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Abstract
We extend the sutured framework to the case of Legendrians with boundary. Using
ideas from Lagrangian Floer theory, we define the cylindrical and the wrapped sutured
Legendrian homologies of a pair of sutured Legendrians. They fit together into an
exact sequence, and the exact triangle is invariant along an Legendrian isotopy fixed
at the boundary. For a single Legendrian, we also define a wrapped version of its
Chekanov-Eliashberg dga. Our main example of sutured Legendrian is obtained via
the unit conormal construction : a submanifold N ⊂M , such that ∂N ⊂ ∂M , induces
a sutured Legendrian ΛN ⊂ ST ∗M , thus we get smooth invariants of manifolds with
boundary. As a simple application, we show that if the conormals of two local 2-braids
are isotopic (as Legendrians with fixed boundary), then the braids are equivalent.

In the literature, contact manifolds are usually assumed to be either closed [Par19], or the
contactisation of some Liouville domain [EES07]. A few years ago the notion of sutured
contact manifold, which generalise both of those settings, was introduced by Colin-Ghiggini-
Honda-Hutchings in [CGHH11], where they define the contact homology of such manifolds.
In this paper we introduce the notion of sutured Legendrian and, adapting ideas from
Lagrangian Floer theory, we define the cylindrical and the wrapped sutured Legendrian
homology of a pair. They fit together into an exact sequence, and the induced exact triangle
yields an invariant of sutured Legendrians with fixed boundary.
We illustrate this construction with an example obtained from the smooth geometry. Start-
ing with a submanifold N ⊂ M , such that ∂N ⊂ ∂M , we construct a sutured contact
manifold from ST ∗M , as in [Dat22]. Then the unit conormal of N induces a sutured Leg-
endrian, thus the previous exact triangle yields an invariant of N , seen as a submanifold
with fixed boundary.
As a simple application, we show that if two local 2-braids have unit conormals which are
isotopic as Legendrians with fixed boundary, then the two braids are equivalent. This can
be seen as a relative version of the analogous result for knots from [She19][ENS17] (see also
[Dat22] for a different point of view), in a much simpler case. The general result, which
requires more technology, is only sketched and will be the subject of subsequent work.

Sutured setting

Sutured contact manifold. Originally introduced in the topological world by Gabai
[Gab83] as a tool to study 3-manifolds, the definition was adapted to the contact setting
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in [CGHH11], as a way to handle contact manifolds with convex boundary. Let us briefly
present those objects.
Loosely speaking, a (balanced, completed) sutured contact manifold (V, ξ = kerλ) is a non-
compact contact manifold which, at infinity, looks like the contactisation of some Liouville
domain (W,β) :

(V, λ) ' (Rt ×W,dt+ β) away from a compact.

More precisely, a sutured contact manifold (V, ξ) is a compact manifold with boundary and
corners, such that

∂V = W+ ∪ [−1, 1]× Γ ∪W−,

where W± are two Liouville domains with common contact boundary Γ. Moreover the
contact structure must satisfy some properties on a neighbourhood of the boundary, see
section 2.1 for a detailed definition. The contact manifold (Γ, λΓ) = (∂W±, β±) is called
the suture, and can be seen as a codimension 2 contact submanifold in (V, ξ). Following
[CGHH11], we can complete V into a non-compact contact manifold, and if (V, ξ) is balanced,
ie (W+, β+) ' (W−, β−), we recover the previous loose description.
Note that, contrary to the compact case, we specify a contact form, and not only the contact
structure, because we want some control at infinity. As a consequence of those constraints,
it is proven in [CGHH11] that the contact homology of such a manifold is well-defined (after
picking a well-behaved almost complex structure).
Let us give some examples : first, while the trivialisation of a Liouville domain is a trivial
case, applying any operation which only affects a compact (for example surgeries) yields a
sutured contact manifold. As a second source of examples, it is shown in [CGHH11] that
given a contact manifold with convex boundary, as defined in [Gir91], one can construct
a sutured contact manifold, and vice-versa. In particular, the complement of a standard
neighbourhood of a Legendrian (in a closed contact manifold) yields a sutured contact
manifold. Finally, and as alluded to above, the unit bundle of a manifoldM with boundary
has convex boundary. Thus, applying the previous construction, we get a a sutured contact
manifold which is, at infinity, the contactisation of T ∗(∂M). In particular, the suture is
ST ∗(∂M), see section 2.5 for more details (as well as [Dat22]).

Sutured Legendrian. We now add a Legendrian submanifold to the picture, which is
also non-compact but will behave nicely at infinity. Roughly speaking, a sutured Legendrian
Λ ⊂ (V, λ) is a Legendrian which, at infinity, is cylindrical and centered :

(Λ, V, λ) ' (R×W, {0} × ΛΓ, dt+ β) away from a compact,

where ΛΓ ⊂ Γ is a Legendrian submanifold, which will also be denoted ∂Λ. One should
think about this definition as generalising the notion of exact cylindrical Lagrangian in
a Liouville domain. Indeed, any such submanifold lift to a sutured Legendrian in the
contactisation. As mentioned above, the main source of example will be applying the unit
conormal construction to a submanifold N ⊂ M with boundary ∂N ⊂ ∂M , such that N
intersect ∂M transversely. We get a sutured Legendrian ΛN , so that

(ΛN , ST
∗M) ' (R× Λ∂N ,R× T ∗(∂M)) away from a compact,

where ΛN ⊂ ST ∗(∂M) ' ∂T ∗(∂M) is the unit conormal of ∂N in ∂M .
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Main results

We first adapt the convex-sutured construction from [CGHH11] to the Legendrian case :
given a Legendrian submanifold Λ ⊂ (V, ξ), such that

• Λ is transverse to the boundary of V ,
• ∂V is W-convex (meaning that both its positive and negative region admit a Weinstein
structure),

• there is a contact vector fieldX, transverse to the boundary, whose associated dividing
set contains ∂Λ,

we construct a sutured contact manifold containing a sutured Legendrian. Thus all invari-
ants of sutured Legendrian defined below will be invariants of Legendrians inside contact
manifolds with convex boundary (such that ∂Λ is in the dividing set).

Sutured Legendrian homologies

We define several invariants of sutured Legendrian, mimicking constructions from La-
grangian Floer theory. The main difference with [CGHH11] is that the Legendrian is
non-compact, and that Reeb chords will not be contained in a compact. To constrain
the relevant holomorphic curves, we rely on several maximum principles for curves with
Lagrangian boundary conditions, where both the contact manifolds and the Legendrians
inducing the boundary condition are non-compact. Nevertheless, for a well-behaved almost
complex structure, we can still control the curves so that Gromov’s compactness theorem
holds [Gro85].

Cylindrical sutured homology. Given a sutured Legendrian Λ ⊂ (V, λ), consider the
dga LC(Λ, V, λ) generated by Reeb chords, or the complex LC(Λ, V, λ) if some additional
assumptions are satisfied (we assume that the contact form is hypertight so we can ignore
Reeb orbits). The differential counts holomorphic disks in the symplectisation of V , and
with boundary on R× Λ. Although both Λ and V are non-compact, this indeed defines a
differential, and the homology is an invariant of the sutured Legendrian.

Theorem 1. The homology LH(Λ, V, λ) is well-defined and independent of the choices.
Moreover it is invariant under sutured Legendrian isotopy.

We emphasise that, although the boundary ∂Λ can move during the isotopy, the sutured
Legendrian must stay cylindrical (and in a t-level) at infinity.

Wrapped sutured homology. This version is only defined for a pair Λ0,Λ1 ⊂ (V, λ)
of disjoint sutured Legendrians (here we assume that they are both without contractible
chord). Pushing the first one by a contact vector field induced by a function quadratic at
infinity (and vanishing on the compact part), we get a Legendrian ΛW0 which is not sutured
anymore. Note that when V is a contactisation, and Λ0 is the lift of an exact Lagrangian
L0, the wrapped Legendrian ΛW0 can be seen as the lift of the Lagrangian obtained by
pushing L via an Hamiltonian quadratic at infinity.
With this procedure, we have created Reeb chords going from Λ0 to Λ1, which correspond
to chords between the boundaries in the suture :

C(ΛW0 ,Λ1;V, λ) = C(Λ0,Λ1;V, λ) ∪ C(∂Λ0, ∂Λ1; Γ, λΓ).
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Denote WLC(Λ0,Λ1;V, λ) the complex generated by those chords, where the differential
counts holomorphic strips in the symplectisation of V , with boundary on R × (ΛW0 ∪ Λ1).
While chords can now form a non-compact set, this still defines a differential, and the
homology is invariant in the following sense

Theorem 2. The homology WLH(Λ0,Λ1;V, λ) is well-defined and independent of the
choices. Moreover it is invariant under a sutured Legendrian isotopy (Λu0 ,Λ

u
1)u∈[0,1] such

that
• for all u, Λu0 and Λu1 are disjoints ;
• Λu0 is cylindrical, included in the level {t = 0} ;
• Λu1 is cylindrical, included in the level {t = tu ≤ 0}, with tu = 0 for u ∈ {0, 1}.

We emphasise that, since Λ0 can now pass below Λ1 during the isotopy, a R+-family of
Reeb chords can appear in the non-compact part (for some u 6= 0, 1).

Exact triangle. Similarly to the case of Lagrangian Floer theory, the cylindrical complex
LC(Λ0,Λ1;V, λ) can be seen as a sub-complex of the wrapped complex. Hence we get an
exact triangle

→ LH(Λ0,Λ1;V, λ) −→WLH(Λ0,Λ1;V, λ) −→ LHext(Λ0,Λ1;V, λ)→

where LHext(Λ0,Λ1;V, λ) is the homology of the quotient, generated by the chords that we
created by wrapping. We expect the following result to holds, generalising [Ekh11] to the
sutured setting

Conjecture 3. The homology LHext(Λ0,Λ1;V, λ) is isomorphic to the (shifted) bilinearised
homology LHε0,ε1(∂Λ0, ∂Λ1; Γ, λΓ)[1], with H1(Λ) coefficients induced by ∂Λ ⊂ Λ, and where
the augmentations are induced by Λ0,Λ1.
Moreover, given an isotopy of disjoint sutured Legendrians (Λu0 ,Λ

u
1)u∈[0,1], such that the

boundaries stay in the level {t = 0}, we get a commutative diagram

LH(Λ0
0,Λ

0
1;V ) //

o
��

WLH(Λ0
0,Λ

0
1;V )

[−1] //

o
��

LHε(∂Λ0, ∂Λ1; Γ)
δ0
//

o
��

LH(Λ1
0,Λ

1
0;V ) //WLH(Λ1

0,Λ
1
1;V )

[−1] // LHε(∂Λ1
0, ∂Λ1

1; Γ)
δ1
//

where the first two vertical maps are the isomorphisms of the previous theorems, and the
third map is the isomorphism coming from the cobordism induced by the isotopy ∂Λu0∪∂Λu1 ⊂
(Γ, λΓ). In particular, if the boundary is fixed during the isotopy, this map is induced by
the trivial cobordism. Thus, if the augmentations vanish, it is the identity.

From that point of view, we can think of a sutured Legendrian Λ as generalising an (im-
mersed) filling of (∂Λ,Γ), and the fact that it induces an augmentation will be a particular
case of the next result. Moreover we will prove this conjecture for our main example, how-
ever this relies heavily on topological restriction specific to the case at hand. For the general
case, one would need to adapt the tools developed in [EO17] to the sutured setting.
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Wrapping the Chekanov-Eliashberg dga. For a single sutured Legendrian Λ ⊂ (V, λ),
we can also define a wrapped theory by adopting a different strategy. By modifying the
contact form into λ̃, we create two families of Reeb chords, in cancelling positions, and once
again each family is in bijection with the chords of the boundary C(∂Λ,Γ, λΓ). Picking an
appropriate almost complex structure, we construct a holomorphic foliation in the symplec-
tisation (near those families), which implies that one of those families form a sub-dga.

Theorem 4. Consider a sutured Legendrian Λ ⊂ (V, λ), and assume that (V, λ) is S-sutured
and (Γ, λΓ) is hypertight. Then there is an inclusion of dga

LC(∂Λ; Γ, λΓ)→ LC(Λ;V, λ̃),

where the homology of the boundary has H1(Λ) coefficients, induced by ∂Λ ⊂ Λ. In particu-
lar, an augmentation on LC(Λ;V, λ) induces an augmentation on the dga of the boundary.
Moreover, an isotopy Λu of sutured Legendrians fixed on the boundary yields a commutative
diagram

LC(∂Λ,Γ, λΓ) //

Id
��

LC(Λ0, V, λ̃)

o
��

LC(∂Λ,Γ, λΓ) // LC(Λ1, V, λ̃).

The wrapped Chekanov-Eliashberg dga is obtained via quotienting by the generators of this
sub-dga (when the boundary ∂Λ ⊂ (Γ, λΓ) is hypertight). Although no actual wrapping
happens in that construction, this quotient corresponds, at least morally, to adding chords
at infinity which cancel out with the generators of the sub-dga.

Invariant of local 2-braids

As mentioned previously, the unit conormal of a submanifold N ⊂ M , with boundary
∂N ⊂ ∂M , is a rich source of sutured Legendrians. For example, the conormal of a braid
B ⊂ [−1, 1] × Σ, where Σ is a fixed surface, is a collection of cylinders, whose boundaries
are fibers in Γ = ST ∗(ΣtΣ). For very simple braids (namely, the braid has only 2 strands
and projects to a small disk in Σ), the previous exact triangle is a complete invariant :

Theorem 5. If B,B′ ⊂ [−1, 1]×Σ are two local 2-braids, such that ΛB and ΛB′ are isotopic
as sutured Legendrians with fixed boundary, then the braids are equivalent :

ΛB ∼ ΛB′ rel ∂ ⇒ B ∼ B′.

Note that, if one allows more general isotopies, the unit conormals become equivalents :
• as smooth manifolds with fixed boundary, two strands can cross each other, so we
have ΛB

C∞∼ ΛB′ rel ∂ ;
• as sutured Legendrians with moving boundary, we can unbraid everything so the
conormals are again isotopic.

To prove this result, we compute the exact sequence of the pair of sutured Legendrians,
and use homotopical restrictions to show that this is invariant in the sense of conjecture 3.
The computation relies on the fact that, because our braids are local, we can compute
holomorphic curves in the neighbourhood of a constant strand, which is contactomorphic
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to J1(R×S1). In that 1-jet space, the sutured Legendrians become conical at infinity, and
wrapping corresponds to a modification creating critical points, which is reminiscent of the
construction in [PR20].

Relation to other works

Lagrangian Floer homology. The sutured setting is a straight forward generalisation of
Floer theory. Indeed, any exact immersed Lagrangian in a Liouville domain (W,β) lifts to a
sutured Legendrian, and intersection points lifts to Reeb chords. Moreover, by [DR16] the
holomorphic curves in W and in the symplectisation of V = R×W are also in bijection, so
the (wrapped) sutured Legendrian homology of a pair of hypertight Legendrians Λ0,Λ1 ⊂ V
is isomorphic (on the chain level) to the (wrapped) positive Lagrangian Floer homology of
their Lagrangians projections L0, L1 ⊂W :

LC(Λ0,Λ1;V ) ' FC+(L0, L1;W ) WLC(Λ0,Λ1;V ) ' WFC+(L0, L1;W ).

Note that an holomorphic curve in W going from a intersection point of positive action,
to one of negative action, lifts to a banana curve in the symplectisation (ie a curves with
two positive asymptotics). Thus to recover the full Lagrangian Floer homology from the
sutured setting, one should consider a Rabinowitz-type complex, generated by chords going
from Λ0 to Λ1 as well as from Λ1 to Λ0, and where the differential counts those bananas.

Conical Legendrians. In [PR20], sutured Legendrians in the contactisation of a stan-
dard ball (D2n, β), where the Liouville vector field is outgoing, are studied using the con-
tactomorphism (R×D2n, dt+β) ' (R×T ∗Rn, dt−p ·dq). This turns a sutured Legendrian
into the 1-jet of a conical function (or, more generally, a mutisection). By adding critical
points in cancelling position, and studying Morse flow trees, they obtain the map from
theorem 4.

The unit conormal of a knot. As stated previously, our result for braids is a relative
version of an analogous theorem for knots, proved in [She19][ENS17] : given two knots
K,K ′ ⊂ R3, if ΛK ' ΛK′ as Legendrians in ST ∗R3, then K ' K ′ (up to mirror). The
strategy of those papers is to use Legendrian invariants to recover a classical complete
invariant (namely, the group knot with its peripheral subgroup). We also mention another
point of view due to the author [Dat22], based on an idea of [CGHH11]. For K ⊂ M an
hyperbolic knot, consider the sutured contact manifold obtained by removing a standard
neighbourhood of ΛK ⊂ ST ∗M , and applying the convex-sutured construction. Then the
(sutured) Legendrian homology of a unit fiber, with its product structure, recover the knot
group π1(M \K).

Sutured manifolds and stops. If we restrict to balanced sutured manifolds, there is
a correspondence with the stopped perspective introduced in [Syl19][GPS19][AE21]. More
precisely, one can go from one of the following object to the other

• a balanced sutured contact manifold, whose horizontal boundaries are both (W,β) ;
• a contact manifold with (smooth) convex boundary, whose positive and negative
regions are both (W,β), and with dividing set contactomorphic to the suture ;
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• a closed contact manifold containing a stop W , ie a submanifold of codimension 1
which is a Liouville domain.

The equivalence between the first two objects is due to [CGHH11]. For a more detailed
discussion regarding the relation with the stopped point of view, we refer to [Dat22, §2.4].

Organisation

In the first section we recall some usual definitions of symplectic and contact geometry. In
section 2, we recall the sutured framework introduced by [CGHH11], which we adapt to
the Legendrian case in section 2.1. We present the relation with the convex point of view
in section 2.3 and section 2.4, and in section 2.5 we construct some examples of sutured
Legendrians. In section 3, we describe the almost complex structures that we will be used,
as well as the relevant holomorphic curves, and prove the necessary maximum principles.
Then in section 4, we define our sutured Legendrian invariants. The cylindrical and wrapped
complexes are described in section 4.1, and their invariance is proved in section 4.3. The
sutured exact sequence is the object of section 4.4, and the wrapping for the Chekanov-
Eliashberg dga is presented in section 4.5. Finally in section 5 we prove our result about
braids, starting by recalling standard vocabulary. We then show in section 5.2 that we can
compute the sutured exact sequence in a 1-jet space, so we can use Morse theory to explicit
the differential. The proof of the theorem is finalised in section 5.3, and in section 5.4 we
sketch the general case.
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1 Contact manifolds and Liouville cobordisms

We recall some classical definitions from contact and symplectic geometry. All objects are
assumed smooths.

1.1 Symplectic and contact manifolds

A symplectic manifold (W,ω) is an even-dimensional manifold W 2n, oriented, with a closed
2-form ω such that ωn > 0. In other words ω is non-degenerate : for any v ∈ TxW, (ιvω)x 6=
0.

A contact manifold (V, ξ) an odd-dimensional manifold V 2n+1, oriented, endowed with a
contact structure ξ, ie a cooriented hyperplane field maximally non-integrable. In other
words there exists a 1-form λ such that kerλ = ξ, and satisfying the contact condition
λ ∧ dλn > 0. Such a form will be called a contact form. Note that if λ0 is a contact form
for ξ, all other contact forms can be written λ = fλ0, with f : V → R∗.
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Its Reeb vector field Rλ is defined by iRλdλ = 0 and λ(Rλ) = 1. Note that if fλ is another
contact form, the Reeb vector fields are related by

Rfλ =
1

f2
(fRλ + v)

where v ∈ ξ is such that ιvdλ�ξ = df�ξ.
If (V, λ) is contact, its symplectisation is

Symp(V ) = (R× V, ω = d(esλ)).

We also define the positive symplectisation Symp+ = {s ≥ 0} and the negative symplecti-
sation Symp− = {s ≤ 0}. If (W,ω = dβ) is an exact symplectic manifold, ie ω = dβ for
some 1-form β, its contactisation is

Cont(W ) = (Rt ×W,λ = dt+ β).

Similarly, the S1-contactisation of W is ContS1(W ) = (S1
θ ×W,dθ + β).

Examples 1.1. Here are some classic examples of contact and symplectic manifolds, con-
structed from a smooth manifold M :

• the cotangent bundle (T ∗M,ω = d(−p · dq)) is a symplectic manifold ;
• (J1(M) = Rz × T ∗M,λ = dz − p · dq) is contact, and Rλ = ∂z (it can also be seen as
the contactisation on T ∗M) ;

• the unit cotangent bundle ST ∗M endowed with

ξ(q,α) = {(Q,A) ∈ T(q,α)ST
∗M,α(Q) = 0}

is contact. If we pick a metric g onM , there is contactomorphism between ST ∗M and
(UgM,λg), where (λg)(q,v)(Q, ∗) = g(v,Q). The Reeb vector field is R(q,v) = (v, w),
where w is determined by the metric, and the Reeb flow lifts the geodesic flow of g.

Proposition 1.2 (Gray’s theorem). Let (ξt)t∈[0,1] be a path of contact structures on V .
Them ξ0 are ξ1 are contactomorphic. More precisely, there exists a (time-dependent) vector
field Xt such that (φtX)∗(ξt) = ξ0.

A Legendrian is a n-dimensional submanifold Λn ⊂ (V 2n+1, ξ), satisfying TΛ ⊂ ξ. In
other words, if λ is a contact form for ξ, λ�TΛ = 0. A Lagrangian is a of n-dimensional
submanifold Ln ⊂ (W 2n, ω) and such that ω�TL = 0.

Proposition 1.3 (Standards neighbourhood). Consider a point p ∈ (V, ξ). There exists a
neighbourhood of p and coordinates (z, xi, yi) such that ξ = ker(dz − xidyi).
Let Λ ⊂ (V, ξ) be a Legendrian. Then a neighbourhood of Λ is contactomorphic to a neigh-
bourhood of the zero section 0Λ = {0} × Λ ⊂ (J1(Λ), ξst).
Let L ⊂ (W,ω) be a Lagrangian. Then a neighbourhood of L is symplectomorphic to a
neighbourhood of the zero section 0L = L× {0} ⊂ (T ∗M,ωst).

Proposition 1.4 (Moser for Legendrians). [Gei06, Theorem 2.41] Let Λt ⊂ (V, ξt) be a
path of Legendrians. Then there exists a path of diffeomorphisms φt such that

φ∗t ξt = ξ0 and φ∗t (Λt) = Λ0 (ie φt(Λ0) = Λt).
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1.2 Liouville domains

A Liouville domain (W,β) is a manifold endowed with a 1-form such that :
• W is a compact manifold (with boundary) ;
• (W,dβ) is symplectic ;
• the Liouville vector field Y , defined by ιY dβ = β, is positively transverse to the
boundary.

A Liouville cobordism (W,β) is a manifold endowed with a 1-form such that
• (W,dβ) is symplectic.
• The boundary of W splits into ∂W = ∂+W t ∂−W , such that the Liouville vector
field is positively (resp. negatively) transverse to ∂+W (resp. ∂−W ).

We will then say that W is a Liouville cobordism from (∂+W,β�∂+W ) to (∂−W,β�∂−W ). In
particular a Liouville domain is a cobordism from (∂W, β�∂W ) to the emptyset.

Proposition 1.5. Let (W,β) be a Liouville cobordism. Then the boundary (∂+W,β�∂+W )
is contact, and there exists a neighbourhood

(N (∂+W ), β) '
(
(−ε, 0]r × ∂W, erβ�∂W

)
In other words, a neighbourhood of the positive boundary is symplectomorphic to (a neigh-
bourhood of the boundary of) the negative symplectisation of ∂+W . Similarly, a neighbour-
hood of the negative boundary is symplectomorphic to a positive symplectisation.

The completion of a Liouville cobordism (W,β), denoted (Ŵ , β̂), is obtained by gluing the
positive (resp. negative) symplectisation of ∂+W (resp. ∂−W ) via the previous coordinates
: Ŵ = W ∪ (R±r × ∂±W, erβ�∂±W ).

Remark 1.6. [Cou12] The symplectisations of discincts contact manifolds can sometimes
be symplectomorphic, thus it might be more natural the directly work with completed
manifolds.

Examples 1.7. The disk (D2n,−xidyi) is a Liouville domain, its Liouville vector field is
radial and its completion is R2n. For a smooth manifold M , its cotangent (D∗M,−p · dq)
is a Liouville domain, its Liouville vector field is p.∂p, and its completion T ∗M .

Definition 1.8. Let L ⊂ (W,β) be a Lagrangian immersed in a Liouville cobordism. It is
exact if it satisfies one of the following equivalent conditions :

• β�TL is an exact 1-form, ie β�TL = df , and f is constant at near the boundary
• L lifts to a Legendrian in the contactisation of W .

The boundary of such a Lagrangian are Legendrians submanifolds ∂± ⊂ ∂±W , and L will
be called an exact Lagrangian cobordism from ∂+L to ∂−L.

1.3 From a Legendrian isotopy to an exact cobordism

Let (λt)t∈[0,1] be a path of contact forms on a manifold V . Then there exists a Liouville
cobordism from (V,Cλ1) to (V, λ0), for C ∈ R big enough. To construct it, choose a
function ψ : Rs → [0, 1] increasing, vanishing for s << 0 and evaluating to 1 for s >> 0.
Then if ψ′ is small enough, the manifold

(W,β) = (Rs × V, esλψ(s))
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is a Liouville domain. Indeed,

dβ = es(dλψ(s) + ds ∧ λψ(s) + ψ′(s)ds ∧ ∂sλψ(s))

and the symplectic condition is open.
More generally, if Λs ⊂ (V, λs), s ∈ [0, 1] is a path of Legendrians, we can construct an
exact Lagrangian cobordism :

Lemma 1.9. There exists a Liouville cobordism (W,β), as well as an exact Lagrangian
cobordism L ⊂ (W,β), going from ΛS ⊂ (V,CλS) to Λ0 ⊂ (V, λ0) (for C big enough).

Proof. Contrary to the case of contact forms, the graph of a Legendrian isotopy does not
directly define a Lagrangian. However we can modify the Liouville form to make it work,
as in [Ekh08, Appendix A] : if Λs ⊂ (V, λ) is induced by the flow of Xs, associated to
fs : V → R, then the graph of this path

L = {(s, x), x ∈ Λs} ⊂ Rs × V

in an exact Lagrangian for the Liouville form

β = es(λs − df)

where f(s, x) = fs(x). Once again one might have to slow down the isotopy so that this is
indeed a Liouville Form. Note we have β�TL = d(esf).

Remark 1.10. Another construction is also possible, using Hamiltonian vector fields, see
[Cha10] [CCDR19] for more details. Consider the cobordism (R × V, esµsλ0), where µs is
given by proposition 1.2 (as previously, one might have to slow down the isotopy to get a
Liouville form). Choose a time-dependent Hamiltonian Hu, vanishing at −∞ and given by
esfu(x) for s� 0. Then φH(R× Λ0) is the desired exact cobordism.

1.4 Stein and Weinstein manifolds

A Weinstein manifold (W,β, f) is a Liouville domain, with a Morse function f such that :
• the Liouville vector field Y is a pseudo-gradient of f : ∀x /∈ Crit(f), dfx(Z(x)) > 0 ;
• the boundary of W is a regular level of f .

Note that f can be extended to the completion Ŵ without adding critical points.
The skeleton of the manifold, defined by Core(W ) = ∩

t>0
φ−tY (W ), is then the union of the

Y -stables manifolds of the critical points of f , which are isotropic and consequently of
dimension smaller than n (see [CE12] and [EG91]).
Remark 1.11. Although the skeleton is defined for any Liouville domain, it can a priori be
of codimension 1 as noticed in [McD91].
The pair (Ŵ , J0) is a Stein manifold if J0 is an integrable complex structure, ie if (W,J0)
can be properly embedded in (CN , i). It is equivalent to the existence of a function φ :
Ŵ → R which is proper, bounded below, and strictly pluri-sub-harmonic, ie such that
∆Jφ := −d(dφ ◦ J) is a symplectic form.
In particular β = −dφ◦J is a Liouville form, however J might not be adapted in the sens of
section 3.2, because the level φ are a priori different from the levels of the Liouville vector
field, see [CGHH11, §3.2].
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Remark 1.12. A Stein manifold is automatically Weinstein : β = −dφ ◦ J0 is a Liouville
form, and the corresponding Liouville vector field is the negative gradient of φ. Conversely,
Weinstein manifolds can be deformed into Stein manifolds, see [CE12, Theorème 13.9].
Example 1.13. [CE13] The cotangent (T ∗M,β = −p·dq+dh,L = (p−∇g, 0), f = h(q)+|p|2)
is a Weinstein manifold, where h is a small Morse function on M .

2 Sutured Legendrians and convex hypersurfaces

Sutured manifolds were first introduced by Gabai [Gab83] as a tool to study 3-manifolds,
and later extended to the contact setting by Colin-Ghiggini-Hutchings-Honda [CGHH11].
In this section we introduce the notion of sutured Legendrian, which further generalise this
construction.

2.1 Sutured contact manifolds

Definition 2.1. [CGHH11] A sutured contact manifold is a collection (V,Γ, λ,N0, ψ) where
;

• the pair (V, kerλ) is a compact, oriented, contact (2n+ 1)-manifold with corners ;
• Γ is (2n− 1)-submanifold included in ∂V ;
• N0 is a neighbourhood of Γ, and ψ is a diffeomorphism

N0
ψ
' (−ε, 0]τ × [−1, 1]t × Γ

providing coordinates1 ;
satisfying the following conditions :

1. the boundary of V splits into

∂V ' R+ ∪
{1}×Γ

[−1, 1]× Γ ∪
{1}×Γ

R−,

where the corners are exactly the gluing loci ;
2. in coordinates, Γ = {τ = t = 0} and ∂V ∩N0 = {t = 1} ∪ {τ = 0} ∪ {t = −1}, where

once again the corners of V are exactly the gluing loci ;
3. the pair (R+, λ�R+) (resp. (R−, λ�R−)), oriented as the boundary of V (resp. with

reversed orientation), is a Liouville domain ;
4. on N0, we have λ = C.dt+ eτλΓ, where λΓ is a contact form on Γ (independent of t

and τ , and without term in dt and dτ).

The Liouville forms λ�R± will be denoted β±, and the Reeb vector field of (V, λ) (resp.
(Γ, λΓ) will be R (resp. RΓ). When the collection is unambiguous, a sutured manifold will
only be noted (V,Γ, λ).
We list some consequences from this definition which will be used afterwards, for more
precise proofs we refer to [CGHH11, §2].
First of all, on the neighbourhood N0, the Reeb vector field is C−1∂t and the contact
structure splits into

kerλ = 〈∂τ , CRΓ − eτ∂t〉 ⊕ kerλΓ.

1As in [CGHH11] this product is actually oriented as [−1, 1]t× (−ε, 0]τ ×Γ, but we want to think about
t (resp. τ) as the vertical (resp. horizontal) direction.
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The conditions item 3 and item 4 imply that (R±, β±) are Liouville domains : since the
Liouville vector field is ∂τ , it is outgoing, hence R± have no negative boundary.
Moreover the condition item 3 imply that the Reeb vector field of λ is positively (resp.
negatively) transverve to R+ (resp. R−). Using its flow we obtain neighbourhoods of
R± contactomorphic to ((1 − ε, 1]t × R+, Cdt + β+) and ([−1,−1 + ε]t × R−, Cdt + β−),
extending the coordinate t to a neighbourhood of all of ∂V . Note that the coordinate τ can
be recovered by integrating the Liouville vector field on each t-level, since on N0 it is ∂τ .
Remark 2.2. If there exists an exact symplectomorphism (R+, β+) ' (−R−, β−), the su-
tured contact manifold will be called balanced. It could also be described as a manifold
contactomorphic to the symplectisation of (R+, β+) near the boundary (or away from a
compact, if working with completed manifolds, see section 3.1).

2.2 Sutured Legendrians

Definition 2.3. A sutured Legendrian is an embedded Legendrian submanifold Λ ⊂ (V, λ,Γ)
which is :

• centered, ie its boundary ∂Λ is included in the suture {τ = t = 0} ;
• cylindrical, ie on N0 we have Λ = (−ε, 0]× {0} × ∂Λ for ε small enough.

Note that the second condition implies that the boundary ∂Λ is a Legendrian submanifold
of (Γ, λΓ). We refer to figure 1 for a depiction of the situation.

Λ

τ

t

Γ

V

(R+, β+)

(R−, β−)

dt+ eτλΓ

Figure 1: A sutured Legendrian, in green, inside a sutured contact manifold.

Remark 2.4. Λ could also be called a Legendrian filling of (∂Λ,Γ, λΓ). We can also relax
this definition to allow for several t-levels near the boundary, but forbidding Reeb chords
in the boundary (ie the projection of ∂Λ ⊂ [−1, 1]× Γ to Γ is embedded).
Those definitions extend Lagrangian fillings in the following way : for C big enough, an
exact, immersed, cylindrical Lagrangian filling (L,W, β) lifts to a sutured Legendrian

Λ = {(−f(x), x)} ⊂ ([−1, 1]×W,Cdt+ β),
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where f is a primitive of β�L vanishing on the boundary, and auto-intersection points lift
to Reeb chords.

2.3 Convex hypersurfaces

Definition 2.5. Consider (V, ξ) a contact manifold. A vector fields X is contact if it
satisfies one of the following equivalent conditions :

• the flow of X preserves ξ, ie (φtX)∗ξ = ξ ;
• for any 1-form λ of kernel ξ, we have LXλ = fλ, where f ∈ C∞(V,R) ;
• there exists a 1-form λ of kernel ξ such that LXλ = fλ, where f ∈ C∞(V,R).

Lemma 2.6. Let (V, ξ) be a contact manifold. There is a bijection the contact vector fields
and the functions C∞(V,R). If we choose an adapted contact form, a bijection is given by

ϕ ∈ C∞(R) 7→ Xϕ = ϕRλ + v,

where v ∈ ξ is such that (ιvdλ)�ξ = dϕ�ξ.

Remark 2.7. • If ϕ̃ is a C1-perturbation of ϕ, then Xϕ̃ is C0-close from Xϕ ;
• Xϕ is a Reeb vector field iff ϕ > 0 ;
• We can interpolate "in time" (if X and Y are contact vector fields, (1− t)X + tY is
contact), and "in space" on disjoints closed subsets (if X and Y are two contact vector
fields on those subsets, we can interpolate between the corresponding functions).

An hypersurface Σ ⊂ (V, ξ) is convex if there exist a contact vector field X transverse to
Σ. A direct consequence is that the set

ΓX = {x ∈ Σ, Xx ∈ ξx}

is a contact submanifold of codimension 2, dividing Σ into two Liouville domains R±. This
configuration is actually a characterisation of a convex hypersurface :

Lemma 2.8. [CGHH11, Lemme 2.2] Let Σ2n ⊂ (V 2n+1, ξ) be a closed hypersurface,
without boundary. Σ is convex if and only if there exists an orientation of Σ, a submanifold
Γ2n−1 ⊂ Σ and a contact form λ of kernel ξ such that

• (Γ, ξ ∩ TΓ) is a contact manifold, oriented such that the contact form is positive.
• Γ splits Σ alternating parts R±, such R+ induces on Γ the previous orientation (ie

Γ = ∂R+ = −∂R−).
• The Reeb vector field associated to λ is positively (resp. negatively) transverse to R±.

A contact form satisfying those conditions will be called adapted to the convex boundary.

Note that the last condition is equivalent to requiring that (R+, λ) and (−R−, λ), where R+

is oriented as Σ and R− is endowed with the opposite orientation, are Liouville domains.
As a corollary of the proof, we get a normalisation of the contact structure on a neighbour-
hood of the convex hypersurface.

Corollary 2.9. [CGHH11, Corollary 2.5] If X is a contact vector field transverse to Σ,
there exists a contact form λ of kernel ξ and coordinate functions t : N (Σ) → R, τ :
N (ΓX)→ R such that :

• X = ∂t, Σ = {t = 0} and Γ = {t = τ = 0} ;
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• on N (Σ) \ N (Γ), λ = ±dt+ β± where β doesn’t depend on t (and has no term dt) ;
• on N (Γ), λ = f(τ)dt+ g(τ)λΓ with {f = 0} = {0}, g > 0, λΓ a contact form Γ and
f ′g − fg′ > 0.

We also define some additional notion, which restricts which kind of Liouville domain can
appear as part of the boundary :

Definition 2.10. Consider a convex hypersurface Σ ⊂ (V, ξ), and an adapted contact λ.
Then Σ will be called W -convex (resp. S-convex) for λ if the Liouville domains (±R±, λ)
are Weinstein (resp. Stein).

2.4 Changing boundary condition : from convex to sutured boundary

Let (V, ξ) be a contact manifold containing a convex hypersurface Σ, and Λ ⊂ (V, ξ) a
Legendrian intersecting Σ transversely.

Lemma 2.11. If Σ is W-convex for a contact form λ, then for a generic perturbation of Λ
there exists a contact vector field X, transverse to Σ, such that Λ t Σ ⊂ ΓX

Proof. First note that generically, the intersection ΛΣ := Λ ∩ Σ is transverse. We then
bring ΛΣ in a neighbourhood of the suture using the Liouville vector field Y : Z = t∂t + Y
is a contact vector field on N (Σ) \ N (ΓX), which is is extended by zero away from Σ.
Generically ΛΣ is a (n − 1)-submanifold which doesn’t intersect the skeleta of R±, since
they are the union of isotropic submanifolds, of dimension bounded by n.
Hence the flow φZ brings ΛΣ in a neighbourhood of ΓX , and we now need to perturb X
such that φZΛ ∩ Σ ⊂ ΓX̃ . We will then have ΛΣ ⊂ Γφ∗ZX̃

.
For this purpose we use the coordinates obtained in the previous paragraph : on N (Γ), the
contact form can be written λ = τdt + g(τ)λΓ, the contact vector field is X = ∂t and the
suture is given by {t = τ = 0}.
We choose a contact vector field X̃, such that φZΛ ∩ Σ ⊂ ΓX̃ , in the following way : by
lemma 2.6, X̃ is determined by the function λ(X̃). Note that for X we get ψ0 := λ(X) =
f(τ). Pick ψ̃ : N (Γ) → R such that ψ̃(φZΛ ∩ Σ) = 0, so we obtain X̃ = ψR + v, where
v inξ is such that ιv dλ�ξ = dψ̃�ξ.
Moreover φZΛ ∩ Σ can be taken arbitrarily close to ΓX , and after a generic perturbation
of Λ the projection of φZΛ ∩ Σ to Γ (parallely to ∂τ ) is embedded (it is achievable by
dimensional reasons, since dim(Λ ∩ Σ) = n − 1 and dim(Γ) = 2n − 1), hence ψ̃ can be
chosen arbitrarily C1-close to ψ. Finaly X̃ is transverse to Σ when the difference between
ψ0 and ψ̃ is small enough, and the suture is then {ψ = t = 0} because λ(X̃) = ψ̃.

Remark 2.12. We could also conserve the Legendrian and perturb λ (but not the contact
structure) such that ∂Λ doesn’t intersect the skeleta of (R±, λ�R±).
Here we normalise the contact structure on a neighbourhood of the suture. Loosely speak-
ing we will show that it looks like the neighbourhood of the binding of an open book
decomposition.
We start by constructing a contact vector field tangent to Λ :

Lemma 2.13. Let Σ ⊂ (V, ξ) be a convex hypersurface and Λ ⊂ V a Legendrian intersecting
∂V transversely. If X is a contact vector field transverse to Σ such that ΛΣ = Λ∩Σ ⊂ ΓX ,
then there exists a contact vector field X̃ such that :
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• X̃ is transverse à Σ.
• ΛΣ = Σ ∩ Λ ⊂ ΓX̃
• X̃ is tangent to Λ in a neighbourhood of Σ ∩ Λ.

The last condition implies that ΛΣ is a Legendrian submanifold of (ΓX , ξ ∩TΓ). Moreover,
Λ is invariant under the flow of X̃ and TΛ =< TΛΣ, X > on N (ΛΣ), so we can choose
coordinates such that Λ = {t, τ = 0, ∂Λ ⊂ Γ} in a neighbourhood of Σ.

Proof. We use the coordinates (t, τ) given by corollary 2.9, where X = ∂t, and such that
ξ = ker(f(τ)dt + g(t)λΓ). Let Λ0 be the Legendrian obtained by pushing ΛΣ by the flow
of X : Λ0 =

⋃
−ε<s<ε

φsX(ΛΣ) = [−ε, ε]t × {0} × ΛΓ. It is still a Legendrian since λ�TΛΣ
= 0

and λ(∂t) = 0 on {τ = 0}.
By proposition 1.3, there exists a neighbourhoodN (Λ) contactomorphic to a neighbourhood
of 0Λ ⊂ (J1(Λ), dz − p.dq), and for ε > 0 small enough, Λ0 stays in N (ΛΣ) ⊂ N (Λ). It is
represented by the graph of a function φ : Λ→ R, defined on a neighbourhood of ΛΣ ⊂ Λ.
We extend this function to Λ by zero, and its graph will still be denoted Λ0. The two
Legendrians coïncide on Σ (since Λ0 ∩ Σ = ΛΣ), hence φ�ΛΣ

= 0 = dΛΣ
φ.

In the coordinates (z; q, p) ∈ R× T ∗Λ = J1(Λ), we define a vector field

Z(z; q, p) = φ(q)∂z + ∂qif.∂pi ,

which is contact :

LZ(dz − p.dq) = d(f(q))− ιZ(dp ∧ dq) = dqf − ∂qif.dqi = 0,

extended by zero far from N (Λ). Moreover its flow (at times 1) maps Λ ' 0Λ to Λ0, hence it
induces a contactomorphism (V, ξ,Λ)→ (V, ξ,Λ′) preserving ΛΣ (but not Σ). The pullback
of X is contact, tangent to Λ on a neighbourhood of Σ, and stays transverse for ε small
enough : indeed X is given by a function V → R (we need to choose a contact form), and
we can make the contactomorphism C1-close to the identity (on ΛΣ it is C1-equal to the
identity). The vector field X̃ being given by the pullback of this function, it is C0-close of
X.

Adapting [CGHH11, Lemme 4.1] to the Legendrian setting, we obtain the following result.

Lemma 2.14. Let (V, ξ) be a contact manifold with convex boundary Σ, X a contact vector
field transverse to Σ, and Λ ⊂ (V, ξ) a Legendrian such that Λ t Σ ⊂ ΓX . Then there exists
a contact form λ, as well as a neighbourhood of the suture N (Γ), such that (M \N(Γ), λ)
is a sutured contact manifold and Λ is a cylindrical contact manifold.

Proof. We only slightly modify the proof of [CGHH11] to follow the Legendrian : we
will show that there exists a neighbourhood of the suture N (ΓX̃), a ξ-form λ, as well
as coordinates (r, θ) defined on N (Γ), such that

• Σ = {θ = 0, π}, ΛΣ ⊂ ΓX̃ , Λ ⊂ {θ = π/2}, and ∂θ = ±X̃ for θ ' 0, π and r big
enough.

• λ = h0(r, θ, x).(λ0 + r2dθ).
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(i) By corollary 2.9 we have on a neighbourhood of the suture

λ = g(τ)(f̃(τ)dt+ λ0)

where f̃(τ) = τ if |τ | ≤ 1/4, g > 0 and g(τ) = g(−τ).
Taking polar coordinates (r, θ) such that

(τ, t) = (r cos θ, r sin θ) and N (Γ) = {π ≤ θ ≤ 2π, 0 ≤ r ≤ δ}

we define
λs = λΓ + (1− s)τdt+ sr2dθ

Those forms and their differentals being constants on Σ (near the suture), they are
contact on a neighbourhood of the suture.
By Gray’s theorem (see proposition 1.2) there exists a family of (local) diffeomor-
phisms φs such that φ0 = id and φ∗s(kerλs) = ker ξ0. In other words, there exists
coordinates (r̃, θ̃) and a function h0 : N (Γ)→ R such that

λ = h0(λΓ + r̃2dθ̃)

(ii) On Σ we have (r̃, θ̃) = (r, θ), since kerλs is constant here. Moreover, after this change
of coordinates, ∂r̃ stays tangent to the Legendrian.
Indeed by detailling Moser’s trick, φs is the flow of a vector field Xs such that

Xs ∈ ξs and ∂sλs + ιXsdλs = νsλs

Evaluating at Rλs = RΓ (the Reeb vector field of λΓ) we get

νs = ∂sλs(RΓ) = (−τdt+ r2dθ)(RΓ) = 0

hence Xs is determined by

ιXsdλs = −∂sλs = −τdt+ r2dθ

On {τ = 0}, we have ξs =< kerβ0, ∂t, sτR0 − ∂τ > and Xs is given by

iXs(dβ0 + (1 + s)dτ ∧ dt) = t2dτ.

Hence Xs = −t2
1+s∂t.

(iii) We now choose h : U → R such that
• h = h0 on ∂U ∩ {r̃ = δ}
• ∂r̃h < 0
• h = C0/r̃

2 for ε/2 ≤ r̃ ≤ ε ≤ δ
Finally, we define a contact form ξ-adapted by

λ̃ = λ on V \ U
= h(β0 + r̃2dθ̃) on U.

Then V \ {r̃ < ε/2} is a sutured contact manifold, with suture Γ = {r̃ = ε/2, θ̃ =
3π/2} and N0(Γ) = V ∩ {ε/2 ≤ r̃ ≤ ε}, where the Reeb vector field is 1

C0
∂θ̃), and Λ

is a cylindrical Legendrian.
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More generally, we proved that if Σ is a convex hypersurface splitting V into V1 and V2,
there exists a contact form and a neighbourhood N of Γ such that :

• Vi \N, i ∈ {1, 2}, are sutured contact manifolds ;
• V \N is circularly sutured, ie it is the S1-contactisation of (−ε, 0]×Γ near the boundary
;

• Vi∪N, i ∈ {1, 2}, are negatively sutured contact manifolds (called concave in [CGHH11]).

2.5 Construction of sutured manifolds

We now construct the principal examples of sutured contact manifolds and sutured Legen-
drians that will be used in the rest of this paper.

Contactisation. The simplest example of a sutured contact manifold is the contactisation
of a Liouville domain (W,β) :

(V, λ) = (I ×W,C.dt+ β),

which trivially satisfies the requirements, with suture {0} × ∂W .
By definition 1.8, sutured Legendrians in V correspond to exact immersed Lagrangians in
W (one need to take C big enough for the lift to exist in V ).

Complement of a Legendrian. Given a Legendrian Λ0 ⊂ (V, ξ), it was a standard
neighbourhood, whose boundary is a convex hypersurface. Applying the convex-sutured
procedure of section 2.4, we get a sutured manifold V̌ , of horizontal boundaries R± ' D∗Λ,
which yields invariants of Λ (this was already observed in [CGHH11]). This construction
can also be seen as a stop, see [Dat22, §2.4] for a more detailed discussion.

Remark 2.15. Given a sutured Legendrian Λ̌ ⊂ V̌ , a Lagrangian filling L ⊂ D∗Λ of bound-
ary ΛΓ induces a Legendrian Λ ⊂ V , potentially intersecting Λ0.

Neighbourhood of a convex hypersurface. The following construction appeared in
[Vau13] for the 3-dimensional case. Consider two Liouville domains (W±, β±), of same
boundary (Γ, λΓ). We can construct a manifold with convex boundary

([−1, 1]u × (W+ ∪Γ W−), fdu+ β)

where f : W+ ∪Γ W− → R vanishes on Γ, and is strictly negative (resp. positive) on W−
(resp. W+), and β = β± on W± (it needs to be smoothed). The contact vector field ∂u is
transverse to the boundary, of dividing set {±1} × Γ.
To make it sutured, we can apply lemma 2.14 explicitly : denote r the coordinate on V
given by the Liouville vector field on a neighbourhood of ∂W±, such that W± = {±r > 0}.
We define λ = fdu+ β in the following way :

• away from I ×N (Γ), take f = ±1 and β = β± on W± ;
• on I ×N (Γ), take f = f(r, u) and β = g(r, u)λΓ.
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The contact condition is gn−1(gfr − frg) > 0, and the Reeb vector field is

R = ±∂u away from I ×N (Γ)

∼ Xg + ∂rfRΓ on I ×N (Γ),

where Xg is defined by ιXg(dr ∧ du) = dg
Choose a function g with maximums at (±1, 0) (of same value), and a saddle point at (0, 0).
Finally remove a neighbourhood of the dividing set : V = {g ≤ g(±1, 0)− ε} is a sutured
manifold, and λ is now adapted, with its Reeb vector field pictured on the right side of
figure 2 (projected on the plane (r, u)).

Γ

R− R+

R+ R−

R

ΓR− R+

r

u

R+ R−

R

Figure 2: The Reeb vector field on the neighbourhood of a convex hypersurface. On the
left the boundary is convex (the functions f and g only depend on r), and on the right the
contact form is adapted to the sutured manifold.

Given a Legendrian Λ0 ⊂ Γ, we can thicken it to obtain a sutured Legendrian Λ = [−1, 1]×
Λ0. More generally, any exact Lagrangian cobordism in the symplectisation of Γ induces a
sutured Legendrian in V .

Conormal of a manifold with boundary. We recall a construction from [Dat22].
Consider a smooth manifoldM , with boundary, and choose coordinates on a neighbourhood
of ∂M : N (∂M) ' (−ε, 0]u × ∂M as well as a metric g∂ on ∂M , and set g = du2 + g∂ ,
extended arbitrarily to M . Then the unit tangent bundle

V = SgTM = {(x, v) ∈ TM, gx(v) = 1}

comes endowed with a contact form (λg)(x,v) = gx(v, dv), and the vector field ∂u (on M)
preserve the metric, hence it lifts to a contact vector field on SgTM , which is transverse to
the boundary. Consequently V has convex boundary, and we have coordinates

UgN (∂M) = {(u, y; ν, w) ∈ (−ε, 0]u × ∂M × R× Ty∂M | ν2 + g∂(w,w) = 1}.

in which the boundary ∂V splits into R± = {u = 0,±ν > 0} ' D∗(∂M) (as Liouville
domains), glued along the dividing set Γ = {u = 0, ν = 0} ' Sg∂T (∂M) (as contact
manifolds).
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Remark 2.16. This construction has a counterpart in the unit cotangent bundle ST ∗M ,
whose contact structure is canonically defined. Indeed, any vector field on M lifts to a
contact vector field on ST ∗M , and if it is transverse to ∂M its lift is transverse to ∂V .

To get a contact form adapted to the sutured contact manifold, we can take the form induced
by the metric f(u).(du2 + g∂), where g∂ is a metric on ∂M and f is a strictly increasing
function (note that the metric du2 +f(u).g∂ also works, where f is still increasing). Indeed,
one can check that the Reeb vector has the behaviour depicted on figure 2.
Moreover, for any compact submanifold N ⊂M with boundary in ∂M , intersecting trans-
versely the boundary, we can choose the coordinates on N (∂M) so that N = (ε, 0] × ∂N
on that neighbourhood. Hence its normal bundle

UNM = {(x, v), x ∈ N, v ⊥ TxN} ⊂ (ST ∗M, ξst)

is Legendrian, of boundary U∂N (∂M).
On the cotangent side, it means that we can find a contact vector field on ST ∗M , such that
the boundary of the unit conormal

ST ∗NM = {(x, α) ∈ ST ∗M,x ∈ N,α = 0 on TxN}

is included in the dividing set. To summarise the relevant (sub)manifolds, we have:

V = ST ∗M ∂V = D∗(∂M) ∪
Γ
D∗(∂M) Γ = ST ∗(∂M)

Λ = ST ∗NM ∂Λ = ST ∗∂N∂M.

3 Completions and maximum principles

3.1 Completions

We first present the construction of [CGHH11, §2.4], which we extend to the Legendrian
situation using ideas coming from Floer theory.
Let (V,Γ,N0(Γ), λ) be a sutured contact manifold. We complete it into a non-compact
contact manifold (V ∗, λ∗,Λ∗) in the following way :

• On N (R±), we have λ = Cdt+ β± with t ∈ [−1,−1 + ε) ∪ (1− ε, 1]. We extend the
manifold "vertically" by gluing ([1,∞)t×R+, Cdt+β+) and ((−∞,−1]t×R−, Cdt+
β−). Thus we get a contact manifold with boundary R× Γ.

• On a neighbourhood (−1, 0] × R × Γ of this new boundary, with the coordinate τ
extended by translation, we have λ = Cdt + eτλ0. We now complete "horizontally"
by gluing ([0,∞)τ × Rt × Γ, Cdt+ eτλ0).

To summarize, we have

V ∗ = V ∪ Cont±(R±) ∪ Cont(Symp+(Γ)).

Given a sutured Legendrian Λ ⊂ (V, λ), there exists several of extending it, inspired by
the symplectic setting. Remember that given an exact Lagrangian L in a Liouville domain
(W,β), the cylindrical completion is

L̂ = L ∪ R+ × ∂L ⊂ (Ŵ , β̂).
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Moreover for an Hamiltonian Hu : R+ × ∂W → R, u ∈ [0, 1], vanishing at {0} × ∂W , we
can define the completion relative to H :

LH = φ1
XH

(L̂),

where XH is determined by ιXHdβ̂ = −dH.

Cylindrical Legendrian completion. On N0(Γ), we have Λ = (−1, 0] × {0} × ∂Λ ⊂
(−1, 0]× R× Γ. We extend the Legendrian cylindrically by

Λ∗ = Λ ∪ [0,∞)× {0} × ∂Λ,

see figure 3 for a picture.

Λ

τ

t

Γ

V

(R+
t ×R+, dt+ β+)

(R−t ×R−, dt+ β−)

(Rt × R+
τ × Γ, dt+ eτλΓ)

dt+ eτλΓ

Figure 3: Cylindrical completion of a Legendrian.

Example 3.1. If (W,β) is a Liouville domain, the completion of (W × I, dt + β) is the
contactisation of its completion Ŵ :

(W ∗, λ∗) = (R× Ŵ , dt+ β̂).

Moreover the cylindrical completion of a sutured Legendrian projects to the cylindrical
completion of an exact immersed Lagrangian.

Wrapped Legendrian completion. Consider H : R+ → R a function vanishing near
0. We define the completion wrapped by H in the following way :

ΛH = Λ ∪ {(τ,−fH(τ), φ
gH(τ)
R0

(x)), τ ≥ 0, x ∈ ∂Λ}

where fH = 1
C

∫ τ
0 e

τH ′′.dτ and gH = H ′, see figure 4.
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Note that the projection of ΛH to R+ × Γ is the cylindrical Lagrangian R+ × ΛΣ (in the
symplectisation of (Γ, λΓ)) wrapped by H :

π(ΛH) = φ1
XH

(R+ × ∂Λ),

where XH is determined by ιXHdβ̂ = −dH, because φ1
XH

= φ
H′(τ)
R0

. Alternatively, we can
see this Legendrian as a lift of the Lagrangian wrapped by H, and from that point of view
fH is the primitive of (eτλΓ)�LH .

Definition 3.2. The completion will be called positive if H ′ is increasing (ie if H ′′ ≥ 0),
and total if H ′ →∞.

Γ
Λ

∂0Λ

∂1Λ

Figure 4: Completion of a Legendrian : ∂1Λ is extended cylindrically, and ∂0Λ is extended
by a positive wrapping.

Remark 3.3. More generally, any isotopy µ of ∂Λ ⊂ (Γ, λΓ) induces an exact Lagrangian
cobordism L ⊂ ([0, C]τ × Γ, eτλΓ), as described section 1.3. This Lagrangian lift to a
Legendrian L̂ in the contactisation, and we can extend Λ into Λµ := Λ ∪ L̂.

3.2 Adapted almost complex structures

Let W be a manifold of even dimension. An almost complex structure is a smooth linear
bundle map J : TW → TW , such that J2 = −Id (on each fiber). If (W,ω) is symplectic,
J will be called ω-admissible if ω(v, Jv) > 0 and ω(., .) = ω(J., J.) (in other words ω(., J.)
define a metric).
The space of admissible almost complex structure on (W,ω) is non-empty and contractible,
because they are in bijection with the metrics.

In a symplectisation.

Definition 3.4. Let (Y, ξ) be contact, W = Rs × Y its symplectisation, and J an almost
complex structure on W . It will be called adapted to the symplectisation if

• J is invariant by R-translation ;
• on each level {s} × Y , J preserves ξ ;
• There exists a form λ, ξ-adapted, such J maps ∂s to Rλ ;
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• J�ξ is dλ-admissible.

Note that the last condition doesn’t depend on the choice of λ. If we want to precise the
used contact form we will say that J is λ-adapted. Moreover, J is fully determined by λ
and its projection J̄ = J�{s}×ξ.

In a cobordism. Let (W,β) be a Liouville cobordism from (V+, λ+) to (V−, λ−), and J
an admissible almost complex structure. We will say that J is adapted if there exists a
compact K such that W \K = Symp+(V+, λ+) t Symp−(V−, λ−) and J is adapted to the
symplectisations in the sense of definition 3.4.

In a sutured manifold. We take the definitions of [CGHH11], which are unchanged in
the Legendrian case.

Definition 3.5. Let (M,Γ,N0(Γ), ξ) be a sutured contact manifold, and λ an adaped form.
An almost complex structure on the symplectisation (of the completion)W = Rs×M∗ will
be called tailored if

• J is λ∗-adapted
• J is ∂t-invariant on a neighbourhood of M∗ \ M̊
• The projection of J to TR̂± (parallel to t and s), denoted J±, is adapted to the
Liouville form β̂± : it is is dβ±-positive on R±, and λΓ-adapted on {τ ≥ 0} = R+×Γ.

In particular the restriction to kerλΓ, which we denote JGa, is well-defined and uniquely
determines J on {τ ≥ 0}.

The main feature of those almost-complex structures is the nice behaviour of the projection
to R+

τ × Γ :

Lemma 3.6. Let J be an almost complex structure tailored to the symplectisation of a
sutured manifold. Then

• dπ ◦ J = JΓ ◦ dπ, where π is the projection parallel to s and t ;
• λΓ ◦ J = dτ .

Proof. The first point is by definition of a tailored almost complex structure. For the second
part, the two 1-forms vanish on ∂s, ∂t and ξΓ, evaluate to 1 in ∂τ , and vanish on RΓ since

RΓ =

(
RΓ −

eτ

C
∂t

)
+
eτ

C
∂t.

3.3 Holomorphic curves and energies

We now define the moduli spaces which will be used to construct our invariants. Let us
first recall some definitions.
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Chords and orbits. Given a contact manifold (V, λ), a Reeb orbit is a closed trajectory
of the Reeb vector field, and their set will be denoted P(V, λ). The action of an orbit γ
is A(γ) =

∫
γ λ, which is also the length of the trajectory (parameterised using the Reeb

vector field). A Reeb orbit γ is called non-degenerate if the linearized return map of the
Reeb flow, restricted to ξγ , has no fixed vector.
Given a Legendrian Λ ⊂ (V, λ), a Reeb chord is a trajectories of the Reeb vector field going
from the Legendrian to itself, and their set will be denoted C(Λ;V, λ). Given a second
Legendrian Λ′ ⊂ (V, λ), the set a chords going from Λ to Λ′ will be denoted C(Λ,Λ′;V, λ).
The action of a chord c is once again A(c) =

∫
c λ, and a chord c of action T will be called

non-degenerate if
(dφTR)(Tc(0)Λ) t Tc(T )Λ.

Definition 3.7. A sutured contact manifold will be called non degenerate if all Reeb orbits
are non-degenerate.
A sutured Legendrian Λ ⊂ (V, λ,Γ) will be called

• non-degenerate if all Reeb orbits and chords are non-degenerate (in (V, λ)) ;
• totally non-degenerate if it is non-degenerate, and all Reeb chords of C(∂Λ; Γ, λΓ) are
non-degenerate.

A sutured contact manifold will be called hypertight if all Reeb orbits are non-contractibles.
A sutured Legendrian Λ ⊂ (V, λ,Γ) will be called relatively hypertight if all Reeb chords
are non-contractible.

Given a sutured contact manifold, the set of adapted contact forms which are non-degenerate
is a countable intersection of dense open sets. Similarly, given a sutured Legendrian
Λ ⊂ (V, λ,Γ), the set of adapted contact forms so that Λ is totally non-degenerate is
also a countable intersection of dense open sets.

Remark 3.8. It is also possible to fix the contact form, and instead to perturb the Legen-
drian. Once again the set of perturbations so that the Legendrian is totally non-degenerate
is a countable intersection of dense open sets.

Holomorphic curves. Consider a Liouville cobordism (W,β) (which could simply be a
symplectisation), with an adapted complex structure J . Assume that we have a (embedded)
Lagrangian cobordism L ⊂ (W,β), of boundary Λ± ⊂ ∂±W .
An holomorphic curve is a map F : (S, j) → (W,J) defined on a Riemann surface, such
that dF ◦ j = J ◦ dF and F (∂S) ⊂ L.
Let g be the metric induced by (ω, J). We then have the identity

A(F ) = Areag(F (S)) =

∫
S
F ∗ω ≥ 0

We also define several notions of energy for homolorphic curves :
• If F : (S, j) → (W,dβ, J) is an holomorphic curve in a symplectic manifold (W,ω)
endowed with an adapted complex structure J , we define for any function φ : W → R+

Eφ(F ) =

∫
S
F ∗(φω) ≥ 0

24



• If F = (a, f) : (S, j)→= (Rs×V, λ, J) is an holomorphic curve in the symplectisation
of (V, λ), endowed with an adapted complex structure J , we set

Edλ(F ) =

∫
S
f∗dλ ≥ 0

Eλ(F ) = sup
ϕ:R→R+,

∫
ϕ=1

∫
S

(ϕ ◦ a)ds ∧ f∗λ ≥ 0

E(F ) = Edλ(F ) + Eλ(F )

≥ sup
ψ:R→[0,1],ψ′≥0

∫
S
F ∗d(ψλ) ≥ 0

Note that those definitions also make sense for a curve in a Liouville cobordism, using the
R-coordinate at infinity.

Monotonicity. Consider a Lagrangian L in a Liouville domain (W,β), which we complete
cylindrically into L̂ ⊂ (Ŵ , β). This non-compact manifold has a so-called bounded geometry,
see [GPS19, Lem 2.43]. In particular, the following monotonicity result holds :

Proposition 3.9. [Sik94, Propositions 4.7.1 and 4.7.2(iv)] If (W,ω, J, L) has bounded
geometry, and F : (S, j)→ (W,J) is a compact holomorphic curve such that

f(S) ∩K 6= ∅ and F (∂S) ⊂ K ∪ L,

then there exists a constant C such that F (S) ⊂ Ng(K,CArea(F (S)))

3.4 Maximum principles in a Liouville cobordism

We prove several maximum principles allowing the use of the results of [BEH+03]. We start
with some standard situations before discussing the sutured case.

Lemma 3.10 (Folklore, [GPS19]). Let L ⊂ (R+
s × V, esλ) be a cylindrical Lagrangian in

the positive symplectisation of a contact manifold, J an adapted almost complex structure,
and F = (a, f) : S → R+ × V an holomorphic curve, without punctures, such that

∂S = ∂lS ∪ ∂nS, F (∂lS) ⊂ L, a(∂nS) = 0 and F ∗λ�∂lS ≤ 0

Then F is a constant map.

Proof. We first use the proof of [Bou03] : denote s the R-coordinate. Setting dCα = dα ◦ J
we have ∆ = −ddC, hence

∆ea = ∆(F ∗es) = F ∗(∆es)

However ∆es = −d(d(es) ◦ J) = −d(esds ◦ J) = d(esλ) = ω, hence ∆ea = F ∗ω > 0 on S.
Consequently the function ea has no local maximum on S̊, so it is also the case of a.
For deal with the boundary, we reproduce the proof of [GPS19, Lemme 2.45], see also
[AS10, Lemme 7.2] for the case of Floer curves.
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Let ϕ : R+ → R+ be a function such that ϕ(0) = 0 and ϕ′ ≥ 0. By Stokes formula we have
:

0 ≤
∫
S
F ∗(ϕ(s)dλ) =

∫
∂S
F ∗(ϕ(s)λ)−

∫
S
F ∗(ϕ′(s)ds ∧ λ)

=

∫
∂lS

ϕ ◦ a.F ∗λ−
∫
S
ϕ′ ◦ a.F ∗(ds ∧ λ) ≤ 0

Thus F ∗dλ = 0, hence Im (dF ) ⊂ Vect(R, ∂s). If the curve is not constant, it should be
a cylinder on a Reeb trajectory, which is impossible since we assumed that the curve was
without puncture.

Thus an holomorphic curve in a symplectisation F : (S, ∂S)→ (R× V,R×Λ) has no local
maximum, even in the boundary.
Let (ξs)s∈[0,1] be a path of contact structures on V , and fix adapted contact forms λ0 and
λ1, as well as admissible almost-complex structures J̄0 : ξ0 → ξ0 and J̄1 : ξ1 → ξ1. As seen
in section 1.3, we can construct (using Gray’s theorem) a Liouville cobordism [−S, S]× V
going from (V,Cλ1) to (V, λ0). The space of admissible almost-complex structures being
contractible, there exists J admissible interpolating between the chosen almost-complex
structures. The following lemma shows that we can pick J such that the s-coordinate is
pluri-sub-harmonic (after reparametrisation).

Lemma 3.11 (In an isotopy cobordism). [CGHH11, Lemme 3.3] Let Rs×Y be a cobordism
from (Y,Cλ1) to (Y, λ0) induced by an isotopy, as described previously. Then there exists a
complex structure J on R× Y , s± ∈ R± and φ : R→ R increasing such that

• for s > s+, J is adapted to Cλ1 and J�ξ+ = J1.
• for s < s−, J is adapted à λ0 and J�ξ− = J0.
• φ(s) : R× Y → R is J-pluri-sous-harmonic.

In particular if u : (S, j)→ (R×Y, J) is a J-holomorphic curve, s◦u has no local maximum
local on S̊.

Proof. The proof is as in [CGHH11] : we start by showing that there exists C > 0 and
J adapted to C.λ+ (resp. λ−) for s > 1 (resp. s < 0) such that s : R × Y → R is
J-pluri-sous-harmonic, then we will set s̃ = s/C for s big enough to obtain the lemma.
According to Gray’s theorem, we can assume that λ+ = fλ−, by composing with a diffeo-
morphism preserving the s-levels. We now consider the contact forms λ = g(s, x)λ− where
g is such that

• g(s, ∗) = 1 for s ≤ 0 ;
• g(s, ∗) = Cf , where C is a constant greater than max(1/f) ;
• gs = ∂sg ≥ 0.

Take J an almost complex structure preserving ξ = ker(λ−), mapping ∂s to Rs the Reeb
vector field of g(s, ∗)λ− and such that dY λ ◦ (id ⊗ J) is a metric on ξ (where dY is the
differential on Y ). We compute

∆s = −d(ds ◦ J) = dλ = gsds ∧ λ− + dY λ.

Splitting a vector into v = a∂s + bRs + X, where X ∈ ξ, we have Jv = aRs − b∂s + JX
and we get

∆s(v, Jv) = g−1gs(a
2 + b2) + dY λ(X, JX) ≥ 0.
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We now prove a similar result for curves with boundary. Let Λt ⊂ (V, ξt) be a Legendrian
isotopy, which induces an exact Lagrangian cobordism L ⊂ (R× V, esλt) going from Λ+ to
Λ−, cylindrical if s < s− or s > s+.

Lemma 3.12. There exists an almost-complex structures adapted to the cobordism, and
such that there exists no holomorphic curve without puncture

u : (S, ∂S, j)→ ([s−,∞)× V, {s−} × V ∪ L, J)

Moreover we can choose J�ξ for s > s+ and s < s−.

Proof. Once again the pluri-sous-harmonicity only forbid maximums in the interior of the
surface. To generalise to the case of curves with boundary we use the Stokes formula. We
just showed that u∗∆s is non-negative. If such a curve exists, we split its boundary into :

∂S = ∂lS ∪ ∂nS, u(∂lS) ⊂ L, u(∂nS) ⊂ {s−} × Y.

Taking φ : R→ R+ increasing and vanishing at s−, we compute

0 ≤
∫
S
u∗(φ(s)∆s) =

∫
S
u∗(φ(s)d(gλ−)) =

∫
∂S
u∗(φ(s)gλ−)−

∫
S
u∗(φ′(s)ds ∧ λ)

using ∆s = −d(ds ◦ J) = d(gλ−). The second term is negative since ds ∧ λ is positive : if
v = a∂s+ bRs+X, then ds∧λ(v, Jv) = a2 + b2. Morevoer φ = 0 on ∂nS and (gλ−)�L = df ,
where f is zero at s−. Thus we get

0 ≤
∫
S
u∗(φ(s)∆s) ≤

∫
∂lS

u∗(φ(s)df)

Taking a sequence of function φ converging to 1 (pointwise), this inequality becomes

0 ≤
∫
S
u∗(∆s) ≤

∫
∂lS

d(f ◦ u) = 0

since f is constant at s−.
Thus u∗dλ = 0 on S̊, and du = 0 on an open set. By unicity of the holomorphic extension,
the curve is constant.

3.5 Maximum principles in a sutured manifold

Cylindrical completion. We extend the result of [CGHH11], bounding curves in the
completion of a sutured contact manifold, to the case of curves with boundary.

Lemma 3.13. Let (V,Γ,N0(Γ), λ) be a sutured contact manifold endowed with an adapted
contact form, Λ ⊂ V a cylindrical Legendrian, J an ajusted complex structure on V ∗ and
F ∈ M(c0; ci,Λ

∗) a J-holomorphic curve. Then τ ◦ F < 0 and |t ◦ F | is bounded by a
constant (depending only on c+, J , and λ).
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Proof. We start by showing that the curve is horizontally bounded (ie in the τ -coordinate).The
complex structure being tailored to the completion, the projection to R+

τ ×Γ is JΓ-holomorphic.
Indeed by setting

S0 = (τ ◦ F )−1(R+) and G = π ◦ F : (S0, j)→ R+
τ × Γ

where π is the projection parallel to (s, t), the condition dF ◦ j = J ◦ dF implies

dG ◦ j = dπ ◦ dF ◦ j = dπ ◦ J ◦ dF = JΓ ◦ dπ ◦ dF = JΓ ◦ dG

because J is adapted.
We obtain a JΓ-holomorphic curve in the symplectisation of (Γ, λΓ), satisfying the hypoth-
esis of lemma 3.10. In particular τ ◦F has no local maximum, even in the boundary. Since
the curve F is asymptotic to chords contained in the interior of V , it stays in that interior.
For the vertical direction (the t-coordinate), the proof is as in [CGHH11]. We quickly
present the arguments, starting with a case of a S-sutured contact manifold.

The Stein case : assume that the manifold is S-sutured, endowed with an tailored almost
complex structure such that its projection to R± is Stein.
Let J± be the structures induced on R̂± by the projections parallel to ∂s and ∂t. Since
(R̂±, β̂±, J±) are Stein, there exists functions φ± : R̂± → R strictly plurisubharmonics such
that β̂± ◦ J± = dφ±. We can now compute

∆(t ◦ F ) = −ddC(t ◦ F ) = −d(d(F ∗t) ◦ j) = −d(F ∗(dt ◦ J))

= −F ∗d((
λ− β̂±
C

) ◦ J) =
1

C
F ∗d(β̂± ◦ J)

because λ ◦ J = ds. Moreover β̂± ◦ J = dφ± : those two 1-forms vanish on ∂s and ∂t, and
coincide on TR̂± : if v is tangent to R̂±, then β̂ ◦ J̄(v) = β̂(J±v + ∗∂t) = β̂(J±v).
Hence ∆(t ◦ F ) = 0, in other words t ◦ F is harmonic on F−1({|t| > 1}). The maximum
principle then forbids the existence of a local maximum, which would exist if the curve was
exiting {|t| < 1} (remember that the curve is asymptotic to Reeb chords which are in V̊ ,
hence there is no boundary issue).
Remark 3.14. A priori a Stein structure on R̂± doesn’t lift to a tailored structure on the
sutured manifold, because the levels of the plurisubharmonic function φ can be distinct
from the τ -level, see [CGHH11, §3.2] for an example.
Also note that if the Liouville domain (W,β) admits an almost complex structure JΓ which
make it Stein, then β ◦ JΓ is exact. However for this proof it is enough to control the sign
of this form. Hence instead of using the technical result from [CGHH11] (which we will
outline shortly), it would be enough to find J+ (resp. J−) such that d(β ◦ J+) is positive
(resp. negative).

General case : If the manifold is not S-sutured, it is shown in [CGHH11] that the bound
in the t-coordinate t depends on the complexity of the curve (ie genus and number of
punctures). The Legendrian case is handled in the same way, because the Legendrian does
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not cross R±. In what follows we denote by ctop the topological complexity of a marked
surface (S,p), defined by

ctop(S) = g(S) + |p|

and we set t̄ = t ◦ F , τ̄ = τ ◦ F .

Lemma 3.15. [CGHH11, Lemme 5.18] Let J be a tailored almost complex structure, and
Fn : (Σn, jn, pn)→ (R×V ∗, J) a sequence of holomorphics curves such that E(Fn), ctop(Σn)
and τ̄n are uniformly bounded. Then t̄n is uniformly bounded.

Wrapped completion. We now consider a Legendrian Λ = tΛi ⊂ (V, λ), with a family
of Hamiltonians Hi : R+ → R which we use to construct the wrapped Lagrangian

L = ∪Li ⊂ (R+
s × V, β = esλ)

where
Li = ΛHii = {(s, φH

′
i(s)

R (x)), x ∈ Λi}

Note that this correspond to wrapping by the Hamiltonians vector fields induce by Hi,
because φH

′
i(s)

R = φ1
XHi

. We also fix J an almost complex structure adapted to the symplec-
tisation. We start by showing that the holomorphic curves satisfy a maximum principle.

Lemma 3.16. With the previous notations, let F = (a, f) : (S, j) → (R+ × V, J) be an
holomorphic curve without puncture such that

∂S = ∂lS ∪ ∂nS, F (∂lS) ⊂ L and a(∂nS) = 0.

Then F is constant.

Proof. A priori we can’t apply lemma 3.10 because we can’t control the sign of F ∗λ on the
boundary. However we can still use the Stokes formula to conclude. We choose φ : R+ → R+

increasing, vanishing at 0, and we compute :

0 ≤
∫
S
F ∗(φ(s)dλ) =

∫
∂S
F ∗(φ(s)λ)−

∫
S
F ∗(φ′(s)ds ∧ λ)

=

∫
∂lS

F ∗(φ(s)λ)−
∫
S
φ′ ◦ a.F ∗(ds ∧ λ)

Since F is J-holomorphic and J is tailored, the factor F ∗(ds ∧ λ) is positive. By splitting
the boundary into ∂lS = t∂iS such that F (∂iS) ⊂ Li, we get λ�TLi = dfi(s) where fi = fHi
is positive and vanish at 0, as in section 3.1 (see also definition 1.8). We then compute :∫

∂iS
G∗(φλ) =

∫
∂iS

G∗(φf ′ids) =

∫
∂iS

d(ψi ◦G)

where ψi(s) is a primitive of φf ′i vanishing at 0. Since the curve has no puncture, ∂(∂iS) ⊂
{s = 0} and so the first integral vanishes.
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Remark 3.17. The crucial point in the previous computation is that the wrapping only
depends on the τ -coordinate. More precisely, the projection of the Legendrian to Rτ ×Γ is
an exact Lagrangian, and the primitive of restriction of the Liouville form is a function of
τ . Also note that we did not use the positivity of the wrapping.

Corollary 3.18. Let Λ0,Λ1 be two sutured Legendrians in a sutured manifold V , H : R+ →
R+ a smooth increasing function vanishing on a neighbourhood of 0, and F ∈M(c0; ci; ΛH0 ∪
Λ∗1) an holomorphic curve. Then sup τ ◦ F ≤ max(0, τ(c0)), and |t ◦ F | ≤ C(c0, ctop).

Proof. For the τ -direction, the idea is as previously : after restriction and projection we
obtain a curve G : S → R+ × Γ, where the boundary of the surface splits into ∂S =
∂nS ∪ ∂0S ∪ ∂1S such that

τ(∂nS) = 0, G(∂0S) ⊂ ΛH0 , G(∂1S) ⊂ Λ∗1

The previous maximum principle then implies that sup τ̄ ≤ max(0, τ(c0), τ(ci)).
We now show that for any negative puncture ci, we have τ(ci) ≤ τ(c0). Assume it is not
the case : we would have, after restriction and projection, a JΓ-holomorphic curve

U0 = (a, u) : (S, j)→ (R+
τ × Γ, JΓ)

with a negative puncture, and such that ∂S = ∂0S ∪ ∂nS ∪ ∂1S and U0(∂0S) ⊂ πΓ(ΛH0 ),
a(∂nS) = 0, U0(∂1S) ⊂ Λ∗1.
We now compute, while being careful about the orientation of the boundary (see figure 5) :

∂0S∂1S

π ◦ u

(∂0Λ)∗

(∂1Λ)H

c−

c− τ = 0

Figure 5: Orientation of the boundary near a negative puncture

0 ≤
∫
S
U∗φ(τ)dλΓ =

∫
∂S
U∗φ(τ)λΓ −

∫
S
U∗(φ′dτ ∧ λΓ)

=

∫
∂0S

U∗(φλΓ)−
∫
S
U∗(φ′dτ ∧ λΓ) ≤ 0

Indeed ∫
∂0S

φ.λΓ�TΛH1
=

∫
∂0S

U∗(φdψ(τ)) =

∫
U(∂0S)

φψ′dτ ≤ 0

because ψ, primitive of (λΓ)�TΛH1
vanishing at 0, is a positive and increasing function of τ ,

see section 3.1 (this time the positivity of the wrapping matters).
For the t-direction, the proof is unchanged.
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4 Sutured Legendrian homologies

4.1 Definition of the invariants

For simplification, we assume that there is an hypertight2 contact form λ, such that Λ is
non-degenerate. We also pick J a tailored almost complex structure.
To further simplify the construction, we also assume

• H1(V ) is free ;
• the first Chern class c1(ξ) vanishes.

More general constructions can be considered, see [EES07] [EENS13, §2.3] as well as [Bou03]
and [Par19].

4.1.1 Cylindrical sutured homology

Consider a sutured Legendrian Λ ⊂ (V, λ,Γ), and assume that it is relatively hypertight (in
the general case we get a dga LC(Λ), see section 4.5).

Generators. We define the sutured cylindrical complex LC(Λ;V, λ,Γ, J) as the Z[H1(Λ)-
bimodule generated by Reeb chords C(Λ;V, λ).
An homological element is graded by the opposite of its Maslov class. To define the degree
of the Reeb chords, choose : a base point pi for any connected component of Λ ; for all
chords, a path in Λ from its endpoints to the relevant base point pi ; a path between pi and
pj for any i 6= j, as well as a path of Lagrangians in ξ from TpiΛ to TpjΛ. With this data,
we can construct for any chord c a loop γc, on which we trivialise ξ (here we need to pick
generators of H1(V ), as well as a trivialisation of ξ over each of them). Thus we get a path
a Lagrangians, whose extremities are transverse, that we close by a "positive rotation" to
get a loop of Lagrangians γ̂c (see [EES02]). The degree of c is then defined by

|c| = µ(γ̂c)− 1,

where µ is the Maslov class of the loop. Note that a different choice of data may change
the degrees, however the Z2-grading is well-defined.

Differential. The differential of a chord will count holomorphic strips in the symplec-
tisation of (V ∗, λ∗), with Lagrangian boundary condition. Nevertheless we define moduli
spaces of curves negatively asymptotic to several chords, as it will be used later.

Definition 4.1 (Moduli spaces in a cobordism). Let L ⊂ (W,β) be an exact Lagrangian
cobordism from Λ+ ⊂ (V +, λ+) to Λ− ⊂ (V −,Λ−), and J an adapted complex structure.
Then for c ∈ C(Λ+) and w = q0c1q1...crqr a word of chords ci ∈ Λ− and homological
elements qi ∈ H1(L), we define M(c, w;W,L, J) the space of J-holomorphic curves F =
(a, f) : (S, j)→ (W,J), up to reparametrisation of the domain, such that

• S = D \ {z0, ..., zr} where the zi ∈ ∂D are ordered in the direct order ;
• f(∂D \ {zi}) ⊂ L ;
• f((zi, zi+1)) = qi ∈ H1(L) (here we need to use the capping paths) ;

2If it is not the case, one need to add the contractible Reeb orbits to the algebra (note that it is also
possible to consider all of them).
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• F is positively asymptotic to c0 at z0 and negatively asymptotic to ci at zi (for i ≥ 1).
In other words, a →

z0
+∞, a →

zi
−∞ for i ≥ 1, and there exists local holomorphic

coordinates (x, ∗) near those punctures such that f(x, .)→
zi
ci(.) in C∞([0, 1], V ).

For a symplectisation, we also have to quotient the curves by R-translation on the target :

Definition 4.2 (Moduli spaces in a symplectisation). Let (V, λ) be a contact manifold,
J an adapted complex structure on its symplectisation, and Λ ⊂ V a Legendrian. Then
for c ∈ C(Λ) and w = q0c1q1...crqr a word of chords ci ∈ Λ and homological elements
qi ∈ H1(Λ), we define M(c, w;V,Λ, J) the space of J-holomorphic curves F = (a, f) :
(S, j)→ (Rs × V, J), up to reparametrisation of the domain and Rs-translation, such that

• S = D \ {z0, ..., zk} where the zi ∈ ∂D are ordered in the direct order ;
• f(∂D \ {zi}) ⊂ Λ ;
• f((zi, zi+1)) = qi ∈ H1(L) (once again we need to choose capping paths) ;
• F is positively asymptotic to c0 at z0 and negatively asymptotic to ci at zi (for i ≥ 1).

By [BEH+03], the energies of a holomorphic curve (in either a Liouville cobordism or a
symplectisation) positively asymptotic to a chord c0, negatively asymptotic to chords ci,
and with no other puncture, are given by

Edλ(F ) = A(c0)−
∑
i≥1

A(ci) Eλ(F ) = A(c0).

Building upon Gromov’s result [Gro85], those moduli space can be compactified by adding
buildings of holomorphic curves, see [BEH+03, §7.2]. More precisely, one need to add broken
curves modelled on nodal surfaces obtained by degeneration from S. For our construction
it is enough to consider one-dimensional moduli spaces, which only break into buildings
with two levels.
Thus we define, for c0 ∈ C∗(Λ) and |w| = ∗ − 2, the compactified moduli space

M(c0, w;V,Λ, J) =M(c0;w) ∪
⋃

c∈C∗−1(Λ)
w1w−w2=w

M(c0;w1cw2)×M(c;w−).

For more general asymptotics (without those grading restriction), one need to consider
buildings with several levels.
In the case of a cobordismW , the moduli space must be compactified by adding holomorphic
buildings k+|1|k−, modeled on nodal curves with k± levels in R × ∂±W , and one level in
W itself.

Theorem 4.3 ([Gro85] [BEH+03]). If the holomorphic curves of a moduli spaceM(c, w;V, J)
are contained in a compact of V , then the compactified moduli spaceM(c, w;V, J) is indeed
compact.
Moreover the same statement holds for holomorphic curves in a cobordism.

The virtual dimension of a moduli spaceM(c, w;V, J) is given by

dimM(c0;w; Λ) = |c0| −
∑
i≥1

|ci| − 1,
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and for curves in a cobordism the −1 disappears. This number can also be seen as the
Fredholm index of some operator, thus it does not depends on the choice made to define
the grading (when the Chern class vanishes). Finally, for a generic J those moduli spaces
are manifolds, and their dimension is equal to the virtual one, see [Riz16].
We can now define the differential of a chord

∂c+ =
∑

|c+|=|c−|−1

#M(c+, q0c
−q1;V ∗, λ∗,Λ∗0,Λ

∗
1, J) q0c

−q1.

where q0, q1 ∈ H1(Λ). By lemma 3.13 the curves stay in a compact (for fixed asymptotics),
so Gromov’s compactness result holds and this is indeed a differential.

Remark 4.4. By the same argument the differential of the Chekanov-Eliashberg dga is well
defined, see section 4.5 for more details.

Relative homology. We can also consider a pair of sutured Legendrians Λ0,Λ1, which we
again assume hypertight3. Then the relative sutured complex is generated by Reeb chords
going from Λ0 to Λ1, and the differential counts holomorphic strips in the symplectisation of
V ∗, with boundary on R×Λ∗i . The resulting complex is a Z[H1(Λ0)]−Z[H1(Λ1)]-bimodule,
denoted LC(Λ0,Λ1;V, λ,Γ, J).

4.1.2 Wrapped sutured homology

Consider two disjoint sutured Legendrians Λ0,Λ1 ⊂ (V, λ,Γ), as well as a tailored complex
structure J . For simplicity, we once again assume that λ is hypertight, and that both
Legendrians are relatively hypertights.
Now choose an Hamiltonian H : R+ → R, inducing a positive and total wrapping. As
described in section 3.1, we obtain a non-compact Legendrian completion ΛH0 , and by
construction

C(ΛH0 ,Λ∗1;V ∗, λ∗) = C(Λ0,Λ1;V, λ) ∪ C(∂Λ0, ∂Λ1; Γ, λΓ),

and we will call interior (resp. exterior) chords the elements of the first (resp. second)
subset. Note that the interior chord are all in V̊ , while the exterior chords are contained in
{τ > 0}.
We define WLC(Λ0,Λ1;V, λ; J,H) as the Z[H1(Λ0)] − Z[H1(Λ1)]-bimodule generated by
Reeb chords C(Λ0,Λ1;V, l), graded as previously and whose differential counts holomorphic
curves

∂c+ =
∑

|d|=|c|−1

#M(c+, xc−y;V ∗, λ∗,ΛH0 ,Λ
∗
1, J) xc−y.

By lemma 3.16 the curves again stay in a compact (for fixed asymptotics), so Gromov’s
compactness result holds and this is indeed a differential.

Remark 4.5. We could also define a Rabinowitz complex by adding chords going from Λ1

to Λ0. The differential of such a chord c would count chords negatively asymptotic to c, as
well as bananas, see [AF12].

3If it is not the case, we get a LC(Λ0)− LC(Λ1)-bimodule.
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Remark 4.6. We could also wrap Λ1 negatively, to get a quasi-isomorphic complex.
We can also work with uncentered sutured Legendrians, in which case one need to ensure
that the completion make ∂Λ0 go below ∂Λ1, which is always possible if we start the
wrapping far enough (in the τ -direction).

4.2 Other points of view

We present some others constructions geometrically similar, but whose implementation is
more difficult.

Wrapping the contact form. We can perturb ∂2Λ to make it−ε-centered (ie a neighbourhood
is (−1, 0]τ ×{t = ε}×∂2Λ), and complete it cylindrically. We now extend the contact form
to the completion V ∗ by fdt+eτλΓ where f is an increasing function such that e−τf ′ →∞.
The Reeb vector field is now directed by ∂t − e−τf ′RΓ, so Reeb chords appears in V ∗ \ V ,
in bijection with C(∂1Λ→ ∂2Λ;λΓ). One must now prove that the differentials coincident,
however the projection of an holomorphic curve to R+τ×Γ is not JΓ-holomorphic anymore.

Reduced energy. We could also work with cylindrically completed Legendrians, using the
usual contact form. The differential should now count more general curves, whose energy
might be infinite, but with finite "reduced energy", defined by integrating φ(τ)dτ ∧ λΓ on
V ∗ \ V̊ , where φ is a function on R+ with finite integral. The chords of the suture now
appear at infinity (in the τ -direction), however the proper way of compactifying the moduli
spaces is not straightforward. Note that with this construction, the Reeb orbits of (Γ, λΓ)
also appear, which was not the case previously.

Counting Floer curves. Alternatively we could also count curves satisfying a Floer equa-
tion. Indeed Floer strips between two Lagrangians, asymptotic to 1-periodic trajectories of
an Hamiltonian vector field XH , correspond to pseudo-holomorphic curves between L and
ϕ−1
H (L′), asymptotic to intersection points. In that Hamiltonian framework, the maximum

principle is proved by [AS10] (see also [Abo10]), and this theory is equivalent to the one we
defined by [Aur14, Remarque 1.10].

Cancelling Reeb orbits. Finally, one could make appear the Reeb chords (and orbits) of the
dividing set, by creating two families of Reeb orbits in cancelling position, as in [CGHH11].
This perspective is more adapted to the definition of a wrapped Chekanov-Eliashberg dga,
and will be made more precise in section 4.5.

4.3 Proof of the invariance

In this section we show that the sutured Legendrian homologies don’t depend on some
choices we made along the way.

4.3.1 Cylindrical sutured homology

Theorem 4.7. Let (V,N0(Γ), ξ) be a sutured contact manifold and Λ cylindrical Legen-
drian totally non-degenerate. Then LH(Λ;V,N0(Γ), λ, J) does not depend on the choice of
adapted contact form, nor on the tailored almost complex structure.
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Let (V,N u
0 (Γ), ξu) be a path of sutured contact manifolds, and Λu a path of cylindrical Leg-

endrians ∂-non-degenerates such that Λ0 and Λ1 are totally non-degenerate. Then there is
a quasi-isomorphism LC(Λ0, λ0) → LC(Λ1, λ1), which only depends (up to homotopy) on
the homotopy class of the path (ξu,Λu).

The geometric content of the proof still holds for the Chekanov-Eliashberg dga, however
the algebraic statement of the invariance is more involved, see eg [EO17, Lemma 5.6].

Remark 4.8. In particular, the choice of coordinates on N0(Γ) does not matter. Indeed the
space of choices is contractible, and any path of coordinates functions induces a isotopy of
adapted contact forms.

Proof. We adapt the proof of [CGHH11]. It is enough to prove the second part of the
theorem, which implies the first point. We choose a family of almost complex structures
Ju tailored to (V ∗, λu) (note that the space of tailored structure is contractible).

First step : We start by assuming that λu, Ju and Λu are independents of u on the area
{τ ≥ 0}, in which case the proof goes as in the usual compact situation. Consider the
cobordism

(Rs × V ∗, ω = d(esλφ(s)), J̃ = Jφ(s))

where φ : R → [0, 1] is a smooth decreasing function such that φ(s) = 1 for s ≤ −N and
φ(s) = 0 for s ≥ N , with N big enough. If |φ′| is small enough, ω is symplectic and J̃ is
adapted. Moreover there exists an exact Lagrangian cobordism L ⊂ (R×V ∗) interpolating
between the two Legendrians, and coinciding with R× {0} × R+ × ∂Λ on {τ > 0}.
We then define a map

Φ : LC(Λ0, λ0, J0)→ LC(Λ1, λ1, J1)

by counting rigid holomorphic curves, with one positive asymptotic and with boundary in
L, whose projections to M∗ stay in a compact.
Indeed lemma 3.13 bound the curves horizontally : since J̃ is s-invariant near the boundary,
the curves stay in {τ ≤ 0}. Moreover if we have a sequence of curves Fn (with fixed
asymptotics and topology) as well as zn ∈ Σ̇ such that t ◦ Fn(zn) → ∞, then similarly to
lemma 3.13 there would exist a holomorphic curve of finite energy in R×R×R±, which is
impossible because there is no Reeb orbit in that area.
The usual argument, which relies on the compactification of those curves, implies that Φ is a
chain map, and that there exists an homotopical inverse. Indeed the curves in the cobordism
break into holomorphic buildings, and by looking at 1-dimensionnal moduli spaces we get
the equality Φ∂0 − ∂1Φ = 0. Similarly, the cobordism from λ1 to λ0 gives a morphism in
the opposite direction Ψ : LC(Λ1, λ1, J1)→ LC(Λ0, λ0, J0).
Moreover the composition Ψ ◦ Φ can be recovered by counting curves in the cobordism
obtained by gluing the two previous cobordisms. Since this new cobordism is homotopic
to the trivial one, the study of the 1-dimensionnal moduli spaces of curves show that there
exists a map H such that Ψ ◦ Φ− Id = H∂0 − ∂1H.

Second step : We now study the case where Ju, λu and Λu change on {τ ≥ 0}. We will
construct an intermediary sutured contact manifold (V,N0(Γ), λ̃, J̃) so we can compare the
two complexes. According to lemma 3.12, there exists a Liouville form β̃Γ, J̃Γ an almost
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complex structure on Rτ × Γ, and L ⊂ R+ × Γ an exact Lagrangian interpolating between
(∂Λ0, λ0

Γ, J
0
Γ) and (∂Λ1, Cλ1

Γ, J
1
Γ), and such that the J̃Γ-holomorphic curves with boundary

in L do not present a τ -maximum.
We then define (λ̃, J̃) by

• λ̃ = λ0 on {τ < 0}
• λ̃ = dt+ β̃Γ for τ > 0
• J̃ = J̃Γ on ker β̃Γ

• J̃(∂a) = ∂t
• J̃(∂τ ) = J̃Γ∂τ + µ∂t ∈ ker λ̃, where µ = −λ̃Γ(J̃Γ∂τ ).

The manifold (Ṽ = {τ < S, |t| ≤ 1}, λ̃) is sutured, J̃ is a tailored structure and Λ̃, Legen-
drian lift of L, is a cylindrical Legendrian totally non-degenerate.
Moreover J̃ lifts the structure J̃Γ :

dΠ ◦ J̃ = J̃Γ ◦ dΠ,

where Π is the projection on R+
τ × Γ, hence any J̃-holomorphic curve projects to a J̃Γ-

holomorphic curve. In particular, by lemma 3.12 they stay in the zone {τ < 0}. We then
get

LC(Λ0;V,N0(Γ), λ0, J0) = LC(Λ̃; Ṽ , λ̃, J̃)

as complexes, because generators and differentials correspond.
Finally there exists a path between Λ̃ ⊂ (Ṽ , λ̃, J̃) and Λ1 ⊂ (Ṽ , λ1, J1) which is fixed at the
boundary, and the previous step yields a quasi-isomorphism beteween the associated dgas.

Third step : We now show that two homotopic paths induce the same isomorphism (in
homology). We start by recalling the usual case, where V is compact without boundary
: we can glue the induced cobordisms to obtain a cobordism from Λ0 ⊂ (V, λ0, J0) to
himself. Since both paths are homotopic, this cobordism is homotopic to the trivial one.
By counting holomorphic curves in this cobordism we get a morphism F : LC(Λ0;λ0, J0)→
LC(Λ0;λ0, J0) homotopic to the identity, meaning that there exists H : LC∗(Λ

0;λ0, J0)→
LC∗+1(Λ0;λ0, J0) such that F − Id = H∂ + ∂H, hence H∗(F ) = Id. Moreover F can also
be obtained as the composition of F0 and G1, where F0 : LC(Λ0;λ0, J0)→ LC(Λ1;λ1, J1)
is induced by the first isotopy and G1 : LC(Λ1;λ1, J1) → LC(Λ0;λ0, J0) by the reversed
second isotopy. Hence we get Id = H∗(F ) = H∗(G1) ◦ H∗(F0) and by composing with
H∗(F1) we indeed have H∗(F1) = H∗(F1)H∗(G1)H∗(F0) = H∗(F0) (the composition F1◦G1

can also be obtained by gluing a cobordism to its opposite, so this map is homotopic to the
identity).
For sutured manifolds, the algebraic argument is the same, although we now need to check
that the holomorphic curves stay in a compact. We start by choosing contact forms adapted
to ξ0 and ξ1, as well as tailored almost complex structures. As previously, we can construct
a sutured contact manifold (Ṽ , λ̃, J̃) with a Legendrian Λ̃ such that

• LC(Λ̃; Ṽ , l̃, J̃) = LC(Λ0;V,N0(Γ), λ0, J0) as dga.
• there exists an isotopy from Λ̃ ⊂ (Ṽ , l̃, J̃) to Λ1 ⊂ (V, λ1, J1) fixed at the boundary.

Hence we can apply the arguments of the compact case to this setting : the cobordisms used
to define the morphisms are constants at the boundary, and the homotopy to the trivial
cobordism can be realised without modification near the boundary. Hence all the curves
counted satisfy a maximum principle in the τ -coordinate.
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Remark 4.9. We emphasise that the cobordism maps are not defined for any path of tailored
almost complex structure, but only for those with a nice behaviour near the boundary.

Using the construction of lemma 2.14, this homology becomes an invariant of manifolds
with (smooth) convex boundary.

Corollary 4.10. Let (V, ξ) be a contact manifold with convex boundary, X a contact vector
field transverse to ∂V , and Λ a Legendrian transverse to ∂V such that ∂Λ ⊂ ΓX . Then the
sutured homology of the Legendrian obtained by the convex-sutured operation only depends
on (V, ξ,ΓX ,Λ).
Let ξu be a path of contact structures on V such that ∂V is convex for all u ; Xu a path
of contact vector fields transverses au boundary, and Λu a path of Legendrians transverses
to the boundary and such that ∂Λu ⊂ ΓXu. Then the homologies LH(V, ξ0,ΓX0 ,Λ0) and
LH(V, ξ1,ΓX1 ,Λ1) are quasi-isomorphic, and the map only depends the homotopy class of
the path (ξu,ΓXu ,Λu).

In particular if Λ ⊂ (V, ξ) is a Legendrian without boundary, then the homology does not
depend on the suture.
Moreover, and as noticed in [CGHH11], for disjoint Legendrians Λ,Λ0 ⊂ V the sutured
homology LH(Λ, V \ N (Λ0)) is an invariant of (Λ,Λ0, V ), where N (Λ0) is a standard
neighbourhood with convex boundary, disjoint from Λ.

Proof. The set of sutures is contractible, because the set of contact vector fields transverse
to ∂V also is : if X0, X1 are two contact vector field transverse to the boundary, the vector
fields

Xt = tX1 + (1− t)X0, t ∈ [0, 1]

stays contact and transverse to the boundary. Moreover the convex-sutured operation is
continuous relatively to a path of contact structures adapted to the boundary. In other
word a path of such structures yields a path of sutured contact manifolds.

4.3.2 Wrapped sutured homology

Similarly to [AS10] (see also [Aur14]), the wrapped complex can also be constructed as
a colimit on partial wrappings. For a positive and total Hamiltonian H∞, we choose a
sequence of Hamiltonians (Hk)k∈N∗ such that

• Hk induces a positive wrapping (ie H ′′k ≥ 0) ;
• Hk = H∞ on [0, k] ;
• H ′′k = 0 for τ ≥ k + 1.

We obtain that way a sequence of cylindrical Legendrians Λk, and by lemma 3.16 we have
inclusions of complexes LC(Λk) ⊂ LC(Λk+1). Hence we get

WLC(Λ∞, V, λ; J, s, T ) ' colim
k→∞

LC(Λk;V, λ; J, s, T ).

Remark 4.11. This is still well-defined if we work with dgas, because the morphisms are
only inclusions of dga.

Thus the wrapped homology does not depends on the choice of H. Furthermore, it is
invariant along a path of sutured Legendrians
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Theorem 4.12. Let (V,N u
0 (Γ), ξu) be a path of sutured manifold, and

• Λu0 ⊂ (V, ξu) a path of sutured Legendrians
• Λu1 ⊂ (V, ξu) a path of uncentered Legendrians, so that

πΓ(∂Λ0) ∩ πΓ(∂Λ1) 6= ∅ ⇒ τ(∂Λ0) < τ(Λ1).

Pick λ0, λ1 contact forms adapted to (V, ξ0) and (V, ξ1), and J0, J1 tailored almost complex
structures. Then, for properly chosen Hamiltonian H0, H1, there is a quasi-isomorphism

WLC(Λ0
0,Λ

0
1;V, λ0, J0, H0) −→WLC(Λ1

0,Λ
1
1;V, λ1, J1, H1)

which only depends (up to homotopy) on the homotopy class of the path (ξu,Λu).
In particular, the wrapped homology WLH(Λ0,Λ1;λ, J,H) is independent of the choices of
λ, J and H.

Let us emphasise that we don’t require of Λu to be sutured during the isotopy : the
projections of ∂iΛu to Γ can intersect, as long as ∂0Λ pass below ∂1Λ.

Proof. If the boundary stays invariant during the isotopy, it induces an exact Lagrangian
cobordism in R × V ∗ (section 1.3), which defines a quasi-isomorphism between the com-
plexes.
Now if the boundary is affected, we get an isotopy of the boundary ∂0Λs ⊂ (Γ, λΓ), so
we can construct an exact Lagrangian cobordism LΓ ⊂ [0, 1] × Γ interpolating between
∂0Λ0 and ∂0Λ1. After liffing to the contactisation, we get a Legendrian Λ̂0 ⊂ {τ ≤ 1}, of
boundary ∂Λ1, that we wrap by an Hamiltonian H. Hence by the previous point

WLC(Λ1) ' WLC(Λ̂0).

To show that this complex is quasi-isomorphic to LC(Λ0), we construct a sequence of
Legendrians Λ̂T , fixed at infinity (in the direction τ), and such that

• Λ̂T coincides with (Λ0)H on {τ ≤ T},
• Λ̂T coincides with (Λ1)H on {τ ≥ T + 1}.

Loosely speaking, the isotopy of the boundary, which is finite, is "absorbed" by the wrap-
ping.
To construct this sequence, we define

• on [0, T ]× Γ, LT = ∪
τ∈[0,T ]

{τ} × φH
′(τ)

RΓ
(∂0Λ0)

• on [T, T + 1]× Γ, LT = φH
′(T )(LΓ)

• on [T + 1,∞), we wrap by Hamiltonian of τ .
We obtain an exact Lagrangian, which lifts to a Legendrian ΛT ⊂ V ∗. Moreover, (λΓ)�L =
df , where f is a function of τ on R+\[T, T+1]. Hence for any A > 0, there exists T > 0 such
that all chords of ΛT of action bounded by A are in {τ ≤ T}. According to lemma 3.12
(which still holds for an immersed Lagrangian), a curve positively asymptotic to such a
chord stays in that area. Hence we get an equality of complexes

WLCA(Λ0) =WLCA(ΛT ).

Moreover, because ΛT coincide with (Λ1)H at infinity, we also have

WLC(ΛT ) ' WLC(Λ1).
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We obtain the desired quasi-isomorphism by taking the colimit of those applications

WLCA(Λ0) =WLCA(LT ) ⊂ WLC(ΛT )
∼−→WLC(Λ1)

for A→∞.

4.4 Exact sequence

Similarly to [Ekh11], the cylindrical and wrapped homologies fit into an exact sequence
which involves the homology of the boundary. By lemma 3.13, interior Reeb chords form a
subcomplex of the wrapped sutured complex, thus we define the exterior complex as

LCext(Λ0,Λ1;λ, J,H) =WLC(Λ0,Λ1;λ, J,H)/LC(Λ0,Λ1;λ, J).

We get an exact triangle

−→ LH(Λ0,Λ1;V, ξ) −→WLH(Λ0,Λ1Λ;V, ξ) −→ LHext(Λ0,Λ1Λ; Γ, ξΓ)
[−1]−→

where the last map is a part of the differential of WLH(Λ0,Λ1;V, ξ).
We now formulate some expected results about the exterior homology, which should extend
the theorems of [Ekh11]. In section 5, it will trivially true for the particular case at hand.

Conjecture 4.13. 1. The previous quotient is the bilinearized homology of boundary :

LCext(Λ, ∂0Λ, ∂1Λ;λ, J,H) ' LCε(∂0Λ, ∂1Λ; Γ, λΓ, JΓ)[1]

where this complex has coefficients in H1(Λ), induced by the inclusion ∂Λ ↪→ Λ, and
ε are augmentations that will be defined in the next section.

2. The triangle is invariant in the following sens : let Λu be a path of sutured Legendrians
such that

• the boundary determines a Legendrian loop : ∂0Λ0 = ∂0Λ1 and ∂1Λ0 = ∂1Λ1 ;
• for i ∈ {0, 1} (ie at the ends of the path) Λ0

i and Λ1
i are hypertights.

Then the following diagram commutes :

LH(Λ0
0,Λ

0
1;V ) //

F∗ o
��

WLH(Λ0
0,Λ

0
1;V )

[−1] //

FW∗ o
��

LHε(∂Λ0, ∂Λ1; Γ)
δ0
//

F∂∗ o
��

LH(Λ1
0,Λ

1
0;V ) //WLH(Λ1

0,Λ
1
1;V )

[−1] // LHε(∂Λ1
0, ∂Λ1

1; Γ)
δ1
//

where the maps F and FW come from theorem 4.7 and theorem 4.12, and F ∂ is
induced by a Lagrangian cobordism in (R × Γ, esλΓ), determined by the path ∂Λu ⊂
(Γ, λΓ). In particular if the boundary fixed along the path, F ∂∗ = Id.

In the next section we will show that in our particular case, the triangle is indeed invariant
along a path of sutured Legendrians fixed at the boundary (the situation will be consider-
ably simplified due to homotopical restrictions).

Before moving on to this example, let us note that, when V is the contactisation of Liouville
domain, the first and second points are consequences of Seidel’s isomorphism [Ekh11],
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combined with [DR16] (see also [BC14]). The situation is also reminiscent of [PR20] where,
given a sutured Legendrian ∂Λ in J1(S1), a map from the dga of ∂Λ to the dga of Λ is
defined, see section 4.5 for a generalisation of this construction.
The main issue toward a proof of those conjectures is that, while the contact homology of
(∂Λ,Γ) involves curves in the symplectisation of Γ, we did our best to avoid this situation,
and only worked with curves bounded in the τ -direction. Luckily, there exists an alternate
definition of the Chekanov-Eliashberg dga [EO17], which only involves (families of) Floer
curves bounded in the τ -coordinate. However the moduli spaces used are significantly more
complicated, and although no fundamental issue should arises, it does not fit the scope of
our result.

4.5 "Wrapping" the Legendrian dga

We now briefly explain how to adapt our constructions to the Chekanov-Eliashberg dga.
Let us first recall the classical definition, which still holds in the sutured setting. Consider
a sutured Legendrian Λ ⊂ (V, λ,Γ), and assume that λ is hypertight to avoid dealing
with Reeb orbits. Following [Che97], its Chekanov-Eliashberg dga is defined by picking
a tailored almost complex structure J , and counting holomorphic curves (with several
negative punctures) in R× V ∗, with boundary in R× Λ∗.
More precisely, denote LC(Λ, V, λ, J) the unital differential graded Z2-algebra, generated
by the Reeb chords C(Λ, V, λ) and the homological variables Z[H1(Λ,Z)] (the chords do
not commute with the homological elements), graded as in section 4.1. The differential is
defined on Reeb chords by counting holomorphic curves

∂c =
∑

|w|=|c|−1

#M(c;w;V ∗,Λ∗; J) w,

and extended by the Leibniz rule ∂(ab) = ∂a.b+ (−1)|a|a.∂b.
As in section 4.1.1, this is indeed a differential, and the homology is independent of the
choices made along the way. More generally, a path of sutured Legendrians Λu ⊂ (V, ξu)
induces a quasi-isomorphism between the dgas (in the sense of [EO17, Lemma 5.6]), which
only depends on the homotopy class of (ξu,Λu).
We now explain how to get a wrapped version of this dga. We first modify the contact form
near the suture, as in [CGHH11, §4.2] : on the neighbourhood

N ' (−1, 0]τ × [−1, 1]t × Γ,

take λ̃ = f(τ, t)dt+ g(τ, t)λΓ, such that
• the contact condition is satisfied : gn−1(g∂τf − f∂τg) > 0 ;
• ∂τf ≥ 0 ;
• near the boundary f = 1 and g = eτ ;
• g presents two cancelable critical points : a maximum at (−2ε, 0) and a saddle point
at (−ε, 0).

The Reeb vector field is directed by Xg + ∂τfRΓ, where Xg is the Hamiltonian vector field
associated to g, defined by ιXgdτ ∧ dt = dg, see figure 6.
With this modification we have created two families of Reeb orbits, one for each critical
point of g, which correspond to orbits of (Γ, λΓ) (we also create other orbits around the
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maximum, but their action can be taken as big as needed). However there is also a grading
shift happening, because for orbits the definition involves the dimension of the ambient
manifold. For orbits over the saddle point, the Conley-Zehnder index is unchanged and
the dimension increased, so the resulting degree increases by one. Similarly, the degree
of an orbit above the maximum increases by two. To avoid dealing with this phenomena,
we now assume that (Γ, λΓ) is hypertight (for this construction this hypothesis is actually
important, and not only a simplifying assumption).

The sutured Legendrian Λ ⊂ (V, λ,Γ) stays Legendrian during this process, and we have
again created two families of Reeb chords, corresponding to chords of C(ΛΓ,Γ, λΓ) (as well
as other long chords which can again be ignored by an action-filtration argument). For a
chord c in Γ, we will denote č (resp. ĉ) the induced chord above the saddle point (resp.
maximum). The degrees of the chords are given by :

|č|V = |c|Γ |ĉ|V + 1 = |c|Γ.

Thus, and contrary the case of Reeb orbits, the degree is unchanged for the family of chords
corresponding to the saddle point (compare also to [CE17], where the degree of the chords
also increases).

Λ

čĉ

R
Γ

τ

t

Figure 6: Perturbation of the Reeb vector field, creating two families of chords. In green,
the sutured Legendrian ; in blue, the projection Xg of the Reeb vector field ; in red, the
gradient lines of g, which lift to holomorphic hypersurfaces in the symplectisation.

Holomorphic foliation. We now show that if the manifold is S-sutured, the generators
č form a sub-dga, by constructing an holomorphic foliation near the boundary. See also
[AE21] for a stopped point of view (in our language, it means that their manifolds are
balanced).
We first choose two almost complex structures J± on (R±, β±), which coincide on their
common boundary (Γ, λΓ), and such that β± ◦ J± are exact 1-forms. Denoting JΓ the
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restriction to ξΓ, we construct a tailored almost complex structure on the symplectisation
of (V ∗, λ∗), given on the perturbed area by

J : ∂s 7→ R = µ(Xg + fτRΓ) where µ = 1/(g∂τf − f∂τg) > 0

∂τ 7→ ∂t −
f

g
RΓ

ξΓ
JΓ−→ ξΓ.

Away from the perturbation, ie on {τ < 3ε}, J is defined by lifting the Stein almost
complex structures. Thus the hypersurfaces {t = t0, τ ≤ 3ε}, where t0 is close of ±1, lift
to holomorphic submanifolds of codimension 2 in (Rs × V ∗, J). Indeed, the map

x ∈ R± 7→ (s̄(x), t0, x) ∈ (Rs × Rt ×R±, J)

has an image whose tangent space is preserved by J iff ds̄ = β ◦ J±, which is exactly the
Stein condition.
We now extend this foliation to the perturbed area. We compute

JRΓ = J
(
gR+ gµ(gτ (∂t −

f

g
RΓ)− gt∂τ )

)
= −g∂s + gµ

(
− gτ∂τ − gt(∂t −

f

g
RΓ)

)
Thus the image of

(r, y) ∈ (−3ε, 0)× Γ 7→ (s̄(r), τ = h(r), t = t0 + r, y) ∈ R× V ∗

is J-holomorphic iff ∂s + µ(gτ∂t + gt∂t) is tangent to it. We take
• h′(r) = gτ/gt, in other words the map projects to a gradient trajectories of g in the

(τ, t) coordinates ;
• s̄′(r) = 1

µgt
, so s goes to infinity as r increases to zero.

Those maps extend the previous lifts of τ0×R±, and by translating in the symplectisation
direction, we get a R-family of codimension 2 holomorphic submanifolds in (Rs × V ∗, J).
Moreover, Rs × {τ = −2ε, τ = 0} × Γ and Rs × {τ = −ε, t = 0} × Γ are also holomorphic,
and project to the critical points of g. Finally the image of the map

(s, y) ∈ R× Γ 7→ (s, τ̄(s), t = 0, y) ∈ R× V ∗

is holomorphic iff τ̄ ′ = −µgτ , thus by translating in the symplectisation direction we get
two R-families of codimension 2 holomorphic submanifolds : one projecting to the gradient
line {−2ε ≤ τ ≤ u, t = 0}, such that s goes to +∞ (resp. −∞) as τ goes to −2ε (resp. −ε)
; another projecting to {τ > −ε, t = 0}, such that s goes to −∞ (resp. +∞) as τ goes to
−ε (resp. +∞).
Hence we get a codimension 2 holomorphic foliation of (R × V ∗, J) on a neighbourhood
of the boundary (and which extend to the completion), see figure 6. By positivity of the
intersections, and using the results of [Sie11] (see also [Rou17]), an holomorphic curve
positively asymptotic to a chord č must be entirely contained in {τ = 0, t = −ε}.
Thus the generators č form a sub-dga of LC(Λ, V, λ̃), isomorphic to LC(∂Λ,Γ, λΓ), which
yields the following result
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Theorem 4.14. For a contact manifold S-sutured, endowed with an hypertight contact
form, we get an inclusion of dgas

LC(∂Λ,Γ, λΓ) −→ LC(Λ, V, λ̃).

In particular, an augmentation on LC(Λ, V, λ̃) induces an augmentation on the dga of the
boundary LC(∂Λ,Γ, λΓ). Moreover an isotopy Λu of sutured Legendrians fixed along the
boundary yields a commutative diagram

LC(∂Λ,Γ, λΓ) //

Id
��

LC(Λ0, V, λ̃)

∼
��

LC(∂Λ,Γ, λΓ) // LC(Λ1, V, λ̃).

Note that the first point already appeared in [PR20] for 1-jet spaces, where it was proven
using Morse flow trees, and in [AE21] for balanced manifolds, where the proof involved
using a similar foliation for stopped Weinstein manifolds.
If the boundary (∂Λ,Γ, λΓ) is relatively hypertight, we can define the wrapped Chekanov-
Eliasberg dga of Λ as the quotient by the ideal generated by the boundary chords č :

WLC(Λ, V, λ̃) = LC(Λ, V, λ̃)/ 〈č, c ∈ C(∂Λ,Γ, λΓ)〉 .

Although no actual wrapping appears in that construction, we still think about it as a
wrapped dga. Indeed, adding the Reeb chords of the boundary at infinity would create a
third family of chords, which would cancel out with the chords of the quotient. In other
words, and loosely speaking, wrapping the boundary is equivalent to creating two families
of chords in cancelling position, and taking the quotient by the induced sub-dga.

5 An invariant of local 2-braids

5.1 Braid groups and conormal construction

For completeness sake, we first give a presentation of the group of 2-braids, in a surface S
of genre g, due to [Bel04], see also [Sco70].

Definition 5.1. Fix points x, y ∈ S. A 2-braid is a pair of maps f1, f2 : [−1, 1]→ S such
that

• f1(−1) = x, f2(−1) = y and {f1(1), f2(1)} = {x, y}
• for any t ∈ [−1, 1], f1(t) 6= f2(t).

Its realisation is the submanifold

{(t, fi(t), t ∈ [−1, 1], i ∈ {1, 2}} ⊂ [1, 1]× S.

A braid will be called pure if f1(1) = x and f2(1) = y, ie if the induced permutation is
trivial.

We will denote B2(S) the group of 2-braids up to homotopy, with the group law induced
by the concatenation.
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Theorem 5.2. [Bel04, Thm 5.4] The group of 2-braids is generated by σ, ai, where i ∈
{1, ..., 2g(S)}, with the relations

• σ−1aiσ
−1ai = aiσ

−1aiσ
−1

• aiσ
−1aj = σajσ

−1aiσ where i < j
•
∏
a2i−1a

−1
2i

∏
a−1

2i−1a2i = σ2

For any w ∈ B2(S), we denote Bw geometric realisation, and a braid will be called local if
it is a power of σ. Note that the subgroup of pure braids is the kernel of δ : B2(S) → Z2,
induced by δ(σ) = −1, δ(ai) = δ(bi) = 1. Moreover this subgroup is generated by (see again
[Bel04]) :

t = σ2, ai, Ai = σ−1aiσ
−1

with the relations
• aiAi = Aiai
• aiAj = tAjai
•
∏
a2i−1a

−1
2i

∏
a−1

2i−1a2i = t.

5.2 Adapted contact form and 1-jet space

Consider a surface S which is not a sphere. We start by computing the linearised Legendrian
homology of two fibers Λx,Λy ⊂ US, endowed with the contact form λS induced by a
metric of constant courvature. Choose two generators µx ∈ H1(Λx) and µy ∈ H1(Λy).
Since Reeb chords correspond to geodesics, there is one by element of π1(S). There is
no contractible chord, hence there exists neither holomorphic disk or strip, because the
(linearised) differential preserve the homotopy class. Hence

LH(Λx,Λy;UgS) = ⊕
γ∈π1(S)

Z[µx].cγ .Z[µy]

Remark 5.3. The non-linearised differential also vanishes : a geodesic minimises the length
in its homotopy class, the length of a geodesic is the action of the corresponding Reeb
chord, and the differential strictly decreases the action.

5.2.1 Sutured manifold

We now study a braid B ⊂M = [−1, 1]× S, such that the functions fi are constants on a
neighbourhood of the boundary.
As presented previously in section 2.5, the unit bundle of a manifold (with boundary) has
convex boundary : the metric g = dz2 + gS induces a contact form on V = UgM , which
is adapted to the suture ∂I × UgSS. Moreover the unit conormal ΛB ⊂ U(I × S) is a
Legendrian with boundary included in the dividing set.
However, we prefer to see this manifold of a the thickening of some convex hypersurface
(which was also described in section 2.5). Presenting the manifold as V ' I × (DS ∪DS),
we fix coordinates

V = {(u, ν; z, η) ∈ [−U − ε, U + ε]× R× S × TzS | ν2 + g(η)2 = 1}

in which the contact form is λ = −νdu− gS(η, dz). In other words

λ = −νdu−
√

1− ν2λΓ
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where λΓ is the contact form on US associated to the metric gS . With those coordinates,
the conormal of a strand f : [−U,U ]→ S is a cylinder

Λf = {(u, z = f(u), ν, η), ν + ḟ(u) · η = 0}

In what follows, we will assume that the braid is constant outside of the area {3
5U ≤ u ≤

4
5U}.

Remark 5.4. We can also think of V as a compact contact manifold Ṽ , containing two
Legendrian stops (we recover V from Ṽ by removing a standard neighbourhood). Then Ṽ
is contactomorphic to the open book of page D∗Σ with trivial monodromy, and the stops
are the skeletta of two pages. Moreover the conormal of each strand can be extended into
a Legendrian sphere in Ṽ , intersecting each stop in exactly one point.

We now construct a contact form adapted to the sutured manifold, and such that the
Legendrian is preserved. We define

λ̃ = −F (u, ν)νdu−G(u, ν)λΓ,

where F,G are smooth functions such that
• G is positive function ;
• the contact condition is satisfied ;
• if |u| ≤ U − ε, then F = G ;
• for |ν| ≤ εν and |u| ≤ U − ε, G = G(u) and presents a minimum at 0 ;
• for |ν| ≥ 3εν , we have F = 1 and G =

√
1− ν2 ;

• G presents two maximums at (±U ± ε, 1) ;
• for U − ε ≤ |u| ≤ and |ν| ≤ εν , we have F = 1 and G = eε0|u−U |.

The Hamiltonian vector field XG associated to this function is depicted on figure 7. The
resulting sutured manifold is then

Ṽ = {G ≤ G(U)}.

The associated Reeb vector field is given by (see section 2.5)

R = XG + ∂ν(νF )RUS

= XG + (F + ν∂νF )RUS ,

so λ̃ is a contact form adapted to the sutured manifold.
The conormal of a strand f : [−U − ε, U + e] → S, constant outside of {3

5 ≤ u ≤ 4
5}, is

given by
Λf = {(u, z = f(u), ν, η)| ν + ḟ(u) · η = 0.}

Moreover, after increasing U , we can assume that this Legendrian is included in the region
{|ν| ≤ εν}, hence it is unchanged along an isotopy between kerλ and ker λ̃.
For any contact form λ̃, Gray’s theorem yields a contactomorphism with (J1(R× S1), ξst).
However with the present construction, we can even construct an exact contactomorphism,
so that the situation boils down to the 1-jets space (J1(R× S1), λst).

Remark 5.5. The contact form λ̃ presents degenerates orbits, however Reeb chords are
indeed non-degenerates.
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Figure 7: The Reeb vector field induced by the contact form λ̃.

Define a neighbourhood

N = {|ν| ≤ ε}
' [−U,U ]u × [−ε, ε]ν × US,

on which λ̃ = −νF (u)du+G(u)λΓ. For U big enough, N contains the Legendrian ; we will
show that we can restrict to this neighbourhood to compute the Legendrian homology.

5.2.2 Completion

Here we define coordinates on a neighbourhood of ∂N , such that the contact form can be
written as the contactisation of a symplectisation. We set

(−ε, 0]τ × [−ε, ε]t × US −→ N

ψ1 : (t, τ, y, ζ) 7→ (u = U + τ, ν = −ε0t, (z, η) = φ
µ(τ,t)
US (y, ζ)),

where φtUS is the flow of RUS . Then by taking µ(τ, t) = te−ε0τ , we get ψ∗1λ̃ = dt+ eε0τλΓ.
Indeed on a neighbourhood of ∂N we have λ̃ = −νdu+ eε0(u−U)λΓ, and so we compute :

ψ∗1λ̃ : ∂t
dψ17→ −ε0∂ν + e−ε0τRUS

λ̃7→ 1

∂τ 7→ ∂u − ε0te
−ε0τRUS 7→ ε0t− ε0t = 0

∂y 7→ (φµUS)∗∂y 7→ eε0τ (φµUS)∗(ζ · ∂y) = eε0τζ · ∂y
∂ζ 7→ (φµUS)∗∂ζ 7→ 0
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There exists a similar map on the other end of N , consequently the completion of N is

N∗ = R× (−εν , εν)× US
λ∗ = −νF (u)du+G(u)λΓ

where G = eε0|u−U | and F = 1 for |u| ≥ U − ε.
Moreover, the boundary ot the conormal of a strand ending at z0 ∈ S is the unit fiber
{u = U, ν = 0, z = z0}, whose preimage by ψ1 is {t = 0, τ = 0, y = z0}. Hence the
Legendrian completed by wrapping with an Hamiltonian H is, in N∗ :

ΛH = Λ ∪
{(
u, ν = ε0fH(|u− U |), z, η

)
, |u| ≥ U, (z, η) ∈ φg̃H(|u−U |)

US Uz0S
}
,

where fH and g̃H are given by (see section 3.1) :

fH(x) =

∫ x

0
eε0xH ′′dx

g̃H(x) = H ′(x) + µ(x,−fH(x)) = H ′ − fH(x)e−ε0x

= H ′ − e−ε0x
∫
eε0xH ′′.

5.2.3 Lifting to the plane

We now lift the strands to paths f̂i : [−U,U ] → R2. The projection R2 → S induces a
contactomorphism Π : (UR2, kerλeu) → (UT2, kerλUS), where λeu is the form induced by
the flat metric R2 (note that the forms induce by the flat and hyperbolic metrics on R2 are
proportionals). We now lift the neighbourhood. Define

N̂ = [−U,U ]u × [−ε, ε]ν × UR2
(ẑ,η̂)

λ̂ = −νF (u)du+G(u)Π∗λΓ.

Torus case. We now assume that S = T2, hence Π∗λUS = λeu. A modification of the
standard contactomorphism (UR2, λeu) ' (J1(S1), λst) make the situation boil down to
J1(R× S1) : define

J1(Ra × S1
q )→ N̂

ψ2 : (s; a, q;α, p) 7→
(
u = a, ẑ =

p+ sq

G(a)
, ν(a, α); η̂ = q

)
where q ∈ S1 ⊂ R2, α ∈ R, and p ∈ R2 is such that p · q = 0.

Lemma 5.6. By taking ν = Gα+G′

GF , we get ψ∗2λ̂ = ds−αda− pdq. Moreover the conormal
of a strand f : [−U,U ]→ S becomes the 1-jet of the function hf : R× S1 → R, defined by

• if |u| ≤ U, hf = G(a)f̂(a) · q ;
• if |a| ≥ U, hf = eε0|a−U |z0 · q + ε0

∫ |a−U |
0 eε0xH ′dx.

where f̂ is a lift [−U,U ]→ R2.
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Proof. In coordinates we have λ̂ = −F (u)νdu+G(u)λeu, and we compute

ψ∗2λ̂ : ∂s
dψ27→ 1

G
q∂z

λ̂7→ q.q = 1

∂a 7→ ∂u + ∗∂ν −
G′

G2
(p+ sq)∂z 7→ −

Gα+G′

GF
F − G′

G2
Gq · (p+ sq)

= α+
G′

G
− G′

G
= α

∂qi 7→
s

G
∂zi + ∂ηi 7→ sq · ∂zi = 0 because ∂qi is orthogonal to q

∂α 7→ ∗∂ν 7→ 0

∂p 7→
1

G
p∂z + ∗∂η 7→

1

G
p · q = 0.

Now let ΛH ⊂ N∗ be the conormal of a strand f : [−U,U ]→ S, that we lift to Λ̂∗ ⊂ N̂ . It is
not necessary to explicit all equations to express ψ∗2(Λ̂), because the coordinate s determine
the Legendrian :

• if |a| ≤ U , we have p+ sq = G(a)f̂(a), hence s = (p+ sq) · q = G(a)f̂(a) · q ;
• if |a| ≥ U , we have

φxUR2(Uẑ0R
2) = {(ẑ, η̂)| |ẑ − ẑ0| = x, η̂ =

ẑ − ẑ0

|ẑ − ẑ0|
},

hence when (z, η) = (p+sqG , q), the condition (ẑ, η̂) ∈ φg̃HUS(Uẑ0R2) implies

g̃H = |z − z0| = (z − z0) · z − z0

|z − z0|

= (
p+ sq

G
− z0) · q =

s

G
− z0 · q.

On this region G = eε0(|a−U |, so

s = G(g̃H + z0 · q)
= eε0|a−U |

(
H ′(|a− U |) + z0 · q

)
− fH(|a− U |).

Moreover eε0xH ′ −
∫ x

0 e
ε0xH ′′ = ε0

∫
eε0xH ′.

Higher genus. When g(S) > 1, ie if the surface is not a torus anymore, lifting the
contact form (induced by a metric with constant curvature) from UgS to UR2 ' J1(S1)
yields a contact form which differs of the standard contact form by a conformal factor. To
use the results of the euclidean case. we interpolate toward the standard form. In each
degree, there is a chord by homotopy class, hence the map induced by a cobordism is a
trivial isomorphism trivial (at the chain level). Once again we get two Legendrians : the
zero section and the 1-jet of a function h = G(a)f̂(a) · q + H̃(a).

Remark 5.7. If S is not a torus, we can still use this description by taking two strands very
close (and by fixing the perturbation making the manifold sutured).
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5.3 Proof of the theorem

We compute the exact triangle associated to the local braid Btk . Pick a point z0 ∈ S, and
choose the braid given by

f1 : u 7→ z0 + ε1e
iηk(u)

f2 : u 7→ z0

where ηk : [−U,U ]→ R is
• increasing (resp. decreasing) if k ≥ 0 (resp. k ≤ 0) ;
• vanishing on [−U, 3U

5 ] ;
• evaluating to 2πk on [4U

5 , U ].
Complete the Legendrian Λ1 ∪ Λ2 = UB1(I × S) ∪ UB2(I × S), by wrapping Λ1 using
Hamiltonian H, so it is included in N∗. Pick a lift to R2 such that 0 projects to z0, and
(ε1, 0) projects to z0 + ε1, the end of B1. Then ψ∗2(Λ̂) ⊂ J1(R × S1) is the 1-jet of the
functions

h1(a, q) = G(a)ε1 cos(θ + ηk(a)) if |u| ≤ U

ε1e
ε0|a−U | cos θ + ε0

∫ |a−U |
0

eε0xH ′ if |u| ≥ U

h2(a, q) = 0

where q = eiθ ∈ R2.
Since the homolomorphic strips in J1(S1 × R), with boundary in Λ1 ∩ Λ2, correspond to
Morse trajectories of h = h2 − h1, we define H̃ = ε0

∫ x
0 e

ε0xH ′, and we compute

dh1 = ε1

(
cos(θ + ηk)G

′ − sin(θ + ηk)η
′)da− ε1 sin(θ + ηk)dθ if |a| ≤ U

ε0

(
ε1e

ε0|a−U | cos θ + H̃ ′(|a− U |)
)
da− ε1e

|a−U | sin θdθ if |a| ≥ U.

This differential vanishes when sin(θ + ηk) = 0 and G′ = 0, if |a| ≤ U , or when sin θ = 0
and ε1e

ε0|a−U | + H̃ ′(|a − U |) = 0. The function h presents three positive critical points,
which we denote c0 ∈ {|a| ≤ U} and c± ∈ {±a ≥ U}, and there exists a unique rigid
Morse trajectory of Morse from c± à c0, in the neighbourhood of the path parametrized by
θ = π − ηk(a), see figure 8.

Lemma 5.8. For ε0 small enough and G close enough of 1, we can count curves in (N∗, λ∗)

Proof. Indeed the difference of actions between c± and c0 converge toward 0 when ε0 goes
to 0 and G goes to 1. The monotonicity result proposition 3.9 implies that a curve a small
energy stays in N∗. Note that their might also be other long chords, because of the topology
of the surface, however their action can be made as big as necessary so we can ignore them
by a standard action-filtration argument.

Hence the wrapped Legendrian complex is WLC(Λ1,Λ2) = C[1] ⊕ C ⊕ C[1], and the
differential is

∂c0γ = 0 ∂c−γ = c0
γ ∂c+γ = µ−kx c0

γµ
k
y

We now prove the theorem. If Λk and Λk′ are isotopic (as Legendrians), we can glue them
together to obtain an isotopy between Λ0 and Λk−k′ . Thus we can assume, without loss of
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a

θ

h
c−

c0
c+

Figure 8: The graph of the function h (with the zero section in gray) for the braid with one
twist. In red, its positive critical points and its gradient trajectories.

generality, that k′ = 0. The invariance of the exact triangle implies the commutativity of
the following diagram

// C
0 //

F∗
��

C[1]
f0 //

FW∗
��

C[1]⊕ C[1]
Id⊕δ0 //

Id
��

C
0 //

F∗
��

// C
0 // C[1]

fk // C[1]⊕ C[1]
Id⊕δk // C

0 //

where the maps f0, fk, δ0 and δk are morphisms of Z[µx]− Z[µy]-bimodules, and

f0(cγ) = (cγ , cγ), δ0 = Id, δk(cγ) = µ−kx cγµ
k
y .

The kernel of Id⊕δ0 is the anti-diagonal, generated by the elements (cγ ,−cγ), which implies
that k = 0.

5.4 Sketch in the general case

We quickly present the strategy to handle the general case, which will be treated in a
forthcoming paper. Given a pure braid B with n strands in Σ, our goal is to construct
an automorphism of π1(Σ \ {x1...xn}) (up to inner automorphism). This is a complete
invariants by Dehn–Nielsen–Baer theorem, see [FM11, Theorem 8.1].
The main idea was mentioned in section 2.5 : given two Legendrians Λ and Λ0 in a closed,
compact contact manifold (V, ξ), the Legendrian contact homology of Λ0 in

VΛ = V \ N (Λ)

is an invariant of the (ordered) pair of Legendrians. From another point of view, it is the
contact homology of Λ0 in (V, ξ) stopped at Λ.
This construction should extend to the sutured setting : consider a sutured Legendrian
Λ ⊂ (V, λ,Γ). After removing a neighbourhood, we get a "2-sutured" contact manifold
VΛ, with two kinds of boundary. We can complete it so that, at infinity, it looks like the
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contactisation of some Liouville sector (for the appropriate notion of sector). Moreover,
the exact sequence from section 4.4 should be modified as follows. If Λ0,Λ1 are two other
sutured Legendrians in (V, λ,Γ), we should get an inclusion as before

LC(Λ0,Λ1;VΛ) ↪→WLC(Λ0,Λ1;VΛ),

whose quotient is the exterior complex. For simple situations (notably when we don’t
need to augment the chords), the exterior homology should be isomorphic to the stopped
homology of the boundary :

LCext(Λ0,Λ1;VΛ) ' LC(∂Λ0, ∂Λ1; Γ∂Λ),

and the exact sequence is an invariant (in the sense of section 4.4) under isotopy of
(Λ0,Λ1,Λ) fixed at the boundary (note that the construction from section 4.5 might be
more adapted).
We now take for sutured contact manifold the unit bundle V = U(I × Σ), and for sutured
Legendrian stop the conormal Λ = ΛB, which is a collection of n cylinders. Finally Λ0 and
Λ1 are the conormals of two push-off of the first strand.
The boundary of ΛB are unit fibers in the suture Γ = UΣ t UΣ, and by definition the
complement of the unit fiber over x ∈ Σ is U(Σ \ {x}). Thus, the exterior homology is the
relative Legendrian homology of two unit fibers in U(Σ \ {x1...xn}), in other words

LHext(Λ0,Λ1;VΛ) ' Z[π1(Σ \ {x1...xn})]⊕ Z[π1(Σ \ {x1...xn})].

Moreover if we add the product structure obtained by counting pair of pants (notice that
we can identify the chords of Λi with the mixed chords from Λ0 to Λ1), we can upgrade
this to a ring isomorphism.
On the other hand, using techniques from [Dat22], we should prove that, to compute
Legendrian homology, we can replace VΛ = U(I × Σ) \ ΛB by U(I × Σ \ B). Hence,
using the homotopical restrictions on the differential, we get the exact sequence

→ C0 → C → C−[1]⊕ C+[1]→,

where C = C± = C0 = Z[π1(Σ \ {x1...xn})], and the boundary map will be induced by
the classical map raised by the braid fB ∈ Aut(π1(Σ \ {x1...xn})). As previously, we can
recover this map using the invariance of the exact triangle.
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