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INJECTIVITY RADIUS LOWER BOUND OF CONVEX SUM OF
TAME RIEMANNIAN METRICS AND APPLICATIONS TO
SYMPLECTIC TOPOLOGY

JAEYOUNG CHOI AND YONG-GEUN OH

ABSTRACT. Motivated by the aspect of large-scale symplectic topology, we
prove that for any pair go, g1 of complete Riemannian metrics of bounded
curvature and of injectivity radius bounded away from zero, the convex sum
gs := (1 — s)go + sg1 also has bounded curvature depending only on the cur-
vature bounds ||Rg;||co of go or g1, and that the injectivity radii of gs have
uniform lower bound depending only on the derivative bounds ||Rg; |1 =
[|Rg;|lco + ||DRg;||co- A main technical ingredient to establish the injectiv-
ity radius lower bound is an application of the quantitative inverse function
theorem. Using these estimates, we prove that each quasi-isometry class of
tame metrics is convex and so contractible in strong C” topology for all fi-
nite reqularity class of 3 < r < co. Using this Riemannian geometry result,
we prove that the set of C3-tame almost complex structures inside the same
quasi-isometry class associated to the symplectic form w is contractible.
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1. INTRODUCTION

In a recent work of the present authors |[CO24|, we construct a Fukaya category
on infinite-type surfaces and prove that the A, category is not quasi-equivalent to
the colimit of Fukaya categories of finite-type surfaces. This category is an invari-
ant under the deformation of tame J’s that is compatible to a fized Riemannian
metric of bounded curvature but not when the Riemannian metric goes out of the
quasi-isometry class of the given metric. In this regard, the invariants arising from
CO24] (or any symplectic invariants relying on the structure of ideal boundary
on noncompact symplectic manifolds in that matter) are not exactly symplectic
invariants but are large-scale geometric symplectic invariants! This case concerns
noncompact symplectic manifolds of infinite type.

In general higher dimensional situatiogg, if a noncompact symplectic manifold
M has a suitably good comgaictiﬁcation M such as a complete Liouville manifold
so that its compactification M is given by the union

MU O M

together with the Liouville embedding 0., M x [0,00) < M, then the Liouville
symplectic form w = d\ carries a canonically associated quasi-isometry class ¥ in-
duced by the image of M x [0,00) in M. (See Remark [[.7 for the description of
such a quasi-isometry class.) The growth rate invariants of symplectic homology of
affine algebraic varieties is another such large-scale symplectic topological invari-
ants. (See [Sei08], [McL12] for the study thereof.) This case concerns noncompact
symplectic manifolds of finite type.

1.1. Statements of main results: symplectic topology. Some more back-
ground and motivation of our study of large scale Riemannian geometry presented
in the present article is now in order. The well-known Gromov’s lemma [Gro85]
on noncompact symplectic manifolds holds in weak C'°° topology but fails to hold
in strong C* topology if two metrics associated to the almost complexr structures
tame to a given symplectic form w are allowed to vary beyond their quasi-isometric
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class, or not necessarily bilipschitz equivalent. (See Example [[4] for such an ex-
ample.) It is generally said that an almost complex structure J on a symplectic
manifold (M,w) is called w-tame if the bilinear form g; := w(-,J-) is a symmetric
positive definite, i.e., defines a Riemannian metric and there exists a tame metric
g that satisfies (I.T]) for some A > 0. Denote by J,, the set of such almost complex
structures.

However to do the geometric analysis of pseudoholomorphic curves on noncom-
pact symplectic manifolds, it is important to fix a tame behavior of the metric
g appearing here because two w-compatible almost complex structures Jy and Jy
such that the associated Riemannian metrics g, and ¢, are not necessarily quasi-
isometric as mentioned above. When this happens, any symplectic invariants con-
structed using Jy and J; via the pseudoholomorphic curves have no reason to be
the same, when the construction involve the ideal boundary of the noncompact sym-
plectic manifolds. The Fukaya category constructed for the infinite-type surface in
[CO24] or the aforementioned growth rate of symplectic homology of affine algebraic
varieties are examples of such invariants. A difference between the two situations
is that the former concerns the case of non-cylindrical end while the latter does the
case of cylindrical end.

The results on Riemannian geometry in the present paper and their implica-
tions to symplectic topology indicate that for the applications of the methodology
of pseudoholomorphic curves to large scale symplectic topology of a noncompact
symplectic manifold (M, w), one needs to introduce the following notion of (w,¥)-
tame almost complex structures, and assume at least C3-tameness for the almost
complex structures J with respect to the symplectic form w.

Remark 1.1. To the best knowledge of the present authors, such a C3-requirement
has not been recognized in the previous literature of symplectic topology. We believe
that this C3-tameness should be mentioned and required in the definition of tame
almost complex structures for the purpose of tconstructing (large scale) symplectic
topological invariants of noncompact symplectic manifolds.

Definition 1.2 ((w, T)-tame almost complex structures). Let T be a given quasi-
isometry class of Riemannian metrics on M. We call J an (w,¥)-tame almost
complex structure if the following hold:

(1) Tt is w-tame.
(2) The Riemannian metric g; = w(-, J-) is in the quasi-isometry class ¥.

We denote by J.,;x the set of such almost complex structures.

Represent the given T by a Riemannian metric g. A priori the answer to the
question whether the subset J..x C J., is connected or not is not known because
whether gy is tame to g € ¥ is not known. In this regard we prove that the following
result, the precise statement of which we refer to Theorem

Theorem 1.3. Let (M,w) be a tame symplectic manifold. The set J,,.z is con-
tractible with respect to the strong C" topology for 3 < r < oco.

An immediate corollary of Theorem is the following special case of two-
dimensions. This is needed in the verification that the aforementioned Fukaya
category constructed in [CO24] is indeed a large-scale symplectic topological in-
variant depending only on the quasi-isometry class of tame Riemannian metric.
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(See Theorem [[.8 stated below to see how the aspect of this Riemannian geometry
enters.)

Corollary 1.4 (Theorem [I0.3]). Let ¥ be a noncompact surface equipped with
hyperbolic structure. Denote by ¥ a quasi-isometry class of hyperbolic structures
of ¥ and by Riemz(X) the set of Riemannian metrics quasi-isometric to the given
hyperbolic metric. Then the set Riems(X) is contractible in strong C” topology
for 3 <r < .

The finding of the present article is a byproduct of the present authors’ work
[CO24] on the Fukaya category of infinite-type surfaces in which their category
strongly relies on the underlying hyperbolic structure of Riemann surfaces.

1.2. Statements of main results: Riemannian geometry. The standard proof
of contractibility of the set of almost complex structures tame to a given symplectic
form is based on the contractibility of relevant tame Riemannian metrics. The proof
of the contractibility of tame Riemannian metrics is based on the convexity thereof.
But for the convexity to imply the contractibility, the path s — (1—$)go+ sg1 must
be continuous. This continuity is obvious on a compact manifold, but depends on
what topology of the set of relevant Riemannian metrics is used on a noncompact
manifold. In this regard, the proof of Theorem [[.3] is based on this continuity
property of Riemannian metrics g, sy associated to the tame (or compatible) pair
(w, J).

To state the main results of the present paper on the global Riemannian geom-
etry, we need to borrow the standard definitions of quasi-isometry and bilipschitz
equivalence from large-scale geometry or coarse geometry.

Definition 1.5 (Quasi-isometry). Two Riemannian metrics g1, g2 on a smooth
manifold are said to be quasi-isometric if there exists a constant A > 1 such that

1
7 91w, u) < g2(w,u) < Agi(u, ) (1.1)
for all w € T, M for all x € M.

We also consider the following equivalence relation, which is a macroscopic ver-
sion of the above quasi-isometry of Riemannian metrics.

Definition 1.6 (Bilipschitz). Two smooth Riemannian metrics g1, g2 on a smooth
manifold are said to be A-bilipschitz if their associated distance functions are A-
bilipschitz, i.e., if there exists a constant A > 1 such that

1
Zd.(h (:c,y) < dgz (:c,y) < Adgl (‘Tay) (1'2)

for all z, y € M. Here we denote by d,, the distance function of g;. We just say
g1, go are bilipschitz if they are A-bilipschitz for some 1 < A < co. We call the
associated equivalence class a bilipschitz class.

It is easy to see that for the Riemannian distance metrics the above two notions of
quasi-isometry and the bilipschitz equivalence are equivalent. (However one should
recall that comparing two notions of quasi-isometric equivalence and bilipshitz in
general large-scale metric geometry or in coarse geometry is a highly nontrivial
problem.)

We will denote by T a quasi-isometry class or equivalently a bilipschitz class of a
Riemannian metric. In the present paper, we will interchangeably use both terms
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as we feel more appropriate depending on the circumstances. We will also use the
following terminology for the simplicity of exposition. We denote by inj, : M — R
the function of pointwise injectivity radius z — inj, (z).

Definition 1.7. Suppose that a complete Riemannian metric g has positive injec-
tivity radius lower bound ¢4 := inf ecnm injg(x) > 0. We call a C*-tame metric such
a metric g provided there exists Cy > 0 such that for each 0 </ <k — 2

ID*Ry||co = sup |D*Ry(x)| < C.
reM

We just say that g is tame if this holds for all k. We denote by
Riems (M)
the set of tame metrics on M in quasi-isometry class .

From now on, we will always denote by ¥ a quasi-isometric class of tame Rie-
mannian metrics, and by Riems (M) the set of tame metrics in class ¥, unless
explicitly mentioned otherwise.

The first main result of the present subsection is the following convexity result
of T.

Theorem 1.8 (Theorem 3.5 &ME3). Let go, g1 be a pair of complete C3-tame
Riemannian metrics in the same quasi-isometry class. Suppose || Ry, [|c: < C and
tg, > € for k = 0, 1. Consider the convex sum g, = (1 — s)go + sg1. Then the
following hold:

(1) There exists € = €(C, €9, €1) > 0 such that
[Rsllcr < €. (1.3)
(2) There exists some € = €'(C, €g, €1) > 0 such that
Lg, > € >0
for all s € [0,1].

We would like to recall readers that estimating such a lower bound of the injec-
tivity radius in general is a hard work as demonstrated by [Nab96], and involves
certain volume control [Che70], [CGT82| in general. An upshot of the theorem is
that the statement does not involve any volume control but that it crucially relies
on the uniform bound for the C?-norm of the exponential maps: This is the reason
why the derivative bound of the curvature, i.e., the C3-tameness enters.

An outcome of these estimates, together with uniform curvature bound which
will be also proved, enables us to prove the following continuity of the convex
sum and hence the contractibility of Riems (M) in strong C” topology, provided
3 <71 < 00. Such a continuity fails for the strong C*° topology, or under the lower
regularity condition of 1 < r < 3 mainly because of the failure of Theorem [L.8

Theorem 1.9 (Contractibility in strong C" topology). Let 3 < r < oo be any
finite integer. Let T be any quasi-isometry class of C"-tame Riemannian metrics
on M. Then the function s — (1 — s)go+, sg1 is continuous and so Riems (M) is
contractible in strong C” topology.

In this regard, we do not know the answer to the following question, mainly
because we do not have the uniform injectivity radii lower bound for the path for
the C? topology.
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Question 1.10. Is the path s — (1 — s)go + sg1 continuous in strong C? topology
of Riemz (M) on noncompact Riemannian manifold M?

We refer to Appendix [B] for some discussion on the contractibility with respect
to some C'*° topology, which we call the direct limit C'*° topology.

1.3. Outline of the proofs. For the proof of uniform curvature bounds, we utilize
the formula of the curvature operator R, of g5 of conver sum gs := (1 —s)go + sg1
that is obtained in a recent article by Cavenaghi and Speranca [CS| Proposition
2.1].

The main part of the proof lies in that of the injectivity lower bound. The
injectivity radii can jump under a continuous deformation even under the curvature
bound because of the appearance or disappearance of a short geodesic which reflects
a nonlocal behavior of metrics. By now it is well-known that uniformly controlling
the injectivity radii even on compact manifolds is a difficult task in general. (We
refer readers to [Nab96] to see why this is so.) Recall that a lower bound for
the injectivity radius can be estimated by estimating the infimum of the radii of
geodesic normal balls over the points of M. In particular we need to study the
injectivity of the exponential maps to estimate the radii of such balls.

The main novelty of the present work is that the estimate of such radii under a
continuation of metrics can be nicely done, although the estimate is not explicit,
by exploiting the aforementioned curvature bound and some idea of the proof of a
quantitative inverse function theorem. For this purpose, we need the exponential
maps to have uniform C2-bounds. This is where our hypothesis on C3-tameness
of go and g¢; enters. We would like to highlight that the proofs of the quantitative
inverse function theorem, for example, from [AMRR&3] Corollary 2.5.6], [Chr85|
Section 8] then enable us to rule out the appearance of short geodesics which is
the main obstacle to have positive injectivity of radius bound, in the presence of a
uniform derivative bound of the curvature.

For readers to get the overall scheme of our proof, it may be helpful to the readers
if we explain how each given condition put in the statement of Theorem [£.3] is used
in the proof:

(1) Injectivity radius bound of gy provides an atlas of M with a uniform size
of the coordinate geodesic normal balls of gg.

(2) Curvature bound || Ry, ||co and || Ry, ||co provides a uniform bound of | Ry, || co-

(3) Quasi-isometry hypothesis on gy and ¢; and completeness thereof imply
that g, are also complete and quasi-isometric thereto.

(4) Completeness of g, and the bound for the derivatives DR, and DRy, first
implies the existence of a common domain and a codomain of the maps F;
(see ([@I5)), and then imply the uniform C? bound for the maps F;.

(5) Combining the above all, we can apply the quantitative inversion function
theorem (Theorem [A.1T]) to conclude the uniform positive injectivity lower
bound.

Once these basic estimates, especially the injectivity radius lower bound, are
obtained, the proof of Theorem [E.1] will follow from the definition of strong C”"
topology of Riemz(M).

An interesting byproduct of this scheme of the proof is that any (finite-time)
C3-continuation of a tame metric on open manifold cannot develop a cusp, which
seems to carry some interest of its own. Such a non-collapsing result under the
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uniform curvature bound in the study of the Ricci flow plays an important role for
the application of Ricci flow to the 3-dimensional topology. (See [Per03] [MTO07,
Chapter 8].) In relation to the collapsing phenomenon under the Ricci flow, a
finite-time extinction may be rephrased as a divergence in strong C*° topology of
the Riemannian metric under the Ricci flow in finite time.

Theorem 1.11. Consider any continuous family {gs}se(o,1] in strong C* topology
of complete Riemannian metrics with

”Rgo”7 ||DR.(]0HCO <O, g >
Then there is a constant C' = C'(C, {gs}), € = €(C,¢,{gs}) > 0 such that

. /

selﬁ)f,‘l] Lg, > € (1.4)

Recalling that as the thin cylinder example [CGT82] or the cuspidal hyperbolic

Riemann surfaces shows, the curvature bound itself does not provide the injectiv-

ity radius lower bound for a general single individual metric. The upshot of this

theorem is that such a finite-time collapsing, or rather forming a cusp, cannot arise
under a deformation of metrics that is continuous in strong C® topology.

Acknowledgement: We thank Gang Tian and Bruce Kleiner for useful email
communications on the large-scale geometry.

Notations:

(1) @; a vector in R™,
(2) v; an element in the tangent space T, M,
(3) B™(r); the standard open ball of radius r centered at the origin of R,
(4) BY(p); the geodesic normal open ball of radius r centered at p € M,
(5)

Iy : R™ — T}, M; the canonical isometry with respect to a given orthonormal
frame # of the inner product space (T, M, gp).

Part 1. Global Riemannian geometry
2. CONVEX SUM OF COMPLETE RIEMANNIAN METRICS

Assume that both gy and g; are complete and of bounded geometry in the present
section, and consider the convex sum thereof

gs = (1—8)go+sg1, se€]0,1].

We will show that for any given reference tame metric g,¢, the map

(s,9) = (1= s)g + sgur
defines a contraction to the point g,+ that is continuous in strongC" topology of the
set of tame metrics for r > 3. (It is not a priori contractible in the usual definition
of strong C'*° topology. See Remark for relevant comments.)

The main steps for the proof of Theorem [[.§ are the estimates of the curvatures
and the injectivity radii bounds, especially the latter, for this convex combinations.
Recently Cavenaghi and Speranca [CS] studied the curvature property of this con-
vex sum in terms of the given metrics gg, g1 for a different purpose. We use their
explicit curvature formula to obtain some explicit bound for the curvature operator
of gs in terms of those of go and g;.

We start with the following proposition on the completeness.
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Proposition 2.1. Suppose
do, dq :MXM—HRZQ

are two complete metrics on the same topological space M. If dy, d; are A-
bilipschitz with A > 1 in the sense of Definition [[L6] dy is again A-bilipschitz with
dy, d1. In particular the space of A-bilipschitz complete metrics on M is convex.

Proof. We first prove A-bilipschitz property of ds;. A direct calculation shows that
ds satisfies

((1=9)+ ) do(ay) < do(a,) < (1= 5) + sA)do(a )

and

(57 +5) o) < dulo) < (1= 94+ (a0

Since A > 1, these inequalities show d; is A-bilipschitz with dy, d;.
Completeness then immediately follows since the property is preserved under the
bilipschitz equivalence. (Il

To prove the convexity of the bilipschitz class of tame metrics, we consider the
convex sum of g; = (1 — s)go + sg1 of go, g1. We have only to prove that gs is of
bounded geometry, i.e.,

(1) there exists a constant C' > 0 such that ||R,,||co < C for the sectional
curvature R, .
(2) there exists € > 0 such that ¢y, > € for all s € [0,1].
For the later purpose, we also consider the following C°-distance between two
metrics as a section of the bundle of symmetric positive definite quadratic forms.

Definition 2.2 (Quasi-isometric ratio). Let gg, g1 be two Riemannian metrics of
M. We define

Al (90,91) = sup{|vlg, |v € T M, |v|g, =1}
A (g90,91) = inf{|v|g, | v e TuM, |vlg =1}
and
A(go, g1) = Isg]\p;[max{Aj(go,gl), 1/A; (90, 91)} (2.1)

We call A(go, g1) the quasi-isometric ratio of go, g1.

By the definition of A(go, 91), A(go, g1) is finite if and only if gg and g; are quasi-
isometric. It also follows that A(go,g1) = A(g1,90) > 1, and that A(gg,g1) = 1 if
and only if go and g; are isometric.

Remark 2.3. Consider the following standard notion in the comparison geometry:
For a given pair of Riemannian metrics gg, g1, we define the function My, 4, : M —
Mg, g, ()= sup

R, given by
log (|U|91) .
0AvET, M |U|go

(See Definition [THl) It follows that M, 4 is a continuous function on M. Then
we have

1OgA(g()agl) = Sup Mgo,gl (I)
zeM



INJECTIVITY RADIUS LOWER BOUND 9

3. BOUNDS FOR THE SECTIONAL CURVATURE OF THE CONVEX SUM

We first consider the curvature estimate. We would like to recall readers that
the curvature quadratically depends on the metric and its derivatives up to third
order, and the associated metric on the cotangent bundle which amounts taking
the inverse of the metric coefficients and their derivatives. This is the reason why
estimating the curvatures of the convexr sum ¢s in terms of the bounds of the
curvatures of gg, g1 needs to be verified, especially to make sure that the estimate
does not depend on the derivatives of the curvatures and to obtain some bound
explicitly depending on the curvatures (and other tensorial expressions) of go, g1.

For this purpose, we follow the strategy used in [CS] in the following discussion.
Consider the endomorphism P = P, .;, € End(T'M) determined by

gO(Pva) = gl(XaY)

which is positive definite symmetric with respect to gg. We also consider another
D =Dy, 4, € End(T'M) given by the difference

Dgo7g1 =V -Vv°

where V' are the Levi-Civita connections of g; for i = 0, 1 respectively. (Recall
that the difference of two affine connections on T'M defines a (1, 1) tensor field.)
The following formula is proved by Cavenaghi and Speranca in [CS].

Proposition 3.1 (Compare with Proposition 2.1 [CS]). Let Rs be the curvature
operator associated to gs. Then

RS(XaYaYaX) = (1_S)RO(vaxX)_FSRl(XaYaYaX)
+s(1 = s)g1 ((1 — s)Id + sP)"'D(X,Y),D(Y, X))
—s(1=8)g1 (1 — s)Id + sP)"'D(Y, X),D(X,Y)) . (3.1)
Here we mention that the endomorphism (1 — s)Id + sP is invertible since P is
positive definite (with respect to gog). We first state the following easy lemma.
Lemma 3.2. Let Ap > 0 be the smallest eigenvalue of P. Then we have

Moo € T €
"~ 1—s+sAp ~ min{l, \p}

(1 = s)Id+ sP

From now on, we will take gt as the given reference metric which is also tame,
and measure all relevant norms in terms of this metric g,¢.
Now suppose the curvature bounds

[Rg:llco < Ci < 00 (3.2)

for some constants C; > 0 for ¢ = 0, 1. We also fix the radii r; > 0 such that both
BYi(p) are strongly convex.

Since go, g1 are bilipschitz and of bounded curvature, we also have the following
estimate for the coordinate change matrices whose proof is essentially the same as
that of [Che7(, Lemma 3.4] and so omitted.

Lemma 3.3 (Compare with Lemma 3.4 [Che70]). Let go, g1 be as above. Let
{#'} and {y'} be geodesic normal coordinates of gy and g; on By := BY(p) and
By := B! (p) respectively. Given S > 0 with || Ry, ||co, || Ry, [|co < S, there exists a
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constant C' = C(S) such that if r, < % for k=0, 1, then
oy’

5 &)

< C(8) (3.3)

for all x € By N By.

An immediate corollary of the curvature bound and this lemma is the following
bound for the tensor D. This is a consequence of the general principle that curvature
bounds imply bounds for the second derivatives of the metric tensor.

Proposition 3.4. There exists some constant C’ > 0 depending only on go, g1
(and Cjy, C1) such that
[D]co < C’ (3.4)

Proof. The bounds for the curvature and the injectivity radius lower bounds imply
that we are given a pair of constants rg, r1 given in Lemma such that we can
choose a normal coordinate system on a convex geodesic balls of the uniform size,
say € > 0, at every point p € M simultaneously for gg, g1 so that

B (p) C By (p) N B (p)
and
BZ(p) € B% (p) N B} (p).

We fix such a constant € > 0.
We first consider g,+ and denote the geodesic normal coordinates on B%(p) by

(x',--- ,2™) at p € M of go By definition of normal coordinates, the associated
normal coordinates (z!,--- ,2") satisfies
9i5(p) = dij, P?j (p) = 0. (3.5)

Then we have the following Taylor expansion at p of the metric tensor coefficients
9ij

1 1
gij(®) = &+ gRikfj (p)zFa’ + gRiklj;S(p)Ikxgl‘s

1 2 k£, st
+ (2_0Rik€j;st(p) + R %Rzkém(p)R]stm(p)> rxrxrr

+0(r?) (3.6)

where r is the distance from p. (See [MT07, Equation (1.5)] where the formula is
attributed to Sakai [Sak96].)
We recall the formula for the Christoffel symbol

T = L e (ag“ 4 Qi _ ag”) : (3.7)

2 oxt  Oxd  Oxt

By a direct calculation of derivatives of the right hand side of ([B.6]) at the given
point p of g;; using the expression ([B.6) applied to go and g1 respectively;

8gi j 1

o (2) = 2 (R (p) + Rim (p)) 2% + O(r?)

dz™ 3
which implies

7% (90) o060 < Coll Rgo llco:go (3.8)
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on BY(p). By the same token, we consider g now and similarly have

IT% (91l cosg, < CllRgy llcosg, (3.9)

on BY!(p). Here the norms are measured by go and g; respectively.
An immediate consequence of Lemma [3.3 is that the bounds ([B.8)), (39) can be
converted to those in terms of the reference metric g,

T (x)llco < CrllRg,llco, k=01
by adjusting Cp, C; slightly. We set ¢’ = max{C{;, C1} where we have

Cl - O/(Oo, Ol, To, Tl).
Then writing and substituting these estimates into the coordinate expression of
D = V! — V2 we can find the bound Cj, depending only on

e the curvature expression R, ;(p) for g = go, g1 in coordinate functions s
respectively,
e the metric coeflicients of gy, g1 and their inverses.

These are valid on the geodesic ball
B#*(p) € B (p) N B} (p).
O

Now we prove the curvature bound of gs in terms of that of go and g; and the
injectivity radius thereof.

Theorem 3.5. Let Cy, C; and C' = C'(Cy, C1,r0,71) be as above. Then we have
2s(1—s)
min{1l,A\p}
Proof. The proof immediately follows from expressing the formula (B.1)) after writ-

ing the formula in coordinates on normal neighborhoods of the uniform size € =
€(ro,m1) > 0 and applying the estimates obtained from the above lemmata. ([l

[Rsl[co < (1= 5)Co + sC1 + (C)2. (3.10)

By the same kind of reasoning after taking the derivatives of the identity (B.]),
we also derive the following uniform C' bound.

Theorem 3.6. Suppose max{||DRgy|lco, || DRy |lco} < Cq for some Cy > 0 in
addition. Then there exists some C" = C"(Cy, C1,79,71,C2) > 0 such that

max || DRg||co < C”.
s€10,1]

4. LOWER BOUNDS FOR THE INJECTIVITY RADII OF THE CONVEX SUM

This is the central section of the present paper. The goal of this section is to
prove a uniform lower estimate of injectivity radius for the convex sum. For this
purpose, we will utilize some idea entering in the proof of a quantitative inverse
function theorem. (See the proofs of [AMRS3] Corollary 2.5.6] or of [Chr85| Section
8] which are given under the full uniform C? bounds on the maps.)

For each given tame metric g, we isometrically identify (T, M, g|,) with R™ with
the standard inner product once and for all. We denote this identification map by

I3 :R" = T,M
by choosing an orthonormal frame % of TM |§’3T0 (p) of g.
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Remark 4.1. Compare the map I with the linear isometry, also denoted by
I:T,M — T, M, between two Riemannian manifolds M, M in [Che69]. The map
is then composed with an exponential map to study some continuity property of
the composition

LM — T, M.

One might regard the above map I the same kind of map when M is the fized
universal space R".

I oexp

m

This map restricts to a diffeomorphism from

Up = (I9) ™" ((expg) ™ (BY, (p))) C R” (4.1)
to
Vp = (expg) " (B, (p)) C T,M (4.2)
for each p € M provided rg < 4. We consider the map
9 = exp§ ol (4.3)

at each point ¢ € M. The following is easy to check but is a key lemma that plays
a fundamental role in our application of an argument of the quantitative inverse
function theorem.

Lemma 4.2. Suppose that the metric g is complete. Then the maximal domain
of the map 97 is R".

Proof. This is an immediate consequence of the definition of ¢ = exp§ oI¢ from the
completeness hypothesis of the metric so that the exponential map expj is globally

defined at all g € M. O
Let g, be any given reference tame metric and consider a constant
0 < 1o < lgy- (4.4)
We fix this ro and a coordinate atlas of M given by
{(@) L BE (@)} ey 08 = expfolfe (4.5)
which provides the Gaussian normal coordinates (z!,...,2") = (wgrf)_l on the

geodesic normal balls BZ:f(q) associated to the metric g,s. Without loss of generality,
by shrinking the ball if necessary, we may assume that the geodesic normal ball

Bi(q) = (¥g) "1 (B"(ro))
is strongly convex for all ¢ € M by shrinking ro further.
Such a shrinking of rog > 0 can be verified by the tame property of the reference
metric grt. (See [CEO8, Appendix p.103] for its proof.)
For two different ¢, p, we have the following diagram:

U, R" <—U, (4.6)
190 o
el e o\
Vi M M <—>V,.
expg0 expjl

(We note that the map ¢ is globally defined on whole R™ as long as the metric g
is complete. Therefore the map restricts to an injective map on any open subset
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of the type U, defined above at every point ¢ € M by the definition of geodesic
normal ball B4(q).)

Recalling the definition of the injectivity radius function inj, : M — R and the
injectivity radius ¢, := inf,ecps inj, (), the following uniform lower estimate of the
injectivity radii is the key result towards the proof of our convexity result.

Theorem 4.3. Suppose |Ry, ||co < C and ¢4, > ¢ for k = 0, 1. Consider the
convex sum gs = (1 — $)go + sg1. Then there exists some ¢’ = €/(C, €g, €1) > 0 such
that

Lg, > € >0
for all s € [0,1].

Our strategy of proving the theorem is as follows: Let B C [0,1] be the set of
s € ]0,1] such that ¢, > 0. By the given hypothesis, B is nonempty. Then we
will show that B is open and closed which will then show that B = [0, 1] by the
connectedness of the interval [0, 1]. After that, we will find a lower bound € > 0 of
injectivity radius and finish the proof.

4.1. Implication of curvature estimates: openness. Let s € [0, 1] for which
tg, > 0. We will find some 6 > 0 and ¢ > 0 for which ¢, , > e for all s’ €
(s—6,84+0)N[0,1]. We consider the initial value problem for the geodesic equation
of the metric gy

Vi'y =0, ~(0)=p (4.7)
in terms of the Gaussian normal coordinates (z!,---,z™) at each p and s € [0, 1].
With respect to the associated canonical coordinates
(b, -,z ot ™)
of (z!,--- ,2™), the equation becomes the equation of geodesic flow of g, given by
i = i,
{W = —I‘il(:tl, N A LT (4.8)

We recall that the geodesic flow is the Hamiltonian flow of the kinetic energy of g
on T'M is globally defined globally on T M, provided the metric g is complete. The
equation (L)) is the coordinate expression thereof in the canonical coordinates.
(See [K1i78] for detailed explanations of this point of view.)

Remark 4.4. It follows from the expression 1) of the Christoffel symbols that
the local existence, uniqueness and continuity of solutions of (8] hold as long as
the metric ¢ is in the class of C™!' and uniform if there is a uniform bound on
Cllnorm as in the case when there are uniform bounds on the curvature and the
quasi-isometric ratio A(g, grf) with respect to a given back-ground metric gys.

We denote by K : TM — R the kinetic energy Hamiltonian of g, with s € [0, 1],
Xk, the associated Hamiltonian vector field and ¢% the associated Hamiltonian
flow which is nothing but the geodesic flow of the metric gs. The following lemma is
standard, which states that the geodesic flow on T'M is nothing but the Hamiltonian
flow of K.

Lemma 4.5. Let gb%g be the flow of the vector field X, and 7 : TM — M the
canonical projection. Then

exp(v) = 0 ¢, (p,v)
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and the metric g is complete if and only if the vector field X, is complete.

Since g5 is complete, the Hamiltonian flow thereof is well-defined for all time
t € R, in particular a complete trajectory of the geodesic flow with the initial
condition (z(0),v(0)) = (p,vo) exists for every vy € T, M.

Furthermore the curvature bound implies the following bounds.

Lemma 4.6. Under the same hypotheses as above in the standing hypotheses of
Section [3] there is a uniform constant C"” > 0 for which on BZ(q)

ITdllco, |[Phem| , <€ (4.9)

Co

holds for all j, k, £, m.

Proof. Since the first bound is already proved in the course of the proof of Propo-
sition B4 we have only to prove the second bound. For this, we differentiate (3.0))

twice and obtain )
Gigikm (P) = 3 Rim; (p)
in any geodesic normal coordinates at each p. This provides the bound

gijikmllco < C on Bfi(p)

for some constant C' > 0 depending only on the curvature bound and the injectivity
radius lower bound of g; for ¢ =0, 1.

Therefore since T, is a sum of polynomials of g;j.km, gi; and g of degree at
most 3, we have finished the proof again by applying Lemma 3.3 (I

We now consider the parameterized exponential map
(s,t,0) = exp¥® (tv) = 7 o P _(p,v). (4.10)
By definition, we have the (space) tangent map of expy: : T,M — M
dexp)® = dwqutKS
for each s. We recall dexp$:(0) : T, M — T, M is the identity map for all s € [0, 1].

Proposition 4.7. Suppose ¢4, > 0 for an s € [0,1]. There exists a sufficiently
small §, € > 0 such that
lg, > €

for all ' € (s —d,s+0)NJ[0,1].
Proof. By the standing hypothesis, at each point p € M, there exists an atlas of

the form
(e w)}

(‘Tlu T ,I’n) = (wgs)71
the associated geodesic normal coordinates of g5 on BY* (p). For any s € [0, 1], we
may apply Lemma [3.3] and get ks > 0 so that

Bl (p) € BY: (p)-

Now let 7y := infyepo1)ks. Then ry > 0 and expj: olg* is a diffeomorphism of
B"(14,) onto its image BY* (p) in M. Also, the inclusion

(expy” o+ )(B" (rs)) C (expy® oIf*)(B" (1, ))

We denote by
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implies that the composition
(expy® olgs)fl o (expg’ olfs") : B"(rs) CR™ — B"(14,) CR"

is defined for all s’ € [0,1] by the completeness of gs. The latter also implies the
exponential map expy®’ is defined on whole T}, M.

Lemma 4.8. Let s be given and let 5 > 0 be as above. There exists a sufficiently
small €5 > 0 and in turn a 6 > 0 such that for all s’ € (s —d,s+d) N[0, 1]

(g )~ g —Id |l < e
on B™(rs) where €5 can be made as small as we want by taking 6 > 0 small.
Proof. We mention that gs — g5 in local C* topology as s’ — s. In particular
(69) " 0 g — 1d
on Fn(rs) in C* topology and so in C'-topology. The lemma, follows from this. [

In particular the map
(g) ol =: By
is a homeomorphism (and so a diffeomorphism) from B"™(r,) onto its image @5 (B™(r5)).
By letting § > 0 smaller if necessary, we may assume that

B (rg) C Peer (B™(15)) (4.11)

where we can choose ry = % for every s’ € (s —d,s + ) N [0,1] which does not
depend on s'.
Then the map

(W)t = (expf oIg) ™ = (1) o (expf)
= (Pss) T ()]

is a well-defined diffeomorphism of B™(rs/2) onto its image in M for all s’ €
(s—d,s+d)NJ[0,1].

By ([@II), we have shown that expy” : If* (B™(rs/2)) — M is a diffeomorphism
onto its image. In particular, we have proved that

. 1
inj, , (p) = 57

2
for all p € M provided s’ € (s — §,s + ) N[0, 1] for a sufficiently small § > 0. This
proves the proposition (and hence the openness of B) by setting e, = . ([

4.2. Uniform injectivity radii lower bound near a limit point: closedness.
We know that the map

Yy = expy ol : R" — M (4.12)
is well-defined by Lemma

Remark 4.9. The upshot of considering this map is to standardize the geodesic
normal balls whose centers move around in M to the fized ball centered at the
origin of R™. By doing so, we can consider the family {wg }4.p Whose domain is a
fixed ball in the Euclidean space R™. These maps will be especially useful later
when we try to control the injectivity radius as the centers of the geodesic balls
escape to infinity.
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Let s; € B be a sequence converging to so € [0,1]. We need to show 1, > 0
which we will prove by contradiction. Suppose to the contrary that
Lg., = 0. (4.13)
We start with the following obvious lemma.

Lemma 4.10. There exists a constant Ag > 1 such that

A_Ogso S gsi S AOgso

and [|[Ry, — Ry, [[co — 0 as i — oc.

At this point, there are two cases to consider:

(1) The case where ¢y, > €1 > 0 for all 4,

(2) The case where there is a subsequence, still denoted by s;, such that ¢, —
0.

Case (1): An examination of the proof of Proposition .7 shows that the choice of
0 > 0 therein depends only on € > 0, the quasi-isometric ratio A(gs, gs). Therefore
we can choose ¢ > 0 independently of i’s by applying the same argument to all
gs; for the €1 > 0 as in the proof of openness. Therefore if 7 is sufficiently large,
so € (si — d,s; + &) which proves ¢4, > 0. Therefore this case is ruled out by the

standing hypothesis (ZI3]).

Case (2): To proceed further, we will need a quantitative version of inverse func-
tion theorem or rather some idea of its proof in some circumstance. For readers’
convenience, we recall the theorem stated in [AMRS3, Corollary 2.5.6] under the
C? bounded assumption in Appendix.

Let g be any metric in the given sequence {gs, } of complete Riemannian metrics
on M which are of bounded curvature, but a priori have no uniform lower bound
away from zero for the injectivity radii.

By the curvature bound, Case (2) means that there is a pair of geodesics Wfpi (t) =

exp,, (tvi) such that

(1) Jvi| =1 and v # v; contained in T},, M, and
(2) they satisfy
Vi (65) = Vi (47), (4.14)
with ¢/ — 0 as i — oco.
(See [CE08, Lemma 5.6] for example.) Then we have s; — s and inj%i (p;) — 0 as
1 — 00.
We now quote the following quantitative inverse function theorem from [AMRS3]
Corollary 2.5.6] in which the theorem is stated in the general setting of Banach

manifolds. (See also [Chr85, Section 8] for an essentially same statement in the
finite dimensional case.)

Theorem 4.11 (Inverse Function Theorem). Let F denote an arbitrary C? map
from a convex open ball U C R™ to R", g € U and DF(zp) is an isomorphism.
We denote by D™ and by B™ a ball in the domain and in the codomain of the map
F respectively. Write

L= |DF(o)ll, M = || DF(x0)"|-
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Assume | D?*F(z)|| < K for x € D(z0) and Dy(z0) C U. Let
. 1
Rl = min {m, R}

(1 1 R
Ry = o py=12
2 mm{R1’2M(L+KR1)}’ 5T oL
Then

(1) F maps the ball D}, (zo) diffeomorphically onto an open set containing the
ball B (F(x0)). In particular, F is one-to-one thereon.

(2) For y1, y» € By, (F(20)), we have

IF7 (1) = F~ (o)l < 2Llly1 — w2|-

We would like to apply Theorem ELTT] to the sequence of metrics gs, — gs, = ¢
and the associated maps

o R — M
followed by (49°)~" on the preimage

Ui i= (30) " (B! (i) C R”

which is an open neighborhood of 0 € R™. Since gs;;, — ¢s, in C* topology and
d((¥p,") ™t 0 ¥.)(0) = 1d, the map
Fy(x) = ®os, (x) = (¥52) ' (Up!" (@) (4.15)

is well-defined, say, on B™(r¢/2): Here the constant ro > 0 is the one chosen in
(#4) depending only on the reference metric gy¢ after suitably shrinking it so that

Fy(B"(ro/2)) € B"(ro)

for all sufficiently large i, i.e., so that we have a sequence of maps
F;: B"(ro/2) — B"(r9)

with fixed domain and codomain.

Lemma 4.12. All F; satisfy the hypotheses of Theorem [.11] with uniform con-
stants L, M and R.

Proof. The proof is an adaptation of Cheeger’s proof of [Che70, Lemma 4.3]. We
postpone the detail of the proof till Appendix [Al O

This implies that F; is injective on B™(C’rg) for some C’ > 0 independent of i’s.
This in turn implies that the maps 1p:* are injective and so is expp:’ on By:' (C'ro).

On the other hand by the standing hypothesis ([£13), the equality %‘T i () =
Yip: (€7 ) 18 equivalent to

exp,, (£ v;") = exp,, ({; v;)

with max{¢;, ¢; } < C'rg eventually as i — oo which contradicts to the injectivity of
exp,,, on By, (C'rg). Therefore Case (2) cannot occur either if we choose 0 < ro < §
sufficiently small.

Combining Case (1) and (2), we have proved ¢, > 0 by contradiction. In
conclusion, we have shown B = [0, 1].
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4.3. Uniform injectivity radii lower bound over [0,1]. By Proposition 7]
for every s € B = [0, 1], there exist §(s), €(s) > 0 such that

Ly, > €(s)

for all s" € (s — 0(s),s 4+ d(s)) N[0,1]. Note that {(s —d(s),s +d(s)) N[0, 1]}scio.1)
is an open cover of [0,1]. [0,1] is compact and it has a finite open cover, say
{(s1 = 9d(s1),81+0(51))N[0,1], ..., (Sm — (Sm), Sm + 6(8m)) N[0,1]}. This implies

tg, > min{e(s1),...,e€(sm)} >0

For all s € [0,1] and min{e(s1),...,€(sm)} is the desired lower bound € and we
finished the proof of Theorem

Remark 4.13. It is an interesting question whether one can explicitly estimate
the injectivity radius of convex sum gs in terms of the curvature bounds and the
injectivity radii of gg, g1. There have been studies of injectivity radii under the
curvature estimates and the estimate of volume growth of geodesic balls in the
literature. (See [CLYS®I], [CGT82] to name a couple.) These articles provide the
estimates of the decay rate of injectivity radius of a point as the point diverges
to infinity but no uniform lower bound away from zero. This is the reason why
we have used the argument by contradiction as above since there is no mention of
volume growth of gg or g;.

5. CONTRACTIBILITY OF Riemgz (M) IN STRONG C" TOPOLOGY FOR 1 > 3

In the present section, we will prove Theorem

We first recall the definition of strong C” topology. Let grof € = be a fixed
reference metric which will be used for the study of C" topology on Riemz=(M).
We also fix the associated Levi-Civita connection denoted by V. We will denote by
D the associated covariant derivative applied to general tensor fields.

A Dasis element of C™ (resp. C°) topology (with respect to gef is given by the
set of metrics

Biey(9s,) = {g € Riem=(M) | [|g — gretll < €0,-..,[[Dgll < e1,...[|D"gll < e}
for a sequence €, ..., €. (resp. €o,...,€;,...) with e > 0. Here || - || denotes the
strong CY-norm of the space of sections

['(Sym?(TM)) D Riemg (M)

of symmetric 2-covariant tensor fields and is given by

S]] := sup [S(z)]
xeM
for S € T'(Sym?*(TM)).
Now we are ready to give the proof of the following

Theorem 5.1 (Contractibility in strong C" topology). Let r > 3. Let ¥ be any
quasi-isometry class of C"-tame Riemannian metrics on M. Then the function

L :[0,1] x Riemz (M) — Riemz (M)

defined by L(s, g) = (1 — s)g + Sgref is continuous and so Riemz (M) is contractible
in strong C” topology.
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Proof. We need to prove that for any sy € [0, 1] and any neighborhood basis element

B = Bye;1(9s0)

of the strong C" topology of Riem=(M) at gs,, there exists some § > 0 such that
¢=1(B) is open in [0, 1].
Let s € [0, 1] be given. We need to find é > 0 such that

16(s) = £(s0)]| < €0, D" gsl < ex

for all 1 < k < r. By the assumption that g € = and C®-tame to g,ef, we can
apply Theorem and cover M by an atlas {B,(r)} of balls of uniform size of
radii r = r(By) > € > 0 for some £ > 0.

Then, by choosing them so that {B,(r/2)}4 still covers in necessary and consid-
ering the covers { B, (r/2)}4 if necessary, on each ball B, (r), the path £ is uniformly
C" continuous. Therefore there exists dg > 0 such that

{195 — a5, {1DF (05— 620) a1 Yo} < min {er} =2

for all & and s with |s — sg| < 4.

We have
D*(gs — gsy) = (5 = 50) D" (g — gres)-
We put
Ch,alg, gret) = [|D*(g = gret) || Bo(r)
and

Cg(gagrcf) ‘= Inax {Ok,a(g;grcf)}-

1<k<r

Then if we put

1
B 20& (97 grcf) 7
we obtain
HDk(gs - gso)”Ba(r) <g,
ie., gs € B for all @ and for all s with |s — so| < d. This finishes the proof. O

Remark 5.2. This proof clearly shows why it cannot be applied to the usual
C™ case., but the proof can be adapted to the direct limit strong C°° topology
introduced in Appendix [Bl

6. NO CUSP-DEVELOPING UNDER THE C3-CONTINUATION OF TAME METRICS

In this section, we prove Theorem [[L.TT] which we restate here.

Theorem 6.1. Consider any continuous family g, in strong C? topology of com-
plete Riemannian metrics with

”Rgo”COv ”DRQOHCD <, lgo > €.
Then there is a constant C" = C'(C, {gs}), € = €/(C,¢,{gs}) > 0 such that

inf 1, >¢ 6.1
Jf g, > € (6.1)
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Proof. Since g, is C3-continuous and [0, 1] is compact, the uniform curvature bound
immediately follows by continuity and compactness. The quasi-isometry of gy and
g1 also an immediate consequence thereof. It remains to show the injectivity radii
lower bound.

Let B C [0, 1] be the subset consisting of s’s for which ¢,, > 0. The openness of
B immediately follows from the curvature derivative bound and the C3-continuity
of the map s — gs. The proof of the lower bound goes exactly the same as the
proof of closedness in the previous section, which relies on the completeness of the
metrics and the quantitative inverse function theorem, Theorem A1l especially the
injectivity statement under the uniform C® bound.

Again we would like to apply Theorem ETTl to the sequence of metrics gs, —
gs, = ¢ by considering the associated maps

F; : B"(ro/2) = B"(ro)
with fixed domain and codomain given by

Fi(w) = ()7 (4p" () (6.2)

on B"(ro/2) as before. By the given hypothesis of derivative curvature bound and
the C2-continuity of the map s — g,, we can again apply LemmaI2] This implies
that F; is injective on B™(C'rg) for some C’ > 0 independent of i’s which again
implies that expy” is injective on Iy*' (B™(C'rg)) C T, M.

Once we have achieved this far, exactly the same proof by contradiction as in the
proof of Theorem [£3] especially the closedness part thereof given in the previous
Subsection @2 applies to derive a contradiction which in turn implies that B = [0, 1].
This finishes the proof. (I

Our proof of the existence of a uniform injectivity lower bound is not direct in
that it does not provide an explicit bound in terms of the given geometric bound.
In our proof, it is essential to consider a one-parameter family g, for s € [0,1]
of complete metrics of uniformly bounded curvature. In this sense our result is a
deformation result. The hypothesis that one of the initial metrics go and g1 has
bounded curvature and injectivity lower bound away from zero, which provides a
covering of the manifold by a uniform size geodesic normal coordinate charts. See
[Che70] for the importance of covering the manifold.

Remark 6.2. According to the injectivity lower bound formula from [CGT82]
Equation (4.23)] it will be enough to have a lower bound for the volume growth
V.9 (p) := volg, (B% (p)) over s € [0,1]. (See [CGT82| Section 4] for some detailed
discussion on the relationship between the volume lower bound and the injectivity
lower bound on complete open Riemannian manifold.) It would be interesting to
examine whether the uniform lower bound of the volume V9= (p) for some choice of
p € M and r > 0 depending on the given one-parameter family {g;} starting from
go in our situation.

Part 2. Application to large-scale symplectic topology
7. Juw IS NOT CONNECTED IN STRONG C'*® TOPOLOGY

We first recall the standard definition of almost complex structures tame to a
symplectic form in general as formulated by Sikorav [Sik94].
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Definition 7.1. Let (N,J,¢) be an almost complex manifold equipped with a
Riemannian metric g. We say the triple is C*-tame if the following hold:

(1) g is complete.

(2) g has bounded curvature and injectivity radius bounded away from zero.
More precisely, there exist constants Cy > 0 and g9 > 0 such that its
curvature R, satisfies |Ryl|cr-2 < Cp < oo and and its injectivity radius
tg satisfies 14 > g9 > 0.

(3) J is uniformly continuous with respect to g.

Condition (3) is usually rephrased into the statement that there is a tame metric
g and constant C' > 0 such that (LI holds with A = C.

Remark 7.2. (1) Tt appears that Sikorav’s formulation [Sik94] starting from
a Riemannian metric should be the way how one should introduce the con-
cept of almost complex structures tame to a symplectic form in strong C'*
topology by remembering its quasi-isometry class of the associated metric
till the end not forgetting away along the way.
(2) As shown in Part 1 of the present paper, we need at least C3-tame to be
able shown that the set of tame almost complex structures is contractible.
See Subsection for the reason why.

Since the regularity is not the main issue of the present part, we will always
assume that the triple (N, J, g) is C*°-tame in the rest of the paper without further
mentioning.

Recall that the notion of J-holomorphic curves u is nothing but the almost
complex curves v : (3,7) — (IV,J) which can be defined for any almost complex
manifold.

Definition 7.3. Let (M, w) be a symplectic manifold. An almost complex structure
J on M is compatible to w if the following hold:

(1) The bilinear form gy := w(-, J-) is positive definite symmetric.

(2) The triple (M, J, gs) is tame in the sense of Definition of [T11
We denote by J,, the set of w-compatible almost complex structures and call the
metric gy an w-tame metric.

More generally, we say J is tame to w if Condition (1) is weakened by omitting
the symmetry of the bilinear form w(-, J-): To any tame w, we have a canonically
defined Riemannian metric given by symmetrizing the bilinear form, again denoted
by 97 = 9w, 1)

w(v, Jug) + w(ve, Juy)

2
Recall that J,, carries the structure of an infinite dimensional smooth Fréchet man-
ifold the tangent space of which can be written as

T;d, = {BeTl(End(E))|BJ+JB=0,w(B(:),J())+w(J(-),B(-)) =0}
(7.1)

gs(vi,v2) =

where the second equation means nothing but that B is a symmetric endomorphism
of the metric w(-,J-) on £. (See [Flo88].)

With this preparation, Gromov’s proof of connectedness of g, for the compact
case goes as follows. By definition, J, can be expressed as the space of smooth
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sections of the fiber bundle
Sw = M (7.2)
whose fiber is given by S, , which is isomorphic to
S(R*™) := {Jy € Aut(R?") | J3 = —1d, —JoQJo is positive definite}

where Qg is the matrix associated to the standard symplectic bilinear form on R?".
When identified with R?” 22 C", Q) corresponds to the complex multiplication by
v/—1 with the identification R?® 22 C™. Then this set is contractible. Gromov then
concludes in [Gro85, Corollary 2.3] that J,, is contractible.

For the noncompact case, the same proof still applies in the strong C? topology
as long as the metric g; := w(-, J-) is contained in the given quasi-isometric class
of Riemannian metrics. Therefore for the Fukaya category recently constructed in
[CO24] to be regarded as a symplectic invariant, one must restrict to the deforma-
tions of J’s that are continuous in strong C" topology with 3 < r < co.

Now comes one natural question, whether two metrics tame to the given sym-
plectic form w are quasi-isometric or not, arise. The answer to this question is
simply no as the following 2 dimensional example shows.

Example 7.4. Consider the plane (R?, wg) with the standard symplectic form wp.
Consider two Riemannian metrics, go the standard flat metric on R? and the other
the metric g1 of the cigar

[@y2) |2 +y2 =1, 22 0} U{(2,5,2) | a? + 32 + 22 = 1, 2 < 0} C R?

with suitable smoothing thereof along the seam z = 0.

Obviously they are not quasi-isometric. Both have bounded curvatures and
injectivity radii bounded away from zero. Denote by wo = wgay and w1 = weigar
the associated Riemannian area forms. Since both have infinite volume, there is a
diffeomorphism

Y (R%,wo) = (R, w1)
such that ¥*w; = wo by [GST79].

Then the associated Riemannian metrics become

wo(+, Jor) = go,  wo(:,J1v) = g1,

Therefore both Jy and J; are tame to wy but their associated metrics are not
quasi-isometric.

The main purpose of the present part is to identify such a subset of the set J,,.
We first recall the definition of strong C” topology of .. (See Appendix for the
definition of strong C" topology (resp. C* topology on the space of sections of
general fiber bundle.) Once this class of subsets is identified, the proof of discon-
nectedness will follow from the fact that the strong C* topology of C*°(M, S(R*"))
is not path-connected. (See [Hir76].)

We will use the following standard notion in the comparison geometry.

Definition 7.5. For a given pair of Riemannian metrics g1, g2, we define the
function My, 4, : M — R given by
o (122
|v|91

and call the quasi-isometric ratio function of g1 and g2.

My, g, (‘T) = sup
0#veT, M
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It follows that My, 4, is a continuous function on M. We now prove the following.

Proposition 7.6. Let (M,w) be a smooth noncompact surface equipped with an
area form of infinite area, and denote by J, the set of almost complex structures
tame to w equipped with strong C'*° topology. Then {,, is not path-connected.

Proof. Denote by Riem,, (M) the set of w-tame Riemannian metrics. If J,, is path-
connected, then Riem,, (M) also should be path-connected. We will find a pair of
disjoint connected components of Riem,, (M) which will then show that it is not
connected.

Let g1, g2 be tame metrics. Consider the function My, 4,. Now let g1, go be
tame metrics which are not quasi-isometric. Then we can find a sequence of points
T1,%2,... of M so that

nh_)ngo My, g, () = 00.

Since two metrics on a compact set are always quasi-isometric, we may also
assume that there exists a compact exhaustion Cy C Cy C --- of M so that

e Cp, C Int(Chygq) for all m € N and
o {z,}nen N Oy, is finite for all m € N.

We now define an equivalence relation ~ on Riem,, (M) by setting g ~ h if and
only if

lim 7Mg’h(xn)

n—00 Mg, g,(Tn)

=0. (7.3)

We can easily check that ~ is an equivalence relation.

From now on, we will show that the equivalence relation ~ partitions Riem,, (M)
into disjoint open sets. Pick g € Riemy,(M). Now we can define an operator
W(h) := Mgy, p. To find a strong basic open neighbourhood of ¥(g) =0 (see [Hir76]
for its definition), let {(¢;, U;)}iea be a locally finite atlas of M. Note that

{Int(Cg), Int(C3) NnCc,s, Int(C4) NCs°, ... }

is a locally finite open cover of M and taking intersection with any locally finite
atlas gives us a locally finite atlas of M. Moreover, the resulting atlas has one more
property that the intersection between {x,}nen and any chart is finite. Therefore,
we may assume that K; := {x, }nen N U; is compact for all i € .

Now let {(vs, Vi) }iex be a family of charts on R so that {¥(g)(z)}zek, C Vi for
all i € A\. Then the set of all f € C°°(M,R) satisfying

Wil (g)pi ™ (x) — vifoi ™ (2)] <1 (7.4)

for all x € ¢;(K;) is a strong basic open neighbourhood of ¥(g). Since {(;, Vi) }iea
is a family of charts on R, the set of all f € C°°(M,R) satisfying

[T (g)i ' (@) = foi™ (2)] < 1 (7.5)

for all = € ¢;(K;) is also a strong basic open neighbourhood of ¥(g). Since ¥ is a
continuous operator, it gives us a strong open neighbourhood of g and denote it by
U. Then for every h € U, |¥(h)(z) — U(g)(z)| = |[Mgn(x)| <1 for all z € M and
Mgﬁh(xn) 1

lim < lim — =0.
n—00 Mg, g,(Tn) = n—o0 My, g,(zn)
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Therefore U is an open subset of equivalence class of g. This implies every equiva-
lence class of ~ is an open set. We obviously have

lim My, g, (zn)
n—=00 Mg, g, (n)

=1#0.

which implies g1 ¢ go. Therefore there are at least two distinct equivalence classes
and so Riem,, (M) is not connected. O

Remark 7.7. There is a natural family of noncompact symplectic manifold, the
symplectization of a contact manifold, more specifically the product

(Q x R, d(e*))).

In this case, the way how the relevant almost complex structures considered in
the analysis of pseudo-holomorphic curves on symplectization is to start from CR
almost complex structures J on a contact manifold and consider the form of almost
complex structures J=J& Jo in terms of the decomposition

TQxR)=€£aV

where £ is the contact distribution of Q) and

0
verfn2)

and Jp is the unique almost complex structure on V = R? satisfying JO(%) = R,.
Therefore in this case there is choice of almost complex structures is essentially
determined by J on Q. If Q is compact, the relevant topology is the C* topology of
the set of J’s, which also determines the relevant quasi-isometry structure uniquely.

If @ is noncompact as in the one-jet bundle one should tackle the similar topolog-
ical issue for the contact manifold @ in the choice of CR almost complex structures
as done in [Oh21] where the notion of tame contact manifolds is introduced.

8. QUASI—ISOMETRY CLASS T AND TAME ALMOST COMPLEX STRUCTURES

In this section, we introduce the set of quasi-isometrically tame almost complex
structures denoted by J..x and study its (local) contractibility.
We start with the following definition.

Definition 8.1 ((w, ¥)-tame almost complex structures). We call J an (w, T)-tame
almost complex structure if the following hold:

(1) Tt is w-tame.
(2) The Riemannian metric gy = w(-,J-) is in the quasi-isometry class .

A priori the subset J,,.x C J,, is connected or not because whether g; is tame or
not is not known. Now we prove that the subset J..x C J., is contractible in the
strong C" topology with 3 < r < oo for a given choice of quasi-isometry class T of
a metric g tame to w.

Theorem 8.2. Consider a smooth manifold M and fix a quasi-isometry class ¥ of
Riemannian metrics of M. Then the set J,;5 of quasi-isometrically tame almost
complex structures is contractible with respect to the C” topology with 3 < r < oo
of the space I'(T'M) of sections of tangent bundles induced from that of (M, ¥).
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For any x € M and t € [0,1], we want to find an almost complex structure J;
on T, M compatible with w over the family of the inner products g;.

The rest of the section will be occupied by the proof of this theorem. We start
with recalling the polar decomposition, following the exposition of [CdS0I].

8.1. Review of polar decomposition. Let (V,Q) be a symplectic vector space.
Let G be any Euclidean inner product. Nondegeneracy of 2 and G determine two
isomorphisms

a:v— Q)

B:v— Gv,-)
from V to its dual space V*. Then « is skew-symmetric and 8 is a symmetric

linear map. So we obtain a unique endomorphism A := 87! o« on V defined by
the relation

Qu,v) = G(Au,v). (8.1)
We denote by A* the adjoint linear map of A € End(V') with respect to the inner
product G. Then

G(A*u,v) = G(u, Av) = G(Av,u) = Q(v,u) = —Q(u,v) = —G(Au,v)

and A* = —A, so A is skew-symmetric with respect to G. Then

o AA* is symmetric (with respect to G): (AA*)* = AA*.

o AA* is positive definite: G(AA*v,v) = G(A*v, A*v) > 0 for all v # 0.
Therefore, AA* is diagonalizable with positive eigenvalues )\;, so that

AA* = BDB™!
for a diagonal matrix
D= diag{)\l, ey )\gn} (82)

with A; > 0. Therefore we can define the square root of AA* by rescaling the
eigenspaces and get

VAE = BVDB-Y, VD = diag{v/ ;s an)-

Then v AA* is again symmetric and positive definite. If we put
J = (VAA*)T1A (8.3)

then J? = —Id. (The factorization A = (v AA*)J is called the polar decomposition
of A.)

The following continuity is an immediate consequence of the uniqueness of the
construction.

Lemma 8.3. Denote by Jg the above J associated to G (and w). Then the map
Sym? (V) = End(V); G+ Jg

is continuous where Symi(V) is the set of positive definite symmetric quadratic
forms on V.

Proof. By definition of the matrix A (8], we may identify Symi (V') with an open
subset of symmetric matrices equipped with the subspace topology of the latter
which is homeomorphic to R™*("*+1)/2 Then we have the explicit expression of the
map given by (B3] from which continuity follows. O
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8.2. Uniform pinching estimates of eigenvalues of A;A;. We fix a reference
(w, T)-tame almost complex structure Jy € Ju,z. Define go := w(-, Jo-) € T. By
Theorem [[L8 the map to {go} of Riems (M) denoted as

v :[0,1] x Riemz (M) — Riemz (M)

defined by the linear interpolation y(t, g) = (1 —t)go +tg for g € Riems (M) is also
contained in the same quasi-isometry class and so defines the required contraction.
Let J; be any element in J..x and write g; := w(-, J1-) € €. By definition, ¢; is
C-quasi-isometric to go for some C' > 1. (Here C' = A in Definition [[.6])
Then ¢ — ~(t, go) gives us a path from gg to g1. We denote

g9t = (1, 9o)
which is consistent with the notation for the initial condition (0, go) = go. We
apply polar decomposition to each ¢, ., for (¢t,z) € [0,1] x M and obtain 4, , €
End(T,M). We write the associated bundle map by A; € End(TM).
By the unique algebraic process performed in the above polar decomposition,
the assignment ¢ — A; defines a continuous path in C*° topology of End(T'M). We

then define
Jt,;ﬂ = (\/ At,mA;z)_lAt,w (84)

by applying (3] to each ¢ and . We write by J; the associated almost complex
structure of M.
Since A; commutes with /A; A}, J; commutes with /A;Af. Furthermore

o J; is skew-symmetric with respect to g;

Jp = A (VAA) T = A (VAA) T = — T

(] Jt is orthogonal: J;Jt = AI(\/AtAr)il(\/AtAr)ilAt = Id.
Now we check that J; is compatible with w: we compute
o w(Jiu, Jyw) = gi(Asyu, Jyw) = gi(JAru, Jiv) = gi(Aru, v) = w(u, v)
o w(v, ) = gi(Aw, Jw) = gi(—JeAww,v) = g(\/ArAjv,v) > 0 for all
v # 0.
Hence we obtain Ji-tame metrics g7, := w(-, J;+) for each ¢ € [0, 1].
Now we compare the Ji-tame metric g;, = w(-, J;+) and ¢;. Note that g;, is
constructed via the two-step process

gt — Jt = g7, (85)

where g, is not necessarily the same as the starting metric g,. Using the definition,
we compute

9, (u,v) = wu, ) = ge(Aru, Jiv) = ge(J; Aru, v) = g1 (\/ ArAfu,v).

Therefore we obtain the inequality

( min \/m) gr(u,u) < gy, (u,u) < < max )\i,t) gr(u, u). (8.6)

1<i<2n 1<i<2n

This shows that once we find a lower bound (away from zero) and an upper bound
of \/m, we can conclude that gj, and g: are quasi-isometric.

By now, we have reduced the contractibility proof to the study of the uniform
bounds for the eigenvalues A, ; of the symmetric linear map A; A} with respect to
the metric g,. We then examine the bounds of the eigenvalues of A; ; henceforth.
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Recall that w is independent of ¢t and 8; = (1—1t)Bo+tf1 since g: = (1—t)go+tg:.
Now we have the linearity of A, ':
At =atoBi=ao((1=1)B +1f)
=(1-tatofy+tatoB =(1—t)A;" +tA
Also note that g5, = go, 97, = ¢1 and that implies Ag = Jy and A; = J1. Therefore,
Ayt =—(1-t)Jy — tJ.

Since A;Af is diagonalizable with positive eigenvalues, (4;47)~" = (A¥)~'A; ' is
also diagonalizable with positive eigenvalues and

(AN = AT = —(-(1 =) Jo — tNh)°
= I —t(1 —t)JoJy —t(1 — t)J1Jo — (1 — )2 T3
= (22 =2t +D)Id —t(1 —t)JoJy — t(1 —t)J1Jo
Id+t(1 —t)(=JoJ1 — J1Jo — 2Id). (8.7)
Lemma 8.4. We have (—J1Jo) "t = —JoJ1.

Proof. We compute
go(u,v) = w(u, Jov) = w(u, —J1J1Jov) = g1(u, (—J1Jo)v),
91 (u,v) = w(u, J1v) = w(u, —JoJoJ1v) = go(u, (—JoJ1)v).
The lemma immediately follows from this. O
We postpone handling the case ¢t = 0, 1 till the end of the proof and consider the

case t € (0,1) first. For this purpose, the following simple result in linear algebra
plays an important role.

Lemma 8.5. Let M be an invertible real matrix. Then every eigenvalue of M +
M1 is of the form \; + %, where J\; is an eigenvalue of M.

Proof. This follows from the fact that M and M ~! commute each other and that for
such a pair one can obtain simultaneous Jordan canonical forms. For completeness’

sake, we provide the details in an Appendix (I
We derive
1
—J1Jo — JoJy = 2Id + m((A;)—lA;l —1d) (8.9)

from (B which shows that —J1Jy — JoJ; is symmetric with respect to the metric
gt for all 0 < t < 1. Therefore all eigenvalues are real. We also obtain

— N Jo — JoJi = —J1Jo + (=J1Jo) 7t

from Lemma [R4]

Now let u; be an eigenvector of —J; Jy with eigenvalue A\;. We note that it is not
zero and may not necessarily be real since —.J;Jy is not necessarily symmetric. We
also know that

e the eigenvalue \; gives rise to an eigenvalue of —J; Jyg—JyJ1 given by \;+ %,
and they are real by the symmetry thereof.
e every eigenvalue of —J;Jy — JoJ is of this form by Lemma
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We note that the reality in the former statement is possible only when either \; is
real or it satisfies |\;| = 1.

We consider the two cases separately.
Case 1: ), is real.

If u; is an eigenvector of —J;Jy with real eigenvalue \;,
go(ui, ui) = g1(us, —J1Jow;) = g1(ui, Niwg) = Xign (wi, w;).

Since gg and g; are assumed to be C-quasi-isometric in the very beginning of the
current subsection, it follows that there exists a constant C' > 1 (C' = A in Definition
[[6) such that

agl(uiaui) < go(ui, ui) < Cgi(ug, ug).
This implies % < \; < C and we obtain

1 1
2 < < —
)\—I—)\Z C’—l—c

Therefore, u; is also an eigenvector of (Af)~'A; ! with eigenvalue

1 1
=1+tl—-t)(N+——-2).
" + ¢ )(A+)\i >

We conclude the uniform bound

1< /\leyt < % + i (O+ é) (8.10)
for all ¢t € (0,1) holds in this case.
Case 2: ); is not real and |\;| = 1.
In this case, we have T =\ and \; + )\— is a real number since the latter is

an eigenvalue of the symmetric endomorphism —J;Jo — JoJi. This in particular
implies —2 < \; + )\, < 2. We will now prove the following inequality.

Lemma 8.6. Assume Case 2. Then for all i, we have
1
Ai + x >0 (8.11)
Proof. We prove this by contradiction.

Suppose to the contrary that there is an eigenvector u; of —J;Jy with eigenvalue
Ai such that (8II) fails to hold so that A; + & < 0. Then

1 1
g0 (um( Jido — JOJI)uz) = 9o <ui7 (/\z + )\_) U”L) <)\ + N ) gO(uuuz) <0

by the standing hypothesis and the positivity go(u;,u;) > 0. On the other hand,
we also have

go(us, (=J1Jo — JoJ1)u;) = golus, —J1Jous) + go(us, —JoJ1u;)
= g1(us, (=1 Jo)*us) + g1 (us,w;)
= (N)gu(ui, i) + g1 (us, ui)
= ((A)? + Dga(u, us).
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Therefore we obtain

1
0> ()\i + )\_> go(ui,u;) = (N + 1) g (us, ;).

We derive that A? + 1 is also real and satisfies
M+1<0 (8.12)

since g1(us,u;) > 0. In particular A? is a real number with |\;| = 1, but \; itself is
not real by the standing assumption of the current case. This implies \; = £+1/—1,
and hence \? + 1 = 0, which contradicts to (8I2). This finishes the proof of

BII). O

Since 0 < \; + )\l < 2, we derive

<1. (8.13)

|~
>

&

o

for all ¢ € (0,1) in this case.
We summarize the above discussion into the following from the above consider-
ation of the two cases above

Proposition 8.7. Let gg, ¢1 and Jy and J; be as above, and consider g; = (1 —

t)go + tg1. Then
l< 1 <l+1 C+i
2" Ny 2 4 c

for all i and 0 < ¢t < 1. Furthermore the constant C' depends only on gq, g1.

Proof. First consider the case 0 < t < 1. By combining (810), (813), the propo-
sition follows for 0 < ¢t < 1. Then by continuity the same bounds also hold for
t=0,1. O

Remark 8.8. (1) There is one interesting point hidden in the above proof of
symmetry of the endomorphism —J;Jy — JyJi: there were no simple a
priori reason for this symmetry to hold with respect the metric g, for 0 <
t < 1 without the identity (7). Furthermore as we apply the continuity
argument from 0 < ¢ < 1 to the boundary points ¢ = 0, 1, there is no a
priori reason why the right hand side of the equation (89) is continuous at
t = 0, 1 either unless we have the identity ([87) which shows that it is a
constant function over ¢ € [0, 1]. In fact, we can also verify the identity by
directly computing

1
t(1—1)

((AD) 1A —1d)

B -t , t , Id
= —Ndo—Jody il t1—t)

= —JiJo— JoJy — 21d.

The apparent singular behavior at t = 0, 1 of the second expression disap-
pears by the fact that J; satisfy the equation J? = —Id for both i = 0, 1
and the equality

(1—t) ¢ 1




30 JAEYOUNG CHOI AND YONG-GEUN OH

(2) Indeed the above proof seems to display some curious linear algebraic in-
teraction between the symplectic form and its compatible almost complex
structures, which we think deserve further underpinning.

8.3. Tameness of the metric gj,. To conclude that J; is (w, ¥)-tame and J; €
Jw:x for t € (0,1), we have to show that g, is tame, i.e., complete and of bounded
Ry, llcr and has a uniform injectivity lower bound for ¢ € [0,1]. We have shown
that ¢g; and g;, are quasi-isometric (and so bilipschitz) in the last subsection, and
g, is also tame by Theorem

9. QUASI-ISOMETRIC EQUIVALENCE AND CONTRACTIBILITY OF J..%

We now go back to the proof of contractibility of J.,.x and are ready to wrap-up
the proof of Theorem

Let Jy be a given w-tame almost complex structure and J; be a general element
of Ju;z. We consider the associated metric gj, =: g; for i = 0, 1. Since both Jy, J;
are in the same quasi-isometry class J..s, there is a constant C' > 1 such that g; is
C-quasi-isometric with go.

We consider the map

9 : Hw;g — Rlemg(M)
given by §(J) := g5 = w(-, J-) which is well-defined by the definition of J,.x. We
also denote by
P :Riems(M) = Juiz; g— Jy

the map obtained by the aforementioned two-step process (8.35]) which is continuous
in strong C" topology. Both maps are also continuous in strong C" topology. Also

recall that §(P(g;)) = §(Jy,) = w(, Jg;+) = g; for i =0, 1.
Consider the subset
Riemg,, (M) := {g € Riems(M) | g = g, J € Juw:z}.

As we mentioned before, G(P(g)) is not necessarily the same as g if g € Riemz (M) \
Riems,,,(M). The following property of composition plays a fundamental role in
our proof of contractibility of J,.<.

Lemma 9.1. The image of composition G o P is a retraction of
Riemg,, (M) C Riemg (M),

ie.,

Go T'Ricmz;w(M) = Id|Ricm¢;w(M)' (9.1)
Proof. This is an immediate consequence of the uniqueness of polar decomposition:
See (B)). O

Going back to the proof of Theorem B2, we denote by
Hgo : [0,1] X Riems (M) — Riemsg (M)

the above contraction (¢, g) — (1—t)go+tg which is Cy-quasi-isometric by Theorem
[L8for a constant Cy > 1 (depending on g), and hence the homotopy is well-defined

and continuous in C*° topology.
Then to construct the required contraction, we have only to take the composition

Po 9{90 © (Id[O,l] X 9) : [Oa 1] X 3w;§ — 3w;§
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which defines the required contraction homotopy of J.;z. This finally finishes the
proof of Theorem O

The following theorem is an immediate consequence of the standard practice in
symplectic topology via the machinery of pseudo-holomorphic curves.

Theorem 9.2. Denote by (M,w;%) a (noncompact) smooth symplectic manifold
M with a given quasi-isometry class T of Riemannian metrics on M. Let R(w,¥; J)
be an invariant constructed via J-holomorphic curves with J € J,,.x. Then it does
not depend on the choice of such J’s. More precisely, we have

R(w, T; J) = N(w, T; 0" J).
for any symplectic diffeomorphism ¢ : (M,w) — (M,w) that preserves T, i.e., for
those that satisfies ¢*.J € J..x whenever J € J,.<.

This leads us to consider the following subgroup of Symp(M,w) similarly as in
[CO24).

Definition 9.3. We denote by
Diff;, (M, )

the automorphism group of . We then define the automorphism group of (w;¥)
is the intersection

Symp(M,w) N Diffrip (M, T) =: Sympy;, (M, w; T).

Remark 9.4. In the present paper, we have studied the Lipschitz topology in
the point of view of large-scale symplectic topology. We can also contemplate the
Lipschitz topology in the point of view of micro-scale or PL topology and low
regularity symplectic or contact topology. (See [KMX21] and references therein for
some studies of bilipschitzian contact invariants.) We will come back to the study
of the micro-scale symplectic topology elsewhere.

10. THE CASE OF 2 DIMENSIONAL RIEMANN SURFACES

In [CO24], the authors constructed a Fukaya category Fuk(M,T) associated
to each hyperbolic structure 7 on a Riemann surface, especially of infinite type.
Denote by ¥ the quasi-isometry class of the hyperbolic structure 7. It is stated that
the A category is quasi-equivalent when one deforms almost complex structures
tame to w varies inside the set J(T) consisting of T-tame almost complex structures.

We fix the reference hyperbolic structure on M in the sense of [LP].

Definition 10.1 (Hyperbolic Riemann surface). A hyperbolic Riemann surface is
a triple (X, Jo, go) whose universal cover is isometric to the unit disk. We call it
tame if it has bounded curvature and its injectivity radius is positive.

(1) A hyperbolic structure, denoted by T = Ty, of a surface ¥ is a choice of
(%, Jo, g0) := (2, J7, g7) that is tame.
(2) T also determines a symplectic form
wy = go(Jo, ")
which we call T-symplectic form.
Definition 10.2 (wg-tame almost complex structures). We call J an wg-tame
almost complex structure if the following holds:
(1) Tt is wy-tame.
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(2) The metric g5 = wy(+, J-) is quasi-isometric to gy = w(-, Jg-).
We denote by J(T) the set of wy-tame almost complex structures.

An immediate corollary of Theorems [I.8 and is the following special case of
two-dimensions.

Theorem 10.3. Let ¥ be a noncompact surface equipped with hyperbolic struc-
ture. Denote by T be a quasi-isometry class of hyperbolic structures of ¥ and
by Riemg(X) the set of Riemannian metrics quasi-isometric to the given hyper-
bolic metric. Then the set Riemz(X) is contractible in strong C” topology with
3<r <oo.

Remark 10.4. This theorem in turn is used by the authors of [CO24|] therein
for the construction of a Fukaya category of a surface of infinite type Fuk(3,T)
as a quasi-isometric symplectic invariants which a priori depends on the choice of
quasi-isometry class ¥ of the hyperbolic structure of the Riemann surface 3.

APPENDIX A. PROOF OF LEMMA
Recall the definition
Fi(z) == (¥80)~ (yp" ()
from (@I5) which are well-defined as maps
F; : B"(ro/2) = B"(ro)
with fixed domain and codomain.
For the proof of Lemma 12| it is enough to prove the following estimate of
derivative of the Jacobian (g;’; )

Lemma A.1 (Compare with Lemma 4.3 [Che70]). Given S, S; > 0, there exists a
constant C(.S, S1) such that if ry < 55 and IR:llco < S, [|DR;]|co < Si, then on
B"(r) C R™, we have

| D%F;||co < C(S, S1). (A1)

One essential difference between the framework of [Che70l Lemma 4.3] and that
of Lemma [AT]is that while the former deals with coordinate change maps between
two normal coordinates of the same metric, the latter involves normal coordinates
of two different metrics centered at a sequence of the same point. The main interest
of our study is the case when the sequence escapes to infinity on M. The linear
isometry I is used to make the center of the balls fixed at the origin in R" so that
we can compare the exponential maps of two different metrics go and gs, .

Let (z1,--,2y) and (y1,- -+ ,yn) be normal coordinate systems of gs, and of gg
on B, /2(pi) and By, (p;) based on frames {edoi | fi}0, respectively. Through the
linear isometries I 5; and ITi, we may safely assume that the coordinate systems
(x1,---,2zn) and (y1,--- ,yn) are defined on R™ by identifying y; with y; o I’¢ and
z; with @; o I7: . After this identification, (A.I]) is equivalent to the bound

82%
O0x0x;

Then using Lemma [B.3] it will suffice to have an upper bound for the covariant
derivatives

< (S, 81). (A.2)
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in terms of S, S7. With these preparations, Cheeger’s proof of [Che70, Lemma 4.3]
verbatim applies without change. This finishes the proof.

APPENDIX B. DIRECT LIMIT STRONG C°° TOPOLOGY

In this appendix, we introduce the notion of direct limit strong C* topology,
which is weaker that the usual definition of strong C'*° topology but stronger than
the weak C'> topology, as follows.

Consider any tensor bundle T — M over a noncompact Riemannian manifold
(M, g) equipped with a tame metric g.

We consider the space C°°(T) of smooth sections of T. Let us fix an atlas of M
of the type {Bq(r)} of geodesic balls of radius » > 0 with r < ¢;. Then consider
the filtration of C*°(7) given by

CY @) ={Tel'(M||D"T|| < NVr e N} (B.1)

equipped with the subspace topology of the strong C°° topology. Then we have
Cx(T) = J e (T
NEN
as an increasing union. We call the direct limit topology of the directed system
CP(T) = CP(T) = - = CF(T) - — C(T)

the direct limit strong C™ topology. It is easy to proof the following contractibility
by a slight modification of the proof of Theorem (.11

Theorem B.1. The path s — (1 — $)g + Sgyet is continuous with respect to the
direct limit C'*° topology.

APPENDIX C. PROOF OF LEMMA

In this appendix, we give the details of the proof of Lemma

Let M be an invertible real matrix. Note that every eigenvector of M is also an
eigenvector of M + M ~!, but the converse might not hold in general.

Consider a Jordan decomposition of M. Then there exists an upper triangular
matrix U, which is called Jordan normal form, and an invertible matrix P such
that

M = PUP™
U is a block diagonal matrix
Uy
U=
U
Each U; is a Jordan block of the form
A1
U; = As
1
Ai

Where J; is an eigenvalue of M which is not zero since M is invertible. Also note
that
M~ '=pUuTtlpl
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Since U is an invertible block diagonal matrix,

Ut
Also, each U; is an upper triangular matrix and the inverse of an upper triangular

matrix is upper triangular implies U{l is also upper triangular. Since every diagonal

entry of U; is A; which is not zero, every diagonal entry of Ul-_1 is /\i

Now we have
M+M1'=puPt+pPUu- P!

=PU+U P

and U+U "' is a block diagonal matrix and each block is an upper triangular matrix
whose diagonal entries are of the form A; + )\% Therefore, they are eigenvalues of

M + M~'. This implies that every eigenvalue of M + M~ is of the form \; + -
and for every such eigenvalue, there exists an eigenvector u; of M with eigenvalue
A; such that

1
(M + Mﬁl)ui = (Az + /\—) (7R

This finishes the proof.
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