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PFH spectral invariants and C∞ closing lemmas

Oliver Edtmair and Michael Hutchings∗

Abstract

We develop the theory of spectral invariants in periodic Floer homology
(PFH) of area-preserving surface diffeomorphisms. We use this theory to prove
C∞ closing lemmas for certain Hamiltonian isotopy classes of area-preserving
surface diffeomorphisms. In particular, we show that any area-preserving dif-
feomorphism of the torus is C∞ close to an area-preserving diffeomorphism with
dense periodic orbits. Our closing lemmas are quantitative, asserting roughly
speaking that for a given Hamiltonian isotopy, within time δ a periodic orbit
must appear of period O(δ−1). We also prove a “Weyl law” describing the
asymptotic behavior of PFH spectral invariants.

1 Introduction

Throughout this paper, let Σ be a closed connected surface of genus g, and let ω be a
symplectic (area) form on Σ. We are interested in area-preserving diffeomorphisms
φ : (Σ, ω)→ (Σ, ω). We are also interested in Hamiltonian isotopy classes in the set
of all area-preserving diffeomorphisms of (Σ, ω); we denote the Hamiltonian isotopy
class of φ by [φ].

1.1 Closing lemmas

Our convention is that a periodic orbit of φ with period k is a set of k distinct points
in Σ that are cyclically permuted by φ.

Definition 1.1. Let Φ be a Hamiltonian isotopy class of area-preserving diffeo-
morphisms of (Σ, ω). We say that Φ has the C∞ closing property if for every map
φ ∈ Φ and for every nonempty open set U ⊂ Σ, there exists a C∞ small Hamiltonian
isotopy supported in U from φ to φ′ such that φ′ has a periodic orbit intersecting
U .

Standard arguments, see e.g. [29, §3], show:

Lemma 1.2. If the Hamiltonian isotopy class Φ has the C∞ closing property, then
for a C∞-generic area-preserving diffeomorphism φ ∈ Φ, the set of periodic orbits
of φ is dense in Σ.

∗Partially supported by NSF grant DMS-2005437.
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It was proved by Asaoka-Irie [1] that for a C∞-generic Hamiltonian diffeomor-
phism φ of (Σ, ω), i.e. for a generic φ in the Hamiltonian isotopy class [idΣ], the set
of periodic orbits of φ is dense in Σ. One of our goals is to generalize this result to
some other Hamiltonian isotopy classes.

Theorem 1.3. (proved in §7) Let Φ be a Hamiltonian isotopy class of area-preserving
diffeomorphisms of (Σ, ω). Suppose that Φ is rational (Definition 1.4) and has the
U -cycle property (Definition 2.20). Then Φ satisfies the C∞ closing property.

To explain the rationality hypothesis, we need to introduce a key actor in the
story, the mapping torus of φ. This is a three-manifold defined by

Yφ = [0, 1] × Σ/ ∼, (1, x) ∼ (0, φ(x)). (1.1)

The mapping torus is a fiber bundle over S1 = R/Z with fiber Σ. If t denotes the
[0, 1] coordinate on [0, 1] × Σ, then the vector field ∂t on [0, 1] × Σ descends to a
vector field on Yφ, which we also denote by ∂t. Periodic orbits of the map φ of
period d correspond to simple periodic orbits of the vector field ∂t whose projection
to S1 has degree d. Since the map φ preserves the symplectic form ω on Σ, this
form induces a fiberwise symplectic form ω on Yφ. The latter extends to a closed
2-form ωφ on Yφ, characterized by ωφ(∂t, ·) = 0.

We need to consider how the cohomology class [ωφ] ∈ H
2(Yφ;R) depends on φ.

Let {φs}s∈[0,1] be a smooth isotopy of area-preserving diffeomorphisms of (Σ, ω),
and suppose for the moment that φs is constant for s close to 0 or 1. We then
obtain a diffeomorphism of mapping tori

f : Yφ0

≃
−→ Yφ1 .

This is induced by the diffeomorphism of [0, 1] × Σ sending

(t, x) 7−→ (t, φ−1
t (φ0(x))). (1.2)

If the isotopy {φs} is Hamiltonian, then f∗[ωφ1 ] = [ωφ0 ] ∈ H
2(Yφ0 ;R).

Definition 1.4. The Hamiltonian isotopy class Φ is rational if for φ ∈ Φ, the
cohomology class [ωφ] ∈ H2(Yφ;R) is a real multiple of a class in the image of
H2(Yφ;Z).

Example 1.5. Suppose that Σ = T 2 = R2/Z2. Then any area-preserving diffeo-
morphism φ is Hamiltonian isotopic to a map of the form φ(x) = Ax + b where
A ∈ SL2 Z and b ∈ R2/Z2. We have H2(Yφ) ≃ Z⊕ Ker(A− I). If A = I, that is if
φ is smoothly isotopic to the identity, then [φ] is rational if and only if b ∈ Q2/Z2,
namely φ is a rational rotation. If Ker(A − I) is one-dimensional, then φ is iso-
topic to a power of a Dehn twist, and [φ] is rational when the projection of b to
R2/Ker(A − I) is rational. In all other cases, b2(Yφ) = 1 so [φ] is automatically
rational.
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We will use Theorem 1.3 and some additional arguments to prove:

Theorem 1.6. (proved in §7) Let Φ be a Hamiltonian isotopy class of area-preserving
diffeomorphisms of T 2. If Φ is rational, then Φ has the C∞ closing property.

Remark 1.7. The C∞ closing property fails to hold for some non-rational Hamil-
tonian isotopy classes of area-preserving diffeomorphisms of T 2. In fact, it follows
from a result of Herman [15, Annexe, Thm. 2.2] that if φ is a Diophantine rotation
of T 2, then there is a neighborhood of φ in the C∞ topology in the space of maps
Hamiltonian isotopic to φ such that any map φ′ in this neighborhood is smoothly
conjugate to φ, and hence has no periodic orbits. (Thanks to V. Humilière for this
reference.)

Any non-rational area-preserving diffeomorphism of T 2 can be perturbed to a
rational one by a C∞-small (non-Hamiltonian) isotopy. Thus we obtain:

Corollary 1.8. Every area-preserving diffeomorphism of T 2 is C∞-close to an area-
preserving diffeomorphism whose periodic orbits are dense in T 2.

1.2 Motivation from previous work

The proof of Theorem 1.3 is inspired by an argument of Irie [29], who proved the
following C∞ closing lemma for contact forms on closed three-manifolds. See also
the survey [16].

Theorem 1.9 (Irie). Let Y be a closed three-manifold, let λ be a contact form on
Y , and let U ⊂ Y be a nonempty open set. Then there exists a contact form λ′

which is C∞-close to λ and agrees with λ outside of U , such that the Reeb vector
field associated to λ′ has a periodic orbit intersecting U .

The proof uses the embedded contact homology of (Y, λ); see [20] for detailed
definitions. If λ is nondegenerate, meaning that the periodic orbits of the Reeb
vector field are nondegenerate, then the embedded contact homology ECH(Y, λ)
is the homology of a chain complex generated (over Z/2) by certain finite sets of
Reeb orbits with multiplicities, and whose differential counts certain J-holomorphic
curves in R × Y for a suitable almost complex structure J . Taubes [36] proved
that ECH(Y, λ) is canonically isomorphic to a version of Seiberg-Witten Floer
cohomology of Y as defined by Kronheimer-Mrowka [30], and in particular depends
only on the contact structure ξ = Ker(λ). For any contact form λ on Y , possibly
degenerate, and for any nonzero class σ ∈ ECH(Y, ξ), there is a “spectral invariant”
cσ(Y, λ) ∈ R, which is the total period of a finite set of Reeb orbits with multiplicities
homologically selected by ECH. The spectral invariants, unlike ECH, are highly
sensitive to the contact form λ.

For the proof of Theorem 1.9, we can assume without loss of generality that
Y is connected. There is then a well-defined map U : ECH(Y, ξ) → ECH(Y, ξ),

3



which is induced by a chain map counting certain J-holomorphic curves that are
constrained to pass through a base point in R × Y . Define a U -sequence to be a
sequence of nonzero classes {σk}k≥1 in ECH(Y, ξ) such that Uσk+1 = σk for all
k ≥ 1. As explained for example in [8, Lem. A.1], results of Kronheimer-Mrowka
[30] on Seiberg-Witten Floer homology imply that U -sequences always exist.

The key ingredient now is the following “Weyl law” for ECH spectral invariants
proved1 in [9].

Theorem 1.10. [9] Let Y be a closed connected three-manifold, let λ be a contact
form on Y , and let {σk}k≥1 be a U -sequence in ECH(Y, ξ). Then

lim
k→∞

cσk
(Y, λ)2

k
= 2vol(Y, λ). (1.3)

Here the contact volume is defined by

vol(Y, λ) =

∫

Y
λ ∧ dλ.

Remark 1.11. There is also a more general version of Theorem 1.10 in which the
classes σk are nonzero and homogeneous and their ECH gradings converge to +∞,
but {σk} is not required to be a U -sequence.

To prove Theorem 1.9, one can define a smooth one-parameter family of contact
forms {λt} such that λ0 = λ, outside of U we have λt = λ, and d

dt vol(Y, λt) > 0.
There must then exist Reeb orbits of λt passing through U for arbitrarily small t.
Otherwise, there exists δ > 0 such that λt has no Reeb orbit passing through U for
t ∈ [0, δ]. One can deduce that each spectral invariant cσ(Y, λt) is independent of
t ∈ [0, δ]. It then follows from the Weyl law (1.3) that vol(Y, λt) is independent of
t ∈ [0, δ], which is a contradiction.

Returning to area-preserving surface diffeomorphisms: Asaoka-Irie proved that
a C∞-generic Hamiltonian diffeomorphism of (Σ, ω) has dense periodic orbits by
starting with a Hamiltonian diffeomorphism φ and constructing a contact three-
manifold with an open book decomposition whose page is Σ with a disk removed,
and whose monodromy is a slight modification of φ. One can then apply Theorem 1.9
to find a C∞-small perturbation of the contact form with dense Reeb orbits, and
translate this back to a C∞-small perturbation of φ with dense periodic orbits.

It is not obvious how to extend the above argument to other Hamiltonian isotopy
classes, because there are cohomological obstructions to defining the desired contact
form. We will instead work more directly with periodic Floer homology (PFH). This
is a theory which is defined analogously to ECH, but using periodic orbits of an
area-preserving surface diffeomorphism instead of Reeb orbits of a contact form on a
three-manifold. PFH is isomorphic to a version of Seiberg-Witten Floer cohomology

1This was earlier proved in a special case in [19], and later given a different proof by Sun [35].
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of the mapping torus Yφ, as shown by Lee-Taubes [31]. Originally, PFH was defined
before ECH; see [17, 23]. Since then there have been many applications of ECH to
dynamics of Reeb vector fields in three dimensions and symplectic embeddings in
four dimensions. Applications of PFH have only recently begun to appear, including
the spectacular proof by Cristofaro-Gardiner, Humilière, and Seyfaddini [5] that the
group of compactly supported area-preserving homeomorphisms of the disk is not
simple, and additional applications of PFH to area-preserving homeomorphisms of
the two-sphere [6].

We will prove a PFH analogue of the “Weyl law” (1.3) in Theorem 8.1 below,
replacing the notion of “U -sequence” by a notion of “U -cycle”. This Weyl law
implies closing lemmas as in Theorem 1.3 (under slightly stronger hypotheses on
the U -cycles), following Irie’s proof of Theorem 1.9.

However, a Weyl law is really much stronger than necessary to detect the cre-
ation of periodic orbits. In §6 we introduce a refinement of Irie’s argument which,
instead of a Weyl law, uses bounds on “spectral gaps” coming from ball packings
in symplectic cobordisms, to obtain stronger results, namely quantitative closing
lemmas.

1.3 Quantitative closing lemmas

The kind of quantitative closing lemma that we can obtain asserts roughly that
during a given Hamiltonian isotopy, within time δ a periodic orbit must appear
with period O(δ−1). We now give some examples of precise statements that we can
prove.

Definition 1.12. Let U ⊂ Σ be a nonempty open set, let l ∈ (0, 1), and let a ∈
(0, area(U)). A (U , a, l)-admissible Hamiltonian is a smooth functionH : [0, 1]×Σ →
R such that:

• H(t, x) = 0 for t close to 0 or 1.

• H(t, x) = 0 for x /∈ U .

• H ≥ 0.

• There is an interval I ⊂ (0, 1) of length l and a disk D ⊂ U of area a such
that H ≥ 1 on I ×D.

Given any Hamiltonian H : [0, 1]×Σ→ R satisfying the first bullet point above,
let {ϕt}t∈[0,1] denote the associated Hamiltonian isotopy (see §3 for conventions),
and given an area-preserving diffeomorphism φ of Σ, write φH = φ ◦ ϕ1.

Theorem 1.13. (proved in §7) Let φ be an area-preserving diffeomorphism of
(S2, ω), write A =

∫
S2 ω, let U ⊂ S2 be a nonempty open set, and let H be a
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(U , a, l)-admissible Hamiltonian. If 0 < δ ≤ al−1, then for some τ ∈ [0, δ], the map
φτH has a periodic orbit intersecting U with period d satisfying

d ≤
⌊
Al−1δ−1

⌋
. (1.4)

Remark 1.14. When δ = al−1 and Aa−1 /∈ Z, the bound (1.4) is sharp. That
is, under the hypotheses of Theorem 1.13, one cannot prove the existence of a
period orbit intersecting U with period less than

⌊
Aa−1

⌋
. The reason is that if a =

area(U)−ε for ε > 0 sufficiently small, then the open sets φi(U) for 0 ≤ i <
⌊
Aa−1

⌋

have total area less than A and thus could be disjoint.

We also obtain a slightly weaker inequality for rational area-preserving diffeo-
moprhisms of the torus:

Theorem 1.15. (proved in §7) Let φ be an area-preserving diffeomorphism of
(T 2, ω), and write A =

∫
T 2 ω. Suppose that the Hamiltonian isotopy class [φ] is

rational, let Ω ∈ H2(Yφ;Z) be an integral cohomology class such that [ωφ] is a pos-
itive multiple of the image of Ω, and let d0 = 〈Ω, [T 2]〉. Let U ⊂ Σ be a nonempty
open set, and let H be a (U , a, l)-admissible Hamiltonian. If 0 < δ ≤ al−1, then
for some τ ∈ [0, δ], the map φτH has a periodic orbit intersecting U with period d
satisfying

d ≤ d0
(⌊
Ad−1

0 l−1δ−1
⌋
+ 1
)
.

Theorems 1.13 and 1.15 are special cases of a more general statement, Theo-
rem 7.4 below, which is also applicable to higher genus surfaces when there are
enough U -cycles.

The rest of the paper is organized as follows. In §2 we review the definition
of periodic Floer homology. In §3 we discuss invariance of PFH under Hamitonian
isotopy; here we find it useful to relate a Hamiltonian isotopy to the graph of a
function Yφ → R. In §4 we explain how to define the PFH spectral numbers we
will use. In §5 we prove a key lemma which gives relations between PFH spectral
invariants of different maps in the same Hamiltonian isotopy class arising from ball
packings in symplectic cobordisms between the graphs of different Hamiltonians. In
§6 we use this lemma to show how “spectral gaps” in PFH allow one to detect the
creation of periodic orbits. In §7 we use this machinery to prove all of our theorems
stated above. Finally, in §8 we state and prove a Weyl for PFH spectral invariants.

Remark 1.16. Cristofaro-Gardiner, Prasad, and Zhang [11] have independently
proved a related Weyl law in PFH by different methods. This Weyl law (together
with a nonvanishing result for Seiberg-Witten Floer cohomology) is used in [11] to
prove a C∞ closing result for arbitrary diffeomorphisms on surfaces of arbitrary
genus, where non-local and non-Hamiltonian perturbations are allowed. The Weyl
law in [11], unlike the one here, does not need any hypothesis about “U -cycles”; cf.
Remark 1.11.
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We expect that one can use the Seiberg-Witten nonvanishing results in [11] to
show that rational Hamiltonian isotopy classes satisfy the U -cycle property, similarly
to Lemma 7.3 below. If so, then combining this with Theorem 1.3 would imply that
Theorem 1.6 extends to surfaces of arbitrary genus.

The proof of the Weyl law in [11] uses the Lee-Taubes isomorphism and various
careful estimates on solutions to the Seiberg-Witten equations. The proofs of our
Weyl law and quantitative closing lemmas also use Seiberg-Witten theory and the
Lee-Taubes isomorphism, but more indirectly, as a “black box” to provide cobor-
dism maps on PFH whose nontriviality implies the existence of certain holomorphic
curves.

2 Periodic Floer homology

We now set up the version of PFH that we will be using, which one might call
“twisted PFH”, in more detail. Most of this material is also explained in [17, 23,
18, 31, 5], although we will use a particular bookkeeping formalism of Novikov rings
and reference cycles to keep track of areas of holomorphic curves. Apart from this
bookkeeping, PFH is extremely similar to ECH, and we will refer to the lecture notes
[20] on ECH for some definitions and basic results that do not differ significantly
from the PFH case.

2.1 PFH generators and holomorphic curves

Let (Σ, ω) be a closed connected surface of genus g with a symplectic (area) form,
and let φ : (Σ, ω)→ (Σ, ω) be an area-preserving diffeomorphism.

Definition 2.1. An orbit set is a finite set of pairs α = {(αi,mi)} such that:

• The αi are distinct periodic orbits of φ.

• The mi are positive integers.

Let Yφ denote the mapping torus of φ as in (1.1). For an orbit set as above, regarding
the periodic orbits αi as embedded loops in Yφ, we define the homology class

[α] =
∑

i

mi[αi] ∈ H1(Yφ).

A periodic orbit of φ of period k is nondegenerate if for x ∈ Σ in the periodic
orbit, the derivative dφkx : TxΣ → TxΣ does not have 1 as an eigenvalue. A nonde-
generate orbit as above is hyperbolic if dφkx has real eigenvalues. We say that φ is
nondegenerate if all of its periodic orbits (including multiply covered periodic orbits
where the points in Σ are not distinct) are nondegenerate; this holds for C∞ generic
φ in any Hamiltonian isotopy class Φ.
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Definition 2.2. Assume that φ is nondegenerate. A PFH generator is an orbit set
α = {(αi,mi)} such that mi = 1 whenever αi is hyperbolic.

Notation 2.3. If γ and γ′ are 1-cycles2 in Yφ with [γ] = [γ′] ∈ H1(Yφ), let
H2(Yφ, γ, γ

′) denote the set of relative homology classes of 2-chains Z in Yφ with
∂Z = γ − γ′. This is an affine space over H2(Yφ).

To define the differential on the chain complex below, we will need to choose a
generic almost complex structure J on R × Yφ satisfying the following conditions.
To state them, let E → Yφ denote the vertical tangent bundle of Yφ → S1; this
subbundle of TYφ plays an analogous role in PFH to the contact structure ξ in
ECH.

Definition 2.4. An almost complex structure J on R× Yφ is admissible if:

• J(∂s) = ∂t, where s denotes the R coordinate on R× Yφ.

• J is independent of s, i.e. invariant under translation of the R factor in R×Yφ.

• J(E) = E, rotating positively with respect to ω.

Fix a generic admissible J as above. If α and β are PFH generators with
[α] = [β], let MJ(α, β) denote the moduli space of J-holomorphic currents (finite
positive integer linear combinations of J-holomorphic curves) in R × Yφ which as
currents are asymptotic to α as s→ +∞ and to β as s→ −∞. For Z ∈ H2(Y, α, β),
letMJ(α, β, Z) denote the set of such currents that represent the relative homology
class Z. See [20, §3] for more precise definitions in the analogous case of ECH. Note
that R acts onMJ(α, β, Z) by translation of the R coordinate on R× Yφ.

We note for later use that the admissibility conditions on the almost complex
structure J imply that the restriction of ωφ to any J-holomorphic curve is pointwise
nonnegative. Consequently,

MJ(α, β, Z) 6= ∅ =⇒

∫

Z
ωφ ≥ 0. (2.1)

Given α = {(αi,mi)}, β = {(βj , nj)}, and Z as above, the ECH index 3 is defined
to be

I(α, β, Z) = cτ (Z) +Qτ (Z) +
∑

i

mi∑

k=1

CZτ (α
k
i )−

∑

j

nj∑

k=1

CZτ (β
k
j ) ∈ Z. (2.2)

Here τ is a homotopy class of trivialization of the bundle E over the orbits αi

and βj , while cτ denotes the relative first Chern class, Qτ denotes the relative

2In this paper, a “1-cycle” will always be a finite integer linear combination of closed oriented
1-dimensional submanifolds.

3Perhaps here it should be called the “PFH index”.
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self-intersection number, and CZτ (γ
k) denotes the Conley-Zehnder index of the kth

iterate of the periodic orbit γ with respect to τ . The detailed definitions of these
notions are not important for the present discussion but may be found in [20, §3]
for the analogous case of ECH, or in [18, §2] for the more general case of stable
Hamiltonian structures which includes both PFH and ECH. If C ∈ MJ(α, β, Z),
we write I(C) = I(α, β, Z).

A key property of the ECH index is that if J is generic (so that relevant moduli
spaces of somewhere injective J-holomorphic curves are cut out transversely), if
[α] · [Σ] > g (see Remark 2.10 below), and if I(C) = 1, then C is a (possibly empty)
finite linear combination of “trivial cylinders” R × η where η is a periodic orbit,
plus an embedded holomorphic curve of Fredholm index 1, so that it lives in a 1-
dimensional moduli space, which becomes 0 dimensional after modding out by the
R action above. See e.g. [20, Prop. 3.7].

2.2 The chain complex

To define the PFH of φ in general, we need to keep track of some information about
relative homology classes of holomorphic curves in R × Yφ. There are different
options for how to do this, resulting in different versions of PFH. We will use a
version with Novikov ring coefficients, which depends on the following choice:

Choice 2.5. Let Ker([ωφ]) denote the kernel of 〈[ωφ], ·〉 : H2(Yφ)→ R. Below, fix a
subgroup G ⊂ Ker([ωφ]). On a first reading it may be simplest to just consider the
case G = {0}, although later we will find it convenient to choose G = Ker([ωφ]).

Definition 2.6. Let q be a formal variable and4 write F = Z/2. Let ΛG denote the
Novikov ring consisting of formal sums

∑

A∈H2(Yφ)/G

pAq
A

where pA ∈ F, such that for each R ∈ R, there are only finitely many A such that
pA 6= 0 and 〈[ωφ], A〉 > R.

Definition 2.7. A reference cycle for φ is a 1-cycle γ in Yφ. We define the degree
d(γ) = [γ] · [Σ] ∈ Z, where [Σ] ∈ H2(Yφ) denotes the homology class of a fiber of
Yφ → S1. Note that if α = {(αi,mi)} is an orbit set with [α] = [γ] ∈ H1(Yφ), then
the total period of the orbits αi, counted with their multiplicities mi, must equal
the degree d(γ).

Definition 2.8. Fix a subgroup G as above and a reference cycle γ for φ. A (G, γ)-
anchored orbit set is a pair (α,Z), where α is an orbit set with [α] = [γ] ∈ H1(Yφ),
and Z ∈ H2(Yφ, α, γ)/G.

4One can also use Z coefficients instead of Z/2; it is explained in [26, §9] how to set up orien-
tations for the differential in ECH, and this carries over to PFH. However the applications in this
paper, and all other applications of ECH and PFH so far, only need Z/2 coefficients.
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We define the symplectic action of (α,Z) by

A(α,Z) =

∫

Z
ωφ.

When φ is nondegenerate, a (G, γ)-anchored PFH generator is a (G, γ)-anchored
orbit set (α,Z) for which α is a PFH generator.

We can now define the periodic Floer homology HP (φ, γ,G), which is a ΛG-
module.

Definition 2.9. If φ is nondegenerate and γ is a reference cycle, define CP (φ, γ,G)
to be the set of (possibly infinite) formal sums

∑

α,Z

nα,Z(α,Z) (2.3)

where:

• The sum is over (G, γ)-anchored PFH generators (α,Z).

• Each coefficient nα,Z ∈ F.

• For each R ∈ R, there are only finitely many (α,Z) such that nα,Z 6= 0 and
A(α,Z) > R.

Then CP (φ, γ,G) is a ΛG-module, with the ΛG-action given by

∑

A∈H2(Yφ)/G

pAq
A ·
∑

α,Z

nα,Z(α,Z) =
∑

α,W


 ∑

A∈H2(Yφ)/G

pAnα,W−A


 (α,W ).

The finiteness conditions imply that the right hand side5 is a well defined element
of CP (φ, γ,G).

Remark 2.10. In general, to define the differential when d(γ) ≤ g, one needs to
choose a slight perturbation of an admissible almost complex structure, relaxing
the last condition in Definition 2.4. This is because if J(E) = E, then each fiber
of R × Yφ → R × S1 is a J-holomorphic curve, which is not cut out transversely
when g > 0, and this interferes with compactness arguments to define the PFH
differential when d(γ) ≤ g. See e.g. [17, §9.5]. For simplicity, we assume below

that d(γ) > g so that we can stick with admissible almost complex structures. The
theory below can be extended to the case d(γ) ≤ g with some additional work, but
this will not be necessary for the applications here.

5One can also write the right hand side in more informal notation as
∑

A,α,Z
pAnα,Z(α,Z+A).
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Definition 2.11. For generic admissible J , we define a differential

∂J : CP (φ, γ,G) −→ CP (φ, γ,G)

by

∂J
∑

α,Z

nα,Z(α,Z) =
∑

β,W



∑

α

∑

Z∈H2(Y,α,β)
I(α,β,Z)=1

nα,W+Z#
MJ(α, β, Z)

R


 (β,W ). (2.4)

Here the first sum on the right hand side is over (G, γ)-anchored PFH generators
(β,W ), the second sum on the right hand side is over PFH generators α homologous
to γ, and # denotes the mod 2 count.

Lemma 2.12. ∂J is well defined.

Proof. Let
∑

α,Z nα,Z(α,Z) ∈ CP (φ, γ,G). We need to show that for each real
number R, there are only finitely many (G, γ)-anchored PFH generators (β,W )
with

∫
W ωφ > R such that the sum in parentheses on the right hand side of (2.4)

has any nonzero terms; and we need to show that for each such (β,W ), there are only
finitely many nonzero terms, and that the mod 2 counts that arise are well-defined.

By (2.1), if
∫
W ωφ > R and MJ(α, β, Z) is nonempty, then

∫
Z ωφ ≥ 0, so∫

W+Z ωφ > R. Write V = W + Z. By the definition of CP (φ, γ,G), there are
only finitely many (G, γ)-anchored PFH generators (α, V ) with

∫
V ωφ > R and

nα,V 6= 0. For each such pair, and for each of the finitely many PFH generators
β with [β] = [γ], it follows from the compactness result6 in [17, Thm. 1.8], that
the union over W with

∫
W ωφ > R and I(α, β, V −W ) = 1 of the moduli spaces

MJ(α, β, V −W )/R is finite.

It follows from minor modifications of [25, Thm. 7.20] (which applies to ECH)
that ∂2J = 0.

Definition 2.13. We define the periodic Floer homology HP (φ, γ,G) to be the
homology of the chain complex (CP (φ, γ,G), ∂J ).

A special case of the isomorphism of Lee-Taubes [31] implies that HP (φ, γ,G)
is isomorphic to a version of Seiberg-Witten Floer cohomology. Together with the
proof of [28, Thm. 1.3(a)] (which applies to the similar case of ECH), this shows
that up to canonical isomorphism, HP (φ, γ,G) does not depend on the choice of J .

6The compactness result and other results in [17] made an additional hypothesis of “d-
admissibility”, asserting that (φ, J) has a nice form near the periodic orbits of period at most
d(γ). This hypothesis is no longer needed thanks to the asymptotic analysis of Siefring [34].
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Remark 2.14. If γ′ is another reference cycle with [γ] = [γ′], and if Z ∈ H2(Yφ, γ, γ
′)/G,

then it follows from the definition (2.4) that there is an isomorphism of chain com-
plexes

ψZ : (CP (φ, γ,G), ∂J )
≃
−→ (CP (φ, γ′, G), ∂J )

sending ∑

α,W

nα,W (α,W ) 7−→
∑

α,W

nα,W+Z(α,W ). (2.5)

This induces an isomorphism of ΛG-modules

ΨZ : HP (φ, γ,G)
≃
−→ HP (φ, γ′, G) (2.6)

depending only on the relative homology class Z. Thus, up to noncanonical isomor-
phism, HP (φ, γ,G) depends only on the diffeomorphism φ and the homology class
[γ], and not on the choice of reference cycle γ.

We will see below that HP (φ, γ,G) is also invariant (up to noncanonical isomor-
phism) under Hamiltonian isotopy of φ. Thus for a Hamiltonian isotopy class Φ, a
homology class Γ ∈ H1(Yφ), and a subgroup G of Ker([ωφ]), we have a well-defined
isomorphism class of ΛG-modules HP (Φ,Γ, G).

2.3 Examples of PFH

Example 2.15. Let φ be the identity map on Σ. Although φ is degenerate, one
can define its PFH to be the PFH of a nondegenerate Hamiltonian perturbation;
see Remark 3.3 below.

The mapping torus Yφ = S1 ×Σ. The Novikov ring ΛG consists of formal sums

∑

k≤k0

akq
k[Σ] (2.7)

where
ak ∈ F[(H1(S

1)⊗H1(Σ))/G].

Write [S1] = [S1] × {pt} ∈ H1(Yφ). If d is a nonnegative integer and if Γ = d[S1],
then we can choose the reference cycle γ to be d circles of the form S1 × {x}, and
there is a canonical isomorphism

HP
(
idΣ, d[S

1]× {x}, G
)
= SymdH∗(Σ;F)⊗F ΛG. (2.8)

Here Symd denotes the degree d part of the graded symmetric product; given a
homogeneous basis of H∗(Σ;F), this is a vector space over F with a basis consisting
of symmetric degree dmonomials in basis elements ofH∗(Σ;F), where basis elements
in H1(Σ;F) cannot be repeated.

To prove the isomorphism (2.8), one fixes d and replaces the identity map with
the time 1 flow φ of a C2-small autonomous Hamiltonian H : Σ → R which is

12



a Morse function. It follows from Definition 2.2 that PFH generators in the class
Γ = d[S1] correspond to degree d symmetric monomials in critical points ofH, where
index 1 critical points cannot be repeated. One can choose a metric gΣ on Σ making
the pair (H, gΣ) Morse-Smale, along with a corresponding almost complex structure
J on R×Yφ for which Morse flow lines give rise to J-holomorphic cylinders. The S1

symmetry of the mapping torus can be used to show that no other J-holomorphic
curves contribute to the PFH differential; this argument is worked out in [12, 32]
for the very similar problem of computing the ECH of prequantization bundles.
In particular, if we choose H to be a perfect Morse function, then the differential
vanishes, and the chain complex agrees with the right hand side of (2.8).

For a homology class Γ ∈ H1(S
1 × Σ) which is not of the form d[S1] for a

nonnegative integer d, the PFH is zero, because after a small perturbation of the
identity as above, there are no PFH generators in the class Γ.

Some more examples of PFH (more precisely untwisted PFH in the monotone
case, see §2.6 below) are computed in [23] and [31, Cor. 1.5]. For classes Γ with
d = Γ · [Σ] = 1, the PFH reduces to Floer homology for symplectic fixed points,
which has been computed by Cotton-Clay [3].

2.4 The U map

There is also a well-defined map

U : HP (φ, γ,G) −→ HP (φ, γ,G).

This is induced by a chain map which is defined analogously to the differential (2.4);
but instead of counting I = 1 holomorphic currents modulo R translation, it counts
I = 2 holomorphic currents that are constrained to pass through a base point in
R× Yφ. See [27, §2.5] for details in the completely analogous case of ECH. We will
see in Proposition 3.1 below that the U map is invariant (in a certain sense) under
Hamiltonian isotopy of φ.

Example 2.16. Suppose that Σ = S2 and φ is Hamiltonian isotopic to the iden-
tity. Let d be a positive integer, and set γ = d[S1] × {x} as in Example 2.15.
Here we must take G = {0}. Under the identification (2.8), denote the generators
of SymdH∗(S

2;F), in increasing homological degree, as ed,0, ed,1, . . . , ed,d. Then a
calculation as in [20, §4.1] shows that

Ued,i = ed,i−1, i = 1, . . . , d,

Ued,0 = q−[S2]ed,d.

The above example has an important property which we now formalize.

Definition 2.17. Let φ be a (possibly degenerate) area-preserving diffeomorphism
of (Σ, ω), let γ be a reference cycle for φ, and let G be as in Choice 2.5. We say

13



that a nonzero element σ ∈ HP (φ, γ,G) is U -cyclic if there is a positive integer m
such that

Um(d(γ)−g+1)σ = q−m[Σ]σ. (2.9)

We say that σ is U -cyclic of order m if m is the smallest positive integer with this
property.

Remark 2.18. In general, if Ukσ = q−m[Σ]σ for some k, then we must have k =
m(d(γ)−g+1). The reason is that in the nondegenerate case, U counts holomorphic
currents with ECH index I = 2; while if α is any PFH generator with α · [Σ] = d,
then it follows from equation (2.2) that the ECH index I(α,α, [Σ]) = 2(d− g + 1).

Example 2.19. Suppose that Σ = S2 and γ = d[S1] × {x} where d is a positive
integer. Then it follows from Example 2.16 that ed,i, and indeed every nonzero
element of HP (φ, γ, {0}), is U -cyclic (of order 1).

Definition 2.20. We say that the Hamiltonian isotopy class [φ] has the U -cycle
property if there exist U -cyclic elements with arbitrarily large degree. That is, we
require that for all positive integers d0, there exist a subgroup G ⊂ Ker([ωφ]), a
reference cycle γ for φ with d(γ) ≥ d0, and a U -cyclic element σ ∈ HP (φ, γ,G).
(This condition is invariant under Hamiltonian isotopy.)

2.5 Filtered PFH

Fix a nondegenerate φ, a reference cycle γ, a group G as in Choice 2.5, and a real
number L. Define CPL(φ, γ,G) to be the set of formal sums (2.3) in CP (φ, γ,G)
such that A(α,Z) < L whenever nα,Z 6= 0. For a generic admissible J , it follows
from (2.1) that CPL(φ, γ,G) is a subcomplex of (CP (φ, γ,G), ∂J ).

Definition 2.21. We define the filtered PFH, denoted by HPL(φ, γ,G), to be the
homology of the subcomplex (CPL(φ, γ,G), ∂J ).

Inclusion of chain complexes induces a map

ıL : HPL(φ, γ,G) −→ HP (φ, γ,G). (2.10)

Similarly we have inclusion-induced maps

ıL1,L2 : HPL1(φ, γ,G) −→ HPL2(φ, γ,G) (2.11)

for L1 ≤ L2, and with respect to these maps, HP (φ, γ,G) is the direct limit of
HPL(φ, γ,G) as L→∞.

As in [28, Thm. 1.3], the filtered homologyHPL(φ, γ,G), as well as the inclusion-
induced maps (2.10) and (2.11), do not depend on the choice of J .
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2.6 The monotone case

We now recall two alternate versions of PFH which are defined in the following
special situation, which is possible when [φ] is rational:

Definition 2.22. For Γ ∈ H1(Yφ), we say that the pair (φ,Γ) is monotone if the
cohomology class [ω] ∈ H2(Yφ;R) is a real multiple of the image of the class

c1(E) + 2PD(Γ) ∈ H2(Yφ;Z).

In this case, one can define a simpler, “untwisted” version7 of PFH, which we
denote here by HP (φ,Γ). When φ is nondegenerate, this is the homology of a
chain complex CP (φ,Γ) which is freely generated over F by the PFH generators
in the homology class Γ. For a generic admissible almost complex structure J , the
differential is defined by

∂Jα =
∑

β

∑

Z∈H2(Yφ,α,β)
I(α,β,Z)=1

#
MJ(α, β, Z)

R
β. (2.12)

In the monotone case one can also define a twisted version of PFH without
using a Novikov ring8, which we denote here by H̃P (φ, γ,G), where γ is a reference
cycle and G is as in Choice 2.5. This version of PFH is a module over the group
ring F[H2(Yφ)/G]. Again assuming that φ is nondegenerate, it is the homology of

a chain complex C̃P (φ, γ,G) which is freely generated over F by (G, γ)-anchored
PFH generators, and whose differential is defined by

∂J(α,W ) =
∑

β

∑

Z∈H2(Yφ,α,β)
I(α,β,Z)=1

#
MJ(α, β, Z)

R
(β,W − Z). (2.13)

The differentials (2.12) and (2.13) are well defined because when computing the
differential of a generator, the monotonicity hypothesis implies that there is an
upper bound on the integral of ωφ over all holomorphic currents that one needs to
count, so that one obtains a finite count; compare Lemma 2.12.

Suppose now that the reference cycle γ is positively transverse to the fibers of
Yφ → S1. A framing τ of γ then induces a Z-grading on H̃P (φ, γ,G). The grading
of a generator (α,Z) is defined by

|(α,Z)| = I(α, γ, Z) (2.14)

where the right hand side is defined as in (2.2), but with no Conley-Zehnder terms
for γ. The grading (2.14) descends to a Z/N grading on HP (φ,Γ), where N denotes
the divisibility of c1(E)+2PD(Γ) in Hom(H2(Yφ),Z); note thatN is an even integer.

7This is the original version of PFH from [17, 23].
8This is analogous to the twisted ECH introduced in [24, §11.2].
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The definition of the U map carries over to HP and H̃P , and with respect to
the above gradings, it has degree −2.

Even in the monotone case, we will need to use a twisted version of PFH with ref-
erence cycles in order to define spectral invariants. We will later need the following
relation between twisted and untwisted versions:

Lemma 2.23. Suppose that φ is nondegenerate and (φ,Γ) is monotone, let γ be a
reference cycle with [γ] = Γ, and choose G = Ker([ωφ]). Then there is a noncanon-
ical isomorphism of ΛG-modules

HP (φ, γ,G) ≃ HP (φ,Γ) ⊗F ΛG. (2.15)

Under the above isomorphism, if d = d(Γ), then

Ud−g+1 ←→ Ud−g+1 ⊗ q−[Σ]. (2.16)

Proof. Let A ∈ H2(Yφ)/G be the unique class such that 〈[ωφ], A〉 is positive and
minimal. Then the Novikov ring ΛG is canonically identified with F((q−A)), namely
the ring of Laurent series in q−A with coefficients in F.

As in Remark 2.14, we can assume without loss of generality that γ is positively
transverse to E. Choose a framing τ of γ as needed to define a Z-grading on
H̃P (φ, γ,G) and a Z/N grading on HP (φ,Γ). It follows from the definitions that
there is a canonical isomorphism

H̃P i(φ, γ,G) = HP imodN (φ,Γ). (2.17)

On the left hand side, multiplication by q−A shifts the grading down by N . It follows
that HP (φ, γ,G) is canonically identified with the set of sequences (σi)i∈Z where

σi ∈ H̃P i(φ, γ,G) and σi = 0 if i is sufficiently large. If we choose a right inverse of
the projection Z→ Z/N , then together with (2.17) this defines an identification of
the above set of sequences with HP (φ,Γ)⊗F ΛG. This gives an isomorphism (2.15).

To prove (2.16), we observe that under the isomorphism (2.15) constructed
above,

UN/2 ←→ UN/2 ⊗ q−A.

The positive9 integer 2(d − g + 1) must be divisible by N , since c1(E) + 2PD(Γ)
evaluates to 2(d − g + 1) on [Σ]. It follows that

Ud−g+1 ←→ Ud−g+1 ⊗ q−(2(d−g+1)/N)A. (2.18)

By monotonicity, we have 〈c1(E) + 2PD(Γ), A〉 = N , and it follows that (2(d− g+
1)/N)A = [Σ] in H2(Yφ)/G. Putting this into (2.18) proves (2.16).

9Recall from Remark 2.10 that we are making the standing assumption that d > g.
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3 Invariance of PFH under Hamiltonian isotopy

We now work out how PFH and the additional structure on it defined above behave
under Hamiltonian isotopy of φ.

It is useful for our purposes to define a Hamiltonian isotopy of φ via a smooth
map

H : Yφ −→ R.

Under the projection [0, 1]×Σ→ Yφ, the mapH pulls back to a map H̃ : [0, 1]×Σ→

R satisfying H̃(1, x) = H̃(0, φ(x)). For t ∈ [0, 1], let Ht = H̃(t, ·) : Σ → R, and let
XHt denote the associated Hamiltonian vector field on Σ; we use the sign convention
ω(XHt , ·) = dHt. Let {ϕt}t∈[0,1] denote the Hamiltonian isotopy defined by ϕ0 = idΣ
and ∂tϕt = XHt ◦ ϕt. We define φH = φ ◦ ϕ1.

As in (1.2), we have a diffeomorphism

fH : Yφ
≃
−→ YφH

defined by the diffeomorphism of [0, 1] × Σ sending

(t, x) 7−→ (t, ϕ−1
t (x)).

If γ is a reference cycle in Yφ, let γH denote its pushforward (fH)#γ in YφH
.

Proposition 3.1. Let φ be a (possibly degenerate) area-preserving diffeomorphism
of (Σ, ω), let γ ⊂ Yφ be a reference cycle, and fix G as in Choice 2.5. For
H1,H2 : Yφ → R with H1 < H2 and φH1 , φH2 nondegenerate, there is a canon-
ical isomorphism

ΨH1,H2 : HP (φH2 , γH2 , G) −→ HP (φH1 , γH1 , G) (3.1)

with the following properties:

(a) If H2 < H3 and if φH3 is also nondegenerate, then

ΨH1,H3 = ΨH1,H2 ◦ΨH2,H3 : HP (φH3 , γH3 , G) −→ HP (φH1 , γH1 , G).

(b) U ◦ΨH1,H2 = ΨH1,H2 ◦ U .

(c) The isomorphism (3.1) is the direct limit as L→∞ of canonical maps

ΨL
H1,H2

: HPL(φH2 , γH2 , G) −→ HPL+∆(φH1 , γH1 , G) (3.2)

where ∆ =
∫
γ(H2 −H1)dt.

(d) If H2 − H1 is a constant C > 0, so that φH1 = φH2 and γH1 = γH2 , then
ΨL

H1,H2
= ıL,L+dC where d = [γ] · [Σ]. In particular, ΨH1,H2 is the identity

map.

17



Proof. We proceed in 6 steps.
Step 1. To prepare to define the map ΨH1,H2 , we construct a “strong symplectic

cobordism of stable Hamiltonian structures” between (YφH1
, ωφH1

) and (YφH2
, ωφH2

)
as follows.

Consider the “symplectization” of the mapping torus defined by

X = R× Yφ

with the symplectic form
ωX = ds ∧ dt+ ωφ.

Here s denotes the R coordinate on R× Yφ.
Given H : Yφ → R, define an inclusion

ıH : Yφ −→ R× Yφ,

z 7−→ (H(z), z).

We can then identify the mapping torus YφH
with a hypersurface in R× Yφ via the

inclusion
ıH ◦ f

−1
H : YφH

−→ R× Yφ. (3.3)

Note that there is a symplectomorphism

R× YφH
−→ R× Yφ (3.4)

induced by the symplectomorphism of (R× [0, 1] × Σ, ds ∧ dt+ ω) sending

(s, t, x) 7−→ (s+H(t, x), t, ϕt(x)).

The inclusion (3.3) is the restriction of the symplectomorphism (3.4) to {0} × YφH
.

It follows that
(ıH ◦ f

−1
H )∗ωX = ωφH

. (3.5)

We note also that under the inclusion (3.3), the reference cycle γH corresponds to
the graph of H on γ in R× Yφ.

Now if H1 < H2, define

M = {(s, z) ∈ R× Yφ | H1(z) ≤ s ≤ H2(z)} (3.6)

with the symplectic form ωM = (ωX)|M . It follows from the above calculations
that the boundary components of M have neighborhoods in M symplectomorphic
to [0, ε) × YφH1

and (−ε, 0] × YφH2
, where the latter manifolds are equipped with

the restrictions of the symplectic forms on the symplectizations of YφH1
and YφH2

.
Using these neighborhood identifications, we can glue to form the “symplectization
completion” of M , which is a symplectic four-manifold

M =
(
(−∞, 0]× YφH1

) ⋃

YφH1

M
⋃

YφH2

(
[0,∞)× YφH2

)
. (3.7)
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We note that there is a canonical symplectomorphism

M ≃ R× Yφ (3.8)

which is the inclusion on M , and which on the rest of (3.7) is defined using the
restrictions of the symplectomorphisms (3.4) for H1 and H2.

Step 2. Suppose now that φH1 and φH2 are nondegenerate. Observe that V =
(R × γ) ∩M defines a 2-chain in the cobordism M with ∂V = γH2 − γH1 . The
cobordism M , together with the 2-chain V , induces the desired map ΨH1,H2 in
(3.1), as a special case of a general construction of cobordism maps10 on PFH by
Chen [2, Thm. 1]. The PFH cobordism maps in [2, Thm. 1] satisfy a composition
property which implies assertion (a), and they commute with the U maps, giving
assertion (b).

Step 3. To prove assertion (c), we will use the fact from [2, Thm. 1] that the map
ΨH1,H2 satisfies a crucial “holomorphic curve axiom”. We now state this property.

Let J1 and J2 be almost complex structures on R×YφH1
and R×YφH2

as needed
to define differentials ∂J1 on CP (φH1 , γH1 , G) and ∂J2 on CP (φH2 , γH2 , G). We can
extend J1 and J2 to an almost complex structure J on M compatible with the
symplectic form ωM .

Let α be an orbit set for φH2 and let β be an orbit set for φH1 . Define a broken
J-holomorphic current inM from α to β to be a tuple (Ck+ , Ck+−1, . . . , Ck−) where
k+ ≥ 0 ≥ k−, and there are orbit sets α = α(k+), α(k+ − 1), . . . , α(0) for φH2 and
orbit sets β(0), β(−1), . . . , β(k−) = β for φH1 , such that:

• Ci ∈ M
J2(α(i), α(i − 1))/R for i > 0.

• C0 ∈ M
J (α(0), β(0)). That is, C0 is a J-holomorphic current in M which as

a current is asymptotic to α(0) as s → ∞ on [0,∞) × YφH2
, and asymptotic

to β(0) as s→ −∞ on (−∞, 0]× YφH1
.

• Ci ∈ M
J1(β(i + 1), β(i))/R for i < 0.

The holomorphic curves axiom now states that the map Ψ is induced by a
(noncanonical) chain map

ψ : (CP (φH2 , γH2 , G), ∂J2) −→ (CP (φH1 , γH1 , G), ∂J1)

with the following property. Similarly to (2.4), we can write ψ in the form

ψ
∑

α,Z

nα,Z(α,Z) =
∑

β,W



∑

α

∑

Z∈H2(Yφ,α,β)
I(α,β,Z)=0

nα,W+Zmα,β,Z


 (β,W ). (3.9)

10This is related to the construction of cobordism maps on ECH in [28, Thm. 1.9].
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Here the first sum on the right hand side is over (G, γH1)-anchored PFH generators
(β,W ) for φH1 , the second sum on the right hand side is over PFH generators α for
φH2 in the homology class [γH2 ], and mα,β,Z ∈ F. The key property is now:

(*) If the coefficient mα,β,Z 6= 0, then there is a broken J-holomorphic current11

in M from α to β which, under the identification (3.8), represents the relative
homology class Z.

Step 4. We claim now that if (β,W ) is a (G, γH1)-anchored PFH generator for
φH1 , if (α,W +Z) is a (G, γH2)-anchored PFH generator for φH2 , and if there exists
a broken J-holomorphic curent in M from α to β in the relative homology class Z,
then ∫

W
ωφH1

≤

∫

W+Z
ωφH2

+∆. (3.10)

To prove this, by (2.1) we can assume without loss of generality that the J-
holomorphic current has k+ = k− = 0, and thus consists of a single J-holomorphic
current C ∈MJ (α, β, Z). We can also assume without loss of generality (by a slight
modification of the cobordism) that C is transverse to ∂M . Under the decomposi-
tion (3.7), we can divide C into three pieces: let

C1 = C ∩
(
(−∞, 0] × YφH1

)
,

C0 = C ∩M,

C2 = C ∩
(
[0,∞) × YφH2

)
.

Since the almost complex structures J1 and J2 are admissible, as in (2.1) we have
∫

C1

ωφH1
≥ 0, (3.11)

∫

C2

ωφH2
≥ 0. (3.12)

Also, since J is ωM -compatible, we have
∫

C0

ωM ≥ 0. (3.13)

We now deduce (3.10) by applying Stokes’s theorem. To start, write η1 =
C1∩YφH1

and η2 = C2∩YφH2
. Then C1 projects, via the projection (−∞, 0]×YφH1

→
YφH1

, to a relative homology class of 2-chain [C1] ∈ H2(YφH1
, η1, β). Likewise, C2

projects to a relative homology class of 2-chain [C2] ∈ H2(YφH2
, α, η2).

11The “holomorphic curves axiom” as stated in [2, Thm. 1] implies a slightly weaker statement
than (*), namely that for fixed α and β, if any of the coefficients mα,β,Z is nonzero, then there exists
a broken J-holomorphic current from α to β. The property (*) follows from the same argument,
keeping track of the relative homology classes of the holomorphic currents.

20



It follows from the homological assumption on C that in M , the 2-cycle

(ıH1 ◦ f
−1
H1

)#([C1] +W ) + (ıH2 ◦ f
−1
H2

)#([C2]−W − Z) + C0 − V

is nullhomologous. Consequently the integral of the closed 2-form ωM over this
2-cycle vanishes. By (3.5), this means that

∫

C1+W
ωφH1

+

∫

C2−W−Z
ωφH2

+

∫

C0

ωM −∆ = 0. (3.14)

Combining (3.11), (3.12), (3.13), and (3.14) proves (3.10).
Step 5. We now prove (c). It follows from Step 4 that the chain map (3.9)

restricts to a chain map

ψL : (CPL(φH2 , γH2 , G), ∂J2) −→ (CPL+∆(φH1 , γH1 , G), ∂J1)

We define the map ΨL
H1,H2

in (3.2) to be the map on filtered PFH induced by

ψL. Although the chain map ψ is defined only up to chain homotopy, the chain
homotopies satisfy a version of the “holomorphic curves axiom” which implies that
ΨL

H1,H2
depends only on J1 and J2. See e.g. [21, Prop. 6.2] for an analogous argument

in the case of ECH. The map ΨL
H1,H2

does not depend on J1 and J2 either. An
analogous statement for ECH was proved in [28, Thm. 1.9], and this carries over to
the case of PFH using the analysis of Chen [2, Thm. 1].

Step 6. Finally, the proof of property (d) follows the proof of the “scaling”
property for ECH cobordism maps in [28, Thm. 1.9].

Remark 3.2. Naively one would like to define the chain map (3.9) by takingmα,β,Z

to be a count of I = 0 holomorphic currents inMJ(α, β, Z). Unfortunately it is not
currently known in general12 how to directly count J-holomorphic currents with
I = 0 in a completed cobordism, due to transversality difficulties with multiply
covered holomorphic curves; see [20, §5.5] for explanation in the case of ECH, where
there are similar issues. The actual chain map (3.9) is defined instead by counting
solutions to the Seiberg-Witten equations on M , using the metric determined by
J and the symplectic form, and perturbed using a large multiple of the symplectic
form as in [31].

Remark 3.3. It follows from Proposition 3.1 that if φ is degenerate, then we can
define HP (φ, γ,G) by first perturbing φ to be nondegenerate via a Hamiltonian
isotopy; by parts (b) and (d) of the proposition, the PFH modules for such pertur-
bations of φ are all canonically isomorphic to each other.

12Such a count is possible in some special cases; see e.g. [14], [2, Thm. 2], and [33].
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4 Spectral invariants in PFH

We now define spectral invariants in PFH, analogously to the spectral invariants in
ECH defined in [19, Def. 4.1].

Definition 4.1. Suppose that φ is nondegenerate, let γ be a reference cycle, fix G
as in Choice 2.5, and let σ be a nonzero class in HP (φ, γ,G). Define the spectral
invariant

cσ(φ, γ) ∈ R

to be the infimum over L ∈ R such that σ is in the image of the inclusion-induced
map (2.10).

We now establish some properties of the spectral invariants cσ. We first consider
the dependence of cσ on basic choices. Given a nonzero Novikov ring element
λ =

∑
A∈H2(Yφ)/G

pAq
A ∈ ΛG, define

|λ| = max{〈[ω], A〉 | pA 6= 0}.

Note that this maximum is well-defined by the definition of the Novikov ring ΛG.

Proposition 4.2. Suppose σ ∈ HP (φ, γ,G) is nonzero.

(a) If λ ∈ ΛG is invertible, then

cλσ(φ, γ) = cσ(φ, γ) + |λ|.

(b) In the notation of Remark 2.14, we have

cΨZ(σ)(φ, γ
′) = cσ(φ, γ) −

∫

Z
ω.

Proof. (a) It follows from the definitions that multiplication by λ induces an iso-
morphism of chain complexes

(CPL(φ, γ,G), ∂J )
≃
−→ (CPL+|λ|(φ, γ,G), ∂J ).

The induced isomorphism on homology

HPL(φ, γ,G)
≃
−→ HPL+|γ|(φ, γ,G) (4.1)

respects the maps (2.10), and it follows that

cλσ(φ, γ) ≤ cσ(φ, γ) + |λ|.

The inverse of the isomorphism (4.1) is induced by multiplication of chains by λ−1,
and this implies the reverse inequality.

(b) This follows by a similar argument.
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We now begin to explore how spectral invariants behave under Hamiltonian
isotopy, using the notation of Proposition 3.1.

Proposition 4.3. Let φ be a (possibly degenerate) area-preserving diffeomorphism
of (Σ, ω), let γ be a reference cycle for φ, let H1,H2 : Yφ → R with H1 < H2,
and suppose that φH1 and φH2 are nondegenerate. Let σ2 be a nonzero class in
HP (φH2 , γH2 , G). Write σ1 = ΦH1,H2(σ2) ∈ HP (φH1 , γH1 , G). Then

cσ1(φH1 , γH1) ≤ cσ2(φH2 , γH2) +

∫

γ
(H2 −H1)dt. (4.2)

Proof. Write ∆ =
∫
γ(H2 − H1)dt. By Proposition 3.1(c), for each real number L

we have a commutative diagram

HPL(φH2 , γH2 , G)
ıL
−−−−→ HP (φH2 , γH2 , G)

ΨL
H1,H2

y
yΨH1,H2

HPL+∆(φH1 , γH1 , G)
ıL+∆

−−−−→ HP (φH1 , γH1 , G).

It follows that if σ2 is in the image of the top arrow, then σ1 is in the image of the
bottom arrow.

Corollary 4.4. (a) The definition of cσ(φ, γ) has a unique extension to the case
where φ is degenerate13 such that the following continuity property holds: Let
σ ∈ HP (φ, γ,G), let H1,H2 : Yφ → R, and for i = 1, 2 let σi denote the
corresponding class in HP (φHi

, γHi
, G). Then

|cσ1(φH1 , γH1)− cσ2(φH2 , γH2)| ≤ d(γ)max
Yφ

|H2 −H1|. (4.3)

(b) The extended spectral invariants satisfy the conclusions of Propositions 4.2 and
4.3.

Proof. This follows from Proposition 4.3 using the formal procedure in [19, §3.1]
and [7, §2.5].

Proposition 4.5. Let φ be an area-preserving diffeomorphism of (Σ, ω), possibly
degenerate, and suppose that [φ] is rational. Then for any reference cycle γ, any
G as in Choice 2.5, and any nonzero class σ ∈ HP (φ, γ,G), there exists a (G, γ)-
anchored orbit set (α,Z) such that

cσ(φ, γ) = A(α,Z).
13Here the PFH of a degenerate map φ is defined by Remark 3.3.
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Proof. To start, note that since [φ] is rational, the set of values that [ω] ∈ H2(Yφ;R)
takes on H2(Yφ) is discrete.

Suppose first that φ is nondegenerate. Then there are only finitely many PFH
generators in the homology class [γ]. Let S denote the set of actions of (G, γ)-
anchored PFH generators; then the set S is discrete. If L < L′ and the interval
[L,L′) does not intersect S, then the inclusion-induced map

HPL(φ, γ,G) −→ HPL′

(φ, γ,G)

is an isomorphism, since it is induced by an isomorphism of chain complexes. It
then follows from Definition 4.1 that cσ(φ, γ) ∈ S.

Suppose now that φ is degenerate. Let {Hi}i≥1 be a sequence of Hamiltonians
converging to 0 in C∞ such that each φHi

is nondegenerate. Let σi denote the class
in HP (φHi

, γHi
, G) corresponding to σ. By the continuity in (4.3), we have

cσ(φ, γ) = lim
i→∞

cσi
(φHi

, γHi
).

By the nondegenerate case, for each i there exists a (G, γHi
)-anchored PFH genera-

tor (α(i), Z(i)) for φHi
such that cσi

(φHi
, γHi

) = A(α(i), Z(i)). Since Σ is compact
and each periodic orbit in each α(i) has period at most d(γ), we can pass to a
subsequence so that α(i) converges to an orbit set α for φ. Then the distance
from the sequence A(α(i), Z(i)) to the set {A(α,Z) | Z ∈ H2(Y, α, γ)/G} limits
to zero. Since the latter set is discrete by our rationality hypothesis, the sequence
(A(α(i), Z(i))) converges to an element of it.

Remark 4.6. Without the hypothesis that [φ] is rational, Proposition 4.5 still
holds if φ is nondegenerate, by [38, Thm. 1.4]. However we do not know whether
Proposition 4.5 extends to the case where [φ] is not rational and φ is degenerate.

5 The ball packing lemma

We now prove a key fact, Lemma 5.2 below, which will be needed for the proofs of the
main theorems. This lemma gives a relation between the PFH spectral invariants
of two different Hamiltonian perturbations of φ.

To state the lemma, recall that for any symplectic four-manifold X, its ECH
capacities are a sequence of real numbers

0 = cECH
0 (X) < cECH

1 (X) ≤ cECH
2 (X) ≤ · · · ≤ ∞

defined in [19]. We will need the following examples. For r > 0, define the ball

B(r) = {z ∈ C2 | π|z|2 ≤ r}
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with the restriction of the standard symplectic form on C2 = R4. Note that the
volume of the ball is given by

vol(B(r)) =
r2

2
.

It is shown in [19] that the ECH capacities of a ball are given by

cECH
k (B(r)) = dr, (5.1)

where d is the unique nonnegative integer such that

d2 + d ≤ 2k ≤ d2 + 3d.

Furthermore, the ECH capacities of a disjoint union are given by

cECH
k

(
n∐

i=1

Xi

)
= max

k1+···+kn=k

n∑

i=1

cECH
ki (Xi). (5.2)

The calculation in [19, Prop. 8.4] deduces from (5.1) and (5.2) that if X is a finite
disjoint union of balls, then14

lim
k→∞

cECH
k (X)2

k
= 4vol(X). (5.3)

To simplify notation we use the following convention:

Notation 5.1. If σ ∈ HP (φ, γ,G), and if H : Yφ → R, let σH ∈ HP (φH , γH , G)
denote the class corresponding to σ under the canonical isomorphism given by
Proposition 3.1 and Remark 3.3. Write

cσ(φ, γ,H) = cσH
(φH , γH) ∈ R.

Lemma 5.2. Let φ be an area-preserving diffeomorphism of (Σ, ω), and let H1,H2 :
Yφ → R with H1 ≤ H2. Let γ be a reference cycle for φ, let σ ∈ HP (φ, γ,G), let
k be a nonnegative integer, and suppose that Ukσ 6= 0. Let X be a finite disjoint
union of balls symplectically embedded in the cobordism M from (3.6). Then

cUkσ(φ, γ,H1) ≤ cσ(φ, γ,H2) +

∫

γ
(H2 −H1)dt− c

ECH
k (X).

Remark 5.3. When k = 0, Lemma 5.2 reduces to the inequality (4.2).
The k = 1 case of Lemma 5.2 is all that we will need for most of our applica-

tions. It asserts that under the hypotheses of the lemma, if the ball B(r) can be
symplectically embedded into M , then

cUσ(φ, γ,H1) ≤ cσ(φ, γ,H2) +

∫

γ
(H2 −H1)dt− r. (5.4)

14This fact is related to the ECH Weyl law (1.3), and as explained in [19, §8] can be used to
prove it for the standard contact structure on S3.
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Proof of Lemma 5.2. By the continuity in Corollary 4.4, we can assume without
loss of generality, by slightly decreasing H1 and increasing H2 if necessary, that
H1 < H2 and that φH1 and φH2 are nondegenerate. We now proceed in three steps.

Step 1. Choose J1, J2, and J as in Step 3 of the proof of Proposition 3.1. Also,
fix k distinct points z1, . . . , zk ∈M .

We claim that the composition

Uk ◦ΨH1,H2 = ΨH1,H2 ◦ U
k : HP (φH2 , γH2 , G) −→ HP (φH1 , γH1 , G) (5.5)

is induced by a (noncanonical) chain map

ψ : (CP (φH2 , γH2 , G), ∂J2) −→ (CP (φH1 , γH1 , G), ∂J1)

with the following property: Similarly to (3.9), we can write ψ in the form

ψ
∑

α,Z

nα,Z(α,Z) =
∑

β,W



∑

α

∑

Z∈H2(Yφ,α,β)
I(α,β,Z)=2k

nα,W+Zmα,β,Z


 (β,W ), (5.6)

such that:

(*) If the coefficient mα,β,Z 6= 0, then there is a broken J-holomorphic current in
M from α to β in the relative homology class Z passing through the points
z1, . . . , zk.

The reason is that in the proof of the “holomorphic curves axiom” in [2], the chain
map counts solutions to the Seiberg-Witten equations onW perturbed using a large
multiple of the symplectic form; and as the perturbation goes to infinity, the zero
sets of the spinor components of a sequence of Seiberg-Witten solutions converge
to a holomorphic current. Similarly, as in [37], the map (5.5) can be induced by
a chain map counting Seiberg-Witten solutions where the spinor is constrained to
vanish at the points z1, . . . , zk. As the perturbation goes to infinity, the zero sets
of the spinor components of Seiberg-Witten solutions converge to a holomorphic
current passing through the points z1, . . . , zk.

Step 2. Write X =
∐n

i=1Bi where Bi is symplectomorphic to B(ri). Let
k1, . . . , kn be nonnegative integers with

∑
i ki = k which maximize

∑n
i=1 c

ECH
ki

(Bi),

so that the latter sum agrees with cECH
k (X). We claim that by making suitable

choices of J and z1, . . . , zk, we can arrange for the chain map (5.6) to have the
following property:

(**) If the coefficient mα,β,Z 6= 0, then the inequality (3.10) can be refined to

∫

W
ωφH1

≤

∫

W+Z
ωφH2

+∆− cECH
k (X).
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To prove this, observe that for each i, the boundary of Bi is a contact type
hypersurface in M ; this means that there exists a contact form λi on ∂Bi with
dλi = (ωM )|∂Bi

. We can perturb the balls Bi in M (to slightly larger domains,
thus not decreasing their ECH capacities), to arrange that the contact forms λi are
nondegenerate, and we will still denote the perturbed balls by Bi. We can then
remove the Bi from M and attach symplectization ends to form a new completed
cobordism

M
′
=

(
M \

⊔

i

Bi

)
⋃⊔

i

(−∞, 0] × ∂Bi. (5.7)

Here (−∞, 0]×∂Bi has the symplectization form d(esλi) where s denotes the (−∞, 0]
coordinate. For each i, choose a generic λi-compatible15 almost complex structure
J ′
i on R × ∂Bi as needed to define the ECH of (∂Bi, λi). We can then choose the

almost complex structure J on M so that it glues to the J ′
i in (5.7), to give a well-

defined almost complex structure J ′ on M
′
. We can further choose a sequence of

ωM -compatible almost structures J(n) on M such that J(n) agrees with J outside
of the Bi, and moreover inside each Bi, the boundary has a neighborhood that can
be identified with (−n, 0]× ∂Bi so that J(n) agrees with J ′

i .
By placing ki of the points z1, . . . , zk insideBi for each i, and using a compactness

argument as in [20, Lem. 5.11], we can arrange the following: For any sequence of
broken J(n)-holomorphic currents as in (*), with an upper bound on

∫
W+Z ωφH1

−∫
W ωφH2

, a subsequence of the holomorphic currents inM converge on compact sets

to a J ′-holomorphic current inM
′
, which on (−∞, 0]×∂Bi is asymptotic to an ECH

generator α(i) for λi with ECH index at least 2ki. By the definition of the ECH
capacities,

∫
α(i) λi ≥ cECH

ki
(Bi), so that

∑n
i=1

∫
α(i) λi ≥ cECH

k (X). Repeating Step 4

of the proof of Proposition 3.1 then shows that we obtain (**) if we take J = J(n)
for n sufficiently large.

Step 3. If we make the choices as in Step 2, then for each L ∈ R, the chain map
(5.6) restricts to a chain map

ψ :
(
CPL(φH2 , γH2 , G), ∂J2

)
−→

(
CPL+∆−cECH

k
(X)(φH1 , γH1 , G), ∂J1

)

The induced map on homology fits into a commutative diagram

HPL(φH2 , γH2 , G)
ıL
−−−−→ HP (φH2 , γH2 , G)y

yUk◦ΨH1,H2

HPL+∆−cECH
k

(X)(φH1 , γH1 , G)
ıL+∆−cECH

k
(X)

−−−−−−−−−→ HP (φH1 , γH1 , G).

15Here “λi-compatible” means that J ′

i∂s = Ri, where s denotes the R coordinate and Ri denotes
the Reeb vector field associated to λi; the almost complex structure J ′

i sends the contact structure
Ker(λi) to itself, rotating positively with respect to dλi; and J ′

i is invariant under the R action on
R× ∂Bi.
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We are now done as in the proof of Proposition 4.3.

Remark 5.4. With more work one should be able to generalize Lemma 5.2 to allow
X to be a (possibly disconnected) compact Liouville domain. This would require
settting up cobordism maps relating the PFH of φH1 and φH2 and the ECH of the
boundary of the Liouville domain. The kth ECH capacity of M is defined in [19] to
be the supremum over the kth ECH capacity of such X, and so it would follow that

cUkσ(φ, γ,H1) ≤ cσ(φ, γ,H2) +

∫

γ
(H2 −H1)dt− c

ECH
k (M).

6 From spectral gaps to periodic orbits

We now explain a mechanism for detecting the creation of periodic orbits. The
following concept will be useful:

Definition 6.1. Let φ be an area-preserving diffeomorphism of (Σ, ω) and let d be
an integer with d > g. Define the minimal spectral gap

gapd(φ) ∈ [0,∞]

to be the infimum, over reference cycles γ for φ with d(γ) = d, subgroups G ⊂
Ker([ωφ]), and classes σ ∈ HP (φ, γ,G) with Uσ 6= 0, of cσ(φ, γ)− cUσ(φ, γ).

We now have the following relation between spectral gaps and creation of peri-
odic orbits.

Proposition 6.2. Let φ be an area-preserving diffeomorphism of (Σ, ω), and sup-
pose that the Hamiltonian isotopy class [φ] is rational. Let U ⊂ Σ be a nonempty
open set and let H be a (U , a, l)-admissible Hamiltonian as in Definition 1.12. Let
d be an integer with d > g, and suppose that

gapd(φ) < a. (6.1)

Then for some τ ∈ [0, l−1 gapd(φ)], the map φτH has a periodic orbit intersecting U
with period ≤ d.

Proof. We proceed in four steps.
Step 1. We first claim that for any class σ ∈ HP (φ, γ,G) with Uσ 6= 0, and for

any δ ≥ 0, we have

cUσ(φ, γ) ≤ cσ(φ, γ, δH) + δ

∫

γ
H dt−min(δl, a). (6.2)

Here we are using the convention of Notation 5.1 on the right hand side.
To prove (6.2), recall from Definition 1.12 that there is a disk D ⊂ U of area a

and an interval I ⊂ (0, 1) of length l such that H ≥ 1 on I ×D. We can regard H
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as defined on Yφ as in §3. Let Mδ denote the cobordism (3.6) between the mapping
torus Yφ and the graph of δH. Then we can symplectically embed the polydisk
P (a, δl), namely the symplectic product of two-disks of areas a and δl, into Mδ.
Consequently, we can symplectically embed the ball B(min(δl, a)) into Mδ. The
inequality (6.2) now follows from the k = 1 case of Lemma 5.2; see Remark 5.3.

Step 2. Suppose now that δ ≥ 0 and

(*) for all τ ∈ [0, δ], the map φτH has no periodic orbit intersecting U with period
≤ d.

We claim that if γ is a reference cycle for φ with d(γ) = d, and if σ ∈ HP (φ, γ,G)
is a nonzero class, then

cσ(φ, γ, δH) = cσ(φ, γ) − δ

∫

γ
H dt. (6.3)

To prove (6.3), let S denote the set of actions of (G, γ)-anchored orbit sets for φ.
By the hypothesis (*), if τ ∈ [0, δ], then the set of actions of (G, γ)-anchored orbit
sets for φτH is S − τ

∫
γ H dt. Since we are assuming that [φ] is rational, it follows

from Proposition 4.5 that the function

[0, δ] −→ R,

τ 7−→ cσ(φ, γ, τH) + τ

∫

γ
H dt

(6.4)

takes values in the set S. This function is also continuous by Corollary 4.4. However
the set S has measure zero as in [29, Lem. 2.2]. It follows that the function (6.4) is
constant, and this proves (6.3).

Step 3. We now show that if δ > l−1 gapd(φ), then for some τ ∈ [0, δ], the
map φτH has a periodic orbit intersecting U with period ≤ d. Suppose to get a
contradiction that (*) holds. Suppose that d(γ) = d and that σ ∈ HP (φ, γ,G)
satisfies Uσ 6= 0. Then combining (6.2) and (6.3) gives

cσ(φ, γ) − cUσ(φ, γ) ≥ min(δl, a).

It then follows from Definition 6.1 that

gapd(φ) ≥ min(δl, a).

Since we assumed that δl > gapd(φ), this contradicts the hypothesis (6.1).
Step 4. The proposition follows from Step 3 by replacing U by an open set

V such that V ⊂ U and H is supported in [0, 1] × V, and using a compactness
argument.

For example, we have the following corollary, which is a PFH analogue of [10,
Lem. 3.1] for ECH:
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Corollary 6.3. Let φ be an area-preserving diffeomorphism of (Σ, ω), and suppose
that the Hamiltonian isotopy class [φ] is rational. Let d be an integer with d > g
and suppose that gapd(φ) = 0. Then every point in Σ is contained in a periodic
orbit of φ with period ≤ d.

Proof. It follows immediately from Proposition 6.2 that every nonempty open set
U ⊂ Σ contains a periodic point of period ≤ d. It then follows from a compactness
argument that every point in Σ is periodic with period ≤ d.

7 Proofs of theorems

We now prove all of our theorems stated in §1. We begin with the following simple
observation:

Lemma 7.1. Suppose that HP (φ, γ,G) contains U -cyclic elements. Write d = d(γ)
and A =

∫
Σ ω. Then

gapd(φ) ≤
A

d− g + 1
.

Proof. We are given that equation (2.9) holds for some positive integer m. It follows
using Proposition 4.2(a) that

mA = cσ(φ, γ)− cUm(d−g+1)σ(φ, γ)

=

m(d−g+1)∑

i=1

(
cU i−1σ(φ, γ)− cU iσ(φ, γ)

)
.

Since each of the summands on the right hand side is nonnegative, at least one of
them must be less than or equal to A/(d− g + 1).

Proof of Theorem 1.3. Suppose that [φ] is rational and satisfies the U -cycle prop-
erty. Let U ⊂ Σ be a nonempty open set. We need to show that there is a C∞

small Hamiltonian perturbation, supported in U , of φ to a map having a periodic
orbit intersecting U .

Let H be a (U , a, l)-admissible Hamiltonian. It is enough to show that for all
δ > 0, there exists τ ∈ [0, δ] such that φτH has a periodic orbit intersecting U .

Since [φ] has the U -cycle property, it follows from Lemma 7.1 that

lim inf
d→∞

gapd(φ) = 0.

Thus we can find d > g such that gapd(φ) < min(a, lδ). For such d, since [φ] is
rational, Proposition 6.2 implies that for some τ ∈ [0, δ], the map φτH has a periodic
orbit intersecting U of period at most d.
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Remark 7.2. Although this might not be any more general, a similar argument
shows that if [φ] is rational and [φn] has the U -cycle property for some positive
integer n, then [φ] satisfies the C∞ closing property.

Proof of Theorem 1.6. This follows from Theorem 1.3 and Lemma 7.3 below.

Lemma 7.3. Let φ be an area-preserving diffeomorphism of T 2, and suppose that
the Hamiltonian isotopy class [φ] is rational. Then [φ] has the U -cycle property.
In fact, if [ωφ] is a positive multiple of the image of Ω ∈ H2(Yφ;Z), and if Γ is
a positive integer multiple of PD(Ω), then HP (φ,Γ,Ker([ωφ])) contains U -cyclic
elements.

Proof. Let φ be an area-preserving diffeomorphism of (Σ, ω), of arbitrary genus for
now, and assume that [φ] is rational. Since the cohomology class [ωφ] ∈ H

2(Yφ;R)
is a real multiple of the image of an integral cohomology class Ω ∈ H2(Yφ;Z), we
can find classes Γ ∈ H1(Yφ) with d(Γ) arbitrarily large such that the pair (φ,Γ) is
monotone as in Definition 2.22. (Simply take Γ to the Poincaré dual of nΩ−c1(E)/2
where n is a large integer.)

For such a Γ, it is shown in Lee-Taubes [31, Cor. 1.5] that if g > 0 and d(Γ) >
2g − 2, then the untwisted theory HP (φ,Γ) from §2.6 is isomorphic to an instance
of the “bar” version of Seiberg-Witten Floer cohomology. The latter is an F[U,U−1]
module, and the Lee-Taubes isomorphism intertwines the U maps (as in [37]; this
is also implicit in [2]). We deduce that U is an isomorphism on HP (φ,Γ). In
particular, Ud(Γ)−g+1 is a permutation of each graded piece HP i(φ,Γ).

If Σ = T 2, then for Γ as above, by computations in [30, §35] (see the remark after
[31, Cor. 1.5]), we always have HP (φ,Γ) 6= 0, with the graded pieces HP i(φ, γ) hav-
ing rank ≤ 2. Then there is a positive integer m such that Umd(Γ) is the identity on
all such groupsHP (φ,Γ). It now follows from Lemma 2.23 that HP (φ,Γ,Ker([ωφ]))
contains U -cyclic elements.

To prove Theorems 1.13 and 1.13, we first prove a more general statement:

Theorem 7.4. Let φ be an area-preserving diffeomorphism of (Σ, ω) such that the
Hamiltonian isotopy class [φ] is rational. Suppose that there is a positive integer d0
such that φ has U -cyclic elements of degree d whenever d is a positive multiple of
d0 with d > g. Let U ⊂ Σ be a nonempty open set and write A =

∫
Σ ω. Let H be

a (U , a, l)-admissible Hamiltonian. If δl ≤ a, then for some τ ∈ [0, δ], the map φτH
has a periodic orbit intersecting U with period at most d0k, where

k =

⌊
Aδ−1l−1 + g − 1

d0

⌋
+ 1. (7.1)

Proof. Write d = kd0. It follows from (7.1) that

d > Aδ−1l−1 + g − 1. (7.2)
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In particular, it follows from (7.2) that d > g, since δl ≤ a < A. Then by Lemma 7.1,
we have

gapd(φ) ≤
A

d− g + 1
.

Also, it follows from the above inequalities that gapd(φ) < δl ≤ a. It then follows
from Proposition 6.2 that for some τ ∈ [0, l−1 gapd(φ)] ⊂ [0, δ], the map φτH has a
periodic orbit intersecting U with period at most d.

Proof of Theorem 1.13. If Σ = S2, then by Example 2.19, φ has U -cyclic elements
of degree d for all positive integers d. Thus Theorem 7.4 applies with d0 = 1 to give
the result.

Proof of Theorem 1.15. This follows from Theorem 7.4 and Lemma 7.3.

8 Asymptotics of PFH spectral invariants

To conclude, we now prove the following “Weyl law” for PFH spectral invariants.

Theorem 8.1. Let φ be a (possibly degenerate) area-preserving diffeomorphism of
(Σ, ω). Let {Gi}i≥1 be a sequence of subgroups of Ker([ωφ]), let {γi}i≥1 be a sequence
of reference cycles for φ, and for each i ≥ 1, let σi ∈ HP (φ, γi, Gi) be a nonzero
class. Assume that:

• limi→∞ d(γi) =∞.

• There is a positive integer m such that each class σi is U -cyclic of order ≤ m.

Let H1,H2 : Yφ → R. Write A =
∫
Σ ω. Then

lim
i→∞

cσi
(φ, γi,H2)− cσi

(φ, γi,H1) +
∫
γi
(H2 −H1)dt

d(γi)
= A−1

∫

Yφ

(H2 −H1)ωφ ∧ dt.

Example 8.2. Let D be a disk with a symplectic form ω of area 1, and let φ be
the time 1 map of a Hamiltonian H : [0, 1] ×D → R which vanishes on [0, 1] × {x}
when x is near ∂D. Then φ defines an area-preserving diffeomorphism of S2, with
a symplectic form of area 1, which is the identity on an open set. Recall from
Example 2.16 that if γ = d[S1]× {x}, where x corresponds to a point on ∂D, then
HP (φ, γ, {0}) is the free Λ-module generated by classes ed,0, . . . , ed,d; and each of
these classes is U -cyclic of order 1. Note that if φ is the identity, then each spectral
invariant ced,i(φ, γ) = 0. It then follows from Theorem 8.1 that in general, we have

lim
d→∞

ced,0(φ, d[S
1]× {x})

d
=

∫

[0,1]×D
Hω ∧ dt. (8.1)
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Here the right hand side (up to constant factors depending on conventions) is the
Calabi invariant of φ; see e.g. [13].

The special case of (8.1) where φ is a “monotone twist” was proved16 by direct
calculation in [5, Thm. 5.1], and this result plays a key role in the proof of the
simplicity conjecture. It is also noted in [5, §7.4] that (8.1) implies that the Calabi
invariant extends to a homeomorphism defined on the group of compactly supported
“hameomorphisms” of the disk. The latter statement was subsequently proved using
different methods in [4, Thm. 1.4].

Proof of Theorem 8.1. We use a “ball packing” argument similar to [9, §3.2].
Suppose first that H1 < H2. Let X be a finite disjoint union of balls symplecti-

cally embedded in M and write V = vol(X).
We know that each σi is U -cyclic of order mi where mi ≤ m. By Proposi-

tion 4.2(a), if ki = mini(d(γi)− g + 1) where ni is an integer, then we have

cUkiσi
(φ, γi,H1) = cσi

(φ, γi,H1)−Amini.

Then Lemma 5.2 gives

cσi
(φ, γi,H2)− cσi

(φ, γi,H1) +

∫

γi

(H2 −H1)dt ≥ c
ECH
ki (X) −Amini. (8.2)

Now choose

ni =

⌊
d(γi)

2V

miA2(d(γi)− g + 1)

⌋
.

Then it follows from (8.2) that

lim inf
i→∞

cσi
(φ, γi,H2)− cσi

(φ, γi,H1) +
∫
γi
(H2 −H1)dt

d(γi)
≥ lim inf

i→∞

cECH
ki

(X)−Amini

d(γi)

= A−1V

Here in the second line we have used (5.3) and the hypothesis that d(γi)→∞.
Now we can choose X to make V arbitrarily close to

vol(M,ωM ) =
1

2

∫

M
ωM ∧ ωM

=

∫

Yφ

(H2 −H1)ωφ ∧ dt.

Thus we obtain

lim inf
i→∞

cσi
(φ, γi,H2)− cσi

(φ, γi,H1) +
∫
γi
(H2 −H1)dt

d(γi)
≥ A−1

∫

Yφ

(H2 −H1)ωφ ∧ dt.

16The paper [5] writes a slightly different, but equivalent, version of (8.1). That paper defines

spectral invariants using the variant H̃P (φ, γ, {0}) from §2.6, which is possible here since mono-
tonicity holds. Our spectral invariant ced,i(φ, d[S

1]×{x}) agrees with the spectral invariant denoted
in [5] by cd,2i−d(φ).
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Now observe that both sides of the above inequality change by the same amount
if one adds a constant to H1 or H2. Thus the above inequality is true for any H1

and H2, without the hypothesis that H1 < H2. In particular, the above inequality
is true with H1 and H2 switched, which gives

lim sup
i→∞

cσi
(φ, γi,H2)− cσi

(φ, γi,H1) +
∫
γi
(H2 −H1)dt

d(γi)
≤ A−1

∫

Yφ

(H2−H1)ωφ ∧ dt.

The above two inequalities imply the theorem.

Remark 8.3. By choosing the ball packings carefully, as in the proof of [22, Thm.
1.1], one can show that the rate of convergence in Theorem 8.1 is O(d(γi)

−1/2).
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