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Periodic Floer homology and
Seiberg-Witten Floer cohomology

YI-JEN LEE

CLIFFORD HENRY TAUBES

Various Seiberg-Witten Floer cohomologies are defined for aclosed, oriented
3-manifold; and if it is the mapping torus of an area-preserving surface auto-
morphism, it has an associated periodic Floer homology as defined by Michael
Hutchings. We construct an isomorphism between a certain version of Seiberg-
Witten Floer cohomology and the corresponding periodic Floer homology, and
describe some immediate consequences.

53C07; 52C15

1 Introduction

Suppose thatF is a closed, oriented 2-manifold with an area form and a givenvolume
preserving diffeomorphismf : F → F . Let M denote the 3-manifold (R × F)/Z
where theZ-action has 1 sending any given (t, x) ∈ R× F to (t + 2π, f (x)). Michael
Hutchings [H1], [HS] defined a version of Floer homology in this context which
he calledperiodic Floer homology. To a first approximation, the chain complex is
generated by sets of pairs where each pair consists of an irreducible periodic orbit off
and a positive integer. The differential is defined using pseudoholomorphic curves in
R × M as defined by an appropriately chosen,R-invariant almost complex structure.
Hutchings conjectured that this periodic Floer homology isisomorphic to a version of
the Seiberg-Witten Floer cohomology. The purpose of this article is to explain how
the analysis used in [T1]-[T4] to establish the equivalence between Seiberg-Witten
Floer cohomology and embedded contact homology can be used to prove Hutchings’s
conjectured equivalence between periodic Floer homology to Seiberg-Witten Floer
cohomology. A precise statement of the equivalence is givenin Section1.3 for the
monotone case. The general version of the isomorphism theorem requires additional
preparation to state, and is therefore postponed until Section 6.3. What follows directly
sets the stage with a more detailed description of periodic Floer homology and of the
relevant version of Seiberg-Witten Floer cohomology.

http://arxiv.org/abs/0906.0383v2
http://www.ams.org/mathscinet/search/mscdoc.html?code=53C07,(52C15)


2 Yi-Jen Lee and Clifford Henry Taubes

1.1 Periodic Floer homology: the monotone case

The description that follows of periodic Floer homology forthe most part paraphrases
what is presented in [H1] and [HS].

The Geometry of M : The projection map fromR × F to R descends toM so as
to give a fibrationπ : M → S1. Here,S1 is identified withR/(2πZ). Conversely, a
closed, oriented 3-manifold that fibers overS1 admits a fiber preserving diffeomorphism
to the manifold (R × F)/Z whereF here is the fiber of the fibration, and where the
Z-action is defined by the area-preserving diffeomorphism,f , of F .

The push forward of the Euclidean vector field onR defines a nowhere zero vector
field, ∂t , which is transverse to the fibers ofπ . Closed integral curves of∂t are
determined by the fixed points of the iterates off . To elaborate, introduce the notion
of a periodic orbit of f . This is a finite, cyclically ordered set of distinct points in
F that are cyclically permuted byf . Let γ ⊂ F denote such a set. The number of
points inγ is said to be theperiod. The periodic orbits off are in 1-1 correspondence
with the compact, embedded 1-dimensional submanifolds that are integral curves of
∂t . The symbolγ is used in what follows to denote both a periodic orbit and also the
associated embedded integral curve of∂t .

A periodic orbit of periodq is said to benon-degeneratewhen the linear map 1−d(f kq)
on TF|γ is invertible for all integersk > 0. Here,f m is shorthand for them’th iterate
of the mapf . We assume in what follows that

(1.1) f is chosen so that all orbits are non-degenerate.

An orbit is said to behyperbolic if df q has real eigenvalues. Otherwise the orbit is
said to beelliptic. The hyperbolic orbit ispositiveor negativewhen the eigenvalues of
df q are respectively positive or negative.

Any given closed integral curve of∂t has a canonical orientation, namely the orientation
along ∂t . This understood, such an integral curve defines a class inH1(M;Z). If γ
denotes the integral curve, then [γ] will denote the corresponding homology class.
Meanwhile, the fiberF of π is oriented by its area form and so defines a class, [F],
in H2(M;Z). The Poincaŕe dual of this class pairs with [γ] to give the period of the
corresponding periodic orbit off .

Two other cohomology classes play a distinguished role in what follows. To describe
the first of these, introducewF to denote the area form of the surfaceF . Since f

preserveswF , this form descends toM as a closed, nowhere zero 2-form onM that
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annihilates the vector field∂t . We denote this 2-form onM by wf ; and use [wf ] to
denote its cohomology class inH2(M;R). The second is the Euler class of the kernel
of π ’s differential. This class is denoted asc1(K−1). Note that while the classc1(K−1)
remains fixed under symplectic isotopies off , the class [wf ] varies in the following
manner: By the Mayer-Vietoris sequence, we have the following exact sequence:

0 →
(

Ker(1− f∗)|H1(F)
)∗

→ H2(M;R) →
(
R[F]

)∗
→ 0.

By the definition ofwf , the cohomology class [wf ] belongs to the coset of elements in
H2(M) which maps to [wF] ∈ H2(F). As f varies through a symplectic isotopy, the
class [wf ] varies by the image of the flux of this symplectic isotopy under the composite

map: H1(F) →
(

Ker(1− f∗)|H1(F)
)∗

→ H2(M;R). Thus, [wf ] is invariant under
Hamiltonian isotopies off , and, because of the surjectivity of the flux homomorphism,
it can take values in any element in the half space{e| 〈e, [F]〉 > 0} ⊂ H2(M;R) under
symplectic isotopies and rescaling.

Definition 1.1 Given a classΓ ∈ H1(M;Z), Let eΓ denote the Poincaré dual ofΓ,
and let

cΓ := 2eΓ + c1(K−1).

The classΓ is said to bemonotone(with respect to [wf ]) if

(1.2) [wf ] = −λ cΓ for someλ ∈ R.

Note that since [wf ] is nontrivial, by this definitioncΓ can not be torsion ifΓ is
monotone, andλ 6= 0. We callΓ positive monotonewhenλ > 0; conversely,negative
monotoneif λ < 0.

Fix a monotoneΓ throughout this subsection.

Let
dΓ := eΓ ([F]).

Note that sincecΓ is non-torsion,dΓ 6= genus(F) − 1.

The chain complex: Introduce the setA whose typical element,Θ, is a finite set
of pairs, each of the form (γ,m) whereγ is a periodic orbit off and wherem is a
positive integer. These are constrained as follows:

(1.3)





•
∑

(γ,m)∈Θ m[γ] = Γ.

• Distinct pairs have distinct periodic orbit components.

• The integerm= 1 whenγ is hyperbolic.
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Note thatΘ can be the empty set, and thatA is a finite set. Indeed, such is the case
because the integerdΓ is the sum over each (γ,m) in Θ of m times the period ofγ .
Meanwhile, there are only finitely many periodic points withperiod bounded by any
given integer. LetA+ denote the set of pairs of the form (Θ, o) whereΘ ∈ A and
whereo denotes an ordering of the elements inΘ whose periodic orbit component is
positive and hyperbolic. The chain complex for periodic Floer homology is defined to
be

(1.4) CP∗(f ,Γ) = ZA+/ ∼,

where∼ denotes the equivalence relation that that has (Θ, o) ∼ −(Θ, o′) when o′

differs from o by an odd permutation. This is a freeZ-module. One can assign to
eachΘ ∈ A a fixed ordering,o, of the elements inΘ whose periodic orbit component
is positive and hyperbolic. Doing so identifies the chain complex CP∗ with ZA. Such
an assignment is assumed implicitly in what follows unless stated to the contrary. This
the case, eachΘ ∈ A can be viewed as a generator of the chain complex.

A relative grading: The chain complex has a relativeZ/pZ-grading wherep is the
divisibility in H2(M;Z) of the classcΓ . To define this grading, suppose thatΘ+

andΘ− are two elements fromA. UseH2(M;Θ+,Θ−) to denote the set of relative
homology classes of integer-valued 2-chainsZ ⊂ M with

∂Z =
∑

(γ,m)∈Θ+

mγ −
∑

(γ,m)∈Θ−

mγ.

This is a torsor modeled onH2(M;Z). Any given Z ∈ H2(M;Θ+,Θ−) can be used
to associate an integer,I (Θ+,Θ−; Z), to the pair (Θ+,Θ−). This integer is defined
in Section 2 of [H1]. As explained in the latter reference, this integer has twonice
features.

(1) I (Θ+,Θ−; Z) changes by a multiple ofp when the classZ is changed. More
precisely,

(1.5) I (Θ+,Θ−; Z) − I (Θ+,Θ−; Z′) = 〈cΓ, [Z − Z′]〉.

(2) I (Θ,Θ′; Z) + I (Θ′,Θ′′; Z′) = I (Θ,Θ′′; Z + Z′).

These two features imply that

I (Θ+,Θ−) := I (Θ+,Θ−; ·) mod pZ

gives a relativeZ/pZ-grading to the chain complex.

Some digression is required before introducing the differential.
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The set of complex structuresJf : Let Jf be the set of almost complex structures
J on R× M satisfying the following properties:

(1.6)





1) J is invariant with respect to the action ofR on R× M that translates
a constant amount along theR factor.

2) Let s denote the Euclidean coordinate along theR factor in R × M .
ThenJ · ∂s = ∂t .

3) Let γ denote any periodic orbit from a set inA . View γ as an embedded
circle in M . ThenJ|γ maps Ker (π∗) to itself.

4) J defines atamealmost complex structure with respect to the symplectic
form

ΩF = ds∧ dt+ wf

on R × M . That is, the quadratic formΩF(·, J(·)) on T(R × M) is
positive.

EndowJf with the C∞ -Frechet topology. We say thatJ is admissibleif condition 3)
above is replaced by the stronger condition:

3′ ) J maps Kerπ∗ to itself at any point onM .

Pseudoholomorphic subvarieties inR × M : For the purposes of this article, a
pseudoholomorphic subvarietyin R × M is a closed subsetC ⊂ R × M with the
following properties:

• C has no point components.

• The complement inC of a finite set of points is a smooth, non-empty, 2-
dimensional submanifold ofR×M whose tangent space isJ-invariant. Endow
C with the complex structure and orientation induced fromJ away from these
points.

• The integral overC of wf is finite.

Remark. The third item of this definition is equivalent to the requirement thatC has
finite engery with respect to the symplectic formΩF in the sense of Hoferet al. (Cf.
e.g. Section 5.3 in [BEHWZ]). Indeed, the integral

∫
C wf is what is termed “ω -

energy” in the aforementioned reference. On the other hand,the integral
∫

C∩{s}×M dt
is independent ofs whenever it is well-defined, since slices ofC at anys∈ R are all
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homologous inM . Denote this constant byl . (In our context, which will be described
momentarily,l = dΓ ). Then

∫

C∩[s−L,s+L]×M
ds∧ dt = 2L l ∀s∈ R.

This implies that the “λ-energy” in [BEHWZ] is bounded automatically.

To continue the digression, ifγ ⊂ M is a closed integral curve of∂t , then the cylinder
R×γ ⊂ R×M is pseudoholomorphic. Cylinders of this sort are the onlyR-invariant,
irreducible pseudoholomorphic subvarieties. (A pseudoholomorphic subvariety is said
to be irreducible when no finite set has disconnected complement).

Suppose thatC is a pseudoholomorphic subvariety. The condition thatwf have finite
integral onC can be used to show the following: There existss0 ∈ R such that the
|s| ≥ s0 portion ofC is a disjoint union of embedded submanifolds on whichs restricts
with no critical points. In particular, each such submanifold is a cylinderR×γ . These
cylinders are called theendsof C. An end wheres is unbounded from below is said
to be anegativeend, and one where s is unbounded from above is said to be apositive
end.

The constant-s slices of any given end ofC limit as |s| → ∞ to a closed integral
curve of∂t . To elaborate, letγ ∈ M denote such a curve. The non-degeneracy ofγ

implies the following: There exists a diskD ⊂ C about the origin and an embedding
ϕγ : S1 × D → M such thatϕγ(·,0) = γ , with the additional properties described
below: Suppose first thatE ⊂ C is a positive end whose constants slices limit toγ as
s→ ∞. Let ϕ̂γ denote the map id×ϕγ : R× (S1 × D) → R× M . Then there exists
sE > 0 and an integerqE ≥ 1, such that ˆϕ−1

γ (E ∩ ([sE ,∞)×M)) is the image of a map
from [sE ,∞) × R/2πqEZ to R× (S1 × D) that has the form (s, τ ) 7→ (s, (τ, ς(τ, s)),
whereς can be written as

(1.7) ς(τ, s) = e−λqE sςqE (τ )(1+ r(τ, s))

with |r(τ, s)| ≤ e−ε|s| for someε = εE ≥ 0. Here,λqE is a positive constant. If
E ⊂ C is a negative end, then (1.7) holds whens≤ −sE with λqE a negative constant.
The integerqE is said to be themultiplicity of the endE . The functionςqE (τ ) can be
assumed to be a (2πqE )-periodic eigenfunction of a symmetric,R-linear operator

(1.8) Pγ : C∞(R;C) → C∞(R;C), η 7→
i
2

d
dτ
η + νη + µη̄.

Here, ν is a real-valued function with period (2π), and µ is a C-valued periodic
function with period (2π). They are determined byf andJ. The constantλE in (1.7)
is the corresponding eigenvalue. With regard to terminology: A function, η , on R is
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said to be (2πq)-periodic for some positive integerq if η (·+2πq) = η (·). Theperiod
of η is the least positive integer for which the above equality holds. The assumption
thatγ is non-degenerate guarantees that the kernel of the operator Pγ has no non-trivial
elements with period (2πq) for any q ∈ Z+ .

The differential: It follows from (1.7) that the image via the projection fromR×M
to M of a pseudoholomorphic subvarietyC defines a 2-dimensional integer cycle,
which we denote by [C].

Fix elementsΘ+ andΘ− from the setA that gives the generators for periodic Floer
homology. We define the setM1(Θ+,Θ−) as follows: If the relativeZ/pZ-grading
I (Θ+,Θ−) 6= 1, let M1(Θ+,Θ−) = ∅. Otherwise, ifI (Θ+,Θ−) = 1 modp, let
M1(Θ+,Θ−) be the set consisting of elements of the following form:

(1) An elementΣ ∈ M1(Θ+,Θ−) is itself a finite set consisting of pairs the form
(C,m), whereC is an embedded, connected pseudoholomorphic submanifold
in R × M , andm is a positive integer. The integerm = 1 unlessC = R × γ ,
whereγ is an elliptic periodic orbit.

(2) If (C,m), (C′,m′) are distinct pairs inΣ, thenC,C′ are disjoint.

(3) The weighted pseudoholomorphic curves constitutingΣ have the appropriate
asymptotic behaviors and weights such that the cycle

ZΣ =
∑

(C,m)∈Σ
m C

defines an element inH2(M ;Θ+,Θ−). We call this element therelative homol-
ogy classof Σ.

(4) Denote the above relative homology class by [ZΣ] ∈ H2 (M ;Θ+,Θ−). Then
[ZΣ] must be among the relative homology classes satisfying

I (Θ+,Θ−, [ZΣ]) = 1 ∈ Z.

The assumption thatΓ is monotone has the following important consequence: First,
note that because of the property (1.5) of the relative indexI , the set of relative
homology classes meeting the constraint (4) above is a torsor over KercΓ , wherecΓ
is viewed as a homomorphism fromH2 (M;Z) to Z. The monotonicity ofΓ implies
that [wf ], also viewed as a homomorphism fromH2 (M;Z) to Z, restricts to a trivial
map from KercΓ . That is to say, for everyΣ ∈ M1(Θ+,Θ−), the integral

∫

Σ

wf =
∑

(Ci ,mi )∈Σ
mi

∫

Ci

wf ,
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has the same value. This provides the type of “energy bound” needed for the typical
Gromov compactness argument to establish the compactness of M1(Θ+,Θ−). (Cf.
e.g. Lemma 9.8 in [H1]).

With this understood, we shall define in Section2.2 a residual subsetJ1f ⊂ Jf , with
the following property: IfJ ∈ J1f , then the setM1(Θ+,Θ−) has the structure of
a smooth, 1-dimensional manifold with a finite set of components. Moreover, each
component is a free orbit of theR-action that is induced by the action ofR on R×M
by constant translations along theR factor. As a parenthetical remark, note that an
admissible almost complex structure is not inJ1f .

Assume in what follows thatJ is from the setJ1f .

Let o+ , o− respectively denote a choice of the ordering of the elementsin Θ+ and
Θ− whose periodic orbit component is positive hyperbolic. Given aJ ∈ J1f , each
component ofM1(Θ+,Θ−) can be assigned a weight from the set{±1} once a choice
of the orderings,o+ , o− is made. This is described in Section 9 of [HT1], where similar
weights are assigned to the pseudoholomorphic subvarieties that are used to construct
the differential for embedded contact homology.

If M1(Θ+,Θ−) is not empty, useσ(Θ+,Θ−) ∈ Z to denote the sum of the±1
weights associated to its components with respect to the choice of orderingso made
following the definition ofCP in (1.4). Setσ(Θ+,Θ−) equal to 0 whenM1(Θ+,Θ−)
is empty.

With the digression now over, we note that the differential for periodic Floer homology
is defined by taking the linear extension of the following action on the generators:

(1.9) ∂Θ+ =
∑

Θ−∈A
σ(Θ+,Θ−)Θ−.

This endomorphism ofZA has square zero; a proof can be had by taking almost verba-
tim the proof in [HT2] that the corresponding embedded contact homology differential
has square zero. The endomorphism∂ also decreases theZ/pZ degree by 1.

In summary, we have defined a Floer chain complex with coefficientZ to each param-
eter set:

(1.10) µP = {(F,wF), f ,Γ, J},

where (F,wF) is an oriented closed surface with volume formwF , f is a nondegenerate
volume-preserving automorphism ofF , Γ is a monotone class inH1(M;Z) with
respective towf , andJ ∈ J1f is an almost complex structure onR×M . The resulting
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Z/pZ-graded homology is by definition the periodic Floer homology associated toµP,
which we denote by

HP∗
(
f : (F,wF) 	,Γ

)
J = H(CP∗, ∂),

or simply HP∗(f ,Γ) when there is no danger of confusion.

1.2 Seiberg-Witten Floer cohomology: the monotone case

Some stage setting is needed before describing the relevantversion of the Seiberg-
Witten Floer cohomology. What follows is a brief description of how this cohomology
is defined. The reader should look at Chapter 29 of [KM] for the detailed story.

SpinC structures: Given an orientated 3-manifoldM , a SpinC structures on M
is an equivalence class of a pair consisting of a Riemannian metric on M and a lift,
π : F → M , of the principle SO(3)-bundle of oriented, orthonormal frames forTM
to a U(2)-principle bundle. Two such pairs are equivalent if there is a path of metrics
and a corresponding lift along the path that interpolates between one pair and the other.
The set of equivalence classes is a torsor modeled onH2(M;Z).

Let S denote the associated bundleF×U(2) C
2. The standard Hermitian metric onC2

givesS a Hermitian fiber metric. The bundleS is a Clifford module forT∗M . This is
to say that there is an endomorphism, cl :

∧2 T∗M → End (S), such that

cl(a1) cl(a2) = −〈a1,a2〉 − cl (∗(a1 ∧ a2)),

where〈·, ·〉 denotes the metric inner product. Endomorphisms in the image of cl are
anti-Hermitian. The endomorphism cl induces two auxilliary homomorphisms. The
first, ĉ, is defined as:

ĉ: S⊗ T∗M → S, η ⊗ b 7→ cl(b) η.

The second map is a quadratic, bundle-preserving map fromS to iT∗M . Givenη ∈ S,
we will write in what follows its image under this map asη†τη ; the latter is in turn
defined by the rule:

〈b, η†τη〉 = η† cl(b) η.

Let det (S) denote the complex, Hermitian line bundle
∧2

S. Its first Chern class,
c1(det S) ∈ H2(M;Z), is called thecanonicalcohomology class of the SpinC structure
s, and is often denoted asc1(s). A Hermitian connection,A, on det (S) and the Levi-
Civita connection onTM together define a metric compatible covariant derivative,
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∇A , on the space of sections ofS. This covariant derivative is used to construct the
corresponding Dirac operator,

DA
= ĉ(∇A) : C∞(M;S) → C∞(M;S).

In what follows,BA denotes the Hodge star of the curvature 2-form of the connection
A. This is aniR-valued 1-form onM .

The Seiberg-Witten equations: Fix an orientation forM , a SpinC structure. Choose
a metric onM and a lift, π : F → M , of its oriented orthonormal frame bundle to
a principle U(2)-bundle, so that the pair is in the equivalence class specified by the
given SpinC structure. Let̟ be a closed 2-form onM . We call a pair, (A,Ψ),
consisting of a Hermitian connection on det (S) and a section ofS a configuration.
The groupC∞(M; U(1)) acts on the space of configurations in the following fashion:
Let u : M → U(1). Thenu sends a configuration, (A,Ψ), to (A− 2u−1du,uΨ). Two
solutions obtained one from the other in this manner are saidto begauge equivalent.
The groupC∞(M; U(1)) is called thegauge group.

In the most general form, the Seiberg-Witten equations ask that a configuration (A,Ψ)
obey

(1.11)

{
BA −Ψ†τΨ+ i ∗̟ − T = 0 and

DAΨ−S = 0,

where the pair (T,S) is a small perturbation arising as the formal gradient of a
gauge-invariant function of (A,Ψ). It is in general needed to guarantee the transver-
sality properties necessary for the definition of Seiberg-Witten-Floer cohomology. See
Chapters 10 and 11 in [KM].

Since the Seiberg-Witten equations are gauge invariant, the gauge group acts on the
space of Seiberg-Witten solutions as well. UseC in what follows to denote the set of
gauge equivalence classes of solutions to (1.11).

The cochain complex: Assume from this point on that:

(1.12) The gauge group acts freely on the space of solutions to (1.11).

Then, for a suitably generic choice of̟ , T, andS, the setC of gauge equivalence
classes of solutions to (1.11) is finite. (In fact (T,S) can be set to be trivial for this
purpose).
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Paraphrasing Definition 29.1.1 in [KM], the case when

(1.13) 2πc1(s) − [̟] = t2πc1(s)

for some realt > 0 is said to bepositive monotone, and it is said to benegative
monotonewhen t < 0. The condition (1.12) holds in the monotone case. (Cf. e.g.
Lemma 29.1.2 in [KM]).

Assume monotonicity for the rest of this subsection. In thiscase, the cochain complex
used to define the Seiberg-Witten-Floer cohomology is

CM∗
= ZC,

the freeZ-module that is generated byC.

A relative grading: The complexZC has a relativeZ/pZ-grading wherep is the
divisibility in H2(M;Z) of the classc1(s). This grading is defined using the spectral
flow of a 1-parameter family of unbounded, self-adjoint, Fredholm operatorsLc on
L2(M; iT∗M ⊕ S ⊕ i R), whose end members have trivial cokernel. The parameterc

of the family is from the space of configurations. The precisedefinition of Lc will
be given in (3.14); for now it suffices to say that the operatorLc is obtained from the
linearization of (1.11) at a given configurationc = (A,Ψ), and the operators associated
to gauge equivalent configurations are conjugate to each other. A configurationc is
said to benondegeneratewhenLc has trivial cokernel. As just noted, this notion only
depends on the gauge equivalence class ofc.

Let c−, c+ be two nondegenerate gauge equivalence classes of configurations and
useP = P(c−, c+) to denote the space of piecewise differentiable maps fromR to
the configuration space Conn(detS)) × C∞(M;S) which haves → −∞ limit that
is a configuration in the gauge equivalence class ofc− and s → ∞ limit that is a
configuration in the gauge equivalence class ofc+ . The groupC∞(M,U (1)) acts on
P by the following rule: an elementu ∈ C∞(M,U (1)) sends a path (A(s),Ψ(s)) to the
path (A(s) − 2u−1du,uΨ(s)). Two elements inP in the same orbit under this action
are said to be gauge equivalent.

The family of operatorsLc(s) associated to every elementc(s) in P(c−, c+) has a well
defined spectral flow. It turns out that this spectral flow depends only onc−, c+ , and
the path component of the gauge equivalence class ofc(s) in the orbit space

B(c−, c+) = P(c−, c+)/C∞(M,U (1)).

With this understood, we call this class inπ0
(
B(c−, c+)

)
the relative homotopy class

of c(s), and denote byI(c−, c+; h) ∈ Z the spectral flow of elements inP(c−, c+)
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with relative homotopy classh. Meanwhile, note that the set of relative homotopy
classes,π0

(
B(c−, c+)

)
, is a torsor over the groups of components of the space of gauge

transformations, i.e.H1(M;Z) ≃ H2(M;Z). Moreover, given two relative homotopy
classesh, h′ with their differenceh − h′ viewed as an element inH2(M;Z), their
respective spectral flows differ by

(1.14) I(c−, c+; h) − I(c−, c+; h′) = 〈c1(s), h − h′〉.

Finally, note that the genericity condition on (̟,T,S) is such thatc = (A,Ψ) is
nondegenerate when it solves (1.11). Assume in what follows that the triple (̟,T,S)
is chosen so that this condition hold. Applying the above discussion to the cases when
c− , c+ ∈ C, it follows from (1.14) that the mod-p reduction of the spectral flow,

I(c−, c+) := I(c−, c+; h) mod p,

provides a relativeZ/pZ-grading between any two generatorsc−, c+ of the Seiberg-
Witten Floer cochain complex.

The differential: The differential for the Seiberg-Witten Floer cohomology is defined
using solutions to the Seiberg-Witten equations onR × M . These equations are
viewed as a system of equations for a smooth maps 7→ (A(s),Ψ(s)) from R to
Conn(det(S)) × C∞(M;S). The most general form of the equations read:

(1.15)

{
d
dsA+ BA −Ψ†τΨ+ i ∗̟ − T = 0
d
dsΨ+ DAΨ−S = 0,

where̟ and (T,S) are as in (1.11). Given c−, c+ ∈ C, an instanton fromc− to c+
is an element (A(s),Ψ(s)) in P(c−, c+) solving the above equations. It is assigned a
relative homotopy class and a spectral flow in the manner described in the previous
paragraph. Moreover, a gauge transformation of an instanton is another instanton.

Let M1(c−, c+) denote the following: It is the empty set whenI(c−, c+) 6= 1. When
I(c−, c+) = 1 modp, let it be the space consisting of gauge equivalence classesof
instantons fromc− to c+ with spectral flow 1. By (1.14), the relative homotopy
classes of such instantons lie in a torsor over Kerc1(s). As explained in Section 30.1
of [KM], this fact, together with the monotonicity condition, ensures the compactness
of M1(c−, c+). With suitably generic choice of (̟, (T,S)), the spaceM1(c−, c+)
will possess the following desirable properties: It is a 1-dimensional smooth manifold
diffeomorphic to a disjoint union of finitely many copies ofR, Moreover, the 1-
parameter groupR acts freely onM1(c−, c+) by translating any instanton a constant
amount with respect to the parameters∈ R, and the aforementioned diffeomorphism
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from R to each component induces thisR-action. In addition, each 1-dimensional
component has an assigned weight, either+1 or −1. Suffice it to say for now that
this weight is obtained by comparing two canonical orientations. The first orientation
is that defined by the generator of theR-action; and the second is defined using the
determinant line of a certain family of Fredholm operators that is obtained from the
linearization of the expression on the left hand side of (1.15). Useσ(c−, c+) to denote
the sum of the±1 weights that are assigned to the 1-dimensional componentsof
M1(c−, c+) when the set of such components is non-empty. Setσ(c−, c+) to equal
zero otherwise.

Given c ∈ C, the action of the differential on [c] is given by the following formula:

(1.16) δc+ =
∑

c−∈C
σ(c−, c+) c−.

This differential has square zero andincreasesthe relativeZ/pZ-grading by 1.

It turns out that in our setting, the perturbation termsT andS may be set as zero; and
the assumption (1.12) and and the various properties ofC andM1(c−, c+) required for
the definition of the Seiberg-Witten cohomology, as sketched above, may be obtained
by a suitable generic choice of̟ alone.

The Seiberg-Witten cohomology: To summarize, in this subsection we defined a
Floer cochain complex with coefficientZ associated to each parameter set:

µS = {M, s,̟,g, q},

whereM is an oriented closed 3-manifold;s and̟ are a SpinC structure and a closed
2-form satisfying the monotonicity assumption (1.13); g is a Riemannian metric on
M ; and q = (T,S) is as in (1.11). The Seiberg-Witten Floercohomology is defined
to be the homology of the above Seiberg-Witten cochain complex, and it has a relative
Z/pZ-grading. In the notation of Definition 30.1.1 in [KM], it is written as:

HM∗(M, s,−π[̟]) := H (CM∗, δ).

It is explained in [KM] that the Seiberg-Witten Floer cohomology depends only on the
following triple:

(1.17)





• an oriented closed 3-manifoldM ,

• a SpinC -structures on M , and

• the nontrivial cohomology class

ps,̟ := 2π2c1(s) − π[̟] ∈ H2(M;R),

modulo multiplication by positive numbers.
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Thus, the positive and negative monotone cases correspond to two different versions
of Seiberg-Witten Floer cohomologies. In particular, the positive monotone version
agrees with the “ordinary Seiberg-Witten cohomology”:

HM∗(M, s) = HM∗(M, s,0).

Remarks. (1) The condition (1.12) implies that thêHM and

̂

HM versions of Seiberg-
Witten cohomology defined in [KM] are the same, and the completed versionHM•

is no different from the plainHM∗ . Hence we denote all these by the same notation
HM∗ .

(2) In fact, to describe the dependence of the periodic Floerhomology onf , it is more

appropriate to regardf as an element iñSymp(F,wF), the universal covering of the
symplectomorphism group of (F,wF). This will be clarified in Appendix A below.

1.3 The isomorphism theorem

We now describe a way to associate a Seiberg-Witten parameter setµS to each Periodic
Floer homology parameter setµM .

(1) From f : (F,wF) 	 to M. Recall from the beginning of this section that a closed
surfaceF with volume formwF together with a volume-preserving mapf on it defines
an associated mapping torusM with orientation induced fromwF . They also define a
closed 2-formwf on M .

(2) From f : (F,wF) 	 and J to g.There is a standard way to define a metricg on M
from wF and aJ ∈ Jf . See Section3.3below.

(3) From Γ to s. There is an isomorphism between the space of SpinC structures
and the homology groupH1(M;Z) as torsors overH1(M;Z), as follows: Lets be
a SpinC structure onM defined by the equivalence class of the Riemannian metric
g and a lifting F → M of the frame bundle ,as described in Section1.2. Let S
denote the associatedU (2)-bundle of spinors. Clifford multiplication by the 1-form dt
gives an anti-Hermitian automorphism ofS whose square is a negative multiple of the
identity. Write the corresponding orthogonal decomposition of S into eigenbundles as
E ⊕ E ⊗ K−1 whereE → M is a complex, Hermitian line bundle. The convention
takes the left most summand to be that on which Clifford multiplication bydt acts as
a positive multiple ofi . The assignments 7→ c1(det (E)) of a cohomology class to
a SpinC structure defines a 1-1 correspondence between the set of SpinC structures
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with H2(M;Z), and equivalently, withH1(M;Z) via Poincaŕe duality. Denote by
sΓ the SpinC structure corresponding to the homology classΓ ∈ H1(M;Z) under
this 1-1 correspondence, and bySΓ the associated spinor bundle. Note that under
this correspondence, the cohomology classcΓ in Section1.1, which is relevant to
the periodic Floer homology, equals the classc1(SΓ) in Section1.2, which in turn is
relevant to the Seiberg-Witten-Floer cohomology. In particular, this means that the two
versions ofp, defined differently in the afore-mentioned two subsections, are actually
identical, thus justifying our use of the same notion for both.

(4) From Γ, wf to ̟ . Let
̟r = 2rwf + ℘,

wherer > 0 and℘ is a closed 2-form in the cohomology class 2πc1(sΓ). With this
choice,

psΓ,̟r = −2rπ[wf ].

Note that with these choices,Γ is positive or negative monotone with respect to [wf ]
precisely whensΓ and [̟ r ] are respectively positive or negative monotone with respect
to each other.

(5) The nonlocal perturbation. Let q be arbitrary.

Because the Seiberg-Witten Floer cohomology only depends on (1.17), the Seiberg-
Witten Floer cohomology associated to the above choices does not depend on the
extraneous datar , q, and the choice of℘ within its cohomology class.

We are now ready to state the isomorphism theorem under the monotonicity assumption.

Theorem 1.2 Let µP = {(F,wF), f ,Γ, J} be a periodic Floer parameter set described
in (1.10), whereΓ ∈ H1(M;Z) is monotone with respect to[wf ] ; and associate to
it a Seiberg-Witten parameter setµS = {M, sΓ,̟r ,g, q} according to the recipe
described above. Then there is an isomorphism between the two Floer (co)homologies
with coefficientZ:

HP∗(f : (F,wF) 	,Γ)J ≃ HM−∗(M, sΓ,−π[̟r ]),

which reverses the relativeZ/pZ-gradings. In particular, if the degreedΓ < 0, then
both Floer (co)homologies vanish. IfdΓ = 0, then both sides are isomorphic toZ.

Since [wf ] is invariant under Hamiltonian isotopies off , and since the Seiberg-Witten
Floer cohomology on the right hand side of the isomorphism isinvariant under rescaling
of [wf ] by positive numbers, an immediate consequence of the aboveisomorphism is:
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Corollary 1.3 The periodic Floer homology only depends on the orientationof F ,
the Hamiltonian isotopy class off , and the monotone homology classΓ.

By working with local coefficients, both the periodic Floer homology and the Seiberg-
Witten Floer cohomology have a more general definition, where Γ need not be mono-
tone. The above isomorphism theorem and corollary have corresponding generaliza-
tions, see Theorem6.5and Corollary6.6below.

Remarks.(1) The assertions of Theorem1.2 when dΓ ≤ 0 follow from Theorem 1.3
in the articleSW⇒Gr from [T6]. See also the main theorem in [KT].

(2) The equality between the the Euler characteristics of the two Floer (co)homologies
in Theorems1.2and6.5follows from Theorem 1 in the articleSW=Gr from [T6]; see
also [MT] and [HL].

(3) This isomorphism theorem is related to a conjecture of D.Salamon, see Con-
jecture 10.1 in [S]. Roughly speaking, this conjecture says that the Seiberg-Witten
cohomology of the mapping torus off is equivalent to a certain version of the Floer
homology of symplectic fixed points forf∗ : Symd F , where Symd F denotes the
d-fold symmetric product ofF and f∗ is induced byf . By viewing the elements
{(Ci ,mi)}i in M1(Θ+,Θ−) as holomorphic (branched) multi-sections of the surface
bundleR× M → R× S1, the periodic Floer homology corresponds intuitively to this
latter Floer homology.

As we noted before, whenΓ is positive monotone or negative monotone, the Seiberg-
Witten cohomology on the right hand side of the isomorphism corresponds respectively
to the positive monotone or negative monotone version described in Section 30.1 of
[KM]; in particular, in the former case, it coincides with the “ordinary Seiberg-Witten
cohomology”HM−∗(M, sΓ). On the other hand, Taubes proved a sister version of the
above theorem in [T1]–[T4], which states that

Theorem Given a closed contact 3-manifoldM , and a homology classΓ ∈ H1(M;Z),
there is an isomorphism from the associated embedded contact homologyECH∗ to the

Seiberg-Witten Floer cohomologŷHM
−∗

(M, sΓ) which reverses the relative gradings.

In the above,sΓ is defined in the same way as in Item (3) in the beginning of this
subsection, withc1(K−1) now denoting the Euler class of the 2-plane field which
defines the contact structure.

Recall from the last remark in Section1.2 that ĤM
−∗

(M, s) = HM−∗(M, s) when
c1(s) is nontorsion; it follows immediately that
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Corollary 1.4 Let M be the mapping torus of an orientation-preserving mapf : (F,wF) 	,
andΓ ∈ H1(M;Z) be a positive monotone class with respect to[wf ] , then

ECH∗(M, ξ;Γ) ≃ HP∗(f ,Γ + hξ),

where the left hand side denotes the embedded contact homology of (M, ξ); ξ is a
contact structure consistent with ithe orientation ofM , andhξ is Poincare dual to the
primary obstruction to finding a homotopy between the 2-plane fieldsξ andKerπ∗ .

The isomorphism in Theorem1.2 may be used to compute one Floer (co)homology
from the other, depending on which is easier to compute in thecontext. Here are some
sample applications of this type.

First, note that monotone classes with respect to a fixed [wf ] are specified by their
degreedΓ . In particular,dΓ < g−1 whenΓ is positive monotone, anddΓ > g−1 when
Γ is negative monotone. By the definition of periodic Floer homology, dΓ 6= g− 1.

I. From HP to HM: The degree-1 periodic Floer homology of the mapping torus off is
identical with a certain version of the symplectic Floer homology of f . (See Appendix
B for a precise statement). The latter has been computed for all area-preserving surface
automorphisms, see [C] and references therein. This implies that the corresponding
Seiberg-Witten-Floer cohomology of degree< 2 is known for all mapping tori of
area-preserving surface automorphisms as well. In [HS], the periodic Floer homology
of certain Dehn twists has been computed. This also providessome new computations
of the Seiberg-Witten-Floer cohomology.

II. From HM to HP: Corollary 31.5.2 in [KM] gives a long exact sequence relating the
positive monotone version ofHM∗ , the negative monotone version ofHM∗ , and the bar-
version of the Seiberg-Witten homology at the “balanced perturbation”cb = −2π2c1(s)
(Cf. Section 31.1 of [KM]). The dual version of this exact sequence takes the following
form:

· · ·
j∗

−→ HM∗(M, s, c+)
i∗

−→ HM∗(M, s, cb)
p∗
−→ HM∗(M, s, c−)

j∗
−→ HM∗(M, s, c+)

i∗
−→ · · · ,

(1.18)

where the first term and the third term above denote the positive monotone version and
the negative monotone version of the Seiberg-Witten Floer cohomology respectively.
Thus, knowledge of the ordinary Seiberg-Witten cohomologyenables one to compute
the periodic Floer homology in degrees larger thang− 1.

Corollary 1.5 (Cotton-Clay) Suppose the genusg of the surfaceF is positive. Let
Γ be a monotone class with respect to[wf ] with degreedΓ > 2g− 2. Then

HP∗(f ,Γ) ≃ HM−∗(M, sΓ, cb),
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whereHM∗(M, s, cb) denotes the bar-version of the Seiberg-Witten Floer cohomology
at the “balanced perturbation” .

Proof. Let Γ be a monotone class with degreedΓ > 2g − 2 ≥ g − 1 as in the
statement of the Corollary, and takes = sΓ in the above long exact sequence. By
the equivalenceHM∗(M, s, c+) ≃ HM∗(M, s) (see Theorem 31.1.2 in [KM]) and
the adjunction inequality (see Corollary 40.1.2 in [KM], or rather, its dual version),
this condition on degree implies thatHM∗(M, s, c+) = 0. On the other hand, by
Theorem1.2, HM∗(M, s, c−) ≃ HP−∗(f ,Γ), sinceΓ is negative monotone. The
claim of the Corollary follows by combining these observations with the long exact
sequence above.

Remark.The bar-version of Floer cohomology is defined solely from the space of flat
connections onM and the family of Dirac operators parametrized by it. In Chapters
33-35 of [KM], Kronheimer and Mrowka showed that the bar-verion of Seiberg-Witten
Floer homology can be computed from a “Coupled Morse chain complex” on the
torus of flat connections. Given a Morse function on the torusH1(M;R)/H1(M;Z),
this chain complex is constructed from its moduli spaces of gradient flow lines of
dimensions 1 and 3, together with appropriately chosen

̂

Cech cocycles in cohomology
classes determined byc1(s) and the triple cup productΥ :

∧3 H1(M) → H3(M) ≃ Z.
Especially, explicit formulas are given in Chapter 35 of [KM] for HM∗ in the special
cases when whenb1(M) ≤ 3, or when f is isotopic to the identity andc1(s) is
proportional to the Poincaré dual of [F]. A modification of the computation for the last
example in [KM] finds that under the assumptions that|〈c1(s), [F]〉| > 0 andg > 0,
these groups are always non-torsion overZ. Note in contrast that whenb1(M) > 1,
the Euler characteristics of both Floer (co)homologies aretrivial by the adjunction
inequality for Seiberg-Witten invariants of 3-manifolds,as the latter is independent of
perturbations.

The previous Corollary may be generalized as follows: By combining the isomorphism
theorem1.2 with the involution in Seiberg-Witten theory, described inthe Floer-
homology context in Proposition 25.5.5 of [KM], one has the following:

If Γ is a monotone class of degreed > g − 1 with respect to a certain [wf ], then
HP∗(f ,Γ) ≃ HM−∗(M, sΓ∗ , c−), whereΓ∗ is the monotone class of degree 2g−2−d
with respect to the same class [wf ]. Thus, it can be computed fromHM∗(M, sΓ∗ , cb)
andHM∗(M, sΓ∗ , c+) by the long exact sequence (1.18). This means that the periodic
Floer homology is completely determined by the ordinary andbar-versions of the
Seiberg-Witten-Floer cohomologies for monotone classes of degrees 0< d < g− 1,
and thei∗ -maps between the two versions ofHM∗ . In particular, it implies that the
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periodic Floer homology with coefficientZ for all surfaces ofg ≤ 2, when it is
well-defined, is completely determined by the cohomology ofM , except the case when
g = 2 and eΓ = c1(K). In this last case it is determined by thei∗ -map from the
relevant ordinary Seiberg-Witten-Floer cohomology, which is Z in this case.

Proving the isomorphism theorems. The isomorphism stated in Theorems1.2and
6.5 is obtained by using a version of Seiberg-Witten equations (1.11), parametrized
by r ∈ R+ , to define the cochain complex for the Seiberg-Witten Floer cohomology.
For suitably chosenf andJ (Cf. Section2) and any sufficiently larger , we construct
an isomorphismbetween the periodic Floer homology complex and the corresponding
Seiberg-Witten-Floer cohomology complex, which reversesthe relativeZ/pZ-grading.
Note in constrast that there are no such isomorphisms between the ECH and HM
complexes in the proof ofECH = HM in [T1]–[T4]. Instead, the latter proof relies
on a filtration on the Floer (co)chain complexes, and constructed injective chain maps
from finitely-generated sub-complexes of theECH chain complex to theHM cochain
complex. An isomorphism between the respective Floer (co)-homologiesis obtained
after taking a direct limit. This filtration argument is not needed in this article; this is
because the appearance of the non-exact perturbation two-form wf guarantees that the
Seiberg-Witten-Floer cochan complex in our context is finitely generated.

The proofs of Theorems1.2and6.5have the same analytic details, which are in most
respects very similar to those in the proof of Theorem 1 in [T1], which is in turn based
on the techniques from [T6]. In particular, most of the proof of Theorem 1 can be
borrowed with only notational or cosmetic changes from corresponding arguments in
[T1]-[T4]. This said, the authors have chosen to direct the reader to such arguments
when appropriate with faith that the reader can make the required changes. The detailed
arguments in what follows give those parts of the proof of Theorems1.2 and6.5 that
differ substantially from their [T1]-[T4] analog. Note in this regard that to show that
the map fromECH to HM is onto, the arguments in [T1] and [T4] use at key points
an estimate for the spectral flow of a certain 1-parameter family of Dirac operators.
This is the spectral flow estimate given by Proposition 5.1 of[T7]. This spectral
flow estimate plays a profound role in [T1] and [T4] and is the key new idea which
was not present in [T6]. As it turns out, there is no need here for this spectral flow
estimate; judicious use of the action functional in Seiberg-Witten-Floer theory and
cohomological considerations of the sort used in the articleSW⇒Gr from [T6] suffice.
(For example, none of Section 5 in [T4] is needed here). Similar arguments are used
in [L1] to prove an analog ofSW⇒Gr in the more general setting of 4-manifold with
cylindrical ends equipped with an asymptotically constantharmonic 2-form, which
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may not be nowhere vanishing, and where higher-dimensionalmoduli spaces are also
considered.

The proof of Theorem1.2is given in Section4.4, and Section6.3contains the modifi-
cation needed to generalize to Theorem6.5.

1.4 Notation and conventions

What follows usesc0 to denote a constant that is greater than 1. Unless a specific
note to the contrary is present, this constant is independent of other relevant parameters
in the discussion. The precise value ofc0 can be assumed to increase in subsequent
appearances. The letterκ is used for a similar purpose.

The constructions in the subsequent sections use a fixed, non-increasing function,
χ : [0,∞) → [0,1] which takes value 1 on

[
0, 5

16

]
and is zero on

[ 7
16,∞

)
.

On the Seiberg-Witten-Floer theory side, we follow the gauge-theory literature in which
the boundary maps are defined by flows from thes → −∞ side to thes → ∞ side
(and therefore thecoboundary maps go in the opposite direction).

On the periodic Floer homology side, we follow the symplectic Floer theory literature
in which the boundary maps are defined by flows from thes→ ∞ side to thes→ −∞

side.

This accounts for our notational convention that in the various corresponding notations
in the two Floer theories, the positive and the negative endsappear in the opposite order,
such asM1(Θ+,Θ−) v.s. M1(c−, c+). It is for the same reason that the periodic Floer
homologyis isomorphic to the Seiberg-Witten-Floercohomology.
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2 Deforming the map f and the almost complex structureJ

The proof of Theorem1.2 requires two preliminary steps. These steps are needed in
order to use the techniques from [T1]-[T4]. The first step makes a small modification
to the diffeomorphism,f , that definesM and the associated periodic Floer homology
chain complex. The second step makes a small modification to the almost complex
structure onR×M that is used to construct the differential on this same chaincomplex.
With a classΓ ∈ H1(M;Z) given, the deformations that are described below can be
made so the original and the new periodic Floer homology chain complexes have the
same set of generators and identical differentials. The deformation depends on the
choice of a pair (δ,N), whereδ is a small, positive number, andN is a positive integer.

Let ΛN denote the set of periodic orbits off with periodN or less. IfΓ ∈ H1(M;Z)
is any given class, then there existsN such thatΓ ’s version of the setA is defined
solely from periodic orbits inΛN .

2.1 The deformation of f

A small deformation off is described here, It changesf only near the points that
comprise the periodic orbits inΛN but fixes these same orbits.

Fix γ ∈ ΛN and letq ∈ 1, · · · ,N denote its period. A pair of functionsz = (z1, z2)
defined on a neighborhood of p∈ F are said to define asymplectic coordinate chart
centered at p when they vanish at p and are such thatwF is given bydz1 ∧ dz2 near p.
Given such a pair of functionz= (z1, z2), thenf q appears as a map that can be written
as

(2.1) z 7→ Kγ · z+ q (z), where|q| ≤ c0|z|
2 and whereKγ ∈ Sl (2;R).

If γ is elliptic, then the matrixKγ is conjugate in Sl (2;R) to a rotation by an angle
2πR, whereR ∈ (0,1). This R is called therotation numberof the periodic orbit. It
does not depend on the chosen point p∈ γ or on the chosen symplectic coordinate
chart. Moreover, ifγ is nondegenerate,R is irrational. If γ is hyperbolic, thenKγ is
conjugate in Sl (2;R) to a matrix of the form

(2.2)

[
λ 0
0 λ−1

]
,

whereλ is a real number with|λ| > 1. In all cases, the eigenvalues ofKγ do not
depend on the choice of the symplectic coordinate chart.
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Definition 2.1 Given Kγ , define functionsνγ andµγ on [0,2π] from the type and
rotation number ofγ as follows:

• If γ is elliptic with rotation numberR, thenνγ = 1
2R andµγ = 0.

• If γ is hyperbolic, thenνγ = 1
2R andµγ = − i

4π ln |λ|e2iRτ with

R =

{
0 whenγ is positive hyperbolic;
1
2 whenγ is negative hyperbolic,

whereλ is as in (2.2).

Fix z∈ C, and solve the equation

(2.3)
i
2
∂τη + νγη + µγ η̄ = 0

for a functionη : R → C with η(0) = z. With η andz viewed as vectors inR2, the
solution has the formη(τ ) = U(τ ) · z, whereU is a map fromR to Sl (2;R) with the
following properties:

• U(0) is the identity.

• If γ is elliptic with rotation numberR, thenU(2π) is the rotation through angle
2πR.

• If γ is hyperbolic, thenU(2π) is the matrix in (2.2).

For k ∈ Z, set
Uk/q
γ = U(2πk/q).

Fix a point p∈ γ . As the almost complex structureJ onR×M must map Ker(π∗) to
itself alongR × γ ; thus it defines an almost complex structure onTF|p. The latter is
denoted byjp. Sincej2p = −1, it follows that there exist symplectic coordinate chart
z= (z1, z2) for F near p, such thatjp ∂

∂z1
= ∂

∂z2
. Coordinates of this sort are said to be

J-adapted.

What follows describes the desired modification off .

Lemma 2.2 Fix a positive integerN. Then there exists a constantκ ≥ 1 such
that givenδ < κ−1, there exists a diffeomorphismf ′ : F → F with the following
properties:

(1) The mapf ′ is area-preserving, which is to say that(f ′)∗wF = wF .

(2) All periodic orbits off ′ are non-degenerate.
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(3) The mapsf and f ′ have the same set of periodic orbits with periodN or less.
Moreover, corresponding orbits are either both elliptic orboth hyperbolic. If
both elliptic, then they have the same rotation number. If both hyperbolic, then
they are either both positive hyperbolic or negative hyperbolic. In either case,
the eigenvalues of the corresponding versions of the matrixK(·) agree.

(4) Let γ denote a periodic orbit of periodq ≤ N. Then there areJ-adapted,
symplectic coordinates about the points that compriseγ such that for each
k ∈ {0, · · · ,q− 1} the mapf ′ nearf k(p) in these coordinates is given by

z 7→ U(k+1)/q
γ · (Uk/q

γ )−1z+ pk(z),

wherepk is zero in a neighborhood ofz= 0.

(5) The respectiveJ-adapted, symplectic coordinate disks of radiusδ about the
points in the orbits fromΛN are pairwise disjoint inF ; and the mapsf and f ′

agree on the complement of the union of all these disks.

This lemma is proved momentarily.

2.2 The modification of J

A deformation of f given in Lemma2.2 requires a corresponding deformation of
the almost complex structure that is used to define periodic Floer homology. This
modification is constructed in the four parts that follow.

Part 1. The embeddingϕγ and the modified vector field∂′t . It is assumed in what
follows that (δ,N) has been chosen subject to the conditions in Lemma2.2. Let f ′

denote a map given by (2.1) using this data. Such a modification of f requires a
corresponding modification to the vector field∂t . The new version of∂t is described
in what follows.

It proves useful to view elements inΛN now as integral curves of∂t . Fix γ ∈ ΛN , now
viewed as a closed integral curve of the vector field∂t on M . As such,γ has a tubular
neighborhood embeddingϕγ : S1 × D → M , whereD ⊂ C is a disk of small radius.
Such an embedding is described momentarily with certain desirable properties.

Useτ to denote the affine parameter onS1, and usez to denote the complex coordinate
for C. The desired embedding,ϕγ , has the following properties:



24 Yi-Jen Lee and Clifford Henry Taubes

Lemma 2.3 Given N ≥ 1, there existsκ ≥ 1 with the following significance:

Fix δ ∈ (0, κ−1) and invoke Lemma2.2to construct a mapf ′ . Fix such anf ′ , and let
D ⊂ C denote the disk of radius100δ . Then there is a set{ϕγ : S1 × D → M}γ∈ΛN

of embeddings with pairwise disjoint images, and such that for eachγ ∈ ΛN , the
embeddingϕγ obeys:

• The composition ofϕγ with the projectionπ : M → S1 sends(τ, z) to qτ with
q here denoting the period ofγ .

• The vector fieldq−1∂t is the push-forward fromS1×D of a vector field that has
the form

∂τ − 2i (νz+ µz̄+ r) ∂z + 2i (νz̄+ µ̄z+ r̄) ∂z̄,

whereν is anR-valued function onS1 andµ is aC-valued function. Meanwhile
r is such that its absolute value is bounded byκ|z|2 and its first derivatives are
bounded in absolute value byκ|z|.

• Useϕγ to identify the disks
⋃

0≤k≤q({2πk/q}×D) with their embedded images
via ϕγ in F = π−1(0). Granted this identification, the mapf ′ is obtained by
traveling for time2π/q along the integral curves of the vector field

vγ := ∂τ − 2i (νγz+ µγ z̄+ r′) ∂z + 2i (νγ z̄+ µ̄γz+ r̄′) ∂z̄

wherer′ has the following properties: It vanishes where|z| is in a neighborhood
of 0, and it is equal tor where|z| > δ .

• The vector fieldϕγ∗∂z alongR× γ is such thatJ(ϕγ∗∂z) = ϕγ∗(i∂z).

This lemma is proved in Section2.4.

Define a vector field,∂t′ , on M as follows:

∂t′ =

{
(ϕγ )∗ vγ over the image ofϕγ , for all γ ∈ ΛN,

∂t otherwise.

This vector field∂t′ is the desired modifcation of∂t .

Part 2. The set of almost complex structuresJ0f . In this and the next part, we
digress to describe the criteria for membership in the subset J1f of the set of almost
complex structures onR×M . The criteria are of two sorts. The first sort is a standard
genericity condition: It requires that all irreducible, pseudoholomorphic subvarieties
be non-degenerate in the sense that a certain associated Fredholm operator has trivial
cokernel. To say more, suppose thatC ⊂ R×M is an irreducible, pseudoholomorphic
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subvariety. There exists amodel curvefor C, denotedC0. This is a smooth, complex
curve with a smooth, pseudoholomorphic map

ϕ0 : C0 → M,

which is 1-1 on the complement of a finite set, ontoC. The subvarietyC is said to be
immersedwhenϕ0 is an immersion.

The operator in question has a relatively straightforward description in the case whenC
is immersed. Supposing that such is the case, then a normal bundle N→ C0 is defined
so that it restricts to any open setU ⊂ C0 that is embedded byϕ0 as the pull-back via
ϕ0 of the normal bundle ofϕ0(U) ⊂ C in R × M . The almost complex structureJ
endows N with the structure of a complex line bundle. This said, view N henceforth
as a complex line bundle. Then there exists onC0 a canonical,R-linear Fredholm
operator that maps sections overC0 of N to those of N⊗ T0,1C0. This operator is
denoted asDC . Its action on a sectionη of N can be written as

(2.4) DCη = ∂̄η + νCη + µCη̄,

where the notation is as follows: Fix a Hermitian metric on N so as to give the
latter a holomorphic structure; this is used to define∂̄ . Meanwhile,νC and µC are
respective sections ofT0,1C0 and N⊗2 ⊗ T0,1C0 that are defined using the 1-jet along
C of J. Note that a change of Hermitian metric is compensated by a change in what
is meant byνC . This is why (2.4) is canonical. The assumption that all periodic
orbits are non-degenerate implies thatDC mapsL2

1(C0; N) to L2(C0; N ⊗ T0,1C0) as a
Fredholm operator. Thekernelof DC is used here to denote the space of sections in
L2

1(C0; N) that are annihilated byDC . Thecokernelof DC is used here to denote its
L2(C0; N⊗2⊗T0,1C0) cokernel. This is the kernel of the formal adjoint. Note also that
the kernel and cokernel elements are smooth. In any event, the indexof DC denotes its
index as a Fredholm operator fromL2

1(C0; N) to L2(C0; N ⊗ T0,1C0). This Fredholm
version ofDC is the Fredholm operator that was alluded to at the outset. There is
an analogous Fredholm version ofDC in the case whenϕ0 is not an immersion; it is
described for example in Section 4 of [HT1].

The interest in these operators stems from the following fact: The set of irreducible,
pseudoholomorphic subvarieties has a topology whereby a neighborhood of any given
such subvarietyC is homeomorphic to the zero locus of a smooth map from a ball in
Ker(DC) to Coker(DC).

A by-now standard argument using the Smale-Sard theorem canbe used to prove the
following:
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Lemma 2.4 There is a residual subsetJ0f ⊂ Jf of almost complex structures with
the following property: IfJ ∈ J0f , and if C is an irreducible,J-pseudoholomorphic
subvariety, thenDC has trivial cokernel.

In terms of this, the first criterion forJ to be inJ1f is:

[J1] J ∈ J0f .

Part 3. The set of almost complex structuresJ1f . This part describes the second sort
of criteria for membership inJ1f . Assume thatJ ∈ J0f . The criteria here involve the
ends of pseudoholomorphic subvarieties that comprise the setM1(Θ,Θ′) for pairsΘ,
Θ′ in the setA. To say more, suppose thatΣ ∈ M1(Θ,Θ′). The fact thatΣ is in a
1-dimensional moduli space implies that there is a unique (C,m) ∈ Σ with such that the
submanifoldC not R-invariant. LetE ⊂ C denote an end. Reintroduce the notation
qE , λqE , andςqE from the discussion of (1.7); and define a subset divE ⊂ {1, · · · ,qE}

as follows: An integerq is in divE if either of the following is true:

(1) q = qE ,

(2) q is a proper divisor ofqE , and there is a (2πq)-periodic eigenfunctionςq of
the operator in (1.8) with eigenvalueλq of the same sign asλqE , such that
|λqE | > |λq| > 0.

Note that the sign in item (2) above is positive or negative respectively whenE is a
positive or negative end. We now state the other criteria forJ to be inJ1f :

For any choice ofΘ, Θ′ , Σ, C described above,

[J2a] divE = {qE} for any endE of C.

[J2b] The 2πq-periodic functionsςqE (t) 6= ςqE′
(t + 2πk) for any choice of:

• two distinct ends ofC, E and E ′ , which are both positive or negative,
such that the respective constants ∈ R slices ofE and E ′ converge as
|s| → ∞ to the same periodic orbit inM , and thatqE = qE ′ =: q;

• a pair of 2πq-periodic eigenfunctionsςqE , ςqE′
respectively for theE and

E ′ ’s versions of the operator (1.8).

• an integerk.

Definition 2.5 J1f is the set of almost complex structuresJ satisfying all three
conditions [J1], [J2a], [J2b] above.

The arguments in Sections 3 and 4 of [HT1] can be adapted with only notational
changes to prove that the setJ1f is a residual subset ofJ0f .
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Part 4. The modified almost complex structure J′ . The next lemma describes a
modified version of the given almost complex structure,J; this is to go with the
modified version off provided by Lemma2.2and the modified version of∂t provided
by Lemma2.3.

Lemma 2.6 Given an integerN, there existsκ > 1 with the following significance:
Fix δ < κ−1 and letf ′ denote a map given by Lemma2.2. Define∂t′ from f ′ as done
subsequent to Lemma2.3. Then there is an almost complex structure,J′ , on T(R×M)
with the properties listed below.

• J′∂s = ∂t′

• J′ is tamed byds∧ dt+ wf .

• Fix γ ∈ ΛN and extend Lemma2.3’s mapϕγ as a map

ϕ̂γ : R× (S1 × D) → R× M, (σ, (τ, z)) 7→ (s= qσ, ϕγ (τ, z)).

ThenJ′(ϕ̂γ)∗∂z = (ϕ̂γ)∗i∂z on a neighborhood of thez= 0 locus.

• J′ ∈ J1f ′ .

• There is a canonical 1-1 correspondence between theJ-pseudoholomorphic
curves that contribute to the periodic Floer homology differential and those that
are J′ -pseudoholomorphic. This correspondence is such that partnered curves
contribute identical±1 weights to the respective differentials.

This lemma is proved in Section2.4.

With N given and a choice ofδ obeying the conditions of Lemmas2.2–2.6, fix f ′

as in Lemma2.2 and J′ as in Lemma2.6. The pair (f ′, J′) is said to be an (δ,N)-
approximation to(f , J). The following is a direct corollary of Lemmas2.2and2.6:

Proposition 2.7 Fix a pair (f , J) with f : F → F satisfying (1.1) andJ ∈ J1f . Use
the latter to define the chain complex and differential for periodic Floer homology.
Then there exists an integerN∗ ≥ 1 such that∀N ≥ N∗ , there exists anδN ∈ R with
the following significance:

Given any δ ∈ (0, δN) and an (δ,N)-approximation, (f ′, J′), to (f , J), there is a
canonical isomorphism from thef -version of the periodic Floer chain complex to
the f ′ -version, that intertwines the corresponding differentials. In particular, the two
versions of periodic Floer homology are canonically isomorphic.
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Remark.The definition of periodic Floer homology that was given originally in [H1]
restricted the pair (f , J) to those wheref obeys the fifth item of Lemma2.2and where
J near eachγ ∈ ΛN version ofR× γ is constant when written in a suitable coordinate
chart. This understood, Proposition2.7can be viewed as the assertion that the periodic
Floer homology for any pair (f , J) can be computed using a pair of the sort described
in [H1].

2.3 Preliminary constructions

The proofs of Lemmas2.2-2.6 require some preliminary constructions which will be
used in the definitions off ′ andϕγ . These are given in the subsequent two parts of
this subsection.

Part 1. The tubular neighborhood mapsϕγ . Fix γ ∈ ΛN . This first part describes a
tubular neighborhood map forγ that is shown in Section2.4to satisfy the requirements
of Lemma2.3. In what follows,q denotes the period ofγ .

Let z = (z1, z2) denote the symplectic coordinates centered on the corresponding
fixed point p of f as described in Lemma2.2. Use these coordinates to identify a
neighborhood of p∈ F with a small radius diskD′ ⊂ R2 about the origin. This then
gives an embedding

ϕ0 : [0,2π] × D′ → M such that

(ϕ0)∗∂τ = ∂t and ϕ0 (2π, z) = ϕ0 (0, f q(z)).

The mapz 7→ f q(z) mapsD′ to R2 and fixes the origin. It also preserves the area-form
wF . This understood, there exists a homotopy of area-preserving maps,

{ψτ (z) : D′′ → R2}τ∈[0,2π],

whereD′′ is a diskD′′ ⊂ D′ , andψτ is such that:

• ψτ (0) = 0 for all τ ,

• ψτ (z) = z nearτ = 0, and

• ψτ (z) = f−q(z) nearτ = 2π .

Let D∗ ⊂ D′′ denote a small radius disk about the origin such thatD∗ is in ψτ (D′′) for
all τ . Define the map

ϕ1 : [0,2π] × D∗ → M, (τ, z) 7→ ϕ0 (τ, ψτ (z)).
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By construction,ϕ1(0, z) = ϕ1(2π, z). As a consequence,ϕ1 defines a map from
S1 × D∗ into M such thatϕ∗

1dt = qdτ .

By assumption,J maps the kernel ofπ∗ to itself alongγ . It is also the case that the
quadratic formwF(·, J(·)) is positive on the kernel ofπ∗ alongγ . As a consequence,
the action ofJ alongγ on ϕ1∗∂z is such that

(ϕ−1
1 )∗ J (ϕ1)∗∂z = i (1+ |υ|2)1/2 ∂z + υ ∂z̄,

whereυ here is a smooth map fromS1 to C . This understood, we may define:

Definition 2.8 Set ϕγ : S1 × D∗ → M to be the map that sends any given point
(τ, z) to ϕ1(τ,Vτz), where the mapτ 7→ Vτ , from S1 to Sl(2;R) is chosen so thatϕγ

satisfies the following properties:

• The vector fieldq−1∂t is the push-forward viaϕγ of a vector field onS1 × D∗

that can be written as

(2.5) ∂τ − 2i (νz+ µz̄+ r) ∂z + 2i (νz̄+ µ̄z+ r̄) ∂z̄,

whereν is anR-valued function onS1 andµ is aC-valued function. Meanwhile
r is such that its absolute value is bounded byκ|z|2 , and its derivatives are
bounded in absolute value byκ|z| for a positive constantκ.

• J(ϕγ )∗ ∂z = (ϕγ)∗i ∂z alongγ .

In what follows,F is identified withπ−1(0) ⊂ M andϕγ is used to identify{2πk/q}×
D∗ ⊂ S1 × D∗ with a disk in F , for any givenk ∈ {0, · · · ,q}. Granted these
identifications, then (ϕγ)∗ f on a small radius, concentric subdisk in theτ = 2πk/q
disk insideS1 × D∗ is obtained from (2.5) by following the integral curves of (2.5)
from this subdisk to where they intersect theτ = 2π(k+ 1)/q disk in S1 × D∗ .

Part 2. The mapsuτ : D ⊂ F → F. This part constructs anS1-parametrized family
of area-preserving mapsuτ from a certain disk inF to F . This family is used to
construct the mapf ′ .

To start, introduce (ν, µ) to denote the pair of functions that arise when writing
q−1(ϕ−1

γ )∗∂t as in (2.5). There exists a 1-parameter set,{(νλ, µλ)}λ∈[0,1], of re-
spectivelyR-valued andC-valued functions onS1 satisfying the following:

• (ν0, µ0) = (νγ , µγ), and (ν1, µ1) = (ν, µ).
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• Let Kλ ∈ Sl (2;R) be defined so that givenz∈ R2, Kλ ·z is the value atτ = 2π
of the solution to the equation

i
2

d
dτ
η + νλη + µλη̄ = 0, η(0) = z.

Then eachλ ∈ [0,1] version ofKλ is conjugate in Sl (2;R) to Kγ .

Fix such a 1-parameter family.

Reintroduce the functionχ from Section1.4. Fix ρ0 ∈ (0, δ16) and setλ∗ to be the
function onR2 given byλ∗(z) = χ

(
ln |z|/ ln ρ0

)
. Introduce respectiveR-valued and

C-valued functions onS1 × D given at (τ, z) by (νλ
∗

, µλ
∗

). With these function in
hand, set

(2.6) r(1)
= (νλ

∗

− νγ) z+ (µλ
∗

− µγ) z̄+ λ∗r+ e,

wherer also comes from (2.5), and wheree is a smooth map fromS1 × D∗ to C with
the following properties:

• e is supported where|z| ∈ (ρ7/16
0 , ρ

5/16
0 ).

• e and its derivatives to order 100 are bounded byρ1000
0 .

The terme is used subsequently as a source of ‘suitably generic’ perturbations.

Chooseδ small enough so that the disk inC about the origin with radiusδ lies in D∗ .
There exists a constantc0 so that over the diskD ⊂ D∗ of radiusc−1

0 δ∗ , the following
family of maps{u(1)

τ : D → D∗}τ∈[0,2π] is well-defined: Givenz ∈ C, solve the
differential equation

(2.7)
i
2

d
dτ
η + νγη + µγ η̄ + r(1)(η) = 0, η(0) = z,

and set
u

(1)
τ (z) := η (τ ).

This map has the following three properties:

• There is a diskD(1) ⊂ D centered at the origin of radius less thanρ1/2
0 such that

u(1)
τ acts on a neighborhood ofD(1) as multiplication by the matrixU(τ ) that is

constructed in Section2.1 from the solutions to the linear equation depicted in
(2.3).

• There is a diskD(2) ⊂ D of radius less thanρ1/4
0 that containsD(1) and is

such thatu(1)
τ acts on a neighorhood ofD − D(2) as an area-preserving map.

Furthermore, ifk ∈ {0, · · · ,q−1}, thenu(1)
τ=2πk/q on D−D(2) is given byϕ∗

γ f

on {2πk/q} × (D − D(2)).
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• Eachu(1)
τ is nearly area-preserving in the sense that its pull-back ofthe area

form i
2dz∧ dz̄ can be written as

(2.8)
(
1+wτ

) i
2

dz∧ dz̄,

where the error term,wτ , is supported inD(2) − D(1) and is such that|wτ | ≤

c0| ln ρ0|
−1.

Now set

uτ := ̺τ ◦ u
(1)
τ ,

where̺τ is a diffeomorphism ofD∗ , which is the identity onD(1) and onD−D(2) so
that the result is area-preserving.

The map̺τ is defined using Moser’s trick. To elaborate, the map̺τ is obtained by
integrating aτ -dependent vector field onD(2) − D(1) that vanishes near the boundary.
This is to say that ∂∂τ ̺τ = vτ (̺τ ), where τ 7→ vτ is a vector field with compact
support onD(2) − D(1). This vector field vτ is chosen so that its contraction with
the form in (2.8) is an anti-derivative,bτ , of the 2-form i

2wτ dz∧ dz̄ with compact
support inD(2)−D(1). To say more about this anti-derivative, introduce the cylindrical
coordinates (ρ, θ) on D by writing z= ρeiθ . The 2-form i

2wτ dz∧ dz̄ can be written
asd (hτdθ ), where

(2.9) hτ (ρ, θ) =
∫ ρ

0
wτ (x, θ) x dx.

The functionhτ is zero onD(1) and it depends only on the angleθ on a neighborhood of
D−D(2). The fact thati2 wτ dz∧dz̄ has integral zero overD(2) implies thathτ = ∂

∂θ uτ
on D − D(2) where uτ is a function only of the angleθ . This understood, letρ(2)

denote the radius ofD(2), and then define

(2.10) bτ = hτ dθ − d
(

(1− χ(| · |/ρ2) uτ
)
.

This 1-form has compact support inD−D(2) and is such thatdbτ = i
2wτdz∧dz̄. Note

for future reference that|bτ | and itsτ -derivative are both bounded byc0| ln ρ0|
−1|z|.

In addition, |∇bτ | and itsτ -derivative are bounded byc0| ln ρ0|
−1|z|. It follows as a

consequence that vτ and its corresponding derivatives obey similar bounds.

2.4 Proofs of Lemmas2.2, 2.3and 2.6

We now have the ingredients to define the modified map:
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Definition 2.9 Given a pair (δ,N) of a small positive number and an integer, let
f ′ : F → F be the following map:

f ′
=

{
(ϕ−1

γ )∗ uτ=2πk/q onϕγ

(
{2πk/q} × D

)
, ∀k ∈ {0, · · · ,q− 1} andγ ∈ ΛN;

f on the remainder ofF.

In the above,q denotes the period ofγ , and the parameterse, ρ0 that enter into the
definition ofuτ=2πk/q are chosen as follows:

• the perturbation terme in (2.6) is chosen in a suitably generic fashion so that all
periodic points off ′ are non-degenerate periodic points;

• let ρ0 = δ32.

By construction,f ′ obeys the first two items of Lemma2.2, and it obeys the remaining
items if all periodic orbits off ′ with period N or less are inf ′s version ofΛN . To
prove this, suppose thatγ′ ⊂ F is a periodic orbit off ′ with periodq′ ∈ {1, · · · ,N}.

Let p′ ∈ γ′ . Given that|f − f ′| ≤ c0 ρ
1/4
0 , it follows that |dist

(
f ′q′(p′),p′

)
| ≤ c0 ρ

1/4
0

also. Thus, ifδ < c−1
0 , then there is an orbitγ ⊂ ΛN of order a divisor,q, of q′ ,

and a point p∈ γ with the following property: Eachk ∈ {1, · · · ,q′} version of

f k(p) has distancec0 ρ
1/4
0 or less from bothf k(p′) and (f ′)k(p′). This understood, p′

and its f ′ iterates are in the image via the tubular neighborhood mapϕγ of the set⋃
1≤k≤q{2πk/q} × D. No generality is lost by assuming that p′ is in theϕγ image of

a point (0, z) ∈ S1 × D.

Let η(τ ) denote the solution to (2.7) with η(0) = z and set the constant

λ = λ∗(z).

Given thatη obeys (2.7), it follows that

(2.11) c−1
0 |z| ≤ |η| ≤ c0 |z|

at all τ ∈ S1. As a consequence,|λ∗(η) − λ| ≤ c0| ln δ|−1 at eachτ ∈ S1. This then
implies that the equation forη can be written as

(2.12)
i
2

d
dτ
η + νλη + µλη̄ + x(η) = 0,

where|x(η)| ≤ c0| ln δ|−1|η|. Integrating (2.12) finds that

|
(
1− (Kλ)q′/q)z| ≤ c0| ln δ|

−1|z|.

This last inequality requires thatz= 0 whenδ is small by virtue of the fact thatKλ is
conjugate in Sl (2;R) to Kγ and det

(
1− (Kγ)q′/q

)
6= 0 for all integer multiplesq′ of

q.
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To obtain Lemma2.3, take r′ to be the version ofr(1) given by (2.6) that is used to
constructf ′ . This done, then the lemma only summarizes definitions ofϕγ and the
map f ′ given in the previous section.

The proof of Lemma2.6differs only in notation from the proof of Proposition 2.5 from
[T1] given in the latter’s Appendix. The reader is referred to this same Appendix for
the details. The five remarks that follows serve only to pointout certain key points that
enter the proof.

Remark 1. It is a relatively straightforward exercise with matrices to construct an
almost complex structureJ′ that obeys all but the fifth item of Lemma2.6, and which
has the following additional properties: First,|J − J′| is zero except in the image via

the maps from{ϕγ}γ∈ΛN of the set inS1×D where|z| ≤ ρ
1/4
0 . Second, the difference

betweenJ andJ′ on such an image is such that |J−J′| ≤ c0 |z|. In general|∇(J−J′)|
will be O (1). This last fact complicates a direct perturbation theoretic construction of
the desired pairing betweenJ andJ′ pseudoholomorphic curves.

Remark 2. To see how this problem is addressed, keep in mind that thef and f ′

versions of the setΛN agree; as a consequence, so do the two versions of the generating
setA for the periodic Floer homology chain complex. This understood, fix a pairΘ−
andΘ+ from A so as to consider theJ and J′ versions of the spaceM1(Θ+,Θ−).
The relatively large size of|∇(J − J′)| precludes a direct comparison between theJ
and J′ versions of this set. Even so, an indirect comparison can be made as follows:
Fix some large integerQ so as to compare successive versions ofM1(Θ+,Θ−) as
defined by an ordered set,{Jk}0≤k≤Q, of almost complex structures with the following
properties:

• J0 = J, andJQ is the desiredJ′ .

• Jk = J on the complement of the images via the maps{ϕγ}γ∈ΛN of where

|z| ≤ ρ
1/4
0 .

• |Jk − Jk−1| ≤ c0 Q−1|z| on the image ofR × S1 × D of any map from the set
{ϕγ}γ∈ΛN .

• |∇(Jk − Jk−1)| ≤ c0 Q−1.

• Eachγ ∈ ΛN version of the cylinderR× γ is Jk-pseudoholomorphic.
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Remark 3. Perturbation-theoretic tools are used to construct a 1-1 correspondence
between the pseudoholomorphic curves in the respective versions ofM1(Θ+,Θ− ) as
defined by the almost complex structures at successive steps. Likewise, perturbation
theory is used to prove that paired almost pseudoholomorphic curves have equal±1
weights of the sort used to compute the embedded contact homology differential.

The use of perturbative tools exploits four key facts. Here are the first three:

Fact 1 The factorQ−1 can be very small.

Fact 2 Eachγ ∈ ΛN version of the cylinderR × γ is Jk-pseudoholomorphic for each
k.

Fact 3 Successive versions of|Jk+1 − Jk| can have support in successively smaller
neighborhoods of

⋃
γ∈ΛN

γ ; and these neighborhoods can be made as small as
desired, independent ofQ andδ .

To say something about the fourth key fact, suppose thatC is a non-R invariant
subvariety that appears in some element from theJk version ofM1(Θ+,Θ−). Any
given endE ⊂ C at large |s| is described by (1.7) but with the functions (ν, µ)
dependent on the indexk. This understood, here is the fourth fact:

Fact 4 There is a lower bound, independent ofk, Q andδ to the absolute value of the
eigenvalueλqE that can appear in (1.7).

Remark 4. These four facts are relevant because any given non-R invariant, Jk-
pseudoholomorphic subvariety will intersect the small neighborhoods in Fact 3 above
in only two ways. First, such a subvariety,C, can intersect this neighborhood near the
points where it intersects a cylinder of the formR × γ with γ ∈ ΛN . There are but a
finite set of points whereC intersects any givenR-invariant cylinder. In fact, there is a
bound on the number of such points that is essentially topological and so independent
of C and of the indexk. In particular, if the modification from one step to the next
is done in a very small neighborhood of the cylinders{R × γ}γ∈ΛN , then the region
whereJk+1 6= Jk will intersect all but the very large|s| part ofC in a set of at mostc−1

0
disks, each with very small area. This has the following consequences: The subvariety
C is Jk+1-pseudoholomorphic except at very large|s|, and except in a union of at most
c−1

0 disks, each very small area. Moreover,C is nearlyJk+1-pseudoholomorphic in
each such disk ifQ is large andδ is small, both in a pointwise sense and in anL2

sense.

The subvarietyC also intersects the region whereJk+1 6= Jk at points far out on its
ends, thus at very large values of|s|. The area of intersection here is, of course, infinite.
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However, the relevant versions of (1.7) are used to prove that this is of no ultimate
consequence. In particular,C is nearlyJk+1-pseudoholomorphic in a pointwise sense
and also in anL2 sense ifQ is large andδ is small.

Remark 5. This final remark concerns a most crucial point in the constructions from
the Appendix of [T1]: The perturbative approach from this appendix will construct a
partner toC from the Jk+1 version ofM1(Θ+,Θ−) provided that the operatorDC

from (2.4) is invertible. The four facts stated above, and Fact 4 in particular, guarantee
that such is the case whenQ is large andδ is very small.

3 Constructing Seiberg-Witten solutions onM

DefineM from a given area preserving mapf : F → F . The purpose of this section is
to explain how the constructions in Section 3 of [T2] are used to associate solutions to
certain versions of the Seiberg-Witten equations to finite sets with any given element
a pair consisting of a closed integral curve of∂t and a positive integer. Such an
association can also be obtained from the constructions in the article Gr⇒ SW from
[T6]. The constructions from Section 3 of [T2] differ with regard to certain details
from those in the Gr⇒ SW article, but they are identical in spirit.

The relation between the solutions to the Seiberg-Witten equations and sets of closed in-
tegral curves is described in Theorem3.5of the upcoming Section3.4. The intervening
subsections set the stage.

3.1 Vortices

This subsection summarizes some of what is said in Section 2 of [T2] about the vortex
equations onC. These are equations for a pair (A, α) whereA is a connection on the
productC-bundle overC andα is a section of this bundle. These equations read

(3.1) ∗ FA = −i (1− |α|2) and ∂̄Aα = 0.

Here, FA denotes the curvature 2-form ofA and ∂̄A is the d-bar operator defined by
A. These equations are augmented with the constraint that (1− |α|2) be integrable.
Solutions (A, α) and (A′, α′) are deemed gauge equivalent when there exists a map
u : C → S1 such thatA′ = A− u−1du andα′ = uα.
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The space of equivalence classes of solutions has path components{Cm}m=0,1,··· . The
spaceC0 consists of the gauge equivalence classes of the pair (AI , α = 1) whereAI is
the product connection onC×C. Meanwhile, any givenm≥ 1 version ofCm has the
structure of a complex manifold. The complex structure is such that the holomorphic
tangent space toCm at the equivalence class of some given solutionc = (A, α) has a
canonical identification with theL2 kernel of the operator:

ϑc : C∞(C;C ⊕C) → C∞(C;C⊕ C),

(x, ι) 7→
(
∂x+ 2−1/2ᾱι, ∂̄Aι+ 2−1/2αx

)
.

(3.2)

Here,∂ denotes∂
∂z . TheL2 kernel ofϑc is denoted by Ker (ϑc) in what follows. The

spaceCm is biholomorphic toCm; and the collection of functions{σq}1≤q≤m on Cm

given by

(3.3) σq =
1

2π

∫

C

zq(1− |α|2)

give a set of holomorphic coordinates onCm.

The inner product onL2(C;C ⊕ C) gives Cm a Kähler metric. To be explicit, the
induced Hermitian inner product onT1,0Cm is such that the square of the norm of any
given element (x, ι) in Ker(ϑc) is

(3.4)
1
π

∫

C

(|x|2 + |ι|2).

Except for then = 1 case, this K̈ahler metric is not the pull-back of the standard metric
onCm via the holomorphic identification that is defined by the functions (σ1, · · · , σm).

The action ofS1 on C as multiplication by the unit complex numbers induces an
isometric action ofS1 on Cm. This action has a unique fixed point, this being the
unique solution to (3.1) whose version ofα vanishes at the origin with degreem. This
point in Cm is called the symmetric vortex.

Of interest in what follows are certain sorts of dynamical flows onCm. To say more,
fix a pair (ν, µ) of maps fromS1 to R andC . Use the latter to define the real valued
function

(3.5) h = h (ν,µ) :=
1

4π

∫

C

(
2ν|z|2 + (µz̄2

+ µ̄z2)
)
(1− |α|2).

on S1 × Cm. View this as a 1-parameter family of functions onCm. Use the K̈ahler
2-form to define the corresponding 1-parameter family of Hamiltonian vector fields.
Of interest are the closed, integral curves of this family. These are mapsc : S1 → Cm

that obey at eachτ ∈ S1 the equation

(3.6)
i
2
c′ +∇(1,0) h |c = 0,
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wherec′ is shorthand for the (1,0) part ofc∗ d
dτ , and where∇(1,0) h denotes the (1,0)

part of the gradient ofh .

A solution to (3.6) is said to benondegeneratewhen a certain auxilliary, self-adjoint
operator has trivial kernel. To elaborate, suppose for the moment thatc : S1 → Cm is
any given map. Associate to the latter the symmetric operator

(3.7) ζ 7→
i
2
∇τ ζ +

(
∇ζR∇

(1,0) h
)
|c

on C∞(S1; c∗T1,0Cn). Here,∇τ denotes the covariant derivative onC∞(S1; c∗T1,0Cn)
as defined by the pull back of the Levi-Civita connection onT1,0Cn. Meanwhile,
(∇ζR∇

(1,0) h)|c denotes the covariant derivative atc along the vector defined byζ
in TCn|c of the vector field∇(1,0) h ∈ C∞(Cn; T1,0Cn). A solution to (3.6) is non-
degeneratewhen the operator depicted in (3.7) has trivial kernel.

The subsequent lemma plays a key role in what follows.

Lemma 3.1 Fix a positive integerm and a pair(ν, µ) : S1 → R × C whose version
of (1.8) has trivial 2πq periodic kernel for eachq ∈ {1, · · · ,m}. Then the space of
solutions to the corresponding version of (3.6) is compact; and it is finite if all solutions
are non-degenerate.

The proof of this lemma is identical to the proof given in Section 2b of [T4] of the
latter’s Proposition 2.1.

All solutions to (3.6) are known in special cases. What follows summarizes what is
said in Lemmas 2.1-2.3 of [T2].

Lemma 3.2 (a) Fix a pair (ν, µ) whose version of (1.8) has no (2π)-periodic
solutions. Then there is a unique solution to the corresponding m = 1 version
of (3.6), which is the constant map to the symmetric vortex. This solution is
non-degenerate.

(b) Fix an irrational numberR and set(ν = R, µ = 0). Then there is a unique
solution inm ≥ 1 version ofCm to the corresponding version of (3.6). This is
the constant map fromS1 to the symmetric vortexc0 ∈ Cm. This solution is
non-degenerate.

(c) Fix R ∈ 1
2Z and a positive number z. Set

(
ν = 1

2R, µ = − i
4πze2iRτ

)
. Then

there is a unique solution to the correspondingm = 1 version of (3.6). This is
the map to the symmetric vortex. This solution is non-degenerate. On the other
hand, there are no solutions to them> 1 versions.
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Fix m≥ 1 and suppose that (ν, µ) are as described in Lemma3.1. In such circumstance,
any given non-degenerate solution to the corresponding version of (3.6) can be assigned
an integer degree. To do this, note first that a solutionη(τ ) to (1.8) can be written as

η(τ ) = U(τ ) (η0),

whereU(τ ) is anR-linear map fromC to C that defines a matrix in Sl (2;R) when
C is written asR2. The pair (ν, µ) is said to beelliptic with rotation numberR when
U(2π) when viewed in Sl (2;R) is conjugate to the rotation through the angle 2πR .
The pair (ν, µ) is said to behyperbolicwhen the absolute value of the trace ofU(2π)
is greater than 2. In this case, there is a 1-parameter familyof pairs of function

{(νx, µx) : S1 → R× C}x∈[0,1]

with the following three properties:

• (ν0, µ0) = (ν, µ).

• Each pair (νx, µx) has a correspondingUx(2π) whose trace has absolute value
at least 2.

• The Sl(2;R) matrix Ux=1(2π) as defined by the pair (ν1, µ1) is a pure rotation
with rotation numberR ∈ 1

2Z.

Granted the preceding, let
c0 : S1 → Cm

denote the constant map to the symmetric vortex inCm. Associate toc0 the operator

R : C∞(S1; TCm|c0) → C∞(S1; TCm|c0),

that is defined as follows:

• If (ν, µ) is elliptic with rotation numberR, this operator is the version of (3.7)
with h = h ( 1

2 R,0)

• If (ν, µ) is hyperbolic with rotation numberR, the operatorR is the version
of (3.7) with h = h ( 1

2 (R−R′),0), whereR′ > 0 is an irrational number such that

mR′ ≪ 1.

Lemma 2.4 in [T2] asserts that the operatorR has trivial kernel in these cases.

Definition 3.3 Let (ν, µ) be as in Lemma 3.1, and suppose thatc : S1 → Cm is
nondegenerate in the sense that (3.7) has trivial kernel. Thenthe degree ofc, denoted

degC(c) = degC (c, (ν, µ))

in the following, is the spectral flow from the operatorR to c ’s version of (3.7).
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For the definition of this spectral flow, see e.g. Section 2 of [T8]).

Lemma 3.4 Let (ν, µ) be the pair(νγ , µγ) defined in Definition2.1, and suppose
that m = 1 when γ is hyperbolic. Then the constant map to the symmetric vortex
c0 : S1 → Cm has degree

degC (c0, (νγ , µγ)) = 0.

Proof. Whenγ is elliptic, this is true by definition. Whenγ is hyperbolic andm= 1, it
is easy to find a path of (νx, µx)x∈[0,1] from (νγ , µγ) = (R

2 ,−
i

4π ln |λ|e2iRτ ) to (R−R′

2 ,0),
so that the corresponding 1-parameter family of operators (3.7are all non-degenerate.

3.2 Periodic orbits and vortices

Return now to the context whereF is a surface with area formwF and f : F → F is
an area-preserving map. LetM denote the resulting 3-manifold. Suppose thatΘ is a
finite set whose typical element is a pair (γ,m) with γ a closed integral curve of∂t and
m a positive integer. Assume that distinct pairs fromΘ have distinct integral curves.

Let (γ,m) ∈ Θ. Fix a tubular neighborhood mapϕγ : S1 × Dγ → M with Dγ ⊂ C

a disk about the origin. The mapϕγ should be chosen to obey the conditions set
forth by the first two items and the fourth item of Lemma2.3. Use this mapϕγ to
define corresponding functions (ν, µ); and letC(γ,m) denote the set of solutions to the
corresponding version (3.6) with h = h (ν,µ) . Let

CΘ := ×(γ,m)∈ΘC(γ,m).

UseCΘ∗ ⊂ CΘ to denote the subset of elements with the property that constituent
maps{cγ : S1 → Cm}(γ,m)∈Θ are non-degenerate.

Now suppose that a classΓ ∈ H1(M;Z) has been specified. As in the introduction, use
dΓ to denote the intersection number betweenΓ and a typical fiber of the projection
mapπ . Let p denote the greatest integer divisor of the classcΓ ∈ H2(M;Z).

Let Z denote the set whose typical element is a setΘ as just described but constrained
so that the integral chain

∑
(γ,m)∈Θ mγ represents the classΓ. Note thatZ = ∅ if

dΓ ≤ 0. Hutchings specifies in Definition 1.5 of [H1] a relativeZ/pZ-degree for
each elementΘ ∈ Z . This degree is relative in the following sense: A fiducial
elementΘ∗ ∈ A is assigned degree 0, then eachΘ ∈ A has a well defined degree
assignment inZ/pZ. This degree is denoted by degpFh(Θ). If Θ′ is a second
element inA , then the difference degpFh(Θ) − degpFh(Θ

′) is the Z/pZ reduction
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of what was denoted in Section1.1 by I (Θ,Θ′; Z), whereZ is a 2-chain inM with
∂Z =

∑
(γ,m)∈Θ mγ −

∑
(γ,m)∈Θ′ mγ .

The relativeZ/pZ-degree for a givenΘ ∈ Z can be used to assign a relativeZ/pZ-
degree to eachx = {cγ}(γ,m)∈Θ ∈ CΘ∗ , this being

degCZ (x) := degpFh(Θ) +
∑

(γ,m)∈Θ
degC(cγ).

3.3 The Seiberg-Witten equations

This subsection sets the stage for the definition of the relevant versions of the Seiberg-
Witten equations.

The almost complex structureJ. Suppose that a non-degeneratef is given to define
M , and thatJ ∈ Jf is anR -invariant almost complex structure onR × M . Recall
that by definition, such aJ satisfies:

(1) J∂s = ∂t where∂t is a vector field onM such that〈dt, ∂t〉 = 1.

(2) J is tamed by the formΩF = ds∧ dt+ wF .

Because of Item (1) above, the almost complex structureJ is determined by its action
on Ker(π∗). Its action here determines a pair (j,a) where j is an endomorphism of
Ker(π∗) with square−1 anda is a section of Hom (Ker(π∗);R). These are defined so
that

(3.8) Jv= jv+ a(v) ∂s + a(jv) ∂t for v ∈ Ker (π∗).

The assertion thatJ is tamed byw0 is equivalent to the assertion that

|a(v)|2 < 4wF(v, jv).

It is important for what follows to note that

(3.9) J (v+ a(v)∂t) = jv+ a(jv) ∂t.

As a consequence,J preserves the subbundle

(3.10) K−1
= {v+ a(v) ∂t : v ∈ Ker (π∗)}.

By design, this subbundle has the structure of a complex linebundle overM . The
bundle is of course isomorphic to the kernel ofπ∗ with its complex structure defined
by j. The bundleK−1 is the kernel of the 1-form

(3.11) a = dt− a

wherea is viewed here and subsequently as a 1-form onM that annihilates∂t .
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The metric g. The almost complex structureJ and the area formwF together define
a metricg on M as follows:

• The vector field∂t has norm 1 and is orthogonal toK−1.

• The inner product onK−1 is given bywF(·, j(·)).

With this definition,g is such that

|a| = 1 and ∗ a = wF.

Use this metric to define the oriented orthonormal frame bundle of M and to define the
corresponding SpinC lifts of this frame bundle.

The SpinC structure. Fix a SpinC -bundleπ : F → M , and let

S = F ×U(2) C → M

denote the correspondingC2-bundle. Clifford multiplication onS by the 1-forma

from (3.11) has eigenvalues±i , and so splitsS as a direct sum of the corresponding
two eigenbundles. This splitting is written as

(3.12) S = E⊕ E⊗ K−1,

where the convention has cl(a) acting asi on the left most summand. The assignment of
c1(E) to the SpinC -bundle defines a 1-1 correspondence between the set of equivalence
classes of SpinC -bundles overM and the elements inH2(M;Z). The canonical SpinC -
structure is one whose spinor bundle is splits asSI = IC⊕K−1, whereIC here denotes
a complex line bundle that is isomorphic to the product bundle M × C.

SpinC connections and Dirac operators. As explained in Section 1c of the article
SW⇒ Gr from [T6], there is a unique connection,AK , on K−1 which is characterized
as follows: Fix a unit norm section, 1C , of the bundleIC , and letAI denote the unique
Hermitian connection onIC that makes 1C covariantly constant. Use the pairAK and
AI to define a connection on det (S). Then the sectionψI = (1C,0) obeys the Dirac
equation.

Because of (3.12), the connectionAK and a Hermitian connection onE together define
a connectionA on det (S) = E⊗2⊗K−1. Conversely, a connection on the latter bundle
defines withAK a Hermitian connection onE. This understood, the Seiberg-Witten
equations are viewed in what follows as equations for a pair (A, ψ) of connection onE
and section ofS . The corresponding Dirac operator is denoted now asDA. The space
of smooth, Hermitian connections onE is denoted in what follows by Conn(E).
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The 3-dimensional Seiberg-Witten equations. The versions of the Seiberg-Witten
equations of interest are parametrized by a numberr > 1. Fix such anr . With the
metric and SpinC -structure chosen previously, the corresponding equations for a pair
(A, ψ) from the space Conn(E) × C∞(M;S) read

(3.13) BA = r (ψ†τψ − ia) −
1
2

BAK −
i
2
∗ ℘, and DAψ = 0.

Here,BA denotes the Hodge star ofA’s curvature 2-form, and℘ is a closed 2-form in
the cohomology class 2πc1(s). Solutions (A, ψ) and (A′, ψ′) are gauge equivalent if
there is a smooth map,u, from M to S1 such that

A′
= A− u−1du and ψ′

= uψ.

Because∗a = wf , the equations in (3.13) correspond to a version of (1.11) with

̟ = 2rwf + ℘, Ψ = (2r)1/2ψ,

and A defined fromA and K as above. Whenr is fixed, we shall use (A,Ψ) and
(A, ψ) interchangably to denote aconfiguration, and write the configuration space as
Conn(E)×C∞(M,S). UseCr in what follows to denote the space of gauge equivalence
classes of solutions to (3.13).

The relative grading. Each configurationc = (A, ψ) has an associated elliptic,
symmetric operator

Lc : C∞(M; iT∗M ⊕ S⊕ iR) → C∞(M; iT∗M ⊕ S⊕ iR),

which sends any given section (b, η, φ) of iT∗M⊕S⊕iR to the section whose respective
iT∗M , S and iR components are

(3.14)





∗db− dφ− 2−1/2r1/2(ψ†τη + η†τψ),

DAη + 21/2r1/2(cl(b)ψ + φψ),

∗d ∗ b− 2−1/2r1/2(η†ψ − ψ†η).

(Note that despite its appearance,Lc depends only on the configurationc = (A,Ψ),
not on r ). A configuratonc is said to benondegeneratewhenLc has trivial cokernel.
Let c− , c+ be nondegenerate configurations. Given a pathd(s) of configurations from
c− to c+ , let I(d) denote the spectral flow of the associated family of operators from
Lc− to Lc+ , defined as in [T8]. For c+ = u · c− , one has

(3.15) I(d) = 〈c1(s), [u]〉,

whereu ∈ C∞(M; S1) is a gauge transformation and [u] denotes its cohomology class:

[u] := u−1du/(2πi).
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Thus, as promised in Section1.2, we may writeI(c−, c+; h) = I(d), which depends
only on the gauge equivalence classes ofc−, c+ , and the relative homotopy classh of
d. Fix a nondegenrate reference configurationcE := (AE, ψE). Given a nondegenerate
configurationc, let

degSW(c) := I(c, cE) ∈ Z/pZ.

This depends only on the gauge equivalence class ofc.

3.4 Periodic orbits and Seiberg-Witten solutions

Fix a classΓ ∈ H1(M;R). LetF → M denote the SpinC structure whose spinor bundle
splits as in (3.12) with the first Chern class of the bundleE equal to the Poincaré dual
of Γ . The theorem that follows refers to the versions of (3.13) as defined for this
particular SpinC structure.

Theorem 3.5 LetµµµP = {(F,wF), f ,Γ, J} andµµµS = {M, sΓ,̟r ,g, q} be correspond-
ing periodic Floer homology and Seiberg-Witten-Floer cohomology data sets as in the
statement of Theorem1.2, and let r ≥ 1. Use Cr to denote the space of gauge
equivalence classes of solutions to the corresponding version of (3.13). Then:

(1) If dΓ ≤ 0 andΓ 6= 0, thenCr = ∅ for all sufficiently larger .

(2) If Γ = 0, thenCr consists of a single element for all sufficiently larger .

(3) Suppose thatdΓ > 0. Let

X =

{⋃
Θ∈Z CΘ if CΘ∗ = CΘ for all Θ ∈ Z,

a finite subset of
⋃

Θ∈Z CΘ∗ otherwise.

There exists, for all sufficiently larger , a 1-1 map

Φ
r : X → C

r

with the following properties:

(a) The image ofΦr consists of non-degenerate solutions to (3.13).

(b) If x−, x+ ∈ X, then

degSW(Φr (x+)) − degSW(Φr (x−)) = degCZ (x−) − degCZ (x+).

(c) If CΘ∗ = CΘ for all Θ ∈ Z andX =
⋃

Θ∈Z CΘ, thenΦr is also ontoCr .
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Proof of Theorem 3.5: There are five parts to the proof of this theorem. Part 1
constructs the solution whose existence is asserted by the second item. Part 2 constructs
the mapΦr from X into Cr and proves that it is one to one. Part 3 proves Items (3a)
and (3b) of the assertions. Part 4 establishes some basic a priori bounds for solutions of
(3.13). These bounds are then used in Part 5 to prove Item (1), the uniqueness assertion
of Item (2), and Item (3c).

Part 1. The solution whose existence is asserted by Item (2) can be constructed by
copying almost verbatim what is done in the first parts of Section 2d of [T9], with the
following replacements:

(3.16)





• Replace the contact forma in [T9] by the 1-forma introduced in (3.11).

• ReplaceBAK in [T9] by

B0 := BAK + i ∗ ℘.

These replacements do not affect the arguments in Section 2dof [T9]; and these prove
the following:

Lemma 3.6 Suppose that theSpinC structure is the canonical one. Then there exists
a constantκ > 1 such that for allr ≥ κ, there is a solution,(A0, ψ0), to (3.13) with
the following properties:

• |ψ0| ≥ 1− κr−1/2 on the whole ofM .

• If (A, ψ) is a solution to (3.13) and if |ψ| ≥ 1− κ−1 on the whole ofM , then
(A, ψ) is gauge equivalent to(A0, ψ0).

Part 2. The mapΦr is constructed by copying what is done in Section 3 of [T2]. The
latter constructs the analog of the mapΦr in the following context: First the orbits
that appear in any given set fromZ are closed integral curves of the Reeb vector field
of a contact 1-from onM . Second, that same contact 1-form is used as the 1-form
a to define (3.13). With the same sort of replacements as (3.16), these constructions
can be applied in the present context with only cosmetic changes. The proof that the
current version ofΦr is injective is obtained by copying almost verbatim what is said
in Section 3g of [T2] to prove the latter’s Theorem 1.1. Note in this regard that the
function E that appears in Equation (1.12) and Therorem 1.1 of [T2] has an analog
here; the definition is the same:

(3.17) E(A) = i
∫

M
a ∧ ∗BA,
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What is denoted byℓγ in [T2] corresponds here to 2πq, whereq is the period ofγ .
As a consequence, ∑

(γ,m)∈Θ
mℓγ = 2πdΓ.

More is said in the upcoming Part 4 of the proof of Theorem3.5 about the values of
the function E in (3.17) on the spaceCr .

Part 3. What is asserted by Items (3a) and (3b) of Theorem3.5 has its analog in
Theorem 1.1 of [T3]. Again, with the same sort of substitution as (3.16), the arguments
in Section 2 of [T3] can be applied here with only cosmetic changes to prove items
(3a) and (3b) of Theorem3.5.

Part 4. This part of the proof establishes the key a priori bounds on the behavior of
solutions to (3.15). The first of these is an analog of Lemma 2.3 in [T4]:

Lemma 3.7 There exists a constantκ > 1 with the following significance: Suppose
that r ≥ κ and that(A, ψ = (α, β)) is a solution to (3.13). Then:

(1) |α| ≤ 1+ κr−1 .

(2) |β|2 ≤ κr−1(1− |α|2) + κ2r−2.

(3) |∇Aα|
2 ≤ κr(1− |α|2) + κ2 .

(4) |∇Aβ|
2 ≤ κ(1− |α|2) + κ2r−1.

In addition, for each integerq ≥ 1, there exists a constantκq such that whenr ≥ κ,
then

(5) |∇q
Aα|+ r1/2|∇q

Aβ| ≤ κq rq/2 .

Proof of Lemma 3.7: The first two item and the final item are proved by copying
what is done in the proofs of Lemmas 2.2-2.4 of [T7]. The third and fourth items are
proved by copying what is done in the proof of the analogous assertions of Lemma 2.3
in [T4].

The next a priori bound concerns the integral ofr(1− |α|2) over M . Note that a bound
on this integral gives a bound on the value of the functionE from (3.17). This follows
by using (3.13) and the first two items in Lemma3.7 to write

(3.18) ∗ BA = −i
(
r (1− |α|2) + e1

)
wf + e2,
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wheree1 ande2 are such that:

|e1| ≤ c0 (1− |α|2) + c2
0r−1;

|e2| ≤ r1/2| (1− |α|2) |+ c0 anda ∧ e2 = 0.

Lemma 3.8 There exists a constantκ > 1 with the following significance: Suppose
that r ≥ κ and that(A, ψ) is a solution to (3.13). Then

r
∫

M
|1− |α|2| ≤ κ.

Proof of Lemma 3.8: Since i
2πFA represents the first Chern class of the bundleE in

de Rham cohomology, it follows that

(3.19) i
∫

M
dt∧ ∗BA = 4π2dΓ.

Meanwhile, the first two items in Lemma3.7together with (3.18) imply that the integral
on the left hand side is no less than

(3.20) (1− c−1
0 ) r

∫

M
(1− |α|2) − c0.

This bounds the integral overM of r(1−|α|2) by anr and (A, ψ) independent constant.
Together with the first item in Lemma3.7, such a bound supplies the same sort of bound
on the integral overM of |(1− |α|2)|.

Part 5. This part proves assertions (1), (3c), and the uniqueness assertion in item (2)
of Theorem3.5. To start, consider a sequence{(rn, (An, ψn = (αn, βn)))}n=1,2,··· such
that {rn}n=1,2,··· is unbounded, and such that (An, ψn) obeys ther = rn version of
(3.13). If c1(E) = 0, assume in addition that (An, ψn) is not the solution (A0, ψ0) given
by Lemma3.6.

Given the bound supplied by Lemma3.8, the argument from Section 6d of [T7] (or part I
of [T6]) can be used with only notational modifications to find a finite setΘ = {(γ,m)}
with the following properties:

• γ is a closed integral curve of∂t andm is a positive integer.

•
∑

(γ,m)∈Θ mγ defines a chain that representsΓ in H1(M;Z).

• The lociα−1
n (0) converges geometrically to

∑
(γ,m)∈Θ mγ in the following sense:

Fix δ > 0. If n is large, then|αn| ≥ 1−δ at distances greater thanc0r−1/2 from⋃
(γ,m)∈Θ γ . Meanwhile, for any given (γ,m) ∈ Θ, the restriction ofαn/|αn| to

the boundary of theϕγ image of a disk{τ} × D has degreem.
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• i
2πFA converges as a current to

∑
(γ,m)∈Θ mγ .

These last conclusions imply thatdΓ > 0 and thus assertion (1) of Theorem3.5.
Together with Lemma3.6, this implies the uniqueness assertion (2) of Theorem3.5.

GranteddΓ > 0, then Item (3c) of Theorem3.5is proved by copying almost verbatim
the arguments that are given in Section 2a of [T4]. The latter prove an analog for the
case when the 1-forma in (3.13) is a contact 1-form. This contact condition plays no
essential role in the arguments in Section 2a of [T4].

4 Pseudoholomorphic curves and Seiberg-Witten solutions
on R× M

Fix a nondegenerate, area-preserving mapf : F → F so as to construct the manifold
M , and a monotone classΓ ∈ H1(M;Z) with dΓ > 0. With Γ given, defineZ as in
Section3.2. Fix next aJ ∈ J1f . By Lemmas2.2-2.6, we may assume without loss
of generality that the pair (f , J) obeys the following constraint: Let (γ,m) denote any
given element fromZ and letq denote the period ofγ . There is a diskD ⊂ C about
the origin and a tubular neighborhood mapϕγ : S1 × D → M such that:

(4.1)





• The curveγ is ϕγ(·,0).

• The vector fieldq−1∂t is the pushforward fromS1 × D of

∂τ − 2i (νγz+ µγ z̄+ r) ∂z + 2i (νγ z̄+ µ̄γz+ r̄) ∂z̄,

where (νγ , µγ) are given in (2.1) and wherer is zero on a neighborhood
of S1 × {0}.

• The almost complex structureJ is such thatJ · ϕγ∗∂z = ϕγ∗i∂z on the
image of a neighborhood ofS1 × {0} underϕγ .

Recall from Section1.1thatA ⊂ Z denotes the subset that consists of those elements
Θ that do not partner hyperbolic integral curves of∂t with numbers greater than 1.
Given (4.1), the following is now a consequence of Lemma3.2:

(4.2)

{
• CΘ∗ = CΘ for all Θ ∈ Z .

• CΘ is a single point ifΘ ∈ A, andCΘ = ∅ otherwise.

Use the almost complex structureJ to define the metric onM as done in the preceding
section. Use the SpinC -structure onM whose spinor bundle splits as in (3.12) with
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c1(E) = eΓ . For r ≥ 1, let Cr denote the corresponding space of gauge equivalence
classes to (3.13). Because of (4.2), all sufficiently larger versions of Theorem3.5’s
mapΦr supply a 1-1 correspondence between the setA and the setCr .

The body of this section concerns a mapΨr that associates an instanton solution to
versions of the Seiberg-Witten equations onR×M to a weighted, pseudoholomorphic
subvariety of the sort that is used to define the differentialin periodic Floer homology.
This map is described in the upcoming Section4.3. The intervening sections set the
stage for what is said in Section4.3about this map.

4.1 Pseudoholomorphic subvarieties inR× M

This subsection discusses certain issues concerning the differential for periodic Floer
homology. To start, recall that the periodic Floer homologychain complex is the free
Z-module generated by equivalence classes of pairs of the form (Θ, o) whereΘ ∈ A

ando is an ordering of the set of pairs inΘ of the form (γ,1) with γ a hyperbolic Reeb
orbit with even rotation number. The equivalence relation has (Θ, o) ∼ (−1)σ(Θ, o′)
whereσ is 0 or 1, which is the parity of the permutation that takeso to o′ .

Let (Θ−, o−) and (Θ+, o+) denote generators of the periodic Floer chain complex.
Hutchings observed that the extra data given byo− and o+ can be used to associate
a weight from the set{±1} to each component ofM1(Θ+,Θ−); this is the weightσ
that is used to define via (1.9) the periodic Floer homology differential. The definition
of this ±1 weight is identical in all respects to an analogous definition that is used to
define embedded contact homology. The latter is given in Section 9 of [HT1] and also
described in Section 3b of [T3]. What follows immediately is a two part summary of
how the±1 weight is defined.

Part 1. Let C ⊂ R × M denote an embedded, pseudoholomorphic curve. ThenC
has a canonical complex structure, andC’s normal bundle has a complex structure and,
as a complex line bundle, a canonical holomorphic structure. Let N denote the latter
bundle. Associated toC is an operatorDC : C∞(C; N) → C∞(C; N ⊗ T0,1C) that is
defined so as to send a given sectionζ of N to

(4.3) DCζ = ∂̄ζ + νCζ + µCζ̄,

whereνC is a certain section ofT0,1C andµC a section of N⊗2⊗T0,1C, these defined
by the 1-jet alongC of the almost complex structure. This operator defines a Fredholm
operator from the space ofL2

1 sections alongC of N to the space ofL2 sections of
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N⊗T0,1C. The assumption thatJ ∈ J1f guarantees that this Fredholm incarnation of
(4.3) in the case whenC is notR -invariant is surjective.

Suppose next thatΘ ∈ A and that (γ,m) ∈ Θ . Associated toγ is theR-invariant,
pseudoholomorphic cylinderC = R × γ ⊂ R × M . The vector fieldϕγ∗∂z along
R× γ identifies the normal bundle ofC with the product bundleC× C. Meanwhile,
ϕγ identifiesC with R× S1. This understood, what is written in (4.3) can be viewed
as a differential operator onC∞(R × S1;C). In this guise, the sectionsνC and µC

become the functionsνγ andµγ that appear in (4.1). What is written in (4.3) can be
lifted to the m-fold cover ofR × S1 and so act onC∞(R × (R/(2πmZ));C). The
latter version of (4.3) defines a Fredholm operator mapping the space ofL2

1 functions
on R× (R/(2πmZ)) to the space ofL2 functions. This last, Fredholm, incarnation of
(4.3) henceforth defines what is meant byDC whenC = R×γ and (γ,m) comes from
an element inA. Note that this version ofDC has trivial kernel and trivial cokernel,
asγ is non-degenerate.

Part 2. Suppose thatΘ− andΘ+ come fromA. Recall from Section2.1 that the
assumption thatJ ∈ J1f implies the following:

• Each component ofM1(Θ+,Θ−) is a smooth, 1-dimensional manifold with
a freeR-action that is induced by the action ofR on R × M as the constant
translations along theR factor.

• Let Σ ∈ M1(Θ+,Θ−). There is precisely one pair fromΣ whose pseudoholo-
morphic curve component is notR-invariant.

• The latter pair has the form (C,1) with C an embedded pseudoholomorphic
subvariety which has no points in common with theR-invariant subvarieties
from Σ.

• The corresponding version ofDC has index 1 and trivial cokernel.

Granted the above, Quillen’s ideas [Q] about determinant line bundles identify the real
line

(4.4) det (⊕(C,m)∈Σ Ker(DC))

as the fiber overΣ ∈ M1(Θ+,Θ−) of the orientation sheaf,Λ(Θ+,Θ−), of M1(Θ+,Θ−).
Definition 9.9 in [HT1] can be used almost verbatim in the present context to define the
notion of acoherent system of orientationsfor the collection{Λ(Θ+,Θ−)}Θ−,Θ+∈A .
This means the following thing: EachΘ from A has a canonically associated
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Z/2Z-module, which we denote byΛ(Θ). Moreover, there is a canonical isomor-
phism from Λ(Θ+,Θ−) to Λ(Θ+)Λ(Θ−). This understood, a set of orientations
{o(Θ+,Θ−) ∈ Λ(Θ+,Θ−)}Θ−,Θ+∈A is said to be coherent when there exists a cor-
responding set of orientations{oΘ ∈ Λ(Θ)}Θ∈A such that any giveno(Θ+,Θ−) is
equal too(Θ+) o(Θ−).

Replace the phrase ‘embedded contact homology’ with ‘periodic Floer homology’ in
Section 9.5 of [HT1] and Parts 3-6 in Section 3b of [T3] to see how a coherent system
of orientations is canonically defined by assigning to each set Θ ∈ A an ordering of
the subset of pairs whose periodic orbit is hyperbolic and positive. Such orientation is
denoted byopFh in Theorem4.1below.

The orientationopFh is used to define the±1 contributions from each component of
M1(Θ+,Θ−) as follows: The generator of theR-action onM1(Θ+,Θ−) orients any
given component. Either this orientation agrees withopFh or not. If so, assign the
component+1, if not assign the component−1.

4.2 Instantons onR× M

With the classΓ ∈ H1(M;Z) chosen, useE in what follows to denote a complex line
bundle overM whose first Chern class is Poincaré dual toΓ. The SpinC structure used
in what follows is such that its spinor bundleS splits as in (3.12).

Fix r ≥ 1. The relevant versions of the Seiberg-Witten equations onR×M constitute
a system of equations for a pair (A, ψ) : R → Conn(E) × C∞(M;S); these being

(4.5)

{
∂
∂sA+ BA − r (ψ†τψ − ia) + 1

2B0 = 0,
∂
∂sψ + DAψ = 0,

whereB0 is as in (3.16).

Of interest in what follows are the instanton solutions; those whereby (A, ψ)|s converges
ass→ ±∞ to respective solutions to (3.13). The rest of this subsection concerns the
solutions to (4.5). The discussion is in two parts.

Part 1. Fix an instanton solution to (4.5) and denote it by

s 7→ d(s) = (A, ψ)|s.
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Associated tod is the differential operator onC∞(R×M; iT∗M ⊕ S⊕ i R) that sends
a section (b, η, φ) to the section with respectiveiT∗M , S and iR components

(4.6)





∂
∂sb+ ∗db− dφ− 2−1/2r1/2(ψ†τη + η†τψ),
∂
∂sη + DAη + 21/2r1/2(cl (b)ψ + φψ),
∂
∂sφ+ ∗d ∗ b− 2−1/2r1/2(η†ψ − ψ†η).

Because of Items (3a) and (3c) of Theorem3.5, this operator defines a Fredholm
operator

Dd : L2
1(R× M; iT∗M ⊕ S⊕ i R) → L2(R× M; iT∗M ⊕ S⊕ i R).

The instantond is said to benon-degeneratewhenDd has trivial cokernel.

Fix a pair,c− andc+ , of solutions to (3.13). Recall from Section1.2thatM1(c−, c+)
denotes the space of instanton solutions to (4.5) with the two properties: The limit as
s→ −∞ is c− and whose limit ass→ ∞ is gauge equivalent toc+ . In addition, the
corresponding version of (4.6) has Fredholm index 1. Note that the spaceM1(c−, c+)
is canonically associated to the pair of respective gauge equivalence classes ofc−
and c+ . This is because there is a canonical identification betweenM1(c−, c+) and
M1(uc−, c+) for any given mapu : M → S1, sending a given instantond = (A, ψ) to
the instantonu · d = (A− u−1du,uψ).

The spaceM1(c−, c+) has the structure of a smooth, 1-dimensional manifold in a
neighborhood of any non-degenerate instanton. This space also enjoys a freeR-action,
this induced from the action ofR on R× M by translation along theR factor. As the
assigmentd → Dd is R-equivariant, so it follows that a component inM1(c−, c+) of
a non-degenerate instanton consists solely of non-degenerate instantons. In particular,
such a component is a smooth manifold with a diffeomorphism to R that intertwines
the afore-mentionedR-action with the translation action ofR on itself.

Part 2. Let c− andc+ for the moment denote a given pair of non-degenerate elements
in Conn(E) × C∞(M;S). Reintroduce the notationP = P(c−, c+) from Section1.2,
now regarded as a space of piecewise differentiable maps from R to Conn(E) ×
C∞(M;S). Eachd ∈ P has its corresponding version of (4.6). Given that bothc− and
c+ are non-degenerate,d ’s version of (4.6) defines a Fredholm operator,Dd , mapping
the space ofL2

1 sections overR × M of the bundlei T∗M ⊕ S ⊕ i R to the space of
L2 sections of this same bundle. Quillen [Q] showed (in a somewhat different context)
how such operators define a real line bundle, det (Dd) → P. In particular, ifd ∈ P is
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such that either the kernel or cokernel ofDd is non-trivial, then the fiber of det (Dd) at a
givend ∈ P has a canonical identification with

∧max(Ker (Dd))×R(
∧maxCoker (Dd)).

IntroduceΛ(c−, c+) to denote the orientation sheaf of det (D).

Taker ≫ 1 so that Theorem3.5can be used to conclude that all solutions to (3.13) are
non-degenerate. Granted this non-degeneracy, Chapter 20 of [KM] associates to each
gauge equivalence classc ∈ Cr an associatedZ/2Z-module,Λ(c), with the following
property: If c− and c+ are any two solutions to (3.13), then there is a canonical
isomorphism between the modulesΛ(c−) ⊗Z/2Z Λ(c+) andΛ(c−, c+). In particular,
a choice ofo(c−) ∈ Λ(c−) ando(c+) ∈ Λ(c+) defines a unique element inΛ(c−, c+).
A collection of orientations{o(c−, c+) ∈ Λ(c−, c+)}c−,c+∈Cr is said to becoherent
if there exists a corresponding set of orientations{o(c) ∈ Λ(c)} such that any given
o(c−, c+) is equal too(c−)o(c+).

The relevance of this orientation business to Seiberg-Witten Floer cohomology is as fol-
lows: Suppose thatc− andc+ are solutions to (3.13), and suppose thatd ∈ M1(c−, c+)
is nondegenerate. Then the restriction ofΛ(c−, c+) to the component ofM1(c−, c+)
containingd is canonically isomorphic to the latter’s orientation sheaf. With this un-
derstood, fix orientations{o(c) ∈ Λ(c)}c∈Cr so as to define a collection of coherent
orientations for{Λ(c−, c+)}c−,c+∈Cr . Use these orientations to define the orientation
for the components of{M1(c−, c+)}c−,c+∈Cr with nondegenerate instantons. This ori-
entation is denoted in what follows byoSW. Let M ⊂ M1(c−, c+) denote a component
with nondegenerate instantons. The generator of theR-action onM also orientsM.
This orientation is denoted byoR . Now view c− andc+ as generators of the Seiberg-
Witten Floer cohomology complex. ThenM contributes+1 to the sum that defines
via (1.16) the multiple ofc− in the coboundary ofc+ whenoSW = oR . Otherwise,M
contributes−1.

4.3 Pseudoholomorphic curves and instantons

Assume as usual thatΓ is monotone. Therefore, bothM1(Θ+,Θ−) andM1(c−, c+)
have finitely many components. Note also that if

(4.7) [wf ] = κ c1(s) for someκ ∈ R,

then because of (3.15), given anyd(s) = (A, ψ) ∈ P(c−, c+) for a fixed pairc−, c+ , a
bound on its spectral flowI(d) gives rise to a bound on the integral

(4.8)
i

2π

∫

R×M

∂A
∂s

ds∧ wf .

With this said, the following is Section4’s main theorem.
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Theorem 4.1 Let µµµP = {(F,wF), f ,Γ, J} andµµµS = {M, sΓ,̟r ,g, q} be as in the
statement of Theorem1.2. Then there exists a constantκ > 1 such that the following
is true:

(0) For all r ≥ κ, Theorem3.5 can be invoked so as to provide the identification,
Φr , betweenA andCr .

(1) Fix a pair, Θ− , andΘ+ ∈ A; and let c− and c+ denote solutions to (3.13)
whose respective gauge equivalence classes areΦr (Θ−) andΦr(Θ+).

(a) The spaceM1(c−, c+) has a finite set of components and each component
consists of non-degenerate solutions to (4.5).

(b) There is a smoothR-equivariant diffeomorphism

Ψ
r : M1(Θ+,Θ−) → M1(c−, c+).

(2) There are coherent systems of orientations for sheaves{Λ(Θ+,Θ−)}Θ−,Θ+∈A
and{Λ(c−, c+)}c−,c+∈Cr such that any given(Θ−,Θ+) version ofΨr maps the
orientationopFh to the orientationoSW.

The proof of this theorem is given below modulo certain factsabout solutions of (4.5)
that are derived in the upcoming Section5.

Proof of Theorem 4.1, Part 1: TheR-equivariant map

Ψ
r : M1(Θ+,Θ−) → M1(c−, c+)

is constructed by copying the construction given in Sections 4-7 of [T2]. The latter
sections of [T2] construct an analogous map for the versions of (3.13) and (4.5) that
take the 1-forma to be a contact 1-form. The fact that the [T2] versions of (3.13) and
(4.5) use a contact 1-form does not play a role in the constructions. By the same token,
the arguments from Section 7k of [T2] can be borrowed almost verbatim to prove that
Ψr is 1-1 onto its image whenr is large.

The assertion thatΨr mapsM1(Θ+,Θ−) onto a union of components ofM1(c−, c+)
that contain solely non-degenerate instantons can be had bycopying the arguments
given in Section 3a of [T3] that prove the analogous assertion for when (3.17) and (4.5)
take the 1-forma to be a contact form. Assertion (2) of Theorem4.1are proved using
almost verbatim the arguments from Section 3b of [T3] that prove the analog for the
case when the 1-forma is a contact 1-form.
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Proof of Theorem 4.1, Part 2: It remains only to prove thatΨr mapsM1(Θ+,Θ−)
ontoM1(c−, c+). The arguments for this borrow heavily from what is done in Sections
3-7 of [T4] to prove an analogous result in the case when the 1-form a that appears in
(3.13) and (4.5) is a contact form. As in [T4], the proof thatΨr mapsM1(Θ+,Θ−)
ontoM1(c−, c+) has three distinct parts which, for lack of better terms, will be called
estimation, convergence, andperturbation.

(a) The estimation part: Here and in [T4], the global part of the proof establishes
certain properties of instanton solutions to the respective larger versions of (4.5). In
[T4], the properties in question are summarized by the various results in Section 3
of [T4] and in Lemmas 5.2 and 5.3 of [T4]. Each of the relevant results in [T4] has
an analog here. Corresponding results are as follows: Lemmas 3.1, 3.6, 3.8, 3.9 and
3.11 in [T4] supply pointwise a priori bounds for instanton solutions.These lemmae
respectively correspond to the upcoming Lemmas5.2, 5.6, 5.10, 5.11and5.12. The
pointwise bounds given by Equation (3.35) from [T4] correspond to those given in the
upcoming Equation (5.48). Lemma 3.10 in [T4] asserts a crucial monotonicity result;
its analog here is Lemma5.9. Lemmas 5.2 and 5.3 in [T4] supply crucial a priori
bounds for a certain integral; Lemma5.8below plays a similar role.

Note however that the statements of Lemmas5.3–5.10and Lemma5.12below differ
from their analogs in [T4] in the following aspect: They share the common condition
(5.8), which asks for a bound on the integral (4.8), while in [T4], this condition is
substituted by the requirement that the spectral flow of the instantion is bounded.
However, as observed in the beginning of this subsection, the former condition implies
the latter when (6.4) holds. This is true both in the monotone case under discussion,
and in the context of [T4], wherewf is replaced byda.

(b) The convergence part:This part uses the global results to assign an element
in M1(Θ+,Θ−) to a given instanton inM1(c−, c+). The arguments here borrow
heavily from what is done in Sections 5-7 in the article SW⇒ Gr from [T6]. There
is necessarily more, in order to deal with the fact thatR × M is non-compact. In
any event, this part of the argument in [T4] occupies the latter’s Section 4 with the
results summarized by Proposition 4.1 in [T4]. In Lemma5.8below, we show that the
condition of Proposition 4.1 in [T4] is met in our case, and this replaces Proposition 5.1
in [T4]. The rest of the convergence part of the proof here can be copied from Section
4 of [T4] with only cosmetic and notational changes. This understood, no more will
be said here about this part of the proof.
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(c) The perturbation part: This part of the proof establishes that the correspondence
that is established in the convergence part of the proof is given by the mapΨr . This is
to say the following: Letd ∈ M1(c−, c+) and letΣ ∈ M1(Θ+,Θ−) denote its partner
from part (b) above. Thend is the image viaΨr of Σ . This part of the proof in [T4]
occupies the latter’s Sections 6 and 7. This part of the proofalso calls on the global
results mentioned above. The analogous perturbation part of the proof here can be
copied from Sections 6 and 7 of [T4], again with only cosmetic and notational changes.
As a consequence, no more will be said about this part of the proof.

4.4 The proof of Theorem1.2

The periodic Floer homology is defined once given a pair (f , J) with f : F → F an
area preserving diffeomorphism and withJ ∈ J1f . With this pair chosen, the periodic
Floer homology is defined for a chosen monotone classΓ ∈ H1(M;Z). The assertions
in Theorem1.2 for the casesdΓ < 0 anddΓ = 0 follow directly from assertions (1)
and (2) in Theorem3.5respectively. This understood, assume henceforth thatdΓ > 0.

Fix some very large integerN, chosen so thatdΓ ≪ N. This guarantees the following:
Reintroduce the setZ from Section3.2, whose typical element,Θ, consists of pairs of
the form (γ,m) with γ a periodic orbit andm a positive integer. Require in addition
that no two pairs fromΘ have the same periodic orbit, and that

∑
(γ,m)∈Θ mγ represent

the classΓ. Let Θ ∈ Z and let (γ,m) ∈ Θ. Then γ has period much less than
N. Now fix a small enoughδ > 0 to invoke Proposition2.7. This proposition finds
a (δ,N)-approximation (f ′, J′) to the original pair (f , J). As Proposition2.7 finds a
canonical isomorphism between the respective (f , J) and (f ′, J′) versions of periodic
Floer homology, it is sufficient to suppose at the outset thatthe pair (f , J) is such that
the conditions in (4.1) hold. This is assumed in what follows.

For eachΘ ∈ Z , introduce as in Section3.2the setsCΘ andCΘ∗ . It is a consequence
of Lemma3.2 that these two sets are the same. Moreover,X =

⋃
Θ∈Z CΘ has

a canonical identification with the setA that generates the periodic Floer homology
chain complex. This understood, then allr ≥ c0 versions of the mapΦr from Theorem
3.5 supply an identification between the setA and the setCr of gauge equivalence
classes of solutions to (3.13). Theorem3.5 (3a) asserts that each equivalence class in
Cr consists of non-degenerate solutions to (3.13). As a consequence, the setCr can
serve as a set of generators for the Seiberg-Witten Floer cohomology cochain complex.
Note in this regard that bothA andCr are finite sets. Recall thatp 6= 0 denote the
divisibility of cΓ = c1(sΓ) in H2(M;Z). Since by assumption, (f , J) is of the modified
form described in Sections2.1, 2.2, we may invoke Lemma3.4which asserts that with
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this choice, degpFh(Θ) = degCZ(x). Thus, by Theoren3.5 (3b), the mapΦr reverses
the relativeZ/pZ-grading of these generators. TheZ-linear extension of Theorem
3.5’s identification from the generators to the respective chain and cochain complexes
defines an isomorphism between these complexes.

Consider now the ramifications of Theorem4.1. Let Θ− andΘ+ denote any given
pair fromA, and letc− = Φr(Θ−) andc+ = Φr(Θ+) denote solutions to (3.13) as de-
scribed in Theorem3.5. According to assertion (1a) of Theorem4.1, each component of
M1(c−, c+) is non-degenerate. As a consequence, the collection{M1(c−, c+)}c−,c+∈Cr

can be used to define the differential on the Seiberg-Witten Floer cochain complex via
the formula (1.16).

Let Θ− , Θ+ andc− , c+ be as the above. Then assertion (1b) of Theorem4.1supplies
anR-equivariant diffeomorphism betweenM1(Θ+,Θ−) andM1(c−, c+). According
to assertion (2) of Theorem 4.1, this diffeomorphism can be assumed to preserve the
respective coherent orientations. This implies that the integerσ(Θ+,Θ−) that is used in
(1.9) to define the periodic Floer homology differential is identical to the corresponding
integerσ(c−, c+) that is used in (1.16) to define the Seiberg-Witten Floer cohomology
differential. It follows directly from this that the identification between the respective
generating sets given by Theorem3.5 intertwines the action on these generators of
the respective differentials. As a consequence, the isomorphism provided by Theorem
3.5 between the respective chain and cochain complexes descends to give a relative
Z/pZ-grading reversing isomorphism between the periodic Floerhomology and the
Seiberg-Witten Floer cohomology. This is the isomorphism asserted in Theorem1.2.

5 The global arguments: Properties of instantons

This section derives the properties of solutions to (4.5) that constitute the global part of
Part 2 of the proof of Theorem4.1. As noted in the preceding subsection, everything
done here has an analog in either Section 3 or Section 5 of [T4]. In addition, proofs
of analogous assertions are very similar; and in some cases the similarity is such as to
warrant directing the reader to the corresponding [T4] argument.

5.1 Special functions on Conn(E) × C∞(M; S)

This first subsection introduces some functions of pairs (A, ψ) that play a central role
in the proof of Theorem4.1. The first of these is the Chern-Simons function which
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is defined as follows: Reintroduce the the reference Hermitian connectionAE on
E that was used in Section3.3 to define the degree of a non-degenerate element in
Conn(E) × C∞(M;S). This done, writeA = AE + âA with âA ∈ Ω1(M; iR). This
done, introduce the following important functionals:

cs (A) = −

∫

M
âA∧ d âA−2

∫

M
âA∧ ∗

(
BE +

1
2

BAK

)
;(5.1)

QF (A) = i
∫

M
âA∧wf ;(5.2)

a (A, ψ) =
1
2
cs−

i
2

∫

M
âA∧̟r + r

∫

M
ψ†DAψ.(5.3)

The first functonal above is the Chern-Simons functional, and the third is theaction
functional in the version of Seiberg-Witten Floer theory relevant to us: Any given pair
(A, ψ) ∈ Conn(E) × C∞(M;S) is a solution to (3.13) if and only if (A, ψ) is a critical
point of a. Meanwhile, (4.5) are the formal (downward) gradient flow equations fora

when the latter’s gradient is defined using theL2 inner product on the tangent space to
Conn(E) × C∞(M;S).

In general, none of these functionals are fully gauge-invariant. They vary with the
cohomology class of the gauge transformation as follows:

cs(A− u−1du) − cs(A) = 〈4π2c1(s) [u]〉,

QF(A− u−1du) − QF(A) = 〈2π[wf ], [u]〉

a (A− u−1du) − a (A) = −〈2πr[wf ], [u]〉.

(5.4)

However, given two configurationsc−, c+ , and and an elementd(s) ∈ P(c−, c+) from
u− · c− to u+ · c+ , whereu−,u+ ∈ C∞(M; U(1)), the value

∆a(d) := a(u+ · c+) − a(u− · c−)

depends only on the gauge equivalence classes ofc−, c+ , and the relative homotopy
class ofd(s). Thus, similarly to the grading functionI(c−, c+; h) introduced in Section
1.2, we shall write

∆a(c−, c+; h) = ∆a(d)

for any d(s) ∈ P(c−, c+) in the relative homotopy classh. Use the same notation
convention for the functionalscs and QF as well. Note that∆QF is 2π times the
integral (4.8). The lemma that follows discusses the values of these functions for
solutions of the Seiberg-Witten equations (3.13).

Lemma 5.1 There existsκ > 1 with the following significance: Suppose thatr ≥

κ and that c = (A, ψ) is a solution to (3.13) on M . Then there exists a gauge
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transformationu ∈ C∞(M; U(1)) such that

| cs (u · c)| ≤ κr1/2,

|QF (u · c)| ≤ κ,

| a (u · c)| ≤ κr.

Proof of Lemma 5.1: First, note that by (3.18) and the first two items in Lemma3.7,
we have the pointwise bound

|FA| ≤ c0 r.

Choose to work in a gauge

d∗ âA = 0.

In this gauge, we may write

âA = a′ + ah,

wherea′ is coexact andah is harmonic. By performing a further gauge transformation,
we may require that

|ah|
2 ≤ b1(M).

On the other hand, the above pointwise bound onFA implies via a standard rescaling
and elliptic regularity argument (see e.g. the proof of Lemma5.6below) that we have

|a′| ≤ c0r1/2.

Thus, by Lemma3.8, with this choice of gauge

cs (A) ≤ c0 (| âA |+ 1)
( ∫

M
|FA|+ 1

)
≤ c′0r1/2.

Consider next the bound for|QF|. To this end, fix (γ,m) ∈ Θ and use the fact that
H2(S1 × D;R) = 0 to find a smooth 1-formyγ with support on the image ofϕγ and
such thatwf − dyγ = 0 on theϕγ image of the points inS1 × D with distancec−1

0
from S1 × {0}. On the other hand, one may pointwisely estimate|a′| by multiplying
the Green’s function onFA−F0 and integrate overM . Together with Lemmas3.7, 3.8,
and the Seiberg-Witten equations (3.13), this shows that|a′| ≤ c0 outside the images
of ϕγ ’s.

Set

w′
f = wf −

∑

(γ,m)∈Θ
dyγ .
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Use this 2-form to write

QF (A) = i
∫

M
âA∧w′

f + i
∑

(γ,m)∈Θ

∫

M
FA ∧ yγ ,

and examines the two terms on the right hand side separately.

The integrand in the first term above is supported away from the images ofϕγ ’s, where
| â| < c0 with our choice of gauge, as we have just seen. This shows thatthe first term
is bounded by a constant.

Meanwhile, the second term is also bounded by a constant, again by combining Lemmas
3.7, 3.8, and the Seiberg-Witten equations (3.13).

Lastly, to bounda, note that by (3.13),
∫

M ψ
†DAψ = 0. This said, the asserted bound

on a follows from the above bound forcs and QF , with the closed formwf in the
definition of QF replaced byr−1̟r .

5.2 The behavior ofα, β , and the curvature: Part 1.

This subsection derives various a priori bounds on the components of an instanton
solution to (4.5). The desired bound on the spinor are summarized in the following
lemma. This lemma states the analog here of Lemma 3.1 in [T4].

Lemma 5.2 There existsκ ≥ 1 with the following significance: Suppose thatr ≥ κ

and that(A, ψ = (α, β)) is an instanton solution to (4.5). Then

(1) |α| ≤ 1+ κr−1 .

(2) |β|2 ≤ κr−1(1− |α|2) + κ2r−2.

The proof of this lemma uses the Bochner-Weitzenböck formula for the Dirac operator
on R × M . The version that follows holds for any maps 7→ (A, ψ)|s from R to
Conn(E) × C∞(M;S). The relevant Dirac operator is

DA =
∂

∂s
+ DA;

and the Bochner-Weitzenböck formula reads

(5.5) D
†
ADAψ = ∇†

A∇Aψ − cl
( ∂
∂s

A+ BA

)
ψ +

1
4

Rgψ,

where the notation used on the right hand side is as follows: First, ψ is viewed as a
section overR×M of the pull-back of the spinor bundleS . Second,∇A here denotes
the covariant derivative on this pull-back bundle that is defined by viewingA and the
canonical connection onK−1 as connections overR×M for the respective pull-backs
of E andK−1. Finaly, Rg denotes the scalar curvature of the metricg on M . The left
hand side of the preceding equation is zero when (A, ψ) is an instanton.
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Proof of Lemma 5.2. View R × M as a four-dimensional Riemannian manifold so
as to view the instanton equations as the 4-dimensional Seiberg-Witten equations on
X = R× M . Then, copy the arguments in Sections 2a-c of the article SW⇒ Gr from
[T6]. The latter use (5.5) with zero on the left hand side and with∂∂sA+ BA given by
(4.5) to derive differential equalities forw = (1− |α|2) and |β|2 . In particular, these
are of the following sort:

1
2

d†dw+ r|α|2w− |∇Aα|
2
+ ew = 0;

1
2

d†d|β|2 + r|α|2|β|2 + r (1+ |β|2) |β|2 + |∇Aβ|
2
+ eβ = 0,(5.6)

where

|ew| ≤ c0
(
|α|2 + |∇Aβ|

2
+ |β|2

)
and

|eβ | ≤ c0
(
|β|2 + |β||α| + |β||∇Aα|

)
.

Here,∇A denotes the covariant derivative on sections overR × M of the pull-backs
of E andE⊗K−1; it is defined by viewingA and the canonical connection onK−1 as
connections on the respective pull-backs. As in Sections 2a-c of the article SW⇒ Gr
from [T6], the maximum principle is used with these inequalities to derive the bounds
asserted by the lemma. The use of the maximum principle in this non-compact setting
requires Lemma3.7to guarantee that the bounds given by the lemma hold ass→ ±∞.

The next lemma is the analog here of Lemma 3.2 in [T4], as it states bounds onA and
BA for an instantond = (A, ψ). This lemma refers to

K = r sup
s∈R

M(s), where

M(s) =
∫

[s,s+1]
|1− |α|2|.

(5.7)

Lemma 5.3 Fix a positive real numberL. Then there exists a constantκ > 1
depending onL, with the following significance: For anyr ≥ κ and any solution
d = (A, ψ) to the r ’s version of instantion equation (4.5) with

(5.8) ∆QF(d) ≤ 2πL,

one has: ∣∣∣ ∂
∂s

A− BA

∣∣∣ ≤ r (1− |α|2) + κ
(
r3/4

+ (Kr)1/2).

This lemma is used in conjunction with the next lemma, which gives, among other
things, a preliminary bound onK .
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Lemma 5.4 Fix a positive real numberL. Then there exists a constantκ > 1
depending onL, with the following significance: For anyr ≥ κ and any solution
d = (A, ψ) to the r ’s version of instantion equation (4.5) satisfying (5.8), one has

K ≤ κr1/2;∫

[s,s+1]×M

(
|BA|

2
+ r|∇Aψ|

2) ≤ κr3/2 ∀s∈ R.

The proof of Lemma5.4in turn requires an a prioriL2-bound onR×M for ∂
∂sA, ∂

∂sψ ,
DAψ and

(5.9) BA := BA − r(ψ†τ kψ − ia) +
1
2

B0,

whereB0 is as in (3.16), as follows:

Lemma 5.5 Fix a positive real numberL. Then there exists a constantκ > 1
depending onL, with the following significance: For anyr ≥ κ and any solution
d = (A, ψ) to the r ’s version of instantion equation (4.5) satisfying (5.8), one has

∫

R×M

(∣∣∣ ∂
∂s

A
∣∣∣
2
+ |BA|

2
+ 2r

∣∣∣ ∂
∂s
ψ
∣∣∣
2
+ 2r|DAψ|

2
)
≤ κr.

Proof of Lemma 5.5: Fix s > s′ ∈ R. The fact that (4.5) are the gradient flow
equations fora imply that

∫

[s,s′]×M

(∣∣∣ ∂
∂s

A
∣∣∣
2
+ |BA|

2
+ 2r

∣∣∣ ∂
∂s
ψ
∣∣∣
2
+ 2r|DAψ|

2
)
= −∆a (d|[s,s′]),

∫

R×M

(∣∣∣ ∂
∂s

A
∣∣∣
2
+ |BA|

2
+ 2r

∣∣∣ ∂
∂s
ψ
∣∣∣
2
+ 2r|DAψ|

2
)
= −∆a (d).

(5.10)

Combining Lemma5.1and (5.4), we see that

−∆a (d) ≤ r ( c0 + L) for some constantc0 depending only onc−, c+ .

The assertion of the lemma follows by substituting this intothe previous equality.

Proof of Lemma 5.4: Use the first equation in (4.5) with the first two equations of
Lemma5.2 to see that

(5.11) i
∫

{s}×M
dt∧ ∗

∂

∂s
A+ i

∫

{s}×M
dt∧ ∗(BA +

1
2

BAK ) = r
∫

{s}×M
|1− |α|2|+ e,

where|e| ≤ r
100

∫
M |1− |α|2|+ c0. The second integral on the left hand side of (5.11)

is π times the pairing betweenc1(s) and the class represented byF in H2(M;R). This
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understood, integrate both sides of (5.11) over [s, s+ 1] and appeal to Lemma5.5 to
bound theL1-norm of ∂

∂sA supplies the bound forK asserted by Lemma5.4.

The integral bound on|BA|
2 asserted by Lemma5.4 follows from the bound onK,

Lemma5.2, the definition ofBA and Lemma5.5’s bound on
∫

M |BA|
2. The integral

bound for r|∇Aψ|
2 asserted by Lemma5.4 follows using the bound forK, Lemma

5.2, Bochner-Weitzenb̈ock formula for the square the Dirac operator onM , and the
bound on

∫
M |DAψ|

2 provided in Lemma5.5.

Proof of Lemma 5.3: With (5.6), the arguments used to prove Lemma 2.5 in the
article SW⇒ Gr in [T6] can be borrowed in a verbatim fashion to derive (A, ψ) andr
independent constantsz1 , z2, z3 andz4, such that the following is true: Introduce the
functions

q0 = r (1+ r−1z1) (1− |α|2) − z2r|β|2 + z3,(5.12)

s =

∣∣∣ ∂
∂s

A− BA

∣∣∣,
q = max (s − q0,0).

The functionq obeys

(5.13) d†dq+ 2r|α|2q ≤ z4(s + r(1− |α|2)).

As noted in the proof of Lemma 3.2 from [T4], the preceding equation forq implies
that

d†dq− z4q ≤ c0 q0 + c0.

Granted this, mimic what is done in the proof of Lemma 3.2 in [T4] with the Dirichlet
Green’s function for the operatord†d− z4 on small radius balls inR×M to conclude
the following: If ρ ∈ (0, c−1

0 ), then

(5.14)

q(x) ≤ c0ρ
−4

(∫

dist(x,·)≤ρ

(∣∣∣ ∂
∂s

A
∣∣∣
2
+ |BA|

2
))1/2

+ c0r
∫

dist(x,·)≤ρ

1− |α|2

dist(x, ·)2 + c0.

This uses the fact that the Green’s function ford†d− z4 with pole atx obeys

(5.15) 0≤ G(·, x) ≤ c0 dist(·, x)−2 and |dG(·, x)| ≤ c0 dist(·, x)−3.

Use the integral bounds forBA in Lemma5.4 and those for∂A
∂s from Lemma5.5

to bound the first term on the right side of (5.14) by c0r3/4 . Fix c ∈ (0, ρ) so as
to consider the contribution to the right most integral in (5.14) from the part of the



Periodic Floer homology and Seiberg-Witten Floer cohomology 63

integration domain where dist(x, ·) > c. This contribution is bounded byc0Kc−2.
Meanwhile, the contribution from where dist(x, ·) ≤ c is bounded byc0rc2 . This
understood, takec = (Kr)−1/4 to bound the right most integral in (5.14) by c0(Kr)1/2 .
Thus,

q(x) ≤ c0
(
r3/4

+ (Kr)1/2).

5.3 The behavior ofα, β , and the curvature: Part 2.

The first lemma below concerns the size of the covariant derivatives ofα andβ . It is
the analog of Lemma 3.6 in [T4]. This lemma and the subsequent discussions use∇A

to denote the covariant derivative of a section of a bundle over R × M as defined by
viewing A as a connection on the pull-back ofE overR× M . In particular,∇A has a
component that differentiates along theR factor ofR× M .

Lemma 5.6 Fix a positive real numberL. Then there exists a constantκ > 1
depending onL, with the following significance: For anyr ≥ κ and any solution
d = (A, ψ) to the r ’s version of instantion equation (4.5) satisfying (5.8), one has

(1) |∇Aα|
2 ≤ κr .

(2) |∇Aβ|
2 ≤ κ.

In addition, for each integerq ≥ 1, there exists a constantκq that depends only onL
and is such that whenr ≥ κ, then

(3) |∇q
Aα|+ r1/2|∇q

Aβ| ≤ κqrq/2 .

Proof of Lemma 5.6: These claims are local in nature and are proved by rescaling
the Seiberg-Witten equation as written in Gaussian normal coordinates about any given
point. Thus, the coordinate functions{xυ}υ={1,2,3,4} for the Gaussian coordinate
chart are written asxυ = r−1/2yυ . Uniform bounds on the curvature in the rescaled
coordinates follow from Lemma5.3. With the curvature bounded in the rescaled
coordinate, uniform bounds on the covariant derivatives ofrescaled sections can be
obtained using standard elliptic regularity techniques. Undoing the rescaling gives the
asserted bounds.

The next lemma refines Lemma5.3’s bound on the curvature. It is the analog here of
Lemma 3.7 in [T4].
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Lemma 5.7 Fix a positive real numberL. Then there exists a constantκ > 1
depending onL, with the following significance: For anyr ≥ κ and any solution
d = (A, ψ) to the r ’s version of instantion equation (4.5) satisfying (5.8), one has

∣∣∣ ∂
∂s

A− BA

∣∣∣ ≤ r
(
1+ κK1/2r−1/2) (1− |α|2) + κ.

Proof of Lemma 5.7: Reintroduce the functionq from the proof of Lemma5.3. It fol-
lows from (5.13) and from Lemma5.3that a constantz5 ≥ 1 can chosen independently
of (A, ψ) and r so that the function

q1 = max (q− z5,0)

obeys

(5.16) d†dq1 + 2r|α|2q1 ≤ c0r (1− |α|2)

in the weak sense.

Given (5.6), what is done in the proof of Lemma 2.7 in the article SW⇒ Gr from [T6]
when repeated here finds constants,δ1 > 0 andδ2 > 0, both independent ofr and of
(A, ψ), and such that the function

v1 = 1− |α|2 + r−1δ1 − δ2|β|
2

has the following properties whenr ≥ c0:

v1 ≥ r−1δ;

v1 ≥ |1− |α|2|

d†dv1 +2r |α|2 v1 ≥ 0.

(5.17)

Set
ε = r−1/2 and v2 = v1−ε

1 .

It follows from the second inequality in (5.17) that the function v2 also obeys

v2 ≥ |1− |α|2|.

This and the third inequality in (5.17) imply that

(5.18) d†dv2 +2r|α|2 v2 ≥ 2r1/2|α|2(1− |α|2).

Granted the latter equation, it then follows from (5.16) that there is a constantz6 ≥ 0
with the following properties: First,z6 is independent of bothr and (A, ψ). To state
the second, introduce the function

v = q1 − z6 (r1/2
+ ||q1||∞) v2 .

Then this function obeys:
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(1) v < 0 at points where|α|2 = 1
2 ;

(2) d†dv + 2r|α|2v ≤ 0 at points where|α|2 ≥ 1
2 .

This last inequality with the maximum principle finds

v ≤ 0 where|α|2 ≥
1
2

.

This implies the assertion of Lemma5.7 at points where|α|2 ≥ 1
2 . The assertion at

points where|α|2 ≤ 1
2 follows directly from Lemma5.3.

5.4 Bounds for the integral of r(1− |α|2)

Lemma5.4bounds what (5.7) callsK by c0r1/2 . The next lemma asserts thatK has
an r -independent bound.

Lemma 5.8 Fix a positive real numberL. Then there exists a constantκ > 1
depending onL, with the following significance: For anyr ≥ κ and any solution
d = (A, ψ) to the r ’s version of instantion equation (4.5) satisfying (5.8), one has

K ≤ κ.

Proof of Lemma 5.8: As noted in Section3.3, the fact thatJ is tamed by the
symplectic formds∧ dt + wf requires that the 1-forma that appears in (3.11) have
norm less than 2. This understood, introduce

δ = 2− sup
M

|a|.

Recall from (5.7) thatK is defined as the supremum of M(s). Without loss of generality,
suppose that this supremum is attained at a points∈ R. Otherwise, if M(s) 6= K ∀s,
then

K = lim
s→∞

M(s) or lim
s→−∞

M(s).

Since (A(s), ψ(s)) converges to a solutions of (3.13) whens→ ∞ or −∞, the assertion
of the lemma then follows from Lemma3.8.

Recall the functionχ from Section1.4, and define the functionχs on R by

χs(·) = χ

(
1
4
|s− (·)|

)
.

In particular, this function has compact support in the interval [s− 2, s+ 2], but it is
equal to 1 on [s, s+ 1]. As will be explained momentarily, for anyε ∈ (0,1), there
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exists a constantcε ≥ 1 that is independent ofr ,δ , and (A, ψ), so that the following
holds:

(5.19) δK ≤ 2
∫

R×M
χs

(
r|α|2(1− |α|2) − |∇Aα|

2)
+ cε + c0 εK when r ≥ cε .

Note that the integral in (5.19) is bounded byc0 via the following argument: Multiply
both sides of the first equation in (5.6) by the functionχs and integrate the resulting
equation overR × M . Then the claimed bound follows from integration by parts,
Lemmas5.2and5.6.

This understood, then anyε < c−1
0 δ version of (5.19) supplies anr -independent bound

on K .

The derivation of (5.19) is given next in seven steps.

Step 1: In this step∇A or ∇A denotes the covariant derivative on bundles over
R×M as in (5.5), and use∇M

A or ∇M
A to denote the corresponding covariant derivative

along theM -direction. The identity (5.5) has an analog for any given pair (A, ψ) ∈

Conn(E) × C∞(M;S), with DA replaced byDA, with ∇A replaced by∇M
A , and with

∂
∂sA set to zero there. Integrate both sides of this identity overM ; then integrate by
parts on both sides to find

∫

M

(
|BA − r(ψ†τψ − ia)|2 + 2r |DAψ|

2
)
=

∫

M

(
|BA|

2
+ r2|ψ†τψ − ia|2 − 2ira ∧ ∗BA + 2r

(
|∇M

Aψ|
2
+

Rg

4
|ψ|2

))
.

(5.20)

Now take the pair (A, ψ) above to be the restriction to a slice{s′}×M of the instanton
solution to (4.5), and regard either side of the identity as a function ons′ ∈ R. Multiply
this function byχs(s′) and integrate overs′ ∈ R to see the equality of the left hand
sides of Equations (5.21) and (5.22) below.

Noting thatBA − r(ψ†τψ − ia) = BA − 1
2B0 (see (5.9)), use Lemma5.5to see that

∫

R×M
χs

(
|BA − r(ψ†τψ − ia)|2 + 2r|DAψ|

2
)

≤

∫

R×M
χs
(
|BA|

2
+ 2r|DAψ|

2)
+ c0r1/2.

(5.21)
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Write a asdt−a as in (3.11), and recall thata is in the space of 1-forms that annihilate
∂t . Denote the latter space byΩ⊥ . Use Lemmas5.2and5.5to find

∫

R×M
χs

(
|BA|

2
+ r2|ψ†τψ − ia|2 − 2ira ∧ ∗BA + 2r

(
|∇M

A ψ|
2
+

Rg

4
|ψ|2

))

>

∫

R×M
χs
(
|BA|

2
+ r2|1− |α|2|2 + 2r|∇Aα|

2 − 2r|a| |B⊥|
)
− c0r,

(5.22)

whereB⊥ denotes the orthogonal projection ofBA to Ω⊥ . Note that the derivation of
(5.22) uses the fact that ∫

M
dt∧ i ∗ BA = 4π2dΓ.

Step 2: Write ∂
∂sA andBA as

∂

∂s
A = −i (1− υ)

(
r(1− |α|2) + z

)
a + x+ X and

BA = −iυ
(
r(1− |α|2) + z

)
a + x−X,

(5.23)

where:

– υ is a function onR× M ;

– z = r|β|2 − i
2 ∗ (a ∧ ∗BAK );

– both iX and ix are inΩ⊥ .

It is a consequence of Lemma5.2that |z| ≤ c0. Meanwhile, the formx is constrained
by the first equation in (4.5). In particular, the latter and Lemma5.2require that

(5.24) |x| ≤ c0
(
r1/2|1− |α|2|1/2

+ 1
)
.

Let w denote (1− |α|2). The norm ofX is constrained using Lemmas5.4and5.7 to
obey

(5.25) 4|X|2 + (1− 2υ)2r2w2 ≤ r2(1+ c0 K
1/2r−1/2)2

w2
+ c0 (r|w|+ 1).

Given that Lemma5.4findsK ≤ c0r1/2 , this last inequality requires

|X|2 ≤ r2υ (1− υ)w2
+ c0(r7/4w2

+ r|w|+ 1);

− c0 r−1/4 ≤ υ ≤ 1+ c0 r−1/4.
(5.26)
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Step 3: For the rest of the argument we shall frequently use the fact that |w| ≤ 1 by
Lemma5.2 to boundw2 by |w| without further mention.

Let ε ∈ (0,1). It follows from (5.20)–(5.22), (5.24), (5.26), and Lemma5.5that

(5.27)
∫

R×M
χs
(
|BA|

2
+ r2w2

+ 2r|∇Aα|
2 − r2|a| |w|

)
≤ c0r (ε−1

+ εK)

when r ≥ cε with cε ≥ 1 a constant that depends solely onε .

Step 4: Use (5.23) to see that

(5.28)
∫

R×M
χs

∣∣∣ ∂
∂s

A
∣∣∣
2
=

∫

R×M
χs
(
(υ − 1)2r2w2

+ |X|2
)
+ eA,

where|eA| ≤ c0 r(ε−1 + εK). Likewise,

(5.29)
∫

R×M
χs|BA|

2
=

∫

M
χs
(
υ2r2w2

+ |X|2
)
+ eB,

where|eB| ≤ c0r (ε−1 + εK).

Step 5: Consider the two cases when

(5.30)
∫

R×M
χs

∣∣∣ ∂
∂s

A
∣∣∣
2
≤ ε

∫

R×M
χsr

2w2

or otherwise.

In the first case, when the above inequality holds, it followsfrom (5.26) and (5.29) that

(5.31)
∫

[s,s+1]×M
|BA|

2 ≥ (1− c0ε)
∫

R×M
χsr

2w2 − c0r(ε−1
+ εK).

The latter plus (5.27) imply that

(5.32)
∫

R×M
χs
(
2r2w2

+ 2r|∇Aα|
2 − r2|a| |w|

)
≤ c0r(ε−1

+ εK) ≤ c0r(ε−2
+ εK)

when r ≥ cε with cε ≥ 1 a constant that depends solely onε .

Step 6: In the second case, when
∫
R×M χs|

∂
∂sA|

2 > ε
∫
R×M χsr2w2 instead, add

ε−1| ∂∂sA|2 to the left hand side of (5.27). It then follows using Lemma5.5 that (5.32)
also holds in this case.
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Step 7: As just argued in Steps 5 and 6, the inquality (5.32) holds if r ≥ cε . Recall
the notation supM |a| = 2− δ ; it follows immediately from (5.32) that

(5.33) δ

∫

R×M
χsr

2|w|+ 2r
∫

R×M
χs
(
rw2

+ |∇Aα|
2 − r|w|

)
≤ c0r (ε−2

+ εK).

Use the first inequality in Lemma5.2 to see that this inequality also holds with|w|
replaced byw + c0r−1 in the right most integrand on the left side of this inequality.
Make this replacement. The resulting inequality directly implies (5.19).

Remark. By imposing additional conditions on the choice of the almost complex
structureJ, the proofs of Lemmas5.3–5.8may be simplified.

When the degree ofΓ is larger thang − 1 or less than 2, one may seta = 0 (i.e.
J is admissible) yet still have the transversality and compactness results required for
the definition of the periodic Floer homology, see the arguments in [H1]. In this case,
Lemma5.8follows directly from taking the squares of both sides of theSeiberg-Witten
equations (4.5) and the monotonicity of the action functional, without making use of
Lemmas5.3, 5.4, and the somewhat involved argument in the above proof.

In general,a may be taking to be arbitrarily small for the purpose of the aforemen-
tioned transversality and compactness results. Assuming this, the assertion of the
Lemma follows directly from (5.27), and there is no need to estimate|BA| and | ∂∂sA|
individually.

5.5 Monotonicity for the integral of r(1− |α|2)

The lemma that follows plays a key role in the proof of the surjectivity of Ψr . Denote
by M the function from (R× M) × (0,∞) → (0,∞) that assigns to a given pair (ρ, x)
the number

(5.34) M(x, ρ) = r
∫

dist(x,·)≤ρ
|1− |α|2|.

The upcoming lemma gives upper and lower bounds for this function. It is the analog
of Lemma 3.10 in [T4] and Proposition 3.1 in the article SW⇒ Gr from [T6].

Lemma 5.9 Fix a positive real numbersL. Then there exists a constantκ > 1
depending onL, with the following significance: For anyr ≥ κ and any solution
d = (A, ψ) to the r ’s version of instantion equation (4.5) satisfying (5.8), one has
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(1) If ρ1 > ρ0 ∈ (r−1/2, κ−1), then for anyx ∈ R× M ,

M (x, ρ1) ≥ κ−1ρ2
1/ρ

2
0 M (x, ρ0).

(2) Suppose that|α(x)| ≤ 1
2 at x. If ρ ∈ (r−1/2, κ−1), then

κ−1ρ2 ≤ M (x, ρ) ≤ κρ2.

Proof of Lemma 5.9: To start, let

ω = ds∧ a + wf .

View A as a connection on the pull-back of the bundleE to R × M and useFA to
denote its curvature 2-form. The latter is equal tods∧ ∂

∂sA+∗BA where it is understood
that ∗ here refers to the Hodge star for the metric onM . Granted this notation, it then
follows using (4.5) with Lemma5.2 that

(5.35) M (x, ρ) =
∫

dist(x,·)≤ρ
i ω ∧ FA + e1,

where|e1| ≤ c0ρ
4. Now fix Gaussian coordinates (y1, · · · , y4) centered atx, chosen

so that

(5.36) ω = dy1 ∧ dy2 + dy3 ∧ dy4 +O(|y|).

Setω0 = dy1 ∧ dy2 + dy3 ∧ dy4 . It then follows from (5.35) with Lemmas5.2and5.8
that

(5.37) M(x, ρ) =
∫

dist(x,·)≤ρ
i ω0 ∧ FA + e2,

where|e2| ≤ c0
(
ρ4 + ρM (x, ρ)

)
. Next note thatω0 = dθ0 , where

(5.38) θ0 =
1
2

(
y1dy2 − y2dy1 + y3dy4 − y4dy3

)
.

Note in particular that|θ0| =
1
2|y|+ e3 where|e3| ≤ c0|y|2 . Write the integral in (5.37)

as

(5.39)
∫

dist(x,·)≤ρ
iθ0 ∧ (FA)T,

where (FA)T denotes the restricton ofFA to the tangent space of the sphere of radius
ρ into R× M .

To continue, note that

(5.40) |θ ∧ (FA)T| ≤
1
2
ρr (1+ c0r−1/2) (1+ ρ) |1− |α|2|+ c0ρ.
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Indeed, this follows from the bound

|θ0| ≤
1
2
|y| + c0|y|

2

with the following two facts: First,
∣∣∣ ∂
∂s

A+ BA

∣∣∣ ≤ r (1− |α|2) + c0,

which is a consequence of (4.5) and Lemma5.2. Second,
∣∣∣ ∂
∂s

A− BA

∣∣∣ ≤ r (1+ c0r−1/2) (1− |α|2) + c0,

which is a consequence of Lemmas5.7and5.8.

Granted these bounds, it follows from (5.37) and (5.39) that the functionρ 7→ M(x, ρ)
obeys the differential inequality

(5.41) M (x, ρ) ≤
1
2
ρ
(
1+ c0ρ+ c0r−1/2)∂M

∂ρ
(x, ρ) + c0ρ

4.

Integration of (5.41) gives the what is asserted in Item (1) of Lemma5.9. The left hand
inequality of Item (2) follows from Item (1), since

M (x, r−1/2) ≥ c−1
0 r−1 if |α(x)| ≤

1
2

.

Indeed such an upper bound follows directly from the first inequality in Lemma5.6.
The right hand inequality of Item (2) follows from Item (1) and Lemma5.8.

5.6 The behavior ofα, β and the curvature: Part 3.

The bounds given below refine the bounds given in Lemmas5.6 and5.7. The first
lemma below states the analog here of what is asserted by Propositions 2.8 and 4.4 of
the article SW⇒ Gr in [T6]. It is the analog of Lemma 3.8 in [T4].

Lemma 5.10 Fix a positive real numberL. Then there exists a constantκ > 1
depending onL, with the following significance: Fix anr ≥ κ and a solutiond =

(A, ψ) to the r ’s version of instantion equation (4.5) satisfying (5.8). SetX∗ to denote
the subset inR× M where1− |α| ≥ κ−1 . Then

(1) |∇Aα|
2 + r |∇Aβ|

2 ≤ κr (1− |α|2) + κ2;

(2) r (1− |α|2) + |∇Aα|
2 + r |∇Aβ|

2 ≤ κ
(
r−1 + re−

√
r dist(·,X∗)/κ

)
;

(3) |β|2 ≤ κ (r−2 + r−1e−
√

r dist(·,X∗)/κ
)
.

As in Lemma5.6, what is written as∇A refers to the covariant derivative overR× M
as defined by viewingA as a connection on the pull-back of the bundleE to R× M .
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Proof of Lemma 5.10: The proof differs in one place from the proof of Lemma 3.8 in
[T4]. Here is the argument in our case: Use Lemma5.7 with the manipulations done
in Step 2 from the proof of Proposition 4.4 in the article SW⇒ Gr in [T6] to obtain
an r and (A, ψ) independent constantz∗ ≥ 1 such that

y = |∇Aα|
2
+ r|∇Aβ|

2 − z∗

obeys the differential inequality

(5.42) d†dy+ 2r|α|2y ≤ c0r (1− |α|2)y+ c0y

at points onR × M where 1− |α|2 ≤ c−1
0 . Meanwhile, use (5.6) with Lemma5.1 to

obtain an (A, ψ) and r independent constantz∗∗ such that the function

w = (1− |α|2) − z∗∗|β|
2

obeys

(5.43) − c0 + y ≤ d†dw + 2r|α|2w ≤ c0 (y+ 1).

Fix c∗ ≥ 1 and then use (5.42) and the left most inequality in (5.43) to see that

u = max
(

y− c∗
(
||y||∞ + r + 1

)
w − c0c∗,0

)

obeys the differential inequality

(5.44) d†du+
r

64
u ≤ 0

on the domainU ⊂ R×M where 1−|α|2 ≤ c−1
0 . If c∗ ≥ c0, thenu is negative on the

boundary ofU and it has compact support, the latter being a consequence ofLemma
3.7. The maximum principle demandsu = 0 which proves Item (1) of the lemma for
points inU . Meanwhile, Lemma3.7and the fact thatw > c−1

0 on the complement of
U imply Item (1) on the complement ofU .

To obtain the assertion of Item (2), use (5.42) with the left hand inequality in (5.43) to
see that

u′ = max(y+ c−1
0 rw − c0,0)

obeys

d†du′ +
r

64
u′ ≤ 0 in U .

Keeping this in mind, letcM > 0 denote a constant that is much less than the injectivity
radius ofM . Let x ∈ X∗ denote a point withs(x) ∈ [s0 − R, s0 + R]; and letB ⊂ X∗
denote the ball with centerx and radius equal to half of the minimum ofcM and
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dist(x,X∗). Useρ to denote the radius of the ballB. Let G(·, x) denote the Green’s
function for the operatord†d+ r

64 with pole atx. This operator obeys the bounds

0 ≤ G(·, x) ≤ c0 dist(·, x)−2e−
√

r dist(·,x)/c0 and

|dG(·, x)| ≤ c0 dist(·, x)−3e−
√

r dist(·,x)/c0.
(5.45)

Multiply both sides of the inequalityd†du′ + r
64u′ ≤ 0 by χ(dist(·, x)/ρ)G(·, x) and

integrate by overB. Given that|u′| ≤ c0r , integration by parts finds

u′|x ≤ c0r e−
√

rρ/c0.

This implies what is asserted by the second item of the lemma.The third item follows
from the second using Lemma5.2.

The next lemma refines the bounds given by Lemma5.7for the curvature. This lemma
is the analog of Proposition 3.4 in the article SW⇒ Gr from [T6], and it is the analog
of Lemma 3.9 in [T4].

Lemma 5.11 Given K ≥ 1, there existsκ ≥ 1 with the following significance:
Suppose thatr ≥ κ, and that(A, ψ = (α, β)) is an instanton solution to (4.5). Fix
s0 ∈ R andR≥ 1; and suppose that

sup
s∈[s0−R−3,s0+R+3]

M(s) ≤ K.

Then
∣∣∣∂A
∂s

+ BA

∣∣∣ ≤ r (1− |α|2) + κ;
∣∣∣∂A
∂s

− BA

∣∣∣ ≤ r (1− |α|2) + κ.

at all points in[s0 − R, s0 + R] × M .

Proof of Lemma 5.11: Copy the proof of Lemma 3.9 in [T4] using Lemmas5.2, 5.7,
5.8and5.9 to replace their [T4] analogs.

Arguments from [T4] refer to a connections on the pull-back ofE over R × M that
are denoted bŷA. Each version ofÂ differs from A where |α| is near to 1. Any
given version is defined from a specifed function℘ : [0,∞) → [0,∞) which is a
non-decreasing function that obeys℘(x) = x for x near zero and℘(1) = 1. With ℘ in
hand, set

(5.46) Â = A−
1
2
℘(|α|2)|α|−2(ᾱ∇Aα− α∇Aᾱ).
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Here, and as previously,∇A denotes the covariant onR × M as defined byA. The
curvature,FÂ, of this connection is

(5.47) FÂ = (1− ℘)FA − ℘′∇Aᾱ ∧ ∇Aα.

If the assumptions of Lemma5.10hold, then

(5.48) |FÂ| ≤ c0
(
r−1

+ r e−
√

r dist(·,X∗)/κ)

on the whole ofR× M .

5.7 Behavior nearR× γ when γ is elliptic

The following is the analog here of Lemma 3.11 in [T4]:

Lemma 5.12 Fix a positive real numberL. Then there exists a constantκ > 1
depending onL, with the following significance: For anyr ≥ κ and any solution
d = (A, ψ) to the r ’s version of instantion equation (4.5) satisfying (5.8), and for any
elliptic periodic orbitγ with tubular neighborhood map as described by (4.1), one has:

|β| ≤ κr−1, |∇Aβ| ≤ κr−1/2

at all points inR× M with distanceκ−1 or less fromR× γ .

Proof of Lemma 5.12: Copy the proof of Lemma 3.11 in [T4].

6 Generalizing to the non-monotone case

In the non-monotone case of either the Periodic Floer homology or Seiberg-Witten
Floer cohomology, the definition of the Floer (co)homology in Section1.1 or 1.2 no
longer works, because the moduli spaceM1(Θ+,Θ−) orM1(c−, c+) used to define the
differential fails to be compact. To make sense of the infinite sum in (1.9) or (1.16), the
standard solution from the Floer theory literature is to work with Novikov coefficients.
This is done in the Seiberg-Witten context in Chapter 30 in [KM]. We shall follow the
formulation of Kronheimer and Mrowka, with notation and terminology modified so
as to better accomodate both versions of Floer (co)homologies under discussion in one
common framework.
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6.1 Local coefficients

We shall use the term “local system” in the following more general sense: In place of
topological spaces, consider data sets of the following type.

Definition 6.1 A fundamental tripleconsists of:

• a categoryG;

• a groupoidG with the same objects asG, and such that for every paira,b ∈

Ob(G), the set of morphismsMor (G; a,b) in G from a to b has countably
many elements;

• a functorπG from the former to the latter, which identifies the objects inboth
categories.

The model example.TakeG to be the category of points and paths in a topological
space of countableπ1; let G be the fundamental groupoid of this space, andπG defined
by taking the relative homotopy class.

Definition 6.2 Let R be a commutative ring , and let ModR denote the category of
R-modules. Given a fundamental tripleπG : G → G, we call a functorΛ from G to
ModR a local system of R-modules onG.

Definition 6.3 Let R be a ring such that−1 6= 1 in R. Let ι denote the generator of
Z/2Z. An orientation functorof a categoryC is a compositionR ◦ H , whereH is a
functor fromC to the category ofZ/2Z-torsors, andR is the functor from the latter
category to ModR[Z/2Z] , which associated to aZ/2Z-torsor Z the R[Z/2Z]-module
R[Z]/(1+ ι)R[Z].

An orientation local systemO of G is a orientation functorR ◦ H which is also
a local system. When an elementua ∈ H(a) is chosen for each objecta of G,
O(h) may be identified with an element in{1,−1} for each morphismh in G. The
fundamental triple is said to beorientable if it is possible to make such a system of
choices{ua}a∈Ob(G) such that for anya,b ∈ Ob(G), H(h) ua = ub for all morphisms
h ∈ Mor (G) from a to b. Such a choice is said to be anorientation.

The Floer thoery package. Denote byG• the groupoid of a single object•, with G
as its set of morphisms.

A Floer theory in principle comes equipped with the following package:
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[F1] a fundamental triple{πG : G → G},

[F2] a subset ofOb (G) consisting of “regular” elements; denote the associated
subcategories ofG andG by Greg andGreg respectively;

[F3] a functorS from Greg to Z• , sending all objects to•. This S factors asS ◦ πG .
This is to define the notion of “spectral flow” or “relativeZ-grading”,

[F4] a parameter spaceP for the “flow equation” in the theory (such as of perturba-
tions, metrics), so that corresponding to eachµ ∈ P, there is a functorEµ from
G to R• , sending all objects to•. EachEµ factors asEµ ◦ πG . These are to be
understood as notions of “action”.

[F5] a subcategoryCµ of Greg defined for elementsµ in a subsetPgen ⊂ P con-
sisting of “generic” elements, such that bothOb(Cµ) and the setMor 1(Cµ) :=
{z| z ∈ Mor (Cµ), S(z) = 1} consist of countably many elements. Intuitively,
Cµ represents the category of “critical points” and “broken trajectories” of the
gradient flow of the actional functional parametrized byµ.

SupposeR is not of characteristic 2, butR andO are as in Definition6.3above. One
needs additionally:

[F6] an orientation ofO for the fundamental tripleπG : G → G, which induces an
orientation functorOµ of Cµ for everyµ ∈ Pgen.

As previously explained, by choosing an elementua ∈ H(a) for eacha ∈ Ob(Cµ),
one may identifyOµ(h) with a sign(z) ∈ {−1,1}, for each morphismz in Cµ . This
system of choice is called acoherent orientationfor Cµ . When πG : G → G

comes from a (real) manifoldM and Cµ the category of critical points and broken
trajectories of a Morse function on it,O is defined from detTM, and Oµ is defined
from {detTaDa}a∈Ob(Cµ) , whereDa denotes the descending manifold from the critical
point a.

Note that by definition,G is groupoid; hence eachMor (G; a,b) may be identified with
a groupΠ after choosing a reference element in it. With respect to this choice,S and
Eµ identify respectively with the homomorphisms

s : Π → Z and eµ : Π → R.

Floer (co)homology with local coefficients. Given a Floer theory package described
above and a local system,Λ, of R-modules onG, a purportedFloer chain complex with
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local coefficientΛ is defined fromCµ by the following chain groups and differentials:

C∗(G, µ;Λ) =
⊕

a∈Ob (Cµ)

Oµ(a) ⊗ Λ(a),

∂ =
∑

z∈Mor 1(Cµ),

Oµ(z) ⊗ Λ(πG z),
(6.1)

SinceS(h) − S(h′) = s(h− h′), whereh,h′ ∈ Mor (G; a,b) and henceh− h′ ∈ Π, the
functor S defines aZ/pZ-grading on the Floer complex by

gr (a,b) = S(h) mod p for any h ∈ Mor (G; a,b) ,

wherep is the divisibility of s .

Floer cochain complex is obtained by replacing the categoryG above byGop.

Let Mor 1(Cµ; a,b) denote the set consisting of elements inMor 1(Cµ) which go from
the objecta to the objectb, and letMor 1,h(Cµ; a,b) be its subset consisting of ele-
ments in the relative homotopy classh ∈ Mor (G; a,b). Let Mor 1(G; a,b) = {h ∈

Mor (G; a,b) | S(h) = 1}. The chain groups and differentials given can be written more
concretely once a coherent orientation ofCµ is chosen:

C∗(G, µ;Λ) =
⊕

a∈Ob (Cµ)

Λ(a),

∂ a =
∑

b∈Ob(Cµ)

∑

h∈Mor 1(G;a,b)

σh(a,b)Λ(h) b, where

σh(a,b) =
∑

z∈Mor 1,h(Cµ;a,b),

sign(z).

(6.2)

In order for the map∂ to be well-defined, certain bounds on the number of elements in
Mor 1(Cµ; a,b) are required in order to make sense of the formula for∂ above. These
are typically provided by results of the following form:

(6.3) For a genericµ, the number of elements inMor L
1(Cµ; a,b) is finite

for any L∈ R,

whereMor L
1(Cµ; a,b) = { z| z∈ Mor 1(Cµ; a,b), Eµ(z) ≤ L}.

SinceEµ factors throughπG , this guarantees the finiteness ofσh(a,b) for each triple
of a,b,h. However,Mor 1(G; a,b) often has infinitely many elements: with a choice
a reference element, it identifies with Kers . Nevertheless, together with the following
additional condition, (6.3) guarantees thatσh(a,b) = 0 except for only finitely many
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elementsh in Mor 1(G; a,b); hence the formula for∂ is (6.2) is a finite sum when
Ob(Cµ) has finitely many elements:eµ|Ker s = 0, or equivalently,

(6.4) eµ = −κs for someκ ∈ R as elements in Hom (Π,R).

When (6.4) fails, the infinite sum in the second line of (6.2) may be made sense of via
particular choices of the local coefficientsΛ, as follows.

Let L ∈ R from this point on. Paraphrasing Definitions 30.2.1 and 30.2.2 in [KM], we
say that:

Definition 6.4 subsetS⊂ Mor (G; a,b) is (s , eµ)-finite if:

(i) for all L, the intersectionS∩ Mor L(G; a,b) is finite.

(ii) there existsd such thatS(h) ≤ d for all h ∈ S.

A local system of complete, filtered topological abelian groups Λ on G is (s , eµ)-
completeif, for any a,b ∈ Ob(G) and any (s , eµ)-finite setS⊂ Mor (G; a,b),

(i) the set{Λ(h) |h ∈ S} ⊂ Hom(Λ(a),Λ(b)) is equicontinuous;

(ii) the homomorphismsΛ(h) converges to 0 ash runs throughS.

In the above, Hom(Λ(a),Λ(b)) is equipped with the compact-open topology, and the
notions of complete filtered groups and equicontinuity are as explained in pp. 601-
602 in [KM]. Note that the above definitions depend only on (s , eµ), not on the
particular choices ofS andEµ , and a local system is (s , eµ)-complete if and only if it
is (s , λeµ)-complete, for anyλ ∈ R+ .

As was observed in [KM], the upshot of this definition is that for any function
σ : Mor (G; a,b) → Z with (s , eµ)-finite support, a series of the form

∑
hσ(h)Λ(h)

converges to a continuous limit, and the terms of this seriesmay be rearranged. Apply
this observation to the series

∑
h∈Mor 1(G;a,b) σh(a,b). The statement (6.3) implies that

the functionh 7→ σh(a,b) is supported on a (s , eµ)-finite set, and hence the convergence
of this series. In sum, the formula (6.2) gives a valid definition of Floer homology of
local coefficientΛ, once the following two conditions are met:

(6.5)

{
• There are finitely many elements inCµ ;

• The statement (6.3) holds.

Example.In the case of (6.4), any (local) coefficient is (s , eµ)-complete. In particular,
Floer homology with coefficientZ is well-defined. The monotone cases discussed in
Sections1.1and1.2belong to this case withκ 6= 0. (Theκ = 0 case is the “balanced”
case in the terminology of [KM]).



Periodic Floer homology and Seiberg-Witten Floer cohomology 79

6.2 The non-monotone case

As explained in the previous subsection, the periodic Floerhomology and Seiberg-
Witten cohomology can be defined in general with appropriatechoice of local coeffi-
cients.

General Periodic Floer homology. Fix a volume formwF on F . In the terminology
of the previous subsection, this Floer theory associates the following to each symplectic
isotopy class off andΓ ∈ H1(M;Z):

• one may takeG to be the category with integral 1-cycles inM in the class ofΓ
as objects, and withMor (G;Θ,Θ′) consisting of integral 2-cyclesΣ in R×M ,
which limit to Θ or Θ′ respectively ass → ∞ or s → −∞. Let G be the
category withMor (G;Θ,Θ′) = H2(M;Θ,Θ′), and letπG be the functor which
sends an integral 1-cycleΘ ⊂ M to itself, and an integral 2-cycleΣ ⊂ R × M
described above to the relative homology class of its projection to M .

• The functor S in this context is given by the relative gradingI (Θ+,Θ−; Z)
described in Section1.1.

• The parameter spaceP may be taken to be the space of pairs (f , J), wheref is a
symplectomorphism in a a fixed Hamiltonian isotopy class, and J ∈ Jf . Using
the same notation to denote the pullback ofwf under the projectionR×M → M ,
set

Eµ(Σ) =
∫

Σ

wf , for Σ ∈ Mor (G).

• We call a µ = (f , J) ∈ P “generic” in this context iff is nondegenerate,
and J ∈ J1f . Let Cµ be the category withOb (Cµ) = A and with Mor (Cµ)
consisting of what is termed “broken GFL”s in Definition 9.3 of [H1]. By
Lemma 9.3 in the same reference and its generalization in Section 9.5, the set
Mor 1(Cµ;Θ+,Θ−) is the setM1(Θ+,Θ−)/R previously introduced in Section
1.1.

• It is explained in Section 9 of [HT1] that a coherent orientation is provided by
a choice of ordering of the positive hyperbolic periodic orbits in Θ for each
Θ ∈ A.

In fact, the definitions ofG andP above may be chosen somewhat differently, since
they do not directly enter into the definition of the Floer complex. Note also that in
this Floer theory package,

(6.6) Π = H2(M;Z), s = cΓ, eµ = [wf ],



80 Yi-Jen Lee and Clifford Henry Taubes

regarding the latter two as homomorphisms fromH2(M;Z) to Z andR respectively.
The condition (6.4) becomes the defnition for monotone classes in Section1.1: The
casesκ > 0 andκ < 0 correspond to the positive monotone and negative monotone
cases respectively, andκ 6= 0 in this context.

With Cµ and Eµ thus specified, the validity of the statement (6.3) follows from the
typical Gromov compactness arguments as those which appeared in Lemma 9.8 of
[H1]. It is also noted in Section1.1 thatA consists of finitely many elements. Thus,
as both conditions in (6.5) are met, given a (cΓ, [wf ])-complete local coefficientΛ
on G, the formula (6.1) gives a well-defined chain complex. We call the associated
homology theperiodic Floer homology with coefficientΛ of the parameter setµP =

{(F,wF), f ,Γ, J}, and denote it by

HP∗
(
f : (F,wF) 	,Γ;Λ

)
J,

or simplyHP∗(f ,Γ;Λ) when there is no danger of ambiguity. Under the monotonicity
assumption,Λ can be taken to beZ; in this case the above definition of periodic Floer
homology reduces to the version in Section1.1.

General Seiberg-Witten cohomology. In this Floer theory, choose

• G such that its objects consist of gauge equivalence classes of configurations on
M , and such thatMor (G; c−, c+) = B(c−, c+). Let G be the category with the
same objects, and withMor (G; c−, c+) = π0(B(c−, c+)). Let πG be defined by
taking the relative homotopy classes of elements inB(c−, c+).

• DefineS by the relative gradingI(c−, c+; h) introduced in Section1.2.

• Take the parameter spaceP to be the set of triplesµ = (̟,g, (T,S)). Assume
through out this article that [̟] 6= 2πc1(s) in H2(M;R).
ChooseEµ such thatEµ(γ) = 1

2E
top
ω,q(γ) in the notation of [KM], whereω =

−i̟/4, q = (T,S).

• Whenµ is generic in the sense explained in Section1.2, let Cµ be the category
with Ob(Cµ) = C, and withMor (Cµ; c−, c+) = M̆+(c−, c+) in the notation of
[KM]. In particular, Mor 1(Cµ; c−, c+) is what is denoted byM1(c−, c+)/R in
Section1.1.

• The functorOµ assigns to eachc ∈ Cr the module in (22.1) of [KM] (the two
element setΛ in [KM] is H in our notation), and to eachγ ∈ M1(c−, c+)/R,
the isomorphismǫ(γ) in (22.4) of [KM].
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By the above choice ofS, Eµ and the discussion in Section1.1, in this Floer theory

(6.7) Π = H1(M;Z), s = c1(s), eµ = ps,̟.

The condition (6.4) now corresponds to the positive monotone, negative monotone,
and balanced cases discussed in Chapter 29 of [KM] when κ < 0, κ > 0, andκ = 0
respectively.

It is shown in [KM] that the conditions (1.12) and (6.5) hold under our assumption that
ps,̟ 6= 0, and thus for any (c1(s), ps,̟)-complete local systemΛ, the construction
in the previous subsection defines a Floer homology with coefficient Λ associated
to each parameter setµS = {M, s,̟,g, q = (T,S)}. As previously observed, by
replacingG with Gop, the same construction defines a Floercohomology. Thus, for
any (c1(s),−ps,̟)-complete local systemΛ, there is a well-defined Floer cochain
complex:

C∗(G, µ;Λ) =
⊕

a∈Ob (Cµ)

Oµ(a) ⊗ Λ(a),

δ =
∑

z∈Mor1(Cµ)

Oµ(z−1) ⊗ Λ(πG z−1).

The resulting cohomology is theSeiberg-Witten Floer cohomology with coefficientΛ

for µS. This Floer cohomology only depends on the data set (1.17). We denote it by
HM∗(M, s, ps,̟;Λ). To compare with the notation in [KM],

HM∗(M, s,−π[̟]; Λ) = HM∗(M, s, ps,̟;Λ),

and what we call a (c1(s),−ps,̟)-complete local system is in the terminology of [KM],
a c-dual complete local system withc = π[̟]. Whens, ̟ are monotone with respect
to each other, the coefficientΛ will often be dropped from the notation when it is set
to beZ.

6.3 The general isomorphism theorem

We now generalize Theorem1.2to include the non-monotone cases. Associate to each
periodic Floer homology data setµµµP a Seiberg-Witten-Floer cohomology data setµµµS,
as described in Section1.3.

Fix L ≥ 1. Given a pair,Θ− and Θ+ , from A, introduce M1L(Θ+,Θ−) ⊂

M1(Θ+,Θ−) to denote the elementsΣ such that

(6.8)
∫

C
wf ≤ L,
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whereC is the sole submanifold fromΣ that is not anR-invariant cylinder. The space
M1L(Θ+,Θ−) has a finite set of components. This is asserted by Theorem 1.8 in [H1].
A value for L in [1,∞) is said to begenericwhen there are no cases where (6.8) is an
equality. The set of generic values is necessarily the complement of a countable set.

As will be seen momentarily, the spaceM1L(Θ+,Θ−) has a precise analog on the
Seiberg-Witten side of the ledger. To define this analog, fixr ≥1 such that each
solution to (3.13) is nondegenerate. Suppose thatc− andc+ are elements inCr . Given
L ≥ 1, useM1L(c−, c+) ⊂ M1(c−, c+) to denote the subspace of instantonsd = (A, ψ)
that obey (5.8), namely

i
2π

∫

R×M

∂A
∂s

ds∧ wf ≤ L.

Note in this regard that the above integral is absolutely convergent given thatc− and
c+ are both non-degenerate.

First, recall from Section 3 that Theorem3.5 makes no assumption on monotonicity.
Thus, it constructs an isomorphismΦr from A to Cr , which both consist of finitely
many nondegenerate elements. By examining the proof of Theorem 4.1, we see that
removing the monotonicity does not affect Part 1 of the proof. Thus, we still have a
smoothR-equivariant embeddingΨr : M1(Θ−,Θ+) → M1(c−, c+), which preserves
orientation. In general,M1(Θ−,Θ+) can have infinitely many elements, and therefore
the assertion (1a) of Theorem4.1 is no longer true. However,M1L(Θ−,Θ+) is
finite, and the statement holds whenM1(c−, c+) is replaced byΨr(M1L(Θ−,Θ+)) ⊂
M1(Θ−,Θ+).

Use the subscriptsP and S respectively to label the ingredientsπG : G → G etc. in
the periodic Floer theory and Seiberg-Witten-Floer theory, as described in the previous
subsection. Useπµ : Cµ → Cµ to denote the restriction ofπG to Cµ . In abstract
language, the previous observations show that fromΦr andΨr we have constructed a
functorF from CµP to C

op
µS , such thatOop

µS ◦F = OµP andSop
µS ◦F = (−1)◦SµP , where

(−1) takesn ∈ Z to −n.

We now show thatΦr andΨr induces an isomorphismF : CµP
→ Cop

µS
, such that the

following diagram commutes:

CµP

F
−−−−→ C

op
µS

πµP

y πop
µS

y

CµP

F
−−−−→ Cop

µS
.

Given that the mapΦr already identifies the sets of objects on both sides, and thatthe
sets of morphisms on both sides are torsors over the same group H2(M;Z) ≃ H1(M;Z),
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it suffices to check thatΨr intertwines the actions ofH2(M;Z) ≃ H1(M;Z) on both
sides. This is however clear from the definition ofΨr by gluing vortices along
{(Ci ,mi)}i ∈ M1(Θ+,Θ−).

Let ΛS and ΛP denote corresponding local systems underF . Recall from Section
1.3 that for a periodic Floer parameter setµP and its corresponding Seiberg-Witten
paramter setµS, one hascΓ = csΓ and ps,̟r = −2rπ[wf ]. Moreover, comparing
(6.6) and (6.7), and we see that the two Floer theories have identicals , while eµ on the
Seiberg-Witten side is−2rπ times that on the periodic Floer homology side. Thus,ΛP

is (s , eµ)-complete on the periodic Floer homology side if and only ifΛS is (s ,−eµ)-
complete on the Seiberg-Witten-Floer theory side. In otherwords, the Seiberg-Witten
Floer cohomology forµS with coefficientΛS is well-defined exactly when the periodic
Floer homology forµP with coefficientΛP is.

Theorem 6.5 Let µP = {(F,wF), f ,Γ, J} be a periodic Floer parameter set, where
Γ ∈ H1(M;Z) is an arbitrary class. Associate to it a Seiberg-Witten parameter set
µS = {M, sΓ,̟r ,g, q} according to the recipe described in Section1.3 Let ΛP be a
(cΓ, [wf ]) -complete local system for the periodic Floer homology, andlet ΛS denote
its corresponding(c1(sΓ),2rπ[wf ]) -complete local system for the Seiberg-Witten co-
homology. Then there is an isomorphism between the two Floer(co)homologies with
coefficientΛ

HP∗(f : (F,wF) 	,Γ;ΛP)J ≃ HM−∗(M, sΓ,−2rπ[wf ]; ΛS),

which reverses the relativeZ/pZ-gradings.

Corollary1.3generalizes correspondingly:

Corollary 6.6 The general periodic Floer homology in the previous theoremdepends
only on the Hamiltonian isotopy class off , the homology classΓ, and the local system
Λ. In fact, the periodic Floer homology with “maximally-twisted cofficients” depends
only on the symplectic isotopy class off andΓ, in the following sense:

Let Λ[wf ] ⊃ Z[H1(M;Z)] denote the Novikov ring consisting ofZ-valued functions

on H1(M;Z) that are finitely supported on[wf ]−1(−∞, κ] for any κ ∈ R, regarding
[wf ] as an element inHom(H2(M;Z),R). Then there is aZ[H1(M;Z)] -module with

relativeZ/pZ-grading, denotedHP
[f ]
∗ (Γ), such that

HP∗(f ,Γ;Λ[wf ]) ≃ HP
[f ]
∗ (Γ) ⊗Z[H1(M;Z)] Λ[wf ],

andHP
[f ]
∗ (Γ) depends only on the symplectic isotopy class[f ] andΓ.
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Proof. Because of the previous Theorem, it suffices to check the corresponding state-
ment for HM∗(M, sΓ,−2rπ[wf ]; Λ[wf ]). First, observe that

HM
∗
(M, sΓ,0;Λ[wf ]) = HM∗(M, sΓ, cb;Λ[wf ]) = 0,

due to the well-known fact that the Novikov homology of a torus is trivial. Thus, we
may again writeĤM

∗
(M, sΓ,0;Λ[wf ]) =

̂

HM
∗
(M, sΓ,0;Λ[wf ]) = HM∗(M, sΓ,0;Λ[wf ]).

Now, the variant of Theorem 31.5.1 in [KM] with local coefficients states:

HM∗(M, sΓ,0;Λ[wf ]) ≃ HM∗(M, sΓ,−2rπ[wf ]; Λ[wf ]).

However, the coefficientZ[H1(M;Z)] is (sΓ,0)-complete, and thus by the universal
coefficient theorem,

HM∗(M, sΓ,0;Λ[wf ]) = HM∗(M, sΓ,0;Z[H1(M;Z)]) ⊗Z[H1(M;Z)] Λ[wf ] .

For homologies classesΓ with degree 1, the Periodic Floer homology reduces to the
Floer homology of symplectic fixed points. Thus, in this special case, Corollaries1.3,
6.6 reduce to the invariance properties of the latter Floer homology in the existent
literature.

Completing the proof of Theorem6.5. It remains to show thatΨr is onto. Given
a genericL, consider the mapΨr : M1L(Θ−,Θ+) → M1(c−, c+). By the gluing
construction ofΨr , the image of this map falls inM1L(c−, c+) whenr is large enough.
We want to show that it is ontoM1L(c−, c+). Returning to the proof of Theorem4.1,
one finds that the monotonicity condition was only used to derive the bound on the
integral (4.8) from the index bound. The bound on (4.8) is the required condition for
the global results in Section5. In general, we simply impose the condition that (4.8)
is bounded byL from the out set, namely, we restrict our attention to instantons in
M1L(c−, c+). With this assumption, the results in Section5 can now be applied to
show thatΨr : M1L(Θ−,Θ+) → M1L(c−, c+) is an isomorphism. Now follow the
rest of Theorem1.2 to obtain the conclusion.

7 Appendices

In Appendix A, we describe the appropriate parameter space of the periodic Floer
homology, and clarify its relation with the parameter spaceof the Seiberg-Witten-Floer
cohomology. Note from the outset that in general, the coefficient systemΛ will not be
considered to be among the parameters of a Floer theory sinceit is chosen extraneously.
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Moreover, it is clear from the discussion in Section6 that local systems for two different
Floer theories may be identified by identifying their respective versions ofG, which
depend on the intrinsic parameters of the theory. So do the functions s , eµ that
determine the completeness condition of the local systems.

One application of the isomorphism theorem in this article is the computation of
Seiberg-Witten-Floer cohomology for degree 1 Spinc structures of all mapping tori,
via the computation of Floer homology of symplectic fixed points for oriented surfaces
in the existent literature. We denote this latter Floer homology by HF . In Appendix
B, we describe the version ofHF which is equivalent to the periodic Floer homology.
In [C] and its sequel, Cotton-Clay has a more refined definition ofHF , which may be
used to compute the version described below.

A. The dependence ofHP on f

Let h ∈ Symp(F,wF) be an element in the group of symplectomorphisms of (F,wF),
and let Symph(F,wF) ⊂ Symp(F,wF) denote the path component containingh. We
now define family versions ofM , wf , and c1(K−1) parametrized by Symph(F,wF)
and its universal covering.

Let M → Symph(F,wF) be defined as follows:

M =
(

Symph(F,wF) × R× F
)
/
(
(f , t, x) ∼ (f , t + 2π, f (x))

)
.

By projecting to the first factor of the product Symph(F,wF) × R × F , M may be
viewed as a bundle over Symph(F,wF) whose fiber overf is the mapping torusMf

of f . By projecting to the first two factors,M may be viewed as a fiber bundle over
Symph(F,wF) × S1; and the Euler class of the vertical tangent bundleK−1 over this
fiber bundle, denoted byc, restricts to the classc1(K−1) on eachMf ⊂ M . Finally,
one may pull-backwF from the projection to the last factorF . This induces a closed
2-form w, which restricts to eachMf aswf .

Choose a connectiona on the bundleM → Symph(F,wF) which preserves the structure
of its fibersMf as a mapping torus of symplectomorphisms of (F,wF). Let X denote
a symplectic vector field on (F,wF) and thus an element inTf Symph(F,wF). A
connection as just defined assigns toX the following object:

(7.1)





• Xf is a section of the vertical tangent bundle Kerπ∗ over the mapping
torusπ : Mf → S1,

• Xf is a map sending eacht ∈ S1 to a symplectic vector fieldXf (t) on
(F,wF).

• π∗Xf = X.
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The preceding construction defines various associated bundles of M → Symph(F,wF)
and connections on them. Note however that the monodromies of the various homology
or cohomology bundlesH(M) → H(M) → Symph(F,wF) do not depend on the choice
of connection onM .

Let M̃ → S̃ymph(F,wF) be the pull-back bundle overM under the covering map

of S̃ymph(F,wF), and let H̃(M), c̃, w̃ respectively denote the pull-backs ofH(M),
c, w over M̃ . The choice of connection onM above defines a trivialization of

M̃ → S̃ymph(F,wF), which induces trivializations on its various associatedbundles as
well.

In order to compare with the Seiberg-Witten-Floer cohomology, we view the periodic
Floer homologyHP as intrinsically an invariant of a fibered 3-manifoldπ : M → S1,
a homology classΓ ∈ H1(M;Z), a closed 2-formw ∈ Ω2(M) which restricts towF on
the fibers, and an almost complex structureJ onR×M satisfying the conditions (1.6),
with wf therein replaced byw. From this point of view,HP depends indirectly on
the symplectomorphismf through the choice of the two-formw = wf , and through
the vector field∂t . Thus, to compare the periodic Floer homologies of different

symplectomorphisms, first fix a liftingf0 ∈ S̃ymph(F,wF) of h. Identify M with the
fiber Mf0

⊂ M̃ , and setw = wf0
. Then for each triple consisting ofΓ ∈ H1(Mf0

;Z), a
suitable local systemΛ, andJ ∈ Jf0

, the construction in Sections1 and6 gives rise to
a periodic Floer homology, which we denote byHP (f0,Γ;Λ)J . For an arbitraryf ∈

S̃ymph(F,wF), use the trivializations given bya to define isomorphismsιf : Mf →

Mf0
, ι∗f : Ω2(Mf0

) → Ω2(Mf ), (ιf )∗ : H1(Mf ) → H1(Mf0
), and (ιf )∗ : Jf → Jf0

.

Then for each triple consisting of aΓf ∈ H1(Mf ), a local systemΛf for f , and a
Jf ∈ Jf , we defineHP (f ,Γf ;Λf )Jf

to be the periodic Floer homology associated

to (ιf )∗Γ, (ι−1
f )∗wf , (ι−1

f )∗Λf , and (ιf )∗J. The completeness condition forΛf is

provided by pull-backs of̃c|Mf
+ 2eΓf

and [wf ] via (ι−1
f )∗ .

In this manner, we have defined the periodic Floer homology over the parameter space

H̃1(M;Z)×
S̃ymph

J̃ . Here,J̃ is the family version ofJf overS̃ymph = S̃ymph(F,wF).

On the other hand, since the Seiberg-Witten-Floer cohomology depends only on the
Spinc structure and the cohomology class of the perturbation 2-form, one hasHM
defined over the parameter space Spinc(M) × H2(M;Z), where Spinc(M) denotes the
set of Spinc structures onM . Fix a sufficiently larger . The isomorphismΦ from
HP to HM constructed in the main theorems of this article factors through a mapq

between their parameter spaces, in the sense thatΦ(HP(·)) = HM(q(·)). To describe
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this mapq , first, note the aforementioned connection defines a trivialization

H̃1(M;Z) ×
S̃ymph

J̃ → H1(M;Z) × S̃ymph × Jf0.

The mapq is the composition of this with the map which sends (Γ, f , J) ∈ H1(M;Z)×

S̃ymph × Jf0 to
(
sΓ,2r

(
[wf0

] + b(θf )
)
+ 2πcΓ

)
∈ Spinc(M) × H2(M;R). In the

above,sΓ is defined as in Section1.3, θf denotes the flux of a symplectic isotopy

from f0 to f , and the mapb is part of the Mayer-Vietoris sequence:· · ·H1(F;R)
1−f ∗

−→

H1(F;R)
b
→ H2(M;R) · · · . As a consequence, we have a family of periodic Floer

homologies parametrized by Spinc(M) × H2(M;R), and this does not depend on the

choice of connection onM . When f vary through a path iñSymph connecting two
different lifts of the same symplectomorphism, the corresponding Spinc-structure (de-
termined by the vector field∂t ) and the class [wf ] will change simultaneously. The
periodic Floer homology, and hence the corresponding Seiberg-Witten-Floer cohomol-
ogy, parametrized by these two elements in Spinc(M) × H2(M;R) will however be
isomorphic.

Remark. Cotton-Clay pointed out to us that there is no such monodromyunless
g = 1; therefore the above observation is interesting only in very limited cases.

Appendix B: Relation with the Floer homology of fixed points

WhenΓ has degree 1, a generator ofCP may be regarded as a section ofπ : M → S1,
and by [H1], an element inM1(Θ+,Θ−) used to define the differential of the periodic
Floer chain complex consists of a holomorphic cylinder inR × M . When J is
admissible, such a cylinder may be viewed as a holomorphic section R × (R/(t ∼

t + 2π) → R × ((R × F)/ ∼) = R × M . A section ofπ : M → S1 is by definition
an element in thef -twisted loop space ofF , which we denote byLf . A section of
R×M → R×S1 can be interpreted as a path inLf . Given an elementΓ ∈ H1(M;Z),
let Lf ,Γ denote the space of sections ofπ : M → S1 in the homology classΓ.
The f -twisted loop space decomposes asLf =

∐
Γ∈N Lf ,Γ , whereN denotes the

set of elementsΓ ∈ H1(M;Z) with 〈eΓ·, [F]〉 = 1. This is an affine space under
H1(F;Z)/(1− f∗).

For lack of space, we shall only outline the construction ofHF , and refer the reader to
Sections 2 and 3 of [L2] for more details.
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Fix the symplectic structure (F,wF). The space of admissible almost complex struc-
tures onR×M is identical with the spaceJK in [L2], and an element from this space
defines a metric onLf . Let Xf be the space of elements satisfying the first two con-
ditions of (7.1). Given anXf ∈ Xf , Equation (13) of [L2] defines an action 1-form on
Lf . One may use the formal Morse-Novikov theory of this 1-form over Lf ,Γ and the
aforementioned metric to define a Floer homology for a suitable choice of coefficient
Λ. We denote this Floer homology byHF(f ,Γ,Xf ;Λ)J . The critical points of this
action 1-form consists off -twisted periodic orbits of the symplectic vector fieldsXf ,
and the flow lines satisfy the perturbed Cauchy-Riemann equation. In particular, when
Xf = 0, we have an isomorphism between theHF chain complexes and theHP chain
complexes for the same triplef ,Γ, J. Furthermore, in the language of Section6.1,
there is a natural functor from the fundamental groupoid ofLf ,Γ to the version ofG
in the periodic Floer homology, whose morphism sets areH2(M;Θ+,Θ−). (This is an
variant of the map imdefined in Section 3.1.3 of [L2], and hence we denote it by the
same notation). The functorsS, Eµ in HF (defined from the Conley-Zehnder index
and the aforementioned action 1-form) both factor through im. Thus, by restricting
the choice of local systems to those which factor through this map, we may use the
same groupoid as theG in HF as well. To continue the comparison, recall the basic
fact (6.7) on HP. WhenXf = 0, theHP-version ofeµ , i.e. [wf ], pulls back by imto
its counterpart inHF . However, theHF -version ofs , which pulls back toc1(K−1), is
seemingly different from its counterpart inHP, namelycΓ = c1(K−1) + 2eΓ . How-
ever, this is inconsequential. The fact that in the degree 1 case,M1(Θ+,Θ−) consists
of holomorphic cylinders implies that in bothHF and HP of degree 1, the relative
homology classes of the flow lines used to define their differentials fall in the image of
im. Let H ⊂ H2(M;Z) denote the image of imas in [L2]. TheneΓ|H = 0.

This has the following implications: First, the relative grading of the degree 1 periodic
Floer homology can be refined to take value inZ/p1Z, wherep1 ≥ p is the divisibility
of c1(K−1) onH. Second, the (s , eµ)-completeness condition on the coefficient systems
is weaker in the degree 1 case, sinces , eµ can now be viewed as a linear function from
the smaller groupH ⊂ H2(M;Z). In particular, the monotonicity condition (6.4)
requires only that [wf ]|H is proportional toc1(K−1)|H. For example, iff is monotone
in the sense that [wf ] and c1(K−1) are proportional, then the periodic Floer homology
with Z-coefficients is well-defined for allΓ ∈ N at this f , and thus there is a well-
defined notion ofHP1(f ;Z) =

⊕
Γ∈N HP (f ,Γ;Z), agreeing with the usual notion of

HF (f ;Z). (Cp. Theorem 4.1.3 of [L2]).

Finally, we compare the parameter spaces of these two Floer theories. In contrast to
the view point we adopted forHP in Appendix A, we view the symplectomorphismf
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as an intrinsic parameter ofHF . The spacePHF = N×Symph X×Symph J parametrizes
the above construction ofHF . Here,N , X, J are respectively the family versions of
N , X, JK parametrized by Symph(F,wF). The connectiona induces connections on
each of these bundles, and hence a connection on the fibered productPHF as well.

We now describe the map from theHP-parameter space to theHF -parameter space
over which the isomorphism between the two Floer homologiesis defined. When
restricted to degree 1H1(M;Z) classes, theHP parameter space is trivialized by the

connectiona asPHP1 = N × S̃ymph × J . As explained above, the same connection

gives a trivialization of the pull-back of theHF -parameter space over̃Symph: P̃HF ≃

N× S̃ymph ×Xf0
×J . (Cf. Section 3.1.5 in [L2], where it is also shown that parallel

transport along the connection onPHF yields isomorphisms among theHF Floer chain
complexes so parametrized).

Let m̃ = id×s̃0 × id, wheres̃0 denotes the zero section of̃Symph × Xf0
→ S̃ymph.

(Note that the zero sectioñs0 is nonconstant relative to the trivilization induced bya ,
and depends on the choice of the liftf0). This is the map underlying the isomorphism
between the parametrized versions ofHP1 and HF . Notice that by the invariance of
HF under the parallel transport determined bya , one may identifyHF on the zero
section with a fiberN × {f0} × Xf0

× J of P̃HF . As a consequence, one may take

m : N×S̃ymph×J → N×Xf0
×J to be the map underlying the isomorphism between

the parametrized versions ofHF andHP1, wherem sends (n, f , J) to (n, θf , J), where
f 7→ θf is as in the definition ofq in Appendix A.
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