arXiv:2208.14498v1 [math.SG] 30 Aug 2022

Some cute applications of Lagrangian cobordisms towards examples
in quantitative symplectic geometry

Jeff Hicks and Cheuk Yu Mak
September 1, 2022

Abstract

We provide some constructions using Lagrangian cobordisms which improve known examples for some
symplectic squeezing problems. Additionally, we prove a flexibility result that Lagrangian submanifolds
which are Lagrangian isotopic are also Lagrangian cobordant.

1 Introduction

A general type of problem in symplectic geometry is the “squeezing problem”. A typical example of a
squeezing problem asks: given subsets A, B inside of a symplectic manifold (X,w) does there exists a
symplectic or Hamiltonian isotopy ¢ : X — X so that ¢(A) C B. In the simplest cases one can use
quantitative information from the symplectic form to solve a squeezing problem. For example, a first quantity
that one can associate with a squeezing problem comes from the volume, which must satisfy the inequality
/ qwt < J pw". It is natural to ask: can we find a solution to a squeezing problem given some quantitative
information about the objects being squeezed. These questions have two components: constructing examples
of squeezings and finding obstructions to the existence of squeezings.

In this paper, we give some improvements on known constructions of squeezings by using Lagrangian
cobordisms to produce examples. In each problem, the quantitative nature of the construction exhibits itself
by considering the shadow of the Lagrangian cobordisms used.

Problem I: Packing Lagrangian Tori

The integral Lagrangian packing problem asks how many pair-
wise disjoint integral Lagrangiandi one can find in a symplectic

manifold (X, w). S,
This problem has been studied by M] for 4-dimensional [ X X X X
polydisks. For a,b > 0, let the Lagrangian product torus be }
b I

L(a,b) == {(21,22) € C* | w|z1|* = a, 7|22|* = b}. \ A O A
Define the polydisk to be :
% a %

P(a,b) := {(21,22) € C? | 7|21]* < a,7|22|* < b}.

Fix a,b > 0. For any m,n € N with m < a and n < b, Figure 1. Can you pack an integral La-
L(m,n) is an integral Lagrangian in P(a,b). If every integral grangian torus into the polydisk so that it
Lagrangian L C P(a,b) intersects some L(m,n), we say that ayoids all other integral Lagrangian tori?
the integral packing of P(a,b) by {L(m,n)} is maximal. The

Lagrangian torus packing problem has the following obstruction and construction:

L An integral Lagrangian is a Lagrangian submanifold such that the area homomorphism Ha(X, L;Z) — R takes only integer
values.
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Obstruction [HK21, Theorem 1.1] : If 1 < a,b < 2, the integral packing of P(a,b) by L(1, 1) is maximal.

Construction [HK21, Theorem 1.2] : If min(a, b) > 2, then the integral packing of P(a,b) by {L(m,n)}
is not maximal.

In Section [21 we provide the following construction.

Construction 1.1. If1 < a and 2 < b, then the integral packing of P(a,b) by {L(m,n)} is not mazimal.
As a consequence, we answer [HK21, Question 1.5] negatively and [HK21, Question 1.6 and 1.7] affirma-

tively (see Corollary 2.T]).

Problem II: Displacing Lagrangian Tori

The second problem we consider is displacing a Lagrangian link
from itself in $? x $2, studied by the second author and Smith

ey B
Let w be a symplectic form on S? with area 1. For any

A € R, we denote (S?, Aw) by S%. Let L; and Ly be dis-

joint embedded circles in S35 ¢ such that the complement of X

L ¢ = L1ULy consists of two discs of area B and one annulus

of area C. Let K, be the equator in S3,. v
It is clear by area consideration that every connected com- v

ponent of the Lagrangian Ly  in S35, o is Hamiltonian non-
displaceable from Ly (- if and only if B—C > 0. The following
result concerns Lp o X K. Figure 2. Can you displace the red La-
grangian, a disjoint union of two tori, from

Obstruction [MS21, Theorem 1.1]: If B—C > a > 0, any itself?

connected component of the Lagrangian Lg o x K, in
Sz, 1o X S2 . is Hamiltonian non-displaceable from L B.C ¥
K,.

Construction: In contrast, LB_’C x K, is Hamiltonian dis-
placeable from itself when a > B.

Polterovich showed that Lg ~ X K, is Hamiltonian displaceable when a is sufficiently large [Pol01l, Ex-
ample 6.3.C], [MS21, Lemma 1.11]. Dimitroglou Rizell explained to us the construction above which only
requires a > B, and is a direct application of probe [McD11l, Lemma 2.4] (see Figure []).

While the obstruction has a dependence on C, the construction does not. We provide a construction
with a dependence on C.

Construction 1.2. Ly o x K, is displaceable from one of its connected component when a > 2(B — C)

The particularly interesting case is when B = C. In this case, Lg » is a monotone link in the sense of
[CG+21]. Recall that a union of pairwise disjoint circles L = Ly U --- U Ly, in a closed symplectic surface ¥
is called a monotone link if the connected components of the complement of L have the same area. Every
monotone link is non-displaceable by area consideration, and it has a non-zero Heegaard Floer type invariant
which plays an important role in [CG421].

As a generalization of Construction [[.2] we show that

Construction 1.3. Let L be a monotone link in a closed symplectic surface ¥. If it has more than 1
component and there is a component L1 C L which bounds a disk that is disjoint from the other components,
then Ly x K, is displaceable from L x K, in X x S5, for any a > 0.

1.0.1 Problem III: Constructing Lagrangian Submanifolds
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Figure 3. Toric picture of S3g Lo X S2 . The blue line segments are probes that displace L p.c x K (red
crosses).

The third problem we examine constructs non-orientable La-
grangian submanifolds in S? x S2.

Let X be a 4-manifold with symplectic form w, and 8 €
Hy(X,7Z/2Z) be a homology class. The minimal genus problem
asks “what is the minimal (non-orientable) genus of a (possibly 1
non-orientable) Lagrangian submanifold representing the class
87" We denote this quantity n(X,w, §).

In [Eva2l], Evans explores the behavior of n(X,w, §) as w is
varied with fixed X, 3. In the specific setting where X = 5% x
S? with symplectic form wy = Awgz + wgz and 3 = [S? x {e}], — A —
he conjectures that

lim n(X,wy,B) = oc. (1) Figure 4. Can you squeeze the Lagrangian
Ao Klein bottle in S5 x S? as you increase A
As evidence towards the conjecture, Evans provides the follow- beyond 27
ing obstruction and construction.

Obstruction [Eva2l, Theorem 3.1]: Consider the symplectic space B;“\/2S1 x S7, the product of a cylin-
der with area A and a sphere of area 1. For any € > 0, there does not exist a family of embedded
Lagrangian Klein bottles iy : L — B;*\/QSl x ST where A € [1/2—¢,1/2+ ¢, and i1/5_.(L) is the visible
Lagrangian Klein bottle drawn in Figure

Construction [Eva2l, Lemma 2.9] The minimal genus is bounded by

n(X,wy, B) < 20 + 2 when A < 10¢ + 2.

The construction of [Eva2l, Lemma 2.9] uses Lagrangian lifts of tropical curves; the jumps in the bound
correspond to when the rectangle with side lengths of (1,\) can squeeze in another tropical curve. Using
Lagrangian cobordisms, we provide a (slightly) improved bound whose jumps which occur at even integer
values of A.

Construction 1.4. n(X,wy, ) < 4n+ 1, where A < 2n.
The construction is based on the following lemma, which might be of independent interest.

Lemma 1.5 (=Corollary B.2)). Suppose that Lo, L1 are orientable and Lagrangian isotopic. Then Lo and
L1 are Lagrangian cobordant.

We will only apply this lemma to the case that Lo and L; are unions of circles. The non-orientable
Lagrangians we construct will be a concatenation of Lagrangian cobordisms.
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1.1 Background: Lagrangian Cobordisms

Quantitative symplectic geometry looks at how the answers to the above problems change as we vary the
quantities in the problem. In general, these problems are studied by producing constructions (providing
an affirmative for some subset of the quantitative data) or developing obstructions (which can answer the
question in the negative for some subsets of the quantitative datum). In this paper, we will use Lagrangian
cobordisms to provide constructions for several examples of problems coming from quantitative symplectic
geometry. A feature of these constructions is that the shadow metric of the Lagrangian cobordism provides
a connection to the quantitative nature of the problem.

Definition 1.6 (JArn80]). Let Ly,..., L be Lagrangian submanifolds of X. A Lagrangian cobordism from
{L; }?:1 to Lo is a Lagrangian submanifold K C X x C which satisfies the following conditions:

o Flibered over ends: There exist constants t~ < T such that
k
Kn{(z,2) : Re(2) 2t} = | JL; x {j- V=T + R+ }
j=1

Kn{(z,z) : Re(z) <t™} =Lox Ry
e Compactness: There exists a constant s > 0 so that the projection 77—z : K = v—1R C Cis
contained within an interval [—v/—1s, v/ —1s].

We will write such a cobordism as K : (Ly,..., Lg) ~ Lg. The level sets of the real coordinate ¢ = Re(z)
in K are themselves Lagrangian submanifolds of X.

Definition 1.7. Given K C X x C a Lagrangian cobordism, and ¢ € R a value so that m; ' (t) € X x C is
transverse to K, the slice of K at R is an immersed Lagrangian submanifold

K| = (wx(wﬂgl(t) NK).

Given a Lagrangian cobordism K C X x C, the shadow Area(K) is the infimum of the area of simply
connected regions U C C which contain m¢(K).

Ezample 1.8. Let H = (H;)ier : X X R — R be a time-dependent Hamiltonian with compact support, and
i: L — X be a Lagrangian submanifold. Let ¢, : X — X be the time ¢ Hamiltonian flow. The suspension
of H is the Lagrangian cobordism Ky which is parameterized by

Kg=LxR—->XxC (2)
(¢,t) = (e (i(q)), t + V—1Hy(i(q)) 3)
It satisfies the property that Area(Ky) = ||Hl|1, where |[Hy||1 is the (velative) Hdfer norm
|HelL := /sup{Ht(x) | x € L} —inf{H;(x) | x € L}dt.
t
We say that a Lagrangian homotopy i; : L x R — X is an exact homotopy if the flux class is exact, with

primitive H; : L x R — R. In this setting, Eq. (2] also yields a Lagrangian cobordism between i(t < 0) and
i(t > 0).
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Figure 5. The projection of the Lagrangian surgery trace to the C coordinate, as well as the ends of the
Lagrangian surgery trace. The orange areas (measuring the surgery neck in the X coordinate, and the
shadow in the C coordinate) agree.

Example 1.9. Let Lq, Ly be Lagrangian submanifolds intersecting transversely at a single point q. The
surgery trace cobordism is a Lagrangian cobordism

K : (L1, La) ~ Li#4Lo,

where L1#4L2 is the Polterovich surgery of L; and Lo at ¢ (see Fig. ). The shadow of K is equal to the
neck width of the Polterovich surgery. Note that the order of the summands in the Polterovich surgery is
determined by the ordering of the ends of the surgery trace cobordism

The shadow of a Lagrangian cobordism provides course bounds for the “size” of the set we can squeeze
a Lagrangian cobordism into.

For the three problems above, we will use Lagrangian cobordisms to provide constructions for squeezing
problems, and remark where the shadow provides an obstruction to the smallest size sets we can squeeze our
constructions into.

Proposition 1.10. Let fy, f1 : R — R be smooth functions with compact support so that fy < fi1 and

Jo(ft = fo)dt = A. Let Kp, : Lo ~» Ly be a suspension of an exact isotopy with Area(Kp,) = A. There

exists Kp; @ Lo ~ L1 the suspension so that whenever z € mc(Kpy) , fo(Re(2)) < Im(z) < fi1(Re(z)).
Furthermore, Ky, and Kp; are Hamiltonian isotopic via Hamiltonian with compact support.

Proof. Let ty be sufficiently small so that fo(t), f1(t), Hy = 0 for all ¢ < ¢3. Without loss of generality,
suppose that fo =0 and minger H¢(¢) = 0. The proof of the proposition is the same as [Hic21, Proposition
3.1.4], where we modify the truncation profile p(t, s) so that at the upper edge of [Hic21, Figure 6],

p(t1,1)
/ (math )dt /f1
to

Proposition 1.11. Let K1 : L ~» Ly and K3 : L ~~ Ly be two suspension cobordisms of time-dependent
Hamiltonian isotopies with support in (0,tg). Let ¢ > 0, v~ C C be the u-shaped curve with vo(0) = 0,70(1) =

v—1-¢ and v1 C C the u shaped curve with v4(0) = tg,11(1) = to + vV—1-c¢. Suppose that ¢,vo,71 are
chosen such that the following two sets are submanifolds of X x C

(L1 x v=) U K1lo<Re(z)<to Y (K1lo< Re(z)<to +V—1-¢) U (L X v4)
(L2 X 7-) U K2 o< Re(z)<to Y (K2lo< Re(z)<to + V=1 ¢) U (L x 74)

Then they are exactly isotopic.

O

The argument is the same as the construction of 7 z from [Hic21l, Page 53].



Figure 6. Letting K; = K1, K> in the above diagram yields exactly isotopic Lagrangian submanifolds

2 Construction One: Squeezing Lagrangian tori in P(a,b)

In this section, we present Construction [Tl The idea of the construction is to view P(a,b) as a symplectic
disc bundle over a disc. Then we concatenate several Lagrangian suspension cobordisms of circles in the disc
fibers to produce a Lagrangian in P(a,b) that helps us displace L(1,1) from the integral packing.

Proof of Construction[I1l Let X be the standard symplectic disk of area a > 2 and D be the standard
symplectic disk of area b > 1 so that P(a,b) = X x D. Let mx and wp be the projection to the first and second
factors respectively. Let Cx ,, = nx(L(m,n)) and Cp,, = mp(L(m,n)) so that L(m,n) = Cx m X Cp .
Let Cp; C D be a small Hamiltonian perturbation of Cp 1 such that Cp 1 h C}, | consists of two points.
Let L(1,1)' = Cx1 x Cp ;. To show that the integral packing of P(a,b) by {L(m,n)} is not maximal, it
suffices to find a Lagrangian L in P(a,b) that is Hamiltonian isotopic to L(1,1), disjoint from L(1,1)" and
disjoint from L(m,n) for all (m,n) € N2\ {(1,1)}. We regard D as a subset of C and P(a,b) C X x C. A
portion of L will be the suspension of a Hamiltonian function of X (see Eq. ().

Let Up and Uy be the two small (closed) bigons in D with one side on Cp ; and the other side on C, 4,
and denote the area of U; be §. The L we construct will have shadow inside Uy. 7

For € > 0, let Sx ¢ C X be an embedded circle such that

e it is disjoint from Cx , for all m > 2
e it is Hamiltonian isotopic to C'x,1 by a compactly supported Hamiltonian

o the intersection between the disk bounded by Cx ; and the disk bounded by Sx . is a simply connected
region with area less than e

(see Figure[Tal). With the last assumption, if a > 2+ ¢, then we can find a compactly supported Hamiltonian
H, € C>=([0,1] x X) such that ||H¢|| = € and the time 1-flow ¢} (Sx.c) N Cx,1 =0 (see Fig. [7h)). We choose
e <minf{a — 2,§/3} and fix such a choice of H.

Let Sp C D be a small Hamiltonian perturbation of Cp ; such that

e it is disjoint from Cp , for all n > 2

e SpNCp1N Cb,1 =0

e Sp th Cp,1 consists of two points p, q € 90Uy
e Sp M O consists of two points p’, ¢ € Uy

By possibly relabeling, we assume that Sp NUy = I, ,» UI, o+ where 01, ,» = {p,p'} and 91, o = {q,¢'}. We
can also assume that Sp \ (Ipp Ul q) = Ipq U Iy o where 0, , = {p,q} and 0,y ¢ = {p, ¢’} (see Figure

[rd).

By construction, the product Lagrangian Lg := Sx . x.Sp does not intersect L(m, n) for all (m,n) # (1, 1).
It is also clear that Lg is Hamiltonian isotopic to L(1,1). However, Lg intersects L(1,1)" non-trivially in
the fibers X x {p’, ¢’} so we need to modify Lg to get our L.




(a) Lagrangians in X. (b) A Hamiltonian isotopy of Sx .

(d) A modification of Sp,. at the insert area from
(¢) Lagrangians in D Fig. [[d The labels correspond to the X-component
of the Lagrangian.

Figure 7



To do that, recall that 3e < ¢ = area(Up). We replace Sx ¢ X I, ,y C Lg by a suspension Ly, , of H; such
that (cf. Example [[.§ and Proposition [T0])

o mp(Ly,) C Up and it has area e,
° LHypﬁX X CDJ = SX,e X {p}
® LypnNX xCphy=0n(Sx,e) x{p'}

as drawn in Fig. [[d By assumption, ¢x(Sx.) NCx1 = 0 so Ly, N L(1,1) = §. Similarly, we replace
Sx,e X 1gq C Lgs by a suspension Ly 4, of H such that the corresponding conditions are satisfied. Moreover,
we can assume that 7p(Lu ) N7p(Li ) = 0 because 3e < 4.

Our desired L is the union of Sx . X I, ¢, Lup, Lu,q and ¢a(Sx,) X Iy . It is clear that L is an
embedded Lagrangian which is disjoint from L(1,1)" and L(m,n) for all (m,n) # (1,1). Moreover, there is
an exact Lagrangian isotopy from L to Lg given by Proposition [L.TT]

O

Corollary 2.1. When a > 2 and b > 1, there are 3 pairwise disjoint integral Lagrangians in P(a,b).
Moreover, two of which are Hamiltonian isotopic to L(1,1) and the remaining one is Hamiltonian isotopic
to L(2,1)

When a > 2 and b > 2, there are 6 pairwise disjoint integral Lagrangians in P(a,b). Moreover, two of
which are Hamiltonian isotopic to L(1,1), two of which are Hamiltonian isotopic to L(1,2), one of which is
Hamiltonian isotopic to L(2,1) and the remaining one is Hamiltonian isotopic to L(2,2).

Proof. The first statement is a direct consequence of the previous construction. To explain the second
statement, we use the notation in the previous proof. Recall that the construction happens in a neighborhood
of X x Cp,1. Therefore, when b > 2 (i.e. the area of D is greater than 2), we can apply similar construction

in a neighborhood of X x Cp 2 to get an extra integral Lagrangian. It implies the second statement.
O

3 Construction Two: On displacing Lagrangian links in 52 x 2

In this section, we present Construction The nature of this problem is similar to the previous one. In
fact, Construction can be viewed as a generalization of Construction [[.T}

Proof of Construction[LZA Let X = S35, and D = 53,. Let B — C > 0, otherwise, the construction is
obvious. Let K| C D be a circle that is Hamiltonian isotopic to K, such that K, M K consists of two
points. To complete the construction, it suffices to find a Lagrangian L in X x D that is Hamiltonian isotopic
to Ly x K, and disjoint from both Ly x K! and Ly x K,

Let Uy, Uy and Vp, Vi be the four (closed) bigons in D with one side on K, and the other side on K
such that their interiors are pairwise disjoint. By possibly relabeling, we assume that Uy and U; have the
same area, denoted by Jy, and that Vjy and V7 have the same area, denoted by dy. Therefore, we have
2a = 2(dy + dv). Without loss of generality, we assume that oy > dy.

For € > 0, let Sx ¢ C X be an embedded circle such that

e it is disjoint from Lo
e it is Hamiltonian isotopic to L;

e the intersection between the disk with area B bounded by L; and the disk with area B bounded by
Sx e is a simply connected region with area less than B — C' + ¢

With the last assumption, we can find a compactly supported Hamiltonian H € C*°(]0,1] x X) such that
|H|| =B —C+¢€and ¢u(Sx,) N L1 = 0. We fix such a choice of H.
Let Sp € D be a circle such that

e it is Hamiltonian isotopic to K,



e Sp h K, consists of two points p,q € 9Uy
e Sp h K/ consists of two points p’, ¢’ € Uy
e it is disjoint from Uy

By possibly relabeling, we assume that Sp NUy = I,y Ul, ¢, SpNVy = I, 4 and Sp N Vi = Iy o, where
the subscripts of I are the two endpoints.

By construction, the product Lagrangian Lg := Sx . X Sp does not intersect Ly x K, but it intersects
L; x K/ non-trivially in the fibers X x {p’, ¢’} so we need to modify Lg to get our L.

To do that, we apply the same suspension trick as in Construction [[I]to replace Sx e X Ip pr, Sx,e X Ig ¢
and Sx,e X Iy ¢ by Ly p, Lug and ¢u(Sx,e) X Iy 4, respectively. This is possible when the area of the
shadow, 2(B — C + ¢), is less than Jy.By letting dy be sufficiently small, 0y can be arbitrarily close to a so
the construction works as long as 2(B — C) < a.

O

The proof of Construction is entirely parallel.

4 Construction Three: Lagrangian submanifolds in 52 x S? of low genus

4.1 Isotopic Lagrangians are Lagrangian cobordant

Construction [[4 is based on a special instance of the following general observation.

Lemma 4.1. Let [n] € H'(L,R) be Poincaré dual to [H] € H1(L,Z), where n is a closed 1-form and H
is an embedded hypersurface of L. Let L, € T*L be the Lagrangian section given by the graph of n. There
exists an embedded Lagrangian cobordism K, r : Lo ~ L.

Proof. Let H x [—1,1] be a normal neighborhood of H in L. We can split T*(H x [—1,1]) = T*H x T*[-1,1].
Let (g, p) be the coordinates on T*[—1, —1]. Consider the curves 1,72 C T*[—1, 1] drawn in Fig. 8al which
are chosen so that the area contained by the curve is at least 30. The Lagrangians H x vy; and H X - are
Hamiltonian isotopic. Let Ky : H X 71 ~» H X 2 be the suspension cobordism.

(H x 1) U (H X 2) intersects H x [—1,1] C L cleanly inside T*L. Let I; :== [-1,1] N ~;. Using [MWIS,
Corollary 2.22] we can perform a clean Lagrangian surgery, and let

L' := (H x y1)#uxn, L#axr, (H x 72).

We have a surgery trace cobordism
K2 : (H X ’71,L,H X ’)/2) ~ L/

The resulting surgery (drawn in Fig. BB has two connected components, both of which are immersed. On
the top connected component, perform an exact homotopy from L’ to L in the T*[—1, 1] factor as indicated
in Fig.Bd The exact homotopy is constructed so that area swept over the blue region is 1 and so that each
of the red regions has an area of 1/2. Let K3 : L’ ~ L” be the suspension of this exact homotopy. Let
Ky: L" ~ (H x~,L", Hx~}) be the antisurgery trace cobordism from Fig.[Bdto Fig. The Lagrangians
H x ~f and H x 7} are Hamiltonian isotopic; let K5 be the suspension of this Hamiltonian isotopy. Note
that
L" = (L\ (H x [-11])) U (H x 73)

where 73 is indicated in Fig. This is the graph a section 1’ of T*L with ] = PD(H) = [n]. We can
therefore find a Hamiltonian isotopy between L"” and L,. Let K¢ : L' ~+ L, be the trace of this isotopy.
Finally, let K" : L ~ L,, be the Lagrangian cobordism constructed by assembling K1, ..., K¢ according
to Fig. Bel This is an immersed Lagrangian cobordism; by perturbing and resolving the double points we
obtain an embedded Lagrangian cobordism from K, g : L ~ L,,. O
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(a) Projection of H x v1, H X y2, H x [-1,1] C
T*H x T*[-1,1] to the T*[—1, 1] component.

(c) L"”, which is exactly homotopic to L’. The
red regions have an area of 1/2, and the blue
region an area of 1.

H x 7,

H x

(b) Performing surgery at the clean self-
intersections to obtain the Lagrangian L'.

Mm% V3

(d) Performing antisurgery. The Lagrangians
~1 and 4 are Hamiltonian isotopic.

H Xy

(e) Using the cobordisms Ki,..., K5 to obtain a cobordism from L to L,. The labels on the diagram give the
Lagrangian in X above the corresponding portion of the Lagrangian cobordism

Figure 8. Construction of a Lagrangian cobordism associated with a Lagrangian isotopy with integral flux

class.
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In a discussion with Alvaro Muiiiz, it was observed that the construction of Lemma H.1] gives a non-
orientable Lagrangian cobordism.

Corollary 4.2. Let X be a compact symplectic manifold. Whenever Ly, L1 C X are orientable and La-
grangian isotopic, there exists a Lagrangian cobordism K : Ly ~» Ly.

Proof. First, suppose that Lg is the zero section of T*Lg, and that L, is some other section given by the
graph of a 1-form . Write [y] = > a; PD([H;]) for some embedded hypersurfaces H;. By performing the
construction from Lemma 1] (and making the area of the blue region in Fig. [Bd equal to «;) for each Hj,
we obtain a Lagrangian cobordism K, from Ly and L,,.

For Lo, L, C X, take a subdivision 0 =ty < --- < tx = 1, so that:

e There exists a Weinstein neighborhood U of Ly, for which Ly, , is the graph of a section L,, C U C
T*Ly,.

e The n; are small enough so that the Lagrangian cobordisms K, : Ly, ~ L, constructed above inside
fit entirely within U x C C T* Ly, x C.

Because X is compact, such a subdivision can be found. Then by taking K to be the concatenation of the
K,,, we obtain a Lagrangian cobordism from L; to Lg. O

We say that a Lagrangian submanifold K : L; ~ Lg satisfying the properties of Lemma [£1]is “topolog-
ically efficient” if
by (Ky.m) = dim(Hl (K., Lo))

is close to 0. Observe that when K is topologically Lo x R then b, (K) = 0. This can also be expressed as
dim(H}Worse (K’ 7T]R|K))'

The construction given in Lemma [£.1] is not very topologically efficient. A more efficient (although more
lengthy to explicitly describe) cobordism from L ~» L"’ can be built by generalizing Lagrangian antisurgery
disks from |[Hau20]. Let % be the upper semicircle belonging to the curve v, from Fig. Bal, so that H x ¥
is a Lagrangian with boundary cleanly meeting H x [—1,1]. This Lagrangian gives an anti-surgery data
generalizing the data of a Lagrangian antisurgery disk considered by [Hau20]. By performing antisurgery

along H x 7, we obtain a Lagrangian f/, which is the upper connected component of L’ from Fig. We
then perform the same exact isotopy as in Fig. Bd and then a clean surgery to obtain L.

A different measure of the “efficiency” of a Lagrangian cobordism is the shadow of the cobordism. Yet
another measure of distance between isotopic Lagrangians can be computed using the flux symplectic isotopy,
which measures the symplectic area swept by 1-cycles of L over the isotopy.

There is a trade-off between topologically efficient and shadow efficient Lagrangian cobordisms. In the
simplest example that we consider (where n = aPD([H]) the cobordism constructed K, g has shadow
Area(K, m) > o. Let us additionally assume that the Lagrangian cobordism Kg in the construction of K, g
is trivial, so we can assume that Area(K, ) ~ A - « for some fixed constant of proportionality A.

An easy way to lower the shadow of the cobordism we construct is to take n-disjoint copies of H, so that
n = 2PDI[H]. The construction we give has a shadow of approximately

A-
Area(Ky ni) = £
n

If additionally we assume that H is connected, this is proportional to 3 So, the shadow can be
1

Kont)'
traded for the topological complexity of a cobordism. o)
More generally, an argument due to Emmy Murphy |CS19, Section 4.4] shows that given K : Ly ~ L0,
for all C' > 0 there exists a Lagrangian cobordism K’ : Ly ~ Lo with Area(K’) < C (' but by (K’) > b, (K).)
Given Lo, Ly which are Lagrangian homotopic, let Z(Lo,L1) := {it : L x I — X | io(L) = Lo,i1(L) =
Li,w|r, = 0} denote the set of Lagrangian homotopies between Ly and L. Let B denote the set of basis for
Hy(L,Z). We look at the minimal flux

d(Lg,Lq) := inf Flux; .
(Lo, L1) itezl(rim)2| ux;, (c)]
BeB c€B
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Figure 9. Some Lagrangian submanifolds in X = T*S'. (a) Two zig-zag Lagrangians when n = 3. The
intersection points z; are marked with x, and the y; are marked with circles. (b) The slice Kj|p obtained
from surgering the two zig-zags at the x;. The green region has area C' + ¢/8. (c¢) A Lagrangian obtained
after applying an exact homotopy which removes the green region. (d) The slice K4|_¢,, which is obtained
from the previous Lagrangian by surgering at the y;.

Conjecture 4.3. There exists a constant A so that for any pair of Lagrangian isotopic submanifolds Lg, L1
and Lagrangian cobordism K : L1 ~» Lgy, we have

A-d(Lg, L)

Area(K) > b (K)

(4)

The two terms in Eq. @) cannot be bounded in the other direction, as whenever Lo and L; are non-
trivially Hamiltonian isotopic, the left term is non-zero while the right term is zero. We now provide a
specific example motivating this bound.

Example 4.4. For this example we let X = T*S!'. Let S} C X be the Lagrangian submanifold given by
the graph of ¢ - df, so that d(S’;/Q, Si)\/Q) = )\ as in Fig. Pick € > 0 and n € N. We now describe a

Lagrangian null cobordism of K , - : (S’/{/2 U S’i/\/Q) ~+ ), with the property that

% < Area(K)y ) < % + €
and by (Ky ) =4n+ 1.

For fixed n € N, consider the Lagrangian L, which is the zig-zag curve drawn in Fig. L1 crosses
the zero section 2n-times. Let Lo be the reflection of L; across the zero section. The Lagrangians L; are
constructed so that the regions indicated in Fig. @al satisfy 24 + B + C = A/(2n). The value of C can be
taken as small as desired. The Lagrangian L; is Hamiltonian isotopic to the zero section, and the Hofer
norm of the Hamiltonian isotopy is A. Let K; : Ly — S§ be the suspension of this Hamiltonian isotopy.
Similarly, let Ko : Ly — S& be the suspension of the Hamiltonian isotopy from Ly to the zero section. Then
Area(K,) = Area(K3) = A. The Lagrangians L; and Lo intersect transversely at 2n points. Label the
intersection points z; = (i/n,0) and y; = (i/n + 1/2n,0) for ¢ € {0,...,n — 1}. Consider the Lagrangian
submanifold L., #,, L2 which is obtained from L; and Ly by performing surgery

e with L; as the first factor and Ly as the second factor for surgeries performed at {x;} with surgery
size B,

e with Lo as the first factor, Ly as the second factor at surgeries performed at {y;} with surgery size C

For these choices of Lagrangian surgeries, L1, #y, L2 = (S5, U ST, o).
We now describe an embedded Lagrangian cobordism K3 whose ends are (L1, La) ~» Lig,#y,L2. The
construction is similar to the description of the surgery trace (Example [[L9), but requires an additional

12



L2 X 62 C C C C
L1 X 61
0 —to —tp —tp

(a) Ka (b) Ky (c) Kc (d) Kq

Figure 10. Some shadows of Lagrangian cobordisms. (a) Two trivial suspensions. (b) Surgering the La-
grangians at their intersection. The green region has area C + ¢/8, while the purple region has area B. (c)
Flipping the left end to create a bottleneck. Areas are preserved. (d) Applying a surgery at the intersections
in the slices —ty and 0. The yellow region has area C.

argument due to the differing order of branches employed in the Polterovich surgery. First, consider the
Lagrangian K, := (L1 x £1) U (La X £2) as drawn in Fig. [[0al All of the self-intersections of K, lie in the
t = 0 slice, where K,|i—o = L1 U Ly. Resolve the self-intersections of the form {(z;,0)} using Polterovich
surgery with surgery neck size B + C + ¢/8 to obtain K3, drawn in Fig. [[0D The self intersections of K
still live in the slice Kp|o, and are in bijection with {y;} x (¢1 N £f3). We draw the slice (Definition [L7)) Kp|o
in Fig.

Pick a value —t( so that the area bounded by the lines Re(z) = —t¢, Re(z) = 0 and the shadow of K} is C+
€/8 (each green region from Fig. [10D). Using the discussion following |[Hic21, Example 4.2.2], reparameterize
the Lagrangian cobordism K between —ty, —t; to create a bottleneck at —ty. Call the resulting Lagrangian
K. (Fig.[I0d). This Lagrangian is immersed with transverse intersections, and corresponds to the suspension
of an exact homotopy between the slices —tg and 0. We have that Kp|o = K.|o, and the slice K.|_¢, is drawn
in Fig. Observe that Figs. and [@d differ by the light green regions (also of area C' + ¢/8). We now
apply Lagrangian surgery to the self-intersections of K. at t = 0 and t = —t.

e At the self-intersections in the slice ¢t = 0, perform surgery of all the points with a surgery neck width
of €/8. This corresponds to the small red region in Fig. [[0dl

e At the self-intersections in the slice t = —tg, perform surgery with neck width of C. This corresponds
to the small yellow region drawn in Fig. [I0dl

Call the subsequent Lagrangian submanifold K,. The dark gray region belonging to Ky has area (C +
€/8) — C = ¢/8. The slice Ky4|_y, = L14,#y,L2 as desired. The Lagrangian submanifold K3 is obtained by
truncating ([Hic21l, Definition 3.1.6]) K4 at time —ty. We have from inspection that

Area(Ks3) = +¢/8+2¢/8 + + A)
=A+2C+¢/2

Finally, let K4 : (S§,S8) ~» 0 be a u-shaped null cobordism. The concatenation Ky, == K40 (K; U
Ks)o (K3)~t: (S)l\/2 U SEA/Q) ~ () drawn in Fig. [dlis a null cobordism. The concatenation is performed so
the “gap” in the middle of the cobordism has area €/2. In this way,

%ZQB+A+C<A1”6&(K)\)%6)<(A+2C+€/2)+2B+6/2=2A+6+C (5)
n n

We recall that €, C' were independently chosen as small as desired. For convenience, we merge these two
constants into one, so that Area(f(,\m,e) < A/(2n) + €. By rearranging the ends of l~(,\7n,€, we obtain a
Lagrangian cobordism Ky . . : S}\/Q ~ Si)\/2. K, is constructed by employing 3n Lagrangian surgeries
to (L1 x £1) U (L2 x £2). We have by (L; x ¢;) = 0. Each Lagrangian surgery (after the first, which only
contributes 1) contributes 2 to by, so by (K4) = 2 (3n — 1)) + 1. When we truncate K, to obtain K3, we
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Figure 11. Concatenation to form a null-cobordism of S*, U S}. The center region has area €/2.

—e— F—1—€—

‘ €/2

D? x S3 D} . x S3

Figure 12. Dividing the S7 x S% into two portions. The left-hand side K7 is a 2-punctured sphere. The right

hand side K3 is described in Example 4.4

remove 2n index-1 critical points of Re : Ky — R, so b;(K3) =6n — 1 —2n =4n — 1. Since b, (K4) = 1, we

obtain by (K ) = 4n, from which it follows that
bi(Kne) =4n+ 1.

From this construction, we obtain Lagrangians satisfying

d(S3 /951 5 /2) A A A (S} 5,5 ) A
/220 =x2) A oA K A g VON/21 P02 A
b (Koms) T2 < ™ < Area(Ky ) < ™ +e< —Ql(K,\,n,e) + 2 + €.

4.2 Application:

We now use the previous discussion to explain Construction [[L4
Proof. Let n be the smallest integer greater than A/2, and choose e small enough so that

)\_
AT e <.
2n

Consider the decomposition
S x 8f = (8% x D) U (S3 x Di_,),

where D? is the symplectic disk with area A. In the first component, use [Mik19] to construct K7, the
Lagrangian lift of the tropical curve drawn on the left-hand side of Fig. The topology of K7 is a two-
punctured sphere whose boundary is ({e} x (S’EA/%€ US’EA/Q%)) C {#} x S3. Let B3 S be the portion of the
cotangent bundle of S* between S* | /o and Si /2- On the right hand side of Fig. [[2} consider the Lagrangian

null cobordism: ~
K)\—2e,n,e : Sl)\/276 U S)l\/Q,E e @

14



from Example L4l Observe that
Area(Kx_2en) < b +e<l—e
2n

Therefore, this Lagrangian cobordism fits inside B;S' x D?__ C S3 x D?__. We call this Lagrangian chart
Ks. K; and K share the same boundary, so we can define K = K; U K5. This is in the Z/2Z homology
class of [S% x {e}] and has a non-orientable genus 4n + 1.

(]
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