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Abstract. In this paper, we show that the pointwise finite-dimensional two-

parameter persistence module HF(•,•]
∗ , defined in terms of interlevel filtered

Floer homology, is rectangle-decomposable. This allows for the definition of a

barcode B(•,•]
∗ consisting only of rectangles in R2 associated with HF(•,•]

∗ . We

observe that this rectangle barcode contains information about Usher’s bound-
ary depth and spectral invariants developed by Oh, Schwarz, and Viterbo.

Moreover, we introduce a novel invariant extracted from B(•,•]
∗ , which proves

instrumental in detecting periodic solutions of Hamiltonian systems. Addition-

ally, we establish relevant stability results, particularly concerning the bottle-
neck distance and Hofer’s distance.
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1. Introduction

1.1. Backgrounds on multiparameter persistence modules. Persistent ho-
mology is a powerful tool in Topological Data Analysis (TDA) for exploring the
shape of data. For instance, given a compact space X and a positive function on
X, we consider a filtration as shown in (1), where T is the maximum of f and
Xt = {x ∈ X | f(x) ≤ t} represents the sublevel set of X.

(1) ∅ = X0 ⊂ X1 ⊂ · · · ⊂ XT−1 ⊂ XT = X.

This filtration leads to a sequence in homology with coefficients in a field F, illus-
trating the concept of persistence of cycles in the data.

0 = H∗(X
0)

i01−−→ H∗(X
1)

i12−−→ · · · iT−2,T−1−−−−−−→ H∗(X
T−1)

iT−1,T−−−−→ H∗(X
T ) = H∗(X).

In a broader context, given a partially ordered set P considered as a category, a
P -indexed persistence module (Definition 2.5) is defined to be a functor M from P
to the category VectF of F-vector spaces with morphisms F-linear maps. When P is
a totally ordered set, M is considered to be a one-parameter persistence module (see
[Car09, Ghr08] for a survey). For example, the collection

(
{H∗(X

t)}t∈Z, {itt′}t≤t′
)

defined by the filtration (1) is a Z-indexed persistence module. The Normal Form
Theorem (Theorem 2.8) states that every pointwise finite-dimensional (p.f.d.) one-
parameter persistence module can be decomposed into interval modules (see Exam-
ple 2.6 for the definition), leading to the definition of a barcode which is a multiset
of intervals in the totally ordered set P with multiplicity.

However, in the case of a general partially ordered set P , not every p.f.d. P -
indexed persistence module M can be decomposed similarly (see, e.g., [BL23, Ex-
ample 4.6]). Therefore, one cannot associate a multiset which consists of intervals
(Definition 2.1) in the partially ordered set P to the persistence module M.

Let us consider the two-parameter setting. Namely, let P be the direct product
of two totally ordered sets (T1,⪯1) and (T2,⪯2). We define a partial order ⪯ on
P = T1 × T2 by

(x1, x2) ⪯ (y1, y2) ⇐⇒ x1 ⪯1 y1 and x2 ⪯2 y2.

A (T1×T2)-indexed persistence module M is considered as a two-parameter persis-
tence module and also called a bipersistence module. We call a (T1 × T2)-indexed
persistence module M block-decomposable (resp. rectangle-decomposable) if M can
be decomposed into interval modules and the associated barcode consists only of
blocks (resp. rectangles) in T1 × T2, see Definitions 2.3 and 2.4.

1.2. Results. Usher and Zhang [UZ16] introduced the notion of Floer-type com-
plexes over a Novikov field ΛF,Γ (see Section 3.1 for details) and studied the induced
one-parameter persistence modules. More concretely, they proved that the associ-
ated barcodes completely determine the filtered chain homotopy type of the chain
complex. In this paper, we investigate two-parameter persistence modules defined
by Floer-type complexes. Let us state our main theorem.

Theorem 1.1 (Theorem 4.1). Let (C∗, ∂, ℓ) be a Floer-type complex over a Novikov

field ΛF,Γ and k ∈ Z a degree. Then the Floer-type bipersistence module H(•,•]
k (C∗)

is weakly-exact (see Definition 2.14). Moreover, if Γ = {0}, then the Floer-type

bipersistence module H(•,•]
k (C∗) is rectangle-decomposable.

In the rest of the introduction, we will explain specific examples and applications.



FLOER-TYPE BIPERSISTENCE MODULES AND RECTANGLE BARCODES 3

1.2.1. Morse persistence modules. As a suitable example for the above scenario,
here we mention Morse homology (see Section 5 for details). Let M be a closed
manifold and f : M → R a Morse function on M . The Morse homology HM∗(f)
of f is the homology of the chain complex (CM∗(f), ∂) whose k-th chain group
CMk(f) is generated by the critical points of f of Morse index k over Z/2Z and
boundary operator ∂ is the counting of negative gradient flow lines of f between
critical points with relative Morse index one. Since the function f decreases along
negative gradient flow lines, the boundary operator ∂ descends to a map on the

subcomplex CM(−∞,t]
∗ (f), t ∈ R, generated by the critical points p with f(p) ≤ t.

Moreover, if t ≤ t′, then the inclusion CM(−∞,t]
∗ (f) ⊂ CM(−∞,t′]

∗ (f) induces a linear

map ιtt′ : HM(−∞,t]
∗ (f) → HM(−∞,t′]

∗ (f). Now the collection

HM•
∗(f) =

({
HM(−∞,t]

∗ (f)
}
t∈R

, {ιtt′}t≤t′
)

is a p.f.d. R-indexed persistence module. Thus we obtain the associated barcode
which consists of intervals in R. The barcode extracts much information such as
spectral invariants, boundary depth and so on (see, e.g., an excellent book [PRSZ20]
written by Polterovich, Rosen, Samvelyan, and Zhang for details). We will explore
the relationship between barcodes and well-known invariants in the context of Floer
Theory in Section 6.

On the other hand, of course we can also consider the quotient complex

CM(a,b]
∗ (f) = CM(−∞,b]

∗ (f)/CM(−∞,a]
∗ (f),

where a, b ∈ R with a < b, and then obtain a p.f.d. (R × R)-indexed persistence

module HM(•,•]
∗ (f), see Section 3.3. Here we note that Polterovich and Shelukhin

[PS16, Definition 2.1] also defined a similar notion called a restricted two-parametric
(r2p) persistence module. Our main theorem (Theorem 1.1) establishes that the

two-parameter persistence module HM(•,•]
∗ (f) is rectangle-decomposable, and con-

sequently, a barcode consisting only of rectangles in R2 can be associated with

HM(•,•]
∗ (f).

1.2.2. Hamiltonian persistence modules. As another crucial example, we will deal
with Floer homology in Section 6. Floer homology is a powerful homological theory
developed by Floer [Flo88, Flo89] to prove the Arnold conjecture, which states that
the number of fixed points of Hamiltonian diffeomorphisms of a closed symplectic
manifold (M,ω) is bounded below by the minimum number of critical points for
any smooth function on M (see, e.g., [MS17, Chapter 11]). Roughly speaking,
Floer homology is an infinite-dimensional analogy of Morse homology. To be more
precise, given a free homotopy class α of loops in M and a non-degenerate time-
dependent Hamiltonian H, the chain group of the Floer chain complex is generated
by one-periodic solutions of the Hamiltonian equation defined by H in the class
α over Z/2Z. The least action principle claims that such one-periodic solutions
are considered as critical points of the action functional which is well-defined on
a certain covering of the loop space of M . Under a suitable assumption on the
symplectic manifold (M,ω), one then obtain a p.f.d. two-parameter persistence

module HF(•,•]
∗ (H;α) which is rectangle-decomposable due to our main theorem

(Theorem 1.1). We call HF(•,•]
∗ (H;α) the Hamiltonian bipersistence module of

H in the class α. Let B(−•,•]
∗ (H;α) denote the associated rectangle barcode. In

this paper, we introduce stability results (Theorems 6.6 and 6.13) and discuss its
application (Proposition 6.17 and Theorem 6.19).

Given (C1, C2) ∈ R2 and ℓ1, ℓ2 ∈ (0,∞], we set R(C1, C2; ℓ1, ℓ2) to be the rec-
tangle

R(C1, C2; ℓ1, ℓ2) = [C1 − ℓ1, C1)× [C2, C2 + ℓ2).
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Such rectangles can be classified into the following four types (Figure 1):

(S) R(C1, C2;∞,∞) with infinite length and width.
(B) R(C1, C2;∞, ℓ2) with infinite length ℓ1 = ∞ and finite width ℓ2.
(N) R(C1, C2; ℓ1,∞) with infinite length ℓ2 = ∞ and finite width ℓ1.
(R) R(C1, C2; ℓ1, ℓ2) with finite length and width.

The initials S, B, N, and R correspond to “spectral invariant,” “boundary depth,”
“non-cycle depth,” and “true rectangle,” respectively. In Section 6, we will explain
its origin.

Type (S)

Type (B)

Type (N)

Type (R)

spectral invariant

boundary depth

−∞

Figure 1. Rectangles of the four types

The following result provides a fundamental understanding of the structure of
Hamiltonian bipersistence modules.

Theorem 1.2 (Theorems 6.5 and 6.10). Let (M,ω) be a symplectically aspherical
symplectic manifold. Let α ∈ [S1,M ] be a free homotopy class of loops in M and
H a non-degenerate Hamiltonian. If α is non-trivial, we assume that (M,ω) is
symplectically atoroidal. Then for each degree k ∈ Z, the Hamiltonian persistence

module HF(•,•]
k (H;α) in the class α contains the direct summand⊕

x∈P1(H;α)

(Z/2Z)R(AH,α(x),AH,α(x);ℓ1x,ℓ2x),

where the constants ℓ1x, ℓ2x ∈ (0,∞] are uniquely determined by x ∈ P1(H;α).

Here P1(H;α) is the set of one-periodic orbits of H in the class α and (Z/2Z)I
is the interval module of an interval I (see Example 2.6).

Remark 1.3. Theorem 1.2 claims that every one-periodic orbit must contribute to

the bipersistence module HF(•,•]
k (H;α) as a generator. This does not apply in the

one-parameter setting, as some critical points may never become cycles. Such crit-
ical points correspond to rectangles of types (N) and (R), see Figure 1. Namely,
we cannot detect critical points of types (N) and (R) from the one-parameter per-

sistence module HF(−∞,•]
k (H;α). This discussion suggests that our framework is

well-suited for addressing the problem of finding critical points.

Remark 1.4. Usher [Ush23] also studied the interlevel persistence and employs the
concept of filtered matched pairs to effectively encode and align the sublevel set
information. Actually he obtained similar barcodes, see [Ush23, Theorem 8.10].
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At a chain complex level, Chachólski, Giunti, and Landi [CGL21, Theorem 4.2]
obtained a decomposition theorem for parametrized chain complexes which are
finite-dimensional in each degree and vanishing for higher degrees and whose tran-
sition morphisms are monomorphisms (compare with Example 2.17).

We note that rectangles of types (S) and (B) in the barcode of the Floer biper-

sistence module HF(−•,•]
∗ (H;α) correspond to intervals of the form [C2, C2 + ℓ2)

in the barcode of the one-parameter Floer persistence module HF(−∞,•]
∗ (H;α) =

HF•
∗(H;α), recall Figure 1. In Section 6, for the trivial class α = 0 (which cor-

responds to the class of contractible orbits), we see that the set of the values C2

of the rectangles of type (S) in the barcode B(−•,•]
∗ (H; 0) coincides with the image

of the spectral invariant [Oh05, Sch00, Vit92] of the Hamiltonian diffeomorphism
φH defined by H. The spectral invariants enjoy many properties established by
Y.-G. Oh [Oh05, Oh06] and induce other important invariants including spectral
norms, Calabi quasi-morphisms, and Entov and Polterovich’s partial symplectic
quasi-states. The interested readers are referred to a wonderful book [PR14] writ-
ten by Polterovich and Rosen, and references therein. On the other hand, the

largest value of ℓ2 among the rectangles of type (B) in the barcode B(−•,•]
∗ (H;α)

is the boundary depth of the Hamiltonian H, introduced by Usher [Ush11], see also
[Ush12, Ush13] for various applications in Symplectic Topology.

As is mentioned in Remark 1.3, as long as considering the one-parameter case
only, information about critical points corresponding to rectangles of types (N)
and (R) cannot be obtained. Actually, if α is non-trivial, the whole Floer homology
HF∗(H;α) vanishes (see Remark 6.8). In this case, no rectangles of type (S) appear

in the barcode. The interlevel filtered Floer homology HF(a,b]
∗ (H;α) for a small

action window (a, b] was used to detect non-contractible periodic orbits [Gür13,
GG16, Ori17, Ori19, Sug23]. As a sample result, we will recover Gürel’s theorem
[Gür13, Theorem 1.1] in the language of our rectangle barcodes as Theorem 6.19.

1.3. Organization of the paper. This paper commences with an overview of
multiparameter persistence modules in Section 2, providing the necessary theo-
retical background. In Section 3, we define Floer-type bipersistence modules and
prepare the groundwork for further discussion. In Section 4, we state and prove
our main theorem (Theorem 4.1). Chapters 5 and 6 are devoted to the practical
implications of our work, discussing applications within Morse Theory and Floer
Theory, respectively.

2. Multiparameter persistence modules

In this section, we define persistence modules indexed by elements of partially
ordered sets. We mainly follow an excellent survey [BL23]. Let us fix a field F.

2.1. Intervals in partially ordered sets. Let (P,⪯) be a partially ordered set.

Definition 2.1. A non-empty subset I of P is called an interval if I satisfies the
following conditions.

(i) For any x, y ∈ I and z ∈ P , the condition x ⪯ z ⪯ y implies z ∈ I.
(ii) For any x, y ∈ I there exist z1, . . . , zk ∈ I such that zi and zi+1 are

comparable for all 0 ≤ i ≤ k, where z0 = x and zk+1 = y.

A multiset of intervals in P is called a barcode over P .

Example 2.2. Intervals in a totally ordered set T are of the forms

(x, y) = { z ∈ T | x ≺ z ≺ y }, (x, y] = { z ∈ T | x ≺ z ⪯ y },
[x, y) = { z ∈ T | x ⪯ z ≺ y }, and [x, y] = { z ∈ T | x ⪯ z ⪯ y },
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where x, y ∈ T ∪ {±∞}. We call intervals of the forms (−∞, y] and (−∞, y) (resp.
[x,∞) and (x,∞)) downsets (resp. upsets).

In general, there are many types of intervals in partially ordered sets. Let
T1, . . . , Tn be totally ordered sets. We consider the product T1 × · · · × Tn and
define a partial order ⪯ on the product by

(x1, . . . , xn) ⪯ (y1, . . . , yn) ⇐⇒ xi ⪯ yi for any i = 1, . . . , n.

Definition 2.3. A rectangle in the product T1 × · · ·×Tn is an interval of the form
I1 × · · · × In, where I1, . . . , In are intervals in T1, . . . , Tn, respectively.

Definition 2.4. A block in the product T1×T2 is an interval which can be written
as one of the following forms:

(i) D1 ×D2 for downsets D1 and D2,
(ii) U1 × U2 for upsets U1 and U2,
(iii) I1 × T2 for an interval I1,
(iv) T1 × I2 for an interval I2.

We note that every block in T1 × T2 is a rectangle. A barcode consists only of
blocks (resp. rectangles) is referred to as a block barcode (resp. rectangle barcode).

2.2. Persistence modules as functors. Every partially ordered set (P,⪯) can
be viewed as a category whose objects are the elements of P and morphisms are

homP (x, y) =

{
{∗} if x ⪯ y,

∅ otherwise.

Let VectF denote the category of F-vector spaces and F-linear maps.

Definition 2.5. Let P be a partially ordered set. A (P -indexed) persistence module
is a functor M : P → VectF. A persistence module M is said to be pointwise finite-
dimensional (p.f.d.) if each F-vector space Mx, x ∈ P , is finite-dimensional.

Let PmodP denote the abelian category of P -indexed persistence modules with
morphisms the natural transformations. Actually, we can consider the direct sum
M1 ⊕M2 of persistence modules M1 and M2 by considering pointwise:

(M1 ⊕M2)x = (M1)x ⊕ (M2)x, x ∈ P.

A persistence moduleM is said to be indecomposable ifM′ = 0 orM′′ = 0 whenever
M admits a decomposition M ∼= M′ ⊕M′′.

Example 2.6. Let I be an interval in a partially ordered set P . We define a
persistence module FI : P → VectF by

(FI)x =

{
F if x ∈ I,

0 otherwise,
homFI

(x, y) =

{
idF if x, y ∈ I with x ⪯ y,

0 otherwise.

We call FI the interval module. According to [BL18, Proposition 2.2], FI is inde-
composable.

Example 2.7. Let T1, . . . , Tn be totally ordered sets. A (T1 × · · · × Tn)-indexed
persistence module is called amultiparameter or an n-parameter persistence module.
Moreover, we also call a two-parameter persistence module a bipersistence module.
A bipersistence module M : T1 × T2 → VectF induces a commutative diagram

M(a,b′)
//M(a′,b′)

M(a,b)

OO

//M(a′,b)

OO

whenever a, a′ ∈ T1 and b, b′ ∈ T2 satisfy a ⪯ a′ and b ⪯ b′.
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2.3. Interval decomposability. One can associate a barcode to every p.f.d. one-
parameter persistence module due to the celebrated Normal Form Theorem ([BCB20,
Theorem 1.2] and [CB15]):

Theorem 2.8 (Normal Form Theorem). Let T be a totally ordered set and M a
p.f.d. T -indexed persistence module. Then there exists a unique multiset B(M) of
intervals in T such that

M ∼=
⊕

I∈B(M)

FI .

We call B(M) the barcode of M. However, for a general partially ordered set
P , not every P -indexed persistence module admits the decomposition into interval
modules. Instead, we can decompose them into indecomposable persistence mod-
ules.

Theorem 2.9 ([BCB20, Theorem 1.1] and [GR92, CB15]). Let P be a partially
ordered set and M a p.f.d. P -indexed persistence module. Then there exists a family
{Mα}α∈A of indecomposable persistence modules such that

(2) M ∼=
⊕
α∈A

Mα.

Moreover, the decomposition (2) in Theorem 2.9 is unique up to isomorphisms
due to the Azumaya–Krull–Remak–Schmidt theorem [Azu50].

Theorem 2.10 ([Azu50, Theorem 1]). Let P be a partially ordered set and M
a P -indexed persistence module. Assume that M admits two decompositions into
indecomposable summands:

M ∼=
⊕
α∈A

Mα ∼=
⊕
β∈B

Mβ .

Then there exists a bijection σ : A→ B such that Mα ∼= Mσ(α) for any α ∈ A.

One may consider defining the barcode of a p.f.d. P -indexed persistence mod-
ule to be the family {Mα}α∈A of indecomposable modules. However it is quite
complicated to deal with.

Definition 2.11. Let P be a partially ordered set. A P -indexed persistence module
M is called interval-decomposable if there exists a multiset B(M) of intervals in P
such that

M ∼=
⊕

I∈B(M)

FI .

Due to Theorem 2.10, we can define the barcode of an interval-decomposable
persistence module M to be B(M).

Remark 2.12. As pointed out in [BL23, Example 4.6], not every P -indexed persis-
tence module M has a good barcode B in the sense that

rank (Mx → My) = #{S ∈ B | x, y ∈ S } whenever x ⪯ y ∈ P.

Accordingly, instead of sticking to good barcodes, many authors suggest other prac-
tical invariants such as the Hilbert function, the (generalized) rank invariant, the
multi-graded Betti numbers, the fibered barcode, and so on. We refer the reader
to [BL23, Section 4.2] and references therein.

We introduce some important classes of persistence modules which admit good
barcodes.

Definition 2.13. Let T1, . . . , Tn be totally ordered sets.
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(i) A (T1×T2)-indexed persistence module M is said to be block-decomposable
if M is interval-decomposable and all intervals in B(M) are blocks.

(ii) A (T1 × · · · × Tn)-indexed persistence module M is said to be rectangle-
decomposable if M is interval-decomposable and all intervals in B(M) are
rectangles.

From now on, we focus on the case n = 2. By definition, all block-decomposable
persistence modules are rectangle-decomposable. These properties have equivalent
formulations based on local conditions. Let P ⊂ T1 × T2 be a partially ordered set
and M a P -indexed persistence module. We choose (a, b), (a, b′), (a′, b), (a′, b′) ∈ P
satisfying a ⪯ a′ and b ⪯ b′. Then we have the following commutative diagram
(compare Example 2.7):

M(a,b′)

fb′
aa′ //M(a′,b′)

M(a,b)

ga
bb′

OO

fb
aa′

//M(a′,b)

ga
′

bb′

OO

Definition 2.14. Let P ⊂ T1 × T2 be a partially ordered set and M a P -indexed
persistence module.

(i) M is called middle-exact [BCB20, CO20, CdSM09, CdS10] if the sequence

M(a,b)

(ga
bb′ ,f

b
aa′ )−−−−−−→ M(a,b′) ⊕M(a′,b)

fb′
aa′−ga

′
bb′−−−−−−→ M(a′,b′)

is exact whenever (a, b), (a, b′), (a′, b), (a′, b′) ∈ P satisfy a ⪯ a′ and b ⪯ b′.
(ii) M is called weakly-exact [BLO22, BLO23] if for any (a, b), (a, b′), (a′, b),

(a′, b′) ∈ P satisfying a ⪯ a′ and b ⪯ b′,

Im
(
M(a,b) → M(a′,b′)

)
= Im

(
M(a,b′) → M(a′,b′)

)
∩ Im

(
M(a′,b) → M(a′,b′)

)
,

Ker
(
M(a,b) → M(a′,b′)

)
= Ker

(
M(a,b) → M(a,b′)

)
+Ker

(
M(a,b) → M(a′,b)

)
.

One can check that the middle-exactness implies the weakly-exactness. The
middle-exactness and the weakly-exactness provide equivalent conditions for biper-
sistence modules to be block-decomposable and rectangle-decomposable, respec-
tively.

Theorem 2.15 ([BCB20, Theorem 1.3]). A p.f.d. (T1 × T2)-indexed persistence
module is middle-exact if and only if it is block-decomposable.

Let T be a totally ordered set. A subset S of T is coinitial if for any t ∈ T there
exists s ∈ S such that s ⪯ t. For example, given an interval I in R, the countable
subset (I ∩Q) ∪min I is coinitial.

Theorem 2.16 ([BLO23, Theorem 2.11]). Assume that every interval in T1 or
T2 admits a countable coinitial subset. Then a p.f.d. (T1 × T2)-indexed persistence
module is weakly-exact if and only if it is rectangle-decomposable.

We provide an example of a middle-exact persistence module.

Example 2.17 (Interlevel persistent homology). Let Rop = (R,⪯) denote the
opposite set of the usual (R,≤). Namely, a ⪯ a′ if and only if a ≥ a′. We define
U = { (a, b) ∈ Rop × R | a < b }. Let X be a topological space and f : X → R a
continuous function. Given (a, b) ∈ R2, let X [a,b] = f−1([a, b]) denote an interlevel
set of f . We fix (a, b), (a, b′), (a′, b), (a′, b′) ∈ U . If a ≤ a′ and b ≤ b′, then we have
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the following commutative diagram whose maps are inclusions:

(3) X [a,b′] X [a′,b′]? _
j2oo

X [a,b]
?�

j1

OO

X [a′,b]? _

i1
oo

?�

i2

OO

Moreover, X [a,b′] = X [a,b] ∪X [a′,b′] and X [a′,b] = X [a,b] ∩X [a′,b′]. The diagram (3)
induces the following commutative diagram in homology:

(4) H∗(X
[a,b′]) H∗(X

[a′,b′])
j2∗oo

H∗(X
[a,b])

j1∗

OO

H∗(X
[a′,b])

i1∗
oo

i2∗

OO

Therefore, the collection {H∗(X
[a,b])}(a,b)∈U with morphisms induced by inclusions

is a bipersistence module. Now the Mayer–Vietoris exact sequence

(5) · · · → H∗(X
[a′,b])

(i1∗,i2∗)−−−−−→ H∗(X
[a,b])⊕H∗(X

[a′,b′])
j1∗−j2∗−−−−−→ H∗(X

[a,b′]) → · · ·
implies that this bipersistence module is middle-exact. We refer the reader to
[BL23, Section 10.2] for a further discussion.

2.4. Interleaving distance and bottleneck distance. We define metrics on Rn-
indexed persistence modules and on barcodes over Rn, and introduce some stability
theorems. Let M be an Rn-indexed persistence module. Given u ∈ [0,∞)n, the u-
shift ofM is the Rn-indexed persistence moduleM[u] with objects (M[u])x = Mx+u

and morphisms

homM[u](x, y) = homM(x+ u, y + u).

Let ΦuM : M → M[u] be the morphism whose restriction to each Mx coincides
with the F-linear map homM(x, x + u) : Mx → Mx+u. For δ ∈ [0,∞), we write

δ⃗ = (δ, . . . , δ) ∈ [0,∞)n.

Definition 2.18. Let δ ∈ [0,∞). We say that two Rn-indexed persistence modules

M and N are δ-interleaved if there exist morphisms F : M → N[δ⃗] and G : N →
M[δ⃗] such that the following diagrams commute:

M
F //

Φ2δ⃗
M

66
N[δ⃗]

G[δ⃗] //M[2δ⃗] N
G //

Φ2δ⃗
N

66
M[δ⃗]

F [δ⃗] // N[2δ⃗]

The interleaving distance between M and N is defined to be

dint(M,N) = inf{ δ ≥ 0 | M and N are δ-interleaved }.

Now we define the bottleneck distance on barcodes over Rn. A matching µ : X ↛
Y between two multisets X and Y is a bijection µ : X ′ → Y ′, where X ′ ⊂ X and
Y ′ ⊂ Y . We write Coimµ = X ′ and Imµ = Y ′. Let δ ∈ [0,∞). We call two
intervals I and J in Rn are δ-interleaved if the corresponding interval modules FI
and FJ are δ-interleaved. Moreover, we call an interval I in Rn is δ-trivial if for

any x ∈ I we have x + δ⃗ ̸∈ I. Given a barcode B over Rn, let Bδ ⊂ B denote the
multiset of intervals in B which are not δ-trivial.

Definition 2.19. A δ-matching between two barcodes B and C is defined to be a
matching µ : B ↛ C satisfying the following conditions:
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(i) B2δ ⊂ Coimµ.
(ii) C2δ ⊂ Imµ.
(iii) If µ(I) = J , then I and J are δ-interleaved.

The bottleneck distance between B and C is defined to be

dbot(B, C) = inf{ δ ≥ 0 | there exists a δ-matching between B and C }.

For p.f.d. one-parameter persistence modules, the interleaving distance and the
bottleneck distance coincide. This is the celebrated isometry theorem (dint = dbot).

Theorem 2.20 ([CSEH07, CCSG+09, CdSGO16, BL15, BL20, Bje21]). For any
p.f.d. R-indexed persistence modules M and N, we have

dint(M,N) = dbot(B(M),B(N)).

Even in the multiparameter setting, we still have the converse algebraic stability
theorem (dint ≤ dbot):

Proposition 2.21 ([BL18, Proposition 2.13]). For any interval-decomposable Rn-
indexed persistence modules M and N, we have

dint(M,N) ≤ dbot(B(M),B(N)).

Unfortunately, it is known that the algebraic stability theorem (dint ≥ dbot) does
not hold in general. However, we have the following estimates due to Bjerkevik
[Bje21], see also [BL18, BOOS24].

Theorem 2.22 ([Bje21, Theorems 4.3 and 4.18]). Let M and N be p.f.d. rectangle-
decomposable Rn-indexed persistence modules. Then we have

dbot(B(M),B(N)) ≤ (2n− 1) dint(M,N),

and the bound is optimal for n = 2. Moreover, if M and N are block-decomposable
(in particular, n = 2), then

dbot(B(M),B(N)) ≤ dint(M,N).

Therefore, every p.f.d. block-decomposable persistence module satisfies the isom-
etry theorem (dint = dbot).

3. Floer-type bipersistence modules

In this section, we introduce Floer-type bipersistence modules defined in terms of
interlevel filtered Floer-type homology. Let us fix a ground field F and an additive
subgroup Γ ⊂ R.

3.1. Floer-type complexes. We define Floer-type complexes formulated by Usher
and Zhang [UZ16]. We mainly follow their paper [UZ16] and notation. The Novikov
field is defined to be

ΛF,Γ =

λ =
∑
γ∈Γ

aγs
γ

∣∣∣∣∣∣ aγ ∈ F and for any C ∈ R
#{ γ | aγ ̸= 0, γ < C } <∞

 ,

where s is a formal symbol. We note that ΛF,{0} = F if Γ is trivial.
Let ν : ΛF,Γ → R ∪ {∞} be the function defined by ν(λ) = min{ γ | aγ ̸= 0 },

where λ =
∑
γ∈Γ aγs

γ . Then ν is a valuation on the field ΛF,Γ in the sense that ν

satisfies the following axioms (see [UZ16, Definition 2.1]):

(i) ν(λ) = ∞ if and only if λ = 0,
(ii) ν(λ1λ2) = ν(λ1) + ν(λ2) for any λ1, λ2 ∈ ΛF,Γ,
(iii) ν(λ1 + λ2) ≥ min{ν(λ1), ν(λ2)} for any λ1, λ2 ∈ ΛF,Γ.
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Definition 3.1 ([UZ16, Definition 2.2]). A non-archimedean normed vector space
over ΛF,Γ is a pair (C, ℓ) which consists of a vector space C over ΛF,Γ equipped
with a function ℓ : C → R ∪ {−∞} satisfying the following conditions:

(i) ℓ(x) = −∞ if and only if x = 0,
(ii) ℓ(λx) = ℓ(x)− ν(λ) for any λ ∈ ΛF,Γ and x ∈ C,
(iii) ℓ(x+ y) ≤ max{ℓ(x), ℓ(y)} for any x, y ∈ C.

Definition 3.2 ([UZ16, Definition 2.10]). A finite-dimensional non-archimedean
normed vector space (C, ℓ) over ΛF,Γ is called orthogonalizable if C admits a basis
(w1, . . . , wn) which is orthogonal in the sense that

ℓ

(
dimC∑
i=1

λiwi

)
= max
i=1,...,dimC

(
ℓ(wi)− ν(λi)

)
.

Now we define Floer-type complexes.

Definition 3.3 ([UZ16, Definition 4.1]). A Floer-type complex (C∗, ∂, ℓ) over a
Novikov field ΛF,Γ is a chain complex (C∗ =

⊕
k∈Z Ck, ∂) over Λ

F,Γ equipped with
a function (called a filtration function) ℓ : C∗ → R∪{−∞} such that each (Ck, ℓ|Ck

)
is orthogonalizable, and for any x ∈ Ck we have ∂x ∈ Ck−1 with ℓ(∂x) ≤ ℓ(x).

In Sections 5 and 6, we will deal with concrete examples of Floer-type complexes.

3.2. One-parameter setting. Let (C∗, ∂, ℓ) be a Floer-type complex over a Novikov
field ΛF,Γ. For any t ∈ R, let us define

Ctk = {x ∈ Ck | ℓ(x) ≤ t }.

Since ℓ(∂x) ≤ ℓ(x), we obtain a subcomplex (Ct∗, ∂). We call its k-th homol-
ogy Ht

k = Hk(C
t
∗) the k-th sublevel filtered Floer-type homology. If t ≤ t′, then

the inclusion Ctk ↪→ Ct
′

k induces a homomorphism ιtt′ : H
t
k → Ht′

k . Moreover,
ιtt′′ = ιt′t′′ ◦ ιtt′ whenever t ≤ t′ ≤ t′′. Therefore, given a degree k ∈ Z, the pair(
{Ht

k}t∈R, {ιtt′}t≤t′
)
is an R-indexed parameter persistence module.

Definition 3.4. Given a Floer-type complex (C∗, ∂, ℓ) over Λ
F,Γ and a degree k ∈

Z, the one-parameter persistence module
(
{Ht

k}t∈R, {ιtt′}t≤t′
)
is called the Floer-

type persistence module in degree k, denoted by H•
k(C∗, ∂, ℓ), or H•

k(C∗) shortly.

If H•
k(C∗, ∂, ℓ) is p.f.d., then the Normal Form Theorem (Theorem 2.8) enables

us to define the barcode of H•
k(C∗, ∂, ℓ) denoted by B•

k(C∗) = B•
k(C∗, ∂, ℓ).

Remark 3.5. Usher and Zhang [UZ16] proved that the barcodes B•
∗(C∗) completely

determine the filtered chain homotopy type of the chain complex. Moreover, even
in cases where Γ is non-trivial, they defined two kinds of barcodes called the concise
barcode and the verbose barcode (see [UZ16, Definition 6.3]). They examined these
barcodes using a non-Archimedean singular value decomposition for the boundary
operator ∂ and derived various applications.

3.3. Two-parameter setting. Let a, b ∈ R. If a ≤ b, then we can define a
quotient complex

C
(a,b]
∗ = Cb∗/C

a
∗ =

{x ∈ C∗ | ℓ(x) ≤ b }
{x ∈ C∗ | ℓ(x) ≤ a }

.

We call its k-th homology H
(a,b]
k = Hk

(
C

(a,b]
∗

)
the k-th interlevel filtered Floer-type

homology, and the interval (a, b] is referred to as an action window. If a > b, we set

C
(a,b]
∗ = 0 and H

(a,b]
∗ = 0.
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Choose b′ ∈ R such that b ≤ b′. Then the inclusion Cbk ↪→ Cb
′

k descends to

C
(a,b]
k → C

(a,b′]
k , which induces a homomorphism in homology

ιabb′ : H
(a,b]
k → H

(a,b′]
k .

Choose a′ ∈ R such that a ≤ a′. If a′ ≤ b, then the quotient map Cbk ↠ Cbk/C
a′

k =

C
(a′,b]
k descends to C

(a,b]
k → C

(a′,b]
k since ∂(Cak ) ⊂ Cak ⊂ Ca

′

k . This induces a
homomorphism

πbaa′ : H
(a,b]
k → H

(a′,b]
k .

If a′ > b, we set πbaa′ = 0. As a summary, we obtain the following commutative
diagram:

(6) H
(a,b′]
k

πb′
aa′ // H(a′,b′]

k

H
(a,b]
k

ιa
bb′

OO

πb
aa′

// H(a′,b]
k

ιa
′

bb′

OO

It implies that the triple
(
{H(a,b]

k }(a,b)∈R2 , {ιabb′}a∈R, b≤b′ , {πbaa′}b∈R, a≤a′
)
is an R×

R-indexed persistence module.

Definition 3.6. Given a Floer-type complex (C∗, ∂, ℓ) over ΛF,Γ and a degree
k ∈ Z, the bipersistence module(

{H(a,b]
k }(a,b)∈R2 , {ιabb′}a∈R, b≤b′ , {πbaa′}b∈R, a≤a′

)
is called the Floer-type bipersistence module in degree k, denoted by H(•,•]

k (C∗, ∂, ℓ),

or H(•,•]
k (C∗) shortly.

Moreover, the short exact sequence

(7) 0 → C
(a,a′]
k

ιa
a′b−−→ C

(a,b]
k

πb
aa′−−−→ C

(a′,b]
k → 0

induces the long exact sequence

(8) · · · → H
(a,a′]
k

ιa
a′b−−→ H

(a,b]
k

πb
aa′−−−→ H

(a′,b]
k

∂−→ H
(a,a′]
k−1 → · · · .

4. Main theorem

In this section, we prove our main theorem (Theorem 4.1) and introduce a sta-
bility result (Corollary 4.2). Let F be a field and Γ ⊂ R an additive subgroup.

Theorem 4.1. Let (C∗, ∂, ℓ) be a Floer-type complex over the Novikov field ΛF,Γ

and k ∈ Z a degree. Then the Floer-type bipersistence module H(•,•]
k (C∗) is weakly-

exact. Moreover, if Γ = {0}, then the Floer-type bipersistence module H(•,•]
k (C∗) is

rectangle-decomposable.

Proof. For any a, a′, b, b′ ∈ R satisfying a ≤ a′ and b ≤ b′, we need to show that

(i) Im
(
H

(a,b]
k → H

(a′,b′]
k

)
= Im

(
H

(a,b′]
k → H

(a′,b′]
k

)
∩ Im

(
H

(a′,b]
k → H

(a′,b′]
k

)
,

(ii) Ker
(
H

(a,b]
k → H

(a′,b′]
k

)
= Ker

(
H

(a,b]
k → H

(a,b′]
k

)
+Ker

(
H

(a,b]
k → H

(a′,b]
k

)
,
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in the “rectangle” (6)

H
(a,b′]
k

πb′
aa′ // H(a′,b′]

k

H
(a,b]
k

ιa
bb′

OO

πb
aa′

// H(a′,b]
k .

ιa
′

bb′

OO

Let us start by handling with the trivial cases. We assume that a′ ≥ b. Since
(a′, b] = ∅, the bottom-right corner of the rectangle is zero. Therefore, (i) is equiv-
alent to

Im
(
H

(a,b]
k

0−→ H
(a′,b′]
k

)
= Im

(
H

(a,b′]
k → H

(a′,b′]
k

)
∩ Im

(
0 → H

(a′,b′]
k

)
,

which actually holds.
If (a′ ≥)a ≥ b, then the bottom-left corner of the rectangle also vanishes. Hence

(ii) holds:

Ker
(
0 → H

(a′,b′]
k

)
= Ker

(
0 → H

(a,b′]
k

)
+Ker

(
0 → H

(a′,b]
k

)
.

On the other hand, if a′ ≥ b′(≥ b), then the top-right corner of the rectangle
vanishes. In this case (ii) means that

Ker
(
H

(a,b]
k

0−→ H
(a′,b′]
k

)
= Ker

(
H

(a,b]
k → H

(a,b′]
k

)
+Ker

(
H

(a,b]
k → 0

)
,

which is also true.
Now we deal with the general case a ≤ a′ < b ≤ b′. We consider the following

commutative diagram, whose rows are short exact sequences (compare (7)).

(9) 0 // C(a,a′]
k

ιa
a′b′ // C(a,b′]

k

πb′
aa′ // C(a′,b′]

k
// 0

0 // C(a,a′]
k ιa

a′b

// C(a,b]
k

ιa
bb′

OO

πb
aa′

// C(a′,b]
k

ιa
′

bb′

OO

// 0

Then we obtain the following commutative diagram, whose rows are induced long
exact sequences (compare (8)).

(10) · · · // H(a,a′]
k

ιa
a′b′ // H(a,b′]

k

πb′
aa′ // H(a′,b′]

k
∂ // H(a,a′]

k−1
// · · ·

· · · // H(a,a′]
k ιa

a′b

// H(a,b]
k

ιa
bb′

OO

πb
aa′

// H(a′,b]
k

ιa
′

bb′

OO

∂
// H(a,a′]

k−1
// · · ·

To show (i), let

α ∈ Im
(
H

(a,b′]
k → H

(a′,b′]
k

)
∩ Im

(
H

(a′,b]
k → H

(a′,b′]
∗

)
.

Then there exists β ∈ H
(a′,b]
k such that ιa

′

bb′(β) = α. Since α ∈ Imπb
′

aa′ = Ker ∂, we

obtain ∂(β) = ∂
(
ιa

′

bb′(β)
)
= ∂(α) = 0 by the commutativity of the right rectangle in

the diagram. Thus β ∈ Ker ∂ = Imπbaa′ , which implies that one can find γ ∈ H
(a,b]
k

such that πbaa′(γ) = β. Therefore, α = ιa
′

bb′(β) = ιa
′

bb′(π
b
aa′(γ)). It means that

α ∈ Im
(
H

(a,b]
k → H

(a′,b′]
k

)
. The opposite implication is obvious.
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Now we show (ii). let α ∈ Ker
(
H

(a,b]
k → H

(a′,b′]
k

)
. Then ιabb′(α) ∈ Kerπb

′

aa′ =

Im ιaa′b′ , which implies that one can get β ∈ H
(a,a′]
k such that ιaa′b′(β) = ιabb′(α). We

then deduce that ιaa′b(β) ∈ Kerπbaa′ by the exactness. Now consider the element

α− ιaa′b(β) ∈ H
(a,b]
k . By the commutativity of the left rectangle in the diagram,

ιabb′
(
α− ιaa′b(β)

)
= ιabb′(α)− ιabb′

(
ιaa′b(β)

)
= ιabb′(α)− ιaa′b′(β) = 0,

which means that α− ιaa′b(β) ∈ Ker ιabb′ . Therefore, we conclude that

α =
(
α− ιaa′b(β)

)
+ ιaa′b(β) ∈ Ker

(
H

(a,b]
k → H

(a,b′]
k

)
+Ker

(
H

(a,b]
k → H

(a′,b]
∗

)
.

To show the opposite direction, we choose α + α′ ∈ Ker ιabb′ + Kerπbaa′ , where

α ∈ Ker ιabb′ and α
′ ∈ Kerπbaa′ . By the exactness on H

(a,b]
k , there exists β ∈ H

(a,a′]
k

such that ιaa′b(β) = α′. By the commutativity of the left rectangle in the diagram,

ιabb′(α+ α′) = ιabb′(α) + ιabb′(α
′) = 0 + ιabb′

(
ιaa′b(β)

)
= ιaa′b′(β).

Therefore, by the exactness,

πb
′

aa′
(
ιabb′(α+ α′)

)
= πb

′

aa′
(
ιaa′b′(β)

)
= 0.

It means that

α+ α′ ∈ Ker
(
H

(a,b]
k → H

(a′,b′]
k

)
.

Hence the Floer-type bipersistence module H(•,•]
k (C∗) is weakly-exact.

If Γ is trivial, then the Novikov field ΛF,{0} coincides with the ground field F. In
this case, each interlevel filtered Floer-type homology H

(a,b]
k is finite-dimensional

over F. Therefore, Theorem 2.16 implies that the p.f.d. weakly-exact bipersistence

module H(•,•]
k (C∗) is rectangle-decomposable. □

We assume that Γ = {0}. Let us fix a degree k ∈ Z. Due to Theorem 4.1, one

can associate a rectangle barcode B(•,•]
k (C∗) = B

(
H(•,•]
k (C∗)

)
to the p.f.d. Floer-

type bipersistence module H(•,•]
k (C∗). Applying Theorems 2.21 and 2.22 yields the

following stability result.

Corollary 4.2. Let (C∗, ∂C , ℓC) and (D∗, ∂D, ℓD) be p.f.d. Floer-type complexes
over the field F = ΛF,{0}. Then we have

dint

(
H(•,•]
k (C∗),H(•,•]

k (D∗)
)
≤ dbot

(
B(•,•]
k (C∗),B(•,•]

k (D∗)
)

≤ 3 dint

(
H(•,•]
k (C∗),H(•,•]

k (D∗)
)
.

In Sections 5 and 6, we will discuss further applications of our main results
obtained in this section.

5. Applications in Morse Theory

In this section, we provide applications in Morse Theory.

5.1. Morse bipersistence modules. First we review the definition of Morse ho-
mology briefly. We refer the reader to introductory books [Sch93, BH04, AD14] for
more details. Let M be a connected closed Riemannian manifold and f : M → R a
Morse(–Smale) function onM . Let Critk(f) denote the set of critical points of f of
Morse index k. We define the Morse complex (CM∗(f), ∂

f ) for f as follows. For each
k = 0, 1, . . . , n, the k-chain group CMk(f) is defined to be the Z/2Z-vector space
generated by the critical points of Morse index k. For k ∈ Z with k < 0 or k > n,
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we set CMk(f) = 0. We define the boundary operator ∂fk : CMk(f) → CMk−1(f)
by the formula

∂fk (p) =
∑

q∈Critk−1(f)

n(p, q) q,

where p ∈ Critk(f) and n(p, q) is the number of minus gradient flow lines of f
from p to q modulo 2. We define a filtration function ℓ : CM∗(f) → R ∪ {−∞} by
ℓ(c) = max{ f(pi) | ni ̸= 0 }, where c =

∑
i nipi. Then the triple (CM∗(f), ∂

f , ℓ) is

a Floer-type complex over the field ΛZ/2Z,{0} = Z/2Z (see [UZ16, Example 2.5]).

Definition 5.1. Let M be a connected closed manifold and f : M → R a Morse
function on M . Given a degree k ∈ Z, the p.f.d. Floer-type bipersistence module

H(•,•]
k

(
CM∗(f)

)
is called a Morse bipersistence module in degree k, denoted by

HM(•,•]
k (f).

By Theorem 4.1, every Morse bipersistence module is rectangle-decomposable.
Therefore, given a Morse function f : M → R and k ∈ Z, one can associate

the rectangle barcode B
(
HM(•,•]

k (f)
)
over R2, denoted by B(•,•]

k (f). We define

B(•,•]
∗ (f) =

⋃
k∈Z B

(•,•]
k (f).

Remark 5.2. Morse bipersistence modules are closely related to the interlevel persis-
tent homology described in Example 2.17. The Morse Homology Theorem (see, e.g.,
[BH04, Theorem 7.4]) states that the Morse homology HM∗(f) is isomorphic to the
singular homologyH∗(M ;Z/2Z). Moreover, given t ∈ R, the sublevel filtered Morse

homology HM(−∞,t)
∗ (f) is isomorphic to the singular homology H∗(M

t;Z/2Z) of
the sublevel set M t = f−1

(
(−∞, t)

)
.

However, an interlevel filtered Morse homology HM(a,b)
∗ (f) is not isomorphic to

the singular homologyH∗(M
(a,b);Z/2Z) of the interlevel setM (a,b) = f−1

(
(a, b)

)
in

general. For example, if the action window (a, b) does not contain any critical value
of f , then the former must be zero whereas the latter never vanishes whenever
M (a,b) ̸= ∅ and at least ∗ = 0. The key point is that Theorem 4.1 reveals the
distinction between the two bipersistence modules. Namely, interlevel persistent
homology groups are block -decomposable, whereas Morse bipersistence modules
are rectangle-decomposable.

5.2. Rectangle barcodes. For (C1, C2) ∈ R2 and ℓ1, ℓ2 > 0 we setR(C1, C2; ℓ1, ℓ2)
to be the rectangle

R(C1, C2; ℓ1, ℓ2) = [C1 − ℓ1, C1)× [C2, C2 + ℓ2).

We note that the constants ℓ1 and ℓ2 are the lengths of edges of the rectangle. (If
ℓ1 < ℓ2, then ℓ1 and ℓ2 stand for the width and the length, respectively). Moreover,
the point (C1, C2) ∈ R2 is the coordinate of the bottom-right corner of the rectangle.
For ℓ1 = ∞ (resp. ℓ2 = ∞) we set R(C1, C2;∞, ℓ2) = (−∞, C1) × [C2, C2 + ℓ2)
(resp. R(C1, C2; ℓ1,∞) = [C1 − ℓ1, C1) × [C2,∞)). For ℓ1 = ℓ2 = ∞ we define
R(C1, C2;∞,∞) = (−∞, C1)× [C2,∞).

Remark 5.3. As is mentioned in Section 1, a rectangle R(C1, C2; ℓ1, ℓ2) is one of
the following four types, see Figure 1:

(S) R(C1, C2;∞,∞) with infinite length and width.
(B) R(C1, C2;∞, ℓ2) with infinite length ℓ1 = ∞ and finite width ℓ2.
(N) R(C1, C2; ℓ1,∞) with infinite length ℓ2 = ∞ and finite width ℓ1.
(R) R(C1, C2; ℓ1, ℓ2) with finite length and width.

We note that rectangles of types (S), (B), and (N) are blocks but those of type (R)
are not (recall Definition 2.4).



16 KANTA KOEDA, RYUMA ORITA, AND KANON YASHIRO

The next theorem demonstrates to us that all critical points contribute to the
Morse persistence module. This represents a situation different from the one-
parameter case.

Theorem 5.4. Let M be a connected closed manifold and f : M → R a Morse

function on M . For each degree k ∈ Z, the Morse bipersistence module HM(•,•]
k (f)

contains the direct summand⊕
p∈Critk(f)

(Z/2Z)R(f(p),f(p);ℓ1p,ℓ2p),

where the constants ℓ1p, ℓ2p ∈ (0,∞] are uniquely determined by p ∈ Critk(f).

Figure 2 explains the birth and death of a critical point p as a generator in terms
of the rectangle barcode. Let ∆ = { (a, a) | a ∈ R } denote the diagonal set of R2.

∆

R
(
f(p), f(p); ℓ1p, ℓ2p

)

death

birth
becomes a non-cycle

Figure 2. Birth and death of a critical point p

Proof of Theorem 5.4. Fix a degree k ∈ Z. Due to Theorem 4.1, the Morse persis-

tence module HM(•,•]
k (f) decomposes into interval modules:

HM(•,•]
k (f) ∼=

⊕
I∈B(•,•]

k (f)

(Z/2Z)I .

Let p ∈ Critk(f) be a (non-degenerate) critical point of f of Morse index k. Since
the set of critical points of f is finite, for any sufficiently small ε > 0, the in-

terlevel filtered Morse homology HM
(f(p)−ε,f(p)+ε]
k (f) decomposes into local Morse

homology groups (see, e.g., [GG10, Section 3.1] for the definition)

HM
(f(p)−ε,f(p)+ε]
k (f) = HM

(f(p)−ε,f(p)]
k (f) ∼= HMloc

k (p)⊕ · · · ̸= 0,

where the dots represent the contributions of the local Morse homology groups of
other q ∈ Critk(f) with f(q) = f(p). Then the pair (f(p) − ε, f(p) + ε) ∈ R2

must lie in a certain rectangle Ip ∈ B(•,•]
k (f). Therefore, there exists a chain

c = p +
∑
i nipi ∈ CMk(f) such that the chain c contributes to HM

(a,b]
k (f) as a

generator if and only if the pair (a, b) lies in the rectangle Ip.

On the other hand, we have HM
(f(p)+a,f(p)]
k (f) = HM

(f(p),f(p)−b]
k (f) = 0 for any

a, b ≥ 0. Thus the rectangle Ip lies above the diagonal ∆ of R2 and its bottom-right
corner locates at

(
f(p), f(p)

)
∈ R2. We set

ℓ1p = sup
{
a > 0

∣∣ (f(p)− a, f(p)
)
∈ Ip

}
,

ℓ2p = sup
{
b > 0

∣∣ (f(p), f(p) + b
)
∈ Ip

}
.
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If ℓ1p < ∞, then HM
(f(p)−ℓ1p,f(p)]
k (f) ̸= 0. If ℓ2p < ∞, then HM

(f(p),f(p)+ℓ2p]
k (f) =

0. Therefore, the rectangle Ip is of the following form:

Ip =
[
f(p)− ℓ1p, f(p)

)
×
[
f(p), f(p) + ℓ2p

)
= R

(
f(p), f(p); ℓ1p, ℓ2p

)
.

Thus, we have

HM(•,•]
k (f) ∼=

⊕
I∈B(•,•]

k (f)

(Z/2Z)I ⊃
⊕

p∈Critk(f)

(Z/2Z)R(f(p),f(p);ℓ1p,ℓ2p).

This completes the proof. □

5.3. Examples of rectangle barcodes of Morse functions. Here we provide
several examples of Theorem 5.4.

Example 5.5. Let T 2 denote the 2-torus and let f : T 2 → R be a Morse function
on T 2 as in Figure 3. Namely, f has exactly four critical points p1, . . . , p4 with
Morse indices ind p1 = 0, ind p2 = ind p3 = 1 and ind p4 = 2. We assume that f has
no gradient flow lines joining p2 and p3, and that f(pi) = i for each i = 1, 2, 3, 4.

p1

p2

p3

p4

f

R

1

2

3

4

Figure 3. A Morse–Smale function on the 2-torus

Then the associated rectangle barcode B(•,•]
∗ (f) is summarized in Figure 4. More-

over, we have

HM(•,•]
0 (f) ∼= (Z/2Z)R(1,1;∞,∞),

HM(•,•]
1 (f) ∼= (Z/2Z)R(2,2;∞,∞) ⊕ (Z/2Z)R(3,3;∞,∞),

and

HM(•,•]
2 (f) ∼= (Z/2Z)R(4,4;∞,∞).

Example 5.6. Let S1 be the circle and g : S1 → R a Morse function with exactly
four critical points p1, . . . , p4 with Morse indices ind p1 = ind p2 = 0 and ind p3 =
ind p4 = 1 as in Figure 5. We assume that g(pi) = i for each i = 1, 2, 3, 4.

Then the associated rectangle barcode B(•,•]
∗ (g) is summarized in Figure 6. More-

over, one can check that

HM(•,•]
0 (g) ∼= (Z/2Z)R(1,1;∞,∞) ⊕ (Z/2Z)R(2,2;∞,1),

and

HM(•,•]
1 (g) ∼= (Z/2Z)R(3,3;1,∞) ⊕ (Z/2Z)R(3,4;∞,∞) ⊕ (Z/2Z)R(4,4;1,∞).
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∆

R(1, 1;∞,∞), p1

R(2, 2;∞,∞), p2

R(3, 3;∞,∞), p3

R(4, 4;∞,∞), p4−∞

Figure 4. The rectangle barcode of f with corresponding generators

p1

p2

p3

p4

g

R

1

2

3

4

Figure 5. A heart-shaped circle

∆

R(1, 1;∞,∞), p1

R(2, 2;∞, 1), p2

R(3, 3; 1,∞), p3

R(3, 4;∞,∞), p3 + p4

R(4, 4; 1,∞), p4−∞

Figure 6. The rectangle barcode of g with corresponding generators

Example 5.7. Let S2 be the 2-sphere and h : S2 → R a Morse function with
exactly six critical points p1, . . . , p6 with Morse indices ind p1 = ind p2 = 0, ind p3 =
ind p4 = 1 and ind p5 = ind p6 = 2 as in Figure 7. We assume that h has no gradient
flow lines joining p3 and p4, and that h(pi) = i for each i = 1, . . . , 6.
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p1

p2

p3

p4

p5

p6

h

R

1

2

3

4

5

6

Figure 7. An H-shaped sphere

Then the associated rectangle barcode B(•,•]
∗ (h) is summarized in Figure 8. More-

over, one can check that

HM(•,•]
0 (h) ∼= (Z/2Z)R(1,1;∞,∞) ⊕ (Z/2Z)R(2,2;∞,1),

HM(•,•]
1 (h) ∼= (Z/2Z)R(3,3;1,∞) ⊕ (Z/2Z)R(4,4;1,1) ⊕ (Z/2Z)R(3,4;∞,1),

and

HM(•,•]
2 (h) ∼= (Z/2Z)R(5,5;1,∞) ⊕ (Z/2Z)R(6,6;1,∞) ⊕ (Z/2Z)R(5,6;∞,∞).

∆

R(1, 1;∞,∞), p1

R(2, 2;∞, 1), p2

R(3, 3; 1,∞), p3

R(4, 4; 1, 1), p4

R(5, 5; 1,∞), p5

R(6, 6; 1,∞), p6

R(3, 4;∞, 1), p3 + p4

R(5, 6;∞,∞), p5 + p6
−∞

Figure 8. The rectangle barcode of h with corresponding generators
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5.4. Applications. In view of Corollary 4.2, we have the following stability result
on Morse functions inspired by [PRSZ20, Theorem 2.3.1]. Given a function F on a
compact space X, let ∥F∥ = maxX F denote the uniform norm of F .

Theorem 5.8 (Functional Stability Theorem). Let M be a connected closed man-
ifold. For any pair of Morse functions f, g on M , we have

dbot

(
B(•,•]
∗ (f),B(•,•]

∗ (g)
)
≤ 3 dint

(
HM(•,•]

∗ (f),HM(•,•]
∗ (g)

)
≤ 3∥f − g∥.

Proof. The proof relies on the standard continuation argument. Let F : M×R → R
be a smooth function such that F (·, s) = f for s ≪ 0 and F (·, s) = g for s ≫ 0.
Then one can define a chain map σfg : CMk(f) → CMk(g) by the formula

σfg(p) =
∑

q∈Critk(g)

n(p, q) q,

where p ∈ Critk(f) and n(p, q) is the number of the time-dependent minus gra-
dient flow lines of F from f to g modulo 2, which induces a morphism in homol-
ogy σfg : HMk(f) → HMk(g) called the continuation map. Moreover, the con-
tinuation map shifts an action window (a, b] by δ = ∥f − g∥. Namely, we have

σfg : HM
(a,b]
k (f) → HM

(a,b]+δ
k (g) and the following commutative diagrams:

HM
(a,b]
k (f)

σfg //

Φ
(a,b],2δ
f

33
HM

(a,b]+δ
k (g)

σgf // HM
(a,b]+2δ
k (f)

HM
(a,b]
k (g)

σgf //

Φ(a,b],2δ
g

33
HM

(a,b]+δ
k (f)

σfg // HM
(a,b]+2δ
k (g)

Here (a, b] + δ = (a+ δ, b+ δ] denotes the shifted interval and Φ
(a,b],2δ
f = πb+2δ

a,a+2δ ◦
ιab,b+2δ is the comparison map. Therefore, the resulting Morse bipersistence modules

HM(•,•]
k (f) and HM(•,•]

k (g) are δ-interleaved. Namely,

dint

(
HM(•,•]

k (f),HM(•,•]
k (g)

)
≤ δ = ∥f − g∥.

Now Corollary 4.2 yields that

dbot

(
B(•,•]
k (f),B(•,•]

k (g)
)
≤ 3 dint

(
HM(•,•]

k (f),HM(•,•]
k (g)

)
≤ 3∥f − g∥.

Since k ∈ Z is arbitrary, the desired inequality holds. □

In Section 6, we will discuss the relationship between rectangle barcodes and
various invariants including spectral invariants and boundary depth in the context
of Floer Theory. Here we introduce a new invariant inspired by Polterovich and
Shelukhin’s Z/kZ spectral spreads (see [PS16, Section 4.1]). Given d ≥ 0 and an
action window (a, b], let

Φ
(a,b],d
f = πb+da,a+d ◦ ι

a
b,b+d : HM(a,b]

∗ (f) → HM(a+d,b+d]
∗ (f)

denote the comparison map between two action windows (a, b] and (a+ d, b+ d].

Definition 5.9. Let M be a connected closed manifold and f : M → R a Morse
function on M . The spectral spread of a critical point p ∈ Crit(f) of f , denoted by
w(f, p), is defined by

w(f, p) = sup
{
d ≥ 0

∣∣∣ Φ(a,b],d
f ([p]) ̸= 0, for some action window (a, b]

}
.

The following proposition states that the spectral spreads can be inferred from
the rectangle barcode.
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Proposition 5.10. Let M be a connected closed manifold and f : M → R a Morse
function on M . For a critical point p ∈ Crit(f) of f let R

(
f(p), f(p); ℓ1p, ℓ2p

)
be

the associated rectangle (Theorem 5.4). Then we have

w(f, p) = min{ℓ1p, ℓ2p}.

∆

R
(
f(p), f(p); ℓ1p, ℓ2p

)
R
(
f(p), f(p); ℓ1p, ℓ2p

)
+ d⃗d⃗

Figure 9. Spectral spread of p

Proof. We putm = min{ℓ1p, ℓ2p}. Note that
(
f(p)−ℓ1p, f(p)

)
∈ R

(
f(p), f(p); ℓ1p, ℓ2p

)
.

If d < m, then the pair
(
f(p) − ℓ1p + d, f(p) + d

)
still lies in the rectangle

R
(
f(p), f(p); ℓ1p, ℓ2p

)
, see Figure 9. Therefore, Φ

(f(p)−ℓ1p,f(p)],d
f ([p]) ̸= 0. Hence

we have w(f, p) ≤ m. Now we assume that w(f, p) < m. Then one can choose
ε > 0 so small that for any action window (a, b] the image of [p] under the compar-

ison map Φ
(a,b],

−−−→
m−ε

f is zero. However, Φ
(f(p)−ℓ1p,f(p)],

−−−→
m−ε

f ([p]) ̸= 0, which yields a

contradiction. Therefore, w(f, p) = m = min{ℓ1p, ℓ2p}. □

We recall that a Morse function f on a closed manifold is called perfect if the
number of the critical points of f coincides with the total Betti number of M :
#Crit(f) =

∑
i dimHi(M ;Z/2Z). Therefore, every critical point of a perfect Morse

function corresponds to a rectangle of type (S) in Remark 5.3, and hence has
spectral spread ∞. (This can be directly inferred from Proposition 5.10.) For
example, the Morse function described in Example 5.5 is perfect and the associated
barcode consists only of rectangles of type (S) as shown in Figure 4. The following
proposition provides a constraint on Morse functions being perfect in terms of
spectral spreads.

Proposition 5.11. Let M be a connected closed manifold and f a perfect Morse
function on M . If g is a Morse function that has a critical point q which does not
contribute to the whole Morse homology HM∗(g), then

∥f − g∥ ≥ 1

6
·min{ℓ1q, ℓ2q}.

Proof. Let R
(
g(q), g(q); ℓ1q, ℓ2q

)
denote the rectangle in the barcode B(•,•]

∗ (g) cor-
responding to the critical point q. Then, from the assumption on q, the rectangle
R
(
g(q), g(q); ℓ1q, ℓ2q

)
is not of type (S). Then the spectral spread of the critical

point q must be finite: w(g, q) = min{ℓ1q, ℓ2q} < ∞. Moreover, the rectangle
R
(
g(q), g(q); ℓ1q, ℓ2q

)
is w(g, q)-trivial (recall Section 2.4 for the definition).

We claim that the bottleneck distance between B(•,•]
∗ (f) and B(•,•]

∗ (g) is greater
than or equal to the half of the spectral spread of the function g. Assume, on the
contrary, that

dbot
(
B(•,•]
∗ (f),B(•,•]

∗ (g)
)
<

1

2
w(g, q).

Then there exist ε > 0 and a
(
1
2w(g, q) − ε

)
-matching µ : B(•,•]

∗ (f) ↛ B(•,•]
∗ (g).

Since the rectangle R
(
g(q), g(q); ℓ1q, ℓ2q

)
is not

(
w(g, q)−2ϵ

)
-trivial, it must match
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with a rectangle in the barcode B(•,•]
∗ (f). However, since B(•,•]

∗ (f) consists only of
rectangles of type (S), this leads to a contradiction. Therefore, we obtain

1

2
w(g, q) ≤ dbot

(
B(•,•]
∗ (f),B(•,•]

∗ (g)
)
.

Now the Functional Stability Theorem (Theorem 5.8) implies that

1

6
·min{ℓ1q, ℓ2q} =

1

6
w(g, q) ≤ 1

3
dbot

(
B(•,•]
∗ (f),B(•,•]

∗ (g)
)
≤ ∥f − g∥,

which completes the proof. □

6. Applications in Floer Theory

We define Hamiltonian bipersistence modules and introduce stability results.
For future works, we will work on a suitable covering of a loop space although
the resulting Floer homology is infinite-dimensional over the ground field Z/2Z, in
general.

6.1. Conventions and notation. First we set conventions and notation.

6.1.1. Monotone symplectic manifolds. A symplectic manifold is a pair (M,ω) which
consists of an even-dimensional smooth manifoldM equipped with a non-degenerate
closed 2-form ω. The non-degeneracy of ω means that its n-th exterior power ωn

is nowhere vanishing, where 2n = dimM . Let c1 = c1(TM, J) ∈ H2(M ;Z) denote
the first Chern class of the tangent bundle TM considered as a complex vector
bundle equipped with an almost complex structure J compatible with ω.

Let LM denote the space of free loops in M . Given a free homotopy class
α ∈ [S1,M ], we define LαM to be the component of LM with loops representing
α. We fix a base point (called a reference loop) zα ∈ LαM . Let 0 ∈ [S1,M ] denote
the class of a constant loop. Then L0M stands for the set of contractible loops in
M .

Every element of π2(M) is represented by a map w : S2 →M . Let

h : π2(M) → H2(M ;Z); [w] 7→ w∗([S
2])

denote the Hurewicz homomorphism, where [S2] is the fundamental class of S2

and w∗ : H2(S
2;Z) → H2(M ;Z) is the induced homomorphism. Similarly, every

element of π1(LαM, zα) is represented by a map w : S1 × S1 → M . We define a
homomorphism

hα : π1(LαM, zα) → H2(M ;Z); [w] 7→ w∗([S
1 × S1]).

Since [ω] ∈ H2(M ;R) ∼= Hom(H2(M ;Z),R), we can define maps Iω : π2(M) → R
and Iαω : π1(LαM, zα) → R by Iω = [ω]◦h and Iαω = [ω]◦hα, respectively. Similarly,
we define maps Ic1 : π2(M) → R and Iαc1 : π1(LαM, zα) → R by Ic1 = c1 ◦ h and
Iαc1 = c1 ◦ hα, respectively.

Definition 6.1. Let (M,ω) be a connected closed symplectic manifold.

(i) (M,ω) is called symplectically aspherical if Iω = Ic1 = 0.
(ii) (M,ω) is called symplectically atoroidal if Iαω = Iαc1 = 0 for all α ∈ [S1,M ].
(iii) (M,ω) is called toroidally monotone if there exists a non-negative number

λ such that Iω = λIc1 .
(iv) (M,ω) is called spherically monotone if there exists a non-negative number

λ such that for all α ∈ [S1,M ], Iαω = λIαc1 .

The constant λ in (iii) and (iv) is referred to as the monotonicity constant.
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Remark 6.2. We summarize the relationships of the above concepts in the following
diagram:

symplectically atoroidal +3

��

symplectically aspherical

��
toroidally monotone +3 spherically monotone

The minimal Chern number cmin
1 is the positive integer given by Im Ic1 = cmin

1 Z.
Given α ∈ [S1,M ], the α-minimal Chern number is the positive integer given by
Im Iαc1 = cmin

1,α Z. We note that cmin
1,α divides cmin

1 .

6.1.2. Hamiltonian periodic orbits. Let H : S1 × M → R be a (time-dependent)
Hamiltonian onM . We set Ht = H(t, ·) for t ∈ S1 = R/Z. The Hamiltonian vector
field XHt

∈ X(M) associated to Ht is defined by ιXHt
ω = −dHt. The Hamiltonian

isotopy {φtH}t∈R associated to H is given by{
φ0
H = id,
d
dtφ

t
H = XHt ◦ φtH for all t ∈ R,

and its time-one map φH = φ1
H is referred to as the Hamiltonian diffeomorphism

generated by H.
For a positive integer k let Pk(H;α) be the set of k-periodic (i.e., defined on

R/kZ) orbits of the Hamiltonian isotopy {φtH}t∈R representing α. A one-periodic
orbit x ∈ P1(H;α) is called non-degenerate if the differential (dφH)x(0) has no
eigenvalues equal to one. Moreover, H is said to be non-degenerate if all one-
periodic orbits of H are non-degenerate.

Given two one-periodic Hamiltonians K and H, the composition K♮H is defined
by the formula

(K♮H)t = Kt +Ht ◦ (φtK)−1.

Then the new Hamiltonian K♮H generates the composition of the Hamiltonian
isotopies φtK ◦ φtH . For a positive integer k we write H♮k = H♮ · · · ♮H (k times).
Let xk denote the k-th iteration of a one-periodic orbit x of H, i.e., xk is the k-
periodic orbit x : R/kZ → M of H. Since there is an action-preserving and mean
index-preserving one-to-one correspondence between the set of k-periodic orbits of
H and the set of one-periodic orbits of H♮k, we can think of xk as a one-periodic
orbit of H♮k later.

6.1.3. Hofer’s metric. Let Ham(M) denote the set of Hamiltonian diffeomorphisms
of M . It is easy to check that Ham(M) forms a group. Given a Hamiltonian
H : S1 ×M → R, we define the oscillation of H to be

oscH =

∫ 1

0

(
max
M

H(t, ·)−min
M

H(t, ·)
)
dt.

For a Hamiltonian diffeomorphism ϕ ∈ Ham(M) we define the Hofer norm of ϕ by

∥ϕ∥Hofer = inf{ oscH | φ1
H = ϕ }.

Then the Hofer metric on ϕ ∈ Ham(M) is defined by

dHofer(ϕ, ψ) = ∥ϕ−1 ◦ ψ∥Hofer

for ϕ, ψ ∈ Ham(M). The Hofer metric dHoder is a genuine metric on Ham(M)
[Hof90, Pol93, LM95]. Moreover, it is bi-invariant in the sense that

dHofer(ϕ ◦ θ, ψ ◦ θ) = dHofer(ϕ, ψ) = dHofer(θ ◦ ϕ, θ ◦ ψ)
for any ϕ, ψ, θ ∈ Ham(M).
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6.2. Hamiltonian bipersistence module for contractible orbits. First we
briefly review the construction of Floer homology for spherically monotone sym-
plectic manifolds (see [AD14, MS12] for more details). Then we define Hamiltonian
bipersistence modules for contractible orbits. Let (M,ω) be a spherically mono-
tone symplectic manifold with monotonicity constant λ. Let H : S1 ×M → R be a
Hamiltonian.

6.2.1. Action functional and the Conley–Zehnder index. We consider the covering
space π : L0M → L0M with fiber being the group

Γ0 =
π2(M)

Ker Iω
∼= Im Iω = Im (λIc1)

∼= λcmin
1 Z.

We consider the set of pairs (x, v), where x ∈ L0M and v : D2 → M is a map
(called a capping disc) such that v(e2πit) = x(t). We set an equivalence relation
∼ by defining (x1, v1) ∼ (x2, v2) if and only if x1 = x2 and Iω(v1#(−v2)) =
Ic1(v1#(−v2)) = 0, where v1#(−v2) is a spherical 2-cycle obtained by gluing v1
and v2 with orientation reversed along the boundaries. Then the space L0M can
be viewed as the set of such equivalence classes [x, v].

We define the action functional AH : L0M → R by

AH([x, v]) = −
∫
D2

v∗ω +

∫ 1

0

Ht

(
x(t)

)
dt.

Since π∗Iω = 0 ∈ H1(L0M ;R), the action functional AH is well-defined. Here we
note that the critical point set Crit(AH) is equal to P1(H; 0) = π−1

(
P1(H; 0)

)
(The

least action principle). The action functional AH is homogeneous with respect to
iterations in the sense that

AH♮k([x, v]k) = kAH([x, v]),

where [x, v]k = [xk, vk] is the k-th iteration of [x, v]. Here we think of the iterated
loop xk as a loop defined on S1 = R/Z.

Since D2 is contractible, one can choose a symplectic trivialization of v∗TM and
restrict it to x∗TM . Then we get a path t 7→ (dφtH)x(0) in the group Sp(2n). If
x is non-degenerate, then we can associate the Conley–Zehnder index µCZ(H, x̄)
to a capped one-periodic orbit x̄ = [x, v] ∈ L0M (see, e.g., [SZ92]). For any
x̄ ∈ P1(H; 0) and any [w] ∈ π2(M) we have

AH(x̄#[w]) = AH(x̄)− Iω([w]) and µCZ(H, x̄#[w]) = µCZ(H, x̄)− 2Ic1([w]),

Therefore, if (M,ω) is symplectically aspherical, then the action functional and the
Conley–Zehnder index are independent of the choice of capping discs. We define
the action spectrum of AH by

Spec(H; 0) = AH

(
P1(H; 0)

)
,

which has zero measure (see, e.g., [HZ11]).

6.2.2. Floer complex. We define the Floer complex (CF(H), ∂H,J) as follows. The
chain group CF(H) is defined to be the Z/2Z-vector space

CF(H) =

{
ξ =

∑
ξx̄x̄

∣∣∣∣∣ x̄ ∈ P1(H; 0) and ξx̄ ∈ Z/2Z such that

#{ x̄ | ξx̄ ̸= 0, AH(x̄) > C } <∞ for any C ∈ R

}
.

We define the boundary operator ∂H,J : CF(H) → CF(H) by the formula

∂H,J(x̄) =
∑

n(x̄, ȳ;H,J) ȳ

where x̄, ȳ ∈ P1(H; 0) with relative index one µCZ(H, x̄) − µCZ(H, ȳ) = 1, and
n(x̄, ȳ;H,J) is the counting of Floer trajectories from x̄ to ȳ with respect to a loop
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of almost complex structures J(t) compatible with ω. For a generic choice of (H,J),
the pair (CF(H), ∂H,J) becomes a chain complex.

Remark 6.3. Since (M,ω) is spherically monotone, we can define the Z/2cmin
1 Z-

grading on the Floer complex (CF(H), ∂H,J). Furthermore, if (M,ω) is symplecti-
cally aspherical, then one can consider the Z-grading since cmin

1 = 0 in this case.

The homology HF∗(H,J) = H∗
(
CF∗(H), ∂H,J

)
is called the Floer homology of

(H,J). It is known that a different choice of a generic pair (H ′, J ′) induces an
isomorphism HF∗(H,J) ∼= HF∗(H

′, J ′). In particular, we can suppress J from the
notation: HF∗(H) = HF∗(H,J).

We define a filtration function ℓ : CF∗(H) → R∪{−∞} by ℓ(ξ) = max{AH(x̄) |
ξx̄ ̸= 0 }, where ξ =

∑
ξx̄x̄. Then the triple (CF∗(H), ∂H,J , ℓ) is a Floer-type com-

plex over the field ΛZ/2Z,Γ0 (see [UZ16, Example 4.2]). According to M. Schwarz

[Sch00], the resulting filtered Floer homology HF(a,b](H) depends only on the
Hamiltonian diffeomorphism φH = φ1

H generated by H, provided that H is nor-
malized in the sense that

∫
M
H(t, ·)ωn = 0, where 2n = dimM . Namely, we can

write as HF(φH) = HF(H).

Definition 6.4. Let (M,ω) be a spherically monotone symplectic manifold. Let
ϕ = φH ∈ Ham(M) be a non-degenerate Hamiltonian diffeomorphism generated
by a normalized Hamiltonian H. Given a degree k ∈ Z/2cmin

1 Z, the Floer-type

bipersistence module H(•,•]
k

(
CF∗(H)

)
is called a Hamiltonian bipersistence module

in degree k, denoted by HF(•,•]
k (ϕ).

By Theorem 4.1, every Hamiltonian bipersistence module is weakly-exact. Now
we assume that our symplectic manifold (M,ω) is symplectically aspherical. In this
case, we note that Γ0 = {0}. Therefore, given a non-degenerate ϕ ∈ Ham(M) and

k ∈ Z, the Hamiltonian bipersistence module HF(•,•]
k (ϕ) is p.f.d. Then Theorem 4.1

implies that we can define the rectangle barcode B
(
HF(•,•]

k (ϕ)
)
over R2, denoted

by B(•,•]
k (ϕ). We set B(•,•]

∗ (ϕ) =
⋃
k∈Z B

(•,•]
k (ϕ). As stated in Theorem 1.2, we have

the following.

Theorem 6.5. Let (M,ω) be a symplectically aspherical symplectic manifold. Let
ϕ = φH be a non-degenerate Hamiltonian diffeomorphism generated by a normalized
Hamiltonian H. For each degree k ∈ Z, the Hamiltonian bipersistence module

HF(•,•]
k (ϕ) contains the direct summand⊕

x∈P1(H;0)

(Z/2Z)R(AH(x),AH(x);ℓ1x,ℓ2x),

where the constants ℓ1x, ℓ2x ∈ (0,∞] are uniquely determined by x ∈ P1(H; 0).

Proof. Let k ∈ Z. Let x ∈ P1(H; 0) be a contractible one-periodic orbit of H of
Conley–Zehnder index k. Since H is non-degenerate, we can choose ε > 0 so small

that the interlevel filtered Floer homology HF
(AH(x)−ε,AH(x)+ε]
k (H) decomposes into

local Floer homology groups (see [GG10, Section 3.2])

HF
(AH(x)−ε,AH(x)+ε]
k (H) = HF

(AH(x)−ε,AH(x)]
k (H) ∼= HFloc

k (x)⊕ · · · ̸= 0,

where the dots represent the contributions of the local Floer homology groups of
other y ∈ P1(H; 0) with AH(y) = AH(x). The remaining proof is similar to
Theorem 5.4. □

Let dHofer denote the Hofer metric on Ham(M) (recall 6.1.3). The following
stability result is inspired by [PRSZ20, Theorem 8.2.5].
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Theorem 6.6 (Dynamical Stability Theorem). Let (M,ω) be a symplectically as-
pherical symplectic manifold. For any pair of non-degenerate Hamiltonian diffeo-
morphisms ϕ, ψ ∈ Ham(M), we have

dbot

(
B(•,•]
∗ (ϕ),B(•,•]

∗ (ψ)
)
≤ 3 dint

(
HF(•,•]

∗ (ϕ),HF(•,•]
∗ (ψ)

)
≤ 3 dHofer(ϕ, ψ).

In particular, the correspondence sending a Hamiltonian diffeomorphism to its
rectangle barcode is 3-Lipschitz with respect to the Hofer metric. Given a Hamil-
tonian H : S1 ×M → R, we put

(11) E+(H) =

∫ 1

0

max
M

Ht dt and E−(H) = −
∫ 1

0

min
M

Ht dt,

where Ht = H(t, ·), t ∈ R. Then we have

(12) oscH = E+(H) + E−(H) = E+(H) + E+(−H),

see Section 6.1.3 for the definition of the oscillation of H.

Proof of Theorem 6.6. Let K and H be Hamiltonians generating ϕ and ψ, respec-
tively. The standard continuation argument (see, e.g., [Ush11, Section 2]) induces
a natural homomorphism

σKH : HF
(a,b]
k (K) → HF

(a,b]+E+(H−K)
k (H),

and the commutative diagrams

HF
(a,b]
k (K)

σKH //

Φ
(a,b],osc
K

22
HF

(a,b]+E+(H−K)
k (H)

σHK // HF
(a,b]+osc
k (K)

HF
(a,b]
k (H)

σHK //

Φ
(a,b],osc
H

22
HF

(a,b]+E+(K−H)
k (K)

σKH // HF
(a,b]+osc
k (H)

Here osc stands for the constant

osc = osc (H −K) = E+(H −K) + E+(K −H) = osc (K −H),

recall (12), and Φ
(a,b],osc
K = πb+osc

a,a+osc ◦ ιab,b+osc is the comparison map. In particular,
the following diagrams commute:

HF
(a,b]
k (K)

σKH //

Φ
(a,b],2 osc
K

33
HF

(a,b]+osc
k (H)

σHK // HF
(a,b]+2 osc
k (K)

HF
(a,b]
k (H)

σHK //

Φ
(a,b],2 osc
H

33
HF

(a,b]+osc
k (K)

σKH // HF
(a,b]+2 osc
k (H)

Hence HF(•,•]
k (ϕ) and HF(•,•]

k (ψ) are osc-interleaved. Namely,

dint

(
HF(•,•]

k (ϕ),HF(•,•]
k (ψ)

)
≤ osc = osc (H −K).

Therefore, we deduce that

dint

(
HF(•,•]

k (ϕ),HF(•,•]
k (ψ)

)
≤ inf{ osc (H −K) | ϕ = φK and ψ = φH }

= ∥ϕ−1 ◦ ψ∥Hofer = dHofer(ϕ, ψ).
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By Corollary 4.2,

dbot

(
B(•,•]
k (ϕ),B(•,•]

k (ψ)
)
≤ 3 dint

(
HF(•,•]

k (ϕ),HF(•,•]
k (ψ)

)
≤ 3 dHofer(ϕ, ψ).

Since k ∈ Z is arbitrary, the desired inequality holds. □

6.2.3. Invariants. We discuss the correspondence with the one-parameter setting.
Give a non-degenerate Hamiltonian diffeomorphism ϕ ∈ Ham(M) of M , let

HF•
∗(ϕ) =

({
HF(−∞,b]

∗ (ϕ)
}
b∈R

, {ιbb′}b≤b′
)

denote the (one-parameter) Floer persistence module (recall Definition 3.4). Let
B•
∗(ϕ) = B∗

(
HF•

∗(ϕ)
)
denote its barcode over R. The spectral invariant c : HF(ϕ) →

R is defined by

c(α) = inf
{
b ∈ R

∣∣∣ α ∈ Im
(
ιb∞ : HF(−∞,b](ϕ) → HF(ϕ)

)}
.

In the language of persistence modules, the spectral invariant is a characteristic
exponent of the one-parameter persistence module HF•

∗(ϕ), see, e.g., [PRSZ20, Sec-
tion 4.1.1]. We note that the image of the spectral invariant coincides with the set
of the end-points of the infinite intervals in B•

∗(ϕ).
The boundary depth of ϕ = φH is defined to be

β(ϕ) = inf
{
b ≥ 0

∣∣∣ (Im ∂H) ∩ CF(−∞,t](H) ⊂ ∂H
(
CF(−∞,t+b](H)

)
∀t ∈ R

}
.

Namely, the boundary depth is the length of the longest finite interval in B•
∗(ϕ).

Returning to the two-parameter setting, Theorem 6.5 and the above discussion
provide a new interpretation of relevant invariants in terms of our rectangle barcodes
(see also Figure 1).

Proposition 6.7. Let (M,ω) be a symplectically aspherical symplectic manifold
and ϕ ∈ Ham(M) non-degenerate. Then the following holds.

(i) The image of the spectral invariant c : HF(ϕ) → R coincides with the set{
C2 ∈ R

∣∣∣ R(C1, C2;∞,∞) ∈ B(•,•]
∗ (ϕ)

}
.

(ii) The boundary depth of ϕ coincides with the largest finite width of the rect-

angles of type (B) in B(•,•]
∗ (ϕ):

β(ϕ) = max
{
w ≥ 0

∣∣∣ R(C1, C2;∞, ℓ2) ∈ B(•,•]
∗ (ϕ) with ℓ2 <∞

}
.

Proof. Since all the rectangles R(C1, C2;∞, ℓ2), ℓ2 ∈ (0,∞], in the 2-dimensional

barcode B(•,•]
∗ (ϕ) corresponds to the bar [C2, C2+ ℓ2) in the 1-dimensional barcode

B•
∗(ϕ), the statements (i) and (ii) hold. □

In analogy to the boundary depth, one might consider the largest finite width of

the rectangles of type (N) in B(•,•]
∗ (ϕ). Namely, the value

α(ϕ) = max
{
ℓ ≥ 0

∣∣∣ R(C1, C2; ℓ1,∞) ∈ B(•,•]
∗ (ϕ) with ℓ1 <∞

}
.

We call α(ϕ) the non-cycle depth of ϕ. Roughly speaking, α(ϕ) is the smallest a ≥ 0
with the property that every non-cycle x ∈ CF(H) becomes a cycle by looking down
the superlevel filtration no more than a.

6.3. Hamiltonian bipersistence module for non-contractible orbits. There
is a variant of the Hamiltonian Floer homology generated by non-contractible orbits.
Since the construction is almost same as in the contractible case (Section 6.2), here
we only give the necessary changes. We reader the readers to [Gür13, GG16, PS16]
for a detailed exposition.
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6.3.1. Definition and Fundamental results. Let (M,ω) be a toroidally monotone
symplectic manifold with monotonicity constant λ. Let H : S1 × M → R be a
Hamiltonian. For a non-trivial homotopy class α ∈ [S1,M ], we fix a reference loop
zα ∈ α. We consider the covering space π : LαM → LαM with fiber being the
group

Γα =
π1(LαM, zα)

Ker Iαω
∼= Im Iαω = Im (λIαc1)

∼= λcmin
1,α Z.

Every element of LαM can be viewed as the equivalence class of a pair (x,Π), where
x ∈ LαM , Π: [0, 1]×S1 →M is a path (called a capping cylinder) in LαM joining
zα and x, and (x1,Π1) ∼ (x2,Π2) if and only if x1 = x2 and Iαω (Π1#(−Π2)) =
Iαc1(Π1#(−Π2)) = 0. The action functional AH,α : LαM → R is given by

AH,α([x,Π]) = −
∫
[0,1]×S1

Π∗ω +

∫ 1

0

Ht

(
x(t)

)
dt.

Since π∗Iαω = 0 ∈ H1(LαM ;R), the action functional AH,α is well-defined. The

critical point set Crit(AH,α) is equal to P1(H;α) = π−1
(
P1(H;α)

)
. Fixing a

symplectic trivialization of TM along the reference loop zα and extending it to
the capping Π∗TM yield a trivialization of x∗TM . We then can associate the
Conley–Zehnder index µCZ(H, x̄) to a non-degenerate capped one-periodic orbit
x̄ = [x,Π] ∈ LαM as in Section 6.2.

We assume that all the iterated homotopy classes αk, k ∈ N, are distinct and
non-trivial. We choose the iterated loop zkα as a reference loop for αk. Then the
action functional AH,α is homogeneous with respect to iterations. Moreover, for

any x̄ ∈ P1(H;α) and any [w] ∈ π1(LαM, zα) we have

AH,α(x̄#[w]) = AH,α(x̄)− Iαω ([w]) and µCZ(H, x̄#[w]) = µCZ(H, x̄)− 2Iαc1([w]).

Therefore, if (M,ω) is symplectically atoroidal, then the action functional and the
Conley–Zehnder index are independent of the choice of capping cylinders. We define
the action spectrum of AH,α by

Spec(H;α) = AH,α

(
P1(H;α)

)
.

Under the above setup, we can define the (Z/2cmin
1,α Z)-graded Floer complex

(CF∗(H;α), ∂H,J) and the Floer homology HF∗(H;α) in the class α.

Remark 6.8. In fact, the whole Floer homology HF∗(H;α) in the class α ̸= 0
always vanishes. This follows from the fact that the Floer homology is independent
of the choice of Hamiltonians and every C2-small autonomous Hamiltonian has only
contractible orbits. Therefore, it is essential to consider a filtration on the Floer
homology for non-contractible orbits. Indeed, spectral invariants must be trivial in
this setting.

We define a filtration function ℓ : CF∗(H;α) → R ∪ {−∞} by

ℓ(ξ) = max{AH,α(x̄) | ξx̄ ̸= 0 },
where ξ =

∑
ξx̄x̄. Then the triple (CF∗(H;α), ∂H,J , ℓ) is a Floer-type complex

over the field ΛZ/2Z,Γα .
Let H be a (not necessarily non-degenerate) Hamiltonian on M . We can define

the Floer homology HF(a,b](H;α) of H to be HF(a,b](K;α) where K is a C1-small
non-degenerate perturbation of H whenever a, b ̸∈ Spec(H;α) (see e.g., [Gür13,
GG16]).

Definition 6.9. Let (M,ω) be a toroidally monotone symplectic manifold and
H : S1 ×M → R a time-dependent Hamiltonian. Let α ∈ [S1,M ] be a non-trivial
homotopy class. Given a degree k ∈ Z/2cmin

1,α Z, the Floer-type bipersistence module
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H(•,•]
k (CF∗(H;α)) is called a Hamiltonian bipersistence module in the class α in

degree k, denoted by HF(•,•]
k (H;α).

By Theorem 4.1, every Hamiltonian bipersistence module in a class α is weakly-
exact. From this point onward, we assume that (M,ω) is symplectically atoroidal
(i.e., Γα = {0}). Hence, given a HamiltonianH and a degree k ∈ Z, the Hamiltonian

bipersistence module HF(•,•]
k (H;α) in the class α is p.f.d. By Theorem 4.1, we

obtain the rectangle barcode of HF(•,•]
k (H;α) over R2, denoted by B(•,•]

k (H;α). We

define B(•,•]
∗ (H;α) =

⋃
k∈Z B

(•,•]
k (H;α).

As in Theorem 6.5, one can prove the corresponding result.

Theorem 6.10. Let (M,ω) be a symplectically atoroidal symplectic manifold. Let
α ∈ [S1,M ] be a non-trivial homotopy class and H a non-degenerate Hamiltonian.

For each degree k ∈ Z, the Hamiltonian bipersistence module HF(•,•]
k (H;α) in the

class α contains the direct summand⊕
x∈P1(H;α)

(Z/2Z)R(AH,α(x),AH,α(x);ℓ1x,ℓ2x),

where the constants ℓ1x, ℓ2x ∈ (0,∞] are uniquely determined by x ∈ P1(H;α).

Remark 6.11. According to Remark 6.8, there are restrictions on the shapes of

rectangles in the barcode B(•,•]
∗ (H;α), as compared to the case of contractible

periodic orbits. More precisely, since the whole Floer homology HF∗(H;α) in non-
trivial α always vanishes, no rectangle of the type (S) appears in the direct sum in
Theorem 6.10.

Remark 6.12. Even if a Hamiltonian H is degenerate, all isolated and homologically
non-trivial (i.e., HFloc

∗ (x) ̸= 0) one-periodic orbits x ofH have rectangles of the form

R
(
AH,α(x),AH,α(x); ℓ1x, ℓ2x

)
in B(•,•]

∗ (H;α). We note that every non-degenerate
one-periodic orbit is isolated and homologically non-trivial.

Of course one has the following stability result corresponding to Theorem 6.6.

Theorem 6.13 (Dynamical Stability Theorem). Let (M,ω) be a symplectically
atoroidal symplectic manifold. Let α ∈ [S1,M ] be a non-trivial homotopy class.
For any pair of non-degenerate Hamiltonians K and H, we have

dbot

(
B(•,•]
∗ (K;α),B(•,•]

∗ (H;α)
)
≤ 3 dint

(
HF(•,•]

k (K;α),HF(•,•]
k (H;α)

)
≤ 3 dHofer(φK , φH).

6.3.2. The spectral spread and its applications. As in Definition 5.9, we define the
spectral spread of a Hamiltonian as follows. Given d ≥ 0 and an action window
(a, b], let

Φ
(a,b],d
H = πb+da,a+d ◦ ι

a
b,b+d : HF(a,b]

∗ (H;α) → HF(a+d,b+d]
∗ (H;α)

denote the comparison map between two action windows (a, b] and (a+ d, b+ d].

Definition 6.14. Let (M,ω) be a symplectically atoroidal symplectic manifold.
Let α ∈ [S1,M ] be a non-trivial homotopy class and H a Hamiltonian. The spec-
tral spread of a one-periodic orbit x ∈ P1(H;α) of H in the class α, denoted by
wα(H,x), is defined by

wα(H,x) = sup
{
d ≥ 0

∣∣∣ Φ(a,b],d
H ([x]) ̸= 0 for some action window (a, b]

}
.

We define the spectral spread of H in α by

wα(H) = sup
{
d ≥ 0

∣∣∣ Φ(a,b],d
H ̸= 0 for some action window (a, b]

}
.
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Clearly,

sup
x∈P1(H;α)

wα(H,x) ≤ wα(H).

The following properties are inspired by insights from [PS16, Proposition 4.2].

Proposition 6.15. Let α ∈ [S1,M ] be a non-trivial homotopy class. Then the
following assertions hold.

(i) The spectral spread wα(H) of a Hamiltonian H depends only on the Hamil-
tonian diffeomorphism φH . (Therefore, we write wα(φH) = wα(H).)

(ii) The function wα : Ham(M) → [0,∞) is 1-Lipschitz with respect to the
Hofer metric. Namely, for every pair of Hamiltonian diffeomorphisms
ϕ, ψ ∈ Ham(M), we have

|wα(ϕ)− wα(ψ)| ≤ dHofer(ϕ, ψ).

(iii) Let K be a Hamiltonian having a one-periodic orbit x ∈ P1(K;α). Let
ψ ∈ Ham(M) be a Hamiltonian diffeomorphism of M . Then

wα(K,x)− wα(ψ) ≤ dHofer(φK , ψ).

Proof. Claims (i) and (ii) follows an argument similar to [PS16, Proposition 4.2
(ii)]. Namely, if two Hamiltonian isotopies φtH1

and φtH2
define the same Hamil-

tonian diffeomorphism φ1
H1

= φ1
H2

, then there exists a morphism HF(a,b]
∗ (H1;α) →

HF(a,b]
∗ (H2;α), which preserves action windows (a, b]. This shows (i), see also [PS16,

Remark 2.10].
To show (ii), let ϕ, ψ ∈ Ham(M). Choose Hamiltonians K and H generating ϕ

and ψ, respectively. We have natural connecting homomorphisms

σKH : HF(a,b]
∗ (K;α) → HF(a,b]+E+

∗ (H;α),

σHK : HF(a,b]
∗ (H;α) → HF(a,b]+E−

∗ (K;α),

where E+ = E+(H − K) and E− = E−(H − K) = E+(K − H), see (11) and
[Ush11, Section 2]. By (12), we have

osc = osc(H −K) = E+(H −K) + E−(H −K) = E+ + E−.

First we assume that

(13) wα(K) > osc .

Choose ε > 0 so small that wα(K)−osc−ε > 0. Put d = wα(K)−osc−ε > 0. Since
osc+d < wα(K), by the definition of the spectral spread, one can find an action

window I such that ΦI,osc+dK ̸= 0. We have the following commutative diagram:
(14)

HFI∗(K;α)
σKH //

ΦI,osc+d
K

22HFI+E
+

∗ (H;α)
ΦI+E+,d

H // HFI+E
++d

∗ (H;α)
σHK // HFI+osc+d

k (K;α)

Therefore, ΦI,osc+dK ̸= 0 implies that ΦI+E
+,d

H ̸= 0. It means that d ≤ wα(H),
which is equivalent to wα(K)− wα(H) ≤ osc+ε. Since ε is arbitrary,

wα(K)− wα(H) ≤ osc .

If wα(K) ≥ wα(H), then |wα(K) − wα(H)| ≤ osc. Otherwise, since wα(H) >
wα(K) > osc, repeating the above argument yields that wα(H)−wα(K) ≤ osc. In
either case, assuming (13) leads to the conclusion that

|wα(K)− wα(H)| ≤ osc .
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Now we assume that wα(K), wα(H) ≤ osc. Since wα(K) and wα(H) are non-
negative,

|wα(K)− wα(H)| = max{wα(K)− wα(H), wα(H)− wα(K)}
≤ max{wα(K), wα(H)} ≤ osc .

Therefore, we conclude that

|wα(ϕ)− wα(ψ)| ≤ inf
φK=ϕ
φH=ψ

osc(H −K) = dHofer(ϕ, ψ),

which completes the proof of (ii).
Claim (iii) follows from the first half of the proof of claim (ii). □

Just as in Proposition 5.10, the spectral spread of a one-periodic orbit can be
directly derived from the shorter side of the corresponding rectangle.

Proposition 6.16. Let H be a Hamiltonian on M . If x ∈ P1(H;α) is an isolated
and homologically non-trivial one-periodic orbit of H in the class α, then

wα(H,x) = min{ℓ1x, ℓ2x},
where R

(
AH,α(x),AH,α(x); ℓ1x, ℓ2x

)
denotes the corresponding rectangle (see Re-

mark 6.12). Moreover,

wα(H) = sup
R∈B(•,•]

∗ (H;α)

min{ℓ1R, ℓ2R},

where ℓ1R, ℓ2R ∈ (0,∞] are the lengths of a rectangle R = R(C1, C2; ℓ1R, ℓ2R) in

B(•,•]
∗ (H;α).

The spectral spread helps us to find non-contractible orbits.

Proposition 6.17. Let (M,ω) be a symplectically atoroidal symplectic manifold.
Let α ∈ [S1,M ] be a non-trivial homotopy class and K a non-degenerate Hamil-
tonian on M . Assume that K has a one-periodic orbit x in the class α. If H is a
non-degenerate Hamiltonian such that dHofer(φK , φH) < min{ℓ1x, ℓ2x}, then H has
a one-periodic orbit in the class α.

Proof. Propositions 6.15 (iii) and 6.16, and the assumption yield that

0 < min{ℓ1x, ℓ2x} − dHofer(φK , φH) = wα(K,x)− dHofer(φK , φH) ≤ wα(φH).

Hence the comparison map ΦI,dH is non-zero for some action window I and some

d > 0. In particular, HFI∗(H;α) ̸= 0. Therefore H has a one-periodic orbit in the
class α. □

Remark 6.18. In the proof of Proposition 6.17, we have the following commutative
diagram (recall (14)):

HFI−E
+

∗ (K;α)
σKH //

ΦI−E+,osc
K

33
HFI∗(H;α)

σHK // HFI+E
−

k (K;α)

Here E+ = E+(H − K) and E− = E−(H − K) = E+(K − H). Therefore, the

dimension of the Floer homology HFI∗(H;α) is greater than or equal to the rank

of the comparison map ΦI−E
+,osc

K . In particular, we obtain a lower bound for the
number of one-periodic orbits of K in the class α:

# { y ∈ P1(H;α) | AH,α(y) ∈ I } ≥ dimHFI∗(H;α) ≥ rankΦI−E
+,osc

K .

See also [UZ16, Theorem 12.2].



32 KANTA KOEDA, RYUMA ORITA, AND KANON YASHIRO

We observe that Proposition 6.17 recovers some results on the existence of infin-
itely many non-contractible orbits. Here we show the following version of Gürel’s
theorem [Gür13, Theorem 1.1]. A periodic orbit is said to be simple if it cannot be
obtained as several iterations of an orbit with a shorter period.

Theorem 6.19 (A special version of [Gür13, Theorem 1.1]). Let (M,ω) be a sym-
plectically atoroidal manifold. Let H : S1 ×M → R be a non-degenerate Hamil-
tonian having a one-periodic orbit x in the homotopy class α such that [α] ̸= 0 in
H1(M ;Z)/Tor. Then for every sufficiently large prime p, the Hamiltonian H has a
simple periodic orbit in the homotopy class αp and with period either p or its next
prime p′.

Remark 6.20. In Gürel’s original statement, H does not need to be non-degenerate.
Instead, H has an isolated and homologically non-trivial one-periodic orbit x in the
homotopy class α such that [α] ̸= 0 in H1(M ;Z)/Tor and the set of one-periodic
orbits of H with homology class [α] is finite. However, we give a proof of the
simplified version (Theorem 6.19) for the sake of simplicity.

Proof of Theorem 6.19. According to [GG10], for every sufficiently large prime p,
the iterated Hamiltonian H♮p is non-degenerate. Fix a reference loop zα ∈ α and
choose the iterated loop zpα as the reference loop for αp. Let x be a one-periodic orbit
of H in the class α. For sufficiently large prime p, its p-th iteration xp (considered
as a one-periodic orbit of H♮p in the class αp) is non-degenerate.

Assume that H has no simple p-periodic orbit in αp. Since p is prime, every
p-periodic orbit in αp is the p-th iteration of a one-periodic orbit in α. Since the
action functional is homogeneous with respect to iterations, we have

Spec(H♮p;αp) = p Spec(H;α).

Therefore, the rectangles in B(•,•]
∗ (H;α) are also homogeneous with respect to iter-

ations in the sense that

R
(
AH♮p,αp(xp),AH♮p,αp(xp); ℓ1xp , ℓ2xp

)
= R

(
pAH,α(x), pAH,α(x); pℓ1x, pℓ2x

)
.

On the other hand, since the Hofer metric is bi-invariant,

dHofer(φ
p
H , φ

p′

H) = ∥φp
′−p
H ∥Hofer ≤ (p′ − p)∥φH∥Hofer.

Since p′ − p = o(p) as p→ ∞ (see, e.g., [BHP01]), for sufficiently large prime p,

dHofer(φ
p
H , φ

p′

H) ≤ (p′ − p)∥φH∥Hofer < pmin{ℓ1x, ℓ2x} = min{ℓ1xp , ℓ2xp}.

Now Proposition 6.17 yields that the Hamiltonian H♮p′ has a one-periodic orbit y in
the class αp. Assume that y is not simple. Since p′ is prime, y is the p′-th iteration
of a certain one-periodic orbit in the homology class p[α]/p′ ∈ H1(M ;Z)/Tor. Since
p/p′ is not an integer, we obtain [α] = 0 which yields a contradiction. □
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