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A POLYFOLD PROOF OF THE ARNOLD CONJECTURE

BENJAMIN FILIPPENKO, KATRIN WEHRHEIM

ABSTRACT. We give a detailed proof of the homological Arnold conjecture for nondegenerate
periodic Hamiltonians on general closed symplectic manifolds M via a direct Piunikhin-Salamon-
Schwarz morphism. Our constructions are based on a coherent polyfold description for moduli
spaces of pseudoholomorphic curves in a family of symplectic manifolds degenerating from CP! x M
to Ct x M and C~ x M, as developed by Fish-Hofer-Wysocki-Zehnder as part of the Symplectic
Field Theory package. To make the paper self-contained we include all polyfold assumptions,
describe the coherent perturbation iteration in detail, and prove an abstract regularization theorem
for moduli spaces with evaluation maps relative to a countable collection of submanifolds.
The 2011 sketch of this proof was joint work with Peter Albers, Joel Fish.

1. INTRODUCTION

Let (M,w) be a closed symplectic manifold and H : S' x M — R a periodic Hamiltonian
function. It induces a time-dependent Hamiltonian vector field Xy : S' x M — TM given by
w(Xp(t,z),) =dH(t,-). We denote the set of contractible periodic orbits by

(1) PH)={y:8" =M | 7(t) = Xg(t,y(t)) and 7 is contractible}

and note that periodic orbits can be identified with the fixed points of the time 27 flow ¢35 : M — M
of Xpy. (Here we choose the convention S = R/27Z, i.e. period 27, for ease of notation later on.)
We call this Hamiltonian system nondegenerate if ¢77 x id/ is transverse to the diagonal and hence
cuts out the fixed points transversely. In particular, this guarantees a finite set of periodic orbits.
Arnold [A] conjectured in the 1960s that the minimal number of critical points of a Morse function
on M is also a lower bound for the number of periodic orbits of a nondegenerate Hamiltonian system
as above. In this strict form, the Arnold conjecture has been confirmed for Riemann surfaces
and tori [CZ]. A weaker form is accessible by Floer theory, introduced by Floer in the
1980s. It constructs a chain complex generated by P(H) that can be compared with the Morse
complex generated by the critical points of a Morse function. When Floer homology is well-defined,
it is usually independent of the Hamiltonian, and on a compact symplectic manifold can in fact
be identified with Morse homology, which is also independent of the Morse function and computes
the singular homology. Using this approach, the following nondegenerate homological form of the
Arnold conjecture was first proven by Floer in the absence of pseudoholomorphic spheres.

Theorem 1.1. Let (M,w) be a closed symplectic manifold and H : S* x M — R a nondegenerate
periodic Hamiltonian function. Then

#P(H) > "M dim H;(M; Q).

Floer’s proof was later extended to general closed symplectic manifolds [HS|[OL[FOL [LT], and in the
presence of pseudoholomorphic spheres of negative Chern number requires abstract regularizations
of the moduli spaces of Floer trajectories since perturbations of the geometric structures may not
yield regular moduli spaces; see e.g. [MW]. Further generalizations and alternative proofs have been
published in the meantime, using a variety of regularization methods. The purpose of this note is to
provide a general and maximally accessible proof of Theorem [[LT] - using an abstract perturbation
scheme provided by the polyfold theory of Hofer-Wysocki-Zehnder [HWZ], following an approach by
Piunikhin-Salamon-Schwarz [PSS] based on [Sc2], and building on polyfold descriptions of Gromov-
Witten moduli spaces [HWZI] as well as their degenerations in Symplectic Field Theory [FH4).

Remark 1.2. Since the polyfold descriptions of SFT moduli spaces [FHI]-[FH4] are not completely
published, we formulate them as Assumptions 43| (.51 While these descriptions of four kinds of
1
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moduli spaces and their relations involve a lot of structures (bundles, sections, evaluation maps, and
compatible immersions from Cartesian products to boundaries), they will be familiar from classical
descriptions of moduli spaces of pseudoholomorphic curves. Our assumptions in polyfold theoretic
terms formalize the well known fact that the moduli spaces have local descriptions in terms of
Fredholm sections and gluing theorems, which polyfold theory interprets as global smooth struc-
ture within an appropriately generalized differential geometry. Indeed, transition maps between the
natural infinite dimensional local models fail to be classically differentiable for only two reasons
which polyfold theory resolves as explained in e.g. [FFGW] §2] and [HWZI] §2.1]: Actions of repa-
rameterization groups satisfy the new notion of scale-smoothness for maps between Banach spaces.
Neighbourhoods of maps with broken or nodal domains are given local polyfold models as the image
of a retraction (modulo a finite group action in the case of isotropy), which becomes scale-smooth
after adjusting the smooth structure near nodal curves in Deligne-Mumford spaces. With this un-
derstood, there is little doubt in the existence of polyfold descriptions for moduli spaces. The much
more audacious claim of polyfold theory is the existence of an abstract perturbation scheme for
moduli spaces that are described as zero set of a scale-smooth section over a polyfold. However,
this claim is fully substantiated in [HWZ]. So the goal of this paper is to demonstrate the use of
this abstract perturbation scheme once polyfold descriptions for the basic building blocks of moduli
spaces are given.

We moreover chose this structure to give an example of how rigorous and transparent proofs can
be written at a time when parts of their foundation are unpublished or in question.

To describe our proof, let CF' = @, cpa)A(v) be the Floer chain group of the Hamiltonian H
with coefficients in the Novikov field A (see §2)). Let (C'M,d) be the Morse complex with coefficients
in A associated to a Morse function f : M — R and a suitable metric on M (see §3]). Then we will
prove the following in Lemma [£.9] Definition £.8] and Lemmas [6.4] [6.5]

Theorem 1.3. There exist A-linear maps PSS : CM — CF, SSP:CF —- CM, 1:CM — CM,
and h : CM — CM such that the following holds.

(i) v is a chain map, that is tod =dou.
(i) ¢ is a A-module isomorphism.

(ii) h is a chain homotopy between SSP o PSS and ¢, that is 1 — SSP o PSS =doh+ hod.

Here we view the Floer chain group CF as a vector space over A — not as a chain complex,
and in particular do not consider a Floer differential. Thus we are neither constructing a Floer
homology for H, nor identifying it with the Morse homology of f. However, the algebraic structures
in Theorem [ 3 suffice to deduce the homological Arnold conjecture for the Hamiltonian H as follows.

Proof of Theorem[L 1. Denote the sum of the Betti numbers k := E?i:rgMdimHi(M;Q). Let
(CMg,dg) be the Morse complex over Q as defined in §31 Then by the isomorphism of singular and
Morse homology there exist ci,...,c; € CMg that are cycles, dge; = 0, and linearly independent
in the Morse homology over Q. Since the Morse differential d : CM — CM is given by A-linear
extension of dg from CMg C CM the chains ¢y,...,c € CM are also cycles d¢; = dge; = 0 and
linearly independent in the Morse homology over A. By Theorem (1),(ii), ¢ induces an isomor-

phism H¢: HM — HM on homology. This in particular implies that [¢(c1)],. .., [¢(ck)] € HM are
also linearly independent in homology, that is for any A;,..., Ay € A we have
(2) ZL i - t(c;) € imd = M=...=) =0.

We now show that PSS(c1),...,PSS(c) € CF are A-linearly independent, proving #P(H) > k
since the elements of P(H) generate CF by definition. This proves the theorem.
Let A1,..., Ax € A be a tuple such that

SF i - PSS(e;) = 0.
Then we deduce from Theorem (iil) that
SF i) = S N - (SSP(PSS(es)) + dh(c;) + h(de;))

ssp(zfzo A -PSS(ci)) + S N -dh(e) = d(Zf:O )\i-h(ci)),
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which implies A\; = ... = A\ = 0 by [@). O

This algebraically minimalistic approach of deducing the homological Arnold conjecture from
the existence of maps PSS and SSP whose composition is chain homotopic to an isomorphism
on the Morse complex was developed in 2011 discussions of the second author, Peter Albers, and
Joel Fish with Mohammed Abouzaid and Thomas Kragh. These were prompted by our observation
that proofs of “Floer homology equals Morse homology” require equivariant transversality which is
generally obstructed — even for equivariant sections of finite rank bundles. Thus our goal was a proof
using the least amount of geometric insights or new abstract tools. Beyond this we expect the [PSS]-
approach to yield an isomorphism between Floer and Morse homology, and spectral invariants [Sc3]
on all closed symplectic manifolds, using refinements of polyfold theory described in Remark [[.4

To maximize accessibility we begin with reviews of the pertinent facts on the Novikov field, §21
and Morse trajectories, §8l The proof of Theorem [[L3] then proceeds by constructing the PSS and
SSP maps in @@ from curves in C* x M, constructing the isomorphism ¢ and chain homotopy h
in §5 from curves in CP* x M and its degeneration into C~ x M and C* x M, and proving their
algebraic relations in 6 by constructing coherent perturbations. We give a detailed account of these
iterative constructions in the proofs of Lemma [6.4] and While these results should be contained
in [FH4], neck-stretching is not addressed in , and it seemed timely to give the proof in a case
whose structure is vastly simplified by the absence of trivial cylinders compared with 83.5]. To
strike a balance between technical details and maximal accessibility, we have clearly labeled all such
technical work. Readers willing to view polyfold theory as a black box can save 20 pages by skipping
these parts. For readers new to polyfold theory we provide in Appendix [Al a summary of all notions
and facts that are necessary for the present application. Here we moreover establish in Theorem [A 9]
a relative perturbation result that should be of independent interest: It allows one to bring moduli
spaces with an evaluation map into general position to a countable collection of submanifolds. We
combine this result with [F1] to construct polyfold descriptions of the [PSS] moduli spaces as fiber
products of SFT moduli spaces with the Morse trajectory spaces constructed in [W2].

Remark 1.4. (i) There are essentially two approaches to the general Arnold conjecture as stated
in Theorem [Tl The first — developed by and used verbatim in [HS] [O] [FOL — is to
establish the independence of Floer homology from the Hamiltonian function, and to identify the
Floer complex for a C?-small S'-invariant Hamiltonian H : M — R with the Morse complex for
H. This requires S'-equivariant transversality to argue that isolated Floer trajectories must be
Sl-invariant, hence Morse trajectories. A conceptually transparent construction of equivariant and
transverse perturbations — under transversality assumptions at the fixed point set which are met in
this setting — can be found in [Z], assuming a polyfold description of Floer trajectories.

(ii) The second approach to Theorem [l by [PSS] is to construct a direct isomorphism between
the Floer homology of the given Hamiltonian and the Morse homology for some unrelated Morse
function. Two chain maps PSS : CM — CF, SSP : CF — CM between the Morse and Floer
complexes are constructed from moduli spaces of once punctured perturbed holomorphic spheres with
one marking evaluating to the unstable resp. stable manifold of a Morse critical point, and with the
given Hamiltonian perturbation of the Cauchy-Riemann operator on a cylindrical neighbourhood of
the puncture. Then gluing and degeneration arguments are used to argue that both PSS o SSP
and SSP o PSS are chain homotopic to the identity, and hence SSP is the inverse of PSS on
homology. However, sphere bubbling can obstruct these arguments: In the first chain homotopy it
creates an ambiguity in the choice of nodal gluing when the intermediate Morse trajectory shrinks
to zero length. (We expect to be able to avoid this by arguing that “index 1 solutions generically
avoid codimension 2 strata” — another classical fact in differential geometry that should generalize
to polyfold theory.) The second chain homotopy is as claimed in Theorem [[3] (iii) but with ¢ = id,
which requires arguing that the only isolated holomorphic spheres with two marked points evaluating
to an unstable and stable manifold are constant. This again requires S'-equivariant transversality
(which we expect to be able to achieve with the techniques in [Z]).

(iii) Theorem [[3]is proven by following the [PSS]-approach as above but avoiding the use of new
polyfold technology such as equivariant or strata-avoiding perturbations. In particular, ¢ is the map
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that results from counting holomorphic spheres that intersect an unstable and stable manifold; its
invertibility is deduced from an “upper triangular” argument.

(iv) The techniques in this paper — combining existing perturbation technology with the polyfold
descriptions of SF'T moduli spaces — would also allow one to define the Floer differential, prove
d? = 0, establish independence of Floer homology from the Hamiltonian (and other geometric data),
and prove that PSS and SSP are chain maps. Then the chain homotopy between SSP o PSS and
the isomorphism ¢ implies that PSS is injective and SS P surjective on homology. However, proving
that PSS and SSP are isomorphisms on homology, or directly identifying the Floer complex of a
small S'-invariant Hamiltonian with its Morse complex, requires the techniques discussed in (ii).
Moreover, a proof of independence of Floer homology from the choice of abstract perturbation
would require a study of the algebraic consequences of self-gluing Floer trajectories in expected
dimension —1 during a homotopy of perturbations, as developed in the Ay -setting in [LW].

We thank Peter Albers and Joel Fish for helping develop the outline of this project — and Edi Zehn-
der for asking the initial question. The project was further supported by various discussions with
Mohammed Abouzaid, Helmut Hofer, Thomas Kragh, Kris Wysocki, and Zhengyi Zhou. Crucial
financial support was provided by NSF grants DMS-1442345 and DMS-1708916.

2. THE NOVIKOV FIELD

We use the following Novikov field A associated to the symplectic manifold (M, w). Let Hy(M)
denote integral homology and consider the map w : Ho(M) — R given by the pairing w(A4) := (w, A)
for A € Ho(M). The image of this pairing is a finitely generated additive subgroup of the real
numbers denoted

I := imw = w(H(M)) C R.
The Nowikov field A is the set of formal sums

A= E’I‘EF ATTT’
where T is a formal variable, with rational coefficients A\, € Q which satisfy the finiteness condition
Yee R #{relT |\ #0,r<c} <.

The multiplication is given by

A Bo= (ZT‘EF /\TTT) ’ (ZSEF ILLSTS) = ZtEF (Zr-i-s:t )\T'us) T
This defines a field A by [HS, Thm.4.1] and the discussion preceding the theorem in [HS| §4], the
key being that I' is a finitely generated subgroup of R.
We will moreover make use of the following generalization of the invertibility of triangular matrices
with nonzero diagonal entries.

Lemma 2.1. Let M = (A\9)1<; j<¢ € A™* be a square matriz with entries X € A in the Novikov
field. Suppose that X7 =" 1 o NIT" with \§’ =0 for i # j and N # 0. Then M is invertible.

Proof. Since A is a field, invertibility of M is equivalent to det(M) # 0. Write det(M) = > T" €
A for some p, € Q. It suffices to show that pg # 0.

We proceed by induction on the size of the matrix M. In the £ = 1 base case, when M isa 1 x 1
matrix M = [AM], we have det(M) = M =30 1 g, T" with g, = A so g = A§' # 0.

Now suppose that M is size £ x ¢ for some ¢ > 1 and inductively assume that, for any size
(¢ —1) x (£ —1) matrix N satisfying the hypotheses of the lemma, we have det(N) = > . uNT"
with " # 0. For 1 < j < ¢, let C;; denote the matrix obtained by deleting the first row and j-th
column of M. Then N := Cy; is an (¢ — 1) x (£ — 1) matrix that satisfies the hypotheses of the
lemma, and the cofactor expansion of the determinant yields

det(M) = A1det(N) + S5, (—1)"HIAY det(Chy).
By hypothesis, all entries of M are of the form X = 37 _  X/T". Since the determinants det(NV)

and det(Cq;) are polynomials of those entries, they are of the same form — with zero coeflicients
for T" with » < 0. Since we moreover have )\(1)‘7 = 0 for j > 2 by hypothesis, it follows that
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the constant term (i.e. the coefficient on T°) of A7 det(Cy;) is 0. Hence the constant term of
det(M) = >, T is po = At - pdY, where pd’ # 0 by induction and A}* # 0 by hypothesis. This
implies det(M) = po + ... # 0 and thus finishes the proof. O

3. THE MORSE COMPLEX AND HALF-INFINITE MORSE TRAJECTORIES

This section reviews the construction of the Morse complex as well as the compactified spaces of
half-infinite Morse trajectories which will appear in all our moduli spaces.

3.1. Euclidean Morse-Smale pairs. The Morse complex can be constructed for any Morse-Smale
pair of function and metric on a closed smooth manifold M (and more general spaces). However, we
will also work with half-infinite Morse trajectories, and to obtain natural manifold with boundary
and corner structures on these, we will restrict ourselves to the following special setting.

Definition 3.1. A Euclidean Morse-Smale pair on a closed manifold M is a pair (f,g) con-
sisting of a smooth function f € C*(M,R) and a Riemannian metric g on M satisfying a normal
form and transversality condition as follows.

(i) For every critical point p € Crit(f) of index |p| € Ny there exists a local chart ¢ to a
neighbourhood of 0 € R™ such that

¢ f(xr,.xn) = f(p) = 3@+ afy) + (@l 0+ ah),
¢*g = dozy ®dxy + ...+ da, @ dx,.

(ii) For every pair of critical points p,q € Crit(f) the intersection of unstable and stable mani-
folds is transverse, W, h W,F.

Remark 3.2. Euclidean Morse-Smale pairs exist on every closed manifold, and for any given Morse
function. Indeed, given any Morse function f and metric g, there are arbitrarily C°-small perturba-
tions ¢’ of ¢ in any neighborhood of the critical points of f such that (f,¢’) satisfies Definition BIJi);
see e.g. [BH], Prp.1]. Furthermore, any L?-generic perturbation ¢g” of g’ on annuli around the critical
points yields a pair (f,¢”) that additionally satisfies Definition BIfii) and hence is a Euclidean
Morse-Smale pair; see e.g. [BHL Prp.2] or [Scll Prp.2.24].

3.2. The Morse complex. For distinct critical points p_ # py € Crit(f) the space of unbroken
Morse trajectories (which are necessarily nonconstant) is

(3) Mp—,ps)={7:R=>M|7= —Vf(T),SEIinOOT(S) =p+}/R
=~ (W, NW,L)/R = W, Wi 0o

It is canonically identified with the intersection of unstable and stable manifold modulo the R-
action given by the flow of —V f, or their intersection with a level set for any regular value ¢ €
(f(p+), f(p-)). Both formulations equip it with a canonical smooth structure of dimension |p_| —
Ip+| —1, see e.g. [Scll, §2.4.1]. Moreover, any choice of orientation of the unstable manifolds W~ for
all p € Crit(f) induces orientations on the trajectory spaces M(p_,p4) by e.g. [WD, §3.4]. Then
the Morse chain complex of (f,g) is obtained by counting (with signs induced by the orientations)
the zero dimensional spaces of unbroken trajectories,

(4) CMy:= P Qp), do (p-)= Y. #M(p_,p;) (ps).
peCrit(f) [p4|=lp—|—1
It computes the singular homology of M; see e.g. [Scll, §4.3]. More precisely, the Morse complex is
graded CMg = D;_o,___gim » CiM by Morse indices C;M = P, _; Q(p), and with d; := dg|c,m
we have H,;(M;Q) = kerd; /imd;1.
The PSS and SSP morphisms will be constructed on the Morse complex with coefficients in the
Novikov field A from Section 2]

(5) CM = CMy = CMg® A = @,ecnn Mp).
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with differential d = da the A-linear extension of dg (defined as above on generators). This complex
is naturally graded with differential of degree 1,

(6) C.M = @M M, CGM=@,_;Ap), d:C;M—CiiM.

3.3. Compactified spaces of Morse trajectories. Our construction of moduli spaces will also
make use of the following spaces of half-infinite unbroken Morse trajectories for py € Crit(f)

M(M,py) = {r: [0,00) —>M’7": —Vf(T),SEgOl 7(s) =pi},
M(p_,M) = {7' : (—00,0] — M|7" = —Vf(T),sEglooT(s) :p,}.

These will be equipped with smooth structures of dimension dim M (M, py) = dim M — |p4| resp.
dim M(p_, M) = |p—| by the evaluation maps

ev: M(M,py) — M, 7+ 7(0), ev: M(p_,M)— M, 7 7(0),

which identify the trajectory spaces with the unstable and stable manifolds M(M,py) = Wz;:
resp. M(p_, M) = W, . Note that these spaces contain constant trajectories at a critical point,
{r =ps} € M(M,p;) and {7 = p_} € M(p—, M). To compactify these trajectory spaces in a
manner compatible with Morse theory, we cannot simply take the closure of the unstable or stable
manifold Wzi C M, but must add broken trajectories involving the bi-infinite Morse trajectories.
The bi-infinite trajectories from (Bl which appear in such a compactification are always nonconstant,
i.e. between distinct critical points p_ # p4. So, unlike constant half-infinite length trajectories, our
constructions will not involve constant bi-infinite trajectories, and we simplify subsequent notation
by setting M(p,p) := 0 for all p € Crit(f). With that we first introduce spaces of k-fold broken
half- or bi-infinite Morse trajectories for k € Ny and py € Crit(f),

M(M p"r) Upl ..... pkECrit(f)M(M7p1) XM(php?)"' XM(pkup"r)u
(7) m(p—7M)k = Upl ..... pkECrit(f)M(p—ﬂpl) XM(plupQ)"' XM(pkaM)u
M(p—,pi )k : Upl ..... kaCrit(f)M(p—upl) x M(p1,p2) ... X M(pk,p+).

Now the compactifications of the spaces of half- or bi-infinite Morse trajectories are given by
M(M p+ U M Mp+)ka ﬂ(p*a]\4) = U ﬂ(p*aM)kv M 7p+ U M ap+
keNy keNy keNy

with topology given by the Hausdorff distance between the images of the broken or unbroken trajec-
tories. Compactness of these spaces is proven analogously to the bi-infinite Morse trajectory spaces
in e.g. [BH| Prp.3], using [W2, Lemma 3.5]. Moreover, [W2, Lemma 3.3] shows that the evaluation
maps extend continuously to

(8) ev: M(M,py) = M, (7o,[m], ... . [m]) = 70(0),
ev: M(p_,M)—= M, ([r],...,[me-1], ) — 7(0).

Smooth structures on these spaces are obtained by the following variation of a folk theorem, which
is proven in [W2], using techniques similar to those of [BH]| for the bi-infinite trajectory spaces.

Theorem 3.3. Let (f,g) be a Euclidean Morse-Smale pair and p+ € Crit(f). Then M(M,py),
M(p_, M), and M(p_,py) are compact, separable metric spaces and carry the structure of a smooth
manifold with corners of dimension dim M(M,py) = dim M — [p|, dim M(p_, M) = |p_|, and
dim M(p—,p4) = |p—| — |p+| — 1. Their k-th boundary stratum is OpM(...) = ./\/l( k. Moreover,
the evaluation maps [8) are smooth.

For reference, we recall the definition of a manifold with (boundary and) corners and its strata.

Definition 3.4. A smooth manifold with corners of dimension n € Nqy is a second countable
Hausdorff space M together with a maximal atlas of charts ¢, : M D> U, — V, C [0,00)" (i.e.
homeomorphisms between open sets such that U .U, = M ) whose transition maps are smooth.

For k=0,...,n the k-th boundary stratum Oy M is the set of all x € M such that for some (and
hence every) chart the point ¢,(x) € [0,00)™ has k components equal to 0.
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Remark 3.5. (i) To orient the Morse trajectory spaces in Theorem we fix a choice of orien-

tation on each unstable manifold W, = M(p, M) for p € Crit(f), and orient W," = M(M,p)
such that T,M = T,W~ @ T,W™ induces the orientation on M given by the symplectic form.
This also induces orientations on M(p_,py) = W, N W\ /R that are coherent (by e.g. [Wh]
§3.4]) in the sense that the top strata of the oriented boundaries of the compactified Morse tra-
jectory spaces are products Oy M(-,-) = qucm(f) o(-,q,-)M(-,q) x M(q,-) with universal signs
o(-,q,) = £1. We compute the relevant cases: For M(M,q) x M(q,p+) — M(M,p;) with
dim M(q, py) = 0 the sign is o(M, ¢,p;) = (=1)IP+I+1. Indeed, a point in M(q,p,) is positively
oriented if TW,~ = ( =V f) x NW . Here we identify N, W\ =T, W, and the outer normal
direction is represented by V f, so that the sign arises from

TW,, x TW," = TW, x TW, = (=Vf)x TW,, x TW,
— 1
TW, x ((=)"PHIV ) x TW,F x TM(q,py).

14

Similarly, for M(p_,q)x M(q, M) = 81 M(p—, M) with dim M(p_,q) = 0 the signis o(p_,q, M) =
+1 since =V f is an outer normal and TW,” = (=V f) x TW,~ when TM(p_, q) = +{0}.

(ii) For computational purposes in §6.3] we determine the fiber products of the compactified Morse

trajectory spaces of critical points p_, p; € Crit(f) with the same Morse index |p_| = |[p4|,
M(p-, M)eyxewM(M.py) = {(z7.2F) € M(p—, M) x M(M,py) |ev(r™) =ev(z")}
_ )0 iD— 7 Pt
(17 =p-, 7" =py) p- =D+

To verify this recall that the compactifications M(p_, M) and M(M,p,) are constructed in ()
via broken flow lines involving bi-infinite Morse trajectories in M (p;, p;+1), which are (defined to
be) nonempty only for |p;| > |p;y1|. So we have M(p_,p1) x ... x M(py, M) C M(p—, M) only for
Ipk| < |p—| and M(M,p1) x ... x M(pk,p+) C M(M,py) only for |p1] > |p4|, and thus the image
of the evaluation maps are contained in unions of unstable/stable manifolds

eV(M(pf,M)) C Wpi UU|q7‘<‘p7|qu, eV(m(M,p+)) C WI;‘;UUI‘Z+‘>‘p+IWQJ’;

Since the intersections W, = N th are transverse by the Morse-Smale condition, they can be
nonempty only for |g_|+dim M —|q4| > dim M. So this intersection is empty whenever |q4| > |g_|.
Thus for [¢| < [p—| = |p+] < |4 in the above images we have empty intersections W,” "W\ =0
as well as W,- N W, =0 and W, NW, = (. This proves ev(M(p_, M)) Nev(M(M,py)) =
W, n W;;, and for p_ # py this intersection is empty by transversality in (). Lastly, for p+ =p
we have W, ﬂW;‘ = {p} since gradient flows do not allow for nontrivial self-connecting trajectories.

This proves M(p, M) ey Xey M(M,p) = {(p,p)}.

4. THE PSS AND SSP MAPS

In this section we construct the PSS and SSP morphisms in Theorem [[.3] between Morse and Floer
complexes. As in the introduction, we fix a closed symplectic manifold (M, w) and a smooth function
H : S'x M — R. This induces a time-dependent Hamiltonian vector field Xy : St — I'(TM), which
we assume to be nondegenerate. Thus it has a finite set of contractible periodic orbits, denoted by
P(H) as in (). We moreover pick a Morse function f : M — R and denote its — again finite — set of
critical points by Crit(f). Then we will work with the Floer and Morse complexes over the Novikov
field from Section 2]

CF = ®yepmn A7), CM = @pecrit(nMp),

and construct the A-linear maps PSS : CM — CF, SSP : CF — CM from moduli spaces which we
introduce in §4.11 We provide these moduli spaces with a compactification and polyfold description
in §4.2 and in §3rigorously construct the PSS/SSP map by using polyfold perturbations to obtain
well defined (but still choice dependent) counts of compactified-and-perturbed moduli spaces.
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4.1. The Piunikhin-Salamon-Schwarz moduli spaces. To construct the moduli spaces, we
need to make further choices as follows.
e Let J be an w-compatible almost complex structure on M.

Then the Cauchy-Riemann operator on maps u : ¥ — M parametrized by a Riemann surface
3 with complex structure j is 0 u := 3 (du + J(u) o duo j) € Q°H(E,u*TM).

e Let g be a metric on M such that (f,¢g) is a Euclidean Morse-Smale pair as in Definition B} Tt
exists by Remark
e Let 3:[0,00) — [0,1] be a smooth cutoff function with Bl 1) =0, ' > 0, and S| ) = 1.

Then we define the anti-holomorphic vector-field-valued 1-form Yy € Q%!(C,T(TM)) in polar

coordinates

Y (re? x) = 18(r)(JXu(0,z)r~"dr + Xg(0,2)db).
In the notation of [MS] §8.1], we have Yy = —(Xp,)! given by the anti-holomorphic part of the
1-form with values in Hamiltonian vector fields Xy, which arises from the 1-form with values in
smooth functions Hg € Q(C,C%(M)) given by Hg(re') = B(r)H (6, -)d6.

The vector-field-valued 1-form Yy encodes the Floer equation on both the positive cylindrical
end {z € C||z| > e} 2 [1,00) x S! and the negative end {|z| > e} = (—o0, —1] x S (where 3 = 1)
as follows: The reparametrization v(s,t) := u(e*+™®) of a map u : C — M satisfies the Floer
equation (9, + JOy)v(s,t) = JX g (t,v(s,t)) iff Oju(z) = Yr(z,u(2)).

e For each v € P(H), fix a smooth disk u, : D? — M with u,|gp2(e®) = y(¢).

We denote the oriented complex plane by C* := (C,4) = C, and denote its reversed complex
structure and orientation by C~ := (C, —4). Then for u : C* — M with limp_, o, u(ReT™) = ~(t),
denote by u#u., : CP' — M the continuous map given by gluing u to ui (where the + denotes
the orientation of D?). By abuse of language, we will call A := [u#uv] (u#uv) [CP'] € Ho(M)
the homology class represented by u. Moreover, we denote by @, : D* — D? x M the graph of
u. Then the graph U:C—CxM,zw(z, u(z)) glues with ﬂf to a continuous map representing
[#i,] = A := [CP'] + A € Ha(CP' x M), or more precisely A = [CP'] x [pt] + [pt] x A. Now
the cond1t1on [v#u,] = A makes sense for other maps v : C — C x M with the same asymptotic
behaviour, and we say v represents A. In fact, we will suppress the notation A and label spaces
with A — as this specifies the topological type of v.

Given such choices, the (choice-dependent) morphisms PSS : CM — CF and SSP : CF — CM
will be constructed from the following moduli spaces for critical points p € Crit(f), periodic orbits
v€P(H),and A € Hy(M)

M(p,v; A) == {u:C" = M |u(0) e W, dyu=Yg(u), lim u(Re")=~(t), [u#u,] = A},

R— o0

M(v,p; A) == {u:C™ = M | u(0) € W\, dyu = Yg(u), ;E{}o u(Re ™) =y(t), [u#u,] = A}.

Each of these moduli spaces can be described as the zero set of a Fredholm section 0 ;—Yx : B+ — E4.
Here the Banach manifolds By are given by a weighted Sobolev closure of the set of smooth maps
u : C* — M representing the homology class A with point constraint u(0) € W, and satisfying
a decay condition limg_,o u(Re™™) = 7(t), but not necessarily satisfying the perturbed Cauchy-
Riemann equation 0 ju = Yz (u). Then 7 — Y is a Fredholm section of index

(9) I(p,y;A) = CZ(y)+2ci(A) — 9M 4 |p|,

I(v,p; A) = —=CZ(y) + 2c1(A) + 495 —|p|,
where C'Z() is the Conley-Zehnder index with respect to a trivialization of u3TM as in e.g. [Sc2],
¢1(A) is the first Chern class of (T'M, J) paired with A, and |p| is the Morse index of p € Crit(f).

If the moduli spaces were compact oriented manifolds, then we could define PSS (and analogously
SSP) by a signed count of the index 0 solutions,

PSS(p):=#M(p,v;A) - TW(A)<’}/>,

where the sum is over v € P(H) and A € Ho(M) with I(p,v; A) = 0. In many cases — if sphere
bubbles of negative Chern number can be excluded — this compactness and regularity can be achieved
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by a geometric perturbation of the equation, e.g. in the choice of almost complex structure. In
general, obtaining well defined “counts” of the moduli spaces requires an abstract regularization
scheme. We will use polyfold theory to replace “#M(p,~; A)” by a count of 0O-dimensional perturbed
moduli spaces. In the presence of sphere bubbles with nontrivial isotropy, the perturbations will be
multi-valued, yielding rational counts.

Remark 4.1. Compactness, or rather Gromov-compactifications, of the moduli spaces M (p,7y; A)
and M (7, p; A) will result from energy estimates [MS, Remark 8.1.7] for solutions of dju = Y (u),

(10) B(u) = 1 foldu+ Xu, ()] < fpu'o+ |Ru,ll < w(udu])+ K.
Here the curvature Ry, dvolc = dHg + $Hg A Hg = 3/ H dr A d6 has finite Hofer norm
|Ru, | = fc(maxRHB —max Rp,) = fooo fSl |8"(r)|(max,ens H(O, ) — mingeps H(0,z))d0 dr

since ' has compact support in [1,e]. Since moreover P(H) is a finite set, we obtain the above
estimate with a finite constant K := || Ry, ||+ max,cp ) [p2 uiw. Thus the energy of the perturbed
pseudoholomorphic maps in each of our moduli spaces will be bounded since we fix [u#u,] = A.
Now SFT-compactness [BEHWZ] asserts that for any C' > 0 the set of solutions of bounded
energy {u: C — M |9ju = Yg(u),limg_, . u(ReT") = y(t), E(u) < C} is compact up to breaking
and bubbling. This compactness will be stated rigorously in polyfold terms in Assumption (ii).

4.2. Polyfold description of moduli spaces. We will obtain a polyfold description for the moduli
spaces in §4.1] by a fiber product construction motivated by the natural identifications

(11) M(pu/%A) gM(va)EVXEVM_(’Y;A% M(’%p’A) 2M+(77A)evxevM(M7p)

This couples the half-infinite Morse trajectory spaces from §3.3] with a space of perturbed pseudo-
holomorphic maps

(12) ME(y; A) = {u:CF > M | Oyu =Yg (u), lim w(Re*™) = ~(t), [u#tu,] = A},
R— o0

via the evaluation maps () and

(13) ev: ME(y; A) = M, u s u(0).

More precisely, the general approach to obtaining counts or more general invariants from moduli
spaces such as ([[TJ) is to replace them by compact manifolds — or more general ‘regularizations’ which
still carry ‘virtual fundamental classes’). Polyfold theory offers a universal regularization approach
after requiring a compactification M(...) C M(...) of the moduli space and a description of the
compact moduli space M(...) = 071(0) as zero set of a sc-Fredholm section o : B(...) = &£(...) of
a strong polyfold bundle. For an introduction to the language [HWZ] used here see Appendix §Al
The Morse trajectory spaces are compactified and given a smooth structure in Theorem B3l The
Gromov compactification and perturbation theory for ([I2) will be achieved by identifying theses
spaces with moduli spaces that appear in Symplectic Field Theory (SFT) as introduced in [EGH],
compactified in [BEHWZ] [CMT], and given a polyfold description in [FH4]. Here we identify u :
C — M with the map to its graph @ : C — C x M,z — (z,u(z)) as in [MS| §8.1] to obtain a
homeomorphism (in appropriate topologies) M*(v; A) = ./K/lngT(:yv, A)/Aut(C*) to an SFT moduli
space for the symplectic cobordisml] C* x M between ) and S x M. Here S x M is equipped with
the stable Hamiltonian structure (£dt, w + dH; A dt) whose Reeb field £0; + Xy, has simply covered
Reeb orbitd] given by the graphs 7 : ¢ — (£t,7(t)) of the periodic orbits v € P(H). Moreover,
Aut(C*) is the action of biholomorphisms ¢ : C — C by reparametrization v + v o ¢ on the SFT
space for an almost complex structure jﬁ on C* x M induced by J, Xp, and j = +i on C*,

.//\/lvg[FTﬁ;A) = {v: Ct > CtxM ‘ gjﬁv =0, v(Re*™) ~ FR(t), [v#i,] = [CP'] + A}
More precisely, the asymptotic requirement is d@xM(v(Reii(t““)), Yr(t)) — 0 for some ¢, € S* as

R — oo for the graphs Yg(t) = (Ret™,~(t)) of the orbit v parametrized by S* = {|z| = R} ¢ C*.

IFor definitions of these notions see [CMT] §2]. For C x M the positive symplectization end is R+ x §1 x M — C x
M, (r,0,z) — (e"t% ). After reversing orientation on C there is an analogous negative end R~ x S' x M < C~ x M.
2Here we have implicitly chosen asymptotic markers that fix a parametrization of each Reeb orbit.
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To express the evaluation (I3]) in SFT terms note that a holomorphic map in the given homology
class intersects the holomorphic submanifold {0} x M in a unique point, so we can fix the point
0 € C* in the domain where this intersection occurs and rewrite the moduli space M™T(y; A) =
{ve //\/leiFT(:yV;A) | v(0) € {0} x M}/Aut(C*,0) with a slicing condition and quotient by the
biholomorphisms which fix 0 € C*. Thus we rewrite (I} into the fiber products over C* x M

(14) M(p,v;A) = M(p7 M) {0} xev Xevt MérFT(’y;A)a
My, p; A) = Mgpr(13A) ev X {0} xev M(M, )

using evaluation maps on the SF'T moduli space with one marked point

1%

(15) vt © M (1 A) = Mer(; A)/Aut((ci,o) - CEx M, [v] — v(0).

Now we will obtain a polyfold description of the PSS/SSP moduli spaces ([I4]) by the slicing construc-
tion of [Fi] applied to polyfold descriptions of the SFT-moduli spaces ./\/lgFT (7; A) (compactified as
space of pseudoholomorphic buildings with one marked point). This result is outlined in [FHI], but
to enable a self-contained proof of our results, we formulate it as assumption, where we use

CE:= CtuUS, = {zeCH||z| <1}
as target factor for a simplified evaluation map, as explained in the following remark.

Remark 4.2. Note that the compactified moduli space méEFT(”y; A) — in view of the noncompact
target C* x M — contains broken curves v : ¥ = C* UR x ST U...UR x S* — ¥ x M. We do not
need a precise description of this compactification (beyond the fact that it exists and is cut out by
a sc-Fredholm section), but it affects the formulation of the evaluation maps [uv, zg] — v(2) for a
marked point zg € ¥ that v might map to a cylinder factor Rx S* x M C ¥ x M. We will simplify the
resulting sc™ evaluation with varying target — being developed in [FH4] — to a continuous evaluation
map eve : MSiFT (v; A) — C= into the compactified target CE.

For that purpose we topologize C* = {|z| < 1} as a disk via a diffeomorphism C* — {|z| < 1},
re? +— f(r)e?? induced by a diffeomorphism f : [0,00) — [0,1) that is the identity near 0, and
its extension to a homeomorphism C= — {|z| < 1} via S* =&/,  — {|z| = 1},0 — e**. Then
for any marked point zo € R x S! on a cylinder we project the evaluation v(z9) € R x St x M to
S x M = 0CT x M by forgetting the R-factor. The resulting simplified evaluation map will be
unchanged and thus still sc® when restricted to the open subset (vF)~1(C* x M) of the ambient
polyfold — as stated in (iii) below. This open subset inherits a scale-smooth structure, and still
contains some broken curves — just not those on which the marked point leaves the main component.
This suffices for our purposes since the fiber product construction uses the evaluation map only in
an open set of curves [v, zo] with v(z9) ~ 0 € C*.

In Assumption [£3] Remark 4] and Lemma we introduce some of the polyfolds under con-
struction in and their expected properties. To describe these objects we introduce a significant
amount of notation. A summary of the types of curves in each polyfold and subsets thereof is dis-
played in Table [l for the reader’s convenience.

Assumption 4.3. There is a collection of oriented sc-Fredholm sections of strong polyfold bundles
ospr ¢ Bipp(v; A) = Eqnp(1; A) and continuous maps & : B (v; A) — CE x M, indexed by

v € P(H) and A € Hy(M), with the following properties.

(i) The sections have Fredholm index ind(ospr) = CZ(7)+2c1(A) + 9B 12 on Blp(v; A), resp.
ind(ospr) = —CZ(7) + 2c1(A) + 4B +2 on Bl (v; A).

(1) Each zero set ﬂétFT(”y;A) := ogpr(0) is compact, and given any C € R there are only finitely
many A € Hy(M) with w(A) < C and nonempty zero set ogp(0) N Bipp(v; A) # 0.

3For solutions in M"ngT (7; A) this follows from prgs o v : C* — C* being an entire function with a pole of order
1 at infinity (prescribed by the asymptotics). For jﬁ—holomorphic curves in the compactification, it follows from
positivity of intersections, see e.g. [CM2) Prop.7.1].
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(ii) The sections ogpr have tame sc-Fredholm representatives in the sense of Def.5.4], and the
evaluation maps &V restrict on the open subsets Bsilé(%(v;A) = (&) H(C*F x M) C BEp(v; A)
to s¢™ maps ev* : Bsiﬁg(’y;A) — C* x M, which are ogpr-compatibly submersive in the sense of
Definition[A.4 Finally, this open subset contains the interior, 8OB§[FT(7; A) C Bsil;(;r(”y; A).

Remark 4.4. (i) The polyfolds, bundles, and sections in Assumption are constructed for a
closely analogous situation (considering curves in R x @, with e.g. Q = S x M) in 83], so —
while not needed for our proof — we state the following properties for intuition:

Equivalence classes under reparametrization of Aut(C*,0) of smooth maps v : C* — C* x M
that satisfy v(Re*™) = (Reiit,”y(t)) for sufficiently large R > 1 and represent the class [v#u,]| =
[CP']+ A form a dense subset B, . (v; A) C Bé':FT (v; A) contained in the interior. On this subset,
the section is ospr([v]) = [(v,gjiv)] and &% ([v]) is evaluation as in ([B). The intersection

of ogpp(0) with this dense subset is contained in the moduli space MEap(v; A) from [@E). The
Sull moduli space MSiFT(W;A) is obtained by enlarging B}CDSC(W;A) to include equivalence classes
with sup;e g1 dexar (v(Ret™), (Re*™, y(t))) — 0 as R — oo. However, only classes with specific
exponential decay of this quantity and related derivatives are contained in BétFT (v; A).

(ii) The sc-smooth structure, sc-Fredholm property, and compactness is stated in [FHI, Thm.3.4].
The proof of polyfold and bundle structure outlined in §7-11] extends the construction of
Gromov-Witten polyfolds in [HWZI] by local models for punctures and neck-stretching from [FH3|
83], using the implanting method in 83,85]. These constructions automatically satisfy the
tameness assumed in (iii). The nonlinear Fredholm property needs to be proven globally — in close
analogy to [HWZI1]. The Fredholm index stated in (i) is computed in a local chart, where the
linearized section coincides with a restriction of the classical linearized Cauchy-Riemann operator
to a local slice to the reparametrization action. The compactness properties follow from SFT-
compactness of the moduli spaces [BEHWZ]| since the topology on the polyfolds given in
§3.4] generalizes the notion of SFT-convergence. Orientations are constructed in [FHIL §15]. Sc-
smoothness of the evaluation maps is proven analogously to [HWZ1, Thm.1.8], and their submersion
property in (iii), which is used to construct fiber products in LemmalLH] is proven as in [Fi, Ex.5.1].

(iii) We also expect the existence of a direct polyfold description of the moduli space ([I2) in terms of
a collection of sc-Fredholm sections o : B (vy; A) — £%(y; A) with the same indices, and submersive
sc>® maps ev® : B¥(y; A) — M with the following simplified properties.

The smooth maps u : C — M which equal u(Re*™) = ~(t) for sufficiently large R > 1 and
represent the class A form a dense subset of BT (v; A) that is contained in the interior. On this
subset, the section is o(u) = Oyu — Yg(u), and the evaluation is evt(u) = u(0). The inter-
section of o~1(0) with this dense subset is contained in the moduli space M*(v; A) from [2).
The full moduli space M (~; A) is obtained by enlarging the dense subset to include maps with
SUp;c g1 das (u(Rei“), W(t)) — 0 as R — oo. However, only maps with specific exponential decay of
this quantity and related derivatives are contained in BT (v; A).

While such a construction should follow from the same construction principles as in [FHI], there
is presently no writeup beyond [W1], which proves the Fredholm property in a model case. Alter-
natively, one could abstractly obtain this construction from restricting the setup in Assumption 3]
to subsets consisting of maps of the form v(z) = (z,u(z)). Thus there would be no harm in using
this property as intuitive guide for following our work with the abstract setup.

Given one or another polyfold description of the naturally identified moduli spaces ([I2)) or (IH)
and corresponding evaluation maps, we will now extend the identifications (1)) or (Id]) to a fiber
product construction of polyfolds which will contain these PSS/SSP moduli spaces. For p € Crit(f),
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v € P(H), and A € Hy(M) we define the topological spaces

B*(p,v; A) := {(z,v) € M(p, M) x Bdpp(v; A) | (0,ev(r)) =7 (v) }
(16) = {(z.w) € M(p, M) x BE&5(v: A) | (0,ev(2)) = evt (v)},
B~ (v,p; A) = {(v.1) € Bgpr(v; A) x M(M,p) | (0,ev(z)) =7 (1)}

= {(v,7) € Byp(7; A) x M(M,p) | (0,ev(z)) = ev™ (v)}.

We will use to equip these spaces with natural polyfold structures and show that the pullbacks
of the sections ogpT by the projections to BgtFT(Fy; A) yield sc-Fredholm sections whose zero sets
are compactifications of the PSS/SSP moduli spaces. This will require a shift in levels which is of
technical nature as each m-level B,, C B contains the dense “smooth level” B, C B,,, which itself
contains the moduli space M = 071(0) C Bao; see Remark [A3

Lemma 4.5. For anyp € Crit(f), v € P(H), and A € Hyo(M) there exist open subsets BY (p,v; A) C

BT (p,~v; A)1 and B~ (v,p; A) C B~ (v, p; A)1 which contain the smooth levels BE(...; A)o of the fiber
products [I8) and inherit natural polyfold structures. The smooth level of their interior i

aOBJr(pa'Y;A)oo = ./\/l(p, M) {0} xev Xev+ aOBgrﬁ(E:I‘(FYaA)oov

(908_(’7,]?; A)OO = aOBS_I;(FI‘(’%A)OO —~ X{0}xev M(Mup)
Moreover, pullback of the sc-Fredholm sections of strong polyfold bundles O.g:FT : BgtFT(W;A) —
EGp(v; A) under the projection B¥(...; A) — Bp(...; A) induces sc-Fredholm sections of strong
polyfold bundles J('; pid) BT (v,p; A) — ET(y,p; A) resp. O'(_p Ay B~ (p,v;A) = £ (p,v; A) of
index I1(p,v; A) resp. I(v,p; A) given in [@). Their zero sets contaid the moduli spaces from §4.1)

_ — -1
0&,7;/}) 1(0) = M(p, M) {0} xev Xevt U;FT (0) > M(p,v; 4),

- - -1 —
T (y,p;A) H0) = ogpr  (0) sv- X{0pxev M(M,p) D M(v,p; A).

ev

Finally, each zero set U(i .A)_l(O) is compact, and given any p € Crit(f), v € P(H), and C € R,

vees

there are only finitely many A € Hy(M) with w(A) < C and nonempty zero set a(i .A)’l(()) #0.

ey

Proof. We will follow [Fi, Cor.7.3] to construct the PSS polyfold, bundle, and sc-Fredholm section
a;f yiA D detail, and note that the construction of the SSP section O pia 1S analogous.

Consider an ep-groupoid representative X = (X, X) of the polyfold BérFT (v; A) with source and
target maps denoted s,t : X — X together with a strong bundle P : W — X over the M-polyfold
X and a structure map p @ X;xpW — X such that the pair (P, ) is a strong bundle over X
representing the polyfold bundle EgFT(W;A) — B§LFT(7§A)- In addition, consider a sc-Fredholm
section functor Sspr : X — W of (P, 1) that represents UérFT. The ep-groupoid X and the bundle
(P, pu) are tame, since they represent a tame polyfold and a tame bundle, respectively. Moreover,
Sspr is a tame sc-Fredholm section in the sense of [Fi, Def.5.4] by Assumption [3)iii).

We view the Morse moduli space M(p, M) as the object space of an ep-groupoid with morphism
space another copy of M(p, M) and with unit map a diffeomorphism; that is, the only morphisms
are the identity morphisms. The unique rank-0 bundle over M(p, M) is a strong bundle in the ep-
groupoid sense, and the zero section of this bundle is a tame sc-Fredholm section functor. Next, note
that B¥(p,v; A) C {(z,v) € M(p, M) x |X||evt(v) € {0} x M} € M(p, M) x | X®| is represented
within the open subset X¢" := (ev")~1(Cx M) C X and the corresponding full ep-subgroupoid XV
of X, which represent the open subset B;}g (v, A) C |X]|, and by Assumption [£3iii) the restricted
evaluation ev’ : X — C x M is s¢> and Sspr-compatibly submersive (see Definition [A)). Denote
by evg : M(p, M) — C x M, 7 + (0,ev(r)) the product of the trivial map to 0 € C and the Morse
evaluation map. We claim that the product map evg x evt : M(p, M) x X — (C x M) x (C x M)

4Here we can only make statements about the smooth level because we do not know what points of other levels
are included in the fiber products. This is sufficient for applications as the zero set of any sc-Fredholm section (and
its admissible perturbations) is contained in the smooth level.

5As in Remark 4] this identification is stated for intuition and will ultimately not be used in our proofs.
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H Notation ‘ Description ‘ Definition H

elements are equivalence classes under reparameterization by Aut((C:‘:7 0)

B(:itcnsc(’y; A) | of smooth maps v : C+ — C* x M that satisty v(Re¥it) = (Ret?*, ~(t)) Remark (.4
for sufficiently large R > 1 and represent the class [v#i,] = [CP'] + A
BE (7; A) a polyfold with dense subset Bdicnsc (v; A), which contains the Assumption I3
sFT\75

SFT-compactification ﬂg:FT(fy; A) of the moduli space in (I5) Remark [14]

ic the open subset of BéEFT('y; A) containing the curves whose
BSﬁT (’7; A) evaluation at a marked point lands in C* x M rather than Assumption [3)iii)
in a broken off cylinder R x S x M; see Remark 2]

5 elements are pairs of a half-infinite broken Morse trajectory
Bt (p, v A) starting from the critical point p and a curve in BS+F(§F (v; A), (IE)
whose evaluation agrees with the end point of the Morse trajectory

5 elements are pairs of a half-infinite broken Morse trajectory
B_ . A . epe . : —,C .

Y, D ending at the critical point p and a curve in Bgpp(v; A), whose
evaluation agrees with the starting point of the Morse trajectory

open subset of BT (p,v; A)1 containing M(p,~; A)
BT (p7 ~; A) over which the section cr(t) 43 A) is sc-Fredholm Lemma
(possibly smaller than BT (p,~; A)1 due to shrinking in [Fi, Cor.7.3])

_ open subset of B~ (v, p; A)1 containing M (v, p; A)
B~ (v,p; A)

over which the section o, . is sc-Fredholm
(p,7:4)

TABLE 1. Summary of the polyfolds and their subsets introduced in this section

Lemma

is Sgpr-compatibly transverse to the diagonal A C (C x M) x (C x M). Indeed, given (z,v) €
(evg x evT)"1(A) let L € TEX® be a sc-complement of the kernel of the linearization of ev’ at
some v € X5 that satisfies the conditions for Sgpr-compatible submersivity in Definition A4 w.r.t.
a coordinate change ¥ on a chart of X° . Then the subspace {0} x L C TEM(p, M) x TEX®Y
satisfies the conditions for Sgpr-compatible transversality of evg X evt with A at (z,v) w.r.t. the
product change of coordinates id x ¥V in a product chart on the Cartesian product M (p, M) x X©.
(See [Fi, Lem.7.1, 7.2] for a discussion of the sc-Fredholm property on Cartesian products.)

Next, note that M(p, T) ey, Xevt X Tepresents the smooth level of the fiber product topologi-
cal space BT (p,7;A). So Cor.7.3] yields an open neighbourhood X' C M(p, M)y, Xev+ X5V
containing the smooth level M(p, ).y, X eyt X such that the full subcategory X’ := (X', X’) of
M(p, M) x XfV is a tame ep-groupoid and the pullbacks of (P, 1) and Sspr to X’ are a tame bundle
and tame sc-Fredholm section. Here we used the fact that the smooth level M(p, )s = M(p, z) of
any finite dimensional manifold is the manifold itself; see Remark

The tame ep-groupoid X yields the claimed polyfold B¥(p,~; A) := |X’|, and similarly the pull-
backs of (P, ) and Sspr through the projection X’ — X; define the claimed bundle and sc-Fredholm
section U(J;,Y;A) : BT (p,v; A) — E1(p,v; A). The identification of the interior 9yBY (p,v; A) oo follows
from the degeneracy index formula dx/(v1,22) = dyg(, ap)(¥1) + dx(22) in [Fi Cor.7.3] and the

interior of the Morse trajectory spaces dyM(p, M) = M(p, M) from Theorem 3.3

The index formula in [Fi, Cor.7.3] yields ind(og'z')mA)) = ind(ospr)+ |p| —dim(C x M) = I(p,~; A)

since dim M(p, M) = |p| and ind(ospr) = CZ(7y) + 2¢1(A) + 1 dim M + 2.

+
(p
contained in the smooth level, and the restriction to & ({0} x M) already restricts considerations

~H0) is

compact as in Cor.7.3], since both M(p, M) and aérFT_l(O) are compact and both evy and ev"
are continuous. The final statement then follows from Assumption E3(ii). O

evp

Finally, the zero set o - A)_l(O) is the fiber product of the zero sets as claimed, as these are

to the domain X°¥ from which the fiber product polyfold is constructed. Moreover, U(J; 5iA)
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4.3. Construction of the morphisms. To construct the A-linear maps PSS and SSP in Theo-
rem with relatively compact notation we index all moduli spaces from §4.1] by the two sets

It == {a=(p,v; A) |p € Crit(f),y € P(H),A € Hy(M)},

A {a=(v,p;A)|p € Crit(f),y € P(H),A € Hy(M)}.
To simplify notation we then denote Z := Z= UZ" and drop the superscripts from the polyfolds
B(a) = B*(a). Since Lemma[L5 provides each moduli space M(a) for a € T with a compactification
and polyfold description M(a) C o,1(0), we can apply [HWZ, Theorems 18.2,18.3,18.8] to obtain
admissible regularizations of the moduli spaces, and counts of the 0-dimensional perturbed solution

spaces §15.4], in the following sense. Here we denote by QT := QN [0, 00) the groupoid with
only identity morphisms.

Corollary 4.6. (i) For every o € Z, choice of neighbourhood of the zero sets o, *(0) C V,, C B(),
and choice of sc-Fredholm section functor S, : X — W, representing oa |y, , there exists a pair
(N, Uy) controlling compactness in the sense of Definition [A 8 with |S;1(0)| C [Us| C Va.

For o € T with 0;*(0) = 0 we can choose Uy = 0.

(ii) For every collection (Nu,Us)acz of pairs controlling compactness, there exists a collection
K= (ma W, — Q+)a€l' of (Nu,Uy)-admissible sct-multisections in the sense of [HWZl Defini-
tions 13.4,15.5] that are in general position relative to (Sq)acz in the sense that each pair (Su, k)
is in general position as per [HWZl Def.15.6].

Here admissibility in particular implies ko 0Sa|x, <, = 0 and thus k,0S, = 0 when a;l(O) = 0.

(iti) Every collection k of admissible scT-multisections in general position from (ii) induces a col-
lection of compact, tame, branched ep™-groupoids (Iia 08y Xy — Q"') In particular, each
perturbed zero set

Z%a) = |{z € Xa|ka(Sa(z)) >0} C [Ualow C [Xaloe = Bla)oo
is compact, contained in the smooth level, and carries the structure of a weighted branched orbifold
of dimension I(a) as in @l). Moreover, the inclusion in |Uy| and general position of k implies that
for I(a) < 0 or o,1(0) =0 the perturbed zero set Z%(a) = ) is empty.

(i) For a € T with Fredholm index I(a) =0 and ko : Wa — QF as in (ii) the perturbed zero set
is contained in the interior Z2(a) C 0oB(a)ee and yields a well defined count

#2%a) = Z|m|€Zi(a) 0, (%) Ka(Sa(z)) € Q.
Here o, (x) € {£1} is determined by the orientation of oo as in [HWZ, Thm.6.3]. If |[Us|NOB(a) =
() then this count is independent of the choice of admissible sc™-multisection ke, .

(v) For every o € T with Fredholm index I(a) = 1 and ko : Wa — Q1 as in (i) the boundary of
the perturbed zero set is given by ils intersection with the first boundary stratum of the polyfold,

0Z% () = Z%(a) N1 B(a)so-
With orientations o, |,8(a)(z) € {£1} induced by the boundary restriction ou|p(a) this implies
#3Zﬁ(a) = E\m\eazi(a) Oda|65(a)(x) HQ(SQ(QC)) = 0

Remark 4.7. (i) The statements in (iv) and (v) of Corollary L6l require orientations of the sections
0 for a € Z. By the fiber product construction in Lemma [£5] they do indeed inherit orientations
from the orientations of the Morse trajectory spaces in Remark B3], the orientations of O'étFT given
in Assumption [£3] and an orientation convention for fiber products.

In practice, we will construct the perturbations x in Corollary 6] by pullback of perturbations
A= (AiA)7€p1A€H2(M) of the oriented SFT-sections osiFT. Thus it suffices to specify the orien-
tations of the regularized zero sets, which is implicit in their identification with transverse fiber
products of oriented spaces over the oriented manifold M,

ZEp, v A) = M(p, M) oy Xevt Z21; A),  ZE(v,p; A) = Z2(7; A) (- Xevo M(M, p).

Orientations of the boundary restrictions in (v) are then induced by the orientations of Z%(«), via
oriented isomorphisms of the tangent spaces Rv(z) x T,0Z%(«a) = T, Z%(«), where v(2) € T, Z%(«)
is an exterior normal vector at z € 0Z%(«).

a€l”’
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(ii) Note that the counts in part (iv) of this Corollary may well depend on the choice of the
multi-valued perturbations k. — unless the ambient polyfold has no boundary, 9B(«) = (). Indeed,
although the moduli space M(«) is expected to have dimension 0, it may not be cut out transversely
from the ambient polyfold B(«), and moreover it may not be compact. Assumption 3] provides an
inclusion in a compact set M(a) C o, '(0), and the perturbation theory for sc-Fredholm sections of
strong bundles then associates to o, (0) a perturbed zero set Z%(«) C B(a) with weight function
Ka©0Sa : Z%:(a) = QN (0, 00). This process generally adds points on the boundary o, (0)~M () C
B(a)\dpB(«), which may or may not persist under variations of the perturbation k.

The following construction of morphisms will depend on the choices of perturbations and orien-
tation convention (see the previous remark) as well as geometric data fixed in §4.T], and possibly the
choice of polyfold construction in Assumption and ep-groupoid representation in Remark
The algebraic properties in Theorem will be achieved in §0l - for any given choice of geometric
data — by particular choices of ep-groupoids and perturbations £*, and an overall sign adjustment.

Definition 4.8. Given collections k¥ = (kX)acz+ of admissible sct-multisections in general posi-
tion as in Corollary [{-0, we define the maps PSS,+ : CM — CF and SSP,- : CF — CM to be

the A-linear extension of

PSS (p) =D #Z5 (4 A) - TN (y),  SSP-(7) =Y #2725 (v,p;A) - T“N{p).

7,A p,A
I(p,v;A)=0 I(v,p;A)=0

Lemma 4.9. The maps PSS+ : CM — CF and SSP,- : CF — CM in Definition [{.§ are well
defined, i.e. the coefficients take values in the Novikov field A defined in §2

Proof. To prove that PSS+ is well defined we need to check finiteness of the following set for any
p € Crit(f), v € P(H), and ¢ € R,

{r e w(H(M)) N (=00, S achsan #2 (p.754) # 0}.
Here w : Hy(M) — R is given by pairing with the symplectic form on M, and recall from Lemma[£H]
that there are only finitely many homology classes A € Ha(M) with w(A) < ¢ and o, 1(0) # 0. On
the other hand, the perturbations s+ were chosen in Corollary 8l (iii), (iv) so that #2% (...; A) =0
whenever o, 1(0) = (). Thus there are in fact only finitely many A € Ha(M) with w(A) < ¢ and
#Z£+ (...;A) # 0, which proves the required finiteness. The proof for SSP, - is analogous. O

5. THE CHAIN HOMOTOPY MAPS

In this section we construct A-linear maps ¢ : CM — CM and h : CM — CM on the Morse
complex over the Novikov field A given in (&), which appear in Theorem For that purpose we
again fix a choice of geometric data as in §4.I]to construct moduli spaces in §5.I]and §5.21 We equip
these with polyfold descriptions in §5.3] and define the maps ¢, h for admissible regular choices of
perturbations in Definitions To obtain the algebraic properties claimed in Theorem [[3] (i)—(iii)
we will then construct particular “coherent” choices of perturbations in §@l

5.1. Moduli spaces for the isomorphism ¢. We will construct ¢ : CM — C'M from the following
moduli spaces for critical points p_,py € Crit(f), A € Ho(M), using the almost complex structure
J and the unstable/stable manifolds (see §3.3]) of the Morse-Smale pair (f, g) chosen in §4.T]

17y M(p—,ps;A) = {u ‘CP' = M ‘ u([1:0]) € W, ., u([0:1]) € W;;, Oyu =0, [u] = A}.

Note that a cylinder acts on this moduli space by reparametrization with biholomorphisms of CP!
that fix the two points [1 : 0],[0 : 1]. However, we do not quotient out this symmetry so describe
these moduli spaces as the zero set of a Fredholm section over a Sobolev closure of the set of smooth
maps u : CP' — M in the homology class [u] = A satisfying the point constraints u([1 : 0]) € W,
and u([0 : 1]) € W, . This determines the Fredholm index as

(18) I'"(p—,p+;A) = 2c1(A) + |p-| — [p+].
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As in 4.2 we will obtain a compactification and polyfold description of this moduli space by iden-
tifying it with a fiber product of Morse trajectory spaces and a space of pseudoholomorphic curves,
in this case the space of parametrized J-holomorphic spheres with evaluation maps for zy € CP',

evsy ¢ M(A) = {u:CP" - M|0u=0,[ul =A} — M, u = u(zp).
With this we can describe the moduli space () as fiber product with the half-infinite Morse
trajectory spaces from §3.3) using zg :=[1: 0] and z; = [0: 1]
(19) ML(p—ap-i-; A) = M(p—7 M) ev><evzar M(A) evza Xev M(M7p+)
Note here that we are not working with a Gromov-Witten moduli space, as we do not quotient by
Aut(CP"). This is due to the chain homotopy in Theorem 3 (iii), which will result from identifying
a compactification of M(A) with a boundary of the neck-stretching moduli space Mgpr(4) in
[@6) that appears in Symplectic Field Theory [EGH]. For that purpose we identify a solution
u : CP' — M with the map to its graph @ : CP* — CP' x M,z — (z,u(z)) as in [MS] §8.1]. This
yields is a bijection (and homeomorphism in appropriate topologies)
_ Maw([CP'] + A) := {v: CP' = CP' x M | 970 =0, [v] = [CP'] + A}

M(4) Aut(CP")

between the Cauchy-Riemann solution space for M and the Gromov-Witten moduli space for CP! x
M in class [CP'] 4 A for the split almost complex structure .J := i x J on CP' x M. To transfer the
evaluation maps at 2§ = [1: 0] and z; = [0 : 1] we keep track of these as (unique) marked points
mapping to {zoi} x M and thus replace (Id) by a fiber product over CP* x M,

(20) Mb(p—up-l-;A) = M(p—uM) {zJ}XeVXEVJr MGW(A) ev— X{ZJ}XQV M(M7p+)

This uses the evaluation maps from a Gromov-Witten moduli space with two marked points,

v 1

(21) ev® @ Maw(A) == Maw ([CFT] + A)/Aut((C]Pl,zo_,z{f) — CP' x M, [v] = v(zE),
where Aut((C]P’l,zg ,z¢") denotes the set of biholomorphisms ¢ : CP' — CP' which fix (b(zgt) =
zoi. The polyfold setup in Theorems 1.7,1.10,1.11] for Gromov-Witten moduli spaces now
provides a strong polyfold bundle Eqw(A4) — Baw(A), and oriented sc-Fredholm section ogw :
Bew(A) — Eaw(A) that cuts out a compactification Maw(A) = ogyw(0) of Mgw(A4). Here
a dense subset of the base polyfold Baw(A) consists of Aut(CP', z;, 2 )-orbits of smooth maps
v: CP' — CP' x M in the homology class [v] = [CP'] + A, which implicitly carries the two marked
points 23 € CP'. Nodal curves in Maw (A) then explicitly come with the data of two marked points
on their domain. On the dense subset the section is given by oqw/([v]) = [(v,d7v)]. The setup in
[HWZI, Theorem 1.8] moreover provides sc> evaluation maps ev® : Baw(A4) — CP' x M at the
marked points, which on the dense subset are given by ev®([v]) = v(23).

Thus we have given each factor in the fiber product 20) a compactiﬁcatioxﬁ that is either a
manifold with corners given by the compactified Morse trajectory spaces in Theorem [3.3] or the
compact zero set Maw (A) = ogyy (0) of a sc-Fredholm section. In §5.3 we will combine the polyfold
description of the Gromov-compactification of [2II) with an abstract construction of fiber products
in polyfold theory to obtain compactifications and polyfold descriptions of the moduli spaces.
Then the construction of + : CM — CM proceeds as in §£31 The algebraic properties of ¢ in
Theorem [[3] (i) and (ii) will follow from the boundary stratifications of the Morse trajectory spaces
M(p_, M) and M(M,p,) since the ambient polyfold Bgw(A) has no boundary. However, this
requires specific “coherent” choices of perturbations in @

Remark 5.1. Gromov-compactifications of the moduli spaces M*(p_,p4; A) will result from the
energy identity [MS| Lemma 2.2.1] for solutions of 9, u = 0,

(22) E(u) == § [o|du]® = [pu'w = w([u]).

6The term ’compactification’ applied to spaces of pseudoholomorphic curves is always to be understood as Gromov-
compactification, as Mgw(A) C Mgw(A) may not be dense.
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This fixes the energy of solutions on each solution space M(A), and Gromov compactness asserts
that {u: CP* — M |9yu =0, E(u) < C} is compact up to bubbling for any C > 0.

Another consequence of [22)) is that for w(A) < 0 we have no solutions M(A) = ) except for
A =0 € Hy(M) when the solution space is the space of constant maps

MO) = {u=z|lzeM} ~ M,

which is compact and cut out transversely.

Translated to graphs in CP* x M with two marked points, this means Maw (0) ~ CP' xCP' x M
by adding two marked points in the domain. That is, (z~, 21, z) € CP' x CP' x M corresponds to
the (equivalence class of) graphs @, : z — (z,z) with two marked points z—, 2+ € CP'. For 2~ # 2+
this tuple can be reparametrized to the fixed marked points 2, z{f € CP! and then represents an
Aut(CP', 25, 28 )-orbit. For 2= = 2% the tuple (27, 2T, z) corresponds to a stable map in Maw (0),
given by the graph %, with a node at z= = 2T attached to a constant sphere with two distinct
marked points. This will be stated in polyfold terms in Assumption (ii).

5.2. Moduli spaces for the chain homotopy h. To construct the moduli spaces from which
we will obtain h : CM — CM, we again use the almost complex structure J and Morse-Smale
pair (f,g) chosen in §411 In addition, we fixed an anti-holomorphic vector-field-valued 1-form
Yy € Q%Y(C,T(TM)) that arises from the fixed Hamiltonian function H : S x M — R and a choice
of smooth cutoff function 3 : [0,00) — [0,1] with S| =0, ' > 0, and S|,«) = 1. Gluing this
1-form to another copy of Yy over C~ with neck length R > 0 in exponential coordinates yields the
anti-holomorphic vector-field-valued 1-form Y/ € Q%' (CP', T'(TM)) that vanishes near [1 : 0], [0 : 1]
and on CP'~{[1:0],[0: 1]} = {[1: 7®] | (r, ) € (0,00) x S*} is given by

YE([L:re®), 2) i= 3Br(r) (JXu (0, 2)r~ dr + Xpg(0,2) d6).

Here Bg(r) := B(re?)B(rLte?) is a smooth cutoff function Bg : (0,00) — [0,1] that is identical to
1 on [e!~%,e% 1] and identical to 0 on (0,e~%) U (e%,00). Now perturbing the Cauchy-Riemann
operator on CP! by Y yields the following moduli spaces for critical points p_,py € Crit(f),
A€ Hy(M), and R € [0, 00),

Mpg(p—,pi; A) = {u:CP' - M | u([1:0]) € W, u([0:1]) e W[, Oyu=Yf (), [u] = A},
and we will construct h from their union
(23) M(p—,p+;A) = Upep,00) MR(P-, D45 A).

Remark 5.2. Each vector-field-valued 1-form Y/ = —(XH;;)O*1 is in the notation of [MS] §8.1] in-
duced from the 1-form with values in smooth functions Hf € QY(CP*,C>(M)) given by H(re) =
Br(r)H(6,-)d6. Tt is constructed so that it has the following properties:

(i) For R = 0 we have Y3 = 0 so that the moduli space Mo(p_,p+;A) = M'(p_,p4; A) is the
same moduli space (7)) from which ¢ will be constructed.

(ii) The restriction of any solution u € Mpg(p_, p4; A) to the middle portion {[1 : z] € CP' | e}~ % <
2] < e? 1} = (1 - B B _ 1) x S satisfies the Floer equation dsv + JOv = JXu(t,v) after
reparametrization v(s, t) := u([1 : e3+i]).

(iii) The shifts u_(z) := u([1 : e~ 22]) and uy(z) = u([e?z : 1]) = u([l : €% 271]) of any solution
u € Mg(p_,ps; A), restricted to {z € C||z| < eft~1}, satisfy 0 us = Yy (us) as in the PSS/SSP
moduli spaces in §4.11

The moduli space M(p_,py;A) is the zero set of a Fredholm section over a Banach manifold
[0,00) x B, where B is the same Sobolev closure as in §5.1] of the set of smooth maps u : CP* — M
in the homology class [u] = A satisfying the point constraints u([1 : 0]) € W,,_ and u([0: 1]) € W,
Restricted to {0} x B this is the Fredholm section that cuts out M*(p_, p,; A) in ([[T) with J% = J.
This determines the Fredholm index as

(24) Ilp—,p; A) == I'(p—,p; A) +1 = 2c1(A) + [p—| = |p4 | + 1.
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Towards a compactification and polyfold description of these moduli spaces we again — as in §4.2]
§5.11 [MS, §8.1] — identify a solution u : CP* — M with the map to its graph. Moreover, we again
fix marked points z5 = [1:0], 2, = [0 : 1] to implement evaluation maps to express the conditions
u(zg) € Wzi' This yields a homeomorphism (in appropriate topologies) between the moduli space

(@3) and the fiber product over CP* x M with the half-infinite Morse trajectory spaces from §3.3,
(25) M(p—up-i-; A) = M(p—u M) {z(’*}xevxchr MSFT(A) ev— X{ZU*}XQV M(Mup-l-)'

Compared with (Z0) this replaces the Gromov-Witten moduli space in (ZI)) with a family of moduli
spaces for almost complex structures J5 on CP' x M arising from Y2 for R € [0, 00),

, :CP" — CP' x M | 975v =0,[v] = [CP'] + A
(26) MSFT(A) = |_| {1) X ‘ JH"U [’U] [ ] }/Aut(CPI,ZE,ZJr)'
Re[0,00)

Here, again, we implicitly include the two marked points zgt € CP'. Then, for R — oo, the
degeneration of the PDE d5,v = 0 is the “neck stretching”ﬁ considered more generally in Symplectic
H

Field Theory [EGH]. The evaluation maps from (2I)) directly generalize to
(27) vt : Mgpr(4) — CP'x M,  [v] = v(zd).

Now, as in §5.1] each factor in the fiber product (25) has natural compactifications — either the com-
pactified Morse trajectory spaces from Theorem 33 or the compact zero set Mgpr(A) = US_FlT (0) of
a sc-Fredholm section that we will introduce in §5.31 Combined with the construction of fiber prod-
ucts in polyfold theory this will yield compactifications and polyfold descriptions of the moduli
spaces (23), and the construction of h : CM — CM then again proceeds as in §4.31 Establishing
the algebraic properties in Theorem [[3] relating A with ¢+ and SSP o PSS will moreover require an
in-depth discussion of the boundary stratification of the polyfold domains Bgpr(A) of these sections,
and “coherent” choices of perturbations in §6l

Remark 5.3. Gromov-compactifications of the moduli spaces M(p_, p4; A) will result from energy
estimates [MS| Remark 8.1.7] for solutions of 9,;u = Y (u),

(28)  Er(w) = § fopr ldu+ Xpp(u)| < Jop v'w+ [Rygll = w(lu) +2]H@, ).
Here RH;;, dvolepr = dHEf + %H;f A HE = B, H dr A df has uniformly bounded Hofer norm
|Rugll = Jopr (max Ryg —max Rye) = [° [ |8l EH (6. )] a6 dr = 2 H(®, )]

where [|[H(0,-)|| := maxgepn H(0, ) —mingeps H(0,z) and Sr € C*((0,00), [0, 1]) is constant except

ol

1—
BRl %) with %BRZO and f:,%

s B(re ‘%51%“17":6(6)_5(1):17

Ok
R
1 R . e2

5R|[£,116§] c e B(rte?) with L8R <0 and feg,l\%ﬂR\dr:—(ﬂ(1)—ﬂ(e)) =1

This proves (28)), and thus establishes energy bounds on the perturbed pseudoholomorphic maps in
each of our moduli spaces, where we fix [u] = A. Now SFT-compactness [BEHWZ] asserts that for
any C' > 0 the set of solutions of bounded energy | |y o) {t CP' — M |05u = Y (u), Br(u) <
C'} is compact up to breaking and bubbling. This compactness will be stated rigorously in polyfold
terms in Assumption (ii).

7Strictly speaking, R € [0, 2] parametrizes a family of Gromov-Witten moduli spaces for varying almost complex
structure. At R = 2, the manifold S' x M with its stable Hamiltonian structure (see §2.2) embeds as a stable
hypersurface in CP! x M. Then R € (2, 00) parametrizes the SF'T neck-stretching.
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5.3. Construction of the morphisms. In this section we construct the A-linear maps ¢ : CM —
CM and h : CM — CM analogously to §4.3] by first obtaining compactifications and polyfold
descriptions for the moduli spaces in §5.1land §5.2 as in §4.21 This construction is motivated by the
fiber product descriptions of the moduli spaces in (20)), [25]), which couple Morse trajectory spaces
from §33) with moduli spaces of pseudoholomorphic curves in CP' x M via evaluation maps (1)),
@1). Polyfold descriptions of these moduli spaces and their properties are stated in the following
Assumption for reference, with proofs in [HWZI] resp. outlined in [FHI]. A summary of the
types of curves in each polyfold and subsets thereof is displayed in Table Here we formulate
the evaluation map in the context of neck stretching, as explained in the following remark, using a
splitting of the sphere as topological space with smooth structures on the complement of the equator

CP., := Ctus C- = Cctustuc,
using the topologies and smooth structures on C* = C*1US! = {» € C*||z| < 1} from Remark 2
Remark 5.4. (i) Recall from §5.T]that we denote by Baw(A) a Gromov-Witten polyfold of curves
in class [CP'] + A € Hy(CP' x M) with 2 marked points. These are determined by A € Hy(M) as
we model graphs of maps CP' — M, but should not be confused with a polyfold of curves in M. In
particular, Bgw(A) never contains constant maps and hence is well defined for A = 0. The properties

of the Gromov-Witten moduli spaces for w(A) < 0 are spelled out abstractly in Assumption [.5](ii)
below; for the geometric meaning see Remark [5.11

(ii) The SFT polyfolds Bspr(A) will similarly describe curves in class [CP'] 4+ A in a neck stretching
family of targets (CP} x M) reo,00) as in [BEHWZ, §3.4], given by

—R,R] x St iR
(C]P}%::DJr'—'ER'—'D*/ with  Fgr = [ ,]><1 o < 00,
~R [0,00) x St U (—00,0] x S* ;R = 0.

Here we identify the boundaries of the closed unit disks Dy = {z € C||z| < 1} with the boundary
components of the necks Er via

, +R,et?) R <
0D4 € e ~R {( c ) o S 3ER,

(04,eT®)  R=o00

where we denote 04 := 0 € [0,00) and 0_ := 0 € (—00,0] so that 9E,, = {04} x ST U{0_} x S*.
To describe convergence and evaluation maps we also embed each (C]P’}% CCPL =CtuS'UC™ by

D+|_|[—R70)><Sl/ gD-i—'—'[OuOO)XSl/ = Ct
~R ~oo ’

1 1 [
D,U(O,R]XS /NR o~ Dfu(—O0,0]XS /N = (C_, ERD{O}Xsl ~ SIC(C]P)(];O

For R = 0 this is to be understood as CPj = POl op, wop. With D~\0Dy = C*, and for all

oD_

R < oo we view the resulting homeomorphism (CIP’}% = (C]P’é0 >~ CP' as identifying the standard
marked points CP' 3 25 = [1:0] =20 ¢€ Ct and CP' 3 25 = [0: 1] =0 € C~. When these
embeddings are done via linear shifts [-R, —1) = [0, R — 1) and (1, R] & (1 — R, 0] extended by a
smooth family of diffeomorphisms [—1,0) 2 [R — 1,00) and (0,1] 2 (—o0, 1 — R], then the pullback

of the almost complex structures J& on CPy x M converges for R — oo in Cﬁ)oc(((C]Pio ~S1) x M)

to the almost complex structures j;},jg on Ct x M U C xM = CP, x M c CP., x M,
which are used in the construction of the PSS and SSP moduli spaces in §4£.21 Moreover, this allows

us to extend the evaluation maps from (ZZ) to continuous maps vt : Mgpr(4) — CPL x M
on the compactified SFT moduli space. At R = oo this involves pseudoholomorphic buildings in
CtrxMURxS'"SM...uURxS"xM U C~ x M, and for any marked point with evaluation into

a cylinder R x S' x M we project the result to S* x M C CPL_ x M by forgetting the R-component.

Finally, this formulation with (CP}DO = C* Ug: C— will allow us to compare the evaluation at

R = oo with the product of the evaluations &7+ : H;T (v; A) — CE x M constructed in Remark 1.2}
While this will be stated rigorously only in Assumption 6.3 (iii)(c), note here that we should expect
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three top boundary strata of an ambient polyfold at R = oo, corresponding to the distribution of
marked points on the curves in CT™ x M U C~ x M. For the fiber product construction, only the
boundary components with one marked point in each factor are relevant — in fact only those with
marked points near z; = 0 € C* and z, = 0 € C~. Thus we will work with the open subset
(evh)"H(Ct x M)N(ev~) 1 (C~ x M) where the two evaluations for any R € [0, 0] are constrained

to take values in the open sets given by C* C CPL .

Assumption 5.5. There is a collection of oriented sc-Fredholm sections of strong polyfold bundles
oaw : Baw(A) = Eew(A) and ospr : Bspr(A) — Espr(A) indexed by A € Hy(M), sc> maps
&vt : Baw(A) — CP' x M, and continuous maps &+ : Bspr(A) — CPL x M with the properties:

(i) The sections have Fredholm indices ind(ocgw) = 2¢1(A)+dim M+4 on Baw (A) resp. ind(ospr) =
2¢1(A) + dim M + 5 on Bspr(A4).

(i) Each zero set Mgw(A) := ogw (0) and Mgpr(A) := ogpp(0) is compact, and given any C' € R
there are only finitely many A € Ho(M) with nonempty zero set Maw (A) # 0 resp. Mgpr(A) # 0.
Moreover, for w(A) <0 we have Maw(A) = 0 except for A =0 € Ho(M) when oaw|Bgy ) M0
is in general position with zero set Maw(0) ~ CP' x CP! x M identified by

Baw(0) D oa\l,V(O) = Maw(0) {(2+,x,z_,x)‘z_,z+ E(CIP’l,xEM}.

(iii) The polyfolds Baw(A) have no boundary, OBaw(A) = 0. For Bspr(A) there is a natural
inclusion [0,00) x Baw (A) C Bspr(A) that covers the interior 9yBspr(A) = (0,00) x Baw(A) and
identifies the boundary OBsrr(A) to consist of the disjoint sets {0} x Baw(A) and limp_oo{R} X
Baw(A) of Bspr(A). Moreover, this inclusion identifies the section oaw and evaluation maps ev+
with the restricted section osET|{0}xBow (4) and evaluations Wi|{0}xBGW(A)- (A description of the
relevant R = oo parts of the boundary 0Bspr(A) is given in Assumption [6.3.)

vt xev™

(iv) The sections ogw and ospr have tame sc-Fredholm representatives in the sense of [F, Def.5.4].
The product of evaluation maps & x &~ : Baw(A) — CP* x M x CP' x M is ogw-compatibly
submersive in the sense of Definition[A]] On the open subset

Bir(A) == (&) HCT x M) N (&7 )" (C™ x M) C Bspr(A)
the evaluation maps v Bspr(A) — (CP})O X M restrict to a ogpr-compatibly submersive map
(29) ev xev™ @ Bdpp(4) = CT x M xC™ x M.

On this domain intersected with {0} x Baw(A) C d1Bspr(A), this map coincides with the Gromov-
Witten evaluations eVt x eV~ viewed as maps

TxevT @ Bhiv(4) = CTx M xC™ x M,
where we identify C* UC™ = CP'\.S' and restrict to the domain
{0} x BgV;(A) = ({0} X BGW(A)) ﬂB;}}(A) = {0} x ((W+)_1(C+ x M)n (&) HC™ x M)).

ev

Remark 5.6. (i) While not needed for our proof, we state the following properties for intuition:

The Aut(CP', 25, 2 )-orbits of smooth maps v : CP* — CP' x M which represent the class [CP']+A
form a dense subset Baense(A) C Baw(A). On this subset, the section is given by ogw([v]) =
[(v,05v)]. Moreover, [0,00) X Baense(A) C Bspr(A) is a dense subset that intersects the boundary
OBsr1(A) exactly in {0} X Baense(A), and on which the section is given by ospr (R, [v]) = [(v, 55}3 v)].
On these dense subsets, &= ([v]) resp. &= (R, [v]) is the evaluation as in (ZT).

The intersection of the zero sets with the dense subsets ogiy(0) N Baense(A) = Maw(A) and
ogpr(0) N [0,00) X Baense(A) = Mspr(A) are naturally identified with the Gromov-Witten moduli
space (2I) and SFT moduli space in (24]).

(ii) The polyfold description ogw : Baw(4) — Eqw(A) is developed for the homology classes
[CP'] + A € Ho(CP* x M) in [HWZI], with the submersion property shown in Ex.5.1]. The
properties for w(A) < 0 in Assumption (ii) follow from the fact that nonconstant pseudo-
holomorphic curves have positive symplectic area, and linear Cauchy-Riemann operators on trivial
bundles (arising from linearization at constant maps) are surjective. The construction of ogpr
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starts by recognizing that the family of almost complex manifolds in Remark [5.4] (ii) for R < oo
is equivalent to a degeneration of the almost complex structure on CP' x M along the equator
S < CP'. This can be described by an R-dependent bundle and section over [0,00) x Baw(A).
The construction for R — oo then proceeds analogous to [FHI, §3], with buildings consisting of a
top and bottom floor curve in C* x M and intermediate floors given by curves in R x S x M.
Thus Assumption (iii) and the compatibility with Bgw(A) in (iv) hold by construction. The
polyfold and bundle structure are again obtained as in [FHI] by extending the constructions in
[HWZI] with local models for punctures and neck-stretching from [FH3| §3], using the implanting
method in [FH2, §3,85]. The remaining properties are proven as outlined in Remark 7] (ii).

Given any such polyfold descriptions of the moduli spaces of pseudoholomorphic curves, we now
extend the fiber product descriptions of the moduli spaces

M(L)(P—aer;A) = M(p-, M) {z;}xevxewMGW/SFT(A)ew X fz5 b xev M(M,py)
in §5.1] and §5.2] to obtain ambient polyfolds which contain compactifications of the moduli spaces.
Towards this we define for each p_, py € Crit(f) and A € Ho(M) the topological spaces
Bb(p—aer;A) = {(Ifuy7£+) € M(p—, M) x Baw(4) x M(M,p,) | (Z(j)caeV(Ii)) = Wi(ﬂ) }
= {(z_,u,71) € M(p—, M) x By (A) x M(M,p4) | (0,ev(zy)) = ev©(v) },
B(p—,p;A) = {(z_,w,7,) € M(p_, M) x Bspr(A) x M(M,p;)]| (25, ev(ry)) = v (w)}
= {(z_ w,zy) € M(p—, M) x By (A) x M(M,p1) | (0,ev(z1)) = ev*(w)},
where the last equality stems from the identification at the end of Remark[5.4] (ii). Then the abstract

fiber product constructions in [Fi] will be used as in Lemma to obtain the following polyfold
description for compactifications of the moduli spaces in §5.1] and §5.2

Lemma 5.7. Given any p—,p4 € Cliit(f) and A € Hy(M), there exist open subsets ~l3'L(p,,p+; A) C
Bt (p—,p+; Ay and B(p—,ps; A) C B(p—,ps; Ay which contain the smooth levels B! (p_,py; A)oo
of the fiber products and inherit natural polyfold structures with smooth level of the interior

8OBL(p—7p+;A)oo = M(p—aM) {ZJ}XGVXCV+ Bé;_{};(A)oo Cvfx{zof}xev M(M7p+)7
aOB(pfvan;A)oo = M(pva) {Z(T}XCVXCVJF aOB;P:}(A)OO ev— X{ZJ}XCV M(Maer)a
and a scale-smooth inclusion

¢, » B (p—,pr; A) — B(p—,p+; A), (r_,v,7,) = (z_,0,u,7,).
Moreover, pullback of the sections and bundles ogw/srr : Baw/srr(A) — Eaw/srr(A) under
the projection B(p—,p1; A) — Baw/srr(A) induces sc-Fredholm sections of strong polyfold bun-
dles o(p_ poiay * Bp—,py; A) — E(p_,py; A) of index I(p—,py;A) as in 24) and Uépf,m;A) :
B'(p_,pi; A) = E(p—,p+; A) of index I'(p—,p4; A) = I(p—,p4+; A)—1 as in (AR). Further, these are

related via the inclusion ¢, by natural orientation preserving identification U&L piid) = GLO(p_ pisA)-
The zero sets of these sc-Fredholm sections contail the moduli spaces from 957 and §5.2,

U’(Jp,,p+;A)71(O) = M(p-, M) {25 yxev XEwt aaw(0) & X {25 }xev M(M,py) D> M(p-,p+; A),
U(p,,p+;A)_1(0) = M(p-, M) {zd }xev Xewt Us_FlT(O) & X {25 }xev M(M,py) D> M (p—,py; A).

(v)
(p—p+;A

only finitely many A € Ho(M) with w(A) < C and nonempty zero set 0&)7 )pﬁA)fl(O) #0.

Finally, each zero set o )_1(0) is compact, and given any py € Crit(f) and C € R, there are

Proof. The inclusion ¢, is sc™ since the map Bow(A4) — Bsrr(A),v — (0,v) is a sc™ inclusion
by Assumption (iii). Apart from further relations involving ¢,, the proof is directly analogous
to the fiber product construction in Lemma 5] using Assumption — in particular the sc™
and ogpr-compatibly submersive evaluation map ([29) on the open subset B;F’}(A) C Bspr(A).
This yields polyfold structures on open sets B*(p_,pi;A) C B'(p_,py; A)1 and B(p_,py; A) C

8As in Remark 4] this identification is stated for intuition and will ultimately not be used in our proofs.
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H Notation ‘ Description Definition H
elements are equivalence classes under reparameterization by .
Bdenbe (A) Remark (i)

Aut(CPY, 2y, 2§ T of smooth maps CP* — CP! x M in class [CP'] 4+ A

Baw (A) a polyfold with dense subset Bgense(A), which contains the

. .5 . . A tion [0.0]
Gromov-compactification Maw (A) of the moduli space in (2I)) ssumption B.1

BSFT(A) a polyfold with dense subset [0, 00) X Bgense(A), which contains the

. .5 . . A tion [5.5]
SFT-compactification MgpT(A) of the moduli space in (26]) ssumption (.3

B+,— A the open subsets of BGW/SFT(A) containing the curves whose
GW/SFT( )

Assumption B3] (iv
evaluation at two marked point lands in C* x M; see Remark [5.4] p -( )

~ elements are triples of two half-infinite broken Morse trajectories from
B* (p_,p+; A) p— and to p+ and a curve in Bgw (A) whose evaluations at the before Lemma [5.7]
marked points agrees with the endpoints of the Morse trajectories

~ elements are triples of two half-infinite broken Morse trajectories from
B(p_,p+; A) p— and to p4+ and a curve in Bspr(A) whose evaluations at the before Lemma [5.7]
marked points agrees with the endpoints of the Morse trajectories

. . open subset of B*(p 7er; A)1 containing M*(p—,p4+; A)
B (p 1 P+5 A) over which o! is sc-Fredholm Lemma 5.7
(p—,p4;A)
bset of B(p_,ps; A taining M(p—,p4+; A
B(p_,ps; A) open subset of B(p—,p+; A)1 containing M(p_,p4+; A) Lemma 57

over which O(p_,py;A) IS sc-Fredholm

TABLE 2. Summary of the polyfolds and their subsets introduced in this section

B(p—,p4+; A)1 as well as the pullback sc-Fredholm sections O(p_ ps;A) = PrgproseT and ofp77p+;A) =
Priwocw under the projections prayw /spr BW(p_,py; A) — Baw/ser(A). Here we have prgyw =
Prgpy © ¢u; so the bundle &'(p—,p4; A) = prwEew(A) and section o, 4 = prgwocw are
naturally identified with the pullback bundle ¢} E(p—,py; A) = prwEsrr(A)| 10} x Baw (4) and section

BrO(p_ priA) = PrawOSFT {0} x Baw (4) Using Assumption B3] (iii). Finally, the index of the induced
section o(,_ p,;4), and similarly of of, 4, is computed by [Fl, Cor.7.3] as

ind(o(, ,,.4)) = ind(ogpr) + dim M(p_, M) + dim M(M,py) — 2dim(CP' x M)
= 2¢1(A) +dim M +5+ |p_| +dim M — |p;| — 4 — 2dim M
= 2c1(A4) + [p-| = [p+| + 1 = I(p—,p+; A). O

Given this compactification and polyfold description of the moduli spaces M(a) C o, *(0) and
M (a) € o4, 71(0) for all tuples in the indexing set

= {a=(p—,p+; A) [p-,p+ € Crit(f), A € Hy(M)},
we can again apply Theorems 18.2,18.3,18.8] to the sc-Fredholm sections o, and o, and
obtain Corollary [4.6] verbatim for these collections of moduli spaces. In 6 we will moreover make
use of the fact that o, = ¢ 0, arises from restriction of o4, so admissible perturbations of o, pull
back to admissible perturbations of ¢%. For now, we choose perturbations independently and thus
as in Definition obtain perturbation-dependent, and not yet algebraically related, A-linear maps.

Definition 5.8. Given admissible sct-multisections k = (K(p_ p1sA))ps eCrit(f),AcH, 0 general po-
sition to (0(p_ p,;a)) and £ = (HEZL pasA))pseCrit(f),AcH, n general position to (o(, _’p%A)) as in
Corollary [{.6, we define the maps h, : CM — CM and v, : CM — CM to be the A-linear
extensions of

Z #Z —7p+7 )TW(A)<p+>7 bk Z #Z — P+3 )TM(A)<p+>
Py, A P+, A
I(p_,py;A)=0 IY(p_ py;A)=0

The proof that the coefficients of these maps lie in the Novikov field A is verbatim the same as
Lemma [£.9] based on the compactness properties in Lemma [5.7]
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Remark 5.9. The determination in Corollary of #Z5(p_,pi; A), #2Z5 (p_,py; A) € Q that
is used in Definition requires an orientation of the sections o(,_ , .4y and Ufp, DAY As in
Remark F.7] this is determined via the fiber product construction in Lemma [5.7] from the orienta-
tions of the Morse trajectory spaces in Remark (i) and the orientations of ogw, ospr given in
Assumption In practice, we will construct the perturbations s, k* by pullback of perturbations
A= (M) aeH, () of the SFT-sections ogpr and their restriction A* to {0} x Baw (A) C 9Bsrr(A).
So we can specify the orientations of the regularized zero sets by expressing them as transverse fiber
products of oriented spaces over CP* x M or C* x M,

ZEL (p—up-l-; A) = m(p—v M) evg Xevt ZAL (A) ev— Xevg M(Mup-l‘)u
= M(p—, M) s Xevt (22 (A) NBEiy (A)) ev-X o M(M,p1),
Z5(p—,p+: A) = M(p—, M) it Xevr (Z2(A) N Bipp(4)) e Xgps MM, py),

using &+ : Baw(A) — CP' x M resp. ev® : Bg%/SFT(A) — C* x M and the Morse evaluations

evi i M(...) = CP' x M, 1 — (25, ev(z)) resp. evi : M(...) = CF x M, 1 — (0,ev(z)).

6. ALGEBRAIC RELATIONS VIA COHERENT PERTURBATIONS

In this section we prove parts (i)—(iii) of Theorem [[3] that is the algebraic properties which relate
the maps PSS : CM — CF, SSP : CF — CM constructed in §4 and the maps t : CM — CM,
h: CM — CM constructed in §5l More precisely, we will make so-called “coherent” choices of
perturbations in §6.21 63| and §6.4] which guarantee that (i) ¢ is a chain map, (ii) ¢ is a A-module
isomorphism, and (iii) h is a chain homotopy between the composition SSP o PSS and «.

6.1. Coherent polyfold descriptions of moduli spaces. The general approach to obtaining
not just counts as discussed in §42] but well-defined algebraic structures from moduli spaces of
pseudoholomorphic curves is to replace them by compact manifolds with boundary and corners (or
generalizations thereof which still carry ‘relative virtual fundamental classes’) in such a manner that
their boundary strata are given by Cartesian products of each other. In the context of polyfold
theory, this requires a description of the compactified moduli spaces M(a) = o *(0) as zero sets of
a “coherent collection” of sc-Fredholm sections (o4 : B(a) — & (a))a ¢ of strong polyfold bundles.
Here “coherence” indicates a well organized identification of the boundaries 95(«) with unions of
Cartesian products of other polyfolds in the collection Z, which is compatible with the bundles and
sections.

As a first example, the moduli spaces M*(p_, p1; A) in §5.1] which yield the map ¢ : CM — CM
are given polyfold descriptions Tlo paid) B (p_,p+; A) = ¢*E(p—,p+; A) in Lemma 5.7 that arise
as fiber products with polyfolds Baw (A) without boundary. Thus their coherence properties stated
below follow from properties of the fiber product in [Fi] and the boundary stratification of the Morse
trajectory spaces in Theorem We state this result to illustrate the notion of coherence. The
full technical statement — on the level of ep-groupoids and including compatibility with bundles and
sections — can be found in the second bullet point of Lemma

Lemma 6.1. For any py € Crit(f) and A € Hy(M) the smooth level of the first boundary stratum
of the fiber product B*(p—,p+; A) in Lemma[5.7 is naturally identified with

OB'(p-,pridee = | M @) x B (g, p1: 0 U | 0B(r—,¢A)oe x M(g,p4).
qeCrit(f) geCrit(f)

Proof. By the fiber product construction Cor.7.3] of B*(p—, p+; A) in Lemmal[B.7 the degeneracy
index satisfies dlgb(pﬂp%A)(g, v, TT) = ﬂ(p,,M)(ijflﬁ‘cw(A)(9)+dﬂ(M,p+)_(I+)v and the smooth
level is B*(p—,p+; A)oc = M(p—, M) G yxev Xev Baw (A)oo evt X oty xev M(M,ps). The poly-
fold Baw(A) and its open subset By (4) are boundaryless by Assumption (iii), which means
dBgw(A) = dBé;,;(A) = 0. Hence we have dg.(,,_ p,;4)(z7,0,77) =1lifand only if 7~ € NhM(p_, M)

and 7+ € 9pM(M, p.) or the other way around. These two cases are disjoint but analogous, so it re-
mains to show that the first case consists of points in the union e cyip( sy M(P—, @) X 00B* (¢, P43 A) o
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For that purpose recall the identification &y M(p_, M) = qucm(f) M(p—,q) x M(q, M) in Theo-
rem 33, which is compatible with the evaluation ev : M(p_,q) x M(q, M) — M, (11, 72) — ev(T2)
by construction, and thus

alﬂ(p—u M) {z;}XeVXev* Bgi};(A)oo evt X{zj}xev aOM(Map-i-)
= (UqECrit(f) M(p*’ q) X M(Qa M)) {zo’}xcvxc‘f Bér{};(A)OO evt X{zgr}xcv M(Maer)

= qucrit(f) M(p_’ Q) X (M(q’ M) {z;}xevxev’ Bé}_{/;(A)OO evt ><{z;r}xev M(M,p+))
= Ugecritry M(p—, @) X 00B*(q, p+; A)so

Here we also used the identification of the interior smooth level in Lemma [5.71 ]

Next, the polyfold description in Lemma 5.7 for the moduli spaces M(p_,py; A) in §5.21 which
yield the map h : CM — CM, are obtained as fiber products of the Morse trajectory spaces with
polyfold descriptions ospr : Bspr(A) — Espr(A) of SFT moduli spaces given in [FH4]. We will
state as assumption only those parts of their coherence properties that are relevant to our argument
in §6.41 for the chain homotopy ¢t — SSPo PSS = doh+ hod. Here the contributions to doh+hod
will arise from boundary strata of the Morse trajectory spaces, whereas t — SSP o PSS arises from
the following identification of the boundary of the polyfold B;#}(A), which is given as open subset
of Bspr(A) in Assumption (iv). §

Remark 6.2. In the following we will use the word “face” loosely for Cartesian products of polyfolds
such as F = Bapp(7; A1) X Bgpp(7; A—) and their immersions into the boundary of another polyfold
such as OBz (A). We also refer to the image of the immersion F < 0Bdpr(A) as a face of Bipr(A).
Compared with the formal definition of faces in [HWZ] Definitions 2.21,11.1,16.13], ours are disjoint
unions of faces. They describe the interaction between the moduli spaces - roughly speaking:

(i) The R — oo boundary parts of Bspr(A) in which the marked points separate are covered by
immersions of products of the PSS and SSP polyfolds. This structure arises from generalizing the
SFT compactification in [BEHWZ] to buildings of not necessarily holomorphic maps. The parts of
the boundary described here are given by buildings whose top and bottom floors are given by maps
to C* x M and intermediate floors given by maps to R x S* x M. The immersions then arise from
stacking a building in Bdpp(v; A1) (with top floor in C x M) on top of a building in Bgpp(v; A-)
(with bottom floor in C~ x M). Here a lack of injectivity arises at buildings with middle floors in
R x S! x M from ambiguity in splitting such building into two parts.

(i) The immersions restrict to a disjoint cover of the top boundary stratum of Bapp(A) by embed-
dings. This restriction is given by the buildings with a single floor — guaranteeing injectivity by
avoiding the ambiguous middle floors in R x S* x M.

(iii) The immersions are compatible — simply by construction — with the evaluation maps, bundles,
and sections for the boundary components at R = oo, and the boundary Bgw(A) at R = 0.

Assumption 6.3. The collection of oriented sc-Fredholm sections of strong polyfold bundles UétFT :
Bipr(:A) = Eqpr(1: A), oaw : Baw(A) = Eaw(A), oser : Bspr(A) — Eser(A) for v €
P(H) and A € Hy(M) together with the evaluation maps &8¢ : Bip(y;A) — CF x M, &vt :
Baw(A) — CP!' x M, &v*% : Bspr(A) — CPL x M, and their sc> restrictions on open subsets,
evt : Bsi};(%(w;A) — C* x M, ev*t : BEQ/SFT(A) — C* x M from Assumptions [[.3, has the
following coherence properties.

(i) For each v € P(H) and A_, A+ € Ho(M) such that A_ + Ay = A, there is a s¢> immersion
lyay + Bipr(vi Av) X Bgpr(y; A-) — 9Bsrr(4)

whose restriction to the interior doBapr (Vi At) X doBgpr(v; A-) C B;}g('}/;AJF) X Bs}lg(’y;A,) is

an embedding into the boundary of the open subset B&}(A) C Bsrr(A). They map into the limit

9See also the end of Remark [54] (i) for the motivation of B&A}(A) as open subset that intersects the boundary
strata limpg_, oo {R} X Baw(A) C OBspr(A) in the buildings which have one marked point in each of the components
mapping to C* x M, and no marked points mapping to intermediate cylinders R x St x M.
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set imp_ oo { R} X Baw(A) from Assumption[520(iii), so cover most of the boundarif]
OBser(A) D {0} x Baw(A) U U seron lyay (Bspr(7; A+) X Bgpr(7: A-))-
— +:

(i) The union of the images 1y a, (Bgﬁg(v;AJr) X Bs_ﬁ(%(%A—)) C OBr(A) for all admissible
choices of v, A+ is the intersection of B;F’}(A) with imp 00 { R} X Baw(A) C 0Bsrr(A), i.e.

OBgpr(A) = {0} x By (4) U 97 *Bgp(A),
where 0" Bggn(4) = U seran lyas (B (vi Ay) x Bgpp(v: AL)).
_¥ay=
When restricted to the interiors, this yields a disjoint cover of the top boundary stratum,
Bgir(A) = {0} x By (4) U U serom  Lyas (90BSer (75 A+) X DoBgpr(7: A-))-
A=

(iti) The immersions ly a, are compatible with the evaluation maps, bundles, and sections — as

required for the construction of coherent perturbations for SFT, that is:

(a) The boundary restriction of the evaluation maps Wi|{0}xBGw(A)CaBsFT(A) coincides with the
Gromov-Witten evaluation maps &+ : Baw(A) — CPL , and the same holds for their sc>

g + - — eyt — . gt- + -

restriction evt X ev |{0}xB§;,;(A)caB;F’;(A) =evt xev™ : Biy(A) = CT x M xC™ x M
with values in C* C CPL, = C* U S'UC~. The restriction of &t : Bspr(A) — CPL to
each boundary face imly 4, C OBspr(A) takes values in C* c (C]P)(l,o, and its pullback under
ly,a. coincides with vt . BSiFT(W;Ai) — C* x M. Moreover, pullback of the restricted
5¢® evaluations evt x ev™ : Bipp(A) — CT x M x C~ x M under 1, 4, coincides with
evt X evT : Bdpn(v; Ay) x Bapp(1; A-) = € x M x C~ x M.

(b) The restriction of ospr to F = {0} x Baw(A) C 0Bspr(A) equals to ogw via a natural
identification Egpr(A)|F =2 Eaw(A). This identification reverses the orientation of sections.

(¢) The restriction of ospr to each face F = Bipr(viAt) X Bepr(v;A~) C 0Bser(A) is re-
lated by pullback to ogFT X Ogpp = OSFT © ly, 4, via a natural identification li‘y)Ai Esrr(4) =
Edor (73 Ay) X Espp (73 AZ). This identification preserves the orientation of sections.

6.2. Coherent perturbations for chain map identity. In this section we prove Theorem [[3 (i),
that is we construct ¢,. in Definition as a chain map on the Morse complex (Bl with differential
d:CM — CM given by (). This requires the following construction of the perturbations k* that
is coherent in the sense that it is compatible with the boundary identifications of the polyfolds
B'(p_,p+; A) in Lemma Here we will indicate smooth levels by adding oo as superscript —
denoting e.g. X;’,O,Op+;,4 as the smooth level of an ep-groupoid representing B*(p_, p; A) -

Lemma 6.4. There is a choice of (k%)aecz in Corollary[f-0] for T = {(p—, p+; A) | p+ € Crit(f), A €
Hy(M)} that is coherent w.r.t. the identifications in Lemma[Gl in the following sense.
e Fach k', : W, — QT for a € T is an admissible sct-multisection of a strong bundle P, : WY, —
X! that is in general position to a sc-Fredholm section functor St : X} — WY, which represents
ol |y, on an open neighbourhood V, C B*(a) of the zero set o, 1(0).

e The identification of top boundary strata in Lemma[G 1] holds for the representing ep-groupoids,

L,00

81)(;7—03’%14 = UqGCrit(f) M(p-,q) x 80Xq:p+;A U UqECrit(f) 80)(;770?21;14 x M(g,p+);

and the oriented section functors S}, : X! — W, are compatible with these identifications in the
sense that the restriction of S, , ., to any face F2 /= M(p—,q-)x 0o X.>™ C 81X;L°fp+;A
resp. Fot (4h i) = Do X7 x M(q4,p4) C 04 ;LOOM.A for another o € T coincides on the smooth
level with the pullback Si,|Fe = priSi.|Fe= of Si, via the projection prr : F = F,_ 4 )ar =
M(p_,q-) x X} — XL, resp. prr: F = For (g py) = 00X x M(qy,py) = XL

10The extra boundary faces of Bspr(A) arise from both marked points mapping to the same component in the
R — oo neck stretching limit. These will not be relevant to our construction of coherent perturbations.
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e FEach restriction k! |P 1(]_-30) to a face F>* = F° , resp. F o= F is given by

(p—»q-),e " (a+.p+)
pullback /@a|P L(Foy = g © pr- via the identification Py '(F>) = priW, |802(;,°° and natural
map priy : pryEwt, — W, .

For any such choice of k* = (KY)aez, the resulting map iy : CM — CM in Definition [ satisfies
twod+dou. =0. By setting 1(p) := (=1)Ple..(p) we then obtain a chain map v : C.M — C. M,
that is tod =dou.

Proof. We will first assume the claimed coherence and discuss the algebraic consequences up to signs,
then construct the coherent data, and finally use this construction to compute the orientations.

Construction of chain map: Assuming ¢, od+do,. =0, recall that d decreases the degree on
the Morse complex (@) by 1. Thus ¢ : C.M — C.M defined as above satisfies for any ¢ € Crit(f)

(tod—=doi)(q) = (=10 (d(q)) = d((=1)"ee(q)) = (=) (e od +dote){q) = 0.
By A-linearity this proves tod =d ot on C,M.

Proof of identity: To prove ¢y od + d o, = 0 note that both ¢, and d are A-linear, so the
claimed identity is equivalent to the collection of identities (¢, 0 d){p—) + (d ot ){p—) =0 for all
generators p_ € Crit(f). That is we wish to verify

D #Mp-,q) #25 (4,043 A) TN (py) + Y #25 (0,4 A)#M(g,p4) TP (py) =0.

:p+,A q,p+,A
I'(a,p4;A)=0 I (p_,q;4)=0
lal=lp_|-1 lpyl=lal—1

Here, by the index formula (I8]), both sides can be written as sums over p; € Crit(f) and A € Hy(M)
for which I*(p_, p4; A) = 1. Then it suffices to prove for any such pair a = (p_, p4; A) with I*(a) =1

(30) Xjgimp_ -1 #MP—. @) - #Z5 (0,015 A4) + X jgmpy i #ZE (0, 6 A) - #M(a,p+) = 0.

This identity will follow by applying Corollary EL6] (v) to the sc™-multisection ko : WY, — Q7. Its
perturbed zero set is a weighted branched 1-dimensional orbifold Z%" (), whose boundary is given
by the intersection with the smooth leveld of the top boundary stratum 0, B*(a) NV, = |01 X.|. B
coherence (and with orientations discussed below) this boundary is

075 (a) = ZE ()N |01 XL
= qucm(f) ZEL(CV) (./\/l(p ,q) % |00 qp+,A|) U qucm(j) zr (@) N (|60X;,,q;A| X M(Qap-i-))
= quCrit(f) M(p—,q) x (Z— (q,p1; A) N 00X RO A|)
U qucm(f) (Z= (p—,q; A)N |30X1§,,q;,4|) x M(q,p+),
= U\q\:|p,\_1 M(p-,q) x Z5 (¢,p4; A) U U|q|:\p+\+1 75 (p-, q; A) x M(g,p+).
Here the first summand of the third identification on the level of object spaces,
{7 > e M(p 0) X 00Xqupy 10 C 1 Xa | a4 (), 2)) > 0}
= {([7],x) € M(p-,q) x 3 X¢p, ;4 ’ K/%P+VA(S;,1)+ al@)) >0}
= M(p* q) x {z € 00Xqpia | Kgp.ia(Syp, a()) > 0}
follows if we assume coherence of sections and multisections on the faces F(,_ ;) o C 1 &,
FalSL(T2) = KalShp, (@) = Fapeia(Shp,a@).

The second summand is identified similarly by assuming coherence on the faces Fo/ (q_p,) C h X,

Finally, the fourth identification in 2% (a) for a = (p_,py; A) with I*(a) = 1 follows from
index and regularity considerations as follows. Corollary [0l (iii),(iv) guarantees that the perturbed
solution spaces Z% (a') are nonempty only for Fredholm index I*(a/) > 0, and for I*(a/) = 0 are
contained in the interior, Z& (o/) C dpB(a’). The Morse trajectory spaces M(p_, q) resp. M(q,p+)

HHere and in the following we suppress indications of the smooth level, as the perturbed zero sets automatically
lie in the smooth level; see Remark [A.3]
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are nonempty only for [p_| — |¢| > 1 resp. |q| — |p+| > 1, so the perturbed solution spaces in the
Cartesian products have Fredholm index (I])

1'(q,p4; A) = 2c1(A) + lg| = Ip+| = I"(p— p4; A) + lal = Ip-[ = 1+ |g| = [p-| <0,
and analogously I*(p—,q; A) = I*(p—,p+; A)+|p+|—|g| < 0. By the above regularity of the perturbed
solution spaces this implies that the unions on the left hand side of the fourth identification are over
lg| = |p—] — 1 resp. |g| = |p+| + 1 as in (B0), and for these critical points we have the inclusions
75 (q,p4; A) C 9B(q,ps; A) and Z (p_,q; A) C 9oB(p—, q; A) that verify the equality.

This finishes the identification of the boundary 0Z% (o). Now Corollary (v) asserts that
the sum of weights over this boundary is zero — when counted with signs that are induced by the
orientation of Z% (a). So in order to prove the identity (B0) we need to compare the boundary
orientation of dZ£ (o) with the orientations on the faces. We will compute the relevant signs in (Z1)
below, after first making coherent choices of representatives S¢, : X — W, of the oriented sections
o, and constructing coherent sc-multisections %, : WY, — QT for a € 7.

Coherent ep-groupoids, sections, and perturbations: Recall that the fiber product construc-
tion in Lemma [5.7] defines each bundle W, = pri WSV for a« = (p—,p4;A) € T as the pullback
of a strong bundle W%V — X'§Y under a projection of ep-groupoids — with abbreviated notation
evi = {zf} xev: M(...) » CP' x M

prP—;PJr?A : X;—;P+;A = ﬂ(p,,M) evy Xev— XXW W+XCV0+ H(M,er) i XEW
Moreover, the section S, = SGW o pr, is induced by the section SGV : XY — WGV which cuts
out the Gromov-Witten moduli space Maw (A) = [(SGV)~1(0)|. Then the identification of the top

boundary stratum proceeds exactly as the proof of LemmalG.Il Coherence of the bundles and sections
follows from coherence of the projections pr,, : X% — X§" in the sense that pr,|r-~ = pr,, opry for

all smooth levels of faces F D F>° C 91 &}, and their projections prx : F = F,_ 4 ) o — XS TESD.
pry: F = For(q_pp) — Xy For example, the face ' = F(,_ 4 ) (q_p,;4) With F° C X, . 4
identifies

([T]7(T—7 [y]7T+)) € ]:(O;,,q,),(q,,er;A) = M(p—7q—) X aOXqLLO,(;)Jr;A
= M(p—,q-) x Mg, M) = Xey= X5 e X r M(M, py)
with — (([7],72), [u], 74) € M(p—, M)1 oo Xag- X4 aor Xt M(M,py) C 01X

— P43 A
and pl"p77p+;A(([T],T_), [y],T+) = [v] € XV coincides with (Pfq,,p+;,4 o pr;)([T], (r—, [y],T+)) =
Pry posa(T—, [u], 7)) =[] € XFY. Now any choice of sc™-multisections (AGY : WEY — Q) acm,(an)
induces a coherent collection of sc™-multisections (k! = AGY o prf, : priWsy — @+)a cr by

composition with the natural maps pr}, : pry WGV — WSV covering pr,, : &, — XFV. Indeed,
pr,|F = pr,. o prz lifts to PYZ|p;1(;m) = pr}, o pri so that

L — GW * _ GW * * L *
Iia|P071(]_-oo) = A4 opra|P(;1(]_-oo) = A\ Voprs opry = K. opri.

Construction of admissible Gromov-Witten perturbations: It remains to choose the sc™-
multisections (AGY : WSY — Q%) acm,(ar) so that the induced coherent collection ' = (AGY o
pr(’;)aEZ is admissible and in general position. To do so, for each A € Ho(M) we apply Theorem [A20]
to the sc-Fredholm section functor SGV : X§Y — WSY, the sc™ submersion ev- x ev’ : XV —
CP' x M x CP' x M, and the collection of Cartesian products of stable and unstable manifolds
{z0 } x W, x{zf} x W,f. for all pairs of critical points p—, p+ € Crit(f).

After fixing a pair controlling compactness (Na,Ua) for each A € Hy(M), Theorem [A.9] yields
(Na,Ua)-admissible sct-multisections AGY : WSV — Q7 in general position to SGV for each A €
Hy(M). Moreover, they can be chosen such that restriction of evaluations to the perturbed zero
set &~ x avT 1 Z24 — CP' x M x CP' x M is transverse to all of the products of unstable and
stable submanifolds {z, } x W, x {20} x Wi for p_,p; € Crit(f). Note that these embedded
submanifolds cover the images of all evaluation maps on the compactified Morse trajectory spaces
evg X evg @ M(p_, M) x M(M,py) — CP' x M x CP' x M, by construction of the evaluations
ev: M(...) = M in (8), which determine evi () = (25,ev(z)). Thus we obtain transverse fiber
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products M(p_, M) evy Xev- A o+ X oyt M(M,py) for every a € T. This translates into the

pullbacks k%, = AG" o pr, being in general posmon to the pullback sections S, for o € Z. Moreover,
kL, is admissible with respect to a pullback of (Na,U4), so the perturbed zero set is a compact

weighted branched orbifold for each o = (p_,p4; A),
(SL + 57O = 25 () = Mp-, M) - Xer- A . Xt M(M,py).

ev

This finishes the construction of coherent perturbations.

Computation of orientations: To prove the identity ([B0) it remains to compute the effect of
the orientations in Remark on the algebraic identity in Corollary (v) that arises from the
boundary 0Z% () of the 1-dimensional weighted branched orbifolds arising from regularization of
the moduli spaces with index I*(«) = I*(p—,p+; A) = 1. Here 723" is of even dimension and has no
boundary since the Gromov-Witten polyfolds in Assumption [F.5 have no boundary, and the index of
oaw is even. For the Morse trajectory spaces, the boundary strata are determined in Theorem [3.3]
with relevant orientations computed in Remark Thus for I'(a) = [p—| — |p4+| + 21 (4) = 1
we can compute orientations — at the level of well defined finite dimensional tangent spaces at a
solution; in whose neighbourhood the evaluation maps are guaranteed to be scale-smooth —

BZE (CY) = 61ﬂ(p_, M) ev Xev Zkgw evXev (%H(M,p.ﬁ
L (=) 8m M@= QoA (p_, M) ey Xew Z5 ey Xew OTM(M, py)
(31) = (|—|q€Critf M(p_, Q) X M(qu M)) evXev ZA%W evXev M(Mup-l‘)
GwW
[ (—1)‘p*|+‘p+‘+lM(p7,M) ev Xev Z)\A ev Xev (I_quCritf M(Ma q) X M(qvar))
= Ugecrits M= @) X Z5(q,p434) U Uyeones 25 (0,4 A) x M(q,py).-

Here the signs in the first equality arise from the ambient Cartesian product d(M_ x Z x M,) C

—1)ImM-XZ)Af % Z x M ; in the second equality we used Remark 3.5} and in the final equality
we use [p_| + [p+]+1 = I'(e) = 1 = 0 modulo 2. This finishes the computation of the oriented
boundaries 0Z% (a) for I*(e) = 1 that proves [B0) and thus yields a chain map. O

6.3. Admissible perturbations for isomorphism property. In this section we prove Theo-
rem (ii), i.e. construct ¢ = (—1)*t : CxM — C.M in Definition and Lemma as a
A-module isomorphism on the chain complex CM = C My over the Novikov field as in (@). This
requires a construction of the perturbations k' that preserves the properties of the zero sets in
Remark [51] for nonpositive symplectic area w(A) < 0.

Lemma 6.5. The coherent collection of sc™-multisections k* in Lemma can be chosen such
that #2% (p_,py; A) = 0 for A € Hy(M)~{0} with w(A) < 0, or for A =0 and p_ # py, and
#75 (p,p;0) # 0. As a consequence, 1 = (—1)*t : CMp — CMy is a A-module isomorphism.

Proof. The sct-multisections x* in Lemma [6.4] are obtained from choices of sc-multisections (k4 :
W4 — Q+)AEH2(M) that are in general position to sc-Fredholm sections S4 : X§Y — W4 which cut
out the Gromov-Witten moduli space Mgw (A) = |S;'(0)|, and such that moreover the evaluation
maps restricted to the perturbed zero sets, &~ x&v' : Z(k4) — CP' x M x CP' x M are transverse
to the unstable and stable manifolds {z5 } x W, x {zf} X W, C CP' x M x CP* x M for any
pair of critical points p_, py € Crit(f).

We will first consider o = (p—, p+; A) € Z for nontrivial homology classes A € Ho(M)~{0} with
nonpositive symplectic area w(A) < 0. Recall from Remark 51 that these moduli spaces are empty
1S71(0)] = 0, so as in Corollary we can choose empty neighbourhoods 0 = U] C |XSW] to
control compactness. Then the perturbed zero set Z(rk4) = |[{z € Xa|ra(Sa(x)) > 0} C [Ua|
is forced to be empty, i.e. k4 0 S4 = 0. This is an allowed choice in Lemma since evaluation
maps from an empty set are trivially transverse to any submanifold. This choice induces for any
pr € Crit(f) in a = (p—,p4+;A) an induced sc™-multisection k%, = k4 oprl : W, — QF. Its
perturbed zero set is

28 (a) = |{(z7,2,77) € Xa | #4 (Sa(x ™ mzh)) > 0} =0
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since the coherence in Lemma implies w!, 0 S, = kaopr, oS, = kaoSspopr, =0, or
more concretely £, . ) (S;ﬂp%A(z’, 2,77)) = ka(Sa(z)) = 0. Thus we have ensured vanishing
counts #2% (p_,py; A) = 0 for A € Hy(M)~{0} with w(A) < 0 whenever I*(p_,p;; A) = 0.

Next we consider A = 0 € Hy(M) and recall from Remark 5.1l and Assumption (ii) that the
Gromov-Witten moduli space Maw (0) = Z(kp) is already compact and transversely cut out. Thus
the trivial sc*-multisection kg : Wy — QT, given by £0(0,;) = 1 on zero vectors 0, € (Wp), and
K0l(We)s~{0,} = 0, is an admissible scT-multisection in general position to Sy : XY — Wp. Recall
moreover that the evaluation maps on the unperturbed zero set are

& xev: Z(ko) ~ CP' x CP* x M — CP' x M x CP' x M, (z7, 20 2) = (27, 2,21, ).

In the CP'-factors this is submersive so transverse to the fixed points (z;,z;) € CP' x CP'. In
the M-factors this is the diagonal map, which is transverse to the unstable and stable manifolds
W, x W)\ C M x M for any pair p_,p; € Crit(f) by the Morse-Smale condition on the metric
on M chosen in §8l Thus the trivial multisection kg is in fact an allowed choice in Lemma 6.4l Now

with this choice, the tuples (p_,p4;0) € Z for which we need to compute
#75 (-, p1;0) = # |{(z7,[],z") € M(p—, M) x Z(ro) x M(M,py) | (25, ev(z™)) = &v*([v]) }
# [{(z7.27) € M(p—, M) x M(M,p4) |ev(z) = ev(z") }|

are those with 0 = I (p—, p4+;0) = 2¢1(0) + |p—| — |p+], i-e. [p—| = |p+|. These are the fiber products
identified in Remark B.H] (ii) as either empty or a one point set,

_ - 0 - |
M e ) = {(7’ = p_, 7T =py) -27 fﬁi

I

Thus we have counts #2Z% (p_,p,;0) = 0 for p_ # py and #2% (p,p;0) # 0 for each p € Crit(f).

Finally, we will use these computations of #Z%(p_,p4; A) for w(A) < 0 to prove that the resulting
map ¢ = (—1)*1 : CMy — CM, is a A-module isomorphism. For that purpose we choose an
arbitrary total order of the critical points Crit(f) = {p1,...,pe} and for 4,5 € {1,...,¢} denote
the coefficients of ¢({p;)) = Zle A (p;) by A € A. We claim that the (¢ x £)-matrix with entries
N = Y rer AJT" satisfies the conditions of Lemma Bl To check this recall that we have by
construction in Definition and change of signs in Lemma

N = Y et wy=r (=1)P 2% (pj, pis A).
I*(pj,pi; A)=0

For r < 0 we obtain A%/ = 0 since each coefficient #2% (p;, pi; A) = 0 vanishes for w(A) = r < 0.
For »r = 0 and 7 # j we also have /\éj = 0 since #Z% (pj,pi; A) = 0 also holds for w(A) = 0 and
p;j # pi. Finally, for r = 0 and i = j we use #Z5 (p;,pi; A) = 0 for A # 0 with w(A4) = 0 to
compute \j = #Z% (pj, pi;0) # 0. This confirms that Lemma 2] applies, and thus ¢ 2 (\;;)1<i j<¢
is invertible. This finishes the proof. O

6.4. Coherent perturbations for chain homotopy. In this section we prove Theorem [[J (iii)
by constructing h, : CM — CM in Definition as a chain homotopy between SSP,+ o PSS, -
and ¢, from Definitions L858 with appropriate sign adjustments as in Lemma [64l This requires
a coherent construction of perturbations k, x*, s, kT over the indexing sets

I=T1":= {a=(p-,p+ A)|p—,p+ € Crit(f), A € Ha(M)},
It = {a:(p,”y,A)‘pECrit(f),’yE'P(H),AEHQ(M)},
I~ = {a=(y,p,A)|p e Crit(f),y € P(H),A € Hy(M)}.

Here we will use notation from Lemma [A.7] for Cartesian products of multisections.

Lemma 6.6. There is a choice of T = (H(Jxr)aeI*aﬁi = (H;)aEZ*vﬁL = (’%)aez,ﬁ = (Ha)ael' in

Definitions [[.§I5.8 that is coherent in the following sense.

(i) Eachr) W, — QF fora € TTUZ~UT'UT is an admissible scT-multisection of a strong bundle
P, W, — X, that is in general position to a sc-Fredholm section functor S, : X, — W."
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which represents o’ |y..- on an open neighbourhood V,;” C B (a) of the zero set a(');'_l(()). The tuple
K" = (K4 )acT: satisfies the conclusions of Lemma[6-4] and [60
(ii) The smooth level of the first boundary stratum of X,_ p, a for every (p—,p4, A) € T is naturally
identified — on the level of object spaces, and compatible with morphisms — with

oo ~ 1,00 +,00
61Xp*’p+"4 B aoXp P+, A U U 60X AL X 60X ;P+ A_
NEP(H),A=A_+A,
(32) U U Mg <Xy, . v U 00A7 ga x Mlgps),
qeCrit(f) qeCrit(f)

and the oriented section functors S; are compatible with these identifications in the sense that the
restriction of Sp_ p. A to any of these faces F>° C 81ng)p+7A is gwen by pullback S,_ . alFe =
pr=Sr of another sc-Fredholm section of a strong bundle over an ep-groupoid Sr : Xr — Wr given
by Sq.pi.As Sp_.q,As S, A5 TESD-

— . + —
SF = Sp 7oAy X Swu,Af : Xpﬂ%zﬁu X Xv pi Al W Ay X W Yip4 A
via the projection pry : F — X given by the natural maps
M(p-,q) x OoXgp, a4 = Xgp. A, aOXzif,m,A - A R
+ —
DXy _q.a X M(q,p1) = Xp_ g4, aOXpﬂ%fH x 80)( v A T Xp A+ X%p+7A7'

(iti) Each restriction Ka|p-1 ze) for a = (p—,p+, A) € T to one of the faces F>° C 01Xy is given
via the identification Py (F>) = pr-We|o,x» and natural map pri- : prxWz — Wx by

KgpyAODUr for F = M(p—,q) x 00Xy p, A,
I€a|P71(]__m) = ﬁf*’q’A © pr*]‘_-* for F = 00X, 4,4 x M(q,p+),
« Kp_ py,A O PIF for ]-'—80 p+1A,
( ;'77%A+ . K;7P+7A—) o pri for F =0pX p oAy X O X, A

For any such choice of k' = (Kl,)acz, the resulting maps PSS+, SSP,—, tx,hy in Definitions[{.8,
satisfy (=1)Plu (p) = (=1)PISSP,— (PSS.+(p)) + hu(d(p)) + d(he(p)), where d is the
Morse differential from §3. By setting «(p) = (=Pl (p) as in Lemma PSS(p) :=
(=D)IPIPSS, +(p), SSP := SSP,-, and h := h,, we then obtain a chain homotopy between v and
SSPo PSS, thatis . — SSPo PSS =doh+hod.

Proof. This proof is similar to Lemma [6.4] with more complicated combinatorics of the boundary
faces due to the boundary of Bspr described in Assumption [6.3] and presented in different order:
We will first make the coherent constructions and then deduce the algebraic consequences.

Coherent ep-groupoids and sections: To construct coherent representatives S;" : X" — W~

fora« € Zt UZ~ UZ*UT as claimed in (ii) recall that the fiber product construction in Lemma [5.7]

deﬁnes each bundle W, = priWH™" for o = (p_,p4+,A) € T as the pullback of a strong bundle
W — X57T under the natural projection of ep-groupoids

PIy pooat Xp poa = M(p_, M) evi Xevt X3 ev= X gyo M(M,py) — XF7.

Here ev(jf : M(...) = C* x M,z + (0,ev(z)) arise from Morse evaluation (§). The ep-groupoid
XSFT C X5PT s a full subcategory — determined by the open subset Bipr(A) = (&77)"1(Ct x M)N
(ev")"Y(C~ xM) C Bspr(A) - of an ep-groupoid X' SFT from Assumption[G.5lthat represents Bspr(A)
and thus contains the compactified SFT neck stretching moduli space Mgpr(A4) = |(S5FT)~1(0)]
as zero set of a sc-Fredholm section SH™ : )? arT WZFT. We will work with both groupoids:

Multisection perturbations are constructed over X SFT since we need a compact zero set to specify
the admissibility that guarantees preservation of compactness under perturbations — both for S§*

and its fiber product restrictions S,. On the other hand, |/"E§FT = Bsrr(A) has more complicated
boundary than BérF}(A) — due to the distribution of marked points into building levels — and does not
support a sc> evaluation map. Thus we discuss coherence only over subgroupoids X3 C X" with
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the boundary stratification of BSFT(A), and which support sc® functors ev® : X5'T — C* x M
representing the evaluation maps ([29). Here we may even use subgroupoids AX3"" representing a
smaller open subset (8v")~} (D} x M) N (v~ )" (D, x M) C Bspr(A) of preimages of the disks
D := {z € C*||z| < r} € CF, which contain the standard marked points z;5 = 0 € C*[d The
polyfold structure on the fiber products X, in Lemma [E.7 is independent of the choice of open
neighbourhood in BSFT(A) of the subset satisfying the fiber product condition. After obtalnlng the
subgroupoid X5F" SFT from such an open subset, we obtain the bundle W§" = SFT| XSFT and
section S| XSFT X oo — WS by restriction. Finally, each section S, = S o pr, is induced
by the above projection pr, : X, — X3"" C )?jFT.

Next, restriction to the boundary faces given in Assumption (i) induces representatives SGV :
)?XW — ij resp. S,jﬁA XiAi — VNV,?EAi of the sections ogw : Baw(A) — Eew(A) resp.
OSFT : BSiFT(v; Ay) — ESiFT (v; A1) from Assumption resp. Moreover, the boundary of the
open subset (67" x&v ) ~H(D} x M x D;” x M) for 0 < r < oo (with DL := C*) yields subgroupoids
X§W C X$Y representing (evt x ev )LD x M x D x M) C Baw(A) resp. X* Ty C XiAi
representing (@51 (DF x M) C BSiFT(A), along with restricted sections SV : XY — WGV

WA |ch resp. S,Y ALl X'y AL VVi = W,Y A |Xi . Then the evaluation maps restrict to sc*

functors ev® : X$W — DF x M resp. evi : Xf 4= D? X M, which yield — again independent of
7 > 0 — the fiber product construction of B*(«) in Lemma FLH and of B*(a) in Lemma BT
Now the identification of the top boundary strata 0 A;° ps,a Will proceed similar to the proof

of Lemma Bl with Baw (A) replaced by Bapr(A), apart from the fact that the SFT polyfold has
boundary. This boundary is identified in Assumption [6 () as

(33) 81XZFT = XXW (] l_l ~EP(H) 80 A ><80 ’YA
A_+Ay=A

By the fiber product construction [Fi Cor.7.3] of B(p—,p+;A) in Lemma [B.7] the degeneracy in-
dex satisfies dp(,_ p,4)(T_,u,ty) = dyg, an(T-) + dBspr(a() + dxgarp, ) (T4). Hence we have
dB(p_ p.:4)(T_,u,7,) = 1if and only if the degeneracy index of exactly one of the three arguments
T_,u,7, is 1 and the other two are 0. This identifies |01 X),_ ,, 4| = 01B(p—,p+; A) as in the first
line of the displayed equation below. Then the subsequent identifications result by comparing the
resulting expressions with the interiors in Lemma[L5] [571 We obtain an identification that through-
out is to be interpreted on the smooth level (as fiber product constructions drop some non-smooth
points)
aI/Y;D,,er,A = aOH(p—v M) + Xey+ al)(SFT ev— Xev(; aoﬂ(Ma p+)
(] 61ﬂ(p_,M) vi X oyt (90 X5 ev— X - aoﬂ
u aOm(pfv ) cv0+ Xey+ a0 ZFT ev— xcvg a1ﬂ
= M(pva) cv0+ Xey+ ng ev— Xgy™ M(M er)

U UAjejZ(flAM(pﬂ M) ot Xevt O AL XX, ov— X oy M(M,py)

U UqGCrit(f) M(p—u Q) X M(Qa M) evoJr Xev+ aOXjFT ev— Xev; 6OH(M7 p+)
U UqECrit(f) M(p*aM) Jr><cv+ 8()"’)C'SFT ev— XC Vo M(Mv Q) X M(q7p+)
= Oy X! oA (] U ~EP(H) 80)( X Og X

P— PR -7 A4 VP4 A

U UqECrit(f) M(p-,q) x doXgp,,a U UqECrit(f) DXp_ g4 x M(q,p4).

Here we also used the identification of evaluation maps in Assumption[6.3](iii)(a). Then compatibility
in (ii) of the oriented section functors S with the identification of these (smooth levels of) faces
Fo2 C OX® . 4 follows from compatibility of pr, . 4 : X p..4 — X3 with the projections
pri X — XiA for o € T* used in LemmaEH and prt, : X — X$W used in Lemma 5.7l More

12These disks should not be confused with the closed disks D+ in the construction of (C]P’}%, as e.g. Dt Cc Ct =~
(D4 U[—R,0) x S)/ ~p is a precompact subset of the first hemisphere in CP}, = Ct U S' UC™ for any R > 0.
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precisely, S,_ p. a|lre = prixSF follows from compatibility of the sections in Assumption (iii)

and
pr;77p+1Aoprf for ‘F:(?OX;;71P+7A’
+ - _ + -
P, po alFe = (Pry_ 4 XPryp a,)oPrE for 7= 00&," 1 a, X 00X, 4
o Plgp,,a°PrF for F = M(p—,q) x 0Xqyp, a4,
Py 4 AODIF for F = 00X, g4 X M(q,p+).

Construction of coherent perturbations: Next, we construct admissible sc™-multisections x, :
W, — Qt for a € TV UZ~ UZ" UTZ as claimed in (i), i.e. in general position to the respective
sections S, @ X, —: W,", while also coherent as claimed in (iii). The existence of such coherent
transverse perturbations will ultimately be guaranteed by an abstract perturbation theorem for
coherent systems of sc-Fredholm sections. Since the SFT perturbation package §14] has not
yet been described for neck stretching, we give a detailed construction of the perturbations for our
purposes. We proceed as in Lemma [6.4] and construct them all as pullbacks s, := Ay o (pr, )* of a
collection of sc-multisections on the SFT resp. Gromov-Witten polyfold bundles — without Morse
trajectories —

()\,J;A : W»;F,A — Q") (A W3y — Q1)

YEP(H),AcH>(M) A€Hy(M)

- W + Y +
()"y,A ’ W’y,A - Q )ve”P(H),AEHz(M) ()‘i\FT W = Q )AeHz(M)

For this to induce a coherent collection of scT-multisections as required in (iii),

L .

+ e\t + _
(ﬁpmA T )‘%A © (prpv’Y;A)*)(p,'y,A)GI+’ (“pﬂm,A =Aq" o (pr;ﬂm,z‘l)*)(p,,p+,A)eI“
(I{’;,p,A = )\;,A © (pr;,PﬁA)*)(v,p,A)eI*’ (K’ZD71P+,A = )\ZFT © (prp77p+,A)*)(p77p+)A)EZ7

it suffices to pick A compatible with respect to the faces of the SFT neck stretching polyfolds A3F"

in (33). More precisely, using the natural identifications of bundles from Assumption (iii),

we will construct A coherent in the sense that — for some choice of » > 0 in the construction of
+ ——y — + + At

XAl = (@E) "1 (DE x M) C Bipp(7; A) and Wia= W%A|X$A — we have

(34) AT (w) = AV (w) Vwe WSV,
(35) AT ((ly,au)«(whw™)) = A, (W) AT, (wT) V(whwT) e Wia, x Wi 4,

where [ 4, is the map defined in Assumption [63(i). So to finish this proof it remains to choose
the sct-multisections A\ so that each induced sct-multisection in the induced coherent collection
for (k) )acz+ur-uzeuz is admissible and in general position, while also satisfying the coherence
requirements ([B4), (B3) and the requirements on k' in the proofs of Lemma and The
construction of coherent perturbations for the SFT polyfolds analogously to 814] proceeds
by first choosing coherent compactness controlling data, i.e. pairs (N,U) of auxiliary norms on
all the bundles and saturated neighbourhoods of the compact zero sets in all the ep-groupoids
)?Vi As )?ﬁw, /'FZFT (c.f. Definition [AJH]), which are compatible with the immersions to boundary faces
in (33). Then it constructs the perturbations AG" as in Lemma [6.5 and also )\i 4, to be in general
position, admissible w.r.t. the coherent data (2N,U), and coherent in the sense that continuous
extension of ([34)-(B5) induces a well defined multisection A9 : WZFT| oxsrr — QF. Here coherence
of the perturbations on the intersection of faces (see Remark [6.2]) is required to guarantee existence
of scale-smooth extensions of A9 to multisections A5 : Wj” — Q7. Coherence of the compactness

controlling pairs guarantees that the multisection A9 over X§™

- /'FZFT satisfies the auxiliary norm
bounds N(A\9) < % and support requirements that guarantee compactness for extensions A" of
)\Z with N(A%™) <1 and appropriate support requirements. Moreover, we may choose each of the
extensions A% using Theorem to ensure — as in Lemma — that the induced multisections
K, are in general position as well. The latter will automatically be admissible with respect to
pullback of the pair controlling compactness. In more detail (but without specifying the auxiliary



A POLYFOLD PROOF OF THE ARNOLD CONJECTURE 33

norm bounds) the inductive construction of perturbations in [FH4] — simplified to the subset of SET
moduli spaces considered here — proceeds as follows:

Construction of A" and k*: Since the Gromov-Witten ep-groupoids /'Efw are boundaryless by
Assumption BH (iii), the sc+-multisections AGY can be chosen independently of all other multisec-
tions. So we construct A"V as in the proofs of Lemma [6.4] and [6.5] to ensure that the conclusions in
these lemmas hold, as requlred by (i). This prescribes ([B4]) on the boundary face )?ﬁw cox T

Moreover, recall that AG" is obtained by applying Theorem [A.9]to the sc-Fredholm section func-
tors SSV, the sc> submersion eV x v : )?ﬁw — CP' x M x CP' x M, and the collection of
Cartesian products of stable and unstable mamfolds {25} x W, x{z } x W,\.. As in the proof
of Lemma [6.4] this ensures that the pullbacks k" = (k% = AGV o (pr )*)aez: are in general position.
Moreover, these pullbacks are admissible w.r.t. the pairs controlhng compactness on WL — X%
that result by pullback from the coherent compactness controlling pair on W X , which is
constructed in a preliminary step as in [FHI, §13].

Coherence for )\ A The next step is to construct scT-multisections )\i Ac VNV,gE 4 — Q7 over the

SE'T ep-groupoids X, A of planes with limit orbit v € P(H) from Assumptlonm, which then induce
the perturbations @i for the PSS/SSP moduli spaces. These constructions are independent of the
choice of AG" since the corresponding boundary faces of X 3T do not intersect by Assumption [6.3] (ii).
However, to enable the subsequent construction of A" as extension of the boundary values pre-
scribed in ([B34]) and (B5), we need to make sure that each sc*-multisection ()\ZYL)A+ A4 )o (Ly,a )it

is well defined on the (open subset of) face F, a4, =1y 4, (/"(,;L_’A+ x X4 ) COXFT and coincides

with the other sc™-multisections (/\+, A )\7, ya )o(ly A )y ' on their intersection F, 4, N Foyrar, -

Then this yields a well defined sc™-multisection on |J Fy 4, = 0XF" C 8)?2”. To describe these
intersections we note that [FHI] constructs the ep-groupoids Xf 4, With coherent boundaries —
involving ep-groupoids ( 5‘,7#) B
jectories between periodic orbits v*, as well as further ep-groupoids for Floer trajectories carrying
a marked point. We will avoid dealing with the latter by specifying values r < co when pulling back
perturbations from the ep-groupoids Xf X 4 given by | X A| = (&)1 (DE X M) C Bap(y; A),
as this will prevent the appearance of marked Floer trajectorles even in the closure. For any fixed
value 0 < 7 < o0, the j-th boundary stratum is given by j Floer trajectories breaking off,

(36) an'j:A = |_I 20,y =neP(H) aOX A0, A, X 60X§$)V17Bl X ... X 60)( yi-1

Ay+Bi+...+B;=A

),Yie'p(H)yBeHz(M) which contain the moduli spaces of Floer tra-

7, B;?

ak*jX';A :l—l =47, Ak eP(H) o X. 71 I B]+1 o X O X, k 1 yk By Xao
Bjp1+.ABptA_=A

Now, for example, BOXJB A, X 60XF‘ B X 60)(71 A is both a subset of 60X+7A X BlX oA 1B C
8(XJT)A XXOA +B) andofal lA +B><80 A C(?( AL +B><X1A ) andtheembeddmgs
Lyo,a9 and Ay g1 for the two splittings A++(A,+B) A% +A9 A=Al +A = (A +B)+A_

coincide under this identification. Generally, the boundary of the Floer ep-groupoids is given by
broken trajectories, and this yields a disjoint cover of F=°X5FT C JX5T,

8R:OOXI§FT: |_| l,YAiB(aO 0A, Xa() ’Y'YIB X . Xao kl kkaaO A)

70, Aker(H)
A++B1+A,A+Bk+A7:A

in which the embeddings Iy 4, p coincide with each of the embeddings [_; AL for 0 < j < k and
Aﬁr =A+ +>,<;Bi A=A 4+ >_i~j Bi — when restricted to the subsets

+ Fl Fl — vt Vv
60X70,A+ X 80X70)V1)Bl X ... X 80X7k,177k73k X 60')(#‘,14, C a]XVj;Ai X ak_]X’Yj,Aj,'

— _ + - . -/
Now on these subsets we require coherence A+ i, -)\7].7141 = )\w_ 7 .)\wﬂ",AZ’ forall 0 <j# j <k,

as this is equivalent to (B5) being well defined on imi, 4, p ﬂ =0 i A This will be achieved
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by constructing the sct-multisections ()\i ) to have product structure on the boundary — where
the bundles P, 4 : )/V,Yi a4 X 4 are restrlcted to various faces of 90X , —

(37)  Af — AT T S
i Ad 1 + Fl Fl 0 O~N1By "t J=1 ~3i B>
APt (2 PR RS .xijflﬁijj) 70 AL T 0By QAR LAY
+
- _ \FI . L \FI )\
)‘»,j Ad |pil ) (XF! ) L x XTI XX~ ) - )‘W YL B4 )\'v’cfly'ykyBk )"yk,AJ
g \ Tt LAk B TR A

for a collection of sc™-multisections /\sl VB Wﬂj‘, B Q over the Floer ep-groupoids X Fl

) ) ~t.B”
While this guarantees coherence on each overlap of embeddings im lz, Ay.B CF i AL N ]:v]/ A%

+ AT =\ Y . L \FL A\ — 2\t A
)‘w‘,Ai )‘W,A{ )‘v“,A+ AYo By yE=h R, By )‘v’“,Af )‘w,Ai )\w',Ai”
we are now faced with the challenge of satisfying the coherence conditions in ([B7). These condi-

tions uniquely determine the boundary restrictions )"y A ‘ G xE ) via the identification of the
VAL
boundaries with Cartesian products of interiors in ([B6]). T hus (BBI) on Cartesian products involving

boundary strata poses coherence conditions on the choice of A for 3 € I := P(H)x P(H ) x Ha(M).

Construction of Ail—n +,B° To achieve the coherence in (B1), first constructs the sc*-

multisections (\j')geze by iteration over the maximal degeneracy kg := max{k € No | (S§")~"(0) N
O X5 # (0} of unperturbed solutions (which is finite by Gromov compactness): We first consider
classes 3 with k3 = —oo. For these, the section SE‘ has no zeros so is already transverse, so that )\[FB‘
can be chosen as the trivial perturbation. (The trivial multivalued section functor A : W — Q7 is
given by A(0) = 1 and A(w # 0) = 0.) Next, we consider 3 with kg = 0. For these, the section S§' has
all zeros in the interior, so that Aj' can be chosen admissible and trivial on the boundary — by applying
Corollary ELG| (i) with a neighbourhood of the unperturbed zero set in the interior, [(S5')~"(0) C
Vs C |00 X[ Once the iteration has constructed Af' for all 3 with kg < n for some n € Ny, we
proceed to consider § = (y~,y", B) € I with kg = n + 1. For these, the restriction )‘B |P LoxE)

F1 __
to the boundary 8Xﬁ = Uv*:v‘w k=1 Akt BBy ..+ By O X, 7 vl B, X .- X O X k Lk By is
. . . . .
prescribed by the previous iteration steps )‘B ’P an XA ) )"v 01 By )\’Yk7117quk
on all boundary faces that contain unperturbed solutlons in thelr closure. Indeed, existence of a
H ; Fl Fl : : ) ) . .
solution in X’YO;’YI;Bl X ... X kafl,wk,Bk implies ki1 4i g, > 0 for i = 1,...,k, and the Cartesian

product of solutions of maximal degeneracy yields 1+ kyo 1, + ...+ kyx—1 45 g, < kg. Thus these
prescriptions are made for 0 < kyi-1 i g, < kg — 1 = n, and on boundary faces with no solutions in
their closure we prescribe the trivial perturbation throughout.

This yields a well defined sc™-multisection )\g‘| Py (OXEY by coherence in the prior iteration steps,

so that A§' can be constructed by applying the extension result Thm.15.5] which provides
general position and admissibility with respect to a pair controlling compactness that extends the
pair which was chosen on the boundary in prior iteration steps.
Construction of )\fi/:, 4 and kE: With the Floer perturbations in place, [FH4] next constructs the
collections of scT-multisections (Af A),Yep( H),AcH, (M) to satisfy (1) by iteration over degeneracy
ky 4 := max{k € Ny | (Si )H0) N 8kX "4 # 0}. For ky a4 = —o0 one takes )\ 4 to be trivial. For
kv A = 0 one applies Theorem [A9] to the sc-Fredholm section functor S’ e A W 4> the map
: Xf 4 — CE x M, and the collection of stable resp. unstable mamfolds {O} X VVpi for all critical
points p € Crit(f). These satisfy the assumptions as the zero set |(Si )~L(0)] is compact and the
preimages (evF) 71 ({0} x Wi) lie within the open subset XiA C X ~4 on which &V restricts to a
+ . Xﬂ:

sc™ submersion ev — C* x M. We can moreover prescrlbe /\'v al P (0XE ) to be trivial,

since in the absence of solutlons the trivial perturbation is in general pos1t1on T hen Theorem [A9]
provides )\,j; 4 that is supported in the interior and transverse to each submanifold {0} x Wf in the
sense that these submanifolds are transverse to the evaluation from the perturbed zero set

(38) v [{w e X, AT (5] A(x) > 0} — CF x M.
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Now suppose that admissible )\157 4 in general position have been constructed for k., 4 < k € N,
and satisfy both the transversality in ([B8]) and the coherence condition ([B1) over the ep-groupoids
|X = (&%) (D x M) with 7y, := 2427%. Then for k4 = k+1 we will construct )\iA to sat-
isfy (BZ) over (evF)~ (ID),ij+1 x M) by first noting that the previous iteration — and requiring triviality
on boundary faces without solutlons — determines a well defined sct-multisection AT A| Py (0%E )

over the r = ry boundary 9X S ~ U, a—a,18 00k, / A, X XL p. For faces (w.r.t. 8)(3% ) with

solutions it is given by A = )‘7’7Ai X AY g where ky a4 > 14Ky a, +ky 5B

i Fl1
VA}P X ><X ’B)

This is well defined at (a:i,g,g) 6 80 , Ai X X’;?}’VN’B:‘/: x XY p_p, which appears both as
(z%, (z,2')) € (%X T4, X 0XL g and ((z + x),2') € 8X7,,1Ai+B, x XL\ | p_p, by the coherence

+

of the Floer mult1sect1ons and the prior iteration: For vectors in the respective fibers (w™,w,w’) €

P’Ai( )XP»}/»YNB/()XPN,YB B’( /)Wehave

Ny ()N pwa) = N5 () AT () - AT ()
= )\,T//)Ai_’_B/(’wi,w) . )\?1//),778_3/('[1)/).

Moreover, ev® : [{x € 0X, A | )\ A0S A(x)) > 0}| — C* x M is transverse to the submanifolds
{0} x Wi. However, this deﬁnes an adrmssible sct-multisection in general position only over the
open subset of the boundary 8)(3514 = (evt)~ (Di x M) N 8XiA We multiply the given data
by a scale-smooth cutoff function — guaranteed by the existence of partitions of unity for the open
cover |X$A| = (ev5)"HDE x M) U (Wi)*l((Ci\Di%) x M); see Remark [Al0] - to obtain an

admissible scT-multisection )\2 A Wf ne 7 Q" which coincides with the prescribed data —
’ ? Vs

thus in general position and with evaluation transverse to each {0} x Wf — over the closed subset

(evt)~ (D?[,c+1 x M) N BX 4 Then )\ WiA — Q7 is constructed with these given boundary
values using Theorem [A to achieve not just general position but also transversality as in (B8]).
By admissibility of the prior iteration and coherence of the pairs controlling compactness, /\i A can
moreover be chosen admissible.

As required in the coherence discussion, this determines right hand sides of (BH) which agree on

overlaps of different immersions 1, 4. (X,:r a, X X4 ) for r = 2. Thus it constructs a well defined

sct-multisection on 9F=C YT = Ul%Ai(X;fA+ XX, 4 ) C HXSF™ that is admissible and has
evaluations transverse to the submanifolds {0} x W, x {0} x W\, for all pairs p_, p; € Crit(f).

Moreover, for a € Z* we obtain a pair controlling compactness by pullback of the coherent
pairs constructed as in §13] on the bundles Wj[ 4- Then the pullback multisections KT =
(ki = )\,j;A o (pry,)*)acz+ are scT, admissible w.r.t. the pullback pair, and in general position by the
arguments in the proof of Lemma

Construction of A" and k: The above constructions determine the right hand sides in the coher-
ence requirements A5’ |P21(9§§W) = AqW over X§V C X5 in (B4), as well as )\ZFT|P;1(]:%Ai(2)) =

()\,J;A+ A4 )0 (ly,a.);s" on U’yGP(H) A 4A,—aTyas(2) C 82?2” in (35), where we denote by
Foag(r):= Z%Ai(X;fA+ x X 4 ) COX YSFT the image of the immersion I, 4, on the ep-groupoids
representing |X$Ai| = (&v5)"Y(DF x M) C BE..(y;A). By admissibility in the prior steps and
existence of scale-smooth partitions of unity (see Remark [ALG]) these induce for every A € Hy(M)
an admissible sc™-multisection \] : Wjﬂ ox, — Q" which coincides with the prescribed data over
xsvuy oAy Frac(l) C HXSFT. Thus on this closed subset we have general position and transver-
sality of the evaluation map

(39) evt xev™ ¢ [{z € 0XFT NG (ST (z)) >0} = CT x M xC™ x M
to {0} x W, x {0} x W} for any pair of critical points p_,p; € Crit(f). Then the admissible

scT-multisection A5™ : Wj” — Q7 is constructed with these given boundary values — and auxiliary

norm and support prescribed by the coherent pairs controlling compactness — using Theorem [A9]
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to achieve general position on all of 2?5"” and extend transversality of the evaluation ev’ x ev™ to
{0} x W, x {0} x W, to the entire perturbed zero set [{z € X3 | X" (S5 ™ (x)) > 0}, where
X5 = (@) 71D x M) N (87) 7 (DY x M) C Bepr(A).

As in the proof of Lemma[G.4] the transversality of the evaluation maps implies that the pullbacks
£ = (Ko = A o (prs)*)acz are in general position. They are also admissible with respect to the
pullback of pairs controlling compactness. This finishes the construction of the sct-multisections
claimed in (i) with the boundary restrictions required in (iii).

Proof of identity: By A-linearity of all maps involved, it suffices to fix two generators p_,p, €
Crit(f) of CM and check that 1. (p_) and (SSP,- o PSS.+)(p_) + (=1)P-I(d o hy)(p_) +
(—=1)!P=I(h, o d)(p_) have the same coefficient in A on (p, ). That is, we claim

STOHZ (o pes A) T = T 2T (p vy AL) 25 (pas AL) - THAD TR
A€H2 (M) yEP(H),A_,A eHy(M)
I*(p_.,py;A)=0 I(p—,v;Ap)=I(y,py;A_)=0
+ (—1)P-] S #Z5p-, ¢ A) #M(g.py) - TV

qeCrit(f),A€Ho (M)
I(p_.q:A)=lq|—|p4[—1=0

+ (=1)lP-] S #Mlp_.q) #25(q,ps; A) - TV,
q€Crit(f), A€ Ha(M)
lp—|—=lal=1=I(q,p4;A)=0

Here the sums on the right hand side are over counts of pairs of moduli spaces of index 0. From §3]
we have M(q,p4+) =0 for |g| — |p4| —1 < 0 and M(p_,q) = 0 for [p_| — |¢| — 1 < 0, and general
position of the sc™-multisections £ as in Corollary 6] (iii) implies Z= (...) = 0 for I(...) < 0.
Thus the right hand side can be rewritten as sum over pairs of moduli spaces with indices summing
to zero, and by (@), (I8)), ([24) this is moreover equivalent to

0= I(p—,v; A1) +1(v,p+3A-) = I"(p—,py; A=+ Ay) = I(p—,py; A- + A4) — 1,
= I(p-,¢;A) + gl —Ip+| -1 = I(p—,p1;4) — 1,
0 = [p-|—lgl =1+ 1I(g,p+;A) = I(p—,ps; A) — 1.

So all sums can be rewritten with the index condition I(p_,p4;A) =1for A= A_+ Ay € Ho(M),
and since the symplectic area is additive w(A_) + w(A;) = w(A_ + A} ), it suffices to show the
following identity for each a = (p—,p4; A) € T with I(p—,py; A) =1,

(—)IP=125 (p_py; A) = ()17 #2250y AL) #25 (rps AL)

~YEP(H)
A,+A+:A
(40) + Y #Z5po, G A) #M(apy) + Y, #Mpo,q) #25q,py; A).
geCrit(f) qeCrit(f)

This identity will follow from Corollary (v) applied to the weighted branched 1-dimensional
orbifold Z%(«) that arises from an admissible sct-multisection r, : W, — QT. The boundary
0Z"%(«) is given by the intersection with the top boundary stratum 018(«) NV, = |01 X, ], and will
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be determined here — with orientations computed in ({Il) below.

8Z5(a) = Z%(a) N |0y Xs]

= Z%a) N ooy o4l U U ZHa)n|ooX,) L4, x 00X, 4 ]
YEP(H)
A_4+AL=A
U U Z%(e) N (M(p—,q) x [0y p,;al) U U Z%(@) N (180X g;] x M(g,p+))
qeCrit(f) geCrit(f)
K" kT K
= Z% (p-,p+;4) U U Z% (p—, v Ag) X Z% (7,p43A-)

YEP(H),A=A_+A,

U U Moo x25eps4) U | 250-.¢4) x M(a,p).
qeCrit(f) geCrit(f)

Here the second identity uses coherence of the ep-groupoid as in ([B2)). The third identity fol-
lows from coherence of sections S;;" and scT™multisections & stated in (ii), (iii), and the fact from
Corollary (iv) that perturbed zero sets Z=% (a) C |0pX,,"| are contained in the interior of the
polyfolds when the Fredholm index is 0. For the second summand we moreover use Lemma

which ensures that each restriction Iialpa—l(]_-) to a face F = 80X;17;A+ X 80)(,;“;147 ChXp_ p,ia,

given by ’i;ﬂ'y;fn . /1;{0%147, is in general position to the section S;:L,,»y;A+ X S5 pa_- Then its
perturbed zero set Z% (p_,pi;A) N |F| is contained in the interior 80|X1;'ZMA+ XX a4l =
|80X1j:,'y;A+ x 0oX, . .4 | as the complement of the pairs of points (xt,z7) with
0 = HP71P+§A(SP71P+;A(I+5Ii)) = (H;,,'y;A+ ’ H;,p+;A,)((S;,,'y;A+ X S’y_,p+;A,)(x+7$7))
- Lt + + - - -
- '{pﬂv;A+(Sp7mA+(I >)'H%p+;A7(S%p+;A7(x )-

Since a product in QT = QN0 0o) is nonzero exactly when both factors are nonzero, this identifies
the objects of the perturbed zero set of x,_ ,, .4 with the product of perturbed zero objects for KE,

{(@F,27) € Flhp_ p:a(Sp_ppsala®,z7)) >0}

_ [t + + + - - - - -
- {I € prmfu ‘ Fp_ Ay (Spfmfu (24+)) > 0} x {‘T < X%m;Af ‘ Ry pasA- (S%P+§A— (@7)) > O}'
And the realization of this set is precisely za" (p_,v; Ay) X Z& (v,ps; A_), as claimed above.

Computation of orientations: To prove the identity ([40) it remains to compute the effect of
the orientations in Remark on the algebraic identity in Corollary (v) that arises from the
boundary 0Z%(a) of the 1-dimensional weighted branched orbifolds arising from regularization of
the moduli spaces with index I'(«) = I(p—,p+; A) = 1. Here Z {7 s of odd dimension with oriented
boundary determined by the orientation relations in Assumption (iii)(b) and (c) as

N .
= 2% N0 Bee(A) = (=127 U | serany 2704w x 2004

A_+AL=A

SFT
>‘A

0z
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Moreover, the index of ogpr is I(a) = |p—| — |p+| + 2¢1(A4) + 1 = 1, so we compute orientations in
close analogy to ([BI) — while also giving an alternative identification of the boundary components —

0Z%(a) = OM(p—, M) eoyXew 20 o Xey DoM(M,ps)
U (1) 3 ME=2D 9o R (p_, M) ey Xey HZT Ty Xey B M(M, ps)
U (=) Am MDD 5 T (M) avXew D22 v Xew NM(M, py)
(41) = (Ugecrivg M-, q) X M(g, M) ) ey Xey 2N Xew M(M,py)
U (=)= M(p_, M) evxer 25 evxer (Uyecuior MM, @) x M(q.p+))

U (=D)P=1 M(p_, M) oy Xev (Lyep(araca sa, AL Al ) evXew M(M, py)
U (=)= M(po, M) ey ey 2257 ooxew M(M, py)
= Ugecriey M- 0) x Z%(q:p+3A) U Ugecniey 25—, a: A) x M(q,p+)
U (=1l Lercay,ama_sa, Z5" (p_ 7 Ay) X Z5 (y,pys A)
U (=)= ZE (p pys A).

This computation should be understood in a neighbourhood of a solution, so in particular with
scale-smooth evaluation maps to C* x M. Based on this, Corollary (v) implies — as claimed —

0 = hu(d(p-)) +d(he(p-)) + (=)~ 1SS Py (PSSy+ (p-)) = (= 1)l (p-)
= (hod+doh+SSPoPSS —u)(p_). -

APPENDIX A. SUMMARY OF POLYFOLD THEORY

This section gives an overview of the main notions of polyfold theory that are used in this paper.
The following language is used to describe settings with trivial isotropy

Remark A.1. (i) An M-polyfold without boundary is analogous to the notion of a Banach
manifold: While the latter are locally homeomorphic to open subsets of a Banach space, an M-
polyfold is locally homeomorphic to the image O = im p of a retract p : U — U of an open subset
U C FE of a Banach space E. While p is generally not classically differentiable, it is required to
be scale-smooth (sc™) with respect to a scale structure on E, which is indicated by E.

(i’) An M-polyfold, as defined in Def.2.8], is a paracompact Hausdorfl space X together
with an atlas of charts ¢, : U, — O, C [0,00)* x E* (i.e. homeomorphisms between open sets
U, C X and sc-retracts O, such that U,U, = X), whose transition maps are sc-smooth.

For k € Ny the k-th boundary stratum 95, X is the set of all z € X of degeneracy index d(z) = k
give by the number of components equal to 0 for the point in a chart ¢,(z) € [0,00)% x E*. In
particular, 9y X is the interior of X.

(ii) A strong bundle over an M-polyfold X, as defined in [HWZ] Def.2.26], is a sc-smooth sur-
jection P : W — X with linear structures on each fiber W, = P~!(z) for z € X, and an
equivalence class of compatible strong bundle charts, which in particular encode a sc-smooth
subbundle W > W' — X whose fiber inclusions W < W, are compact and dense.

(iii) The notion of sc-Fredholm for a scale smooth section S : X — W of a strong bundle in [HWZ
Def.3.8] encodes elliptic regularity and a nonlinear contraction property [HWZ] Def.3.6,3.7]. The
latter is a stronger condition than the classical notion of linearizations being Fredholm operators,
and is crucial to ensure an implicit function theorem; see [FZW].

13Trivial isotropy would be guaranteed in our settings by an almost complex structure J for which there are no
nonconstant J-holomorphic spheres.

MThe degeneracy index d(z) € Ny in [HWZ], Def.2.13,Thm.2.3] is a priori independent of the choice of chart ¢, only
for points in a dense subset Xoo C X specified in Remark [AZ3] With that d(z) := max{limsupd(z;) | Xoo D ; — x}
is well defined for all x € X and can also be computed in any fixed chart.
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A more detailed survey of these trivial isotropy notions can be found in [FEGW]. Then the
generalization to nontrivial isotropy is directly analogous to the notion of smooth sections of orbi-
bundles, in which orbifolds are realizations of étale proper groupoids [Mo].

Remark A.2. A sc-Fredholm section o : B — &£ of a strong polyfold bundle as introduced in
HWZl, Def.16.16,16.40] is a map between topological spaces together with an equivalence class of
sc-Fredholm section functors s : X — W of strong bundles W over ep-groupoids X, whose realization
|s| : |X| = |[W)| together with homeomorphisms |X| := Obj,/Mory = B and |[W| = £ induces o.
To summarize these notions we use conventions of [HWZ] in denoting object and morphism spaces
as Objy = X and Mory = X. These will be equipped with M-polyfold structures, so that the k-th
boundary stratum of a polyfold B 2 |X| is given as 0pB = 0, X/X C |X| for all k € Ny.

(i) An ep-groupoid as in [HWZ] Def.7.3] is a groupoid X = (X, X) equipped with M-polyfold
structures on the object and morphism sets such that all structure maps are local sc-diffeomorphisms
and every z € X has a neighbourhood V(z) such that ¢ : s~ (clx(V(z))) — X is proper. As in
HWZl §7.4] we require that the realization |X| is paracompact and thus metrizable.

(ii) A strong bundle as in Def.8.4] over the ep-groupoid X is a pair (P, ) of a strong
bundle P : W — X and a strong bundle map p : XsxpW — W so that P lifts to a functor
P:W — X from an ep-groupoid W = (W, W) induced by (P, ). Then P restricts to a functor
WL — X on the full subcategory whose object space is the sc-smooth subbundle Wt c W.

(i) A sc-Fredholm section functor of the strong bundle P : W — X as in [HWZ, Def.8.7] is a
functor S : X — W that is sc-smooth on object and morphism spaces, satisfies P o S = idy, and
such that S : X — W is sc-Fredholm on the M-polyfold X.

Now a polyfold description of a compact moduli space M is a sc-Fredholm section o : B — & of a
strong polyfold bundle with zero set 0=!(0) =2 M. The polyfold descriptions used in this paper are
obtained as fiber products of existing polyfolds and sc-Fredholm sections over them. This requires
a technical shift in levels described in the following remark, and a notion of submersion below.

Remark A.3. Polyfolds carry a level structure Bo, C ... C B1 C By = B as follows: For any
M-polyfold X, in particular the object space of the ep-groupoid representing B = |X|, a sequence of
dense subsets X, C ... C X7 C Xy = X is induced by the scale structures E* = (E!,)men, of the
charts, that is X, = U, ¢, '(O.NR* x E},). Then By, := Xm /- is well defined since morphisms
of X — locally represented by scale-diffeomorphisms — preserve the levels on Obj, = X.

The restriction o|g,, of a sc-Fredholm section o : B — £ is again sc-Fredholm with values in &,,,
and the choice of such a shift in levels is irrelevant for applications since the zero set 07 (0) C Boo
— as well as the perturbed zero set for any admissible perturbation — is always contained in the
so-called “smooth part” that is densely contained in each level By, C B,,.

For a finite dimensional manifold or orbifold M — such as the Morse trajectory spaces in §3.3] —
viewed as polyfold, the level structure is trivial My, = ... = My = My = M.

Definition A.4. Def.5.9] A s¢* functor f: X — M from an ep-groupoid X = (X,X) to a finite
dimensional manifold M is a submersion if for all v € X, the tangent map D, f : TEX — TyyM
is surjective, where TEX is the reduced tangent space [HWZ] Def.2.15].

Consider in addition a sc-Fredholm section functor S : X — W. Then the sc> functor f :
X — M is S-compatibly submersive if for all + € X, there exists a sc-complement L C TEX
of ker(D, f) N TEX and a tame sc-Fredholm chart for S at x Def.5.4] in which the change of
coordinates 1 : O — [0,00)° x RF=% x W that puts S in basic germ form — which by tameness has
the form (v, e) = (v,1(e)) for (v,e) € O C [0,00)° x E and a linear sc-isomorphism 1) — moreover
satisfies (L) C {0}¢=% x W, where the chart identifies L C TEX =2 TEO = {0} x E.

More generally, given a smooth submanifold N C M, the sc> functor f is transverse to N if for
allz € f~H(N)NXo we have Dy f(TEX)+Ty)N =Ty M, and f is S-compatibly transverse
to N if there exists a sc-complement L of (Daf)™ (T 1) (N))NTEX satisfying the above condition.

The purpose of giving a moduli space a polyfold description is to utilize the perturbation theory for

sc-Fredholm sections over polyfolds, which allows to “regularize” the moduli space by associating
to it a well defined cobordism class of weighted branched orbifolds. (For a technical statement
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see Corollary 6] and the references therein.) Since the ambient space |X| is almost never locally
compact, this requires “admissible perturbations” of the section to preserve compactness of the zero
set. This admissibility is determined by the following data introduced in [HWZ|, Def.12.2,15.4].

Definition A.5. A saturated open subset U C X of an ep-groupoid X = (X,X) is an open
subset U C X with m~*(w(U)) = U, where 7 : X — |X| =X /i is the projection to the realization.
A pair controlling compactness for a sc-Fredholm section S : X — W of a strong bundle
P:W — X consists of an auziliary norm N : W[1] — [0,00) (see [HWZ], Def.12.2]) and a saturated
open subset U C X that contains the zero set S~1(0) C U, such that [{x € U| N(S(x)) < 1}| C |X]|
has compact closure.
Given such a pair, a section s: X — W is (N,U)-admissible if N(s(x)) <1 and supps C U.

The construction of perturbations moreover requires scale-smooth partitions of unity, which will
be guaranteed by the following standing assumptions.

Remark A.6. Throughout this paper we assume that the realizations |X| of ep-groupoids are
paracompact, and the Banach spaces E in all M-polyfold charts are Hilbert spaces. This guarantees
the existence of scale-smooth partitions of unity by 85.5,87.5.2]. In order to guarantee the
same on every level B, as discussed in Remark [A3] we moreover assume that each scale structure
E = (Em)men, consists of Hilbert spaces E,,. These assumptions hold in applications, such as the
ones cited [FHI]. Then paracompactness and thus existence of scale-smooth partitions of
unity on every level is guaranteed by Prop.7.12].

When discussing coherence of perturbations of a system of sc-Fredholm sections, the boundaries
are described in terms of Cartesian products of polyfolds, bundles, and sections. So we will make
use of Cartesian products of multivalued perturbations as follows, to obtain multisections over the
boundary as summarized in the subsequent remark.

Lemma A.7. Let S : X1 — Wy and Se : As — W, be sc-Fredholm section of strong bundles
P : W; — X over ep-groupoids. Then the Cartesian product X; X Xs is naturally an ep-groupoid
and (S1 X So) : X1 x Xo = Wi X Wh is a sc-Fredholm section of the strong bundle Py X Ps.

Moreover, if \; : W; — QT are sct-multisections for i = 1,2, then there is a well defined sc*-
multisection A1 - Ao : Wi X Wa — QT given by (A1 - X)) (w1, wa) = Ai(wy)-Aa(w2). If, fori=1,2, the
sections \; are (N;,U;)-admissible for some fized pair controlling compactness as in Definition [A3,
then A1 - Ag is (max(Ny, No), Uy XUs)-admissible. Finally, if A; is in general position to S; fori= 1,2
then A1 - Ao is in gemeral position to S1 X Ss.

Proof. A detailed treatment of sc-Fredholmness of the product section S; x Se can be found in
Lemma 7.2]. The remaining statements follow easily from the definitions in [HWZ] (as do the
statements in the first paragraph).

Recall in particular from [HWZ] Def.13.4] that a sct-multisection on a strong bundle P : W — X
is a functor A : W — Q7 that is locally of the form A\(w) = Do {j | w=p; (P(w))} 4> Tepresented by
scT-sections p1,...,pr : V — P7H(V) (i.e. s¢> sections of W1; see Def.2.27]) and weights
q1,---qr € QN [0, 00) with Zj gj = 1. Then for local sections pj» and weights q; representing \; for
i = 1,2, the multisection A - A2 is locally represented by the sections (p},pf/) with weights qjl»q?,7
and all admissibility and general position arguments are made at the level of these local sections.

In particular, the (N;,U;)-admissibility can be phrased as the existence of local representations
by sections with N;(p5(z)) < 1 and Z(S;,p’) := {x € V|3t € [-1,1] : Si(z) = tp}(x)} C U;. Then
(max(Ny, Na),U; x Us)-admissibility uses the observation
{(J,'l, ,TQ) | dt e [—1, 1] : (Sl, Sg)(xl,l'g) = t(pjl-(acl),pi,(xg)} C Z(Sl,pjl-) X Z(Sg,pi/) ClU xUy. O

Remark A.8. Let P: W — X be a strong bundle over a tame ep-groupoid X = (X, X). Then for
every © € X there is a chart ¢ : U, — O from a locally uniformizin neighbourhood U, C X
of x to a sc-retract O C [0,00)" x E, with ¢(z) = 0 lying in the intersection of the n local faces
Fr = ¢ ({(v,e) € [0,00)" x E| v, = 0}) which cover the boundary 0X N U, = U, _, Fr.

150 neighbourhood U, C X forms a local uniformizer as in [HWZ], Def.7.9] if the morphisms between points in
U, are given by a local action of the isotropy group Gy.
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Now a scT-multisection over the boundary is a functor \? : P=1(9X) — Q% whose restriction
M| p-1(7,) to each local face is a sct-multisection of the strong bundle P~*(F;) — Fj. In the
presence of a sc-Fredholm section S : X — W, such a scT-multisection is in general position
over the boundary if for each intersection of faces Fx := mke i Fr C 0X the restriction of the
perturbed multi-section A% 0 S|z, : P~ (Fx) — Q% has surjective linearizations at all solutions. If,
moreover, (N,U) is a pair controlling compactness, then A? is (N,U)-admissible if each restriction
)\6|p71(;k) is admissible w.r.t. the pair (N|p-1(z,),U N Fp).

In our applications, as described in Assumption [6.3] the local faces Fj, are images of open subsets
of global face immersions [ : F — X, where each F is a Cartesian product of two polyfolds, and the
restriction to the interior [z |, 7 is an embedding into the top boundary stratum 9; X. The bundles
over each face are naturally identified with the pullbacks (%W, and then the pushforwards of sc*-
multisections Az : =W — Q7 form a sct-multisection over the boundary A2 : P=1({Jim Ax) — Q*
if they agree on overlaps and self-intersections of the immersions [z, at the boundary dF of the
faces. In this setting, general position of A? is equivalent to general position of the multisections \z.

The following perturbation theorem allows us to refine the construction of coherent perturbations
in for the SFT moduli spaces such that moreover the evaluation maps from the perturbed
solution sets are transverse to the unstable and stable manifolds in the symplectic manifold. This
is a generalization of the polyfold perturbation theorem over ep-groupoids and the extension of
transverse perturbations from the boundary [HWZ, Theorems 15.4,15.5] (with norm bound given
by h = 1 for simplicity). Another version of this — with the submanifolds representing cycles whose
Gromov-Witten invariants are then obtained as counts — also appears in [Schil,[Sch2]. We are working
under the assumptions made in this section — e.g. paracompactness — without further mention. The
limitation to finitely many submanifolds in the extension result seems to be of technical nature;
we expect that joint work of the first author with Dusa McDuff — on coherent finite dimensional
reductions of polyfold Fredholm sections — will establish the result for countably many submanifolds.

Theorem A.9. Suppose S : X — W is a sc-Fredholm section functor of a strong bundle P : W — X
over a tame ep-groupoid X with compact solution set |S™1(0)] C |X|, and let (N,U) be a pair
controlling compactness. Moreover, let e : X — M be a sc’-map to a finite dimensional manifold M
which has a sc> submersive restriction ely 1V — M on a saturated open set’V C X.

Then, for any countable collection of smooth submanifolds (C; C M );c with e~} ( UieI(Ci)) cV,
there exists an (N,U)-admissible sc™-multisection X\ : W — Q% so that (S, \) is in general position
(see [HWZ, Definition 15.6]) and the restriction e|zx : Z* — M to the perturbed zero set Z* = |{x €
X | A(S(x)) > 0} is in general positiod to the submanifolds C; for alli € I.

Moreover, suppose I is finite and A2 : P=1(8X) — QF for some 0 < a < 1 is an (L1 N,U)-
admissible structurable sct-multisection in general position over the boundary such that the restric-
tion e|zo : Z9 — M to the perturbed zero set in the boundary Z° := |{x € 90X |\2(S(x)) > 0}
is in general positio to the submanifolds C; for all i € I. Then A\ above can be chosen with
Alp-1(ax) = A?.

Proof. Our proof follows the perturbation procedure of [HWZ, Theorem 15.4], which proves the
special case when there is no condition on a map e : X — M, i.e. when M = {pt} and C; = {pt}.
To obtain the desired transversality of e to the submanifolds C; C M we will go through the
proof and indicate adjustments in three steps: A local stabilization construction, which adds a
finite dimensional parameter space to cover the cokernels near a point # € S~!(0); a local-to-
global argument which combines the local constructions into a global stabilization which covers the
cokernels near S~1(0); and a global Sard argument which shows that regular values yield transverse
perturbations. Within these arguments we need to consider restrictions to any intersection of faces
to ensure general position to the boundary, use submersivity of e to achieve transversality to the Cj,
and work with multisections due to isotropy. The statement with prescribed boundary values \?
generalizes the extension result [HWZ] Theorem 15.5], which hinges on the fact that general position

16General position to C; requires transversality to C; of each restriction e|ka]_-K to the perturbed solution set

within an intersection of local faces Fx = mkeK Fi, as defined in Remark [A.8] including for Fy := ZA.
7 This requires general position of each restriction e|ka]_-k to a local face Fj, C OX as defined in Remark [A.8]
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over the boundary persists in an open neighbourhood — something that is generally guaranteed only
for finitely many transversality conditions; see the end of this proof. The first step in any construction
of perturbations is the existence of local stabilizations which cover the cokernels, as follows.

Local stabilization constructions: For every zero z € S71(0) of the unperturbed sc-Fredholm
section we construct a finite dimensional parameter space R! for I = [, € Ny and sct-multisection

A RExw = QY (hw) = AT (w)

such that A¥ is the trivial multisection, i.e. A§(0) = 1, Af(w) = 0 for w € W,~{0}. This multisection
A* is viewed as local perturbation near (0, z) of a sc-Fredholm section functor S* of a bundle P*,

ST IR x X R x W PP REx W SR x X
(t,y) = (t,S(y)) (t,w) = (t, P(w)).

It is constructed in to be structurable in the sense of Def.13.17], in general position
in the sense that the linearization T(Szy;\z)(o, z): ToR! x TEX — W, is surjectivﬂgand admissible

in the sense that the domain support of A* is contained in & and the auxiliary norm is bounded
linearly, N(A)(t,y) < c.|t| for some constant c,. In case z € V N S~1(0) we refine this construction
to require surjectivity of the restrictions

(42) T (5o =) (0:0)|rominr, © ToR' X Ky = Wy,

where K, := ker(Dye|prx) C TEX is the kernel of the linearization D,e : TEX — Te(a)M restricted
to the reduced tangent space. For that purpose note that e is sc® near x by assumption, so has a well
defined linearization, and since its codomain is finite dimensional, its kernel has finite codimension.
Moreover im DS C W, has finite codimension by the sc-Fredholm property of S, and the reduced
tangent space TEX C T,X has finite codimension by the definition of M-polyfolds with corners.
Thus we can find finitely many vectors w',...,w! € W, which together with D,S(K,) span W,.
These vectors are extended to sct-sections of the form p’(t,y) = > ¢t;w/(y), multiplied with sc>
cutoff functions of sufficiently small support, and pulled back by local isotropy actions to construct
the functor A% as in Thm.15.4]. We claim that this yields the following local properties with
respect to the s¢> functor
&R xV = M, (t,y) — e(y).

Local stabilization properties: There exists €, > 0 and a locally uniformizing neighborhood Q(x) C X
of © whose closure is contained in U, such that

(43) 0" : {teR'|[t| <&} x Q) — QF,  (ty) = AF(S(y) = A"(5°(t,y))

is a tame ept -subgroupoid, and for (t,y) € supp ©% = {(t,y)|O%(t,y) > 0} C R! x X the reduced
linearizations T%x,[\z)(t’y) = T(Sz,&z)(tay”TtRleng are surjective. Moreover, if x € V then we
may choose Q(x) CV such that for all (t,y) € supp ©F we have surjectionE

D1 y)€ Nz, + Niy = kerT{gzM(t,y) — ToyM.

In particular, the realization |supp OF| is a weighted branched orbifold and é* induces a submer-
sion |supp©®| — M in the sense of Definition [A. Moreover, for all y € S™1(0) N U, we have
(0,y) € supp O so that the reduced linearizations T%m Am)(O,y) and the restriction to their kernel
D(0,y)€"ng, are surjective. These properties persist for y € S=H0) with |y| € |Q(z)].

The structure of supp ©F and surjectivity of linearizations ngz o) follows from the local implicit
function theorem [HWZ, Theorems 15.2,15.3]. Then the kernels Nj, = ker T%mﬂm)(t,y) represent

the reduced tangent spaces at |(t,y)| to the weighted branched orbifold |supp ©%|. Surjectivity
of Dyg,2)€"| Nz, holds since D(g ,)€” is surjective by assumption, and the preimage of any given
vector in Te,)M can be adjusted by vectors in ker D(g ;)€ to lie in Ny, = kerT%z [\z)(O,x),

18This is shorthand for 5% + p; having surjective linearization for every section p; in a local representation of A=
with §@ (0,z) = 0 = p;j(0,x), and restricted to the reduced tangent space TEX.
IAs before, this is shorthand for surjectivity on each reduced tangent space ker D, y)(Sz +pj)\TtRz «TRX-
’ Y
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because T 5. 30)(t,Y)|ker Do, = 18 surjective by @2). Then €” restricts to a map |supp ©°| — M
that is classically smooth on each (finite dimensional) branch of supp ©%, and thus surjectivity of
D¢,y Ng, is an open condition along each branch. Since supp ©7 is locally compact — in particular
with finitely many branches near x — we can then choose ¢, and Q(x) sufficiently small to guarantee
that each Dy ,)é”| Ng, is surjective. This proves submersivitiy in the sense of Definition [A.4l

From local to global stabilization: In this portion of the proof, we proceed almost verba-
tim to the corresponding portion of Thm.15.4], with extra considerations to deduce sub-
mersivity of [@8). By assumption, |[S71(0)| is compact and |e| : |X| — M is continuous. Then
|STL(0)] N |e~1(C)| is compact since C' := U;c;(C;) C M is closed. We moreover have the identity
|S710) Ne ()| = [S71(0)| N |e~1(C)]| since both sets are saturated. Thus we have an open cov-
ering (|Q(:E)| r€5-1(0)ne-1(C) by the open subsets chosen above, and can pick finitely many points
z1,...,z, € STH0)Ne (C) to obtain a finite open cover |S™1(0) N e 1(C)| € U;_, |Q(x;)|. Then
|S7H0)[\U_, |Q(z;)| is compact, with open cover by (|Q(z)]) so we may pick further
Tyi1, ..., 2k € S71(0) to obtain the covers

(44)  1S7H0) < UK, Q)] 1S7H0) Ne H(O)| € Uy |Q(x)l,
S7H0) ¢ Q=n"(UL, Q)] c U

For each z = xz; we constructed above a family of sc*-multisections (A}* : W — Q)
are summed up, using Def.13.11], to a scT-multisection

£€5-1(0)

terle: - Lhese

A:Rxw = Q, (t=(t1,. - tr), w) = Ap(w) := (A7} @+ @ ATF) (w)

for [ = lgyy + -+ ly,. Here each Ay : W — QT for t € R’ is a structurable sct-multisection
by Prop.13.3]. We view the multisection A as global perturbation of a sc-Fredholm section
functor S of a bundle P,

S RXX SR xW=W PR xWoR x X
(t,y) = (t,5(y)) (t,w) = (t, P(w)),
and claim that e : X — M induces a submersion on its perturbed solution set in the following sense.

Global stabilization properties: There exists g > 0 such that for every 0 < e < €

(45) O: teR|t|<efxX = QY (ty) = A(S(y) = A(S(ty))
is a tame ep™ -subgroupoid with surjective reduced linearizations T?g A (t,y) for all (t,y) € supp o.
In particular, the realization | supp é| is a weighted branched orbifold. Moreover, there is a neigh-

bourhood V' C X of S71(0) Ne~1(C) such that

(46) Eluppo © SUPPO — M, (t,y) — e(y)

satisfies (€ly,pp6) " (C) C R x V', and its restriction to supp © N (R! x V') is classically smooth and
submersive as in Definition [A.]}

Note that the auxiliary norm N on WV pulls back to an auxiliary norm N on W, and compactness
of S is controlled in the sense that for any compact subset K C R! we have compactness of

(47) H{(t,z) € K xU|N(S(t,z)) <1} = K x [{(z €eU|N(S(z)) <1}| C R x |X].

Next, the restriction of A to each Rf%‘ x X — R! x X is the local perturbation A% of 5'”“, since
we identify Rle: = {(t1,...,t;) € R|t; = 0 Vj # i} and each Ay’ is trivial. In particular, Ag is
the trivial multisection, with N(Ag) = 0. Moreover, we have an estimate N(A;) < c|¢| that results
from the linear estimates on each Aj*. Now for ¢y < % we can deduce compactness of the stabilized
solution set as closed subset of ([@1),

(48) Z = [{(t,z) € R x X | [t] < e0, As(S(z)) > 0}].
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The next step is to argue that [@8) is smooth in a neighbourhood of Z N ({0} x |X|) = {0} x [S~(0)].
Recall here that Q = w‘l(Ule |Q(z;)]) C X is an open neighbourhood of S~1(0). So for any

z € Q we can use the local properties of some A% with |z| € |Q(z;)| to deduce surjectivity of
T?S*,[\) (0,z). Then the local implicit function theorems [HWZl Thms 15.2,15.3, Rmk.15.2] yield
an open neighbourhood U(0,z) = {|t| < €} x U(z) C Rl x X of (0,z) for some 0 < €, < o,
and hence a saturated neighbourhood U(0,z) := {|t| < €.} x 7~ Y(|U(z)]) C Rl x X such that
é|0(07w) =Ao S’|U(O,w) is a tame branched ep™-subgroupoid of U (0, x). As a consequence, the orbit
space of the support ’supp é|0(0,z)‘ is a weighted branched orbifold with boundary and corners.
For z € S71(0)~e 1(C) we can moreover choose U(x) Ne 1 (C) = 0, since |[e }(C)| C |X]| is
closed. For z € S71(0) Ne 1 (C) C V the covering @) guarantees |z| € |Q(x;)| for some 1 < i < r
with Q(z;) C V and we choose U(x) C Q(x;). This guarantees that the restriction of € : Rl x X —
M, (t,y) — e(y) to U(0,z) is sc>, and surjectivity of D (0,2)€"" |ker TR

(S%i ,A%i)
of D9,2)€|ny. : Now = TemyM on Ny, = kerTé}J\) (0,z). Here No, represents the reduced

tangent space at [(0,2)| to the weighted branched orbifold |supp é|U(0,x)|' Now €l .0 6n7(0,0)

(0,) implies surjectivity

supp (:)|0(0)1) — M is classically smooth since it is a restriction of an sc> map to finite dimensions,
and we have shown it to be submersive at (0,2). Hence, by openness of submersivity along each
corner stratum, and local compactness of supp é|0(07w) C Z it follows that U(0,z) C R x V can be
chosen sufficiently small to ensure that é|supp@ﬂ0(07w) is submersive as in Definition [A4]

Now compactness of [S~1(0) Ne~1(C)| and |S~1(0)| again allows us to find finite covers

15710)] < U, [U(h), 1S710) ne H(C)| Ui, [U ()|

with zf € S71(0) N e }(C) for i = 1,...,7" and U(zi) Ne 1 (C) = 0 for v’ < i < k’. Then we
have € := min{e'w,l, ...€, } >0, an open cover S71(0) C A := w‘l(Ule |U(a7)|), and the functor
k!

{t e R[| [t < e} x A— QF,(t,y) — A¢(S(y)) is a tame branched ep'-subgroupoid, since it is the

restriction of © = A o S to an open subset of Uil U0, x}). Moreover, we claim that for a possibly
smaller 0 < € < ¢y we have

(49) (t,y) e {|t| < e} x X, O(t,y) >0 — ye A

By contradiction, consider a sequence Rl 5 tn — 0, y, € X with O(t,,y,) > 0 but Yn € XA
Then compactness of ([@S) guarantees a convergent subsequence |(tn, yn)| = [(0,ys0)| € Z, and since
Z N {0} x |X| = {0} x |supp Ag o S| = {0} x |S71(0)| this contradicts the fact that |y,| € |X|\|Al,
where |A| = Uf;l |U(z%)] C |X] is an open neighbourhood of |S~!(0)|. Thus we have shown (@)
and can deduce that © = Ao S: {t € Ri| [t| < €} x X - QT is a tame branched ep™-subgroupoid
with supp© C R x A, and thus |suppé} c R x Uf;l |U(x})| is a weighted branched orbifold with
boundary and corners, as claimed.

Moreover, from the properties of é|suppéﬂ0(0@;) for i = 1,...,7" we know that the restriction of

& to supp© N (R! x V') for V' 1= 1! (U:;l U(z})) C V is classically smooth and submersive. Here
we have e ™1 (C)N.A C V' since U(z;) for i > 7’ was chosen disjoint from e~!(C), and hence we have

(Elapps) " (C) = suppON (RM x 7 1(C)) € RIx (e71(C)nA) € R x V),

and thus €| & : supp © — M is classically smooth and submersive (in the sense of Definition [A.4])

supp N N
in the open neighborhood supp © N (R! x V') of (é|suppé)_l(Ci) C supp O for all i € I.

Global transversality from regular values: As we continue to follow the proof of
Thm.15.4], we replace each application of the Sard theorem by countably many Sard arguments
to obtain general position to the countably many submanifolds C; C M for i € I. For that purpose
we will consider various restrictions of the projection

supp © = {(t,y) € R' x X |[t| <, A(S(y)) >0} — R, (t,y) = t.
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The global properties of 0 imply that every (to,y0) € supp © has a saturated open neighborhood
Ulto,yo) = {t € R[| [t —tol <0} x 7= 1(|U(yo)]) C R! x X satisfying the following:
e U(yo) C X admits the natural action of the isotropy group Gy, ; see [HWZ, Thm.7.1], satisfies the
properness property [HWZ Def.7.17], and has dx(yo) local faces F7°, ... "ng(yo) which contain
Yo; see Def.2.21, Prop.2.14].

e The branched ept-subgroupoid supp © N U (o, o) has a local branching structure
O(ty) = M(SW) = 7 i € TI(ty) € M},

given by finitely many properly embedded submanifolds with boundary and corners M;O’yo C

U (to,yo), which intersect any intersection of local faces in a manifold with boundary and corners.

e On each branch M;O’y", the reduced linearizations T% i) (t,y) are surjective for all (¢,y) € M;O’y",

and the restriction of €[, g is a submersion M;D’y“ N (]Rl~ x V') — M in general position to the
boundary in the sense of Definition A4l That is, D ,€|n,, : Niy — Tey)M is surjective on

Niy = kerT%) i(ty) forall (t.y) € MY N (R x V).

There is a countable cover supp © C UBEZ ﬁ(tg, yg) indexed by (tg,ys)sez C supp O, since Rl x X
— and hence its subspace supp O — is second-countable, and every open cover of a second-countable
space has a countable subcover. Moreover, for any given 8 € Z there are finitely many choices
Fre = {|t — to] < 6} x Nper Fr” C Ults,yp) of intersections of finitely many local faces K C
{1,...,dx(yp)}, with Fp = U(tg, yg). Finally, for each 8 € Z and intersection of faces Fx, there

»YB

are finitely many smooth manifolds Fx N M. ;ﬁ indexed by j € Jg. For each of these countably

many choices, Sard’s theorem asserts that Fx N M;B’yﬁ — RZ, (t,y) — t has an open and dense
subset Rf( ; C R! of regular values. Then, since R! is a Baire space, the set of common regular values
Ro = Npez Nk, R%j C R! is still dense. For any ty € Ry, the scT-multisection A, : W — QF
is in general position by the usual linear algebra for each restriction of the linearized operators to
intersections of faces: Consider (tg,z9) € Frx N M;B’yB C supp© and a local section S + p’ in
the representation of © = A o S with M;B’w C (S +p)710). The surjective differential along
this intersection of faces can be written as Dy (S + pj)|}-K = D @® L, where L is a bounded
operator (arising from differentiating p’ in the direction of R!) and D is the reduced linearization
— on the intersection of faces Fr := (e Fr” C U(yg) C X — of the section S + p(to,-) that is
a part of the representation of A, o S. Then regularity of ¢, implies surjectivity of the projection
Il : ker(D @ L) — R!, which in turn is equivalent to surjectivity of D; see e.g. [MS, Lemma A.3.6].
Moreover, each Ay for |t| < e is (N,U)-admissible, thus any sufficiently small regular ¢y € Ry
yields an admissible sc™-multisection A := Ay, in general position as in [HWZ, Thm.15.4]. To prove
our theorem, we have to moreover choose ty € Ry so that the restriction el : Z» — M to the

solution set Z* = |supp A o S| is in general position to C; C M for all i € I. For that purpose we
consider the countably many projections

(50) ENC)NFenMPY 5 R (t,2) >t

for any i € I, index 8 € Z of the countable cover, intersection of local faces Fx, and smooth branch
M;B’yﬂ C supp ONU (tg,ys). Here we have éil(Ci)ﬁM;ﬁ’yB C (lyuppe) 1 (C), so that the restriction

él . Fx N M;ﬁ’yﬁ — M is smooth and submersive in a neighborhood of ¢~1(C;). In

]EK ﬂM;ﬁ e
particular, it is transverse to C; so that there is a natural smooth structure on é* () ﬂf'K ﬂM;B’yﬁ.
Thus we can apply the Sard theorem to each (B0Q) to find open and dense subsets leﬁj C R! of regular
values, and a dense set of common regular values 7o := (¢ ; Rf(y 00N, T;(i C R!. Note that
To C Ro, so sufficiently small ¢y € T yield admissible sct-multisections A := Ay, in general position.

Moreover, general position of e|z» : Z* — M to C; at x € Z*Ne *(C;) means that the linearizations
of €|z nzr map onto Te M/ ¢, for each intersection of local faces Fi C U(yg) C X that

)i
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contains x. Here the tangent spaces of Fx N Z* at z are given by those of Fx N M;ﬁ’yﬁ N({to} x X)
for each branch with (tg,z) € M;B’yﬁ C supp©, so we need to ensure surjectivity of D1y,2)€ :
kerII — TE(Z)M/Te(m)Ci on the kernel of the projection II : T 4 (]:'K N M;B’yﬁ) — R!. Here
Dto,2)€ : T(1o,2) (]}K N M;B’yﬁ) — Te(e)M is surjective (since é|suppé is submersive), and regularity
to € T;(i means that we have H(D(to)m)é)’l(Te(m)Ci) = RZ, so for any Y € Te,)M we find
(T,X) € Ty (Fx N M;B*yﬁ) with Dy 1€(T, X) =Y and (T, X’) € (D(zy,2)€) " (Te(2)Ci), so that
(0,X — X’) € kerIl proves the required surjectivity D, ,)€(0,X — X') =Y — D, (T, X’) =
[Y] € Terr M - Ci Thus this choice of sufficiently small ty € Ty also guarantees general position of

e|z» to each of the countably many submanifolds C;, which finishes the proof of the theorem when
no boundary values are prescribed.

Regular extension: To prove the last paragraph of the theorem we consider a given (éN JU)-
admissible structurable sc™-multisection \? : P~1(0X) — Q% that is in general position over the
boundary, and with e| s : Z9 = supp A\? 0 S|yx — M in general position to finitely many submani-
folds C;. Then we will adjust the above construction of A : W — QT to also satisfy Alp-1(ox) = A\,
by following the proof of the transversal extension theorem over ep-groupoids Thm.15.5].
Since A? is supported in U N OX with N(\?)(x) < « for all x € OX we can find a continuous
functor h : X — [0,1) supported in & with N(X?)(z) < h(z) < 3N(A?)(z)+ § for all z € OX. Then
Thm.14.2] yields a sct-multisection A’ : W — QF with A'[p-1(9x) = A?, domain support in
U, and N(A')(z) < h(z) < 25 for all z € X. This guarantees compactness of [supp A’ o S| C |X|
and regularity of |supp A’ o S| N [0X| = |supp A\? o S|sx|. To obtain regularity in the interior we
construct A = A’® A; by the above arguments with S~1(0) replaced by &’ := supp A’oS C X, noting
that |S’| C |X| is also compact. To achieve general position to the C; we need further adjustments.

Local constructions relative to boundary values: For interior points z € S'NO X we construct
A* : R x W — Q% with domain support in the interior R x (9pX NU) to cover the cokernels of
ngm i) for the stabilized multisection A’ : R! x W — Q7 (t,w) +— A’(w). For z € 8'N X we need
no stabilization by a R! factor (i.e. take | = 0) due to the general position of \? at z. However, we
only obtain general position to the C;, rather than submersivity in the following claim.

Local properties relative to boundary: For each x € S’ there ewists I, € No — with I, = 0 for
x € 8'NIX — and a locally uniformizing neighborhood Q(x) C X of x whose closure is contained in
U, such that for some €, > 0 we have a tame ept -subgroupoid O : {t € R!| |t| < e,} x Q(z) — QT,
(t,y) — (N @AT)(S(y)) with surjective reduced linearizations, and thus a weighted branched orbifold
| supp ©%|. Moreover, if x € S'NV then é* induces a smooth map | supp ©F| — M, which is in general
position to C; for each i € I.

The structure of ©% is established in [HWZ, Thm.15.5.], and the general position to each C; for
x € 0y X follows from submersivity. To achieve general position to the C; for x € 90X, recall that
C = Uier(C;) € M is closed, so for # ¢ e !(C) we can choose Q(z) disjoint from e~1(C) so that
general position to the C; C C is automatic. For x € e !(C) C V we have e : supp ©% N 9X =
supp A2 o S|px — M in general position to each C; by assumption on A\?. Moreover, we choose
Q(z) C V so that e : Q(z) Nsupp ©F — M is smooth, and thus general position to each C; extends
to a neighbourhood @Q; C & of . Then Q" := [,.; Q; is a neighbourhood of x since I is finite, and
we can replace Q(z) by a uniformizing neighbourhood in @’ to achieve general position to all C;.

From local to global relative to boundary: This portion of the proof is started by picking a
finite cover |S’| N |0X| = |supp A2 o S|px| = U?:7k6 |Q(z;)| C |X| by the above neighbourhoods
for z; € &' NIX. Next we cover |S'|\ U?:7k6 |Q(z;)| C Ule Q(z;)| with neighbourhoods of
interior points x; € §" M JpX’ whose associated multisections A®¢ are supported in the interior,
dom-supp A% C Rk N 9yX. Then we define A : RE x W — QF by A(t,w) := Ay(w) = (A @
A} @ - @ AfF)(w). This multisection is constructed so that Ag = A’ and A¢|p-1(px) = A? for

any t € RL. Moreover, the estimate N(A¢) < N(A) + cft| < 22 + cft| allows us to guarantee

admissibility N(A;) < 1 by choosing [t| < 2. Then compactness of Z in @) follows as above,
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and its smoothness is established using a covering [S~1(0)| C Ui-iika |U(2%)| where |U(z})| for i <0

arise from z; € &' N X and cover a neighbourhood of [X|. Moreover, U(z}) C Rl x Q(z}) can
be chosen as in the prior proof of the local properties such that é|suppe : U(x}) — M is in general
position to C; for each ¢ € I. This establishes the following.

Global stabilization properties with fixed boundary values: There exists ¢g > 0 such that O := AoS :
{It| < e} x X — Q" is a tame ep™ -subgroupoid with surjective reduced linearizations for every 0 <

€ < €. In particular, | supp (:)| is a weighted branched orbifold. Moreover, there is a neighbourhood
V' C X of STH0)Ne Y(O) such that €lsupp 6 supp © — M satisfies (€| Y“HC) c R x V', and

its restriction to suppé N (}Rl~ x V') is classically smooth and in general position to each C;.

supp )

Global transversality relative to boundary: In this final step we use the fact that A, is
(N,U)-admissible for [t| < =2 and choose a common regular value of countably many projections

as before. The only difference to the proof above is that the restriction of é|suppé to a branch
M ;O’yo N (R! x V') — M is not necessarily submersive but still in general position to each of the

Ci, that is D €|, , + Ney — TeanM/ e is surjective for each ¢ € I. When considering the
¢ s e(y i

projections (B0), this suffices to obtain smooth structures on é~*(C;) N Fr N M;B’yﬁ for each branch
and intersection of faces Fr. Then general position of |z : Z* — M to C; at z € Z*Ne~1(C;) for
A = Ay, with a regular value ¢y € R! again requires surjectivity of D(ty,z)€ @ ker I — Te(w)M/T

on the kernel of the projection IT : T s, , (Fx N M;B’yﬁ) — RI. To see that [Y] € Te@M/

e(z)Ci

is
e(m)01

in the image we use the above surjectivity of Dy, 4)€|n,, , to find (T, X) € Ty.0) (Fx N M;ﬁ’yﬁ)

with D, . é(T,X) € [Y]. Then regularity of ¢, yields (T,X’) € (Dyy,2)€) " (Te()Ci), so that
(0, X — X') € ker IT solves [D(y,,21€(0, X — X')] = [Y — Dy 0)€(T, X')] = [Y] € TeM /. w,c, This

i

finishes the proof with prescribed boundary values.
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