
ar
X

iv
:2

11
0.

11
72

6v
5 

 [
m

at
h.

SG
] 

 1
5 

O
ct

 2
02

4

PRESYMPLECTIC CHARACTERIZATION OF LIOUVILLE

SECTORS WITH CORNERS AND ITS MONODIDALITY

YONG-GEUN OH

Abstract. We provide a presymplectic characterization of Liouville sectors
introduced by Ganatra-Pardon-Shende in [GPS20, GPS24b] in terms of the
characteristic foliation of the boundary, which we call Liouville σ-sectors. We
extend this definition to the case with corners using the presymplectic geom-
etry of null foliations of the coisotropic intersections of transverse coisotropic

collection of hypersurfaces which appear in the definition of Liouville sectors
with corners. We show that the set of Liouville σ-sectors with corners canon-

ically forms a monoid which provides a natural framework of considering the
Künneth-type functors in the wrapped Fukaya category. We identify its auto-
morphism group which enables one to give a natural definition of bundles of

Liouville sectors. As a byproduct, we affirmatively answer to a question raised
in [GPS20, Question 2.6], which asks about the optimality of their definition
of Liouville sectors in [GPS20].
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1. Introduction

Ganatra-Pardon-Shende introduced a flexible framework of Liouville sectors (with
corners) and established the local-to-global principle of wrapped Fukaya categories
in a series of papers [GPS20, GPS24b, GPS24a].

In [OT20], Tanaka and the present author constructed an unwrapped Floer the-
ory for bundles of Liouville manifolds and Liouville sectors. The output was a
collection of unwrapped Fukaya categories associated to fibers of a Liouville bun-
dle of Liouvile sectors, along with a compatibility between two natural construc-
tions of continuation maps. This set-up enabled them to make the construction of
Floer-theoretic invariants of smooth group actions on Liouville manifolds, and they
exploited these constructions in [OT19, OT] to construct homotopically coherent
actions of Lie groups on wrapped Fukaya categories, thereby proving a version of a
conjecture from Teleman’s 2014 ICM address.

1.1. Presymplectic characterization of Liouville sectors. The original defi-
nition of Liouville sectors given in [GPS20, GPS24b] makes it somewhat clumsy to
identify the structure group of a bundle of Liouville sectors with corners, and to de-
fine the bundle of Liouville sectors with corners as in [OT20]: This is partly because
not every defining condition related to the presymplectic geometry of the boundary
is manifestly invariant under the action of Liouville diffeomorphisms. This was the
starting point of current investigation. In this paper, we introduce a more intrinsic
but equivalent definition of Liouville sector which skirts this issue: We say it is
more intrinsic in that our definition is closer to one in the sense of G-structures.
(See [Che66] or [Ste83, Chapter VII] for a general introduction to G-structures.)

Remark 1.1. It may be worthwhile to mention that in the original definition of
Liouville sectors from [GPS20, GPS24b] consideration of the product of Liouville
sectors is somewhat clumsy and nontrivial which affects the discussion of Künneth-
type functors. However it follows from our definition of σ-sectors that the product of
two Liouville σ-sector canonically becomes a Liouville σ-sectors with corners. (See
Proposition 5.2 for the proof.) We refer readers to the discussion around [GPS20,
Lemma 2.21] and [GPS24b, Section 6], and to [Ohb] for some relevant discussion
on the construction of monoidal property of wrapped Fukaya category.

We start with our discussion of M for the case without corners.
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Let (M,ω) be a symplectic manifold with boundary, which we assume tame in
the standard sense in symplectic geometry, say, from [Sik94]. The boundary ∂M
(or more generally any coisotropic submanifold H) then carries a natural structure
of a presymplectic manifold in the sense that the restriction two form

ω∂ := ι∗ω

has constant nullity. (See [Got82], [OP05] for some detailed explanation on presym-
plectic manifolds.) Here ι : ∂M →M is the inclusion map.

Notation 1.2 (D∂M , N∂M and π : ∂M → N∂M ). We denote the characteristic
distribution of (∂M,ω∂) by

D∂M = kerω∂.

With a slight abuse of notation, we also denote by D∂M the associated integrable
foliation, and let π∂M : ∂M → N∂M be its leaf map.

Now consider a Liouville manifold (M,λ) with boundary and denote by

(∂∞M, ξ∞)

its ideal boundary as a contact manifold equipped with the contact distribution ξ∞
canonically induced by the Liouville form λ. (See [Gir17]. We recall that there is
no contact form on ∂∞M canonically induced from λ.)

We will assume M is C3-tame in the sense of [CO] which will be needed for the
study of the question [GPS20, Question 2.6] in Section 6. Throughout this paper,
by “near infinity,” we mean “on the complement on some compact subset of M .”

Definition 1.3 (Liouville σ-sectors). We say a Liouville manifold with boundary
(M,λ) is a Liouville σ-sector if the following holds:

(a) The Liouville vector field Z of M is tangent to ∂M near infinity.
(b) ∂∞M ∩ ∂M is the boundary of ∂∞M , and is convex (as a hypersurface of the

contact manifold ∂∞M).
(c) The canonical projection map π : ∂M → N∂M (to the leaf space of the charac-

teristic foliation) admits a continuous section, and has fibers abstractly home-
omorphic to R.

The condition (c) in this definition is the difference from that of the Liouville
sector of [GPS20] and is responsible for our naming of Liouville σ-sectors where σ
stands either for ‘section’ or for ‘sectional’. It can be replaced by the contractibility
of fibers. (See Corollary 4.12.) We will also show in Corollary 3.5 that the line
bundle D∂M appearing in this definition is trivial.

Remark 1.4. (1) In the point of G-structures, the choice of a section corre-
sponds to a reduction of the structure group from Diff(R) to Diff(R, {0})
of the R-bundle associated to the null foliation.

(2) It is worthwhile to mention that the presymplectic structure on (∂M,ω∂)
uniquely determines a symplectic structure on the germ of a neighborhood
up to symplectic diffeomorphism. (See [Got82].) Our definition of Liouville
σ-sectors with corners is much based on Gotay’s coisotropic embedding
theorem of presymplectic manifolds [Got82], applied to a germ of neighbor-
hoods of the boundary ∂M or more generally of coisotropic submanifolds
of (M,dλ).
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(3) The condition (c) depends only on the presymplectic geometry of (∂M, dλ∂)
with λ∂ = i∗∂Mλ while the conditions (a) and (b) depend on the Liouville
geometry at infinity of the ideal contact boundary ∂∞M . The two geome-
tries are connected by the global topological triviality of the characteristic
foliation implied by (c). (See Theorem 1.8.)

Note that a Liouville (σ-)sector M is a smooth manifold (possibly with non-
compact corners) and the Liouville flow determines a well-defined contact manifold
∂∞M “near infinity” (possibly with boundary). We will informally write

∂∞M ∩ ∂M = ∂(∂∞M) (1.1)

to mean the boundary of ∂∞M and call it the ceiling corner of the Liouville sector.
(When ∂∞M has corners, “boundary” means the union of all boundary strata.)

Theorem 1.5 (Theorem 3.22 forH = ∂M). Under the above definition of Liouville
σ-sector, the following holds:

(1) N∂M carries the structure of Hausdorff smooth manifold such that π : ∂M →
N∂M is a smooth submersion.

(2) The given continuous section σ of π : ∂M → N∂M can be C0-approximated by
a smooth section σsm as close as we want.

(3) N∂M carries a canonical symplectic structure denoted by ωN∂M as a coisotropic
reduction of ∂M ⊂M : We set F := Image σsm. Then there is a diffeomorphism
Ψ : ∂M → F × R and a commutative diagram

∂M

π

��

Ψ
// F × R

πF

��

N∂M
ψ

// F

(1.2)

with πF the canonical projection such that the aforementioned smooth section
σsm satisfies

(σsm)∗ω∂ = ωN∂M .

(4) (N∂M , ωN∂M ) carries a canonical Liouville one-form λN∂M : The map ψ is a
Liouville diffeomorphism between (N∂M , λN∂M ) and (F, λ|F ) with the Liouville
form λ|F on F , which is given by ψ(ℓ) = σ(ℓ) for ℓ ∈ N∂M .

The existence result of a smooth section σsm is a kind of a smoothing result of
the given continuous section σ : NH → H . In the literature, we could not locate
such a smoothing result of a section of the leaf space projection of the foliation, and
so provide its full proof in Subsection 3.3 for our current circumstance. We refer to
Section 3 for the precise description on the dependence of various structures and
maps on the choice of section σ.

Remark 1.6. Other than the existence of the contact vector field transverse to the
contact distribution, which is the defining property of the convexity of hypersur-
faces, the contact geometry of ideal boundary ∂∞M does not enter in the proof of
this theorem: It is mainly about the presymplectic geometry of coisotropic subman-
ifold ∂M , which makes our affirmative answer to the question [GPS20, Question
2.6] plausible. See Remarks 2.9, 3.3 below for a further elaboration.
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The following can be also derived in the course of proving the above theorem.
(In fact the argument deriving this proposition is nearly identical to that of the
proof of [GPS20, Lemma 2.5].)

Proposition 1.7. Let (M,λ) be a Liouville σ-sector. Then

(1) Each choice of smooth section σ of π and a constant 0 < α ≤ 1 canonically
provides a smooth function I : ∂M → R such that Z(I) = αI,

(2) There is a germ of neighborhood Nbhd(∂M) (unique up to a symplecto-
morphism fixing ∂M) on which the natural extension of I, still denoted
by I, admits a function R : Nbhd(∂M) → R satisfying {R, I} = 1 and
vanishing along ∂M .

1.2. Interpolation of presymplectic and Liouville geometry at infinity.

Another interesting consequence is the following affirmative answer to a question
raised by Ganatra-Pardon-Shende.

Theorem 1.8 (Theorem 6.1; Question 2.6 [GPS20]). Suppose M is a Liouville
manifold-with-boundary such that

(1) the Liouville vector field is tangent to ∂M near infinity, and
(2) there is a diffeomorphism ∂M = F × R sending the characteristic foliation

to the foliation by leaves R× {p}.
Then ∂∞M ∩ ∂M is convex in ∂∞M . In particular M is a Liouville sector in the
sense of [GPS20].

We mention that F itself naturally becomes a Liouville manifold. (See Section
3.5 for the proof.)

The main task then is to construct a contact vector field transverse to the ceiling
corner

∂∞M ∩ ∂M =: F∞

in the contact manifold ∂∞M . We make our construction of the aforementioned
contact vector field as a consequence of the following refinement of Gotay’s neigh-
borhood normal form theorem for ∂M ⊂ M when ∂M ∼= F × R with the given
hypotheses.

Proposition 1.9. Let u +
√
−1v be the standard coordinates of C satisfying v =

t ◦ pr. Put
R = u ◦ πC ◦ Ψ̃, I = v ◦ πC ◦ Ψ̃

on F × C. We denote by Ψ : ∂M → F × {0} × R a diffeomorphism given by the
hypothesis in the theorem.

Then there are neighborhoods U of ∂M ∼= F × R and V = F × (−δ, 0] × R of
F × {0} × R ⊂ F × C for some δ > 0, and a deformation of Ψ, still denoted by Ψ,
which extends to a diffeomorphism pair

(Ψ̃,Ψ) : (U, ∂M) → (V, F × {0} × R)

satisfying

Ψ̃∗λ = π̃∗
FλF − I dR, Ψ̃∗(Z) = ZF ⊕ I

∂

∂I
(1.3)

on {I > C}∩V ′ for a sufficiently large C > 0 where ZF is the Liouville vector field
of the Liouville manifold F . In particular we have F ∼= ∂M ∩ ∂∞M = ∂(∂∞M),
which is convex in ∂∞M .
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An important ingredient of the proof is some stability theorem proved in Ap-
pendix C of Liouville sectors which extends the one proved in [Oha, Theorem 9.2].

The following equivalence theorem is an immediate corollary of Theorem 1.8.

Theorem 1.10. Let (M,λ) be a Liouville manifold with boundary. Suppose the
Liouville vector field Z of λ is tangent to ∂M near infinity. Then the followings are
equivalent:

(1) (M,λ) is a Liouville sector in the sense of [GPS20].
(2) (M,λ) is a Liouville σ-sector.
(3) There is a diffeomorphism ∂M = F ×R sending the characteristic foliation

to the foliation by leaves R× {p}.
1.3. Transverse coisotropic collections and Liouville σ-sectors with cor-

ners. The definition of Liouville σ-sector can be extended to the case with corners.
Here we start with giving another equivalent definition of that of the sectorial hy-
persurface from [GPS24b, Definitions 9.2 & 9.14]. Our definition is intrinsic in that
it utilizes only the canonical presymplectic geometry of null foliation of the hyper-
surface in the symplectic manifold (M,ω), which is coisotropic. Now the existence
of the defining data of function I or of the diffeomorphism ∂M → F ×R appearing
in the definition of Liouville sectors in [GPS20] is a ‘property’ of Liouville σ-sector
in our definition.

We start with giving the aforementioned equivalent definitions.

Definition 1.11 (σ-sectorial hypersurface). Let (M,λ) be a Liouville manifold with
boundary (without corners). Let H ⊂M be a cooriented smooth hypersurface such
that its completion H has the union

(∂∞M ∩H) ∪ (H ∩ ∂M) =: ∂∞H ∪ ∂H
as its (topological) boundary. H is a σ-sectorial hypersurface if it satisfies the
following:

(1) Z is tangent to H near infinity,
(2) H∞(= ∂∞H) = ∂∞M ∩H ⊂ ∂∞M is a convex hypersurface of the contact

manifold ∂∞M ,
(3) The canonical projection map π : H → NH has a continuous section and

each of its fiber is homeomorphic to R.

The definition of Liouville σ-sectors with corners strongly relies on the general
intrinsic geometry of the transverse coisotropic collection. Study of this geometry in
turn strongly relies on the coisotropic calculus and Gotay’s coisotropic embedding
theorem of general presymplectic manifolds [Got82].

Definition 1.12 (Transverse coisotropic collection). Let (M,λ) be a Liouville man-
ifold with corners. Let H1, . . . , Hm ⊂M be a collection of cooriented hypersurfaces
Z-invariant near infinity, that satisfies

(1) The Hi transversely intersect,
(2) All pairwise intersections Hi ∩Hj are coisotropic.

Denote the associated codimension m corner by

C = H1 ∩ · · · ∩Hm

and by NC the leaf space of the null-foliation of the coisotropic submanifold C.
Then we prove in Subsection 5.2 that for each choice of sections σ = {σ1, · · · , σm},
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• there is a natural fiberwise Rm-action on C which is a simultaneous lin-
earization of the characteristic flows of the sectorial hypersurfaces Hi’s.

• each fiber is diffeomorphic to Rm utilizing the standard construction of
action-angle variables in the integrable system.

(See [Arn88] and Corollary 4.12 for the relevant discussion.) This leads us to the
final definition of Liouville σ-sectors with corners.

Definition 1.13 (Liouville σ-sectors with corners). Let M be a manifold with
corners equipped with a Liouville one-form λ. We call (M,λ) a Liouville σ-sector
with corners if at each corner δ of ∂M , the corner can be expressed as

Cδ := Hδ,1 ∩ · · · ∩Hδ,m

for a collection {Hδ,1, · · · , Hδ,m} such that

(1) it is a transversely coisotropic,
(2) each fiber of the canonical projection

πCδ : Cδ → NCδ

is contractible.

We call such a corner a σ-sectorial corner of codimension m.

We will show that each choice of σ will canonically provide an equivariant split-
ting data

(F, {(Ri, Ii)}mi=1), dλ = ωF ⊕
m∑

i=1

dRi ∧ dIi

on Nbhd(Cδ) ∼= F ×CmRe≥0 for σ-sectorial corners that is equipped with the Hamil-
tonian R

m-action whose moment map is precisely the coordinate projection

Nbhd(C) → R
m
≥0; x 7→ (R1(x), . . . , Rm(x)).

(See Theorem 5.5 for the precise statement.)
We also prove the following equivalence result.

Theorem 1.14. Definition 1.13 is equivalent to that of Liouville sectors with cor-
ners from [GPS24b].

We refer to Definition 4.1 for the comparison between Definition 1.13 and the
definition of Liouville sectors with corners from [GPS24b]. The following is straight-
forward from our definition. (Compare this with the discussion on the product
arund Lemma 2.21 [GPS20] and in Section 6 [GPS24b].)

Proposition 1.15 (Proposition 5.2). The set of Liouville σ-sectors with corners
forms a monoid: for any two Liouville sectors with corners M1, M2 the product
M1 ×M2 is canonically a LIouville σ-sector with corners.

This monoidal property has been used to construct a monoidal property of
wrapped Fukaya category generated by (gradient) sectorial Lagrangians in [Oha,
Ohb].
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1.4. Automorphism group of Liouville σ-sectors with corners. Thanks to
Theorem 1.5 or Theorem 1.10, our definition of Liouville σ-sectors with corners
enables us to give a natural notion of Liouville automorphisms of Liouville sectors
(with corners) from [GPS20, GPS24b] which is similar to the case without boundary.

We start with the following observation that every symplectic diffeomorphism of
(M,∂M) induces a presympletic diffeomorphism on ∂M and hence preserves the
characteristic foliation of ∂M .

This enables us to define the “structure” of Liouville σ-sectors (Definition 7.1),
and to identity its automorphism group Aut(M,λ) in the same way as for the
Liouville manifold case.

Definition 1.16 (Automorphisms group Aut(M,λ)). Let (M,λ) be a Liouville
σ-sector, possibly with corners. We call a diffeomorphism φ : (M,∂M) → (M,∂M)
a Liouville automorphism if φ satisfies the following:

φ∗λ = λ+ df

for a compactly supported function f : M → R. We denote by Aut(M,λ) the set
of automorphisms of (M,λ).

Obviously Aut(M,λ) forms a topological group which is a subgroup of Symp(M,dλ),
the group of symplectic diffeomorphisms of (M,dλ).

Remark 1.17. The above discussion on the automorphism can be naturally ex-
tended to the case of with corners. Recall that a manifold with corners X is
(pre)symplectic if there is a stratawise (pre)symplectic form ω, i.e., a collection of
(pre)symplectic forms

{ωα}α∈I
that is compatible under the canonical inclusion map of strata

ιαβ : Xα →֒ Xβ , α < β

i.e., ωα = ι∗αβωβ. Here I is the POSET that indexes the strata of the stratified
manifold X . By definition, a diffeomorphism between two manifolds with corners
preserves dimensions of the strata.

Finally we would like to mention that different geometric nature of (∂∞M, ξ∞)
and (∂M, λ∂) is partially responsible for the difficulty, as manifested in its con-
struction given in [Oha], of the construction of a pseudoconvex pair (ψ, J) in a
neighborhood

Nbhd(∂∞M ∪ ∂M)

such that the almost complex structures J is amenable to the (strong) maximum
principle) for the (perturbed) pseudoholomorphic maps into the Liouville sectors.
We anticipate that together with the local nature of the maximum principle proof
of C0-estimates from [Oha] and its natural monoidality of Liouville σ-sectors will
facilitate the study of Künneth-type functors and simplicial descents of wrapped
Fukaya categories. (See [GPS24a], [OT19], [Asp23] and others for the relevant
study.)

The current paper is the Part I of the arXiv posting arXiv:2110.11726(v1)-(v3) of
the title “Monoid of Liouville sectors with corners and its intrinsic characterization”.
The paper is now split into two, Part I becoming the current paper and Part II
split away to a separate paper [Ohb].
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Conventions:

• Hamiltonian vector field XH : XH⌋ω = dH ,
• Canonical one-form θ0 on T ∗Q: θ0 =

∑n
i=1 pidqi,

• Canonical symplectic form ω0 on T ∗Q: ω0 = d(−θ) =∑n
i=1 dqi ∧ dpi,

• Liouville one-form on (T ∗Q,ω0): λ = −θ = −∑n
i=1 pidqi,

• Symplectization SC of contact manifold (C, θ): SC = C × R with ω =
d(esπ∗θ). Here note that we write the R-factor after the C-factor.

• Contact Hamiltonian: The contact Hamiltonian of contact vector field X
on a contact manifold (M, θ) is given by −θ(X). (See [Oh21] for the same
convention adopted in the general framework of contact dynamics.)

Notations:

• M : the completion of M which is M
∐
∂∞M .

• DM : the union ∂∞M ∪ ∂M in M .
• F∞ := ∂∞M ∩ ∂M : the ideal boundary of ∂M .
• ∂∞M = ∂Liou∞ M : the ideal boundary of a Liouville manifold M (or sector).
• Aut(M,λ): The group of Liouville diffeomorphisms of Liouville σ-sector
(M,λ).

• ω∂ = dλ∂ : The induced presymplectic form on ∂M with λ∂ := ι∗λ.
• Aut(M,λ∂): The group of pre-Liouville diffeomorphisms of exact presym-
plectic manifolds (M,dλ∂).

• H : a σ-sectorial hypersurface H ⊂M .
• H∞ = ∂∞M ∩H : the ideal boundary H .
• Constants N and C: We consistently use the letter N to write the level
of symplectization radial function s and the letter C for the level of the
characteristic flow of the sectorial hypersurface or for the R-coordinate in
the product F × R.

2. Preliminaries

We start with the case without corners but with nonempty boundary ∂M , post-
poning the study of the case with corners till Section 4.

For the comparison, we recall the definition of Liouville sectors in [GPS20]. In
fact we will consider the definition of sectorial hypersurfaces in [GPS24b, Definition
9.2] and restrict that to the sectorial boundary of a Liouville domain.

To facilitate our exposition, we utilize Giroux’s notion of the ideal completion of
the Liouville domain (W,λ).

Definition 2.1 (Ideal completion M [Gir17]). (1) An ideal Liouville domain
(W,ω) is a domain endowed with an ideal Liouville structure ω.
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(2) The ideal Liouville structure is an exact symplectic form on IntW admitting
a primitive β such that: For some (and then any) function u : W → R≥0

with regular level set ∂∞W = {u = 0}, the product uβ extends to a smooth
one-form λ on W which induces a contact form on ∂W .

(3) When a Liouville manifold (M,β) is Liouville isomorphic to (IntW,β), we
call W the ideal completion of M and denote it by M .

Remark 2.2. Firstly, this definition provides a natural topology and smooth struc-
ture on the completion M and a Liouville structure on M(= IntW ) as an open
Liouville manifold. Secondly it also provides a natural class of Liouville diffeomor-
phisms on M as the restriction of diffeomorphisms of M =W . (See [Gir17].)

For a (noncompact) Liouville manifold (M,λ) (without boundary) its ideal bound-
ary, denoted by ∂∞M , is defined to be the set of asymptotic rays of Liouville vector
field Z. Then the ideal completion is the coproduct

M =M
∐

∂∞M

equipped with the obvious topology. We refer readers to [Gir17] for complete details.
For readers’ convenience, we provide some summary thereof in Appendix A that
are to be used later in the study of Theorem 1.8.

2.1. Liouville manifolds with boundary and orientations. When (M,λ) is
a Liouville sector with boundary ∂M , its ideal boundary is still well-defined by
the Z-invariance requirement near infinity put on ∂M in the definition of Liouville
sectors [GPS20] and so is its completion M . Then we have the formula for the
topological boundary

∂M = ∂∞M ∪ ∂M.

To ease our exposition, we often abuse our notation

DM := ∂∞M ∪ ∂M
for the coproduct ∂∞M

∐
∂M after the present section, as long as there is no

danger of confusion. Likewise we also abuse the notation like

∂∞M ∩H := ∂∞M ∩H
for ideal boundary of σ-sectorial hypersurface H where the intersection is actually
taken as a subset of M . For the simplicity of notation, we will also use

H∞ := ∂∞M ∩H (2.1)

similarly as we denoted F∞ = ∂∞M ∩ ∂M when H = ∂M .

2.1.1. Null foliation. We recall the well-known fact that each hypersurface H ⊂M
in a symplectic manifold (M,ω) carries the canonical characteristic foliationD. The
definition of this foliation is based on the fact that any hypersurface S of (M,ω) is
a coisotropic submanifold in that

(1) We have

(TxH)ωx ⊂ TxH,

for any x ∈ H , where (TxH)ωx is the ωx-orthogonal complement

(TxH)ωx := {v ∈ TxM | ωx(v, w) = 0 ∀w ∈ TxH}.
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(2) Let ιH : H → M be the inclusion map and

ker ι∗Hωx := {v ∈ TxH | ωx(v, w) = 0 ∀w ∈ TxH}
has constant rank 1 for all x ∈ H .

Then we denoteD = ker ι∗Hω which defines a 1-dimensional (integrable) distribution
of H , and call it the characteristic distribution or the null distribution of H . We
denote by NH the leaf space of the associated foliation. It is also well-known that
D carries a transverse symplectic structure which induces one on the leaf space

NH := H/ ∼ (2.2)

chart-wise. With slight abuse of notation, we will also denote by D the associated
foliation. Of course, the quotient topology of a leaf space may not be Hausdorff
in general. We will show that under the conditions laid out in Definition 1.3,
the aforementioned transverse symplectic form, as well as its smooth structure,
descends to the leaf space.

We denote the ideal boundary of H (reltaive to Z) by ∂∞H =: H∞. Then

H∞ = ∂∞M ∩H.
At each point x ∈ H ∩Nbhd(∂∞M) ⊃ H∞, we have a natural exact sequence

0 → Dx → TxH → TxH/Dx → 0. (2.3)

The quotient carries a canonical symplectic bilinear form and so carries a natural
symplectic orientation.

Choice 2.3 (Orientation of D). Let H ⊂M be a proper σ-sectorial hypersurface.
Make a choice of orientation on the trivial line bundle D → H .

Definition 2.4 (Presymplectic orientation on H). Let D → H be given an ori-
entation oD on a neighborhood of H∞ in ∂∞M . We call the orientation on
TH |H∩Nbhd(∂∞M) given by the direct sum orientation

TxH |H∞
= (TxH/Dx)⊕Dx, x ∈ H ∩Nbhd(∂∞M)

the presymplectic orientation of H relative to oD.

Example 2.5 (F±
∞ on T ∗[0, 1]). Now consider the case of the cotangent bundle

M = T ∗[0, 1] of the closed interval [0, 1] equipped with the Liouville form

λ = −p dq. (2.4)

(This is the negative of the standard Liouville one-form pdq in the cotangent bun-
dle.) The standard orientation of the interval induces a diffeomorphism M ∼=
[0, 1]q×Rp which carries the symplectic orientation induced by the symplectic form

dq ∧ dp.
(We alert the readers that this is the negative of the convention dp ∧ dq used by
[GPS20].) The boundary ∂M ∼= {0, 1} × Rp has 2 connected components. The

characteristic foliation’s orientation is compatible with the vector field ∂
∂p

. Note

that the Liouville vector field of the Liouville form (2.4) on T ∗[0, 1] ∼= [0, 1]q × Rp

is given by the Euler vector field

~E := p
∂

∂p
(2.5)
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on T ∗M which vanishes at p = 0. So each leaf {q} × Rp of the foliation consists of
3 different orbit sets of the Liouville vector field

R+ = (0,∞), {0}, R− = (−∞, 0).

Wemay identify ∂∞M with two disjoint copies of [0, 1] at “p = ±∞.” F∞ consists of
four points, which we will denote by (0,±∞) and (1,±∞) again using the informal
notation allowing p to attain ±∞. Under this notation, we have that

F+
∞ = {(0,−∞), (1,∞)}, and F−

∞ = {(0,∞), (1,−∞)}. (2.6)

Example 2.6 (dimQ ≥ 2). More generally, let Q = Qn be a connected n-manifold
with boundary and let M = T ∗Q. The inclusion T (∂Q) →֒ TQ induces a quotient
map T ∗Q|∂Q → T ∗(∂Q) of bundles on ∂Q; the kernel induces the characteristic
foliation on

T ∗Q|∂Q = ∂M.

Informally: At a point (q, p) ∈ ∂M , the oriented vector defining the characteristic
foliation is the symplectic dual to an inward vector normal to ∂Q. For example,
identifying Q near ∂Q with the right half plane with final coordinate pn, in standard
Darboux coordinate (q, p), the characteristic foliation is generated by ∂

∂pn
.

2.2. Convexity of H∞ = ∂∞M ∩H and contact vector field. By applying the
notion of σ-sectorial hypersurface from Definition 1.11 to the boundary ∂M ⊂ M ,
we introduce the following definition. This is the counterpart of the definition of
sectorial hypersurface given in [GPS24b, Definition 9.2].

Definition 2.7 (Liouville σ-sector). LetM be a noncompact manifold with bound-
ary such that its completion M has (topological) boundary given by the union

∂∞M ∪ ∂M = DM

and ∂∞M∩∂M is the codimension two corner ofM . M is called a Liouville σ-sector
if its boundary ∂M ⊂M is a σ-sectorial hypersurface in the sense of Definition 1.11.

To avoid some confusion with the corners in ∂M , we call the intersection

∂∞M ∩ ∂M
the ceiling corner. This is the corner of the ideal completionM ofM of codimension
2. (We will call the genuine corners of M the sectorial corners in Section 4 when
we consider the Liouville sectors with corners.)

Recall that ∂∞M is naturally oriented as the ideal boundary of symplectic man-
ifold M with Z pointing outward along ∂∞M .

We take a contact-type hypersurface S0 ⊂ M and identify a neighborhood
Nbhd(∂∞M) with the half S0×[0,∞) of the symplectization of the contact manifold
(S0, ι

∗
S0
λ). We denote

H0 = S0 ∩H. (2.7)

Then considering the Liouville embedding S0 × [0,∞) →֒ M , we can decompose M
into

M = (M \Nbhd(∂∞M)) ∪Nbhd(∂∞M)

so that

• Z = ∂
∂s

for the symplectization form d(esπ∗ι∗S0
λ) of the contact manifold

(S0, ι
∗
S0
λ) on S0 × [0,∞),



LIOUVILLE SECTORS WITH CORNERS 13

• we may identify the one-form ι∗S0
λ as a contact form of ∂∞M by the

natural diffeomorphism S0
∼= ∂∞M induced by this Liouville embedding

S0 × [0,∞) →֒M .

By the convexity hypothesis of H∞ := H ∩∂∞M in ∂∞M , there exists a contact
vector field η of the contact structure (∂∞M, ξ∞) on a neighborhood of H∞ in
∂∞M that is transverse to H∞.

Since there are different sign conventions in the literature in defining the contact
Hamiltonian associated to a contact vector field, we set our sign convention as
follows by adopting the one used by the present author in [Oh21] and its sequels,
which also coincides with that of [dLLV19].

Definition 2.8 (Contact Hamiltonian). We call the function

h := −θ(η)
the contact Hamiltonian associated to the contact vector field η.

Remark 2.9. It is well-known that a choice of contact vector field η transverse to
H∞ in ∂∞M , gives rise to a decomposition of H∞ into

H∞ = H+
∞ ⊔ Γη ⊔H−

∞ (2.8)

where H±
∞ and Γη are defined by

H±
∞ = {x ∈ H∞ | ±θ(η(x)) > 0}, Γη = {x ∈ H∞ | θ(η(x)) = 0}.

(Recall that Γη is called the dividing set of η on H∞. See [Gir17] for a general
study of convex hypersurface.) Other than the existence of the contact vector
field transverse to the contact distribution, which is the defining property of the
convexity of hypersurfaces, this contact geometry of ideal boundary ∂∞M does not
enter in our study of presymplectic geometry of coisotropic submanifold, ∂M , which
makes our affirmative anwser to the question [GPS20, Question 2.6] plausible. See
Remark 3.3 below for a further elaboration.

3. Sectional characterization of sectorial hypersurfaces

Let H ⊂ M be a σ-sectorial hypersurface of a Liouville σ-sector (M,λ). Equip
the leaf space NH with the quotient topology induced by the projection π = πH :
H → NH . The main goal of this section is to equip this quotient space with a
canonical Liouville structure induced from that of M .

3.1. The leaf space is a topological manifold. Before providing a smooth atlas
on NH , our first order of business is to prove the existence of topological manifold
structure thereon. This is the most technical step towards the goal of the section as
common in the study of general topology argument. The proof of this proposition
occupies the rest of this subsection.

Theorem 3.1. Let H be a σ-sectorial hypersurface. The leaf space NH is a topo-
logical manifold. (In particular, NH is second countable and Hausdorff.)

We start with the following lemma.

Lemma 3.2. There exists a neighborhood Nbhd(∂∞M ∩H) of the ceiling corner
∂∞M ∩H in M and a smooth function

G : Nbhd(∂∞M ∩H) → [0,∞) (3.1)

on Nbhd(∂∞M ∩H) of M that has the following properties:
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(1) Z[G] = G,
(2) its Hamiltonian vector field XG is transverse to H and represents the given

coorientation of H at each point x ∈ H ∩Nbhd(∂∞M ∩H).

Proof. By the defining data of Liouville σ-sectors, we have

• H∞ is convex in ∂∞M ,
• Z is tangent to H near infinity.

the second requirement enables us to choose a contact-type hypersurface S0 far out
close to ∂∞M so that S0 ⋔ H . Write the smooth hypersurface H0 := S0 ∩H of H .

We take a symplectization neighborhood of ∂∞M obtained by the Liouville em-
bedding

φZ;S0 : S0 × [0,∞) →֒ M (3.2)

defined by φZ;S0(y, t) := φtZ(y). We denote by s the associated radial function
defined by s(y, t) := t. Then we have the splitting

TM |S0×[0,∞)
∼= TS0 ⊕ R

{
∂

∂s

}

and satisfies

s−1(0) = S0, Z =
∂

∂s
, S0

∼= ∂∞M. (3.3)

We also have the contact form θ ∼= ι|∗S0
λ on S0 so that we can express the Liouville

form as

λ = esπ∗θ

on a neighborhood Nbhd(∂∞M).
Using the convexity hypothesis of H∞ ⊂ ∂∞M , we can take a contact vector

field η on a neighborhood of H∞ in ∂∞M such that η ⋔ H∞. Take its contact
Hamiltonian h = −θ(η) on a neighborhood of H∞ in ∂∞M . (Recall the sign
convention from Definition 2.8 adopted in the present paper.) By considering the
function π∗h on a neighborhood of H∞ in M , we take the associated homogeneous
Hamiltonian function on the symplectization in a neighborhood of H∞ inM , which
we denote it by

G := esπ∗h

which is defined on a neighborhood H∞ = H ∩ ∂∞M in M , say, on

V × [0,∞) ⊂ s−1([0,∞)) ⊂M,

where V ⊂ ∂∞M is an open neighborhood of H∞ in ∂∞M . Through the symplec-
tization end Liouville embedding S0 × [0,∞) →֒ M , we may identify the function
h : H∞ → R with π∗h|{s=0} : H ∩ S0 × {0} → R. Then the Hamiltonian vector
field XG|H∩{s≥0} represents the coorientation of H compatible with the one on
H∞ ⊂ ∂∞M given by η.

Clearly it satisfies Z[G] = G since Z = ∂
∂s

thereon. This finishes the proof. �

Remark 3.3. We would like to mention that a priori the characteristic foliation
of a general hypersurface satisfying that π : H → NH satisfying Condition (3) in
Definition 1.11 could be very wild without the other conditions (1), (2). One of the
consequences of the convexity of H∞ in ∂∞M is the presence of the function G on
Nbhd(∂∞M∩H) which gives rise to the taming of the behavior of the characteristic
foliation of H in a neighborhood Nbhd(∂∞M)∩H . Indeed, such a taming is also a
sufficient condition for H∞ to be convex, which is precisely what [GPS20, Qestion



LIOUVILLE SECTORS WITH CORNERS 15

2.6] is asking about. We provide its affirmative answer in Theorem 6.1 of the present
paper.

We fix a Riemannian metric g onM that is Z-invariant near infinity ∂∞M . More
explicitly we require the metric to satisfy

• Near H , we require it to have the form

g = gH ⊕ dv2

on the neighborhood H× (−ǫ, ǫ) →֒ M where v is the coordinate of (−ǫ, ǫ).
• Near ∂∞M on the symplectization end, we require the metric to satisfy

g = gS0 ⊕ ds2

on S0× [0,∞) where gS0 is any Riemannian metric on S0, recalling Z = ∂
∂s

on this region.
• NearH∞ = H∩∂∞M , we require that the above two choices are compatible
in that gH |H∞

= gS0 |H∞
and has the form

g = gH∞
⊕ du2 ⊕ ds2.

In addition, using the coorientation hypothesis onH ⊂M , we fix a coorientation.
(For the case of H = ∂M , we use the canonical outward coorientation.) Then
we choose the aforementioned contact vector field η so that it defines the same
coorientation as that of the coorientation on H ⊂ M induced by XG|H . With the
above Riemannian metric equipped with the neighborhood of H , we require

dλ

(
DH ,

∂

∂v

)
> 0 (3.4)

with DH equipped with the one given in Definition 2.3: Note that we have the
exact sequence of symplectic vector bundle

0 → span

{
DH ,

∂

∂v

}
→ TM |H → TM

/
span

{
DH ,

∂

∂v

}
→ 0 (3.5)

where we have

TM
/
span

{
DH ,

∂

∂v

}
∼= TH/DH.

Proposition 3.4. There exists a unique vector field W on H that satisfies the
following:

(1) g(W,W ) ≡ 1 and in particular W is nowhere vanishing,
(2) W is tangent to the foliation D, and
(3) The choice of W is compatible with the orientation (2.3) of the leaves and

satisfies dλ
(
W, ∂

∂v

)
> 0.

Proof. We first recall that the Liouville vector field Z is tangent to H near infinity.
We define the radial coordinate s as in the proof of Lemma 3.2.

We start with defining the vector fieldW ∈ D ⊂ TH onH along the hypersurface
s−1(N) = S0×{N} ∼= S0 for a sufficiently large N > 0 in the given symplectization
end. We can express it as the sum

W = Y ′ + a
∂

∂s
,
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for some function a = a(y) on S0, and Y ′ tangent to s−1(N) ∩ H for all N ≥ 0.
Then we have

0 < dλ

(
Y ′ + a

∂

∂s
,
∂

∂v

)

and

dλ

(
Y ′ + a

∂

∂s
,X

)
= 0 for all X ∈ TH,

dλ

(
Y ′ + a

∂

∂s
,
∂

∂s

)
= 0 on s−1(N) ∩H

The second equation also implies dλ
(
Y ′, ∂

∂s

)
= 0 since Z = ∂

∂s
is tangent to H for

all sufficiently large N > 0.
Using the property that Z is tangent to H near infinity, we will choose W near

infinity, say for s ≥ N for a sufficiently large N > 0 so that

W (y, s) := dφZ(W (y,N)) = Y ′(y)⊕ a(y)
∂

∂s
(3.6)

i.e., it is just the s-translation of the initial vector W (y, 0). By normalizing W
to W/|W |, we may assume that W has unit norm which makes its choice unique
among the vector fields tangent to D in the orientation given in Choice 2.3.

Next we would like to extend the vector field W to everywhere on H that still
satisfies the standing requirements (1) - (3). For this purpose, we consider equation
for W ∈ TH in the orientation from Choice 2.3 to satisfy

W ∈ D ⊂ TH, dλ(W,TH) = 0, dλ

(
W,

∂

∂v

)
> 0. (3.7)

By further requiring |W | = 1, the equation is uniquely solvable at each point of
y ∈ H . This finishes the proof of Proposition 3.4. �

In the course of proving the above proposition, we have also proved the following.

Corollary 3.5. (1) The line bundle D → H is trivial.
(2) Denote by R : Nbhd(H) → R the defining function R := u on a neighbor-

hood of H in M . Then W = XR
|XR|g

.

Proof. Statement (1) is obvious since W is nowhere vanishing section of the line
bundle D → H . For Statement (2), we note that XR satisfies dλ(XR, TH) =
dR(TH)dt(TH) ≡ 0 and hence is tangent to D. Furthermore we have

dλ

(
XR,

∂

∂u

)
≡ 1 > 0

Then by the aforementioned uniqueness, we derive W = XR
|XR|g

. �

This corollary will be useful for the later study of intrinsic characterization of
Liouville sectors with corners. (Of course this is a tautological property with the
original definition of Liouville sectors from [GPS20].)

Definition 3.6 (Leaf-generating vector field W of DH). We call the above con-
structed vector field W on H a leaf-generating vector field of DH .
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The next lemma states that the leaf space NH is Hausdorff with respect to the
quotient topology of π : H → NH . This should be classical which can be derived
from the property of the quotient topology and the existence of continuous section
σref : NH → H . For readers’ convenience, we give its proof in Appendix B.

Lemma 3.7. The space NH equipped with the quotient topology of π : H → NH

is Hausdorff.

The next lemma shows that the presence of continuous section implies the triv-
iality of the fibration π : H → NH .

Lemma 3.8. Take a continuous section σref : NH → H guaranteed by Defini-
tion 1.3. We write

Fref := Imageσref ⊂ H. (3.8)

Then the flow map

Φref : Fref × R → H ; Φref(y, t) = φtW (σref(π(x)) (3.9)

is a homeomorphism.

Proof. We will first show

(1) Any trajectory of W eventually exits from any given compact subset K ⊂
M both forward and backward.

(2) Moreover every leaf is a flow orbit of W and vice versa.

It is a standard fact that each leaf is second countable because the manifold M is
assumed to be second countable. (This rules out the possibility for a leaf becomes
a ‘Long line’ [SS95, pp. 71-72].) Note that since W is regular, each leaf of H
of the characteristic foliation is a flow line of the regular vector field W . (See
[CC00, Section 2.1].) Furthermore no leaf can be a point. By the condition stated
in Definition 1.3 (c), W cannot have a nontrivial periodic orbit either. Therefore
each flow trajectory t 7→ Φtref(y) in H defined on R is one-to-one, and hence Φref is
a one-one map.

Furthermore there is a uniquely defined T ∈ R such that φTW (σref(π(x)) = x for
each x ∈ H . We define a function T :M → R by

T (x) := “the reaching time of the flow of W issued at σref(π(x))”. (3.10)

Lemma 3.9. The function T is continuous.

Proof. Let x ∈ M and set x0 := σref(π(x)). Choose a foliation chart (Uα, ϕα)
with ϕα = (y1, . . . , y2n−1, t) with x0 = (0, 0) so that W = ∂

∂t
. It follows from the

Hausdorff property of NH , we may assume that the restriction σref to π(Uα) defines
a (local) section of π. Since the map {t = 0} is also the image of continuous section
on the same domain π(Uα), we can express

Fref ∩ Uα = {(y, t) ∈ Uα | t = σ′(y)}
with y = (y1, · · · , y2n−1) for some continuous one-to-one map σ : {t = 0} ∩ Uα →
Uα.

Write Tx := T (x) and consider the pair

(Uβ , ϕβ) = (φTxW (Uα), ϕα ◦ φTxW )
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which defines a foliation chart on Uβ at x. Write ϕβ = (y′, t′). Then φTxW ◦ σref
defines another local continuous section on π(Uα), and we have

φTxW (Fref ∩ Uα) =
(
ImageφTxW ◦ σref

)
∩ Uβ

=

{
(y′, t′) ∈ Uβ

∣∣∣ t′ = σ

((
φTxW

)−1

(x′)

)}
.

By definition of (Uβ , ϕβ), we have the relation

Tx′ = Tx + t
(
(φTxW )−1(x′)

)
− t(x)

for all x′ ∈ Uβ. This formula clearly shows that t′ is a continuous function on Uβ,
and satisfies

T (x′)− T (x) = Tx′ − Tx = t
(
(φTxW )−1(x′)

)
− t(x)

for all x′ ∈ Uβ . Since x′ 7→ t
(
(φTxW )−1(x′)

)
is continuous at any point x′ where

the map is defined and t
(
φTxW )−1(x)

)
= t(x), this explicit formula shows that T is

continuous at x. Since continuity is local, this proves continuity of T . �

Therefore the inverse image T−1(−C,C) is an open subset andH is an increasing
union

H =
⋃

C∈N

T−1(−C,C)

of open subset T−1(−C,C).
Let K ⊂ H be any compact subset. Then K ⊂ T−1(−C,C) for some C > 0.

Since |W | = 1 and W is tangent to the leaf ℓy through y of the characteristic
foliation, any point y ∈ Fref we have

φ
±(2max{C,|T (y)|})
W (y) ∩K = ∅.

This proves the aforementioned claims.
Then, combining this with the aforementioned completeness, we can define an-

other map

Ψref : H → Fref × R; Ψref(x) = (σref(π(x)), T (x)). (3.11)

By construction, Ψref is continous and satisfies

Ψref ◦ Φref = id|H , Φref ◦Ψref = id|Fref×R

This finishes the proof of Lemma 3.8. �

Consider the leaf map πref : Fref → NH where Fref equipped with the subspace
topology of H and NH is the quotient topology of the projection π : H → NH .

Corollary 3.10. The leaf map πref : Fref → NH is a homeomorphism.

Proof. Since σref : NH → H is a section, we have πref ◦ σref = idNH which shows
πref is surjective.

On the other hand, if y1 6= y2 in Fref, then ℓy1 6= ℓy2 since otherwise we would
have

y1 = σref(ℓy1) = σref(ℓy2) = y2

which is a contradiction. This shows that πref is a bijective continuous map.
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By construction, the map

ℓ 7→ σref(ℓ); NH → Fref

defines a continuous map which also satisfies πref ◦ σref = id|NH , and σref ◦ πref =
id|Fref

. This proves that the map σref is a continuous inverse of πref. Therefore the
map πref is a homeomorphism. �

Now we go back to the proof of Theorem 3.1.

Wrap-up of the proof of Theorem 3.1. First we show the following.

Lemma 3.11. Fref with the subspace topology of H is locally Euclidean (and in
particular, locally compact).

Proof. To see the locally Euclidean property of Fref, let x0 ∈ Fref be any given
point. We have only to note that (3.11) induces a homeomorphism

U/ ∼ → Fref ∩ U
for a sufficiently small foliation chart U containing x0 where ∼ is the orbit equiv-
alence with respect to W . Since U/ ∼ is homeomorphic to R2n−1, so is Fref ∩ U .
This proves that Fref ∩ U is locally Euclidean. �

Now combination of Corollary 3.10 and Lemma 3.11 finish the proof of Theorem
3.1. �

3.2. Smooth structure on the leaf space. When the leaf space is Hausdorff
and locally Euclidean, the well-known construction of coisotropic reduction (or
symplectic reduction) applies to prove existence of the symplectic structure on the
leaf space once the smooth structure on the leave space is equipped. (See [AM78] for
example.) Since we also need to construct the map Ψ appearing in the statement
of Theorem 1.5 and will also use the details of the proof later, we provide the full
details of the existence proofs of both structures below along the way partly for
readers’ convenience.

The goal of this section is to prove the first item of Theorem 1.5. We start with
the following proposition whose proof will occupy entirety of this subsection.

Proposition 3.12. The leaf space NH carries a canonical smooth manifold struc-
ture such that

(1) π : H → NH is a smooth submersion, and
(2) there is a smooth diffeomorphism Ψ : H → NH × R which makes the

following diagram commute

H

πH
  ❇

❇
❇
❇
❇
❇
❇
❇

Ψ
// NH × R

π1
zz✉✉
✉✉
✉✉
✉✉
✉

NH

(3.12)

We follow the standard notation of [CC00] in our discussion of foliations. It
follows from a well-known result in foliation theory that the foliation F is determined
by its holonomy cocycle γ = {γαβ}α,β∈U with

γαβ : yβ(Uα ∩ Uβ) → yα(Uα ∩ Uβ).
arising from the transverse coordinate map yα : Uα → F

2n−2 = R
2n−2 or H2n.
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Each yα is a submersion and γαβ is given by yα = yα(yβ) in coordinates. (See e.g.,
[CC00, Definition 1.2.12].) Furthermore for the null foliation F of the coisotropic
submanifold H , we can choose a foliated chart U = {(Uα, ϕα)}α∈U so that the
associated cocycle elements γαβ become symplectic, i.e., the foliation F carries a
transverse symplectic structure. We refer readers to the proof of Proposition 3.12
below for the details.

Remark 3.13. When H has corners, the foliated chart B = Bτ ×B⋔ means that
the tangential factor Bτ of the foliated chart has no boundary but the transverse
factor B⋔ has a boundary. (See e.g., [CC00, Definition 1.1.18] for the definition.)

We will first show that the above holonomy cocycle naturally descends to a
smooth atlas on NH under the defining condition of σ-sectorial hypersurface above,
especially in the presence of a continuous section of the projection πH : H → NH .

For this purpose, we consider a coherent regular foliated atlas {ϕα : Uα →
R

2n−1}, and its associated foliation cocycle γ = {γαβ} (see e.g., [CC00, Section
1.2.A]).

By considering a refinement {Uα′} of the given covering, we can choose a collec-
tion of foliated charts ϕα′ : Uα′ → R2n−2 × R of the form

(y1, . . . , y2n−2, t) (3.13)

whose transverse coordinate (y1, . . . , y2n−2) satisfies

dt(W ) ≡ 1. (3.14)

We take a maximal such collection which we denote by

O
′ = {(ϕα′ , Uα′)}. (3.15)

By the definition of transverse coordinates (y1, · · · , y2n−2) of the foliated chart,
it follows that the collection thereof defines a smooth atlas of NH . We write the
resulting atlas of NH by

[O′] := {[ϕα′ ] : [Uα′ ] → R
2n−2}. (3.16)

Lemma 3.14. The projection map π : H → NH is a smooth submersion.

Proof. To show smoothness of π, we will show that for any smooth function f :
NH → R the composition f ◦ π is smooth. For this purpose, at any point x, we
consider the foliated chart ϕα : Uα → R2n−1 given above in (3.13).

Let f : NH → R be any smooth function on NH . With respect to the afore-
mentioned foliated atlas of H , we will show that f ◦ π is smooth at every point
x ∈ H .

If x is contained in Uα′ , we have

(f ◦ π) ◦ (ϕα′ )−1(y1, · · · , y2n−2, t) = f ◦ [ϕα′ ]−1(y1, · · · , y2n−2)

The right hand side is smooth in the variables y1, · · · , y2n−2 by the hypothesis on
f , and does not depend on t-variable. This in particular implies that the left hand
map (f ◦ π) ◦ (ϕα′ )−1 is smooth at x.

Otherwise, let (ϕβ , Uβ) be a foliation chart at x. We take a flow map φTW
satisfying y := φTW (x) ∈ U ′

β for some chart (ϕβ′ , Uβ′) ∈ O′ at y given by
(
Uβ′ = φTW (Uβ), ϕβ′ = ϕβ ◦ (φTW )−1

)

which is contained in O
′ by the maximality of the collection O

′.
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Therefore the map (f ◦π)◦ϕ−1
β′ is smooth at y = φTW (x) ∈ Uβ′ . We can factorize

f ◦ π into

f ◦ π =
(
(f ◦ π) ◦ ϕ−1

β′

)
◦
(
(ϕβ′ ◦ φTW |Uβ )

)

which is a composition of two smooth maps and so smooth at x. This implies f ◦ π
is smooth at x. This finishes the proof of smoothness π ◦ f for all smooth function
f : NH → R and hence proves that π is smooth.

Submersivity of π is obvious by the above construction. �

3.3. Construction of a smooth section: smoothing. Finally, we would like
to improve the existence of continuous section of π : H → NH to a smooth one
σsm : NH → H . For this purpose, we apply the ‘standard mollifer smoothing and
a partition of unity’. However a priori the set of sections of the fibration H → NH

is not a linear space which prevents us from directly implementing the smoothing
of the sections.

The first order of business for our purpose is to reduce the problem of smoothing
to that of smoothing a section of certain smooth line bundle. For this purpose, we
need to choose a collection of the atlas of foliated atlases of NH that is compatible
with the flow of the leaf-generating vector field W on H .

For the simplicity of notation and exposition, we write the maximal atlas O′

chosen in the previous subsection back as O and the atlas of NH given in (3.16)
without prime.

Thanks to the property (3.14), the transition map

ϕαβ = ϕα ◦ ϕ−1
β : ϕβ(Uα ∩ Uβ) → ϕα(Uα ∩ Uβ)

associated to the covering O has the form

ϕαβ(y, t) = (ψαβ(y), t+ cαβ(y)) (3.17)

where y = (y1, · · · , y2n−2) on ϕα(Uα ∩Uβ) for some smooth functions cβα and ψβα
on ϕα(Vα ∩ Vβ).

A direct translation of the cocycle condition of {ϕαβ} gives rise to the following
identites for cαβ.

Lemma 3.15. Let ψαβ be the transition map for the transverse coordinate charts
of ϕα which is given by

ψα ◦ ψ−1
β : ψβ([Uα] ∩ [Uβ ]) → ψα([Uα] ∩ [Uβ ]).

Then the collection cαβ satisfies

cαγ = cβγ + cαβ ◦ ψβγ (3.18)

In particular, cαα ≡ 0 for all α.

The rest of this subsection will be occupied by the proof of the following.

Proposition 3.16. There exists a smooth section σsm : NH → H and a diffeomor-
phism Ψ : H → NH × R such that

σsm(ℓ) = Ψ−1(ℓ, 0). (3.19)

which makes the diagram (3.12) commute.
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We first provide some general discussion on the coordinate representation of
sections of π : H → NH . Let σ : NH → H be a continuous section of π and
Tσ : H → R be the continuous function associated to σ given in (3.10). Then we
have

Fref := Imageσ = T−1
σ (0) (3.20)

and a homeomorphism Ψσ : H → NH × R of the type

Ψσ(x) = (πH(x), Tσ(x))

whose inverse Φσ : NH × R → H is given by the flow map

Φσ(ℓ, t) = φtW (σ(ℓ))

such that Tσ(φ
t
W (x)) = t for all x ∈ Fref.

We take a collection {(Uα, ϕα)} with ϕα : Uα → R2n−1 of foliated charts of H
that covers Fref = T−1(0) each element of which is centered at a point in Fref. We
write

ϕα = (yα, tα) = (yα1 , · · · , yα2n−2, t
α).

Thanks to the requirement (3.14), we must have

tα = tβ + cαβ(y
β) (3.21)

on Uα ∩ Uβ . (See (3.17).)
Let σ be the given continuous section. On each such a chart (Uα, ϕα) with

ϕα = (yα, tα), the level set T−1
σ (0) of the continuous function Tσ can be locally

represented as

Fref ∩ Uα = {x ∈ Uα | tα = fα(y
α)}, yα = (y1, · · · , y2n−2) ∈ Vα ⊂ R

2n−2

for some continuous function fα = fα(y1, . . . , y2n−2) that satisfies
{
T ◦ ϕ−1

αβ(y, t) = t− fα(y),

fα(0, · · · , 0) = 0
. (3.22)

The transverse coordinates (Vα, ψα) induce a smooth chart on [Uα] ⊂ NH , and the
function fα induces a continuous function f ′

α thereon. Note that the section σ can
be expressed in terms of its local representatives {σα := σ|[Uα]}: we require them
to satisfy

ϕα(σα(ℓ)) = (ψα(ℓ), fα(ℓ))

in terms of the coordinate charts ([Uα], ψ
α) of NH and (Uα, (y

α, tα)) ofH . It follows
from the above discussion that to define a global section out of the collection {σα},
the collection should satisfy

gα ◦ ψαβ = gβ + cαβ (3.23)

by (3.21).
We summarize the above discussion into the following.

Lemma 3.17. A section of πH : H → NH is characterized by the collection of
maps {gα} and {cαβ} with gα : ψα([Uα]) → R, cαβ : ψα([Uα] ∩ [Uβ]) → R that
satisfy (3.23), or equivalently

gβ = gα ◦ ψαβ − cαβ (3.24)

on ψβ([Uα] ∩ [Uβ ]) and vice versa.
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Proof. For the proof of (3.24), we apply Lemma 3.15 to (3.23) and get

cβα ◦ ψ−1
βα = cβα ◦ ψαβ = cββ − cαβ = −cαβ.

Then we rewrite (3.23) into

gβ = (gα + cβα) ◦ ψ−1
βα = (gα + cβα) ◦ ψαβ

= gα ◦ ψαβ + cβα ◦ ψαβ
= gα ◦ ψαβ − cαβ

which finishes the proof. �

By exponentiating (3.24), we get egα ◦ ψαβ = ecαβegβ which is equivalent to

egα ◦ ψα = ecαβ◦ψβegβ ◦ ψβ. (3.25)

If we set sα = egα ◦ ψα and gαβ = ecαβ◦ψβ , the equation becomes sα = gαβsβ on
[Uα] ∩ [Uβ ].

Lemma 3.18. The collection {gαβ} is a R+-valued smooth cocycle.

Proof. By definition of cαβ , it is a smooth function. The equation (3.18) is equiva-
lent to

cαγ ◦ ψγ = cβγ ◦ ψγ + cαβ ◦ ψβ .
By exponentiating this equation, we obtain

gαγ = gβγgαβ = gαβgβγ .

Furthermore since cαα = 0, we have gαα = 1. This finishes the proof. �

This shows that the collection {gαβ} defines a real oriented smooth line bundle
on NH , and {sα} associated to the local representatives {fα} of the given section
σ defines a nowhere vanishing continuous section thereof.

Remark 3.19. This line bundle can be also described as follows. The presence of
leaf-generating vector field W equips each leaf with the structure of an oriented 1
dimensional real affine space. A choice of section of π : H → NH then it identifies
each leaf with the real line R. Then the bundle is nothing but the tautological line
bundle of NH .

We denote this smooth oriented line bundle by L. Lemma 3.17 shows that
this collection also provides L with a trivialzing cover and hence defines a smooth
trivialization

L → NH × R.

We summarize the above discussion into the following.

Lemma 3.20. Consider the collections {gαβ} and {sα} defined by

gαβ = ecαβ◦ψβ , sα = efα◦ψα

of continuous R+-valued functions respectively. Then the collection {sα} defines
a nowhere vanishing continuous section of the smooth oriented line bundle L. We
denote the associated global section of L by sσ.

We are now ready to complete the proof of Proposition 3.16.



24 YONG-GEUN OH

Wrap-up of the proof of Proposition 3.16. We would like to construct a smooth sec-
tion or the collection {gα} satisfying (3.24), knowing the existence of this continuous
section σ. For this purpose, we have only to find a smooth approximation of the
section sσ of the line bundle L, which is a standard process by taking the mollifier
smoothing whose details is now in order.

We denote by sσ;α the local representative of sσ determined by efα ◦ψα, i.e., we
will characterize the section sσ by the collection {sα : [Uα] → R} that satisfy

sα = gαβ sβ.

For this purpose, without loss of any generality, we assume ψα([Uα]) = I2n−2 with
I = (−1, 1) for all α, and take a family of mollifier {ρδ}δ>0 supported in I2n−2. We
then take the collection {sα} by setting

sα = hδα ◦ ψα
for the mollifier smoothing of the functions {efα} which are defined by

hδα = efα ∗ ρδ
for all α. Here ∗ is the standard convolution product defined by

a ∗ b(x) :=
∫

R2n−2

a(x− y)b(y) dy

for two real-valued functions a, b : R2n−2 → R. Then we take the sum

ssm :=
∑

α

χαsσ;α

for a partitions of unity {χα} subordinate to {[Uα]} which defines a global smooth
section of L.

It follows from the general property of the mollifier smoothing that hδα → efα

as δ → 0 in compact open topology or in C0 topology. This is easy to check (or
see [GS68] for example). Therefore hδα is nowhere vanishing for a sufficiently small
δ = δα > 0, and so we can take the logarithm gα = log hδαα so that hδα = egα

unambiguously.
Reading back the above explicit correspondence between a section of H → NH

and a nowhere-vanishing section of the line bundle L, we conclude that the collection
{gα ◦ ψα} associated to {[Uα]} represents a smooth section of the projection π :
H → NH . We denote by σsm the corresponding smooth section.

Now we consider the flow map of the vector field W

Φσ
sm

H : NH × R → H

given by Φσ
sm

H (ℓ, t) = φtW (σsm(ℓ)), and define the map Ψ : H → NH × R to be its
inverse

Ψ(x) = (πH(x), Tσsm(x)). (3.26)

By construction, Ψ now satisfies all the properties required in Proposition 3.12.
This finally completes the proof of Proposition 3.12. �

This will finish the proof of the diagram (3.28) required in the proof of Theorem
1.5.
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3.4. Symplectic structure on the leaf space. Now we turn to the construction
of symplectic structure. Using Proposition 3.12, we fix a smooth section σsm :
NH → H and write F := Imageσsm.

When we choose the above used coherent atlas, we can choose them so that the
associated cocycle γαβ becomes symplectic by requiring the chart (Uα, ϕα) also to
satisfy the defining equation

(yα)∗ω0 = ι∗Hω, ω = dλ (3.27)

of the general coisotropic reduction (see [AM78, Theorem 5.3.23] for example) where
ιH : H →M is the inclusion map and ω0 is the standard symplectic from on R2n−2.
(See also [Got82], [OP05].) By using such a foliated chart satisfying (3.27), the as-
sociated holonomy cycles define symplectic atlas and so a symplectic structure on
NH , when the holonomy is trivial as in our case where we assume the presence of
smooth section. This will then finish construction of reduced symplectic structures
on NH . (We refer to [OP05, Section 5] for a detailed discussion on the construc-
tion of transverse symplectic structure for the null foliation of general coisotropic
submanifolds.)

An immediate corollary of the above construction of diffeomorphism Ψ : H →
NH × R is that any Liouville σ-sector is a Liouville sector in the sense of [GPS20].

Remark 3.21. On the other hand, the converse is almost a tautological statement
in that [GPS20, Lemma 2.5] shows that any of their three defining conditions given
in [GPS20, Definition 2.4] is equivalent to the condition

• There exists a diffeomorphism Ψ : H → F × R making (3.12) commute

Once this is in our disposal, Ψ induces a diffeomorphism [Ψ] : NH → F. Therefore
we can choose a continuous section σref : NH → H required for the definition of
σ-sectorial hypersurface to be

σref(ℓ) := [Ψ]−1(ℓ), ℓ ∈ NH .

Now we wrap up the proof of Theorem 1.5 as the special case H = ∂M of
the following theorem. We will postpone the proof of Statement (3) till the next
subsection.

Theorem 3.22. Under the above definition of σ-sectorial hypersurface H ⊂ M ,
the following holds:

(1) NH carries the structure of Hausdorff smooth manifold such that π : H → NH

is a smooth submersion.
(2) There exists a smooth section σsm of π : H → NH which can be C0-approximated

to the given continuous section σ as close as we want.
(3) NH carries a canonical symplectic structure denoted by ωNH as a coisotropic

reduction of H ⊂M : We set F := Image σsm. Then there is a diffeomorphism
Ψ : H → F × R and a commutative diagram

H

π

��

Ψ
// F × R

πF

��

NH
ψ

// F

(3.28)

such that π is a smooth map which admits a smooth section σ : NH → H for
which σ satisfies σ∗ω∂ = ωN∂M , and πF is the canonical projection.
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(4) (NH , ωNH ) carries a canonical Liouville one-form λNH : The map ψ is a Liouville
diffeomorphism between (NH , λNH ) and the (F, λ|F ) with the Liouville form
λ|F on F , which is given by ψ(ℓ) = σ(ℓ) for ℓ ∈ NH .

3.5. Induced Liouville structure on the leaf space. Finally we prove State-
ment (4) of Theorem 3.22 by extracting some consequences on the above constructed
symplectic structure on NH derived from the given property of the characteristic
foliation D near infinity. Recall the definitions F = Imageσsm and the smooth flow
map ΦH := (Ψsm

H )−1

ΦH : F × [0,∞) → H (3.29)

where Ψsm
H is given in (3.26). By the convexity hypothesis onH∞, we have a contact

vector field η on ∂∞M that is transverse to H∞.

Lemma 3.23. The symplectic manifold (NH , ωNH ) is exact.

Proof. Note that F = Imageσsm is a symplectic submanifold of M and the sym-
plectic form dλ induces an exact symplectic form d(ι∗F λ) = ι∗F dλ for the inclusion
map

ιF : F →֒ H →֒ (M,λ).

Therefore it follows from (3.27) and π∗
F ◦ σsm = idNH

ωNH = (πF ◦ σsm)∗ωNH = (σsm)∗(π∗
FωNH )

= (σsm)∗(ι∗F dλ) = (σsm)∗d(ι∗Fλ) = d((σsm)∗ι∗Fλ)

= d((ιF ◦ σsm)∗λ)

which proves exactness of ωNH : Here the third equality follows from the defining
equation (3.27) and the equalities

πF = πH ◦ ΦH , ιF = ιH ◦ ΦH
with the map ΦH given in (3.29). �

This leads us to the following reduced Liouville structure on NH .

Definition 3.24 (Reduced Liouville structure). We call the primitive λNH of ωN∂H

defined as above the canonical Liouville structure on (NH , ωNH ).

4. Geometry of transverse coisotropic collections

Recall that [GPS24b] requires the following properties on the boundary strata
when studying Liouville sectors with corners:

Definition 4.1 (Definition 9.2 & Lemma 9.4 & Definition 9.14 [GPS24b]). A sec-
torial collection is a collection of m hypersurfaces H1, . . . , Hm ⊂ M , cylindrical
near infinity, such that:

(S1) The Hi transversely intersect,
(S2) All pairwise intersections Hi ∩Hj are coisotropic, and
(S3) There exist functions Ii : Nbhd(∂M) → R, linear near infinity, satisfying

the following on the characteristic foliations Di of Hi:

dIi|Di
6= 0, dIi|Dj

= 0 for i 6= j, {Ii, Ij} = 0. (4.1)

A Liouville sector (M,λ) with corners is a Liouville manifold-with-corners whose
codimension one boundary strata form a sectorial collection.
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We will introduce another definition of sectorial collection by replacing Condition
(S3) in the spirit of Definition 1.11.

For this purpose, we need some preparations. We start with introducing the
following definition

Definition 4.2 (Transverse coisotropic collection). Let (M,λ) be a Liouville man-
ifold with boundary and corners. Let H1, . . . , Hm ⊂ M be a collection of hyper-
surfaces cylindrical near infinity, that satisfies Conditions (S1), (S2) of Definition
4.1.

In the remaining section, we first study the underlying geometry and prove a
general structure theorem of such a collection. In the next section, based on the
theorem, we will provide an intrinsic characterization of the sectorial collection
and Liouville sectors with corners above purely in terms of geometry of coisotropic
submanifolds. We call the resulting structure the structure of Liouville σ-sectors
with corners.

4.1. Gotay’s coisotropic embedding theorem of presymplectic manifolds.

For a finer study of the neighborhood structure of the sectorial corner C, we first re-
call below some basic properties of the coisotropic submanifolds and the coisotropic
embedding theorem of Gotay [Got82]. See also [Wei79], [OP05] for relevant material
on the geometry of coisotropic submanifolds. We will mostly adopt the notations
used in [Got82], [OP05, Section 3].

Let (Y, ωY ) be any presymplectic manifold. The null distribution on Y is the
vector bundle

E := (TY )ωY ⊂ TY, Ey = kerωY |y.
This distribution is integrable since ωY is closed. We call the corresponding foliation
the null foliation on Y and denote it by

F = FY .

(Then E is nothing but the total space of the foliation tangent bundle TF.) We
now consider the dual bundle π : E∗ → Y which is the foliation cotangent bundle

E∗ = T ∗
F.

The tangent bundle TE∗ of the total space E∗ has its restriction to the zero section
Y →֒ E∗; this restriction carries a canonical decomposition

TE∗|Y ∼= TY ⊕ E∗.

Example 4.3. A typical example of a presymplectic manifold is given by

(Y, ωY ) = (H,ωH), ωH := ι∗Hω

arising from any coisotropic submanifold H ⊂ιH (X,ω). Then E = DH , the null
distribution of (H,ωH). It is easy to check that the isomorphism

TX → T ∗X

maps TY ω to the conormal N∗Y ⊂ T ∗X , and induces an isomorphism between
NY = (TX)|Y /TY and E∗.

Gotay [Got82] takes a transverse symplectic subbundle G of TY and associates
to each splitting

Γ : TY = G⊕ E, E = TF (4.2)
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the zero section map

ΦΓ : Y →֒ T ∗
F = E∗

as a coisotropic embedding with respect to a ‘canonical’ two-form ωE∗ on E∗ which
restricts to a symplectic form on a neighborhood of the zero section of E∗ such that

ωY = Φ∗
ΓωE∗ .

Remark 4.4. When ωY = 0, Gotay’s embedding theorem reduces to the well-
known Weinstein’s neighborhood theorem of Lagrangian submanifolds L in which
case E∗ = T ∗L with Y = L.

We now describe the last symplectic form closely following [Got82].
We denote the aforementioned neighborhood by

V ⊂ T ∗
F = E∗.

Using the splitting Γ, which may be regarded as an ‘Ehresmann connection’ of the
‘fibration’

TF → Y → NY ,

we can explicitly write down a symplectic form ωE∗ as follows.
First note that as a vector bundle, we have a natural splitting

TE∗|Y ∼= TY ⊕ E∗ ∼= G⊕ E ⊕ T ∗
F

on Y , which can be extended to a neighborhood V of the zero section Y ⊂ E∗

via the ‘connection of the fibration’ T ∗F → Y . (We refer readers to [OP05] for a
complete discussion on this.)

We denote

pΓ : TY → TF

the (fiberwise) projection to E = TF over Y with respect to the splitting (4.2). We
have the bundle map

TE∗ Tπ−→ TY
pΓ−→ E

over Y .

Definition 4.5 (Canonical one-form θΓ on E∗). Let ζ ∈ E∗ and ξ ∈ TζE
∗. We

define the one form θΓ on E∗ whose value is to be the linear functional

θΓ|ζ ∈ T ∗
ζ E

∗

at ζ that is determined by its value

θΓ|ζ(ξ) := ζ(pΓ ◦ Tπ(ξ)) (4.3)

against ξ ∈ Tζ(T
∗F).

(We remark that this is reduced to the canonical Liouville one-form θ on the
cotangent bundle T ∗L for the case of Lagrangian submanifold L in which case
ωY = 0 and the splitting is trivial and not needed.)

Then we define the closed (indeed exact) two form on E∗ = T ∗F by

−dθΓ.
Together with the pull-back form π∗ωY , we consider the closed two-form ωE∗,Γ

defined by

ωE∗,Γ := π∗ωY − dθΓ (4.4)
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on E∗ = T ∗F. It is easy to see that ωE∗,Γ is non-degenerate in a neighborhood
V ⊂ E∗ of the zero section (See the coordinate expression [OP05, Equation (6.6)]
of dθΓ and ωV .)

Definition 4.6 (Gotay’s symplectic form [Got82]). We denote the restriction of
ωE∗,Γ to V by ωV , i.e.,

ωV := (π∗ωY − dθΓ)|V .
We call this two-form Gotay’s symplectic form on V ⊂ E∗.

The following theorem ends the description of Gotay’s normal form for the neigh-
borhood of a coisotropic submanifold C ⊂ (M,ω) of any symplectic manifold (M,ω)
as a neighborhood V of the zero section of T ∗FC of its null foliation FC on C
equipped with the symplectic form.

Theorem 4.7 (See [Got82, OP05]). Let Y ⊂ (X,ωX) be any coisotropic subman-
ifold. Fix a splitting Γ in (4.2). Then there is a neighborhood Nbhd(Y ) := U ⊂ X
and a diffeomorphism

ΦΓ : U → V ⊂ E∗

such that the following hold:

(1) ωX = Φ∗
ΓωE∗,Γ on U ⊂ X .

(2) For two different choices, Γ and Γ′, of splitting of TY , the associated two
forms ωE∗,Γ and ωE∗,Γ′ are diffeomorphic relative to the zero section Y ⊂
E∗, on a possibly smaller neighborhood V ′ ⊂ E∗ of Y .

Proof. The first statement is proved in [Got82]. Statement (2) is then proved in
[OP05, Theorem 10.1]. �

We have the natural projection map

π̃Y : Nbhd(Y ) → Y (4.5)

defined by
π̃Y := πE∗ ◦ ΦΓ ◦ ιY , (4.6)

for the inclusion map ιY : Y →֒ Nbhd(Y ) =: U ⊂ X , which is induced by restricting
the canonical projection E∗ → Y to the neighborhood V ⊂ E∗ of the zero section
Y . In particular, we have

ker dxπY = Ex = DY |x.
4.2. Structure of the null foliations of σ-sectorial corners. We apply the
discussion in the previous subsection to general transverse coisotropic collection

{H1, · · · , Hm}.
For any given subset I ⊂ {1, · · · ,m}, we denote

HI =
⋂

i∈I

Hi

and πHI : HI → NHI be the canonical projection. We also denote the full intersec-
tion by

C =
m⋂

i=1

Hi.

Furthermore, by the transverse intersection property of the coisotropic collection,
we can choose the collection {σC,1, . . . , σC,m} to have the complete intersection
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property in that their images form a collection of transverse intersection. More
precisely, we fix the following choice of smooth sections for a finer study of the
neighborhood structure of further constructions we will perform

Choice 4.8 (Choice of sections σi : NHi → Hi). For each i = 1, . . . ,m, we choose
a smooth section

σi : NHi → Hi

for each i = 1, . . . ,m. Denote the set of sections σi : NHi → Hi by

σ = {σ1, . . . , σm}. (4.7)

Recall from Section 3 that for each i a choice of smooth section

σi : NHi → Hi

provides the trivialization map

Ψσii : Hi → NHi × R, Ψσii (x) = (πHi (x), t
σi
i (x))

given in (3.12). We choose each σi to be σi = σHi as defined in (3.19) For the given
choice of σ = {σ1, . . . , σm}, we collectively write

Ψσi := Ψσii , i = 1, . . . ,m. (4.8)

The following theorem is the generalization of Theorem 1.5 whose proof also
extends the one used in Section 3 to the case with corners. The main task for this
extension is to establish compatibility of the null foliations of various coisotropic in-
tersections arising from taking a sub-collection I ⊂ {1, . . . ,m}: This compatibility
condition and construction of relevant strata is in the same spirit as the combi-
natorial construction of a toric variety out of its associated fan. (See [Ful93] for
example.)

Theorem 4.9. Let (M,λ) be a Liouville σ-sector with corners, and let Z be the
Liouville vector field of (M,λ). Let

σ = {σ1, · · · , σm}
be a collection of smooth sections σi : NHi → Hi for i = 1, . . . ,m. Then the leaf
space NC carries a canonical structure λNC of a Liouville manifold with boundary
and corners.

We also define the function tC,σi : C → R to be the restriction

tC,σi = tσii |C (4.9)

where tσii is the function appearing in (3.13). The collection σ = {σi} also induces
a surjective map ΨC : C → NC × Rm,

ΨσC(x) :=
(
πC(x),

(
tC,σ1 (x), . . . , tC,σm (x)

))
(4.10)

which is also smooth with respect to the induced smooth structure on NC . (The

functions tC,σi correspond to ti appearing in [Arn88, Section 49] in the discussion
following below.)

Proposition 4.10. There is an Rm-action on C that is free, proper and discontin-
uous and such that C is foliated by the Rm-orbits. In particular the map

ΨσC : C → NC × R
m

is an Rm-equivariant diffeomorphism with respect to the Rm-action on C and that
of linear translations on R

m.
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Proof. Let (s1, . . . , sm) be the standard coordinates of Rm. We set

Zi := (ΨσC)
∗

(
~0NC ⊕ ∂

∂si

)
. (4.11)

Then Zi ∈ DC , and [Zi, Zj] = 0 since [ ∂
∂si
, ∂
∂sj

] = 0. On C, we also have

tC,σj (Zi) = d(sj ◦ΨσC)
(
(ΨσC)

∗

(
~0NC ⊕ ∂

∂si

))
= dsj(

∂

∂si
) = δij .

In particular Zi is tangent to all level sets of tC,σi with j 6= i, and is transverse to

the level sets of tC,σi for each i.
The so-constructed global frame {Z1, · · · , Zm} of TC on C are commuting vector

fields. Therefore we have an Rm-action on C induced by the flows of commuting
vector fields {Z1, · · · , Zm}.
Lemma 4.11. This Rm-action is also proper and discontinuous. In particular, its
isotropy subgroup is a discrete subgroup of Rm.

Proof. The Liouville vector field Z is tangent to every Hi near infinity. Since Z is
tangent to Hi for all i near infinity, the flag

H1 ∩ · · · ∩Hm ⊂ H1 ∩ · · · ∩Hm−1 ⊂ · · · ⊂ H1

is Z-invariant near infinity, and in particular we have

Z ∈ TC

near infinity of C. Since Z[s] = 1, Z is also transverse to s−1(r) for all sufficiently
large r > 0. Therefore the Rm-action induces a free Rm/R-action on the set ∂∞C =
∂∞M∩C of asymptotic Liouville rays tangent to C. Since the latter set is compact,
it follows that the Rm/R-action is proper and discontinuous. Since the flow of Z
or the R-action induced by Z moves the level of s by 1 as time varies by 1, we
conclude that the Rm-action on C is proper and discontinuous.

Once the action is proved to be proper and discontinuous, the second statement
of the lemma follows e.g. from the proof in [Arn88, Section 49, Lemma 3], to which
we refer. This finishes the proof. �

With Lemma 4.11 in our disposal, the standard argument in the construction of
action-angle coordinates proves that each orbit of the Rm-action is homeomorphic
to R

n1 × T n2 for some n1, n2 with n1 + n2 = n. (See [Arn88, Section 49, Lemma
3] and its proof.)

Now we immediately conclude the following

Corollary 4.12. Suppose πC : C → NC has contractible fibers. Then

(1) The Rm-action is free and its fiber is naturally diffeomorphic to Rm, i.e., it
is a principle Rm bundle over NC .

(2) The map Ψ is an Rm-equivariant diffeomorphism with respect to the trans-
lations of Rm.

The inverse of ΨσC denoted by

ΦσC : NC × R
m → C (4.12)

is also easy to explicitly write down as follows. First we note

tC,σi (σC,i(πC(x))) = 0
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for all i = 1, . . . ,m by the definitions of σC,i and t
C,σ
i . Now let a point

(ℓ, (t1, . . . , tm)) ∈ NC × R
m

be given. Then there is a unique point x ∈ C satisfying
{
πC(x) = ℓ

x =
⋂n
i=1(t

C,σ
i )−1(ti).

(4.13)

(See (4.9) for the definition of tC,σi and Proposition 3.4 for the definition of the
vector field Z ′

i respectively.) Then we define ΦσC(ℓ, (t1, . . . , tm)) to be this unique
point. It is easy to check from definition that ΦσC is indeed the inverse of ΨσC . This
finishes the proof of Proposition 4.10. �

By applying the above proof and Proposition 4.10 to any sub-collection I ⊂
{1, · · · ,m} including the full collection itself, we also obtain the following stronger
form of Theorem 4.9

Theorem 4.13. Let I ⊂ {1, · · · ,m} be any sub-collection, and define

HI =
⋂

i∈I

Hi.

Assume πHI : HI → NHI has contractible fibers. Let λNHI be the canonical induced
Liouville form as before. Then the following hold:

(1) There is an R|I|-action on HI that is free, proper and discontinuous and
such that HI is foliated by the R|I|-orbits. In particular the map

ΨσHI : HI → NHI × R
|I|

is an R|I|-equivariant diffeomorphism with respect to the R|I|-action on HI

and that of linear translations on R|I|.
(2) The leaf space NHI carries a canonical structure of Liouville manifold with

boundary and corners.

By applying the above to the full collection C = H{1,...,m}, we have finished the
proof of Theorem 4.9.

4.3. Compatibility of null foliations of transverse coisotropic intersec-

tions. Let Cδ = C as in the previous section and let {σ1, · · · , σm} a collection of
sections σi : NHi → Hi made in Choice 4.8. For each subset I ⊂ {1, · · · ,m}, we
have the following section

σI : NHI → HI

defined by

σI([ℓ]) := ΦσHI ([ℓ], (0, · · · , 0)) = (ΨσHI )
−1([ℓ], (0, · · · , 0)) (4.14)

for the diffeomorphism ΦHI given in (4.12) applied to C = HI .
Then for each pair of subsets I ⊂ J of {1, · · · , n}, we have HJ ⊂ HI and the

map

ψσJI : NHJ → NHI

given by

ψσJI([ℓ]) := πNHI (Φ
σ
HJ

([ℓ], (0, · · · , 0)). (4.15)
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In particular consider the cases with I = {i}, J = {i, j} and K = {i, j, k}. Then
we prove the following compatibility of the collection of maps ψIJ : For each i 6= j,
we consider the maps

ψσij,i : NHi∩Hj → NHi

defined by ψσij,i := ψ{ij}{i}, and the inclusion maps

ιij,i : Hi ∩Hj → Hi.

Proposition 4.14. Let {H1, . . . , Hm} be a collection of hypersurfaces satisfying
only (S1) and (S2). Then the maps ψσij,i satisfy the following:

(1) They are embeddings.
(2) The diagram

Hi ∩Hj

ιij,i
//

πij

��

Hi

πi

��

NHi∩Hj

ψσij,i
// NHi

(4.16)

commutes for all pairs 1 ≤ i, j ≤ n.
(3) The diagrams are compatible in the sense that we have

ψσij,i ◦ ψσijk,ij = ψσijk,i.

for all triples 1 ≤ i, j, k ≤ n.

Proof. We first show that the map ψσij,i is an embedding. Let ℓ1, ℓ2 be two leaves
of the null-foliation of Hi ∩Hj such that

ℓ1 ∩Hi = ℓ2 ∩Hi.

By definition of leaves, we have only to show that ℓi ∩ ℓj 6= ∅.
Let x ∈ Hi be in the above two common intersection which obviously implies

x ∈ ℓ1 ∩ ℓ2 ⊂ Hi ∩Hj .

This proves ψσij,i is a one-one map. Then smoothness and the embedding property
of ψσij,i follow from the definition of smooth structures given on the leaf spaces.

For the commutativity, we first note

ψσij,i(πij(x)) = πi(Φ
σ
ij((πij(x), 0, 0))) (4.17)

by the definition of the maps ψσij,i. But by the definition (4.12) of Φσij , the point

y := Φσij((πij(x), 0, 0))

is the intersection point

y ∈ Imageσi ∩ Imageσj .

Since x ∈ Hi ∩Hj , we can express it as

x = Φσij(πij(x), t1, t2)

for some t1, t2 ∈ R. In other words, it is obtained from y by the characteristic flows
of Hi and Hj by definition of Φσij in (4.12). In particular, we have

πi(ιij,i(x)) = πi(y).

On the other hand, the definition of the null foliation of NHi implies

πi(y) = ψσij,i(πij(x)) (4.18)
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for all x ∈ Hi ∩ Hj . Combining the last two equalities and commutativity of the
diagram πi ◦ ιij,i = ψσij,i ◦ πij , we have proved the commutativity of (4.16).

Finally we show that ψσij,i is a symplectic map. Consider the pull-back

ωσij := (ψσij,i)
∗(ωNHi

).

We will show that ωσij satisfies the defining property

π∗
Hi∩Hjω

σ
ij = ι∗Hi∩Hjω, ω = dλ

of the reduced form on NHi∩Hj under the coisotropic reduction on the coisotropic
submanifolds Hi ∩Hj ⊂M . We compute

π∗
Hi∩Hjω

σ
ij = π∗

Hi∩Hj (ψ
σ
ij,i)

∗(ωNHi
)

= (ψσij,i ◦ πHi∩Hj )∗(ωNHi
)

= (πHi ◦ ιHi∩Hj ,Hi)∗ωNHi

= (ιHi∩Hj ,Hi)
∗(π∗

Hi
ωNHi

)

= (ιHi∩Hj ,Hi)
∗(ι∗Hiω) = ι∗Hi∩Hjω

where we use the defining condition of the reduced form ωNHi
of ω∂Hi

π∗
Hi
ωNHi

= ι∗Hiω

for the penultimate equality. Therefore we have proved

π∗
Hi∩Hjω

σ
ij = ι∗Hi∩Hjω.

This shows that the form ωσij satisfies the defining equation (3.27) of the reduced
form ωHi∩Hj . Then by the uniqueness of the reduced form, we have derived

ωσij = ωHi∩Hj .

This proves (ψσij,i)
∗ωHi = ωHi∩Hj , which finishes the proof of Statement (1).

Statement (2) also follows by a similar argument this time from the naturality
of the coisotropic reduction by stages : Consider Hi, Hj , Hk in the given coisotropic
collection and consider the two flags

Hi ∩Hj ∩Hk ⊂ Hi ∩Hj ⊂ Hi (4.19)

and

Hi ∩Hj ∩Hk ⊂ Hi. (4.20)

The composition ψσij,i ◦ ψσijk,ij is the map obtained by the coisotropic reductions
in two stages and ψσijk,i is the one obtained by the one stage reduction performed

in the proof of Statement 1 with the replacement of the pair (Hi ∩ Hj , Hi) by
(Hi ∩Hj ∩Hk, Hi). Then by the naturality of the coisotropic reduction, we have
proved Statement 2. This finishes the proof of the proposition. �

The following is an immediate corollary of the above proposition and its proof.
(See Remark 1.17 for the relevant remark on the stratified presymplectic manifolds.)

Corollary 4.15. The collection of maps

{ψI}I⊂{1,...,m}

are compatible in that the leaf space NHI carries the structure of symplectic man-
ifold with boundary and corners.
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5. Liouville σ-sectors and canonical splitting data

Let {H1, · · · , Hm} be a transverse coisotropic collection as in Definition 4.2. We
denote their intersection by

C = H1 ∩ · · · ∩Hm

as before, which is a coisotropic submanifold of codimension m associated thereto.

5.1. Definition of Liouville σ-sectors with corners. Denote by ιCHi : C → Hi

the inclusion map, and σ = {σ1, . . . , σm} be the collection as before. This induces
the diagram

C
ιCHi

//

πC

��

Hi

πi

��

NC

ψσCHi
// NHi

(5.1)

for all i which are compatible in the sense of Statement (2) of Proposition 4.14. In
fact, we have

DC = DH1 |C +DH2 |C + · · ·+DHm |C (5.2)

which canonically induces the leaf map ψσCHi in the bottom arrow that makes the
diagram commute.

With these preparations, we are finally ready to provide the sectional character-
ization of Liouville sectors with corners.

Definition 5.1 (Liouville σ-sectors with corners). Let M be a manifold with cor-
ners equipped with a Liouville one-form λ. We call (M,λ) a Liouville σ-sector with
corners if at each sectorial corner δ of ∂M , the corner can be expressed as

Cδ := Hδ,1 ∩ · · · ∩Hδ,m

for a transverse coisotropic collection

{Hδ,1, · · · , Hδ,m}
of σ-sectorial hypersurfaces such that fibers of the map

πCδ : Cδ → NCδ

are contractible. We call such a corner Cδ a σ-sectorial corner of codimension m.

In the remaining section, we will derive the consequences of this definition. The
following monoidal property is apparent from our definition of Liouville σ-sectors.

Proposition 5.2. The set of Liouville σ-sectors with corners is a monoid.

Proof. Let M1 and M2 be Liouville σ-sectors with corners. For the simplicity of
exposition, we assume Mi without corners. The general case follows by similar
arguments.

Recall that the set of manifolds with corners naturally forms a monoid and so
M1 ×M2 is a manifold with corners with its boundary and corners given by

∂(M1 ×M2) = ∂M1 ×M2 ∪M1 × ∂M2 =: H1 ∪H2

C2 = ∂M1 × ∂M2 = H1 ∩H2.

Obviously both are coisotropic submanifolds of codimension 1 and 2 respectively,
and C2 is a manifold without boundary. The required transversality hypothesis
trivially holds.
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It remains to show the property of their null foliations. Let Fi be the associated
characteristic foliation of ∂Mi. Then the characteristic distribution of ∂(M1 ×M2)
is given by

D1 ⊕ {0}, {0} ⊕D2

on ∂M1 ×M2 (resp. M1× ∂M2) whose leaf F∂(M1×M2),(x,y) is given by (F1)x×{y}
(resp. {x} × (F2)y) which is obviously trivial. Furthermore the required section
σ∂(M1×M2) is given by the map σ1 × idY and idX × σ2, respectively.

On the corner C2, its null distribution is given by

DM1×M2;(x,y) = D1,x ⊕D2,y

whose associated leaves are F1,x × F2,x which are clearly contractible if so are F1,x

and F2,x. The product of Liouville sectors with corners can be treated similarly
whose details are omitted. This finishes the proof. �

5.2. Integrable systems and canonical splitting data. By applying Theorem
4.7 to the coisotropic submanifold C, we will obtain a neighborhood Nbhd(C) ⊂M
and the projection

π̃C : Nbhd(C) → C.

Choice 5.3 (Splitting ΓσC). Let σ = {σ1, · · · , σm} be a choice of sections of trans-
verse coisotropic collection {H1, · · · , Hm}. Then we associate the splitting

Γ = ΓσC : TC = GσC ⊕DC (5.3)

thereto given by the transverse symplectic subspace

GσC |x := (dΨσC |x)−1(TπC(x)NC ⊕ {0}Rm). (5.4)

Applying Theorem 4.7, we obtain a diffeomorphism

ΨσΓ : Nbhd(C) → V ⊂ E∗ = T ∗
FC

where FC is the null foliation of C. Furthermore the pushforward of symplectic
form dλ on U is given by the canonical Gotay’s symplectic form on V ⊂ E∗

(ΨσΓ)∗(dλ) = π∗ωC − dθΓ

for the presymplectic form ωC = ι∗C(dλ) on C. (See Theorem 4.7.)
Note that we have

DC |x = spanR{Z1(x), · · · , Zm(x)}
by definition of Zi above. Therefore the aforementioned Rm-action induces an
Rm-equivariant bundle isomorphism

DC
∼= C × R

m

over C. (This isomorphism does not depend on the choice of σ but depends only
on the Liouville geometry of Nbhd(C ∩ ∂∞M). )

Then we have made the aforementioned splitting TC = GσC ⊕DC given in (5.4)
Rm-equivariant. In other words, for each group element t = (t1, . . . , tm) ∈ Rm, we
have the equality

dt(Gσx) = Gσ
t·x.

For a fixed α > 0, we put

Iσi = ±eαtC,σi (5.5)

which then satisfies dIσi (Zi) = α Iσi on C.
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Noting that the induced Rm-action on TC preserves the subbundle

TFC = DC ⊂ TC,

the canonically induced action on T ∗C also preserves the subbundle

D
⊥
C ⊂ T ∗C

for which we have the isomorphism

T ∗
F ∼= D

⊥
C .

Therefore the Rm-action on C can be lifted to T ∗F which is the restriction of the
canonical induced action on T ∗C of the one on C.

Lemma 5.4. We can lift the vector fields Zj ’s to Z
′
j on T

∗F which are the gener-
ators of the induced Rm-action such that

(1) Z ′
j |C = Zj,

(2) The collection {Z ′
j} are commuting.

Proof. Let φtZj be the flow of Zj on C. Since the Rm-action is abelian, the vector

fields Zj’s are pairwise commuting. Then the lifting Z ′
j is nothing but the vector

field generating the isotopy of canonical derivative maps

((dφtZj )
∗)−1 : T ∗C → T ∗C

on T ∗C. Since the flows φtZj are commuting, their derivatives are also commuting.

Then obviously their dual flows ((dφtZj )
∗)−1 on T ∗C are also commuting and hence

Z ′
j’s too. The first condition also follows since any derivative maps zero vector to

a zero vector. This finishes the proof. �

We now define

Ĩσi = Iσi ◦ πT∗F.

Then {dĨσ1 , · · · , dĨσm} are linearly independent on a neighborhood of the zero section
of T ∗F if we choose the neighborhood small enough. This is because {dIσ1 , . . . , dIσm}
are linearly independent on C. By suitably adjusting the parametrization tC,σi of
the Rm-action, we can make the equation

dĨσi (Z
′
j) = αδij Ĩ

σ
i (5.6)

hold.
This is precisely the situation of completely integrable system to which we can

apply the standard construction of action-angle coordinates. (See [Arn88, Section

49] for example.) Therefore, regarding {Ĩσ1 , . . . , Ĩσm} as the (fiberwise) angle coor-
dinates, we can find a unique choice of (fiberwise) action coordinates

{R̃σ1 , · · · , R̃σm}
over NC satisfying

{R̃σi , Ĩσj } = δij , R̃σi ◦ ΦσC |Hj = 0

on a neighborhood V ⊂ T ∗FC of the zero section 0T∗FC
∼= C. Now we define the

pull-back functions

Rσi := R̃σi ◦ ΦσC , Iσj := Ĩσj ◦ ΦσC
on U = Nbhd(C). We also pull-back the vector fields Z ′

j to Nbhd(C) by ΦσC and

denote them by Zj. (Note that the notations I
σ
j and Zj are consistent in that their
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restrictions to C are nothing but the above already given Iσj or Zj respectively on

C.) Furthermore, we have the relationship

Zj = XRσ
j
.

(See the definition (4.11) of Zi on C.)
Then we have

{Rσi , Rσj } = ω(XRσi
, XRσj

) = ω(Zi, Zj) = 0

on Nbhd(C). Since Zi := XRσi
, we have

Zi⌋ω = dRσi (5.7)

on U = NbhdZ(C). This is precisely the defining equation of the moment map
φσG,C : Nbhd(C) → g

∗ ∼= Rm with G = Rm given by

φσG,C(x) = (Rσ1 (x), · · · , Rσm(x))

for the above G = Rm-action. Recall that the hypersurfaces Hi are Z-invariant
near infinity. Therefore we can choose the neighborhood Nbhd(C) so that it is
Z-invariant near infinity. Then by the requirement put on the Liouville vector field
Z which is pointing outward along ∂M , we can choose the whole neighborhood
Nbhd(C) Z-invariant. Together with the normalization condition of Ri’s

Rσi |Hi = R̃i ◦ ΦσC |Hi = 0,

it also implies Rσi ≥ 0 on Nbhd(C) for all i. We now take the neighborhood U ⊂M
to be this Z-invariant neighborhood

U = NbhdZ(C).

The content of the above discussion can be summarized into the following in-
trinsic derivation of the splitting data.

Theorem 5.5 (σ-Splitting data). Let C ⊂ ∂M be a sectorial corner of codimension
n associated to the sectorial coisotropic collection {H1, . . . , Hm} on ∂M . Then for
each choice

σ = {σ1, · · · , σm}
of sections σi : NHi → Hi of πHi for i = 1, · · · , n, there is a diffeomorphism

ΨσC : NbhdZ(C) ∩ ∂M → F × R
m

and

ψσC : NC → F σC

such that

(1) F σC = Image σ1 ∩ · · · ∩ Image σm,
(2) (ΨσC)∗ω∂ = π∗

FωF ,
(3) The following diagram

∂M |C
ΨσC

//

π∂M

��

F σC × Rm

πFσ
C

��

N∂M|C ψσC

// F σC .

(5.8)
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commutes for the map

ΨσC = (σC ◦ πFC , (Iσ1 , · · · , Im)).

(4) The G-action with G = Rm has the moment map φσG,C : NbhdZǫ (C) → Rm

given by
φσG,C = (Rσ1 , · · · , Rσm)

for a collection of Poisson-commuting Ri’s satisfying the simultaneous nor-
malization condition

Rσi |Hi = 0, Rσi ≥ 0

for all i on NbhdZ(C).
(5) The map Nbhd(∂M) → FC × CmRe≥0 is given by the formula

Ψ̃σC(x) =
(
σC(πFC (x)), R

σ
1 (x) +

√
−1Iσ1 (x), . . . , R

σ
m(x) +

√
−1Iσm(x)

)
. (5.9)

such that

(Ψ̃σC)∗ω = π∗
FωFC +

m∑

i=1

dRσi ∧ dIσi . (5.10)

We call these data a σ-splitting data of Nbhd(C) associated to the choice σ =
{σ1, · · · , σm} of sections σi : NHi → Hi.

We also gather the following consequences of the above discussion separately.
The first one, in particular, states that Proposition 1.7 still holds for the Liouville
σ-sectors with corners.

Theorem 5.6. (1) Each Liouville σ-sector with corners is a Liouville sector in
the sense of Definition 4.1.

(2) The leaf space NCδ carries a natural structure of manifold with corners at
each sectorial corner δ such that the map πCδ : ∂M → NCδ is a morphism
of manifolds with corners.

Proof. We have already constructed a diffeomorphism

Ψσδ : ∂M |Cδ → F σδ × R
m

given by
Ψσδ (x) = (πFσ

δ
(x), Iσ1 (x), . . . , I

σ
m(x)).

Each Iσi defined on ∂M is extended to the function Ĩσi ◦ ΦσCδ on a symplectic

neighborhood Uδ := NbhdZ(Cδ) ⊂M via Gotay’s coisotropic neighborhood map

ΦσCδ : Nbhd(Cδ) →֒ T ∗
FCδ

where the function Ĩσi is canonically defined on a neighborhood

V ⊂ E∗ = T ∗
FCδ .

This diffeomorphism ΦCδ onto Vδ ⊂ T ∗
F also induces a splitting of the tangent

bundle TCδ
ΓσCδ : TCδ = Gσδ ⊕ TFCδ = Gσδ ⊕DCδ

such that Gσδ is a transverse symplectic subbundle of TCδ

Gσδ |x := dΨ−1
(
TπFσ

δ
(x)F

σ
δ ⊕ {0}

)

at each x ∈ Cδ. Theorem 5.5 then finishes the construction of the data laid out in
Definition 4.1.
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For the proof of Statement (2), we start with the observation that for each H =
Hi the canonical smooth structure on NH carries the natural structure of a manifold
with boundary and corners through a choice of smooth section made in Choice 4.8,
whose existence relies on the defining hypothesis of σ-sectorial hypersurfaces that
the projection map πH : H → NH admits a continuous section. For each choice of
smooth section, by the same construction as in Subsection 3.5, we have a symplectic
structure (NH , ωNH ), and a smooth map σ∞ : NH → ∂∞M which is a symplectic
diffeomorphism onto the convex hypersurface F∞ of the contact manifold (∂∞M, ξ).
For two different choices of splittings, the resulting structures are diffeomorphic.

Finally it remains to verify the property of NC carrying the structure of the Li-
ouville manifolds with corners. But this immediately follows from the compatibility
result, Proposition 4.14: The moment map φσG,δ : NbhdZ(Cδ) → Rm+ provides local
description of the codimension k-corner of NCδ . This finishes the proof. �

6. Triviality of characteristic folitation implies convexity at
infinity

As an application of our arguments used to derive the canonical splitting data,
we can now provide the affirmative answer to a question raised by Ganatra-Pardon-
Shende in [GPS20].

Theorem 6.1 (Question 2.6 [GPS20]). Suppose (M,λ) is a Liouville manifold-
with-boundary that satisfies the following:

(1) Its Liouville vector field Z is tangent to ∂M near infinity.
(2) There is a diffeomorphism ∂M = F ×R sending the characteristic foliation

to the foliation by leaves R× {p}.
Then ∂∞M ∩ ∂M is convex in ∂∞M , and hence M is a Liouville sector,

The proof will be divided into three parts: we first examine the presymplectic
geometry component of the proof, and then explain how the triviality of charac-
teristic foliation simplifies Gotay’s normal form theorem and finally combine the
discussions with that of the Liouville geometry.

6.1. Presymplectic geometry of ∂M . Denote by ι∂M : ∂M → M the inclu-
sion map. Then the one-form λ∂ := ι∗∂Mλ induces the structure of presymplectic
manifold

(∂M, dλ∂).

By definition, D∂M = ker dλ∂ . Denote by Ψ : ∂M → F × R the diffeomorphism
entering in Condition (2) of the hypothesis. We denote by

πF : F × R → F, v : F × R → R (6.1)

the natural projections to F and R respectively.
Then the hypothesis implies that we have a commutative diagram

∂M

π∂M

��

Ψ
// F × R

πF

��

N∂M
ψ

// F

(6.2)

where ψ := [Ψ] : N∂M → F the obvious quotient map, which becomes a diffeomor-
phism. In particular, Condition (2) implies that the foliation is a fibration and the
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induced smooth structure N∂M from the presymplectic structure is nothing but the
pull-back of that of F . Furthermore we can take the pull-back

X = Ψ∗

(
∂

∂v

)
(6.3)

as the leaf generating vector field. Obviously the map σ : N∂M → ∂M defined by

σ(ℓ) := Ψ−1(ψ(ℓ), 0) (6.4)

defines a continuous section of π∂M : ∂M → N∂M , one of the defining data of
Liouville σ-sectors. This section is in fact already smooth with respect to the
aforementioned smooth structure equipped with N∂M .

Next, by Condition (1), we have

∂∞M ∩ ∂M = ∂∞(∂M).

Therefore it remains to show convexity of ∂∞M∩∂M in ∂∞M , i.e., that there exists
a contact vector field defined on Nbhd(∂∞M ∩ ∂M) ⊂ ∂∞M that is transverse to
the hypersurface ∂(∂∞M). We denote the reduced symplectic form on N∂M of the
presymplectic form dλN∂M by ωN∂M

Next we prove

Lemma 6.2. Suppose that Z is tangent to ∂M outside a compact subset K ⊂ ∂M .
Consider the pull-back λ∂ := ι∗∂Mλ whose differential dλ∂ is a presymplectic form
on ∂M . Let X be a vector field tangent to ker ι∗∂Mλ = D∂M on ∂M \K. Then we
have LXλ∂ = 0 thereon.

Proof. Since X spans the characteristic distribution of (∂M, λ∂), we have

X⌋dλ∂ = 0

on ∂M . On the other hand, since Z is tangent to ∂M \K and X ∈ ker(ω∂ = dλ∂),
we also have

λ∂(X) = dλ∂(Z,X) = 0 (6.5)

where the first equality follows by definition of Liouville vector field Z. Therefore
on ∂M \K, we compute

LXλ∂ = (d(X⌋λ) +X⌋dλ)|∂M = 0

which finishes the proof. �

We push-forward the one-form λ∂ on ∂M to F × R by Ψ, and write

λpre := Ψ∗(λ∂)

on F × R. As we mentioned in (6.3), we have Ψ∗X = ∂
∂v

. We have the natural
one-form λN∂M on N∂M induced from λ∂ characterized by the equation

λ∂ = π∗
∂MλN∂M (6.6)

which holds at infinity.

Lemma 6.3. Let t be the standard coordinate of R. Suppose that Z is tangent
to ∂M on ∂M \K for a compact subset K ⊂ ∂M . Then there exists a sufficiently
large constant C = C(K) > 0 such that L ∂

∂t
λpre = 0 on F × {log |v| ≥ C} and so

λpre = π∗
FλF

for some one-form λF on F×{log |v| ≥ C}, where πF : F×R → F is the projection.
In particular we have ∂

∂t
⌋λpre = 0 thereon.
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Proof. Since K is compact and Ψ is continous, Ψ(K) is compact and so there exists
a sufficiently large C > 0 such that

Ψ(K) ⊂ F × (−C,C).
In particular, we have

F × {log |v| ≥ C} ⊂ Ψ(∂M \K)

for a sufficiently large C > 0. Then Lemma 6.2 applied to F ×{log |v| ≥ C} implies

L ∂
∂t
λpre = 0,

i.e., λpre is ∂
∂t
-invariant and hence there exists a one-form λF on F such that

π∗
FλF = λpre on F × {log |v| ≥ C}. The second statement follows from this or

directly follows from (6.5). This finishes the proof. �

For the simplicity of notation, we write

Y := F × R

for the resulting presymplectic manifold (Y, dλpre). In this case, we have natural
identification NY = F , and the reduced symplectic form on NY = F is determined
by the equation

ψ∗(ωN∂M ) = dλF := ωF

where λF depends on the behavior of Liouville vector field against the characteristic
foliation of Y near infinity of Y .

6.2. The standing hypothesis of tameness of M . Recalling that the basic geo-
metric assumption put on M is that M is tame or of bounded geometry. We refer
to [Sik94] for the standard definition thereof, and [CO] for the precise definition of
tameness of J relative to ω, which requires to assume C3-tameness to ensure con-
tractibility of tame almost complex structures J on general noncompact symplectic
manifolds. (For the purpose of the present paper, C2-tameness might be enough
but we will assume C3-tameness for extra safety.) This notion of tameness of a
noncompact sympletic manifold (M,ω) is largely about the Riemanninan geomet-
ric behavior of the associated tame metrics of the form g that is quasi-isometric
to those of the form ω(·, J ·). This is needed mainly for the geometric analysis of
pseudoholomorphic curves on noncompact manifolds.

More precisely, we assume that there is a cylindrical metric g in

Nbhd(∂∞M) := [N,∞)× ∂∞M

for some sufficiently large N > 0, so that

gcyl = g∂∞M + ds2, Z =
∂

∂s
(6.7)

and ω = g(J ·, ·) with almost complex structure tame to ω and g has bounded
curvature and injectivity radius δ = δg > 0. We also assume g∂∞M is also C3 tame
as a Riemannian manifold (∂∞M, g∂∞M ) if ∂∞M itself is noncompact.

In terms of the metric gcyl, Z is parallel with respect to the Levi-Civita connec-
tion of gcyl and |Z| = 1 on Nbhd(∂∞M). Furthermore we have ω = dλ, and by the
definition of Liouville one-form, it is uniquely determined by the equation

λ = Z⌋ω =
∂

∂s
⌋ω
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from the given exact ω and Z. It also shows that |λ| ≡ 1 and

‖∇λ‖C2 , ‖∇J‖C2 ≤ C1 (6.8)

for some constant C1 > 0 by the assumption of C3-tameness of M .
Condition (1) and the C3-tameness hypothesis give rise to following

Lemma 6.4. Suppose Z is tangent to ∂M on {s ≥ N}. Then There exists a collar
neighborhood U = Nbhd(∂M) of ∂M ⊂ M , a sufficiently large constant C′ > 0
and a proper embedding

Φ : F × (−δ, 0]× {log |v| ≥ C′} → U

such that

(1) ImageΦ ⊂ U , and Φ(F × {0} × {log |v| ≥ C′}) ⊂ ∂M ∩ {s ≥ N},
(2) Φ is a C2 quasi-isometry onto its image. More precisely, we have

‖Φ‖C2, ‖Φ−1‖C2 < C2.

Proof. Using the fact that F is a Liouville manifold, we decompose

F = F0 ∪ (F \ F0

so that F0 is compact and that

F \ F0
∼= [0,∞)× ∂∞F, ∂∞F = ∂∞M ∩ ∂M. (6.9)

Since Z is tangent to ∂M at infinity, we may choose F0 sufficiently large and re-
choose s so that it satisfies

s = log |v| (6.10)

near ∂M ∩ ∂∞M , more specifically on

{x = (y, u, v) ∈M | s(x) ≥ N, y ∈ F \ F0, u(−δ, 0], |v| ≥ eN} ⊃ ∂∞M ∩ ∂M
and that Z = ∂

∂s
is a Killing field of gcyl of (6.7) for a sufficiently large N > 0 and

sufficiently small δ > 0.
Then it follows from this adjustment and compactness of F0 that we can choose

a sufficiently large C′ > 0 so that

φaZ ({|v| ≥ C′}, {|v| ≥ C′} ∩N−δ<u≤0(∂M)) ⊂ ({s ≥ N}, {s ≥ N} ∩ ∂M)

for all a ≥ 0. (In fact, we may choose C′ = eN + C′′ for some constant C′′ > 0
depending only on F0 and Z.)

We put a metric

gF + du2 + dv2, v := ± log |t|, |t| > 1 (6.11)

which is isometric to (6.7) on Nbhdδ(∂M) ∩ {|v| ≥ C′}. Now we denote by X the
normalized positive leaf generating vector field such that X with ‖X‖g = 1 which

is a multiple of ∂
∂t
. In the aforementioned coordinates (u, v) = (u,± log s), we may

have X = v ∂
∂v

everywhere on ∂M ∩ {|v| > C′}. Consider the inward unit normal

vector ~ν which coincides with − ∂
∂u

of ∂M ∩ {|v| > C′}. Then we define a map

Φ : F × (−δ, 0]× R →M (6.12)

given by

Φ(y, u, v) := exp∂M(y,v)(u~ν(y,v)).

Then Φ|F×{0}×R is the restriction to ∂M of Φ. Furthermore by definition of Φ
there exists some δ > 0 and sufficietly large C′ > 0 such that
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• the map

Φ : F × (−δ, 0]× {|v| ≥ C′} → Nbhd(∂∞M) (6.13)

defines a proper embedding, and
• its inverse is an isometry on (N δ

g (∂M) ∩ {|v| ≥ C′}, g) mapping to

(F × (−δ, 0]× R, gF + du2 + dv2)

for some δ > 0 and sufficiently large constant C′ > 0 where N δ
g (∂M) is the

δ-neighborhood of ∂M with respect to the metric (6.11).

The map also extends the inclusion map

∂M ∩ ∂∞M →֒ ∂∞M.

It follows from the C3-tameness hypothesis, compactness of F0 and the above ad-
justment of the radial function s that there exists constant C2 > 0 such that

‖Φ‖C2, ‖Φ−1‖C2 < C2

i.e., Φ is a C2 quasi-isometry. �

6.3. Symplectic thickening of F × R. Now let us assume ∂M = F × R and
F = ∂∞M ∩ ∂M . We also recall that F itself canonically becomes a Liouville
manifold (without boundary). (See Subsection 3.5.) Therefore F is the interior of
the ideal completion

W = F ⊔ ∂∞F
which is Liouville isomorphic to a Liouville manifold with cylindrical in the sense
of Giroux [Gir17]. (See Appendix A. In the point of view of Definition 2.1 F =M
and W =M therein.)

Now we will prove a refinement of Gotay’s normal form theorem for the non-
compact presymplectic manifold (Y, dλpre). In fact, under the present circumstance
∂M ∼= F ×R and C3-tameness of M , i.e., when there is a presymplectic diffeomor-
phism Ψ : ∂M → F × R as in the hypothesis of Theorem 6.1, the map Ψ can be

directly thickened to a map Ψ̃ utilizing the presence of uniform collar neighborhood

constructed by the embedding Φ given in (6.12) so that Ψ̃|∂M = Ψ

ωV |F×{0}×R = (Ψ̃|∂M )∗dλ

after re-choosing Ψ, if necessary.
Recall, from the assumption, that there is a diffeomorphism Ψ : ∂M → F × R

such that it maps sending the characteristic distribution of ∂M to that of F × R

which is given by {y} × R. Because we also regard the presymplectic manifold
Y = F × R as the boundary ∂M of tame symplectic manifold M , requiring the
C3-tameness hypothesis is a natural continuation of bounded geometry so that we
can arrange the leaf generating vector field of ∂M

X := Φ∗
∂

∂v

have its C1-norm ‖X‖C2 bounded. Such a requirement has been already used in
the proof of Lemma 6.4 . Then we choose the aforementioned diffeomorphism Ψ to
be the restriction

Ψ = (Φ|F×{0}×R)
−1 (6.14)

of the map Φ given in (6.12).
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Proposition 6.5 (Proposition 6.5). Let u+
√
−1v be the standard coordinates of

C satisfying v = t ◦ pr. Put
R = u ◦ πC ◦ Ψ̃, I = v ◦ πC ◦ Ψ̃

on F ×C. Then there are neighborhoods U of ∂M ∼= F ×R and V = F ×(−δ, 0]×R

of F × {0} × R ⊂ F × C for some δ > 0, and a deformation of Ψ, still denoted by
Ψ, which extends to a diffeomorphism pair

(Ψ̃,Ψ) : (U, ∂M) → (V, F × {0} × R)

satisfying

Ψ̃∗λ = π̃∗
FλF − I dR, Ψ̃∗(Z) = ZF ⊕ I

∂

∂I
(6.15)

on {I > C}∩V ′ for a sufficiently large C > 0 where ZF is the Liouville vector field
of the Liouville manifold F . In particular we have F ∼= ∂M ∩ ∂∞M = ∂(∂∞M),
which is convex in ∂∞M .

Proof. We consider the inclusion map

(F × {|I| ≥ C}, dλpre) →֒ (F × C, π̃∗
FωF + dR ∧ dI)

is a coisotropic embedding of a presymplectic manifold F × {|I| ≥ C} ⊂ ∂M . We
write

ωV := π̃∗
FωF + dR ∧ dI, λV := π̃∗

FλF − I dR (6.16)

We pull-back the two-form ω = dλ by the map Φ and write

ω′
V := Φ∗ω = Φ∗dλ.

Then we have ω′
V = ωV on F × {0} × {|I| ≥ C} ⊂ F ×R× R with

V ∩ {s ≥ N} ⊃ F × (−δ, 0]× {|I| ≥ C} =: H. (6.17)

Since ωF = dλF , (Φ
−1)∗dλ = dλV , we have

dλV = ωV = π̃∗
FdλF + dR ∧ dI

and hence

d((Φ−1)∗λ− π∗
FλF − IdR) = 0.

Since the choice of σ made above implies

π∗
FλF = (Φ−1)∗λ∂ = ι∗HλV

we have ι∗H(λV − π∗
FλF − IdR) = 0 on {R = 0} recalling V →֒ F × C is a codi-

mension zero embedding. In particular the form λV − π∗
FλF − IdR is exact on any

neighborhood V of {R = 0} which deformation retracts to {R = 0}. Therefore we
can write

(Φ−1)∗λ− λV = dhV

on such a neighborhood V for some smooth function hV : V → R, i.e.,

(Φ−1)∗λ = π∗
FλF − IdR + dhV (6.18)

thereon. Since (Φ−1)∗λ = λV on H and Φ−1 is a C2 quasi-isometry, there exists a
constant C2 > 0 such

‖dhV ‖C0 < C2. (6.19)

Since Z is assumed to be tangent to H near infinity, we have

λ(X) = dλ (Z,X) = 0.
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Obviously we also have λV (
∂
∂I
) = (π∗

FλF − IdR)( ∂
∂I
) = 0. Therefore we have

derived
∂hV
∂I

∣∣∣
R=0

= 0

by evaluating (6.18) against ∂
∂I
.

Under this circumstance, the following deformation lemma is a generalization of
the one proved for the Liouville manifolds in [Oha] to the case of Liouville sectors.
For readers’ convenience, we give a full proof in Appendix C where a more precise
statement is also given.

Lemma 6.6 (Theorem C.1; Compare with Theorem 9.2 [Oha]). Consider the fam-
ily

κ 7→ λκ = λv + κ dhV , κ ∈ [0, 1].

Then there exists a diffeomorphism ϕt such that

ϕ∗
tλt = λV

with suppϕt ⊂ supp dhV . In particular ϕt|{R=0} = id.

Now we define Ψ̃ = ϕ1 ◦ (Φ−1). Then we have

Ψ̃∗λ = π̃∗λF −RdI

for a sufficiently large constant C, N > 0. We then consider the model Liouville
sector (V, ωV ) on V := F × (−δ, 0]× R ⊂ F × C that is given by

λV = π̃∗
FλF −RdI (6.20)

and let ZV = ZF + I ∂
∂I

be its associated Liouville vector field. We will compare

these with the pair Ψ̃∗λ and Ψ̃∗Z.

For this purpose, on V ⊂ F × R× R, we decompose the vector field Ψ̃∗Z into

Ψ̃∗Z = XF + a
∂

∂R
+ b

∂

∂I
(6.21)

for some coefficient functions a = a(y,R, I), b = b(y,R, I) for (y,R, I) ∈ F × C in
terms of the splitting TV = TF ⊕ TC. We compute

Ψ̃∗Z⌋dλV = XF ⌋π̃∗
FωF + a dI − b dR.

Substituting this and (6.20) into the equation

Ψ̃∗Z⌋dλV = λV (6.22)

we obtain

XF ⌋π̃∗
FωF + a dI − b dR = π̃∗

FλF − I dR (6.23)

on (F × {|I| ≥ C}) ∩ {s ≥ N} ⊃ ∂∞M ∩ ∂M . Comparing the two sides, we have
derived

XF = ZF , a = 0, b = I

thereon. We summarize the above discussion into the following

Lemma 6.7. On F × {|I| ≥ C} ∩ {s ≥ N} ⊂ V . we have

Ψ̃∗Z = ZF + I
∂

∂I
.
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In summary, we have constructed a map Ψ̃ : Nbhd(∂∞M ∩ ∂M) → F ×C which
is a diffeomorphism onto its image, where F × C is the Liouville sector equipped
with the model structure given by

λV = π̃∗
FλF − I dR, ZV = ZF + I

∂

∂I

on Nbhd(∂∞M ∩ ∂M) for which the convexity of ∂∞M ∩ ∂M →֒ ∂∞M is verified
by the contact vector field induced by the Hamiltonian vector field XI .

This finishes the proof of Theorem 6.1. �

7. Structure of Liouville σ-sectors and their automorphism groups

Our definition of Liouville σ-sectors with corners enables us to give a natural
notion of automorphisms which is the same as the case without boundary.

We first recall the following well-known definition of automorphisms of Liouville
manifold (without boundary)

Definition 7.1. Let (M,λ) be an Liouville manifold without boundary. We call a
diffeomorphism φ :M →M a Liouville automorphism if φ satisfies

φ∗λ = λ+ df

for a compactly supported function f : M → R. We denote by Aut(M) the set of
automorphisms of (M,λ).

Now we would like extend this definition of automorphisms to the case of Liou-
ville σ-sectors. The extension is not completely obvious because not every defining
condition involving the the presymplectic geometry is manifestly preserved under
the action of Liouville diffeomorphisms, especially for the case of Liouville σ-sectors
with corners. (In our opinion, the same applies to the original definition of Liouville
sectors with corners from [GPS24b] in a different way.)

For this purpose, we need some preparations by examining the universal geomet-
ric structures inherent on the boundary ∂M of a Liouville manifold with boundary
and corners.

7.1. Some presymplectic geometry of ∂M . We start with the observation
that (∂M,ω∂M ) carries the structure of presymplectic manifolds as usual for any
coisotropic submanifold mentioned as before. We first introduce automorphisms of
presymplectic manifolds (Y, ω) in general context.

Definition 7.2. Let (Y, ω) and (Y ′, ω′) be two presymplectic manifolds. A dif-
feomorphism φ : Y → Y ′ is called presymplectic if φ∗ω′ = ω. We denote by
PSymp(Y, ω) the set of presymplectic diffeomorphisms.

(We refer to [OP05] for some detailed discussion on the geometry of presymplec-
tic manifolds and their automorphisms and their application to the deformation
problem of coisotropic submanifolds.)

Then we note that any diffeomorphism φ : (M,∂M) → (M,∂M) satisfying

φ∗λ = λ+ df (7.1)

for some function f , not necessarily compactly supported, induces a presymplectic
diffeomorphism

φ∂ := φ|∂M
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on ∂M equipped with the presymplectic form

ω∂ := dλ∂ , λ∂ := ι∗λ

for the inclusion map ι : ∂M → M .

Lemma 7.3. The presymplectic diffeomorphism φ∂ : ∂M → ∂M preserves the
characteristic foliation of ∂M .

Proof. We have
D∂M = kerω∂.

Since any Liouville automorphism φ of (M,∂M) satisfies (7.1), we have

φ∗∂ω∂ = ω∂ .

Therefore we have
φ∗(D∂M ) = D∂M

which finishes the proof. �

In fact, for the current case of our interest Y = ∂M , the presymplectic form ω∂
is exact in that

ω∂ = dλ∂ , λ∂ := ι∗λ.

Furthermore (7.1) implies that φ actually restricts to an exact presymplectic dif-
feomorphism

φ∂ : (∂M,ω∂) → (∂M,ω∂)

on ∂M in that
φ∗∂λ∂ − λ∂ = dh, h = f ◦ ι

where the function h : ∂X → R is not necessarily compactly supported.
We have a natural restriction map

Aut(M,λ) → PSymp(∂M,ω∂); φ 7→ φ∂ . (7.2)

Definition 7.4 (Pre-Liouville automorphism group Aut(∂M, λ∂)). We call a dif-
feomorphism φ : (∂M, λ∂) → (∂M, λ∂) a pre-Liouville diffeomorphism if the form
φ∗λ∂ − λ∂ is exact. We say φ is a pre-Liouville automorphism if it satisfies

φ∗λ∂ = λ∂ + dh

for a compactly supported function h : ∂M → R. We denote by Aut(∂M, λ∂) the
set of pre-Liouville automorphisms of (∂M, λ∂).

The following is an immediate consequence of the definition.

Corollary 7.5. The restriction map (7.2) induces a canonical group homomor-
phism

Aut(M,λ) → Aut(∂M, λ∂).

We recall that ∂M carries a canonical transverse symplectic structure arising
from the presymplectic form dλ∂ . (See [OP05, Sectioon 4].)

Proposition 7.6. The induced pre-Liouville automorphism φ∂ := φ|∂M : ∂M →
∂M descends to a (stratawise) symplectic diffeomorphism

φN∂M : N∂M → N∂M

and satisfies
π∂M ◦ φ∂ = φN∂M ◦ π∂M

when we regard both ∂M and N∂M as manifolds with corners.
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7.2. Automorphism group of Liouville σ-sectors. Now we are ready give the
geometric structure of Liouville σ-sectors.

Definition 7.7 (Structure of Liouville σ-sectors). We say two Liouville σ-sectors
(M,λ) and (M ′, λ′) are isomorphic, it there exists a diffeomorphism ψ : M →
M ′ (as a manifold with corners) such that ψ∗λ′ = λ + df for some compactly
supported function f : M → R. A structure of Liouville σ-sectors is defined to be
an isomorphism class of Liouville σ-sectors.

With this definition of the structure of Liouville σ-sectors in our disposal, the
following is an easy consequence of the definition and Proposition 7.6, which shows
that the definition of an automorphism of a Liouville sector (M,λ) is in the same
form as the case of Liouville manifold given by the defining equation

ψ∗λ = λ+ df

for some compactly supported function f : M → R, except that ψ is a self diffeo-
morphism of M as a stratified manifold and the equality of the above equation as
in the sense of Remark 1.17.

Theorem 7.8 (Automorphism group). Let (M,λ) be a Liouville σ-sector. Suppose
a diffeomorphism ψ :M →M satisfies

ψ∗λ = λ+ df (7.3)

for some compactly supported function f : M → R. Then ψ is an automorphism
of the structure of Liouville σ-sectors.

Proof. We first discuss how the action of diffeomorphisms ψ satisfying ψ∗λ = λ +
df affects the structure of Liouville σ-sectors, when the function f is compactly
supported. In particular it implies

• ψ∗dλ = dλ,
• ψ∗λ = λ near infinity.

Then ψ restricts to a presymplectic diffeomorphism ψ∂ : ∂M → ∂M which is also
pre-Liouville, i.e., satisfies

(ψ|∂M )∗λ∂ = λ∂ + dh

for a compactly supported function h on ∂M .
We need to show that the structure of Liouville σ-sectors with respect to

(M,ψ∗λ) = (M,λ+ df)

is isomorphic to that of (M,λ). For this, we make a choice of σ = {σ1, · · · , σm}
associated to a transverse coisotropic collection {H1, . . . , Hm} for each sectorial
corner δ of M with

Cδ = H1 ∩ · · · ∩Hm.

Such a collection exists by definition for (M,λ) being a Liouville σ-sector.
Now we consider the pushforward collection of hypersurfaces

{H ′
1, · · · , H ′

m} := {ψ(H1), . . . , ψ(Hm)}.
Since smooth diffeomorphisms between two manifolds with corners preserve strata
dimensions by definition, we work with the defining data of (M,ψ∗λ) stratawise of
the fixed dimensional strata.
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We first need to show that each H ′
i is σ-sectorial hypersurface by finding a

collection
σ′ = {σ′

1, . . . , σm}
where each σ′

i is a smooth section o H ′
i respectively. For this purpose, we prove the

following

Lemma 7.9. Choose the sections σis so that

Imageσi ⊂M \ supp df.
Then there exists a neighborhood Nbhd(∂∞M) such that the following hold:

(1) The map ψ : Nbhd(∂∞M) ∩ Hi → Hi descends to a diffeomorphism [ψ] :
NHi → NHi .

(2) The map σψi : NHi → ψ(Hi) defined by

σψi := ψ ◦ σi ◦ [ψ]−1

is a section of the projection ψ(Hi) → Nψ(Hi) = NHi .

Proof. Since Imageσi ⊂M \ supp df , we have

ψ∗λ = λ

on Imageσi := Fi. In particular, the projection πHi : Hi → NHi restricts to a
bijective map on Fi. Furthermore since ψ∗λ = λ on Nbhd(∂∞M), the associated
Liouville vector field Zλ of λ satisfies

ψ∗Zλ = Zλ

thereon. Recall that ψ restricts to a diffeomorphism on ∂M (as a map on manifold
with corners). Then the equality ψ∗λ = λ implies ψ∗

∂dλ∂ = dλ∂ and hence

dψ∂(ker dλ∂) = ker dλ∂

on Nbhd(∂M) ∩ Hi. Therefore ψ descends to a diffeomorphism [ψ] : NHi → NHi

so that we have the commutative diagram

Hi

πHi

��

ψ
// ψ(Hi)

πψ(Hi)

��

NHi

[ψ]
// NHi .

By composing σ′
i = ψ ◦ σi with πψ(Hi) to the left, we obtain

πψ(Hi)σ
′
i = πψ(Hi) ◦ ψ ◦ σi = [ψ] ◦ πHi ◦ σi = [ψ]

which is a diffeomorphism. Therefore the map

σψi := ψ ◦ σ′
i = ψ ◦ σi ◦ [ψ]−1

is a section of the projection H ′
I → NH′

i
. This finishes the proof. �

Clearly any diffeomorphism preserves the transverse intersection property. This
proves that any diffeomorphism ψ satisfying ψ∗λ = λ+df with compactly supported
f is an automorphism of the structure of Liouville σ-sectors. (See Definition 4.1
and 7.7.) This finishes the proof of the theorem. �

Based on this discussion, we will unambiguously denote by Aut(M) the auto-
morphism group of Liouville σ-sector (M,λ) as in the case of Liouville manifolds.
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Remark 7.10. (1) The above proof shows that the group Aut(M,λ) is man-
ifestly the automorphism group of the structure of Liouville σ-sectors. We
alert the readers that this is not manifest in the original definition of Liou-
ville sectors with corners from [GPS20], [GPS24b].

(2) This simple characterization of the automorphism groups of Liouville σ-
sectors with corners enables one to define the bundle of Liouville sectors
with corners in the same way for the case of Liouville manifolds (with
boundary) without corners. See [OT20] for the usage of such bundles in the
construction of continuous actions of Lie groups on the wrapped Fukaya
category of Liouville sectors (with corners).

(3) Recall that the Liouville structure λ on M induces a natural contact struc-
ture on its ideal boundary ∂∞M . We denote the associated contact struc-
ture by ξ∞. Then we have another natural map

Aut(M,λ) → Cont(∂∞M, ξ∞)

where (∂∞M, ξ∞) is the group of contactomorphisms of the contact mani-
fold (∂∞M, ξ∞). (See [Gir17], [OT22] for the details.)

Appendix A. Giroux’s ideal completion

For the main purpose of the present paper, we need to recall a more detailed
description of Giroux’s construction given in [Gir17].

Under the definition of idea Liouville form β in Definition 2.1, the vector field
Zβ uniquely determined by the equation

Zβ⌋ω = λ

is called the ideal Liouville vector field.
The following result is proved by Giroux [Gir17].

Proposition A.1 (Ideal Liouville forms; Corollary 4 [Gir17]). On any Liouville
domain (F, ω), ideal Liouville forms constitute an affine space. Given a function
u : R → R≥0 with regular level set ∂∞F = u = 0, the underlying vector space can
be described as consisting of all closed one-forms κ on IntF satisfying the following
equivalent conditions:

(1) The form uκ extends to a smooth form on F .
(2) The vector field κ

→
/u ext4ends to a smooth vector field on F (which is

automatically tangent to K := ∂∞F ).
(3) There exists a function f : F → R such that κ−d(f log u) is the restriction

of a closed one-form on F .

The following corollary is derived in [Gir17] which is credited to [BEE12, Lemma
1.1 & the subsequent remark].

Corollary A.2 (Corollary 5 [Gir17]). Let (F, ω) be an ideal Liouville domain and
λt (t ∈ [0, 1]) a path of ideal Liouville forms in IntF . Then there is a symplectic
isotopy ψt (t ∈ [0, 1]) of F , relative to the boundary, such that ψ0 = id and, for
every t ∈ [0, 1], the form ψ∗

t λt−λr = dht for some function h with compact support
in IntF .

Here is the precise definition of the notion of ideal completion of the Liouville
domain (F, λ).
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Definition A.3 (Example 9 [Gir17]). Let (F, λ) be a Liouville domain, and let
u : F → R≥0 be a function with the following properties:

• u admits K := ∂∞F as its regular level set {u = 0},
• Z[log u] < 1 at every point in IntF .

Define

ω := d (λ/u)

to be a symplectic form on IntF on the ideal Liouville domain (F, ω) which we call
the ideal completion of the Liouville domain (F, λ).

Appendix B. Proof of Lemma 3.7

The subspace topology of Fref = Imageσref is Hausdorff since H is Hausdorff.
(See [Dug65, Theorem 1.3 in p. 138], for example.)

Furthermore we can show that Imageσref is a closed subset of H as follows. Let
x 6∈ Fσref

and set ℓx := π(x). Then we have

x 6= σref(π(x)) =: x′, π(x) = π(x′).

Since π−1(ℓx) ⊂ H as a subspace of H is Hausdorff, we can find two relatively
compact open subsets U1, U2 of H , which is locally compact Hausdorff, such that
U1 ∩ U2 = ∅ and x ∈ U1 and x′ ∈ U2.

For each point y′ ∈ U2, because U2 ⊂ H \ U1, we can find open neighborhoods
U1
y′ of x, and U

2
y′ of y

′ respectively such that

U1
y′ ∩ U2

y′ = ∅, U1
y′ ⊂ U1.

In particular, we have

∅ = U1
y′ ∩ U2

y′ ⊃ (U2
y′ ∩ Fref).

By construction {U2
y′} is an open cover of U2, compactness of U2 implies that there

is a finite subcover {U2
y′1
, . . . , U2

y′
k
} of U2 out of {U2

y′}y′∈U such that

∅ =

(
k⋂

i=1

U1
y′i

)
∩
(

k⋃

i=1

(Uy′
i
∩ Fref)

)
⊃
(

k⋂

i=1

U1
y′i

)
∩ (U2 ∩ Fref).

In particular the open neighborhood U ′
1 := ∩ki=1U

1
y′i

of x does not intersect U2∩Fref.

It remains to show that U ′
1 does not intersect Fref \ U2 either. Suppose to the

contrary that there exists a point w ∈ Fref \U2 such that w ∈ U ′
1. In particular, we

have π(w) ∈ π(U ′
1). Recall π(x) ∈ π(U ′

1) ∩ π(U2) ⊂ π(U2) since π(x) = π(x′) with
x′ ∈ U2. This implies that we have

σref(π(w)) = σref(π(w
′))

for some w′ ∈ U2. Since σref is one-to-one, this proves

π(w) = π(w′), w ∈ U2 ∩ Fref, w
′ ∈ (H \ U2) ∩ Fref

Since π is also one-to-one on Fref, we obtain w = w′, a contradiction. Therefore
this proves closedness of Fref. Once this is proved, it follows that NH is Hausdorff
by the classical fact. (See [Dug65, Theorem in p. 138], for example.)
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Appendix C. Stability theorem of Liouville sectors

In this section, we extend a stability theorem of Liouville manifold proved in
[Oha, Theorem 9.2] to the case of Liouville sectors of our current context. A
complete proof of the theorem for the case of Liouville manifolds, i.e., for the case
with ∂M = ∅ is given in [Oha]. Therefore we have only to ensure the boundary
behavior laid out in Statements (2) and (3) below under the additional hypothesis
that Z is tangent to ∂M near infinity.

For this purpose, from the aforementioned hypothesis and the C3-tameness of
(M,ω), we have already shown that there exists δ > 0, C > 0 and a neighborhood
Nbhd(∂∞M) = {s ≥ N} × ∂∞M such that for F = ∂∞M ∩ ∂M , we have

Vδ,C := F × [−δ, 0]× {|I| ≥ C} ⊂ (Φ−1) ({s ≥ N} × ∂∞M) , (C.1)

F × {0} × {|I| ≥ C} ⊂ (Φ−1) ({s ≥ N} × ∂M ∩ ∂∞M) , (C.2)

Theorem C.1 (Compare with Theorem 9.2 [Oha]). Let (M,λ) be a Liouville
sector, and λt be a family of Liouville forms such that for all t ∈ [0, 1]

(1) dλt = dλ and Zt is tangent to Nbhd(∂∞M),
(2) they satisfy

λt − λ = dkt

for some smooth functions kt satisfying the bound
∥∥∥∥
∂kt
∂t

∥∥∥∥
C1

< C.

Then there exists a diffeomorphism φt such that for all t ∈ [0, 1]

(1) φ∗t (λt) = λ0,

(2) suppφ ⊂ supp
(
∂kt
∂t

)
, and

(3) there exists a constant δ′ > 0, C1 > C2 > 0 such that

φt(V δ′,C′) ⊂ Vδ,C ,

and
φt(F × {0} × {|I| ≥ C1}) ⊂ F × {0} × {|I| ≥ C2}

where Vδ,C := F × (−δ, 0]× {|I| > C2}.
Proof. In this proof, we mostly duplicate the proof of [Oha, Theorem 9.2] with
some adaptation to ensure the properties (2) and (3) required above.

We consider one-parameter family of contactifications onQ =M×Rwith contact
forms given by

ακ = dt− π∗(λ+ dkκ)

which are contact by the hypothesis dλt = dλ. They define a family of contact
structures on Q given by

ξκ := kerακ for κ ∈ [0, 1].

We write λκ = λ+ dkκ.
Considering the ‘space-time’ Q = M × R, we denote the coordinate of the R-

factor by t. We note that the Reeb vector fields Rακ of each ακ is given by

Rακ =
∂

∂t
for all κ ∈ [0, 1].

We lift the s-dependent function kκ to the product M × R

k̃κ(x, t) := π∗kκ(x)
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which we emphasize does not depend on t-coordinate of the ‘space-time’Q =M×R.
This will be important when we go back to the study of the family λt of Liouville
one-forms from our application of Gray’s stability theorem in the contactification.

As in the general proof of the stability theorem, we will try to find a one-
parameter family of contactomorphisms ψ∗

κακ = egκα0. In the current context
of our interest, we will try to find strict contactomorphisms for which gκ ≡ 0.
Then we can choose a family of s-dependent vector fields

X̃κ ∈ ξκ

that we highlight satisfies

d(X̃κ⌋ακ) + X̃κ⌋dακ +
∂ακ
∂κ

= hκ ακ (C.3)

for hκ = ∂gκ
∂κ

◦ ψ−1
κ ≡ 0. Then it follows that

∂k̃s
∂t

= 0 (C.4)

and
ακ − α0 = λ− λκ = −dπ∗kκ.

Therefore we have
∂ακ
∂κ

= −π∗dk̇κ, k̇κ :=
∂kκ
∂κ

.

Therefore (C.3) with hκ ≡ 0 is equivalent to

d(X̃⌋ακ) + X̃⌋dακ − π∗dk̇κ = 0. (C.5)

Then the vector field X̃κ is uniquely determined by the equation

X̃κ ∈ ξκ, X̃κ⌋dακ = −π∗dM

(
∂k̃κ
∂κ

)
. (C.6)

By the hypothesis
∥∥∂kt
∂t

∥∥
C1 < C, the vector field X̃κ is globally Lipschitz. This

implies that the flow of X̃κ exists on Q =M × R and satisfies

ψ̃∗
κακ = α

for all s ∈ [0, 1].

Now we write ψ̃κ(x, t) = (ψκ(x, t), bκ(x, t)) and its generating vector field

X̃κ(x, t) = Xκ(x, t)⊕ aκ(x, t)
∂

∂t
. (C.7)

The condition X̃κ ∈ ξκ also implies 0 = ακ(X̃κ) = aκ − λκ(Xκ), i.e.,

aκ = λκ(Xκ). (C.8)

Then Moser’s deformation equation (C.5) is equivalent to

Xκ⌋(−dλ) = dM k̇κ (C.9)

where we utilize the identity dλs = dλ for all s. Hence we obtain

suppXκ ⊂ supp dM k̇κ (C.10)

and suppψκ ⊂ supp dM k̇κ.

Now we rewrite the projection to M of the equation ψ̃∗
κακ = α into

ψ̃∗
κ(dt− π∗λκ) = dt− π∗λ
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which is equivalent to

dbκ − ψ∗
κλκ = dt− π∗λ.

From this, we derive

ψ∗
κλκ = λ+ dMbκ,

∂bκ
∂t

≡ 1.

Noting the initial condition (ψ0(x, t), b0(x, t)) = (x, t), we in particular proved
bκ(x, t) = t for all x. Then by setting s = 1, we define

φt(x) := ψ1(x, t),

which then satisfies

φ∗tλt = λ.

Obviously each φt : M →M is invertible for each t ∈ [0, 1] since the diffeomorphism
(x, t) 7→ ψ1(x, t) maps each t-slice to itself.

Finally we consider the case kt = hV of our interest so that λ = λV + dhV and
λκ = λV + κ dhV for which we have ‖h‖C2 < C <∞ and

∂hV
∂I

∣∣∣
∂M

= 0

on V = F × {|I| ≥ C} ∩ {s ≥ N} ⊃ ∂∞ ∩ ∂M . We first check the completeness
of the flow φt. For this purpose, we go back to the defining equation (C.6) of the

vector field X̃κ

X̃κ⌋dακ = −π∗dM k̃κ

with k̃κ(t, x) = κhV (x) so that we have

dM k̃κ = κhV (x).

The C2-boundedness of hV in particular implies that the vector fields Xt are uni-
formly Lipschitz. Therefore the flow exists for all time until it hits the boundary
∂M of our interest. Furthermore, Xt is also tangent to ∂M on V since ∂hV

∂I
= 0 on

∂M .
This now completes the proof of Theorem C.1, and hence follows Lemma 6.6. �
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