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Abstract

We show that the symplectic 2-product of n two-dimensional star-shaped domains has
an interior symplectomorphic to that of a symplectic ellipsoid. Adapting this construction,
given 0 < a < 1, we obtain that every open subset of R?" with a smooth boundary is
symplectomorphic to an open set whose boundary contains a set of Hausdorff dimension
2n — 1+ a.

1 Introduction

We say that W C (R*",wy = Y., dz; A dy;) is a star-shaped domain if it is the closure of an
open, bounded set that is star-shaped with respect to the origin. Given two star-shaped domains
K C R* and T C R%, the symplectic p-product of K and T is defined by:

Kx,T:= ] trK x(1-t)sT c R**0),
t€[0,1]
where, for A C R™ and s > 0, the set sA is given by {sz | z € A}. The symplectic p-product

was introduced and studied in [HAKO23|]. This operation is associative, that is, for K C R?,
T C R%*, and G C R*™, we have:

1 1 1
Kx,Tx,G:=(Kx,T) %, G=K x, (T x,G) = U tT K xt3T xtiG.
t1,t2,t3€[0,1]
ti+to+tz=1

Hence, the p-product of n € N star-shaped domains is well-defined. In the Lagrangian setting,
the p-product was explored in [OR22] [Bro25]. In this paper, we will be specifically interested
in the symplectic 2-product.

For ai,...,a, > 0, the symplectic ellipsoid E(ay,...,a,) C R?" = C" is defined by

y )

i

E(ala"'aan) = {(Zla"',zn)

Theorem 1. Let Wy, Ws, ..., W,, C R? be star-shaped domains with respective areas a1, ..., an.
Then the interior of Wy xo Wy Xo- -+ X9 W, is symplectomorphic to the interior of the symplectic
ellipsoid E(ay,asg, ..., an).
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The boundary of a generic star-shaped domain is highly irregular. In fact, the set of star-
shaped domains whose boundary is nowhere differentiable is generic in the Baire category sense.
Hence, this theorem provides examples of domains that do not have a well-defined tangent
space at any point by taking the 2-product of generic star-shaped domains W; C R2?, yet
these domains have interiors symplectomorphic to the interiors of symplectic ellipsoids. In
particular, this implies that the boundary does not admit a characteristic foliation (even in
the generalized sense [Cla81l [Cla83]), despite the interior being symplectomorphic to that of
a symplectic ellipsoid. Furthermore, there exist curves bounding star-shaped domains in R?
whose Hausdorff dimension is 2. An explicit construction of a function which leads to such an
example can be found in [XZ07]. In [FH1I], it was shown that the set of such curves is large in
an appropriate sense, even though it is not generic.

Corollary 1.1. Given positive real numbers aq,...,a, and « € (0,1], there exists a compact
star-shaped domain W C R?" whose boundary has Hausdorff dimension 2n — 1 + o and whose
interior is symplectomorphic to the interior of E(aq,...,an,).

In [CGH25], examples are given of compact domains in C? whose boundaries have Minkowski
dimension arbitrarily close to 4 and whose interiors are symplectomorphic to the interior of an
unbounded toric domain. For a certain class of unbounded toric domains, the boundary has
Minkowski dimension bounded from below by a constant strictly bigger than 3. In general, the
Hausdorff dimension is a lower bound for the Minkowski dimension (see [FHI11, Proposition
1.1]). For 0 < o < 1, we use the graphs of a modified Weierstrass functions from [Hun98],
which have Hausdorff dimension 1+ «. By modifying the functions in the proof slightly, for any
0 < o < 1, Corollary [I.1]also provides examples of compact domains W C C™ whose boundaries
have Minkowski dimension 2n — 1+ «a, and whose interiors are symplectomorphic to the interior
of a symplectic ellipsoid. Symplectic ellipsoids are classic examples of bounded toric domains
that are both convex and concave in the sense of [CG19]. Note that our theorem illustrates a
different phenomenon than [CGH25): we start from a domain that has a smooth boundary, and
ask how irregular can be a boundary of a domain that has a symplectomorphic interior to the
starting domain, whereas in [CGH25] they show that for certain domains, the boundary can
not be made more regular. In the spirit of making the boundary more irregular, after localizing
the construction in Theorem [I] we obtain:

Theorem 2. Let U C R?" be an open set whose topological boundary has a point p with a
smooth neighborhood. For every a € (0,1], there exists a symplectomorphism ¥ : U — W
where W C R?" is an open set whose boundary contains an open set of Hausdorff dimension
2n — 1+ a.

Remark 1.1. By inspecting the proof of Lemma one can easily see that Theorem [1] also
holds in the p-product setting, where, instead of E(aq,...,a,), we consider the interior of
D(a1) xp - -+ xp D(ay,), where D(a;) is a disc centered at the origin of area a;. In fact, one can
define the p-product of two Liouville domains (W71, A1) and (Wa, A2) as the subset:

(P2 4422 < 1} ¢ Wy x W,

where Wl are the completions W; Usw, OW; x [1,400) of W;. Here, r; are 1-homogeneous
functions on W;, continuously extended by 0 on the Core(W;, A;), and such that W; = {r; < 1}.
Now, if K; C W, is the image of a Hamiltonian flow invariant under the Liouville flow, then the



interiors of Wy x, Wy and K x, Ks are symplectomorphic by arguments analogous to those in

Section 2.1

As a contrast to Theorem [I] it was pointed out to us by Alberto Abbondandolo that the
interior of the rational polydisc D(a) x ID(b) is never symplectomorphic to the interior of a
smooth star-shaped domain. The argument is originally due to Oliver Edtmair ([Edt]) and
relies on FCH capacities. Namely, D(a) x D(b) has the same ECH capacities as E(a,b). But if
a smooth star-shaped domain W has the same FCH capacities as the rational ellipsoid F(a,b),
then W is symplectomorphic to E(a,b). However, D(a) x D(b) is not symplectomorphic to
E(a,b) as can be seen with Ekeland-Hofer capacities.

1.1 Dynamics on sufficiently regular boundaries and the Zoll property
in the convex setting

In this section, we discuss the dynamics of the generalized characteristic foliation on domains
with sufficiently regular non-smooth boundaries. For instance, using the construction from
[AK70Dbl [AK70a], one obtains strongly convex domains whose interiors are symplectomorphic
to those of irrational ellipsoids, yet whose boundary dynamics are quite different (see [ABE25]
Appendix]). In our setting, when the dynamics is well-defined, we have the following:

Proposition 1.1. Let W; C R? be compact star-shaped domains of area a;, with Lipschitz
boundaries and such that each ray from the origin intersects the boundary at a single point.
Then the dynamics of the characteristic foliation is well-posed and is topologically conjugate to
the Reeb flow on E(ay,...,ay,).

In [GGM21], it was shown that a smooth strongly convex domain is Zoll if and only if the first
Ekeland-Hofer spectral invariant (see [EH87]) coincides with the n-th one (see also [GRT25]). In
[Mat24], it was further shown that the Gutt-Hutchings capacities coincide with these invariants.
Consequently, being Zoll in a smooth, strongly convex setting is a symplectic notion; that is, it
depends only on the interior of the convex body. Moreover, in the convex setting, the notion of
the Zoll property can be extended topologically, as introduced in [Mat25]. Specifically, one can
show that the Fadell-Rabinowitz index of the space of generalized systols of 0K C C" being
at least n is equivalent to cfH(K) = ¢SH(K) (see [GHIS]). The generalized Zoll property was
further investigated in [HK25]. When the characteristic dynamics is well-posed, this condition
on the Fadell-Rabinowitz index is equivalent to the boundary being foliated by systoles (see
[Mat25, Theorem 1.7]). In particular, the 2-product Wy xg -+ xo W, of n convex bodies of
equal area is generalized Zoll. Moreover, from Proposition the characteristic dynamics on
the boundary of W7 x4 --- xo W), is foliated by systols when W; are star-shaped with Lipschitz
boundaries and of equal area.

A convex body K C C" cuts additively if, for every hyperplane H that separates K into K3
and K5, we have

cenz(K) = cpuz (K1) + ceuz(K2).

If the boundary of a generalized Zoll convex body K has well-defined characteristic dynamics,
it was shown in [HK25, Theorem A] that K cuts additively. Combining Proposition and
[HK25, Theorem A] leads to:



Corollary 1.2. If W; are convex bodies whose interiors contain the origin with the same area,
then Wy xq - -+ xo W, cuts additively.

Note that there are examples of convex curves that are not differentiable on a (countable)
dense subset.

1.2 On the Zoll property beyond convexity

Corollary [I.T]in particular implies that it is not possible to extend the Zoll property dynamically
in such a way that includes all star-shaped domains whose interior is symplectomorphic to the
interior of the ball. It is known by [ABEZ25] that Zoll domains are maximizers of the systolic
ratio in C? topology but not in C°-topology in a star-shaped setting. Hence, the condition on
the systolic ratio being locally maximized can’t serve us for the classification of highly irregular
star-shaped domains with an interior symplectomorphic to the open ball.

Note that ¢H (W) = cSH(W) still holds by its symplectic nature for W = Wy xo - -+ xo W),
whenever W; C R? are star-shaped domains of the same area. The condition ¢{'H# (W) =
cGH (W) is indeed a good candidate to help the classification of star-shaped domains whose
interior is symplectomorphic to the interior of a ball (see [GRT25]), but it is not clear how to
interpret it if the boundary is of too low regularity.

Let W C R2" be a star-shaped domain. Following [Can25], we say that W is boundary
mim‘maﬂ for the first Ekeland-Hofer capacity cP# if for every open U such that OW NU # 0)
it holds cFPH(W \ U) < cFH(W). It is convenient to use ¢’ for the definition, since it is
well defined for all subsets of R?". For the definition of ¢ see [EHS89, [EH90]. In [GR24] it
was shown that for star-shaped domains W with smooth boundary, Gutt-Hutchings capacities
coincide with Ekeland-Hofer capacities.

In [Can25l, Theorem 5] it was shown that for a strongly convex domain K, being Zoll is
equivalent to K being boundary minimal. In that regard, it would be interesting to understand
whether the symplectic 2-product of domains with the same areas is boundary minimal. From
Theorem [ it follows:

Proposition 1.2. If W, are star-shaped domains with the same area, such that a radial ray
intersects the boundary in a single point, then W7 x5 - -+ X9 W, is boundary minimal.

Note that in the previous proposition, the boundaries of W; can be highly irregular, and yet
one can understand its boundary minimal property. This suggests a possible generalization of
the Zoll property to arbitrary star-shaped domains. It seems beneficial to further investigate
the boundary minimal property.
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2 Proofs

2.1 Proof of Theorem

Definition 2.1. A compact domain W C R2" star-shaped with respect to origin is nice if it
has a smooth boundary 0W, and the radial vector field X = 1/2)" x;0,, + :0,, is transverse
to OW.

Lemma 2.1. Let W C R? be a nice star-shaped domain with area a. There exists a 1-
homogeneous Hamiltonian isotopy ®%; on R?\ {0} such that ®}; (D(a)\ {0}) = W \ {0}

Proof. Let S*(a) := 0D(a) be a boundary of the disk of area a, and let a = Ag|g1(q), Where
Ao = 1/2(zdy — ydz). Consider the symplectization S(a) x (0,+00) of (S1(a),a) with a
symplectic form d(ra)). There is a symplectomorphism S : R? \ {0} — S*(a) x (0, +00) given

by:
re'? (\/c%eie, 7r/ar2).

Symplectomorphism S maps OW to {(z,hw(x)) | * € S'(a)} for the unique positive smooth
function hy : S'(a) — R, ie., S induces a strict contactomorphism from (OW, \o|w) to
(St(a), hwa).

Since W and D(a) have the same area, (S'(a), a) has the same length as (S'(a), hwa). By
Moser’s trick, there is a volume preserving isotopy ¢! on S!(a) such that (¢')*(hwa) = «. This
isotopy is generated by the vector field X; on S!(a) with the contact Hamiltonian f; : S'(a) — R,
defined by fi(z) = a(X;). Now, each contact Hamiltonian f; gives rise to a Liouville equivariant
Hamiltonian Hy(z,7) = f;(z)r on the symplectization whose flow is 1-homogeneos lift ®%; of
the contact isotopy generated by X;. After identifying the symplectization with R? \ {0}, (I)%It
can be extended continously on R? to 0 by setting ®%; (0) = 0. Homeomorphism ®}; maps
D(a) to W.

Lemma 2.2. Let Wy, ..., W, be nice star-shaped domains with respective areas a1, ..., a,. For
every € > 0 small enough there exists a symplectomorphism ¥(z1,...,2,) = (¥1(21), ..., ¥n(zn))
such that 1;(0) = 0 for every ¢ € {1,...,n} and:

(1 — 6)(W1 Xo Wy Xg -+ Xo Wn) C \I/(E(al,...,an)) C (1+€)(W1 Xo Wy Xg -+ Xo Wn)

Proof. For each W; let H} be the Hamiltonians that generate the 1-homogeneous flows from
Lemma Fix 0 < € < 1 arbirtrarily small, and let 6; > 0 be such that: ®% ,(D(d;)) C €W,
where ¢ < \/e/n. Note that Hamiltonian isotopy ®,, of R?\ {0} was extended continuously
to R? by ®%,(0) = 0. Define the time dependent Hamiltonian H; : R>® — R by:

Hi(21,. . 2n) = sz(|zz|2)H;(Zz)v
i=1



where p; : R — [0, 1] is a smooth cut-off function such that p; = 1 for ¢ > §;/7, and p; = 0 near
0. Let ®%; be the Hamiltonian flow of Hy, and set ¥ := ®1,.
. \IJ(E(al, ey Cln)) C (1 + 6)W1 Xo -+ Xo Wp,.

W.lLo.g we can assume that 7|z;|? < §; for 1 <4 < k, and 7|z|*> > 6; for i > k + 1 for
0 <k <n. For z € E(ay,...,ay) there are \; € [0,1], and there are (; € D(a;) such that
z=(MC1,- s AGn) and A2 + - + 22 = 1. We have:

U(z) = (Y1(A1€1), s Yn(AnCn)) € €W X €Wa X - X €W X g1 Wigr X -+ X Xy W,

where we have used that ¢;(D(5;)) C €W, and 9; is 1 - homogeneous on the set m|z;|? > ;.
From inequality:
ke® + N+ A2 <e+],

we get:

€/W1 X e X E/Wk X Ak—i-ka-‘rl X e X )\an C (1 —|—6)(W1 Xog +++ Xog Wn)

° (1 — 6)W1 Xo -+ X9 W, C \I’(E(al, ey an))
For w € (1 — €)(Wy Xg -+ x2 W,,), there are \; € [0,1] and w; € W; such that w =
(1 —e)(Mwi, ..., Apwy) and A\ + -+ + A2 = 1. Since ¥;(D(a;)) = W;, let z; be such
2
that ¥;(2;) = (1 — €)\jw;. When 7|z|? > §; we have ”laz—‘l < (1 — €)2)? because we are
in the region where v; are 1-homogeneous, and ); preserves the area. More precisely,
;i (D(m|2|%)) C (1 — e)\W;, and area of (1 — e)\;W; is (1 — €)®A?a;. In other case, we
have 7|z;|? < §;, but §; < a;e’? since 1;(D(d;)) C € W;. We conclude that:

2 2
ﬂ?' +---+7T|§7"‘ <ne?+ (11—’ AN+ +A2) <e+(1—-e)? <1,

1 n
since 0 < e < 1.
In particular, since v;(0) = 0 for all 4, we have that (1 —€)W,; C ¢;(D(a;)) C (1 +¢)W; by
setting z; = 0 for j # i.

O

Proof of Theorem[] Fix an increasing sequence dj converging to 1, and a sequence ¢}, such
that §y < 8, < Sg41. For each W;, consider an exhausting nested sequence W} C W; of nice
star-shaped domains in R? with areas dra; (see Figure [1)).

After approaprietely choosing €, we can apply Lemma to obtain a sequence ¥, =
(¥, ... k) of symplectomorphisms such that

WE xg - xo WE C W(61,E(ay,...,an)) C WFT xo oo 5o WL

Now, the space of symplectic embeddings of a disc into a compact connected surface is connected
(see, e.g., [ASOI, Proposition A.A]), and every path can be realized by the ambient isotopy.
Using Imy¥ C Imwfﬂ, we can modify each component 1/15“ such that 7/’f+1|11)(6;€a,3) =F and
wf”l remains unchanged near the boundary of D(d;, ;a;). We define a symplectomorphism

U int(E(ag,...,a,)) = int(Wy xg - xo Wy)
z = Up(2),



Figure 1: Exhausting nested sequence I/Vi’C .

where k is such that z € §yE(ay, .. .,a,). For a similar application of the exhaustion trick, see

[LMS13, Lemma 4.3].
O

2.2 Proof of Corollary

For the definition of Hausdorff dimension, see [Sch07, Section 3]. It follows from [Sch07, Theorem
2] and [KaoT1] that Hausdorff dimension has the following properties:

o If X CY then dimy(X) < dimy(Y).

e For X C R? we have dimy(X) < d.
o dimp(X x RY) = dimg(X) + d.

Let W3 be a compact star-shaped domain with boundary of Hausdorff dimension 1 + «,
and of area a;. If @ < 1 we can construct Wi by taking a Weirestrass function W, ,(z) =

+20 @™ cos(2mb™x) for suitable 0 < a < 1 < b, since the graph of W, has Minkowsk
dimension 2 + loga/logb (see [KMPY84]). For a domain with Hausdorff dimension 1 + o =
2 +loga/logb, we can take a small phase shift of the Weierstrass function as in [Hun98]:

+oo
Wapo(z) = Z a” cos(2m(b"x + 6,,)),

n=0

for a suitable choice of 8,,. For a = 1, we can use the function from [XZ07]. The construction
is similar to Wierstrass function:

Fla) =" a""p(a " 2),

where 0 < a < 1,1 < a < f and ¢(x) = 2z, for 0 < = < 1/2, and it is extended to R
by ¢(—z) = ¢(z), and ¢(x + 1) = ¢(x). Let Hy, be a 2-homogeneous function such that

21t is conjectured that the Weirstrass function Wb also has Hausdorff dimension 2 4 loga/logb. This is
confirmed for certain parameters in [BBRI4].



W1 = {Hw, < 1}. It is given by Hy, (2) = f(z/|z|)|2|? for a unique function f : ST — (0, +00),
whose graph has dimension 1 + a.
Consider W := Wy x9E(as, ..., a,). From Theorem the interior of W is symplectomorphic

to the interior of E(ay,...,a,). The defyning 2-homogeneous function for W is:
2 2
7|z |z
HW(zl,...,zn) :HW1(21)+ ﬁ+ M’
as an

and, the boundary of W is given by H;i,l(l). Given any point on Z = (z1,...,2,) € OW, we
have two cases: z, = 0 and z, # 0. Since z, = 0 cuts the dimension by two, it is enough to
consider the case z,, # 0. We can see a neighborhood of zZ2€ W in polar coordinates as a graph
of the function:

rn U — R,

2
(T13017T27927" '7071—17071) = 07‘:\/1 - f(eiel)T’% . n—l’

where U C R?"~!. Since the square root is smooth outside of the origin, the dimension of
the graph is determined by:
72

n—1

L

Gp—1

Now, for a smooth function g and any h, we have dimp(I'y) = dimug(T'h44), where I'y, is the
graph of a function. The reason is that the map (x,y) — (z,y + g(z)) is a diffeomorphism, and
hence, it preserves the Hausdorff dimension. Similar arguments apply for the product with a
positive smooth function, i.e., for a positive smooth function g and any f, we have dimy (T'y) =
dimy (T'y,4). Lastly, since we have reduced the question to the Hausdorff dimension of the graph
of f seen as a function of 2n—1 variables, we appeal to the propery dimg (X x R?) = dimg(X)+d
from [Kao71]. Applying these two observations, we conclude that the Hausdorff dimension of
OW is 2n— 1+ a. Note that he proof is valid in the region r; > 0, but r; = 0 cuts the dimension
by 2, hence the conclusion remains.

2.3 Proof of Theorem

For the proof, we will need the following lemma. Let U be an open set, compactly contained
in an open set W, where W C (M, w) has a compact closure. Let H : M x [0,1] — R, and
G : M x [0,1] be two Hamiltonians, and let ®}, and ®%; be the flows that are generated by G,
and H;.

Lemma 2.3. If &%, (U) C L (W) for all t € [0, 1] then there exists Gy : M — R such that:
o O (z) = Py(x), forallz € U,

. @%(az) = @, (x), for all z € We.



Proof. Represent &%, as &%, = &, o (L)~ o ®%,). Since ®% (U) C OL (W) we have that
Pu H G G H H G
U, (®L) "t o @4, (U) C W, i.e., there are open sets U’ C W' such that:

UcUcbt “lodL (U)cU'.

Set: B -
Gy = Gi#(pGi#H,),

where p is a cut-off function which is equal to 1 on |J,(®f) ™! o ®%;(U), and p = 0 on W', Here
F#K is a Hamiltonian that generates ®% o ®%., and F is a Hamiltonian that generates (®%)~*

The flow ®L satisfies requirements of the lemma, since Gt coincides with G; outside of W and
for all z € U we have @ (z) = @} (z) by construction. O

The proof of Theorem [2| is divided into two parts. The first part brings a smooth part of
the boundary on the boundary of the ball, and the second part inserts a symplectomorphism
¥ @ int(B?"(e)) — int(W) which does not change the ball outside of the neighborhood V of
p € 9U, and the 0(¢(V) N W) has Hausdorff dimension 2n.

Part 1: Let 7 be the unit outer normal to OU at p. Consider a point ¢ € U such that

= /d0/7(p — ¢) and half open segment satisfies [¢,p) C U. Without loss of generality, we
can assume that ¢ = 0. Now, take the ball B2"(§) whose boundary is tangent U at p. From
our choices, we conclude that there is € < § so that B>"(e) C U. Using the standard Liouvile
form Ao on B2"(26), there is a neighborhood V C OU of p so that Liouville vector ﬁelcﬂ
X(z,y) =1/2%, 2,05, + y;0y, is transverse to V since:

By the contact Darboux theorem, we know that there is a neighborhood V' C V), a neighbor-
hood W' C 9B?"(¢) of \/e/mp and a strict contactomorphism ¢ : (W', Ag) — (V',\), and
¢(\/e/mp) = p

From the proof of the Darboux theorem, this contactomorphism can be realized as the isotopy
@' - W' — W' that fixes \/e/mp, such that on a smaller set W’ we have (¢')*efag = ag, where
efag = ¢*\g and ag = Xolws for some f : W' — R. Let h; be the contact Hamiltonian
which generates . By cutting off h; inside W', and outside of W we obtain a 1-homogeneous
Hamiltonian isotopy ®%; on R?"\ {0}, generated by Hy(x,r) = h¢(z)r. It satisfies &L (W) = V"
where W’ C W' C 9B?"(¢) and V" C V' C 9U. Now, replace U with (®},)~!(U). In particular,
a part of our boundary is a part of a standard contact sphere of radius \/6/7

Part 2: Take a neighborhood B?"(p,€') of point p € U N dB?"(¢) so that B?"(p,2¢)
is contained in the symplectization W x (0, +00) C R?*", where W C 90U N 9B*"(¢). Let
p : B?"(¢) — [0,1] be a cutt-off function so that p = 1 on B*'(p,€e’) N B**(¢) and p = 0
outside of B?*(p,2¢') in B?"(¢). From the proof of Theorem [I| we see that Wy is realized by
Hamiltonian isotopies generated by HF : R?" — R, after apealing again to the connectednes
of the Symplectlc embeddlngs of a disc into connected compact surface, and by Lemma [2.3] we
have H |q>t (8], B2n(¢)) = Hf |<I>t (5 B2n(c))- Now, modify HF by setting

3For a Liouville domain (W, d)), the Liouville vector field X is a unique vector field such that i xd\ = A.



HY (x) = p((®,) ! (2)) HY ().

Note that fIt’“\%an(e) is zero if 6}, B*"(e) N B*"(p,2¢') = 0. Now, define the symplectic
embedding:
® : int(B?"(¢)) — R*"

§pB*(€) > x v @%k (z).
On B*"(p,¢') NintB*"(¢), ® coincides with ¥;, = @} , and it is identity on int(B>"(e)) \
2n /
B*"(p,2¢).
Since the part of the boundary of ®} (B*"(e)) coincides with the part of the boundary of

Wi Xg -+ X9 W, = ¥(B?"(¢)) we finish the proof by taking domains W; so that each point of
the boundary 9(W; X - - - X9 W,,) has neighborhood of Hausdorff dimension 2n — 1 + a.

B*(p,2€¢)
B
N

AN\
a<I>;1(U) @ \ B?™(§) B?"(¢)

Figure 2: On left: Hamiltonian deformation of the neighorhood of " to the boundary of B2"(e).
On the right: cutting off ¥ : int(B2?"(¢)) — int(Wy X5 - -- X2 W,,) in a neighborhood of a point.

[\
.
,’U

2.4 Proof of Proposition

For a locally Lipschitz function f : R™ — R generalized gradient is well defined at every point z,
which we denote by 9f(z) (see [Cla83]). A generalized gradient is a non-empty convex compact
subset of R™, moreover, df(z) = {Vf(z)} when f is differentiable at x. Let & C C be a
star-shaped set with Lipschitz boundary. We consider the characteristic equation:

7' (t) € i0Hq(y(t)) a.e.,

~¥(0) = 2o € 09,
where Hgq is 2-homogeneous function such that Q = {Hq < 1}. Since 99 is 1-dimensional, the
previous problem has a unique solution, which is extendable to the whole R and periodic, with

minimal period equal to the area of Q. This can be extended to the 1-homogeneous flow @,
on R? \ {0} which extends continuously to the origin by ®%(0) = 0. Since Hw,x,...x,w, =

10



Hwy, +---+ Hw,, we have that the characteristic on d(W7 X3 - -+ xo W,,) splits. This further
implies:

¢3{W1X2"'X2Wn (21, .y 2n) = (<I)tHW1 (z1),.--, @’}IW" (zn))-
Now we construct the homeomorphism ¥ : 0F(ay, ..., a,) — (Wi Xg -+ Xo Wy):
U(r €21y, ei2mn) = (cpi;g;l (r1),..., Bpon (rn)) :

One easily checks that:
\Il(ei%t/‘“zl, . ei%t/“"zn) = ! (U(z1,...,20)).

HW1><2---><2Wn

2.5 Proof of Proposition

Assume that there exists an open set U with U N 9(W; Xg - -+ xo W) # 0 such that
ClEH(Wl X+ X9 Wn \ U) = C{EH(Wl Xg +++ Xog Wn).

From Theorem [1| we have that cFH (W) x5 --- x5 W,,) = ¢PH(B?"(a)) = a, where a is the area
of W;. Let (z1,...,2,) € UNO(Wy X+ xo W,,). Since U is open, we can assume that z; # 0
for all i. Every domain has a defining continuous function Hy;,(z) = fi(z/|z|)|z|* for some
fi: ST — (0,+00). Alter each f; to g; in the neighborhood of 2;/|z;| so that:

® g > fia
e Areas of W/ = {H] < 1} are equal to @’ < a, where H!(z) = g:(z/|2])|z|?,

o Wy Xg--+ xog Wy, \U C WY xg -+ x9 W/ (see Figure [3).

Figure 3: Altered star-shaped domains W/ C W;, and a scaled image U; of the intersection of
U with i-th complex line.

By applying monotonicity of ¢ and Theorem [1{to W] xo --- x3 W/ we have:
a=cPHW, xg - xo W \U) < EFHW] xo - xo W) = FH(B™(d")) = d,

which is a contradiction since a’ < a. Here, we have used that Ekeland-Hofer capacities are
preserved under the symplectomorphisms of the interiors of star-shaped domains. This follows
from [GR24], where it is shown that Ekeland-Hofer capacities coincide with Gutt-Hutchings
capacities, which satisfy the invariance under the symplectomorphism of the interior.

11



References

[ABE25]

[AK70a]
[AK70D)
[AS01]
[BBR14]
[Bro25]

[Can25]
[CG19]

[CGH25]
[Clag1]

[Cla83)
[Edt]
[EHS7]

[EH89)]
[EH90]
[FH11]
[GGM21]
[GH18]
[GR24]
[GRT25]

[HK25]
[HKO23]

[Hun98|

[KaoT1]

A. Abbondandolo, G. Benedetti, and O. Edtmair. Symplectic capacities of domains close to the ball
and Banach—Mazur geodesics in the space of contact forms. Duke Mathematical Journal, 174(8):1567
— 1646, 2025.

D.V. Anosov and A.B. Katok. New examples in smooth ergodic theory. Ergodic diffeomorphisms.
Tr. Mosk. Mat. Obs., 23:3-36, 1970.

D.V. Anosov and A.B. Katok. New examples of ergodic diffeomorphisms of smooth manifolds.
Russian Math. Surveys, 25, 1970.

M. Akveld and D. Salamon. Loops of lagrangian submanifolds and pseudoholomorphic discs. Geo-
metric & Functional Analysis GAFA, 11(4):609-650, 2001.

K. Baranski, B. Béardny, and J. Romanowska. On the dimension of the graph of the classical
Weierstrass function. Advances in Mathematics, 265:32-59, 2014.

F. Broc¢ié. A note on the capacities of lagrangian p-sum. Annales mathématiques du Québec,
49(1):279-286, 2025.

D. Cant. Hamiltonian linking and Symplectic packing. arXiv:2507.01416, 2025.

D. Cristofaro-Gardiner. Symplectic embeddings from concave toric domains into convex ones. Jour-
nal of Differential Geometry, 112(2):199 — 232, 2019.

D. Cristofaro-Gardiner and R. Hind. Boundaries of open symplectic manifolds and the failure of
packing stability. J. Fur. Math. Soc., 2025.

F. Clarke. Periodic solutions to Hamiltonian inclusions. Journal of Differential Equations, 40(1):1-6,
1981.

F. Clarke. Optimization and Nonsmooth Analysis. John Wiley and Sons, 1983.
O. Edtmair. Privite communication.

I. Ekeland and H. Hofer. Convex hamiltonian energy surfaces and their periodic trajectories. Com-
munications in Mathematical Physics, 113(3):419-469, 1987.

I. Ekeland and H. Hofer. Symplectic topology and Hamiltonian dynamics. Mathematische Zeitschrift,
200(3):355-378, 1989.

I. Ekeland and H. Hofer. Syplectic topology and Hamiltonian dynamics II. Mathematische
Zeitschrift, 203(1):553-567, 1990.

J. Fraser and J. Hyde. The Hausdorff Dimension of Graphs of Prevalent Continuous Functions. Real
Analysis Exchange, 37(2):333 — 352, 2011.

V. Ginzburg, B. Giirel, and M. Mazzucchelli. On the spectral characterization of Besse and Zoll
Reeb flows. Ann. Inst. H. Poincare Anal. Non Lineaire, 38(3):549-576, 2021.

J. Gutt and M. Hutchings. Symplectic capacities from positive S1—equivariant symplectic homology.
Algebr. Geom. Topol., 18(6):3537-3600, 2018.

J. Gutt and V. G. B. Ramos. The equivalence of Ekeland-Hofer and equivariant symplectic homology
capacities. arXiv:2412.09555, 2024.

J. Gutt, V. G. B. Ramos, and S. Tanny. Periodicity characterization by capacities for star-shaped
domains. arXiv:2511.18401, 2025.

P. Haim-Kislev. Dynamical extensions of Zoll to nonsmooth convex bodies. arXiv:2511.16644, 2025.

P. Haim-Kislev and Y. Ostrover. Remarks on symplectic capacities of p-products. Int. J. of Math.,
34(4), 2023.

B. Hunt. The Hausdorff Dimension of Graphs of Weierstrass Functions. Proceedings of the American
Mathematical Society, 126(3):791-800, 1998.

H. Kaoru. Notes on Hausdorff dimensions of Cartesian product sets. Hiroshima Mathematical
Journal, 1(1):17 — 25, 1971.

12



[KMPY84] J. Kaplan, J. Mallet-Paret, and J. Yorke. The Lyapunov dimension of a nowhere differentiable

[LMS13]
[Mat24]
[Mat25]
[OR22]
[Sch07]

[XZ07)

attracting torus. Ergodic Theory and Dynamical Systems, 4(2):261-281, 1984.

J. Latschev, D. McDuff, and F. Schlenk. The Gromov width of 4-dimensional tori. Geom. Topol.,
17(5):2813-2853, 2013.

S. Matijevié. Positive (Sl-equivariant) symplectic homology of convex domains, higher capacities,
and Clarke’s duality. arXiv:2410.13673, 2024.

S. Matijevié. Systolic Sl-index and characterization of non-smooth Zoll convex bodies.
arXiv:2501.13856, 2025.

Y. Ostrover and V. G. B. Ramos. Symplectic embeddings of the Ip sum of two discs. J. Topol.
Anal., 14:793-821, 2022.

D. Schleicher. Hausdorff dimension, its properties, and its surprises. The American Mathematical
Monthly, 114(6):509-528, 2007.

T. F. Xie and S. P. Zhou. On a class of fractal functions with graph Hausdorff dimension 2. Chaos,
Solitons & Fractals, 32(5):1625-1630, 2007.

LEHRSTUHL FUR ANALYSIS UND GEOMETRIE, UNIVERSITAT AUGSBURG, D-86135 AUGSBURG, GERMANY
E-mail address:filipvbrocic@gmail.com

SCHOOL OF MATHEMATICAL SCIENCES, TEL Aviv UNIVERSITY, RAMAT Aviv, TEL Aviv 69978 ISRAEL

E-mail addressismatijevic@tauex.tau.ac.il

13


mailto:filipvbrocic@gmail.com
mailto:smatijevic@tauex.tau.ac.il

	Introduction
	Dynamics on sufficiently regular boundaries and the Zoll property in the convex setting
	On the Zoll property beyond convexity

	Proofs
	Proof of Theorem 1
	Proof of Corollary 1.1
	Proof of Theorem 2
	Proof of Proposition 1.1
	Proof of Proposition 1.2


