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1. Introduction

The current book grew out of a set of lecture notes [M22], that the author wrote in
2020 for a graduate mini-course aimed at graduate students in mathematics in UDELAR
(Uruguay), remotely from the Mittag–Leffler Institute in Sweden. It is the result of 5 years
of research on a classical conundrum which has grown very close to the author’s heart, and
which has been around since the times of Newton, Kepler, Poincaré, and so many other
great scientists. Namely, this will be a (yet another!) book centered around the circular,
restricted three-body problem, or CR3BP for short. This is the dynamical system obtained
when three point-masses are left to interact with each other according to Newton’s second
law of gravitation, and moreover one of them is assumed negligible when compared to the
other two (the primaries). The latter are further assumed to move in circles around their
center of mass. Despite the centuries, and the simplifications made, this is still a poorly
understood problem today, and unravelling its secrets is an astounding open challenge. The
aim of this book is then, starting from basic material, move at quick strides towards some
of the current research in this subject.

The CR3BP is not only interesting from a theoretical point of view (and indeed very
large portions of the modern scientific discourse can be traced to this problem alone),
but also from a practical perspective, due to its deep connections to astronomy and space
exploration. Namely, the CR3BP is the most basic model approximating the motion of
a spacecraft under the influence of a Planet–Moon system. Unlike the times of Newton,
when space travel was but a wild opium dream, in the current day and age, when mission
proposals to remote regions of our expanding Universe are common currency, being the
preeminent model used for these purposes is a unique privilege to possess. In the context of
astrodynamics, the CR3BP is then the theoretical starting point supporting the high-fidelity
(or ephemeris) numerical studies which go into actual mission proposals.

The difference between this book and others is the approach, perspective, and scope.
Firstly, the emphasis is on the spatial case of the CR3BP (where the small mass moves in
three-dimensional space), as opposed to the planar case (where the small mass moves in the
plane). While the planar problem has been extensively studied since the times of Poincaré,
as it is a lower-dimensional problem and hence more tractable, the spatial problem is more
physically meaningful and amenable to applications, e.g. to space exploration. The price to
pay is the high dimension of the system (a six dimensional phase-space), which e.g. renders
visualization harder, and imposes the need of global and higher-dimensional topological
methods. Secondly, we have chosen to present the material from the vantage point and
perspective of modern symplectic geometry. This is a currently very active field of research,
which has been developed in earnest only in the last 30+ years, since the introduction of
the notion of pseudo-holomorphic curves due to Gromov [Gro85], the development of Floer
theory shortly after, the accompanying work of Giroux in contact topology [Gir02], and
the invention of the framework of symplectic dynamics by Hofer [BH].

Throughout the book, we will restrict our attention exclusively to the low-energy and
near-primary dynamics, as this is the setup in which modern methods from symplectic and
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contact geometry can be made to bear on the problem (see Theorem 2.1). We have chosen
to focus on intuition as opposed to formality, and have attempted to keep technicalities to a
minimum, in the hope of getting to the research material as quickly as possible. The treat-
ment will therefore be rather concise, adding references where the details here omitted can
be consulted. While the intended audience is mostly pure mathematicians (graduate stu-
dents and researchers), the second part of this book may be of interest to applied scientists
with interest in Hamiltonian systems and bifurcations of periodic orbits, e.g. engineers.

1.1. Organization of the book. The book is split into two inter-related but com-
plementary parts. Part I deals with the purely theoretical aspects of the problem, whereas
Part II deals with the aspects that point towards applications (which we call the “practical”
aspects, although some of the engineers that the author works with would also call them
“theoretical”). Part I is heavily based on the author’s collaboration with Otto van Koert
[MvK20a; MvK20b], on the author’s paper [M20], on the author’s work with Bahar Acu
[AM18], and with Francesco Ruscelli [MR23]. Part II draws mostly from the author’s
collaboration with Urs Frauenfelder, Otto van Koert, Dayung Koh, and Cengiz Aydin [FM;
FMb; FKM; AFvKKM], and is complemented with numerical work carried out by Otto
van Koert, Dayung Koh, and Cengiz Aydin.

Part I: theoretial aspects. Chapter 1 introduces the basic notions from symplectic
and Hamiltonian dynamics, and its odd-dimensional counterpart contact geometry and
Reeb dynamics. These are the geometries underlying classical mechanics, and the rest of
the book will be expressed in this language.

Chapter 2 discusses the main problems from celestial mechanics that we will be inter-
ested in, from the very general n-body problem to the more tractable CR3BP, which is the
main focus of the book, as well as limit cases like Hill’s lunar problem and the rotating
Kepler problem (RKP). We also discuss collision regularization, a classical mathematical
artifact by which binary collisions between bodies may be continued.

In Chapter 3, we discuss the notion of open book decompositions from a topological
and dynamical point of view, in particular introducing the notion of a global hypersurface of
section and touching upon Giroux correspondence, and discussing the main examples which
will later appear in the CR3BP. We also include three digressions aimed at illustrating the
role of open books in contact and symplectic topology.

In Chapter 4 we start in earnest with the modern approach to the CR3BP. After giving
a historical account (as the author’s bias understands them), we arrive at the advent of the
modern methods of contact geometry in the CR3BP, whose starting point is Theorem 2.1
from [AFvKP; CJK18]. This chapter is based on the collaboration of the author with
Otto van Koert [MvK20a], and with Bahar Acu [AM]. The main points are:

• (Open books in the CR3BP) Existence of adapted open book decompositions
for the spatial CR3BP in the low-energy range (Theorem 3.1);
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• (Hamiltonian return maps) Existence of Hamiltonian return maps reducing
the continuous spatial dynamics to a discrete dynamics in dimension 4 (Theorem
3.2);

• (Iterated picture) Introducing the structure of an iterated planar contact man-
ifold on the low-energy energy levels sets (Theorem 4.2);

• (Rotating Kepler problem) An explicit study of the return map in the inte-
grable limit case of the RKP (Theorem 5.1);

We also give a digression addressing the technicality that the symplectic form degenerates
at the boundary of a global hypersurface of section, by defining the notion of a degenerate
Liouville domain (phenomenon which also arises in the setting of billiards).

In Chapter 5, we give an overview of different flavors of Floer homology which we
will need (Hamiltonian, Lagrangian, wrapped, local). It is meant as a reference chapter,
although we will not attempt to provide proofs, as this is by now a standard subject in
symplectic geometry. We will focus on basic definitions and uses rather than rigor, and give
references where appropriate.

Chapter 6 deals with the fixed point theory of what we call Hamiltonian twist maps,
based on the collaboration of the author with Otto van Koert [MvK20b]. Following
Poincaré’s approach to the problem of finding periodic orbits in the planar problem, once
we found the global section, we wish to prove an abstract fixed-point theorem for the return
map. This chapter addresses this problem, the main points being:

• (A generalized Poincaré–Birkhoff theorem) A fixed-point theorem for Hamil-
tonian twist maps generalizing the classical Poincaré–Birkhoff theorem (Theorem
2.1), aimed at the existence problem for periodic orbits;

• (A relative Poincaré–Birkhoff theorem) A fixed-point theorem (Theorem 3.1)
aimed at the existence problem for chords between Lagrangians.

The relative version is inspired by the observation that the collision locus L is a La-
grangian in the global hypersurface of section given by Theorem 3.1, and chords in L (i.e.
points in L ∩ f(L) with f the return map) correspond to consecutive collision orbits, i.e.
the small mass collides with a primary once, and another time in the future. While this
only make sense through the artifact of regularization, these orbits may be perturbed to
actual orbits which pass close to the primaries, and therefore may be used as gravity assists
(or flybys) used to reach another target. We should emphasize that the twist condition as
we introduced it suffers from several shortcomings (see Remark 1.2), and adaptations of
the above fixed-point theorems will likely be needed before applying them to the CR3BP.
With this in mind, we also include three digressions: the first one explains how a given
Hamiltonian twist map indeed arises as the return map for some adapted flow; the second
one gives alternative definitions of the twist condition, which might be more adapted to
the setup of the CR3BP but for which no fixed-point theorem is apparent; and the last
one discusses an example of Morrison [Morr82] of a Hamiltonian map on the ball with no
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interior fixed points, as well as the outlook concerning the study of Hamiltonian maps on
Liouville domains.

Chapter 7 gives an basic introduction to symplectic dynamics, a framework introduced
by Hofer in order to address old problems but to also ask new questions, at the interface
of symplectic geometry and dynamical systems. The exposition will include the basics
of the theory of pseudo-holomorphic curves in symplectizations, Hofer–Wysocki–Zehnder’s
groundbreaking paper [HWZ98], and the (still work in progress) Siefring intersection the-
ory in higher-dimensions. This discussion is aimed at making the author’s paper [M20]
accessible, which fits into the scope of symplectic dynamics, and associates to the (low-
energy, near-primary) spatial dynamics of the CR3BP a dynamics on S3.

Part II: practical aspects. The second part of the book deals with material which
is closer to applications. Chapter 8 introduces a “symplectic toolkit” designed to study
periodic orbits, their bifurcations in families, and their stability, with emphasis on symmetric
orbits. The basic notions are the B-signs [FM], the GIT-sequence [FM], the CZ-indices,
and the Floer numerical invariants (defined as the Euler characteristics of various local Floer
homology groups).

Chapter 9 contains numerical work, namely:

• (Bifurcation graphs) bifurcation graphs for various systems of interest (Hill’s lu-
nar problem, Saturn-Enceladus, Jupiter-Europa, Earth-Moon), produced by Cen-
giz Aydin; and

• (GIT plots) numerical plots in the GIT sequence, produced by Dayung Koh.

Note: The current version is a first draft, and the plan is to add more material as the
research evolves, especially on the side of applications.

1.2. Acknowledgments. This book draws heavily from my ongoing collaboration
with Otto van Koert, Urs Frauenfelder, Dayung Koh and Cengiz Aydin. Much of what
appears in these pages is due to their insights, and so I am very grateful to them for the
work that they have diligently put into what have quickly become very fruitful years of
interactions. Let us hope for more to come.

I am grateful to several people from whom I learned so much over the years. To name
a few, in no specific order: Helmut Hofer, Dan Scheeres, Chris Wendl, Kai Cieliebak, Pe-
ter Sarnak, Richard Montgomery, Umberto Hryniewicz, Peter Albers, Sergei Tabachnikov,
Lei Zhao, Connor Jackman, Jo Nelson, Julian Chaidez, Sobhan Seyfaddini, Ed Belbruno,
Michael Hutchings, Vini Ramos, Janko Latschev, Gabriel Paternain, Georgios Dimitroglou
Rizell, Richard Siefring, Ezequiel Maderna, Alejandro Passeggi, Rafael Potrie, and my stu-
dents Arthur Limoge, Favio Pirán and Francesco Ruscelli.

I would like to thank the warm hospitality of the Institute of Advanced Study in Prince-
ton, where several of the ideas in this book where brewed while I was a member, as well as
the Mittag–Leffler Institute in Sweden, where the lecture notes in which this book is based
on where first conceived, while I was a fellow.
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Part 1

Theoretical aspects





CHAPTER 1

Basic notions

This chapter is devoted to the basic concepts underlying the general principles of clas-
sical mechanics. In particular, we will focus on the modern language of symplectic and
contact geometry, in which we will express the rest of the book.

1. Symplectic geometry and Hamiltonian dynamics

1.1. Symplectic geometry. Roughly speaking, symplectic geometry is the geometry
of phase-space (where one keeps track of position and velocities of classical particles, and
so it is a theory in even dimensions). Formally, a symplectic manifold is a pair (M,ω),
where M is a smooth manifold with dim(M) = 2n even, and ω ∈ Ω2(M) is a two-form (the
symplectic form) satisfying:

• (closedness) dω = 0;
• (non-degeneracy) ωn = ω ∧ · · · ∧ ω ∈ Ω2n(M) is nowhere-vanishing, and hence

a volume form. Equivalently, the map
X(M)→ Ω1(M)

X 7→ iXω = ω(X, ·)
is a linear isomorphism, where X(M) denotes the space of smooth vector fields on
M .

Note that symplectic manifolds are always orientable. We assume that M is always
oriented by the orientation induced by the symplectic form.

Example 1.1. (From classical mechanics).
• (Phase-space) (R2n, ωstd), where, writing (q, p) ∈ R2n = Rn ⊕ Rn (q =position,
p =momenta), we have

ωstd = −dλstd = dq ∧ dp,
where λstd = pdq is the standard Liouville form. Here we use the shorthand
notation dq ∧ dp =

∑n
i=1 dqi ∧ dpi and similarly pdq =

∑n
i=1 pidqi.

• (cotangent bundles) (T ∗Q,ωstd), where Q is a closed n-manifold, and ωstd is
defined invariantly as

ωstd = −dλstd,

with
(λstd)(q,p)(η) = p(d(q,p)π(η)),

13
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also called the standard Liouville form. Here, q is a point in the base, and p a
covector in TqQ

∗, and
π : T ∗Q→ Q

is the natural projection to the base. Note that phase-space corresponds to the
case Q = Rn.

If Q is equipped with a Riemannian metric, we denote the co-disk bundle
D∗Q = {(q, p) ∈ T ∗Q : |p| ≤ 1}, endowed with the restriction of ωstd, and which
has boundary the unit cotangent bundle S∗Q = {(q, p) ∈ T ∗Q : |p| = 1}.

Example 1.2. (From complex algebraic/Kähler geometry).
• (Projective varieties) Complex projective space CPn admits a natural symplectic

form, called the Fubini-Study form ωF S , defined as follows. Let

K : Cn → R

K(z) = log
(

1 +
n∑

i=1
|zi|2

)
.

In homogeonous coordinates (ζ0 : · · · : ζn) for CPn, let Uα = {(ζ0 : · · · : ζn) : ζα ̸=
0} and

φα : Uα → Cn,

φα(ζ0 : · · · : ζn) =
(
ζ0
ζi
, . . . ,

ζi−1
ζi

,
ζi+1
ζi

, . . . ,
ζn

ζi

)
= (zα

1 , . . . , z
α
n )

be the standard affine chart around (0 : · · · : 1 : · · · : 0). Let Kα = K ◦ φα, and
define

ωα =
√
−1∂∂Kα =

n∑
i,j=1

hij(zα)dzα
i ∧ dzα

j .

Here, one computes

hij(zα) =
δij
(
1 +

∑n
i=1 |zα

i |2
)
− zα

i z
α
j

(1 +
∑n

i=1 |zα
i |2)2

One checks that on overlaps Uα ∩ Uβ, we have ωα = ωβ, and so we get a well-
defined global ωF S so that ωF S |Uα = ωα. The Kα are what is called a local
Kähler potential (or plurisubharmonic function) for the Fubini-Study form. Every
algebraic/analytic projective variety inherits a symplectic form via restriction of
the ambient Fubini-study form.

• (Affine varieties: Stein manifolds) The standard complex affine space Cn

carries the standard symplectic form via the identification Cn = R2n, which in
complex notation is

ωstd =
√
−1
2

n∑
i=1

dzi ∧ dzj =:
√
−1
2 dz ∧ dz = −dλstd
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with λstd =
√

−1
4 (zdz− zdz). This admits the standard plurisubharmonic function

fstd(z) = |z|2,

i.e. ωstd =
√
−1∂∂fstd. This function is exhausting (i.e. {z : f(z) ≤ c} is compact

for every c ∈ R), and is a Morse function (with a unique critical point at the
origin).

By analogy to the projective case, a Stein manifold X is a properly embedded
complex submanifold of Cn, endowed with the restriction of the standard symplec-
tic form, the standard complex structure i, and the standard plurisubharmonic
function. One may further assume (after a small perturbation) that fstd defines a
Morse function on X.

The above examples (projective and affine) are all instances of Kähler manifolds, i.e.
the symplectic form is suitably compatible with an integrable complex structure, and with
a Riemannian metric. One way to obtain Stein manifolds from projective varieties is to
remove a collection of generic hyperplane sections, i.e. the intersection of the variety with
the zero sets of generic homogeneous polynomials of degree 1. The Liouville form (i.e. the
primitive of the resulting symplectic form), depends on the number of sections.

A general important feature of symplectic manifolds (or rather the reason for their
existence) is that they are locally modelled on phase-space:

Theorem 1.1 (Darboux’s theorem for symplectic manifolds). If p ∈ (M,ω) is
an arbitrary point in a symplectic manifold, we can find local charts centered at p, so that
(M,ω) is isomorphic to standard phase-space (R2n, ωstd) in this local chart.

The notion of isomorphism we use above is the obvious one: two symplectic manifolds
(M1, ω1) and (M2, ω2) are symplectomorphic if there exists a diffeomorphism f : M1 →M2
satisfying f∗ω2 = ω1. In particular, a symplectomorphism preserves volume, i.e. f∗ωn

2 = ωn
1 .

Darboux’s theorem is usually interpreted as saying that, unlike in Riemannian geometry
where the curvature is a local isometry invariant, there are no local invariants for symplectic
manifolds (they locally all look the same). A source of symplectomorphisms on cotangent
bundles are the physical transformations, i.e. those induced by a diffeomorphism on the base
f : Q1 → Q2, given by

f∗ : T ∗Q1 → T ∗Q2,

f∗(q, p) = (f(q), (d∗
qf)−1).

An important class of submanifolds of a given symplectic manifold consists of the Lagrangian
submanifolds, i.e. half-dimensional manifolds Ln ⊂ M2n satisfying ω|L ≡ 0. Standard
examples of such are the zero section Q ⊂ T ∗Q, the cotangent fiber T ∗

q Q ⊂ T ∗Q, the graph
of a closed 1-form α : Q→ T ∗Q, and RPn ⊂ CPn. More generally, a submanifold N ⊂ M
is isotropic if ω|N ≡ 0, i.e. TN ⊂ TNω = {v ∈ TW : ω(v, w) = 0 for w ∈ TN} (the
symplectic complement). It is co-isotropic if TNω ⊂ TN . Lagrangians correspond to those
which are co-isotropic and isotropic, i.e. TL = TLω. A simple lemma from linear algebra
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implies that the dimension of an isotropic submanifold is at most n = dim(W )/2, whereas
the dimension of a co-isotropic is at least n = dim(W )/2.

1.2. Hamiltonian dynamics. From a dynamical perspective, symplectic manifolds
are the natural geometric space where one can study Hamiltonian dynamics, via the Hamil-
tonian formalism. On a cotangent bundle T ∗Q, the idea is to model the motion of a particle
moving along the manifold Q, subject to the principle of least action associated to a given
physical problem.

In general, we start with a symplectic manifold (M,ω), and a Hamiltonian H : M → R,
which is simply a function (which we assume C1, say), thought of as the energy function of
the mechanical system. The symplectic form implicitly defines a vector field XH ∈ X(M)
(the Hamiltonian vector field or Hamiltonian gradient of H) via the equation

iXH
ω = dH.

Note that this uniquely defines XH due to non-degeneracy of ω. The above equation is the
global, invariant version for the following.

Example 1.3. (Fundamental example: Hamilton equations) Whenever (M,ω) =
(R2n, ωstd), we have

XH =
(
∂H

∂p
,−∂H

∂q

)
= ∂H

∂p
∂q −

∂H

∂q
∂p.

In other words, a solution x(t) = (q(t), p(t)) to the ODE ẋ(t) = XH(x(t)) is precisely a
solution to the Hamilton equations {

q̇ = ∂H
∂p

ṗ = −∂H
∂q

By Darboux’s theorem, we see that, locally, solutions to the Hamiltonian flow are solu-
tions to the above.

More invariantly, we consider the Hamiltonian flow ϕH
t : M → M generated by H, i.e.

the unique solution to the equations

ϕH
0 = id, d

dt
ϕH

t = XH ◦ ϕH
t .

This flow can be thought of as a symmetry of the symplectic manifold, since it preserves
the symplectic form:

d

dt
(ϕH

t )∗ω = LXH
ω = iXH

dω + diXH
ω = 0 + d2H = 0,

and so (ϕH
t )∗ω = (ϕH

0 )∗ω = ω for every t. A symplectomorphism f : (M,ω) → (M,ω) is
called Hamiltonian whenever f = ϕ1

H is the time-1 map of a Hamiltonian flow. Hamiltonian
maps then preserve volume (which is a way of stating Liouville’s theorem from classical
mechanics).
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Example 1.4. (Simple harmonic oscillator) The simple harmonic oscillator is given
by the Hamilton flow of H : R2 → R, H(q, p) = p2

2m + mω2x2

2 , where ω =
√

k
m is the angular

frequency, k is the spring constant, m is the mass of a classical particle with position x and
momenta p.

Remark 1.5. The Hamiltonian usually also depends on time. We have assumed for
simplicity that it does not, i.e. it is autonomous. We will see that this will hold for the
simplified versions of the three body problem we will consider, i.e. the restricted case.

In the above symplectic formalism, it is a fairly straightforward matter to write down
the fundamental conservation of energy principle (in the autonomous case):

Theorem 1.2 (Conservation of energy). Assume H is autonomous. Then
dH(XH) = 0.

In other words, the level sets H−1(c) are invariant under the Hamiltonian flow.

This is also usually written down using the Poisson bracket {F,G} = dF (XG) =
−dG(XH) as

{H,H} = 0,
which is another way of saying that H is preserved under the Hamiltonian flow of itself, or
that H is a conserved quantity (or integral) of the motion. The proof fits in one line:

dH(XH) = iXH
ω(XH) = ω(XH , XH) = 0,

since ω is skew-symmetric.

1.3. Periodic orbits and monodromy. Given a 2n-dimensional symplectic manifold
(M,ω) and a Hamiltonian H : M → R, with Hamiltonian flow ϕH

t : M → M , a periodic
orbit x ∈ C∞(S1,M) is a solution of the ODE

∂tx(t) = T ·XH(x(t)), t ∈ S1,

where T is a positive real number, the period of the periodic orbit. Equivalently,

x(t) = ϕT · t
H (x(0)).

Denoting x0 = x(0), the differential

Mx := dx0ϕ
H
T : Tx0M → Tx0M

is a linear symplectic map of the symplectic vector space (Tx0M,ωx0), i.e.
M∗

xωx0 = ωx0 .

The map Mx is called the monodromy. After choosing a basis of (Tx0M,ωx0) in which the
symplectic form is standard (this is called a symplectic basis), Mx is becomes a symplectic
2n× 2n–matrix, i.e. it satisfies the equation

M t
xJMx = J.
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Here, J =
(

0 −1
1 0

)
is the standard almost complex structure on R2n, satisfying J2 = −1.

We denote by
Sp(2n) = {M ∈M2n×2n(R) : M tJM = J}

the space of symplectic matrices (the symplectic group). Note that the choice of a different
point x0 along the orbit x changes the monodromy up to symplectic conjugation, i.e. up
to conjugating with a symplectic matrix. Therefore Mx is strictly speaking an element of
Sp(2n)/Sp(2n), where Sp(2n) acts on itself by conjugation.

It is an easy exercise to show that if M is symplectic, and µ ∈ C is an eigenvalue of M ,
then so are µ, 1/µ, 1/µ. Then we have the following possibilities for µ:

• (P, parabolic) µ = ±1, in which case it has even multiplicity;
• (E, elliptic) |µ| = 1, in which case it comes as an elliptic pair µ, µ = 1/µ;
• (H+, positive hyperbolic) µ ∈ R, µ > 0, µ ̸= 1, in which case both µ, 1/µ are

positive;
• (H−, negative hyperbolic) µ ∈ R, µ < 0, µ ̸= −1, in which case both µ, 1/µ are

negative;
• (N , complex quadruple) µ /∈ S1 ∪ R, in which case it comes in a quadruple
µ, µ, 1/µ, 1/µ.

Note that if H is time-independent then 1 appears twice as a trivial eigenvalue of
Mx, as XH is a corresponding eigenvector of Mx, and the spectrum of Mx satisfies the
above symmetries. We can ignore these if we consider the reduced monodromy matrix
M red

x ∈ Sp(2n − 2), obtained by fixing the energy and dropping the direction of the flow,
i.e.

M red
x : Tx0H

−1(c)/⟨XH(x0)⟩ → Tx0H
−1(c)/⟨XH(x0)⟩.

This map preserves a symplectic form ω on Tx0H
−1(c)/⟨XH(x0)⟩ defined by symplectic

reduction (i.e. satisfying π∗ω = i∗ω, where i : H−1(c) ↪→ M is the inclusion, and π :
Tx0H

−1(c)→ Tx0H
−1(c)/⟨XH(x0)⟩ is the quotient map).

Definition 1.6.
• A Floquet multiplier of x is an eigenvalue of Mx, which is not one of the trivial

eigenvalues (i.e. an eigenvalue of M red
x ).

• An orbit is non-degenerate if 1 does not appear among its Floquet multipliers.
• An orbit is stable if all its Floquet multipliers are semi-simple and lie in the unit

circle.

1.4. Symmetries. The role of symmetry in physics has been prominent since the work
of Emmy Noether. We will be interested, in what follows, in Z2 symmetries, i.e. involutions.

An involution is a map ρ : (M,ω) → (M,ω) satisfying ρ2 = id, and it is symplectic or
anti-symplectic if ρ∗ω = ±ω respectively. Its fixed-point locus is Fix(ρ) = {x ∈ M : ρ(x) =
x}, which is a symplectic submanifold of M in the symplectic case, and a Lagrangian
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submanifold of M in the anti-symplectic case. An anti-symplectic or symplectic involution
ρ is a symmetry of the system if H ◦ ρ = H. A periodic orbit x is symmetric with respect
to an anti-symplectic involution ρ if ρ(x(−t)) = x(t) for all t. The symmetric points of the
symmetric orbit x are the two intersection points of x with Fix(ρ), i.e.

x
(
0
)
, x
(

T
2
)
∈ Fix(ρ).

In particular, half of the symmetric periodic orbit is a Hamiltonian chord (i.e. trajectory)
from Fix(ρ) to itself. Hence we can think of a symmetric periodic orbit in two ways, either
as a closed string, or as an open string from the Lagrangian Fix(ρ) to itself.

The monodromy matrix of a symmetric orbit at a symmetric point is a Wonenburger
matrix, i.e. it satisfies

M = MA,B,C =
(
A B
C At

)
∈ Sp(2n),

where
B = Bt, C = Ct, AB = BAt, AtC = CA, A2 −BC = id, (1.1)

equations which ensure that M is symplectic. The eigenvalues of M are determined by
those of the first block A (see [FM]):

• If λ is an eigenvalue of M then its stability index a(λ) = 1
2(λ+1/λ) is an eigenvalue

of A.
• If a is an eigenvalue of A then λ(a) = a+

√
a2 − 1 is an eigenvalue of M , for any

choice of complex square root.
Note that in order to write the monodromy matrix in Wonenburger form, we implicitly

chose a basis for Fix(ρ) at a symmetric point of the orbit (and extended it to a symplectic
basis). A different choice of basis amounts to acting with an invertible matrix R ∈ GLn(R),
via

R∗
(
A,B,C

)
=
(
RAR−1, RBRt, (Rt)−1CR−1

)
,

i.e., MA,B,C is replaced by MR∗(A,B,C). We denote the space of Wonenburger matrices by

SpI(2n) = {MA,B,C : A,B,C satisfy (1.1)},
which comes with the above action of GLn(R).

By a beautiful result of Wonenburger, every symplectic matrix M ∈ Sp(2n) can be
written as a product of two linear anti-symplectic involutions, i.e. M = I1I2. From this, it
is straightforward to derive the following fact (see [FM]):

Theorem 1.3. Every symplectic matrix M ∈ Sp(2n) is symplectically conjugated to a
Wonenburger matrix.

In other words, the natural map
SpI(2n)/GLn(R)→ Sp(2n)/Sp(2n),

[MA,B,C ] 7→ [MA,B,C ],
is surjective.
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In the presence of a symmetric periodic orbit, the above algebraic fact has a geometric
interpretation: the monodromy matrix at each point of the orbit (a symplectic matrix) is
symplectically conjugated via the linearized flow to the monodromy matrix at any of the
symmetric points of the orbit (a Wonenburger matrix). The above discussion is the starting
point for the GIT sequence [FM], which will be discussed in Chapter 8.

1.5. Monodromy splittings. In the presence of a symplectic symmetry, periodic
orbits lying in the symplectic fixed-point locus have monodromy matrices which split into
components. Namely, if σ is a sympletic symmetry of the Hamiltonian H, and x is a periodic
orbits with x0 = x(t0) ∈ Fix(σ) and period T , consider the splitting

Tx0M = E1 ⊕ E−1 = Tx0Fix(σ)⊕ E−1

into ±1 eigenspaces of dx0σ, which are symplectically orthogonal. Since σ commutes with
the Hamiltonian flow, the monodromy Mx leaves the splitting invariant, i.e. as a matrix it
is of the form

Mx =
(
Mp 0
0 Ms

)
for symplectic matrices Mp,Ms. Moreover, reducing the matrix is also compatible with this
splitting, i.e.

M red
x =

(
M red

p 0
0 Ms

)
,

where M red
p is the reduction of Mp.

1.6. Compatible almost complex structures. An almost complex structure on an
even dimensional manifold M is J ∈ End(TM) satisfying J2 = −1. Given a symplectic
form ω, an almost complex structure J is compatible with ω if

• ω is J-invariant, i.e. ω(J ·, J ·) = ω(·, ·); and
• g = ω(·, J ·) is a Riemannian metric on M .

By a well-known result of Gromov, the space of almost complex structures compatible
with a given symplectic form is non-empty and contractible (see e.g. [MS17]).

2. Contact geometry and Reeb dynamics

2.1. Contact geometry. Contact geometry is, roughly speaking, the odd-dimensional
analogue of symplectic geometry, and arises on level sets of Hamiltonians satisfying a suit-
able convexity assumption (see Prop. 2.1). Formally, a (strict) contact manifold is a pair
(X,α), where X is a smooth manifold with dim(X) = 2n − 1 odd, and α ∈ Ω1(X) is a
1-form (the contact form) satisfying the contact condition:

α ∧ dαn−1 ̸= 0 is nowhere-vanishing, and hence a volume form.
Contact manifolds are therefore orientable (see Remark 2.2 below). The codimension-
1 distribution ξ = kerα ⊂ TM (a choice of hyperplane at each tangent space, varying
smoothly with the point), is called the contact structure or contact distribution, and (M, ξ)
is a contact manifold.
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Example 2.1.
• (standard) The standard contact form on R2n−1 = R⊕Rn−1⊕Rn−1 ∋ (z, q, p) is

αstd = dz − pdq,
where we again use the short-hand notation pdq =

∑n
i=1 pidqi.

• (First-jet bundles) Given a manifold Q, its first-jet bundle J1(Q) → Q, by
definition, has total space the collection of all possible first-derivatives of maps
f : Q→ R. The fiber over q is as all possible tuples (q, f(q), dqf), and so J1(Q) ∼=
R× T ∗Q. It carries the natural contact form

α = dz + λstd,

where z is the coordinate on the first factor, and λstd is the standard Liouville form
on T ∗Q; note that the standard contact form corresponds to the case Q = Rn−1.
• (contactization) More generally: If (M,ω = dλ) is an exact symplectic manifold,

then its contactization is
(R×M,dz + λ),

where z is the coordinate in the first factor.

The contact condition should be thought of as a maximally non-integrability condition,
as follows. Recall the following theorem from differential geometry:

Theorem 2.1 (Frobenius’ theorem). If α ∧ dα ≡ 0, then ξ = kerα ⊂ TM is inte-
grable. That is, there are codimension-1 submanifolds whose tangent space is ξ.

The condition in Frobenius’ theorem is equivalent to dα|ξ ≡ 0. The contact condition
is the extreme opposite of the above: dα|ξ > 0 is symplectic, i.e. non-degenerate. In fact:

Proposition. If Y ⊂ (X, ξ) is a submanifold of a (2n−1)-dimensional contact manifold
so that TY ⊂ ξ (i.e. Y is isotropic), then dim(Y ) ≤ n− 1.

The isotropic submanifolds of maximal dimension 2n − 1 are called Legendrians. The
analogous theorem of Darboux in the contact category is the following.

Theorem 2.2 (Darboux’s theorem for contact manifolds). If p ∈ (X,λ) is an
arbitrary point in a strict contact manifold, we can find a local chart U ∼= R2n−1 centered
at p, so that λ|U = αstd.

2.2. Reeb dynamics. Whereas a contact manifold is a geometric object, a strict con-
tact manifold is a dynamical one, as we shall see below. Note first that the choice of contact
form for a contact structure ξ on X is not unique: if α is such a choice, then να is also, for
any smooth positive function ν : X → R, ν > 0. This is in fact the only ambiguity.

Given a contact form α, it defines an autonomous dynamical system on X, generated
by the Reeb vector field Rα ∈ X(X). This is defined implicitly via:

• iRαdα = 0;
• α(Rα) = 1.
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To understand the above, note that, since dα|ξ is symplectic, the kernel of dα is the 1-
dimensional distribution TX/ξ ⊂ TX. This is trivialized (as a real line bundle) via a choice
of contact form, which also gives it an orientation induced from the one on M . The Reeb
vector field then lies in this 1-dimensional distribution; the second condition normalizes it
so that it points precisely in the positive direction with respect to the co-orientation. We
emphasize that the Reeb vector field depends significantly on the contact form, and not the
contact structure; different choices give, in general, very different dynamical systems.

Remark 2.2. There are also examples of contact manifolds which are not globally
co-orientable (e.g. the space of contact elements); we will not be concerned with those.

The Reeb flow φt has the property that it preserves the geometry in a strict way, i.e. it
is a strict contactomorphism. This means that φ∗

tα = α, or in other words, the Reeb vector
field generates a (strict) local symmetry of the (strict) contact manifold. This fact easily
follows from the Cartan formula:

d

dt
φ∗

tα = diRαα+ iRαdα = d(1) + 0 = 0,

and so φ∗
tα = φ∗

0α = α.
More generally, a (not necessarily strict) contactomorphism is a diffeomorphism f such

that f∗(ξ) = ξ, or f∗α = να for some strictly positive smooth function ν.

2.3. The bridge. The fundamental relationship between symplectic and contact ge-
ometry lies in the following. If the symplectic form ω = dλ is exact (which can only happen
if the symplectic manifold is open, by Stokes’ theorem), then we have a Liouville vector
field V , defined implicitly via

iV ω = λ,

where we again use non-degeneracy of ω. To understand this vector field, consider φt the
flow of V . The Cartan formula implies

d

dt
φ∗

tω = diV ω + iV dω = dλ = ω,

and so, integrating, we get
φ∗

tω = etω.

Taking the top wedge power of this equation: φ∗
tω

n = entωn, and we see that the symplectic
volume grows exponentially along the flow of V , i.e. φt is a symplectic dilation.

Assume that X ⊂ (M,ω = dλ) is a co-oriented codimension-1 submanifold, and the
Liouville vector field is positively transverse to X. Then we obtain a volume form on X by
contraction:

0 < iV ω
n|X = niV ω ∧ ωn−1|X = nλ ∧ dλn−1|X = nα ∧ dαn−1,

where α = λ|X . We have proved:

Proposition 2.1. If ω = dλ, and the associated Liouville vector field V is positively
transverse to X, then (X,α = λ|X = iV ω|X) is a strict contact manifold.
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(M, ω=dα)

(X, α)=H (c)‐1
�(�)

V

X  = hR  αH  
Figure 1. The fundamental relationship between contact and symplectic
geometry is summarized here.

A hypersurface X as in the above proposition is then called contact-type. The most
relevant example to keep in mind, is when X = H−1(c) is the level set of a Hamiltonian (in
fact, locally this is always the case). In this situation:

Proposition 2.2. If X = H−1(c) is contact-type, then the Reeb dynamics on X is a
positive reparametrization of the Hamiltonian dynamics of H.

In other words, Reeb dynamics on contact-type Hamiltonian level sets is dynamically
equivalent to Hamiltonian dynamics. See Figure 1 for an abstract sketch.

Example 2.3.
• (star-shaped domains) Assume that X ⊂ R2n is star-shaped, i.e. it bounds a

compact domain D containing the origin, and the radial vector field V = q∂q +
p∂p = r∂r is positively transverse to X (with the boundary orientation). Since V
is precisely the Liouville vector field associated to λstd, every star-shaped domain
is contact-type.
• (standard contact form on S3) As a particular case, let

S3 = {z ∈ R4 : |z| = 1} ⊂ R4

be the round 3-sphere. Then S3 = H−1(1/2), where H : R4 → R, H(z) = 1
2 |z|

2,
and it is star-shaped. Writing z = (z1, z2) = (x1, y1, x2, y2), the radial vector field

V = 1
2r∂r = 1

2(x1∂x1 + y1∂y1 + x2∂x2 + y2∂y2)

is Liouville and induces the contact form

α = iV ωstd|S3 = λstd|S3 = 1
2(x1dy1 − y1dx1 + x2dy2 − y2dx2)|S3
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on S3 whose Reeb vector field is

Rα = 2(x1∂y1 − y1∂x1 + x2∂y2 − y2∂x2).

Its Reeb flow is, in complex coordinates, φt(z1, z2) = e2πit(z1, z2), whose orbits
are precisely the fibers of the Hopf fibration S3 ∋ (z1, z2) 7→ [z1 : z2] ∈ CP 1. In
particular, this flow is periodic, and all orbits have the same period.

The Hopf fibration π : S3 → S2 = CP 1 is an example of what is usually
called a prequantization bundle, i.e. the contact form α is a connection form whose
curvature form on the base is symplectic. In other words, dα = iπ∗ωF S for a
symplectic form ωF S on S2, and its Reeb orbits are the S1-fibers (here, ωF S is
the Fubini-Study metric on CP 1, and the line bundle associated to the principal
S1-bundle π is O(1)→ CP 1).

• (ellipsoids) Given a, b > 0, define the ellipsoid

E(a, b) =
{

(z1, z2) ∈ C2 : π|z1|2

a
+ π|z2|2

b
≤ 1

}
,

a star-shaped domain. The restriction of the symplectic form ωstd is a symplectic
form on E(a, b), and its boundary ∂E(a, b) inherits a contact form λstd|∂E(a,b)
whose Reeb flow is

φt(z1, z2) = (e2πiatz1, e
2πibtz2).

In particular, if a, b are rationally independent, then this Reeb flow has only two
periodic orbits, passing through the points z1 = 0, or z2 = 0. If a = b, E(a, a) is
the unit ball, and we recover the Hopf flow along the standard S3 = ∂E(a, a).

• (Unit cotangent bundle and geodesic flows) Given a manifold Q, choose a
Riemannian metric on TQ (which induces a metric on T ∗Q), and consider its unit
cotangent bundle

S∗Q = {(q, p) ∈ T ∗Q : |p| = 1}.

We have S∗Q = H−1(1/2), where H : T ∗Q → R, H(q, p) = |p|2
2 is the kinetic

energy Hamiltonian. The radial vector field V = p∂p on each fiber is the Liouville
vector field associated to λstd, and is positively transverse to S∗Q. It follows that
αstd := λstd|S∗Q is a contact form, and (S∗Q, ξstd = kerαstd) is called the standard
contact structure on S∗Q. Its Reeb dynamics is the (co)geodesic flow. We see that
a geodesic flow is a particular case of a Reeb flow.

• (Fiberwise star-shaped domains) More generally, if Q is a Riemannian mani-
fold, a domain D ⊂ T ∗Q such that the radial vector field V = p∂p is transverse to
∂D is called fiberwise star-shaped. It inherits a contact structure as in the previous
example.
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2.4. Symplectization. Given a contact form α on X, its symplectization is the sym-
plectic manifold

(R×X,ω = d(etα)).
The Liouville vector field is V = ∂t, which is positively transverse to all slices {t}×X, where
it induces the contact form iV ω = etα. Note that the Reeb dynamics is the same in each
slice (i.e. it is only rescaled by a constant positive multiple). In fact, the symplectization is
the “universal neighbourhood” for every contact-type hypersurface:

Proposition 2.3. Let X ⊂ (M,ω) be a contact-type hypersurface, with ω = dλ exact
near X. Then we can find sufficiently small ϵ > 0, and an embedding

Φ : (−ϵ, ϵ)×X ↪→M,

so that Φ∗ω = d(etα) where α = λ|X .

In other words, a contact manifold is always contact-type in some symplectic manifold,
and vice-versa. We can summarize this discussion in the following motto: contact geometry
is R-invariant symplectic geometry.

Remark 2.4. One also calls the symplectic manifold (R×X,ω = d(rα)) the symplec-
tization of α; this is related to the above by the obvious change of coordinates r = et. We
shall use the two interchangeably. Note that X = {t = 0} = {r = 1}.

2.5. Weinstein and Liouville manifolds. We now discuss an important class of
symplectic manifolds, introduced by Eliashberg and Gromov [EG], where both contact
and symplectic geometry, as well as Morse theory, are intertwined. We follow Cieliebak–
Eliashberg’s definition [CE12].

Definition 2.5. A Weinstein manifold is a tuple (W,ω,X, φ), where
• (W,ω) is a symplectic manifold,
• φ : W → R is an exhausting generalized Morse function,
• X is a complete vector field which is Liouville for ω and gradient-like for φ.

Here, a function φ : W → R is exhausting if it is proper (i.e. preimages of compact sets
are compact) and bounded from below. It Morse if all its critical points are nondegenerate,
and generalized Morse if its critical points are either nondegenerate or embryonic, where
the latter means that there exist local coordinates x1, . . . , xm near the critical point p where
the function φ coincides with the time t = 0 function φ0 in the birth–death family

φt(x) = φt(p)± tx1 + x3
1 −

k∑
i=2

x2
i +

m∑
i=k+1

x2
j .

A vector field X is complete if its flow exists for all times. It is gradient-like for a function
φ if dφ(X) ≥ δ(|X|2 + |dφ|2), for some positive function δ : W → R+ (norms are taken
with respect to any Riemannian metric on W ). Away from critical points this just means
dφ(X) > 0, whereas critical points p of φ agree with zeroes of X, and p is nondegenerate
(embryonic) as a critical point of φ iff it is nondegenerate (embryonic) as a zero of X. Here
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a zero p of a vector field X is embryonic if X agrees near p, up to higher order terms, with
the gradient of a function having p as an embryonic critical point.

The compatibility of the Liouville structure with the Morse function implies that stable
manifolds of critical points are isotropic, and unstable manifolds, co-isotropic. This imposes
a strong topological condition: the index of all critical points is at most n = dim(W )/2, and
therefore W is homotopy equivalent to a CW complex of half its dimension. In particular,
if dim(W ) ≥ 4, its boundary is connected.

A Weinstein cobordism is a tuple (W,ω,X, φ) where (W,ω) is a compact symplectic
manifold with contact-type boundary ∂W = ∂+W ⊔ −∂−W , i.e. X is Liouville and is
inwards-pointing along ∂−W and outwards-pointing along ∂+W , and φ is generalized Morse
but where the condition on exhausting is replaced by asking that ∂±W be a regular level
sets of φ. A Weinstein domain is then a Weinstein cobordism with ∂−W = ∅.

A Weinstein manifold is finite-type if the Morse function φ has finitely many critical
points. Therefore one can find a large value t ∈ R such that Wcpt = {x ∈ W : φ(x) ≤ t} is
compact and contains all the critical points, and so W is the completion of the Weinstein
domain Wcpt, i.e.

W = Wcpt ∪∂Wcpt [0,+∞)× ∂Wcpt

obtained by attaching the symplectization of the contact manifold ∂Wcpt to the boundary
of the domain Wcpt.

Stein manifolds are all Weinstein, with the plurisubharmonic function playing the role
of the Morse function. The fact that up to deformation the converse is also true is a deep
result of Eliashberg (see [CE12] for all details on this story).

A Liouville manifold is a more relaxed notion than that of a Weinstein manifold, i.e. it is
a tuple (W,ω,X) with X a complete Liouville vector field for the symplectic form ω on W . A
Liouville cobordism and Liouville domain are defined analogously, without the conditions
on the existence of a Morse function as above. Therefore Weinstein manifolds/domains
are Liouville manifolds/domains. The converse is not true, as e.g. there exist examples
of Liouville domains with disconnected contact-type boundary (see [M91; Mi95; G95;
MNW]). See also Section 6 for more background on Liouville domains and manifolds.

Weinstein domains can be thought of as being obtained by performing a sequence of
handle attachments on the ball, by a construction originally introduced by Weinstein [W91].
In other words, Weinstein domains are handlebodies, where the index of the handles is
always at most half the dimension of the manifold.



CHAPTER 2

Celestial mechanics

In this chapter, we introduce the basic problems from celestial mechanics that we will
be interested in. The treatment will be brief, as our main interest lies in the chapters to
come, and moreover this subject is so classical that the number of references is large. The
main character of the story is the CR3BP, to which we will devote more time.

1. The n-body problem

The setup of the classical n-body problem consists of n bodies in R3, viewed as point-
like masses, subject to the gravitational interactions between them, which are governed
by Newton’s laws of motion. Given initial positions and velocities, the problem consists
in predicting the future positions and velocities of the bodies. The understanding of the
resulting dynamical system an outstanding open problem. In what follows, we will briefly
discuss the general case, and restrict our attention to the simplified circular, restricted case.

Let qi ∈ R3 be the position vector of the i-th mass mi. By Newton’s law, we derive the
equations of motion to be

miq̈i =
n∑

j=1
j ̸=i

Gmimj(qj − qi)
∥qj − qi∥3

= −∂U
∂qi

,

where G is the gravitational constant, and U is the potential energy

U = −
∑

1≤i<j≤n

Gmimj

∥qi − qj∥
.

If the momentum is defined as pi = miq̇i, then the Hamiltonian describing these equations
is

H = T + U,

where T is the kinetic energy

T =
n∑

i=1

∥pi∥2

2mi
.

The problem can be reduced via integrals of motion by appealing to its symmetries. Trans-
lational symmetry implies that the center of mass

C =
∑n

i=1miqi∑n
i=1mi

27
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moves in a straight line, i.e. C(t) = Lt+ C0, and L,C0 are constants of motion which give
six integrals. Rotational symmetry implies that the total angular momentum

A =
n∑

i=1
qi × pi

is constant, which gives three more integrals. The last integral is the energy H. In total,
there are always ten integrals of motion.

2. Kepler problem

The two-body problem is the most basic model in celestial mechanics. The solutions
to this problem can be described by conics, perhaps one of the most beautiful connections
between geometry and the laws of nature. As this is the starting point for any study in
mechanics, let us briefly revisit this age old problem.

2.1. Kepler’s laws of planetary motion. Published between 1609 and 1619, the
laws of planetary motion were empirically derived by Kepler, from the astronomical obser-
vations of his mentor Tycho Brahe. They serve as the most basic description of the motion
of Planets around the Sun. They are classically expressed as follows.

• A planet’s motion traces an ellipse, with the Sun at one of the two foci;

• A line segment joining a planet and the Sun sweeps out equal areas during equal
intervals of time;

• The square of the orbital period T is proportional to the cube of the length of the
semi-major axis a, i.e. T 2 ∝ a3.

In the language of Newtonian mechanics, if r1, r2 denote the position vectors of the
masses m1,m2, we set r = r2 − r1, for which the equations of motion are

r̈ = −Gm
∥r∥3

r = ∇U,

where m = m1 +m2, and the potential is U = Gm
∥r∥ .

In the language of Hamiltonian dynamics, the Kepler problem is described by the Hamil-
tonian system

K : T ∗(R3\{0})→ R,

K(q, p) = ∥p∥
2

2 − 1
∥q∥

.

As this Hamiltonian is autonomous, it is preserved under its flow. As the potential is a
central force (i.e. depends only on ∥q∥), angular momentum is also conserved. This implies
that the motion always lies in a plane.

The geometry of the orbits depends on the energy. If K < 0, the (periodic) orbits are
ellipses. If K = 0, we obtain parabolas, and of K > 0, hyperbolas. There are also collision
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Figure 1. Solutions to the Kepler problem are conics.

orbits, which degenerate into straight lines. In polar coordinates (r, f) centered at one of
the foci, the general solution has the form

r = a(1− e2)
1 + e cos f ,

where a is the length of the semi-major axis, and e < 1 is the eccentricity (so that e = 0
corresponds to circles). The case e > 1 corresponds to hyperbolas.

The third Kepler law can be equivalently expressed by the fact that the period of a
Kepler ellipse depends only on the energy K < 0 and is given by the formula

T = T (K) = π

2(−K)3/2 .

3. The circular restricted three-body problem (CR3BP)

The CR3BP is a simplification of the general n-body problem, for n = 3, and where
the focus is only on the dynamics of one of the masses, which is assumed negligibile by
comparison. Concretely, we consider three bodies: Earth (E), Moon (M) and Satellite (S),
with masses mE ,mM ,mS (of course these names may be replaced by, say, Jupiter, Europa,
asteroid, respectively). One has the following cases and assumptions.

• (Restricted case) mS = 0, i.e. the Satellite is negligible when compared with the
primaries E and M);
• (Circular assumption) Each primary moves in a circle, centered around the

common center of mass of the two (as opposed to general ellipses);
• (Planar case) S moves in the plane containing the primaries;
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• (Spatial case) The planar assumption is dropped, and S is allowed to move in
three-dimensional space.

The restricted problem then consists in understanding the dynamics of the trajectories
of the Satellite, whose motion is affected by the primaries, but not vice-versa. We denote
the mass ratio by µ = mM

mE+mM
∈ [0, 1], and we normalize so that mE + mM = 1, and so

µ = mM can be thought of as the mass of the Moon.
In a suitable inertial plane spanned by the E and M , the position of the Earth becomes

E(t) = (µ cos(t), µ sin(t), 0), and the position of the Moon is M(t) = (−(1−µ) cos(t),−(1+
µ) sin(t), 0). The time-dependent Hamiltonian whose Hamiltonian dynamics we wish to
study is then

Ht : R3\{E(t),M(t)} → R

Ht(q, p) = 1
2∥p∥

2 − µ

∥q −M(t)∥ −
1− µ

∥q − E(t)∥ ,

i.e. the sum of the kinetic energy plus the two gravitational potentials associated to each
primary. Note that this Hamiltonian is time-dependent. To remedy this, we choose rotating
coordinates, in which both primaries are at rest; the price to pay is the appearance of
angular momentum term in the Hamiltonian which represents the centrifugal and Coriolis
forces in the rotating frame. Namely, we undo the rotation of the frame, and assume that
the positions of Earth and Moon are E = (µ, 0, 0), M = (−1 + µ, 0, 0). After this (time-
dependent) change of coordinates, which is just the Hamiltonian flow of L = p1q2 − p2q1,
the Hamiltonian becomes

H : R3\{E,M} × R3 → R

H(q, p) = 1
2∥p∥

2 − µ

∥q −M∥
− 1− µ
∥q − E∥

+ p1q2 − p2q1,

and in particular is autonomous. By preservation of energy, this means that it is a preserved
quantity of the Hamiltonian motion. The planar problem is the subset {p3 = q3 = 0}, which
is clearly invariant under the Hamiltonian dynamics.

The Hamiltonian H is invariant under the anti-symplectic involutions
ρ1 : (q1, q2, q3, p1, p2, p3) 7→ (q1,−q2, q3,−p1, p2,−p3),
ρ1 : (q1, q2, q3, p1, p2, p3) 7→ (q1,−q2,−q3,−p1, p2, p3),

with corresponding Lagrangian fixed-point loci given by

L1 = Fix(ρ1) = {q2 = p1 = p3 = 0},
L1 = Fix(ρ1) = {q2 = q3 = p1 = 0}.

Their composition σ = ρ1 ◦ ρ1 is symplectic, and corresponds to reflection along the ecliptic
{q3 = 0}, having fixed point locus the planar problem.

As computed by Euler and Lagrange, there are precisely five critical points of H, called
the Lagrangian points Li, i = 1, . . . , 5, ordered so that H(L1) < H(L2) < H(L3) < H(L4) =
H(L5) (in the case µ < 1/2; if µ = 1/2 we further have H(L2) = H(L3)). See Figure 2.
L1, L2, L3, all saddle points, lie in the axis between Earth and Moon (they are the collinear
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Figure 2. The critical values of H.

Euler points). L1 lies between the latter, while L2 on the opposite side of the Moon, and
L3 on the opposite side of the Earth. The others, L4, L5, are maxima, and are called the
triangular Lagrangian points, as they form equilateral triangles. For c ∈ R, consider the
energy hypersurface Σc = H−1(c). If

π : R3\{E,M} × R3 → R3\{E,M}, π(q, p) = q,

is the projection onto the position coordinate, we define the Hill’s region of energy c as

Kc = π(Σc) ∈ R3\{E,M}.

This is the region in space where the Satellite of energy c is allowed to move. If c < H(L1) lies
below the first critical energy value, then Kc has three connected components: a bounded
one around the Earth, another bounded one around the Moon, and an unbounded one.
Namely, if the Satellite starts near one of the primaries, and has low energy, then it stays
near the primary also in the future. The unbounded region corresponds to asteroids which
stay away from the primaries. Denote the first two components by KE

c and KM
c , as well as

ΣE
c = π−1(KE

c ) ∩ Σc, ΣM
c = π−1(KM

c ) ∩ Σc, the components of the corresponding energy
hypersurface over the bounded components of the Hill region. As c crosses the first critical
energy value, the two connected components KE

c and KM
c get glued to each other into a new

connected component KE,M
c , which topologically is their connected sum. Then, the Satellite

in principle has enough energy to transfer between Earth and Moon. In terms of Morse
theory, crossing critical values corresponds precisely to attaching handles, so similar handle
attachments occur as we sweep through the energy values until the Hill region becomes all
of position space. See Figure 3.
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Figure 3. The Hill regions and the Lagrange points for the planar problem.

4. Collision regularization

The 5-dimensional energy hypersurfaces are non-compact, due to collisions of the mass-
less body S with one of the primaries, i.e. when q = M or q = E. Note that the Hamiltonian
becomes singular at collisions because of the gravitaional potentials, and conservation of
energy implies that the momenta necessarily explodes whenever S collides (i.e. p = ∞).
Fortunately, there are ways to regularize the dynamics even after collision. Intuitively, the
effect is: whenever S collides with a primary, it bounces back to where it came from, and
hence we continue the dynamics beyond the catastrophe. More formally, one is looking
for a compactification of the energy hypersurface, which may be viewed as the level set of
a new Hamiltonian on another symplectic manifold, in such a way that the Hamiltonian
dynamics of the compact, regularized level set is a reparametrization of the original one
(time is forgotten under regularization).

Two body collisions can be regularized via Moser’s recipe. This consists in interchanging
position and momenta, and compactifying by adding a point at infinity corresponding to
collisions (where the velocity explodes). The bounded components ΣE

c and ΣM
c (for c <

H(L1)), as well as ΣE,M
c (for c ∈ (H(L1), H(L1) + ϵ)), are thus compactified to compact
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Figure 4. In Moser regularization near the Earth, we add a Legendrian
sphere of collisions at the North pole (for fixed energy). The planar problem,
which also contains collisions, is an invariant subset.

manifolds ΣE
c , ΣM

c , and ΣE,M
c . The first two are diffeomorphic to S∗S3 = S3×S2, and should

be thought of as level sets in two different copies of (T ∗S3, ωstd) of a suitable regularized
Hamiltonian Q : T ∗S3 → R. The fiber of the level sets ΣE

c , ΣM
c over (a momenta) p ∈ S3 is

a 2-sphere of allowable positions q in order to have fixed energy. If p =∞ is the North pole,
the fiber, called the collision locus, is the result of a real blow-up at a primary, i.e. we add
all possible “infinitesimal” positions nearby (which one may think of as all unit directions in
the tangent space of the primary). On the other hand, ΣE

c is a copy of S∗S3#S∗S3, which
can be understood in terms of handle attachments along a critical point of index 1. In the
planar problem, the situation is similar: we obtain copies of S∗S2 = RP 3 and RP 3#RP 3.

Another classical way of regularizing collisions is due to Levi–Civita, which works only
for the planar problem. This can be viewed as a dynamics on S3, which doubly covers the
Moser regularization on RP 3 (and similarly for the connected sum on S3#S3).

In terms of formulas, this can be done as follows.
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4.1. Stark–Zeeman systems. We will only do the subcritical case c < H(L1). By
restricting the Hamiltonian to the Earth or Moon component, we can view the three-body
problem as a Stark–Zeeman system, which is a more general class of mechanical systems.

To define such systems in general, consider a twisted symplectic form
ω = dp⃗ ∧ dq⃗ + π∗σB,

with σB = 1
2
∑
Bijdqi ∧ dqj a 2-form on the position variables (a magnetic term, which

physically represents the presence of an electromagnetic field, as in Maxwell’s equations),
and π(q, p) = q the projection to the base. A Stark–Zeeman system for such a symplectic
form is a Hamiltonian of the form

H(q⃗, p⃗) = 1
2∥p⃗∥

2 + V0(q⃗) + V1(q⃗),

where V0(q⃗) = − g
∥q⃗∥ for some positive coupling constant g, and V1 is an extra potential.1

We will make two further assumptions.

Assumptions.
(A1) We assume that the magnetic field is exact with primitive 1-form A⃗. Then with

respect to dp⃗ ∧ dq⃗ we can write

H(q⃗, p⃗) = 1
2∥p⃗+ A⃗(q⃗)∥2 + V0(q⃗) + V1(q⃗).

(A2) We assume that A⃗(q⃗) = (A1(q1, q2), A2(q1, q2), 0), and that the potential satisfies
that symmetry V1(q1, q2,−q3) = V1(q1, q2, q3).

Observe that these assumptions imply that the planar problem, defined as the subset
{(q⃗, p⃗) : q3 = p3 = 0}, is an invariant set of the Hamiltonian flow. Indeed, we have

q̇3 = ∂H

∂p3
= p3, and ṗ3 = −∂H

∂q3
= − gq3
∥q⃗∥3

− ∂V1
∂q3

. (4.2)

Both these terms vanish on the subset q3 = p3 = 0 by noting that the symmetry implies
that ∂V1

∂q3

∣∣
q3=0 = 0.

For non-vanishing g, Stark–Zeeman systems have a singularity corresponding to two-
body collisions, which we will regularize by Moser regularization. To do so, we will define
a new Hamiltonian Q on T ∗S3 whose dynamics correspond to a reparametrization of the
dynamics of H. We will describe the scheme for energy levels H = c, which we need to
fix a priori (i.e. the regularization is not in principle for all level sets at once). Define the
intermediate Hamiltonian

K(q⃗, p⃗) := (H(q⃗, p⃗)− c)∥q⃗∥.
For q⃗ ̸= 0, this function is smooth, and its Hamiltonian vector field equals

XK = ∥q⃗∥ ·XH + (H − c)X∥q⃗∥.

1In this section, we will use the symbol⃗ for vectors in R3 to make our formulas for Moser regularization
simpler. We will use the convention that ξ ∈ R4 has the form (ξ0, ξ⃗).
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We observe that XK is a multiple of XH on the level set K = 0. Writing out K gives

K =
(1

2(∥p⃗∥2 + 1)− (c+ 1/2) + ⟨p⃗, A⃗⟩+ 1
2∥A⃗∥

2 + V1(q⃗)
)
∥q⃗∥ − g.

Stereographic projection. We now substitute with the stereographic coordinates. The
basic idea is to switch the role of momentum and position in the q⃗, p⃗-coordinates, and use
the p⃗-coordinates as position coordinates in T ∗Rn (for any n), where we think of Rn as a
chart for Sn. We set

x⃗ = −p⃗, y⃗ = q⃗.

We view T ∗Sn as a symplectic submanifold of T ∗Rn+1, via
T ∗Sn = {(ξ, η) ∈ T ∗Rn+1| ∥ξ∥2 = 1, ⟨ξ, η⟩ = 0}.

Let N = (1, 0, . . . , 0) ∈ Sn be the north pole. To go from T ∗Sn\T ∗
NS

n to T ∗Rn we use the
stereographic projection, given by

x⃗ = ξ⃗

1− ξ0

y⃗ = η0ξ⃗ + (1− ξ0)η⃗.
(4.3)

To go from T ∗Rn to T ∗Sn\T ∗
NS

n, we use the inverse given by

ξ0 = ∥x⃗∥
2 − 1

∥x⃗∥2 + 1

ξ⃗ = 2x⃗
∥x⃗∥2 + 1

η0 = ⟨x⃗, y⃗⟩

η⃗ = ∥x⃗∥
2 + 1
2 y⃗ − ⟨x⃗, y⃗⟩x⃗.

(4.4)

These formulas imply the following identities
2

∥x⃗∥2 + 1 = 1− ξ0, ∥y⃗∥ = 2∥η∥
∥x⃗∥2 + 1 = (1− ξ0)∥η∥

which allows us to simplify the expression for K. Setting n = 3, we obtain a Hamiltonian
K̃ defined on T ∗S3, given by

K̃ =
( 1

1− ξ0
− (c+ 1/2)− 1

1− ξ0
⟨ξ⃗, A⃗(ξ, η)⟩+ 1

2∥A⃗(ξ, η)∥2 + V1(ξ, η)
)

(1− ξ0)∥η∥ − g

= ∥η∥
(

1− (1− ξ0)(c+ 1/2)− ⟨ξ⃗, A⃗(ξ, η)⟩+ (1− ξ0)
(1

2∥A⃗(ξ, η)∥2 + V1(ξ, η)
))
− g

Put

f(ξ, η) = 1 + (1− ξ0)
(
−(c+ 1/2) + 1

2∥A⃗(ξ, η)∥2 + V1(ξ, η)
)
− ⟨ξ⃗, A⃗(ξ, η)⟩

= 1 + (1− ξ0)b(ξ, η) +M(ξ, η)
(4.5)



36 2. CELESTIAL MECHANICS

where
b(ξ, η) = −(c+ 1/2) + 1

2∥A⃗(ξ, η)∥2 + V1(ξ, η)

M(ξ, η) = −⟨ξ⃗, A⃗(ξ, η)⟩
Note that the collision locus corresponds to ξ0 = 1, i.e. the cotangent fiber over N . The
notation is supposed to suggest that (1− ξ0)b(ξ, η) vanishes on the collision locus and M is
associated with the magnetic term; it is not the full magnetic term, though. We then have
that

K̃ = ∥η∥f(ξ, η)− g.
To obtain a smooth Hamiltonian, we define the Hamiltonian

Q(ξ, η) := 1
2f(ξ, η)2∥η∥2.

The dynamics on the level set Q = 1
2g

2 are a reparametrization of the dynamics of K̃ = 0,
which in turn correspond to the dynamics of H = c.

Remark 4.1. We have chosen this form to stress that Q is a deformation of the Hamil-
tonian describing the geodesic flow on the round sphere, which is given by level sets of the
Hamiltonian

Q0 = 1
2∥η∥

2.

This is the dynamics that one obtains in the regularized Kepler problem (the two-body
problem; see below), corresponding to the Reeb dynamics of the contact form given by the
standard Liouville form.

4.2. Formula for the CR3BP. Since the CR3BP is our main interest, we now give
the explicit formula for this problem. By completing the squares, we obtain

H(q⃗, p⃗) = 1
2
(
(p1 + q2)2 + (p2 − q1)2 + p2

3

)
− µ

∥q⃗ − m⃗∥
− 1− µ
∥q⃗ − e⃗∥

− 1
2(q2

1 + q2
2).

This is then a Stark–Zeeman system with primitive
A⃗ = (q2,−q1, 0),

coupling constant g = µ, and potential

V1(q⃗) = − 1− µ
∥q⃗ − e⃗∥

− 1
2(q2

1 + q2
2), (4.6)

both of which satisfy Assumptions (A1) and (A2).
After a computation, we obtain

f(ξ, η) = 1 + (1− ξ0) (−(c+ 1/2) + ξ2η1 − ξ1η2)− ξ2µ−
µ(1− ξ0)

∥η⃗(1− ξ0) + ξ⃗η0 + m⃗− e⃗∥
, (4.7)

and we have
b(ξ, η) = −(c+ 1/2)− µ

∥η⃗(1− ξ0) + ξ⃗η0 + m⃗− e⃗∥
(4.8)

M(ξ, η) = (1− ξ0)(ξ2η1 − ξ1η2)− ξ2µ. (4.9)
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4.3. Levi-Civita regularization. We follow the exposition in [FvK]. Consider the
map

L : C2\(C× {0})→ T ∗C\C,

(u, v) 7→
(
u

v
, 2v2

)
,

where we view C ⊂ T ∗C as the zero section. Using C as a chart for S2 via the stereographic
projection along the north pole, this map extends to a map

L : C2\{0} → T ∗S2\S2,

which is a degree 2 cover. Writing (p, q) for coordinates on T ∗C = C×C (this is the opposite
to the standard convention, and comes from the Moser regularization), the Liouville form
on T ∗C is λ = q1dp1 + q2dp2, with associated Liouville vector field X = q1∂q1 + q2∂q2 . One
checks that

L∗λ = 2(v1du1 − u1dv1 + v2du2 − u2dv2),
whose derivative is the symplectic form

ω = dλ = 4(dv1 ∧ du1 + dv2 ∧ du2).
Note that λ and ω are different from the standard Liouville and symplectic forms (resp.)
on C2. However, the associated Liouville vector field defined via iV ω = λ coincides with
the standard Liouville vector field

V = 1
2(u1∂u1 + u2∂u2 + v1∂v1 + v2∂v2),

and we have L∗X = V . We conclude:

Lemma 4.2. A closed hypersurface Σ ⊂ T ∗S2 is fiber-wise star-shaped if and only if
L−1(Σ) ⊂ C2\{0} is star-shaped.

Note that Σ ∼= S∗S2 ∼= RP 3, and L−1(Σ) ∼= S3, and so L induces a two-fold cover
between these two hypersurfaces.

4.4. Kepler problem. We now work out the Moser and Levi-Civita regularizations
of the Kepler problem at energy −1

2 . Recall that its Hamiltonian is given by

E : T ∗(R2\{0})→ R,

E(q, p) = 1
2∥p∥

2 − 1
∥q∥

.

The result of Moser regularization is the Hamiltonian

K(p, q) = 1
2

(
∥q∥

(
E(−q, p) + 1

2

)
+ 1

)2
= 1

2

(1
2
(
∥p∥2 + 1

)
∥q∥

)2
.

This is the kinetic energy of the “momentum” q, with respect to the round metric, viewed
in the stereographic projection chart. It follows that its Hamiltonian flow is the round
geodesic flow. Moreover, we have

XK |E−1(−1/2)(p, q) = ∥q∥XE |E−1(−1/2)(−q, p),
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so that the Kepler flow is a reparametrization of the round geodesic flow.
To understand the Levi-Civita regularization, we consider the shifted Hamiltonian H =

E + 1
2 (which has the same Hamiltonian dynamics). After substituing variables via the

Levi-Civita map L, we obtain

H(u, v) = ∥u∥2

2∥v∥2 −
1

2∥v∥2 + 1
2 .

We then consider the Hamiltonian

Q(u, v) = ∥v∥2H(u, v) = 1
2(∥u∥2 + ∥v∥2 − 1).

The level setQ−1(0) = H−1(0) is the 3-sphere, and the Hamiltonian flow ofQ, a reparametriza-
tion of that of H, is the flow of two uncoupled harmonic oscillators. This is precisely the
Hopf flow. We summarize this discussion in the following.

Proposition 4.1. The Moser regularization of the Kepler problem is the geodesic flow
on S2. Its Levi-Civita regularization is the Hopf flow on S3, i.e. the double cover of the
geodesic flow on S2 (cf. Rk. 3.1).

5. The rotating Kepler problem (RKP)

The rotating Kepler problem (RKP) is the boundary case of the CR3BP corresponding
to µ = 0, i.e. there is no Moon anymore, and the Earth is now lying in the origin (but
the frame is still rotating). This is a completely integrable system, whose Hamiltonian is
explicitly given by

H : T ∗(R3\{0})→ R,

H = K + L,

where K(q, p) = ∥p∥2

2 is the kinetic energy, and L(q, p) = p1q2− p2q1 is the angular momen-
tum term. One easily checks that

{H,L} = {H,K} = {L,K} = 0,

and therefore the Hamiltonian flows are related via

ϕH
t = ϕK

t ◦ ϕL
t = ϕL

t ◦ ϕK
t .

In particular, K < 0 and T = T (K) = π
2(−K)3/2 is the period of a Kepler ellipse of energy

K (given by Kepler’s third law), then, unless it is a circle, a trajectory through (q, p) is
periodic for the RKP if and only if a resonance condition is satisfied, i.e.

T (K(q, p)) = k

l
2π,

for some coprime l, k ∈ Z. See [AFFvK13] for more details on periodic orbits in the RKP.
The remaining integral for H, besides K and L, is the last component of the Laplace–
Runge–Lenz vector, see [FvK].
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The Moser regularization of the RKP has the expression

Q(ξ, η) = 1
2f(ξ, η)2∥η∥2,

where
f(ξ, η) = 1 + (1− ξ0)(−c− 1/2 + ξ2η1 − ξ1η2),

is obtained from Equation (4.7) by putting µ = 0.

6. Hill’s lunar problem

Hill’s lunar problem [H77] is a limit case of the CR3BP where the first primary is much
larger than the second one, the second primary has is much larger than the satellite, and
the satellite moves very close to the second primary. The Hamiltonian describing the spatial
problem is

H : T ∗(R3\{0})→ R

H(q.p) = ∥p∥
2

2 − 1
∥q∥

+ q1p2 − q2p1 − q2
1 + 1

2q
2
2 + 1

2q
2
3.

The planar problem is obtained by setting q3 = p3 = 0. We refer to [FvK] for a derivation of
the Hamiltonian in the planar case, and to [BFvK], for the spatial case. Roughly speaking,
the Hill lunar problem is “very close” to the RKP, as the quadratic terms in the Hamiltonian
may be suitably understood as a perturbation.

6.1. Symmetries of Hill’s lunar problem. We now present the results of [Ay23],
which completely characterizes the linear symmetries of the lunar problem.

The planar problem is invariant under the the two commuting linear anti-symplectic
involutions

ρ1 : T ∗R2 → T ∗R2, (q, p) 7→ (q1,−q2,−p1, p2),

ρ2 : T ∗R2 → T ∗R2, (q, p) 7→ (−q1, q2, p1,−p2),
satisfying ρ1 ◦ ρ1 = ρ1 ◦ ρ2 = −id (symplectic), and so generating the Klein group

Σ2 = ⟨ρ1, ρ2⟩ = Z2 ⊕ Z2.

Note that ρ1, ρ2 are respectively the physical transformations induced by reflection along
the q2-axis and q1-axis. For the planar problem, we have the following.

Theorem 6.1 (Aydin [Ay23], planar problem). The group of linear involutions which
are symplectic or anti-symplectic symmetries of the planar Hill lunar problem is precisely
Σ2 = Z2 ⊕ Z2.

The spatial problem is invariant under the symplectic involution

σ : T ∗R3 → T ∗R3,

(q1, q2, q3, p1, p2, p3) 7→ (q1, q2,−q3, p1, p2,−p3),
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which is induced by reflection along the ecliptic {q3 = 0}. The planar problem is then the
restriction of the spatial problem to the (symplectic) fixed-point locus

Fix(σ) = {q3 = p3 = 0}.
Further linear symplectic symmetries are −σ and ±id, where −σ is induced by a rotation
around the q3-axis by π. We also have four anti-symplectic involutions

ρ1(q, p) = (q1,−q2, q3,−p1, p2,−p3) induced by reflection at the q1q3-plane
ρ2(q, p) = (−q1, q2, q3, p1,−p2,−p3) induced by reflection at the q2q3-plane
ρ1(q, p) = (q1,−q2,−q3,−p1, p2, p3) induced by rotation around the q1-axis by π
ρ2(q, p) = (−q1, q2,−q3, p1,−p2, p3) induced by rotation around the q2-axis by π

Moreover, we have
ρ1|Fix(σ) = ρ1|Fix(σ) and ρ2|Fix(σ) = ρ2|Fix(σ)

coincide with the ρ1, ρ2 for the planar problem, respectively. These eight symmetries form
a group

{±id,±σ, ρ1, ρ2, ρ1, ρ2} = ⟨ρ1, ρ2, σ⟩ ∼= Z2 ⊕ Z2 ⊕ Z2 = Σ3.

For the spatial problem, we have the following.

Theorem 6.2 (Aydin [Ay23], spatial problem). The group of linear involutions which
are symplectic or anti-symplectic symmetries of the spatial Hill lunar problem is precisely
Σ3 = Z2 ⊕ Z2 ⊕ Z3.



CHAPTER 3

Open books and dynamics

The contents of this chapter lie at the intersection of topology and dynamics. The main
character is the notion of open book decompositions, which is purely topological. The way
in which it interacts with dynamics is encapsulated in the notion of a global hypersurface
of section, which is a higher-dimensional version of the more classical notion of a global
surface of section due to Poincaré. The emphasis is on examples, in particular those which
arise in mechanics. We will include three digressions aimed at illustrating the use of open
books in modern contact and symplectic topology.

1. Open book decompositions

We have the following fundamental notion from smooth topology.

Definition 1.1 (Open book decomposition). Let M be a closed manifold. A (con-
crete) open book decomposition on M is a fibration π : M\B → S1, where B ⊂ M is
a closed, codimension-2 submanifold with trivial normal bundle. We further assume that
π(b, r, θ) = θ along some collar neighbourhood B × D2 ⊂ M , where (r, θ) are polar coordi-
nates on the disk factor.

Note that collar neighbourhoods of B exist, since they are trivializations of its normal
bundle. B is called the binding, and the closure of the fibers Pθ = π−1(θ) are called the
pages, which satisfy ∂Pθ = B for every θ. We usually denote a concrete open book by the
pair (π,B). See Figure 1.

The above concrete notion also admits an abstract version, as follows. Given the data
of a typical page P (a manifold with boundary B), and a diffeomorphism φ : P → P with
φ = id in a neighbourhood of B, we can abstractly construct a manifold

M := OB(P,φ) := B × D2⋃
∂

Pφ,

where Pφ = P × [0, 1]\(x, 0) ∼ (φ(x), 1) is the associated mapping torus. By gluing the
obvious fibration Pφ → S1 with the angular map (b, r, θ) 7→ θ defined on B × D2, we see
that this abstract notion recovers the concrete one. Reciprocally, every concrete open book
can also be recast in abstract terms, where the choices are unique up to isotopy. However,
while the two notions are equivalent from a topological perspective, it is important to make
distinctions between the abstract and the concrete versions for instance when studying
dynamical systems adapted to the open books (as we shall do below), since dynamics is of
course very sensitive to isotopies.

41
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S1

P

B

Figure 1. A neighbourhood of the binding look precisely like the pages of
an open book, whose front cover has been glued to its back cover via some
gluing map (the monodromy).

Example 1.2.
• (Trivial open book) Since the relative mapping class group of D2 is trivial, the

only possible monodromy for an open book with disk-like pages is S3 = OB(D2,1).
Viewing S3 = {(z1, z2) ∈ C2 : |z1|2 + |z2|2 = 1}, let B = {z1 = 0} ⊂ S3 be the
binding (the unknot). The concrete version is e.g. π : S3\B → S1, π(z1, z2) = z1

|z1| .
See Figure 2.
• (Stabilized version) We also have S3 = OB(D∗S1, τ), where τ is the positive

Dehn twist along the zero section S1 of the annulus D∗S1. A concrete version is
π : S3\L → S1, π(z1, z2) = z1z2

|z1z2| , where L = {z1z2 = 0} is the Hopf link. This
is the positive stabilization of the trivial open book, an operation which does not
change the manifold (see below). See Figure 2.
• (Milnor fibrations) More generally, let f : C2 → C be a polynomial which

vanishes at the origin, and has no singularity in S3 except perhaps the origin.
Then πf : S3\Bf → S1, πf (z1, z2) = f(z1,z2)

|f(z1,z2)| , Bf = {f(z1, z2) = 0} ∩ S3, is an
open book for S3, called the Milnor fibration of the hypersurface singularity (0, 0).
The link Bf is the link of the singularity, and the binding of the open book, whereas
the page is called the Milnor fibre. If f has no critical point at (0, 0), then Bf is
necessarily the unknot.
• (A trivial product) We have S1×S2 = OB(D∗S1,1). This can be easily seen by

removing the north and south poles of S2 (whose S1-fibers become the binding),
and projecting the resulting manifold D∗S1 × S1 to the second factor.
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S3

glue

glue

glue glue

glue glue

Figure 2. The disk-like pages of the trivial open book in S3 (above) are
obtained by gluing two foliations on two solid tori; similarly for its stabilized
version (below), whose pages are annuli. Here we use the genus 1 Heegaard
splitting for S3.

• (Some lens spaces) We have RP 3 = OB(D∗S1, τ2), as follows from taking the
quotient of the stabilized open book in S3 via the double cover S3 → RP 3. More
generally, for p ≥ 1, we have L(p, p− 1) = OB(D∗S1, τp), and for p ≤ 0, L(p, 1) =
OB(D∗S1, τp). Here, L(p, q) = S3/Zp, is the lens space, where the generator
ζ = e

2πi
p ∈ Zp acts via ζ · (z1, z2) = (ζ.z1, ζ

q.z2). For p = 0, 1, 2, we recover the
above examples.

In general, we have the following important result from smooth topology, which says
that the open book construction achieves all closed, odd-dimensional manifolds:

Theorem 1.1 (Alexander (dim = 3), Winkelnkemper (simply-connected, dim ≥ 7),
Lawson (dim ≥ 7), Quinn (dim ≥ 5)). If M is closed and odd-dimensional, then M admits
an open book decomposition.

1.1. Open books in contact topology. So far, we have discussed open books in
terms of smooth topology. We now tie it with contact geometry, via the fundamental work
of Emmanuel Giroux, which basically shows that contact manifolds can be studied from a
purely topological perspective. One therefore usually speaks of the field contact topology,
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when the object of study is the contact manifold itself (as opposed e.g. to a Reeb dynamical
system on the contact manifold).

If M is oriented and endowed with an open book decomposition, then the natural
orientation on the circle induces an orientation on the pages, which in turn induce the
boundary orientation on the binding. The fundamental notion is the following.

Definition 1.3 (Giroux). Let (M, ξ) be an oriented contact manifold, and (π,B) an
open book decomposition on M . Then ξ is supported by the open book if one can find a
positive contact form α for ξ (called a Giroux form) such that:

(1) αB := α|B is a positive contact form for B;
(2) dα|P is a positive symplectic form on the interior of every page P .

Here, the a priori orientations on binding and pages are the ones described above. Also,
by a positive contact form, we mean a contact form α on M2n−1 such that the orientation
induced by the volume form α ∧ dαn−1 coincides with the given orientation on M .

The above conditions are equivalent to:
(1)’ Rα|B is tangent to B;
(2)’ Rα is positively transverse to the interior of every page.
In the above situation, (B, ξB = kerαB) is a codimension-2 contact submanifold, i.e.

ξB = ξ|B.

Theorem 1.2 (Giroux [Gir02]). Every open book decomposition supports a unique iso-
topy class of contact structures. Any contact structure admits a supporting open book de-
composition with Weinstein page.

Here, two contact structures are isotopic if they can be joined by a smooth path ξt

of contact structures. An important result in contact geometry is Gray’s stability, which
says that isotopic contact structures are contactomorphic, i.e. there exists a diffeomorphism
which carries one to the other. One may further assume that the pages in the above theorem
are Stein manifolds, as discussed above (which are in particular Weinstein, i.e. the Liouville
vector field is pseudo-gradient for a Morse function). One may unequivocally use OB(P,φ)
to denote the unique isotopy class of contact structures that this open book supports; we
write OB(P,φ) = (M, ξ).

Giroux’s original result is actually much stronger in dimension 3, since it moreover states
that the supporting open book is unique up to a suitable notion of positive stabilization,
which can be thought of as two cancelling surgeries which therefore smoothly do not change
the ambient manifold. In arbitrary dimension, this procedure consists of choosing a regular
Lagrangian n-disk D inside the 2n-dimensional page P with Legendrian boundary in ∂P ,
attaching an n-handle H along the attaching sphere Sn−1 ∼= ∂D ⊂ ∂P , and considering the
Lagrangian sphere S ∼= Sn obtained by gluing D with the core of H. One then replaces
the monodromy φ with φ ◦ τS , where τS is the right-handed Dehn–Seidel twist along S
(an exact symplectomorphism defined by Arnold in dimension 4 in [A95] and extended by
Seidel to higher-dimensions –see e.g. [Sei00]–, and which is a generalization of the classical
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Dehn twist on the annulus). In abstract notation:

OB(P,φ)⇝ OB(P ∪H,φ ◦ τS).

The handle attachent on the page can be seen as an index n surgery on M2n+1, whereas
composing with the monodromy adds a cancelling index n+ 1 surgery, so that OB(P,φ) ∼=
OB(P ∪H,φ ◦ τS). Note that if P is a surface then D is simply a properly embedded arc
in P , and τS is the right-handed Dehn twist along the loop S.

Theorem 1.3 (Giroux’s correspondence [Gir02]). If dim(M) = 3, there is a 1:1 cor-
respondence

{contact structures}
/

isotopy←→ {open books}
/

positive stabilization

This bijection is why one talks about Giroux’s correspondence, which reduces the topo-
logical study of contact manifolds to the topological study of open books. Let us emphasize
that in the above result only the contact structure is fixed, and the contact form (and
hence the dynamics) is auxiliary; Giroux’s result is not dynamical, but rather topologi-
cal/geometrical.

The analogous general uniqueness statement in higher-dimensions has only very recently
been established, based on the very recent developments in higher-dimensional convex hy-
persurface theory as initiated by Honda–Huang [HH]:

Theorem 1.4 (Breen–Honda–Huang [BHH]). Any two supporting Weinstein open book
decompositions are stably equivalent.

Here, two Weinstein open book decompositions are stably equivalent if they are related
by a sequence of positive stabilizations and destabilizations, conjugations of the monodromy,
and Weinstein homotopies (where the homotopies allow for the appearance of Morse, birth-
death, and swallowtail type critical points; see [BHH]). The above result is the last missing
piece which allows us to talk about Giroux’s correspondence in arbitrary dimensions.

2. Global hypersurfaces of section

From a dynamical point of view, one wishes to adapt the underlying topology to the
given dynamics, rather than vice-versa. We therefore make the following.

Definition 2.1. Given a flow φt : M → M of an autonomous vector field on an
odd-dimensional closed oriented manifold M carrying a concrete open book decomposition
(π,B), we say that the open book is adapted to the dynamics if:

• B is φt-invariant;
• φt is positively transverse to the interior of each page;
• for each x ∈ M\B and P a page, then the orbit of x intersects the interior of P

in the future, and in the past, i.e. there exists τ+(x) > 0 and τ−(x) < 0 such that
φτ±(x)(x) ∈ int(P ).
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Note that the third condition actually follows from the second one, since we require it
for every page and these foliate the complement of B. If φt is a Reeb flow, then the above
is equivalent to asking that the (given) contact form is a Giroux form for the (auxiliary)
open book. It follows from the definition, that each page is a global hypersurface of section,
defined as follows:

Definition 2.2. (Global hypersurface of section) A global hypersurface of section for
an autonomous flow φt on a manifold M is a codimension-1 submanifold P ⊂ M , whose
boundary (if non-empty) is flow-invariant, whose interior is transverse to the flow, and such
that the orbit of every point in M\∂P intersects the interior of P in the future and past.

2.1. Poincaré return map. Given a global hypersurface of section P for a flow φt,
this induces a Poincaré return map, defined as

f : int(P )→ int(P ), f(x) = φτ(x)(x),
where τ(x) = min{t > 0 : φt(x) ∈ int(P )}. This is clearly a diffeomorphism. And, by
construction, periodic points of f (i.e. points p for which fk(p) = p for some k ≥ 1) are
in 1:1 correspondence with closed spatial orbits (those which are not fully contained in the
binding).

Moreover, in the case of a Reeb dynamics we have:

Proposition 2.1. If φt is the Reeb flow of a contact form α, and P is a global hy-
persurface of section with induced return map f , then ω = dα|P = dλ, with λ = α|P , is a
symplectic form on int(P ), and

f : (int(P ), ω)→ (int(P ), ω)
is a symplectomorphism, i.e. f∗ω = ω.

In fact, f is an exact symplectomorphism, which means that f∗λ = λ + dτ for some
smooth function τ (i.e. the return time). Differentiating this equation, we obtain f∗ω = ω.
In dimension 2, a symplectic form is just an area form, and so the above proposition simply
says that the return map is area-preserving.

The proof is quite simple: ω is symplectic precisely because the Reeb vector field, which
spans the kernel of dα, is transverse to the interior of P (note, however, that it is degenerate
at ∂P ). For x ∈ int(P ), v ∈ TxP , we have

dxf(v) = dxτ(v)Rα(f(x)) + dxφτ(x)(v).
Using that φt satisfies φ∗

tα = α, we obtain
(f∗λ)x(v) = αf(x)(dxf(v))

= dxτ(v) + (φ∗
τ(x)α)x(v)

= dxτ(v) + λx(v).
(2.10)

Therefore
f∗λ = dτ + λ, (2.11)

which proves the proposition.
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Remark 2.3. In general, the return map might not necessarily extend to the boundary,
and indeed there are many examples on which this doesn’t hold; this is a delicate issue
which usually relies on analyzing the linearized flow equation along the normal direction to
the boundary.

Remark 2.4 (Monodromy ̸= return map). We wish to emphasize the often puzzling fact
that the monodromy of an open book should not be confused with the return map of some
adapted Reeb flow. First of all, the return map (a dynamical object encoding the dynamics)
is a map, while the monodromy (a topological object encoding the underlying manifold) is
strictly speaking an isotopy class of maps relative boundary. Moreover, the return map, as
opposed to the monodromy, might not necessarily be the identity near or at the boundary
(and in most interesting cases it is not). Even more crucially, while the monodromy can
be made to preserve a symplectic form on the page (with infinite volume), this is different
from that preserved by the return map, which has finite volume and degenerates at the
boundary. The two forms are related in that the former is a completion of a truncation of
the latter, however; see App. B in [MvK20a] for details.

Let us discuss two simple but important examples of open books supporting a Reeb
dynamics.

Example 2.5. Let us discuss two important but simple examples of open books sup-
porting a Reeb dynamics.

• (Hopf flow) The trivial open book on S3, as well as its stabilized version, are
both adapted to the Hopf flow. The return map is the identity in both cases.

• (Ellipsoids) More generally, the trivial and stabilized open books on S3 are
adapted to the Reeb dynamics of every ellipsoid E(a, b). In the trivial case, the
return map on each page is the rotation by angle 2π a

b ; and in the stabilized case, we
get a map of the annulus which rotates the two boundary components in the same
direction (i.e. it is not a twist map, and therefore the classical Poincaré–Birkhoff
theorem does not apply).

3. Open books in mechanics

We now discuss open books that naturally arise in classical mechanical systems, includ-
ing the CR3BP.

3.1. Geodesic flow on S∗Sn, and the geodesic open book. We write

T ∗Sn =
{

(ξ, η) ∈ T ∗Rn+1 = Rn+1 ⊕ Rn+1 : ∥ξ∥ = 1, ⟨ξ, η⟩ = 0
}
.

The Hamiltonian for the geodesic flow is Q = 1
2∥η∥

2|T ∗Sn with Hamiltonian vector field

XQ = η · ∂ξ − ξ · ∂η.
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Sn-1

SnS*Sn

   Higher-dimensional 
Birkhoff "annulus"≅ D*S
      (the 0-page)  

n-1
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Dn-1

   The θ-page  
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Dn-1
sin(θ)
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Figure 3. The geodesic open book for S∗Sn.

This is the Reeb vector field of the standard Liouville form λstd on the energy hypersurface
Σ = Q−1(1

2) = S∗Sn. We have the invariant set

B := {(ξ0, . . . , ξn; η0, . . . , ηn) ∈ Σ | ξn = ηn = 0} = S∗Sn−1.

Define the circle-valued map

πg : Σ \B −→ S1, (ξ0, . . . , ξn; η0, . . . , ηn) 7−→ ηn + iξn

∥ηn + iξn∥
.

This is a concrete open book on S∗Sn, which we shall refer to as the geodesic open book.
The page ξn = 0 and ηn > 0, i.e. the fiber over 1 ∈ S1, corresponds to a higher-dimensional
version of the famous Birkhoff annulus (when n = 2), and is a copy of D∗Sn−1. Indeed, it
consists of those (co)-vectors whose basepoint lies in the equator, and which point upwards
to the upper-hemisphere. See Figure 3.

We then consider the angular form

ωg = dπg = ηndξn − ξndηn

ξ2
n + η2

n

.

We see that ωg(XQ) = 1 > 0, away from B. This means that (B, πg) is a supporting open
book for Σ and the pages of πg are global hypersurfaces of section for XQ. In fact, all of its
pages are obtained from the Birkhoff annulus by flowing with the geodesic flow. In terms
of the contact structure ξstd = kerλstd, this open book corresponds to the abstract open
book (S∗Sn, ξstd) = OB(D∗Sn−1, τ2) supporting ξstd. Here, τ : D∗Sn−1 → D∗Sn−1 is the
Dehn–Seidel twist. For n = 2, we re-obtain the open book RP 3 = S∗S2 = OB(D∗S1, τ2).

This is the abstract open book which will be relevant for the CR3BP; see Theorem 3.1
below.
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3.2. Double cover of S∗S2. We focus on n = 2, and consider

S∗S2 = {(ξ, η) ∈ T ∗R3 : ∥ξ∥ = ∥η∥ = 1, ⟨ξ, η⟩ = 0},

the unit cotangent bundle of S2, with canonical projection π0 : S∗S2 → S2, π0(ξ, η) = ξ. It
is easy to see that the map

Φ : S∗S2 → SO(3),

Φ(ξ, η) = (ξ, η, ξ × η),

is a diffeomorphism, where we view ξ, η as column vectors, and so S∗S2 ∼= SO(3) ∼= RP 3.
The projection π0 on SO(3) becomes π0(A) = A(e1), i.e. the first column of the matrix
A ∈ SO(3). We have π1(S∗S2) = Z2, generated by the S1-fiber. By definition, the double
cover of SO(3) is the Spin group Spin(3), which can be constructed as follows. Consider
the quaternions

H = {a+ bi+ cj + dk : a, b, c, d ∈ R},

with i2 = j2 = k2 = −1, ij = k, jk = i, ki = j. We identify S3 = Sp(1) := {q ∈ H : ∥q∥ =
1}, and R3 = Im(H) = ⟨i, j, k⟩ the set of purely imaginary quaternions. The conjugate of
q = a+ bi+ cj + dk is q = a− bi− cj − dk. We then define

p : S3 → SO(3),

p(q)(v) = qvq,

where v ∈ Im(H) = R3. We have ∥qvq∥ = ∥q∥2∥v∥ = ∥v∥, and p(q) is seen to preserve
orientation, so indeed p(q) ∈ SO(3). Clearly p(−q) = p(q), and the map p is in fact a
double cover, so that S3 = Spin(3).

Identifying i with e1, we have π0(p(q)) = p(q)(i) = qiq. A short computation gives

qiq = (a+ bi+ cj+ dk)∗i(a+ bi+ cj+ dk) = (a2 + b2− c2− d2)i+ 2(bc− ad)j+ 2(ac+ bd)k.

On the other hand, the Hopf map may be defined as the map

π : S3 → S2, π(z1, z2) = (|z1|2 − |z2|2, 2Rez1z2, 2Imz1z2),

where we view S3 = {(z1, z2) ∈ C2; |z1|2 + |z2|2 = 1} and S2 ⊂ R3. Writing q = a + bi +
cj + dk = z1 + z2j, i.e. z1 = a+ ib, z2 = c+ id, one can easily check that

(|z1|2 − |z2|2, 2Rez1z2, 2Imz1z2) = (a2 + b2 − c2 − d2, 2(bc− ad), 2(ac+ bd)).

We have proved the following.

Proposition 3.1. The Hopf fibration is the fiber-wise double cover of the canonical
projection π0, i.e. we have a commutative diagram
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S1 S1

S3 = Spin(3) SO(3) = S∗S2

S2 S2

z 7→z2

p

π π0

3.3. Magnetic flows and quaternionic symmetry. In this section, we expose the
beautiful construction of [AG18 ] (to which we refer the reader for further details here
omitted), relating the quaternions with Reeb flows on S3, as double covers of magnetic
flows on S∗S2.

On S2, consider an area form σ (the magnetic field), and the twisted symplectic form
ωσ, defined on T ∗S2 via

ωσ = ωstd − π∗
0σ,

where π0 : T ∗S2 → S2 is the natural projection. Fixing a metric g on S2, the Hamiltonian
flow of the kinetic Hamiltonian H(q, p) = ∥p∥2

2 , computed with respect to ωσ, is called the
magnetic flow of (g, σ). Note that σ = 0 corresponds to the geodesic flow of g. Physically,
the magnetic flow models the motion of a particle on S2 subject to a magnetic field (the
terminology comes from Maxwell’s equations, which can be recast in this language). From
now on, we fix σ to be the standard area form on S2, with total area 4π, and g the standard
metric with constant Gaussian curvature 1.

On S∗S2, we can choose a connection 1-form α satisfying dα = π∗σ, which is a contact
form (usually called a prequantization form). We identify T ∗S2\S2 with R+ × S∗S2, and
denoting by r ∈ R+ the radial coordinate, we have the associated symplectization form
d(rα). Consider the S1-family of symplectic forms

ωθ = cos θ d(rα) + sin θ d(rαstd), θ ∈ R/2πZ,

defined on R+ × S∗S2 = T ∗S2\S2, where d(rαstd) = ωstd. The Hamiltonian flow of the
kinetic Hamiltonian H, with respect to ωθ, and along r = 1, is easily seen to be the magnetic
flow of (g,− cot θ · σ) up to constant reparametrization. In particular, for θ = π/2 mod π,
we obtain the geodesic flow, whose orbits are great circles; for other values of θ the strength
of the magnetic field increases, and the orbits become circles of smaller radius with an
increasing left drift. For θ = 0 mod π, the circles become points and the flow rotates the
fibers of S∗S2, i.e. this is the magnetic flow with “infinite” magnetic field.

We now construct the double covers of these magnetic flows on S3, using the hyperkähler
structure on H = R4 = C2. We view S3 as the unit sphere in H. Every unit vector

c = c1i+ c2j + c2k ∈ S2 ⊂ R3
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may be viewed as a complex structure on H, i.e. c2 = −1. Denoting the radial coordinate
on R4 by r, we obtain an S2-family of contact forms on S3 given by

αc = −2dr ◦ c|T S2 , c ∈ S2.

The Reeb vector field of αc is Rc = 1
2c∂r. Note that αi is the standard contact form on S3,

whose Reeb orbits are the Hopf fibers.
We then consider the quaternionic action of S3 on itself, given by

la : S3 → S3

u 7→ au,

for a ∈ S3. Recall that we also have the action of S3 on S2 via the SO(3)-action of the
previous section, i.e. a · c = p(a)(c) = aca ∈ S2, for a ∈ S3, c ∈ S2, and p : S3 → SO(3)
the Spin group double cover. One checks directly that (la)∗αc = αaca = αa·c. In particular,
(la)∗αi = απ(a), where π is the Hopf fibration.

On the other hand, the stabilizer of i ∈ S2 under the S3-action is the circle
Stab(i) = {cos(φ) + i sin(φ) : φ ∈ S1} ∼= S1 ⊂ S3.

The action of an element in this subgroup on S3 then fixes αi, but reparametrizes its Reeb
orbits, i.e. rotates the Hopf fibers. We then consider an S1-subgroup {aθ} ⊂ S3 of unit
quaternions which are transverse to this stabilizer, intersecting it only at the identity, given
by

aθ = cos(θ/2) + k sin(θ/2), θ ∈ [0, π]
for which

π(aθ) = aθiaθ = i cos θ + j sin θ.
Define

αθ := απ(aθ) = cos θ αi + sin θ αj ,

with Reeb vector field Rθ := Rπ(aθ). One further checks that
αθ = p∗(cos θ α+ sin θ αstd),

and so
ω̃θ := dαθ = p∗ωθ|S∗S2

is the double cover of the twisted symplectic form ωθ along the unit cotangent bundle
(alternatively, we can also think of ω̃θ as being defined on R4\{0} = R+ × S3 as the
symplectization of αθ). We have obtained:

Theorem 3.1 ([AGZ18]). There are contact forms αi, αj and an S1-action on S3,
sending αi to contact forms αθ = cos θ αi + sin θ αj, θ ∈ S1, such that the Reeb flow of αθ

doubly covers the magnetic flow of ωθ.
Remark 3.1. Note that for θ = 0, corresponding to the infinite magnetic flow, this

reduces to the statement of Proposition 3.1. For θ = π/2, this says that we can lift the
geodesic flow on S2 to (a rotated version of) the Hopf flow. Of course, this statement
depends on choices; we could have arranged that the lift is precisely the Hopf flow by
changing our choice of coordinates.
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θ

θ/2

θ=0

θ=π

Figure 4. The binding of the magnetic open book pθ (in red), consisting
of two circles of latitude θ and π − θ, doubly covered by two Reeb orbits of
αθ. At θ = π the action of aπ maps the Hopf fiber over a point to the Hopf
fiber over its antipodal (cf. [AGZ18]).

3.4. The magnetic open book decompositions. We now tie the previous discus-
sion with open book decompositions. We have seen that the geodesic open book on S∗S2 is
constructed in such a way that it is adapted to the geodesic flow of the round metric. On
the other hand, by considering the action on S3 of the subgroup {aθ} ⊂ S3 of the previous
section, we obtain an S1-family {pθ : S3\aθ(L)→ S1} of open book decompositions on S3

(here, L is the Hopf link). These are respectively adapted to the Reeb dynamics of αθ,
and start from the stabilized open book p0 on S3 (adapted to αi by the example discussed
above); they are all just rotations of each other.

Note that Proposition 3.1, the push-forward of p0 under the Hopf map, i.e. p0 :=
π∗(p0) = p0 ◦ π−1 : S∗S2\B0 → S1 where B0 is the disjoint union of the unit cotangent
fibers over the north and south poles N,S in S2 (i.e. the image of the Hopf link under
π), is adapted to the infinite magnetic flow. The pages are cylinders obtained as follows:
S∗S2\B0 ∼= ((−1, 1)×S1)×S1 is a trivial bundle over S2\{N,S} ∼= (−1, 1)×S1 (the Euler
class of S∗S2 is −2), and p0 is the trivial fibration.

The push-forward pθ = π∗(pθ) : S∗S2\Bθ → S1 is then an open book decomposition
on S∗S2, which coincides with the geodesic open book at θ = π. The binding Bθ consists
of two magnetic geodesics for ωθ; see Figure 4. We call any element of the family {pθ}, a
magnetic open book decomposition.
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4. Digression: open books and Heegaard splittings

A 3-dimensional genus g (orientable) handlebody Hg is the 3-manifold with boundary
resulting by taking the boundary connected sum of g copies of the solid 2-torus S1 × D2

(here, we set H0 = B3 the 3-ball). Hg can also be obtained by attaching a sequence of g
1-handles to B3. Its boundary is Σg, the orientable surface of genus g. A Heegaard splitting
of genus g of a closed 3-manifold X is a decomposition

X = Hg

⋃
f

H ′
g,

where f : Σg = ∂Hg → Σg = ∂H ′
g is a homeomorphism of the boundary of two copies of Hg.

The surface Σg is called the splitting surface. Different choices of f in the mapping class
group of Σg give, in general, different 3-manifolds. In fact, it is a fundamental theorem of
3-dimensional topology that every closed 3-manifold admits a Heegaard splitting. We have
also touched upon another structural result for 3-manifolds: namely, that every closed 3-
manifold admits an open book decomposition. Let us then discuss how to induce a Heegaard
splitting from an open book.

Starting from a concrete open book decomposition M\B → S1 = R/Z of abstract type
M = OB(P,φ), we obtain a Heegaard splitting via

Hg = π−1([0, 1/2]) ∪B, H ′
g = π−1([1/2, 1]) ∪B,

where the splitting surface Σg = P0∪B P1/2 is the double of the page P0 = π−1(0), obtained
by gluing P0 to its “opposite” P1/2 = π−1(1/2). The gluing map f is simply given by φ on
P0, and the identity on P1/2. Stabilizing the open book translates into a stabilization of the
Heegaard splitting.

This shows that the Heegaard diagram thus induced is rather special, since the gluing
map is trivial on “half” of the splitting surface. In fact, not every Heegaard splitting arises
this way, as is easy to see (e.g. the lens spaces are precisely the 3-manifolds with Heegaard
splittings of genus 1, but only the lens spaces discussed in Example 1.2 arise from an open
book with annulus page, since its relative mapping class group is generated by the Dehn
twist).

5. Digression: open books and Lefschetz fibrations/pencils

We now explore some further interplay between symplectic and algebraic geometry.

Definition 5.1 (Lefschetz fibration). Let M be a compact, connected, oriented,
smooth 4-manifold with boundary. A Lefschetz fibration on M is a smooth map π : M → S,
where S is a compact, connected, oriented surface with boundary, such that each critical
point p of π lies in the interior of M and has a local complex coordinate chart (z1, z2) ∈ C2

centered at p (and compatible with the orientation of M), together with a local complex
coordinate z near π(p), such that π(z1, z2) = z2

1 + z2
2 in this chart.

In other words, each critical point has a local (complex) Morse chart, and is therefore
non-degenerate. We then have finitely many critical points due to compactness of M . One
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Figure 5. The Lefschetz fibration LF(P, τpτq) over D2.

may also (up to perturbation of π) assume that there is a single critical point on each
fiber of π. The regular fibers are connected oriented surfaces with boundary, whereas the
singular fibers are immersed oriented surfaces with a transverse self-intersection (or node).
This singularity is obtained from nearby fibers by pinching a closed curve (the vanishing
cycle) to a point. See Figure 5.

The boundary of a Lefschetz fibration splits into two pieces:
∂M = ∂hM ∪ ∂vM,

where
∂hM =

⋃
b∈S

∂π−1(b), ∂vM = π−1(∂S).

By construction, ∂hM is a circle fibration over S, and ∂vM is a surface fibration over ∂S.
If we focus on the case S = D2, the two-disk, denoting the regular fiber P and B = ∂P ,
we necessarily have that ∂hM is trivial as a fibration, and ∂vM is the mapping torus Pϕ of
some monodromy ϕ : P → P . Therefore

∂M = ∂hM ∪ ∂vM = B × D2⋃Pϕ = OB(P, ϕ).
Now, the monodromy ϕ is not arbitrary, since orientations here play a crucial role. While ev-
ery element in the symplectic mapping class group of a surface is a product of powers of Dehn
twists along some simple closed loops, it turns out that ϕ is necessarily a product of positive
powers of Dehn twists (once orientations are all fixed). In fact, ϕ =

∏
p∈crit(π) τp, where
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Figure 6. The local model for a Lefschetz singularity.

τp = τVp is the positive (or right-handed) Dehn twist along the corresponding vanishing
cycle Vp

∼= S1 ⊂ P . This can be algebraically encoded via the monodromy representation

ρ : π1(D2\critv(π))→ MCG(P, ∂P ),

where critv(π) = {x1, . . . , xn}, xi = π(pi), is the finite set of critical values of π. We have

π1(D2\{x1, . . . , xn}) = ⟨g∂ , g1, . . . , gn : g∂ =
n∏

i=1
gi⟩,

where gi is a small loop around xi and g∂ = ∂D2, and ρ is defined via ρ(gi) = τVpi
.

Reciprocally, a 4-dimensional Lefschetz fibration on M over D2 is abstractly determined
by the data of the regular fiber P (a surface with non-empty boundary) and a collection of
simple closed loops V1, . . . , Vn ⊂ P . This determines a monodromy ϕ =

∏n
i=1 τVi , a product

of positive Dehn twists along the vanishing cycles Vi. The recipe to construct M works
as follows: decompose P = D2⋃H1 ∪ · · · ∪ Hk into a handle decomposition with a single
0-handle D2 and a collection of 2-dimensional 1-handles H1, . . . ,Hk

∼= D1 ×D1. One starts
with the trivial Lefschetz fibration M0 = D2 × D2 → D2 with disk fiber; and then one
attaches (thickened) 4-dimensional 1-handles Hi ×D2 to M0 to obtain the trivial Lefschetz
fibration M1 = P × D2 → D2 with fiber P . In order to add the singularities, one attaches
one 4-dimensional 2-handle H = D2×D2 along Vi ⊂ P×{1} ⊂ ∂M1, viewed as the attaching
sphere Vi = S1×{0} ⊂ S1×D2 ⊂ ∂H. At each step of the 2-handle attachments, we obtain
a fibration with monodromy representation ρi extending ρi−1 and satisfying ρi(gi) = τVi ,
starting from the trivial representation ρ0 = 1 : π1(D2) = {1} → MCG(P, ∂P ). We denote
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the resulting manifold as M = LF(P, ϕ), for which we have a handle description with
handles of index 0, 1, 2.

Remark 5.2. The notation LF(P, ϕ), although simple, is a bit misleading: we need to
remember the factorization of ϕ, since different factorizations lead in general to different
smooth 4-manifolds. One should perhaps use LF(P ;V1, . . . , Vn) instead, although we hope
this will not lead to confusion.

Having said that, we summarize this discussion in the following.

Lemma 5.3 (Relationship between Lefschetz fibrations and open books). We
have

∂LF(P, ϕ) = OB(P, ϕ),
for ϕ =

∏n
i=1 τVi a product of positive Dehn twists along a collection of vanishing cycles

V1, . . . , Vn in P .

While so far this has been a discussion in the smooth category, one may upgrade this
to the symplectic/contact category. While we have seen that open books support contact
structures in the sense of Giroux, Lefschetz fibrations also support symplectic structures.
This is encoded in the following.

Definition 5.4 (Symplectic Lefschetz fibrations). An (exact) symplectic Lefschetz
fibration on an exact symplectic 4-manifold (M,ω = dλ) is a Lefschetz fibration π for which
the vertical and horizontal boundary are convex, and the fibers π−1(b) are symplectic with
respect to ω, also with convex boundary.

Here, convexity means that the Liouville vector field is outwards pointing. Note that,
by Stokes’s theorem and exactness of ω, a symplectic Lefschetz fibration cannot have con-
tractible vanishing cycles, since otherwise there would be a non-constant symplectic sphere
in a fiber. The description of Lefschetz fibrations in terms of handle attachments can also be
upgraded to the sympectic category via the notion of a Weinstein handle. After smoothing
out the corner ∂hM ∩∂vM , the boundary ∂M becomes contact-type via α = λ|∂M , and the
contact structure ξ = kerα is supported by the open book at the boundary. The contact
manifold (∂M, ξ) is said to be symplectically filled by (M,ω) (see the discussion below on
symplectic fillings of contact manifolds).

Since the space of symplectic forms on a two-manifold is convex and hence contractible,
one can show that, given the Lefschetz fibration LF(P, ϕ), an adapted symplectic form (i.e.
as in the definition above) exists and is unique up to symplectic deformation. Therefore,
similarly as in Giroux’s correspondence, one can talk about LF(P, ϕ) as a symplectomor-
phism class of symplectic manifolds, and use the short-hand notation LF(P, ϕ) = (M,ω).

Example 5.5. An example which is relevant for the spatial CR3BP is that of T ∗S2.
We consider the Brieskorn variety

Vϵ =

(z0, . . . , zn) ∈ Cn+1 :
n∑

j=0
z2

j = ϵ

 ,



5. DIGRESSION: OPEN BOOKS AND LEFSCHETZ FIBRATIONS/PENCILS 57

and the associated Brieskorn manifold Σϵ = Vϵ ∩ S2n+1. If ϵ = 0, V0 has an isolated
singularity at the origin, and Σ0 is called the link of the singularity. For ϵ ̸= 0, the domain
V cpt

ϵ = Vϵ ∩ B2n+2 is a smooth manifold, with boundary Σϵ
∼= Σ0; the manifold Vϵ also

inherits a symplectic form by restriction of ωstd on Cn+1. Similarly, Σϵ inherits a contact
form by restriction of the standard contact form αstd = i

∑
j zjdzj − zjdzj . In fact, Vϵ is a

Stein manifold, and V cpt
ϵ is a Stein filling of Σϵ; see the discussion on Stein manifolds above,

and fillings below.

A standard fact is the following.

Proposition 5.1. The map
(V1, ωstd)→ (T ∗Sn ⊂ T ∗Rn+1, ωcan), z = q + ip 7→ (∥q∥−1q, ∥q∥p)

is a symplectomorphism, which restricts to a contactomorphism
(Σ0, αstd)→ (S∗Sn ⊂ T ∗Rn+1, λcan).

The standard Lefschetz fibration on T ∗Sn can be obtained from the Brieskorn variety
model as

V1 → C, (z0, . . . , zn) 7→ z0.

This induces the geodesic open book on S∗Sn at the boundary, given by the same formula.

The above map induces the Lefschetz fibration T ∗S2 = LF(T ∗S1, τ2), where τ is the
Dehn twist along the vanishing cycle S1 ⊂ T ∗S1, the zero section. We conclude again that
S∗S2 = RP 3 = OB(D∗S1, τ2). See Figure 7.

To tie the above discussion with classical algebraic geometry, we introduce the following
notion (in the closed case):

Definition 5.6 (Lefschetz pencil). Let M be a closed, connected, oriented, smooth
4-manifold. A Lefschetz pencil on M is a Lefschetz fibration π : M\L→ CP 1, where L ⊂M
is a finite collection of points, such that near each base point p ∈ L there exists a complex
coordinate chart (z1, z2) in which π looks like the Hopf map π(z1, z2) = [z1 : z2].

Lefschetz pencils arise naturally in the study of projective varieties, and linear systems
of line bundles over them. The basic construction is the following. Consider two distinct
homogeneous polynomials F (x, y, z), G(x, y, z) of degree d in projective coordinates [x :
y : z] ∈ CP 2 (i.e. sections of the holomorphic line bundle O(d)), generic in the sense
that V (F ) = {F = 0} and V (G) = {G = 0} are smooth degree d curves, of genus g =
(d−1)(d−2)

2 by the genus-degree formula, and so that the base locus V (F ) ∩ V (G) = L

consists of a collection of d2 distinct points (by Bézout’s theorem). Consider the degree d
pencil {C[λ:µ]}[λ:µ]∈CP 1 , where

C[λ:µ] = V (λF + µG) ⊂ CP 2.

Through any point in CP 2\L, there is a unique C[λ:µ] which contains it. We then have a
Lefschetz pencil

π : CP 2\L→ CP 1,
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Figure 7. The anatomy of the standard Lefschetz fibration on D∗S2 =
LF(D∗S1, τ2), where τ is the Dehn twist along the zero section S1 ⊂ D∗S1.
In the picture above, we draw T ∗S2 with its (non-compact) fibers T ∗S1, and
the fibers on D∗S2 are obtained by projecting along the Liouville direction,
and so become D∗S1 (compact). These are drawn in the picture below.
The two critical points induce the monodromy τ2. We call the equators
transversed in both directions the direct/retrograde (circular) orbits, for
reasons that will become apparent. These are the asymptotics of the fibers
T ∗S1, or equivalently the boundary components of the compact versions
D∗S1.
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CP2

Figure 8. A cartoon of a pencil of cubics, where L consists of 9 points, and
each fiber has genus 1.

where π([x : y : z]) = [λ : µ] if C[λ:µ] is the unique degree d curve in the family passing
through [x : y : z].

By construction, every curve in the pencil meets at the d2 points in L. One can further
perform a complex blow-up along each of these points, by adding an exceptional divisor
(a copy of CP 1) of all possible incoming directions at a given point, and the result is a
Lefschetz fibration

BlLπ : BlLCP 2 → CP 1.

By construction, this Lefschetz fibration has plenty of spheres, i.e. the exceptional divisors,
which are sections of the fibration.

The above construction also extends to the case of closed 4-dimensional projective vari-
eties in some ambient projective space. Moreover, as we have already mentioned, projective
varieties are Kähler, and in particular symplectic. It is a very deep fact that the above
construction extends beyond the algebraic case to the general case of all closed symplectic
4-manifolds:

Theorem 5.1 (Donaldson [D99]). Any closed symplectic 4-manifold (M,ω) admits Lef-
schetz pencils with symplectic fibers. In fact, if [ω] ∈ H2(M ;Z) is integral, the fibers are
Poincaré dual to k[ω] for some sufficiently large k ≫ 0.
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The above implies that techniques from algebraic geometry can also be applied in the
symplectic category, and the interplay is very rich. From the above discussion, after blowing
up a finite number of points on the given closed symplectic 4-manifold (M,ω), we obtain a
Lefschetz fibration.

6. Digression: symplectic cobordisms and fillings

We have already seen the fundamental relationship between contact and symplectic
geometry. We now touch upon this a bit further.

Definition 6.1 (Symplectic cobordism). A (strong) symplectic cobordism from a
closed contact manifold (X−, ξ−) to a closed contact manifold (X+, ξ−) is a compact sym-
plectic manifold (M,ω) satisfying:

• ∂M = X+
⊔
X−;

• ω = dλ± is exact near X±, and the (local) Liouville vector field V± (defined via
iV±ω = λ±) is inwards pointing along X− and outwards pointing along X+;
• kerλ±|X± = ξ±.

If ω = dλ is globally exact and the Liouville vector field is outwards/inwards pointing
along X±, we say that (M,ω) is a Liouville cobordism. The boundary component X+ is
called convex or positive, and X−, concave or negative. Note that a symplectic cobordism
is directed; in general there might be such a cobordism from X− to X+ but not viceversa.
In fact, the relation (X−, ξ−) ⪯ (X+, ξ+) whenever there exists a symplectic cobordism as
above, is reflexive, transitive, but not symmetric. We remark that the opposite convention
on the choice of to and from are also used in the literature.

Definition 6.2 (Symplectic filling/Liouville domain). A (strong, Liouville) sym-
plectic filling of a contact manifold (X, ξ) is a (strong, Liouville) compact symplectic cobor-
dism from the empty set to (X, ξ). A Liouville filling is also called a Liouville domain.

The Liouville manifold associated to a Liouville domain (M,ω) is its Liouville comple-
tion, obtained by attaching a cylindrical end:

(M̂, ω̂ = dλ̂) = (M,ω = dλ)
⋃
∂M

([1,+∞)× ∂M, d(rα)),

where α = λ|∂M is the contact formm at the boundary. Liouville manifolds are therefore
“convex at infinity”.

It is a fundamental question of contact topology whether a contact manifold is fillable or
not, and, if so, how many fillings it admits (say, up to symplectomorphism, diffeomorphism,
homeomorphism, homotopy equivalence, s-cobordism, h-cobordism,...). Note that, given a
filling, one may choose to perform a symplectic blowup in the interior, which doesn’t change
the boundary but changes the symplectic manifold; in order to remove this trivial ambiguity
one usually considers symplectically aspherical fillings, i.e. symplectic manifolds (M,ω) for
which [ω]|π2(M) = 0 (this holds if e.g. ω is exact, as the case of a Liouville filling).
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For example, the standard sphere (S2n−1, ξstd) admits the unit ball (B2n, ωstd) as a Li-
ouville filling. A fundamental theorem of Gromov [Gro85] says that this is unique (strong,
symplectically aspherical=:ssa) filling up to symplectomorphism in dimension 4; this is
known up to diffeomorphism in higher dimensions by a result of Eliashberg–Floer–McDuff
[M91], but unknown up to symplectomorphism. This was generalized to the case of sub-
critically Stein fillable contact manifolds in [BGZ19]. Another example is a unit cotangent
bundle (S∗Q, ξstd), which admits the standard Liouville filling (D∗Q,ωstd). There are known
examples of manifolds Q with (S∗Q, ξstd) admitting only one ssa filling up to symplectomor-
phism (e.g. Q = T2, [Wen10]; if n ≥ 3 and Q = Tn, this also holds up to diffeomorphism
[BGM19; GKZ19]), but there are other examples with non-unique ssa fillings which are
not blowups of each other (e.g. Q = Sn, n ≥ 3 [Oba19]). See also [SVHM; LMY17;
LO18]. The literature on fillings is vast (especially in dimension 3) and this list is by all
means non-exhaustive.

Remark 6.3. There are also other notions of symplectic fillability: weak, Stein, Wein-
stein... which we will not touch upon. The set of contact manifolds admitting a filling of
every such type is related via the following inclusions:

{Stein} ⊂ {Weinstein} ⊂ {Liouville} ⊂ {strong} ⊂ {weak}.
The first inclusion is an equality by a deep result of Eliashberg [CE12]. All others are
strict inclusions, something that has been in known in dimension 3 for some time [Bow12;
Ghi05; Eli96], but has been fully settled in higher-dimensions only very recently [BGM19;
BCS; ZZ20; MNW13].

A very broad class for which very strong uniqueness results hold is the following. We
say that a contact 3-manifold (X, ξ) is planar if ξ is supported (in the sense of Giroux) by
an open book whose page has genus zero.

Theorem 6.1 (Wendl [Wen10]). Assume that (M,ω) is a strong symplectic filling of
a planar contact 3-manifold (X, ξ), and fix a supporting open book of genus zero pages, i.e.
M = OB(P, ϕ) with g(P ) = 0. Then (M,ω) is symplectomorphic to a (symplectic) blow-up
of the symplectic Lefschetz fibration LF(P, ϕ).

If we assume that the strong filling is minimal, in the sense that it doesn’t have symplec-
tic spheres of self-intersection −1 (i.e. exceptional divisors), such a filling is then uniquely
determined. It follows as a corollary, that a planar contact manifold is strongly fillable if
and only if every supporting planar open book has monodromy isotopic to a product of pos-
itive Dehn twists. This reduces the study of strong fillings of a planar contact 3-manifolds
to the study of factorizations of a given monodromy into product of positive Dehn twists,
a problem of geometric group theory in the mapping class group of a genus zero surface.

References. A good introductory textbook to contact topology is Geiges’ book [G08];
see also [G01] by the same author for a very nice survey on the history of contact geometry
and topology, including connections to the work of Sophus Lie on differential equations
(which gave rise to the contact condition), Huygens’ principle on optics, and the formulation
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of classical thermodynamics in terms of contact geometry. For an introduction to symplectic
topology, McDuff–Salamon [MS17] is a must-read. Anna Cannas da Silva [CdS01] is also
a very good source, touching on Kähler geometry as well as toric geometry, relevant for
the classical theory of integrable systems. For open books and Giroux’s correspondence in
dimension 3, Etnyre’s notes [E06] is a good place to learn. For open books in complex
singularity theory (i.e. Milnor fibrations), the classical book by Milnor [M68] is a gem. For
related reading on Brieskorn manifolds in contact topology, Lefschetz fibrations and further
material, Kwon–van Koert [KvK16] is a great survey. Another good source for symplectic
geometry in dimension 4, Lefschetz pencils, and its relationship to holomorphic curves and
rational/ruled surfaces, is Wendl’s recent book [Wen18].



CHAPTER 4

Contact geometry in the CR3BP

This chapter is devoted to the advent of the modern approach to the CR3BP, coming
from the tools of contact and symplectic geometry. We will discuss how open books arise in
the CR3BP, as well as the expected topological picture coming from iterating open books
in a suitable way. We will further focus our attention on the return map for the CR3BP,
and in particular give a very explicit study the return map in integrable case of the RKP.
We will finish with a digression addressing the technicality that the symplectic form always
degenerates at the boundary of a global hypersurface of section, a phenomenon which also
arises in the context of billiards.

1. Historical remarks

Before giving an overview of the new perspectives on the CR3BP coming from the
modern approach to contact geometry, let us revisit some aspects pertaining to the history
of the CR3BP. This section contains a historical account, from the Poincaré approach to
finding closed orbits in the three-body problem, to some current developments in symplectic
geometry. This is by all means non-exhaustive, and tilted towards the author’s interests
and biased understanding of the developments.

The perturbative philosophy. One of the most basic approaches that underlies
mathematics and physics is the perturbative approach. Basically, it means understanding
a simplified situation first, where everything can be explicitly understood, and attempt to
understand “nearby” situations by perturbing the parameters relevant to the problem in
question.

In the context of celestial/classical mechanics, this was precisely the approach of Poincaré.
The idea is to start with a limit case, which is completely integrable (i.e. an integrable sys-
tem), perturb it, and study what remained. Integrable systems, roughly speaking, are
those which allow enough symmetries so that the solutions to the equations of motion can
be “explicitly” solved for (however, quantitative questions need to allow sufficiently many
functions, e.g. special functions such as elliptic integrals). The solutions tend to admit de-
scriptions in terms of algebraic geometry. In the classical setting of celestial mechanics, if
phase-space is 2n-dimensional and the Hamiltonian H Poisson-commutes with other n− 1
Hamiltonians (which are therefore preserved under the Hamiltonian flow of H), the well-
known Arnold–Liouville theorem provides action-angle coordinates in which the symplectic
manifold is foliated by flow-invariant tori, along which the Hamiltonian flow is linear, with
varying slopes (the frequencies). In good situations, the generic tori are half-dimensional
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(and Lagrangian, i.e. the symplectic form vanishes along them), whereas there might also be
degenerate lower-dimensional tori. This is the natural realm of toric symplectic geometry,
dealing with symplectic manifolds which admit a Hamiltonian action of the torus, and the
study of the corresponding moment maps and their associated Delzant polytopes. There
is also a related theory in algebraic geometry, where the polytope is replaced with a fan.
However, in general (e.g. the Euler problem) we get only an Rn-action, which is unfortu-
nately beyond the scope of toric geometry. See [HSW99] for more connections between
the theory of integrable systems, and differential and algebraic geometry.

The study of what remains after a small perturbation of an integrable system is the
realm of KAM theory, as well as complementary weaker versions such as Aubry–Mather
theory. Roughly speaking, the original version of the KAM theorem (due to Kolmogorov–
Arnold–Moser) says that if one perturbs a “sufficiently irrational” Liouville torus, i.e. the
vector of frequencies of the action is very badly approximated by rational numbers (it is
diophantine) and moreover the Hessian with respect to action variables is non-degenerate,
then the Liouville tori survives to an invariant tori whose frequencies are close to the original
one, and hence is foliated by orbits which are quasi-periodic, in the sense that they are dense
in the tori and never close up. Aubry–Mather theory is meant to deal with the rest of the
tori, including resonant ones which are foliated by closed orbits and non-diophantine non-
resonant ones, as well as large deformations (as opposed to sufficiently small perturbations).
This theory provides invariant subsets which are usually Cantor-like, and obtained via
measure-theoretical means (they are the supports of invariant measures minimizing certain
action functionals).

The Poincaré–Birkhoff theorem, and the planar CR3BP. The problem of finding
closed orbits in the planar case of the CR3BP goes back to ground-breaking work in celestial
mechanics of Poincaré [P87; P12], building on work of G.W. Hill on the lunar problem
[H77; H78]. The basic scheme for his approach may be reduced to:

(1) Finding a global surface of section for the dynamics;
(2) Proving a fixed point theorem for the resulting first return map.

This is the setting for the celebrated Poincaré–Birkhoff theorem, proposed and confirmed
in special cases by Poincaré and later proved in full generality by Birkhoff in [Bi13]. The
statement can be summarized as: if f : A→ A is an area-preserving homeomorphism of the
annulus A = [−1, 1]× S1 that satisfies a twist condition at the boundary (i.e. it rotates the
two boundary components in opposite directions), then it admits infinitely many periodic
points of arbitrary large period. The fact that the area is preserved is a consequence of
Liouville’s theorem for Hamiltonian systems; we have basically used this in our proof of
Proposition 2.1.

The whole point of a global surface of section is to reduce a continuous flow on a
3-manifold to the discrete dynamics of a map on a 2-manifold, thus reducing by one the
degrees of freedom. It is perhaps fair to say, that this key (and beautiful) idea is responsible
for motivating the well-studied area of dynamics on surfaces, a huge industry in its own
right.
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The direct and retrograde orbits. The actual physical Moon is in direct motion
around the Earth (i.e. it rotates in the same direction around the Earth as the Earth
around the Sun). The opposite situation is a retrograde motion. In [H77; H78], while
attempting to model the motion of the Moon, Hill indeed finds both direct and retrograde
orbits. While still an idealized situation, such direct orbit is a reasonable approximation to
the actual orbit of the Moon, and Hill even goes further to find better approximations via
perturbation theory, something which deeply impressed Poincaré himself. Let us remark
that direct orbits are usually the more interesting to astronomers, since most moons are in
direct motion around their planet. Topologically, one may think of the retrograde/direct
Hill orbits as obtained from a Hopf link in S3, via the double cover to RP 3. This is the
binding of the open book RP 3 = OB(D∗S1, τ2), where τ is the positive Dehn twist along
S1 ⊂ D∗S1.

Brouwer’s and Frank’s theorem. In order to find the direct orbit away from the
lunar problem, Birkhoff had in mind finding a disk-like surface of section whose boundary
is precisely the retrograde orbit. The direct orbit would then be found via Brouwer’s
translation theorem: every area preserving homeomorphism of the open disk admits a fixed
point. Removing the fixed point, we obtain an area preserving homeomorphism of the open
annulus, which, via a theorem of Franks, admits either none or infinitely many periodic
points. All this combined, one has: an area preserving homeomorphism of an open disk
admits either one or infinitely many periodic points. Note that if the boundary is also an
orbit, we obtain 2 or infinitely many. If furthermore we have twist, the Poincaré–Birkohff
theorem provides infinitely many orbits. This is a classical heuristic for finding orbits that
has survived to this day in several guises, as we will see below. See Figure 1.

Perturbative results. As we have seen, we have RP 3 = OB(D∗S1, τ2) as smooth
manifolds, and one would hope that a concrete version of this open book is adapted to
the (Moser-regularized) planar dynamics, and that the return map is a Birkhoff twist map.
For c < H(L1) and µ ∼ 0 small, one can interpret from this perspective that Poincaré
[P12] proved this by perturbing the rotating Kepler problem (when µ = 0), which is an
integrable system for which the return map is a twist map. Of course, he never stated it in
these words. In the case where c≪ H(L1) is very negative and µ ∈ (0, 1) is arbitrary, this
was done by Conley [C63] (also perturbatively), who checked the twist condition and used
Poincaré–Birkhoff. In [M69], McGehee provides a disk-like global surface of section for the
rotating Kepler problem problem for c < H(L1), and computes the return map.

Non-perturbative results. More generally and non-perturbatively, the existence of
this adapted open book was obtained in [HSW19] for the case where (µ, c) lies in the
convexity range via holomorphic curve methods due to Hofer–Wysocki–Zehnder [HWZ98]
(see also [AFFHvK; AFFvK]). Here, the convexity range is the set of pairs (µ, c) of mass
ratio and Jacobi constant for which the dynamics of the Levi–Civita regularization of the
planar CR3BP is the dynamics at the boundary of a convex domain in R4 (induced by the
standard Liouville form); it is a non-perturbative set of parameters. This non-perturbative



66 4. CONTACT GEOMETRY IN THE CR3BP

�

�(�)

      disk-like 
surface of section

�

�(�)

   annulus-like 
surface of section

Brouwer's translation theorem

Poincare-Birkhoff 
     theorem

+

+

Periodic points=closed orbits

Figure 1. Obtaining closed orbits in the planar problem.

approach implies the use of modern techniques of symplectic and contact geometry, i.e.
holomorphic curves.

The search of closed geodesics: a very brief survey. After suitable regularization,
the round geodesic flow on S2 appears as an integrable limit case in the planar CR3BP, when
the Jacobi constant c converges to −∞. Poincaré was aware of this fact, which brought
him, near the end of his life, to study the geodesic flow of “near-integrable” metrics on S2,
i.e. perturbations of the round one. One may well argue that this was one of the starting
points of the very long and fruitful search of closed geodesics that ensued later throughout
the 20th century.

A basic argument for finding closed geodesics, sometimes attributed to Birkhoff, was
already present in work of Hadamard in 1898, who studied the case of surfaces with negative
curvature. This is a variational argument on the loop space, in the sense that closed
geodesics are viewed as loops which happen to be geodesics (as opposed to the dynamical
point of view, where a closed geodesic is a geodesic path which happens to close up).
It works as follows: on a compact manifold, one chooses a sequence of loops in a fixed
homotopy class whose length converges to the infinimum in such class, and appeals to the
Arzelà–Ascoli theorem. If the infimum is non-zero, this gives a non-trivial closed geodesic.
This argument works if the fundamental group is non-trivial; it gives a geodesic in each
non-trivial free homotopy class, and hence infinitely many if the genus is at least 1. This
leaves out the case of S2, for which it gives nothing. The program of finding geodesics for
general manifolds was picked up by Birkhoff in a more systematic way, who proved existence
of at least one geodesic for the case of all surfaces and certain higher-dimensional manifolds
including spheres. For the case where the infimum in the above variational argument is
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zero, Birkhoff introduced the famous minmax argument. For S2, this works as follows: take
the foliation of S2 minus the north and south poles, whose leaves are the circles given by the
parallels (think of the standard embedding, but where the metric is not the standard one).
Choose a curve shortening procedure for each non-trivial leaf (there are several, the simplest
one being replacing two nearby points on a loop by a geodesic arc; this is a tricky business,
however, since the resulting loop might have self-intersections). This gives a sequence of
foliations, and we may choose the loop with maximal length for each. These lengths are
bounded from below for topological reasons. Again by Arzelà–Ascoli, the limit of such
curves, being invariant under the shortening procedure, is a geodesic.

Before Birkhoff, Poincaré himself [P05] had the idea of obtaining a geodesic for the case
of S2 embedded in R3 as a convex surface S (with the induced metric), by considering the
shortest simple closed curve γ dividing S into two pieces of equal total Gaussian curvature.
A simple argument using Gauss–Bonnet shows that γ should be a geodesic. The full details
of this beautiful argument were carried out by Croke in 1982 [C82], who considered the
more general case of a convex hypersurface in Rn.

Poincaré further proposed that, also in the case of a convex S2 in R3, there should
be at least 3 closed geodesics with no self-intersections (i.e. simple). A short proof of this
was published by Lusternik–Schnirelmann in 1929 [LS29]. Their proof relied on two steps:
firstly, to consider the space of all simple circles (great and small) and a continuous curve-
shrinking procedure which keeps all such circles simple; and secondly, the fact that the
space of non-oriented round geodesics is a copy of RP 2 (it can be identified with the space
of planes in R3 through the origin), together with the fact that every Morse function on
RP 2 has at least 3 critical points. Unfortunately, there were gaps in both steps. These
were filled in by Ballmann in 1978 [B78], who also considered the case of arbitrary genus;
Gage–Hamilton and Grayson also developed the curvature flow (or curve-shortening flow),
which may be viewed as the gradient flow of the length functional. It has the property
that, if a smooth simple closed curve undergoes the curvature flow, it remains smoothly
embedded without self-intersections.

Existence of at least one geodesic for arbitrary closed Riemannian manifolds was fi-
nally proved by Lusternik–Fet in 1951-1952 [LF51; Fet53]. Their approach was based on
Morse theory; and indeed the problem of finding geodesics was the initial motivation for
Morse himself. Geodesics are the critical points of the energy functional on the loop space.
Moreover, the space LM of parametrized closed curves on M cannot be retracted into the
subspace L0M of homotopically trivial closed curves, and Lusternik–Schnirelmann theory
applies to give a critical point outside of L0M .

Even though the loop space of a manifold is infinite dimensional, if the manifold is
compact then the energy functional satisfies the compactness condition of Palais–Smale,
which in practice means that it behaves as a Morse function on a finite-dimensional manifold.
However, the main difficulty in this approach is that each geodesic can be iterated, and this
corresponds to distinct points in the loop space. Distinguishing two geometrically distinct
geodesics is a subtle, hard problem.
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So far, all the above methods provide only finitely many geodesics, so how about in-
finitely many? In this direction, another beautiful idea due to Birkhoff, for a Riemannian
S2, is that of an annulus global surface of section; we have of course seen this in previous
sections. One considers a closed geodesic γ (which Birkhoff proved to exist via the min-
max argument explained above), dividing the sphere in an upper and a lower hemishpere.
One then considers vectors along γ which point towards the upper hemisphere (this is an
annulus) as initial values of geodesics, starts shooting orbits along these vectors, and con-
siders the first return map. However, for this annulus to be a global surface of section, one
needs that no geodesic gets “trapped” in the upper hemisphere (this will be satisfied for
example when the Gaussian curvature is strictly positive). Moreover, one needs to further
check the twist condition at the boundary in order to apply the Poincaré–Birkhoff theorem.
Here, note that Birkhoff only stated the existence of at least two fixed points, but a simple
argument which Birkhoff seems to have overlooked was provided by Neumann [N77], thus
obtaining infinitely many periodic points (not related by iterations); this is the version of
the Poincaré–Birkhoff theorem we stated above. In the case where we do have a well-defined
Birkhoff map, what if the return map does not twist? This is where the theorem due to
Franks from 1992 [Fr92] that we mentioned above (which is a statement about the open
annulus), comes into play; he obtained infinitely many geodesics on S2 for this case. In the
case where the Birkhoff annulus is not a global section and so there is no return map, an
argument of Bangert from 1993 [Ban93] shows that, if geodesics get trapped, they need
to do so around a small “waist” (a “short” geodesic), or more formally, geodesics with no
conjugate points. Moreover, he shows that the existence of a waist forces the existence of
infinitely many geodesics. One key observation is that the Birkhoff return map sends a point
on the boundary (lying on a geodesic) to its second conjugate point along this geodesic,
and so some of the ideas where already present in Birkhoff’s work. This filled in the general
case, finally (after almost 90 years) obtaining the existence of infinitely many geodesics for
an arbitrary metric on S2. We further mention that in 1993 Nancy Hingston, building on
work of other people (see [Hi93] and references therein), also provided a full proof of a
quantitative estimate on the growth of the number of geodesics with respect to length; if
N(l) is the number of geodesics with length at most l then N(l) >∼ l/log(l), i.e. the same
growth rate as prime numbers.

One should further mention that Katok [K73] (see also Ziller’s account [Z83]) has fa-
mously constructed examples of non-reversible Finsler metrics on Sn,CPn with only finitely
many closed geodesics. For instance, the case of S2 can be described as the round geodesic
flow, but on a frame rotating along the z-axis with irrational angle of rotation (and the
metric is arbitrarily close to the round one); so that the only closed geodesics are the equa-
tor in both directions. This example shows that the general Finsler case is very different
from the Riemannian case, an hence the Z2-action which allows to reverse geodesics should
be used in a significant way in order to obtain infinitely many geodesics.

Another celebrated result in this story is that of Gromoll–Meyer 1969 [GM69]: if
the sequence of Betti numbers of the free loop space LM of M is unbounded, then M
admits infinitely many geodesics (for any metric). Morse had previously, in his 1932 book
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“Calculus of variations in the large” (although unfortunately with mistakes), computed the
homology of LM in the non-degenerate case. For this, one may use a spectral sequence
whose terms in the E1-page consists of the homology of the base (constant loops) and the
homology of each geodesic, endowed with a local coefficient system, and degree shifted by
the Morse index. Note that nondegeneracy is in the Morse–Bott sense, since we can always
reparametrize loops (which we consider unoriented) via the action of O(2) on S1, and so
we see one circle for each orientation in this homology group. Another ingredient is Bott’s
famous iteration formula for the index [B56], which implies that µ(γm) grows linearly with
m. When combined with the homology computation via the above Morse–Bott spectral
sequence, one sees that if the set of primitive geodesics is finite, then the Betti numbers
of LM are bounded, and hence the result by Gromoll–Meyer follows in the non-degenerate
case. The degenerate case, roughly speaking, is obtained by the fact that every degenerate
orbit is the limit of a finite number of non-degenerate ones, and contributes to the homology
in a bounded index window.

This leaves the question of when the sequence of Betti numbers of LM is unbounded.
In [VS76], Vigué-Poirrier–Sullivan show, via the above result and algebraic calculations,
that if M has finite fundamental group, then the Betti numbers of LM are unbounded
if and only if H∗(M ;Q) requires at least 2 generators as a ring. Ziller proves this holds
for symmetric spaces of rank > 1 [Z77]. This covers many cases, but it leaves out many
important ones e.g. Sn,RPn,CPn,HPn, CaP 2.

On the other hand, one can consider the case of a generic metric (or “bumpy”, i.e.
for which all geodesics are non-degenerate). For such a case, on any manifold with finite
fundamental group, Gromov has also shown the following quantitative estimate: there exist
constants a, b such that N(l) ≥ a

l

∑bl
i=1 bi(LM). Rademacher [R89] has shown the existence

of infinitely many geodesics for bumpy metrics on manifolds with finite fundamental group.
This result builds on work of Klingenberg–Takens [KT72], Klingenberg [K78], who reduced
to the case where all orbits are hyperbolic; and Hingston [Hi84], who covered the bumpy
case for Sn,RPn,CPn,HPn, CaP 2, under the hyperbolic-orbits-only assumption.

One therefore clearly sees that, while a “simpler” problem than finding closed orbits in
the three-body problem, finding infinitely many closed geodesics is significantly complicated.
This is a problem that has inspired enormous amounts of work, has spanned most of the 20th
century, and still is not known in the general case. Indeed, it is still an open question whether
any Riemannian metric on a given closed simply connected manifold admits infinitely many
closed geodesics. In particular, it is unknown for Sn, n ≥ 3, for a general metric.

Remarks on Floer theory, and modern symplectic geometry. As we have seen,
symplectic geometry is the geometry of classical mechanics, dealing with Hamiltonians and
their associated evolution equations, and in particular closed Hamiltonian orbits of period
1. In this context, Arnold [Ar65] proposed his famous conjecture on the minimal number
of such orbits for a non-degenerate Hamiltonian on a closed symplectic manifold M : there
should be at least as many as the sum of the Betti numbers of M . This is naturally related
to the classical Morse inequalities. It is notable that Arnold proposed this conjecture as a
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version of the Poincaré–Birkhoff theorem (here, note that the sum of Betti numbers of the
annulus is 2).

It was from this conjecture that one of the cornerstones of the modern methods of
symplectic geometry was introduced; namely, Floer theory. Together with the introduction
of holomorphic curves due to Gromov in 1985 [Gro85], these two developments form the
building bricks of the symplectician’s toolkit and daily musings.

The approach of Floer to the Arnold conjecture [F86; F88a; F88b; F89a; F89b; F89c]
is again based on the ideas of Morse theory. Indeed, one can view Hamiltonian orbits as
the critical points of a suitable action functional on the loop space, in such a way that flow-
lines correspond to cylinders satisfying an elliptic PDE (the Floer equation). One defines
a differential which counts these solutions, and the resulting homology theory is actually
isomorphic to the Morse homology of the underlying manifold, so that the Arnold conjec-
ture follows. Floer proved it under some technical assumptions, i.e. symplectic asphericity,
and the symplectic Calabi–Yau condition; these have been lifted after work of several au-
thors (Ono [O95], Hofer–Salamon [HS95], Liu–Tian [LT98], Fukaya–Ono [FO99],...), at
least for the case of rational coefficients. The technical details are very difficult, needing
the introduction of virtual techniques. While Abouzaid–Blumberg [AB21], amongst other
results, prove the Arnold conjecture with coefficients on every finite field by appealing to
stable homotopy theory, very recent work of Bai–Xu derived the Arnold conjecture over the
integers, by building global Kuranishi charts on the moduli spaces of Floer solutions.

As we have seen, a special case of closed Hamiltonian orbits is that of Reeb orbits in
a contact-type level set. Since every contact manifold is contact-type in some symplectic
manifold (i.e. its symplectization), one can view the problem of finding closed Reeb orbits
as an odd-dimensional version of the Hamiltonian problem. In this setting, an important
statement related to the Arnold conjecture is the Weinstein conjecture, which claims the
existence of at least one closed Reeb orbit for any contact form on a given contact manifold.
Recalling that geodesic flows are particular cases of Reeb flows, this includes the state-
ment that every Riemannian metric admits a closed geodesic (proved by Lusternik–Fet,
as mentioned above). In dimension three, it was established by Taubes [T07] (based on
Seiberg–Witten theory), thus culminating a large body of work by several people extending
over more than two decades. There are also further striking results in dimension 3, e.g.
Irie’s results on equidistribution of closed orbits in the generic case [I15; I18], or the “2
or infinitely many” dichotomy for torsion contact structures [CHP19]. This dichotomy
uses the combination of Brouwer and Frank’s theorem as discussed above as the fixed point
theorem, and Hutching’s embedded contact homology (ECH) to find the disk-like global
surface of section; and so fits in well with the basic two-step approach by Poincaré. Irie’s
results rely on the relationship between volume and ECH capacities as proved by Cristofaro-
Gardiner–Hutchings–Ramos [CGHR15]. In higher dimensions, though there are several
partial results (e.g. [AH; FHV90; HV89; HV92; V87]), the Weinstein conjecture is still
open.

While the Arnold conjecture is stated for closed symplectic manifolds, a natural class
of symplectic manifolds with non-empty boundary is that of Liouville domains. There is
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an associated Floer theory for such manifolds, which goes under the name of symplectic
homology. The first version of such theory was due to Floer–Hofer [FH94], and can be
traced to the Ekeland–Hofer capacities and their relation to early versions of S1-equivariant
symplectic homology1; see also section 5 in [H89] for an even previous and non-equivariant
version, called symplectology. There is also a version due to Viterbo [V99; V18] (see
also [CO18; BO09] for more recent versions), who showed that symplectic homology of a
cotangent bundle is the homology of the free loop space of the base, a bridge between the
classical story of finding geodesics, and the modern Floer-theoretic approach (see also [AS;
SW06]).

In the Liouville setting, as opposed to the closed setting, the difference is that the asso-
ciated Floer theory recovers not only the homology of the manifold, but also dynamical data
at the contact-type boundary (i.e. closed Reeb orbits). Of course, one of the motivations for
such a theory is the Weinstein conjecture, at least for those contact manifolds which bound
a Liouville domain (i.e. Liouville fillable ones). Heuristically, if the symplectic homology
is infinite-dimensional or zero, then there is at least one orbit at the boundary (since the
homology of the manifold is finite dimensional and non-zero, although, strictly speaking,
here we need consider the case of finite-type Liouville domains; see e.g. [O04] for a nice
survey, containing these and related ideas).

The Arnold conjecture is a statement about fixed points (or 1-periodic orbits) of Hamil-
tonian maps, and predicts a finite number of such. On the other hand, one could want to
estimate the number of periodic points (recall the same situation for the Poincaré–Birkhoff
theorem, whose original version predicted 2 fixed points, although one can also obtain in-
finitely many periodic points, as was observed after Birkhoff). The analogous statement for
Hamiltonian or Reeb flows is the Conley conjecture. Roughly speaking, for a “vast” col-
lection of closed symplectic manifolds, every Hamiltonian map has infinitely many simple
periodic orbits and, moreover, simple periodic orbits of unbounded minimal period when-
ever the fixed points are isolated. This was proved by Ginzburg for closed symplectically
aspherical symplectic manifolds in [Gi10] (see [GG15] and references therein, for a survey
and history of the problem; and [GG19] for what the author understands is the current
state of the art). One of the key inputs is a special class of critical points introduced by
Hingston, and later called symplectic degenerate maxima/minima (SDM) by Ginzburg. The
presence of an SDM forces the existence of infinitely many closed orbits (cf. [Hi93; Hi97]
for the case of geodesics on S2).

We conclude this section with the following (clearly debatable but rather convincing
from the above story) meta-mathematical claim: the three-body problem inspired large por-
tions of modern symplectic geometry. In all probability, it would also be fair to make the
same claim for most of the modern theory of dynamical systems.

1This was discussed at the opening lectures by Hofer and Floer in Fall 1988 at the symplectic program
at the MSRI Berkeley, although unfortunately is written nowhere. Hofer gave a lecture on capacities and the
S1-equivariant symplectic homology at a conference in Durham in 1989, whose proceedings are published in
[LMS89], and contains the non-equivariant part of the story. I thank Hofer for these clarifications.



72 4. CONTACT GEOMETRY IN THE CR3BP

Final remark on different approaches. Amongst the approaches that we have
discussed (by all means non-exhaustive) we point out that the advantage of KAM theory
(in the pertubative case), when compared to more abstract approaches via general fixed
point theorems, is that in favourable situations one can localize periodic (or quasi-periodic)
orbits in bounded regions of phase-space, and obtain better qualitative information on these.
This is, of course, much more complicated in non-perturbative situations, where rigorous
numerics is usually the preferred approach. See [FvK18] for examples of return maps on a
disk-like global surface of section, obtained numerically, for the planar problem.

More references. A nice basic introduction to the classical KAM theorem is e.g.
[W08]. Another very nice exposition on the basics behind Mather theory is e.g. [S15].
A beautiful and very detailed account on the three-body problem and Poincaré’s work
are the notes by Chenciner [Ch15]. A very recent and detailed survey on open questions
on geodesics, illustrating the vastness and richness of their search, is that of Burns and
Matveev [BM13]. I also based parts of the above brief survey on very nice lectures by
Nancy Hingston given at the summer school “Current Trends in Symplectic Topology”,
July 2019, at the Centre de recherches mathématiques, Université de Montréal, Canada;
where I happened to be in the audience. Of course, this is a classical story and there are
plenty of other sources; see e.g. Oancea’s much more detailed account [O14] and references
therein (as well as the appendix due to Hrynewicz on the story for S2), with a view towards
symplectic geometry.

2. The advent of contact topology in the CR3BP

The next result opens up the possibility of using modern techniques from contact and
symplectic geometry on the CR3BP (holomorphic curves, Floer theory,...).

Denote by ΣE
c and ΣM

c the bounded components of the Moser-regularized energy hy-
persurfaces for the spatial problem and c < H(L1), and let ΣE,M

c be the connected sum
bounded component, for c ∈ (H(L1), H(L2)). Similarly, use ΣE

P,c, ΣM
P,c and ΣE,M

P,c for the
case of the planar problem.

Theorem 2.1 ([AFvKP12] (planar problem), [CJK18] (spatial problem)). If c <
H(L1), the Moser-regularized energy hypersurfaces ΣE

c ,Σ
M
c ,ΣE

P,c,Σ
M
P,c are all contact-type.

The same holds for ΣE,M
c ,ΣE,M

P,c , if c ∈ (H(L1), H(L1) + ϵ) for sufficiently small ϵ > 0. As
contact manifolds, we have

ΣE
c
∼= ΣM

c
∼= (S∗S3, ξstd), if c < H(L1),

ΣE
P,c
∼= ΣM

P,c
∼= (S∗S2, ξstd), if c < H(L1),

and
ΣE,M

c
∼= (S∗S3, ξstd)#(S∗S3, ξstd), if c ∈ (H(L1), H(L1) + ϵ).

ΣE,M
P,c
∼= (S∗S2, ξstd)#(S∗S2, ξstd), if c ∈ (H(L1), H(L1) + ϵ).
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In all above cases, the planar problem is a codimension-2 contact submanifold of the spatial
problem. □

Recall that the above just means that there exists a Liouville vector field which is
transverse to the regularized level sets; in fact, this is just the fiber-wise Liouville vector
field q∂q. The regularized level sets, as contact manifolds, are standard and well-known, so
not very interesting from a geometrical perspective. However, their interest lies in the given
non-standard dynamics for the underlying standard geometry. The Hamiltonian dynamics
for the problem now becomes the Reeb dynamics, and the planar problem (from a dynamical
perspective rather than a geometric one) is actually invariant under the Reeb flow. We will
refer as the low-energy range to the interval (−∞, H(L1) + ϵ) of energies c for which the
above result holds.

Remark 2.1. The contact condition is in fact lost for sufficiently high Jacobi constant
c; see [N21].

Remark 2.2 (Weinstein handles). In the above statement, the connected sum is to
be interpreted in the contact category; this amounts to attaching a Weinstein 1-handle
to the disjoint union of two copies of (S∗S3, ξstd). Roughly speaking, this means remov-
ing two Darboux balls and identifying their boundaries via attaching a 1-handle, which is
endowed with the extra structure of a symplectic form which glues well to the symplec-
tization form of the standard contact form at the boundary of each ball. The result is a
Liouville/Weinstein cobordism having (S∗S3, ξstd)

⊔
(S∗S3, ξstd) at the negative end, and

(S∗S3, ξstd)#(S∗S3, ξstd) at the positive one. Note that here the terms positive/negative
are relevant: the Liouville vector field is outwards/inwards pointing at the corresponding
boundary components, respectively, and so these cobordisms are oriented. This is always
the local Morse-theoretical picture for a non-degenerate index 1 critical point of a Hamil-
tonian (as is the case of L1). To learn about Weinstein manifolds, see e.g. [CE12]; this
source also provides deep connections between this notion and that of Stein manifolds.

References. For a very detailed and well-exposed overview of contact geometry and
holomorphic curves in the planar case of the CR3BP, we refer to Frauenfelder–van Koert
[FvK18].

3. Open books in the spatial CR3BP

In this section, we present results of the author, in co-authorship with Otto van Koert
[MvKa20]. The main direction is to generalize the approach of Poincaré in the planar
problem (i.e. Steps (1) and (2) outlined above) to the spatial problem. In this section, we
will discuss a complete generalization of Step (1), while a possible approach to Step (2) is
discussed in Chapter 6, where a generalization of the classical Poincaré–Birkhoff theorem
is presented.

3.1. Step (1): Global hypersurfaces of section. We first state a structural result,
which provides the basic architecture and scaffolding for the problem.
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In the spatial CR3BP, fix a mass ratio µ ∈ [0, 1]. Denote a connected, bounded com-
ponent of the regularized energy level set with energy c, by Σc, which by Theorem 2.1 is
contact-type if c is in the low energy range. We also denote by ΣP

c ⊂ Σc the (codimension-2)
regularized planar problem.

By Giroux correspondence, we know there exist supporting open book decompositions
on Σc,Σ

P
c for such c in the low energy range. However, as we emphasized already, this

correspondence does not give adapted open books whenever the dynamics is fixed. The
content of the following result is that the given dynamics of the spatial CR3BP in the low-
energy range, and near the primaries, is given by a contact form which is a Giroux form for
some concrete open book.

Theorem 3.1 (Moreno–van Koert [MvK20a]). If c lies in the low-energy range, Σc is
of contact-type and admits a supporting open book decomposition for energies c < H(L1)
that is adapted to the dynamics. Furthermore, if µ < 1, then there is ϵ > 0 such that the
same holds for c ∈ (H(L1), H(L1) + ϵ). The open books have the following abstract form:

Σc
∼=
{

(S∗S3, ξstd) = OB(D∗S2, τ2), if c < H(L1)
(S∗S3, ξstd)#(S∗S3, ξstd) = OB(D∗S2♮D∗S2, τ2

1 ◦ τ2
2 ), if c ∈ (H(L1), H(L1) + ϵ), µ < 1.

In all cases, the binding is the planar problem

B = ΣP
c =

{
(S∗S2, ξstd), if c < H(L1)
(S∗S2, ξstd)#(S∗S2, ξstd), if c ∈ (H(L1), H(L1) + ϵ), µ < 1.

Here, D∗S2 is the unit cotangent bundle of the 2-sphere, τ is the positive Dehn–Seidel
twist along the Lagrangian zero section S2 ⊂ D∗S2, and D∗S2♮D∗S2 denotes the boundary
connected sum of two copies of D∗S2. The monodromy of the second open book is the
composition of the square of the positive Dehn–Seidel twists along both zero sections (they
commute). See Figure 2 for an abstract representation.

Remark 3.1. The following remarks are in order.
• (Reduction) The above result reduces the study of a continuous dynamics on a

5-dimensional manifold, to the study of the discrete dynamics of the return map
on a 4-manifold. Moreover, the topology of this section is completely understood,
and which is in a concrete sense the simplest possible topology, as the open book
may not be destabilized (recall that stabilization increases the complexity of the
page of the open book).
• (Non-perturbative) Theorem 3.1 holds for c in the whole low-energy range, and

therefore it is an inherently non-perturbative result. A heuristical reason is the
following. while in the planar case finding the invariant subset, i.e. the binding,
is non-trivial (the search for the direct and retrograde orbits indeed has a long
history), the invariant subset in the spatial case is immediately obvious; it is the
planar problem.
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�P

S1

2

3

(planar problem)

D*S

f

Hamiltonian flow

Figure 2. The open book for Σc, with c < H(L1), and the return map f .

• (Explicitness) The open book is explicit, i.e. it can be written down in coordi-
nates. This makes it, at least theoretically, amenable for numerical work.

The technique of proof does not rely on holomorphic curves, since one can directly
write down the open book explicitly; it is rather elementary, but the calculations are very
involved.

3.2. The basic idea. Theorem 3.1 is motivated by the following observation. We
consider a Stark–Zeemaan system satisfying Assumptions (A1) and (A2). In unregularized
(or physical) coordinates, we put

Bu := {(q⃗, p⃗) ∈ H−1(c) | q3 = p3 = 0},
the planar problem. Its normal bundle is trivial, and we have the following map to S1:

πu : H−1(c) \Bu −→ S1, (q⃗, p⃗) 7−→ q3 + ip3
∥q3 + ip3∥

. (3.12)

We will refer to this map as the physical open book. We consider the angular 1-form

dπu :=
Ωu

p

p2
3 + q2

3
,

where
Ωu

p = p3dq3 − q3dp3, (3.13)
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Figure 3. Theorem 3.1 admits a physical interpretation: away from colli-
sions, the orbits of the negligible mass point intersect the plane containing
the primaries transversely. This is intuitively clear from a physical perspec-
tive (and it follows from the fact that the planar problem is invariant), and
translates (after regularization) to the fact that the “pages” {q3 = 0, p3 > 0},
{q3 = 0, p3 < 0} of the “physical” open book are global hypersurfaces of
section outside of the collision locus. Unfortunately this does not extend
continuously to the latter, as explained in Figure 4. The binding is the pla-
nar problem.

is the unregularized numerator. We need to see whether dπu(XH) is non-negative, and
vanishes only along the planar problem.

From Equation (4.2), we have

dπu(XH) =
p2

3 + q2
3

(
g

∥q⃗∥3 + 1
q3

∂V1
∂q3

(q⃗)
)

p2
3 + q2

3
. (3.14)

Note that Assumption (A2) implies that ∂V1
∂q3

(q⃗) = aq3 + O(q2
3) near q3 = 0, and so

1
q3

∂V1
∂q3

(q⃗) is well-defined at q3 = 0. In order for the above expression to satisfy the required
non-negativity condition, we impose the following.

Assumptions. (A3) We assume that the function

F (q⃗) = g

∥q⃗∥3
+ 1
q3

∂V1
∂q3

(q⃗)

is everywhere positive.
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E

S

Figure 4. For the RKP, there exist (regularized) collision orbits which are
periodic and “bounce” vertically over a primary, always staying on the re-
gion q3 > 0 (or q3 < 0). We call them the polar orbits. This means that
the “pages” {q3 = 0, p3 > 0}, {q3 = 0, p3 < 0} are not transverse to the
regularized dynamics, as these orbits always stay on the same side of the
planar problem.

Note that it suffices that the second summand be non-negative.

Remark 3.2. In the CR3BP, from Equation (4.6), we obtain
∂V1
∂q3

(q⃗) = q3
1− µ
∥q⃗ − e⃗∥3

,

and therefore the corresponding expression in Equation (3.14) is non-negative, vanishing if
and only if p3 = q3 = 0.

The obvious problem of the above computation is that it a priori does not extend to the
collision locus, and indeed it cannot (see Figure 4). In fact, one needs to interpolate with
the geodesic open book described in Section 3.1, which is well-behaved near the collision
locus. This creates an interpolation region where fine estimates are needed, and this is the
main difficulty in the proof; we refer to [MvK20a] for the details.

3.3. Symmetries. Recall that the natural symmetry group of the CR3BP is given by
Z2 ⊕ Z2. There is a symplectic involution of (R6, dp ∧ dq) given by

r : R6 → R6,

r(q1, q2, q3, p1, p2, p3) = (q1, q2,−q3, p1, p2,−p3).
We also have the anti-symplectic involutions

ρ1, ρ2 : R6 → R6,

ρ1(q1, q2, q3, p1, p2, p3) = (q1,−q2,−q3,−p1, p2, p3),
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ρ2(q1, q2, q3, p1, p2, p3) = (q1,−q2, q3,−p1, p2,−p3),
satisfying the relations ρ1◦ρ2 = ρ2◦ρ1 = r, and so generating the abelian group {1, r, ρ1, ρ2} ∼=
Z2 ⊕ Z2.

After regularization, the symplectic involution admits the following intrinsic description.
Consider the smooth reflection R : S3 → S3 along the equatorial sphere S2 ⊂ S3. Then r
is the physical transformation it induces on T ∗S3, given by

r : T ∗S3 → T ∗S3

r(q, p) = (R(q), (d∗
qR)−1(p)).

This map preserves the unit cotangent bundle S∗S3. The maps ρ1, ρ2 also have regularized
versions. The following emphasizes the symmetries present in our setup.

Proposition 3.1 ([MvK20a]). Let c < H(L1), and consider the symplectic involution
r : S∗S3 → S∗S3. The open book decomposition on Σc = OB(D∗S2, τ2) is symmetric with
respect to r, in the sense that

r(Pθ) = Pθ+π, Fix(r) = B = ΣP
c .

Moreover, the anti-symplectic involutions preserve B and satisfy

ρ1(Pθ) = P−θ, ρ2(Pθ) = P−θ+π.

In particular, ρ1 preserves P0 and Pπ, whereas ρ2 preserves Pπ/2 and P−π/2.

In other words, the open book is compatible with all the symmetry group Z2 ⊕ Z2.

3.4. The return map. First, we recall a standard definition. We say that a symplec-
tomorphism f : (M,ω) → (M,ω) is Hamiltonian if f = ϕ1

K , where K : R ×M → R is
a smooth (time-dependent) Hamiltonian, and ϕt

K is the Hamiltonian isotopy it generates.
This is defined by ϕ0

K = id, d
dtϕ

t
K = XKt ◦ ϕt

K , and XHt is the Hamiltonian vector field of
Ht defined via iXHt

ω = dHt. Here we write Kt = K(t, ·).
In the spatial CR3BP, for c < H(L1), and after fixing a page P = π−1(1) of the

corresponding open book, Theorem 3.1 implies the existence of a Poincaré return map
f : int(P )→ int(P ). Moreover, as in Proposition 2.1, we can consider the 2-form ω obtained
by restriction to P of dα, where α is the contact form on Σc for the spatial problem, whose
restriction to the binding αP is the contact form for the planar problem. Recall that ω
is symplectic only along the interior of P . Moreover, we have a smooth identification
int(P ) ∼= int(D∗S2), giving a symplectomorphism G : int(P ) → int(D∗S2) on the interior
which extends smoothly to the boundary B, but its inverse G−1, although continuous at
B, is not differentiable along B since ω becomes degenerate there. After conjugating f
with G and considering ω̃ = G∗ω, we obtain a symplectomorphism f̃ := G ◦ f ◦ G−1 :
(int(D∗S2), ω̃) → (int(D∗S2), ω̃), where ω̃ is a Liouville filling of (B,αP ). In particular, ω̃
is non-degenerate at B. This phenomenon will be discussed in detail in Section 6, i.e. the
page of the open book is a degenerate Liouville domain, as defined there.
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 p=   ∞

D*S2

   A page  

S2

p=0 planar problemgeodesic flow

Figure 5. A page of the open book as a symplectic filling of the planar
problem, viewed as a fiber-wise star-shaped domain in T ∗S2. The geodesic
flow corresponds to the unit cotangent bundle.

Theorem 3.2 (Moreno–van Koert [MvK20a]). For every µ ∈ (0, 1], c < H(L1), the
associated Poincaré return map f extends smoothly to the boundary ∂P , and in the interior
it is an exact symplectomorphism

f = fc,µ : (int(P ), ω)→ (int(P ), ω),

where ω = dα (depending on c, µ). Moreover, f is Hamiltonian in the interior.
After conjugating with G, f̃ extends continuously to the boundary, is Hamiltonian in the

interior, and the Liouville completion of ω̃ is symplectomorphic to the standard symplectic
form ωstd on T ∗S2.

The fact that f is an exact symplectomorphism follows from Proposition 2.1. The fact
that f extends to the boundary is non-trivial, and relies on second order estimates near
the binding: it suffices to show that the Hamiltonian giving the spatial problem is positive
definite on the symplectic normal bundle to the binding. This nondegeneracy condition can
be interpreted as a convexity condition that plays the role, in this setup, of the notion of
dynamical convexity due to Hofer–Wysocki–Zehnder [HWZ98]. Note that if a continuous
extension exists, then by continuity it is unique.

The fact that f is Hamiltonian in the interior follows from:

(1) The monodromy of the open book is Hamiltonian (here, the Hamiltonian is allowed
to move the boundary);
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(2) The fact that the return map f is, under the above convexity assumption, always
symplectically isotopic to a representative of the monodromy (after correcting the
symplectic form), via a boundary-preserving isotopy;

(3) H1(P ;R) = 0, so that every symplectic isotopy is Hamiltonian.

4. Iterated picture

We now describe a richer topological picture for the regularized low energy level sets
in the CR3BP, in terms of iterated planar open books. We focus on the case c < H(L1).
Theorem 3.1 provides an open book for the spatial problem, which exists for all values
of µ, of the abstract form (S∗S3, ξstd) = OB(D∗S2, τ2). We have also already mentioned
the open book from [HSW19] for the planar problem, which exists for all values of the
convexity range, of abstract form (S∗S2, ξstd) = OB(D∗S1, τ2

P ) where τP is the Dehn twist
on the annulus (it is an open question whether the latter open book extends over the whole
low-energy range). While these open books are in some sense independent of each other,
they are also inter-related. The aim for this section is to describe precisely how they interact
with each other, and what is the expected topological picture (conjecturally for the whole
low energy range). Roughly speaking, under the presence of the spatial open book, the
presence of the planar open book forces an iterated structure, described as follows.

4.1. Iterated planar open books. Topologically and abstractly, the situation may
be understood as follows. The Stein manifold D∗S2 carries a Lefschetz fibration structure,
whose smooth fibers are the annuli D∗S1, and its monodromy is precisely τ2

P along the
vanishing cycle S1 ⊂ D∗S1 (the square of the standard Dehn twist τP ). We write D∗S2 =
LF(D∗S1, τ2

P ). By restricting this Lefschetz fibration to the boundary, we obtain the above
open book for RP 3 = OB(D∗S1, τ2

P ). The Lefschetz fibration on the pages D∗S2 gives
(S∗S3, ξstd) the structure of an iterated planar contact 5-manifold, which has been studied
in [Acu; AEO20; AM18]. To motivate its definition, we note the following result of
Giroux–Pardon.

Theorem 4.1 ([GP]). Up to deformation equivalence, every Weinstein domain W is
obtained by attaching critical Weinstein handles to a stabilization W0 × D2 of another We-
instein domain W0 (the fiber) along a collection of Lagrangian spheres.

In other words, every Weinstein domain admits a Weinstein Lefschetz fibration over
D2 with Weinstein fibers. Once we are given an exact symplectic Lefschetz fibration on a
Weinstein domain, one can further construct an exact symplectic Lefschetz fibration on the
codimension two Weinstein fiber, and iterate this process until the fiber is 4-dimensional.
This idea motivates the following.

Definition 4.1 ([Acu07]). An iterated planar Lefschetz fibration f : (W 2n, ω) → D2

on a 2n-dimensional Weinstein domain (W 2n, ω) is an exact symplectic Lefschetz fibration
satisfying the following properties:

(1) There exists a sequence of exact symplectic Lefschetz fibrations fi : (W 2i, ωi)→ D2

for i = 2, . . . , n with f = fn.
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(2) The total space (W 2i, ωi) of fi is a regular fiber of fi+1, for i = 2, . . . , n− 1.
(3) f2 : (W 4, ω2) → D2 is a planar Lefschetz fibration, i.e. the regular fiber of f2 is a

genus zero surface with nonempty boundary, which we denote by W 2.

If f : W → D2 is an iterated planar Lefschetz fibration, then the boundary of W inherits
an open book decomposition whose pages are diffeomorphic to the regular fibers of f . The
following definition is motivated by looking at the open book decomposition induced by the
boundary restriction of an iterated planar Lefschetz fibration.

Definition 4.2 ([Acu07]). An iterated planar (IP) open book decomposition of a con-
tact manifold (M, ξ) is an open book decomposition (M, ξ) = OB(W,φ) whose page W
admits an iterated planar Lefschetz fibration.

We can then give the main definition.

Definition 4.3 ([Acu07]). For any n > 1, an iterated planar (IP) contact manifold
(M, ξ) is a (2n+1)-dimensional contact manifold supported by an open book decomposition
whose Weinstein page admits an iterated planar Lefschetz fibration.

The relevant examples for the CR3BP are the contact manifolds (S∗Sn, ξstd) and their
connected sums. More generally, we have the following.

4.2. Examples: Ak-singularities. For n ≥ 2, the co-disk bundle D∗Sn admits an
iterated planar Lefschetz fibration where each regular fiber is D∗Sn−1, and the Lefschetz
fibration on D∗S2 is planar with fibers D∗S1 = [0, 1] × S1; see Proposition 5.1. This gives
an IP structure to the contact manifolds (S∗Sn, ξstd) = OB(D∗Sn−1, τ2), which appear in
the CR3BP.

More generally, consider the Ak-singularity given by

Ak = {(z1, . . . , zn) ∈ Cn | z2
1 + · · ·+ z2

n−1 + zk+1
n = 1} ⊂ (Cn, ωstd)

for n ≥ 3 and k ≥ 2. The Ak-singularity can be expressed as a plumbing of k copies of
D∗Sn−1. Moreover, the Lefschetz fibration on the Ak-singularity, defined by the projection
onto the last coordinate zn, is D∗Sn−1. This observation together with the existence of
an iterated planar Lefschetz fibration on D∗Sn−1 imply that the Ak-singularity admits an
iterated planar Lefschetz fibration.

Remark 4.4. We should remark that in [Acu07] (see also [AM]) the Weinstein con-
jecture is proven for all IP contact manifolds, i.e. every contact form admits a periodic
orbit. In particular, it follows from Theorem 2.1 that the CR3BP (in the low energy range
and near the primaries) always admits a periodic orbit. This, however, follows from an
older result of Hofer–Viterbo [HV89], who prove the Weinstein conjecture for contact-type
hypersurfaces in contangent bundles.

We finish by stating the following result, which follows directly from the above discus-
sion, and Theorem 3.1.
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Theorem 4.2 (IP open books on the spatial CR3BP). For c in the low energy
range and near the primaries, the Moser-regularized energy level set Σc has the structure of
an IP contact 5-manifold, endowed with a concrete supporting IP open book decomposition
adapted to the dynamics.

4.3. Iterating beyond the CR3BP. The iterated planar picture which arises in the
CR3BP can be of course be iterated indefinitely to higher dimensions, well beyond the
CR3BP, at least at the topological level. The full (abstract) iterated picture that becomes
apparent is summarized in the following diagram.

S1 = OB(D∗S0, τ0) S3 = OB(D∗S1, τ1) S5 = OB(D∗S2, τ2) S7 = OB(D∗S3, τ3) · · ·

S∗S1 = OB(D∗S0, τ2
0 ) S∗S2 = OB(D∗S1, τ2

1 ) S∗S3 = OB(D∗S2, τ2
2 ) S∗S4 = OB(D∗S3, τ2

3 ) · · ·

S1 S2 = CP 1 S3 S4 = HP 1 · · ·

2:1L

2:1

2:1
2:1 2:1

We now explain the diagram in more detail. The bottom horizontal arrows are inclusions
of equators, and the bottom vertical arrows are the natural projection maps S∗Sn → Sn.
The bottom squares clearly commute. The map τn : D∗Sn → D∗Sn is the Dehn-Seidel
twist, and L is the 2:1 cover induced by the Levi-Civita regularization. Recall the Brieskorn
variety

Vn =
{
z = (z0, . . . , zn) ∈ Cn+1 :

n∑
i=0

z2
i = 0

}
∼= T ∗Sn

and the corresponding Brieskorn manifold

Σn = Vn ∩ S2n+1 =
{
z = (z0, . . . , zn) ∈ Cn+1 :

n∑
i=0

z2
i = 0,

n∑
i=0
|zi|2 = 1

}
∼= S∗Sn.

We have the open book Σn = OB(D∗Sn−1, τ2
n−1) given by

πn : Σn\Σn−1 → S1

z = (z0, . . . , zn) 7→ zn

|zn|
,

with binding Σn−1 = Σn∩{zn = 0} ∼= S∗Sn−1. The middle horizontal arrows in the diagram
are then inclusions of bindings of these open books into the ambient manifold.

Denoting z = (z, zn) ∈ Cn × C, ξ = (ξ, ξn) ∈ Rn × R, η = (η, ηn) ∈ R × Rn, following
[Or69], we have a 2:1 branched cover

Φ : Σn → S2n−1 ⊂ Cn,

given by
z = (z, zn) 7→ z√

1− |zn|2
,
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branched along Σn−1 = Σn ∩ {zn = 0} = S∗Sn−1, the binding of πn. These 2:1 branched
covers are the top vertical arrows in the diagram, and the middle horizontal inclusions are
also the inclusions of the branching loci.

Moreover, the sphere S2n−1 = OB(D∗Sn−1, τn−1) =
{
(w1, . . . , wn) ∈ Cn :

∑n
i=1 |wi|2 = 1

}
comes with the Milnor open book

Πn : S2n−1\Σn−1 → S1

(w1, . . . , wn) 7→ w2
1 + · · ·+ w2

n

|w2
1 + · · ·+ w2

n|
,

with binding Σn−1 = S2n−1 ∩
{
w2

1 + · · ·+ w2
n = 0

}
and monodromy τn−1. Note that the

inclusion
in : S2n−1 ↪→ S2n+1

(w1, . . . , wn) 7→ (w1, . . . , wn, 0)
is compatible with the Milnor open books, i.e.

Πn = Πn+1 ◦ in,

and so in particular maps the binding Σn−1 ∼= S∗Sn−1 of Πn to the binding Σn
∼= S∗Sn of

Πn+1 via the natural inclusion. Moreover, the binding of πn is mapped by Φ to the binding
of Πn. This discussion implies the commutativity of the diagram (after removing the arrow
L).

All of the open books in the diagram are IP open books, supporting the correspond-
ing standard contact structures. Note moreover that the top horizontal arrows are also
inclusions of bindings of open books, namely the trivial open books

S2n+1\S2n−1 → S1

(w0, . . . , wn) 7→ wn

|wn|
,

of abstract type S2n+1 = OB(D2n, Id).
It would be interesting to investigate whether there are regularization schemes for Hamil-

tonian systems in arbitrary degrees of freedom which fit into the above iterated picture, with
explicit systems admitting adapted open books of the type described. A natural candidate is
the classical KS-regularization [KS], which is obtained from the Levi–Civita regularization
by replacing the complex numbers with the quaternions.

5. Return map for the RKP

The aim of this section is to explicitly study the return map for integrable limit case of
the CR3BP given by the RKP, corresponding to µ = 0. We will give a sketch of the proof
of the following result, following the exposition in Appendix A in [MvK20a].
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Theorem 5.1 ([MvK20a], Integrable case). In the RKP, for the low energy range and
near the primary, the return map preserves the annuli fibers of a concrete symplectic Lef-
schetz fibration of abstract type D∗S2 = LF(D∗S1, τ2

P ), where it acts as a classical integrable
twist map on regular fibers, and fixes the two (unique) nodal singularities on the singular
fibers. The boundary of each of the symplectic fibers coincides with the direct/retrograde
planar circular orbits (a Hopf link in RP 3).

The two fixed points are the north and south poles of the zero section S2, and correspond
to the two periodic collision orbits bouncing on the primary (one for each of the half-planes
q3 > 0, q3 < 0), which we call the polar orbits; see Figure 4. In order to prove this, we will
derive an explicit formula for the return map, as follows.

Recall that, in unregularized coordinates, the RKP is described by the Hamiltonian
H = K + L, where

K = 1
2∥p∥

2 − 1
∥q∥

, L = q1p2 − q2p1.

The regularized Hamiltonian is Q(ξ, η) = 1
2f

2(ξ, η)∥η∥2 where
f(ξ, η) = 1 + (1− ξ0)(−c− 1/2 + ξ2η1 − ξ1η2).

An explicit adapted open book for the low energy RKP is given by the geodesic open book

(ξ, η) 7−→ ξ3 + iη3
∥ξ3 + iη3∥

.

Indeed, we have the following.

Lemma 5.1. The geodesic open book is a supporting open book for the rotating Kepler
problem for c < −3/2.

Proof. Note that the pages of the geodesic open book, which is adapted to the Kepler
problem K, are also invariant under the Hamiltonian flow of L (which acts by rotation
along the (ξ0, η0)-axis inside a given page). Recall that ϕt

H = ϕt
K ◦ ϕt

L. While ϕt
L leaves the

pages invariant, the flow ϕt
K is transverse to them. This implies the claim. □

In order to study the return map, we consider the page

P =
{

(ξ; η) ∈ T ∗S3 : Q(ξ, η) = 1
2 , ξ3 = 0, η3 ≥ 0

}
,

which is the easiest to visualize (it is analogous to the 0-page in Figure 3).
The return time in unregularized coordinates is simply the minimal Kepler period for

the corresponding Kepler energy K (which is preserved under the flow of H). By Kepler’s
third law, this return time depends only K, and is given by

T = T (K) = π

2(−K)3/2 .

From ϕT
K = id, we obtain ϕT

H = ϕT
K ◦ ϕT

L = ϕT
L, and therefore the return mo is given by

R : P → P



5. RETURN MAP FOR THE RKP 85

R(q1, q2, q3; p1, p2, 0) =
(

Rot π

2(−K)3/2
(q1, q2), q3; Rot π

2(−K)3/2
(p1, p2), 0

)
,

where Rotϕ is the rotation by angle ϕ. This is generated by the Hamiltonian L restricted
to the global hypersurface of section (as the time T -map). To obtain an explicit formula
for a Hamiltonian generating R in time-1, using the relation K + L = c, we write

R = ϕXL

T (K) = ϕ
T (K)XL
1 = ϕ

T (c−L)XL
1 .

We see that there is a function g(L) such that R = ϕXg(L) , by noting that Xg(L) = g′(L)XL.
With g′(L) = π

2(L−c)3/2 , we can compute g(L) as

g(L) = −π (2(L− c))−1/2 .

We may now describe the return map in the Moser regularized coordinates, which is given
by

R : P → P

R(ξ0, ξ1, ξ2, 0; η0, η1, η2, η3) =
(
ξ0,RotT (c−L)(ξ1, ξ2), 0; η0,RotT (c−L)(η1, η2), η3

)
.

The Hamiltonian L is given in these coordinates by L = ξ2η1 − ξ1η2.
Now we can see that the two polar orbits are correspond to the fixed points x± =

(±1, 0, 0, 0; 0, 0, 0, η3) of the return map, where η3 > 0 is such that they lie on the level
set Q−1(1

2). The fixed point x− corresponds to the southern polar orbit; in unregularized
coordinates it is the point in the q3-axis that is maximally far from the origin. The fixed
point x+ corresponds to the northern polar orbit, and this fixed point corresponds to the
periodic collision point. This orbit and nearby periodic orbits for µ ≳ 0 were studied by
Belbruno in [B81].

We can now appeal to the fact from Proposition 5.1, i.e. that the Brieskorn model

V =
{

(z0, z1, z2) ∈ C3 : z2
0 + z2

1 + z2
2 = 1

}
for T ∗S3 admits the concrete Lefschetz fibration

π : V → C,

π(z0, z1, z2) = z0,

of abstract type LF(T ∗S1, τ2
P ). Pulling back to T ∗S2 via the symplectomorphism ψ of

Proposition 5.1, we obtain the Lefschetz fibration
Θ = π ◦ ψ−1 : T ∗S2 → C

Θ(ξ; η) =

√
1 +

√
1 + 4∥η∥2
2 ξ0 + i

√
2

1 +
√

1 + 4∥η∥2
η0.

Note that the return map preserves the expression defining the Lefschetz fibration, i.e.
Θ ◦R = Θ. (5.15)

This is not the end of the story, however, as the page P , while diffeomorphic to D∗S2, is
not symplectomorphic to T ∗S2. The symplectic form in its interior needs to be modified
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to make it symplectomorphic to T ∗S2, which can be done by a deformation in the η3
coordinate near the boundary; only after this modification does Equation 5.15 makes sense
on the interior of P . Moreover, the fibers of the resulting fibration are asymptotic to
the equator S1 ⊂ S2 transversed in both directions, and these orbits do not necessarily
agree with the direct/retrograde orbits (this holds only for the Kepler problem), as they lie
over circles in the upper hemisphere of S2 which are translates of the equator. A further
modification of the fibers of the Lefschetz fibration near their boundary is needed, to make
them asymptotic to these orbits, while keeping the fibers symplectic. We refer the reader
to Appendix B in [Mvk20a] for details.

The return map acts on the cylinder fibers by a rotation on each circle that makes them,
with angle T (c− L), which varies from circle to circle. The direct orbit is rotated with an
angle T (c− Ldir), while the retrograde, with an angle T (c− Lret), which point in opposite
directions. This is the staple of a classical integrable twist map, and finishes the sketch of
the proof.

6. Digression: degenerate Liouville domains and billiards

The discussion in Section 3.4 touches on a fundamental feature of return maps arising on
adapted open books, which is also a feature of billiards and their associated billiard maps.
Namely, the degeneration of the symplectic form at the boundary of a global hypersurface
of section. This can be fixed by a conjugation which is only continuous at the boundary,
as in Theorem 3.2. However, even if the return map extends smoothly to the boundary,
its conjugation will only extend continuously. In other words, either we choose ω to be
symplectic everywhere and the return map to be only C0 at the boundary, or we choose
the return map to extend smoothly, paying the price that ω degenerates at the boundary.
Getting around this fact is one of the main technical difficulties when trying to use methods
from Floer theory to bear into the setup. This situation can be captured by the following
definitions.

We now introduce the notion of a degenerate Liouville domain, which roughly speaking
is a Liouville domain away from the boundary, but the symplectic form degenerates at the
latter.

Definition 6.1. A degenerate Liouville domain is a pair (W,λ, αB) where:
• W is a smooth manifold with boundary B = ∂W ;
• αB is a contact form on B; and
• λ is a 1-form such that ω = dλ is symplectic in the interior int(W ), but degenerates

at the boundary B along a normal direction.
The last condition means that there is a collar neighbourhood C = [0, 1] × B ⊂ W of the
boundary, with collar coordinate r ∈ [0, 1] such that B = {r = 1}, along which λ = A(r)αB,
where A is a smooth function satisfying

• ∂rA > 0 for r < 1;
• ∂rA|r=1 ≡ 0;
• A|r=0 ≡ 1.
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The 1-form λ is a degenerate Liouville form.
We will say that λ is convex at the boundary if
• ∂2

rA|r=1 > 0.

Note that the notion of ideal Liouville domains due to Giroux [Gir20] is different from
the above. Indeed, in the ideal case, the Liouville form has a pole at the boundary, which
is not the case here. Moreover, while degenerate Liouville domains have finite symplectic
volume, ideal ones have infinite volume.

Sources of degenerate Liouville domains are pages of open book decompositions, and
domains of billiard maps, as follows.

6.1. Example: open books. Let (M, ξ = kerα) be a contact manifold where α is
adapted to an open book decomposition (B, θ) of abstract type M = OB(W,ϕ). Let ω = dλ
with λ = α|int(W ). Then ω|B is degenerate, as the Reeb vector field of α is tangent to B.
Moreover, [DGZ] provides a neighbourhood B × D2 ⊂M of the binding in which

α = A(αB + s2dθ),

where (s, θ) are polar coordinates, for a smooth positive function A satisfying A ≡ 1 along
s = 0 and ∂sA < 0 for s > 0. The contact condition also implies that A = A(s) only
depends on s, and the fact that Rα is tangent to B implies ∂sA|s=0 = 0. Then λ = A(s)αB,
and by changing coordinates to r = 1 − s, we see explicitly that (W,ω) is a degenerate
Liouville domain. The return map

f : (int(W ), ω)→ (int(W ), ω)

may not extend to the boundary, but it does whenever λ is convex at the boundary; see
[MvK20a].

6.2. Example: billiards. Let D ⊂ R2, D ∼= D2 be a planar and strictly convex
billiard table. Recall that the associated billiard is the dynamical system on S∗D = D×S1

which follows the straight line defined by the initial condition until it hits the boundary
of the table, then reflects according to the standard law from optics (i.e. that the angle of
incidence equals the angle of reflection), and continues as before. The associated Birkhoff
annulus

W ∼= [0, π]× S1 ∼= D∗S1

is the set of all unit vectors pointing inwards along ∂D, which can be parametrized by two
variables θ ∈ [0, π] and φ ∈ S1. W admits the two-form

ω = d(− cos(θ)dφ) = sin(θ)dθ ∧ dφ,

so that (W,ω) is a degenerate Liouville domain. The associated symplectic billiard map

f : (int(W ), ω)→ (int(W ), ω),

mapping a vector to the next vector along a billiard trajectory, extends smoothly to the
boundary as the identity, and preserves ω. In a different description where the 2-form is
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non-degenerate at the boundary, the billiard map is only continuous at the boundary; we
will present an intrinsic description below.

6.3. Degeneration and non-degeneration. We now make the trade-off we alluded
to more precise.

A degenerate Liouville domain (W,ω = dλ) can be turned into a Liouville domain
(W,ωQ = dλQ), which is unique up to Liouville isotopy, i.e. deformation of the Liouville
form. We will call (W,ωQ), the non-degeneration of (W,ω). Similarly, a Liouville domain
has an associated degeneration. More precisely:

Lemma 6.2. (Degeneration and non-degeneration) We have the following.
(1) (From degenerate to non-degenerate) Let (W,λ, αB) be a degenerate Liouville

domain. Then there exists a boundary-preserving homeomorphism Q : W → W
which is smooth in int(W ) and only continuous at B = ∂W , such that:
• (W,λQ = Q∗λ) is a Liouville domain with strict contact-type boundary (B,αB).

This Liouville domain is unique up to Liouville isotopy.
• Given a smooth map f : (W,λ, αB) → (W,λ, αB), then fQ = Q ◦ f ◦ Q−1 is

smooth in the interior, where it preserves ωQ, but only continuous at B.
(2) (From non-degenerate to degenerate) Let (W,λ) be a Liouville domain with

strict contact boundary (B,αB). Then, there exists a boundary-preserving homeo-
morphism S = Q−1 : W →W which is smooth but its inverse Q is as above, such
that (W,λS = S∗λ, αB) is a degenerate Liouville domain.

Here, S is called a squaring map, and Q is called a square root map. Both will simply
be reparametrizations in directions normal to the boundary. It follows that if f is generated
by Ht on the interior, fQ is generated by HQ

t = Ht ◦ Q on the interior, but the isotopy is
not-well defined at the boundary.

To put it simply, the trade-off expressed in Lemma 6.2 is that in general we can either
choose a coordinate description of the setup in which the 2-form is symplectic but the
map only continuous at the boundary, or alternatively where the 2-form degenerates at the
boundary but the map is smooth.

Proof of Lemma 6.2. Take a collar [0, 1] × B where λ = A(s)αB is as in Definition
6.1. We consider a map Q : W → W , which is the identity away from [0, 1]×B ⊂ W , and
on (0, 1]×B is of the form Q(s, b) = (φ(s), b) where φ solves the ODE

φ′(s) = − 1
∂sA(φ(s)) > 0, for s > 0,

which then has a smooth solution for s > 0. Integrating this equation, we see that
A(φ(s)) = 1− s,

for s > 0, by choosing the integration constant to be 1. By continuity, we see that this
equation has a unique solution satisfying φ(0) = 0, which is only continuous at s = 0.
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Then Q is a diffeomorphism in the interior of W , but it extends only continuously to the
boundary.

If we define λQ = Q∗λ, ωQ = Q∗ω = dλQ, then ωQ is a symplectic form satisfying
ωQ = d((1−s)αB). If we make the change of coordinates r = 1−s, we see that ωQ = d(rαB)
near B = {r = 1} = {s = 0}, and therefore (W,ωQ) is a Liouville domain with strict
contact-type boundary (B,αB). Note that the maps Q,Q−1 are given in the r-coordinate
as

Q(r, b) = (F (r), b) , Q−1(r, b) = (A(r), b),
where F (r) = 1− φ(1− r).

The only choice we made above consisted of the coordinates in which λ = A(s)αB. Any
other choice of such coordinates differs by a reparametrization in the s-direction, which
doesn’t change the Liouville isotopy class of the resulting domain. The statement about
self-maps is obvious.

For the converse, write λ = (1−s)αB where s = 1−r on [0, 1]×B. Let S : W →W which
is the identity away from [0, 1]× B ⊂ W , and on (0, 1]× B is of the form S(s, b) = (s2, b).
Then λS = S∗λ = (1− s2)αB defines a degenerate Liouville form. Note that to remove it,
the corresponding map Q is Q(s) =

√
s. This finishes the proof. □

6.4. Billiards as fiber-wise star-shaped domains. What follows is an intrinsic way
of thinking about the non-degeneration of the domain of billiard maps.

We consider the geodesic flow ϕt on TRn, given by ϕt(x, v) = (x + tv, v), which is the
Hamiltonian flow of H : TRn → R, H(x, v) = 1

2∥v∥
2. We can view H as a moment map of

the R-action on TRn given by t · (x, v) = ϕt(x, v). Therefore the symplectic quotient

Q = H−1(1/2)\R = SRn\R

inherits a symplectic structure ωred, defined by π∗ωred = ω|H−1(1/2), where π : H−1(1/2)→
Q is the quotient map, and ω = dx∧dv = d(x ·dv) is the standard symplectic form on TRn.
Note that Q is naturally identified with the set of oriented lines in Rn. Moreover, we have
the following.

Lemma 6.3. Q is exact symplectomorphic to T ∗Sn−1 with its standard Liouville form.

Proof. We may write

T ∗Sn−1 = {(q, p) ∈ Rn ⊕ Rn : |q| = 1, p · q = 0},

with Liouville form given by p · dq. Consider the map

F : Q→ T ∗Sn−1

l 7→ (q, p),
which maps an oriented line l to (q, p), where q is the unit vector which directs it, and p is
the unique vector through the origin which lies in l and is orthogonal to q, i.e. p is uniquely
determined by q · p = 0 and l = {t.q + p : t ∈ R}. The map F is clearly a diffeomorphism.
Note that in terms of the (x, v) coordinates, it is given by p = x and q = v, i.e. the roles of
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the coordinates are swapped. The Liouville form x · dv then corresponds to p · dq under F .
This finishes the proof. □

Now, consider a billiard table B ⊂ Rn, B ∼= Dn, with smooth convex boundary C =
∂B ∼= Sn−1. We assume without loss of generality that the origin lies in the interior of B.
Consider further the open subset UB ⊂ Q consisting of those oriented lines in Rn which
point inwards to B along C. Then UB inherits a symplectic from given by ωB = ωred|UB

.
Moreover, UB is naturally identified with a fiber-wise convex domain D ⊂ T ∗Sn−1, D ∼=

D∗Sn−1, under the diffeomorphism F in the proof of the above lemma. Indeed, if q is the
unit vector that directs an oriented line l, we consider the hyperplane Hq ⊂ Rn orthononal
to q, Hq

∼= Rn−1, which intersects B in a n−1-dimensional disk Dq = Hq∩B ∼= Dn−1. Then
Hq is identified with the cotangent fiber T ∗

q S
n−1 under F , and Dq ⊂ Hq is identified with

a convex disk by convexity of B; we may then define D as D =
⊔

q∈Sn−1 Dq, which we can
view as a fiber-wise convex domain in T ∗Sn−1. We further have that UB =

⊔
q∈Sn−1 UB,q,

where UB,q consists of those lines in UB directed by q, and so the identification UB
∼= D

follows by identifying UB,q with Dq.
Note that B is uniquely determined by D, and viceversa (as long as D is obtained

from a billiard table), and so a convex billiard table can be indeed thought of as a fiber-
wise convex domain in T ∗Sn−1, and in particular, as a Liouville domain (D,ωD). With
this identification, the associated billiard map, mapping a unit vector pointing inwards to
that corresponding to the next billiard segment, is then a map f : (D,ωD) → (D,ωD),
which extends continuously to the boundary as the identity. We see that this is then the
non-degenerate description of the setup, which is moreover intrinsic.

6.5. A simple example: the billiard on a ball. We consider the toy case of the
billiard map on a ball in Rn. As noted above, the billiard map is a map T : D∗Sn−1 →
D∗Sn−1, and we shall give explicit expressions. The following computations are due to Otto
van Koert.

Let us focus first in the case n = 2, i.e. a disk in the plane. The associated billiard map
is simply

f : D∗S1 → D∗S1

f(φ, θ) = (φ+ 2θ, θ)
preserving ω = sin(θ)dφ∧ dθ, and extending smoothly to the boundary. Note that this is a
Dehn twist, which is a completely integrable twist map. In order to show it is Hamiltonian
(in the interior), noting that it is generated by the vector field 2θ∂φ, we need to solve the
equation i2θ∂φω = 2θ sin(θ)dθ = dH, which is solved by the Hamiltonian

H(θ) = 2(−θ cos(θ) + sin(θ)),

i.e. f = ϕH
1 . Note that the Hamiltonian extends smoothly to the boundary. If we now

conjugate to the standard symplectic form (i.e. we perform the non-degeneration) ω0 =
dφ∧ dδ, this is achieved with the change of coordinates − cos(θ) = δ, i.e. θ = arccos(−δ) =
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π − arccos(δ) ∈ [−1, 1]. The billiard map in these new coordinates is then
T : D∗S1 → D∗S1

T (φ, δ) = (φ− 2arccos(δ), δ).
Recalling that arccos′(δ) = − 1√

1−δ2 , which explodes at δ = ±1, we clearly see that T is only
continuous at the boundary. The Hamiltonian generating T is

H̃(δ) = H(π − arccos(δ)) = 2(arccos(−δ)δ + sin(arccos(δ))),
whose derivative is ∂δH̃ = 2arccos(−δ), i.e. it is C1 a the boundary, but not C2.

For the higher-dimensional case, we can use the geodesic flow on the round sphere. The
billiard map T itself actually acts non-trivially on homology (for even n), as so it is not
Hamiltonian. However, the square τ = T 2 is Hamiltonian. Indeed, writing

D∗Sn−1 =
{

(q, p) ∈ Rn ⊕ R2 : |q| = 1, p · q = 0, |p| ≤ 1
}
,

we have
τ : D∗Sn−1 → D∗Sn−1,

τ(q, p) = ϕR
f(|p|)(q, p),

where R is the vector field generating the geodesic flow, and
f(r) = 2π − 4arccos(r).

The Hamiltonian generating τ is

H̃(q, p) = H̃(|p|) = (2π − 4arccos(|p|))|p|+ 4
√

1− |p|2,

which is smooth for |p| < 1, and C1 but not C2 on the boundary (its derivative is H̃ ′(|p|) =
2(π − 2arccos(|p|))).





CHAPTER 5

Floer homology

This chapter is intended as a rough overview of the different flavors of Floer homology
which arise in the study of the CR3BP. The treatment will err on the side of conciseness,
and we will usually treat the simplest cases in order to avoid unnecessary technicalities.
In particular, we will not provide proofs of the statements we will make, but refer to the
literature where appropriate.

1. The CZ-index

The aim of this section is to give a number of different ways to define the CZ-index,
which is part of the index theory of the symplectic group. This will not only be used in
the construction of Floer homology, but will be important later when discussing practical
aspects. In practical terms, the CZ-index helps understand which families of orbits connect
to which (as it stays constant if no bifurcation occurs, and jumps under bifurcation in a
prescribed way). We will give two definitions, the second one being more amenable for
numerical implementation, and provide useful formulas for low dimensional cases, which
are relevant for planar orbits in the CR3BP.

1.1. The Maslov index. Now we will define the Robbin–Salamon index, as well as
the CZ-index index, as a suitable intersection number with the Maslov cycle. We will follow
the exposition in [FvK], where we refer the reader to details here omitted.

We consider the Lagrangian Grassmannian Λ(n), the manifold consisting of all La-
grangian subspaces of Cn. It comes with an obvious transitive action of U(n) with stabilizer
O(n), which gives it the structure of a homogeneous space

Λ(n) = U(n)/O(n).
We then consider the map

ρ : U(n)/O(n)→ S1,

[A] 7→ detA2.

Then ρ is a fibre bundle with fiber SU(n)/SO(n), which is simply connected. The long exact
sequence of homotopy groups then implies that ρ induces an isomorphism of fundamental
groups, and therefore

π1(Λ(n)) ∼= Z.
If λ : S1 → Λ(n) is a loop of Lagrangian subspaces, then the Maslov index of λ is

µ(λ) = deg(ρ ◦ λ) ∈ Z,
93
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i.e. µ(λ) = [λ] ∈ π1(Λ(n)) = Z.
We now extend this notion to paths of Lagrangians. Given a basepoint L0 ∈ Λ(n), let

Λk(n) = {L ∈ Λ(n) : dim(L ∩ L0) = k},

for 0 ≤ k ≤ n. This gives a stratification

Λ(n) =
n⋃

k=0
Λk(n),

and the codimension of Λk(n) inside Λ(n) is

codim(Λk(n),Λ(n)) = k(k + 1)
2 .

See Proposition 10.2.1 in [FvK]. In particular, Λ1(n) is a codimension 1 submanifold of
Λ(n), with boundary

∂Λ1(n) =
n⋃

k=2
Λk(n)

having codimension at least 2 inside Λ1(n).
Now, one can identify the tangent space TLΛ(n) with

TLΛ(n) = S2(L),

the space of symmetric bilinear forms on L. Indeed, we can take coordinates R2n = Rn⊕iRn

such that L = Rn, and where the symplectic form is ω(v, w) = ⟨v1, w2⟩−⟨v2, w1⟩ with respect
to this splitting. If L′ is another Lagrangian with L ∩ L′ = {0}, then L′ is the graph of a
linear map S : L→ Rn, and the Lagrangian condition on L′ implies that S is symmetric:

0 = ω(x+ iSx, y + iSy) = ⟨x, Sy⟩ − ⟨y, Sx⟩.

Then the Lagrangian L′, viewed as a nearby Lagrangian to L, is identified with the quadratic
form QL′ given by S. This identification is independent of choices. Moreover, one can show
that the tangent space to Λk(n) is

TLΛk(n) = {L′ ∈ TLΛ(n) : QL′ |L0∩L = 0}.

See Lemma 10.2.4 in [FvK]. This allows to define a co-orientation of Λ1(n) inside Λ(n), by
defining L′ ∈ TLΛ(n)/TLΛ1(n) to be positive if QL′ |L0∩L is positive definite.

Given a smooth loop λ : S1 → Λ(n), by dimensional reasons, we can assume up to
perturbation that it intersects Λ1 along its interior, and transversely. Then we can define
its intersection number with Λ1 as

µ(λ) =
∑

t∈λ−1(Λ1)
ν(t),

where ν(t) = ±1 according to whether ∂tλ is positive in Tλ(t)Λ(n)/Tλ(t)Λ1(n) or not. This
is an equivalent definition of the Maslov index, see Theorem 10.2.6 in [FvK].
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1.2. The RS-index. We now define the Maslov index for paths, which is called the
RS-index, and is due to Robbin–Salamon [RS93].

Fix a basepoint L0 ∈ Λ(n). Given a smooth path λ : [0, 1]→ Λ(n) of Lagrangians, the
crossing form at t is defined as

C(λ, L0, t) := Qλ̇(t)|λ(t)∩L0 .

A crossing t ∈ [0, 1] is a point in λ−1
(⋃n

k=1 Λk(n)
)
, and it is regular if C(λ, L0, t) is non-

degenerate. Up to perturbation, all interior crossings t ∈ (0, 1) can be assumed regular, and
we can moreover assume λ(t) /∈ Λk(n) for k ≥ 2 (although the endpoints λ(0), λ(1) might
lie in higher codimension stratum Λk(n) with k ≥ 2). Then its RS-index is

µL0(λ) = 1
2sign C(λ, L0, 0) +

∑
t∈(0,1)

sign C(λ, L0, t) + 1
2sign C(λ, L0, 1) ∈ 1

2Z.

The RS-index satisfies the following properties.

• (Invariance) If two paths are homotopic relative endpoints, then they have the
same RS-index.
• (Concatenation) The RS-index of the concatenation of two paths is the sum of

their RS-indices.
• (Loop) The RS-index of a loop coincides with its Maslov index.

1.3. The CZ-index. We now define the CZ-index as a RS-index. Given a symplectic
vector space (V, ω), let Sp(V ) denote the space of linear maps A : V → V satisfying
A∗ω = ω. Then for A ∈ Sp(V ) the graph

ΓA = {(x,Ax);x ∈ V } ⊂ V ⊕ V
is a Lagrangian subspace of (V ⊕ V, ω ⊕−ω). In particular, the diagonal

∆ = Γid = {(x, x) : x ∈ V }
is Lagrangian.

Given a smooth path Φ : [0, 1]→ Sp(V ), we can consider the associated path of graphs
ΓΦ : [0, 1]→ Λ(V ⊕ V )

ΓΦ(t) = ΓΦ(t).

The path Φ is non-degenerate if
det(Φ(1)− id) ̸= 0,

which is equivalent to ΓΦ(1) ∈ Λ0
∆, i.e. it intersects the diagonal in a zero dimensional

subspace. For a non-degenerate path, we can then define the Conley–Zehnder index as

µCZ(Φ) = µ∆(ΓΦ) = 1
2sign C(ΓΦ,∆, 0) +

∑
t∈(0,1)

sign C(ΓΦ,∆, t) ∈ Z.



96 5. FLOER HOMOLOGY

This is an integer since sign C(ΓΦ,∆, 1) = 0 by nondegeneracy, and sign C(ΓΦ,∆, 0) ∈ 2Z
as C(ΓΦ,∆, 1) is a non-degenerate quadratic form in the even dimensional space ∆.

We also have the following alternative definition of the CZ-index, which is amenable for
numerical implementation. We consider the Maslov cycle

Σ := {A ∈ Sp(2n) : det(A− 1) = 0},

consisting of all symplectic matrices with 1 as an eigenvalue. Then the complement of the
Maslov cycle inside Sp(2n) consists of two connected components

Sp(2n)+ := {A ∈ Sp(2n) : det(A− 1) > 0},

Sp(2n)− := {A ∈ Sp(2n) : det(A− 1) < 0}.
We then fix basepoints in each of them, given by

B+ = −1 ∈ Sp(2n)+, B− = diag(2, 1/2,−1, . . . ,−1) ∈ Sp(2n)−.

From the polar decomposition, every symplectic matrix can be written in the form

A = UP,

where U is unitary, and P is symmetric and positive definite. In terms of A, the matrix U
can be written as

U = (AAt)−1/2A.

This defines a retraction
ρ : Sp(2n)→ U(n) ⊂ Sp(2n)

ρ(A) = U = (AAt)−1/2A =
(
X −Y
Y X

)
= X + iY.

Note that ρ(B−) = 1, ρ(B+) = −1.
Now, given Φ : [0, 1] → Sp(2n) with Φ(0) = 1 and Φ(1) non-degenerate, we connect

Φ(1) with B+ if Φ(1) ∈ Sp(2n)+ via a path inside B+, or with B− if Φ(1) ∈ Sp(2n)− via a
path inside B− (this uses that B± are path-connected). Denote by

Φ̃ : [0, 2]→ Sp(2n)

the resulting concatenation. We then obtain a map

γΦ : [0, 2]→ S1,

γΦ(t) = detC(ρ ◦ Φ̃(t)).
In order to turn γΦ into a loop in S1, we square it. The CZ-index is then defined as

µCZ(Φ) = deg γ2
Φ ∈ Z.

This is independent of choices, as B± are in fact simply connected.
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Figure 1. µCZ jumps by ±1 when crossing 1, according to direction of
bifurcation, as shown. If it stays elliptic, the jump is by ±2. This is deter-
mined by the B-sign.

1.4. Useful formulas. We now provide simple formulas to compute the CZ-index in
practice.

Planar case. The following are formulas for planar orbits, i.e. periodic orbits of Hamil-
tonian systems in two degrees of freedom, e.g. the planar CR3BP. Consider x a planar orbit
with (reduced) monodromy M red

x , and xk its k-fold cover.

• Elliptic case: M red
x is conjugated to a rotation,

M red
x ∼

(
cosφ − sinφ
sinφ cosφ

)
, (1.16)

with Floquet multipliers e±2πiφ. Then

µCZ(xk) = 1 + 2 · ⌊k · φ/2π⌋
In particular, it is odd, and jumps by ± 2 if the eigenvalue 1 is crossed in a

family.
For a symmetric periodic orbit, the monodromy matrix at a symmetric point

is a Wonenburger matrix M red
x =

(
a b
c a

)
. In the case (1.16), we see that if

b = − sinφ < 0 then the rotation is determined by φ and if b = − sinφ > 0 then
the rotation is determined by −φ; this determines the CZ-index jump, see Figure
1.
• Hyperbolic case: M red

x is diagonal up to conjugation,

M red
x ∼

(
λ 0
0 1/λ

)
,

with Floquet multipliers λ, 1/λ. Then

µCZ(xk) = k · n,
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where the linearized flow dϕH
t rotates the eigenspaces by angle πnt

T , with n even/odd
if x positive/negative hyperbolic.

Spatial case. We consider now periodic orbits which are planar, but we view them
inside a spatial problem. In other words, we assume that the Hamiltonian admits a planar
problem in the xy-plane (the ecliptic), and that the reflection along such xy-plane gives rise
to a symplectic symmetry of H (e.g. the CR3BP). If x ⊂ R2 is a planar orbit, recall that
we have a symplectic splitting into planar and spatial blocks

M red
x ∼

(
M red

p 0
0 Ms

)
∈ Sp(4), M red

p ,Ms ∈ Sp(2).

Then
µCZ(x) = µp

CZ(x) + µs
CZ(x),

where each summand corresponds to M red
p and Ms respectively, and they can be computed

by the formulas provided for the planar case.
The following will be useful when discussing bifurcations in Section 1, which correspond

to the eigenvalue 1 being crossed in a family of periodic orbits. The CZ-index jumps
whenever this occurs, in a way described in Figure 1. Whenever the family is planar, it can
undergo planar to planar bifurcation, by which new planar families arise; but it may also
undergo planar to spatial bifurcations, by which new spatial families arise. We have that:

• Planar to planar bifurcations correspond to jumps in µp
CZ .

• Planar to spatial bifurcations correspond to jumps of µs
CZ .

2. Hamiltonian Floer homology

Hamiltonian Floer homology is the version of Floer homology introduced by Floer, for
closed symplectic manifolds, in the context of proving the Arnold conjecture. An excellent
book with all details is Audin–Damian’s [AD10]. In what follows, we will stick to the
symplectically aspherical case, in order to avoid having to discuss virtual techniques, needed
for the general case, which are well beyond the scope of this book.

Let (M,ω) be a closed symplectic manifold, which is symplectically aspherical, i.e.
ω|π2(M) = 0, and which is also symplectically Calabi-Yau, i.e. c1(M,ω)|π2(M) = 0. Con-
sider

H : S1 ×M → R, Ht = H(t, ·),
a time-periodic C2 Hamiltonian, with Hamiltonian vector field XHt defined via iXH

ω = dH.
Consider the space L(M) of C1 contractible loops in M , and the action functional from
classical mechanics, given by

AH : L(M)→ R,

AH(γ) = −
∫
D2
γ∗ω −

∫
S1
Ht(γ(t))dt,

where γ : D2 →M is a C1-map satisfying γ|∂D2 = γ (which exists as γ is contractible). By
symplectic asphericity, the above functional is well-defined.
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Choose J = {Jt}t∈S1 a family of ω-compatible almost complex structures on M , and
denote the corresponding Riemannian metric by gt = ω(·, Jt·). The associated gradient is
∇Ht = −JtXHt . A short computation yields that the differential of AH at γ is

dγAH : TγL(M) = Γ(γ∗TM)→ R,

dγAH(η) =
∫

S1
ω(γ̇(t)−XHt(γ(t)), η(t))dt,

and therefore we see that the set of critical points of AH is
crit(AH) = P(H),

where we denote by P(H) the contractible 1-periodic orbits of H, i.e. solutions to γ̇ =
XHt(γ). We assume that H is generic, in the sense that all its 1-periodic orbits are non-
degenerate (which is equivalent to nondegeneracy as critical points of the action functional).

We also define an L2-metric on L(M) given by

g(η1, η2) =
∫

S1
gt(η1(t), η2(t))dt.

From the computation of the differential, we see that
dγAH(η) = g(∇γAH , η),

where
∇γAH = Jt(γ̇ −XHt(γ)).

The negative gradient equation for a path s 7→ us ∈ L(M), i.e. a map u : R × S1 → M ,
given by ∂su = −∇u(s)AH , is then equivalent to

∂su+ Jt∂tu = ∇XHt . (2.17)
This is the Floer equation.

Every element γ ∈ P(H) can be assigned a grading, as follows. Consider a spanning
disk γ : D2 → M, and take a symplectic trivialization of the bundle γ∗TM over D2. This
induces a symplectic trivialization

τ : γ∗TW
∼=−→ S1 × R2n.

If T is the period of γ, the trivialization induces a path of symplectic matrices Φ : [0, T ]→
Sp(2n), given by the linearization of the Hamiltonian flow along γ viewed in the trivializa-
tion, i.e.

Φ(t) = τ ◦ dγ(t)ϕ
t
H ◦ τ−1.

We can then assign the grading
|x| = −µCZ(Φ),

given by the CZ-index of the path Φ. This is well-defined, as different trivializations τ, τ ′

arising from spanning disks γ, γ′ induce CZ-indices which differ by
µCZ(Φ)− µ′

CZ(Φ′) = 2c1(A) = 0,
where A is the sphere obtained by gluing together the two disks (here we use the symplectic
Calabi-Yau assumption).
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Given critical points x, y ∈ P(H), we can then consider the moduli space of Floer
solutions which are asymptotic to these, i.e.

M̃(x, y) =
{
u : R× S1 →M : u satisfies (2.17) and lim

s→+∞
u(s) = x, lim

s→−∞
u(s) = y

}
.

This comes with a natural R-action given by reparametrization t · u(s, ·) = u(s + t, ·), and
we denote the quotient by

M(x, y) = M̃(x, y)/R.
If the path Jt is generic, then this quotient is a manifold of dimension

dimM(x, y) = |y| − |x| − 1.
We now consider the Floer chain complex

FCk(H) =
⊕

x∈P(H),|x|=k

Z · ⟨x⟩

Assigning coherent orientations to the moduli spacesM(x, y) as in [FH93], one may count
the 0-dimensional ones with signs, and therefore define a degree −1 differential given by

∂ : FC∗(H)→ FC∗−1(H)

∂⟨x⟩ =
∑

y:dim M(x,y)=0
#M(x, y)⟨y⟩.

In order to show that this is well-defined, one needs a compactness theorem, ensuring that
the number of y such that M(x, y) is non-empty is finite, for which a suitable notion of
energy is relevant. This compactness theorem, combined with a gluing theorem, then implies
that ∂2 = 0. One can then define the Floer homology as

FH∗(H,J) = H∗(FC∗(H), ∂).
The fundamental property of Floer homology is that it does not depend on (H,J), i.e. a
(regular) homotopy (Hs, Js) induces, via a continuation map, an isomorphism

FH∗(H0, J0) ∼= FH∗(H1, J1).
Therefore one can assume that H is autonomous, Morse and C2-small. In such case, one
can show that the only 1-periodic orbits are critical points of H, and that Floer solutions
are S1-invariant and hence Morse flow lines. Moreovoer, the Morse index and the CZ-index
of a critical point are related by

|x| = dim(M)/2− ind(x)
The conclusion is then:

Theorem 2.1 (Floer). The Floer homology of a closed is (up to a constant grading
shift) isomorphic to Morse homology of the underlying smooth manifold.

Using that Morse homology is in turn isomorphic to singular homology, one obtains the
Arnold conjecture as a corollary:
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Theorem 2.2 (Arnold conjecture, Floer). The number of 1-periodic orbits of a non-
degenerate Hamiltonian on a closed symplectic manifold is bounded from below by the sum
of the Betti numbers of the manifold.

3. Symplectic homology

Symplectic homology is the adaptation of Hamiltonian Floer homology, but for the
non-closed case, i.e. for Liouville manifolds. Excellent surveys are Oancea’s [O04], Sei-
del’s [Sei06], Salamon’s [Sal97] (see also Wendl’s notes [Wen]). We will follow the sign
conventions of [BO09].

Let (M,ω = dλ) be a Liouville domain, with contact-type boundary (∂M, ξ = kerα).
We consider its Liouville completion

(M̂, ω̂) = (M,ω) ∪ ([1,+∞)× ∂M, d(rα)).
The construction of symplectic homology for (M,ω) will follow the same strategy as for the
closed case, although it will differ in a few crucial points.

Given a Hamiltonian Ht : M → R, since ω is exact, the extension of a periodic orbit
to a disk is unnecessary, and one can define the action functional on the (not necessarily
contractible part of) the loop space as

AH(x) = −
∫

S1
x∗λ−

∫
S1
Ht(x(t))dt.

The critical points are again the 1-periodic orbits of H, and the Floer equation is derived
as before.

However, the main issue in defining a Floer homology is that Floer solutions may a priori
escape to infinity along the cylindrical end, which would impose issues on compactness.
More generally, the required compactness theorem relies on three ingredients:

• Floer cylinders must satisfy a priori C0-bounds.
• Floer cylinders must satisfy uniform bounds on the energy

E(u) := 1
2

∫
R×s1

(
|∂su|2 + |∂tu−XHt(u)|2

)
ds ∧ dt.

• The moduli space of holomorphic spheres that could “bubble off” from a sequence
of Floer solutions must have codimension at least 2.

The last condition is irrelevant in the case of an exact symplectic form, as there are non-
constant holomorphic spheres. For a Floer solution u : R × S1 → M asymptotic to x, y ∈
P(H) at ±∞, the energy is indeed bounded, as we have

AH(x)−AH(y) = −
∫ ∞

−∞

d

ds
AH(u(s))ds

= −
∫ ∞

−∞
g(∇AH(u(s)), ∂su(s))ds

=
∫ ∞

−∞
|∂su|2ds ∧ dt = E(u).

(3.18)
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The crucial condition is then the first condition, which is no longer automatic in the
non-closed case. The required bounds are usually obtained via a maximum principle. The
key observation is that, under suitable assumptions on the Hamiltonian and almost complex
structure (yet to be specified), given a Floer solution u which intersects the cylindrical end
[1,+∞)× ∂M , the function

r ◦ u : u−1([1,+∞)× ∂M)→ R,
where r is the R-coordinate, is, up to lower order terms, subharmonic. That is, it satisfies

∆(r ◦ u) + l.o.t. ≥ 0,
where ∆ is the Laplacian (see e.g. Lemma 1.5 in [O04]). This in turn implies that r ◦ u
cannot have interior maxima. In particular, if the asymptotic orbits of a Floer solution lie
away from the cylindrical end, the whole cylinder also does, and therefore it cannot escape
to infinity.

The conditions we need to impose on the Hamiltonians and almost complex structures,
in order to have a maximum principle, are as follows. First, if P(α) denotes the set of all
periodic Reeb orbits of α at the boundary, then the spectrum of α

spec(α) = {a ∈ R | there exists γ ∈ P(α) such that a = A(γ)},

where the action is defined as A(γ) =
∫

γ α. A Hamiltonian H : Ŵ → R is non-degenerate
if all its 1-periodic orbits are non-degenerate, and it is linear at infinity if at the cylindrical
end H has the form H(r, b, t) = cr + d for some constants c > 0 and d, where its slope
is slope(H) := c. A Hamiltonian H that is non-degenerate and linear at infinity with
slope(H) /∈ spec(α) will be called admissible. We call an S1-family of almost complex
structures J = Jt on Ŵ admissible if it is ω-compatible, and on the cylindrical end it is
translation invariant, Jξ = ξ, and J∂r = Rα.

If H is admissible, then its Hamiltonian vector field on the cylindrical end is XH =
−cRα, i.e. it is collinear with the Reeb field. By choice of c, it follows that H has no 1-
periodic orbits along the cylindrical end. Moreover, if (H,J) is an admissible pair, then the
maximum principle holds, and therefore compactness also holds. If its moreover generic,
then we have a well-defined Floer homology FH∗(H,J).

The main difference with the closed case is that this Floer homology is not independent
of H, and it only detects Reeb orbits at the boundary whose action is at most c. In order
to address this, we take a limit with respect to an increasing sequence of slopes. For this,
we have to give more details on how continuation maps work. For a 1-parameter family of
admissible Hamiltonians Hs, s ∈ [0, 1], with slopes cs → +∞ monotonically, together with
accompanying admissible Js, we consider the parametric Floer equation

∂su+ Js
t ∂tu = ∇Xs

Ht
.

The monotonic behavior of the slopes implies that the maximum principle holds for the
parametric equation as well. Counting the solutions to this equation in the 0-dimensional
moduli spaces M(x, y,Hs, Js) (with fixed asymptotics x, y) yields the continuation map

ΦHs,Js : FC∗(H0)→ FC∗(H1)
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ΦHs,Js(⟨x⟩) =
∑

y:dim M(x,y,Hs,Js)=0
#M(x, y,Hs, Js)⟨y⟩.

Suitable compactness and gluing theorems imply that this is a chain map, and so induces
a map in homology

ΦHs,Js : FC∗(H0, J0)→ FC∗(H1, J1).
Moreover, these maps are independent on the homotopy (among homotopies with mono-
tonically increasing slope), and concatenation of homotopies yield compositions of the cor-
responding maps. Therefore we can define symplectic homology as the direct limit

SH∗(M,λ) = lim
−→
c

HF∗(Hc, Jc),

where the slope of Hc is c→ +∞ monotonically, and the direct limit is defined with respect
to the above continuation maps. This definition is in fact independent of the contact form
and the almost complex structure, as can be seen via continuation maps for homotopies of
J , see [Sei06].

One fundamental computation of symplectic homology is for the case of cotangent bun-
dles, for which we have the following result.

Theorem 3.1 ([V18; AS06; SW06]). The symplectic homology of a cotangent bundle
(T ∗Q,ωstd) is isomorphic to the singular homology of the free loop space LQ of Q, i.e.

SH∗(T ∗Q,λstd) = H∗(LQ).

4. Lagrangian Floer homology

Lagrangian Floer homology is a version of Floer homology for Lagrangians in a closed
symplectic manifold (introduced by Floer), whereas its wrapped version is its further adap-
tation to the case of Liouville manifolds. A very nice introduction to the subject, in the
context of Fukaya categories, is Auroux’s [Au14], from where we borrow some parts of the
exposition.

The first observation to make is that Hamiltonian Floer homology can be recast as
a theory whose generators correspond to intersection points of two suitable Lagrangians.
Indeed, given a closed symplectic manifold (M,ω) and a Hamiltonian Ht : (M,ω) → R,
consider the symplectic manifold

(M ×M,ω ⊕−ω).
Since the time-1 map ϕ of the Hamiltonian flow is a symplectomorphism, the graph

Γϕ = {(x, ϕ(x)) ∈M ×M}
is a Lagrangian submanifold. In particular, the diagonal

∆ = {(x, x) ∈M ×M}
is also. Then by definition, 1-periodic orbits ofHt correspond to intersection points in Γϕ∩∆,
and this intersection is transverse if and only if Ht is non-degenerate. Moreover, note that
Γϕ = (id×ϕ)(∆) is the image of the diagonal under the Hamiltonian diffeomorphism id×ϕ.



104 5. FLOER HOMOLOGY

A bit more work shows that for suitable almost complex structure, Floer cylinders in M
correspond to Floer strips in M ×M with boundary in Γϕ and ∆, i.e. maps

u : R× [0, 1]→M ×M,

satisfying
lim

s→±∞
u(s, ·) = x± ∈ Γϕ ∩∆,

u(R× {0}) ⊂ ∆, u(R× {1}) ⊂ Γϕ,

and the Cauchy–Riemann equation

∂su+ Jt∂tu = 0,

for suitable Jt.
In general, consider a closed Lagrangian submanifold L ⊂ (M,ω) of a closed symplectic

manifold, and a Hamiltonian diffeomorphism ϕ : M → M . The following theorem for the
case of Lagrangians then recovers the Arnold conjecture.

Theorem 4.1 (Floer [F88a]). Assume that the symplectic area of any disc in M with
boundary in L vanishes (i.e. ω|π2(M,L) = 0), and that ϕ(L) and L intersect transversely.
Then the number of intersection points in ϕ(L)∩L is bounded from below by the sum of the
Betti numbers of L.

In order to prove the above theorem, Floer introduced a version of Floer homology for
Lagrangian intersections, with the following formal properties. For a pair of Lagrangians
(L0, L1) intersecting transversely, we have an associated chain complex

FC∗(L0, L1) =
⊕

p∈L0∩L1

Λ · ⟨p⟩,

generated by intersection points over the Novikov field

Λ =
{ ∞∑

i=0
aiT

λi : ai ∈ K, λi ∈ R+, lim
i→+∞

λi = +∞
}
,

where K is some base field, equipped with a differential ∂ which satisfies:
• ∂2 = 0, so that there is a well-defined Lagrangian Floer homology FH∗(L0, L1);
• If L1, L2 are Hamiltonian isotopic, then FH∗(L0, L1) ∼= FH∗(L0, L2);
• If L1 = ϕ(L0) for a Hamiltonian diffeomorphism ϕ, then FH∗(L0, ϕ(L0)) ∼= H∗(L0).

The above theorem follows directly from these formal properties of Lagrangian Floer ho-
mology, as the rank of H∗(L, ϕ(L)) = H∗(L) is then bounded from above by #(L ∩ ϕ(L)).

Similarly as Hamiltonian Floer homology, which can be viewed as an analogue of Morse
homology for the action functional from mechanics, Lagrangian Floer homology can be
thought of as an infinite-dimensional analogue of Morse homology for another action func-
tional. This is defined on the universal cover of the path space

P(L0, L1) = {γ : [0, 1]→M : γ(0) ∈ L0, γ(1) ∈ L1},
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and is given by
A(γ, [Γ]) = −

∫
Γ
ω,

where (γ, [Γ]) ∈ P̃(L0, L1) consists of a path γ ∈ P(L0, L1) and an equivalence class [Γ]
of a homotopy Γ : [0, 1] × [0, 1] → M between γ and a fixed base point in the connected
component of P(L0, L1) containing γ. The critical points of A correspond to constant paths
at intersection points, and its gradient flow lines are pseudo-holomorphic strips bounded by
L0 and L1.

In fact, we will actually have to perturb the setup with a time-dependent Hamiltonian
Ht, and rather than consider intersection points p, q ∈ L0 ∩ L1, we will need to consider
intersection points p, q ∈ L0 ∩ (ϕH

1 )−1(L1), where ϕH
1 is the time-1 map of the Hamiltonian

flow. In other words, generators will correspond to Hamiltonian chords from L0 to L1, i.e.
paths γ : [0, 1] → M satisfying γ̇(t) = XHt(γ(t)), with γ(0) ∈ L0 and γ(1) ∈ L1. Note
that this also makes sense in the case L0 = L1. Then a Floer strip from q to p is a map
u : R× [0, 1]→M solving the associated Floer equation (for some choice of time-dependent
and compatible Jt), satisfying the boundary conditions

u(s, 0) ∈ L0, u(s, 1) ∈ L1, for all s, lim
s→+∞

u(s, t) = p, lim
s→−∞

u(s, t) = q,

and the finite energy condition

E(u) =
∫
u∗ω =

∫
R×S1

|∂su|2ds ∧ dt <∞.

For a relative homotopy class A ∈ π2(M,L0∪L1), denote by M̃(p, q;A, J) the space of Floer
strips in class A, and by M(p, q;A, J) its quotient by the natural R-action (a. · u)(s, t) =
(s + a, t). In case where regularity/transversality holds (i.e. the linearization of the Floer
equation is a surjective operator), thenM(p, q;A, J) is a smooth manifold; this is the main
technical point of the construction. Two other crucial ingredients are compactness of these
moduli spaces, for which a suitable compactness theorem is required, and orientability, by
which one should be able to orient these moduli spaces. For the latter condition one usually
assumes that L0, L1 are oriented and spin. The choice of a spin structure then canonically
determines an orientation of the moduli spaces, see [FOOO; Sei08]. There is also the issue
of gradings, by which one should be able to assign gradings to the generators of the theory.

Assuming all these technical issues are addressed, the Floer differential is then defined
as

∂ : CF∗(L0, L1)→ CF∗−1(L0, L1)
∂⟨q⟩ =

∑
p∈L0∩L1

dim M(p,q;A,J)=0

#M(p, q;A, J)Tω(A)p,

where ω(A) = ⟨ω,A⟩ ∈ R is the natural evaluation of the symplectic form over the homotopy
class A.

In our setup, the Hamiltonian perturbation to the CR-equation we have considered will
be sufficient to achieve transversality, so that the moduli spaces are manifolds with the
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expected dimension. In order to make sure that the above sum is well-defined over the
Novikov field, one needs to appeal to a version of Gromov compactness, which ensures that
for any given energy bound E, there are only finitely many homotopy classes A for which
M(p, q;A, J) is non-empty.

Moreover, in the case where the Lagrangians are exact, i.e. whenever ω = dλ is itself
exact, and λ|Li = dfi for some smooth functions fi : Li → R, we can get rid of Novikov
coefficients. Indeed, noting that ω(A) = f1(q)− f0(q)− (f1(p)− f0(p)), we can rescale each
generator by p 7→ T f1(p)−f0(p)p and thus eliminate the weights from the differential, and
work directly over K.

We now say a few words about how the grading and indices of Floer strips are defined.
Consider a Floer strip u : R× [0, 1]→ M . Since its domain is contractible, the symplectic
bundle u∗TM is trivial. Choosing a symplectic trivialization, then the paths

l0 = u∗|R×{0}TL0, l1 = u∗|R×{1}TL1

can be viewed as paths in the Lagrangian Grassmannian Λ(n), one joining TpL0 to TqL0,
and the other joining TpL1 to TpL0. In order to turn these paths in to a loop, one can
concatenate with the canonical short paths λp, λq respectively joining TpL0 to TpL1, and
TqL0 to TqL1. Here, the canonical short path between two transverse Lagrangian subspaces
λ0, λ1 ∈ Λ(n) is defined by first choosing coordinates such that λ0 = Rn and λ1 = iRn,
and then considering the path λt = e−iπt/2Rn, t ∈ [0, 1]. Then, the index of the Floer strip
u is defined as the Maslov index of the resulting loop in Λ(n). This is then the expected
dimension of the moduli space M̃(p, q;A, J) in which u lies.

In order to define a Z-grading for the Floer complex, we make the following assumptions:
• 2c1(M,ω) = 0; and
• The Maslov class µL ∈ H1(L;Z) vanishes.

The first condition allows to find a nowhere vanishing section Θ of (Λn
CT

∗M)⊗2, which
can be used to associate to a Lagrangian L its phase function φL : L → S1 via φL(p) =
arg(Θ|TpL) ∈ S1. The second condition then allows to coherently lifts this phase function to
R, as the Maslov class is by definition the homotopy class µL = [φL] ∈ [L, S1] = H1(L;Z).
If this vanishes, then one can lift this map to φ̃L : L→ R. A graded Lagrangian L̃ is then a
Lagrangian L endowed with a choice of such lift φ̃L. Given two graded Lagrangians L̃0, L̃1
and p ∈ L0 ∩L1, one obtains a preferred homotopy class of paths connecting TpL0 to TpL1
by connecting their lifts by a path. Combining this with the opposite of the canonical short
path joining them we obtain a loop. The degree of p is then the (opposite of the) Maslov
index of this loop, denoted |p|. Then we have the formula

ind(u) = |q| − |p|,

and so the Floer differential indeed has degree −1.
In general, if we do not impose the above assumptions, but only impose that the La-

grangians be oriented, we only get a Z2-grading, where an intersection point is graded by
the sign of the intersection, according to the orientations.
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We now briefly discuss compactness. Gromov compactness says that a sequence un of
Floer strips with bounded energy can converge, up to reparametrization, to a nodal tree of
Floer strips. This means that the following types of degenerations can occur:

• (Strip breaking) energy concentrates at s → ±∞, and suitable translations of un

converge to a non-constant strip;
• (disk bubbling) energy concentrates at a point of the boundary of the strip, and

suitable rescalings of un converge to a holomorphic disk with boundary in L0 or
L1;
• (sphere bubbling) energy concentrates at an interior point of the strip, and suitable

rescalings of un converge to a holomorphic sphere.
Strip breaking (and a gluing theorem) is what implies ∂2 = 0, provided one can exclude

disk or sphere bubbling. The standard way to do so is to assume that [ω] · π2(M,Li) = 0
for i = 0, 1. Under this assumption, the following was obtained by Floer, putting together
what we have discussed.

Theorem 4.2 (Floer). Assume that [ω]·π2(M,Li) = 0 for i = 0, 1, and when char(K) =
2 assume that L0, L1 are oriented and spin. Then the Floer differential ∂ is well-defined,
it squares to zero, and the associated Floer homology is, up to isomorphism, independent
of the chosen almost-complex structure and invariant under Hamiltonian isotopies of each
Lagrangian.

The independence of J is again obtained via suitable continuation maps associated to
homotopies of J . We refer e.g. to [Au14] for more details on this result.

An important case is when L0 = L1 = L (oriented and spin). By Weinstein’s neigh-
bourhood theorem, a neighbourhood of L in M is symplectomorphic to T ∗L, so we can
restrict to the latter. If we consider a Morse function f on L, and we denote by L1 the
graph of ϵdf for some small ϵ > 0, then L1 is an exact Lagrangian Hamiltonian isotopic to
the zero section L (the isotopy being generated by ϵπ∗f where π : T ∗L→ L is the natural
projection). The intersections of L with L1 correspond to critical points of f , which are
transverse as these are non-degenerate. A choice of grading on L then induces a grading on
L1 via the isotopy, so that the Floer complex is then graded. Moreover, the Morse index of
a critical point p satisfies

ind(p) = dim(L)− |p|,
so that up to a shift the grading in the Floer complex coincides with the Morse grading.
A result of Floer then implies that Floer solutions u (for a suitable time-dependent J) are
in correspondence with Morse flow lines γ of f , via the correspondence γ(s) = u(s, 0). It
follows that the Floer complex is isomorphic to the Morse complex of f , after rescaling the
generators via p 7→ T ϵf(p)p. Therefore we obtain

HF∗(L,L) ∼= HF∗(L,L1) ∼= Hdim(L)−∗(L; Λ).

In general, using energy bounds, one can moreover show that, under the assumption that
L does not bound non-constant symplectic disks, all Floer solutions between L and a small



108 5. FLOER HOMOLOGY

Hamiltonian perturbation of L will lie in a collar neighbourhood of L. Therefore the calcu-
lation of HF∗(L,L) reduces to the above calculation, and we obtain the following.

Theorem 4.3 (Floer). If [ω] · π2(M,L) = 0, then HF∗(L,L) ∼= Hdim(L)−∗(L; Λ).

As explained above, the Arnold conjecture follows from this computation.

5. Wrapped Floer homology

We now briefly discuss the adaptation of Lagrangian Floer homology to the case of Li-
ouville manifolds, introduced by Abouzaid–Seidel [AS10] (see also Abbondandolo–Schwarz
[AS10], and [Au14; KKK22]).

Given a Liouville manifold (M,ω = dλ), with contact-type boundary (∂M, ξ = kerα),
we consider exact Lagrangians which are cylindrical at infinity, i.e. they are non-compact
and coincide with the cone (1,+∞)×∂L along the cylindrical end, where ∂L is Legendrian
in ∂M . We also call such Lagrangians admissible.

We again consider Hamiltonians H : M → R which are admissible in the sense of sym-
plectic homology, i.e. non-degenerate and linear at infinity. This implies that the Hamilton-
ian vector field is collinear with the Reeb field along the cylindrical end. Given two exact
and cylindrical Lagrangians L0, L1, the wrapped Floer chain complex CW∗(L0, L1) is then
generated over the base field K by elements in ϕH

1 (L0) ∩ L1, (which we assume transverse)
i.e. Hamiltonian chords from L0 to L1. By choice of the Hamiltonian, the chords come
in two types: those in the interior, and those which lie in the cylindrical end. The latter
are Reeb chords from the Legendrians ∂L0 to ∂L1. Transversaility of the intersection is
equivalent to nondegeneracy of the chords, i.e. dϕ1

H(Tc(0)L0)∩Tc(1)L1 = {0} for all chords c.
We will further impose in the definition of admissibility that the slope of the Hamiltonian
at the cylindrical end does lie in the spectrum

spec(α, ∂L0, ∂L1) =
{
T =

∫
c
α
∣∣∣ c : [0, T ]→M chord from ∂L0 to ∂L1

}
.

The differential again counts Floer strips with boundary in L0 and L1, with respect to
an auxiliary cylindrical J . Because of the assumptions on the Lagrangians and Hamiltonian,
one can show via a priori energy estimates that all Floer strips which converge to a given
generator remain within a bounded subset of M , and therefore the differential is well-defined
(a finite linear combination). The resulting Floer homology is independent of J but depends
on the Hamiltonian. Taking a direct limit over such Hamiltonians with monotonically
increasing slopes as in the definition of symplectic homology, the resulting wrapped Floer
homology is denoted HW∗(L0, L1).

We refer to e.g. [Au14] for more details (including the product structure, and more
generally the A∞ operations on wrapped Floer homology).

5.1. Cotangent bundles. A fundamental computation is the case of cotangent bun-
dles. Consider a compact spin Riemannian manifold Q, and consider M = T ∗Q with its
standard Liouville structure, and with the Hamiltonian H = ∥p∥2.
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Theorem 5.1 (Abbondandolo–Schwarz [AS06]). Let L = T ∗
q Q, the cotangent fiber over

q ∈ Q. Then there is an isomorphism
HW∗(L,L) ∼= H∗(ΩqQ),

between the wrapped Floer homology of L and the homology of the loop space ΩqQ of Q based
at q.

The above isomorphism also preserves suitable products [AS10], and has also been
refined in [Ab12], by upgrading the statement to the chain level, including theA∞ structure.

6. Local Floer homology

While non-degeneracy of the Hamiltonians has been so far necessary in order to intro-
duce Floer homology, the local versions of all Floer homology theories are meant to address
possible degeneracies of the generators (which is certainly to be expected for Hamiltonians
arising in celestial mechanics). These ideas go back to Floer, see e.g. [F89b; F89c]. More
recently, the local theory has been instrumental in the proof of the Conley conjecture, see
[Gi10; GG10].

The general scheme for defining such local versions is the following. We consider first
the case of Hamiltonian Floer homology. Given a possibly degenerate Hamiltonian H on
a closed symplectic manifold (M,ω), we consider a possibly degenerate 1-periodic orbit
γ, which we assume to be isolated. We then fix a small collar neighbourhood U of γ
which intersects no other 1-periodic orbit, and perturb the Hamiltonian, via a perturbation
supported in U , so that now γ bifurcates into a finite collection of nearby non-degenerate
1-periodic orbits, all of them lying inside the a priori fixed isolating neighbourhood U .
One then proves a localizing theorem, which ensures that all Floer trajectories between
the locally arising orbits stay within the localizing neighbourhood (this follows from the
analysis in e.g. [FHS]). By compactness and gluing, every broken Floer trajectory between
such orbits will also lie in U .

Then one defines the local Floer homology HF loc
∗ (H, γ) of H at γ as the homology of the

complex generated by the local non-degenerate generators near γ, with differential counting
Floer solutions between them. This is actually independent on the perturbation and the
almost complex structure, which can be shown via the standard continuation argument.

In the Liouville case, one can still carry out the above definition for an admissible
Hamiltonian H, as it is completely localized around the given periodic orbit. Taking a limit
to get rid of the dependence on H, we obtain local symplectic homology SH loc

∗ (γ,M, λ).
Moreover, we also gave a Lagrangian version: given two cylindrical Lagrangians L0, L1,
one can define local wrapped Floer homology at a possibly degenerate chord γ, denoted
HW loc

∗ (γ, L0, L1), following the same scheme as outlined above.
As an example, if γ is actually non-degenerate and with CZ-index k, then HF loc

∗ (H, γ)
coincides with the base field, supported in degree k. Moreover, an important property is
that local Floer homology is invariant under homotopies of the Hamiltonian such that γ is
uniformly isolated for the homotopy.
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The support of HF loc
∗ (H, γ), denoted supp HF loc

∗ (H, γ), is the collection of integers k
such that HF loc

k (H, γ) ̸= 0. Since HF loc
∗ (H, γ) is finitely generated, the support is finite.

An important property is that the support satisfies
supp HF loc

∗ (H, γ) ⊂ [∆(γ)− n,∆(γ) + n],
i.e. it lies in a window of length at most 2n, where ∆(γ) is the mean index of γ (see e.g.
section 3.1.1 of [GG15]), and n = dim(M)/2.



CHAPTER 6

Fixed point theory of Hamiltonian twist maps

Recall from our discussion on Poincaré’s work that the second step in order to prove the
existence of periodic orbits in the CR3BP consisted in proving a fixed-point theorem, i.e. the
Poincaré–Birkhoff theorem. This chapter is devoted to a higher-dimensional generalization
of this result, obtained by the author and Otto van Koert in [MvK20b], which requires
a generalization of the classical twist condition to higher-dimensions. We will present a
sketch of the proof, following [MvK20b]. We will also discuss a relative version for finding
chords on Lagrangians.

We should emphasize that, while the notion we introduced is rather natural (especially
from the perspective of Floer theory as discussed in Chapter 5), and moreover we have a
general theorem, the twist condition in its current form is at this stage unsatisfactory, as it
its current form cannot directly apply to the CR3BP, for reasons discussed below. While
the full generalization of the first step is provided by Theorem 3.1, the second step, i.e. an
application of an abstract fixed point theorem to the CR3BP, will require an adaptation of
the theorem we will introduce below. We will discuss this in more detail in what follows,
as well as give possible alternative definitions of the twist condition.

1. Hamiltonian twist maps

The periodic points of the return map for the CR3BP are either boundary periodic
points, which give planar orbits, or interior periodic points which are in 1:1 correspondence
with spatial orbits. We are interested in finding interior periodic points, and we follow
Poincaré’s philosophy to try to find them.

1.1. The Hamiltonian twist condition. We propose a generalization of the twist
condition introduced by Poincaré, for the Hamiltonian case and for arbitrary Liouville do-
mains. Let (W,ω = dλ) be a 2n-dimensional Liouville domain, and consider a Hamiltonian
symplectomorphism τ . Let (B, ξ) = (∂W, kerα) be the contact manifold at the boundary
where α = λ|B, and Rα the Reeb vector field of α. The Liouville vector field Vλ is defined
via iVλ

ω = λ.

Definition 1.1. (Hamiltonian twist map) We say that τ is a Hamiltonian twist map
(with respect to α), if τ is generated by a C2 Hamiltonian H : R×W → R which satisfies
XHt |B = htRα for some positive and smooth function h : R×B → R+.

We say that the Hamiltonian Ht above is an positively wrapping generating Hamiltonian
for τ . In particular, Ht|B ≡ const on B, and τ(B) ⊂ B. We have ht = dHt(Vλ)|B is the

111
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derivative of Ht in the Liouville direction Vλ along B, which we assume strictly positive.
Also, τ |B is the time-1 map of a positive reparametrization of the Reeb flow on B. But
note that, while the latter condition is only localized at B, the twist condition is of a global
nature, as it requires global smoothness of the generating Hamiltonian.

Remark 1.2 (Shortcomings of the twist condition). As we have discussed in Sec-
tions 3.4 and 6, the global hypersurface of section in the CR3BP is not directly a Liouville
domain, as it is a degenerate one. This can be fixed, but paying the price that the return
map becomes only continuous at the boundary, as explained in Section 6. In Definition 1.1,
we have consciously ignored this, as the standard setup of Floer theory is not adapted to
a degenerate situation. This is, in part, what makes the above definition rather unsatisfac-
tory. In Section 5.1, we will provide alternative definitions to address this issue, although
adapting the fixed-point theorem is not straightforward and we have not pursued it; see Re-
mark 5.4 below. Another shortcoming of the Definition 1.1 is that it is not open as soon as
the Liouville domain has dimension at least 4. Indeed, as opposed to the 2-dimensional case
where there is only one positive direction at the boundary (given by the orientation), there
are a priori many directions which are “positive” at the boundary, i.e. the natural notion
is being positively transverse to the contact structure. This “relaxed” version of the twist
condition is also a reasonable one (and it has a version for degenerate Liouville domains, see
Section 5.1), but the methods of our proof do not immediately adapt. Moreover, our proof
relies on controlling index growth of periodic orbits, and therefore requires the Hamiltonian
to be at least C2 in order to consider the linearization of its Hamiltonian vector field. As
the examples on billiards of Section 6.5 show, this condition is not always satisfied (this is
not an issue in dimension 2, however, as control on the index growth can be replaced by a
filtration by homotopy classes as in [MvK20b]).

Here is a simple example illustrating why sufficient smoothness of the Hamiltonian is
relevant for the purposes of fixed points.

Example 1.3 (Integrable twist maps). Let M = Sn for n ≥ 1 with the round metric,
and H : T ∗M → R, H(q, p) = 2π|p| (not smooth at the zero section); ϕ1

H extends to all
of D∗M as the identity. It is a positive reparametrization of the Reeb flow at S∗M , a full
turn of the geodesic flow, and all orbits are fixed points with fixed period. If we smoothen
H near |p| = 0 to K(q, p) = 2πg(|p|), with g(0) = g′(0) = 0, then τ = ϕ1

K : D∗M → D∗M ,
τ(q, p) = ϕ

2πg′(|p|)
H (q, p), is now a Hamiltonian twist map. If g′(|p|) = l/k ∈ Q with l, k

coprime, then τ has a simple k-periodic orbit; therefore τ has simple interior orbits of
arbitrary large period (cf. [KH95; M86], for the case M = S1).

The Hamiltonian twist condition will be used to extend the Hamiltonian to a Hamil-
tonian that is admissible for computing symplectic homology. The extended Hamiltonian
can have additional 1-periodic orbits and these, as well as 1-periodic orbits on the bound-
ary, need be distinguished from the interior periodic points of τ . We impose the following
conditions to do so.
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Index growth. We consider a suitable index growth condition on the dynamics on the
boundary, which is satisfied in the three-body problem whenever the planar dynamics is
strictly convex. This assumption will allow us to separate boundary and extension orbits
from interior ones via the index.

Definition 1.4. We call a strict contact manifold (Y, ξ = kerα) strongly index-definite
if the contact structure (ξ, dα) admits a symplectic trivialization ϵ with the property that
there are constants c > 0 and d ∈ R such that for every Reeb chord γ : [0, T ]→ Y of Reeb
action T =

∫ T
0 γ∗α we have

|µRS(γ; ϵ)| ≥ cT + d,

where µRS is the Robbin–Salamon index [RS93].

Index-positivity is defined similarly, where we drop the absolute value. A variation of
this notion was explored in Ustilovsky’s thesis [U99]. He imposed the additional condition
π1(Y ) = 0, so that index positivity becomes independent of the choice of trivialization,
although the exact constants c and d still depend on the trivialization ϵ. The global trivi-
alization is important when considering extensions of our Hamiltonians, as it allows us to
measure the index growth of potential new orbits. The point in the above definition is that
the index of boundary orbits grows to infinity under iterations of our return map, and so
these do not contribute to symplectic homology.

A general condition for index-positivity to hold, which is also relevant for the CR3BP,
is the following.

Lemma 1.5 ([MvK20b]). Suppose that (Σ, α) is a strictly convex hypersurface in R4.
Then (Σ, α) is strongly index-positive.

2. A generalized Poincaré–Birkhoff theorem

We propose the following generalization of the Poincaré–Birkhoff theorem.

Theorem 2.1 (Moreno–van Koert [MvK20b]. Generalized Poincaré–Birkhoff theo-
rem). Suppose that τ is an exact symplectomorphism of a connected Liouville domain (W,λ),
and let α = λ|B. Assume the following.

• (Hamiltonian twist map) τ is a Hamiltonian twist map;

• (Fixed points) all fixed points of τ are isolated;

• (Index-definiteness) If dimW ≥ 4, then assume c1(W )|π2(W ) = 0, and (∂W,α)
is strongly index-definite;

• (Symplectic homology) SH∗(W,λ) is infinite dimensional.
Then τ has simple interior periodic points of arbitrarily large (integer) period.

Remark 2.1. Let us discuss some aspects of the theorem:
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(1) (Grading) We need impose the assumptions c1(W )|π2(W ) = 0 (i.e. W is symplectic
Calabi–Yau) to have a well-defined integer grading on symplectic homology.

(2) (Non-degeneracy) We should emphasize that there is no assumption on non-
degeneracy on the Hamiltonian twist map; we deal with this situation similarly
as in Ginzburg’s proof of the Conley conjecture [Gi10], i.e. by appealing to local
symplectic homology.

(3) (Surfaces) If W is a surface, then the condition that SH∗(W,λ) is infinite dimen-
sional just means that W ̸= D2; for D2 we have SH∗(D2) = 0, and a rotation
on D2 gives an obvious counterexample to the conclusion. In the surface case,
the argument simplifies, and one can simply work with homotopy classes of loops
rather than the grading on symplectic homology. The Hamiltonian twist condition
recovers the classical twist condition for W = D∗S1, due to orientations, and hence
the above is clearly a version of the classical Poincaré–Birkhoff theorem.

(4) (Cotangent bundles) The symplectic homology of the cotangent bundle of a
closed manifold is infinite dimensional, due to a result of Viterbo [V99; V18]
(see also [AS; SW06]), combined e.g. with a theorem of Gromov [G78]. We
have c1(T ∗M) = 0 whenever M is orientable. As for the existence of a global
trivialization of the contact structure (ξ, dλcan), we note:

• if Σ is an oriented surface, then S∗Σ admits such a global symplectic trivial-
ization;

• if M3 is an orientable 3-manifold, then S∗M3 also admits such a global sym-
plectic trivialization.

• Symplectic trivializations of the contact structure on (S∗S2, λcan) are unique
up to homotopy.

(5) (Fixed points) If fixed points are non-isolated, then we vacuously obtain infinitely
many of them, although we cannot conclude that their periods are arbitrarily large;
“generically”, one expects finitely many fixed points.

(6) (Long orbits) If W is a global hypersurface of section for some Reeb dynam-
ics, with return map τ , interior periodic points with long (integer) period for τ
translates into spatial Reeb orbits with long (real) period. See Appendix C in
[MvK20b].

(7) (Katok examples) There are well-known examples due to Katok [K73] of Finsler
metrics on spheres with only finitely many simple geodesics, which are arbitrarily
close to the round metric. Moreover, they admit global hypersurfaces of section
with Hamiltonian return maps, for which the index-definiteness and the condition
on symplectic homology both hold. It follows that the return map does not satisfy
the twist condition for any choice of Hamiltonians.
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(8) (Spatial CR3BP) From the above discussion and [MvK], we gather: the only
standing obstruction for applying the above result to the spatial CR3BP, in case
where the planar problem is strictly convex, is checking (a suitable adaptation of)
the Hamiltonian twist condition. Here, note that symplectic homology is invariant
under deformations of Liouville domains; see e.g. [BR20] for a paper with detailed
proofs. This would give a proof of existence of spatial long orbits in the spirit of
Conley [C63], which could in principle be collision orbits (these may be excluded,
at least perturbatively, by different methods). Since the geodesic flow on S2 arises
as a limit case (i.e. the Kepler problem), it should be clear from the discussion
on Katok examples that this is a subtle condition, i.e. one cannot simply argue
perturbatively to obtain the twist condition. In [MvK], we have computed a
generating Hamiltonian for the integrable case of the rotating Kepler problem (see
Section 5); it does not satisfy the twist condition in the spatial case (in the planar
case, a Hamiltonian twist map was essentially found by Poincaré). This does not
mean a priori that there is not another generating Hamiltonian which does, but
this seems rather unlikely and difficult to check.

As a particular case of Thm. 2.1, we state the above result for star-shaped domains in
cotangent bundles, as a case of independent interest (cf. [H11]):

Theorem 2.2 (Moreno–van Koert [MvK20b]). Suppose that W is a fiber-wise star-
shaped domain in the Liouville manifold (T ∗M,λcan), where M is simply connected, ori-
entable and closed, and assume that τ : W → W is a Hamiltonian twist map. If the Reeb
flow on ∂W is strongly index-positive, and if all fixed points of τ are isolated, then τ has
simple interior periodic points of arbitrarily large period.

The above also holds for M = S2, as explained in Remark 2.1 (2). A difference with
[H11] is that in this setup we conclude that periodic points are interior, to the expense of
imposing index-positivity.

2.1. Sketch of proof of Theorem 2.1. We now provide a brief sketch of the proof
of Theorem 2.1, and refer to [Mvk20b] for details.

Given a Hamiltonian twist map τ : W →W under the assumptions as in the statement
of the theorem, consider the Liouville completion (Ŵ , ω̂) of (W,ω = dλ), and let Ht be a
generating and positively wrapping Hamiltonian. The first step is to use the twist condition
at the boundary to extend τ to a map τ̂ on Ŵ , generated by a Hamiltonian Ĥt which is
admissible for computing symplectic homology, i.e. it is linear at the cylindrical end. For
this, one extends W inside Ŵ by adding a small collar neighbourhood to the boundary,
and interpolates Ht along it using a careful Taylor expansion in the Liouville direction,
to make it linear with slope larger than max ht near the new extended boundary. Then
symplectic homology can be computed by taking a limit of the Floer homologies of powers
of the extension, i.e.

SH∗(W,λ) ∼= lim−→
k

HF∗(Ĥ♮k), (2.19)
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where Ĥ♮k is the Hamiltonian that generates τ̂k in time 1. Here we use the version of
symplectic homology which allows for degeneracies in the Hamiltonians used to define it,
which needs that fixed points be isolated as it appeals to local symplectic homology (this can
be achieved for the extension by a small perturbation on the extension collar). Moreover,
there is a spectral sequence constructed from the local symplectic homologies of all orbits
which converges to the global symplectic homology, whose E1-page is given by

E1
pq(τ) =

⊕
γ∈P(H)

f(p−1)<AH(γ)<f(p)

HF loc
p+q(H, γ),

where we order the action values of the finitely many (isolated) fixed points in a strictly
increasing sequence {ai}ki=1 and choose a strictly increasing function f : N0 → R such that
f(i) < ai+1 < f(i+ 1). The key point is that, while a degenerate orbit may bifurcate into a
collection of periodic orbits, the number of such is finite, and their indices lies in a bounded
action window (i.e. a degenerate orbit is responsible only for finitely many contributions to
symplectic homology).

By assumption symplectic homology is infinite dimensional, and an easy lemma shows
that it is non-zero in infinitely many degrees (here we implicitly use that c1(W )|π2(W ) = 0
in order to have a well-defined Z-grading). Then the isomorphism (2.19) and the above
discussion on degenerate orbits suggests that there should be plenty of generators in the
right hand side of (2.19), which is generated by periodic points of τ̂ (i.e. fixed points of
powers of τ̂), all of which should be geometrically different. However, the interpolation
procedure potentially creates new orbits in the extension collar, which need to be ruled out.
This is where the index growth condition comes in, as it implies that every Reeb orbit at the
boundary has index which grows with period. The main part of the work is to show that the
twist condition, and our careful extension, allow us to also conclude that the index of the
Hamiltonian orbits of Ĥt also have this index growth property along the whole extension
collar (this requires careful analysis of the linearized Hamiltonian equations). Once this is
obtained, one then observes that as there are no contributions from the spurious orbits, as
they escape any finite index window and are therefore thrown out in the limit in (2.19).
In other words, all non-trivial contributions to symplectic homology come from interior
periodic orbits, which are then orbits of the original map τ . This is the main intuitive idea
for the proof. What follows are more details on how this is implemented.

The main argument in the proof, which formalizes what we have already sketched above,
is similar to Ginzburg’s proof of the Conley Conjecture [Gi10]. Namely, assuming the inte-
rior fixed points of τ are isolated, further assume by contradiction that the minimal periods
of all interior periodic points of τ are, in increasing order, given by m0 = 1,m1, . . . ,mℓ.
Pick an increasing sequence {pi}∞i=1 going to infinity, such that each pi is indivisible by the
m1, . . . ,mℓ. Due to the choice of pi’s, all fixed points of τ̂pi are isolated, and we can com-
pute symplectic homology as SH∗(W,λ) = lim−→i

HF∗(Ĥ#pi). Since symplectic homology is
non-zero in infinitely many degrees, for all N > 2nk, where dim(W ) = 2n, we find distinct
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degrees i1, . . . , iN such that SHij (W,λ) ̸= 0, ordered by increasing absolute value. By the
index growth property, we can choose pi sufficiently large such that the following hold:

(1) Each fixed point of τ̂#pi that is contained in Ŵ \ int(W ) has RS-index whose
absolute value is larger than |iN |+ 2n;

(2) the Floer homology groups HFij (Ĥ#pi) are non-trivial for j = 1, . . . , N .
Since we know from (1) that no 1-periodic orbit in Ŵ \ int(W ) can contribute to local

Floer homology of degree ij , and from (2) that there must be non-trivial contributions in
this degree, we conclude that (using the aforementioned spectral sequence) contributions
to symplectic homology must come from the local Floer homology of an orbit γ in int(W ).
Because we have assumed that the pi’s are indivisible by m1, . . . ,mℓ we conclude that each
such orbit γ must be an iterate of one of the orbits γ1, . . . , γk, say γ = γpi

j . Moreover, we
may also use the key property of the mean index ∆(x) of a Hamiltonian trajectory x:

supp HF loc
∗ (Ĥ#pi , γpi

j ) ⊂ [pi∆(γj)− n, pi∆(γj) + n].

This is saying what we explained above, i.e. that degenerate orbits γ are responsible for
a finite index window in local symplectic homology (and therefore in symplectic homology
via the spectral sequence). This covers at most 2nk different degrees, leaving some of the
degree ij uncovered as we had chosen N > 2nk. This is a contradiction, and finishes the
sketch of the proof.

3. A relative Poincaré–Birkhoff theorem

The relative version of a periodic orbit is a chord between two Lagrangian submanifolds,
i.e. a Hamiltonian path from one to the other. For instance, a chord between two cotangent
fibres over two points corresponds to a particle travelling from one point to the other (i.e.
the velocities are not fixed). In the context of the CR3BP, there are several Lagrangians of
geometric and dynamical interest. An example is the collision locus, which corresponds to
a collision of the small mass with one of the large masses. Its chords are consecutive colli-
sions, i.e. the small mass collides once, bounces back, and collides again. As we have seen,
this is allowed only as a mathematical artifact through collision regularization. Of course,
collision orbits are not in and of themselves of interest from a practical perspective. In-
deed, navigational engineers would very much prefer to avoid crashing a multi-million dollar
spacecraft against the surface of Mars. However, collision orbits can (if non-degenerate as
chords) be perturbed to actual orbits that pass close to the large celestial body. These may
in turn be used for e.g. gravitational slingshots to reach another target, thus saving large
amounts of (very expensive!) fuel. See Bolotin–Mackay [BM06] for existence of infinitely
many such spatial flyby orbits in the CR3BP (for the perturbative regime where µ is small),
obtained from perturbing non-degenerate spatial consecutive collision orbits in the Kepler
problem. Other Lagrangians of interest and their chords detect solar or lunar eclipses (see
e.g. [Ru22]).

Theorem 2.1 also have a relative version addressed at proving the existence of chords, in
a very general setting, but inspired by trying to prove the existence of spatial consecutive



118 6. FIXED POINT THEORY OF HAMILTONIAN TWIST MAPS

collision orbits in the CR3BP. In order to give its statement, we need to introduce certain
basic notions.

Given a Hamiltonian map τ : W → W of a symplectic manifold W , and a Lagrangian
L ⊂W , a chord of τ of order m ≥ 1 with respect to L is a pair (x,m), where x ∈ L is such
that τm(x) ∈ L. The minimal order of a chord (x,m) is the minimal m′ such that (x,m′)
is a chord of order m′. A k-periodic chord is a chord (x, k) of order k such that τk(x) = x;
its minimal period is the minimal such k (which might differ from its minimal order). A
1-periodic chord is a fixed chord. An iterate of a periodic chord (x, k) of minimal period
k is a (periodic) chord of the form (x, n · k) for n ≥ 1. A sub-chord of a chord (x, k) of
(not necessarily minimal) order k is a chord (x′, l) where τn(x) = x′ for some n ≥ 0 and
l + n ≤ k.

With these notions in place, the statement of the theorem is the following.

Theorem 3.1 (Moreno–Limoge, Long interior chords). Suppose that τ is a symplec-
tomorphism of a connected Liouville domain (W,λ). Let α = λ|B, and let L ⊂ (W,λ) be an
exact, spin, Lagrangian with Legendrian boundary. Assume the following.

• (Hamiltonian twist map) τ is generated by a C2-Hamiltonian satisfying the
twist condition as in Theorem 2.1;

• (Periodic chords) there are finitely many periodic chords;

• (Index-definiteness) If dim ∂W > 1, then assume c1(W )|π2(W ) = 0, and (∂W,α)
is index-definite;

• (Wrapped Floer homology) HW∗(L,L) is infinite dimensional.
Then τ admits interior chords with respect to L, of arbitrary large order, which are not
sub-chords of any periodic chord.

The above is, roughly speaking, obtained from Theorem 2.1 by replacing symplectic
homology by wrapped Floer homology. In the case of a cotangent fibre in a cotangent
bundle T ∗Q, HW∗(L,L) is well-known to be infinite dimensional, as it is isomorphic to the
homology of the based loop space of Q as in Theorem 5.1. This is relevant for the collision
locus in the CR3BP, which is the cotangent fibre over the North pole in W = D∗S2. If
the twist condition were to hold (cf. Remark 1.2 however), then the above theorem would
give infinitely many spatial consecutive collision orbits for the (low-energy, near-primary)
dynamics of the CR3BP.

This is illustrated in the following example.

Example 3.1 (RKP). We now study collisions in the integrable case of the RKP. Recall
from Section 5 that the return map is

R : P → P,

R(ξ0, ξ1, ξ2, 0; η0, η1, η2, η3) =
(
ξ0,RotT (c−L)(ξ1, ξ2), 0; η0,RotT (c−L)(η1, η2), η3

)
,
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where
P =

{
(ξ; η) ∈ T ∗S3 : Q(ξ, η) = 1

2 , ξ3 = 0, η3 ≥ 0
}

is the global hypersurface of section. The collision locus is C = {(ξ, η) ∈ P : ξ0 = 1} ∼= D2,
i.e. the 2-disk cotangent fiber over the north pole N = (1, 0, 0, 0) ∈ S3 (also the north pole
in the base of P ∼= D∗S2). Using that L|C = 0, we clearly see that C is invariant under R,
and R : C → C is a rotation by angle T (c), i.e. R|C = RotT (c).

We conclude that there are infinitely many chords of every order k ≥ 1, although
all of them have minimal order 1. These are non-isolated, since they come in a family
parametrized by the disk C, whose boundary circle corresponds to planar chords. The
origin is always fixed, and corresponds to the northern polar collision orbit. Moreover, if
T (c)/2π is irrational, there are no periodic chords except for the origin. If T (c) = 2πp/q is
a rational multiple of 2π, every point in C different from the origin is periodic of the same
minimal period q, and so gives a periodic chord of minimal period q. The conclusion of the
theorem then holds, although the situation described here is of course very non-generic.

4. Digression: From Hamiltonian twist maps to return maps

While our original motivation to introduce the notion of a Hamiltonian twist was to
apply the generalized Poincaré–Birkhoff theorem to the return map of the CR3BP, we now
focus on the converse. Namely, starting from a Hamiltonian twist map, we realize it as the
return map for some adapted open book.

Let (W,ω) be a 2n-dimensional Liouville domain with strict contact boundary (B,αB).
Recall that an exact symplectomorphism is a map φ : W → W satsfying λ − φ∗λ = dS
for some smooth function S : W → R which vanishes near the boundary. The aim of this
section is to prove the following.

Theorem 4.1. Let f : W → W be a Hamiltonian twist map, and φ : W → W a
compactly supported exact symplectomorphism. Then there is an adapted contact form on
OB(W,φ) whose Poincaré return map is f .

We follow a similar strategy as in [AGZ22] (who deal with the case of the disk). We first
focus on the case φ = Id is trivial. Consider a positively wrapping generating Hamiltonian
Ht for f , which we may assume to be periodic, i.e. t ∈ S1. By adding a sufficiently large
constant to Ht, we assume that Ht|B = Ct > 0. On S1 ×W , we then define

α := Htdt+ λ.

To check the contact condition, we compute
α ∧ dαn = (Htdt+ λ) ∧ (dHt ∧ dt+ ω)n

= (Htdt+ λ) ∧ (ωn + n · dHt ∧ dt ∧ dλn−1)
= Htdt ∧ ωn + n · dHt ∧ dt ∧ λ ∧ dλn−1

= dt ∧ (Htω
n + n · λ ∧ dHt ∧ dλn−1).

(4.20)
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We can add a sufficiently large constant to Ht which makes the first summand large,
without changing the second one. Then α becomes contact along S1 ×W .

We note that n · dHt ∧ λ ∧ dλn−1 = λ(XHt) · ωn, which one verifies by contracting with
XHt on either side (and using the convention iXHt

ω = dHt), so that the contact condition
is equivalent to

λ(XHt) < Ht.

As λ = iV ω where V is the Liouville vector field, we have λ(XHt) = ω(V,XHt) = dHt(V ),
so that the contact condition becomes

dHt(V ) < Ht. (4.21)
In a collar neighbourhood [0, 1]×B, where λ = rαB and V = r∂r, this is the condition

r∂rHt < Ht, (4.22)
which at r = 1 is

ht < Ct,

where ht = ∂rHt|r=1. Note that the twist condition implies in particular that ht > 0.
The Reeb vector field of α is then

Rα = XHt + ∂t

Ht + λ(XHt)
,

whose first return map is f .
In case where φ is not trivial, we take a smooth function F : [0, 1]→ [0, 1] which vanishes

near 0 and equals 1 near 1. We define on W × [0, 1]
λφ = F (t)φ∗λ+ (1− F (t))λ,

Hφ
t = F (t)φ∗Ht + (1− F (t))Ht,

which agree respectively with λ and Ht near B = ∂W , and
α := αφ := Hφ

t dt+ λφ.

This gives a well-defined 1-form on the mapping torus
Wφ = W × R/(x, t+ 1) ∼ (φ(x), t).

The contact condition is checked as above. Note that dλφ = ω, when λφ is viewed as a
t-dependent form on W . Viewing Hφ

t as a t-dependent family of Hamiltonians on W , we
can then define XHφ

t
via iX

H
φ
t

ω = −dHφ
t as before. We then obtain that the Reeb vector

field of α is
Rα =

XHφ
t

+ ∂t

Hφ
t + λ(XHφ

t
) .

Note that
dHφ

t = F (t)d(Ht ◦ φ) + (1− F (t))dHt,

where we do not differentiate in the t-direction. It follows that
XHφ

t
= F (t)φ∗XHt + (1− F (t))XHt ,
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and so indeed Hφ
t generates f in time 1.

It remains to show that we can collapse the boundary of Wφ and get a well-defined
contact form in the quotient. We will make the following mild assumption, to be in a
similar setup as in [AGZ22]. We assume that:

Assumptions. (1) the 1-jet of Ht at B = ∂W is t-independent.
The assumption implies that α|S1×B is invariant under the S1-action generated by

Y = ∂t. The associated moment map is
µ = α(Y ) = Ht,

which is constant along B = {µ = C}. Moreover, C is a regular value, as ∂rµ|S1×B =
ht = ∂rHt|r=1 > 0. Then, as in [AGZ22], one can apply Lerman’s contact cut construction
to obtain a well-defined contact form on OB(W,φ) = Wφ/ ∼, obtained by collapsing the
orbits of Y along the boundary ∂Wφ to points.

5. Digression: Alternative twist conditions

As a global hypersurface of section is actually a degenerate Liouville domain (as defined
in Section 6), we will give a definition of Hamiltonian twist map which is adapted to this
setting. We will make use of the notions defined in Section 6.

5.1. Twist condition for degenerate Liouville domains. The following is an adap-
tation of the definition of Hamiltonian twist map, to the degenerate case.

Definition 5.1. (Hamiltonian twist maps on degenerate Liouville domains)
Let f : (W,λ, αB) → (W,λ, αB) be a smooth map on a degenerate Liouville domain. We
say that f is a Hamiltonian twist map, if the following hold:

• f |int(W ) = ϕ1
H is generated by a C2 Hamiltonian Ht : int(W )→ R;

• The Hamiltonian Ht, together with its Hamiltonian vector field, admit a C2 ex-
tension to the boundary; and
• At the boundary B, the generating Hamiltonian vector field satisfies XHt |B = htRα

with ht = αB(XHt) > 0 along B.
We say that the generating Hamiltonian isotopy Ht is strictly twisting or positively

wrapping.
Recalling from section 6 that to a degenerate Liouville domain there corresponds an

honest one, we can give a definition of C0-Hamiltonian twist maps. Namely, these are the
self-maps fQ : (W,ωQ)→ (W,ωQ) that correspond under degeneration to Hamiltonian twist
maps on degenerate Liouville domains.

Definition 5.2. (C0-Hamiltonian twist maps on Liouville domains) Let f :
(W,ω)→ (W,ω) be a map on a Liouville domain. We say that it is a C0-Hamiltonian twist
map, if it corresponds under degeneration to a Hamiltonian twist map on a degenerate
Liouville domain. More precisely:
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• f |int(W ) = ϕ1
H is generated by a C2 Hamiltonian Ht : int(W )→ R;

• Both f and the Hamiltonian Ht admit C0 extensions to the boundary, but not
C1-extensions; and

• Near the boundary B, the generating Hamiltonian vector field satisfies XHt =
htRα + Z, where ht > 0, ht → +∞ as we approach B, Z is linearly independent
of Rα, and Z|B ≡ 0.

We say that the isotopy Ht is infinitely strictly wrapping or infinitely positively wrapping,
or simply infinitely wrapping.

Remark 5.3. (Local models near the boundary) If (W,ω) is a Liouville domain
with ω = d(rαB) near B, and Et : (W,ω) → R is an arbitrary C1-Hamiltonian, its Hamil-
tonian vector field near B is given by

XEt = (∂rEt)Rα + 1
r

(
Xξ

Et
− dEt(Rα)Y

)
, (5.23)

where Rα is the Reeb vector field of α, Y = r∂r is the Liouville vector field in W , and Xξ
Et

is defined implicitly via i
Xξ

Et

dαB = −dEt|ξ.
Note that if Et = Ht ◦ Q where Q : W → W is a square root map (see Section 6),

Q = (F, id) near B, and Ht : (W,λS , αB)→ R is smooth on the non-degeneration of (W,ω),
then the above formula implies, noting that the derivatives of Et along the B-direction
coincide with those of Ht, that

XEt =
[
((∂rHt) ◦Q) · F ′(r)

]
Rα + 1

F (r)
[(
Xξ

Ht
− dHt(Rα)Y

)
◦Q

]
. (5.24)

This is clearly not defined at r = 1 since F ′(r) gives a pole for the first summand at r = 1.
The second summand is the Z as in Definition 5.2 above, and the first summand gives the
infinite wrapping.

Remark 5.4. One may try to adapt the proof of the generalized Poincaré–Birkhoff
theorem to the case of C0-Hamiltonian twist maps. An attempt could go as follows. It is
not hard to see that such a map may be approximated by a sequence of C∞-Hamiltonian
twist maps which converge in C0 to the given map. Applying the theorem to this sequence,
one would like to argue the existence of periodic orbits by taking a limit. However, this
is a priori problematic, as periodic orbits may escape along the boundary. Moreover, once
should keep in mind that there are C0-counterexamples to the Arnold conjecture [BHS],
which can be made smooth away from a point. So one should make use of the twist condition
in a substantial way.

5.2. Relaxed twist condition. As discussed in Remark 1.2, one can relax the twist
condition, by asking that the Hamiltonian vector field at the boundary is positively trans-
verse to the contact structure, but not necessarily pointing in the Reeb direction, as follows.
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Definition 5.5. (Relaxed C0-Hamiltonian twist maps on Liouville domains)
Let f : (W,ω) → (W,ω) be a map on a Liouville domain. We say that it is a relaxed
C0-Hamiltonian twist map, if the following holds:

• f |int(W ) = ϕ1
H is generated by a C2 Hamiltonian Ht : int(W )→ R;

• Both f and the Hamiltonian Ht admit C0 extensions to the boundary, but not
C1-extensions; and
• Near the boundary B, the generating Hamiltonian vector field satisfies XHt =
htRα+Z, where ht > 0, ht → +∞ as we approach B, and Z is linearly independent
of Rα.

The degenerate version of this definition is analogous, i.e. the following.

Definition 5.6. (Relaxed Hamiltonian twist maps on degenerate Liouville
domains) Let f : (W,λ, αB) → (W,λ, αB) be a smooth map on a degenerate Liouville
domain. We say that f is a relaxed Hamiltonian twist map, if the following hold:

• f |int(W ) = ϕ1
H is generated by a C2 Hamiltonian Ht : int(W )→ R;

• The Hamiltonian Ht, together with its Hamiltonian vector field, admit a C2 ex-
tension to the boundary; and
• At the boundary B, the generating Hamiltonian vector field satisfies XHt |B =
htRα + Z with ht = αB(XHt) > 0 along B, and Z is linearly independent of Rα.

The clear advantage of the conditions in above definitions is that they are open, and
address the degeneracy at the boundary. It would be desirable to have a fixed-point theorem
for this relaxed version of twist map. Ideally it would further be desirable to replace C2 by
C1, as the billiard examples in Section 6.5 show.

6. Digression: Morrison’s example and outlook

The notions discussed above touch on what is a vastly unexplored line of research: the
study of (non-compactly supported) Hamiltonian maps on Liouville domains. This is a
natural higher-dimensional version of the study of dynamics on surfaces, which is a huge
industry in its own right, and arguably inspired by the planar CR3BP and Poincaré’s work.
An interesting and concrete starting question is naturally the following.

Question. Given a Hamiltonian map f : W → W on a Liouville domain, does it have
interior periodic points? How many? Are there obstructions on f and/or W?

The most basic example of a Liouville domain is the ball W = B2n. It turns out
that in this case, the situation is already different than from the 2-dimensional disk, where
Brouwer’s translation theorem applies (and is purely topological). Indeed, the following
example due to Morrison [Morr82] gives a Hamiltonian map on the ball of dimension
at least 4 which has no interior fixed point. This means that in the above question, for
W = B2n, one should indeed impose constraints on the map and/or the dynamics on the
boundary.
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Consider the Hopf fibration
π : S2n−1 → CPn−1

(z1, . . . , zn) 7→ [z1 : · · · : zn],
and further consider a map that collapses the closed ball B2n by identifying boundary

points if they lie in the same fiber of the Hopf fibration, and coinciding with the identity in
the interior. The quotient space is CPn+1 and the quotient map is

h : B2n → CPn

z = (z1, . . . , zn) 7→ (1− |z|2 : z1 : · · · : zn).
This is a diffeomorphism in the interior, and on the boundary it coincides with the Hopf

fibration π onto CPn−1 = {z0 = 0} ⊂ CPn. In other words, h is the map attaching the top
cell to CPn, corresponding to the cell-decomposition CPn = CPn−1 ∪ B2n. Consider the
perfect Morse function

φ : CPn → R,

φ([z0 : · · · : zn]) =
n+1∑
j=1

j|zj−1|2,

with n + 1 critical points pi = [0 : · · · : 1 : · · · : 0], i = 0, . . . , n. Pick a point q ∈ CPn−1 =
π(S2n−1) different from the pi, e.g. q = [0 : 1 : · · · : 1]. Then one can construct an isotopy
Ft : CPn → CPn such that F0 =Id, Ft fixes pi for i = 1, . . . , n, and F1(p0) = q, say by
choosing a narrow tube around a path connecting p0 to q, and pushing with the finger. This
can be done in a smooth way. Define the function

H : B2n → R,
H = φ ◦ F−1

1 ◦ h.
By construction, all critical points of φ◦F−1

1 lie in CPn−1, therefore all the critical points of
H lie on the boundary (where they come in critical circles, i.e. fibers of the Hopf fibration).
The time-ϵ flow of the Hamiltonian vector field XH (which is tangent to the boundary) is
then a Hamiltonian map whose fixed points are in correspondence with critical points of H
for sufficiently small ϵ, and hence has no interior fixed points. This finishes the construction.
Note that this of course does not work for n = 1.

We finish this section with a version of the Arnold conjecture for Hamiltonian twist
maps.

Conjecture 6.1. If f : B2n → B2n is a Hamiltonian twist map with n ≥ 2, with no
boundary fixed points, then it has a fixed point in the interior. More generally, if f : W →W
is a non-degenerate Hamiltonian twist map on a Liouville domain with no boundary fixed
points, then

#Fix(f) ≥
dim(W )∑

i=0
bi(W ),

where bi(W ) = dimQH
i(W ;Q) is the i-th Betti number of W .
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Note that in the Morrison construction all of the fixed points have been pushed to the
boundary, where they form critical circles, so that the assumptions of the conjecture rule
out this example. The Hamiltonian that generates the Morrison map is moreover not one
for which one can define any reasonable Floer homology.





CHAPTER 7

Symplectic dynamics

This chapter is devoted to outlining the basic notions of symplectic dynamics. This
is a framework introduced by Helmut Hofer, which integrates notions from symplectic ge-
ometry and dynamics, and in particular builds on Floer theory and the theory of pseudo-
holomorphic curves. As opposed to the perturbative methods described in the historical
remarks of Section 1 of Chapter 4, this is is an inherently non-perturbative approach to
the study of dynamics. This will pave the way to explain the main construction of [M20],
which we do at the end of the chapter.

1. Pseudo-holomorphic curves in symplectizations

1.1. Finite energy foliations. Finite energy foliations of contact 3–manifolds were
introduced by Hofer, Wysocki and Zehnder in [HWZ98; HWZ03]. These have had several
uses in the study of Reeb dynamics, symplectic fillings, and pseudo-rotations of the disk,
see e.g. [BH; Br15a; Br15b; FH18; Wen08; Wen10], and references therein. We will
now discuss the basic definitions.

Consider the symplectization (M,ω) = (R × Σ, d(etα)) of a contact 3-manifold (Σ, α).
Its tangent space splits as TM = ξ⊕⟨∂t, Rα⟩. A (cylindrical, α-compatible) almost complex
structure is an endomorphism J ∈ End(TM) satisfying:

• J2 = −1;
• J(ξ) = ξ, J(∂t) = Rα;
• J is R-invariant;
• g = dα(·, J ·) defines a J-invariant Riemannian metric on ξ.

A J-holomorphic curve is then a map

u = (a, v) : (Ṡ, j)→ (M,J),

where Ṡ = S\Γ is a Riemann surface (S, j) with a finite collection Γ of points removed, such
that u intertwines the complex structures, i.e. it satisfies the non-linear Cauchy–Riemann
equation

J ◦ du = du ◦ i.
The Hofer-energy of such a curve is the quantity

E(u) = sup
φ∈P

∫
Ṡ
u∗ωφ,

127



128 7. SYMPLECTIC DYNAMICS

where P = {φ : R → (0, 1) : φ′ ≥ 0} is the set of orientation preserving diffeomorphisms
between R and (0, 1), and ωφ = d(eφ(t)α) is a symplectic form. The choice of J implies
that the integrand is point-wise non-negative and so E(u) ≥ 0. We say that the holomor-
phic curve has finite energy if E(u) < +∞. A fundamental property is that non-constant
finite energy J-holomorphic curves are asymptotic to closed Reeb orbits at their punctures
(originally noted by Hofer in his proof of the Weinstein conjecture for overtwisted contact
3-manifolds).

Proposition 1.1 ([H93]). Let u = (a, v) : Ḋ = D\{0} → R × Σ be a non-constant
J-holomorphic curve of finite energy. If it is bounded, then it extends to a J-holomorphic
map on D. Otherwise it is proper, − limR→0

∫
∂DR

v∗dα := T ̸= 0 and is finite, and there
exists a sequence Rk → +∞ such that

lim
k→+∞

u(e−2π(Rk+it)) = γ(tT ),

for a closed Reeb orbit γ of period |T |.

Moreover, if γ is non-degenerate, the above convergence is exponential and we have
limR→+∞ u(e−2π(R+it)) = γ(tT ), limR→+∞ a(e−2π(R+it))/R = T . The puncture is positive
or negative depending on the sign of T . Therefore we have a decomposition Γ = Γ+ ∪ Γ−

into positive and negative punctures.
A trivial cylinder over a T -periodic orbit γ is the finite energy cylinder

u : R× S1 → R× Σ,
u(s, t) = (Ts, γ(tT )).

The above proposition then says that, roughly speaking, finite energy holomorphic curves
are asymptotic to trivial cylinders at the punctures.

Definition 1.1 (Finite energy foliation). A finite energy foliation for (Σ, α, J) is a
smooth two-dimensional foliation F of R× Σ such that

• Each leaf F ∈ F is the image of an embedded finite energy J–holomorphic curve,
and there exists a constant that bounds the energy of every leaf uniformly.
• The foliation is R-invariant, i.e. for every leaf F ∈ F and a ∈ R, then F + a ∈ F .

If γ ⊂ Σ is a periodic orbit which is an asymptotic limit for some leaf u ∈ F , then the
orbit cylinder R× γ is also a leaf of F .

Now, a fundamental property for holomorphic planes is positivity of intersections; since
M is 4-dimensional, generically two curves intersect at a finite number of points, and if
they are holomorphic the intersection numbers are positive. However, there is an an ob-
vious drawback: curves are non-compact and so the classical intersection pairing is not
homotopy invariant, since intersections can disappear to infinity. The solution to this issue
was provided by Siefring [Sie11], who, using the very explicit asymptotic behaviour of finite
energy curves, defined an intersection pairing with all the desired properties. In particu-
lar, it is homotopy invariant, takes into consideration interior intersections as well as those
“coming from infinity”, and two holomorphic curves have vanishing Siefring intersection if
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Figure 1. A cross section of a finite energy foliation in S3 = R3 ∪ {∞},
with binding consisting of three orbits, one hyperbolic and two elliptic.

and only if their images do not intersect at all. Moreover, in such a case, their projections
to Σ do not intersect unless their images coincide.

This has a number of consequences. Denote by B ⊂ Σ the union of all the closed orbits
that occur as asymptotic limits for leaves of F , which we call the binding of the foliation.
This is the projection down to Σ of all the orbit cylinders in F . Then if F is a finite energy
foliation, the projections of its leaves from R×Σ to Σ yield a smooth foliation of Σ\B, and
each leaf is transverse to the Reeb flow.

A finite energy foliation is stable if its binding consists of non-degenerate orbits, and
all the leaves of the foliation are the images of regular holomorphic curves (i.e. the oper-
ator arising by linearizing the CR-equation is surjective, see e.g. [Wen08; Wen10b]). In
practice, this means that the foliation persists under perturbations of J and α.

2. Reeb dynamics on convex 3-spheres

This section is devoted to reviewing the groundbreaking work of Hofer–Wysocki–Zehnder
for the study of Hamiltonian dynamics in dimension four [HWZ98].

We begin with a definition. A connected compact hypersurface Σ ⊂ R4 is said to
be strictly convex if there exists a domain W ⊂ R4 and a smooth function ϕ : R4 → R
satisfying:

(i) (Regularity) Σ = {ϕ = 0} is a regular level set;
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(ii) (Bounded domain) W = {z ∈ R4 : ϕ(z) ≤ 0} is bounded and contains the origin;
and

(iii) (Positive-definite Hessian) ∇2ϕz(h, h) > 0 for z ∈W and for each non-zero tangent
vector h ∈ TΣ.

In this case, the radial vector field is transverse to Σ, and so Σ is a contact-type 3-sphere,
inheriting a contact form α induced by the standard Liouville form in R4.

In [HWZ98], Hofer–Wysocki–Zehnder prove the following.
Theorem 2.1 ([HWZ98]). A strictly convex hypersurface (Σ, α) ⊂ R4 has either 2 or

infinitely many periodic orbits.
The strategy of the proof is finding a disk-like global surface of section, and use the

Brouwer–Franks combination mentioned as a heuristic in Chapter 4. The difficulty is pre-
cisely finding the section. These are to be thought of as the (holomorphic) pages of a trivial
open book on Σ ∼= S3 = OB(D2,1), which is adapted to the given Reeb dynamics. The
rough idea is as follows.

One assumes the existence of a special Reeb orbit γ, in the sense that is unknotted and
linked to every other Reeb orbit (necessary conditions to be the binding of a trivial open
book for S3), non-degenerate, has minimal period, and satisfies µCZ(γ) = 3. Here, while
in general the CZ-index of an orbit depends on a trivialization of the tangent bundle along
a choice of disk bounded by γ, in the case of S3, where π2(S3) = 0, this is independent
of choices. One then considers the moduli space M of finite energy J-holomorphic planes
asymptotic to this Reeb orbit γ, and having vanishing Siefring self-intersection, modulo the
action of R-translation in the image (recall J is R-invariant) and conformal reparametriza-
tions of the domain C. Its expected dimension is dimM = µCZ(γ) − 2 = 1, by the
Riemann–Roch formula for the Fredholm index. Moreover, the miraculous 4-dimensional
phenomenon of automatic transversality shows that M is a manifold for any cylindrical
J . The properties of the Siefring pairing implies that the projections of planes in M are
immersed, do not intersect, and provide a local foliation of Σ. A further step needed in
order to get a global foliation is a way to compactify M. This is provided by Gromov’s
compactification (or the SFT compactification), obtained by adding strata of nodal curves
and “holomorphic buildings” with potentially several “floors”; strictly speaking, these a
priori are no longer planes. However, the fact that γ is linked to every other orbit can be
used to show that no extra strata needs to be added toM, and is in fact a priori compact.
The result is thatM∼= S1, and projecting the planes inM to Σ provides a global foliation
of Σ. The leaves of this foliation are the S1-family of pages of an open book with binding
γ, and are in fact global surfaces of section for the Reeb dynamics.

While the assumption on the existence of γ above might seem far-fetched, it is implied
by dynamical convexity [HWZ98].

Definition 2.1. We say that (Σ, α) is dynamically convex if µCZ(γ) ≥ 3 for Reeb every
orbit γ.

This condition is implied by strict convexity [HWZ98]; intuitively, this implies that
there is “enough winding” of the linearized Reeb flow along each orbit, so that nearby
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orbits intersect the leaves of the foliation (and so, at the end of the day when the open
book is obtained, we also obtain a return map). The special Reeb orbit is found by first
considering the case of an ellipsoid, in which it is explicitly found, then interpolating to the
dynamically convex case by considering a symplectic cobordism, and finally using properties
of finite energy planes in cobordisms; see Section 4 in [HWZ98].

Conclusion. The main message to take away from this discussion is that the global sur-
faces of section are the (holomorphic) pages of a trivial open book on Σ ∼= S3 = OB(D2,1),
which is a posteriori adapted to the given Reeb dynamics, as they form the leaves of the
projection of a stable finite energy foliation of the symplectization. The way that this result
ties up with the planar CR3BP is via the Levi-Civita regularization; one says that (µ, c) lies
in the convexity range whenever the Levi-Civita regularization is dynamically convex (cf.
Prop. 4.1). The holomorphic open book provided by Hofer–Wysocki–Zehnder, given suit-
able symmetries, descends to a rational open book on the Moser-regularized hypersurface
RP 3 (i.e. the pages are disks, but their boundary is doubly covered). Alternatively, [HSW]
provides an honest open book with annuli fibers for RP 3 = OB(D∗S1, τ2), adapted to the
planar dynamics. This circle of ideas has also been fruitfully exploited in e.g. [H12; H14];
see [HS20] for a very nice survey and references therein, especially for the applications on
the planar CR3BP.

3. Siefring higher-dimensional intersection theory

This section is devoted to outlining the basic workings of Richard Siefring’s (still work
in progress) higher-dimensional intersection theory. This is based on the exposition article
[MS19].

The main goal of this section is to understand the intersection properties of punc-
tured pseudoholomorphic curves with asymptotically cylindrical pseudoholomorphic hyper-
surfaces. The main difficulty arises from the noncompactness of the manifolds in question.
Indeed, a punctured pseudoholomorphic curve whose image is not contained in the holomor-
phic hypersurface may have punctures limiting to a periodic orbits lying in the hypersurface.
In this case, it’s not a priori clear that the intersection number between the curve and the
hypersurface is finite. Even assuming this intersection number is finite, it is not homotopy
invariant as intersections can be lost or created at infinity. These difficulties can be dealt
with via higher-dimensional analogs of the techniques developed by Siefring in [Sie11]. We
explain the basic definitions and results in what follows.

Let M2n+1 be a closed, orientable manifold. A pair H = (λ, ω) ∈ Ω1(M) × Ω2(M) is
called a stable Hamiltonian structure on M if

• λ ∧ ωn is a volume form on M ,
• dω = 0, and
• dλ ⊂ kerω.

A stable Hamiltonian structure on M determines a splitting

TM = RXH ⊕ (ξ, ω|ξ)
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of the tangent space of M into a symplectic hyperplane distribution (ξ = kerλ, ω|ξ) and
a line bundle given by the span of the Reeb vector field XH, i.e. the unique vector field
satisfying

λ(XH) = 1 and iXHω = 0.
We will refer to the triple (M,λ, ω) as a stable Hamiltonian manifold. A stable Hamiltonian
structure (λ, ω) on M is said to be nondegenerate if all periodic orbits of the Reeb vector
field are nondegenerate.

A codimension-2 submanifold V ⊂ M is a stable Hamiltonian hypersurface of M if the
pair H′ := (λ′, ω′) defined by

λ′ := i∗λ ω′ := i∗ω,

where i : V ↪→ M is the inclusion map, is a stable Hamiltonian structure on V . In this
case, the hyperplane distribution ξ′ := kerλ′ is identified via i∗ with TV ∩ ξ. We say
a stable Hamiltonian hypersurface V ⊂ M is a strong stable Hamiltonian hypersurface
if, in addition, V is invariant under the flow of XH. Along a strong stable Hamiltonian
hypersurface V ⊂M , we obtain a splitting of the tangent space of M

TM |V = RXH ⊕ (ξ′, ω′)⊕ (ξ⊥
V , ω) ≈ RXH′ ⊕ (ξ ∩ TV, ω)⊕ (ξ⊥

V , ω) (3.25)
into a line bundle spanned by XH and two symplectic vector bundles, where

ξ⊥
V = {v ∈ ξ|V : ω(v, i∗w) = 0,∀w ∈ ξ′}, (3.26)

is the symplectic complement of ξ′ ≈ TV ∩ ξ in ξ|V . We note that the first two sum-
mands give TV . The linearized flow of XH along V preserves this splitting along with the
symplectic structure on the second two summands.

Let γ : S1 ≈ R/Z→M be a T -periodic orbit of XH, i.e. γ satisfies the equation
γ̇(t) = T ·XH(γ(t))

for all t ∈ S1. Assuming that γ(S1) ⊂ V , we can choose a symplectic trivialization of the
hyperplane distribution ξ = ξ′⊕ξ⊥

V |γ(S1) along γ which respects the splitting (3.25), i.e. one
of the form

Φ = ΦT ⊕ ΦN : ξ′ ⊕ ξ⊥
V |γ(S1) → S1 × (R2n−2, ω0)⊕ (R2, ω0)

with ΦT and ΦN symplectic trivialization of ξ′|γ(S1) and ξ⊥
V |γ(S1) respectively. Given such

a trivialization we can define the Conley–Zehnder index of the orbit γ viewed as an orbit
in M as usual by

µΦ(γ) := µCZ(Φ(γ(t)) ◦ dψT t(γ(0)) ◦ Φ(γ(0))−1)
where ψ : R ×M → M is the flow generated by XH and where µCZ is the CZ-index. But
since dψt preserves the splitting (3.25), we can also consider the Conley–Zenhder indices
that arise from the restrictions of dψt to ξ′|γ and ξ⊥

V |γ . In particular we define

µΦT
V (γ) := µCZ(ΦT (γ(t)) ◦ dψT t(γ(0))|ξ′ ◦ ΦT (γ(0))−1)

which is the Conley–Zehnder index of γ viewed as a periodic orbit lying in V , and
µΦN

N (γ) := µCZ(ΦN (γ(t)) ◦ dψT t(γ(0))|ξ⊥
V
◦ ΦN (γ(0))−1)
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which we will call the normal Conley–Zehnder index of γ relative to ΦN . These quantites
are related by

µΦ(γ) = µΦT
V (γ) + µΦN

N (γ).
An almost complex structure J on ξ is said to be compatible with the stable Hamiltonian

structure (λ, ω) if the bilinear form on ξ defined by ω(·, J ·)|ξ×ξ is a metric. We will denote the
set of compatible complex structures on ξ by J (M, ξ). Given a strong stable Hamiltonian
hypersurface V ⊂M and a choice of J ∈ J (M, ξ), J is V -compatible if J fixes the hyperplane
distribution ξ′ = TV ∩ ξ along V . We will denote the set of such complex structures by
J (M,V, ξ). Such a J ∈ J (M,V, ξ) necessarily also fixes ξ⊥

V , as is easily seen. We note
that since both the linearized flow dψt of XH and a compatible J ∈ J (M,V, ξ) preserve the
splitting (3.25), the asymptotic operator

Aγh(t) := −J d

ds

∣∣∣∣
s=0

dψ−T sh(t+ s)

of a periodic orbit γ lying in V also preserves the splitting. We will write

Aγ = AT
γ ⊕AN

γ : W 1,2(ξ′)⊕W 1,2(ξ⊥
V )→ L2(ξ′)⊕ L2(ξ⊥

V )

to indicate the resulting splitting of the operator.
We then extend J to an R-invariant almost complex structure J̃ on R ×M , so that

it maps the R-direction to the Reeb vector field. Then the submanifold R × V of R ×M
is J̃-holomorphic. One can then consider J̃-holomorphic hypersurfaces which are asymp-
totic to cylindrical J̃-holomorphic hypersurfaces of the form R× V with V a strong stable
Hamiltonian hypersurface. Before giving a more precise definition, we introduce some more
geometric data on our manifold.

Given a J ∈ J (M, ξ) we can define a Riemannian metric

gJ(v, w) = λ(v)λ(w) + ω(πξv, Jπξw) (3.27)

where πξ : TM ≈ RXH ⊕ ξ → ξ is the projection onto ξ along XH. We can extend gJ to a
metric g̃J on R×M by

g̃J := da⊗ da+ π∗gJ . (3.28)
We will denote the exponential maps of gJ and g̃J by exp and ẽxp respectively, which are
related by

ẽxp(a,p)(b, v) = (a+ b, expp v).
If J is V -compatible for some strong stable Hamiltonian hypersurface V ⊂ M , then the
symplectic normal bundle ξ⊥

V is the gJ -orthogonal complement of TV in TM |V , and that
π∗ξ⊥

V is the g̃J -orthogonal complement of T (R× V ) in T (R×M)|R×V . Since V is assumed
to be compact, the restrictions of exp and ẽxp to ξ⊥

V and π∗ξ⊥
V respectively are embeddings

on some neighborhood of the zero sections.
Now consider a pair V+, V− of strong stable Hamiltonian hypersurfaces and assume that

V := V+ ∪ V− is also a strong stable Hamiltonian hypersurface, i.e. that all components
of V+ and V− are either disjoint or identical. We let J ∈ J (M,V, ξ) be a V -compatible



134 7. SYMPLECTIC DYNAMICS

J with associated R-invariant almost complex structure J̃ on R ×M . We will consider J̃-
holomorphic submanifolds which outside of a compact set can be described by exponentially
decaying sections of the normal bundles to V+ and V−. More precisely, a J̃-holomorphic
submanifold Ṽ ⊂ R × M is positively asymptotically cylindrical over V+ and negatively
asymptotically cylindrical over V− if there exists an R > 0 and sections

η+ : [R,+∞)→ C∞(ξ⊥
V+)

η− : (−∞,−R]→ C∞(ξ⊥
V−)

so that
Ṽ ∩ ([R,+∞)×M) =

⋃
(a,p)∈[R,+∞)×V+

ẽxp(a,p)η+(a, p)

Ṽ ∩ ((−∞,−R]×M) =
⋃

(a,p)∈(−∞,−R]×V−

ẽxp(a,p)η−(a, p)

and so that there exist constants Mi > 0, d > 0 satisfying
|∇̃iη±(a, p)| ≤Mie

−d|a|

for all i ∈ N and ±a ∈ [R,+∞), where ∇̃ is the extension of a connection ∇ on ξ⊥
V to a

connection ∇̃ on π∗ξ⊥
V defined by requiring ∇̃∂aη(a, p) = ∂aη(a, p). We will refer to the

sections η+ and η− respectively as positive and negative asymptotic representatives of Ṽ .
Before presenting the relevant results it will be convenient to establish some standard

assumptions and notations for the next several definitions and results.

Assumptions. We assume that:
(1) (M,λ, ω) is a closed, manifold with nondegenerate stable Hamiltonian structure

(λ, ω) with ξ = kerλ and XH the associated Reeb vector field,
(2) V+ ⊂M , V− ⊂M , and V = V+ ∪ V− are strong stable Hamiltonian hypersurfaces

of M ,
(3) J ∈ J (M,V, ξ) is a V -compatible complex structure on ξ and J̃ is the R-invariant

almost complex structure on R×M associated to J ,
(4) g̃J is the Riemannian metric on R×M defined by (3.28) and ẽxp is the associated

exponential map,
(5) Ṽ ⊂ R ×M is a J̃-holomorphic hypersurface which is positively asymptotically

cylindrical over V+ and negatively asymptotically cylindrical over V−,
(6) η+ : [R,+∞) → C∞(ξ⊥

V+
) and η− : (−∞,−R] → C∞(ξ⊥

V−
) are, respectively,

positive and negative asymptotic representatives of Ṽ ,
(7) C = [S, j,Γ = Γ+ ∪ Γ−, ũ = (a, u)] is a finite-energy J̃-holomorphic curve, and

at z ∈ Γ, C is asymptotic to γmz
z (with γmz

z indicating the mz-fold covering of a
simple periodic orbit γz),

(8) Φ is a trivialization of ξ⊥
V along every periodic orbit lying in V which occurs as an

asymptotic limit of C.
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The following theorem can be seen as a generalization of Theorem 2.2 in [Sie11].

Theorem 3.1 (Siefring, to appear). Under the above assumptions, assume that at z ∈
Γ+, C is asymptotic to a periodic orbit γmz

z ⊂ V+. Then there exists an R′ ∈ R, a smooth
map

uT : [R′,∞)× S1 → [R,∞)× V+
and a smooth section

uN : [R′,∞)× S1 → u∗
Tπ

∗ξ⊥
V+

so that the map
(s, t) 7→ ẽxpuT (s,t)uN (s, t) (3.29)

parametrizes C near z. Moreover, if we assume that the image of C is not a subset of the
asymptotically cylindrical hypersurface Ṽ , then

uN (s, t)− η+(uT (s, t)) = eµs[e(t) + r(s, t)] (3.30)
for all (s, t) ∈ [R′,∞)× S1 where:

• µ < 0 is a negative eigenvalue of the normal asymptotic operator AN
γmz

z
,

• e ∈ ker(AN
γmz

z
− µ) \ {0} is an eigenvector with eigenvalue µ, and

• r : [R′,∞) × S1 → u∗
Tπ

∗ξ⊥
V is a smooth section satisfying exponential decay esti-

mates of the form
|∇̃i

s∇̃
j
tr(s, t)| ≤Mije

−d|s| (3.31)
for some positive constants Mij, d and all (i, j) ∈ N2

Similarly, if we assume that at z ∈ Γ−, C is asymptotic to a periodic orbit γmz
z ⊂ V−.,

then there exists an R′ ∈ R, a smooth map
uT : (−∞, R′]× S1 → (−∞,−R]× V−

and a smooth section
uN : (−∞, R′]× S1 → u∗

Tπ
∗ξ⊥

V−

so that the map
(s, t) 7→ ẽxpuT (s,t)uN (s, t)

parametrizes C near z. Moreover, if the image of C is not contained in Ṽ , then uN (s, t)−
η−(uT (s, t)) satisfies a formula of the form (3.30) for all (s, t) ∈ (−∞, R′]×S1, where now:

• µ > 0 is a positive eigenvalue of the normal asymptotic operator AN
γmz

z
,

• e ∈ ker(AN
γmz

z
− µ) \ {0}, as before, is an eigenvector with eigenvalue µ, and

• r : (−∞, R′]→ u∗
Tπ

∗ξ⊥
V is a smooth section satisfying exponential decay estimates

of the form (3.31) for some positive contants Mij, d.

The bundles of the form u∗
Tπ

∗ξ⊥
V occurring in the statement of this theorem are triv-

ializable since they are complex line bundles over a space which retracts onto S1. In any
trivialization the eigenvector e from formula (3.30) satisfies a linear, nonsingular ODE, and
thus is nowhere vanishing since we assume it is not identically zero. Since the “remainder
term” r in the formula (3.30) converges to zero, the functions uN (s, t) − η±(uT (s, t)) are
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nonvanishing for sufficiently large |s|. However, since zeroes of this function can be seen
to correspond to intersections between the curve C and the hypersurface Ṽ occuring suffi-
ciently close to the punctures of C, we conclude that all intersections between C and Ṽ are
contained in a compact set. Moreover, since intersections between C and Ṽ can be shown to
be isolated and of positive local order, we conclude that the algebraic intersection number
between C and Ṽ is finite:

Corollary 3.1. Under the above assumptions, assume also that no component of the
curve C has image contained in the J̃-holomorphic hypersurface Ṽ . Then the algebraic
intersection number C · Ṽ , defined by summing local intersection indices, is finite and non-
negative, and C · Ṽ = 0 precisely when C and Ṽ do not intersect.

This corollary deals with the first difficulty in understanding intersections between
punctured curves and asymptotically cylindrical hypersurfaces described above, namely
the finiteness of the intersection number. A second consequence of the asymptotic formula
from Theorem 3.1, again stemming from the fact that the quantities uN (s, t)− η±(uT (s, t))
are nonzero for sufficiently large |s|, is that the normal approach of the curve C has a
well-defined winding number relative to a trivialization Φ of ξ⊥

V |γz . This winding will be
given by the winding of the eigenvector from formula (3.30) relative to Φ, and for a given
puncture z of C, we will denote this quantity by

windΦ
rel((C; z), Ṽ ) = wind(e).

Combining this observation with the characterization of the Conley–Zehnder index in terms
of the asymptotic operator from Definition 3.9/Theorem 3.10 in [HWZ95] leads to the
following corollary.

Corollary 3.2. Under the above assumptions, also assume that no component of the
curve C = [S, j,Γ+ ∪ Γ−, ũ = (a, u)] has image contained in the holomorphic hypersurface
Ṽ . Then:

• If z ∈ Γ is a positive puncture at which ũ limits to γmz
z ⊂ V+ then

windΦ
rel((C; z), Ṽ ) ≤ ⌊µΦ

N (γmz
z )/2⌋ =: αΦ;−

N (γmz
z ). (3.32)

• If z ∈ Γ is a negative puncture at which ũ limits to γmz
z ⊂ V− then

windΦ
rel((C; z), Ṽ ) ≥ ⌈µΦ

N (γmz
z )/2⌉ =: αΦ;+

N (γmz
z ). (3.33)

The numbers αΦ;−
N (γ) and αΦ;+

N (γ) are, respectively, the biggest/smallest winding num-
ber achieved by an eigenfunction of the normal asymptotic operator of any orbit γ corollary
responding to a negative/positive eigenvalue. Observe that we have the formulas

µΦ
N (γ) = 2αΦ;−

N (γ) + pN (γ) = 2αΦ;+
N (γ)− pN (γ), (3.34)

where pN (γ) ∈ {0, 1} is the normal parity of the orbit γ (which is independent of the
trivialization Φ).

We will see in a moment that this corollary can be used to deal with the second difficulty
in understanding intersections between punctured curves and asymptotically cylindrical
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hypersurfaces described above, namely, the fact that the algebraic intersection number may
not be invariant under homotopies. We first introduce some terminology. Assuming that
no component of C is a subset of Ṽ , we define the asymptotic intersection number at the
punctures of C in the following way:

• If for the positive puncture z ∈ Γ+, γmz
z ⊂ V+, we define the asymptotic intersection

number δ∞((C; z); Ṽ ) of C at z with Ṽ by

δ∞((C; z), Ṽ ) = ⌊µΦ
N (γmz

z )/2⌋ − windΦ
rel((C; z), Ṽ ). (3.35)

• If for the negative puncture z ∈ Γ−, γmz
z ⊂ V−, we define the asymptotic intersec-

tion number δ∞((C; z); Ṽ ) of C at z with Ṽ by

δ∞((C; z), Ṽ ) = windΦ
rel((C; z), Ṽ )− ⌈µΦ

N (γmz
z )/2⌉. (3.36)

• For all other punctures z ∈ Γ± (i.e. those for which γz is not contained in V±), we
define

δ∞((C; z), Ṽ ) = 0. (3.37)
We then define the total asymptotic intersection number of C with Ṽ by

δ∞(C, Ṽ ) =
∑
z∈Γ

δ∞((C; z), Ṽ ). (3.38)

We observe that as a result of Corollary 3.2 the local and total asymptotic intersection
numbers are always nonnegative.

We can use the trivialization Φ of ξ⊥
V along the asymptotic periodic orbits of C lying in V

to construct a perturbation CΦ of C in the following way. For each puncture z ∈ Γ for which
the asymptotic limit γmz

z lies in V , we first extend Φ to a trivialization Φ : ξ⊥
V |Uz → Uz×R2

on some open neighborhood Uz ⊂ V of the asymptotic limit γz. Then we consider the
asymptotic parametrization

(s, t) 7→ ẽxpuT (s,t)uN (s, t)
from Theorem 3.1 above for (s, t) ∈ [R,+∞)× S1 or (−∞,−R]× S1 as appropriate, where
R > 0 is chosen large enough so that uT has image contained in the neighborhood Uz of γz

on which the trivialization Φ has been extended. We then perturb the map by replacing
the above parametrization of C near z by the map

(s, t) 7→ ẽxpuT (s,t)

(
uN (s, t) + β(|s|)Φ(uT (s, t))−1ε

)
where β : [0,∞)→ [0, 1] is a smooth cut-off function equal to 0 for s < |R|+ 1 and equal to
1 for |s| > |R|+ 2, and ε ̸= 0 is thought of as a number in C ≈ R2. Given this, we can then
define the relative intersection number iΦ(C, Ṽ ) of C and Ṽ relative to the the trivialization
Φ by

iΦ(C, Ṽ ) := CΦ · Ṽ .
It can be shown that this number is independent of choices made in the construction of CΦ
provided the perturbations are sufficiently small.
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We now define the holomorphic intersection product of C and Ṽ by

C ∗ Ṽ := iΦ(C, Ṽ ) +
∑

z∈Γ+
γz⊂V+

⌊µΦ
N (γmz

z )/2⌋ −
∑

z∈Γ−
γz⊂V−

⌈µΦ
N (γmz

z )/2⌉

The key facts about the holomorphic intersection product are now given in the following
theorem which generalizes Theorem 2.2/4.4 in [Sie11].

Theorem A (Generalized positivity of intersections, Siefring, to appear). With Ṽ and
C as in the above assumptions, assume that C is not contained in Ṽ , the holomorphic
intersection product C ∗ Ṽ depends only on the relative homotopy classes of C and Ṽ .
Moreover, if the image of C is not contained in Ṽ , then

C ∗ Ṽ = C · Ṽ + δ∞(C, Ṽ ) ≥ 0

where C · Ṽ is the algebraic intersection number, defined by summing local intersection
indices, and δ∞(C, Ṽ ) is the total asymptotic intersection number, defined by (3.35)–(3.38).
In particular, C ∗ Ṽ ≥ 0 and equals zero if and only if C and Ṽ don’t intersect and all
asymptotic intersection numbers are zero.

The proof of this theorem follows very similar lines to Theorem 2.2/4.4 in [Sie11]. The
essential point is that the relative intersection number can be shown to be given by the
formula

iΦ(C, Ṽ ) = C · Ṽ −
∑

z∈Γ+
γz⊂V+

windΦ
rel((C; z), Ṽ ) +

∑
z∈Γ−

γz⊂V−

windΦ
rel((C; z), Ṽ ).

The result will then follow from Corollary 3.2 above.
Analogous to the case in four dimensions studied in [Sie11], the R-invariance of the

almost complex structure allows one to compute the holomorphic intersection number and
(in some cases) the algebraic intersection number of a holomorphic curve and a holomorphic
hypersurface with respect to asymptotic winding numbers and intersections of each object
with the asymptotic limits of the other.

Before stating the relevant results we will first make some additional assumptions. We
will henceforth assume that:

Assumptions.
(1) V+ and V− are disjoint,
(2) ξ⊥

V of V = V+ ∪ V− is trivializable,
(3) Φ : ξ⊥

V → V × R2 is a global trivialization,
(4) Ṽ is connected, and
(5) the projection π(Ṽ ) of Ṽ to M is an embedded codimension-1 submanifold of

M \ V .

Under these assumptions, Ṽ has a well-defined winding windΦ
∞(Ṽ , γ) relative to Φ

around any orbit γ ⊂ V = V+ ∪ V− which can be defined by considering the asymptotic
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representatives η+ or η− as appropriate and computing

windΦ
∞(Ṽ , γ) = lim

|s|→∞
wind Φ−1η±(s, γ(·)), (3.39)

or, equivalently by

windΦ
∞(Ṽ , γ) = windΦ

rel((R× γ;±∞), Ṽ ). (3.40)

As in Corollary 3.2 above, it follows from the asymptotic formula from Theorem 3.1 above
that

windΦ
∞(Ṽ , γ) ≤ ⌊µΦ

N (γ)/2⌋ = αΦ;−
N (γ)

if γ ⊂ V+ and

windΦ
∞(Ṽ , γ) ≥ ⌈µΦ

N (γ)/2⌉ = αΦ;+
N (γ)

if γ ⊂ V−.
The following theorem, which can be seen as the higher dimensional version of Corollary

5.11 in [Sie11], gives a computation of the algebraic intersection number of Ṽ and R-shifts
of the curve C in terms of the asymptotic data, and the intersections of each object with
the asymptotic limits of the other.

Theorem 3.2 (Siefring, to appear). Under the above general assumptions, also assume
that the curve C is connected and not equal to an orbit cylinder and not contained in R×V .
For c ∈ R, denote by Cc the curve obtained from translating C in the R-coordinate by c.
Then for all but a finite number of value of c ∈ R, the algebraic intersection number Cc · Ṽ
is given by the formulas:

Cc · Ṽ = C · (R× V+)

+
∑

z∈Γ+
γz∈V+

(
max

{
mz windΦ

∞(Ṽ , γz),windΦ
rel((C; z),R× V+)

}
− windΦ

rel((C; z),R× V+)
)

+
∑

z∈Γ−

mz(R× γz) · Ṽ

+
∑

z∈Γ−
γz∈V−

(
mz windΦ

∞(Ṽ , γz)−min
{
mz windΦ

∞(Ṽ , γz),windΦ
rel((C; z),R× V−)

})

+
∑

z∈Γ−
γz∈V+

(
windΦ

rel((C; z),R× V+)−mz windΦ
rel(Ṽ , γz)

)
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=
∑

z∈Γ+

mz(R× γz) · Ṽ

+
∑

z∈Γ+
γz∈V+

(
max

{
mz windΦ

∞(Ṽ , γz),windΦ
rel((C; z),R× V+)

}
−mz windΦ

∞(Ṽ , γz)
)

+ C · (R× V−)

+
∑

z∈Γ−
γz∈V−

(
windΦ

rel((C; z),R× V−)−min
{
mz windΦ

∞(Ṽ , γz),windΦ
rel((C; z),R× V−)

})

+
∑

z∈Γ+
γz∈V−

(
mz windΦ

∞(Ṽ , γz)− windΦ
rel((C; z),R× V−)

)

with each of the grouped terms always nonnegative.

The nonnegativity of the terms in the above formulas allows us to establish a convenient
set of conditions which will guarantee that the projections π(C) and π(Ṽ ) of the curve and
hypersurface to M do not intersect. Indeed, if π(C) and π(Ṽ ) are disjoint then Cc and
Ṽ are disjoint for all values of c ∈ R and hence the algebraic intersection number of Cc

and Ṽ is zero for all values of c ∈ R. Since the formulas from Theorem 3.2 compute this
number (for all but a finite number of values of c ∈ R) in terms of nonnegative quantities,
we can conclude that all terms in the above formulas vanish. We thus obtain the following
corollary, which generalizes Theorem 2.4/5.12 in [Sie11].

Corollary 3.3 (Siefring, to appear). Assume that all of the hypotheses of Theorem
3.2 hold and that π(C) is not contained in π(Ṽ ). Then the following are equivalent:

(1) π(C) and π(Ṽ ) are disjoint.
(2) All of the following hold:

(a) None of the asymptotic limits of C intersect π(Ṽ ).
(b) π(C) does not intersect V = V+ ∪ V−.
(c) For any puncture z at which C has asymptotic limit γm lying in V = V+∪V−,

windΦ
rel((C; z), V ) = mwindΦ

∞(Ṽ , γ).

4. Pseudo-holomorphic dynamics

This section is based on [M20]. We will associate to the (low-energy, near primary)
dynamics of the spatial CR3BP, a Reeb flow on S3, which is in some sense a “shadow”
of the original dynamics, by using a finite energy foliation on the symplectization of the
5-dimensional level sets. The idea is to look at a lower-dimensional avatar of the original
5-dimensional dynamics, in the hope to learn something about the latter from knowledge
on the former. See Figure 2.

The aim to foliate the whole 5-dimensional space, with a foliation whose leaf space
is S3, and define a geometric structure and a dynamical system on this leaf space. The
construction of this foliation uses Siefring’s intersection theory in a crucial way, as one first
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Figure 2. Philosophy: To shed some light on a complicated higher-
dimensional problem, try first to look at the shadow that your lantern is
producing!

finds a foliation by hypersurfaces, and the intersection theory implies that the holomorphic
curves in the foliation all lie in the leaves of the holomorphic hypersurface foliation, where
the four dimensional techniques apply. This construction will concretely realize the iterated
picture explained in Section 4, but now with an adapted IP foliation, i.e. the pages of the
open book in the spatial CR3BP of Theorem 4.2 are now foliated by Lefschetz fibrations
which are compatible with the given dynamics, in the sense that the fibers are symplectic
for the symplectic form preserved by the return map. We make this precise in the following
definition.

Definition 4.1 (IP foliation). Let (M, ξ) = OB(P,φ) be an IP contact 5-fold, with
P = LF(F,φF ) and L = ∂F , and let α be a Giroux form, adapted to a concrete open book
θ : M\B → S1 of this abstract type. Denote Pφ = θ−1(φ). An adapted IP foliation consists
of the following data.

• A concrete open book θB : B\L→ S1 adapted to αB = α|B.
• A concrete Lefschetz fibration fφ : Pφ → D2, which is symplectic with respect

to ωφ = dα|Pφ , and which induces the open book πB at the boundary, for every
φ ∈ S1.

In particular, the foliation is adapted to the given dynamics in the sense that every
leaf is symplectic with respect to dα, where α is the contact form giving the ambient
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dynamics. This is a 5-dimensional version of Hofer–Wysocki–Zehnder’s notion of a finite
energy foliation. The following is proven in [M20].

Theorem 4.1 ([M20], IP foliations for the spatial CR3BP). For (c, µ) in the
convexity range, and near the primaries, the Moser-regularized energy level set Σc admits
an adapted IP foliation.

Here, we need to recall that the page D∗S2 = LF(D∗S1, τ2
P ) of the open book of Theorem

3.1 has a Lefschetz fibration with genus zero fibers over the 2-disk, with monodromy the
Dehn twist τP (P here is for “planar”, to differentiate from the monodromy τ used for the
spatial case; recall Figure 7). This gives an iterated planar structure on the 5-dimensional
contact manifold (S∗S3, ξstd), and therefore on the Moser-regularized low-energy level sets
in the CR3BP (see Theorem 4.2). The content of Theorem 4.1 is then to realize the abstract
data with concrete data, adapted to the given dynamics.

Note that for the integrable case, i.e. the rotating Kepler problem, we have already
constructed such an IP foliation in Section 5, by hand. Such a foliation has the property
that it is perserved under the dynamics. However, in the non-integrable cases, that will
certainly not be the case in general. In the general case, the leaves of the IP foliation will be
projections to the 5-dimensional level set of asymptotically cylindrical holomorphic curves
in the symplectization, all of which are annuli and asymptotic to the direct/retrograde
planar orbits.

4.1. Construction. The strategy for the construction of this foliation is sketched as
follows. First, we view the planar CR3BP as a strong stable hypersurface B of the spatial
CR3BP, in the sense of the previous section, i.e. as the binding of the open book from
Theorem 3.1. The symplectization R× B of the planar CR3BP is then a holomorphic hy-
persurface in the symplectization R×M of the spatial CR3BP, if we choose a B-compatible
almost complex structure; we can moreover choose the restriction of this almost complex
structure to R × B as we please. One can then find a foliation F of the 6-dimensional
symplectization R×M by holomorphic hypersurfaces which are asymptotically cylindrical
to R × B, and which project to M as the pages of the open book from Theorem 3.1; as
in Section 2, this is called a holomorphic open book decomposition (cf. [Wen10d]). If we
moreover assume that we have a holomorphic open book on R× B with genus zero pages,
for some almost complex structure, we then choose the ambient one to coincide with the
given one along the R × B. Now, the moduli space in R × B needs to extend to a moduli
space M in R × M , which is foliated by holomorphic hypersurfaces. The claim is then
that the holomorphic curves inM need to lie in the leaves of the holomorphic hypersurface
foliation F . This is proved via Siefring interesection theory.

Indeed, on the one hand, if a curve u in M does not lie in a leaf of F , the Siefring
intersection pairing between u and some hypersurface H in the foliation would be strictly
positive, by the fact that interior intersections contribute positively. But on the other
hand, one can compute that this intersection pairing is zero, which gives a contradiction.
Indeed, using that the hypersurfaces have no negative asymptotics, by homotoping the
hypersurfaces towards the negative ends and using homotopy invariance (or alternatively
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appealing to Theorem 3.2, noting that the winding numbers vanish), we have

u ∗H = u ∗ (R×B).

From homotopy invariance with respect to u, it suffices to compute the above in the case
where u ∈MB lies completely in R×B. Then we can appeal to the following intersection
formula:

u ∗ (R×B) = 1
2(µτ

N (u)−#Γ(u)odd),

where µτ
N (u) is the total normal Conley-Zehnder index of u with respect to a trivialization

τ of the symplectic normal bundle to R×B, and #Γ(u)odd is the number of asymptotics of
u which have odd normal Conley-Zehnder index. In our case, the RHS can be computed to
vanish, and the claim that u ∗H = 0 follows.

In order to obtain that the curves in M yield a foliation of the pages by Lefschetz
fibrations, we appeal to Wendl’s theorem for fillings (Theorem 6.1). We apply this theorem
(in a parametric way) to the hypersurfaces in F , all of which can be seen as fillings of the
planar problem B, with its genus zero open book. This finishes the construction of the
foliation.

In order to conclude the existence of such a foliation in the spatial CR3BP, the required
holomorphic open book on R×B is provided by [HSW], but only for the convexity range.
This finishes the sketch of the construction.

4.2. Dynamics on moduli spaces. An IP foliation can be used to induce a dynamical
system on S3. The main topological observation is the following. The leaf space M of the
leaves of an IP foliation (i.e. the moduli space parametrizing them) is a copy of S3. Indeed,
each page P of the open book is a 2-disk worth of fibers; we moreover have an S1-family of
such pages, all of them sharing the boundary B (the binding), and such that their Lefschetz
fibration all induce the S1-family of pages of the open book B = OB(F,φF ). It follows
that the leaf space carries the trivial open bookM = OB(D2,1) ∼= S3, whose disk-like page
corresponds to the base of the Lefschetz fibration in the page P , and whose bindingMB is
the S1-family of pages for B. See Figure 3.

But the story does not end here, as we can also endow the leaf space itself with a
geometric structure, and a dynamical system.

Theorem 4.2 ([M20], contact and symplectic structures on moduli). Given an
IP foliation on (M, ξ), the leaf space M carries a natural contact structure ξM which is
supported by the trivial open book on S3. Moreover, the symplectization form on R ×M
associated to any Giroux form αM on M induces a tautological symplectic form on R×M,
which is naturally the symplectization of a contact form αM for ξM, whose Reeb flow is
adapted to the trivial open book on M.

As the standard contact structure on S3 is the unique contact structure supported by the
trivial open book, we see that ξM is isotopic to the standard contact structure. The contact
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Figure 3. The moduli space of curves is a copy of S3 = OB(D2,1).
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Figure 4. A cone structure adapted to an open book.

form can be written down via the following tautological formula, via leaf-wise integration:

(αM)u(v) =
∫

z∈u
αz(v(z))dz,
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Figure 5. The shadowing cone.

where u ∈ M, v ∈ TuM = ker Du for Du the linearized CR-operator of u, and dz =
dα|u is an area form along u. The contact structure ξM = kerαM and the 1-dimensional
distribution ker dαM can then be thought of as the average of the contact planes ξz, and
respectively of ker dαz, for z ∈ u, i.e.

ξM =
∫

z∈u
π∗(ξz)dz,

ker dαM =
∫

z∈u
π∗(ker dαz)dz,

where π : M\L→ S3 is the quotient map to the leaf space. This means that the Reeb vector
field RM of αM spans the average direction in the “shadowing cone” Cα = π∗(ker dα) ⊂
TS3; see Figure 5.

One can therefore think of the holomorphic shadow as the “guiding direction” of the
cone. We encode the properties of this cone in the following general definition. In what
follows, a cone structure on a manifold M is a smooth choice Cx ⊂ TxM of a subset which
is closed under multiplication by a positive scalar at each fiber. The cone is everywhere
non-trivial if Cx ̸= 0 for every x.

Definition 4.2. Consider an everywhere non-trivial cone structure C on a manifold
M , where M is endowed with an open book θ : M\B → S1. We say that C is strongly
adapted (or simply adapted) to θ if

(1) C|B ⊂ TB;
(2) dθ is a section of C|M\B;
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and if there exists a Giroux form α for the open book such that
(3) α is a section for C;
(4) The Reeb vector field Rα belongs to C.

Here, a section for C is a 1-form which is strictly positive on non-zero vectors of C. See
Figure 4.

The holomorphic shadow. We define the holomorphic shadow of the Reeb dynamics
of αM on M to be the Reeb dynamics of the associated contact form αM on S3, provided
by Theorem 4.2. The flow of αM can be viewed as a flow ϕM ;M

t on M\L which leaves the
holomorphic foliationM invariant (i.e. it maps holomorphic curves to holomorphic curves).
It is the “best approximation” of the Reeb flow of αM with this property, as its generating
vector field is obtained by reparametrizing the projection of the original Reeb vector field
to the tangent space of M, via a suitable L2-orthogonal projection. Concretely, we have

RM(u) = Pu(Rα|u)
(αM)u(Pu(Rα|u)) ∈ TuM,

where Pu : W 1,2(Nu) → ker Du denotes the L2-orthogonal projection with respect to the
metric

gu(v, w) =
∫

z∈u
gz(v(z), w(z))dz,

with gz = dαz(·, J ·) +αz ⊗αz + dt⊗ dt, and v, w ∈W 1,2(Nu) sections of the normal bundle
Nu to u. It may also be viewed as a Reeb flow ϕS3;M

t on S3, related to the one on M via a
semi-conjugation

M\L M\L

S3 S3

ϕM ;M
t

π π

ϕS3;M
t

where π is the projection to the leaf-space M ∼= S3. We will now focus on the global
properties of the correspondence αM 7→ αM.

For F a genus zero surface, let Reeb(F, ϕF ) denote the collection of contact forms
whose flow is adapted to some concrete planar open book πB : B\L → S1 on a given 3-
manifold B, of abstract form B = OB(F, ϕF ). Iteratively, we define Reeb(LF(F, ϕF ), ϕ)
to be the collection of contact forms with flow adapted to some concrete IP open book
πM : M\B → S1 on a 5-manifold M , of abstract form M = OB(LF(F, ϕF ), ϕ), whose
restriction to the binding B = OB(F, ϕF ) belongs to Reeb(F, ϕF ). We call elements in
Reeb(LF(F, ϕF ), ϕ) IP contact forms, or IP Giroux forms.

We then have a map

HS : Reeb(LF(F, ϕF ), ϕ)→ Reeb(D2,1),
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given by taking the holomorphic shadow with respect to an auxiliary almost complex struc-
ture J associated to αM . We refer to HS−1(αstd) as the integrable fiber, where αstd denotes
the standard contact form in S3.

Theorem 4.3 ([M20], Reeb flow lifting theorem). HS is surjective.
In other words, fixing an auxiliary some J , we may lift any Reeb flow on S3 adapted

to the trivial open book, as the holomorphic shadow of the Reeb flow of an IP Giroux
form adapted to any choice of concrete IP contact 5-fold. The map HS is clearly not in
general injective, as it forgets dynamical information in the fibers. The above theorem says
that Reeb dynamics on an IP contact 5-fold is at least as complex as Reeb dynamics on
the standard contact 3-sphere. Recalling that the Levi-Civita regularization of the planar
CR3BP (for subcritical energy) gives a Reeb flow on S3, this gives a rough “measure” of
the complexity of the spatial CR3BP. Namely, the spatial problem belongs to a space of
dynamics which is at least as complex as the space of dynamics in which the planar problem
lives. The (informal) motto is the following.

Motto. “The spatial C3RBP is dynamically at least as complex as the planar CR3BP”.
The above is of course not a formal statement, as the two systems may not be related

by the shadow map, but it is at least suggestive.
Dynamical Applications. We wish to apply the above results to the spatial CR3BP.

We first introduce the following general notion. Consider an IP 5-fold M with an IP
Reeb dynamics, endowed with an IP foliation M. Fix a page P in the IP open book of
M , and consider the associated Poincaré return map f : int(P ) → int(P ). A (spatial)
point x ∈ int(P ) is said to be leaf-wise (or fiber-wise) k-recurrent with respect to M if
fk(x) ∈ Mx, where Mx is the leaf of M containing x, and k ≥ 1. This means that
fk(int(Mx)) ∩ int(Mx) ̸= ∅. This is, roughly speaking, a symplectic version of the notion
of leaf-wise intersection introduced by Moser [M78] for the case of the isotropic foliation
of a coisotropic submanifold, as the leaves are symplectic rather than isotropic.

In the integrable case of the RKP, the holomorphic foliation provided by Theorem 4.1
can be obtained directly as in Section 5. Denote this “integrable” holomorphic foliation on
S∗S3 by Mint. Since the return map for µ = 0 preserves fibers as explained in Theorem
5.1, every point is leaf-wise 1-recurrent with respect toMint. If the mass ratio is sufficiently
small, then the leaves of Mint will still be symplectic with respect to dα, where α is the
corresponding perturbed contact form on the unit cotangent bundle S∗S3.

We have the following perturbative result.
Theorem 4.4 ([M20]). In the spatial CR3BP, for any choice of page P in the open

book of Theorem 3.1, for any fixed choice of k ≥ 1, for sufficiently small µ (depending on
k), for energy c below the first critical value H(L1(µ)), along the bounded components of
the Hill region, and for every l ≤ k, there exist infinitely many points in int(P ) which are
leaf-wise l-recurrent with respect to Mint.

In simpler words, the spatial CR3BP admits an abundance of leaf-wise recurrent points,
at least in the perturbative regime.
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Figure 6. An abstract sketch of the convexity range in the SCR3BP
(shaded), for which the holomorphic shadow is well-defined. We should
disclaim that the above is not a plot; the convexity range is not yet fully
understood, although it contains (perhaps strictly) a region which qualita-
tively looks like the above, cf. [AFFHvK; AFFvK].

Remark 4.3. The same conclusion holds for arbitrary µ ∈ [0, 1], but sufficiently negative
c≪ 0 (depending on µ and k).

In fact, the conclusion of the Theorem 4.4 holds whenever the relevant return map is
sufficiently close to a return map which preserves the leaves of the holomorphic foliation of
Theorem 4.1 (i.e. which coincides with its holomorphic shadow on M). We now give the
main ideas for this fact.

4.3. Proof of Theorem 4.4. The idea for the proof of Theorem 4.4 is the following.
Consider an IP foliation on an IP contact 5-fold (M, ξ) = OB(P,φ), with binding B =
OB(F,φF ), L = ∂F , and adapted IP Giroux form α.

We will keep track of which leaves are intersected by each Reeb orbit in M , without
changing the original dynamics. Namely, for p ∈M\L, we consider the path

γp(t) = π(ϕM
t (p)) ∈M,

where ϕM
t is the flow of Rα, and π : M\L → M is the projection to the leaf space. If

p ∈ B\L, this is a parametrization of MB
∼= S1, the binding of the open book in M;
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S3R
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Figure 7. The qualitative image of a transverse path γp under the defining
map Φ0 : S3 → C for the trivial open book π0 = Φ0/|Φ0|.

if p ∈ M\B, this is a path in S3 which is tangent to the shadowing cone Cα, an so is
positively transverse to each disk-like page PM

φ as well as to the contact structure ξM. Note
that different choices of p might induce paths which intersect each other (corresponding to
their orbits intersecting the same leaf), and even self-intersect (corresponding to an orbit
intersecting the same leaf multiple times), so these paths are not orbits of an autonomous
flow. See Figure 7. We will refer to the collection

TS(α, J) = {γp : p ∈M\L}

as the transverse shadow of the Reeb flow of α on M , with respect to J , which is by
definition the collection of those orbits of Cα coming from orbits of α on M .

One may further choose to “package” these transverse paths in different ways, e.g. by
considering those paths induced by points on a section of the Lefschetz fibration at a given
page, as follows.

Fix the 0-page P0 in M , with its concrete Lefschetz fibration f0 : P0 → D2
0, and the

associated Poincaré return map f : int P0 → int P0, which we assume for simplicity extends
to the boundary (as in the CR3BP). Consider a two disk D ∼= D2 satisfying:

• D ⊂ P0;
• ∂D ⊂ ∂P0 = B is a loop which is disjoint from the binding L of the concrete open

book in B, and transverse to the interior of each of its pages and to the contact
structure ξB;
• D0 is a symplectic section of the Lefschetz fibration f0, i.e. D intersects each fiber

of f0 precisely once, and hence D = im(s) for s : D2
0 → P0 satisfying f0 ◦ s = id.

We refer to such a disk D as a (horizontal) symplectic tomography for the Reeb dynamics
on M . Note that, if ∂D is a Reeb orbit of αB which is linked with L, then f(∂D) = ∂D is
invariant under the return map.
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Figure 8. The return map fD associated to the tomography D. Open
tangencies of f(D) with the vertical foliation (which could, a priori, theo-
retically arise from “foldings” of the disk f(D)) might prevent in general
that fD preserves area. This does not happen perturbatively, i.e. when we
perturb a foliation-preserving map, however. Note that f(L) = L.

For each such symplectic tomography D, we have an associated return map

fD : PM
0 → PM

0

on the 0-page of the moduli space, as follows. We identify PM
0 with D2

0, and define fD by

fD(u) = γs(u)(τ(u,D)) ∈ PM
0 ,

where τ(u,D) = min{t > 0 : γs(u)(t) ∈ PM
0 } is the first return time of the transverse path

γs(u) to the 0-page PM
0 . See Figure 8.

The symplectic disk (D, dα|D) is symplectomorphic to (PM
0 , dαM|P M

0
), and both have

finite symplectic area. In general, fD might a priori decrease area. Indeed, f(D) is a
symplectic disk in P0 with the same symplectic area as D, but it might have an open set
of vertical tangencies, i.e. intersecting a fiber along an open subset of positive area (as
opposed to D, which intersects fibers at a single point). Nevertheless, this is not possible
for perturbative situations where one perturbs a fiber-wise preserving map, in which case
the perturbed fD still preserves area.

On the other hand, if fD is easily seen to be surjective, i.e. every holomorphic fiber of
f0 is intersected by the symplectic disk f(D). Indeed, since f is homotopic to the identity
by a smooth homotopy which preserves the boundary, f(D) is homologous to D relative
boundary. Moreover, ∂f(D) is a push-off in the Reeb direction of ∂D (they agree if ∂D is
an orbit, as observed above), hence they can be homotoped to each other via the Reeb flow
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of RB, and in particular away from L (the boundary of the holomorphic fibers). It follows
that the homological intersection number of f(D) with the fibers agrees with that of D, i.e.
it is 1. In general, fD is not necessarily injective. However, this is certainly true in the case
where f is close to a fiber-wise preserving map, since otherwise f(D) would have vertical
tangencies.

if f is sufficiently close to a fiber-wise preserving map, then fD is an area-preserving
homeomorphism of the 2-disk for every tomography D. By Brouwer’s translation theorem,
we find an interior fixed point for fD; by construction this corresponds to an (interior) fiber-
wise 1-recurrent point in the fixed page P0. Varying vertically the tomography D along P0,
we obtain infinitely many such points. If k ≥ 1, fiber-wise k-recurrent points correspond to
interior fixed points of the return map

fk,D(u) = γs(u)(τk(u,D)),

where τk(u,D) is the k-th return time of the transverse path γs(u) to PM
0 . Note that this

map is in general different from fk
D; recall that fD is not the return map of an autonomous

flow. Having fixed k, using that D and P0 vary in compact families, we can take a sufficiently
small perturbation so that fl,D is still an area-preserving homeomorphism for every l ≤ k,
D and any choice of page, and apply the same argument. This finishes the proof of Theorem
4.4.





Part 2

Practical aspects





CHAPTER 8

Symplectic data analysis

This chapter is motivated by the study of periodic orbits of Hamiltonian systems, in
families, for practical purposes. A given Hamiltonian system usually depends on parameters
(e.g. energy or mass parameters), which one may vary. Under such deformation, periodic
orbits may undergo bifurcation, a mechanism by which new families of periodic trajectories
arise, occurring when one orbit in the family becomes degenerate. One may be interested
in following those new families, as they might entail practical interest. For instance, in
the preliminary stages of space mission design, one is interested in mapping out the largest
possible data base of periodic orbits of a concrete system, modelling the region of space to
which one will send a spacecraft (e.g. the Earth–Moon system). The way different families
can connect to each other is encoded in the topology of a bifurcation graph. These may be
thought of as “highways” representing families of orbits, and the “exits” from one highway
to another are represented by bifurcating orbits.

One then wishes to optimize over all orbits, by taking into account a large number
of practical considerations (e.g. minimize fuel usage, risk of collisions, station-keeping and
time flight, and maximize safety, as well as design trajectories which fulfill the requirements
of a given mission). While stable orbits are used for parking spacecraft, unstable ones are
usually used for transfer trajectories by intersecting their stable and unstable manifolds.
The vast amount of data imposes the need to introduce tools and methods in order to
keep track of all the information, which leads naturally into the real of Big Data, where
computationally cheap methods are central. The aim of this chapter is then to introduce
a “symplectic toolkit”, extracted from the modern methods of symplectic geometry, and
designed to study periodic orbits of arbitrary Hamiltonian systems, together with their
bifurcations in familes, and their stability. The emphasis is on visual, easy and resource–
efficient implementation.

After introducing the basic mechanism of bifurcations, we will review our toolkit, con-
sisting of the following elements:

(1) Floer numerical invariants: Numbers which stay invariant before and after a
bifurcation, and so can help predict the existence of orbits, as well as being easy
to implement. There is one invariant for arbitrary periodic orbits, and another for
symmetric periodic orbits [FKM]. They are defined as the Euler characteristic of
local Floer homology, and of local Lagrangian Floer homology of the fixed-point
locus, respectively.

155
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(2) The B-signs [FM]: a ± sign associated to each elliptic or hyperbolic Floquet
multiplier of an orbit, which helps predict bifurcations. This is generalization of the
classical Moser–Krein signature [Kre2; Kre3; M78], which originally applies only
to elliptic Floquet multipliers, to also include the case of hyperbolic multipliers,
whenever the corresponding orbit is symmetric.

(3) Global topological methods: the GIT-sequence [FM], a sequence of spaces
whose global topology encodes (and sometimes forces) bifurcations, and refines
Broucke’s stability diagram [Br69] by adding the B-signs.

(4) Conley-Zehnder index [CZ; RS]: a winding number associated to each non-
degenerate orbit, extracted from the topology of the symplectic group, which does
not change unless a bifurcation occurs. Therefore it can be used to determine
which families connect to which.

1. Bifurcations

We begin with a standard definition. Let (M,ω) be a symplectic manifold, and H :
M → R an autonomous Hamiltonian.

Definition 1.1. A regular orbit cylinder is a smooth map Γ : [a, b] × S1 → M such
that γc = Γ(c, ·) : S1 → M is a non-degenerate periodic orbit for H, and H(Γ(c, t)) = c is
a regular value of H.

In other words, a regular orbit cylinder is a family of non-degenerate periodic orbits
parametrized by the energy, moving along regular level sets of the Hamiltonian. One could
also use other parameters to parametrized a family, but most of our applications will involve
the energy as the underlying parameter being varied. An easy consequence of the implicit
function theorem is that every non-degenerate periodic orbit can be extended locally to a
regular orbits cylinder, i.e. it may be continued to a family. But there is a limit to continuing
the family, as the orbits in the cylinder might converge to a degenerate orbit, or to a critical
point of the Hamiltonian. A bifurcation occurs precisely when this happens. The first case
corresponds to the situation when the eigenvalue 1 appears in the spectrum of the matrix of
the bifurcating orbit, and is crossed transversely in the 1-parameter family. In what follows,
rather than give a formal definition, we give a number of examples for Hamiltonian systems
with two degrees of freedom.

1.1. A zoo of bifurcations. We will follow the list given in page 595 of the classical
book of Abraham–Marsden [AM78]. The following are the “generic” cases of bifurcations
for a Hamiltonian in dimension 4 (we refer to [AM78] for a precise meaning of genericity, for
each case discussed below). In practice, when considering a concrete system like the CR3BP,
genericity is not something that can be counted on, and more complicated bifurcations can
occur. This is also the case in the presence of symmetry.

The burst. This bifurcation occurs when an orbit family originates or terminates at
a critical point m of the Hamiltonian. There are two possibilities: either m is hyperbolic-
elliptic (a phantom burst), or elliptic-elliptic (a stable burst). In both cases, the family
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Γ
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Figure 1. The phantom burst. The principal Floquet multipliers of the
critical point m are shown on the bottom right (elliptic-positive hyperbolic),
and those of the hyperbolic cylinder forming the center manifold, on the top
right.

m

Γ

Γ

Ellip

Ellip

+
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Figure 2. The stable burst. The critical point is doubly elliptic.

of periodic orbits approaches the critical point along a center manifold, which exists by
Lyapunov’s center theorem. The center manifold consists of a family of periodic orbits
which close up at the critical point, where it is tangent to the eigenspace of an elliptic
Floquet multiplier, and so forms a disk near m with m at the origin. In the first case, the
family consists of hyperbolic orbits, with Floquet multipliers near the hyperbolic pair of
multipliers of m. In the second case, there are two (sub-)center manifolds, one for each
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Figure 3. Birth-death.

elliptic Floquet multiplier e2πiθj (here we need to assume that there are no resonances
between the two frequencies θj –i.e. the Floquet exponents–, which holds generically), each
consisting of elliptic orbits, with Floquet multipliers close to those of m. In the latter case,
there are three further sub-cases. if m is a local minimum, the energy level set is locally a
three-sphere containing two orbits (one for each sub-center manifold) which come together
at m as the energy decreases to the critical value. If m is a local maximum, the parameter
is reversed. If m is hyperbolic, then the level set is locally a hyperboloid, containing one
orbit which collapses to m, and then is reborn into a new orbit. One speaks of reincarnation
in the last case.

Birth-death. In this case, as the parameter varies, a positive hyperbolic orbit comes
together with an elliptic periodic orbit along a degenerate periodic orbit, which is tangent
to the energy level set. After the critical value is passed, the orbits disappear (death, or
annihilation). If the parameter is reversed, then the two orbits get created out of nothing
(birth or creation). This can be viewed either as two distinct families (one elliptic, the
other hyperbolic) which cancel each other, or as a single family which is tangent to the level
set. In the latter case, the orbit transitions transversely from elliptic to positive hyperbolic,
along the eigenvalue 1.

Period-doubling bifurcation. This case occurs when an elliptic orbit γ transversely
transitions to negative hyperbolic, along the eigenvalue −1. The orbit itself does not bi-
furcate, but its double cover γ2 does. There are two possibilities, depending on whether
the new orbit β that appears out of γ2 arises before or after the critical energy value. In
the first case, β is positive hyperbolic orbit and doubles over itself, converging to γ2 at
the critical value. This case is sometimes called murder, as γ becomes unstable and hence
qualitatively “dies”, at the hand of the “murderer” β. When the parameter is reversed, this
is called materialization, as the unstable γ “materializes” into existence by becoming stable,
and hence qualitatively visible. In the second case, β is elliptic, and its period is close to
twice the period of the original orbit, converging to γ2 as the parameter approaches the
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Figure 4. Period-doubling bifurcation.
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Figure 5. Murder.

critical value. This is sometimes called subtle division, or subtle doubling in one direction,
and subtle halving in the other.

Phantom kisses. This bifurcation takes place when an orbit cylinder Γ transversely
crosses an eigenvalue which is either a third or fourth root of unity. Both cases are analogous.
While the family Γ does not bifurcate (as it stays elliptic), there are two hyperbolic orbit
cylinders, one in either direction with respect to the parameter. These cylinders “kiss” Γ at
the critical energy value, where they end, converging to the third (respectively the fourth)
cover of the underlying simple orbit of Γ.

k-fold bifurcation. When k ≥ 4, this case occurs when a family of elliptic orbits
crosses a k-th root of unity. The cylinder continues without bifurcating, but the k-fold
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Figure 7. A k-fold bifurcation, with k = 4.

cover of the orbit bifurcates. At the critical energy value, there appear two periodic orbits
out of the k-fold cover, one which is elliptic, and the other, hyperbolic, only defined in the
positive direction of the parameter. One sometimes talks about emission in this direction,
and absorption in the opposite direction (i.e. two families get absorbed and disappear).
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2. The B-signs

In this section, we discuss the notion of B-signature, or B-signs, introduced by the
author and Urs Frauenfelder in [FM], associated to a symmetric periodic orbit (see also
[Ay22]).

Recall from Chapter 1 that the monodromy matrix of a symmetric periodic orbit, at
a symmetric point, and after choosing a basis for the Lagrangian fixed-point locus of the
symmetry, is a Wonenburger matrix, i.e. of the form

M = MA,B,C =
(
A B
C At

)
∈ SpI(2n) ⊂ Sp(2n),

where
B = Bt, C = Ct, AB = BAt, AtC = CA, A2 −BC = 1. (2.41)

Recall that the spectrum of M is completely determined by the spectrum of A. Let
λ, 1/λ be an elliptic or hyperbolic pair of eigenvalues of M , which is simple (i.e. each
eigenvalue is of multiplicity 1). Then the stability index a = a(λ) = 1

2(λ+ 1
λ) is an eigenvalue

of A (which has the same eigenvalues as At), and is also simple. Let v an eigenvector of A
and w an eigenvector of At with eigenvalue a. Assume that the pair λ, 1/λ is ordered so
that λ has positive imaginary part in the elliptic case, or has absolute value which is greater
than 1 in the hyperbolic case (i.e. λ is the principal eigenvalue).

Definition 2.1 (B/C-signs). The B-sign of λ is the sign of wtBw, and the C-sign of
λ is the sign of vtCv, denoted

signB(λ) = sign(wtBw) = ±,

signC(λ) = sign(vtCv) = ±.
By definition, we let signB/C(1/λ) = −signB/C(λ).

We can think that we have attached a sign to the pair λ, 1/λ, ordered as above. Alterna-
tively, we can attach these signs to the eigenvalues of A, as they correspond to the principal
eigenvalues of M , after choosing the complex square root with positive imaginary part in
the expression λ = a +

√
1− a2. That the numbers wtBw and vtCv are non-vanishing

follows from Equations (2.41), and the fact that we are assuming the eigenvalues are elliptic
or hyperbolic. It is easily checked that these definitions are independent of the eigenvectors
v, w, and of the basis chosen. Therefore, to each symmetric point of a symmetric periodic
orbit we have associated, for each simple elliptic or hyperbolic pairs of eigenvalues, a B/C-
sign. For a given Wonenburger matrix, after ordering the simple and real eigenvalues of
its A block in strictly increasing order (which gives an order of the corresponding pairs of
elliptic or hyperbolic pairs of eigenvalues of M), we obtain an ordered tuple of B/C signs
of the form (±, . . . ,±), respectively called the B/C-signature of the matrix. Therefore a
symmetric periodic orbit has two such signatures, one for each of the two symmetric points.
Moreover, the C-sign is completely determined by the B-sign, and viceversa, so they provide
the same information. Namely, the B-sign agrees with the C-sign if λ is hyperbolic, and
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they disagree if λ is elliptic (this can be seen by inspecting the normal forms provided in
[FM]; see Example 2.2 for the case n = 1).

Example 2.2. For the simplest case n = 1, each Wonenburger matrix

M =
(
a b
c a

)
∈ SpI(2) ⊂ SL(2,R),

with a2 − bc = 1, has one B/C-sign, corresponding respectively to the sign of the entries b
and c, which are non-vanishing if tr(M) ̸= ±2, i.e. for the non-parabolic case.

In particular, if M is elliptic, it is symplectically conjugated to a rotation matrix

M ∼
(

cos(θ) − sin(θ)
sin(θ) cos(θ)

)
,

with Floquet multipliers e±2πiθ and stability index cos(θ), so the B-sign of this pair is
signB(λ) = −sign(sin(θ)),

whereas the C-sign is
signC(λ) = sign(sin(θ)) = −signB(λ).

If M is hyperbolic, it is symplectically conjugated to a matrix of the form

M ∼
(
± cosh(u) sinh(u)
sinh(u) ± cosh(u)

)
,

with Floquet multipliers λ = ±eu, 1/λ = ±e−u. Then
signB(λ) = sign(sinh(u)) = signC(λ).

Example 2.3. As a simple example with n = 2, consider the Wonenburger matrix

M =


cos θ1 0 − sin θ1 0

0 cos θ2 0 − sin θ2
sin θ1 0 cos θ1 0

0 sin θ2 0 cos θ2

 ∈ SpI(4),

which has two pairs of elliptic eigenvalues λ±
j = e±2πiθj , for j = 1, 2. Assume wlog that

θj ∈ (0, π), and if aj = cos θj , then a1 < a2. Then the B-sign of aj as an eigenvalue of the
A-block, i.e. the B-sign of λ+

j , is

signB(aj) = signB(λ+
j ) = −sign(sin θj) = −,

for j = 1, 2, so that the B-signature of M is signB(M) = (−,−).
Similarly, if we consider the Wonenburger matrix

N =


cos θ1 0 sin θ1 0

0 cos θ2 0 − sin θ2
− sin θ1 0 cos θ1 0

0 sin θ2 0 cos θ2

 ∈ SpI(4),
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one checks as above that itsB-signature is signB(N) = (+,−). Analogously, theB-signature
of

P =


cos θ1 0 − sin θ1 0

0 cos θ2 0 sin θ2
sin θ1 0 cos θ1 0

0 − sin θ2 0 cos θ2


is signB(P ) = (−,+), and that of

R =


cos θ1 0 sin θ1 0

0 cos θ2 0 sin θ2
− sin θ1 0 cos θ1 0

0 − sin θ2 0 cos θ2

 .
is signB(R) = (+,+). The matrices M,N,P,R are the four normal forms for Wonenburger
4 × 4 matrices with a pair of distinct elliptic eigenvalues, up to the action of GLn(R); see
[FM].

The following result [FMb] illustrates the uses of these signs, as they give information
on the type of periodic orbit.

Theorem 2.1 ([FMb]). A symmetric periodic orbit of a Hamiltonian system with two
degrees of freedom is negative hyperbolic if and only if its two B-signs are different.

The B/C-signs can be also defined in a straightforward way to the case where the
eigenvalues are not necessarily simple. Indeed, let λ be an elliptic or hyperbolic eigenvalue
of M ∈ SpI(2n). Let Eλ and Et

λ denote the a(λ)-eigenspaces of A and At respectively. We
can then view B as a bilinear form on Et

λ, via
B(v, w) = vtBw,

for v, w ∈ Et
λ. Similarly, we can view C as a bilinear form on Eλ.

Definition 2.4 (B/C-signature). The B-signature of λ is the signature of B|Et
λ
, and

the C-signature of λ is the signature of C|Eλ
, denoted

signB(λ) = sign(B|Et
λ
),

signC(λ) = sign(C|Eλ
).

We define the B/C-signature of 1/λ as the B/C-signature of λ.
Recall that the signature of a non-degenerate bilinear form G is the pair (p, q), where p

is the dimension of a maximal subspace where G is positive definite, and q is the dimension
of a maximal subspace where G is negative definite. The fact that bilinear forms above are
non-degenerate follows from Equations (2.41) and ellipticity/hyperbolicity of the eigenvalues
(see Section 5 for more details). Given a Wonenburger matrix, we order the real eigenvalues
of A in (non-strictly) increasing order, and this gives an ordered tuple ((p1, q1), . . . , (pm, qm))
of B/C-signatures, which we call the B/C−signature of the matrix. In the case where the
eigenvalues are simple as above, one replaces (1, 0) with a +, and (0, 1) with a − (as these
are the only possibilities).
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Example 2.5. As a simple example with n = 2, consider the Wonenburger matrices

M =


cosh θ 0 − sinh θ 0

0 cosh θ 0 − sinh θ
− sinh θ 0 cosh θ 0

0 − sinh θ 0 cosh θ

 , N =


cosh θ 0 sinh θ 0

0 cosh θ 0 − sinh θ
sinh θ 0 cosh θ 0

0 − sinh θ 0 cosh θ

 ,

P =


cosh θ 0 sinh θ 0

0 cosh θ 0 sinh θ
sinh θ 0 cosh θ 0

0 sinh θ 0 cosh θ

 ,
with θ ∈ (0,+∞). As the A-block has eigenvalue a = cosh θ with multiplicity two, M,N,P
have a pair of positive hyperbolic eigenvalues λ = eθ, 1/λ = e−θ with multiplicity two. Their
respective B-signatures are signB(M) = ((0, 2)), signB(N) = ((1, 1)), signB(P ) = ((2, 0)).
These are the three normal forms for Wonenburger matrices which are doubly positive
hyperbolic and have eigenvalue λ with multiplicity two, see [FM].

3. Global topological methods: the GIT sequence

We now discuss global topological methods in the study of periodic orbits, following
the exposition in [AFvKKM]. These methods encode: bifurcations; stability; eigenvalue
configurations; obstructions to existence of regular families; and B-signs, in a visual and
resource-efficient way. The main tool is the GIT sequence, introduced in [FM], as a re-
finement of the Broucke stability diagram [Br69] via implementing the B-signs. This is
a sequence of three branched spaces (or layers), arranged into top, middle, and bottom
(or base), together with two maps between them, which collapse certain branches together.
Each branch is labelled by the B-signs. A symmetric orbit gives a point in the top layer,
and an arbitrary orbit, in the middle layer. The base layer is Rn (the space of coefficients
of the characteristic polynomial of the first block A of MA,B,C). Then a family of orbits
gives a path in these spaces, so that their topology encodes valuable information, as it may
sometimes enforce bifurcations, i.e. provide obstructions to the existence of regular families.
The details are as follows.

3.1. GIT sequence: 2D. We first consider the simplest case, i.e. the case of an
autonomous Hamiltonian of two degrees of freedom (like the planar CR3BP), so that the
reduced monodromy matrix is an element in SL(2,R).

Let λ eigenvalue of M ∈ Sp(2), with associated stability index a(λ) = 1
2(λ+1/λ). Then

we have
• λ = ±1 if and only if a(λ) = ±1;
• λ positive hyperbolic if and only if a(λ) > 1;
• λ negative hyperbolic if and only if a(λ) < −1; and
• λ elliptic (i.e. stable) if and only if −1 < a(λ) < 1.
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The Broucke stability diagram is then the real line, split into three components; see Figure 8.
If two orbits lie in different components of this diagram, then there are always bifurcations
in any family joining them, as the topology of the diagram implies that any path between
them has to cross the±1 eigenvalues (which correspond respectively to bifurcation or period-
doubling bifurcation).

Topologically, the stability index “collapses” the two elliptic branches in the middle
layer of Figure 8 together, to form an interval. These two branches are distinguished by
the B-signs, which coincide with the Krein signs [Kre2; Kre3]. There is an extra top layer
corresponding to symmetric orbits, where now each hyperbolic branch separates into two,
and there is a collapsing map from the top to middle layer similarly as before. To go from
one branch to the other (say from the positive hyperbolic branch I to the positive hyperbolic
branch II), the topology of the top layer implies that the eigenvalue 1 is necessarily crossed.
This then means that there are always bifurcations in any (symmetric) family joining them,
even if they project to the same component of the Broucke diagram. Therefore the infor-
mation given by the diagram is much more refined for the case of symmetric orbits. If we
declare two orbits to be qualitatively equivalent if they can be joined by a regular orbit
cylinder, then the topology of the spaces in the GIT sequence give (topological) criteria in
order to determine whenever two orbits are not qualitatively equivalent. In conclusion:

• B-signs “separate” hyperbolic branches, for the case of symmetric orbits.
• If two orbits lie in different components of the Broucke stability diagram, there are

always bifurcations in any path joining them.
• If two symmetric orbits lie in the same component of the Broucke diagram, but if

their B-signs differ, there are always bifurcations in any (symmetric) path joining
them.

3.2. GIT sequence: 3D. Now we use the same idea, but for the case of autonomous
Hamiltonian systems with three degrees of freedom, for which reduced monodromy matrices
are elements in Sp(4), e.g. the spatial CR3BP.

Given a Wonenburger matrix M = MA,B,C ∈ SpI(4), its stability point is defined to be

p = (tr(A), det(A)) ∈ R2.

This point lies in the plane, which splits into regions corresponding to the eigenvalue con-
figuration of M (see Figure 9, which depicts the Broucke stability diagram for n = 2).
Each component of the plane is labelled according to the eigenvalue configuration. As an
example, E2 (the doubly elliptic component) corresponds to two pairs of elliptic eigenvalues;
EH+ (the elliptic-positive hyperbolic component), corresponds to one elliptic pair and a
positive hyperbolic pair; N , corresponds to complex quadruples, and so on. The parabola
Γd = {y = x2/4} represents double eigenvalues, that is, when two eigenvalues come to-
gether. The lines Γ±1 tangent to Γd and with slope ±1 corresponds to symplectic matrices
with eigenvalue ±1 in their spectrum.

The GIT sequence [FM] adds two more layers to this diagram, as shown in Figure 10.
The top layer comes with two extra branches than the middle one, one for each hyperbolic
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Figure 8. The 2D GIT sequence. The information is more refined for
symmetric orbits.

eigenvalue. While the combinatorics and the global topology of the spaces involved is more
complicated than the 2D case, the intuitive idea is still the same: namely, that the amount
of information for symmetric orbits is much richer, and that one can distinguish more orbits
up to qualitative equivalence. In this dimension we have two pairs of eigenvalues, and so
the B-signature is a pair (±,±) of signs, so that the top layer has four branches over each
component of the Broucke diagram (except the nonreal component, which has only one).

3.3. Bifurcations in the Broucke diagram. Any family of symmetric periodic or-
bits c 7→ γc yields a path c 7→ pc ∈ R2 of stability points in the plane. The family bifurcates if
and only if pc crosses Γ1. More generally, denote by Γe

φ the line with slope cos(2πφ) ∈ [−1, 1]
tangent to Γd = {y = x2/4}, which corresponds to matrices having eigenvalue e2πiφ; and
let Γh

λ be the tangent line with slope a(λ) ∈ R\[−1, 1], corresponding to matrices with
eigenvalue λ. Then a k-fold bifurcation occurs precisely when crossing Γe

l/k for some l, i.e.
the eigenvalue e2πil/k is crossed in a family. In other words, higher order bifurcations are
encoded by a pencil of lines tangent to a parabola, as shown in Figure 11. Two such lines
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Figure 9. The 3D Broucke stability diagram, where Γ±1 corresponds to
eigenvalue ±1, Γd to double eigenvalue, E2 to doubly elliptic (the stable
region), and so on; see [FM].

intersect at a point, which lies in a component determined by the lines (for instance, Γe
φ∩Γh

λ

lies in EH+ if λ > 1, and similarly for the other cases).

3.4. Mathematical treatment. Now that we have given an idea of the salient fea-
tures of the GIT sequence, we present some of the mathematical details. In order to deal
with topological technicalities, we need to recall the definition of a GIT quotient, a notion
borrowed from geometric invariant theory.

Definition 3.1 (GIT quotient). Let G be a group acting on a topological space X
by homeomorphisms. The GIT quotient is the quotient space X//G defined by x ∼ y if the
closures of the G-orbits of x and y intersect, endowed with the quotient topology.

The condition x ∼ y is reflexive and symmetric, but not always transitive, but when it
is, it defines an equivalence relation (all the examples considered below will satisfy this). By
definition, it means that there exists sequences gn, hn ∈ G such that limn gn ·x = limn hn ·y ∈
X. The point is that the naive quotient space X/G might not be Hausdorff in general, and
X//G always is, in a universal way. Intuitively, to obtain the GIT quotient from the naive
quotient, one gets rid of those bad points where the Hausdorff condition does not hold.

Now we are ready to define the GIT sequence. This is the sequence of maps and spaces
given by

SpI(2n)//GLn(R)→ Sp(2n)//Sp(2n)→Mn×n(R)//GLn(R),
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[MA,B,C ] 7→ [MA,B,C ] 7→ [A].
Recall that the action of GLn(R) on SpI(2n) is given by

R∗
(
A,B,C

)
=
(
RAR−1, RBRt, (Rt)−1CR−1

)
,

whereas the remaining actions are via conjugation. We then see that the above maps are
well-defined, by checking that MA,B,C and MR∗(A,B,C) are symplectically conjugated. We
are also implicitly using Theorem 1.3 to define the second map, which is independent of the
Wonenburger representative. Moreover, for the base of the sequence, we have the following
nice fact.

Proposition 3.1. The base of the GIT sequence Mn×n(R)//GLn(R) is homeomorphic
to Rn, where the homeomorphism maps a matrix to the coefficients of its characteristic
polynomial, i.e.

Mn×n(R)//GLn(R)→ Rn,

[A] 7→ (cn−1, cn, . . . , c0),
whenever

pA(t) = det(A− t · 1) = (−1)ntn + cn−1t
n−1 + · · ·+ c0.

The map is well-defined as conjugated matrices have the same characteristic polynomial.
Indeed, if A ∼ B, by definition then there exists D, and a sequence of matrices Rm, Sm ∈
GLn(R) such that

lim
m
RmAR

−1
m = lim

m
SmBS

−1
m = D.

But then pA = limm pRmAR−1
m

= pD = limm pSmBS−1
m

= pB. The basic observation for
the proof is then that every matrix is conjugated to its Jordan form. And moreover, by
a simple calculation, every Jordan block is equivalent, in the GIT quotient, to a diago-
nal matrix with the same eigenvalues. In other words, the passage from the naive quotient
Mn×n(R)/GLn(R) to the GIT quotient Mn×n(R)//GLn(R) basically means ignoring Jordan
blocks, and pretending that everything is diagonalizable. Therefore each equivalence class
has a canonical representative consisting of a real Jordan matrix with no super-diagonal en-
tries. One then observes that the Jordan decomposition is determined by the characteristic
polynomial, and that every polynomial with (−1)n as the leading term is the characteristic
polynomial of some matrix. See Appendix A in [FM] for further details.

Example 3.2. If n = 2, the coefficients of the characteristic polynomial of A ∈M2×2(R)
are p = (tr(A), det(A)), i.e. our definition of the stability point of M = MA,B,C ∈ SpI(4).

Definition 3.3. In arbitrary dimension, we define the stability point of the Wonen-
burger matrix MA,B,C ∈ SpI(2n) as

p = (s1(µ1, . . . , µn), . . . , sn(µ1, . . . , µn)) ∈ Rn,

where µ1, . . . , µn are the eigenvalues of A, and sj is the j-th elementary symmetric polyno-
mial, given by

sj(µ1, . . . , µn) =
∑

1≤i1<···<ij≤n

µi1 . . . µij .
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The stability point is then the result of applying the GIT sequence of maps to the given
matrix.

3.5. Formulas for GIT sequence: 2D. The low dimensional case of the GIT se-
quence can be explicitly described as follows. This case has also been studied in [BZ],
where it plays an important role when trying to define a real version of Embedded Contact
Homology (ECH).

The GIT sequence for n = 1 is
SpI(2)//GL1(R)→ Sp(2)//Sp(2)→ M1×1(R)//GL1(R) ∼= R,

[MA,B,C ] 7→ [MA,B,C ] 7→ [A] = A = tr(MA,B,C)/2.
The action of GL1(R) = R+ on SpI(2) is simply

ϵ ·
(
a b
c a

)
=
(

a ϵ2b
1
ϵ2 c a

)
,

where a2 − bc = 1, ϵ > 0. We have Sp(2) = SL(2,R), and a matrix A ∈ Sp(2) is either
hyperbolic (i.e. |tr(A)| > 2, in which case it has two real eigenvalues r, 1/r with |r| > 1),
elliptic (i.e. |tr(A)| < 2, in which case it has two conjugate complex eigenvalues in the unit
circle), or parabollic (i.e. |tr(A)| = 2, in which case it has eigenvalue ±1 with algebraic
multiplicity two). From the discussion in [FvK18], we gather that Sp(2)//Sp(2) admits a
homeomorphism

Sp(2)//Sp(2) = {z ∈ C : |z| = 1} ∪ {r ∈ R : |r| ≥ 1} ⊂ C,
via the identification

s(eiθ) =
(

cos(θ) − sin(θ)
sin(θ) cos(θ)

)
, s(r) =

(
r 0
0 1

r

)
.

The hyperbolic locus consists of closed orbits and corresponds to {|r| > 1}; the elliptic locus
also consists of closed orbits, and corresponds to {|z| = 1}\{±1}; and the parabollic locus
is {±1}, where {+1} corresponds to the three different Jordan forms with eigenvalue 1 of
algebraic multiplicity two, and, similarly {−1} corresponds to the three Jordan forms with
eigenvalue −1 of algebraic multiplicity two.

Similarly, the GIT quotient SpI(2)//GL1(R) admits an identification [BZ]
SpI(2)//GL1(R) = {z ∈ C : |z| = 1} ∪ {(± cosh(u), sinh(u)) : u ∈ R} ⊂ C,

via
t(eiθ) = s(eiθ) =

(
cos(θ) − sin(θ)
sin(θ) cos(θ)

)
, t(u) =

(
± cosh(u) sinh(u)
sinh(u) ± cosh(u)

)
.

The matrix t(u) has eigenvalues ±eu,±e−u. Moreover, the matrices t(u) and t(−u) are both
symplectically conjugate to diag(±eu,±e−u), hence to each other, and therefore define the
same element in Sp(2)//Sp(2). After these identifications, the GIT sequence becomes

eiθ 7→ eiθ 7→ cos(θ),

(± cosh(u), sinh(u)) 7→ r = ±e|u| 7→ r = ±e|u|.



3. GLOBAL TOPOLOGICAL METHODS: THE GIT SEQUENCE 171

See Figure 8.

3.6. Stability and the Krein–Moser theorem. We now discuss how the GIT se-
quence topologically encodes the (linear) stability of periodic orbits, and compare it to the
notions of Krein theory, and the classical Krein–Moser stability theorem. For the latter, we
follow the exposition in Ekeland’s book [Eke90] (cf. [Ab01]).

Consider a linear symplectic ODE, given by

ẋ = M(t)x,

where M(t) = JA(t), with A(t) a symmetric and T -periodic matrix, i.e. A(t + T ) = A(t)

for all t, and where J =
(

0 1

−1 0

)
is the standard complex multiplication. The solutions

are given by x(t) = R(t)x(0), where R(t) ∈ Sp(2n) is symplectic and solves the ODE
Ṙ(t) = M(t)R(t), R(0) = 1. This type of linear ODE naturally arises when linearizing the
Hamiltonian flow along a periodic orbit.

Definition 3.4. (stability) The ODE ẋ = JA(t)x is stable if all solutions remain
bounded for all t ∈ R. It is called strongly stable if there is ϵ > 0 such that, if B(t) is
symmetric and satisfies ∥A(t) − B(t)∥ < ϵ, then the corresponding ODE ẋ = JB(t)x is
stable.

Similarly, a symplectic matrix R is said to be stable if all its iterates Rk remain bounded
for k ∈ Z, and it is called strongly stable if there is ϵ > 0 such that all symplectic matrices
S satisfying ∥R− S∥ < ϵ are also stable.

From Floquet theory, one obtains that the ODE ẋ = JA(t)x is (strongly) stable if and
only if R(T ) is (strongly) stable; see e.g. [Eke90]. Moreover, stability is equivalent to R(T )
being diagonalizable (i.e. all eigenvalues are semi-simple), with its spectrum lying in the
unit circle [Eke90].

Let {λ, λ} be an elliptic pair of eigenvalues of a symplectic matrix R. Then any other
symplectic matrix close to R will also have simple eigenvalues in the unit circle different
from ±1. Therefore R is strongly stable. The case of eigenvalues with higher multiplicity
is the subject of Krein theory: whenever two elliptic eigenvalues come together, this gives
a criterion for when they cannot possibly escape the circle and transition into a complex
quadruple. This works as follows.

Consider the nondegenerate bilinear form G(x, y) = xt · (−iJ) · y on C2n, associated to
the Hermitian matrix −iJ ; then every real symplectic matrix R preserves G. Moreover,
if λ, µ are eigenvalues of R which satisfy λµ ̸= 1, then the corresponding eigenspaces are
G-orthogonal, since we have

G(x, y) = G(Rx,Ry) = λµG(x, y),

if x, y are the corresponding eigenvectors. Moreover, if we consider the generalized eigenspaces

Eλ =
⋃

m≥1
ker(R− λI)m,
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then Eλ, Eµ are also G-orthogonal if λµ ̸= 1 [Eke90]. This implies that if |λ| ≠ 1, then Eλ is
G-isotropic, i.e. G|Eλ

= 0. If σ(R) denotes the spectrum of R, we then have a G-orthogonal
decomposition

C2n =
⊕

λ∈σ(R)
|λ|≥1

Fλ,

where Fλ = Eλ if |λ| = 1, and Fλ = Eλ ⊕ Eλ
−1 if |λ| > 1. Since G is non-degenerate, and

this splitting is G-orthogonal, the restriction Gλ = G|Fλ
is also non-degenerate. Moreover,

if |λ| ̸= 1, with algebraic multiplicity d, then the 2d-dimensional space Fλ has Eλ as a
d-dimensional isotropic subspace, and therefore the signature of Gλ is (d, d). But if |λ| = 1,
then Gλ can have any signature, which justifies the following notion.

Definition 3.5. (Krein-positivity/negativity) If λ is an eigenvalue of the symplectic
matrix R with |λ| = 1, then the signature (p, q) of Gλ is called the Krein-type or Krein
signature of λ. If q = 0, i.e. Gλ is positive definite, λ is called Krein-positive. If p = 0,
i.e. Gλ is negative definite, λ is called Krein-negative. If λ is either Krein-negative or
Krein-positive, it is said to be Krein-definite. Otherwise, it is Krein-indefinite.

If λ is of Krein-type (p, q), then λ is of Krein-type (q, p) [Eke90]. If λ satisfies |λ| = 1 and
it is not semi-simple, then it is Krein-indefinite [Eke90]. Moreover, ±1 are always Krein-
indefinite if they are eigenvalues. The following, originally proved by Krein in [Kre1; Kre2;
Kre3; Kre4] and independently rediscovered by Moser in [M78], gives a characterization
of strong stability in terms of Krein signatures:

Theorem 3.1 (Krein–Moser). R is strongly stable if and only if it is stable and all
its eigenvalues are Krein-definite.

See [Eke90] for a full proof. This generalizes the case where all eigenvalues are simple,
different from ±1 and in the unit circle, discussed above.

The way that the GIT sequence relates to Krein theory is the following.

Proposition 3.2. For a Wonenburger matrix, the Krein signature coincides with the
B-signature, for the case of elliptic eigenvalues.

Example 3.6. As a simple example, to illustrate Proposition 3.2, let us consider the
Wonenburger matrices

M =


cos θ 0 − sin θ 0

0 cos θ 0 − sin θ
sin θ 0 cos θ 0

0 sin θ 0 cos θ

 , N =


cos θ 0 sin θ 0

0 cos θ 0 − sin θ
− sin θ 0 cos θ 0

0 sin θ 0 cos θ

 ,

P =


cos θ 0 sin θ 0

0 cos θ 0 sin θ
− sin θ 0 cos θ 0

0 − sin θ 0 cos θ

 ,
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with θ ∈ (0, π). These are the three normal forms for 4×4 Wonenburger matrices which
are doubly elliptic and have eigenvalues e±iθ of multiplicity two, see [FM]. For the matrix
M , the eigenspace for the eigenvalue eiθ is spanned by the two eigenvectors

v1 = (1, 0, i, 0), v2 = (0, 1, 0, i),
and the eigenspace of e−iθ, by their corresponding conjugates

w1 = (1, 0,−i, 0), w2 = (0, 1, 0,−i).

With G =
(

0 −i1
i1 0

)
, we can compute that

G(w1, w1) = G(w2, w2) = −G(v1, v1) = −G(v2, v2) = 2,
G(w1, w2) = G(v1, v2) = 0.

Then the Krein signature of eiθ is (0, 2), and that of e−iθ is (2, 0). By inspection, we see
that these coincide with the B-signatures of these eigenvalues. The remaining matrices are
dealt with completely analogously.

As a corollary of the Krein–Moser theorem and of Proposition 3.2, we obtain the fol-
lowing result.

Theorem 3.2. Let R be a Wonenburger matrix. Then R is strongly stable if and only
if it is stable and all its eigenvalues are B-definite.

The Krein–Moser theorem is therefore detected topologically by the GIT sequence in
a very simple, visual manner. Indeed, e.g. for the case n = 2, if the stability point lies
in the interior of the doubly elliptic region E2, then the corresponding (equivalence class
of) matrices are strongly stable. This follows e.g. because they cannot be perturbed away
from E2, but also because of the Krein–Moser theorem. At the boundary of E2 is where
things becomes interesting, and in particular, along the boundary component of E2 lying in
the parabola Γd. As shown in Figure 10, the ++ and the −− branches over E2, in either
the middle layer Sp(4)//Sp(4) or the top layer SpI(2n)/GLn(R), do not cross from E2 to
N . This means that the boundary of these branches over the correspnding portion of Γd

corresponds to two elliptic eigenvalues coming together, but such that the corresponding
matrices are also strongly stable. This is compatible with the Krein–Moser theorem, as the
B-signature or equivalentely the Krein signature is positive (respectively negative) definite
along the ++ (respectively the −−) branch. Note here that we need to use the full definition
of B-signature rather than of B-sign, as along E2 ∩Γd the eigenvalues are no longer simple.

Moreover, the same phenomenon happens when two positive/negative-hyperbolic eigen-
values of a Wonenburger matrix come together. Indeed, from Figure 10, we detect that we
cannot cross from H± to N along the ++ or −− branch of the top layer. In other words,
we obtain the following as a corollary.

Proposition 3.3. Consider a Wonenburger matrix M ∈ SpI(4) with a hyperbolic eigen-
value of multiplicity 2. Then M cannot be perturbed to a Wonenburger matrix with a complex
quadruple if and only if its B-signature is definite.



174 8. SYMPLECTIC DATA ANALYSIS

energy

before

after
bifurcation

CZ CZ

CZ CZ CZ

bef bef

aft aft aft

1

1

2

2 3

degenerate
   orbit 

x

Figure 12. A sketch of a bifurcation at a degenerate orbit, with the be-
fore/after orbits determined by the deformation parameter (the energy), each
branch with its own CZ-index. The Floer number is a signed count of orbits
which stays invariant.

Remark 3.7. Note that the GIT sequence is designed to study linear stability, and
not the stronger non-linear notion of stability for periodic orbits (i.e. trajectories that start
near the given orbit stay near the orbit for all times), sometimes called Lyapunov stability.
Moreover, as Jordan blocks are trivial in the GIT quotient, the GIT sequence does not
distinguish between linear stability, and the weaker notion of spectral stability (i.e. that
eigenvalues lie in the unit circle, but are not necessarily semi-simple).

4. The Floer numerical invariants

Recall that bifurcations occurs when studying families t 7→ xt of periodic orbits, as a
mechanism by which at some parameter time t = t0 the orbit xt0 becomes degenerate, and
several new families may bifurcate out of it; see Figure 12. The Floer numbers are meant
to give a simple test to keep track of all new families.

4.1. Floer numbers. We will first need the following technical definition: a periodic
orbit x is good if

µCZ(xk) = µCZ(x) mod 2
for all k ≥ 1. Otherwise, it is bad. In fact, a planar orbit is bad iff it is an even cover of
a negative hyperbolic orbit. And a spatial orbit is bad iff it is an even cover of either an
elliptic-negative hyperbolic or a positive-negative hyperbolic orbit. Note that a good planar
orbit can be bad if viewed in the spatial problem.

Definition 4.1 (Floer number). Given a bifurcation at x, the SFT-Euler character-
istic (or the Floer number) of x is

χ(x) =
∑

i

(−1)CZbef
i =

∑
j

(−1)CZaft
j .

The sum on the LHS is over good orbits before bifurcation, and RHS is over good
orbits after bifurcation.
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The Floer number is simply the Euler characteristic of local Floer homology. As these
numbers only involve the parity of the CZ-index, one has simple formulas which bypass the
computation of this index, as they only involve the Floquet multipliers:

• Planar case. χ(x) = #
{

good H+}−#
{
E , H−}.

• Spatial case. χ(x) = #
{
H−− , EH− , E2 , good H++ ,N

}
−#

{
H−+, good EH+}.

Here, E denotes elliptic,H± denotes positive/negative hyperbolic, andN denotes complex
quadruples λ, 1/λ, λ, 1/λ. The above simply tells us which type of orbit comes with a plus
or a minus sign (the formula should be interpreted as either before or after).

The fact that the sums agree before and after –invariance– follows from invariance of
local Floer homology. In practice, when carrying out numerical work, the Floer number can
be used as a test:

Motto. If the sums do not agree, we know the algorithm missed an orbit.

Example 4.2. Let t 7→ γt be a family of planar periodic orbits in the spatial CR3BP.
We claim that it cannot go from doubly elliptic to complex quadruple. Indeed, planar orbits
cannot have non-real quadruples as Floquet multipliers, as the CR3BP admits the reflection
along the ecliptic as symmetry. Then if the family becomes complex quadruple, it has to
become spatial. But then applying the symmetry we obtain a new family, also complex
quadruple. As there is no bifurcation in the family (the eigenvalue 1 is never crossed), the
(spatial) Floer number of the planar orbit before becoming spatial is 1, but it jumps to 2
after. This is a contradiction to invariance.

For the above example, we remark that the Floer number is also defined for orbits which
are non-degenerate, although it always coincides with ±1, depending on the orbit type.

4.2. Real Floer number. The invariant above works for arbitrary periodic orbits.
There is a similar Floer invariant for symmetric orbits [FKM], given by the Euler charac-
teristic of the local Lagrangian Floer homology of the fixed-point locus of the corresponding
involution. This works as follows.

Recall that a symmetric periodic x can be seen both as a periodic orbit, as well as
a chord between the Lagrangian fixed-point locus of the involution. Therefore, it has a
CZ-index µCZ(x) and a Lagrangian Maslov index µL(x), a half -integer, i.e. taking values
in 1

2Z. The difference of these two, as introduced in [FvK14], is the Hörmander index

s(x) = µCZ(x)− µL(x) ∈ 1
2Z,

also a half-integer. One can use this index to detect when x bifurcates as a chord, even
when it does not bifurcate as an orbit.

Before or after a bifurcation of a symmetric orbit, one obtains a collection of non-
degenerate symmetric orbits for which one may compute the parity of the Maslov index
µL(x). By this, if µL(x) = 1

2mL(x), we mean the parity of mL(x) ∈ Z.
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Definition 4.3 (Real Floer number). The real Euler characteristic χL(x) is then
defined as

χL(x) =
∑

j

(−1)µL(xj) =
∑

i

imL(xj) ∈ C,

where the sum runs over the collection xj of non-degenerate chords arising after perturbation
of x (e.g. before or after a bifurcation).

Note that, χL(x) is complex-valued by definition. Its invariance under bifurcation fol-
lows from invariance of the local Lagrangian Floer homology of x.

4.3. Formulas for comuputation. In order to compute the real Floer numbers, we
need only to know the parity of the Maslov index. We now give useful formulas for this.

The Chebyshev polynomials of the first kind are recursively defined by
T0(x) = 1
T1(x) = x

Tk+1(x) = 2xTk(x)− Tk−1(x).
The Chebyshev polynomials of the second kind are similarly defined by

U0(x) = 1
U1(x) = 2x

Uk+1(x) = 2xUk(x)− Uk−1(x).
The following gives a formula for computing the Hörmander index of the iterates of a
symmetric orbit in terms of the monodromy matrix.

Theorem 4.1 ([FvK14]). Let x be a nondegenerate, symmetric periodic orbit with
monodromy

M = MA,B,C =
(
A B
C AT

)
,

a Wonenburger matrix. Then the Hörmander indices of its iterates are given by

s(xk) = 1
2sign

(
(Id− Tk(A))Uk−1(A)−1C−1

)
, (4.42)

k ∈ N. For k = 1, we have in particular that

s(x) = 1
2sign

(
(Id−A)C−1

)
. (4.43)

Here, sign denotes the signature. Note that the covers of a symmetric orbit are also
symmetric. We have also used the fact that C is invertible if x is non-degenerate [FvK2].

Note that, the parity of the Maslov index can be determined from the following:

• The monodromy matrix;
• the formula µL(x) = µCZ(x)− s(x);
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Figure 13. Symmetric period doubling bifurcation. The fake symmetric
points, while close to intersection points, do not intersect the fixed-point
loci.

• Formula (4.42) (or (4.43)) of Theorem 4.1, which in particular gives the parity of
s;

• The parity of the CZ-index.

Example 4.4 (Symmetric period doubling bifurcation). We finish this section
with an example where our invariants give new information. Consider a symmetric orbit
x going from elliptic to negative hyperbolic. A priori there could be two bifurcations, one
near each symmetric point (B or C in Figure 13). However, invariance of χ(x2) implies
only one can happen (note x2 is bad). And where the bifurcation happens is determined
by the B-sign, occurring at the symmetric point in which the B-sign does not jump; or
alternatively, where the C-sign jumps (recall they differ for the elliptic case, and agree for
the hyperbolic case). Near the symmetric point where bifurcation does not occur, it splits
into two points which, although close to the fixed-point locus, do not lie in it, i.e. they are
fake symmetric.

As a simple orbit, there is no bifurcation since there is no eigenvalue 1 in the reduced
monodromy matrix. However, we can interpret this orbit as a chord from the Lagrangian
to itself, where x(0) happens to agree with x(1); now, as a chord, it might bifurcate.1 If
this happens, we can apply the symmetry again to the red chord in Figure 13 (B)/(C) to
obtain the green chord in the same figure. So, two chords bifurcate. This is compatible
with the real Euler characteristic. Indeed, the Lagrangian Maslov index of x before and
after bifurcation (thought of as a chord) differ by one. The green and red chords have the
same Maslov index, say k, as they are symmetric to each other, and this coincides with that
of x before bifurcation. This makes sure that the real Euler characteristic stays invariant.
Indeed, before bifurcation we have µL(x) = k and so χL(x) = (−1)k; and after bifurcation,

1Such a chord bifurcation takes place if and only if the Lagragian Maslov index jumps, which happens
if and only if the Hörmander index jumps.
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µL(x) = k + 1, so χL(x) = 2(−1)k + (−1)k+1 = 2(−1)k − (−1)k = (−1)k, which explicitly
shows invariance.

5. Digression: GIT sequence and the associahedron

We will now further delve into the details of the GIT sequence, in arbitrary dimension.
This section is based on [MR23].

We will study the topology of the GIT quotients in the sequence, that is, we will
determine their branching structure. In particular, we will find normal form representatives
in SpI(2n)//GLn(R), i.e. of Wonenburger matrices up to the natural action of GLn(R), and
therefore compute the degrees of the maps in the GIT sequence, which vary over the the
components of a suitable decomposition of the base Rn, each of them labelled by eigenvalue
configurations. Among these components, there is a special one, the stable component,
which corresponds to stable periodic orbits. We will show that its combinatorics is governed
by a quotient of the associahedron. This will be a generalization to arbitrary dimension of
the results in [FM], which have appeared in [MR23] (see also Howard–Mackay [HM87],
Howard–Dullin [HD98]), and will be rather technical, so can be skipped on a first read.

5.1. Some real algebraic geometry. We shall consider the space of monic polyno-
mials with real coefficients, and of degree n, that is, of the form

p(t) = (−1)ntn + cn−1t
n−1 + · · ·+ c0,

with ci ∈ R. We identify this space with Rn via
p←→ (c0, . . . , cn−1).

Recall that the discriminant of a polynomial is defined as

∆(p) =
∏
i<j

(λi − λj)2,

where λ1 . . . , λn are the complex roots of p. Then by definition p has a multiple root if and
only if ∆(p) = 0. If these roots are all real and simple, then ∆(p) > 0. Moreover, as ∆(p)
is a symmetric polynomial in the roots of p, it follows from the fundamental theorem of
symmetric polynomials that it is a polynomial in the basic symmetric polynomials of the
roots, i.e. a polynomial in the coefficients ci of p. Then

V (∆) = {∆ = 0} ⊂ Rn

is a (in general, singular) real algebraic variety, which we call the discriminant variety. For
instance, the discriminant of a degree 2 polynomial p(x) = x2 + bx + c is ∆(p) = b2 − 4c,
and so V (∆) = {b2 = 4c} is a parabola in R2, and that of a degree 2 polynomial p(x) =
−x3 + bx2 + cx + d is ∆(p) = b2c2 + 4c3 − 4b3d − 27d2 − 18bcd, so that V (∆) is a quadric
hypersurface in R3.

For a ∈ R, we denote Γa = {p : p(a) = 0} ⊂ Rn. Note that the equation p(a) = 0 is
linear in the coefficients of p, and so Γa is a linear hyperplane in Rn, given by Γa = {Pa = 0}
for some linear equation Pa. Similarly, for α ∈ C\R, we let Vα = {p : p(α) = 0} ⊂ Rn. Note
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that Vα = Vα, as complex roots come in conjugate pairs. We then define the regions of Rn

given by
E =

⋃
a∈[−1,1]

Γa, H+ =
⋃
a≥1

Γa, H− =
⋃

a≤−1
Γa, N =

⋃
α∈C\R

Vα,

which we respectively call the elliptic, positive/negative hyperbolic, nonreal regions. The
intersection Γaa′ = Γa ∩ Γa′ of two hyperplanes Γa,Γa′ for a ̸= a′ is a codimension-2 affine
linear subspace of Rn corresponding to polynomials

p(x) = (x− a)(x− a′)q(x)
for some q ∈ Rn−2. Similarly, Γa1...an = Γa1 ∩ · · · ∩ Γan is a point, corresponding to the
polynomial

p(x) = (−1)n(x− a1) . . . (x− an).
Moreover, Vα1...αn = Vα1 ∩ · · · ∩ Vαn is a point. If we let a′ → a, then Γaa′ converges to Γa,
but also becomes tangent to the discriminant variety along the subspace

Va(∆) = {(x− a)2q(x) : q ∈ Rn−2} = V (∆) ∩ Γa ⊂ V (∆).
The regular points of V (∆) are those points (x−a)2q(x) which satisfy q(a) ̸= 0, and so V (∆)
has a well-defined tangent space at these points. By comparing dimensions, we obtain that
Γa coincides with this tangent space at each of the regular points. Moreover, Γa is tangent
to V (∆) along Va(∆). Varying a, we see that the discriminant variety is the envelope of the
family of hyperplanes {Γa}a∈R, i.e. it is the locus of points V (∆) =

⋃
a Va(∆) tangent to

each Γa, and coincides with the union of these tangency loci (the characteristic subspaces
Va(∆)). The envelope V (∆) can therefore be described as the set of coefficients c ∈ Rn

satisfying
Pa(c) = ∂aPa(c) = 0

for some a.
We also have a decomposition of Rn into regions labelled by the root configurations of

the corresponding polynomials. Namely, for k, l,m, r with k + l +m+ 2r = n, we define

Mklmr
0 := (H−)kE l(H+)mN r :=

⋃
a1,...,al∈[−1,1]

b1,...,bm≥1
c1,...,ck≤−1

α1,...,αr∈C\R

Γa1...al
∩ Γb1...bm ∩ Γc1...ck

∩ Vα1...αr .

Then we have
Rn =

⋃
k,l,m,r≥0

k+l+m+2r=n

Mklmr
0 .

See Figures 9 and 12 for the case n = 2 (V (∆) is denoted Γd there).
Among the regions in this decomposition, there is a unique compact one, given by

En := (H−)0En(H+)0N 0.

This is the stable region. Below, we will give a combinatorial description of this component.
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Figure 14. The stability diagram for depressed cubics.

Example 5.1. For the case n = 3, every polynomial

A(x) = −x3 + bx2 + cx+ d

can be transformed via the change of variables y = x− b/3 to a polynomial with no degree
2 term (which we call a depressed cubic polynomial), that is, of the form

B(y) = −y3 + py + q

with p = −c− b2

3 , q = −2b3+9bc
27 − d. Its discriminant is

∆(B) = 4p3 − 27q2.

We identify the space of depressed cubics with R2 via B ↔ (q, p), and so the vanishing locus
of ∆ is a cubic in the plane singular at the origin (corresponding to the polynomial y3, and
so having triple root). The decomposition of the plane according to the root configuration
is depicted in Figure 14. There are no (H+)3 or (H−)3 components, as no depressed cubic
can have roots which are all greater than 1 in absolute value. The pencil of lines {Γa}a∈R
has V (∆) as envelope, with Γa = {Pa = −a3 + pa+ q = 0} of slope −1/a, corresponding to
polynomials with root a. The discriminant variety is the loci of points satisfying

Pa = −a3 + pa+ q = ∂aPa = −3a2 + p = 0
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for some a.

5.2. The GIT sequence. Recall that the GIT sequence is by definition the sequence
of maps and spaces given by

SpI(2n)//GLn(R)→ Sp(2n)//Sp(2n)→Mn×n//GLn(R) = Rn

[MA,B,C ] 7→ [MA,B,C ] 7→ [A].
We will now study the topology and combinatorics of these spaces and maps.

Regular cases. We start with the regular cases, corresponding to the case when the
matrix has only simple eigenvalues different from ±1. LetMklmr be the stratum of matrices
[M ] ∈ SpI(2n)//GLn(R) with M = MA,B,C , and with the A-block having an eigenvalue
configuration with

µ−
1 < · · · < µ−

k < −1 < ν1 < · · · < νl < 1 < µ+
1 < · · · < µ+

m

the real eigenvalues of A, and
α1, α1, . . . , αr, αr

the complex conjugate eigenvalues of A, which satisfy

k + l +m+ 2r = n.

Then there are unique β±
j , rj ∈ (0,+∞) and θj , γj ∈ (0, π) such that

µ−
j = − cosh β−

j , µ
+
j = cosh β+

j , νj = cos θj , αj = rje
iγj , αj = rje

−iγj .

Moreover, up to conjugation A can be assumed to split as direct sum

A = diag
(
µ−

1 , . . . , µ
−
k , ν1, . . . , νl, µ

+
1 , . . . , µ

+
m

)
⊕

r⊕
j=1

R(rj , γj),

where
R(r, γ) =

(
r cos γ −r sin γ
r sin γ r cos γ

)
is the composition of a dilation with a rotation. We then see that each summand can be
treated separately, and so we can appeal to [FM]. The result is the normal form

B = diag
(
ϵ−1 sinh(β−

1 ), . . . , ϵ−k sinh(β−
k ), δ1 sin θj , . . . , δl sin θl, ϵ

+
1 sinh(β+

1 ), . . . , ϵ+m sinh(β+
m)
)

⊕
r⊕

j=1
diag(1,−1),

C = diag
(
ϵ−1 sinh(β−

1 ), . . . , ϵ−k sinh(β−
k ),−δ1 sin θj , . . . ,−δl sin θl, ϵ

+
1 sinh(β+

1 ), . . . , ϵ+m sinh(β+
m)
)

⊕
r⊕

j=1
S(rj , γj),

(5.44)
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where ϵ±j , δj are ± signs, and

S(r, γ) =
(
r2 cos 2γ − 1 −r2 sin 2γ
−r2 sin 2γ −r2 cos 2γ + 1

)
.

The B-signature of M is therefore

signB(M) =
(
ϵ−1 , . . . , ϵ

−
k , δ1, . . . , δl, ϵ

+
1 , . . . , ϵ

+
m

)
,

and therefore they are distinct as elements in the GIT quotient SpI(2n)//GLn(R). More-
over, it is easy to check that if we flip some of the ϵ±j signs, we obtain matrices that are
symplectically conjugated to the original one.

By varying the B-signature we conclude that there are 2n−2l = 2k+l+m connected com-
ponents of the loci Mklmr, i.e.

Mklmr =
⊔
ϵ

Mklmr;ϵ,

where ϵ is a B-signature with n entries. If we denote by Mklmr
0 the region of Rn given

by the image of Mklmr under the GIT map SpI(2n)//GLn(R) → Rn, the covering degree
of this map over Mklmr

0 is exactly the number of connected components (or branches) of
Mklmr, i.e. given by

degMklmr = 2n−2l = 2k+l+m.

The GIT map then collapses the different Mklmr;ϵ to the region Mklmr
0 .

We also consider the stratumMklmr
1 of matrices [M ] ∈ Sp(2n)//Sp(2n) with the above

eigenvalue configuration. By varying the Krein-signature κ, we obtain a splitting

Mklmr
1 =

⊔
κ

Mklmr;κ
1 ,

into connected components. The GIT map SpI(2n)//GLn(R)→ Sp(2n)//Sp(2n) collapses
certain branches Mklmr;κ

1 together, i.e. whenever two such signatures κ, κ′ coincide up to
removing all those signs corresponding to hyperbolic eigenvalues. More precisely, we define
a collapsing operation on signatures, determined by

Col
(
ϵ−1 , . . . , ϵ

−
k , δ1, . . . , δl, ϵ

+
1 , . . . , ϵ

+
m

)
= (δ1, . . . , δl) ,

that only keeps the signs of the elliptic eigenvalues. Then the GIT sequence maps

Mklmr;ϵ 7→ Mklmr;Col(ϵ)
1 7→ Mklmr

0

homeomorphically. The degree ofMklmr
1 , defined as the covering degree of the second map

in the GIT sequence over the component Mklmr
0 (that is, the number of branches Mklmr;κ

1
that project to it), is then given by

degMklmr
1 = 2l.
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The degree of the first map in the GIT sequence over a branch Mklmr;κ
1 , which we call the

relative degree (the number of branches Mklmr;ϵ that collapse to it), is

deg
(
Mklmr

∣∣∣Mklmr
1

)
= 2k+m,

which is in particular independent of κ. Moreover, we have the obvious multiplicative
formula

deg
(
Mklmr

∣∣∣Mklmr
1

)
· degMklmr

1 = degMklmr.

Nonregular cases. The nonregular cases can be dealt with analogously; the combina-
torics just gets more involved. Assume that A has real eigenvalues

µ−
1 ≤ · · · ≤ µ

−
k ≤ −1 ≤ ν1 ≤ · · · ≤ νl ≤ 1 ≤ µ+

1 ≤ · · · ≤ µ
+
m,

where we also allow ±1 as an eigenvalue, and complex eigenvalues

α1, α1, . . . , αr, αr.

We denote the multiplicities by

m±
j = mult(µ±

j ), oj = mult(νj), M± = mult(±1), pj = mult(αj) = mult(αj).

If we let m± = (m±
1 , . . . ,m

±
k ), o = (o1, . . . , ol), p = (p1, . . . , pr), we have

|m+|+M− + |o|+M+ + |m−|+ 2|p| = n,

where we define

|(a1, . . . , an)| =
n∑

j=1
ai.

We denote by

Mklmr
m−M−oM+m+p = (H−)k

m−(−I)M−E l
o IM+(H+)m

m+N r
p

the stratum of matrices [M ] ∈ SpI(2n)//GLn(R) with A-block with an eigenvalue config-
uration as above.

Then there exist unique β±
j , rj ∈ [0,+∞) and θj , γj ∈ [0, π] satisfying

µ−
j = − cosh β−

j , µ
+
j = cosh β+

j , νj = cos θj , αj = rje
iγj , αj = rje

−iγj .

As we can ignore Jordan blocks in the GIT quotient, we may assume that

A =
k⊕

j=1
µ−

j 1m−
j
⊕−1M− ⊕

l⊕
j=1

νj1oj ⊕ 1M+ ⊕
m⊕

j=1
µ+

j 1m+
j
⊕

r⊕
j=1

pj⊕
i=1

R(rj , γj),
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where 1n denotes the identity matrix of size n. Applying [FM] to each summand as before,
we deduce the normal form

B =
k⊕

j=1

(
sinh(β−

j )1a−
j
⊕− sinh(β−

j )1b−
j

)
⊕ 0M− ⊕

l⊕
j=1

(
sin(θj)1cj ⊕− sin(θj)1dj

)
⊕ 0M+⊕

m⊕
j=1

(
sinh(β+

j )1a+
j
⊕− sinh(β+

j )1b+
j

)
⊕

r⊕
j=1

pj⊕
i=1

diag(1,−1),

(5.45)

C =
k⊕

j=1

(
sinh(β−

j )1a−
j
⊕− sinh(β−

j )1b−
j

)
⊕ 0M− ⊕

l⊕
j=1

(
− sin(θj)1cj ⊕ sin(θj)1dj

)
⊕ 0M+⊕

m⊕
j=1

(
sinh(β+

j )1a+
j
⊕− sinh(β+

j )1b+
j

)
⊕

r⊕
j=1

pj⊕
i=1

S(rj , γj),

(5.46)
with 0m the zero matrix of size m, and with the constraints

a±
j + b±

j = m±
j , cj + dj = oj .

The B-signature of M is therefore given by

signB(M) = ((a−
1 , b

−
1 ), . . . , (a−

k , b
−
k ), (c1, d1), . . . , (cl, dl), (a+

1 , b
+
1 ), . . . , (a+

m, b
+
m)).

If we let Mklmr
m−M−oM+m+p;0 ⊂ Rn the image of Mklmr

m−M−oM+m+p under the maps defining
the GIT sequence, then by counting the normal forms for varying B-signature, we obtain
that the degree of the GIT map over this component (that is, the number of connected
components Mklmr;ϵ

m−M−oM+m+p, or the branches of Mklmr
m−M−oM+m+p) is given by

degMklmr
m−M−oM+m+p =

k∏
j=1

(m−
j + 1)

l∏
j=1

(oj + 1)
m∏

j=1
(m+

j + 1).

Note that if m±
j = oj = 1 then we recover the formula for the regular case, given above.

And moreover if m±
j = oj = 0 (i.e. only complex quadruples or ±1 appear as eigenvalues),

then the above degree is 1. The reader should compare the above formula to Figures 10,
17, 18, as it precisely gives the number of branches above each component of the base.

In a similar fashion, we denote by Mklmr
m−M−oM+m+p;1 the stratum of matrices [M ] ∈

Sp(2n)//Sp(2n) that have eigenvalue configuration as above, and also byMklmr;κ
m−M−oM+m+p;1

its connected components, which are labelled by the Krein signature κ. By counting these
connected components, we obtain that its degree is

degMklmr
m−M−oM+m+p;1 =

l∏
j=1

(oj + 1).
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We also have an analogous collapsing map
Col((a−

1 , b
−
1 ), . . . , (a−

k , b
−
k ), (c1, d1), . . . , (cl, dl), (a+

1 , b
+
1 ), . . . , (a+

m, b
+
m)) = ((c1, d1), . . . , (cl, dl)),

and the GIT sequence sends

Mklmr;ϵ
m−M−oM+m+p 7→ M

klmr;Col(ϵ)
m−M−oM+m+p;1 7→ M

klmr
m−M−oM+m+p;0.

The relative degree is

deg
(
Mklmr

m−M−oM+m+p

∣∣∣Mklmr
m−M−oM+m+p;1

)
=

k∏
j=1

(m−
j + 1)

m∏
j=1

(m+
j + 1),

so that the multiplicative formula holds:

deg
(
Mklmr

m−M−oM+m+p

∣∣∣Mklmr
m−M−oM+m+p;1

)
degMklmr

m−M−oM+m+p;1 = degMklmr
m−M−oM+m+p.

Stable region. We now relate the above computations to stability of periodic orbits.
The stable region is by definition

En =
n⋃

l=0

⋃
M+,M−,o

M++M−+|o|=n

E l
M−oM+

where we have simplified the notation by
E l

M−oM+ :=M0l00
0M−oM+00,

with 0 = (0, . . . , 0). This is naturally a stratified space: its top open stratum is En
010 with

1 = (1, . . . , 1), which is n-dimensional, and represented by matrices with only simple elliptic
eigenvalues. Its boundary is given by

∂En
010 =

n−1⋃
l=0

⋃
M+,M−,o

M++M−+|o|=n

E l
M−oM+ ,

and is represented by matrices having only elliptic eigenvalues, at least one with multiplicity
higher than 1, and/or with ±1 in the spectrum. The dimension of the boundary stratum
E l

M−oM+
is given by

dim E l
M−oM+ = n−M− −M+ −

l∑
j=1

(oj − 1) = l.

In particular, E0
M−0M+

is simply a point (represented by the matrix 1M− ⊕ 1M+). In order
to describe the boundary of E l

M−oM+
, we need to introduce a basic contraction operator Cj :

Rk → Rk−1 for each j = 1, . . . , l− 1. Given an ordered tuple of real numbers (a1, . . . , ak) ∈
Rk, its contraction on consecutive entries is defined by

Cj(a1, . . . , ak) := (a1, . . . , aj , aj+1, . . . , an) := (a1, . . . , aj + aj+1, . . . , ak) ∈ Rk−1.
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A contraction of a = (a1, . . . , ak) is by definition the result of applying a sequence of basic
contractions to a.

The boundary of E l
M−oM+

is then given by

∂E l
M−oM+ =

l−1⋃
l′=0

⋃
(M ′

−,o′,M ′
+)∈

C(M−,o,M+)

E l′

M ′
−o′M ′

+
,

where C(M−, o,M+) denotes the (finite) set of all possible contractions of (M−, o,M+) ∈
Rl+2.

The associahedron. The boundary combinatorics of the stable region can be, alter-
natively, encoded in the following manner. We identify the simple eigenvalues

−1 < ν1 < · · · < νl < 1
with the word −1ν1 . . . νl1. When moving from one stratum to the next, we add a bracket,
only allowing to group two consecutive elements (i.e. letters) at a time. For instance

−1ν1 . . . νl1 7→ −1ν1 . . . {νj , νj+1} . . . νl1
indicates that the eigenvalues νj and νj+1 come together into a multiplicity two eigenvalue,
and therefore corresponds to the contraction of multiplicities given by

(1, . . . , 1) 7→ (1, . . . , 2, . . . , 1).
Analogously, a further parenthesis

−1ν1 . . . νj−1{νj , νj+1} . . . νl1 7→ −1ν1 . . . {νj−1, νj , νj+1} . . . νl1
indicates that the eigenvalue νj−1 came together with the previous multiplicity two eigen-
value, forming a multiplicity three eigenvalue, and therefore corresponding to the contrac-
tion

(1, . . . , 1, 2, . . . , 1) 7→ (1, . . . , 3, . . . , 1).
This construction iterates in the obvious way. Note that here we should also allow eigen-
values to come together with ±1, i.e. {−1, ν1}ν2{ν3, ν4, 1} is a valid expression. We use
the bracket notation to indicate that the order of the elements in the bracket is irrelevant.
Iterating this construction results in a poset of strings (in which all open brackets are ac-
companied by a corresponding closed one, and there are no nested brackets), and where two
strings a, b satisfy a ≤ b if and only if b is obtained by a sequence of brackets operations from
a. By construction, this poset encodes the boundary combinatorics of the stable region.

We should note that the above is related to the operation of taking parenthesis
−1ν1 . . . νl1 7→ −1ν1 . . . (νjνj+1) . . . νl1

and iterating them, similarly as above, e.g. as
−1ν1 . . . νj−1(νjνj+1) . . . νl1→ −1ν1 . . . (νj−1(νjνj+1)) . . . νl1,

and so on, where now a valid expression is e.g. ((−1ν1)ν2)ν3(ν41). The bracket is then
obtained as the result of removing all interior parenthesis in an expression, symbolically via
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-1ν1

-1ν ν 1

n=1

(-1ν)1 -1(ν1) -1ν1{-1,ν}1 -1{ν,1}

n=2

1 2

-1(ν ν )11 2
-1{ν ,ν }11 2

(-1ν )ν 11 2

{-1,ν }ν 11 2

-1ν (ν 1)1

-1(ν (ν 1))1

2

-1ν {ν ,1}1 22

-1(ν ν 1)1 2

-1{ν ,ν ,1}1 2
-1((ν ν )1)1 2

((-1ν )ν )11 2

(-1(ν ν ))11 2 {-1,ν ,ν }11 2

(-1ν ν )11 2

(-1ν )(ν 1)1 2
{-1,ν }{ν ,1}1 2

EK

E 2

3 1

K4
-1ν ν 11 2

Figure 15. The associahedron K3 agrees with the 1-dimensional stable re-
gion E1 (an interval). The 2-dimensional stable region, a triangle, is obtained
up to homeomorphism by collapsing two edges in K4, a pentagon, to a point,
indicated by points in the figure.

(. . . (. . . ) . . . ) 7→ (. . . ), and modding out by the action of the corresponding permutation
group (which acts on the number of elements inside the bracket), symbolically via

( . . .︸︷︷︸
m

) 7→ { . . .︸︷︷︸
m

} = ( . . .︸︷︷︸
m

)/Sm.

As an example, the above expression becomes {−1, ν1, ν2}ν3{ν4, 1}, where now the order of
the elements inside the bracket is irrelevant.

But the combinatorics of expressions with parenthesis is goverened by a very-well known
polytope: the associahedron. This is by definition the (m− 2)-dimensional convex polytope
Km in which each vertex corresponds to a way of correctly inserting opening and closing
parentheses in a string of m letters (this means that it uniquely determines the order of the
product operations), and the edges correspond to single application of the associativity rule.
This can also be viewed as a poset, when the arrow indicates that the parentheses have been
moved to the right (this is called the Tamari lattice). Moreover, one can label the edges
with “incorrect” expressions, containing the common parentheses to each of its boundary
vertices. And one can further label the faces by also “incorrect” expressions containing the
parentheses common to all its boundary edges. This process iterates in the obvious way,
ending in the top strata, which is labelled by the string with no brackets −1ν1 . . . νl1.

In order to obtain the stable region from the associahedron, we note that many labels
in this polytope are actually equivalent when written with the bracket notation. We then
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K5

n=3

((-1(ν ν ))v )1

(-1(ν ν ))(v 1)

(-1((ν ν )v ))1
((-1ν )ν )(v 1)

(-1(ν (ν v )))1
(-1ν ν v )1

Front
Front

Back
Back

-1((ν ν )(v 1))

-1(ν ν )v 1

3

3 3

(((-1ν )ν )v )11 3

(((-1ν )ν )v )11 3

3
3

(-1ν ν )v 1 -1(ν ν v )1

1

1

1

((-1ν )ν )(v 1)31

1 1

-1((ν (ν v ))1)31

-1((ν (ν v ))1)31

1

1

{-1,ν ,ν ,v }1321

{-1,ν ,ν }v 1321

{-1,ν ,ν }v 1321

-1{ν ,ν ,v }1321

-1{ν ,ν ,v }1321

321

-1{ν ,ν ,v ,1}

-1{ν ,ν ,v ,1}

321

{-1,ν ,ν ,v }1321

1

(-1(ν (ν v )))131

((-1ν )(ν v ))131

((-1ν )(ν v ))131

1

2

2

2

2

2

2

2

2

2

2

2

2

2

2

2

2

1 2

2

3

3

(-1(ν ν ))(v 1)1 32

3

3

-1((ν ν )(v 1))1 2 3

-1(ν (ν (v 1)))1 2 3

(-1ν )(ν (v 1))1 2 3 -1(ν ((ν v )1))1 2 3

(-1ν )((ν v )1)1 2 3

-1(((ν ν )v ) 1)1 2 3

-1(((ν ν )v ) 1)1 2 3

3

(-1ν )ν v 11 2 3

 -1ν (ν v 1)1 2 3

-1ν (ν v )11 2 3

-1(ν ν v 1)1 2 3-1ν ν (v 1)1 2 3

{-1,ν ,ν }{v ,1}321

{-1,ν ,ν }{v ,1}321

-1{ν ,ν }{v ,1}321

-1{ν ,ν }{v ,1}321

-1ν {
ν ,v ,

1}
321

-1{ν ,ν }v 1321

{-1,ν }ν v 1321

{-1,ν }ν {v ,1}321

{-1,ν }{ν ,v } 13
2

1

{-1,ν }{ν ,v ,1}321

-1ν ν {v ,1}321

-1ν {ν ,v }1321

E 3

Figure 16. The 3-dimensional stable region, a tetrahedron, is obtained up
to homeomorphism from K5, an enneahedron, by collapsing 2 faces and 12
edges of K5 to a point (labelled with a point), and 4 faces of K5 to a line
(labelled with a line).

conclude that the boundary combinatorics of the stable region is determined by the asso-
ciahedron Kn+2 in n + 2 letters, up to collapsing a suitable collection of strata to lower
dimensional strata. In other words, the stable region is homeomorphic to a quotient of the
associahedron, where we identify those strata whose label become equivalent when written
in the bracket notation. The low dimensional cases (n = 1, 2, 3) are depicted in Figure 15
and Figure 16.

Branching structure. We will denote the branches of E l
M−oM+

, labelled by the B-
signature

ϵ = ((c1, d1), . . . , (cl, dl)),
by E l;ϵ

M−oM+
, so that

E l
M−oM+ =

⊔
ϵ

E l;ϵ
M−oM+

.

By the computation of degrees above, the interior of the top stratum En
010 has 2n branches.

Some of these come together at the boundary strata, and which branches can come together
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over each boundary stratum is determined by the corresponding B-signatures, as these
behave continuously whenever defined. To explain this, we first define a few operations.
A middle contraction operation on consecutive entries of a B-signature, symbolically, is
defined via the formula

((c1, d1), . . . , (cj , dj), (cj+1, dj+1), . . . , (cl, dl)) := ((c1, d1), . . . , (cj+cj+1, dj+dj+1), . . . , (cl, dl)).
We also allow the elimination contraction of the first and last entries, defined by

((c1, d1), . . . , (cl, dl)) = ((c2, d2), . . . , (cl, dl)),

((c1, d1), . . . , (cl, dl)) = ((c1, d1), . . . , (cl−1, dl−1)).
The first operation is the left elimination contraction, and the second, the right elimina-
tion contraction. A contraction of a B-signature is then by definition a sequence of middle
contractions of consecutive entries, composed with elimination contractions. The right/left
elimination order of the contraction is defined as the number of right/left elimination con-
tractions in the sequence, the middle order, as the number of middle contractions in the
sequence, and the total order, as the sum of right/left/middle contractions. A middle con-
traction represents elliptic eigenvalues of possibly high multiplicity coming together but
staying elliptic; a left elimination contraction represents an elliptic eigenvalue of possibly
high multiplicity becoming −1; and a right elimination contraction represents an elliptic
eigenvalue of possibly high multiplicity becoming 1. In the first case, signatures simply add
up, while in the second cases, since the B-signature is not defined (as the B-block becomes
degenerate), it is simply suppressed. We note that a contraction of B-signatures determines
an underlying contraction of multiplicities, by replacing the pair (cj , dj) in the above tuple
by oj = cj + dj .

In keeping with the bracket notation, we will sometimes also use the notation (c, d) =
{+, . . . ,+︸ ︷︷ ︸

c

,−, . . . ,−︸ ︷︷ ︸
d

}, and write contractions as

({+, . . . ,+︸ ︷︷ ︸
c1

,−, . . . ,−︸ ︷︷ ︸
d1

}, . . . , {+, . . . ,+︸ ︷︷ ︸
cj

,−, . . . ,−︸ ︷︷ ︸
dj

}, {+, . . . ,+︸ ︷︷ ︸
cj+1

,−, . . . ,−︸ ︷︷ ︸
dj+1

}, . . . , {+, . . . ,+︸ ︷︷ ︸
cl

,−, . . . ,−︸ ︷︷ ︸
dl

})

:= ({+, . . . ,+︸ ︷︷ ︸
c1

,−, . . . ,−︸ ︷︷ ︸
d1

}, . . . , {+, . . . ,+︸ ︷︷ ︸
cj+cj+1

,−, . . . ,−︸ ︷︷ ︸
dj+dj+1

}, . . . , {+, . . . ,+︸ ︷︷ ︸
cl

,−, . . . ,−︸ ︷︷ ︸
dl

}).

The branch E l;ϵ
M−oM+

can then meet the branch E l′;ϵ′

M ′
−o′M ′

+
at the boundary, whereM ′

−o
′M ′

+ =
c(M−, o,M+) for some contraction c, if and only if

ϵ′ = ((c′
1, d

′
1), . . . , (c′

l′ , d
′
l′))

is obtained by the underlying contraction of ϵ determined by c, with
l′ = l − tord(c),

M ′
− = M− + lord(c),

M ′
+ = M+ + rord(c),
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+++

++-

-++

+

+

-

+-+

{+,+}-

{+,-}-={-,+}-

+{+,-}=+{-,+}

E 3

{+,+}+ +{+,+}

-

+--

-+-

--+{-,-}+

-{+,+}

+{-,-}

{+,-}+={-,+}+

---
{-,-}- -{-,-}

E NE N

-{+,-}=-{-,+}

Figure 17. The branching structure of SpI(6)//GL3(R), for the case n = 3,
corresponding to a transition from E3 to EN . The right and left hand sides
should be identified. The branching structure for Sp(6)//Sp(6) coincides
for this transition, as no hyperbolic eigenvalues are involved. Note that the
branches do not cross along a contraction which has definite signature inside
the brackets, as predicted by the Krein–Moser theorem.
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Figure 18. Case n = 3, for SpI(6)//GL3(R). The transitions out of the
stable region which do not involve N correspond to all possible elimination
contractions.
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Figure 19. The branching structure for Sp(6)//Sp(6) is obtained from the
ones in Figure 18 by collapsing all branches corresponding to hyperbolic
eigenvalues together.
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|o′| = |o| − lord(c)−mord(c),
where mord(c), lord(c), rord(c), tord(c) are respectively the middle/left/right/total order of
c. It follows that, in particular, each c′

j is a sum of consecutive cj ’s, and each d′
j is a sum of

consecutive dj ’s. We then conclude that two branches can come together at the boundary
if and only if their corresponding B-signatures have a common contraction, and the branch
at which they meet (and therefore the boundary strata at which they meet) is completely
determined by this contraction. The co-dimension of this strata is the total order of the
contraction, as follows from the first of the above formulae. The low-dimensional cases are
depicted in Figure 8 (n = 1) and Figure 10 (n = 2). For n = 3, the branching structure
corresponding to transitions from the stable region is shown in Figure 17 and Figure 18.
The combinatorics for the branching structure for all other transitions between components
is obtained analogously; several of the diagrams are the same.





CHAPTER 9

Numerical work

This chapter is devoted to numerical work carried out for the CR3BP, by the author’s
collaborators Otto van Koert, Cengiz Aydin, and Dayung Koh. The aim is to illustrate the
use of all the theory we discussed so far, in the context of numerical studies of periodic
orbits for various systems, and with a view towards space mission design. The systems of
interest are:

• Hill’s lunar problem;

• Saturn–Enceladus (CR3BP with µ = 1.9002485658670E-7);

• Jupiter–Europa (CR3BP with µ = 2.5266448850435E-5);

• Earth–Moon (CR3BP with µ = 1.215058560962404E-2).

These systems are currently very popular due to the ambitious Artemis program (cen-
tered around the Earth–Moon system), and the fact that Europa and Enceladus are icy
moons which might harbor conditions for the existence of life. Note that the Earth–Moon
system is much further away from the integrable case than the rest of the above systems,
as sketched in Figure 1.

RKP J-E
Hill

E-M

2.52...x10-51.90...x10-7 1.21...x10-2
S-E

Figure 1. The values of µ.
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1. Bifurcation graphs

This section is based on the papers [Ayd; AFvKKM]. We will study the Jupiter–
Europa system as a deformation of Hill’s lunar problem, i.e. by deforming the µ parameter.
In order to do this, we first need to study periodic orbits in the Hill problem. This is done
in [Ay22], which is our starting point. The main tool are the bifurcation graphs, which
represent families of orbits with varying Jacobi constant, and bifurcations between them.
We will be interested in studying spatial orbits bifurcating out of planar orbits.

2. Hill’s lunar problem: numerical work

We now summarize the main results of Aydin’s thesis [Ay22] (where we refer the reader
for more details), following his exposition.

Based on foundational work of Hill [H77], Hénon [He69; He70; He74; He03] numer-
ically studied families of planar direct and retrograde periodic orbits, which are referred to
as family g and f , respectively. These two families are the fundamental families of sym-
metric planar periodic orbits in the Hill lunar problem. They are both doubly symmetric
with respect to reflection at the q1- and q2-axis (see Section 6.1 for the symmetries in Hill’s
problem). We will be interested in studying families that bifurcate out of these basic ones.

Moreover, we also have the northern and southern polar collision orbits n and s, both
spatial, bouncing on the primary along the upper half-space and the lower-half space re-
spectively, which arise by continuation from the RKP, see [BFvK].

The following results are obtained analytically for very low energies, by deforming to
the Kepler problem.

Theorem 2.1 ([Ay22]). The CZ-indices of the orbits f, g, n, s are given by

µCZ =


6 for g
4 for n
4 for s
2 for f

For the planar orbits f, g, their planar CZ-indices are

µp
CZ =

{
3 for g
1 for f

and their spatial CZ-indices are

µs
CZ =

{
3 for g
1 for f

so that indeed µCZ = µp
CZ + µs

CZ .

These families were then followed numerically, as well as other families which bifurcate
from them, which is detected via jumps in the indices. If the planar index jumps, this is a
planar-to-planar bifurcation, and if the planar one jumps, it is planar-to-spatial. The list
of orbits relevant to Aydin’s work are listed in Table 1.
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Table 1. Families of orbits studied in [Ay22].

Reference family type
Hénon (1969) [He69] g, f planar

g′ planar (µp
CZ jump from g)

Hénon (1970) [He70], (2003) [He03] g3 planar
Batkhin–Batkhina [BB] (2009) g2ν spatial (µs

CZ jump from g)
gY OZ

1ν spatial (from the 2nd cover of g)
Michalodimitrakis (1980) g1ν spatial (from the 2nd cover of g and g′)
Kalantonis [Ka20] (2020) f (2,3)

g , f (2cut,3)
g spatial (from the 3rd cover of g)

f
(2,3)
g′ , f

(2cut,3)
g′ spatial (from the 3rd cover of g′)

f (1,4)
g , f (1cut,4)

g spatial (from the 4th cover of g)
f

(1,4)
g′ , f

(1cut,4)
g′ spatial (from the 4th cover of g′)

Figure 2. The f family (plot from [Ay22]).

We now describe the numerical results. In what follows, the deformation parameter will
be Γ = −2c, where c is the Jacobi constant (note that Γ is also traditionally called the
Jacobi constant, but not here).

2.1. Planar direct/prograde orbits. The family f stays spatial and planar elliptic
for all times, thus their indices do not change, and they do not undergo bifurcation. This
family is plotted in Figure 2. However, the family g is more interesting, since, as described
by Hénon, it undergoes a non-generic pitchfork bifurcation, going from elliptic to positive
hyperbolic. Two new families of elliptic orbits, called g′, appear. These new families are still
invariant under reflection at the x-axis, but not under reflection at the y-axis. Reflection
at the y-axis maps one branch of the g′-family to the other branch. Figure 3 shows the
bifurcation graph which is constructed as follows. Each vertex denotes a degenerate orbit
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Figure 3. Bifurcation graph for the g, g′ orbits with planar CZ-index.

at which bifurcation happens and each edge represents a family of orbits with varying
energy, labeled by the corresponding CZ-index. From this data, it is easy to determine the
associated Floer number. For instance in Figure 3 on the left, the (planar) Floer number is
(−1)3 = −1 before bifurcation, and (−1)2 + 2(−1)3 = −1 after bifurcation; they coincide,
as they should.

The data for the family g is presented in Table 2, and the family is plotted in Figure 4.

Table 2. Data for the g family.

Values of Γ planar spatial µp
CZ µs

CZ µCZ

(+∞, 4.49999) elliptic elliptic 3 3 6
(4.49999, 1.3829) pos. hyperbolic elliptic 2 3 5

(1.3829,−∞) pos. hyperbolic pos. hyperbolic 2 4 6

The jump in the planar CZ-index at Γ = 4.49999 corresponds to the appearance of g′.
The data for this family is collected in Table 3.

As a sanity check, we can also check invariance of the spatial Floer numbers at the
g′ bifurcation, which are (−1)6 = 1 before bifurcation, and (−1)5 + 2(−1)6 = 1 after
bifurcation.

From Table 2, we see that the family g undergoes a spatial transition from elliptic
to positive hyperbolic at Γ = 1.3289, where µs

CZ jumps from 3 to 4. At this point, the
spatial family g2ν appears, which is plotted in Figure 6. Its orbits are doubly-symmetric
with respect to ρ1 and ρ2 (see Section 6.1), and by reflection along the ecliptic we obtain its
symmetric family, which is also doubly-symmetric. The CZ-index for this family is µCZ = 5.
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Figure 4. The g family (plot from [Ay22]).

Table 3. Data for the g′ family.

Values of Γ planar spatial µp
CZ µs

CZ µCZ

(4.49999, 4.2851) elliptic elliptic 3 3 6
(4.2851, 4.2806) elliptic neg. hyperbolic 3 3 6
(4.2806, 4.2714) elliptic elliptic 3 3 6
(4.2714, 3.3901) neg. hyperbolic elliptic 3 3 6
(3.3901, 0.4771) neg. hyperbolic pos. hyperbolic 3 4 7

(0.4771,−0.2195) neg. hyperbolic elliptic 3 5 8
(−0.2195,−4.6921) neg. hyperbolic neg. hyperbolic 3 5 8
(−4.6921,−4.7047) elliptic neg. hyperbolic 3 5 8

(−4.7047,−∞) pos. hyperbolic neg. hyperbolic 4 5 9

The remaining families of Table 1 bifurcate from the corresponding cover of the under-
lying planar orbit, as explained there. The easiest way to visualize this information is via
bifurcation graphs. For instance, see Figure 7. There, the direction of increasing energy
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Figure 5. The g′ family (plot from [Ay22]).

is from bottom to top. Each family has an attached CZ-index. The edges in black repre-
sent the underlying simple planar families where bifurcation occurs. The dashed families
are obtained from the non-dashed ones by reflection along the ecliptic, which explains the
horizontal symmetry. A cross means collision, and b-d means birth-death (note that the
Floer number is always zero at birth-death).

At Γ = 3.274, the blue non-dashed family is doubly symmetric with respect to ρ1, ρ2,
and the two red non-dashed families are related to each other by ρ2, each being symmetric
with respect to ρ1. In other words, the situation is completely analogous as to the pitchfork
bifurcation relating g with g′. The same happens at the bifurcation relating the pink and
red families. This point will be relevant for Jupiter–Europa later.

We emphasize that the graphs organize the local bifurcations, and help to check that the
Floer numbers match up. For instance, at Γ = 3.876, and at g3, the Floer numbers before
and after are respectively (−1)13 = −1, and 2(−1)13 + 2(−1)14 + (−1)15 = −1. But note
that at Γ = 0.755, and at f5, the Floer number number before is 2(−1)15 + (−1)16 = −1,
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Figure 6. The g2ν family (plot from [Ay22]).

but after it is (−1)14 = 1. Therefore we conclude that there are orbits still missing, that
bifurcate out of f5.

We refer to [Ay22] for many more plots and bifurcation graphs between the families in
Table 1.

3. Jupiter–Europa system: numerical work

By deforming the mass parameter µ, we may go from Hill’s lunar problem to the Jupiter-
Europa system. We wish to understand how the periodic orbits from the next section deform
with varying µ. The reference for this section is [AFvKKM].

3.1. A “broken” bifurcation. The pitchfork bifurcation in Figure 3 deforms to a
generic situation, where one of the g′ branches glues to the before-bifurcation part of the
g branch, the result of which we call the g-LPO1 branch, and where the other g′ branch
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Figure 7. Bifurcation graph between the 3rd cover of g, the 3rd cover of
g′, and the 5th cover of f with the families f (2,3)

g (blue) , f (2cut,3)
g (green) ,

f
(2,3)
g′ (red), f (2cut,3)

g′ (pink) [Ay22].

glues to the after-bifurcation part of the g branch, which we call the DPO-LPO2 branch
(undergoing birth-death bifurcation); see Figure 8. The DPO-orbits are planar positive
hyperbolic and the LPO2-orbits are planar elliptic. As the symmetry with respect to the
y-axis is lost, the new orbits will be approximately symmetric with respect to the y-axis,
but not exactly symmetric; similarly, the y-symmetric relation between the g′ branches
persists only approximately for the corresponding deformed orbits. See Figure 9, where this
phenomenon is manifest. Via this bifurcation analysis, one may predict the existence of the
DPO-LPO2 branch, which a priori is not straightforward to find. While these families are
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Γ−∞

+∞

33

g′g′

Hill three-body problem

3

2

g

Jupiter–Europa system

g

3

3

2LPO1

DPO
LPO2

Figure 8. Deforming the pitchfork bifurcation in Hill’s lunar problem to a
“broken” bifurcation in Jupiter-Europa.

Figure 9. The “broken” bifurcation in Jupiter-Europa. Left: the g-LPO1
branch. Right: the DPO-LPO2 branch, split into the DPO sub-branch (left)
and of the LPO2 sub-branch (right).

already known and appear e.g. in page 12 of [RR17], this suggests a general mechanism
which we will exploit.



204 9. NUMERICAL WORK

3.2. Spatial pitchfork bifurcation. The spatial CZ-index of the simple closed DPO-
orbit jumps by +1 at around Γ = 3.0011, and therefore generates a planar-to-spatial bi-
furcation; see Figure 11. As in Hill’s problem, this new family of spatial orbits appears
twice by using the reflection at the ecliptic. Surprisingly, compared to Figure 8, because
the symmetry is preserved, the bifurcation graph has the same topology after deformation
and is still non-generic; see Figure 10.

Γ−∞

+∞

55

Hill three-body problem

5

6

g

Jupiter–Europa system

55

5

6

DPO

Figure 10. Left: The bifurcation graph between simple closed g-orbit and
the new families of spatial orbits generated by the spatial index jump in Hill’s
system. Right: In the Jupiter–Europa system. The horizontal symmetry
corresponds to the reflection at the ecliptic.

Figure 11. Jupiter-Europa: A planar-to-spatial bifurcation of a simple
closed planar DPO orbit, from the side, from above and with its symmetric
family by using the reflection at the ecliptic.

3.3. Spatial bifurcation graph in Jupiter-Europa. Taking Figure 7 as a starting
point, we deform it to the Jupiter–Europa system. The result is plotted in Figure 12.
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Let us focus on the two vertices on the center-right of Figure 7 which are not of birth-
death type. After deformation, the (red) family starting at g′3 on the right of CZ-index 15
glues to the (blue) family of the same index ending in f5, resolving the vertex at which they
meet, as in Figure 12; note that f is replaced with DRO, and g′, with LPO2. The two other
families meeting at the same vertex coming from g′3 and g3 now glue to a family undergoing
birth-death, where now g′ is replaced by g-LPO1, and g, with DPO. A similar phenomenon
happens at the other vertex, where the (pink) family starting at g′3 with CZ-index 14 on the
right glues to the (green) family of the same index, and the other two families now undergo
birth-death. This is exactly the “broken” bifurcation phenomenon which we observed in
Figure 9 (the picture is simply “upside down”). This is the way in which we predicted the
existence of the blue and green birth-death branches, which might have been hard to detect
via different methods.

Γ−∞

+∞

3.00054

3.00243
3.00260

3.00275
3.00276
3.00279

3.00323

3.00363

3.00365

LPO23

14

16
1414

15

14

15

14

b-d

b-d

b-d

b-d

1515

g-LPO13

14

16
1515

b-db-d
b-db-d

1414

DPO3

13

15

1414

13 13

16

14

DRO5

Figure 12. Bifurcation graph for the Jupiter–Europa system, between the
3rd cover of g-LPO1, the third cover of DPO, the third cover of LPO2,
and the 5th cover of DRO. The horizontal symmetry is reflection along the
ecliptic.
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Another notable feature is the (red) family between LPO23 and DRO5 of CZ-index
15, a spatial family connecting two planar orbits, one retrograde (DRO5), and the other,
prograde (LPO23). This family is plotted in Figure 14.

Figure 13. Jupiter-Europa: Two families of spatial orbits branching out
from the g-LPO13 orbit; above: these orbits are symmetric wrt the x-axis.
This is the (blue) family of CZ-index 15 in Figure 12; below: these orbits
are symmetric wrt the xz-plane. This is the (green) family of CZ-index 14
in Figure 12. Each family has a symmetric family by using the reflection at
the ecliptic.

3.4. Spatial bifurcation graph for Saturn-Enceladus. The bifurcation graph for
Saturn-Enceladus corresponding to the one shown in Figure 12 has exactly the same topol-
ogy (but different energy values). For instance, Figure 15 shows a bifurcation graph corre-
sponding to the pink families of Figure 12 (but drawn upside down). Note that it is not
only topological, as we also record the starting value along the z axis. The corresponding
families of orbits are plotted in Figure 16.

4. GIT plots

In this section, we illustrate the practical uses of the GIT sequence, with a number of
numerical plots, produced by Dayung Koh. This section is based on [FKM].

4.1. Planar to spatial period-doubling bifurcation in Jupiter-Europa. The H2
family [KABM] orbit depicted in Figure 17 undergoes planar to spatial period-doubling
bifurcation. We denote by γbef and γaft the simple orbit before and after the bifurcation and
by β the orbit with double period appearing after bifurcation. This is a doubly symmetric
period-doubling bifurcation, as all orbits are doubly symmetric, i.e. symmetric with respect
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Figure 14. The red prograde to retrograde spatial connection, with CZ-
index 15, for varying energy. The black planar orbit is an LPO2, and the
red family bifurcates from its third cover. A row corresponds to the same
orbit from different angles.

to two involutions ρ1, ρ1. Here, γbef is of type E2, and γaft is of type EH−. The symmetric
points with respect to one of the symmetries are the fake points with respect to the other
symmetry. Which one is which is determined by the B-sign, as explained in Example 4.4.

Figure 19 shows a numerical plot of this period-doubling bifurcation, as seen in the
base R2 of the GIT sequence, in three different scales. The time parameter is the Jacobi
constant. Red dots correspond to γbef , and blue dots, to γaft. The bifurcation takes place
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Figure 15. A bifurcation graph for Saturn-Enceladus of xz-plane symmet-
ric orbits, which deforms to the pink families in Jupiter-Europa. Horizontal
axis is z starting value. Vertical axis is energy.

when the period-doubling line of slope −1 separating the doubly-elliptic region E2 and the
elliptic-negative hyperbolic region EH− is crossed. The plot also contains the B-signature
of the simple orbit, before and after the bifurcation.

Figures 20, 21, 22, 23 show various examples of bifurcations for the Jupiter-Europa and
Saturn-Enceladus systems, with their corresponding GIT plots.
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a)

c)

d)

d')

b) e)

b')

Figure 16. Plots of the orbits represented by the bifurcation graph of Fig-
ure 15. The b’) orbits are part of the b) family, only for different energy:
similarly for d) and d’). The second to last rows correspond to the same
orbit from different angles.
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side view front view
over view

Figure 17. The prograde planar orbit γbef is the dotted orange line; the
Jacobi constant is c = 3.00357414, and its period is T0 = 2.1215. The
spatial orbit β of double period (after bifurcation) is the blue one; the Jacobi
constant is now c = 3.003571774, with period T1 = 4.245 ≈ 2T0. We call
this the “snitch” configuration.

1

P(β)3 ,P(β)4fake points

s ymmetric pointsρ-

ρ-

P(β),P(β)2

Figure 18. The symmetric points P1(β), P2(β), and the fake points
P3(β), P4(β), of the spatial orbit β, with respect to ρ = ρ1. The roles are
reversed when ρ1 is replaced by ρ1.

2E

2E

HE E

HE

2E
HE

Figure 19. GIT plot of the period-doubling bifurcation of the snitch con-
figuration.
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front view

2E

HE
HE

2E

overview

Figure 20. Jupiter-Europa system: a symmetric planar to planar period-
tripling bifurcation of DRO family. Above: the planar simple orbit at bi-
furcation, the distant retrograde orbit, c = 2.9999, T0 = 2.504. Middle: the
planar triple period orbit after bifurcation c ≳ 2.9999, T = 7.3 ≈ 3T0. Be-
low: GIT plot, including B-signs.
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2E

HE HE
H 2E

front view

overview

Figure 21. Jupiter-Europa system: a symmetric planar to spatial 5-fold
bifurcation of DRO family. Above: the planar simple orbit at bifurcation,
a distant retrograde orbit in the same family of Figure 20, but with c =
3.0005, T0 = 1.705. Middle: the spatial 5-fold period orbit after bifurcation,
c ≳ 3.0005, T = 8.52 ≈ 5T0. Below: GIT plot, including B-signs.
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2E
2E

HEHE HEHE

Figure 22. Jupiter-Europa system: a symmetric spatial to spatial period-
doubling bifurcation. Above: the spatial simple orbit at bifurcation, c =
3.0028, T0 = 4.62. Middle: the spatial period-doubling orbit after bifurcation
c ≳ 3.0028, T = 9.23 ≈ 2T0. Below: GIT plot, including B-signs.
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Period doubling orbit (over view)

 doubling
bifurcationsimple orbit (over view)

Period doubling orbit (front view)

cafter

Period tripling orbit (front view)

Period tripling orbit (over view)

 tripling
bifurcation

c=3.001

Figure 23. Saturn-Enceladus system: two symmetric planar to spatial bi-
furcations of the same family of planar orbits, one period-doubling, and one
period-tripling. Above: T1 = 1.2, T2 = 1.6, T3 = 2 respectively. Middle:
T = 4.2 ≈ 2T3 after bifurcation. Below: T = 4.85 ≈ 3T2 after bifurcation.
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