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A VANISHING THEOREM IN SIEFRING’S INTERSECTION THEORY

NAAGESWARAN MANIKANDAN

Abstract. In 2009, R. Siefring introduced a homotopy-invariant generalized intersection num-

ber and singularity index for punctured pseudoholomorphic curves, by adding contributions from

curve’s asymptotic behavior to the standard intersection number and singularity index. In this article,

we provide a stratification of the moduli space that describes the rate of asymptotic convergence

of the pseudoholomorphic curves. Using this stratification, we provide a more intricate characteri-

zation of the curves for which these added contribution to the intersection number and singularity

index vanishes. In doing so, we prove that the asymptotic contribution to intersection number and

singularity index vanishes under generic perturbations. This means that in generic situations we

only need to consider the usual intersections of the curves.

1. Introduction

The theory of pseudoholomorphic curves with punctures, initially introduced by H. Hofer in

[Hof93], has become a crucial tool in symplectic topology. The local characteristics of punctured

pseudoholomorphic curves are similar to those of closed curves. For instance, intersection positiv-

ity, as discussed in [McD94], extends to punctured pseudoholomorphic curves. However, extending

global estimates or inequalities to puncturesd pseudoholomorphic curves is challenging due to the

subtlety and complexity involved. This includes not only extending the global estimates themselves

but also adapting the definitions of the relevant quantities to punctured pseudoholomorphic curves.

Issues arise particularly when these curves possess multiple ends converging to coverings of the

same orbit or when examining self-intersection scenarios where an end approaches a multiple cover

of an orbit.

R. Siefring extensively studied such situations and defined ‘asymptotic intersection indices’ in

[Sie11]. These indices consider the complexities arising from multiple ends and covers, playing

an important role in defining generalized intersection number and singularity index for punctured

pseudoholomorphic curves. The generalized intersection number and singularity index are defined

by adding suitably the contributions from the asymptotic indices to the usual intersection and

singularity index. Notably, these asymptotic intersection indices rely solely on the behavior of the

pseudoholomorphic curves in the vicinity of the punctures, hence the prefix ‘asymptotic’.

In this paper, we formulate and prove a theorem that, although known among experts and con-

sidered folklore, had remained unproven. This theorem asserts that the asymptotic contributions

to the intersection number and the singularity index vanish for generic choices of almost complex

structures used to define the moduli space. The expectation for such a result originates from Hutch-

ings’ earlier works, such as [Hut09; Hut02], which predate Siefring’s formalization of intersection

theory of punctured pseudoholomorphic curves in [Sie11]. This theorem can be perceived as an

extension of generic vanishing of certain asymptotic contributions to the sum relative intersection

pairing &g and asymptotic writhe Fg in Hutching’s Embedded Contact Homology (ECH). It is

worth noting that even Siefring himself anticipated such a vanishing result.
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Given a contact 3-manifold (", b = Ker(U)), the symplectization is the symplectic manifold

(R×", 3 (4A ·U)). Denote the moduli space of simple punctured pseudoholomorphic curves map-

ping into this symplectization from a fixed genus 6 smooth surface, asymptotic to a fixed set of

non-degenerate Reeb orbits in a fixed homology class by M∗ (", �). Now, we present a simplified

version of the main theorem, omitting details. For precise definitions of the moduli space of simple

curves and complete statements of the theorems, see Section 3.3 and Theorems 6.6, 6.7, 6.8, and

6.9.

Theorem 1.1. There is a comeagre subset of almost complex structures such that for every � in it

the subspace of M∗ (", �) containing the curves D̃ whose asymptotic contribution to the singularity

index sing(D̃) vanishes contains an an open dense subset.

Theorem 1.2. There is a comeagre subset of almost complex structures such that for every � in

it the subspace of the moduli space M∗ (", �) × M∗ (", �) containing the curves (D̃, Ẽ) whose

asymptotic contribution to the intersection D̃ ∗ Ẽ vanishes contains an an open dense subset.

A corresponding theorem applies to simple curves into completions of symplectic cobordisms.

Although the theorems above are stated specifically for contact 3-manifolds, the precise statements

in Theorems 6.6, 6.7, 6.8, and 6.9 are formulated, more generally, for stable Hamiltonian structures

on 3-manifolds, see Section 2.1.

There are several evident and straightforward implications of such a theorem. For instance,

the adjunction formula provided in [Sie11, Theorem 4.6] undergoes significant simplification,

allowing the substitution of the generalised intersection number and the singularity index with

their conventional counterparts for generic almost complex structures.

The key step in establishing the result is to construct a stratification of the moduli space of

simple punctured pseudoholomorphic curves organized according to the asymptotic decay of the

curves, as described in Section 5. Once this stratification is achieved, it facilitates a comprehensive

description of the subset of curves whose asymptotic index vanishes, as detailed in Section 6.

Outline. In Section 2, we review the definition and properties of stable Hamiltonian structures,

Reeb orbits, and the associated asymptotic operators. In Section 3, we introduce the moduli space

of punctured pseudoholomorphic curves, which plays a key role in the formulation of the main

theorem. We also provide a brief overview of the general construction, highlighting the essential

elements needed for the proof. In Section 4, we provide an overview of the algebraic formulation

of Siefring’s intersection theory. The new contributions begin in Section 5, where we introduce

a stratification of the moduli space to characterize the asymptotic rate of convergence. Finally, in

Section 6, we present the proof of the main theorems.
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previously presented in the Master thesis [Man22] submitted to Humboldt Universität zu Berlin. I

would like to thank my advisor Prof. Chris Wendl for proposing the research problem and engaging
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Research Center MATH+ (EXC-2046/1, project ID: 390685689). I would like to also thank Gerard

B. Gómez and Marc Kegel for reviewing earlier drafts of the paper, which significantly improved

its readability.

2. Background on Reeb dynamics

In this section, we present a slight generalization of contact structures on 3-manifolds called the

stable Hamiltonian structures and review properties of asymptotic differential operators associated

to the Reeb orbits of the stable Hamiltonian structures. These properties are extensively used
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when studying finite energy punctured pseudoholomorphic curves. Standard references for these

concepts include [Wen16] and [Sie11].

2.1. Stable Hamiltonian structures.

Definition 2.1. Let " be a closed oriented 3-manifold, a stable Hamiltonian structure on " is a

pair � = (_, l) where _ is a 1-form and l is a 2-form on " such that

(1) _ ∧ l is a volume form on " ,

(2) l is closed and

(3) Ker(l) ⊂ Ker(3_).

From the definition, it follows that l must have a rank of 2 everywhere and non-degenerate on

hyperplane distribution defined by b� ≔ Ker_. It also determines a line bundle defined by

;l =

⋃

?∈"

(?,Kerl?).

Consequently, a stable Hamiltonian structure � = (_, l) leads to a splitting

)" = ;l ⊕ b�

of the tangent bundle of " into a trivial line bundle ;l and a symplectic vector bundle (b� , l).

Now, we define the Reeb vector field -� as the unique section of ;l satisfying _(-�) = 1.

Example 2.1. Given a 3-manifold " and a contact structure b = Ker(U), the pair (U, 3U) defines

a stable Hamiltonian structure on " .

Example 2.2. [HZ11] Given a compact hypersurface " in a symplectic manifold (,,l), a

transverse vector field / , called the stabilizing vector field, on a neighborhood of " satisfying

Ker
(
(ΦC

/ )
∗l |)"

)
= Ker(l |)")

determines a stable Hamiltonian structure, where ΦC
/

is the flow determined by the vector field / .

The pair (_ := 8/l,l) restricted to )" determines a stable Hamiltonian structure.

The periodic orbits of -� , called the Reeb orbits, play a role similar to the Reeb orbits in contact

manifolds. There is a natural self-adjoint first order differential operator associated to each Reeb

orbit called the asymptotic operator whose spectral properties prove essential when giving explicit

description of the pseudoholomorphic curves near the punctures. In the next subsection, we will

review the definition and some properties of these operators.

2.2. Asymptotic operators. Given g > 0, a map W ∈ �∞((1, ") is called a g-periodic Reeb orbit

if W satisfies the equation

3W(C) (mC) = g · -� (W(C))

for all C ∈ (1. Given a symmetric connection ∇ and a compatible complex structure � on the

symplectic vector bundle (b� , l), the differential operator

�W,� : �∞(W∗b�) → �∞(W∗b�)

[ ↦→ −� (∇C[ − g∇[-�)

associated to each g-periodic Reeb orbit W is called the asymptotic operator associated to W.

The asymptotic operator �W,� is independent of the choice of the symmetric connection and is

symmetric with respect to the !2-inner product on �∞(W∗b�) given by

([1, [2) ≔

∫

(1

l ([1(C), �[2(C)) 3C.
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A g-periodic orbit W is called non-degenerate if the associated asymptotic operator has a trivial

kernel, i.e., Ker(�W,� ) = 0. A stable Hamiltonian structure (_, l) on " is said to non-degenerate

if all periodic orbits are non-degenerate.

For functional analytic purposes we consider the extension of asymptotic operators to !2 (W∗b�)

with a dense domain �1(W∗b�), which makes them unbounded self-adjoint operators. The fol-

lowing lemma provides a comprehensive description of their spectrum and associated winding

numbers, a crucial aspect in defining the generalized intersection of punctured pseudoholomorphic

curves.

Lemma 2.2. [HWZ95, Section 3] Let W be a simple periodic Reeb orbit, let ) (W∗b�) denote

the homotopy classes of unitary trivializations of (W∗b� , l, �) and let �W< ,� be the asymptotic

operator associated to W< for < > 0. Then there exists a map F : f (�W<,� ) × ) (W∗b�) → R

which satisfies

(1) If E ∈ �1((W<)∗b�) is an eigenvector of �W< ,� (E) with eigenvalue _, i.e., �W< ,� (E) = _ ·E,

then F (_, [Φ]) = Wind(Φ−1E).

(2) The map F (_, [Φ]) is (not-strictly) monotonic in eigenvalues.

(3) If < (_) = dim Ker(�W<,� − _) denotes the multiplicity of _ as an eigenvalue we have for

every : ∈ Z and [Φ] ∈ ) (W∗b�) that∑

{_ |F (_,[Φ] ) }=:

< (_) = 2.

Following the definition of the winding number, we will define several quantities using the

description of the spectrum given above. Given a simple periodic orbit W, a unitary trivialization

Φ ∈ ) (W∗b�), we define:

(1) f−
max(W

<) as the largest negative eigenvalue, i.e.,

f−
max(W

<) ≔ max(f (�W<,� ) ∩ R
−),

(2) UΦ (W<) as the winding number of the largest negative eigenvalue f−
max(W

<), i.e.,

UΦ (W<) ≔ Wind(f−
max(W

<);Φ),

(3) f (W<) as the covering number of the largest negative eigenvalue, i.e.,

f(W<) = cov(f−
max(W

<)) = gcd(<, UΦ(W<)).

The covering number f(W<) does not depend on the trivialization.

(4) the parity ?(W<) of W< by

?(W<) =

{
0 if ∃` ∈ f (�W<,� ) ∩ R

+ with Wind(`,Φ) = UΦ (W<)

1 otherwise.

(5) the Conley–Zehnder index `Φ (W<) of W< by

`Φ (W<) = 2UΦ (W<) + ?(W<).

We will at times suppress the choice of trivialization in our notation for U or `, but it should

always be understood that a choice of trivialization is necessary to define these quantities. Even

though the asymptotic operator �W< ,� depends on a choice of � the Conley–Zehnder index of an

orbit is independent of this choice. This definition of the Conley–Zehnder index is suitable only

for stable Hamiltonian structures on 3-manifolds. A suitable generalisation of stable Hamiltonian

structures to higher dimension can be found in the book [Wen16, Section 6.1] and the generalisation

of the Conley–Zehnder index Reeb orbits in higher dimensional Hamiltonian structures can be found

in [Wen16, Section 3.4].
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3. Background on pseudoholomorphic curves

In this section, we recall the definitions of symplectization and completed symplectic cobordisms

of stable Hamiltonian structures and finite energy pseudoholomorphic curves into them. The

primary reference for this discussion is [Wen16].

3.1. Pseudoholomorphic curves in symplectization. Given a contact manifold (", b = Ker(U)),

the symplectization is the symplectic manifold (R×", 3 (4A ·U)). When " is equipped with a stable

Hamiltonian structure, then R × " does not have a canonical symplectic structure but a family of

symplectic structures as described below.

Fix n > 0 small and define

T := {q ∈ �∞(R, (−n, n) | q′ > 0}.

If n > 0 is small enough, then l + 3 (A ·U) is symplectic on (−n, n) × " . When this symplectic

form is pulled back via the level preserving embedding R × " → (−n, n) × " determined by

q ∈ T gives rise to a symplectic form

lq = l + 3 (q(A)·U)

onR×" . Now, we need to define a suitable class of tame and compatible almost complex structures

on (R×",lq) as the typical definitions do not consider the natural symmetries of tangent bundle

of R ×" . A compatible almost complex structures � on the symplectic vector bundle (b� , l) can

be extended to an R-invariant almost complex structure �̃ on R × " by requiring

�̃ (mA ) = -�

�̃ (-�) = −mA

where A is the parameter along R. Such an R-invariant almost complex structure on R × " is

called the standard cylindrical almost complex structure. The space of standard cylindrical almost

complex structures will also be denoted by J (", �). According to [Sie24], if n > 0 is small

enough, then the triple (R × ",lq, �̃) is taming for every � ∈ J (", �) and q ∈ T .

Definition 3.1. Given a connected Riemann surface (Σ, 9), a finite set Γ ⊂ Σ and � ∈ J (",�),

a smooth map

D̃ = (0, D) : (Σ \ Γ, 9) → (R × ", �̃)

is called punctured pseudoholomorphic curve if the differential 3D̃ is a complex linear map with

respect to 9 and cylindrical almost complex structure �̃, i.e.,

�̃ ◦ 3D̃ = 3D̃ ◦ 9
(
⇐⇒ 3D̃ + �̃ ◦ 3D̃ ◦ 9 = 0

)
.

Definition 3.2. The energy of a punctured pseudoholomorphic curve D̃ : (Σ \ Γ, 9) → (R × ", �̃)

is defined as

� ≔ sup
q∈T

∫

Σ\Γ

D∗lq.

As the triple (R × ",lq, �̃) is taming for every � ∈ J (",�) and q ∈ T , the energy is

always non-negative, and is strictly positive unless the curve is constant. Similar to other Floer-

type theories, restricting to finite energy curves yields the following three possibilities near each

puncture I0 ∈ Γ.

(1) Removable punctures: The map D̃ = (0, D) is bounded near I0, in which case D̃ admits a

smooth, �̃-holomorphic extension over the puncture.

(2) Positive punctures: The function 0 is bounded from below near I0 but not from above. In

this scenario, we have the following:

(a) There exists a non-degenerate g-periodic Reeb orbit W,
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(b) there exists an embedding k : [',∞) × (1 → Σ \ Γ into a punctured neighborhood of

I0, with the property that lim
B→∞

k (B, C) = I0, and

(c) a map * : [',∞) × (1 → W∗b� , where * (B, C) ∈ b�
W (C )

for all (B, C) ∈ [',∞) × (1

satisfying the following conditions.

(i) The equation D̃(k (B, C)) = (gB, expW (C ) * (B, C)) holds and

(ii) the limit * (B, ·) → 0 as B → ∞ in the �∞ topology.

(3) Negative punctures: The function 0 is bounded from above near I0 but not from below. In

this scenario, we have the following:

(a) There exists a non-degenerate g-periodic Reeb orbit W,

(b) there exists an embedding k : (−∞,−'] × (1 → Σ \Γ into a punctured neighborhood

of I0, with the property that lim
B→−∞

k (B, C) = I0, and

(c) a map* : (−∞,−']×(1 → W∗b� , where* (B, C) ∈ b�
W (C )

for all (B, C) ∈ (−∞,−']×(1

satisfying the following conditions.

(i) The equation D̃(k (B, C)) = (gB, expW (C ) * (B, C)) holds and

(ii) the limit * (B, ·) → 0 as B → −∞ in the �∞ topology.

Where exp denotes the exponential map of the metric

6�,� ≔ _ ⊗ _ + l(·, �·)

on " . We will call a pair (*, k) satisfying the conditions above an asymptotic representative of

[Σ, 9 , I0, D̃] and it is clear from the�∞ convergence of D̃ uniquely determine (*, k) up to restriction

of the domain and an ‘asymptotic decoration’, which essentially provides a specific parametrization

for the Reeb orbit W.

We will henceforth assume that all punctured pseudoholomorphic curves have finite energy and

removable punctures have been removed. Thus that all punctures are either positive or negative

punctures at which the curves in question are asymptotic to Reeb orbits. Hence the terms ‘finite

energy’ and ‘asymptotically cylindrical’ pseudoholomorphic curves are used as synonyms.

3.2. Pseudoholomorphic curves in completed cobordisms. Consider a symplectic cobordism

denoted as (,,l), which connects ("−, �−) to ("+, �+), meaning that m, = "+−"−. Within

this definition, we have the existence of a stabilizing vector field / that directs inward at "− and

outward at "+, inducing the given stable Hamiltonian structures on "±, see Example 2.2.

For a sufficiently small n > 0, we define

T0 ≔ {q ∈ �∞(R, (−n, n) | q′ > 0 and q(A) = A for A near 0}

and construct a completed cobordism ,̂ by attaching symplectic ends (−∞, 0]×"− and [0,∞)×"+

to the negative and positive ends, respectively, for every q ∈ T0.

According to the symplectic neighborhood theorem (see [Wen16, Prop 6.16]), the symplectic

structure defined on (−∞, 0] ×"− and [0,∞) ×"+ in Section 3.1 for every q ∈ T0 can be patched

together with l on , to form a coherent global structure lq on the completion. We define the

set Jg (,̂, lq) as the collection of lq-tamed almost complex structures on ,̂ that coincide with

an element of J ("+, �+) (resp. J ("−, �−)) on the regions [0,∞) × "+ (resp. (−∞, 0] × "−).

We denote the subspace of lq-compatible almost complex structures satisfying these constraints

as J (,̂, lq).

A notion of energy for pseudoholomorphic curves into completed cobordisms can be defined.

Much like in the case of symplectization, pseudoholomorphic curves with finite energy exhibit a

characteristic feature: each non-removable puncture corresponds to either a positive or negative



A VANISHING THEOREM IN SIEFRING’S INTERSECTION THEORY 7

puncture, where the curve is positively or negatively asymptotic to trivial cylinders over periodic

orbits.

3.3. Moduli space of pseudoholomorphic curves. In this section, we give a quick overview

of the moduli space of punctured pseudoholomorphic curves into completed cobordisms and

symplectizations.

We consider two asymptotically cylindrical pseudoholomorphic curves equivalent if they are

related to each other by biholomorphic maps of their domains that preserve the order of punctures.

These equivalence classes are called unparametrized pseudoholomorphic curves. When we refer

to moduli spaces, we will always mean the space of unparametrized pseudoholomorphic curves.

The topology on this space is such that a sequence is considered to converge if and only if one

can find parametrizations with a fixed punctured domain Σ \ Γ such that the complex structures

on Σ converge in �∞ while the pseudoholomorphic maps Σ \ Γ → ,̂ converge in �∞ on compact

subsets and in �0 near the cylindrical ends with respect to a translation-invariant metric on the

ends.

Within this moduli space, there exist multiple components, each having different dimensions. In

order to produce a useful description , we must restrict to a subset of pseudoholomorphic curves

over a fixed genus 6 smooth surface, asymptotic to a fixed set of non-degenerate Reeb orbits

W± = {WI}I∈Γ± in ("±, �±) in a fixed homology class � ∈ �2(,, W+ ∪ W−). We denote this subset

of the moduli space simply by M6 (,̂, �), keeping in mind the rest of the data needed to define

this. This moduli space could still be disconnected, but under appropriate transversality conditions,

it is possible to provide a dimension formula.

The moduli space M6 (,̂, �) can be interpreted abstractly as the zero set of a section S of the

Banach space vector bundle E:−1, ?,X → ) × B:,?,X , for sufficiently small X. Here, B:,?,X
≔

, :,?,X ( ¤Σ, ,̂) denotes the Banach manifold of continuous maps from a punctured genus 6 surface
¤Σ := Σ\Γ to ,̂ converging to Reeb orbits W± exponentially fast (at least of order X) near the punctures

and whose :-th derivatives are of class !? and ) denotes a sufficiently small neighbourhood in

the Teichmüller space T punctured genus 6 surface ¤Σ. The tangent space of B:,?,X at D̃ ∈ B:,?,X

being

)D̃B
:,?,X

= , :,?,X ( ¤Σ, D̃∗),̂) ⊕ +Γ

where +Γ ⊂ Γ(D̃∗),̂) represents a non-canonical vector space of dimension 2|Γ |, which accounts

for automorphisms in R × (1.

The space E:−1, ?,X denotes the vector bundle whose fibre at ( 9 , D̃) ∈ ) × B:,?,X is

, :−1, ?,X ( ¤Σ,
∧0,1 ) ∗ ¤Σ ⊗ D̃∗),̂) and the section S : ) × B:,?,X → E:−1, ?,X is given by

( 9 , D̃) ↦→ (D̃, m�, 9 (D̃))

where m�, 9 is the Cauchy–Riemman operator m�, 9 (D̃) = 3D̃ + �̃ ◦ 3D̃ ◦ 9 . Considering exponentially

decaying functions is sufficient, since every pseudoholomorphic curve decays exponentially near

the puncture [HWZ96; HWZ95; HWZ99]. The section S is Fredholm of index

ind(D̃) = (= − 3)j( ¤Σ) + 221 (�, g) +
∑

I∈Γ+

`g
�/ (WI) −

∑

W∈Γ−

`g
�/ (WI).

If S is transverse to the zero-section, then the moduli space is a smooth orbifold of above

dimension. Heuristically, we’re dealing with an orbifold rather than a simple manifold due to two

primary reasons: firstly, M6 (,̂, �) contains curves with non-trivial automorphisms. Secondly, the

moduli space of complex structures on a smooth genus 6 surface is an orbifold obtained as a

quotient of the Teichmüller space.
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Transversality does not hold in general, we can achieve it by either by considering only a subset

of pseudoholomorphic curves or by introducing suitable perturbations of almost complex structures

on ,̂ or both. A curve D̃ is said to be Fredholm regular if S intersects the zero section transversely

at D̃: in this case a neighborhood of D̃ is a smooth orbifold of dimension ind(D̃). Thus the space

M
reg
6 (,̂, �) ⊂ M6 (,̂, �)

consisting of Fredholm regular curves is a smooth orbifold of dimension ind(D̃).

We have outlined the structure of the moduli space of pseudoholomorphic curves into completed

cobordisms. This discussion can be extended to symplectizations, while keeping the description

of the moduli space and the dimension formula unchanged. Finally, we define the moduli spaces

essential for presenting the folklore theorem mentioned in the introduction.

Given an open subset * ⊂ , of the cobordism, we define the moduli space M∗ (,̂, �) as the

subset of curves D̃ ∈ M6 (,̂, �) that have an injective point mapped into *, i.e,

M∗ (,̂, �) ≔
{
D̃ ∈ M6 (,̂, �) | ∃ an injective point I ∈ Σ \ Γ such that D̃(I) ∈ *

}
.

We can obtain the transversality for curves in M∗ (,̂, �) by suitably perturbing the almost

complex structure. Thus for a generic choice of almost complex structure in J (,̂, lq), the moduli

space M∗ (,̂, �) is a smooth manifold of dimension ind(D̃).

Similarly, given an open subset * ⊂ " , we define the moduli space M∗ (", �) as:

M∗ (", �) ≔

{
D̃ ∈ M6 (R × ", �)

����
∃ an injective point I ∈ Σ \ Γ such that

D̃(I) ∈ * and cb� ◦ 3D̃(I) ≠ 0

}
.

We can obtain the transversality for curves in M∗ (", �) for a generic choice of cylindrical

almost complex structure. Thus for a generic choice of almost complex structure, the moduli space

M∗ (", �) is also a smooth manifold of dimension ind(D̃). We have suppressed the choice of the

open subset* in our notation for the moduli spaces M∗ (", �) andM∗ (,̂, �). However, it’s crucial

to remember that a choice of * is necessary for defining these moduli spaces.

4. Background on Siefring’s intersection theory

In this section, we present a quick overview of Siefring’s intersection theory of pseudoholo-

morphic curves [Sie11]. We will present an algebraic formulation based on the expansion of the

asymptotic representative, as in Theorem 4.1, instead of the geometric approach, as this is employed

in later sections to prove the vanishing theorem, see Remark 4.3.

4.1. Local Intersection theory. In this subsection, we will introduce quantities that describe the

behavior of pseudoholomorphic curves near the punctures. To accomplish this, we first need the

following definition:

A pseudoholomorphic end model is a quadruple ((, 9 , D̃, I) where ((, 9) is a Riemann surface

(not necessarily closed) without boundary, I ∈ ( is a point and D̃ : ( \ {I} → R × " is an

asymptotically cylindrical pseudoholomorphic map. We say two such end models ((, 9 , D̃, I) and

((′, 9 ′, Ẽ, F) are equivalent if there exists an open neighborhood * ⊂ ( containing I, and a

holomorphic embedding k : * → (′ with k (I) = F so that D̃ = Ẽ ◦ k on * \ {I}. An equivalence

class [(, 9 , D̃, I] of pseudoholomorphic end models will be referred to as a pseudoholomorphic

end. We occasionally refer to a pseudoholomorphic end simply as [D̃; I], as the domain does not

play a significant role in the subsequent discussions. Given a pseudoholomorphic end denoted by

[D̃; I], we define its <-fold multiple cover as < · [D̃; I].

The following notation is fixed for the rest of this section: the pseudoholomorphic end [(, 9 , D̃, I]

(resp. [(′, 9 ′, Ẽ, F]) is a positively asymptotic to a non-degenerate Reeb orbit W
<I
I (resp. W

<F
F ) with
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asymptotic representative (*, k) (resp (+, q)). Here, the curves WI and WF are assumed to be

simple periodic Reeb orbits. Although we have not formally defined an asymptotic representative

associated with a pseudoholomorphic end, the extension of the definition is straightforward. The

definitions and the results given in this section also apply to a pair of pseudoholomorphic curves

that are negatively asymptotic to a cylinder with minor modification, see [Sie11; Wen20].

The self intersection problem mentioned before that arises when an end approaches a multiple

cover of an orbit and when multiple ends of the same curve approaches the same orbit can be char-

acterized using asymptotic self intersection indices X∞ (D̃; I) and X∞ ([D̃; I], [Ẽ;F]) respectively.

The purpose of this section is to describe the features of these indices without getting into the

details of defining these indices. These quantities are defined using the expansion of the asymptotic

representative described below.

Theorem 4.1. [Sie08, Theorem 2.2] Given W := W
<I
I = W

<F
F , the difference of the asymptotic

representatives (*, q) and (+, k) can be written as

* (B, C) −+ (B, C) = 4_B [4(C) + A (B, C)]

where 4 is an eigenvector of the asymptotic operator �W,� with eigenvalue _ < 0 and A satisfies

|∇8
B∇

9
C A (B, C) | ≤ "8 94

−3B

for all (B, C) ∈ [',∞) × (1, (8, 9) ∈ N2 , and some appropriate constants 3 > 0 , "8 9 > 0.

A refined formalism of Theorem 4.1 involves exponentials with decreasing eigenvalues in the

exponents, i.e.,

(1) * (B, C) =

#∑

8=1

4_8B [48 (C) + A8 (B, C)] ,

where _ 9 < _8 for 9 > 8, each 48 (≠ 0) is an eigenvector of �W,� with eigenvalue _8 and the functions

A8 satisfy A8 (B, C) = A8 (B, C +
1
:8
). The sequence :8 is strictly decreasing in 8 and it is defined by

setting :1 = cov(41) and :8 = gcd(:8−1, cov(48)). Refer [Sie08, Theorem 2.3] for the details.

Remark 4.1. This remark that follows from Theorem 4.1 describes the behavior of a pseudo-

holomorphic curve or a pair of curves near the punctures. The definition of the asymptotic self

intersection indices implicitly depends on this remark.

(1) A pseudoholomorphic end [D̃; I] is either embedded or a multiple cover of an embedded

curve.

(2) A pair of pseudoholomorphic ends [D̃; I] and [Ẽ;F] are either non-intersecting or equal

or one is a multiple of the other or both are multiple coverings of a common curve.

We say that a pseudoholomorphic end [(, 9 , D̃, I] winds if * (B, C) ≠ 0 on a sufficiently small

neighbourhood of I. In that case, we define the asymptotic winding number of D̃ at I relative to the

unitary trivialization Φ of (W∗b� , l, �) as

WindΦ∞ (D̃; I) ≔ Wind
(
Φ

−14(D̃; I)
)
.

where 4(D̃; I) be the eigenvector in the asymptotic expression of D̃ at I from Theorem 4.1.

We say that a pseudoholomorphic end [(, 9 , D̃, I] is embedded if it admits a representative

end model that is embedded. If <I ≥ 2, then * (B, C) − *
(
B, C +

9

<I

)
= 0 if and only if 9 is a

multiple of <I and Theorem 4.1 provides the following description for the difference of asymptotic

representatives,

* (B, C) −*

(
B, C +

9

<I

)
= 4` 9 B

[
4′9 (C) + A′9 (B, C)

]
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where 4′9 ≠ 0 an eigenvector of � = �W<I ,� with eigenvalue ` 9 < 0 and A′9 converging exponentially

to 0. In that case, we define the secondary winding number of D̃ at I relative to the trivialization Φ

as

WindΦ2 (D̃; I) =

<I−1∑

9=1

Wind
(
Φ

−1 (4′9 (C)
)
.

Lemma 4.2. [Sie11, Subsection 3.1] Let [(, 9 , D̃, I] winds and be embedded, then the quantity

30 (D̃; I) ≔ UΦ (W
<I
I ) − WindΦ∞ (D̃; I)

is non-negative and independent of the choice of trivialization. Moreover, the following quantities

Δ1 (D̃; I) ≔ (< − 1)30 (D̃; I) − f (W
<I
I ) + cov (41 (D̃; I))

Δ2 (D̃; I) ≔ (< − 1) WindΦ∞ (D̃; I) − cov (41 (D̃; I)) + 1 − WindΦ2 (D̃; I)

are even, non-negative, and independent of trivialization. Here, the eigenvector 41 (D̃; I) is given

by the Equation 1.

The asymptotic self-intersection indices defined below are built using the indices Δ1 and Δ2.

Therefore, understanding the vanishing set of Δ1 and Δ2 is crucial for analyzing the vanishing set of

the asymptotic self-intersection indices. Here is a lemma that describes exactly when the quantities

Δ1(D̃; I) and Δ2 (D̃; I) vanish.

Lemma 4.3. [Sie11, Section 3.1] Let [(, 9 , D̃, I] be defined as above. Then, we have that Δ1 (D̃; I) =

0 if and only if at least one of the following holds:

• <I = 1

• 30 (D̃; I) = 0

• 30 (D̃; I) = 1 and f (D̃; I) = <I.

We have that Δ2 (D̃; I) = 0 if and only if the asymptotic representative of D̃ near I, as described in

Equation 1, has one term with cov(41(D̃; I)) = 1 or two terms with the winding of the eigenvectors

appearing in this formula differ precisely by 1.

We now define the asymptotic self-intersection index X∞ (D̃; I) of [(, 9 , D̃, I] to be

X∞ (D̃; I) ≔
1

2
(Δ1 (D̃; I) + Δ2 (D̃; I)) .

We close this section by defining the relative asymptotic winding number and the relative

asymptotic self intersection index X∞ ([D̃; I], [Ẽ;F]). Now assume that the curves D̃ and Ẽ are

non-intersecting near the punctures with W ≔ WI = WF (but <I does not have to be equal to <F).

This assumption implies that <F · [D̃; I] and <I · [Ẽ;F] are non-intersecting and the difference of

their asymptotic representatives * (B, C) −+
(
B, C +

9

<

)
is never zero, where < := <I<F. Moreover,

by Theorem 4.1 we can write

* (B, C) −+

(
B, C +

9

<

)
= 4` 9B [4′9 (C) + A′9 (B, C)]

where 4′
9

is an eigenvector of the asymptotic operator with eigenvalue ` 9 < 0 and where A′
9

converges exponentially to zero. In that case, we define the relative asymptotic winding number of

D̃ and Ẽ at I and F respectively relative to the trivialization Φ as

WindΦrel (<F · [D̃; I], <I · [Ẽ;F]) =

<−1∑

9=0

Wind
(
Φ

−14′9

)
.
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Lemma 4.4. [Sie11, Section 3.1] Let [D̃; I] and [Ẽ;F] be defined as above. Then

WindΦrel (<F · [D̃; I], <I · [Ẽ;F]) = WindΦrel (<I · [Ẽ;F], <F · [D̃; I])

and the quantity

<I<F max

{
WindΦ∞ (D; I)

<I

,
WindΦ∞ (E;F)

<F

}
−

1

<I<F

WindΦrel (<F ·[D; I], <I·[E;F])

is non-negative and independent of the choice of trivialization, and is positive only if 41 (<F·D̃; I) =

9 ∗< 41 (<I·Ẽ;F) for some 9 ∈ Z<, where < := <I<F and ∗< denotes the natural Z<-action on

W∗b� .

We now define the relative asymptotic self-intersection index X∞ ([D̃; I], [Ẽ;F]) as follows,

X∞ ([D̃; I], [Ẽ;F]) ≔<I<F max

{
UΦ (W<I )

<I

,
UΦ (W<F )

<F

}

−
1

<I<F

WindΦrel (<F · [D; I], <I · [E;F])

Remark 4.2. We assumed above that the puncture I (resp. F) of the curves D̃ (resp. Ẽ) is positive.

The definition of asymptotic, secondary and relative winding numbers can be extended when the

punctures considered are both negative. These winding numbers satisfy properties similar to the

ones given above.

4.2. Singularity index and intersection number. In this section we recall the definitions of

generalised singularity index and intersection number of pseudoholomorphic curves given by

R. Siefring in [Sie11]. The total asymptotic self-intersection (or singularity) index X∞ (D̃) of a

pseudoholomorphic curve D̃ : Σ \ Γ → ,̂ is defined as follows,

X∞ (D̃) =
∑

I∈Γ

X∞ (D̃; I) +
1

2

∑

(I,F) ∈Γ+×Γ+,
I≠F,WI=WF

X∞ ([D̃; I], [D̃;F])

+
1

2

∑

(I,F) ∈Γ−×Γ− ,
I≠F,WI=WF

X∞ ([D̃; I], [D̃;F]) .

Combining this with the usual singularity index X(D̃) which is the algebraic count of singu-

lar and double points of D̃, we define the generalised singularity index sing(D̃) of a punctured

pseudoholomorphic curve D̃ as

sing(D̃) ≔ X(D̃) + X∞ (D̃).

The singularity index ‘sing’ is nonnegative-integer-valued, and equals zero for a given curve if and

only if that curve is embedded and has total asymptotic self-intersection index equal to zero.

Having defined the asymptotic self-intersection index, we now define the intersection number

of the pseudoholomorphic curves D̃ : Σ \ Γ → ,̂ and Ẽ : Σ′ \ Γ′ → ,̂ .

D̃ ∗ Ẽ := int(D̃, Ẽ) +
1

2

∑

(I,F) ∈Γ+×Γ
′
+,

WI=WF

X∞ ([D̃; I], [Ẽ;F])

+
1

2

∑

(I,F) ∈Γ−×Γ
′
− ,

WI=WF

X∞ ([D̃; I], [Ẽ;F]) .

where int(D̃, Ẽ) is the usual intersection number.
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Theorem 4.5. [Sie11, Proposition 4.3] The generalized intersection number D̃ ∗ Ẽ defined above

is symmetric, bilinear and depends only on the homotopy classes of D̃ and Ẽ.

Remark 4.3. We could compute this generalized intersection number D̃ ∗ Ẽ by perturbing one of the

pseudoholomorphic curves near the ends and counting their algebraic intersection number which

depends on the direction of the perturbation. We could then add suitable winding numbers to this

intersection number to remove the dependence on the direction of perturbation. This description

is very geometric but we chose to avoid this as the results later use the explicit description of

intersection number in terms of these winding numbers. Refer [Wen20, Chapter 4] or [Sie11,

Section 3.2] for the geometric treatment of this generalised intersection number.

5. Stratification of the moduli space

In this section, we define a sequence of evaluation maps on the moduli space of pseudoholo-

morphic curves mapping into the eigenspaces of asymptotic operators and prove its regularity. The

specific analytical details and notations rely heavily on Wendl’s SFT lecture notes [Wen16].

The linearization of the section S defined in Section 3.3 at ( 9 , D̃) ∈ ) × B:,?,X is

�S( 9 , D̃) : ) 9) ⊕, :,?,X ( ¤Σ, D̃∗),̂) ⊕ +Γ → E
:−1, ?,X

9,D̃

(H, [) ↦→ � (D̃) ◦ 3D̃ ◦ H + �D̃[ + F

where �D̃ is the linearized Cauchy-Riemann operator (See [Wen16, Section 2.1]) and F represents

the projection of the linearization defined over +Γ.

Given a puncture I ∈ Γ+, we define the ‘asymptotic’ evaluation map on the moduli space

M∗ (,̂, �), that maps into the eigenspace �_,I of the asymptotic operator �I ≔ �W
<I
I ,� , where

_ = f−
max(W

<I
I ), as follows. Suppose, (*, k) is the asymptotic representative of D̃ ∈ M∗ (,̂, �)

satisfying

D(k (B, C)) = expW
<I
I (C ) * (B, C),

* (B, C) = 4`B [4(C) + A (B, C)].

Then, the evaluation map is defined as

(2) 4_,I (D̃) =

{
4(C) if ` = _

0 if ` < _

Note that the map 4_,I : M∗ (,̂, �) → �_,I depends only on [D̃, I]. This evaluation map 4_,I could

also be defined as the limit lim
B→∞

4−_B* (B, C) and by Theorem 4.1, this limit takes values in �_,I .

This definition makes it more evident that the evaluation map is smooth. While the definition of the

asymptotic evaluation map and the subsequent proofs in this section are specifically provided for

positive punctures, it’s important to note that they naturally extend to negative punctures as well.

The evaluation map is generally not a submersion. Therefore, we introduce a suitable perturbation

of a fixed almost complex structure �fix to establish transversality. The subset

J* ≔
{
� ∈ J (,̂, lq) | � = �fix on ,̂ \*

}

containing �fix ∈ J (,̂, lq) with�∞-topology is a Fréchet manifold. The tangent space at �0 ∈ J*
given by

)�0
J* ≔

{
. ∈ Γ

(
EndC

(
),̂, �0

))
| . |

,̂\*
= 0 and lq (·,. ·) + lq (. ·, ·) = 0

}
.
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Given that Fréchet manifolds aren’t ideal for applying the regular value theorem, we’ll turn to

Floer’s �n space. Given a sequence of positive numbers n ≔ (nℓ)
∞
ℓ=0

with nℓ → 0 as ℓ → ∞ and

2 > 0, the space of “�n small perturbations" of �0 is given by

J n
* ≔

{
�. ∈ J* | . ∈ )�0

�* with ‖. ‖�n
< 2

}
,

where

‖. ‖�n
=

∞∑

ℓ=0

nℓ ‖. ‖�ℓ (*)

and the map . → �. is given by

. ↦→ �. ≔

(
1 +

1

2
�0.

)
�0

(
1 +

1

2
�0.

)−1

.

This makes J n
*

a separable Banach manifold which can be identified with a subset of the

aforementioned Fréchet space and we have a continuous inclusion J n
*

↩→ J* . Based on these

definitions, we define the universal moduli space as

M(,̂,J n
* ) =

{
(D, �) | D ∈ M∗ (,̂, �) and � ∈ J n

*

}
.

Note that the almost complex structure �0 restricted to the open set (0,∞) × "± ⊂ ,̂ is

invariant under the natural translation map. Thus inducing an l±-compatible complex structure

on the sub-bundle b�
±
⊂ )"+, denoted also by �0. The map 4_,I admits a natural extension to

the universal moduli space M(,̂,J n
*
) as every � ∈ J n

*
equals �0 when restricted to (0,∞) × "+

and (−∞, 0) × "−.

By [Sie08, Theorem A.1], the vector fields in the tangent space of the moduli space exhibit

asymptotic behavior similar to the asymptotic representative given in Theorem 4.1. Thus Equation 2

applied appropriately on the tangent space of the moduli space M∗ (,̂, �) gives the derivative

(4_,I)∗.

Lemma 5.1. For any I ∈ Γ, _ = f−
max(W

<I
I ) and E ∈ �_,I , there exist a cylindrical neighbourhood

O ⊂ Σ \ Γ of I and a section b : O → D̃∗),̂ satisfying two conditions: (4_,I)∗ (b) = E and �D̃ (b)

has exponential decay strictly faster than _.

Proof. Select a sufficiently small X > 0, specifically such that X < −_. Then, we will focus on the

linearization’s restriction to the subspace , :,?,X
(
¤Σ, D̃∗),̂

)
:

�D̃ : , :,?,X
(
¤Σ, D̃∗),̂

)
→ , :−1, ?,X

(
¤Σ,
∧0,1

) ∗ ¤Σ ⊗ D̃∗),̂
)
.

Since D̃ is asymptotically cylindrical, there exists a cylindrical neighbourhood O ⊂ ¤Σ of I such

that D̃(O) ⊂ (0,∞) ×"+ ⊂ ,̂ . Upon further restriction of the linearization to the sections defined

on O, we obtain the following operator:

�′ : , :,?,X
(
O, D̃∗)

(
(0,∞) × "+

) )
→ , :−1, ?,X

(
O,

∧0,1
) ∗ ¤Σ ⊗ D̃∗)

(
(0,∞) × "+

))
.

The tangent space of (0,∞) × "+ has a natural splitting into Y ⊕ b� , where Y is the subbundle

spanned by mA and the Reeb vector field -� . As a result, the operator �′ can be viewed as

�′ : , :,?,X (O, D̃∗Y ⊕ D̃∗b) → , :−1, ?,X
(
O,

(∧0,1
) ∗ ¤Σ ⊗ D̃∗Y

)⊕ (∧0,1
) ∗ ¤Σ ⊗ D̃∗b

))
.

Note that the vector bundles D̃∗Y and D̃∗b�(which equals D∗b� , as this pullback depends only

on D) over O are unitary trivializable as the cylindrical neighbourhood O is homotopic to (1. We

proceed by extending the map (4_,I )∗ to the subspace W ⊂ , :,?,X (O, D b ), defined as:

W ≔

{
+ ∈ , :,?,X (O, D∗b) | such that lim

B→∞
4−_B+ (B, C) exists in �∞((1)

}
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Here, the extension is given by the map + ↦→ ?A
(

lim
B→∞

4−_B+ (B, C)
)
, where ?A represents the

projection onto �_,I . Notably, when restricted to the tangent space )D̃M(,̂, �0), this map coincides

with (4_,I)∗.

By [Wen16, Proposition 7.5] the operator �′ is �∞-asymptotic to (−8mC ⊕ �I). Specifically,

if �′ is represented by m + ((B, C) and if (−8mC ⊕ �I) is represented by −�0mC − (∞ (C) with

(, (∞ ∈ �∞(O,Endsym (R
4)), then

lim
B→∞

((B, C) → (∞ (C)

exponentially in �∞((1). The section (0, [) ∈ , :,?,X (O, D̃∗Y ⊕ D̃∗b), where [ = 4_B (E(C)),

satisfies m[ + (∞ (C) (0, [) = 0. This section will be represented simply by [ when there is no

ambiguity. Thus,

m[ + ((B, C) ([) = m[ + (∞ (C) ([) + (((B, C) − (∞ (C)) ([)

= (((B, C) − (∞ (C)) ([).

Since (((B, C) − (∞ (C)) decays exponentially, the section (((B, C) − (∞ (C)) ([) decays exponen-

tially strictly faster than _. �

Theorem 5.2. For any I ∈ Γ+ and _ = f−
max(W

<I
I ), the evaluation map 4_,I : M(,̂,J n

*
) → �_,I

is submersion.

Proof. We begin by examining the image of the operator

(b,. )
!
−→ �D̃b +

1

2
. (D̃) ◦ 3D̃ ◦ 9Σ,

restricted to the set of all pairs (b,. ) ∈ , :,?,X
(
¤Σ, D̃∗),̂

)
×)� (�

n
*
), where Supp. ⊂ *. Thus we

define the subspace

/ :
≔

{
�D̃b +

1

2
. (D̃) ◦ 3D̃ ◦ 9Σ | b ∈ , :,?,X

(
¤Σ, D̃∗),̂

)
, and Supp. ⊂ *

}
.

By Lemma 5.1, we choose a cylindrical neighbourhood O around I and b : O → D̃∗),̂ such

that (4_,I)∗ (b) = E and �D̃ (b) decays exponentially faster than _. We now extend this to the entire

Riemann surface using a bump function V : ¤Σ → [0, 1] such that V = 1 on another cylindrical

neighbourhood , ⊂ O and Supp(V) ⊂ O.

Showing / : = , :−1, ?,X
(
¤Σ,
∧0,1 D̃∗),̂

)
for some X > 0 such that 2 < −X < _ and −X ∉

f (�I), where 2 is the exponential rate of �D̃ (b), will prove the submersion theorem as follows.

The statement / : = , :−1, ?,X
(
¤Σ,
∧0,1 D̃∗),̂

)
implies that �D̃ (Vb) ∈ Im(!) i.e, there exists

(b,. ) ∈ , :,?,X
(
¤Σ, D̃∗),̂

)
× )� (�

n
*
) such that,

�D̃[ +
1

2
. (D̃) ◦ 3D̃ ◦ 9Σ = �D̃ (Vb)

and [ − Vb is the required solution in , :,?,X
(
¤Σ, D̃∗),̂

)
with (4_,I)∗ = E. The proof establishing

/ : = , :−1, ?,X
(
¤Σ,
∧0,1 D̃∗),̂

)
is exactly the proof given in [Wen16, Lemma 8.12]. Assume that

: = 1. Since the operator

�D̃ : ,1, ?,X
(
¤Σ, D̃∗),̂

)
→ !?,X

(
¤Σ,
∧0,1

D̃∗),̂
)
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is a Fredholm for any X > 0 with−X ∉ f (�I), the image of �D̃ is closed and has finite codimension.

Hence, the subspace /1 is closed in !?,X
(
¤Σ,
∧0,1 D̃∗),̂

)
. By Hahn–Banach theorem, there exists

\ ∈ !@,−X
(
¤Σ,
∧0,1 D̃∗),̂

)
that annihilates /1, where 1

?
+ 1

@
= 1. This implies

(�D̃ ([), \)!2 = 0 for all [ ∈ ,1, ?,X
(
¤Σ, D̃∗),̂)

)
,

and

(. (D̃) ◦ 3D̃ ◦ 9Σ, \)!2 = 0 for all . ∈ )��
n
* .

The first relation implies that \ is a weak solution to the formal adjoint equation �∗
D̃
\ = 0.

By elliptic regularity and the similarity principle, we conclude that \ is smooth function with

isolated zeroes. Next, we will demonstrate that the existence of an injective point I0 ∈ ¤Σ satisfying

D̃(I0) ∈ * contradicts the second relation.

We assume without loss of generality that \ (I0) ≠ 0 for an injective point I0 ∈ ¤Σ satisfying

D̃(I0) ∈ *. Since 3D̃(I0) ≠ 0, employing a standard lemma from symplectic linear algebra [MS04,

Lemma 3.2.2] helps to find a smooth section . ∈ )��
n
*

. This section’s value at D̃(I0) is specifically

chosen so that . (D̃) ◦ 3D̃ ◦ 9 = \ at I0. This choice implies that the pointwise inner product

(. (D̃) ◦ 3D̃ ◦ 9 , \) is positive in some neighborhood of I0. One can then multiply . by a bump

function to produce a section (still denoted by . ) of class �n and that the pointwise inner product

of (. (D̃) ◦ 3D̃ ◦ 9 , \) is positive near I0 but vanishes everywhere else. Indeed, this construction

hinges upon the assumption that I0 is an injective point. This contradicts the second condition in

and thus completes the proof for : = 1.

Lets proceed to the case : > 1. Suppose U ∈ , :−1, ?,X
(
¤Σ,
∧0,1 D̃∗),̂

)
. In the case of : = 1,

surjectivity implies the existence of [ ∈ ,1, ?,X and. ∈ )��
n
*

with �D̃[+
1
2
. (D̃) ◦3D̃◦ 9 = U. Then,

by elliptic regularity [ ∈ , :,?,X . This proves the surjectivity for arbitrary : ∈ N and ? ∈ (1,∞).

�

Now, applying the usual Sard-Smale argument we can show there exist a comeagre set J 1
reg,I ⊂

J n
*

such that 4−1
_,I

(0) ⊂ M∗ (,̂, �) is a submanifold for every � ∈ J 1
reg,I and denote this sub-

manifold by MI
_′
(,̂, �) where _′ is the eigenvalue immediately below _. Note that the asymptotic

representative (*, k) the pseudoholomorphic curves in MI
_′
(,̂, �) takes the form

* (B, C) = 4`B [4(C) + A (B, C)]

where ` ≤ _′ and therefore the notation MI
_′
(,̂, �) is justified. The elements within the tangent

space of MI
_′
(,̂, �) also fulfill a similar asymptotic behaviour.

On the submanifold MI
_′
(,̂,J n

*
) ≔ 4−1

_,I
(0) ⊂ M∗ (,̂,J n

*
) of the universal moduli space,

we define an another evaluation map 4_′ ,I into the eigenspace �_′,I . Let (*, k) be the asymptotic

representative of the pair (D̃, �) ∈ MI
_′
(,̂,J n

*
) satisfying

* (B, C) = 4`B [4(C) + A (B, C)]

where ` ≤ _′ < _. We define the evaluation map 4_′ ,I as follows,

4_′ ,I (D, �) =

{
4(C) if ` = _′

0 if ` < _′
.

The proofs of Lemma 5.1 and Theorem 5.2 can be easily adapted with very minimal changes

to demonstrate the submersion of the evaluation map 4_′ ,I . By applying the Sard–Smale theorem

again, we obtain a comeagre set J 2
reg,I ⊂ J 1

reg,I ⊂ J n
*

such that for every � ∈ J 2
reg,I , we have

submanifolds

M∗ (,̂, �) = MI
_
(,̂, �) ⊃ MI

_′
(,̂, �) ⊃ MI

_′′
(,̂, �).
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In this way, we can recursively define a sequence of maps 4_8 ,I : MI
_8
(,̂,J n

*
) → �_8 ,I for

every negative eigenvalue 0 > _1 > _2 > . . . of the asymptotic operator �I . Furthermore, we

obtain co-meagre sets J n
*

⊃ J 1
reg,I ⊃ J 2

reg,I . . . such that for every � in the comeagre subset
⋂
8

J 8
reg,I , we have a filtration of the moduli space M∗ (,̂, �),

M∗ (,̂, �) = MI
_1
(,̂, �) ⊃ MI

_2
(,̂, �) ⊃ MI

_3
(,̂, �) . . .

We will now apply the Taubes’s trick[Wen16, Lemma 8.16] to this result on �n -space to obtain

the following theorem,

Theorem 5.3. For any I ∈ Γ+, there exist a comeagre subset Jreg,I ⊂ J* such that for every

� ∈ Jreg,I , the moduli space M∗ (,̂, �) admits a filtration

M∗ (,̂, �) = MI
_1
(,̂, �) ⊃ MI

_2
(,̂, �) ⊃ MI

_3
(,̂, �) . . .

where 0 > _1 > _2 > . . . are the negative eigenvalues of �I. A pseudoholomorphic curve

D̃ ∈ M∗ (,̂, �) belongs to MI
_8
(,̂, �) if and only if its asymptotic representative (*, k) takes the

form

* (B, C) = 4`B [4(C) + A (B, C)]

where ` ≤ _8.

Our next objective is to provide a filtration for the moduli space M∗ (", �). Given an open

subset * ⊂ " , a suitable class perturbation of a fixed almost complex structure �fix is defined by

J* ≔ {� ∈ J (", �) | � = �fix on R × (" \*)} .

However, there’s a caveat: for the evaluation map to be well-defined on the universal moduli space,

the complement of the open subset * must contain the Reeb orbits involved in defining the moduli

space. Once this condition is met, we achieve a well-defined evaluation map on the universal moduli

space as the asymptotic operators remain unchanged under the �n small perturbation of almost

complex structures.

With this resolved, the subsequent steps of the regularity proof follow a strategy very similar

to that employed in Theorem 5.2. The only difference lies in the fact that demonstrating that

/ : = , :−1, ?,X
(
¤Σ,
∧0,1 D̃∗) (R × ")

)
is little bit more complicated. But this has been described

in great detail in [Wen16, Section 8.3.3]. Having established this, we arrive at the following

theorem.

Theorem 5.4. For any open subset * ⊂ " whose complement contains the Reeb orbits and any

I ∈ Γ+, there exist a comeagre subset Jreg,I ⊂ J* such that for every � ∈ Jreg,I , the moduli space

M∗ (", �) admits a filtration

M∗ (", �) = MI
_1
(", �) ⊃ MI

_2
(", �) ⊃ MI

_3
(", �) . . .

where 0 > _1 > _2 > . . . are the negative eigenvalues of �I. A pseudoholomorphic curve

D̃ ∈ M∗ (", �) belongs to MI
_8
(", �) if and only if its asymptotic representative (*, k) takes the

form

* (B, C) = 4`B [4(C) + A (B, C)]

where ` ≤ _8.

The filtration provided by Theorems 5.3 and 5.4 has a positive codimension of either 1 or 2

at each step, depending on the dimension of the eigenspaces of the asymptotic operators. These

filtrations naturally induces a stratification of the moduli space, where the strata are defined by

successive complements MI
_:
(", �) \ MI

_:+1
(", �).
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6. Subsets of positive asymptotic intersection index

In this section, we would like to characterise the subsets where the asymptotic self-intersection

indices vanishes and the subsets where the asymptotic contribution to the intersection number

vanishes using the stratification given above.

6.1. Positivity of asymptotic self intersection index. Recall that the self-intersection index is

X∞ (D̃, I) = 1
2
(Δ1 + Δ2) and hence it would be sufficient if we could specify precisely the subset

where Δ1 and Δ2 vanish. We assume that <I > 1, otherwise Δ1 and Δ2 identically vanish. The

stratification constructed above along with Lemma 4.3 helps in describing these subsets.

The theme of this subsection would be to present a detailed description of the subsets where Δ1

and Δ2 are positive followed by a simplified theorem suitable for applications.

Lemma 6.1. Given I ∈ Γ+, � ∈ Jreg,I and a filtration as in the Theorem 5.4

M∗ (,̂, �) = MI
_1
(,̂, �) ⊃ MI

_2
(,̂, �) ⊃ MI

_3
(,̂, �) . . .

where 0 > _1 > _2 > . . . are the negative eigenvalues of �I, we have the following:

Case 1: ?(W
<I
I ) = 0 and f(WI) ≠ <I, then the dimension dim(�_1

) = 1 and the submanifold

MI
_2
(,̂, �) is precisely the subset with Δ1 > 0.

Case 2: ?(W
<I
I ) = 0 and f(WI) = <I, then the dimension dim(�_1

) = 1.

• if dim(�_2
) = dim(�_3

) = 1, then the submanifold MI
_4
(,̂, �) is precisely the subset

with Δ1 > 0.

• if dim(�_2
) = 2, then the submanifold MI

_3
(,̂, �) is precisely the subset with Δ1 > 0.

Case 3: ?(W
<I
I ) = 1 and f(WI) ≠ <I

• If the dimension dim(�_1
) = 2, then the submanifold MI

_2
(,̂, �) is precisely the

subset with Δ1 > 0.

• If the dimensions dim(�_1
) = dim(�_2

) = 1, then the submanifold MI
_3
(,̂, �) is

precisely the subset with Δ1 > 0.

Case 4: ?(W
<I
I ) = 1 and f(WI) = <I

• If the dimension dim(�_1
) = 2;

– if dim(�_2
) = dim(�_3

) = 1, then the submanifold MI
_4
(,̂, �) is precisely the

subset with Δ1 > 0.

– if dim(�_2
) = 2, then the submanifold MI

_3
(,̂, �) is precisely the subset with

Δ1 > 0.

• The dimensions dim(�_1
) = dim(�_2

) = 1;

– if dim(�_3
) = dim(�_4

) = 1, then the submanifold MI
_5
(,, �) is precisely the

subset with Δ1 > 0.

– if dim(�_3
) = 2, then the submanifold MI

_4
(,̂, �) is precisely the subset with

Δ1 > 0.

The proof of the above lemma follows easily from Theorem 5.4 and Lemma 2.2. The following

theorem is a simplified and easy-to-apply version of the above lemma.

Theorem 6.2. For every I ∈ Γ+, � ∈ Jreg,I and a filtration as in the Theorem 5.4, the submanifold

M∗ (,̂, �) \ MI
_2
(,̂, �) is an open dense subset of the moduli space M∗ (,̂, �) such that Δ1 = 0

for every pseudoholomorphic curve D̃ in M∗ (,̂, �) \ MI
_2
(,̂, �).
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This completes the description of subsets with Δ1 = 0 and we will now begin to describe the

subsets with Δ2 = 0. Given a trivialization Φ of W∗Ib
� , Δ2 (D̃; I) = 0 if and only if

• if cov(41) = gcd(WindΦ (41), <I) = 1 or

• if Wind(41) − Wind(42) = 1; this implies

gcd(cov(41), cov(42)) = gcd(WindΦ (41),WindΦ (42), <I) = 1.

Though a unitary trivialization is needed to give the conditions, the conditions themselves are

independent of the trivialization. This statement is a reformulation of Lemma 4.3 and can be easily

derived from the proof provided in [Sie11, Lemma 3.14]. With the above filtration of the moduli

space in mind, we will give the following definitions useful in characterizing the subsets with

Δ2 > 0.

Definition 6.3. Given _ ∈ f (�I) with _ < 0 and dim(�_) = 2, we define �_ as

� I
_

:= MI
_
(,̂, �) \ MI

` (,̂, �)

where ` ∈ f (�I) is the eigenvalue immediately preceding _. If ?(W
<I
I ) = 0, and _ = f−

max(W
<I
I )

then we have dim(�_) = 1. We then define

� I
_

:= MI
_
(,̂, �) \ MI

` (,̂, �)

where ` is defined as before. Given a trivializationΦ of W∗I b
� and_1, _2 ∈ f (�I) with 0 > _1 > _2,

dim �_1
= dim �_2

= 1 and WindΦ (�_1
) = WindΦ (�_2

). We define � I
_1

= � I
_2

as

� I
_1

= � I
_2

:= MI
_1
(,̂, �) \ M` (,̂, �)

where ` ∈ f (�I) is the eigenvalue immediately preceding _2.

By the reformulation of Lemma 4.3 given above, every curve D ∈ � I
_

for _ ∈ f (�I) with

cov(�_) = 1 has Δ2 = 0. Thus every curve in the closed subset Ω1 defined below has Δ2 = 0,

Ω1 :=
⋃

_∈f (�I )
cov(�_ )=1

� I
_
.

We would like to characterize the curves whose asymptotic representative near I, as described

in Equation 1, has two terms and the winding of the eigenvectors appearing in this formula differ

precisely by 1. This requires considering following four cases;

(1) Let _ ∈ f (�I) with cov(�_) ≠ 1. If _ = f−
max(W

<I
I ) and ?(W

<I
I ) = 0 or dim(�_) = 2,

with dim(�`) = 2, where ` ∈ f (�I) is the immediate eigenvalue preceding _, then we

can define the evaluation map

5` : N I
_

:= MI
_
(,̂, �) \ MI

` (,̂, �) → �`

given by eq. (1). It follows that PI
_

:= N I
_
\ 5 −1

` (0) has Δ2 = 0.

(2) Let _ ∈ f (�I) with cov(�_) ≠ 1. If _ = f−
max(W

<I
I ) and ?(W

<I
I ) = 0 or dim(�_) = 2,

with dim(�`1
) = dim(�`2

) = 1, where `1, `2 ∈ f (�I), _ > `1 > `2 with no eigenvalues

between them. Now, we can define the evaluation maps

5`1
: N I

_
:= MI

_
(,̂, �) \ MI

`1
(,̂, �) → �`1

5`2
: N I

_
:= MI

_
(,̂, �) \ MI

`1
(,̂, �) → �`2

given by eq. (1). It follows easily that PI
_

:= N I
_
\
{
5 −1
`1

(0) ∪ 5 −1
`2

(0)
}

has Δ2 = 0.
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(3) Let _1, _2 ∈ f (�I) with 0 > _1 > _2, dim(�_1
) = dim(�_2

) = 1, WindΦ (�_1
) =

WindΦ (�_2
), cov(�_1

) = cov(�_2
) ≠ 1 and dim(�`) = 2, where ` ∈ f (�I), _1 > _2 > `

with no eigenvalues in between. Now, we can define the evaluation maps

5` : N I
_1

:= MI
_1
(,̂, �) \ MI

_2
(,̂, �) → �`

6` : N I
_2

:= MI
_2
(,̂, �) \ MI

` (,̂, �) → �`

given by eq. (1). It follows easily that PI
_

:=
(
N I

_1
\ 6−1

` (0)
)
⊔
(
N I

_2
\ 6−1

` (0)
)

has Δ2 = 0.

(4) Let _1, _2 ∈ f (�I) with 0 > _1 > _2, dim(�_1
) = dim(�_2

) = 1, WindΦ (�_1
) =

WindΦ (�_2
), cov(�_1

) = cov(�_2
) ≠ 1 and dim(�`1

) = dim(�`2
) = 1, where `1, `2 ∈

f (�I), _1 > _2 > `1 > `2 with no eigenvalues between them. Now, we can define the

evaluation maps

5`1
: N I

_1
:= MI

_1
(,̂, �) \ MI

_2
(,̂, �) → �`1

,

6`1
: N I

_2
:= MI

_2
(,̂, �) \ MI

`1
(,̂, �) → �`1

,

5`2
: N I

_1
:= MI

_1
(,̂, �) \ MI

_2
(,̂, �) → �`2

6`2
: N I

_2
:= MI

_2
(,̂, �) \ MI

`1
(,̂, �) → �`2

given by eq. (1). It follows easily that PI
_

defined as

PI
_

:=
(
N I

_1
\ { 5 −1

`1
(0) ∪ 5 −1

`2
(0)}

)
⊔
(
N I

_2
\ {6−1

`1
(0) ∪ 6−1

`2
(0)}

)

has Δ2 = 0.

The evaluation maps 5`’s and 6`’s defined above using eq. (1) are given by explicit formulae

for lower order exponents in the expansion of asymptotic representative in [Sie08, Lemma 3.1].

This shows that 5`’s and 6`’s are well defined and smooth. The above mentioned cases exhaust

the possibilities when cov(�_) ≠ 1 and every curve in the closed subset Ω2

Ω2 :=
⋃

_∈f (�I )
cov(�_ )≠1

PI
_
,

has Δ2 = 0. Thus any curve in Ω = Ω1 ⊔Ω2 has Δ2 = 0. We now present a theorem similar in spirit

to Theorem 6.2 but a little more complicated to prove. However, the good thing is that the analysis

needed for the proof of the theorem has already been employed in Theorem 5.2.

Theorem 6.4. For every I ∈ Γ+, there exist a comeagre subset of J* such that for every � in that

comeagre subset, the subset of pseudoholomorphic curves in M∗ (,̂, �) with Δ2 = 0 contains an

open dense subset.

Proof. The proof can be divided into two parts. Let’s start with a simpler case where f (W
<I
I ) =

cov(f−
max(W

<I
I )) = 1. Then, the submanifold MI

_1
(,̂, �) \ MI

_2
(,̂, �) is an open dense subset of

the moduli space M∗ (,̂, �) and Δ2 = 0 for every pseudoholomorphic curve D̃ in MI
_1
(,̂, �) \

MI
_2
(,̂, �).

Now, let’s consider the case where cov(f−
max(W

<I
I )) ≠ 1. Then the submanifold MI

_1
(,̂, �) \

MI
_2
(,̂, �) still has curves with Δ2 ≠ 0. But, the pseudoholomorphic curves in the open subset %I

_1

as described above have Δ2 = 0. Thus it would be sufficient to prove that the maps 5`’s and 6`’s

are regular as this would mean the submanifolds 5 −1
` (0) and 6−1

` (0) have positive codimension.

The regularity is proved exactly the same way as Theorem 5.2.

�
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6.2. Positivity of relative asymptotic self intersection index. Similar to the previous section, we

would like to characterize the subset where the relative asymptotic self intersection index vanishes.

We have punctures I, F ∈ Γ at which the pseudoholomorphic curves in M∗ (,̂, �) are positively

asymptotic to the same Reeb orbit W ≔ WI = WF . Assuming that � ∈ Jreg,I

⋂
Jreg,F as described

in Theorem 5.4, we obtain the following filtrations

M∗ (,̂, �) = MI
_1
(,̂, �) ⊃ MI

_2
(,̂, �) ⊃ MI

_3
(,̂, �) . . .

M∗ (,̂, �) = MF
`1
(,̂, �) ⊃ MI

`2
(,̂, �) ⊃ MI

`3
(,̂, �) . . .

of the moduli space M∗ (,̂, �) for 0 > _1 > _2 > . . . (resp. 0 > `1 > `2 > . . . ) the negative

eigenvalues of �I(resp. �F).

We will provide a description of subsets with vanishing relative self-intersection index in two

cases:

Case 1: Let <F · f−
max(W

<I
I ) ≠ <I · f

−
max(W

<F
F ). In this case, it follows directly from Lemma 4.3

that every pseudoholomorphic curve D̃ in

M∗ (,̂, �) \
(
MI

_2
(,̂, �) ∪MF

`2
(,̂, �)

)

has X∞ ([D̃; I], [D̃;F]) = 0.

Case 2: Let <F ·f−
max(W

<I
I ) = <I ·f

−
max(W

<F
F ) ≕ a. Here, we define a map ℎ8 for each 8 satisfying

1 ≤ 8 < <I · <F,

ℎ8 : M∗ (,̂, �) \
(
MI

_2
(,̂, �) ∪MF

`2
(,̂, �)

)
→ �a

D̃ ↦→ (4* (<F · C) − 4+ (<I · C +
8

<I · <F

))

where 4* and 4+ are the eigenvectors appearing in the expansion of the asymptotic

representatives(as in Theorem 4.1) of [D̃; I] and [D̃;F] respectively. Then every pseudo-

holomorphic curve in

(
M∗ (,̂, �) \

(
MI

_2
(,̂, �) ∪MF

`2
(,̂, �)

))
\ (

<I ·<F⋃

8=1

ℎ−1
8 (0))

has X∞ ([D̃; I], [D̃;F]) = 0.

This detailed description allows us to present a theorem following the same approach as Theo-

rem 6.2.

Theorem 6.5. For any pair I, F ∈ Γ+, there exist a comeagre subset of J* such that for

every � in that comeagre subset, the subset of pseudoholomorphic curves in M∗ (,̂, �) with

X∞ ([D̃; I], [D̃;F]) = 0 contains an open dense subset.

Proof. The proof can be divided into two parts. Let’s start with a simpler case where

<F · f−
max(W

<I
I ) ≠ <I · f

−
max(W

<F
F ).

Then, the submanifold M∗ (,̂, �) \
(
MI

_2
(,̂, �) ∪MF

`2
(,̂, �)

)
is an open dense subset of the

moduli space M∗ (,̂, �) and every pseudoholomorphic curve in it has X∞ ([D̃; I], [D̃;F]) = 0.

Now, let’s consider the case where <F · f−
max(W

<I
I ) = <I · f−

max(W
<F
F ). The submanifold

M∗ (,̂, �) \
(
MI

_2
(,̂, �) ∪MF

`2
(,̂, �)

)
might still contain curves with X∞ ([D̃; I], [D̃;F]) ≠ 0.

But, the pseudoholomorphic curves in the open subset

(
M∗ (,̂, �) \

(
MI

_2
(,̂, �) ∪MF

`2
(,̂, �)

))
\ (

<I ·<F⋃

8=1

ℎ−1
8 (0))
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have X∞ ([D̃; I], [D̃;F]) = 0. Thus it would be sufficient to prove that the maps ℎ8’s are regular as

this would mean the submanifolds ℎ−1
8 (0) have positive codimension. This regularity is proved the

same way as Theorem 5.2 with minor modifications to the proof. �

We now state the main theorems of this paper combining Theorems 6.2, 6.4 and 6.5.

Theorem 6.6. There exists a comeagre subset �reg ⊂ J* such that for every � ∈ Jreg the subspace

of the moduli space M∗ (,̂, �) containing the curves D̃ whose asymptotic self intersection index

X∞ (D̃) vanishes contains an an open dense subset of the moduli space.

From the proof of Theorem 6.5 and the definition of the intersection number of punctured

pseudoholomorphic curves given in Section 4.2, we can get the following theorem.

Theorem 6.7. There exists a comeagre subset �* such that for every � in that comeagre subset, the

subset of the moduli space M∗ (,̂, �) ×M∗ (,̂, �) containing the curves (D̃, Ẽ) whose asymptotic

contribution to the intersection D̃ ∗ Ẽ vanishes contains an open dense subset of the moduli space.

The above theorem still holds for curves in the product of moduli spaces defined on potentially

two different collections of non-degenerate Reeb orbits, homology classes etc.

It is crucial to emphasize that the proofs and characterizations provided in the Theorems 6.2,

6.4 and 6.5 hold true for the moduli space M∗ (", �) as well, resulting in the following theorems.

As before, we assume that the complement of the open subset * ⊂ " contain the Reeb orbits

involved in the definition of the moduli space.

Theorem 6.8. There exists a comeagre subset Jreg ⊂ J* such that for every � ∈ Jreg the subspace

of the moduli space M∗ (", �) containing the curves D̃ whose asymptotic self intersection index

X∞ (D̃) vanishes contains an an open dense subset of the moduli space.

Theorem 6.9. There exists a comeagre subset J* such that for every � in that comeagre subset,

the subspace of the moduli space M∗ (", �) × M∗ (", �) containing the curves (D̃, Ẽ) whose

asymptotic contribution to the intersection D̃ ∗ Ẽ vanishes contains an an open dense subset of the

moduli space.

As before, the above theorem still holds for curves in the product of moduli spaces defined on

potentially two different collections of non-degenerate Reeb orbits, homology classes etc.
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