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LEGENDRIAN EMBEDDED CONTACT HOMOLOGY

JULIAN CHAIDEZ, OLIVER EDTMAIR, LUYA WANG, YUAN YAO, ZIWEN ZHAO

AsstrAaCT. We give a construction of embedded contact homology (ECH) for a contact 3-manifold
Y with convex sutured boundary and a pair of Legendrians A and A_ contained in 0Y satisfying
an exactness condition. The chain complex is generated by certain configurations of closed Reeb
orbits of Y and Reeb chords of A4 to A_. The main ingredients include

e a general Legendrian adjunction formula for curves in R x Y with boundary on R x A.
e a relative writhe bound for curves in contact 3-manifolds asymptotic to Reeb chords.
e a Legendrian ECH index and an accompanying ECH index inequality.

The (action filtered) Legendrian ECH of any pair (Y, A) of a closed contact 3-manifold Y and
a Legendrian link A can also be defined using this machinery after passing to a sutured link
complement. This work builds on ideas present in Colin-Ghiggini-Honda'’s proof of the equivalence
of Heegaard-Floer homology and ECH.

The independence of our construction of choices of almost complex structure and contact form
should require a new flavor of monopole Floer homology. It is beyond the scope of this paper.
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1. INTRODUCTION

The embedded contact homology of a closed contact 3-manifold (Y, &) is a Floer theoretic
invariant originally introduced by Hutchings [22]. These homology groups, denoted by

ECH(Y, &)

are, roughly speaking, computed as the homology of a chain complex freely generated by
certain finite sets of closed simple Reeb orbits (with multiplicity). The differential counts certain
embedded, possibly disconnected J-holomorphic curves in the symplectization of the contact
manifold that can have arbitrary genus.

Since its inception, embedded contact homology and its associated invariants have been ap-
plied to many of the fundamental problems in 3-dimensional Reeb dynamics, to dramatic effect.
These applications include a simple formal proof of the 3-dimensional Weinstein conjecture by
[44], and the Arnold chord conjecture by Hutchings-Taubes [30, 31], and the existence of broken
book decompositions [5]. The spectral invariants derived from the ECH groups (and related
PFH groups), called the ECH capacities, have been used to prove the smooth closing lemma
for Reeb flows [32] and area preserving surface maps [12, 13], and many results on symplectic
embeddings [39, 23, 11].

Embedded contact homology can morally be regarded as a flavor of symplectic field theory
(SFT), as formulated by Eliashberg-Givental-Hofer [15]. SFT is, broadly speaking, a framework
for constructing invariants of contact manifolds in any dimension, acquired from chain complexes
generated by Reeb orbits. Variants of SFT include cylindrical contact homology (cf. [27, 41]),
linearized contact homology (cf. [3]) and the contact homology algebra (cf. [42]).

Many flavors of SFT can be extended to invariants of a pair (Y, A) of a closed contact manifold
Y and a closed Legendrian sub-manifold A = Y. The goal of this paper is to initiate the study of
a corresponding Legendrian version of embedded contact homology.
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1.1. Standard ECH. We begin this introduction with a review of standard ECH, largely drawing
on [22]. We discuss many of the key ideas that allow one to define ECH and to show that
the differential in ECH, which counts certain J-holomorphic curves, defines a chain complex.
Besides serving as a review, this will also provide a road map of the results required to construct
Legendrian ECH.

1.1.1. Holomorphic Currents. Let (Y,A) be a closed contact 3-manifold with a non-degenerate
contact form A. We start by considering the symplectization of Y, i.e. the cylindrical manifold

Ry xY

There is a natural class of translation invariant complex structures | on R x Y, which sends s
to the Reeb vector-field R of A and positively preserves the contact structure ker A. We call such
almost complex structure A-adapted.

Recall that a J-holomorphic curve C from a punctured Riemann surface (without boundary) is
an equivalence class of map

u:(Z,j)— (RxY,]J) satisfying duoj=Jodu

modulo holomorphic reparametrization of the domain (X, j). We say that C is proper if the map
u is proper and finite energy if the integral of u*dA is finite. If u is proper and finite energy, then
u converges (in an appropriate sense) to the cylinder over a collection of Reeb orbits

v=0y)  and  To =0y, 00)
near +00 X Y and —o x Y, respectively. The Fredholm index ind(u) of u is the Fredholm index of
a certain linearized Cauchy-Riemann operator associated to u. It is given by the formula

ind(u) = —x(X) + 2¢.(u) + CZ"(T,) — CZ"(T_)  where  CZ"(Iy) ZCZ )

Here c.(u) is the relative first Chern number of u*& with respect to a trivialization 7 of & along
I'y and T, and CZ.(y) is the Conley-Zehnder index of the linearized Reeb flow around y in the
trivialization 7. Standard transversality result states that there is a generic class of reqular | such
that, if u is somewhere injective, the moduli space of proper, finite energy, somewhere injective
J-holomorphic maps v near u asymptotic to I'+. at +c0 is a manifold of dimension ind(u).

A J-holomorphic current C = {(C;,m;)} in Y is a finite collection of connected, proper, finite
energy, somewhere injective J-holomorphic curves C; and positive integer multiplicities m,;.

(YN ———  RXV/V
pe=—=

C=2-C;1+3-0C5

Ficure 1. An depiction of a J-holomorphic current.

An orbit set ® = {(y;, n;)} is, similarly, a collection of simple closed Reeb orbits y; at +co0. In
analogy to curves, every J-holomorphic current is asymptotic orbit sets at c0. We note here we
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must count with multiplicities, e.g. if the [-holomorphic current (C, 1) is positively asymptotic
to the simple Reeb orbit y, then (C, 2) is positively asymptotic to (y,2). We denote the moduli
space of J-holomorphic currents asymptotic to a at +c0 and f at —co by

M(a, B)

Note that this moduli space admits an R-action given by R-translation in R x Y. We denote the
quotient by M(«, B)/R.

1.1.2. ECH Index. The key ingredient of ECH that differentiates it from other versions of sym-
plectic field theory is the ECH index. It may be viewed as a map

I:M(a,p) > Z
On a J-holomorphic current € asymptotic to a at +c0 and  at —oo, the ECH index is given by
(1.1) I(€) = cr(€) + Qq(C) + CZF M (a) — CZEH(B).

Here Q; is the relative self-intersection number [21, §2.4] that counts intersections between C

and a push-off of € determined by 7, and CZE“H is a Conley-Zehnder index term given by
k m; )
(1.2) CZ:(®) = 25 2, CZy;)  for  © = {(yi,mi)}
i=1j=1

The fundamental property that the ECH index satisfies is the following index inequality.

Theorem 1 (Index Inequality). [21, 24] Let C is a somewhere injective J-holomorphic curvein R x Y,
for a compatible | and let 6(C) denote the count of singularities (with multiplicity) of C. Then

ind(C) < I(C) — 25(C)

This inequality places stringent constraints on curves and currents of low ECH index. Let us
discuss the main ingredients of the proof of this inequality, as their Legendrian analogues will
be the main topic of this paper.

The first ingredient of Theorem 1 is the writhe bound. Recall that the writhe w(C) of a braid C
in S! x D? is an isotopy invariant that can be computed as a signed count of the self-intersections
of the image 7t(C) under the projection 7t : S! x D? — S! x [—1, 1]. If C is a somewhere injective -
holomorphic curve asymptotic to (covers of) a simple orbit y at some subset of its punctures, then
C determines a braid in a tubular neighborhood of y (due to J-holomorphic curve asymptotics

established by Siefring [43]).
(2

Ficure 2. The braid near a simple orbit y determined by a curve (or current) C.

»

pmmmmm——————
S rnmmmmm==="

Given a choice of trivialization 7 of &, any braid near y is identified with a braid in S! x D2. The
writhe of this braid is denoted by w-(C; y), and we define the writhe of C as

we(€) = Z we(Cy) — Z w(C;y)

(y,m)ea (y,m)ep
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The writhe bound estimates the writhe of C in terms of the difference between the Conley-Zehnder
terms in the ECH index and Fredhom index.

Theorem 2 (Writhe Bound). [24] Let C be a somewhere injective J-holomorphic curve in R x Y. Then
we(C) < CZECH(C) — czi"(C).

The second ingredient to Theorem 1 is the adjunction inequality. This is a version of the classical
adjunction inequality in complex geometry;, tailored to the setting of ECH.

Theorem 3 (Adjunction). Let C be a somewhere injective J-holomorphic curve in R x Y. Then
c2(C) = x(C) + Q(C) + w:(C) — 26(C)
The index inequality is a short calculation using these two bounds.

1.1.3. ECH Complex. We are now ready to explain the construction of the ECH chain complex,
using the properties of the ECH index discussed above.

Remark 1.1 (Orientations). In this paper, we work without orientation for simplicity. In partic-
ular, we use Z/2-coefficient to define all ECH groups.

An ECH generator is an orbit set ©® such that any hyperbolic orbit y; in © has multiplicity 1.
The ECH chain complex is simply the free vector-space over Z/2 generated by ECH generators.

ECC(Y, A) := Z/2{ECH generators © of (Y, 1))

The differential on the ECH complex is defined by counting currents. To formalize this, we
require the following classification of low ECH index currents deducible from the index bound.

Theorem 4 (Low-Index Currents). Let | be a reqular, compatible almost complex structure on R x Y
and let C be a J-holomorphic current of ECH index I(C) < 2. Then

e I(C) = 0 with equality only if C is a union of trivial cylinders.
o IfI(C) = 1then € = C u T where C is Fredholm index 1 and embedded, and T is a union of
trivial cylinders with multiplicity.

o IfI(C) = 2 and is asymptotic to ECH generators at +co, then € = C 1 T where C is Fredholm
index 2 and embedded, and T is a union of trivial cylinders with multiplicity.

This classification can, in turn, be used to deduce compactness properties of low ECH index
moduli spaces.

Theorem 5. [22, §5.3-5.4] Let | be a regular, compatible almost complex structure on R x Y and let
M (®, E) be the space of ECH index k [-holomorphic currents from © to E. Then

o the space M1(©, E)/R is 0-dimensional and compact

o the space M2(©, E)/R is a 1-manifold with a compact truncation® M,(0, E)/R with a map

IT: 0My(®,8)/R — | | M1(©,0)/R x M1(€',E)/R
@/
o The inverse image T1-1(€, €') of a pair of currents in M1(®, ®")/R x My (©’, E)/R has an odd
number of points if and only if the orbit set ©' is an ECH generator.

Most of Theorem 5 follows from Theorem 4, a type of Gromov compactness due to Taubes
and a bound on the topological complexity of low ECH index curves [22]. However, the last
point require a delicate obstruction bundle gluing argument that is well beyond the scope of
this introduction. However, we will remark that this analysis requires certain partition conditions

1Tt is a technical point that we cannot guarantee a priori that the moduli space of index 2 currents is compact. The
truncation may be viewed as a replacement for the compactification.
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obeyed by low ECH index currents, which restrict the braids that can appear at their ends. For a
more detailed explanation of partition conditions, see [22].

By applying Theorem 5, one can simply define the ECH differential as the count of ECH index
1 curves, modulo reparametrization, for a regular choice of J.

0:ECC(Y,A) - ECC(Y,A) begivenby 00 = Z#(Mﬂ@,E)/R) -E mod 2

It is a simple consequence of Theorem 5 that ¢ is well-defined and that d o 0 = 0.

1.2. Legendrian ECH And Main Results. We now move to the main topic of this paper, provid-
ing an overview of the construction of Legendrian ECH. We shall see that all of the constructions
in ordinary ECH have generalizations to the Legendrian setting.

1.2.1. Holomorphic Currents With Boundary. Let Y be a contact 3-manifold with convex sutured
boundary JY and a non-degenerate, adapted contact form A. We refer the reader to [10] for a
detailed treatment of sutured contact manifolds. The boundary of Y divides as

0_Y  0,Y and 0.Y

where the Reeb vector-field is inward normal, tangent and outward normal respectively. Also
fix a closed (possibly disconnected) Legendrian A < Y decomposing as

Ay coY and A_co.Y
We assume that that these are exact Lagrangians in the Liouville domains (0+Y, A|5,y), so that
Ala,y vanish along A+

We have included Figure 3 below to better illustrate this setup for the reader.

Ficure 3. A contact manifold Y with convex boundary and Legendrians A <
0+Y.

There is a natural class of tailored almost complex structures on R x Y, which we write as r (R xY),
that are compatible and also satisfy a set of assumptions near 0Y that gurantee that J-holomorphic
curves do not cross the boundary. As defined in [10] tailoered almost complex structures exist
in great abundance (see Section 3 for a description).

We consider finite energy, proper J-holomorphic maps from a punctured Riemann surface
(%, j) with boundary to the symplectization of Y, with boundary on the symplectization of A.

(1.3) u:(X,08)— (RxY,RxA) with duoj=Jodu

A J-holomorphic current Cin (Y, A) is defined exactly as in the closed case, using J-holomorphic
maps with boundary (1.3). These curves are now asymptotic at +00 to orbit-chord sets

E = {(yi,mi)}
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Here y; is either a simple closed Reeb orbit or a Reeb chord of A, and m; is a multiplicity. We
continue to denote set of J-holomorphic currents asymptotic to orbit-chord sets ® at +o0 and 2
at —oo by

M(®,E)
We will discuss the foundations of J-holomorphic currents with boundary in our setting more
fully in Section 3.

1.2.2. Legendrian ECH Index. We are now ready to introduce the Legendrian ECH index, gener-
alizing the ECH index from the closed case.

Definition 6 (Definition 6.15). The (Legendrian) ECH index of a J-holomorphic current C in the
pair (Y, A) from the orbit-chord set © to the orbit-chord set 2 is

Ie€) = % 1e(€) + Qo (€) + CZFH(©) — CZF M (B)
where the terms in the index I are as follows.
e 7is a trivialization of the bundle pair (£, TA) over ® and E (see Definition 2.11)
e U is the (relative) Maslov number (see Definition 2.17)
e Q. is the relative self intersection number with respect to 7 (see Definition 2.33)

e CZECH is a Conley-Zehnder term associated to the orbit-chord set (see Definition 6.1).

All of the terms in Definition 6 directly correspond to (and generalize) the terms in (1.1). The
Legendrian ECH index satisfies a direct generalization of the ECH index inequality.

Theorem 7 (Legendrian Index Inequality). Let C be a somewhere injective, [-holomorphic curve with
boundary in (R x Y, R x A) for tailored J. Then

ind(C) < I(C) —26(C) — €(C)
Here 6(C) and €(C) are the counts of the singularities of C in its interior and its boundary, respectively.
This result is a consequence of Legendrian generalizations of adjunction and the writhe bound.

Theorem 8 (Legendrian Adjunction, §2.9). Let C be a proper, finite energy, somewhere injective curve
in(RxY,Rx A). Then

1 -

5 #e(C) = X(C) + Qe(C) + w:(C) = 25(C) —e(C)
Note that y denotes a corrected Euler characteristic that only counts boundary punctures with a
factor of %

To study the writhe, we further adapt Siefring’s [43] asymptotic formula for J-holomorphic

curves asymptotic to chords.

Theorem 9. Let u; : [0,0) x [0,1] — R x Y be a collection of J-holomorphic strips asymptotic to a
Reeb chord y(t). Here y connects between Legendrians Ly and Ly, and u; maps the boundary of the strip
to R x L;. Then there exists a neighborhood U of y, a smooth embedding @ : R x U — R x Y, proper
reparametrizations ¢; : R x [0,1] — R x [0, 1] exponentially asymptotic to the identity, and positive
integers N; so that for large values of s,

Ni
Doujorpi(s,t) = (s,t, ), eMite; j(t))
k=1
where A;j are negative eigenvalues of the asymptotic operator associated to y, and the e; ¢(t) are the
corresponding eigenfunctions.

This theorem is discussed in detail in the Appendix. We will delay the precise statement of
the writhe bound to Section 6.3.
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1.2.3. Legendrian ECH Complex. Finally, we present the construction of the Legendrian ECH chain
complex of (Y, A), mirroring the construction in the closed setting. These claims will be revisited
and proven in Section 7.
Definition 1.2. An ECH generator of (Y, A) is an orbit-chord set ©® = {(y;, m;)} v {(ci, n;)} where
e Every hyperbolic orbit y; has multiplicity 1.
e Every chord ¢; is multiplicity 1.
e There is at most one Reeb chord incident to L in © for each connected component L of A

As with the closed case, we define the differential by counting ECH index 1 curves. We again
need a classification of low ECH index curves and an accompanying compactness statement.

Theorem 10 (Low-Index Currents With Boundary). Let | be a reqular, tailored almost complex
structure on (R x Y, R x A) and let € be a J-holomorphic current of ECH index I(C) < 2. Then
o I(C) = 0 with equality only if C is a union of trivial cylinders and strips with multiplicity.
o IfI(C) = 1then C = C u T where C is Fredholm index 1 and embedded, and T is a union of
trivial cylinders and strips with multiplicity.
o If I(C) = 2 and is asymptotic to ECH generators at +co, then € = C 1 T where C is Fredholm
index 2 and embedded, and T is a union of trivial cylinders and strips with multiplicity.
Theorem 11. Let | be a reqular, tailored almost complex structure on (R x Y, R x A) and let My (©, E)
be the space of ECH index k J-holomorphic currents in (Y, A) from © to E. Then
o the space M1(®, E)/R is 0-dimensional and compact
o the space M2(©, E)/R is a 1-manifold with a compact truncation> M,(0, E)/R with a map
IT: 0M5(®,E)/R — | | M1(©,0')/R x M1(€',E)/R
@/
o The inverse image T1-1(€, €') of a pair of currents in M1(®, ®")/R x My (©’, E)/R has an odd
number of points if and only if the orbit-chord set ®' is an ECH generator.

We will give detailed proofs of these claims in Section 7. They are analogous to the closed case.

Remark 1.3. Note that, due to the lack of multiply covered Reeb chords (in contrast to orbits),
there is no need to carry out a new obstruction bundle gluing strategy. Instead, the work in [28]
and [29] will yield the last claim in Theorem 11 after some minor modifications. We will discuss
this in 7.4.

Finally, we can state the definition of Legendrian embedded contact homology.

Definition 1.4 (Legendrian ECH). The ECH chain complex ECC(Y, A, A) of (Y, A, A) is the free
Z/2-module generated by ECH generators.

ECC(Y, A, A) = Z/2{ECH generators © )

The differential J; with respect to a regular, tailored almost complex structure [ on (R x Y, R x A)
is given by the count of ECH index 1 J-holomorphic currents.

0 =) #HMi(0,E)/R-E

The Legendrian embedded contact homology ECH(Y, A; A, ]) is the homology ECC(Y, A, A).

We prove that the differential defined above gives rise to a chain complex (i.e. ¢* = 0) in
Section 7.

2]t is a technical point that we cannot guarantee a priori that the moduli space of index 2 currents is compact. The
truncation may be viewed as a replacement for the compactification.
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Remark 1.5 (Invariance). If Y is closed, then ECH(Y,A,]) is independent of A and ] up to
canonical isomorphism. Thus we may write

ECH(Y):=ECH(Y,A,]) for any choice of A, ]

This is due to a chain level correspondence with the hat flavor HM (Y) of Mrowka-Kronheimer’s
monopole Floer homology. An analogous proof of invariance in the Legendrian setting is beyond
the scope of this paper and is an interesting topic for future work.

Remark 1.6 (Component Grading). Let A and K be Legendrians in 0Y satisfying the hypotheses
of our construction, and suppose that A = K. Then this induces an injective map

K ECH(Y,A,A,J) » ECH(Y,K,A,])

If A is the empty set, then ECH (Y, &J, A, ) is simply the sutured ECH ECH(Y) of Colin-Ghiggini-
Honda-Hutchings [10]. In particular, there is always an inclusion

ECH(Y) - ECH(Y,A,A,]))
Remark 1.7. Given a homology class A € Hi(Y, A; Z), there is a sub-group
ECHaA(Y,A,A,]) c ECH(Y,A A ])
generated by orbit sets © in the homology class A. This induces a direct sum decomposition

ECH(Y,AA])= @ ECHa(Y,AA])
AeH; (Y,A)

Remark 1.8 (Reeb Chord Filtration). Let 3 be a Reeb chord connecting ¢_Y to 0, Y that is disjoint
from A. Then there is an associated holomorphic sub-manifold Z = R x Y given by

Z=Rx3
Given this choice, we can define an extended ECH complex
ECC(Y,A A ]) =R[tl @ ECC(Y, A, A,))
and a differential on EC—H(Y, A, A,]) (as a module over [,[t]) determined by | and 3.
@ =3( Y %8
E My (O,E)

Here C - Z denotes the count (with multiplicity) of interior intersections between C and Z. By
intersection positivity, this must always be positive. This defines an extended homology

ECH(Y,A,A,]) :== HECC(Y,A,A,]))

We can extract further homology groups by studying the associated graded to the t-filtrartion.
As we will discuss in §1.3.2, our construction is related to a construction of Heegaard-Floer
homology.

Remark 1.9 (Previous Work). The Legendrian ECH index has appeared in the works of Colin-
Ghiggini-Honda [9, 7] in a more limited context, in the process of establishing an isomorphism
between ECH and Heegaard Floer homology.

This work is a natural elaboration on [9]. In particular, we fully develop a general theory
of holomorphic currents with boundary, adjunction, writhe bound and the Legendrian ECH
index that goes beyond the specialized context of [9, 7]. In our version of the index inequality,
our holomorphic currents, for instance, have no restrictions on their asymptotic braids and are
permitted to have boundary singularities.?

SHowever we must impose more restrictions if we want the differential to square to zero, see Section 7 for details.
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1.2.4. Legendrian ECH In The Closed Case. The Legendrian ECH setup is, at first glance, highly

constrained. We now explain how to use our framework to associate ECH groups to any pair
(Y, A)

of a closed contact 3-manifold Y with contact form a and a closed Legendrian A — Y. Crucially,

these ECH groups essentially count Reeb chords of A with respect to the initial contact form.

To start, choose an arbitrary metric ¢ on A and choose a small € > 0. Let D*A denote the
unit codisk bundle. The Weinstein neighborhood theorem for Legendrians states that, for small
€ and after scaling the metric to shrink the codisk bundle, there is an embedding

t:B:=[—€,€ly x D'A—>Y such that 1(0,A) = Aand (*a = dt + Agq
The complement M = Y\((int(B)) of the interior of B in Y is a concave sutured contact manifold
(see [10, Def. 4.2]) with a decomposition of the boundary into three pieces
0-M =€ xD*AN 0;M=—exD*A and 0.M =[—¢,€] x S*A
Note that the Reeb vector-field of a points out of 04 M and into ¢_M. This is the reason for the
sign reversal in the notation. There are two copies of A on M given by

A_i=exAci_M and Ay =exAciiM

The next step is to apply the concave-to-convex operation described in [10, §4.2]. In particular,
there is a plug U that one can attach to a neighborhood of d,M to acquire a convex sutured
contact manifold

Y:=MulU with contact form &

The plug only modifies M near d.M, so that A, — 8+\V/ and A_ < 0_Y. Moreover, every Reeb
chord ¢ from A_ to A, arises as a sub-chord of a self Reeb chords of A, and the lengths differ by
an error of 2e. We can now make the following definition.

Definition 1.10. The Legendrian embedded contact homology ECH:(Y, A) of (Y, «) and A is the
Legendrian ECH of (R x Y, R x A) of action filtration below L.

ECHM(Y, A;8) := ECHM(Y, A; &, ])

Here 6 denotes the set of all choices made during the construction: the metric g, the parameter
€, the embedding ( and the tailored almost complex structure J.

The groups in Definition 1.10 certainly depend on the specific choices, since Reeb chords can
appear and disappear depending on the size of ((B) in Y. Addressing this issue is far beyond the
scope of this paper. However, let us state an optimistic conjecture in this direction.

Definition 1.11. A choice of data 6 = (g, €, ¢, ]) is L-admissible if
e Every Reeb orbit of length less than or equal to L is in Y.

e The Reeb chords A, — A_ in Y of length less than or equal to L are in bijection with the
Reeb chords of A — Ain Y of length less than or equal to L

These criteria are always achievable by shrinking ¢ and scaling the metric to reduce the size of B.

Conjecture 1.12. Let (Y, A) be a pair of a closed contact 3-manifold Y, a closed Legendrian link A 'Y
and a contact form « that is non-degenerate for (Y, A). Then

o (Well-Defined) If 6 and &' are two choices of L-admissible data, then there is a natural isomorphism
ECH (Y, A; ) ~ ECHY(Y, A;8)
The resulting group ECHE(Y, A) is the filtered ECH of (Y, A).
e (Filtration Map) For any K > L, there is a map
(r :ECH(Y,A) - ECHY(Y,A)  suchthat M=o
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e (Colimit) The colimit of the filtered ECH groups of (Y, A) over L
ECH(Y,A) := colLimECHL(Y, A)

depends only on (Y, A) up to contactomorphism of the pair.

Remark 1.13. It is likely that the maps in Conjecture 1.12 would be built from cobordism maps
arising in a Seiberg-Witten based model for Legendrian ECH. In particular, Conjecture 1.12 is of
a similar difficulty to the invariance proof discussed in Remark 1.5.

Remark 1.14. In [10] they use sutured ECH to define an (conjectured) invariant of Legendrian in
closed 3-manifolds by considering sutured ECH of the same convex sutured manifold. However,
we expect our invariant to be different from theirs because we allow Reeb chords in our chain
complex.

1.3. Motivation And Future Directions. This paper lays the groundwork for several future
projects on the structure of ECH, each of which provides ample motivation for the development
of our theory. We conclude this introduction by giving an overview of these motivating projects.

1.3.1. Circle-Valued Gradient Flows. Let M be a closed 3-manifold equipped with a circle-valued
Morse function. That is, a smooth function
f:M—S!
with isolated critical points p that each have non-degenerate Hessian. Assume also that f has no
index 0 or index 3 critical points. In [26, 25], Hutchings and Lee defined a 3-manifold invariant
I3 : Spin°(M) > Z

from the set of spin-c structures on M to the integers, via counts of configurations of closed orbits
and flow lines of the gradient vector field of f. This invariant was motivated by and related to a
number of other previously known invariants.

First, in a series of papers [47, 46], Turaev introduced a form of Reidemeister torsion, later

dubbed Turaev torsion, which is also a map

M : Spin“(M) — Z.
Hutchings-Lee proved in [25] that 7p1 = I3. On the other hand, rapid developments in low-
dimensional topology and gauge theory contemporaneous to [47, 46] lead to the introduction of
the Seiberg-Witten invariant

SWu : Spin (M) — Z
This invariant is defined using a signed and weighted count of solutions to the 3-dimensional
Seiberg-Witten equation (cf. [36]). Turaev established in [45] that SWy = T (up to sign),
proving through indirect means that

(1.4) I3 = SWy
Through the equality (1.4), one is lead to the following question.

Question 1.15. Is there a direct proof of the equality I3 = SW), that does not use Turaev torsion?

Moreover, the Seiberg-Witten invariant was categorified by Kronheimer-Mrowka’s monopole
Floer homology HM., [33] and other variants of Seiberg-Witten-Floer theory. This suggests the
following (roughly formulated) question, which is related to Question 1.15.

Question 1.16. Is there a Floer homology theory FH, (Y, f) of 3-manifolds Y with a circle valued
Morse function f : Y — S! as above such that
(a) FH, categorifes I3, i.e. it is computed as the homology of a complex generated by counts
of configurations of gradient flow lines and closed orbits as in I5.
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(b) FH, is isomorphic to (the appropriate flavor of) monopole Floer homology.

Embedded contact homology, and its sister theory periodic Floer homology (PFH), answer both
of these questions when the Morse function f has no critical points. In this case, M may be
viewed as a mapping torus of a map

¢:X—>L where T = f40)

and the generators of the hypothetical Floer homology groups FH, must be configurations of
periodic points of ¢. The PFH groups PFH, providesjust such a theory and a result of Lee-Taubes
[35] states that PFH, and HM, are isomorphic*.

In the general case where f can have critical points, Questions 1.15 and 1.16 are still open.
However, there is a potential approach based on a slight generalization of the constructions in
this paper. Choose a metric g on M such that f is harmonic (this is possible if f has no index 0
or 3 critical points). Assume that each index 2 critical point p has a Morse chart where

flx,y,2) =2x* —y* — 2°.

In this chart, we can remove a standard neighborhood U and introduce a boundary component

to M. The new boundary has corners, and on the smooth components the gradient vector-field
is either orthogonal to or tangent to the boundary. This neighborhood is depicted in Figure 4.

Ficure 4. A standard neighborhood U of an index 2 critical point. The critical
point is in red and the descending sphere is in blue. Note the regions where the
gradient points in and out of the boundary are level surfaces of f.

We can perform this neighborhood removal around each critical point of f (using an analogous
local model near the index 1 points) to acquire a new space Y < M. This space is equipped with
a stable Hamiltonian structure with 2-form ws given by the Hodge dual of df and stabilizing
1-form 0f = df. The boundary of Y contains a natural 1-dimensional sub-manifold A given as

=
N/
= = |9
—

Ficure 5. The space acquired by removing standard neighborhoods around each
critical point from Y.

the union of the ascending sphere of the index 1 critical points and the descending spheres of
the index 2 critical points. This sub-manifold satisfies

TA c ker(0y) and wflta =0

“Note that in the general case, the isomorphism between HM, and PFH, uses variants of both Floer groups with
appropriate twisted Novikov coefficients.
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In other words, A is the analogue of a Legendrian in the stable Hamiltonian manifold (Y, wy, 0).
Moreover, any gradient flow line 1 from an index 1 critical point p to an index 2 critical point g
becomes a chord ¢ connecting the corresponding components of A.

The pair (Y, A) very much resembles a stable Hamiltonian analogue of the setup used in this
paper to define Legendrian ECH. Thus, one approach to addressing Question 1.16 is to use the
methods of this paper to develop a PFH version of our Legendrian ECH theory for this setting.
There are some significant technical challenges to carrying out this program. For example,
the boundary of Y is naturally concave sutured, rather than convex, and thus we do not have
immediate access to an appropriate maximum principle. This could be addressed by adapting
the concave-to-convex operation in [10] to our stable Hamiltonian setting and establish a maximum
principle for J-holomorphic curves near the boundary. We hope to pursue this in future work.

1.3.2. Heegaard-Floer Homology And Embedded Contact Homology. It has been shown that embed-
ded contact homology is isomorphic to (the appropriate flavors of) several other Floer homolo-
gies, notably Heegaard-Floer homology and monopole Floer homology. The isomorphisms are,
however, highly non-trivial to construct. For instance, the construction of the isomorphism re-
lating ECH to Heegaard-Floer theory (through open book decompositions) occupies four long
papers due to Colin-Ghiggini-Honda [6, 9, 7, 8].

The work of Colin-Ghiggini-Honda utilizes a cylindrical reformulation of Heegaard-Floer
homology due to Lipshitz [37] that we now describe in broad terms. The construction begins
with a pointed Heegaard diagram that we write as follows.

(L, a,B,3)

This consists of a closed orientable surface X of genus g, a distinguished point 3 € £ and two
collections of g simple, non-separating, closed curves
a=a1uU- U ag and B=PB1u - UPBe

Recall that (X, @, f,3) determines a 3-manifold M (uniquely, up to diffeomorphism). More
precisely, we take the 3-manifold

Y=[0,1] x X with curves Ay =(0xa) and Ag=(1xp)
and attach 2-handles to each curve in A, and Ag. The resulting manifold has a boundary
consisting of two 2-spheres, and after attaching 3-handles to these areas, we acquire M.

The space Y = [0, 1]; x £ may be viewed as a stable Hamiltonian manifold with the two-form
@ equal to an area form on X and stabilizing 1-form dt. The analogue of the Reeb vector-field is
R = 0;. Moreover, A, and Ag are Legendrians in the sense that

w|a, =0 and dtja, =0

In this picture, Reeb chords between A, and Ag are equivalent to intersection points in a N .
The symplectization of Y is given the symplectic manifold

W =Rs xY  withsymplecticform  Q =ds A dt + ws

The cylindrical sub-manifolds L, = R x A, and Lg = R x Ay are both Lagrangians. There is a
natural class of compatible almost complex structures | on W: those that are translation invariant
and that satisfy J(0;) = ¢ and J(TX) = TX. Finally, note that the marked point 3 determines a
J-holomorphic strip
Z=Rx][0,1] x3
The formulation of Heegaard-Floer homology of Lipshitz [37] can now be described as follows.
The chain complex C FLiP(Z, a, B, 3) is generated by sets of the form

E={c1,...,cq}
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Ficure 6. A picture of the setup of Lipshitz’ cylindrical formulation of Heegaard-
Floer homology.

where E consists of chords ¢; from a; to B,(j) for some permutation o, or equivalently a set
of intersection points p; € a; N B,(;). The differential ¢ counts pseudo-holomorphic curves of
the following form. Let I' and E be two generators. Let S with a Riemann surface with 2¢
boundary punctures, g of which we label positive and g of which we label negative. We consider
J-holomorphic maps

u:(5,05) — (W,LyuLp)

of Fredholm index 1 (modulo translation), where the positive punctures are asymptotic to the
chords corresponding to I' at +co of the R direction in W; the negative punctures are asymptotic
to the chords corresponding to E at —oo of the R direction in W; the image of S under u is
embedded; and u(S) is disjoint from Z. For more technical formulations of these conditions see
section 1 in [37]. For a depiction of this setup, see Figure 6.

Theorem 1.17. [37] The homology groups of CFriy(X, &, B, 3) are isomorphic to the hat version of the
Heegaard-Floer homology groups.

H(CFp(Z, , B,3)) ~ HE(Y)

The setup for Lipshitz’ construction is very similar to the one for Legendrian ECH. In fact, it
may be viewed as a special case of our construction adapted to the stable Hamiltonian manifold

(Y,w,0) = (]0,1] x X, wg, dt) with “Legendrians” Aoy U Agc Y

This is the perspective adopted by Colin-Ghiggini-Honda, and in [9, §4] they prove the following
claim:

Claim 1.18. [9, §4] The differential CFr;y(Z, a, B, 3) precisely counts ECH index 1 holomorphic curves
Cin R x Y with boundary R x (Aq U Ag).

The theory articulated in this paper can therefore be viewed as providing a common framework
for describing both Heegaard-Floer theory and embedded contact homology as special cases of
a single construction, when one includes only the Reeb chords or Reeb orbits as generators.

1.3.3. Bordered Embedded Contact Homology And Gluing Formulas. In the paper [38], Lipshitz-
Oszvath-Thurston formulate a theory of Heegaard-Floer homology for 3-manifolds with bound-
ary, called bordered Heegaard-Floer homology.

Roughly speaking, the bordered Heegaard-Floer homology groups depend on a 3-manifold
Y and on a diffeomorphism ¢ : F ~ 0Y of 0Y with a surface F determined by a datum called a
matched circle Z. The hat version of this theory comes in two flavors.

CFA(Y,$) and  CED(Y,d)
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which are, respectively, an A,-module and a dg-module over a certain free dg-algebra A associ-
ated to Z. A fundamental application of this theory is the following gluing result.

Theorem 1.19. [38] If Y = M ufr N is a closed union of two 3-manifolds with boundary via the
identifications of ¢ : F ~ 0M and 1\ : F ~ 0N with F, then

HE(Y) ~ H(CFA(M, $) ®4 CED(N, ¢))
Here ® 4 denotes the tensor product as A,-modules over A.

This gluing formula has since become a fundamental tool in computing Heegaard-Floer invari-
ants and their knot counterparts. In particular, they are useful in studying submanifolds e.g.
knots and surfaces [20, 17].

Although many variants of symplectic field theory can be formulated for contact manifolds
with boundary (e.g. [10]), a general gluing formula in the spirit of Theorem 1.19 has yet to
appear. As a first step, one can try to prove Theorem 1.19 where the sutured Heegaard-Floer
groups are replaced with variants of ECH for manifolds with boundary.

To further understand what bordered ECH might look like, we observe that the two types
of hat bordered Heegaard-Floer complexes are constructed by extending Lipshitz” cylindrical
formulation [37] in two ways.

First, the complexes are computed using a bordered Heegaard diagram (X, a, f) for Y, where &
has boundary and some a curves are permitted to have boundary in 0. Second, the bordered
complexes incorporate Reeb chords between the Legendrians (i.e. points) & n 0X in the matched
circle Z, which is identified with 0X. The dg-algebra A associated to Z is, in fact, a variant of the
Chekanov-Eliashberg dg-algebra of the Legendrians in Z. The holomorphic curves counted in
bordered Heegaard-Floer theory are allowed to limit to chords of @ n 0X at boundary punctures,
and the chain complexes themselves are (roughly speaking) augmented by changing the ordinary
Heegaard-Floer complexes to have coefficients in A.

In light of these observations, we expect that a bordered theory of ECH will require an
analogous extension of Legendrian ECH that incorporates Legendrians A — 0+Y with boundary
on JA contained in 0(d+Y) ~ o, the suture, and Reeb chords between the points dA < ¢. The
precise formulation of this theory will be the subject of future work based on this paper.

Acknowledgements. We would like to thank our advisor Michael Hutchings for suggesting
this project and helpful discussions. We would like to thank Ko Honda and Robert Lipshitz for
comments. The third author acknowledges support by the NSF GRFP under Grant DGE 2146752.

2. INTERSECTION THEORY

In this section, we describe an intersection theory for surfaces in symplectic cobordisms with
boundary on a Lagrangian cobordism in dimension 4. This mirrors the theory for surfaces
without Lagrangian boundary described by Hutchings in [24].

2.1. Bundle Pairs. We begin by introducing the notion of a bundle pair with punctures over a
punctured Riemann surface with boundary.

Definition 2.1. A symplectic bundle pair with punctures (E, F) — (¥, 0X) consists of
(a) A compact, oriented surface with boundary and corners
L with JdZ=02Ud.L
where 0,X and 0, X are each unions of smooth strata of the boundary.
(b) A bundle pair of a symplectic vector-bundle and a Lagrangian sub-bundle
(E,w) > L and F— 0, with FcE|sx
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We refer to d.X as the Lagrangian boundary and to 0,X as the puncture boundary. We note by
our previous notation ¢,X is the same as 0+X. We equip both d,X and 0,2 with the induced
boundary orientation.

Definition 2.2. A puncture trivialization t of (E,F) — (X, 0L) consists of the following. First a
symplectic trivialization of E over 0,X, which we write as

Elo,s ~C"

so that
Flo,znos ~R" = C".

We fix the convention of thinking of 7 as a map from E — 0,X to C" — 0,X.

Bundle pairs with punctures admit an integer invariant analogous to the Chern class, gener-
alizing the Maslov number of an ordinary bundle pair.

Proposition 2.3 (Maslov Number). For any symplectic bundle pair with punctures (E,F) — (X, 0X)
and puncture trivialization 7, there is a well-defined Maslov number

u(E,F;t)eZ

Furthermore, the Maslov number is uniquely determined by the following axioms.

(a) (Isomorphism) The Maslov number is invariant under isomorphism of the pair and trivialization.
w(E,F;t) = u(E', F; 1) if (E,F;t)~(E,F;7)
(b) (Direct Sum) The Maslov number is additive with respect to direct sum.
WE®E , FOF;t@®1') = u(E,F;t)+ u(E,F;7)
(c) (Disjoint Union) The Maslov number is additive under disjoint union.
WEVE,FUF;tut)=u(E F;t)+ u(E,F;7)

(d) (Puncture Gluing) Let (E,F) — (X,0X) and (E',F") — (X', 0%X') be two bundle pairs with
punctures. Let R < d,X.and R" < 0,X/ be components of the puncture boundary. Let —R’ denote
R’ with reverse orientation. Assume we have a bundle pair isomorphism

Y : (E|g) ~ (E'|-g)  covering a diffeomorphism R ~ —R’
Further, composed with trivializations T and ', the map  takes the form
7 loyor:(C",R") — (C",R")
over R and —R'. Then
W(E vy E',Fuy F,tut) = u(E,F,t)+ u(E', F',7)

Here (E uy E', F Uy F') is the bundle pair over (X, 0¥) acquired by gluing of (E, F) and (E', F'),
and T Uy T’ is the glued trivialization.

(e) (Normalization) If © = D is the 2-disk with 0¥ = 0,X = St and (E, F) is the bundle pair
E=DxC and F=1{?R:0edD ~R/nZ}
then the Maslov number is given by u(E, F;t) = 1.
Proof. To prove existence, let F — 0¥, denote the Lagrangian sub-bundle of E|sx given by
Flo.o =F and Floy =7 Y{(R")
Then u(E, F; 1) is simply the standard Maslov number u(E, F) of the pair (E, F) (see [40, §C.3]).
u(E, E;7) = u(E, F)
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The properties (a)-(e) except (d) follow immediately from the analogous properties of the ordinary
Maslov number (see [40, Theorem C.3.5(a)-(d)]).

To see (d), consider for (E, F) — (T, L), there is already a trivialization of E over the boundary
punctures. Extend this to a trivialization of E over the entire boundary. This is possible since all
complex bundles over S Lare trivial. In the interior of X, we cut out a disk with boundary (D, ¢D),
then the trivialization of E can be extended to E\D. We further choose a family of Lagrangians
over E|sp, which we denote by F. Then by the additivity property of the Maslov index we have

w(E,F;7) = u(Elz\p, F U Floxo-ap) + w(Elp, F).

Further more, we observe E[x\p ~ X\D x C", hence ;1(E|Z\D,1E U IE|52U,5D) is the sum of
the Maslov indices of the Lagrangians F U F — C" along L U —0D. An entirely analogous
construction holds for (E’'F') — (X/,0L') - we just add prime to all of our previous symbols.
Then the act of gluing induces a gluing between (0X\D, 0¥ v —0D) and (0X'\D’, 0L" v —0D’),
then this implies that

W(Elz\p, F U Flozo—ap) + p(E'|snpr, ' U Floso—op) = W(E U E'[m\pyo, o, F oy F UF U F)

because the contributions for the Lagrangians F and F’ cancel due to our assumptions. The
additivity formula then follows from the composition formula in the regular Maslov index case.

To prove uniqueness, we argue as follows. First, consider the case where L is the half-disk
(2.1) Y=DnH with . X=0dDnHand . Z=DnR

E=C" F=R" and tis the tautological trivialization

Then by gluing (E, F) to itself along 0, X and applying axiom (d), we find that
B(E,Fm) = 5 - p(C",R") = 0

Second, the uniqueness of the ordinary Maslov index [40, Theorem C.3.5] implies that for any
bundle pair (E, F) — (X, 0X) with 0,2 = &, we have

u(E,F) = u(E,F; )

Finally, any bundle pair with punctures (E, F) — (X, 0X) transforms into a bundle pair with no
puncture boundary by gluing on trivial bundles over the half-disk along 0,X. Thus the gluing
axiom (d) determines u(E, F; 7). Uniqueness then follows from the uniqueness of the Maslov
index for surfaces without boundary punctures. m]

Remark 2.4. In the case where 0,X = J, we omit the (empty) trivialization from the notation
and denote the Maslov number by u(E, F).

Example 2.5 (Special Cases). The following integer invariants can be viewed as special cases of
the Maslov number.

(@) The 1st Chern number of a bundle E — X of a surface with boundary with respect to a
trivialization t along 0X is

1
c1(E, 1) = 5 u(E, ;7).
In keeping with our previous conventions, we take 0,2 to be the entire boundary of %,
and 0,X = . In particular, if T is closed then c1(E) = 1 - u(E, ).

(b) [40, Thm C.3.6] Let X be a compact surface with boundary and let F : 0¥ — LGr(2n) be a
set of loops in the Lagrangian Grassmannian. Then

u(F) == u(Z x C",F)
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(c) The Maslov index of a loop @ : S! — Sp(2n) is
p(P) := % -u(D x C",F) where Fg:=®g(R")cC"
Example 2.6 (Maslov Class). Let (X, L) be a pair of a symplectic manifold and a Legrangain
sub-manifold L < X. The Maslov class
u(X,L):Hy(X,L) - Z

is the map defined so that the value on the class A of a surface ©. © X with boundary JX. < Lis
the Maslov number of (TX, TL)|x.

The Maslov class u(&, A) of a contact manifold (Y, &) with Legendrian A < Y is defined
similarly, and we have

WEA) = p(TX,TL)  if  (X,1) = ([0,1] x Y, [0,1] x A)

We will require a few properties of the Maslov number. First, we must record how the Maslov
number changes under change of end trivializations.

Lemma 2.7 (Trivial Bundle). Consider the a bundle pair with punctures
(C",F) — (0%, d.X)
where F : 0. — LGr(2n) is a collection of arcs in the Lagrangian Grassmanian with ends on R". Then
H(E, F;7) = p(F) + p(r™'(R"))
Here u(F) and p(t='(R™)) are the Maslov indices of the (collections of) loops of Lagrangians F and
T HR").
Proof. As in Proposition 2.3, the Maslov index u(E, F; 7) is given by
w(E,Fv) = u(E, F)
where F is the Lagrangian sub-bundle acquired by taking the union of F over d,% and 7~ }(R")
over 0,L. The result thus follows immediately from Example 2.5(b). m|

As with the Chern number, the Maslov number can be interpreted as a signed count of zeros.

Lemma 2.8 (Zero Count). Let (E, F) — (X, 0X) be a bundle pair with punctures equipped with boundary
trivialization T. We further assume E is two dimensional. Let ¢ : (X, 0.X) — (E, F) be a section with

Y is transverse to & and 1P (0.2) < T(R\0)
Then the Maslov number 1 (E, F; T) is given by
(2.2) w(E, F;7) := 2 - #(1 A int(L)) + #(1) N 3.X)

Proof. Let —X and —E denote the surface and bundle with reversed orientations, respectively.
Recall a trivialization 7 is achoice of a map

1:El5,x — C

With this trivialization, as with the case how we defined Maslov indices, we extend F over 0..X-
as
©:(E,Flo,z — (C,R)
Furthermore, let T denote the composition of 7 with complex conjugation (which is anti-
symplectic).
(EIF)|(7*Z = (C/ R) S (C/ R)
This composition is a trivialization of —E over 0,X in —X. Viewing —E as a bundle over —X, we

have
u(—=E,F;7) = u(E,F; 1)
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Moreover, there is a natural (isotopy class of) symplectic bundle map
(—=E,F)lao,x — (E,F)lo.x covering Id: 0.2 — 0.2

given by complex conjugation with respect to the totally real subspace F. Thus, we can glue E
and —E to a bundle DE over the double DX = ¥ u; x —X of X along the boundary region d,X.
Using the composition property of Maslov class (Theorem C.3,5 in [40] and the fact we have fixed
trivializations around punctures so that the totally bundle is trivial) gives us that

1
u(E, F;t) = Ey(DE,@;T) =c1(DE, J; 1)

Now take a section ¢ as in the lemma statement. We may assume (after a small isotopy leaving
the zeros unchanged) that this section doubles to a section ¢ of DE that is transverse to the zero
section. The relative Chern class of DE with respect to 7 is computed by the zeros of ¢, and thus

U(E,F;t) = c1(DE, &;t) = #(¢p n D) =2 - #(¢ nint(Z)) + #(¢ N LX) ]

2.2. Euler Characteristic. Consider a compact surface X with boundary and corners 0¥ = 0,2 u
0+L. In this paper, we will use the following version of the Euler characteristic.

Definition 2.9. The orbifold Euler characteristic x(X) is the quantity
1 1
x(X) — E)((ao):) or equivalently 3 “xX(Zuar —X)

Like the ordinary Euler characteristic, this quantity is a special case of the Maslov number.
Specifically, consider the tangent bundle of X.. This naturally has the structure of a bundle pair
with punctures.

(TE, T(0.X)) — (£, 0%)

Moreover, this bundle pair comes with a canonical isotopy class of trivialization

Tox  (TE, T(0.X))]o,x ~ (C,R) with 7 (R)AT(.X)

The Maslov number of the tangent pair in the canonical trivialization is precisely twice the
orbifold Euler characteristic.

Lemma 2.10 (Euler Characteristic). Let X be a surface with boundary 0. Then
1 -
5 HTZ, T(0X); tox) = X(Z)

Proof. First, consider two special cases. If X is closed, this is equivalent to the fact that ¢1(TX) =
x(X). Likewise, if L = D with 0,Z = 0D, then T(dD) = TD ~ D x R? is a loop of Lagrangians
with Maslov index 2. Thus by Example 2.5(c), we have

% - u(TD, T(6D)) = 1 = x(D)

This verifies these special cases. In the general case we can consider the double of ¥ along J.Z.
S=Xusx r

Applying the proof of Lemma 2.8 and the property of the Euler characteristic under gluing, we
deduce

(TS, Z;tos) =2 - w(TL, T(0X);Tox)  and  x(S) =2-¢(¥)

On the other hand, S can be acquired by taking a closed surface and removing a collection of
disks to produce puncture boundary. Thus, by Proposition 2.3(d) and the special cases, we have

w(TS, F;tas) = x(S) O
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2.3. Setup And Trivializations. Before proceeding, it will be useful for us to fix a common setup
for the remainder of this section. For each e € {+, —}, we fix

(a) a compact contact 3-manifold (Y,, £&.) with boundary 0Ys,.
(b) a closed Legendrian sub-manifold A, < 0Y, in the boundary of Y,.
(c) a contact form a, with non-degenerate Reeb orbits and chords.

(d) an orbit-chord set Z. = I's U C, consisting of a Reeb orbit set I's = {(y}, m})} and Reeb
chord set Co = {(c],n})}.

(e) a symplectic 4-dimensional cobordism X : Y, — Y_ with symplectic form . This is a
manifold with boundary and corners, where 0X = 0, X U 0,X U 0—X such that 0, X ~ Y,.

(d) a Lagrangian cobordism L : A — A_ contained in the horizontal boundary d. X of X.

We will also need to refer to a symplectic trivialization of £ along the orbits and chords in E. We
fix the following terminology.

Definition 2.11 (Trivialization). A trivialization T of £ over 2 is a symplectic bundle isomorphism
T:&|lyi~C T:(E,TA)|ci ~ (C,R)

The difference 0 — T between two trivializations over Z is defined by
0 == mi- (oo | (R) + X mi - p(o 0o (R))
i i

We use T(E4, E_) to denote the space of pairs 7 = (74, 7_) of trivializations 7, over &, and 7_
over E_.

Note that a trivialization 7 : £|, ~ C of the contact structure over an orbit induces a trivialization
over any iterate of y. By abuse of notation, we also denote this trivialization by 7.

2.4. Surface Classes. We next discuss the set of surface classes associated to the pair (X, L).

Definition 2.12. A proper surface S = (1, S) in (X, L) from E, to E_ consists of a compact surface
S with boundary 0S = 0+S U 0_S U 0.S and a continuous map ¢ : S — X such that
(a) The restriction of ¢ to 0+ S is a map
1:0+S > Yy =0+ X
consisting of a collection of orbits and chords in Y4 representing the orbit set 2.
(b) The boundary region 0,S maps to the Lagrangian L, i.e. ((d,S) L
A proper surface (¢, S) will be called well-immersed if it also satisfies the following criteria.

(a) The restriction of ¢ to S\(04+S U 0_S) is an immersion with transverse double points. Note
that these double points may occur on 0,S.

(b) The map t is an embedding in a neighborhood of 015 U 0_S (except at 0,5 U 0_§ itself)
and is transverse to 0+ S U 0_S.

Definition 2.13. Theset S(E,, E_) of surfaceclass A : 2, — E_isthesetof propermaps::S — X
bounding Z, and E_ modulo the equivalence relation that

i~ if [Su-S]=0€Hy(X,L)
Here S U —S' is the 2-chain in X with boundary on L represented by themap tu ' : SuU S’ — X.

The set of surface classes S(E,,E_) is (tautologically) a torsor over the relative homology
group H>(X, L) and we use the notation

A —BeHy(X,L) fortheclasssuchthat A =B+ (A—B)
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Example 2.14. Let (Y, A) be a closed contact manifold and a Legendrian and fix an orbit-chord
set 2. Consider the cobordism

X:=Yx[0,1] L:=Ax]0,1]
A trivial branched covers of E will refer to a map from a surface C to Y x [0, 1] of the form
C5Ex[0,1]cYx[0,1]
Here « is a branched cover whose covering multiplicity at 2 and E_ satisfies Definition 2.13.

Any two collection of orbits and chords representing = (i.e. with the same underlying simple
orbits and chords with multiplicity) can be connected by a trivial branched cover. Furthermore,
the surface classes of all such maps all agree since Hy(E, 0E) = 0.

There are some important operations on proper surfaces and surface classes that we will use
in later parts of this paper.

Definition 2.15 (Union). The union S u T of two proper surfaces (¢.S) and (7, T) in (X, L) is
tug:SuT—(X,L)
This descends to a map on the space of surface classes of the form
S(Zo,0®0) x S(E1,01) —» 5(Ep v E1,0p L O) with (A,B)—~AUB

Definition 2.16. A composition SoT of two proper surfaces S : Eg — E1in (X, L)and T : E; — E»
in (X', L") is proper surface of the form

SuZuTcXoX

where Z is a trivial branched cover of E connecting 0_S and 0, T. This descends to a map of
surface classes of the form

S(EO, El) X 5(51,32) — S(EO, 51) givenby (A, B) — AoB

2.5. Maslov Number Of A Surface Class. Given any proper surface S in (X, L), there is a natural
bundle pair with punctures over S induced by pullback.

(*TX,(*TL) — (S, 055)

We extend the trivialization of &, to trivializations of (*TX|.,. And similarly we extend trivi-
lizations of &,, to (*TX]|,,. We here describe our choice for such an extension (this is essentially
the same choice has we have for Lemma 2.20.) We assume near Yy the cobordism X has collar
neighborhoods of the form (1 — ¢€,1] x Y4 and [0,€) x Y_. We call the direction in the half
open interval the symplectization direction. Then ¢ and the plane given by the symplectization
direction and the Reeb direction on over chords and orbits span TX. We extend 7 in this way
to TX over both chords and orbits. We further assume that with this choice of trivialization
T 15(TX)|e, — (Ez|ci,we have 7(1*(TX)|a, 50,5 = R2 = C2.

Definition 2.17. The Maslov number (A, T) of a surface class A with respect to a trivialization
T over E is given by

(A, 7)== u(*TX, *TL; 1) for any representative 1:S—->X
Here u(t*TX, (*TL; 1) is the Maslov index of (1*TX, (*TL) as a bundle pair (see Proposition 2.3).

A priori, it is not clear that u(A, t) is independent of the choice of representative. We now
prove that this is the case.

Proposition 2.18. The Maslov number (A, t) is well-defined and has the following properties.
e (Trivialization) Let ¢ and T be two trivializations in T(E,E_). Then

WA, ) — p(A,0) = (04 —T4) — (0- — )



22 JULIAN CHAIDEZ, OLIVER EDTMAIR, LUYA WANG, YUAN YAO, ZIWEN ZHAO

e (Maslov Class) Let A : E — © and B : E — © be a pair of surface classes. Then
u(A, 1) —u(B,7) = u(X,L) - (A—B)

e (Union) Let A : Eg — Opand B : E1 — ©q be a pair of surface classes and let T be a trivialization
that agrees on Eg N E1 and @y n ©1. Then

U(A LB, 7) = u(A, 1) + (B, 7)
o (Composition) Let A : B9 — E1 and B : 1 — Ey be composible surface classes, and let T be a
trivialization along Eg U E1 U Eo. Then
u(AoB,7) = p(A,7) + (B, 7)
To proceed with the proof, we first consider the case of branched covers as in Example 2.14.

Lemma 2.19. Let E be an orbit-chord set in' Y and consider a trivial branched cover of &, as in Example
2.14.
t:(C,0.C) - (X,L) =([0,1] x Y,[0,1] x A)
X X

Choose a pair of trivializations ¢ over E_ = & {1}. Then

p(*TX, *TL*(curt)) =T—0

{0} and T over B4 = B

Here 1*(0 v 1) is the trivialization of 1*TX over 0,C = 04+C v 0_C induced by o and 1.

Proof. The trivialization o extends to a trivialization
(&, TA) ~ (C,R) over Ex[0,1]
This pulls back to a trivialization of 1*£ over C. Then 7 and ¢ are identified, respectively, with
*(too) along 0.C =1"(0;X) and Id on 0.C=:%0_X)
Now decompose 0, C into regions S; = t~!(y;) and T; = t~!(c;). Then as a simple application of

Lemma 2.7, we find that

U(*E, PTA % (0 U 1) = Y deg(ils,) - p(t 0 07 ]s,) + deg(il) - p(t o o)

This is precisely the difference T — o of the trivializations over E. The same formula follows
for (1*TX, (*TL) since it is isomorphic to the direct sum of (¢*&, t*TA) and a trivial bundle pair
(C, R) (spanned by the R-direction and Reeb direction in Y x [0, 1]). ]

Proof. (Proposition 2.18) The union and composition properties follow immediately from the
disjoint union and puncture gluing properties of the Maslov number (Proposition 2.3). Here we
will argue the other two properties.

Well-Definedness and Maslov Class. We prove well-definedness and the Maslov class prop-
erty together, since the argument is the same. Choose representatives of A and B in S(E,,E_)
respectively.

t:S—-X and 1:T—-X

Since S and T bound the same orbit sets &, and E_, there exist trivial branched covers
Ke:Co — [0,1] x Ea = [0,1] x Y, for ec{+,—}

such that x connects the positive ends of S and T and x_ connects the negative ends of S and
T. We can form a new surface
r=SuCyuC_u-T

by gluing S and T to C along their common orbit-chord ends, and likewise at C_ (see Figure
7). This surface inherits a continuous map

K (5,08) — (X,L)
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C_

(5

Ficure 7. The surface &

restricting to t on S, to j on T and to the map C+ — E4 on C4. By the gluing property of the
Maslov number in Proposition 2.3(d), we have

(2.3) u(x*TX,x*TL) = u(*TX, *TL; ) — u(J*TX, j*TL; ) + w(TX|c, , Fc,) + u(TX|c_,Fc_)

The left hand side is simply u(X, L) - [X] where u(X, L) is the Maslov class (see Example 2.6) and
[X] = A — B. On the right hand side, the cylinder C is equipped with the trivialization 7|z, on
both ends and likewise for C_, so by Lemma 2.19

“(TX‘C+'FC+) =0 and “(TX|C+,PC7) =0

Therefore, (a) follows from (2.3).

Trivialization. Fix a representative S of A as in (a) and let C be the trivial (unbranched cover)
of 4 x [0,1], as in Example 2.14. Equip C+ with the trivialization p+ with

Prlzexo=0lz, and  pilzixa = TlEy

We may form a glued surfaceT = S v C4 v C_andamap j : T — X representing the class A by
a similar process to (a). By applying the puncture gluing property Proposition 2.3(c), we have

u(A, 1) = pu(A, o) + pu(Cq, p4) —u(C-, p-)

Therefore, the result follows from 2.19 since
w(Cy,py) = ploot 'z, R) and  p(C_,p_)=p(cot z_R) o

We conclude this section by considering the Maslov number of a symplectic, well-immersed
proper surface (¢, S) with class A € S(E4, E_). In this case, we have a decomposition

(2.4) (TX,TL) = (TE, T(6.Z)) ® (vS, v(8:5))

Here v§ is the symplectic perpendicular to TY and v(0S) is any choice of transverse sub-bundle
to T(0,S) in TL.

Note that vS is canonically identified with &1 near the positive and negative ends of (t, S).
In particular, a choice of trivialization 7 over E induces a puncture trivialization of (TX,TL)
(also denoted 7) by direct sum with the canonical puncture trivialization of the tangent pair
(TX, T(0.X)). By the direct sum property of the Maslov number, we thus acquire

Lemma 2.20. Let (¢, S) be a symplectic, well-immersed proper surface. Then

p(S,t) =2x(S) + u(vS,v(0.S); 1)
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2.6. Writhe and Linking. We next introduce the notion of the writhe and linking number of a
braid, and of an admissible representative of a surface class.

To introduce these concepts, we must first clarify the notion of braid that we will use.

Definition 2.21. A braid C around a Reeb chord or orbit 77 in Y is a disjoint union of arcs (if n is a
chord) or of loops (if 1] is an orbit) in a tubular neighborhood Nbhd(n) of n such that

C is transverse to & and 0C € Aifnis a chord

Definition 2.22. Let S be a well immersed surface representative of a surface class A € S(E4,E_).
Suppoose for each chord or orbit r]:—r in the set &, there is an associated (isotopy class of) braid
C:—r around nj—r

constructed as follows. Choose a collar neighborhood of pairs
(Yy x[0,1),Ax[0,1)) - (X,L) near 0+ X
Then, under this identification, we define C;—r to be the intersection
CE = S A (Nbhd(n) x {e})

Here Nbhd(7) is a small tubular neighborhood disjoint from other orbits and chords in E deter-
mined by a choice of trivialization of the contact structure along the orbit or chord:

¢. :Nbhd(n) ~[0,1] x D> or ¢, :Nbhd(n) ~ S' x D?

In the chord case, ¢ maps the boundary 07 to the x-axis (R x 0) n D? in 0 x D? and 1 x D.
We take € > 0 to be small. Suppose the braids constructed as above does not depend on € if it is
small enough. Then we say the surface S is an admissible representative. We collectively refer
to these braids as the ends of S.

Given a trivialization 7 along Reeb orbits or chords, as in the above definition, this gives rise
to a choice of tubular neighborhood around the chord or Reeb orbit of the form [0, 1] x D? (resp.
S! x D?). Via the projection map D? — R to the x-axis, we acquire projection maps

n:[0,1] x D> - [0,1] x R and n:8'xD? > S xR

Definition 2.23 (Writhe). The writhew.(C) € Z of abraid C around n with respect to a trivialization
7 is the signed count of self-intersections of the curve

nO(PT(Z)

Here C is a perturbation of C relative to 4C such that 7 o ¢, (Z’) has only transverse double points.
The sign convention in ECH is that anticlockwise rotations in the disk D? contributes a positive
crossing. This is described, for instance after Definition 2.7 in [24]

Likewise, the writhe w(S) of an admissible representative S of a surface class A with respect
to a trivialization 7 € T(E,, E_) is the signed sum of writhes of the ends.

(2.5) We(S) = ZwT(cj) —ZwT(C]._)
i j

Definition 2.24. The linking number 1.(C, C') € 1Z of a pair of disjoint braids  and C’ around 1 is
half of the signed count of intersections between the pair of curves

10 ¢(0) and 7o (L)

The linking number 1.(S, S") of a pair of disjoint, admissible representatives of two surface classes
A and B is the analogous signed sum of linking numbers to (2.5).

We will require a few elementary properties of the linking number and the writhe.
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Lemma 2.25. The linking number and the writhe satisfy the following properties.
e (Union) The linking number and writhe are related by the formula
(2.6) we(CU L) =we(Q) + we(T) +2- L(C, ')
o (Trivialization) If o and T are two trivializations of & along 1 then
we(C) = wy(C) = m(m —1)- (1 - 0)
where m is the number of strands in the braid C.

2.7. Classical Intersection Pairing. We next consider a half-integer valued intersection pairing
associated to a pair of a 4-manifold with a 2-manifold in its boundary. This is analogous to the
intersection pairing of closed 4-manifolds.

Definition 2.26 (Intersection). Let M be a compact 4-manifold with corners and let N < dM be
an oriented embedded 2-manifold with boundary. The intersection pairing

1
Q:H(M,N)®H(M,N) — EZ
is defined as follows. Given classes A, B € Hy(M, N), choose immersed representatives
t:(S,05) —> (M,N) and 7:(T,0T) - (M,N)

of A and B, respectively, that intersect transversely (including along N). Then each intersection
point p € S n T is isolated and has a well-defined sign (M, S, T, p) = +1 (cf. [49]). We let

#11(int(S) A int(T)) = > (M,S,T,p) and  #m(0SndT)= >, «M,S,T,p)
peint(S) nint(T) pedSnaT

The boundaries ¢S and 0T are also transverse as sub-manifolds of N. Thus, we have well-defined
intersect numbers in N for each p € S n 0T, denoted

(N,0S,0T,p)=+1 and  #y(@SndT)= > «(N,dS,dT,p)
pedSnaT

After an isotopy of S (or T) that fixes 0S, we may assume that
(2.7) t((M,S,T,p) =t(N,?dS,0T,p) foreach peSnT

Note that this isotopy may introduce intersections in the interior of S and T, but we may perturb
S and T to be transverse to each other. We now define the intersection pairing Q as follows.

(2.8) Q(A, B) := #y(int(S) nint(T)) + % -#m(0S n T)
In general, the intersection numbers #y(0S N 0T) and #1(0S n 0T) may not agree. However,
we can always isotope S so that this is the case.
Lemma 2.27. Let p € 0S n 0T be a boundary intersection and assume that
t((M,S,T,p) =—1(N,0S,0T, p)

Then there is a small neighborhood U of p and a surface S’ isotopic to S such that

058" = 0§ S =S5"on M\U S'nTnlU={p,q}
Here the boundary intersection point p has intersection numbers

((N,0S',0T,p) = —1(N, 0S, 0T, p)

and q is an interior intersection point such that

I—<M/ S// T/ 5]) = "(M/ S/ T’ p)



26 JULIAN CHAIDEZ, OLIVER EDTMAIR, LUYA WANG, YUAN YAO, ZIWEN ZHAO

Proof. By choosing coordinates and (possibly) reversing the orientation of T, we can reduce to
the local picture where M and N are given by

M :={(z1,22) : Im(z; +2z2) =0} c C*> and N = R?
Moreover, we may assume that S and T take the form
S=Co0)nM and T:=0®6C)nM

Now consider the sub-space

S"=R®iRnM and T" =iR®OR "M
Note that S”" nT” =S n T = (0,0) and we have

#(SNT)=—#m(S"nT") =1 and #N(SnT)=#(S"nT") =1

Now note that there is a pair of braids in the hemisphere S*> N M given by

B=(SuT)nS> and B"=(8"uT")nS°
We can define homotopies of the components S; from S to S” and T; from T to T” as follows.

St = spang(1®0,v;) N S* " M where v = cos(%t) -(i®0) + sin(%t) -(0®1i)

T; = spang (0@ 1,w;) N S* " M where wy = cos(%t) -(0®i) + sin(%t) (i®0)
Note that S; and T; are disjoint, except at t = % We can use S; and T; to form a pair of surfaces
LS)={2—-t)-z : 0<t<landze S}
YT)={2—-t)-z : 0<t<landzeT;}

These surfaces intersect at one point with sign —1. We now let S’ and T’ be, respectively,
smoothings of the C° embedded surfaces

(SAB(1)uZ(S)u(s"\B*2) and (T nB31))uX(S)u (T"\B*2))

These surfaces are smooth except along some curves that are disjoint from their intersections, so
the intersections of S’ and T” are given by

int(S') N int(T') = S" AT" = {0} 8S' A T" = X(S) A X(T) = {%i (1,1)}

This is precisely the local picture required in the lemma, so we are done. m]
Corollary 2.28. There are isotopic surfaces S" and T’ to S and T respectively such that
Q(S', T =Q(S,T) and  #y(0S N 0T) = #n(0S N TOT)
Proposition 2.29. The intersection pairing Q in Definition 2.26 is well-defined.
Proof. Fix classes A, B € Hy(M, N). Choose immersed representatives
t:(S8,08) — (M, N) /:(8,08) > (M,N) and ;:(T,0T)— (M,N)

of the classes A, A and B, respectively, such that S and S’ are both transverse to T. Moreover, we
may assume by Corollary 2.28 that

#(SNT)=#y(ST) and  #y(S' nT)=#(S'nT)
To prove well-definedness, it now suffices to show that
(29) Q(S,T)—Q(s,T) =0
To prove (2.9), we must consider the standard short exact sequence of the pair (M, N).

(2.10) Hi(N) — Ha(M) — Ha(M,N) — Hi(N)
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By hypothesis, we have an immersion of S U —S’ in the homology class t.[S] — j«[S’] = 0 in
H>(M, N). Therefore, 0S U —0S’ is an immersed null-homologous 1-manifold in N, and

(2.11) #((0S U —0S") N OT) = 0

Furthermore, we may choose a map « : R — N from a compact surface R bounding 0S u —d5’,
and acquire an immersion of a closed surface.

f:Z=SUuRu-5—-X

The class [X] € Hp(M) maps to [S U —S] = 0 € Hyo(M, N) under the map Hy(M) — Hy(M, N)
in (2.10). Thus by the exactness of (2.10), we know that [ U Z] = 0 for some closed immersed

surface Z — N. We may assume that [Z] = 0 by absorbing Z into the choice of bounding surface
R.

Now choose a collar neighborhood N x (—1,1); of N in M and extend this to a collar into M
asU = N x (—=1,1); x [0,1)s. By choosing this collar to be very small, we can assume that

UnNn(fE)n(T)=1(T)n(Rx0x0)cNx0x0

We can choose a vector-field v = ¢(s) - s where ¢ : [0,1) — [0,1) is a non-negative function
with ¢ = O near s = 1. By flowing X along v for a small amount of time, we perturb f to a new
map f’ such that

ffE)nTrnU=y

Finally, we can smooth f’ to a smooth immersion ¢ : £ — int(X) agreeing with f’ away from
a neighborhood of 0X that satisfies

HIZAT)=#ST)—#S nT)=Q(S,T)—Q(S,T)
We now simply observe that since [£] = [S] — [S'] = 0, we have
Q(S,T)—Q(S',T) =#(X nT) = PD[T] - [Z] = 0 where [T] € Hy(X, 0X) ]

There is also an analogue of the intersection pairing for a 3-manifold with boundary, equipped
with a 1-manifold in the boundary.

Definition 2.30. Let Y be a compact 3-manifold with boundary and corners, and let Z < JY be
a closed 1-manifold in 0Y. The intersection pairing

Q:Hi(Y,Z)®Hx(Y,Z) — %Z
is defined as follows. Consider the 4-manifold
M =10,1] x Y withsub-manifold N =[0,1] x Z < X
Let S = [0,1] x ' where I' < Y is a 1-manifold representing a class A € Hi(Y,Z) and let T

be a 2-manifold representing B in Hy(M, N) ~ H(Y,Z) contained in s x Y for s € (0,1), and
intersecting I transversely.

Q(A, B) := #y (int(S) M int(T)) + % - #(3S A T)

The proof of well-definedness is analogous to Proposition 2.29.
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2.8. Relative Intersection Number. Next, we generalize the classical intersection number to an
intersection number for surface classes.

Definition 2.31. Let (X, L) be a pair of a symplectic cobordism with boundary and a Lagrangian
cobordism L < X, and let A € S(E, ®) be a surface class. The associated intersection map
1
ga:Hy(X,L) — EZ given by B — g4(B)

is defined as the same count of intersections in (2.8) where S is a representative of the surface
class A and T is a compact surface with boundary in the interior of X representing B.

The proof of well-definedness is analogous to Proposition 2.29. Moreover, we can prove the
following lemma.

Lemma 2.32. Consider a trivial symplectic cobordism pair (X, L) of the form
([0,1] xY,[0,1] x A)  for a contact manifold Y with Legendrian A < oY
Let A € S(E, ©) be any surface class between orbit-chord sets in 1-homology class T = [E] = [®]. Then
ga(B) =Q(,B)  forany Be Hy(X,L) ~ Hy(Y,A)

Proof. Choose a representative surface S < [0,1] x Y of the surface class A that is a cylinder
[0,€) x n over a 1-manifold 1 representing I' in [0,€) x Y. We may choose an immersed 2-
manifold T < Y with boundary 0T < A transverse to 1. Then the corresponding count of
intersections computes both g4 (B) and Q(T’, B). O

More generally, we define the intersection number between two surface classes as follows.

Definition 2.33 (Relative Intersection). Fix a pair of surface classes
A:E-0® and B:Z -0

and a trivialization 7 of £ along & U E' and ® u ©’. The relative intersection pairing of A and B
with respect to 7 is the half-integer

Q:(A,B) € %Z
is defined as follows. Pick admissible surfaces S and T representing A and B, respectively.
1:5S—-X and ]:T—-X
Assume that S and T are disjoint near 0+ X (except along 0+X) and transversely intersecting
away from 0, X U 0_X. Then we let

(2.12) Q:(A, B) := #(int(S) nint(T)) + % #(3.5 N 3.T) — 1(S,T)

The relative intersection number satisfies a number of very useful axioms. We now prove
these axioms in detail.

Proposition 2.34. The relative intersection pairing Q- is well-defined and has the following properties.

o (Trivialization) Let A : E — E_and B : ©1 — O_ be two surface classes and let o and T be
two trivializations that differ only along one orbit or chord

n  of multiplicity m in E and n in ©
Then the self-intersection numbers of o and t differ as follows.
Q:(A,B) —Qy(A,B)=m-n-(t—0)

e (Difference) Let A,A’ : E; — E_ and B € S(W,WV_) be surface classes between the same
orbit-chord sets. Then

Q:(A,B) = Q(A",B) = qp(A — A')
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e (Union) Let A, A" and B be surface classes. Then
QT(A v A// B) = QT(A/ B) + QT(A// B)

e (Composition) Let A,A" : By — E1 and B,B’ : By
classes in (X, L) and (X', L") respectively. Then

Q:(AoB,A’oB') = Q:(A,A") + Q«(B,B)

Ep be two pairs of composible surface

In order to prove these axioms, we will need the following lemma.

Lemma 2.35. Let 17 be a Reeb chord or orbit. Let C*, L~ and B be disjoint braids such that Ct and C~
have the same degree. Then there exists a symplectically immersed cobordism Z from Ct to C~ such that

#([0,1] x B~ Z) + %#([o, 1] % 08 A 0.Z) = 1(CH, B) — 1(C, B)

Proof. We prove the result for braids near a Reeb chord, as the Reeb orbit case can be treated
identically. It suffices to consider the following setup. Let

Y :=[0,1]; x D? and A=0xTulxlI

Here I := (R x 0) n D? is the segment of the x-axis on the disk. We consider the braid diagram
given by the projection onto the (x, t)-plane.

n:Y c R® - R?

Recall that any two braids of the same degree can be related by a series of braid isotopies and
the following crossing changes (and the reverse moves).

% N A
/ \ .

— Type 1l —» —Type 2——»

Y/ —>

We call these Type 1 and Type 2 moves. A sequence of braid isotopies, Type 1 and Type 2 moves
can be viewed as a regular homotopy and thus lifted to an immersed cobordism

1: X2 —[0,1]s xY

from the initial braid at s = 0 to the final braid at s = 1. This immersed cobordism is symplectic
as in Lemma 2.4 of Golla-Etnyre [16]. A Type 1 move yields a transverse interior self-intersection
of ¥ with sign —1 and a Type 2 move yields a transverse boundary self-intersection of = with
sign —1. The reverse moves yield sign +1.

Now choose a sequence of isotopies and Type 1/2 moves from (" U B to C~ U . We may
assume that these moves leave f fixed, so that the corresponding cobordism L decomposes as

L=Zvu[0,1] xB

Here Z is an immersed cobordism from C* to ™ induced by a regular homotopy of braids C;
and intersections between Z and [0, 1] x B correspond to Type 1 and 2 moves between the braids
Ct and B. A Type 1 move adds —1 intersections and changes the linking number by —1. A
Type 2 move adds —1/2 intersections and changes the linking number by —1/2. This yields the
result. m]
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Proof. (Proposition 2.34) We demonstrate each property individually. Note that the argument
for the difference property suffices to prove well-definedness, since the latter follows from the
same argument by taking A = A’.

Trivialization. This follows immediately from the corresponding transformation law for the
linking number.

Well-Definedness And Difference. Let T be an admissible representative of a class B in
S(W4,W_) and let
1:S—>X and (/:8->X
be two admissible representatives of classes A and A’ in S(24,E_), respectively, that satisfy

the transversality conditions in Definition 2.33 with respect to T. We construct an immersion
¢ :(X,0r) — (X, L) transverse to T such that

2.13) [E]=A-A'"eHyX,L) and #EZAT)+ %#(az A 0T) = Q:(S,T) — Q«(S', T)

The result will then follow since g5 ([Z]) is precisely given by #(X n T) + 3#(0L n oT).
To begin the construction, fix the following notation for a collar near 0+ X.
Vii=0:Xx[0,Fe]c X and U= X\(Vy U V_)withd:U := 0+:X x {Fe}
Here e is an arbitrarily small parameter. Note that (~}(U) c S and [¢/]"}(U) < S’ are equal to S
and S’ minus collars near 0+ S and 0+ S’, respectively. The underlying surface L is of the form
Y=l WuzZyuZoo-[]THU)
Here Z is a surface with boundary and corners that we will specify shortly.

To define the immersion ¢ (and in the process, Z), we proceed as follows. First, we let
(2.14) ¢ = ton("H(U) and ¢ = on[/]7NU)

Note that the image of ¢ along 0+ U consists of the braids at the positive and negative ends of S
and S’, and the remaining boundary lies in L. Next, we assert that ¢(Z+) is contained in a union
of disjoint tubular neighborhoods of the orbits and chords in E.

(2.15) P(Z+) uthd(n;—r) x [0, Fe] € Vi

To describe ¢ in each neighborhood, fix an chord or orbit n = 1];—r in E4+ and a tubular neigh-
borhood N = thd(r]z.i) of 1in Y. Denote the braids of S, S’ and T around rﬁ by C, ' and B
respectively. Note that the braid g will be empty if 1 is not in the orbit set . For definiteness
let’s focus on what happens on V.. By Lemma 2.35, we may choose a cobordism Z in N x [0, —¢€)
from C to ' with

#(int(Z) n B x [0, —€]) + % H#(0oZ N B x[0,€]) = 1:(C, B) — 1(T, B)

The definition for V_ is similar. We thus may associate a surface Z f to the end chord or orbit r]ii,
namely

ZE=70T x[0,€]
We may view Z li as a smooth surface with boundary and corners that is topologically embedded

into V4 and meets (~1(U) and [/]7}(U) along 0+ U. We then let
(2.16) Z.:=||zF
i

and we let ¢ |z, be given by a smoothing of the tautological map Z. — V.. Note that since the
asymptotic braids § and ' are disjoint, we have

(2.17) #(Z+ v Z)nT) =1(C,B) — (T, B)
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The map ¢ : £ — Z is smoothly immersed and satisfies the criteria in (2.13) by construction.

This concludes the proof of well-definedness and the difference property.

Union. We can choose well-immersed representatives S, S’ and T of A, A’ and B respectively
sothat S,S" and S U S’ are transverse to T away from 0+ X, disjoint from T near (but not along)
0+ X and transverse to 0+ X. Then

Q:(A U A, B) = #(int(S U S') N int(T)) + % #(0(SUS) N AT)—1(SuUS,T)

= QT(A/ B) + QT(A// B)

Composition. Choose representatives S,S’,T and T’ of A, A’, B and B, respectively. Via
Lemma 2.35, we may assume that the braid of S at the positive end agrees with the braid of S’ at
the negative end, and likewise for T and T’. Then

SuT and SSuT

are representatives in (X o X/, Lo L") of Ao B and A’ o B/, respectively. We can smooth both
to surfaces U and V so that near 0_X = 0, X/, they agree with the negative braid of S U S’ (or
equivalently, the positive braid of T u T’). Then we have

#(int(U) N int(V) = #(int(S) N int(S")) + #(int(T) N int(T"))
#(0o(U) N 0o(V) = #(05(S) n 05(S")) + #(0o(T) n 0o(T"))
1.(U,V) = 15,8+ 1.(T, T
Note that the last formula above involves the cancelation of the linking of the negative ends of S

and S’ with the linking at the positive ends of T and T'. This proves the result. O

2.9. Topological Adjunction. We are now ready to prove a topological version of Legendrian
adjunction. The holomorphic curve version will be proven in Section 3 after the appropriate
discussion of background.

—

Theorem 2.36 (Topological Adjunction). Let S : E — © be a symplectic, well-immersed surface in a
symplectic cobordism (X, L) with a trivialization T along 0S. Then S satisfies the adjunction formula

#(S, ) = 2(X(A) + Qe (S) + we(S) —28(5) — €(9))
If S is simply smooth (and not necessarily symplectic) then the adjunction formula holds mod 2.
Proof. By Lemma 2.20, we simply need to show that
(2.18) He(VS,v(065)) = 2(Qr(S, 5) + we(S) — 26(S) — €(S))
where v(0,S) is the normal bundle of 0.S < L as before. To prove (2.18), choose a section
¢:(S5,08) — (vS,v(0.5)) satisfying Ploys #0 ¢hd.Z and ¢Phint(X)

Also assume that, near the Reeb chords and orbits in 0S, the section ¢ is constant with respect
to our chosen trivialization 7. By Lemma 2.8, the Maslov index is given by the following count
of intersections

(2.19) pr(vS,v(0:5)) =2 - #(¢p n int(S)) + #(p N 3.5).

On the other hand, let S’ be the perturbation of S by the section ¢ in a neighborhood of S. In
both int(S) and 0,5, there is a single transverse intersection in S n S’ for each 0 of ¢ and two
intersections in S n S’ each transverse double point. Thus

(2.20) #(¢p ~ int(S)) = #(int(S') N int(S)) — 25(S)

(2.21) #(P N 0.S) = #(0.S'  8.S) — 2¢(S)
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Finally, we note that by Definition 2.33, we know that

(2.22) Q:(S,S) + w.(S) = Q«(S,S) + 1:(S5,5") = #(¢ N int(S)) + % #(0,8" 1 0,5)
Combining (2.19)-(2.22) proves (2.18), and thus the proposition.

If S is simply a smooth, well-immersed surface then we still have a decomposition of oriented,

real bundle pairs
(TX,TL) = (TS, T(0.S)) ® (vS,v(0-S5))
After isotopy of S near the ends, we may assume that this splitting respects the symplectic
structure near 0S. Modifying the symplectic stricture on TX|s away from 0S is equivalent to
direct summing with a symplectic bundle on S?, and thus changes (T X, TL) by an even integer.
Therefore
ue(TX]s, TL|as) = 1e(TS, T(2,5)) + p(vS, v(@.5))

The proof now reduces to (2.18), and proceeds by essentially the same argument. m|

3. J-HoromorpHIC CURVES WITH BOUNDARY

In this section, we examine holomorphic curves with Legendrian boundary conditions in
convex sutured contact manifolds.

3.1. Sutured Contact Manifolds. We stary by reviewing contact manifolds with sutured bound-
ary, and the appropriate classes of contact forms and complex structures.

Remark 3.1. Our setting is most similar to [10]. We will only state our definitions for 3- manifolds,
but we note many of our definitions have higher dimensional versions, as found in [10].

Definition 3.2. A sutured 3-manifold Y is a compact 3-manifold Y with boundary and corners, a
closed sub-manifold I' = 0Y of codimension 2 and a neighborhood of I of the form

(3.1) V() ~[-1,1]; x (—€,0]; x T with Fr~0x0xT
The boundary 0Y must divide into smooth strata 0_Y, ;Y and 0. Y such that, in the chart (3.1)
0 ~[-1,1] x0x T and 0+Y NnV({I) ~+1 x(—€,0] xT
Definition 3.3. [10, §2] A contact form a on a sutured manifold Y is adapted to Y if
(a) @|a,y is a Liouville form on 0+ Y.
(b) In the neighborhood V (T') in (3.1), « is given by
a=C-dt+e"-B

where C > 0 is a constant and § is a one-form on I' independent of ¢ and has no dt-term.
Consequently in this neighborhood the Reeb vector field is given by &4;.

Remark 3.4. When Y is equipped with an adapted contact form, we may extend ¢ to a function
t : Nbhd(0Y) — R

on a neighborhood of JY by setting t(0+Y) = +1 and then extending ¢ to be Reeb invariant near
0+Y. We will regularly use this extension without further comment.

Definition 3.5. A (convex) sutured contact manifold (Y, &) is a sutured manifold Y and a contact
structure £ on Y that is the kernel of an adapted contact form.

Definition 3.6. A collection of Legendrians A in the horizontal boundary of the convex sutured
convex contact manifold is called exact if the Liouville form + vanishes on A.

Consequently on the exact Legendrians the contact distribution £ is tangent to the horizontal
boundary.
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Remark 3.7. We give some examples where one can find exact Legendrians. It suffices to find
a two dimensional Liouville manifold (X, ) where f is the Liouville form, and a collection of
Lagrangians {L;} on which § vanishes. The simplest possible example is (D*S!, 8), the codisk
bundle of S!; and f is the canonical one form. The Lagrangian in question is then the zero section.

More generally speaking, let {L;} denote a collection of circles. Consider the Liouville mani-
folds (D*L;, Bi) as above. We attach one handles between this collection of Liouville manifolds
to form the Livioulle manifold (S, ). Then the collection of curves {L;} can be taken to be the
required collection of Lagrangians.

Definition 3.8. [10, §3.1] A complex structure | on & that is tailored to (Y, A) if
(a) J is Reeb invariant near 0Y.

(b) Consider the completion of 0+Y near V(I') given by 0+ Y u [0, c0) x T, with Liouville form
e’p in a neighborhood of the form (—e,o0) x {£1} x I'. We require that in both V(I')
and small tubular neighborhoods 0,Y x [1,1 — €] and 0_Y x [-1,—1 + €], the almost
complex structure ] is the pullback via the natural projection 7t : & — T(0+Y') of a complex
structure Jp that is § compatible on (—¢, ) x I, and compatible with a5,y on 0+ Y.

We let f denote the complex structure induced on R x Y = R; x Y, given by
J(0s) =R f|§ is a tailored complex structure J.

Remark 3.9. Given a sutured contact manifold, it is also helpful to think about its completion as
in Section 2.4 in [10]. First, “vertically” complete V (I') by gluing [1, c0) x 04 Y and (—o0, —1] x 0_Y
with the forms Cdt + a|s,y and Cdt + a|s_y respectively. Now the boundary is {0} x R x I
Second, “horizontally” complete by gluing [0, 0) x R x I with the form Cdt + e*. We denote
the completion as (M*, a*).

3.2. Holomorphic Maps. We now recall the basic definitions regarding J-holomorphic maps in
SFT, as required in this paper.

Let (X, j) be a Riemann surface with boundary and corners, and assume that L is equipped
with a boundary decomposition into smooth components

0L =0, U d.Xuo_XL

We think of of d,Z as boundaries of the surface. For 0+r, we think of X as surface with
boundary/interior punctures, and each near boundary puncture we equip the puncture with a
semi-infinite strip-like (resp. cylindrical) neighborhood [0, +o0] x [0, 1] (resp. [0, 00] x S!, and
we think of 01X as the components of the boundary at infinity, of the form +oo x [0, 1] (resp.
+00 x S1).

Let (Y, &) be a convex sutured contact manifold with closed Legendrians A < 0Y; and fix an
adapted contact form a and tailored complex structure J. A J-holomorphic map

u:(X,L)— (RxY,RxA)

is a smooth map u from X\(0+Z U 0_X) to the symplectization R x Y = R x Y that maps J.Z to
R x A = R x A, and that satisfies the non-linear Cauchy-Riemann equations

(3.2) duoj=7Jodu.

A connected component C of ;X u 0_X is called a puncture of u. A puncture is positive if it
is in 0, X and negative if it is in 0_X. Likewise, a closed component is an interior puncture and
a component with boundary is a boundary puncture. We require positive punctures under the
map u are at +00 of the symplectization direction, and negative punctures map to —o0 in the
symplectization direction.
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The energy of a J-holomorphic curve u is given by

E(u) = sup (Lu*d((p(s)a)) e [0, %)

Here the supremum is over all non-decreasing smooth maps ¢ : R — [0, 1].

3.3. Local Maximum Principles. Tailored complex structures satisfy two harmonicity results
(which may be viewed as maximum principles) that will be used throughout this paper.

Lemma 3.10. [10, Lem. 5.6] Let u : & — R x Y be a J-holomorphic map (possibly with boundary) with
respect to a tailored |. Then

tou: X2 >R defined on u~1(Nbhd(d,Y U 0_Y))
is harmonic in a neighborhood of 0.Y and 0_Y.

Proof. We follow the proof of Lemma 5.6 in [10]. Without loss of generality, we focus on a tubular
neighborhood of 0, Y of the form 0,Y x [1 4+ €,1 — €) (we imagine extending the ¢ coordinate
slightly in the upwards direction). The key observation is that since 0, Y is two dimensional, ]y is
Stein, which means there exists f : 0, Y — R with the boundary of 0. Y its level set. Further, the
1-form B’ := —df o Jo gives 0, Y the structure of a Liouville manifold, and the symplectic form
dp’ is Jo compatible. If we take the contact form o’ = dt + ' on (1 — €, 4+00); x 04+Y (which we
think of the upwards completion of Y, see [10]), then the same proof as Lemma 5.6 in [10] tells
us that f o u is harmonic in this region. m]

Lemma 3.11. [10] Let | be a tailored almost complex structure as above. Restricted to the Liouville
manifold

(—€,0]r x I'  with Liouville form e*alr,

the almost complex structure | is compatible with a|r. Then the T coordinate T : (—e,0]; x I' — (—¢, 0]
is pluri-subharmonic.

Proof. See lemma 5.5 in [10]. m|

3.4. Local Properties Of Boundary Singularities. We will also need a number of local results
governing the singularities of holomorphic curves with boundary. To state these results, we fix
the following notation. Let U denote the upper half-disk

U:=DnH with oLU=UnNnR
We adopt coordinates z = s + it on U < C. We also denote the upper half-ball in C" as follows.
U := B n(HxC"!)  with .U =U" AR xC"!

Finally, we let R" := B?" ~ R" denote the Lagrangian in d,U?" given by the real unit disk.

Lemma 3.12. Let | be an almost complex structure on U* such that [(TR") n TR" = 0 and consider a
J-holomorpic map

u:(U,oU) - (U*,R")  with u(0)=0 and du(0)+0
Then there is an open neighborhood Q = U?" of 0 and a local diffeomorphism ¢ : Q — U?" such that
¢ou(z)=(z0,...,0) and [ =¢%Jp on Ux0x---x0.

Here ] is the standard almost complex structure on C.
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Proof. Choose a complex bundle isomorphism
T:(C", Jo) ~u™(C",]) with 7(R") = R" along 0, U.
Also assume that 7 satisfies the following constraint

0
Tu(z)(1,0,...,0) = 5_Z in coordinates z = s + it on U.

Then we may define ¢ in terms of the exponential map as follows.

qb_l(z,zz, cea, Zp) = expu(z)(ru(z)(o, Z2,.+-,2Zn))

Verifying the claimed properties of ¢ is standard (see [40, Lem. 2.4.2]). m]

Next we prove that boundary intersections of (locally) distinct curves are isolated. The ana-
logue for interior intersections is proven in [40, Lem. 2.4.3] and the proof is directly analogous.

Lemma 3.13. Fix an almost complex structure | on U*" with ](TR™) n TR" = 0 and consider a pair of
J-holomorphic maps

u,v:(U,oU) - (U, R")  with  u(0)=0v(0) and du(0)+0
Suppose that there are sequences {zy} and {wy} € U such that
u(zr) = v(wg) kli_r)rsozk = I}E?Owk =0 and zx#0
Then there exists a neighborhood QO < U of 0 and a map ¢ : QQ — U such that
$0)=0 and ov=uo¢
Proof. By Lemma 3.12, we can assume that u(z) = (z,0,...,0) and that | = ], along u. Write
v(z) = (v1(2),3(z))  formaps ©v;:U—U and %:U—C"!

We claim that ¥ vanishes to infinite order at z = 0. Indeed, suppose that o is order | > 1, i.e.
that 5(z) = O(|z|') and (z) # O(|z|'*1). Since ] = ] along u, we know that

J(v(2)) = Jo + O(z[")
and therefore that the order [ Taylor series of v is holomorphic, i.e. that
vi(z) = p(z) + O(z]'""")  and  B(z) = az' + O(lz["*")

for a polynomial p of order | and a non-zero constant 4. In particular, ¥(z) # 0 in some
neighborhood of 0 and the intersections of v and u are isolated away from 0, contradicting the
hypotheses. Finally, note that since | = Jy along u, we have (for all w = (w1, @))

,0 0 ,0 ~

P, J@n0) e J@) L T@)
53(1 8]/1 axl 8y1

Since v is J-holomorphic, this implies that

(3.3) 1AT] < (/3] + |653] + |a:B])

and we can apply Aronszajn’s theorem (cf. [40, Thm 2.3.4]). In particular we extend o smoothly
past the boundary, then Equation 3.3 continues to hold in a small neighborhood of the origin, and
the origin is still a zero of infinite order. Then we can apply Aronszajn’s theorem in its original
form to conclude that & = 0 identically. Since C x 0 x - -- x 0 n U?" is precisely the (embedded)
image of u, this proves the result. See also the results in [34]. m]
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3.5. Singularities. We now apply the local maximum principles of §3.3 to study the singularities
of holomorphic curves with boundary in the symplectization of Y.

For the rest of this sub-section, fix a convex sutured contact 3-manifold (Y, ) and a closed
(possibly disconnected) Legendrian A < 0, Y u 0_Y. Also fix a non-degenerate, adapted contact
form « and a tailored complex structure J.

Lemma 3.14 (Boundary Immersion). Let u : (X,0.L) — (R x Y,R x A) be a finite energy J-
holomorphic map with boundary. Then

u YR x 0Y) = 4.2 and u is transverse to R x oY

Proof. Since u has finite energy, it is asymptotic to 2+ at +00, in the sense that u exponentially

approaches the trivial cylinders and strips over E; at +c0. Recall by our notation . denotes a
collection of orbits and chords at +o in the symplectization direction. The specific manner in
which they approach the orbits and chords are detailed in [43] and [2]. Since the Reeb chords
and orbits are transverse to 0+Y and disjoint from J,Y (we assume implicitly the Legendrians
are in the interior of 0+ Y) , our theorem holds on

u (=0, -T] U [T, ) xY)c & for any sufficiently large T>0
To show that the result holds elsewhere, consider
A:=u"Y([~T,T] x Nbhd(d,Y)) c L.

For sufficiently large T and sufficiently small Nbhd(J,Y), this is a smooth surface, whose bound-
ary is disjoint from R x 0,Y. Thus by Lemma 3.11, 1|4 (and thus u) is disjoint from J,Y. Finally,
consider the compact surface with boundary

B:=uY[-T,T] x[-1,-1+€]x0_Y)c Z

The restriction f o u|p is harmonic by Lemma 3.10. Thus, the minimum —1 is achieved only on
the boundary of B, which is the inverse image of

{=T,+T}s x [-1, -1+ €]y x &Y U[-T,T]s x {-1,—-1+4+ €}y x .Y c [-T,T] xY
For large T the minimum cannot be achieved on
{—T,+T} x (0,€] x .Y or [-T,T] x € x 0.Y

Thus ¢ ou only takes the value of —1on 02 "B = u~!([-T,T] x {1} x 0,Y). A similar argument
holds near 0. Y, and this proves that

u Y (R x dY) = o=

Finally, we argue that u is an immersion near R x JY. This is evident away from [-T,T] x Y
by the normal forms of the curve near punctures, as in [43] and [2]. Thus it suffices to show that

tou:u Y ([~T,T] x Nbhd(0_Y)) — R

has no critical points along d,X (and similarly for 0, Y). Thus, pick any p € d. X with u(p) € 0_Y.
In aneighborhood of p, since tou is harmonic, it is modelled on the real part of a map holomorphic
map with a 0 of order k, i.e.

z > zK for k=1

In particular, the number of connected components of the set
(tou)~'((0,0)) n Nbhd(p)

is equal to the order k for small enough Nbhd(p). Since t o u > 0 in Nbhd(J_Y'), we thus know
that k = 1. This concludes the proof. m]
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Lemma 3.15 (Boundary Submersion). Let u : (X,0.X) — (R x Y, R x A) be a finite energy J-
holomorphic map with boundary and let T be a connected component of 0.X. Then the map

nrou: T LR x AR
is a proper submersion (and therefore a diffeomorphism).
Proof. By Lemma 3.14, u is transverse to R x 0Y. On the otherhand, suppose that
d(ngroulr) =dngodu|r =0 atsomep el

Then du maps TT to 0 ® TY at p, since the kernel of dng is precisely TY. Since u(d.X) < R x A,
we must then have

du,(TE) € (0OTA) D (0D J(TA)) = 0B &

Moreover, &£, = T(dY), at p since A is an exact Legendrian. Thus u is tangent to R x 0Y at p.
This contradicts Lemma 3.14, so this proves that ©g o u|r is a submersion. Since g and u are
proper, g o u|r is also proper. ]

As a consequence of the boundary immersion property, we can easily prove that there are a
finite number of critical points.

Lemma 3.16 (Finite Critical Points). Let u : (X, 0.X) — (R xY, R x A) be a finite enerqy, non-constant
J-holomorphic curve. Then the set of critical points Crit(u) < X is finite.

Proof. By Lemma 3.14, the set Crit(u) — X is a closed (and thus compact) subset of the interior
of u='([-T,T] x Y) for some large T > 0. By [40, §2.4, p. 26], interior critical points of a
non-constant holomorphic curve are isolated. Therefore, Crit(u) is finite. m]

We next state a key proposition that will be essential to the proof of d = 0.

Proposition 3.17. (No closed boundary components) Let u : (L, 0.,2) — (R x Y, R x A) be a finite
energy J-holomorphic map, then no component of 0, X is closed unless u is constant.

Proof. Suppose not, let S denote a closed component of 0, X with coordinate g € S!. It is mapped
by u to R x L, where L is an exact Legendrian. Let mr denote the projection to the symplectization
direction, and assume mgu|g1 achieves its maximum at p. Then %nmu(p) = 0. Thus at p the
tangent space of u coincides with the contact distribution &, which at p is tangent to the horizontal
boundary. But this implies the curve u is not transverse to the boundary of R x Y at p, which
contradicts the local form in Lemma 3.14, 3.12. O

3.6. Simple And Somewhere Injective Curves. We can now prove an equivalence between the
class of simple curves and somewhere injective curves, generalizing the analogous statement in
the case of curves without boundary.

Definition 3.18. A point p in the domain of a J-holomorphic map u : (X, j) — (X, ]) is injective if
(3.4) u Y (u(p)) = {p} and du, # 0
The J-holomorphic map u is called somewhere injective if it has an injective point.
Definition 3.19. A J-holomorphic map u : (X, j) — (X, ]) is simple if it does not factor as
N @ .
(Z,7) = (S,1) > (X, ])

where ¢ is a branched cover of degree 2 or more, and v is J-holomorphic.
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Lemma 3.20 (Factorization). Any finite energy, proper [-holomorphic map u : (X, 0.L) — (RxY, R x
A) factors as

(1) 5 (S,1) % (X, )

where ¢ is a branched cover and v is a proper J-holomorphic map whose injective points form a dense and
open set.

Proof. Let Cr denote the set of critical values of # and let B < u(X)\Cr be the set of non-critical
values where multiple branches of u meet. That is, y € B if and only if there are points p, g such
that

y=u(p)=u(q) p#q and u(Nbhd(p)) # u(Nbhd(q))

for any neighborhoods Nbhd(p) and Nbhd(g). The set Cr is finite by Lemma 3.16 and the set B is
discrete in u (X)\Cr by [40, Lem. 2.4.3] and Lemma 3.13. Therefore, S’ = u(X)\(Bu Cr) c Rx Y
is a Riemann surface with (interior and boundary) punctures, equipped with a tautological map
v :S" — R x Y. The punctures of S’ mapping to B and C are removable, and so we can choose
extensions of S’ and v

§'cS and v:S—>RxY

so that the resulting map is proper (the extension on the interior works the same was as Proposi-
tion 2.5.1 in [40], the extension near the boundary comes from the boundary immersion property
in Lemma 3.14). The map Z\u~'(B u Cr) — S’ extends across u~}(Bu Cr)toamap ¢ : L — S
of Riemann surfaces with punctures. The maps ¢ : X — Sand v : S — R x Y are precisely the
desired maps as we observe that v is simple by construction, and its injective points form an
open and dense set. O

Remark 3.21. We emphasize that the results of this lemma do not hold for general holomorphic
curves with Lagrangian (or totally real) boundary conditions. Indeed, simple curves with La-
grangian boundary need not have finite self-intersections and may not be determined by their
image. An example given in Remark 2.5.6 in [40]: a disc mapping in S? with boundary on the
equator can wrap one and half times around the sphere. Here we are able to obtain nice results
because we restricted the Lagrangian to lie at the boundary of our manifold, and ¢ ou is harmonic
as in Lemma 3.14. This allows us to conclude that B is finite near the boundary (which is not
the case for the partially wrapped disk around S? in the example we just gave), and ensures the
factorization Lemma 3.20 holds.

Lemma 3.22 (Simple Is Mostly Injective). Fix a non-constant, simple, finite energy J-holomorphic map
u:(X,0r)—> (RxY,RxA)
Then the set of injective points is cofinite.

Proof. Let S(u) < ¥ x X denote the set of pairs (p, q) that satisfy u(p) = u(q) and p # g. Then
the set of non-injective points in X is precisely

111(S(u)) U Crit(u) where m(p,q) =p

Crit(u) is finite by Lemma 3.16, and so it suffices to show that S(u) is finite. Note that by Lemma
3.14, we can decompose S(u) as

S(u) = So(u) U Sint(u)
where S;(u) consists of pairs in 0L x 0L and Sint(¢) consists of pairs int(X) x int(X).

Now, note that u is locally injective, i.e. for every z € X there exists a neighborhood U of z
such that u|y is injective. If z € 0¥, then this follows from the fact that du, # 0 by Lemma 3.14. If
z € int(X), see [40, Rmk. E.1.3]. This implies that S(u) is separated from an open neighborhood
of the diagonal.
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Next, note that S(u) is a discrete set. Indeed, Lemma 3.13 implies that any pair (z, w) € So(u)
is isolated from other pairs in S(u). Moreover, pairs in Sin¢ (1) are isolated by [40, Thm. E.1.2,
Claim (ii)].

Finally, note that the image of pairs of points in S(u#) must be contained in a compact region
[-T,T] x Y because near the punctures of 1, we have asymptotic formulas (see [43] and the
Appendix). Since u is proper, this implies that S(u) is bounded in X x X.

Thus, S(u) is a closed, bounded, isolated subset of (£ x X)\A and is therefore finite. This
proves the result. m]

Corollary 3.23. Fix a pair of connected, simple, finite energy J-holomorphic maps
u:(Z,0L) - (RxY,R x A) and v:(¥,08) > (RxY,RxA)
Suppose that u(X) = v(X'). Then there is a biholomorphism ¢ : ¥. ~ X/ such that u = v o .
Proof. The same proof as Corollary 2.5.4 in [40] follows through. m|

3.7. Counts Of Singularities And Legendrian Adjunction. We can now associate a count of
singularities to the J-holomorphic maps of interest. We first must explain the local situation,
starting with the interior case.

Proposition 3.24. (cf. [49, Lemma 2.6]) Let | be an almost complex structure on B* = C? and let
Q=01 v uD, where D; = D is a copy of the disk with origin z;. Consider a J-holomorphic map

v:(Q,i) — (B4]) with v(z;)) =0 and ©v(0Q)c B
Assume that the only non-injective points of v are z;. Then there is a unique positive integer
o0(v) =06(v;0)eZ,
with the following property: there exists a symplectic immersion
5:Q—B*  with % =0von Nbhd(0Q)
with precisely 6(v) positive, transverse double points .

We will use the following analogue of Proposition 3.24 for boundary singularities. The proof
is significantly simpler than analogous results (e.g. [49, Lemma 2.6]) in the closed case because
we may assume that there are no critical points near the boundary.

Proposition 3.25. Let | be an almost complex structure on U*=B*"HxCandletQ=U;u---uU,
where U; = D n H is a copy of the upper half-disk with origin z;. Consider a J-holomorphic immersion

v:(Q,i)— (U ])  with  v(z;)=0 v, U;))cR® and v(6Q) c oU*
Assume that the only non-injective points of v are z;. Then there is a unique positive integer
e(v) =€(v;0) e Z;
with the following property: there exists a symplectic immersion
7:Q—-U* with % =0von Nbhd(dQ\0,Q)
with precisely €(v) positive, transverse boundary double points.

Proof. We first consider the simple case where v|ay;, and v|ay; intersect transversely on the La-
grangian boundary R x R < C x C. Then the intersection viewed as an intersection between two
surfaces in C x C is positive, since it is modelled on the intersection of two complex planes in C2.

In the next case consider a collection of v|ay;, 7 = 1, - - - k intersecting at a single point p € R2,
but such that pairwise their intersections at p are transverse. Then by perturbing the v|y; slightly
we recover the conclusion of the theorem.
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The most difficult case is when v|sy, and v|au ; are tangent to each other atp € R2. We turn to
this situation next.

Let U*(€) be the half-ball of radius €. Note that the image of v is disjoint from 0 x C except at
0. Therefore, by Lemma 3.13, we may acquire a (transverse) braid given by

L = dB*(e) nv(Q) with components L; = dB*(e) nov(U;)

To prove this, fix i # j and consider the maps v|y, and U|U/. By Lemma 3.12, we can (after a
change of coordinates) assume that

U|Ui (Z) = (Z,O) and ”U_JXO =Jo
In these coordinates, we may write v restricted to U; as follows.
oly,(z) = (z,a-2") + O(|z|'™)

Write the second factor of v|y; as w(z) = a - z! + O(|z|'*1). After an orientation check, we find
that the linking number of v|y, and v[y; is now precisely the (half-integer) winding number of
the path

[0,1] - C\0 given by 0 — w(e™)
Since w(z) = a - z! + O(|z|'*1), this winding number is simply [/2 > 0. This concludes the
proof. O

The most important application of Proposition 3.25 for our purposes is the following resolution
of singularities result. It states that we can replace any somewhere injective J-curve in our setting
with a well-behaved surface in the same surface class.

Lemma 3.26. Fix a non-constant, simple, finite energy J-holomorphic map
u:(L,0r) - (RxY,RxA)
Then there exists an symplectic, well-immersed surface
t:(S,0,S) = ([0,1] x Y,[0,1] x A)

representing the surface class A corresponding to u such that

(a) S has 6(C) transverse, positive double points in the interior int(S).

(b) S has €(C) transverse, positive double points in the boundary 0,L.

(c) The domain S is the same as the domain of u.

(d) 1 agrees with C in a neighborhood of 0 X.
Proof. By Lemma 3.22, we know that u has a finite number of isolated non-injective points
Sing(u) < L. To acquire amap ¢ : S — R x Y satisfying (c) and (d), we simply modify u in a
neighborhood the points Sing(u). To ensure that this map satisfies (a) and (b), we perform this

modification by applying Proposition 3.24 at the interior singularities and Proposition 3.25 to
boundary singularities. m]

As a corollary, we can prove the Legendrian adjunction result stated in the introduction.

Corollary 3.27 (Theorem 8). Let C be an finite energy, simple holomorphic curve in R x Y with boundary
on R x A. Then

#(C, 1) = 2(X(C) + Q(C) + w:(C) - 26(C) — €(C))

Proof. By Lemma We 3.26, we can find a symplectic, well-immersed surface S representing the
same surface class of C that has the same domain, writhe and count of singularities, so this
follows from topological adjunction (Theorem 2.36). m]
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4. J-HoromorpHIC CURRENTS WITH BOUNDARY

We can now formally introduce J-holomorphic currents and describe their basic properties.

Definition 4.1. A J-holomorphic current with boundary C in an almost complex manifold with
boundary (X, ]) is a finite set of pairs

(Ci, m;) for i=1,...,k

where C; is a distinct, simple, somewhere injective J-holomorphic curves C < X with boundary
on 0X and m; is a positive integer called the multiplicity of C;.

We will utilize a specific topology on the space of currents, introduced by Taubes [22, §2.4].
Definition 4.2. A sequence of [-holomorphic currents € = {(C;,m})} for v € N in an almost

complex manifold (X, J) converges to an J-holomorphic current € = {(C;, m;)} if

e C" converges to € as a point set. More precisely, the point sets S = u; C;’ converge to the
set S = u; C; in the Hausdorff metric, on each compact subset of X.

e C¥ converges to € as a current, i.e. for every compactly supported 2-form ¢ on X, we have

by X[ o) S o[ )

A key property of holomorphic currents, which does not hold for curves, is a general com-
pactness property given a uniform action bound.

Theorem 4.3. (Taubes, cf. [22]) Let (X, w) be a symplectic manifold with boundary and compatible
almost complex structure J. Let C; be a sequence of [-holomorphic currents with boundary on 0X such
that

J w<C  foralliandsomeC >0
Ci

Then there is a subsequence that converges to a J-holomorphic current C.

4.1. Currents With Boundary In Symplectizations. We are interested in currents in the sym-
plectization of a pair (Y, A) of a convex sutured contact 3-manifold Y and a pair of closed
Legendrians A < 0+Y.

In this setting, J-holomorphic maps, curves and currents admit a natural R-action, denoted by
C—C+s forany selR

On curves, this action is given by composing themap u : . — RxY with translationRxY — RxY
by s. Moreover, the translation invariant [-holomorphic currents coincide with cylinders over
sets of orbits and chords, as follows.

Example 4.4. The trivial current R x E over an orbit-chord set E consisting of simple orbits and
chords y; of multiplicity m; is the current of pairs

(R x yi, mj)
Every tame enough current in R x Y is asymptotic to an orbit-chord sets near infinity, as follows.

Lemma 4.5. Let C be a J-holomorphic current in (R x Y, R x A) such that each curve C; in C is proper
and finite energy. Then there are orbit sets & and E_ such that

Def 4.2 .
4.1) C+s; DI g o E+  forany sequence s; € R with s; — +o0
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Definition 4.6. A J-holomorphic current € from &, to E_ is a current satisfying (4.1). We denote
the space of currents from Z, to E_ by
MEL,E)

We denote the quotient by the R-action on currents by M(Z,,Z_)/R. More generally, a broken
J-holomorphic current C from E to E_ is a sequence

Cie M(E;, Eit1)/R fori=1,...,m where H1=E,and B, = E_
The space of broken J-holomorphic currents from E, to Z_ is denoted by M(Z,,E_).

Remark 4.7. Any J-holomorphic current in (R x Y, R x A) appearing in the rest of this paper
will be assumed to be finite energy and proper, so that

Ce M(E,0O) for some orbit-chord sets Z and ®

There is an tautological map sending a finite energy, proper J-holomorphic curve C from
orbit-chord set £ to orbit-chord set © to a corresponding surface class [C]. This extends to a map

(4.2) M(E,®) — S(E,0) denoted by € — [€]
that is compatible with union and composition in the sense that
[Cu D] =[C]ul[D] for any pair of currents € and D
[CoD] = [€]o[D] for any pair of broken currents € and D
4.2. Gromov Compactness. We next introduce the notion of Gromov compactness of broken

currents. This compactness result resembles SFT compactness of Bourgeouis-Eliashberg-Hofer-
Wyosocki-Zehnder, but does not depend on it.

Definition 4.8. A sequence of (equivalence classes of) J-holomorphic currents
C"eM(E4,E-)/R  for veN

converges in the Gromov topology to a broken J-holomorphic current € = (€, ..., Cy,) if there are
representatives of C" and €;, denoted respectively by

§"eM(EL,EL) and 8i e M(E;, Eit1)
and a set of sequences s; € R for each i = 1,...,m such that

v Defd2
i >

8 +s S; asv — ©

The using the same argument as [22], we have the following compactness result for currents.

Proposition 4.9 (Gromov Compactness). Let C” € M(E,., E_) be a sequence of currents. Then, after

passing to a subsequence, there is a broken J-holomorphic current C from E, to E_ such that

"€ and [C] =[C"]

4.3. Intersection Numbers And Linking Of Currents. It will be convenient to extend the inter-
section number and linking number to currents under a certain disjointness hypothesis.

Definition 4.10. A pair of J-holomorphic currents € and D have distinct components if the com-
ponent curves (C;, m;) and (D;, n;) satisfy

Ci# D; foralli,j

Currents with disjoint components have a well-defined geometric intersection number that
counts actual intersections (with multiplicity).
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Definition 4.11. The geometric intersection number of [-holomorphic currents € and D with distinct
components is the non-negative half-integer given by

C-D  isgivenby G-D:zZmi-nj~(Ci-C]-)
ij
where the geometric intersection C - D of two distinct, somewhere injective [-holomorphic curves
C and D is defined as the following count of singularities.

C.D = (e(CuD)—e(C) - (D)) + %(5((: U D) - 5(C) — 5(D))

Remark 4.12. It is possible to generalize the geometric intersection number to a self-intersection
number of curves and currents (see [24]). However, we will not carry this out in this paper.

The finiteness (and thus well-definedness) of the geometric intersection number follows from
the analysis of singularities of J-holomorphic curves in our setting (see Section 3).

Definition 4.13. The linking number of two currents C and D with disjoint components with
respect to a trivialization 7, denoted by

I.(¢,D)

is defined as follows. Let (C;, m;) and (Dj, nj) denote the component curves of € and D. Then

ZT(G,D) = 21711' . n]' . ZT(CZ',D]‘)
ij

Here we adopt the following conventions for the linking number of curves.

o If C is non-trivial curve with an end onn7and D = R x n is a trivial curve, then
I:(C,D) = wind,(C4+) — wind,(C_)

where C. re the asymptotic braids of C at 0.
e If C and D are both non-trivial, then

ZT(CI D) = ZT(C+/ é+) - lT(C*I E*)
where C+ and & are the asymtptotic braids of C and D, respectively.

Note that the asymptotic braids can be empty. In this case, the winding number and linking
number with any other braid are zero by convention.

This extended linking number transforms in precisely the same way as its topological coun-
terpart under change of trivialization.

Lemma 4.14. Let C € M(E4,E_) and D € M(®4,0O_) be J-holomorphic currents with distinct
components.

n  of multiplicity m in E4 and n in ©
Then the linking number of € and D differ as follows.
I:(C,D)—1;(C,D)=m-n-(c — 1)

The proof is straightforward so we omit it. The linking number is also related to the geometric
intersection number as follows.

Lemma 4.15. Let C and D be J-holomorphic currents with distinct components. Then

C-D=0Q:(CD)+1.(CD)
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Proof. By bilinearity with respect to union, we assume that € and D are somewhere injective (and
even connected) curves, and that C is non-trivial. Then C u D is somewhere injective and we
can use Lemma 3.26 to replace C and D with well-immersed symplectic surfaces S and T in the
same surface class that satisfy

C.D = #(int(S) ~ int(T)) + % #(2.80.T) and L,(C,D) = L(S,T)
Note that we are using the fact that, when D is a trivial cylinder over an orbit or chord
I:(C,D) = wind(C+) — wind,(C_)

The result follows from Definition 2.33. O

5. Tue CoONLEY-ZEHNDER AND FREDHOLM INDICES

In this section, we review several versions of the Conley-Zehnder index. In particular, we
introduce the Conley-Zehnder index of a Lagrangian path.

5.1. Paths Of Lagrangians and the Conley-Zehnder Index. Recall that given a path of sym-
plectic matrices, @;,t € [0, 1] satisfying @y = Id and ®; does not have 1 as an eigenvalue by
nondegeneracy, as in [50] we can associate an integer valued Conley-Zehnder index to this path
of symplectic matrices, which we call the Conley-Zehnder index. We refer the reader to lecture
3 of [50] for properties of this index.

We next provide a definition for the Conley-Zehnder index of a path of Lagrangian sub-spaces.
We adopt the perspective that this is naturally a half-integer.

Definition 5.1. A path L : [0, 1] — LGr(2n) is non-degenerate if the ends are transverse.
LihLo

Definition 5.2. The Conley-Zehnder index of a non-degenerate path of Lagrangians L : [0,1] —
LGr(2n) is the half-integer

~ n 1
CZ(L) := u(L) + > € EZ

Here L : S! — LGr(2n) is the loop of Lagrangians constructed as follows. Choose a complex
structure | on C" such that

] is compatible with wy and JL1 = Lo
Then L is the loop acquired by joining L to the path exp(—] - %t) fort € [0,1] from L; to Lo.

Remark 5.3. By abuse of terminology and notation, we will refer to u(L) as the Maslov index of
the path L and denote it by p(L).

We can also define the Conley-Zehnder index of a Lagrangian path as half of the ordinary
Conley-Zehnder index of an associated path of symplectic matrices. See [18] for an exposition of
how various flavours of Conley-Zehnder indices are related to each other.

5.2. Bundles Over 1-Manifolds. Next, we introduce the notion of an asymptotic operators and
discuss the Conley-Zehnder index of an asymptotic operator.

Let S be an oriented 1-manifold with boundary. Let (E,F) — (S, dS) be a symplectic bundle
pair and fix a symplectic connection

V:C*(S,0S;E,F) - C*(S;Q'SQE)

Definition 5.4. The connection V is non-degenerate if the kernel of V is trivial.
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Given a choice of trivialization 7 : (E, F) ~ (C", R"), we can assign a Conley-Zehnder index
to the above data. To explain how, let < S be a component of S and choose an oriented
identification

¢:R/Z~n or ¢:[0,1] ~n

In either case, parallel transport via the connection V determines a family of symplectic maps
PT; : Eg0) — Epr) foreach te[0,1]
Given the choice of trivialization 7, this then determines a 1-parameter family of matrices

. ; . -1
@ :[0,1] —»Sp(2n) with ®@f := 74 o PT; Ty )

and a family of Lagrangians L* := ®*(R").

Definition 5.5. The Conley-Zehnder index CZ(n,t) of a component 7 < S with respect to a
trivialization 7 of (E, F) is

CZ(®")ifn~R/Z and CZ(L")ifn ~[0,1]
The Conley-Zehnder index CZ(S, 1) of (E, F, V) with respect to 7 is simply the sum

CZ(S,7) :== Y ,CZ(n, 1)
n

Let S be a compact 1-manifold diffeomorphic to the interval [0, 1] and let (E, F) — (S, 0S) be a
symplectic bundle pair. From this point onward assume E is two-dimensional. Given a nowhere
vanishing vector field R on S, a compatible complex structure | on E and a symplectic connection
V, we define the associated asymptotic operator to be

A:C%(S,0S;E,F) — C®(S,E) AX = —JVgX

Lemma 5.6. The asymptotic operator A satisfies the following basic properties:
(i) A has trivial kernel if and only if V is non-degenerate.
(ii) All eigenvalues of A are simple.

(iii) All eigenfunctions of A are nowhere vanishing.

Proof. The first assertion is immediate because the operators A and V have the same kernel. Let
A be an eigenvalue of A. Since A — A is a linear first order ordinary differential operator, the
initial value homomorphism

ker(A—A) - F, X— X(p)

is injective. Here p € 0S is a boundary point of S. Thus the eigenspace of A has dimension 1.
This proves the second assertion. Let X € ker(A — A)\{0} be an eigenvector. Again because A —A
is a linear first order ordinary differential operator, X vanishes at one single point 4 € S if and
only if it is identically equal to zero. The third assertion follows. m]

In particular, given an asymptotic operator A, a symplectic trivialization 7 of (E,F) and an
eigenvalue A of A, there is a well-defined half-integer-valued winding number w(t, A;A) € %Z
associated to the eigenfunction of A with eigenvalue A. To be specific, under our choice of
trivialization 7, if e(t) : [0,1] — C is such an eigenfunction that maps the end points {0, 1} of
[0,1] to R = C, using the fact that e(t) is never vanishing, the winding number is } times the
number of half turns e(t) makes about the origin.

Lemma 5.7. The function w(t, A;-) : Spec A — 1Z is monotonic and a bijection.
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Proof. We solve this problem by deforming to a simplified operator Ay with the same Conley-
Zehnder index (see below for description). Recall the asymptotic operator A is of the form
—Jo0r—S(t) : C*([0,1],{0,1};R%, R x0) — C*([0, 1], R?). Its Conley-Zehnder index is computed
by considering the path of symplectic matrices ®(t) satisfying

e ®(0) =1Id

o —Joor®(t) — S(t)D(t) =0
and considering the loop of Lagrangians @;(R) c C. In particular, for general operators of this
form, the path of Lagrangians @;(R) being nondegenerate implies that A has trivial kernel.

Now suppose we have an asymptotic operator Ay satisfying the conclusion of the lemma (we

will specify what this operator is directly in a bit) such that A and Ay have the same Conley-
Zehnder index as described above, then we can choose a path (As)sco,1] of nondegenerate
asymptotic operators connecting Ag to A; = A. Let AI(;/ ? for k € Z denote the eigenvalues of Ay
labelled by the winding number k/2. Since the spectrum of A; is simple for all s € [0, 1], we may

/? such that the spectrum of A, is given by /\g/ *forke Z. By

continuously extend /\g/ ’toa family )\]S(
assumption, the function k — /\g/ ? is monotonic. Thus the same must continue to hold for s > 0.
We may choose families Xf /2 of associated eigenvectors. Since Xf /% is nowhere vanishing for all s,

2

the winding number of Xf agrees with the winding number of X K/ 2, which is equal to k/2. Thus

the winding number of /\]1{/ %is actually equal to k/2. This proves that the lemma holds for A = A;.

Let us prove the lemma for the following explicit asymptotic operator Ay.
Ao : C*([0,1],{0,1};R%, R x 0) — C*([0,1], R?) X — —Jo&; X — m/2(1 +21)X

This can be solved explicitly as follows. Consider (x(t), y(t)) € R?, this satisfies the equation

(@ 0) () e () =2()
This is the system of equations
vV =A+m221+2D)x, x'=—A+m/2(1+2]))y
differentiating twice to get
y' = —(A+m/21+20)%y, x"=—(A+m/2(1+20))>%x
with boundary conditions:

y(0)=y(1)=0

Hence the eigenvalues of the asymptotic operator are A = 7/2(2n + 1) (n € Z), and the corre-
sponding eigenvectors are

Yn(t) = asin((A + m/2(21 +1))t), x,(t) = acos((A + m/2(2] + 1))t)

For each choice of eigenvalue A of Ap, we may compute the winding number w from these explicit
eigenvectors and see that the theorem is satisfied.

In addition, with this choice of Ay we also compute the Conley-Zehnder index associated to
this choice of trivialization. We consider the matrix satisfying

0 = 11/2(1 + 21)]D

Then identifying R? with C, the matrix ® can be identified with ¢/™/2(1+2)f_ We consider the path
of Lagrangians @(t)(R) and append the path e~*2!(iR) to make this a loop of Lagrangians. We
see this loop has Maslov index [, and hence the Conley-Zehnder index of the operator is | + 1.
The fact that {I + |l € Z} enumerates all possible Conley-Zehnder indices that an asymptotic
operator A can have, proves that the path (A;)se[0,1] We chose exists. |
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Lemma 5.8. Suppose that V is non-degenerate. We have
CZ(S,t) = min{w(t, A;A) | A € Spec(A) N R-o} + max{w(t, A;A) | A € Spec(A) n Ro}

Proof. We assume the Conley-Zehnder index of A is [ + 1 (I € Z). Same as what we did in
the proof of Lemma 5.7, we begin by choosing a path of non-degenerate asymptotic operators
(As)sefo,1] such that A} = A and Ag = —Jo0: — 11/2(1 + 2I). As in the proof of Lemma 5.7, let A];/Z
denote the unique eigenvalue of As with winding number k/2. Since for every s, the asymptotic
operator A, is non-degenerate, we observe that 0 is never an eigenvalue of A;, and hence the

paths of eigenvalues ()\5/ 2) se[0,1] do not cross 0. It follows that
min{w(t, As; A) | A € Spec(As) N Rso} + max{w(7, As;A) | A € Spec(As) n Ro}

is constant for s € [0, 1], and hence it suffices to verify the claim for Ay.
By our explicit calculation in the proof of Lemma 5.7, the smallest positive eigenvalue of A

is 5 with winding number ”Tl, and the largest negative eigenvalue of Ag is —7 with winding
number %, so the claim holds true for Ay. m]

5.3. Fredholm Index. We the previous section on Conley-Zehnder indices we are now prepared
to discuss the Fredholm index for pseudo-holomorphic curves in our setting.

Theorem 5.9. Let Y be a sutured contact manifold of dimension2n—1. Letu : (X, d.X) — (RxY,RxA)
be a pseudoholomorphic curve. Suppose that u is positively asymptotic to orbits and chords y", ..., y;r
and negatively asymptotic to orbits and chords y.", ..., y, . Then the Fredholm index of u is given by

k ¢
ind(u) = (n = 3)%(Z) + p(u, 1) + Y. CZ(y;") = Y. CZe(y})
i=1 i=1

The way to interpret the above formula is as follows: if u is somewhere injective, and ] is
generic, then u lives in a moduli space that has dimension given by the index formula.

Let ¥ be a compact connected Riemann surface, possibly with boundary. LetI' = L be the finite
set of punctures (previously we denoted this by 0,X), possibly on the boundary. LetI' =T'; U I
be the partition of T into interior and boundary punctures. Moreover, let I' = I'" U T~ be a
partition of I into positive and negative punctures. Let & = I\I' denote the punctured surface.
Let (E,F) — X be a bundle pair and let T denote a trivialization near the punctures.

Lemma 5.10. Let

D:WKP(E,F) > WP (AYIT*S @ E)
be a Cauchy-Riemann type operator with non-degenerate asymptotic operators AL at the punctures z € T
Then D is Fredholm and its index is given by

ind(D) =n - ¥(X) + u"(E,F) + Y, CZ(AL) — > CZ(A}).
zel't zel'—
Proof. The form of the asymptotic operators A is described in [4], and using our Definition 5.5 we
can associate to it a Conley-Zehnder index. The lemma is exactly the statement of the Fredholm
index formula proved in [4]. Note that [4] uses different definitions for the Euler characteristic of
a punctured surface with boundary and for the Conley-Zehnder index. The Euler characteristic
X(Z,T*) appearing in [4] is related to the orbifold Euler characteristc 7(X) via

v 1 1,
X(Z,TH) = 3(2) + E#rb+ - 5#T,

At interior punctures the Conley-Zehnder index ucz(AZ) showing up in [4] agrees with our
Conley-Zehnder index CZ(A]). At boundary punctures, the relationship is given by
n

pcz(Az) = CZ(A7) — >
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where n denotes the complex rank of E. Plugging these identities into the index formula given
in [4] readily yields the lemma. m]

Lemma 5.11 (Section 3, [48]). The real dimension of the moduli space of punctured Riemann surfaces
with boundary of topological type (X, T = T'; U I'y) is given by
- 1
—3x(X) + 2#T; + #I'y = =3¢ (X) — #I'; — E#rb
Proof of Theorem 5.9. The moduli space containing u is the zero set of a certain Fredholm section.
For a general description of this setup see Section 3.3 of [48] and Section 5 of [14]. The linearization
of this Fredholm section at u is a Fredholm operator of the form

D:WFPAW*TR x Y, u*TR x A) @V @ T — WK P (AMIT*Y @ u*TR x Y).

Here 6 is a small positive exponential weight. The space Ws?/0 (u*TR x Y, u*TR x A) means we
use a weighted Sobolev space with weight of the form e°l*l near each puncture of ¥ around which
we have already chosen cylindrical coordinates of the form (s, t) € [0, £00) x St or [0, +00) x [0, 1]
The dimension of the tangent space V of the space of asymptotic markers is given by 2#I"; + #I';.
By Lemma 5.11 the dimension of the Teichmiiller slice T is given by —3(X) — #I; — 1#Ty. The
restriction D’ of D to Wo?(u*TR x Y, u*TR x A) is a Cauchy-Riemann type operator. Letz € T
be a puncture and let  denote the corresponding Reeb chord or orbit. Then the asymptotic
operator of D’ at z takes the form AT @ —id; where Al acts on sections of y*& and —id; acts
on sections of the trivial bundle spanned by s and R. It follows from Lemma 5.10 that if the
exponential weight ¢ is sufficiently small, the index of D’ is given by

ind(D") =n - (L) + p(u,7) + >, CZ(AL@® (=id; + 8)) — >, CZ(AL® (—id; — 5)).
zel'+ zel—

The Conley-Zehnder index is additive under direct sums, i.e.
CZ(AL @ (—id; £ 0)) = CZ(AL) + CZ(—ids + 0)
A direct computation shows that if we regard —id; & 0 as an asymptotic operator over the circle,
then
CZ(—id; +6) = F1
for 6 > 0 sufficiently small. If we regard it as an asymptotic operator over the interval, then
CZ(—io; £ 6) = F1/2.
Combining these identities we compute

k !
ind(D) = ind(D’) + dimV + dimT = (n — 3)%(Z) + p(u,7) + Y, CZ(y;) — Y| CZ(y;) O
i=1 i=1
5.4. Regular Almost Complex Structures. We conclude this section by reviewing the notion of
regular almost complex structures.

Definition 5.12. A tailored almost complex structure | on (Y, A) is regular if every somewhere
injective, finite energy J-holomorphic curve in (R x Y, R x A) is transversely cut out.

A standard argument shows that regular, tailored almost complex structures are generic. In
particular, we have the following proposition.

Proposition 5.13. The set Jreg (Y, A) of regular, tailored almost complex structures on (Y, A) is comeager
in the space of all tailored almost complex structures on (Y, A).

The proof follows the analogous arguments in the case of J-holomorphic curves without
boundary in symplectizations (cf. [50, §7, 8] and more specifically [50, Thm 7.2]).
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Proposition 5.14. If | is a regular, tailored almost complex structure on (Y, A), then the set of simple,
finite energy, J-holomorphic curves with boundary is a smooth manifold and the dimension at a curve u is
given by ind(u).

This also follows from analogues of the arguments in [50, §7, 8] for somewhere injective curves
in symplectizations, and the fact that simple implies somewhere injective in our setting (Lemma
3.22).

Remark 5.15. In general, for a curve u with Lagrangian boundary condition, there is no guarantee
that u can be factored into a branched cover and a somewhere injective (and therefore regular)
curve. It is key that we can use Lemma 3.22 to replace somewhere injective with simple in
the statement of Proposition 5.14. It implies that the underlying J-holomorphic curves in any
J-holomorphic current are transversely cut out when | is regular.

6. LecenDrIAN ECH INDEX AND ITS PROPERTIES

In this section, we introduce the Legendrian ECH index and establish its basic properties.

6.1. ECH Conley-Zehnder Term. We begin by introducing the Conley-Zehnder term that ap-
pears in the Legendrian ECH index.

Definition 6.1. The ECH Conley-Zehnder term of an orbit-chord set Z with respect to a trivialization
T along Z is the unique half-integer

CzEH(m) e ;z
that is additive with respect to disjoint union, in that
CZ:M(E L e) = CziH(E) + CcZ; ()
and that is given by the following formula for a simple Reeb orbit y and Reeb chord ¢

m(m + 1) 1
— (CZe(c) = 5)

CZEH ((y, m Z CZ( and CZECH((c,m)) = % +
The ECH Conley-Zehnder term of a surface class A € S(E,, E_) is defined to be
CZECH(A) = CZEH(2,) - CZEH (5.
We adopt the same definition for J-holomorphic curves and currents.
We will make heavy use of the following change of trivialization rule.
Lemma 6.2 (Trivialization). Let o, T be two trivializations of & along an simple orbit or chord 1. Then

m(m + 1)
2

Proof. Recall that the Conley-Zehnder index itself transforms as

6) CZEH (9, m)) — CZEH ((,m)) = (o —T)€ 52

CZ:(n) —CZs;(n) =2(c —1)eZ by Lemma 6.2

Note that this formula holds in the Reeb orbit and chord case (and in the former case, the
difference 0 — 7 is a whole integer). In the case of a Reeb orbit, we thus have

CZEH (9, m)) — CZEH (g, m)) = Y- (0 — 1) = 2D (o)
i=1

In the case of a chord, the difference formula follows directly from the definition of CZE CH g
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6.2. Partition Conditions. We nextbriefly review the ECH partition conditions. Let P(m) denote
the set of partitions of an integer m € N.

Definition 6.3. The positive partition p;j (m) and negative partition p, (m) associated to a non-
degenerate Reeb orbit y in (Y, a) are partitions in P(m) defined as follows.

Fix a trivialization of £ along y and let L be the period of y. Consider the linearized flow
Br = Ty0) 0 dPL(Y(0)]s 0 T} € Sp(2)
o If v is positive hyperbolic (i.e. ¢ has positive real eigenvalues) then
p;j(m) =p,(m)=(1,1,...,1)
o If v is negative hyperbolic (i.e. ¢, has negative real eigenvalues) then

n o _ (2,2,...,2) if miseven
”V(””)"’y(’")‘{ 2,2,...,2,1) if misodd

o If y is elliptic (i.e. ¢, has unit complex eigenvalues) then ¢, is conjugate to a rotation by
angle 210 for 6 € R/Z. Then
py(m)=pg(m) and  py(m)=py(m)

Here pz;r (m) are partitions defined using only the rotation angle 0 as follows. Let Ag (m) c R?
be the maximal concave polygonal graph with vertices at lattice points in Z? that starts on (0, 0),
ends on (m, [m0|) and lies below the line y = 6x where 6 € (0,1). Then p; (m) is the sequence of
horizontal displacements of the consecutive vertices of A; (m). We can define p, (m) = p* ,(m).

Definition 6.4. A somewhere injective J-holomorphic curve C in (Y, A) from orbit set 2 to orbit
set E_ satisfies the ECH partition conditions if

e For each orbit y of multiplicity m > 1in T, the partition of y determined by the positive
end of C aty is py(m,y).

e For each orbit y of multiplicity m > 1inI'_, the partition of y determined by the negative
endof Catyisp_(m,y).

Given a simple, elliptic Reeb orbit y of Y and two partitions p, g € P(m), we write
P=y4
if there is a degree m J-holomorphic branched cover
u:X—->RxycRxY

with Fredholm index 0 and whose ends yield the partition g on the positive end and p at the
negative end.

Lemma 6.5. [22, Exercise 3.1 and A.1.4] The relation <, is a partial order on P(m). Moreover, p; (m)
and p,, (m) are respectively minimal and maximal with respect to this partial order.

A helpful consequence of Lemma 6.5 is the following lemma controlling the triviality of trivial
cylinders over closed Reeb orbits.

Lemma 6.6. Let y be a simple closed Reeb orbit in Y. Fix a sequence of partitions p1, ..., p, of m and let
Z; be a branched cover of R x y with positive partition p; and negative partition p;y1. Assume that

(6.2) pr=pu=py,(m) or  pi1=puy=p,(m)

Then Z; is a trivial cover and p; = p;f(m) for each i.
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Proof. We may view Z = (Z1,...,Zy) as an SFT building (cf. [1]) with Fredholm index
ind(Z) = ) ind(Z;) = 0
i

By [28, Lem. 1.7(a)], we know that ind(Z;) > 0 for each i. Therefore ind(Z;) = 0 for each i.
Moreover, [28, Lem. 1.7(b)] states that the cover is unbranched if y is hyperbolic. If y is elliptic,
then

P;_fr(m) <y Pi <y P;_r(m)

for each i. It follows from the fact that <, is a partial order that p; = p;jr(m) for each i. The
Fredholm index is then given by

ind(Zi) = —x(%i) =0
where ¥; is the domain of the cover Z;. Riemann-Hurwitz then implies that Z; is unbranched. O
There is also an analogous lemma for chords, which we include here for completeness.

Lemma 6.7. Let ¢ be a Reeb chord in (Y, A) and let Z be an m-fold branched cover of R x c. Then
ind(Z) = 0 with equality if and only if Z is unbranched.

Proof. Let = be the domain of Z. We may double R x ¢ to a cylinder R x S! and double X to a
surface S. Then the curve Z is an equivalence class of branched cover

u:S—>RxS!

By choosing a trivialization of £ along c and extending it along Z, we find that

~=x(5)
2

Note that S has at least 2 punctures, and thus has at non-negative Euler characteristic. Thus

ind(Z) = —x(Z)

ind(Z) = 0. If ind(Z) = —@ = 0, then Riemann-Hurwitz implies that the cover u is un-
branched. This implies that Z is unbranched. m]

6.3. Writhe And Linking Bounds. We are now ready to prove the Legendrian version of the
writhe bound, and a separate linking bound that will be used to prove the ECH index inequality.

Lemma 6.8 (Writhe-Linking Bound At Chord). Let C be a somewhere injective, J-holomorphic curve
with respect to a tailored | on (Y, A), asymptotic to the orbit-chord sets Z at +co. Then
e For any chord n in the orbit-chord set Z ., the asymptotic braid C of C in Nbhd(n) satisfies

1
wy(C) <0 in the unique trivialization o with CZ(n) = 5

and the component braids C; of C satisfy
I5(Ci,Cj) <0 and  wind,(Ci) <0

e For any chord n in the orbit-chord set Z_, the asymptotic braid C of C in Nbhd(n) satisfies

ws(C) = 0 in the unique trivialization o with CZs(n) = —%

and the component braids C; of C satisfy
15(Ci, () >0  and  wind,(Ci) =0

Moreover, equality occurs if and only if C is the trivial braid in the trivialization o.
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Proof. We prove the result for a chord in E... The proof is entirely analogous in the other case.

Consider a strip-like end of the holomorphic curve C which is positively asymptotic to the
chord 1. For sy » Osufficiently large, the intersection of C with the half infinite cylinder [sg, ©0) x Y
is given by the graph of a function

[s0,0) x [0,1] — [s0,0) x Y givenby (s,t) — (s,exp,, U(s,t))

Here exp denotes the exponential map of an auxiliary Riemannian metric on Y with the property
that the Legendrian A consists of closed geodesics. Moreover, U is a family of sections

U : ([so, ) x [0,1],[0,00) x {0,1}) — n*(&, TA)

of the bundle pair n*(&, TA). The following result of Abbas states that U decays exponentially
ass — o0.

Theorem 6.9. ([2]) There exists an eigenvector e of the asymptotic operator of n) with negative eigenvalue
A and a family r(s, t) of sections of n*& exponentially decaying as s tends to oo such that

U(s,t) = e’ (e(t) +r(s, 1))

We require two ingredients from other parts of this paper for this proof. First, we have the
following refinement of Theorem 6.9. Consider two strip-like ends of C positively asymptotic to
n. Let U and V denote the associated families of sections of n*&.

Theorem 6.10. Assume that U and V do not agree identically. Then there exist an eigenvector e of the
asymptotic operator of 1 with negative eigenvalue A and a family (s, t) of sections of n*& exponentially
decaying as s tends to oo such that

U(s,t)— V(s t) = e™(e(t) +r(s,t))

The proof of Theorem 6.10 requires a rather long analytical digression and is deferred to the
Appendix. Second, we require the following result on the winding number of e in Theorem 6.10.

Lemma 6.11. Let o be a representative of the unique homotopy class of trivializations of n*& such that

1
CZs(n) = 5

Then the winding number of e with respect to ¢ is strictly positive if A > 0 and non-positive if A < 0.

This is an immediate corollary of Lemma 5.7 and Lemma 5.8 in Section 5.

We now proceed with the proof of Lemma 6.8. Let C; denote the components of the braid C.
By Theorem 6.10 and Lemma 6.11, the winding numbers and pairwise linking numbers satisfy

wind;(C;) <0 and I5(Ci, Cj) <0 foralli #j
Hence it follows from (2.6) that the writhe w, () is non-positive, proving the inequality.

Finally, we claim that the braid C must be trivial with respect to o if w;(C) = 0. The asymptotic
operator of 1 has a 1-dimensional eigenspace whose elements have zero winding number with
respect to 0. Let e be a non-zero vector in this eigenspace, A < 0 be the associated eigenvalue
and U;(s, t) be the section of n*¢ associated to the braid ;. Since I;(C;, Cj) is non-positive for
all i # j and the writhe w,(C) vanishes by assumption, we can deduce that /,(C;, ;) = 0 for all
i # j. Thus, for every tuple i # j, there exist a non-zero real number 4;; and an exponentially
decaying family of sections 7;;(s, t) such that

(6.3) Ui(s, t) — Uj(s, t) = ™ (azje(t) + rij(s, 1))
We may replace the trivialization o by a homotopic one with the property that e(t) is constant
with respect to the new trivialization. Then it follows from (6.3) that the braid C is trivial. O

We can now prove Proposition 6.12. It largely follows from the local version for chords.
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Proposition 6.12 (Writhe Bound). Let C be a somewhere injective J-holomorphic curve in (Y, A)
asymptotictoT'y = (yl.i) at +co. Then

w.(C) < CZEH(C) —CZ(Ty) + CZ.(T_)
Moreover, there is equality only if following conditions are satisfied.
e The orbit parts of I';. and I _ satisfy the ECH partition conditions.

e The chords in I'_ are multiplicity one.

Proof. The writhe bound is additive under disjoint union of simple orbits and chords. Therefore,
it suffices to consider each orbit and chord in E; independently. For Reeb orbits, the result is

proven in [22, §5.1]. For Reeb chords, we may write
m(m —1 1
(T) (CZ(c) — =

CZEH (c,m) —m - CZ.(n) = 2)
Thus, it is sufficicient to prove to the following pair of statements.

e If n is a Reeb chord that appears in E with multiplicity m and C is the corresponding
asymptotic braid of C, then

(64) we(0) < "= ez - 1)

e If n is a Reeb chord that appears in E_ with multiplicity n and C is the corresponding
asymptotic braid of C, then

65 wi(©) > "=z - 3),

Moreover, equality holds if only if m = 1.
Also, observe that the above inequalities are equivalent for different choices of the trivialization
Ton c. If 0 and 7 are two trivializations of £ along c with difference T — o € %Z, then

(6.6) w.(C) —wg(C) =m(m —1)- (0 — 1) by Lemma 2.25

(6.7) CZ:(n)—CZs(n)=2-(0c —1)) by Lemma 6.2

So it suffices to prove the inequalities for any choice of trivialization.
For the first claim, we choose the trivialization 7 so that CZ.(n) = % Then Proposition 6.8
implies that

m(m —1) 1

(63) w:(C) <0 = (CZi(n) - 3)
For the second claim, we choose 7 so that CZ (1)) = —3. Proposition 6.8 implies that
m(m —1 m(m —1 1
69 wi(@© >0 2D D ez - )
with equality holds only if the multiplicity n = 1. m]

Remark 6.13 (Writhe Asymmetry). The observant reader will notice that there is an asymmetry
in the chord condition required for the writhe bound to yield an equality. This is an artifact of
our convention for the Legendrian ECH index. We could have alternatively defined it as

m  m(m+1) 1
) + — 5 (CZ:(c) + E)
Then the partition conditions imposed on the positive chords and negative chords would have

been reversed. An asymmetry of this type is more or less unavoidable.

There is also an analogous statement to the writhe inequality about the linking number of
holomorphic currents.
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Proposition 6.14. Let C and D be a pair of |-holomorphic currents with boundary that have disjoint
components. Then
CzECH (@ L D) = CZECH (@) + CZEH (D) + 2. 1,(€, D)
Proof. Let (C;, m;) and (Dj, nj) denote the components of € and D. Fix an orbit or chord 17 and let
C? and & ]i

denote the braids of C; and D; asymptotic to 1 at the positive and negative ends respectively. We
fix the shorthand notation

I(CF, &) Zml ni-L(C7,&F)  and Zml nj -G, €7

j
Finally, let m+ and n4 denote the multiplicity of n at the positive and negative ends of C and D,
respectively. It suffices to prove that
(6.10) CZ M ((n, ms +ny)) = CZEM ((n,m+)) = CZE M (,n4)) = 2 1(CH, E1) = 0

6.11)  CZEM((n,m_ +n_)) —CZEH ((n,m_)) — CZEH((n,n_)) =2 1(C7,&7) <0

for any choice of 1. This is proven by Hutchings [24, Eq. 5.6 on p. 47] if 1) is a Reeb orbit. Thus,
we assume that 17 is a Reeb chord. Finally, as in the proof of Proposition 6.12, Lemma 4.14 and
Lemma 6.2 imply that the claim is independent of trivialization.

Next choose the trivialization 7 so that CZ,(1)) = 3. Then the ECH Conley-Zehnder term is
CZEH (k) =0 for any integer k
Moreover, by Lemma 6.8, the linking numbers of C;’ and E;r satisfies
lT(CZ—‘F/E]—'i_) <0 forall i, j

Note that the linking number is the winding number, by convention, if C; or D; is a trivial
cylinder over 7. These two inequalities imply (6.10). Finally, choose the trivialization o so that
CZ:(n) = —%. Then

CZECH (g, k) = — D

for any integer k
In particular, the ECH Conley-Zehnder term in (6.11) satisfies
CZy((n,m- +n-)) = CZZ((n,m-)) = CZFM((n,n-)) < 0

Moreover, by Lemma 6.8, the linking numbers of C;” and 5; satisfies

(G, &) =0 foralli,j
This proves (6.11) and completes the proof. m|

6.4. ECH Index And Basic Properties. We are now ready to introduce the Legendrian ECH
index in detail, and prove its basic properties.

Definition 6.15. The Legendrian ECH index I(A) of a surface class A € S(©, E) between orbit-chord
sets © and E is given by the following formula.

(6.12) 1(4) = QelA) + 3pue(A) + CZEH(©) — CZEH (3)

The terms in the formula above are as follows.
e 7is any trivialization of the bundle pair (£, TA) over ® and E (see Definition 2.11)
e U is the (relative) Maslov number (see Definition 2.17)

e Q. is the relative self intersection number with respect to 7 (see Definition 2.33)
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o CZECH is the ECH Conley-Zehnder term (see Definition 6.1).

The Legendrian ECH index of a J-holomorphic current € € M(®, E) is simply the index of its
corresponding surface class A € S(©, E).

1(€) := I(A)

Lemma 6.16. The Legendrian ECH index 1(A) of a surface class A : ©® — E is an integer that is
independent of the trivialization in (6.12).

Proof. Since I(A) is a sum of half-integer valued terms, it is a half integer. To show that I(A) is
an integer, fix a well-immersed surface S representing A. Let m(S) denote the number of open
boundary components of 0, S U 0_S, and note that

x(s) = % -m(S) mod 1
By topological adjunction (Theorem 2.36), we have

1 - 1

S1e(8) + Qe(8) = ¥(5) = 5 -m(S)  mod 1
On the other hand, the ECH Conley-Zehnder term is a sum of the (integer) CZ-indices of closed
orbits and the CZ-indices of chords. The Conley-Zehnder index of a chord in dimension three is
automatically a strict half-integer. Since the total number of chords in ® and E (with multiplicity)
is m(S), we find that

CzEH (m) — CzECH (@) = = - m(S) mod 1

N =

Thus we find that
I(A) = %yT(S) + Qu(S) + CZECH(E) — CZEH(@) = m(S) =0 mod 1

To see that I(A) is independent of trivialization, fix two trivializations ¢ and 7 of £ along & .
We write the orbit sets ® and E as follows.

E={(yim)} —and O ={(n;n)}
Fix an orbit or chord n = E with multiplicity m. Let o and 7 be two trivializations of £ along &
and O that agree everywhere except along . We compute that

Q:(A) — Qo(A) = m?* - (1 — 0) by Lemma 2.34
pr(A) —us(B)y=0—r1 by Proposition 2.18
CzEH(m) —CzEH(B) =m(m —1) - (6 — 1) by Lemma 6.2
The sum of these terms is zero, thus yielding the desired invariance property. An identical proof

works if 7 and ¢ only differ along an orbit or chord of ®. Any two trivializations are related by
a sequence of changes supported on one orbit or chord, so this proves the result. m]

The Legendrian ECH index has the following basic properties, generalizing the corresponding
properties of the ordinary ECH index (cf. [21, Proposition 1.6]).

Proposition 6.17 (Basic Properties). The Legendrian ECH index satisfies the following axioms.

o (Index Ambiguity) If A, B : B4 — E_ are two classes with difference B— A € Hy(Y, A), and let
I' e H1(Y, A) denote the homology class of E+.. Then

1
I(B) ~ I(A) = 5(u(&,A), B~ 4) +2-Q(T, B~ A)
where u(&, A) is the Maslov class of (&, A) and Q is the intersection pairing of (Y, A).

o (Composition) If A : Eg — E1 and B : E1 — &, are composible surface classe then

I(AoB) = I(A) + I(B)
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Proof. We prove each of these properties separately.

Index Ambiguity. Let A,B : ® — E be two surface classes with the same ends and fix a
trivialization 7 over ® and Z. We compute the difference of each term in I(A) and I(B). Starting
with the Maslov number, we have

pr(B) — uc(A) = u(&,A) - (B—-A) by Proposition 2.18
To compute the difference between the self-intersection numbers, we note that
Q(B) — Qz(A) = Q«(B,B) — Q«(A, B) + Q«(B, A) — Q<(A, A) = q8(B— A) + qa(B — A)
Here g4 and qp are the homomorphisms Hy (Y, A) — %Z in Definition 2.31. By Lemma 2.32
ga(B—A)+qgp(B—A)=2-Q(I,B—A)

Finally, since A and B have the same ends, the ECH Conley-Zehnder terms coincide. This proves
the desired formula.

Composition. This follows from the corresponding composition property for Q. and y,. 0O

6.5. Index Inequality And Union Property. The Legendrian ECH index has a number of prop-
erties that hold for currents with boundary due to the writhe and linking inequalities. We are
now ready to demonstrate these properties.

We begin with the the Legendrian ECH index inequality as stated in the introduction.

Theorem 6.18 (Theorem 7). Let C be a somewhere injective, J-holomorphic curve with boundary in
(R xY,R x A) for tailored . Then

(6.13) ind(C) < I(C) — 25(C) — €(C).

Proof. Let C be a somewhere injective [-holomorphic curve asymptotic to Reeb chords and orbits
I'; at £oo. Then the difference between ECH index and Fredholm index is

. 1 _
I(C) —ind(C) = Qe(C) = 5p(C) + CZ () = CZTM () + R(C) = CZe(Ty) + CZe(T-)
Then by Legendrian adjunction, Theorem 3.27, the above formula becomes
Q(C) + CZECH (I, ) — CZECH(T_) — CZ,(T4) + CZ.(T_) — Q:(C) — w.(C) +25(C) + €(C)

Here the writhe w.(C) is the sum of the writhes of the positive asymptotic braid C; and negative
asymptotic braid C_ of C. Thus we may write the above formula as

=26(C) +€(C) + (CZ7M(Cs) = CZe(T4) — we(C4)) — (CZEM(C) = CZe(T-) — we(C-))

The writhe bound, Proposition 6.12, implies that the middle and right terms are non-negative.
Thus we have proven that
I(C) —ind(C) = 26(C) + €(C) |

Next, we prove a fundamental sub-additivity property of the ECH index under union. This
generalizes [24, Thm. 5.1] to currents with boundary.

Theorem 6.19 (Union). Let C and D be J-holomorphic currents for a tailored | on (Y, A), with distinct
components. Then the ECH index satisfies

I(CuD)=IC)+I1(D)+2(C-D)
Proof. We compute that the difference of ECH indices is given by
(€ UD)—I(€) —I(D) =2-Q(€,D) + CZEH (@ LU D) — CZECH (@) — CZECH (D)
By Lemma 4.15, this can be rewritten using the geometric intersection number as
2(€-D) + (CzZEH(e u D) — CzEH (@) — CZEH (D) —2-1.(C, D))

The second term above is non-negative by the linking bound for currents (Proposition 6.14). O
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7. LecenpriaN ECH

We are now ready to construct Legendrian embedded contact homology in detail. Specifically,
we prove the two key technical results Theorem 10 and Theorem 11 from the introduction.

Setup 7.1. To proceed with our construction, we fix the following setup for the rest of this section.
(@) (Y, &) is a contact 3-manifold with convex sutured boundary 0Y.
(b) A = Ay U A_ is aunion of exact Legendrians A+ < 0+Y.
(c) @ is a non-degenerate, adapted contact form on Y.
(d) ] is a tailored complex structure on &
We start by recalling the definition of an ECH generator.
Definition 7.2. An ECH generator of (Y, A) is an orbit-chord set ® = {(y;, m;)} U {(ci, n;)} where
e Every hyperbolic orbit y; has multiplicity 1.
e Every chord c; is multiplicity 1.

e There is at most one Reeb chord incident to L in ® for each connected component L of A

7.1. Classification Of Low ECH Index Currents. We begin by classifying low ECH index cur-
rents with boundary in Lemmas 7.3 and Proposition 7.4 and 7.5 below. These results, together,
yield Theorem 10 in the introduction.

Lemma 7.3. Let C be an [-holomorphic current for a regular, tailored almost complex structure | on
(R xY,R x A). Then the following are equivalent.

o Cis a trivial current R x 2 over an orbit-chord set =.

e C has ECH index less than or equal to zero.

Proof. By the Legendrian ECH index inequality (Theorem 6.18) and the sub-additivity of the
ECH index

ind(C;) < I(C;) —26(Ci) —€(Cj) <I(€) <0  where C={(Cj,mi)}

For any regular almost complex structure J, the Fredholm index of any somewhere injective
curve is non-negative, and zero if and only if the curve is a trivial cylinder or strip. Therefore

Ci=Rxvy for an simple orbit or chord y; c Y

It follows that C is the trivial current R x E over the orbit-chord set & = {(y;, m;)}. m]

Proposition 7.4. Let C be a [-holomorphic current for a reqular, tailored almost complex structure on
(R xY,R x A) of ECH index one. Then
C=Cu7

where T is trivial and C is an embedded, connected curve with ind(C) = I(C) = 1.

Proof. We may write C = 8§ U T where T is a trivial current R x E and § is a current with no trivial
components. By Lemma 7.3 and the sub-additivity of the ECH index (Theorem 6.19), we have

0<I(8) and I(S)<I8)+I(T)+2(8-7)<I(C)<1
Thus, § is non-empty and 7 is disjoint from 8. We can then write

8 ={(Cj,m;)} for simple, non-trivial curves C; and multiplicities m;

If (C;, m;) has multiplicity m; > 1, we may translate m; of copies of C; along the symplectization
direction to obtain m; somewhere injective curves whose union forms a new J-holomorphic curve
C.
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We now apply the ECH index inequality (Theorem 6.18) to C’ and obtain:
(7.1) Z m;ind(C Z e —e(C)

since the Fredholm index is additive under taking unions and ECH index is only dependent
on the relative homology class. Since | is regular, ind(C;) > 0 and in fact ind(C;) > 0 by our
assumption of § and Lemma 7.3. This contradicts (7.1). Furthermore,

8 ={(Cy,1)} for C; an embedded, non-trivial curve

since 0(C1) = €(C1) = 0 by (7.1) again. Therefore, ind(C;) = I(Cy) = 1.
O

Proposition 7.5. Let C be a J-holomorphic current for a regular, compatible almost complex structure on
(R xY,R x A) of ECH index two. Also assume that the ends 2, and E_ of € are ECH generators. Then

C=8uT
where T is trivial and 8 is a current of one of the following types.
o A pair of disjoint, embedded curves C1 1 Co with I(C;) = ind(C;) = 1. Note here that Cq and
Co are distinct in the sense they are not R translates of each other.
o A single embedded curve C of multiplicity 1 with I(C) = ind(C) = 2

To prove Proposition 7.5, the following lemma will be helpful. It severely limits the type of
boundary singularities that can occur in currents connecting ECH generator.

Lemma 7.6 (Singularity Censorship). Let C be a (finite energy, proper) J-holomorphic current with
boundary between ECH generators E and E_. Then
o 8- T is an integer for any pair of currents § and T with disjoint components such that § 0T < C.

e Every component curve C of C is non-singular near the boundary. That is €(C) = 0.

Proof. For the first claim, it suffices to show that any pair of component curves C and D satisfy
CnDnNn(RxA)=¢g

Thus suppose otherwise. Then there are components I' and I"” of the boundary of C and D,

respectively, such that I' n I” is non-empty and lie on R x L where L < A is a component.

By Lemma 3.14, both components I' and I” are diffeomorphic to R. Thus C and D both have
punctures asymptotic at +00 to a Reeb chord of L. Thus E has either a Reeb chord of multiplicity
two or two Reeb chords incident to a single component L of A. This is a contradiction, since Z+
is an ECH generator. The second claim follows immediately from Lemma 3.14. m|

proof of Proposition 7.5. We again write C = 8§ U T where T is a trivial current R x Z and 8 is a
current with no trivial components. Applying Lemma 7.3 and Theorem 6.19 now yields

0<I8) and I(8)<IS)+I(T)+2(8-T)<IC) <2

Since C has ends on ECH generators, § and T are disjoint on R x A. By Lemma 7.6, we must have
§-T = 0or 1. In the later case, I(8) = 0. Thus we must have

I(8) =2 and §-T=¢

As in Proposition 7.4, we can assume that 8 consists of connected, somewhere injective com-
ponents C; of multiplicity 1. We apply the ECH index inequality (Theorem 6.18) and the
sub—additivity of the ECH index (Theorem 6.19) to find that

Zmd 21 —e(C) and D I(Ci)+2).Ci-Cj<I(8) =2

i<j
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Since each C; is non-trivial, we must have ind(C;) > 0 for each i. Thus we infer from Lemma 7.6
that C; - C; = 0 for each i and j and 6(C;) = €(C;) = 0.

Finally we rule out the case of € containing a nontrivial curve C with multiplicity two. By
assumption on ECH generators, C cannot contain chords or be asymptotic to hyperbolic Reeb
orbits. Then the same proof as in regular ECH shows I(C) — ind(C) is even. Hence we cannot
have nontrivial curves of multiplicity > 2. m|

7.2. Compactness Of Low ECH Index Moduli Spaces. Next, we prove the requisite compactness
properties for the low ECH index moduli spaces required in ECH.

We begin by proving a crude topological lower bound for the (corrrected) Euler characteristic
of J-holomorphic curves between ECH generators.

Lemma 7.7 (Topological Index Bound). Let C be a (proper, finite energy) J-holomorphic curve in
(R xY,R x A) between ECH generators 2 and E_ in the surface class A. Then

- 1 X =
—X(C) < =5 - pe(A) + Qu(A) + CZEH (Ey) - CZ (=)

Here 2, and Z_ are the orbit-chord sets made from 2, and E_ by reducing the multiplicity of each orbit
and chord by one (and removing everything of multiplicity one).

Proof. We apply Legendrian adjunction (Corollary 3.27) to see that
- 1 1
—X(C) = =5 - 1:(C) + Qu(C) + wr(C) = 25(C) — €(C) < =5 1x(C) + Q:(C) + we(C)
We may decompose the writhe of C into a sum of writhes

w(C) = ZwT(C:r) - ZwT(C;)
i j

where the sum is over all braids over each orbit and chord appearing as a positive and negative
end of C. The writhe is automatically 0 for any chord and orbit of multiplicity 1. Since E, and
E_ are ECH generators, this includes all chords and hyperbolic orbits. This reduces the desired
result to the inequality

(7.2) we(C1) < CZ (n,m = 1))
for any simple elliptic orbit of multiplicity m > 1in E, and the corresponding inequality
(7.3) we(C7) = CZEM((y,n 1)

for any simple elliptic orbit of multiplicity n > 1 in E_. This is proven in [24, Prop. 6.9]. In
particular, [24, Eq. 6.2] states that

CZEH (n,m —1)) —w.(CT)=n -1

where 7 is elliptic and n denotes the number of components of the braid {*. This implies (7.2),
and (7.3) can be argued analogously. m|

Remark 7.8. In [24], Hutchings also develops a general theory of the Jp-index, a replacement for
the ECH index that provides a topological filtration on any type of contact homology. Proposition
7.7 is essentially using this theory in the relative case. We will not develop a relative Jp-invariant
in this paper.

Next, we demonstrate the compactness of the space of J-holomorphic currents of ECH index
1. This is the first part of Theorem 11 in the introduction.

Lemma 7.9. The moduli space of [-holomorphic currents My (E4, ZE_)/R of ECH index 1 is finite.

This is a virtual repeat of the same argument in ECH using Gromov compactness and bounds
on topological complexity of | holomorphic curves. We sketch it here briefly for completeness.
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Proof. Fix a sequence of distinct currents with boundary of index 1, denoted by
¢ e M(E4,E_)/R

By Proposition 7.4, we have € = C” L 7" where C" is a connected, embedded J-holomorphic
curve with I(C") = 1 and 7" is a trivial current over an orbit-chord subset ®" of £, and E_.
There are only finitely many orbit-subsets of Z., so after passing to a subsequence we may
assume that

T"=T=Rx0 for all v
Moreover, let ©, and ©_ be the unique orbit sets such that 2. = ®+ u ©. Then

C" e M(©,,0_)/R

By Gromov compactness for currents (Theorem 4.9), we can choose a subsequence of C” that lie
in the same surface class A in S(©,0_). By Lemma 7.7, we have

R(C) < 5 - el A) + QelA) + CZEH(S,) — CZEH ()

Thus the genus and number of boundary components of C is uniformly bounded. We can
thus apply SFT compactness for curves with boundary (cf. Abbas [1, Thm. 3.6]) to acquire a
J-holomorphic building

C=(C1,Cy...,Cn)
Claim 7.10. The building C consists of a single level C of ECH index 1.

Proof. Since the ECH index is additive under composition and the surface class of C agrees with
that of C” for large v, we know that

YIC) =1(CY) =1
J
Moreover, [(C;) > 0 for each j since | is regular. Therefore, for some fixed i we must have
I(C;) =ind(C;) =1
and all other levels C; are ECH index 0. By Lemma 7.3, we have the following equality of currents
Ci=RxE; forj<i and Ci=RxE_ forj>i
and each C; is (as a curve) an explicit branched cover of the trivial cylinders over the simple

orbits and chords of E..

Now fix an orbit or chord y of multiplicity m in E,. Let Z; be the sub-curve C; that is a cover
of R x y for 1 < j < i and consider the building Z = (Z;,...,Z;_1,Z;). Then Lemma 6.6 implies
that Z consists of unbranched covers if y is an orbit, and Lemma 6.7 implies the same if y is a
chord. Such components cannot appear in a building, so we must have i = 1 and C; = C; is
non-trivial.

The same argument shows that there are no trivial levels C; for j > i. m|

Returning to the proof of Lemma 7.9, we now find that the embedded curves C" converge
to the curve C in the moduli space of somewhere injective Fredholm index 1 curves. Since | is
regular, this moduli space is discrete. Thus C* = C for sufficiently large v, and

¢"=C"uT=CuT forlargev
This contradicts the assumption that the currents €" are distinct. This concludes the proof. O

Next, we demonstrate the compactness of the space of J-holomorphic currents of ECH index
2, under the assumption that the positive and negative ends are on ECH generators.
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Lemma 7.11. Let Zq, E, be ECH generators. Fix a reqular, tailored | on (R x Y, R x A). Then the
moduli space of ECH index two holomorphic currents
M (B, Bp)/R

is a topological 1-manifold that admits a (possibly singular) compactification

Mo(E1, E2)/R := Ma(E1, Ea)/R U (Uml (E1,0)/R x M1(©, )/[RZ)

Note that the above compactification is topologized with the Gromov topology on currents. It is
not necessarily a manifold itself. There could be many connected components of M>(Z1, E;)/R
that have the same boundary point in the compactification. The number of such components is
given by a obstruction bundle count that we describe in more detail below (Section 7.4).

Proof. By Gromov compactness for currents, we know that C” converges in the Gromov topology
to a broken current
C=(Cy...,Cn)
The ECH index is additive (Proposition 6.17) and non-negative (by Lemma 7.3), so the broken
current must have m < 2 component currents. It suffices to show that if m = 1 and € = C, then
c=C

where C is a connected embedded curve of ECH index two. This is the content of Proposition
7.5. O

7.3. Moduli Spaces Truncation. We now formally describe the truncated moduli space of ECH
index two currents in Theorem 11.

In the case of standard ECH, the construction of this moduli space and the proof of its key
properties is spread over several papers [22, 28, 29]. Thus, although the construction is exactly
analogous to that case, we collect several details here for the reader.

We will require a version of gluing pairs in the sense of [28, Definition 1.9]. We adopt the
following definition.

Definition 7.12. An ECH gluing pair in (R x Y, R x A) is a pair of J-holomorphic curves

(U4, u-)
satisfying the following properties.
e 1, and u_ have ECH index one.
e 1 and u_ are embedded, except for unbranched covers of cylinders of orbits and chords.

e The orbit-chord sets at the negative end of u, and the positive end of u_ are the same.

Moreover, let y be a simple elliptic orbit of total multiplicity m at the negative end of u_ (or
equivalently, at the positive end of u ).
e The partition p_(uy;y) of m determined by the negative end of 1 is the negative ECH
partition p_ (m).
e The partition py(u_;y) of m determined by the positive end of u_ is the positive ECH
partition p (m)
There is a space of ECH index two curves that are nearly broken at (1, u_), denoted by

95(u+/ l/l_) - MZ(‘:‘-‘r/ :‘—)/R

consisting of all connected, embedded curves C in M,(E1, E;) that admit constants R, R_ and
a decomposition
C= Cﬂr uCouCL

that satisfy the following conditions.
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Co is contained in the radius 6 neighborhood of R x ®, where © is the orbit-chord set at
the negative end of u, .

Ry —R_> 2.
There is a section 14 of the normal bundle of # such that

Yi] <6 and C) = (expc, (¥+)+Ry) n[~1/6,00) x Y

There is a section ¢ of the normal bundle of u_ such that
[W_| <6 and C_ = (expc (Y-)+R_)n(—0,1/8] xY
Lemma 7.13. Fix an ECH gluing pair of the form

(1/[+ ’ I/I_)
Then there is an € > 0 such that any sequence of curves C; € G¢(Cy,C_)/R has a subsequence that
converges in the SFT topology (see [1, Thm 3.6]) to one of the following types of [-holomorphic buildings.
o A connected, embedded curve C of ECH index two in G5(C4, C_)

o A building (uy,v1,...,0k, u_) where v; is a union of branched covers of trivial cylinders repre-
senting R x ©.

Proof. Let C; € Ge(uy, u—)/R be a sequence. By SFT compactness in the relative case [1, Thm 3.6]
and the topological bounds in Lemma 7.7, we know that there is a limit SFT building of the form

C=(wy,...,wn)
The sum of the ECH indices of the levels must be 2 by addivity of the ECH index. Therefore,
there are two cases.

Case 1. In the first case, there is a single level of ECH index two and every other level is ECH
index zero. In this case, we can argue that there is only one level C = C, by an identical as in
Claim 7.10. It follows that C; — C in the SFT topology.

Case 2. In the second case, there are two levels w, and w;, of C of ECH index one, and the
remaining levels are ECH index zero. The levels w, and w, must be equal to . and u_ due to
the construction of G5 and the definition of SFT convergence. Moreover, since the positive and
negative ends of the curves C; satisfy the ECH partition conditions, by [28, Lemma 1.7] and [22,
Exercise 3.14], the levels w; must be trivial for j < a and j > b. m]

Definition 7.14. The count of gluings #G(u,u_) of an ECH gluing pair (u,u_) is defined as
follows. Let € be as in Lemma 7.13 and choose an open subset U < G¢ (14, u_)/R such that
o U has finitely many boundary points.
e U contains G5 (u4, u_)/R for some 6 < €.
Then we define #G (1, u_) to be the number of boundary points in the closure U of U.
We are now ready to construct the truncated moduli space of ECH index two curves. For

each ECH gluing pair (u4, u_) between ECH generators 2, and E_, fix for the remainder of the
section an open set

U(uy,u_) < Ge(uy,u_)

as in Definition 7.14. For any ECH generators ©®, and ©_, we adopt the notation
W(©4,0_):={CuT : CelU(us,u_) for some ECH gluing pair (11, u_) and 7 is trivial}

Definition 7.15 (Truncated Moduli Space). Let ©®, and ©_ be ECH generators and fix a regular,
tailored J on (R x Y, R x A). The truncated moduli space

M)(©-,0_)/R < Ma(©,, O_)/R
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is defined as follows. By Proposition 7.5, we may divide M,(®, ®_) into disjoint pieces

A(O4,0_) = {C L T @ Cis connected with [(C) = 2 and iTtriVial.}

By(©4,0_)={CuDuT : C,D are connected with (C) = I(D) = 1 and 7 trivial.}
We define M, (©,0_)/R as a union of pieces
‘A/Z(®+’®_) C.AZ(®+,®_) and ‘3/2(64_,@_) c Bz(®+,®_>

Truncation Of A. To truncate A, (©,, ©_), we note that by Gromov compactness for currents
(Theorem 4.9), any sequence of currents C; € A>(0.,0_)/R has a subsequence of the form

Ci=Ciu7T
where C; is a connected curve with I(C;) = 2 from O to ©_ converging to
e a connected ECH index two curve C € M(®,0_)/R or

e a building (u4,v1,...,vk, u_) where (u;,u_) are an ECH gluing pair and v; are covers
of trivial cylinders and chords.

In the latter case, it follows that C; ¢ W(©,., ©_) for sufficiently large i. We thus let
‘AIZ(®+/ ®—) = ‘AZ(@-H @_)\W(®+, 6—)
There is a natural projection map

IT: 0A5(©,,0_)/R — | | M1(©4,E)/R x My(E,0_)/R
@I

defined by mapping C L1 T € 0A(©,0_)/R to the broken J-holomorphic current
(CH,Cl)=(ur uT,u_u17)
where (1, u_) is the unique ECH gluing pair such that C € §5(C,, €_). Moreover, we have

#174C,,C ) = #U(uy,u_) = #G(uy,u_)

Truncation Of B. To truncate B,(0,,0_), note that a component S = B,(0O4,0_)/R is
1-dimensional, consisting of curves of the form

C=CuD+s)uT fors e R

Here C and D are connected, embedded curves of ECH index 1 and T is a trivial current. Let 8,
and 8_ be the trivial currents over the positive and negative ends of C, and let T, and T_ be the
analogous currents for D. Then

lim ¢ =(CuTyuT,Dus_u9)

§——00

lim ¢ =D u8uT,CuTru’d)

§——+00
where the limit is taken in the Gromov topology on broken currents. We now truncate S by
setting

S ={C :se[-1,1]} =S

and let B/, be the union of these pieces over all components S. There is a natural projection map

IT: 0B,(©+,0_)/R — | | M1(0,, E)/R x M1(E,0_)/R
@l

sending C_1 to lim,_,_, C; and C; to the broken current lim;_,, C;. Note that

#IT'(C.,€.)=1 forany (G4, C_)eTI(0B)(O4,0_)/R)
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7.4. Gluing Counts. We conclude this section by explaining the applications of the obstruction
bundle gluing results of Hutchings-Taubes [28, 29] to our setting. In particular, we prove the last
item of Theorem 11 as Corollary 7.18. This completes the proofs of all the main results of the
paper.

Let y be a simple Reeb orbit and fix two partitions p and g of an integer m. In [28, §1.5, 1.6],
Hutchings-Taubes define gluing coefficients

Cy(Pr‘J) eZ

that count (roughly) the number of ways to glue two curves asymptotic to y with multiplicity m,
and corresponding partitions p and q. For chords, we adopt the following definition.

Definition 7.16. The gluing coefficient of a Reeb chord 1 of (Y, A) and of multiplicity one is given
by
cy(y,1) =1.
Given a J-holomorphic curve v, we let m4 (v, 1) be the multiplicity of the orbit or chord n at

the +-end of v, and p+ (v, ) be the partition of m+ (v, )) determined by the +-end of a finite
energy curve v at any orbit y. Finally, if y is a simple orbit and 1 is a chord, then

ey, ) = cy(p—(ug, y),pauc,y))  and  cylug,u_)i=1

Proposition 7.17. Fix a tailored, reqular almost complex structure ] on (R x Y, R x A) and let (u,u_)
be an ECH gluing pair. Then

#G(uy,u_) = H cy(uy,u_)
14
The product is over all simple closed orbits and chords appearing as a negative end of .

Proof. The essential ingredients to this formula appear already in Hutchings-Taubes [28, 29].
Here we briefly sketch the argument.

Let uy and up be a ECH gluing pair. Throughout we assume we have chosen a generic J.
For simplicity of exposition we first assume none of the u; and u, have boundary, and that all
negative ends of 17 are asymptotic to one (simple) Reeb orbit with multiplicities (therefore the
same is true for all positive punctures of uy). We illustrate the general methodology in this case
and explain the more general case later.

Then recall from Section 5.2 [29] in order to glue u; and u, together, we must first preglue a
branched cover of trivial cylinder v of Fredholm index zero between them, so that the partition
conditions at positive (resp. negative ends) of v match the partition conditions of negative ends
of uy (resp. positive ends of u). Then as in Section 5.4 that there is a gluing is translated into
three equations as we describe below.

To borrow the notation of Section 5.3 in [29], let N.. denote the normal bundle of u;,v. Let
H1(N.) denote a suitable completion of sections of N;. Let ¢; € H;(N;) and ¢ € H>(N,) denote
sections of the normal bundle. We consider deforming the preglued curve consisting of u1, up
and v using the sections ¢; and ¢ (patched together using cutoff functions, as in Section 5.3 in
[29]). The condition that gluing exists is translated into a system of three equations

O1(P1,¢) =0, Ou(¥r, 2, ) =0, Oa(i2, ) =0

so that given fixed ¢, the equations ©1, ®; can always be solved essentially uniquely (with ¢;
expressed as functions of ¢). See Section 5.6 of [29].

The number of gluings is equivalent to the number of solutions of ®, with independent
variable ¢; and 11 and ¢, are functions of ¢. This is the content of Theorem 7.3 (b) in [29].

The number of solutions of ®, = 0 is counted by the number of zeroes of a section s of an
obstruction bundle O(X) — Myz. The base My is the space of branched covers of the trivial
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cylinder satisfying the same multiplicity and parition conditions as v; and the fiber is the (dual
of) cokernel of a linearized Cauchy Riemann operator Dy acting on the normal bundle of the
branched cover. This obstruction bundle is defined carefully in Definition 2.16 of [28]. See
Section 2.1 of [28] for definitions and properties of the base My and Section 2.2 and 2.3 for
the linearized Cauchy Riemann Dy. This obstruction section s whose zero corresponds to the
number of solutions of @, = 01is described carefully in Equation 5.43 of [29]. The count of zeroes
can be viewed as computing some version of a relative Euler class of this obstruction bundle.
The zeros of s are transverse (proved in Section 10 of [29]), and the number of zeroes counted
with sign is equal to c,. The definition of ¢, is given in equation 1.7 of [28], and described more
carefully in Sections 1.5 and 1.6 of [28]. That the number of zeros is equal to ¢, is the content of
Theorem 1.13 in [28].

From this way of gluing, we see readily that we can count the number of gluings as a local
count of zeroes of obstructions sections over spaces of branched covers of trivial cylinders. If u;
and u; meet along multiple Reeb orbits, the count of total number of gluings is the product of
the count of zeroes of such obstruction sections over all the Reeb orbits. This is the content of
Theorem 1.13 in [28].

In the case of ECH gluing pairs for Legendrian ECH, we can again reduce the count of gluing
to count of zeroes of obstruction sections over branched covers of trivial cylinders and trivial
strips. We here use the observation that by partition conditions all chords between 1, and u_
must have mulitplicity one. Over branched covers of trivial cylinders such counts over closed
Reeb orbits is given by the obstruction bundle counts given in [28, Theorem 1.13], and the gluing
over Reeb chords is just standard gluing. m|

Corollary 7.18 (Theorem 11, Truncation). The inverse image I171(C, C_) of a pair of currents in
M1(©,0)/R x My(0', E)/R under the map

IT: My(©,,0-) — | | M1(©4,8)/R x M1(E,0_)/R
@/
has an odd number of points if and only if the orbit set ®' is an ECH generator.

Proof. For any ECH gluing pair, the gluing coefficients c, (1, u_) are always odd when y is is
an elliptic orbit [28, Prop. 7.26]. They are odd if and only if the multipliciy of y in E4 or E_ is
one when vy is a hyperbolic orbit [28, Def. 1.14] or chord (see Definition 7.16). Thus this follows
from Proposition 7.17. m]

AprPENDIX A. DEecay EsTIMATES

In this appendix, we prove asymptotic formulas for ends of | holomorphic curves converging
to a Reeb chord in the same style of Siefring [43]. The asymptotic formula for a single end is
already established in [2]. Our goal is to explain the general case, where multiple ends approach
the same chord. This will be essential in our proof of the general writhe bound.

Remark A.1. The general writhe bound is not strictly necessary for our formulation of Legendrian
ECH in Section 1.2.3. This is due to our combination of maximum principles and the definition
of ECH generators prevents breaking along multiply covered chords in the ECH setting.

However, the general asymptotic formula and writhe bound may play a role in other theories
that count curves asymptotic to chords with higher multiplicities.

The presented proof is an amalgamation of techniques and ideas found in [19], [43], and [2].
The proof has the following outline.
(i) First, we describe the local geometric setup as in [2]. In particular, we follow the choices
of metrics and connections in [2].
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(ii) Suppose we have two ends approaching the same chord. Following [43], we show the
difference between the two ends satisfy a particular PDE (see equation A.3).

(iii) We show that the bounded solutions to Equation A.3 have an asymptotic representation
formula. We do this using the setup of [2], and essentially the same techniques there that
proved asymptotic formula holds for a single end.

(iv) Finally we translate the asymptotic formula of the difference between two ends into
behaviour of two ends of the holomorphic curve, following [43].

A.l. Local differential geometry. We start by recalling the geometric setup of [2]. By rescaling
the contact form, we may assume that the Reeb chord has action 1. We choose a neighborhood
of the Reeb chord and local coordinates x, y, z such that the following holds.

e The Reeb chord 7 is the line segment {(0,0,¢) : t € [0,1]}

e The two Legendrians consist of the lines
L1 :={(t+,0,0),t € R} and Ly :={(0,t,1),t € R}
e The contact form A is given by
A = fdz + cidx + cody

where f = 1 along 71, and c¢1 and ¢, are smooth functions satisfying c; = ¢ = 0 on the
z-axis.

e The contact form A satisfies

dA(0,0,z) = adx A dy

where a(x, y, z) is positive in a neighborhood of the Reeb chord.

e The Reeb vector field is given by

X(x,y,2) = f(x,y,2)-(0,0,1)
where (0,0,z) = 1.
Given any A-adapted almost complex structure | on the symplectization R x R3, we write M(t)
to denote the 2 by 2 matrix that is the restriction of | to the contact plane ker A .. It satisfies

M'JpM =], and —JoM >0

where ]y is the standard 2 by 2 almost complex structure.

We now consider two J-holomorphic curves in the symplectization R x R that have boundary
punctures that asymptotic to the Reeb chord 1.

U,V :[0,0) x [0,1] - R x R® with lim U(s,—) = lim V(s,—) =1

S—00 S—00

In particular we consider how boundary punctures approach Reeb chords. We consider the
case where there are two strip-like ends approaching the same chord. Assume that in the local
conformal coordinates (s, t) of the domain, the first end is parametrized as

U(s,t) = (b(s,t),x(s,t),y(s,t),z(s,t)).

Using this parametrization, we define the local embedding E : [R, ®0) x D¢ x [0,1] — R x R3 to
be

(A1) E(S,h1, hz,t) = (b(s,t),x(x,t) + hl,y(s,t) + hz,Z(S,t) — C1fh1 — szhz)
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where R > 0 is sufficiently large, € > 0 is sufficiently small, and D, is the e-neighborhood of
the origin. With the embedding E understood, any nearby end could be viewed as a graph
E(s,mi(s,t),n2(s,t),t). In particular, we now parametrize the second end as

V(s,t) = E(s,m(s,t),m(s,t),t)

= (b(s,8), x(s, ) + M (s, 1), y(s,£) + ma(s, £), 2(s,t) = ferm(s,t) — feama(s, ).
Note that by abuse of notation we have used (s, t) to denote the coordinates for the domains of
both ends. We also note here that u(s,t) = (x(s,t),y(s,t),z(s, t)) is the projection of U onto the
last three coordinates, and we shorthand the functions f(u(s,t)), c1(u(s,t)) and ca(u(s,t)) as

f, c1 and ¢y respectively. Under these parametrizations, the map (n1(s, t), n2(s, t)) satisfies the
following PDE:

(A.3) 0s <Z;> + M(u(s, 1) <Z;> +As, 1) (Zl) —0

where the matrix A(s, t) decays exponentially, i.e. there are positive constants d and My such
that for any multi-index B, [0PA| < Mge .

(A2)

A.2. The asymptotic formula. We now use the estimates from [2] to derive an asymptotic
formula for (n1,7m2). The main difference in Abbas’” approach from that of Hofer or Siefring
is choosing a 1-parameter family of norms dependent on s which are equivalent to the ordinary
L? norm on [0, 1]. We first review this part of his construction, then we will state and prove the
analogous lemmas in [2] that will culminate in the asymptotic formula.

We first recall properties of the matrix M (u(s, t)), which we will often abbreviate M(s, t) for
convenience. It converges to a matrix My (t) as s — o0 at an exponential rate. Further, since
M(s,t) comes from restricting the ambient A-adapted almost complex structure on the contact
distribution, it satisfies the following algebraic properties:

(i) M?=-1
(i) M"JoM = Jo
(i) —JoM > 0.
We consider the following family of inner products on L2([0, 1], R?), let v1, v, € L([0, 1], R?):

1
(A.4) (01,02)s = fo (v1, —JoM(s, t)v)dt

and it follows from the fact that M(s, t) exponentially decays to M (t) that for large values of s
this norm is uniformly equivalent to the ordinary L? norm.
We define

(A.5) WL2([0,1], R?) := {v e W*([0,1], R?)[v(s,0) e R - (1,0),0(s,1) e R- (0,1)}
hence we can further define an inner product
(A.6) (v1,02)s5,1,2 := (01, 02)s + (V], 0)s

where ' denotes the derivative with respect to s.

We consider the trivial vector bundle E := [sg, ) x [0,1] x R? with the fiber R?>. We view
maps C(s,t) : [so,0) x [0,1] — R? as sections of E. With the above choice of metric, we choose
a connection on E by defining the following covariant derivatives:

VsC = 0sC — %M(s,t)é’sM(s,t) - C(s,t)

VtC = (%C — %M(s,t)&tM(s,t) . C(S,t).
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We abbreviate: .
I := —EM(s,t)asM(s,t)

T, —%M(s,t)&tM(s,t).

The following properties of this connection are proved in [2]:
Proposition A.2. Let X = a10s + a0, then we define Vx := a1V, + a2V;.
(i) For uy,up € W2([sg, 0) x [0, 1], R?), we have:

d
(A'7) %(ull u2)s = (Vsulz uZ)s + (ulz V57/12)5-

(ii) If B is a section in the endomorphism bundle of E, i.e. B € T'(End(E)) = T'([so, ) x [0, 1] x
End(R?)), then we define:

(A.8) VsB := 0sB + %[B -M(s,t)0sM(s,t) — M(s,t)0sM(s, t) - B].
This satisfies:

(A9) Vs(B-C) =VsB-C+B-V(.
In particular we have

(A.10) VsM(s,t) =0
and

(A.11) 0tVsC —Vs0,C = o1 - C.

We also define the following family of unbounded self-adjoint operators:
(A12) A(s) : W([0,1], R?) < L*([0, 1], R*) — L?([0,1], R?)
as
(A.13) A(s) = —M(s,t)%.

We also use Ay, to denote the operator —Moo(t)%. The following properties are established in
Proposition 3.4 in [2].
Proposition A.3. (i) A(s) is self-adjoint on (L%([0,1], R?), (-, -)s).
(if) Ker A(s) = {0}.
(iii) There exists 0 > 0, independent of s, so that for all s € [sg, 00) (so some fixed number), and for all
ye er’z([O, 1], R?) we have
A7 lls = ollylls
where here and in what follows, we use || - ||s to denote the norm defined by (-, -)s.

We also need the following proposition on Hilbert spaces, also stated and proved in [2,
Theorem 3.7].

Proposition A4. Let T : D(T) € H — H be a self-adjoint operator in a Hilbert space H. Let
Ao : H — H be a linear symmetric, bounded operator. Let o(-) denote the spectrum of an operator. Then

(A.14) dist(a(T), o(T + Ag)) := max{ sup dist(A,d(T + Ap)), sup dist(A,o(T))}
Aea(T) Aea(T+Ay)

(A.15) < ||Aol|c(m)

Assume further that the resolvent (T — o)~ of T exists and is compact for some Ao ¢ o(T), then (T —A)~!

exists and is compact for every A ¢ o(T), and o(T) consists of isolated eigenvalues {uy}rez with finite
multiplicities {my}xez. If we assume sup,_, my < M < oo, and that for each L > 0 there is a number
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mr (L) € N so that every interval I < R of length L contains at most mr (L) points of o(T) (counted with
multiplicity), then for each L > 0 there is also a number mt 1 a,(L) so that every interval I € R of length
L contains at most mta,(L) points of (T + Ap).

To lighten the exposition we also isolate the following lemma from [2], whose proof depends
on the above proposition.

Lemma A.5. Consider the operators A : er’Z([O, 1], R?) — Lz([O, 1], R?) and
A(s) : WE([0,1], R?) — L2([0, 1], R?). We have:

(i) Given any L > 0, there is some positive integer m so that any interval in R of length L contains
at most m eigenvalues of A, (up to multiplicity).

(ii) dist(o(A(s)), 0(Ax)) = 0ass — 0.

(iii) Let I, :=[—(n + 1)L, —nL)], then each I,, contains at most m points of (A ). There is a closed
interval [, < 1, of length 2d > 0 so that for s > s, the interval |, does not contain any element
of 6(A(s)). In the following, we will write ], to be of the form [r, —d, 1y, + d].

Let C(s,t) : [0,1] x R — R2 be a solution to equation A.3 that exponentially decays to zero as
s — o0. Then we have (see [2] Theorem 3.6):

Proposition A.6. If C does not vanish identically, then we have the following asymptotic formula:
U(s, t) = eszO“(T)dT(e(s,t) +7(s,t)),
where
(i) e(s,t) is an eigenvector of Ay in Wr1’2([0, 1], R?) with eigenvalue A < 0.
(ii) a(s): [so,0) x R is a smooth function satisfying a(s) — A as s — co.
(iii) r(s,t) : [s0, ) x [0,1] — R is a smooth function with
|0Pr(s,t)| — 0
as s — co. Here p € N? is some multi-index.

We break down the proof into a series of lemmas, as was done analogously in [2].

Lemma A.7 (Lemma 3.9 in [2]). If the assumptions of the above proposition are satisfied, then a(s) — A,
where A is a negative eigenvalue of A.

Proof. We first assume ((s,t) # 0 for all s > sg. The alternative case is handled later. We start
with some preliminary manipulations.
Step 0 Define

d/ds||C(s, t)|2
(A16) = e

Then trivially we can write
d
IS DI = 2al|C(s, )]

from which we deduce
2% ads’
12I2 = €252 ¢ (s0) |2

Hence we need to establish the asymptotics of a. We define

O Us,b
T ol
Consequently
& = o

15
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and

0Os 0sC C 5
Os
=1 2HCH3dSHCH

Recall that C satisfies the equation A.3, we have
0s& + aé + M(s, 1)+ As, 1)E =0
which we can further rewrite as
V& —Ti& + a& + M(s,t)0:& + A(s, )€ = 0.
Taking the (-, -); innter product of the above with £, we obtain
a(s) = (I, &)s — (Mg, &)s — (AE, &)s
where we used (Vs¢&, &)s = 0. Taking the s derivative of both sides, we obtain
a'(s) = — (Vs(M(s, £)0:&), &)s — (M0i&, Vs&)s + (Vs(T1E), &)s + (T1E, Vsé)
— (Vs(A(s, 1)&, &)s — (A(s, £)&, Vs)s
= (M0tVs&, &)s + (M E, &)s + (AL, Vs&)s + ((VsIN)E, &)s + 2(T1E, Vs&)s
— ((VsA(s, 1) - &, &)s + (Als, 1) - V&, &)s + (Als, )&, Vs&)s)
=2(Vs&, AE) +2(T1E, Vs&)s + (MoT1E, E)s + ((VsI1)E, &)s
— ((VsA(s, 1) - &, &)s + (Als, ) - V&, &)s + (Als, £)E, Vs&)s)
where in the passage from first line to second line we used properties of V, as well as the fact that
(T1Vs€, &)s = (Vs&, T1é)s

which follows from the definition of (-, -)s as follows:

1
1
s fo (~3MOMYSE, oMt
1 1
-3 | @mv.g, -
1 1
-5 | e o
1 1
=5 fo (Vs&, —0s(MT JoMM)&Ddt
1 1
= _E J;) <V55/]055M5>dt

1
:LWS&, —]oM(—%MﬁsME»dt.
Now inserting
AE =V & —T1&+al +A(s, t)é
into the expression for a’, we obtain:
o/ (s) =2(Vs&, Vs&)s — 2(Vs&, T1&) + 2(Vs&, Als, 1)E) +2(Vs&, T1d)s
+ (MI1E, &)s + ((VsI1)E, &)s
— ((VsA(s, 1) - &, &)s + (A(s, 1) - Vs&, &)s + (A(s, £)E, Vsé)s)
=2(Vs&, Vs&)s + (Vs&, A(s, 1)E)s + (MaTE, &)s + ((VsI)E, &)s
— ((VsA(s, £) - &, &)s + (A(s, 1) - VsE, £)s).

We observe the following bounds

(Vs&, A(s,1)E)s < €(s){(Vs&, Vs&)s + (&, E)s}-
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where €(s) is a function that decays exponentially to zero. Likewise

|(A(S/t> - V&, 5)5‘ < 6(5){(Vs£/ Vsé)s + (51 é)s}
Similarly the terms (Mo;I1&, &)s, (VsI'1)E, &)s, and ((VsA(s, t) - &, £)s have absolute value uni-
formly upper bounded by €(s) as well. Hence we arrive at the following inequality for &' (s):
(A.17) a'(s) = (2 —€(s))(Vs&, Vs&)s — €(s).

We note our precise definition of €(s) may change from line to line, but it will always denote
a function that exponentially decays to zero. With the above inequality established, from this
point onward we can then repeat the arguments in [2].

Step 1. We first show that a(s) is bounded above. Suppose not, then we can find a sequence
{sk}r — satisfying a(sg) — oo

If we had a(s) > n for some 1 > 0 for all s large enough, then by definition of & this implies:

d
NICIs = 2nliC];

which would imply (assuming ||C||s is nonzero for large enough s) ||C||s — o ass — «©, a
contradiction.

The above argument gives us that for any 1 > 0, we can find s; — o0 so that a(s}) < 1. Now
choose 1 € (0, 0), where 0 is given by Proposition A.3. Let §x be the smallest number satisfying
8k > sx and a(8x) = n. Observe this i cannot be an eigenvalue of any A(s), because for any
y e er’Z([O, 1], R?), we have

I|A(s)y —nyll = [AG)yIl = nllyll = (6 —n)llyll > 0.
Thus

IVsE@0)lls, = [[AGK)EBK) = nBr)lls, — €(s)I[EGK) s,

for some 7 > 0. Consequently
a'(3) = (2 — e(30))I[VsEGr)lf5, — e(i) = °

for large enough k. This is a contradiction because we picked 5y to be the smallest number greater
than sy such that a(5x) = 1, and that a(sx) > n. The fact a’(5x) > 0 implies there is some number
in [s, 5k) such that a < 1), which is a contradiction.

Step 2. We next proceed to show «a is also bounded from below. Assume not, then we can find
a sequence s, — o0 so that a(s,) = r, and a'(s,) < 0, where r, and d are given in Lemma A.5.
Then we consider

A(sn)&(sn) = Vsé(sn) —T1&(sn) + a&(sn) + A(Su, t)E(sn)
where both sides are functions of t. We have

Vs&(sn)lls, = [[AE(sn) — ru&(sn) + T1&(sn) — A(sn, t)E(sn)|ls,

>d—e(sy)
>d/2
for large enough n. Combining this with
(A18) &/(5) > (2 e(5))(VsE, Vs&)s — (s)

we conclude a'(s,) > d?/4, which is contrary to our assumptions. Hence a is bounded from
below as well.
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Step 3. We observe we can always find a sequence {sx} so that ||Vs&(sk)||s, — 0. Suppose not,
then we can find 1 > 0 so that

IVsélls =1
for large enough s, which implies

a'(s) =n?
contradicting the claim a(s) is bounded.

Step 4. Because «a is bounded, we can find a subsequence of {sx}, which we also denote by
{sk} so that

a(sk) — A.
As in [2], we first show A € 6(A). Suppose not, let € > 0 be defined by
€ :=dist(A, 0(Ay)).
Then for also large enough s we have:
dist(A, a(A(s))) = €/2.

Then as before we can compute:

IVs&(si)llse = [[A(sk)E(sk) — alsk)E(sk)lls, — €(solIE(k, s
> €/4 — e(sk)
>€/8

for large enough k. This contradicts ||Vs;&(sk)||s — 0, and hence A € 0(Ay).
Step 5. Finally we show lim;_,, a(s) = A. Suppose not, then we can find {s?{} so that

li " —
kgroloa(sk) U

Without loss of generality, let us assume u < A. Then we can find some v € (y,A) and d > 0 so
that

dist(v,0(A(s))) = d
for all s sufficiently large. Then for any § so that a(§) =
1Vse@)lls = d/2

as before, but this implies a/(3) > d?/4 > 0, which implies for large enough s we have a(s) > v,
which is a contradiction. A very similar argument can be applied in case uy > A. We have
therefore a(s) — A. We claim A < 0 because the norm of C exponentially decays to zero as
s — 0.

1, we have:

Step 6 Finally we return to the case where for some s* we have ||C(s*,-)||s+ = 0, this would
then imply C(s*,t*) = 0 for all t*, and the Carleman similarity principle then implies & is zero
everywhere. m]

Lemma A.8. With the same notation as above. Let p = (B1,p2) € N2, and j € N. We have
SUP (s, 1)e[s0,00) x[0,1]| P E (s, )| < o0

dia

dsi

Proof. The proof is almost verbatim the proof of lemma 3.10 in [2]. The only difference in our

case is the appearance of the term A(s, t)&, but in the notation of lemma 3.10 of Abbas this can

be absorbed into &&, and using the fact A(s, t) and its derivatives decay exponentially, we can
recover bounds of derivatives of & and «a. m]

SUPselso,)] (s)] < 0.
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Proposition A.9. Let E denote the eigenspace of the operator Ay, in er’z([O, 1], R?) corresponding to
eigenvalue A, then
dist(é(s),E) — 0

as we take s — oo. The notion of distance is defined with respect to er’z([O, 1], R?).
Proof. The same proof as in Lemma 3.6 in [19]. |
Lemma A.10. There exists e € E so that £(s) — e as s — 0.

Proof. The proof is the same as the proof of Lemma 3.12 in [2], as such we will only sketch the
notable differences between our proof and theirs. As in their case for every sequence {s,} that
converges to infinity, we can extract a subsequence {s/,} so that £(s),) — e € E. Hence it remains
to show if we have sequences {s, } and {7, } so that

o {(sy) > e€E,
o {(1y) > €' €E

then we have e = ¢’. To this end, consider the inner product on L?([0, 1], R?) given by:

1
(Ml, Mz) = JO <u1(t), *]OMoguz(t»dt

Let P denote the orthogonal projection to E with respect to the above inner product, and we
define

£:=PE.
Then it follows as in the proof in [2] that:
ApoP&éE = PALE.
If we define €'(s) := A(s) — A, we have the equation
05€ = (A = a(s))& + P€'(s)& — PAL(s)
We have that both [|Pe’(s)&|| and ||[PA(s, t)E(s)|| are bounded above by Ce™Fs.

We have the norm bounds:

€@ =1,
1€ = <)l =0,
which in particular implies for large enough s we have
1] = 1/2.
With the above we define A
(s, t)
= —=
[1<(s, )]
Then we have the equation
asA é/a EAS ol
T ST
<] [1<1]
(A —a(s))é + Pe'e —PAE (£, (A—a(s))é + Pe's - PAg)é
[1€]] 1€]2
_ Pe'E—PA: (4, Pe'E —PAY) .
1€]] 1E11

From the above norm estimates we obtain

|0sn| < e™P®
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where the above is the genuine absolute value. Then we have

Sn
) ()l < | [ oonds

Tn
Sn

< f e Pds
Tn

-0

as n — 0. This concludes the proof of our lemma. m]

Proof of Proposition A.6. With the previous lemmas assembled, the proof of Proposition A.6 fol-
lows verbatim to that of Proposition 3.6 in [2]. We use Sobolev embedding and induction to show
that all derivatives of r(s, t) converge uniformly to zero. We use Arzela-Ascoli to show that a(s)
approaches A in the C* norm. ]

We are now ready to apply the above estimates to analyze the difference of two ends asymptotic
to the same Reeb orbit. Namely, we prove the following:

Proposition A.11. For two different ends asymptotic to the same Reeb orbit with local coordinates:
U(s,t) = (b(s,t),x(s,t),y(s,t),z(s,t))
and
Vs, t) = (b(s,t),x(s,t) +m(s,t),y(s,t) +nas,t),z(s,t) — feini(s, t) — feama(s, t)).
There are reparametrizations ¢y, ¢, : [R, ) x [0,1] — [R, 00) x [0, 1] for sufficiently large R, such that
U($uls, 1) = (s, Uols, 1), 1),

Vido(s, 1)) = (s, Vo(s, ), t),
and
Vo(s,t) — Ug(s, t) = e*(e(t) + (s, 1))
where e(t) is an eigenvector of the asymptotic operator with eigenvalue A, and (s, t) decays exponentially
to zero as s — 0.

Proof of Proposition A.11. Fix a sufficiently large positive number R, and € > 0 sufficiently small.
Let D¢ be the e-disk around the origin in R?, and E : [R, ) x D¢ x [0,1] — R x R3 be the
embedding:

(A.19) E(s, hi, ha,t) = (b(s,t),x(x,t) + h1,y(s,t) + ha,z(s,t) —c1fh1 — caf h2)

where, as before, we shorthand ci(u(s, t)), c2(u(s,t)) and f(u(s,t)) as c1, c2 and f respectively.
Now the first end U is parameterized as:

U(s,t) =E(s,0,0,1)

and since any different end that is asymptotic to the same Reeb chord can be viewed as an
embedded surface in the image of E, V can be parametrized as

V(s,t) = E(s,m(s,t),m2(s,t),t).

Since both ends limit to the Reeb chord exponentially, there are reparametrizations ¢, ¢, :
[R,0) x [0,1] — [R, %) x S! such that

U(¢uls, 1)) = (s,Uo(s, 1), 1),

V(po(s, 1)) = (s, Vo(s, 1), £).
Let A be the negative eigenvalue that appears in the asymptotic expansion of

(s, 1) = (m(s,t),ma(s, 1))
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provided by Proposition A.6, and e(t) be the corresponding eigenvector. We have:

Gu(s, ) = Po(s,t) = 0(A)
Here we use the same notation as in [43]. Namely, a function f : [R, o) x [0,1] — R? = 0, (A) if
and only if there are constants 6 > 0 and Mg > 0 for every multi-index f8, such that

0P (™ f)] < Mge™®*
The reason is that, by definition

bu(s,8) = g (s, 8) = (0, —ca(uls, 1)) f (u(s, £))mi(s, £) — calu(s, t)) f (u(s, £))na(s, 1)),
therefore ¢, ' (s,1) — @5 (s, 1) = 04, (A), and hence ¢y, (s, t) — Py (s, 1) = 0,0(A). Now let 77 : R* —
R? be the projection to the second and third coordinates. We have:

Vo(s, t) = Uo(s, t) = m(V(Po(s, t)) — U(Po(s, 1))
= 1(E(¢o(s,1),n(Po(s,1))) — E(Puls, t),0,0))
= T(E(Pu(s, ), n(Pu(s,t))) — E(Pu(s, t),0,0)) + 0x(A)
=1(Pu(s, 1)) + 00(A)
—eMe(t) + 00 (A)
O
The above discussion finishes the proof of Theorem 6.10. To see this fact, choose an Riemannian
metric on Y so that near the Reeb chord n with the chosen local coordinates, the metric agrees
with the standard Riemannian metric on R3. Extend this metric to an R-invariant metric on
R x Y, and we see by definition that the functions Uy and Vj are asymptotic representatives of the
two ends (see Definition 2.1 of [43]). The above Proposition shows that there is a section r(s, t) of

n*¢& that exponentially decays to zero as s tends to o, so that under the chosen local coordinates
the two asymptotic representatives satisfy

Ug(s, t) — Vo(s, t) = e*(e(t) + r(s, t)).
Having established the above proposition, the exact same argument as in Section 4 in [43] proves

the following:

Proposition A.12. (Compare Theorem 2.4 in [43]) Let y be a Reeb chord connecting two Legendrians Ty
and T'y, with action 1, and fix a trivialization t of y*&. Let {u;}_, be a collection of pseudo-holomorphic
curves with y as a positive (resp. negative) end. Then there exist a neighborhood U of y, a smooth
embedding @ : R x U — R x R? x [0, 1] with the property

CD(S/ V(t)) = (S/ 0/ O/ t),

proper reparametrizations ; : [R,00) x [0,1] — R x [0, 1] asymptotic to the identity, and positive
integers N;, such that near the asymptotic ends

Ni
Doujoti(s, t) = (s,t, ) eMi%e;(t))
k=1

where A; j are negative (resp. positive) eigenvalues of the asymptotic operator associated to y and T, and
e;,j are eigenvectors with eigenvalue A; ;.
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