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A COMPARISON OF CATEGORICAL AND TOPOLOGICAL ENTROPIES ON WEINSTEIN MANIFOLDS

HANWOOL BAE AND SANGJIN LEE

ABSTRACT. Let W be a symplectic manifold, and let ¢ : W — W be a symplectic automorphism. Then, ¢
induces an auto-equivalence @ defined on the Fukaya category of W. In this paper, we prove that the cate-
gorical entropy of ® bounds the topological entropy of ¢ from below where W is a Weinstein manifold and ¢
is compactly supported. Moreover, being motivated by [CGG21], we propose a conjecture which generalizes
the result of [New88, [Prz80} Yom87].

1. INTRODUCTION

1.1. Introduction. Let W be a Weinstein manifold equipped with a compactly supported, exact symplec-
tic automorphism ¢. The pair (W, ¢) forms a discrete dynamical system. In the current paper, we compare
two invariants of the dynamical system.

Let us introduce the invariants we are interested in. The first invariant is called topological entropy. The
notion of topological entropy was defined in the '60s for compact spaces and the ’70s for noncompact
spaces. See [AKM65)} [Hot72, [Hof74]. Let h;op(¢p) denote the classical invariant of (W, ¢).

Recently, [DHKK14] defined the notion of categorical entropy for a pair (¢, ®) such that € is a trian-
gulated category and ® : € — ¥ is an auto-equivalence. We point out that our dynamic system (W, ¢)
induces a categorical dynamical system (¥, ®) in symplectic topology. To be more precise, we recall that

« the (triangulated closure of the) wrapped Fukaya category # (W) of a Weinstein manifold W is a
triangulated category, and
 an exact symplectic automorphism ¢ induces an auto-equivalence ® : #' (W) — # (W).

It induces the second invariant of our symplectic dynamical system (W, ¢), i.e., the categorical entropy of
(W (W), ®). Let hoq¢ () denote the second invariant. We call k.4 (¢p) the categorical entropy of ¢.

Both entropies are invariants of one dynamical system. Thus, it is natural to compare two invariants.
In this paper, we compare them and prove

(1.1) heat(P) < htop((p)-
Remark 1.1.

(1) We remark that [KO20, Mat21] study the comparison of two entropies in an algebro-geometric set-
ting. Especially, [KO20| considers a pair (X, ¢) such that X is a smooth projective variety, and ¢ is
a surjective endomorphism of X. Then, ¢ induces an auto-equivalence ® on the derived category
of coherent sheaves, and it defines the categorical entropy of ¢. For that case, [KO20| proves the
equality heqt (@) = hyop ().

(2) In a symplectic-geometric setting, [BCJ* 22| proves the inequality for some specific cases.

1.2. Results. One reason for the inequality holding is that hc4:(¢) is an invariant up to compactly

supported Hamiltonian isotopy, but k., (¢p) is not. In other words, if ¢; and ¢, are Hamiltonian iso-

topic to each other, then h.,s (1) = hear(¢p2). It is because ¢ and ¢, induce the same auto-equivalence

on # (W). However, h;op(p1) and hyop(¢p2) do not need to be the same. Thus, one can expect that the
1
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topological entropy is more sensitive than the categorical entropy. In other words, one can expect that
Theorem[L.2lholds.

Theorem 1.2 (=Theorem[4.1). The categorical entropy of ¢ bounds the topological entropy of ¢ from below,
ie.,

heat (@) < hyop ().

Sketch of proof. Let € be a triangulated category with a generator G, and let ® : ¥ — ¥ be an auto-
equivalence. By [DHKK14} Theorem 2.6], if € is smooth and proper, we have

(1.2) hear (@) = ’}i_{rgodimHom (G,2™(G)).

Let (W,¢) be a given dynamical system. We note that the wrapped Fukaya category # (W) of W is
smooth, but is not necessarily proper. Thus, we cannot use [DHKK14, Theorem 2.6] directly.

We recall that a fully stopped partially wrapped Fukaya category is proper. Moreover, by Lemma 2.10]
the categorical entropies of ¢ on # (W) and on a partially wrapped Fukaya category are the same. Thus,
Equation holds if Hom means the morphism space of a fully stopped partially wrapped Fukaya
category.

It is left to show that the right-hand side of Equation bounds hop(¢p) from below. A variant of
Crofton inequality proves that. See Lemmas[3.2/and[3.4] O

We remark that for the categorical entropy of ¢, we work on the wrapped Fukaya category # (W). How-
ever, there exists another triangulated category which is also an invariant of W. The other is the compact
Fukaya category & (W) (or its triangulated closure). Thus, it would be natural to ask why we work on
# (W) rather than & (W).

The followings are two reasons why we work on # (W) rather than & (W):

« First, it is well-known that there is a Lagrangian generating # (W). However, for & (W), the exis-
tence of Lagrangian generating % (W) is not known for a general W.

« Second, # (W) is a smooth category, but & (W) is not necessarily smooth. Thus, one cannot apply
[DHKK14, Theorem 2.6].

However, if one adds some assumptions that resolve the above two difficulties, one can expect the
inequality (1.1) holds on & (W). Based on this, we prove Theorem

Theorem 1.3 (=Theorem|[6.3). Let a pair (W,¢: W — W) satisfy the assumption in Lemmal6.3 Let ®gw)
denote the functor that ¢ induces on the compact Fukaya category % (W). Then the categorical entropy
hear (@) bounds the topological entropy of ¢ from below, i.e.

hcat(q)g(W)) = htop ((/))

1.3. Further questions. At the beginning of Section we emphasize a reason why we expect the in-
equality (L.I): categorical entropy cannot distinguish members of a Hamiltonian isotopic class, but topo-
logical entropy can. Here, we introduce another philosophical reason for our expectations.

In order to describe the reason, we review a property of topological entropy. By [New88} [Prz80| Yom87],
it is known that
hiop(@) = sup ( the exponential growth rate of Vol (¢ (Y)) with respect to n).
compact submanifold YcW
In other words, one can compute h,,(¢p) by taking the supremum over all submanifolds Y. On the other
hand, the categorical entropy of ¢ cares only about the exact Lagrangian submanifolds, and the other
submanifolds cannot affect categorical entropy.
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As a counterpart of the exponential growth rate of Vol (¢"(Y)), we define another entropy which is
called barcode entropy. We note that the notion of barcode entropy is a slight modification of relative
barcode entropy defined in [CGG21]. By definition, barcode entropy is not an invariant of the dynami-
cal system (W, ¢), but it is an invariant of (W, ¢, L, L) where L; is a Lagrangian submanifold of W. Let
hpar(¢; Ly, Ly) denote the barcode entropy for (W, ¢, L1, L,). For the details, see Section Then, we prove
Proposition|1.4

Proposition 1.4 (= Propositions [7.6|and [7.7). For a pair of Lagrangians (L1, L) satisfying conditions in
Section[7,
heat (@) < hpar ($; L1, L2) < hiop ().

Based on Proposition[1.4|and the above arguments, we ask whether the following equations do hold or
do not:

hcat((,b) = lnf hbar (¢;L1’L2)’
Ly,L,

hiop(P) = sup hpar (P; L1, La).
Ly,L,

1.4. Structure of the paper. The paper consists of six sections except Section[1} Section[2|reviews defini-
tions and preliminaries. Sections[3|and 4] prove the main theorem, i.e., Theorem|[L.2] Section[5|discusses
two examples: the first example shows that the inequality can be strict, and the second example
shows that the categorical entropy can be larger than the logarithm of spectral radius, which is a well-
known lower bound of the topological entropy. Section [f] considers the compact Fukaya category of W
under some assumptions. Section[7)is about the further questions described in Section[1.3

1.5. Acknowledgment. In Sections3land[7} and the proof of Theorem[4.1} we use the idea given in [CGG21]
heavily. Also, Definition[7.5]is originally introduced in [CGG21]. The second named author appreciates
Viktor Ginzburg for explaining the key ideas of [CGG2]] in a seminar talk and a personal conversation.
The first named author is grateful to Otto van Koert for helpful comments.

Hanwool Bae was supported by the National Research Foundation of Korea(NRF) grant funded by the
Korea government(MSIT) (No.2020R1A5A1016126), and Sangjin Lee was supported by the Institute for
Basic Science (IBS-R003-D1).

2. PRELIMINARIES

In this section, we give preliminaries including the definitions of topological entropy, categorical en-
tropy, and some basic stuff of Lagrangian Floer theory.

2.1. Topological entropy. Let X be a topological space and let ¢p : X — X be a continuous self-mapping
defined on X. The notion of topological entropy h,p(¢) is defined in [AKM65] for compact X and in
[Hof72||[Hof74] for non-compact X.

Definition 2.1. Let X be a topological space and let ¢ : X — X be a continuous self-mapping on X.

(1) Let G(X) denote the class of all open covers of X. Similarly, let O r(X) denote the class of all finite
open covers of X.
(2) Leta; € O(X). Then,

n
\/ai = {Ulﬂ"'ﬂUn|Ui €C¥i}€@(X).
i=1
(3) Foralla € G(X), let N(a) denote the minimal cardinality of a sub-cover of a.



4 HANWOOL BAE AND SANGJIN LEE

(4) If X is compact, for all @ € 0(X), hyop (P, @) is a non-negative real number such that
n

1

htop((py a):= r}l_{lgo%lOgN( (/)_i(a)) .

1

Similarly, if X is not compact, then hp (¢, @) is a non-negative real number such that

hiop(@):= sup hiop(h, a).
aedr(X)

(6) Thetopological entropy of ¢, hyop () is defined as

hiop():= sup hyop(Pp, a).
ac0(X)

Remark 2.2. Let ¢ be a compactly supported self-mapping defined on a non-compact space X. Let Xy be a
compact submanifold of X such that X, contains the support of ¢. Then, one can easily show that

htop((mXO) = htop((,b)-

In the rest of Section let X be a compact manifold (with or without boundary) of dimension n,
equipped with a Riemannian metric g. Then, there is another definition of topological entropy of ¢ : X —
X. We note that it is known that the new definition gives the same topological entropy with Definition|2.1]
5).

Definition 2.3.

(1) Let F<IJC> denote the set of strings

F(’; = { (x,¢>(x),...,(/>k’1(x)) exXFi=Xx--xX (kfactors).}

(2) Ane-cubes in X* is a product of balls in X of radiuse.
(3) ForasubsetY c X, Cap,Y is the minimal number of e-cubes needed to cover Y .
(4) The topological entropy of ¢, denoted by h;op(P), is given by

- 1 k
hiop() := lg%llmsup P logCap,I'y.

k—o0

We would like to point out that the Ay, (¢) in Deﬁnition (4) does not depend on a specific choice
of a metric g. For more details, see [Gro03} Gro87].

We end this subsection by stating a property of topological entropy, that plays a key role in the proof of
Lemmal3.4l For a C*®-submanifold Y < X of dimension m, let

ko ={(new),...o" W) e xFye v}

We note that the product metric on X* can induce an m-dimensional volume form. Thus, we can measure
the volumes of F(’Zly for all k. It is well-known that the exponential growth rate of the volumes is a lower
bound of /44, (¢).

Proposition 2.4. The topological entropy of ¢ is bounded by the exponential growth rate of the volume of

k .
F(p‘y, lLe.,

1
limsup P logVol(F('z,ly) < htop(P).

k—o0

See [Yom87,/Gro87] for the proof of Proposition|2.4
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2.2. Categorical entropy. We start this subsection by introducing Definition [2.5|which is originally de-
fined in [DHKK14].

Definition 2.5. Let € be a triangulated category with a split-generator G. Let ® be an auto-equivalence
defined on 6.

(1) The complexity of E, relative to E; at t is a number in [0,00] given by

Ay — E20E)

t(El,Ez)—mf{Ze”'ﬂ \ l\l \l }

Ey[m] Ey[n2] Er[ng]

(2) Foragiven t € R, the categorical entropy of @ at ¢ is defined as

1
hear (@5 1) := Ji_{goﬁlogé}(G;(D"(G)) € {—oo} UR.

In the current paper, we only consider the case of £ = 0.

Definition 2.6. Let ® : € — € be an auto-equivalence defined on a triangulated category € with a gener-
ator G. We define the categorical entropy of ® as

hear (@) := hege (@;0).
Remark 2.7. We note that hcq(P) = heqr(P;0) = 0 by definition.

Let & be a fully faithful subcategory of € such that

* 9 is atriangulated category, and
« the restriction of ® to & defines an auto-equivalence on 9, i.e, ®(2) c 2.

It is known that there exists a localisation functor [
1:6—€192.

See [Dri04]. Then, ® induces an auto-equivalence defined on ¢ /%2 uniquely up to natural transforma-
tions.

Proposition 2.8 (Proposition 3.3 of [BCJ"22]). There exists a unique (up to natural transformation) dg
functor
q)cg/@ 1E1D — (g/@,

satisfying
Dygigol=10d,
To be clear, let us use the following notation ®«, ®g, and O, g,
Dy =®:6€ - 6,09 :=Vglg: D—>D,PE/D €12 — €/9.
Then, [BCJ 22, Theorem 3.8] compares the categorical entropies of @, Py, and O¢/5.
Lemma 2.9 (Theorem 3.8 of [BCJ*22]). The categorical entropies of @, Dg, P g satisfy
heat(@gi2) < hear(Pg) < maxiheq: (Pg), hear(Pei9)}-

Let W be a Weinstein manifold, and let ¢ : W — W be a compactly supported exact symplectic auto-

morphism. Let A be a stop in 0o W. If #' (W) (resp. #' (W, A)) denotes the wrapped Fukaya category of W

(resp. partially wrapped Fukaya category of W with a stop A), ¢ induces functors @ : # (W) — # (W) and
@)W (W,A) — # (W, A). Thanks to Lemmal2.9} one can compare hcq;(®) and heq (D).
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Lemma 2.10 (Theorem 4.2 of [BCJ*22]). The induced functors ® and ® 5 have the same categorical entropy,
ie.,
hcat(q)) = hcat(q)A)-

Proof. We note that
W W)= (W,\NI2,

where 2 means the full subcategory of # (W, A) generated by all linking disks.

Since ¢ is compactly supported, the restriction of ® on & is the identity functor. Thus, the categorical
entropy of ®|g is zero.

We note that, as mentioned Remark[2.7}
heat (@), heqr (@) = 0.
By applying Lemma|[2.9} one has
0 =< hear(Pp) < heat(P) < maxtheq (Pa), 08 = heqr(Pn).
This completes the proof. O
Remark 2.11. In Section[l} we used the notation hcq:(¢) to denote heq: (@) where ® is the induced auto-
equivalence on the wrapped Fukaya category of W. In above, ¢ induced an auto-equivalence on anther

Fukaya category, partially wrapped Fukaya category. In order to avoid confusion, we let hcq(®D) (resp.
hca: (@p)) denote the categorical entropy on W (W) ( resp. W(W,A)).

2.3. Lagrangian Floer theory. Let W be a Weinstein manifold with a Liouville one form A. Then, there
exists a Weinstein domain W whose completion is W. In other words,
W:=Wu@W x[1,00)),
where 0W and 0W x {1} are identified by the natural identification. It is well-known that the Liouville one
form A satisfies
Mow (1,00 1= T,

where r is the coordinate for [1,00) and « := Algyy. Furthermore, let J be an almost complex structure on
W that is compatible with the symplectic form w := dA and is of contact type at co. The latter condition
is necessary to apply maximum principles to J-holomorphic curves in W in order to define Lagrangian

Floer (co)homology. Then the symplectic structure w and the almost complex structure J determine a
Riemannian metric g on W given by

8¢, ) =w(,J).
Definition 2.12. An exact Lagrangian L is cylindrical at oo if
LN (W x[1,00)) = A x [1,00),
where A := L x0W.

For convenience, we will use the term “Lagrangian” instead of “exact Lagrangian with Cylindrical end”.

Let us assume that L, and L, are a transversal pair of Lagrangians in W. Since L; is an exact Lagrangian,
there is a primitive function

hi:L - R,
such that 1|7, = d f;. Let us fix such primitive functions h; for Lagrangians L;.

Let (L, L,) be the space of paths from L; to L,. We define the action functional
(2.1) ,in=.Q¢L1,LZZ:@(L1,L2)—>R
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by
A (y) == (y(0) + ha(y(1),Vy € Z(Ly, Ly)

Let us equip the path space (L, L,) with the standard L?-metric induced by g. Then it is straightfor-
ward to check that

« the critical points of the action functional < are the constant paths from L; to Ly, i.e., the inter-
section points of L; and Ly, and
« the gradient flows are given by strips

u:Rx[0,1] - W
satisfying the J-holomorphic equation
Osu+Jo,u=0,Y(s,t) eRx[0,1].

The Lagrangian Floer complex CF* (L, Ly) is given by the Morse complex for the action functional
o =1, 1, - Indeed, for a given field k,

e CF*(Ly, L) is a graded k-vector space generated by the intersection points L; N Ly, and
o the differential map is defined by counting the J-holomorphic strips between two intersection
points of L; and L.

We would like to point out that the grading of the Floer cochain complex is not crucial in our remaining
arguments. We will just assume that one of the followings holds.

o either the Floer complex CF*(Ly, Ly) is Z/2-graded, or
e itis Z-graded assuming that
2C1 (W) =0

and the Lagrangians L; and L, are graded in the sense of [Sei08} Section 12].

We remark that one can extend the action functional </ as a function defined on CF (L, L,) as
(2.2) d( Y aixl-) = max {</ (x;)|a; # 0}
x;eLiNLy

We need the extended action functional «f in Section[7l

3. CROFTON’S INEQUALITY

The goal of this section is to prove Lemma [3.4) which plays a key role in the proof of Theorem In
order to prove Lemma|3.4, we construct a family of Lagrangian submanifolds satisfying some conditions
in Lemma3.2] By using the family of Lagrangians, we prove Lemma|3.4]in Section3.2]

3.1. Lagrangian tomograph. In many place of this paper, we consider pairs of Lagrangians satisfying the
following condition.
Definition 3.1. A pair of Lagrangian (L, L) is good if L, and L, are disjoint in the cylindrical part, i.e.,
LinLyn(OW x [1,00)) = &.
For a good pair of Lagrangians, we construct Lagrangian tomograph in Lemma3.2] The original con-

struction of Lagrangian tomograph is given in [CGG21), Section 5.2.3], and our construction is a slight
modification of the original one.

Lemma 3.2. Let (L1, L) be a good pair of Lagrangians. Then, for any ¢ > 0 and sufficiently large d € N,
there is a family of Lagrangians {L°} ;. B where Bf is a d-dimensional closed ball, such that
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(i) Ly and L’ are Hamiltonian isotopic to each other for all s € Bf ,
(i) dy(Ly,L%) < § forall s BY, and
(iii) L° M Ly for almost all s € Bed.

Before going further, we briefly review the notion of Hofer norm dg of a Hamiltonian isotopy, which
appears in the condition (ii) of Lemma[3.2] Let ¢ be a compactly supported Hamiltonian isotopy. Then,
the Hofer norm of ¢ is defined as

:=inf max H; —min H;)dt,

ol Hofer Hfsl( 1ax i —ml )

where the infimum is taken over all 1-periodic in time Hamiltonian H generating ¢. Moreover, one can
define the Hofer distance between two Hamiltonian isotopic Lagrangians L and L' as

dp(L, L) := inf{l@ll goerlp(L) = L'}.

Proof of Lemmal3.2 Since (L1, L) is a good pair, there is a compact set W, such that
LinLy,c Int(W()) C WO c Int(W),

where Int(WW) and Int(W) denote the interiors of Wy and W respectively. Then, we choose a collection of
real-valued functions

{g1,-.-,8algi: L1 — R},

satisfying

(A) gi(x)=0ifxe L; \ W, and

(B) forall x € L; n W, the cotangent fiber T} L; is generated by {dg;(x)|i =1,...,d}.
For any s = (s1,...,84) € Rd, We set

fS : Ll - [Rr
xX— 85181 (X)) +---+558q(x).
We note that there is a small neighborhood of L; in W, which is symplectomorphic to a small disk

cotangent bundle of L;. Then for s € R? such that ||s| < 1, one can assume that the graph of df; is

embedded into W. Let L* be the embedded image of the graph of d f; in W. By the construction of L¢, (i)
holds obviously.

Let assume that B is a closed ball in R% centered at the origin with a sufficiently small radius. Then,
one can observe that (ii) holds for all s € BY. We note that the radius of B¢ will depend on ¢ in Equation

below.

In order to prove (iii), we would like to show that the following V¥ is a submersion on Lj.
3.1) Y:BIxL - W,

(s,x) — d fs(x).
In other words, if ¥ (s, x) € L,, we would like to show that
D¥ (s Tis) (Bgi x Ll) ~ T,B & T Ly — Ty(s0W

is surjective.

We note that W is equipped with a Riemannian metric g compatible with the symplectic structure. Let
(3.2) ¢:=min{d(x,y)|x € Ly n (W \Int(Wp)),y € Ly N (W \ Int(Wy))},

where d(x, y) is the distance function. Since both L; n (W \ Int(Wp)) and L, n (W \ Int(W,)) are compact
and L) n L, < Int(W), ¢ is well-defined and positive.
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We note that the restriction of g on L; defines a metric on L,. Thus, for all x € L;, one can assume
that T L, is a normed-vector space. If the radius of Bed is sufficiently small, then for all (s, x) € Bed x W,
lldfs(x)ll < . Itis because g; is compactly supported. Here, |-|| means the norm on T L;. We assume that
the radius of B¢ is sufficiently small in the rest of the proof.

Let assume that W(s,x) € L,. If ¥(s,x) € W\W, then by (A), W(s,x) € L;. It contradicts to Ly n Ly c Wy <
W.If W (s, x) € W\ Int(Wp), then d(¥ (s, x), x) = |d fs(x)|| < £. This is contradict to Equation (3.2).

The above paragraph shows that if W(s, x) € Ly, then W (s, x) € Wy, i.e., L’ N L, € Wj. By (B), this proves
that ¥ is a submersion on L. Since codimL, = dimL,, for almost all s € Bgl , LM Ly, i.e., (iii) holds. Ol

Remark 3.3.

(1) We note that the the radius ofBgl is determined by ¢ ,¢, and the collection {g,..., 84}
(2) We would like to point out that § in Lemma (ii) will be used later in the proof of Proposition
za

3.2. Crofton’s inequality. In Section[3.2] we prove Lemmal3.4} i.e., a Crofton type inequality, which plays
a key role in the proof of Theorem We remark that, as mentioned in [CGG21} Section 5.2.2], Lemma
3.4]is well-known to experts. For more details, see [CGG21) Section 5.2.2] and references therein.

In order to state Lemma we need some preparation. For s € Bg such that LS rh Ly, let
N(s):=|L° N Ly|.
Then, N(s) is finite for almost all s € BY. Moreover, N(s) is an integrable function on BZ.

Since BY c R4, B carries the standard Euclidean metric. Let ds be the volume form on B¢ induced
from the Euclidean metric.

Let
E:=¥'(W).

Then, let us fix a metric g on E such that the restriction of DV to the normals to ¥~!(y),y € W is an
isometry. Since W is a proper submersion, ¥ is alocally trivial fibration by Ehresmann’s fibration Theorem
[Ehr51]. Thus, the existence of such a metric is guaranteed.

Now, we state Lemma/3.4]

Lemma 3.4. One has
fd N(s)ds< C-Vol(L,n W),
B¢

where C is a constant depending only on ¥, ds, the fixed metric g on W, and the fixed metric gg on E.

Proof. Let X := W~!(L, n W). Then, by definition, for all s € B¢ such that L rh L,, one has
[(sx L) NZ| =L N Ly| = N(s).
Note that in the proof of Lemma|[3.2} we have
L’NnlycWycW,
by choosing a sufficiently small BY.

We recall that B carries the Euclidean metric and L, also carries a metric g|r,. Thus, BY x L; carries a
product metric. On E, the restriction of the product metric gives another metric that does not need to be
the same as gg.
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letn:E— Bgl x L1 — Bgl be the projection to the first factor. Then, if Vol (-) denotes the volume with
respect to the product metric on E, one has

3.3) f N(s)ds:[ |(st1)nZ|ds:fn*dssVoll(Z).
B¢ B¢ b

Let Vol() (resp. Vol (-)) denote the volume with respect to the fixed metric g (resp. gg) on W (resp. E).
Then, by Fubini theorem, one has

(3.4) Voly(2) = f Vol (Y1 (1)) dylr, < max Vol (W~ (3)) - Vol(Ly n W).
LynW yeY(E)

We note that since E is compact,

(3.5) Vol; (£) = Cy - Vola (%),

where Cy is a constant depending only on gr and the product metric on E.
By combining Equations - (3.5), one concludes that

fd N(s)ds < C-Vol(Lyn W),
B

where C is a constant depending only on ¥, ds, g, and g. g

4. CATEGORICAL VS TOPOLOGICAL ENTROPY

In this Section, we prove our main theorem comparing categorical and topological entropy. To be
more precise, let ¢ : W — W be a compactly supported exact symplectic automorphism of a Weinstein
manifold W. Let ® : # (W) — # (W) denote the functor induced from ¢, where # (W) is the wrapped
Fukaya category of W. Then, we prove Theorem

Theorem 4.1 (=Theorem[1.2). The categorical entropy of ® bounds the topological entropy of ¢ from below,
ie.,

hear(®) < htop(¢)-

Proof. In order to prove Theorem we recall that every Weinstein manifold W admits a Lefschetz fi-
bration 77 : W — C by [GP17]. Then,  defines a Fukaya-Seidel category. Moreover, it is known by [GPS18]
that the corresponding Fukaya-Seidel category is the partially wrapped Fukaya category with the stop
A =11 (~00). Let # (W, A) denote the partially wrapped Fukaya category with a stop A. Also, it is known
that the Lefschetz thimbles of m generate # (W, A). Let G denote the generating Lagrangian submanifold.

We note that wrapping a Lagrangian G means taking a Hamiltonian isotopy of G. Since # (W, A) is fully
stopped, there exists a Hamiltonian isotopy ¢ such that

A) (¢o(G),¢™(G)) is a good pair for all n €N, and
(B) HW, (90(G),¢" (@) = HF (9o(G),¢™(G)) forall n €N,

where HW, means the morphism space of # (W, A). See Figure

For a given n € N, we apply Lemma for the good pair of Lagrangians ((pO(G),</>”(G)). Then, there
exists a family of Lagrangian {L°} pa such that

(i) ¢o(G) and L® are Hamiltonian isotopic to each other for all s € Bgl ,
(i) du(po(G), L) <%, and
(iii) L h¢"(G) for almost all s € Bgl.
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-0 e

FIGURE 1. The interior of the black dotted circle is the base of a Lefschetz fibration .
The star marked points are the singular values and the black dot is —oco. We note that the
stop A is give by A = 77! (~o0). One can choose G such that 7(G) is the union of all black
curves. Similarly, 77 (¢o(G)) is the union of all red curves. Let 7(W) be contained in the
interior of blue dotted circle. Then, ((po(G), (,[)”(G)) isa good pair forall n € Z.

We note that one can find a family {L5} seBd which does not depend on n. To be more precise, we remark
that in the proof of Lemma e construction of {L°} pe depends only on ¢, a collection of functions
{g1,...,8a4}, and ¢ in Equation (3.2). Since € is a fixed, sufficiently small positive number, € is independent
of n. Similarly, {g1,--- g4} is a collection of functions not depending on n.

We recall that in order to define ¢, we should fix W € W such that
Wy < Int(W) and ¢ (G) N " (G) < Int(W).

Without loss of generality, one can assume that W, not only satisfies the above two conditions, but also
contains the support of ¢p. Then, outside of Wy, ¢™ (G) and ¢"2(G) agree for all n; € N. Thus, ¢ in Equation
(3.2) does not depend on n.

Since we have a family {L°} seBd not depending on n, one can define the following function
N, (s):=|L° n¢p"(G)].
We point out that for each n € N, N,(s) is an integrable function because of (iii).
By applying Lemma|3.4} we have
4.1) fd Ny(s)ds < C-Vol (¢ (G)nW).
B
We note that the constant C in is independent of 7.

On the other hand, for L* th ¢"(G), we have
4.2) dimHW, (G,¢™(G)) = dimHF (¢o(G), " (G)) = dimHF (L*,¢"(G)) < Ny (s).
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The first equality holds because of (B), the second equality holds because of (i), and the last inequality
holds because of the definition of Lagrangian Floer homology.

By integrating Equation (4.2), one has

(4.3) Vol(BY) - dimHW, (G, ¢™(G)) = f _dimHW, (G,¢"(®)ds < f Nu(s)ds.
B¢ B¢
From two inequalities and (4.3), one has
4.4) Vol(BY) - dimHW, (G,$™(G)) < C-Vol (¢ (G) n W).
By taking limsup,, ., 1 log" for the both hand sides of @.4), one has
. . 1
(4.5) heat (®p: W (W,A) — # (W, A)) =limsup - logdim HW (¢0(G), " (G))
n—oo

1
<limsup - logVol (¢"(G) nW).

n—oo
The first equality in Equation holds because of [DHKK14, Theorem 2.6] and because # (W, A) is
smooth and proper.
We note that, by Lemma|2.10]
heat(®@) = heat(@n).
We also note that, by Proposition|2.4}

1
(4.6) limsup - log Vol (¢™(G) N W) < hyop ().
n—o0
Thus, (4.5) and (4.6) complete the proof. O

Remark 4.2. In the proof of Theorem[4.1} we fix a Lefschetz fibration, and we use the corresponding Fukaya-
Seidel category. We note that if one fixes a fully stopped partially wrapped Fukaya category instead of a
Fukaya-Seidel category, the same proof still works.

5. EXAMPLES

In this section, we provide two examples. The first example is a symplectic automorphism for which
the inequality (1.1) is strict. The second example shows that categorical entropy can be strictly greater
than the spectral radius of its induced map on the homology.

5.1. The first example. Let W be a 2-dimensional Weinstein domain such that W # D2. It is well-known
that its wrapped Fukaya category is generated by the Lagrangian cocores, see [CRGG17, [GPS18|. This
ensures that the categorical entropy of an endo-functor on # (W) is well-defined.

Let U be a small open ball in W. It is well-known that there is a Hamiltonian diffeomorphism ¢ : U — U
defined on the closure of U such that

o ¢ is the identity near the boundary of U, and
e ¢ has a positive topological entropy.
Smale’s horseshoe map is an example of such ¢.

Since ¢ is assumed to be the identity near the boundary of the closure of U, it admits a trivial extension
to the whole Weinstein domain W, which we will call ¢. Since ¢ is a compactly supported Hamiltonian
diffeomorphism, if we let ® be its induced functor on # (W) as above, then we have

Reat(®) =0 < hyop(P = Ply) < hiop(d).
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Hence ¢ is an example showing that the inequality (I.I) can be strict.

5.2. The second example. Let ¢, : H.(W) — H,.(W) be the linear map on the homology of W which ¢
induced. We define the spectral radius of ¢ as the maximal absolute value of eigenvalues of ¢... Let Rad(¢)
denote the spectral radius of ¢.

It is well-known that logRad(¢) is a lower bound of h,,(¢). We refer the reader to [Gro87] for more
details. Since Theorem gives another lower bound of h;op (), i.€., hcqr (@), one can ask the relationship
between two lower bounds of £, (¢). In this subsection, first, we give an example of ¢ such that

logRad(¢) # hear (),

then, we discuss a difficulty of comparing two lower bounds generally.

Let A and B be n-dimensional spheres. Then let W be the plumbing of the cotangent bundles T* A and
T* B at a point. In other words, W is the Milnor fiber of A,-type.

Let 7 4 and 75 be the Dehn twist defined on W along A and B, respectively. Let us consider the sym-
plectic automorphism on W given by

$=Tp0 ‘L';]l.
Now observe that the homology of W is given by
Z([ptl) * =0,

H,(W) =< Z([A]l,[B]) *=n,
0 otherwise.

Since ¢ induces the trivial map on the zeroth homology Hy(W), it is enough to consider its induced
map on the n-dimensional homology H, (W) to compute Rad(¢.).

For that purpose, we consider the induced map of 74 and 75 on H, (W) separately.
(D) (a)«([AD = (D" AL
(2) (ta)«(B]) =[A]l+[B].

3) (rp)«([AD =[Al+ (-D"[BI.
4) (tp)«([B) = (-1)""'[BI.

In other words, (7 4)« and (7). are represented by the matrices

D"t o1 1 0
(TA)*z( 0 1) and (TB)*z((_l)n (_l)n—l);

respectively.

Consequently, the map ¢. = (Ta)«© (Tgl)* is represented by

D"t o1y 1 0o V' (=Tt 1 o
0 1J{-n* n*t) ~ 0 /{1 n*!

B 1+(_1)n—1 (—1)n_1
- 1 (_l)n—l .

Let us now assume that 7 is even. Then the above matrix is

F )
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A straightforward computation shows that its eigenvalues are

-14+V3i -1-v/3i
5 and 5 .

Hence the spectral radius of ¢, is

—1+V3i
2

-1-+/3i
2

=1.

On the other hand, [BCJ" 22, Theorem 7.14, Lemma 8.5] says that the categorical entropy of the induced
map of ¢ on the wrapped Fukaya category is

3++v5
S

Finally we have a strict inequality

logRad(¢) =0 < > +2\/5 = hear (D).

So far, we compared logRad(¢p) and k., (¢p) for a fixed ¢p and showed that
(5.1) logRad(¢h) < heqs (D).

Thus, one can ask that inequality holds for a general ¢p. We note that symplectic automorphisms of
a specific type satisfy the inequality (5.I), but we do not know whether it holds or not for a general case.
See Remark 5.1] for the special case. In the rest of this subsection, we briefly discuss our strategy for the
specific type, and why the strategy does not work for a general symplectomorphism.

Note that ¢ induces a linear map on the Grothendieck group Ky (# (W)). Let ®.. denote the induced
map on Ko (# (W)). Then, by [KST20], we have

under some conditions.

[Laz19] shows that there is a surjective map from middle-dimensional cohomology of W to Ky (# (W)).
Thus, one can relate logRad(®..) with the action of ¢, on the middle-dimensional homology of W via
duality between homology and cohomology.

On the other hand, logRad(¢) cares about the homology of all dimension. Thus, if Hi (W) is nontrivial
for some 1 < k < n—1, then it is difficult to compare h.,;(¢p) and logRad(¢) directly.

Remark 5.1. From the above discussion, one can expect that if H,(W) =0 forall 1 < k < n—1, then
logRad(¢p) < hcqr(p). We note that the plumbing space of T*S"’s along a tree T satisfies the condition.
Let P,(T) denote the plumbing space. Then, on P,(T), it is easy to observe that the Grothendieck group
Koy (P,(T))) and H,, (P,,(T)) are isomorphic.

We note that for a compact core Lagrangian, there is a Dehn twist along it. Then, every Dehn twist in-
duces linear maps on Ky(W (P,,(T))) and H,, (P,,(T)). By choosing nice bases for Ko(W (P, (T))) and H,, (P,,(T)),
one can easily show that every Dehn twist induces the same matrix on the Koy(W (P,(T))) and Hy, (P,(T)).

By the above argument, if ¢ : P, (T) — P, (T) is a product of positive/negative powers of Dehn twists, then
the following equality holds.

logRad(¢) < hcar (D).
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6. THE CASE OF COMPACT FUKAYA CATEGORY

As mentioned in the introduction, we prove that a variant of Theorem holds for compact Fukaya
category under an additional assumption. The assumption we consider is a kind of “duality” between
compact and wrapped Fukaya categories of W. We start Section@by giving a specific example satisfying
the “duality”.

Let T be a tree and let P,,(T) be the plumbing of the cotangent bundles of T*S" along T as in [BC]*22].
For each vertex v of T, let S, be the Lagrangian sphere in P,(T) corresponding to v, and let L, be the La-
grangian cocore disk corresponding to v. This means that the Lagrangian spheres S, and the Lagrangian
cocore disks L, intersect transversely and that the intersection numbers between those are given by

1S, Ll = 1 v=w,

7710 otherwise.

We note that [BCJ" 22| compares the categorical entropies on compact and wrapped Fukaya categories
of P,(T) by using [AS12, Lemma 2.5] and the above Lagrangians {S,} and {L,}. Motivated by this, we will
assume the following in this subsection.

Assumption 6.1. There exists a finite collection of exact, closed Lagrangians {S;}ic; of W indexed by some
set I such that

(1) thedirectsum S = &;c1S, split-generates the compact Fukaya category & (W) in such way that every
exact, closed Lagrangian L of W is quasi-isomorphic to a twisted complex for L with components
{Si}, in which none of the arrows are nonzero multiples of the identity morphisms, and

(2) thereexists another collection of Lagrangian {L;};c; of W, each of which intersects S; € I transversely
and satisfies

|SmLJ-|={ b
0 otherwise.

Let S=@jc;Siand L =PjcrL;. Let us denote by @ & (1) the auto-functor on & (W) induced by ¢. Then,
since the arguments in [BCJ*22| Lemma 6.5, Theorem 6.6] continue to work under Assumption [6.1} we
have Lemmal6.2l

Lemma 6.2. For any exact, compactly-supported symplectic automorphism ¢ on W, if W satisfies Assump-

tion[6.1}, then
1
hear @z ) = lim —logdim HE* (¢"(S), L).
n—oo n

Theorem 6.3. Leta pair (W,¢: W — W) be as in Lemmal6.2. Then the categorical entropy hea:(®zw)) for
its induced functor on the compact Fukaya category & (W) bounds the topological entropy of ¢ from below,
ie.

heat(@zw)) < heop ().

Proof. Basically, most arguments in the proof of Theorem can be applied to this case. Indeed, for
n € N, we once again apply Lemmato the pair (S,¢~" (L)) to get a family of Lagrangian {S°} B such
that

(i) Sand S° are Hamiltonian isotopic to each other for all s € Bed ,
(i) dy(S,S%) < %, and
(iii) S¥h¢~"(L) for almostall s € Bgl.
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As mentioned in the proof of one can find such a family {S°} seBd> for which the third condition (iii)
holds for all n € N.

Then we consider the following function.
Nyu(s):=1S°n¢p™ " (L)|.

By applying Lemma|3.4|once again, we have
(6.1) fd Ny(s)ds<C'-Vol (¢ (L) nW).
B

for some constant C’ which does not depend on .

On the other hand, for S° h ¢~"(L), we have
(6.2) dimHF (¢"(S),L) = dimHF (S,¢~ (L)) = dimHF (S%,¢p~" (L)) < Ny(s).
The above inequality holds since S and S* are Hamiltonian isotopic.

By integrating Equation (6.2), one has
(6.3) Vol(BY) - dimHF (¢™(S), L) = f (dimHF (¢"(S),L)ds < f  Nu(s)ds.
B B¢

From two inequalities and (6.3), one has
(6.4) Vol(BY) - dimHF (¢"(S),L) < C'-Vol (¢™(G) n W).
By taking limsup,,_, % log* for the both hand sides of and using Lemma one has

1
(6.5) hear(@zw)) =limsup - logdim HF (¢"(S), L)

n—oo

1
<limsup - logVol (¢~ "(L)NnW).

n—oo

Here the latter is again bounded above by h;,,(¢) due to Proposition Therefore, proves the
assertion. 0

7. BARCODE ENTROPY

In this section, we define another entropy, called barcode entropy. As mentioned in Section [I.2} the
notion of barcode entropy is the same as the relative barcode entropy defined in [CGG21]. At the end of
Section[7} we give further questions related to categorical, topological, and barcode entropies.

7.1. Preliminaries. In this subsection, we review the theory of persistence module, and we apply the
theory to Lagrangian Floer homology. We refer the reader to [PRSZ20}, [UZ16] for the theory of Persistence
module. Also, we refer the reader to [CGG21] for the details we omitted in the current subsection.

The notion of non-Archimedean norm on a vector space is defined in [UZ16} Definition 2.2]. It is easy to
check that </ in ([2.2) is a non-Archimedean norm on the k-vector space CF(L,, Ly). Moreover, CF (L1, Ly)
is orthogonal with respect to <.

Now, we are ready to apply [UZ16, Theorem 3.4] for the differential
6:CF(Ly,Ly) — CF(Ly,Ly),
Since 6 is a linear self-mapping of an orthogonal vector space CF(Ly, L), one obtains a basis T = {a;, §;,7j}
of CF(Ly, Lp) satisfying

(1) da; =0,
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(2) dyj=pj,and
) Ay)—LP1) <A (y2)—L(P2) <....

By using the above, we define the followings.
Definition 7.1.

(1) Abar of CF(Ly, L) is either a; or a pair (B}, ;).
(2) Thelength of a bar b is given by

fh=a;,
the length of b={ " fb=ai
A(yj)—<(Bj) otherwise.
(3) Let b(Ly, Ly) be the number of bars of CF(Ly, L) whose lengths are greater than or equal toe.
Remark 7.2. We note that of is unique up to constant. More precisely, for an exact Lagrangian L;, a choice

of primitive function h; : L; — R is not unique, but unique up to constant. Thus, it is easy to show that the
length of bars depends only on L; and independent of the choice of primitive function h; : L; — R.

By Definition[7.1} Lemmal7.3]is obvious.
Lemma 7.3. Let L) and Ly be a transversal pair of Lagrangians. Then, for anye =0,

be(L1,Ly) < bo(Ly, Lp) < |Ly N Lyl.

Itis well-known that b, is insensitive to small perturbations of the Lagrangians with respect to the Hofer
distance. More precisely, Lemma(7.4]holds.

Lemma 7.4. Let L} be a Lagrangian satisfying

o L’1 and Ly are Hamiltonian isotopic to each other,
o dy(Ly, L)) < g with 6 <e, and
. L’1 and L, are transversal to each other.

Then,
be+s(Ly, L) < be(Ly, Lp) < be_5(L}, L).

Proof. See [CGG21) Equations (3,13) and (3,14)]. We also refer the reader to [KS21} [PRSZ20,UZ16]. |

Now, we extend the barcode counting function b.(L,, Ly) to a good pair (L1, L,) defined in Definition
For a good pair, we set

be(Ly,Ly):= liminf be(Ly, L)),
dy(Ly,Ly)—0

where the limit is taken over Lagrangians L/, such that L} i L;. We also note that L, and L), should be
Hamiltonian isotopic so that the Hofer distance between them is defined.

7.2. Barcode entropy. In the rest of this paper, we consider the same situation as what we considered in
Section[4] For the reader’s convenience, we review the setting.

Let (W, 1) be a Weinstein manifold and let ¢ : W — W be a compactly supported exact symplectic
automorphism. Then, there is a Weinstein domain W such that

e W=WUuUdW x[1,00),
e Alawx[1,00) = F'®@ where r is a coordinate for [1.00) and a := A5, and
o the support of ¢ is contained in Int(W).
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Let (L1, Lp) be a good pair of Lagrangians with respect to W, i.e.,
L1 ﬁLg n (GW x [1,00)) = &.

Since ¢ is the identity outside of W, (Ly,¢"(Ly)) is also a good pair for any n € Z. Then, for a fixed €,
be (L1,¢™(Ly)) is well-defined. We would like to define the barcode entropy of ¢ as the exponential growth
rate of be (L1,¢" (Lp)) as n — oo.
To be more precise, letlog* : Z-o — R be the function defined as
0if k=0,
log"(k)=1 .

log(k) other wise,
where the logarithm is taken base 2.
Definition 7.5.

(1) Foranye € R, thee-barcode entropy of ¢ relative to (L;, Ly) is
. e 1z 1 + n
he(¢; L1, Ly) := lim —log" be (L1, ¢"(L2).

(2) Thebarcode entropy of ¢ relative to (Ly, Ly) is
hpar (; L1, Lp) :=lim he (¢; Ly, La).
e\.0

We note that Definition|7.5|is the same as the notion of relative barcode entropy in [CGG21], except a
minor adjustment to our set up.

7.3. Barcode vs topological entropy. In this subsection, we prove that for any good pair (L,, L), the bar-
code entropy of ¢ bounds the topological entropy of ¢ from below. The proof of Proposition[7.6is almost
same as the [CGG21] Proof of Theorem A].

Proposition 7.6 (= The second inequality in Proposition([1.4). For any good pair (L1, L,),
hbar ((,b» L,Ly) = htop ((,b)
Proof. If hyar(¢; L1, L) = 0, then there is nothing to prove. Thus, let assume that hp,(¢p; L1, L2) > 0. We
would like to show that if a < hpg, (¢h; L1, L2), then a < hyop ().
Let 6 be a positive number. Since

hpar($; L1, L) :=1limhe(¢; L1, L2) = a,
e\.0

there is €g > 0 such that if € < €y, then h¢(¢p; L1, Lp) > @ — 6. We fix a positive number € such that 2¢ < €.

Since )
hoe(¢; Ly, Lp) = limsup - log™ bye (L1,¢"(L2)) > a -6,

n—oo
there is an increasing sequence of natural numbers {n;};en such that

7.1) bae (L1, "™ (Lp)) > 2@,

Now, we apply Lemma [3.2] to the good pair (Ly,¢" (L2)). Then, one obtains a family of Lagrangians
{L}4epa such that

(i) L; and L® are Hamiltonian isotopic for all s € Bé’fn,»»
(i) du(Ly,L%) <§forallseBY, ,and
(ii) LS h¢" (Ly) for almostall s€ BZ, .
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We point out that by the argument in the proof of Theorem[4.1} we can choose a family satisfying (i) (iii)
forall n;. Let {L*} pa denote a fixed Lagrangian tomograph.

Let
N;(s):= L n ™ (Ly).
Then, one has
de Ni(s)ds < C-Vol(¢p" (L) N W),

by applying Lemma|3.4] We note that C is a constant independent from 7;.
From Lemmas[7.3]and[7.4/and Equation (7-1), we have
200 < . (L1,¢™ (L2)) < be (L*, ™ (L2)) < IL° ™ (L2)| = Ni (s).
Then, by taking integration over BZ, one has
Vol(BY) - 218701 < € Vol (¢ (Ly) N W).

Since Vol(B?) and C do not depend on n;,

1
(7.2) a—6 <limsup — log™ Vol (¢™ (L2) N W) < hyop(@lw).

i—oo i

The last inequality holds because of Proposition[2.4} and because of the fact that
G (L)W =" (Lan W) = (plw)" (Lo N W).

Finally, we note that ¢ is compactly supported, and that supp(¢) < W. Thus,

hl‘op((,b) = htop((mw)-
See Remark[2.2]

Thus, one has
a-6< htop((pb)~
This completes the proof. O

7.4. Barcode vs categorical entropy. In the previous section, for an arbitrary good pair (L;, L,), we com-
pared the barcode entropy of a triple (¢; L1, L,) and the topological entropy of ¢. As the result, we proved
Proposition[7.6] In this subsection, we compare barcode and categorical entropy. However, in order to
compare them, we should choose some specific pairs of Lagrangians.

First, we choose a stop A giving a fully stopped partially wrapped Fukaya category # (W,A). Let G
be an embedded Lagrangian generating # (W, A). As we did in the proof of Theorem let ¢g be a
Hamiltonian isotopy satisfying

A) (¢o(G),¢™(G))is agood pair forall n €N,
(B) HW) (90(G),¢"™(G)) = HF (9o(G), 9™ (G)) for all n € N.

As we did before, one has

1
hear (@) = heqr(®p) = limsup - log" dim HF (¢0(G), " (G)).

n—oo

Since dim HF ((po (@), " (G)) equals the number of bars having infinite length, one has
dim HF (¢o(G), $"(G)) < be (90 (G), $"(G)).

This induces Proposition|7.7
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Proposition 7.7 (= The first inequality in Proposition[L.4). For G and ¢, given above,
heat(®) < hyar (4390(G), G).

Remark 7.8. We note that there always exists a good pair (L1, Ly) such that hy,,($; L1, Ly) = 0. By choosing
a Lagrangian L, such that Ly does not intersect the support of ¢, one obtains a such pair. Thus, the choice
of G (and ¢y) in Proposition[7.7]is essential.

7.5. Further questions. In this subsection, we discuss the questions given in Section|1.3|in more detail.
We also recall that
hiop(¢) = the exponential growth rate of Vol (¢" (Y)),
for any compact submanifold Y by [New88,Prz80]. And it is known by [Yom87] that
(7.3) hiop(@) = sup ( the exponential growth rate of Vol (¢ (Y))).

compact submanifold YcW

As one can see in the proof of Proposition[7.6] hpar(¢; L1, L2) bounds the exponential volume growth
rate of ¢p" (L,) from below. Thus,

Riop () = hpar(¢; L1, La).
As a generalization of Equation (7.3), one can ask whether the following equality holds or not:

hiop(¢) = sup Rbar (@3 L1, Lo).
(L1,L,) is a good pair

The supremum in the above equation runs over the set of all good pairs. As mentioned in Remark|[7.8]
itis easy to find a good pair (L1, L») such that hy,, (¢; L1, L) = 0. Thus, we would like to remove such good
pairs from the set where the supremum runs over, for computational convenience.

Finally, we ask whether the following equality holds or not:
Rtop () = sup hpar (43 90(G), G)),
G0
where G is a generating Lagrangian and ¢ is a Hamiltonian isotopy satisfying the conditions in Section

Z4

On the other hand, one can ask a similar question for /.,;(¢p). More precisely, we ask whether the
following equality holds or not:

hcat((,b) = Gu}of hpar ((P, Po(G), G)) .
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