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Abstract. Let Q be a closed manifold admitting a locally free action of a compact Lie
group G. In this paper, we study the properties of geodesic flows on Q given by suitable
G-invariant Riemannian metrics. In particular, we will be interested in the existence of
geodesics that are closed up to the action of some element in the group G, since they
project to closed magnetic geodesics on the quotient orbifold Q/G.
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1. Introduction
Let Q be a closed locally free principal G-bundle, that is, a smooth closed manifold
equipped with a smooth, effective and locally free action of a compact Lie group G.
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On Q we consider a Riemannian metric gp that is G-invariant and restricts to a fixed
Ad-invariant metric on fundamental vectors. The study of the geodesic flow of (Q, gp) is
made particularly interesting by the fact that from the existence of geodesics that are closed
up to G-action and satisfy some additional constraint (roughly speaking, the angle that
such geodesics form with fundamental vector fields is equal to some a priori fixed angle),
constrained G-closed geodesics for short, one obtains the existence of closed magnetic
geodesics on the quotient orbifold Q/G.

More precisely, let (M, gp) be a closed (throughout this paper, always effective)
Riemannian orbifold and let o be a closed two-form on M. A closed magnetic geodesic
for the pair (gy, o) is a loop w : [0, T] — M that locally lifts to a classical magnetic
geodesic, meaning that, for every ¢ € [0, T], there exists € > 0 small enough such that the
restriction of u to (f — €, t + €) is entirely contained in an orbifold chart (U, I, ¢) and
any lift i : (t —€,t+€) — U of u to U is a magnetic geodesic (in the classical sense)
for the Riemannian metric gys and the two-form & obtained, respectively, by lifting the
Riemannian metric gps and the two-form o to U. We say that the closed magnetic geodesic
w has energy k if every local lift i has energy k in the classical sense. We readily see that
this definition naturally extends the usual definition of closed geodesics for Riemannian
orbifolds (see, e.g., [26] or [30]).

To the authors’ best knowledge, the magnetic problem on Riemannian orbifolds has
not been studied yet, whereas the corresponding problem for manifolds has received the
attention of numerous outstanding mathematicians over the past decades (e.g. Contreras,
Ginzburg, Novikov, and Taimanov, to mention just some of them). Nowadays, a rich
literature about magnetic flows on manifolds is available (see, e.g., [3, 10, 12, 13, 17, 23,
24, 33-35, 37, 38]; for generalities we refer to [8]). As orbifolds are perhaps the simplest
generalization of manifolds to singular spaces, and since they arise naturally in several
different fields of mathematics—for instance in dynamical systems presenting symmetries,
but also in representation theory, algebraic geometry, topology and so on— it is interesting
to determine to what extent known results for magnetic flows on manifolds extend to this
more general setting.

Closed magnetic geodesics on orbifolds are related with constrained G-closed geodesics
by projection, meaning that every closed magnetic geodesic on M for the pair (gu, o)
lifts to a constrained G-closed geodesic on a suitable Riemannian locally free principal G-
bundle (Q, gp) over M and, conversely, every constrained G-closed geodesic on (Q, go)
projects to a closed magnetic geodesic on M for the pair (gas, o). The latter turn out to
correspond to critical points of the functional

Sk M:=Wh2(S, 0) x L2(S', g) x (0, +00) > R
given by

1 1 1
Sk(v. &, T)=ﬁ/0 |y‘<r)+m<y<t)>|2dr—f0 (@), Z)dt +KT. (L1

Here g denotes the Lie algebra of G, Z € g is a suitable central vector of unit length with
respect to some fixed Ad-invariant metric on g and ¢ (¢) denotes the fundamental vector
field on Q associated with the Lie algebra element%). All definitions will be given
rigorously in §§2 and 3.
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Remark 1.1. This correspondence also shows that magnetic flows on orbifolds are
intimately related to the field of dynamics of mechanical systems with non-holonomic
constraints (see, e.g., [14, 20]), i.e., systems given by a Lagrangian L defined on T Q
in which the equations of motion are derived by the Lagrange d’Alembert principle on
curves y(t) that satisfy the constraint y (t) € D, (;) for some non-integrable distribution
D C T Q. When Q is the total space of a principal bundle, D is the horizontal distribution
of a principal connection and the Lagrangian L is invariant under the group action, one
speaks of a (generalized) Chaplygin system.

The first result of the present paper is the following generalization of the main theorem
in [8]. In the statement below, né’rb(M ) denotes the orbifold-theoretic homotopy groups as
defined in [5, Definition 1.50].

THEOREM 1.2. Let (M, gp) be a closed non-rationally aspherical Riemannian orbifold,
i.e., such that nlf’rb(M) ® Q # 0 for some £ > 2, and let o be a closed 2-form on M. Then,
for almost every k > 0, there exists a closed magnetic geodesic for the pair (gp, o) with
energy k.

COROLLARY 1.3. Suppose that (M, gp) is a closed Riemannian orbifold and o is a
closed 2-form on M such that one of the following conditions is satisfied.

(i) 7™(M) is finite.

(i) o is not weakly-exact (i.e., its lift to any cover is not exact).

Then, for almost every k > 0, there exists a closed magnetic geodesic for the pair (gy, o)
with energy k.

An orbifold M is called developable if it is isomorphic to a quotient M /A, where M is
a manifold and A is a discrete (not necessarily finite) group acting properly on M, and it is
non-developable otherwise. In this latter case, adapting the argument in [26] to our setting
yields the following theorem.

THEOREM 1.4. Let (M, gy) be a non-developable Riemmanian orbifold and let o €
Q2(M) be a closed two-form on M. Then, for almost every k > 0, there exists a closed
magnetic geodesic for the pair (g, o) with energy k.

The easiest example of non-developable orbifolds is given by the so-called weighted
projective spaces (cf. [5, Example 1.15]), whose definition we now recall. For two coprime
integers k, ¢ € 7, the weighted projective space WP! (k, £) is defined as the quotient of the
standard unit sphere $3 C C? by the S'-action given by

u.(z1, 22) i= Whzy, u'z2). (1.2)

Topologically, WP!(k, £) is a two-sphere, and as the quotient of a manifold by a locally
free action of a compact group it carries a canonical orbifold structure, namely, with
two singular points with isotropy groups Zj and Zg,, respectively. One easily sees
that WP! (k, £) is non-developable, for instance since its orbifold fundamental group is
trivial. Hence, Theorem 1.4 immediately applies to WP! (k, £) and yields closed magnetic
geodesics for almost every energy for any choice of Riemannian metric and closed two-
form. Observe that Theorem 1.2 applies as well, for né’rb(WPl(k, H)®Q=Q. Asa
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concrete example, we consider the metric g3 and magnetic form o constructed as follows.
The S!-action (1.2) preserves the ellipsoid

E={(z1,22) € C*| |21 > + Plz2l* = 1)

and the quotient E/ ~ is an orbifold isomorphic to WP!(k, £). The metric g given by
restricting the Euclidean metric to E is S'-invariant and has the property that the norm
of the fundamental vector field Z;, ,,) = i(kz1, £z2) is constant along E. In particular,
we obtain a connection form and a metric gy on the quotient (see §3.1). Furthermore,
the connection form induces a curvature form and a closed two-form o = oz on the
quotient via (3.4). Using Lemma 3.3, we see that any geodesic y on E with (y, Z) =1
projects to a magnetic geodesic for the pair (g, o). We shall notice that, in general,
although integrable, the dynamics on E is quite complicated (cf. [18]), and hence it is
not straightforward to determine the energy levels for which there are closed magnetic
geodesics by explictly looking at the geodesic flow on E, except for the case k = ¢ =1, in
which we retrieve the standard geodesic flow on S3, and on the quotient CP!, the magnetic
flow defined by the round metric and the induced area form.

We now briefly give an account of the methods used to prove Theorems 1.2, 1.4 and
Corollary 1.3: the idea is to use critical point theory for the functional S; and consists
roughly speaking on building, under the given assumptions, a non-trivial minimax class
for Sy to which (an infinite dimensional version of) Morse theory will be applied. This
approach has been already implemented in [11] in the particular case of free principal S'-
bundles and yielded an alternative proof of the existence of one closed magnetic geodesic
for almost every energy level on closed non-aspherical Riemannian manifolds equipped
with a closed two-form representing an integer cohomology class. However, extending
this approach to general Lie group actions is by no means straightforward. Also, the
orbifold structure enters in an essential way into several steps of this process.

e It forces G to be non-abelian (for manifolds we can always assume that G = TV for
some N € IN). This is the reason why the functional Sy takes the form (1.1) rather
than the simpler one suggested by [11] (see also Remark 5.3). Indeed, non-abelianity
obligates us to allow also time-dependent fundamental vector fields, as constant Lie
algebra elements do not give enough symmetry to infer that projected curves are
magnetic geodesics. Moreover, since the infinite dimensional group W!2(S!, G) acts
on M leaving the critical set of Sy invariant, one has to formulate a version of the
Palais—Smale condition modulo this gauge group action.

e In the study of the geometry of Sy close to the set of vertical loops (that is, loops
which are almost everywhere tangential to fundamental vector fields) it is important to
exclude Palais—Smale sequences that have T'-variable going to zero. In doing this, we
have to take into account that there are exceptional ‘shorter’ fibers, as the G-action is
only locally free.

e In all arguments involving exact homotopy sequences, one has to replace the orbifold
M by its classifying space. As a consequence, the construction of a non-trivial
minimax class for S; requires the use of rational homotopy theory techniques.
Speaking of which, an analogy with the manifold case would hint that Theorem 1.2
holds true also if M is merely non-aspherical, i.e., nlf’rb(M) # 0 for some £ > 2.
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However, in this case, we are not able to prove an analogue of Lemma 6.1, which
is the key tool for building a non-trivial minimax class for Si.

The approach introduced in this paper can be used also to study the existence of closed
geodesics on Riemannian orbifolds. As an application, in §7, we give an alternative proof
of [26, Theorem 5.1.1].

THEOREM 1.5. A closed Riemannian orbifold (M, gy) carries a closed geodesic,
provided one of the following conditions is satisfied.

(1) M is not developable.

2) rrfrb(M) is either finite or contains an element of infinite order.

To the author’s best knowledge, all known methods to produce closed geodesics with
positive length fail for developable orbifolds whose orbifold-theoretic fundamental group
is a so-called monster group, that is, an infinite finitely presented group whose elements
are all torsion (see [26]), even though recent developments provided positive answers for
suitable subclasses of such orbifolds (see [19] for more details)f. The methods developed
in this paper could be used to treat such orbifolds and potentially yield new results; this is
subject of ongoing research.

We finish this introduction with a brief summary of the contents of the paper.

e In §2, we recall the definition and basic properties of orbifolds.

e In §3, we construct the locally free principal G-bundle Q starting from a closed
Riemannian orbifold (M, gys) and a closed two-form o on M.

e In §4, we explain the relation between constrained G-closed geodesics and critical
points of a suitable Rabinowitz-type action functional Ag.
In §5, we introduce the functional Sy and study its properties.
In §6, we prove Theorem 1.2 and Corollary 1.3.

e Finally, in §7, we prove Theorem 1.5.

2. Orbifolds

Orbifolds appear naturally in several different fields of mathematics, including
representation theory, algebraic geometry, physics and topology. Roughly speaking, they
are generalizations of manifolds by allowing certain singularities. As such, they have many
properties in common with manifolds and share known constructions, such as tangent
bundles, differential forms, vector fields etc. We quickly recall these definitions and
highlight basic properties, accounting to [S].

Let M be a paracompact Hausdorff space and fix n € IN. An orbifold chart is a
triple (U, I, ¢) such that U C R" is a connected open subset, I is a finite group acting
effectively on U by smooth automorphisms and ¢ : U — M is a I'-invariant map inducing
a homeomorphism of U/ T onto its image. An embedding (U, T, ¢) — (U', T, ¢') of
orbifold charts is an embedding A : U < U’ such that ¢ o A = ¢’. An orbifold atlas U =
{(U, T, p)} is a set of compatible orbifold charts such that | J,; ¢(U) = M: forall p e M
and all orbifold charts (Uy, I'y, ¢1), (Ua, T2, ¢2) € U with p € 1 (Uy) N @2(U>) and there
F It is actually not known whether such finitely presented monster groups exist, even though they are generally

believed to (cf. [32]). Also, many such examples are known under the assumption that the group is only finitely
generated.
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exist (U, T, ¢) €U such that p € p(U) and embeddings (U, ', ¢) — (U;, Ty, ¢;) for
i =1, 2. We define the transition function near p as the diffeomorphism ¢ = A, o ){1 :
A(U) = Ay(U). We say that an atlas U is a refinement of U’ if, for every chart of U,
there exists an embedding into some chart of U’. Two atlases are equivalent if they have
a common refinement. Every orbifold atlas has a unique maximal refinement and two
orbifold atlases are equivalent if and only if they have the same maximal refinement.

Definition 2.1. An effective orbifold of dimension n is a paracompact Hausdorff space M
equipped with an equivalence class of n-dimensional orbifold atlases.

As the definition above suggests, there is a further generalization of the notion of an
orbifold by allowing non-effective local actions. However, we will not consider these
objects in this paper and refer to effective orbifolds simply as orbifolds.

Definition 2.2. A map f : M — N between two orbifolds is smooth if, for every p € M,
there exist charts (U, T, ¢) and (U’, T, ¢’) with p € ¢(U) and f(p) € ¢'(U’) together
with a smooth map f : U — U’ satisfying fop =¢ o f.

Exactly as for manifolds, we define the tangent bundle of an orbifold M by gluing
together tangent bundles of the local charts using transition functions.

Definition 2.3. We define the tangent bundle as the space

T™ = |_| U XFR")/~,

(U,T,0)eld
where U xr R” denotes the quotient space of U x R by the diagonal action of I" and ~
is defined via [p, v] ~ [p’, v'] if and only if ¢12(p) = p" and d,¢12(v) = v’ for all charts
(U, T, ), (U, T, ¢)eUsuchthat p e U and p’ € U’.

The tangent bundle of an orbifold carries a natural orbifold structure and there is a
canonical foot-point projection map 7M — M. It is worth mentioning that fibers are no
longer vector spaces but rather quotients R"/I",, where the finite group I, varies with
p € M. By a similar gluing construction, we define the cotangent bundle 7*M and its
exterior as well as symmetric tensor powers. Further, we define vector fields, differential
forms and Riemannian metrics as smooth sections of such bundles. One shows that by
virtue of the definitions we find local representatives of such sections which, in addition
to satisfying the usual transformation rules, are equivariant with respect to the local group
action. In particular, integral curves to a local representative of a vector field depend
equivariantly on the starting point, which implies that vector fields on orbifolds induce
flows as usual. We define metric connections verbatim as for the manifold definition and,
by the previous observation, we see that the geodesic flow and the magnetic geodesic flow
on an orbifold are well defined. In this sense, a magnetic geodesic on M is a curve which
locally (i.e., in every orbifold chart) lifts to a classical magnetic geodesic. More precisely,
given a Riemannian metric gy and a closed two-form o on M, a path u: (a, b) > M
is said to be a magnetic geodesic if, for each ty € (a, b), there exists ¢ > 0, an orbifold
chart (U, T, ¢) such that u(z) € p(U) for all ¢ € (to — €, to + t) and a smooth map [ :
(to — &, to + &) = U with pt|(sy—s,19+¢) = @ © L such that

(Vifi, u) =65 (u, ji) forallu e T,U. (2.1)
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Here V, (-, -) are &, respectively, the Levi-Civita connection and the local representatives
of gy and o. We say that the magnetic geodesic u has energy k if every lift i has energy
k in the classical sense.

Example 2.4. The Z,-football orbifold F, is defined as the quotient of S? by the Z,-
action generated by the rotation of angle 2w /n around the z-axis. A magnetic pair on F),
corresponds to a magnetic pair on S given by a Riemannian metric and a closed two-
form which are invariant under the Z,-action. In particular, magnetic geodesics on F,, are
obtained by projecting down the magnetic geodesics of S2.

More generally, magnetic geodesics on developable orbifolds are always the projection
of magnetic geodesics on the (not necessarily compact) manifold cover.

Example 2.5. A manifold N with non-empty boundary 0 N can be seen as an orbifold
in which the boundary points have Zj-charts with the Z, acting by reflection about a
hyperplane. An orbifold magnetic field in this setting then corresponds to a two-form on N
that is invariant under reflection along d N. For instance, in the case n = 2, this means that
o vanishes on the boundary, while in the case n = 3 (where we can identify magnetic fields
with vector fields), the magnetic field is orthogonal to the boundary. Furthermore, orbifold
magnetic geodesics correspond to magnetic billiard trajectories in N, that is, curves in N
that satisfy the Lorenz equation in the interior of N and Snell’s law of reflection when
hitting dN.

Another important source of examples of orbifolds are quotients of smooth manifolds by
compact Lie groups which act locally freely, i.e., with all stabilizer groups finite. Orbifold
charts for such quotients are provided by the slice theorem. As it turns out, every orbifold
is of this form. We cite [5, Corollary 1.24].

PROPOSITION 2.6. Every n-orbifold is diffeomorphic to a quotient orbifold for a smooth,
effective and locally free O(n)-action on a smooth manifold.

3. Locally free actions

Let Q be a smooth manifold equipped with a smooth action G x Q — Q, (g, g)+— g -q
of a compact Lie group G. Throughout the paper, we assume that the action is effective
and locally free, i.e., with all stabilizer groups finite. Let g denote the Lie algebra of G
and let Adg : g — g denote the adjoint action map for g € G. For any X € g, we denote by
X : Q — T Q the fundamental vector field on Q defined by

X =— exp(tX) -q €T, forallg € Q. 3.1
_thtzop()q qQ qg€0Q (3.1
By assumption, the linear map j;:9— 7,0, X+ X, is injective for all g € Q.
Moreover, since locally there is no difference between locally free and free actions, the

concept of a principal connection form literally carries over.

Definition 3.1. A principal connection form 6 € Q'(Q; g) is a g-valued differential one-
form such that:

i) 6(X)=Xforall X € g;and

(ii) ¢;‘9:Adg -Oforall g € G,where g, : 0 — Q, g g-q.
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One easily checks that the standard results, as given, e.g., in [29, Ch. II], hold true in the
locally free setting: the space of principal connection forms is a non-empty affine space.
Also, any given 6 induces a projection j, 06, : 17,0 — T, Q for all g € Q as well as a
splitting of the tangent space into subspaces

17,0 =ker6, ®im j, forallg € Q, (3.2)

which are called horizontal and vertical, respectively, and we have a corresponding
curvature form Q € Q2(Q; g) defined by

Q=do +16, 0], (3.3)

which satisfies <p;§2 = Ad, - 2 for all g € G and is horizontal, meaning that Q(u, v) =0
whenever at least one of u, v € T, Q is vertical (cf. [29, Theorem 5.2]).

A central covector, that is, any Z € g¥ such that Adjg‘ Z =7 for all g € G, defines a
G-invariant two-form Q7 := (Z, Q), where (-, -) denotes the duality pairing. As Q7 is
also horizontal, it descends to the quotient orbifold M = Q/G. More precisely, we denote
by 7 : O — M the quotient map, which is smooth in the sense of Definition 2.2, and we
define a two-form oz € Q2(M ) by

oy = Q= (Z, Q). (3.4)

This means that if Q € QZ(U ,9) and T : U — U’ are local representatives of Q and T,
respectively, then the local representative 67 of oz is given by

6z(dyTu, dytv) =(Z, Qu,v)) forallqg €U, u,veT,U.

It is straightforward to check using Bianchi’s identity (cf. [29, Theorem 5.4]) that o7 is a
well-defined closed two-form.

3.1. Horizontally lifted metric. ~ Suppose that the quotient M = Q/G is equipped with

a metric gy and that Q carries a fixed connection form 6. The key observation of this

section is that for a particular metric on Q, which we call horizontally lifted metric, the

geodesic flow on Q restricted to a certain invariant sub-bundle projects to the magnetic

geodesic flow on M, where the magnetic form is determined by the curvature. To this end

we fix an Ad-invariant positive definite bilinear form B on g, which is possible since G is

assumed to be compact, and we define a Riemannian metric gg on Q by requiring that:

e the splitting (3.2) is orthogonal;

e 7:0Q — M is a Riemannian submersion, i.e., dy T : ker éq — Tf(q)U/ is an isometry
for all ¢ € U, where T and 6 are local representatives; and

o the metric restricted to the kernel of 7 is given by B, i.e., j, : g — T, Q is an isometry
onto its image for all ¢ € Q.

In other words, the local representative of g is given by

B(éq(v), éq(w)) + 87(q)(dyT(v), dyT(v)) forall g € U and forall v, w € T, U,

where g denotes the local representative of gy . It is easy to see that the metric g¢p is G-
invariant and restricts to the fixed Ad-invariant bilinear form on the fundamental vectors.
Conversely, given a metric go on Q satisfying these properties, we obtain a connection
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form 6 and a metric gy on M by setting (8, (v), X) = (gg)q4 (v, Xq) forallge Q,ve
1,0, X € g and by requiring that T be a Riemannian submersion.

In what follows, we denote the metrics gp, gu and the bilinear form B on g all with
(-, -) if they cannot be confused. Also, we denote by V the Levi-Civita connection of g¢
or gy and we identify g with g using B.

LEMMA 3.2. Forany X € g, consider the two-form Qx = (X, Q) € Q*(Q). We have
Qxu, v) =—-2(u, Vo, X) + (X, [0(u), 0(v)]) (3.5)
forall p € Q and all vectorsu, v € T, Q.

Proof. We first observe that, for every X e gand all p € Q,
T,0 xT,0 5 u,v)~ (u, VyX)
is an antisymmetric bilinear form. Indeed, after extending u and v along the flow-line
t— gip, & =exp(tX) by u(t) =dppgu and v(t) = d, g, v, respectively, we have
0= X(u, v) =(Vxu, v) + (u, Vxv) = (Vu X, v) + (u, Vo X),

where we have 0 = [X, u] =[X, v].

Now let p € Q and u, v € T, O be fixed and extend u and v to vector fields, which we
still denote by u and v, respectively. By (3.3),

Qx (u, v) =dOx(u, v) + (X, [0(), 0(v)]), (3.6)

where 0y 1= (X, 0) € Q1(Q). We assume, for the moment, that « and v are both horizontal
and compute

Qx (u, v) =u(x (v)) — v(Ox ) — Ox ([u, v]).

= —([u, v], X)

=—(Vuv, X) + (Vyu, X)

= (v, Vi X) — (u, Vu X)

= —2(u, V, X),
where in the last step we used antisymmetry and in the second-from-last we used the
identity

0=u(v, X) = (Vyv, X) + (v, Vi, X).
Since €2 is horizontal, it suffices to check that the right-hand side of (3.5) is horizontal

as well. For that, we assume, without loss of generality, that v =Y for some Y € g and
compute using antisymmetry and the fact that (Y, X) = (Y, X) is constant on Q

We conclude that
2u, VyX) = —{[X, Y], u).

If u is horizontal, then the right-hand side vanishes as [X, Y] is vertical. Finally, if u is
vertical and given by u = Z with Z € g, then

2u, Vo X) = (X, Y], Z) = —([X, Y], Z) = (X, [Z, Y]) = (X, [0(w), O (v)]).

Using antisymmetry we conclude that the right-hand side of (3.5) vanishes whenever at
least one of u and v is vertical. This completes the proof. O
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LEMMA 3.3. For any geodesic y : (a, b) — Q for go we have that X :==6(y) € g is
constant along y. Moreover, if X € g is central, then w=toy:(a,b) > M is a
magnetic geodesic for the pair (gy, 0x)-

Proof. The first statement follows directly from antisymmetry, i.e.,
:(0(y), Y)=0:{y,Y)=(y,V:Y)=0 forallY eg.

For t € (a, b), we set p := u(t) and extend the vector [i(¢) to a vector field v. Fix any
other vector u at p and extend it to a vector field, again denoted by u, such that

Vuwn) p = (Vgu), =0. 3.7
We lift i, v to horizontal vector fields u, v, respectively, and compute at p

(Vife, ) = 8 (f, it) = 3:(y, u)
=(y. Vyu)
=(v+ X, Vyyxu)
= (X, Vxu) + (v, Vxu) + (X, Vyu) + (v, Vyu)
=—(VxX, u) + (v, Vi, X) — (Vo X, u) + (v, Vyu).

The last summand above vanishes. Indeed, by [29, Proposition 1.3], adapted to the locally
free setting, and (3.7),

(v, Vyu) = (v, Vyv) + (v, [u, v]
= Ju(jv|*) + (v, [u, v]

Lo + (v, @, v]
v, Vau) + (v, [u, v])
v, Vi) = 0.

=
=
Using Lemma 3.2 we conclude that

(Vifr, ) = =2(Vo X, u) = Qx (u, v) = ox (it, ).

This shows that u is a magnetic geodesic for (gys, ox), as required. O

3.2. Constructing the bundle. In this section, we show how to construct, starting from
a given orbifold M equipped with a closed two-form o € Q*(M), a locally free principal
G-bundle Q and a connection form 6 such that the quotient Q/G and M are isomorphic
as orbifolds and o is determined by the curvature of 6.

PROPOSITION 3.4. Let M be a closed orbifold and let o € Q*(M) be a closed two-form.
Then there exist:

e alocally free principal G-bundle Q, G compact Lie group;

e a connection form 6 € Qlo, 9); and

e acentral covector Z € gV \ {0}

such that M = Q/ G as orbifolds and o = o7 is given by (3.4).

https://doi.org/10.1017/etds.2018.122 Published online by Cambridge University Press


https://doi.org/10.1017/etds.2018.122

1490 L. Asselle and F. Schmdschke

Before proving the proposition, we recall the definition of the Euler class for principal
S'-bundles using Cech cohomology. Let p : Q — P be a principal S'-bundle and let P
be a smooth manifold. Choose an open cover U = (U;);c; of P such that Q|y, is trivial
foralli eI, andlet g;; : U; NU; — S! be the corresponding trivialization change maps
for all 7, j € I. The family g = (g;;) is a Cech-cocycle and defines a Cech-cohomology
class [g] € H! (P, Og1), where by Og1 we denote the sheaf of smooth maps with values
in S!. The short exact sequence of groups 0 — Z — R — S! — 0 induces a long exact
sequence in éech-cohomology

= HY(P; Op) > H'(P; Og) > HX(P; Og) > H*(P;ORp) — -, (3.8)

where by ORr, Oz we denote the sheaf of smooth maps with values in R, Z, respectively.
Note that Oz is also the sheaf of locally constant maps denoted by Z. There is a
canonical isomorphism H 2(P; Z) = H%*(P; Z), where the right-hand side denotes the
singular cohomology with integer coefficients (cf. [16, Theorem III.1.1]). We identify
these groups without further mention and define the Euler class

eu(Q) :=48([gl) € H*(P; 7).

It is a classical fact that the free part of the Euler class is represented by a curvature
form: the Lie algebra of stis canonically identified with R, and a connection form on Q
is simply a one-form 6 € Q' (Q) that is S!-invariant and satisfies 0(Z) = 1, where Z is the
fundamental vector field of the fiber rotations. The two-form o = ¢z defined in (3.4) is
now given via p*o = d#@. It is a closed form and after identifying the deRahm cohomology
with H2(P; R) we denote by [cle H 2(P; R) the cohomology class represented by o.
Further, we denote by eu(Q)r € H 2(P; R) the element eu( Q) ® 1 under the canonical
isomorphism H2(P;7Z) @ R= H2(P; R). A classical computation (cf. [25, p. 141])
shows that

eu(Q)r =[0] € H*(P; R). (3.9)

Conversely, given a cocycle g = (g;;) € H! (P; Og1), we obtain a circle bundle Q over
P via the gluing construction

Q:=[]uUixs'/~ (3.10)

with identification (p, 6) ~ (p’, 6’) if and only if p = p" and 6 =6’ + g;;(p), where p €
U; and p" € U;. Using the gluing construction and the exact sequence (3.8), we conclude
that, for any [0] € H>(P; R) representing an integer cohomology class, there is a circle
bundle Q — P such thateu(Q)r = [o].

Now assume that on P we additionally have a locally free action ¢ : G x P — P,
¢(g, ") =@, of a compact Lie group G. Then the quotient M := P/G is canonically
an orbifold; we denote by t : P — M the quotient map.

LEMMA 3.5. For any e € H*(M; Z), there exists a principal circle bundle Q — P
equipped with a G-action ¢ : G x Q — Q, ¢(g, ) = @g such that eu(Q) = t*e and the
G-action commutes with the S'-action, i.e., T o Qg =g@goTt forall g eG.

Proof. 1t suffices to find an open cover U = (U;);e; of P by G-invariant open subsets
UiC Pandacocycleg=(g;; :UiNU; — Sl)i’jel such that:
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e g;jis G-invariant; and
e J(gh=e.
Indeed, the product action of G x S! on the patches U; x S! descends to an action of
G x S! on the quotient obtained by the gluing construction (3.10).

Since M admits a partition of unity, we have H'(M; Og) =0 fori > 1, and replacing
P with M in the sequence (3.8) we conclude that we have a canonical isomorphism
5 ﬁl(M; shz fp(M; Z). Also we have a canonical isomorphism PVI2(M; 7=
H 2(M ; 7)) (in fact, for any paracompact Hausdorff space M, cf. [16, Theorem III.1.1])
and we identify these groups via the isomorphism. Pick a good cover U = {U;}ics
of M and consider the pull-back cover U = {U;};c; of P, where U; =t~ '(U;). Let
[g]le 1:11(1/_{; sh = I:II(M; S1) be a class such that §([g]) = e and let g = T*g be the pull-
back. Recall that this means that g = (g;;) is defined by g;; : U; N U; — st 8ij=8&joT.
Obviously, g;; is G-invariant, and since all involved isomorphisms are canonical we also
have 8([g]) = t*8([g]) = T*e. o

Proof of Proposition 3.4. By Proposition 2.6 we know that there exists a smooth manifold
P equipped with a locally free O(n)-action such that M = P /O(n). Let t : P — M be the
quotient map.

If o is exact with dn = o, then we define Q := S' x P equipped with the product
action of the Lie group G = S' x O(n). Pick any Ad-invariant positive bilinear form on g
such that the splitting g = R @ o(n) is orthogonal, where o(n) denotes the Lie algebra of
O(n), and identify g with g using the bilinear form. Then Z = (1, 0) € R @ o(n) and the
connection form is given by

0=p"0+ (E@T*n+d)® Z,

where ¢ denotes the variable in S!, 6 is any connection for P, p:S' x P — P is the
projection to the second coordinate and T = 7 o p. Moreover,

d{9,Z)=1t"dn=1"0.

Now suppose that o is not exact. Let eq, ..., e, be a basis of the free part of
H?*(M; Z) which we identify under the isomorphism H*(M; Z) ® R = H*(M; R) with
a basis of H2(M; R). Let 01, ..., On be principal circle bundles over P with Euler
classes t*eq, ..., T*e,, respectively, and which are equipped with lifted O(n)-actions in
the sense of Lemma 3.5. Consider the fiber-product

O={p1,--..Pm) €Q1 X xOumlp1(p1) == pu(pm)},

where p; : Q; — P denotes the quotient map. The space Q is a principal T™-bundle
over P. Moreover the diagonal O(n)-action on Q1 X --- X Q,, leaves Q invariant
and commutes with the T"™-action, so that the corresponding G :=T" x O(n)-action
restricted to Q has only finite stabilizers and the quotient is isomorphic to M. By
Satake’s theorem [5, p. 34], we find closed forms o; € QZ(M ) such that [o;] =¢; for
i=1, ..., m. Further, we find constants ay, ..., a, € R which are not all zero such
that [o]=)"/_  aje;. Thus, up to changing representatives, if necessary, we have
o= ZZ"ZI ajo;. By the isomorphism (3.9), we can choose connection forms 6; on Q;
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such that df; = t*0;, where 7; =7 o p;. We identify the Lie algebra of T™ with R",
so that the quotient map is the exponential map. Further, we pick any Ad-invariant
positive bilinear form on g such that the splitting g = R™ & o(n) is orthogonal and which
is standard when restricted to R™ @ 0. We identify g* with g using the bilinear form. Then
Z = (ai, ay, ..., any, 0)and the connection form is

m

0 =p*0y+ Z prio; ® Z;.,

i=1
where Z; is the ith unit vector if R™, p : Q — P is the quotient map and pr; : Q — Q; is
the projection to the ith factor. By construction,

m m m
de,7)= Z ajpr;df; = Z aipritfo; =1* Z ajo; =1%o,
i=1 i=1 i=1
where T : Q — M denotes the quotient map. This completes the proof. O

4. Symplectic reduction
Here we give a brief account on the Hamiltonian formulation of the dynamical problem
(for more details, we refer the reader to [31]). This chapter serves only as a motivation on
how we will deduce the functional S, and hence can be skipped by a reader who is only
interested in the main argument.

It is easy to see that the action of a compact Lie group G on a manifold Q lifts to a
Hamiltonian action of G on T*Q

8- (g, p) = (9¢(q), 9,1 P)
with corresponding moment map given by
A:T*Q—g", (¢, p) (X (p, X)),

where (-, -) denotes the duality pairing. If G acts freely on A~!(Z) for a fixed central
covector Z € g, the Marsden—Weinstein quotient is defined by

(T*Q)z, 02) =
where wreq is uniquely determined by pr*wrq =:*w. Here w denotes the standard
symplectic form on 7*Q, and 1 : A~ (Z) - T*Q and pr: A~ (Z) - A~1(Z)/G are the
canonical inclusion and the quotient projection, respectively. The construction carries over
if G acts only locally freely: in this case, (T* Q)7 is a symplectic orbifold.

As it turns out, ((T*Q)z, wz) is symplectomorphic to a twisted cotangent bundle. To
see this, we fix a principal connection form 6 € Q'(Q, g) and denote by M = Q/G, 7 :
Q — M the base and the quotient map, respectively. We define the map I1: A~ (Z) —
T*M implicitly via

(Il(g, p), dgt(v)) = (p,v) —(Z, 6,(v)) forall veT,Q.

Observe that IT is well defined since the kernel of d,t consists precisely of vectors on
which the right-hand side vanishes. Moreover, I1 is a G-invariant bundle map whose
fibers are G-orbits. We conclude that IT induces a diffeomorphism (7*Q)z = T*M.

(A™(2)/ G, oreq),
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LEMMA 4.1. The map Il induces a symplectomorphism
(T*Q)z, wz) =(T*M, &+ 7*07),

where @ is the standard symplectic form on T*M, 7w :T*M — M is the canonical
projection, and o7 € Q*(M) is given in (3.4).

Proof. See [11, Proposition 2.1]. O

In particular, we see that the magnetic flow on M given by the pair (gy, oz) lifts to
the geodesic flow on Q defined by the metric g¢, as constructed in §3.1. More precisely,
let H:T*M — R and H: T*Q — R be the kinetic Hamiltonians defined by gj; and
g0, respectively, and let X 5, Xy be the corresponding Hamiltonian vector fields. In the
Hamiltonian formulation, Lemma 3.3 reads as follows.

LEMMA 4.2. The geodesic flow on T*Q with respect to gg leaves the subset A~N(Z2)n
H~'(k) invariant and projects to the magnetic flow on H='(k) C T*M given by the pair
(gm, 07), where k = k + %|Z|2.

Proof. See [11, Lemma 2.2]. O
It follows that any curve x : R — T*M satisfying
Xx=Xp&), x(T)=x(0), Hx) =k, (4.1)
for some T > 0, lifts to a curve x : R — T*Q such that
x=Xpkx), x(T)=g-x0), Hx)=k AXx)=Z, 4.2)

for some g € G, that is, to a constrained G-closed geodesic. Conversely, every constrained
G-closed geodesic projects to a curve satisfying (4.1).
Observe that, if g = exp(X) for some X € g, then the rescaled curve

y:R—>T"Q, y@) =exp(—tX)- -x(tT)
satisfies
y=-"XaxM+TXuy), y()=y©O0), Hy =k AQy)=2Z, 4.3)

where by X (4, x) we denote the Hamiltonian vector field associated with the Hamiltonian
function (A, X): T*Q — R and the standard symplectic form. Conversely, every loop
y satisfying (4.3) defines a curve x satisfying (4.2) by reversing the scaling. Following
[22, §4.2], we see that such loops correspond to the critical points of the functional Ay :
C>®(S', T*Q x g) x R — R given by

1 1
Ar(y, ¢, T)=/O y*)»—/o [T(H(y) —k) = (A(y) — Z, ¢)] dt,

where A denotes the Liouville one-form on 7*Q.
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5. The functional Sy

Let M be a closed orbifold equipped with a Riemannian metric g7 and a closed two-form
o . In the previous chapters, we have reformulated the closed magnetic geodesics problem
for (M, gy, o) as the problem of finding constrained G-closed geodesics on a suitable
Riemannian locally free G-bundle (Q, gp), a G compact Lie group or, equivalently,
critical points of the Rabinowitz-type action functional A. Inspired by this, we now define
a functional over a suitable space of loops in Q x g, whose critical points correspond
precisely to periodic magnetic geodesics in M of fixed energy. Thus, fix k > % and, with
the notation introduced in §3, define

Sk : WS, 0) x L2(S', g) x (0, 00) = R,

1 1 1
Sk(y, ¢, T) = T /0 7@ + o) dt —/0 (p(), Z) dt + kT,

where (-, -) is any Ad-invariant metric on g such that (Z, Z) =1 and ¢(¢) denotes the
fundamental vector field associated with the Lie algebra element ¢ (¢). For notational
convenience we will hereafter omit the 7-dependence everywhere. We set

M:=Wwh2(st 0) x L3S, g) x (0, +00),

and we observe that M has a natural structure of (non-complete) product Hilbert manifold;
we denote the product metric by gas. We also notice that the functional Si is smooth
on M and that the connected components of M are in one-to-one correspondence with
conjugacy classes in 71 (Q).

Remark 5.1. The functional Sy can be thought of as the Legendre dual of the functional A
introduced in §4. Indeed, computing for every fixed (¢, T') the Lagrangian Ly 7, which is
the Fenchel dual of the Hamiltonian Hy 7 :=T - H — (A, ¢), and then letting (¢, T') be
free yields precisely the functional S; above.

LEMMA 5.2. If (y, ¢, T) is a critical point of Sy, then the curve t — u(t/T), w:=to0y
is a T-periodic magnetic geodesic for the pair (gy, o) with energy k = k — %

Proof. By rescaling, it is enough to show that u =17 o ¥ is a magnetic geodesic for
(gm, To) with energy T%(k — 1/2). For any ¥ € L*(S!, g),

d
0=—

7 Sk(y. ¢ +s¢. T)
N

S

=0
1 1 1
=7 [rswa- [ w2
0 0

1 1
=;/ 0G) + ¢ — TZ, ¥) dr.
0

Therefore
0,(y) +¢=TZ foralmostevery t € st (5.1)

Now, for any interval (a, b) C S 1 define

p:(a,b)—> G, p:=expn,
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where 7: (a, b) — g is such that 7 =¢. Given any & € WI2(y*T Q) with compact
support in (a, b) and s sufficiently small, we define
Vst (@b)— Q, y5(t) = exp, ) sE@D),
vsi(a, b) > Q, (1) :=p() - ys(0),
and we compute using vy = dp(y; + ¢) and partial integration
_d
B ds s=0
d b
= f |ys + ¢ dt
S ls=0

a

d b
== / s |% dt
dS s=0 Ja

b
=f (v, Vi&) dt

b
Z_/ <Vt‘.}5§>dt7

where ¢ := (d/ds)|s=ovs = dp & and v := vy. Since dp is an isomorphism, we conclude
that v is a geodesic. Moreover, using (5.1), the equivariance property of the connection
form 6 and the centrality of Z we obtain

o) =0dp(y +¢)=TZ.

Lemma 3.3 implies therefore that © =7 o v =1 o ¥ is a magnetic geodesic for the pair
(gm, T o). Finally, using (5.1) again we obtain

2T ° Sk(ySs ¢» T)

d
0=—
ds |;_g

1ot
Z_W/o y +¢1>di +k

1

1
=—ﬁ/0 U +10G) + 6P di +k

Sy, ¢, T + )

1
=—ﬁ<m|2 + T2 - 2kT?),

where with slight abuse of notation we denoted a local representative of w in a chart with
the same letter. This shows that the energy of u is Tk, as required. O

Remark 5.3. If G is abelian, then the fundamental vector fields associated to (constant) Lie
algebra elements give already enough symmetry to infer that critical points of Sy project to
closed magnetic geodesics in M. In fact, in this setting, closed magnetic geodesics turn out

to correspond to critical points of the functional Sy : wh2(s!, 0) x g x (0, +00) - R
given by

1 1
Sk, X, T) = ﬁ/ 7+ X2 di — (X, Z) +kT.
0

In the special case G = S, we retrieve precisely the functional considered in [11].
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5.1. The gauge group. The domain of Sy has many degrees of freedom which do not
play any role for the magnetic geodesic obtained in the quotient. By the same token,
different critical points of Sy might correspond to the same periodic magnetic geodesic
in M. To remedy this fact, we introduce on M the action of a group G which leaves the
critical set of Sy invariant. The group is the loop group

G=w's' 6)
with group law given by pointwise multiplication and action on M given by

p-(r,¢, T)=(py,Ad, ¢ — dpp~ ', T) forall (y, ¢, T) e M.

LEMMA 5.4. If (y, ¢, T) is a critical point of Sy, then p - (y, ¢, T) is also a critical point
of Sk for any p € G.

Proof. Set y” :=py and ¢* :=Ad, ¢ — dpp~'. We compute directly y” =dpy +
8 pp~', where dp denotes the differential of the p-action. Using the identity Ad, ¢ =
d,og, we conclude that, for almost all £ € S!,

yP) +¢° () =dp() (7 () + ¢ (1)).
A straightforward computation shows now that dSi(p - (y, ¢, T)) =0, as claimed. O

Although the set of critical points of Sk is, the functional S is not invariant under the
action of G. In fact,

Sk(p- (v, 0, 7)) =Sk (v, 9, T)+ A, forallpeGandforall (y,¢, T)e M, (5.2)
where A, is given by
A, :=/01(8,,0,0_1, Z) dt. (5.3)
In the case p = exp(n) for some path 5 : [0, 1] — g,
Ap = (n(1) —n(0), Z). (5.4

Indeed, 3, pp~ ! = Ad, 9,1 almost everywhere and hence

/(atpp L z)ydt= /<am,

since Z is central. The claim then follows by the fundamental theorem of calculus. It is
worth noticing that, if G is not connected, then not every p € G can be written as exp(#)
for some 7 : [0, 1] — g. However, for our purposes it will always be sufficient to consider
elements p which admit such a representation.

Also, Sy is not bounded from above nor from below. Indeed, consider X € g such that
(X, Z) # 0 and exp(X) = e, where e is the neutral element of G. For every m € Z, define
om € G via py, (t) = exp(mXt). Then, by (5.2),

Si(om - (v, @, T)) =Sk(y, ¢, T) + m(X, Z).
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5.2. The Palais—Smale condition up to gauge transformations. In infinite-dimensional
Morse theory, the Palais—Smale condition plays the role of compactness since it, roughly
speaking, allows one to find critical points of a functional on a Hilbert manifold from
a sequence of approximately critical points. The lack of such a compactness property
therefore poses major difficulties and one is forced to look for additional information in
order to prove the existence of critical points. Evidence of this is represented precisely by
the functional Sy : M — R. Indeed, in the case of S'-actions treated in [11], the Palais—
Smale condition for S; does not hold on M but rather on subsets Mz, 7+ C M of triples
(y, X, T) with0 < T, < T < T*. As it turns out, this is enough to show the existence of
critical points of Sy—for almost every k—by means of a clever monotonicity argument,
better known as the Struwe monotonicity argument [36] (for other applications, we refer
the reader to, e.g.. [1-4, 6-9, 17]).

In the setting considered in this paper, the situation becomes even more delicate, since
for G # S the functional Sy, fails to satisfy the Palais—Smale condition even on the subsets
M1, 7+)- Nevertheless, a suitable generalization of the Palais—Smale condition (namely,
the Palais—Smale condition ‘up to gauge transformations’) for Sy on Mz, 1+ turns out to
hold true. Recall that a sequence (v, ¢n, Th)new S M is called a Palais—Smale sequence
for Sy, if there exists ¢ € R such that

lim  Sg(yn, ¢n, Tn) =c, lim  |dSk(yn, ¢n, Tp)| = 0.
h—+00 h—+00

More precisely, we say that (yp,, ¢n, Th)p i a Palais—Smale sequence for Sy at c. In the
definition above, |- | denotes, with slight abuse of notation, the (dual) norm on 7*M
induced by the metric g o4. The functional Sy is said to satisfy the Palais—Smale condition
if every Palais—Smale sequence admits a converging subsequence.

Definition 5.5. A sequence (p;) C G is called admissible if the sequence (A, ), C R,
defined as in (5.3), is bounded from above and below.

Let (yn, ¢n, Th)n C M be a Palais—Smale sequence for Sy and let (pp)pew C G
be an admissible sequence. Then, up to passing to a subsequence, if necessary,
(on - Wns On, Tn))n is again a Palais—Smale sequence for S;. Indeed, after passing
to a subsequence, we can assume that A, — A converges. The claim follows now
from Lemma 5.4 and Equation (5.2). If G #S!, then it is easy to construct an
admissible sequence (o) C G such that (op, - (va, ¢n, Tr)) does not contain a converging
subsequence, even though (y;, ¢, Tp) S M7, 7+1. Observe that the gauged sequence
still belongs to Mz, 7+ since Mr, 7+ is obviously G-invariant. Therefore, Sy does not
satisfy the Palais—Smale condition on M7, 1+].

On the other hand, given a Palais—Smale sequence (y, ¢n, T1) S Mr,,7+], one
might hope to find an admissible sequence (op) € G such that (op - (v, dn, Tp)) has
a converging subsequence. By this observation, we are naturally led to the following
definition.

Definition 5.6. A G-invariant subset X C M is said to satisfy the Palais—Smale condition
up to gauge transformations if, for any Palais—Smale sequence (yp, ¢n, Tn)n C K,
there exists an admissible sequence (p;,) C G such that (op - (¥, ¢n, Th))n contains a
converging subsequence.
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Before we come to the main result of this subsection, namely, that M|z, =] does
satisfy the Palais—Smale condition up to gauge transformations, we prove some elementary
estimates for Palais—Smale sequences that will be useful later on.

LEMMA 5.7. Suppose (yn, ¢n, Tp) is a Palais—Smale sequence for S at level c. Then

1
/ (on, Z) dt
0

1 1
Moreover, Ty — 0 if and only if f (pn, Z)dt — —c.  In this case, [ vn +
0 0
on(ym)|* dt — 0.
Proof. We have

1
/0 |V + ¢n(ya) | dt = O(T}), — O(T)p). (5.5)

1 1 1

c+o(l)= —/ [Vn +ﬂ(3/h)|2 dt —/ (Pn, Z) dt + kTy, (5.6)
2T, Jo 0

1y = % T) — k— gy 2 dr 5.7

o( )—B—T()/h,fbh, n) = _ﬂfo [V + én(yn)l” dt. (5.7

From (5.7), it follows that

1
5 | 1 + o (yw)|? dt = kT, + Tho(1).
Ty Jo -

The first equation in (5.5) follows. Replacing the last expression in (5.6) gives
1
—/ (Pn, Z) dt =c — 2kT, — Tho(1) + o(1). O
0

LEMMA 5.8. Suppose that (yn, ¢n, Tn)n S M is a Palais—Smale sequence for Sy such
that T, = O(1). Then there exists an admissible sequence (pp) C G such that the
gauged sequence (py, - ¢ = Adp, ¢n — B,phph_l)h admits a (strongly in L*) converging
subsequence.

Proof. We divide the proof in two steps.

Step 1. Fix a maximal torus 7 C G (that is, a connected, closed and abelian subgroup of
maximal dimension) with Lie algebra t. For every h € IN, we define

1
bn ?='/0 ¢ (1) dt € g.

By [15, Theorem 6.4], there exists g, € G such that Adg, Eh et. Set A:={Xet]|
exp(X) = e}, where, as usual, e denotes the neutral element in G. The subgroup A C t
is a lattice and so we find X ;1 € A such that |Adgh$h - X ;1| is uniformly bounded. With
X, = Ad;hl X},, we now have

¢y — Xnl = 0(1). (5.8)
Now, for all & € N, define n, : [0, 1] — g and pp, : [0, 1] = G by

t
Mh (1) ::/0 Pn(s)ds —1(@y — Xp),  pu(t) :=exp( (1))
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Notice that 15 (0) = 0 and 5, (1) = X},. Therefore p;, € G for all 1 € IN as, by construction,
on s of class w2 and exp(Xp) = e. Gauging ¢, by pj, yields

P+ dn = Adp, dn — dipnpy | = Ady, ¢ — Ady, dn = Ady, (B — Xp).  (5.9)
In particular, the gauged sequence (py, - ¢p,) is contained in wh2(st g) as Ad is smooth
and 5,1 — X, is constant. Moreover, we have the pointwise estimate
lon - énl = |Adp, én — dpnpy, | = g — dimnl = ¢y — Xal = O(D).

This shows that the gauged sequence is uniformly bounded in L> and hence also in L2.
To check that (pp,);, is admissible, we observe that, by Lemma 5.7,

1
(D1, Z) =f (Pn (1), Z) dt = O(T) = O(1),

0

and thus by (5.4) and (5.8),
1Ayl = 1{Xn, Z)| <1Xn = @nl + (b1, Z)] = O(D).

Step 2. By the first step, after gauging and passing to a subsequence, if necessary, we
can assume that (y, ¢y, Tp,) is a Palais—Smale sequence for S; with (¢p,) C wh2(st 9)
uniformly bounded in L*°. We now repeat the gauge procedure as in Step 1, taking X, =0,

and observe that the gauged sequence (o, - ¢p,) is contained in w22(st, g). Therefore, we
can compute the derivative with respect to ¢ of p;, - ¢, and, using (5.9), we obtain

3 (on - ¢n) = Adp, (ady,y, (P1))-

In particular, we obtain the pointwise estimate

18 (on - &)l = | ada,n, @il < 19imallds] < (6n] + 16, D14l = O(D),
which shows that (op, - ¢5,)p is uniformly bounded in W 1% and hence in W!-2. The claim
follows using the compactness of the embedding W2 < L2, O

Remark 5.9. As shown in the proof, the admissible sequence (p;) € G can be chosen in
such a way that the gauged sequence (pj, - ¢) is uniformly bounded in W!-2(S', g) and
hence, in particular, admits a weakly (in W'-2) converging subsequence.

COROLLARY 5.10. Suppose that (v, ¢n, Tp) is a Palais—Smale sequence for Sy such that
0< Ty <Ty <T* forall h € N. Then there exists an admissible sequence (py) C G such
that (pp, - (Yn, ¢n, Tp)) contains a strongly converging subsequence.

Proof. By Lemma 5.8, up to taking a subsequence and applying a gauge transformation,
we can assume that ¢, converges weakly in W2 (and strongly in L?) to some ¢ €
WI’Z(SI, g) and that T, —> T € [T, T*] as h — oo. Using the inequality (a + b)2 <
2a? + 2b% and Lemma 5.7, we obtain

1 1 1
/|y'h|2dr52/ |77h+ﬂ(3/h)|2dt+2/ lgn*dt =0().  (5.10)
0 0 0

This shows that ||y}, ||2 is uniformly bounded and hence that the sequence (), is %-Hélder
equicontinuous. Up to taking a subsequence, the theorem of Arzela—Ascoli yields the
existence of y € C%(S!, E) such that y, — y uniformly as 7 — co. The fact that the
convergence of yj, to y is actually strong in W12 follows now by standard arguments (see,
e.g., [1, Lemma 5.3]). O
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5.3. A complete gradient vector field for Sy.  Consider the bounded vector field

—gradS
Xy o= 20Ok (5.11)

V1 + [grad S¢?

conformally equivalent to —grad S, where the gradient of Sy is defined with respect to
the Riemannian metric gpq. Since Si is smooth, the vector field X is locally Lipschitz
continuous and hence its flow @&y is well defined. However, ®; is not complete since
there are flow-lines on which the variable T approaches zero in finite time. On the other
hand, the only source of non-completeness for &y is represented by such flow-lines; and
hence, ‘stopping them’ in a suitable fashion yields a complete flow. However, while doing
this, we should be careful not to lose any geometric property of the functional Sg. To this
purpose, we need to know more about the behavior of the functional Sy in a neighborhood
of elements that are approached by finite maximal flow-lines on which 7' — 0.

We call an element (y, ¢, T) € M vertical if y + ¢(y) =0 almost everywhere. We
see that if (y, ¢, T) is vertical, then necessarily the vector y () is vertical for almost every
t € S! and y projects to a constant loop in the quotient M. Moreover, by (5.2), we see
immediately that

1
Si(y, ¢, T) =/ (¢, Z) dt + kT. (5.12)
0

We now examine neighborhoods of vertical elements in M. For § > 0, define

1
Vs 1= {(y, ¢, T)eM ‘/0 ly +¢_5(J/)|2dt <8}.

Our first goal is to show that, for § > 0 sufficiently small, the space Vs is a disjoint union
of neighborhoods of ‘local minima’ of S;. To this purpose, we need some notation: we
set Z(G) :={g e G| gh=hg, Yhe G} tobe the center of G, j to be its Lie algebra and
P; - @ — j to be the orthogonal projection. Note that 3 is non-trivial because Z € 3 is non-
trivial by Proposition 3.4. Further, we denote with A; :={X € 3 | exp(X) = ¢} the unit
lattice in 3, where e € G is the neutral element of G. Finally, for every ¢ € L2(S 1 9),
we define

1
5::/ ¢ (1) dt € g. (5.13)
0

LEMMA 5.11. There exists N € IN such that the following property holds. For all
(v, ¢, T) € Vs, there exists X € (1/N)A; such that

IX — p;é| < V3.

Proof. Define the path v : [0, 1] - Q, v(¢) := p(t)y(¢), where

t
p:10,11—> G, p@k) = exp(/ o (s) ds) for all 7 € [0, 1].
0

Since b =dp(y + ¢(¥)),

1 1
/|m%h=f IV +¢(y)l dt <8.
0 0 -

https://doi.org/10.1017/etds.2018.122 Published online by Cambridge University Press


https://doi.org/10.1017/etds.2018.122

G-geodesics and closed magnetic geodesics on orbifolds 1501

This shows, in particular, that
dist(y (0), exp(@)y (0)) = dist(v(0), v(1)) < /3.
If ') () C G denotes the stabilizer at y (0), then the previous inequality yields
dist(g, h) < Vs, h= exp(e),

for some g € I'y (g). Since Q is compact, there exists—up to conjugation—only finitely
many different subgroups that appear as stabilizer groups. Let N be the product of their
orders. It follows that g = e. Using the triangle inequality combined with the invariance
of the distance on G with respect to right and left multiplication, we then obtain

dist(e, i) < N3, hYN =exp(N@). (5.14)

Now let T C G be a maximal torus with Lie algebra t and integer lattice A = {X € t|
exp(X) = e}. By [15, Theorem 6.4], there exists £ € G such that Ad, ¢ € t. Since exp:
t — T is alocal isometry, we deduce from (5.14) that there exists X € A such that

|Ad/N¢p — X| < N/3.
Moreover, since the splitting g = 3 ® ker p; is left invariant by the adjoint action, we have
p; Adg ¢ = p;¢ and hence
INps§ — psX| = |ps(N Ad¢ & — X)| < |Ad¢N§ — X| < NV3.
The claim follows from the fact that p; (A) = A;. O

By the previous lemma, we see that for all § > 0 small enough,
Vs= || Vix. Vix:={(0,6,T)€Vs|Ips¢ — X| <6}
Xe(1/N)A;

Observe that Vs x might be empty. However, if there exists p € Q such that exp(X) € I,
where I, C G denotes the stabilizer subgroup at p, then Vs x is non-empty and contains
the vertical element (yx, ¢x, T) given by ¢x () = X and yx () =exp(tX)p, for all ¢t €
[0, 1]. For such a vertical element,

Sk(yx, ¢x, T)=—(X, Z) + kT.

LEMMA 5.12. For § > 0 small enough, there exists € > 0 such that for all X € (1/N)A;
with Vs x # ) we have

inf Sy =—(X, Z), inf Sy >—(X, Z)+e.
Vs.x 0

dVa,X

Proof. Forevery (y, ¢, T) € dVs x we compute
8
Sy, o, T)=— —
kv, ¢, T) 5T

where the first inequality is obtained by minimizing in 7 and the last is given by
Lemma 5.11. Indeed, notice that, by construction, Z € 3 and hence

(¢, Z) = (p;0. Z).
The second assertion follows, as (1/2k — 1)«/5 > 0. The first assertion follows as well,
since any (y, ¢, T) € Vs x is contained dVy x for §' := fol ly + f(y)|2. O

(@, Z) + kT > 28k — (§, Z) > 26k — v/ — (X, Z),
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COROLLARY 5.13. Let (yp, ¢n, Tn) be a Palais—Smale sequence for Sy such that Ty, — O.
Then after gauging and taking a subsequence, if necessary, we have that

Sk (vns dn, Tn) > —(X, Z)
for some X € (1/N)A; and, for any § > 0, the sequence (yy, ¢p, Tp) eventually enters the

set Vs x.

Proof. Fix § > 0. By the first equation of (5.7), we see that

1
/ Vh + ¢n (i) |* dt = 2T} (k + o(1)) = 2T}k + o(T})).
0

In particular, (yu, Th, Zi) € Vs for h large enough. By Step 1 in the proof of Lemma 5.8,
we can find an admissible sequence (o), € G such that the gauged sequence (o, - ¢p) is
uniformly bounded in L2. We pick one such admissible sequence and consider the gauged
sequence (op - (Yn, ¢n, Tr)). For sake of simplicity, we will denote the gauged sequence

again by (va, ¢n, Tn).
By Lemma 5.11, for every h € IN there exists Xj € (1/N)A; such that

|p3®n — Xnl < v/2(k + 0(1) T, = V2kT;, + o(Ty). (5.15)

It follows that

[N -
Sk()’hvd’h,Th):ﬁ/ [V + dn(vn) > dt — (B, Z) + KTy,
h Jo

<2kTyp — (Xp, Z) + ~2kTy + o(Ty)
<—(Xn, Z) +o(1)
for h large enough. On the other hand,
Sk, ns Tn) = 2kTh — (Xp, Z) — N2kT) + o(Th) = — (X, Z)

for h large enough, as k > 1/2. Since ¢y, is uniformly bounded in L2, |¢, | is uniformly
bounded as well. Therefore, the set

{(Xn, Z) |The N} S R

is discrete (actually finite). We conclude that there exists X € (1/N)A; such that X, = X
for every h large enough. In particular, S (yp, ¢n, 7)) — —(X, Z) and, in virtue of (5.15),
(Yn, ¢n, Tp) € Vs x for h large enough, as we wished to prove. O

The next lemma shows that maximal flow-lines of X}, that are defined on a finite interval
have to approach vertical elements. The proof is analogous to that of [11, Lemma 4.9] and
will be omitted.

LEMMA 5.14. Suppose u : [0, R) — M is a maximal flow-line of Xy. Then there exist
X € (1/N)A; and a sequence r, 1 R such that u(ry) € Vs x for all h large enough, and
with (yn, ¢n, Tp) = u(ry), we have

1
fo|y'h+@(yh)|2dmo, Sk(u(rn)) = —(X, Z).
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Using Lemma 5.14, it is now easy to get from ®* a complete flow by stopping flow-lines
that enter the sets

1
Sk <—(X,Z)+e€}NVs.x forall X € NAZ,.

With slight abuse of notation, we denote the complete flow also by ®F.

6. Proof of Theorems 1.2 and 1.4

In this section, building on the results of the previous ones, we prove Theorems 1.2
and 1.4. In order to show the existence of critical points of Sg, we will use the topological
assumption on M to find a suitable (non-trivial) minimax class on the Hilbert manifold M
and a corresponding minimax function. We will then show that such a minimax function
yields critical points of S for almost every k > %

The proof for Theorem 1.2 follows closely [11]; however, some extra care is needed in
the whole line of argument. Indeed, on the one hand, the functional Sy satisfies the Palais—
Smale condition on M7, 7+ only up to gauge transformations and, on the other hand,
the construction of the minimax class requires techniques coming from rational homotopy
theory and orbifold theoretical homotopy theory.

6.1. The minimax class for Theorem 1.2. We call M rationally aspherical if nz’rb(M )
®Q is trivial for all £ > 2, where by ngorb(M ) we denote the orbifold-theoretic homotopy
group as defined in [5, Definition 1.50]. Recall that, with the notation from Proposition 3.4
and [5, Proposition 1.51], the orbifold homotopy groups of M are the (classical) homotopy
groups of the Borel quotient BM := Q xg EG, where EG denotes the universal G-
bundle. For every k > 1, we obtain a homomorphism

et (Q) — m™ (M), 6.1)
which is induced by the quotient map Q x EG — BM.

LEMMA 6.1. Assume that rr,frb(M) ® Q # 0 for some k > 2. Then there exists a class
a € e (Q) for some £ > 2 such that t¢(a) has infinite order.

Proof. The fibration G — Q x EG — BM induces an exact homotopy sequence

Tk+1 _orb
> Tt

(M) —> m(G) —> m(Q) —> 7P (M) —> -+ - . (6.2)
If t;, ® Q is trivial for all k > 2, then the sequence splits into short exact sequences
0— ”Efl(M) RQ->m(G)RQ—>m(Q)RQ—0 forall k> 1.

In particular,
dim JT,Sib] M)y Q<dimm,(G)®Q forallk>1.

Let BM be the (classical) universal cover of BM. Since n,?rb (M) =m,(BM) = nk(ﬁ/l )
for all £ > 2, we obtain

dim 71 (BM) ® Q < dim 74 (G) ® Q  forall k > 1.

Furthermore, since 72;(G) ® Q is trivial for all j > 1 (cf. [21, §15(f)]), we see that
m2j+1(BM) ® Q is trivial for all j >0. By the same inequality, we conclude that
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n*(ﬁ/l) ® Q has finite type and thus H*(ﬁ/l , Q) has as well, following the remark
after [21, Theorem 15.11]. By [21, Theorem 15.11], we see that the minimal model
(V,d) of BM has only even generators, which implies that the differential d is trivial.
The same theorem implies that V¥ is non-trivial for some k > 2 since, by assumption,
n,?rb(M) ROQ= nk(ﬁ/[) ® Q #0. Let x € V¥ be a non-trivial element. Since V is a free
algebra, its powers x/ € V/* are non-trivial for all j > 1. By the property of a minimal
model and the vanishing of the differential of V, we have that V* = H* (ﬁd , Q) and, in
particular, that H J k(ﬁd , Q) is non-trivial for all j > 1.

Now let M be the universal orbifold cover of M in the sense of [5, Definition 2.16]. By
[, Proposition 2.17], the Borel quotient corresponding to M is BM. The Vietoris—Begle
theorem yields an isomorphism H *(EM ,Q=H *(1\71 , Q), where the right-hand denotes
the singular cohomology of the underlying topological space (cf. [S, Proposition 2.12]). It
follows that H*(M, Q) is non-trivial in arbitrary large degree, which is impossible for the
finite-dimensional orbifold M. ad

For £ € IN, let B C R! be the standard ball with boundary S¢~!. We identify the space
QO with the subspace of constant loops in W12(S', Q). Further, we set O, =0 x {0} x
(0, To] € M for Ty > 0 fixed. By equation (5.12),

max Sy = kTy <¢&/2
01,
if Tp > 0 is chosen small enough, where ¢ > 0 is the constant from Lemma 5.12. It is well
known that with any continuous map u : (B*~!, §¢=2) — (M, Q7,) we can associate a
continuous map v = v, : S* = Q x g x (0, o0) and, conversely, with every smooth map
v: St — O x g x (0, Ty] we can associate a continuous map of pairs of spaces u = u, :
(B!, 8°72) — (M, Qr,) such that v, is homotopic to v. Moreover, a homotopy of
u induces a homotopy of u, and vice versa (cf. [28, Proof of Theorem 2.4.20] for more
details). By abuse of notation, we denote by [u] € ¢ (Q) the homotopy class associated to
vy, where we have additionally identified 7,(Q X g x (0, 00)) = m¢(Q) canonically.

LEMMA 6.2. There exists § >0 such that, for any u: (Befl, S‘Z*z) — (M, Op)
satisfying u(x) € Vs for all x € B*~1, we have that t,([u]) = 0 in né’rb(M).

Proof. Let T C G be a maximal torus with Lie algebra t and unit lattice A C t. For x €
Bt write u(x) = (¥x, ¢x, Ty) and let 5;: € g be as defined in (5.13). As explained in the
proof of Lemma 5.11, for any x € B*~! we find g = g, € G and X = X, € (1/N)A such
that |Adgh, — X| < +/8. Hence, either ¢, | < +/8 or

16> A —~/3, 1X] > 0.

= min
Xe(1/N)A\{0}

For § small enough, the statements are mutually exclusive and, since x — |$x| is
continuous and vanishes for all x € =2, we conclude that |$x| < /5 forall x € B¢ 1.
Now set (¥, 2%, Ty) := px - (¥x, ¢x, Ty), where

t
oS! G, e exp(/o o (t) dt —5;;1‘/)-
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As in the proof of Lemma 5.8, we see that |¢}* | < |¢,| < /8 and hence, using (5.10),

1
/ lpPx 12 dt < 48.
0

In particular, for § > 0 small enough, the map x — y{* defines the trivial homotopy class
in 7o (Q) (cf. [27, Theorem 1.4.15]). We conclude that [«] is in the image of 7,(G) —
¢ (Q) and, in particular, is mapped to the trivial class to ngrb(M ). O

Given the homotopy class a € m¢(Q) as in Lemma 6.1, we now define
Pi={u: (B!, 5% = (M, Q) | [ul =a}.
We readily see that P # (J since u, € P for any v : St — O x {0} x (0, Ty] smooth such
that [v] = a. Obviously, P is invariant under the complete flow defined in §5.3, provided
that Tp > O is small enough. The last property of P that we need is that every element
u € P has to intersect 95 (more precisely, Vs o). This follows trivially from Lemma 6.2.

6.2. The minimax class for Theorem 1.4. We adapt the argument in [26] to our setting.
Consider a tube G xr U, where I' C G is a stabilizer group and U C Q is a contractible
slice (i.e., a submanifold which is I" invariant). From the G-equivariant embedding G xr
U — (@, we obtain an embedding

UXr EGE(GxrU)xg EG— Q xg EG=BM,
which induces a group homomorphism
p:TZm (U xr EG) — m(BM) = 79 (M). (6.3)
Such a homomorphism is precisely the homomorphism defined in [S, Lemma 2.22]. We

deduce that, if M is not developable, we can find a tube U xr EG and a non-trivial
element [y] in nfrb(U ) that is trivial in J'rfrb (M). Consider the diagram with exact rows

71(G) — 11 (G x1 U) —= 1 (U) — 0(G)

N N

71(G) 71(Q) (M) —— 70(G)

A simple diagram chase shows that there exists also a class [y] in 71(G xr U) that is
trivial in 71 (Q). Without loss of generality, we assume that the representative y is vertical
and X = 0(y) constant in ¢. Using the homotopy of y to a constant loop in O, we now
define a non-trivial minimax class for the functional S. More precisely, consider the space
of continuous maps
Pi={u:[0,1] > M| u@©) = (y, =X, To), u(1) € O7,}.

Clearly, P is non-empty and invariant under the flow ®F defined in §5.3, provided
that Tp > 0 is chosen small enough. The last thing we need to check is that every
u € P has to intersect 95 for all § > O sufficiently small. For any x € [0, 1], we write
u(x) = (Yx, ¢x, Ty), set ax as in (5.13) and assume by contradiction that u(x) € Vs for all
x € [0, 1]. Exactly as in the proof of Lemma 6.2, we see that, for all x € [0, 1], we have
either |$x| < /8 or |5x| > A — /3. Since |$0| =|X|> A — 3, || =0, and the two
conditions above are mutually exclusive if § is small enough, we obtain a contraction to
the continuity of the map x + |¢|.
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6.3. End of proofs. We define the minimax function

c:(1/2, 4+00) — (0, 4+00), c(k):= in7f9 max Sy o u,
ue

where P is the minimax class defined in §§6.1 and 6.2. By Lemma 5.12, we have c(k) > €
forallk > 1/2, for every u € P has to intersect V5. However, this is not enough to exclude
that 7j, converges to zero as h — +oo for some Palais—Smale sequence (y;,, 5, Tj) for
Sk at level c(k), as it might be that c(k) = (X, Z) for some X € (1/N)A;. For that, we
will need the piece of additional information given by the following lemma. For the proof
we refer to [11, Lemma 5.3].

LEMMA 6.3. Let u be any element of P. Suppose that x* € B! (respectively, [0, 1]) is
such that
Sk(u(x*)) > max Sg ou — €/2. (6.4)

Then u(x*) ¢ UXe(l/N)Aa{Sk <—(X,Z)+¢€/2} NVs x.

The function c(-) is monotonically increasing in k£ and hence almost everywhere differe-
ntiable. The next proposition shows there exist Palais—Smale sequences (yvj,, ¢p, Tp) € M
for Si with the 7}, bounded away from zero and uniformly bounded, provided & is a point
of differentiability for c(-).

PROPOSITION 6.4. Let k* be a point of differentiability for c(-). Then there exists a Palais—
Smale sequence (yn, ¢, Tp) S M for Sgx such that the Ty, are uniformly bounded and
bounded away from zero.

The proof relies on the celebrated Struwe monotonicity argument [36] and will be
omitted since it is a plain adaptation of the proof of [11, Proposition 5.4] (see also [1,
Lemma 8.1], [17, Proposition 7.1] and [8, Proposition 4.1]), taking into account the fact
that Sy, satisfies the Palais—Smale condition on Mz, 7+ only up to gauge transformations.

Proof of Theorems 1.2 and 1.4. Combine Proposition 6.4 with Lemma 5.10. O

Proof of Corollary 1.3. We prove (i). Up to passing to the compact orbifold universal
cover, we can assume that n{’rb (M) = 0. Notice that, in this case, M must be orientable.
Clearly, it suffices to show that M is not rationally aspherical. Suppose, by contradiction,
that w,(BM) ® Q is trivial for all % > 2, where BM is the classifying space of M. By
assumption, w1 (BM) = 0. In particular, BM is simply connected and its minimal model
is trivial (cf. [21, Theorem 15.11]). This implies that H*(BM; Q) =0 for all x> 1.
By [5, Proposition 2.12], we have H" (M; Q) = H"(BM; Q) = 0 with n = dim M, which
is impossible by Poincaré duality.

Now we prove (ii). Assume, by contradiction, that the universal orbicover M is
rationally aspherical. As in the proof of Lemma 6.1, we see it must have a minimal model
(V*, d) with vanishing differential. Further, by assumption, VI H 2(I\N/I , Q) is non-
trivial, because the pull-back of o to M yields a non-trivial cohomology class. This shows
that V* = H *(M , Q) is infinite dimensional, which is in contradiction to the assumption
that M is a finite-dimensional orbifold. O
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7. Proof of Theorem 1.5

Let (M, gyr) be a closed Riemannian orbifold. By Proposition 2.6, there exists a smooth
manifold Q equipped with a locally free action of a compact group G such that Q/G = M
as orbifolds. Without loss of generality, we assume that G is connected. Indeed, if Go C G
denotes the connected component of the neutral element, the quotient Q/Gy is a finite
cover of Q/G and a closed geodesic in the former yields one in the latter. Now consider
the metric gg on Q associated with g, as explained in §2, and define the functional

1
E: W2, Q) x L2(s', ) > R, E(y, ) :=f0 7+ o) dr,

where g denotes the Lie algebra of G and | - | denotes the norm on 7 Q induced by g¢.
From the discussion in §5, it follows immediately that the functional E is smooth and
bounded from below (by zero). Moreover, it is invariant under gauge transformations,
satisfies the Palais—Smale condition up to gauge transformations and its critical points
project to a closed geodesic in (M, gy). In particular, critical points contained in E~!(0)
project to point curves.

Proof of Theorem 1.5. If M is not developable, then we obtain a non-constant closed
geodesic on M by literally repeating the proof of Theorem 1.4. Indeed, consider a non-
zero class [y]in w1 (G xr U) that is trivial in 1 (Q). We assume that the representative y
is vertical and that X = 6(y) constant in ¢ and we define the following minimax class for
the functional E.

Po:={u:[0, 11— WH2(S', Q) x L*(S', ) | u(0) = (y, —X), u(1) = (g0, 0)}.

Clearly, Py is non-empty and invariant under the negative gradient flow of E. Moreover,
every u € Py has to intersect dVs for all § > 0 sufficiently small, where

Vs i=1{(y, ¢) e WH(SY, Q) x L*(S', 9) | E(y, ¢) < 8}.
Therefore, the minimax value

c:= inf max E(u(x))
uePy x€[0,1]
is strictly larger than §. This yields the existence of a critical point for E at level ¢, and
thus of a non-constant closed geodesic in M, as the functional E satisfies the Palais—Smale
condition up to gauge transformations.

It rrfrb(M ) is finite, then up to passing to the orbifold universal cover, we see that M
is not rationally aspherical and hence the proof follows by the same argument used for
Theorem 1.2. Indeed, consider a € 7,(Q) ® Q such that ty(a) 20 € nfrb(M) ® Q for
some £ > 2. Denote by P the space of continuous maps

u: (B 82 — (Wh2(sh, 0) x LAY, g), @ x {0})

representing the homotopy class a. Since every u € P has to intersect the boundary of
the set Vs for § > 0 sufficiently small, the existence of the desired non-constant closed
geodesic follows by minimax over the class P.
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Finally, assume that nfrb (M) contains an element of infinite order, say, a. Consider the
exact homotopy sequence

oo (G) = 11 (Q) = T(M) — 70(G) = 1. (7.1)

From the surjectivity of the map 71 : 71 (Q) — nfrb (M), we deduce that there is an element
a € m1(Q) such that 71(a) =a. In particular, a has infinite order. Now consider the
connected component C, of wh2(st, 0) x L2(St, g) associated to a. We claim that there
exists § > O sufficiently small such that

E(y, ¢) >4 forall (y, ¢) €C,.

Indeed, assume by contradiction that we can find a sequence (yj, ¢5) C C, such that
E(yn, ¢n) — 0; then y =y, lies in some tube G xr U, with U contractible, for some
h large enough. But this shows that, up to conjugation, a lies in the image of 71(G Xr
U) — m1(Q). This shows, in particular, that, up to conjugation, a lies in the image of
r= ni’rb(U ) — nfrb (M) and hence must have finite order, which is in contradiction with
our assumption. The existence of the required closed geodesic in M follows now by
minimizing the functional E over the connected component C,,. O
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