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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 [§]). Another examples are Legendrian
graphs (see [I]) and bypasses for surfaces (see [I3]) 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 C°-
limit of contact diffeomorphisms. In [I9] and [20] it is proved that for diffecomorphisms this definition
agrees with the classical one, i.e. that a diffeomorphism is the C°-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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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 [[.T]) 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 (R?, 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
CP-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 [2I], 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
1sotopic.

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

The proof of Theorem [I.1] occupies Section [l 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 Bl 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 {(z,y,z) : * € Sty € (—1;1),2 € R} with a contact structure
ker (dz + a(z, 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 B.1] on the regular
projection we reformulate the problem in terms of Lavrentiev curves on the plane. In Section dlwe 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 and [(T)) and we prove in propo-
sitions and that they are equivalent.

In Section [ using Definition [[.I] we try to define continuous Legendrian curves and we conclude that
Theorem [[T] is wrong in this case.

In Section [§ 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 [I4] and [I5].
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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) = sup Zdiam((?%),
L=U~

where supremum is taken over all unions L = |J~; of compact subarcs 7; which have no interior points

K3
in common and diam(d+;) is the distance between the endpoints of 7;. An embedded curve is called
rectifiable if the length of any its compact subarc is finite.
We write L’g for any shortest subarc of the curve L which joins two points P and ). 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

UL|D) < © - 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 LNU is a Lavrentiev
curve.

The notion of a Lavrentiev curve can be found in [I7, Theorem 8 2)]. Definition 2.29 in [I§] of a
quasiconvex metric space generalizes the concept of a Lavrentiev curve.

Smooth curves and cusp-free piecewise smooth curves are Lavrentiev by Lemma 213l Logarithmic
spirals are also allowed as a partial case of the following example.

Example 2.2. Let o and /5 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

da = {1,2}, 08 = {—1,—-2}. Let ¢ : z — 2z be a homothety. Then (J ¢* (U B) is a Lavrentiev curve.
kEZ

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

2 -dist(p, ) < dist(7(p), £(a)) < O~ dist(p,).

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 = (J U, such that each map f}U 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 C?-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 XY, T be metric spaces, X,T be compact, f : X xT —Y be a continuous map such
that for any t € T the map fr : X — Y is an embedding and for any xo € X and tg € T there exist
their neighborhoods U C X and T C T and a real number Cy such that for any t € T the map ft’U 1S
Co-bi-Lipschitz. Then there exists a number C' such that the map fi : X — Y is C-bi-Lipschitz for any
teT.
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Proof. Suppose that for any k € N there exists ¢t € T such that the map f(e,¢) is not k-Lipschitz. Then
there exist sequences zo; € X, 21,1 € X and ¢t € T such that

(1) dist(f($o7k, tk), f($17k, tk)) > k- diSt(CL‘mk, .%'171@).
By compactness, we can assume that the following limits exist: lim o =29, lim ;= 21 and
k— o0 k—-+oo ’

lim tk = to.
k—+oo

If zy # x;1 then, taking the limit in the inequality (1) as kK — oo we obtain dist(f (o, to), f(z1,%0)) =
400, a contradiction.

If 29 = w1, the inequality () contradicts the existence of neighborhoods U and Z for the point xg
and the parameter tg.

Suppose then that there exist sequences xgr € X, z1, € X and ¢, € T such that

diSt(f(wo)k, tk), f(acl,k, tk)) < diSt(.fL‘o7k, «Tl,k)/k-

Again we can assume that the limits exist and we use the same notations. If xg # x1, the limit of
the inequality contradicts the fact that f(e,to) is an embedding. If 2y = 1, the inequality contradicts
the assumption of the lemma on the existence of neighborhoods U and Z for the pair (z, t). ([

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 7" being a point. 0

Lemma 2.7 (a particular case of Lemma 2.33 from [I8]). 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. O

2.1. Some constructions of Lavrentiev curves on manifolds.

Definition 2.8. Two metrics d; and ds on a set X are comparable if there exists a number C' such that
for any p,q € X
1

o ~di(p,q) < da(p,q) < C-di(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 2TT]) at their common endpoint is nonzero.

Lemma 2.10. Suppose that Ly and Ly are respectively C1- and Cs-Lavrentiev arcs in Fuclidean space,
OL1 = {P,Q1}, 0Ly = {P,Q2}, Ly N Ly = {P} and £Q1PQ2 > . Then

Ci+Cs

K(L) < mdiSt(Q17Q2)-
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Proof. Since the distances from the points (01 and Q2 to a bisector of the angle ZQ1PQ- are less than
diSt(Ql, Qg)

CldiSt(Ql,Qg) 4 ngiSt(Ql,Qg) _
sin(a/2) sin(a/2)
(Cy + Cy)dist(Q1,Q2)
sin(a/2) '

é(L) = K(Ll) =+ K(Lg) < Oldist(P, Ql) + OQdiSt(P, QQ) <

O

Definition 2.11. By a minimal angle at the common point P of two curves L; and Lo we mean

li inf ZQ1PQ2, wh i € L \{P} fori:=1,2.
a—lg-lodist(ér:,P)<a Ql Q2 where Q \{ } o

By a minimal angle at a point P of a curve L we mean the minimal angle at P between two subarcs
Ly and Ls of L such that Ly N Ly = {P}.

N
Corollary 2.12. Let {L;}! | be a set of Lavrentiev curves in the Riemannian manifold, L = |J L; be
i=1
a compact curve and L; N Ly C OL; for any i # j. Suppose that at any interior point p of the curve L

such that p € OL; 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 L; \ OL; for every i = 1,..., N it is satisfied since L; is Lavrentiev. At any point of OL;
for any i =1,..., N it is satisfied by Lemma [2.10l O

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 29). Since the arc is compact, it is Lavrentiev by Lemma 27 The
rest follows from Corollary 22121 O

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

Lemma 2.14. Let Ly and Ly be two arcs in Fuclidean space with common endpoint P. Let L1 U Lo be
a C-Lavrentiev curve and Ly have the one-sided tangent at the point P. Then the minimal angle at P
of the curve L1 U Lo is not less than 2 arcsin (%)

Proof. Let r be such number that for any r’ € [0; 7] there exists a point Q1 € L such that dist(P, Q1) =
r’. Let B(r) be a ball of radius r centered at P.

Consider any point Q2 € B(r) N Ly \ {P}. There exists such point )1 € Ly that dist(P, Q1) =
dist(P, Q2). Let v be a subarc of L which connects the points 1 and @2 and which contains P. Then

L(y) > dist(P, Q1) + dist(P, Q2) = 2dist(P, Q1)

and

6(")/) < C- diSt(Ql,QQ) =(C - 2sin (%lleQg) diSt(P, Ql)

—

Therefore ZQ1PQ2 > 2 arcsin % Since the angle between the vector PQ); and the tangent ray to the
curve Ly at the point P tends to zero as r — 0, the minimal angle at P between the tangent ray to the
curve Ly at P and the arc Lo is not less than 2 arcsin % The claim follows. ]
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Lemma 2.15. Let m: M — M be a covering of a smooth manifold and L C M be a locally Lavrentiev
curve. Then 7=Y(L) is also a locally Lavrentiev curve.

Proof. Let g be an arbitrary smooth Riemannian metric on the manifold M. Since 7 : (M, m*g) = (M, g)
is a local isometry and L is locally Lavrentiev, then 7~!(L) can be covered by Lavrentiev subarcs which
are open in m~*(L). This means that the curve 7=1(L) is locally Lavrentiev. O

Lemma 2.16. Let a map F(s,t) : [0;1] x [0;1] — R™ have a continuous derivative 2 (s,t), which is
nonzero at every point, and F(e,t) be injective for all t € [0;1]. Then there exists such number C that

for all t € [0;1] the map F(e,t) is C-bi-Lipschitz.

Proof. Let M be the maximum of the length of the vector 2£(s,t). Then for any so € [0;1], s1 € (so; 1]
and ¢ € [0; 1]

E(F([s0; s1] x {t})) < M - (s1 = s0).
Thus

dist(F(so,t), F'(s1,t)) < M - (s1 — so)-
Therefore for all ¢ € [0; 1] the map F'(e,t) is M-Lipschitz.
Let m be a minimum of the length of the vector %—f(s, t). Since this vector is everywhere nonzero,
m > 0.
Let so € [0;1], to € [0; 1]. We choose such neighborhood U of the parameter sy and such neighborhood

7 of the moment ¢y that for any s € U and any t € 7

oF oF T
4(— S,t), —(so0,1 )<—.
s (s:1) s (s0,t0) 4
Such neighborhoods exist since the velocity vector %—Z(s, t) is everywhere nonzero and depends on s
and ¢ continuously. Let pr be the orthogonal projection to the tangent line at the point F'(sg, o) of the
curve F'(e,ty). Then for any ', s € U and any t € T

dist(F(s',t), F(s",t)) > dist (pr (F(s',t)),pr (F(s",t))) = / dis(pro F)(s,t)ds > cos(m/4) - |s" —&'| -m.

s/

Therefore for any ¢ € Z the map F(e, t)}U is max(M, 1/(m cos(m/4)))-bi-Lipschitz. By Lemma
for T' = [0; 1] we are done. O

Lemma 2.17. Let {L;}ic(o,) be an isotopy of C'-smooth compact curves embedded in a Riemannian
manifold. Suppose that the isotopy is continuous in the C'-topology. Then for some numbers C' and
C' the isotopy {Li}iejo) is an isotopy of C-bi-Lipschitz curves and for all t € [0;1] the curve Ly 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 R™ and the curves are non-closed. So we are done by Lemma 0

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 C is an interior of a unit disk
centered at zero and D is its closure, 92D = {z € 0D : +Imz > 0}.
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Definition 2.18. Let L be a Lavrentiev curve on a surface S. A map y : D — S is called a bypass for

the curve L if x is bi-Lipschitz, x(D) N L = x(0;+D) and (L \ x(0+D)) U x(0-D) is a Lavrentiev curve.
See Figure[dl
We say that the bypass x is attached along the arc x(9+D).

x(0+D)

x(0-D)
FIGURE 1. A bypass for the Lavrentiev curve

Consider the isotopy

s+ (1—2t)i

F+,_>, : [—1, 1] X [O, 1] —)ﬁ, F+H,(S,t) = m

from the arc 04D to the arc 9_D through subarcs of geometric (generalized) circles fixing the endpoints
of the arcs. The isotopy Fjy,,_ is Lipschitz. It is the direct check that for any ¢ € [0;1] the arc
F..,([-1;1],¢t) is m/2-Lavrentiev and the map Fy.,(e,t) is m-bi-Lipschitz.

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

F:Lx[0;1] =S, F(pt)= {x (Fre-(x"'(0),1), pex(9:D),

p, p€L\x(0.D).

It is clear that during this isotopy the attaching arc x(9+D) moves to the arc x(0_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(e,t) is C-bi-Lipschitz.

Proof. Let L denote the curve, y denote the bypass, Lo be the attaching arc and L1 = x(9_-D).

The isotopy F' is Lipschitz since it is the composition of Lipschitz maps. By Lemma[Z0]it is sufficient
to check the C-bi-Lipschitz condition locally.

For any ¢ € [0; 1] the map F(e, t)}L\LO is an identity, hence 1-bi-Lipschitz.

Let Cy be a number such that x is Cy-bi-Lipschitz. Then for any ¢ € [0; 1] the map F(e,
C? - w-bi-Lipschitz.

Let p € OLy. 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 0Lgy. Let U be a neighborhood of the
point p such that for any ¢ € [0;1] for any two points ¢1,¢q2 € F(L x {t}) N U the subarc F(L x {t})}gj
lies inside B. There exists a number C such that the curves L, (L \ Lo) U Ly and F (Lo x {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) C U for any ¢ € [0; 1]. We will prove that
the map F(e, t)}J is (03 . Cf( : ﬂ')—bi—Lipschitz for any t.

Let p1 € LoNJ and p2 € (L\ Lo)NJ. Then g1 = F(p1,t) € U and g2 = pa € U. See Figure2l Then

t) |L0\8L0 Is
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Lo

FI1GURE 2. Checking the bi-Lipschitz condition for the isotopy associated with a bypass

dist(q1,q2) dist(q1,q2)
7dist(p1,p2) <In 7£ (L’Z) +InC.
S P2\ _ p p2 K(L}Zl) 2
ince ¢ (L}m) =/ (L}m) + 4 (L}p ) and In|———~| <In (Cx -7T),

e(F(Lx{t})}:l)
dist(q1, g2)
((P(L % {t})}gj)

Since q; lies inside the closed disk x(D), g2 lies outside this disk, and dx(D) = Lo U L1, there is a
point g3 € L;, where i = 0 or ¢ = 1, lying on the straight line segment joining the points ¢; and ¢2. Also

dist(q1, g2)
n|———~
dist(p1, p2)

+In(C-C2 7).

C(E@>{D|5) = C(F@x {7 ) + ¢ (FE = {t)]}7) < O dist(ar.p) +£ (L[;") <
< C(dist(q1, g3) + dist(g3,p)) + ¢ (L}ff) = C -dist(q1, q3) + C - dist(qs, p) + ¢ (L}?) <
< (00 + £ (P x D)+ 0+ (E[F) = C il a9 + O+ (FUL x (D) <
< C-dist(qi, g3) + C%dist(g3, g2) < C? - dist(qy, g3) + C%dist (g3, g2) = C? - dist(q1, g2).
Therefore

dist(q1, ¢2)

In | —
dist (pl s p2)

gln(Cg-Ci-w).

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 CV-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 « such that o A da # 0 everywhere.
We denote by &, a plane of the contact structure £ at the point p.
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Planes of contact structure are called contact. The 1-form « is also called contact.

We fix the orientation of the contact manifold determined locally by the form a A da. 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 C'! in a neighborhood of p it is true that for any € > 0 there exists
a smaller neighborhood U 3 p such that for any two distinct points p’, p” € U on the curve

(2) Z(p" —p&) <e.
A continuous isotopy of Legendrian curves { L; } ¢[o;1) is called Legendrian if for any moment ¢y € [0; 1],
for any point p € Ly, and any (some) Euclidean coordinates of class C'! in a neighborhood of p it is true

that for any € > 0 there exist a smaller neighborhood U > p and an interval I > ¢y such that for any
moment ¢ € I and any two distinct points p’, p” € L; N 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 and the fact that it is locally Lavrentiev (by

Lemma 2.T3).

Example 3.4 (Cusp). The curve (3, ¢2, —£t%) in (R3, ker (dz + 2dy)) is a union of two Legendrian arcs
but is not Legendrian since it is not locally Lavrentiev by Lemma 214

Example 3.5 (Logarithmic spiral). The closure of a leaf of the contact foliation on the surface z =
22 +y? with respect to the contact structure ker(dz +zdy — ydr) is a Legendrian curve. To see this, note
that the orthogonal projection of this curve to the zy-plane is a logarithmic spiral. This follows from the
fact that the surface and the contact structure are invariant under dilatations (z,y, z) — (kz, ky, k?2)
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 [B.I5] 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 23/% =

22 + y? with respect to the contact structure ker(dz + zdy — ydx) is not a Legendrian curve since it is
not locally Lavrentiev.

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

Lemma 3.7. Let V and W be open subsets of Euclidean space R®, p € V, & C TPR?’ be a 2-plane and
h:V — W be a C'-diffeomorphism. Then for any € > 0 there exists § > 0 such that for any two
distinct points p',p"” such that dist(p, p’) < 4, dist(p,p”) < § and L(p" —p',§,) < ¢

Z(h(p") = h(p'), Dh(&p)) < €

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

- [ L
0

(1=t)p" +tp"))dt =

S:IQ

1
- / (Da—typraprh) @ = p')dt = (Dph) (p" = p') + 0(1) - ||p" = p'||
0

and hence
Z(h(p") = h(p'), Dh(&p)) = Z((Dyph) (" = p'), DA(&p)) + o(1),
where o(1) — 0 uniformly as 6 — 0. So we reduced the problem to the affine case. O
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Proposition 3.8. Let a 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 v be a compact subarc of L and let us prove that the integral of « on
7 equals zero.

We can assume that 7 is contained in some Euclidean chart. Indeed, it is true for sufficiently small
subarcs of v, so we can use compactness of vy and finite additivity of integral.

Let 7 : [a;b] = M be a parametrization of the arc . By Definition B2l for any £ > 0 there exists § > 0
such that if so, s1,5" € [a;0], |so — s'| <0, [s1 — 5| < and 5o # s1 then Z(y(s1) — 7(50), &y (s)) < €.

Let a = sg < s1 < ... < 8, = b be a subdivision of the interval [a;b] such that |s; — s;—1] < J for any
i=1,...,n. Then

n n
D e (7(s5) = (s5-10)| € D eyl - 11(s5) = v(sj-al sin Z(v(s5) = Y(s5-1), () <
i=1 =
< le]|f(~) sine,
where s € [s;_1;5;], & =, ,, and [|a]| = sup||ay]|. Therefore the integral sum tends to zero as
’ pEY
0 —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 € > 0. Let Bs(p) be a ball of radius § centered at p such that for any two points p’, p” € Bs(p)

(3) |l — apr|| <e.
Let U be an open ball centered at p of radius §/(C + 1). Then for any two points p’,p”" € LNU

L

p//
» C Bi(p)

because if there exists a point ¢ € L}i, \ Bs(p) then

25 — §/(C + 1) < dist(p.q) + dist(q.p") < (L)) < Cdistp.p") < C-25/(C + 1),

a contradiction.
Let p',p"” € LNU. Then

: (" —P)
(4) sin/(p’ —p' &) = —
P eyl [l = 2]

Let us give an upper bound for an expression above the fraction line. Let v : [a;0] — M be a

parametrization of a curve L i, and let a = 59 < 81 < ... < 8, = b be a subdivision of the interval [a; b]
such that

) Zaﬂs 1(55) = (1)) = [ af <ellp” ~ 7|

Y

for any s € [sj_1;s;].
Then
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oy (0" = p')| = Zap(v(Sj) —7(sj-1))| =

n n @1@
= > s (0(s5) = Y(55-1)) + D _(ap = ay(e))(9(s5) = 7(s5-1))| - <
Jj=1 j=1
&7@ 1/
< | [al+ el = pll+ @) <+ Ol - o).
v
So by @)
1
sin Z(p" —p', &) < 1+ C)
o]
This means that the curve L is Legendrian. g

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
J a = [a(¥)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
deriative 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 a and C. O

3.1. Regular projection. Let dz + pr*f be the contact form on S x R, where S is a smooth surface,
pr is the projection S x R — S, z is the projection S x R — R, 3 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 x R with the (tensor) product
metric.

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

Proof. Denote the curves by 71 and v, and let p € 1 N2, ¢1 € 71, g2 € Y2 and pr(q1) = pr(gz).

Since the curves are rectifiable then their regular projections are also rectifiable and therefore we can
integrate the 1-form 8 on these projections.

By proposition

da) -2 =— [ 5,
2)

for ¢ = 1,2. Since the right side of the equality does not depend on i, z(q1) = z(g2). Hence the curves
coincide.

pr (’Yi

O
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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 C 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 v be a
compact subarc of the Legendrian curve whose regular projection lies inside U. It is sufficient to prove
that pr(v) is Lavrentiev with respect to the Euclidean metric (see Convention [Z9]).

For some C' the arc v is C-Lavrentiev with respect to the standard Euclidean metric in U x R.

Let

o= nf_ L0 ~p.0/02)

Let us prove that ¢ > 0. Suppose the contrary. Then by compactness there are sequences {p}}ien,
{p!}ien such that p},p! € ~ for any i € N and p; — p’, p// — p" and Z(p} —p},0/0z) — 0 as i — +oo. If
p’ = p” we get a contradiction with the fact that v is Legendrian since 9/0z is transverse to the contact
structure. If p’ # p” we get a contradiction with the injectivity of the regular projection.

Let p’ and p” be two distinct points on the curve v. Then

[prayp” = proyp'| = [p" = p'|sing > ¢ (W}Z, ) sing/C > ¢ (przy (”y > )) singp/C.
So the regular projection of vy is (C'/ sin )-Lavrentiev with respect to the standard Euclidean metric
in the xy-plane. 0

Lemma 3.13. Let the reqular projection of a compact arc v be C-Lavrentiev. Suppose that for any two
points p,q € ¥

Then
(1) For any two points p,q €

p'EY

(6) dist(p, g) < 1+(sup||ﬁp'||~0> - dist(pr(p), pr(q))-

(2) For any two points p,q € v

- ¢(]7) < 1+(§g||ﬁp/||-c) 2 (pr (43))-

2
(3) ~v is \/1 + (Sup 1811 - C) - C-Lavrentiev.
p'ey

Proof. Let p,q € ~. Then

12(q) — 2(p)| = / B | < sup||Byll £ (pr (”Y’Z)) < sup |[By|| - C - dist(pr(p), pr(q))-
. p'ey pey
rr(o],)
Put Cy = sup ||By]] - C.

p'EY
Then

dist(p, q) = \/lZ(q) — 2(p)[2 + (dist(pr(p), pr(q)))* < /1 + CF - dist(pr(p), pr(q))-
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Thus the inequality (@) is proved. Since the inequality (@) is fulfilled for any pair of points on the
curve v, a similar inequality holds for the sums in the definition of the length (Definition [2Z1]), thus the
inequality (7)) also holds.

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

L (”y|2> <\1+C%-4 (pr (7}2)) < \/1+C%-C -dist(pr(p),pr(q)) < /1+ C% - C - dist(p, q).

Hence v is y/1 + C% - C-Lavrentiev.
O

Lemma 3.14. Let v be a compact Legendrian curve. Then ils reqular projection is Lavrentiev and the
projection map is bi-Lipschitz.

Proof. Since + is Legendrian, its regular projection pr(y) is locally Lavrentiev by Lemma 12 thus it
is Lavrentiev by Lemma [2.7] since it is compact. Therefore by Lemma (1) the projection map is
bi-Lipschitz. 0

Lemma 3.15. Let the regular projection of an embedded curve v be locally Lavrentiev and for any two

points p,q € y
2(q) — z(p) = — / B.
o

q

1)

Then v is Legendrian.

Proof. By proposition it suffices to prove that 7 is locally Lavrentiev. We can assume that ~y is
a compact arc. Since pr(v) is locally Lavrentiev and compact, it is C-Lavrentiev for some C. By
Lemma BT3] (3) the curve v is Lavrentiev. O

Lemma 3.16. Let C' be a number and {7 }¢cjo;1) be a continuous isotopy of Legendrian curves whose
regular projections are C-Lavrentiev. Then {7i}ic(o;1) s a Legendrian isotopy.

Proof. We can assume that for all ¢ € [0;1] the curve v, is a compact arc. Then for all ¢ € [0;1] the

2
curve 7 is \/1 + ( sup ||By|]-C ] -C-Lavrentiev by Lemma (3).
Jt: p’Evy
By Proposition B.10 the isotopy {7:}:e[0;1] is Legendrian. O

Now we utilize some results from Whitney’s book [25]. Suppose that S = R? for a moment. Let L be
a compact Lavrentiev curve in R?, f1, f2 : L — R? 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) / B- / p | < supdist (f1(p), fa(p)) - (C - £(L) + 2) - sup{]|Bql], [|dB,|[},
peL qeV
f1(L) f2(L)
where V' is an open subset of R? such that for any p € L the straight-line segment joining the points
f1(p) and fo(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 B be a
differential 1-form on S. Let Fy : L x [0;1] — S be an isotopy. If there exists a real number C such that
the map Fy(e,t) is C-bi-Lipschitz for any t € [0;1], the function

(¢ 1) = / B

Fo (L}Zx{t})
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is continuous. If the map Fy 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 ¢; € [0;1]. We cover the curve Fy(L x {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 Cy be such number that Euclidean metric in any element of the
covering is Cy-comparable with the metric g. For ¢1,¢2 € L and t3 € [0; 1]

ﬁ—/ﬂ:/m/ﬂ—/ﬁ
Pl i) RGle)  a(aw)  \e(e) el )

The first summand on the right side is not greater than C - ¢ (L}Zj) [|8]]- We choose a neighborhood
7 of t; 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 Fy(e,t) for any ¢ € Z. Suppose that t2 € Z. Then
we apply inequality (8)) for each subarc of the subdivision and obtain that the second summand is not
greater than

(Cy)*- sup dist(F(q, t1), F(q,t2)) - (C - (Cg)* - £(L) + 2n) - max{||8]], |45}
qe

where n is a number of arcs in the subdivision. So the right side of the equality is small if ¢; and g5 are
close to each other and t5 is sufficiently close to t;.

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

Proposition 3.18. Let v be a compact curve in S X R and F : v x [0;1] — S x R be a map. Let
Fy :pr(y) x [0;1] = S be a map such that pro F = Fyopr. Let p € v and C be a number such that

(1) F(s,0) = id,.

(2) For any t € [0;1] the image F(v,t) is a Legendrian curve.

(8) For any t € [0;1] the map Fy(e,t) is C-bi-Lipschitz.

(4) The map Fy is continuous.

(5) The function z o F(p,e) 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(e,t) is C'-bi-Lipschitz.

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

Since the map pr is continuous and the map Fj is continuous by condition (4), the map proF = Fyopr
is continuous. Therefore it is sufficient to prove that z o F' is continuous.

Let ¢ € 4. Then

AFa)=F)- [ B
Fo(er(nx{th)]

By condition (5) the function z(F(p,t)) is continuous on ¢. Since v = F(v,0), by condition (2) the
curve 7 is Legendrian. By Lemma [B.14] the curve pr(y) is Lavrentiev. So the integral is continuous by
Corollary B.17

The curve pr(v) is Lavrentiev and by condition (3) all maps Fj(e,t) are bi-Lipschitz with a common
constant, therefore all curves pr(F(y x {t})) are Lavrentiev with a common constant. By Lemma
F' is a Legendrian isotopy.

Now we prove that the maps F(e,t¢) are bi-Lipschitz with a common constant. By Lemma
all maps pr} Flyx{1}) € bi-Lipschitz maps with a common constant. Therefore the maps F'(e,t) are

bi-Lipschitz with a common constant by condition (3) as the compositions of such maps. 0
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Lemma 3.19. Let v be a compact curve in S X R and F : v x [0;1] = S x R be a Legendrian isotopy
with F'(e,0) =1id,. Let Fy : pr(y) x [0;1] = S be a map such that pro F = Fyopr. Let p € v be a point
such that the function z o F(p,e) is Lipschitz. Suppose that Fy is Lipschitz. Then F is Lipschitz.

Proof. Since v = F(v x {0}) is Legendrian, the map pr : v — pr(7) is bi-Lipschitz by Lemma BI4l So
the map pro F' = Fj o pr is Lipschitz. We see that it is sufficient to prove that z o F' is Lipschitz.
Let ¢ € v. Then

(F(g,)) = 5(F(p, 1)) - / 8.

q
Folpr(n)x{th)]]
We have that z(F(p,t)) is Lipschitz. The integral is Lipschitz by Corollary B17 O

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 Fy in Proposition[3.I8 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 3 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 g such that d8 # 0. Let F' : L x [0;1] — S be a continuous isotopy, C be a real
number such that F(e,¢) is C-bi-Lipschitz for any ¢ € [0;1]. We denote F(L x {t}) by L; for any
€ [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 ¢ € [0;1]

(1) The intersection RN L, is a subarc of L;.

(2) ORN L, =0(RN Ly).

(3) L, does not intersect any side u = +1 of the square and intersects both sides v = £1.

(4) Let 'yti be the oriented subarc of R with the same beginning and the same end as the arc RNL;

which contains the side u = £1. Then

[ oo [
L\ (RNL) Uy, L L\ (RNLy) Uy,

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

Y
v

_’LL+

F(L x {t})
UA
4+U_
R

Ve

FIGURE 3. An integral correction square, the coordinate system (u,v) is positive with
respect to df
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Definition 3.21. Let R be an integral correction square for the isotopy F' : L x[0;1] — S. A continuous
map ® : S x [0;1] = S is called an isotopy correcting F supported in R if

(1) ®(e,0) = ids.
(2) @(p,t) = (p,t) for any t € [0;1] and for any p € S\ R.
3)
5= /s
S(F(LX{t}),1) L
(4) There exists a real number C' such that ®(e, ¢) is C-bi-Lipschitz diffeomorphism for any ¢ € [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 x {t})NR

and | B not depending on the precise form of the isotopy F' outside R.
F(LX{t})

Proposition 3.22. Let R = {(u,v) : |u| <1, |v] < 1} be a square on the smooth surface S with a

differential 1-form B such that d # 0 everywhere, and G : [0;1] x [0; 1] = R be a map. Then there exists

amap ¥ : SXRx[0;1] = S such that if R is an integral correction square for the isotopy F : Lx[0;1] — S

and F(L x {t})N R = G([0;1] x {t}) for any t € [0;1] then ®, where ®(p,t) :==¥(p, [ B—[B1),
F(LX{t}) L

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

Lemma 3.23. Let Q be an area form on the square R = {(u,v) : |u| < 1, |v| < 1}. Let ug,u_
be real numbers such that —1 < u_ < uy < 1. Then there exist smooth flows of diffeomorphisms
{¢', :R— R}ic(0:400) and {¢" :R— R}ie[0:400) such that

(1) ¢4 =idg.

8n+m 8n+m
(2) For any t € [0;+00] and for any n,m € Z>g W(ﬁﬁt . = Wi o
(8) There exists a constant Cy such that if u > u_ (respectively, u < uy ) at each point of the open
set U C R then for any positive real numbers s and t such that s <1t

0 < Area(¢’ (U)) — Area(¢ (U)) < Cy - Area(U) - (t — s)
(respectively,
0 < Area(¢® (U)) — Area(¢' (U)) < Cy - Area(U) - (t — s)) .
(4)

Area(¢’ ({(u,v) € R: u>u_})) >0 ast— +oo
and
Area(¢” ({(w,v) € R: u<ui})) =0 ast— +oo.
(5) For any T > 0 there exists a constant Co such that if U is an open subset of R such that
{(u,v) eR: u>u_} DU D{(u,v) ER: u>uy}
(respectively,
{(u,v) eR: u<u_} CcUC{(u,v) €eR: u<uy})
then for any s € [0;T] and t € [s; T
Cy - (t — s) < Area(¢® (U)) — Area(¢!, (U))
(respectively,

Cy - (t — s) < Area(¢® (U)) — Area(¢! (U))).

Proof. We will prove the existence of the flow ¢, . For ¢ 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 JOR.
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0
(2) X = g(u,v)% with g(u,v) > 0 on the set {(u,v) € R\OR: u>u_}.
(3) The divergence of X is negative on the set {(u,v) € R\ OR: u>u_}.

If we construct the vector field X, its flow ¢!, will be sought-for. Indeed, properties (1) and (2) are
trivially satisfied. For the other properties we can use Newton—Leibniz formula and that

%Area(qﬁi(U)):/%((qﬁi)*Q) = / LxQ = / divX - Q.
i 60 (U) ¢4 (U)

So we can take C; = maxdivX and Cy = i divX - Q.
n T ({(u)ER: u>uy})
Let Q = f(u,v)du A dv. We can assume that f > 0. Then

LxQ = dixQ = d(fgdv) = (fg) du A dv.

There exists a smooth function g on R such that

1 1 1
_ L _t . ifu>u_
g(u,v) ea:p(u_ )exp(vz_l), if u>wu_ and (u,v) ¢ OR,

f 1
6n+m
8u"8vm = 0 for any n,m € Z>o.
a(fg) B a .
R 0if u>wu_ and (u,v) ¢ R, and the vector field X = g(u, v)a— is sought-for. O
u u

Proof of Proposition [Z22Z24. Let u_,us be real numbers such that F(L x {t})N R C {(u,v) : u_ <u <
uy } for any ¢ € [0;1].

First, we apply Lemma [3.23] to the square R, numbers u_ and uy and the 2-form Q = dj. Let ¢, and
@' be the constructed flows. We extend the flows ¢, and ¢’ by setting them to the identity outside
the square R. Let us prove that there exist the unique functions f, f— : [0; 1] — [0; +00) such that for

any ¢t € [0;1] f(¢) - f-(t) =0 and
5= [s
(et Dos ) raxinyy

[ 52

F(LX{t}) L

s< [s
L
So f+(t) - f=(t) =0 for any ¢ € [0;1].
Suppose that | B> [B. Let us prove that there exists the unique real number f_(ty) such
F(Lx{to}) L

We set fi(t) =0 if

and we set f_(t) =0 if

F(Lx{t})

that

(9) / ﬁz/ﬁ

67~ O (F(Lx{to}))
Let U be the open subset of R such that
OU = (F(L x {to}) N R) U, .
Let t_ be some non-negative real number. Then by Stokes theorem (see [25, Chapter IX, Theorems
5A and TAJ)
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[ oe= [ s [ -

¢ (F(Lx{to})) ¢ (F(Lx{to))NR ¢~ (F(Lx{to))\R

| [ [o)+ [ s= [as+ [ s

6 (U) Vig F(Lox{to})\R 6 (U) (F(Lx{to)\R)Uv;,

Thus by ([@) the number f_ () is the solution of the following equation on ¢_:

(10) [ase [ s=]s

' (U) (F(Lx{toH)\R)Uz,

By the third property of ¢! the first summand on the left side of the last equation depends on ¢_
monotonically and continuously. By the fourth property it tends to zero as t_ — +oc. So to define

f=(to) it is sufficient to prove that
VR EE
L

(F(Lx{to})\R)U~; F(Lx{to})
The first inequality is true by the definition of an integral correction square. The second inequality
is already assumed.
For f4(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) / 5:/[3.

¢ (F(Lx{to}))

The left side of this equation is a continuous function on ¢y and ¢_ by Corollary BI7 It is also
decreasing on t_. Thus the implicit function t_ () is continuous.

Now we set ®(p,t) = ( f(t) o gbf(t)) (p) for any p € S and any ¢ € [0;1]. @ is continuous as the
composition of continuous maps.
Since the functions fi(t) and f_(t) are continuous, they are bounded. Let T' = m[ax}{er (t), f-(t)}.
telo;1

3

Since the flows ¢/, and ¢’ are smooth, the diffeomorphisms ¢!, and ¢’ are bi-Lipschitz with a common
constant for ¢ € [0;7]. So there exists a real number C such that ®(e,t) is C-bi-Lipschitz for any
t € [0;1].

So by construction ® 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 ¢ in Lemma [3.23] there exists C such that the left side of () is
C-bi-Lipschitz on t_ for any ¢y € [0;1]. Since F is Lipschitz and the flow ¢* is smooth, by Corollary 317
the left side of (Il is Lipschitz on (to,¢_). Note that the left sides of ([I0) and (IIl) are equal functions.
Thus the implicit function ¢_ (o) is Lipschitz.

Since f_(tp) = max(0,t_(tg)), f- is also Lipschitz. For f, the argument is similar. Therefore ® is
Lipschitz as the composition of Lipschitz functions.

Finally, we define U:

1 <0

(e, I,t)=14  —
{¢>t, I>0,
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where J 8- J B = —1I. If there is no such t4 set U(e, I, t) = idg. It is clear that
¢li (F(Lx{t}))NR F(Lx{t})NR
U depends only on R and G and that ®(e,t) = ¥(e, [ S — [5,1). O
F(Lx{t}) L

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 Schonflies
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 0D to C can be extended to a C'-bi-Lipschitz self-homeomorphism of C that is
either piecewise linear or smooth outside OD.

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 C is the image of the circle OD under the composition of a C'-bi-Lipschitz self-homeomorphism of
C which is either piecewise linear or smooth outside 0D and a homothety with a coefficient £(L).

So to smooth a closed Lavrentiev curve on the plane by an isotopy we can conjugate an isotopy of 9D
given by the formula (z,t) — (1 — t/2)z by a map provided by Tukia’s theorem. At the moment ¢ > 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 [0l 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 S (see Subsection B1] on the
regular projection) on the whole curve. This is easily satisfied by slightly deforming the curve by a
smooth ambient isotopy (Proposition B22)). Second, since the Legendrian isotopy must be continuous,
the integral of the form S 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 B.I8). Third, the overall change of the integral of the form 8 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 and Because of this issue either we can only apply the isotopy
associated with the bypass on the short period of time (Lemma ) 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 [£.1]).

So the main result of this section is the following.

Proposition 4.3. Let 8 be a differential 1-form on the smooth surface S without boundary. Let L
be a compact Lavrentiev curve on S. Let dB # 0 everywhere and € > 0. Let v9 C L be a compact
subarc, Oyo N OL = @, V be an open subset of S, V DO ~g. Then there exist a number C' and an isotopy
F:Lx|[0;1] = S such that

(1) F(e,0) =1idy.

(2) F(e,t) is C-bi-Lipschitz for any t € [0;1].

(3) F is Lipschitz.

(4) For any subarc L' C L and any t € [0;1] it is true that

S B-JB

F(L'x{t}) L

< €.
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(5) [ B is independent of t.
F(Lx{t})
(6) F(p,t) =p for anyp € L\'V and any t € [0;1].
(7) F(LNV) x [0;1]) C V.
(8) The arc F(vy x {1}) is contained in the interior of a smooth subarc of F(L x {1}).
(9) If the subarc v of the curve L is smooth then the arc F(y x {1}) is smooth.

Proof. Let Ly C L be a compact subarc such that the curve L has the tangents at the endpoints of Ly,
Yo C Lo, 0Lo N OL = @ and Ly C V. Such a curve exists since any Lavrentiev curve is differentiable
almost everywhere by the discussion before Corollary 3.9l

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

Proof. Since L is Lavrentiev and Lg has one-sided tangents at the endpoints, by Lemma[2.14] the minimal
angles between the arc Ly and the curve L\ (Lo \ 9Lg) at their common endpoints are greater than
zero. Let ap be a minimum over these two angles.

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

(1) The angles between the curves Ly and Lq at their common endpoints equal ag/2.
(2) There exists a closed disk D C S such that 9D = Lo U Ly and DN L = L.

Since the arc L; is smooth, by Lemma it is Lavrentiev. So the curve dD is a union of the
Lavrentiev arcs Ly and L;. These arcs has tangents at their common endpoints and the angles be-
tween them is greater than zero. Therefore by Lemma the curve 9D is locally Lavrentiev thus
since it is compact, by Lemma [Z7] it is Lavrentiev. Then by Corollary 2] there exists a bi-Lipschitz
homeomorphism g : D — D which is piecewise smooth in ID.

If we substitute yo with a composition of x with some Mobius transformation of CP* which preserves
D, we can also assume that yo(01D) = L. Since any such M&bius transformation is bi-Lipschitz on D,
xo will stay bi-Lipschitz.

Similarly the curve (L \ Lo) U L; is Lavrentiev. Thus xo is a bypass. O

Let Fy be the isotopy associated with a bypass xo given by Lemma .4 applied to the subarc Lo C L
and an open subsurface of V' which contains Ly and intersects L by an arc. Conditions (2) and () of
the present proposition are satisfied by the isotopy Fy by Proposition 2200 Conditions (), (6l) and ()
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 BI7l So we can fix a sufficiently
small § > 0 such that the isotopy FO|L><[O;6] satisfies condition ().

We have some advance in satisfying condition (8): the curve Fy(vyo x {0}) is piecewise smooth.

Now we address condition (). First, we orient the surface S using the 2-form df which is nonzero
everywhere by the assumption of the present proposition. Second, we note that the isotopy Fy always
pushes the subarc Ly to one side of the curve. So by Stokes theorem (see [25, Chapter IX, Theorems
5A and 7A]) the integral [ [ is a monotone function on t. We will smoothly push the curve to

F(Lx{t
the opposite side to make t(his En}t)egral constant.

Choose two points A, B € LNV such that L has tangents at A and B and some subarc of L connecting
A and B contains the subarc Lg. It is easy to construct a square Ry = {(u,v) : |u| < 1, |v] < 1}
smoothly embedded in the open set V such that Ry contains the bypass xo(ID) in its interior and dRy
intersects L in two points A and B lying on the opposite sides v = +1 of the square. It is clear that
Ry is an integral correction square (see Definition B.20) for the isotopy Fy. Let ®¢ be an isotopy of S
supported in Ry correcting the isotopy Fy. Since Fj is Lipschitz, by Proposition3.22] ® is also Lipschitz.

So the isotopy (p,t) — ®o(Fo(p,t),t), where p € L and ¢ € [0; ], satisfies conditions (), @), @), (@)
and (7)) since these conditions were satisfied by the isotopy Fp, and ®( preserves them by the definition.
If we choose 0 sufficiently small, it also satisfies condition {)). Condition (&) is satisfied by construction.
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We preserved our advance in satisfying the condition (8): the curve ®o(Fp(yo x {d}),0) is piecewise
smooth since ®g(e,d) is smooth.
Let 0Ly = {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'\ OL, then there exists a bypass x for L
such that

(1) P € Lo\ 0Ly where Lg is the attaching arc of the bypass.
(2) x(0-D) is piecewise smooth.
(3) x is C'-bi-Lipschitz with respect to the Riemannian metric g/ (¢(Lo))> .

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 1 and ~2 be two compact subarcs of L such that 1 Ny = {P}, v1 Uy € LNV and for any
two points p1 € y1, p2 € Y2 the subarc L}Zj contains P. We take rg such that v U~e D L N B(rg) and
O(y1U~2)NB(rg) = @. Let O € B(ro/2) be a point such that dist(O, 1) = dist(O,~2) # 0. Let Q1 € 1
and Q2 € v2 be two points such that dist(O, Q1) = dist(O,v1) = dist(O, y2) = 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) < r(/2
and thus D C B(rg). Then LN D = (71 U~2) N D and the interior of D does not contain any point of L.

FIGURE 4. constructing a bypass in Case 1

Case 1. Q1 # P and Q5 # P.
Let Ly be an arc of a (generalized) circle which is perpendicular to the circle D such that OL; =

{Q1,Q2} and L1 C D. Let Ly = L’gf See Figure @ The curve Lo is C-Lavrentiev. The curve L is

7 /2-Lavrentiev. Let us prove that the curve Lo U L; is Lavrentiev with the constant depending only on
c

Let A€ Ly, B€ Ly and A, B ¢ LyN L. Suppose that dist(B, Q1) < dist(B, Q2). The other case is
similar. Then

(Lo UL)[5) < U(Lo[F) +U(Lr[g ) < C - dist(A, Q) + /2 - dist(Q1, B) <
< C -dist(A, B) + (C + 7/2) - dist(Q1, B).

It is clear that there exists a universal constant k such that dist(Q1, B) < k- dist(B,0D) (in fact,
k=42 works). Let us continue the above chain of inequalities:



22 MAXIM PRASOLOV

((LoU L1)|§) < C-dist(A, B) + (C 4 7/2)k - dist(B,9D) < (C + (C + w/2)k) - dist(A, B).

So the curve Lo U Ly is (C' + (C 4 m/2)k)-Lavrentiev.

Denote ¢(Lg) by I. Note that 1 < ¢(LoU Ly)/l <1+ 7/2.

If X is a subset of C and z € C denote by z- X the set {z-w: w e X}.

By Corollary 2] there exists a Co-bi-Lipschitz map xo : [ - D — V such that xo(l - 9D) = Lo U L;
and Cj depends only on C. Let us prove that xo(l-D)N (LU Ly) = @. First, 71 U2 \ Lo is the union
of two arcs. Second, each of these arcs emanates from 9Ly outside xo(l - D) because 1 and 7, are
compact arcs and d(y1 U~y2) N B(rg) = &. The rest follows from the fact that xo(l - D) C B(rg) and
LN B(T‘()) = (’}/1 U ’)/2) n B(TQ).

Now we consider the Mdbius map x; which maps [ - D to itself and the arc x 1(L0) with its middle
point to the arc [ - 04D with its middle point respectively. There exists a real number Cy which depends
only on the ratio £(xy'(Lo))/¢(l - OD) such that y; is Cy-bi-Lipschitz. But £(xg'(Lo))/¢(l - OD) >
(L(Lo)/Co)/(2ml(Lo)) = 1/27Cy. Hence C; depends only on C.

Let x : D — V be the map such that y(z) = xo o xj *(1z). By construction x is C’-bi-Lipschitz map
with respect to the Euclidean metric on V divided by [? where ¢’ depends only on C, x(D)N(LUL;) =
LoUL; and x(0+D) = L. To check that y is a bypass it remains only to prove that the curve (L\ Lo)UL;
is Lavrentiev. It is true by Corollary since the minimal angle of this curve at the points 0L is
nonzero.

Case 2. P €0D.

Let (r,¢) be polar coordinates in V' such that r is the distance to the point P. We can apply a
2-bi-Lipschitz homeomorphism ¢ of B(rg) such that ¢ : (r,¢) — (r,¢'(¢)), where the functions ¢’(y)
and ¢(¢') are smooth, and the inner angle of ¢(D) at P is greater than .

The connected component of ¢(L N B(rg)) containing P divides B(rg) into two parts. One part
contains ¢(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 ¢! and obtain a sought-for bypass for the curve L. 0

Now we take a point P € 0Ly and apply the last lemma to the point ®o(P,d) on the curve L' =
Do (Fo(L x {0}),0). We get a bypass x1 in a neighborhood of ®((P,d) 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 x1 to be arbitrarily small. By construction of y; all arcs x1(Fy——(0+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 ¢ € [0;1]. Let F; be the isotopy associated with the bypass x1.

There exists an integral correction square Ry C V for the isotopy Fy such that Ry N (D) = @.
Since L' N Ry stays fixed during the isotopy Fi, by Proposition B.22] there exists a correcting isotopy @1
which essentially depends only on the function S/ B. So again by choosing the bypass x1 to be

Fu (L' x{t})
sufficiently small we can achieve that the range of the integral of the form § on any subarc of L’ during
the isotopy (p,t) — ®1(Fi(p,t),t) is arbitrarily small. So condition () is satisfied by the concatenation
of the isotopies (p,t) — ®o(Fo(p,t),t), where p € L and ¢ € [0;6], and (p,t) — ®1(F1(p,t),t), where
p € ®o(Fo(L,9),0) and ¢t € [0;1].

In a similar way we take a point @ € dLg \ {P} and by Lemma we construct a bypass xo in
a neighborhood of the point ®;(Py(Q, ), 1), correct the associated isotopy F> by an isotopy ®5. The
concatenation of the three constructed isotopies satisfies conditions ([{)-([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,p) 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, @) — (r,¢'(r, v, 1)), where ¢’ (r, ¢, t) is smooth,
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0" |0p # 0 and @' (r, ¢, t) = ¢'(p,t) if r < ry for some positive rp, 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 (). After eliminating all the corners we obtain an
isotopy satisfying all the conditions of the present proposition. O

Remark 4.6. All constructed smooth curves in the last proposition are in fact C*>°-smooth. If L is a C''-
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 C'-smooth isotopy of
L making the curve C*-smooth. Such isotopy trivially satisfies all conditions except (@) and ([@). It
satisfies condition ([2)) by Lemma 2I7 For condition (Bl) we again can correct this isotopy preserving
condition ().

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 .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 x [0;1) — S, where p x {0} — 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 Mobius strip (to see this one can, for example, first construct
a collar locally on the orientable covering of the surface using Schonflies 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 subset N C S
is called closed regular tubular neighborhood of the curve L if there exists a map f : S' x [-1;1] — N
such that

(1) f is a bi-Lipschitz homeomorphism.

(2) f(St x{0})=L.
(3) f:Stx ([-1;0)U(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 [B.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 [ let I, denote the line element at the point p. Let A be a subset of the
manifold M. Let B,;(A) (respectively, B,;(A)) denote the set of vectors {\v: v €1l,, p€ A, |\ <7}
(respectively, {\v: v el,, pe A, [N\ <r}). If Aiscompact and ANIM = &, the flow of the field [ is
defined on B,;(A) for some r > 0. We denote this flow by exp; : Byj(A) — M.

Definition 5.2. A neighborhood U of the Legendrian curve L is called regular if there exists a positive
number r < +00, a smooth surface S C U, the map pr : U — S and a contact field of line elements [
such that

(1) 1 is transverse to the contact structure.

(2) exp; : By(S) — U is a diffeomorphism.

(3) pr is the projection along the trajectories of [.

(4) pr}L is injective.
The quadruple (U, S,1,r) will be also called regular neighborhood.
The projection pr is called regular.

We note that from condition (2)) it follows that the field [ 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 [ is transverse to the contact structure,
has the form {v, —v}, where v is a vector field in some neighborhood of pr(L) in U. Since [ is transverse
to S, v provide a coorientation for some neighborhood S’ C S of the curve pr(L). Thus S’ is oriented
and B,(S") can be identified with S’ x (—r;7) where T,M > z - v < (g, z). Since the field [ is contact
and it is transverse to the contact structure, there exists a differential 1-form 8 on S’ such that the
contact structure on U’ = exp;(S’ x (—r;r)) is the kernel of the 1-form dz + pr*/.

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

On any contact manifold there exists a contact field of line elements which is transverse to the contact
structure (Lemma [B2T]).
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,§).
Let | be a contact field of line elements transverse to £. Then the field | is the contact field of some
reqular neighborhood U of the curve L.

Proof. Since L is Legendrian, by Lemma [B.T9] there exists ¢ > 0, such that exp, : B (L) — M is an
embedding.

Thus by Lemma (.20 there exist a smooth embedded surface S C M which is transverse to the field
I and a neighborhood U of the curve L such that the map exp; : B (S) — U is a diffeomorphism.

It remains to prove that pr| ;, Is injective. Suppose the contrary, that for some point g € S there are
two points p1, p2 € L such that the points in each pair ¢, p; and g, p2 are joined by a trajectory having
the length less the e. This contradicts the fact that exp, : B, (L) — M is an embedding. O

Now we move to the proof of the lemmas used above.

First, we prove lemmas and in a particular case, when the field [ is a pair of vector fields
(lemmas[B.6land 5.17). 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 ® denote the flow of the vector field Z. For a
subset A C M and a pair a < b of real numbers we write ® : A X [a;b] — M for the map such that
D:(p,z)— eXpz _z} (z - Z,) where Z, is a vector Z at the point p.

By the length of a trajectory ®({p} x [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 € such
that the map ® : L x [—e;e] — 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 V, with coordinates (z,y,z) such that §/90z = Z,
p = (0,0,0) and the coordinate plane Ozy coincides with &,.

By the definition of Legendrian curve (Definition B:2) there exists a neighborhood W, C V,, such that
the orthogonal projection to the plane &, = Oxy is injective on LNW),,. Let €, be a positive real number
and D, be an open disk in the plane Ozy centered at p such that ®(D, x (—ep;ep)) C W,. We note
that for any point ¢ € L N ®(D,, X (—&,/2;¢,/2)) the trajectory ®({q} x [—&,/2;€,/2]) is defined and
embedded in ®(D,, x (—¢p;€p)), and it intersects L at the unique point g.

Since L C |J ®(Dp x (—¢€p/2;€,/2)) and the curve L is compact, there exist a finite number of points

peL
{pi} C L such that L C |J®(D,, X (—&p,/2;€p,/2)).
Let e = miney, /4. Then @ : L X [—&;¢] — M is an embedding. O

Lemma 5.7. Let Z be a smooth vector field on the 3-manifold M which is nonzero everywhere, € > 0
and C be a compact curve in M, such that the map ® : C X [—¢g;¢] = M \ OM 1is defined and injective.
Then there exists a neighborhood U of C' and a smooth surface S C U, such that ® : S x (—e;e) = 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 = R? with coordinates (z,y,2), Z = 9/0z, Uy = {(z,y,2): |z—y| <1, 0<y<
2}, Us ={(x,y,2): |z+y| <1, 0 <y <2} Then the trajectories {(x,y,z): =0, y=1, 0 <z <2}
and {(z,y,2): =0, y=1, —2 < z < 0} have no non-intersecting neighborhoods in the space of all
trajectories of the vector field Z in Uy U Us, see Figure [l on the left.

We can see that in this example both neighborhoods are products U; = ®(D; x [—1;1]) for some
disks D; where ¢ = 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 EII We will require that trajectories joining the curve with
the disks are short. This is Condition [Il 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 That means that in all charts that we fix in Claim [E.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 = R? with coordinates (z,y,2), Z = 0/0z, Uy = {(z,y,2) : 0 <y <1, =2 <
2<2b Uy ={(z,y,2): 0<y<2, 1<z2<2},Us={(z,9,2): 0<y<2, —2<z< —1}. Then the
trajectories {(z,y,2): =0, y=1, 1 <z <2} and {(x,y,2): =0, y=1, =2 < z < —1} have no
non-intersecting neighborhoods in the space of all trajectories of the vector field Z in Uy U Uy U Us, see
Figure [ 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 U; = ®(D; x (—r;,7;)). In this example we see that some (actually any) trajectory in Uy contains
a trajectory of Uy and a trajectory of Us. We forbid this type of situation in condition [¥]in Claim B.111

In claims we follow the assumptions and the notations of Lemma 5.7l 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 ® : C' x [—e;e] = M \ OM is defined and injective and C' is compact, there exists d; > 0 such
that the map ® : C' x [ — §1;6 4+ 61] — M \ OM is defined and injective. We set

(12) 0 = min(d1,£/2).

Claim 5.10. There exists a finite set {U;, D;, pr;, z; }; where U; is an open subset of M, D; is a smooth
embedded disk in U;, pr; is a smooth map U; — Dy, z; is a smooth uniformly continuous function
Ui — (—¢/2;¢/2) such that
1) ®o(pr; X z;) =idy, and (pr; X z;) o (I)’Dix(fs/2;5/2) =1dp, x (—e/2;e/2) for any i;
2) for any i and j the relation pr; o pr; ' pr,(U;NU;) — pr; (Ui NUj) is a map and, moreover, it
is a diffeomorphism;
3) CcC U U;;

4) pr; : CNU; — D; is injective for any i;
5)ifpeCnNU;, pe®(D; x(—3/8;0/8)).

Proof. For any p € C' we choose a chart V,, containing the trajectory ®({p} x [—¢;¢]) with coordinates
(x,y, z) such that Z = 0/0z. There exists a disk D,, in the plane z = z(p) centered at p such that
®(Dy, x(—¢;¢€)) C V. Since @ : {p} x[—¢;¢] — M is an embedding, the disk D,, can be chosen sufficiently
small such that |z(q) — z(p)| < /8 for any point ¢ € CN®(D, x (—¢;¢)). Let U, = (D, x (—¢/2;¢/2)).
We can also choose D, sufficiently small so that U,, C V}, and thus z is uniformly continuous in U,.

Let pr,, denote the projection of Uj to D), along the z-axis. The map prp| cnu, is injective since in

the other case some points q1,¢2 € C N U, with pr,,(q1) = pr,,(gz2) are joined by a trajectory of the field
z having the length less than ¢ which contradicts the fact that ® : (C N U,) x [—¢;¢] — M is injective.

Let p,p’ € C. Let us prove that pr, o pr;1 s pr,(Up N Up) — pr, (U, N Upy) is a map. Suppose
the contrary. Let qo,q1 € Up N Uy, pr,(qo) = pr,(q1) but pr, (go) # pry(q1). The intervals ®({go} x
(—e/2;¢/2)) and ®({q1} x (—¢/2;¢/2)) are embedded in (D, x (—¢;¢)) 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 pr,, o pr, ' : pr, (U, N Uy ) — pr, (U, N Uy ) is smooth. Let (z/,y',2’) be
the coordinates in the chart V,,. We have shown that the functions z(z’,y’), y(2’,y’) are defined. Since
they are the transition functions between two smooth charts V,, and V},, they are smooth.

The composition of maps pr,, opr, ' : pr,(U,NU, ) = pr,, (U,NU, ) and prpopr;,1 1 pry (UpNUpr ) —
pr,(Up N Uy ) 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 U,,. We set U; = Up,,
D; = D,,. If (z,y, z) are the coordinates in the chart Vj,,, we set z; = z — z(p;). O

We fix such dy > 0 that for any ¢

(13) dist(p,q) < do = [2i(p) — zi(q)] < /8

if z; is defined at the points p and q. Such dj exists since the functions z; are uniformly continuous.
Let

(14) dy = inf maxdist(p, M \ U;).
peC i

Since C' is compact and is contained in |JU;, d1 > 0.
i
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Claim 5.11. There ezists a finite set {S;}; of smooth embedded surfaces without boundary indexed by
7 €40,1,...,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

1. S; is transverse to the vector field Z for any j.
II. C | JP(Sj x (—/4;9/4)).

J
I If S; C U;

(a) the map ® : S; x [—26;36] — U, is defined and injective,

(b) the range of z; on S; is less than ¢/8,

(c) the map pr; : S; — D; is injective and open (the image of any open subset is open).
1v. If Sj_l @] Sj+1 c U;, then pri(Sj—l) N pri(Sj-i-l) = .

V. If Sj @] Sj+1 cU;, Py € Sj, P e Sj+1 and pI’Z-(Po) = pI’Z-(Pl), then |21(P0) — Zz(Pl)l < %5

VI. Any triple of the surfaces S;_1, S; and Sjy1 lie inside some Uj.

Proof. By condition in Claim for any p € C we can choose a chart U; which contains p.
Let W, be an open subset of D; such that pr;(p) € W, diam(®(W, x {zi(p})) < min(dy,d;/3) and
diam(C' N ®(W, x (—¢/2;¢/2)) < d1/3.

Let us check conditions[[land [Tl for the surfaces ®(W,, x {zi(p)}). Clearly any such surface is transverse
to Z. Suppose that (W, x {z(p)}) C Uy .

We begin with condition [[TI(b)] Since diam(®(W, x {z;(p})) < do, the range of z; on this surface is
less than §/8 by equation (I3).

Then we consider condition Since p lies in our surface, p € Uy. Since p € C' N Uy, by [5)|in
Claim BI0 ®({p} x [-£/2+/8;e/2—/8]) C U;. We already proved that the range of z;; on the surface
is less than /8. Again since p lies in the surface, ®({P} x [-¢/2 + §/4;¢/2 — §/4]) C Uy for any point
P in the surface. We obtained what we needed because 6 < ¢/2.

Condition follows from condition |2)|in Claim because W, C D;.

Now we consider an open cover C' = |J CN®(W, x(—¢/2;¢/2)). Suppose {7,}; is a subdivision of the

peC
curve C into compact subarcs ; indexed by j € {0,1,..., N—1} if C' is homeomorphic to a segment and
indexed by j € Zy 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 p; € C' denote such point that ®(W),, x (—¢/2;¢/2)) D ;.
Let i(j) be such number that W, C D;(;). Let S; denote the surface ®(W,, x {z;;)(p;)})-

Let us check condition[for the set of the surfaces {.S;};. By construction v; C ®(W,, x(—¢/2;¢/2)) C
Ui¢jy- By condition [5)| in Claim the range of z; on C' N Uy is less than §/4. Therefore, since
p; € CNUsgy, |2i) (p) — zijy (pj)| < 0/4 for any p € ;. Thus v; C ®(S; x (=6/4;6/4)). So we are done
because C' = J~;.

Let us checjk condition [V Let ¢ denote the common endpoint of the arcs v; and 7,4+1. The segment
O({q} x (—d/4;/4)) intersects the surfaces S; and S;;1 in some points @y and Q1 respectively by
discussion above. Such points are unique by And byaulso7 q € U;. We have |2;(Qo) —zi(q)| <
§/4 and |2;(Q1) — zi(q)| < 6/4. Thus |2;(Qo) — 2z:(Q1)| < 6/2. By [TI(D)] |2:(Fy) — 2i(Qo)| < 6/8 and
|ZZ(P1) — Zl(Q1)| < 5/8 Thus |21(P0) — ZZ(P1)| < %5

Let us check condition [Vl By the definition of d; (equation (Id])) there exists i such that dist(p;, M \
U;) > di. We have Sj C U; because p; € S; and diam(S;) < d1/3 < di. Let g be the common endpoint
of the arcs ;1 and ;. Since v; € CNO(W),; x (—¢/2;¢/2)) and diam(CNP(W), x (—&/2;¢/2))) < d1/3,
dist(p;,q0) < di/3. Similarly, dist(qo,pj—1) < d1/3. So dist(p;,pj—1) < %dl. Since pj—1 € Sj_1 and
diam(S;-1) < d1/3, Prélg_xl dist(pj, P) < di. Thus S;_1 C U;. For the surface S;1 the proof is similar.

To fulfill condition [Vl we need to make the neighborhoods W; (and the surfaces S; respectively)
smaller. We will not change the points p; and the subarcs ;. We will do this in such a way that it will
remain to hold that v; C ®(W),, x (—€/2;¢/2)). It is clear that the other conditions remain to hold in
this case.
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Suppose S;_1US;j41 C U;. Recall that v;41 C ®(S;11 x (—6/4;6/4)) and by [[TI(a)| we have ®(S;11 x
(—36;26)) C U;. Thus v;41 C U;. By condition [f)] in Claim EI0 the projection pr; : C N U; — D; is
injective. Therefore pr;(v;—1) and pr;(v,41) are embedded disjoint compact arcs in D;. Let N_; and
Ny be their non-intersecting neighborhoods. Let us prove that pr;; 1yy41 C Sjz1 N pr; '(N11). By
condition[5)|in Claim EI0pr; (v+1) C ®(v;+1x(—6/8;6/8)) and Py (Vix1) C @(va1 < (=3/8;0/8)).
Thus each point of the curve pr;(,+1) is joined with a point on the curve Prij+1) (vj+1) by a trajectory
of the field Z having the length less than 6/4. Since pr;(yj+1) C Dy, §/4 < /2 and U; = ®(D; x
(—€/2;€/2)), this trajectory lies inside U;. Thus pry;yq)yj£1 C pr; '(Niq). Tt is clear that Sj1q N
pr; '(N41) is open in Sj41 and contains PTi(j+1)(Vi£1)- So we substitute Sj11 by Sji1 Npr; ' (Nip). We
obtain pr;(Sj_1) Npr;(S;j+1) = @. If we perform this procedure for each such pair ¢ and j, we obtain a
sought-for set {S;};. O

Let X be a topological space | |Sj/ ~ where Sy, 5 P~ Qe Sjif k=1land P=Qor [k —{| =1 and
J

the points P and @ are joined by a trajectory of Z having the length less than %5.

Let us prove that the relation ~ is an equivalence. It is obviously reflexive and symmetric.

Suppose Py ~ P ~ Py and Py € S;, P1 € Sj41 and P, € S; where | = j or | = j + 2. By [V
and [[TII(a)] there exists U; such that S; U Sj11 US; C U; and the intervals ®({P;} x (—24;34)) lie in Uj;
for k = 0,1,2. Since Py ~ P, ~ P,, the union of these three intervals is an interval lying in U;. Hence
pr;(Py) = pr;(P1) = pr;(P») which contradicts [Vlif { = j +2. If | = j, it follows that Py = P, by [II(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 € S;, S, C U;, S; CU;. Then P~ Q if and only if k =1 and P = @ or
|k —1] =1 and pr;(P) = pry(Q).

Proof. Let k=jand [l =j+ 1.

If pr;(P) = pr;(Q), then by condition [V] we have P ~ Q. O

Let : | ]S; — X be the quotient map.
J

Claim 5.14. The map m: S; — X is injective and open for any j.

Proof. The injectivity follows from Claim [5.12]
Let W be an open subset of S;. By [VI] there exists U; such that S;_1US;US;11 C U;. By Claim [5.12
and Claim

71 (m(W) = pr; * (pry(W)) N Sy UW Lpry (pry (W) N S

Since pr; (W) is open in D; by condition in Claim [5IT) the sets pr; ' (pr;(W)) N S;+1 are open
in S;41. Therefore 7! (7(W)) is open in | | S; and 7 : S; — X is an open embedding. O
J

- v
Claim 5.15. Let S; US;1 C U;. Then the composition of relations m(S; U S;41) == S; U Sj+1 LNy )
1$ an injective open map.

Proof. From Claims (5.T3] and .14 it follows that this composition is a well defined injective map. The

map W}S‘usﬂ is continuous by the definition and open by Claim [5.14l By [III(c)|the map S; LSj4+1 LN
J J

D, is continuous and open. The claim follows. O

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 7(.5;) which are homeomorphic
to an open subset of the plane by Claim [£.141

The space X is second-countable, since it has a finite atlas {7 (S;)};.

Any two points of X lie either in 7(5;) for some j, or in 7(S;)Um(S;41) for some j, or in 7(Sx)Un(S;)
for some k,l. All these subsets are open in X by Claim T4l It is clear that the subsets (S;) and
m(Sk) U w(S;) are Hausdorff. The space m(S;) Um(S;41) is Hausdorff because it is homeomorphic to an
open subset of a disk by Claim E.I5l Therefore X is Hausdorff. O

In other words, X is a topological 2-dimensional manifold.

A smooth structure on X is induced by the smooth structures on the surfaces S; by condition [2)|in
Claim

Let {f;},; be a partition of unity subordinate to the open cover X = [Jm(S;). We define a map

J
X : X — M as follows. If |[r=1(P)] = 1, we set x(P) = P. Let S; 2 P ~ Q € Sj;1. There exists the
unique h such that |h| < 26 and Q = ®(P, h). We set x(7(P)) = x(7(Q)) = ®(P, fj+1h).

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

Proof. Let S;_1 U S; USjp1 C Ui. Let (25,9, zi) be the coordinates in U; constructed in the proof of
Claim

Let K =j —1, j or j + 1. Since the surface S; and the disk D; are transverse to the vector field Z
and the map pr; : S — D; is injective, the surface Sy is a graph of a smooth function g (z;,y;), which
is defined on pr;(Sk).

By construction, the surface x(m(S;)) is a graph of the smooth function > frgr defined on

J—1<k<j+1
pr;(S;). Therefore, x : w(S;) — U, is an embedding transverse to the vector field Z. Since X = |J 7 (S5;),
J

X : X — M is an immersion transverse to Z. (]

Recall that for any point p € v; there exists a real number h;(p) € (—0/4;3/4) such that ®(p, h;(p)) €
S;. This number is unique by because any surface S; lies inside some U;. If p € ; N y;41, the
points ®(p, h;(p)) € S; and ®(p, hjy1(p)) € Sj4+1 coincide with each other in X by the definition of X.
Therefore, the set of correspondences {p — ®(p, h;(p))};, determine a well defined map o : C' — X. It
is continuous, since h;(p) is continuous.

Claim 5.18. For any point p € C the interval ®({p} x (—0;9)) contains the point (x o o) (p).

Proof. The point p lies in some ;. Then there exists a point P € S; which is joined with the point p
by a trajectory of the vector field Z having the length less than /4.

By condition [V there exists a number i such that the chart U; contains the surfaces S;_1,S;, S;+1.
Then |z;(P) — zi(p)| < /4.
Case 1. There exists a point P; € S;41 such that pr;(p) = pr;(P1).

By condition [V] we have |z;(Py) — z;(P)| < 28. Thus |z(Py) — zi(p)| < 4.

Since the point (x o o)(p) lies on the segment of a trajectory of the vector field Z with endpoints P
and P and this segment is contained in the chart U, |z;((x o 0)(p)) — zi(p)] < 4.
Case 2. There exists a point P; € S;_1 such that pr;(p) = pr;(P1).

This case is similar to the previous one.
Case 3. pr;(p) ¢ pr;(Sj—1 U Sjt1).

In this case (x o o)(p) = P and |z;((x o 0)(p)) — zi(p)| < §/4.

O

Proof of Lemma[5.7} Recall that by condition (I2)) and the definition of ¢; for any point p € C' the
trajectory ®({p} x [—& — ;¢ + 4]) is well defined and embedded. By Claim the point (x o o)(p)
lies on the interval ®({p} x (—=4d;9)) for any point p € C. So the map ¥ : (¢,t) — ®(x(¢),t) from
o(C) x [—e;e] to M\ OM is well defined and injective.

Thus the map ¥ is well defined on Xy x [—e; ] where X is some neighborhood of the curve o(C).
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Since the map y is an immersion transverse to the vector field Z (Claim [B.I7), the map ¥ is a local
diffeomorphism. Since on the compact subset o(C') X [—¢;¢] the map VU is injective and the map ¥ is a
local homeomorphism, there exists a neighborhood of the subset o(C') x [—¢; €] such that the restriction
of the map ¥ on this neighborhood is an open embedding. Therefore, there exists an open subset
X2 C X1 which contains the curve o(C) such that ¥ : X5 x (—g;¢) — M is an open embedding.

Hence S = x(X32) is a sought-for surface and U = ®(S x (—¢;¢)) is a regular neighborhood. O

Lemma 5.19. Let | 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 \ OM.Then there exists € > 0 such that the map
exp; : Be(L) — M is well defined and injective.

Lemma 5.20. Let [ be a smooth everywhere nonzero field of line elements on the manifold M, € be a
positive real number and C be a compact curve in M such that the map exp, : Boj(C) — M\ OM is well
defined and injective. Then there exists a neighborhood U of C' and a smooth surface S C U without
boundary such that exp; : Bei(S) — U is a diffeomorphism.

The proof of these two lemmas is similar to the proof of Lemmas 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 x [—d;6] and A x (—6;0) we substitute by Bs;(A) and Bg;(A) respectively.

In the proof of Claim [5.I10 we should choose the neighborhoods V;, to be simply connected. Then in
any such neighborhood the field I has the form {Z, —Z} where Z is a vector field and we can use Z to
construct the coordinates (z,y, z).

A subset of the chart U; of the form ®(A x {z}) we substitute by the set {(z;,vi, 2:) € Ui = (@i, yi, zi—
zl) € 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, §) denote the contact manifold, wy (§) denote the first Stiefel-Whitney class of the contact
structure &.

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

Suppose wy(§) # 0. Let p : M — M denote the 2-fold covering corresponding to the subgroup
ker(wy (§) : m (M) — Zs3) and h : M — M be the diffeomorphism which acts as a transposition on any
fiber of the covering.

Then the contact structure p; *(£) is coorientable. Thus it is the kernel of a differential 1-form « on
M. We note that h changes the coorientation of the contact structure. Therefore ker(a— h*a) = p; ().
We note that h*(a — h*(a)) = —(a — h*(«)). Thus if v is the Reeb vector field of the contact form
a — h*(a), p«v is a sought-for contact field of line elements. O

5.1. Case r = 4o00. In this subsection we prove for closed Legendrian curves the existence of a regular
neighborhood with r = 400 (Proposition [£.20]).

Definition 5.22. Let U be a regular neighborhood of the closed Legendrian curve L. Let [ denote
the field of line elements in U. A compact set K C U is called a core of the reqular neighborhood U if
L C K\ 0K and there exists a smooth compact surface Sy C U such that

(1) Sp is transverse to | and pr|S0 is injective.

(2) K = exp;(By,1(So)) for some ro > 0.

(3) So is homeomorphic to an annulus if the contact structure is coorientable on L, and Sy is

homeomorphic to a Mobius band otherwise.
(4) 0Sp is a smooth link transverse to the contact structure.



LEGENDRIAN LAVRENTIEV LINKS 31

The triple (K, Sp, ) 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,1,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 we can take a smaller surface S’ C S such that (U’ = exp;(B,(S")),S’,1,r) is a
regular neighborhood of L and the contact structure on U’ is the kernel of a 1-form dz + pr* 3, where
z:U" — Ris a function, z|4, =0, 02/0l = £1 and § is a differential 1-form on S’. We orient the surface
S’ by the form df. It is sufficient to construct a core for the regular neighborhood U’ because U’ C U.
So we can assume S’ = S and U’ = U.

The curve pr(L) is Lavrentiev by Lemma B2} Let f : S' x [-1;1] — S be a closed regular tubular
neighborhood of the curve pr(L) (see Definition [£7]).

We orient the boundary of f(S! x [0;1]) in concert with the orientation of the interior. We orient the
circle S! in such a way that the map f(e,0) preserves the orientation. We choose a positive coordinate
s € [0;27] on the circle S'. We set

2(s,t) = 20 — / B+ 5 / 8,

FU10s8)x{t}) f(10:2x)x{t})
where zj is the z-coordinate of the point on the curve L whose projection is f(0,0).

Since L is Legendrian, the integral of 5 on any subarc of L is zero (Proposition B.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 BI7 So there exists a positive
real number to such that |z(s,t)| < r for any s € [0; 27 and ¢ € [0; to].

Let Ly = {p € U : 3s € [0;27] pr(p) = f(s,to), z(p) = z(s,t0)}. The set L4 is a closed curve
because z(0,t9) = z(27,tg) = zo by definition. The curve f(S* x {tq}) = pr(L.) is smooth because f is
a regular neighborhood of a Legendrian curve. Therefore L is smooth. We take a derivative 9/0s of
each part of the equation in the definition of z(s,¢) and obtain the following:

() ()= [ o8

F(S'x{to})
By Stokes theorem (see |25, Chapter IX, Theorems 5A and 7A])

(16) o< [ aws= s [ 5= [ s

F(8Tx[050]) pr(L) f(8tx{to}) f(8tx{to})

From equations (I&) and (@) it follows that L, is negatively transverse, i.e. the contact form
dz + pr*f is negative on the velocity vector of L.

Similarly we can construct a positively transverse curve L_ with pr(L_) = f(S! x {t1}) for some
t1 < 0. A sought-for surface Sy can be constructed as a graph of a smooth function Z(p) on the annulus
cobounded by pr(L) and pr(L_). We must ensure that 9Sy = Ly UL_ and L C exp;(B,,1(So)) C U for
some rg. So we have to ensure z(f(s,t0)) = 2(s,t0), 2(f(s,t1)) = z(s,t1) and |Z(f(s,0)) — 2(s,0)| < ro
where rg = r — | max z|. It is easy to construct such smooth function z.

Case 2. The contact structure is not coorientable on L.

In this case we can pass to the double covering 7 : S — S corresponding to the kernel of the ho-
momorphism wy : m(S) — Z2 where w; is the restriction of the first Stiefel-Whitney class of the
contact structure to S. By Lemma 215 the inverse image 7~ (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 St x [~1;1] = § of #Y(pr(L)). Similarly to Case 1 we can use the map 7 o f}Slx[O-l] to construct a

sought-for Mobius band. O

Lemma 5.24. Let (K, So,r0) be a core of the reqular neighborhood U with a contact field of line elements
l of the Legendrian curve L. If p € 05y, v1 € | and vi € T,U, a vector vy € 1,050 and the vector vy
direct to the same side of the contact plane, vs € TSy is a vector directed inward the surface, then the
basis v1,v92,v3 1S positive.

If the contact structure is coorientable, the field [ is a pair of contact vector fields in U. Suppose
some coorientation is fixed. So one vector field in [ is positive and the other is negative. In this case
this lemma says that the orientation of Sy induced by the positive contact vector field agrees with the
orientation of 9.5y 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
by Remark we can assume that the contact structure in K is the kernel of the differential 1-form
dz + pr* 3 where § is a differential 1-form on Sy and pr is the projection to Sy along the trajectories of
the contact field.

Let 045y be some component of 9Sy. Let A be an annulus in Sy cobounded by 94 Sy and pr(L). By

Stokes theorem for A
Jas= [o+ [ 5= [
A pr(L)

94 So 94+ So
because L is Legendrian. Since 0S5y 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 045y as
a part of the boundary of Sy agrees with the coorientation of the contact structure. O

Lemma 5.25. Let (K, Sy, r9) be a core of some regular neighborhood with contact field I of the closed
Legendrian curve L. Let pr be the projection from K to Sy along the trajectories of . Then the curve
pr(L) is isotopic in Sy to the core curve of Sy.

Proof. First we consider the case when Sy 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 Sy is a Mobius 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 ([B)) in Definition 5221 O

Proposition 5.26. Let (K, Sy, r0) be a core of a reqular neighborhood with contact field ly of the Leg-
endrian curve L. Then the curve L has a regular neighborhood (U, S,l,+00) such that U D K, S D Sy
and the field | coincides with the field Iy on K.

Proof. We consider two cases.

Case 1. S is an annulus.

There exists a neighborhood V' of K with positive coordinates (z,y, z) such that 9z/9lp = £1 and
So = {(x,y,0): x €S, 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)dz + b(z,y)dy

b
where oz ay > 0.

By condition (4) in the definition of a core a(z,+1) # 0 for any = € S!. Moreover, by Lemma
a(z,1) <0 and a(z,—1) > 0.

Let 71,0 be such real numbers that r1 > rg, 6 > 0, {(z,y,2) : |yl < 1+0, |2|] <r} CV and
a(z,1+6) <0, a(z,—1—35) >0 for any z € St. Let K1 = {(z,9,2): |y| <1+, |z| <ri}. It is clear
that K is contained in the interior of Kj.
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Let H be a smooth function on the manifold such that (see the left side of Figure[d])
(1) H =0 outside V.
) H| K, is independent of .
3) H | oK, = %
)
)

(2
(
(4) H(y,z)=r1 if ly| <1+4+46/2 and ro < z < 7rq.
(

5) H(y,z)=—r if |y| <1+4+06/2 and rp < —z < 7rq.
z
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FIGURE 6. The contact Hamiltonian H and the contact vector field X g

Let Xp be the contact vector field corresponding to the Hamiltonian H (see [IT, §2.3]).
The direct calculation shows that in K4

1 OH OH O0H O0OH )
X 6b 6@ (Eb_a_y7_$a78_ya “r(0,0,H)

or  0Jy
Let us check that Xpg is transverse to OK; (see the right side of Figure [0 all arrows are made
proportionally smaller).
If z=r1,dz(Xg)=r1 >0.
If z=—ry, dz(Xpg) = —r1 <0.
If y = £(1+49), dy(Xg) = —ﬁ which is positive if y = 1 + §, and which is negative if

or 0Oy
y=-—-1-4.

Since X is zero outside V and the closure of V' is compact and is contained in the interior of the
manifold, any trajectory of Xy is defined for all moments of time. Let ®5 : V x R — V be the flow of
of X . Since the vector Xy at any point of 0K; is directed outside K, all trajectories of Xg, which
intersect the boundary 0K, are distinct and non-closed.

Let

U={0g((z,y,£r1),t): 2 €S, Jy| <1+6/2, t >0 u{(z,y,2): €S, |y| <14+6/2, z € (—ry;m)}.

The first part of U is the union of all trajectories of the vector field Xy emanating from the points
of the form (z,y,+r1), where z € S* and |y| < 1+ 6/2. It is obvious that U is open and contains K.
Let [ be the field of line elements in U such that

1=40/02z,-0/0zy inUNK; andl = {Xpg/r,—Xpu/m}in U\ K;.

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

Weset S = {(z,y,0) : # €S, |y| < 14+4/2}. By construction, (U, S, 1, +00) is a regular neighborhood
of L, S © Sy and the field I coincides with the field Iy = {9/9z, —9/0z} on K.

Case 2. S is a Mobius 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 N (W) where W is a neighborhood of K. We choose
coordinates (x,vy, z) in V such that h : (z,y, 2) = (—x, -y, —2), wherez € St = 9D C C,y € [-1;1],z €
[—70;r0]. Thus K is invariant. We choose a contact form o = dz + a(z,y)dz + b(x,y)dy such that
h*a = —a. We can additionally make H = —H o h thus h, Xy = Xp. O

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
follows from Proposition [6.31

Proposition 6.3. Let L be a compact Legendrian curve, (U, S,1,r) be its reqular neighborhood, o C L
be its compact subarc, Oyo N OL = @, V C U is open and vy C V. Then there exist a number C and an
isotopy F : L x [0;1] = U such that

(1) F(e,0) =idy.

(2) F(e,t) is C-bi-Lipschitz for any t € [0;1].

(3) F is Lipschitz.

(4) (U, S,1,r) is a reqular neighborhood of F(L x {t}) for any t € [0;1].

(5) F is Legendrian.

(6) F(p,t) =p for anyp € L\'V and any t € [0;1].

(7)) F(LNV) x[0;1]) Cc V.

(8) The arc F(vy x {1}) is contained in the interior of a smooth subarc of F(L x {1}).

(9) If the subarc v of L is smooth then the arc F(y x {1}) is smooth.

Proof. There exist a smooth surface Sy C U without boundary and a real number 7y such that

(1) Sp is transverse to [.
(2) pr:Sp— S is injective.
(3) 70 C Uy C V where Uy = exp;(Bri(50))-
(4) Sy is orientable.

Let pry, : Uy — So be the projection along the trajectories of I. Since Sy is orientable, by Remark [5.3]
the contact structure on Uy is the kernel of the differential 1-form dz + prj such that 0z/0l = £1,
z’SD =0 and 8 € Q1(Sp). Let L' be a compact subarc of L such that 49 C L' C Uy and dyo N IL' = @.

Then there exists an open subset Vo C Sy containing pry(vo) such that pr(Vo) Npr(L) C pr(L'\ OL').
We apply Proposition 3] to the subarc pry (o) of the curve pry(L’) lying on the surface Sp, to the open
set Vp and the real number € = ro — max{|z(p)| : p € L'}.

Among the assumptions of Proposition 3 we need to check only that the curve pry(L’) is Lavrentiev.
Since L' is Legendrian, its regular projection pry(L’) is locally Lavrentiev by LemmaBI2l Since pry(L/)
is compact and embedded, it is Lavrentiev by Lemma 2.7

By Proposition 3] we have an isotopy Fp : pro(L’) x [0;1] — Sp. Let L' = {P,Q}. We note that
pry(P) ¢ Vi by the definition of V5. Thus by condition (@) in Proposition the point pr,(P) stays
fixed under the isotopy Fp. Let us prove that there exists the unique map F’ : L’ x [0; 1] — Uy such that
F'(P,t) = P, F'(L' x {t}) is Legendrian and pr, o F'(e,t) = Fy(e,t) o pr, for any t € [0;1].

The last condition on F’ means that F” is a lift of the isotopy Fy under the projection pr,. Since we
want the curves F'(L’ x {t}) to be Legendrian, the z-coordinate is uniquely determined on these curves
by Lemma B.ITland the fact that F’'(P,t) = P. By condition () in Proposition 43l and by the definition
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of & the restriction of z-coordinate on F'(L’ x {t}) is bounded above and below by +r( thus the curves
F'(L' x {t}) are well defined for any ¢ and lie in Uj.

Then we note that F'(Q,t) = Q for any t € [0; 1]. Indeed, this follows from condition (&) in Proposi-
tion 3] That means that we can extend the map F” to the map F : L x [0; 1] — V such that F(p,t) = p
for any p € L'\ L' and ¢ € [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 Uy C V and all our constructions were done in Up.

Condition (8). By (8) in Proposition [£3] the arc Fy(pry(vo) x {1}) is contained in a smooth subarc
of Fy(prg(L') x {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/ C S such that W’ Npr(L) = pr(L'\ L"). We set Wy = pr(Vp) UW'. Since Vi C S
is open, pr(Vp) C S is also open and Wy is open. By the definition of Vi, Wy Npr(L) = pr(L’ \ L').
Since the isotopy F is supported in pry ' (V) and by the definition of Vo pr(Vo) Npr(L) C pr(L'\ L),
there exists an open subset Wy C S such that W7 D pr((L\ L) UOL') and if pr(F(p,t)) € Wi for some
t € [0;1] then F(p,t) = p for any ¢t € [0;1]. By construction pr(L) C Wy U W;. What we need later is
that in pr=!(W;) the isotopy F' is trivial, while pr—t(Wy) N F(L x {t}) = F'((L' \ OL') x {t}) for any
t € [0;1].

Condition (9). It is sufficient to consider subarcs which are contained either in pr=!(Wy) or in
pr—Y(W7). The latter case is trivial. The former case follows from condition (@) in Proposition 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 3] all maps Fy(e,t) : pro(L’) — So are C-bi-Lipschitz
for some common C. All curves F'(L' x {t}) are Legendrian. So by Proposition BI8 F” is a continuous
Legendrian isotopy. Since the definition of a Legendrian isotopy is local, F' |p]r is trivial,

F|

—L(W)NLx[031]
P (Wo) L x[0:1] = F pr1 (W)L [0:1] and L C pr—t(Wp) Upr~1(Wy), F is also a Legendrian isotopy.
Condition (2). Similarly to the checking of condition (5) by Proposition the maps F'(e,t) are
bi-Lipschitz with a common constant. By Lemma the maps F'(e,t) are bi-Lipschitz with a common
constant.

Condition (3). By condition (3) in Proposition [£3] F is Lipschitz. Then by Lemma F' is
Lipschitz. Thus F is locally Lipschitz. Since L x [0;1] is compact, F' is Lipschitz.

Condition (4). We only need to check that pr}F(Lx{t}) is injective for any ¢ € [0; 1]. This is satisfied in

|

pr— (W) because U is a regular neighborhood of L. This is satisfied in pr=!(W;) because pr : Sy — S
is injective and pry : F'(L' x {t}) — Sy is injective by construction. O

Let L be a smooth Legendrian link. Let us prove that any C'-continuous isotopy F : L x [0;1] —
(M,€) of smooth Legendrian links is a Legendrian isotopy in the sense of Definition Indeed by
Lemma [ZT7 the curves F(y x {t}) are Lavrentiev with a common constant where v is any component
of the link L. Since the curves F(y x {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 B.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 reqular 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' C K\ 0K and pr}L, is injective. Then U
is a regular neighborhood of L' and K is a core of U as a reqular 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\ 0K, by () 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. O

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 77 and 2. We apply Proposi-
tion for the regular neighborhood K\ 9K of the curve L two times. First, we put 79 = 71, and then
we put 79 = 2. By () of that proposition we get a smooth Legendrian curve L' in K \ K. By ()
K \ 0K is a regular neighborhood of L’. By Lemma G5 U is a regular neighborhood of L’ and K is the
core of U as a regular neighborhood of L. O

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

Proof. Let S be the surface of the core. By Lemma[5.25] the curves pr(Lg) and pr(L;) are isotopic inside
S to the core curve of S. Let {7;}e[0;1] be a smooth isotopy between o = pr(Lo) and v; = pr(Ly).

By Proposition there exists a common regular neighborhood U of the curves Ly and L, with
r = 400 which contains the core.

Suppose that S is a Mobius band. By the definition of the core, the contact structure is not coori-
entable on Lg. Since v9 = pr(Lg) is isotopic to Lo, the contact structure is not coorientable on .
The same holds for all curves v;. This means that for any ¢ the surface pr=*(v;) is homeomorphic to a
Mobius 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 L; C U such that pr(L:) = 7:.
Then {L¢}e(o;) is a sought-for isotopy.

If S is an annulus, by Remark the contact structure on pr—!(S) is the kernel of the 1-form
dz 4 pr*f3 (see Subsection B.I)). Then we can continuously deform the isotopy {7:}+cjo;1) in such a way
that the area with respect to the area form df of the connected components of S\ 7; is independent
of t. This can be done as in Subsection 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. O

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

Proof. For each j = 0,1 let K; and S; denote the core for L; and the surface of the core respectively.
Let (U, S,l,7) be a regular neighborhood of L such that U C Ko N K;. The projections pr; : S — Sj
are local homeomorphisms and they are injective on the compact subset pr(L). Therefore there exists
an open neighborhood Sc S of pr(L), such that the restrictions of the projections pry and pr; on this
neighborhood are open embeddings. We set U = expl(Brl(g)). It is clear that (ﬁ, S,1,r) is a regular
neighborhood of L. Let K’ be its core and S” be the surface of the core. By () in the definition of the
core the maps pr; : §" — S; are embeddings.

By Lemma 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 L;. The map pr; : S' — S; is an embedding,
prj}L, = prj}s, opr’|,, and the map pr’}L, is injective, hence pr is injective. By Lemma[6.0 K; is a
common core of L' and L.

il
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Since Ky is a common core of Lo and L', and K is a common core of L; and L', by Lemma [6.7] the
curves Lg, L1 are smoothly Legendrian isotopic. O

Lemma 6.9. Let {l,}sc[0;1] be a smooth family of contact fields of line elements on a contact manifold.
Let (K, S,r) be a core of some regular neighborhood of the Legendrian curve L with the contact field 4
for any s € [0;1]. Let for each s =0 and s = 1 the Legendrian curves Ly and L have the common core
K. Let the curves Lo and L1 be smooth. Then the curves Lo and Ly are smoothly Legendrian isotopic.

Proof. Let us fix so € [0;1]. By Lemma there exists a smooth Legendrian curve Lg, having the
common core K, with L. Let us prove that there exists an interval J C [0;1] containing s¢ such that
K is a common core of L, and L for any s € J.

The surface S and the number r are fixed, the field I, continuously depends on s, Ly, C K4, \0K, and
K, = exp,, (Erls (S)) This means that Ly, C K4\ 0K, for s € J where J is some interval containing sg.
Since L, is a smooth Legendrian curve and the field /5, is transverse to the contact planes, the projection

is regular. Since the map prg, } ;_ Is injective and regular, any its C'-small deformation is also
50

injective. Hence we can shorten the interval J to make the map prs} ;_ injective for any s € J. By
50

prso ’LSO

Lemma K is a common core.
M
Since [0; 1] is compact, there exist a sequence 0 = 5o < s1 < --- < $pr = 1, an open cover [0;1] = |J J;
i=1

and a sequence of smooth Legendrian curves {L, }X ! such that for any i = 1,..., M: {s;_1,s;} C J;
and for any s € J; the curves Ly, and L have the common core Kj.

Therefore for any ¢ = 0,...,M — 1 the curves Ly, and L, , have the common core K,,. So by
Lemma the curves L, and L, , are smoothly Legendrian isotopic. Concatenating all constructed
isotopies we obtain that Ly and Ly are Legendrian isotopic as smooth Legendrian curves. 0

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

1o, 11, 8) :== {v,—v}, where v = (1 — s)vg + sv1, lg = {vo, —vo}, l1 = {v1,—v1}
and vg and vy are directed to the same side of the contact plane. The field (I, !, 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 L; and L have a common
core and L; be smooth. Then the curves Ly and Ly are smoothly Legendrian isotopic.

Proof. Denote the contact fields by Iy and ;. For any s € [0;1] we define a field I5 = I(lp, 1, s) in the
intersection of the interiors of these two cores of L.

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

The map exp;_ |§”S () is a smooth embedding for any s in some neighborhood of sy because it is a

smooth embedding for s = sg, B,.(5) is compact and I depends smoothly on s.

The curve L is contained in K, \ 0K for any s in some neighborhood of sy by continuity of /5 on s.
We prove that prs} ;, 1s injective for s sufficiently close to so. Suppose the contrary. Then there exist
sequences P; € L, Q; € L, s} € [0;1] such that the points P; and @; are connected in K by a trajectory
of the field [, and s, — 8o as i — 4o00. Since L is compact, we can assume that P, — P, Q; — Q. Since
pry, ’ ;, is injective, P = (). By the definition of a Legendrian curve for any local coordinate system at the
point P = @ 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 [,, is transverse to the contact plane.
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So by Lemma K is a core of some regular neighborhood of L for any s € J where J is some
interval containing sg.

Then by compactness of [0;1] there exist a sequence 0 = sy < s1 < -+ < sy = 1, an open cover
M
[0;1] = U Ji, a sequence of surfaces {S;}, and a sequence of real numbers {r;}£, such that for any

i=1
i=1,...,M :{si_1,s;} C J; and for any s € J; the compact set K; s = expls(Erils(Si)) is a core of a
regular neighborhood of L with the field [,.

Therefore for any ¢ = 1,..., M — 1 the compacts K; 5, and K; 1 s, are cores of regular neighborhoods
of L with the same field [s;,.

By Lemmal[6.6lfor any ¢ = 1,..., M there exist smooth Legendrian curves L] and L such that K, ;, ,
is a common core of L} and L, and K;,, is a common core of L and L. By Lemma the curves
L} and Lj | are smoothly Legendrian isotopic, and by Lemma [6.9 the curves Lj and L] are smoothly
Legendrian isotopic. So the curves L] and L{, are smoothly Legendrian isotopic.

By Lemma[6.8] L is smoothly Legendrian isotopic to L}, and LY, is smoothly Legendrian isotopic to
Ly. So Ly is smoothly Legendrian isotopic to Lj. O

Proof of Proposition [6.4] Let Lo and L; be smooth Legendrian links and let {L;}+c[0;1) be a Legendrian
isotopy.

For a component ¢ of the link L let ¢; denote the corresponding component of the link L;.

Let to € [0;1] and K be a core of some regular neighborhood of some connected component ¢, of
the link L;,. We claim that K is a common core of the curves ¢;, and ¢; for ¢t € I where I is some
neighborhood of #y. It is clear that ¢; lies in the interior of K for ¢ sufficiently close to to. Let S be the
surface of the core K. By Lemma [6.5] it only remains to prove that for ¢ sufficiently close to ¢y the curve
¢t is projected to S along the trajectories of the contact field injectively. To show this we take some
point P € ¢, 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 B2]) there exists a smaller neighborhood U of P and a neighborhood I of ¢y such
that for all moments ¢t € I the projection of the set ¢; N U to the contact plane is injective. Since the
intersection of V' with each trajectory is connected, the projection of ¢; N U to S along trajectories is
injective. Since ¢, 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 =

N
to <t <---<ty=1and acover [0;1] = | I; by connected open subsets such that {t;_1,t;} C I;,

Jj=1
for any component ¢ of the link Ly and for any j = 1,..., N there exist a sequence of compacts { K 5 §V:1
such that K7 is a core of some regular neighborhood of the curve ¢; for ¢ € ;.
By choosing the compacts K sufficiently small, we can also assume that for any j = 1,...,N —1
the sets KU K7, do not intersect each other for distinct c.
By Lemma for any component ¢ and any j € {1,..., N} there exists a smooth Legendrian curve

L§ which has a regular neighborhood with the core K75.

We see that for j € {1,..., N} the curves ¢;; and L§ have a common core K and for j € {0,..., N—1}
the curves ¢;; and L$; have a common core K¢, ;. By LemmaG.TTlthe curves L§ and L, ; are smoothly
Legendrian isotopic for j € {1,..., N—1}. This isotopy can be chosen in a sufficiently small neighborhood
of KU K7, so that such neighborhoods do not intersect each other for distinct c¢. So this isotopy

provides a smooth Legendrian isotopy between Legendrian links L$ and U LS.
cemo(Lo) cemo(Lo)
Since the curves ¢y and L{ have a common core KY, 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 K{ such that the union of these isotopies provides an isotopy between Lo and |J L§. The same
cemo(Lo)
holds for the curves ¢; and L.
Concatenating all constructed smooth isotopies we obtain a smooth Legendrian isotopy between L

and Ll. O

Remark 6.12. Propositions and [6.4] constitutes Theorem [Tl 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 Ly and Ly be Legendrian links in the contact manifold M. If they are Legendrian
isotopic, there exist a real number C' and a Legendrian isotopy F : Lo x [0;1] — M from Lg to L1 such
that F is Lipschitz and the map F(e,t) : Lo — M is C-bi-Lipschitz for any t € [0;1].

Proof. By Proposition[6.3] each component of the link Ly can be smoothed to a link L{,. 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} be a similar smoothing for the link L;. By Proposition the links L{, and L} are smoothly
Legendrian isotopic. So there exists a smooth Legendrian isotopy between the links L{ and Lj. It is
automatically Lipschitz and all curves in this isotopy are C-bi-Lipschitz for some C' by Lemma 217
The concatenation of the considered isotopies is a sought-for Legendrian isotopy. 0

7. CONTINUOUS LEGENDRIAN CURVES

It is natural to try to define Legendrian continuous curves in the same way as in Definition 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 C! 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 N U.

A continuous isotopy of Legendrian curves { L; }¢[o;1) is called Legendrian if for any moment ¢o € [0; 1],
for any point p € L;, and any Euclidean coordinates of class C* in a neighborhood of p there exist a
smaller neighborhood U > p and an interval I 3 ¢y such that for any moment ¢ € I the orthogonal
projection to the contact plane at p is injective on L; N U.

Proposition 7.2. Definition[71] 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 then it is Legendrian
by Definition [Z1]

Suppose that Euclidean coordinates in a neighborhood of p € L (L, ) are set. Then by Definition 3.2
there exists a neighborhood U of p (and a time interval I 3 ¢y) such that the angle between the contact
plane &, and the vector p” — p’ is less than 7/2 for any two points p’,p” € LNU (€ L, NU for t € I).
Therefore in U the orthogonal projection to the contact plane §, is injective on the curve L (L, for
tel).

Now let L (the isotopy L:) be Legendrian by Definition [[ZIl We prove by the contrary that it is
Legendrian by Definition

Suppose that for some € > 0 for some local Euclidean coordinates at the point p on the curve L (Ly,)
there exist sequences p),, plr of points on the curve L (L, ) such that

1. p,, — pand p!! = pif n = oc.
2. L(pp — P &p) > €
(3.) tn, — to if n — 0.
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By Lemma [Z.3] there exists a curve 7y (t) of class C* which passes through the points p and p,,, where
n; is some increasing sequence. If 1 (¢) is transverse to &, there exist local Euclidean coordinates at p
such that the contact plane &, is the xy-plane and v; () is z-axis. So the orthogonal projection to &, is
not injective in any neighborhood of p (and any neighborhood of ty), a contradiction. Therefore 1 ()
is tangent to &,.

By Lemma [T3] there exists a curve 72(s) of class C' which passes through the points p}, —p{, for an
infinite number of indices i. For any ¢ the curve 1 (t)+72(s) of parameter s is transverse to contact planes
in some neighborhoods of p. Since the curve 1 (¢) is tangent to &,, for distinct ¢ the curves v1 (¢) +y2(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 ¢, is xy-plane. So the orthogonal projection
to &, is not injective in any neighborhood of p (and any neighborhood of ¢y), a contradiction. O

Lemma 7.3. Let {p,}nen be a sequence of points which converges to the point p. Then there exists a
C'-smooth curve which passes through p and through p, for an infinite number of indices.

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

There exists a sequence n; such that (p,, —p)/|pn; — p| converges to some vector v because the sphere
is compact. We can assume that n; = i.

There exists a non-compact embedded piecewise linear curve such that any its breaking point belongs
to the sequence {p, }nen 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
C'-smooth because the unit tangent vector tends to v. O

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 {s,}nen be a sequence of real numbers such that
0 < s, < 1foranyn € N. Let S; be a set containing the unique element which is a square whose side has
the length a;. Let C; denote a set containing the unique element which is the cross lying symmetrically
in the square from S; which touches each side of the square along the segment of length s; - a;. With
the cross from C; we associate three segments inside this cross as in Figure [

FIGURE 7. A cross with three segments

Let S5 be four squares which constitutes the complement to the cross from C; inside the square from
S1. Then we iterate this procedure for each square in So. For each square from So we construct a similar
cross which touches the side of the square along the segment of length ss - as where as = (1 — 2s1) - a4
and as is the length of the side of each square from Ss. In this way for each n € N we obtain a set S,, of
squares whose sides have length a,, and a set C), of crosses. The cross from C,, contained in the square



LEGENDRIAN LAVRENTIEV LINKS 41

X € S, we denote by C(X). For each n € N with each cross from C,, we associate three segments as in
Figure [
The closure of the union of all segments associated with constructed crosses is an embedded curve.

oo
This curve is also the union of all associated segments and the Cantor set (] |J X. The measure of
n=1XeS,

o0
this curve is positive if and only if > s, < co. We denote this curve by 7. Denote by 7, the curve
n=1

<~y \ U X > U U X where X , denotes the diagonal of the square X joining the left bottom corner
X€S, XeS,
with the right top corner. The curves 7, are shown in Figure 8 for n = 1,2, 3, 4.

F1cURE 8. Approximating the curve of positive measure

o0
Suppose that > s, < oo and a,/s, — 0 if n — oo. These conditions are satisfied, for example, if
n=1
sp = 1/(n+ 1)2. Consider the contact manifold (R?, ker(dz — ydz)) and suppose that the square from
Sy is the square [0;a1] x [0;a1] x {0}. For any non-negative real number K we construct a Legendrian
curve (K) in (R3, ker(dz — ydx)) whose orthogonal projection to x, y-plane coincides with v and which
passes through the points (0,0,0) and (a1, a1, (K + 1/2)a?).

First we define ¥(0). We will define it as a graph of a function z on 7. The curve ,, is piecewise linear,
so there is the unique Legendrian curve 7, passing through the origin whose projection is =,. Consider
the z-coordinate of the point p € ¥, as a function on +, and denote it by z,(pr(p)). It is a direct check
that z1(a1,a1) = 2za(a1,a1). A similar argument shows that z,(p) = zp4m(p) for any m > 0 where p
is the left bottom corner of any square from S,,. So we define z(p) = z,(p). These corners constitute a
dense subset of 7. So we can define z by continuity if we prove that for any square X € S,, the range
of zp4+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 € 5, ¢ is the left bottom corner of Y € S,,4,,, and
X D Y. Then we take a sequence p = pg,p1,...,pm = q of the left bottom corners of the squares
X =Xy, Xq,..., X,y =Y respectively such that Xy € S;, 1, Xx DO Xgy1. Then

m m

2(a) = 2(p) = D (2(pk) = 2(pr-1)) = D (zusr(Pr) = Znsi(Pr1))-

k=1 k=1

ty
On any Legendrian curve we have z1 — 29 = [ y(t)dxz(t). Also |y| < a; and the total variation of 2 on
to
Ytk N Xk—1 18 3ap4k—1, SO

[z(q) — z(p)| < Z(3a1an+;€_1) < Z(3a1an217k) < Baian.
k=1 k=1

So the function z is well defined on 7.
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Let {k, }nen be a sequence such that k; = K and k1 = k, /(1 — s,,)? for each n € N. It is clear that
the sequence k,, converges. We define the curve ¥(K) as a graph of the function z + Az on v where Az
is the unique monotonic continuous function such that

e Az is constant on each associated segment.

e Az(0,0)=0.

e For any n € N for each square from S,, we have Az(q) — Az(p) = ka2 where p and ¢ are the
left bottom and the right top corners of the square respectively.

If (z,y,2) € 7(K), z = 2(z,y) + Az(z,y).
Let X € S, (z,y) € yN X, (z0,y0) be the left bottom corner of X. Let us prove that

(17) |2(2,y) — 2(z0,y0) — (= — zo)yol < a1 /2.
ty
Let f(z,y) = z(x,y) — 2(z0,y0) — (x—x0)yo be a function on yNX. We note that f(z1,y1) = [(y(t)—
to

yo)dz(t) where x; = x(t;) and y; = y(t;) for ¢ = 0,1. Let us prove that the right top corner (z1,y;) of
the square X is the point where the function f achieves its maximum. Consider the right top corners of
four squares from S, 1 which are contained in X. Since z = 2,11 at these points, it is the direct check
that the maximum value of f among these points is being achieved at (z1,y1). Let X = X1 D X2 D ...

be a sequence of squares such that (| X, = {(x,y)} and X € Sp4x for any k = 1,2,.... Let (zx,yx)
k=1

be the right top corner of Xj. A similar argument shows that f(z1,y1) > f(x2,y2) > .... Therefore
f(x1,y1) > f(x,y). Since f(z1,11) = a2 /2, we get

Z(,T,y) - Z(x()vyO) - (LL' - l’o)yo < a%/2

In a similar way one can prove that f(zo,y1) is the minimum of f and that f(zo,y1) > —a2/2. So
the inequality (7)) is proved.

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

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

Case 2. Suppose that (z,y) is neither the left bottom corner nor the right top corner of any square from
Sy, for any n and that (z,y) does not lie on any associated segment. Let p'(2’,y/, 2") and p” (2", y", 2")
be two points on J(K). Let n be the largest number such that the points (z/,y’) and (", y"”) lie in some
square X € S,. Let m be the largest number such that the points (z,y), (z’,y’) and (2, y") lie in some
square from S,,. Let (x0,yo) be the left bottom corner of X and pg(xo,yo, 20) be the corresponding
point on 7(K). We need to prove that Z(p” —p',&,) — 0 if m — .

2" =0, &) < L0 =1 Epy) + L(Epos Ep)-

Since £ is continuous, Z(&,,,&p) — 0 if m — oo. So it is sufficient to prove that Z(p” —p’, &, ) — 0 if
m — oo.

(18)
sin Z(p" = p' &) = |—(a" — 2 )yo + 2" =2 /1" =PIV +1<|-@@" —a)yo+ 2" =2 /Ip" =P

Case 2a. If («/,y') and (2”,y"”) lie in the union of squares from Sp41, [p” — p'| > span. Recall that
2=z, y) + Az(2!,y') and 2" = z(2”,y") + Az(2”,y"). Hence continuing inequality (IS])
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sin Z(p" —p', &) < (2" = 2(20,90) — (2" — 20)y0) — (2" = 2(x0,90) — (& — z0)yo)| /|p" — '] <
<|Az(@",y") — Az, y)| /Ip" — P+
+ (22", y") = z(z0,90) — (2" — x0)yo) — (2(2", ") — 2(x0,90) — (&' — wo)wo)| /|p" — P <
< (knafl + ai)/(snan) = (kn + Dan/sn — 0,

where we used estimate (7).
Case 2b. If (2/,y') and (2”,y"”) lie on the same segment associated with the cross C(X)

1"
x

ZI/ _ ZI — /ydI — (IH _ II)(yl _|_ y/l)/2

x/

Therefore continuing inequality (8]

sin Z(p" —p', &po) < |2" =2 [ (¥ +4")/2 = yo) /Ip" =PI < (W' +9")/2—yo < an — 0.

Case 2c. If (2/,y’) and (2”,y”) lie on distinct segments associated with the cross C(X), the estimate
is similar to Case 2a.
Case 2d. If (2/,y’) lies inside some square Y € S,41, (”,y”) lies on a segment I associated with the
cross C(X) and Y NI = @, the estimate is similar to Case 2a.
Case 2e. Suppose that (2’,y’) lies inside some square Y € S, 11, (2", ") lies on a segment I associated
with the cross C(X) and Y NI = {(x1,y1)}. Let [ be the largest number such that the points (z’,y’)
and (z1,y1) lie inside some square Z € S;. It is clear that X DY D Z. Let (x{,y() be the left bottom
corner of Z.

Let p"”" (2’ 4", 2"") be the point on J(K) such that its projection to xy-plane coincides with the
orthogonal projection of (z/,%’) to I. Let us continue bound (IJ)):

|_($// _ I/)yo + . Z’|/|p” _p/| _ |_($// _ :r”’)yo + PV (IW _ 33/)y0 + P Z/| /|p// _p/| <
S |—(.”L'H _ x///)yo + Z// _ Z///| /\/(x// _ I'”)Q + (y// _ y///)2+

=" =y + 2 = @ =+ -y

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((z’,y’), (1,¥1)) > ai+1 and the angle between I and the side
of the square Y is not less than arctan s,,,

\/(3:’ — "2 4+ (y —y")? > ajyqsinarctan s, = aj+15n/1/1 + 52 > al+1sn/\/§.

Now we bound the nominator. Let (z1,y1,21) € Y(K).

|—(a" = 2" )yo + 2" = 2" = |(=(2" —z1)yo + 2" — z1) + (= (x1 — 2" )yo + 21 = 2"")| <
<|(=(@" = z)yo + 2(2',y) — 2(z1,51)) + Az(2',y') — Az(zr,y1)| +
+ = (@1 = 2")yo + z(z1,y1) — (2", y")| < | (2" — 21)yo + 2(2",y) — z(z1,91) | +
+Az(2",y") — Az(zy,yn)| + = (21 — 2" )yo + (21 — &) (1 + ) /2] <
< =@ —x1)yo + 22", y") — 2(x1,90)| + kraf + aan,
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because |r; — 2’| < a;. Recall that (z(),y() is the left bottom corner of the square Z. Then we bound
the first summand

|—(2" —z1)yo + 2(¢",y") — z(z1,y1)| = [(— (2" — z1)yo + 22", y") — 2(x1, 1)) + (2" — 1) (yo — wo)| <
< (=" = xp)yp + 2(2',y) = 2(x0,90)) — (= (@1 — 20)yo + 2(21,91) — 2(x0,90))| +
+ (=" — 21)(yo — wo)| < af /2 + a} /2 + way,

by (D) for the square Z. So the nominator is bounded above by a? + 2q;a,, + k;a?. Now we combine
the estimates for the nominator and the denominator.

I~ = Yo+ — 2 /@ — 2+ (5 — " < V2 (aF + 20 + hua?) [ (arr150) =
=2 (al2 + 2a1a, + kla%) /(a1 = 81)8,/2) = 2V2 (1 + kp)ag + 2a,) / (1 = s1)s,) <

2v2(3 4+ k

< Ma_” 0.
1—g Sn

Case 3. Suppose that (z,y) is the left bottom or the right top corner of some square from S,, for some

n € N. This case is similar to Case 2.

So we proved that J(K) is a Legendrian curve.

We can connect the ends of the curve v 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
F(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 [5.6l any Legendrian curve has a collar transverse to the contact structure. By the
Thurston—Bennequin number of the Legendrian curve (in R?) 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 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 [[1lis 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(p), f(q)) ‘
dist(g(p), 9(q)) |

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

dist(f, g) = sup dist(f(p), g(p)) +sup |In

peEM PF£q

Proof. Pick a Cauchy sequence f,,.
It is also a Cauchy sequence for the C%-part of our metric. So it C°-converges to a surjective continuous

map f. If f is not bi-Lipschitz, for any C' there exists a pair of points p, ¢ such that )ln dist/(p).fla) | 5 ¢,

dist(p,q)
W > (' for sufficiently large n. Making C

arbitrarily large we see that the sequence f, is unbounded, which is a contradiction. Thus f is a
bi-Lipschitz homeomorphism.

Since the sequence f, C°-converges to f, |In
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It remains to prove that dist(f,, f) — 0. The C°-part of this distance is small by construction. Take
any small £ > 0. There exists N such that for any n, m greater than N we have dist(f,, fm) < e. Take
any two distinct points p, ¢ and a number n greater than N. There exists m greater than N such that

dist(fim (p), f(p)) < e -dist(f(p), f(q)) and dist(fmm(q), f(g)) < e - dist(f(p), f(g)). Therefore

diSt(fn(p)vfn(Q))' < 1y | dist(Fn(p). fn () ‘ dist(fm(p),fm(q))‘ -
dist(f(p), f(¢)) | = [dist(fm(p), fim(q)) dist(f(p), f(q)) |~

' —In(l —2¢) <e—1In(1 —2e).

(19) In

O

Lemma 8.2. The space of C'-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 dist(f(p), g(p)) + sup (Jn||Dy(f o g~ |, [In]|Dylg o FHII]) -
peEM peEM

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

. B : dist(f(p), f(q))
dist(f0) = psél}@z dist(f(p). 9(p)) + ii% 8 dist(g(p), 9(q)) ‘

B : dist(fog~'(p), fo g~ ()
= sup dist(f(p),9(p)) + 21;5 dist(p, q) :

Let v(s) be a smooth arc realizing the distance between two distinct points p and ¢g. Then

dist (fog~'(p). fog ' (a) _ [IID(fog™") ()lds -
. < : < sup ||Dy (fog™") |-
dist(p, ¢) J1llds veM
If there is no such arc v we can obtain the same bound by choosing a sequence of smooth arcs
connecting the points p and ¢ whose length tends to the distance between p and ¢. By the same
argument for the inverse map go f~!

dist (f 09~ (p), £ 0 971(0))
dist(p, q)

dist(f(p), f(9)) -1 o f—1
il;élq) lﬂm Sjélﬂf:[(“n”Dz(fog )|H,’1n||Dx(g / )HD

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

The subspace of C'-diffeomorphisms is closed because it is complete. O

In

> sup ||Dy (go f7H) 17"
xeM

So

Example 8.3. Let p, ¢ be polar coordinates on Euclidean plane. Then the homeomorphism of the unit
disk p <1

(ps#) = (p, ¢ +1np)
is bi-Lipschitz and the distance from it to the subspace of C'-diffeomorphisms is at least In(1 + v/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 8 is a 1-form on the smooth surface S such that df is an area form, pr is the projection
from M = S xR to S and z is the projection M — R, then the kernel of the 1-form dz+ pr* 3 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 B as above on all closed Lavrentiev curves. Let p € S. Then there is the
unique contactomorphism h of M = S xR such that h(p, z) = (h(p), z) for any z € R and proh = hopr.

Proof. Let ¢ € S and q # p. We connect the points p and ¢ by a Lavrentiev arc v directed from p to q.
By the results of Section Bl for any z € R there exists the unique Legendrian curve having the endpoint

(¢,z) and the projection ~. The other endpoint of this curve is (p, z + [ 3). Since a contactomorphism

5
must map Legendrian curves to Legendrian curves, we must have

hi(g,z) — h(q),z+/ﬂ— /ﬂ
¥ h(7)

The right side of this formula does not depend on ~ by our assumptions on h. So if we take this
formula as the definition of A we obtain a contactomorphism. O

Example 8.6. Let p, ¢, z be cylindrical coordinates in R3. Consider the contact form dz + p?dy on the
solid cylinder p < 1. Then the map

2
(P, 2) = (p,<ﬂ+lnp,z— %)

is a bi-Lipschitz contactomorphism by the previous lemma. We note that the rays ¢ = 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 f,, 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 f,, is bounded, there is a real number
C such that all homeomorphisms f,, are C-bi-Lipschitz. We can also assume that f is C-bi-Lipschitz.
The inequality () holds actually in dimension 3 also (the same is true for Corollary BI7). 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 f,, (L) which is zero because f,,(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 3.8l O

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[87)

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. 0

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 p <1

t
hi : (p,p,2) = (p,w+tlnp,z—§p2), teR

is contact. This map determines a homomorphism from (R, +) to bi-Lipschitz contactomorphisms. So
we only need to prove that h; is small if ¢ is small.
First, let us consider the z-part of this homeomorphism:
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|
|
t=0 t=1/2 t=1

\J

FIGURE 9. The bi-Lipschitz homeomorphisms (p, ¢) — (p, ¢ + t1n p)

t
(Pv%z) = <p7¢az - 5/)2) .

This diffeomorphism is small because the absolute value of the function % p? is not greater than [t|/2
and the norm of the differential of this function is not greater than [¢].
So it only remains to prove that the homeomorphism of the unit disk p <1

(p,0) = (p,p+tinp)

is small if ¢ is small. The details are left to the reader, see Figure [0

Proposition 8.11. Let L be a Legendrian curve, hy be a contact isotopy. Then hi(L) is a Legendrian
150topy.

Proof. Since {h;} is a continuous path, it is bounded, so the contactomorphisms h; are bi-Lipschitz with
a common constant. Therefore the curves hy(L) are Lavrentiev with a common constant. So {h:(L)} is
a Legendrian isotopy by Proposition B.10l 0
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