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GENERIC DOUBLING OF RECTANGULAR PEGS

ZHEN GAO

With an appendix joint with Urs Frauenfelder

Abstract. In this paper, we prove a multiplicity result for rectangular pegs
that there is a generic class of smooth Jordan curves in which every curve ad-
mits two geometrically distinct similar inscribed rectangles with aspect angle
in (0, π

2
), based on the a priori existence result of rectangular peg by Greene

and Lobb [GL21], in which the rectangular peg problem is translated into
finding intersection points of two Lagrangian tori. The key insights are cer-
tain generic geometric transversality of the two tori, and the correspondence
between the intersection points and the inscribed rectangles. We present two
distinct proofs: one involves the Lagrangian Floer homology, and the other
is differential topological in nature which employs a novel computation for-
mula for the algebraic intersection number. Moreover, such generic doubling
result can be further extended to cyclic quadrilateral pegs based on [GL23].
In Appendix B, written jointly with Urs Frauenfelder, we provide the detailed
derivation of this computation formula.
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1. Introduction

The inscribed square problem a.k.a. square peg problem firstly posed by Otto
Toeplitz in 1911, c.f. [Toe11], asks the following question:

Does every continuous simple closed curve a.k.a. Jordan curve inscribe a square?

More precisely, a square is inscribed on a Jordan curve means that there are four
points in the Jordan curve as four vertices of the square. The square peg prob-
lem has been affirmatively answered in various cases, yet remains open in its full
generality to this day. We refer to [Mat14] and [GL21, §2] for historical survey
and recent developments. There are many variants of the square peg problem, see
e.g. [Mat14, p.349-351] and [Mat22]. One of the closely related problems to the
square peg problem is the so-called rectangular peg problem. We list some impor-
tant breakthroughs: In 1977, Vaughan showed that every continuous Jordan curve
inscribes a rectangle (note that there is no knowlege about its aspect angle which
is the angle between the two diagonals); from 2018 to 2019, Hugelmeyer showed
the existence of rectangular peg on any smooth Jordan curve with any aspect angle
lying in a subset of (0, π2 ] whose Lebesgue measure is at least π

6 ; in 2020, the smooth
rectangular peg problem in full generality, i.e. for any smooth Jordan curve and
with any aspect angle in (0, π

2 ], was proved by Greene and Lobb, c.f. [GL21]. In
particular, the result of Greene and Lobb in [GL21] solves the square peg problem
in smooth case. Further study by Greene and Lobb generalizes such result to cyclic
quadrilateral pegs, c.f. [GL23]. The most important and interesting feature of their
proofs is involving highly non-trivial symplectic topology. We review the geometric
setup in their paper [GL21] below, and state the main result that we obtain based
on their work.

Let γ be a smooth simple closed curve in C, i.e. a smooth Jordan curve. This
is obviously a Lagrangian closed curve in (C, ωstd) with ωstd = i

2dz ∧ dz̄ in terms
of coordinate z ∈ C. The product γ × γ is then a smooth Lagrangian torus in
(C2, ωstd) where

ωstd :=
i

2
(dz1 ∧ dz̄1 + dz2 ∧ dz̄2)

in terms of coordinate (z1, z2) ∈ C2. Now we consider the map

l : C2 → C
2(1.1)

(z1, z2) 7→
(
z1 + z2

2
,
z1 − z2

2

)

which is a diffeomorphism and l∗ωstd = 1
2ωstd. This yields that L := l(γ × γ) is

also a smooth Lagrangian torus in (C2, ωstd).
Applying the rotation on the second factor

Rφ : C2 → C
2(1.2)

(z1, z2) 7→ (z1, z2e
iφ)

to the Lagrangian torus L we obtain another Lagrangian torus Lφ := Rφ(L). They
intersect cleanly along γ × {0}:

TpL ∩ TpLφ = Tp(γ × {0}) ∀ p ∈ γ × {0},
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which is z1 = z2 with z1, z2 ∈ γ in l(γ × γ). There is a symplectic involution

̺ : C2 → C
2(1.3)

(z1, z2) 7→ (z1,−z2)

preserving both L and Lφ and fixing γ × {0}.
The goal is to find an intersection point outside γ × {0}, i.e. one needs to show

that

(1.4) #(L ∩ Lφ \ (γ × {0})) ≥ 1.

Suppose such intersection point exists and reads in the coordinate as (z1, z2e
iφ),

then it follows that four points z1± z2, z1± z2e
iφ all lie on the curve γ and are four

vertices of a rectangle whose diagonals meet at the angle φ ∈ (0, π
2 ] in C.

The union L ∪ Lφ has at least γ × {0} in the self-intersection set. After a
Lagrangian smoothing surgery of L∪Lφ along γ×{0} (c.f. [GL21, Proposition 1.1]),
one gets a smoothly immersed Lagrangian torus L#γ×{0}Lφ in C2 that coincides
with L ∪ Lφ away from a small open neighborhood Op(γ × {0}), and it is disjoint
from C × {0}. The involution ̺ now acts as a fixed-point free involution on the
immersed Lagrangian torus L#γ×{0}Lφ.

In [GL21], the following map is considered:

g : C2 → C
2

(z1, z2) 7→
(
z1,

1√
2

z22
|z2|

)

which is a symplectomorphism away from C×{0}. Applying to the Lagrangian tori
L and Lφ, their image g(L) and g(Lφ) are both homeomorphic to a Möbius strip

Sym2(γ), and are smooth Lagrangian away from C×{0}. The image g(L#γ×{0}Lφ)

is therefore a smoothly immersed Lagrangian Klein bottle K # C2 such that

g(L#γ×{0}Lφ \ Op(γ × {0})) ∼= g(L ∪ Lφ \ Op(γ × {0}))
where Op(γ×{0}) is a small open neighborhood of γ×{0} on which the immersion
restricted is an smooth embedding in C2. Using the result of non-existence of
embedded Lagrangian Klein bottle in C2, c.f. [She09, Nem09], they conclude that
the set of self-intersection points of the immersed Lagrangian Klein bottle must be
non-empty, and hence the existence of retangular peg is a corollary.

Theorem 1.5 ([GL21]). For every smooth Jordan curve and rectangle with any
aspect angle φ ∈ (0, π

2 ] in the R2, there exists a similar rectangle whose vertices
land on the curve.

In the work [GL23], which generalizes to arbitrary cyclic quadrilateral albeit in
different geometric setup. Instead of using the Lagrangian Klein bottle argument,
they compute the mimal Maslov number of the surgered immersed Lagrangian
torus. See §6.

Beyond addressing the existence problem, the investigation into the multiplicity
of inscribed rectangles remains largely unexplored. Leveraging the aforementioned
a priori existence result of the rectangular pegs by Greene and Lobb, our primary
contribution lies in the following main theorem.

Theorem 1.6. For any fixed φ ∈ (0, π
2 ), there is a generic class of smooth Jordan

curves such that any rectangle with the fixed aspect angle φ in R2 admits two similar
rectangles whose vertices land distinctly on any curve in this generic class.
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Remark 1.7. A counter example of φ = π
2 for the statement: Consider an ellipse

(noticing that ellipses are in the generic class of curves, see Example 3.4) and it is
obvious there is only one inscribed square.

Remark 1.8. In fact, such generic doubling result can be further extended to
inscribed cyclic quadrilaterals by adopting the geometric setup in [GL23]. See §6,
Theorem 6.2.

We present two distinct proofs for Theorem 1.6 in §4. These proofs rely on two
essential components: The correspondence between intersection points in L ∩ Lφ

away from C × {0}, as described in §2, and a generic geometric transversality
property for L and Lφ, elaborated in §3. We give the sketch of the proofs as follows.
The first proof involves computing the Euler characteristic of the Lagrangian Floer
homology for the Lagrangian tori L and Lφ, generated from a generic curve γ,
with the geometric transversality property. This approach applies the invariance
of the Lagrangian Floer homology to draw a contradiction when assuming the
existence of only one intersection point away from C × {0}. The second proof
follows a similar path of contradiction but employs a novel formula for the algebraic
intersection number of cleanly intersecting Lagrangian submanifolds. In §6, we
further extend the main result to inscribed cyclic quadrilaterals. In Appendix A,
we provide an overview of the Lagrangian Floer homology suited to our geometric
setup. Additionally, Appendix B furnishes a detailed derivation of the computation
formula for the algebraic intersection number of cleanly intersecting submanifolds.

Acknowledgment. I am deeply indebted to my Ph.D. supervisor, Urs Frauenfelder,
for the enlightening conversations and insightful ideas provided throughout this
research. I am grateful to Kai Cieliebak and Felix Schmäschke for the valuable
comments and fruitful discussions. I also thank Marián Poppr for pointing out the
reference [Kar13] to me. The authors acknowledge the partial support from DFG
grant FR 2637/4-1.

2. Inscribed rectangles and intersection points

Intersection points in L ∩ Lφ away from C × {0} do not one-to-one correspond
to distinguished inscribed rectangle on the smooth Jordan curve γ.

The tori L and Lφ in C
2 are parameterized by S1 × S1:

S1 × S1 → L ⊂ C
2

(t1, t2) 7→
(
γ(t1) + γ(t2)

2
,
γ(t1)− γ(t2)

2

)
,

S1 × S1 → Lφ ⊂ C
2

(t3, t4) 7→
(
γ(t3) + γ(t4)

2
,
γ(t3)− γ(t4)

2
eiφ
)
.

An intersection point outside of γ × {0} is determined by the following condition
for t1 6= t2 6= t3 6= t4 in S1:

γ(t1) + γ(t2) = γ(t3) + γ(t4),(2.1)

γ(t1)− γ(t2) = (γ(t3)− γ(t4))e
iφ.(2.2)
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The ordered quadruple (t, t′, t′′, t′′′) solving above equations gives rise to the inter-
section point

p = (z1, z2e
iφ) =

(
γ(t′′) + γ(t′′′)

2
,
γ(t′′)− γ(t′′′)

2
eiφ
)

∈ L ∩ Lφ

and parameterizes the four points on the curve γ which completely determine a
geometrically distinct inscribed rectangle as their vertices (A,B,C,D) in the coun-
terclockwise order:

(z1 + z2, z1 + z2e
iφ, z1 − z1, z1 − z2e

iφ).

z1 + z2 = A

z1 + z2 · eiφ = BC = z1 − z2

D = z1 − z2 · eiφ

φ

Suppose we have two intersection points with respect to a fixed aspect angle φ:
(z1, z2e

iφ) and (w1, w2e
iφ), and they constitute the same geometric distinct in-

scribed rectangle on γ. There are following three cases:

(1) w1 + w2 = z1 + z2: By the counterclockwise ordering of vertices, it yields
w1 = z1, w2 = z2, i.e. these two intersection points are the same one. This
means the intersection point (w1, w2e

iφ) is the image of identity map of
(z1, z2e

iφ).

z1 + z2 = A

z1 + z2e
iφ = BC = z1 − z2

D = z1 − z2e
iφ z1 + z2 = A′

z1 + z2e
iφ = B′C′ = z1 − z2

D′ = z1 − z2e
iφ

(2) w1 + w2 = z1 − z2: By the counterclockwise ordering of vertices, it yields
w1 = z1, w2 = −z2, This means the intersection point (w1, w2e

iφ) is the
image of

̺ : (z1, z2) 7→ (z1,−z2)

of the intersection point (z1, z2e
iφ) ∈ L ∩ Lφ in the reflected Lagrangian

tori ̺(L) ∩ ̺(Lφ), and since L and Lφ is invariant under ̺, so it is another
different intersection point in L∩Lφ, and it gives literally the same inscribed
rectangle.

z1 + z2 = A

z1 + z2e
iφ = BC = z1 − z2

D = z1 − z2e
iφ

C′ = z1 + z2

D′ = z1 + z2e
iφ z1 − z2 = A′

z1 − z2e
iφ = B′
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(3) w1 + w2 = z1 ± z2e
iφ: By the counterclockwise ordering of vertices, this is

only possible when φ = π
2 , otherwise

(A,B,C,D) = (z1 + z2, z1 + z2e
iφ, z1 − z1, z1 − z2e

iφ)

and

(A′, B′, C′, D′) = (w1 + w2, w1 + w2e
iφ, w1 − w1, w1 − w2e

iφ)

would constitute two geometrically distinct rectangles in C, in which (A,B,C,D)
inscribes on γ whereas (A′, B′, C′, D′) does not. In the case of φ = π

2 , there

are w1 = z1, w2 = ±z2e
iπ2 .

– (w1, w2) = (z1, iz2): It means the intersection point (w1, w2e
iφ) is the

image of the map

ι : (z1, z2) 7→ (z1, iz2)

and ι2 = ̺.

z1 + z2 = A

z1 + iz2 = BC = z1 − z2

D = z1 − iz2 z1 + iz2 = A′

z1 − z2 = B′C′ = z1 − iz2

D′ = z1 + z2

– (w1, w2) = (z1,−iz2): It means the intersection point (w1, w2e
iφ) is

the image of the map

̺ ◦ ι : (z1, z2) 7→ (z1,−iz2)

and ι ◦ ̺ = ̺ ◦ ι.

z1 + z2 = A

z1 + iz2 = BC = z1 − z2

D = z1 − iz2

z1 + z2 = B′

z1 − iz2 = A′

C′ = z1 + iz2

D′ = z1 − z2

The above discussion in turns proves the following statement.

Lemma 2.3. Let Rectφ(γ) be the set of inscribed rectangle with fixed aspect angle
φ on the curve γ.

(i) When φ ∈ (0, π
2 ), there is a bijection between sets

(L ∩ Lφ \ (γ × {0}))/C2 → Rectφ(γ)

where C2 is presented by

〈id, ̺ | ̺2 = id〉 ∼= Z/2Z.

(ii) When φ = π
2 , there is a bijection between sets

(L ∩ Lφ \ (γ × {0}))/C4 → Rectφ(γ)

where C4 is presented by

〈id, ̺, ι | ̺2 = id, ι2 = ̺〉 ∼= Z/4Z.
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Remark 2.4. Recall the ordered tuple (t, t′, t′′, t′′′) determining a geometric dis-
tinct rectangle inscribed on the curve γ with vertices ordered as

(A,B,C,D) = (z1 + z2, z1 + z2e
iφ, z1 − z1, z1 − z2e

iφ)

mentioned at the beginning of this section. The automorphism group of {t, t′, t′′, t′′′}
as a set is the symmetric group S4. Some of the elements in S4 actually give rise to
the reparameterizations of the vertices of the fixed geometrically distinct inscribed
rectangle on γ, and further correspond to the symmetries of the intersection points
in L ∩ Lφ \ (γ × {0}), i.e. the elements in C2 and C4 above. We describe these
symmetries in the following:

(1)

(
1 2 3 4
1 2 3 4

)
: (t, t′, t′′, t′′′) 7→ (t, t′, t′′, t′′′) obviously corresponds to the

identity map.

(2)

(
1 2 3 4
2 1 4 3

)
: (t, t′, t′′, t′′′) 7→ (t′, t, t′′′, t′′). This corresponds to the sym-

plectic involution ̺ acting on the intersection point p ∈ L ∩ Lφ, and the
image q = ̺(p) is another intersection point since (t′, t, t′′′, t′′) also solves
the equations (2.1), (2.2) as (t, t′, t′′, t′′′) does. The point q ∈ L∩Lφ deter-
mines four point in C in counterclockwise order

(A′, B′, C′, D′) = (z1 − z2, z1 − z2e
iφ, z1 + z2, z1 + z2e

iφ).

This form the exact same rectangle as the original one (A,B,C,D) inscribed
on the curve γ with reparameterized vertices.

(3) •
(
1 2 3 4
3 4 1 2

)
: (t, t′, t′′, t′′′) 7→ (t′′, t′′′, t, t′) corresponds to ι acting on

p ∈ L ∩ Lφ when φ = π
2 . This can be seen as follows. Since t 6= t′ 6=

t′′ 6= t′′′, the pairs (t′′, t′′′) and (t, t′) give rise to two points p′ ∈ L and
p′′ ∈ Lφ respectively. In particular, p′ = R−φ(p), p

′′ = Rφ(p), and p′ 6= p′′.
When φ ∈ (0, π2 ), this symmetric group element maps the original inscribed
rectangle to a new rectangle in the plane which is no longer inscribed on the
curve γ. When φ = π

2 , i.e. the rectangle is actually a square, we obtain two
additional intersection points p′′ = Rπ

2
(p) ∈ Rπ

2
(L ∩ L π

2
) = L π

2
∩Rπ(L) =

L π
2
∩ L and p′ = R−π

2
(p) ∈ R−π

2
(L ∩ L π

2
) = Rπ(L π

2
) ∩ L = L π

2
∩ L so

that p′′ = Rπ(p
′) = ̺(p′), they commonly determine four points in C in

counterclockwise order:

(A′, B′, C′, D′) = (z1 + iz2, z1 − z2, z1 − iz2, z1 + z2).

This form the exact same square as the original one (A,B,C,D) inscribed
on the curve γ with reparameterized vertices.

•
(
1 2 3 4
4 3 2 1

)
: (t, t′, t′′, t′′′) 7→ (t′′′, t′′, t′, t) corresponds to ̺ ◦ ι acting

on p ∈ L ∩ Lφ when φ = π
2 , and note that

(
1 2 3 4
4 3 2 1

)
=

(
1 2 3 4
2 1 4 3

)(
1 2 3 4
3 4 1 2

)
,

(
1 2 3 4
2 1 4 3

)(
1 2 3 4
3 4 1 2

)
=

(
1 2 3 4
3 4 1 2

)(
1 2 3 4
2 1 4 3

)
,

such relation amounts to ̺ ◦ ι = ι ◦ ̺. This can be seen as follows. Since
t 6= t′ 6= t′′ 6= t′′′, the pairs (t′′′, t′′) and (t′, t) give rise to two points q′ ∈ L
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and q′′ ∈ Lφ respectively. In particular, q′ = R−π−φ(p), q
′′ = Rπ+φ(p),

and q′ 6= q′′. When φ ∈ (0, π
2 ), this symmetric group element maps the

original inscribed rectangle to a new rectangle in the plane which is no
longer inscribed on the curve γ. When φ = π

2 , i.e. the rectangle is actually
a square, the point q′′ = Rπ+π

2
(p) = Rπ(p

′′) = p′ ∈ L π
2
∩L determines four

points in C in counterclockwise order:

(A′, B′, C′, D′) = (z1 − iz2, z1 + z2, z1 + iz2, z1 − z2).

This form the exact same square as the original one (A,B,C,D) inscribed
on the curve γ with reparameterized vertices.

A caveat is that the above set-theoretic bijection of the symmetric group elements in
S4, which form a Klein 4 group K4, to the group elements in C4 does not constitute
a group homomorphism, since K4 is not isomorphic to C4.

It is worth noting that the symmetry of rectangular pegs is also addressed in
[Mat22, §4.1].

3. Geometric transversality

In general, we have no knowledge of the intersection set of L and Lφ outside of
γ × {0}. It can be badly degenerate as the example below shows.

Example 3.1. In the most special case of γ being a standard circle, the tori L and
Lφ have badly degenerate (not clean) intersection in C2 outside Op(γ ×{0}). This
can be seen explicitly via the polar coordinate of the torus:

(
reiθ1 + reiθ2

2
,
reiθ1 − reiθ2

2

)
∈ L,

(
reiθ3 + reiθ4

2
,
reiθ3 − reiθ4

2
eiφ
)

∈ Lφ.

where θ1, θ2, θ3, θ4 ∈ [0, 2π], and r is the radius of the standard circle γ.

We show in the following that L and Lφ intersect transversely outside of γ×{0}
under certain generic condition. It is the key result of this paper.

Theorem 3.2. For any fixed φ ∈ (0, π
2 ], there is a residual set of smooth Jordan

curves such that for every γ in the set, the corresponding smooth Lagrangian tori
L and Lφ constructed in above way has only finitely many transversal intersection
points outside a small open neighborhood of γ × {0}.

Proof. Let Embk(S1,C) be the space of Ck-smooth embedded closed curves in C

for k ∈ N. There are open inclusions Embk(S1,C) ⊂ Immk(S1,C) ⊂ Ck(S1,C).
We consider the Ck-smooth map between C∞-smooth Banach manifolds

F : Embk(S1,C)× ((S1)4 \∆(S1)4

(1,2,3,4)) → C
2 × C

2

(γ, t1, t2, t3, t4) 7→ (zL(t1, t2), wL(t1, t2), zLφ
(t3, t4), wLφ

(t4, t4))
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where

zL(t1, t2) =
γ(t1) + γ(t2)

2
,

wL(t1, t2) =
γ(t1)− γ(t2)

2
,

zLφ
(t3, t4) =

γ(t3) + γ(t4)

2
,

wLφ
(t3, t4) =

γ(t3)− γ(t4)

2
eiφ,

and

∆
(S1)4

(1,2,3,4) = {(t1, t2, t3, t4) ∈ (S1)4 : t1 = t2 = t3 = t4}
is the small diagonal of the 4-torus (S1)4. Consider the diagonal in C2 × C2:

∆C2 = {(z1, z2, z3, z4) ∈ C
2 × C

2 : (z1, z2) = (z3, z4)}
Wewant to show thatF−1(∆C2) is a manifold, and then further project to Ck(S1,C)
in order to obtain the genericity result.

The linearization of map F at any point (γ, t) = (γ, t1, t2, t3, t4) away from the

small diagonal ∆
(S1)4

(1,2,3,4):

D(γ,t)F : TγC
k(S1,C)× Tt(S

1)4 → TF(γ,t)C
4

(ξ, v1, v2, v3, v4) 7→ (V1, V2, V3, V4)

is given by

V1 =
1

2
(Dt1γ(v1) +Dt2γ(v2) + ξγ(t1) + ξγ(t2)),

V2 =
1

2
(Dt1γ(v1)−Dt2γ(v2) + ξγ(t1) − ξγ(t2)),

V3 =
1

2
(Dt3γ(v3) +Dt4γ(v4) + ξγ(t3) + ξγ(t4)),

V4 =
1

2
(Dt3γ(v3)−Dt4γ(v4) + ξγ(t3) − ξγ(t4)),

in which we regard ξ ∈ TγC
k(S1,C) as a section in Ck(S1, γ∗TC) via identification

Ck(S1,C) ∼= Ck(S1, γ∗TC), thus ξγ(t) ∈ Tγ(t)C for all t ∈ S1. We observe that at

any point (γ, t) ∈ F−1(∆C2), the composition of continuous linear maps

TγC
k(S1,C)× Tt(S

1)4 TF(γ,t)C
4 TF(γ,t)C

4/TF(γ,t)∆C2

D(γ,t)F

between Banach spaces is clearly surjective, and the kernel is closed since it is the
preimage of the closed subspace TF(γ,t)∆C2 ⊂ TF(γ,t)C

4, thus it has complementary

subspace in TγC
k(S1,C)× Tt(S

1)4. This implies that F ⋔ ∆C2 in C4. By implicit
function theorem on Banach manifolds (c.f. [MS12, Theorem A.3.3]), we conclude
that the real codimensional 4 submanifold ∆C2 ⊂ C2 ×C2 has preimage F−1(∆C2)

as a Ck-smooth Banach submanifold in Embk(S1 × C) × ((S1)4 \ ∆
(S1)4

(1,2,3,4)) of

codimensional 4.
We next consider the projection map

π : Embk(S1,C)× ((S1)4 \∆(S1)4

(1,2,3,4)) → Embk(S1,C)
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restricting to Banach submanifold F−1(∆C2) which is Ck-smooth:

π|F−1(∆
C2)

: F−1(∆C2) → Embk(S1,C)

(γ, t) 7→ γ

The linearized map reads

D(γ,t)π : T(γ,t)F−1(∆C2) → TγC
k(S1,C)

(ξ,v) 7→ ξ

where

T(γ,t)F−1(∆C2) = {(ξ,v) ∈ T k
f (S

1,C)× Tt(S
1)4 : V = D(γ,t)F(ξ,v) ∈ TF(γ,t)∆C2}

= {(ξ,v) ∈ T k
f (S

1,C)× Tt(S
1)4 : (V1, V2) = (V3, V4), (γ, t) ∈ F−1(∆C2)}.

A curve γ being regular value of π|F−1(∆
C2)

is equivalent to the transversality

condition Fγ ⋔ ∆C2 where Fγ := F(γ, ·) : (S1)4 \∆(S1)4

(1,2,3,4) → C4, i.e.

D(γ,t)F({0} × Tt(S
1)4) + TF(γ,t)∆C2 = TF(γ,t)C

4.

This corresponds to the geometric condition in the statement: im(Fγ) ⋔ ∆C2 means
L×Lφ ⋔ ∆C2 in C2×C2 outside (γ×{0})×(γ×{0}), which is equivalent to L ⋔ Lφ in
C2 outside γ×{0}, and these transversal intersection points are isolated and hence
finite due to compactness of the domain.

The linear map D(γ,t)π at every (γ, t) ∈ F−1(∆C2) is a Fredholm operator: The
kernel

ker(D(γ,t)π) =

{
(ξ,v) ∈ TfC

k(S1,C)× Tt(S
1)4
∣∣∣∣

ξ=0
Dt1γ(v1)=Dt3γ(v3)

Dt2γ(v2)=Dt4γ(v4)

}

= T(γ,t)F−1(∆C2) ∩ ({0} × Tt(S
1)4)

∼= D(γ,t)F({0} × Tt(S
1)4) ∩ TF(γ,t)∆C2

is finite dimensional. The cokernel is also finite dimensional by the following iso-
morphism

coker(D(γ,t)π) =
TfC

k(S1,C)

im(D(γ,t)π)
∼=

TF(γ,t)C
4

D(γ,t)F({0} × Tt(S1)4) + TF(γ,t)∆C2

due to the first isomorphism theorem:

TγC
k(S1,C)× Tt(S

1)4 TF(γ,t)C
4 TF(γ,t)C

4

D(γ,t)F({0}×Tt(S1)4)+TF(γ,t)∆C2

TγC
k(S1,C)

TγC
k(S1,C)

im(D(γ,t)π)
TγC

k(S1,C)×Tt(S
1)4

T(γ,t)F−1(∆
C2)+{0}×Tt(S1)4

D(γ,t)F

D(γ,t)π

q1

q2

∼

∼

since

ker(q1 ◦D(γ,t)F) = T(γ,t)F−1(∆C2) + {0} × Tt(S
1)4 = ker(q2 ◦D(γ,t)π).
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Consequently, the set im(D(γ,t)π) is closed in TγC
k(S1,C). Thus, the linear map

D(γ,t)π is a Fredholm operator with index zero:

ind(D(γ,t)π) = dimker(D(γ,t)π)− dim coker(D(γ,t)π)

= dim(D(γ,t)F({0} × Tt(S
1)4) ∩ TF(γ,t)∆C2)− dimTF(γ,t)C

4

+ dim(D(γ,t)F({0} × Tt(S
1)4) + TF(γ,t)∆C2)

= dim(D(γ,t)F({0} × Tt(S
1)4) ∩ TF(γ,t)∆C2)− dimTF(γ,t)C

4

+ dimD(γ,t)F({0} × Tt(S
1)4) + dimTF(γ,t)∆C2

− dim(D(γ,t)F({0} × Tt(S
1)4) ∩ TF(γ,t)∆C2)

= dimD(γ,t)F({0} × Tt(S
1)4) + dim TF(γ,t)∆C2 − dimTF(γ,t)C

4

= 4 + 4− 8

= 0

In conclusion, π|F−1(∆
C2)

is a Fredholm map of index 0. By Sard-Smale theorem

(c.f. [MS12, Theorem A.5.1]), the set of regular values of π|F−1(∆
C2)

is residual in

Embk(S1,C). Thus, we have proved that the set

Embkreg(S
1,C) :=

{
regular values of π|F−1(∆

C2 )

}

is generic in Embk(S1,C) with respect to Ck-topology.
Now for passing from Ck-genericity to C∞-genericity, we employ the argument in

[St24, Lemma 6.2] adapting to our setting here. Note that such type of argument is
also known to Clifford Taubes earlier, see e.g. [MS12, p.54-55] and [Fra03, Appendix

C.2, p.106]. Since Embkreg(S
1,C) ⊆ Embk(S1,C) is a residual subset with respect

to Ck-topology for each fixed k ≥ 1, and a residual set can be expressed as a
countable intersection of open dense sets, c.f. [BD18, Lemma 1.6.2 (vi)], we can
therefore write

Embkreg(S
1,C) =

⋂

ℓ∈N

Vk
ℓ

where each Vk
ℓ is open and dense in Embk(S1,C) with the Ck-topology. For each

integer j ≥ k, we put

Vj
ℓ := Vk

ℓ ∩ Embj(S1,C),

and we have

⋂

ℓ∈N

Vj
ℓ =

(⋂

ℓ∈N

Vk
ℓ

)
∩ Embj(S1,C)

= Embkreg(S
1,C) ∩ Embj(S1,C)

= Embjreg(S
1,C).

Due to the fact that Embjreg(S
1,C) is residual in Embj(S1,C), by the Baire category

theorem (c.f. [BD18, Theorem 1.6.4]), it is dense and thus each Vj
ℓ is dense and

open in Embj(S1,C), since the Cj-topology is finer than the Ck-topology. We
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further put

V∞
ℓ := Vk

ℓ ∩ Emb∞(S1,C)

= Vk
ℓ ∩


⋂

j≥k

Embj(S1,C)




=
⋂

j≥k

Vj
ℓ .

We claim that V∞
ℓ is dense in Emb∞(S1,C): Pick an arbitrary γ0 ∈ Emb∞(S1,C),

and an open neighbourhood U0 of it in Emb∞(S1,C). Let j ∈ N≥k and δ > 0 such
that {

γ ∈ Emb∞(S1,C) : dCj (γ, γ0) < δ
}
⊆ U0

where dCj is the metric inducing Cj-topology on Embj(S1,C). Due to the density

of Vj
ℓ in Embj(S1,C),

∃γ1 ∈ Vj
ℓ : dCj (γ1, γ0) <

δ

2
.

We know that Emb∞(S1,C) is dense in Embj(S1,C) with respect to Cj-topology,

and Vj
ℓ is open Embj(S1,C), then

∃γ2 ∈ Emb∞(S1,C) ∩ Vj
ℓ : dCj (γ2, γ1) <

δ

2
.

By the triangle inequality of the metric dCj , we have

γ2 ∈ {γ ∈ Emb∞(S1,C) : dCj (γ, γ0) < δ} ∩ V∞
ℓ ⊆ U0 ∩ V∞

ℓ .

This proves the claim that V∞
ℓ is dense in Emb∞(S1,C). It is also open in

Emb∞(S1,C) since the C∞-topology is finer than the Ck-topology. Moreover,

⋂

ℓ∈N

V∞
ℓ =

(⋂

ℓ∈N

Vk
ℓ

)
∩ Emb∞(S1,C)

= Embkreg(S
1,C) ∩


⋂

j≥k

Embj(S1,C)




=
⋂

j≥k

Embjreg(S
1,C)

= Emb∞reg(S
1,C).

All together implies that Emb∞reg(S
1,C) is residual in Emb∞(S1,C) with respect to

the C∞-topology. As Emb∞reg(S
1,C) is precisely the set of smooth Jordan curves

with desired property in the statement, this completes the proof. �

Remark 3.3. One should note that this statement does not imply the existence of
an intersection point outside γ×{0}. As the ‘empty intersection outside of γ×{0}’
also stays in the context of ‘transversal intersection outside of γ × {0}’. In other
words, the curves resulting empty intersection outside of γ×{0} also belong to the
residual set in the statement.
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Example 3.4. By Lemma 2.3 and Theorem 3.2, one can easily tell that all ellipses
except the standard circle lie in such residual set in the statement of Theorem 3.2.
And one could produce more such generic curves from ellipses via small perturba-
tion.

4. Proof of the main theorem 1.6

For convenience reason, here we abuse notations, and consider

l : (z1, z2) 7→ (z1 + z2, z1 − z2)

which is a symplectomorphism on (C2, ωstd), i.e. l
∗ωstd = ωstd, where

ωstd = dλstd, λstd = − i

4

∑

i=1,2

(zidzi + z̄idzi − zidz̄i − z̄idz̄i).

We still put L := l(γ × γ) and Lφ := Rφ(L). The important point is that all the
previous discussions on L and Lφ as well as their intersection points carry over ver-
batim. We observe that L and Lφ are monotone Lagrangian tori in (C2, ωstd) with
minimal Maslov number NL = NLφ

= 2. The description of monotone Lagrangian
submanifolds is referred to A.1. This can be seen as follows. We assume with out
lost of generality that γ bounds the domain γ with the same area of unit disk D2,
i.e. Area(γ) = Area(D2) = π. The torus γ × γ is a monotone Lagrangian torus
with minimal Malsov index 2 and monotonicity constant τ = π. The verification
of (A.1) follows analogously from the computation in [Oh15, §16.3, Exmaple 16.3.6
(1)] for the Clifford torus

TCliff := S1(1)× S1(1) = {(z1, z2) ∈ C
2 : |z1| = |z2| = 1},

since γ is biholomorphic to D2(1) by Riemann mapping theorem and the compu-
tation is topological. These properties are preserved by symplectomorphisms. In
particular, according to [Kar13], there is an area preserving isotopy (i.e. symplectic
isotopy) on C that take γ to D2, further due to H1

c (R
2;R) ∼= {0} and by [PR14],

this can be turned into a Hamiltonian isotopy. Such result is also shown in [LM14,
Lemma 2.3]. Therefore, the two Lagrangian tori L and Lφ are actually Hamiltonian
isotopic to the Clifford torus TCliff. The fact that L and Lφ have minimal Maslov
number NL = NLφ

= 2 can also be deduced from the results [Vit90, Pol91, Oh96]

that an embedded Lagrangian torus in C2 has minimal Maslov number 2, which
can be regarded as a special case of Audin’s conjecture, see e.g. [Dam12].

To situate ourselves in the framework of Lagrangian Floer homology, c.f. Ap-
pendix A, we now assume that the smooth Jordan curve γ lies in the generic class
in Theorem 3.2. We regard Lφ := Rφ(L) as a Hamiltonian diffeomorphism acting
on L generated by the autonomous Hamiltonian function

Hφ =
1

2
φr22 =

1

2
φ|z2|2

where φ ∈ (0, π
2 ), whose Hamiltonian vector field is φ∂θ2 in terms of polar coordinate

z2 = r2e
iθ2 generating the time-1 map of Hamiltonian flow ϕHφ

= Rφ as the rotation
around C×{0} by angle φ, such that L and Lφ = ϕHφ

(L) = Rφ(L) intersect cleanly
along γ × {0} and transversely outside of γ × {0}. So we appeal for the Floer
homology involving the Morse-Bott degeneracy, c.f. Appendix A.2, by choosing an
arbitrary auxiliary perfect Morse functions f on the Morse-Bott circle γ ×{0} and
zero functions on other transversal intersection points. According to Appendix A.1
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and Appendix A.2, the generators of the Floer complex CF∗(L,Lφ, f) are the two
critical points x, y ∈ Crit(f) in γ ×{0} and other transversal intersection points in
L∩Lφ\(γ×{0}). Due to Theorem 1.5 by Greene and Lobb, there is an intersection
point p ∈ L∩Lφ\(γ×{0}), and by Lemma 2.3 there is another distinct intersection
point ̺(p) ∈ L ∩ Lφ \ (γ × {0}).

We next determine a suitable absolute grading for the generator of the Floer
complex via the Maslov-Morse index introduced in Appendix A.1 and Appendix
A.2. Due to (A.9), the grading differs by multiple of integers up to capping. Let
for the moment x be any point in L∩Lφ equipped with two cappings x̄ and x̃, then
we have

µ([x, x̄])− µ([x, x̃]) = Iµ([−x̃#x̄])

where [−x̃#x̄] ∈ Γℓ0 in which ℓ0 ∈ P(L,Lφ) is a based path, and Γℓ0 is defined
by (A.3). Since P(L,Lφ) is clearly path connected, we can choose with out lost
of generality that ℓ0 ⊂ C × {0}, i.e. it lies in Fix(̺). We show that Iµ([−x̃#x̄])
takes value in 2Z: Let u : S1 × [0, 1] → C2 be a representative map of the class
[−x̃#x̄] ∈ π2(C

2, L ∪ Lφ) satisfying u(·, 0) ∈ L, u(·, 1) ∈ Lφ, u(0, ·) = u(1, ·) = x,
u(12 , ·) = ℓ0. And v : D2 → C

2 is a disk map with v|∂D2 = u|S1×{1}. Then

[v] ∈ π2(C
2, Lφ) and [u#v] ∈ π2(C

2, L). By the gluing property of Maslov index,

µ([u]) + µ([v]) = µ([u#v]),

and due to the minimal Maslov number NL = NLφ
= 2, we have

µ([u]) = Iµ([−x̃#x̄]) ∈ 2Z.

By (A.14) and (A.15), we fix a common capping for any point in the clean in-
tersection γ × {0} and let x be of Morse index 1 while y has Morse index 0 so
that

|x| = 1 and |y| = 0.

We assign similarly the absolute grading |p| := µ(p, p̄) for p with respect to a fixed
cap p̄ such that

|p| = 0 or 1.

It remains to determine the grading ̺(p). We put ̺(p) := ̺(p̄), and claim that

|̺(p)| := µ(̺(p), ̺(p̄)) = µ(p, p̄) =: |p|.
This can be shown as follows. By (A.7), we have

µ(p, ̺(p);B) = µ([̺(p), ̺(p̄)])− µ([p, p̄])

where ̺(p̄) = p̄#B with B = [−p̄#̺(p̄)] ∈ π2(p, ̺(p)). Similarly,

µ(̺(p), ̺(̺(p)); ̺∗(B)) = µ(̺(p), p;−B) = µ([p, p̄])− µ([̺(p), ̺(p̄)])

where ̺∗(B) = [−̺(p̄)#p̄] = −B ∈ π2(̺(p), p). Since ̺ is a symplectomorphism
and L,Lφ are both ̺-invariant, by the invariance of the Malsov index of Lagrangian
pair under symplectic action, c.f. [Oh15, Appendix C.1 (1)], we have

µ(̺(p), ̺(̺(p)); ̺∗(B)) = µ(p, ̺(p);B).

This verifies the claim.
The complex space (C2, dλstd) is a Liouville manifold, see Example A.17 (1). By

Appendix A.3, we can choose a generic admissible dλstd-compatible almost complex
structure J ∈ J (C2, dλstd) so that the F2-coefficient Morse-Bott Floer homology
HF∗(L,Lφ, f) of monotone Lagrangian tori L and Lφ with minimal Maslov index
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2 is well-defined as a Z/2Z-graded module, whereas with respect to the Novikov
ring Λ-coefficient, HF∗(L,Lφ, f ; Λ) is a bounded Z-graded Λ-module concentrated
in degree 0 and 1.

Proof of Theorem 1.6. Due to Lemma 2.3, we aim to find another ̺-invariant pair
of intersection points in L ∩ Lφ \ (γ × {0}) different from the {p, ̺(p)}. Primarily,
we observe that the Lagrangian torus L := l(γ×γ) in C2 can be evidently displaced
by translation, e.g. translating in z1-direction in C× C:

(z1, z2) 7→ (z1, z2) + z = (z1 + z, z2)

which is a Hamiltonian diffeomorphism for the corresponding translation Hamilton-
ian function in (C2, ωstd). The image of L under translation z = (z, 0) ∈ C×{0} is
denoted by Lz, when |z| is very large, then L∩Lz = ∅. Therefore, the Lagrangian
Floer homology vanishes:

HF∗(L,Lz; Λ) ∼= {0}.
By the Theorem A.16, we have isomorphisms:

(4.1) HF∗(L,Lφ, f ; Λ) ∼= HF∗(L,Lz; Λ).

Suppose there is only one ̺-invariant pair of intersection points {p, ̺(p)} outside
γ × {0} in L ∩ Lφ. Then the Euler characteristic can be computed as

χ(HF∗(L,Lφ, f ; Λ)) :=
∑

i=0,1

(−1)i rankΛHFi(L,Lφ, f ; Λ)

=
∑

i=0,1

(−1)i rankΛCFi(L,Lφ, f ; Λ)

=

{
2 if |p| = |̺(p)| = 0

−2 if |p| = |̺(p)| = 1

and meanwhile

χ(HF∗(L,Lz; Λ)) :=
∑

i=0,1

(−1)i rankΛHFi(L,Lz; Λ)

=
∑

i=0,1

(−1)i rankΛCFi(L,Lz; Λ)

= 0

which contradicts to (4.1). Thus, there must be also another pair {q, ̺(q)} of
intersection points outside γ × {0} in L ∩ Lφ.

degree 0

degree 1

p ̺(p)x

yq
̺(q) p ̺(p)

x

y

q ̺(q)

γ × {0} γ × {0}

This finishes the proof. �
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Remark 4.2. The Theorem 1.6 can also be proved in a purely differential topolog-
ical way via algebraic intersection number.1 We present the proof as follows: Recall
the algebraic intersection number X •Y of two closed oriented embedded submani-
folds X,Y in an oriented smooth manifold M such that X ⋔ Y is defined to be the
signed count of the intersection points, see Appendix B.1. It is well-known that the
sign of each intersection point does not depend on the choice of the positive bases,
and the number X • Y is well-defined as a homotopy invariant. Now take X = L
and Y = Lφ = Rφ(L) in M = C2. For a curve γ in the generic class, L intersects
with Lφ cleanly along γ × {0} and transversally outside of that part. To put it in
the totally transverse scenario, we perturb the autonomous Hamiltonian function
generating the rotation Rφ by a small Morse function:

Hε
φ = Hφ + εβf

where f is a perfect Morse function on γ×{0}, and β : C2 → R is a bump function
supported in a small tubular neighborhood U of γ ×{0} containing no intersection
points in L∩Lφ \ (γ×{0}), and ε > 0 is sufficiently small. The symplectic gradient
vector field of Hε

φ is given by

−J0 gradg0 Hφ − J0 gradg0 εβf

from which we can tell that the zeros of the vector field in U is exactly the two critical
points of f on γ × {0}. The time-1-flow yields a diffeomorphism ϕHε

φ
on L whose

image Lε
φ := ϕHε

φ
(L) coincides with Lφ outside of a small tubular neighborhood U

of γ ×{0}, and L∩Lε
φ has now only two transversal intersection points x0, x1 in U

and L∩Lε
φ \U = L∩Lφ \ (γ×{0}), namely L ⋔ Lε

φ. There is an obvious homotopy
between Lφ and Lε

φ, and due to the homotopy invariance of algebraic intersection
number, we put

L • Lφ := L • Lε
φ

which is clearly independent from the choices of f , ε, β, etc. Assume there is only
one pair of intersection points (p, ̺(p)) in L∩Lφ \ (γ ×{0}), then according to the
perturbation above, up to choice of orientation, we have

L • Lφ := L • Lε
φ = (sign(x0) + sign(x1)) + (sign(p) + sign(̺(p)))

= ±χ(γ × {0})± (1 + 1)

= ±χ(S1)± 2

= 0± 2

= ±2.

The first bracket sum is due to the following: First noticing the orientation signs
of x0, x1 ∈ L ∩ Lε

φ ⊂ C2 coincide with the orientation signs of them as intersection

point of sections (γ × {0}) ∩ J0 gradg0 εβf in vector bundle J0T (γ × {0}). This is,
up to a uniform sign, equal to the orientation signs of x0 and x1 as intersection
points of sections (γ×{0})∩gradg0 f in T (γ×{0}), which in fact are further equal
to the indices of x0 and x1 as zeros of gradient vector field gradg0 f in T (γ × {0}).
Hence the sum of the orientation signs of x0, x1 ∈ L∩Lε

φ coincides up to a uniform

sign with the sum of indices of zeros x0 and x1 of gradg0 f in T (γ × {0}), which
is the Euler characteristic by the Poincaré-Hopf theorem. More detail and general

1This was suggested by Kai Cieliebak to the author after his talk in the Oberseminar Differ-

entialgeometrie, Wintersemester 2023-2024, at the Universität Augsburg
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treatment of comuptung algebraic intersection number provided appearance of clean
intersection is referred to Appendix B. The second bracket sum is due to the fact
that ̺ is orientation preserving diffeomorphism, therefore p and ̺(p) must have the
same orientation signs. On the other hand, we know that L can be displaced away
from itself by some translational smooth isotopy, hence it is apparent that

L • Lφ = sign(∅) = 0.

This leads to a contradiction! Hence, the assumption must be wrong, and there
must be another pair of intersection point (q, ̺(q)) in L∩Lφ\(γ×{0}). In fact, the
Lagrangian Floer homology can be thought of as a ‘categorification’ of intersection
number in the sense that

χ(HF∗(L,Lφ, f ; Λ)) = L • Lφ

See Appendix B.4. In this spirit, these two proofs are well consistent.

5. Comments on a priori existence of rectangular peg

Our original goal is to prove the a prior existence (1.4) of inscribed rectangle with
aspect angle φ in any smooth Jordan curve γ using Floer theory circumventing the
non-existence of embedded Lagrangian Klein bottle in C2 used by Greene and Lobb
in [GL21]. Suppose γ lies in the generic class such that L ⋔ Lφ. Initially, there
might be an inclination to compute and anticipate a non-vanishing result

HF∗(L,Lφ, f) 6= {0}
in the Morse-Bott setting, leading one to anticipate a potential contradiction to

HF∗(L,Lz) = {0}
due to the invariance of Floer homology. A convenient choice of the ωstd-compatible
almost complex structure for computation is the ̺-invariant ones, i.e.

̺∗J = ̺∗ ◦ J ◦ ̺∗ = J.

The set of such almost complex structures is denoted by J Z/2Z(C2, ωstd), and it
is non-empty and contractible. Then a holomorphic strip u which does not lies
entirely in C × {0} will give rise to another one by applying the involution ̺, i.e.
u̺ := ̺ ◦ u solves the non-linear Cauchy-Riemann equation:

∂̄Ju
̺ :=

1

2
(d(̺ ◦ u) + J ◦ d(̺ ◦ u) ◦ i)

=
1

2
(̺∗ ◦ du+ J ◦ ̺∗ ◦ du ◦ i)

=
1

2
(̺∗ ◦ du+ ̺∗ ◦ J ◦ du ◦ i)

= ̺∗ ◦ ∂̄Ju
= 0

Then one would get zero contribution from such pair of holomorphic strips in the
boundary operator

∂ : CF∗(L,Lφ, f) → CF∗−1(L,Lφ, f).

However, it seems highly convincing that the holomorphic strip u0 filling the curve
γ × {0} in C × {0} with asymptotics x, y ∈ Crit(f) is regular for a generic choice
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of admissible {Jt}t∈[0,1] ⊂ J Z/2Z(C2, ωstd). E.g. one considers the standard almost
complex structure

J0 =

(
i 0
0 i

)

which is clearly ̺-invariant ωstd-compatible and admissible. One can show that u0

as a J0-holomorphic strip as above has Fredholm index ind(Du0 ∂̄J0) = 1 andDu0 ∂̄J0

is surjective, i.e. u0 is regular J0-holomorphic strip. If this is true, then there
would be a non-eliminatable contribution to the boundary operator by a regular
Jt-holomorphic strip u0 for a generic admissible {Jt}t∈[0,1] ⊂ J Z/2Z(C2, ωstd) with
im(u0) ⊂ C× {0} and ∂ im(u0) = γ × {0}. Assuming there is no intersection point
outside of γ×{0}, the Morse-Bott Floer complex regarded as a Z/2Z-graded chain
complex over F2 reads

· · · F2〈x〉 F2〈y〉 F2〈x〉 F2〈y〉 · · ·y 7→x x 7→2y y 7→x x 7→2y y 7→x

which is schematically depicted in the following picture:

and thus the Morse-Bott Floer homology turns out to be also vanishing:

HF∗(L,Lφ, f, Jt) = {0}.
Hence, we may not obtain the non-vanishing result in such a way, and the strategy
via contradiction argument sketched at the beginning would fail. Moreover, our
goal extends beyond merely establishing a prior existence result (1.4) for those
smooth Jordan curves in the generic class; we aspire to achieve it for general smooth
Jordan curve. One potential avenue is to show a degenerate Arnold conjecture-like
statement for the Lagrangian tori by studying the quantitative information of the
Lagrangian torus, e.g. the displacement energy.

Very recently, we promptly noticed a new preprint [GL24] by Greene and Lobb,
in which they have researched in a similar direction albeit in a different geometric
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setup. The Lagrangian tori considered therein are γ× γ and Φ1
ht
(Rθ(γ× γ)) where

Rθ is the time-θ flow of Hamiltonian function H = 1
4 |z1 − z2|2 which is rotation

around the diagonal ∆C ⊂ C2 by angle θ, and Φ1
ht

is the time-1 flow of a generic
non-degenerate time-dependent Hamiltonian function ht perturbing the Lagrangian
torus Rθ(γ × γ) so that γ × γ and Φ1

ht
(Rθ(γ × γ)) intersect transversely away

from ∆C, on which these two tori intersect cleanly and the clean intersection is
∆γ := {(p, p) ∈ γ × γ} ∼= γ. We make a remark here that γ × γ and Rθ(γ × γ) are
invariant under the symplectic involution

(z1, z2) 7→ (z2, z1)

whose fixed point set is ∆C, and (γ × γ)∩Rθ(γ× γ)∩∆C = ∆γ . Inspired from the
construction of Heegaard Floer homology, Greene and Lobb manage to establish a
version of Lagrangian Floer homology for these two Lagrangian tori as Z-graded
F2-module whose boundary operator only counts the holomorphic strips avoiding
the diagonal ∆C. This is similar to certain Floer homology of the complement of
suitable symplectic divisor (or codimension 2 symplectic submanifold) in a sym-
plectic manifold. We expect that the Floer homology in [GL24] can be established
analogously in the geometric setup we have considered in this paper for the La-
grangian tori L and Lφ, i.e. the ones in [GL21], where C × {0} plays the role of
∆γ , and yields the same non-vanishing result as [GL24, Theorem 2.23]. When γ
belongs to the generic class in Theorem 3.2, the triple (γ, θ, 0) would be admissible
in the sense of [GL24, Definition 2.3] adapted to our geometric setup. Then the
invariance of Floer homology plus the non-vanishing result imply the a priori exis-
tence of intersection point in L ∩ Lφ away from C × {0} for such γ, which would
weakly achieve the goal we describe at the beginning of this commentary section.

6. Generic doubling of cyclic quadrilateral pegs

In [GL23], Greene and Lobb consider a different geometric setup to obtain two
embedded Lagrangian tori in C2 with respect to ωstd from a smooth Jordan curve
γ ⊂ C as following:

T1 := Rφ(Fs(γ × γ)), T2 := Ft(γ × γ),

where s, t ∈ (0, 1
2 ]. The map

Fr : C2 → C
2

(z1, z2) 7→
(
(1 − r)z1 + rz2,

√
r(1 − r)(z1 − z2)

)

with r ∈ (0, 1
2 ] is a C-linear automorphism of C2, and

Rφ : C2 → C
2

(z1, z2) 7→ (z1, z2e
iφ)

with φ ∈ (0, π). Note that the maps Fs and Ft do not preserve ωstd, the two em-
bedded Lagrangian tori T1 and T2 are not related by Hamiltonian diffeomorphism.
In particular, T1 and T2 are in general no longer invariant under symplectic invo-
lution ̺ unless s = t = 1

2 . Moreover, there is no apparent symmetry for T1 and

T2 when s 6= 1
2 or t 6= 1

2 . Nevertheless, they have minimal Maslov number 2 by
[Vit90, Pol91], and intersect again cleanly along γ × {0}, c.f. [GL23, Lemma 2].
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Intersection points and pegs. By [GL23, Lemma 1], an intersection point in T1 ∩
T2 \ (γ × {0}), which is a solution of the equation

Rφ(Fs(A,C)) = Ft(B,D), A 6= C (⇔ B 6= D),

for A,B,C,D ∈ C gives rise to an inscribed cyclic quadrilateral on the curve γ

AD

X

BC

φ

with

s =
|AX |
|AC| , t =

|BX |
|BD| , φ = ∠AXB.

The triple (s, t, φ) determines the counterclockwise oriented cyclic quadrilateral
uniquely up to similarity, unless s = 1

2 or t = 1
2 in which case (s, t, φ) and (t, s, π−φ)

determine the same oriented cyclic quadrilateral up to similarity. When s = t = 1
2 ,

this recovers the geometric setup in [GL21] as described in §1.
The correspondence between intersection points in T1 ∩T2 \ (γ×{0}) and cyclic

quadrilaterals with data (s, t, φ) inscribed on γ is described as follows.

(1) If s 6= 1
2 or t 6= 1

2 , the intersection points are bijective to the inscribed cyclic
quadrilaterals.

(2) If s = t = 1
2 , this is the case as discussed in §2, Lemma 2.3.

Existence of pegs. After performing a Lagrangian surgery [GL23, p.933-934], the
resulting object T1#γ×{0}T2 is an immersed Lagrangian torus with minimal Maslov
number 4, c.f. [GL23, Proposition, p.434]. The self-intersection points in T1#γ×{0}T2

are one-to-one corresponding to intersection points in T1 ∩ T2 \ (γ × {0}). Thus,
if there were no self-intersection points in T1#γ×{0}T2, it would be an embedded

Lagrangian torus in C
2, whose minimal Maslov number must be 2 by [Vit90, Pol91].

This contradiction shows the a priori existence of inscribed cyclic quadrilateral with
any (s, t, φ) inscribed on any smooth Jordan curve γ, c.f. [GL23, Theorem, p.931].

Transversality. Mimicking the discussion in §3, a similar geometric transversality
result holds as follows.

Theorem 6.1. For any fixed data s, t ∈ (0, 12 ] and φ ∈ (0, π), there is a residual
set of smooth Jordan curves such that for every γ in the set, the corresponding
smooth Lagrangian tori T1 and T2 constructed in above way has only finitely many
transversal intersection points outside a small open neighborhood of γ × {0}.
We provide a sketch of proof which is completely similar to that of Theorem 3.2.
The only degenerate cyclic quadrilaterals, which needs to be circumvented, is A =
B = C = D. These amount to the clean intersection points γ × {0}. A map F in
analogy to that in the proof of Theorem 3.2 can be constructed as:

F : Embk(S1,C)× ((S1)4 \∆(S1)4

(1,2,3,4)) → C
2 × C

2

(γ, t1, t2, t3, t4) 7→ (Rφ(Fs(γ(t1)× γ(t2))), Ft(γ(t3)× γ(t4)))
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The set F−1(∆C2) can be shown to be a Banach submanifold similarly by implciit
function theorem, and the projection

π|F−1(∆
C2)

: F−1(∆C2) → Embk(S1,C)

(γ, t1, t2, t3, t4) 7→ γ

is a Fredholm map with Fredholm index 0, whose regular values amount to the
geometric transversal condition T1×T2 ⋔ ∆C2 in C2×C2 outside (γ×{0})×(γ×{0}),
in other words T1 ⋔ T2 in C2 outside γ × {0}. By Sard-Samle theorem, the Ck-
genericity statement follows. Further via the same argument at the end of the proof
of Theorem 3.2, the Ck-genericity can be promoted to C∞-genericity.

Doubling. In the current situation, the two embedded smooth Lagrangian tori T1

and T2 are not Hamiltonian isotopic to each other and even not monotone. The
Floer homology of monotone Lagrangian submanifolds introduced in Appendix A is
not applicable. Nevertheless, the computational formula for algebraic intersection
number of cleanly intersecting Lagrangian submanifolds, i.e. (B.4), is still valid.
Suppose now γ lies in the generic class in Theorem 6.1. Assume that there is only
one intersection point in T1 ∩ T2 \ (γ × {0}) due to the a priori existence result in
[GL23], then by (B.4), we have

T1 • T2 = ±χ(γ × {0})± 1

= ±1.

However, T1 and T2 can be displaced from each other by translation in C2, thus we
also have

T1 • T2 = sign(∅) = 0.

This contradiction leads to the existence of a second intersection point distinct from
the first one in T1 ∩ T2 \ (γ × {0}). This shows that for a generic class of smooth
Jordan curve there are two distinct cyclic quadrilateral pegs with (s, t, φ) such that
s 6= 1

2 or t 6= 1
2 by Theorem 6.1 together with the previous discussion on intersection

points and inscribed cyclic quadrilaterals. Combining with Theorem 1.6, we have
proved the following extended statement.

Theorem 6.2. For any fixed data s, t ∈ (0, 1
2 ] and φ ∈ (0, π) except s = t = 1

2
and φ = π

2 , there is a generic class of smooth Jordan curves such that any cyclic

quadrilateral in R2 with the fixed data (s, t, φ) admits at least two similar ones whose
vertices land distinctly on any curve in this generic class.

At the end, we make a comment similar to §5. We may consider whether there
could be a version of Lagrangian Floer homology for T1 and T2 in order to prove
the existence of cyclic quadrilateral pegs on smooth Jordan curves. The Floer
homology in [GL24] cannot be established for T1 and T2 straightforwardly due
to the fact that they are not monotone in general. The fact that T1 and T2 are
not Hamiltonian isotopic to each other in general causing much more difficulty for
computing intersection Lagrangian Floer homology to obtain a non-vanishing result
and conclude

T1 ∩ T2 \ (γ × {0}) 6= ∅,

presumably we could manage to establish the intersection Lagrangian Floer homol-
ogy from T1 and T2 in certain symplectic divisor complement removing C × {0}
which contains the clean intersection γ × {0}. Achieving such goal might heavily
rely on the study of the algebraic structure of Floer homology.
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Appendix A. Lagrangian Floer homology

The Floer homology of Lagrangian submanifolds was first introduced by Andreas
Floer, c.f. [Flo88I, Flo88II, Flo88III] in aspherical setting, and further extended to
more general setting, e.g. [Oh93, Oh95, Oh96], see also [FOOO09, Oh15]. In this
appendix, we give an overview of the Lagrangian Floer homology within the scope
of this paper.

A.1. Floer homology of monotone Lagrangian submanifolds. We consider
a monotone symplectic manifold (M,ω), i.e.

Ic1 = κIω

for some constant κ > 0, where Iω : π2(M) → R is the evaluation map of symplectic
area, and Ic1 : π2(M) → R is the evaluation map of the first Chern class c1(TM) ∈
H2(M ;Z). Suppose there are two compact Lagrangian submanifolds L0 and L1

which are monotone, namely

(A.1) Iω = τIµ

for some constant τ > 0, where Iω : π2(M,Li) → R is the evaluation map of the
symplectic area, and Iµ : π2(M,Li) → Z is the evaluation map of the Maslov class
µ ∈ H1(Λ(Cn);Z), for each i = 0, 1.

The symplectic action functional

(A.2) A([x, x̄]) = −
∫

[0,1]×[0,1]

x̄∗ω

is well-defined on the Novikov covering space

P̃(L0, L1)

of the path space with Largangian boundary condition:

P(L0, L1) := {x : [0, 1] → M : x(0) ∈ L0, x(1) ∈ L1}.
C.f. [FOOO09, §2.2], [Oh15, §13.4]. The Novikov covering space P̃(L0, L1) consists
of equivalence classes of pairs [x, x̄] where x̄ : [0, 1] × [0, 1] → M called the cap of
x satisfies x̄(1, ·) = x, x̄(0, ·) = ℓ0 ∈ P(L0, L1) (i.e. based point in path space),
x̄(·, 0) ∈ L0, x̄(·, 1) ∈ L1, and the equivalence relation is given by

(x, x̄) ∼ (x, x̃) :⇔ Iω(−x̄#x̃) = 0 = Iµ(−x̄#x̃).

The Deck transformation group is

(A.3) Γℓ0 := Γ(L0, L1; ℓ0) :=
π1(P(L0, L1), ℓ0)

ker(Iω) ∩ ker(Iµ)
,

where Iω : π1(P(L0, L1), ℓ0) → R and Iµ : π1(P(L0, L1), ℓ0) → Z, c.f. [FOOO09,

§2.2.1], [Oh15, §13.4]. The group Γℓ0 acts on P̃(L0, L1) transitively and effectively.
The critical points set of the action functional Crit(A) is the set of intersection
points between these two Lagrangian submanifolds together with capping, i.e.

Crit(A) ∼= (L0 ∩ L1)× π1(P(L0, L1), ℓ0).

The Floer complex is defined as follows. The Floer chain module is a free F2-
module generated by equivalence classes

[x, x̄] ∈ Crit(A)

ker(Iω) ∩ ker(Iµ)
∼= (L0 ∩ L1)× Γℓ0 ,
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i.e.
CF∗(L0, L1, ℓ0) :=

⊕

[x,x̄]∈(L0∩L1)×Γℓ0

F2〈[x, x̄]〉

and
CF∗(L0, L1) :=

⊕

ℓ0,i

CF∗(L0, L1, ℓ0,i),

in which ℓ0,i runs over the set of base points of connected components of P(L0, L1).
This is an infinitely generated F2-vector space. There is a natural Γℓ0-action en-
dowing CF∗(L0, L1, ℓ0) a F2[Γℓ0 ]-module structure: For any g ∈ Γℓ0 ,

(A.4) g · [x, x̄] = [x, g#x̄]

where the element g can be regarded as a map S1×[0, 1] → M satisfying g(·, 0) ∈ L0,
g(·, 1) ∈ L1.The boundary operator is given by counting rigid holomorphic strips
which is described as follows. We pick a smooth family {Jt}t∈[0,1] of ω-compatible
almost complex structures whose set is denoted by J (M,ω). This induces a smooth
family of Riemannian metrics gJt

(·, ·) = ω(·, Jt·), and further a L2-inner product

〈·, ·〉J :=

∫ 1

0

ω(·, Jt·)dt

on P(L0, L1) and hence on P̃(L0, L1). The negative L2-gradient flow equation of
the symplectic action functional A reads: Smooth map u : R× [0, 1] → M solving

(A.5)

{
∂su+ Jt∂tu = 0,

u(s, 0) ∈ L0, u(s, 1) ∈ L1.

This is literally the non-linear Cauchy-Riemann equation

∂̄Jt
u = 0

for J-holomorphic strip with boundary condition on L0 and L1 in terms of coor-
dinate (s, t) ∈ R× [0, 1]. The energy or the L2-norm of the J-holomorphic strip is
equal to its symplectic area:

E(u) :=

∫

R×[0,1]

‖∂su‖2Jt
ds ∧ dt

=
1

2

∫

R×[0,1]

(‖∂su‖2Jt
+ ‖∂tu‖2Jt

)ds ∧ dt

=

∫

R×[0,1]

u∗ω

When the energy of J-holomorphic strip is finite, i.e.

E(u) < ∞,

then the solution has asymptotic behavior:

lim
s→±∞

u(s, ·) = x± ∈ L0 ∩ L1

and
E(u) = A([x−, x̄−])−A([x+, x̄+])

if [x+, x̄+] = [x+, x̄−#u], vice versa. C.f. [FOOO09, §2.3.1], [Oh15, §13.9.1]. We
denote by

M(x−, x+; Jt) := M̃(x−, x+; Jt)/R
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the (unparameterized) moduli space of J-holomorphic strips with x± ∈ L0 ∩ L1 as
asymptotics, where

M̃(x−, x+; Jt) :=

{
u ∈ C∞(R× [0, 1],M) : u solves (A.5) with lim

s→±∞
u(s, ·) = x±

}

is the parameterized moduli space which carries a proper and transitive R-action by
shift of s-parameter. There is a decomposition

M̃(x−, x+; Jt) =
⋃

B∈π2(x−,x+)

M̃(x−, x+;B, Jt)

where π2(x−, x+) is the set of homotopy classes of maps u : [0, 1] × [0, 1] → M
relative to boundary u(0, ·) = x−, u(1, ·) = x+, u(·, 0) ∈ L0, u(·, 1) ∈ L1, it is a

subset in the relative homotopy group π2(M,L0∪L1). The space M̃(x−, x+;B, Jt)
consists of those J-holomorphic strips u with homotopy class [u] = B. The virtual
dimension of the moduli space is computed by Fredholm index of the Cauchy-
Riemann operator ∂̄Jt

at u (c.f. [Oh15, Theorem 15.3.2]):

(A.6) dimM̃(x−, x+;B, Jt) = ind(u) = µ(x−, x+;B)

where

ind(u) := ind(∂̄Jt
|u) := ind(Du∂̄Jt

)

is the Fredholm index of the Fredholm operator ∂̄Jt
|u associated to u, and

µ(x−, x+;B) ∈ Z

is the Maslov-Viterbo index of u introduced by [Vit87], see also [Flo88II], [FOOO09,
Definition 2.3.9], [Oh15, Definition 13.6.2]. The Maslov-Viterbo index of u can be
expressed as the difference of the Maslov-Morse index (definition refers to [FOOO09,
Definition 2.2.12], [Oh15, Definition 13.6.2]) of the pairs [x−, x̄−] and [x+, x̄+]:

(A.7) µ(x−, x+;B) = µ([x+, x̄+])− µ([x−, x̄−])

with x̄+ = x̄−#B. C.f. [FOOO09, Proposition 2.3.9], [Oh15, Proposition 13.6.3].
This formula is independent of the choice of the cap x̄−. In some nice situations,
one has transversality which would imply that, for a generic choice of {Jt}t∈[0,1] ⊂
J (M,ω), the parameterized moduli space M̃(x−, x+;B, Jt) is a smooth mani-
fold of expected dimension (A.6), and hence the (unparameterized) moduli space
M(x−, x+;B, Jt) is a smooth manifold of dimension

(A.8) dimM(x−, x+;B, Jt) = µ(x−, x+;B)− 1.

E.g. refer to the statement [Oh93, Proposition 3.3], [FOOO09, Theorem 2.3.11],
[Oh15, Theorem 15.1.3]. In general, the moduli space M(x−, x+; Jt) can be further
compactified due to Floer-Gromov convergence, by adding broken J-holomorphic
strips, J-holomorphic disks and J-holomorphic spheres (these lateral two are also
known as disk and sphere bubbling), into a compact space M(x−, x+; Jt) with
respect to Floer-Gromov topology. Provided above transversality, for a generic
choice of {Jt}t∈[0,1] ⊂ J (M,ω), the compact space M(x−, x+; Jt) is a stratified
space, whose strata are supposed to carry manifold structures. E.g. for the purpose
of defining Floer complex, we would like to have enough transversality so that the
0-dimensional stratum M0 is compact 0-dimensional manifold (i.e. finite point
set), and the 1-dimensional stratum M1 is a compact 1-dimensional manifold with
boundary ∂M1 = M0. The details for theses topological structures of moduli
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spaces are rather technical, for nice expositions, we refer to [FOOO09, Chapter 2],
[Oh15, §14, §15, §16]. Now with all the above necessary ingredients, the boundary
operator is written as

∂ : CF∗(L0, L1) → CF∗−1(L0, L1)

[x, x̄] 7→
∑

y∈L0∩L1

B∈π2(x,y)
µ(x,y;B)=1

#2M0(x, y;B, Jt)[y, ȳ]

where #2 stands for mod 2 count of the 0-dimensional moduli spaceM0(x, y;B, Jt).
In general, due to the formula (A.7), one can put a relative grading or an absolute
grading modulo some integer (i.e. a periodic grading) on the Floer complex provided
by the Maslov-Morse index (c.f. [Oh15, §13.9, p.65]): For the pair [x, x̄], due to
(A.4), the grading differs by

(A.9) µ([x, g#x̄]) = µ([x, x̄])− Iµ(g)

for g ∈ Γℓ0 , note that we can view the difference of various caps, i.e. (−x̃)#x̄ as
such an element g. See also [Flo88II], [Oh93, Lemma 4.7]. When the boundary
operator satisfies the condition

∂ ◦ ∂ = 0,

we say that the Lagrangian submanifolds are unobstructed. In such case, the La-
grangian Floer homology is well-defined:

HF∗(L0, L1) :=
ker(∂ : CF∗ → CF∗−1)

im(∂ : CF∗+1 → CF∗)
.

Otherwise, we say the Lagrangian submanifolds are obstructed, and there is anom-
aly. The appearance of anomaly often concerns the disk bubbling, c.f. [Oh95],
[FOOO09, §2.4], [Oh95, 16.4.2].

In the monotone case, as we have indicated at the beginning of this section, the
Lagrangian Floer homology is established by Yong-Geun Oh.

Theorem A.10 ([Oh93],[Oh95],[Oh15, §16]). Let L0, L1 be compact monotone La-
grangian submanifolds in a compact monotone symplectic manifold (M,ω) with
minimal Malsov number NL0, NL1 , and put N := min{NL0, NL1}.

(i) Suppose L0 ⋔ L1 and N ≥ 3. Then the Floer homology HF∗(L0, L1) is
well-defined as a F2-module with Z/NZ-grading.

(ii) Suppose N = 2, and L1 = ϕH(L0) with ϕH a Hamiltonian diffeomor-
phism generated by a non-degenerate Hamiltonian, i.e. L0 ⋔ ϕH(L0). Then
the Floer homology HF∗(L0, ϕH(L0)) is well-defined as a F2-module with
Z/NZ-grading.

In particular, the Floer homology HF∗(L0, L1) is independent of the choice of ω-
compatible almost complex structures and invariant under Hamiltonian diffeomor-
phisms.

Remark A.11. Since the compactified moduli spaceM1 of dimension 1 is involved
in the definition of boundary operator ∂ and the boundary stratum M0 = ∂M1

is relevant for the condition ∂2 = 0. These are all smooth manifolds in monotone
case, c.f. [Oh15, 16.4.2]. When N ≥ 3, there are only once-broken J-holomorphic
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strips, whose each component is of Maslov index 1, in the boundary stratum due
to dimensional reason.

L0

L1

2

L0

L1

1 1→

When N = 2, there are additionally J-holomorphic disks of Maslov index 2, i.e.
disk bubbling, in the boundary stratum. C.f. [Oh15, Theorem 16.4.4].

L0

L1

2 →

L0

L1

2

0

L0

L1

2

0

In particular, there is obstruction due the appearance of disk bubbling, namely the
boundary operator satisfies

(A.12) ∂ ◦ ∂ = ΦL0(pt.)− ΦL1(pt.).

where ΦLi
(pt.) is the one-point open Gromov-Witten invariant for Lagrangian sub-

manifolds Li, i = 0, 1 and pt. represents an arbitrary point in Li respectively, c.f.
[Oh15, Example 15.4.3, p.163]. If L1 = ϕH(L0) for some Hamiltonian diffeomor-
phism ϕH , then it is shown that the right hand side of (A.12) cancels, hence the
obstruction vanishes. C.f. [Oh95], [Oh15, §16.4.2].

It is more delightful to work with a Z-graded bounded chain complex and ho-
mology instead of the N -periodic unbounded chain complex and homology. For
this purpose, we introduce the universal Novikov ring over F2 and define the Floer
homology with such coefficient.

Λ :=

{
∞∑

i=0

ciT
ai

∣∣∣∣∣ ci ∈ F2, ai ∈ R≥0, lim
i→∞

ai = ∞
}

(A.13)

where T is a formal parameter, and in the monotone case withN := min{NL0, NL1},
one can put the grading |T | = −N on it. A systematic discussion of Novikov rings
can be found in [FOOO09, §2.2.1, §2.4.3, §5.1], [Oh15, §13.4, §13.8]. The Floer
complex is now defined as the free Λ-module finitely generated by L0 ∩ L1, i.e.

CF∗(L0, L1; Λ) =
⊕

x∈L0∩L1

F2〈x〉 ⊗F2 Λ.

The boundary operator is

∂ : CF∗(L0, L1; Λ) → CF∗−1(L0, L1; Λ)

x 7→
∑

y∈L0∩L1

B∈π2(x,y)
µ(x,y;B)=1

#2M0(x, y;B, Jt)y ⊗ Tω(B)
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given by the mod 2 count of 0-dimensional moduli spaceM0(x, y;B) of J-holomorphic
strips of homotopy class B ∈ π2(x, y) with intersection points x and y as asymp-
totics. By assuming 〈c1(TM), π2(M)〉 = 0, due to [Flo88II, Theorem 4], and fixing
a cap for each x ∈ L0 ∩L1, we provide an absolute Z-grading of the Floer complex.
In this sense, we obtain a Z-graded Floer homology

HF∗(L0, L1; Λ) := H∗(CF∗(L0, L1; Λ), ∂)

as Λ-module which is also invariant under Hamiltonian diffeomorphisms. In par-
ticular, when the set of intersection points L0 ∩L1 is finite, the Floer complex is a
bounded Z-graded chain complex over Λ, and so is the Floer homology a bounded
Z-graded Λ-module.

A.2. Morse-Bott Floer homology. Lagrangian Floer theory in the Morse-Bott
setting was introduced and developed in [Po94, Fra03, FOOO09, Sch16]. We follow
the cascade approach in [Fra03, Sch16]. Assume L0 and L1 intersect cleanly, namely
L0∩L1 consists of a disjoint union of connected submanifolds. Suppose C ⊆ L0∩L1,
then TpL0 ∩ TpL1 = TpC ∀p ∈ C. The action functional (A.2) is a Morse-Bott
function on the path space in the sense that

ker
(
HessA|TpP(L0,L1)

)
= TpC, ∀p ∈ C.

Suppose

L0 ∩ L1 =
⊔

i∈I

Ci

where each Ci is a connected closed submanifold. We choose auxiliary Morse func-
tions fi on Ci. The Floer chain Λ-module is now freely generated by critical points
of Morse function x ∈ Crit(fi), i ∈ I:

CF∗(L0, L1, {fi}; Λ) :=
⊕

i∈I

⊕

x∈Crit(fi)

Λ〈x〉.

The grading of x ∈ Crit(fi) is now given by

(A.14) |x| = indfi(x) + µ([x, x̄])− 1

2
dimCi, i ∈ I,

where indfi(x) is the Morse index of x, and x̄ is a fixed capping of x in a canonical
way (c.f.[FOOO09, §3.7 (3.7.49)]) such that µ([x, x̄]) stays the same for all points
x ∈ Ci. Therefore, one can assign an integral grading µ(Ci) for each Morse-Bott
component Ci in L0 ∩ L1 by [Fra03, Appendix C, p.177], [Sch16, §9.1.2]:

(A.15) µ(Ci) := µ([x, x̄])− 1

2
dimCi, i ∈ I.

To define the boundary operator, a generalization of Floer trajectories called cas-
cades is counted. The formal definition of trajectories with cascades can be found
in [Fra03, Definition C.22], [Sch16, §9.1.1]. These are tuples of J-holomorphic
strips (or Floer trajectories) and Morse trajectories connecting the critical points
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in sequel.

C1

C2

C3

− grad f1

− gradA

−gradA

−gradf2

−gradf3

For generic choice of {Jt}t∈[0,1] ⊂ J (M,ω) and Riemannian metric g on L0∩L1, the
(unparameterized) moduli space M(x, y; Jt, g) of cascades connecting x ∈ Crit(fi)
and y ∈ Crit(fj) is a smooth manifold of dimension |x| − |y| − 1. C.f. [Fra03,
Theorem C.23], [Sch16, §9.2.1]. There is also a Floer-Gromov compactification for
the moduli space of cascades, c.f. [Sch16, §9.2.2]. And in the monotone setting,
despite the broken trajectories, disk bubbling can also appear, refer to Remark
A.11. The boundary operator

∂ : CF∗(L0, L1, {fi}; Λ) → CF∗−1(L0, L1, {fi}; Λ)

is defined similarly as before by mod 2 count of M0(x, y; Jt, g).
In the monotone setting as before, we obtain the following.

Theorem A.16 ([Fra03, Appendix C.4],[Sch16, §9.3]). The Floer homology

HF∗(L0, L1, {fi}, Jt, g; Λ) := H∗(CF∗(L0, L1, {fi}; Λ), ∂)

is well-defined, independent of the choice of ({fi}, Jt, g). Moreover it is invariant
under Hamiltonian diffeomorphism. Namely, there is a canonical isomorphism

HF∗(L0, L1, {fi}, Jt, g; Λ) ∼= HF∗(L0, ϕH(L1), {f̃j}, J̃t, g̃; Λ)

for any ϕH ∈ Ham(M,ω) such that L intersects with ϕH(L) cleanly, ({fi}, Jt, g)
and ({f̃j}, J̃t, g̃) are two arbitrary generic choices of collection of admissible data.

A.3. Liouville manifold. The previous discussions for Floer homology are all set-
tled in compact (closed) symplectic manifolds. There is suitable generalization to
non-compact symplectic manifolds, e.g. exact symplectic manifolds. In particular,
we focus on the most studied case called the Liouville manifold. A Liouville man-
ifold is an exact symplectic manifold (M,dλ) with a primitive λ called Liouville
1-form, and a complete Liouville vector field Z, i.e. iZdλ = λ, and an exhaustion by
Liouville domains. More precisely, a Liouville domain is a compact exact symplec-
tic manifold (W,dλ) with contact type boundary ∂W (i.e. α := λ|∂W is a contact
1-form) such that the Liouville vector field Z, which is uniquely determined by the
Liouville 1-form, is pointing outwards along ∂W . The completion of a Liouville

domain (W,dλ) denoted by (Ŵ , dλ̂) is obtained by gluing the symplectization of
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∂W to the Liouville domain W in the following way: The negative part of sym-
plectization of ∂W is embedded onto a tubular neighborhood of ∂W in W via the
flow of Liouville vector field

((0, 1]× ∂W, d(rα)) →֒ (W,dλ)

(r, x) 7→ ϕZ
ln r(x),

while the positive part ([1,∞)×∂W, d(rα)) is attached along the boundary ∂W by

identifying ∂W with {1} × ∂W . The λ̂ denotes the 1-form globally constructed as

above in Ŵ such that λ̂|W = λ and λ̂|[1,∞)×∂W = d(rα), and the Liouville vector
field Z on [1,∞) × ∂W is given by r∂r. Then Liouville manifold is nothing else
than the completion of a Liouville domain.

Example A.17. The most common examples are the following.

(1) (R2n, dλstd) has Liouville domains as 2n-disk (D2n, dλstd) with Liouville
1-form

λstd =
1

2

n∑

i=1

(xidyi − yidxi),

and Liouville vector field

Z =
1

2

n∑

i=1

(xi∂xi
+ yi∂yi

),

where (x1, y1, . . . , xn, yn) ∈ R
2n.

(2) (T ∗Q, dλcan) the cotangent bundle of a connected closed Riemannian n-
manifold Q has Liouville domain as codisk bundle (D∗Q, dλcan) with Liou-
ville 1-form

λcan =

n∑

i=1

pidqi,

and Liouville vector field

Z =
n∑

i=1

pi∂pi
,

where (q1, . . . , qn, p1, . . . , pn) ∈ T ∗Q.

Lagrangian Floer theory for Liouville manifolds are introduced and established
in [AS10] with certain exact Lagrangian submanifolds as objects. One of the most

important feature is that they provide a natural choice of dλ̂-compatible almost
complex structure J , which is said to be of contact type on [r0,∞)× ∂W for some
r0 ≥ 1:

λ̂ ◦ J = rdr

where r ∈ [1,∞). This is equivalent to J(r∂r) = R where R is the Reeb vector field

of the contact form α on ∂W , i.e. iRα = 1 and iRdα = 0. Then an dλ̂-compatible
almost complex structure J is admissible if it is of contact type for r0 ≫ 1. By
maximum principle and similar type of argument, c.f. [AS10, §7], there is C0-bound
of the Floer trajectories or J-holomorphic strips, which is required to obtain the
Floer-Gromov compactness for the moduli spaces. See also [Oh15, §12.3] for the
treatment in cotangent bundles specially. Another important feature in Liouville
manifold is that there is no non-constant J-holomorphic sphere due to exactness of
the symplectic manifold, hence sphere bubbling is forbidden by geometric reason.
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The Floer theory for compact monotone Lagrangian submanifolds in a Liouville
manifold instead of exact Lagrangian submanifolds can be established similarly in
the geometric setting with convex type compatible almost complex structure. This
is studied e.g. in T ∗Sn [AD23], in which Morse-Bott technique is also involved. For
our purpose, we do not need a full Lagrangian Floer theory with higher algebraic
structures, instead we only need to established the Lagrangian Floer homology
for closed monotone Lagrangian submanifolds in Liouville manifold. Due to above
discussions, there is a generic choice of admissible compatible almost complex struc-
ture such that all the statements for moduli spaces in Appendix A.1 and Appendix
A.2 still hold in Liouville manifold, and the desired Lagrangian Floer homology is
well-defined.

Appendix B. Algebraic intersection number for clean intersections

Urs Frauenfelder, Zhen Gao

In this appendix, we introduce the notion of clean normal bundle over a clean
intersection. The algebraic intersection number can be computed directly in terms
of the Euler number of the clean normal bundle. In the special case of Lagrangian
intersections the clean normal bundle coincides with the tangent bundle of the
intersection.

B.1. Introduction. Suppose throughout the appendix that M is an oriented man-
ifold and L1 and L2 are two closed connected oriented submanifolds of M of com-
plementary dimension, i.e.

dimM = dimL1 + dimL2.

If L1 and L2 intersect transversally in the sense that for each intersection point
p ∈ L1 ∩ L2 it holds that

TpM = TpL1 + TpL2

then one defines the algebraic intersection number

L1 • L2 ∈ Z

as the signed count of intersection points of L1 and L2. The sign is determined
as follows. If p ∈ L1 ∩ L2 choose positively ordered basis [v1, . . . , vl1 ] of TpL1 and
[w1, . . . , wl2 ] of TpL2, where we abbreviate by l1 the dimension of L1 and by l2 the
dimension of L2. If [v1, . . . , vl1 , w1, . . . , wl2 ] is a positively oriented basis of TpM ,
we put sign(p) = 1 and otherwise in the case where it is a negatively oriented basis
we put sign(p) = −1. Then we define

(B.1) L1 • L2 =
∑

p∈L1∩L2

sign(p).

The algebraic intersection number is a homotopy invariant. C.f. [Hir12, Chapter 5,
Theorem 2.1]. Therefore one can define it as well for non-transverse intersections.
Namely after small perturbation one can achieve that the two submanifolds inter-
sect transversally so that one can define it for a transverse perturbation which by
homotopy invariance does not depend on the choice of the perturbation.

Although generically two submanifolds intersect transversally in practise one
quite often faces the situation where this is not the case. The reason for this is
that we often consider the situtation where a Lie group G acts on the manifold
M . If the two submanifolds are invariant under the action of the Lie group, their
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intersection L1∩L2 is invariant as well and therefore intersection points are usually
not isolated but come as whole G-orbits. For that reason one frequently has to deal
with the case of clean intersections, in the sense that the intersection L0 ∩ L1 is
itself a disjoint union of connected submanifolds (possibly of various dimensions)
in M with the property that for each p ∈ L0 ∩ L1 one has

Tp(L0 ∩ L1) = TpL1 ∩ TpL2.

In this note we want to discuss a formula, how to compute the algebraic intersection
number directly in the case of a clean intersection without perturbing. For that
purpose we introduce the clean normal bundle (refer to section section B.2)

νclC → C

for each connected component C in L0 ∩ L1. The rank of the vector bundle νclC
satisfies

(B.2) rank(νclC ) = dimC.

Moreover, the total space of the clean normal bundle has a canonical orientation
induced from the orientations of L1, L2, and M . The the total space of the clean
normal bundle is canonically oriented as manifold, however, the clean normal bundle
does not need to be orientable as vector bundle, since we do not assume that the
intersection C is orientable.2 We can in view of (B.2) define the Euler characteristic

χ(νclC ) ∈ Z

for every connected component C ⊂ L0∩L1. We do not need for that an orientation
of C. See §B.3 for more detail. We derive a formula for algebraic intersection
number in terms of this Euler characteristic

(B.3) L1 • L2 =
∑

C∈C(L1∩L2)

χ(νclC ).

In particular, when L1 and L2 are two Lagrangian submanifolds intersecting cleanly
in a symplectic manifold (M,ω), we obtain:

(B.4) L1 • L2 =
∑

C∈C(L1∩L2)

sign(C)χ(C).

2A (real) vector bundle over a manifold E
π
−→ B is orientable if and only if w1(E) ∈

H1(B; Z/2Z) vanishes. The total space E is oriented as a manifold means that its tangent bundle
TE is an oriented vector bundle over the space E. The tangent bundle of E has non-canonical
splitting

TE ∼= π∗TB ⊕ π∗E.

By the Whitney product formula:

w1(TE) = w0(π
∗TB) ⌣ w1(π

∗E) +w1(π
∗TB) ⌣ w0(π

∗E)

= π∗w1(E) + π∗w1(TB).

If B is orientable, i.e. w1(TB) = 0, then w1(TE) = π∗w1(E), as TE is an oriented vector
bundle, we have w1(TE) = 0 = w1(E), hence E is an oriented vector bundle over B. If B is
non-orientable, then we have 0 = w1(E) + w1(TB), this implies that w1(E) ≡ w1(TB) mod 2,
thus E is a non-orientable vector bundle over B.
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B.2. The clean normal bundle. We assume that L1 and L2 intersect cleanly,
i.e. L1 ∩L2 is a disjoint union of connected submanifolds. We denote by TCL1 and
TCL2 the restriction vector bundle of TL1 and TL2 to C, i.e.

TCL1 := TL1|C =
⊔

p∈C

TpL1,

and

TCL2 = TL2|C =
⊔

p∈C

TpL2;

one can also view them as pullback bundles of TL1 and TL2 along the inclusions
C →֒ L1 and C →֒ L2. Over C ∈ C(L0 ∩ L1) we have the following three vector
bundles

TCL1 TC TCL2

C

We perform the fiber sum (distinguishing from Whitney sum) of the vector bundles
TCL1 and TCL2 over C to obtain a new vector bundle

TCL1 + TCL2

C

whose fiber over a point p ∈ C is given by the sum of vector spaces

TpL1 + TpL2 ⊂ TpM.

In particular, the vector bundle TCL1 + TCL2 is a subbundle of the vector bundle
TCM := TM |C . We define the clean normal bundle as the quotient bundle:

(B.5) νclC :=
TCM

TCL1 + TCL2
.

It is clear that νclC ⊆ νC where νC = TCM/TC is the ordinary normal bundle of C
in M . Abbreviating the dimensions as

n = dimC, m = dimM, l1 = dimL1, l2 = dimL2

we have

rank(TCL1 + TCL2) = l1 + l2 − n

and therefore using that L1 and L2 are of complementary dimension in M , so that
l1 + l2 = m, we obtain for the rank of the clean normal bundle over C:

rank(νclC ) = rank(TCM)− rank(TCL1 + TCL2)

= m− (l1 + l2 − n)

= n.

In order to avoid the necessity to discuss trivial cases, we have assumed that

l1 > 0, l2 > 0.



GENERIC DOUBLING OF RECTANGULAR PEGS 33

Orientation. We next explain how the orientations of L1, L2 and M induce an
orientation on the total space of νclC . For that purpose we assume that p ∈ C. We
consider several cases:

Case 1: Assume that 0 < n < min{l1, l2}.
In other words, n is positive and smaller than l1 as well as l2. Choose an
ordered basis of TpC:

B(TpC) = [v1, . . . , vn].

Extend this basis to a positively oriented basis of TpL1:

Bp(TpL1) = [v1, . . . , vn, w1, . . . wl1−n],

and to a positively oriented basis of TpL2:

B(TpL2) = [u1, . . . ul2−n, v1, . . . , vn].

In contrast to TpL1, where the additional basis vectors are added after the
basis vectors of TpC, the basis vectors for TpL2 are added before the ones
of TpC. Now extend the union of these two bases to a positively oriented
basis of TpM :

B(TpM) = [u1, . . . , ul2−n, v1, . . . , vn, w1, . . . wl1−n, ξ1, . . . , ξn].

Abbreviate by

π : TpM → νclC |p
the projection map of TpM onto the space νclC |p. Then
π : (u1, . . . , ul2−n, v1, . . . , vn, w1, . . . wl1−n, ξ1, . . . , ξn) 7→ (ξ1, . . . , ξn)

and

B(T(p,0)ν
cl
C ) = [v1, . . . , vn, ξ1, . . . , ξn]

is an ordered basis of T(p,0)ν
cl
C

∼= TpC ⊕ νclC |p. We define an orientation

on the total space of νclC by declaring this basis to be positively oriented.
This does not depend on the choices involved. Indeed, let us change the
orientation of TpC by replacing vi by −vi for any i ∈ {1, . . . , n}. In order to
meet the requirement that B(TpL1) and B(TpL2) are ordered bases with
respect to the given orientations on TpL1 respectively TpL2 we replace wi

by −wi respectively ui by −ui, so that two of the basis vectors change
sign. In order that B(TpM) is still an ordered basis of TpM we replace
in additional ξi by −ξi so that four of the basis vectors change sign. Now
in the basis B(T(p,0)ν

cl
C ), the vectors vi and ξi change sign, so that the

orientation of T(p,0)ν
cl
C does not change.

Case 2: Assume that n = l1 < l2.
In this case the orientation of L1 induces an orientation of C, so that we
start with a positively oriented basis of TpL1 = TpC. We extend this basis
to a positively oriented basis of TpL2 as in Case 1 by adding the additional
basis vector before the ones of TpL1 = TpC. We extend this basis further to
a positively oriented basis of TpM . As in Case 1 this induces an orientation
on T(p,0)ν

cl
C .

Case 3: Assume that n = l2 < l1.
This case is analogous to Case 2 just with the roles of L1 and L2 inter-
changed.
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Case 4: Assume that n = l1 = l2.
In this case νclC coincides with the usual normal bundle νC of C in M . An
orientation of C together with the orientation of M induces an orientation
on the normal bundle which together with the orientation on C gives an
orientation on the total space of the normal bundle. This orientation of the
total space is independent of the choice of the orientation of C since flipping
the orientation of C also flips the orientation of the normal bundle so that
the orientation on the total space does not change. If the orientation of L1

and L2 along C agree, endow the total space of the normal bundle with its
canonical orientation. Otherwise in the case where the orientations of L1

and L2 along C are opposite, endow the total space with the orientation
which is opposite to the canonical one.

Case 5: Assume that n = 0.
In this case C = {p} is a single point at which the manifolds L0 and L1

intersect transversely. The clean normal bundle νclC as well just consists of
the point {(p, 0)}. An orientation of a point is just the assignment of a sign
to the point. We endow it with the sign sign(p) as discussed before (B.1).
This finishes the discussion of the orientation of the total space of νcl{p}.

Suppose now that (M,ω) is a symplectic manifold and L1 and L2 are oriented
Lagrangian submanifolds of M intersecting cleanly. Because the symplectic form
is nondegenerate, the normal bundle of any submanifold can be identified with the
symplectic orthogonal complement. Moreover, since L1 and L2 are Lagrangian, we
have in particular

TL1 = TL⊥ω
1 , TL2 = TL⊥ω

2 .

Lemma B.6. Let L1 and L2 be Largangian submanifolds intersecting cleanly.
There is a vector bundle isomorphism:

νclC
∼= TC

for each C ∈ C(L1 ∩ L2).

Proof. We first show that there is vector bundle isomorphism

νclC
∼= (TCL1 + TCL2)

⊥ω.

Note that in general at each p ∈ C:

(TpL1 + TpL2) ∩ (TpL1 + TpL2)
⊥ω 6= {0}.

Recall for a symplectic vector space (V, ω) and subspace W ⊂ V , we have

dimV = dimW + dimW⊥ω.

In particular,

V = W ⊕W⊥ω,

i.e.

W ∩W⊥ω = {0}
holds if and only if W is symplectic subspace. Note that this is not a necessary
condition for above dimension formula. However, TpL1 + TpL2 ⊂ TpM is clearly
not symplectic subspace in general. So the way we show this is by making use of
tangent-cotangent isormophisms via ω:

TpM ∼= T ∗
pM, TpL1

∼= T ∗
pL1, TpL2

∼= T ∗
pL2.
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Thus, we have isormophism

νclC
∼= T ∗

CM

T ∗
CL1 + T ∗

CL2
.

At each p ∈ C:

T ∗
pM = {ω(X, ·) : X ∈ TpM},

T ∗
pL1 + T ∗

pL2 = {ω(X, ·) : X ∈ TpL1 + TpL2}.

Therefore

T ∗
pM

T ∗
pL1 + T ∗

pL2
= {ω(X, ·) : X ∈ TpM, ω(Y, ·) = 0 ∀Y ∈ TpL1 + TpL2},

and applying cotangent-tangent isomorphism via ω−1,

T ∗
pM

T ∗
pL1 + T ∗

pL2

∼= {X ∈ TpM : ω(X,Y ) = 0 ∀Y ∈ TpL1 + TpL2}

= (TpL1 + TpL2)
⊥ω .

Hence, we obtain the desired isomorphism at the beginning, and

νclC
∼= (TCL1 + TCL2)

⊥ω

= (TCL1)
⊥ω ∩ (TCL2)

⊥ω

= TCL1 ∩ TCL2

= TC.

This completes the proof. �

Remark B.7. Alternatively, Lemma B.6 can be also proved by using compatible
almost complex structure. By definition, at each p ∈ C, we have splitting:

TpM = (TpL1 + TpL2)⊕ νclC |p.

On the other hand, let J be a ω-compatible almost complex structure, we have

TpL1 ∩ JTpL1 = {0}, TpL2 ∩ JTpL2 = {0}.

This yields that

(TpL1 + TpL2) ∩ JTpC = {0}.
Thus, by dimension reason, we have

TpM = (TpL1 + TpL2)⊕ JTpC.

Therefore, we have the identification of vector bundles:

νclC = JTC.

We conclude that there is an isomorphism of vector bundles

νclC
∼= TC

given by the almost complex structure J .

B.3. Euler characteristic and algebraic intersection number.
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Euler characteristic of vector bundles. Let E → B be a real vector bundle (not
necessarily orientable) over a closed connected manifold B satisfying

rank(E) = dimB =: n.

Assume in addition that the total space E is oriented as manifold. We then define
the Euler characteristic χ(E) ∈ Z as follows: If n = 0, the total space E is just
a single point and an orientation is the assignment of a sign to the point. In this
case the Euler characteristic is just this sign. Suppose now that n > 0. Choose a
smooth section

σ : B → E

transverse to the zero section, i.e. σ ⋔ B. This is in fact a generic property for
σ ∈ Γ(E) and the zero locus σ−1(0) is a discrete finite set given B compact. If
p ∈ B is a zero of σ, define the sign of p, sign(p), as follows. Choose an ordered
basis of TpB

B(TpB) = [v1, . . . , vn].

Since s is transverse to the zero section, the ordered set

B(TpE) = [v1, . . . , vn, Dσp(v1), . . . , Dσp(vn)]

is a basis of TpE. If this ordered basis is positively oriented with respect to the
given orientation on E we define sign(p) = +1 and otherwise sign(p) = −1. This
definition does not depend on the choice of the basis B(TpB). Indeed, pick any
i ∈ {1, . . . , n}, if vi changes sign, then as well Dσp(vi) changes sign, so that we
have two sign changes in B(Ep). In particular, we need only the orientation of the
total space E to define its Euler characteristic but no orientation of the base B.
The Euler characteristic of E is given by the formula

(B.8) χ(E) :=
∑

p∈σ−1(0)

sign(p) = B • S

where S := im(σ). Due to homotopy invariance of algebraic intersection number,
this quantity is a well-defined homotopy invariant and independent of choice of
transversal section. This is a mild generalization of [Hir12, Chapter 5, §2]. The
rank n vector bundle over a smooth n-manifold is only requited to have oriented
total space instead of being oriented vector bundle. In particular, when E → B is
an oriented (real) vector bundle, we have the expression in terms of characteristic
class:

χ(E) = 〈e(E), [B]〉
where e(E) ∈ Hn(B;Z) is the Euler class of E and [B] ∈ Hn(B;Z) is the funda-
mental class of B given it is compact oriented. C.f. [Bre93, Chapter VI, §12].

Algebraic intersection number. We are now in position to write down a formula for
the algebraic intersection number for a clean intersection. Abbreviate by C(L0∩L1)
the set of connected components of L0 ∩ L1. Then the formula is

(B.3) L1 • L2 =
∑

C∈C(L1∩L2)

χ(νclC ).

Using a transverse section of the clean normal bundle, one can perturb L2 locally
around C to make the intersection transverse so that the signed count of intersection
points of L1 with the perturbed L2 corresponds to the signed count of zeros of this
transverse section which defines the Euler characteristic of clean normal bundle,
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referring to the discussion of orientation of the clean normal bundle determined
by that of L1, L2,M in §B.2. Therefore, one sees that the right hand side of the
formula above indeed computes the algebraic intersection number.

Example B.9. We first confirm that this formula coincides with (B.1) in the special
case of a transversal intersection. For a transversal intersection we have

C(L1 ∩ L2) = {{p} : p ∈ L1 ∩ L2}

and for every p ∈ L1 ∩ L2 it holds that

νcl{p} = {p} × {0}

So that the clean normal bundle is just a signed point for which one gets

χ(νcl{p}) = sign(p).

Example B.10. Another well-known case of formula (B.3) is the case L1 = L2 = L
giving rise to the algebraic self-intersection number. In this case the clean normal
bundle is just the usual normal bundle endowed with its canonical orientation if
the orientations of L1 and L2 agree and otherwise endowed with the opposite ori-
entation. In this case (B.3) simplifies to

L1 • L2 = L • L = χ(νclL ) = χ(νL).

In particular, when L1 = L2 = ∆M ⊂ M ×M , we have

χ(TM) = ∆M •∆M = χ(νcl∆M
) = χ(ν∆M

).

In this case, one can see that actually

νcl∆M
= ν∆M

=
⊔

(p,p)∈M×M

TpM × TpM

T(p,p)∆M

∼=
⊔

p∈M

TpM = TM

by referring to section B.2 for the definition of clean normal bundle in this case.

We finally discuss the case of Lagrangian intersections. We assume that (M,ω)
is a symplectic manifold and L1 and L2 are oriented Lagrangian submanifolds of
M intersecting cleanly. As a symplectic manifold M is endowed with a canonical
orientation determined by the volume form 1

n!ω
n. In this case, the clean normal

bundle coincides with the tangent bundle of C. This correspondence is not neces-
sarily an isomorphism of oriented manifolds. Note that the tangent bundle of any
manifold C carries a canonical orientation as manifold. If C is closed, the Euler
characteristic of the canonically oriented tangent bundle coincides with the Euler
characteristic of the manifold, i.e. χ(TC) = χ(C).

Assume now all connected components of the intersection of L1 and L2 are closed.
Let C ∈ C(L1 ∩ L2), we associate to C a sign

sign(C) ∈ {±1}

as follows. If the orientations of νclC agrees with the canonical orientation of TC
under the isomorphism in Lemma B.6, we put sign(C) = +1, and otherwise
sign(C) = −1. Thus, we have

(B.11) χ(νclC ) = sign(C)χ(TC).
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With these conventions, (B.3) simplifies in the case of a clean Lagrangian intersec-
tion to

(B.4) L1 • L2 =
∑

C∈C(L1∩L2)

sign(C)χ(C).

B.4. Categorification. We give a direct proof of the formula

(B.12) χ(HF∗(L1, L2, {fi}; Λ)) = L1 • L2

utilizing (B.4) whenever the Lagrangian Floer homology HF∗(L1, L2, {fi}; Λ) is
well-defined for the pair of oriented Lagrangian submanifolds L1 and L2 intersecting
cleanly whose chain complex CF∗(L1, L2, {fi}; Λ) is Z-graded via Maslov index and
finitely generated over Λ in each degree.

Suppose

L1 ∩ L2 =
⊔

i∈I

Ci

where I is a finite set, and each Ci is connected oriented closed submanifold. The
Floer complex in the Morse-Bott setting is generated by the critical points of aux-
iliary Morse functions fi defined on each Ci:

CF∗(L1, L2, {fi}; Λ) :=
⊕

k∈Z

⊕

x∈
⊔

i∈I

Crit(fi)

|x|=k

Λ〈x〉

where we recall the grading is given by (A.14) and (A.15). The Euler characteristic
of the homology, due to finiteness assumption, is computed by

χ(HF∗(L1, L2, {fi}; Λ)) :=
∑

k∈Z

(−1)k rankΛHFk(L1, L2, {fi}; Λ)

=
∑

k∈Z

(−1)k rankΛCFk(L1, L2, {fi}; Λ)

=
∑

k∈Z

∑

x∈
⊔

i∈I

Crit(fi)

|x|=k

(−1)|x|

=
∑

i∈I

(−1)µ(Ci)
∑

x∈Crit(fi)

(−1)indfi
(x)

It is well-known that

(B.13)
∑

x∈Crit(fi)

(−1)indfi
(x) = χ(Ci).

The parity of the Maslov-Morse index (−1)µ(Ci) is equal to the orientation sign of
Ci up to a global sign, i.e.

(B.14) (−1)µ(Ci) = ± sign(Ci).

This can be seen as follows. According to [FOOO09, §2.2.2], when the Lagrangian
submanifolds L1 and L2 are oriented, the definition of the Maslov-Morse index
involves a choice of section of the oriented Lagrangian Grassmannian bundle fitting
in the orientation of L1 and L2, therefore the Maslov-Morse index at a intersection
point in L1 ∩L2 is the orientation sign of the intersection point up to a global sign
depending on the convention, this is also discussed by Paul Seidel, see [Sei00, §2.d,



GENERIC DOUBLING OF RECTANGULAR PEGS 39

(vi)]. Further due to [FOOO09, §3.7 (3.7.49)], the parity of the Maslov-Morse index
for every point in Morse-Bott component Ci is the same, thus we obtain the desired
formula (B.14). The formulas (B.13) and (B.14) together imply that

χ(HF∗(L1, L2, {fi}; Λ)) = ±
∑

i∈I

sign(Ci)χ(Ci)

which is (B.12) by (B.4).
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