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REEB FLOWS WITHOUT SIMPLE GLOBAL SURFACES OF SECTION

JUNO KIM, YONGHWAN KIM, OTTO VAN KOERT

Abstract. We construct, for any given positive integer n, Reeb flows on contact integral homology 3-
spheres which do not admit global surfaces of section with fewer than n boundary components. We use a
connected sum operation for open books to construct such systems. Moreover, we prove that this property
is stable with respect to C4+ǫ-small perturbations of the Hamiltonian given on the symplectization.

1. Introduction

Global surfaces of section are an important tool to reduce the dynamics of flows on 3-manifolds to the
dynamics of surface diffeomorphisms. According to Ghys [11] global surfaces of section in their simplest form
are a paradise for dynamicists. In fact, just the existence of global surfaces of section gives information about
the flow; for example, having a global surface of section without boundary for a flow on a 3-manifold M
implies that M fibers over the circle. Since many 3-manifolds, such as for example S3, do not fiber over the
circle, any global surface of section for such a manifold must have boundary, and hence the flow will have
periodic orbits.

On the other hand, in [16] Kuperberg has shown that there are flows on S3 without any periodic orbits.
It is hence natural to look for global surfaces of section in a more restricted class of vector fields. One
candidate is the class of Hamiltonian vector fields, but without further restrictions, there are still difficulties.
For example, the horocycle flow on the unit cotangent bundle ST ∗Σg of a higher genus surface provides an
example of a Hamiltonian flow on a compact manifold without any periodic orbits, see [3]. Since ST ∗Σg does
not fiber over the circle, it does not admit a global surface of section.

In both of the above examples, the main obstruction is the existence of periodic orbits. In the case of Reeb
flows, this obstruction vanishes. In [23] Taubes has proved the so-called Weinstein conjecture for contact 3-
manifolds, which asserts the existence of periodic Reeb orbits on compact contact manifolds. This takes care
of this particular obstruction, and there are indeed various results known on the existence of global surfaces
of section for contact 3-manifolds.

One of the first results is due Hofer, Wysocki and Zehnder, [14], who have shown that Reeb flows on
a dynamically convex 3-sphere must have disk-like global surfaces of section. The condition of dynamical
convexity means, roughly speaking, that the winding number of the linearized flow is sufficiently large.
Hryniewicz and Salomão [15] have extended this result by weakening the condition of dynamical convexity.

The global surfaces of section in these results have the simplest possible topology, and this can be useful
in the analysis of the return map. This topology does not need to be simple. Indeed, in [8], Fried has
constructed global surfaces of section for transitive Anosov flows, pointing out that his construction methods
do not control the genus of the surface of section. Recently, existence results for global surfaces of section
have been generalized to Reeb flows of C∞-generic contact forms by Contreras and Mazzucchelli in [6] and
also by Colin, Dehornoy, Rechtman and Hryniewicz in [5]. Like Fried’s results, these recent results also do
not control the topology of the global surface of section.

We may thus view the simplest possible topology of a global surface of section on a fixed 3-manifold as
a measure of dynamical complexity of the flow. We note here that this is only a very partial measure of
complexity: in general, it cannot distinguish between integrable and non-integrable flows, for instance.

In this paper, we will construct Reeb flows for which any global surface of section must have a much more
“complicated” topology than those in [14] or [15]. This extends the result of [27] in which it was shown that
there are Reeb flows without a disk-like global surface of section. The precise statement of our first result is
as follows:
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Theorem 1.1. Let M be an integral homology 3-sphere with a contact structure ξ. Then for any integer
n > 1, there exists a contact form α for ξ whose Reeb flow does not admit global surfaces of section with
fewer than n boundary components.

Now one may also ask whether these Reeb flows with “complicated” global surfaces of section are, in some
sense, “generic”. We answer this question positively by showing that our construction of the Reeb flow is
stable under C∞-small perturbations. To keep the statement simple, we remind the reader that the Reeb
flow from Theorem 1.1 is a Hamiltonian dynamical system on (R>0 ×M,d(ρα)) with Hamiltonian H = ρ.

Theorem 1.2. Let M be an integral homology 3-sphere with a contact structure ξ, and let α denote the
contact form obtained in the proof of Theorem 1.1. Then there is a deformation H̄ of the Hamiltonian H = ρ
on the symplectic manifold (R>0 ×M,d(ρα)) with the following property: For any C4+ǫ-small perturbation
H̄δ of H̄, the dynamics on the level set H̄δ = 1 do not admit global surfaces of section with fewer than n
boundary components.

Complementary to the negative results here, one can also investigate what topologies are possible for a
given Reeb flow. For progress on this question, we mention the work of Albach, Geiges [1], and that of Albers,
Geiges and Zehmisch [2].

To construct the Reeb flow for Theorem 1.1, we will use the open book decomposition, and the book-
connected sum operation. Since a connected sum with the standard 3-sphere does not change the contact
structure onM , performing book-connected sums with annuli will complicate the dynamics of the Reeb flow,
while leaving the contact structure on M unchanged. This is discussed in more depth in Section 2, with an
analysis of the invariant sets for the Reeb flow after the book-connected sum. In Section 3, we generalize the
result from [27] by constructing a Reeb flow originating from an open book decomposition of M which has
many periodic orbits that do not link with each other. Then a linking number argument will show that a
global surface of section for the Reeb flow must have many boundary components.

Theorem 1.2 will be proved in Section 4. To see that we still have enough invariant sets to run a linking
argument we apply KAM theory. This complicates the original construction somewhat, and makes the initial
perturbation necessary. Since the perturbation is in particular C2-small, we still reconstruct the open book
decomposition, and hence a global surface of section, on the perturbed level set. The key point, stability
near the binding, is explained in Appendix C; this only requires the usual implicit function theorem. The
global surface of section simplifies the analysis of the dynamics.

2. General Theory

2.1. Global Surfaces of Section. Let M be an oriented 3-manifold, and let φt be a flow on M generated
by a vector field X on M .

Definition 2.1. A global surface of section for (M,φt) is a connected, compact, oriented surface S embedded
in M such that the following conditions hold;

(1) X is positively transverse to the interior of S.
(2) For every p ∈M , there exists some t+ > 0 and t− < 0 such that φt+(p), φt−(p) ∈ S.
(3) The boundary of S consists of periodic orbits of φt.

As indicated in the introduction, an important dynamical significance of this concept is that it allows us
to convert problems of flows in 3-manifolds into problems of surface diffeomorphisms.

We also get an immediate topological consequence from the definition of a global surface of section.
Namely, each orbit of φt lies either in the boundary of S, or positively intersects S. This leads us to consider
the linking number of the periodic orbits.

As a reminder to the reader, the linking number of two oriented knots k, ℓ, or more generally oriented
links, in an oriented integral homology 3-sphere M is defined as the oriented count of intersections between
ℓ and a Seifert surface Fk for k. This number is well-defined, i.e. it is independent of the choice of Seifert
surface. We explain this in Appendix A. We will also need some additional facts. First of all, linking numbers
are symmetric.

Lemma 2.2. For two knots ℓ1, ℓ2 in an (oriented) integral homology 3-sphere M , the linking number is
symmetric, so lk(ℓ1, ℓ2) = lk(ℓ2, ℓ1).
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Proof. We first recall that any oriented 3-manifold is an oriented boundary of an oriented 4-manifold. Indeed,
by the Lickorish-Wallace theorem, all oriented 3-manifolds can be obtained by surgery on a framed link L
on S3. Now view S3 as the boundary of D4, and attach 2-handles with the framing given by the framed link
L to obtain the oriented 4-manifold N with oriented boundary M .

We can take a collar neighborhood NM of M in N . Also, let F1, F2 be Seifert surfaces in M that have
boundaries ℓ1, ℓ2. We can push the interior of F2 into NM to make F ′

2 in NM such that F ′
2 ∩M is ℓ2. Then

the intersection of F1, F
′
2 will only happen in M , therefore F1 ∩ F ′

2 = F1 ∩ ℓ2. Furthermore, the orientations
match as well. The surfaces F2 and F ′

2 are isotopic rel boundary, so the intersection number [F1] · [F2] is
equal to the intersection number [F1] · [F ′

2]. We conclude that lk(ℓ1, ℓ2) = [F1] · [F2]. Similarly, we can repeat
this process with F1, choosing a similarly isotoped surface F ′

1 (rel boundary). By symmetry of intersections
in the 4-dimensional manifold N we find

lk(ℓ1, ℓ2) = [F1] · [F ′
2] = [F2] · [F ′

1] = lk(ℓ2, ℓ1).

�

We will often make use of the following observation when dealing with linking numbers of links.

Theorem 2.3. Let F be a surface in M with boundary components L1, · · · , Lk. Assume that γ is a link that
does not intersect with L1, · · · , Lk. If lk(γ, Li) = 0 for all i, then γ also has algebraic intersection number 0
with F .

Proof. Recall that H1(M \ Li) ∼= Z, since M is a homology sphere. Therefore we can compute the linking
number of γ with Li as the number n that satisfies [γ] = n · α for a preferred (oriented) generator α of
H1(M \ Li). Since lk(γ, Li) = 0 for all i, we can see that [γ] = 0 in H1(M \ Li).

Another way to define the linking number is through Poincaré duality: first take a Seifert surface Ki for
each link component Li, whose existence will be reviewed in Appendix A. We can take the fundamental class
[Ki] ∈ H2(Ki, Li), and map it with the natural map H2(Ki, Li) → H2(M,Li) ∼= H1(M \Li) to the Poincaré
dual D([Ki]). We can define the linking number of γ and Li to be 〈D([Ki]), [γ]〉, where [γ] ∈ H1(M \ Li) is
the homology class generated by γ. It can be shown that these two definitions are equivalent: see the book
of Gompf and Stipsicz, [13].

Consider the intersection number [F ] · [γ] in H∗(M \L). The same argument shows that we can compute
[F ] · [γ] by 〈D([F ]), [γ]〉 for [γ] ∈ H1(M \ L). Since we have shown that the homology class generated by γ
is zero in each H1(M \ Li), the class [γ] ∈ H1(M \ L) is also zero. Therefore, we conclude [F ] · [γ] = 0. �

Now let us consider a global surface of section S for a flow φt. Let γ be a periodic orbit of φt which is not
a cover of any of the boundary orbits of S. We can apply Theorem 2.3 to show that either γ has intersection
number 0 with S, or some lk(γ, Li) is nonzero. The definition of a global surface of section excludes the first
case, so we conclude

Lemma 2.4. Let S be a global surface of section for a Reeb flow φt on an integral homology sphere M , and
denote by L1, · · · , Lk the boundary components of S. If γ is a periodic orbit of φt which is not any of the Li,
then at least one of the linking numbers lk(γ, Li) is nonzero for some i in 1, . . . , k.

2.2. Open book decompositions. We will make use of so-called open books to prove our theorems. Here
is the definition.

Definition 2.5. An open book decomposition for an oriented manifold M is a pair (B, π) that satisfies

(1) B is an oriented link in M .
(2) π : M \ B → S1 is a (smooth) fiber bundle such that the closure of each fiber Fθ = π−1(θ) has

boundary B.

We call B the binding, and the closure of each Fθ the page of the open book. We will sketch briefly how
this purely topological concept is related to global surfaces of section.

Suppose that S is a global surface of section for an oriented 3-manifold M with a smooth flow φt. Define
B := ∂S. This is an oriented link. For each x ∈M \B we define the minimal forward return time as

τ+(x) := inf
t>0,φt(x)∈S

t
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and the minimal backward return time as

τ−(x) := inf
t>0,φ−t(x)∈S

t.

Since the flow is smooth, we see that τ± are smooth functions on M \ S. Define the map

π :M \B −→ S1 = R/Z, x 7−→
{

[ τ−(x)
τ+(x)+τ−(x) ] if x /∈ S,

[0] x ∈ S.

We note that this map is continuous, but it is not smooth in general. This means that we have constructed a
continuous open book for which the global surface of section S is a single page. The map π can be smoothed,
but we won’t need this construction, so we will not go into the details.

There is an alternative description of an open book, which is more convenient for constructions. This is
the following.

Definition 2.6. Define an abstract open book as a pair (Σ, φ) such that

(1) Σ is an oriented, compact surface with boundary.
(2) The monodromy φ : Σ → Σ is a diffeomorphism restricting to the identity near the boundary.

There is a correspondence between open book decompositions and abstract open books. To go from an
abstract open book to an open book decomposition, we do the following.

• construct the mapping torus

M(Σ, φ) := Σ× R/(x, θ) ∼ (φ(x), θ − 2π)

• put B := ∂Σ, and set M := B ×D2 ∪∂ M(Σ, φ)
• define

π :M \B −→ S1 = R/2πZ, x 7−→
{

[θ] if x = (b; r, θ) ∈ B ×D2,

[θ] if x = [(s, θ)] ∈M(Σ, φ).

The map π is a well-defined, smooth map.

As a result, we obtain a smooth manifold M together with an open book decomposition.
Conversely, given an open book decomposition (B, π) on M , we define Σ to be a page of the open book

Σ := π−1([0]). The monodromy φ can be constructed by choosing a connection that is standard near the
binding. This is explained in [10, Chapter 4.4.2]. In the setting of contact open books, one needs a symplectic
connection to obtain the symplectic monodromy. Details of the latter monodromy construction can be found
in [26].

2.3. Hamiltonian and Reeb vector fields. Suppose that (M2n, ω) is a symplectic manifold, so ω is a
closed, non-degenerate 2-form. Then given any smooth function H : M → R, commonly referred to as
Hamiltonian, we can define the Hamiltonian vector field XH of H by the formula

(1) ιXH
ω = −dH.

Hamiltonian flows preserve the symplectic form, and the Liouville measure, i.e.

LXH
ω = 0, LXH

ωn = 0.

In order to define the Reeb vector field, we need an additional concept. A contact form on Y 2n+1 is a 1-form
α such that α ∧ dαn 6= 0. Given a contact form, we define the Reeb vector field of α as the vector field Rα

satisfying

(2) ιRα
dα = 0, ιRα

α = 1.

Reeb vector fields are special Hamiltonian vector fields. Namely, if (Y 2n+1, α) is a manifold with contact
form α, then we can form the symplectization (R>0 × Y, d(ρα) ), where ρ is the coordinate on R. The
symplectization is a symplectic manifold, and the Hamiltonian vector field of the Hamiltonian ρ on the level
set ρ = 1 equals the Reeb vector field Rα.
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2.4. Contact open books. We now adapt this open book setup to the setting of contact manifolds and
Reeb flows. We will essentially copy the above construction for going from an abstract open book to an
open book decomposition, but now in the presence of a geometric structure. We will follow the Giroux
construction.

First we strengthen the requirements to be able to get a contact structure.

• We require the compact, oriented surface Σ with boundary to be a so-called Liouville domain. This
means that Σ comes equipped with a Liouville form λ. This is a 1-form λ such that dλ is an area-
form, which induces the given orientation on Σ, and such that λ induces the natural orientation1 on
the boundary ∂Σ.

• We require the monodromy φ to be an exact symplectomorphism that is the identity near the
boundary of Σ. This means that φ is an area-preserving diffeomorphism that satisfies φ∗λ = λ− dT .

We can and will assume that T < 0.
We slightly modify the definition of the mapping torus. We will define M(Σ, φ) as the quotient of Σ× R

by a relation ∼, where (p, θ) ∼ (φ(p), θ + T (p)). This mapping torus is diffeomorphic to the one we defined
earlier. The reason to deform the mapping torus like this comes from the following observation. The contact
form µ = dθ + λ descends to our deformed mapping torus M(Σ, φ). The Reeb vector field for this contact
form µ is given by ∂θ. In particular, we see that periodic Reeb orbits in the mapping torus correspond to
periodic points of the monodromy φ.

As before, we define a neighborhood of the binding of the open book decomposition as B(Σ) = ∂Σ×D2.
We need to describe the gluing between a neighborhood of the binding and the mapping torus. Given an
annulus R(12 , 1] of inner and outer radii 1

2 , 1, including the outer circle of radius 1, take

Φ : ∂Σ×R(
1

2
, 1] → (−1

2
, 0]× ∂Σ× S1 ⊂M(Σ, φ),

(p, r, θ) 7→ (
1

2
− r, p,−θT (p)

2π
).

Because φ is the identity near the boundary of Σ, the function T is locally constant near the boundary.
Hence we see that Φ is a well-defined map from ∂Σ×R(12 , 1] in B(Σ) to (− 1

2 , 0]×∂Σ×S1 in M(Σ, φ). Define

M := B(Σ) ∐M(Σ, φ)/Φ,

and write B = ∂Σ × {0} in B(Σ). As before it is possible to construct a map π making this into an open
book decomposition on M , but we won’t use this.

We already have a contact form µ = dθ + λ on M(Σ, φ), which we will now extend to the whole space

M . Since λ is a Liouville form, we can write µ near the boundary as dθ + eR̃λ|∂Σ, where R̃ is the collar

parameter near the boundary. This form is pulled back by Φ to Φ∗µ = e
1
2
−rλ|∂Σ − T (p)

2π dθ on B × R(12 , 1].
To extend this form to all of B(Σ), we will take smooth functions f1, f2 such that α = f1λ|∂Σ + f2dθ. We
choose these functions f1, f2 to depend only on r, and to satisfy the following conditions:

(1) For 1
2 ≤ r ≤ 1, f1(r) = e

1
2
−r, f2(r) = −T (p)

2π . The latter is a constant depending on the component
of B(Σ).

(2) For r near 0, f1(r) = 2 − ar2, f2(r) = r2, where a is a positive, irrational number to be determined
later.

(3) f1f
′
2 − f1f

′
2 > 0 for all r > 0.

The second condition ensures that α is a smooth 1-form; the numerical constants are chosen to have a
suitable Reeb flow near the binding for the construction in Section 4. Together with the third condition, this
ensures that α is a positive contact form. We sketch the graphs for f1, f2 in Figure 1 above.

The upshot is that the manifold M comes equipped with a contact form, which we will denote by α. We
will denote the contact manifold constructed from the abstract open book (Σ, φ) by OB(Σ, φ), and call it a
contact open book.

1as defined by the outward pointing normal
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0 1
2

1
0

1

2

r

f1

0 1
2

1
0

−T (p)
2π

r

f2

Figure 1. The functions f1, f2 depending on r.
T (p) depends on the component of B(Σ).

2.5. Reeb flow on a contact open book. Near the binding of a contact open book OB(Σ, φ) with contact
form α, the Reeb field has a particularly simple form. Indeed,

(3) Rα =
1

f1f ′
2 − f2f ′

1

(f ′
2Rλ − f ′

1∂θ),

where Rλ is the Reeb flow for the contact form λ|Σ. In our case, where Σ is just a surface, this vector field
Rλ is just the (positively oriented) unit tangent vector field to the boundary of Σ. The flow of this vector
field has no component in the ∂r direction, so it preserves the r coordinates in ∂Σ ×D2. Hence we obtain
the following invariant sets of this flow.

(1) The sets ∂Σ× S1 with fixed radius r are invariant.
(2) The binding B is an invariant set of the Reeb flow.

From the explicit form of the flow, we see each page Fθ is a global surface of section for the Reeb flow.
Since every contact 3-manifold admits a supporting open book by a result of Giroux, [12], it follows that
given any contact 3-manifold (Y, ξ), there exists some Reeb flow that admits a global surface of section.

Observation 2.7. Every compact contact 3-manifold (Y, ξ) has some Reeb flow that admits a global surface
of section.

The stronger statement, whether every Reeb flow admits a global surface of section, can of course not
be settled with the above techniques. The following example of an open book decomposition will be a key
ingredient for our constructions in the subsequent sections.

Lemma 2.8. Let A = [−1, 1]×S1 be an annulus equipped with the Liouville form rdθ, and let φ : A→ A be
a positive Dehn twist, defined as φ(x, θ) = (x, θ+σ(x)) where σ(x) = π(1−x). Then the manifold OB(A, φ)
carries the standard contact structure ξ0 on S3.

To see this: This open book is actually the stabilization of the trivial open book OB(D2, id) for (S3, ξ0),
and can be shown to be contactomorphic to (S3, ξ0) using the methods from [26]. We review another operation
on open books that will simplify our arguments later.

Definition 2.9. Let (Σ1, φ1), (Σ2, φ2) be two abstract open books, and c0, c1 two arcs each properly embedded
in Σ1, Σ2, and take rectangular neighborhoods c1 × [−1, 1], c2 × [−1, 1] each in Σ1, Σ2. The Murasugi sum
OB(Σ1, φ1)∗OB(Σ2, φ2) is defined as the manifold constructed from the abstract open book with page Σ1♮Σ2,

where we identify c1×{−1, 1} with ∂c2× [−1, 1]. The monodromy is defined as the composition φ̃1 ◦ φ̃2, where
φ̃1 and φ̃2 are the extensions of φ1 and φ2 as the identity to the boundary connected sum Σ1♮Σ2.

A result of Torisu, [24] shows thatOB(Σ1, φ1)∗OB(Σ2, φ2) is contactomorphic toOB(Σ1, φ1)#OB(Σ2, φ2).
Note that the Murasugi sum reduces the number of boundary components of an open book. Thus, given any
abstract open book for a manifold M , we may repeat this construction to obtain an abstract open book for
M with only one boundary component.
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2.6. Invariant sets for the book-connected sum construction. We now review another operation on
abstract open books, called the book-connected sum. Let (Wi, ψi), i = 1, 2 be two abstract open books, each
with a contact structure. Then we can define a new abstract open book (W1♮B1,B2

W2, ψ1♮B1,B2
ψ2) along

specified boundary components Bi ⊆ ∂Wi. We will write ♮ for the boundary connected sum, an operation
that can also be seen as 1-handle attachment. The symbol # stands for connected sum. We use this notation
both for operations on manifolds and for gluing maps together (silently extending a map as the identity if
necessary). The subscripts clarify where these operations are performed. We omit subscripts whenever their
meaning is clear from the context.

For completeness, here are our definitions. The page W1♮B1,B2
W2 is formed by attaching a Weinstein

1-handle H to the disjoint union W1

∐

W2 along two Darboux balls in boundary, each in B1 and B2,
respectively. The symplectomorphism ψ1♮ψ2 is given by ψi on the copy of Wi in W1

∐

W2, and the identity
on the handle. Note that we have the contact structure and Reeb vector field induced from the open book
construction. Since the book-connected sum is a special case of the Murasugi sum we have explained earlier,
we can apply the result of Torisu to show

Lemma 2.10. The book-connected sum OB(W1♮B1,B2
W2, ψ1♮B1,B2

ψ2) is contactomorphic to the contact
connected sum OB(W1, ψ1)#OB(W2, ψ2).

Another argument for this lemma can be found in the appendix of [26]. The following description of the
invariant sets will be useful.

Lemma 2.11. The induced Reeb flow decomposes the book-connected sum into four invariant sets: The
handle orbits, the neighborhood N(B1#B2) := (B1#B2)×D2 of the boundary component used for the book-
sum, and the remaining disjoint union of two “page sets” Pi described in the proof.

See Figure 2 for an example of such a decomposition.

Proof. The Reeb flow preserves the r-coordinate of the disk in the solid tori ∂W × D2, so N(B1#B2) is
actually foliated by invariant tori. Since the monodromy is the identity on the handle, the orbits of h ∈ H are
the circles {h}×S1. Also, the mapping tori M(Wi, ψi) viewed as subspaces ofM(W1♮W2, ψ1♮ψ2), are clearly
disjoint invariant sets as the flows generated by each ψi cannot cross into each other. Finally, the remaining
sets are the neighborhoods N(B) of the boundary components B that are not the connect-summed knot
B1#B2, and thus are each foliated into invariant sets under the flow as well. Defining Pi as the union

Pi :=M(Wi, ψi) ∪
⋃

B component of ∂Wi\Bi

N(B),

the classification is complete. �

P1

P2

H

B1#B2

Figure 2. Invariant sets of a book-connected sum: the page sets Pi, boundary neighborhood
N(B1#B2) (dark grey), and the handle H .

A similar result clearly holds for multiple book-connected sums: each handle, boundary neighborhood,
and page set are invariant sets, where the page set Pi is now defined as the union of M(Wi, ψi) and N(B)
for all boundary components B of ∂Wi not modified in the connected sum operations. This description of
the invariant sets imply the following corollary:
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Corollary 2.12. Let p1, p2 be periodic orbits in P1, P2, and let h be a periodic orbit in the handle set H.
Then lk(p1, p2) = lk(p1, h) = lk(p2, h) = 0.

Proof. We argue by finding a Seifert surface for p1. By Lemma 2.10, OB(W1♮W2, ψ1♮ψ2) can be seen as
a connected sum of OB(Wi, ψi), and we can assume that the balls used in the sum were contained in the
solid tori N(Bi). Since Pi is invariant under the connected sum operation, we may consider p1 as an orbit
in OB(W1, ψ1) = P1 ∪ N(B1), and choose a Seifert surface S ⊂ OB(W1, ψ1) for p1. Now we isotope S so
that S intersects N(B1) only in disks of the form {v} ×D2 for finitely many v ∈ ∂W1. We further modify
S such that none of the v are in the ball used for the connected sum. Thus, we may conversely view S as
a surface in OB(W1♮W2, ψ1♮ψ2), so that S ⊂ P1 ∪N(B1#B2). Finally, by the classification in Lemma 2.11,
the surface S cannot intersect either p2 or h, so the corresponding linking numbers must be zero. �

3. Proof of Theorem 1.1

Let (M, ξ) be an oriented integral homology sphere with contact structure, and fix n ≥ 1. Our objective
is to construct a Reeb flow on M which does not admit a global surface of section with n or fewer boundary
components. By a theorem of Giroux, [12], we can find an abstract open book (W,ψ) that supports ξ, and
we further assume W to have a unique boundary component B. Let OB(Ai, φi), i = 1, · · · , n+ 1 be copies
of the open book of Lemma 2.8, with Ui = {1}× S1, Li = {−1}× S1 ⊂ Ai the boundary components of the
annulus Ai. Consider the following book-connected sum:

X = OB(W♮B,L1
A1♮U1,L2

· · · ♮Un,Ln+1
An+1, ψ♮B,L1

φ1♮U1,L2
· · · ♮Un,Ln+1

φn+1)

∼= OB(W,ψ)#B,L1
OB(A1, φ1)#U1,L2

OB(A2, φ2)#U2,L3
· · ·#Un,Ln+1

OB(An+1, φn+1)

=: OB0#OB1# · · · OBn+1 in shorthand.

W
U2

B#L1

U1#L2

Figure 3. A page of X for n = 1.

The page of X for n = 1 and W = D2 is depicted in Figure 3. Since the book-connected sum with the
standard open book for (S3, ξ0) does not change the contact structure, the open book X is contactomorphic
to the original homology sphere (M, ξ).

By viewing the annuli Ai as rectangular strips with the ends glued together, we may draw an equivalent
diagram which is convenient for the following argument: see Figure 4. The 1-handles have been drawn at the
same height for simplicity. We use the same description to illustrate the invariant sets in Figure 5. Different
colors each correspond to the page sets Pi, handle sets Hi, and boundary neighborhoods Ni = N(Ui#Li+1)
and N0 = N(B#L1).

The argument will proceed as follows: we will take a periodic orbit hi from each handle Hi. By Lemma 2.4,
each hi will either be the boundary of the global surface of section S, or will have positive linking number
with at least one of the boundary components of S. However, Corollary 2.12 strongly restricts the periodic
orbits of nonzero linking number with hi. We will use a counting argument to show that ∂S should have
more than n components to satisfy the linking number condition.

Let us now go into the details. Assume that the induced flow on X admits a global surface of section
with m(≤ n) boundary components K1, · · · ,Km. Since the handles consist of periodic orbits, we can find
orbits hi in Hi that are not equal to any of the K1, · · · ,Km. By Lemma 2.4, the linking number lk(h0,Ki)
is nonzero for some i; without loss of generality, let lk(h0,K1) 6= 0.
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B # L1 U1 # L2 U2

W A1 A2

Figure 4. An equivalent diagram for the page; the dashed lines are identified.

· · ·

N0 N1 Un+1

P0 P1 P2 Pn+1H0 H1

Figure 5. The invariant sets of a page of X for general n.

In view of the sum (OB0)#(OB1# · · · ), Corollary 2.12 implies that only orbits in H0 or N0 can have
nonzero linking number with h0. In either case, K1 is contained in the ”left” page P0 ∪ H0 ∪ N0 ∪ P1 of
the sum (OB0#OB1)#(OB2# · · · ). We apply Corollary 2.12 again to obtain lk(h1,K1) = 0. Therefore,
lk(h1,K2) 6= 0 for some K2.

We repeat this argument inductively. On the ith step, we have lk(hj ,Kj+1) 6= 0 for all 0 ≤ j ≤ i,
so that Kj+1 ⊂ Hj or Nj . Therefore the knots K1, · · · ,Ki+1 are all contained in the left-hand page of
(OB0# · · ·#OBi+1)#(OBi+2# · · · ), so that none of these link with hi+1. Accordingly, there must exist a
boundary component Ki+2 such that lk(hi+1,Ki+2) 6= 0. However, at the (m − 1)-st step, we cannot find
a new boundary component Km+1 with nonzero linking number with hm. Therefore, we obtain the desired
contradiction. �

4. Stability

We now investigate if this boundary component condition for global surfaces of section is stable under per-
turbation, specifically of C∞-small deformations of the Hamiltonian on the symplectization R>0×OB(W,φ).
In this section, we review Kolmogorov–Arnold–Moser (KAM) theory in order to study invariant sets of the
perturbed Hamiltonian.

We first state the Arnold-Liouville theorem. Recall that two functions H1, H2 on a symplectic manifold
(M,ω) are said to be in involution if their Poisson bracket {H1, H2} is zero. Given enough integrals in
involution, the Arnold-Liouville theorem describes the invariant sets for the Hamiltonian motion.

Theorem 4.1. Let (M2n, ω) be a symplectic manifold of dimension 2n. Let H1, · · · , Hn be n functions on
M , which are in involution. Suppose that L is a compact, connected component of a regular level set of the
function H = (H1, · · · , Hn) :M → R

n. Then we have the following:

• The set L is a Lagrangian torus.
• There is a neighborhood νM (L) that is diffeomorphic to T n ×Dn via the diffeomorphism

Φ : T n ×Dn −→ νM (L).
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• There are action-angle coordinates I, φ on Dn × T n with the properties
(1) The symplectic form is standard:

Φ∗ω =
∑

j

dIj ∧ dθj .

(2) The coordinates Ij depend only on the integrals {Hk}nk=1.
(3) The flow φtHj

is linear in these coordinates, i.e. Φ−1 ◦ φtHj
◦ Φ(θ, I) = (θ + tΩj(I), I).

A proof can be found in Arnold [4, Chapter 49] and Moser, Zehnder [21, Section 3.1]. We will call these
invariant sets Liouville tori for the given Hamiltonian. We will look at the Hamiltonian flow of the first
Hamiltonian H1 in these coordinates. The above theorem tells us that the flow is linear on each Liouville
torus, with slope Ω1. We will just write Ω = Ω1 and call it the frequency of a Liouville torus.

The theory developed by Kolmogorov, Arnold and Moser, KAM, tells us that some of these Liouville tori
survive perturbations. We will review the statements from KAM theory that we will use and refer to [25,
Section 1,2] for proofs for the statements.

Definition 4.2. Let (M2n, ω) be a symplectic manifold equipped with a family of Hamiltonians H =
(H1, . . . , Hn). Assume that T is a connected, compact, regular level set for which the Hamiltonians are
in involution. Then T is a Liouville torus associated with the Hamiltonian action of H. We will call this
torus non-resonant if Ω satisfies the condition that k · Ω is nonzero for all k ∈ Z

n \ {0}.
We call the first Hamiltonian H1 non-degenerate if the n× n-matrix

(
∂2H1

∂Ii∂Ij
)i,j

is invertible.

In short, an integrable Hamiltonian H1 is non-degenerate if the Jacobian of the frequency map is non-
degenerate. For non-degenerate (integrable) Hamiltonians, most Liouville tori are non-resonant tori.

Theorem 4.3. Let (M2n, ω) be a symplectic manifold with a non-degenerate Hamiltonian H = (H1, . . . , Hn).
Then the non-resonant tori form a dense subset of the phase space.

Now consider the case where we perturb the Hamiltonian. Given action-angle variables I1, · · · , In, θ1, · · · , θn
and a smooth function F (I, θ, ǫ), we define a perturbation of the Hamiltonian to be H(I, θ, ǫ) = H0(I) +
ǫF (I, θ, ǫ). To guarantee that these Liouville tori survive the perturbation, we will have to require a stronger
condition of non-degeneracy.

Definition 4.4. A non-resonant Liouville torus with action-angle variables I, θ is said to be Diophantine if
the following inequality holds for some c, γ > 0:

∀ κ ∈ Z
n \ {0}, |〈κ,Ω〉| ≥ 1

c‖k‖γ .

To indicate our strategy we first give a rough, imprecise version of the KAM theorem. We will state a
more technical version later, Theorem 4.8, that we actually use, see [25, Theorem 2.1]

Proto-Theorem 4.5. Let (M2n, ω) be a symplectic manifold with non-degenerate Hamiltonian H0. Let I, θ
be the action-angle variables for H0, and f(I, θ, ǫ) a smooth function of sufficiently high regularity. Define a
small perturbation of the Hamiltonian H(I, θ, ǫ) = H0(I) + ǫf(I, θ, ǫ). Then the following assertion holds:

• A Diophantine torus in M with respect to H0 will survive a sufficiently small perturbation as a
Diophantine torus with respect to H.

4.1. Adaptation to our construction. Let us outline how to apply this type of result to our setting
of the symplectization R>0 × OB(Σ, φ). The main point of this section is to explain how we can ensure
non-degeneracy of the Hamiltonian. In general, we do not have an integrable system near the entire level set
{1} ×M , since the contact structure or topology on M may obstruct the existence of integrals. However,
due to the special form of Reeb flow near the binding, namely the one from Equation (3), we always have
an integrable system near the binding, and all pieces of the book-connected sum also have such a structure.
With this in mind, let us start the construction.
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Let α be the contact form constructed in the proof of Theorem 1.1. Since the 1-form λ is just the standard
angular form on the circle, we write

α = f1(r)dθ
1 + f2(r)dθ

2.

Let H0 = ρ denote the Hamiltonian on (R>0 ×M,d(ρα)) which generates the Reeb flow. Near the binding
(but not at the binding), the action-angle coordinates are

I1 = ρf1(r), I2 = ρf2(r), θ
1, θ2.

Indeed, we can compute the Jacobian of I1 and I2 to see that this is indeed a proper coordinate transformation
for ρ, r > 0. We have

ω = d(ρα) = dI1 ∧ dθ1 + dI2 ∧ dθ2.
With the special form of f1 and f2 chosen in Section 2.4, we find that near the binding we have

H0 = ρ =
1

2
(I1 + aI2).

This Hamiltonian is obviously degenerate with constant frequency (12 ,
a
2 ), but we can correct this by reparametriza-

tion and adding an integrable perturbation. More explicitly we take the modified Hamiltonian

H̄0 =
1

4
(I1 + aI2)

2 + g(r(I1, I2)), where r(I1, I2) =

√

2I2
I1 + aI2

,

where g is a smooth function of r that vanishes in a neighborhood of r = 0. The new frequency matrix is
given by

Ω =

(

I1 + aI2 + g′
∂r

∂I1
, a(I1 + aI2) + g′

∂r

∂I2

)

.

Inspecting this expression, we can verify that we can make the new Hamiltonian H̄0 non-degenerate on the
set ρ = 1, and an open interval of r-values by choosing the function g sufficiently general. Furthermore, we
can ensure that many Diophantine frequencies are attained. For example, we can go through the slope

√
2,

which has continued fraction 1 + 1
2+ 1

2+···

, and is Diophantine. Below, we will apply Theorem 4.5.

4.2. Stability of the global surface of section. In this section, we will reconstruct a global surface of
section for C4+ǫ-small perturbations of the Hamiltonian we have constructed above. This stability of the
global surface of section will be used to prove stability of certain periodic orbits in the following section.

Consider the contact manifold (M,α) defined by the book-connected sumX = OB(W,ψ)#OB1# . . .OBn+1

as in Section 3. The Reeb dynamics of the contact form α correspond to the Hamiltonian dynamics of H0 = ρ
on the symplectization (R>0 ×X, d(ρα) ). In general, this is not an integrable system, since the monodromy
of the open book on the homology sphere may obstruct the existence of first integrals. We need to setup
some notation to deal with this issue. We will write the space X as M#M0, where M0 = OB1# . . .OBn+1

is contactomorphic to the tight contact 3-sphere, where we keep in mind that a connected sum comes with
the following decomposition

M#M0 =M \B ∪∂ M0 \B0,

where B is a Darboux ball in M and B0 is a Darboux ball in M0. Since the construction in the proof of
Theorem 1.1 involves the book-connected sum, both B and B0 lie in a neighborhood of the binding, where
first integrals do exist.

To “separate” the non-integrable part of the dynamics, we define a cutoff function χ with the following
properties:

• χ(x) = 1 for all x ∈ X with x ∈M0 \B0 ⊂ X ,
• χ(x) = 0 for x ∈ X with x ∈ M(W,ψ) ⊂ M \ B ⊂ X . Or in words, the function χ vanishes in the
mapping torus region of M ,

• on the set where χ is not defined by the above, we can write x = (θ1, r, θ2) ∈ ν(B) = S1 ×D2 with
angle coordinates θ1 and θ2. We then choose χ to be a decreasing function of r with the property
that it equals 1 for small r (so as to be compatible with the first condition), and such that it vanishes
for large r (so that it is compatible with the second condition).
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Now define

M1 := {x ∈M | χ(x) = 1}.
By restricting the Hamiltonian H0 to a neighborhood of {1}×M1 we obtain a completely integrable system
with a complete flow.

T1
T2

B

X1

X2

X3

Figure 6. Diophantine tori T1, T2 near the boundary component B split the manifold into
spaces X1, X2, X3 with disjoint dynamics. The dark region represents the transit orbits
between the homology sphere and the standard 3-sphere region. The global surface of section
can be reconstructed for C4+ǫ-small perturbations of H̄0 in the X3 region.

We now consider a C4+ǫ-small perturbation H̄δ := H̄0 + δh. Since ∂ρH̄0 6= 0, we can apply the implicit

function theorem and conclude that H̄−1
δ (1) is diffeomorphic to H̄−1

0 (1). In fact, we see that H̄−1
δ (1) is a

graph over {1} ×M , so we can still use χ to decompose this level set. In particular we see that H̄δ defines
a C4+ǫ-small perturbation of an integrable system near {1} ×M1. Furthermore, we also see that H̄−1

δ (1) is

contactomorphic to H̄−1
0 (1) by using Gray stability.

We now apply Proposition C.1 from Appendix C to see that the level set Mδ := H̄−1
δ (1) admits a global

surface of section Σδ for the Reeb flow on that level set. The situation is depicted in Figure 6.

4.3. Invariant orbits under small perturbations of H̄0. We will now apply perturbation theory and
KAM theory to identify two families of invariant sets. These invariant sets are the handle orbits corresponding
to the critical points of the Morse Hamiltonian constructed in Appendix B, and the Diophantine tori in the
annulus regions.

We first introduce a theorem from perturbation theory: the following statement is proved in the remarks
from [21, Theorem 2.2].

Theorem 4.6. Consider an autonomous vector field Ẋ = f(X ; ǫ) on a smooth manifold M . Suppose that
for ǫ = 0 there exists a periodic orbit p(t; 0), p(0; 0) = p, of period T > 0. Let ϕT denote the time-T flow of
the system.

If 1 is a simple eigenvalue of dϕT
p : TpM → TpM , then for small ǫ there exists a periodic orbit p(t, ǫ) with

period T (ǫ), such that p(t, ǫ) → p(t, 0) and T (ǫ) → T as ǫ→ 0. This orbit is unique up to a time shift.
In addition, suppose Σ is a hypersurface transverse to the flow for small ǫ, and let ψ be the local diffeo-

morphism generated by the flow when ǫ = 0. Then the map dϕT
p has the following matrix representation:

dϕT
p =

(

1 · · ·
0 dψp

)

.

Now recall that the Morse Hamiltonian as constructed in Appendix B has a critical point at each handle
set: the level sets are depicted in Figure 7. We will apply the above theorem to show that these critical points
correspond to invariant orbits with respect to the perturbation on H̄0.

Corollary 4.7. After perturbation, there exists a periodic orbit hi on each handle connecting Ai and Ai+1,
near the original hyperbolic orbit, for i = 1, . . . , 3n+ 1.

Proof. Take the hypersurface Σ as a page of the open book before perturbation, and p(t; 0) as the original
handle orbit. Let p = p(0; 0) = p(t; 0) ∩ Σ. Since the return map ψ is locally hyperbolic near the fixed
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· · ·

Figure 7. Level sets of the Morse Hamiltonian. Note the critical points in each handle set,
and the continuum of Liouville tori in each annulus set.

point, dψp has no eigenvalue of modulus one. More precisely, near the center of the handle the Hamiltonian
vector field constructed in Appendix B is up to rescaling −2π(y∂x + x∂y), whose flow along y = x (resp.
y = −x) is expansion (resp. contraction) by e2πt. The eigenvalues of dψp are therefore e±2π. Thus 1 is a
simple eigenvalue of dϕT

p and the theorem applies. �

Clearly the orbits hi are unaffected by the handle attachment Y = OB0#Y
0, so we may view them as

orbits in Y with respect to the induced flow.
In the proof of Theorem 1.1, the handle sets functioned as ‘blockages’ separating the page sets, so that

page orbits cannot link with one another, and long orbits linking with multiple handle orbits cannot exist.
Since we can now only ensure the existence of one orbit on each handle, this feature is lost. However, we are
still able to obtain similar results by finding invariant tori which partition the manifold into regions with
separate dynamics. The following invariant curve theorem is originally due to Moser [20, Theorem 2.11], and
its strengthening for lower regularity is due to Salamon, [22].

Theorem 4.8. Let [a, b]× S1 be an annulus with a twist mapping (r, θ) 7→ (r, θ + σ(r)), such that σ ∈ Ck

for some k > 3 and |σ′| is bounded below by some positive constant. Then for any ǫ > 0, there exists δ > 0
such that all area-preserving mappings of the annulus into R

2 of the form

(r, θ) 7→ (f1(r, θ), θ + f2(r, θ)), ‖f1 − r‖Ck + ‖f2 − σ‖Ck < δ

have an invariant curve of the following form, parametrized by γ:

r = r0 + g1(γ), θ = γ + g2(γ)

where g1, g2 ∈ C1 and ‖g1‖C1 + ‖g2‖C2 < ǫ. The induced mapping on the curve is given by γ 7→ γ + κ, for
some κ incommensurable with 2π.

Furthermore, for any choice of κ ∈ imσ satisfying the conditions
∣

∣

∣

∣

κ

2π
− p

q

∣

∣

∣

∣

≥ αq−β , ∀p, q ∈ Z, q > 0

for some positive α, β, there exists an invariant curve corresponding to κ in the above sense.

We now apply this theorem to the set [−1/2, 1/2]× S1 in each annulus set Ai. Since the Hamiltonian
vector field on this set is given by π(1 − r)∂θ , the twist condition is satisfied. We perturb the Hamiltonian
H̄0 by a C4+ǫ-small perturbation, so the Hamiltonian vector field is C3+ǫ-close to the unperturbed vector
field, as is the return map. To guarantee that we have an annulus map, we apply a cutoff function δ to the
perturbation. This cutoff function vanishes near the boundary of the annulus and is 1 in a smaller region in
the annulus. After that, the changes in the r, θ coordinates satisfy the condition for the Moser twist theorem.
We can now choose κ such that the invariant curve lies in the region where the cutoff function is 1.

Therefore we can conclude that

Corollary 4.9. After perturbation, there is still an invariant curve ci on each annulus Ai, i = 1, . . . , 3n+2,
away from the upper and lower boundary circles.

We will denote the invariant torus obtained by following the Reeb orbits through ci by Ti.
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5. Proof of Theorem 2

We have identified invariant sets in both the handle and annulus sets inX = OB(W,ψ)#OB1# . . .#OB3n+2.
We will first use some of the invariant tori to separate the dynamics of the homology sphere M with the M0

region.
We label the invariant tori in each annulus Ai as Ti, and each invariant handle orbit in the handle set Hi

to be hi. Denote by Vi the invariant set between Ti and Ti+1: the situation is depicted in Figure 8.

h1 h2 h3n+1

OB0 OB1 OB2 OB3n+1 OB3n+2

↓ ↓ ↓
T1 T2 T3n+1

V1V0 V3n+1

· · ·

Figure 8. Invariant sets of a page of the perturbed flow.

First, we will find two Diophantine tori T1, T
′
1 in the tori “connected” to the homology sphere. As in

Figure 6, these Diophantine tori prevent the existence of orbits in the homology sphere that link with orbits
in OB2# . . .#OB3n+2. Therefore, we can use a similar linking argument in the annuli connected sum region
to provide a lower bound for the boundary components of the global surface of section.

The key observation we make is the following:

Proposition 5.1. Orbits in Vi and Vj cannot link with each other if |i − j| ≥ 2.

Proof. Consider the manifolds Y r = OB0# . . .#OBi+1 and Y ℓ = OBi+3# · · ·#OB3n+1. We may assume
that the attachment of the (i+1)th handle was performed using a ball in Y r to the right of Ti+1 and a ball
in Y ℓ to the left of Ti+2. Thus, orbits in Vi and Vj are unaffected by the connected sum, and may be viewed
as sitting in Y r and Y ℓ, respectively. Take a Seifert surface for an orbit k contained in Vi. We can perform
the book-connected sum along a Darboux ball that does not intersect the Seifert surface in Vi, which ensures
the linking number with any other orbit contained in Vj is zero. �

Now we can carry out the same linking number argument for the book-connected sum of M with 3n+ 2
copies of S3 to conclude the proof. Assume that after a C4+ǫ perturbation h, there exists a global surface
of section on {1} ×M with fewer than n boundary components K1, · · · ,Km, for m < n. We first look at
the handle orbits: each handle orbit hi should have positive linking number with a boundary component.
Assume that K1 has positive linking number with h2. Then by Proposition 5.1, the knot K1 cannot link
with hl for l ≥ 4. We can repeat this process for each handle orbit to show that the global surface of section
should have at least n distinct boundary components, which yields a contradiction.

Appendices

A. Seifert Surfaces for Integral Homology Spheres

In this appendix, we will show that Seifert surfaces exist for any knot in an integral homology 3-sphere.
Recall that a Seifert surface for an oriented link k in an oriented 3-manifold M is a connected oriented
compact surface S embedded in M such that the oriented boundary ∂S is equal to the link k.
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Theorem A.1. Let M be an integral homology 3-sphere, so H∗(M ;Z) ∼= H∗(S
3;Z). For any oriented knot

k in M , there exists a Seifert surface S for k in M .

Proof. Take a tubular neighborhoodNk of k inM , and let its boundary beK. DefineX to be the complement
M \Nk. We are going to construct the Seifert surface S by first defining a map f : K → S1, and extending it

to f̃ : X → S1. By the transversality theorem, we can assume that both f, f̃ are transverse to some p ∈ S1.
Then f̃−1(p) defines a surface T with boundary in K. We then connect the boundary of T in K to k to
obtain a surface with boundary equal to k.

First, we will define such a map f from K to S1 whose preimage extends to a Seifert surface. For this
reason, we need to identify K with S1 × S1. There is a natural choice for a meridian m: it is a generator
for H1(X) ∼= Z. Then define a longitude for K by taking a knot l ∈ K such that intersection number in K
satisfies [l] • [m] = 1 and the homology class [l] is trivial in the homology group H1(X,Z). With these two
knots, we can identify K with S1 × S1. The knots l, m give rise to global coordinates for Nk as (θ1, r, θ2)
with 0 ≤ r ≤ 1 and θ1, θ2 ∈ S1, and its boundary K will be the subset where r takes the value 1. We define
f : K → S1 as the projection to the θ2 coordinate.

Now take the map f defined above. Since S1 is an Eilenberg-Maclane spaceK(Z, 1), we can use a cohomol-
ogy class [f ] in H1(K;Z) to represent f : K → S1. Viewed as an equivalence class in De Rham cohomology,
we can identify [f ] ∈ H1

DR(K,Z) to be [dθ2]. We want to know whether the map f extends to all of X . For

this, consider the inclusion ι : K → X . The extension of f to a map f̃ : X → S1 is equivalent to a cohomology
class [f̃ ] in H1(X ;Z) that maps to [f ] ∈ H1(K) under the induced map ι∗ : H1(X) → H1(K). From the

cohomology exact sequence of the pair (X,K) below, we can find such [f̃ ] if and only if ∂∗[f ] ∈ H2(X,K)
is zero:

H1(X) H1(K) H2(X,K).ι∗ ∂∗

We will show that for every homology class [S] ∈ H2(X,K), the cohomology-homology pairing 〈∂∗[f ], [S]〉
takes the value 0. For this purpose, we first identify the image of ∂∗(H2(X,K)) in H1(K) in the relative long
exact sequence. Since M is an integral homology sphere, we can see that the maps ι1 : K −֒→ Nk, ι2 : K −֒→ X
induce an isomorphism in the Mayer-Vietoris sequence:

(ι1∗, ι2∗) : H1(K) ∼= H1(Nk)⊕H1(X).

Therefore, the image of the two generators [l], [m] of H1(K) will generate H1(Nk) ⊕ H1(X). In particular,
the image of the homology class [m] in H1(X) will be a positive generator of H1(X), while the image of [l]
maps to zero in H1(X). Therefore, the image of [l] in H1(Nk) will be a generator of H1(Nk). It follows that
the kernel of the map H1(K) → H1(X) is generated by [l]. Now from the relative long exact sequence in
homology

H2(X,K) H1(K) H1(X),
∂∗

the image of ∂∗(H2(X,K)) in H1(K) is generated by [l]. In particular for any oriented piecewise smooth
surface S in X with boundary in K, the homology class of the boundary ∂S is an integer multiple of [l]. We
look at the pairing of homology and cohomology to obtain the following equality

〈∂∗[f ], [S]〉 = 〈[f ], ∂∗[S]〉 = 〈[f ], [∂S]〉.
The homology class [∂S] in H1(K) is generated by [l], which is represented by the coordinate θ1, while the
cohomology class [f ] ∈ H1(K) is identified with [dθ2] in De Rham cohomology. Therefore we can conclude
that for any oriented piecewise smooth surface S in X with boundary in K,

〈∂∗[f ], [S]〉 = 0,

which shows that ∂∗[f ] = 0. Therefore we can conclude that there is an extension f̃ : X → S1.

From the transversality theorem, we can assume that a regular value p ∈ S1 exists such that f , f̃ are
both transverse to S1 at p. Therefore, the preimage T defined as f−1(p) is a surface in X with boundary in
K. Now we look at the tubular neighborhood Nk of k. The boundary of T is in the boundary of Nk, so we
can extend T to a surface S with boundary k by connecting the boundary of T to k in Nk. Since f

−1(p) is
equal to the longitude l in H1(K), the surface S can be well-defined, possibly non-smooth at the boundary
K of T . By smoothing the surface at K, we can construct a Seifert surface S for the knot k. �
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Now recall that we have defined the intersection number of two oriented knots k, l in an integral homology
3-sphere M to be the intersection number between l and the Seifert surface Fk of k. We prove that this
number is independent of the choice of Seifert surface for k.

Proposition A.2. Assume that F1, F2 are two Seifert surfaces for an oriented knot k in an integral homology
sphereM . Then for any oriented knot l inM , the intersection number of l with F1 agrees with the intersection
number of l and F2.

Proof. A Seifert surface for k is an oriented surface embedded in M such that its boundary equals the
oriented knot k. In terms of homology, the induced map ∂∗ : H2(M,k) → H1(k) is an isomorphism because
M is a homology sphere. Therefore the homology class [F1]− [F2] is contained in the kernel of the map ∂∗,
so [F1] = [F2] in H2(M,k). It follows that the intersection number of [l] with F1 and F2 agree. �

We have also implicitly used that Liouville tori inside integral homology 3-spheres divide the manifold
into two connected components: we provide a short proof using the Mayer-Vietoris sequence.

Assume a surface T embedded in M homeomorphic to the two-torus. Let N be a tubular neighborhood
of T in M , with a homeomorphism φ : (−ǫ, ǫ)× T → N . Then we can form two open sets A = M \ T , and
B = N that cover the total space M . We remark that A ∩ B can be identified with {(−ǫ, 0) ∪ (0, ǫ)} × T
using the map φ. The Mayer-Vietoris sequence for the pair (A, B) gives a short exact sequence

H1(M) H0(T × {−ǫ, ǫ}) H0(A)⊕H0(B) H0(M) 0.

Since we can identify the homology groups in the sequence to be H0(T × {−ǫ, ǫ}) ∼= Z
2, H0(B) ∼= Z,

H0(M) ∼= Z, we can conclude that H0(A) has rank 2, and therefore that M \ T has exactly 2 connected
components.

B. Construction of the Morse Hamiltonian

In this appendix we will give an explicit construction of the Morse Hamiltonian H on the page Y 0. The
induced Hamiltonian flow will also have the following properties, which we use in the proof of Theorem 1.2:

(1) H has a critical point at each handle set, which corresponds to a hyperbolic periodic orbit for the
induced Hamiltonian flow.

(2) The level sets of H on the annulus part form a continuum of Liouville tori, some of which are
Diophantine tori.

(3) The monodromy induced by the Hamiltonian flow is isotopic to the return map of Y 0, and is the
identity near the boundary.

We first present the construction for the union of an annulus and a handle set. Consider a standard model
for such a set given as the domain D = [−1, 1]×S1 ∪∂ [1,

5
2 ]× [−π

4 ,
π
4 ], with the Liouville form rdθ. The two

sets [−1, 1]× S1, [ 12 ,
5
2 ]× [−π

4 ,
π
4 ] each correspond to the annulus and handle sets. We assign to each domain

a Hamiltonian H1, H2 given by

(1) H1: [−1, 1]× S1 → R : (r, θ) 7→ −π
2 r

2 + πr,

(2) H2: [
1
2 ,

5
2 ]× [−π

4 ,
π
4 ] → R : (r, θ) 7→ C(1− (r − 3

2 )
2 + ( 4

π
θ)2),

where the constant C > 0 will be determined later in the proof.
We now define a cutoff function to connect the level sets on the handle and the annulus. Take ρ as a

smooth function from [ 12 , 1]× [−π
4 ,

π
4 ] to [0, 1] such that ρ = 1 on { 1

2} × [−π
4 ,

π
4 ] ∪ [ 12 , 1]× {±π

4 } and ρ = 0
on {1} × [−π

4 ,
π
4 ]. We extend ρ to the whole set D by assigning constant values 1, 0 such that ρ is smooth.

The level sets of ρ are sketched in Figure 9. Note that the cutoff function ρ has discontinuities at the region
where the annulus and handle sets attach.

Now define the Hamiltonian H0 = ρH1 +(1− ρ)H2. The level sets of H0 and the flow with respect to the
Hamiltonian vector field is depicted in Figure 10. The constant C is chosen such that the level sets match as
in Figure 10. Note that this construction is made to trim the boundary to a smooth submanifold. Therefore
we must check that the level sets of this Hamiltonian behave as in the Figure 10. We will use Morse theory
arguments to determine the topology of the level sets. Since the only critical point of H0 is contained in the
handle set, the homotopy type of H−1

0 (x) only changes when x = −C. Since the level set H−1
0 (−C) behaves

as in Figure 10, for small ǫ > 0, H−1
0 (−C + ǫ) can be used to “trim off” the boundary to a smooth set. If we
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ρ = 1 ρ = 0

Figure 9. Level sets of the cutoff function ρ (not to scale). The left rectangle corresponds
to the annulus set, and the right square corresponds to the handle set.

· · · · · ·

↓
r = −1

↓
1/2

↓
1

↓
r = −1

↓
1/2

↓
1

x



θ

x



 θ

↑
H0 = −C + ǫ

↑
H0 = −C

Figure 10. The Hamiltonian flow generated by the Morse Hamiltonian (not to scale). The
parallel dashed lines glue to form an annulus. The thickened part shows the discontinuities
of the cutoff function ρ, which we trim back by the level set H−1

0 (−C + ǫ).

choose ǫ small enough, we can also make the level set H−1
0 (−C + ǫ) to not contain any discontinuities of ρ.

Therefore, we can restrict H0 to H−1
0 (−C + ǫ) as a smooth function.

We now check if the constructed Hamiltonian satisfies our claimed conditions. The Hamiltonian vector
field for H1, H2 can be computed to be XH1

= π(−r + 1)∂θ, XH2
= −2C( 4

π
θ∂r + (r − 3

2 )∂θ). Since the
Hamiltonian vector field on the annulus part generates a positive Dehn twist, we can ensure that the contact
manifold generated by the return map is S3 with its standard tight contact structure. Therefore, the return
map is isotopic to the return map of the book-connected sum.

To check conditions (1), (2), we will look at the level sets of H0. On the handle region, the Hamiltonian
H2 has a hyperbolic critical point for (r, θ) = (32 , 0), which corresponds to the hyperbolic periodic orbit. In

the annulus region, the Hamiltonian vector field X1 = π(−r + 1)∂θ generates Liouville tori for − 1
2 ≤ r ≤ 1

2 .
Therefore, we have checked that conditions (1), (2) are satisfied.

Now we consider the union of both annuli and the handle sets. The Hamiltonian is defined as before using
cutoff functions. We remark that the right annulus set as depicted in Figure 10 has opposite orientation of
r, so the Hamiltonian flow is also a positive Dehn twist in the annulus set.

We choose small ǫ and “trim” the domain back to a smooth level set ofH−1
0 (−C+ǫ). Since the Hamiltonian

H0 in this model only has a critical point in the handle set, the same argument as above shows that we
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can choose ǫ such that H−1
0 (−C + ǫ) has smooth boundary, and H0 restricted to this domain is a smooth

function. As for the return map near the boundary, recall that the size of the Hamiltonian vector field only
depends on the slope of the Hamiltonian. Therefore we increase the slope near the boundary such that the
return map near the boundary is the identity. Since this perturbation will not generate new critical points,
the Hamiltonian is still Morse, and generates the return map to be identity near the boundary.

We conclude that the final Hamiltonian H constructed by this process is a Morse Hamiltonian satisfying
the properties (1), (2), (3) above.

C. Stability of global surfaces of section

In this appendix, we will prove the following proposition.

Proposition C.1. Suppose that (M,ω) is a symplectic manifold with a Hamiltonian H. Assume that the
level set Y = H−1(0) is of contact type and admits a global surface of section Σ with possibly disconnected
binding B. Also assume that the periodic orbits of H associated with B are non-degenerate. Then for a
C2-small perturbation Hδ of H, there is an embedded surface Σ̃ that is a global surface of section for the
Hamiltonian flow of Hδ.

Remark C.2. Although we have used the words Hamiltonian and contact type to stay in line with the rest of
the paper, the statement holds for any C1-small perturbation of a smooth vector field X that admits a global
surface of section with non-degenerate binding orbits.

Proof. We first outline the argument before going into the details. Since the global surface of section Σ
is by definition transverse to the flow on the interior of Σ, the transversality part is clear for a C1-small
perturbation of the vector field generating the flow as long as we stay away from the binding. We use the
linearized flow in order to see that the binding orbits survive a perturbation, and also to see that there is
still a strong twist around the binding.

Let us now look at some details. We consider a perturbation H + δh for a C2-small h. Except for a
neighborhood of the binding, the original open book satisfies the transversality condition for the perturbed
Reeb vector field. Now consider a small neighborhood N of the binding. Since the complement of N is a
compact region, we can consider h to be small enough that the perturbed Reeb vector field is transverse to the
pages of the original open book. Therefore, we only need to consider the inside of the binding neighborhood
to show that an open book still exists for the perturbed Hamiltonian.

We identify the binding neighborhood with S1 ×D2, by introducing coordinates (x, y, t) centered at the
original binding. We first look at the Reeb vector field Rδ for the perturbed Hamiltonian Hδ = H + δh.
We will actually look at the normalized vector field R̃δ that has t component identically 1. The flow of
the normalized vector field is a reparametrization of the flow of the original vector field. We now apply an
implicit function theorem argument, that shows for small δ, there exists a periodic orbit γδ near the original
periodic orbit.

Define X(x, δ) to be the Hamiltonian vector field of the perturbed Hamiltonian H + δh. We can take a
point p on the binding. Take a local surface of section S transverse to the binding at p. We define the return
map of the Hamiltonian vector field at perturbation δ to be ϕ(x, δ). Since the binding orbit is non-degenerate,
the linearization of ϕ(x, δ) at (p, 0) does not have 1 as an eigenvalue. Now consider the map S × [0, δ1] → S,
where [0, δ1] is the domain of the parameter δ. From the discussion above, we have that the matrix ∂

∂δ
ϕ− I

is non-singular at (p, 0). Therefore from the implicit function theorem, we can find a point γδ(0) in S such
that ϕ(γδ(0), δ) = γδ(0) for small δ. This implies that the orbit γδ(t) through this point is a smooth periodic
orbit for the perturbed Hamiltonian H + δh.

We denote the coordinates of this orbit by (γδ,x, γδ,y, γδ,t). Then we introduce new variables ũ, ṽ by putting

ũ = x− γδ,x(γ
−1
δ,t ), ṽ = y − γδ,y(γ

−1
δ,t ). This u, v measures the distance from the perturbed orbit γδ, and z is

a reparametrization of the t coordinate. These coordinates (ũ, ṽ, z) are defined in a tubular neighborhood
νY (γ0) of the unperturbed periodic orbit γ0, but their behavior on the boundary of νY (γ0) depends on δ. To
fix this, we use a cutoff function ρ, which equals 1 on γδ and vanishes on a neighborhood of ∂νY (γ0). Then
we put uδ = x− ργδ,x(z), vδ = y − ργδ,y(z).

Define the modified “open book” projection θδ =
(uδ,vδ)√
u2
δ
+v2

δ

∈ S1. This map coincides with the original open

book projection near ∂νY (γ0) and can hence be extended smoothly to Y by using the original open book
projection. By cutting out the global surface of section, we can lift this map to R, which we will do to have
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a convenient description of the derivative; we will continue to write θδ, also for this lifted map. Since the
unperturbed Reeb vector field R0 is transverse to the interior of the global surface of section, we can find
C > 0 such that R0(θ0) > 2C on Y \ νY (γ0) (away from all binding orbits). As Rδ is C1-close to R0, we still
have Rδ(θδ) > C for 0 < δ < δ1 if we choose δ1 sufficiently small.

It hence suffices that to show that we have transversality on a neighborhood of the binding orbit, νY (γ0).
To analyze this, consider the smooth 1-form

Ωδ = uδdvδ − vδduδ.

We observe that

dθδ =
Ωδ

u2δ + v2δ
,

so Rδ(θδ) > 0 is equivalent to Ωδ(Rδ) > 0.
Since Ωδ(Rδ) is a smooth function of p = (u, v, t) and δ, we consider a Taylor expansion in the u, v-

coordinates and δ. The 0-th order term in this expansion is

Ω0(R0)(u, v, t) = Ct(u
2 + v2) + o(u2 + v2).

This can be seen most easily from the explicit form of the Reeb vector field (3), but below we shall see that
such an expression follows for all small δ by analyzing the linearized flow. We make the following two claims.
Claim 1: Ω0(R0) ≥ 0 and Ω0(R0) vanishes only along γ0.
Claim 2: there is a uniform (i.e. independent of δ) neighborhood N of γ0, and δ2 such that for δ ∈ [0, δ2]
the following hold.

• γδ ⊂ N
• for all p ∈ N we have Ωδ(Rδ)(p) ≥ 0 and Ωδ(Rδ)(p) = 0 if and only if p in the image of γδ.

The first claim is clear. We verify the second claim by analyzing the linearized flow.
Put P = (U, V, Z), and set p = γδ + ǫP . The flow equation for p is

dp

dt
= R̃δ(p),

and by expanding in ǫ we obtain the linearized equation dP
dt

= ǫ∇P R̃δ + o(ǫ). Since we only need the
component normal to γδ, we will use the following matrix representation for the normal component of the
linearized flow.

(

U̇

V̇

)

= Aδ

(

U
V

)

,

where Aδ is a time-dependent matrix. We now compute the value of Ωδ(R̃δ) at p using the above definitions.

Ωδ(Rδ)(p) = (uδdvδ − vδduδ)(Rδ)

= ǫ2(UV̇ − V U̇) + o(ǫ2)

= ( ǫU
ǫV )

t ( 0 1
−1 0

)

Aδ ( ǫU
ǫV ) + o(ǫ2).

For fixed t, we know from the above that
(

0 1
−1 0

)

A0 is positive definite, so
(

0 1
−1 0

)

Aδ is too, for sufficiently
small δ. This settles the second claim.

To complete the proof, we argue by contradiction. Suppose that for all δ > 0, there is a point pδ /∈ γδ such
that Ωδ(R̃δ)(pδ) = 0. We obtain a sequence δn converging to 0 and, by compactness, a converging sequence

pn, such that Ωδn(R̃δn)(pn) = 0 for all n. By Claim 1, we see that p∞ is in the image of γ0. But this means
that pn lies in N for sufficiently large n, contradicting Claim 2. This completes the proof. �
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