of generality, we can choose ¢; < ... < ¢k, and Left
= 2((2k—1)q1+(2k—3)q2+- - -+ qi). At the same time, Right = % by definition.
Because q1 + -+ qx = n, Left > 5. The equality holds and only if k = 1.

In the hyperbolic negative type two case, because of our choice of trivialisa-

tion 411(B) = 3. By ([Z2H), we have

, r is odd;

p(B") =

N3 N3

1 .
— 5, T iseven.

At the same time we have pucz(8%) = kucz(8) = k. By definition we have

+ %, q; is odd;

pi = p1(B7) +

N~

, q; is even.

NSNS

So we get p; = [“sz(ﬂql)] Then by definition p} = [“szw%)] which is equal
to p;. We have the relations: p1(8%) = Lucz(8%), if k is odd, p1(B¥) =
snez(B*) — 3, if kis even and p} = p;. We get Left = Jleftg — 1 #even number,
where #even number means the cardinality of even number in the partition
number, and Right = {Right, — 3[2] by definition. Because Lefto > Right,
and —%#even number > —[%]. The equality holds only if the original partition

holds.

In the hyperbolic negative type one case, because of our choice of trivialisa-

tion 11(8) = 3. By (220) we have

z r is odd;
o 29 3
mB) =9 7 T
5+ 5, riseven.
By definition we have

% 4 1 i .
pi=u1(ﬁm)+%— 2.+27 r is odd;
441, 7iseven.

w1 (B%) — %pi =4 - %, if ¢; is odd; p1(8%) — %pi = 4, if g; is even. So Left =

1(q1+--+qr)— 3 (#0dd number) + 3 Zij:l min(q;pj, gjp;) by definition, where
#o0dd number means the cardinality of odd number in the partition number.

Since p; = & + 3, we have 3 min(gipj, ¢jps) > 3 min(q; (% +3),¢;(% +3)), Left
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> 2 — 1(#o0dd number) + iziyjzl(qiqj) + %Zm-:l min(%, 4). Without loss
of generality, we can choose q1 < ... < g, then Left > 7 — i(#odd number) +

"72 + i((%— Vg1 + (2k —3)g2- -+ + qx). By relations g1 + -+ qx =n, ¢ = 1

" n2 n(n+1
and #odd number < k, we get Left > 2 — Lk + 2 + in+ 1(k* — k) = : T L+
T+ k(k4_2). At the same time by definition

) 1 [ gL i odd
Right = +5l51= !
4 2°2 nlntl) o n is even.

If £ > 2, we get Left > Right. And if £ = 2 and n is odd, we get Left >
Right.

When k = 2, nis even and #odd number = 0, Left > % —%(#odd number)+

n 4 1(3g) + o) = M) oy 4 Right.

When k = 2, nis even and #odd number = 2, Left = %f%(#odd number) +

(n

2 4 1(Bqi+go) = Mt o el > Right, the equality holds only if g = 1.
When k£ =1,

1 1 M-ﬁ-ﬂ—l, n is odd;
Left = 1 (") — SP1t 5N = n(n4+l) v
—7— +31+7%, niseven.

Only if n is odd, Left = Right.

4. Index inequality of Real multiple covers

Let u be a Real pseudoholomorphic curve of genus 0, which is a Real
branched cover of a somewhere injective Real pseudoholomorphic curve u. Let
D denote the covering multiplicity, and B the total branch number of this cover.
Suppose u has k positive symmetric punctures, [ negative symmetric punctures,
m pairs of nonsymmetric positive punctures, and n pairs of nonsymmetric neg-
ative punctures. Similarly suppose @ has k positive symmetric punctures, [
negative symmetric punctures, m pairs of nonsymmetric positive punctures,

and 7 pairs of nonsymmetric negative punctures.
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Suppose that @ has symmetric positive ends at brake orbits o, . .., af, sym-
metric negative ends at brake orbits i, ..., 87, pairs of symmetric positive ends
1, - -, Ym, and pairs of symmetric negative ends d1,...,05. Then by [17, Main

Theorem]

1 k
indg (@) = —=x(@) + Y p (o) —
i=1 J

M-

Il
—

5 i (By) + D noz(vg) = D nez(dq)

We can get the indg(u) in the same way

k 1 m n
inda(u) = —gx() + Y m(G) — 3 ml) + D) nea(n) — Y nez(xg)
i=1 j=1 p=1 q=1
Where the symmetric positive end of @, a is covered by symmetric positive ends
of u, (4 or pair of nonsymmetric positive ends of u, & with total multiplicity D,
each negative end of u, § is covered by symmetric negative ends of u, 1, or pair
of nonsymmetric negative ends of u, x4 in total multiplicity D as well. A pair
of positive nonsymmetric ends 7, can only be covered by pair of nonsymmetric
positive ends &, with total multiplicity D, a pair of nonsymmetric negative
ends J, can only be covered by pair of nonsymmetric negative ends x, with

total multiplicity D.

Thanks to our index iteration formulae, we can get the following inequalities.

Lemma 4.1. Let « be a brake orbit, then

k-1 k—1
B () = 5= < pr(0) < () + = (4.1)

Proof. Tf « is hyperbolic, from equations (220 ( [228]) ( 223T))( 237) we know

k—1 k—1
kpi(e) — —— < () < k(o) + .
If « is elliptic, o = R(276’), then
k 1
/Ll(Oé ) = [ke] + 5
k
kpi(a) = k6] + 5
Because 0 < [k6] — k[#] < k — 1, we have |u1 (o) — kpa (o) < 52 O
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Using iteration formulae for Conley-Zehnder index and relations between pi;

and pcz we obtain

Lemma 4.2.

-

poz(a¥) = 2kuy (a), a is negative hyperbolic
pez(a¥) = 2kuy (o) — k, a is positive hyperbolic type one
poz(a¥) = 2kuy (o) + k, a is positive hyperbolic type two

1—k < poz(a¥) —2kui(a) < k—1,a is elliptic

Proof. If « is hyperpolic, from iteration formulae it is obvious.
If o is elliptic, @ = R(270), then pcz(a®) = 2[k0] + 1, pu1(e) = [0] + 3.
From the inequality 0 < 2[k6] — 2k[0] < 2k — 2, we get the result.
O

Let #; denote the number of positive pairs of ends of u, & = oF, where a
is a brake orbit of hyperbolic positive type one, &, covers a positive symmetric
end « at positive ends; Let #5 denote the number negative pairs of ends of u,
X = (%, B is a brake orbit of hyperbolic positive type two, x4 covers a positive

symmetric end 8 at negative ends. For such &, and x4, we have by equation

&.2)

ez (&) = pez(a®) = 2k () — (k—1) — 1, (4.3)

pez(xs) = poz(8) = 2kp (B) + (k—1) + 1 (4.4)
By the iteration formula in |22, §10.1 equation (19)], we have
kpcz(a) — (k= 1) < poz(a®) < kpez(a) + (k= 1) (4.5)
By Riemann-Hurwitz we have
x(u) = Dx(u) — B
which means that
2—k—1l-2m—-2n=D(2—k—1—2m—2n)— B
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Suppose a brake orbit 3 is covered by s symmetric orbits, (871, ..., 8P=) and
t pairs of nonsymmetric orbits, (89,...,8%) with total covering multiplicity
D =37 pi+ Z;;l 2¢;, then if B is not hyperbolic positive type two, by

equations (EIN)( E2)

pr(BP) + o4 (BP) + pez(BT) + ..+ pez(BY)

< D) + B + Y Gagm(9) + 4~ 1)

and if 8 is not hyperbolic positive type one, by equations (.TI)( E.2l)

pa(BP) + oA i (BP) + pez(B") + .+ pez(B™)

¢
)+ Z 2q;p1(B) —qj + 1)
j=1

D s
=Du(f) — 5 + 5+t

if 3 is hyperbolic positive type two, by equations (1) ( [£.2)

pa(BP) + oA i (BP) + pez(B") + .+ pez(B™)

S t
<Y (pipa (B) + )+ D (2q;1(8) + 45)
i=1 j=1
D s
-D Z_3
pa(B) + 5 73

if 8 is hyperbolic positive type one, by equations (@TI)( 2]

pr(BP) + oA+ i (BP) + pez(B") + .+ pez(B")

Let a be a pair of nonsymmetric periodic Reeb orbit, which is covered by
t pairs of nonsymmetric periodic orbits (a?,..., %) with total multiplicity

D =gq; + -+ q, by the same reason as above, we have
Dpcz(a) = (D —1) < poz(a™) + ...+ poz(e®) < Dpcz(a) + (D — 1)
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Because each end of u is covered D times, adding the above estimates at
each puncture of @ together, we get

l

k m n
indg(u) = f%x(u) + Z pi(G) — Z ) + Z pcez(q) — Z nez(Xq)
i=1 p=1 g=1

1 E m Dk —k _
>—§(Dx(u ; 1(a; +D§1MCZ (vp) — 5 —(Dm —m) —
DZ (8;) +D2 Dl_fl+(Dﬁfn)+#)
P l,qu j ,UJCZ 2 2
k U m n B
’ﬁ) + 1 (OéZ Z ﬁ] + Z HCz ’Yq Z NCZ((SQ)) + 5
i=1 = = q=1
Dk —k DI —1
B R R

LB (B+2-2D)
2 2

= Dindg(u) + (B+1— D) — #1 — #>

= Dindg(@) + — #1 — #5 (By Riemann-Hurwitz)

(4.6)
So we get the theorem, which is similar to [5, Lemma 2.2].

Theorem 4.1. Let u be a Real pseudoholomorphic curve with genus 0, which
covers a somewhere injective Real pseudoholomorphic curve u. Let D denote

the covering multiplicity and B the total branch number of u over u’. Then
indr(u) = Dindr(@) + (B+1— D) — #1 — #2 (4.7)

Where #1 is the number of hyperbolic positive type one pairs which cover a brake
orbit at positive asymptotics; #2 is the number of hyperbolic positive type two

pairs which cover a brake orbit at negative asymptotics.

Appendix A. application

In this appendix we give possible applications of the above inequalities to

the construction of Real cylindrical contact homology.
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Lemma Appendix A.1l. Letu be a genus zero Real pseudoholomorphic curve
with one positive symmetric puncture, | negative symmetric punctures and n
pairs of nonsymmetric negative punctures. Suppose that the somewhere injective

Real curve u underlying u s a nontrivial cylinder. Then
indru =1+ 2n — #4

Proof. By Riemman-Hurwitz, 1 —1—2n = —B. Since @ is nontrivial, indg (@) =

1. Then by equation (4.1)
indgp(u) 2D+ (B+1—D)—#2=1+B— 9 =1+ 2n — #>
O

Lemma Appendix A.2. Letu be a genus zero Real pseudoholomorphic curve
with one positive symmetric puncture, I > 1 negative symmetric punctures and
n pairs of nonsymmetric negative punctures. Suppose that u is not a multiple

cover of a cylinder. Then

indr(u) =1 —#o
Proof. By theoremETlindg(u) = Dindg(@)+(B+1—D)—#2 and indg(a) > 1,
indp(u) > D+ (B+1—D)—F#2=1+B—F#2>1—#>
O

Lemma Appendix A.3. Let u be a Real pseudoholomorphic cylinder which

covers u, a somewhere injective cylinder. The covering multiplicity is D. Then
1 < indgr(@) < indr(u)

Proof. Let a and /8 be the positive and negative brake orbits. Choose a trivial-

ization so that ¢;(@) = 0, then

indg(@) = p1(a) — p1(B)

and

indg(u) = p1 () — pu1(87)
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Since @ is not a trivial cylinder, indu > 1. By equation (@Il), we have

D—-1

() = Dy (a) — —5— B < D1 (BP) +

D—-1
2

So we get

indg(u) = D(p (o) — pa(8)) — (D — 1)
= () — p1(B) + (D = 1)(pa(a) — pa(8) — 1)

= () — p1(B) = indgr(a)
O

When we consider the compactness of a series of Real pseudoholomorphic
curves, the limit will be a Real pseudoholomorphic building v = (uq, ..., ug).
Each component is a Real pseudoholomorphic curve Nu;(-) = u;(N-), not nec-
essary connected. The negative ends of u; are the same as the positive ends
of u;11. And the genus of u is the genus of the Real pseudoholomorphic curve
which is obtained by gluing together all components. We define the Fredholm
index for a Real pseudoholomorphic building to be indgr(u) = Zle indg(u;).
See reference [25].

A brake orbit 8 on a convex hypersurface in R* has the property i (3) = %,
see |14, Proposition 3.8]. We call a contact form with anticontact involution
dynamically convex, if any brake orbit 4 on it satisfies the condition j;(3) > 2

2
and any periodic Reeb orbit « satisfies the condition pcz(y) = 3.

Theorem Appendix A.l. Assume the contact form with anticontact invo-
lution (A, N) is dynamically convex and the almost complex structure J, which
satisfies JN = —NJ, is generic. Suppose the Real pseudoholomorphic building
u= (uy,...,ux) is a genus 0 building with one symmetric positive puncture and
no negative puncture. Then indg(u) = 1, and if indr(u) = 1, then k = 1 and

u is a plane.

Proof. If k = 1, then w is a plane and by [17, Main Theorem] indgr(u) =

—2 4 p1(B) = 1 by the dynamically convex condition.
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If £ > 1, suppose the theorem is true for k£ — 1.

If u; has only one negative puncture, then w; must be a nontrivial cylinder,
by induction we have that the building v’ = (ug, ..., ux) has index indgr(u') = 1.
So we get indg(u) = indg(u1) + 1 > 2. The theorem holds.

Suppose w1 has at least two negative punctures. We assume u; has one
positive, | negative symmetric punctures and n pairs of negative punctures .
We havel > 2 orn > 1.

In |5, Proposition 2.7], the authors proved under the dynamically convex
condition that a pseudoholomorphic building with one positive and no negative
puncture has index bigger or equals to 2, and the equality holds only if the
building has 1 level. In our case, the n pairs of nonsymmetric negative punctures
in u; will contribute 2n to the index. Hence by induction we have indg(u) >
indp(u1) + 1 + 2n.

Let @; be the somewhere injective Real pseudoholomorphic curve under-
lying wy. If @ is a trivial cylinder, then by equation (B indg(ui) > 0,
and therefore indr(u) = 1 + 2n > 2; If 4y is a nontrivial cylinder, then
by equation indp(u1) = 1+ 2n — #2 = | + n, because of
n = #o, and indg(u) = 1+ n+ 1+ 2n > 2; If 4 is not a trivial cylinder,
then by equation indg(u1) = 1 — #2, and because of n > #o,
indp(u) =21 —F#2+1l+2n=21+14+n=2. O

We can rule out some bad breakings for the construction of Real cylindrical
contact homology as well.

Assume (A, N) is dynamically convex , let {u,} be a sequence of Real pseu-
doholomorphic cylinders with Fredholm index for the Real pseudoholomorphic
curve 1, then the only nontrivial limit of {u,} will be the building u = (u1,ug),
where u; is a Real pseudoholmorphic curve with one positive symmetric punc-
ture and two negative symmetric punctures, and indg(u;) = 0, which is a
d + 1-multiple cover of a trivial cylinder R x 3, [ is a brake orbit, the positive
puncture of u; converges to 39*1, one negative puncture converges to ¢ and

the other negative puncture 3; us consist of a trivial cylinder R x 8¢ and a plane
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with one positive puncture, which converges to the brake orbit 5. There exists

no pair of nonsymmetric punctures, because of dynamically convex condition,

pcz(y) = 3.

Theorem Appendix A.2. Let the building u = (u1,u2) be as follows: uq
18 a Real pseudoholmorphic curve with one positive symmetric puncture and
two negative symmetric punctures, and indg(uy1) = 0, which is a d + 1-multiple
Real cover of a trivial Real cylinder R x [, B is a brake orbit, the positive
symmetric puncture of u; converges to ﬂd"'l one negative symmetric puncture
converges to ﬁd and the other negative symmetric puncture converges to 3; us
consists of a trivial Real cylinder R x % and a Real plane with one symmetric
positive puncture, which converges to the brake orbit 3, then a sequence of Real
pseudoholomorphic cylinders {u,} in M&(B4Y, %) will not converge to u =

(u1,u2).

Proof. Firstly because of indg(u) = 1, we have u1(3911) — i (89) =1

Let ¢* denote the braid corresponding to the positive end of u; at B4+1!,
¢~ denote the braid corresponding to the negative end of uy, ¢ consists of two
components ¢ = ¢ |J 2, ¢1 at 4% and ¢ at 3.

From our discussion in section 3, we have that the writhe satisfies the in-
equality w(¢1), w(¢T) < d(u (BH?) — 1). Because we can choose (; within
distance ¢ of 8 and (> has distance at least 2¢ from 3, then w(¢™) = w(¢1) +
2dwind((2) + w(¢2). Note that w({2) = 0, because &3 has degree 1. Moreover by
lemma Bl wind(¢z) > o1 (8) + 3, and w(¢r) > (d— 1)( (8% + 1).

By the adjunction formula of |5, Lemma 3.5], we have x(u1) + w(¢t) —
w(¢7) = 2A(uy) = 0, where A(uy) is the singularity number.

Since w; is a pair of pants, we have x(u;) = —1. Inserting the estimate of

the writhe into the adjunction formula, we get

S (37— 5) — (= D5 + ) + 2 (8) + 5) 20
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Using the relation p1(39t1) — u1(8?) = 1, we have

N =

0= 1 dun(5) = ) = ((d= D (8 + ) + 24 (3) + 5))
(B — 5 (= D) (8 — 1)~ 2d((5) + 3)
1 1

=—1+m(g") - 5~ 2d(m(P) + 3)

Finally, we get z1(8%"1) > d(2u1(8) + 1) + 2.
We have estimate (d + 1)p1(8) + & = p1(84!) equation @) in §4

3

(d+ D (B) + = = p (B = d(2m (B) + 1) + 5

d
2

= (d—=1)u(8) =0

N W N

For the last inequality we have used the assumption of dynamical convexity

condition. Because d > 1, we have a contradiction. o

In order to construct Real cylindrical contact homology for dynamical convex
contact forms, we have to rule out all break cases of a sequence of Real cylinders
with index 2 except for breaking into two index 1 cylinders. Almost all bad cases
contain a index 0 Real pseudoholomorphic curve, which is Real multiple cover
of a trivial Real cylinder. Those cases can be ruled out by using the adjunction
formula, interested readers can verify it by themselves.

There is just one bad breaking which can not be ruled out by using the
adjunction formula. Let {u,} be a sequence of Real pseudoholomorphic cylinders
in M%(a, B), where «, 3 are brake orbits. The limit breaks into a building
u = (u1,usz), where uy is a index 1 pair of pants with one positive symmetric
puncture which converges to a brake orbit o, two negative symmetric punctures,
which converge to brake orbits 8,7. 7 is a brake orbit with p1(y) = 3. us
consists of a trivial cylinder v; = R x § and a plane vy with one positive
puncture, which converges to y. We still have the adjunction formula for uq,
but «, 8, have no connection, therefore we can not get a contradiction. How

to take care of this bad case, we leave as a task for future researches.
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Appendix B. GIT description

Here we give the GIT description of all cases by Wz(7).
Let 8 be a brake orbit, and ¥g(t) the corresponding symplectic path. We

denote

a b T u v
Wa(r) = W(3) =
c d w T
Because Wg(7) = NUg(Z) 'N¥g(Z) and zu —vw =1
a b 1+ 2vw 2ux
c d 2uw 1+ 2vw

we know a = d.

The nondegeneracy condition means that trace(¥ (7)) # 2 which is equiv-
alent to vw # 0 <= v # 0, w # 0.

Remark: in [2(0], the authors defined the nullities v1(8) = v (Lo, ¥ ([0, £])Lo),
v2(B) = v®9(Ly, ¥([0,Z])L1). And the nullity for the Conley-Zehnder Index is
vez(a) = vBS(W,Gr(¥([0,7]))), where W = {(z,z) € R**|z € R®"}. There is
the relation vcz = v1+1vo. We can see from the matrix Wg (), 1 =0 <= v # 0
and v = 0 < w # 0.

The elliptic case is characterized by the condition —1 < trace(¥sz(r)) < 1
which is equivalent to —1 < a < 1 or equivalently —1 < vw < 0.

B is hyperbolic negative, if a < —1 or equivalently vw < —1; § is hyper-
bolic positive, if @ > 1 or equivalently vw > 0. From the definition u;(3?%) =
pf3 (Lo, ¥ ([0,7])Lo), u2(8?) = ufS(L1, ([0, 7])L1), we infer that the four hy-
perbolic cases are determined by the signs of a, b, c.

Let 3 be hyperbolic positive, then a > 1,bc = a2—1 > 0. If b, ¢ < 0, then 3 is
hyperbolic positive type one p1(8) — u2(8) = 1. Equivalently we can determine
the condition using the signs of u,v,w,z. a > 1,0 < 0 < vw > 0,vx > 0.
And we have ux = vw +1 > 0. So we get u > 0,v < O,w < 0,z > 0 or
u<0,v>0w>0x<0. If bc > 0, then B is hyperbolic positive type two
w1 (B8)—p2(B) = —1. Equivalently we can determine the condition using the signs
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of u,v,w,z. a>1,b >0 < vw > 0,vr > 0. And we have ux = vw + 1 > 0.
Soweget u >0,v>0,w>0,z>00ru<0,v<0,w<0,z<0. There are two
choice of the signs of u, v, w, z, because of Wg(7) = N(=VUs(Z)) ' N(=Vs(L)),
Us(%Z) and —Ws(%) determine the same Wg(7).

Repeating the above elementary argument, we can get the following list

If B is hyperbolic positive type one, then

a>1 b<0
U(r) =
c<0 a>1

or equivalently

u>0 v<O0 u<0 v>0

= or
w<0 x>0

ol
2 w>0 x<0

If 8 is hyperbolic positive type two, then

el
)
o

U(r) =
c>0 a>1
or equivalently
T u>0 v>0 u<0 v<0
U(=) = or\IJ
2 w>0 x>0 w<0 <0

If B is hyperbolic negative type one, then

a<—-1 b>0

U(r) =
c>0 a<-1
or equivalently
T u>0 v<0 T u<0 v>0
() - or ¥(3) =
2 w>0 <0 w<0 x>0

If B is hyperbolic negative type two, then

a<—-1 b<0
U(r) =
c<0 a<-1
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or equivalently

T u>0 v>0 u<0 v<0

(1) = or U(L) =
2 w<0 <0 2 w>0 x>0

In the proof of Real ECH inequality we need to see the type of ¥g(—7),

because

U(—7)=0(r)"! = (B.1)

From the above list, we can see, ¥g(7), ¥5(—7) have different type.

Any matrix in the conjugacy class {AU(7)A™'}, A = diag(e, 1), e RT(we
need to fix the z, y-axis), has the same iteration formula pattern, which represent
different trivializations. We can see it as the diagonal symplectic matrix group
D = {A]A is diagonal, A € Sp(2)} acts on the manifold C' by conjugation, where
C = {B € Sp(2)} counsists of such symplectic matrix

a b
B =
c a

We consider the GIT quotient of this group action which means two matrices
By, By are equivalent if and only if their orbit closures has nonempty intersection

{CB1C~1}{CB2C~1} # . See [? ] and |26, section 10.5].

First note that conjugation does not change the trace, a is a invariant under
conjugation.
Next we have the formula

. be?
CBC™ " =
cs% a
If B is nondegenerate, b, ¢ # 0, we always can choose € such that be? = icsiz.

If B is elliptic, then B is equivalent to

cosf) —sinf
R(0) =
sinf  cosf

If B is hyperbolic, then B is equivalent to

a +va? -1
+va?2 -1 a

,a>1lora<—1
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It is easy to see that

10 1 +b 1 0
’ ) 7b >0
0 1 0 1 b 1
are equivalent to each other in the GIT quotient.
Similarly, we have
-1 0 -1 +b -1 0
) ) ,b > O
0o -1 0o -1 b -1

are equivalent to each other in GIT quotient.
Topologically, the quotient is isomorphic to a circle with four spikes, each

spike represents a hyperbolic subcase, and we can identify the quotient space as
{ze C||z| = 1}U{zeC|z =z +iy,x = —1}U{ze Clz=z+iy,z=1}c C

An element z = € € {z € C||z| = 1}, z is identified with R(6)

An element z = x + yi € {z € C|z = x + iy, x = —1}, z is identified with

NS
v R
among them x = —1,y > 0 represents negative hyperbolic type one, z = —1,y <
0 negative hyperbolic type two.
An element z =z + yi € {z € C|z = © + iy, x = 1}, z is identified with

VY2 +1 y
Yy Vy?+1
among them z = 1,y < 0 represents positive hyperbolic type one, z = 1,y > 0

positive hyperbolic type two.
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