ON THE EKELAND-HOFER SYMPLECTIC CAPACITIES
OF THE REAL BIDISC

LucA BARACCO, MARTINO FASSINA AND STEFANO PINTON

Volume 305 No. 2 April 2020






PACIFIC JOURNAL OF MATHEMATICS
Vol. 305, No. 2, 2020

dx.doi.org/10.2140/pjm.2020.305.423

ON THE EKELAND-HOFER SYMPLECTIC CAPACITIES
OF THE REAL BIDISC

LucA BARACCO, MARTINO FASSINA AND STEFANO PINTON

In C? with the standard symplectic structure we consider the bidisc D> x D?
constructed as the product of two open real discs of radius 1. We compute ex-
plicit values for the first, second and third Ekeland—Hofer symplectic capacity
of D? x D2 We discuss some applications to questions of symplectic rigidity.

1. Introduction and main result

The first striking result about a nontrivial obstruction to the existence of a symplectic
embedding was obtained by Gromov [1985]. He proved that one can symplectically
embed a sphere into a cylinder only if the radius of the sphere is less than or equal
to the radius of the cylinder. Since this celebrated nonsqueezing theorem appeared,
many similar results of symplectic rigidity have been obtained for a variety of
domains. For instance, McDuff [2009; 2011] studied symplectic embeddings of
even-dimensional open ellipsoids into one another (see also [Hutchings 2011a;
2011b; McDuff and Schlenk 2012]), and Guth [2008] gave asymptotic results on
when a complex polydisc can be symplectically embedded into another one. A
useful tool to tackle these questions is given by global symplectic invariants for
symplectic manifolds called capacities.

A symplectic capacity is a functor ¢ that assigns to every symplectic mani-
fold (M, w) of dimension 2n a nonnegative (possibly infinite) number c(M, w) that
satisfies the following conditions:

 (monotonicity) If there exists a symplectic embedding of (M|, @) into (M3, w»),
then c¢(M1, 1) < c(M2, 7).

e (conformality) If A > 0, then ¢(M, LAw) = Ac(M, w).

 (local nontriviality) For the open unit ball B C R2" we have ¢(B, wg) > 0.

o (nontriviality) For the open cylinder Z ={z € C":|z;| < 1} we have ¢(Z, wp) < co.
Fassina acknowledges support of NSF grant 13-61001.

MSC2010: primary 53D05; secondary 53D35.
Keywords: symplectic capacities, Lagrangian bidisc.

423


http://msp.org/pjm/
http://dx.doi.org/10.2140/pjm.2020.305-2
http://dx.doi.org/10.2140/pjm.2020.305.423

424 LUCA BARACCO, MARTINO FASSINA AND STEFANO PINTON

Here wy denotes the standard symplectic structure on R?*. The reader can
consult any standard textbook in the subject such as [McDuff and Salamon 2017,
Chapter 12] for an extensive treatment of this topic.

The first nontrivial capacity arose in Gromov’s proof of the nonsqueezing theorem,
and over the years many more such symplectic invariants have been constructed
[Ekeland and Hofer 1989; 1990; Hofer and Zehnder 1990; Floer et al. 1990; Viterbo
1992; Gutt and Hutchings 2018].

In this paper we consider the construction of Ekeland and Hofer (which is recalled
in Section 2C). For any subset of a symplectic vector space, they define an infinite
sequence c, of symplectic capacities. These quantities are notoriously difficult to
compute explicitly, and precise values appear in the literature only for very special
classes of domains, such as ellipsoids and polydiscs [Ekeland and Hofer 1990].
The main purpose of this work is to compute some of these capacities for the real
bidisc D? x D2 which we now introduce.

In the complex space C? with coordinates zj=xj+iyj, j=1,2, endowed with
the standard symplectic structure dx; A dy; + dxa A dy,, consider the real bidisc

(1-1) D*x D?:={(z1,22) € C* | x] + x5 < 1, y] +y3 < 1}.

Our main result is the following (see Theorems 4.2, 4.4 and 4.6).

Main Theorem. For the unit real bidisc D* x D* we have
ci(D*>x D*) =4, c¢(D*>x D*) =33, c¢3(D*>x D% =3.

The fact that ¢;(D? x D?) = 4 is known [Artstein-Avidan and Ostrover 2014].
The referee pointed out to us that the values of ¢2(D? x D?) and c3(D? x D?)
can also be obtained from the work of Ramos [2017], which uses very different
techniques than the ones developed in this paper (see Remarks 4.5 and 4.9).

The Ekeland-Hofer capacities are closely related to the existence of closed
Hamiltonian orbits. The key feature of our computation is the use of Hamiltonians
modeled on the gauge function of the domain, rather than Hamiltonians that are
quadratic at infinity, as in the original definition of Ekeland and Hofer. This same
idea already appears in [Berestycki et al. 1985] in the context of smooth domains,
and in [Fan 1992] for the case of Lipschitz domains. The different choice of
Hamiltonians does not affect the computation of the capacities, provided that no
periodic orbits of period 1 are introduced at infinity. This feature is easily achieved
by rescaling, since the closed periodic orbits of the Hamiltonians in question can
be computed explicitly. The advantage in modeling the Hamiltonians on the gauge
function is that we can then exploit the symmetries of the domain to simplify the
estimates involved in the computations of the capacities.

We remark that our strategy can be easily adapted to compute the Ekeland—Hofer
capacities of other domains. For instance, for the product of two real spheres in C3
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one just needs to repeat the same computations while taking an additional coordinate
into account.

We now point out how the results of this paper are related to recent work of Gutt
and Hutchings [2018]. They use positive S'-equivariant symplectic homology to
introduce a sequence c; of symplectic capacities for star-shaped domains in R>".
Their capacities ¢ share many properties with the Ekeland—Hofer capacities, and in
particular the remarkable “product property” (see Section 5). Combining the results
of [Gutt and Hutchings 2018] with Ramos’ insight [2017] that the real bidisc is a
toric domain, one can see that the Gutt—Hutchings capacities of D* x D? are the
same as the Ekeland—Hofer capacities that we obtain in our Main Theorem. Our
computations therefore support the conjecture made by Gutt and Hutchings [2018]
that their capacities ¢, are always equal to the Ekeland—Hofer capacities.

The organization of this paper is as follows. In Section 2 we recall some back-
ground material and set the notation. In Section 3 we show how one can approximate
the bidisc D? x D? with a sequence of smooth convex domains. The main result
is then proved in Section 4, while in Section 5 we present some applications to
questions of symplectic embedding. It is the authors’ hope that further applications
to symplectic rigidity of these explicit values of the capacities will be found in the
future.

2. Background

2A. Basic definitions and notation. Let C" denote the standard complex vector
space of dimension n with variables z; = x; +iy;. We endow C" with the Euclidean

scalar product "
(z, w) := Re(z zjwj)
j=1

and the standard symplectic form
1 n B n
W= % Zdzj Ndzj= dej Ndyj.
j=1 j=1

All symplectic embeddings considered in this paper will be with respect to the
standard symplectic form.

Let Q be a bounded subset of C" with smooth boundary 92. We denote by TC"
the (real) tangent bundle of C" and by T 92 the tangent bundle of 92. We write
Y € TC" to mean that Y is a local section of TC". Consider a smooth defining
equation p of dQ2 such that |dp(z)| # 0 for z € 2. The characteristic vector field
of 02 is the unique vector field X such that

w(X,Y)=Y(p) forallY e TC".

The characteristic vector field X is tangent to d€2 and its restriction to 92 does
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not depend on the choice of p. Moreover, X generates the kernel of the restricted
form w|7j0.

Let J denote the standard complex structure on C". For all z € 92 we have
X (z) = JVp(z), where Vp is the Euclidean gradient of p. Hence an integral curve
of X on 02 is the solution of a system

z2=JVp(2),

2-1
& z(0) = zo,

where zo € 9€Q2. These integral curves are called the characteristics of 0€2.

Of particular interest in symplectic geometry is the study of closed characteristics,
that is, the solutions to (2-1) for which there exists a time 7y > 0 such that z (7)) = zo.
Let T be the smallest such . The image {z(¢), 0 <t < T} is called an orbit and T
the period of the orbit.

If y : [0, T] — 0% is a closed characteristic, the action of y is defined to be

T

1 .

Ayi==1 [ pppae
0

If Q2 is a bounded convex subset of C" and {y; };<;s is the set of closed characteristics

of 02, we can define the action spectrum of 2 as the set

2(Q) = {|kAy)|, k eN,i € I}.

Following Ekeland and Hofer [1990], we will see how it is possible to choose some
elements of X (£2) called capacities that are symplectic invariants (see Section 2C).
We now describe how to adapt the concepts introduced above to nonsmooth domains.

Let 2 C C" be a convex bounded domain and let p € 2. We say that a unit
vector n(p) is normal at p for 02 if

(2-2) (n(p),x—p) <0 forallx € Q.

If p is a smooth boundary point, then n(p) is the usual exterior normal vector.
If 02 is not smooth at p, then there could be more than one choice for a normal
vector. In this case, we let n(p) denote the set of all vectors satisfying (2-2).

Definition 2.1. Let 2 be a convex domain in C". We say that 7 : R — Q is a
characteristic if z(t) has right and left derivative z*(¢) for all ¢, and

275 (0) € In(z(D)).

Note that, for 2 smooth, this definition coincides with the definition of a charac-
teristic given before.
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2B. The action spectrum of the real bidisc. We now turn our attention to the
domain that is the main object of interest of this paper: the real bidisc D* x D>
Recall that D? x D? was defined in (1-1) as the product of two open real discs of
radius 1. The next proposition, which follows from the work of Artstein-Avidan
and Ostrover [2014], describes the closed characteristics of D? x D? and its action
spectrum > (D? x D?).

Proposition 2.2. The unitary real bidisc D* x D? has infinitely many closed char-
acteristics. The action spectrum is given by the set

(2-3)  X(D*x D*) = {2ncos(b.,) | k,n €N, O, € J,}U{2nm | n e N},

where J, = {2k — )n/2n,1 <k < (n —1)/2} if n is odd, and, if n is even,
Jo=lkn/n, 0<k<n/2—-1}.

Remark 2.3. The elements of X (D? x D?) are precisely the lengths of all closed
billiard orbits in a circle of radius 1.

Remark 2.4. Note that min X (D? x D?) = 4. Moreover, the second smallest
element in ¥ (D? x D?) is 34/3.

2C. Ekeland-Hofer symplectic capacities. Following [Ekeland and Hofer 1990],
we recall the definition of these symplectic capacities. We first set up the func-
tional analytical framework. For more details, see also [Ekeland and Hofer 1989,
Section IIJ.

Let E be the Hilbert space of all functions f € L*>(R/Z, C") such that the Fourier
series

fO)=>" fi?" fiec,

kezZ

> Ikl fil* < oo,

keZ

satisfies

The inner product in E is defined by
(f. ) = (fo. 80) +27 > _Ik|(fe- g)-

keZ

E is the most natural space on which the action functional .4 can be defined. It is
easy to see that

+00
Ay =7 Y k(U fil> = 1f ).
k=0

Note that there is a natural action 7 : S! — Aut(E) of S! ~ R/Z on E given by
the phase shift

Tyomio £ () 1= f(t +6).



428 LUCA BARACCO, MARTINO FASSINA AND STEFANO PINTON

The space E has a natural orthogonal splitting, compatible with the phase shift
action, given by
E=E ®FE’@E".
Here we have defined
E”"={fe€E| fr =0 for k> 0},
E'={f€E| fi=0fork #0} =C",
Et={(feE| fi =0fork <0).
We denote by P, P? and P~ the corresponding orthogonal projections.
We now need to introduce the notion of the index of a subspace. Let X be a

Hilbert space over C, and let 7 : S' — Aut(X) be a representation of S' on the
vector space

Aut(X) :={f: X — X | f is a linear isometry}.
A subset A C X is called invariant if T(8)(A) = A for all € S.. Let Y be another
Hilbert space, and R : ' — Aut(Y) a representation of S' on Aut(Y). A linear
map f : X — Y is called equivariant if f o T(0) = R(0) o f for all 0 € S'. Let

A C X be an invariant subset. For every k € N, we let 7 (A, k) denote the collection
of functions f : A — CK\ {0} such that

e f is continuous,

o there exists a positive integer n such that f(7T(0)(x)) = e2™i0 £ (x) for all
6 € S! and for all x € A.

We define the index of A as the quantity
-4 a(A) :=min{k e N | F(A, k) # &}.

If (A, k) = @ for every k € N, we set «(A) = +00. Moreover, we set «(2) = 0.
Observe that if F is the set of fixed points of X for 7, that is,

F:={xeX|T®)(x)=x foralld e S'},

then AN F # @ implies o(A) = oo.

In the following paragraph we describe a pseudoindex theory in the sense of
Benci relative to E™. In our exposition we mainly follow [Benci 1982] (see also
[Ekeland and Hofer 1990]).

Consider the group of homeomorphisms

2-5) Pi={h:E—E|h=¢"P"+e P +P°+K)
such that the following conditions are satisfied:

e K is a compact equivariant operator.
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e yT, ¥~ : E — R* map bounded sets in precompact sets and are invariant.
o There exists a constant ¢ > 0 such that A(x) < 0 or ||x|| > ¢ implies that
yT(x)=y (x)=0and K (x) =0.

Let S:={x € E | ||x||[g = 1} and let £ C E be an invariant subset of £. We

define the pseudoindex of & as
ind(¢) :=inf{la(h(&)NSNET) |h eT}.

For the basic properties of the pseudoindex we refer to [Ekeland and Hofer 1990].
In particular, the following result is often useful.

Proposition 2.5 [Ekeland and Hofer 1990, Proposition 1]. If Vi, € E™ is a finite-
dimensional invariant subspace of E*of complex dimension k, ind(V;® E°® E~)=k.

We need to introduce one last concept before defining the symplectic capacities.
We call a smooth function H : C" — (0, +00) an admissible Hamiltonian for a
bounded domain 2 C C" if

e H is 0 on some open neighborhood of €,
e H(z) = c|z|* for |z| large enough, where ¢ > 7 and ¢ ¢ Zr.
We denote by 7 (€2) the set of the admissible Hamiltonians for 2. For j a positive
integer and H € H(£2), we define a number cy ; € (0, +00) U {00} by
cy,j:=inf{sup Ag(§) |E CEis S'-invariant and ind(§) > j}.

Here Ay : E — R is the action functional associated to a Hamiltonian H defined
by

1
A (f) = ACf) — fo H(f (1)) dt.

Every number ¢y ; is nonnegative and, if finite, is a critical value of Ay [Ekeland
and Hofer 1990, page 559].
We can now define the j-th Ekeland—Hofer symplectic capacity of Q as
Cj(Q) = inf CH,j-
HEeH(Q)

Remark 2.6. In our computation of the Ekeland—Hofer symplectic capacities, we
will not use Hamiltonians with quadratic behavior at infinity, as in the definition.
We will use instead Hamiltonians of the form H (z) = f(r(z)), where r is the gauge
function of the domain, and f is linear at infinity (see [Berestycki et al. 1985; Fan
1992]). This choice does not affect the values obtained in the computation of the
capacities, as one can easily prove by combining the following two facts:

o For Hamiltonians H; and H, we have

Hy < Hy = Ap, > A, = cu, k < CHy k-
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e For every f linear at infinity there exists H € H(2) such that f(r) < H.
Similarly, for any H € H(S2) there exists f such that H < f(r).

Observe also that if we choose f so that the Hamiltonian f(r) has no periodic
solutions of period 1 at infinity, then Ay satisfies the Palais—Smale condition.
This implies that ¢ 7 «, if it is finite, is a critical value of Ay (see [Aebischer
et al. 1994, page 71)).

The next theorem, from [Hofer and Zehnder 1990], characterizes the first sym-
plectic capacity as the infimum of the action spectrum.

Theorem 2.7. Let 2 be a smoothly bounded convex domain in C" and let a =
min X (S2). Then ¢1(2) = a.

Note that we cannot apply Theorem 2.7 directly to the real bidisc, since its
boundary 9(D? x D?) is not smooth. In the next section we show how to overcome
this difficulty by appropriately approximating D? x D? with smooth domains.

3. Approximation with smooth domains

We start by constructing a decreasing sequence of smooth convex domains D,
converging to D? x D% Let g : R — [0, +-00) be a convex, increasing function
such that g(1) =1 and g(s) =0 for s < 0. Consider the following subsets of Cc2:

G-1)  Dyi={zeC’|gnxi+x;— D) +gmn(yi+y; — 1) <1}.

The domains defined in (3-1) are smooth and convex. Moreover, they satisfy the
following properties:

e D, DD,y foralln e N.
e NI ® D, =D?x D%

n=1
e For all n € N, we have

1

J1+1

In particular, by the properties of the capacities, for any choice of positive integers
k and n, the following double inequality holds:

D, C D> x D°.

ck(Dy) < cx(D* x D?) < ¢ (Dy).

1
n

Proposition 3.2 shows how the closed characteristics of the real bidisc D? x D?
are approximated by the closed characteristics of the approximating domains D,,.
Before stating the result, it is convenient to give the following definition.
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Definition 3.1. For all M > 0 and ¢ > 0 we define
o
Xm.e(Dy) = (Z(Dy) N[0, M])\ U [2km — &, 2km + ¢€].
k=1
Here X (D,,) denotes the action spectrum of D,,.

Proposition 3.2. Let o € X(D?* x D?) and suppose that o = A(y), where y is a
nongliding closed characteristic of D> x D% Then there exists a sequence y,, where
each y, is a closed characteristic of D,, such that y, converges to y and A(y,)
converges to o. In particular, for all M > 0 and ¢ > 0, we have

d(Za.e(Dn), Tye (D> x D*)) > 0 forn — 400,
where d( -, -) is the Hausdorff distance between sets.

Proof. Note that, for every n, we can decompose the boundary 0D,, of D,, into three
components

X, 2={(Z1,zz)€¢32, xi+x—1 <0,y12+y22=1+%}

(3-2) |
Y, = {(21,22) eC yi+y—1 <0,x12+x§=1+;}

and

(3-3) T2 := 9D, \ (X2UY)?).

To find the closed characteristics of D,, we consider the system of differential
equations

s
(3.4) {x— g/ (n(lyl2 = 1)2ny,

y =g (n(|x[> — 1))2nx,
where x = (x1, x2), ¥y = (y1, y2). We first note that det(x, y) = x1y2 — xoy; is
constant along the solutions of (3-4). It is convenient to use polar coordinates in
the planes defined by the variables x and y, respectively. We recall the notation
already introduced in the proof of Proposition 2.2:
rie'? :=ri(cos gy, singy) = (x1, x2),
rae'? :=ry(cos g2, singy) = (y1, y2).

We can now rewrite the system (3-4) as

(F1 +irigne? = —g'(n(ry — 1))2nrze',

(3-5) . . 2 :
(r2 +irgr)e'? = g'(n(ri — 1))2nrie'¥,
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from which we obtain the two systems

rigr =g (n(ry — 1))2nrysin(p; — ¢2),
(3-6) ra¢y = g'(n(r} — 1))2nr; sin(pr — @2),
rirp sin(@) — @) = det(x, y) = const
and
rir = —g' (n(r} — 1)2nrs,
(3-7) rary = g'(n(ri —1)2nr3,
r3=2n(g' (n(r} — D)} —g'(n(r3 = D)ry).

Here r3 :=x -y = x1y1 +x2y2 = rirz cos(¢; — ¢2).

Clearly the characteristics in D, are straight segments when they lie on X3 or Y3
We now want to understand the behavior of the characteristics at their intersections
with Tn3. Let us consider the Cauchy problem (3-4) with initial data x(0) = (1, 0)
and y(0) = /T + I/n(cos 8y, sin ) for 6y € (0, r/2). The corresponding solution
of (3-4) enters X ,31 (this can be seen by inspection of (3-7), since r3(0) > 0 implies
that r; is decreasing and r; is constant). Reasoning as in Proposition 2.2, we see
that the solution reaches the point

(x1, x2) = (cos(mr +26p), sin(r +260)),  (y1, y2) =/ 1 + 2 (cos by, sin ).

The solution then enters Tn3 at a time #9. From (3-7) we see that r3(fg) < O,
r1 increases and r, decreases. Let T > O be the smallest positive real number
such that r3(fo + T) = 0. By symmetry, we see that ri(t) = r (2T + 2ty — 1),
r(t) =r (2T 4+ 2ty —t) and r3(t) = r3(2T + 2t — t). In particular, this tells us
that the solution eventually leaves 7). By the third equation in (3-6), the angle
between x (fo+27) and y(fo+2T) is the same as the angle between x (¢y) and y(#y)
but ¢ (ty) # @1(to +2T). We want to compute A := @ (to +2T) — ¢1(ty) =
@2(to +2T) — @2(19). By (3-6),

Ap /ZT g (n(r? —1))2nr,
0 r

2T 7 2
nr;—1))2n /
:[ M 1+%sin90dt.
0 r

Since r3 = x -y =rirycos(¢) — ¢2), (3-7) implies

2sin(p) — @) dt
(3-8)

(7}) = —g'(n(r3 — 1))2nr1r2 cos(p1 — ¢2)

(3-9)
— —g'(n(3 = 1)2n\fr2rd — (14 1) sin’ .
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Using (3-9) inside (3-8) we obtain

141 J1+ Lsiney)
(310 / sin(&y
! rl\/rl

d@ri).
ry — sm2 (60)

It follows from

g —D)+gmn@r; — 1) =1
that
g (1l—gn(ri —1)))

n

J 1+ 2singy

I+,
/1 uyful +g71(1 = gl —1)))/n) — (1+ ) sin® 6y

(3-11) r3=1+

Plugging (3-11) into (3-10) we obtain

(3-12) Ap = — du.

From (3-12) we see that Ag is small for 8y < 7/2 and n large. Following the
same reasoning as in Proposition 2.2 we can see that after 2m straight sides the
characteristic hits the point

Py, = ((_1)mei(2m(9+A¢J))’ (—1)" /1 n %ei((2m+1)9+2mAgo)>'

The characteristic is closed if and only if

(3-13) [9+A<p=%f0rk:0,._"%_1 if m is even,

0+Ap=2" g fork=1,....,2 ifmisodd.

Since Ag depends continuously on 6y and is small if # is large, then the equations
in (3-13) are solvable. In particular, if 6 ,, € J,, (see Proposition 2.2), for n big
enough there exists 6 close to 6y ;, such that (3-13) is satisfied. The corresponding
characteristics of D,, and D? x D? are close to each other and their actions are also
close. Note that there could also be some characteristics that are entirely contained
in T . These characteristics are left out by the description above. If 7 is large, they
are close to the gliding trajectories of the bidisc D? x D? and their actions are close
to a multiple of 2. U

4. The Ekeland—Hofer symplectic capacities of the real bidisc

In this section we compute the symplectic capacities of the real bidisc D* x D2
The following result will be the main tool for our computations.
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Proposition 4.1. Let 2 be a smooth convex domain in C" containing 0, and let r
be its gauge function. For all ¢ > 0, let V. : E — R be the functional

1
(4-1) Ve(g) = A(C)—Cfo r(g(n)dr.

If W C E is an invariant subset of pseudoindex at least k such that V.|w <0, then
ce(R2) <c.
Proof. Let ¢ > 0 and choose a smooth function f; : [0, co) — [0, 00) such that
0 ifs <1,
(4-2) fe(s) = N
(c+¢e)s ifsis large.

Moreover, we require that 0 < f/(s) < ¢+ 2¢ for all s, and that f/(s) € X (£2) only
for finitely many numbers sy, ..., s,,, which we can assume to be arbitrarily close
to 1. Let f/(s;) = «j € £(2) and define Hy, (z) := f:(r(z)). The periodic orbits
of z=JVHy (z) of period 1 are obtained by scaling. Namely, they are the curves
J/Sjvi(ajt), where y; is the closed characteristic in 9€2 such that A(y;) = «;. The
corresponding critical values of Ap, are

(4-3) Any, (sjvjlajn) =sjoj— fe(s)).

As & — 0, these critical values tend to «j, and each of them is less than c. Note that

1
Ag;, (§) = ‘Pc(§)+/0 [er(E(@) — fe(r(C(@)))]dt
1
< W©)+ [ 1C—erC@n1d = V) +D
0
for some constants C and D. Recalling that ¥ |y < 0, then
(4-4) Ap, lw <C

for some new constant C. Equation (4-4) implies ¢y, x < 00. Since there are no
periodic orbits at infinity of period 1, then Ay, satisfies the Palais—Smale condition
and therefore CHy, k is a critical value of AHfE. Hence ¢y, « <c by (4-3). Since
ck($2) < cHy, ks the conclusion follows. O

In the next theorem we compute the first Ekeland—Hofer capacity of the real
bidisc. A different proof of the same result appears in [Artstein-Avidan and Ostrover
2014].

Theorem 4.2. For the unit real bidisc D* x D? we have ¢;(D* x D?) = 4.

Proof. Recall that 4 = min = (D? x D?) (Remark 2.4). Proposition 3.2 then implies
the existence of a sequence of closed characteristics y,, C dD, with o, := A(y,) — 4.



ON THE EKELAND-HOFER SYMPLECTIC CAPACITIES OF THE REAL BIDISC 435

By Theorem 2.7 we have
4-5) lim ¢ (D,) =4.
n—-+4o00o

Now observe, from the construction of the D,,, that
1

J1+1

The basic properties of the capacities then yield the double inequality

D, C D* x D*> C D,.

c1(D,) < c1(D* x D?) < ¢1(Dy),

1
from which we can conclude that ¢ (D? x D?) = 4 by applying (4-5). ([

For the next theorem we need the following simple lemma.

Lemma 4.3. Let f(t) = Y ;7 fe®™" be an L'-convergent series. Then, for
every integer n,

1
fo FOld = 1 ful.

Proof. For every n we have

1 1
/ kaEkat dt=/ eanthkeZ(kfn)mt dt
0 lrez 0 kez
1
ki
2| [ X S ] =1 0
0

Theorem 4.4. For the real bidisc D* x D? we have c3(D* x D?) = 34/3.

Proof. Let W be the following invariant subset of E:

3 3
W= {(oz, B 4y (o : ﬁ])(&“— '“—)e“’”’f

o3 o

a,ﬂec}@EO@E—,

where y : [P’qu — R is a nonnegative continuous function which is nonzero only in a
neighborhood of the two points [1:i] and [1 : —i]. We will specify later how y is
chosen. We now prove that W has pseudoindex 2. First note that

WNSNET =
{(a,ﬂ>e2”"’+y([a:m)(a“—3 _a—3)e4””

o7 Jer]?

a, BEC, (la)*+|B1H) (1+yH =1 }

and therefore W N SN E* has index 2. Assume now by contradiction that there
exists & € I" such that F := h(W)N ET N S has index strictly smaller than 2. Then,
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by the properties of the index, there exists an open neighborhood of U of F in E
such that «(U) = a(F). Let Ex = {f € E | f; =0 for |j| > k} and denote by
QO : E — Ej the corresponding orthogonal projection. We claim, for k large, that

(4-6) Ovh(WNE)NSNET CU.

Assume by contradiction that (4-6) is false. Then there exists a sequence of functions
frx € Ex "W such that Q;(h(fi)) € ET NS and Qi (h(fy)) ¢ U. Recalling the
structure of the homeomorphism # (see (2-5)), we have

KAWL+ (P + POQK (fi) =0,

(4-7) .
lle” (fk)fk+ + PTOiK(foll =1.

Note that f; must be a bounded sequence, otherwise we have K ( fy) = 0, which
together with (4-7) implies || f,:r |=1and fko = f; =0, thus giving a contradiction.
We can therefore assume that K (f;) and y*(f;) converge. Hence, by (4-7), the
sequences f, and fk0 also converge. Furthermore, the sequence fk‘L converges
as well, since it lies in a finite-dimensional space. We therefore have that f;
converges to some element fo, € W with h(fs) € ET NS and h( fs) ¢ U, which
is a contradiction.

In order to apply [Fadell et al. 1982, Proposition 3.3] as done in [Ekeland and
Hofer 1990, page 558], we consider the following “truncated” set: for M > 0 let

2 2 0 —112
im gy (LS, gy
o oo\ i 0 0. 0
X(O_lm, W)e T”t—f—f +f_ a,ﬂe@,f eFE ,f_EE_},

where x is a smooth function such that x(¢r) = 1 for t < 1 and x(¢) = O for
t > % Note that Wy, coincides with W inside the ball of radius M in E and that
h(Wy)NETNS =h(W)NETNS. Consider now the equivariant map

(4-8) ¢:C*HE®(E~NEL) — Wi,
2 2 0 -2 3048 _
¢(a,ﬁ’quk)zx<|a| +IBPHILO+ )y([a:m)(& o a_)ew

M o3 Jer]?

+(0(,,3)€2ﬂ”+f0+fk_-

By [Fadell et al. 1982, Proposition 3.3] applied to the map Qh(¢), we obtain
a(Qr(Wy)NETNS) > 2.

The conclusion that ind(W) = 2 is achieved by taking M large enough.
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Now, let 7 be the gauge function of D? x D? and W, : E — R the functional
defined in (4-1): |
W)= A —¢ [ ).
0

We recall that

2117 + |22 N IRe(z3 +23)|
2 2 ‘

We will prove that .|y < 0 for ¢ = 44/2.
Let v = (¢1, &) € W. Then

r(z1,22) =

+00
v = vle2mt + vze4mt + § :w_k672kmt’
k=0

where v; = («, B) and v, = yoe3/|a|3(61, B) for some «, B € C. We have

+00
49 Wew) = (7= 5w+ (27 = 5 ) loalP = Y kw2
k=1

c 400 c 1
-S>l -5 [
2k:0 2 Jo

To estimate the integral on the right side of (4-9) we compute the Fourier coefficients
of order 4 and 6 of Re(g“lz(t) + {22 (t)). We denote them respectively by 14 and /.

Re(L7 (1) + 3 (1)) | dt.

(4-10) 21y = v} +2(v2 - wo) + (W_1)2 + 2(w—2-wp) + 2(w_3-v1) +2(W_4g - v2),
(4-11) 21e =2(v2-v1) +2(w—1 - w-2) + 2(wo - w-3) + 2(v1 - w—4) + 2(v2- wW_5).

By Lemma 4.3 applied to I and (4-11) we get

1
(4-12) /
0

Since all the functionals on the right side of (4-12), which we are going to estimate,
are homogeneous, it is not restrictive to assume that la|>+|B)>=1.1In particular,
|va - v1| = |y|. Applying the Cauchy—Schwarz inequality we obtain the estimates

Re(¢2(t) + ¢2(n)| dt

> Il = |vp-vi| — |lw_1 - w_| — |wo - w_3| — |v1 - w_g| — [v2 - wW_5].

(4-13) Jw_i-woa| < 2(w_i >+ w_2[*) and |wo-w_3| < L(Jwol* + |w_3]?).

For the terms |v; - w_4| and |v; - w_s| we give small and large constants to obtain

5+4m <
2for - wog| = Fp—fwal +
(4-14) L ) L
20vy - wos| < 2—Jw_s]’ + =%,

1 5+5m
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where we have used that |v;| = 1 and |v,]? = 2 Combining the estimate for the
integral in (4-12) with (4-13) and (4-14) and plugging into (4-9), we see that

(4-15) W.(v) < ﬂ_£_£y+(‘£1_)2 + 2”_£_|_(‘£1_)2 yi4o-
¢ 2 2 §+4n 2 5+57 ’

where the dots stand for negative terms that arise after absorbing the terms that
involve w_4 and w_s on the right side of (4-14) with the terms ( —47— %) |w_4|* and
(=57 — §)lw—s|* on the right side of (4-9). The right side of (4-15) is negative if

(4-16) o — S 4 () e n ‘4 (2 0
- T— 4= - T——+—"—]<
2 ey )V Y 2" Ctdn

For ¢ = 4+/2 the inequality in (4-16) is satisfied by the solutions to
0.44 —2.82y +3.56y> < 0.

In particular, ¥.(v) < O for

(4-17) 0.22 <y <0.58.

Using 14 in place of I, we get that

(4-18) fo 1|Re(c%<t>+c§<r>)|df

lw_1|?
2

2, a2
> 14| = |a™+B7|—[v2-wo | —|wo-w_2|—|vi-w_3|—|v2- w_4|—

We first estimate

3 c
=c + 27
2lva-wol < L o> + 2 e
5+2m %c+4n
[, Y 4
20wo - woa| < 2——|w_o* + —— wol?
4-19 3 2t
4-19) : .
vy -w_z| < 2 Iw 1P+ ——,
4 §+3T[
C C
vy woy] < 2 w_g4|” + 2
| | c | 2 2+4 1

We have used again that |v;|> = I and |v;|*> = y% Combining (4-19) with (4-18)
and replacing inside (4-9) we obtain

(C)2 S+2m <
V. (v)<|m— B+ [ 2r -S4 2 + 4 21
(v) = ( I B < y3m ) ( > 4<%C+4” ran Y
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Once again, the dots indicate negative terms which come after absorption with the
negative terms involving |wy|? for k =0, —2, —3, —4. Hence W..(v) < 0 if

. (9)? c c cf 5+2m <
4-20 _¢ : 4 a2 2 rr—S1¢ 2 : 4 2 0.
(4-20) (n 2+%+37t 4I(;v +B71+| 27 >t %c+4n +%+471 yo<

For ¢ = 44/2, the inequality (4-20) is satisfied by the solutions to

4-21) 0.477 — 1.41)a* + B2 +4.352y2 < 0.

Letting vy = 0.23 by (4-17) and solving the corresponding equation to (4-21), we
can define 8 := (0.47 +4.22-0.23%)/1.41 = 0.496. We then choose a continuous
function y such that 0 <y < yy and

vo if |a? + B%| < 89 =0.502,

4-22 B =
(4-22) y(e: Al {o if |a? + 8% > 0.6.

With this choice, we conclude that W.|w < 0. The conclusion remain valid even
if we choose a constant ¢ slightly smaller than 4+/2.

Now let D, be the approximating sets for D> x D? constructed in Proposition 3.2.
Note that

Dy,

(4-23) C D*x D*CD,.

5

1+1
The first inclusion in (4-23) implies
T'n
(4-24) >,
1+
where r, is the gauge function of the set D,. For each n, let W be defined as

Lra(g ()
1 9

n

W;’(;)::A(;)—C/O t, C¢e€E.

By (4-24), we have W < W. < 0. Propositions 4.1 and 3.2 then imply

D
im 2P _ 3.3
n——+400 1+rll

This is because X (D, N[0, 42 — e] = {af, ay} for ¢ > 0 and n large, where o}
and o) are two sequences converging to 4 and 34/3, respectively (Proposition 3.2).
Together with the fact that ¢, (D,) /(1 + %) < 44/2 we have that either c2(Dy) = af
or c2(D,) = ;. It cannot be ¢3(D,) = af = c1(D,), otherwise the set of charac-
teristics of D, of action oy would have index 2, and this is not the case. Hence
2 (Dyp) =af — 34/3, and this gives the conclusion. U
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Remark 4.5. One can deduce that c,(D? x D?) = 34/3 from the work of Ramos
[2017]. Let E(a, b) denote the ellipsoid
2 2
b4 (ﬁ + Q) < 1}.
a b

It follows from [Ramos 2017, Corollary 9] that E (4—¢, 44§) embeds symplectically
into the bidisc D? x D? for some ¢, § > 0. Hence

(4-25) E(a,b) = {(zl, 7)€ C?

446 < cz(D2 X D2) < 34/3.

Since 3+/3 is the only number in the spectrum X (D? x D?) with this property, we
conclude that c2(D? x D?) = 34/3.

Theorem 4.6. For the unit real bidisc D* x D* we have ¢3(D* x D?) = 8.

Proof. Let W be the subspace of E defined by
Wi=E" @ E @ (", 0),(0,”"), (""", 0)).

By [Ekeland and Hofer 1990, Proposition 1] the pseudoindex of W is equal to 3.
We now prove that for some constant ¢ we have W, |y <0, where W, is the functional
defined in (4-1). For an element (¢, &) = (we®™ ' +y et B2y +w~ +uw' e W,
witha, B,y € C, w™ e E~, w’ e E° we have

(4-26) Wo((@e™™ ! +ye™it, ge?™ity 4w~ 4+ )
=A(§)—c/0] r(¢(r))dt
= —SAaP+IBP+1yP) = lw ™l = S’ + w7},
= IRe(c2()+ 2] di +x(a + B+ 21y P,

To give an estimate of the last integral in (4-26), we compute the coefficient /g of
e8! in the Fourier expansion of Re(g“lz(t) + Zzz(t)):

Iy =y?+2(c, B) - ws +2(y, 0) - wg + 2w’ w; +2w; - wy +w; - w;.
We want to find a constant ¢ such that
@27) w(al*+ 1817 +2ly )
=S UalP+ 18P + 1y ) = lw™lle = Sw’ + w7, — S 1s] <0.
Applying the Cauchy—Schwarz inequality, we get

_ 1 _ 1
5] >y 1> —ailws > = —|(a, B)I* —azlwg | — —|y|*
ai a

0,2 -2 -2 -2 -2
=W = Jw, |7 — w7 = [ws |7 — |w, |7
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Choosing a; such that 7a; = 5+ 57 and as such that fa, = 5 +6m, (4-27) becomes
(5)° 5’

4-28 2 2 _c_ Y Hopg_C_Cy 4]

( )(Ia|+|ﬂ|)(ﬂ =g R A Rt o) MRS

where the dots indicate other negative terms not involving ¢, B or . The expression
in (4-28) is negative if

C
TTyTe +57 <0,
(4-29) 2 o2
-S4 (Z) <0
2 4 S46m
Solving the system (4-29), we obtain
V109 =7
c > 47TT.

Considering the approximating domains D, and reasoning as in the last part of the
proof of Theorem 4.4, we conclude that

/109 -7
(4-30) c3(D* x D?) < 4 ———
Moreover, Proposition 4.8 implies
(4-31) c3(D? x D?) > ¢3(B?) = 2.

Looking at the spectrum X (D? x D?) computed in Proposition 2.2, we see that
(4-30) and (4-31) imply c3(D? x D?) =38. O

Note that in the proof of Theorem 4.6 we have used the fact that the capacity c3
of the real bidisc is strictly greater than the corresponding capacity for the unit
ball B2 This inequality is proved below in Proposition 4.8 for every capacity cy.
The proof relies on the following lemma.

Lemma 4.7. Let D C D, be two convex smooth subdomains of C" such that for
some k we have ci(D1) = c(Dy) =: c. Assume also that c is isolated in X (D)
and X.(D,). Then there exists a closed characteristic y C d Dy N oD, such that
Aly) =c.

Proof. Let ry and r, be the gauge functions of D and D;, respectively. Let f be
an increasing positive function such that

0 ifs<l,
(4-32) fls) =

Cs if s is large,

and f’(so) = c only for one sy > 1. We will specify later how sy and C are chosen.



442 LUCA BARACCO, MARTINO FASSINA AND STEFANO PINTON

Let H' := for fori =1,2. Note that

. k . k
(4-33) cu(Dy) = inficfy ) = inflcly,} = cu(Da).

where each infimum is taken over all possible admissible Hamiltonians H; for D;.
Equation (4-33) together with the fact that c is isolated in the spectra (D) and
¥ (Dy) implies that, choosing a function f with C sufficiently large, we obtain

kK _ k

cHlf =c, ;-

Let A ' be the corresponding Hamiltonian actions. Since D; C D;, then r| > r
and .AHlf < AHQf. Let

k
Wa = {; cE | AHzf(;) < CHzf‘i‘S}.
W, is a closed equivariant set of pseudoindex at least k. We have

¢y < sup (A, (O} < sup (A () =} +e.
1 LeW, seW, H,

We now claim that there exist two sequences ¢, — 0 and ¢, € W,, such that
k
VEAHlf(g“n) — 0 and .AHlf(gn) — s

Indeed, assume that this is not true. Then there exist &y > 0 and 8y > 0 such that for
& <¢gp and for all ¢ € W, such that IAHf ©)— 1f| < &y we have ||VAH1f(§)||E > Jp.
Following [Ekeland and Hofer 1990 Lemma 1] and [Ekeland and Hofer 1989,
Proposition 2], we denote by &, the flow at the time ¢ in E of the vector field
—VA, s with a suitable cut-off. Choosing & small enough we have, for ¢ > &/82,
that

sup AH/(Q‘) <ck H
Led (We)
which gives a contradiction.

We have thus proved that there exists a subsequence of ;n converging in E to ¢y,
which is a critical point for .4 ! and such that A ul(Go) =c Hf If the image of ¢y is
notin d D Nd Dy, then r{ (& (t)) > r2(§0 (t)) and the 1nequa11ty is strict in some open
interval. This implies that Asz (&) > ch and in turn .AHf (&n) > ch + & for some
& > 0 not depending on n, but this is in contradlctlon with the deﬁmtlon of We,. U

Proposition 4.8. For the real bidisc D* x D* and the unit ball B? in C?, we have
ck(D?* x D?) > ¢ (B?) for every positive integer k.

Proof. Since the unit ball B? centered at 0 is contained in D? x D? we have, for
any k, that ck(D? x D?) > ¢ (B?). Choose a smooth domain W containing B2
and contained in D? x D? with a discrete action spectrum and having the same
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intersection at the boundary with D? x D? and B2 If ¢x(D? x D?) = c;(B?) for
some k, then Lemma 4.7 implies that there exists a characteristic contained in

AW NB? = 9(D*> x D*) NB?
= {(x1,x2) € C* |x{ +x3 = 1} U{(iy1, iy2) € C* | yf +y3 = 1}.

Since there are no characteristics in the intersection of the boundaries, then we must
have cx(D? x D?) > cx(B?). O

Remark 4.9. Let B(a) = E(a, a), thatis, B(a) is the Euclidean ball of radius \/a /7.
It follows from [Ramos 2017] that the real bidisc D? x D? can be symplectically
embedded into the ellipsoid E (4, 34/3) and that the ball B(4) can be symplectically
embedded into D? x D% This implies that c3(D? x D?) = 8. Proposition 4.8
can also be obtained from [Ramos 2017]. Indeed, B> = B(r) has strictly smaller
Ekeland-Hofer capacities than B(4), which embeds into D? x D>

5. Applications

We now exploit our computations of the capacities of D? x D? to prove some results
of symplectic rigidity. First recall that the complex bidisc A% C C? is defined by

A% :={(z1,22) € C*| x12+y12 < 1,x22+y22 <1

Sukhov and Tumanov [2012] applied techniques from classical complex analysis
to prove that there exists no symplectic embedding of D? x D? into A% Using
symplectic capacities we can easily show that no symplectic embedding is possible
in the other direction.

Corollary 5.1. There is no symplectic embedding of A* into D* x D>
Proof. Assume by contradiction that there is such an embedding
/8 A’ - D? x D%

By the extension after restriction principle, for any & > 0 there exists a symplectic
map with compact support ¥, : C> — C? such that v,| A= v A2 Therefore,
3n(1—e) =c3(A1.) = c3(¥e(AT,) < e3(D* x D?) =38,
which gives a contradiction. ]

Note that the proof of Corollary 5.1 implies that the complex bidisc cannot be
embedded even in a slightly larger real bidisc.

Remark 5.2. Corollary 5.1 can also be obtained without using the Ekeland—Hofer
capacities. By [Ramos 2017], the bidisc D?> x D? is a concave toric domain. One
can then apply [Gutt and Hutchings 2018, Theorem 1.18] to conclude that the cube



444 LUCA BARACCO, MARTINO FASSINA AND STEFANO PINTON

capacity cg of D? x D? is equal to 2. By the very definition of the cube capacity
[Gutt and Hutchings 2018, Definition 1.17], Corollary 5.1 follows.

To prove the next rigidity result we need to recall a product property of the
Ekeland-Hofer capacities: if A C C" and B C C", then

ck(Ax B) = ,-Jrfljiilk{c"(A) +c¢j(B)}.

Here we use the convention that the zero-th capacity is equal to 0, that is, co(A) =
co(B) = 0. We denote by A the standard complex disc of radius R.

Corollary 5.3. The product D* x D?* x Ay is not symplectomorphic to A® x Ag
for R > /3/3/2m.

Proof. The case R > 1 is known [Wong 2018, Theorem 4.1], hence let R < 1. We
have

c2(A% x Ag) =27 R~
On the other hand,
c2(D? x D* x Ag) = min{3+/3, 4 + 7 R%, 27 R?}.

The two capacities are different if R > v/ 3\/3 /2. O

Remark 5.4. The bound in Corollary 5.3 can be improved to /2/7 using Ekeland—
Hofer symplectic capacities of higher order. More precisely, one has to show, for
each positive integer n, that ¢y, (D? x D?%) = 4n. This can be achieved by arguing
in a similar way as in Theorem 4.6, where we computed the value of c3(D? x D?).
Vinicius Gripp Barros Ramos has informed the authors that the bound 4/2/7 can
also be obtained using the results in [Gutt and Hutchings 2018].

6. Acknowledgements

The authors would like to warmly thank Vinicius Gripp Barros Ramos for insightful
comments on the first version of this paper. We also acknowledge helpful suggestions
and remarks from the anonymous referee.

References

[Aebischer et al. 1994] B. Aebischer, M. Borer, M. Kilin, C. Leuenberger, and H. M. Reimann,
Symplectic geometry: an introduction based on the seminar in Bern, 1992, Progress in Mathematics
124, Birkhiuser, Basel, 1994. MR Zbl

[Artstein-Avidan and Ostrover 2014] S. Artstein-Avidan and Y. Ostrover, “Bounds for Minkowski
billiard trajectories in convex bodies”, Int. Math. Res. Not. 2014:1 (2014), 165-193. MR Zbl

[Benci 1982] V. Benci, “On critical point theory for indefinite functionals in the presence of symme-
tries”, Trans. Amer. Math. Soc. 274:2 (1982), 533-572. MR Zbl


http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/978-3-0348-7512-7
http://msp.org/idx/mr/1296462
http://msp.org/idx/zbl/0932.53002
http://dx.doi.org/10.1093/imrn/rns216
http://dx.doi.org/10.1093/imrn/rns216
http://msp.org/idx/mr/3158530
http://msp.org/idx/zbl/1348.37059
http://dx.doi.org/10.2307/1999120
http://dx.doi.org/10.2307/1999120
http://msp.org/idx/mr/675067
http://msp.org/idx/zbl/0504.58014

ON THE EKELAND-HOFER SYMPLECTIC CAPACITIES OF THE REAL BIDISC 445

[Berestycki et al. 1985] H. Berestycki, J.-M. Lasry, G. Mancini, and B. Ruf, “Existence of multiple
periodic orbits on star-shaped Hamiltonian surfaces”, Comm. Pure Appl. Math. 38:3 (1985), 253-289.
MR Zbl

[Ekeland and Hofer 1989] 1. Ekeland and H. Hofer, “Symplectic topology and Hamiltonian dynamics”,
Math. Z. 200:3 (1989), 355-378. MR Zbl

[Ekeland and Hofer 1990] I. Ekeland and H. Hofer, “Symplectic topology and Hamiltonian dynamics,
1", Math. Z. 203:4 (1990), 553-567. MR Zbl

[Fadell et al. 1982] E. R. Fadell, S. Y. Husseini, and P. H. Rabinowitz, “Borsuk—Ulam theorems for
arbitrary S! actions and applications”, Trans. Amer. Math. Soc. 274:1 (1982), 345-360. MR Zbl

[Fan 1992] X. L. Fan, “Existence of multiple periodic orbits on star-shaped Lipschitz—Hamiltonian
surfaces”, J. Differential Equations 98:1 (1992), 91-110. MR Zbl

[Floer et al. 1990] A. Floer, H. Hofer, and C. Viterbo, “The Weinstein conjecture in P x c! ”, Math.
Z.203:3 (1990), 469-482. MR Zbl

[Gromov 1985] M. Gromov, “Pseudo holomorphic curves in symplectic manifolds”, Invent. Math.
82:2 (1985), 307-347. MR Zbl

[Guth 2008] L. Guth, “Symplectic embeddings of polydisks”, Invent. Math. 172:3 (2008), 477-489.
MR Zbl

[Gutt and Hutchings 2018] J. Gutt and M. Hutchings, “Symplectic capacities from positive S L
equivariant symplectic homology”, Algebr. Geom. Topol. 18:6 (2018), 3537-3600. MR Zbl

[Hofer and Zehnder 1990] H. Hofer and E. Zehnder, “A new capacity for symplectic manifolds”, pp.
405427 in Analysis, et cetera, edited by P. H. Rabinowitz and E. Zehnder, Academic Press, Boston,
1990. MR Zbl

[Hutchings 2011a] M. Hutchings, “Quantitative embedded contact homology”, J. Differential Geom.
88:2 (2011), 231-266. MR Zbl

[Hutchings 2011b] M. Hutchings, “Recent progress on symplectic embedding problems in four
dimensions”, Proc. Natl. Acad. Sci. USA 108:20 (2011), 8093-8099. MR Zbl

[McDuff 2009] D. McDuff, “Symplectic embeddings of 4-dimensional ellipsoids™, J. Topol. 2:1
(2009), 1-22. MR Zbl

[McDuff 2011] D. McDuff, “The Hofer conjecture on embedding symplectic ellipsoids”, J. Differen-
tial Geom. 88:3 (2011), 519-532. MR Zbl

[McDuff and Salamon 2017] D. McDuff and D. Salamon, Introduction to symplectic topology, 3rd
ed., Oxford Graduate Texts in Mathematics 27, Oxford University Press, 2017. MR Zbl

[McDuff and Schlenk 2012] D. McDuff and F. Schlenk, “The embedding capacity of 4-dimensional
symplectic ellipsoids”, Ann. of Math. (2) 175:3 (2012), 1191-1282. MR Zbl

[Ramos 2017] V. G. B. Ramos, “Symplectic embeddings and the Lagrangian bidisk™, Duke Math. J.
166:9 (2017), 1703-1738. MR Zbl

[Sukhov and Tumanov 2012] A. Sukhov and A. Tumanov, “Hartogs figure and symplectic non-
squeezing”, lllinois J. Math. 56:1 (2012), 221-233. MR Zbl

[Viterbo 1992] C. Viterbo, “Symplectic topology as the geometry of generating functions”, Math.
Ann. 292:4 (1992), 685-710. MR Zbl

[Wong 2018] Y.-S. Wong, “Symplectic rigidity of real and complex polydiscs”, J. Math. Anal. Appl.
459:2 (2018), 852-860. MR Zbl


http://dx.doi.org/10.1002/cpa.3160380302
http://dx.doi.org/10.1002/cpa.3160380302
http://msp.org/idx/mr/784474
http://msp.org/idx/zbl/0569.58027
http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/BF01215653
http://msp.org/idx/mr/978597
http://msp.org/idx/zbl/0641.53035
http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/BF02570756
http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/BF02570756
http://msp.org/idx/mr/1044064
http://msp.org/idx/zbl/0729.53039
http://dx.doi.org/10.2307/1999514
http://dx.doi.org/10.2307/1999514
http://msp.org/idx/mr/670937
http://msp.org/idx/zbl/0506.58010
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/0022-0396(92)90106-W
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/0022-0396(92)90106-W
http://msp.org/idx/mr/1168973
http://msp.org/idx/zbl/0763.34031
http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/BF02570750
http://msp.org/idx/mr/1038712
http://msp.org/idx/zbl/0666.58019
http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/BF01388806
http://msp.org/idx/mr/809718
http://msp.org/idx/zbl/0592.53025
http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/s00222-007-0103-9
http://msp.org/idx/mr/2393077
http://msp.org/idx/zbl/1153.53060
http://dx.doi.org/10.2140/agt.2018.18.3537
http://dx.doi.org/10.2140/agt.2018.18.3537
http://msp.org/idx/mr/3868228
http://msp.org/idx/zbl/1411.53062
http://msp.org/idx/mr/1039354
http://msp.org/idx/zbl/0702.58021
http://dx.doi.org/10.4310/jdg/1320067647
http://msp.org/idx/mr/2838266
http://msp.org/idx/zbl/1238.53061
http://dx.doi.org/10.1073/pnas.1018622108
http://dx.doi.org/10.1073/pnas.1018622108
http://msp.org/idx/mr/2806644
http://msp.org/idx/zbl/1256.53054
http://dx.doi.org/10.1112/jtopol/jtn031
http://msp.org/idx/mr/2499436
http://msp.org/idx/zbl/1166.53051
http://dx.doi.org/10.4310/jdg/1321366358
http://msp.org/idx/mr/2844441
http://msp.org/idx/zbl/1239.53109
http://dx.doi.org/10.1093/oso/9780198794899.001.0001
http://msp.org/idx/mr/3674984
http://msp.org/idx/zbl/1066.53137
http://dx.doi.org/10.4007/annals.2012.175.3.5
http://dx.doi.org/10.4007/annals.2012.175.3.5
http://msp.org/idx/mr/2912705
http://msp.org/idx/zbl/1254.53111
http://dx.doi.org/10.1215/00127094-0000011X
http://msp.org/idx/mr/3662442
http://msp.org/idx/zbl/1370.53057
http://dx.doi.org/10.1215/ijm/1380287469
http://dx.doi.org/10.1215/ijm/1380287469
http://msp.org/idx/mr/3117027
http://msp.org/idx/zbl/1284.32016
http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/BF01444643
http://msp.org/idx/mr/1157321
http://msp.org/idx/zbl/0735.58019
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.jmaa.2017.11.008
http://msp.org/idx/mr/3732559
http://msp.org/idx/zbl/1390.53086

446 LUCA BARACCO, MARTINO FASSINA AND STEFANO PINTON

Received February 7, 2019. Revised October 15, 2019.

LucA BARACCO

DIPARTIMENTO DI MATEMATICA TULLIO LEVI-CIVITA
UNIVERSITA DEGLI STUDI DI PADOVA

PADOVA

ITALY

baracco@math.unipd.it

MARTINO FASSINA
DEPARTMENT OF MATHEMATICS
UNIVERSITY OF ILLINOIS
URBANA, IL

UNITED STATES

fassina2 @illinois.edu

STEFANO PINTON
DIPARTIMENTO DI MATEMATICA
POLITECNICO DI MILANO
MILANO

ITALY

stefano.pinton @polimi.it


mailto:baracco@math.unipd.it
mailto:fassina2@illinois.edu
mailto:stefano.pinton@polimi.it

PACIFIC JOURNAL OF MATHEMATICS

Founded in 1951 by E. F. Beckenbach (1906-1982) and F. Wolf (1904-1989)

Matthias Aschenbrenner
Department of Mathematics
University of California
Los Angeles, CA 90095-1555
matthias@math.ucla.edu

Daryl Cooper
Department of Mathematics
University of California
Santa Barbara, CA 93106-3080
cooper @math.ucsb.edu

Jiang-Hua Lu
Department of Mathematics
The University of Hong Kong
Pokfulam Rd., Hong Kong
jhlu@maths.hku.hk

msp.org/pjm

EDITORS

Don Blasius (Managing Editor)
Department of Mathematics
University of California
Los Angeles, CA 90095-1555
blasius @math.ucla.edu

Paul Balmer

Department of Mathematics
University of California
Los Angeles, CA 90095-1555
balmer@math.ucla.edu

Wee Teck Gan

Mathematics Department
National University of Singapore

Singapore 119076

matgwt@nus.edu.sg

Sorin Popa

Department of Mathematics
University of California
Los Angeles, CA 90095-1555
popa@math.ucla.edu

Vyjayanthi Chari
Department of Mathematics
University of California
Riverside, CA 92521-0135
chari @math.ucr.edu

Kefeng Liu

Department of Mathematics
University of California
Los Angeles, CA 90095-1555
liu@math.ucla.edu

Jie Qing

Department of Mathematics
University of California
Santa Cruz, CA 95064
qing @cats.ucsc.edu

Paul Yang
Department of Mathematics
Princeton University
Princeton NJ 08544-1000
yang @math.princeton.edu

PRODUCTION
Silvio Levy, Scientific Editor, production@msp.org

SUPPORTING INSTITUTIONS

ACADEMIA SINICA, TAIPEI STANFORD UNIVERSITY UNIV. OF CALIF., SANTA CRUZ

CALIFORNIA INST. OF TECHNOLOGY UNIV. OF BRITISH COLUMBIA UNIV. OF MONTANA

INST. DE MATEMATICA PURA E APLICADA UNIV. OF CALIFORNIA, BERKELEY UNIV. OF OREGON

KEIO UNIVERSITY UNIV. OF CALIFORNIA, DAVIS UNIV. OF SOUTHERN CALIFORNIA
MATH. SCIENCES RESEARCH INSTITUTE UNIV. OF CALIFORNIA, LOS ANGELES UNIV. OF UTAH

NEW MEXICO STATE UNIV. UNIV. OF CALIFORNIA, RIVERSIDE UNIV. OF WASHINGTON

OREGON STATE UNIV. UNIV.

UNIV.

OF CALIFORNIA, SAN DIEGO
OF CALIF., SANTA BARBARA

WASHINGTON STATE UNIVERSITY

These supporting institutions contribute to the cost of publication of this Journal, but they are not owners or publishers and have no
responsibility for its contents or policies.

See inside back cover or msp.org/pjm for submission instructions.

The subscription price for 2020 is US $520/year for the electronic version, and $705/year for print and electronic.

Subscriptions, requests for back issues and changes of subscriber address should be sent to Pacific Journal of Mathematics, P.O. Box
4163, Berkeley, CA 94704-0163, U.S.A. The Pacific Journal of Mathematics is indexed by Mathematical Reviews, Zentralblatt MATH,
PASCAL CNRS Index, Referativnyi Zhurnal, Current Mathematical Publications and Web of Knowledge (Science Citation Index).

The Pacific Journal of Mathematics (ISSN 1945-5844 electronic, 0030-8730 printed) at the University of California, c/o Department
of Mathematics, 798 Evans Hall #3840, Berkeley, CA 94720-3840, is published twelve times a year. Periodical rate postage paid at
Berkeley, CA 94704, and additional mailing offices. POSTMASTER: send address changes to Pacific Journal of Mathematics, P.O.
Box 4163, Berkeley, CA 94704-0163.

PJM peer review and production are managed by EditFLow® from Mathematical Sciences Publishers.
PUBLISHED BY
:I mathematical sciences publishers
nonprofit scientific publishing
http://msp.org/
© 2020 Mathematical Sciences Publishers


http://msp.org/pjm/
mailto:blasius@math.ucla.edu
mailto:matthias@math.ucla.edu
mailto:cooper@math.ucsb.edu
mailto:jhlu@maths.hku.hk
mailto:balmer@math.ucla.edu
mailto:matgwt@nus.edu.sg
mailto:popa@math.ucla.edu
mailto:yang@math.princeton.edu
mailto:chari@math.ucr.edu
mailto:liu@math.ucla.edu
mailto:qing@cats.ucsc.edu
mailto:production@msp.org
http://msp.org/pjm/
http://www.ams.org/mathscinet
http://www.emis.de/ZMATH/
http://www.viniti.ru/math_new.html
http://www.ams.org/bookstore-getitem/item=cmp
http://apps.isiknowledge.com
http://msp.org/
http://msp.org/

On the fine expansion of the unipotent contribution of the Guo—Jacquet trace formula
PIERRE-HENRI CHAUDOUARD

Strongly algebraic realization of dihedral group actions
KARL HEINZ DOVERMANN

On commuting billiards in higher-dimensional spaces of constant curvature
ALEXEY GLUTSYUK

On the arithmetic of a family of twisted constant elliptic curves
RICHARD GRIFFON and DOUGLAS ULMER

On the nonexistence of S° type complex threefolds in any compact homogeneous
complex manifolds with the compact lie group G as the base manifold
DANIEL GUAN

On SU (3) Toda system with multiple singular sources
ALI HYDER, CHANGSHOU LIN and JUNCHENG WEI

Convergence of mean curvature flow in hyper-Kéhler manifolds
KEITA KUNIKAWA and RYOSUKE TAKAHASHI

The two-dimensional analogue of the Lorentzian catenary and the Dirichlet problem
RAFAEL LOPEZ

Schwarz D-surfaces in Nilz

HEAYONG SHIN, YOUNG WOOK KIM, SUNG-EUN KOH, HYUNG YONG LEE
and SEONG-DEOG YANG

Compactness of constant mean curvature surfaces in a three-manifold with positive
Ricci curvature

A0 SUN
The rational cohomology Hopf algebra of a generic Kac—-Moody group

ZHAO XU-AN and GAO HONGZHU

539

563

577

597

641

645

667

693

721

735

757

0030-8730(2020)305:2;1-Q



	1. Introduction and main result
	2. Background
	2A. Basic definitions and notation
	2B. The action spectrum of the real bidisc
	2C. Ekeland–Hofer symplectic capacities

	3. Approximation with smooth domains
	4. The Ekeland–Hofer symplectic capacities of the real bidisc
	5. Applications
	6. Acknowledgements
	References
	
	

