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Abstract

We explain a strategy, based on spectral invariants on symmetric product orbifolds, for proving
the smooth closing lemma for Hamiltonian diffeomorphisms of a symplectic manifold when the
orbifold quantum cohomologies of its symmetric products possess suitable idempotents. We re-
late the existence of such idempotents to the manifold containing a sequence of Lagrangian links,
whose number of components tends to infinity, satisfying a number of properties. Orbifold Floer
cohomology for global quotient orbifolds is used axiomatically, and is constructed in the companion
paper [MSS25]. We illustrate this strategy by giving a new proof of the smooth closing lemma for
area-preserving diffeomorphisms of the 2-sphere. The construction of suitable Lagrangian links in
higher dimensions remains an intriguing open problem.
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1 Introduction

1.1 Overview

Let (M,wyr) be a closed symplectic manifold such that [wy] € H?(M,Q). This paper explains a
number of applications of orbifold Floer cohomology, applied to the symmetric product orbifolds Y :=
Sym*(M), k =1,2,..., to Hamiltonian dynamics. The companion to this paper gives a construction
of bulk-deformed orbifold Hamiltonian Floer cohomology for global quotients which readily yields
our required properties. The paper [CP14] constructed orbifold Lagrangian Floer theory, and we
summarise their results, and axiomatise the mild extensions thereof that our applications require
(primarily, Assumption , in the final section of the paper. See Section for a brief explanation.

Thus, this paper has two goals:

1. We give a ‘template method’ for proving a Weyl law for the spectral invariants on M associated
to a sequence of idempotents in quantum cohomologies of symmetric product orbifolds Sym* (M).

2. We give a new proof of the ‘smooth closing lemma’ for Hamiltonian symplectomorphisms of S?,
using idempotents associated to Lagrangian links comprising k parallel circles, with k£ — oc.

At present, we do not know how to construct Lagrangian links satisfying our requirements on higher-
dimensional symplectic manifolds. We hope that the ‘axiomatic’ presentation of our results will help
focus attention on the importance of finding Floer-theoretically non-trivial links with arbitrarily small
components, which can therefore potentially probe the small-scale geometry of M. Lagrangian links
satisfying our particular requirements would necessarily be space filling, in the sense that the union
of their components becomes dense.

A fundamental question asks for which open sets U C M and positive values e > 0 can one create a
periodic orbit meeting U by perturbing a Hamiltonian by an amount < e (measured in C*°-norm). If
both U, e can be taken arbitrarily small, one obtains the smooth closing lemma. Classical Floer theory
lets one take U to be a neighborhood of a Floer-theoretically non-trivial Lagrangian; in particular
such U are non-displaceable subsets. Using Lagrangian links in toric surfaces [MS21| [PS23], we give
new examples where U is displaceable and e is essentially the displacement energy of U (see Theorem
. In the case of S?, Lagrangian links comprising parallel circles accumulating at the poles of
the sphere, allow one to take U, e to be arbitrarily small, hence yielding another proof of the smooth
closing lemma on S?; see Remark

Herman’s well-known counterexample [Her91al Her91b] demonstrates that the C* closing lemma and
Weyl laws fail to hold on general symplectic manifolds of dimension greater than two. However,
whether the closing lemma holds for Hamiltonian diffeomorphisms of the ball remains an important
open question. The prevailing perspective [FH22| suggests that in Hamiltonian systems, the closing
lemma is tied to the richness of the symplectic topology of the ambient space, as witnessed for instance,
in quantum cohomology. In this work, we establish a connection between the closing lemma and the
structure of orbifold quantum cohomology on symmetric products.

1.2 Spectral invariants for global quotient orbifolds

In [MSS25] we define an orbifold version of bulk-deformed Hamiltonian Floer cohomology for a global
quotient orbifold Y = [X/I'] where I is a finite group acting by symplectomorphisms on the smooth
symplectic manifold X so that wy descends to an orbifold symplectic form wy on Y. We used this



to construct spectral invariants on C°°([0,1] x Y). We will apply it to the setting X = M* and
Y = Sym*(M).

To state the main output of [MSS25], we first formulate some background.

An orbifold Y has an inertia stack 1Y, which splits into a union of components called ‘twisted sectors’.
For a global quotient Y = [X/T'], the twisted sectors are indexed by the set of conjugacy classes |||
of I', with the conjugacy class of g giving the sector X9/C(g) with X9 C X the fixed point locus of g
and C(g) C T the centraliser of g. Let ||T'||° := ||T'|| \ {éd} be the set of non-trivial conjugacy classes.
For any g € I, let (g) be the conjugacy class of g.

We assume that wx (and hence wy) represent rational cohomology classes. Let K be a characteristic
0 field, IT C R be a discrete subgroup which contains ﬁWX(HQ(X; Z)) C R, and

A = {i a; T

=1

a; € K, b; € 11, lim b; :oo}.
(]

Consider the valuation
val : A — RU{oc0}, wval (Z ainz) = min{b;}.

Let Asg := val ™! (Rso U {o0}) and Asg := val ™! (Rso U {o0}).

We will consider a bulk deformation class which is a linear combination of the fundamental class of
the non-trivial sectors so it is of the form

b= > vPDIX?/C(9)] € Ho(YiAso), () € Aso (1)
(9)elr|°
where PD stands for the Poincaré dual.

To define the action spectrum in which our spectral invariants take values, we briefly recall the
construction of the chain groups underlying orbifold Hamiltonian Floer theory for a smooth Hy :
Y % [0,1] — R. A generator of CF*(Hy;b) is an oriented representable 1-periodic Hamiltonian orbits
of Hy in Y together with a formal capping. To spell this out:

1. The orbit consists of a commutative diagram of the form
S—t.Xx (2)

T-Y

St

such that m, is the quotient map of a free I'-space S , « is a Hamiltonian orbit of Hy and Z is
I'-equivariant. We require that x is orientable in the sense that when the isotropy group of z is
non-trivial, the action of the isotropy group on the orientation line of x preserves the orientation.

2. The capping disc is a representable orbifold disc ¢, : D? — Y such that &;|sp2 = :r:(—t)H We
denote by k(g)(¢;) the number of orbifold points of ¢, whose evaluation map go to X9/C(g).

!The minus sign is due to the convention in [MSS25].
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The action of a capped orbit is defined to be
A(y) = / Hydt — / By — k(E) - val(og) (3)
T D

If ¢, and €, are two different cappings of x, then we can reverse the orientation of ¢, and glue to c,
to get on orbifold sphere A. Then A(¢;) — A(c;) € wy (A) + 37, val(v(y))Z C 1L

We will equip our caps with a further piece of data, a real number U € II. We use the notation ¢, to
denote (z,¢,,U) or (¢;,U). We call ¢, a formal capping of x and define the action of ¢; = (¢,,U) to
be

Alez) == A(ez) - U

Two formal capped marked orbits ¢, = (¢, Uz) and ¢, = (¢y, Uy) are equivalent if 2 = y and

Aler) = Aley) (4)

Finally, we have:
Definition 1.1. The action spectrum Spec(Y, Hy) is the set of values of the action over all formal
capped orbits.

With this in hand, we can state:
Theorem 1.2 (see [MSS25]). Let Y = [X/I] be a global quotient orbifold. Let b be of the form (1),
and Hy € C®(S* xY) be a non-degenerate Hamiltonian function.

There is a b-deformed orbifold Hamiltonian Floer cohomology group HF*(Hy;b) with an action fil-
tration (by HF (Hy;b)<® for a € R), well-defined up to canonical isomorphism (i.e. independent of
the choice of almost complex structure and independent of the presentation of Y as a global quotient),
which is additively isomorphic to the b-deformed orbifold quantum cohomology QH (Y, ) (which in
turn is additively isomorphic to QHyp(Y) with b =0).

There is an action decreasing pair of pants product
HF(Hy;b) ® HF(Hy;b) — HF(Hy#Hi;b)
which depends on the bulk b.

For any class © € QH,.(Y,b), there is an associated spectral invariant c®(z, —) = c(z, —) : C®(S! x
Y) — R with the following properties.

~

. (Symplectic invariance) c®(z, Hy o) = c®(z, Hy) for any 1 € Symp(Y,wy);

NS

. (Spectrality) for any Hy, c®(x, Hy) lies in the action spectrum Spec(Y, Hy);
. (Hofer Lipschitz) for any Hy, Hs,

o

1 1
/0 min((Hy ); — (Hy ))dt < ®(z, Hy) — ®(z, Hy) < /0 max ((Hy )¢ — (Hy ) )dt;

B

. (Monotonicity) if (Hy): < (H} )¢ then ¢®(z, Hy) < c*(z, Hy,);

Ot

. (Homotopy invariance) if Hy, Hy, are mean-normalized and determine the same point of the
universal cover Ham(Y,wy ), then c®(z, Hy) = c®(z, H},);
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6. (Shift) ¢ (x, Hy + s(t)) = (z, Hy) + [ s(t) dt;

7. (Subadditivity) for any z,2" € QHup(Y,b) and Hy, Hy,, c®(z %y o', Hy#HY,) < ®(z, Hy) +
(', Hy,), where y is the bulk-deformed orbifold quantum product in QH,mb(Y,b).

In item (7) above, Hy #Hj, is referred to as the composition of the Hamiltonians H, H" and is defined
via the formula

Hy#Hy (t,x) := Hy (t,z) + Hy (¢, (9, )~ (2))- (5)
The Hamiltonian flow of Hy#Hj is the composition of the flows of Hy and Hy, i.e. SOEY#H; =
Pty © Py -
REMARK 1.3. Orbifold quantum cohomology is typically Q-graded with an appropriate Novikov field.

Both it and HF*(H;b) admit a parity decomposition, compatible with the orbifold Floer product; we
do not consider any grading beyond this parity decomposition. <

REMARK 1.4. Even though b in Theorem can be a linear combination of fundamental classes of
twisted sectors, below we take the simplest case in which the bulk is a multiple of a single sector, since
that suffices for the applications in this paper. <

1.3 Symmetric products and Weyl laws

Let (M, w) be a closed symplectic manifold of dimension 2n. We say a sequence ¢, : C*°([0,1]xM) — R
of spectral invariants satisfies the Weyl law if for every Hamiltonian H € C*°([0, 1] x M), the sequence
2ck(H) converges to the average of H, i.e.

1 1 1
m —cp(H) = ———— H, W™ dt
im 7ok (H) Vol(M)/0 /M s W dt, (6)

where Vol(M) := [,, w™.

In dimension 2, every closed symplectic manifold M admits spectral invariants ¢, satisfying (a variation
of ) the above Weyl law; see [CGHS24, [EH21, [CGPZ21, (CGHM ™ 22bl [Buh23]. Applications of these two
dimensional Weyl laws include the smooth closing lemma for area-preserving maps and non-simplicity
of the group of area-preserving homeomorphisms of the disc.

A primary motivation for our work is the search for spectral invariants satisfying Weyl laws in higher
dimensions, which would yield generalizations of the aforementioned applications to these settings; see
Section [2.1] for a discussion of these applications.

The Floer cohomology of Hamiltonians on M itself does not yield a rich enough source of spectral
invariants for this to be very helpful. Inspired by [CGHM™22b, (CGHM™22a, [PS23] we use spectral
invariants associated to symmetric product orbifolds.

REMARK 1.5. Weyl laws have previously been proved using spectral invariats associated to periodic
Floer homology (PFH) [CGHS24| [EH21l, [CGPZ21]. In this theory, one counts possibly disconnected
and higher genus holomorphic curves in the symplectic mapping torus of a Hamiltonian surface dif-
feomorphism. One feature of passing to the symmetric product orbifold is that Floer cylinders in the
symmetric product can be interpreted, via the ‘tautological correspondence’, as possibly higher genus
and possibly disconnected curves mapping to the surface itself. On the other hand, the symmetric
product theory depends subtly and importantly on the value of the bulk deformation parameter, an
analogue of which seems harder to identify in the PFH setting.



Another theory which counts higher genus curves, and is at least philosophically related to symmetric
products, is the theory of higher dimensional Heegaard Floer homology and Heegaard Floer symplectic
homology |[CHT24, [KY23]; but they also do not explicitly introduce orbifolds. <

To obtain a sequence of spectral invariants on a closed symplectic manifold (M,wyr) (with [was] €
H?(M,Q)), we apply Theorem in the case where X = M* and Y = Sym*(M). In our later
applications, it will also be important to allow the discrete group II = Il containing the valuations
of the coefficients of the bulk class b to also depend on k, so we fix such a collection of groups Ilj.

REMARK 1.6. In the application, we will have a sequence of Lagrangian links Ly C M of k components,
and we will take IT; to be a discrete group containing both (was, Hao(M;Z)) and (war, Ho(M, Li; Z)).
(The union of these discrete groups over all k£ will typically no longer be discrete.) <

Via the canonical embedding
C°([0,1] x M) — C>([0, 1] x Sym"(M)) (7)

k

H v Sym™(H)y(w1, .. ax) == Y Hylxs). (8)
=1

(where the functions on the target are smooth in the orbifold sense) and making a choice of b, z as in
Theorem we obtain a spectral invariant

cr(—; M) = c(z,Sym*(—)) : C=([0,1] x M) = R

which we usually denote by c; if the choice of the manifold M, b,z are clear from the context. The
spectral invariant cj satisfies a raft of familiar properties.
Theorem 1.7. The symmetric product spectral invariant ci satisfy the following properties.

1. (Symplectic invariance) ci(z, H o ) = cx(x, H) for any ¢ € Symp(M,w);
2. (Spectrality) for non-degenerate H, cy(x, H) lies in the action spectrum Specy(H);
3. (Hofer Lipschitz) for any H, H'

1 1
k/ min(H; — Hy)dt < cp(z, H) — cp(x, H') < k/ max (Hy — H})dt;
0 0

4. (Monotonicity) if Hy < H then ci(x, H) < cp(x, H');

5. (Homotopy invariance) if H, H' are mean-normalized and determine the same point of the uni-
versal cover Ham(M,w), then c,(x, H) = c(x, H');

6. (Shift) cx(z, H + 5(t)) = ez, H) + k [} s(t) dt;

7. (Subadditivity) for any z,x' € QHyy(Sym*(M),b) and H,H', cj(z - o', H#H') < cp(x, H) +
cp(2', H).

The action spectrum Spec,(H), from item 2 above, is the Spec(Y, Symk(H)) from item 2 of Theorem
With respect to IT. To spell it out in terms of M and H, let = : S' — Y be a generator of CF(Hy)
as in and ¢, : D> — Y be an orbifold capping disc. Let  : S— X =MFandé:3 — M be the
equivariant maps corresponding to  and ¢, respectively. Let m : M* — M be the projection map to
the first factor. The composition 71 0é : 3 — M factors through a degree (k—1)! map & — ¥. Denote



the resulting map &~ — M by ¢ Let S := 9% and 7 := €| g5, where we equip 9% with the opposite of
the boundary orientation due to the minus sign in the definition of a capping disc. Note that Z is a
collection of integral period orbits of Xy such that the sum of the periods is k. By definition,

1
(k - 1)' T10%

where dt on S is defined to be the pull-back of the dt on S!, and the dt on S is the unique 1-form
whose pull-back to S is dt. Similarly,

1 1
/ e k!/é“X T k1) /Mé“’M - /e‘“"M

The term kg (¢;) - val(o(y)) lies in II. Therefore, Spec(Y, Sym*(H)) = Specy,(H) is given by

Specy (H) = TIj + { /x Ht — / wM}. ()

where the second term runs over all possible (Z,¢) such that Z is a collection of integral period orbits
of X whose sum of periods is k and ¢ is a capping surface of & as above. A standard argument
implies that Spec,(H) is a Lebesgue measure-zero subset of R.

1
/ Sym”(H)dt = il H%qt =

Hdt = /Hdt

The most crucial of the properties in Theorem are items 2,3,7; the other items (in slightly weaker
forms) follow from these. We discuss this within the proof of Proposition

1.4 Sufficient conditions for Weyl laws

Consider a sequence ¢, of spectral invariants, satisfying items 2,3,7 of Theorem[1.7] We show in Propo-
sition that if the associated homogenized spectral invariants satisfy a Weyl law for characteristic
functions of sufficiently small balls, then they will satisfy the Weyl law for all Hamiltonians on M.

Nonetheless, establishing the Weyl law in any given case seems challenging. Our following result gives
a sufficient condition.
Proposition 1.8 (see Proposition . Let by, € QH Sym*(M); A~o) be a sequence of classes as

n for k € N. Suppose that there exist e;, € QH*(Sym”(M); by,) such that

)
1. ey, is an indecomposable idempotent, and ej, - QH*(Sym*(M); by) = e, - A has rank one over the

ground field;
2. the valuations val(ey) grow sub-linearly with k, meaning val(ex)/k — 0 as k — oco.

Then the associated spectral invariants
cr 1 C([0,1] x M) — R given by H — ¢ (e, Sym* (H))

satisfy the Weyl law.

In the case of the two-sphere S?, we show that sequences (by, e) satisfying Proposition exist by
exploiting the interactions between Hamiltonian and Lagrangian Floer homology; see Corollary
More precisely, we obtain the following result.

Let Uy = val™!(1) denotes the unitary subgroup of the Novikov field.



Proposition 1.9 (see Proposition and Corollary [2.11)). Let Ly C M be a sequence of Lagrangian
torus links of k components, for k =1,2,.... Choose the discrete groups I1y, as in Remark[1.6, Assume
that there are bulk classes by as above such that

1. The potential function W of L, has an isolated non-degenerate critical point at b, €
H'(Sym(Ly); Un);

2. The valuation of the determinant of the Hessian of WP at the critical point by, grows sublinearly
with k.

Then the image of the length zero open-closed map OngmLk has rank one and contains a unique
idempotent ej, € QH*(SymF (M), by), and the {e}} satisfy the hypotheses of Proposition . Hence,

the associated spectral invariants satisfy the Weyl law.

Floer cohomology is always a deformation of ordinary cohomology. We restrict to ‘torus links’, ones for
which every component of Ly (and hence also Sym(Lyg)) is a torus, with exterior algebra cohomology.
A key point of the above result is that the associated symmetric product link has Floer cohomology a
Clifford algebra. For general reasons (coming from the Calabi-Yau structure on Floer cohomology) this
yields estimates on the valuations of quantum cohomology idempotents associated to non-degenerate
critical points of the disc potential.

This pushes the eventual work onto the existence of a sequence of Lagrangian links Ly C M of
k components, for which the orbifold Lagrangian Floer homology of the symmetric product links
Sym(Ly,) satisfies the above specific properties. These in particular force the links to be ‘dense’, which
accounts for how they can probe the small-scale geometry of the manifold (essential for having a Weyl
law).

On S? we prove that links of parallel circles satisfy the required conditions by adapting the arguments
in [MS21l [PS23] (see Lemma . By contrast, links composed of unions of toric fibres in (S? x
S? w4+t - w) never satisfy our conditions; more generally one can show that links which are products
of links in the two factors and have non-zero orbifold Floer cohomology never become dense.

In general we need a larger supply of constructions of symmetric product links which might be Floer-
theoretically unobstructed.

REMARK 1.10. If Ly, is a Floer-theoretically non-trivial link of £ components, the arguments of [PS23]
show that the individual components have ‘finite packing’ (the components admit at most k pairwise
disjoint Hamiltonian translates). By contrast, close cousins of the known links on S? x S? admit
infinitely many pairwise disjoint Hamiltonian translates [BK25]. This underscores the delicacy in
finding suitable links. <

REMARK 1.11. Proposition m provides a criterion under which Lagrangian/Hamiltonian spectral
invariants become quasimorphisms. Applying the proposition to Lagrangian links in toric 4-manifolds,
such as those considered in [MS21],[PS23], one obtains new families of quasimorphisms on (the universal
cover of) Hamiltonian diffeomorphisms. This implies, in particular, that the invariants cj g, pr B,
introduced in [PS23|, are quasimorphisms. See Remark <

1.5 Structure of the paper

Section [2| discusses Weyl laws and their applications, such as the smooth closing lemma, assuming
the existence of bulk-deformed orbifold Hamiltonian Floer theory with the ‘usual’ properties. The



companion paper [MSS25] gives a construction of that theory. The final sections outline our require-
ments from orbifold Lagrangian Floer theory. Most of these have been established in prior work of
Cho and Poddar [CP14]. The one or two missing ingredients concern the open-closed map and Calabi-
Yau structures, so necessarily entwining Lagrangian and Hamiltonian Floer cohomologies. However,
[CP14] worked with the ‘Kuranishi atlas’ approach to Floer theory, rather than the global charts used
in [MSS25]. Given that, we have chosen to axiomatise the one or two remaining requirements of the
orbifold Lagrangian theory that we require: these are summarised and then deployed in Section
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2 Weyl laws, idempotents, links and periodic orbits

We introduce here some of our notations and conventions.

Let (M,w) be a closed and connected symplectic manifold of dimension 2n. Let H : [0,1] x M — R
be a time-dependent Hamiltonian. The Hamiltonian vector field X g of H is defined by the identity

w(Xy,) = —dH.

The Hamiltonian flow of H, that is the flow (or isotopy) generated by X, is denoted by ¢%;. Its time-
one map is written as ¢p. The collection of all such time-one maps forms the group of Hamiltonian
diffeomorphisms Ham (M, w) of (M,w), which is a subgroup of the symplectomorphisms Symp (M, w).

There is a surjection
C*(]0,1] x M;R) —s Ham(M)

to the universal cover of the Hamiltonian group, which takes a time-dependent function H; to the
homotopy class rel endpoints of the path t — cp’}l, where ¢ € [0, 1]; we denote the image of H under this
mapping by @p. This map remains a surjection when restricted to the subspace of mean-normalized
Hamiltonians, i.e. H; such that [, H;w" = 0.

2.1 Weyl laws and their applications

In this section we formulate the Weyl law, and note that the Weyl law implies both the smooth closing
lemma and the non-simplicity of the group of Hamiltonian homeomorphisms.

Let (M,w) be a compact symplectic manifold of real dimension 2n. Fix a discrete subgroup IIj for
each k =1,2,... to define the associated Spec,(H) (see Equation (9)).

A function c¢: C*°([0,1] x M,R) — R is spectral if it satisfies
1. ¢ is continuous in the C* topology;

2. ¢(H) belongs to the Lebesgue measure-zero subset UgSpec;, (H).



We say that a spectral function c is sub-additive if, in addition to the above, it satisfies the triangle
inequality

3. c(H#G) < c(H) + ¢(G).
If ¢ is sub-additive, then, following Entov-Polterovich [EP03], we define the homogenized spectral
function ¢ : C*°([0,1] x M) — R via

C(H) = 1im SH)

m—oo M

where H™ stands for the m-fold composition H# ...#H. Sub-additivity guarantees the existence of
the above limit. Note that { is not necessarily spectral.

The prototypical example of a spectral function is the Floer theoretic spectral invariant associated to a
choice of a quantum cohomology class e € QH*(M), or more generally a class e € QH*(M; b) for some
bulk deformation parameter b € H®(M;A~g). If the quantum cohomology class e is an idempotent,
then, the spectral invariant is sub-additive and so one can define its homogenization. All of the

spectral functions, and their homogenizations, which appear in this paper arise from idempotents in
(bulk deformed) QH.

We say a sequence ¢, : C*°([0, 1] x M) — R of spectral functions satisfies the Weyl law if, the sequence
%ck(H ) converges to the average of H, as in . Similarly, we say a sequence (; of homogenized
spectral functions satisfies the Weyl law if for every Hamiltonian H € C*°([0, 1] x M), the sequence
%Qk(H) converges to the average of H.

It seems that homogenized spectral invariants have properties which are better suited for proving Weyl
laws; see, for example, Proposition Additionally, for applications, a Weyl law for (i is just as
effective as one for cy.

Smooth closing lemmas & non-simplicity

We state here two potential applications of Weyl laws, which serve as motivations for our work.

Smooth closing lemmas

We say that the C*°-closing lemma holds for Hamiltonian symplectomorphisms of (M,w) if, for any
¢ € Ham(M), any open U C M, and any C*-open neighborhood ¢ € V4 C Ham(M), there is a
diffeomorphism ¢’ € V;, which has a periodic point in U. This is one of the most significant open
problems in dynamical systems. It has been resolved in the particular case of area-preserving surface
diffeomorphisms [AIL6, [EH21, [CGPZ21] and 3D Reeb flows [Iril5], as a corollary of Weyl laws in
Periodic Floer and Embedded Contact homologies.

The smooth closing lemma remains wide open in higher dimensions, although there has been some
recent progress in very specific settings [CS24], [CDPT22, Xue22|. The following lemma explains how
it can be deduced from Weyl laws.

Lemma 2.1. If M admits either a sequence of spectral functions c, or a sequence of homogenized
spectral functions (., which satisfy the Weyl law, then the C*-closing lemma holds for Hamiltonian
symplectomorphisms of M.

The proof of this lemma follows Irie’s argument from [Iril5].
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Proof. Following Irie [Iri24] (see also [CS24]), we say that a Hamiltonian diffeomorphism 1 of M
satisfies the strong closing property if for every non-zero time-dependent Hamiltonian function G > 0,
there is some s € [0, 1] for which ¢, 01y admits a periodic orbit which meets the support of G. On the
one hand, it is straightforward to see (by taking G supported in a small ball) that if every 1 satisfies
strong closing, then M satisfies the conclusions of the smooth closing lemma. On the other hand, the
strong closing property for ¢ follows from the Weyl law. Indeed, take a Hamiltonian H such that
Y = @p. If the periodic orbits of ¢ o ¢ remain away from the support of G for all s € [0,1], then
for all k,m € N the action spectrum Spec((sG#H)™) remains independent of s, coinciding with
Spec, ((sG#H)™). For fixed k,m, the spectrality of the function s — ¢, ((sG#H)™) forces it to be
constant, since it is a continuous function taking values in the measure-zero set Specy,(H™). Since this
holds for all k, m, we conclude that the function s — (x((sG#H)™) is also independent of s. Hence,
we have

cx(G#H) = cx(H) and . (G#H) = (x(H)

for all kK € N.

Since G > 0, if G # 0 then the average of G# H differs from the average of H, yielding a contradiction
to the Weyl law for either of ¢ or (. O

Non-simplicity of symplectic homeomorphisms

Fathi proved in [Fat80] that the group of compactly supported volume-preserving homeomorphisms
of the n-dimensional ball, for n > 3, is simple. In contrast, the group of compactly supported
area-preserving homeomorphisms of the two-dimensional disc is not simple, as shown in [CGHS24]
(sometimes referred to as the simplicity conjecture [MS17, Problem 42]). Generalizations to other
surfaces were treated in [CGHMT™22D).

From a symplectic perspective, the natural higher-dimensional analogue of area-preserving homeomor-
phisms is the class of symplectic homeomorphisms, defined as homeomorphisms of a symplectic
manifold that arise as C? limits of symplectomorphisms. In two dimensions, these coincide with area-
preserving homeomorphisms. Given the non-simplicity of the latter for the disc, a natural question
arises: is the group of compactly supported symplectic homeomorphisms of the 2n-dimensional ball
simple?

For area-preserving homeomorphisms, Weyl laws played a crucial in proving non-simplicity. Extending
such results to higher dimensions faces the obstacle of lacking higher-dimensional Weyl laws. However,
most, but not all, other aspects of the proof, rooted in C° symplectic geometry, do generalize. For
instance, if Weyl laws for the spectral invariants ¢ from Hamiltonian Floer homology on Sym” hold
on a closed symplectic (M, w), then the symplectic homeomorphisms of the 2n-dimensional ball would
also be non-simple. The reason for this is as follows. By embedding the ball into (M,w) one would
obtain spectral invariants
¢ : Ham(B?", wy) — R.

One can show that, on the one hand, the ¢ are continuous with respect to the C° topology and, on
the other hand, their asymptotics recover the Calabi homomorphism which is defined as follows:

Cal : Ham(B*",wg) — R

1
CH — / Hw" dt.
0 B2n
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Arguing as in [CGHS24, (CGHM™22b|, one can use the above to construct an extension of the Calabi
homomorphism to the group Hameo(B?",wp); this is the normal subgroup of symplectic homeomor-
phisms, introduced by Miiller and Oh J[OMOQOT7], consisting of those symplectic homeomorphisms ¢
which can be written as the C° limit of a sequence ¢; € Ham(B?" wy) such that the sequence ¢; is
Cauchy in Hofer’s distance. Hence, Hameo(B?", wy) is not simple, as the kernel of the extension of
Calabi is a proper normal subgroup. From this, we deduce that symplectic homeomorphisms must
be non-simple, as either Hameo or the kernel of the Calabi homomorphism forms a proper normal
subgroup.

We therefore focus attention on Weyl laws.

2.2 Weyl laws & characteristic functions

In this section we show that to prove the Weyl law, it suffices to prove that it holds for characteristic
functions of small sets.

Consider a sequence of sub-additive spectral invariants ¢ : C*°([0,1] x M) — R which satisfy the
following version of spectrality
ck(H) € Specy,(H). (10)

The spectral invariants arising from Hamiltonian Floer homology on Symk(M ) have this property; see
Theorem [I.7 The main goal of this section is to show that, in the case of such spectral invariants, to
establish the Weyl law it suffices to prove it for a very restricted class of functions, namely characteristic
functions of sufficiently small balls.

Consider a Darboux coordinate chart «f C M with coordinates x1,y1,.-.,Zn, yn. Let By, C U be the
ball of radius a in these coordinates and denote by x, the characteristic function of B,. As we explain
below, since ¢; and (. are monotone, one can define ¢k (x,) and (x(xq), for all k& and a.
Proposition 2.2. Suppose that for all sufficiently small a > 0, we have

1 L Vol(B)
lim %Ck(iXa) = im-

Then,
1

. ! n
O = o,

for all Hamiltonians F'.
The rest of this section is dedicated to the proof of this proposition.
Proof. We have a sequence ¢ of spectral functions which satisfy, in addition to the three properties

listed at the beginning of this section, the form of spectrality in . Arguing as in [HLS15, Section
3|, one can show that the ¢; must also satisfy the following additional properties.

e Hofer Lipschitz: for any H, H’

1 1
k/ min(H; — Hy)dt < cj,(H) — cx(H') < k/ max (Hy — H))dt;
0 0

e Symplectic invariance: ci(H o ¢) = cx(H) if ¢ € Sympy(M,w), where Symp, denotes the
connected component of Id in Symp;
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e Monotonicity: if H; < H{ then ¢(z, H) < ¢(x, H');

e Homotopy invariance: if H, H " are mean-normalized and determine the same point of the uni-
versal cover Ham(M,w), then ¢ (H) = cx(H');

o Shift: e (H + s(t)) = cp(H) + k [ s(t)dt.

We will not prove the above as it can be proven by adapting the arguments in [HLSI5, Section
3]. Moreover, in the case where the ¢; are obtained from orbifold Hamiltonian Floer homology on
Syml’C (M), these properties are established in Theorem as an immediate consequence of Theorem

Spectral invariants for characteristic functions. We begin by defining cx(x,) and (i(xaq) for
the characteristic function x, of B,. Let x/, : M — R be a smooth function which is supported in
the slightly larger ball B, C U, depends only on the radius (meaning x%(z1,y1, ..., Zn, yn) depends
only on the value of > 1:12 + yf), takes the the value 1 on B,, and is non-increasing as a function of
the radius. We, moreover, pick these functions such that x[! < x? if r; < ro. We define

cx(Xa) = lim cr(Xa)-

The limit exists because the function r — cx(x}) is decreasing and bounded below (by ¢x(F) for any
F < x4). One can similarly define ¢k (c x,) for any constant ¢ € R.

As for (i(xq) it can be defined in two different manners with the end results coinciding. One way
would be to define (x(xq) := lim, 0 (x(X}). A second way would be to define it as the homogenization
Ck(Xa) = limy 00 %ck(m Xa). We leave it to the reader to verify that the two definitions coincide.
We have the following useful property for (i: for any ¢ > 0 we have

Gr(cXa) = cCe(Xa)s Ck(—c Xa) = ¢ Cr(—Xa)- (11)

Note also that one can similarly define ¢; and (. for (scalar multiples of)) characteristic functions of sets
of the form +(B,) with ¢ € Sympy(M,w), i.e. functions of the form cx, o1 ~!. This can be done by
working in the coordinate chart 1)~ (/) and the corresponding Darboux coordinates x; 01!, y; 0971
By the symplectic invariance property we have

cr(exa o) = cr(exa), Gelexa 0¥ ™h) = Grle Xa)-

Finally, suppose that 11,...,¢¥n € Symp, are such that the sets 1;(B,) are pairwise disjoint. Then,
as above, we can define ¢, (i for a function of the form Zfi 1M XaO; ! where m; € R are constants.
The definition, in the case of ¢, is given by the formula:

N N
(Y mixa o) = lim ee(Y mixa o ¥,
i=1 =1

with a similar definition for the (.
Suppose that 91,...,1¥x € Ham(M,w). Then, the (; satisfy the following property.
Claim 2.3. Let

N N
G'=> mixe, G=) mixaot;
=1 =1

where the m; are constants and the v¢; € Ham(M,w) are such that the symplectic balls
Y1(Ba), - -, ¥N(Bg) are pairwise disjoint. Then, (x(G) = (p(G').
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Proof of Claim[2.3. For small r > 0, define G, = Zf\il mixh, Gy = Zfil mi X, o ;T We will show
that (x(Gy) = (x(G).), which suffices because (x(G) = lim, 0 (x(G,) and (x(G') = lim,—0 (G, by

definition.

Let F1, F» be any two mean-normalized (smooth) Hamiltonians. The Hofer Lipschitz and homotopy
invariance properties of the ¢, imply that

ek (Fy) — en(F)| < kdp(6r,. $m),

where d denotes Hofer’s (pseudo) distance on the universal cover ﬁz;;l, and Qg , ¢, are the elements
determined by Fi, F» in Ham. The Hofer distance on the universal cover Ham is defined via the formula

dp (11, 2) = Inf{||H||(1,00) : 1 = 1905},
where .
[H|[(1,00) = /0 (mj\é}x H(t,-) — mj\/i[n H{(t, )) dt.
It is bi-invariant, however, its non-degeneracy, which is not needed for our arguments, is unknownﬂ
It follows from the previous inequality that
e (FY) — er(F3)| < kd (@, §,)s

for all integers n. Hence, if F}, F5 are such that &H(gb;zl, ¢%,) is bounded independently of n, then
G (F1) = G(F2)-

We will show below that JH(gbg, ,P¢,) is bounded independently of n. This, on its own, does not

imply (x(G.) = (k(Gy) because G! and G, are not mean-normalized. However, they have the same
average, i.e. [GlLw" = [ G,w", and this suffices for concluding that (;(G).) = ((G,).

ot t _ t -1
Note the PG = Prgys © -+ © cpmNXr and chT = (pmlx _ 0...0 cpmegwj_Vl = ¢1<Pm1xgi/11

-1 ~ ~ T~ 71
sztpmNX Yy - Hence, we can write ©gr = Pmyyr © -+ © Ompyyr and @G, = Y1Pmyxrhy 0 ... 0

wNSOme 1/JN , where 1; is a lift of 1; to Ham(M)
We have the identity
N N
for all n € N, because the elements involved in the composition pairwise commute. Similarly, we have
T 71 T 71
P&, = V1P 1 O OYNP YN
for all n € N. Here, we are using the fact the @i@mixlzi’i— ! pairwise commute which holds because the

. . . 1 .. LT
generating Hamiltonians xj, o ¢, have pairwise disjoint supports.

Consequently,

CZH(@E’N @?}r) d (Somlx -0 SOmNX”wlSOle 1;1_1 ©...0 ";N@nmegzzxfl)

Mz

Som Xml@z@m xrw )

;
Z 1 (i, 1d).

The RHS of the above inequahty is independent of N. This completes the proof of Claim O

*The Hofer distance on Ham, defined via du (11, %2) = inf{||H||(1,00) : ¢ = 195 '}, is non-degenerate.
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We can now prove that the Weyl law for characteristic functions implies the Weyl law for any F' €
C>([0,1] x M), that is

1 1 ! "
Tim kgk(F):Vol(M)/D /MFW dt. (12)

To simplify our notation, for the rest of the proof we will denote [F := fol J y Frw™dt for any
Hamiltonian F' on M.

The lower bound. We will now prove that

1 1
liminf —Gu(F) > Vol3T) / F. (13)

According to the Shift property (i (F + ¢) = (x(F') + kc for any constant c¢. Hence, up to the addition
of a constant, we may assume without loss of generality that F' is strictly positive.

We will need the following lemma whose proof, which we leave to the reader, follows from standard
arguments in symplectic packing and Riemann integration theory.

Lemma 2.4. Let I1,...,F, be time independent Hamiltonians. For any given € > 0, there exists
a > 0, Hamiltonian diffeomorphisms 11, ...,vn € Ham(M) with the following properties:

1. ¥i(By,) are pairwise disjoint, and moreover

Vol(UX1405(Bg)) = Vol(M) — ¢,

2. Fori=1,....N andl=1,...,p, let

milF1) :w-i(an )Fl'

The functions G1,...,Gy defined by the formula

N

Gr:= Y mi(F)xaod; !

i=1

satisfy the inequalities Gy < Fy and

1 1
Vol(M) / Fi=e s mn / G (14)

Proceeding with the proof of the lower bound inequality , we will first prove it under the assumption
that the Hamiltonian F' is time independent. Fix ¢ > 0 and apply Lemma to F' to obtain a > 0,
YP1,-- Yy € Ham(M), and G as in the conclusion of Lemma note that in this case we have
p = 1. The Weyl law for x,, which we are assuming, states that

L) - vortB)

Vol(M) (15)
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Observe that, by (11]), we have (3" mi(F) xa) = Y. mi(F)Ck(Xa); note m;(F) > 0. It follows from
(15), combined with the fact that Cx(>° m(F) x") = > mi(F)Ce(x"), that

N
LG miF) xa) = Zm ) Vol(B,).
=1

Now, since G = SN mi(F)xq 0171, we have [G = SN mi(F) [ xa and so from the above we
conclude that

1 1
AP~ sty 0 iy [ -

where the last inequality follows from . According to Claim [2.3 . we have that (x(G) =
Ck(Z, 1 mi(F) xq). Hence the above becomes

jG¢ _ JF

1
3G = o1 2 Volan

k

_57

Noting that (x(G) < (x(F), because G < F' and (j is monotone, we conclude that for all k large we

have
1 fF

which establishes the lower bound inequality for time independent F'.

-5

Suppose now that F' is time-dependent.

Claim 2.5. For any given 1 > 0, there exists time-independent Hamiltonians Fy, ..., F), such that

IF = Fio--o Byl <n.

In the above ¢ denotes the concatenation operation which we now define. Suppose that we are given,
possibly time dependent, Hamiltonians Hy, ..., H), : [0,1]xM — R. Via a well-know reparametrization
argument, we may assume that H;(¢,-) = 0 for ¢ sufficiently close to 0, 1.
Define

Hy oo Hy(t,x) := pHi(p(t — (i —1)/p),z) for te[(i—1)/p,i/p].
The Hamiltonian isotopy generated by Hj¢- - -0 H), is simply (a reparametrization of) the concatenation

of the Hamiltonian flows of H, ..., Hy. In particular, op,c..cm, = ¢m, © - o @u,. Moreover, the two
Hamiltonian isotopies gp’}h oo H, and go%p 0---0 90?11 are homotopic rel endpoints.

Proof of Claim[2.5. Pick p so large so that ||F(¢,-) — F(p, Moo < 7 for every t € [%,%], with
i=1,...,p. Let Fi(-) = ;F(%,"). O

As a consequence of Claim it suffices to prove for a Hamiltonian of the form Fy ¢ --- ¢ F),
where each of F1,..., F), is time independent.

Fix € > 0. Apply Lemma 2.4] to the Hamiltonians F, ..., Fp, and let a, ¢1,...,¢n and Gy, ..., G be
as in the conclusion of the lemma. For i =1,...,p, let G} = Zf\il m;(F}) Xa-
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Our argument from the time-independent case implies that for k large we have

1(G) = 06 > s e (16)

Since G < Fj, we have that G1¢...0Gp < F1o...0F), and so we get the inequality

(Gro...0Gp) < (p(Fro...0Fp). (17)
Claim 2.6. (,(G10...0Gy) = Cu(G1+ ...+ Gp).

Proof. As in Claim one proves this by showing that (x(G1,¢...0Gpy) = G(Giyp + ... + Gpyr)
where G, is a smooth approximation of G;. Now, for all sufficiently small » > 0, the G;, consist
of sums of commuting time-independent Hamiltonians, which then implies that G, ¢ ... ¢ Gy, and

Gi,+ ...+ Gp, determine the same element in the universal cover Ham. Moreover, they have the
same average. It then follows that (4 (G1,0...0Gpy) = G(Grp+ ...+ Gpr). d

Now note that the time-independent Hamiltonians Gy + ... + Gp, G} + ... + G, are of the same form
as the Hamiltonians G, G’ in Claim and hence

G(Gr+...+Gp) =G(G1+...+G)). (18)

Since the G} are all positive scalar multiples of x, we have, by (11), that (G} + ... + Gy) =
C(Gh) + ...+ C(G)). Combining this with (17), (2.6), we obtain

Ck(Gll) + ...+ Ck(G;) < Ck(Fl O <>Fp).

This inequality together with gives us

p
[F 1
3 e < —Cu(Fio... oF,).
2 Nol(M) pe < G(Fro... o Fy)

Since Zle fFl = fFl ¢...0 F),, we conclude that the holds for Fy o...¢ F),.

The upper bound. It remains to prove that

. 1 1
hzllsip %Ck(F) < VOI(JW)/F (19)

The proof of this is very similar to that of the lower bound inequality , hence we will omit it. We
only remark here that the main difference between the two cases is that the proof of the lower bound
inequality relied on the Weyl law for x, while the upper bound inequality requires the Weyl law for
—Xa- ]
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2.3 Idempotents and symmetric product orbifolds

We formulate conditions on a sequence of idempotents associated to symmetric product orbifolds which
are sufficient to infer the Weyl law. The argument uses the sequence of quasimorphisms associated to
the idempotents.

Even allowing for bulk deformations, the ring QH*(M) does not have enough interestingly different
spectral invariants to possibly yield a Weyl law. Following ideas from [CGHM™22b], one obtains more
flexibility by introducing the symmetric products of M, and using the existence of the canonical maps

0 ([0,1] x M) — C*([0,1] x Sym* (M)

k
H — Sym*(H)y(z1,...,x3) == ZHt(%)
i=1

where the target denotes the functions which are smooth in the orbifold sense (locally descended from
smooth equivariant functions on uniformizing orbifold charts).

We will consider a sequence of classes e, € QH*(Sym®*(M); by) where by, € H*(I Sym”*(M); Aso) is a
certain bulk deformation class.
Proposition 2.7. Suppose the ey, satisfy that

1. ey, is an indecomposable idempotent, and indeed ey, - QH*(Sym*(M); b)) = ey, - A has rank one
over the ground field;

2. the valuations val(ey) grow sub-linearly with k, meaning val(ex)/k — 0 as k — oco.

Then the associated spectral invariants
cr 1 C([0,1] x M) = R given by H — ¢ (e, Sym* (H))
satisfy the Weyl law.

Proof of Proposition[2.7 The first hypothesis states that QH*(Sym”(M);by) splits, as an algebra,
into a direct sum of two factors one of which is the ground field and ej is the identity in this factor.
The fact that the ground field appears as a summand combined with the proof of Theorem 12.6.1 in
[PR14] implies that for any Hamiltonian H we have the inequality

Ck(H) + Ck(H) < —val(ek).

Let pi(pm) := 3cr(H) for mean-normalized H. According to [Ushlll, Prop. 5.1, from the above
inequality we can conclude that

—~—

pi - Ham(M) — R
is a quasimorphism with defect at most —fval(ex).
Now, the sequence of quasimorphisms gy, : ﬁggl(M ) — R satisfy the following properties:

1. The py are pointwise bounded: Vg € }/Iz;El(M) the sequence {|ur(g)| : k¥ € N} is bounded by the
Hofer Lipschitz property of the spectral invariants cg.

2. The defects of the py converge to zero, by the hypothesis val(eg)/k — 0 as k — oo.
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Since Ham is perfect, it then follows from Lemma stated below, that the uj converge point-wise
to zero, i.e. the ¢ satisfy the Weyl law for mean-normalized Hamiltonians. The Shift property of the
¢, implies that the Weyl law holds for all Hamiltonians. O

Lemma tell us that a pointwise bounded sequence of quasimorphisms, with defects converging to
zero, converges to a group homomorphism. Here is the precise statement.
Lemma 2.8. Let ui : G — R be a sequence of quasimorphisms on a group G. Suppose that

1. The uy are point-wise bounded, i.e. the sequence {|ux(g)|: k € N} is bounded Vg € G.
2. The defects of the py converge to zero.
3. The group G is perfect.

Then, the ui converge point-wise to zero.

Proof. We will show that for each g € G, the limit lilgn ux(g) exists and equals zero.

Fix ¢ € G and let fi(g) be any limit point of the sequence u(g); note that fi(g) exists by our
assumption on point-wise boundedness of the p. We will show that fi(g) is zero, which clearly implies
that liin ur(g) exists and equals zero.

Up to passing to a subsequence and using the facts that the defect of i converges to 0, we may
assume that the sequences p(g) and px(g~1) converge to fi(g) and —/i(g), respectively. Now, pick
g1, ---,9m such that g can be written as a product of commutators of the form [g;, g;]; such g; exist by
the assumption on perfectness of G. The point-wise boundedness assumption on the pj implies that,
we can find k; — oo such that all sequences s, (g;) and pg, (g; ') have limits for i = 1,...,m. We will
denote the limits by ,&(gl-il).

Let H be the normal subgroup in G generated by the g;. Note that [g;, g;] € H and hence g € [H, H].
Claim 2.9. For every h € H, the limit
lim yuy, (h)

kl~>oo

exists.

Before proving Claim we explain why it implies the conclusion of Lemma As a consequence
of the claim we can define
i H SR

to be the point-wise limit of the px, (on H). Observe that we have

|i(hahg) — fi(hy) — fu(he)| = |k}§1mﬂkl(h1h2) — gy (h1) — iy (h2) |

< lim def(ug,) =0,
kl%oo

from which it follows that i : H — R is a group homomorphism. Hence, /i vanishes on [H, H] and in
particular fi(g) = 0.

Proof of Claim[2.9. To simplify the notation within the proof of this claim, we will write py, instead
of Pk,
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Let h denote an element of H. We can write

N
=TT
j=1
where f; € {g1,...,9m}. Note that we have

Jim pr(fi) = a(f5)-

The quasimorphism inequality for py yields the inequality

WE

N
S k(G 1G) — Ndef () < pe(h) < (€ £71651) + Ndef (),
j=1

<.
I
—

where def(ux) denotes the defect of py. The quaimorphism inequality further implies that
—ddef (pr) < (€5 £70571) — i (f;71) < 4 def ().

Combining the previous two inequalities we obtain

N
> k(£ = BNdef (1) < px(h) <
Jj=1 J

pr(f;7) + SN def ().

-

1

Note that as k£ — oo,

a. bNdef(ug) — 0 because N is independent of k and def(ux) — 0,

b S (£ = 3L Al
Hence, we conclude from that

This completes the proof of Lemma 2.8

2.4 Space filling links

(20)

We give sufficient conditions on a sequence of Lagrangian links to define, via closed-open maps, a cor-
responding sequence of symmetric product idempotents satisfying the previously introduced conditions.

Recall that a Lagrangian link I. C M of & components is an embedding of k£ pairwise disjoint La-
grangian submanifolds. Such an L determines a Lagrangian Sym(L) C Sym®(M) which lies away
from the diagonal, hence has well-defined orbifold Lagrangian Floer cohomology groups by the theory
established in [CP14]. In this setting, there are Hamiltonian spectral invariants cj associated to any
choice of bulk b, € H*(I Sym”(M); A~q) of positive valuation on the inertia orbifold of Sym*(M).
When HF®(Sym(L),b) is well-defined (i.e. when b is a Maurer-Cartan solution with respect to L and
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b), there are also Lagrangian spectral invariants ;. There are furthermore (length zero) closed-open
and open-closed maps

CO°: QH(Sym"*(M),b;) — HF(Sym(Ly), by, b); OC° : HF(Sym(Ly), by, b) — QH (Sym® (M), by,)

and their cousins with (co)domain Hamiltonian rather than quantum cohomology, cf. Section |3} We
will always focus attention on links in which each component of Lj is a torus, so Sym(Lg) is also a
torus. Its Floer theory is therefore governed by a disc potential function

WP = W (Sym(Ly); by) : H' (Sym(Ly); Up) = A

where Up = val~(1) denotes the unitary subgroup of the Novikov field.
Proposition 2.10. Consider a Lagrangian torus link L C M of k components. Assume that there is
a bulk class b such that

e The function W° has a Morse critical point at b € H*(Sym”(L); Up);
Let Z be the determinant of the Hessian of W at the critical point b. Then

1. the image of the length zero open-closed map (’)C%y has rank one so it contains an indecom-

m* (L)
posable idempotent e € QH*(Sym* (M), b) such that e - QH*(SymF(M),b) = e - A;

2. c(e,—) defines a quasi-morphism with defect at most val(Z);

3. for the unit class er, € HF (Sym®(L), b,b), we have
ler,H)+val(Z) > c(e,H) > l(er, H)
for all H. Here, {(er,-) stands for the Lagrangian spectral invariant associated to ey, .

Moreover, the maps induced on the universal cover ITIE}/n(M, w) by the spectral invariants £(er,-), c(e, )
are quasimorphisms, which coincide up to homogenization.

Recall that, for ¢ € ﬁf;r/n(M, w) are defined £(ey, V), cle, 1;) are defined to be ¢(er, H), c(ex, H), where
H is a mean-normalized such that ¥ = ¢p.

The above result is proved in Section and (see Corollary and . Readers should
compare Proposition with similar results proved in [FOOO19, Chapter 21] in the toric case.
Corollary 2.11. Consider a sequence Ly C M of links of k components, for k = 1,2,.... Assume
that there are bulk classes by such that

1. The function WP has an isolated non-degenerate critical point at by, € H'(Sym*(Ly); Up);

2. The valuation of the determinant of the Hessian of W% at the critical point by, grows sublinearly
with k.

Then, the image of the length zero open-closed map (’)C%ymLk has rank one and contains a unique
idempotent e, € QH*(SymF (M), by), and the {e},} satisfy the hypotheses of Proposition . Hence,
the associated spectral invariants satisfy the Weyl law.

REMARK 2.12. The links that satisfy the hypotheses of Proposition [2.10| necessarily have to become
space filling in the sense that the union ULy is a dense subset of M. Indeed, otherwise one could
violate the Weyl law by thinking about perturbations of a Hamiltonian supported in the complement
of the union of the L and the ‘Lagrangian control’ property of spectral invariants. <
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REMARK 2.13. Interesting examples of Lagrangian links satisfying the hypothesis of Proposition [2.10
include links whose components are suitably chosen toric fibers in toric four manifolds, such as those
appearing in [MS21], [PS23]. As a consequence of Proposition we see that the spectral invariants
associated to such links are quasimorphisms.

For a concrete example, one can take (S? x S?,wap ¢ + waa), where the subscripts denote area, and
the link comprising the product of k circles in the first factor dividing the sphere into k — 1 annuli of
area % and two discs of area B, with the equator in the second factor. When 0 < a < B — k—(il the
link is non-displaceable, and for suitable bulk its disc potential has a non-degenerate critical point;
this is proven in [MS21], for £ = 2 and in [PS23] for k& > 2.

This implies, in particular, that the invariants cj g, g, g, introduced in [PS23] are quasimorphisms.
It can be shown that these differ from previously constructed[EP09] examples of quasimorphisms on
(52 X 52,w23+c + w2a). |

2.5 Weyl Lawlessness

We show that, if one does not non-trivially bulk-deform Floer cohomology, no sequence of idempotents
in the quantum cohomologies of symmetric products on S? satisfy the Weyl law. We are therefore
obliged, in the sequel, to develop orbifold Hamiltonian Floer theory with bulk insertions.

Proposition [2.10] reduces establishing the Weyl law to exhibiting a sequence of Lagrangian links of
tori with certain properties. It is reasonable to ask why one requires Proposition and not just
Proposition [2.7] The point is that the existence of the idempotents required by the latter relies very
delicately on choosing the correct bulk deformation classes by. This is illustrated by the following
discussion in the simplest case.

Proposition 2.14. If M = P! and each bulk class by, = 0, then there is no sequence of idempotents
er € QHY ,(SymF(PY)) which satisfy the two conditions of Proposition .

Proof. Let Ay, = QH?* ,(Sym”*(P'); A) where A is the one-variable Novikov field with parameter g. We
claim there is no sequence of elements e, € Ay, for which

epx A = A - ey, liin val(ex)/k = 0.

An important feature when by = 0 is that we can define a Q-grading. Indeed, Chen-Ruan prove
that H;‘Tb(Symk(IP’l)) is Z-graded and the algebra structure respects the grading. In other words,
the moduli of constant spheres with 3 (possibly orbifold) marked points (2 inputs and 1 output) has
vitual dimension given by the grading of the output minus the sum of the grading of the inputs.
When we consider the quantum product in the case by = 0, we only need to consider the moduli of
J-holomorphic spheres with 3 (possibly orbifold) marked points. The virtual dimension of such u in
class 3 is given by

2 <<01(TY), B) + (dime(Y) = 3)(1 - g) +3 - _ a(u, m-))
i=1
(see [MSS25]). It implies that the output has grading given by the sum of the gradings of the input
minus 2(c;(TY), 8). Since ¢;(TY") is descended from ¢ (TX) and wy is descended from wy, the fact
that X is monotone implies that ¢;(7Y") is proportional to wy as well (with the same monotonicity
constant). In other words, we can define the grading of qaw(Pl) to be —4a. It gives a Q-grading on Ay
and the product structure respects it. As an idempotent, the grading of e has to be 0.
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The condition ey * A, = A - ¢, says that e, * h € Aey, for every h, so e is a simultaneous eigenvector
for quantum multiplication by all elements h € A;. Now let e,(fo) denote the restriction of e; to the

trivial sector A,gld) C Aj. If we take h in the trivial sector, then (since the bulk by = 0) the output

el(CO) xh € A,gd) also belongs to the trivial sector, because pairs of pants contributing to the product have
trivial monodromy at two boundaries and hence at the third (i.e. we are using the I' = Sym,-grading).

Thus, e,(CO) is a common eigenvector for quantum multiplication by elements h € AkId .

We completely understand A,(Cld) because the product structure only involves counting smooth J-

holomorphic spheres. Indeed, we have
ALY = QE(PYF)S ™ = (QE*((P1)PF)™™ = ((Aflp, H]/(H? — g<(F)))h)Svme

)

is exactly the ring of invariants in quantum cohomology of the product. Therefore, Agd is semi-

simple. The indecomposable idempotents of A,gd) are given by tensor products of the indecomposable
idempotents of A[lpi, H]/(H? — ¢*®")), namely, 1+ ¢ “®)/2H) and 11— ¢ “®)/2H). Note that,

the valuation of any indecomposable idempotent of A,gd) is —kw(P')/2.

Since e,(go) is a common eigenvector for quantum multiplication by elements h € A,gd), €](€0) is a multiple

of an idempotent. Using that the grading of e;o) is 0, we know that e,(fo) is an idempotent times an

element in C. Therefore, as long as e,io) # 0, we have
Oy _ _ 1
val(ey) < val(e;, ') = —kw(P")/2

As a result, the condition that val(ex)/k converges to 0 cannot be satisfied.

It remains to see that eg)) # 0if e # 0. Let elgg) denote the restriction of e; to the sector labelled
by g # Id in the symmetric group, and 1,1 denote the unit in the sector labelled by g~'. Since

ex # 0, there is g such that e]ig) # 0. Note that 1,1 * e,(ig)\Am) = 0 because the classical contribution
k

is non-zero and 1,-1 * e,(gh)|A(o) = 0 if (h) # (g). Therefore, we have
k

0 75 19—1 * el(cg)|A§€0) = (19—1 * ek)|A§€o>

and the final term would vanish if 6](60) = 0. This completes the proof. O
REMARK 2.15. The structure of the orbifold quantum cohomology Q H*(Sym*(52)) does not seem to
have been determined in the literature. For k = 2 one can check by hand that it is semisimple and it
seems likely that holds in general (the I-function with a few insertions was computed in [SiI23] subject
to some conjectural complicated combinatorial identities). <

The preceding result indicates that it is not sufficient to work with bulk parameter zero, and ‘continuity
results’ in Floer cohomology then suggest that one should not expect the required idempotents to exist
in a Zariski open subset of possible bulk classes. We will infer the existence of suitable idempotents
from appropriate Lagrangian links, via Proposition [2.10} in this case, the required bulk class is ‘picked
out’ (by an order-by-order induction in the adic filtration on the Novikov ring) by the requirement
that Floer cohomology of the link is non-vanishing.
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2.6 The Weyl law on S?

We show that the sequence of links given by taking more and more parallel circles on S? satisfy all our
required conditions. This yields a new proof of the Weyl law, and hence the smooth closing lemma for
area-preserving diffeomorphisms, in this case.

Let L be a Lagrangian link on S? consisting of k& parallel circles which is 7-monotone in the sense of
ICGHM™22b] for some 1 > 0.

Thus, we require that the area of the annuli components in S\ L are the same, denoted by Ay, and the
area of the two disc components are the same, denoted by By. We further require that Ay < By. Let [T]
be the cohomological unit of the transposition sector in I Sym*(S?) and b := ¢[T] € H(IY) = Hyp(Y).
Lemma 2.16 (cf. [MS21], [PS23]). There is a ¢ € A~ with val(c) = B’“%Ak such that Sym”(L) is
weakly unobstructed and the bulk-deformed potential function W of Symk(L) has a non-degenerate
critical point.

Proof. Let u be a representable holomorphic orbifold disc in Sym*(S?) with boundary on Sym” (L)
such that all the orbifold marked points are mapped to the transposition sector. Let h be the number of
orbifold marked points. Let v : ¥ — S? be the associated map under the tautological correspondence.
The virtual dimension of w is given by (k — 3) + p(v) + h, where pu(v) is the Maslov index of v
(see [MS21]). It can contribute to the obstruction only if (kK — 3) + u(v) + h < k — 2, equivalently
p(v) + h < 1. Since the Maslov index of the disc components and annuli components in S? \ L are 2
and 0, respectively, and the positivity of intersection guarantees that the relative homology class [v]
is a non-negative linear combination of these components, the only case where pu(v) < 1 is [v] being
a linear combination of the annular components. It implies that, if v is not a constant map, then at
least one of the components of its domain is not a disc. However, since ¥ comes with a k-fold branch
cover to the disc by the tautological correspondence, having one non-disc component implies that A
is at least 2. Therefore, no u can contribute to the obstruction and Sym®(L) is weakly unobstructed.

To compute the potential, we only need to look at those w such that (k —3) + p(v) +h = k — 1,
equivalently, p(v) =2 and h = 0, or u(v) = 0 and h = 2. The case that u(v) = 2 and h = 0 means
that the k-fold covering from X to the disc is unramified and hence X is a disjoint union of k discs.
The lowest order contributions are given by the two disc components, contributing the terms 75z
and 7Bk i respectively.

The case that p(v) = 0 and h = 2 means that the k-fold branched covering from ¥ to the disc
has exactly two branched points and the image of v does not intersect the two disc components of
S2\ L. The lowest order contribution are given by each annular component, contributing the terms
CZTA’V(Z% +zjp) forj=1,...,k—1.

It is routine to check that we can find ¢ with val(c) = B’“%A’“ such that W* has a non-degenerate
critical point (cf. [MS21]). O
Corollary 2.17. The Weyl law for S? holds.

Proof. We now consider Lemma for the sequence of links L, comprising k parallel circles, with
k — oco. By construction, the determinant of the Hessian of the disc potential function has valuation

kByj. This does grow sublinearly with k, since By — 0 as & — oo. Thus, the links satisfy the
conclusions of Proposition [2.10 O

This completes the proof of the Weyl law and hence the smooth closing lemma on S2.
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REMARK 2.18. It is hard to find Lagrangian links with more than one component which satisfy
Proposition in higher dimensions. For example, suppose that M = (S? x S? w + tw) and Ly
is a disjoint union of product Lagrangians {C1; x Co; : j = 1,...,k}. Say C11 bounds the smallest
area disc (with area a) among all Cj;. For the potential function of Sym(Ly) to have a critical point
in H'(Sym®(L);Uy), we need the truncation of it by order greater than T to have a critical point.
However, for Maslov index reasons, only the disc(s) bounded by C1; can contribute to the potential
with order at most T*. Therefore, for it to have a critical point, we need C1; to bound two discs of equal
area. In particular Cy; has to be Hamiltonian isotopic to the equator in the S? factor with smaller
area. Therefore, even if Ly satisfies Proposition (these kinds of links exist by [MS21, [PS23]), we
cannot find a sequence of them whose union is dense in M. <

2.7 Periodic orbits meeting displaceable open sets

In this section we explain how to construct periodic orbits near certain displaceable open sets, as a
further application of orbifold Hamiltonian spectral invariants.

Consider a Lagrangian link L C M of k components satisfying the hypotheses of Proposition [2.10]
meaning we assume the existence of a bulk class b such that the function W° has an isolated non-
degenerate critical point at b € H'(Sym(L); Uy). As in Proposition let Z be the determinant of
the Hessian of W at the critical point b.

Let T1,...,T; denote the components of the link L.

Theorem 2.19. Let G : [0,1] x M — R be a smooth Hamiltonian such that G|p, > val(Z) and G =0
on a neighborhood of the link components 1o, ..., T;. Then, for any Hamiltonian diffeomorphism 1,
there exists s € [0,1] such that the composition ¢ has a periodic point of period at most k passing
through the support of G.

We remark here on some consequences of this result before proceeding to prove it.
REMARK 2.20.

o Interesting examples where one can apply the above are Lagrangian links consisting of suitable
toric fibers in toric four manifolds, such as those appearing in [MS21} [PS23]. (For a concrete
example, one can take (S? x S% wopic + wae), where the subscripts denote area, and the link
comprising the product of two circles in the first factor dividing the sphere into an annulus of
area C and two discs of area B, with the equator in the second factor. When 0 < a < B—-C
the link is non-displaceable, and for suitable bulk its disc potential has a non-degenerate critical
point.) In these cases, the individual components of the links are displaceable and, as far as we
can see, a periodic point created via a perturbation supported near an individual link component
is not detectable via ordinary Floer homology.

e One can deduce the smooth closing lemma for Hamiltonian diffeomorphisms of S?, by applying
the above to the Lagrangian links considered in Section [2.6] which consist of parallel circles.
This yields a proof of the closing lemma which detects variation of spectral invariants through
a mechanism other than the Weyl law. Edtmair and Hutchings [EH21] offer a different proof of
the closing lemma on the 2-torus which does not explicitly use the Weyl law.

<

Proof of Theorem[2.19 Fix a Hamiltonian diffeomorphism ¢ of M and let H be a generating Hamil-
tonian for ¢, i.e. 1 = @y. Let e;, € HF(Sym(Lyg),bg,b) and e, € QH*(Sym”*(M),b) be as in the
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conclusion of Proposition Then, according to the proposition, we have the following inequalities

ler, H)
Uer, H#Q)

< clex,H) < l(er,H)+ val(Z), (21)
< c(ex, H#G) < l(er, H#G) + val(Z). (22)
Claim 2.21. {(er, H) + val(Z) < l(er, H#G).

Before proving the above claim, we explain how it implies the proposition. From Claim [2.2T] combined
with inequalities & , we conclude that

cleg, H) < cleg, H#G). (23)

Suppose that for all s € [0, 1], the Hamiltonian diffeomorphism 1¢f, has no periodic point of period at
most k meeting the support of G. Then, one can argue as in the proof of Lemma[2.] that the function
s+ c(ep, H#sG@) is constant. Indeed, the assumption on non-existence of periodic points with period
at most k in the support of G implies that Spec,(H#sG) = Spec,(H), for s € [0,1]. This in turn
implies that the continuous function s — c(er, H#sG) takes values in the measure zero set Specy,(H)
and so it must be constant. Hence, we must have c(ex, H) = c(ex, H#G) which clearly contradicts

(23).

It remains to prove Claim [2.21

Proof of Claim[2.21} Let F be a Hamiltonian such that F' < G, and F|p, = C > val(Z), where C' is
some constant, and ' = 0 on a neighborhood of the link components T, ..., T;. Then, H#F < H#G
and so by Monotonicity we have l(er,, H#F') < {(er, H#G). Thus, it suffices to prove l(er, H) +
val(Z) < l(er, H#F'). As we explain now, we in fact have the identity

e, H#F) ={(er,H) + C, (24)

which clearly implies l(er, H) + val(Z) < {(er, H#F'). The above identity holds because, for each
s € [0, 1] we have
Specy(H#sF; L) = Specy,(H; L) + sC, (25)

where Specy,(+; L) denotes the Lagrangian action spectrum. Indeed, implies that ¢(er, H#sF') —
sC' € Specy,(H; L) which forces the function s — £(er, H#sF')—sC to be constant because Specy,(H; L)
is of measure zero. Setting s = 1, then yields .

Finally, here is why holds. Note that the Hamiltonian flows of Sym*(H#sF) and Sym*(H)
coincide on Symk(L); this is a consequence of the fact that F' = C on a neighborhood of T; and that F’
is supported away from the other components of the link. Hence, there is a natural 1-1 correspondence
between the (capped) Hamiltonian chords, which begin and end on Sym*(L), for the two (symmetric
product) Hamiltonians Sym*(H#sF) and Sym”(H). Moreover, under this correspondence actions of
capped chords differ by the amount sC. This completes the proof of Claim [2.21} O

This completes the argument. O
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3 Orbifold Lagrangian Floer theory

3.1 Recap of the theory

Lagrangian Floer theory for a Lagrangian submanifold disjoint from the orbifold locus has been con-
structed in [CP14], using the technology of Kuranishi atlases in the sense of Fukaya-Oh-Ohta-Ono
[FOOO016, FOOO19]. We briefly recall the output of that theory.

Let b € H*(IY;A~p) be a bulk deformation class; we will always take this to be a multiple of the
fundamental class of some non-trivial twisted sector. The quantum cohomology QH*,(Y;b) has

orb
underlying vector space H} ,(Y'), and a ring structure which deforms the Chen-Ruan product.

Let L C Y™ be a compact Lagrangian submanifold which is contained in the regular locus of Y.
It has a bulk-deformed orbifold Lagrangian Floer cohomology HF(L, L;b), see [CP14] and [MS21),
Section 2.2] for a brief summary of the theory. The output can be summarised in our language as:
Proposition 3.1 ([CP14]). The Floer ordered marked flow category associated to the pair L and b
admits an enrichment in Kuranishi atlases / diagrams.

REMARK 3.2. Given our construction of orbifold Hamiltonian Floer theory in [MSS25], it is natural
to ask for a construction of HF (L, L;b) using global charts rather than Kuranishi atlases. This can
likely be achieved by combining the theory from [HH25] with the technology of admissible covers, but
we have not attempted to carry this out in detail. |

3.2 Formal structure of orbifold Lagrangian Floer theory

We summarise some of the known and expected features of orbifold Lagrangian Floer cohomology which
replicate well-known structure in the usual case.

Most of the results below follow directly from the work of [CP14] and [FOOO19], but some features of
open-closed and closed-open maps in this setting have not been written explicitly in the literature. The
proofs would be minor variations on the corresponding results in Hamiltonian Floer theory established
in [MSS25], but using the Lagrangian Floer global charts from [HH25]. We axiomatise these remaining
pieces to keep the paper of manageable length.

Let L be an oriented, spin, closed Lagrangian submanifold in Y"¢Y.
Theorem 3.3 (A structure). The complex CF*(L, L;b,b) has a unital curved Ay structure {m"®}
defined by moduli of orbifold holomorphic discs where the unit is given by the constant function 1.

REMARK 3.4. The Floer complex CF*(L, L;b,b) is canonically Z/2Z-graded because L lies in the
trivial sector of IY and b € QHS"(Y). The signs of the A, equations follow the Koszul sign rule
with respect to this Z/2Z-grading. <

We denote the unit by e;, and the space of weak bounding cochains for {m°} by ﬂweak(L, mb).
5 b
m

Suppose now that L is a Lagrangian torus such that H'(L, A>o)/H'(L,2inZ) C ./T/l\weak(L,
WP : HY(L; A>g) — Asg be defined by

). Let

Wob)ep ==Y iy (be,...,bs)
k=0

for b= by + by, bp € H'(L,C) and by € H'(L, A~g). We call W the curvature potential.
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On the other hand, we define the disk potential Wc[;isc : HY(L; Aso) — Ao by

Wiiseer =Y T D exp(b - ) exp(b(95) )mo,5(1)
8

Theorem 3.5 (curvature equals to the disk potential). The divisor axiom holds for the Ao structure
{m®**} so that W*(b) = W}, .(b).

As a consequence of Theorem we have the following.

Lemma 3.6 ([CP14], [Cho04] Theorem 5.6, [FOOO16] Theorem 3.6.2, Proposition 3.7.1, [Shel6]
Proposition 4.3). Let L be as above. If b € H'(L; Aso) is a critical point of WS, then it defines a
local system over L for which HF (L, L;b,b) = H*(L; A). If b is a non-degenerate critical point, then
HF(L, L; b,b) is multiplicatively isomorphic to the Clifford algebra Clgim(ry over A.

From now on, we assume that b is a non-degenerate critical point of W% _ so (HF(L, L; b,b), Thg’b) is

a Clifford algebra. We recall some consequences.

1. The Ay structure on HF'(L, L;b,b) is formal so it is quasi-isomorphic to Clgimr)- [Shel6)
Corollary 6.4]

2. HH*(Cldlm(L)> = A and HH*<Cld1m(L)) =A

3. as a Z/2Z-graded vector space, we have Cly, = End((A[0] @ A[1])®F) and Clogy1 = End((A[0] @
A[1)®F) ® Cly

Whilst the following result is not stated explicitly in [CP14], given their framework it can be deduced
as in the smooth case in [FOOO16].

Theorem 3.7 (cyclic Ay, structure). HF (L, L;b,b) has a cyclic unital As structure ({m®®}, (-,-))
such that

1. (-,-) is given by the Poincdre pairing,

2. there is an A quasi-isomorphism F : (HF (L, L; b,b),rhi’b) — (HF(L, L; b,b),mi’b) such that
F =id mod Ag.
REMARK 3.8. Since HF(L, L;b,b) is quasi-isomorphic to a Clifford algebra, it is trivial to define a

cyclic unital Ao structure on it. The content of Theorem is that the pairing comes from the
Poincére pairing on L. <

REMARK 3.9. When Y is a smooth symplectic manifold, Theorernis verified in [FOOO16, Theorem
3.2.9, Corollary 3.2.22]. It is unclear if one can define a cyclic unital Ay, structure such that the
curvature potential agrees with the disk potential (cf. [FOOO16, Remark 1.3.26, Remark 3.2.31]). «

With the unital cyclic structure, we can define the trace of HF (L, L;b,b) as follows. Let {e; : I C
{1,...,n}} be a basis of H*(L). Let gr; = {(er,ez) and g/’ be the inverse matrix. Let vol € HF(L)
be the volume class (not the unit). The trace is given by

Z(L,b,b) := Z(—l)*glj<mg’b(ej, vol), mg’b(eJ, vol))
1,J

REMARK 3.10. Fukaya-Oh-Ohta-Ono give a general definition of the trace in [FOOOI16, Definition
1.3.22] for unital Frobenius algebras. For our case where the pairing is given by the Poincare pairing,
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it specializes to the definition above (cf. [FOOO16, Theorem 3.4.1, 3.5.2] , see also [San21, Equation
(2.11)]) <

[FOOO16], Proposition 3.7.4] explains how to compute the leading order term of Z (L, b,b).
Proposition 3.11. Given Theorems we have

Z = Z(L’ b’ b) = det(HeSS(WcEl]isc)’b) mod Tval(Z)A>0
In particular, since we have assumed that b is a Morse critical point, we have Z # 0.

On top of properties of Lagrangian Floer theory itself, we also need some compatibility with quantum
cohomology.
Assumption 3.12. There are ‘closed-open’ (algebra) and ‘open-closed’ (QH} ,(Y;b)-module) maps

CO:QH},(Y;b) - HH*(CF(L,L;b,b)) and OC: HH.(CF(L,L;b,b)) — QH} ,(Y;b).
Denote the ‘zeroth order’ terms by
cOY . QH:,(Y;b) = HF*(L,L;b,b)  and  OCY: HF*(L,L;b,b) — QH*,(Y;b).
We assume that
1. {0C%a),y)y = (a,CO°%y)), for all a and y
2. (0C%(a), 0C(a"))y = op ,(—1)*g" (m3(er, a),m3 (e, a')) for all a,a’
3. COY and OCY have non-negative valuation

REMARK 3.13. The first equation simply comes from changing inputs to outputs in the consideration
of moduli. The second equation uses the degeneration of annuli and is called the Cardy relation in
the literature. These equations are proved in [FOOO16, Theorem 3.3.8 and Theorem 3.4.1]. <

REMARK 3.14. Assumption should hold for any oriented, spin, closed Lagrangian submanifold
L with a bounding cochain b solving the Maurer-Cartan equation. But we do not need this level of
generality. <

For (L,b) as above, Assumption has the following consequences

1. for any y, COY (y) = c ey, for some ¢, € A (because HH*(CF(L, L; b,b)) is rank 1 generated by
the unit)

2. if a € @y, HY(L), then (OC°(a),y)y = (a,cyer)r = 0 for any y

3. {OC%(vol),0C°(vol))y = Z(L,b,b) # 0 (see Proposition

4. COoOC : HH.(CF(L,L;b,b)) - HH*(CF(L,L;b,b)) is an isomorphism (because both are of
rank 1 and Z # 0 implies the non-triviality of the map)

5. there is a module property (see [San2ll Equation (4.2)]): for any a € HF(L,L;b) and y €

QH} (Y;b), we have
OCL(COY (y)a) = yOC](a).

Corollary 3.15 (cf. [San2l1] Proposition 5.3). Suppose L is a Lagrangian torus such that all the
assumptions above are satisfied. Then the followings are true:

1. The image of OC is a field summand of QHY ,(Y;b). We denote the idempotent in the field
summand by ey,
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2. The valuation of ey, is at least —val(Z) so the spectral invariant of ey defines a quasi-
morphism with defect at most val(Z) = val(det(Hess(W},,)|))-

Proof. We didn’t assume that OCY (er) = PD([L]) (Assumption 4.3 (4) of [San21]) so the first state-
ment does not strictly follow from [San21l Proposition 5.3]. However, it is easy to check that we do not
need this assumption. For the sake of the reader, we reproduce the argument here. On the contrary,
even though the second statement is an easy consequence, the explicit bound on the defect, to the
authors’ knowledge, does not appear in the literature, so we explain how it is obtained.

Let I be the image of OC%. Since CO o OC is an isomorphism, we know that I has rank 1. By
the module property, we know that I is an ideal of QH},(Y;b). Let y = OC°(vol). We know that
COY (y) = cyer, for some ¢, € A. Together with

(€OY(OC (vol)),vol)y = (OC°(vol), OC°(vol))y = Z,

we know that ¢, = Z. Let ey f, := OC%Z(UOZ) = % so that CO%(ey,L) = ey,. Then we have
OCY (vol 1 OCY (vol
6y7L . eY,L = eY,L . lé) = EOC%(CO%(QYL) . UOZ) = LZ() = €y7L

Let the unit of QH} ,(Y;b) be ey. To show that we have a direct sum decomposition QH ,(Y;b) =
I®(ey —ey,r)QH},(Y;b), we check that (by the module property again)

1
ey (ey —eyr) = E(oc%(voz COY(ey —eyr)) =0

because CO%(ey —eyyr) =er—ep=0.

0
Therefore, I is a field summand. Moreover, the idempotent is given by ey, := OCL?(UOU Since OC%

increases valuation, the valuation of ey, is at least —val(Z). The proof that the spectral invariant
of ey, defines a quasi-morphism with defect at most val(Z) = val(det(Hess(WJ,, )|p)) follows from
[EP03].

O]

3.3 Orbifold Lagrangian spectral invariants
We axiomatize the properties of orbifold Lagrangian Floer spectral invariants.

The results of this section are not required for our template proof of the Weyl law, or the application
to the closing lemma on S2. Nonetheless, the results are relevant to the general question raised in the
introduction of creating new periodic orbits meeting a set U by a perturbation of the Hamiltonian
supported on U. Since this is slightly orthogonal to our main aim, we will present fewer details in this
section.

In parallel to the previous section, we list the Floer theoretic properties which are needed to define
Lagrangian spectral invariants and establish their properties. Some of these are encompassed by the
Hamiltonian invariance of orbifold Lagrangian Floer theory, as asserted in [CP14], whilst others require
compatibility with open-closed morphisms. Note in particular that in establishing Hamiltonian invari-
ance, [CP14] construct Kuranishi atlases underlying the moduli spaces which define CF*(L, K, b, b)
for a pair of distinct Lagrangians L, K lying in the regular locus of an orbifold. We will be exclusively
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concerned with the case in which K is the Hamiltonian image ¢};(L) of L (noting that a smooth Hamil-
tonian on the orbifold will preserve the regular stratum), in which case we will write the corresponding
complex as CF (L, H,b,b).

Thus, let (L, b) be as above. Let H be a Hamiltonian function such that L t ¢} (L) and CF(L, H, b,b)
be the vector space generated by time-1 Hamiltonian chord of Xy from L to L.
Theorem 3.16. Orbifold Lagrangian Floer cohomology has the following properties:

1. CF(L, H,b,b) admits a differential (with non-negative valuation) making it into a chain complex.

2. There are chain maps ®opy : CF(L,L,b,b) — CF(L,H,b,b) and ®xo : CF(L,H,b,b) —
CF(L,L,b,b) which are quasi-inverse to each other. The valuation of them decreases by at most
the Hofer norm of H.

3. If H' is another Hamiltonian such that L M qb}{,(L), then there are chain maps Py g :
CF(L,H,b,b) - CF(L,H',b,b) and @ gy : CF(L,H',b,b) - CF(L, H,b,b) which are quasi-
inverse to each other. The valuation of them decreases by at most the Hofer norm of H — H'.

4. If L h gb}I#H,(L), then there is a valuation non-decreasing triangle product map ®p g gap: :
CF(L,H,b,b) CF(L,H' b,b) — CF(L, H#H',b,b) which can be descended to a bilinear map

on the cohomology

5. The maps ®o. g, Puo, Py, P u for all H, H' are all compatible with each other and form

a direct system; they are also compatible with @y g gup and the product structure on
HF(L,L,b,b).

From these assumptions, we can define the Lagrangian spectral invariant as usual.
Definition 3.17. Lete € HF(L,L,b,b), H € C*([0,1] X Y") be a non-degenerate Hamiltonian and b
as above. The bulk-deformed spectral invariant is

(e, H) := L0y (e, H) = inf{a € R|®g 5(e) € Im(HF(L, H,b,b)<" = HF(L, H,b,b))}

It satisfies spectrality, Hofer-Lipschitz continuity, Lagrangian control, homotopy invariance and the
triangle inequality.
Assumption 3.18. There are ‘closed-open’ and ‘open-closed’ maps (both valuation non-decreasing)

CO?LH):H *o(H;b) = HF*(L, H;b,b) and (’)C?L,H):HF*(L,H;[J,Z))%H o (H;b)

orb orb

Corollary 3.19. Under the hypothesis of Corollary|3.15 and for the identity class e, € HF (L, L; b,b),
we have l(er,/Z,H) > c(ey,, H) > l(er, H) for all Hamiltonians H. So in particular, (e, —) also
defines a quasi-morphism with defect at most val(Z) and its homogenization is the same as that of
cley,r, —).

such that CO{; ) o PSSy = ®o,p 0 COY and OCy, gy 0 ®o.n = PSSy 0 COY.
ﬁ

Proof. We follow the same notations in Corollary [3.15, The fact that ey, = w implies that

{(vol/Z,H) > c(ey.r, H) for all H. On the other hand, COY (ey.,) = ey, implies that c(eyr, H) >
lep,H) for all H. By the triangle inequality, we have l(ey,/Z,H) = {(er/Z, H) + £(vol,0)
l(vol/Z, H) so the result follows.

v
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