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HOFER METRIC FROM THE CONTACT POINT OF VIEW

TOMASZ RYBICKI

Abstract. Given a manifold M endowed with a contact 1-form α, a bi-
invariant pseudo-metric ̺α is introduced on Cont(M,α), the compactly
supported identity component of the group of all strict contactomorphisms
of (M,α). For M open ̺α is a metric. If (M,α) is the total space of
a prequantization bundle of an integral closed symplectic manifold (N,ω)
with simply-connected Hamiltonian group Ham(N,ω), the existence of ϕ ∈
Cont(M,α) such that ̺α(id, ϕ) > 0 is shown by elementary methods. In
view of the simplicity theorem on Ham(N,ω) it follows an alternative,
elementary and natural, proof of the non-degeneracy of the Hofer metric
̺H on Ham(N,ω). The proof amounts to showing an estimate from below
on ̺H , which cannot be derived from the energy-capacity inequality. It
follows the unboundedness of ̺H on Ham(N,ω). Analogous results for the
contactisation (M,α) of an exact open symplectic manifold (N,ω) (with
no assumption on Ham(N,ω)) are also obtained.

1. Introduction

Let (M, ξ = ker(α)) be a co-oriented contact manifold, i.e. M is a C∞

smooth paracompact manifold of dimension 2n + 1, and α is a C∞ 1-form
on M such that να = α ∧ (dα)n is a volume form. A contactomorphism f
of (M,α) is a C∞ diffeomorphism of M such that f ∗α = λfα, where λf is
a smooth nowhere vanishing function on M depending on f and α. In other
words, f preserves the contact distribution ξ. Next, a contactomorphism f is
called strict if λf is equal to 1 on M .

Let Cont(M, ξ) denote the compactly supported identity component of the
group of all contactomorphisms of (M, ξ). In view of [18] Cont(M, ξ) is a
simple group. We shall deal mainly with contact manifolds (M,α) in the
narrow sense. The symbol Cont(M,α) stands for the totality of strict con-
tactomorphisms of (M,α) which can be joined to the identity by a compactly
supported isotopy consisting of strict contactomorphisms. Note that the group
Cont(M,α) is neither simple nor a normal subgroup of Cont(M, ξ).
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The Hofer metric ̺H is a bi-invariant metric on the group of compactly sup-
ported Hamiltonian symplectomorphisms Ham(N, ω) of a symplectic manifold
(N, ω). Hofer geometry constitutes a basic tool in symplectic topology (see [9],
[12], [13], [17]). In attempt to extend methods of Hofer geometry to the con-
tact case Banyaga and Donato in [2] introduced a bi-invariant metric ̺BD on
Cont(M,α) for a very special type of (M,α). Recently, Müller and Spaeth in
[15] generalized this definition for all contact manifolds (M,α). In this paper
we deal with a bi-invariant pseudo-metric ̺α on Cont(M,α). For M open ̺α
is a metric. It is then equivalent to the Banyaga-Donato metric (cf. (5.3)) but
very likely different from it. For M open the non-degeneracy of ̺α is shown
by making use of the energy-capacity inequality for contact manifolds [15].

For any F ∈ C∞
c (M,R) denote

(1.1) ‖ F ‖∞= max
p∈M

F (p)−min
p∈M

F (p).

Theorem 1.1. Given any contact manifold (M,α) and a compactly supported
vector field X on M , denote

‖ X ‖α=‖ α(X) ‖∞ .

Then the function ̺α : Cont(M,α)× Cont(M,α) → [0,∞), given by

̺α(ϕ, ψ) = inf{lα({ft})| {ft} lies in Cont(M,α)with f0 = ϕ, f1 = ψ}

for any ϕ, ψ ∈ Cont(M,α), is a bi-invariant pseudo-metric on the group
Cont(M,α). Here lα({ft}) is the length of an isotopy {ft} in Cont(M,α)
with respect to the norm ‖ · ‖α. Moreover, ̺α is a metric if and only if M is
open.

From now on we shall consider contact manifolds satisfying the assumptions
(1) or (2) below.

Assumption 1.2. (1) (M,α) is the total space of a prequantization bun-
dle of an integral closed symplectic manifold (N, ω);

(2) (M,α) is the contactisation of an exact open symplectic manifold
(N, ω).

Denote by π : M → N a prequantization bundle. Then one defines a
homomorphism

q : Cont(M,α) → Ham(N, ω)

which is an isomorphism in the case (2), and which appears in the exact
sequence of groups

(1.2) {1} → S1 → Cont(M,α)
q
−→ Ham(N, ω) → {1},

in the case (1), that is in (1) Cont(M,α) is a central extension of Ham(N, ω)
(see section 6). The relation between the pseudo-metric ̺α and the Hofer
metric ̺H is the following.
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Proposition 1.3. For every f ∈ Cont(M,α) we have ̺α(id, f) = ̺H(id, q(f)).

Our next aim is to show some part of Theorem 1.1 without appealing to
hard symplectic methods. This part is formulated as the following

Claim 1.4. (1) If (M,α) satisfies 1.2(1) and Ham(N, ω) is simply con-
nected, then there is ϕ ∈ Cont(M,α) such that ̺α(id, ϕ) > 0.

(2) In the case 1.2(2) there is ψ ∈ [Cont(M,α),Cont(M,α)] such that
̺α(id, ψ) > 0.

A straightforward consequence of Claim 1.4 and of the classical simplicity
theorem on the Hamiltonian symplectomorphism group due to Banyaga [1]
(Theorem 6.5) is an elementary and natural proof of the non-degeneracy of
the Hofer metric ̺H for Ham(N, ω), whenever the assumptions of Claim 1.4
are satisfied. This is a striking enough phenomenon, bearing in mind infinite
variational methods or hard symplectic methods in the classical proofs, see
[9], [16], [11], [13] and [17]. The proof of Claim 1.4 constitutes an example
of the influence of the structure of strict contactomorphism group (i.e. the
quantomorphism group) on symplectic topology. Up to now only the opposite
influence has been known, e.g. in the paper [5] by Eliashberg and Polterovich,
or in [15], the contactomorphism group has been investigated by symplectic
methods. Further investigations of the properties of ̺α might be of interest
both in contact and symplectic topology. Namely, the fact that the non-
degeneracy of the Hofer metric on Ham(N, ω) is encoded in the related contact
structure seems to reveal new perspectives in contact topology.

The proof of Claim 1.4 amounts to showing some estimates from below
on ̺H(id, q(ϕ)) and ̺H(id, q(ψ)), where ϕ and ψ are determined by smooth
bump functions on R2n. It follows that the metrics ̺α and ̺H on the groups in
question (the case 1.4(1)) or on their commutator subgroups (the case 1.4(2))
are unbounded.

The first homotopy group of Ham(N, ω) is known only in a few cases (cf.
[17], p.62). For instance, π1(Ham(N, ω)) = 0 if (N, ω) is a closed oriented
surface with genus ≥ 1. If π1(Ham(N, ω)) = 0 we will obtain the required
estimate in the case (1). In order to formulate a theorem in this case we need
a definition of ϕ ∈ Cont(M,α).

Namely, for A, a, b > 0 choose a smooth bump function

µA = µAa,b : [−(a + b), a + b] → [0, A]

such that supp(µA) ⊂ (−(a + b), a + b), µA = A on [−a, a], with "typical"
properties (see section 8.2). For all p = (x, y) ∈ R2n we define

FA
a,b(p) := µĀ(x1) · · ·µ

Ā(xn)µ
Ā(y1) · · ·µ

Ā(yn) where Ā = A
1
2n .

3



Let ϕ = ϕAa,b be the time-one map of FA
a,b. It follows that q(ϕ)) ∈ Ham(N, ω)

is also the time-one map of FA
a,b. We set

B = (−a, a)2n, V = (−(a + b), a+ b)2n.

Theorem 1.5. Under the assumption of Claim 1.4(1), let ϕ ∈ Cont(M,α) be
as above. Then

(1.3)
A vol(B)

Cr vol(V )
≤ ̺α(id, ϕ) = ̺H(id, q(ϕ)),

where C is a universal constant depending on a fragmentation procedure in
Cont(M,α) (Lemma 3.5), and r ∈ N depends on (M,α).

Recall that a group G is called unbounded if it carries a bi-invariant metric
which is unbounded. Otherwise it is called bounded.

Corollary 1.6. Let (M,α) and (N, ω) be as in Theorem 1.5. Then the pseudo-
metric ̺α on Cont(M,α) and the Hofer metric ̺H on Ham(N, ω) are un-
bounded. Consequently, the group Ham(N, ω) is unbounded.

Indeed, it suffices to take A tending to ∞.
In the case (2) we are able to omit the assumption π1(Ham(N, ω)) = 0. To

formulate a theorem in this case we need a definition of ψ belonging to the
commutator subgroup of Cont(M,α). Moreover, if we maintain the assump-
tion π1(Ham(N, ω)) = 0 then we will obtain a surprisingly simple estimation
of ̺H(id, ψ) (cf. (1.5) below).

Under the above notation, for A, a, b, c > 0 we define

FA
a,b,c(p) := FA

a,b(τ
(x1)
c (p))− FA

a,b(τ
(x1)
−c (p)),

where τ (x1) is the translation along the x1-axis. Assume that c > a+ b and set

U = (−(a + b+ c), a+ b+ c)× (−(a+ b), a + b)2n−1.

In addition, assume that U is a canonical chart domain. Let ψ = ψAa,b,c ∈

Cont(M,α) be the time-one map of FA
a,b,c. Then q(ψ) ∈ Ham(N, ω) is also

the time-one map of FA
a,b,c. Moreover, ψ and q(ψ) belong to the commutator

subgroup of Cont(M,α) and Ham(N, ω), resp.

Theorem 1.7. (1) If Assumption 1.2(2) is satisfied then

(1.4)
2A vol(B)

(n + 1) vol(U)
≤ ̺α(id, ψ) = ̺H(id, q(ψ)).

(2) If, in addition, Cont(M,α) ∼= Ham(N, ω) is simply connected, then

(1.5) A ≤ ̺α(id, ψ) = ̺H(id, q(ψ)).
4



E.g., (1.5) is satisfied for (R2n, ωst) with n = 1 or 2 (see [17]).
Observe that, in general, the inequalities (1.3), (1.4) or (1.5) are not a

consequence of the energy-capacity inequality. In fact, we can take A large
enough without changing the support of ϕ and ψ.

It is an immediate consequence of the surjectivity of the Calabi homomor-
phism Cal : Ham(N, ω) → R that the Hofer metric on Ham(N, ω) is un-
bounded, whenever (N, ω) is exact and vol(N) <∞. We strengthen this fact
as follows.

Corollary 1.8. Let (N, ω) be an arbitrary exact open symplectic manifold,
and (M,α) be its contactisation. The metric ̺α on Cont(M,α) and the Hofer
metric ̺H on Ham(N, ω) restricted to the corresponding commutator subgroups
are unbounded. Consequently, the group ker(Cal) is unbounded.

In fact, ker(Cal) = [Ham(N, ω),Ham(N, ω)], cf.[1].
There are some results related to Corollaries 1.6 and 1.8. For instance,

Sikorav proved in [20] that the Hofer metric on the group Ham(R2n, ωst) is
unbounded, but it is not stably unbounded. The unboundedness of ̺H is es-
tablished for surfaces, complex projective spaces with the Fubini-Study sym-
plectic form and closed manifolds with π2 = 0, see [3] and references therein.
Recently, in the papers [14] by McDuff and [23] by Usher the problem of the
unboundedness of the Hofer metric has been solved in the affirmative for some
symplectic manifolds by employing hard symplectic methods.

Notice that contrary to Corollaries 1.6 and 1.8 the identity components
of most of diffeomorphism groups are bounded (see [3], [19]), but it is still
not known if it is the case of all manifolds. In the contact category several
result concerning the (un)boundedness of Cont(M, ξ) and its universal cov-
ering group have recently been proved by Colin and Sandon [4], and Fraser,
Polterovich and Rosen [7].

Acknowledgements. A part of this paper was written when I visited Lab-
oratoire Jean Leray, Université de Nantes, in March 2012. I would like to
thank for the invitation and hospitality. I express my gratitude to François
Laudenbach and Vincent Colin for helpful discussions and critical comments
on an earlier version of the paper. Also I would like to thank Yasha Eliashberg
for calling to my attention the reference [15]. Finally I express my gratitude
to the referee for pointing out essential mistakes in the previous version.

2. The Hofer metric

First we recall the definition of the Hofer metric, c.f. [9], [12]. Let (M,ω)
be a symplectic manifold. Recall that there is a one-to-one correspondence
between isotopies {ft} in Ham(M,ω) and smooth families of functions Ht (up
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to constant) in C∞
c (M,R) given by

iXt
ω = dHt,

where Xt = ḟt is defined by ∂ft
∂t

◦ f−1
t . Let ham(M,ω) be the Lie algebra of

Ham(M,ω), i.e. the totality of compactly supported Hamiltonian vector fields
on (M,ω). Then for X ∈ ham(M,ω) we set by using the norm (1.1)

(2.1) ‖ X ‖∞=‖ HX ‖∞= max
p∈M

HX(p)−min
p∈M

HX(p),

where HX ∈ C∞
c (M,R) such that iXω = dHX (‖ · ‖∞ is a norm on ham(M,ω)

even if M compact). Observe that

(2.2) ‖ H ◦ ϕ ‖∞=‖ H ‖∞

for allH ∈ C∞
c (M,R) and ϕ ∈ Ham(M,ω), that is the norm ‖ · ‖∞ is invariant

w.r.t. the adjoint action of Ham(M,ω) on ham(M,ω). Now the Hofer length
of a Hamiltonian isotopy {ft} is defined as

(2.3) lH({ft}) =

∫ 1

0

‖ ḟt ‖∞ dt.

The Hofer norm (or the Hofer energy) is then defined for ϕ ∈ Ham(M,ω) by

(2.4) EH(ϕ) = inf
{ft}

(lH({ft})),

where {ft} runs over all Hamiltonian isotopies joining id to ϕ.
Let G be a group. For a function ν : G→ [0,∞) such that ν(e) = 0 consider

the following conditions. For any g, h ∈ G

(1) ν(g−1) = ν(g);
(2) ν(gh) ≤ ν(g) + ν(h);
(3) ν(g) > 0 if and only if g 6= e;
(4) ν(hgh−1) = ν(g).

Then ν is called a pseudo-norm (resp. norm) if (1)-(2) (resp. (1)-(3)) are
fulfilled. If (3) is not satisfied, ν is called degenerate. Next, ν is conjugation-
invariant if (4) is satisfied. In view of Lemma 3.1 below and (2.2) it is easily
seen that EH is a conjugation-invariant pseudo-norm.

The following theorem was proved by Hofer in [8] for M = R2n. It was
generalized for some other symplectic manifolds by Polterovich in [16]. Finally,
the proof for all symplectic manifolds was given by Lalonde and McDuff in
[11]. In all three proofs the Hofer’s idea of displacement energy and hard
symplectic methods are in use.

Theorem 2.1. EH : Ham(M,ω) → [0,∞) is a norm. Consequently, ̺H(ϕ, ψ) :=
EH(ϕψ

−1) is a bi-invariant metric, called the Hofer metric.
6



The Hofer metric plays a crucial role in symplectic topology and various
important notions and facts are expressed in terms of it (see, e.g., [9], [12],
[13], [17]). The original proof of its non-degeneracy for M = R2n is based on
the action principle and a crucial role in it is played by the action spectrum.
The Hofer metric is intimately related, on the one hand, to a capacity c0 (c.f.
[9]) and hence to periodic orbits, and on the other hand to the displacement
energy.

3. The groups of contactomorphisms

For a smooth manifold M by Diff(M) we denote the compactly supported
identity component of the group of all diffeomorphisms onM . Let f ∈ Diff(M)
and {ft}, t ∈ R, be a compactly supported smooth isotopy such that f1 =

f, f0 = id. Then {ft} determines a smooth family of vector fields {ḟt} in
Xc(M), the Lie algebra of all compactly supported vector fields on M . Namely
for all p ∈M and t ∈ R we have

(3.1) ḟt(p) =
∂ft
∂t

(f−1
t (p)).

Moreover, there is the one-to-one correspondence between

{ft} ∈ C∞
e (R,Diff(M)) = {f : R → Diff(M)| f(0) = id}

and {ḟt} ∈ C∞(R,Xc(M)), see, e.g., [10] for more details. In particular,
a time-independent vector field X ∈ Xc(M) corresponds to its flow FlX ∈
C∞
e (R,Diff(M)).
Likewise, for any ϕ ∈ Diff(M) the space C∞

ϕ (R,Diff(M)) = {f : R →

Diff(M)| f(0) = ϕ} identifies with C∞(R,Xc(M)) by {ft} 7→ {
˙︷ ︸︸ ︷

ft ◦ ϕ
−1}.

The following is easy to check.

Lemma 3.1. Let {ft}, {gt} ∈ C∞
e (R,Diff(M)) and φ ∈ Diff(M). Then:

(1)
˙︷︸︸︷

ftgt = ḟt + (ft)∗(ġt).

(2)
˙︷︸︸︷
f−1
t = −(f−1

t )∗(ḟt).

(3)
˙︷ ︸︸ ︷

φftφ
−1 = φ∗(ḟt).

Let (M, ξ = ker(α)) be a co-oriented contact manifold with dim(M) =
2n+1. The contact form α can be put into the following normal form. For any
p ∈ M there is a chart (x1, . . . , xn, y1, . . . , yn, z) : M ⊃ U → u(U) ⊂ R2n+1,
centered at p, such that α|U = d z − y1 d x1 − . . .− yn d xn.

The symbol cont(M, ξ) will stand for the Lie algebra of all contact vector
fields, i.e. X ∈ cont(M, ξ) iff LXα = µXα for some function µX ∈ C∞(M,R),
where L is the Lie derivative. This definition is independent of α, though µX
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depends on α. Let contc(M, ξ) be the Lie subalgebra of compactly supported
elements of cont(M, ξ). Then contc(M, ξ) is the Lie algebra of the Lie group
Cont(M, ξ) (c.f. [10]) and in view of (3.1) we get the bijection

C∞
e (R,Cont(M, ξ)) ∋ {ft} 7→ {ḟt} ∈ C∞(R, contc(M, ξ)).

Set I = [0, 1]. For a Lie group G and g, h ∈ G we introduce the notation
JG = C∞(I, G) and

JgG = {f ∈ JG|f(0) = g}, J h
g G = {f ∈ JG|f(0) = g, f(1) = h}

for the isotopy groups of G.
Then the above bijection induces the bijection for I (as well as for any

interval of R with some initial condition fixed)

(3.2) JidCont(M, ξ) → J contc(M, ξ).

In particular, one has LXt
α = µXt

α with µXt
= (∂ lnλft/∂t)◦f

−1
t where f ∗

t α =

λftα and Xt = ḟt. Next we define contc(M,α) = {X ∈ contc(M, ξ) : µX = 0},
and the bijection

JidCont(M,α) → J contc(M,α).

Let Rα denote the unique vector field satisfying iRα
α = 1 and iRα

dα = 0,
where iX is the interior product w.r.t. X. Rα is called the Reeb vector field.
Clearly Rα ∈ cont(M,α). A vector field X is called horizontal if iXα = 0. A
dual concept is a semibasic form, i.e. any 1-form γ such that γ(Rα) = 0. We
have the R-linear isomorphism

Idα : X(M) ∋ X 7→ iX dα + α(X)α ∈ F1(M)

between the space of vector fields X(M) and the space of 1-forms F1(M). The
isomorphism Idα preserves the duality, that is

(3.3) X ∈ X(M) is horizontal ⇐⇒ Idα(X) is semi-basic.

Given any function H ∈ C∞(M,R), we get a semi-basic 1-form

θH = dH(Rα)α− dH.

It defines uniquely a horizontal vector field YH such that

(3.4) iYH dα = dH(Rα)α− dH.

As a consequence we have the existence of the following isomorphism Iα, an
important tool in contact geometry.

Proposition 3.2. There is an R-linear isomorphism

Iα : cont(M, ξ) ∋ X 7→ iXα = α(X) ∈ C∞(M,R).

In particular, C∞
c (M,R) is identified with contc(M, ξ) by means of α.
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For H ∈ C∞(M,R) we have

(3.5) I−1
α (H) = HRα + I−1

dα ((iRα
dH)α− dH) = HRα + YH .

Set XH = I−1
α (H). Notice that, in view of (3.3), (3.4) and the Cartan formula,

(3.6) LXH
α = (dH(Rα))α,

that isXH is indeed an element of cont(M, ξ). It follows that any basic function
H ∈ C∞(M,R), i.e. a function invariant under the Reeb flow, gives rise to a
horizontal vector field YH given by

(3.7) iYH dα = − dH.

In view of (3.2) and Prop. 3.2 we get the bijective correspondence

(3.8) Ψα : JidCont(M, ξ) ∋ {ft} 7→ Ψα({ft}) ∈ C∞
c (I ×M,R).

Furthermore, denote by C∞
b (M,R) the space of compactly supported basic

functions on M . Hence in view of (3.6) there is a one-to-one correspondence

(3.9) Ψα : Jid Cont(M,α) ∋ {ft} 7→ Ψα({ft}) ∈ C∞
b (I ×M,R).

Now from Lemma 3.1 we derive the following

Lemma 3.3. Let Ψα be as in (3.8), {ft}, {gt} ∈ JidCont(M, ξ) and ϕ ∈
Cont(M, ξ). Then:

(1) Ψα({ftgt}) = Ψα({ft}) + (λft ·Ψα({gt})) ◦ f
−1
t ;

(2) Ψα({f
−1
t }) = −λ−1

ft
· (Ψα({ft}) ◦ ft);

(3) Ψα({f
−1
t gt}) = λ−1

ft
·
(
(Ψα({gt})−Ψα({ft})) ◦ ft

)
;

(4) Ψα({ϕftϕ
−1}) = λϕ · (Ψα({ft}) ◦ ϕ

−1).

We will deal with the standard contact form αst = d z −
∑n

i=1 yi d xi on
R2n+1 or R2n × S1. Then we have Rαst

= ∂
∂z

and dαst =
∑n

i=1 d xi ∧ d yi.

Observe that ξst = ker(αst) is generated by Yi =
∂
∂yi

and Xi =
∂
∂xi

+ yi
∂
∂z

,
where i = 1, . . . , n.

Next it is easily seen that Idαst
(Yi) = − d xi and Idαst

(Xi) = d yi. For every
X ∈ X(R2n+1, αst) we have iXαst ∈ C∞(R2n+1,R) by

(3.10) iXαst = u0 −
n∑

i=1

yiui if X = u0
∂

∂z
+

n∑

i=1

ui
∂

∂xi
+ un+i

∂

∂yi
.

Conversely, in view of (3.5) and the above equalities, we have

(3.11) XH =

(

H −
n∑

i=1

yi
∂H

∂yi

)

∂

∂z
−

n∑

i=1

∂H

∂yi

∂

∂xi
+

n∑

i=1

(
∂H

∂xi
+ yi

∂H

∂z

)
∂

∂yi
,

for all H ∈ C∞(R2n+1,R). Indeed, it is easily checked that α(XH) = H and
LXH

α = ∂H
∂z
α. These equalities imply (3.11).
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Throughout we will write x instead of (x1, . . . , xn) and y instead of (y1, . . . , yn).
We specify some elements in Cont(R2n × S1, αst), where S1 = R/Z:

(1) The translations τ
(z)
t : (x, y, z) → (x, y, z + t) for t ∈ R. Here H is the

constant function 1 and XH0 = Rαst
.

(2) The translations τ
(xi)
t : (x, y, z) → (x + t1i, y, z), i = 1, . . . , n and

t ∈ R, with H(x, y, z) = −yi and XH = ∂
∂xi

.

(3) The pseudo-translations τ
(yi)
t : (x, y, z) → (x, y + t1i, z + txi) for i =

1, . . . , n and t ∈ R. Here H(x, y, z) = xi and XH = ∂
∂yi

+ xi
∂
∂z
.

Observe that the maps τ
(yi)
t from (3) cannot be "replaced" by the transla-

tions along the yi axes, since such translations are not contactomorphisms as
they do not preserve the contact distribution ξ.

Proposition 3.4. (1) If a diffeomorphism f of R2n×S1 is a contactomor-
phism, where f = (f1, . . . , f2n, f2n+1) w.r.t. the coordinates (x, y, z),
then we have

∂f2n+1

∂z
−

n∑

j=1

fn+j
∂fj
∂z

= λf ,

∂f2n+1

∂xi
−

n∑

j=1

fn+j
∂fj
∂xi

= −yiλf , i = 1, . . . , n,

∂f2n+1

∂yi
−

n∑

j=1

fn+j
∂fj
∂yi

= 0, i = 1, . . . , n.

In particular, if f is independent of z then λf = 1 on R2n × S1.
(2) Given a contact manifold (M,α), if there is a nonconstantH ∈ C∞

c (M,R)
independent of z, then the group Cont(M,α) is non-trivial.

Proof. (1) follows from the coordinate expression for f , see Prop. 2.2 in [18].
Next, (2) is a consequence of (1) and (3.5). Namely, take elements of the

flow FlXH , where H is independent of z. �

Let π : (M,α) → (N, ω) be a prequantization bundle. For a subset W ⊂ N
let ContW (M,α) stand for the totality of f ∈ Cont(M,α) such that there

exists an isotopy {ft} ∈ J f
id Cont(M,α) compactly supported in W × S1. In

the sequel we shall need the fragmentation lemma.

Lemma 3.5. Let (M,α) and (N, ω) satisfy assumption 1.2(1). Suppose V1, . . . , Vr
is an open covering of N such that the bundle π trivializes over each Vi. Then
there is a C1 neighborhood U of {id} in Jid Cont(M,α) and maps preserving
the identity

Pi : U → Jid ContVi(M,α), i = 1, . . . , r,
10



such that

{ft} = Pr({ft}) . . . P1({ft})

for any {ft} ∈ U . Moreover, there is a universal constant C > 0, depending
only on Cont(M,α), such that for all i

lα(Pi({ft})) ≤ Clα({ft}).

The proof follows from Prop. 3.2 and is well-known (e.g. [18]).

4. The pseudo-metric ̺α

Let (M, ξ = ker(α)) be a (co-oriented) contact manifold. We shall deal with
the pseudo-metric ̺α on Cont(M,α).

In view of Prop. 3.2 it is obvious that ‖ · ‖α given by

(4.1) ‖ X ‖α=‖ α(X) ‖∞

is a pseudo-norm on contc(M, ξ). If M is open then for X ∈ contc(M, ξ) we
have maxp∈M |α(X)(p)| ≤‖ X ‖α. That is, ‖ · ‖α is a norm for M open.
Contrary to the Hamiltonian case, ‖ · ‖α is not a norm if M is closed. In fact,
the Reeb vector field Rα belongs to contc(M,α) and clearly ‖ Rα ‖α= 0. Next
̺α possesses the invariance property, similar to (2.2).

Proposition 4.1. For any X ∈ cont(M, ξ) and ϕ ∈ Cont(M,α) we have
‖ Adϕ(X) ‖α=‖ X ‖α.

Proof. It follows from the equality α(ϕ∗X) = ϕ∗α(X) ◦ ϕ−1 = (λϕα(X)) ◦
ϕ−1 = α(X) ◦ ϕ−1 for all X ∈ X(M) and ϕ ∈ Cont(M,α). �

For a contact isotopy {ft}, t ∈ I, in Cont(M, ξ) we introduce the notion of
contact length by

(4.2) lα({ft}) =

∫ 1

0

‖ ḟt ‖α dt =

∫ 1

0

‖ Ft ‖∞ dt,

where F ∈ C∞
c (I ×M,R) corresponds to {ft} and Ft = F (t, ·). Here we do

not assume that f0 = id and we have the equality

(4.3) lα({f1−t}) = lα({ft}),

and the right-invariance of lα

(4.4) ∀ϕ ∈ Cont(M, ξ), lα({ftϕ}) = lα({ft}).

Lemma 4.2. If σ : [a, b] → I be a smooth non-decreasing surjection then for
any isotopy {ft} in Cont(M, ξ) one has lα({fσ(t)}a≤t≤b) = lα({ft}).

11



Proof. Suppose F ∈ C∞
c (I ×M,R) corresponds by (3.8) to {ft} and F σ ∈

C∞
c (I ×M,R) corresponds to {fσ(t)}. Then we have

F σ(t, x) = αx(
˙︷︸︸︷

fσ(t)(x)) = αx

(

σ′(t)
∂fτ
∂τ

|τ=σ(t)(f
−1
σ(t)(x))

)

= σ′(t)αx(ḟσ(t)(x)) = σ′(t)F (σ(t), x).

It follows that

lα({fσ(t)}) =

∫ b

a

‖ F σ
t ‖∞ dt =

∫ b

a

σ′(t) ‖ Fσ(t) ‖∞ dt

=

∫ 1

0

‖ Ft ‖∞ dt = lα({ft}),

as required. �

Note that for any 0 < s < 1 one has

(4.5) lα({ft}t∈I) = lα({ft}0≤t≤s) + lα({ft}s≤t≤1).

As a consequence of the above facts we get

Proposition 4.3. For all isotopies {ft}, {gt} in Cont(M, ξ) (resp. Cont(M,α))
we have:

(1) For any 0 < δ < 1
2

there exists an isotopy {f̄t} in Cont(M, ξ) (resp.

Cont(M,α)) with lα({f̄t}) = lα({ft}) such that ft = f0 for |t| ≤ δ and
ft = f1 for |1− t| ≤ δ.

(2) There is {f̃t} in Cont(M, ξ) (resp. Cont(M,α)) such that Ψα({f̃t}) is

1-periodic in t, f̃0 = f0, f̃1 = f1, and lα({f̃t}) = lα({ft}).
(3) lα({f̄t} ⋆ {ḡt}) = lα({ft}) + lα({gt}), where {f̄t}, {ḡt} are as in (1),

and {f̄t} ⋆ {ḡt} is their concatenation.
(4) lα({ft}{gt}) ≤ lα({ft})+lα({gt}) whenever {ft}, {gt} ∈ J Cont(M,α).
(5) ∀ϕ ∈ Cont(M,α), lα({ϕftϕ

−1}) = lα({ft}).

Proof. In fact, (1) is a consequence of Lemma 4.2, and (2) and (3) follow from
(1) and (4.5). Lemma 3.3 implies (4), and Prop. 4.1 and (4.4) yield (5). �

For ϕ, ψ ∈ Cont(M,α) define

(4.6) ̺α(ϕ, ψ) = inf
{ft}

{lα({ft})},

where {ft} is an element of J ψ
ϕ Cont(M,α). Then, in view of Prop.4.3, (4.3)

and (4.4) ̺α is a bi-invariant pseudo-metric on Cont(M,α).
In order to complete the proof of Theorem 1.1 we shall need the energy-

capacity inequality in the contact case. For F ∈ C∞
c (M,R) denote ‖ F ‖:=

maxp∈M |F (p)|.
12



Theorem 4.4. (Theorem 1.1 in [15]) Let (M, ξ = ker(α)) is a contact mani-
fold. Suppose that φ ∈ Cont(M, ξ) is the time-one map of H ∈ C∞

c (I ×M,R)
and that φ displaces a ball. Then there exists a constant C > 0, independent
of the contact Hamiltonian H, such that

(4.7) 0 < Ce−‖h‖ ≤‖ H ‖,

where h ∈ C∞
c (I×M,R) is the conformal factor of the isotopy {φt} = Ψ−1

α (H),
i.e. φ∗

tα = eh(t,·)α.

Note that (4.7) may be written in this form because of the inequalities (5.3)
below.

Proof of Theorem 1.1 We already know that ̺α is a bi-invariant pseudo-
metric on Cont(M,α). For M open the non-degeneracy follows from Theorem
4.4 since in the group Cont(M,α) h(t, ·) = 0 on M and from the inequality
‖ H ‖≤‖ H ‖∞. For M closed the elements of the flow of Rα belong to
Cont(M,α) and ‖ Rα ‖α= 0.

5. Relation to Banyaga-Donato metric

Let us remark that Banyaga and Donato introduced in [2] a bi-invariant
metric on Cont(M,α), where (M,α) is a compact regular contact manifold
satisfying some additional condition, by using the Hofer metric on the corre-
sponding Hamiltonian group of the base of M . Namely, if (M,α) is as above
then the mapping c : JidCont(M,α) → R given by

c({ft}) =
1

vol(M)

∫

M

(∫ 1

0

Ft(p) d t

)

να

induces an epimorphism c̃ : ˜Cont(M,α) → R, where F = Ψα({ft}) cor-

responds to {ft} and ˜Cont(M,α) is the universal covering of Cont(M,α).
Moreover, it is assumed in [2] that

c̃(π1(Cont(M,α)) = Z.

Now the contact length defined by Banyaga and Donato takes the form

(5.1) lBD({ft}) = |c(ft)|+

∫ 1

0

‖ ḟt ‖∞ dt,

where {ft} is an isotopy in Cont(M,α) and ‖ · ‖∞ is given by (2.1). Next, the
bi-invariant metric ̺BD is defined by (4.6), where lα is replaced by lBD.

Recently, Müller and Spaeth introduced in [15] the definition of the Banyaga-
Donato metric for all contact manifolds (Theorem 1.2 in [15]) by using a length
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slightly different than lBD given by (5.1). Namely, for F = Ψα({ft}) they de-
fined

(5.2) l′BD({ft}) =

∫ 1

0

(‖ ḟt ‖∞ +|c(Ft)|)dt,

where c is the average value of a function, that is c(F ) :=
∫

M
Fνα. However we

have that the metrics ̺BD defined by (5.1) and ̺′BD defined by (5.2) coincide
in view of Lemma 10.3, [15].

The non-degeneracy of ̺BD was proven in [15] for all contact manifolds by
applying the energy-capacity inequality for contact structures (Theorem 4.4).
This inequality is obtained by means of the energy-capacity inequality in the
symplectization of the contact manifold in question.

Since for M open and for all F ∈ C∞
c (M,R) we have

(5.3) ‖ F ‖≤‖ F ‖∞ +|c(F )| ≤ 3 ‖ F ‖,

where ‖ F ‖= maxp∈M |F (p)| , the metrics ̺α and ̺BD are then equivalent.
On the other hand, it is very likely that these metrics are different (though
difficult to show).

In the sequel we shall not appeal to the metric ̺BD.

6. Relation to Hofer metric

In this section we shall see how the pseudo-metric ̺α is related to the Hofer
metric ̺H . Here (M,α) and (N, ω) fulfill Assumption 1.2.

Set S1 = R/Z. Let π :M → N be a principal S1-bundle with the S1-action
on M generated by the flow of a vector field R with period 1. Suppose that α
is a connection 1-form on this bundle, i.e. α fulfills LRα = 0 and iRα = 1. In
view of the Cartan formula we get LR(dα) = 0 and iR dα = 0. Consequently,
dα determines a 2-form ω on N such that π∗ω = dα. Since π∗ is injective, it
follows from π∗ dω = d2 α = 0 that dω = 0. Then ω is called the curvature
form of α.

The above situation is well-known and occurs in the following cases:

(1) Due to the first part of Boothby-Wang theorem (see, e.g., [6], 7.2.4),
if (N, ω) is a closed symplectic manifold with symplectic integral form
ω and π : M → N is the principal S1-bundle with Euler class −[ω] ∈
H2(N,Z), then there exists a connection form α on M such that α is a
regular contact form, the curvature form of α is ω, and the infinitesimal
generator of the S1-action is Rα. Recall that a nowhere vanishing vector
field R on M is called regular if each point of M admits a flow box
which meets at most once any integral curve of R. Next a contact form
is regular if so is its Reeb vector field.

More generally, in view of the second part of Boothby-Wang theorem
([6], 7.2.5), if α is a regular contact form on a closed manifold M then,
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after rescaling it, α is the connection form on a principal S1-bundle
π : M → N over a symplectic manifold (N, ω), with ω the curvature
form of α. Then (M,α) is called the prequantization of (N, ω) and
Cont(M,α) is the group of quantomorphisms (c.f. Souriau [21]).

(2) If (N, ω) is an open exact symplectic manifold with ω = − d θ, then
we define a contact manifold (M, ξ = ker(α)), where M = N × S1,
α = d z − θ, and z is the coordinate on S1.

In each case the contact distribution coincides with the horizontal distribu-
tion of the connection in π :M → N determined by the form α.

Next recall the definition of a homomorphism

(6.1) q : Cont(M,α) → Ham(N, ω),

cf. [2]. Let {ft} be an isotopy in Cont(M,α) joining id to f = f1 and let
F = Ψα({ft}) be the corresponding element of C∞

b (I ×M,R) by (3.9). Then
Lḟtα = 0 and the Cartan formula yields the equalities

iḟt dα = − d(iḟtα) = − dFt.

Since Ft is basic there is a smooth family Ht in C∞
c (N,R) given by

(6.2) − Ft = Ht ◦ π.

In view of (3.7) there is a unique smooth curve of vector fields Yt = YFt
such

that α(Yt) = 0 and iYt dα = − dFt, that is Yt is the horizontal part of ḟt. It
is easily seen that Yt coincides with the horizontal lift of Xt = XHt

w.r.t. the
connection α.

Proposition 6.1. Under the above notation, {ft} projects by π onto {ht},
where {ht} = Ψ−1

α (H).

Proof. Since Ft is basic it preserves the one-dimensional foliation generated
by the Reeb vector field Rα. Hence ft is projectable for all t. From the above
considerations and (3.5) it is easily seen that ft projects to ht. �

Then we define (6.1) by

(6.3) q(f) = h1.

Due to (6.2), (6.3) and Lemma 4.2

(6.4) lH({q(ft)}) = lα({ft}),

where lH is given by (2.3).

Lemma 6.2. If f is a strict contactomorphism of (M,α) preserving the fibres

of q, i.e. q(f) = id, then f = τ
(z)
c for some c ∈ S1.
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Proof. It suffices to show the assertion on Û = U × S1 with canonical coor-
dinates (x, y, z). Since f ∈ Cont(M,α) it is independent of z and since f is
fiber preserving, it takes the form f = (f1, . . . , f2n+1) with fi(x, y, z) = xi,
fn+i(x, y, z) = yi for i = 1, . . . , n, and f2n+1(x, y, z) = z+C(x, y) for a smooth
function C. Consequently, from Prop. 3.4 it follows that Cxi = Cyi = 0 for all
i. Thus C is constant as required. �

The following fact is well-known (see, e.g., [2], p.300 and 306).

Theorem 6.3. (1) q−1(h) = {τc ◦ f : τc = FlRα

c , c ∈ R} for all h ∈
Ham(N, ω) and for all f ∈ q−1(h).

(2) For (N, ω) open q is an isomorphism.
(3) For (N, ω) closed we have the exact sequence of groups

{1} → S1 → Cont(M,α)
q
−→ Ham(N, ω) → {1},

that is Cont(M,α) is a central extension of Ham(N, ω).

Indeed, this is a consequence of Prop. 6.1 and Lemma 6.2.
It follows that q induces the epimorphism

q̃ : JidCont(M,α) → JidHam(N, ω), {ft} 7→ {q(ft)}.

Due to Theorem 6.3 the kernel of q̃ coincides with C∞
e (I, S1) ⊂ C∞

e (I,Cont(M,α)).

Proof of Prop. 1.3. It follows from Theorem 6.3, Lemma 3.3(1), (6.4), (2.3)
and (4.6).

The following property of q will be of use.

Theorem 6.4. The map q : Cont(M,α) → Ham(N, ω) is a fibration.

Proof. In view of Theorem 2.7.8 in [22] it suffices to show the existence of a
lift function

λ : B → J Cont(M,α), q̂ ◦ λ = id,

where B = {(f, γ) ∈ Cont(M,α) × J Ham(N, ω)|γ(0) = q(f)} and q̂ :
J Cont(M,α) → B is given by q̂(γ̄) = (γ̄(0), q̃ ◦ γ̄). This lift function
can be easily defined in view of Lemma 6.2 and Theorem 6.3. Namely,
any γ ∈ J Ham(N, ω) with γ(0) = q(f) is defined (uniquely up to con-
stant) by Ψα(γ) ∈ C∞(N,R). It follows that λ(f, γ) may be defined as the
unique γ̄ ∈ J Cont(M,α) determined by Ψα(γ) such that γ̄(0) = f . Clearly
q̂(λ(f, γ)) = (f, γ). �

We shall use the classical simplicity theorem on the symplectomorphism
group, due to Banyaga ([1]). This theorem may be formulated as follows.
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Theorem 6.5. [1] Let (N, ω) be a symplectic manifold (without boundary)
and let Ham(N, ω) be the group of its compactly supported Hamiltonian sym-
plectomorphisms.

(1) If N is closed then the group Ham(N, ω) is simple.
(2) If N is open then the commutator subgroup [Ham(N, ω),Ham(N, ω)]

is simple.

By applying this theorem we shall prove the following preparatory lemma
for the proof of the non-degeneracy of ̺H .

Lemma 6.6. Let (M,α), (N, ω) fulfil either (1) or (2). Suppose that there
exists ψ ∈ Cont(M,α) with ̺α(id, ψ) > 0. In the case (2) we assume, in
addition, that ψ ∈ [Cont(M,α),Cont(M,α)]. Then ̺H is a metric.

Proof. In view of Prop. 1.2 ̺H(id, q(ψ)) > 0. Denote G = Cont(M,α), H =
Ham(N, ω). Observe that {φ ∈ G : ̺α(id, φ) = 0} and {φ ∈ [G,G] : ̺α(id, φ) =
0} are normal subgroups of G and [G,G] resp. It follows that {φ̄ ∈ H :
̺H(id, φ̄) = 0} = {e} in the case (1), and {φ̄ ∈ [H,H] : ̺H(id, φ̄) = 0} = {e}
in the case (2), in view of Theorem 6.5. Hence ̺H is non-degenerate on H in
the case (1), and ̺H is non-degenerate on [H,H] in the case (2).

Take any g ∈ H, g 6= id. There is p ∈ N with g(p) 6= p. Choose a
neighborhood U of p ∈ N such that g(U)∩U = ∅, and h ∈ H supported in U
such that h(p) 6= p. Then gh 6= hg and [g, h] 6= id. Therefore 0 < ̺H([g, h]) ≤
2̺H(g). Thus ̺H is non-degenerate on H itself. �

Proof of the non-degeneracy of ̺H . Claim 1.4 will be an obvious consequence
of the proofs of Theorems 1.5 and 1.7 in sections 8 and 9. Now the non-
degeneracy will follow from Claim 1.4 combined with Lemma 6.6.

7. Preparatory constructions

First for a foliated manifold (M,F) we will define a mapping VF which sends
isotopies of diffeomorphisms of M to isotopies of foliated diffeomorphisms of
(M,F). It is important that VF preserves the class of contractible loops,
though likely it does not preserve loops. By means of VF , for a contact
manifold (M,α) satisfying assumption 1.2 we will construct a mapping Kα :
Cont(M,α) → C∞(M,α), a basic tool in the proof of Theorem 1.5. Next, to
prove Theorem 1.7 we will use another mappingKα : Cont(M,α) → C∞(M,α)
similar to Kα, but different from it. Kα possesses better properties than
Kα, but its definition is possible only in the case (2), i.e. if (M,α) is the
contactisation of an exact open symplectic manifold.

Throughout, we denote Û = U × S1 for U ⊂ N .
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7.1. Operation on isotopies of a foliated manifold. The bijection given
by (3.1) between C∞

e (R,Diff(M)) and C∞(R,Xc(M)) still holds if R is replaced
by I = [0, 1]. Denote it by

ΦM : JidDiff(M) → JXc(M).

Likewise for any diffeomorphism f ∈ Diff(M) there is a similar bijection

ΦM : Jf Diff(M) → JXc(M).

Lemma 7.1. Assume that M is a smooth manifold. Let I×I ∋ (t, s) 7→ ft,s ∈
Diff(M) be a smooth mapping corresponding to a smooth mapping I × I ∋
(t, s) 7→ Xt,s ∈ Xc(M) in the sense that for each s ∈ I and p ∈M

(7.1) Xt,s(ft,s(p)) =
∂ft,s
∂t

(p), f0,s(p) = p,

that is ΦM({ft,s}) = {Xt,s} for any s fixed. Then:

(1) A smooth mapping I × I ∋ (t, s) 7→ Yt,s ∈ Xc(M) corresponds for all
t ∈ I to the curve I ∋ s 7→ ft,s ∈ Diff(M) with initial value ft,0 (i.e.
ΦM({ft,s}) = {Yt,s} with t fixed) if and only if for all p ∈M

(7.2)
∂Yt,s
∂t

(p) =
∂Xt,s

∂s
(p)

and Y0,s = 0 for all s ∈ I.
(2) Moreover, f1,s = f1,0 for all s ∈ I, that is {ft,s} is a homotopy rel.

endpoints if and only if Y1,s = 0 for all s ∈ I.

Proof. (1) Define Yt,s by ΦM({ft,s}) = {Yt,s} for fixed t, i.e.

(7.3)
∂ft,s
∂s

(f−1
t,s (p)) = Yt,s(p)

for all p ∈ M and t, s ∈ I. Fixing p and s (7.3) is an equality of curves
w.r.t. t in the vector space Tp(M). First suppose that M is a chart domain.
Differentiating the curve

t 7→ (t, s, f−1
t,s (p)) 7→

∂ft,s
∂s

(f−1
t,s (p))

with p, s fixed, we get from the chain rule ∂2ft,s
∂t∂s

(f−1
t,s (p)) =

∂Yt,s
∂t

(p). Likewise
∂2ft,s
∂t∂s

(f−1
t,s (p)) = ∂Xt,s

∂s
(p). Therefore (7.2) holds on any chart domain. Since

the equality (7.2) is expressed without any coordinates, (7.2) holds on the

whole M . Further, Y0,s(p) =
∂f0,s
∂s

(f−1
0,s (p)) =

∂ id
∂s

(p) = 0.
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Conversely, differentiating the curve t 7→ Yt,s(p) ∈ Tp(M) with p, s fixed,
by (7.2) and (7.1) we have

∂Yt,s
∂t

(p) =
∂Xt,s

∂s
(p) =

∂

∂s

(
∂ft,s
∂t

(f−1
t,s (p))

)

=
∂2ft,s
∂s∂t

(f−1
t,s (p))

=
∂

∂t

(
∂ft,s
∂s

(f−1
t,s (p))

)

.

It follows that for all t one has ∂ft,s
∂s

(f−1
t,s (p)) = Yt,s(p) +C(s) for some smooth

curve s 7→ C(s) ∈ Tp(M). But in view of the assumption, Y0,s(p) = 0 =
∂ id
∂s

(p) =
∂f0,s
∂s

(f−1
0,s (p)). Consequently, C = 0 as required.

This completes the proof of (1). The assertion (2) follows immediately from
(7.3) for t = 1. �

Let (M,F) be a foliated manifold. The symbol Diff(M,F) will stand for
the group of all leaf preserving diffeomorphisms of (M,F) that are isotopic
to id through leaf preserving compactly supported isotopy. Next, Xc(M,F) is
the Lie algebra of all compactly supported vector fields on M tangent to F .
Similarly as above for any f ∈ Diff(M,F) the equality (3.1) yields a bijection

ΦF : Jf(Diff(M,F)) → J (Xc(M,F)).

Proposition 7.2. Assume that (M,F) is a smooth foliated manifold and D
is a smooth distribution on M such that Tp(M) = Tp(F)⊕Dp for all p ∈ M .
For any X ∈ Xc(M) we write X = XF +XD for the resulting decomposition.
There exists a mapping

VF : JidDiff(M) ∋ {ft} 7−→ {ft}
F := Φ−1

F (ΦM ({ft})
F) ∈ JidDiff(M,F)

with the following properties:

(1) VF({id}) = {id}.
(2) VF({ft} ⋆ {f

′
t}) = VF ({ft}) ⋆ V

F({f ′
t}).

(3) If {ft} and {f ′
t} are homotopic rel. endpoints then so are VF({ft})

and VF({f ′
t}).

(4) If {ft} is a contractible loop then so is VF({ft}).
(5) VF({ft}{f

′
t}) and VF ({ft})V

F({f ′
t}) are homotopic rel. endpoints.

(6) VF({f−1
t }) and VF({ft})

−1 are homotopic rel. endpoints.

Proof. (1) and (2) are trivial by definition. (3) is an immediate consequence
of Lemma 7.1 since the relation of homotopy rel. endpoints is characterized
by two smooth families of vector fields Xt,s and Yt,s fulfilling the conditions
specifying in Lemma 7.1, and these conditions are preserved by the projection
X 7→ XF . Next (4) is implied by (1) and (3). Finally, (5) follows from (2)
and (3), and (6) from (1) and (5). �
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7.2. The mapping Kα. By means of Prop. 7.2 we define a mapping

Kα : JidCont(M,α) → C∞
c (M,R)

for an arbitrary contact manifold (M,α) satisfying assumption 1.2. Here we
regard (M,α) as a foliated manifold with the one-dimensional foliation F =
FRα

generated by the Reeb flow, also endowed with the contact distribution
ker(α). We define Kα as follows. For p ∈M

(7.4) Kα({ft})(p) :=

∫ 1

0

∂fF
t

∂t
(p)dt = fF

1 (p)− p ∈ R,

where {fF
t } = {ft}

F . Kα is well-defined since any fF
t is leaf preserving and

any leaf of F is identified with S1. Then we have

Proposition 7.3. The mapping Kα : JidCont(M,α) → C∞(M,R) fulfills the
following properties:

(1) Kα({id}) = 0.
(2) Kα({ft}) is constant on any fiber π−1(p), p ∈ N .
(3) Kα({ft} ⋆ {f

′
t}) = Kα({ft}) +Kα({f

′
t}).

(4) If {ft} and {f ′
t} are homotopic rel. endpoints then Kα({ft}) = Kα({f

′
t}).

(5) Kα({ft}{f
′
t}) = Kα({ft}) +Kα({f

′
t}).

(6) If {ft} is a contractible loop then Kα({ft}) = 0.
(7) Kα({f

−1
t }) = −Kα({ft}).

(8) For an open subset V ⊂ N , one has supp(Kα({ft})) ⊂ V̂ whenever

supp({ft}) ⊂ V̂ .

Indeed, all these properties follow directly from (7.4) and Prop. 7.2.

7.3. The mapping Kα in the case (2). For (M,α) fulfilling assumption
1.2(2) we define

Kα : JidCont(M,α) → C∞(M,R)

as follows. Let
ft = (q(ft), kt), where kt :M → S1,

be a strict contact isotopy such that f0 = id and f1 = f . Here kt :M → S1 is
such that ktk

−1
0 descends to a map N → S1, and q : Cont(M,α) → Ham(N, ω)

given by (6.3). Then there exists a unique lift

(7.5) f̃t = (q(ft), k̃t) :M → N × R

such that k̃0(p) = 0 for all p, where k̃t : Û → R is the lift of ktk
−1
0 : Û → S1.

In particular, ∂k̃t
∂t
(p) = ∂kt

∂t
(p) for all p and t. We define the mapping Kα for

all p ∈M by

(7.6) Kα({ft})(p) := k̃1(p) =

∫ 1

0

∂kt
∂t

(p)dt.
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Clearly Kα({ft}) is a smooth map. For any concatenation {ft} = {f rt } ⋆ · · · ⋆
{f 1

t } we have the equality for all p ∈M
(7.7)

k̃t(p) = k̃11(p) + k̃21(f
1
1 (p)) + · · ·+ k̃ρ−1

1 (f ρ−2
1 · · · f 1

1 (p)) + k̃ρrt−ρ+1(f
ρ−1
1 · · ·f 1

1 (p)),

whenever t ∈ [ρ−1
r
, ρ
r
], where ρ ∈ N, 1 ≤ ρ ≤ r. Here {k̃it} corresponds to {f it}

by (7.5). In particular, Kα({ft} ⋆ {f
′
t}) = Kα({ft}) ◦ f

′
1 +Kα({f

′
t}).

Observe that if {ft} and {f ′
t} are homotopic rel. endpoints then the resulting

Kα({ft}), Kα({f
′
t}) : M → R coincide. Indeed, the isotopies {kt} and {k′t}

are then homotopic rel. endpoints as well, and so are the isotopies {k̃t} and

{k̃′t}.
Now, suppose {ft} = {f lt} · · · {f

1
t }. Since the isotopy {ft} is homotopic rel.

endpoints to {f lt} ⋆ · · · ⋆ {f
1
t } we obtain by (7.6) and (7.7)

(7.8)
Kα({ft})(p) = Kα({f

1
t })(p)+Kα({f

2
t })(f

1
1 (p))+· · ·+Kα({f

l
t})(f

l−1
1 · · ·f 1

1 (p)).

Summing-up the above considerations we have

Proposition 7.4. The mapping Kα : JidCont(M,α) → C∞(M,R) possesses
the following properties:

(1) Kα({ft}) is constant on any fiber π−1(p), p ∈ N .
(2) Kα({ft} ⋆ {f

′
t}) = Kα({ft}) ◦ f

′
1 +Kα({f

′
t}).

(3) If {ft} and {f ′
t} are homotopic rel. endpoints then Kα({ft}) = Kα({f

′
t}).

(4) Kα({ft}{f
′
t}) = Kα({ft}) ◦ f

′
1 + Kα({f

′
t}). In general, if {ft} =

{f lt} · · · {f
1
t } then (7.8) holds.

(5) If for some p ∈ M the map t 7→ ft(p) is a contractible loop then
Kα({ft})(p) = 0. In particular, for any open subset V ⊂ N , if

supp({ft}) ⊂ V̂ then supp(Kα({ft})) ⊂ V̂ .
(6) Kα({f

−1
t }) = −Kα({ft}) ◦ f

−1
1 .

(7) Kα({f
′
t}{f

−1
t }) = (Kα({f

′
t})−Kα({ft})) ◦ f

−1
1 .

(8) If for some p ∈M the map t 7→ ft(p) is a loop then Kα({ft})(p) ∈ Z.

Proof. (1)-(4) are proved above, and (5) follows from (3). Next (6) is a con-
sequence of (4) and (5), and (7) holds due to (4) and (6). It remains to show
(8). In fact, if t 7→ ft(p) is a loop, then so is t 7→ kt(p) and k1(p)k0(p)

−1 = 0 ∈
S1 = R/Z. Hence k̃t, the lift of ktk

−1
0 , satisfies Kα({ft})(p) = k̃1(p) ∈ Z. �

8. Proof of Theorem 1.5

8.1. Definition of ϕ. Choose arbitrarily a > 0, b > 0 and denote V =
(−(a + b), a + b)2n. We assume that V is a domain of canonical coordinates

(x, y). Then V̂ = V × S1 is equipped with the canonical coordinates (x, y, z).
Take A > 0 and a smooth bump function

µA = µAa,b : [−(a + b), a + b] → [0, A]
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such that supp(µA) ⊂ (−(a + b), a + b), µA = A on [−a, a], (µA)′ ≥ 0 on
[−(a + b), 0], and µA(−x) = µA(x). Hence (µA)′ ≤ 0 on [0, a + b]. For all
p ∈ V , p = (x, y), we define

F ϕ(p) := FA
a,b(p) := µĀ(x1) · · ·µ

Ā(xn)µ
Ā(y1) · · ·µ

Ā(yn)

where Ā = A
1
2n . Set B := (−a, a)2n. For any p ∈ B one has F ϕ(p) = A. If

{ϕt} := Ψ−1
α (F ϕ) then we set

ϕ := ϕAa,b := ϕ1.

Observe that for {ϕt} = {(q(ϕt), k
ϕ
t )} we have by (3.11)

(8.1)
∂kϕt
∂t

(p) = (F ϕ −
n∑

i=1

yiF
ϕ
yi
)(ϕt(p))

for all p and t. Hence for p ∈ B̂ one has XFϕ(p) = (0, 0, F ϕ(p)) and

(8.2)
∂ϕt
∂t

(p) =
∂kϕt
∂t

(p) = F ϕ(ϕt(p)) = F ϕ(p) = A.

Suppose that {ft} is an arbitrary element of J ϕ
id Cont(M,α). Hence, in view

of Prop. 7.4, Kα({ft})−Kα({ϕt}) is an integer constant. Since Kα({ft}) and
Kα({ϕt}) are compactly supported, we have that

(8.3) Kα({ft}) = Kα({ϕt})

on the whole M . It follows from (8.3) and (8.1) that

(8.4) Kα({ft})(p) = Kα({ϕt})(p) ≥ 0, ∀p ∈ M,

since it is easily seen that F ϕ −
∑n

i=1 yiF
ϕ
yi
≥ 0 on V̂ . Next

(8.5) Kα({ft})(p) = Kα({ϕt})(p) = A, ∀p ∈ B̂,

in view of (8.3) and (8.2). The equalities (8.4) and (8.5) will be applied in the
proof of Theorem 1.7; in the proof of Theorem 1.5 we will use Kα rather than
Kα.

8.2. The proof. Let π : (M,α) → (N, ω) be a prequantization bundle. Sup-
pose that N = V1 ∪ . . . ∪ Vr is an open covering as in Lemma 3.5, and each
Vi constitutes a canonical chart domain. In addition, assume V = V1 and
vol(V ) ≥ vol(Vi) for i = 2, . . . , r. Next, ϕ ∈ ContV̂ (M,α) is defined in the
previous subsection.

Let {ft} ∈ J ϕ
id Cont(M,α) be an arbitrary isotopy, and {Ft} = Ψα({ft}).

The isotopy {ϕ−1
t ft} ∈ JidCont(M,α) is a loop. Since q̃({ϕ−1

t ft}) belonging
to J id

id Ham(N, ω) is a contractible loop by assumption, Theorem 6.4 and the
exact homotopy sequence of a fibration applied to (1.2) imply that {ϕ−1

t ft} ∈
JidCont(M,α) can be regarded as a contractible loop. Namely, for some m ∈
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Z = π1(S
1) we can replace {ft} by {f̄t} := {ftτm,t}, where {τm,t} = Ψ−1

α (m)
and m ∈ C∞(M,R) is the constant function. It follows that now {ϕ−1

t f̄t}
is a contractible loop. Moreover, {f̄t} has the same properties as {ft}, i.e.
f̄1 = ϕ and lα({f̄t}) = lα({ft}) since ‖ F̄t ‖∞=‖ Ft ‖∞ for all t, where
{F̄t} = Ψα({f̄t}). From now on we will write {ft} instead of {f̄t}.

In view of (3.5), for all H ∈ C∞(M,R) one has

(XH)
F = HRα = H

∂

∂z

in any canonical chart (x, y, z). Therefore for the isotopies {ft}
F = {fF

t },
{ϕt}

F = {ϕF
t } ∈ Diff(M,F) we can write

(8.6)
∂fF

t

∂t
(p) = Ft(f

F
t (p)),

∂ϕF
t

∂t
(p) = F ϕ(ϕF

t (p))

for any p ∈M , t ∈ I. The second equality implies that

(8.7) Kα({ϕt}) ≥ 0, and Kα({ϕt}) = A on B̂.

Next, it follows from (7.4) and (8.6) that

Kα({ft}) =

∫

M

Ft(f
F
t (p))να =

∫

M

Ft(p)να.

In particular, if supp({ft}) ⊂ Ŵ , where W is a canonical chart domain, then

(8.8) Kα({ft}) ≤ vol(W )lαst
({ft}).

Next, it follows from Prop. 7.3 that
∫ 1

0

∂((ϕF
t )−1⋆fFt )

∂t
(p)dt = 0 and consequently

(8.9) −

∫ 1

0

∂(ϕF
t )

−1

∂t
(fF

1 (p))dt =

∫ 1

0

∂fF
t

∂t
(p)dt.

On the other hand, by Prop. 7.2 and 7.3,
(8.10)
∫ 1

0

∂(ϕF
t )

−1

∂t
(fF

1 (p))dt =

∫ 1

0

∂(ϕ−1
t )F

∂t
(p)dt = Kα({ϕ

−1
t }) = −Kα({ϕt}),

since {(ϕF
t )

−1} and {(ϕ−1
t )F} are homotopic rel. endpoints. Thus, in view of

(7.4), (8.6), (8.9) and (8.10) we get

(8.11) Kα({ft}) = Kα({ϕt}).

Now, we take a concatenation for {ft}

{ft} = {gRt } ⋆ · · · ⋆ {g
1
t }
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with with sufficiently C1-small factors {gρt } ∈ JidCont(M,α). In view of (4.5)
we then have

(8.12) lα({ft}) =
R∑

ρ=1

lα({g
ρ
t }).

Next, due to Lemma 3.5, there are fragmentations

∀ρ = 1, . . . , R, {gρt } = {gρ,rt } · · · {gρ,1t }, supp({gρ,it }) ⊂ V̂i,

and a constant C > 0 such that for all ρ and i

(8.13) lα({g
ρ,i
t }) ≤ Clα({g

ρ
t }),

Consequently we get a decomposition

{ft} = {f lt} · · · {f
1
t },

with each factor {f jt } supported in some Vi(j). Here each {f jt } identifies with

{gρ,it } for some 1 ≤ ρ ≤ R and 1 ≤ i ≤ r so that l = Rr. In light of (8.12),
(8.13) and Prop. 4.3, it follows that

(8.14)
l∑

j=1

lα({f
j
t }) ≤

R∑

ρ=1

r∑

i=1

lα({g
ρ,i
t }) ≤ Cr

R∑

ρ=1

lα({g
ρ
t }) = Crlα({ft}).

Therefore, from (8.7), (8.11), Prop. 7.3, (8.8) and (8.14) we have
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A vol(B) =

∫

B

Kα({ϕt})(p)dp

≤

∫

M

Kα({ϕt})(p)να

=

∫

M

Kα({ft})(p)να

=
l∑

j=1

∫

M

Kα({f
j
t })(p)να

=
l∑

j=1

∫

Vi(j)

Kα({f
j
t })(p)dp

≤
l∑

j=1

vol(Vi(j))lαst
({f jt })

≤ vol(V )

l∑

j=1

lαst
({f jt })

≤ Cr vol(V )lα({ft})

(8.15)

In view of (4.6) and Prop. 1.3 this completes the proof.

9. Proof of Theorem 1.7

In this section we assume that (N, ω) is an exact open symplectic manifold,
where ω = dλ. Next, M = N × S1 and α = d z − λ, where z is the natural
coordinate of S1, that is (M,α) is the contactization of (N, ω). Denote by
π :M → N the canonical projection.

9.1. Estimates in the local case. Given {ft} ∈ JidCont(V̂ , αst), let F =

Ψα({ft}) be the corresponding Hamiltonian in C∞
b (I × V̂ ,R). Here V =

(−(a + b), a + b)2n as in section 8.1. From now on V will be identified with

V × {0} ⊂ V × S1 = V̂ . Put ft = (gt, ht, kt). Then by using (7.6), (3.11) and
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Prop. 7.4(1), and applying Fubini’s theorem we have

∫

V

Kα({ft})(p)dp =

∫

V

(∫

I

∂kt
∂t

(p)dt

)

dp

=

∫

I

(
∫

V̂

(

Ft −
n∑

i=1

yi
∂Ft
∂yi

)

(ft(p))νa

)

dt

=

∫

I

(
∫

V̂

(

Ft −
n∑

i=1

yi
∂Ft
∂yi

)

(p)νa

)

dt

≤ −

∫

I

(
∫

V̂

(
n∑

i=1

yi
∂Ft
∂yi

)

(p)νa

)

dt+

∫

I

(∫

V

Ft(p)dp

)

dt

= −

∫

I

(
∫

V

(
n∑

i=1

yi
∂Ft
∂yi

)

(p)dp

)

dt+

∫

I

(∫

V

Ft(p)dp

)

dt

= −
n∑

i=1

∫

V (i)

(
∫

I

(
∫

Li,β

yi
∂Ft
∂yi

(t, p)dyi

)

dt

)

d(x, y′i, z) +

∫

I

(∫

V

Ft(p)dp

)

dt,

(9.1)

where y′i = (y1, . . . , ŷi, . . . , yn), V
(i) = pri(V ), where pri is the canonical pro-

jection along yi, and for any β ∈ I × V (i) we denote Li,β = {(t, p) ∈ I × V :
(t, x, y′i, z) = β} which is identified with (−(a+ b), a+ b). Further, integrating
by parts we get

∫ 1

0

(∫ a+b

−(a+b)

yi
∂Ft
∂yi

dyi

)

dt =

∫ 1

0

(

yiFt|
a+b
−(a+b) −

∫ a+b

−(a+b)

Ftdyi

)

dt

= −

∫ 1

0

(∫ a+b

−(a+b)

Ftdyi

)

dt

.

(9.2)

Therefore, in view of (9.1) and (9.2) we have

∫

V

Kα({ft})(p)dp = (n+ 1)

∫

V

(∫ 1

0

Ft(p)dt

)

dp

≤ (n+ 1)

∫ 1

0

(∫

V

‖ Ft ‖∞ dp

)

dt

= (n+ 1) vol(V )lαst
({ft}).

(9.3)
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Denote V = V ′ × V ′′ ⊂ Rn × Rn = R2n and dy = dy1 . . . dyn. Actually we
also obtain from (9.1) and (9.2) the following
(9.4)
∫

V ′′

Kα({ft})(p)dy = (n+1)

∫

V ′′

(∫ 1

0

Ft(p)dt

)

dy = (n+1)

∫ 1

0

(∫

V ′′

Ft(p)dy

)

dt.

Suppose that {ft} ∈ J ϕ
id Cont(M,α). It follows from (8.4), (8.5) and (9.3)

that

A vol(B) =

∫

B

Adp =

∫

B

Kα({ft})(p)dp

≤

∫

V

Kα({ft})(p)dp ≤ (n+ 1) vol(V )lαst
({ft}).

(9.5)

Remark 9.1. In view of (9.3)
∫

V
Kα({ft})(p)dp = (n+ 1)CalV (q(ϕ)), where

CalV : Ham(V, ω|V ) → R is the Calabi homomorphism for the exact symplectic
manifold (V, ω|V ), cf. [1]. It follows from (9.5) that q(ϕ) and ϕ are not product
of commutators (also directly from the definition of CalV ).

9.2. Definition of ψ. Assume the notation in section 8.1. We construct a
contactomorphism ψ in the commutator subgroup of Cont(M,α) which ap-
pears in Theorem 1.7. For A, a, b, c > 0 we define

U := (−(a+ b+ c), a+ b+ c)× (−(a + b), a + b)2n−1(9.6)

F ψ(p) := FA
a,b,c(p) := FA

a,b(τ
(x1)
c (p))− FA

a,b(τ
(x1)
−c (p)),(9.7)

where τ (x1) is the translation along the x1-axis. From now on we assume that
c > a + b and that U is a canonical chart domain. Let ψ = ψAa,b,c be the

time-one map of F ψ. Then F ψ and ψ are supported in U .

It is easily seen that ψ = [ϕ̄, τ
(x1)
2c ], where ϕ̄ = τ

(x1)
−c ϕτ

(x1)
c . Consequently,

ψ ∈ [Cont(M,α),Cont(M,α)]. In fact, denote ψt = [ϕ̄t, τ
(x1)
2c ] and ϕ̄t =

τ
(x1)
−c ϕtτ

(x1)
c . Clearly Ψα({ψt}) = F ψ by Lemma 3.3. Moreover, we can arrange

so that {ψt} is supported in U .

9.3. Proof of 1.7(1). Under the notation (9.6), write U = U ′ × U ′′ ⊂ Rn ×
Rn = R2n. Note that due to (9.7) and the definition of F ϕ

(9.8) F ψ(−x1, x
′, y) = −F ψ(x1, x

′, y),

where x′ = (x2, . . . , xn). Now for arbitrarily chosen {ft} ∈ J ψ
id Cont(M,α)

with {Ft} = Ψα({ft}) we denote for p = (x, y)

Kα({ft})
(x)(x) :=

∫

U ′′

Kα({ft})(p)dy, F
(x)
t (x) := (n+ 1)

∫

U ′′

Ft(p)dy.
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Then (9.4) for U ′′ instead of V ′′ implies for all x ∈ U ′ the equality

(9.9)

∫ 1

0

F
(x)
t (x)dt = Kα({ft})

(x)(x).

On the other hand, by (9.8) and the equality

Kα({ft}) = Kα({ψt})

which can be proved analogously to (8.3), we have for all x ∈ U ′

(9.10) Kα({ft})
(x)(−x1, x

′) = −Kα({ft})
(x)(x1, x

′).

Therefore by (9.9) and (9.10) for x ∈ U ′

(9.11)

∫ 1

0

F
(x)
t (−x1, x

′)dt = −

∫ 1

0

F
(x)
t (x1, x

′)dt.

Set U1 = {(x, y) ∈ U : x1 < 0} and U2 = {(x, y) ∈ U : x1 > 0}. We get also
from (8.4)

(9.12)

∫ 1

0

F
(x)
t (x)dt = Kα({ft})

(x)(x) ≥ 0, for x ∈ U ′
1.
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Denote Ui = U ′
i × U ′′

i ⊂ Rn × Rn for i = 1, 2. In view of (8.5), (9.9), (9.10)
(9.11) and (9.12) we obtain

2A vol(B) ≤

∫

U

|Kα({ft})(p)|dp

=

∫

U1

|Kα({ft})(p)|dp+

∫

U2

|Kα({ft})(p)|dp

= 2

∫

U1

Kα({ft})(p)dp

= 2

∫

U ′
1

Kα({ft})
(x)(x)dx

= 2

∫

U ′
1

(∫ 1

0

F
(x)
t (x)dt

)

dx

= 2

∫

U ′
1

∣
∣
∣
∣

∫ 1

0

F
(x)
t (x)dt

∣
∣
∣
∣
dx

=

∫

U ′

∣
∣
∣
∣

∫ 1

0

F
(x)
t (x)dt

∣
∣
∣
∣
dx

= (n+ 1)

∫

U ′

∣
∣
∣
∣

∫ 1

0

(∫

U ′′

Ft(p)dy

)

dt

∣
∣
∣
∣
dx

≤ (n + 1)

∫

U ′

(∫ 1

0

(∫

U ′′

|Ft(p)|dy

)

dt

)

dx

= (n+ 1)

∫ 1

0

(∫

U

|Ft(p)|dp

)

dt

≤ (n + 1)

∫ 1

0

(∫

U

‖ Ft ‖∞ dp

)

dt

= (n+ 1) vol(U)

∫ 1

0

‖ Ft ‖∞ dt

= (n+ 1) vol(U)lα({ft}),

(9.13)

where ‖ F ‖∞= maxp∈N F (p)−minp∈N F (p). Thus, in light of (4.6) and Prop.
1.3 we obtain the inequality (1.4).

9.4. Proof of 1.7(2). Under the notation of sections 8 and 9.2 let B1 =

τ
(x1)
−c (B), B2 = τ

(x1)
c (B) and B̃ = B1 ∪ B2. Suppose {ft} ∈ J ψ

id Cont(M,α)
is an arbitrary isotopy, and {Ft} = Ψα({ft}). It is easily checked that ϕ̄F

t =
29



τ
(x1)
−c ϕ

F
t τ

(x1)
c and ψF

t = [ϕ̄F
t , τ

(x1)
2c ]. Hence in view of (8.9) and (8.6)

∫ 1

0

∂fF
t

∂t
(p)dt = −

∫ 1

0

∂(ϕ̄F
t )

−1

∂t
(fF

1 (p))dt = −

∫ 1

0

∂(ϕ̄F
t )

−1

∂t
(p)dt

=

∫ 1

0

F ψ(p)dt = A

(9.14)

for all p ∈ B1. Thus, from (8.6) and (9.13) we obtain

(9.15)

∫ 1

0

Ft(p)dt =

∫ 1

0

Ft(f
F
t (p))dt = A, ∀p ∈ B1.

By the same reasoning

(9.16)

∫ 1

0

Ft(p)dt =

∫ 1

0

Ft(f
F
t (p))dt = −A, ∀p ∈ B2.

In light of (9.14) and (9.15) we get

2A vol(B) =

∫

B̃

∣
∣
∣
∣

∫ 1

0

Ft(p)dt

∣
∣
∣
∣
dp

≤

∫

B̃

(∫ 1

0

|Ft(p)|dt

)

dp

=

∫ 1

0

(∫

B̃

|Ft(p)|dp

)

dt

≤

∫ 1

0

(∫

B̃

‖ Ft ‖∞ dp

)

dt

= 2 vol(B)

∫ 1

0

‖ Ft ‖∞ dt

= 2 vol(B)lα({ft}),

(9.17)

where ‖ F ‖∞= maxp∈N F (p) − minp∈N F (p). By the definition of ̺α and
Prop. 1.3, this completes the proof.

Remark 9.2. It is apparent from its proof that Theorem 1.5 still holds true
for many elements of Cont(M,α) "similar" to ϕAa,b but a possible proof would
be more complicated in notation. The same remark concerns Theorem 1.7
and elements of the commutator subgroup of Cont(M,α) "similar" to ψAa,b,c.
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