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LEGENDRIAN LAVRENTIEV LINKS

MAXIM PRASOLOV

Abstract. Lavrentiev curves form a special class of rectifiable curves which includes cusp-free piece-
wise smooth curves. We call a Lavrentiev curve Legendrian if the integral of the contact form equals
zero on any its subarc. We define Legendrian isotopies of such curves and prove that the equiva-
lence classes of Legendrian Lavrentiev links with respect to Legendrian isotopies coincide with smooth
classes.
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1. Introduction

In contact topology sometimes one needs to deal with piecewise smooth objects. It can be a trian-
gulation (see [4]) or something obtained from it. For example, contact cell decompositions (see [12])
or Legendrian links associated with a rectangular diagram (see [8]). Another examples are Legendrian
graphs (see [1]) and bypasses for surfaces (see [13]) or for Legendrian links (see [7]). To deform such
objects one needs more general category than the smooth one. In the non-contact setting one usually
uses the topological one. Let us discuss what category can be used in the contact setting.

Some work is done in the topological category. Let us call a homeomorphism contact if it is the C0-
limit of contact diffeomorphisms. In [19] and [20] it is proved that for diffeomorphisms this definition
agrees with the classical one, i.e. that a diffeomorphism is the C0-limit of contact diffeomorphisms if
and only if it is contact. Let us call a (topological) submanifold Legendrian if it is the image under a
contact homeomorphism of a smooth Legendrian submanifold. In the recent preprint [6] it is proved
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2 MAXIM PRASOLOV

that for smooth submanifolds this definition is equivalent to the classical one. This is very interesting
approach, but we will not touch it in this paper.

There is no such thing as the piecewise smooth category because even the composition of two piecewise
smooth functions on a segment can be not piecewise smooth.

There is one more common category which supports piecewise smooth objects, this is the Lipschitz
one. We are going to develop this approach in dimension 3. Isomorphisms in Lipschitz category are bi-
Lipschitz homeomorphisms, while curves equivalent to smooth ones are Lavrentiev (also called chord-arc
curves in some sources). Since Lavrentiev curves are rectifiable it is natural to call such curve Legendrian
if the integral of the contact form on any its subarc is zero. We call a bi-Lipschitz homeomorphism
contact if it preserves the class of Legendrian Lavrentiev curves.

We define a Legendrian isotopy (see Definition 7.1) as a generalization of the Legendrian isotopy for
piecewise smooth links given in [9]. The idea behind this definition is the following smoothing procedure.
Let L be a piecewise smooth Legendrian knot in (R3, dz+xdy) such that its orthogonal projection to the
plane z = 0 has a finite number of self-intersections. Consider any smooth Legendrian knot sufficiently
C0-close to L such that its projection has the same number of self-intersections as the projection of L.
Then the Legendrian type of this smooth knot depends only on L. A similar procedure can be found
in [10, 1.4.3 Elliptic pivot lemma], when smoothing the union of two leaves of the contact foliation on
a surface, and in [21], when smoothing paths in Legendrian graphs.

Our main result is the following.

Theorem 1.1. Any Legendrian Lavrentiev link is Legendrian isotopic to a smooth Legendrian link. If
two smooth Legendrian links are Legendrian isotopic as Lavrentiev links, they are smoothly Legendrian
isotopic.

Using this theorem we can associate canonically an equivalence class of smooth Legendrian links with
a given Legendrian Lavrentiev link.

The proof of Theorem 1.1 occupies Section 6. Let us discuss the plan of the proof of the first part
of the theorem, i. e. that a Legendrian curve admits a smoothing. For simplicity we now assume
that the contact structure is coorientable. In Section 5 we define and prove the existence of a regular
neighborhood of a Legendrian curve. This allows us to reduce the problem to the case when the
ambient manifold is the solid torus {(x, y, z) : x ∈ S1, y ∈ (−1; 1), z ∈ R} with a contact structure
ker (dz + a(x, y)dx + b(x, y)dy) where a and b are some functions, and the orthogonal projection to the
plane z = 0 of the Legendrian curve is injective. Then using results of Subsection 3.1 on the regular
projection we reformulate the problem in terms of Lavrentiev curves on the plane. In Section 4 we make
the final step by using Tukia’s theorem to smooth Lavrentiev curves on the plane. We prove the relative
variant of this part of the theorem, so that some portion of the link is being smoothed while the other
part stays fixed. We also prove that the isotopy can be made Lipschitz.

We use several definitions of Legendrian curves (see definitions 3.2 and 7.1) and we prove in propo-
sitions 3.8 and 7.2 that they are equivalent.

In Section 7 using Definition 7.1 we try to define continuous Legendrian curves and we conclude that
Theorem 1.1 is wrong in this case.

In Section 8 we define bi-Lipschitz contactomorphisms, give some examples and discuss some basic
facts about them. We will continue this work in the future.

Some results on the symplectic side of the Lipschitz category can be found in [14] and [15].

Acknowledgments
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2. Lavrentiev curves

In this section we remind some basic facts about Lavrentiev curves and bi-Lipschitz maps and prove
some technical lemmas needed for the main result. For simplicity we consider embedded curves only.

Definition 2.1. A subset of a topological space is called an embedded curve if it is homeomorphic to a
connected subset of a circle. A length of a curve L, embedded in a metric space, is a finite or infinite
number

ℓ(L) = sup
L=

⋃

i

γi

∑

i

diam(∂γi),

where supremum is taken over all unions L =
⋃
i

γi of compact subarcs γi which have no interior points

in common and diam(∂γi) is the distance between the endpoints of γi. An embedded curve is called
rectifiable if the length of any its compact subarc is finite.

We write L
∣∣Q
P
for any shortest subarc of the curve L which joins two points P and Q. We orient this

subarc from P to Q.
Let C be a number. A rectifiable curve L is called C-Lavrentiev if for any two points P,Q ∈ L

ℓ(L
∣∣Q
P
) ≤ C · dist(P,Q),

where dist denotes the distance.
A curve is called Lavrentiev if it is C-Lavrentiev for some number C. An embedded curve L is called

locally Lavrentiev if for any point p ∈ L there exists a neighborhood U ∋ p such that L∩U is a Lavrentiev
curve.

The notion of a Lavrentiev curve can be found in [17, Theorem 8 2)]. Definition 2.29 in [18] of a
quasiconvex metric space generalizes the concept of a Lavrentiev curve.

Smooth curves and cusp-free piecewise smooth curves are Lavrentiev by Lemma 2.13. Logarithmic
spirals are also allowed as a partial case of the following example.

Example 2.2. Let α and β be two non-intersecting embedded smooth subarcs of the annulus 1 < |z| < 2
on the complex plane which are orthogonal to the boundary of the annulus at their endpoints and

∂α = {1, 2}, ∂β = {−1,−2}. Let φ : z 7→ 2z be a homothety. Then
⋃
k∈Z

φk (α ∪ β) is a Lavrentiev curve.

A similar example in dimension 3 can be constructed to obtain a wild Lavrentiev curve.

Definition 2.3. Let X,Y be metric spaces and C be a number. A map f : X → Y is called C-bi-
Lipschitz if for any p, q ∈ X

1

C
· dist(p, q) ≤ dist(f(p), f(q)) ≤ C · dist(p, q).

A map f : X → Y is called C-Lipschitz, if for any p, q ∈ X we have dist(f(p), f(q)) ≤ C · dist(p, q).
A map is called (bi-)Lipschitz if it is C-(bi-)Lipschitz for some C. A map f : X → Y is called locally

(bi-)Lipschitz if X admits an open cover X =
⋃
α
Uα such that each map f

∣∣
Uα

is (bi-)Lipschitz.

Remark 2.4. It is clear that a natural parametrization of a C-Lavrentiev curve is a C-bi-Lipschitz
map and that the image of any C-bi-Lipschitz map of a segment is a C2-Lavrentiev curve. A (C-)bi-
Lipschitz parametrization of a Lavrentiev curve will be called (C-)bi-Lipschitz curve. We do not know
is it true that any continuous family of Lavrentiev curves is a set of the images of a continuous isotopy
of bi-Lipschitz curves.

Lemma 2.5. Let X,Y, T be metric spaces, X,T be compact, f : X × T → Y be a continuous map such
that for any t ∈ T the map ft : X → Y is an embedding and for any x0 ∈ X and t0 ∈ T there exist
their neighborhoods U ⊂ X and I ⊂ T and a real number C0 such that for any t ∈ I the map ft

∣∣
U

is
C0-bi-Lipschitz. Then there exists a number C such that the map ft : X → Y is C-bi-Lipschitz for any
t ∈ T.
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Proof. Suppose that for any k ∈ N there exists t ∈ T such that the map f(•, t) is not k-Lipschitz. Then
there exist sequences x0,k ∈ X, x1,k ∈ X and tk ∈ T such that

(1) dist(f(x0,k, tk), f(x1,k, tk)) > k · dist(x0,k, x1,k).

By compactness, we can assume that the following limits exist: lim
k→+∞

x0,k = x0, lim
k→+∞

x1,k = x1 and

lim
k→+∞

tk = t0.

If x0 6= x1 then, taking the limit in the inequality (1) as k → ∞ we obtain dist(f(x0, t0), f(x1, t0)) =
+∞, a contradiction.

If x0 = x1, the inequality (1) contradicts the existence of neighborhoods U and I for the point x0

and the parameter t0.
Suppose then that there exist sequences x0,k ∈ X, x1,k ∈ X and tk ∈ T such that

dist(f(x0,k, tk), f(x1,k, tk)) < dist(x0,k, x1,k)/k.

Again we can assume that the limits exist and we use the same notations. If x0 6= x1, the limit of
the inequality contradicts the fact that f(•, t0) is an embedding. If x0 = x1, the inequality contradicts
the assumption of the lemma on the existence of neighborhoods U and I for the pair (x0, t0). �

Lemma 2.6. A locally bi-Lipschitz embedding f : X → Y is bi-Lipschitz if X is compact.

Proof. Follows from the preceding lemma for T being a point. �

Lemma 2.7 (a particular case of Lemma 2.33 from [18]). Any locally Lavrentiev embedded compact
curve is Lavrentiev.

Proof. Since the curve is locally Lavrentiev, it is covered by open sets such that the intersection of each
open set with the curve is a Lavrentiev curve. Therefore a natural parametrization of the curve is locally
bi-Lipschitz and thus by Lemma 2.6 it is bi-Lipschitz. �

2.1. Some constructions of Lavrentiev curves on manifolds.

Definition 2.8. Two metrics d1 and d2 on a set X are comparable if there exists a number C such that
for any p, q ∈ X

1

C
· d1(p, q) ≤ d2(p, q) ≤ C · d1(p, q).

It is clear that classes of (locally) Lavrentiev curves and (locally) (bi)-Lipschitz maps with respect to
comparable metrics coincide.

Convention 2.9. The restrictions of any two Riemannian metrics to a compact subset of a smooth
manifold are comparable. So classes of locally Lavrentiev or compact Lavrentiev curves on a smooth
manifold do not depend on the choice of a Riemannian metric. By a locally Lavrentiev or compact
Lavrentiev curve on a smooth manifold we will mean such a curve with respect to some (any) smooth
Riemannian metric. The same holds for locally (bi-)Lipschitz maps and (bi-)Lipschitz maps from a
compact manifold.

The following lemma allows one to concatenate two Lavrentiev curves provided that the minimal
angle (see Definition 2.11) at their common endpoint is nonzero.

Lemma 2.10. Suppose that L1 and L2 are respectively C1- and C2-Lavrentiev arcs in Euclidean space,
∂L1 = {P,Q1}, ∂L2 = {P,Q2}, L1 ∩ L2 = {P} and ∠Q1PQ2 > α. Then

ℓ(L) ≤ C1 + C2

sin(α/2)
dist(Q1, Q2).
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Proof. Since the distances from the points Q1 and Q2 to a bisector of the angle ∠Q1PQ2 are less than
dist(Q1, Q2)

ℓ(L) = ℓ(L1) + ℓ(L2) ≤ C1dist(P,Q1) + C2dist(P,Q2) <
C1dist(Q1, Q2)

sin(α/2)
+

C2dist(Q1, Q2)

sin(α/2)
=

=
(C1 + C2)dist(Q1, Q2)

sin(α/2)
.

�

Definition 2.11. By a minimal angle at the common point P of two curves L1 and L2 we mean
lim

ε→+0
inf

dist(Qi,P )<ε
∠Q1PQ2, where Qi ∈ Li \ {P} for i = 1, 2.

By a minimal angle at a point P of a curve L we mean the minimal angle at P between two subarcs
L1 and L2 of L such that L1 ∩ L2 = {P}.

Corollary 2.12. Let {Li}ni=1 be a set of Lavrentiev curves in the Riemannian manifold, L =
N⋃
i=1

Li be

a compact curve and Li ∩ Lj ⊂ ∂Li for any i 6= j. Suppose that at any interior point p of the curve L
such that p ∈ ∂Li for some i = 1, . . . , n the minimal angle is nonzero. Then L is Lavrentiev.

Proof. Since the curve is compact, by Lemma 2.7 it suffices to check the Lavrentiev condition locally.
At any point of Li \ ∂Li for every i = 1, . . . , N it is satisfied since Li is Lavrentiev. At any point of ∂Li

for any i = 1, . . . , N it is satisfied by Lemma 2.10. �

Suppose that at each breaking point of a piecewise smooth curve the angle between the one-sided
tangent lines to the curve is non-zero. We call such a curve cusp-free.

Lemma 2.13. Compact cusp-free piecewise smooth embedded curve in a manifold is Lavrentiev.

Proof. Let us check that a compact smooth arc is Lavrentiev. Since at each its point we can choose local
Euclidean coordinates such that this arc is a straight-line segment, this piece of the arc is a 1-Lavrentiev
curve with respect to Euclidean metric. Therefore this curve is locally Lavrentiev with respect to any
Riemannian metric (see Convention 2.9). Since the arc is compact, it is Lavrentiev by Lemma 2.7. The
rest follows from Corollary 2.12. �

The following lemma has a corollary: any Lavrentiev piecewise smooth curve is cusp-free.

Lemma 2.14. Let L1 and L2 be two arcs in Euclidean space with common endpoint P . Let L1 ∪L2 be
a C-Lavrentiev curve and L1 have the one-sided tangent at the point P . Then the minimal angle at P
of the curve L1 ∪ L2 is not less than 2 arcsin

(
1
C

)
.

Proof. Let r be such number that for any r′ ∈ [0; r] there exists a point Q1 ∈ L1 such that dist(P,Q1) =
r′. Let B(r) be a ball of radius r centered at P .

Consider any point Q2 ∈ B(r) ∩ L2 \ {P}. There exists such point Q1 ∈ L1 that dist(P,Q1) =
dist(P,Q2). Let γ be a subarc of L which connects the points Q1 and Q2 and which contains P . Then

ℓ(γ) ≥ dist(P,Q1) + dist(P,Q2) = 2dist(P,Q1)

and

ℓ(γ) ≤ C · dist(Q1, Q2) = C · 2 sin
Å
1

2
∠Q1PQ2

ã
dist(P,Q1).

Therefore ∠Q1PQ2 ≥ 2 arcsin 1
C . Since the angle between the vector

−→

PQ1 and the tangent ray to the
curve L1 at the point P tends to zero as r → 0, the minimal angle at P between the tangent ray to the
curve L1 at P and the arc L2 is not less than 2 arcsin 1

C . The claim follows. �
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Lemma 2.15. Let π : M̃ → M be a covering of a smooth manifold and L ⊂ M be a locally Lavrentiev
curve. Then π−1(L) is also a locally Lavrentiev curve.

Proof. Let g be an arbitrary smooth Riemannian metric on the manifoldM . Since π : (M̃, π∗g) → (M, g)
is a local isometry and L is locally Lavrentiev, then π−1(L) can be covered by Lavrentiev subarcs which
are open in π−1(L). This means that the curve π−1(L) is locally Lavrentiev. �

Lemma 2.16. Let a map F (s, t) : [0; 1] × [0; 1] → R
n have a continuous derivative ∂F

∂s (s, t), which is
nonzero at every point, and F (•, t) be injective for all t ∈ [0; 1]. Then there exists such number C that
for all t ∈ [0; 1] the map F (•, t) is C-bi-Lipschitz.

Proof. Let M be the maximum of the length of the vector ∂F
∂s (s, t). Then for any s0 ∈ [0; 1], s1 ∈ (s0; 1]

and t ∈ [0; 1]

ℓ(F ([s0; s1]× {t})) ≤ M · (s1 − s0).

Thus

dist(F (s0, t), F (s1, t)) ≤ M · (s1 − s0).

Therefore for all t ∈ [0; 1] the map F (•, t) is M -Lipschitz.
Let m be a minimum of the length of the vector ∂F

∂s (s, t). Since this vector is everywhere nonzero,
m > 0.

Let s0 ∈ [0; 1], t0 ∈ [0; 1]. We choose such neighborhood U of the parameter s0 and such neighborhood
I of the moment t0 that for any s ∈ U and any t ∈ I

∠

Å
∂F

∂s
(s, t),

∂F

∂s
(s0, t0)

ã
<

π

4
.

Such neighborhoods exist since the velocity vector ∂F
∂s (s, t) is everywhere nonzero and depends on s

and t continuously. Let pr be the orthogonal projection to the tangent line at the point F (s0, t0) of the
curve F (•, t0). Then for any s′, s′′ ∈ U and any t ∈ I

dist(F (s′, t), F (s′′, t)) ≥ dist (pr (F (s′, t)) , pr (F (s′′, t))) =

s′′∫

s′

d

ds
(pr ◦F )(s, t)ds > cos(π/4) · |s′′ − s′| ·m.

Therefore for any t ∈ I the map F (•, t)
∣∣
U

is max(M, 1/(m cos(π/4)))-bi-Lipschitz. By Lemma 2.5

for T = [0; 1] we are done. �

Lemma 2.17. Let {Lt}t∈[0;1] be an isotopy of C1-smooth compact curves embedded in a Riemannian

manifold. Suppose that the isotopy is continuous in the C1-topology. Then for some numbers C and
C′ the isotopy {Lt}t∈[0;1] is an isotopy of C-bi-Lipschitz curves and for all t ∈ [0; 1] the curve Lt is
C′-Lavrentiev.

Proof. The uniform Lavrentiev condition follows from the uniform bi-Lipschitz condition, so we prove
the latter.

Since the curves are compact, by Lemma 2.5 it is sufficient to prove the statement locally both on the
point on the curve and the parameter of the isotopy. So we can assume that the Riemannian manifold
is the Euclidean space Rn and the curves are non-closed. So we are done by Lemma 2.16. �

2.2. Bypasses for Lavrentiev curves on surfaces. Here we introduce bypasses for Lavrentiev curves
on surfaces and associate with them isotopies of Lavrentiev curves. Such isotopies are Lipschitz and for
any such isotopy there exists a number C such that this isotopy is a continuous isotopy of C-bi-Lipschitz
curves.

C denotes a complex plane with the standard Euclidean metric, D ⊂ C is an interior of a unit disk
centered at zero and D is its closure, ∂±D = {z ∈ ∂D : ±Imz ≥ 0}.
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Definition 2.18. Let L be a Lavrentiev curve on a surface S. A map χ : D → S is called a bypass for
the curve L if χ is bi-Lipschitz, χ(D) ∩ L = χ(∂+D) and (L \ χ(∂+D)) ∪ χ(∂−D) is a Lavrentiev curve.
See Figure 1.

We say that the bypass χ is attached along the arc χ(∂+D).

χ(D)

χ(∂+D)

χ(∂−D)

L

Figure 1. A bypass for the Lavrentiev curve

Consider the isotopy

F+ 7→− : [−1; 1]× [0; 1] → D, F+ 7→−(s, t) =
s+ (1 − 2t)i

(1 − 2t)is+ 1

from the arc ∂+D to the arc ∂−D through subarcs of geometric (generalized) circles fixing the endpoints
of the arcs. The isotopy F+ 7→− is Lipschitz. It is the direct check that for any t ∈ [0; 1] the arc
F+ 7→([−1; 1], t) is π/2-Lavrentiev and the map F+ 7→(•, t) is π-bi-Lipschitz.

Definition 2.19. Let χ be a bypass for a Lavrentiev curve L on the surface S. By an isotopy associated
with the bypass χ we call the isotopy

F : L× [0; 1] → S, F (p, t) =

®
χ
(
F+ 7→−(χ

−1(p), t)
)
, p ∈ χ(∂+D),

p, p ∈ L \ χ(∂+D).

It is clear that during this isotopy the attaching arc χ(∂+D) moves to the arc χ(∂−D) while the other
part of the curve L stays fixed.

Proposition 2.20. The isotopy F associated with the bypass is Lipschitz and there exists C such that
for all t ∈ [0; 1] the map F (•, t) is C-bi-Lipschitz.

Proof. Let L denote the curve, χ denote the bypass, L0 be the attaching arc and L1 = χ(∂−D).
The isotopy F is Lipschitz since it is the composition of Lipschitz maps. By Lemma 2.5 it is sufficient

to check the C-bi-Lipschitz condition locally.
For any t ∈ [0; 1] the map F (•, t)

∣∣
L\L0

is an identity, hence 1-bi-Lipschitz.

Let Cχ be a number such that χ is Cχ-bi-Lipschitz. Then for any t ∈ [0; 1] the map F (•, t)
∣∣
L0\∂L0

is

C2
χ · π-bi-Lipschitz.
Let p ∈ ∂L0. We choose a Euclidean chart containing the point p and consider a closed geometric

disk B which contains p and does not contain the other point of ∂L0. Let U be a neighborhood of the
point p such that for any t ∈ [0; 1] for any two points q1, q2 ∈ F (L× {t}) ∩ U the subarc F (L× {t})

∣∣q2
q1

lies inside B. There exists a number C such that the curves L, (L \ L0) ∪ L1 and F (L0 × {t}) for any
t ∈ [0; 1] are C-Lavrentiev.

Let J be an open subarc of L such that p ∈ J and F (J , t) ⊂ U for any t ∈ [0; 1]. We will prove that
the map F (•, t)

∣∣
J

is
(
C3 · C2

χ · π
)
-bi-Lipschitz for any t.

Let p1 ∈ L0 ∩J and p2 ∈ (L \ L0)∩J . Then q1 = F (p1, t) ∈ U and q2 = p2 ∈ U. See Figure 2. Then
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p

q1

q2

q3

L

L0

L1

F (L0 × {t})

χ(D)

Figure 2. Checking the bi-Lipschitz condition for the isotopy associated with a bypass

ln

∣∣∣∣
dist(q1, q2)

dist(p1, p2)

∣∣∣∣ ≤ ln

∣∣∣∣∣∣
dist(q1, q2)

ℓ
Ä
L
∣∣p2

p1

ä
∣∣∣∣∣∣
+ lnC.

Since ℓ
Ä
L
∣∣p2

p1

ä
= ℓ
Ä
L
∣∣p
p1

ä
+ ℓ
Ä
L
∣∣p2

p

ä
and ln

∣∣∣∣∣∣
ℓ

Å
L
∣∣p
p1

ã

ℓ

Å
F (L×{t})

∣∣p
q1

ã

∣∣∣∣∣∣
≤ ln

(
C2

χ · π
)
,

ln

∣∣∣∣
dist(q1, q2)

dist(p1, p2)

∣∣∣∣ ≤ ln

∣∣∣∣∣∣
dist(q1, q2)

ℓ
Ä
F (L× {t})

∣∣q2
q1

ä
∣∣∣∣∣∣
+ ln

(
C · C2

χ · π
)
.

Since q1 lies inside the closed disk χ(D), q2 lies outside this disk, and ∂χ(D) = L0 ∪ L1, there is a
point q3 ∈ Li, where i = 0 or i = 1, lying on the straight line segment joining the points q1 and q2. Also

ℓ
Ä
F (L× {t})

∣∣q2
q1

ä
= ℓ
Ä
F (L × {t})

∣∣p
q1

ä
+ ℓ
Ä
F (L× {t})

∣∣q2
p

ä
≤ C · dist(q1, p) + ℓ

Ä
L
∣∣q2
p

ä
≤

≤ C(dist(q1, q3) + dist(q3, p)) + ℓ
Ä
L
∣∣q2
p

ä
= C · dist(q1, q3) + C · dist(q3, p) + ℓ

Ä
L
∣∣q2
p

ä
≤

≤ C · dist(q1, q3) + C · ℓ
Ä
F (L× {i})

∣∣p
q3

ä
+ C · ℓ

Ä
L
∣∣q2
p

ä
= C · dist(q1, q3) + C · ℓ

Ä
F (L× {i})

∣∣q2
q3

ä
≤

≤ C · dist(q1, q3) + C2dist(q3, q2) ≤ C2 · dist(q1, q3) + C2dist(q3, q2) = C2 · dist(q1, q2).
Therefore

ln

∣∣∣∣
dist(q1, q2)

dist(p1, p2)

∣∣∣∣ ≤ ln
(
C3 · C2

χ · π
)
.

�

3. Legendrian curves and Legendrian isotopies

In this section we introduce Legendrian Lavrentiev curves in dimension 3. We prove that a Lavrentiev
curve is Legendrian if and only if the integral of the contact form on any its subarc is zero. This property
closely resembles the definition of a Legendrian smooth curve.

We introduce Legendrian isotopies of Legendrian Lavrentiev curves and prove that for any number
C any C0-continuous isotopy of Legendrian C-Lavrentiev curves is Legendrian.

We discuss the regular projection of Legendrian curves. We prove that any continuous isotopy of
C-bi-Lipschitz curves on the plane lifts to a Legendrian isotopy.

Definition 3.1. A 2-plane distribution on a smooth 3-manifold is called contact structure if locally it
is the kernel of a smooth differential 1-form α such that α ∧ dα 6= 0 everywhere.

We denote by ξp a plane of the contact structure ξ at the point p.
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Planes of contact structure are called contact. The 1-form α is also called contact.

We fix the orientation of the contact manifold determined locally by the form α ∧ dα. Clearly the
orientation does not depend on the contact form representing the contact structure. Therefore the
orientation is well defined.

Definition 3.2. A locally Lavrentiev curve is called Legendrian if for any point p on the curve and any
(some) Euclidean coordinates of class C1 in a neighborhood of p it is true that for any ε > 0 there exists
a smaller neighborhood U ∋ p such that for any two distinct points p′, p′′ ∈ U on the curve

(2) ∠(p′′ − p′, ξp) < ε.

A continuous isotopy of Legendrian curves {Lt}t∈[0;1] is called Legendrian if for any moment t0 ∈ [0; 1],

for any point p ∈ Lt0 and any (some) Euclidean coordinates of class C1 in a neighborhood of p it is true
that for any ε > 0 there exist a smaller neighborhood U ∋ p and an interval I ∋ t0 such that for any
moment t ∈ I and any two distinct points p′, p′′ ∈ Lt ∩ U the condition (2) is satisfied.

Example 3.3. A cusp-free piecewise smooth embedded curve, which is a union of Legendrian smooth
arcs, is Legendrian. It follows from Proposition 3.8 and the fact that it is locally Lavrentiev (by
Lemma 2.13).

Example 3.4 (Cusp). The curve (t3, t2,− 2
5 t

5) in (R3, ker (dz + xdy)) is a union of two Legendrian arcs
but is not Legendrian since it is not locally Lavrentiev by Lemma 2.14.

Example 3.5 (Logarithmic spiral). The closure of a leaf of the contact foliation on the surface z =
x2+y2 with respect to the contact structure ker(dz+xdy−ydx) is a Legendrian curve. To see this, note
that the orthogonal projection of this curve to the xy-plane is a logarithmic spiral. This follows from the
fact that the surface and the contact structure are invariant under dilatations (x, y, z) 7→ (kx, ky, k2z)
where k > 0 and rotations around the z-axis. Logarithmic spirals are Lavrentiev (see Example 2.2). So
the initial curve is Legendrian by Lemma 3.15. The union of two such curves is also a Legendrian curve.

Example 3.6 (Too slow spiraling). The closure of a leaf of the contact foliation on the surface z3/2 =
x2 + y2 with respect to the contact structure ker(dz + xdy − ydx) is not a Legendrian curve since it is
not locally Lavrentiev.

First, we prove that in Definition 3.2 we can evenly write ”any” or ”some”.

Lemma 3.7. Let V and W be open subsets of Euclidean space R
3, p ∈ V, ξp ⊂ TpR

3 be a 2-plane and
h : V → W be a C1-diffeomorphism. Then for any ε > 0 there exists δ > 0 such that for any two
distinct points p′, p′′ such that dist(p, p′) < δ, dist(p, p′′) < δ and ∠(p′′ − p′, ξp) < δ

∠(h(p′′)− h(p′), Dh(ξp)) < ε.

Proof. If h is an affine map then the statement is obvious since any affine map acts continuously on the
set of directions.

In the general case by continuity of Dh

h(p′′)− h(p′) =

1∫

0

d

dt
(h((1− t)p′ + tp′′)) dt =

=

1∫

0

(
D(1−t)p′+tp′′h

)
(p′′ − p′)dt = (Dph) (p

′′ − p′) + o(1) · ||p′′ − p′||

and hence

∠(h(p′′)− h(p′), Dh(ξp)) = ∠((Dph) (p
′′ − p′), Dh(ξp)) + o(1),

where o(1) → 0 uniformly as δ → 0. So we reduced the problem to the affine case. �
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Proposition 3.8. Let α be a contact form defined in some neighborhood of a locally Lavrentiev curve L.
Then L is Legendrian if and only if the Riemann–Stieltjes integral of the contact form on any compact
subarc of L is zero.

Proof. Let L be Legendrian. Let γ be a compact subarc of L and let us prove that the integral of α on
γ equals zero.

We can assume that γ is contained in some Euclidean chart. Indeed, it is true for sufficiently small
subarcs of γ, so we can use compactness of γ and finite additivity of integral.

Let γ : [a; b] → M be a parametrization of the arc γ. By Definition 3.2 for any ε > 0 there exists δ > 0
such that if s0, s1, s

′ ∈ [a; b], |s0 − s′| < δ, |s1 − s′| < δ and s0 6= s1 then ∠(γ(s1)− γ(s0), ξγ(s′)) < ε.
Let a = s0 < s1 < . . . < sn = b be a subdivision of the interval [a; b] such that |si − si−1| < δ for any

i = 1, . . . , n. Then

∣∣∣∣∣∣

n∑

j=1

αγ(s′
j
) (γ(sj)− γ(sj−1))

∣∣∣∣∣∣
≤

n∑

j=1

||αγ(s′
j
)|| · ||γ(sj)− γ(sj−1|| sin∠(γ(sj)− γ(sj−1), ξγ(s′

j
)) <

< ||α||ℓ(γ) sin ε,
where s′j ∈ [sj−1; sj ], αp = α

∣∣
TpM

and ||α|| = sup
p∈γ

||αp||. Therefore the integral sum tends to zero as

δ → 0.
Now let the integral on any compact subarc of L be zero. Let us prove that the curve is Legendrian.
Let p ∈ L and suppose that p is contained in some Euclidean chart. We can also assume that the

curve L is compact and is contained in this chart. Since L is locally Lavrentiev, it is C-Lavrentiev for
some C with respect to Euclidean metric.

Let ε > 0. Let Bδ(p) be a ball of radius δ centered at p such that for any two points p′, p′′ ∈ Bδ(p)

(3) ||αp′′ − αp′ || < ε.

Let U be an open ball centered at p of radius δ/(C + 1). Then for any two points p′, p′′ ∈ L ∩ U

L
∣∣p′′

p′ ⊂ Bδ(p)

because if there exists a point q ∈ L
∣∣p′′

p′ \Bδ(p) then

2(δ − δ/(C + 1)) < dist(p′, q) + dist(q, p′′) ≤ ℓ(L
∣∣p′′

p′ ) ≤ Cdist(p′, p′′) < C · 2δ/(C + 1),

a contradiction.
Let p′, p′′ ∈ L ∩ U. Then

(4) sin∠(p′′ − p′, ξp) =
|αp(p

′′ − p′)|
||αp|| · ||p′′ − p′|| .

Let us give an upper bound for an expression above the fraction line. Let γ : [a; b] → M be a

parametrization of a curve L
∣∣p′′

p′ and let a = s0 < s1 < . . . < sn = b be a subdivision of the interval [a; b]

such that

(5)

∣∣∣∣∣∣∣

n∑

j=1

αγ(s′
j
)(γ(sj)− γ(sj−1))−

∫

γ

α

∣∣∣∣∣∣∣
< ε||p′′ − p′||

for any s′j ∈ [sj−1; sj ].
Then
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|αp(p
′′ − p′)| =

∣∣∣∣∣∣

n∑

j=1

αp(γ(sj)− γ(sj−1))

∣∣∣∣∣∣
=

=

∣∣∣∣∣∣

n∑

j=1

αγ(s′
j
)(γ(sj)− γ(sj−1)) +

n∑

j=1

(αp − αγ(s′
j
))(γ(sj)− γ(sj−1))

∣∣∣∣∣∣
(3),(5)
≤

(3),(5)
≤

∣∣∣∣∣∣∣

∫

γ

α

∣∣∣∣∣∣∣
+ ε||p′′ − p′||+ εℓ(Lp′′

p′ ) ≤ ε(1 + C)||p′′ − p′||.

So by (4)

sin∠(p′′ − p′, ξp) ≤
ε(1 + C)

||αp||
.

This means that the curve L is Legendrian. �

The natural parametrization of a Lavrentiev curve is a bi-Lipschitz map, hence in Euclidean chart it is
given by a triple of Lipschitz functions. By Lebesgue theorem (on functions of bounded variation) every
Lipschitz function on the line is almost everywhere differentiable and it is equal to the integral of its
derivative which for Lipschitz functions belongs to the class L∞(R). Hence by Radon–Nikodym theorem∫
γ

α =
∫
α(γ̇)dt, where the Riemann–Stiltjes integral is on the left side and the Lebesgue integral is on

the right. See for example [22] for details. So we obtain the following.

Corollary 3.9. A locally Lavrentiev curve is Legendrian if and only if almost everywhere it has a
derivative which belongs to the contact plane.

Proposition 3.10. Any continuous isotopy of Legendrian C-Lavrentiev curves is Legendrian.

Proof. We can assume that the curves are compact and non-closed and lie in some fixed Euclidean chart.
Since all the curves are C-Lavrentiev with respect to some Riemannian metric on the manifold, they all

are ‹C-Lavrentiev with respect to Euclidean metric. The rest of the proof is similar to the proof of ”if”
part of the proof of Proposition 3.8 since the bound on the angle depends only on α and C. �

3.1. Regular projection. Let dz + pr∗β be the contact form on S × R, where S is a smooth surface,
pr is the projection S × R → S, z is the projection S × R → R, β is a smooth differential 1-form on S.
We call the map pr the regular projection.

For all curves in this subsection we require that their regular projection is injective. As usual we
equip S with some Riemannian metric, R with the Euclidean metric and S×R with the (tensor) product
metric.

Lemma 3.11. Let two Legendrian curves have a common point and their regular projections coincide.
Then these Legendrian curves coincide.

Proof. Denote the curves by γ1 and γ2 and let p ∈ γ1 ∩ γ2, q1 ∈ γ1, q2 ∈ γ2 and pr(q1) = pr(q2).
Since the curves are rectifiable then their regular projections are also rectifiable and therefore we can

integrate the 1-form β on these projections.
By proposition 3.8

z(qi)− z(p) = −
∫

pr
(
γi

∣∣qi
p

)
β,

for i = 1, 2. Since the right side of the equality does not depend on i, z(q1) = z(q2). Hence the curves
coincide.

�
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Lemma 3.12. The regular projection of a Legendrian curve is locally Lavrentiev.

Proof. Let p be a point on the regular projection. It is sufficient to prove that there exists an open
neighborhood U ⊂ S of the point p such that the intersection of U with the regular projection of
the Legendrian curve is a locally Lavrentiev curve. We can choose such a neighborhood U that this
intersection is a curve and U is diffeomorphic to an open subset of the Euclidean plane. Let γ be a
compact subarc of the Legendrian curve whose regular projection lies inside U . It is sufficient to prove
that pr(γ) is Lavrentiev with respect to the Euclidean metric (see Convention 2.9).

For some C the arc γ is C-Lavrentiev with respect to the standard Euclidean metric in U × R.
Let

ϕ = inf
p′ 6=p′′∈γ

∠(p′′ − p′, ∂/∂z).

Let us prove that ϕ > 0. Suppose the contrary. Then by compactness there are sequences {p′i}i∈N,
{p′′i }i∈N such that p′i, p

′′
i ∈ γ for any i ∈ N and p′i → p′, p′′i → p′′ and ∠(p′′i −p′i, ∂/∂z) → 0 as i → +∞. If

p′ = p′′ we get a contradiction with the fact that γ is Legendrian since ∂/∂z is transverse to the contact
structure. If p′ 6= p′′ we get a contradiction with the injectivity of the regular projection.

Let p′ and p′′ be two distinct points on the curve γ. Then

|prxyp′′ − prxyp
′| ≥ |p′′ − p′| sinϕ ≥ ℓ

(
γ
∣∣p′′

p′

)
sinϕ/C ≥ ℓ

(
prxy

(
γ
∣∣p′′

p′

))
sinϕ/C.

So the regular projection of γ is (C/ sinϕ)-Lavrentiev with respect to the standard Euclidean metric
in the xy-plane. �

Lemma 3.13. Let the regular projection of a compact arc γ be C-Lavrentiev. Suppose that for any two
points p, q ∈ γ

z(q)− z(p) = −
∫

pr
(
γ
∣∣q
p

)
β.

Then

(1) For any two points p, q ∈ γ

(6) dist(p, q) ≤

Ã
1 +

Ç
sup
p′∈γ

||βp′ || · C
å2

· dist(pr(p), pr(q)).

(2) For any two points p, q ∈ γ

(7) ℓ
Ä
γ
∣∣q
p

ä
≤

Ã
1 +

Ç
sup
p′∈γ

||βp′ || · C
å2

· ℓ
Ä
pr
Ä
γ
∣∣q
p

ää
.

(3) γ is

√
1 +

Ç
sup
p′∈γ

||βp′ || · C
å2

· C-Lavrentiev.

Proof. Let p, q ∈ γ. Then

|z(q)− z(p)| =

∣∣∣∣∣∣∣∣∣

∫

pr
(
γ
∣∣q
p

)
β

∣∣∣∣∣∣∣∣∣
≤ sup

p′∈γ
||βp′ || · ℓ

Ä
pr
Ä
γ
∣∣q
p

ää
≤ sup

p′∈γ
||βp′ || · C · dist(pr(p), pr(q)).

Put C1 = sup
p′∈γ

||βp′ || · C.

Then

dist(p, q) =
»
|z(q)− z(p)|2 + (dist(pr(p), pr(q)))2 ≤

»
1 + C2

1 · dist(pr(p), pr(q)).
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Thus the inequality (6) is proved. Since the inequality (6) is fulfilled for any pair of points on the
curve γ, a similar inequality holds for the sums in the definition of the length (Definition 2.1), thus the
inequality (7) also holds.

Let us continue the inequality (7) using the fact that pr(γ) is C-Lavrentiev:

ℓ
Ä
γ
∣∣q
p

ä
≤
»
1 + C2

1 · ℓ
Ä
pr
Ä
γ
∣∣q
p

ää
≤
»
1 + C2

1 · C · dist(pr(p), pr(q)) ≤
»
1 + C2

1 · C · dist(p, q).

Hence γ is
√
1 + C2

1 · C-Lavrentiev.
�

Lemma 3.14. Let γ be a compact Legendrian curve. Then its regular projection is Lavrentiev and the
projection map is bi-Lipschitz.

Proof. Since γ is Legendrian, its regular projection pr(γ) is locally Lavrentiev by Lemma 3.12 thus it
is Lavrentiev by Lemma 2.7 since it is compact. Therefore by Lemma 3.13 (1) the projection map is
bi-Lipschitz. �

Lemma 3.15. Let the regular projection of an embedded curve γ be locally Lavrentiev and for any two
points p, q ∈ γ

z(q)− z(p) = −
∫

pr
(
γ
∣∣q
p

)
β.

Then γ is Legendrian.

Proof. By proposition 3.8 it suffices to prove that γ is locally Lavrentiev. We can assume that γ is
a compact arc. Since pr(γ) is locally Lavrentiev and compact, it is C-Lavrentiev for some C. By
Lemma 3.13 (3) the curve γ is Lavrentiev. �

Lemma 3.16. Let C be a number and {γt}t∈[0;1] be a continuous isotopy of Legendrian curves whose
regular projections are C-Lavrentiev. Then {γt}t∈[0;1] is a Legendrian isotopy.

Proof. We can assume that for all t ∈ [0; 1] the curve γt is a compact arc. Then for all t ∈ [0; 1] the

curve γt is

√
1 +

Ç
sup

∃t: p′∈γt

||βp′ || · C
å2

· C-Lavrentiev by Lemma 3.13 (3).

By Proposition 3.10 the isotopy {γt}t∈[0;1] is Legendrian. �

Now we utilize some results from Whitney’s book [25]. Suppose that S = R2 for a moment. Let L be
a compact Lavrentiev curve in R2, f1, f2 : L → R2 be two C-Lipschitz maps. Lavrentiev compact curves
are flat chains (see Section V.3 for the definition). Smooth bounded differential 1-forms with bounded
differential are flat cochains (see Section V.4 and Theorem 7A in Chapter IX). So the inequality from
Theorem 13A in Chapter X gives us

(8)

∣∣∣∣∣∣∣

∫

f1(L)

β −
∫

f2(L)

β

∣∣∣∣∣∣∣
≤ sup

p∈L
dist (f1(p), f2(p)) · (C · ℓ(L) + 2) · sup

q∈V
{||βq||, ||dβq||},

where V is an open subset of R2 such that for any p ∈ L the straight-line segment joining the points
f1(p) and f2(p) lies in V. So we have the following corollary.

Corollary 3.17. Let L be a compact Lavrentiev curve on a smooth surface S, p ∈ L and β be a
differential 1-form on S. Let F0 : L× [0; 1] → S be an isotopy. If there exists a real number C such that
the map F0(•, t) is C-bi-Lipschitz for any t ∈ [0; 1], the function

(q, t) 7→
∫

F0

(
L
∣∣q
p
×{t}

)
β
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is continuous. If the map F0 is Lipschitz, this function is Lipschitz.

Proof. We choose some Riemannian metric g on S. We can assume that S is compact.
Let us fix the moment t1 ∈ [0; 1]. We cover the curve F0(L×{t1}) by a finite number of open subsets

of S whose closures are compact and diffeomorphic to the unit disk. We equip each element of the
covering by Euclidean metric. Let Cg be such number that Euclidean metric in any element of the
covering is Cg-comparable with the metric g. For q1, q2 ∈ L and t2 ∈ [0; 1]

∫

F0

(
L
∣∣q2
p

×{t2}
)
β −

∫

F0

(
L
∣∣q1
p

×{t1}
)
β =

∫

F0

Å
L
∣∣q2
q1

×{t1}

ã
β +

á
∫

F0

(
L
∣∣q2
p

×{t2}
)
β −

∫

F0

(
L
∣∣q2
p

×{t1}
)
β

ë

.

The first summand on the right side is not greater than C · ℓ
Ä
L
∣∣q2
q1

ä
||β||. We choose a neighborhood

I of t1 and a subdivision of L into subarcs such that for any subarc there is an element of the covering
which contains the image of this subarc under the map F0(•, t) for any t ∈ I. Suppose that t2 ∈ I. Then
we apply inequality (8) for each subarc of the subdivision and obtain that the second summand is not
greater than

(Cg)
3 · sup

q∈L
dist(F (q, t1), F (q, t2)) · (C · (Cg)

2 · ℓ(L) + 2n) ·max{||β||, ||dβ||}

where n is a number of arcs in the subdivision. So the right side of the equality is small if q1 and q2 are
close to each other and t2 is sufficiently close to t1.

The proof of the fact that the integral is Lipschitz if F is Lipschitz is similar. �

Proposition 3.18. Let γ be a compact curve in S × R and F : γ × [0; 1] → S × R be a map. Let
F0 : pr(γ)× [0; 1] → S be a map such that pr ◦ F = F0 ◦ pr. Let p ∈ γ and C be a number such that

(1) F (•, 0) = idγ .
(2) For any t ∈ [0; 1] the image F (γ, t) is a Legendrian curve.
(3) For any t ∈ [0; 1] the map F0(•, t) is C-bi-Lipschitz.
(4) The map F0 is continuous.
(5) The function z ◦ F (p, •) is continuous.

Then F is a Legendrian isotopy and there exists a real number C′ such that for any t ∈ [0; 1] the map
F (•, t) is C′-bi-Lipschitz.

Proof. To prove that F is a Legendrian isotopy we check the assumptions of Lemma 3.16. First we
prove that F is continuous.

Since the map pr is continuous and the map F0 is continuous by condition (4), the map pr◦F = F0◦pr
is continuous. Therefore it is sufficient to prove that z ◦ F is continuous.

Let q ∈ γ. Then

z(F (q, t)) = z(F (p, t))−
∫

F0(pr(γ)×{t})
∣∣q
p

β.

By condition (5) the function z(F (p, t)) is continuous on t. Since γ = F (γ, 0), by condition (2) the
curve γ is Legendrian. By Lemma 3.14 the curve pr(γ) is Lavrentiev. So the integral is continuous by
Corollary 3.17.

The curve pr(γ) is Lavrentiev and by condition (3) all maps F0(•, t) are bi-Lipschitz with a common
constant, therefore all curves pr(F (γ × {t})) are Lavrentiev with a common constant. By Lemma 3.16
F is a Legendrian isotopy.

Now we prove that the maps F (•, t) are bi-Lipschitz with a common constant. By Lemma 3.13
all maps pr

∣∣
F (γ×{t})

are bi-Lipschitz maps with a common constant. Therefore the maps F (•, t) are

bi-Lipschitz with a common constant by condition (3) as the compositions of such maps. �
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Lemma 3.19. Let γ be a compact curve in S × R and F : γ × [0; 1] → S × R be a Legendrian isotopy
with F (•, 0) = idγ . Let F0 : pr(γ)× [0; 1] → S be a map such that pr ◦ F = F0 ◦ pr. Let p ∈ γ be a point
such that the function z ◦ F (p, •) is Lipschitz. Suppose that F0 is Lipschitz. Then F is Lipschitz.

Proof. Since γ = F (γ × {0}) is Legendrian, the map pr : γ → pr(γ) is bi-Lipschitz by Lemma 3.14. So
the map pr ◦ F = F0 ◦ pr is Lipschitz. We see that it is sufficient to prove that z ◦ F is Lipschitz.

Let q ∈ γ. Then

z(F (q, t)) = z(F (p, t))−
∫

F0(pr(γ)×{t})
∣∣q
p

β.

We have that z(F (p, t)) is Lipschitz. The integral is Lipschitz by Corollary 3.17. �

3.2. Pushing the regular projection smoothly to correct the integral. On the way of con-
structing Legendrian isotopies we will deal with the following situation. Suppose we have a Legendrian
Lavrentiev curve and we want to Legendrian isotope its small subarc. Suppose we have constructed an
isotopy of the regular projection of this arc fixing the rest of the regular projection of the curve. Suppose
that this isotopy satisfies all restrictions on the isotopy F0 in Proposition 3.18. Then by this proposition
we can lift this isotopy to a Legendrian isotopy of space curves. But if we want the complement of the
subarc on the Legendrian curve to stay fixed during the isotopy, the integral of the 1-form β on the
regular projection of the subarc must be constant. In this subsection we show how to smoothly correct
the given isotopy of plane curves to make the integral constant preserving nice properties of the isotopy.

Definition 3.20. Let L be an oriented compact embedded curve in the smooth surface S with a
differential 1-form β such that dβ 6= 0. Let F : L × [0; 1] → S be a continuous isotopy, C be a real
number such that F (•, t) is C-bi-Lipschitz for any t ∈ [0; 1]. We denote F (L × {t}) by Lt for any
t ∈ [0; 1]. Let R be the image of the square {(u, v) : |u| ≤ 1, |v| ≤ 1} under a smooth embedding to
the surface S such that for any t ∈ [0; 1]

(1) The intersection R ∩ Lt is a subarc of Lt.
(2) ∂R ∩ Lt = ∂(R ∩ Lt).
(3) Lt does not intersect any side u = ±1 of the square and intersects both sides v = ±1.
(4) Let γ±

t be the oriented subarc of ∂R with the same beginning and the same end as the arc R∩Lt

which contains the side u = ±1. Then∫

Lt\(R∩Lt)∪γ+
t

β >

∫

L

β >

∫

Lt\(R∩Lt)∪γ−
t

β.

Then R is called an integral correction square for the isotopy F . See Figure 3.

F (L× {t})

u

v

u+

u−
R

γ+
t

γ−
t

Figure 3. An integral correction square, the coordinate system (u, v) is positive with
respect to dβ
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Definition 3.21. Let R be an integral correction square for the isotopy F : L×[0; 1] → S. A continuous
map Φ : S × [0; 1] → S is called an isotopy correcting F supported in R if

(1) Φ(•, 0) = idS .
(2) Φ(p, t) = (p, t) for any t ∈ [0; 1] and for any p ∈ S \R.
(3) ∫

Φ(F (L×{t}),t)

β =

∫

L

β.

(4) There exists a real number C such that Φ(•, t) is C-bi-Lipschitz diffeomorphism for any t ∈ [0; 1].

The following proposition asserts that for any integral correction square there exists a correcting
isotopy supported in this square, and if the isotopy to be corrected is Lipschitz then there exists a
Lipschitz correcting isotopy. Also it asserts that the constructed isotopy depends only on F (L×{t})∩R
and

∫
F (L×{t})

β not depending on the precise form of the isotopy F outside R.

Proposition 3.22. Let R = {(u, v) : |u| ≤ 1, |v| ≤ 1} be a square on the smooth surface S with a
differential 1-form β such that dβ 6= 0 everywhere, and G : [0; 1]× [0; 1]→ R be a map. Then there exists
a map Ψ : S×R×[0; 1] → S such that if R is an integral correction square for the isotopy F : L×[0; 1]→ S
and F (L× {t})∩R = G([0; 1]×{t}) for any t ∈ [0; 1] then Φ, where Φ(p, t) := Ψ(p,

∫
F (L×{t})

β −
∫
L

β, t),

is an isotopy correcting F supported in R and, moreover, if F is Lipschitz then Φ is Lipschitz.

Lemma 3.23. Let Ω be an area form on the square R = {(u, v) : |u| ≤ 1, |v| ≤ 1}. Let u+, u−

be real numbers such that −1 < u− < u+ < 1. Then there exist smooth flows of diffeomorphisms
{φt

+ : R → R}t∈[0;+∞) and {φt
− : R → R}t∈[0;+∞) such that

(1) φ0
± = idR.

(2) For any t ∈ [0; +∞] and for any n,m ∈ Z≥0
∂n+m

∂un∂vm
φt
±

∣∣∣∣
∂R

=
∂n+m

∂un∂vm
id

∣∣∣∣
∂R

.

(3) There exists a constant C1 such that if u > u− (respectively, u < u+) at each point of the open
set U ⊂ R then for any positive real numbers s and t such that s < t

0 < Area(φs
+(U))−Area(φt

+(U)) ≤ C1 ·Area(U) · (t− s)

(respectively,

0 < Area(φs
−(U))−Area(φt

−(U)) ≤ C1 · Area(U) · (t− s)
)
.

(4)
Area(φt

+({(u, v) ∈ R : u > u−})) → 0 as t → +∞
and

Area(φt
−({(u, v) ∈ R : u < u+})) → 0 as t → +∞.

(5) For any T > 0 there exists a constant C2 such that if U is an open subset of R such that

{(u, v) ∈ R : u > u−} ⊃ U ⊃ {(u, v) ∈ R : u > u+}
(respectively,

{(u, v) ∈ R : u < u−} ⊂ U ⊂ {(u, v) ∈ R : u < u+})
then for any s ∈ [0;T ] and t ∈ [s;T ]

C2 · (t− s) ≤ Area(φs
+(U))−Area(φt

+(U))

(respectively,
C2 · (t− s) ≤ Area(φs

−(U))−Area(φt
−(U))

)
.

Proof. We will prove the existence of the flow φt
+. For φ

t
− the proof is similar.

It is sufficient to construct a vector field X on the square R such that

(1) The vector field X and all partial derivatives of any order of X are zero on ∂R.
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(2) X = g(u, v)
∂

∂u
with g(u, v) > 0 on the set {(u, v) ∈ R \ ∂R : u ≥ u−}.

(3) The divergence of X is negative on the set {(u, v) ∈ R \ ∂R : u ≥ u−}.
If we construct the vector field X , its flow φt

+ will be sought-for. Indeed, properties (1) and (2) are
trivially satisfied. For the other properties we can use Newton–Leibniz formula and that

d

dt
Area(φt

+(U)) =

∫

U

d

dt

Ä(
φt
+

)∗
Ω
ä
=

∫

φt
+(U)

LXΩ =

∫

φt
+(U)

divX · Ω.

So we can take C1 = max
R

divX and C2 =
∫

φT
+({(u,v)∈R: u>u+})

divX · Ω.

Let Ω = f(u, v)du ∧ dv. We can assume that f > 0. Then

LXΩ = diXΩ = d(fgdv) =
∂(fg)

∂u
du ∧ dv.

There exists a smooth function g on R such that

g(u, v) =
1

f
exp

Å
1

u− 1

ã
exp

Å
1

v2 − 1

ã
, if u ≥ u− and (u, v) /∈ ∂R,

and
∂n+mg

∂un∂vm

∣∣∣∣
∂R

= 0 for any n,m ∈ Z≥0.

So
∂(fg)

∂u
< 0 if u ≥ u− and (u, v) /∈ ∂R, and the vector field X = g(u, v)

∂

∂u
is sought-for. �

Proof of Proposition 3.22. Let u−, u+ be real numbers such that F (L× {t}) ∩R ⊂ {(u, v) : u− < u <
u+} for any t ∈ [0; 1].

First, we apply Lemma 3.23 to the square R, numbers u− and u+ and the 2-form Ω = dβ. Let φt
+ and

φt
− be the constructed flows. We extend the flows φt

+ and φt
− by setting them to the identity outside

the square R. Let us prove that there exist the unique functions f+, f− : [0; 1] → [0; +∞) such that for
any t ∈ [0; 1] f+(t) · f−(t) = 0 and

∫

(
φ
f+(t)

+ ◦φ
f−(t)

−

)
(F (L×{t}))

β =

∫

L

β.

We set f+(t) = 0 if ∫

F (L×{t})

β ≥
∫

L

β

and we set f−(t) = 0 if ∫

F (L×{t})

β ≤
∫

L

β.

So f+(t) · f−(t) = 0 for any t ∈ [0; 1].
Suppose that

∫
F (L×{t0})

β >
∫
L

β. Let us prove that there exists the unique real number f−(t0) such

that

(9)

∫

φ
f−(t0)

−
(F (L×{t0}))

β =

∫

L

β.

Let U be the open subset of R such that

∂U = (F (L× {t0}) ∩R) ∪ γ−
t0 .

Let t− be some non-negative real number. Then by Stokes theorem (see [25, Chapter IX, Theorems
5A and 7A])
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∫

φ
t−
−

(F (L×{t0}))

β =

∫

φ
t−
−

(F (L×{t0}))∩R

β +

∫

φ
t−
−

(F (L×{t0}))\R

β =

=

Ü
∫

φ
t−
−

(U)

dβ +

∫

γ−

t0

β

ê

+

∫

F (L0×{t0})\R

β =

∫

φ
t−
−

(U)

dβ +

∫

(F (L×{t0})\R)∪γ−

t0

β.

Thus by (9) the number f−(t0) is the solution of the following equation on t−:

(10)

∫

φ
t−
−

(U)

dβ +

∫

(F (L×{t0})\R)∪γ−

t0

β =

∫

L

β.

By the third property of φt
− the first summand on the left side of the last equation depends on t−

monotonically and continuously. By the fourth property it tends to zero as t− → +∞. So to define
f−(t0) it is sufficient to prove that

∫

(F (L×{t0})\R)∪γ−

t

β ≤
∫

L

β ≤
∫

F (L×{t0})

β.

The first inequality is true by the definition of an integral correction square. The second inequality
is already assumed.

For f+(t) the argument is similar.
Now let us prove that the function f− is continuous. For the function f+ the argument is similar.

By the definition the number f−(t) is equal to the maximum of zero and the solution of the following
equation on t−:

(11)

∫

φ
t−
−

(F (L×{t0}))

β =

∫

L

β.

The left side of this equation is a continuous function on t0 and t− by Corollary 3.17. It is also
decreasing on t−. Thus the implicit function t−(t0) is continuous.

Now we set Φ(p, t) =
Ä
φ
f+(t)
+ ◦ φf−(t)

−

ä
(p) for any p ∈ S and any t ∈ [0; 1]. Φ is continuous as the

composition of continuous maps.
Since the functions f+(t) and f−(t) are continuous, they are bounded. Let T = max

t∈[0;1]
{f+(t), f−(t)}.

Since the flows φt
+ and φt

− are smooth, the diffeomorphisms φt
+ and φt

− are bi-Lipschitz with a common
constant for t ∈ [0;T ]. So there exists a real number C such that Φ(•, t) is C-bi-Lipschitz for any
t ∈ [0; 1].

So by construction Φ is a correcting isotopy supported in the square R.
Now suppose that F is Lipschitz. Let us prove that the functions f+, f− are also Lipschitz. By

the third and the fifth properties of φt
− in Lemma 3.23 there exists C such that the left side of (10) is

C-bi-Lipschitz on t− for any t0 ∈ [0; 1]. Since F is Lipschitz and the flow φt
− is smooth, by Corollary 3.17

the left side of (11) is Lipschitz on (t0, t−). Note that the left sides of (10) and (11) are equal functions.
Thus the implicit function t−(t0) is Lipschitz.

Since f−(t0) = max(0, t−(t0)), f− is also Lipschitz. For f+ the argument is similar. Therefore Φ is
Lipschitz as the composition of Lipschitz functions.

Finally, we define Ψ:

Ψ(•, I, t) =
{
φ
t+
+ , I ≤ 0,

φ
t−
− , I ≥ 0,
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where
∫

φ
t±
±

(F (L×{t}))∩R

β −
∫

F (L×{t})∩R

β = −I. If there is no such t± set Ψ(•, I, t) = idS . It is clear that

Ψ depends only on R and G and that Φ(•, t) = Ψ(•,
∫

F (L×{t})

β −
∫
L

β, t). �

4. Smoothing Lavrentiev curves on surfaces

In this section we smooth Lavrentiev curves on surfaces.
Almost all work is already done by Tukia. He proved the so-called bi-Lipschitz version of the Schönflies

theorem for a circle on the plane.

Theorem 4.1 ([23], Theorem A; [24]). For any number C there exists a number C′ such that any
C-bi-Lipschitz map from ∂D to C can be extended to a C′-bi-Lipschitz self-homeomorphism of C that is
either piecewise linear or smooth outside ∂D.

Of course one can choose one of the two alternatives, piecewise linear or smooth. In [5] the strength-
ening of this theorem is proved where some explicit function C′(C) is given.

Since the natural parametrization of a Lavrentiev curve is a bi-Lipschitz map, we have an immediate
consequence of Tukia’s theorem.

Corollary 4.2. For any number C there exists a number C′ such that any closed C-Lavrentiev curve
L ⊂ C is the image of the circle ∂D under the composition of a C′-bi-Lipschitz self-homeomorphism of
C which is either piecewise linear or smooth outside ∂D and a homothety with a coefficient ℓ(L).

So to smooth a closed Lavrentiev curve on the plane by an isotopy we can conjugate an isotopy of ∂D
given by the formula (z, t) 7→ (1 − t/2)z by a map provided by Tukia’s theorem. At the moment t > 0
the curve is therefore either piecewise linear or smooth depending on which variant of Tukia’s theorem
we use.

A little more work is needed to smooth a Lavrentiev curve on a surface, especially when the curve is
not coorientable. We will smooth curves arc by arc, fixing one part of the curve while smoothing another
part. It will be done, first, by the isotopies associated with bypasses provided by Tukia’s theorem, and,
second, by smoothing the obtained curve at the endpoints of the attaching arc of the bypass.

In Section 6 we will lift the isotopy constructed in the present section to a Legendrian isotopy. So,
first, in the present section we should preserve the integral of the form β (see Subsection 3.1 on the
regular projection) on the whole curve. This is easily satisfied by slightly deforming the curve by a
smooth ambient isotopy (Proposition 3.22). Second, since the Legendrian isotopy must be continuous,
the integral of the form β on any subarc of the curve must change continuously. This is automatically
satisfied because the isotopy which we are going to construct is an isotopy of C-bi-Lipschitz curves
with common C (see Proposition 3.18). Third, the overall change of the integral of the form β on any
arc must be small to guarantee that the resulting Legendrian isotopy will be small. This fact will be
needed in the proof of Lemmas 6.9 and 6.11. Because of this issue either we can only apply the isotopy
associated with the bypass on the short period of time (Lemma 4.4) and in this case a bad behavior of
the curve preserves at the endpoints of the attaching arc or we isotope the attaching arc to the other
half of the boundary of the bypass but in this case the bypass must be small (Lemma 4.5).

So the main result of this section is the following.

Proposition 4.3. Let β be a differential 1-form on the smooth surface S without boundary. Let L
be a compact Lavrentiev curve on S. Let dβ 6= 0 everywhere and ε > 0. Let γ0 ⊂ L be a compact
subarc, ∂γ0 ∩ ∂L = ∅, V be an open subset of S, V ⊃ γ0. Then there exist a number C and an isotopy
F : L× [0; 1] → S such that

(1) F (•, 0) = idL.
(2) F (•, t) is C-bi-Lipschitz for any t ∈ [0; 1].
(3) F is Lipschitz.

(4) For any subarc L′ ⊂ L and any t ∈ [0; 1] it is true that

∣∣∣∣∣
∫

F (L′×{t})

β −
∫
L′

β

∣∣∣∣∣ < ε.
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(5)
∫

F (L×{t})

β is independent of t.

(6) F (p, t) = p for any p ∈ L \ V and any t ∈ [0; 1].
(7) F ((L ∩ V )× [0; 1]) ⊂ V.
(8) The arc F (γ0 × {1}) is contained in the interior of a smooth subarc of F (L× {1}).
(9) If the subarc γ of the curve L is smooth then the arc F (γ × {1}) is smooth.

Proof. Let L0 ⊂ L be a compact subarc such that the curve L has the tangents at the endpoints of L0,
γ0 ⊂ L0, ∂L0 ∩ ∂L = ∅ and L0 ⊂ V. Such a curve exists since any Lavrentiev curve is differentiable
almost everywhere by the discussion before Corollary 3.9.

Lemma 4.4. Let L be a compact Lavrentiev curve on a smooth surface without boundary, L0 be a
compact subarc of the curve L which has one-sided tangents at the endpoints. Then there exists a bypass
χ0 for the curve L attached along the arc L0 such that χ0

∣∣
D
is piecewise smooth.

Proof. Since L is Lavrentiev and L0 has one-sided tangents at the endpoints, by Lemma 2.14 the minimal
angles between the arc L0 and the curve L \ (L0 \ ∂L0) at their common endpoints are greater than
zero. Let α0 be a minimum over these two angles.

Since the curve L is embedded, the endpoints of L0 can be joined by a smooth arc L1 such that

(1) The angles between the curves L0 and L1 at their common endpoints equal α0/2.
(2) There exists a closed disk D ⊂ S such that ∂D = L0 ∪ L1 and D ∩ L = L0.

Since the arc L1 is smooth, by Lemma 2.13 it is Lavrentiev. So the curve ∂D is a union of the
Lavrentiev arcs L0 and L1. These arcs has tangents at their common endpoints and the angles be-
tween them is greater than zero. Therefore by Lemma 2.10 the curve ∂D is locally Lavrentiev thus
since it is compact, by Lemma 2.7 it is Lavrentiev. Then by Corollary 4.2 there exists a bi-Lipschitz
homeomorphism χ0 : D → D which is piecewise smooth in D.

If we substitute χ0 with a composition of χ0 with some Möbius transformation of CP 1 which preserves
D, we can also assume that χ0(∂+D) = L0. Since any such Möbius transformation is bi-Lipschitz on D,
χ0 will stay bi-Lipschitz.

Similarly the curve (L \ L0) ∪ L1 is Lavrentiev. Thus χ0 is a bypass. �

Let F0 be the isotopy associated with a bypass χ0 given by Lemma 4.4 applied to the subarc L0 ⊂ L
and an open subsurface of V which contains L0 and intersects L by an arc. Conditions (2) and (3) of
the present proposition are satisfied by the isotopy F0 by Proposition 2.20. Conditions (1), (6) and (7)
are satisfied by construction.

For any C > 1 during any isotopy of C-bi-Lipschitz curves the integral of any smooth differential
1-form on any subarc of the curve changes continuously by Corollary 3.17. So we can fix a sufficiently
small δ > 0 such that the isotopy F0

∣∣
L×[0;δ]

satisfies condition (4).

We have some advance in satisfying condition (8): the curve F0(γ0 × {δ}) is piecewise smooth.
Now we address condition (5). First, we orient the surface S using the 2-form dβ which is nonzero

everywhere by the assumption of the present proposition. Second, we note that the isotopy F0 always
pushes the subarc L0 to one side of the curve. So by Stokes theorem (see [25, Chapter IX, Theorems
5A and 7A]) the integral

∫
F (L×{t})

β is a monotone function on t. We will smoothly push the curve to

the opposite side to make this integral constant.
Choose two points A,B ∈ L∩V such that L has tangents at A and B and some subarc of L connecting

A and B contains the subarc L0. It is easy to construct a square R0 = {(u, v) : |u| ≤ 1, |v| ≤ 1}
smoothly embedded in the open set V such that R0 contains the bypass χ0(D) in its interior and ∂R0

intersects L in two points A and B lying on the opposite sides v = ±1 of the square. It is clear that
R0 is an integral correction square (see Definition 3.20) for the isotopy F0. Let Φ0 be an isotopy of S
supported in R0 correcting the isotopy F0. Since F0 is Lipschitz, by Proposition 3.22 Φ0 is also Lipschitz.

So the isotopy (p, t) 7→ Φ0(F0(p, t), t), where p ∈ L and t ∈ [0; δ], satisfies conditions (1), (2), (3), (6)
and (7) since these conditions were satisfied by the isotopy F0, and Φ0 preserves them by the definition.
If we choose δ sufficiently small, it also satisfies condition (4). Condition (5) is satisfied by construction.
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We preserved our advance in satisfying the condition (8): the curve Φ0(F0(γ0 × {δ}), δ) is piecewise
smooth since Φ0(•, δ) is smooth.

Let ∂L0 = {P,Q}.
Lemma 4.5. For any real number C there exists a real number C′ such that if L is a C-Lavrentiev
curve on the surface S with a Riemannian metric g and P ∈ L \ ∂L, then there exists a bypass χ for L
such that

(1) P ∈ L0 \ ∂L0 where L0 is the attaching arc of the bypass.
(2) χ(∂−D) is piecewise smooth.

(3) χ is C′-bi-Lipschitz with respect to the Riemannian metric g/ (ℓ(L0))
2
.

Proof. We will construct a bypass in a small neighborhood V of P. Taking V sufficiently small, we can
assume that g is Euclidean in V . For any r let B(r) denote the ball centered at P of radius r.

Let γ1 and γ2 be two compact subarcs of L such that γ1 ∩ γ2 = {P}, γ1 ∪ γ2 ⊂ L ∩ V and for any

two points p1 ∈ γ1, p2 ∈ γ2 the subarc L
∣∣p2

p1
contains P . We take r0 such that γ1 ∪ γ2 ⊃ L ∩B(r0) and

∂(γ1∪γ2)∩B(r0) = ∅. Let O ∈ B(r0/2) be a point such that dist(O, γ1) = dist(O, γ2) 6= 0. Let Q1 ∈ γ1
and Q2 ∈ γ2 be two points such that dist(O,Q1) = dist(O, γ1) = dist(O, γ2) = dist(O,Q2). Let D be a
closed geometric disk centered at O of radius dist(O,Q1). It is clear that dist(O,Q1) ≤ dist(O,P ) ≤ r0/2
and thus D ⊂ B(r0). Then L∩D = (γ1 ∪ γ2)∩D and the interior of D does not contain any point of L.

O

D

L1Q1

Q2

P

L0

γ1

γ2

L
V

Figure 4. constructing a bypass in Case 1

Case 1. Q1 6= P and Q2 6= P.
Let L1 be an arc of a (generalized) circle which is perpendicular to the circle ∂D such that ∂L1 =

{Q1, Q2} and L1 ⊂ D. Let L0 = L
∣∣Q2

Q1
. See Figure 4. The curve L0 is C-Lavrentiev. The curve L1 is

π/2-Lavrentiev. Let us prove that the curve L0 ∪L1 is Lavrentiev with the constant depending only on
C.

Let A ∈ L0, B ∈ L1 and A,B /∈ L0 ∩ L1. Suppose that dist(B,Q1) ≤ dist(B,Q2). The other case is
similar. Then

ℓ((L0 ∪ L1)
∣∣B
A
) ≤ ℓ(L0

∣∣Q1

A
) + ℓ(L1

∣∣B
Q1

) ≤ C · dist(A,Q1) + π/2 · dist(Q1, B) ≤
≤ C · dist(A,B) + (C + π/2) · dist(Q1, B).

It is clear that there exists a universal constant k such that dist(Q1, B) ≤ k · dist(B, ∂D) (in fact,

k =
√
2 works). Let us continue the above chain of inequalities:
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ℓ((L0 ∪ L1)
∣∣B
A
) ≤ C · dist(A,B) + (C + π/2)k · dist(B, ∂D) < (C + (C + π/2)k) · dist(A,B).

So the curve L0 ∪ L1 is (C + (C + π/2)k)-Lavrentiev.
Denote ℓ(L0) by l. Note that 1 ≤ ℓ(L0 ∪ L1)/l ≤ 1 + π/2.
If X is a subset of C and z ∈ C denote by z ·X the set {z · w : w ∈ X}.
By Corollary 4.2 there exists a C0-bi-Lipschitz map χ0 : l · D → V such that χ0(l · ∂D) = L0 ∪ L1

and C0 depends only on C. Let us prove that χ0(l · D) ∩ (L ∪ L1) = ∅. First, γ1 ∪ γ2 \ L0 is the union
of two arcs. Second, each of these arcs emanates from ∂L0 outside χ0(l · D) because γ1 and γ2 are
compact arcs and ∂(γ1 ∪ γ2) ∩ B(r0) = ∅. The rest follows from the fact that χ0(l · D) ⊂ B(r0) and
L ∩B(r0) = (γ1 ∪ γ2) ∩B(r0).

Now we consider the Möbius map χ1 which maps l · D to itself and the arc χ−1
0 (L0) with its middle

point to the arc l ·∂+D with its middle point respectively. There exists a real number C1 which depends
only on the ratio ℓ(χ−1

0 (L0))/ℓ(l · ∂D) such that χ1 is C1-bi-Lipschitz. But ℓ(χ−1
0 (L0))/ℓ(l · ∂D) ≥

(ℓ(L0)/C0)/(2πℓ(L0)) = 1/2πC0. Hence C1 depends only on C.
Let χ : D → V be the map such that χ(z) = χ0 ◦ χ−1

1 (lz). By construction χ is C′-bi-Lipschitz map

with respect to the Euclidean metric on V divided by l2 where C′ depends only on C, χ(D)∩ (L∪L1) =
L0∪L1 and χ(∂+D) = L0. To check that χ is a bypass it remains only to prove that the curve (L\L0)∪L1

is Lavrentiev. It is true by Corollary 2.12 since the minimal angle of this curve at the points ∂L0 is
nonzero.

Case 2. P ∈ ∂D.
Let (r, ϕ) be polar coordinates in V such that r is the distance to the point P . We can apply a

2-bi-Lipschitz homeomorphism φ of B(r0) such that φ : (r, ϕ) 7→ (r, ϕ′(ϕ)), where the functions ϕ′(ϕ)
and ϕ(ϕ′) are smooth, and the inner angle of φ(D) at P is greater than π.

The connected component of φ(L ∩ B(r0)) containing P divides B(r0) into two parts. One part
contains φ(D). In the other part we can construct a disk D′ in a similar way as D. The disk D′ satisfies
the assumption of the first case, so we can construct a bypass with desired properties. Then we compose
this bypass with a map φ−1 and obtain a sought-for bypass for the curve L. �

Now we take a point P ∈ ∂L0 and apply the last lemma to the point Φ0(P, δ) on the curve L′ =
Φ0(F0(L × {δ}), δ). We get a bypass χ1 in a neighborhood of Φ0(P, δ) which can be chosen to be
arbitrarily small. So we assume this neighborhood to lie inside V . Also we can assume the attaching
arc of the bypass χ1 to be arbitrarily small. By construction of χ1 all arcs χ1(F+ 7→−(∂+D, t)) have
comparable lengths such that the constant of comparing depends only on C. So these arcs have the
arbitrarily small length for all t ∈ [0; 1]. Let F1 be the isotopy associated with the bypass χ1.

There exists an integral correction square R1 ⊂ V for the isotopy F1 such that R1 ∩ χ1(D) = ∅.
Since L′ ∩R1 stays fixed during the isotopy F1, by Proposition 3.22 there exists a correcting isotopy Φ1

which essentially depends only on the function
∫

F1(L′×{t})

β. So again by choosing the bypass χ1 to be

sufficiently small we can achieve that the range of the integral of the form β on any subarc of L′ during
the isotopy (p, t) 7→ Φ1(F1(p, t), t) is arbitrarily small. So condition (4) is satisfied by the concatenation
of the isotopies (p, t) 7→ Φ0(F0(p, t), t), where p ∈ L and t ∈ [0; δ], and (p, t) 7→ Φ1(F1(p, t), t), where
p ∈ Φ0(F0(L, δ), δ) and t ∈ [0; 1].

In a similar way we take a point Q ∈ ∂L0 \ {P} and by Lemma 4.5 we construct a bypass χ2 in
a neighborhood of the point Φ1(Φ0(Q, δ), 1), correct the associated isotopy F2 by an isotopy Φ2. The
concatenation of the three constructed isotopies satisfies conditions (1)–(7). And moreover, if a subarc
of the curve L was smooth then its image after the isotopy is a piecewise smooth arc. So the only thing
that remains to prove is that we can smooth the corners of a piecewise smooth curve.

Smoothing the corners of a piecewise smooth curve is pretty standard so we only sketch the argument.
Let p be a corner of the curve L and (r, ϕ) be polar coordinates in some neighborhood of p, where
r = dist(p, •). Since the curve L is Lavrentiev and hence cusp-free, it is possible to construct an isotopy
of S trivial outside the neighborhood of p of the form (r, ϕ) 7→ (r, ϕ′(r, ϕ, t)), where ϕ′(r, ϕ, t) is smooth,
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∂ϕ′/∂ϕ 6= 0 and ϕ′(r, ϕ, t) = ϕ′(ϕ, t) if r < r0 for some positive r0, from the curve L to a curve which is
straight near p such that at any moment of time the curve L is mapped to a piecewise smooth curve. By
construction the isotopy is Lipschitz and there exists C such that at any moment of time of this isotopy a
C-bi-Lipschitz homeomorphism is applied. Again if the neighborhood was chosen sufficiently small this
isotopy can be corrected with help of an integral correction square not intersecting the neighborhood
so that we obtain an isotopy satisfying condition (4). After eliminating all the corners we obtain an
isotopy satisfying all the conditions of the present proposition. �

Remark 4.6. All constructed smooth curves in the last proposition are in fact C∞-smooth. If L is a C1-
smooth curve, we can make it C∞-smooth by an isotopy satisfying all conditions of the last proposition
in the alternative way. By the standard argument there is an arbitrarily small C1-smooth isotopy of
L making the curve C∞-smooth. Such isotopy trivially satisfies all conditions except (2) and (5). It
satisfies condition (2) by Lemma 2.17. For condition (5) we again can correct this isotopy preserving
condition (4).

4.1. Regular tubular neighborhoods. One of the consequences of Tukia’s theorem is that a Lavren-
tiev curve on the plane has a bi-Lipschitz bi-collar that is smooth outside the curve. In this subsection
we note that this immediately provides a similar bi-collar for a Lavrentiev curve on a surface if the curve
is coorientable. We will need this in the following section in the proof of Proposition 5.26.

Let L be a closed embedded curve on a surface S. Let us remind that a collar of L is a continuous
embedding L× [0; 1) → S, where p× {0} 7→ p for any p ∈ L. We call two collars equivalent if they can
be included in a finite sequence of collars in which for any two adjacent collars one collar is a subset of
the other. A coorientation of the curve L is an equivalence class of collars. If there exists at least one
collar, the curve is called coorientable.

It is known that any closed embedded curve on a surface has a tubular neighborhood which is
homeomorphic either to an annulus or to a Möbius strip (to see this one can, for example, first construct
a collar locally on the orientable covering of the surface using Schönflies theorem and then apply the
fact from [3, Theorem V.4.C] that a subset of a metric space is collared if it is locally collared). In the
first case the curve is coorientable while in the second case it is not.

Definition 4.7. Let L be a coorientable closed Lavrentiev curve on a smooth surface S. A subsetN ⊂ S
is called closed regular tubular neighborhood of the curve L if there exists a map f : S1 × [−1; 1] → N
such that

(1) f is a bi-Lipschitz homeomorphism.
(2) f(S1 × {0}) = L.
(3) f : S1 × ([−1; 0) ∪ (0; 1]) → N \ L is a diffeomorphism.

Let us prove that such neighborhood exists.
Since the curve is coorientable, it has a tubular neighborhood which is homeomorphic to an annulus.

So we can assume that the surface S is homeomorphic to an annulus. And we can also assume that this
annulus is embedded in the plane. Tukia’s theorem provides us a closed regular tubular neighborhood
of the curve L lying in the plane, and if we take a sufficiently small such neighborhood it lies inside the
annulus hence in S.

5. Regular neighborhoods of Legendrian curves

In this section we construct a regular projection in some neighborhood of any Legendrian curve. This
allows one to apply results of Subsection 3.1 to any contact manifolds.

Definition 5.1. A vector field on a contact manifold is called contact if the flow of the vector field
preserves the contact structure.

We call an unordered pair of two opposite vectors a line element.
A smooth field of line elements is called contact if the restriction of the field to any simply connected

open subset U has the form {v,−v}, where v is a contact vector field.
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For a field of line elements l let lp denote the line element at the point p. Let A be a subset of the

manifold M . Let Brl(A) (respectively, Brl(A)) denote the set of vectors {λv : v ∈ lp, p ∈ A, |λ| ≤ r}
(respectively, {λv : v ∈ lp, p ∈ A, |λ| < r}). If A is compact and A∩ ∂M = ∅, the flow of the field l is
defined on Brl(A) for some r > 0. We denote this flow by expl : Brl(A) → M .

Definition 5.2. A neighborhood U of the Legendrian curve L is called regular if there exists a positive
number r ≤ +∞, a smooth surface S ⊂ U, the map pr : U → S and a contact field of line elements l
such that

(1) l is transverse to the contact structure.
(2) expl : Brl(S) → U is a diffeomorphism.
(3) pr is the projection along the trajectories of l.
(4) pr

∣∣
L
is injective.

The quadruple (U, S, l, r) will be also called regular neighborhood.
The projection pr is called regular.

We note that from condition (2) it follows that the field l is transverse to the surface S.

Remark 5.3. Suppose that the contact structure is coorientable along the curve L and (U, S, l, r) is
a regular neighborhood of the curve L. Since L and pr(L) are homotopic to each other, the contact
structure is also coorientable on the curve pr(L). Since the field l is transverse to the contact structure, l
has the form {v,−v}, where v is a vector field in some neighborhood of pr(L) in U . Since l is transverse
to S, v provide a coorientation for some neighborhood S′ ⊂ S of the curve pr(L). Thus S′ is oriented
and Brl(S

′) can be identified with S′ × (−r; r) where TqM ∋ z · v ↔ (q, z). Since the field l is contact
and it is transverse to the contact structure, there exists a differential 1-form β on S′ such that the
contact structure on U ′ = expl(S

′ × (−r; r)) is the kernel of the 1-form dz + pr∗β.

Proposition 5.4. Any compact Legendrian curve lying in the interior of the manifold has a regular
neighborhood.

On any contact manifold there exists a contact field of line elements which is transverse to the contact
structure (Lemma 5.21).

Therefore Proposition 5.4 is a corollary of the following lemma.

Lemma 5.5. Let L be a compact Legendrian curve lying in the interior of the contact manifold (M, ξ).
Let l be a contact field of line elements transverse to ξ. Then the field l is the contact field of some
regular neighborhood U of the curve L.

Proof. Since L is Legendrian, by Lemma 5.19 there exists ε > 0, such that expl : Bεl(L) → M is an
embedding.

Thus by Lemma 5.20 there exist a smooth embedded surface S ⊂ M which is transverse to the field
l and a neighborhood U of the curve L such that the map expl : Bεl(S) → U is a diffeomorphism.

It remains to prove that pr
∣∣
L
is injective. Suppose the contrary, that for some point q ∈ S there are

two points p1, p2 ∈ L such that the points in each pair q, p1 and q, p2 are joined by a trajectory having
the length less the ε. This contradicts the fact that expl : Bεl(L) → M is an embedding. �

Now we move to the proof of the lemmas used above.
First, we prove lemmas 5.19 and 5.20 in a particular case, when the field l is a pair of vector fields

(lemmas 5.6 and 5.7). Essentially the same proof works in the general case and we will indicate necessary
changes.

Let Z be a vector field on a manifold M . Let Φ denote the flow of the vector field Z. For a
subset A ⊂ M and a pair a ≤ b of real numbers we write Φ : A × [a; b] → M for the map such that
Φ : (p, z) 7→ exp{Z,−Z}(z · Zp) where Zp is a vector Z at the point p.

By the length of a trajectory Φ({p} × [a; b]) we call the number |a− b|.
Lemma 5.6. Let Z be a smooth vector field on the manifold M transverse to the contact structure, L
be a compact Legendrian curve in the interior of M . Then there exists a positive real number ε such
that the map Φ : L× [−ε; ε] → M is defined and is injective.
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Figure 5. The space of trajectories is not Hausdorff

Proof. For any point p ∈ L we choose a chart Vp with coordinates (x, y, z) such that ∂/∂z = Z,
p = (0, 0, 0) and the coordinate plane Oxy coincides with ξp.

By the definition of Legendrian curve (Definition 3.2) there exists a neighborhood Wp ⊂ Vp such that
the orthogonal projection to the plane ξp = Oxy is injective on L∩Wp. Let εp be a positive real number
and Dp be an open disk in the plane Oxy centered at p such that Φ(Dp × (−εp; εp)) ⊂ Wp. We note
that for any point q ∈ L ∩ Φ(Dp × (−εp/2; εp/2)) the trajectory Φ({q} × [−εp/2; εp/2]) is defined and
embedded in Φ(Dp × (−εp; εp)), and it intersects L at the unique point q.

Since L ⊂ ⋃
p∈L

Φ(Dp×(−εp/2; εp/2)) and the curve L is compact, there exist a finite number of points

{pi} ⊂ L such that L ⊂
⋃
i

Φ(Dpi
× (−εpi

/2; εpi
/2)).

Let ε = min
i

εpi
/4. Then Φ : L× [−ε; ε] → M is an embedding. �

Lemma 5.7. Let Z be a smooth vector field on the 3-manifold M which is nonzero everywhere, ε > 0
and C be a compact curve in M , such that the map Φ : C × [−ε; ε] → M \ ∂M is defined and injective.
Then there exists a neighborhood U of C and a smooth surface S ⊂ U , such that Φ : S × (−ε; ε) → U is
a diffeomorphism.

We give a plan of the proof. Note that the space of connected components of trajectories of the
vector field Z in a sought-for neighborhood U is homeomorphic to a surface. For any point it is easy to
construct a neighborhood having the space of trajectories homeomorphic to a disk and each trajectory
homeomorphic to an interval. We will construct a neighborhood U as a subset of a finite union of such
neighborhoods which cover the curve. A difficulty is that even the union of two such neighborhoods
may have the space of trajectories being non-Hausdorff. We give an example.

Example 5.8. Let M = R3 with coordinates (x, y, z), Z = ∂/∂z, U1 = {(x, y, z) : |z− y| < 1, 0 < y <
2}, U2 = {(x, y, z) : |z+ y| < 1, 0 < y < 2}. Then the trajectories {(x, y, z) : x = 0, y = 1, 0 < z < 2}
and {(x, y, z) : x = 0, y = 1, −2 < z < 0} have no non-intersecting neighborhoods in the space of all
trajectories of the vector field Z in U1 ∪ U2, see Figure 5 on the left.

We can see that in this example both neighborhoods are products Ui = Φ(Di × [−1; 1]) for some
disks Di where i = 1, 2. Somewhere the disks are joined by short trajectories of the vector field Z
and somewhere they are joined by long trajectories. While taking a union of such neighborhoods we
will forbid this in condition V in Claim 5.11. We will require that trajectories joining the curve with
the disks are short. This is Condition II. This guarantees that trajectories joining the disks which
intersect the curve are short. To guarantee that trajectories, which are close to the curve but do not
intersect the curve, joining the disks are short, we require all disks to be ”almost horizontal”. This is
the condition III(b). That means that in all charts that we fix in Claim 5.10 the range of the coordinate
z on any disk is small. We achieve the ”almost horizontality” by requiring that all disks are small.

Example 5.9. Let M = R3 with coordinates (x, y, z), Z = ∂/∂z, U0 = {(x, y, z) : 0 < y < 1, −2 <
z < 2}, U1 = {(x, y, z) : 0 < y < 2, 1 < z < 2}, U2 = {(x, y, z) : 0 < y < 2, −2 < z < −1}. Then the
trajectories {(x, y, z) : x = 0, y = 1, 1 < z < 2} and {(x, y, z) : x = 0, y = 1, −2 < z < −1} have no
non-intersecting neighborhoods in the space of all trajectories of the vector field Z in U0 ∪ U1 ∪U2, see
Figure 5 on the right.
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This is another example of non-Hausdorff space of trajectories in the union of neighborhoods of the
form Ui = Φ(Di × (−ri, ri)). In this example we see that some (actually any) trajectory in U0 contains
a trajectory of U1 and a trajectory of U2. We forbid this type of situation in condition IV in Claim 5.11.

In claims 5.10–5.18 we follow the assumptions and the notations of Lemma 5.7. We will also assume
the manifold M to be compact and that all constructed objects lie in the interior of the manifold. We
fix some Riemannian metric on M .

Since Φ : C × [−ε; ε] → M \ ∂M is defined and injective and C is compact, there exists δ1 > 0 such
that the map Φ : C × [−ε− δ1; ε+ δ1] → M \ ∂M is defined and injective. We set

(12) δ = min(δ1, ε/2).

Claim 5.10. There exists a finite set {Ui, Di, pri, zi}i where Ui is an open subset of M , Di is a smooth
embedded disk in Ui, pri is a smooth map Ui → Di, zi is a smooth uniformly continuous function
Ui → (−ε/2; ε/2) such that

1) Φ ◦ (pri × zi) = idUi
and (pri × zi) ◦ Φ

∣∣
Di×(−ε/2;ε/2)

= idDi×(−ε/2;ε/2) for any i;

2) for any i and j the relation prj ◦ pr−1
i : pri(Ui ∩ Uj) → prj(Ui ∩ Uj) is a map and, moreover, it

is a diffeomorphism;
3) C ⊂

⋃
i

Ui;

4) pri : C ∩ Ui → Di is injective for any i;
5) if p ∈ C ∩ Ui, p ∈ Φ(Di × (−δ/8; δ/8)).

Proof. For any p ∈ C we choose a chart Vp containing the trajectory Φ({p} × [−ε; ε]) with coordinates
(x, y, z) such that Z = ∂/∂z. There exists a disk Dp in the plane z = z(p) centered at p such that
Φ(Dp×(−ε; ε)) ⊂ Vp. Since Φ : {p}×[−ε; ε] → M is an embedding, the diskDp can be chosen sufficiently
small such that |z(q)−z(p)| < δ/8 for any point q ∈ C ∩Φ(Dp× (−ε; ε)). Let Up = Φ(Dp× (−ε/2; ε/2)).

We can also choose Dp sufficiently small so that Up ⊂ Vp and thus z is uniformly continuous in Up.
Let prp denote the projection of Up to Dp along the z-axis. The map prp

∣∣
C∩Up

is injective since in

the other case some points q1, q2 ∈ C ∩ Up with prp(q1) = prp(q2) are joined by a trajectory of the field
z having the length less than ε which contradicts the fact that Φ : (C ∩ Up)× [−ε; ε] → M is injective.

Let p, p′ ∈ C. Let us prove that prp′ ◦ pr−1
p : prp(Up ∩ Up′) → prp′(Up ∩ Up′) is a map. Suppose

the contrary. Let q0, q1 ∈ Up ∩ Up′ , prp(q0) = prp(q1) but prp′(q0) 6= prp′(q1). The intervals Φ({q0} ×
(−ε/2; ε/2)) and Φ({q1} × (−ε/2; ε/2)) are embedded in Φ(Dp × (−ε; ε)) by construction, the former
equality means that they intersect each other but the latter inequality means that they do not intersect
each other. A contradiction.

Let us prove that the map prp′ ◦ pr−1
p : prp(Up ∩ Up′) → prp′(Up ∩ Up′) is smooth. Let (x′, y′, z′) be

the coordinates in the chart Vp′ . We have shown that the functions x(x′, y′), y(x′, y′) are defined. Since
they are the transition functions between two smooth charts Vp and Vp′ , they are smooth.

The composition of maps prp′ ◦pr−1
p : prp(Up∩Up′) → prp′(Up∩Up′) and prp ◦pr−1

p′ : prp′(Up∩Up′) →
prp(Up ∩ Up′) is the identity, and these maps are smooth, thus they are diffeomorphisms.

Since C is compact, it is covered by a finite number of the constructed charts Upi
. We set Ui = Upi

,
Di = Dpi

. If (x, y, z) are the coordinates in the chart Vpi
, we set zi = z − z(pi). �

We fix such d0 > 0 that for any i

(13) dist(p, q) < d0 =⇒ |zi(p)− zi(q)| < δ/8

if zi is defined at the points p and q. Such d0 exists since the functions zi are uniformly continuous.
Let

(14) d1 = inf
p∈C

max
i

dist(p,M \ Ui).

Since C is compact and is contained in
⋃
i

Ui, d1 > 0.
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Claim 5.11. There exists a finite set {Sj}j of smooth embedded surfaces without boundary indexed by
j ∈ {0, 1, . . . , N − 1} if the curve C is homeomorphic to the segment and indexed by j ∈ ZN if the curve
C is homeomorphic to the circle, such that

I. Sj is transverse to the vector field Z for any j.
II. C ⊂ ⋃

j

Φ(Sj × (−δ/4; δ/4)).

III. If Sj ⊂ Ui

(a) the map Φ : Sj × [− 3
4δ;

3
4δ] → Ui is defined and injective,

(b) the range of zi on Sj is less than δ/8,
(c) the map pri : Sj → Di is injective and open (the image of any open subset is open).

IV. If Sj−1 ∪ Sj+1 ⊂ Ui, then pri(Sj−1) ∩ pri(Sj+1) = ∅.
V. If Sj ∪ Sj+1 ⊂ Ui, P0 ∈ Sj , P1 ∈ Sj+1 and pri(P0) = pri(P1), then |zi(P0)− zi(P1)| < 3

4δ.
VI. Any triple of the surfaces Sj−1, Sj and Sj+1 lie inside some Ui.

Proof. By condition 3) in Claim 5.10 for any p ∈ C we can choose a chart Ui which contains p.
Let Wp be an open subset of Di such that pri(p) ∈ Wp, diam(Φ(Wp × {zi(p})) < min(d0, d1/3) and
diam(C ∩ Φ(Wp × (−ε/2; ε/2)) < d1/3.

Let us check conditions I and III for the surfaces Φ(Wp×{zi(p)}). Clearly any such surface is transverse
to Z. Suppose that Φ(Wp × {zi(p)}) ⊂ Ui′ .

We begin with condition III(b). Since diam(Φ(Wp × {zi(p})) < d0, the range of zi′ on this surface is
less than δ/8 by equation (13).

Then we consider condition III(a). Since p lies in our surface, p ∈ Ui′ . Since p ∈ C ∩ Ui′ , by 5) in
Claim 5.10 Φ({p}× [−ε/2+δ/8; ε/2−δ/8])⊂ Ui′ . We already proved that the range of zi′ on the surface
is less than δ/8. Again since p lies in the surface, Φ({P} × [−ε/2 + δ/4; ε/2− δ/4]) ⊂ Ui′ for any point
P in the surface. We obtained what we needed because δ ≤ ε/2.

Condition III(c) follows from condition 2) in Claim 5.10 because Wp ⊂ Di.
Now we consider an open cover C =

⋃
p∈C

C∩Φ(Wp×(−ε/2; ε/2)). Suppose {γj}j is a subdivision of the

curve C into compact subarcs γj indexed by j ∈ {0, 1, . . . , N−1} if C is homeomorphic to a segment and
indexed by j ∈ ZN if C is homeomorphic to a circle such that any two subarcs have a common endpoint
if and only if their indices differ by one and each subarc is contained in some element of the cover. Such
subdivision exists because C is compact. Let pj ∈ C denote such point that Φ(Wpj

× (−ε/2; ε/2)) ⊃ γj .
Let i(j) be such number that Wpj

⊂ Di(j). Let Sj denote the surface Φ(Wpj
× {zi(j)(pj)}).

Let us check condition II for the set of the surfaces {Sj}j. By construction γj ⊂ Φ(Wpj
×(−ε/2; ε/2)) ⊂

Ui(j). By condition 5) in Claim 5.10 the range of zi on C ∩ Ui(j) is less than δ/4. Therefore, since
pj ∈ C ∩Ui(j), |zi(j)(p)− zi(j)(pj)| < δ/4 for any p ∈ γj . Thus γj ⊂ Φ(Sj × (−δ/4; δ/4)). So we are done
because C =

⋃
j

γj .

Let us check condition V. Let q denote the common endpoint of the arcs γj and γj+1. The segment
Φ({q} × (−δ/4; δ/4)) intersects the surfaces Sj and Sj+1 in some points Q0 and Q1 respectively by
discussion above. Such points are unique by III(a). And by III(a) also, q ∈ Ui. We have |zi(Q0)−zi(q)| <
δ/4 and |zi(Q1) − zi(q)| < δ/4. Thus |zi(Q0) − zi(Q1)| < δ/2. By III(b), |zi(P0) − zi(Q0)| < δ/8 and
|zi(P1)− zi(Q1)| < δ/8. Thus |zi(P0)− zi(P1)| < 3

4δ.
Let us check condition VI. By the definition of d1 (equation (14)) there exists i such that dist(pj ,M \

Ui) ≥ d1. We have Sj ⊂ Ui because pj ∈ Sj and diam(Sj) < d1/3 < d1. Let q0 be the common endpoint
of the arcs γj−1 and γj . Since γj ⊂ C∩Φ(Wpj

×(−ε/2; ε/2)) and diam(C∩Φ(Wpj
×(−ε/2; ε/2))) < d1/3,

dist(pj , q0) < d1/3. Similarly, dist(q0, pj−1) < d1/3. So dist(pj , pj−1) < 2
3d1. Since pj−1 ∈ Sj−1 and

diam(Sj−1) < d1/3, max
P∈Sj−1

dist(pj , P ) < d1. Thus Sj−1 ⊂ Ui. For the surface Sj+1 the proof is similar.

To fulfill condition IV we need to make the neighborhoods Wj (and the surfaces Sj respectively)
smaller. We will not change the points pj and the subarcs γj . We will do this in such a way that it will
remain to hold that γj ⊂ Φ(Wpj

× (−ε/2; ε/2)). It is clear that the other conditions remain to hold in
this case.
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Suppose Sj−1∪Sj+1 ⊂ Ui. Recall that γj±1 ⊂ Φ(Sj±1× (−δ/4; δ/4)) and by III(a) we have Φ(Sj±1×
(− 3

4δ;
3
4δ)) ⊂ Ui. Thus γj±1 ⊂ Ui. By condition 4) in Claim 5.10 the projection pri : C ∩ Ui → Di is

injective. Therefore pri(γj−1) and pri(γj+1) are embedded disjoint compact arcs in Di. Let N−1 and

N1 be their non-intersecting neighborhoods. Let us prove that pri(j±1)γj±1 ⊂ Sj±1 ∩ pr−1
i (N±1). By

condition 5) in Claim 5.10 pri(γj±1) ⊂ Φ(γj±1×(−δ/8; δ/8)) and pri(j±1)(γj±1) ⊂ Φ(γj±1×(−δ/8; δ/8)).

Thus each point of the curve pri(γj±1) is joined with a point on the curve pri(j±1)(γj±1) by a trajectory

of the field Z having the length less than δ/4. Since pri(γj±1) ⊂ Di, δ/4 < ε/2 and Ui = Φ(Di ×
(−ε/2; ε/2)), this trajectory lies inside Ui. Thus pri(j±1)γj±1 ⊂ pr−1

i (N±1). It is clear that Sj±1 ∩
pr−1

i (N±1) is open in Sj±1 and contains pri(j±1)(γj±1). So we substitute Sj±1 by Sj±1∩pr−1
i (N±1). We

obtain pri(Sj−1) ∩ pri(Sj+1) = ∅. If we perform this procedure for each such pair i and j, we obtain a
sought-for set {Sj}j . �

Let X be a topological space
⊔
j

Sj/ ∼ where Sk ∋ P ∼ Q ∈ Sl if k = l and P = Q or |k − l| = 1 and

the points P and Q are joined by a trajectory of Z having the length less than 3
4δ.

Let us prove that the relation ∼ is an equivalence. It is obviously reflexive and symmetric.
Suppose P0 ∼ P1 ∼ P2 and P0 ∈ Sj , P1 ∈ Sj+1 and P2 ∈ Sl where l = j or l = j + 2. By VI

and III(a) there exists Ui such that Sj ∪ Sj+1 ∪ Sl ⊂ Ui and the intervals Φ({Pk} × (− 3
4δ;

3
4δ)) lie in Ui

for k = 0, 1, 2. Since P0 ∼ P1 ∼ P2, the union of these three intervals is an interval lying in Ui. Hence
pri(P0) = pri(P1) = pri(P2) which contradicts IV if l = j+2. If l = j, it follows that P0 = P2 by III(c).
So the relation ∼ is trivially transitive. We also proved the following.

Claim 5.12. Any equivalence class of the relation ∼ consists of one or two elements.

Claim 5.13. Let P ∈ Sk, Q ∈ Sl, Sk ⊂ Ui, Sl ⊂ Ui. Then P ∼ Q if and only if k = l and P = Q or
|k − l| = 1 and pri(P ) = pri(Q).

Proof. Let k = j and l = j + 1.
By III(a) the intervals Φ({P} × (− 3

4δ;
3
4δ)) and Φ({Q} × (− 3

4δ;
3
4δ)) lie in Ui.

If P ∼ Q, these intervals intersect each other thus pri(P ) = pri(Q).
If pri(P ) = pri(Q), then by condition V we have P ∼ Q. �

Let π :
⊔
j

Sj → X be the quotient map.

Claim 5.14. The map π : Sj → X is injective and open for any j.

Proof. The injectivity follows from Claim 5.12.
Let W be an open subset of Sj . By VI there exists Ui such that Sj−1∪Sj ∪Sj+1 ⊂ Ui. By Claim 5.12

and Claim 5.13

π−1(π(W )) = pr−1
i (pri(W )) ∩ Sj−1 ⊔W ⊔ pr−1

i (pri(W )) ∩ Sj+1.

Since pri(W ) is open in Di by condition III(c) in Claim 5.11, the sets pr−1
i (pri(W )) ∩ Sj±1 are open

in Sj±1. Therefore π−1(π(W )) is open in
⊔
j

Sj and π : Sj → X is an open embedding. �

Claim 5.15. Let Sj ∪ Sj+1 ⊂ Ui. Then the composition of relations π(Sj ⊔ Sj+1)
π−1

−→ Sj ⊔Sj+1
pri−→ Di

is an injective open map.

Proof. From Claims 5.13 and 5.14 it follows that this composition is a well defined injective map. The

map π
∣∣
Sj⊔Sj+1

is continuous by the definition and open by Claim 5.14. By III(c) the map Sj ⊔Sj+1
pri−→

Di is continuous and open. The claim follows. �

Claim 5.16. The space X is locally Euclidean, Hausdorff and second-countable.
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Proof. The space X is locally Euclidean, since it is the union of spaces π(Sj) which are homeomorphic
to an open subset of the plane by Claim 5.14.

The space X is second-countable, since it has a finite atlas {π(Sj)}j .
Any two points of X lie either in π(Sj) for some j, or in π(Sj)∪π(Sj+1) for some j, or in π(Sk)⊔π(Sl)

for some k, l. All these subsets are open in X by Claim 5.14. It is clear that the subsets π(Sj) and
π(Sk) ⊔ π(Sl) are Hausdorff. The space π(Sj) ∪ π(Sj+1) is Hausdorff because it is homeomorphic to an
open subset of a disk by Claim 5.15. Therefore X is Hausdorff. �

In other words, X is a topological 2-dimensional manifold.
A smooth structure on X is induced by the smooth structures on the surfaces Sj by condition 2) in

Claim 5.10.
Let {fj}j be a partition of unity subordinate to the open cover X =

⋃
j

π(Sj). We define a map

χ : X → M as follows. If |π−1(P )| = 1, we set χ(P ) = P. Let Sj ∋ P ∼ Q ∈ Sj+1. There exists the
unique h such that |h| < 3

4δ and Q = Φ(P, h). We set χ(π(P )) = χ(π(Q)) = Φ(P, fj+1h).

Claim 5.17. The map χ : X → M is an immersion transverse to the vector field Z.

Proof. Let Sj−1 ∪ Sj ∪ Sj+1 ⊂ Ui. Let (xi, yi, zi) be the coordinates in Ui constructed in the proof of
Claim 5.10.

Let k = j − 1, j or j + 1. Since the surface Sk and the disk Di are transverse to the vector field Z
and the map pri : Sk → Di is injective, the surface Sk is a graph of a smooth function gk(xi, yi), which
is defined on pri(Sk).

By construction, the surface χ(π(Sj)) is a graph of the smooth function
∑

j−1≤k≤j+1

fkgk defined on

pri(Sj). Therefore, χ : π(Sj) → Ui is an embedding transverse to the vector field Z. Since X =
⋃
j

π(Sj),

χ : X → M is an immersion transverse to Z. �

Recall that for any point p ∈ γj there exists a real number hj(p) ∈ (−δ/4; δ/4) such that Φ(p, hj(p)) ∈
Sj . This number is unique by III(a) because any surface Sj lies inside some Ui. If p ∈ γj ∩ γj+1, the
points Φ(p, hj(p)) ∈ Sj and Φ(p, hj+1(p)) ∈ Sj+1 coincide with each other in X by the definition of X .
Therefore, the set of correspondences {p 7→ Φ(p, hj(p))}j , determine a well defined map σ : C → X. It
is continuous, since hj(p) is continuous.

Claim 5.18. For any point p ∈ C the interval Φ({p} × (−δ; δ)) contains the point (χ ◦ σ) (p).
Proof. The point p lies in some γj . Then there exists a point P ∈ Sj which is joined with the point p
by a trajectory of the vector field Z having the length less than δ/4.

By condition VI there exists a number i such that the chart Ui contains the surfaces Sj−1, Sj, Sj+1.
Then |zi(P )− zi(p)| < δ/4.

Case 1. There exists a point P1 ∈ Sj+1 such that pri(p) = pri(P1).
By condition V we have |zi(P1)− zi(P )| < 3

4δ. Thus |zi(P1)− zi(p)| < δ.
Since the point (χ ◦ σ)(p) lies on the segment of a trajectory of the vector field Z with endpoints P

and P1 and this segment is contained in the chart Ui, |zi((χ ◦ σ)(p))− zi(p)| < δ.

Case 2. There exists a point P1 ∈ Sj−1 such that pri(p) = pri(P1).
This case is similar to the previous one.

Case 3. pri(p) /∈ pri(Sj−1 ∪ Sj+1).
In this case (χ ◦ σ)(p) = P and |zi((χ ◦ σ)(p)) − zi(p)| < δ/4.

�

Proof of Lemma 5.7. Recall that by condition (12) and the definition of δ1 for any point p ∈ C the
trajectory Φ({p} × [−ε − δ; ε + δ]) is well defined and embedded. By Claim 5.18 the point (χ ◦ σ)(p)
lies on the interval Φ({p} × (−δ; δ)) for any point p ∈ C. So the map Ψ : (q, t) 7→ Φ(χ(q), t) from
σ(C) × [−ε; ε] to M \ ∂M is well defined and injective.

Thus the map Ψ is well defined on X1 × [−ε; ε] where X1 is some neighborhood of the curve σ(C).
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Since the map χ is an immersion transverse to the vector field Z (Claim 5.17), the map Ψ is a local
diffeomorphism. Since on the compact subset σ(C)× [−ε; ε] the map Ψ is injective and the map Ψ is a
local homeomorphism, there exists a neighborhood of the subset σ(C)× [−ε; ε] such that the restriction
of the map Ψ on this neighborhood is an open embedding. Therefore, there exists an open subset
X2 ⊂ X1 which contains the curve σ(C) such that Ψ : X2 × (−ε; ε) → M is an open embedding.

Hence S = χ(X2) is a sought-for surface and U = Φ(S × (−ε; ε)) is a regular neighborhood. �

Lemma 5.19. Let l be a smooth field of line elements on the manifold M transverse to the contact
structure and L be a compact Legendrian curve in M \ ∂M .Then there exists ε > 0 such that the map
expl : Bεl(L) → M is well defined and injective.

Lemma 5.20. Let l be a smooth everywhere nonzero field of line elements on the manifold M , ε be a
positive real number and C be a compact curve in M such that the map expl : Bεl(C) → M \∂M is well
defined and injective. Then there exists a neighborhood U of C and a smooth surface S ⊂ U without
boundary such that expl : Bεl(S) → U is a diffeomorphism.

The proof of these two lemmas is similar to the proof of Lemmas 5.6 and 5.7 because all arguments
were local except the fact in the end of the proof of Lemma 5.7 that if a local homeomorphism is injective
on a compact subset then it is a homeomorphism of some neighborhood of this subset. We only indicate
which changes should be made.

All sets of the form A× [−δ; δ] and A× (−δ; δ) we substitute by Bδl(A) and Bδl(A) respectively.
In the proof of Claim 5.10 we should choose the neighborhoods Vp to be simply connected. Then in

any such neighborhood the field l has the form {Z,−Z} where Z is a vector field and we can use Z to
construct the coordinates (x, y, z).

A subset of the chart Ui of the form Φ(A×{z′i}) we substitute by the set {(xi, yi, zi) ∈ Ui : (xi, yi, zi−
z′i) ∈ A}.

The rest remains unchanged.

Lemma 5.21. On any contact manifold there exists a contact field of line elements transverse to the
contact structure.

Proof. Let (M, ξ) denote the contact manifold, w1(ξ) denote the first Stiefel–Whitney class of the contact
structure ξ.

If w1(ξ) = 0, the contact structure is coorientable thus there exists a Reeb vector field v (see [11,
Sections 1.1 and 2.3]), and {v,−v} is a sought-for line element.

Suppose w1(ξ) 6= 0. Let p : M̃ → M denote the 2-fold covering corresponding to the subgroup

ker(w1(ξ) : π1(M) → Z2) and h : M̃ → M̃ be the diffeomorphism which acts as a transposition on any
fiber of the covering.

Then the contact structure p−1
∗ (ξ) is coorientable. Thus it is the kernel of a differential 1-form α on

M̃. We note that h changes the coorientation of the contact structure. Therefore ker(α−h∗α) = p−1
∗ (ξ).

We note that h∗(α − h∗(α)) = −(α − h∗(α)). Thus if v is the Reeb vector field of the contact form
α− h∗(α), p∗v is a sought-for contact field of line elements. �

5.1. Case r = +∞. In this subsection we prove for closed Legendrian curves the existence of a regular
neighborhood with r = +∞ (Proposition 5.26).

Definition 5.22. Let U be a regular neighborhood of the closed Legendrian curve L. Let l denote
the field of line elements in U. A compact set K ⊂ U is called a core of the regular neighborhood U if
L ⊂ K \ ∂K and there exists a smooth compact surface S0 ⊂ U such that

(1) S0 is transverse to l and pr
∣∣
S0

is injective.

(2) K = expl(Br0l(S0)) for some r0 > 0.
(3) S0 is homeomorphic to an annulus if the contact structure is coorientable on L, and S0 is

homeomorphic to a Möbius band otherwise.
(4) ∂S0 is a smooth link transverse to the contact structure.



LEGENDRIAN LAVRENTIEV LINKS 31

The triple (K,S0, r0) will also be called the core of the regular neighborhood.

We note that the interior of a core of a regular neighborhood is itself a regular neighborhood.

Lemma 5.23. Any regular neighborhood of a closed Legendrian curve has a core.

Proof. Let (U, S, l, r) denote the regular neighborhood, and L denote the Legendrian curve. We consider
two cases.
Case 1. The contact structure is coorientable on the curve L.

By Remark 5.3 we can take a smaller surface S′ ⊂ S such that (U ′ = expl(Brl(S
′)), S′, l, r) is a

regular neighborhood of L and the contact structure on U ′ is the kernel of a 1-form dz + pr∗β, where
z : U ′ → R is a function, z

∣∣
S′ ≡ 0, ∂z/∂l = ±1 and β is a differential 1-form on S′. We orient the surface

S′ by the form dβ. It is sufficient to construct a core for the regular neighborhood U ′ because U ′ ⊂ U.
So we can assume S′ = S and U ′ = U.

The curve pr(L) is Lavrentiev by Lemma 3.12. Let f : S1 × [−1; 1] → S be a closed regular tubular
neighborhood of the curve pr(L) (see Definition 4.7).

We orient the boundary of f(S1 × [0; 1]) in concert with the orientation of the interior. We orient the
circle S1 in such a way that the map f(•, 0) preserves the orientation. We choose a positive coordinate
s ∈ [0; 2π] on the circle S

1. We set

z(s, t) = z0 −
∫

f([0;s]×{t})

β +
s

2π

∫

f([0;2π]×{t})

β,

where z0 is the z-coordinate of the point on the curve L whose projection is f(0, 0).
Since L is Legendrian, the integral of β on any subarc of L is zero (Proposition 3.8). Therefore z(s, 0)

is the z-coordinate of the point on the curve L whose projection is f(s, 0).
Since f is bi-Lipschitz, z(s, t) is a continuous function by Corollary 3.17. So there exists a positive

real number t0 such that |z(s, t)| < r for any s ∈ [0; 2π] and t ∈ [0; t0].
Let L+ = {p ∈ U : ∃s ∈ [0; 2π] pr(p) = f(s, t0), z(p) = z(s, t0)}. The set L+ is a closed curve

because z(0, t0) = z(2π, t0) = z0 by definition. The curve f(S1 ×{t0}) = pr(L+) is smooth because f is
a regular neighborhood of a Legendrian curve. Therefore L+ is smooth. We take a derivative ∂/∂s of
each part of the equation in the definition of z(s, t) and obtain the following:

(15)
∂z(s, t0)

∂s
+ β

Å
∂f(s, t0)

∂s

ã
=

1

2π

∫

f(S1×{t0})

β.

By Stokes theorem (see [25, Chapter IX, Theorems 5A and 7A])

(16) 0 <

∫

f(S1×[0;t0])

dβ =

∫

pr(L)

β −
∫

f(S1×{t0})

β = −
∫

f(S1×{t0})

β.

From equations (15) and (16) it follows that L+ is negatively transverse, i.e. the contact form
dz + pr∗β is negative on the velocity vector of L+.

Similarly we can construct a positively transverse curve L− with pr(L−) = f(S1 × {t1}) for some
t1 < 0. A sought-for surface S0 can be constructed as a graph of a smooth function z̃(p) on the annulus
cobounded by pr(L+) and pr(L−). We must ensure that ∂S0 = L+∪L− and L ⊂ expl(Br0l(S0)) ⊂ U for
some r0. So we have to ensure z̃(f(s, t0)) = z(s, t0), z̃(f(s, t1)) = z(s, t1) and |z̃(f(s, 0))− z(s, 0)| < r0
where r0 = r − |max z̃|. It is easy to construct such smooth function z̃.

Case 2. The contact structure is not coorientable on L.
In this case we can pass to the double covering π : S̃ → S corresponding to the kernel of the ho-

momorphism w1 : π1(S) → Z2 where w1 is the restriction of the first Stiefel-Whitney class of the
contact structure to S. By Lemma 2.15 the inverse image π−1(pr(L)) under the covering of the Lavren-
tiev curve pr(L) is also a Lavrentiev curve. Then there exists a closed regular tubular neighborhood
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f : S1 × [−1; 1] → S̃ of π−1(pr(L)). Similarly to Case 1 we can use the map π ◦ f
∣∣
S1×[0;1]

to construct a

sought-for Möbius band. �

Lemma 5.24. Let (K,S0, r0) be a core of the regular neighborhood U with a contact field of line elements
l of the Legendrian curve L. If p ∈ ∂S0, v1 ∈ l and v1 ∈ TpU , a vector v2 ∈ Tp∂S0 and the vector v1
direct to the same side of the contact plane, v3 ∈ TpS0 is a vector directed inward the surface, then the
basis v1, v2, v3 is positive.

If the contact structure is coorientable, the field l is a pair of contact vector fields in U . Suppose
some coorientation is fixed. So one vector field in l is positive and the other is negative. In this case
this lemma says that the orientation of S0 induced by the positive contact vector field agrees with the
orientation of ∂S0 induced by the coorientation of the contact structure.

Proof. The condition that we have to check is local. So we can assume that the contact structure
is coorientable by passing to the double covering if it is needed. Similarly to Case 1 in Lemma 5.23
by Remark 5.3 we can assume that the contact structure in K is the kernel of the differential 1-form
dz + pr∗β where β is a differential 1-form on S0 and pr is the projection to S0 along the trajectories of
the contact field.

Let ∂+S0 be some component of ∂S0. Let A be an annulus in S0 cobounded by ∂+S0 and pr(L). By
Stokes theorem for A ∫

A

dβ =

∫

∂+S0

β +

∫

pr(L)

β =

∫

∂+S0

β

because L is Legendrian. Since ∂+S0 is transverse to the contact structure, the expression under the
integral on the right side has a sign independent of a point on the curve. So the orientation of ∂+S0 as
a part of the boundary of S0 agrees with the coorientation of the contact structure. �

Lemma 5.25. Let (K,S0, r0) be a core of some regular neighborhood with contact field l of the closed
Legendrian curve L. Let pr be the projection from K to S0 along the trajectories of l. Then the curve
pr(L) is isotopic in S0 to the core curve of S0.

Proof. First we consider the case when S0 is an annulus. The curve pr(L) is embedded. If it is not
isotopic to the core curve, it bounds a disk which contradicts the fact that L is closed.

Now suppose that S0 is a Möbius band. Since the curve pr(L) is embedded, it is isotopic to the core
curve or to twice the core curve or it bounds a disk. The latter case is impossible since L is closed. If it
is isotopic to twice the core curve, the contact structure is coorientable on pr(L). Since pr(L) and L are
isotopic, the contact structure is coorientable on L which contradicts property (3) in Definition 5.22. �

Proposition 5.26. Let (K,S0, r0) be a core of a regular neighborhood with contact field l0 of the Leg-
endrian curve L. Then the curve L has a regular neighborhood (U, S, l,+∞) such that U ⊃ K, S ⊃ S0

and the field l coincides with the field l0 on K.

Proof. We consider two cases.

Case 1. S0 is an annulus.
There exists a neighborhood V of K with positive coordinates (x, y, z) such that ∂z/∂l0 = ±1 and

S0 = {(x, y, 0) : x ∈ S1, y ∈ [−1; 1]}. We can assume that the closure of V is compact and is contained
in the interior of the manifold.

Then the contact structure in V is the kernel of the differential 1-form dz + a(x, y)dx + b(x, y)dy

where
∂b

∂x
− ∂a

∂y
> 0.

By condition (4) in the definition of a core a(x,±1) 6= 0 for any x ∈ S1. Moreover, by Lemma 5.24
a(x, 1) < 0 and a(x,−1) > 0.

Let r1, δ be such real numbers that r1 > r0, δ > 0, {(x, y, z) : |y| ≤ 1 + δ, |z| ≤ r1} ⊂ V and
a(x, 1 + δ) < 0, a(x,−1 − δ) > 0 for any x ∈ S1. Let K1 = {(x, y, z) : |y| ≤ 1 + δ, |z| ≤ r1}. It is clear
that K is contained in the interior of K1.
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Let H be a smooth function on the manifold such that (see the left side of Figure 6)

(1) H ≡ 0 outside V .
(2) H

∣∣
K1

is independent of x.

(3) H
∣∣
∂K1

= z.

(4) H(y, z) = r1 if |y| ≤ 1 + δ/2 and r0 ≤ z ≤ r1.
(5) H(y, z) = −r1 if |y| ≤ 1 + δ/2 and r0 ≤ −z ≤ r1.

K

z = r0

z = r1

δ
2

δ
2

H = r1

H = −r1

z

y

H
=

z

K

Figure 6. The contact Hamiltonian H and the contact vector field XH

Let XH be the contact vector field corresponding to the Hamiltonian H (see [11, §2.3]).
The direct calculation shows that in K1

XH =
1

∂b

∂x
− ∂a

∂y

Å
∂H

∂z
b− ∂H

∂y
,−∂H

∂z
a,

∂H

∂y
a

ã
+ (0, 0, H).

Let us check that XH is transverse to ∂K1 (see the right side of Figure 6, all arrows are made
proportionally smaller).

If z = r1, dz(XH) = r1 > 0.
If z = −r1, dz(XH) = −r1 < 0.

If y = ±(1 + δ), dy(XH) = − a

∂b

∂x
− ∂a

∂y

which is positive if y = 1 + δ, and which is negative if

y = −1− δ.
Since XH is zero outside V and the closure of V is compact and is contained in the interior of the

manifold, any trajectory of XH is defined for all moments of time. Let ΦH : V × R → V be the flow of
of XH . Since the vector XH at any point of ∂K1 is directed outside K1, all trajectories of XH , which
intersect the boundary ∂K1, are distinct and non-closed.

Let

U = {ΦH((x, y,±r1), t) : x ∈ S
1, |y| < 1+δ/2, t > 0}⊔{(x, y, z) : x ∈ S

1, |y| < 1+δ/2, z ∈ (−r1; r1)}.
The first part of U is the union of all trajectories of the vector field XH emanating from the points

of the form (x, y,±r1), where x ∈ S1 and |y| < 1 + δ/2. It is obvious that U is open and contains K.
Let l be the field of line elements in U such that

l = {∂/∂z,−∂/∂z} in U ∩K1 and l = {XH/r1,−XH/r1} in U \K1.

It is obvious that l is contact. On every trajectory of l there are points at which the field is transverse
to the contact structure. Thus, since l is contact, l is transverse to the contact structure everywhere.

We set S = {(x, y, 0) : x ∈ S1, |y| < 1+δ/2}.By construction, (U, S, l,+∞) is a regular neighborhood
of L, S ⊃ S0 and the field l coincides with the field l0 = {∂/∂z,−∂/∂z} on K.

Case 2. S0 is a Möbius band.
We pass to the double covering corresponding to the first Stiefel–Whitney class of the contact struc-

ture. The inverse images under the covering of the Legendrian curve, the regular neighborhood and the
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core are respectively a Legendrian curve, its regular neighborhood and a core of the obtained regular
neighborhood. Then it is sufficient to make construction in Case 1 invariant under the deck transfor-
mation h.

We can choose V invariant by setting V = W ∩ h(W ) where W is a neighborhood of K. We choose
coordinates (x, y, z) in V such that h : (x, y, z) 7→ (−x,−y,−z), where x ∈ S1 = ∂D ⊂ C, y ∈ [−1; 1], z ∈
[−r0; r0]. Thus K1 is invariant. We choose a contact form α = dz + a(x, y)dx + b(x, y)dy such that
h∗α = −α. We can additionally make H = −H ◦ h thus h∗XH = XH . �

6. Smoothing Legendrian links

Definition 6.1. By a link we call a 1-dimensional compact topogical submanifold without boundary.
The link is called Legendrian (respectively, Lavrentiev) if every its component is a Legendrian (respec-
tively, Lavrentiev) curve. An isotopy of links is called Legendrian if the restriction of this isotopy on
any component of the link is a Legendrian isotopy of Legendrian curves.

Proposition 6.2. Any Legendrian link is Legendrian isotopic to a smooth link.

Since any compact Legendrian curve has a regular neighborhood (Proposition 5.4), Proposition 6.2
follows from Proposition 6.3.

Proposition 6.3. Let L be a compact Legendrian curve, (U, S, l, r) be its regular neighborhood, γ0 ⊂ L
be its compact subarc, ∂γ0 ∩ ∂L = ∅, V ⊂ U is open and γ0 ⊂ V. Then there exist a number C and an
isotopy F : L× [0; 1] → U such that

(1) F (•, 0) = idL.
(2) F (•, t) is C-bi-Lipschitz for any t ∈ [0; 1].
(3) F is Lipschitz.
(4) (U, S, l, r) is a regular neighborhood of F (L× {t}) for any t ∈ [0; 1].
(5) F is Legendrian.
(6) F (p, t) = p for any p ∈ L \ V and any t ∈ [0; 1].
(7) F ((L ∩ V )× [0; 1]) ⊂ V.
(8) The arc F (γ0 × {1}) is contained in the interior of a smooth subarc of F (L× {1}).
(9) If the subarc γ of L is smooth then the arc F (γ × {1}) is smooth.

Proof. There exist a smooth surface S0 ⊂ U without boundary and a real number r0 such that

(1) S0 is transverse to l.
(2) pr : S0 → S is injective.
(3) γ0 ⊂ U0 ⊂ V where U0 = expl(Br0l(S0)).
(4) S0 is orientable.

Let pr0 : U0 → S0 be the projection along the trajectories of l. Since S0 is orientable, by Remark 5.3
the contact structure on U0 is the kernel of the differential 1-form dz + pr∗0β such that ∂z/∂l = ±1,
z
∣∣
S0

≡ 0 and β ∈ Ω1(S0). Let L
′ be a compact subarc of L such that γ0 ⊂ L′ ⊂ U0 and ∂γ0 ∩ ∂L′ = ∅.

Then there exists an open subset V0 ⊂ S0 containing pr0(γ0) such that pr(V 0) ∩ pr(L) ⊂ pr(L′ \ ∂L′).
We apply Proposition 4.3 to the subarc pr0(γ0) of the curve pr0(L

′) lying on the surface S0, to the open
set V0 and the real number ε = r0 −max{|z(p)| : p ∈ L′}.

Among the assumptions of Proposition 4.3 we need to check only that the curve pr0(L
′) is Lavrentiev.

Since L′ is Legendrian, its regular projection pr0(L
′) is locally Lavrentiev by Lemma 3.12. Since pr0(L

′)
is compact and embedded, it is Lavrentiev by Lemma 2.7.

By Proposition 4.3 we have an isotopy F0 : pr0(L
′) × [0; 1] → S0. Let ∂L′ = {P,Q}. We note that

pr0(P ) /∈ V0 by the definition of V0. Thus by condition (6) in Proposition 4.3 the point pr0(P ) stays
fixed under the isotopy F0. Let us prove that there exists the unique map F ′ : L′× [0; 1] → U0 such that
F ′(P, t) = P , F ′(L′ × {t}) is Legendrian and pr0 ◦ F ′(•, t) = F0(•, t) ◦ pr0 for any t ∈ [0; 1].

The last condition on F ′ means that F ′ is a lift of the isotopy F0 under the projection pr0. Since we
want the curves F ′(L′ ×{t}) to be Legendrian, the z-coordinate is uniquely determined on these curves
by Lemma 3.11 and the fact that F ′(P, t) = P. By condition (4) in Proposition 4.3 and by the definition
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of ε the restriction of z-coordinate on F ′(L′ × {t}) is bounded above and below by ±r0 thus the curves
F ′(L′ × {t}) are well defined for any t and lie in U0.

Then we note that F ′(Q, t) = Q for any t ∈ [0; 1]. Indeed, this follows from condition (5) in Proposi-
tion 4.3. That means that we can extend the map F ′ to the map F : L× [0; 1]→ V such that F (p, t) = p
for any p ∈ L \ L′ and t ∈ [0; 1]. Then we check one by one that all conditions are satisfied by F .

Condition (1) is trivial.
For conditions (6) and (7) we remind that U0 ⊂ V and all our constructions were done in U0.
Condition (8). By (8) in Proposition 4.3 the arc F0(pr0(γ0) × {1}) is contained in a smooth subarc

of F0(pr0(L
′) × {1}). Since the contact form is smooth the Legendrian lifting of a smooth arc is also

smooth.
To check the remaining conditions we introduce a suitable open cover of the curve L. There exists

an open set W ′ ⊂ S such that W ′ ∩ pr(L) = pr(L′ \ ∂L′). We set W0 = pr(V0) ∪ W ′. Since V0 ⊂ S0

is open, pr(V0) ⊂ S is also open and W0 is open. By the definition of V0, W0 ∩ pr(L) = pr(L′ \ ∂L′).
Since the isotopy F is supported in pr−1

0 (V0) and by the definition of V0 pr(V 0) ∩ pr(L) ⊂ pr(L′ \ ∂L′),
there exists an open subset W1 ⊂ S such that W1 ⊃ pr((L \L′) ∪ ∂L′) and if pr(F (p, t)) ∈ W1 for some
t ∈ [0; 1] then F (p, t) = p for any t ∈ [0; 1]. By construction pr(L) ⊂ W0 ∪W1. What we need later is
that in pr−1(W1) the isotopy F is trivial, while pr−1(W0) ∩ F (L × {t}) = F ′((L′ \ ∂L′) × {t}) for any
t ∈ [0; 1].

Condition (9). It is sufficient to consider subarcs which are contained either in pr−1(W0) or in
pr−1(W1). The latter case is trivial. The former case follows from condition (9) in Proposition 4.3 and
the fact that if the regular projection of a Legendrian curve is smooth and the contact form is smooth
then the curve is smooth.

Condition (5). By condition (2) in Proposition 4.3 all maps F0(•, t) : pr0(L′) → S0 are C-bi-Lipschitz
for some common C. All curves F ′(L′ ×{t}) are Legendrian. So by Proposition 3.18 F ′ is a continuous
Legendrian isotopy. Since the definition of a Legendrian isotopy is local, F

∣∣
pr−1(W1)∩L×[0;1]

is trivial,

F
∣∣
pr−1(W0)∩L×[0;1]

= F ′
∣∣
pr−1(W0)∩L×[0;1]

and L ⊂ pr−1(W0) ∪ pr−1(W1), F is also a Legendrian isotopy.

Condition (2). Similarly to the checking of condition (5) by Proposition 3.18 the maps F ′(•, t) are
bi-Lipschitz with a common constant. By Lemma 2.5 the maps F (•, t) are bi-Lipschitz with a common
constant.

Condition (3). By condition (3) in Proposition 4.3 F0 is Lipschitz. Then by Lemma 3.19 F ′ is
Lipschitz. Thus F is locally Lipschitz. Since L× [0; 1] is compact, F is Lipschitz.

Condition (4). We only need to check that pr
∣∣
F (L×{t})

is injective for any t ∈ [0; 1]. This is satisfied in

pr−1(W1) because U is a regular neighborhood of L. This is satisfied in pr−1(W0) because pr : S0 → S
is injective and pr0 : F ′(L′ × {t}) → S0 is injective by construction. �

Let L be a smooth Legendrian link. Let us prove that any C1-continuous isotopy F : L × [0; 1] →
(M, ξ) of smooth Legendrian links is a Legendrian isotopy in the sense of Definition 6.1. Indeed by
Lemma 2.17 the curves F (γ × {t}) are Lavrentiev with a common constant where γ is any component
of the link L. Since the curves F (γ × {t}) are tangent to the contact structure, the integral of the
contact form on any their subarc is zero, hence they are Legendrian and by Proposition 3.10 the isotopy
is Legendrian.

Proposition 6.4. Let two smooth Legendrian links be Legendrian isotopic as Legendrian Lavrentiev
links. Then they are smoothly Legendrian isotopic.

We say that two Legendrian curves have the common core K if there exists their common regular
neighborhood such that K is its core (see Definition 5.22).

Lemma 6.5. Let K be a core of the regular neighborhood U of the closed Legendrian curve L. Let S
denote the surface of the core K and pr : K → S be the projection along the trajectories of the contact
field. Suppose that a Legendrian curve L′ is isotopic to L, L′ ⊂ K \ ∂K and pr

∣∣
L′ is injective. Then U

is a regular neighborhood of L′ and K is a core of U as a regular neighborhood of L′.



36 MAXIM PRASOLOV

Proof. Let us show that U is a regular neighborhood of L′. We need to check only that the projection
of L′ along the trajectories of the contact field is injective. Since it is injective in K \ ∂K, by (1) in the
definition of the core it is injective in U .

Then we show that K is the core of U as a regular neighborhood of L′. We need to check only that
the contact structure is coorientable on L′ if and only if it is coorientable on L. Since L and L′ are
isotopic, this is true. �

Lemma 6.6. Let K be a core of a regular neighborhood U of the closed Legendrian curve L. Then there
exists a smooth Legendrian curve L′ which has the common core K with L.

Proof. We represent the curve L as the union of two compact subarcs γ1 and γ2. We apply Proposi-
tion 6.3 for the regular neighborhood K \ ∂K of the curve L two times. First, we put γ0 = γ1, and then
we put γ0 = γ2. By (8) of that proposition we get a smooth Legendrian curve L′ in K \ ∂K. By (4)
K \ ∂K is a regular neighborhood of L′. By Lemma 6.5 U is a regular neighborhood of L′ and K is the
core of U as a regular neighborhood of L′. �

Lemma 6.7. Let two smooth Legendrian closed curves L0 and L1 have a common core. Then L0 and
L1 are smoothly Legendrian isotopic.

Proof. Let S be the surface of the core. By Lemma 5.25 the curves pr(L0) and pr(L1) are isotopic inside
S to the core curve of S. Let {γt}t∈[0;1] be a smooth isotopy between γ0 = pr(L0) and γ1 = pr(L1).

By Proposition 5.26 there exists a common regular neighborhood U of the curves L0 and L1 with
r = +∞ which contains the core.

Suppose that S is a Möbius band. By the definition of the core, the contact structure is not coori-
entable on L0. Since γ0 = pr(L0) is isotopic to L0, the contact structure is not coorientable on γ0.
The same holds for all curves γt. This means that for any t the surface pr−1(γt) is homeomorphic to a
Möbius band and the foliation on it given by the intersection with the contact planes consists of closed
leaves only, and there is the unique leaf that projects to S injectively (the projection of any other leaf
is a double covering). This leaf is the unique closed Legendrian curve Lt ⊂ U such that pr(Lt) = γt.
Then {Lt}t∈[0;1] is a sought-for isotopy.

If S is an annulus, by Remark 5.3 the contact structure on pr−1(S) is the kernel of the 1-form
dz + pr∗β (see Subsection 3.1). Then we can continuously deform the isotopy {γt}t∈[0;1] in such a way
that the area with respect to the area form dβ of the connected components of S \ γt is independent
of t. This can be done as in Subsection 3.2 but instead of using a correction square we use the whole
annulus S to correct the integral. Here we do not need the results of that section in full generality
because all is smooth. After the integral is corrected, we can lift the isotopy to a Legendrian isotopy of
closed Legendrian curves. �

Lemma 6.8. Let l be a contact field of line elements transverse to the contact structure. Let for each
j = 0 and j = 1 the closed Legendrian curves Lj and L have a common core with the field l and Lj be
smooth. Then the curves L0 and L1 are smoothly Legendrian isotopic.

Proof. For each j = 0, 1 let Kj and Sj denote the core for Lj and the surface of the core respectively.
Let (U, S, l, r) be a regular neighborhood of L such that U ⊂ K0 ∩K1. The projections prj : S → Sj

are local homeomorphisms and they are injective on the compact subset pr(L). Therefore there exists

an open neighborhood S̃ ⊂ S of pr(L), such that the restrictions of the projections pr0 and pr1 on this

neighborhood are open embeddings. We set ‹U = expl(Brl(S̃)). It is clear that (‹U, S̃, l, r) is a regular
neighborhood of L. Let K ′ be its core and S′ be the surface of the core. By (1) in the definition of the
core the maps prj : S

′ → Sj are embeddings.
By Lemma 6.6 there exists a smooth closed Legendrian curve L′ having the common core K ′ with

L. Let us show that Kj is a common core of L′ and Lj. The map prj : S′ → Sj is an embedding,

prj
∣∣
L′ = prj

∣∣
S′ ◦ pr′

∣∣
L′ and the map pr′

∣∣
L′ is injective, hence prj

∣∣
L′ is injective. By Lemma 6.5 Kj is a

common core of L′ and Lj .
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Since K0 is a common core of L0 and L′, and K1 is a common core of L1 and L′, by Lemma 6.7 the
curves L0, L1 are smoothly Legendrian isotopic. �

Lemma 6.9. Let {ls}s∈[0;1] be a smooth family of contact fields of line elements on a contact manifold.
Let (Ks, S, r) be a core of some regular neighborhood of the Legendrian curve L with the contact field ls
for any s ∈ [0; 1]. Let for each s = 0 and s = 1 the Legendrian curves Ls and L have the common core
Ks. Let the curves L0 and L1 be smooth. Then the curves L0 and L1 are smoothly Legendrian isotopic.

Proof. Let us fix s0 ∈ [0; 1]. By Lemma 6.6 there exists a smooth Legendrian curve Ls0 having the
common core Ks0 with L. Let us prove that there exists an interval J ⊂ [0; 1] containing s0 such that
Ks is a common core of Ls0 and L for any s ∈ J.

The surface S and the number r are fixed, the field ls continuously depends on s, Ls0 ⊂ Ks0\∂Ks0 and
Ks = expls

(
Brls(S)

)
. This means that Ls0 ⊂ Ks\∂Ks for s ∈ J where J is some interval containing s0.

Since Ls0 is a smooth Legendrian curve and the field ls0 is transverse to the contact planes, the projection
prs0

∣∣
Ls0

is regular. Since the map prs0
∣∣
Ls0

is injective and regular, any its C1-small deformation is also

injective. Hence we can shorten the interval J to make the map prs
∣∣
Ls0

injective for any s ∈ J. By

Lemma 6.5 Ks is a common core.

Since [0; 1] is compact, there exist a sequence 0 = s0 < s1 < · · · < sM = 1, an open cover [0; 1] =
M⋃
i=1

Ji

and a sequence of smooth Legendrian curves {Lsi}M−1
i=1 such that for any i = 1, . . . ,M : {si−1, si} ⊂ Ji

and for any s ∈ Ji the curves Lsi and L have the common core Ks.
Therefore for any i = 0, . . . ,M − 1 the curves Lsi and Lsi+1 have the common core Ksi . So by

Lemma 6.7 the curves Lsi and Lsi+1 are smoothly Legendrian isotopic. Concatenating all constructed
isotopies we obtain that L0 and L1 are Legendrian isotopic as smooth Legendrian curves. �

Definition 6.10. Let l0 and l1 be contact fields of line elements transverse to the contact structure.
By the affine combination of the fields l0 and l1 with the coefficient s ∈ [0; 1] we call the field defined in
any simply connected open set by the equation

l(l0, l1, s) := {v,−v}, where v = (1− s)v0 + sv1, l0 = {v0,−v0}, l1 = {v1,−v1}
and v0 and v1 are directed to the same side of the contact plane. The field l(l0, l1, s) is contact and is
transverse to the contact structure for any s ∈ [0; 1].

Lemma 6.11. Let for each j = 0 and j = 1 the closed Legendrian curves Lj and L have a common
core and Lj be smooth. Then the curves L0 and L1 are smoothly Legendrian isotopic.

Proof. Denote the contact fields by l0 and l1. For any s ∈ [0; 1] we define a field ls = l(l0, l1, s) in the
intersection of the interiors of these two cores of L.

Let us fix s0 ∈ [0; 1]. By Lemma 5.5 the curve L has a regular neighborhood with the field ls0 . Let
(K,S, r) denote a core of this regular neighborhood. We claim that there exists a neighborhood J of s0
such that for any s ∈ J the compact set Ks = expls(Brls(S)) is a core of some regular neighborhood
of L with the field ls. It is sufficient to construct such interval for each condition in Definition 5.22 and
then take the intersection of these intervals.

The map expls
∣∣
Brls (S)

is a smooth embedding for any s in some neighborhood of s0 because it is a

smooth embedding for s = s0, Brls(S) is compact and ls depends smoothly on s.
The curve L is contained in Ks \ ∂Ks for any s in some neighborhood of s0 by continuity of ls on s.

We prove that prs
∣∣
L
is injective for s sufficiently close to s0. Suppose the contrary. Then there exist

sequences Pi ∈ L, Qi ∈ L, s′i ∈ [0; 1] such that the points Pi and Qi are connected in Ks′
i
by a trajectory

of the field ls′
i
and s′i → s0 as i → +∞. Since L is compact, we can assume that Pi → P, Qi → Q. Since

prs0
∣∣
L
is injective, P = Q. By the definition of a Legendrian curve for any local coordinate system at the

point P = Q there exists a neighborhood of this point such that the angle between the segment joining
any two points of the curve in this neighborhood and the contact plane is small. This contradicts the
fact that ls0 is transverse to the contact plane.
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So by Lemma 6.5 Ks is a core of some regular neighborhood of L for any s ∈ J where J is some
interval containing s0.

Then by compactness of [0; 1] there exist a sequence 0 = s0 < s1 < · · · < sM = 1, an open cover

[0; 1] =
M⋃
i=1

Ji, a sequence of surfaces {Si}Mi=1 and a sequence of real numbers {ri}Mi=1 such that for any

i = 1, . . . ,M : {si−1, si} ⊂ Ji and for any s ∈ Ji the compact set Ki,s = expls(Brils(Si)) is a core of a
regular neighborhood of L with the field ls.

Therefore for any i = 1, . . . ,M − 1 the compacts Ki,si and Ki+1,si are cores of regular neighborhoods
of L with the same field lsi .

By Lemma 6.6 for any i = 1, . . . ,M there exist smooth Legendrian curves L′
i and L′′

i such that Ki,si−1

is a common core of L′
i and L, and Ki,si is a common core of L′′

i and L. By Lemma 6.8 the curves
L′′
i and L′

i+1 are smoothly Legendrian isotopic, and by Lemma 6.9 the curves L′
i and L′′

i are smoothly
Legendrian isotopic. So the curves L′

1 and L′′
M are smoothly Legendrian isotopic.

By Lemma 6.8 L0 is smoothly Legendrian isotopic to L′
1, and L′′

M is smoothly Legendrian isotopic to
L1. So L0 is smoothly Legendrian isotopic to L1. �

Proof of Proposition 6.4. Let L0 and L1 be smooth Legendrian links and let {Lt}t∈[0;1] be a Legendrian
isotopy.

For a component c of the link L0 let ct denote the corresponding component of the link Lt.
Let t0 ∈ [0; 1] and K be a core of some regular neighborhood of some connected component ct0 of

the link Lt0 . We claim that K is a common core of the curves ct0 and ct for t ∈ I where I is some
neighborhood of t0. It is clear that ct lies in the interior of K for t sufficiently close to t0. Let S be the
surface of the core K. By Lemma 6.5 it only remains to prove that for t sufficiently close to t0 the curve
ct is projected to S along the trajectories of the contact field injectively. To show this we take some
point P ∈ ct0 and choose such Euclidean coordinates in the neighborhood of P that the orthogonal
projection to the contact plane at P coincides with the projection along trajectories. This is possible
because the contact field is transverse to contact planes. We choose a neighborhood V of P such that
the intersection of V with each trajectory is either an interval or the empty set. We can assume that the
coordinates are defined on the whole V because we can take smaller V . By the definition of Legendrian
isotopy (Definition 3.2) there exists a smaller neighborhood U of P and a neighborhood I of t0 such
that for all moments t ∈ I the projection of the set ct ∩ U to the contact plane is injective. Since the
intersection of V with each trajectory is connected, the projection of ct ∩ U to S along trajectories is
injective. Since ct0 is compact, we can cover it by a finite number of such neighborhoods and then
intersect all corresponding intervals of time.

Since [0; 1] is compact, by the discussion above we have the following. There exist a sequence 0 =

t0 < t1 < · · · < tN = 1 and a cover [0; 1] =
N⋃
j=1

Ij by connected open subsets such that {tj−1, tj} ⊂ Ij ,

for any component c of the link L0 and for any j = 1, . . . , N there exist a sequence of compacts {Kc
j}Nj=1

such that Kc
j is a core of some regular neighborhood of the curve ct for t ∈ Ij .

By choosing the compacts Kc
j sufficiently small, we can also assume that for any j = 1, . . . , N − 1

the sets Kc
j ∪Kc

j+1 do not intersect each other for distinct c.
By Lemma 6.6 for any component c and any j ∈ {1, . . . , N} there exists a smooth Legendrian curve

Lc
j which has a regular neighborhood with the core Kc

j .
We see that for j ∈ {1, . . . , N} the curves ctj and Lc

j have a common coreKc
j and for j ∈ {0, . . . , N−1}

the curves ctj and Lc
j+1 have a common core Kc

j+1. By Lemma 6.11 the curves Lc
j and Lc

j+1 are smoothly
Legendrian isotopic for j ∈ {1, . . . , N−1}. This isotopy can be chosen in a sufficiently small neighborhood
of Kc

j ∪ Kc
j+1 so that such neighborhoods do not intersect each other for distinct c. So this isotopy

provides a smooth Legendrian isotopy between Legendrian links
⋃

c∈π0(L0)

Lc
j and

⋃
c∈π0(L0)

Lc
j+1.

Since the curves c0 and Lc
1 have a common core Kc

1 , they are smoothly Legendrian isotopic by
Lemma 6.7. For each c the isotopy can be chosen to be supported in a sufficiently small neighborhood
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of Kc
1 such that the union of these isotopies provides an isotopy between L0 and

⋃
c∈π0(L0)

Lc
1. The same

holds for the curves c1 and Lc
N .

Concatenating all constructed smooth isotopies we obtain a smooth Legendrian isotopy between L0

and L1. �

Remark 6.12. Propositions 6.2 and 6.4 constitutes Theorem 1.1. Using this theorem we can associate
canonically an equivalence class of smooth Legendrian links with a given Legendrian Lavrentiev link. Let
us emphasize that this is not just a correspondence. Legendrian isotopies relate the result of smoothing
with the initial link in a geometrical manner not depending on a coordinate system.

Corollary 6.13. Let L0 and L1 be Legendrian links in the contact manifold M . If they are Legendrian
isotopic, there exist a real number C and a Legendrian isotopy F : L0 × [0; 1] → M from L0 to L1 such
that F is Lipschitz and the map F (•, t) : L0 → M is C-bi-Lipschitz for any t ∈ [0; 1].

Proof. By Proposition 6.3 each component of the link L0 can be smoothed to a link L′
0. This smoothing

can be done in pairwise disjoint neighborhoods of the components so it gives a Legendrian isotopy of
the link. This isotopy is Lipschitz and all curves in the isotopy are C-bi-Lipschitz for a common C.
Let L′

1 be a similar smoothing for the link L1. By Proposition 6.4 the links L′
0 and L′

1 are smoothly
Legendrian isotopic. So there exists a smooth Legendrian isotopy between the links L′

0 and L′
1. It is

automatically Lipschitz and all curves in this isotopy are C-bi-Lipschitz for some C by Lemma 2.17.
The concatenation of the considered isotopies is a sought-for Legendrian isotopy. �

7. Continuous Legendrian curves

It is natural to try to define Legendrian continuous curves in the same way as in Definition 3.2 but
replacing the phrase ”locally Lavrentiev” by ”continuous”. Actually it was the starting point of the
present work. In this section we discuss a problem which occurs on this way.

We start with the following equivalent definition that was introduced to me by Ivan Dynnikov.
Formally, we do not use this definition in this paper. But we find this definition illuminating.

Definition 7.1. A continuous curve L is called Legendrian if for any point p ∈ L and any Euclidean
coordinates of class C1 in a neighborhood of p there exists a smaller neighborhood U ∋ p such that the
orthogonal projection to the contact plane at p is injective on L ∩ U.

A continuous isotopy of Legendrian curves {Lt}t∈[0;1] is called Legendrian if for any moment t0 ∈ [0; 1],

for any point p ∈ Lt0 and any Euclidean coordinates of class C1 in a neighborhood of p there exist a
smaller neighborhood U ∋ p and an interval I ∋ t0 such that for any moment t ∈ I the orthogonal
projection to the contact plane at p is injective on Lt ∩ U.

Proposition 7.2. Definition 7.1 and Definition 3.2 with ”locally Lavrentiev” replaced by ”continuous”
are equivalent.

Proof. First we prove that if the curve (isotopy) is Legendrian by Definition 3.2 then it is Legendrian
by Definition 7.1.

Suppose that Euclidean coordinates in a neighborhood of p ∈ L (Lt0) are set. Then by Definition 3.2
there exists a neighborhood U of p (and a time interval I ∋ t0) such that the angle between the contact
plane ξp and the vector p′′ − p′ is less than π/2 for any two points p′, p′′ ∈ L ∩ U (∈ Lt ∩ U for t ∈ I).
Therefore in U the orthogonal projection to the contact plane ξp is injective on the curve L (Lt for
t ∈ I).

Now let L (the isotopy Lt) be Legendrian by Definition 7.1. We prove by the contrary that it is
Legendrian by Definition 3.2.

Suppose that for some ε > 0 for some local Euclidean coordinates at the point p on the curve L (Lt0)
there exist sequences p′n, p

′′
n of points on the curve L (Ltn) such that

1. p′n → p and p′′n → p if n → ∞.
2. ∠(p′n − p′′n, ξp) > ε.

(3.) tn → t0 if n → ∞.
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By Lemma 7.3 there exists a curve γ1(t) of class C
1 which passes through the points p and p′ni

where
ni is some increasing sequence. If γ1(t) is transverse to ξp, there exist local Euclidean coordinates at p
such that the contact plane ξp is the xy-plane and γ1(t) is z-axis. So the orthogonal projection to ξp is
not injective in any neighborhood of p (and any neighborhood of t0), a contradiction. Therefore γ1(t)
is tangent to ξp.

By Lemma 7.3 there exists a curve γ2(s) of class C
1 which passes through the points p′′ni

− p′ni
for an

infinite number of indices i. For any t the curve γ1(t)+γ2(s) of parameter s is transverse to contact planes
in some neighborhoods of p. Since the curve γ1(t) is tangent to ξp, for distinct t the curves γ1(t)+ γ2(s)
of parameter s are disjoint in some neighborhood of p. Moreover, there exist Euclidean coordinates such
that these curves are straight lines parallel to z-axis and ξp is xy-plane. So the orthogonal projection
to ξp is not injective in any neighborhood of p (and any neighborhood of t0), a contradiction. �

Lemma 7.3. Let {pn}n∈N be a sequence of points which converges to the point p. Then there exists a
C1-smooth curve which passes through p and through pn for an infinite number of indices.

Proof. We can assume that no point pn coincide with p. Also we can assume that all points lie in
Euclidean space R3.

There exists a sequence ni such that (pni
−p)/|pni

−p| converges to some vector v because the sphere
is compact. We can assume that ni = i.

There exists a non-compact embedded piecewise linear curve such that any its breaking point belongs
to the sequence {pn}n∈N and the direction of its edge tends to v. We can construct such curve by adding
inductively to the curve a straight line segment such that its added endpoint is sufficiently close to p.
Angles at breaking points can be smoothed in such a way that in a neighborhood of any breaking point
the unit vector tangent to the obtained smooth curve moves along the geodesic on the sphere from the
direction of the previous edge to the direction of the next edge. The compactification of this curve is
C1-smooth because the unit tangent vector tends to v. �

7.1. A counterexample. First, we construct a family of Legendrian continuous curves having a com-
mon point and having the same regular projection.

The regular projection of the curve that we will construct is a curve in the unit square. This curve
was introduced by Lance and Thomas in [16]. Let {sn}n∈N be a sequence of real numbers such that
0 < sn < 1 for any n ∈ N. Let S1 be a set containing the unique element which is a square whose side has
the length a1. Let C1 denote a set containing the unique element which is the cross lying symmetrically
in the square from S1 which touches each side of the square along the segment of length s1 · a1. With
the cross from C1 we associate three segments inside this cross as in Figure 7.

Figure 7. A cross with three segments

Let S2 be four squares which constitutes the complement to the cross from C1 inside the square from
S1. Then we iterate this procedure for each square in S2. For each square from S2 we construct a similar
cross which touches the side of the square along the segment of length s2 · a2 where a2 = (1− 2s1) · a1
and a2 is the length of the side of each square from S2. In this way for each n ∈ N we obtain a set Sn of
squares whose sides have length an and a set Cn of crosses. The cross from Cn contained in the square
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X ∈ Sn we denote by C(X). For each n ∈ N with each cross from Cn we associate three segments as in
Figure 7.

The closure of the union of all segments associated with constructed crosses is an embedded curve.

This curve is also the union of all associated segments and the Cantor set
∞⋂

n=1

⋃
X∈Sn

X. The measure of

this curve is positive if and only if
∞∑
n=1

sn < ∞. We denote this curve by γ. Denote by γn the curve
Ç
γ \ ⋃

X∈Sn

X

å
∪ ⋃

X∈Sn

X� where X� denotes the diagonal of the squareX joining the left bottom corner

with the right top corner. The curves γn are shown in Figure 8 for n = 1, 2, 3, 4.

Figure 8. Approximating the curve of positive measure

Suppose that
∞∑

n=1
sn < ∞ and an/sn → 0 if n → ∞. These conditions are satisfied, for example, if

sn = 1/(n+ 1)2. Consider the contact manifold (R3, ker(dz − ydx)) and suppose that the square from
S1 is the square [0; a1] × [0; a1] × {0}. For any non-negative real number K we construct a Legendrian
curve γ̃(K) in (R3, ker(dz− ydx)) whose orthogonal projection to x, y-plane coincides with γ and which
passes through the points (0, 0, 0) and (a1, a1, (K + 1/2)a21).

First we define γ̃(0). We will define it as a graph of a function z on γ. The curve γn is piecewise linear,
so there is the unique Legendrian curve γ̃n passing through the origin whose projection is γn. Consider
the z-coordinate of the point p ∈ γ̃n as a function on γn and denote it by zn(pr(p)). It is a direct check
that z1(a1, a1) = z2(a1, a1). A similar argument shows that zn(p) = zn+m(p) for any m ≥ 0 where p
is the left bottom corner of any square from Sn. So we define z(p) = zn(p). These corners constitute a
dense subset of γ. So we can define z by continuity if we prove that for any square X ∈ Sn the range
of zn+m on X is bounded above by something that is independent of m and tends to zero if n tends to
infinity.

Suppose that p is the left bottom corner of X ∈ Sn, q is the left bottom corner of Y ∈ Sn+m and
X ⊃ Y. Then we take a sequence p = p0, p1, . . . , pm = q of the left bottom corners of the squares
X = X0, X1, . . . , Xm = Y respectively such that Xk ∈ Sn+k, Xk ⊃ Xk+1. Then

z(q)− z(p) =

m∑

k=1

(z(pk)− z(pk−1)) =

m∑

k=1

(zn+k(pk)− zn+k(pk−1)).

On any Legendrian curve we have z1 − z0 =
t1∫
t0

y(t)dx(t). Also |y| ≤ a1 and the total variation of x on

γn+k ∩Xk−1 is 3an+k−1, so

|z(q)− z(p)| ≤
m∑

k=1

(3a1an+k−1) <

m∑

k=1

(3a1an2
1−k) < 6a1an.

So the function z is well defined on γ.



42 MAXIM PRASOLOV

Let {kn}n∈N be a sequence such that k1 = K and kn+1 = kn/(1− sn)
2 for each n ∈ N. It is clear that

the sequence kn converges. We define the curve γ̃(K) as a graph of the function z +∆z on γ where ∆z
is the unique monotonic continuous function such that

• ∆z is constant on each associated segment.
• ∆z(0, 0) = 0.
• For any n ∈ N for each square from Sn we have ∆z(q) −∆z(p) = kna

2
n where p and q are the

left bottom and the right top corners of the square respectively.

If (x, y, z) ∈ γ̃(K), z = z(x, y) + ∆z(x, y).
Let X ∈ Sn, (x, y) ∈ γ ∩X, (x0, y0) be the left bottom corner of X . Let us prove that

(17) |z(x, y)− z(x0, y0)− (x − x0)y0| ≤ a2n/2.

Let f(x, y) = z(x, y)−z(x0, y0)−(x−x0)y0 be a function on γ∩X. We note that f(x1, y1) =
t1∫
t0

(y(t)−

y0)dx(t) where xi = x(ti) and yi = y(ti) for i = 0, 1. Let us prove that the right top corner (x1, y1) of
the square X is the point where the function f achieves its maximum. Consider the right top corners of
four squares from Sn+1 which are contained in X. Since z = zn+1 at these points, it is the direct check
that the maximum value of f among these points is being achieved at (x1, y1). Let X = X1 ⊃ X2 ⊃ . . .

be a sequence of squares such that
∞⋂
k=1

Xk = {(x, y)} and Xk ∈ Sn+k for any k = 1, 2, . . . . Let (xk, yk)

be the right top corner of Xk. A similar argument shows that f(x1, y1) ≥ f(x2, y2) ≥ . . . . Therefore
f(x1, y1) ≥ f(x, y). Since f(x1, y1) = a2n/2, we get

z(x, y)− z(x0, y0)− (x − x0)y0 ≤ a2n/2.

In a similar way one can prove that f(x0, y1) is the minimum of f and that f(x0, y1) > −a2n/2. So
the inequality (17) is proved.

Then we prove that γ̃(K) is Legendrian. Let p(x, y, z) be a point on γ̃(K). Let us find a neighborhood
of the point p where condition (2) of Definition 3.2 is satisfied.

Case 1. If (x, y) lies in the interior of some associated segment, the curve γ̃(K) is a smooth Legendrian
curve in some neighborhood of p. So this case is obvious.

Case 2. Suppose that (x, y) is neither the left bottom corner nor the right top corner of any square from
Sn for any n and that (x, y) does not lie on any associated segment. Let p′(x′, y′, z′) and p′′(x′′, y′′, z′′)
be two points on γ̃(K). Let n be the largest number such that the points (x′, y′) and (x′′, y′′) lie in some
square X ∈ Sn. Let m be the largest number such that the points (x, y), (x′, y′) and (x′′, y′′) lie in some
square from Sm. Let (x0, y0) be the left bottom corner of X and p0(x0, y0, z0) be the corresponding
point on γ̃(K). We need to prove that ∠(p′′ − p′, ξp) → 0 if m → ∞.

∠(p′′ − p′, ξp) ≤ ∠(p′′ − p′, ξp0) + ∠(ξp0 , ξp).

Since ξ is continuous, ∠(ξp0 , ξp) → 0 if m → ∞. So it is sufficient to prove that ∠(p′′ − p′, ξp0) → 0 if
m → ∞.

(18)

sin∠(p′′ − p′, ξp0) = |−(x′′ − x′)y0 + z′′ − z′| /|p′′ − p′|
»
y20 + 1 < |−(x′′ − x′)y0 + z′′ − z′| /|p′′ − p′|.

Case 2a. If (x′, y′) and (x′′, y′′) lie in the union of squares from Sn+1, |p′′ − p′| ≥ snan. Recall that
z′ = z(x′, y′) + ∆z(x′, y′) and z′′ = z(x′′, y′′) + ∆z(x′′, y′′). Hence continuing inequality (18)
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sin∠(p′′ − p′, ξp0) < |(z′′ − z(x0, y0)− (x′′ − x0)y0)− (z′ − z(x0, y0)− (x′ − x0)y0)| /|p′′ − p′| ≤
≤ |∆z(x′′, y′′)−∆z(x′, y′)| /|p′′ − p′|+

+ |(z(x′′, y′′)− z(x0, y0)− (x′′ − x0)y0)− (z(x′, y′)− z(x0, y0)− (x′ − x0)y0)| /|p′′ − p′| ≤
≤ (kna

2
n + a2n)/(snan) = (kn + 1)an/sn → 0,

where we used estimate (17).
Case 2b. If (x′, y′) and (x′′, y′′) lie on the same segment associated with the cross C(X)

z′′ − z′ =

x′′∫

x′

ydx = (x′′ − x′)(y′ + y′′)/2.

Therefore continuing inequality (18)

sin∠(p′′ − p′, ξp0) < |x′′ − x′| ((y′ + y′′)/2− y0) /|p′′ − p′| < (y′ + y′′)/2− y0 < an → 0.

Case 2c. If (x′, y′) and (x′′, y′′) lie on distinct segments associated with the cross C(X), the estimate
is similar to Case 2a.
Case 2d. If (x′, y′) lies inside some square Y ∈ Sn+1, (x

′′, y′′) lies on a segment I associated with the
cross C(X) and Y ∩ I = ∅, the estimate is similar to Case 2a.
Case 2e. Suppose that (x′, y′) lies inside some square Y ∈ Sn+1, (x

′′, y′′) lies on a segment I associated
with the cross C(X) and Y ∩ I = {(x1, y1)}. Let l be the largest number such that the points (x′, y′)
and (x1, y1) lie inside some square Z ∈ Sl. It is clear that X ⊃ Y ⊃ Z. Let (x′

0, y
′
0) be the left bottom

corner of Z.
Let p′′′(x′′′, y′′′, z′′′) be the point on γ̃(K) such that its projection to xy-plane coincides with the

orthogonal projection of (x′, y′) to I. Let us continue bound (18):

|−(x′′ − x′)y0 + z′′ − z′| /|p′′ − p′| = |−(x′′ − x′′′)y0 + z′′ − z′′′ − (x′′′ − x′)y0 + z′′′ − z′| /|p′′ − p′| ≤

≤ |−(x′′ − x′′′)y0 + z′′ − z′′′| /
»
(x′′ − x′′′)2 + (y′′ − y′′′)2+

+ |−(x′′′ − x′)y0 + z′′′ − z′| /
»
(x′ − x′′′)2 + (y′ − y′′′)2.

The first summand can be bounded in the same way as in Case 2b. Now we consider the second. We
begin with the denominator. Since dist((x′, y′), (x1, y1)) ≥ al+1 and the angle between I and the side
of the square Y is not less than arctan sn,

»
(x′ − x′′′)2 + (y′ − y′′′)2 > al+1 sin arctan sn = al+1sn/

√
1 + s2n > al+1sn/

√
2.

Now we bound the nominator. Let (x1, y1, z1) ∈ γ̃(K).

|−(x′ − x′′′)y0 + z′ − z′′′| = |(−(x′ − x1)y0 + z′ − z1) + (−(x1 − x′′′)y0 + z1 − z′′′)| ≤
≤ |(−(x′ − x1)y0 + z(x′, y′)− z(x1, y1)) + ∆z(x′, y′)−∆z(x1, y1)|+

+ |−(x1 − x′′′)y0 + z(x1, y1)− z(x′′′, y′′′)| ≤ |−(x′ − x1)y0 + z(x′, y′)− z(x1, y1)|+
+ |∆z(x′, y′)−∆z(x1, y1)|+ |−(x1 − x′′′)y0 + (x1 − x′′′)(y1 + y′′′)/2| ≤

≤ |−(x′ − x1)y0 + z(x′, y′)− z(x1, y1)|+ kla
2
l + alan,
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because |x1 − x′′′| < al. Recall that (x
′
0, y

′
0) is the left bottom corner of the square Z. Then we bound

the first summand

|−(x′ − x1)y0 + z(x′, y′)− z(x1, y1)| = |(−(x′ − x1)y
′
0 + z(x′, y′)− z(x1, y1)) + (x′ − x1)(y

′
0 − y0)| ≤

≤ |(−(x′ − x′
0)y

′
0 + z(x′, y′)− z(x′

0, y
′
0))− (−(x1 − x′

0)y
′
0 + z(x1, y1)− z(x′

0, y
′
0))|+

+ |(x′ − x1)(y
′
0 − y0)| ≤ a2l /2 + a2l /2 + alan

by (17) for the square Z. So the nominator is bounded above by a2l + 2alan + kla
2
l . Now we combine

the estimates for the nominator and the denominator.

|−(x′ − x′′′)y0 + z′ − z′′′| /
»
(x′ − x′′′)2 + (y′ − y′′′)2 <

√
2
(
a2l + 2alan + kla

2
l

)
/ (al+1sn) =

=
√
2
(
a2l + 2alan + kla

2
l

)
/ (al(1 − sl)sn/2) = 2

√
2 ((1 + kl)al + 2an) / ((1− sl)sn) <

<
2
√
2(3 + kl)

1− sl

an
sn

→ 0.

Case 3. Suppose that (x, y) is the left bottom or the right top corner of some square from Sn for some
n ∈ N. This case is similar to Case 2.

So we proved that γ̃(K) is a Legendrian curve.
We can connect the ends of the curve γ by a piecewise linear path to obtain a closed embedded curve

on the plane. Then we can lift the obtained closed curve to a Legendrian curve which contains the curve
γ̃(K). We can find K such that the obtained Legendrian curve is closed. So we get a Legendrian unknot
whose regular projection to the plane is an embedded curve.

One can define the Thurston–Bennequin number for continuous closed Legendrian curves in the
usual way. By Lemma 5.6 any Legendrian curve has a collar transverse to the contact structure. By the
Thurston–Bennequin number of the Legendrian curve (in R3) we call the linking number of the boundary
components of the collar. This number keeps constant during Legendrian isotopies. To see this we note
that Proposition 5.4 also holds for continuous Legendrian curves, and that any regular neighborhood
of the Legendrian curve serves as a regular neighborhood for all Legendrian curves obtained by a small
Legendrian isotopy, see the end of the proof of Proposition 6.4 for details.

The Thurston–Bennequin number of the constructed Legendrian unknot is zero. Hence by [2] it is
not Legendrian isotopic to a smooth Legendrian knot in (R3, dz − ydx). So Theorem 1.1 is wrong for
continuous Legendrian curves.

8. Contactomorphisms

In this section we assume the ambient manifold to be compact and connected if not stated otherwise.
We continue to use Convention 2.9.

We equip the set of all bi-Lipschitz self-homeomorphisms of the manifold M with the metric

dist(f, g) = sup
p∈M

dist(f(p), g(p)) + sup
p6=q

∣∣∣∣ln
dist(f(p), f(q))

dist(g(p), g(q))

∣∣∣∣ .

Proposition 8.1. The metric space of bi-Lipschitz self-homeomorphisms is complete.

Proof. Pick a Cauchy sequence fn.
It is also a Cauchy sequence for the C0-part of our metric. So it C0-converges to a surjective continuous

map f. If f is not bi-Lipschitz, for any C there exists a pair of points p, q such that
∣∣∣ln dist(f(p),f(q))

dist(p,q)

∣∣∣ > C.

Since the sequence fn C0-converges to f ,
∣∣∣ln dist(fn(p),fn(q))

dist(p,q)

∣∣∣ > C for sufficiently large n. Making C

arbitrarily large we see that the sequence fn is unbounded, which is a contradiction. Thus f is a
bi-Lipschitz homeomorphism.
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It remains to prove that dist(fn, f) → 0. The C0-part of this distance is small by construction. Take
any small ε > 0. There exists N such that for any n,m greater than N we have dist(fn, fm) < ε. Take
any two distinct points p, q and a number n greater than N . There exists m greater than N such that
dist(fm(p), f(p)) < ε · dist(f(p), f(q)) and dist(fm(q), f(q)) < ε · dist(f(p), f(q)). Therefore

(19) ln

∣∣∣∣
dist(fn(p), fn(q))

dist(f(p), f(q))

∣∣∣∣ ≤ ln

∣∣∣∣
dist(fn(p), fn(q))

dist(fm(p), fm(q))

∣∣∣∣+ ln

∣∣∣∣
dist(fm(p), fm(q))

dist(f(p), f(q))

∣∣∣∣ ≤

≤ ln

∣∣∣∣
dist(fn(p), fn(q))

dist(fm(p), fm(q))

∣∣∣∣− ln(1− 2ε) < ε− ln(1 − 2ε).

�

Lemma 8.2. The space of C1-diffeomorphisms is a closed subspace of the space of bi-Lipschitz homeo-
morphisms. The restriction of the metric to this subspace equals

dist(f, g) = sup
p∈M

dist(f(p), g(p)) + sup
p∈M

(∣∣ln ||Dp(f ◦ g−1)||
∣∣ ,
∣∣ln ||Dp(g ◦ f−1)||

∣∣) .

Proof. It is known that any diffeomorphism is bi-Lipschitz. Let us prove the formula for the restriction.
Let f , g be two C1-diffeomorphisms.

dist(f, g) = sup
p∈M

dist(f(p), g(p)) + sup
p6=q

∣∣∣∣ln
dist(f(p), f(q))

dist(g(p), g(q))

∣∣∣∣ =

= sup
p∈M

dist(f(p), g(p)) + sup
p6=q

∣∣∣∣ln
dist(f ◦ g−1(p), f ◦ g−1(q))

dist(p, q)

∣∣∣∣ .

Let γ(s) be a smooth arc realizing the distance between two distinct points p and q. Then

dist
(
f ◦ g−1(p), f ◦ g−1(q)

)

dist(p, q)
≤

∫
||D

(
f ◦ g−1

)
(γ̇)||ds∫

||γ̇||ds ≤ sup
x∈M

||Dx

(
f ◦ g−1

)
||.

If there is no such arc γ we can obtain the same bound by choosing a sequence of smooth arcs
connecting the points p and q whose length tends to the distance between p and q. By the same
argument for the inverse map g ◦ f−1

dist
(
f ◦ g−1(p), f ◦ g−1(q)

)

dist(p, q)
≥ sup

x∈M
||Dx

(
g ◦ f−1

)
||−1.

So

sup
p6=q

∣∣∣∣ln
dist(f(p), f(q))

dist(g(p), g(q))

∣∣∣∣ ≤ sup
x∈M

(∣∣ln ||Dx(f ◦ g−1)||
∣∣ ,
∣∣ln ||Dx(g ◦ f−1)||

∣∣) .

Actually this inequality is an equality. To see this we can take the point x and the direction v ∈ TxM
where the maximum of the right side is achieved, and two points p and q sufficiently close to x such
that the points x, p, q lie on a curve which is tangent to v.

The subspace of C1-diffeomorphisms is closed because it is complete. �

Example 8.3. Let ρ, ϕ be polar coordinates on Euclidean plane. Then the homeomorphism of the unit
disk ρ ≤ 1

(ρ, ϕ) 7→ (ρ, ϕ+ ln ρ)

is bi-Lipschitz and the distance from it to the subspace of C1-diffeomorphisms is at least ln(1 +
√
2).

Definition 8.4. A bi-Lipschitz self-homeomorphism of a smooth contact 3-manifold is called contact if it
preserves the class of Lavrentiev Legendrian curves. We call such a homeomorphism a contactomorphism.

Recall that if β is a 1-form on the smooth surface S such that dβ is an area form, pr is the projection
from M = S×R to S and z is the projection M → R, then the kernel of the 1-form dz+pr∗β determines
a contact structure on M . We equip M with a product of a Riemannian metric on S and Euclidean
metric.
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Lemma 8.5. Let h be a bi-Lipschitz homeomorphism of the smooth compact connected surface S pre-
serving the integral of the 1-form β as above on all closed Lavrentiev curves. Let p ∈ S. Then there is the

unique contactomorphism h̃ of M = S×R such that h̃(p, z) = (h(p), z) for any z ∈ R and pr◦ h̃ = h◦pr.
Proof. Let q ∈ S and q 6= p. We connect the points p and q by a Lavrentiev arc γ directed from p to q.
By the results of Section 3.1 for any z ∈ R there exists the unique Legendrian curve having the endpoint
(q, z) and the projection γ. The other endpoint of this curve is (p, z +

∫
γ

β). Since a contactomorphism

must map Legendrian curves to Legendrian curves, we must have

h̃ : (q, z) 7→

Ö
h(q), z +

∫

γ

β −
∫

h(γ)

β

è
.

The right side of this formula does not depend on γ by our assumptions on h. So if we take this

formula as the definition of h̃ we obtain a contactomorphism. �

Example 8.6. Let ρ, ϕ, z be cylindrical coordinates in R3. Consider the contact form dz+ ρ2dϕ on the
solid cylinder ρ ≤ 1. Then the map

(ρ, ϕ, z) 7→
Å
ρ, ϕ+ ln ρ, z − ρ2

2

ã

is a bi-Lipschitz contactomorphism by the previous lemma. We note that the rays ϕ = const, z = 0 are
mapped to Legendrian curves whose projections to the plane z = 0 are logarithmic spirals.

Proposition 8.7. The space of all bi-Lipschitz contactomorphisms is closed in the space of all bi-
Lipschitz homeomorphisms.

Proof. Suppose that a sequence of bi-Lipschitz contactomorphisms fn converges to a bi-Lipschitz home-
omorphism f . Let L be any Lavrentiev Legendrian curve. We need to prove that f(L) is Legendrian.

It is clear that f(L) is a Lavrentiev curve. Since the sequence fn is bounded, there is a real number
C such that all homeomorphisms fn are C-bi-Lipschitz. We can also assume that f is C-bi-Lipschitz.

The inequality (8) holds actually in dimension 3 also (the same is true for Corollary 3.17). This
means that the integral of the contact form on any subarc of f(L) is the limit of the integral on the
corresponding subarc of fn(L) which is zero because fn(L) is Legendrian. So the integral of the contact
form on any subarc of f(L) is zero and hence f(L) is Legendrian by Proposition 3.8. �

Lemma 8.8. A smooth contactomorphism in the usual sense, i.e. a diffeomorphism preserving the
distribution of contact planes, is a contactomorphism in the sense of Definition 8.4.

Proof. Let us prove that a smooth contactomorphism preserves the class of Legendrian (Lavrentiev)
curves. Recall that Legendrian curves are characterized by the fact that the integral of the contact
form on any subarc is zero. Since the inverse image under the contactomorphism of the contact form
is the contact form multiplied by some smooth nonzero function, the integral along any Legendrian arc
remains to be zero after applying the contactomorphism. �

Definition 8.9. The ambient isotopy of a contact manifold is called contact if it is given by a continuous
path in the metric space of bi-Lipschitz contactomorphisms.

Example 8.10. Let us prove that the isotopy of the solid cylinder ρ ≤ 1

ht : (ρ, ϕ, z) 7→
Å
ρ, ϕ+ t ln ρ, z − t

2
ρ2
ã
, t ∈ R

is contact. This map determines a homomorphism from (R,+) to bi-Lipschitz contactomorphisms. So
we only need to prove that ht is small if t is small.

First, let us consider the z-part of this homeomorphism:
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t = 1t = 1/2t = 0

Figure 9. The bi-Lipschitz homeomorphisms (ρ, ϕ) 7→ (ρ, ϕ+ t ln ρ)

(ρ, ϕ, z) 7→
Å
ρ, ϕ, z − t

2
ρ2
ã
.

This diffeomorphism is small because the absolute value of the function t
2ρ

2 is not greater than |t|/2
and the norm of the differential of this function is not greater than |t|.

So it only remains to prove that the homeomorphism of the unit disk ρ ≤ 1

(ρ, ϕ) 7→ (ρ, ϕ+ t ln ρ)

is small if t is small. The details are left to the reader, see Figure 9.

Proposition 8.11. Let L be a Legendrian curve, ht be a contact isotopy. Then ht(L) is a Legendrian
isotopy.

Proof. Since {ht} is a continuous path, it is bounded, so the contactomorphisms ht are bi-Lipschitz with
a common constant. Therefore the curves ht(L) are Lavrentiev with a common constant. So {ht(L)} is
a Legendrian isotopy by Proposition 3.10. �

References

[1] S. Baader, M. Ishikawa. Legendrian graphs and quasipositive diagrams. Annales de la faculté des sciences de Toulouse
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