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Abstract

The compactification of moduli spaces of J-holomorphic curves in al-
most complex manifolds with cylindrical ends is crucial in Symplectic
Field Theory. One natural generalization is to replace “cylindrical” by
“asymptotically cylindrical”. In this article we generalize the compactness
results from [14, 15, 4, 5] to this setting. As an application, we study the
relation between the moduli spaces of J-holomorphic polygons before and
after the Lagrangian surgery established in [11] in a more general setting
and from a different viewpoint.
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1 Introduction
Introduced by Gromov in 1985, J-holomorphic curves have been studied inten-
sively in closed symplectic manifolds. In 1993 Hofer studied the behaviors of
J−holomorphic curves in symplectization of contact manifolds, which is non-
compact. Shortly after that, Eliashberg, Givental and Hofer invented the Sym-
plectic Field Theory, which greatly helps us understand symplectic manifolds
and contact manifolds. In most of previous literature, the only noncompact
almost complex manifolds studied are the ones with cylindrical ends, which
roughly means that the almost complex structure J is translationally invariant
near the ends. In [5] the notion of asymptotically cylindrical almost complex
structure was introduced, which is a natural generalization of cylindrical al-
most complex structure. However, there is no corresponding result proven for
asymptotically cylindrical almost complex structure. Intuitively, we should have
similar results as in the cylindrical case. However, the original proofs rely heav-
ily on the cylindrical nature of the almost complex structure, which prevents
us from applying them directly to the asymptotically cylindrical case. In this
paper, we give the modified definition of asymptotically cylindrical almost com-
plex structure, and prove some parallel analytical results as in cylindrical case.
Based on these results we can compactify the moduli space of J−holomorphic
curves in almost complex manifolds with asymptotically cylindrical ends using
the idea of holomorphic buildings introduced by [5].

One of the advantages of this generalization lies in applications. In many
cases the original almost complex structure is asymptotically cylindrical, so if
we insist on getting a cylindrical almost complex structure we have to perturb
the original one in a special way, which may turn a generic almost complex
structure into a non-generic one. However, using the results of this paper, we
can work directly in the asymptotically cylindrical context. We also take this
chance to fill in the gaps between different literatures.

In the asymptotically cylindrical case, the proofs of some theorems are sig-
nificantly different and more difficult than the proofs in the cylindrical case,
for example, Proposition 2, Theorem 1 and Theorem 3. The difficulties mainly
come from the following two facts: 1. the obvious translations in the cylindrical
almost complex manifold are not J−holomorphic anymore; 2. Hofer’s energy
cannot be chosen to be both non-negative and exact.

In Section 2, we give the definition of asymptotically cylindrical almost com-
plex manifolds and the definition of Hofer’s energy of J−holomorphic curves in
this context. To the best of the author’s knowledge, the sort of conditions of
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(AC3) and (AC4) in Definition 1 have not appeared in the literatures in Sym-
plectic Geometry, but similar conditions appear very often in global Riemannian
Geometry. We also list the main analytical results of this paper, not including
the application.

In Section 3, we give the proofs of the main results listed in Section 2. The
proofs follow the schemes of [14, 15, 16, 4, 5]. However, some proofs are quite
different and more difficult.

In Section 4, we give the definition of almost complex manifolds with asymp-
totically cylindrical ends and the definition of Hofer’s energy of J-holomorphic
curves in this context.

In Section 5, we apply the results developed in the previous sections to
Lagrangian surgery. In particular, we give a simpler and more natural proof for
Theorem Z in [11] in a more general context. Theorem Z is the main theorem
in [11] with a lot of applications. It is a fundamental theorem to get long exact
sequences of Lagrangian Floer homology, whose relations to Mirror Symmetry
can be found in [8, 11]. We could also use Theorem Z to understand wall
crossing formula (see [11]). In this paper, we compactify the moduli space
arises in Theorem Z, carry out the scale dependent gluing (see [20]) of certain
moduli spaces, and prove the surjectivity of the gluing map to complete the
proof of Theorem Z. All these steps are done in the spirit of Symplectic Field
Theory rather than purely following a bunch of estimates as in [11]. Also, in [11]
Theorem Z is proved under the assumption that the almost complex structure
is integrable in a neighborhood of the intersection point of two Lagrangian
submanifolds. In this paper, we do not need the integrability assumption. In
suitable polar coordinates around the intersection point, an integrable almost
complex structure corresponds to a cylindrical almost complex structure, while
an almost complex structure corresponds to an asymptotically cylindrical almost
complex structure. There will be more applications to appear in the second
paper.

In the appendix, we include the basic notions of the moduli space of bordered
stable nodal Riemann surfaces and the stable map topology of holomorphic
buildings.
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gratitude to my advisor Yong-Geun Oh for initiating such an interesting project
and helping me overcome the difficulties. Secondly, I would like to thank Conan
Leung for very patiently and effectively answering my questions in Symplectic
Geometry and Mirror Symmetry. Finally, I would like to thank Lino Amorim,
Garrett Alston, Dongning Wang, Rui Wang and Ke Zhu for all the fruitful
discussions and valuable suggestions.
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2 Asymptotically cylindrical almost complex man-
ifolds

2.1 Definition
Let V be a smooth closed manifold of dimension 2n+ 1, J be a smooth almost
complex structure in W = R × V , R := J

(
∂
∂r

)
be a smooth vector field on

W, and ξ be a subbundle of the tangent bundle TW of W defined by ξ(r, v) =
(JTv{r} × V ) ∩ (Tv{r} × V ), for (r, v) ∈ W . Then tangent bundle TW splits
as TW = R( ∂∂r )⊕ R(R)⊕ ξ. Define a 1-form λ on W by: λ(ξ) = 0, λ( ∂∂r ) = 0,
λ (R) = 1, and a 1-form σ on W by: σ(ξ) = 0, σ( ∂∂r ) = 1, σ (R) = 0.

Let fs : W →W be the translation fs(r, v) = (r+ s, v). We call a tensor on
W translationally invariant if it is invariant under fs.

Definition 1. Under the above notations, J is called asymptotically cylindrical
at positive infinity, if there exists a 2-form ω on W such that for some integer
l = 4 the pair (J, ω) satisfies (AC1)-(AC7):

• (AC1) i
(
∂
∂r

)
ω = 0 = i(R)ω.

• (AC2) ω|ξ(·, J ·) is a metric on ξ. 1

• (AC3) There exists a smooth translationally invariant almost complex
structure J∞ on W and constants Cl, δl = 0, such that∥∥∥ (J − J∞)|[r,+∞)×V

∥∥∥
Cl

5 Cle
−δlr (1)

for all r = 0, where ‖ϕ‖Cl := sup
w

∑l
k=0

∣∣∇kϕ(w)
∣∣ and | · | is computed

using a translationally invariant metric gW on W , for example gW =
dr2 + gV , and ∇ is the corresponding Levi-Civita connection. 2

• (AC4) There exists a translationally invariant closed 2-form ω∞ onW and
constants Cl, δl = 0, such that∥∥∥ (ω − ω∞)|[r,+∞)×V

∥∥∥
Cl

5 Cle
−δlr (2)

for all r = 0.

• (AC5) The pair (ω∞, J∞) satisfies (AC1) and (AC2).

• (AC6) i(R∞)dλ∞ = 0, where R∞ := lim
s→∞

f∗sR, λ∞ := lim
s→∞

f∗s λ, and both
limits exist by (AC3).

1 Actually we only need ω|ξ(u, Ju) > 0 for all 0 6= u ∈ ξ, but for convenience we also
require ω|ξ(Ju, Jv) = ω|ξ(u, v).

2Equivalently, we could embed V into RN and take the derivatives there, and ‖ϕ‖Cl =

sup
w

∑l
|α|=0 |Dαϕ(w)|.
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• (AC7) R∞(r, v) = J∞
(
∂
∂r

)
∈ Tv({r} × V ).

Remark 1. The terminology we use is slightly different from the one in [5].
One major difference is that we require J converges to J∞ exponentially fast in
condition (AC3). It seems that we should call J “exponentially asymptotically
cylindrical almost complex structure”, but since this is the only case we con-
sider in our paper, we omit the word “exponentially”. Also this is the accurate
condition to guarantee that the J-holomorphic curve converges to the periodic
orbits of R∞ exponentially fast by the footnote of formula (40).

Similarly, we could define the notion of J being asymptotically cylindrical
at negative infinity. If J is asymptotically cylindrical at both positive infinity
and negative infinity, we say J is asymptotically cylindrical. When we say J is
asymptotically cylindrical, we choose ω without mentioning.

The following definition is the case considered in [14, 15, 16, 4, 5].

Definition 2. We say J is a cylindrical almost complex structure, if J is an
asymptotically cylindrical almost complex structure and both J and ω are all
translationally invariant.

Example 1. (Symplectization) Assume (V, ξ) is a contact manifold with contact
1−form λ and Reeb vector field R, i.e. ξ = kerλ, λ ∧ (dλ)n 6= 0, iRdλ = 0,
and λ(R) = 1. Let ω = dλ and let Jξ be an almost complex structure in ξ such
that it is compatible with ω|ξ, i.e. dλ(·, Jξ·) is a metric on ξ. We extend the
Jξ to the tangent bundle of W = R × V by setting J( ∂∂r ) = R. Then (W,J)
is a cylindrical almost complex manifold and in particular an asymptotically
cylindrical almost complex structure.

Refer to [5] for other interesting examples of cylindrical almost complex
manifolds.

Example 2. Assume J is a smooth almost complex structure on R2n+2 with
J(0) = J0(0), where J0 is the standard complex structure on R2n+2. Assume
ω′ is a smooth symplectic form on R2n+2 with ω′(0) = Σn+1

i=1 dxi ∧ dyi. Assume
that J is ω′ compatible, i.e. ω′(·, J ·) is a Riemannian metric on R2n+2 ∼= Cn+1.
Consider R2n+2\{0} and pick an polar coordinate chart, i.e.

ϕ : R− × S2n+1 → R2n+2\{0},

(r,Θ) 7→ erΘ,

where we view S2n+1 as the unit sphere inside R2n+2.
We can define ξ and R as in the beginning of 2.1. Denote the projec-

tion: T
(
R− × S2n+1

)
= R( ∂∂r ) ⊕ R(R) ⊕ ξ → ξ by πξ. Define a 2-form ω on

R−×S2n+1 by ω(u, v) = e−2rω′(ϕ∗πξu, ϕ∗πξv), where u, v ∈ T(r,θ)R−×S2n+1.
Then ω−∞ = Π∗ω0, where Π : R− × S2n+1 → S2n+1 is the projection, ω0 :=
i∗
(
Σn+1
i=1 dxi ∧ dyi

)
, and i : S2n+1 ↪→ R2n+2 is the embedding.

Now it is clear that (R− × S2n+1, J) is an asymptotically cylindrical almost
complex manifold near −∞.
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By (AC3) and (AC7) we can see that R∞ is a translationally invariant vector
field on W and it is tangent to each level set {r} × V , so we can view R∞ as
a vector field on V . Let φt be the flow of R∞ on V , i.e. φt : V → V satisfies
d
dtφ

t = R∞ ◦ φt. Then we have

d

dt
[(φt)∗λ∞] = (φt)∗(iR∞dλ∞ + diR∞λ∞) = 0.

Thus φt preserves λ∞ so ξ∞. Similarly φt preserves ω∞.
Let’s denote by P the set of periodic trajectories, counting their multiples, of

the vector field R∞ restricting to V. Notice that any smooth family of periodic
trajectories from P has the same period by Stoke’s Theorem.

Definition 3. A T -periodic orbit γ of R∞ is called non-degenerate, if dφT |ξ(γ(0))

does not have 1 as an eigenvalue, where φt is the flow of R∞. We say that J is
non-degenerate if all the periodic solutions of R∞ are non-degenerate.

A weaker requirement for J than non-degenerate is Morse-Bott.

Definition 4. We say that J is of the Morse-Bott type if, for every T > 0 the
subset NT ⊂ V formed by the closed trajectories from P of period T is a smooth
closed submanifold of V , such that the rank of ω∞|NT is locally constant and
TpNT = ker

(
dφT − Id

)
p
.

We always assume J is of Morse-Bott type in this paper.

2.2 Energy of J-holomorphic curves
Let Σ be a punctured Riemann surface with almost complex structure j, and
ũ = (a, u) : (Σ, j) → (W,J) be a J-holomorphic curve, i.e. T ũ ◦ j = J(ũ) ◦
T ũ. The following definition is a modification of Hofer’s energy in cylindrical
almost complex structure case. The ω-energy and λ-energy are defined as follows
respectively

Eω(ũ) =

ˆ

Σ

ũ∗ω,

Eλ(ũ) = sup
φ∈C

ˆ

Σ

ũ∗(φ(r)σ ∧ λ),

where C = {φ ∈ C∞c (R, [0, 1])|
´ +∞
−∞ φ(x)dx = 1}3, and λ, σ are defined as in the

beginning of subsection 2.1. Let’s define the energy of ũ by

E(ũ) = Eω(ũ) + Eλ(ũ).

Equip R+ × S1 with the standard complex structure and coordinate (s, t),
and consider a J-holomorphic map ũ = (a, u) : R+ × S1 → W = R× V , Let’s

3In [5], the set C is given by C = {φ ∈ C∞c (R,R+)|
´+∞
−∞ φ(x)dx = 1}. It is easier to get

uniform energy bounds using the modified definition in the case when the almost complex
structure is only asymptotically cylindrical.
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denote the projections from TW = R( ∂∂r ) ⊕ R(R) ⊕ ξ to each subbundle by
πr,πR and πξ. Here we view S1 as R/Z. Notice

ũ∗ω = ω(ũs, ũt)ds ∧ dt
= ω(ũs, J(ũ)ũs)ds ∧ dt
= ω(πξũs, J(ũ)πξũs)ds ∧ dt (3)

and

ũ∗(φ(r)σ ∧ λ) = φ(a) [σ(ũs)λ(J(ũ)ũs)− σ(J(ũ)ũs)λ(ũs)] ds ∧ dt
= φ(a)

[
σ(ũs)

2 + λ(ũs)
2
]
ds ∧ dt. (4)

Thus, we have Eω(ũ) = 0 and Eλ(ũ) = 0.

2.3 Main Results
The following two theorems tell us the behaviors of J-holomorphic curves near
infinity.

Theorem 1. Suppose that (W = R × V, J) is an asymptotically cylindrical
almost complex manifold. Let ũ = (a, u) : R+ × R/Z → W be a finite energy
J-holomorphic curve. Suppose that the image of ũ is unbounded in R×V . Then
there exists a periodic orbit γ of R∞ of period |T | with T 6= 0, such that

lim
s→∞

u(s, t) = γ(Tt)

lim
s→∞

a(s, t)

s
= T

in C∞(S1).

It is much more difficult to prove this theorem in the asymptotically cylin-
drical case compared to the cylindrical case.

The above theorem tells us that when s is large enough u(s, t) lies inside a
small neighborhood of γ. We will construct a coordinate chart for such neigh-
borhood U ⊂ S1 × R2n → V , and then we can view the map ũ as

ũ(s, t) = (a(s, t), ϑ(s, t), z(s, t)) ∈ R× R× R2n,

where ϑ is the coordinate of the universal cover of S1.

Theorem 2. Under the same assumption as in Theorem 1, there exist constants
Mβ , dβ , a0, ϑ0, s0 > 0 such that

|Dβ{a(s, t)− Ts− a0}| 5Mβe
−dβs,

|Dβ{ϑ(s, t)− Tt− ϑ0}| 5Mβe
−dβs,

|Dβz(s, t)| 5Mβe
−dβs,
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for all s > s0 and β = (β1, β2) ∈ N × N with |β| = β1 + β2 5 l − 2, where l is
the integer in Definition 1.

3 Proof of main results
The proof is done in three steps. The first step is to show that the gradient
of a finite energy J-holomorphic curve ũ = (a, u) is bounded. The second step
is to show subsequence convergence, briefly, given a sequence of numbers Rk
converging to infinity, we want to show that there exists a subsequence Rkn ,
such that u(Rkn , t) converges to a periodic solution of the vector field R∞. The
third step is to get some exponential estimate and then prove the Theorem 1
and Theorem 2.

3.1 Gradient bounds
We cite the following two lemmata for later use.

Lemma 1. [14] Let (X, d) be a metric space. Equivalent are
(1) (X, d) is complete.
(2) For every continuous map φ : X → [0,+∞) and given x ∈ X, ε > 0

there exist x′ ∈ X, ε′ > 0 such that

• ε′ 5 ε, φ(x′)ε′ = φ(x)ε,

• d(x, x′) 5 2ε,

• 2φ(x′) = φ(y) for all y ∈ X with d(y, x′) 5 ε′.

Let J be an asymptotically cylindrical almost complex structure onW = R×
V , let ũ = (a, u) be a J-holomorphic map from B(0, R) toW, where B(z0, R) :=
z =

{
s+
√
−1t ∈ C| |z − z0| < R

}
, denote

‖∇ũ‖ := sup
(s,t)∈B(0,R)

|∇ũ(s, t)| (5)

and

‖ũ‖Ck(B(0,R),W ) := sup
x∈B(0,R)

k∑
|l|=0

|∇lũ(x)|,

where the norm | · | is computed with respect to the standard metric ds2 + dt2

on B(z0, R) and a translationally invariant metric gW on W , for example gW =
gV + dr2, and ∇ is the the Levi-Civita connection with respect to gW on W.
Equivalently, we could embed V into RN and take derivatives there and compute
the Ck-norm. The following lemma says that the gradient bound implies C∞
bound.
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Lemma 2. (Gromov-Schwarz) Fix 0 < ε < 1 and k ∈ N, if ‖∇ũ‖ < C ′ < +∞,
then there exists C(k,C ′) > 0 such that

‖ũ‖Ck(B(0,R−ε),W ) 5 C(k,C ′),

where C(k,C ′) does not depend on ũ.

Proof. This is a standard result. Using the gradient bound of ũ, we can find
uniform coordinate charts both in domain and in target, then we can apply
Proposition 2.36 in [2].

The following proposition is one of the key steps in [14] whose proof reveals
the relation between ω energy and trajectory of R∞.

Proposition 1. [14] Suppose J is a cylindrical almost complex structure on W
and ũ = (a, u) : C → W is a finite energy J-holomorphic plane (i.e. E(ũ) =
Eλ(ũ) +Eω(ũ) < +∞). If Eω(ũ) = 0 and ‖∇ũ‖ 5 C for some C > 0, then ũ is
constant.

Proof. Suppose ũ is not constant. By (3), πξũs = 0 = πξũt. Hence πξ ◦ T ũ is
the zero section of ũ∗ξ → C. Therefore we have u(s, t) = x ◦ f(s, t), where x
is a solution of ẋ = R(x) and f : C → R is a smooth function. Consequently,
fs = −at; ft = as. Hence Φ := f + ia is a holomorphic function on C. Since
‖∇ũ‖ is bounded, ‖∇Φ‖ is bounded; thus Φ is a linear function. By (4)

Eλ(ũ) = sup
φ∈C

ˆ

C

φ(a)(a2
s + a2

t )ds ∧ dt

= c · sup
φ∈C

ˆ

C

φ(s)ds ∧ dt (for some c > 0, via a linear change of variables)

= +∞.

The proposition below generalizes Proposition 27 in [14] to the asymptoti-
cally cylindrical case. The proof is much harder.

Proposition 2. If J is an asymptotically cylindrical almost complex structure
on W , and ũ is a J-holomorphic map from C to W satisfying E(ũ) < +∞, then
we get ‖∇ũ‖ < +∞.

Proof. Suppose to the contrary, then there exist a sequence of points zk ∈ C,
satisfying, |zk| → ∞, Rk := ‖∇ũ(zk)‖ → ∞, as k → ∞. By Lemma 1, we
can modify zk such that there exist a sequence of εk > 0 satisfying: εk → 0,
εkRk → +∞, and |∇ũ(z)| 5 2Rk for z ∈ B(zk, εk). Now there are two cases.

Case1. {a(zk)}k∈Z is unbounded.
Then there exist a subsequence of zk, still denoted by zk, such that a(zk)→

+∞ or a(zk) → −∞. WLOG, let’s assume a(zk) → +∞. Pick a further
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subsequence of zk, such that a(zk) = 2k+2. Let ε
′

k := min
{
εk,

2k

Rk

}
, then we

have ε
′

k → 0, ε
′

kRk → +∞, and |a(z)− a(zk)| 5 2ε
′

kRk 5 2 · 2k

Rk
·Rk = 2k+1, for

|z−zk| 5 ε
′

k. Thus, a(z) = a(zk)−2k+1 = 2k+2−2k+1 = 2k+1, for |z−zk| 5 ε
′

k.
Since ũ is J-holomorphic, we have

J(ũ) ◦ T ũ = T ũ ◦ i. (6)

Thus
J∞(ũ) ◦ T ũ = T ũ ◦ i+ (J∞ − J)(ũ) ◦ T ũ. (7)

By AC3), we have4

δk := sup
z∈B(zk,ε

′
k)

‖(J∞ − J)(ũ(z))‖ → 0,

as k → +∞. Define lk : C→ C by

lk(z) = zk + z/Rk

and ūk : B(0, ε
′

kRk)→W by

ūk(z) = ū ◦ lk(z) = (a(zk + z/Rk), u(zk + z/Rk)).

For any R′ > 0, when k is large, ūk is a J-holomorphic map defined over
B(0, R′). Moreover, ‖∇ūk(z)‖ 5 2 for z ∈ B(0, R′). By Lemma 2, for any
n ∈ Z+, there exists C(n,R′) satisfying

‖ūk‖Cn(B(0,R′−1),W ) 5 C(n,R′). (8)

We also have

|∇ūk(0)| = 1 (9)

|∇ūk(z)| 5 2 for all |z| 5 ε
′

kRk. (10)

Define ũk(z) := (a(zk + z/Rk)− a(zk), u(zk + z/Rk)). Since {ũk(0)}k∈Z+ is
bounded, then by (8) we can apply Ascoli-Arzela theorem to get a subsequence,
still called ũk, satisfying ũk → ũ∞ in C∞loc, as k → ∞. Here ũ∞ : C → W is a
J∞-holomorphic satisfying

|∇ũ∞(0)| = 1 ‖∇ũ∞‖ 5 2.

Indeed, ũk satisfies

J∞(ũk)T ũk = T (ũk)i+ LkT ūki, (11)
4Actually, to prove Proposition 2, Proposition 3 and Theorem 3 we only need is f∗s J → J∞

in C1
loc, as s → ∞. We need the stronger condition AC3) to prove exponential decay in 3.3

and thus the main theorems.

10



where Lk := Tf−a(zk)(J∞ − J)(ūk). While, ‖Lk‖C0(B(0,ε
′
kRk)) → 0, as k → ∞.

Therefore, ũ∞ is J∞-holomorphic.
Now let’s look at its energy.

ˆ

B(0,R′)

ũ∗kω∞ =

ˆ

B(0,R′)

ū∗kω∞

=

ˆ

B(0,R′)

(a ◦ lk, u ◦ lk)∗ω∞ (12)

=

ˆ

lk(B(0,R′))

ũ∗ω∞

=

ˆ

B(zk,R′/Rk)

ũ∗ω +

ˆ

B(zk,R′/Rk)

ũ∗(ω − ω∞). (13)

From E(ũ) < +∞ we see
ˆ

B(zk,R′/Rk)

ũ∗ω → 0,

as k → +∞. While,

∣∣∣∣∣∣∣
ˆ

B(zk,R′/Rk)

ũ∗(ω∞ − ω)

∣∣∣∣∣∣∣ 5
ˆ

B(zk,R′/Rk)

|(ω∞ − ω)(ũs, ũt)|ds ∧ dt

=

ˆ

B(zk,R′/Rk)

(2Rk)2

∣∣∣∣(ω∞ − ω)

(
ũs

2Rk
,
ũt

2Rk

)∣∣∣∣ ds ∧ dt.
By AC4) we have

ck := sup
z∈B(zk,ε

′
k)

∣∣∣∣(ω∞ − ω)

(
ũs

2Rk
,
ũt

2Rk

)∣∣∣∣→ 0

as k →∞. Thus,∣∣∣∣∣∣∣
ˆ

B(zk,R′/Rk)

ũ∗(ω∞ − ω)

∣∣∣∣∣∣∣ 5 π

(
R′

Rk

)
(2Rk)2ck → 0

as k →∞. Therefore,

Eω∞(ũ∞) =

ˆ

C

ũ∗∞ω∞ = 0.

11



Moreover, we have Eλ∞(ũ∞) < +∞. Indeed, given φ ∈ C, denote φk(r) :=
φ(r − a(zk)) ∈ C. Then we have∣∣∣∣∣∣∣

ˆ

B(0,R′)

ũ∗k(φ(r)dr ∧ λ∞)

∣∣∣∣∣∣∣
=

∣∣∣∣∣∣∣
ˆ

lk[B(0,R′)]

φk(a)ũ∗(dr ∧ λ∞)

∣∣∣∣∣∣∣
5

∣∣∣∣∣∣∣
ˆ

B(zk,R′/Rk)

φk(a)ũ∗(σ ∧ λ)

∣∣∣∣∣∣∣+

∣∣∣∣∣∣∣
ˆ

B(zk,R′/Rk)

φk(a)ũ∗(dr ∧ λ∞ − σ ∧ λ)

∣∣∣∣∣∣∣ . (14)

While, ∣∣∣∣∣∣∣
ˆ

B(zk,R′/Rk)

φk(a)ũ∗(σ ∧ λ)

∣∣∣∣∣∣∣ 5
∣∣∣∣∣∣
ˆ

C

φk(a)ũ∗(σ ∧ λ)

∣∣∣∣∣∣ 5 Eλ(ũ) (15)

and

∣∣∣∣∣∣∣
ˆ

B(zk,R′/Rk)

φk(a)ũ∗(dr ∧ λ∞ − σ ∧ λ)

∣∣∣∣∣∣∣
5

ˆ

B(zk,R′/Rk)

φk(a)(2Rk)2

∣∣∣∣(dr ∧ λ∞ − σ ∧ λ)

(
ũs

2Rk
,
ũt

2Rk

)∣∣∣∣ ds ∧ dt. (16)

Since rk := sup
z∈B(zk,R′/Rk)

∣∣∣(dr ∧ λ∞ − σ ∧ λ)
(
ũs

2Rk
, ũt

2Rk

)∣∣∣ → 0 as k → ∞, we

have

∣∣∣∣∣∣∣
ˆ

B(zk,R′/Rk)

φk(a)ũ∗(dr ∧ λ∞ − σ ∧ λ)

∣∣∣∣∣∣∣
5

ˆ

B(zk,R′/Rk)

φk(a)(2Rk)2rkds ∧ dt

5

(
sup
x∈R

φ(x)

)
(2Rk)2rkπ

(
R′

Rk

)2

→ 0. (17)

Combining (14),(15),(17), we get: given R′ > 0 and φ ∈ C, there exists constant
K such that for all k > K,

12



∣∣∣∣∣∣∣
ˆ

B(0,R)

ũ∗k(φ(r)dr ∧ λ∞)

∣∣∣∣∣∣∣ 5 Eλ(ũ) + 1.

Therefore, Eλ∞(ũ∞) 5 Eλ(ũ) + 1. Altogether, we get a J∞-holomorphic map
ũ∞ : C→W satisfying

‖∇ũ∞‖ 5 2 |∇ũ∞(0)| = 1
Eω∞(ũ∞) = 0 E(ũ∞) < +∞.

By Proposition 1, we get a contradiction, which finishes the proof for Case
1.

Case 2: {a(zk)}k∈Z is bounded.
Now let us define ũk differently from Case 1 by:

ũk(z) := ũ ◦ lk = (a(zk + z/Rk), u(zk + z/Rk)),

then ũk satisfies

|∇ũk(z)| 5 2 for z ∈ B(0, εkRk);
{ũk(0)}k∈Z+ is bounded; |∇ũ(0)| = 1.

Similarly as in Case 1, by applying Ascoli-Arzela theorem we get a subsequence
stilled called ũk converging to ũ∞ = (a∞,u∞) : C→W in C∞loc sense. Here ũ∞
is J-holomorphic satisfying

|∇ũ∞(0)| = 1, (18)

‖∇ũ∞‖ 5 2, (19)

and
ˆ

B(0,εkRk)

ũ∗kω =

ˆ

B(zk,εk)

ũ∗ω → 0 as k→+∞. (20)

Thus, Eω(ũ∞) =
´
C ũ
∗
∞ω = 0. Moreover, given R′ > 0 and φ ∈ C we have

ˆ

B(0,R′)

ũ∗k [φ(r)σ ∧ λ] =

ˆ

B(zk,R′/Rk)

ũ∗ [φ(r)σ ∧ λ]→ 0,

as k → +∞. This means
´
B(0,R′)

ũ∗∞ [φ(r)σ ∧ λ] = 0, so Eλ(ũ∞) = 0. Hence,
ũ∞ is constant, contradicting (18).

Let ṽ : R+×S1 →W be a J−holomorphic map with respect to the standard
almost complex structure on R+ × S1, i.e. it solves ṽs + J(ṽ)ṽt = 0 where (s, t)
is the coordinate for R+ × S1.

13



Proposition 3. Let ṽ be defined as above. Assume E(ṽ) < +∞, then we have

‖∇ṽ‖ < +∞,

where ‖∇ṽ‖ := sup
(s,t)∈R+×S1

|∇ṽ(s, t)| , and the norm | · | is computed with respect

to the standard metric ds2 + dt2 on R+ × S1 and a translationally invariant
metric gW on W, and ∇ is the Levi-Civita connection with respect to gW .

Proof. The proof is almost the same as the proof of Proposition 2.

Remark 2. Actually, we can see that we can get a gradient bound with respect
to a metric gD on the domain and a translationally invariant metric gW on W ,
as long as the injective radius of gD is bounded away from 0.

3.2 Subsequence convergence
Theorem 3. Let (W,J) be an asymptotically cylindrical almost complex man-
ifold, ṽ : R+ × S1 → W be a J-holomorphic curve with E(ṽ) < +∞, and
ṽ(R+ × S1) be unbounded, where we view S1 as R/Z. Then for any sequence
Rk → +∞, there exists a subsequence Rkn , such that v(Rkn , ·) converges in
C∞(S1) to a map S1 → V given by t 7→ x(tT ), where x is a |T |-periodic solu-
tion of ẋ = R∞(x).

Proof. By Proposition 3 we have ‖∇ṽ‖ 5 C for some C > 0. Since ṽ(R+ × S1)
is not bounded, there exist a sequence of points (sk, tk) ∈ R+ × S1, such that
|a(sk, tk)| → +∞, where ṽ = (a, v). Now there are two cases.

Case 1: a(sk, tk)→ +∞.
If there exist a sequence of points (s

′

k, t
′

k) ∈ R+×S1, such that a(s
′

k, t
′

k) < Q
for some constant Q. Pick a subsequence of (sk, tk), stilled called (sk, tk), and a
subsequence of (s

′

k, t
′

k), still called (s
′

k, t
′

k), so that they satisfy s
′

k < sk < s
′

k+1

for all k. This is possible because sk → +∞. Since ‖∇ṽ‖ 5 C, we have a(s
′

k, t) <
Q+ C for t ∈ S1. Consider the compact manifold N = [Q,Q+ 2C]×M ⊂W .
Pick φ ∈ C, such that φ|N > 0. By Monotonicity Lemma, there exists ι > 0
such that

´
ṽ([s
′
k,sk]×S1)

ω + φ(r)σ ∧ λ = ι > 0 for all k. This contradicts to the
fact that E(ṽ) < +∞. Thus a(s, t)→ +∞ uniformly in t as s→ +∞.

Define
ṽn(s, t) = (a(s+ kn, t)− a(kn, 0), v(s+ kn, t)),

and then the sequence ṽn(0, 0) = (0, v(kn, 0)) is bounded. Since ṽ is J-holomorphic,
by Lemma 2 and Ascoli-Arzela Theorem, there exists a subsequence still called
ṽn converging to ṽ∞ = (b, v∞) : R × S1 → W in C∞loc. We know ṽ∞ is J∞-
holomorphic. Define the translation map τn : R × S1 → R × S1 by τn(s, t) =
(s+ kn, t). Observe

14



ˆ

[−R,R]×S1

ṽ∗nω∞ =

ˆ

[−R,R]×S1

(ṽ ◦ τn)∗ω∞

=

ˆ

[−R+kn,R+kn]×S1

ṽ∗ω +

ˆ

[−R+kn,R+kn]×S1

ṽ∗(ω∞ − ω). (21)

For the first term on the right hand side we have
ˆ

[−R+kn,R+kn]×S1

ṽ∗ω → 0 (22)

as n→∞. The second term satisfies

∣∣∣∣∣∣∣
ˆ

[−R+kn,R+kn]×S1

ṽ∗(ω∞ − ω)

∣∣∣∣∣∣∣ 5
ˆ

[−R+kn,R+kn]×S1

|(ω∞ − ω)(ṽs, ṽt)|ds ∧ dt

5
ˆ

[−R+kn,R+kn]×S1

C2δnds ∧ dt,

where δn := sup
(s,t)∈[−R+kn,R+kn]×S1

|(ω∞ − ω)(ṽs, ṽt)| → 0 as n→ +∞. Thus,

∣∣∣∣∣∣∣
ˆ

[−R+kn,R+kn]×S1

ṽ∗(ω∞ − ω)

∣∣∣∣∣∣∣ 5 2RC2δn → 0 (23)

as n→ +∞. Combining (21), (22) and (23), we can see
´

[−R,R]×S1 ṽ
∗
∞ω∞ = 0.

Therefore, Eω∞(ṽ∞) = 0, so there exists a smooth map f : R2 → R such
that ṽ∞ = (b, x ◦ f), where x is the solution of ẋ = R∞(x). Let Φ be the
holomorphic function defined by Φ = b + if . Since ‖∇Φ‖ 5 C, Φ is linear.
Thus, Φ(s, t) = α(s+ it) + β, where α = T + il, β = m+ in ∈ C are constants.
But b(s, t)− b(s, t+ 1) = 0 implies l = 0, and b(0, 0) = 0 implies m = 0. Thus,

f = Tt+ n, (24)

b = Ts. (25)

Therefore, as(kn, t) → T uniformly in t as n → +∞ (Recall the notation ṽ =
(a, v), ṽ∞ = (b, v∞)). Moreover, we have

ˆ

{0}×S1

ṽ∗∞λ∞ =

ˆ

{0}×S1

λ∞[(ṽ∞)t]dt =

ˆ

{0}×S1

bsdt = T. (26)
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Claim: T 6= 0.
Under this claim, ṽ∞ is not constant. By (24), f(s, t+ 1) = T (t+ 1) + n, so

x(T (t+ 1) + n) = x(Tt+ n). Hence, x is T -periodic.
Proof of Claim. Suppose T = 0. Since a(s, t) → +∞ uniformly in t as

s → +∞, we can pick a subsequence knm of kn and a sequence tm ∈ S1,
such that a(knm+1 , tm+1) − a(knm , tm) = 4C. Denote a(knm , tm) by am. From
‖∇ũ‖ 5 C we get

a(knm , t) ∈ [am − C, am + C], (27)

a(knm+1 , t) = am + 3C. (28)

Let ψm : R→ [0, 1] be a smooth map, satisfying ψm(r) = 1
7C (r − am + 3

2C) for
r ∈ [am − C, am + 5C], and φm = ψ

′

m ∈ C. We can further require C > 1, then
φm(r) 5 1

7C < 1. Observe

ˆ

[knm ,knm+1
]×S1

ṽ∗d(ψm(r)λ) =

ˆ

{knm+1
}×S1

ṽ∗(ψm(r)λ)−
ˆ

{knm}×S1

ṽ∗(ψm(r)λ).

While,

∣∣∣∣∣∣∣
ˆ

{knm+1
}×S1

ṽ∗(ψm(r)λ)

∣∣∣∣∣∣∣ =

∣∣∣∣∣∣∣
ˆ

{knm+1
}×S1

ψm(ṽ)λ(ṽt)dt

∣∣∣∣∣∣∣
5

ˆ

{knm+1
}×S1

|λ(ṽt)|dt→ T = 0,

as m→ +∞. Similarly,
´
{knm}×S1 ṽ

∗(ψm(r)λ)→ 0. Thus,

ˆ

[knm ,knm+1
]×S1

ṽ∗d(ψm(r)λ)→ 0. (29)

Observe ˆ

[knm ,knm+1
]×S1

ṽ∗(φm(r)σ ∧ λ)

=

ˆ

[knm ,knm+1
]×S1

ṽ∗(φm(r)dr ∧ λ) +

ˆ

[knm ,knm+1
]×S1

ṽ∗ [φm(r) (σ − dr) ∧ λ] (30)
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While, ∣∣∣∣∣∣∣
ˆ

[knm ,knm+1
]×S1

ṽ∗(φm(r)dr ∧ λ)

∣∣∣∣∣∣∣
5

∣∣∣∣∣∣∣
ˆ

[knm ,knm+1
]×S1

ṽ∗d(ψm(r)λ)

∣∣∣∣∣∣∣+

ˆ

[knm ,knm+1
]×S1

|ṽ∗(ψm(r)dλ)|

5

∣∣∣∣∣∣∣
ˆ

[knm ,knm+1
]×S1

ṽ∗d(ψm(r)λ)

∣∣∣∣∣∣∣+

ˆ

[knm ,knm+1
]×S1

ṽ∗ (cω + cmσ ∧ λ) , (31)

for some c > 0, cm > 0. The second inequality is due to the fact that cω+cmσ∧λ
is non-degenerate and tames J ; also since dλ → dλ∞ and i( ∂∂r )dλ∞ = 0 =
i(R∞)dλ∞, we can require that c is independent of m and cm goes to 0 as
m→ +∞. Similarly, we have

∣∣∣∣∣∣∣
ˆ

[knm ,knm+1
]×S1

ṽ∗ [φm(r)(σ − dr) ∧ λ]

∣∣∣∣∣∣∣ 5
ˆ

[knm ,knm+1
]×S1

ṽ∗ [cω + cmσ ∧ λ] . (32)

When k is large, from (30), (31) and (32) we get

ˆ

[knm ,knm+1
]×S1

ṽ∗(φm(r)σ ∧ λ)

5D


∣∣∣∣∣∣∣

ˆ

[knm ,knm+1
]×S1

ṽ∗d(ψm(r)λ)

∣∣∣∣∣∣∣+

ˆ

[knm ,knm+1
]×S1

ṽ∗ω

 , (33)

for some constantD > 0 which does not depend onm and ṽ. The reason that the
term

´
[knm ,knm+1

]×S1ṽ∗ (cmσ ∧ λ) does not show up on the right hand side of (33) is
because that it is absorbed by the left hand side since φm|[knm ,knm+1

]×S1 = 1/7.
Since Eω(ṽ) is finite,

´
[knm ,knm+1

]×S1 ṽ
∗ω goes to 0. Together with (29), we get

ˆ

[knm ,knm+1
]×S1

ṽ∗(φm(r)dr ∧ λ)→ 0.

Summing up, ˆ

[knm ,knm+1
]×S1

ṽ∗(ω + φm(r)dr ∧ λ)→ 0 (34)
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as m→ +∞.
Now consider Nm = [am + C, am + 3C] × V ⊆ W with an almost com-

plex structure Jm := J |Nm and a non-degenerate 2-form Ωm := ω + φm(r)σ ∧
λ|Nm . Because of the asymptotic condition, we can find uniform constants
C0, r0 > 0 such that the Monotonicity Lemma holds for all m, i.e. for any
Jm-holomorphic curve hm : (S, j) → (Nm, Jm) where (S, j) is a Riemann sur-
face with boundary, and if the boundary hm(∂S) is contained in the comple-
ment of the ball B(hm(s0), r) where s0 ∈ IntSm and r < r0, then we have´
hm(S)∩B(hm(s0),r))

Ωm = C0r
2. By (27) and (28) we can see ũ(knm , S

1) ∩
IntNm = ∅ and ũ(knm+1 , S

1) ∩ IntNm = ∅. This contradicts to (34). Thus,
T 6= 0.

Case 2. a(sk, tk)→ −∞.
We deal with it similarly. In this case we get T < 0.

Corollary 1. Under the assumption of Theorem 3, as s→ +∞,

∂β [a(s, t)− Ts]→ 0

uniformly in t, provided β ∈ N× N and |β| = 1.

Proof. Suppose to the contrary, then there exists a sequence of points (sk, tk)
such that sk → +∞ and ∂β [a(s, t) − Ts]|(sk,tk) → c as k → +∞ for some
|β| = 1, where c is a non-zero constant (±∞ included). Define āk(s, t) :=
a(s+ sk, t+ tk)− a(sk, tk), and then āk(0, 0) = 0. From the proof of Theorem 3
we get a subsequence of k, still called k, such that āk → T ′s in C∞loc(R+×S1,R).
However, from the Morse-Bott condition, we get T ′ = T . Thus,

∂β [a(s, t)− Ts]|(sk,tk) = ∂β [a(s+ sk, t+ tk)− a(sk, tk)− Ts]|(0,0)

= ∂β(āk(s, t)− Ts)|(0,0)

→ 0,

which contradicts to the assumption.

To prove Theorem 1 and Theorem 2, we need to get the exponential decay
estimates.

3.3 Exponential decay
In this subsection, we will follow the schemes in [4] to prove Theorem 1 and
Theorem 2. The strategy is as follows: Firstly, we pick a neighborhood of the
orbit γ, restrict the J-holomorphic curve to a sequence of cylinders inside the
domain so that the images lie in the neighborhood and satisfy certain inequali-
ties, and estimate the behaviors of each cylinder by the behaviors of boundaries
of the cylinder. Secondly, we show that near the infinity end of the domain the
J-holomorphic curve satisfies the inequalities and lies in the neighborhood of γ
based on the estimates. Once these are achieved, Theorem 1 and Theorem 2
follow automatically.
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In order to study the J-holomorphic curve equation around γ, we need in-
troduce a good coordinate chart around a neighborhood of γ.

Lemma 3. [5] Suppose that (W = R × V, J) is an asymptotically cylindri-
cal almost complex manifold. Let N be a component of the set NT ⊂ V (see
Definition 4), and γ be one of the orbits from N .

a) if T is the minimal period of γ then there exists a neighborhood U ⊃ γ in
V such that U ∩N is invariant under the flow of R∞ and one finds coordinates
(ϑ, x1, ..., xn, y1, ..., yn) of U such that

N = {x1, ..., xp = 0, y1, ..., yq = 0},

for 0 5 p, q 5 n,

R∞|N =
∂

∂ϑ
,

and
ω|N = ω0|N ,

where ω0 =
∑n
i=1 dxi ∧ dyi.

b) if γ is a m-multiple of a trajectory x of a minimal period T
m there exists a

tubular neighborhood Ũ of γ such that its m-multiple cover U together with all
the structures induced by the covering map from U → Ũ from the corresponding
objects on Ũ satisfy the properties of the part a).

Proof. Refer to Lemma A.1 in [5].

Using this coordinate chart, we can work locally in U ⊂ (R/TZ)×R2n, and
make T the minimal period of γ. Denote by zin the coordinate (x1, ..., xp, y1, ..., yq)
and by zout the coordinate (xn−p+1, ..., xn, yn−p+1, ..., yn). We can easily see fol-
lowing lemma about behavior of a J-holomorphic curve in the zout direction.

Lemma 4. Let J be an asymptotically cylindrical almost complex structure on
W = R × V , and ũ be a finite energy J-holomorphic curve from R+ × S1 to
W . Suppose [mk, nk] is a sequence of intervals in R+ with mk → +∞ and
ũ([mk, nk]× S1) ⊂ U , then we have as k → +∞,

sup
(s,t)∈[mk,nk]×S1

∣∣∂βzout(s, t)∣∣→ 0

for all β ∈ N× N.

Proof. The proof is very similar to the proof of Corollary 1, so we omit it
here.

Let’s study the J−holomorphic curve equation in R×U ⊂ R×(R/TZ)×R2n.
Denote θ := [s0, s1]× S1 for some s0 < s1 and let ũ = (a, ϑ, z) : θ → R× U be
a J-holomorphic curve, then we have

ũs + Jũt = 0,
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i.e.
(as, ϑs, zs) + J(at, ϑt, zt) = 0. (35)

The z component of left hand side of this equation is

zs + πzJ |zzt + atπzR + ϑtπzJ |ϑ
∂

∂ϑ
, (36)

where πz is the projection to z component using the Euclidean metric in R ×
(R/TZ)× R2n. Let’s introduce the following notations:

πzJ |ϑ
∂

∂ϑ
(a, ϑ, zin, zout)− πzJ |ϑ

∂

∂ϑ
(a, ϑ, zin, 0)

=

[ˆ 1

0

∂
(
πzJ |ϑ ∂

∂ϑ

)
∂zout

(a, ϑ, zin, τzout)dτ

]
· zout

=:S1(a, ϑ, z) · zout,

πzR(a, ϑ, zin, zout)− πzR(a, ϑ, zin, 0)

=

[ˆ 1

0

∂ (πzR)

∂zout
(a, ϑ, zin, τzout)dτ

]
· zout

=:S2(a, ϑ, z) · zout,

S(s, t) := ϑt(s, t)S1(ũ(s, t)) + at(s, t)S2(ũ(s, t)),

L(s, t) := atπzR(a, ϑ, zin, 0) + ϑtπzJ |ϑ
∂

∂ϑ
(a, ϑ, zin, 0),

M(s, t) := πzJ |z.

With these notations (36) becomes

zs +Mzt + Szout + L.

The a component of left hand side of (35) is

as + atπaJ
∂

∂a
+ ϑtπaJ

∂

∂ϑ
+ πaJ |zzt

=as + atπaR + ϑtπaJR + ϑtπaJ(
∂

∂ϑ
−R) + πaJ |zzt

=as − ϑt + atπaR + ϑtπaJ(
∂

∂ϑ
−R) + πaJ |zzt, (37)

Denote
N1(a, ϑ, zin, zout) := atπaR,

N := N1(a, ϑ, zin, zout) +N2(a, ϑ, zin, 0),

B :=

(ˆ 1

0

∂

∂zout
N2(a, ϑ, zin, τzout)dτ

)
,
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B′ := πaJ |z.

Hence,
as − ϑt +Bzout +B′zt +N = 0. (38)

Apply J to (35) we get, J(as, ϑs, zs)− (at, ϑt, zt) = 0, then the a component of
its left hand side equals

− at + ϑsπaJ
∂

∂ϑ
+ πaJ |zzs + asπaJ |a

∂

∂a

=− at + ϑsπaJR + πaJ |zzs + asπaR− ϑsπaJ(R− ∂

∂ϑ
)

=− at − ϑs +B′zs + asπaR− ϑsπaJ(R− ∂

∂ϑ
),

Denote
O1 := ϑsπaJ(R− ∂

∂ϑ
),

C :=

[ˆ 1

0

∂

∂zout
O1(a, ϑ, zin, τzout)dτ

]
,

O := −asπaR +O1(a, ϑ, zin, 0),

C ′ := −B′.

Therefore,
at + ϑs + Czout + C ′zs +O = 0. (39)

Altogether, we have5
zs +Mzt + Szout + L = 0, (40)

as − ϑt +Bzout +B′zt +N = 0, (41)

at + ϑs + Czout + C ′zs +O = 0. (42)

Define an operator A(s) : W 1,2(S1,R2n)→ L2(S1,R2n) by

(A(s)w)(t) = −M(ũ(s, t))wt(t)− S(ũ(s, t))wout(t),

then by (40) we get
A(s)z(s, ·) = zs + L. (43)

Notice that A(s) depends on the map ũ = (a, ϑ, zin, zout). If we don’t use the
original J−holomorphic curve ũ, instead, we substitute ϑ(s, t) = ϑ(s0, 0) + Tt,
a(s, t) = Ts, zout(s, t) = 0, and zin(s, t) = zin(s0, t), then we get another

5From (40) we can see that if we require z, zs and zt decay exponentially, L has to decay
exponentially. The condition f∗s J → J∞ in C∞loc is not enough to guarantee that L decays
exponentially fast.
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operator denoted by Ã(s). We can easily see that the lim
s→+∞

Ã(s) exists and

denote the limit operator by A0, similarly we get two matrices M0(t) and S0(t),
and we have

M0(t)2 = −id,

and
(A0w)(t) = −M0(t)wt(t)− S0(t)wout. (44)

Consider an inner product on L2(S1,R2n) given by

〈u, v〉0 =

ˆ 1

0

〈u,−J0M0v〉dt, (45)

where the inner product is given by 〈·, ·〉 = ω0(·, J0·). With respect to the inner
product 〈·, ·〉0, it is easy to see that M0 is anti-symmetric.

Lemma 5. A0 is self-adjoint with respect to the inner product 〈·, ·〉0.

Proof. By Lemma 6 and Lemma 7, this is evident.

Lemma 6. 1
TM0(t)S0(t) = ∂(πzR∞)

∂zout
(v0), where v0 = (ϑ(s0, 0) + t, zin(s0, t), 0).

Proof. In R× U ⊂ R× (R/TZ)× R2n ,

1

T
M0(t)S0(t)

= lim
s→+∞

[
∂

∂zout

(
πzJ |z · πzJ |ϑ ·

∂

∂ϑ

)]
(Ts, v0)

=− lim
s→+∞

[
∂

∂zout

(
πzJ |a · πaJ |ϑ ·

∂

∂ϑ
+ πzJ |ϑ · πϑJ |ϑ ·

∂

∂ϑ

)]
(Ts, v0)

=− ∂

∂zout

[
lim

s→+∞

(
πzJ |a · πaJ |ϑ ·

∂

∂ϑ
+ πzJ |ϑ · πϑJ |ϑ ·

∂

∂ϑ

)
(Ts, ϑ, z)

]
= lim
s→+∞

∂

∂zout
(πzJ |a) ·

(
πaJ |ϑ ·

∂

∂ϑ

)
(Ts, v0)

=
∂ (πzR∞)

∂zout
(v0).

The second equality follows from the fact J2 = −id.

Lemma 7.

ω0

(
∂ (πzR∞)

∂zout
uout, v

)
= ω0

(
u,
∂ (πzR∞)

∂zout
vout

)
for u, v ∈ Tp

(
S1 × R2n

)
satisfying πϑu = 0 = πϑv, where p := (ϑ(s0, 0) +

t, zin(s0, t), 0).
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Proof. Let φt be the flow of R∞. Since the flow preserves ω, we get

(φt)∗ω = ω, (46)

i.e. we have
ω(dφt(u), dφt(v)) = ω(u, v). (47)

Since ω|N = ω0|N , we get

ω0(dφt(u), dφt(v)) = ω0(u, v). (48)

Differentiating both sides with respect to t using the flat connection gives us

∇tω0(dφt(u), dφt(v)) = 0, (49)

i.e.

ω0

(
∇t[dφt(u)]

∣∣
t=0

, v
)

+ ω0

(
u, ∇t[dφt(v)]

∣∣
t=0

)
= 0. (50)

Let α : R→ S1 × R2n such that α(0) = p and α′(0) = u. Then

∇t[dφt(u)] = ∇t[∇sφt(α(s))]
∣∣
s=0

= ∇s[∇tφt(α(s))]
∣∣
s=0

= ∇s{R∞[α(s)]}|s=0 = ∇R∞u = ∇ (πzR∞)uout.

Remark 3. A0 is injective iff γ is non-degenerate.
It is not hard to see that kerA0 consists of the constant vector fields in N

along γ0. Let’s denote by P0 the projection onto kerA0 with respect to 〈·, ·〉0,
and let Q0 := I − P0. It is easy to check that Q0 satisfies:

Lemma 8. (Q0w)t = wt, (Q0w)s = Q0ws, (Q0w)out = wout and Q0A0 =
A0Q0.

The following lemma will be needed in proving Lemma 10.

Lemma 9. There exists a constant C > 0 such that

‖A0Q0w‖0 = C (‖Q0w‖0 + ‖ (Q0w)t ‖0)

for w ∈W 1,2(S1,R2n), where the norm ‖ · ‖0 is defined using the inner product
〈·, ·〉0.

Proof. To prove the lemma we only need to prove ‖A0Q0w‖0 = C ′‖Q0w‖0 for
some C ′ > 0, because by definition we have

A0Q0w = −M0 (Q0w)t − S0Q0w. (51)

Suppose to the contrary, there exists εn → 0 and wn ∈W 1,2(S1,R2n) satisfying
‖Q0wn‖0 = 1 and ‖A0Q0wn‖0 5 εn. Then we have

‖(Q0wn)t‖0 5 ‖M0A0Q0wn‖0 + ‖M0S0Q0wn‖0 5 εn + C ′′.
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Therefore, Q0wn is bounded in W 1,2(S1,R2n). Since W 1,2(S1,R2n) embeds
compactly in L2(S1,R2n) we get a subsequence of wn, stilled denoted by wn,
such that Q0wn is a Cauchy sequence in L2(S1,R2n). But it is easy to see
that (Q0wn)t is also a Cauchy sequence in L2(S1,R2n). Therefore, Q0wn con-
verges to some η in W 1,2(S1,R2n), so η ∈ kerA0. Because η also lies in the
orthogonal complement of kerA0, η has to be 0, which contradicts to the fact
‖η‖0 = lim

n→0
‖Q0wn‖0 = 1.

Denote g0(s) := 1
2‖Q0z(s)‖20 and κ0(s) := (ϑ(s0, 0) − ϑ(s, 0), zin(s0, 0) −

zin(s, 0)), and then we have

Lemma 10. There exist δ > 0, [ > 0 and κ̄ > 0 such that, if

a(s0, 0) = [,

|κ0(s0)| 5 κ̄,

sup
(s,t)∈θ

∣∣∂βzout(s, t)∣∣ 5 δ,

for multi-indices β with |β| 5 2, and

sup
(s,t)∈θ

∣∣∂β(a(s, t)− Ts)
∣∣ 5 δ,

sup
(s,t)∈θ

∣∣∂β(ϑ(s, t)− Tt)
∣∣ 5 δ,

sup
(s,t)∈θ

∣∣∂βzin(s, t)
∣∣ 5 δ,

for those multi-indices β with 0 < |β| 5 2, then for s ∈ [s0, s], we have

g
′′

0 (s) = c2g0(s)− c2e−c1(s−s0),

where
s := sup {s ∈ [s0, s1]||κ0(s′)| 5 κ̄ for all s′ ∈ [s0, s]} ,

and c, c1, c2 > 0 are constants independent of s0 and s1.

Proof. Notice that from the assumption we have

sup
(s,t)∈θ

∣∣∂β(ϑ(s, t)− ϑ(s, 0)− Tt)
∣∣ 5 δ,

sup
(s,t)∈θ

∣∣∂β(zin(s, t)− zin(s, 0))
∣∣ 5 δ,

for multi-indices β with |β| 5 1.
Define an operator Ā(s) : W 1,2(S1,R2n)→ L2(S1,R2n) by

(Ā(s)w)(t) =− lim
a→+∞

M(a, ϑ(s, t), z(s, t))wt(t)

− lim
a→+∞

ϑt(s, t)S1(a, ϑ(s, t), z(s, t))wout(t).
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From (43) we get

zs = A0z + (∆0 + ∆̃0κ0)zt + (∆̂0 + ∆̄0κ0)zout + [A(s)− Ā(s)]z − L. (52)

Applying Q0 to (52) gives us

(Q0z)s = A0Q0z +Q0(∆0 + ∆̃0κ0)(Q0z)t +Q0(∆̂0 + ∆̄0κ0)(Q0z)out

+Q0[A(s)− Ā(s)]z −Q0L, (53)

where

∆0 = lim
a→+∞

[M(a, ϑ(s, 0) + Tt, zin(s, 0), 0)−M(a, ϑ(s, t), z(s, t))] ,

∆̂0 = lim
a→+∞

[TS1(a, ϑ(s, 0) + Tt, zin(s, 0), 0)− ϑt(s, t)S1(a, ϑ(s, t), z(s, t))] ,

satisfying
sup

(s,t)∈θ

∣∣∂β∆0(s, t)
∣∣ 5 Cδ,

sup
(s,t)∈θ

∣∣∣∂β∆̂0(s, t)
∣∣∣ 5 Cδ,

for multi-indices β with |β| 5 1, and

∆̃0κ0 = M0 − lim
a→+∞

M(a, ϑ(s, 0) + Tt, zin(s, 0), 0),

∆̄0κ0 = S0 − lim
a→+∞

TS1(a, ϑ(s, 0) + Tt, zin(s, 0), 0),

satisfying
sup

(s,t)∈θ

∣∣∣∂β∆̃0(s, t)
∣∣∣ 5 C,

sup
(s,t)∈θ

∣∣∂β∆̄0(s, t)
∣∣ 5 C,

for multi-indices β with |β| 5 1. We can require 0 < δ < T
2 , and we get

a(s, t) = a(s0, 0) +
T

2
(s− s0)− δ = ([− δ) +

T

2
(s− s0).

Because J is an asymptotically cylindrical almost complex structure, we get

‖Q0L‖0 5 c0e
−c
′
0([−δ)e−c

′
0
T
2 (s−s0)

for some constants c0, c
′

0 > 0. Denote c1 := c
′

0
T
2 and c2 := c0e

−c
′
0([−δ), and then

we have

‖Q0L‖0 5 c2e
−c1(s−s0).
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Also, from

[A(s)− Ā(s)]z

=

[
lim

a→+∞
M(a, ϑ(s, t), z(s, t))−M(a(s, t), ϑ(s, t), z(s, t))

]
(Q0z)t

+

[
lim

a→+∞
ϑt(s, t)S1(a, ϑ(s, t), z(s, t))− S(a(s, t), ϑ(s, t), z(s, t))

]
(Q0z)out

we get ∥∥{∂β [A(s)− Ā(s)]
}
z
∥∥

0
5 c2e

−c1(s−s0) ‖Q0z‖0,W 1,2 (54)
for multi-indices β with |β| 5 1, by picking c0 larger if necessary.

Now we are ready to estimate g
′′

0 (s). Obviously we have

g
′′

0 (s) = 〈Q0zss, Q0z〉0.

Now let’s compute the right hand side of the above inequality. Differentiate (53)
with respect to s, we obtain

(Q0z)ss = A0Q0zs +Q0(∆0 + ∆̃0κ0)(Q0z)st +Q0(∆0 + ∆̃0κ0)s(Q0z)t

+Q0(∆̂0 + ∆̄0κ0)(Q0zs)out +Q0(∆̂0 + ∆̄0κ0)s(Q0z)out

+Q0[A(s)− Ā(s)]sz +Q0[A(s)− Ā(s)]zs −Q0Ls,

Thus we get 〈Q0zss, Q0z〉0 contains 8 terms. When we are estimating these
terms, each time we see Q0zs, we replace it using (53).

T1 = 〈A0Q0zs, Q0z〉0
=
〈
A0Q0z +Q0(∆0 + ∆̃0κ0)(Q0z)t +Q0(∆̂0 + ∆̄0κ0)(Q0z)out

+Q0[A(s)− Ā(s)]z −Q0L,A0Q0z
〉

0

= ‖A0Q0z‖20 − C(δ + |κ0|)‖Q0z‖0,W 1,2‖A0Q0z‖0
− c2e−c1(s−s0) ‖Q0z‖0,W 1,2 ‖A0Q0z‖0 − c2e−c1(s−s0)‖A0Q0z‖0,

T2 =
〈
Q0(∆0 + ∆̃0κ0)(Q0z)st, Q0z

〉
0

=

ˆ 1

0

ω0(Q0(∆0 + ∆̃0κ0)(Q0z)st,M0Q0z)dt

= −
ˆ 1

0

ω0(Q0(∆0 + ∆̃0κ0)t(Q0z)s,M0Q0z)dt

−
ˆ 1

0

ω0(Q0(∆0 + ∆̃0κ0)(Q0z)s, (M0)tQ0z)dt

−
ˆ 1

0

ω0(Q0(∆0 + ∆̃0κ0)(Q0z)s,M0Q0zt)dt

= −3C(δ + |κ0|)‖Q0zs‖0‖Q0z‖0,W 1,2

= −3C(δ + |κ0|) ‖A0Q0z‖0 ‖Q0z‖0,W 1,2 − 6C(δ + |κ0|)2‖Q0z‖20,W 1,2

− 3C(δ + |κ0|)c2e−c1(s−s0) ‖Q0z‖20,W 1,2 − 3C(δ + |κ0|)c2e−c1(s−s0)‖Q0z‖0,W 1,2 ,
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T3 =
〈
Q0(∆0 + ∆̃0κ0)s(Q0z)t, Q0z

〉
0
= −C(δ+|κ0|)‖Q0z‖20,W 1,2 ,

T4 =
〈
Q0(∆̂0 + ∆̄0κ0)(Q0zs)out, Q0z

〉
0

= −C(δ + |κ0|)‖Q0zs‖0‖Q0z‖0,W 1,2

= −C(δ + |κ0|) ‖A0Q0z‖0 ‖Q0z‖0,W 1,2 − 2C2(δ + |κ0|)2‖Q0z‖20,W 1,2

− C(δ + |κ0|)c2e−c1(s−s0) ‖Q0z‖20,W 1,2 − C(δ + |κ0|)c2e−c1(s−s0)‖Q0z‖0,W 1,2 ,

T5 =
〈
Q0(∆̂0 + ∆̄0κ0)s(Q0z)out, Q0z

〉
0
= −C(δ+|κ0|)‖Q0z‖20,W 1,2 ,

T6 =
〈
Q0[A(s)− Ā(s)]sz,Q0z

〉
0
= −c2e−c1(s−s0)‖Q0z‖20,W 1,2 ,

T7 =
〈
Q0[A(s)− Ā(s)]zs, Q0z

〉
0

= −c2e−c1(s−s0)‖Q0zs‖0,W 1,2‖Q0z‖0,W 1,2

= −c2e−c1(s−s0) ‖A0Q0z‖0 ‖Q0z‖0,W 1,2 − 2C(δ + |κ0|)c2e−c1(s−s0)‖Q0z‖20,W 1,2

− c22e−2c1(s−s0) ‖Q0z‖20,W 1,2 − c22e−2c1(s−s0)‖Q0z‖0,W 1,2 ,

T8 = 〈−Q0Ls, Q0z〉0 = −c2e−c1(s−s0)‖Q0z‖0,W 1,2 .

Using all the above estimates of T1, ..., T8, Lemma 9 and the fact that

−c2e−c1(s−s0)‖Q0z‖0,W 1,2 = −c2e−c1(s−s0) − c2e−c1(s−s0)‖Q0z‖20,W 1,2

we get

g
′′

0 (s) = (1− 10Cδ − 10C|κ0| − 10Cc2e
−c1(s−s0))g0(s)− c2e−c1(s−s0).

From the definition of c2 we can see that if [ is large enough, c2 can be very
close to 0. Therefore,

g
′′

0 (s) = c2g0(s)− c2e−c1(s−s0).

We can require further that c1 > c > 0.

Based on Lemma 10, we could easily get

Lemma 11. Under the same assumption as in Lemma 10, we have

g0(s) 5 max{g0(s0), g0(s)}
cosh

[
c
(
s− s0+s

2

)]
cosh

(
c s−s02

) +
c2

c21 − c2
sinh(c(s− s))
sinh(c(s− s0))

,

for s0 5 s 5 s.
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Proof. Let

h(s) := max{g0(s0), g0(s)}
cosh

[
c
(
s− s0+s

2

)]
cosh

(
c s−s02

)
+

c2
c21 − c2

1

sinh(c(s− s0))

{
sinh(c(s− s))

+e−c1(s−s0) sinh(c(s− s0))− e−c1(s−s0) sinh(c(s− s0))
}
,

then h(s) satisfies: 
h′′(s)− c2h(s) = −c2e−c1(s−s0)

h(s0) = max{g0(s0), g0(s)}
h(s) = max{g0(s0), g0(s)}

(55)

Let l(s) := g0(s)− h(s), then l(s) satisfies
l′′(s)− c2l(s) = 0

l(s0) 5 0

l(s) 5 0

(56)

Then by Maximal principle we get l(s) 5 0 for s0 5 s 5 s. Then the lemma
follows from the fact that

e−c1(s−s0) sinh(c(s− s0))− e−c1(s−s0) sinh(c(s− s0)) 5 0.

Now let’s study the component zin.

Lemma 12. Let e be a unit vector in R2n with eout = 0. Under the assumption
of Lemma 10 and for s ∈ [s0, s], we have

|〈z(s), e〉0 − 〈z(s0), e〉0| 5
8C

c
max(‖Q0z(s0)‖0, ‖Q0z(s)‖0) + d ·

√
c2,

where d = 16C
c

√
2

c21−c2
+
√
c2
c1
, and C is a constant independent of s0 and s1.

Proof. The inner product of the Cauchy-Riemann equation (40) with e gives

d

ds
〈z, e〉0 + 〈Mzt, e〉0 + 〈Szout, e〉0 + 〈L, e〉0 = 0.

From

〈Mzt, e〉0 =

ˆ 1

0

ω0(M (Q0z)t ,M0e)dt

= −
ˆ 1

0

ω0(MtQ0z,M0e)dt−
ˆ 1

0

ω0 (MQ0z, (M0)t e) dt
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we can see
|〈Mzt, e〉0| 5 C‖Q0z‖0.

Together with the facts |〈Szout, e〉0| 5 C‖Q0z‖0 and |〈L, e〉0| 5 c2e
−c1(s−s0) we

get

〈z(s), e〉0 − 〈z(s0), e〉0 5
ˆ s

s0

[
2C‖Q0z(x)‖0 + c2e

−c1(x−s0)
]
dx

5 2C

ˆ s

s0

√
2g0(x)dx +

c2
c1
.

While, Lemma 10 gives us

ˆ s

s0

√
2g0(x)dx 5

√
2 max{g0(s0), g0(s)}

cosh
(
c s−s02

) ˆ s

s0

√
cosh

[
c

(
x− s0 + s

2

)]
dx

+

√
2c2

c21 − c2
1

sinh(c(s− s0))

ˆ s

s0

√
sinh(c(s− x))dx.

For the first integral we have

√
2 max{g0(s0), g0(s)}

cosh
(
c s−s02

) ˆ s

s0

√
cosh

[
c

(
x− s0 + s

2

)]
dx

5

√
2 max{g0(s0), g0(s)}

cosh
(
c s−s02

) [
2
√

2

c
sinh

(
c

2

(
s− s0 + s

2

))
+

2
√

2

c
sinh

(
c

2

(
s− s0

2

))]

5

√
2 max{g0(s0), g0(s)}

cosh
(
c s−s02

) [
4
√

2

c
sinh

( c
4

(s− s0)
)]

.

Here the first inequality follows from the fact that
√

coshu <
√

2 cosh
(u

2

)
.

For the second integral, if s− s0 = 1/c, we have

√
2c2

c21 − c2
1

sinh(c(s− s0))

ˆ s

s0

√
sinh(c(s− x))dx

5

√
2c2

c21 − c2
1

sinh(c(s− s0))

ˆ s

s0

√
ec(s−x)

2
dx

5
8

c
·
√

c2
c21 − c2

;
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if s− s0 < 1/c, we have

√
2c2

c21 − c2
1

sinh(c(s− s0))

ˆ s

s0

√
sinh(c(s− x))dx

=

√
2c2

c21 − c2

ˆ s

s0

√
sinh(c(s− x))

sinh(c(s− s0))
dx

5
1

c

√
2c2

c21 − c2
.

Putting these together we proved this lemma.

Remark 4. By requiring that [ is sufficiently large, we can make c2 sufficiently
small.

Now let’s estimate the derivatives of z.

Lemma 13. There exist δ > 0, [ > 0 and κ̄ > 0 such that, if

sup
(s,t)∈θ

∣∣∂βzout(s, t)∣∣ 5 δ

a(s0, 0) = [

for multi-indices β with |β| 5 l, and

sup
(s,t)∈θ

∣∣∂β(a(s, t)− Ts)
∣∣ 5 δ

sup
(s,t)∈θ

∣∣∂β(ϑ(s, t)− t)
∣∣ 5 δ

sup
(s,t)∈θ

∣∣∂βzin(s, t)
∣∣ 5 δ

for those multi-indices β with 0 < |β| 5 l, then for s ∈ [s0, s], we have

‖∂βz(s)‖0 5 Cβ max
|β′|5|β|

{
‖Q0∂

β′z(s0)‖0, ‖Q0∂
β′z(s)‖0

}√cosh
(
c1
(
s− s0+s

2

))
cosh

(
c1
(
s0−s

2

))
+ Cβ(c2)

√
sinh(c(s− s))
sinh(c(s− s0))

+ c2e
−c1(s−s0),

where
s := sup {s ∈ [s0, s1]||κ0(s′)| 5 κ̄ for all s′ ∈ [s0, s]} ,

and Cβ , c1 > 0 are constants independent of s0 and s1, 1 5 |β| 5 l − 2, and
Cβ(c2) is a function of c2 independent of s0 and s1, satisfying lim

c2→0
Cβ(c2) = 0,

and l is the integer in Definition 1.
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Proof. Let’s prove the estimate for |β| = 1. The proof of estimates of higher
derivatives is almost the same. Refer to Lemma A.6 in [5] for the estimates for
all derivatives in the Cylindrical case.

Equation (52) can be rewritten as

zs = A0z + ∆̇zt + ∆̈zout +
...
∆z − L, (57)

with ∆̇ = ∆0 + ∆̃0κ0, ∆̈ = ∆̂0 + ∆̄0κ0, and
...
∆ = [A(s) − Ā(s)]. Denote W :=(

Q0z,
∂
∂s (Q0z) , A0Q0z,

∂
∂s (A0Q0z)

)
, then W satisfies

Ws = A0W +Q0∆̇Wt +Q0∆̈Wout +
...
∆W −L,

where A0 = diag(A0, A0, A0, A0), Q0 = diag(Q0, Q0, Q0, Q0), and ∆̇, ∆̈,
...
∆,L

satisfy similar estimates as ∆̇, ∆̈,
...
∆, L respectively. Indeed, for |β| = 1 we could

derive this equation by direct computation. For general β, we could derive this
by induction on |β|. This equation is of the same type as the equation (57).
Copying the proofs of Lemma 10, Lemma 11 and Lemma 12, we can get the
desired estimate for W. In particular, we get the estimates for (Q0z)s and
A0Q0z.

From the equation zt = M0A0Q0z+M0Q0S0zout we get the estimate for zt.
Applying P0 to the equation (57), we get

(P0z)s = P0∆̇zt + P0∆̈zout + P0

...
∆z − P0L.

This equation together with the estimate of
...
∆z (See formula 54) gives us the

desired estimate for P0zs. Then the estimate for zs follows from zs = P0zs +
Q0zs.

Lemma 14. Let ϑ0 =
´ 1

0

[
ϑ
(
s0+s

2 , t
)
− Tt

]
dt, a0 =

´ 1

0

[
a
(
s0+s

2 , t
)
− Ts0

]
dt,

ã = a(s, t)−Ts−a0 and ϑ̃ = ϑ(s, t)−Tt−ϑ0. Under the assumption of Lemma
13, we have for s ∈ [s0, s] and all multi index β with |β| 5 l − 3,

‖∂β (ã(s, t) ‖2,
∥∥∥∂β (ϑ̃(s, t)

)∥∥∥2

5C1 max
|β′|5|β|+3

{‖Q0∂
β′z(s0)‖20, ‖Q0∂

β′z(s)‖20}

+ C1 max

{
‖ã(s0, ·)‖2 +

∥∥∥ϑ̃(s0, ·)
∥∥∥2

, ‖ã(s, ·)‖2 +
∥∥∥ϑ̃(s, ·)

∥∥∥2
}

+ o(c2),

where the norm ‖·‖ is L2-norm, o(c2) satisfies lim
c2→0

o(c2) = 0, and C1 is a

constant independent of ũ.

Proof. We could modify the proofs of Lemmata 3.8-3.13 in [16] in the obvious
way similar to what we did in the proof of Lemma 10 and then use Lemma 13
to prove this lemma. We omit the proof here, since essentially it is not new.
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Remark 5. When s is infinity, we could get a better exponential decay esti-
mate using the same proof, and in that case the term o(c2) can be replaced by
c2e
−(s−s0).

Now we are ready to prove Theorem 1.

Proof. Let’s follow the proof in [4]. By Theorem 3, we can find a sequence
s0m →∞ such that

lim
m→∞

u(s0m, t) = γ(Tt)

lim
m→∞

a(s0m, t) = ±∞

for some T -periodic orbit γ of R∞. From the proof of Theorem 3, we can further
require for any multi-indices α with |α| > 0 we have sup

t∈S1

‖∂αz(s0m, t)‖ → 0 as

m→ +∞.
Given σ > 0 and let ζm > 0 be the largest number such that u(s, t) ∈

S1 × [−σ, σ]2n for all s ∈ [s0m, s0m + ζm]. Let θm := [s0m, s0m + ζm] × S1

and κ0m(s) := (ϑ(s0m, 0)−ϑ(s, 0), zin(s0m, 0)− zin(s, 0)) and we can define the
operator A0m in the obvious way.

By Corollary 1, given δ > 0 we have

sup
(s,t)∈θm

∣∣∂β(a(s, t)− Ts)
∣∣ 5 δ

for those multi-indices β with 0 < |β| 5 3, when m is large. This implies
a(s0m, 0) → +∞, as m → +∞. Notice that the other requirements in the
Lemma 10 and Lemma 13 are also satisfied, i.e. given δ > 0, there exists mδ

such that for m > mδ we have

sup
(s,t)∈θm

∣∣∂βzout(s, t)∣∣ 5 δ

for multi-indices β with |β| 5 l, and

sup
(s,t)∈θm

∣∣∂β(ϑ(s, t)− Tt)
∣∣ 5 δ (58)

sup
(s,t)∈θm

∣∣∂βzin(s, t)
∣∣ 5 δ

for those multi-indices β with 0 < |β| 5 l. Indeed, if {(smk , tmk)} violates
one of these properties, we could define ũmk(s, t) to be (a(s − smk , t − tmk) −
a(smk , tmk), u(s−smk , t−tmk)). By Ascoli-Arzela, we can extract a subsequence,
still called ũmk(s, t), such that ũmk(s, t) converges in C∞loc to a J∞-holomorphic
cylinder ũ∞ over a periodic orbit γ′ of R∞. Since ũ∞ must satisfy those three
properties, we get a contradiction.

By construction | 〈z(s0m), e〉0m | → 0 and ‖Q0m∂
αz(s0m)‖ → 0, for all multi-

index α with |α| = 0. Let κ̄m be the “κ̄” in Lemma 10 and Lemma 13 applied to
ũ|θm and let sm := sup {s ∈ [s0m, s0m + ζm]||κ0m(s′)| 5 κ̄m for all s′ ∈ [s0, s]},
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and notice that actually κ̄m can be chosen independent of m. We can extract
a subsequence so that u(sm, t) converges to a closed Reeb orbit γ′′. Therefore,
‖Q0m∂

αz(sm)‖ → 0, for all multi-indices α with |α| = 0. 〈z(sm), e〉0 → 0 and
sup
t∈S1

∣∣ ∂
∂tzin(sm, t)

∣∣→ 0 give us sup
t∈S1

|zin(sm, t)| → 0. By Lemma 10 and Lemma

13, we have

sup
s∈[s0m,sm]

‖∂βz(s)‖0m → 0 (59)

for |β| 5 k. Therefore,

sup
(s,t)∈[s0m,sm]×S1

|zin(s, t)|

5 sup
s∈[s0m,sm]

‖zin(s, ·)‖C0(S1)

5C sup
s∈[s0m,sm]

‖zin(s, ·)‖W 1,2(S1)

5C1

{
sup

s∈[s0m,sm]

∥∥∥∥ ∂∂tzin(s, ·)
∥∥∥∥

0l

+ sup
s∈[s0m,sm]

‖zin(s, ·)‖0m

}
→0.

Lemma 14 and formula (58) imply |ϑ(sm, 0)−ϑ(s0m, 0)| → 0, as m→∞. Thus,
we have sm = s0m + ζm for m large enough, and

sup
(s,t)∈[s0m,s0m+ζm]×S1

|z(s, t)| → 0

as m→∞. Therefore, ζm = +∞ for m large.

Furthermore, we can show the convergence of J-holomorphic curve is expo-
nentially fast. Let’s prove Theorem 2.

Proof. Now with the help of the previous lemmata, the proof of the third
inequality is almost evident. Indeed, since s = +∞, Lemma 11 becomes
g0(s) 5

(
g0(s0) + c2

c21−c2

)
e−c(s−s0). Consequently, in the proof Lemma 12, we

could get

|〈z(s), e〉0| 5
ˆ +∞

s

[
2C‖Q0z(x)‖0 + c2e

−c1(x−s0)
]
dx 5 C ′e−c(s−s0),

where C ′ is independent of s. Similarly, we could get the corresponding state-
ment of Lemma 13 for s = +∞.

The proof for the rest is a straightforward modification of the original proof
in [15].

So far we studied the behaviors of a finite energy J-holomorphic curve whose
domain is an infinite cylinder. In order to compactify the moduli space of
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holomorphic curves, we also need to understand the behavior of a finite energy
J−holomorphic curve whose domain is a long but finite interval and whose ω
energy is small. To do that, we first need the following Bubbling Lemma.

Lemma 15. (Bubbling Lemma [5]) Let (W = R×V, J0) be a cylindrical almost
complex manifold. There exists a constant ~ > 0 depending only on (W,J0, ω0)
where ω0 is the 2−form in Definition 1 and 2, so that the following holds true.
Let (Jn, ωn) be a sequence of pairs satisfying (AC1)-(AC7) onW and converging
to (J0, ω0) in C1

loc, i.e. for any compact subset K ⊂W , both

‖(Jn − J0)|K‖C1 = sup
w∈K

(|∇(Jn − J0)(w)|+ |(Jn − J0)(w)|)

and
‖(ωn − ω0)|K‖C1 = sup

w∈K
(|∇(ωn − ω0)(w)|+ |(ωn − ω0)(w)|)

converge to 0. Consider a sequence of Jn−holomorphic maps ũn = (an, un)
from the unit disc B(0, 1) to W satisfying En(ũn) 5 C for some constant C,
such that the sequence an(0) are bounded, and such that ‖∇ũn(0)‖ → +∞ as
n → +∞. Then there exist a sequence of points zn ∈ B(0, 1) converging to 0,
sequences of positive numbers εn and Rn satisfying

εn → 0, Rn → +∞
εnRn → +∞, |zn|+ εn < 1

such that the rescaled maps

ũ0
n : B(0, εnRn)→W

z 7→ ũn(zn +R−1
n z)

converge in C∞loc to a J0-holomorphic map ũ0 : C→W which satisfies E0(ũ0) 5
C and Eω0

(ũ0) > ~.
Moreover, this map is either a holomorphic sphere or a holomorphic plane

asymptotic as |z| → ∞ to a periodic orbit of the vector field R0 defined by
R0 = J0

(
∂
∂r

)
.

Proof. The proof is almost the same as the proof in [5].

The following theorem shows a property of a sufficiently long cylinder having
small ω-area. It is needed in order to prove the compactness results for the
moduli space of J−holomorphic curves in the Symplectic Field Theory. Refer
to [16, 5] for the cylindrical case.

Theorem 4. Suppose that J is an asymptotically almost complex structure on
W = R × V . Given E0 > 0 and ε > 0, there exist constants σ, c > 0 such that
for every R > c and every J-holomorphic cylinder ũ = (a, u) : [−R,R]× S1 →
W satisfying the inequalities Eω(ũ) < σ and E(ũ) < E0, we have u(s, t) ∈
Bε(u(0, t)) for all s ∈ [−R+ c,R− c] and all t ∈ S1.
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Proof. The proof follows the scheme in [5] with some modification.
By contradiction, assume that there exist sequences cn → +∞, Rn > cn

and ũn = (an, un) : [−Rn, Rn]× S1 → R×M . ũn is J−holomorphic satisfying
E(ũn) 5 E0, Eω(ũn) → 0, and un(sn, tn) /∈ B(un(0, tn), ε) for some sn ∈
[−kn, kn], kn = Rn−cn and tn ∈ S1. By the proof of Proposition 2 together with
the Bubbling Lemma, ‖∇ũn‖ is uniformly bounded on each compact subset. We
could extract a subsequence of n, stilled denoted by n, such that an(sn, tn) →
+∞. This is because otherwise, we could get a contradiction as in the proof of
Proposition 2. Now define ũ0

n(s, t) := (a0
n, u

0
n) = (an(s, t)− an(sn, tn), un(s, t)).

Hence, by Ascoli-Arzela, we can exact a subsequence still called ũ0
n converging

to a J∞-holomorphic cylinder ũ : R × S1 → R ×M. ũ satisfies Eω(ũ) = 0 and
E(ũ) 5 E0, so ũ is a trivial vertical cylinder over some periodic orbit γ. Let’s
choose a neighborhood around γ and pick the coordinate as in Lemma 3, and
show that

sup
(s,t)∈[−kn,kn]×S1

|∂βzout,n(s, t)| → 0 (60)

for multi-indices β with |β| 5 3 and

sup
(s,t)∈[−kn,kn]×S1

|∂β(an(s, t)− Ts)| → 0 (61)

sup
(s,t)∈[−kn,kn]×S1

|∂βzin,n(s, t)| → 0 (62)

sup
(s,t)∈[−kn,kn]×S1

|∂β(ϑn(s, t)− Tt)| → 0 (63)

for multi-indices β with 0 < |β| 5 3, when n→ +∞.
If this were not true, suppose there exists a subsequence of {n} still denoted

by {n} such that (s′n, t
′
n) violates one of these properties. Then we could do

the same argument using (s′n, t
′
n) instead of (sn, tn) as above, and get a verti-

cal trivial cylinder contradicting to the fact that (s′n, t
′
n) violates one of these

properties.
Define A0n and Q0n in the obvious way using γ and s0n = 0. Then we could

apply Lemma 10, Lemma 11, Lemma 12, and Lemma 13 to each ũn|[−kn,kn], and
get sup

s∈[−kn,kn]

‖Q0nzn(s)‖0,n → 0. Then the Sobolev embedding theorem tells us

κ0n → 0 as n → +∞. This contradicts to the assumption that un(sn, tn) /∈
B(un(0, t), ε).

We need the following theorem later to prove the surjectivity of the gluing
map. After we proved all the previous lemmata and theorems, the proof of the
following theorem is standard.

Theorem 5. Suppose that J is an asymptotically almost complex structure on
W = R×V . Given E0 > 0 and ε > 0, there exist constants σ, c, [, ν > 0 such that
for every R > c and every J-holomorphic cylinder ũ = (a, u) : [−R,R]× S1 →
R × V satisfying the inequalities a > [, Eω(ũ) < σ and E(ũ) < E0, there exist
γ ∈ P and a coordinate around γ as in Lemma 3 such that we have
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|Dβ{a(s, t)− Ts− a0}| 5Mβ
cosh(2νs)

cosh(2ν(R− c))
+ Cβe

−cβ(s+R−c),

|Dβ{ϑ(s, t)− Tt− ϑ0}| 5Mβ
cosh(2νs)

cosh(2ν(R− c))
+ Cβe

−cβ(s+R−c),

|Dβz(s, t)| 5Mβ
cosh(2νs)

cosh(2ν(R− c))
+ Cβe

−cβ(s+R−c),

for s ∈ [−R + c,R − c], t ∈ S1, and β ∈ N × N such that |β| 5 l − 3, where
Mβ , Cβ , cβ are constants independent of ũ, Cβ converges to 0 as [ converges to
+∞, and Mβ , cβ are independent of [.

4 Almost complex manifolds with asymptotically
cylindrical ends

In this section, we introduce the notion of almost complex manifolds with
asymptotically cylindrical ends. Obviously the results about the behaviors of
J-holomorphic curves and the proofs of the results are almost the same as in
the asymptotically cylindrical case, so please refer to previous sections.

4.1 Definition
Let (W,J) be a 2n+ 2 dimensional noncompact almost complex manifold, and
E± be an open subset containing the positive (negative) end of W . Assume
that E± is diffeomorphic to R± × V±, where V± is a 2n+ 1 dimensional closed
manifold. Assume that there exist a J compatible symplectic form ω′ onW, and
(R± × V±, J) is asymptotically cylindrical at positive (negative) infinity, then
we say (W,J) is an almost complex manifold with asymptotically cylindrical
positive (negative) end.

Example 3. [5] Let (X,ω′, J) be an almost Kähler manifold, and Y ⊂ X is
an embedded closed almost Kähler submanifold. We claim that (X\Y, J |X\Y )
has asymptotically cylindrical negative end. Let N be the normal bundle of Y
in X with the metric ω′(·, J ·)|Y , V be the associated unit sphere bundle of N
defined by V := { (u, y) ∈ N | |u| = 1}, and Uε be the disc bundle over Y defined
by Uε := { (u, y) ∈ N | |u| 5 ε}. For small enough ε > 0, Uε is diffeomorphic
to a tubular neighborhood of Y in X via the exponential map with respect to
the metric ω′(·, J ·). Since Uε is also diffeomorphic to (−∞, log ε] × V via the
map (u, y) 7→ (log |u|, u/|u|, y), we get an almost complex structure and a 2-
form on (−∞, log ε] × V , still denoted by J and ω′ respectively. Let (s, v) be
the coordinate on (−∞, log ε] × V , and define R = J

(
∂
∂s

)
, ξ = TV ∩ JTV .

Then we have T ((−∞, log ε]× V ) = R
(
∂
∂s

)
⊕ R(R) ⊕ ξ and denote πξ to be

the projection onto ξ. Also for any w ∈ T(s,v) [(−∞, log ε]× V ] ∼= Uε, we can
write w as w = wu + wy with wu in the fiber direction and wy tangent to the
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base Y using the metric ω′(·, J ·)|Y . Define a 2-form ω on (−∞, log ε] × V by
ω(v, w) = ω′(πξ(e

−svu+vy), πξ(e
−swu+wy)) for v, w ∈ T(s,r) [(−∞, log ε]× V ] .

It is easy to check that the pair (ω, J) satisfies (AC1)-(AC7).
In particular, if we pick Y to be a point in X, we get Example 2 as a special

case.

4.2 Energy of J-holomorphic curves
Let w be a J-holomorphic map from (S, j) to (W,J), and define

Eω(w) =

ˆ
w−1(W−E+−E−)

w∗ω′ +

ˆ
w−1(E+)

w∗ω +

ˆ
w−1(E−)

w∗ω.

Eλ(w) = sup
φ∈C+

ˆ
w−1(E+)

w∗(φσ ∧ λ) + sup
φ∈C−

ˆ
w−1(E−)

w∗(φσ ∧ λ),

where
C+ = {φ ∈ C∞c (R+, [0, 1])|

ˆ
φ = 1}

C− = {φ ∈ C∞c (R−, [0, 1])|
ˆ
φ = 1},

and
E(w) = Eω(w) + Eλ(w).

Now based on the analytical results in previous sections, we can get the
following compactness results.

Theorem 6. The moduli spaces of proper stable holomorphic buildings with
bounded Hofer’s energy, whose domains have a fixed number arithmetic genus
and a fixed number of marked points, are compact.

See 8.1 and 8.2 in [5] for the definition of moduli space of stable holomorphic
buildings in manifolds with cylindrical ends and the topology of the moduli space
of holomorphic buildings; see 4.1-4.5 in [5] for other related definitions. Readers
could refer to Appendix 6.1 and 6.2 of this paper for the case with presence of
Lagrangian boundary conditions.

Based on the results in the previous parts of this paper, the proof of this
theorem is a minor modification of the proof as in 10.2 in [5] in the obvious way,
so we omit it. For a special case in Section 5, we give a proof in Theorem 10,
which is slightly different from the situation here because we have to deal with
the Lagrangian boundary condition in Section 5.
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5 An application to Lagrangian Intersection The-
ory

In this section, we give an application of the results established in the pre-
vious sections to Lagrangian surgery. In particular, we give another proof
of Theorem Z in [9, 10, 11]. Theorem Z is the main theorem in [11]. It re-
lates the moduli space of J-holomorphic triangles wtri with boundaries lying in
three transversal Lagrangian submanifolds L0, L1 and L2 to the moduli space of
nearby J−holomorphic strips with boundaries lying in L0 and the Lagrangian
connected sum L1]εL2. Roughly speaking, it says the second moduli space is a
fiber bundle over the first moduli space with fiber diffeomorphic to a point or
Sn−2 depending on the sign of ε, where n is the dimension of the Lagrangian
submanifolds. The relation between Theorem Z and Mirror Symmetry can be
found in [8, 11].

The advantages of the new proof are: first, we don’t need to assume the
almost complex structure J is integrable near L1 ∩ L2; second, the new proof
uses the notion of holomorphic buildings in Symplectic Field Theory which is
more intuitive than the mere estimates as in the original proofs; finally, the new
proof is given in a more systematic way.

For completeness sake, we will recall some definitions and results from [11].
Readers could refer to [11] for some details.

5.1 Lagrangian surgery
Let (M,ω′, J) be an an almost Kähler manifold, and L1 and L2 be two La-
grangian submanifolds transversally intersecting at the point p12. We can pick
an open neighborhood B around p12 symplectomorphic to an open neighbor-
hood B(ε0) of 0 ∈ Cn with the standard symplectic form Σdxi ∧ dyi, such that
L1 and L2 locally look like Rn and{

(eα1

√
−1v1, ..., e

α2

√
−1vn)|v1, ..., vn ∈ Rn

}
respectively, and the almost complex structure J restricted to the origin is the
same as the standard complex structure of Cn restricted to the origin. Here
0 < α1 5 α2 5 ... 5 αn < π are called K

..
ahler angles. In this paper, let’s

restrict ourselves to the case α1 = α2 = ... = αn = α. Also to simplify notation,
we can assume ε0 = 1, which is not essential.

Let’s define a new Lagrangian submanifold Hε1 := γε1 · Sn−1
Rn ⊂ Cn, where

Sn−1
Rn is the unit sphere in Rn ⊂ Cn, and

γε1 =

{
re
√
−1θ ∈ C

∣∣∣∣|2ε1| π2α = r
π
α sin

(
πθ

α

)
, θ ∈ (0, α)

}
if ε1 > 0,

γε1 =

{
re
√
−1θ ∈ C

∣∣∣∣|2ε1| π2α = r
π
α sin

(
π(θ − α)

π − α

)
, θ ∈ (0, α)

}
if ε1 < 0.
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Let’s modify Hε1 to get a Lagrangian submanifold (Hα
ε1)
′
which agrees with

Rn ∪ eα
√
−1Rn outside B(0, 2S0

√
|ε1|), for some S0 > 0. Let’s focus on ε1 > 0

case (ε1 < 0 case is similar). Consider a function θ(r) : [
√

2|ε|,+∞)→ [0, α/2]

satisfying θ(r) = 0 for r = 2S0

√
|ε1|; for r 5 S0

√
|ε1|, θ is defined by |2ε| π2α =

r
π
α sin

(
πθ(r)
α

)
and dθ

dr 5 0. Then we put

(γαε1)
′

=
{
re
√
−1θ(r)

∣∣∣r ∈ [
√

2|ε1|,∞)
}
∪
{
re
√
−1(α−θ(r))

∣∣∣r ∈ [
√

2|ε1|,∞)
}

and define (Hα
ε1)
′

= (γαε1)
′ ·Sn−1

Rn ⊂ Cn. By identifying the local model with the
neighborhood B we replace L1 and L2 by Lε1 = {(Hα

ε1)
′ ∩B} ∪ {L1 ∪L2 −B}.

For the case ε1 > 0, we call this process a positive surgery; for the case ε1 < 0,
we call it a negative surgery.

5.2 Holomorphic triangles
Let L0, L1 and L2 be a triple of Lagrangian submanifolds of (M,ω′, J), which
are mutually transversal. Assume the K

..
ahler angle between L1 and L2 all equal

to α. Consider a J−holomorphic triangle wtri from the unit disk D2 ⊂ C to M ,
such that



wtri(−1) = p01, wtri

(−−−−−−−→
−1,−

√
−1
)
⊂ L1,

wtri(1) = p02, wtri

(−−−−−−→
−
√
−1, 1

)
⊂ L2,

wtri(−
√
−1) = p12, wtri

(−−−→
1,−1

)
⊂ L0,

wtri is Fredholm regular,
The multiplicity of wtri at −

√
−1 is one, (see Remark 6)

(64)

where we use the notation
−→
ab to denote the arc on the unit circle from point

a to point b using the standard boundary orientation, and pij ∈ Li ∩ Lj , and
Fredholm regular means that D∂̄ is surjective.
Remark 6. If we identify R× [0, 1] with the domain D2\{−

√
−1,
√
−1} ⊂ C via

the map χ,

(τ, t) 7→
√
−1eπ(τ+

√
−1t) + 1

eπ(τ+
√
−1t) +

√
−1

and identify Cn\{0} with R×S2n−1 via the map ϕ defined by z 7→ (log |z|, z/|z|),
then we say the J−holomorphic triangle wtri has multiplicity one if

lim
τ→−∞

wtri(τ, t) = eα
√
−1ta

uniformly in t, for some a ∈ Sn−1 ⊂ Rn ⊂ Cn. Notice that x(t) = eα
√
−1ta

(0 5 t 5 1) is a minimal solution of ẋ = R−∞(x) with two ends lying in Rn and
eα
√
−1Rn respectively, i.e. a simple Reeb chord. If the almost complex structure
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J is integrable near 0, we know w(τ, t) has to converge to a multiple Reeb chord
by Section 3.4 in [11], and if we assume the “multiplicity” is one, we get w(τ, t)

converges to eα
√
−1ta for some a ∈ S2n−1. If we have some sort of Carleman

Similarity Principle for the case with two transversal Lagrangian submanifolds,
we could easily see that the J-holomorphic curve converges to some solution
of ẋ = R−∞(x). However, at this moment we don’t know whether this is
always the case, and it’s a work in progress. It is easy to see that converging
to the Reeb chord is equivalent to having finite Hofer’s energy in this setting,
so equivalently we could assume that the Hofer’s energy is so small that the
J-holomorphic curve has to converge to some simple solution of ẋ = R−∞(x).

Let’s denote the moduli space of wtri satisfying (64) byM((L0, L1, L2), J).
We then perform Lagrangian surgery at p12 ∈ L1 ∩ L2 and get Lε1 . Consider
the set of J−holomorphic 2−gons w : D2 →M satisfying

{
w
(−−−→

1,−1
)
⊂ L0 w

(−−−→−1, 1
)
⊂ Lε1

w(−1) = p01 w(1) = p12.
(65)

Let’s denote the set of w’s satisfying (65) by M̃((Lε1 , L0), J) and its quotient
under the action of Aut(D2, (−1, 1)) byM((Lε1 , L0), J). Let’s denote by

M((Lε1 , L0), J ;wtri, ε2)

the subset ofM((Lε1 , L0), J) consisting of [w] satisfying

sup
z∈D2

distgM (w(z), wtri(z)) 5 ε2,

where gM is the Riemannian metric on M given by gM (·, ·) = ω′(·, J ·).
The following theorem is a generalization of the main theorem in [11], which

is also the main theorem for this section. The proof of this theorem will be
given step by step.

Theorem 7. Assume that wtri ∈M((L0, L1, L2), J) is isolated. Then for each
sufficiently small ε2 and ε1 with |ε1| < ε100

2 we have the following
If ε1 < 0, then M((Lε1 , L0), J ;wtri, ε2) consists of one point which is Fred-

holm regular;
If ε1 > 0, then M((Lε1 , L0), J ;wtri, ε2) is diffeomorphic to Sn−2. Each ele-

ment of it is Fredholm regular.

Remark 7. In [11], the above theorem is proven under an additional require-
ment that J is integrable near p12. The condition of wtri being isolated can be
weakened (see [11]), and the proof is similar.

We will use the method of gluing to prove this theorem. To do this, we need
to study
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5.3 Local model of holomorphic discs in Cn.

Consider the Lagrangian subspaces Rn and e
√
−1αRn in Cn, where 0 < α < π.

Let’s identify the Cn\{0} with R× S2n−1 via the map z 7→ (log |z|, z/|z|). Fix
a ∈ Sn−1 ⊂ Rn ⊂ Cn and consider all holomorphic maps w : H→ Cn satisfying


w(∂H) ⊂ (Hα

ε1)
′
,

There exist c, C > 0 and τ0 ∈ R such that

e−ατ
∣∣∣w(eπ(τ+

√
−1t))− eα(τ−τ0+

√
−1t)a

∣∣∣ 5 Ce−cτ for all (τ, t) ∈ R+ × [0, 1].

(66)

We denote the set of all such w’s by M̃(H,Cn; (Hα
ε1)
′
, a), and denote

M(H,Cn; (Hα
ε1)
′
, a) = M̃(H,Cn; (Hα

ε1)
′
, a)/Aut{H}.

Theorem 8. There exists a constant S0(α) independent of ε1, such that for all
S0 > S0(α) we have

If ε > 0,M(H,Cn; (Hα
ε1)
′
, a) has only one element;

If ε < 0, M(H,Cn; (Hα
ε1)
′
, a) is diffeomorphic to Sn−2. Moreover, in either

case, elements inM(H,Cn; (Hα
ε1)
′
, a) are regular.

Proof. Refer to 6.3 in [11].

We denote by M̃0(H,Cn; (Hα
±1)′, a) the set of all wlmd ∈ M̃(H,Cn; (Hα

±1)
′
, a)

satisfying

Refα/2(wlmd(z)) = wlmd(−z̄),

and
e−ατ

∣∣∣wlmd(eπ(τ+
√
−1t))− eα(τ+

√
−1t)a

∣∣∣
Cn

5 Ce−cτ ,

for τ = 0, and some constant C independent of wlmd, where Refα/2 is the
reflection along e

√
−1α2 Rn in Cn.

Lemma 16. For each [w] ∈ M(H,Cn; (Hα
±1)′, a), there exists exactly one ele-

ment wlmd ∈ M̃0(H,Cn; (Hα
±1)′, a) such that [wlmd] = [w].

Proof. Refer to Lemma 7.3 in [11].

From now on, let’s assume the surgery parameter ε1 is negative,
because the proofs in both cases are similar and the proof in ε1 negative case is
harder than ε1 positive case.

41



5.4 Compactness
We will construct a gluing map to prove Theorem 7. However, let’s study
the “inverse” of gluing first, which is slightly easier, i.e. we will study the
compactification of the moduli space of holomorphic strips first.

Consider arbitrary sequences of ε1,i, ε2,i > 0 and J−holomorphic maps wi :
D2 →M such that

lim
i→∞

ε1,i = 0 = lim
i→∞

ε2,i, wi(−1) = p01, wi(1) = p20,

wi(
−−−→−1, 1) ∈ L−ε1,i , wi(

−−−→
1,−1) ∈ L0,

distgM (wtri(z), wi(z)) < ε2,i, ε1,i < ε100
2,i .

(67)

where gM is the Riemannian metric on M given by gM (·, ·) = ω′(·, J ·).
We want to prove that there exists a subsequence of wi converging to a

holomorphic building of height 1|1 consisting of wtri and wlmd in the sense of
Symplectic Field Theory. Refer to Appendix 6.2 for the definition of convergence
to holomorphic buildings.

Uniform energy bound

To prove convergence, we need to get uniform energy bound. Let’s recall the
set up of 2.1. We pick an open neighborhood B around p12 symplectomorphic
to an open neighborhood B(ε0) (We assume the radius ε0 = 1 for the simplicity
of notation) of 0 inside Cn with the standard symplectic form ω0 = Σdxi ∧
dyi, such that L1 and L2 locally look like Rn and eα

√
−1, and J(0) = i(0).

Identify B(1)\{0} with R− × S2n−1 via z 7→ (log |z|, z|z| ). Let (r,Θ) be the
coordinate of R− × S2n−1, and define ξ := JTV ∩ TV , R := J

(
∂
∂r

)
, ω(u, v) :=

e−2rω0(πξu, πξv), and the 1-form λ by: λ|ξ = 0, λ( ∂∂r ) = 0, λ (R) = 1. It’s
not hard to see that when restricted to S2n−1, R−∞ is the Reeb vector field of
S2n−1 with the standard contact form λ−∞.

Let r0 < 0 to be determined, and pick ri → −∞ as i → +∞. Denote
the open subset w−1

i

[
(ri, r0)× S2n−1

]
⊂ D2 by Ui, and then we have ∂Ui =

∂1Ui − ∂2Ui − ∪j∂Bij , where Bij ’s are components of w−1
i ([−∞, ri)), ∂1Ui is

the pre-image of {r0} × S2n−1, ∂2Ui is to the pre-image of the Lagrangian
submanifold L−ε1,i , and the orientations are chosen so that this formula is true.

Lemma 17. ‖∇wi‖ < C < +∞, where the norm is computed with respect to the
Euclidean metrics on D2 ⊂ C and gM on M , and the constant C is independent
of i.

Proof. Suppose not, then there exists a bubble, which contradicts the require-
ment that distgM (wtri(z), wi(z)) < ε2,i.

From Stokes theorem, we have
ˆ
∂1Ui

w∗i λ−∞ −
ˆ
∂2Ui

w∗i λ−∞ − Σbij =

ˆ
Ui

w∗i dλ−∞, (68)

where bij :=
´
∂Bij

w∗i λ−∞.
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Lemma 18. bij = 0.

Proof. Since the orientation of ∂Bij comes from the orientation of Bij , we get

ˆ
∂Bij

w∗i λ−∞ = e−ri
ˆ
∂Bij

w∗i (erλ−∞) = e−ri
ˆ
Bij

w∗i d(erλ−∞)

= e−ri
ˆ
Bij

w∗i ω0 = 0. (69)

Given δ > 0, there exist r0 and i0, such that for all i = i0 we have
the following:

Lemma 19. ∣∣∣∣ˆ
∂1Ui

w∗i λ−∞ − α
∣∣∣∣ 5 δ.

Proof. In the proof of this lemma there is no difference between cylindrical and
asymptotically cylindrical case. This follows from Corollary 8.6 in [11].

For the second term in equation (68), we have

Lemma 20. ∣∣∣∣ˆ
∂2Ui

w∗i λ−∞ − (α− π)

∣∣∣∣ 5 δ.

Proof. Since dλ−∞|TL−ε1,i = 0, in order to compute
´
∂2Ui

w∗i λ−∞, we can de-
form wi(∂2Ui) inside L−ε1,i without changing the value of the integral. Then we
can either use the computation in Lemma 8.21 in [11], or we can further show
that dλ−∞|SpanC{a} = 0, where a ∈ Sn−1 ⊂ Rn ⊂ Cn, and deform wi(∂2Ui)
further to make the computation trivial.

Proposition 4. Eω(wi) 5 π + 3δ.

Proof. We have

Eω(wi) =

ˆ
Ui

w∗i ω =

ˆ
Ui

w∗i (dλ−∞) +

ˆ
Ui

w∗i (ω − dλ−∞). (70)

By Lemma 19 and Lemma 20, the first term becomesˆ
Ui

w∗i (dλ−∞) =

ˆ
∂1Ui

w∗i λ−∞−
ˆ
∂2Ui

w∗i λ−∞ 5 α−(α−π)+2δ = π+2δ. (71)

For the second term, by Lemma 17 we have
ˆ
Ui

w∗i (ω− dλ−∞) 5
ˆ
Ui

(ω− dλ−∞)

(
∂wi
∂x

,
∂wi
∂y

)
dx∧ dy 5 C2 ·Area(Ui) 5 δ.

(72)
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Proposition 5. Eλ(wi) 5 α+ 6δ.

Proof. Given φ ∈ C− = {φ ∈ C∞c (R−, [0, 1])|
´
φ = 1}, let Φ(r) =

´ r
−∞ φ(l)dl,

by a similar computation as in Lemma 20, we have
ˆ
∂2Ui

w∗i (Φλ−∞) = α− π − δ.

While,

ˆ
Ui

w∗i d(Φλ−∞) =

ˆ
∂1Ui

w∗i (Φλ−∞)−
ˆ
∂2Ui

w∗i (Φλ−∞)−
∑
j

ˆ
∂Bij

w∗i (Φλ−∞)

5 Φ(r0)

ˆ
∂1Ui

w∗i λ−∞ + (π − α+ δ)− Φ(ri)
∑
j

ˆ
∂Bij

w∗i λ−∞

5 1 · (α+ δ) + (π − α+ δ)− 1 · 0 = π + 2δ, (73)

and by (72)ˆ
Ui

w∗i (Φdλ−∞) =

ˆ
Ui

w∗i (Φω) +

ˆ
Ui

w∗i (Φ(dλ−∞ − ω)) = −δ. (74)

From (73) and (74), we getˆ
Ui

w∗i (φdr ∧ λ−∞) =

ˆ
Ui

w∗i d(Φλ−∞)−
ˆ
Ui

w∗i (Φdλ−∞)

5π + 2δ + δ

5π + 3δ. (75)

On the other hand,ˆ
Ui

w∗i (φσ ∧ λ) =

ˆ
Ui

w∗i (φdr ∧ λ−∞) +

ˆ
Ui

w∗i (φσ ∧ λ− φdr ∧ λ−∞)

5
ˆ
Ui

w∗i (φdr ∧ λ−∞) +

ˆ
Ui

w∗i e
2r(φω + φσ ∧ λ)

5
ˆ
Ui

w∗i (φdr ∧ λ−∞) + e2r0

ˆ
Ui

w∗i ω + e2r0

ˆ
Ui

w∗i (φσ ∧ λ).

(76)

The third inequality follows from the fact 0 5 φ 5 1. Therefore, from (75), (76)
and Proposition 4 we derive

Eλ(wi) = sup
φ∈C−

ˆ
Ui

w∗i (φσ ∧ λ)

5
1

1− e2r0

ˆ
Ui

w∗i (φdr ∧ λ−∞) +
e2r0

1− e2r0
(π + 1)

5 π + 4δ. (77)
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Altogether, we get

Proposition 6. E(wi) = Eλ(wi) + Eω(wi) 5 π + 7δ.

Theorem 9. wi does not hit the origin.

Proof. For fixed i, the energy bound and Theorem 1 imply that wi has to
converge to some Reeb orbits near infinity inside Bij , if the set of Bij is not the
empty set. Therefore, Σbij → 2kπ, for some k ∈ N, as i → ∞. However, from
Lemma 19 and Lemma 20,

´
∂1Ui

w∗i λ−∞−
´
∂2Ui

w∗i λ−∞ 5 α+1− (α−π) < 2π.
From (68) and (72) we get 2kπ − 1 < 2π, so k = 0. In other words, w−1

i (0) =
∅.

Proof of compactness

In this section, we will prove wi converges to the holomorphic building w of
height 1|1 consisting of wtri and wlmd for some wlmd ∈ M̃0(H,Cn; (Hα

−1)′, a) in
the sense of Symplectic Field Theory, where a ∈ Sn−1 is determined in Remark
6. (Refer to the appendix 6.2 for definition of convergence.) The proof uses
the ideas in [5], but it is not covered by [5], because firstly, we have to deal
with Lagrangian boundary condition; secondly, the almost complex structure
is asymptotically cylindrical; thirdly, we need to specify to which holomorphic
building the sequence converges to.

Let D2 = {z ∈ C| |z| 5 1} and a finite set of punctures Z = Zint tZbdy such
that Zint = Z ∩ IntD2 and Zbdy = Z ∩ ∂D2.

Lemma 21. Any finite energy punctured holomorphic map

w : (D2 − Z, ∂D2)→
(
R× S2n−1, (L1 ∪ L2) ∩ R× S2n−1

)
with exactly one positive puncture which corresponds to the Reeb chord γ, where
γ is a Reeb chord between L1 and L2 with

´
γ
λ−∞ = α, and given by γ(t) =

eα
√
−1ta for 0 5 t 5 1 and some a ∈ Sn−1, and at least one negative puncture,

has to be the trivial cylinder over γ.

Proof. Let D2 be the oriented blow up of D2 along Z , and then the boundary
of ∂D2 decomposes as ∂D2 = ∂+D

2 ∪ ∂−D2 ∪ ∂D2, where ∂+D
2 and ∂−D

2

correspond to the positive end and negative end respectively. Stokes theorem
tells us that

α =

ˆ
∂+D2

w∗λ−∞ =

ˆ
D2

w∗dλ−∞ +

ˆ
∂−D2

w∗λ−∞ =
ˆ
∂−D2

w∗λ−∞.

However, since every Reeb orbit in (S2n−1, λ−∞) has period 2kπ for k ∈ Z+,
and every Reeb chord has length at least α, w(∂+) is a Reeb chord of length α.
Therefore, we get

´
D2 w

∗dλ−∞ = 0, i.e. w is a trivial holomorphic cylinder over
γ.
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Lemma 22. Any finite energy punctured holomorphic map

w : (D2 − Z, ∂D2)→
(
R× S2n−1, H

′

−1

)
with exactly one positive puncture which corresponds to the Reeb chord γ, where
γ is a Reeb chord between L1 and L2 with

´
γ
λ−∞ = α, and given by γ(t) =

eα
√
−1ta for 0 5 t 5 1 and some a ∈ Sn−1, has to be a reparametrization of

some wlmd ∈ M̃0(H,Cn; (Hα
−1)′, a).

Proof. By a similar argument as in the proof of Theorem 9, w cannot have any
negative puncture. Then this follows from Theorem 8.

Now we have a sequence of maps wi satisfying (67) and E(wi) < C < +∞.
Let’s add one auxiliary boundary marked point {

√
−1} on the domain D2 of

each wi to stabilize the domain, and denote the new domain as Σi, i.e. Σi is
the unit disc with the marked points set Mi = {−1, 1,

√
−1}. Let’s prove the

compactness in this special case following the ideas in [5].

Theorem 10. wi converges to a holomorphic building w of height 1|1 consisting
of wtri and some wlmd ∈ M̃0(H,Cn; (Hα

−1)′, a) for some a ∈ Sn−1 in the sense
of Symplectic Field Theory.

Proof. The proof is sketched as follows. Let g′ be a metric on M − {p12}
defined as a cylindrical metric near the end of M − {p12}, the standard metric
gM outside a neighborhood of p12, and an interpolation between them in an
annulus region on the M . We claim by repeatedly adding same number (1 or 2
) of additional marked points to Mi in the following specific way, eventually at
some finite step l, the marked point set becomes Ml

i, and we can achieve that
sup

z∈Σi−Ml
i

|∇wi(z)| · ρli(z) is uniformly bounded, where the gradient is computed

with respect to g′ onM−{p12} and gli on Σi−Ml
i which is complete hyperbolic

metric of curvature −1 on Σi −Ml
i making ∂Σi geodesics, and corresponds to

the complex structure of Σi−Ml
i; and ρli(z) is the injective radius of the doubled

Riemann Surface Σ̂i − M̂l
i of (Σi,M

l
i) along ∂Σi at the point z with respect to

the doubled metric ĝli of gli (Compare Lemma 10.7 in [5]). Note that in our
convention we start with step l = 1, i.e. M0

i = Mi.
If sup
z∈Σi−Mi

|∇wi(z)| · ρ0
i (z) is not bounded, then there exists a sequence of

points zi ∈ Σi −Mi such that
∣∣∇wi(zi)∣∣ · ρ0

i (z
i) → +∞. Now it is easy to see

that there are two cases that may happen.
Case I: There exist constants C1, C2 > 0, a subsequence of i, still denoted

by i, and injective holomorphic charts ψi : D2 → Σi −Mi satisfying ψi(0) = zi

and C1ρ
0
i (ψi(z

i)) 5
∥∥∇ψi(zi)∥∥ 5 C2ρ

0
i (ψi(z

i)).
Case II: There exist constants C1, C2 > 0, −1 < di 5 0 with di → 0, and

injective holomorphic charts ψi from Bi :=
{
z ∈ D2

∣∣ Imz = di
}

to Σi −Mi,
satisfying ψi(0) = zi, ψi

({
z ∈ D2

∣∣ Imz = di
})
⊂ ∂Σi−Mi and C1ρ

0
i (ψi(z

i)) 5∥∥∇ψi(zi)∥∥ 5 C2ρ
0
i (ψi(z

i)).
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For Case I: since ‖∇ (wi ◦ ψi)‖ (0) → +∞, by Lemma 15, there exist yi ∈
D2 satisfying yi → 0 and positive constants εi and Ri := ‖∇ (wi ◦ ψi)‖ (yi)
satisfying εi → 0, Ri → +∞, εiRi → +∞, and |yi|+ εi < 1, such that the map
w̆i(y) = wi ◦ψi

(
yi + y

Ri

)
: B(0, εiRi)→M\{p01}, after an obvious translation

in the R direction, converges in C∞loc to a J−∞-holomorphic map w̆∞ : C →
R × S2n−1 because of the conditions in formula (67). Now there are two sub-
cases.

Case IA, there exist a subsequence of i, such that distg0i (ψi(yi), ∂Σi) > σ >
0, for some constant σ. In this case, we add two marked points ψi(yi) and
ψi(yi + 1

Ri
) to M0

i and get M1
i . Let’s denote the limit of (Σi,M

k
i ) by (Σk,Mk).

(See Appendix 6.1 for the definition of convergence.) Since distg0i (ψi(yi), ψi(yi+
1
Ri

)) → 0, in (Σ1,M1) these two additional marked points give rise to at least
an additional interior sphere bubble attached to (Σ0,M0). (See Proposition 4.3
in [5] for all the possible configurations in this case.) The sphere bubble serves
as the domain of w̆∞.

Case IB, distg0i (ψi(yi), ∂Σi) → 0. We add two marked points ψi(yi) and
ψi(yi + 1

Ri
) to Mi and get M1

i . In (Σ1,M1) these two additional marked points
give us at least an additional disc bubble together with an interior sphere bubble
over that disc bubble attached to (Σ0,M0). (See Figures below.) The sphere
bubble serves as the domain of w̆∞.

For Case II: by Lemma 1, there exist yi ∈ D2 satisfying yi → 0 and positive
constants εi and Ri := ‖∇ (wi ◦ ψi)‖ (yi) satisfying εi → 0, Ri → +∞, εiRi →
+∞, |yi| + εi < 1, and ‖∇ (wi ◦ ψi)‖ (y′) 5 2 ‖∇ (wi ◦ ψi)‖ (yi) for all y′ ∈
B(yi, εi). Now there are three sub-cases.

Case IIA, there exist a subsequence of i, still denoted by i, such that
Ri(Imyi − di) → +∞. This is the case similar to Case IB. We consider the
map w̆i(y) = wi ◦ ψi

(
yi + y

Ri

)
: B(0, Ri(Imyi − di))→M\{p01}. After an ob-

vious translation in the R direction, w̆i converges in C∞loc to a J−∞- holomorphic
map w̆∞ : C → R × S2n−1 because of the conditions in formula (67). We add
two marked points ψi(yi) and ψi(yi+ 1

Ri
) to M0

i and get M1
i . In (Σ1,M1) these

two additional marked points give us at least an additional disc bubble together
with an interior sphere bubble over that disc bubble attached to (Σ0,M0). The
sphere bubble serves as the domain of w̆∞.

Case IIB, there exist a subsequence of i, still denoted by i, such thatRi(Imyi−
di)→ c > 0. Consider the map w̆i : B

(
0, εi

2(Imyi−di)

)
∩H→ M\{p01} defined

by w̆i(y) = wi ◦ψi(Reyi+
√
−1di+(Imyi−di)y). w̆i satisfies

∥∥∇w̆i(√−1)
∥∥→ c,

‖∇w̆i‖ 5 2c, and w̆i
(
B
(

0, εi
2(Imyi−di)

)
∩ ∂H

)
⊂ L−ε1,i . After an obvious trans-

lation in the R direction, if necessary, w̆i converges in C∞loc to a J−∞-holomorphic
map w̆∞ from H to R×S2n−1. We add one marked point ψi(yi) to M0

i and get
M1
i . In (Σ1,M1) this additional marked point give rise to at least an additional

disc bubble. The disc bubble serves as the domain of w̆∞.
Case IIC, Ri(Imyi − di) → 0. Consider the map w̆i : B

(
0, εiRi2

)
∩ H →

M\{p01} defined by w̆i(y) = wi ◦ ψi(Reyi +
√
−1di + y

Ri
). Then w̆i satisfies
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∥∥∇w̆i(√−1)
∥∥ = 1, ‖∇w̆i‖ 5 2, and w̆i

(
B
(
0, εiRi2

)
∩ ∂H

)
⊂ L−ε1,i . After an

obvious translation in the R direction, if necessary, w̆i converges in C∞loc to a
J∞-holomorphic map w̆∞ from H to R×S2n−1. We add the additional marked
points ψi(Reyi +

√
−1di) and ψi(Reyi +

√
−1di + 1

Ri
) to M0

i and get M1
i . In

(Σ1,M1) these two additional marked points give rise to at least an additional
disc bubble. The disc bubble serves as the domain of w̆∞.

(Figure Case IA. Configurations of (Σk+1,Mk+1).) The shaded parts rep-
resent (Σk,Mk), and the unshaded parts correspond to the additional bubbles.
The first one corresponds to the situation that the two additional marked points
collide to a regular interior point. The second one corresponds to the situation
that the two additional marked points collide to a regular interior marked point.
The third one corresponds to the situation that the two additional marked points
collide to a special interior marked point.

(Figure Case IB and Case IIA. Configurations of (Σk+1,Mk+1).) Case IB
and Case IIA have the same types of configurations. The first one corresponds
to the situation that the two additional marked points collide to a regular bound-
ary point. The second one corresponds to the situation that the two additional
marked points collide to a regular boundary marked point. The third one corre-
sponds to the situation that the two additional marked points collide to a special
boundary marked point.
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(Figure Case IIB. Configurations of (Σk+1,Mk+1).) The first one corre-
sponds to the situation that the additional marked point collide to a regular
point on the boundary. The second one corresponds to the situation when the
additional marked point collide to a regular boundary marked point. The third
one corresponds to the situation when the additional marked point collide to a
special boundary marked point.

(Figure Case IIC. Configurations of (Σk+1,Mk+1).) The first one corre-
sponds to the situation that the two additional boundary marked points collide
to a regular boundary point. The second one corresponds to the situation that
the two additional boundary marked points collide to a regular boundary marked
point. The third one corresponds to the situation that the two additional bound-
ary marked points collide to a special boundary marked point.

If sup
z∈Σi−M1

i

|∇wi(z)| · ρ(z) is still unbounded, then we repeat the process. It

is not hard to see that different steps give rise to different bubble in the limit.
By Lemma 15 and Stokes Theorem, the ω−∞-energy of w̆∞ restricted to each
domain sphere bubble is bounded away from 0. By a similar argument, it is not
hard to see that the ω−∞-energy of w̆∞ restricted to each disc bubble is also
bounded away from 0. (See [14]). By Proposition 4 the process has to stop at
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some finite step l.
Let (Σ,M,D) be the limit of (Σi,M

l
i), where M is the set of regular marked

points, and D is the set of special marked points, and then we get a se-
quence of maps ϕi : ΣD → Σi satisfying CRS1)-CRS3) in Appendix 6.1, where
ΣD is constructed from the oriented blow up of Σ along the special marked
points by gluing along the special circle or half circle. We denote the set{
z ∈ Σi −Ml

i|ρli(z) = ε
}
by Thickε(Σi−Ml

i) and the set
{
z ∈ Σi −Ml

i|ρli(z) 5 ε
}

by Thinε(Σi −Ml
i).

For any ε > 0, we have sup
{
|∇wi(z)|| z ∈ Thickε(Σi −Ml

i)
}
5 Cε. Since

ϕ∗i g
l
i converges to the hyperbolic metric gl on Σ−M ∪ D in C∞loc(Σ−M ∪ D),

as long as i is sufficiently large we have

sup { |∇(wi ◦ ϕi)(z)|| z ∈ Thickε(Σ−M ∪ D)} < C ′ε,

where the norm and the injective radius are computed with respect to the hy-
perbolic metric gl on Σ−M ∪ D. From the Gromov-Schwarz Lemma 2 we get
all the higher derivatives bounds of wi ◦ ϕi on Thickε{Σ −M}. By properly
translating wi ◦ϕi restricted to a component of ϕ−1

i

(
Thickε(Σi −Ml

i)
)
, apply-

ing Ascoli-Arzela Theorem, letting ε → 0, and taking a diagonal subsequence
of i, still called i, we get that up to a translation wi ◦ ϕi converges in C∞loc(T )
to w|T , for any component T of Σ−M ∪ D.

Now let us study the convergence of wi ◦ ϕi in Thinε{Σ −M}. We only
consider the thin parts that converge to pairs of boundary special marked points,
for the other cases are similar and slightly easier.

For a component T εi of the ε-thin part of on ΣD with respect to the hyper-
bolic metric ϕ∗i gli, assuming T εi converges to a pair of boundary special marked
points in D as i→∞ and ε→ 0, there exists a conformal parametrization

qεi : Aεi = [−Nε
i , N

ε
i ]× [0, 1]→ (T εi , ji),

such that in the C∞([0, 1])-sense,

lim
ε→0

lim
i→∞

Θi ◦ ϕi ◦ qεi |(±Nεi )×[0,1] = γ±,

where γ+, γ− are Reeb chords or constant maps, ji is pull back complex structure
via ϕi, and Θi is the wi followed by the projection R− × S2n−1 → S2n−1. We
can choose the parametrization qεi such that

|∇qεi (x)| 5 ρli(q
ε
i (x)),

where the gradient is computed with respect to the flat metric in the source and
hyperbolic metric ϕ∗i gli in the target. This gives us the uniform gradient bound

sup
x∈Aεi

|∇(wi ◦ ϕi ◦ qεi (x))| 5 C.

We can choose a sequence of εi → 0 and translate wi by a sequence of constants
ai so that by choosing a subsequence of wi ◦ ϕi ◦ qεii + ai we get
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lim
i→∞

(wi ◦ ϕi ◦ qεii + ai)|{±Nεii }×[0,1] = γ±.

For i large, Θi ◦ϕi ◦qεii |{±Nεii }×[0,1] are sufficiently C∞([0, 1]) close to γ±. Since
in the contact case by Stokes Theorem the ω-energy restricted to Aεii goes to
0 as i → +∞, by Theorem 4 for every σ > 0 we get constants c, I > 0 so
that Θi ◦ ϕi ◦ qi(τ, t) lies in the σ neighborhood of Θi ◦ ϕi ◦ qεii (0, t) for all
(τ, t) ∈ [−Nεi

i + c,Nεi
i − c] × [0, 1] and i > I. This tells us γ+(t) = γ−(t) for

all t. This also proves that the limit map w continuously extends to the special
arc.

Let (Σtri,Mtri,Dtri) be the component of (Σ,M,D) that corresponds to the
limit of (Σi,Mi). It’s easy to see that from formula (67) that w|Σtri−Mtri∪Dtri
equals to the J−holomorphic triangle wtri ◦ ϕ−1

i . By Proposition 4, the ω−∞
energy of w restricted to restricted to Σ − Σtri is no greater than π. From the
Stokes Theorem we know that a non-removable interior puncture will contribute
2kπ to the ω energy for some 1 5 k ∈ Z, a non-removable negative boundary
puncture will contribute 2mπ + α or (2m + 1)π − α to the ω energy for some
0 5 m ∈ Z, and a non-removable negative boundary puncture will contribute
−2pπ − α or −(2p + 1)π + α to the ω energy for some 0 5 p ∈ Z. Thus
we can easily see that the only possible configuration is that there is only one
component in Σ−Σtri, denoted by Σlmd, and that Σlmd is a disc bubble. Thus
the process of adding additional marked points stops at step l = 2, and it is in
the Case IIB or Case IIC.

From Theorem 8 we can see that up to a reparametrization w|Σlmd−Dlmd∪Mlmd

equals to a local model wlmd ∈ M̃0(H,Cn; (Hα
1 )′, a). In particular, Mtri =

{−1, 1,
√
−1} are all removable singularity for w|Σtri−Mtri∪Dtri , and near Dtri =

{−
√
−1}, w|Σtri−Mtri∪Dtri is close to a trivial cylinder over a Reeb chord γ− of

length α.

5.5 Gluing
To finish the proof of Theorem 7, we will construct the gluing map glue(ε1) :

M((L0, L1, L2), J)×M(H,Cn; (Hα
−1)

′
, a)→M((Lε1 , L0), J ;wtri, ε2).

Since M(H,Cn; (Hα
−1)

′
, a) is biholomorphic to M̃0(H,Cn; (Hα

−1)′, a) ∼= Sn−2

and we assume wtri ∈ M((L0, L1, L2), J) is isolated, we only need to glue wtri
with wlmd ∈ M̃0(H,Cn; (Hα

−1)′, a), and show that glue(ε1) induces a diffeomor-
phism between M̃0(H,Cn; (Hα

−1)′, a) and M((Lε1 , L0), J ;wtri, ε2). In general,
M((Lε1 , L0), J ;wtri, ε2) is a fiber bundle overM((L0, L1, L2), J) with fibers dif-
feomorphic to Sn−2. Please refer to [11] for the precise statement when wtri is
not isolated.

To define the glue(ε1), we first preglue the two curves to get an approxi-
mately J-holomorphic strip wapp and then apply implicit function theorem in a
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suitable setting. This is done in Pregluing in 5.5. To show glue(ε1) is a diffeo-
morphism, the key step is to show it is surjective. This is done in Surjectivity
of gluing in 5.5.

Pregluing

Let ς(τ, t) = eπ(τ+
√
−1t) be the biholomorphic map from R × [0, 1] to H ⊂ C,

and we don’t distinguish between wlmd and wlmd ◦ ς when there is no confusion.
We also identify Cn\{0} with R × S2n−1 via the map z 7→ (log |z|, z/|z|). And
then wlmd(τ, t) = (%(τ, t),Θ(τ, t)) satisfies

%(τ, t)→ ατ, Θ(τ, t)→ eα
√
−1ta,

exponentially as τ → +∞. Denote wε1lmd := 1
2 log |ε1|+ wlmd.

Let’s use (τ ′, t′) ∈ R × [0, 1] as the coordinate of Σtri ∼= D2\{−
√
−1,
√
−1}

via χ(τ ′, t′) =
√
−1eπ(τ′+

√
−1t′)+1

eπ(τ′+
√
−1t′)+

√
−1

, then wtri(τ ′, t′) = (%′(τ ′, t′),Θ′(τ ′, t′)) satisfies

%′(τ ′, t′)→ ατ ′ + αtri, Θ′(τ ′, t′)→ eα
√
−1t′a,

exponentially as τ ′ → −∞.
Pick R > 0 sufficiently large so that αR − αtri is sufficiently large. Pick

ε1 < 0 sufficiently close to 0 such that αtri − αR − 1
2 log |ε1| − log(2S0(α))

is sufficiently large. We glue the domains Σε1lmd and Σtri using the relation
τ = τ ′ + α−1(αtri − 1

2 log |ε1|), t = t′ and get Σε1lmd]Σtri. Let wapp = wε1lmd]wtri
be the approximate solution Σε1lmd]Σtri →W defined by:

1. if τ ′ > −R+ 1,
wapp(τ

′, t′) = wtri(τ
′, t′),

2. if −R 5 τ ′ 5 −R+ 1,

wapp(τ
′, t′) = ((1− β(τ ′)) (ατ ′ + αtri) + β(τ ′)ρ′(τ ′, t′),

expeα
√
−1t′a

[
β(τ ′) exp−1

eα
√
−1t′a

Θ′(τ ′, t′)
])
,

3. if −R− 1 5 τ ′ 5 −R,

wapp(τ
′, t′)

=

(
(1− η(τ ′)) (ατ ′ + αtri) + η(τ ′)%(τ ′ + α−1(αtri −

1

2
log |ε1|), t′),

expeα
√
−1t′a

[
η(τ ′) exp−1

eα
√
−1t′a

Θ(τ ′ + α−1(αtri −
1

2
log |ε1|), t′)

])
,

4. if τ ′ 5 −R− 1,

wapp(τ
′, t′) = wε1lmd(τ

′ + α−1(αtri −
1

2
log |ε1|), t′),
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where β and η are some cut-off function satisfying β(−R+ 1) = 1, β(−R) = 0,
|β′| 5 1, η(−R) = 0, η(−R − 1) = 1, and |η′| 5 1, and the exponential map is
defined using the standard metric on S2n−1.

Using the fact that J converges exponentially to the standard almost com-
plex structure J0 in R× S2n−1 we can see that wapp satisfies{∥∥∂̄Jwapp∥∥ = 0 for τ ′ > −R+ 1∥∥∂̄Jwapp∥∥ 5 C

(
e−c(αR−αtri) + e−c(αtri−αR−

1
2 log |ε1|−log(2S0(α))

)
for τ ′ 5 −R+ 1,

where C, c are constants independent of R, ε1 and wlmd, and the norm ‖·‖ is
the weighted Sobolev norm computed with respect to the standard cylindrical
metrics on [0, 1]×R/Z and on R×S2n−1, please refer to the section 7.6 Weighted
Sobolev norm and a right inverse in [11] for all the necessary details.

Now we can follow the general scheme of gluing and perturb wapp to get a
regular J-holomorphic 2-gon, when R is sufficiently large and ε1 is small enough.
Meanwhile, we can show thatM((Lε1 , L0), J ;wtri, ε2) is regular.

Theorem 11. For each sufficiently small ε2 and ε1 with |ε1| < ε100
2 we have the

following
If ε1 < 0, thenM((Lε1 , L0), J ;wtri, ε2) is Fredholm regular and contains one

element;
If ε1 > 0, then M((Lε1 , L0), J ;wtri, ε2) is Fredholm regular and contains

Sn−2 parametrized family of elements.

Proof. The proof is similar to the proof in the cylindrical case. Please refer to
[11].

Surjectivity of gluing

In order to prove Theorem 7, we need to prove the following theorem which
states that the gluing map is surjective.

Theorem 12. Let wi be the sequence of J-holomorphic strips satisfying (67),
and then there exists a sequence of

wlmd,i ∈ M̃0(H,Cn; (Hα
±1)′, a)

such that [wi] = [glue(ε1,i)(wtri, wlmd,i)] for all sufficient large i’s, after choosing
a subsequence of i if necessary.

Proof. (Sketch) Suppose this is not true, there exists a subsequence of i, still
called i, such that wi does not come from gluing. By Theorem 10, we get
a subsequence of wi that converges to a holomorphic building of height 1|1
consisting of wtri and wlmd. We want to show that the holomorphic strip wi lies
in a small neighborhood of the holomorphic strip glue(ε1,i)(wtri, wlmd). The
neighborhood has to be taken under a certain strong topology so that we could
apply the implicit function theorem. This can be guaranteed by the compactness
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result of Theorem 10 in the Thickε-part of the domains and by Theorem 56 in the
Thinε-part of the domains, together with the well known results about Frenchel-
Nelson coordinates description of the Deligne-Mumford compactification. For
the precise norm and setting to apply the implicit function theorem, one could
refer to [11]. Then we could follow the approach in [11], and define a path of
maps Υ(r) by

Υ(r)(s, t) = expwi(s,t)

[
r · exp−1

wi(s,t)
glue(ε1,i)(wtri, wlmd,i)

]
.

Υ(r) satisfies Υ(0) = wi and Υ(1) = glue(ε1,i)(wtri, wlmd). Since wi lies in
a small neighborhood of glue(ε1,i)(wtri, wlmd), ‖∂̄JΥ(t)‖ is sufficiently small.
By implicit function theorem, we could perturb Υ(t) and get Υ(t) such that
Υ(0) = Υ(0), Υ(1) = Υ(1), and Υ(t) is J-holomorphic.

SinceM((Lε1 , L0), J ;wtri, ε2) is a smooth manifold of dimension n−2 which
equals the dimension of M̃0(H,Cn; (Hα

1 )′, a), wi comes from the gluing construc-
tion.

6 Appendix
The Appendix is intended to provide backgrounds for Section 4 and Section 5.
We will restrict ourselves to the special case.

6.1 Bordered stable nodal Riemann surfaces
Refer to [5, 12] for details. Let S = (S, j,B,M,D) be a compact possibly
disconnected Riemann surface with a set B of disjoint smooth circles Bi for
i = 0, 1, 2, ..., L as boundaries and a set M t D of numbered distinct marked
points. The marked points from M are regular marked point, and we allow both
boundary marked points and interior marked points, i.e. M = MinttMbdy. The
marked points from D are special marked points, and we allow both boundary
special marked points and interior special marked points, i.e. D = Dint tDbdy.
The special marked points are organized in pairs: Dint = {d̄1, d1, ..., d̄k, dk},
Dbdy = {b̄1, b1, ..., b̄l, bl}. A bordered nodal Riemann surface is an equivalence
class of surfaces (S, j,B,M,D) under the equivalence relation: surfaces S =
(S, j,B,M,D) and S′ = (S′, j′,B′,M′,D′) are called equivalent if there exists
a diffeomorphism ϕ : S → S′ such that ϕ∗j = j′, ϕ(M) = M′, ϕ(B) = B′ and
ϕ(D) = D′, where we assume that ϕ preserves the ordering of the setsM andM′,
S and S′. S = (S, j,B,M,D) is called decorated if for each interior special pair
there is chosen an orientation reversing orthogonal map ri : Γi = (Td̄iS\0)/R∗ →
Γi = (TdiS\0)/R∗, we denote it by S = (S, j,B,M,D, r). Orientation reversing
orthogonal means r(e

√
−1θz) = e−

√
−1θr(z). For S = (S, j,B,M,D, r) we can

construct the oriented blow up at each point in D, identify special circles in pairs
via the decoration r, identify special half circles in pairs, and get a Riemann

6We use the negative infinity end version of Theorem 5.
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surface SD,r. We can double SD,r along the boundary and get a smooth closed
Riemann surface ŜD,r.

The signature of S = (S, j,B,M,D, r) is the tuplet

(g,−→µ ) = (g, µint, µ
1
bdy, µ

2
bdy, ..., µ

L
bdy)

where L is number of the boundary circles, µint is the cardinality of Mint, µibdy
is the cardinality of Mbdy ∩ Bi for 1 5 i 5 L, and g is defined as the genus
of ŜD,r. We say S = (S, j,B,M,D, r) is connected if SD,r is connected. A
connected S = (S, j,B,M,D, r) is called stable if

2g + 2]Mint + ]Mbdy = 3.

We denote the moduli space of decorated bordered stable nodal Riemann sur-
faces of signature (g,−→µ ) by M$

g,−→µ , and the moduli space of bordered stable
nodal Riemann surfaces of signature (g,−→µ ) byMg,−→µ . Given a bordered stable
nodal Riemann surface S = (S, j,B,M,D), the Uniformization Theorem asserts
the existence of a unique complete hyperbolic metric hj,M∪D of constant cur-
vature −1 of finite volume, in the given conformal class j on S\(M ∪D), such
that Bi are geodesics, for all i.

A sequence of decorated stable nodal Riemann surfaces

Sn = (Sn, jn,Bn,Mn,Dn, rn)

is said to converge to a decorated stable nodal Riemann surface

S = (S, j,B,M,D, r)

if (for sufficient large n) there exists a sequence of diffeomorphisms

ϕn : SD,r → SDn,rnn

with ϕn(M) = Mn and ϕn(B) = Bn, such that the following conditions are
satisfied.

• CRS1. For every n = 1, the images ϕn(Γi) of the special circles (half
circles) Γi ⊂ SD,r for i = 1, ..., k, are special circles (half circles) or closed
geodesics (closed geodesics after we double SDn,rn) with respect to the
metrics hjn,Mn∪Dn on SDn,rn\Mn. Moreover, all special circles (half cir-
cles) on SDn,rn are among these images.

• CRS2. hn → hS in C∞loc(S
D,r\(M ∪i Γi)), where hn = ϕ∗nh

jn,Mn∪Dn .

• CRS3. Given a component C of Thinε(S) ⊂ SD,r which contains a special
circle (half circles) Γi and given a point ci ∈ Γi, we consider for every
n = 1 the geodesic arc δni for the induced metric hn = ϕ∗nh

jn,Mn∪Dn which
intersects Γi orthogonally at the point ci, and whose ends are contained
in the ε−thick part of the metric hn. The (C ∩ δni ) converges as n→∞ in
the C0−topology to a continuous geodesic for the metric hS which passes
through the point ci.
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The topology onMg,−→µ is the weakest topology onMg,−→µ for which the projec-

tionM$

g,−→µ →Mg,−→µ is continuous.

Theorem 13. (Deligne-Mumford, Wolpert) The spaces Mg,−→µ and M$

g,−→µ are
compact metric spaces.

Proposition 7. (See Proposition [5]) Let Sn = (Sn, jn,Bn,Mn,Dn) be a se-
quence of smooth bordered stable Riemann Surfaces converging to S = (S, j,B,M,D).
Given a sequence of pairs of points (z1

n, z
2
n) inside Sn\

6.2 Holomorphic buildings
Following the notation from 4.1, for simplicity let’s assume W has only one
end that is the negative end E− = R− × V . Let L ↪→ W be an embedded
Lagrangian submanifold with respect to the symplectic form ω′. Let’s define
the compactification W of W . Let g : R− → (−1, 0] be a monotone and (non-
strictly) convex function which coincides with t 7→ et − 1 for t ∈ (−∞,−1] and
which is the identity map near 0. Define a map G : W →W by

G(w) =

{
(g(t),Θ), w = (t,Θ) ∈ E−
w w ∈W\E−.

We define W =: G(W ) ⊂W .
Let S = (S, j,B,M,D) be a bordered nodal Riemann surface, and M = M t

Z. The marked points in M are called regular marked points, and the marked
points in Z are called punctures consisting of boundary punctures Zbdy = Z ∩B
and interior punctures Zint = Z ∩ B. We also denote the positive (negative)
punctures by Z+ (Z−).

A holomorphic building of height 1 is defined to be a proper holomorphic
map w : (S\Z, j,B,M,D)→ (W,J, L) of finite energy which sends every special
pair in D to one point, and sends B to L. w is called stable if it satisfies: if
w restricted to a component Sl of S is constant, then Sl equipped with all the
marked points and punctures is stable.

A holomorphic building w of height 1|1 consists of the following data:

• a holomorphic building of height 1 in W :

w0 : S0 = (S0\Z0, j0,B0,M0,D0)→ (W,J, L0),

• a holomorphic building of height 1 in the cylindrical manifold R× V :

w1 : S1 = (S1\Z1, j1,B1,M1,D1)→ (R× V, J−∞, L1),

• a compatible ordering of M0 ∪M1,

• we can put S0 and S1 together and pair points from Z0− with points from
Z1+ to get a bordered nodal Riemann surface S = (S0 t S1, j0 t j1,B0 t
B1,M0 tM1 t Z0+ t Z1−,D0 t D1 t Z0− t Z1+),
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• there exists a decoration r on S corresponding to Z0− t Z1+ such that
w0 and the horizontal component Θ ◦ w1 of w1 fit into a continuos map
w̄ : SZ

0−tZ1+,r →W.

A holomorphic building w of height 1|1 is called stable if both w0 and w1 are
stable. We say w1 is stable if not all components of S are trivial cylinders and
for those components where w1 is constant map, we require those components
equipped with marked points and punctures are stable.

We say a sequence of holomorphic buildings

wk : Sk = (Sk\Zk, jk,Bk,Mk,Dk)→ (W,J, Lk)

of height 1 converge to a holomorphic building w = (w0, w1) of height 1|1, where

w0 : S0 = (S0\Z0, j0,B0,M0,D0)→ (W,J, L0)

w1 : S1 = (S1\Z1, j1,B1,M1,D1)→ (R× V, J−∞, L1),

if the following holds, there exists a sequenceM(k) of extra sets of marked points
for the curves wk and a set M of extra marked points for the building w which
have the same cardinality as M(k), such that M(k) stabilizes the underlying
Riemann surface Sk, M stabilizes S = S0 tS1, and the following conditions are
satisfied. Denote by S̃k and S̃ = S̃0t S̃1 the stabilized bordered nodal Riemann
surfaces, and we blow up S̃ at Z0−tZ1+tD0tD1, glue using some decoration
r, and get the surface S̃Z

0−tZ1+tD0tD1,r with a conformal structure j which is
degenerate along the union Γ of special circles and special half circles. Suppose
there exists a sequence of diffeomorphisms ϕk : S̃Z

0−tZ1+tD0tD1,r → S̃Dk,rkk

which satisfies the conditions CRS1-CRS3 as in 6.1, in addition, the following
conditions for sufficient large k.

• CHCE1: Images wk ◦ϕk|s̃1 are contained in the asymptotically cylindrical
end E− of the manifold W .

• CHCE2: There exist constants ck , such that w̃k ◦ ϕk|s̃1 converges to w1

uniformly on compact sets, where wk = (ak,Θk) and w̃k = (ak + ck,Θk) .

• CHCE3: Lk converges in the compact Hausdorff topology to L0 ; and
when restricted to E− the translation of Lk by ck converges to L1 in the
compact Hausdorff topology.

• CHCE4: The sequence G ◦ wk ◦ ϕk : S̃Z
0−tZ1+tD0tD1,r → W converges

uniformly to w.
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