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WRAPPED FLOER HOMOLOGY AND HYPERBOLIC SETS

RAFAEL A. FERNANDES

Abstract. In this paper, we continue the quest to understand the interplay
between wrapped Floer homology barcode and topological entropy. Wrapped
Floer homology barcode entropy is defined as the exponential growth, with respect
to the left endpoints, of the number of not-too-short bars in its barcode. We prove
that, in the presence of a topologically transitive, locally maximal hyperbolic set
for the Reeb flow on the boundary of a Liouville domain, the barcode entropy is
bounded from below by the topological entropy restricted to the hyperbolic set.
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1. Introduction and main results

1.1. Introduction. In this paper, we further explore the connections between Floer
homology and the dynamics of the underlying system. Our focus is on understand-
ing how the hyperbolic dynamics of a Reeb flow influences barcode entropy. More
precisely, we prove that in the presence of a topologically transitive, locally maximal
hyperbolic set for the Reeb flow on the boundary of a Liouville domain, the wrapped
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2 RAFAEL A. FERNANDES

Floer homology barcode entropy is bounded from below by the topological entropy
of the Reeb flow restricted to the hyperbolic set.

The barcode entropy of a persistence module is an invariant roughly defined as
the exponential growth, with respect to the left endpoint, of the number of bars that
are not-too-short in its barcode. In the case of a sequence of persistence modules
indexed by the integers, the barcode entropy is the exponential growth, with respect
to the indexes, of the number of bars that are not-too-short.

In [CGG21], Çineli, Ginzburg And Gürel defined the notion of barcode entropy
~(ϕ) for a Hamiltonian diffeomorphism ϕ using the sequence HF (ϕk), and the rela-
tive barcode entropy ~(ϕ,L0, L1), where L0 and L1 are Lagrangians, via the sequence
HF (L0, ϕ

k(L1)). Among other things, they proved that in the presence of a locally
maximal hyperbolic set K for ϕ, the barcode entropy is bounded below by the topo-
logical entropy of ϕ restricted to the hyperbolic set K, i.e., ~(ϕ) ≥ htop(ϕ|K), a
result they referred to as Theorem B. Later, in [Mei24], Meiwes proved a relative
version of Theorem B. Specifically, for a Hamiltonian diffeomorphism ϕ and a pair
of Hamiltonian isotopic Lagrangians (L0, L1) containing the local stable and local
unstable manifolds of two points in K, i.e., W u

δ (q) ⊂ L0 and W s
δ (p) ⊂ L1, for some

q, p ∈ K and δ > 0, it holds that ~(ϕ,L0, L1) ≥ htop(ϕ|K). In the context of Reeb
flows, specifically those on the boundary of Liouville domains, Fender, Lee, and
Sohn defined the notion of barcode entropy in [FLS23] via filtered symplectic ho-
mology, and subsequently, in [CGGM24], Çineli, Ginzburg, Gürel, and Mazzucchelli
proved a version of Theorem B in this setting. More precisely, they showed that in
the presence of a locally maximal hyperbolic set K for the contact form α = λ|M
on the boundary Σ of a Liouville domain (M,λ), we have ~(α) ≥ htop(K), where
htop(K) := htop(ϕ

t
α|K). In this paper, we prove a relative version of Theorem B for

the Reeb flow case.
Notice that Theorem B indicates that the barcode entropy captures the local be-

havior of the underlying dynamical system, rather than just the global topology of
the underlying space. There are several results relating the topological entropy of
geodesic flows and the global topology of the underline manifolds, as for example
in [Din71, Kat82, Pat12]. Analogs of these ideas were brought to the contact case,
and similar results were obtained such as in, for example, [AASS23, Alv16, Alv19,
ACH19, ADMM22, AP22, ADMP23, MS11]. What distinguishes the results pre-
sented here from previous works is their independence from the global properties of
the underlying system and space. Specifically, our results do not depend on the iso-
topy class of the map, the exponential growth of the Floer homology, or the topology
of the configuration/phase space. For example, the wrapped Floer homology bar-
code entropy may be positive independently of the growth of π1(M) or H∗(Λ), e.g.,
when M is a sphere or torus and the underling flow admits a hyperbolic set with
positive topological entropy.

1.2. Main results. Consider a Liouville domain (M,λ), and denote α = λ|Σ the
restriction of λ to the boundary Σ = ∂M . Let L0 and L1 be exact asymptoti-
cally conical Lagrangians in M . We denote the filtered wrapped Floer homology
of (M,L0 → L1) on the interval (−∞, t) by HW t(M,L0 → L1). Together with
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the "inclusion maps", the family of vector spaces t → HW t(M,L0 → L1) form a
persistence module in the sense of Section 2 in [Fer24], and we can therefore consider
its barcode.

For ǫ > 0, let ăǫ(M,L0 → L1, t) the number of bars with a length greater than or
equal to ǫ and with left end point at most t. Note that this number increases with
t and 1/ǫ. The wrapped Floer homology barcode entropy is defined as follows. (Here
log+(x) = log(x), for x > 0, and log+(0) = 0.)

Definition 1. The wrapped Floer homology barcode entropy of M is defined by

~
HW (M,L0 → L1) = lim

ǫ→0
lim sup
t→∞

log+ ăǫ(M,L0 → L1, t)

t
,

We point out that this definition makes sense in a broader sense, i.e., one can
define the barcode entropy of any persistence module. One could ask whether the
barcode entropy is not a trivial invariant (not always zero). From the work of
Meiwes in [Mei18], we see that there exist examples where the symplectic growth of
wrapped Floer homology, i.e. the exponential growth of the number of infinity bars
with respect to the left end point is positive, therefore, so is the barcode entropy.
Therefore, the barcode entropy is a non-trivial invariant. Moreover, for a fillable
contact manifold, the wrapped Floer homology barcode entropy is independent of
the filling; see [Fer24] for details.

In what follows, K is a hyperbolic set for α, and W s
δ (p) and W u

δ (q) denote the
local stable and local unstable manifolds of p, q ∈ K respectively. For a better
understanding of the dynamical concepts involved in the following theorem, we refer
to [FH19, KKH95]. In what follows, we set htop(K) := htop(ϕ

t
α|K).

Theorem B. Let K be a compact, topologically transitive hyperbolic invariant set
of the Reeb flow ϕt

α. If W s
δ (p) ⊂ Λ0 and W u

δ (q) ⊂ Λ1, for some q, p ∈ K, and δ > 0,
then

~
HW (M,L0 → L1) ≥ htop(K). (1)

One way to understand the above theorem is that the barcode entropy on the
boundary of a Liouville domain captures the hyperbolic dynamics of the Reeb flow.

Theorem B can be thought as the relative version of Theorem B in [GG14], and
also as the natural follow-up question after the proof Theorem A, stated below by
the sake of completeness, and proved in [Fer24], towards understanding the wrapped
Floer homology barcode entropy.

Theorem A ([Fer24]). Let (M,λ) be a Liouville domain, and L0, and L1 be con-
nected exact asymptotically conical Lagrangians in M . Then

~
HW (M,L0 → L1) ≤ htop(α). (2)

From the above theorem we observe that the barcode entropy, a Floer-theoretic
invariant, is bounded from above by the topological entropy, a topological invariant.

Regarding the assumptions of the Theorem B, It is not hard to see that given
any point in a hyperbolic set K for α, we can always find a Legendrian that locally
coincides with the local stable or unstable manifold of that point. Indeed, we can
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always move the Legendrians making them pass through a point, and modify them
locally.

The proof of Theorem B relies heavily on a relative, parametric version of the
Crossing Energy Theorem. In this context, it states that for a convex semi-admissible
Hamiltonian H, any small energy Floer strip for (H,L0 → L1), where L0 and L1 are
exact asymptotically conical Lagrangians, asymptotic to Hamiltonian chords at both
ends, one of which is a (q, p, δ)-chord, with q, p ∈ K, and W s

δ (p) ⊂ Λ0 = ∂L0 and
W u

δ (q) ⊂ Λ1 = ∂L1, has energy bounded from below by some σ > 0. Various versions
of this theorem have been established in [GG14, GG18, CGG21, Mei24, CGGM23,
CGGM24]. For Liouville domains, the proof of the Crossing Energy Theorem was
made possible by the Location Constraint Theorem, first proved in [CGGM23]. For
completeness, we present a relative version of the Location Constraint Theorem and
use it to derive a relative version of the Crossing Energy Theorem.

We tend to believe that the two invariants do not coincide, as shown by Çineli in
the case of Hamiltonian Floer homology [Cin23]. On the other hand, we expect the
two invariants to satisfy a maximal principle, i.e.,

sup
L0,L1

{~HW (M,L0 → L1)} = htop(α),

where the supremum is taken over all pairs of connected exact asymptotically conical
Lagrangians.

This paper is organized as follows. In the first section, we review the construc-
tion of filtered wrapped Floer homology and some facts about Floer strips. The
second section revisits the definition of wrapped Floer homology barcode entropy
and introduces an alternative method for computing it. In the final section, which is
divided into three parts, we present the proof of Theorem B. The first part explores
the relationship between topological entropy and the exponential growth of periodic
orbits. In the second part, we introduce the main ingredient used in the proof of
Theorem B and provide its proof. Finally, in the third part, we conclude by proving
the intermediate theorem necessary for the proof of Theorem B.

Acknowledgments. The author is deeply grateful to Viktor Ginzburg for his in-
valuable guidance throughout this project and to Brayan Ferreira for useful discus-
sions. Part of this work was conducted at the Federal University of Espírito Santo,
Brazil, during a research visit in the summer of 2024. We would like to thank the
institution for its warm welcome and hospitality.

2. Wrapped Floer homology

In this section, we discuss the basic construction of filtered wrapped Floer homol-
ogy and recall some facts that will be useful for proving the main theorems of this
paper.

2.1. Exact conical Lagrangians. This subsection provides the definitions of the
Lagrangians we consider in wrapped Floer homology, along with some remarks that
will be useful.
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Let (M,λ) be a Liouville domain, and (L, ∂L) ⊂ (M,∂M) a Lagrangian. We call
L asymptotically conical if

• Λ = ∂L is a Legendrian submanifold of (Σ, ξM ), where Σ = ∂M , and ξM is
the contact structure induced by λ|Σ = α,

• L ∩ [1− ǫ, 1]× Σ = [1− ǫ, 1] × Λ for sufficiently small ǫ > 0.

We can extend L to an Lagrangian L̂ ⊂ M̂ by taking L̂ = L ∪Λ [1,∞) × Λ, where

M̂ denotes the symplectic completion of M , i.e.,

M̂ = M ∪Σ [1,∞) × Σ,

with the symplectic form ω = dλ extended to [1,∞) × Σ as

ω = d(rα),

where r is the coordinate in [1,∞). We also call the extended Lagrangians in M̂
asymptotically conical. In what follows, we will deal with exact asymptotically conical
Lagrangians, i.e., Lagrangians (L, ∂L) ⊂ (M,Σ) that are asymptotically conical, and
λ|L = df , for some f ∈ C∞(L). We refer to Lagrangians satisfying the last condition
as exact Lagrangians. Throughout the rest of the paper, we assume that all the
Legendrian and Lagrangian submanifolds considered are connected.

Remark 1. For an exact asymptotically conical Lagrangian L, the primitive f for
λL can be taken identically zero by a modification of λ without changing the dynamics
of the Reeb flow on the boundary ∂M . Indeed, since f is constant in a neighborhood
of the boundary, by adding a constant to it we can assume the constant is zero, i.e.,
f ≡ 0 on that neighborhood. Now we extend f to a function F on M with compact
support in M minus the collar neighborhood. By adding −dF to λ, we obtain a
new Liouville form, which we still denote by λ, so that λ|L = 0. This procedure
changes λ in the interior of M but not at the boundary. In the case of a pair of exact
asymptotically conical Lagrangians (L0, L1), we cannot use the same argument to
change λ in such a way that λ|L0

= λ|L1
≡ 0, but we can assume f0(x) = f1(x), for

all intersection points x ∈ L0 ∩L1, when L0 ⋔ L1, by modifying λ in a neighborhood
of each intersection point. Notice that since L0 ⋔ L1, there are no intersection on the
collar and therefore this modification does not effect the dynamics on the boundary.

2.2. Hamiltonians and action filtration. Now we present the basic construction
of wrapped Floer homology and define the persistence module obtained from it. We
mostly follow [Mei18], [Rit13], [CGGM23] and [Fer24].

Let (M,λ) be a Liouville domain, and fix L0, L1 exact asymptotically conical
Lagrangians in M with Λ0 = ∂L0 and Λ1 = ∂L1.

A Hamiltonian H : M̂ → R is called admissible if

• H < 0 on M , and
• There exists T > 0, B ∈ R, and r0 ≥ 1 such that, H(r, x) = rT − B on
[r0,∞)× ∂M .

We call T the slope of H at infinity and denote it by slope(H) = T . When H satisfies
only the last condition, we call it linear at infinity. In what follows, we will need to
deal with Hamiltonians H so that H|M ≡ 0, and are linear at infinity. We will refer to
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these Hamiltonians as semi-admissible. It will be convenient to consider the class of
convex (semi-)admissible Hamiltonians. These are (semi-)admissible Hamiltonians
H such that

• H|M ≡ const ,
• H(r, x) = h(r), in [1, rmax) × ∂M , for h : [1, rmax] → R with h′′ > 0 in
(1, rmax),

• H linear at infinity in [rmax,∞)× ∂M , with slope(H) = T .

We emphasize that rmax depends on H, i.e., rmax = rmax(H), but for convenience,
we might omit H from the notation when the Hamiltonian is well understood.

We denote by XH the Hamiltonian vector field associated to a Hamiltonian H :

M̂ → R, defined by

ω(XH , ·) = −dH,

along with ϕt
H , for t ∈ R, and ϕH = ϕ1

H , its Hamiltonian flow and Hamiltonian
diffeomorphism, respectively.

We call a Hamiltonian H : M̂ → R non-degenerate for L0 and L1 if

ϕH(L̂0) ⋔ L̂1.

Unless specified otherwise, all the Hamiltonians in this paper are considered to be
admissible.

We denote the set of smooth chords from L̂0 to L̂1 by PL0→L1
, i.e.,

PL0→L1
= {γ : [0, T ] → M̂ | γ(0) ∈ L̂0, γ(T ) ∈ L̂1}.

For a chord γ : [0, T ] → M̂ ∈ PL0→L1
, we call T the length and denote it by

length(γ). We denote by P̂L0→L1
the chords in PL0→L1

with length 1.
For the Reeb vector field Rα on the boundary (Σ, ξM ) associated to the contact

form α, we denote its flow by ϕt
α, with t ∈ R. The set of lengths of Reeb chords

from Λ0 to Λ1 will be denoted by S(α,Λ0 → Λ1) . This is a closed, nowhere dense
subset of [0,∞).

Note that for a convex Hamiltonian on [1,∞) ×Σ,

XH = h′(r)Rα.

In this case, the Hamiltonian chords from L̂0 to L̂1 in {r} × Σ with length 1, for
r ≥ 1, correspond to Reeb chords of length t = h′(r).

To a Hamiltonian H, we associate the action functional AL0→L1

H = AH : P̂L0→L1
→

R defined by

AH(γ) = f0(γ(0)) − f1(γ(1)) +

∫ 1

0
γ∗λ−

∫ 1

0
H(γ(t))dt, (3)

where for i = 0, 1, the fi is a smooth functions on Li such that dfi = λ|Li . It is
not hard to see that the critical points of AH are the Hamiltonian chords of H from

L̂0 to L̂1 with length 1 (which we call from now on Hamiltonian chords when the
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Lagrangians are well understood). We denote by Crit(H,L0 → L1) the set of critical
points of AH . Notice that from Remark 1, the action functional (3) reduces to

AH(γ) =

∫ 1

0
γ∗λ−

∫ 1

0
H(γ(t))dt,

for chords γ in [1,∞) × Σ.
For a convex semi-admissible Hamiltonian, we can associate the reparametrization

function that transforms lengths in actions. More precisely:

Lemma 1. For a convex semi-admissible Hamiltonian H, with H(r, x) = h(r) in
[1, rmax(H))×Σ and H(r, x) = rT −B, in r ≥ rmax, the reparametrization function

ÃH = Ãh that transforms lengths in actions given by Ãh(t) = rh
′

(r) − h(r), where
h′(r) = t is a well defined, continuous monotone increasing bijection between [0, T ]
and [0, B].

Proof. For 1 ≤ r < r′ ≤ rmax, then

rh′(r)− h(r)|rr′ =
∫ r

r′
(rh′(r)− h(r))′dr =

∫ r

r′
rh′′(r)dr, (4)

and by the convexity of H,

h′(r)−h′(r′) = h′(r)|rr′ ≤ (rh′(r)−h(r))|rr′ ≤ rmaxh
′(r)|rr′ = rmax(h

′(r)−h(r′)). (5)

So, if h′(r) = h′(r′), then from (5), we get rh′(r) − h(r) = r′h′(r′) − h(r′), which

proves that Ãh is well defined. The monotonicity follows from (5) since h is convex,
and continuity is a consequence of the formula. Now, since

Ãh(0) = h(0) = 0 and Ãh(T ) = rmaxh
′(rmax)− h(rmax) = B,

we conclude that Ãh is a bijection between [0, T ] and [0, B]. �

In what follows, we will be interested in the function Ah = Ãh◦(h′), which we keep
referring to as reparametrization function, from the interval [1, rmax] to [0, B]. Since
the convex semi-admissible Hamiltonians considered here are in particular strictly

convex, we obtain that Ah is, similarly to Ãh, a continuous monotone increasing
bijection.

2.3. Floer homology and continuation maps. In this subsection, we establish
notation and outline the construction of wrapped Floer homology.

An almost complex structure J on ([1,∞) ×Σ, λ = rα) is called cylindrical if

• Preserves ξM , i.e., J(ξM ) = ξM ,
• J |ξM is independent of r,
• J(r∂r) = Rα, for r ≥ 1.

The first and last conditions are equivalent to

dr ◦ J = −rα. (6)

If these conditions hold only for r ≥ r0, for some r0 ≥ 1, then we call J asymptotically

cylindrical, or cylindrical at infinity. We say that an almost complex structure in M̂
admissible if it is compatible with ω and cylindrical at infinity.
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Fix an admissible almost complex structure in M̂ , and consider the ω-compatible

Riemannian metric g in M̂ satisfying ω(·, J ·) = g(·, ·). By endowing P̂L0→L1
with

the induced metric from g, the solutions u : R → P̂L0→L1
of the gradient equation

∂su = −∇AH(u), (7)

where s ∈ R, for a Hamiltonian H, are equivalent to strips u : R × [0, 1] → M̂ ,
refereed as Floer strips, satisfying the equation

{
∂su− J(u)(∂tu−XH(u)) = 0,

u(·, 0) ∈ L̂0, u(·, 1) ∈ L̂1,
(8)

where (s, t) ∈ R× [0, 1], which we will refer as Floer equation. Notice that the Floer
strips decreases along AH , i.e., s → AH(u(s, ·)) is decreasing.

We also point out that the leading term of this equation is not a ∂̄-operator, but
a ∂-operator, that is, for H ≡ 0, the solutions for the resulting equation are anti-
holomorphic curves instead of holomorphic curves. Regardless, there are no losses to
work with the solutions of (8) instead of the classical Floer equation. Indeed, all the
properties of the solutions of the classical Floer equation translates to this setting
via the chance of variables s → −s.

There are three facts about Floer strips we will use throughout this paper. In what
follows, we fix an admissible almost complex structure J , a convex (semi)-admissible
Hamiltonian H, and u a Floer strip asymptotic to the Hamiltonian chords (r±, x±)
as s → ∓∞, i.e., us := u(s, ·) → (r±, x±) as s → ∓∞, where x± are Reeb chords in
TΣ0→Σ1

(α).
The first fact is the standard maximum principle. The version that we will need

states that for Floer strips u as above do not go beyond the level r+, i.e.,

sup
(s,t)∈R×[0,τ ]

r(u(s, t)) ≤ r+. (9)

We emphasize that the version of the maximal principal we just described is not the
most general one one may find. We refer to [Rit13] and references therein.

The second fact we will use is less standard. We will refer to it as the Bourgeois-
Oancea and it goes back to [[BO09],p. 654]; see also [[CO18], Lemma 2.3]. It asserts
that the curves us need to raise at least to the level r−, i.e.,

max
t∈[0,τ ]

r(u(s, t)) ≥ r−, (10)

for all s ∈ R. For the sake of completeness, we will present a proof of this fact on
the last section.

To state the third fact, we recall that the energy of a Floer strip u is defined by

E(u) :=

∫

R×[0,1]
||∂su(s, t)||2dsdt.

When u is asymptotic to the Hamiltonian chords (r±, x±) as s → ∓∞, then

E(u) = Ah(r
+)−Ah(r

−).
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Finally, the last fact we will use, which is also standard, states that for any r > 1,
there exists a constant C = C(r, J,H) such that for any Floer strip u as in (8)
asymptotic to a chord (r′, x) at either end with E(u) < C, and r′ ≥ r, has image in
[1,∞) ×Σ, i.e.,

u(s, t) ∈ [1,∞)× Σ, for all (s, t) ∈ R× [0, 1]. (11)

2.4. Filtered wrapped Floer homology. In what follows, we summarize the con-
struction of the wrapped Floer homology persistence module for (semi)-admissible
Hamiltonians in Liouville domains, assuming the well definiteness of wrapped Floer
homology for non degenerate, linear at infinity Hamiltonians. We refer to [Fer24] for
a detailed construction of the filtered wrapped Floer homology with coefficients in
Z/2Z for linear at infinity Hamiltonians.

Let H be a (semi)-admissible Hamiltonian with slope(H) /∈ S(α,Λ0 → Λ1). For
any t /∈ S(H), we set

HW t(H,L0 → L1) := HW t(H̃, L0 → L1),

where H̃ is a non degenerate perturbation of H with slope(H̃) = slope(H). From the
continuation map, we see that HW t(H,L0 → L1) is independent of the perturbation

H̃, as long as the perturbation is sufficiently small. Note that, from the above
definition, for t′, t /∈ S(H), with t′ < t, we have the "inclusion map"

HW t′(H,L0 → L1) → HW t(H,L0 → L1),

defined as the "inclusion map" of a small perturbation H̃ of H.
Now, if t ∈ S(H), we set

HW t(H,L0 → L1) := lim
−→
t′≤t

HW t′(H,L0 → L1),

where the limit it taken with respect to the "inclusion maps".
In order to remove the assumption slope(H) /∈ S(H,L0 → L1), we set

HW t(H,L0 → L1) := lim
−→

H′≤H

HW t(H ′, L0 → L1),

where the limit is taken over Hamiltonians H ′ ≤ H with slope(H ′) /∈ S(α,L0 → L1).
Note that

HW t(H,L0 → L1) = {0} for t ≤ 0,

for convex semi-admissible Hamiltonians H. It turn out the family of vector spaces
t → HW t(H,L0 → L1) together with the "inclusion maps" form a persistence
module in the sense of Section 2 in [Fer24] for semi-admissible Hamiltonians H.

Finally, the filtered wrapped Floer homology HW t(M,L0 → L1) is defined as

HW a(M,L0 → L1) := lim
−→
H

HW a(H,L0 → L1), (12)

where the limit is taken over the set of admissible Hamiltonians. Since convex
admissible Hamiltonians form a cofinal sequence, we can consider H on this class.
Furthermore, we set
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HW a(M,L0 → L1) := 0 when a ≤ 0. (13)

This construction leads to a family of vector spaces which, together with some natural
maps, constitute a persistence module in the sense of the definitions in section 2 on
[Fer24]. More precisely:

Proposition 1 (Corolary 1, [Fer24]). The family of vector spaces t → HW t(M,L0 →
L1) is a persistence module, with structure maps the direct limit of the "inclusion"
maps.

3. Wrapped Floer homology barcode entropy

In this section, we revisit one of the central concepts of this paper: the wrapped
Floer homology barcode entropy. Additionally, we introduce an equivalent definition
that will be useful for the proof of Theorem B.

For a Liouville domain (M,λ), and two asymptotically conical Lagrangians L0

and L1, we define the wrapped Floer homology barcode entropy in the following way:

Definition 2. The wrapped Floer homology barcode entropy of M is defined by

~
HW (M,L0 → L1) = lim

ǫ→0
lim sup
t→∞

log+ ăǫ(M,L0 → L1, t)

t
,

We will drop the Lagrangians from the notation when they are well understood.
In what follows, we present a more convenient way to compute the wrapped Floer

homology barcode entropy using the filtered wrapped Floer homology of a single
Hamiltonian.

For any convex semi-admissible Hamiltonian H in M̂ with H(r, x) = rT − B,
for r ≥ rmax(H), and any s > 0, we can consider the barcode associated to the
persistence module t → HW t(sH). We use this family of barcodes to define the
wrapped Floer homology barcode entropy of H as follows.

Definition 3. For a convex semi-admissible Hamiltonian H, we define the wrapped
Floer homology barcode entropy of H to be

~
HW (H,L0 → L1) = lim

ǫ→0
lim sup
s→∞

log+ ăǫ(sH, sB)

sT
.

Proposition 2 (Proposition 4, [Fer24]). For a convex semi-admissible Hamiltonian
H in a Liouville domain (M,λ), and two exact asymptotically conical Lagrangians
L0 and L1, we have

~
HM (H,L0 → L1) = ~

HM (M,L0 → L1).

4. Proof of Theorem B

This section is dedicated to the proof of Theorem B. We begin by recalling some
key facts about hyperbolic dynamics and establishing a relative version of the equal-
ity between topological entropy and the exponential growth of periodic orbits in
locally maximal hyperbolic sets, more precisely stated in Proposition 3. Next, we
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state a relative version of the Crossing Energy Theorem 1, and use it to prove The-
orem B. In the final part of this section, we present and prove a relative version
of the Location Constraint Theorem 2, which is not only essential to the proof of
the Crossing Energy Theorem but also of independent interest. Lastly, we include a
proof of the Bourgeois-Oancea result (10) for the sake of completeness.

4.1. Exponential growth of chords and topological entropy. We start this
subsection by fixing notation and recalling some facts about flows and hyperbolic
sets.

Consider ϕ : R ×M → M is a C∞ flow in a closed manifold M . We denote ϕt

the time t map of the flow, i.e., ϕt(x) = ϕ(t, x). Let K be a hyperbolic set for ϕ.
For q ∈ K, and δ > 0, we denote by

W s
δ (q) = {y ∈ M | d(ϕt(y), ϕt(q)) ≤ δ, for all t ≥ 0}

and

W u
δ (q) = {y ∈ M | d(ϕt(y), ϕt(q)) ≤ δ, for all t ≤ 0},

the local stable and unstable manifolds of q ∈ K, respectively. For what follows it is
worth noting that there exists δ = δ∗(K) such that for all δ ≤ δ∗, the local stable
and unstable manifolds W s

δ (q) and W u
δ (q) are embedded disks in M , and there exist

λ, c > 0 such that

ϕt(W s
δ (q)) ⊂ W s

δce−λt(ϕ
t(q)), for all t ≥ 0,

and

ϕt(W u
δ (q)) ⊂ W u

δceλt(ϕ
t(q)), for all t ≤ 0.

Furthermore, δ∗ is an expansivity constant, i.e., for x, y ∈ K, s : R → R, s(0) = 0

with d(ϕt(x), ϕs(t)(y)) ≤ δ∗, for all t ∈ R, then ϕt(x) = y, for some t ∈ R. We point
out that, in the literature, the expansivity of a flow has a stronger definition than
the one presented above. However, since we are only interested in distinguishing
orbits, the description provided here is sufficient.

A hyperbolic set K for a flow ϕt is called locally maximal if there exists a neigh-
borhood K ⊂ U such that K is the largest invariant set in U by the flow, i.e.,

⋂

t∈R

ϕt(U) = K.

For x ∈ M , O(x) = {ϕt(x) | t ∈ R} denotes the full orbit of x, and Sτ (x) =
{ϕt(x) | 0 ≤ t ≤ τ} the orbit segment of length τ starting at x. For q, p ∈ K, τ ≥ 0,
and δ ≥ 0, we say that Sτ (x) is a (q, p, τ, δ)-chord if Sτ (x) ⊂ K, x ∈ W u

δ (q), and
ϕτ (x) ∈ W s

δ (p). We consider two (q, p, δ)-chords to be the same if their full orbits
are the same.

In what follows, C(q, p, τ, δ) denotes the set of (q, p, δ)-chords of length at most
τ , and N(q, p, τ, δ) is the number of elements in C(q, p, τ, δ). The next proposition
is a relative version of the well known fact that, on a locally maximal hyperbolic set
K for ϕ, the topological entropy htop(ϕ|K) coincides with the exponential growth of
periodic orbit in K with respect to the period.
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Proposition 3. Let K a locally maximal, topologically transitive hyperbolic set for
a flow ϕ. Then for any q, p ∈ K, 0 < δ < δ∗ := δ∗(K)/2,

lim sup
τ→∞

log
N(q, p, τ, δ)

τ
= htop(ϕ|K).

Proof. We start by showing that

lim sup
τ→∞

log
N(q, p, δ, τ)

τ
≤ htop(ϕ|K). (14)

Consider two distinct chords St1(x) and St2(y) in C(q, p, τ, δ). Then there exists
0 ≤ t ≤ τ such that d(ϕt(x), ϕt(y)) ≥ δ, otherwise d(ϕt(x), ϕt(y)) ≤ δ∗ for all t ∈ R

and by the expansivity property of δ∗, O(x) = O(y). By the formulation of htop(ϕ|K)
using the exponential growth of the number of separated sets, it is easy to see that
(14) holds.

For the reserve inequality, i.e.,

lim sup
τ→∞

log
N(q, p, δ, τ)

τ
≥ htop(ϕ|K), (15)

we make use of the Specification Theorem. Let us begin by defining what a specifi-
cation is. A specification S = (η, P ) for ϕ is a pair consisting of a finite collection
η = {I1, ..., Im} of bounded intervals Ii = [ai, bi] ⊂ R, and a map P : T (η) : ∪I∈ηI →
X such that for t1, t2 ∈ I ∈ η, we have ϕt2−t1(P (t1)) = P (t2). S is said to be M -
spaced if ai+1 > bi +M for all i ∈ {1, ...,m}, and the minimal such M is called the
spacing of S. We say that S is ǫ-shadowed by x ∈ M if d(ϕt(x), P (t)) < ǫ for all
t ∈ T (η). We say that ϕ has the specification property if for any ǫ > 0 there exists
an M = Mǫ > 0 such that any M -spaced specification S is ǫ-shadowed by a point
x ∈ M . The Specification Theorem [[FH19], Theorem 5.3.61] says that if K is a
topologically transitive compact locally maximal hyperbolic set for a flow ϕ, then
the restriction flow ϕ|K has the specification property.

For any element y of a (τ, ǫ)-separated set Eτ , we consider the specification S =
({I1, I2, I3}, P ), where I1 = {0}, I2 = [Mǫ/2, τ +Mǫ/2] and I3 = {τ + 2Mǫ/2}, and

P (0) = q, P (t) = ϕt−Mǫ/2(y) for t ∈ I2 and P (τ + 2Mǫ/2) = p. Then by the
Specification Theorem, there exists a point x ∈ K that ǫ-shadows S. From the
proof of the Specification Theorem, we obtain x in such a way that Sτ+2Mǫ/2(x) is
a (q, p, τ + 2Mǫ/2)-chord. Therefore we conclude that N(q, p, τ + 2Mǫ/2, δ) ≥ |En|,
and again by the formulation of htop(ϕ|K) using the the exponential growth of the
number of separated sets, it is easy to see that (15) holds. �

4.2. Crossing Energy and proof of Theorem B. In this subsection, we state
the Crossing Energy Theorem with Boundary Conditions and provide a proof of
Theorem B. From now on, we adopt the convention that all considered Hamiltonians
are convex semi-admissible unless otherwise stated.

For the next theorem, we fix asymptotically conical Lagrangians L0 and L1 in M ,
with ∂L0 = Λ0 and ∂L1 = Λ1 Legendrians in Σ.
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Theorem 1 (Crossing Energy Theorem with Boundary Conditions). Let K be a
locally maximal, topologically transitive compact hyperbolic set of α. Assume that
W u

δ (q) ⊂ Λ0 and W s
δ (p) ⊂ Λ1, for some q, p ∈ K, and δ > 0. Fix an interval

I = [r−, r+] ⊂ (1, rmax), and let H(r, x) = h(r) be a semi-admissible Hamiltonian
with slope(H) := a /∈ S(α) such that

h
′′′ ≥ 0 on [1, r+ + δ],

for some δ with r+ + δ < rmax. Fix an admissible almost complex structure J .
Furthermore, let z be a (q, p, δ)-chord of α with length T , so that the corresponding
1-chord z̃ = (r∗, z) of τH has r∗ ∈ I (Hence τa ≥ T and r∗ depends on τ).

Then there exists σ > 0 such that E(u) ≥ σ, independent of τ and z, for any

non-trivial (E(u) 6= 0) Floer strip u : R × [0, 1] → M̂ of τH asymptotic, at either
end to z̃.

Remark 2. Fix 0 < σ′ < σ and τ ≥ 0. For a non-degenerate C∞ small perturbations
H̃ of τH, the τ -chords z̃ of H from Theorem 1 split into non-degenerate 1-chords of
H̃ in a tubular neighborhood of z̃. Then it follows from a suitable version of Gromov
compactness that any Floer strip of (H̃, L0 → L1) asymptotic to theses chords at
either end has energy at least σ′.

The following proposition is a technical result in persistence modules that is crucial
to the proof of Theorem B. The first version of this result was proved in [CGG21],
but the version we use here can be found in [Mei18].

Proposition 4 (Proposition 4.4, [Mei24]). Assume that (C ′
1, ∂

′
1), ..., (C

′
p, ∂

′
p)) are

chain complexes with non-zero homology that are ǫ-isolated in (C, ∂), and for which
C ′
i ∩ C ′

j = {0} if i 6= j. Then bǫ(C) ≥ p/2.

Proof of Theorem B. Throughout the proof we fix δ < δ∗/2. Now Let p(s) =
N(q, p, δ, s). From Proposition 3, we have

L := htop(K) = lim sup
s→∞

log+p(s)

s
,

since K is a locally maximal, topologically transitive hyperbolic set. Fix r− ∈ (1, r+),
and set I ′ = (r−, r+]. Notice that in Theorem 1, I = [r−, r+], and hence I ′ ⊂ I.

Let pH(s) be the number of s-chords z̃ = (r′, z) for (H,L0 → L1) with z ∈
C(q, p, δ) and r′ ∈ I ′. Equivalently, pH(s) is the number of 1-chords z̃ of sH with
z ∈ C(q, p, δ) and r′ ∈ I ′.

We want to show that

h′(r+) · L ≤ lim sup
s→∞

log+pH(s)

s
≤ L. (16)

For the second inequality, notice that pH(s) ≤ p(s), since there is a a one-to-
one correspondence between chords z ∈ C(q, p, δ, s) (assume slope(H) = 1) and the
s-chords z̃ = (r, z) of (H,L0 → L1) with z ∈ C(q, p, δ, s).
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We now discuss the first inequality. Let z̃ = (r∗, z) be an τ -chord of (H,L0 → L1)
and T the length of the chord z in C(q, p, δ, s). Then, T and r∗ are related by the
condition

sh
′

(r∗) = T.

Set

a− := h
′

(r−) and a+ := h
′

(r+).

Then, for r∗ to be in I ′ = (r−, r+] we must have

sa− < T ≤ sa+,

and thus

pH(s) = p(sa+)− p(sa−). (17)

(The reason that we took I ′ to be an semi-open interval rather than the closed
interval I is to ensure that this equality holds literally). We have

p(sa+) = (p(sa+)− p(sa−)) + p(sa−) ≤ max{2(p(sa+)− p(sa−)), 2p(sa−)}.

Therefore,

a+ · L = lim sup
s→∞

log+ p(sa+)

s

≤ lim sup
s→∞

log+max{2(p(sa+)− p(sa−)), 2p(sa−)}
s

≤ lim sup
s→∞

max{log+(2(p(sa+)− p(sa−))), log
+ 2p(sa−)}

s

≤ max

{
lim sup
s→∞

log+(2(p(sa+)− p(sa−)))

s
, lim sup

s→∞

log+ 2p(sa−)

s

}

≤ max

{
lim sup
s→∞

log+ pH(s)

s
, a− · L

}
.

Here, on the last equality we used (17). The second term in the last line is strictly
smaller than a+L since a− < a+, and hence the first term must be greater than or
equal to a+L. This proves the first inequality in (16).

Now, from Remark 2, for a C∞-small perturbation H̃ of sH, the s-chords z̃ =
(r∗, z) of (H,L0 → L1) with r∗ ∈ I ′ split into non-degenerate 1-chords of (H̃, L0 →
L1), and the Floer strips asymptotic to these orbits at either end have energy at least
a chosen σ′, with 0 < σ′ < σ, independent of s and z̃ (the size of the perturbation

||sH−H̃||C∞ may depend on s). Note that sAh(r+) < sB−ǫ for s sufficiently large,

thus the action of all such chords for (H̃, L0 → L1) is below sB − ǫ.
Now let 2ǫ < σ′. Then, from Proposition 4, it follows that the persistence module

τ → WF τ (H̃) has at least pH(s)/2 bar of length at least 2ǫ, i.e., ă2ǫ(H̃, sB − ǫ) ≥
pH(s)/2. Since ||sH−H̃||C∞ is sufficiently small, then from Proposition 2 in [Fer24],
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we have that ăǫ(sH, sB − ǫ) ≥ pH(s)/2 (we choose the perturbation H̃ after ǫ is
fixed). Therefore, from Proposition 4 in [Fer24] and (16), we obtain

~
HW (M,L0 → L1) ≥ lim sup

s→∞

log+ ăǫ(sH, sB − ǫ)

s

≥ lim sup
s→∞

log+ pH(s)

s

≥ h′(r+) · htop(K)

≥ (1− η) · htop(K).

Since we can choose η arbitrarily small, we conclude 1.
�

4.3. Location Constraint and proof of Crossing Energy Theorem. Through-
out this subsection will be convenient to adopt a different point of view for the filtered
wrapped Floer homology of τH, where H is a Hamiltonian with slope(H) = 1. In-
stead of looking at the 1-chords of τH, we will consider the τ -chords of H. This
modification does not affect the ingredients that go into the set up of the wrapped
Floer homology groups, i.e., it does not affect the Floer complex, the action and
action filtration, the energy of Floer strips and so on. In this setting, we will refer to
the filtered Floer homology of τH as the filtered Floer homology of H♯τ . Further-
more, we will assume that all the Floer strips have energy small enough so that their
image is contained in [1,∞)× Σ, as in (11) (all the Floer strips considered here are
asymptotic at either end to a chord that lives in a level r ≥ r0 > 1, for some fixed
r0).

Remark 3. From the work in [Sal90] and [[Sal99], sec 1.5], there exist constants

CH > 0 and σH > 0 such that for any Floer strip u : R × [0, τ ] → M̂ for H♯τ with
E(u) < σH ,

||∂su(s, t)|| < CH · E(u)1/4, (18)

where the (s, t) ∈ R × [0, τ ] is the coordinates, and the norm on the left is the L∞;
see also [Bra15]. The constants σH and CH depend on J , and the first and second
derivatives of H, but not on τ or u. This is one instance where it is convenient to
work with H♯τ instead of τH.

The following theorem is not only essential for proving the Crossing Energy The-
orem but is also of independent interest. It can be viewed as a relative version of
Theorem 6.1 in [CGGM23].

Theorem 2 (Location Constraint Theorem with Boundary Conditions). Let H(r, x) =
h(r) be a semi-admissible Hamiltonian. Assume that 1 < r−∗ ≤ r+∗ and δ > 0 are
such that

1 < r−∗ − δ and r+∗ + δ < rmax,

and

h
′′′ ≥ 0 on [1, r+∗ + δ].
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Fix an admissible almost complex structure J . There exists σ0 > 0 such that for any

Floer strip u : R × [0, τ ] → M̂ satisfying Floer’s equation (8) for (H♯τ , L0 → L1)
and any τ > 0, with energy E(u) < σ0 and asymptotic to Hamiltonian chords at
both ends, one of which, at either end, is in [r−∗ , r

+
∗ ] × Σ, has image contained in

(r−∗ − δ, r+∗ + δ)× Σ.

Theorem 2 is a consequence of the following result:

Theorem 3. Let H(r, x) = h(r) be a semi-admissible Hamiltonian. Fix an admissi-
ble almost complex structure J . Then there exist ǫ > 0 and C > 0 such that for any

τ ≥ 1, and any u : R × [0, τ ] → M̂ Floer strip for (H♯τ , L0 → L1) with E(u) < ǫ,
contained in a region where h′′′ ≥ 0 and r± = r(u(±∞, t)), we have

inf
R×[0,τ ]

r(u(s, t)) ≥ r− − C · (r+)3/4E(u)5/8√
Ah(r+)

, (19)

where Ah(r
+) = r+h′(r+)− h(r+).

Proof of Theorem 2. Let ǫ > 0 as in Theorem 3. Choose 0 < σ′ < ǫ such that

r+ − r− < δ/2, for any τ > 0, and any Floer strip u : R × [0, τ ] → M̂ of H♯τ

with E(u) < σ′, which is asymptotic to a chord in [r−∗ , r
+
∗ ] × Σ at at least one of

the ends u(±∞, t). Such choice of σ′ exists since Ah is continuous and increasing
(A′

h(r) = rh′′(r) > 0 in (1, rmax)). Now, we take σ < σ′ satisfying

σ5/8 <
δ
√

Ah(r
−
∗ )

2C(r+∗ )3/4
,

or equivalently
C(r+∗ )

3/4σ5/8

√
Ah(r

−
∗ )

< δ/2,

and apply Theorem 3 to E(u) < σ. Then it follows from (19) and the maximum
principle (9) that the image of u is contained in (r−∗ − δ, r+∗ + δ)× Σ �

The proof of Theorem 3 is highly technical and not particularly enlightening, so
we defer it to the end of this section. In what follows, we present the proof of the
Crossing Energy Theorem.

Proof of Theorem 1. Throughout the proof, we assume E(u) < σH , so u satisfies
(18).

Step 1: A maps γ from a interval is called a η-pseudo-orbit or sometimes refereed
just as pseudo-orbit for the flow of a vector field X if

||γ̇(t)−X(γ(t))|| < η,

for all t in the domain of γ. Then, if η is small enough, γ is close to the integral
curve o the flow starting at x = γ(0). More precisely, whenever the closed interval
I in the domain of γ is fixed, and η is sufficiently small, γ|I is point-wise close to
the integral curve of the flow starting at x on the same interval I .
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From Inequality (18) and the Floer equation (8), the curves us given by

us(t) = u(s, t),

are η-pseudo-orbits of XH on the interval [0, τ ], with η = CH ·E(u)1/4. Thus, when
E(u) is small enough, each us approximates the integral curve of XH on the interval
[0, τ ].

On this step we would like to say that the projections of us to Σ are η-pseudo-
orbits for the Reeb flow, with a potentially different (but still controlled) η.

Let u be a Floer strip for H♯τ with E(u) < σH , and assume that inf r(u) ≥ rmin,
with rmin > 1 given by Theorem 2. Notice that from the maximal principal, the
image of u is contained in Σ × [rmin, rmax]. Set ǫ = E(u)1/4, and C = CH . Then,
from (18), we have that

||∂tu−XH(u)|| < Cǫ,

for all s ∈ R. Since XH = h′Rα on each level {r} × Σ, for r ≥ 1, by denoting by v
the projection of u to Σ, we obtain that

||∂tv − h′(r(u))Rα(v)|| < Cǫ. (20)

For each s ∈ R, we reparameterize the map us on the interval [0, τ ] by using the
change of variable t = t(ξ) satisfying ξ(0) = 0 and

t′(ξ) =
1

h′(r(u(s, t)))
> 0,

and set

γs(ξ) = us(t(ξ))

defined on the interval [0, τs], where

τs =

∫ τ

0
h′(r(s, t))dt.

Now, we notice that

||γ̇s(ξ)−Rα(γs(ξ))|| <
Cǫ

min
t∈[0,τ ]

h′(r(s, t))
≤ Cǫ

h′(rmin)
:= η,

where the dot represents the derivative with respect to ξ. Therefore, we conclude
that γs are η-pseudo-orbits for the Reeb flow, where η can be taken depending just
on H but independently of s and u (as long as the energy of u is sufficiently small).

step 3: Let K a locally maximal, topologically transitive compact hyperbolic set
for the Reeb flow. Consider U ′ = U(K) a isolating neighborhood for K given by the
Shadowing Theorem for flows [[KKH95], Theorem 18.1.7]. Fix δ > 0 such that

(1) U = Nδ := {y ∈ M | inf
x∈K

d(y, x) ≤ δ} ⊂ U ′,

(2) δ < δ∗/2, where δ∗ is the expansive constant for K,
(3) δ < δ′/2, where δ′ = d(∂U ′,K) > 0.
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Then, from the Shadowing Theorem for flows, for δ > 0, there exists an η > 0 such
that any continuous family of η-pseudo-orbits Qs in U , with s ∈ R, is δ-shadowed
by a continuous family of orbits (O(xs))s∈R. Moreover, by our choice of δ and the
local maximality of K, we have that the orbits O(xs) are in K, for all s ∈ R, and
that any η-pseudo-orbit that intersects ∂U is not entirely contained in U .

We point out that to finish the proof, it is sufficient to show that there exists
an 0 < ǫ < σH such that for any u ∈ M(x̂−, x̂+,H

♯τ , J), with x̂− = (r−, x−) and
x̂+ = (r+, x+), where x− or x+ are (q, p, δ)-chords in K × I, and E(u) < ǫ, then
E(u) = 0. Without loss of generality, we assume that x+ is a (q, p, δ)-chord and
r+ ∈ I. Set ys := v(s, 0) ∈ Λ0, and consider the family

ys(ξ) :=





γs(ξ) for ξ ∈ [0, τs],

ϕξ
α(ys) for ξ < 0,

ϕξ−τs(ys(τs)), for ξ > τs.

From step 2, Qs = {ys}s∈R is a continuous family of pseudo orbits for the Reeb flow,
with ys → x+. Since x+ is a (q, p, δ)-orbit, then we conclude that ys(0) → q ∈ Λ0,
and ys(τs) → p ∈ Λ1. Moreover, ys(0) ∈ W u

δ (q) and ys(τs) ∈ W s
δ (p) for s sufficiently

large. From our choice of δ, it follows that ys is in U for all s sufficiently large.
Indeed ys are in U for all s ∈ R, otherwise, by taking s0 = inf{s ∈ R | ys ⊂ U}, we
conclude that ys0 intersects ∂U , which contradicts our choice of δ since ys0 would
need to escape U . In particular, we conclude that x− is in K, since ys → x−, as
s → −∞. Now, from the Shadowing Theorem, we obtain a family O(xs)s∈R of orbits
of the Reeb flow K that δ-shadows the pseudo orbits Qs. Moreover, as it is easy to
verify, the orbit segments S τ̃s(xs) form a family of (q, p, 2δ)-chords for s sufficiently
large. Since 2δ is an expansivity constant, we get that xs = x+ and x−s = x−, for
all s sufficiently large. Finally, since ϕ(W u

δ (q)) intersects ϕ(W s
δ (p)) transversely, we

conclude that the (q, p, δ)-chords are isolated and therefore x− = x+, which implies
that E(u) = 0. �

Proof of Theorem 3. The proof will be divided in four steps.

Step 1: Fix a admissible Hamiltonian H(r, x) = h(r), and let u a Floer strip for

H♯τ . Denote by us := u(s, .) : [0, τ ] → M̂ the s-slice of the strip u. On this step, we
want to show that

d

ds

∫ τ

0
r(us)dt ≤ −τAh(r

−) +

∫ τ

0
Ah(r(us))dt. (21)
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Notice that from (6) and (7), we have

∂s(r(u)) = dr(∂su)

= dr(J(∂tu−XH(u)))

= −r(u)α(∂tu) + r(u)α(XH (u))

= −r(u)α(∂tu) + r(u)h′(r(u))

= −[r(u)α(∂tu)− h(r(u))] + [r(u)h′(r(u)) − h(r(u))].

Integrating over the interval [0, τ ], we obtain

d

ds

∫ τ

0
r(us)dt = −AH♯τ (us) +

∫ τ

0
Ah(r(us))dt,

and since from (7) the action decreases along Floer strips, we conclude that

AH♯τ (us) ≥ AH♯τ (u∞) = τAh(r
−)

and inequality (21) follows.

Step 2: From now on, we assume that the image of u is contained in a region
where h′′′ ≥ 0. On this step we want to show that

Ah(r
−)

Ah(r+)
τr+ ≤ inf

s∈R

∫ τ

0
r(us)dt ≤ τr+. (22)

Remark 4. Note that E(u) = τ(Ah(r
+) − Ah(r

−)), and that the lower bound on
(22) can be written as τr+ − E(u)r+/Ah(r

+).

Notice that the last inequality follows from the maximum principal (9). Now, for
the first inequality we use the following claim:

Claim 1: The function Ah(r)
r is non decreasing in [1, r0], provided that h′′′ ≥ 0

on this interval.

Assuming the claim, let us prove the first inequality in (22), i.e.,

Ah(r
−)

Ah(r+)
τr+ ≤

∫ τ

0
r(us)dt, for all s ∈ [−∞,∞]. (23)

First, note that from the claim and that Ah(r
−) ≤ Ah(r

+), follows that

Ah(r
−)

Ah(r+)
τr+ ≤ τr−,

and
Ah(r

−)

Ah(r+)
τr+ ≤ τr+,

respectively. Hence, inequality (23) holds for s = ±∞. To conclude (23) for all
s ∈ [−∞,∞], it is enough to check that the inequality hold on all the critical points
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of the right hand side, i.e., on all the critical points of the function

s →
∫ τ

0
r(us)dt.

Thus, let s0 be a critical point. From (21), the maximum principal (9) and the claim
above it follows that

τAh(r
−) ≤

∫ τ

0
Ah(r(us0)) ≤

Ah(r
+)

r+

∫ τ

0
r(us0).

This completes the proof of (23) assuming the claim.

Proof of Claim 1. Recall that Ah = rh′ − h. Dividing by r and differentiating we
obtain

d

dr

Ah(r)

r
=

rA′
h −Ah

r2
=

r2h′′ − rh′ + h

r2
.

Thus, it is enough to check that f = r2h′′ − rh′ + h ≥ 0. Since h′′′ ≥ 0, then h′′ in
monotone increasing. Now notice that

h′(r)− h′(1) =

∫ r

1
h′′(h)dh ≤

∫ r

1
h′′(r)dh ≤ (r − 1)h′′(r),

and since h′(1) = 0, we obtain

h′(r) ≤ (r − 1)h′′(r).

Therefore,

f = r(rh′′ − h′) + h ≥ r(rh′′ − (r − 1)h′′) + h ≥ rh′′ + h ≥ 0.

With this argument, we conclude that Ah(r)
r is strictly increasing unless h ≡ 0, which

is ruled out on this setting by our choice of Hamiltonian (H is in particular strictly
convex). �

Step 3: For s ∈ R and ρ > 0, we consider µ(s, ρ) the total amount of time that
the slice us spends under the level r+ − ρ, i.e.,

µ(s, ρ) = Leb{t | r(u(s, t)) ≤ r+ − ρ}.
On this step we want to prove that

µ(s, ρ)ρ ≤ r+

Ah(r+)
E(u). (24)

From the maximum principal (9), we have that
∫ τ

0
r(us)dt ≤ (τ − µ(s, ρ))r+ + µ(s, ρ)(r+ − ρ) = τr+ − µ(s, ρ)ρ. (25)

Now, by combining (22), Remark 4 and (25), we obtain

τr+ − r+

Ah(r+)
E(u) ≤ τr+ − µ(s, ρ)ρ,

and (24) follows.
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Step 4: In this step we finish the proof of Theorem 3. We consider ǫ > 0 and
C ′ > 0 be as in the Remark 3, and assume that E(u) < ǫ. If r− ≤ infR×[0,τ ] r(u), then

there is nothing to show. If infR×[0,τ ] r(u) < r−, then fix 0 < η < r−− infR×[0,τ ] r(u).

Choose (s0, t0) ∈ R × [0, τ ] such that r(u(s0, t0)) < r− − η. Notice that by the
Bourgeios-Oancea monotonicity property (10), the slice us0 has to rise at least to
the level r−. Now we consider the following claim:

Claim 2: For any t1 ∈ [0, τ ], with r(u(s0, t1)) ≥ r− − η/2, we have that

η/2 ≤ C ′
√
r+E(u)1/4|t1 − t0|.

Let us finish the proof of Theorem 3 assuming the claim. Consider ρ = r+− r−+
η/2. From the claim and the Bourgeois-Oancea monotonicity (10), we see that

η/2 ≤ C ′
√
r+E(u)1/4µ(s0, ρ). (26)

By combining (26) and (24), we obtain

η2/4 ≤ (r+ − r−)η/2 + η2/4 ≤ C ′(r+)3/2

Ah(r+)
E(u)5/4.

Now, by taking the square root we get

η ≤ 2
√
C ′(r+)3/4√
Ah(r+)

E(u)5/8. (27)

Since (27) holds for all η < r−−infR×[0,τ ] r(u), then it holds for η = r−−infR×[0,τ ] r(u).

By setting C = 2
√
C ′, we conclude the proof of the Theorem.

Proof of Claim 2. We have that

η/2 < r(u(s0, t1))− r(u(s0, t0)) =

∫ t1

t0

dr(∂tu(s0, t))dt. (28)

By using the identity

dr(∂tu) = r(u)α(∂su) + r(u)α(JXH (u)) = r(u)α(∂su),

which follows from (6), the Floer equation (8), and the condition that α(JXH ) = 0,
the inequality (28) becomes

η/2 ≤
∫ t1

t0

r(∂su(s0, t))α(∂su(s0, t))dt

≤
∫ t1

t0

r(u(s0, t))
||∂su(s0, t)||

||Rα(u(s0, t))||
dt

≤
∫ t1

t0

√
r(u(s0, t))||∂su(s0, t)||dt

≤
√
r+ max

t0≤t≤t1
||∂su(s0, t)|||t1 − t0|

≤ C
√
r+E(u)1/4|t1 − t0|,
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where Rα is the Reeb vector field of α. In the third inequality, we used the identify

||Rα||2 = ω(Rα, JRα) = r,

in the fourth we used the maximum principle (9), and the last is a consequence of
Remark 3. �

�

Proof of Bourgeois-Oancea monotonicity (10). By contradiction, we assume that there
exists s0 ∈ R such that

max
t∈[0,τ ]

r(u(s0, t) < r−. (29)

Then it follows from the maximal principal, (9), that

max
t∈[0,τ ]

r(u(s, t)) ≤ r−,

for all s ∈ [s0,∞). Now from (21) and the fact that A′
h(r) ≥ 0, we obtain

d

ds

∫ τ

0
r(us)dt ≤ −τAh(r

−) +

∫ τ

0
Ah(r(us))dt ≤ 0,

for all s ∈ [s0,∞). Now, from assumption (29), we have
∫ τ

0
r(u(s0, t)dt) ≤ τr− − ǫ,

for some ǫ > 0. Then the same holds for s ∈ [s0,∞), and this is a contradiction
with the fact that the left hand side converges to τr−, which completes the proof of
(10) �
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