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Abstract

Given two 4-dimensional ellipsoids whose symplectic sizes satisfy a specified inequality, we
prove that a certain loop of symplectic embeddings between the two ellipsoids is noncon-
tractible. The statement about symplectic ellipsoids is a particular case of a more general
result. Given two convex toric domains whose first and second ECH capacities satisfy a speci-
fied inequality, we prove that a certain loop of symplectic embeddings between the two convex
toric domains is noncontractible. We show how the constructed loops become contractible if
the target domain becomes large enough. The proof involves studying certain moduli spaces of
holomorphic cylinders in families of symplectic cobordisms arising from families of symplectic
embeddings.

1 Introduction

1.1 Previous results and a new result about ellipsoids

Questions about symplectic embeddings of one symplectic manifold into another have always been
one of the main study directions in symplectic geometry. The pioneering work of Gromov in [9]
introduced new methods that made it possible to answer many open questions about symplectic
embeddings that had been until then unanswered. The survey by Schlenk, [25], presents in detail
the type of results one can prove about symplectic embeddings together with the tools used to
prove such results.

Most of the questions that have been answered (in the positive or the negative) concern the
existence of symplectic embeddings of one symplectic manifold into another. For example, see [20],
[21], [22], and [23] for symplectic embeddings involving 4-dimensional ellipsoids, see [4], [5], [6],
and [16] for symplectic embeddings involving more general 4-dimensional symplectic manifolds,
and also see [3], [10], and [11] for results in higher dimensions.

Another direction where significant progress has been made is the study of the connectivity
of certain spaces of symplectic embeddings. In [21], McDuff shows the connectivity of spaces of
symplectic embeddings between 4-dimensional ellipsoids, while in [5], Cristofaro—Gardiner extends
this result to symplectic embeddings from concave toric domains to convex toric domains, both
of which are subdomains of R* whose definition we recall below in §1.2. In [13], Hind proves the
non-triviality of my for spaces of symplectic embeddings involving certain 4-dimensional polydisks,
extending a result that was initially proved in [8]. In [12], the authors prove that certain spaces
of symplectic embeddings involving more general 4-dimensional symplectic manifolds are discon-
nected, while in [24], the authors study the connectivity of symplectic embeddings into generalized
“camel” spaces in higher dimensions, extending results in [7].

Following yet another direction, in this paper we study the fundamental group of certain spaces
of symplectic embeddings in 4 dimensions. Let us first clarify the notation we will be using. For
real numbers a and b with 0 < a < b, the set
+ b <1

E(a,b) = {(zl,zQ) € C?

mlz® | 7wz
a

together with the restriction of the standard symplectic form from R? is called a closed symplectic
ellipsoid, or more simply an ellipsoid. Moreover, we define the symplectic ball B4(a) := E(a,a).
Also, if M and N are symplectic manifolds, let SympEmb(M, N) denote the space of symplectic
embeddings of M into N.


http://arxiv.org/abs/1809.04147v1

Here are a few results about the fundamental group of spaces of symplectic embeddings that
motivated our work. The first result in this direction is an immediate consequence of the methods
that Gromov introduced in [9] in order to prove the nonsqueezing theorem.

Theorem 1.1 ([7]). Let S be an embedded unknotted 2—sphere in (R* wga). Write Xg = R*\ S
and let e : SympEmb(B*(r), Xs) — Xs be the evaluation map f +— f(0). Then the induced
homomorphism e, : 1 (SympEmb(B*(r), Xg)) = m1(Xs) is surjective for 2nr? < [¢w and trivial
otherwise.

Another situation where the fundamental group of a space of symplectic embeddings can be
computed is the following.

Theorem 1.2 ([14]). If € < 1 the space SympEmb(B*(¢), B*(1)) deformation retracts to U(2).

A more recent result that is closer in spirit to the results of this paper can be found in [2],
where the author constructs a loop {¢.},e[0,1) in SympEmb(E(a,b) U E(a,b), B*(R)) and shows
that if the positive real numbers a, b, and R satisfy § ¢ Q, 2a < R < a +b, and b < 2a, then
the constructed loop is noncontractible in SympEmb(E(a, b) U E(a, b), B4(R)). Moreover, the loop
becomes contractible if R > a + b.

By contrast to [2], we study symplectic embeddings whose domain is connected. More specifi-
cally, this paper is concerned with the study of restrictions of the loop of symplectic linear maps
defined in (1) below to certain domains in R*.

Definition 1.3. Let {®;},c[0,1] C Sp(4,R) denote the loop of symplectic linear maps

(647ritzl, 22), t e [0, %} (1)
(21, 4™t 2), te [%, 1} )

Dy (21,22) = {

The loop ®; is a concatenation of the 27 counterclockwise rotation in the z;—plane followed by
the 27 clockwise rotation in the zp—plane. The loop {®¢}c[o,1) is contractible in Sp(4,R), but it
restricts to give some noncontractible loops of symplectic embeddings. For example:

Theorem 1.4. Assume that a < ¢ < b < d and ¢ < 2a. Then, for ®,; defined as in (1), the loop
of symplectic embeddings {v: = Pt|p(ap) }tejo,1) 8 noncontractible in SympEmb(E(a,b), E(c, d)).
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Figure 1: The loop {:}+e[0,1) is noncontractible if
a<c<b<dandc<2a.

If max(a,b) < min(c,d), then one can fit a ball between E(a,b) and E(c,d), meaning there
exists r > 0 such that E(a,b) C B(r) C E(c,d), see Figure 2. Under this assumption, the loop
{®t}eejo,1) is contractible. For a more general statement, see Proposition 1.10 below.

The method of proof we present in §4 does not answer whether the loop {¢¢ }+¢0,1 is contractible
or not under the following assumption.

Open question 1.5. Assume 2a < ¢ < b < d. Is the loop {¢; = Pt|g(a,b)}e[0,1] contractible in
SympEmb(E(a,b), E(c,d))?
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Figure 2: The loop {:}+cjo,1) is contractible if max(a,b) < min(c, d).

1.2 Main theorem

We begin by recalling an important example of 4-dimensional symplectic manifolds with boundary,
in order to prepare for the statement of the main theorem. Given a domain Q C R2, we define
the toric domain

Xq = {(Z1,Z2) e C? ’ 7T(|z1|2, |22|2) c Q} (2)

which, together with the restriction of the standard symplectic form wgq = dx1 A dy; + dxa A dys
on C2, is a symplectic manifold with boundary. For example, if € is the triangle with vertices
(0,0), (a,0) and (0,b), then Xq is the ellipsoid E(a,b) defined above, while if Q is the rectangle
with vertices (0,0), (a,0), (0,b), and (a,b), then Xq is the polydisk P(a,b) = B?(a) x B*(b). Note
that we allow domains that have non-smooth boundary. The toric domains we work with in this
paper have the following particular property.

Definition 1.6. A convex toric domain is a toric domain X defined by
Q={(z,y) €R% [0<z<a, 0<y < f(a)} (3)
such that its defining function f : [0,a] — Rx>¢ is nonincreasing and concave.

Even though we will not work with this type of domains in this paper, let us also recall
that a concave toric domain is a toric domain defined also by (3) such that its defining function
f :[0,a] - Rx¢ is nonincreasing, convex, and f(a) = 0. For example, ellipsoids are the only
toric domains that are both convex and concave, and polydisks are convex toric domains. We next
explain how to compute the embedded contact homology (ECH) capacities of convex toric domains
in order to state the main result of this paper.

Given a 4-dimensional symplectic manifold (X,w) with contact boundary 0X =Y, its ECH
capacities are a sequence of real numbers

0= cEM(X,w) < FMN(X,w) < <00

constructed using a filtration by action of the ECH chain complex ECC,(Y,\,J). The ECH
capacities obstruct symplectic embeddings, meaning that if there exists a symplectic embedding
(X,w) = (X',w) then ¢ (X,w) < e (X',w’) for all k£ > 0. In particular, for the first and second
ECH capacities of a convex toric domain, we can use the following explicit formulas, see [16,
Proposition 5.6] for details.

Proposition 1.7. For a convex toric domain Xq with nice defining function f : [0,a] — Rx>g,
AN (Xq) = min(a, £(0)) and
5 M(Xq) = min(2a, 2 + f(z),2/(0)),

where x € (0,a) is the unique point where f'(xz) = —1.

For the definition of a nice defining function, see §2.4. Every defining function can be perturbed
to be nice. Having introduced all the ingredients, we are ready to state the main result of this
paper.



Theorem 1.8. Let Xq, and Xq, be conver toric domains with defining functions f1 : [0,a] — Rxg
and fa2 : [0,¢] = Rso, respectively. Assume that Xq, C Xq,, a < ¢ < f1(0) < f2(0), and
FCH(Xq,) < FH(Xq,). Then, for ®; defined as in (1), the loop of symplectic embeddings
{wt = ®i|xq, }ref0,1) i noncontractible in SympEmb(Xq,, Xq,).
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Figure 3: The loop {:}+e[0,1) is noncontractible if
X, C Xq,, a<c< f1(0) < f2(0), and FH(Xg,) < FH(Xq,).

Remark 1.9.

i. By symmetry, Theorem 1.8 also holds if we assume f1(0) < f2(0) < a < c instead of
a < c¢< f1(0) < f2(0). See Figure 3 for an example where the bounds in the hypothesis of
Theorem 1.8 hold.

ii. For Xq, = E(a,b) and Xq, = E(c,d) satisfying a < ¢ < b < d, as in the hypothesis of
Theorem 1.4, we compute cPCH(E(c,d)) = min(c,d) = ¢ and ¢S (E(a,b)) = min(2a,b).
Hence, Theorem 1.4 is a special case of Theorem 1.8.

If the target Xgq, is large enough, the loop {¢:}+cjo,1) becomes contractible, see Figure 4.
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Figure 4: If Xq, C B(r) C Xq,, the loop {¢t}+e[o,1] is contractible.

Proposition 1.10. Assume there exists r > 0 such that Xq, C B*(r) C Xq,. Then the loop
{@t = ®tlxq, hreo,1) is contractible in SympEmb(Xq,, Xq,) -

Proof. Since the loop {®;}4c[0,1] is contractible in U(2), there exists a homotopy of unitary maps
{®.}.ep contracting it, where D denotes the closed unit disk. For each z € D, the operator norm
of @, € U(2) is [|®.|| = 1, and hence im (®.|x, ) C B(r) C Xq,. So the 2-parameter family
of restrictions {®.|x, }.ep is contained in SympEmb(Xgq,, Xq,) and provides a homotopy from
{®t}eejo,1) to the constant loop. O



1.3 Strategy of proof and the organization of the paper

We use the following strategy to prove Theorem 1.8. For each symplectic embedding ¢ : Xq, —
Xq,, we add to the compact symplectic cobordism (Xg, \ int(p(Xq,)),wstd), a positive cylindrical
end at 0Xq, and a negative cylindrical end at 0 Xq,, in order to construct the completed symplectic
cobordism Wg, = (—00,0] X 0Xq, U (Xq, \int p(Xq,))U[0,00) x 0Xq,. After choosing an almost
complex structure J that is compatible with the cobordism structure on WW, we define the moduli

space M j(¢) which consists of J-holomorphic cylinders in W«p that have a positive end at the
shortest Reeb orbit on 0Xq, and a negative end at the shortest Reeb orbit on 0Xq,.

Using automatic transversality together with a compactness argument which works under the
hypothesis of Theorem 1.8, we show that for each ¢ € SympEmb(Xg,, Xq,) and for each compat-
ible almost complex structure J, the moduli space M j(¢) is a finite set. We directly construct
an almost complex structure J and a jfholomorphic cylinder with the right asymptotics, to show
that M 7(¢o) is nonempty for the restriction of the inclusion map ¢o and the particular choice
of J. We describe the cylinders near their asymptotic ends to prove that, whenever nonempty,
M (p) contains a unique J-holomorphic cylinder.

We complete the proof using an argument by contradiction. We assume the loop {:}iefo,1]
is contractible by the homotopy {¢.}:ep, ¢. € SympEmb(Xgq,, Xq,) for each z € D. We choose
a 2-parameter family of almost complex structures J = {J.}.ep so that J, is compatible with
the cobordism structure on ﬁ/\% and J, = J for all z € dD. We define the universal moduli
space My = U,epM . (p.) and, using parametric transversality for generic families of almost
complex structures, we show that, for a generic choice of J as above, the moduli space My is
a 2—dimensional manifold. Assuming the bounds in the hypothesis of Theorem 1.8, we conclude
using SFT compactness and the description of each M, (¢.) that My is homeomorphic to the
closed disk D.

For the final details, we fix a parametrization of the shortest Reeb orbits on 0Xgq, together with
a point p on the same Reeb orbit. For each ., we trace, on the unique cylinder [u.] € M_(p),
the vertical ray that is asymptotic to p at oo and record the point p, where it lands at —oo on the
shortest Reeb orbit on 0Xq,. We then study the composition of maps

8! — SympEmb(Xg,,Xq,) — Mz — St
t = 0 = Q. = (z,[us]) —  p..

and show that this circle map has degree —1. This provides the contradiction we are looking for,
since we previously showed that Mgy is homeomorphic to the closed disk D.

The paper is divided in sections as follows. In §2, we classify the embedded Reeb orbits on the
boundary of a convex toric domain. We make use of this classification, together with an automatic
transversality argument, to prove the compactness of the moduli space M () in §3. We also use
the classification in §2 to show the compactness of the moduli space My in §4.3. Finally, §4.1
contains the argument for the existence of J—holomorphic cylinders with the right asymptotics,
§4.2 contains the argument for the uniqueness of J-holomorphic cylinders in M ;(y), and §4.3
presents the details behind the construction of the circle map above, in order to complete the
proof.
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and ideas he shared with me. I would also like to thank Chris Wendl for clarifying some of my
mathematical confusions during my visit at Humboldt—Universitat zu Berlin. Finally, I would like
to thank my friends, Julian Chaidez and Chris Gerig, for the many helpful conversations we had.

2 Reeb dynamics and the ECH index

2.1 Geometric setup

Let (Y,&) be a closed 3—dimensional contact manifold with contact form A, i.e. £ = ker A. The
Reeb vector field R corresponding to A is uniquely defined as the vector field satisfying dA(R,-) =0
and A(R) = 0. A Reeb orbit is a map v : R/TZ — Y for some T > 0, modulo translations of the
domain, such that 4/(t) = R(y(t)). The action of a Reeb orbit v is defined by A(v) = [4 v*A and
is also equal to the period of ~.

For a fixed Reeb orbit +, the linearization of the Reeb flow of R induces a symplectic linear
map P, : (§(0),d\) — (&y(0),dA), called the linearized return map. A Reeb orbit v : R/TZ is



called nondegenerate if its linearized return map P, does not have 1 as an eigenvalue. We call «
elliptic if the eigenvalues of P, are complex conjugate on the unit circle, positive hyperbolic if the
eigenvalues of P, are real and positive, and negative hyperbolic if the eigenvalues of P, are real and
negative. A contact form A is called nondegenerate if all its Reeb orbits are nondegenerate.

2.2 Reeb dynamics on 0Xq

In this section we compute the Reeb dynamics on the boundary of convex toric domain. Recall that
a convex toric domain X C R* is defined by (2), with defining set  given by (3). Similarly to the
computations in [17, §4.3], we choose scaled polar coordinates (21, z0) = (1/71/met, \/ry/met2)
on C? to obtain

1
Wstd = % (drl A d91 + dTQ A d92) .

The radial vector field 5
p=T (9_7"1 + T28_T2
is a Liouville vector field for wgq defined on all R%. The boundary of the toric domain 0Xgq is
transverse to p and so

1
Astd = lpWstd = % (T1d91 + T2d92)

restricts to a contact form on 0 Xq. The Reeb vector field R corresponding to Aggq has the following
expression. In the two coordinate planes, R is given by

While if 7(|21]?, |22]?) = (r1,72) = (z, f(x)) for some z € (0,a) with f'(z) = tan¢, ¢ € [—7/2,0],
then

B 2w . 0 0
= oemot f@)coss <sm¢a—91 +cos¢a—92> .

The embedded Reeb orbits or Astd|ax,, are classified as follows:
e The circle eg1 = 0Xq N{z2 = 0} is an embedded elliptic Reeb orbit with action A(ep 1) = a.

e The circle e1,0 = 0Xq N {z1 = 0} is an embedded elliptic Reeb orbit with action A(eq ) =
f(0).

e For each x € (0,a) with f/(x) € Q, the torus
{z € 9Xaln(|21 %, |22]?) = (2, f(2))}

is foliated by a Morse-Bott circle of Reeb orbits. If f/(z) = ,% with p, q relatively prime
positive integers, then we call this torus 7}, ; and we compute that each orbit in this family
has action A = gz + pf(z).

Remark 2.1. The existence of Morse-Bott circles of Reeb orbits implies that the contact form
Astd|ox,, is degenerate. We need to perturb it in order to make it nondegenerate since the non-
degeneracy allows the study of J—holomorphic curves with cylindrical ends asymptotic to Reeb
orbits.

For each € > 0, we can perturb Agta|ax,, to a nondegenerate A = hAgdlox,, where [|[h—1||co < e,
so that each Morse-Bott family T}, , that has action A < 1/e becomes two embedded Reeb orbits
of approximately the same action, more specifically an elliptic orbit e, , and a hyperbolic orbit
hp,q- Moreover, no Reeb orbits of action A < 1/e are created and the Reeb orbits e 1 and e ¢ are
unaffected.

Such a perturbation of the contact form is equivalent to a perturbation of the hypersurface
0Xq on which the restriction of Ayq becomes nondegenerate.



2.3 ECH index

Embedded contact homology (ECH) is an invariant for 3—dimensional contact manifolds due to
Hutchings. See [17] for a detailed account of history, motivation, construction, and applications of
ECH. We give a brief overview of the definition of ECH following the notation from [18].

Let (Y,\) be a contact 3—dimensional manifold with nondegenerate contact form A. Given
a convex toric domain Xq, the boundary 0Xq together with a perturbation of Astdlox,, as in
Remark 2.1, is such a contact manifold.

An orbit set is a finite set of pairs a = {(wa;, m;)}, where «; are distinct embedded Reeb
orbits and m; are positive integers. We will also use the multiplicative notation o = [[ ™ for
an orbit set o« = {(a;,m;)}. Denote by [a] the sum ), m;[oy] € Hi1(Y) and define the action
of a by Ala) = >, miA(as). If o = {(ei,m;)} and f = {(B;,n;)} are two orbit sets with
[a] = [8] € Hi(Y), then define Hy(Y, o, B) to be the set of relative homology classes of 2—chains Z
such that 0Z =Y m;a; — Y n;B;. Note that Ha(Y, o, 8) is an affine space over Hy(Y).

Given a Z € Hy(Y, o, ), define the ECH index of Z by the formula

I, 8,2) = cr(2) + Q(Z) + CZ{(a) = CZ{ () (4)

where 7 is a choice of symplectic trivializations of £ over the Reeb orbits «; and §;, ¢.(Z) =
c1(&]z,T) denotes the relative first Chern class (see [18, §2.5]), @Q-(Z) denotes the relative self-
intersection number (see [18, §2.7]), and

CZNa) = i CZ.(aF),

i k=1

where C'Z,(7y) is the Conley—Zehnder index with respect to 7 of the orbit v (see [18, §2.3]).

The ECH index does not depend on the choice of symplectic trivialization. The definition of
the ECH index I can be extended to symplectic cobordisms by generalizing the definitions of the
relative first Chern class and of the self intersection number (see [18, §4.2]).

If Z € Hy(Y,a,8) and W € Hy(Y, 3,7), then I(Z + W) = I(Z) + I(W). In the particular
case of starshaped hypersurfaces in R*, this implies there is an absolute Z grading on orbit sets as
follows. Since Ho(Y) = H2(S?) = 0, for every pair of orbit sets o and 3 there is an unique class
Z € Hy(Y,a, B). Define I() = 0 for the empty orbit set and set

I(a) :=I(a,0,2) € Z,

where Z is the unique element of Ho(Y, a,0). Also, let ¢-(a) :=¢-(Z) and Q- (o) := Q- (Z).

2.4 Absolute grading on 0X(

Following the details in [16, §5], we recall the classification of the orbit sets on the boundary of a
convex toric domain X that have ECH index I < 4.

Similarly to [16, Lemma 5.4], we first perform a perturbation of the geometry of 0Xq (see
Figure 5). This means we can assume, without loss of generality, that the function f : [0,a] — Rx>g
defining 2 is mice, meaning that f satisfies the following properties:

e f is smooth,
e f/(0) is irrational and is approximately 0,
e f/(a) is irrational and is very large, close to —oo,
e f"(x) < 0 except for z in small connected neighborhoods of 0 and a.
Lemma 2.2 ([16, Example 1.12]). Let Xq be a convex toric domain defined by a nice function f.

Let X be a nondegenerate contact structure obtained by perturbing Astd|ax, up to sufficiently large
action. Then the orbit sets with ECH index I < 4 are classified as follows.

e I =0:10.

o [ =1: no orbit sets.
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Figure 5: Perturbating X to a nice position

o [ =2: €0,1 and €1,0-
o [ =3: hl,l'
o I=4:¢2,, e11, and el .

In general, the classification of orbit set generators, up to larger ECH index and action, provides
a combinatorial model to compute the sequence of ECH capacities of a convex toric domain using
the following formula.

Lemma 2.3 ([16, Lemma 5.6]). For a convex toric domain Xq and a nonnegative integer k,
EH(X o) = min{A(a) | I(a) = 2k}.

In particular, the equalities claimed in Proposition 1.7 hold. Moreover, one can deduce the
following lemma which we will use to rule out breaking.

Lemma 2.4. For a convex toric domain Xq, orbit sets o with ECH index I(a)) > 5 have action
Ala) > cECH(X().

3 Ruling out breaking

3.1 Completed symplectic cobordisms

Let (Y4, A1) be closed contact 3—dimensional manifolds. A compact symplectic cobordism from
(Yy, A4) to (Y-, A_) is a compact symplectic manifold (W,w) with boundary OW = —Y_ UY,
such that w|y, = dA.

Given a compact symplectic cobordism (W,w), one can find neighborhoods N_ of Y_ and N
of Y, in W, and symplectomorphisms

(N_,w) = ([0,€) x Y_,d(e®*A_))

and

(Ny,w) = ((—€,0] x Y4, d(e’Ay)),
where s denotes the coordinate on [0,¢€) and (—e¢,0]. Using these identifications, we can complete
the compact symplectic cobordism (W, w) by adding cylindrical ends (—o00,0] x Y_ and [0, 00) x Y.
to obtain the completed symplectic cobordism

W = [0,00) x Yy Uy, W Uy (—00,0] x Y_.
In accordance with [1], we restrict the class of almost complex structures on a completed

cobordism W as follows. An almost complex structure J on a completed symplectic cobordism W
as above is called compatible (in [1], the authors use the term adjusted) if:



- On [0,00) x Y4 and (—00,0] x Y_, the almost complex structure J is R—invariant, maps Js
(the R direction) to Ry, , and maps &4 to itself compatibly with dAL.

- On the compact symplectic cobordism W, the almost complex structure J is tamed by w.

Call J (W) the set of all such compatible almost complex structures on .

Choose a compatible almost complex structure J € J (W) on W and a let (3, 4) be a compact
Riemann surface. We will consider curves u : (X = X\ {x1,..., 2%, y1.-..,y1},7) — (W, J) that are
J-holomorphic, i.e. duoj = Jodu, and have k positive ends at T = (77", ... ,’y;r) corresponding
to the punctures (z1,...,%), and [ negative ends at I'" = (y;,...,7, ) corresponding to the
punctures (y1, .. .,4). Denote by M ;(I't,T"7) the space of such J-holomorphic curves u modulo
reparametrizations of the domain 3.

Recall that a positive end of u at v means a puncture, near which, u is asymptotic to Rx~y. More
specifically, that means there is a choice of coordinates (s, t) € [0,00) x R/TZ on a neighborhood of
the puncture, with j(9s) = 0; and such that lim,_, o mr(u(s,t)) = oo and lim,_, 7y, (u(s,-)) = 7.
Similarly, a negative end at «y is a puncture, near which, u is asymptotic to R x . More specifically,
that means there is a choice of coordinates (s,t) € (—o0,0] X R/TZ on a neighborhood of the
puncture, with j(9s) = 9; and such that lim,_, o mr(u(s,t)) = 0o and lims_,cc Ty (u(s,-)) = 7.

Given a J-holomorphic curve u as above, define the Fredholm index of u by

k l
ind(u) = —x(u) + 2¢,(0) + 3 CZ () = 3 CZ,007), )

where 7 is a trivialization of & over %i that is symplectic with respect to d\, x(u) is the Euler
characteristic of ¥, ¢, (u) := ¢;(u*€, 7) denotes the relative first Chern class, and C'Z, (i) is the
Conley—Zehnder index with respect to 7, as before. The significance of the Fredholm index is
that for a generic choice of compatible almost complex structure J and for a somewhere—injective
J-holomorphic curve u, the moduli space M ;(I'*,I'7) is a manifold of dimension ind(u) near w.
See [27, §6] for more details.

3.2 Moduli spaces

Let Xq, and Xq, be two convex toric domains defined by nice functions f; : [0,a] — R>¢ and
f2 : [0,a] — Rsq, respectively. Also, let ¢ : Xq, — Xq, be a symplectic embedding. The
manifold W, := Xg, \ int(Xg,) is a compact symplectic cobordism from (9Xq,, Astdloxq,) to
(0Xq,, Astd|oxg, ), where Agtq denotes the standard Liouville form on R%.

Following the explanation in Remark 2.1, perturb the boundary components 0Xq, and 0Xgq,
of W, in such a way that the Liouville form Agq restricts to nondegenerate contact forms Aq
and Ay on 0Xq, and 0Xq,, respectively. Add cylindrical ends to W, and call Ww the completed
symplectic cobordism.

To clean up notation, call v, the ep; embedded Reeb orbit on 0Xgq,, and call ~, the eg1
embedded Reeb orbit on 0Xq,. Recall that A(vy,) = a and A(y.) = c.

For a given almost complex structure J € J (WW), define M j(¢) to be the moduli space of
J-holomorphic cylinders u : (R x S, j) — (WW, J) such that u has a positive end at ~. and a
negative end at 7,, modulo translation and rotations of the domain R x S*.

All such J-holomorphic cylinders have Fredholm index ind(u) = 0 and the automatic transver-
sality result in Lemma 3.1 below implies that M j(¢) is a O—dimensional manifold for any choice
of J. Moreover, M j(¢) can be compactified with broken holomorphic curves using the SF'T com-
pactness theorem, [1, Theorem 10.2], since all the J-holomorphic cylinders in M ;(¢) have the
same asymptotics.

3.3 Automatic transversality

A much more general automatic transversality result than the one we need to use is proven by
Wendl in [26]. In the language employed in this paper, the particular case that we need to use is
stated as follows. See also [19, Lemma 4.1] for a very similar statement and proof in the case of
symplectizations.



Lemma 3.1. Let W be a completed symplectic cobordism and let u : Y — W be an immersed
J—-holomorphic curve that has asymptotic ends to Reeb orbits. Let N denote the normal bundle to
u in X and

D, : L*(%,N) = L*(2, T*'C® N)

denote the normal linearized operator of u. Also let h™(u) denote the number of ends of u at
positive hyperbolic orbits. If
29(%) — 2+ ht(u) < ind(u),

then D, is surjective, i.e. the moduli space of J—holomorphic curves near u is a manifold that is
cut out transversely and has dimension ind(u).

Note that there are no genericity assumptions on the almost complex structure J in Lemma
3.1. Also, the result applies to the J-holomorphic cylinders in M ;(¢) since they have ends only
at elliptic Reeb orbits and the adjunction formula introduced below in (8) implies that they are
embedded. Hence M () is cut out transversely, for any choice of compatible almost complex
structure J.

3.4 Ruling out breaking

In this section, we study the possible boundary of the union Uje3 M (¢), where J is a smooth
parametrized family of compatible almost complex structures. We prove that, assuming the bounds
in the hypothesis of Theorem 1.8, a sequence of cylinders in Ujc3M ;(¢) cannot converge to a
broken holomorphic building with multiple levels.

Proposition 3.2. Assume Xq, and Xgq, are convex toric domains satisfying the bounds in the
hypothesis of Theorem 1.8. Let {¢; € SympEmb(Xgq,, Xa,)}i>1 be a sequence of symplectic em-
beddings, C°—converging to po € SympEmb(Xq,, Xq,)}. Let {J; € j(w%)}izl be a sequence of
compatible almost complex structures converging to Jo € j(WWU). Let u; € My, (p;). Then the
sequence {u;};>1 cannot converge in the sense of [1] to a Jo—holomorphic building with more than
one level.

Proof. In general, if there exists a J-holomorphic curve from the orbit set a to the orbit set 8, then
A(a) > A(B). Assume that, in the limit, the cylinders u; break into a Jy—holomorphic building
ug = (v1,v2,...,v;). Assume that «; is the orbit set at which the level v; has negative ends. Then
A(ag) € [a,c]. Note first that ¢ is the lowest action of an orbit set in 0Xq,. This means that v;

lives in the cobordism level. Secondly, the assumption cPCH(Xg,) < cFCH(Xq,) translates to

¢ < min(2a, A(e1.1),2f1(0)) = min(A(v2), Aler 1), A(eio)),

where v, = €q,1, €1,1, and e ¢ are the Reeb orbits on dXq,. Thirdly, for a small enough perturba-
tion of 0Xgq,, we also have ¢ < A(hq,1) since A(hy 1) is approximately A(e1,1). Lastly, Lemma 2.4
implies that all orbit sets o on 0Xq, with I(a) > 5 satisfy ¢ < A(«).

Using the classification by ECH index in Lemma 2.2, together with the action inequalities above,
we conclude that the only orbit set through which the cylinders u; could hypothetically break is
a = ep,1. This means that the only broken building we still have to rule out is ug = (v1,v2), where
vy is a Fredholm index O cylinder from . to e in the cobordism level and vy is a Fredholm
index O cylinder from e 0 to 7, = €p,1 in the lower symplectization level. The nontrivial cylinder
vg is a Fredholm index 0 Jy—holomorphic cylinder in a symplectization, and so, by automatic

transversality, it cannot appear.
O

Proposition 3.2 together with the automatic transversality from Lemma 3.1, and SFT com-
pactness, [1, Theorem 10.2], imply that M ;(¢) is a compact 0—dimensional manifold, i.e. a finite
set of points.

4 Proof of main theorem

4.1 Non-emptiness of moduli spaces

First, we prove the nonemptiness of M 3() for the inclusion map ¢o : Xo, — Xq, and a certain

~

compatible almost complex structure J.
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Proposition 4.1. There exists J € J( %) such that the moduli space M 3(po) is nonempty.

Proof. We will construct a compatible almost complex structure J that is invariant under the
S 1faﬁztion by rotations in the zo—plane and prove that an appropriate restriction of the z;—plane is
the J-holomorphic cylinder we are looking for. Our construction is similar to [2, §5.2]. Whenever
we say “Sl-equivariant”, we mean invariant under the S'-action by rotations in the z;—plane.

Recall that 0Xq, and 0Xgq, are contact hypersurfaces in the compact symplectic cobordism
(Ww,wstd = dMAsta). Moreover, notice that they are Sl equivariant. Using an S'-equivariant
version of the Moser trick, one can prove that there exist S!'-equivariant neighborhoods N; of
0Xgq, and Ns of 0Xq, in W, and S'—equivariant symplectomorphisms

’lbl : (Nl,w) — ([0,6) X 6XQl,d(€S)\1))

and
Yo 1 (Na,w) = ((—¢,0] x 0Xq,,d(e’A2)),
where A; = Astd|oxq,, and s denotes the coordinate on [0, €) and (—¢,0].
Choose almost complex structures J1 on ([0, §)U(5, €)) x0Xq, and J> on ((—¢, —3)U(—£,0)) X
0Xq,, that are S'-equivariant and compatible with the cylindrical ends near the boundary of Weos
and that pull back under 1; to the standard complex structure on C? near the interior of W,,,, i.e.

1 (Nil(2e o) xoxq,) = @ and Y3 (Ja|(—c —26)xox,,) = i Define

1/)1‘(1]1(1/)1(])))), pE 7/1f1((0a %) U ( 3 )) x aXQl)
J(p) := 44, pE€ Wy, \ (N1UN>) (6)

U3 (L2(¥2(p), P € vy (—6—F)U(=5,0) x 0Xo,).

The compatibility of J with the cylindrical ends near the boundary of the compact symplectic
cobordism W,,, makes it possible to extend J to a compatible S I _equivariant almost complex
structure on the cylindrical ends of the completed symplectic cobordism /V[ZPO. We still need to
interpolate between the standard complex structure in the interior of W, and the almost complex
structure on the cylindrical ends.

Let g(-,-) := w(-, J-) be the positive definite Riemannian metric defined by the compatibility
of w and J and note that g is S'-equivariant. Extend the Riemannian metric ¢ to W, and
average the obtained extension over the S'-action to obtain an S'-equivariant Riemannian metric
g on W,,. Note that § = g wherever g is defined since g is S'-equivariant. Define J to be the
unique compatible almost complex structure that satisfies g(-, ) = w(, J -) and note that that this
definition extends the definition in (6), since § = g wherever g is defined. Note that since § and
Wstq are S 1fequivariant, then J is also S 1fequivaulriamt.

Let S := W,, N {2z = 0}. Note that S is a closed annulus which we can complete by adding
cylindrical ends to get N

S = (—00,0] X 7, USUI0,00) X 7.

We will now show that J being invariant under S ! action in the zy—plane implies that J
preserves the tangent space of S. Let hg(z1,22) = (21,€25), for 6 € [0,27]. Knowing J is
invariant under the S'-action in the zo—plane implies that

Jhe(p) o dphg = dphg o Jp,

for any p € W,,, and any 6 € [0, 2x]. In the basis {ag , 821’ 822, D } this equality can be written

in 2 x 2 block matrix notation as,

<gg>he<p><é}g@)(éfge)(gg)p’ @)

for any p € W, and any 6 € [0, 27], and where jp < é‘ g > is the almost complex struc-
P

cos —sinf

ture in coordinates and Ry = .
sinf)  cosf

) is a rotation matrix. After carrying out the

multiplications in (7), we see that
( Angr)  Bhotr) o ) _ ( A, By )
Chow)  Dho(p) L0 RoCp  ReDy
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Note that for p = (21,0), hg(p) = p, and so the above equality implies B,Rg = B,, for any p € S
and @ € [0,2n]. This implies B, = 0 and hence, J preserves the tangent bundle of S. Moreover,
by construction, J preserves the tangent spaces on the cylindrical ends of S and so J preserves the
tangent bundle of S.

Hence, (S,J) is a Riemann surface which is diffeomorphic to a punctured plane. By the
Uniformization theorem, (S J ) is b1holomorph1ca11y equivalent to either the punctured plane the
punctured disk, or an open annulus. Since Jis compatible with the infinite cylindrical ends of VVW07
(S ,J ) must be biholomorphic to a punctured plane, and hence also biholomorphic to a cylinder.
We conclude that there exists a .J- ~holomorphic map u : (R x St,j) — (WWU, J ) with image S , and
hence, [u] € M 3(¢o).

Finally, note that the perturbation of the hypersurfaces 0Xgq,, for ¢ = 1,2, needed to make
Astd|axq, nondegenerate, happens away from the z;-plane and so the curve [u] persists after the
perturbation. O

Remark 4.2. All the symplectic embeddings that form the loop considered in Theorem 1.8 have
the same image in Xq,, so W, = W, for any ¢ € [0, 1]. Hence the moduli space M 3(;) contains

the same J-holomorphic cylinders as M 7(0).

4.2 Counting the cylinders

We next prove the uniqueness of the J-holomorphic cylinders using asymptotic analysis estimates.
Let us begin by recalling the adjunction formula:

Lemma 4.3. Let u: Y — X be a somewhere—injective J-holomorphic curve. Then u has finitely
many singularities, and

er () = x(u) + Qr () + wr (u) — 25(u) (8)

where ¢, (u) is the relative first Chern class as before (see [18, §4.2]), x(u) is the Euler characteristic
of the domain of u, Q,(u) is the relative self intersection number as before (see [18, §4.2]), w,(u)
is the asymptotic writhe defined in [18, §2.6], and 6(u) is a count of singularities of u with positive
integer weights.

For a proof of this statement, see [15, §3]. Following the details in [18, §2.6], we give an overview
of the definition writhe, linking number, and winding number in this context, as they will become
useful in the proof of Proposition 4.6 below.

Let v be a simple Reeb orbit and let k£ be a positive integer. A braid with k strands around ~ is
an oriented link ¢ contained in a tubular neighborhood N of «, such that the tubular neighborhood
projection ¢ — v is an orientation—preserving degree k submersion.

Choose a symplectic trivialization 7 over v and extend it to the tubular neighborhood N of v to
identify N with S' x D, such that the projection of ¢ € N to the S* factor is a submersion. Identify
further S! x D with a solid torus in R? by applying an orientation preserving diffeomorphism. We
thus obtain an embedding ¢, : N — R3. We set up the identifications in such a way that ¢, (¢) is an
oriented link in R? with no vertical tangents. Hence, it has a well defined writhe by counting signed
self-crossings in the projection to R? x {0}. We use the sign convention where counterclockwise
twists contribute positively to the writhe.

We define the writhe of a braid ¢ around v, w,({) € Z, to be the writhe of the oriented link
¢-(¢) in R3. Also if ¢ and ¢’ are two disjoint braids around =, define the linking number of ¢ and
¢’ 1:(¢, ') € Z, to be the linking number of the oriented links ¢, (¢) and ¢,(¢’) in R3. This latter
quantity is defined as one half the signed count of crossings of the projections of the two links to
R2 x {0}. Note that, if ¢ and ¢’ are two disjoint braids around v then

w’r(g U C/) = w'r(g) + w'r(gl) =+ 2l'r(<7 gl)

For a braid ¢ around ~ that is disjoint from ~ we define the winding number of ¢ around vy to
be wind,(¢) := (¢, 7).

The following two lemmas explain how to bound the writhe and the winding number in terms
of the Conley—Zehnder index. The formulation is adapted from [19]. For more details, see also
[15].
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Lemma 4.4 ([19, Lemma 3.2]). Let v be an embedded Reeb orbit and let N be a tubular neighbor-
hood around y. Let v : Y — R XY be a J-holomorphic with a positive end at v* which is not part
of a trivial cylinder or a multiply covered component and let ( denote the intersection of this end
with {s} x Y. If s >> 0, then the following hold:

a. ¢ is the graph in N of a nonvanishing section of §,a and has well defined winding number
wind-(¢).
. CZ, (v*
b. wind,(¢) < {%)J

c. If J is generic, CZ,(v?) is odd, and ind(u) < 2 then equality holds in (b).
d. wr(¢) < (d—1)wind,(¢).

An equivalent statement holds for the asymptotic winding number and writhe at a negative
cylindrical end of a J-holomorphic curve.

Lemma 4.5 ([19, Lemma 3.4]). Let v be an embedded Reeb orbit and let N be a tubular neighbor-
hood around ~y. Let u : Y5 RxY bea J~holomorphic with a negative end at v* which is not part
of a trivial cylinder or a multiply covered component and let { denote the intersection of this end
with {s} x Y. If s << 0, then the following hold:

a. ¢ is the graph in N of a nonvanishing section of §,a and has well defined winding number

wind,(¢).

wind, (¢) > [ €250,

S

. If J is generic, CZ.(v%) is odd, and ind(u) < 2 then equality holds in (b).
d. wr(¢) > (d — 1)wind,(¢).

Fix a symplectic embedding ¢ € SympEmb(Xgq,, Xq,) and fix an almost complex structure
JeJW,).

Proposition 4.6. If the moduli space M j(p) is nonempty, then it contains exactly one index zero
cylinder.

)

Proof. Assume there are two different cylinders, u; and ug, in M j(p). For s << 0, (s = (u1 U
u2) N ({s} x 0Xq,) is a braid around ~, with two components, ({ and (¢, each having one strand.
For s >> 0, (. = (u1 Uug) N ({s} x 0Xq,) is a braid around 7, with two components, ¢f and (5,
each with one strand. Lemma 4.4 implies

wind, (¢°) < {CZT(”J - EJ 0.

Similarly, Lemma 4.5 implies
CZ:(Va 1
wind-(¢') = ’V%-‘ = ’75-‘ =1

The linking numbers of the different strands of the two braids are given by (¢, {5) = wind(¢3)
and 1-(¢§,¢5) = wind(¢5). See [18, Lemma 4.17] for details. This means

w-(Ca) = w- (T U CE) = wr(¢F) +wr(G3) +2-1-(¢F 63)
=0+0+42 wind({§) > 2
and
wr(Ce) = wr((TUE) = wr(¢7) +wr(¢5) +2- 1(¢F, 65)
=0+0+2-wind(¢5) <0.
Hence
wr(u1 Uug) = wr(() — wr(Ca) < —2.
Since ¢ (u1 Uug) = Qr(u1 Uug) = 0, the relative adjunction formula recalled in (8) applied to

u1 U ug gives
0=0+40+ w,(u1 Uug) — 26(u1 Uug).

This is a contradiction since w;(u; Uug) < —2 and §(uq Uusg) > 0. O
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4.3 Final steps of the proof

We have all the details needed to complete the proof of Theorem 1.8. Assume that the loop
{®t}eejo,1) is contractible in SympEmb(Xgq,, Xq,). This means there exists a 2-parameter fam-
ily {¢.}:ep C SympEmb(Xgq,, Xq,), parametrized by the unit disk D, such that {¢.}.cop =
{®t}eejo,1)- The family of embeddings {¢. }.ep generates a 2-parameter family of completed sym-
plectic cobordisms {/V[ZPZ }.ep. Let § = {J.}.ep be a generic 2—parameter family of compatible
almost complex structures such that J, € J (W%) for every z € D and J, = J for every z € D,
where J is the almost complex structure constructed in Proposition 4.1. Remark 4.2 provides an

explanation as to why we can choose the same almost complex structure J for all z € ID.
Consider the moduli space

My ={(z,u.) | z€D, u, € My (¢:)}.
Claim. Mgy is homeomorphic to the closed disk D.

Proof. By the parametric regularity theorem, [27, Theorem. 7.2 & Remark 7.4], for a generic choice
of 2—parameter family of compatible complex structures J, the moduli space Mj is a 2—-dimensional
manifold that is cut out transversely. The holomorphic curves in My have fixed asymptotics and
so0, by the SFT compactness result presented in [1, Theorem 10.2], there exists a compactification of
M5 with broken holomorphic buildings. Proposition 3.2 implies that, under the assumptions made
in the hypothesis of Theorem 1.8, no such breaking is possible and so, Mj is already compact.
The automatic transversality result presented in Lemma 3.1, together with the nonemptiness
result proved in Proposition 4.1 and the uniqueness result proved in Proposition 4.6, implies that
M contains exactly one cylinder above each parameter z € dD and at most one cylinder above
each parameter z € intD. Given that the moduli space My is compact, it must contain exactly
one cylinder above every parameter z € D and so we can conclude that My is homeomorphic to
the disk D. O

Let 4. : R/cZ — 0Xgq, be the parametrization of 7. such that p = ~.(0) = (\/E, 0) € C2.
There exists a unique representative u, : R x St — /V[ZPZ of the unique class in M j_(p,) such
that limg_ 00 u2(8,0) = p. Define p, := lims_, o u,(s,0). This construction induces a well defined
composition of maps

St — SympEmb(Xgq,, Xq,) —
t Yt = =

Claim. The above composition is a degree —1 circle map.

Proof. Remark 4.2 explains why for any two parameters z, w € 9D, the moduli spaces M ;_(¢.) and
M, (pw) are the same. Moreover, note that the choice of fixed asymptotics, limg_, o u,(s,0) =
p = limg_00 Uyw(s,0), implies that the representatives u, and wu,, are also the same. Hence, we can
easily trace the movement of the point p, on the orbit v, as z goes around the boundary of the
parameter space.

Recall that the image of Xq, under the loop of symplectic {¢¢}e[0,1) does a counterclockwise
27 rotation in the z;—plane, which rotates the orbit ~,, followed by a clockwise 27 rotation in the
zo—plane, which does not rotate the orbit v,. Let ¢ := p; be the point on v, corresponding to the

parameter 1 € D. Then
e~4mitg te [O, %}
Pe2mit = 1
q, te (5, 1
and so the above composition is a degree —1 circle map. O

This last claim provides us with a contradiction, given that a degree —1 circle map cannot
factor through the disk Mz ~ D.

14



References

[1]

Frédéric Bourgeois, Yakov Eliashberg, Helmut Hofer, Krzysztof Wysocki, and Eduard Zehn-
der. “Compactness results in symplectic field theory”. Geometry and Topology 7.2 (2003),
pp. 799-888.

Edward Burkard. “First Steps in Homotopy Results for Symplectic Embeddings of Ellip-
soids”. PhD Thesis (2016).

Olguta Buse and Richard Hind. “Ellipsoid embeddings and symplectic packing stability”.
Compositio Mathematica 149.5 (2013), pp. 889-902.

Keon Choi, Daniel Cristofaro-Gardiner, David Frenkel, Michael Hutchings, and Vinicius
Gripp Barros Ramos. “Symplectic embeddings into four-dimensional concave toric domains”.
Journal of Topology 7.4 (2014), pp. 1054-1076.

Daniel Cristofaro-Gardiner. “Symplectic embeddings from concave toric domains into convex
ones”. arXiv:1409.4378 (2014).

Daniel Cristofaro-Gardiner, David Frenkel, and Felix Schlenk. “Symplectic embeddings of
four-dimensional ellipsoids into integral polydiscs”. Algebraic & Geometric Topology 17.2
(2017), pp. 1189-1260.

Yakov Eliashberg and Mikhael Gromov. “Convex symplectic manifolds”. Several complex
variables and complex geometry, Part 2 (1991), pp. 135-162.

Andreas Floer, Helmut Hofer, and Krzysztof Wysocki. “Applications of symplectic homology
I”. Mathematische Zeitschrift 217.1 (1994), pp. 577-606.

Mikhael Gromov. “Pseudoholomorphic curves in symplectic manifolds”. Inventiones mathe-
maticae 82.2 (1985), pp. 307-347.

Larry Guth. “Symplectic embeddings of polydisks”. Inventiones mathematicae 172.3 (2008),
pp. 477-489.

Jean Gutt and Michael Hutchings. “Symplectic capacities from positive S'-equivariant sym-
plectic homology”. Algebraic & Geometric Topology 18 (2018).

Jean Gutt and Michael Usher. “Symplectically knotted codimension-zero embeddings of do-
mains in RY”". arXiv:1708.01574 (2017).

Richard Hind. “Symplectic folding and nonisotopic polydisks”. Algebraic € Geometric Topol-
ogy 13.4 (2013), pp. 2171-2192.

Richard Hind, Martin Pinsonnault, and Weiwei Wu. “Symplectomorphism groups of non-
compact manifolds, orbifold balls, and a space of Lagrangians”. arXiv:1805.7291 (2013).

Michael Hutchings. “An index inequality for embedded pseudoholomorphic curves in sym-
plectizations”. Journal of the European Mathematical Society 4.4 (2002), pp. 313-361.

Michael Hutchings. “Beyond ECH capacities”. Geometry & Topology 20.2 (2016), pp. 1085—
1126.

Michael Hutchings. “Lecture notes on embedded contact homology”. Contact and symplectic
topology. Springer, 2014, pp. 389-484.

Michael Hutchings. “The embedded contact homology index revisited”. New perspectives and
challenges in symplectic field theory 49 (2009), pp. 263-297.

Michael Hutchings and Jo Nelson. “Cylindrical contact homology for dynamically convex
contact forms in three dimensions”. Journal of Symplectic Geometry 14.4 (2014), pp. 983—
1012.

Dusa McDuff. “Blow ups and symplectic embeddings in dimension 4”. Topology 30.3 (1991),
pp. 409-421.

Dusa McDuff. “Symplectic embeddings of 4-dimensional ellipsoids”. Journal of Topology 2.1
(2009), pp. 1-22.

Dusa McDuff and Leonid Polterovich. “Symplectic packings and algebraic geometry”. Inven-
tiones mathematicae 115.1 (1994), pp. 405-429.

Dusa McDuff and Felix Schlenk. “The embedding capacity of 4-dimensional symplectic el-
lipsoids”. Annals of Mathematics (2012), pp. 1191-1282.

15



Dusa McDuff and Lisa Traynor. “The 4-dimensional symplectic camel and related results,
Symplectic geometry, 169-182". London Math. Soc. Lecture Note Series 192 (1993).

Felix Schlenk. “Symplectic embedding problems, old and new”. Bulletin of the American
Mathematical Society 55.2 (2018), pp. 139-182.

Chris Wendl. “Automatic transversality and orbifolds of punctured holomorphic curves in
dimension four”. arXiv:0802.5842 (2008).

Chris Wendl. “Lectures on symplectic field theory”. arXiv:1612.01009 (2016).

16



	1 Introduction
	1.1 Previous results and a new result about ellipsoids
	1.2 Main theorem
	1.3 Strategy of proof and the organization of the paper

	2 Reeb dynamics and the ECH index
	2.1 Geometric setup
	2.2 Reeb dynamics on X
	2.3 ECH index
	2.4 Absolute grading on X

	3 Ruling out breaking
	3.1 Completed symplectic cobordisms
	3.2 Moduli spaces
	3.3 Automatic transversality
	3.4 Ruling out breaking

	4 Proof of main theorem
	4.1 Non-emptiness of moduli spaces
	4.2 Counting the cylinders
	4.3 Final steps of the proof


