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HAMILTONIAN PERTURBATIONS IN CONTACT FLOER

HOMOLOGY

IGOR ULJAREVIĆ AND JUN ZHANG

Abstract. We study the contact Floer homology HF∗(W,h) introduced by Merry-

Uljarević in [21], which associates a Floer-type homology theory to a Liouville do-

main W and a contact Hamiltonian h on its boundary. The main results investigate

the behavior of HF∗(W,h) under the perturbations of the input contact Hamilton-

ian h. In particular, we provide sufficient conditions that guarantee HF∗(W,h) to

be invariant under the perturbations. This can be regarded as a contact geometry

analogue of the continuation and bifurcation maps along the Hamiltonian pertur-

bations of Hamiltonian Floer homology in symplectic geometry. As an application,

we give an algebraic proof of a rigidity result concerning the positive loops of con-

tactomorphisms for a wide class of contact manifolds.

1. Introduction

Let (M, ξ = kerα) denote a contact manifold with the co-oriented contact structure
ξ given by a contact 1-form α. Through the entire paper, we will assume M =
∂W where W is a Liouville domain, an exact symplectic manifold endowed with
the symplectic structure ω = dλ and α = λ|M . For any given smooth function
h : [0, 1] ×M → R, usually called a contact Hamiltonian, one obtains a dynamical
system by solving the differential equation

φ̇t = Xt ◦ φt,

where Xt is the vector field of the contact Hamiltonian ht, i.e. the vector field deter-
mined by

(1.1) α(Xt) = −ht and dα(Xt, ·) = dht − dht(R) · α.

Here, R denotes the Reeb vector field with respect to the contact form α. The flow
φt (or φ

h
t if we need to emphasize the contact Hamiltonian h) is called the contact

Hamiltonian flow.

Mimicking the study of the Hamiltonian dynamics in symplectic geometry, one
way to analyze the dynamical data from (1.1) is to associate a Floer-type homology
theory to (M, ξ = kerα). Based on the generalized maximum principle in [21], one
can construct such a homology theory, called the contact Floer homology of h and
denoted by HF∗(W,h) or simply HF∗(h) (if it is clear from the context what the
filling W is). If the flow φt has no 1-periodic orbits, HF∗(h) is well-defined as the
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Hamiltonian Floer homology HF∗(H) for a Hamiltonian H : [0, 1]× Ŵ → R on the

completion Ŵ of the Liouville domain W . The Hamiltonian H is assumed to satisfy

(1.2) Ht(x, r) = r · ht(x)

on the convex end of Ŵ where Ŵ admits the coordinates (x, r) ∈M × [1,+∞). The
contact Hamiltonian h is called the slope of the Hamiltonian H . The well-definedness
of HF∗(h) is deeply due to the Hamiltonian Floer homologies HF∗(H) being naturally
isomorphic for different Hamiltonians H that have the same slope. Moreover, for
brevity, the contact Hamiltonians with the corresponding contact Hamiltonian flows
having no 1-periodic orbits are called admissible. The construction above generalizes

the classical consideration of the Hamiltonians on Ŵ that have constant slopes not
equal to a period of any Reeb orbit on M = ∂W . Those Hamiltonians are the
building blocks of Viterbo’s symplectic homology, SH∗(W), of the Liouville domain
W (see [29]).

In the present paper, we investigate the behavior of the contact Floer homology
HF∗(h) when the contact Hamiltonian h is perturbed.

1.1. Isomorphism under perturbations. Recall that in the closed symplectic
manifold situation, once the Hamiltonian H = H0 is perturbed to H1, the corre-
sponding Hamiltonian Floer homologies HF∗(H

0) and HF∗(H
1) are isomorphic via

the so-called continuation map

(1.3) c : HF∗(H
0) → HF∗(H

1)

induced by a smooth family of functions {Hs}s∈[0,1] from H0 to H1. More explicitly,
the map c in (1.3), on the chain complex level, is defined by counting solutions of the
s-dependent Floer equation that connect 1-periodic orbits of H0 to 1-periodic orbits
of H1. For more details, see Section 6 in [25] as a standard reference. In fact, this
provides an efficient way to prove the famous Arnold conjecture on the fixed points
of Hamiltonian diffeomorphisms. As opposed to the closed case, for Hamiltonians

on Ŵ , the continuation map (1.3) fails to be well-defined unless the slopes h0, h1 of
H0, H1, respectively, satisfy the following condition:

(1.4) h0t (x) ≤ h1t (x) for any x ∈M = ∂W and t ∈ [0, 1].

For brevity, denote the condition (1.4) by h0 ≤ h1.

As the main result in this paper, the following theorem provides a sufficient condi-
tion for the contact Floer homologies to be isomorphic when the contact Hamiltonian
is perturbed.

Theorem 1.1. Let M be the boundary of a Liouville domain W . If hs : [0, 1]×M →
R, s ∈ [0, 1] is a smooth family of admissible contact Hamiltonians, then the contact
Floer homologies HF∗(h

0) and HF∗(h
1) are isomorphic.
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A special case of Theorem 1.1, where the contact Hamiltonains are assumed to be
strict (i.e. the associated flows preserve not only the contact distribution but also
the contact form) was proven in [11]. An easy case, that illustrates Theorem 1.1, is
that of constant slopes, that is ht(x) = a, where the value a is not a period of a Reeb
orbit on M . Theorem 1.1 asserts that the contact Floer homology HF∗(a) does not
change (up to isomorphism) if a ∈ R goes through numbers that are not periods of
Reeb orbits on M . It is readily verified that, in this case, the promised isomorphism
in Theorem 1.1 can always be realized by the continuation map as in (1.3).
However, in contrast to the constant-slope case, the proof of the isomorphism be-

tween contact Floer homologies in general is not straightforward and is quite techni-
cally involved. Explicitly, for a given smooth family hs of admissible contact Hamil-

tonians on [0, 1] ×M , one can construct a smooth family Hs : [0, 1] × Ŵ → R of
non-degenerate Hamiltonians that all share the same set of 1-periodic orbits and such
that Hs has the slope equal to hs. The desired isomorphism in Theorem 1.1 then
comes from the map between Hamiltonian Floer homologies

(1.5) b : HF∗(H
0) → HF∗(H

1)

that sends every 1-periodic orbit x of H0 to itself seen as a 1-periodic orbit of H1.
The map b is obviously an isomorphisms, because no additional 1-periodic orbits are
created and no existing ones are lost along the perturbation Hs. In other words, the
map b is a trivial bifurcation map. The proof of Theorem 1.1 is given by Section 2
with more details provided in Section 4.

1.2. Comparisons of continuation and bifurcation. In Section 1.1 above, the
Floer chain complexes CF∗(H

0) and CF∗(H
1) are identical. Namely, all the objects

used in the construction of CF∗(H
0) and CF∗(H

1) (the 1-periodic orbits and the

Floer cylinders) are contained in the region of Ŵ where H0 and H1 coincide. The
map b is equal to the identity already on the level of chain complexes. It is, there-
fore, a natural question whether this map b complements the continuation maps, i.e.
whether b coincides with the continuation map whenever the slope of H0 is less than
or equal to the slope of H1. Somewhat surprisingly, the answer is negative. This is
a consequence of the next theorem, which asserts that there are situations in which
both the isomorphism b and the correcponding continuation map are well-defined but
in which the continuation map is not an isomorphism.
Before we state the result, let us recall some notions. Denote by Cont(M, ξ) the

group of contactomorphisms. A loop in Cont(M, ξ) is called positive if it can be
generated by a contact Hamiltonian which is pointwise positive. A contact manifold
M is called non-orderable if there exists a contractible positive loop in Cont(M, ξ)
(see Proposition 2.1.A and Proposition 2.1.B in [12]).

Theorem 1.2. Let W 2n be a Liouville domain whose contact boundary M = ∂W is
non-orderable. Assume that the symplectic homology SH∗(W ) is not isomorphic to
the (shifted) singular homology H∗+n(W, ∂W ). Then, there exists a smooth s-family
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hs : [0, 1]× ∂W → R of admissible contact Hamiltonians where h0 ≤ h1 such that the
continuation map c : HF∗(h

0) → HF∗(h
1) is not an isomorphism.

In fact, the condition of SH∗(W ) and H∗+n(W, ∂W ) not being isomorphic can be
replaced by the following formally weaker condition: there exists a positive time-
independent admissible contact Hamiltonian g : M → R such that the canonical
map HF∗(g) → SH∗(W ) is not an isomorphism. Conjecturally, this condition always
holds. On the other hand, the next result shows that the continuation map and the
bifurcation isomorphism do coincide if we add a few additional assumptions. This
will be illustrated by the proof of the following theorem.

Theorem 1.3. Let M be the contact boundary of a Liouville domain, and let hs :
[0, 1]×M → R be a smooth s-family of admissible contact Hamiltonians. Assume that
h0 is time-independent and positive on M , and hs satisfies the following condition

h0 ≤ hs for all s ∈ [0, 1].

Then, the continuation map HF∗(h
0) → HF∗(h

1) is an isomorphism.

The proofs of Theorem 1.2 and Theorem 1.3 are given in Section 2.

1.3. Rigidity of positive loops. Theorem 1.3 has a direct application to the study
of positive loops in Cont(M, ξ). The notion of positive loops in Cont(M, ξ) has been
introduced by Eliashberg and Polterovich in [12] in the context of orderability of con-
tact manifolds. Ever since, positive loops have played an important role in the study
of contact geometry. A remarkable result along these lines is the relation between
contractible positive loops in Cont(M, ξ) and the contact non-squeezing phenomena
(especially on contact balls B2n(R) × S1) discovered in [13] (see Section 1.7, The-
orem 1.3, and Theorem 1.5). More results in this direction can be found in [26],
Theorem 1.5 in [9], Theorem 1.2 in [15], and Theorem 1.22 in [7].
It has been observed that for some contact manifolds, for which the contact non-

squeezing theorem holds, positive loops exhibit a certain rigidity, as a matter of
fact, the contracting homotopies of positive loops do. More precisely, as shown in
Theorem 1.11 in [13] or more generally in Theorem 1.25 in [7], contact non-squeezing
implies that the s-family of contact Hamiltonians hst furnished by the contracting
homotopy must have a sufficiently small negative value (large in absolute value). In
particular, a positive loop is not contractible through positive loops. On the other
hand, a sophisticated result called the contact systolic inequality (see Theorem 1.2 in
[5]) shows that for any positive loop φ in Cont(M, ξ = kerα), there exists a positive
number C(α, [φ]) such that

‖ht‖ ≥ C(α, [φ]) for some norm ‖ · ‖ depending on α,

where [φ] denotes the homotopy class of the loop φ. In particular, a positive loop
cannot be contractible through positive loops. This holds for any contact manifold
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(even if it is not fillable), so it generalizes the main result in [8] which only concentrates
on overtwisted contact manifolds.
Both approaches above imply that a positive loop in Cont(M, ξ) cannot be con-

tractible through positive loops only. Here, as an application of Theorem 1.3, we
provide a direct algebraic proof of this result in the following special case. The
novelty is that our proof bypasses both the contact non-squeezing theorem and any
quantitative study of the length of positive loops.

Theorem 1.4. Let W be a Liouville domain. Assume there exists a time-independent
admissible positive contact Hamiltonian g : ∂W → R such that the canonical map

(1.6) HF∗(g) → SH∗(W )

is not an isomorphism. Then, there are no positive loops of contactomorphisms on
∂W that are contractible through positive loops.

Remark 1.5. Here are three remarks on the hypothesis of Theorem 1.4. (i) For
any contact manifold (M, ξ), there always exists admissible contact Hamiltonian g

satisfying the condition in Theorem 1.4. Indeed, consider g ≡ ε for a sufficiently small
constant ε > 0. Then, due to Yorke’s result in [30], its time-1 map does not have any
fixed points. Therefore, the contact Floer homology HF∗(g) is well-defined. (ii) The
symplectic homology SH∗(W ) is equal to a direct limit of HF∗(g) for an increasing
family of admissible contact Hamiltonians. Therefore, we have the canonical map
HF∗(g) → SH∗(W ) that appears in (1.6). (iii) The condition (1.6) can be verified in
a rather trivial way in many cases. In subsection 3.2, we provide a list of examples
that satisfy (1.6).

Remark 1.6. Everywhere in the main results in this paper, the hypothesis is stated
that the contact manifold M is the boundary of a Liouville domain W , that is, M is
Liouville fillable. In fact, the proofs of the results above are valid also for M that is
strongly fillable by a symplectic manifoldW on which the symplectic homology theory
is well defined. For instance, they are valid if the filling W is weakly+ monotone [18].

Acknowledgement. This work was completed while the second author held a CRM-
ISM Postdoctoral Research Fellowship at the Centre de recherches mathématiques in
Montréal. He thanks this Institute for its warm hospitality. This paper is partly
motivated by discussions with Egor Shelukhin on the positive loops of contactomor-
phisms, so we thank for his inspiration. This research was partially supported by the
Science Fund of the Republic of Serbia, grant no. 7749891, GWORDS.

2. Proofs of Theorems 1.1, 1.2, and 1.3

In this section, we prove the main results, Theorems 1.1, 1.2, and 1.3, using tech-
nical lemmas from Section 4.



6 IGOR ULJAREVIĆ AND JUN ZHANG

2.1. Proof of Theorems 1.1 and 1.3. The idea of the proof is to construct a smooth

s-family (Hs, Js) for s ∈ [0, 1] of regular Floer data on the completion Ŵ such that
H0 has slope h0 and such that H1 has slope h1. In our construction, (Hs, Js) for
different choices of s ∈ [0, 1] differ only on a conical end where the corresponding
Hamiltonians do not have any 1-periodic orbits.
Let (H0, J0) be regular Floer data for the contact Hamiltonian h0. By definition,

there exists a positive real number rH ∈ R
+ such that H0

t (x, r) = r ·h0t (x) for r ≥ rH .
Let C ∈ R

+ be such that

lnC ≥ max
s,t∈[0,1], x∈M

|dhst(x)(R(x))| .

By Lemma 4.4, there exists a smooth function µ : R+ → [0, 1] with the following
properties:

(1) the Hamiltonian Gs
t : M × R

+ → R defined by (x, r) 7→ r · h
s·µ(r)
t (x) has no

1-periodic orbits for all s ∈ [0, 1];
(2) µ(r) = 0 for r ∈ (0, C2 · rH ] and µ(r) = 1 for r large enough.

For brevity, denote W r := Ŵ\ (M × (r,∞)) for any r ≥ 0. Let (Hs, Js) be regular

Floer data on Ŵ for every s ∈ [0, 1] such that the following conditions hold:

(1) Hs
t (x, r) = Gs

t (x, r) for (x, r) ∈M × [rH ,∞);
(2) Hs

t (p) = H0
t (p) for p ∈ intW rH and Js = J0 on intWC·rH .

By the construction, Hs coincides with Gs onM×[rH ,∞) and with H0 on intWC2·rH .

Then Lemma 4.1 implies that the set
{
φHs

t (p) | t ∈ [0, 1]
}

does not intersect M ×
[C2 · rH ,∞) for any s ∈ [0, 1] if p ∈ intWC·rH . Therefore, we have

φHs

t (p) = φH0

t (p)

for all s, t ∈ [0, 1] and p ∈ intWC·rH . Similarly, the set
{
φHs

t (p) | t ∈ [0, 1]
}
does not

intersect the set intW rH for any s ∈ [0, 1] if p ∈M × [C · rH ,∞). Hence, we have

φHs

t (p) = φGs

t (p)

for all s, t ∈ [0, 1] and p ∈M × [C · rH ,∞).

Finally, since M × [C · rH ,∞) and intWC·rH cover Ŵ , the Hamiltonian Hs has
no 1-periodic orbits apart from the ones in intWC·rH . Moreover, on intWC·rH , the
Hamiltonians Hs coincide for different s ∈ [0, 1]. Therefore, the desired isomorphism
b : HF∗(h

0) → HF∗(h
1) is obtained by mapping each generator of HF∗(H

0, J0) to
itself seen as a generator of HF∗(H

1, J1). This isomorphism is occasionally called
bifurcation isomorphism.

Now, we prove that the bifurcation isomorphism coincides with the continuation
map if h0 is autonomous and if hst (x) > h0(x) > 0 for all s ∈ [0, 1] and x ∈ M. In
this case, H0 6 H1, pointwise. Hence, there exists continuation data {(Gs, Is)} from
(H0, J0) to (H1, J1). Since H0 = H1 on intWC·rH , the Hamiltonian Gs coincides
with H0 there for all s. One can choose Js such that Js = J0 on this set. Let V be
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the complement of the set {(x, r) ∈M × R
+ | h0(x) · r > 1} in Ŵ . By decreasing rH

and increasing C if necessary, one may assume

∂V ⊂ intWC·rH \W rH .

We modify J0, if necessary, so that it is of contact type along ∂V . By the no-escape
lemma, Lemma 19.3 in [23], the solutions of the s-dependent Floer equation

∂su+ Js
t (u)

(
∂tu−XHs

t (u)
)
= 0

with finite energy are entirely contained in intWC·rH . In this region, the continuation
data {(Hs, Js)} is s-independent. Therefore, by the standard argument in Floer
theory, there are no Floer cylinders that connect different 1-periodic orbits. As a
consequence, the continuation map c : HF∗(H

0, J0) → HF∗(H
1, J1) coincides with

the bifurcation isomorphism b : HF∗(h
0) → HF∗(h

1). In particular, the continuation
map c is an isomorphism.

2.2. Proof of Theorem 1.2. Assume the contrary, i.e. that the continuation map

c : HF∗(h
0) → HF∗(h

1)

is an isomorphism whenever the contact Hamiltonians h0 6 h1 can be joined by a
path of admissible contact Hamiltonians. Since M is non-orderable, there exists a
contractible positive loop φt :M →M of contactomorphisms. Denote by φs

t , s ∈ [0, 1]
the contracting homotopy, i.e. φ0

t = id for all t, t 7→ φs
t is a loop of contactomorphisms

for all s, and φ1
t = φt for all t. Let h

s
t :M → R be the contact Hamiltonian of φs

t that
is given by (1.1). Since φt is a positive loop, h1 > 0. Let ε > 0 be a sufficiently small
number such that no Reeb orbit on M has a (positive) period less than or equal to
ε. Denote by φR

t : M → M the Reeb flow on M , and let f s
t :M → R be the contact

Hamiltonian defined by

(2.1) f s
t := ε+ hst ◦

(
φR
εt

)−1
.

By a contact version of the cocycle formula (see Lemma 2.2 in [22]), the flow of the
contact Hamiltonian f s

t is equal to φR
εt ◦ φ

s
t . Since t 7→ φs

t is a loop of contactomor-
phisms for all s, {f s

t }s∈[0,1] is a smooth family of admissible contact Hamiltonians that
join f 0 = ε and f 1 > ε. Therefore, by the assumption, the continuation map

HF∗(ε) → HF∗(f
1)

is an isomorphism. Since φt is a contractible positive loop, then so is its k-th iterate

t → φkt. The contact Hamiltonian of the k-th iterate is equal to h
(k)
t := k · h1kt. The

argument above implies that the continuation map

HF∗(ε) → HF∗(f
(k))

is an isomorphism, where f
(k)
t : M → R is the (positive) contact Hamiltonian given

by

(2.2) f
(k)
t = ε+ h

(k)
t ◦

(
φR
εt

)−1
.
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Importantly, observe that we can find a sequence {f
(ki)
t }i∈N where k1 = 1 such that

for every t ∈ [0, 1], we have

ft < f
(k2)
t < f

(k3)
t < · · · .

Indeed, for instance, in order to obtain k2, we need to compare ht with khkt. Since
our manifold M is compact and the time interval [0, 1] is also compact, there exists
a global maximum of ht on M over t ∈ [0, 1]. Then take k2 sufficiently large so that
mint∈[0,1] k2hk2t on M is larger than this global maximum. Inductively, we obtain all

the desired ki. By our assumption, the continuation map HF∗(f
(ki)) → HF∗(f

(ki+1))
is an isomorphism for all i ∈ N. Therefore, we have successive isomorphisms,

(2.3) HF∗(ε) ≃ HF∗(f
(k1)) ≃ HF∗(f

(k2)) ≃ HF∗(f
(k3)) ≃ · · · ,

Moreover, we have lim
−→

HF∗(f
(ki)) = SH∗(W ) (see Section 4 in [21]). This implies that

the canonical map

HF∗(ε) → SH∗(W )

is an isomorphism. By the last equality in [21], the contact Floer homology HF∗(ε) is
isomorphic to H∗+n(W, ∂W ). Therefore, we obtain the desired contradiction and this
finishes the proof.

3. Proof of Theorem 1.4 and examples

The proof of Theorem 1.4 is rather similar to the proof of Theorem 1.2.

3.1. Proof of Theorem 1.4. Assume there exists a positive loop of contactomor-
phisms φt : ∂W → ∂W for t ∈ [0, 1] that is contractible through non-negative loops
of contactomorphisms. In other words, there exists an s-family of contact Hamiltoni-
ans hs : [0, 1]× ∂W → [0,+∞) such that hs generates a loop of contactomorphisms
φs
t : ∂W → ∂W for all s ∈ [0, 1] and such that h := h1 is the contact Hamiltonian

of the loop {φt}t∈[0,1]. Denote by {φg
t}t∈[0,1] the contact Hamiltonian flow generated

by g. Similarly to (2.1), the composition {φg
t ◦ φ

s
t}t∈[0,1] is generated by the contact

Hamiltonian

(3.1) f s
t := g + hst ◦ (φ

g
t )

−1.

For any point x ∈ ∂W , since g is admissible and since φs
1 = 1, the identity map on

∂W , by definition we have

(3.2) x 6= φ
g
1(x) = (φg

1 ◦ φ
s
1)(x).

In other words, the composition flow {φg
t ◦ φ

s
t}t∈[0,1] has no 1-periodic orbits for all

s ∈ [0, 1]. Hence, the contact Hamiltonian f s is admissible for all s ∈ [0, 1]. Different
from the proof of Theorem 1.2, here since hst is positive, we have 0 < f 0 = g ≤ f s

t

pointwise for all s ∈ [0, 1]. Therefore, Theorem 1.3 applies and yields an isomorphism

HF∗(g) = HF∗(f
0) → HF∗(f

1) = HF∗(f),
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importantly, induced by the continuation map. Similarly to the proof of Theorem
1.2, consider the k-th iterate of φ which is generated by the contact Hamiltonian

h
(k)
t := k · hkt. By the same argument as above, we can find a sequence {f

(ki)
t }i∈N

where k1 = 1 such that for every t ∈ [0, 1], we have

ft < f
(k2)
t < f

(k3)
t < · · · .

This implies successive isomorphisms,

(3.3) HF∗(g) = HF∗(f
(k1)) ≃ HF∗(f

(k2)) ≃ HF∗(f
(k3)) ≃ · · · ,

where all the isomorphisms are induced by the continuation maps. The rest of the
proof goes in the same manner as the end of the proof of Theorem 1.2. The isomor-
phism HF∗(g) ≃ SH∗(W ) provides the desired contradiction.

3.2. Examples. In this section, we list some examples in which one can easily verify
that HF∗(g) and SH∗(W ) from Theorem 1.4 are not isomorphic. Recall that if ε > 0
is sufficiently small, the groups HF∗(ε) and H∗+n(W, ∂W ) are isomorphic. Therefore,
the non-equality (up to isomorphism) of H∗+n(W, ∂W ) and SH∗(W ) initiates the ap-
plication of Theorem 1.4. Interestingly, comparing H∗(W, ∂W ) and SH∗(W ) is also
fundamentally important when one verifies the Weinstein conjecture for ∂W in [29].
Our examples come from the two extreme situations where either SH∗(W ) = 0 or
SH∗(W ) is infinite dimensional. In the latter case, even a stronger conclusion than
that of Theorem 1.4 holds: there are no contractible positive loops of contactomor-
phisms on ∂W if SH∗(W ) is infinite dimensional (see Theorem 1.5 in [21]).

Example 3.1. Suppose W is a compact symplectic manifold of dimension 2n with
boundary. Recall that W is called k-orientable if W − ∂W is a k-oriented manifold
without boundary. Then Lemma 3.27 in [16] shows that H2n(W ; ∂W ;k) admits a
fundamental class. Hence, in particular, H∗(W ; ∂W ;k) 6= 0.
On the other hand, the vanishing of the entire SH∗(W ) = SH∗(W ;k) appears

quite often in symplectic geometry and contact geometry. Here we give several ex-
amples. By [10, 14] and the basic computation of SH∗(B

2n(R);k), any subcritical
Stein domain W has its SH∗(W ;k) = 0. By Corollary 6.5 in [27], any Liouville filling
W of (S2n−1, ξstd) has SH∗(W ;k) = 0. By Theorem A.1 in [19] or Theorem 13.4
in [23], if a Liouville domain W is displaceable in its symplectic completion, then
SH∗(W ;k) = 0. In fact in [23], several algebraic criterions are provided to guarantee
the vanishing of SH∗(W ;k), see its Section 10 and Theorem 13.3. For these cases, we
have 0 = SH∗(W ;k) 6= H∗(W, ∂W ;k) 6= 0.

Example 3.2. For W = D∗Q, the unit codisk bundle of a closed manifold Q, a well-
known result by Viterbo [29, 1, 2, 3, 24], says that SH∗(D

∗Q;k) ≃ H∗(ΛQ;k) when
Q satisfies some topological condition (otherwise one can use twisted coefficients),
where ΛQ is the free loop space. Then, by a theorem in [28] (see also Remark 1.1 in
[4]), dimkH∗(ΛQ;k) = ∞ if π1(Q) is finite. In particular, in this case, SH∗(W ;k) 6=
H∗(W, ∂W ;k) since dimkH∗(W, ∂W ;k) = dimkH∗(D

∗Q, S∗Q;k) is always bounded.
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Example 3.3. For a contact manifold M obtained from smoothing the codimension
two corners of the boundary of a certain Lefschetz fibration (see the beginning of [6]),
any strong symplectic fillingW ofM such that the pull-back H1(W ) → H1(M) of the
inclusion M →֒ W is surjective has SH∗(W ;k) infinite dimensional (see Theorem 1.2
in [6]). By the same reason as in Example 3.2, we have SH∗(W ;k) 6= H∗(W, ∂W ;k).

4. Technical lemmas

In this section, we provide detailed proofs of the lemmas that appeared in the proof
of Theorem 1.1. The next lemma was used in the proof of Theorem 1.1 to show that

changing a Hamiltonian on Ŵ far into a conical end does not affect its flow in a
chosen compact subset.

Lemma 4.1. Let Σ be a smooth manifold, let Xt, t ∈ R be a time-dependent smooth
vector field on Σ×R

+ and let γ : [0, a] → Σ×R
+ be an integral curve of X such that

γ(0) ∈ Σ × {r0} and γ(a) ∈ Σ × {r1}. Denote by π : Σ × R
+ → R

+ the projection
and by g the Riemannian metric on R

+ given by g := dr⊗dr
r2

. Then,

r0 · e
−a·C ≤ r1 ≤ r0 · e

a·C ,

where C := supp∈Σ×R+, t∈R ‖dπ(Xt(p))‖g .

Proof. The distance between r0 and r1 in (R+, g) is equal to |ln r1 − ln r0|. Since π ◦γ
is a smooth curve that joins r0 and r1,

∣∣∣∣ln
r1

r0

∣∣∣∣ ≤ length(π ◦ γ) =

∫ a

0

∥∥∥∥
d

dt
(π ◦ γ(t))

∥∥∥∥
g

dt

=

∫ a

0

‖dπ(γ′(t))‖g dt =

∫ a

0

‖dπ(Xt(γ(t)))‖g dt ≤ a · C.

Therefore, we have r0 · e
−a·C ≤ r1 ≤ r0 · e

a·C , as desired.

The following three lemmas (Lemma 4.2, Lemma 4.3, and Lemma 4.4) prove that
one can interpolate between r · h0 and r · h1 on a conical end (in the situation of
Theorem 1.3) without creating 1-periodic orbits. This fact is crucial in the proof
of Theorem 1.3. Lemma 4.2 proves a Gronwall-type estimate that is used later in
Lemma 4.3 and, indirectly, in Lemma 4.4.

Lemma 4.2. Let (M, g) be a Riemannian manifold and let ∇ be its Levi-Civita
connection. Let Xt, Yt, t ∈ R be two smooth time-dependent vector fields. Let u :
[0, 1] × [0, t0] → M be a smooth map with the following property: t 7→ u(s, t) is an
integral curve of the time dependent vector field (1 − s) ·Xt + s · Yt for all s ∈ [0, 1],
i.e.

∂tu(s, t) = (1− s) ·Xt(u(s, t)) + s · Yt(u(s, t))
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for all (s, t) ∈ [0, 1]× [0, t0]. Denote by d the metric on M induced by g, and denote

‖X‖u := sup
p∈ imu

t∈R

‖Xt(p)‖g := sup
p∈ imu

t∈R

√
g(Xt(p), Xt(p)),

‖∇X‖u := sup
p∈ imu

t∈R

‖∇Xt(p)‖g := sup
p∈ imu

t∈R

sup
v 6=0

‖(∇vXt)(p)‖g
‖v‖g

.

Then,

d
(
u(0, t), u(1, t)

)
≤ α(t) · eβ(t)

for all t ∈ [0, t0], where

α(t) =

√∫ 1

0

‖∂su(s, 0)‖
2
g ds+ t · ‖Y −X‖2u,

β(t) = t ·

(
max{‖∇X‖u , ‖∇Y ‖u}+

1

2

)
.

Proof. We adapt the proofs of Proposition 1.1 and Theorem 1.2 in [20]. Denote by
ℓ(t) and e(t) the length and the energy of the curve

[0, 1] → M : s 7→ u(s, t),

respectively. In other words,

ℓ(t) :=

∫ 1

0

‖∂su(s, t)‖g ds and e(t) :=

∫ 1

0

‖∂su(s, t)‖
2
g ds.

By the Cauchy-Schwarz inequality, ℓ(t) ≤
√
e(t). The Newton-Leibniz formula, to-

gether with ∇∂t∂su = ∇∂s∂tu, implies

e(a)− e(0) =

∫ a

0

∂te(t)dt

=

∫ a

0

d

dt

∫ 1

0

‖∂su(s, t)‖
2
g dsdt

=

∫ a

0

∫ 1

0

d

dt
g (∂su(s, t), ∂su(s, t))dsdt

=

∫ a

0

∫ 1

0

2 · g (∇∂t∂su(s, t), ∂su(s, t)) dsdt

= 2 ·

∫ a

0

∫ 1

0

g (∇∂s∂tu(s, t), ∂su(s, t)) dsdt.

Denote Zs
t := (1− s) ·Xt + s · Yt. Since

∇∂s∂tu(s, t) = (∂sZ
s
t ) ◦ u(s, t) +

(
∇∂su(s,t)Z

s
t

)
◦ u(s, t)

= (Yt −Xt) ◦ u(s, t) +
(
∇∂su(s,t)Z

s
t

)
◦ u(s, t),
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the triangle inequality implies

e(a)− e(0) ≤ A+ B,

where

A := 2 ·

∣∣∣∣
∫ a

0

∫ 1

0

g ((Yt −Xt) ◦ u(s, t), ∂su(s, t))dsdt

∣∣∣∣ ,

B := 2 ·

∣∣∣∣
∫ a

0

∫ 1

0

g
((
∇∂su(s,t)Z

s
t

)
◦ u(s, t), ∂su(s, t)

)
dsdt

∣∣∣∣ .

The Cauchy-Schwarz inequality implies

A ≤ 2 ·

∫ a

0

√∫ 1

0

‖(Yt −Xt) ◦ u(s, t)‖
2
g ds ·

∫ 1

0

‖∂su(s, t)‖
2
g dsdt

≤

∫ a

0

2 · ‖Y −X‖u ·
√
e(t)dt.

By the inequality between arithmetic and geometric means,

2 · ‖Y −X‖u ·
√
e(t) ≤ ‖Y −X‖2u + e(t).

Hence,

A ≤

∫ a

0

(
‖Y −X‖2u + e(t)

)
dt = a · ‖Y −X‖2u +

∫ a

0

e(t)dt.

Now, we apply the Cauchy-Schwarz inequality to the term B

B ≤ 2 ·

∫ a

0

√∫ 1

0

∥∥(∇∂su(s,t)Z
s
t

)
◦ u(s, t)

∥∥2

g
ds ·

∫ 1

0

‖∂su(s, t)‖
2
g dsdt.

Since

∥∥(∇∂su(s,t)Z
s
t

)
◦ u(s, t)

∥∥
g
≤ ‖(∇Zs

t ) ◦ u(s, t)‖g · ‖∂su(s, t)‖g

≤ ‖∇Zs‖u · ‖∂su(s, t)‖g

= ‖(1− s) · ∇X + s · ∇Y ‖u · ‖∂su(s, t)‖g

≤ max{‖∇X‖u , ‖∇Y ‖u} · ‖∂su(s, t)‖g ,

the following inequality holds

B ≤ 2 ·max{‖∇X‖u , ‖∇Y ‖u} ·

∫ a

0

∫ 1

0

‖∂su(s, t)‖
2
g dsdt

= 2 ·max{‖∇X‖u , ‖∇Y ‖u} ·

∫ a

0

e(t)dt.
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Consequently,

e(a)− e(0) ≤ A +B

≤ a ‖Y −X‖2u +

∫ a

0

e(t)dt+ 2max{‖∇X‖u , ‖∇Y ‖u} ·

∫ a

0

e(t)dt

≤ a ‖Y −X‖2u +

(
2max{‖∇X‖u , ‖∇Y ‖u}+ 1

)
·

∫ a

0

e(t)dt.

The Grönwall inequality implies

e(t) ≤
(
e(0) + t ‖Y −X‖2u

)
· exp

(
t · (2max{‖∇X‖u , ‖∇Y ‖u}+ 1)

)

for t ∈ [0, t0]. Therefore,

ℓ(t) ≤

√
e(0) + t ‖Y −X‖2u · exp

(
t ·

(
max{‖∇X‖u , ‖∇Y ‖u}+

1

2

))

for t ∈ [0, t0]. The distance between u(0, t) and u(1, t) is not greater than ℓ(t). Hence,

d
(
u(0, t), u(1, t)

)
≤ α(t) · eβ(t)

for all t ∈ [0, t0], where

α(t) =

√∫ 1

0

‖∂su(s, 0)‖
2
ds+ t · ‖Y −X‖2u,

β(t) = t ·

(
max{‖∇X‖u , ‖∇Y ‖u}+

1

2

)
.

Thus we complete the proof.

The next lemma applies Lemma 4.2 to Hamiltonian vector fields on the symplecti-
zation M × R

+ of a contact manifold M .

Lemma 4.3. Let M be a closed contact manifold with a fixed contact 1-form and let
hs : [0, 1]×M → R, s ∈ [0, 1] be a smooth s-family of time-dependent contact Hamil-
tonians. Denote by Gs : [0, 1]×M×R

+ → R the Hamiltonian (on the symplectization
of M) given by

Gs
t(x, r) := r · hst (x).

Let µ : R+ → [0, 1] be a smooth function such that |r · µ′(r)| < 1 for all r ∈ R
+ and

let Hs : [0, 1]×M × R
+ → R be the Hamiltonian defined by

Hs
t (x, r) := r · h

s·µ(r)
t (x).

Let gM be a Riemannian metric onM and let g be the Riemannian metric onM×R
+

given by

g := gM +
dr ⊗ dr

r2
.
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Denote by d the metric on M × R
+ induced by g and by φs

t , ψ
s
t the Hamiltonian

isotopies of Hs and Gs, respectively. Then, there exist constants k1, k2 ∈ R
+ that are

independent of the function µ such that

d
(
φs
t (x, r), ψ

sµ(r)
t (x, r)

)
≤ k1 ·

√
t ·max

r∈R+
|rµ′(r)| · e

k2·t·

(

max
r∈R+

|r2µ′′(r)|+1

)

for (x, r) ∈M × R
+ and t ∈ R.

Proof. The proof will be divided into the following three steps.

Step 1 (Global definiteness). This step proves that the Hamiltonians Hs and Gs

have globally defined Hamiltonian isotopies. Since g is a complete metric onM×R
+,

in the view of Theorem 1.1 on page 179 in [17], it is enough to show that the vector
fields of Gs and Hs are bounded with respect to g. Denote by Y s

t the contact vector
field on M furnished by the contact Hamiltonian hst . In other words, Y s

t is the vector
field on M characterized by

α(Y s
t ) = −hst and dα(Y s

t , ·) = dhst − dhst (R) · α,

where α is the fixed contact 1-form on M and R is the associated Reeb vector field.
The Hamiltonian vector fields of Gs and Hs are given by

XGs
t (x, r) = Y s

t (x) + rdhst(x)(R)∂r,

XHs
t (x, r) = Y

sµ(r)
t (x) + rdh

sµ(r)
t (x)(R)∂r − srµ′(r)(∂sh)

sµ(r)
t (x) · R(x).

Since we have the following estimations,
∥∥XGs

t (x, r)
∥∥ ≤ max

x∈Σ
s,t∈[0,1]

‖Y s
t (x)‖gΣ + max

x∈Σ
s,t∈[0,1]

|dhst(x)(R)| ,

∥∥XHs
t (x, r)

∥∥ ≤ max
x∈Σ

s,t∈[0,1]

‖Y s
t (x)‖gΣ + max

x∈Σ
s,t∈[0,1]

|dhst(x)(R)|

+ max
x∈Σ

s,t∈[0,1]

|(∂sh)
s
t (x)| ·max

x∈Σ
‖R(x)‖gΣ ,

the Hamiltonians Gs and Hs have globally defined Hamiltonian isotopies.

Step 2 (C1 bounds). This step estimates the norms
∥∥∇XGs

t (x, r)
∥∥ and

∥∥∇XHs
t (x, r)

∥∥
of the linear maps v 7→ ∇vX

Gs
t (x, r) and v 7→ ∇vX

Hs
t (x, r). Since

∇vX
Gs

t (x, r) =∇vY
s
t (x) + dhst (x)(R) · dr(v) · ∂r

+ rd (dhst (x)(R)) (v)∂r + rdhst(x)(R)∇v∂r,

the triangle inequality implies
∥∥∇XGs

t (x, r)
∥∥ ≤‖∇Y s

t (x)‖ + |dhst (x)(R)| ·
1

r
· ‖dr‖

+ ‖d (dhst (x)(R))‖ · ‖r∂r‖ + |rdhst (x)(R)| · ‖∇∂r‖

= ‖∇Y s
t (x)‖gM + 2 · |dhst (x)(R)|+ ‖d (dhst(x)(R))‖ .
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In the equation above, we used ‖∇Y s
t (x)‖ = ‖∇Y s

t (x)‖gM , ‖r∂r‖ = 1, ‖dr‖ = r,

and ‖∇∂r‖ = 1
r
(the latter follows from ∇∂r∂r = −∂r

r
). In particular, there exists a

constant C1 ∈ R
+ such that

∥∥∇XGs
t (x, r)

∥∥ ≤ C1

for all (x, r) ∈ M × R
+, s ∈ [0, 1], and t ∈ [0, 1].

To estimate
∥∥∇XHs

t (x, r)
∥∥, the following observation will be useful. If Z is a vector

field on M , then

(x, r) 7→ Z(x)

is a vector field onM×R
+ that is parallel along the curve t 7→ (x, r+ t) for all x ∈M

and r ∈ R
+. The covariant derivative can be described in terms of parallel transport

as

∇vZ = lim
h→0

Π(γ)0hZ(γ(h))− Z(γ)(0)

h
,

where γ is a smooth curve with γ′(0) = v and Π(γ)0h denotes the parallel transport
along γ from time h to time 0. This implies

∇∂rY
sµ(r)
t = lim

h→0

Y
sµ(r+h)
t − Y

sµ(r)
t

h
= (∂sY )

sµ(r)
t · s · µ′(r).

To ease the notation, denote Xs
t := XGs

t . Since

∇v+a∂r

(
X

sµ(r)
t (x, r)

)
= (∇v+a∂rX)sµ(r)t (x, r) + a · sµ′(r) · (∂sY )

sµ(r)
t (x)

+ a · d(∂sh)
sµ(r)
t (x)(R) · srµ′(r)∂r

for v ∈ TxM and a ∈ R, we can estimate

∥∥∥∇
(
X

sµ(r)
t (x, r)

)∥∥∥ ≤
∥∥∥(∇X)

sµ(r)
t (x, r)

∥∥∥+
∣∣∣srµ′(r) · (∂sY )

sµ(r)
t (x)

∣∣∣

+
∣∣∣d(∂sh)sµ(r)t (x)(R) · srµ′(r)

∣∣∣

≤
∥∥∥(∇X)

sµ(r)
t (x, r)

∥∥∥+
∣∣∣(∂sY )sµ(r)t (x)

∣∣∣ +
∣∣∣d(∂sh)sµ(r)t (x)(R)

∣∣∣ .

As a consequence, there exists a constant C2 ∈ R
+ such that

∥∥∥∇
(
X

sµ(r)
t (x, r)

)∥∥∥ ≤ C2

for all x ∈M , r ∈ R
+, s ∈ [0, 1], and t ∈ [0, 1]. Denote

V s
t (x, r) := XG

sµ(r)
t (x, t)−XHs

t (x, r) = srµ′(r)(∂sh)
sµ(r)
t (x) ·R(x).
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For v ∈ TxM and a ∈ R, we have

∇v+a∂rV
s
t (x, r) =(v + a∂r)

(
srµ′(r)(∂sh)

sµ(r)
t (x)

)
· R(x)

+ srµ′(r)(∂sh)
sµ(r)
t (x) · ∇vR(x)

=srµ′(r)
(
d(∂sh)

sµ(r)
t

)
(x)(v) ·R(x) + as

d

dr
(rµ′(r))(∂sh)

sµ(r)
t (x) · R(x)

+ as2r (µ′(r))
2 (
∂2ssh

)sµ(r)
t

(x) · R(x) + srµ′(r)(∂sh)
sµ(r)
t (x) · ∇vR(x).

Consequently, there exist constants C3, C4 ∈ R
+ such that

‖∇V s
t (x, r)‖ ≤ C3 + C4 ·

∣∣r2µ′′(r)
∣∣

for all x ∈M , r ∈ R
+, s ∈ [0, 1], and t ∈ [0, 1]. Hence, by the triangle inequality,
∥∥∇XHs

t (x, r)
∥∥ ≤ C2 + C3 + C4 ·

∣∣r2µ′′(r)
∣∣

for all (x, r) ∈ M × R
+, s ∈ [0, 1], and t ∈ [0, 1].

Step 3 (Final details). Now, we fix s ∈ [0, 1] and apply Lemma 4.2 to the vector

fields XHs
t and XG

sµ(r)
t . Since XHs

t and XG
sµ(r)
t are bounded (with respect to g), the

time-dependent vector field

(x, r) 7→ (1− a) ·XHs
t (x, r) + a · Y G

sµ(r)
t (x, r)

is bounded as well. Consequently, the flow of this vector field is globally well defined
for all a ∈ [0, 1]. Since

∥∥∥XG
sµ(r)
t (x, r)−XHs

t (x, r)
∥∥∥ ≤ max

r∈R+
|rµ′(r)| · max

x∈M

s,t∈[0,1]

‖(∂sh
s
t )(x)R(x)‖ ,

Lemma 4.2 implies there exist constants k1, k2 ∈ R
+ such that

d
(
φs
t (x, r), ψ

sµ(r)
t (x, r)

)
≤ k1 ·

√
t ·max

r∈R+
|rµ′(r)| · e

k2·t·

(

max
r∈R+

|r2µ′′(r)|+1

)

for (x, r) ∈ M × R
+ and t ∈ [0, 1]. In fact, the constants k1 and k2 can be chosen to

be independent of the function µ (that satisfies |rµ′(r)| ≤ 1).

The next lemma proves that one can interpolate between r · h0 and r · h1 in sym-
plectization without creating 1-periodic orbits if h0 and h1 can be joined by a path
of contact Hamiltonians that do not have any 1-periodic orbits.

Lemma 4.4. Let M be a closed contact manifold with a fixed contact form and
let hs : [0, 1] × M → R, s ∈ [0, 1] be a smooth s-family of time-dependent contact
Hamiltonians. Assume that hs has no 1-periodic orbits for all s ∈ [0, 1]. Then, for
every a ∈ R

+, there exists a smooth function µ : R
+ → [0, 1] with the following

properties
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(1) the Hamiltonian

Hs
t :M × R

+ → R : (x, r) 7→ r · hs·µ(r)(x)

has no 1-periodic orbits for all s ∈ [0, 1];
(2) µ(r) = 0 for r ∈ (0, a] and µ(r) = 1 for r large enough.

Proof. Let gM be a Riemannian metric on M . Denote by g the Riemannian metric
on M × R

+ given by g := gM + dr⊗dr
r2

. Denote by dM and d the metrics on M and
M × R

+ furnished by gM and g, respectively. The Pythagorean theorem implies

dM(x, y) ≤ d
(
(x, rx), (y, ry)

)

for all x, y ∈M and rx, ry ∈ R
+. Denote by ϕs, φs, and ψs the isotopies of the contact

Hamiltonian hs, the Hamiltonian Hs, and the Hamiltonian on M × R
+ defined by

(x, r) 7→ r ·hst (x), respectively. In particular, ψs
t (x, r) = (ϕs

t(x), f
s
t (x) · r) for a certain

positive smooth function f s
t : M → R

+. Since hs has no 1-periodic orbits for all
s ∈ [0, 1], the number

ε := inf
x∈M, s∈[0,1]

dM (x, ϕs
1(x))

is positive. By Lemma 4.3, there exists δ ∈ R
+ such that

d
(
φs
t (x, r), ψ

sµ(r)
t (x, r)

)
<
ε

2

if |rµ′(r)| < δ and |r2µ′′(r)| < δ for all r ∈ R
+. Hence, the triangle inequality implies

d ((x, r), φs
t(x, r)) ≥d

(
(x, r), ψ

sµ(r)
t (x, r)

)
− d

(
ψ

sµ(r)
t (x, r), φs

t(x, r)
)

≥dM

(
x, ϕ

sµ(r)
t (x)

)
−
ε

2
≥
ε

2

if |rµ′(r)| < δ and |r2µ′′(r)| < δ for all r ∈ R
+. Therefore, it is enough to prove that

for every a, δ ∈ R
+ there exists a smooth function µ : R+ → [0, 1] such that

(1) µ(r) = 0 for r ∈ (0, a],
(2) µ(r) = 1 for r big enough,
(3) |r · µ′(r)| < δ for all r ∈ R

+,
(4) |r2 · µ′′(r)| < δ for all r ∈ R

+.

The function µ can be constructed as follows. There exists a smooth function f :
R → [0, 1] such that

(1) f(t) = 0 for t ∈ (−∞, ln a),
(2) f(t) = 1 for t large enough,
(3) |f ′(t)| < δ

2
for all t ∈ R,

(4) |f ′′(t)| < δ
2
for all t ∈ R.

Indeed, one can start with a function f̃ : R → [0, 1] that satisfies the first two

conditions, and then, define f(t) := f̃(k · t) for k ∈ (0, 1) sufficiently small. Now, take
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µ(r) := f(ln r). By the construction, µ(r) = 0 for r ∈ (0, a) and µ(r) = 1 for r large
enough. Additionally,

∣∣et · µ(et)
∣∣ = |f ′(t)| <

δ

2
and

∣∣e2t · µ′′(et)
∣∣ ≤

∣∣e2t · µ′′(et) + et · µ′(et)
∣∣+

∣∣et · µ′(et)
∣∣

= |f ′′(t)|+ |f ′(t)| < δ

for all t ∈ R. Hence, |rµ′(r)| < δ and |r2µ′′(r)| < δ for all r ∈ R
+. This shows that

the function µ with the desired properties exists and finishes the proof.
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