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ABSTRACT. We provide a G-structure type characterization of Liouville sectors
introduced in [GPS17] in terms of the characteristic foliation of the boundary,

which we call Liouville o-sectors. We extend this definition to the case with
corners using the presymplectic geometry of null foliations of the coisotropic in-
tersections of clean coisotropic collection of hypersurfaces which appear in the
definition of Liouville sectors with corners. We give the definition of the struc-
ture of Liouville sectors with corners as a substructure of the monoid of man-

ifolds with boundary and corners, and identify its automorphism group which

enables us to give a natural definition of bundles of Liouville sectors. Then for a
given Liouville o-sector with corners (M, \), we introduce the class of gradient-

sectorial Lagrangian submanifolds and the notion of sectorial almost complex
structures the pairs of which are amenable to the strong maximum principle.

In particular the wrapped Fukaya category generated by gradient-sectorial La-
grangian branes on Liouville (o-)sectors with corners becomes monoidal in the

chain level under the monoidal product of manifolds with corners.
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1. INTRODUCTION

Unlike the set of manifolds with boundary, the set of manifolds with boundary
and corners forms a monoid under the product of the enlarged category of manifolds
with boundary and corners. (Obviously manifolds with boundary does not form a
monoid: If X and Y are manifolds with nonempty boundary, then X XY canonically
becomes a manifold with boundary and corners.) For example, the topological
boundary

X xY)=0X xY[[X xoY

itself is a manifold with corners but without boundary. For the simplicity of ex-
position, we will regard the boundary as a corner of codimension 1 and just call a
manifold with boundary and corners a manifold with corners.

1.1. Sectional characterization of Liouville sectors. The original definition
of Liouville sectors given in [GPS17] makes it somewhat awkward to identify the
structure group of a bundle of Liouville sectors, as it is not a priori manifest (though
it is verifiable) that the standard notion of Liouville automorphism of M is suitably
compatible with certain sectorial data. It becomes even more awkward when one
tries to define the bundle of Liouville sectors with corners as in [OT20]. which
was the starting point of current investigation. In this paper, we introduce a more
intrinsic definition 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.)
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We start with our discussion of M for the case without corners.

Let (M,w) be a symplectic manifold with boundary. The boundary OM (or
more generally any coisotropic submanifold H) then carries a natural structure of
a presymplectic manifold in the sense that the restriction two form

wy = tfw

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

Notation 1.1 (Dgrr, Noy and 7 : OM — Ngpr). We denote the characteristic
distribution of (OM,wg) by
@31\4 = ker wy-.

With a slight abuse of notation, we also denote by Dgps the associated integrable
foliation, and let mgps : OM — Naps be its leaf map.

Now consider a Liouville manifold (M, \) with boundary and denote by
(00 M, §c0)

its ideal boundary as a contact manifold equipped with the contact distribution &
canonically induced by the Liouville form A. (See [Girl7]. We recall that there is
no contact form on s M canonically induced from A.)

Definition 1.2 (Liouville o-sectors). We say a Liouville manifold with boundary
(M, X) is a Liouwville o-sector if the following hold:

(a) The Liouville vector field Z of M is outward pointing along OM, and is tangent
to OM at infinity.

(b) dooM N OM is the boundary of 0., M, and is convex (as a hypersurface of the
contact manifold duo M).

(¢) The canonical projection map 7 : OM — Ngas (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 Liouwille
sector of [GPS17] and is responsible for our naming of Liouville o-sectors where o
stands either for ‘section’ or for ‘sectional’. It can be replaced by the contractibility
of fibers. (See Corollary 3.12.)

We also note that the details of A matter only “at infinity”—the condition (c)
depends only on the symplectic form dA (not on A itself), while (a) and (b) depend
only on the behavior of A near the ideal contact boundary.

Remark 1.3. (1) Our definition is closer to the one given in the spirit of G-
structure (with integrability condition) [Che66], [Ste83]. (See also Corollary
5.2 for a similar characterization of convexity at infinity imposed in Defini-
tion (b).) In this sense, the choice of a section corresponds to a reduction of
the structure group from Diff (R) to Diff (R, {0}) of the R-bundle associated
to the null foliation.

(2) Tt is worthwhile to mention that the presymplectic structure on (OM,wy)
uniquely determines a symplectic structure on the germ of a neighborhood
up to symplectic diffeomorphism. (See [Got82].) Our definition of Liouville
o-sectors with corners is much based on Gotay’s coisotropic embedding
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theorem of presymplectic manifolds [Got82], applied to a germ of neighbor-
hoods of the boundary 0M or more generally of coisotropic submanifolds
of (M,dN).

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

Occ M NOM

to mean the boundary of 0, M and call it the ceiling corner of the Liouville sector.
(When 0. M has corners, “boundary” means the union of all boundary strata.)

Throughout this paper, by “near infinity,” we mean “on the complement on some
compact subset of M.”

Theorem 1.4. Under the above definition of Liouville o-sector, the following hold:

(1) Nans carries the structure of Hausdorff smooth manifold with corners such that
7 is a smooth submersion.

(2) Naas carries a canonical symplectic structure denoted by wx,,, as a coisotropic
reduction of OM C M.

(3) (Noar,wx,,, ) carries a canonical Liouville one-form Ay,,, induced from the
convexity hypothesis of 0o M N OM C 0o M.

(4) We have a commutative diagram

oM —L- F xR (1.1)

lﬂ' l/ﬂ'p
P
Nor —— = F

where
e 7 is a smooth map which admits a smooth section o : Ngpy — OM for
which o satisfies 0*wg = Wiy,
e Setting F' := Image o, 1 is a Liouville diffeomorphism between (Naas, An,,, )
and the induced form (F, A\|r) defined by ¢(¢) = o(¢) for £ € Ny, and
e U:0M — F xR is a diffeomorphism,

We refer to Section 2 for the precise description on the dependence of various
structures and maps on the choice of section o.

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 [GPS17, Lemma 2.5].)

Proposition 1.5. Let (M, A) be a Liouville o-sector. Then

(1) Each choice of smooth section o of m and a constant 0 < « < 1 canonically
provides a smooth function I : 9M — R such that Z(I) = al,

(2) There is a germ of neighborhood Nbhd(0M) (unique up to a symplecto-
morphism fixing M) on which the natural extension of I, still denoted by
I, admits a unique function R : Nbhd(OM) — R satisfying {R, I} = 1.

Another interesting consequence, when combined with Gotay’s normal form the-
orem of neighborhoods of coisotropic submanifolds, is the following affirmative an-
swer to a question raised by Ganatra-Pardon-Shende in [GPS17].
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Theorem 1.6 (Theorem 5.1; Question 2.6 [GPS17]). Suppose M is a Liouville
manifold-with-boundary such that

(1) the Liouville vector field is tangent to M at infinity, and
(2) there is a diffeomorphism M = F x R sending the characteristic foliation
to the foliation by leaves R x {p}.

Then 0o M N OM is convex in Oso M. In particular M is a Liouville sector in the
sense of [GPS17].

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

Occ M NOM =: F

in the contact manifold d., M. This will be done by utilizing the aforementioned
normal form theorem, whose details we refer readers to the proof of Theorem 5.1
in Section 5.

The following equivalence theorem is an immediate corollary of Theorem 1.4 and
Theorem 1.6.

Theorem 1.7. Let (M, )\) be a Liouville manifold with boundary. Suppose the
Liouville vector field Z of A is tangent to M at infinity. Then the followings are
equivalent:

(1) (M, )) is a Liouville sector in the sense of [GPS17].

(2) (M, \) is a Liouville o-sector.

(3) There is a diffecomorphism OM = F x R sending the characteristic foliation
to the foliation by leaves R x {p}.

Remark 1.8 (Liouville sectors as a G-structure). In particular, the second char-
acterization provides a natural characteristic of Liouville sectors in the spirit of
G-structures purely in terms of the presymplectic geometry of M in addition to a
little bit of Liouville geometry of a neighborhood of the corner Nbhd (9. M N OM)
in M requiring the Liouville vector field Z to be tangent to OM therein. Other
defining data of Liouville sectors follow therefrom as ‘properties’.

1.2. Clean coisotropic collections and Liouville o-sectors with corners.
The definition of Liouville o-sector can be extended to the case with corners. The
definition of Liouville o-sectors with corners strongly relies on the general intrinsic
geometry of the clean 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 1.9 (Clean coisotropic collection). Let (M, ) be a Liouville manifold
with corners. Let Hy,..., H,, C M be a collection of hypersurfaces Z-invariant at
infinity, that satisfies

(1) The H; cleanly intersect,
(2) All pairwise intersections H; N H; are coisotropic.

Denote the associated codimension m corner by
C=HN---NHp,

and by N¢ the leaf space of the null-foliation of the coisotropic submanifold C.
Then we prove that for each choice of sections o = {01, ,0m},
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e there is a natural fiberwise R™-action on C which is a simultaneous lin-
earization of the characteristic flows of the sectorial hypersurfaces H;’s.

e each fiber is diffeomorphic to R™ utilizing the standard construction of
action-angle variables in the integrable system.

(See [Arn88] and Corollary 3.12 for the relevant discussion.) This leads us to the
final definition of Liouville o-sectors with corners.

Definition 1.10 (Liouville o-sectors with corners). Let M be a manifold with
corners equipped with a Liouville one-form \. We call (M, A) a Liouville o-sector
with corners if at each o-sectorial corner d of M, the corner can be expressed as

Cs:=Hs1N---NHsm

for a clean coisotropic collection {Hs 1, - - , Hs m } such that each fiber of the canon-
ical projection
TCs - Cs — :NQ;

is contractible. We call such a corner a o-sectorial corner of codimension m.

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

m
(FA(RI)ME), dh=wp® ) dRAdI
i=1
on Nbhd(Cs) = F x Cg,5 for o-sectorial corners that is equipped with the Hamil-
tonian R™-action whose moment map is precisely the coordinate projection

Nbhd(C) — RYy; o+ (Ri(),..., Rn()).

(See Theorem 4.4 for the precise statement.)
We also prove the following equivalence result.

Theorem 1.11. Definition 1.10 is equivalent to that of Liouville sectors with cor-
ners from [GPS18].

We refer to Definition 3.1 for the comparison between Definition 1.10 and the
definition of Liouville sectors with corners from [GPS18].

1.3. Automorphism group of Liouville o-sectors with corners. Thanks to
Theorem 1.4 or Theorem 1.7, our definition of Liouville o-sectors with corners en-
ables us to give a natural notion of Liouville automorphisms of Liouville sectors from
[GPS17] which is similar to the case without boundary and which does not depend
on choices of auxiliary defining function I that appear in the original definition of
[GPS17, Definition 2.4].

We start with the following observation

Lemma 1.12 (Lemma 6.3). Fix a diffeomorphism ¢ : (M,0M) — (M,0M) and
suppose ¢*\ = A\ 4+ df for a function f : M — R, not necessarily compactly
supported. Then the restriction ¢loar = ¢y : IM — OM is a presymplectic diffeo-
morphism, i.e., satisfies ¢jws = wp. In particular, it preserves the characteristic
foliation of OM.

Remark 1.13. Recall that a manifold with corners X is (pre)symplectic if there
is a stratawise (pre)symplectic form w, i.e., a collection of (pre)symplectic forms

{wa}ael
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that is compatible under the canonical inclusion map of strata
Laﬁ:Xa‘%Xﬁ, a<p

ie., wqg = Lzﬁwﬁ. 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.

Lemma 1.12 enables us to define the “structure” of Liouville o-sectors (Definition
6.1), and to identity its automorphism group Aut(M, \) in the same way as for the
Liouville manifold case.

Definition 1.14 (Automorphisms group Aut(M,\)). Let (M, ) be a Liouville
o-sector, possibly with corners. We call a diffeomorphism ¢ : (M,9M) — (M,0M)
a Liouville automorphism if ¢ satisfies the following;:

PN = \—+df

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

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

1.4. Monoid of Liouville o-sectors with corners. In [Oh21], the present author
introduces the notion of A-sectorial packages in the study of Floer theory on the
Liouville sectors, where Lagrangian branes entering in the construction of Fukaya
category are still assumed to be Z-invariant-at-infinity Lagrangian submanifolds as
common in the literature such as [AS10], [GPS17].

In the present paper, we introduce a different class of Lagrangian submani-
folds called gradient-sectorial Lagrangian submanifolds, with respect to which we
can make this new Floer package go well along with the aforementioned monoidal
structure of Liouville o-sectors with corners. (See Section 7 for the detailed descrip-
tion of this class of Lagrangian branes.) We anticipate that this new package will
facilitate the study of the Kiinneth-type formula in wrapped Fukaya category, the
study of which we postpone elsewhere. (See [GPS17, Conjecture 3.40, Conjecture
4.39] for relevant conjectures concerning this monoidality issue.)

We show that the product L; x Lo of gradient-sectorial Lagrangians automati-
cally are objects in the product My x M; of two Liouville (o-)sectors with corners
without making any deformation in our new framework. For example, we have a
natural inclusion map

Ob(Fuk(X,wx)) x Ob((Fuk(Y,wy)) < Ob(Fuk(X x Y,wx & wy))
on the nose. (See Definition 8.4 and Theorem 8.6.)

Remark 1.15. The standard definition of Z-invariant-at-infinity branes for the
Liouville sectors is not monoidal in any obvious sense. For example, the product
L; x Ls is not (Zx @ Zy )-invariant for the Zx-invariant-brane-at-infinity L; of X
and a Zy-invariant-at-infinity brane Lo of Y. Because of this, one must take the
following deformation process which has been used in the literature (See [Grol7,
Gaol7, GPS17, GPS18], especially [GPS18, Section 6] for a detailed explanation of
this procedure in relation to a construction of Kiinneth-type embedding.) :

e take a corner smoothing of the corner 0o M N IOM,
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e take a deformation of the product Liouville form A; X Ag and the product
vector field Z7 x Z5 to the associated Liouville vector field,
e Then deform L X Lo to a Z-invariant-at-infinity Lagrangian on X x Y.

This whole deformation process will not be needed in our gradient-sectorial
framework: This process is already subsumed in the sectorial package introduced
in [Oh21] and augmented here: We modify the package from [Oh21] to one in the
present paper so that it respects the aforementioned monoidal structure of mani-
folds with corners.

For the study of this monoidality property of the wrapped Fukaya category, our
sectional characterization of Liouville sectors makes it natural to take the product of
Liouville sectors with corners. The following is an easy consequence of our definition
of Liouville o-sectors with corners.

Proposition 1.16 (Proposition 7.11). The collection of Liouville o-sectors with
corners naturally forms a commutative monoid under direct product (with commu-
tativity and associativity holding up to natural isomorphism).

The discussion in the present subsection and henceforth equally applies both
with the definition of Liouville sectors of [GPS17] and with that of Liouville o-
sectors introduced in the present paper. We will mainly work with our definition
of Liouville o-sectors, unless otherwise mentioned.

1.5. Sectorial almost complex structures and gradient-sectorial Lagrangians.
Now we propose a class of gradient-sectorial Lagrangian branes to form the object of
a wrapped Fukaya category Fuk(M). (Our notation for Fuk(M) suppresses the de-
pendence on A and our choice working with gradient-sectorial Lagrangians instead
of Z-invariant-at-infinity ones.)

For this purpose, we first equip (M, \) with a splitting data

Nbhd(OM) 2 F x Cl.so,  {(Ri, 1)} (1.2)

and an end-profile function

5= S,
which is introduced in [Oh21]. (See also Subsection 7.3.2 of the present paper for
a brief description of s,.)

Remark 1.17. We will show in Theorem 4.4 that this data itself is canonically
induced from the choice of sections o = {01, ...,0x} for the clean coisotropic col-
lection

{Hy, - Hy}
of o-sectorial hypersurface H;’s. We call this canonical splitting data the o-splitting
data.

Recall from [Oh21, Section 3] that s, is a collection of functions

Sks+1,05 = —logp(Rs 1, Ro e °) (1.3)

associated to each sectorial corner § of M which are glued by a partition of unity on
M. Here ¢ : REFD — R>g is a convex corner-smoothing function. (See [FOO020],
[Oh21] for the details.) An upshot of this function 5, is that it provides a pseu-
doconvex pair (s,,J) on Nbhd(0,cM U OM) for a sectorial complex structures J.
(See [Oh21] for detailed discussion on the notion of pseudoconvex pairs.)
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The splitting data given above also provides Nbhd(9M) with a foliation Fp
whose leaves are given by

Fr: Fx{RID}, (RI)=(Ri+V-1L, - Ry+v-1I;)eCr (14)

Definition 1.18 (Sectorial almost complex structures). Let (M, \) be a Liouville
sector with boundary and corners equipped with a splitting data and an end-profile
function s,. An w-tame almost complex structure J on a Liouville sector is said to
be sectorial (with respect to the given smoothing profile) if J satisfies the follow-
ing:

(J1) [Fr is J-complex] In a neighborhood of Nbhd(0M) of dM, we require

J (T*F @ Ospan{dRi,dli}?:1> - T°F 2] Ospan{dRi,dli}f:17 (15)

and J restricts to an almost complex structure of contact-type on F.
(J2) [(s,,J) is a pseudoconvex pair] In a neighborhood Nbhd? (9M) U d.,)
of M \ Nbhd (oo M), we have

—d(ds,0J) >0
as a (1,1)-current.

We denote by J5°¢ = 32°(M) the set of sectorial almost complex structures.

Remark 1.19. Obviously any almost complex structure J satisfying (J1) is secto-
rial if it satisfies

—ds, 0 J = A+ df

for some function f, mot necessarily compactly supported. For example, the k-
sectorial or A-sectorial almost complex structures considered in [Oh21] are sec-
torial. This in particular shows that sectorial almost complex structures exist in
abundance. The more complicated notion of A-sectorial almost complex structures
is needed to make the usual Z-invariant-at-infinity Lagrangians amenable to the
strong mazimum principle: Recall from [Oh21] that a pseudoconvex pair (¢, J) is
called Liouville-pseudoconvex if it satisfies the stronger condition

—dipo J =\

in place of (J2). This duality requirement for (—di, \) suffices to show that the Z-
invariant-at-infinity Lagrangian submanifolds are amenable to the strong maximum
principle. (See [Oh21, Section 11] for complete details of the construction of such

a pair (¢, J).)

Now we introduce the notion of gradient-sectorial Lagrangians with respect to
the end-profile function s = s,,, which is amenable to the strong maximum principle
with respect to sectorial almost complex structures for the given end-profile function
5. We consider its normalized gradient vector field

grads

L =

= —F 1.
| grad s|? (16)

with respect to the usual metric

d\(v, Jw) + d\(w, Jv
gs(0,w) o= DTV H AL T0),
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Definition 1.20 (Gradient-sectorial Lagrangian branes). Let (M, \) be a Liou-
ville sector with corners. Let s be the end-profile function associated to a given
smoothing profile. We say that an exact Lagrangian submanifold L of (M,w) is
gradient-sectorial if

(1) L C Int M \ OM and dist(L,0M) > 0.
(2) There exists a sufficiently large 7o > 0 such that L N s~ 1([rg,00)) is Z,-
invariant, i.e., Z, is tangent to L N s~ !([rg, o0)).

Then in Theorem 8.7 we prove the confinement results —hence Gromov compactness—
for J-holomorphic curves with boundaries on gradient-sectorial Lagrangians for
sectorial almost-complex structures by proving that such J-holomorphic curves are
amenable to the strong maximum principle in terms of the end-profile function s,.

We establish the product Lagrangian L x Lo itself of two gradient-sectorial La-
grangian submanifolds L; and Lo (not just up to isotopy as in [GPS17, GPS18,
GaolT7]) can be used as boundary conditions for holomorphic curves—in other
words, as objects for an appropriate wrapped Fukaya category.

Theorem 1.21 (Theorem 8.6). Let (X,wx) and (Y,wy) be Liouville o-sectors.
Then L1 x Lo is gradient-sectorial if both L; and Lo are gradient-sectorial.

We refer readers to Section 7 for more detailed discussion on the product.

Acknowledgments: The present work is supported by the IBS project IBS-
R003-D1. We would like to thank Hiro Lee Tanaka for his collaboration on the
study of Liouville sectors and for useful comments on the preliminary draft of the
present work.

Conventions:

Hamiltonian vector field Xp: Xpg|w = dH,

Canonical one-form 6y on T*Q: 6y = Z?:l pidg;,

Canonical symplectic form wy on T*Q: wo = d(—0) = >_._, dg; A dp;,
Liouville one-form on (T*Q,wp): A = —0 = =" | p;dg;,

Symplectization SC' of contact manifold (C,0): SC = C x R with w =
d(e®0). Here note that we write the R-factor after the C-factor.

Notations:

e O, M: the asymptotic boundary of M.

M: the completion of M which is 9. M []OM.

DM: the union OsxM UM in M.

OL°u M the ideal boundary of a Liouville manifold M (or sector).
Aut(M,\): The group of Liouville diffeomorphisms of Liouville o-sector
(M, )\).

wy = dAg : The induced presymplectic form on OM with Ay := t* .
Aut(M, Ng): The group of pre-Liouville diffeomorphisms of exact presym-
plectic manifolds (M, d\g).

e H : a o-sectorial hypersurface H C M.
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2. SECTIONAL CHARACTERIZATION OF SECTORIAL HYPERSURFACES

We start with the case without corners but with nonempty boundary OM, post-
poning the study of the case with corners till Section 3.

For the comparison, we recall the definition of Liouville sectors in [GPS17]. In
fact we will consider the definition of sectorial hypersurfaces in [GPS18, 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 (M, \).

Definition 2.1 (Ideal completion M). [Girl7]

(1) An ideal Liowville domain (W,w) is a domain endowed with an ideal Liou-
ville structure w.

(2) The ideal Liouville structure is an exact symplectic form on Int W admitting
a primitive @ such that: For some (and then any) function u : W — Rxg
with regular level set 0o W = {u = 0}, the product u6 extends to a smooth
one-form on W which induces a contact form on OW.

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

Remark 2.2. First, this definition provides a natural topology and smooth struc-
ture on the completion M and a Liouville structure on M (= Int W) 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 [Girl7].)

For a (noncompact) Liouville manifold (M, A) (without boundary) its ideal bound-
ary, denoted by 0., M, is defined to be the set of asymptotic rays of Liouville vector
field Z. Then the ideal completion is the coproduct

M:M]_[aooM

equipped with the obvious topology. When (M, ) is a Liouville sector with bound-
ary OM, its ideal boundary is still well-defined by the Z-invariance requirement
at infinity put on M in the definition of Liouville sectors [GPS17] and so is its
completion M. Then we have the formula for the topological boundary

OM = 0o M U OM.
To ease our exposition, we often abuse our notation
Ooo(OM) = 0o M U OM

for the coproduct dooc M [[OM after the present section, as long as there is no
danger of confusion. Likewise we also abuse the notation like

OccH = 0o M N H

where the intersection is actually taken as a subset of M.
This being said, the following definition is nothing but when the sectorial collec-
tion there in [GPS18, Definition 9.2] is a single element.

Definition 2.3 (See Definition 9.2 [GPS17]). A sectorial hypersurface H C M 1is
a hypersurface Liouville manifold-with-boundary M satisfying the following equiv-
alent definitions:

e For some a > 0, there exists a function I : H — R with ZI = ol and
dlp > 0.
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e For every a > 0, there exists a function I : H — R with ZI = ol and
dlp > 0.

e The ideal boundary 0,cM N H = 0 H is convex and there is a diffeomor-
phism H = F x R sending the characteristic foliation of H to the foliation
of F x R by leaves {p} x R.

2.1. Definitions of o-sectorial hypersurfaces and Liouville o-sectors. Here
we give another more intrinsic definition of sectorial hypersurface. The definition
is intrinsic in that it is closer to one in the spirit of G-structures (with integrability
condition), not involving the defining function I: Existence of the data of function
I appearing in the definition of Liouville sectors in [GPS17] is now a ‘property’,
not a ‘defining data’, of Liouville o-sector in our definition. (We refer readers to
[Ste83, Chapter VII] for a nice introduction to the geometry of G-structures.)

Definition 2.4 (o-sectorial hypersurface). Let (M, A) be a Liouville manifold with
boundary (without corners). Let H C M be a smooth hypersurface such that its
completion H has the union
(O MNH)U(HNOM) =: 0ocHUOH
as its (topological) boundary. H is a o-sectorial hypersurface if it satisfies the
following:
(1) Z is tangent to H at infinity,
(2) Fyo := 0scM N H C 0o M is a convex hypersurface of the contact manifold
Ooo M,
(3) The canonical projection map 7 : H — Ny has a continuous section and
each of its fiber is homeomorphic to R.

To avoid some confusion with the corners in OM, we call the intersection
DM NOM

the ceiling corner. This is the corner of the ideal completion M of M of codimension
2. (We will call the genuine corners of M the sectorial corners in Section 3 when
we consider the Liouville sectors with corners.)

By applying the notion of o-sectorial hypersurface to the boundary OM C M,
we obtain the following definition.

Definition 2.5 (Liouville o-sector). Let M be a noncompact manifold with bound-
ary such that its completion M has (topological) boundary given by the union

OscM UOM = DM

and OsoM N OM is the codimension two corner of M. M is called an Liouville
o-sector if its boundary OM C M is a o-sectorial hypersurface in the sense of
Definition 2.4.

We start with the well-known fact that each hypersurface H C M in a symplectic
manifold (M,w) carries the canonical characteristic foliation D. The definition of
this foliation is based on the fact that any hypersurface S of (M,w) is a coisotropic
submanifold in that

(1) We have
(T.H)“ C T, H,
for any x € H, where (T, H)“* is the w,-orthogonal complement

(T H)? :={veT,M|wy(v,w)=0Ywe T, H}.
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(2) Let ¢y : H — M be the inclusion map and
ker twy = {v € T, H | wy(v,w) = 0Vw € T, H}
has constant rank 1 for all x € H.

Then we denote D = ker ¢};w which defines a 1-dimensional (integrable) distribution
of H, and call it the characteristic distribution or the null distribution of H. We
denote by N 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/ ~ (21)

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 1.2, the aforementioned
transverse symplectic form, as well as its smooth structure, descends to the leaf
space. For the rest of this section, we always assume M is a Liouville o-sector as
in Definition 1.2, unless otherwise said.

2.2. Preliminaries.

2.2.1. Orientations. We write
Foo = FH oo == 0ocM N H.
At each point € H N Nbhd(0-M ), we have a natural exact sequence
0—-D,—>T,H—>T.H/D, — 0. (2.2)
The quotient carries a canonical symplectic bilinear form and so carries a natural

symplectic orientation.

Choice 2.6 (Orientation of D). Let H C M be a o-sectorial hypersurface. Make
a choice of orientation on the trivial line bundle D — H.

Definition 2.7 (Presymplectic orientation on H). Let D — H be given an orien-
tation op on a neighborhood of Fi in 0o M. We call the orientation on TH|p_
given by the direct sum orientation

T.H|lp, = (T,H/D,)® D,
the presymplectic orientation of H relative to op.

When we are given a section o : Ng — H such that Imageo = Fy far out close
to Oso M, then this orientation coincides with that of T, H induced by the exact
sequence

0—>T.,Fy T, H— D, —0 (2.3)
as oriented vector spaces. (We alert readers that the presymplectic orientation of
H is not the one naturally given by the exact sequence (2.2), rather arising from

(2.3).)
Definition 2.8 (Asymptotic boundary orientation of F, C H). Regard
Foo = 0cMNH
as the asymptotic boundary of H where H is equipped with the presymplectic

orientation of H relative to op. We call this orientation of F., the asymptotic
boundary orientation in H.
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The orientation on Fi, given in Definition 2.8 may or may not coincide with the
symplectic orientation of Fi.

Definition 2.9. Equip D with an orientation op and in turn orient H by the
presymplectic orientation. The intersection F, is decomposed into

Fo=FL ] Fx

such that the asymptotic boundary orientation of F,, C H coincides with the
symplectic orientation on Ff and not on F.

This discussion leads us to the following:

Definition 2.10. Let M be a Liouville o-sector and H be a o-sectorial hypersur-
face.
(1) We call Foo = 0o M N H the end of H.
(2) Let D be equipped with an orientation op. We call F£ the positive (resp.
the negative) end of H and the positive (resp. the negative) boundary of
Ooo M with respect to op.

We illustrate the decomposition in Definition 2.9 in the case of sectorial boundary
OM of a Liouville sector M.

Example 2.11 (Boundary orientation for H = dM). In the special case of the
boundary H = OM of a Liouville sector, M itself carries the canonical boundary
orientation of the symplectic (M,d)\), and hence a natural orientation on Dgps
induced by the short exact sequence (2.3),

0> T, Fo = To(OM)|p, = Domlz — 0.

This in turn induces the presymplectic orientation on OM and the asymptotic
boundary orientation on Fi.

Example 2.12 (FE 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

A= —pdg. (2.4)

(This is the negative of the standard Liouville one-form pdg in the cotangent bun-
dle.) The standard orientation of the interval induces a diffeomorphism M =
[0,1]4 x R, which carries the symplectic orientation induced by the symplectic form

dq A dp.

(We alert the readers that this is the negative of the convention dp A dg used by
[GPS17].) The boundary OM = {0,1} x R, has 2 connected components. The
characteristic foliation’s orientation is compatible with the vector field a%. Note
that the Liouville vector field of the Liouville form (2.4) on T*[0,1] = [0,1]; x R,
is given by the Euler vector field
- 0
E:=p—
p ap
on T*M which vanishes at p = 0. So each leaf {¢} x R, of the foliation consists of
3 different orbit sets of the Liouville vector field

R, = (0,00), {0},R_ = (—c0,0).

(2.5)
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We may identify 0., M with two disjoint copies of [0, 1] at “p = £00.” F consists of
four points, which we will denote by (0, +00) and (1, +00) again using the informal
notation allowing p to attain +o0o. Under this notation, we have that

Ff ={(0,-00),(1,00)}, and FZ ={(0,00), (1, —00)}.

Example 2.13. More generally, let Q = Q™ be a connected n-manifold with
boundary and let M = T*Q. The inclusion T(9Q) — TQ induces a quotient
map T*Qlag — T*(0Q) of bundles on 9Q); the kernel induces the characteristic
foliation on

T*Qlog = OM.

Informally: At a point (q,p) € OM, the oriented vector defining the characteristic
foliation is the symplectic dual to an inward vector normal to 0Q. For example,
identifying @ near 0@ with the right half plane with final coordinate p,,, in standard
Darboux coordinate (g, p), the characteristic foliation is generated by 82n.

If dim@Q > 2, we have that Ff = F (and so F; = 0), and F. is identified
with the restriction of 0Q of the cosphere-at-infinity bundle of T*@Q).

2.2.2. Converity of 0oo M NOM and choice of contact vector field. Recall that 0. M
is naturally oriented as the ideal boundary of symplectic manifold M with Z point-
ing outward along 0., M. We take a contact-type hypersurface Sy C M that is
transverse to OM and identify a neighborhood Nbhd(9,, M) with the (half) of the
symplectization S(Sp) of the contact manifold (So, 5, \)

S+(So) = SO X [0, OO)
and decompose M into
M = (M \ Nbhd (0 M) U (Sp x [0, 00)

so that Z = % for the symplectization form d(e®t§ A) of the contact manifold
(S0, t5,A) on Nbhd(0se M) = Sp % [0, 00).

Next, by the convexity hypothesis of 0oocM N H in 0o M =: F, there exists
a contact vector field 7 of the contact structure (9. M, £~ ) on a neighborhood of
F in 0o M that is transverse to Fi.. This naturally equips F, with the reduced
symplectic form and so the symplectic orientation thereon. On the other hand,
a choice of contact vector field 7 transverse to F, in J,.M, also gives rise to an
isomorphism

(T(9cM)/€) | P, = spang{n}.
In particular we have an exact sequence

0= TFyw = T(0cM)|F,, — spang{n} — 0. (2.6)

Choice 2.14 (Choice of contact vector field ). Equip the asymptotic boundary
OsoM of the symplectic manifold (M, d\) with the (asymptotic) boundary orienta-
tion, i.e., the one oriented by the Liouville vector field Z on M which is outward
pointing along J., M. We also equip F, the symplectic orientation. Then we make
the choice of the contact vector field 7 so that the sequence (2.6) becomes an exact
sequence of oriented vector spaces.

Example 2.15. (1) The choice of contact vector field 7 in Choice 2.14 is con-
sistent with the convention of writing the symplectization as Sy x [0, 00),
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i.e., writing the R-factor after the Sp-factor. On the symplectization of
general contact manifold (C,6) in general, we have the splitting

T(SC) = &éc @ R(Ry) @ R(Z).

Then n = £Rp so that {Z,n} forms the positively oriented basis of the
complex orientation of C =2 R(Ry) & R(Z).

(2) The choice is also compatible with the writing of the splitting data in
[GPS17]

thd(aM) =F x (CReZO

as oriented manifolds. In this case, the orientation given by {Z,n} above
corresponds to the orientation

9 91, [0 9

dp” 0q) | 0q Op
where the contact vector field n = —6% = X, on s~ }(N) is pointing outward
of Cre>0, when we take the symplectization radial function s = log|p| at
infinity of T*R = C.

In the remaining section and henceforth, we will always assume that H C M
is a o-sectorial hypersurface (Definition 1.2) without further mentioning, unless
otherwise mentioned.

2.3. The leaf space is a topological manifold. Let H C M be a o-sectorial
hypersurface of a Liouville o-sector (M, ). Equip the leaf space Ny with the
quotient topology induced by the projection # = 7y : H — Ng. Before providing
a smooth atlas on Ny, our first order of business is to prove:

Proposition 2.16. The leaf space Ny is a topological manifold. (In particular,
Np is second countable and Hausdorf.)

The proof of Proposition 2.16 occupies the rest of this subsection. We consider
the given continuous section ot : Ny — H guaranteed by Definition 1.2. We write

Fref = FH,ref = Ima'ge Oref C H. (27)

We choose a contact-type hypersurface ¥ C M far out near infinity so that
Y is transversal to the characteristic foliation of H. (Recall that the Liouville
vector field Z is tangent to the boundary H near infinity by definition of o-sectorial

hypersurface.) This induces a natural inclusion maps (& : Ff — H and the

composition map 71 : Ff — Ng given by 71 = mo%. We denote by
Nbhd* (s M N H) := Nbhd(FL)
respectively.
Lemma 2.17. There exists a pair of smooth functions
hs : Nbhd* (9., M N H) — R (2.8)

satisfying Z[hy] = hy and hi are submersions along the characteristic leaves of
oM.
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Proof. By a defining datum of Liouville o-sectors, Z is tangent to H at infinity.

Since FE are convex in 0, M, there exists a contact vector field 74 on a neigh-
borhood of FZ£ in 04 such that 7+ h FL respectively. We can choose 7+ so that
it points outward of M. In particular, we have

dh+(X) = d\(Xp,, X) = dA(ns, X) #0

for any nonzero vector X € kerdAy with Ay = ¢ \: We derive the nonvanishing
by combining the following:

e d\(X,TH) = 0 by definition of ker d\g,
e n¢TH and so TM = TH + span{n}, and
e nondegeneracy of dA\.

This finishes the proof. O

In particular the level set of hy is a smooth submanifold that is transverse to H,
We take a symplectization radial function s so that

Nbhdt (0o M) = s71(0) x Ry
and Z = % and the Liouville form
A=e'T"0, 0:=15 A
where 7 : Sy x R — Sy with Sy := s71(0). Denote
Fy=s'(N)nH (2.9)

for a sufficiently large N > 0. We similarly define Iy by considering N < 0.
We also have the continuous maps

15 F¥ — Npg (2.10)

given as the restrictions of .
We orient D so that it points upward in terms of Ay on FJ'\'}, ie.,

dhy (D) = dA(Xp,,D) > 0.

Then both Z and D point upward: By suitably adjusting the contact-type hy-
persurface h;l(N ) near H we may choose the symplectization end radial function
s so that s = élog hy £ C (for any given 0 < a < 1) in a neighborhood of
Nbhd " (9 N H) and then clearly we have Z[h,] > 0.

Lemma 2.18. The canonical Z-flow projection provides a natural diffeomorphism
between the ideal boundary Ff and Fj;.

Proof. First note
1
Z = —grad,logh
o 4

for a metric g on M of bounded geometry that is cylindrical on k' ([N, 00)) C H.
Explicitly, the cylindrical metric g has the form
9= goo ® ds?

for a metric goo on Jsc M. In particular, the flow of Z—which is the same as the
gradient flow of s on A} '([IV, 00))—defines an obvious diffeomorphism

ek hT (N, 00)) N H — Fy x [N, 00).

The gradient flow also induces a diffeomorphism between Fy; and Ff C F,. O
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The same discussion applies to F,. We denote the resulting diffeomorphism by
oL FEf - FZL. (2.11)
Proposition 2.19. The map 7}; in (2.10) is a homeomorphism.

Proof. The domain of ﬂ'j{, is compact, while the codomain is Hausdorff because
of the existence of the continuous section opes. Thus it suffices to show that w]"{,
is a bijection. Recall the convexity hypothesis on F, in 0M and the choice of
orientation on D above imply dhy(D) > 0 on Fy for sufficiently large N > 0.
Therefore since each leaf is connected, y1, y2 € F JJ\} cannot be contained in same
leaf of H if y1 # y2. This shows that WJJ{, is a one-one map. (In fact, consider
the restriction of m to A7 ([N,00)) N H. Then we see that m is nothing but the
assignment y — ¢, € Ny where ¢, is the leaf of H through y € FF\;)

We next show that the map 7T]J\r[ is also surjective. This is the key step in the
proof of this proposition. To prove surjectivity, we need to rule out possibilities of
the following phenomena:

e appearance of closed leaves,
e appearance of limit cycles or more generally of non-proper leaves.

For this purpose, we consider the identifications (via the aforementioned gradient
flow)

Nbhd (e M) NH = Fi x (N —6,00),
Nbhd™ (0o M)NH = Fy x(—00,—N +9)
for a sufficiently small § > 0. (Note thaNt these are codimension 0 open subsets of
H.) We consider a smooth vector field Z on H such that
(1) On Fy¥ x [N,00), Z = Z$, and on Fy x (—oc0,—NJ, 7 = Z, for some
smooth vector fields ZOi respectively such that
dhy(ZE) = hy. (2.12)

(Without loss of generality, we set @ = 1 in the rest of the proof for the
simplicity of exposition.) In particular, vector fields Z; (resp. Z;) are
forward-complete (resp. back-ward complete).

(2) 7 is tangent to the foliation D and is compatible with the orientation (2.2)
of the leaves on

Hpia := H \ (Nbhd™ (05 M) UNbhd ™ (05 M)) .

R

(Indeed, it is the orientability of D that guarantees the existence of Z ) In
particular, Z is nowhere vanishing.

Definition 2.20 (Leaf-generating vector field Z’ of Dy). We consider the inter-
polating smooth vector field

Z'=(1=x)Z+xZ (2.13)
where {1 — x, x} is a partition of unity on H subordinate to the covering
{(Nbhdt (0o M) N H) U (Nbhd™ (0o M) N H), Hyiq}.

Note that by taking ¢ to be small enough, we can guarantee that Z’ is nowhere
vanishing. Since ZDi are complete forward or backward on

Nbhd ™t (9o M) U Nbhd ™ (900 M)
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respectively, and Hyiq is compact, the vector field Z’ is complete and so defines a
global flow on H. Now the proof of surjectivity of 7T]J\r, relies on the following lemma:

Lemma 2.21. Any trajectory of Z’ eventually exits from H,iq both forward and
backward. Moreover every leaf is a flow orbit of Z’ and vice versa.

Proof. 1t 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’ [Ste95, pp. 71-72].) Note that since Z’ is regular, each leaf
of H of the characteristic foliation is a flow line of the regular vector field Z’. (See
[CC00, Section 2.1].) Furthermore no leaf can be a point. By the condition stated
in Definition 1.2 (d), Z' cannot have a nontrivial periodic orbit either. Therefore
each flow map from R to H is one-one and so there is a uniquely defined T" € R
such that ¢, (oyet(m(x)) = x for each x € 9X.

Combining this discussion with the aforementioned completeness, we can define
a flow map

Wier: H — Frer X R; \I’ref(.%') = (O’ref(ﬂ'((E)), T(.’L‘))

where T'(z) is the time for opef(7(x)) to reach the point = along the flow of Z’. We
define a continuous function 7' : M — R by

T(z) := “the reaching time of the flow of Z’ issued at oye(m(z))”
By definition, H is an increasing union
H=|JT7'(-N,N)
NeN
of open subset T~1(~N,N) =: Uy. Since Hpq is compact, there is some Ny €
N such that Hpiq C Upn,. Therefore any point y € Fer has its forward (resp.,
backward) flow point x4 € Nbhd™(F,) (resp., z_ € Nbhd™ (F.,). Once the flow

reaches there, it just follows the flow of ZOi forward and backward respectively
which escape to infinity. This finishes the proof of Lemma 2.21. O

We now wrap up the proof of Proposition 2.19. Lemma 2.21 implies that
any trajectory of Z’ is an extension of some trajectories Zg[, one from each of
Nbhd (05 M). On the other hand, if ¢z (t) € Nbhd i (0 M), we have dsy(Z') =
ds+(ZF) = 1. In particular we have Z'[T] = 1 and

T(z) = s+(z)+ CL,

on each of Nbhd* (9, M) respectively for some constant ¢’y = C’,(D,) depending
only on the leaf D, containing x, and hence T'(z) — o0 if = xM N H along
the leaf 7(xz(¢)).

This proves that the function x — T'(z) restricts to a homeomorphism from the
leaf m(x) to R. This in particular implies that any leaf of Ny is an extension of the
asymptotic rays of F' J‘\'} and so the map w]"{, is also surjective. (Il

Lemma 2.22. Ny equipped with the quotient topology is homeomorphic to Fies.

Proof. As we mentioned above, any leaf of Ny is an extension of the asymptotic
rays of F' ]J\? . Therefore by Proposition 2.19 we have a homeomorphism
Woor : H = Frer X R, Uyet() = (oret(m(x)), T'(x)) (2.14)

for a continuous map 7T : H — R. In particular Njy; equipped with the quotient
topology of Ny is homeomorphic to Fief. O
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Proposition 2.23. F.; with the subspace topology of H is Hausdorff and locally
Euclidean (and in particular, locally compact).

Proof. Since the function 7 : H — R is continuous and Fyef = T 1(0), Frer is a
closed subset of a smooth manifold H. In particular Fer with the subspace topology
of H is Hausdorft.

Furthermore since Z’[T] > 0, T is monotonically increasing. To see the locally
FEuclidean property of Fief, let xg € Fier be any given point. We have only to note
that (2.14) induces a homeomorphism

U/ ~— FetNU

for a sufficiently small foliation chart U containing xy where ~ is the orbit equiv-
alence with respect to Z’. Since U/ ~ is homeomorphic to R?"~! so is Fiee N U.
This proves that Fies N U is locally Euclidean. O

Wrap up of the proof of Proposition 2.16. We have only to combine Proposition 2.23
and Lemma 2.22. O

The following corollary of the above proof will be useful for the study of smooth
and symplectic structures of the leaf space.

Corollary 2.24 (Section o;). The definition (2.9) defines another section o
defined by

o (€) = €N FY C Nbhd(dse M NOM) (2.15)
for £ € Ng.

2.4. Smooth structure on the leaf space. The goal of this section is to prove
the first item of Theorem 1.4. We start with the following proposition.

Proposition 2.25. The leaf space Ny carries a canonical smooth manifold struc-
ture such that
(1) m: H — Ny is a smooth submersion, and
(2) there is a smooth diffecomorphism ¥ : H — Np x R which makes the
following diagram commute

H ¥ Ny xR (2.16)

N A

Npg

Actually, when the leaf space is Hausdorff and locally Euclidean, the well-known
construction of coisotropic reduction (or symplectic reduction) applies to prove
existence of smooth structure and the symplectic structure on the leaf space. (See
[AMT8] for example.) Since we also need to construct the map ¥ 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 for readers’ convenience.

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 v = {Vap}a,geu With

Yap : Yp(Ua NUp) = ya(Ua NUp).

arising from the transverse coordinate map v, : U, — F?"72 = R?"=2 or H2",
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Each y, is a submersion and 7,3 is given by yo = ya(ys) in coordinates. (See e.g.,
[CCO00, Definition 1.2.12].) Furthermore for the null foliation F of the coisotropic
submanifold H, we can choose a foliated chart U = {(Uy, ¥a)}tacu so that the
associated cocycle elements ~,3 become symplectic, i.e., the foliation J carries a
transverse symplectic structure. We refer readers to the proof of Proposition 2.25
below for the details.

Remark 2.26. When H has corners, the foliated chart B = B, X B4 means that
the tangential factor B, of the foliated chart has no boundary but the transverse
factor By has a boundary. (See e.g., [CCO00, Definition 1.1.18] for the definition.)

Proof of Proposition 2.25. We will show that the above holonomy cocycle naturally
descends to a smooth atlas on Ny under the defining condition of o-sectorial hy-
persurface above, especially in the presence of a continuous section of the projection
TH - H — NH

For this purpose, we consider a coherent regular foliated atlas {¢, : U, —
R?"=11 " and its associated foliation cocycle v = {ya5} (see e.g., [CCO0, Section
1.2.A]). Let of; : Ny — H be the section given by (2.15). We take the sub-
collection {U,/} that covers Fy, and such that U, N Fy # (.

Furthermore since Fy; = h™*(N) is a level set of the function h in (2.8) and we
may assume that each plaque in a small Nbhd(F JJ\}) is the gradient trajectory of h:
By considering a refinement {U,-} of the given covering, we can choose a collection
of foliated charts @o : Uy — R x R?"~2 of the form

Lot = (h7y17 e 7y2n—2)

whose transversal coordinates (yi,- - , y2n—2) satisfy
dy,(Z) = 0.
We take a maximal such collection of F' JJ\} which we denote by
O = {(Par, Ua)}. (2.17)
By the definition of transverse coordinates (yi1,- -+ ,¥y2n—2) of the foliated chart,

it follows that the collection thereof defines a smooth atlas of Ny. We write the
resulting atlas of Ny by

[0 = {lpa] : U] — R*" 72}
Lemma 2.27. The projection map 7 : H — N is a smooth submersion.
Proof. To show smoothness of 7, we will show that for any smooth function f :
Ny — R the composition f o7 is smooth.

For this purpose, at any point x, we consider the foliated chart ¢, : U, — R27~1
of the form

(h’/a Yty ooy y2n72) (218)
whose transversal coordinate (yi, ..., yan—2) satisfies
an'(z"y =1, dyi(Z')=0, i=1...,2n—2. (2.19)

Let f : Ng — R be any smooth function on Ny. With respect to the afore-
mentioned foliated atlas of H, we will show that f o7 is smooth at every point
reH.

If x is contained in Uy, we have

(fom)o(par) (W, y1,+ s y2n—2) = foloa] (Y1, y2n—2)
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The right hand side is smooth in the variables y1,- - ,y2n—2 by the hypothesis on
f, and does not depend on h'-variable. This in particular implies that the left hand
map (f o7) o (pa)~! is smooth at .

Otherwise, let (p3,Ug) be a foliation chart at z. We take a flow map ¢%,
satisfying y := ¢%, (x) € Uy for some chart (pg/,Ug/) € O" at y given by

(Usr = 02 (Us), wpr = pp0(¢7)7")
which is contained in O’ by the maximality of the collection O’.
Therefore the map (fom)o cpg,l is smooth at y = ¢L,(z) € Ug:. We note

for=((fomows')e (w5 o ohlun))

which is a composition of two smooth maps and so smooth at x. This implies fox
is smooth at x again. This finishes the proof of smoothness 7 o f for all smooth
function f : Ny — R. This proves that 7 is smooth.

Submersivity of 7 is obvious by the above construction. O

Now a closer examination of the above proof also shows the following whose
proof we leave to the readers.

Corollary 2.28. Let Ny be equipped with this smooth structure.

(1) The smooth structure on Ny constructed above does not depend on the
choice of the section (2.15), rewritten as

o () =N h HN), (2.20)

does not depend on the choice of such 0]"\’,.

(2) The map 7 in (2.10) is a smooth submersion with respect to the smooth
structure on Ny with which we have just equipped N .

(3) The map o; is a smooth section of the submersion 73;.

2.5. Symplectic structure on the leaf space. Now we turn to the construction
of symplectic structure. We fix the section a;\“, : Ny — H constructed before.

When we choose the above used coherent atlas, we can choose them so that the
associated cocycle 45 becomes symplectic by requiring the chart (Uy, ¢qo) also to
satisfy the defining equation

Yrwo = Lpw, w =dA (2.21)

of the general coisotropic reduction (see [AM78, Theorem 5.3.23] for example) where
v : H — M is the inclusion map and wy is the standard symplectic from on R2"~2,
(See also [Got82], [OP05].) By using such a foliated chart satisfying (2.21), the as-
sociated holonomy cycles define symplectic atlas and so a symplectic structure on
Ny, 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 Np. (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.)

Now it remains to construct a diffeomorphism ¥ : H — Ny x R which makes
the diagram (2.16) commute. For this, it follows from the above discussions that
we can define another map

U:H—Ng xR, Ux)=(n(z),t(x)) (2.22)
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by replacing the original defining section oycf by the new smooth section o3, defined
by (2.20): Here we put

t(z) := the unique time determined by gth(,m)(a;{, (m(x))) == (2.23)

which is clearly a smooth function. Furthermore, we have shown 7o = 7T]J\r[ which
also shows that m..¢ is smooth with respect to the smooth structure just given to
Ng.
Its inverse map ® : Ny x R — H is given by
D(L,t) = dizi(ox (1))

which is obviously smooth. This finishes the proof of Proposition 2.25 . O
An immediate corollary of the above proof is the following construction of the

defining function I : M — R appearing in the definition of Liouville sectors in
[GPS17].

Corollary 2.29. Let ¢ be the function used in the definition of the map (2.22).
For each o > 0, we define the function I : 9M — R by

I(x) = +et(®),
Then we have Z[I] = oI on Nbhd(9-cM) N H.

This proves Proposition 1.5, i.e., that any Liouville o-sector is a Liouville sector
in the sense of [GPS17].

Remark 2.30. On the other hand, the converse is almost a tautological statement
in that [GPS17, Lemma 2.5] shows that any of their three defining conditions given
in [GPS17, Definition 2.4] is equivalent to the condition

e There exists a diffeomorphism ¥ : H — F' x R making (2.16) commute

Once this is in our disposal, ¥ induces a diffeomorphism [¥] : Ny — F. Therefore
we can choose a continuous section o, : Ny — H required for the definition of
o-sectorial hypersurface to be

oret(€) == [L]7H(0), L€ Ng.
Now we wrap up the proof of Theorem 1.4.

Proof of Theorem 1.4. Proposition 2.25 and Lemma 2.27 prove (1) of the theorem.
Let
LF = LFy FN — H

be the inclusion map and consider the diagram

H—2> M.
|
Nu
Then the reduced symplectic form wa,, is characterized by
(mu)wny = (i) wn, wg =5 (dN) (2.24)

as an example of coisotropic reduction. This proves (2).
Now we take o = O']J\r[ and F = F3 := Image O']J\r[. By pulling back the two form
(tr)*wp by the inclusion F' — H, we have obtained a two-form (tp,)*w on Fy
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which is symplectic for any sufficiently large N > 0 by the convexity hypothesis of
F} in 0o M. This finishes the proof of (4). Finally setting I = +¢®*(*)| we have
proved Proposition 1.5. ([l

It is useful for the later study of intrinsic characterization of Liouville sectors
with corners to keep in mind the following corollary of the above proof.

Corollary 2.31. The line bundle Dy — H of characteristic distribution is trivial
for any o-sectorial hypersurface.

Of course this is a tautological property with the original definition of Liouville
sectors from [GPS17].

2.6. Induced Liouville structure on the leaf space. Finally we extract some
consequences on the above constructed symplectic structure on Ny derived from
the given property of the characteristic foliation D at infinity. By composing the
two symplectic diffeomorphisms

+
Ny 25 FE 2% pt o 9, M

we have a smooth map o, : Ny — 05, M which is a diffeomorphism onto the

convex hypersurface (F,w™) of the contact manifold (9. M, £). By the convexity

hypothesis on F,, we have a contact vector field v on 0, M that is transverse to
Lemma 2.32. The symplectic manifold (Ng,wx,, ) is exact.
Proof. Note that the symplectic form on FX? is nothing but the exact symplectic
form given by d)\} where

AN = (3)"A

for the inclusion map tfy : Fyr < H < (M, ). Therefore it follows from (2.24)

and 75 o o = idy,

oy = (W 0 0%) Wy = (03)" (Thy i)
= (U]—’\_])*(L;;;d)\) = (o) dXf = d((of)" 2 %)
which proves exactness of wy,: Here the third equality follows from the defining
equation (2.24) and the equalities
TrF;\; :WHOLF;\;H’ LF;\; :LHOLFxH'
O

We next prove that the one-form (Uj\})*)\?\} on Ny appearing in the above proof
does not depend on N.

Lemma 2.33. We have
(OR)" AN = (0})" A%,
on Ny for all N, N’ > 0. We denote this common one-form by Ay, .
Proof. The flow map ¢+ of the vector field Z’ (2.13) between Fy; and Fy, is the
same as
(p%) ook FY — Fih.
Therefore it intertwines two maps qﬁj\} and (bj\',/ and satisfies

¢EN’ (W) = )\E
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for all large N, N’ > 0. This finishes the proof. O

Definition 2.34 (Reduced Liouville structure). We call the primitive Ax,, of wi,,
defined as above the canonical Liouville structure on (Ng, wx, ).

Remark 2.35. We remark that while we have used the existence of section oyet to
equip N g with a smooth structure for which there exists a diffeomorphism ¥ : H —
Ng x R, construction of the symplectic structure does not depend on the choice
of the section, but depends only on the Liouville geometry of the neighborhood
Nbhd(Ooo M N OM).

3. GEOMETRY OF CLEAN COISOTROPIC COLLECTIONS

Recall that [GPS18] imposes the following restriction on the boundary strata
when studying Liouville sectors:

Definition 3.1 (Definition 9.2 & Lemma 9.4 & Definition 9.14 [GPS18]). A sec-
torial collection is a collection of m hypersurfaces Hy,..., H,, C M, cylindrical at
infinity, such that:

(S1) The H; cleanly intersect,

(S2) All pairwise intersections H; N H; are coisotropic, and

(S3) There exist functions I; : Nbhd(0M) — R, linear near infinity, satisfying
the following on the characteristic foliations D; of H;:

dIz'Dl 750, dIi|j)j =0 fOl“i;'éj, {Il,IJ}:O (31)

A Liouville sector (M, \) with corners is a Liouville manifold-with-corners whose
boundary strata form a sectorial collection.

We will introduce another definition of sectorial collection by replacing Condition
(S3) in the spirit of Definition 2.4.

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

Definition 3.2 (Clean coisotropic collection). Let (M, ) be a Liouville manifold
with boundary and corners. Let Hy,...,H,, C M be a collection hypersurfaces
cylindrical at infinity, that satisfies Conditions (S1), (S2) of Definition 3.1.

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 o-sectors
with corners.

3.1. 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,wy) be any presymplectic manifold. The null distribution on Y is the
vector bundle

E:=(TY)” CTY, E,=kerwyly.
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This distribution is integrable since wy is closed. We call the corresponding foliation
the null foliation on Y and denote it by
F=Ty.

(Then E is nothing but the total space of the foliation tangent bundle TF.) We
now consider the dual bundle 7 : E* — Y which is the foliation cotangent bundle
E*=T"%F.

The tangent bundle T'E* of the total space E* has its restriction to the zero section

Y < E*; this restriction carries a canonical decomposition
TE*|y 2TY @ E*.
Example 3.3. A typical example of a presymplectic manifold is given by
(Ywy) = (H,wn), wg:=(zw
arising from any coisotropic submanifold H C*# (X,w). Then E = Dy, the null
distribution of (H,wp). It is easy to check that the isomorphism
TX -T"X

maps 7Y% to the conormal N*Y C 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
I': TY=GeFE, E=TF (3.2)
the zero section map
Or:Y - T"F = FE*
as a coisotropic embedding with respect to a ‘canonical’ two-form wg+ on E* which
restricts to a symplectic form on a neighborhood of the zero section of E* such that

Wy = (I)lth* .

Remark 3.4. When wy = 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

VcT*F=FE"
Using the splitting I', which may be regarded as an ‘Ehresmann connection’ of the
‘fibration’

TF —-Y — Ny,

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

TE*ly 2TY ®E*~Ga E® TS
on Y, which can be extended to a neighborhood V' of the zero section ¥ C E*
via the ‘connection of the fibration’ T*F — Y. (We refer readers to [OP05] for a
complete discussion on this.)

We denote
pr:TY - TF
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the (fiberwise) projection to E = T'F over Y with respect to the splitting (3.2). We
have the bundle map

TE* S TY XS E
over Y.

Definition 3.5 (Canonical one-form 6r on E*). Let ( € E* and £ € T,E*. We
define the one form 0r on E* whose value is to be the linear functional

9p|§ S TC*E*
at ¢ that is determined by its value

Or(c(§) := C(pr o T7(§)) (3-3)
against £ € T¢(T*9).

(We remark that this is reduced to the canonical Liouville one-form 6 on the
cotangent bundle T*L for the case of Lagrangian submanifold L in which case
wy = 0 and the splitting is trivial and not needed.)

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

—dor.
Together with the pull-back form m*wy, we consider the closed two-form wg-
defined by
WE*T ‘= 7T*wY - d@p (34)
on B* = T*F. It is easy to see that wg~  is non-degenerate in a neighborhood

V C E* of the zero section (See the coordinate expression [OP05, Equation (6.6)]
of dfr and wy.)

Definition 3.6 (Gotay’s symplectic form [Got82]). We denote the restriction of
wp+«r to V by wy, ie.,
Wy = (W*WY — d@p)h/

We call this two-form Gotay’s symplectic form on V. C E*.

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

Theorem 3.7 (See [Got82, OP05]). Let Y C (X,wx) be any coisotropic subman-
ifold. Fix a splitting I" in (3.2). Then there is a neighborhood Nbhd(Y) :=U C X
and a diffeomorphism
or:U -V CE"
such that the following hold:
(1) wx = Qfwg-ronU C X.
(2) For two different choices, T" and I", of splitting of TY, the associated two
forms wg-r and wg- v are diffeomorphic relative to the zero section ¥ C
E*, on a possibly smaller neighborhood V! C E* of Y.

Proof. The first statement is proved in [Got82]. Statement (2) is then proved in
[OP05, Theorem 10.1]. O
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We have the natural projection map
Ty : Nbhd(Y) = YV (3.5)
defined by
%y =TpRE* O (I)F Ooly, (36)

for the inclusion map ty : Y < Nbhd(Y') =: U C X, which is induced by restricting
the canonical projection E* — Y to the neighborhood V' C E* of the zero section
Y. In particular, we have

kerdzﬂ'y = Em = 'Dy|m

3.2. Structure of the null foliation of o-sectorial corners. We apply the
discussion in the previous subsection to general clean coisotropic collection

{Hla o aHm}
For any given subset I C {1,---,m}, we denote
Hy=()H
il
and 7y, : Hr — Ny, be the canonical projection. We also denote the full intersec-
tion by
m
C=()H.
i=1
Furthermore, by the clean intersection property of the coisotropic collection, we can
choose the collection {o¢ 1,...,00,m} to have the complete intersection property in

that their images form a collection of clean 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 3.8 (Choice of sections o; : Ny, — H;). For each i = 1,...,m, we choose
a smooth section

o; : Ng, = H;
for each i = 1,...,n. Denote the set of sections o; : Ny, — H; by
oc={01,...,0m} (3.7)
Recall from Section 2 that for each ¢ a choice of smooth section
o; : Ng, = Hj;
provides the trivialization map
U7 H; — N, xR, 97 (z) = (mm,(x),t]" (x))
given in (2.22). We choose each o; to be o; = 07 as defined in (2.15). For the
given choice of o = {o1,...,0m}, we collectively write
U7 =07 i=1,...,m. (3.8)
The following theorem is the generalization of Theorem 1.4 whose proof also
extends the one used in Section 2 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 C {1,...,m}: This compatibility
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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 3.9. Let (M, \) be a Liouville o-sector with corners, and let Z be the
Liouville vector field of (M, ). Let
g = {Ula"' aam}

be a collection of sections o; : Ny, — H; for ¢ = 1,...,m. Then the leaf space
N¢ carries a canonical structure Ay, of a Liouville manifold with boundary and
corners.

We also define the function tic"g : C' = R to be the restriction

97 =17 ¢ (3.9)

K2

where ¢7* is the function appearing in (2.22). The collection ¢ = {o;} also induces
a surjective map Vo : C' — Ng x R™,

WY,(z) = (wc(x), (tlc"’(:v), o ,tgf(x))) (3.10)

which is also smooth with respect to the induced smooth structure on N¢. (The
functions tic’a correspond to t; appearing in [Arn88, Section 49] in the discussion
following below.)

Proposition 3.10. There is an R™-action on C that is free, proper and discontin-
uous such that C' is foliated by the R™-orbits. In particular the map

Ve C — Ne x R™

is an R™-equivariant diffeomorphism with respect to the R™-action on C' and that
of linear translations on R"™.

Proof. Let (s1,...,8m) be the standard coordinates of R™. We set

- 5}
Zi = (vZ)* (0 . 3.11
(wer (O 5 ) (3.11)
Then Z; € D¢, and [Z;, Z;] = 0 since [aasi , aisj] = 0. On C, we also have

o o ok [ 0 0
£(2) = dlsy o w2) (08" (Oxe @ - ) ) = dss () = by

In particular Z; is tangent to all level sets of tic’o with j # 4, and is transversal to
the level sets of tic’g for each 1.
The so-constructed global frame {Z1, - , Z;,} of TC on C are commuting vector

fields. Therefore we have an R™-action on C' induced by the flows of commuting
vector fields {Z1,--+, Zn}.

Lemma 3.11. This R™-action is also proper and discontinuous. In particular, its
isotropy subgroup is a discrete subgroup of R™.

Proof. The Liouville vector field Z is tangent to every H; at infinity. Since Z is
tangent to H; for all 4 at infinity, the flag

Hn.--nH,cHiNn---NH,_1C---CH
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is Z-invariant at infinity, and in particular we have
ZeTC

at infinity of C. Since Z[s] = 1, Z is also transversal to s~!(r) for all sufficiently
large r > 0. Therefore the R™-action induces a free R /R-action on the set 0o C =
Oso M NC of asymptotic Liouville rays tangent to C'. Since the latter set is compact,
it follows that the R™/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 R™-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. O

With Lemma 3.11 in our disposal, the standard argument in the construction of
action-angle coordinates proves that each orbit of the R™-action is homeomorphic
to R™ x T2 for some ni, no with n1 + no = n. (See [Arn88, Section 49, Lemma
3] and its proof.) Since we are assuming that fibers are contractible, we immediate
conclude the following.

Corollary 3.12. Suppose 7¢ : C'— N¢ has contractible fibers. Then

(1) The R™-action is free and its fiber is naturally diffecomorphic to R™, i.e., it
is a principle R bundle over N¢.

(2) The map ¥ is an R™-equivariant diffeomorphism with respect to the trans-
lations of R™.

The inverse of U7, denoted by
7 : N xR™ = C (3.12)
is also easy to explicitly write down as follows. First we note
t; % (0c(re (@) = 0
for all i =1,...,m by the definitions of o¢; and tl-c’a. Now let a point
(4, (t1,...,tm)) € Ng x R™
be given. Then there is a unique point x € C satisfying
wo(z) =4
{xc—( A ). (3:13)

(See (2.23) for the definition of tic"g and (2.13) for the definition of the vector field
Z] respectively.) Then we define ®Z (4, (t1,...,ty,)) to be this unique point. It is
easy to check from definition that ®Z is indeed the inverse of 7. This finishes the
proof of Proposition 3.10. O

By applying the above proof and Proposition 3.10 to any sub-collection I C
{1,---,m} including the full collection itself, we also obtain the following stronger
form of Theorem 3.9

Theorem 3.13. Let I C {1,---,m} be any sub-collection, and define

H; = ﬂ H;.
el
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Assume 7y, : Hr — Ny, has contractible fibers. Let /\NHI be the canonical induced
Liouville form as before. Then the following hold:

(1) There is an Rl/l-action on H; that is free, proper and discontinuous such
that H; is foliated by the RII-orbits. In particular the map

g, Hr — Ny, x Rl

is an RI/I-equivariant diffeomorphism with respect to the RIl-action on H
and that of linear translations on RII.

(2) The leaf space Ny, carries a canonical structure of Liouville manifold with
boundary and corners.

By applying the above to the full collection C'= Hy,
proof of Theorem 3.9.

m}, we have finished the

.....

3.3. Compatibility of null foliations of clean coisotropic intersections. Let
Cs = C as in the previous section and let {01, ,0.,} a collection of sections
o; : Ng, — H; made in Choice 3.8. For each subset I C {1,---,m}, we have the
following section

or: NH} — Hp
defined by

UI([ED = (I)%II([[]? (07 T 70)) = ( (17{1)_1([6]7 (07 T 70)) (3'14)
for the diffeomorphism ® g, given in (3.13) applied to C = Hj.
Then for each pair of subsets I C J of {1,--- ,n}, we have the map

1/)31 : NHJ — NH[

given by

7 ([€]) == 7, (@, (16, 0, - -+, 0)). (3.15)
In particular consider the cases with I = {i}, J = {i,j} and K = {i,7,k}. Then
we prove the following compatibility of the collection of maps vy ;: For each i # 7,

we consider the maps
i
:= Y(ij3{i}, and the inclusion maps

Liji * H; N Hj — H;.

: NHiﬂHj — NHi
defined by 9

o
1,1

Proposition 3.14. Let {Hy,..., H,} be a collection of hypersurfaces satisfying
only (S1) and (S2). Then the maps 7. ; satisfy the following:

17,1
(1) They are embeddings.
(2) The diagram
H;nH; 2~ H, (3.16)

Wijl lﬂ’i
4

ij,i

NHiﬂHj — NHz

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

o o _ o
ij,i © wijk,ij = "/Jijk,i'

for all triples 1 <1, j, k <n.
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Proof. We first show that the map .

17,1

of the null-foliation of H; N H; such that
/1N H; =¥03N H;.

is an embedding. Let ¢1, {5 be two leaves

By definition of leaves, we have only to show that ¢; N ¢; # 0.
Let z € H; in the above two common intersection which obviously implies

LL‘EflﬁfgCH‘ﬁH‘.
This proves 97, ; is a one-one map. Then smoothness and the embedding property

of 7, ; follow from the definition of smooth structures given on the leaf spaces.
For the commutativity, we first note

V5. (i (@) = i (27 (745 (), 0,0))) (3.17)
by the definition of the maps ¢¢; ;. But by the definition (3.13) of ®f

7;» the point
Yy = (I)ij((ﬂij(x)voao))

is the intersection point
y € Image o; N Imageo;.

Since x € H; N H;, we can express it as

xr = ‘I)la:] (ﬂ'ij (I), tl, t2)
for some t1, to € R. In other words, it is obtained from y by the characteristic flows
of H; and H; by definition of ®7; in (3.13). In particular, we have

i (Liji(x)) = mi(y).
On the other hand, the definition of the null foliation of Ny, implies

mi(y) = ¢7;i(mij (x)) (3.18)
for all z € H; N H;. Combining the last two equalities and commutativity of the

diagram 7; o ¢45,; = 17; ; o mij, we have proved the commutativity of (3.16).
Finally we show that ¢, . is a symplectic map. Consider the pull-back
wij = (¥7.)" (W, )-

We will show that w; satisfies the defining property

17,1

WHiﬁijij = LHiﬁij7 w = d}\
of the reduced form on Ny,ny, under the coisotropic reduction on the coisotropic
submanifolds H; N H; C M. We compute
* o _ * o *
TH,nH;Yi; =~ TH;nNH; (l/fij,i) (WNH)
_ o *
= (wij,i ° T‘-HimHj) (wNHi)

(TH; ©th, NH; H, ) WN
k2

- (LHIQH],Hz)*(Tr?{,LwNH,L)

(rnm;,m,)" (g,w) = Cynm,w

where we use the defining condition of the reduced form WN, of wom,
T, WNy, = Lp,W

for the penultimate equality. Therefore we have proved

* o %
ﬂ-HiﬂH]‘w’L'j - LHiﬂH]‘w'
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This shows that the form wf; satisfies the defining equation (2.24) of the reduced

form wy,nm,. Then by the uniqueness of the reduced form, we have derived
Wg] = wHiﬁHj .
This proves (¢f; ;)" wh, = WH,nH,, 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 H;, H;, H} in the given coisotropic
collection and consider the two flags

HiﬂHijkCHimHj C H; (319)

and
HiﬂHj NH, C H;. (320)
The composition 7} ; o 17 ;. is the map obtained by the coisotropic reductions
in two stages and 17, ; is the one obtained by the one stage reduction performed
in the proof of Statement 1 with the replacement of the pair (H; N H;, H;) by
(H; N H; N Hg, H;). Then by the naturality of the coisotropic reduction, we have
proved Statement 2. This finishes the proof of the proposition. O

The following is an immediate corollary of the above proposition and its proof.
(See Remark 1.13 for the relevant remark on the stratified presymplectic manifolds.)

Corollary 3.15. The collection of maps
Wrtica,...my

are compatible in that the leaf space N, carries the structure of symplectic man-
ifold with boundary and corners.
4. LIOUVILLE 0-SECTORS AND CANONICAL SPLITTING DATA

Let {Hy,---,H,} be a clean coisotropic collection as in Definition 3.2. We
denote their intersection by

C=HinNn---NH,
as before, which is a coisotropic submanifold of codimension m associated thereto.
4.1. Definition of Liouville o-sectors with corners. Denote by tcn, : C — H;

the inclusion map, and o = {01, ...,0, } be the collection as before. This induces
the diagram

H, (4.1)

You,
Ne — Ny,
for all ¢ which are compatible in the sense of Statement (2) of Proposition 3.14. In
fact, we have
Dc =Dl +Duylc+ -+ Du,lc (42)

which canonically induces the leaf map ¢y, 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.
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Definition 4.1 (Liouville o-sectors with corners). Let M be a manifold with cor-
ners equipped with a Liouville one-form A. We call (M, \) a Liouville o-sector with
corners if at each sectorial corner § of M, the corner can be expressed as

Cs:=Hs1N---NHsm
for a clean coisotropic collection
{H&l, o 7H57m}
of o-sectorial hypersurfaces such that fibers of the map
mcs : Cs = Ne,
are contractible. We call such a corner Cs a o-sectorial corner of codimension m.

In the remaining section, we will derive the consequences of this definition.

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

7 : Nbhd(C) — C.

Choice 4.2 (Splitting I'Z). Let 0 = {01, - ,0m} be a choice of sections of clean
coisotropic collection {Hy, -+, Hp,}. Then we associate the splitting
=rg: TC=G:&Dc (4.3)
thereto given by the transversal symplectic subspace
Zle 1= (AVZ]2) " (TromNe @ {0)en). (4.4)

Applying Theorem 3.7, we obtain a diffeomorphism
U7 : Nbhd(C) =V C E* =T*F¢
where F¢ is the null foliation of C'. Furthermore the pushforward of symplectic
form dA on U is given by the canonical Gotay’s symplectic form on V' C E*
(\IJ%)*(d/\) = W*wC —dbr
for the presymplectic form we = ¢f5(dA) on C. (See Theorem 3.7.)
Note that we have
Dele = spang{Z1(z), -+, Zm(x)}

by definition of Z; above. Therefore the aforementioned R™-action induces an
R™-equivariant bundle isomorphism

Do = C x R™

over C. (This isomorphism does not depend on the choice of o but depends only
on the Liouville geometry of Nbhd(C N dooM). See Remark 2.35)

Then we have made the aforementioned splitting TC = GZ & D¢ given in (4.4)
R™-equivariant. In other words, for each group element t = (¢1,...,t,,) € R™, we
have the equality

dt(G2) = G7 .
For a fixed a > 0, we put

17 = +eot” (4.5)
which then satisfies dIf (Z;) = a I on C.
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Noting that the induced R™-action on T'C' preserves the subbundle
TFec=Dec CTC,

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

D& CcTC
for which we have the isomorphism

T*F = DE.
Therefore the R™-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 4.3. We can lift the vector fields Z;’s to Zj on T™3F which are the gener-
ators of the induced R™-action such that

) Zjle =2, _

(2) The collection {Z;} are commuting.

Proof. Let qSth be the flow of Z; on C. Since the R™-action is abelian, the vector

fields Z;’s are pairwise commuting. Then lifting Zj is nothing but the vector field
generating the isotopy of canonical derivative maps

((d¢%,))~':T*C = T*C
on T*C'. Since the flows (thj are commuting, their derivatives are also commuting.
Then obviously their dual flows ((d¢th )*)~1 on T*C are also commuting and hence

Zj’s too. The first condition also follows since any derivative maps zero vector to
a zero vector. This finishes the proof. O

We now define N

Izg = Izg O TTr*F.
Then {dINi7 AR df%} are linearly independent on a neighborhood of the zero section
of T*F if we choose the neighborhood small enough. This is because {dI{,...,dI3}
are linearly independent on C. By suitably adjusting the parametrization tic’g of

the R™-action, we can make the equation
dI7(Z;) = adiI7 (4.6)
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 {INf b ,fgl} as the (fiberwise) angle coor-
dinates, we can find a unique choice of (fiberwise) action coordinates
{Rira T Rgn}

over N¢ satisfying

{B7, 7} = by, B] 0 @i, =0
on a neighborhood V' C T*JF¢ of the zero section 07«5, = C. Now we define the
pull-back functions

R? := R{ 0 ®Z, I7:=170dY,
on U = Nbhd(C'). We also pull-back the vector fields Zj to Nbhd(C') by ®Z and
denote them by Z;. (Note that the notations I and Z; are consistent in that their
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restrictions to C' are nothing but the above already given I7 or Z; respectively on
C'.) Furthermore, we have the relationship

Zj = Xpgs.
(See the definition (3.11) of Z; on C'.)
Then we have
{R7, R]} = w(Xpy, Xpry) =w(Zi, Z;) =0
on Nbhd(C). Since Z; := Xgs, we have
Z;i|lw=dR{ (4.7)
on U = thdZ(C). This is precisely the defining equation of the moment map
¢% o : Nbhd(C) — g* = R™ with G = R™ given by
¢G,c(@) = (R (), -, Ry, (2))
for the above G = R™-action. Recall that the hypersurfaces H; are Z-invariant
at infinity. Therefore we can choose the neighborhood Nbhd(C) so that it is Z-
invariant at infinity. Then by the requirement put on the Liouville vector field
Z which is pointing outward along OM, we can choose the whole neighborhood
Nbhd(C) Z-invariant. Together with the normalization condition of R;’s
RY|u, = Ri o ®%|n, =0,
it also implies RZ > 0 on Nbhd(C) for all i. We now take the neighborhood U ¢ M
to be this Z-invariant neighborhood
U = Nbhd?(C).
The content of the above discussion can be summarized into the following in-

trinsic derivation of the splitting data.

Theorem 4.4 (o-Splitting data). Let C' C OM be a sectorial corner of codimension
n associated to the sectorial coisotropic collection {Hq, ..., H,,} on 9M. Then for
each choice

o= {0—1,... ,O'm}
of sections o; : Ng, — H; of mpy, for i =1,--- ,n, there is a diffeomorphism
g, : Nbhd?(C)NOM — F x R™
and
Y& Ne — F&
such that
(1) FZ =TImage o1 N---NImage o,

(2) (VE)swo = Tpwr,
(3) The following diagram

\I}é g m
OM|c — Fg xR (4.8)

lﬂ'aM WF(‘}\L

Nom|e — F¢.

o
C
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commutes for the map
= (UC OTFg, (va T 7Im))'
(4) The G-action with G = R™ has the moment map ¢g . : Nbhd? (C) — R™
given by
Q%,c = ( 1o 7R;‘n)
for a collection of Poisson-commuting R;’s satisfying the simultaneous nor-
malization condition

Ry
for all i on Nbhd?(C).
(5) The map Nbhd(OM) — Fc x CR,5, is given by the formula
Vo (z) = (oc(mpe(2)), R (z) + V-1I{ (z),..., R}, (z) + V-1I,(z)) . (4.9)

such that

Hi:O5 R?ZO

(V8)ww = mpwre + y_ AR AdIY. (4.10)
i=1
We call these data a o-splitting data of Nbhd(C) associated to the choice o =
{01, ,0m} of sections o; : Ny, — H;.

We also gather the following consequences of the above discussion separately.
The first one , in particular, states that Proposition 1.5 still holds for the Liouville
o-sectors with corners.

Theorem 4.5. (1) Each Liouville o-sector with corners is a Liouville sector in
the sense of Definition 3.1.
(2) The leaf space N¢, carries a natural structure of manifold with corners at
each sectorial corner § such that the map m¢, : M — N, is a morphism
of manifolds with corners.

Proof. We have already constructed a diffeomorphism
U§:0M|c, — Ff x R™
given by
Vi(x) = (mrg (), I (2), ..., I7,(2)).

Each I7 defined on OM is extended to the function :ff o ®7. on a symplectic
neighborhood Us := Nbhd?(Cs) € M via Gotay’s coisotropic neighborhood map

(I)g'a : thd(O(;) — T*S—'CJ
where the function Tf is canonically defined on a neighborhood
V C E* =T"F¢,.

This diffeomorphism ®¢, onto V5 C T™J also induces a splitting of the tangent
bundle T'Cjs

E‘(s . TCs = Gg &) TSFCS = Gg D ZDcé
such that G¢ is a transverse symplectic subbundle of T'Cs

§le = aw! (Tﬂ'Fg (I)Fg & {O})

at each x € Cs. Theorem 4.4 then finishes the construction of the data laid out in
Definition 3.1.
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For the proof of Statement (2), we start with the observation that for each H =
H; the canonical smooth structure on Ny carries the natural structure of a manifold
with boundary and corners through a choice of smooth section made in Choice
3.8, whose existence relies on the defining hypothesis of o-sectorial hypersurfaces
that the projection map 7y : H — Npy admits a continuous section. For each
choice of smooth section, by the same construction as in Subsection 2.6, we have
a symplectic structure (Ng,wny ), and a smooth map o, : Ng — 0o M which is
a symplectic diffeomorphism onto the convex hypersurface (Ff,w™) of the contact
manifold (0 M, &). For two different choices of splittings, the resulting structures
are diffeomorphic.

Finally it remains to verify the property of N¢ carrying the structure of the Li-
ouville manifolds with corners. But this immediately follows from the compatibility
result, Proposition 3.14: The moment map ¢¢; 5 : thdZ(Cg) — R’ provides local
description of the codimension k-corner of N¢,. This finishes the proof. O

5. SOLUTION TO [GPS17, Question 2.6] AND 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 [GPS17].

Theorem 5.1 (Question 2.6 [GPS17]). Suppose (M, ) is a Liouville manifold-
with-boundary that satisfies the following:

(1) Tts Liouville vector field Z is tangent to OM at infinity.
(2) There is a diffecomorphism OM = F x R sending the characteristic foliation
to the foliation by leaves R x {p}.

Then M is a Liouville o-sector.

The proof will be divided into two parts: we first examine the presymplectic
geometry component of the proof, and then combine the discussion with that of
the Liouville geometry.

In the mean time, the following is an immediate corollary of Theorem 5.1.

Corollary 5.2. In the presence of other conditions, the convexity condition (b) in
Definition (1.2) is equivalent to the existence of a diffeomorphism

OM NNbhd (0o M) = Fy X [N, 00)
sending the characteristic foliation to the foliation by leaves {p} x [N, oc0) for a
sufficiently large N > 0.
5.1. Presymplectic geometry. Denote by tgps : OM — M the inclusion map.
Then the one-form Ap := 15;,A induces the structure of presymplectic manifold

(OM, dXg).

By definition, Dgp; = kerdhg. Denote by ¥ : M — F x R the diffeomorphism

entering in the hypothesis. Then the hypothesis implies that we have a commutative
diagram

OM —2~F xR (5.1)

Jro |-

Najw —_— F
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where 1 := [U] : Nyps — F the obvious quotient map, which becomes a diffeomor-
phism. Obviously the map o : Ngps — OM defined by

o(0) == T (1(0),0) (5.2)

defines a continuous section of mgyr : OM — Ny, one of the defining data of
Liouville o-sectors.
Next, by Condition (1), we have

Ooo M N OM = Do (OM).

Therefore it remains to show convexity of 0o M NOM in Jsx M, i.e., that there exists
a contact vector field defined on Nbhd(0se M N OM) C 05 M that is transversal to
the hypersurface

Oco M N OM.

We denote the reduced symplectic form on Npas of the presymplectic form dAx,,,
by

WNoas -

Next we prove

Lemma 5.3. Suppose that Z is tangent to M outside a compact subset K C M.
Consider the pull-back Ay := tsM* X\ which is a presymplectic form. Let X be a
vector field tangent to ker g M*A = DgM. Then we have

Lxdo=0
on OM N (M \ K).

Proof. Let Z be tangent to OM N (M \ K) for a compact set K C M. Since X
spans the characteristic distribution of (OM, Ag), we have

X|d g =0

on M. On the other hand, since Z is tangent to IM N (M \ K) and X € kerwg =
d)\y, we also have

0=dX\o(Z, X) = Ao(X)

where the second equality follows by definition of Liouville vector field Z. Therefore
on OM N (M \ K), we compute

Lxdg=(d(X|N)+ X]d\)|omr =0
which finishes the proof. (|

We push-forward the presymplectic structure on OM to F' x R by ¥ and write
the resulting presymplectic form by

AP =W, (Ng)

on F' x R.
Lemma 5.4. £ o AP*® =0 on F X [N, 00) and so
AP = 1 A

for some one-form Ar on F, where g : F X R — F' is the projection.
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Proof. Let X be the pull-back vector field defined by X = \IJ*(%) on M. Suppose
that Z is tangent to OM on (M \ K)NOM for a compact subset K C M. Since K
is compact, there exists a sufficiently large N > 0 such that

U(K)C F x [-N,N].

In particular, we have F' x [N,00) C ¥(OM \ K) for a sufficiently large N € R.
Then Lemma 5.3 applied to H = M implies

Lo NP¢=0
ot

on F x [N,00), i.e., it is %—invariant and hence there exists a one-form Ap on F'
such that 7 Ap = AP'® thereon. This finishes the proof. O

We denote by
(Y,d\P*®), Y:=FxR

the resulting presymplectic manifold (F' x R, dAP*®).

Using Condition (1) of Theorem 5.1, we can choose a smooth section defined as
in Lemma 2.33. From now on, we fix o0 = 0;{, to be such a smooth section, which
also induces the natural Liouville form Ax,,, from Mg as constructed in Lemma
2.33, which satisfies

Aol{r=N} = Tonr AN, (5.3)
by choosing N so large that the form Ay on {I > N} is projectable where I = tong

for the coordinate function ¢ of R. (Similar discussion also applies on {I < —N}
with N > 0.) Then we have

YWy ) = dAF == wp

which is also the reduced symplectic form of dAP™ of F' x R relative to the choice
of section
oF 1= \IJoUoow_l (5.4)
of the trivial fibration F x R — F'.
By applying Theorem 4.4 for n = 1, we can extend the presymplectic map
U :0M — F x R to a symplectic thickening

U : Nbhd(OM) — F x C.

We equip V = Nbhd(F x R) C F' x C with the pushforward symplectic form
wy = U, (dN). (5.5)
We have the canonical isomorphism
T"FEXYXxR=FxRxRFxC
and H is contained in V' C T*F as the zero section of T*F. We denote by
pr:VCcT*F-=Y
the projection.
Lemma 5.5. Let s + v/—1t be the standard coordinates of C. We define
R:sow(co\f/, I:tomcogf
on F' x C. Then there is a neighborhood V'’ C V and a diffeomorphism
Y:V'N{I>N'}—=V
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onto its image that preserves (Y, d\P™) and so that

wyr =T 'wy =npwp +dR AN dI (5.6)
on {I > N’} NV’ for some sufficiently large N’ > 0.
Proof. Recall from (5.3) that

priAP = g
on {I > N} for a sufficiently large N > 0. Then the inclusion
(F x{I > N},d\P"®) — (F x C,mpwp +dR A dI)

is a coisotropic embedding and the lemma follows by the uniqueness of Gotay’s

coisotropic embedding theorem. ([

Based on this lemma, we may and will assume
U d\ =wy = hwp +dRAAL,  wp = owx,,, (5.7)

on Nbhd(F x R) € F x Cre>o. From now on, we will work with the trivial
fibration F x R =: H as a hypersurface in the Liouville manifold (V,wy) with
VCFxC=T*F.

5.2. Liouville geometry. Now we take the Liouville form of (V,wy ) given by
Ay = U\
and let Zy = U, Z be its associated Liouville vector field. By definition, Zy satisfies
Zy |d\y = Ay (5.8)
where we have
d\y = mpwp + dR AN dI
from (5.7). By decomposing the Liouville vector field Zy into

9] 0]
ZV—XF+CL%+bE (59)

in terms of the splitting TV = TF & TC, we compute
Zde)\V = XFJTF;WF +adl —bdR
for some coefficient functions a = a(y, R,I), b = b(y, R,I) for (y,R,I) € F x C.

Then (5.8) becomes
Xp|mhwp +adl —bdR = Ay. (5.10)

Proposition 5.6. Regard {R = 0} =: H as a hypersurface of V. Let b be the
coefficient function appearing in (5.9). Then we have b# 0 on V' N{I > C'} on a
possibly smaller neighborhood V' C V of H for a sufficiently large constant C’ > 0.

Proof. We denote by ¢ : H — V the inclusion map. We first recall from Lemma
5.3 that X = \I/*% € ker d\g. Therefore we have

0

— |U,drg =0
on F' xR, since ¥, A\g = AP™ = 1}; Ay, Since wr = dAr and dA\y = nndA\p+dRAdI,
we have

d(/\V - W;)\F - IdR) =0.



42 YONG-GEUN OH

Since the choice of ¢ made in Lemma 2.32 implies
F;)\F = \If*)\a = L;[)\V
we have 5;(A\y — 7 Ap — IdR) = 0. In particular the form Ay — 7 Ap — IdR is
exact on any neighborhood V' of {R = 0} which deformation retracts to {R = 0}.
Therefore we have
)\V - W})\F — IdR = th

on such a neighborhood V for some function hy : V — R, i.e.,

Av = TpAr + IdR + dhy. (5.11)
Since ker 13, (dAv) = span{Z}, we have
0
—|dA\y =0
o1/

on H. Then since Z is tangent to H at infinity, we have

0 0
W (D)= (22) -0

Obviously we have (mpAp + I dR)(%) = 0. Therefore we have derived
Ohy
B o™
by evaluating (5.11) against %. Therefore hy|fr—g) does not depend on I. In
particular, we have

lhvI(r=0illcr <C
for some constant C' > 0. In turn, since hy is a smooth function, we have

[hvler < €7

by precompactness of V/R on a sufficient small neighborhood V' C V of H = {R =
0} for some constant C’ choosing C’ larger, if necessary. In particular we have

h
Ha—v < (5.12)

6R CO;V’

Substituting (5.11) into (5.10), we obtain the equation
Xrld\v +adl —bdR = npAp + IdR + dhy.

By evaluating this equation against %, we obtain

Ohy
b= 1+ LY
(1+5F)
on V. Therefore we have b(y,R,I) # 0 for all (y,R,I) € V', if |I| > C’. This
finishes the proof. (I

From (5.9), we have derived
Zy (1] = bly, R, I).

In particular Zy[I] # 0 on
I"Y(N)nVv

for any N > C’ and hence any such level set is a contact-type hypersurface in V.
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5.3. Combining the two. The following lemma then will finish the proof of The-
orem 5.1.

Lemma 5.7. The Hamiltonian vector field X; induces a contact vector field on
the contact-type hypersurface I=1(N) that is transversal to F := I~}(N) N oM
for all N > C".

Proof. By the expression of symplectic form in (5.6) we have

0 0
i X, ETin —Xhg.

This implies

1 =d\Xg,X1) = -bd\(Z,X1) = =bA(X7).

Since X is tangent to the level set I~1(N), X; defines a contact vector field thereon
which is transversal to the contact distribution of I=(N) induced by the contact
form Oy = (A

The same discussion applies to F_, which finishes the proof. O

This finishes the proof of Theorem 5.1.

6. STRUCTURE OF LIOUVILLE 0-SECTORS AND THEIR AUTOMORPHISM GROUPS

Our definition of Liouville o-sectors with corners enables us to give a natural
notion of Liouville automorphisms which is the same as the case without boundary
and which does not depend on the choice of splitting data.

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

Definition 6.1. Let (M, \) be an Liouville manifold without boundary. We call a
diffeomorphism ¢ : M — M a Liouville automorphism if ¢ satisfies

O\ =\ +df

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

It is easy to check that Aut(M) forms a topological group. Now we would like
extend this definition of automorphisms to the case of Liouville o-sectors. For
this purpose, we need some preparations by examining the universal geometric
structures inherent on the boundary M of a Liouville manifold with boundary
and corners.

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

Definition 6.2. Let (Y,w) and (Y’,w’) be two presymplectic manifolds. A dif-
feomorphism ¢ : Y — Y’ is called presymplectic if ¢*w’ = w. We denote by
PSymp(Y,w) 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.)
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Then we note that any diffeomorphism ¢ : (M,0M) — (M,0M) satisfying
PN = \+df (6.1)

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

b0 == ¢lom
on OM equipped with the presymplectic form
wy = d)\a, )\a =05\
for the inclusion map ¢ : OM — M.

Lemma 6.3. The presymplectic diffeomorphism ¢y : M — OM preserves the
characteristic foliation of OM.

Proof. We have
Donm = ker wg.
Since any Liouville automorphism ¢ of (M, M) satisfies (6.1), we have

Ppwa = wa.
Therefore we have
O« (Donr) = Domr
which finishes the proof. O

In fact, for the current case of our interest Y = OM, the presymplectic form wy
is exact in that
wy = d)\a, )\a =\
Furthermore (6.1) implies that ¢ actually restricts to an exact presymplectic dif-
feomorphism
Po : (OM,wa) — (OM,wp)
on OM in that
¢§/\a—)\a=dh, hzfoL
where the function i : X — R is not necessarily compactly supported.
We have a natural restriction map

Aut(M, ) = PSymp(OM,ws); @ — da. (6.2)

Definition 6.4 (Pre-Liouville automorphism group Aut(0M, \y)). We call a dif-
feomorphism ¢ : (OM, \g) — (OM, \g) a pre-Liouville diffeomorphism if the form
o* Ao — \p is exact. We say ¢ is a pre-Liouville automorphism if it satisfies

" Ao = Ao+ dh
for a compactly supported function h : 9M — R. We denote by Aut(OM, \y) the
set of pre-Liouville automorphisms of (0M, \g).

The following is an immediate consequence of the definition.

Corollary 6.5. The restriction map (6.2) induces a canonical group homomor-
phism
Aut(M, \) — Aut(OM, Ns).

We recall that OM carries a canonical transverse symplectic structure arising
from the presymplectic form d\g. (See [OP05, Sectioon 4].)
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Proposition 6.6. The induced pre-Liouville automorphism ¢y := ¢|ans : M —
OM descends to a (stratawise) symplectic diffeomorphism

ONoar  Nonr — Nowr
and satisfies
TOM © P9 = PNpp © TOM
when we regard both M and Nyj; as manifolds with corners.

6.2. Automorphism group of Liouville o-sectors. Now we are ready give the
geometric structure of Liouville o-sectors.

Definition 6.7 (Structure of Liouville o-sectors). We say two Liouville o-sectors
(M, ) and (M’,N') are isomorphic, it there exists a diffeomorphism ¢ : M —
M’ (as a manifold with corners) such that ¢¥*\ = X\ + df for some compactly
supported function f : M — R. A structure of Liouville o-sectors is defined to be
an isomorphism class of Liouville o-sectors.

With this definition of the structure of Liouville o-sectors in our disposal, the
following is an easy consequence of the definition and Proposition 6.6, which shows
that the definition of an automorphism of a Liouville sector (M, A) is in the same
form as the case of Liouville manifold given by the defining equation

YN = A+ df

for some compactly supported function f : M — R, except that v is a self diffeo-
morphism of M as a stratified manifold and the equality of the above equation as
in the sense of Remark 1.13.

Theorem 6.8 (Automorphism group). Let (M, \) be a Liouville o-sector. Suppose
a diffeomorphism 1 : M — M satisfies

YAN= A+ df (6.3)
for some compactly supported function f : M — R. Then ¢ is an automorphism
of the structure of Liouville o-sectors.

Proof. We first discuss how the action of diffeomorphisms 1 satisfying
PAN= A+ df

affects the structure of Liouville o-sectors, when the function f is compactly sup-
ported. In particular we have

o Y*d\ = d),

e Y*)\ = )\ at infinity.
Then 1 restricts to a presymplectic diffeomorphism 5 : IM — OM which is also
pre-Liouville, i.e., satisfies

(1/)|3M)*/\a =X +dh

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

(M, 9*X) = (M, A + df )

is isomorphic to that of (M, ). For this, we make a choice of ¢ = {01, -+ ,0m}
associated to a clean coisotropic collection {Hq, ..., Hp,} for each sectorial corner
0 of M with

Cs=HnNn---NH,,.
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Such a collection exists by definition for (M, A) being a Liouville o-sector.
Now we consider the pushforward collection of hypersurfaces

{H{7 7H7/n} = {w(Hl)vvw(Hm)}

Since smooth diffeomorphisms between two manifolds with corners preserve strata
dimensions by definition, we work with the defining data of (M, *\) stratawise of
the fixed dimensional strata.

We first need to show that each H/ is o-sectorial hypersurface by finding a
collection

o ={o},...,0m}
where each o7 is a section o H] respectively. For this purpose, we prove the following
Lemma 6.9. Choose the sections o;s so that
Imageo; C M \ supp df.
Then there exists a neighborhood Nbhd(9 M) such that the following hold:
(1) The map v : Nbhd(0-c M) N H; — H; descends to a diffeomorphism [¢] :
NHi — :NHi-
(2) The map Uf : Ny, = ¥(H;) defined by
Uzp =oo;oh] !
is a section of the projection ¢(H;) — Ny(m,) = Ng;, .
Proof. Since Imageo; C M \ supp df, we have
PA=A

on Imageo; := F;. In particular, the projection mg, : H; — Np, restricts to a
bijective map on F;. Furthermore since ¢¥*\ = A on Nbhd (0., M ), the associated
Liouville vector field Zy of X\ satisfies

Vi Z\ = Iy

thereon. Recall that v restricts to a diffeomorphism on M (as a map on manifold
with corners). Then the equality ¢*A = X implies ¥5d\s = d\s and hence

dips(ker dhg) = ker d)s
on Nbhd(0M) N H;. Therefore ¢ descends to a diffeomorphism [¢] : Ng, — N,

so that we have the commutative diagram

Hi — 2 ()

lﬂHi lﬂw(fm

Ni, — 2 N

By composing o = 1 0 0; with 7,y to the left, we obtain
Tp(H,)0F = Ty(i;) © 0 07 = [l o ma, 0 0 =[]
which is a diffeomorphism. Therefore the map
Uzp =1oa,=1oo;o[h] "

is a section of the projection Hj — Np. This finishes the proof. O
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Clearly any diffeomorphism preserves the clean intersection property. This proves
that any diffeomorphism ¢ satisfying ¥*A = X\ + df with compactly supported f
is an automorphism of the structure of Liouville o-sectors. (See Definition 3.1 and
6.7.) This finishes the proof of the theorem. O

Based on this discussion, we will unambiguously denote by Aut(M) the auto-
morphism group of Liouville o-sector (M, \) as in the case of Liouville manifolds.

Remark 6.10. (1) The above proof shows that the group Aut(M, \) is man-
ifestly the automorphism group of the structure of Liouville o-sectors. We
alert the readers that this is not manifest in the original definition of Liou-
ville sectors from [GPS17], [GPS18].

(2) This simple characterization of the automorphism groups of Liouville o-
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 [0T20] 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 A on M induces a natural contact struc-
ture on its ideal boundary 0, M. We denote the associated contact struc-
ture by . Then we have another natural map

Aut(M, X) — Cont (9o M, £5)

where (0o M, €s) is the group of contactomorphisms of the contact mani-
fold (Do M, &x). (See [GirlT7], [OT] for the details.)

(4) The different geometric nature of (OxM, &) and (OM, Ng) is partially
responsible for the difficulty of the constructions of a pseudoconvex pair
(¢, J) in a neighborhood

Nbhd (9o M U OM)

such that the almost complex structures J is amenable to the (strong)
maximum principle) for the (perturbed) pseudoholomorphic maps into the
Liouville sectors as manifested in [Oh21].

7. MONOID OF LIOUVILLE 0-SECTORS AND SMOOTHING PROFILES

As mentioned before, the enlarged set of manifolds with corners forms a monoid
under the product. We now show that this monoidal structure restricts to the set
of Liouwville o-sectors with corners by defining the product as a Liouville o-sector
with corners.

In this section, when we say ‘sectorial’, it always means o-sectorial and will not
mention this throughout the section, unless necessary.

7.1. Monoid of manifolds with corners. We start with some discussion on the
boundary of manifolds with corners. We will regard the boundaries themselves as
corners of codimension one and do not separate them from other corners, and call
manifolds with boundary and corners just manifolds with corners for the simplicity
of naming.

For a noncompact manifold with corner M, we have the standard definition of
the ideal boundary, also called as the asymptotic boundary. In the present paper,
to facilitate our exposition on the ideal boundary of the product of Liouville sectors
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later, we reserve the name ‘ideal boundary’ for the ideal boundary for the Liouville
manifolds (with corners) and denote by

Qlioups

for the latter meaning. We reserve the name ‘asymptotic boundary’ for the ideal
boundary in the context of topological spaces and denote them by

O M

which is defined as follows.

We recall some basic definitions of the end and the asymptotic boundary (or also
called the ideal boundary) of a noncompact manifold M. We adopt the definitions
from [Ric63] where it is applied to a surface which however applies equally to general
topological spaces.

Definition 7.1. Let M be a noncompact topological space. An end of M is an
equivalence class of nested sequences p = {P; D P> D ...} of connected unbounded
regions in M such that

(1) The boundary of P; in M is compact for every i.
(2) For any bounded subset A of M, P,N A = & for sufficiently large i

Twoends p={Pi D P, D ...} and ¢ ={Q1 D Q2 D ...} are equivalent if for any
n there is a corresponding integer N such that P, C @y holds and vice versa. We
say an equivalence class

[{PlDPQD...}]
an end of M.

When M is a manifold of finite type, we assume that each end is cylindrical, i.e.,
we may assume the sequence P; D P, D -- - is topologically stable and assume that
P; is diffeomorphic to P; x [0,00) and JF; is compact. (In the term of [Ric63] in
two dimensions, such an end is called a planar end.) So from now on, we assume
M is of finite type.

Then we define the notion of the asymptotic boundary of M as follows.

Definition 7.2 (Asymptotic boundary). The asymptotic boundary, denoted by
O0-cM of M is a topological space equipped with the topology induced from 0P; for
sufficiently large j.

Now we introduce the notion of ideal completion.

Definition 7.3 (Ideal completion). Let M be as above. The ideal completion
denoted by M is the coproduct

M=M]]oM

equipped with the finest topology for which both inclusion maps O M, M — M
are continuous.

Now we restrict ourselves to the case of noncompact manifolds with boundary
and corners.

It is also useful to consider the definition of the full boundary of the ideal com-
pletion in the study of pluri-subharmonic exhaustion functions of Int M.
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Definition 7.4 (Full boundary of M). We define the DM to be the boundary of
M which is the union of M and 0, M
DM :=0M = OM U O, M.
Recall that for given two manifolds with corners X and Y, we have
X xY)=0X xY | JX x 0y
as a manifold with corners. Then we have the following

Lemma 7.5. Let (X,\x) and (Y,\y) be two Liouville sectors (with corners).
Then

Oo(X XY) 1= (00X xY)U (X x 05Y),
DX xY) = DX xYU(X xDY).
Proof. The proof is a straightforward calculation and so omitted. O

Example 7.6. Let (M, ) be a Liouville sector and consider the splitting
Nbhd(OM) =2 F x Cre>o
as the product of manifolds with boundary and corners. Then we have
Do (F X Cre>0) = (0o F' X Cre>0) U (F X 9soCre>0)-
We also have
D(F x Cre>0) = (DF x Cre>0) U (F x D(Cre>0))
which carries a natural structure of manifold with corners.
We also have the following which is one of the main reasons why the Floer moduli

spaces arising in the wrapped Fukaya category and the symplectic cohomology are
monoidal. (See Subsection 8.2 below.)

Corollary 7.7. Let 1) be an exhaustion function for a neighborhood Nbhd(DX) of
the Liouville sector X. The level sets 1)~ (r) smoothly approximate D(F x Cre>0)
as r — oo in the obvious sense as a manifold with corners.

7.2. Monoid of Liouville o-sectors with corners. In this section, Liouville
sectors mean Liouville sectors with corners omitting ‘with corners’.

We start with recalling the following standard definition of the ideal boundary
of Liouville manifolds (M, A).

Definition 7.8 (Asymptotic Liouville rays). Let (M, ) be a Liouville manifold
and denote by Z its Liouville vector field. We call a Liouville trajectory escaping
to infinity an asymptotic Liouville rays as time flows to +o0o. When dim M = 2,
we also define a positive (resp. negative) asymptotic ray as it escapes to infinity as
time flows to 400 respectively, as described in Section 2.

Definition 7.9 (Ideal boundary of Liouville manifolds). The ideal boundary 9%i°® M
is the set of Liouville equivalence classes of asymptotic Liouville rays of Z;.

The following is easy to check whose proof is omitted.

Lemma 7.10. Let (M, \) be a Liouville sector. Then we have
LN — oM.
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We consider the product of Liouville sectors. We now show that the monoidal
structure of the category of manifolds with corners restricts to the set of (intrinsic)
Liouville sectors with corners by defining the product as a Liouville sector with
corners.

Proposition 7.11. The product of Liouville o-sectors (X, Ax) and (Y, Ay)
(X x ¥irieAx + 7 Ay)

is canonically a Liouville o-sector with corners. In particular the set of Liouville
o-sectors with corners is a submonoid of the monoid of manifolds with boundary
and corners under the product.

Proof. First we check that the vector field
Zxxy =ZLx ®Zy
satisfies
Zxxyld(mxAx + 7y dy) = (Zx ©0)]d(rxAx) @ (0 Zy)|d(ry \y)
= (Zx]d\x)® (Zyld\zy)=Zx ® Zy = Zxxy

on Int(X x Y'). This shows that Zx «y is the Liouville vector field of the Liouville
form 7 Ax + 73 Ay on Int(X x Y). Furthermore it is tangent to 9(X x Y') near
infinity if Zx and Zy are tangent to X x {y} and {x} x Y near infinity respectively.
This proves that Zx xy is tangent to the boundary

(X xY)\0X x9Y

at infinity, where 0X x dY is a corner of X x Y of codimension 2.
Therefore a Liouville trajectory v: R — X X Y is given by

V() = (vx(8), 7y (1))

which is complete in the sense that either 7 is forward complete or exits (X x Y)
in finite time.
Next we examine the o-sectorial structure of the product X x Y. Note that

X xY)=0X xY | JX x Y.

And the characteristic foliation of (X x Y) is given by C' x {y} on 0X x Y and
{z} x C’ respectively. Obviously they are homeomorphic to R if C' and C’ are.
Therefore we have the defining continuous section orer @ Ny(xxy) — (X x Y)
given by

Oret(£) = (oXe(mx (0)), 7y (f)) ondX xY
) (mx (£), 0k (my (£))) on X x 0Y

where afgf and 03‘;0 the defining sections of the Liouville o-sectors X, Y respectively.
These prove that the pair (Hy, Ha) of

Hy:=0X xY, Hy:=Xx09Y
is a sectorial collection. This finishes the proof. O
Corollary 7.12. We have
ONMX xY) = ¥MX x Y| JX x 9%y,
DX xY) = DXxY|JXxDV.
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Proof. The lemma immediately follows from Lemma 7.5 and Proposition 7.10. [

Remark 7.13. One can define the compact o-sectorial domain with corners W in
the same way as one does the Liouville domain, except that we need to add one
requirement of the existence of outer collaring of OW which reads that the outward
pointing Liouville vector fields along the various codimension zero strata of OM
are compatible: Then can be smoothly interpolated to one another along the outer
collar of the intersections of the codimension zero strata of M. Our canonical
description, Theorem 4.4 of the o-splitting data at the sectorial corners enables us
to prove the existence of such an outer collaring. Since we do not use this in the
present paper, we do not elaborate this further here postponing its full explanation
elsewhere.

7.3. Smoothing profiles and their products.

7.3.1. Compatible corner smoothing of [0,00)™. In this subsection, we borrow the
construction from [FOO020, Section 18.5] and [Oh21, Section 3] which provides a
family of local models of corner smoothing of

12n0 = [07 Oo)m

that is compatible with various m and with the S,,-symmetry for the coordinate
swapping. Combination of constructions given in [FOO020, Condition 18.21] and in
[Oh21, Section 3] provides a family of compatible convex corner smoothing functions
as follows.

Definition 7.14 (Convex smoothing functions of RT,)). A symmetric convex smooth-

ing function on R¥ is a function ¢ : R¥ — R satisfy_ing the following:

(CV1) The restriction ¢|gs is Sy -invariant for all subsets J C n = {1,...,n}.
Here R’ C R™ is the obvious copy of RI”I.

(CV2) Hess(yp) is positive semi-definite everywhere.

(CV3) Hess(i|gs) is compactly supported on R” for all subsets J C n for |J| > 1.

We denote the set thereof by Conv?t (R¥).

k
m
It is shown in [Oh21, Section 3] that the set is nonempty, which are also convex
and so contractible.
We now fix a constant ey > 0 which will measure the size of Nbhd(0M) once and
for all. We will utilize a two-parameter family of such convex smoothing functions
parameterized by € > 0 and Ty > 0 as follows.

Definition 7.15 (Convex smoothing functions of RT;). Let € > 0 be a sufficiently
small constant and T > 0 a sufficiently large constant such that

3
€ < 2T0\/E < 560.

Then we consider a family of functions ¢7, : RY; — R>( that satisfies the following:
(1) We have

o5 (x1,. .., xm) =x; when z; > 2Tp\/e, and 0 < z; < % for j #i (7.1)

(2) dp(z1,...,2m) =0if and only if (z1,...,2m) = 0.
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7.3.2. Smoothing profiles. Recall from Definition 4.1 that M is a union of a collec-
tion of cleanly intersecting hypersurfaces Hy, ..., H,, C M (cylindrical at infinity)
near each sectorial corner of M of codimension k for some k with

C=H,Nn---NH,.
The o-splitting data given in Theorem 4.4 is the collection of maps
Uc : Nbhd(IM) — Fe x R,
associated to the corners satisfying

(Pe)e(dN) = wre + Y dR; AdI;
=1

with a canonically given symplectic from wp, on Fe.

Definition 7.16 (Sectorial corner smoothing). Let C' be a sectorial corner of M.
Define the function

Smyp = —loggookfla = —logp(R1,...,Rm) (7.2)
which we call a sectorial corner smoothing function.

Then we fix a contact-type hypersurface Sy C M and a Liouville embedding
S % [0,00) — M that equips a symplectization end of M. We denote by s = sg,
the associated radial function.

Definition 7.17 (End-profile function). Consider the function

Smst1,0s 1= — logpa (€7 mses e7%) (7.3)

at each sectorial corner Cs. We glue these functions of the corners by a partition
of unity and denote by

Sp, @ i={ps}

the resulting function, which we call an end-profile function of the end of M, O MU
oM.

Condition 7.18 (Smoothing profile). (1) We fix a contact-type hypersurface
So C M and the associated decomposition

M =W Ugw So X [0,00), oW = 8,.

and the associated radial function s = sg,.
(2) At each sectorial corner Cs of Nbhd(9se M UOM), we fix the following data:
e a splitting data (Fs, {(Rs, I5)}) with Fs = (Rs, I5)~*(0,0),
e convex smoothing function

V5 = Prs+1 € €onusm(Rk“+1).
and its associated sectorial corner smoothing function
Sks,p - thd(C(;) — R.

(3) An end profile function s, defined as in Definition 7.17.
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7.3.3. Product of smoothing profiles. Let (X, Ax) and (Y, Ay) be Liouville o-sectors
with corners.

The following shows that the o-splitting data is monoidal whose proof is straight-
forward and so is omitted.

Lemma 7.19. For given o-splitting data (FX, {(RX,IX)}) of X along a sectorial

a) o
Y

corner C,, of codimension k, and (FBY, {(Rrs ,Ig)/)} of Y along Cs of codimension
kg, their product

XXY XXY 7XXY
(Fop {Rap - Tas™ )

= (EX <y Ux x B, (1 BE mie MUK RY m 1Y)} ) ) (74)
is a o-splitting data for X x Y.
We also have
DX xY) = HMX xY)| Jax xY)
= DXxY|JXxDV.

Remark 7.20. An upshot of this function s, is that it is J-convex for sectorial
complex structures J to be introduced later in that —d(ds, o J) > 0 as a (1,1)-
current.

Next equip each of X and Y with an end-profile function
Sx = S@X, Sy ‘= 5&,9;/

defined as in Definition 7.17.
Equip X, Y with end-profile functions sx and sy associated to the collections

{Ska+1-,<,0a7 {Sk5+l,<p5}-
with

Skatlpa = —logpa(e” v e”%)}
Skatlps = —logpa(e Fave e™?) (7.5)

for convex symmetric smoothing functions ¢k, 41 : Rﬁ_‘*“ — R and @41 ¢
R SR,

Next we state the following lemma whose proof is immediate by definition and
so left to the readers.

Lemma 7.21. Take symplectization radial functions s¥ and s¥ of X and Y re-
. . X Y. .

spectively. Then the function —logpa(e™ ,e™%" ) is transversal to the product

Liouville vector fields ZX x Z¥ on sy} (r) for all sufficiently large r > 0. We

denote
sXXY .= —log ¢2(675x7675y)
and call it the (smoothed) product radial coordinate of sX and s¥. Furthermore,
we have
xy T s% sX >Rt e > €p

s = {w;‘/sy s > R, R >, (7.6)
for a fixed small constant €, > 0 depending on ¢ and for a sufficiently large constant
R* > 0.
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Definition 7.22 (Product end-profile function). We define the product end-profile
function

Sx*wﬁy:XXY—)R
by taking the union of the local convex interpolation
{Ska+kﬁ+17¢ : thd(Ca X C,@) — R}
defined by

Ska+kﬂ+1,<ﬂ == IOg ©3 (eisko“kpa ) e Skasea IR eisxxy)
followed by taking a partition of unity thereof on X x Y.

We unravel by definition the arguments inside parenthesis into

Ska#’a = _log (Sﬁka (Ra,17 s aRa,kQ))
Skppp = IOg (@kg (RﬁJv SRR Rﬁ,kﬁ))
and hence we have
Ska+ks+1,p
_¢X Y
= —logws (sﬁka (Ra1s- s Raky)s ks (Rpas - Rpky), 02 (6 ,€ ))

(7.7)
Lemma 7.23. The function
Sx*g,ﬁyZXXY—}R

is an exhaustion function of Nbhd(D(X x Y')) and its level sets smoothly approxi-
mate the full boundary D(X x Y).

Proof. We first note that the function
- 1Og ¥3 (67x7 67y7 eiz)

is a convex three-term interpolation of the functions z, y and z on Rio whose

level sets smoothly approximates of the boundary BRéo. This being said, the first
statement follows from definition of the convex smoothing functions ¢, and the
second is obvious by construction. ([

8. SECTORIAL ALMOST COMPLEX STRUCTURES AND GRADIENT-SECTORIAL
LAGRANGIANS

In this section, we assume that we are given the splitting data and end-profile
functions

S5x = S@X, Sy ‘= E@Y
respectively for X and Y. Then we consider a product end-profile function
SXxY ‘= 58X *p Sy

as defined before. Note that this product depends on the choice of convex functions
o which is, however, a contractible choice.
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8.1. Definition of sectorial almost complex structures. Note that a splitting
data
Nbhd(9M) = F x Closo,  {(R7,I7)}i
provides a foliation, denoted by Fr, of symplectic hypersurfaces whose leaves are
given by
Fx {(xvy)}(x,y)ecncgo'
We now introduce the following class of almost complex structures.

Definition 8.1 (Sectorial almost complex structures). Let (M, ) be a Liouville
sector with boundary and corners equipped with a smoothing profile whose associ-
ated splitting is given by

Nbhd(9M) = F x Closo,  {(R7, 17},

707
and whose associated end-profile function is s,.
An w-tame almost complex structure J on a Liouville sector is said to be sectorial
(with respect to the given smoothing profile) if J satisfies the following:

(J1) [FF is J-complex] In a neighborhood of Nbhd? (M) of M, we require

J (T*F D Ospan{dR;’,dIf}?zl) CT"'Fe& Ospan{dR;’,dlf k (81)
and J restricts to an almost complex structure of contact-type on F.
(J2) [(sy,J) is a pseudoconvex pair] In a neighborhood Nbhd? (9M) U 0s.)

of OM \ Nbhd (oo M), we have
—d(ds,0J) >0
is a positive (1, 1)-current.

We denote by J5°° = H;‘jf(M ) the set of sectorial almost complex structures.

Such an almost complex structures is also studied in [Oh21] where the common
asymptotically Z-invariant Lagrangians are still adopted as branes of the wrapped
Fukaya category. Obviously any almost complex structure of the form

—ds, 0 J = \+df

satisfying (J1) is sectorial, which includes both the class of k-sectorial almost com-
plex structures and that of A-sectorial almost complex structures from [Oh21]. In
particular HEZC is nonempty and contractible.

The following proposition is the reason why we consider the sectorial almost
complex structures instead of A-sectorial ones from [Oh21]. Such a natural inclusion
does not exist for the set of A-sectorial almost complex structures therefrom.

Proposition 8.2. Consider the product J; x J, for J; € HiCXCt and Jy € Hiift. Then
(sxxvy,J1 x J2) satisfies the following:

(1) —dsxxy o (J1 X J2) = fxmiA + fymiAe for positive function fx, fy :
X XY — R of the form
fx =v1(sx,sv), fy = a(sx,sv)
where 11,19 > 0.
(2) (sxxv,J1 x J2) is a pseudoconvex pair.
In particular we have

sec sec sec
HEX x HSY - 85X><Y'
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Proof. We compute

0 0
—dsxxy o (J1 x J2) = —ﬂ(ﬁ){xy)dﬁx oJ; — ﬂ(ﬁ){xy)dﬁy oJy

Or Jy

0 0
= %(5XXY)7T;()\1 + %(5X><Y)7T;)\2'
By setting

_ Op2 Oy

fx = o (5X><Y)7 fr = By (5X><Y)

we have finished the first statement.
To prove the second statement, we keep computing
82@2
—d(dSXXyO(Jl X Jz)) = 22 (SXXy) (dﬁxojl)/\dﬁx

52 ) 01+ 2 )
82<p2
Iy?
The first and the third summand are nonnegative currents since dsx o J; Adsx and
dsy o Jo A dsy are nonnegative (1,1)-currents and

Por  Por

0x2’ 022 ~
On the other hand, the second summand is nonnegative because dX is a positive
(1,1)-current and

+ (5X><y) (dSy OJQ) Adsy.

992 Ipa o
Or oy —

This finishes the proof. O
As usual, we denote by g; the w-tame metric given by
w(v, Jw) + w(w, Jv)

2
for each given sectorial almost complex structure .J.

g7(v,w) =

8.2. Gradient-sectorial Lagrangians and their products. As mentioned be-
fore, the enlarged set of manifolds with corners forms a monoid under the product.
We next identify the set of objects for the wrapped Fukaya category of a Liouville
sectors with corners. We omit other brane data such as the orientation or the spin
structure since they are not changed from the usual description in the literature
and do not enter the discussion of the current paper.
We introduce the following normalized gradient vector field on a neighborhood

Nbhd(DM)
grads
Zs = Tarads]? (8.2)
where the gradient is taken with respect to the metric ¢ = g;. By definition, we
have Z,[s] =1 > 0 on Nbhd(DM).
The following is the key lemma towards our proof of monoidality of the class
of gradient-sectorial Lagrangian submanifolds we introduce below. Its proof is an
immediate consequence of the definition of convex smoothing function ¢o from

[Oh21, Section 3.2], more specifically by (7.6).



MONOID OF LIOUVILLE SECTORS WITH CORNERS 57

Lemma 8.3. For any given ¢y > 0, there exists sufficiently large ro > 0 such that

XXY —sX =Y
SXxy = 8 = —logpa(e™® ,e7° )

whenever dist(xz, (X x Y)) > ¢g and sxxy (z) > 7.

Now we are ready to introduce the notion of gradient-sectorial Lagrangians with
respect to the end-profile function s,. This a variation of sectorial Lagrangians
introduced in [Oh21]. Equip M with any tame metric such as g; given above for a
sectorial J.

Definition 8.4 (Gradient-sectorial Lagrangian branes). Let (M, A) be a Liouville
sector with corners. Let s be the end-profile function associated to a given smooth-
ing profile. We say an exact Lagrangian submanifold L of (M,w) is gradient-
sectorial if
(1) L C Int M\ M, and dist(L,dM) > 0.
(2) There exist a sufficiently large ro > 0 such that L N s !([rg,00)) is Z-
invariant.

Remark 8.5 (Comparison with sectorial Lagrangians [Oh21]). The vector field Z,
coincides with the Liouville vector field Z on the symplectization end [0, 00) x S
of M if we set s = s and J is Z-invariant so that

0

57

in the Z-invariant splitting
T'M = spang{Z, Ro} & {(s=0}

with respect w = d(e® ), where Ry is the Reeb vector field of the contact-type
hypersurface Sp equipped with the contact form 6 = 5 A. In this regard, the
notion of gradient-sectorial Lagrangian branes is a generalization of Z-invariant-
at-infinity Lagrangian submanifolds. However while the latter definition does not
respect the product operation of Liouville manifolds, the definition of gradient-
sectorial Lagrangian does under the product operations of the manifold together
with that of product operation of end-profile functions

(Sx,ﬁy) = §X %, 8y =ISXxY-

The gradient-sectorial Lagrangians have the following fundamental monoidal
property under the product operation. Such monoidality fails for the commonly
adopted Z-invariant Lagrangians in the study of wrapped Fukaya category which
results in much nuisance in the construction of Kiinneth-type mappings. (See
[Gaol7, GPS17, GPS18] for example.) Here crucially enters the special interpo-
lation property of the end-profile function s, having the expression

Skt1,p = —log (R, -, Ry, e”7)

on the ceiling of each sectorial corner of Nbhd(9M) slightly away from the corner
Osc M NOM.

Theorem 8.6. Let (X,wx) and (Y, wy) be Liouville sectors with corners equipped
with a smoothing profile. Let sxxy be the product end-profile function given in
Definition 7.22. Then for any gradient-sectorial Lagrangian branes L; and Lg, the
product Ly x L is also gradient-sectorial with respect to sxxy.
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Proof. Obviously we have
Ly x Ly CInt(X xY)
if L1 CInt X and Lo C IntY, and
dist(L; X Lo, (X x Y)) > min{dist(Ly,0X),dist(Ls,0Y)} > 0.
This shows that Definition 8.4 (1) is satisfied for Ly x Lo This also implies
(Lt x La) N5y (Ir0,00)) N RA(0,e77]) = 0
for all R = Rs,,; (resp. R = Rj, ;) at any sectorial corner of X (resp. of Y),
because we have Lx N R71(0,e~"]) = 0 (resp. Ly N R71(0,e~"°]) = @), whenever
e " < min{dist(Lq,0X), dist(L2,0Y)})

or equivalently whenever

max{— logdist(Ly,0X), —logdist(Ls,dY)} > ro.

Therefore from the definition of sxxy in Definition 7.22, (7.6) and the definition
of sectorial Lagrangians above, we obtain

s B T s% on (L1 x La)N{s¥ >rg}
o sy on (L1 x L) N{s* >ro}.

This and the splitting property of J; x Jo give rise to

grad Sxxy = grang1 X 30

gJyxJg
on (L1 x Ly)N{sY > 1o} and equal 0@ Z,v on (L x L) N{s* > ry} respectively.

Therefore it follows from Z,,-invariance of L; and Z., -invariance of Lo at in-
finity that Z,xxv is tangent to

(L1 x L2) N5y ([r, 00))

for all sufficiently large r > 0. We remark that the open subset sy} ((r,00)) is a
neighborhood of 9o (X x Y) and that on any given neighborhood

Nbhd (9o (X x Y)) = Nbhd(0oe X X Y U X X 05Y)
we can choose r sufficiently large so that
(L1 x La) Nsyt v ([r, 00)) € Nbhd (9o (X x Y)).

This proves that L x Lo satisfies Condition 2 of Definition 8.4 and hence the
proof. O

8.3. Strong maximum principle and gradient-sectorial Lagrangian branes.
In this subsection, we explain how the sectorial almost complex structure nicely
pairs with gradient-sectorial Lagrangian branes to become amenable to the strong
maximum principle and hence gives rise to fundamental confinement results for var-
ious Floer-type equations. We will just illustrate this for the Floer equation which
produces the structure maps of the associated A., category, leaving the proofs
for other cases to [Oh21] which handles the more subtle case of A-sectorial almost
complex structures and Z-invariant-at-infinity Lagrangian branes.

Let J be a sectorial almost complex structure of the Liouville sectors with cor-
ners M. Consider a (k + 1)-tuple (Lo,..., L) of gradient-sectorial Lagrangian
submanifolds. We denote

Y =D\ {z0,..., 2}
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and equip ¥ with strip-like coordinates (7,t) with £7 € [0,00) and ¢ € [0, 1] near
each z;.

Then for a given collection of intersection points p; € L; N L; 41 for i =0,...,k,
we wish to study maps u : ¥ — M satisfying the Cauchy-Riemann equation
5JU =0
u(zizlﬂ) CcL; 1=0,... k (83)
u(004,t) = pi, 1=0,...k.

The following theorem will establish both vertical and horizontal confinement re-
sults simultaneously.

Theorem 8.7. Suppose that there exists some § > 0 such that
dist(L;,0M) > §
for all i = 0,...,k. Let u be a solution to (8.3). Then there exists a sufficiently

large r > 0 such that
Imageu C (5,) " ((—00,7]) (8.4)

Proof. First all L;’s are contained in {R > ¢} C Int M since we have
min{d(L;,0M) |i=0,...,k} >4

by the hypothesis.

Then by definition of sectorial almost complex structure J, J is associated to
a given splitting data and the end-profile function s,. Since a neighborhood of
Oso M U OM 1is exhausted by the family of hypersurfaces

(50) 7" (r)
for » > 0, it is enough to prove
Imageu C (5,) " ((—00,7]) (8.5)
for some r > 0. We first recall that du is J-holomorphic and satisfies —d(ds,o0J) > 0
from the definition of pseudoconvex pair (s,,J). Since u is J-holomorphic, we
obtain
d(s,ou)oj=ds,oJodu=u"(ds,oJ)
By taking the differential of the equation, we derive
—d(d (s, 0u)o j) = —u"(d(dsy 0 J)) = 0.
In particular, the function s, o u is a subharmonic function and cannot carry an
interior maximum on R x [0, 1] by the maximum principle.
Next we will show by the strong maximum principle that « cannot have a bound-

ary maximum in a neighborhood of 0o, M UJM either. This will then enable us to
obtain a C° confinement result

Imageu C {s, <719}

for any finite energy solution w with fixed asymptotics given in (8.3) provided r¢ is
sufficiently large.

Now suppose to the contrary that s, o u has a boundary local maximum point
2 € 0D\ {20, ..., 2x}. By the strong maximum principle, we must have

0 < o oplul) = ds, (52 (5.6)
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for the outward unit normal %p of 0X. unless s, o u is a constant function in
which case there is nothing to prove. Let (r,0) be an isothermal coordinate of a
neighborhood of 2’ € 9¥ in (¥, j) adapted to 9%, i.e., such that % is tangent to
0% and |dz|? = (dr)? + (df)? for the complex coordinate z = r + if and
g 0
v or

along the boundary of ¥. Since u is J-holomorphic, we also have

(8.7)

Therefore we derive

ds, (%(2’)) = ds, (—J%(z')) .

By the s,-gradient sectoriality of L and the boundary condition u(0X) C L, both
Zs,(u(2")) and 9% (2") are contained in T, L, which is a dA-Lagrangian subspace.
Therefore we have

d\ (z (u(z"), %(z')) =d\ (Z (u(z")), J %(ﬂ)

— a1 (2, ). 55 - T (5e)

where the last equality follows from the definition of normalized gradient vector
field Zs,. This is a contradiction to (8.6) (unless s, o u is constant) and hence the
function s, o u cannot have a boundary maximum either. This then implies

0

maxs, ou < max{s,(p;) |1 =0,...,k}
By setting
ro =max{s,(p;) |1 =0,...,k} +1,
we have finished the proof. O

We remark that the constant max{s,(p;) | ¢ = 0,...,k} (and so rg) depends
only on the intersection set
k
U Lz N L»L'Jrl( mod k)
=0
and not on the maps u.

9. DISCUSSION AND WHAT TO DO

9.1. Pseudoconvex pairs and Z-invariant-at-infinity Lagrangian branes.
A construction of sectorial almost complex structures is given in [Oh21] whose
details we refer readers thereto. A subtle difficulty to overcome in the construction
of a pseudoconvex pair (¢, J) in [Oh21] lies in the fact that for given Liouville sector
with boundary and corners the asymptotic boundary 0., M is of contact type and
does not form a coisotropic collection when it is added to the coisotropic collection

{H17 H27 o 7Hm}
associated to a sectorial corner ¢ of the boundary M. (Compare the definitions

of si., and sp41,,: The former one involves interpolations between the sectorial
corners only, while the latter involves both sectorial corners and the ceiling corner.)
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This destroys the contact-type property of the union
DM = 0. M| JoM

in the sense that it may not be approximated by the hypersurfaces of contact-type,
unless the sector is sufficiently expanded in the horizontal direction. (See [GPS17,
Lemma 2.31].) However [Oh21, Theorem 1.2.3] shows that it admits an exhaustion
function 1 that becomes J-convex for some w-tame almost complex structures J
which also satisfies

—dipoJ =\
Such a pair is called a Liouville-pseudoconvez pair, or more specifically a A-pseudoconvex
pair. It is shown in [Oh21] that for any Liouville-pseudoconvex pair (¢, J), the func-
tion ¢ ou satisfies the (interior) maximum principle as well as the strong maximum
principle when a J-holomorphic curve u satisfies the boundary condition attached to
a Z-invariant-at-infinity Lagrangian submanifold. The pairs constructed in [Oh21]
are nothing but those consisting of the pair (¢, J) with

5., = k-wiggled end-profile function, J = A-sectorial almost complex structures

(9.1)
precise definitions of which we refer to [Oh21]. The aforementioned difficulty is
what was overcome in [Oh21] as a byproduct of the existence result of \-sectorial
almost complex structures introduced therein. The main task in [Oh21] then is to
interpolate the two requirements on the intersection Nbhd (9. M NOM) in the way
that relevant maximum and strong maximum principle are still applicable. This
construction of J in [Oh21] requires to unveil background geometry of Liouville
sectors with corners and to go through a careful pointwise consideration of almost
complex structures near the corner do, M NOM to reveal what presents the obstruc-
tion to interpolating the aforementioned two geometric structures, presymplectic
geometry of OM and the Liouville geometry of Nbhd(d M), near the corner so
that Z-invariant Lagrangian boundary condition becomes amenable to the strong
mazximum principle.

9.2. Relationship with the Kiinneth-type formulae in Floer theory. One
main consequence of Lemma 7.23 combined with the usage of sectorial almost com-
plex structures and gradient-sectorial Lagrangians in the present paper is the follow-
ing monoidality of the various Floer moduli spaces under the product of Liouville
sectors.

Let K = K(t,x) be a sectorial Hamiltonian with respect to the end-profile
function sy, i.e., K = posx of the function p : R — R with p’ > 0 and supp p’
having compact support. We denote by

M(MvjaK)7 M(MaLf)aLl;JuK)
the moduli spaces of the Hamiltonian-perturbed Floer trajectories for the closed
string and for the open string cases respectively, and by
M(MaLa‘])v L:(L07 7Lk)

the moduli spaces of the J-holomorphic polygons entering in the construction of
(wrapped) Fukaya category Fuk(M).

The following, especially Statement (2), is an immediate consequence of Lemma
7.23 and Theorem 8.7 applied to the pseudoconvex pair

(5M1 *(,0 5M27']1 X JQ)
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under the boundary condition of product gradient-sectorial Lagrangians.

Corollary 9.1. Let (su,,J) be a pair of end-profile function of Liouville sector
(M;, A\;) and J; its associated sectorial almost complex structure, respectively for
i =1, 2. Then we have the following natural inclusion maps:

(1) For any sectorial pair K1 and K5 of Hamiltonians on M; and M respec-
tively, we have

M(Ml,Ll; Jl,Kl) X M(Ml,Ll; Jl,Kl) — M(Ml X Mg,Ll X LQ; J1 D Jg,Kl @Kg)
(2) For any tuple of Lagrangians £; = (L1, L? ..., L¥) for i = 1, 2, we have
M(Ml,Ll) X M(MQ,LQ) — M(Ml X MQ,Ll X ,62)

Similar proof can be given to prove Statement (1) whose details we refer to [Oh21]
which deals with the more subtle case of the Liouville-pseudoconvex pairs (S, ., J)
of (9.1) under the boundary condition of Z-invariant Lagrangian submanifolds.

An immediate consequence of this corollary will be that all the Kiinneth-type
maps in the studies of symplectic cohomology (from Statement (1) above) and of the
Hochschild homology (and cohomology) (from Statement (2) above) of the wrapped
Fukaya category have chain-level monoidal property under the product operation
of the Liouville sectors with corners, which follow rather straightforwardly by the
algebraic arguments in homological algebra given in [Sei08] or in its references or in
the one as summarized in [GPS18, Appendix B]. We will elaborate this remark in a
sequel to the present paper. We also refer readers to [Amo17, Amo16], [Fuk17] for
the relevant study of tensor products in the filtered setting of compact symplectic
manifolds.

9.3. Fukaya categories of Liouville manifolds of infinite type. As explained
in [Ric63], a topological space M of infinite type that has infinite number of ends
can have non-cylindrical ends such as in the case of a Riemann surface with infinite
type with non-planar ends. In this context, the standard setting in the literature us-
ing Liouville manifolds with cylindrical ends and cylindrical-at-infinity Lagrangian
submanifolds as the objects of the Fukaya category cannot be applied. The stan-
dard approach of defining the Fukaya category as the (homotopy) colimit of the
Fukaya category of finite type by considering the increasing union

(o ]
M= {]J My
N=1
where each My is a compact Liouville domain of finite type is not necessarily the
only way of defining the Fukaya category of such Liouville manifolds.

We propose to adopt the gradient-sectorial Lagrangian submanifolds with respect
to a suitably chosen exhaustion function v as the objects of the Fukaya category. In
adjunction with this choice, we then consider the class of almost complex structures
J for which (¢, J) forms a pseudoconvex pair as defined in the present paper and
[Oh21], and the associated sectorial Hamiltonians H as defined in [Oh21] as the
relevant wrapping Hamiltonians. We refer to [Cho] for the study of the Fukaya
category for the infinite-type Riemann surfaces in this point of view. It remains to
be seen whether this new definition of the Fukaya category is quasi-isomorphic to
the colimit definition of the Fukaya category or not, even for the case of Riemann
surfaces.
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Generalizing this construction to higher dimensional cases and its applications
is a subject of future research.
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