QUOTIENT THEOREMS IN POLYFOLD THEORY AND S-EQUIVARIANT
TRANSVERSALITY

ZHENGYI ZHOU

ABSTRACT. We introduce group actions on polyfolds and polyfold bundles. We prove quotient theorems
for polyfolds, when the group action has finite isotropy. We prove that the sc-Fredholm property is
preserved under quotient if the base polyfold is infinite dimensional. The quotient construction is the
main technical tool in the construction of equivariant fundamental class in [42]. We also analyze the
equivariant transversality near the fixed locus in the polyfold setting. In the case of S!'-action with fixed
locus, we give a sufficient condition for the existence of equivariant transverse perturbations. We outline
the application to Hamiltonian-Floer cohomology and a proof of the weak Arnold conjecture for general

arXiv:1811.00176v2 [math.SG] 18 Feb 2019

symplectic manifolds, assuming the existence of Hamiltonian-Floer cohomology polyfolds.
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2 ZHENGYI ZHOU

1. INTRODUCTION

Polyfold theory [21, 22, 24, 26, 27| developed by Hofer, Wysocki, and Zehnder provides an analytic
framework to solve the regularization problem of moduli spaces in symplectic geometry. The moduli
spaces in symplectic geometry, e.g. Gromov-Witten moduli spaces [25] and Floer type moduli spaces
[11, 29, 41], can be realized as zero sets of sc-Fredholm sections of polyfold bundles. The abstract
perturbation machinery in polyfold theory assures that the sc-Fredholm sections can be perturbed into
transverse positions, such that the perturbed zero sets have smooth structure and remain compact.
Such process is referred to as polyfold regularization and perturbed smooth compact moduli spaces
are referred to as regularized moduli spaces. The integration theory developed in [23] then provides
meaningful “counting” by integrating differential forms on the regularized moduli spaces. Those numbers
form atomic components of algebraic invariants like Gromov-Witten invariants and symplectic field theory
(SFT).

In this paper, we study group actions on polyfold bundles and quotient constructions in polyfold theory.
There are mainly two types of group actions appearing in moduli problems in symplectic geometry. One
is actions induced by actions on the ambient space. As a typical example, if a compact Lie group G acts
on the symplectic manifold preserving the symplectic form, then the G-action lifts to an action on the
Gromov-Witten moduli spaces for any G-invariant almost complex structure. Such consideration leads to
equivariant Gromov-Witten invariants developed in [16]. Many equivariant Floer theories [2, 19, 20, 40]
also fit into this category. The other type is actions induced by reparametrization on the domain Riemann
surfaces. A typical example is the S'-action induced by rotating the S'-coordinate of the cylinders
in Hamiltonian-Floer theory when both the Hamiltonian and the almost complex structure are time
independent. This S!-action plays an important role in Floer’s proof [12] of the weak Arnold conjecture.
In this paper, we introduce group actions on polyfolds such that the group actions on the moduli spaces
in examples above is a restriction of group actions on the ambient polyfolds. The goal of this paper
is showing that the quotients of polyfold bundles exists uniquely and equivariant sc-Fredholm sections
induce sc-Fredholm sections on quotients.

1.1. Main result. Roughly speaking, a polyfold is a topological space Z which contains a complicated
moduli space M := s71(0) as zero set of a section s : Z — W. Polyfolds have level structures, i.e. we
have a sequence of continuous inclusions of subsets equipped with different topology ...Z;11 C Z; C
co. C Zy:=Z and Zy := NienZ; is dense in Z; for all i > 0. Then we can shift the levels up by & to
get another polyfold Z¥ by (Z*); := Zpy;. All the information needed to regularize M is encoded in
Zo, which contains M and any of its regularizing perturbations. The level structure is required only to
express in what sense the section s : Zo, — W, is sc-smooth and sc-Fredholm, and forgetting the first
finitely many levels is immaterial. Thus the regularization theory for M C Z¥ is independent of the shift
k > 0. Our main result is the following quotient theorem after a level shift.

Theorem 1.1. Let Z be an infinite-dimensional tame polyfold, p : W — Z be a reqular tame strong
polyfold bundle (Definition 3.59) and s : Z — W a proper sc-Fredholm section. Assume a compact Lie
group G acts on p sc-smoothly (Definition 3.66) such that the induced G-action on Z only has finite
isotropy and s is G-equivariant. Then the following holds.

(1) There is a G-invariant open set Z c 7> containing Zs, such that induced projection D : p‘l(Z)/G —
Z/G is a strong polyfold bundle and the quotient map mg : p‘l(f) — p‘l(f)/G is sc™ strong
bundle map.

(2) s induces a proper sc-Fredholm sections : Z')G — p=*(Z1) /G by TGS = 8|50

(3) If s is oriented and the G-action preserves the orientation (Definition 4.8), then s is orientable.

In contrast to group actions on Kuranishi structures considered in [14, 33], one of the major differences
is that we do not assume equivariant local models for group actions. Our definition of group action is
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merely a functor from G to the category of polyfold bundles, plus local representability (which is local in
G and does not assume any equivariant property) to characterize the sc-smoothness. In particular, any
sc-smooth polyfold bundle map G x W — W satisfying the obvious group property is a sc-smooth group
action.

Sc-Fredholm section was introduced in [26] to replace the naive definition of Fredholm section such that
implicit function theorem holds. The novel extra conditions in the sc-Fredholm notion is necessary as the
naive definition does not imply implicit function theorem [10]. Therefore preserving sc-Fredholm property
is the most important property in any abstract constructions of polyfolds. Unlike the fiber product
construction in [8], the quotient problem has some flexibility in its nature. It turns out the infinite
dimensional assumption in Theorem 1.1 provides enough flexibility such that sc-Fredholm property is
preserved under quotient.

1.2. Applications. Theorem 1.1 provides an infrastructure to study equivariant theories in symplectic
geometry using polyfolds. In the following, we discuss briefly some applications of the quotient theorem.

1.2.1. Equivariant fundamental class. One consequence of Theorem 1.1 is that the Borel construction
works in the polyfold category. Let p : W — Z be a regular strong polyfold bundle with a G-action
and s : Z — W an equivariant oriented proper sc-Fredholm section. Assume Z is infinite dimensional
and has no boundary and the G-action preserves the orientation of s. We can construct an equivariant
fundamental class using the Borel construction. That is we have a well-defined H¢ (pt) module map:

(1.1) $ot Hy(Z) — HE M5 (pt).

The details of the construction and the precise statements will appear in [42]. As an application of
the equivariant fundamental class, let pa gm : Wa,gm — Za,g;m be the Gromov-Witten polyfold bundle
defined in [25] for a symplectic manifold (M,w) with a compatible almost complex structure J, where
A € Hy(M) is a homology class and g, m € N are the genus and number of marked points. Assume G acts
on M preserving J, then the G-action lifts to py 4., such that the sc-Fredholm section s4.g.m : Z4,9,m —
Wa,g,m induced by the Cauchy-Riemann operator is G-equivariant. Then equivariant Gromov-Witten
invariants can be defined as

Iagm: HE(M)@”” — Hg(pt), o1 ®...Q am = Sagm,(evar A... Aev), o),

where ev; is the evaluation map at i-th marked point. One property of (1.1) is that when equivariant
transversality holds, s, is the integration over the moduli space s71(0). As a consequence, the equivariant
Gromov-Witten invariants defined using s, coincides with the invariants in [16]. The other more important
property of s, is the localization property for torus actions. Under some technical assumptions, which is
satisfied in the Gromov-Witten polyfolds, we show in [42] that we have a formula in the following form:
si(@) = 81" (a A eqn(N),

where s7" : ZT" — WT" is the restriction of s to the fixed locus and eE}L (N) is a class in the localized
equivariant cohomology of Z7", which can be understood as the inverse of the equivariant Euler class of
the “virtual normal bundle” N.

The Borel construction also yields construction for equivariant Floer theories. In [43], we study Morse-
Bott cohomology and equivariant cohomology in the framework of flow categories. In particular, we
outline the generalization of equivariant theory to polyfolds with boundary and corners which is expected
to give definitions of equivariant Floer cohomology in various settings.
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1.2.2. S'-equivariant transversality and the weak Arnold conjecture. In this paper, we explore under what
conditions equivariant regularization can be achieved by a transverse, yet still equivariant perturbation of
the section. In the case of Banach manifolds, if the group action only has finite isotropy, Cieliebak, Riera
and Salamon [4] constructed an Euler class by equivariant multivalued perturbations. Since multivalued
perturbation has become a part of the perturbation package in polyfold theory [27, Chapter 13], using
Theorem 1.1 and the polyfold perturbation machinery, we know that if the group action only has finite
isotropy then we can find equivariant multivalued transverse perturbations.

Beyond the finite isotropy case, it is known that equivariant transversality is often obstructed even in
finite dimensional case, e.g. see [5]. In this more general case, we analyze the equivariant transversality
near the fixed locus in Section 5. Theorem 5.17 gives a sufficient condition which guarantees the existence
of equivariant transverse sct-perturbations near the fixed locus. In the special case of S'-action, since
Sl-actions have finite isotropy away from the fixed locus, a global equivariant transverse perturbation
exists if equivariant transverse perturbations exist near the fixed locus.

Corollary 1.2. Suppose p : W — Z is a reqular tame strong polyfold bundle with a proper sc-Fredholm
section s and Z is infinite dimensional. Assume S' acts on p such that s is equivariant and the tubular
neighborhood assumption (Definition 5.12) holds. Provided that for all weights A € Nt and x € s71(0) N
ZSl, we have ind D*s, +2 > ind Dslsx. Then there exists a S*-invariant neighborhood Zc z3 containing
Zso and an equivariant sct-multisection perturbation k on A , such that

(1) s+ k is transverse to zero and proper;
(2) there exist a S*-invariant neighborhood U C Z3 of (Z5')3, such that x|y is single valued.

In Section 6, we apply Corollary 1.2 to Hamiltonian-Floer cohomology polyfolds with C? small time-
independent Hamiltonians and time-independent almost complex structures. In this case, the S'-action is
given by reparametrization in the S'-coordinate of the domain cylinder. In particular, we can generalize
Floer’s proof of the weak Arnold conjecture [12] to any closed symplectic manifold, once the construction
of Hamiltonian-Floer polyfolds is completed.

1.3. Organization and notation. This paper is organized as follows. In section 2, we prove a special
form of Theorem 1.1 for free quotients of M-polyfolds. Sections 3 introduces group actions on polyfolds
and proves Theorem 1.1 up to the assertion on orientation. Orientation is discussed in Section 4. In
Section 5, we analyze the equivariant transversality on the fixed locus. Section 6 outlines the proof of
the weak Arnold conjecture using Corollary 1.2. We will assume the basics of sc-Banach spaces and

sc-calculus from [27, Chapter 1]. We use the following notation throughout this paper.

e Blackboard bold letters E, H, F stand for sc-Banach spaces, [27, Definition 1.1]. E; is the i-th level
Banach space of E and Eo := N2 E;. Points in Eo, are also referred to as smooth points. || - ||,
denotes the norm on E,,.

e For k > 0, EF is the k levels shifted sc-Banach space, i.e. (EF); := E;yp.

e An open set D in E is an open set D C Eg. We define Dy := D NEy, which is also open set in Eg
for any k£ € N.

e Assume f : E — I is a s¢® map [27, Definition 1.9]. We denote by Df,(b) € F; the image of the
linearization Df at the point a € E;;1 with the input vector b € E;.
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by the National Science Foundation under Grant No. DMS-1638352. It is a great pleasure to acknowledge
the Institute for its warm hospitality. This paper is dedicated to the memory of Chenxue.
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2. FREE QUOTIENTS OF M-POLYFOLDS

M-polyfolds were introduced by Hofer, Wysocki and Zehnder [27, Definition 2.8] as a generalization
of manifolds. In this section we prove that the quotient of a tame M-polyfold by a free group action is
still a tame M-polyfold and an equivariant sc-Fredholm section descends to a sc-Fredholm section on the
quotient.

Theorem 2.1. Let X be an infinite-dimensional tame M-polyfold (Definition 2.12), p: Y — X a tame
strong M-polyfold bundle (Definition 2.14) and s : X — Y a proper sc-Fredholm section (Definition
2.87). Assume a compact Lie group G acts on the tame strong M-polyfold bundle p : Y — X sc-smoothly

(Definition 2.16) such that the induced action px on the base X is free and the section s is G-equivariant.
Then the following holds.

(1) There exists a G-invariant open set X c x? containing Xso, such that the induced projection
p:p 1( )/G — X/G is a tame strong M-polyfold bundle and the quotient map g : p 1(X) —
p~Y(X)/G is a sc-smooth strong bundle map.

(2) s induces a proper sc-Fredholm section s : X')/G — p~H(X1)/G by TGS = 8| 51

Part (1) of Theorem 2.1 is proven in Section 2.1 and part (2) is proven in Section 2.2. The uniqueness
of the M-polyfold structure is addressed in Proposition 2.32.

Remark 2.2. A few remarks on the level shift are in order.

o Tame M-polyfolds are M-polyfolds with well-behaved boundary and corner structures, which play
important roles in Floer-type theories like Hamiltonian-Floer cohomology and SFT. The discus-
sions on the boundary and corners of tame M-polyfolds resp. tame polyfolds can be found in [27,
§2.3).

o Like polyfolds, M-polyfolds have level structures ... C X; C ... X1 C Xy = X, such that Xy :=
ﬂieN X; is dense in every level X;. We can shift levels up by k to get Xk e (Xk)Z = Xy All
the information needed to regularize s~1(0) is encoded in Xoo. In particular, s~*(0) and any of
its reqularizing perturbations are contained in Xy

e The two levels shifted in part (1) of Theorem 2.1 come from the construction of the slices to the
group action, see Lemma 2.29. The extra level shift in part (2) is from Lemma 2./3.

e The level shift in Theorem 2.1 seems to be necessary. For example, we have the sc-Banach space
E of continuous functions on S', i.e. E; := C*(S'). Then we have a sc-smooth S'-action on E
bybef:=f(O+-), for fEEand® c S'. Let X := {f c E|f(O +) # f,V0 € S'}. Then X
is an open subset of B, hence a M-polyfold. The S'-action restricted to X is free. Then we can
give the quotient X'/S' a M-polyfold structure, since we need C*-differentiability to write down
the local slice conditions, see [7, §2.2, §4.3] for details. It is not clear whether one can give X /S*
a M-polyfold structure such that the quotient map is sc-smooth.

e [t is not clear to us whether one can construct the quotient bundle and section by shifting only one
level. Since in applications, the invariants are derived from the zero set s~1(0), which is contained
i Xso. Therefore, shifting one level and three levels do not make an essential difference.

Remark 2.3. the infinite dimensional assumption provides enough flexibility such that sc-Fredholm prop-
erty is preserved under quotient, see Proposition 2./5. This condition is satisfied in all known applications
[11, 25, 29, 41].

2.1. Free quotients of tame M-polyfolds and tame strong M-polyfold bundles. If a compact
Lie group G acts on a finite dimensional manifold M freely, then the quotient M /G is a smooth manifold,
see e.g. [28]. This section proves the analogue for tame M-polyfolds and tame M-polyfold bundles. The
proof also provides a local prototype for our main theorem on polyfolds.
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2.1.1. M-polyfolds and M-polyfold bundles. This subsection reviews some definitions from [27] that will
be crucial for our construction. Let Ry := [0,00). We begin with the local models that generalize open
subsets of R’ for manifolds with boundary and corner. A partial quadrant is defined to be R* x E. For
every (r,e) € R x E, the degeneracy index d : R x E — N is defined to be

d(r,e) := #{i € {1,...,m}|the i-th coordinate of r is zero.}.

For every x € R x E, we can define the minimal linear subspace (R7* x E), C R™ x E [27, Definition
2.16] as follows: If x = (rq,...,7,e) € RT x E, then

(2.1) (R™ x E)y = {(v1, .., vm, f)|v; = 0 if r; = 0} C R™ x E.

This can be understood as the tangent space of the intersection of all the faces containing z, i.e. the
tangent space of the corner of degeneracy index d(z).

Remark 2.4. The original definition of partial quadrant [27, Definition 1.6] is a closed convexr subset
C C E/, such that there exists another sc-Banach space E and a linear sc-isomorphism ¥ : E' — R™ x E
satisfying U(C) = R} x E. Instead of including W in the discussion, we will work with the standard model
R x | to simplify notation.

Definition 2.5 ([27, Definition 2.17]). Let U be an open subset of R x E. A sc® map r : U — U is
called a tame sc-retraction if the following conditions hold:

eror=r;

e d(r(z)) =d(z) for all z € U;

o at every z in r(U)s :=7(U) N (R} x E)o, there exists a sc-subspace A C (R x E),, such that

R™ x E =Dry(R™ x E) ® A.

A pair (O,RT x E) is called a tame sc-retract if there exists a tame sc-retraction r on an open subset
U CRY xE, such that r(U) = O.

Remark 2.6. A sc-retraction [27, Definition 2.1] is a sc-smooth map v : U — U such that r or = r.
The extra conditions for tameness guarantee well- behaved boundary and corner, see [27, §2.3].

Remark 2.7. In [27], a sc-retract is a tuple (O,C,E") with C C E' a partial quadrant. Since we fix
the form of partial quadrants throughout this paper, we have simplified the notation for sc-retracts to
(0,C =R} xE).

The notion of smoothness for maps between open subsets of R’ is generalized by polyfold theory in

two ways: First, sc-smoothness for maps between open subsets of sc-Banach spaces is defined in [27,
Definition 1.9]. Second, for maps between sc-retracts, sc-smoothness is defined as follows.

Definition 2.8 ([27, Definition 2.4]). Let (O,R7 x E) and (O',RT" x E') be two (tame) sc-retracts. A

map f: O — O is sc-smooth if for :R' xED U — RC’:/ x E' is sc-smooth, where r is a sc-retraction
for (O,RT x E) and U is an open subset of R x E such that r(U) = O.

This notion is well-defined by [27, Proposition 2.3], i.e. the definition does not depend on the choice
of sc-retraction r and open set U.

Definition 2.9 ([27, Definition 2.8, 2.19]). Let X be a topological space. A tame M-polyfold chart for
X is a triple (O, ¢, (O,RT x E)), such that

e (O,RT x E) is a tame sc-retract;

e ¢: 0O — O is a homeomorphism from an open subset O C X
Two tame M-polyfold charts (O, ¢, (O, R xE)) and (O', ¢/, (O’,]RTI xE")) are compatible if ¢' o~ resp.
po ™1 are sc-smooth map from H(ONO") to ¢'(ONQO') resp. from ¢ (ONO') to p(ONO') in the sense
of Definition 2.8. An atlas is a covering by compatible charts. A tame M-polyfold structure on X is
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a mazximal atlas of tame M-polyfold charts for X. A tame M-polyfold X is a paracompact Hausdorff
space with a tame M-polyfold structure.

Remark 2.10. An M-polyfold 27, Definition 2.8] is a paracompact Hausdorff space with a covering of
compatible M-polyfold charts, i.e. charts modeled on general sc-retracts.

The following remark defines the notion of the tangent spaces of M-polyfolds.

Remark 2.11. The tangent space of a partial quadrant T(R7 x E) [27, Definition 1.8] is defined to be
(R7 x E)! x (R™ x E). The tangent space of a sc-retract (O,RT x E) is defined to be the sc-retract
(TO, TR} x E)), where TO = Tr(TU) is the image of the tangent map Tr : TU — TU,(x,e) —
(z,Dry(e)) for any choice of retraction r : U — U with r(U) = O. The tangent space of a tame M-
polyfold X is a M-polyfold TX [27, Proposition 2.5] with charts (TO,T¢,(TO,T(R} x E))). Then the
projection m: TX — X1 defines a tame M-polyfold bundle in the sense of Definition 2.185.

Definition 2.12. We say a tame M-polyfold X is infinite dimensional if for every x € X, the dimension
of the tangent space T, X is infinite.

Next we review the notion of (strong) M-polyfold bundles, which generalizes the notion of vector
bundles over manifolds.

Definition 2.13. Let X be a tame M-polyfold, Y a paracompact Hausdorff space and p :' Y — X a
surjection with p~1(x) a vector space for every v € X. A tame bundle chart for the bundlep:Y — X
is a tuple (O, ®, (P, (R x E) x IF)) such that the following holds:

o there exists an open subset U C R x E and a sc-smooth retraction R : U x F — U x F, (z, f) —
(r(x),o(x)f), i.e. RoR = R, where o(x) is a linear map from F to F and r is a tame retraction;
e there is a homeomorphism ¢ : O — r(U) such that (O, ¢, (r(U),R7} x E)) is compatible chart for
the M-polyfold X .
o &:pYO) = P:= R(U xF) is bundle isomorphism covering ¢, i.e. ® is a homeomorphism such
that To® = pop and @, : p~(x) — im o(¢(x)) is a linear isomorphism, where 7 : 7(U) x F D
P — r(U) is the projection.
Two tame bundle charts (O, ®, (P, (RT x E) x F)) and (0", &, (P',(RT x E') x F')) are compatible iff
the transition maps ® o @1 : d(p~1(ONO')) = & (p~H(ONO')) and ®o &~ : d'(p~1(ONO')) —
P(p~H(ONO")) are sc-smooth. Thenp:Y — X is a tame M-polyfold bundle iff it is equipped with a
strong bundle atlas.

Since fibers of tame M-polyfold bundles tend to be infinite dimensional vector spaces in applications, it
will be necessary to have an extra “strong” structure on the bundle, which will be used to formulate the
notion of compact perturbation of a Fredholm section. In polyfold theory, it uses the following filtrations.
Let U C R x E be a open subset and IF another sc-Banach space. We define the non-symmetric product
U < F to be the set U x F with extra structures of filtrations (U <1 F)[i], which are defined to be the
filtrations (U <F)[i])m := Up @ Fingi- In particular, (U <F)[i] is an open subset of the partial quadrant
(R} x E) < F)]i].

Definition 2.14 ([27, Definition 2.26] ). Let X be a tame M-polyfold, Y a paracompact Hausdorff space
and p:Y — X a surjection with p~'(x) a vector space for every x € X. A tame strong bundle chart
for the bundle p : Y — X is a tuple (O, ®, (P, (R} x E) <F)) such that the following holds:
o there exists an open subset U C R xE and a retraction R : U<F — U<F, (z, f) = (r(x), o(x)f),
i.e. Ro R =R, where o(x) is a linear map from F to F and r is a tame retraction;
e Rli] == R|yapy : (U <F)[i] — (U <F)[i] is sc-smooth for i =0,1;
e there is homeomorphism ¢ : O — r(U) such that (O, ¢, (r(U),R} x E)) is compatible chart for
the M-polyfold X.
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e &:p~HO) = P:= R((U<F)|0]) is bundle isomorphism covering ¢.
Two strong bundle charts (V,®, (P,(RT x E) <F)) and (V',®', (P', (RS x E') <F')) are compatible iff the
transition maps ® o @ L[i] : ®(p~H(ONO")[i] — &' (p~H(ONO"))[i] and ®od@'~L[i] : &' (p~H(ONO"))[i] —
O(p~H(ONON)i] are sc-smooth fori =0,1. Thenp:Y — X is a tame strong M-polyfold bundle
iff it is equipped with a tame strong bundle atlas.

Note that a tame strong bundle ) defines two tame M-polyfold bundles Y[i] over X for i = 0,1, and
there is a sc®™ bundle inclusion Y[1] C Y[0] = Y covering the identity on X. Let p, : Vo, — X, and
Dy - Yy — A be two M-polyfold bundles, then a sc-smooth map F' : Y, — ), is a bundle map covering
amap f: X, > A iff ppo FF = fop, and F is linear on each fiber (V,)z. If pg, pp are strong bundles,
then F' is a strong bundle map iff F[i] : Y,[i] = Vp[i] are sc-smooth bundle maps for i = 0,1. A (strong)
bundle map is a (strong) bundle isomorphism iff it admits a (strong) bundle map inverse.

Remark 2.15. Sections of Y[1] are called sc™ -sections [27, Definition 2.27], which play the role of compact
perturbations.

Definition 2.16. A sc® G-action p on a tame strong M-polyfold bundle p : Y — X is a strong bundle
map p: G x Y — Y, such that p(h, p(g,y)) = p(hg,y) for h,g € G,y €.

Given a group action p, since p: G x Y — ) is a bundle map, it induces a map py : G x X — X on
the base. To see py is sc-smooth near a point (g,z) € G x X, we first choose sc*> section s defined on a
neighborhood of z. Then px(h, z) = p(p(h, s(z))), which is sc-smooth.

2.1.2. Slices of free group actions. Let p: Y — X be a tame strong M-polyfold bundle. Assume p is a
sc-smooth G action on p for a compact Lie group G. The core of the proof of Theorem 2.1 is finding
a slice O C X to the group action near every point xg € X, such that O is transverse to the orbits
of the group action. When X is a smooth manifold, we require slices to be submanifolds. There are
several notions of “smooth subset” of M-polyfolds, which generalize the notion of submanifold, e.g. [27,
Definition 2.12]. We will work with the following notion from [8] in Definition 2.19.

Definition 2.17 ([8, Definition 3.2, 3.4]). Consider an open subset U C R}* x R" x E for some n > 0,
a tame sc-retraction r : U — U 1is called R™-sliced if it satisfies mgn o v = mrn. A tame strong bundle
retraction R: U <F — U <F is R™-sliced if it covers a R™-sliced sc-retraction on U.

An important consequence of Definition 2.17 is that the restriction of r resp. R to R}* x {v} x E resp.
(R x {v} x E) < F is a tame retraction resp. tame strong bundle retraction for every v.

Lemma 2.18 ([8, Lemma 3.3, 3.5]). Given a R"-sliced tame retraction v : R x R" x ED> U — U, let
U= (R x {0} x E)NU. Then the restriction 7 := r|z : U — U is a tame retraction. Given a R"-sliced
tame strong bundle retraction R : U <F — U < F, the restriction R := Rlgp: U<F — U<F is a tame
strong bundle retraction.

Definition 2.19. Let X be tame M-polyfold. Then a subset O C X is called a slice if there exists a
tame chart (O, ¢, (O, R x R" x E)) such that O is defined by a R"-sliced retraction r : U — U and
O=¢lof(U):=¢ tor((R? x {0} x EyNU).

Let p: Y — X be a tame strong M-polyfold bundle and O a subset of X. The subset p‘l(@) cy
is called a bundle slice if there exists a tame strong bundle chart (O, ®, (P, (R} x R" x E) <)) such
that P is defined by a R"-sliced bundle retraction R: U <F — U <F and p~'(O) = ® o R(U < F) :=
d~ 1o R((RT x {0} x EyNnU) < F).

For a bundle slice p~*(0), p]p,l(@) :p~HO) — O is a tame strong M-polyfold bundle by Lemma 2.18.

In particular, slice O is a tame M-polyfold. The following normal form for submersions on retracts from
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[8] will be used to construct the slices for the quotient. To state the lemma, we first recall the reduced
tangent space from [27]. Let (O,R7" X E) be a sc-retract. For every « € O, the reduced tangent space
[27, Definition 2.15] is the subspace:

TEO := T,0N (R x E), C T,,0,
where (R x E), is defined in (2.1). In particular, if (0,0) € O C R x E, we have T(ISO)O c {0} x E.

Remark 2.20. TRO is invariant under sc-diffeomorphism [27, Proposition 2.8]. Therefore for a M-
polyfold X and x € Xy, we can define TRX = dqﬁ_l(TfO) C T X for any chart (O,¢,(O,R} x E))
with ¢(x) =y € O. TEX is called the reduced tangent space [27, Definition 2.20].

Lemma 2.21 ([8, Lemma 4.2, Remark 4.3]). Consider a tame sc-retract (O,R* x E) containing (0,0) €
Ox and a sc-smooth map f : O — R™. Suppose that f(0,0) = 0 and the restriction of the tangent

map Df(070)|T(1(-§70)0 : T(’&O)O — R" is surjective. Let K denote ker D(f o 7)0) N ({0} x E), where r is

a retraction for the sc-retract (O,R7} x E). Then we can view K as a subspace of E of codimension n.
Assume L C (T(}&O)O)OO is a complement of K in E. Then there erists neighborhoods U C R x E! of
(0,0) and U’ C R x R" x K! of (0,0,0), such that there exists a sc-diffeomorphism h: U — U’ with the
following properties.

h(0,0) = (0,0,0).

foroh™t t R x R™ x K! 5 U’ — R" is the projection to R™.

horoh™! is a R"-sliced retraction on U'. In particular, f~1(0) N U is a slice of O*.

Dh,0)({0} x L) = {0} x R™ x {0} and Dh(g)({0} x K') = {0} x {0} x K.

Remark 2.22. The existence of complement L is guaranteed, see [27, Lemma 2.2].

From the perspective of Lemma 2.21, in order to construct slices for the quotient, we need to construct
submersive maps to R4™ &, Such maps will not be globally defined on X in general. In fact, we can only
construct sc-smooth submersive maps near every smooth point xy € X.

Definition 2.23. A M-polyfold chart (O, ¢, (O,RT x E)) is around xo € X if ¢(x9) = (0,0) € R} x E.
It is clear that the existence of M-polyfold chart around zg is equivalent to zg € Xx. Let pxy : G X X —

X be a sc-smooth action on the M-polyfold X. Given a M-polyfold chart around zy and a neighborhood

B C G of id, we have a sc-smooth map that parametrizes the orbit through xg locally in this chart,

(2.2) v:B —= R} xE, g dopx(g,xo).

The infinitesimal directions of the G-action at x( in this chart is the subspace

(2.3) Dviq(TiaB) C (TO,0))00 € R™ X Eoy.

Proposition 2.24. Dyq(TiqB) C (T(ﬁo)O)w C {0} X Exy = Eqo.

Proof. For each g € G, the map px(g,-) is a sc-diffeomorphism. By [27, Proposition 2.8, 2.10], p(g, )
preserves the degeneracy index. In particular, we have ¢ o px(g,z0) € {0} x E C R} x E. Therefore
Dviq(TiaB) € TO(0) N ({0} x E) = T(fg 00 C {0} xE~E. O

Proposition 2.25. If px is free, then infinitesimal directions at xg € X in a chart (O, ¢, (O,R x E))
around xq is of dimension dimG.

Proof. Assume otherwise, that is there exists £ € TijqG such that Dviq(§) = 0. Then £(t) := px(exp(t§), xo) :
(—€,6) — X is a sc-smooth map with the property that DE(¢) = 0 because of the group property
px(exp(t€), px ((exp s€), w0)) = pa(exp(t€ + s€), z0). By [27, Proposition 1.7), ¢po& : (—¢,¢)! = (—¢,€) —
R x E is C'. Then £(t) = x¢, contradicting the free action assumption. d
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Since D9iq(TigB) C Eo is finite dimensional, by [27, Proposition 1.1] there exists a sc-complement H
of Dyq(TigB) in E. In Lemma 2.29 below, we prove that an open subset of the shifted space ¢~1(O N
(R x H?)) C X% is a slice. First, we use Lemma 2.21 to prove the following technical lemma, which is
used in constructing the slices to the group actions in both M-polyfold case (Lemma 2.29) and polyfold
case (Proposition 3.49).

Lemma 2.26. Let p:Y — X be a tame M-polyfold and (O, ®, (P, (R x E) <F)) a tame strong bundle
chart around xy € X covering a tame M-polyfold chart (O, ¢, (O, R} x E)). Let r be a tame retraction
and R a strong bundle retraction covering r, such that O = r(U) and P = R(U < F) for an open
neighborhood U C R x E of (0,0). For a neighborhood B C R™ of 0, assume A: Bx p~1(O) = Y is a
sc-smooth strong bundle map such that A(0,-)|,-1(0) = id,-1(0y. LetI': B x O — X denote the induced
map on the base covered by A. Suppose that DI (g ,\(ToB x {0}) C (TEO)s and is of dimension n. Let
E:=D(¢0T)(0.40)(ToB x {0}) C {0} x Eoo ~ Eo and H any sc-complement of = in E. Then there exist
open neighborhoods O' C O? of x¢,V C B of 0, such that the following hold.

(1) Let K := <HQT(}0%,0)01> ® (ker Dr 0 N ({0} x E')) C E'. There exist neighborhoods U' C U?
of (0,0), U" C R™ x R™ x K! of (0,0,0) and a sc-diffeomorphism h : U’ — U”", such that
horoh™':U" — U" is a R"-sliced retraction. Moreover O' = ¢~ or(U’).

(2) Dhio)(E) = {0} x R” x {0}, Dho0)({0} x K!) = {0} x {0} x KL.

(3) There exists a sc-smooth map f: O — V such that O’ := ¢~ oroh™ (RT x {0} x KH)NU") =
F7Y0) is a slice of X2 containing xo and p~'(O') is a bundle slice of p : Y — X2.

(4) Forx € O, g = f(x) is the unique element g € V, such that T(g,z) € O'.

(5)n: O — O defined by x — I(f(x),z) is sc-smooth. N : p~H(O') = p~1(O') defined by v —
A(f(p(v)),v) is a sc-smooth strong bundle map.

(6) O'=0"Nn¢ ' (ONRT x H)).

Proof. Let m=, mg be the projections to = and H in E = =@ H. We define ¥ := B x U — X, (g,u) —
I'(g,¢ ' or(u)). Let W be the preimage set =1 (0), which is an open neighborhood of (0,0,0) € B x U.
We consider the well-defined sc-smooth map ¢q: U x BO W — =:

q:(g,u) > mz0poX(gu) =mz0pol(g,¢ " or(u)).

Since Dq(0,0,0) 7y Bx{0yx{0} = 7= © D(¢ 0 T')(0,2¢) |1y Bx {0}, the assumption D(¢p o I')(g ) (ToB x {0}) = =
implies that

(2.4) Dq(0,0,0) |7y Bx{0}x{0} i an isomorphism on to =.

Then we can apply Lemma 2.30 to get open neighborhoods U* C U! of (0,0) and V C B of 0, and a
sc-smooth function ¢ : U* — V', such that

(2.5) q(v,u) =0 for u e U*,v € V iff v = t(u);

(2.6) Dt 0,0) (1) = (Dq(0,0,0)l v {03xg03) " © Dg(0,0,0)(0,u),  Vu € R™ x E'.
Note that I'(0, -) = idp by assumption. Then we have

(2.7) Dq(0,0,0)(0,u) = 7= 0 Dr(gg)(u), Vue€R™x E'.

Since Drg,0y|{0yx= = id=, (2.6) and (2.7) imply that
(2.8) Dt(0,0)l{0yx= is surjective onto TyV.

Note that q(r(z),g) = q(z,g), hence (2.5) implies that tor =t on U* x V. Hence |,y is a sc-smooth
function.
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Since = C T, o, 0)O by assumption, (2.8) implies that Dt ) \TR 0 (0 O)O — TpV is surjective. We

can apply Lemma 2.21 to t as follows: There exist open nelghborhoods U c (U*)' c U? of (0,0),
U” C R” x R" x K! of (0,0,0) and a sc-diffeomorphism & : U’ — U” such that horoh™! is a R™-sliced
retraction and t o 7 o h~! is the projection to R™, where

(2.9) K :=ker D(t o )90y N ({0} x E') = ker Dt(g9) N ({0} x E).

Then (2.7) implies that K = (H N T(Ig O)Ol) (ker Drg,0y N ({0} x E')) as in the statement of the proposi-

tion. Let O" := r(U"), 0" := horoh ™ (U") and O’ := ¢~ 1(0’) = ¢~ Loh™1(O") C X%. We also define H :=
h<idpz and R” := HoRoH ! and P” = R"(U"<F?). Then (O', Ho®, (P", (RT xR"xK!)<F?)) is a tame
strong bundle chart for p : Y2 — X2 around z( covering a M-polyfold chart (O’, hog, (0", RT x R" xK!)).
Therefore by Lemma 2.18, @' := ¢~ (t~1(0) N O') is a slice of X2 and p~(O’) is a bundle slice. So far,
we have proven Property (1) and (3). Property (2) follows from Lemma 2.21.

Let f : O — V be the sc-smooth map defined by x + to ¢(x). Let g € V and z € O’. Then I'(g,z) €
f~1(0) = @ is equivalent to ¢(0, ¢(I'(g,z))) = 0 by (2.5), that is 7z 0¢oI'(0,I'(g,z)) = m=opol(g,z) = 0.
Therefore I'(g,z) € O’ is equivalent to (g, ¢(x)) is a solution to ¢ = 0 in V x U’. Therefore by (2.5),
g=to¢(x)= f(x). Hence property (4) holds.

To see n(x) := I'(f(z),x) is sc-smooth. By chain rule [27, Theorem 1.1], 7 is a sc-smooth map from
O’ to O'. In chart U”, that is hogonod toroh™ :U" — R” x R® x K! is sc-smooth. Since
im(hogonop toroh™) CRT x {0} xK!, hogponogp~toroh ! is also a sc-smooth map from U” to
R” x {0} x K'. Thatisn: O — @ is sc-smooth. The sc-smoothness of N := p(f(p(x)),z) follows from
the same argument. This proves property (5).

To show property (6), for x € O', by (2.5) t(x) = 0 is equivalent to 0 = ¢(0,z) = m=0$o (0, p~Lor(x))
m=(z), i.e. z € H. Since O’ = {¢~(z)[t(z) = 0,2 € O}, hence O’ = O’ N ¢~ (O N (RT x H)).
Remark 2.27. Property (3) - (5) in Lemma 2.26 are directly used in the construction of G-slices, e.g.

Lemma 2.29, Proposition 3.49 and Proposition 3.75. Property (1) and (2) is used to get G-slices which
1s also good in the sense of Definition 2.41, see Proposition 2.45.

o

Definition 2.28. Let p be a sc-smooth action on tame strong M-polyfold bundle p : Y — X. For every
x9, a bundle G-slice of p around xq is a tuple (O,0,V, f,n,N) such that the following holds.

O is open subset of X and V C G is an open neighborhood of id.

f:0O =V isa sc-smooth map, such that o € O := f~1(id) and p~'(O) is a bundle slice.

Forxz € O, g = f(x) is the unique element g € V such that px(g,z) € O.

n:0O — O defined by x — px(f(x),x) is sc-smooth. N : p~1(O) — p~(O) defined by v —
,o(f(p(v)),v) is a sc-smooth strong bundle map.

e :0 = 0 X/G is injective.

Lemma 2.29. Let p be a sc-smooth action on the tame strong M-polyfold bundle p : YV — X such that
px is free. Then there exists a bundle G-slice of p : Y* — X? around every xg € Xao.

Proof. For zg € X, let (O, @, (P, (R} x E) <F)) be a tame strong M-polyfold bundle chart around
covering a tame M-polyfold chart (O, ¢, (O,R7 x E)). Then we define

A:BxpHO0) =Y, (9,0) = plg,v),
where B C G is a neighborhood of id. Then A(id, -)|,-1(0y = id,-1(0y and A covers the map
I''Bx0O— X,(g,x) — px(g,z).

Since the group action is free, by Proposition 2.24 and Proposition 2.25 DI'iq 4)(Tia B x{0}) = Dvia(Tia B) C
T;?)O and dim DI (iq ;) (Tia B x {0}) = dim B. Hence we can apply Lemma 2.26 to A. As a consequence,
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we have ((5’ , OV, f,n, N) satisfying all the conditions of a bundle G-slice except the injective condition.
Moreover, by Definition 2.28, for every open neighborhood O” c O of xg, let ©” = = (O"), then
(O", 0"V, f,n,N) satisfies all but the injective condition of a bundle G-slice.

We claim that there is an open neighborhood @” c O’ of x, such that 1| & s injective. Assume
otherwise, that is there exist z,,y, € @ converging to zo and g, # id € G such that px(gn,Tn) = yn-
Since G is compact, we have le)rglo gn; = go for a subsequence {n;};en. The continuity of py implies that

px(90,70) = xp. Since the group action is free, we have gy = id. In partig:ular, there exists n € N such
that g, € V. Then both z, = px(id,z,) and y, = px(gn,xy) are in O, which contradicts property
(4) of Lemma 2.26. As a consequence, (n~'(O"), 0", V, f,n, N) satisfying all the conditions of a bundle
G-slice. 0

Although a general implicit function theorem does not exists in sc-calculus [10], the following special
form holds. It is used in the proof of Lemma 2.29 and Lemma 2.43.

Lemma 2.30. Let ¢ : R" x R x E — R" be a sc-smooth map. Assume ¢(0,0,0) =0 and Dq(0,0,0) (R™ x
{0} x {0}) = R™. Then there exist open neighborhoods U C R7 x E! of (0,0), V. C R" of 0 and a
sc-smooth map f:U — V', such that

(1) ¢: R} xEpp1 DU, =V is C*L for all k > 0.
(2) q(v,u) =0 forue Uwv eV iffv= f(u);
(3) Df(0,0)(w) = (Dg0,0,0)lrnx 03 x{0}) " © Dg(0,0,0)(0, 1) for u € R™ x E'.

Proof. By [27, Proposition 1.7], ¢ : R" xR’ xE¥ — R"is a C* map. Since ¢(0,0,0) = 0 and Dq(9,0,0y(R" x
{0} x {0}) = R™, we can apply the classical implicit function theorem for partial quadrants in Banach
spaces'. That is there exist open neighborhoods U C R x E! of (0,0) and V C R™ of 0, and a C! map
f:U =V, such that q(v,u) =0 for u € U,v € V iff v = f(u). Moreover, Dq,,)(R" x {0} x {0}) = R".
for every (v,u) € V xU with ¢(v,u) = 0. It remains to prove that f is sc-smooth. For every (v,u) € V xU
with g(v,u) = 0, if u € R x E*, we can apply the classical implicit function theorem to the C* map
q: R*"xRT xEF — R™ near (v,u) to get a C¥ map f;, defined near u solving ¢(v, u) = 0. By the uniqueness
of implicit function, we have f = fk in a neighborhood of u in R x EF. Therefore f: UN (R x Ek) — R”
is C*. By [27, Proposition 1.8], f : U — V is sc-smooth. The last assertion follows from the classical
implicit function theorem. O

2.1.3. Free quotients of M-polyfolds and M-polyfold bundles. We first prove that bundle G-slices give rise
to a tame strong M-polyfold bundle structure on the topological quotient. In particular, part (1) of
Theorem 2.1 follows directly form the following lemma.

Lemma 2.31. Assume p acts on a tame strong M-polyfold bundle p : Y — X such that the induced action
px on X is free. For every xg € Xoo, we pick a bundle G-slice (Ogy, Oxg, Vs fos Mo Nay) 0f  around
zg. Let X := Upyex..px(G,04). Then D : p Y (X)/G — X /G is a tame strong M-polyfold bundle, such
that map

(2.10) Uy =TGgoL: p_l(OwO) <y p_l(Omo) i p_l(jC\)/G

1s a strong bundle morphism. Moreover, the quotient map wg : p‘l(f) — p‘l(/lA’)/G 18 a sc-smooth
strong bundle map.

IThe inverse function theorem for partial quadrant was discussed in [36, Theorem 2.2.4], and the implicit function theorem
for partial quadrants follows as a corollary.
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Proof. By construction, X is a G-invariant open subset of X containing X,,. We claim that for every
xo € X, the following maps

(2.11) Vo - Ogy = X 8 X/G
induce a sc-smooth structure on X /G C X/G.

To prove this claim, we first show 1, is a homeomorphism onto the image. Since 1)y, is injective,
it suffices to show that v, is an open map For every open subset Uc (’)xo, we have 1, (U) =

el (U)). Thus it is sufficient to prove o (ﬂg(nxo (Z/{))) C & is open. Because 7, L(Uf) C X is open,
px (Gonz ! @) © & is also open. Since 75! (ra(mt (@) = pa (Gt @), 7" (ralnz @) is
open.

Next we will prove the compatlblhty between 1, and . Consider a point ¢ € X /G such that

Ya(z) = Yp(y) = q for x € O,y € Op. If we view z,y as points in X, then mq(r) = ma(y) = q, i.e. there
exists go € G such that px(go,y) = x. We claim the transition map near y can be expressed as

Vo' o p(2) =14 0 pa(go, 2)-

This is because 7, is defined on a neighborhood of x = px(go,y) in O, and 7g o 14 © px(g90,2) =
7g o px(go,z) = w(z). Since 1, is sc-smooth, ;! o ¢y is sc-smooth. Since each slice (’jxo is a tame
M-polyfold, we give X /G a tame M-polyfold structure.

By [27, Theorem 2.2], X is metrizable. Therefore by Lemma 2.33 below, X'/G is again a metrizable
space and so is X /G. Hence X /G is a paracompact Hausdorff space with tame M-polyfold structure, i.e.
a tame M-polyfold.

Finally we prove that the quotient map 7¢ : XX /G is sc™. Consider z € X , by our construction
of X , there exist gy € G and a slice (59007 such that px(go, ) € @mo. Therefore the map mg can be locally
expressed as

TG 2 N © px (90, 2).
Since 7., and px are both sc-smooth, the quotient map 7g is sc-smooth by the chain rule.

Similarly, bundle maps ¥, : p~1(Oy,) < p~H(X Y) 58 p1(X) /G gives p~1(X)/G — X /G a tame strong
M-polyfold bundle structure such that the quotient map 7¢ : p_l(Q? ) — p_l(Q? )/G is a sc-smooth strong
bundle map. In particular,

(2.12) \I/;l o W, is a strong bundle isomorphism locally.
This fact is used in the proof of part (2) of Theorem 2.1. O

Proposition 2.32. Assume two different sets of choices of bundle G-slices in Lemma 2.31 give rise to
two quotient M-polyfolds i’;/G and ?/(\b/G. Let U be the topological quotient (faﬂfb)/G, which is an open
subset of X /G containing Xso/G. Then the identity map (X, /G)NU — (X,/G)NU is a sc-diffeomorphism,
where (X,/G)NU is U with the M-polyfold structure from X,/G and (X,/G)NU is U with the M-polyfold
structure from X,/G. Similarly, the identity map p~*(X,)/GNDH(U) — p~1(X%) /GNP (V) is a strong
bundle isomorphism.

Proof. We will prove the claim on the base M-polyfold and the assertion on the bundle follows from a
similar argument. The quotient construction in Lemma 2.31 has the following universal property: Let W
be a G-invariant open subset of X. If there is a G-invariant sc® map f : XNW = Z , then there exists
a unique sc™ map f : ()? NW)/G — Z such that f = fonmg on X NW. The existence and uniqueness
of a continuous map f follows from that ()? N W)/G is the topological quotient of Xnw by G. To see
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f is sc-smooth, we have the following commutative diagram,

Z

Op "W X W 7

(XNW)/G.

Recall from Lemma 2.31, ¢, : Opy "W — (z’? NW)/G is sc-diffeomorphism onto an open set. By the
diagram above, f oy, = f| By W Therefore f is sc-smooth.

Given the conditions of this proposition, we have the following commutative diagram by the universal
property,

')?a N /fb
~ id=7g >
X,/GNU —— X,/GNU,

where 7, resp. m, are the quotient maps on fa resp. /f’b and 7, T, are the sc-smooth maps induced by
G-invariant maps 7, resp. 7. Since T, = T, = idy as topological maps, identity map 7, : X,/GNU —
Xp/GNU is a sc-diffeomorphism with sc-smooth inverse 7. ]

The slice construction only gives M-polyfold structures resp. polyfold structures, which are local in
nature. Globally, M-polyfolds resp. polyfolds are also metrizable spaces. The following Lemma asserts
that the metrizablity passes to the quotients.

Lemma 2.33. Let X be a metrizable space, G a compact Lie group and p : G x X — X a continuous
group action, then the quotient topology on X /G is also metrizable.

Proof. Let d be a metric on X. We first show that averaging over G gives rise to a G-invariant metric dg
on X inducing the same topology. First we equip G with a left invariant Riemannian metric and define
amap dg: X x X — R, by

da(z,y) = /G d(gx, gy)dg.

Then dg is a G-invariant metric and dg is continuous. We claim that dg induces the same topology as
d. The continuity implies any dg-ball contains a d-ball. It suffices to prove that any d-ball contains a
dg-ball. Assume otherwise that there is a d-ball does not contain any dg-ball, i.e. there exist {yx }ren,
such that limdg(z,yr) = 0 and d(z,y,) > C. Let fi := d(gz,gyr) € C°(G). Then limg dg(z,yx) = 0
implies that the functions f; converge to 0 in the space of absolutely integrable functions L'(G) . After
passing to a subsequence, fj converge to 0 almost everywhere on GG. Then there is a g9 € G, such that
limg, fx(go) = limg d(gox, goyx) = 0. Since gy acts continuously on X, this implies d(z,y;) — 0, which
contradicts the assumption d(z,yx) > C. Hence d,dg induce the same topology on X.

Using d¢, we can equip X/G a metric as follows. Let mg denote the quotient map X — X/G. Then
over X/G, we define

dxjc(ra(x), ma(y)) = min da(z, gy).

For fixed z,y € X, dg(x, gy) is a continuous function on the compact space G. Therefore mingec dg(z, gy)
exists. Because dg is G-invariant, dx/ is well defined, i.e. it only depends on 7g(z), ma(y). We claim



QUOTIENT THEOREMS IN POLYFOLD THEORY AND S-EQUIVARIANT TRANSVERSALITY 15

dx/c is a metric on X/G. Since dg > 0, dx;q > 0. If dx/q(ng(z), ma(y)) = 0, then there exists g € G

such that dg(x, gy) = 0, hence x = gy and mg(z) = 7e(y). Since dg(z, gy) = dg(g~'z,y), we have

dx/q(rc(x),ma(y) = Igrgg da(z, gy)

= min dG(g_lﬂf, y)
geG

= mindg(y, g 'z)
geG

= mindg(y, gz)
geG

= dx/a(na(y), na(x)),
Therefore dx /g is symmetric. Finally, we check the triangle inequality. For z,y,z € X, pick g,h € G

such that dx/q(mq(v), 7c(y)) = da(z, 9y) and dx;q(7a(y), 7 (2)) = da(y, hz), since we have dg(y, hz) =
dc(gy, ghz), then

dx/q(mc(2), 7¢(v) + dx/a(tc(y), 7c(2)) = da(z,gy) + dc(y, hz)
da(, gy) + da(gy, ghz)
dg(x, ghz)
dx/c(ma(z), m6(2)).

(AVANAYS

Therefore dy /g is a metric.

To finish the proof, it suffices to show that dx/¢ induces the quotient topology. Assume U C X/G is
open in the quotient topology. Recall that U C X/G is open iff W(_;l(U ) C X is open. Then for every
point @ € 7' (U), there exists a dg-ball Bd(z) C 75 (U) of radius r > 0. We claim the dx,g-ball

d d
B¢ (ng(x)) is contained in U. This is because for any point 7g(y) € By~ (ra(z)), there exists g € G

such that dg(z,gy) < r. Therefore we have gy € 75 (U), hence ng(y) € U. Conversely, it suffices to

check that every dx/g-ball is open in the quotient topology. For a dy/g-ball fo/ “(ng(z)), we claim

Wc_;l(Bf«lX/G(Wg(:E))) = p(G, B (x)). This implies B,C«lx/c(ﬂ'g($)) is open in the quotient topology. To

prove the claim, note that y € ﬂ&l(BgX/G (ma(2))) iff dx/q(Ta(x), 7c(y)) < r, that is there exists g € G
such that dg(x, gy) < r, which is equivalent to y € p(G, B (z)). O

2.2. Free quotients of Fredholm sections.

2.2.1. Basics of sc-Fredholm sections. The most important feature of polyfold theory is that it has a Fred-
holm theory package [27, Chapter 3, 5], which includes an implicit function theorem and a perturbation
theory. The definition of sc-Fredholm section in polyfold is more involved than the classical Fredholm
theory, since the Fredholmness of linearization is not sufficient for an implicit function theorem, also see
[10].

Recall from Definition 2.14, strong M-polyfold bundles are modeled on bundle retracts, which can be
very complicated subset of a sc-Banach space. When analyzing zero sets of M-polyfold sections, we need
to extend sections from retracts to the underlying sc-Banach spaces so that we can apply the implicit
function theorem [27, Theorem 3.7] developed for sc-Banach spaces. Moreover, such extensions should
not change the zero sets. Therefore the following concept was introduced in [27, Definition 3.4].

Definition 2.34. Let R : U <F — U < F,(z,e) — (r(x),o(x)e) be a tame strong bundle retraction
and s : 7(U) — R(U < F) a sc-smooth section. A filled section s/ at (0,0) € U C RT x E is a section
sl U = U <« F with the following properties.

(1) s(x) = sf(x) for x € r(U).
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(2) If s/ (y) = o(r(y))s! (y) for a point y € U, then y € imr.
(3) Let S(y) == s/ (y) — o(r(y))s/ (y). Then DS(q ) [ker Dr(o.0) : ker Dr(g,0) — F is an isomorphism onto
ker 0(0,0).

We first show that fillings induce fillings for any restriction of the section to a slice in the sense of
Definition 2.19.

Proposition 2.35. Let R = (r,0) be a R"-sliced bundle retraction on U QF for an open neighborhood
U CRT xR"xK of (0,0,0) covering a R"-sliced retraction r. Let U := (RT x {0} xK)NU, R := Rlg.r
and 7 := r|g. Assume s:r(U) — R(U <F) be a section with filling s’ : U — F. Then the restriction to
the slice § := S’r(U) :#(U) — R(U < F) has a filling 3 := s7|5.

Proof. Tt suffices to check the three properties of Definition 2.34. Property (1) holds because s/ |7 is the
restriction of s/. For property (2), if 3/ (y) = o(#(y))5/ (y) for a point y € U, then sf(y) = o(r(y))sf (y).
By the property (2) of the filling s/, we have y € imr. Since im# = U Nimr, we have y € im 7.

For property (3), let S(y) := 8/ (y) — o(7(y))3/ (y) for y € U and S(y) := s/ (y) — o(r(y))s’ (y) for y € U.
Then S = S|, hence we have DS(g 0y = DS(g,0,0)|lrmx{0yxx- Since r is R"-sliced, i.e. mgn o7 = R0, we
have ker Dr(g 9y = ker D o) C R™ x {0} x K. Therefore, we have

DS(0,0)lker D(ro) 0.0y = P5(0,0,0) [ker Dr(g.0.0) -
Therefore DS*(O,O) |ker Df(g,0) 1S an isomorphism onto ker 0(0,0,0) due to property (3) of the filling s/. O

The key ingredient of the Fredholm property in polyfold theory is the following contracting property,
so that implicit function theorem [27, Theorem 3.7] holds. Note that for a C'! map between Banach
spaces, the following contracting property holds after a C' change of coordinate as long as the map has
a Fredholm linearization.

Definition 2.36 ([27, Definition 3.6]). Let C' := RT x R* and let W be a sc-Banach space. A basic
germ is a sc-smooth germ at (0,0) represented by a sc-smooth section

U—-U<RY xW, 2w (2, f(z)),
on an open neighborhood U C C x W of (0,0), such that f(0,0) =0 and
B(c,w) :=mwf(c,w) —w, Y(c,w)eU
has the contracting property: For every m € N,e > 0, there exists a neighborhood U, C Up, of (0,0), so
that
(2.13) ||B(c,w) — B(c,w)||m < €|jw —w'||m, V(e,w), (c,w") € Uem.

Then the definition of sc-Fredholm sections of strong M-polyfold bundles is the combination of Defini-
tion 2.34 and Definition 2.36.

Definition 2.37 (|27, Definition 3.8]). Letp: Y — X be a M-polyfold bundle and s : X — ) a sc-smooth
section. A bundle chart (O, ®, (P, (R} xE)<F)) around xg € Xo along with a strong bundle isomorphism
A:UAF = U < (RN x W), (z,v) — (a(z), A(z)v) is a Fredholm chart of s around xq if the following
holds.
(1) U CRPXE, U C CxW :=RT xRFxW are open neighborhoods of (0,0), such that R(U<F) = P
for a tame strong bundle retraction R.
(2) ®,s has a filling s’ : U — F.
(3) a(0,0) = (0,0) and there exists a sct-section v : U — U’ < (RN x W) such that A,s’ —~ is a
basic germ at (0,0).
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The section s is sc-Fredholm section iff the following two conditions hold.

e Regularization property: if s(z) € V[1], then x € Xpi1.
e Basic germ property: for every xg € X, there exists a Fredholm chart around xg.

A sc-Fredholm section is proper, if s~*(0) is compact in the Xy topology.

Remark 2.38. Note that the regularization property implies that s~*(0) C Xs. By [27, Theorem 5.3],
when s71(0) is compact in the Xy topology, then s~1(0) is compact in the Xo topology’. As a consequence,
571(0) is compact in X; topology for everyi. Therefore we will not specify the topology for the compactness
going forward.

Remark 2.39. By [27, Theorem 3.10], sc-Fredholm properties are preserved under sc perturbations
after a level shift.

2.2.2. Sc-Fredholm property of quotients. The goal of this subsection is to prove part 2 of Theorem 2.1,
namely that a proper G-equivariant sc-Fredholm section descends to a proper sc-Fredholm section on
the free quotient of an M-polyfold bundle. The proof can be found at the end of this subsection. Most
parts of this proof work with the quotient of the section in local coordinates, i.e. with restrictions of the
sc-Fredholm section to G-slices (Definition 2.28) established in Lemma 2.29. Thus we will more generally
consider restrictions of sc-Fredholm sections to slices of M-polyfolds, as defined in Definition 2.19. The
following proposition follows directly from the definition of regularization property in Definition 2.37.

Proposition 2.40. Let p: Y — X be a tame strong M-polyfold bundle with s : X — Y a sc-Fredholm
section. Assume p~1(O) is a bundle slice (Definition 2.28), then § := s|5 : O — p~'(O) has the
reqularization property in Definition 2.37.

Next we need to address the question of whether the restriction § has the basic germ property in
Definition 2.37. Since the main condition of the basic germ property is the contracting property (2.13)
after a bundle isomorphism A in Definition 2.37, the basic germ property of § requires some compatibility
between the bundle isomorphism A and the slice ©. To be more precise, we introduce the following notion
of good slice to ensure the restriction s|z inherits the basic germ property from s, see Lemma 2.43.

Definition 2.41. A slice O of X around xg € Xs is good with respect to a sc-Fredholm section s : X —
Y, if we have the following.
(1) There is a Fredholm chart (O, ®, (P, (RT xE)<F), A) around xq for s covering a tame M-polyfold
chart (O, ¢,(O,RT x E)). R is a strong bundle retraction covering a tame traction r such that
P =R(U <F) and O =r(U) for an open neighborhood U C R x E of (0,0).
(2) The strong bundle isomorphism A : U<IF — U'<(RY xW) is in the form of (z,v)  (a(z), A(z)v),
where « is a sc-diffeomorphism from U to a neighborhood U' C C x W := R™ x R* x W of (0,0)
and A(x) is a linear isomorphism from F to RN x WY for every x € U.
(3) There is a sc-diffeomorphism h: U — U” C RT x R" x K such that r"" :== horoh™ : U" — U"
is R"-sliced, h(0,0) = (0,0,0) and O = ¢~ oro h L ((RT x {0} x K)nU").
(4) mrn 0o D(hoa )0 lyxw : W — R™ is surjective.
Remark 2.42. Suppose the slice is constructed as in Lemma 2.21 from a submersive map f. Then the
following two equivalent conditions imply goodness. Let E := Tgf)X,F :=kerDf;, N Tﬁ){.

(1) There exists a n dimensional subspace L C TﬁXoo, such that it is a complement of F in E and
D(ao @)z (L) C {0} x W. This is the s-compatibly transversality condition in [8, Definition 5.8]
(2) D(avo @)z (F) N {0} x W is a n-codimensional subspace in D(cvo @)z, (E) N {0} x W.

2The Xs topology is the inverse limit topology of & topology on X.
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The second condition is generically satisfied if we can perturb F', which is exactly the proof in Proposition
2.45 of the existence of good slices.

Proof. By Lemma 2.21, we have D(h o 04_1)(0,0) oD(a o0 ¢)y (L) =R™, hence (1) implies Definition 2.41.
Next we will prove (1)< (2). If L C TR X is a complement of F in E, such that D(ao¢)g, (L) C {0} x W,
then D(a o ¢)4, (L) is the complement of D(a o @)y, (F) N{0} X W in D(avo @)y, (E) N {0} x W,. Hence
(1)=(2). If D(a o ¢)z,(F) N {0} x W, is n-codimensional in D(a o ¢)z,(E) N {0} x W, Let V be
the n-dimensional complement, then there exists L C Eo such that D(a o ¢),,(L) = V. Then L is the
complement of F' in E satisfying condition (1). O

Lemma 2.43. Let 29 € Xoo and O a good slice of X around with respect to a sc-Fredholm section
s: X — Y. Then there is a Fredholm chart around zo for §:= s|z : O — p~1(O1).

Proof. By the assumption of O being a good slice, we have the following structures and properties:

(1) a strong bundle chart (O, ®, (P, (R} x E) < F)) around z¢ covering a tame M-polyfold chart
(0,9¢,(0,RY x E)), where P = R(U < F) and O = r(U) for bundle retraction R covering tame
retraction 7 and open neighborhood U C R x [E of (0, 0);

(2) ®.5:0 — P has a filling s/ : U — U < F as in Definition 2.34;

(3) astrong bundle isomorphism A : U</F — U’ <1(RY x W) for an open neighborhood U’ € Cx W :=
R7 x RF x W of (0,0), where A = (a, A) consisting of a sc-diffeomorphism « : U — U’ and a sc™®
family of linear isomorphism A(z) : F — RY x W parametrized by x € U;

(4) a scT-section v : U’ — U’ <1 (RN x W) such that A,s/ — v is a basic germ at (0, 0);

(5) a sc-diffeomorphism h : U — U” C R x R" x K such that horoh™' : U”" — U” is R"-sliced,
h(0,0) = (0,0,0) and O = ¢~ or o A" H((RT x {0} x K) N U");

(6) mr, oD(ho a_l)(070)|{0}xw : W — R”™ is surjective.

Sc-smooth map H := h<idp : U<F — U” <F is a strong bundle isomorphism. Let R” := HoRoH ™!,
which is a R"-sliced bundle retraction on U” < F. Then (O, H o ®,(R"(U" < F), (R} x R" x K) < F))
is another strong bundle chart around zg. Then H,s/ is a filling of (H o ®),s by [8, proof of part (III)
Lemma 4.2]. Let U" := (R7 x {0} x K) N U" and 3/ := H,sf|5,. By Proposition 2.35, 3/ is a filling of
5:0 — p~Y(O) in the chart induced by (O, H o ®, (R"(U" < F), (RT x R" x K) < F)).

It remains to verify that §/ is basic germ after a bundle isomorphism. We claim that there exist a
sc-Banach subspace T C W with a finite dimensional complement T+, a sc-diffeomorphism ¢ : Uy — U,
for open neighborhoods U, C C x T',Us < (U”)' of (0,0) and a strong bundle isomorphism Q :
Uy < (RN x W) — U, <« F! covering ¢ such that Q*3/ is a basic germ. For better visualization of all the
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structures, we have the following diagram.
*gf
CxT' 5 U, Z2o U, < (®RY x W= U, < (RN x T+ x TV

] X

R x {0} x K! D U, > LU, <F!

N M

- S ~ ~ Ho®),5 ~ ° - - _
R x (0} xKo 0" — L ~grar 5 @ TR0 aF) £ 0 s p1(0)

L 1<idp \[
(Ho®)

S‘f *S fe)
RT xR x K> U" — 2 g/ qF 5> "(U") —R"(U" < F) 2220

] " | |

’BI
S

sf xS s
R? xE>U UaF > r(U) —22= RU QF) <2 O —5 p~1(0)
«a A
A, st
CxWoOU U < (RN xW)
Filled sections on partial quadrants Sections on retracts Sections on M-polyfolds

Here ¢ : U” — U” is the inclusion and 7 := |, and R" = R"|7, are the retractions on the slice.
Let B := aoh™!. Since mgn o Dﬂ(_olo)‘{o}xw : W — R” is surjective,

T := ker <71'Rn o Dﬁ(_o,lo) |{0}><W)

is a subspace in W of codimension n. Because mgn o Dﬂ(_olo)({O} x Wy ) is a dense subspace of mgn o
Dﬁ(_olo)({O} x W) = R", we have mgn o Dﬁ(_olo) (Ws) = R™. Therefore we can pick n preimages of the

basis of R™ in W,,. They form a subspace T+ C W,,. Then we have a splitting W = T @ T+ and
TTRn © Dﬂ(_olo)‘{o}xl‘i : T+ — R™ is an isomorphism. For (u,e) € RT x K! close to (0,0), we define a
sc-smooth map ¢’ by

(2.14) q : (u,e) = (mrc o Boilu,e),mromyo Boilu,e)).

That is ¢’ is the composition of the ¢, 8 and the projection from C' x W' to C' x T!. We claim ¢ has an
inverse given by
q:(c,t) = B (e, t +0(c, 1),

where (c,t) € C x T close (0,0) and 0(c,t) € T+ solves the following equation,
(2.15) TR 0 B (e, t +0) = 0.

Since w(f, ¢, t) := mrn 0 B 1(c,t + 0) is a sc-smooth function from an open neighborhood of (0,0,0) in
T x C x T to R and Duw(,0,0)(,0,0) = mrn 0D 9,03~ (u), i.e. Dwq ) is invertible on T+. By Lemma
2.30, there is a sc-smooth map 6(c,t) from an open neighborhood Ug C C x T of (0,0) to T, such that
f(c,t) solves the equation w(#,c,t) = 0 for (¢, t) € Ug and @ € D, where D C T+ is an open neighborhood
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of 0. Moreover, 6(0,0) = 0. This shows ¢ is sc-smooth near (0,0). We now prove ¢ is the inverse to ¢'.
First for (¢, t) € Ug

¢ oqle,t) = moxroforof e, t+6(ct))
moxro oS (et +0(c,t))
= (¢t).
On the other hand, if (u,e) € (RT x K') N ¢~ (Un) N7wpr o Bo v (D) and let (c,t) := ¢'(u,e) =
moxT © B o t(u,e). Then (¢, t + gL o foi(u,e)) = B(u,e), which means 6 := 7L o 5o t(u,e) solves
equation (2.15) in Uny x D. Then we have on (R7 x K') N ¢~ (Un) Ny o Bo (D),
goq(ue) = g7t (¢'(r,k) + (0, 7p1 0 Bou(u,e)))
P2V 8710 Bou(ue)
= (u,e).
Therefore q is the inverse to ¢’ locally. Moreover, ¢ has the following property
(2.16) Borogq(c,t)=pFoq(et)=(c,t+6b(ct)).

We choose open neighborhoods U,  U”,Ux C Un, such that ¢/ : Uy — Un,q : Uy — U, are inverse to
each other.

The strong bundle isomorphism Q : U, <1 (RY x W) — U, < F! is defined by (x,v) — (q(x),A(h™' o
voq(z))~'w). It has an inverse (z,v) — (¢'(z), A(h™! ou(x))v). It remains to show that Q*3/ up to a sct
perturbation is a basic germ at (0,0).

First, we have
Q 3 (c,t) = A oroq(e,t)s (q(c,t))

= A toroqg(et)st (Rt orog(e,t))

= A,sToaohtorogle,t)
(2.17) = A,sfoBoro q(e,t).
Let 7 := Q"1  H A*y : Uy — Uy <0 (RY x W), which is a scT-section on U,. Then by the same reason
for (2.17), we have

F(e,t) =y o Boroget).
We write
B(e,w) = mw o A,/ (¢, w) — mwy(c,w) — w

and

B(e,t) = wpoQ*3/ (c,t) —mpoF(t,w) —t
= 7rod.sfoforog(e,t)—mproyoBoroglet)—t.

To show Q*5/ is a basic germ, it suffices to prove B(c,t) has the contracting property (2.13). By (2.16)
we have ~
B(e,t) = mroA.s/oforog(et) —mroyoforog(et)—t

= mroA.sf(c,t +0(c,t)) —mroy(e,t+6(c,t)) —t

= mroB(c,t+6(ct)).
Since B(e,w) has contracting property (2.13) and 6(0,0) = 0, Ve > 0,m > 1 € N there exist an open
neighborhood Uy ,,, C C' x Ty, of (0,0), over which we have:

1B(c,t1) = Ble,ta)llr,, < ellé(c,tr) + t1 = 0(c,t2) — tallw,,
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Since 0(c, t) is C* on C'x Ty, for m > 1 by Lemma 2.30, ||0(c, t1)—0(c,t2)||w,, is bounded by C,|[t1 —t2||T,,
on Uy C C x Ty, Since [[t1 — ta2|lw,, = |[t1 — t2l|r,, for t1,t2 € Ty, we have

1B(c,t1) — Bc, ta)|I1,, < €(Cr + 1)|[ts — tollr,,,  V(e.t1), (¢ t2) € Uem N Ugny.-
This proves that Q*3/ is a basic germ at (0, 0). O

Remark 2.44. In the proof of Lemma 2./3, a good slice is used to get a sc-diffeomorphism q such that
(2.16) holds. The importance of (2.16) is that 5 ot o q does not change the coordinate in C, so that we
can use the contracting property of A.sf — 7.

Next we prove the existence of good slices. We first prove a more general result that will also be used in
later in the construction of polyfold quotient. When constructing slices using Lemma 2.26, we can choose
different complements H to construct different changes of coordinates h. When the base M-polyfold is
infinite dimensional, then it is always possible to find a complement H such that the slice constructed in
Lemma 2.26 is good. To be more specific, we have the following proposition.

Proposition 2.45. Let ((O,®,(P, (R} x E) <)), A) be a Fredholm chart (Definition 2.57) of tame
strong M-polyfold bundle p : Y — X around xy € Xs with respect to a sc-Fredholm section s : X — Y.
Suppose the covered chart on the base is (O, ¢, (O, R} x E)). Assume the bundle isomorphism A is the
form of
U<aF U < ®Y xW), (z,v) = (a(z), A(z)v),
where U C R XE and U' C C' x W := R x R* x W are neighborhoods of (0,0). Under the assumptions
of Lemma 2.26, that is
(1) for a neighborhood B C R™ of 0 we have a strong bundle map A : B x p~*(O) — Y such that
A(0,-) = idpfl(o),'
(2) letT': BxO — X denote the map on the base covered by A, then = := D(¢oT) (0 (ToB x {0}) C
(TE(0))oo C {0} x Ex and dim = = n.
If X is infinite dimensional, then there exists a sc-complement H of = in E, such that the slice O C X2
yield by Lemma 2.26 is good with respect to s.

Remark 2.46. Recall that in Lemma 2.19, G-slices (Definition 2.28) are constructed by applying Lemma
2.26 to A : Bxp~1(O) = Y, (g,v) = p(g,v), where B C G is a neighborhood id and p : G xY — Y is the
action. Therefore by Proposition 2.45 and Lemma 2.29, if the base M-polyfold X is infinite dimensional,
then there exists G-slice ((’j, O,V, f,n,N) around xy € Xo such that O c X2 is good.

Proof. If we pick a sc-complement H of Z in E, then Lemma 2.26 yields a slice O’ ¢ X2 around z. And
by property (1) of Lemma 2.26, there is a change of coordinz@te h : U" — U" for neighborhoods U’ C U? of
(0,0) and U” C RT xR"xK! of (0,0,0), such that the slice O’ = ¢~ Loroh™ ((R7 x {0} xK!)NU"). Recall
from Definition 2.41, to show @’ is a good slice, it suffices to prove mgn oD(hoa™! )(0,0)| {0y xw2 is surjective
onto R™. Since Doz_1|(0,0)({0} x W2) € R™ x E? is finite codimensional in E? and T(I'(;){O)O2 c {0} x E?is
infinite dimensional by assumption, then

M :=T(§5,0* N Do (0,0 ({0} x W?) C T(§,0% C {0} x E?
is infinite dimensional and it is sufficient to prove
(218) TTRn O Dh(O,O) (M) == Rn
By property (1) and (2) of Lemma 2.26, we have
(2.19) e © Dhg)({0} x E) = R",  mgn 0 Dhg 0 (T, 0% N ({0} x H)) = 0.
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Note that =@ ( 0.0) 0? N ({0} x H)> (0 0)02 then by (2.19), (2.18) is equivalent to M + T(o 0)02

({0} x H) = T(JS’O)O? Let 7= denote the projection of E = Z @ H to Z. Then it suffices to prove
m=(M) = =.

We claim that there exists a projection 7, : E — = such that (M) = Z. Then by the discussion above
H := ker w. gives rise to a good slice. To prove the claim, we first pick any projection 7y : E — = and
then we will perturb m to m¢ so that m.(M) = =. Since M is mﬁmte dimensional, we can pick linearly
independent vectors 61,...,60, € My such that (6,...,60,) N Z = {0}. Then by the Hahn-Banach
theorem, there are continuous linear functionals (hence sc—smooth) l; : E — R such that [;(6;) = 0;; and
= C kerl;. Let &,...,&, be a basis of £, then we define for € := (e1,...,¢,) € R",

me:E—Z, e mle)+ Z eili(e)&

Therefore 7.(&;) = & and 7 o e = m for every e, that is 7 is a projection from E to Z. If we consider
el (6y,...0,)> then

det(me|(q,....0 H €; + lower order terms,

when we use {0,...,0,} and {&,...,&,} as ba51s. Therefore there exists € such that 7|, . g,) is an
isomorphism. Hence the claim is proven for such . O

Proof of part (2) of Theorem 2.1. Let {(Oy, Oy, Vi, fus 01z, N, )}gce,'\goo be the bundle G-slices used in Lemma,
2 31 for the construction of X'. Therefore by Lemma 2.31, ¥, 1((596) S p O, S p(A)/G

n (2.10) are strong bundle isomorphisms, where wg : p 1(X ) = p~1(X)/G is the quotient map and
L p‘l(@x) — p~1(O,) is the inclusion.

Since the section s is G-equivariant, s induces a continuous section 3 : X! /G — p‘l(/f’ /G by
w5, To see 5 is sc-smooth and has the regularization property, since Vs = /*m;5 = 1*s = §
Proposition 2.40 implies that s is sc-smooth and has the regularization property.

Next, we claim that 5 : X! /G — p‘l(/f’ 1Y/G has the basic germ property. It suffices to show that there
is a Fredholm chart in O} around x for 5. By Remark 2.46, for every x € X, there exists a bundle G-slice
(O, 0. V! £ 0., N') around z such that O, C X2 is a good slice. In particular, by Lemma 2.15 there
is a Fredholm chart around z in (O))! for & := sl (O = p~1((OL)Y). The good slice O, is not
necessarily O, in the construction of X. However, by (2.12) ¥ o ¥/ is a strong bundle isomorphism,
where ¥ is the map in (2.10) for the slice O’,. Since s is G-equivariant, we have

8= sl = (U,)'5 = (U, o W) Wis = (U, o W))*5

x x

><>

¥

!@

in a neighborhood of x where the strong bundle isomorphism W;! o ¥/ is defined. Therefore there is a
Fredholm chart in O} around x for 3.

Since 3_1(0) is compact in Xy topology, by Remark 2.38, s71(0) is compact in &3 topology. Because
__1(0) -L0)/G and G is compact, 571(0) is compact in X3/G topology, i.e. the X1/G topology. That
iss: Xl/G — p~1(X1)/G is a proper sc-Fredholm section. O

In the following, we recall the concept of general position from [27], which plays an important role in
getting boundary and corner structures on the zero set of a sc-Fredholm section.

Definition 2.47 ([27, Definition 5.9]). Given a sc-Fredholm section s : X — Y of a tame strong M-
polyfold bundle p : Y — X, we say s is in general position if the linearization Ds, : T,X — Y, for
x € s71(0) is surjective and ker Ds, has a sc-complement in the reduced tangent space TREX . Equivalently,
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s is in general position if for all x € s~(0) the restricted linearization szleX :TEX — Y, is surjective.
In other words, s restricted to all the boundary and corner is transverse to 0.

Remark 2.48. Under the assumptions of Theorem 2.1, s is in general position iff s is also in general
position. Let (@,O,V,f,n, N) be a G-slice around x € X, since the infinitesimal directions = of the
group action is contained in TEO. Moreover, TEO = Z @& TEO. Since s is G-equivariant, we have
Ds;(E) = 0. Therefore Dsy|pro — YV being surjective is equivalent to that Dsy|prp — Vu is surjective,
that is's is general position. :

[27, Theorem 5.6] assert that there exist sct- perturbations so that the perturbed sections are in
general position. Moreover, the zero set of a sc-Fredholm section in general position is a manifold with
boundary and corner and the degeneracy index on the zero set equals to the degeneracy index of the base
M-polyfold.

Remark 2.49. The concept of good position was introduced in [27, Definition 3.16]. When a sc-Fredholm
(multi)section is in good position on the boundary, the zero set still has boundary and corner structure by
[27, Theorem 3.13]. It can be shown that if s is in good position then 3 is also in good position.

3. FINITE ISOTROPY QUOTIENT OF POLYFOLDS

In this section, we prove the main result Theorem 1.1 except the claim on orientation. Polyfolds are
modeled on groupoids as in [32], hence should be thought of as the orbifold version of M-polyfolds. Since
a polyfold can have finite isotropy, the quotient theorem for polyfolds also allows the group action to
have finite isotropy. If one works on general polyfolds, some pathological polyfolds, e.g Example 3.20
and Example 3.21, obstruct the construction in this paper. In particular, the Hausdorfiness of quotients
might fail, see Remark 3.53 and Example 3.54. Therefore we introduce regular polyfolds and bundles
in Definition 3.13 and Definition 3.59, the quotient construction works for regular polyfolds and regular
polyfold bundles. All Polyfolds in known applications [25, 11, 29, 41] are regular and regularity can be
checked easily by Proposition 3.17, Proposition 3.18 and Corollary 3.19. We also point out that orbifolds
are always regular.

We review the basics of polyfolds and introduce regular polyfolds in Section 3.1. Section 3.2 introduces
the definition of group actions on polyfolds and Section 3.3 discusses properties of group actions. We
construct the polyfold quotients in Section 3.4. Section 3.5 is about quotients of polyfold bundles and
sc-Fredholm sections.

3.1. Regular polyfolds. We first recall definitions and properties of polyfolds that will be used in this
paper from [27]. For that purpose, we first recall the definition of an ep-groupoid.

3.1.1. Ep-groupoids and regular ep-groupoids.

Definition 3.1 ([27, Def 7.3]). An ep-groupoid (X, X) is a groupoid such that the object set X and the
morphism set X are M-polyfolds. Moreover, all the structure maps: source s, target t, composition m,
unit u and inverse i are sc-smooth and the following two properties hold,

e étale: s,t are surjective local sc-diffeomorphisms; _
e proper: for every x € X, there exists an open neighborhood V of x, such that t : s~1(V) — X is
proper, where V is the closure of V in X.3

An ep-groupoid is tame if the object space X is a tame M-polyfold.

3Hence for every open set W with W C V, ¢t : s71 (W) — X is proper.
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The proper condition of Definition 3.1 implies that for every & € X, the isotorpy group stab, is
finite [27, Proposition 7.4]. The étale condition of Definition 3.1 implies that every ¢ € X there exists
neighborhoods Uyy) C X, Uygy C X and Uy C X of s(¢),t(¢) and ¢, such that both s : Uy — Uy and
t: Uy — Uyy) are diffeomorphisms. The following definition was introduced in [27, §7.1].

Definition 3.2. For every ¢ € X, we define
(3.1) Ly:=to S_l, Us(¢) — Ut(¢),
which is a sc-diffeomorphism.

Definition 3.3. Let 2 be a finite group. Assume there is a sc-smooth group action p: 2 x O = O on a
M-polyfold O. The translation groupoid 2 x O is defined to be:

Obj(2x O) := 0O, Mor(Q2 x O) :=Q x O.
The structure maps are defined by:
s:(g,) — x, t:(g,x) — p(g,x), V(g,z) € Mor(2 x O) =Q x O
The composition for (h,y) and (g,z) satisfying y = p(g,x) is defined to be (hg,x). The inverse map is
given by i(g,x) = (g7, p(g, ) and the unit map is given by u(x) = (id, z).

It is clear that the source and target maps of 2 x O are étale and 2 x O is proper by Proposition
3.9. Therefore Q x O is an ep-groupoid. The following theorem, as another consequence of the étale
and proper properties in Definition 3.1, essentially says that an ep-groupoid is locally isomorphic to a
translation groupoid.

Theorem 3.4 ([27, Thm 7.1]). Given an ep-groupoid (X, X), an object x € X and an open neighborhood
V. C X of xz. Then there exist an open neighborhood U, C V, of x and a group homomorphism defined
by

stab, — Diffs.(Uy), ¢ +— Lg.

where Diffs.(Uy) is the group of sc-diffeomorphism from U, to itself. Moreover, there is a sc-smooth map
Y stab, xU, — X,

such that they have the following properties:

g E(¢7 ':U) = ¢;
e s(X(d,y)) =y and t(X(9,y)) = Ly(y) for all y € Uy, and ¢ € stab,;
o If1:y — zis a morphism connecting two objects y,z € U, then there is a unique ¢ € stab, such

that %(¢,y) = .
iUy 2 . . . . . .
In other words, stab, XU, (Zui>) (X, X) is a fully faithful functor, where iy, : Uy — X is the inclusion.
The following corollary is a direct consequence of Theorem 3.4 and Definition 3.2.

Corollary 3.5. Let (X, X) be an ep-groupoid and U, C X a neighborhood of x € X such that Theorem
3.4 holds. Let v € X such that s(v),t(¢) € U,. Then Ly is defined on U, and there exists ¢ € stab,
such that Ly, = Ly on U,.

Remark 3.6. If (X, X) is only an étale groupoid with finite isotropy. Then for every x € X and open
neighborhood V, containing x, there exists an open meighborhood U, containing x such that

stab, — Diffsc(Uy), ¢ — Ly
is a group homomorphism, see the proof of [27, Thm 7.1].
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The fully faithful functor stab, XU, (ZMLSE) (X, X) can be thought of as the local charts on an ep-

groupoid. To be more precise, the following definition was introduced in [27]. For an ep-groupoid

(X, X), there is an equivalence relation ~x on X such that z ~x y iff there exists ¢ € X with s(¢) = x

and t(¢) = y. Let |X|:= X/ ~x. Then |X| is a topological space equipped with the quotient topology.
We use | - | to denote the quotient map X — |X|.

Definition 3.7 ([27, Definition 7.9]). Let (X, X) be an ep-groupoid and = be an object in X. A local
uniformizer around x is a fully faithful functor

U, @ stab, xU; — (X, X),

where U, C X is an open neighborhood of x, such that the following properties hold:

(1) on the object level W9 : U, — X is an inclusion of open subset, on the morphism level Wl :
stab, xU, — X is sc-smooth;

(2) on the orbit space |Vy| : Uy / stab, — |X] is homeomorphism onto an open subset of |X|, i.e. [Usy|
is open in |X|.

Every neighborhood U, in Theorem 3.4 defines a local uniformizer by stab, X/, (mz_,>2 ) (X, X), where
the property on the orbit space was verified in [27, Proposition 7.6]. Hence we will call U, a local
uniformizer when there is no confusion.

In constructions of ep-groupoids, we need to verify the properness in Definition 3.1. For that purpose,
we introduce the following characterization of properness in Proposition 3.9

Definition 3.8. An orbit set in an open subset U C X of a point x € X is defined to be the set
Syu i ={¢ € X|s(¢) =z, t(¢) eU} C X.

Note that we do not require € U and the orbit set S, ;s only depends on |z| € |X| and Y. Theorem
3.4 implies that if U, is a local uniformizer around = and y € U,, the cardinality of the orbit set .S, ;;, is
|stab, |. Also note that ¢ : s71(V) — X being proper implies that t(s~1(V)) C X is sequentially closed.
Since M-polyfold X is metrizable, t(s~(V)) is closed. In fact, those two properties imply properness of
an étale groupoid, i.e. we have the following proposition.

Proposition 3.9. Let (X, X) be an étale groupoid with finite isotropy. Assume for every x € X, there
exists an open neighborhood U, C X of x, such that the following two conditions hold.

(1) For every y € Uy, |Syu,| = |stabg |.
(2) There exists an open neighborhood V, C V, C U, of x, such that t(s~*(V,;)) is a closed subset of
X.

Then (X, X) is an ep-groupoid.

Proof. We claim that t : s~%(V,) — X is proper. Let K C X be compact set. It suffices to prove
t=H(K)Ns (V) € X is compact. We will prove compactness by a finite cover of compact sets. Let
n := |stab,|. By assumption (1), for y € t(s~'(U,)), there are exactly n morphisms ¢1,..., ¢,, such
that t(¢;) = y and s(¢;) € U,. Because the source and target maps s,t are local sc-diffeomorphisms,
t(s7'(U,)) is open and there exist open neighborhood O C t(s~!(U,)) of y and open neighborhoods
O(1),...,0(n) of ¢1,...,¢, in X, such that O(i) N O(j) = 0 for all i # j and both t|pg : O(i) — O,
sloay : O(i) — s(O(i)) C U, are sc-diffeomorphisms for all 4. For every z € O, by assumption (1) there
are also exactly n morphisms 1, ...,1%, € X, such that s(y;) € U, and t(1);) = z. Since (t|0(,~))_1 (2)
already provides n such elements, we must have 1); € O(i) (after a permutation). Therefore for every set
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W C O, the set of all the morphisms from U, to W is completely described by:
-1 -1 . -1 -1
Ty nsHU,) = ]_[10(z) Nt (W) = ]_[1t|0(2.)(W).

As a consequence, for every open neighborhood O’ C X of y with O’ C O, we have

(O NEK)ns™ (Us) = [[¢low) (0N K)
i=1
is compact, since O’ N K C O is compact. Since s~1(V,) is closed and s71(V,) C s7}(U,), we have
t=1(O'NK)Ns~1(V,) is compact. To sum up, we prove that for every y € (s~ (U,)) there exists an open
neighborhood @’ C t(s~(U;)) of y such that (t|8,1(vx))_1(@ NK)=t"1(O0'nK)ns*V,) is compact.
By assumption (2) that ¢(s7'(V,)) is closed, K Nt(s~'(V,)) is compact. Therefore we can cover the
compact set K Nt(s~*(V,)) by finitely many such O’. Then (t|s,1(v—x))_1(K) =t Y(K)ns (V) is a
union of finitely many compact sets, hence is also compact. O

The next proposition asserts that one only needs to verify the first condition in Proposition 3.9 for
very few points.

Proposition 3.10. Let (X, X) be an étale groupoid with finite isotropy. Suppose U C X is an open
neighborhood of x and |staby | = |stabg | for all y € U. Then for every y € U, there exists an open
neighborhood V C U of y, such that |S, y| = stab, for z € V.

Proof. Let n := |stab,|. Since |S,y| = |stab, | = n for y € U, there exists ¢1,...,¢, € X such that
s(¢;) € U and t(¢;) = y. We assume ¢; € stab, iff i < k. By the étable property, there exist open
neighborhood O C U of y and disjoint open neighborhoods O(i) C X of ¢;, such that s : O(i) —
s(0O(1)) € U and ¢ : O(i) — O are diffeomorphisms. Moreover, we can assume O N s(O(i)) = 0
and s(O(j)) N's(O(i)) = 0 for i > k and j < k. By Remark 3.6, there exists open neighborhood
V C 0Nk, s(0(i)) of y admitting a stab, action defined by ¢; — Ly,. Then |S, 1| > |stab, | = k by the
construction of V. By the same argument used in Proposition 3.9, we have S,y = {t|5b)(z)} for z € O.

Note that s(taij)(z)) € s(0(j)) and s(O(j)) NV =0 for j > k. Since S,y C S, y. we have |S, | < k for
every z € V. Hence the proposition holds. O

Next we introduce the concept of regular ep-groupoid, the motivation of such definition is to rule out
pathological ep-groupoids in Example 3.20 and Example 3.21.

Definition 3.11. For x € X, a local uniformizer stab, xU around x is regular if the following two
conditions are met:
(1) if Lyly = idy for some open subset V C U and ¢ € stab,, then Ly =id on U;
(2) for every connected* uniformizer W C U around x, if ® : W — stab, is a map such that Lg : W —
X,z Ly(z)(2) is sc-diffeomorphism, then there exists ¢ € staby, such that Lg(.y(2) = Lg(2) for
all z € W.

By Definition 3.11, any smaller uniformizer around « inside a regular uniformizer around z is also
regular.

Remark 3.12. The second condition in Definition 3.11 can be weakened from all VW C U to a (countable)
local topology basis {W; C U}ien. All the arguments used in this paper go through. For the simplicity of
notation, we only work with Definition 3.11 in this paper.

4Since M-polyfolds are locally path connected, path connectedness is equivalent to connectedness.
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Definition 3.13. An ep-groupoid (X, X) is regular, if for any point x € X, there exists a regular local
uniformizer around .’

Remark 3.14. [t is not clear whether the regularity of (X, X) implies the regularity of (X% X% for other
i > 0. Howewver, if the condition in Corollary 3.19 holds, then (X', X"*) are regular for all i > 0.

In most of the applications, we can use one of the following propositions to confirm regularity. We
first recall the definition of effective ep-groupoid. Let Diffs.(x) be the group of germs of diffeomorphisms
fixing . Then an action stab, — Diffs. (i) in Theorem 3.4 descends to a group homomorphism stab, —
Diffs. ().

Definition 3.15. The effective part of stab, is defined to be
(3.2) stab®ll .= stab, /(ker(stab, — Diffs(z))).

Definition 3.16 ([27, Definition 7.11]). An ep-groupoid is effective if the homomorphism stab, —
Diff,.(z) is injective for any x € X, i.e. stab, = stab®l.

The reason of passing to germs is that there might exist neighborhoods V C U C & of x, such that
stab, — Diff. (/) is injective but stab, — Diffs.()) is not injective, e.g. Example 3.20.

Proposition 3.17. Let (X, X) be an effective ep-groupoid. Assume for every x € X, there exists
a local uniformizer U around x, such that for any connected uniformizer V C U around x, we have
V\ Ugtidestab, Fix(¢) is connected, where Fix(¢) is the fized set of Ly. Then (X, X) is regular.

Proposition 3.18. If (X, X)) has the property that for any x € X and ¢ € stab, if DLy : T, X — T, X
is the identity map, then Ly is the identity map near x. Then (X, X) is reqular.

As a simple corollary of Proposition 3.18, we have the following.

Corollary 3.19. If the linearized action stab, — Hom(T,X,T,X) defined by ¢ — (DLg), is injective
for every point x € X, then (X, X) is a regular ep-groupoid.

By Proposition 3.18, if the ep-groupoid is modeled on finite dimensional manifolds, i.e. an orbifold,
then it is automatically regular. However, the dimension jump phenomenon in M-polyfolds may destroy
the regular property, see Example 3.20 and Example 3.21. The reason of introducing regularity is related
to the Hausdorffness of the quotient polyfolds, see Remark 3.53 and Example 3.54. The second property
is used to get Proposition 3.40, so that we can control the isotropy of the quotient ep-groupoid, see (3.8).
For the other consequences of the second property, see Proposition A.10 and Theorem A.11

Proposition 3.17 is proven in the appendix. Proposition 3.18 was proven in [27, Lemma 10.2]. In
fact, [27, Lemma 10.2] only stated the second property of a regular uniformizer. However the conditions
in Proposition 3.18 imply that the set S := {z € U, |DL, = id} is both open and closed in U, for a
uniformizer ¢{. Hence when Uy is connected, S # 0 implies S = Us.. Therefore if Ly = id on some
YV CU, Ly =id on Us,. Since Uy, is dense in U, Ly = id on Y. This proves the first property of a regular
uniformizer.

In applications [25, 11, 29, 41], Corollary 3.19 holds. From another perspective, all the related ep-
groupoids are effective and the fixed set Fix(¢) of a nontrivial element ¢ has “infinite codimension”.
Hence it is easy to verify the connectedness of the complement. Then Proposition 3.17 can also be
applied.

Unlike the orbifold case, irregular ep-groupoids exist. The following two examples shows that there
exist ep-groupoids do not satisfy any one of the two conditions of regularity.

5The regularity of an ep-groupoid should be differed from the regularity of the topology on the orbits space.
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Example 3.20. Consider the following retraction from [24, Example 1.22]. Let E be the sc-Hilbert space
with E,, = Hg’:;(R), where 0 = §p < §1 < ... < O < ... are the exponential decay weights. Choose a

smooth compactly supported positive function B, such that fR B2 =1. Definer; : E — E to be:

o t <0
re(f) == { o F(@)B(x + e%)dx - B(x + e%)a t>0.

It was checked in [24] that 7 : R x E — R x E, (¢, f) — (t,r¢(f)) defines a sc™ retraction. Then the
retract im 7 defines an M-polyfold M. Pictorially, M is a closed ray attached to an open half plane at
(0,0). There is a Zy action on the M-polyfold M induced by multiplying —1 on the E component. The
translation groupoid Zs x M is an ep-groupoid, but it does not have the reqular property at (0,0), since
¢ # id € stabg o) fizes the half line part, but does not fix the half plane part.

Example 3.21. Let E and r; denote the same objects as in Example 3.20. Then we have a sc-retraction
T:RXE = RXE,(t,f) = (t,r(f)) by the same argument in [24, Example 1.22]. Topologically, the
retract imw is two open half spaces (—o00,0) X R and (0,00) X R connected at the origin. Zs can act
on R x E by sending (t,x) to (t,—x), such action induces a sc-smooth Zo action on immw. We claim
the second property of reqularity fails for the translation ep-groupoid Zo X imm. Let ® : imm — Zo be
the map such that ® = id € Zo when t < 0 and ® is the nontrivial element of Zo when t > 0, then
nimm —imm, 2 = Ley(2) is sc-smooth. This is because nom can be expressed as

(tvr—t(f))v tSO;
new(t.f) :{ (t—ri(f), >0,

this map is sc-smooth by the same argument in [24]. Therefore the second property of reqularity does not
hold for the translation groupoid Zo X imm. It is easy to check directly that neither Proposition 3.17 nor
Proposition 3.18 hold for Zs X im .

3.1.2. Generalized maps between ep-groupoids. In this subsection, we review the construction of the cat-
egory of ep-groupoids. A functor F : (X, X) — (),Y) between ep-groupoids is sc-smooth if both the
map on objects FO : X — ) and the map on morphisms F! : X — Y are sc-smooth. When there is no
ambiguity, we will also abbreviate F? and F! to F.

Definition 3.22 (27, Definition 10.1]). A sc-smooth functor F : (X, X) — (),Y) is an equivalence
provided it has the following properties:

o F' is fully faithful;

o the induced map |F| : |X| — || between the orbit spaces is a homeomorphism;

o [0 s q local sc-diffeomorphism.

Definition 3.23 ([27, Definition 10.2]). Two sc-smooth functors F,G from (X, X) to (¥,Y) are called
naturally equivalent if there exists a sc-smooth map 7 : X — Y such that 7(x) € Y is a morphism
from F(x) to G(z) and the following diagram commutes for any morphism ¢ € X from x to y,

Fa) 22 F(y)

o

The sc-smooth map T : X =Y s called the natural transformation from F to G and symbolically referred
toasT: F = @G.
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It was shown in [27, §10.1] that “naturally equivariant” is an equivalence relation between sc-smooth
functors. If two functors F' and G are naturally equivalent, then |F| = |G|. Hence two naturally equivalent
functors should be thought of as the “same map” on ep-groupoids. However, if we only use sc-smooth
functors (up to natural equivalence) as morphisms between the ep-groupoids, we will not have enough
morphisms. In particular, the equivalences in Definition 3.22 do not necessarily have inverses. Therefore
we need to invert equivalence formally, which is the process of localization. Then the following definition
was introduced in [27].

Definition 3.24 ([27, Definition 10.8]). A diagram from ep-groupoid (X, X) to ep-groupoid (V,Y) is
x,x)&z2,2)% ,Y),

where F' is an equwalence and ® zs a sc-smooth functor. A digram (X, X) (Z’ Z’) (y Y) isa

refinement of (X, X) + (Z,Z) (y, Y), if there is an equivalence H : (2',Z') — (Z,Z) such that
HoF = F' and H o ® = ®. Equivalently, we have the following 2-commutative diagram of groupoids:

(XvX)<—( ’ )—>(va)

S >y
F @/

(2',72").
Two diagrams (X,X) £ (2,Z2) — (y Y) and (X, X) il (2,72 L (V,Y) are equivalent if they
admit a common refinement. A generalized map from (X, X) to (1Y) is an equivalence class [d] of
a diagram d from (X, X) to (V,Y).

Common refinement defines an equivalence relation by [27, Lemma 10.4]. Using generalized maps as
the morphisms between ep-groupoids, we form a category & Z(E~!) [27, Theorem 10.3], where E stands
for the class of equivalences between ep-groupoids. We call isomorphisms in &2(E~!) generalized
isomorphisms. The following important property holds for generalized isomorphisms.

Theorem 3.25 ([27, Theorem 10.4]). A generalized map [a] = [(X,X) £ (2,2) 4 V,Y)] is a

generalized isomorphism iff G is an equivalence. Moreover, the inverse is [a] ! = [(J,Y) £ (2,2) 5
(X, X)].

As a special case, a sc-smooth functor ® : (X, X) — (),Y) is an isomorphism in & Z(E~1) iff ® is
an equivalence.

3.1.3. Basics of polyfolds.

Definition 3.26 ([27, Definition 16.1]). A polyfold structure for a topological space Z is a pair
(X, X),a), where (X,X) is an ep-groupoid and « is a homeomorphism from the orbits space |X| to
Z.

Definition 3.27 ([27, Definition 16.2,16.3]). Two polyfold structures ((X, X) a), ((y Y), ) are equiv-

alent, if there exist a third ep-groupoid (Z,Z) and equivalences (X, X) + (Z Z) = (J} Y), such that
ao|F| = Bo|G|. A polyfold (Z,c) is a paracompact space Z with an equivalence class of polyfold
structures c. We will suppress ¢ when there is no confusion. A polyfold is regular resp. tame resp.
infinite dimensional if it has a polyfold structure ((X,X),a) such that (X, X) is regular resp. tame
resp. infinite dimensional °.

6Hence all polyfold structures are regular resp. tame (|27, Lemma 16.2]) resp. infinite dimensional.
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The polyfold definition in [27, Definition 16.3] does not require paracompactness. Since partition of
unit is very important in application, we only work with paracompact polyfold”. By [27, Proposition
16.1], a topological space admitting a polyfold structure is locally metrizable and regular Hausdorff.
Then being paracompact implies that the polyfold is also metrizable.

Remark 3.28. Given a polyfold Z with a polyfold stricture ((X,X),«), then by [27, Proposition 7.12],
ZF .= a(|X*|) C Z is again a paracompact polyfold® with polyfold structure ((X*, X*),a) for any k € N.

To get a category of polyfolds &, we need to define the morphisms between polyfolds. Given two
polyfolds (Z, ¢) and (W, d), we can choose two polyfold structures ((X, X), «) and ((),Y), ) respectively.
Then we define a morphism between those two polyfold structures is a pair (f, f), where f is a
generalized map from (X, X) to (V,Y) and f: Z — W, such that f oa = o |f|]. Suppose we have
another pair of polyfold structures ((X’, X'),a’) and ((),Y”), 8’) respectively and a morphism (f', f’)
between them. Then (f, f) is equivalent to (f', f') if we have the following commutative diagram:

(2, X),0) o (0, 7), )

l(h,idz) l(g,idw)
(', x"),0) L (r vy, ),

where h and g are generalized isomorphisms and the commutativity is in the sense of gof = §f o b as
generalized maps and f = f’. A morphism between two polyfolds is an equivalence class of morphisms
between polyfold structures.

Definition 3.29 ([27, Definition 16.8]). The category of polyfolds & is the category whose objects are
polyfolds (Definition 3.27) and morphisms are equivalence classes of morphisms between polyfold struc-
tures defined above. Let Z,W be two polyfolds, we use

(3.3) fiz3iw

to emphasize that f is morphism in the polyfold category &?. And we use |f| : Z — W to denote the
underlying topological map.

To simplify notations, we will abbreviate a and write Z = |X| from now on. Then a morphism

between polyfolds Z = |X| and W = |)| is represented an equivalence class of a generalized map
fo(d,X)— (DY)

3.2. Group actions on polyfolds. Now we give a definition of a sc* group action on a polyfold that
applies e.g. to Gromov-Witten polyfolds in the equivariant setting and Hamiltonian-Floer cohomology
polyfolds in the autonomous setting. Let G be a group, we use BG to denote the following category:

Obj(BG) = {x}, Mor(BG) = G.

Definition 3.30. Let Z be a polyfold and G be a Lie group. A G-action on Z is a functor B : BG — &
and P sends the unique object of BG to Z.

Definition 3.30 only describes the group property, i.e. for every g,h € G, we have two polyfold
morphisms P(g),B(h) : Z — Z such that P(g) o P(h) = P(g o h) as polyfold morphisms. To describe
the sc-smoothness of an action, we need the following local condition.

"The partition of unity on polyfold requires more than paracompactness, see [27, Theoorem 7.4]. If the M-polyfold
structures on the object space is built on sc-Hilbert space, then we will have sc-smooth partition unity, see [27, Theorem
5.12, Corollary 5.2, Theorem 7.4]. Also note that the construction in Lemma 2.26 is closed in the sc-Hilbert space category.

827" in not endowed with the subset topology, but the topology from |X*|.
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Definition 3.31. Let Z be a polyfold and G be a Lie group. A sc>® G-action on Z is a G-action P
with the following extra property: For all g € G and p,q € Z such that |'B(g)|(p) = q € Z, there exist
a neighborhood U of g, two equivalent polyfold structures (X,X) and (V,Y), two points x € X,y € Y
with |z| = p, |y| = q and a local uniformizer U C X around x. So that the U-family of polyfold maps
U — Morg (U], Z) defined by sending h to the restriction B(h)| is represented by a sc-smooth functor

Py : U X (staby xU) = (V,Y),
with pg.(g9,x) = y.
Hence the sc-smoothness of an action is characterized by the property that the functor B locally
(both in the group and in the polyfold) can be expressed as sc-smooth functors. As an easy corollary

of Definition 3.31, the underlying map p := || : G X Z — Z on the orbit space is a continuous action,
where the continuity follows from the continuity of ply | = |0g,-

Remark 3.32. Although the continuous action p := |P| is determined by P, we will use (p,*P) to denote
a sc-smooth group action for easy reference.

Being a sc-smooth group action imposes strong properties on morphisms B(g). Indeed, the following
remarks shows that the local representative p, , in Definition 3.31 defines a family of fully-faithful functors,
which are also embedding of open sets on the object level.

Remark 3.33. Assume G acts on Z sc-smoothly by (p,'B). Let g € G and py 5 : U x (stab, xU) = (V,Y)
be a local sc-smooth representation as in Definition 3.31. Since for each h € G, the morphism B(h) is
an isomorphism of polyfold Z, i.e. SB(h) is represented by generalized isomorphisms. Then we have the
local representative pg . (h,-) is fully faithful by Theorem 5.25 for h € U. By Proposition A.J, when U is
connected and regular, on the object level py .(h,-) : U — Y is a sc-diffeomorphism onto the open image
set for every h € U.

The following proposition provides a class of sc-smooth group actions.

Proposition 3.34. Letp: G x Z 2 Z bea polyfold morphism such that
(1) p(id,-) = idz as polyfold morphism;
(2) p(gh,-) =p(g,-) op(h,-) as polyfold morphism.

Then p induces a G-action (p,B), where p = |p| and P(g) = p(g, ).

Proof. It suffices to prove the existence of sc-smooth local representations of 3. Note that p can be

represented the following digram G x (X, X) £ W, w) 2 (V,Y) with F' an equivalence. For every
(9,x) € G x X, there are local uniformizers of G x (X, X) around (g, z) in the form of U x (stab, xU),
where U is a local uniformizer for (X, X) around x and U C G is a neighborhood of g. Since F' is an
equivalence, for small enough U and U, we can assume a local uniformizer of W also in the form of
U x (stab, xU). Then B is locally represented by ®|iy (stab, xu/)- O

Remark 3.35. It is likely that Proposition 3.3/ is equivalent to Definition 3.31. In principle, Definition
3.31 is easier to check. However, Proposition 3.3/ is often the case in applications.

Example 3.36. Assume (M,w) be closed symplectic manifold and let J be a w-compatible almost struc-
ture. Suppose a compact group G acts on M preserving J, then G acts on the Gromov-Witten poly-
folds Z4 g m in [25, Theorem 1.7]. On the topology side, the action of g € G is sending a stable curve
[(S,7, M, D,u)] [25, Definition 1.4] to [(S, j, M, D, g-u)]. The sc-Fredholm section induced by the Cauchy-
Riemann operator [25, Theorem 1.11] is G-equivariant, since G perverse the almost complex structure J.
A detailed verification will be carried out in [42].

Another major example of group action is the S'-action on the Hamiltonian-Floer cohomology polyfolds
when the Hamiltonian is autonomous, see Section 6.
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3.3. Properties of group actions. In this subsection, we study the properties of group actions on
polyfolds. In the following, we fix the following notations.

e 7 is a polyfold with a sc-smooth G-action (p,*R).
o Let g € G and z, € Ay, pga, : Uy X (staby, xU,) — (Xp, Xp) is a local representative in
Definition 3.31 for two equivalent polyfold structures (X, X,), (X, X)) of Z, where U, C G is
an open neighborhood of g and U, C X, is a local uniformizer around z,.
The local representative pg ., is not very useful from the perspective of the group properties of the action,
since its domain and codomain are in different polyfold structures. In the following, we will show how to
fix it and get a nice family of local representatives that have group properties, see Proposition 3.43. We
first set up more notations.
e (X, X) is a fixed polyfold structure for Z throughout this subsection.
e 1,y € X are two objects such that p(g, |z]) = |y|.

Since (X, X), (X, X4), (X, Xp) are equivalent polyfold structures of Z, then we have the following
sequence of equivalences of ep-groupoids, note that we suppress the morphism spaces since there are no
ambiguities,

(3.4) x e @ B gy Gy

E

Xiwai)ua

where F,, G, Fyy, G are all equivalences and |Gp|o |Fy| 7L o|pg 2, (g, )| 0|Galo|Ful™t = p(g,-), i.e. over the
orbit space |[U,| C Z the composition of the sequence is the topological action p(g,-). Since F,, G4, Fy, Gy
are all equivalences, there exist w, € Wy, w, € Wy, 0,0 € X,0 € X,,n € Xy, such that

Fa(wa) = ¢($), 5(Ga(wa)) = Za,
M(Pgza(9:7a)) = Fo(wp),  Golwp) = 9P(y).

That is
X F, Wa Ga Xa Pg,xq (gv') Xb Fb Wb Gb X
T To — Pg,zq (g, xa) Y
| d | ‘|
Fa(wa) <~ Wq —> Ga(wa) Fb(wb) Wy Gb(wb)

Here pg s, is only partially defined on &;,. The first row here just indicates where the elements are from
and the directions of equivalences. We point out that arrows in the lower half of the diagram have two
different meanings, the vertical arrows are morphisms in one ep-groupoid and the horizontal arrows are
the maps on objects of equivalences. Let Fj, ,,, and Fp,, denote the local sc-diffeomorphisms F;, and F
near w, in W, and wp in W, respectively. With these data, we can define a map for h close to g

(3.5) L(h,) 2 Lll oGy o Fbjuljb o Lyopga,(h,-)oLsoGyo Fa:’l}}a o Ly(z)
where z is close to z.

Proposition 3.37. Following the notation above, there exists an open neighborhoods V.C U C G of g and
V C X of x, such that for every h € V, T'(h,-) in (3.5) is defined on V and T'(h,-) is sc-diffeomorphism
from V to an open set of X.
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Proof. Since L;l, Gy, Fbjl}}b, Ly, Ls,Gq, Fa_ﬂ}}a, Ly in (3.5) are all local sc-diffeomorphisms and pg 4, (h, -) is
a sc-diffeomorphism from a fixed open set onto the open image set for any h close to g by Remark 3.33,

then the claim holds. O

Since on the orbit space, we have |I'(h,-)| = p(h,-). We call T a local lift of the action at (g,x,y).
Given (g,z,y) € G x X x X, I is not unique. It depends on choices of wg,wy, ¢, 1,6, as well as the
polyfold structures W,, W,, X, Xy in the construction of (3.5).

Definition 3.38. Let U,V be two M-polyfolds and f :U DO O — V a sc-smooth map such that f(p) = q
forpelU,qeV. We use [f], to denote the germ of f at p. Then [f], = [g]p if there exists neighborhood
o’ cu Ofp such that f|@/ = g|ol.

Definition 3.39. Let Z be a polyfold with a sc-smooth G-action (p,B) and (X, X) a polyfold structure
of Z =1|X|. Let x,y € X,g € G such that p(g, |x|) = |y|. We define the local lifts set at (g,x,y) to be

Lx(g,2,y) == {[[)(g,2)|T" is a local lift of the action at (g,z,y)}.

Although there are infinitely many different choices involved in the construction of a local lift I'; the
following proposition asserts that the local lifts set Ly (g, z,y) in Definition 3.39 is a finite set for regular
polyfolds.

Proposition 3.40. Let Z be a regular polyfold with a sc-smooth G-action (p,B) and (X, X) a polyfold
structure of Z = |X|. Then for x,y € X and g € G with p(g,|x|) = |y|, the isotropy stab, acts on
Lx(g,x,y) by pre-composing the local sc-diffeomorphism Ly for ¢ € stabg, i.e.

(¢7 [F] (g,m)) = [F 0 L(ﬁ](g,m)y
and this action is transitive. The isotropy staby also acts on Lx(g,x,y) by post-composing Ly for ¢ €
stab,, i.e.

(¢7 [P] (g,m)) — [Lfi) o P] (g,x)>
this action is also transitive.

Roughly speaking, this proposition is a consequence of the fact that all the functors in (3.5) are
equivalences. We prove Proposition 3.40 in Appendix A. Regularity plays an important role in the
proof of Proposition 3.40. Indeed, the irregular polyfold in Example 3.21 provides an example in which
Proposition 3.40 does not hold, see Example 3.54.

Corollary 3.41. Under the same assumptions in Proposition 3.40, we have |Lx(g,z,y)| = |stabS| =
|Stabzﬁ |, where Stabfff,stabzﬂr are the effective parts defined in (3.2).

Another corollary of Proposition 3.40 in the following, asserts that the local lifts have the unique
continuation property on connected regular uniformizers.

Corollary 3.42. Under the same assumptions in Proposition 3.40, let I'1,T'q be two local lifts at (g, x,y).
Assume I'1, s are both defined on U x U, where U C G is a connected open neighborhood of g and U,
is a connected regular uniformizer around x.If [I'1] (4 2) = [[2](g.2), then Tiluxu, = Taluxu, -

Proof. Let S := {(¢',2') € U X Up|[T1](g o1y = [T2(g',0ry} C U X Uy, then S is open by the definition of
germ (Definition 3.38). We claim S is sequentially closed, hence closed. Assume otherwise that there exist
(g5, ;) € S and lim;(g;, ;) = (goos Too) € U X Uy, such that (goo, Too) ¢ S. Since T'1(g;, x;) = T2(gs, i)
for i < oo, we have Yoo := I'1 (goo, Too) = I'2(goos Too). Therefore ']y, 2..) and [['2](g., 2..) are both in
Lx(goos Toos Yoo ). By Proposition 3.40, there exists 1 € stab,, such that [['1]g 2.0) = [[2 0 Lyl(g. 200)5
that is I'y = I'y o Ly, in a neighborhood of (goo,Zoo). On the other hand, I'y = I'y in neighborhoods
of (gi,x;) by assumption. Since I',I'y are sc-diffeomorphisms onto the image sets, we have L, fixes
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a neighborhood of z; for some i > 0. By Corollary 3.5, there exists ¢ € stab, such that L, = L.
Since the U, is a regular uniformizer (Definition 3.11), Ly = idy,. Hence Ly = id, then [I'1](g. 2.
T2 0 Ly)(goo,z00) = ['2](go0,200)> Which contradicts the assumption. Then S is an open and closed subset
of the connected space U x U,. Since by assumption (g,z) € S, we have S = U x U, and the claim in
the proposition follows. O

By Corollary 3.42, passing to the germs does not loss information, i.e. the representative I' for a germ
[C(g,e) € Lx(g,,y) is unique if we specify a connected domain U X U,

The local lifts set Ly(g,z,y) also have the following group properties, which is important for us to
construct the quotient ep-groupoid.

Proposition 3.43. Let Z be a regular polyfold with a G-action (p,*B) and (X, X) a polyfold structure
of Z =|X|. Then the local lifts set Lx(g,z,y) has the following properties.

(1) There is a well-defined multiplication o : Lx(g,y,2) X Ly (h,x,y) — Lx(gh,x, z) with the property
that if [T'1](g.y) € Lx(9,y,2) and 2] 2) € La(h,x,y), then there is a local lift T'12 at (gh,z, 2)
such that [['12] g2y = [C1l(g,y) © [T2(h,2) and

(3.6) I'12(egh,u) = T'1(eg, To(h,u)) = T1(g9,T2(g Legh, u))

for € in a neighborhood of id € G and u in a neighborhood of x. The sizes of the neighborhoods
depend on the representative local lifts I'1, T2, T'1o.

(2) There is a unique identity element [Id;]Gaq.) € La(id,z,), such that the identity is both left
and right identity in the multiplication structure. Any representative Id, has the property that
Id,(id,u) = u for u in a neighborhood of x.° As before, the neighborhood depends on the choice
of the representative.

(3) There is an inverse map Lx(g,x,y) — Lx (g™, y, ) with respect to the multiplication and identity
structures above.

(4) For x,y € X,g € G with p(g, |x|) = |y|, there exists an open neighborhood V- x U x O of (g,z,y)
in G X X x X such that there exist a representative local lift Iy defined on V. x U with image in
O for each element o € Lx(g,z,y). Moreover, for any (¢',2') € V. x U and y' € O such that
p(g',|2']) = Y], every element B € Lx(g',2',y') is represented by [To](y o) by a unique element
a€ Lx(g,x,y).

We prove Proposition 3.43 in Appendix A.

3.4. Quotients of polyfolds. In this subsection, we construct quotients of polyfolds. Given a sc-smooth
G-action (p,) on a polyfold Z as in Definition 3.31, we first construct local uniformizers of the quotient
ep-groupoids in Proposition 3.49. Then we assemble such local uniformizers in Theorem 3.50 to form

quotient ep-groupoids, which give polyfold structures on an open dense set of the topological quotient
Z%/G.

Definition 3.44. Let Z be a polyfold with a sc-smooth G-action (p,*B) and (X, X) a polyfold structure.
For each z € Z, the isotropy G is defined to be the isotropy of p at z, i.e.

G.:={g € Glp(g,2) = z}.

For each x € X, the isotropy G is defined to be G|, . An action has finite isotropy iff G is a finite
group for every z € Z.

Since the isotropy G, will contribute to the isotropy of the quotient ep-groupoid, see (3.8), to get a
proper quotient groupoid we need to at least assume the group action has finite isotropy.

9By Proposition 3.40, the identity element is characterized by this property.
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Definition 3.45. For xg € X, [Idg,] € Lx(id, zo, xo) is the identity element as asserted in Proposition
3.483. Then we can define the infinitesimal directions of the group action at xg to be

Gag = D(Idxo)(id,mo)(TidG x {0}) C Ti, X
Then we have analogues of Proposition 2.24 and Proposition 2.25 as follows.

Proposition 3.46. If the action has finite isotropy, then gy, C (TﬁX)OO (Remark 2.20) and dim g5, =
dim G.

Proof. By Proposition 3.43, we have Idy,(€,Id,(d,2)) = Idy,(ed, z) for €,0 close to id and z close to
xo. Then the proof of Proposition 2.25 applies here and dimg,, = dimG. Since Id,,(¢,-) is a local
sc-diffeomorphism for € close to id by Proposition 3.37, the arguments in Proposition 2.24 prove that

a0 C (TRX)o0. O

In fact, the infinitesimal directions g,, have a nice invariant property, which will be used in Remark
3.55.

Proposition 3.47. Let go € Gz, C G be an element in the isotropy and a local lift T' at (go, x0, o), then
(3.7) DP(gO,mo)({O} X Gz0) = Guo-
Proof. By (3.6), for € € G close to id, we have

F(907 Ideo (90—1690’ IIJ‘O)) = F(Eg()a $0) — Ideo (67 F(g(]7 $0)) - Id:vo (67 $0)'
Then (3.7) is proven by taking derivatives in e. O

To construct quotient polyfolds, we need to introduce the analogue of G-slices in the ep-groupoid
setup. Slices for ep-groupoids should be translation groupoids (Definition 3.3), and will eventually be
local uniformizers (Definition 3.7) for quotient ep-groupoids. We first discuss the isotropy of the quotients.
For every x € X, we define

stab® := Uyeq, L (g, ,2).
Then stabg is a group by Proposition 3.43, and it is supposed to be the isotropy of the quotient ep-
groupoid, hence the superscript “Q)” stands for quotient. By Proposition 3.40 and Proposition 3.43, we
have an exact sequence of groups:

(3.8) 1 — stab®® — stab? — G, — 1,

where the first map is the inclusion staub‘;cff ~ Ly(id, z,z) — stabg and the second map is the projection.
As a consequence, stab@ is a finite group with |stab? | = |stab | . |G,|.

Definition 3.48. Let Z be a regular tame polyfold with a sc-smooth G-action with finite isotropy (Def-
inition 3.44) and (X,X) a tame polyfold structure. For every xy € Xs, a G-slice for the polyfold
structure (X, X) around xq is a tuple (L{,Z;{, V., f,m) such that the following holds.

(1) U C X is an open neighborhood of xg and V C G is an open neighborhood of id.

(2) There is a representative I1dy, of the identity of Lx(id, xo,x¢), such that I1dy, is defined on V X U.

(3) f:U—V is a sc-smooth map and U = f~(id) is a slice (Definition 2.19) of X containing x.

(4) Forx €U, g = f(x) is the unique element g € V such that 1d,,(g,x) € U.

(5) n:U — U defined by x — Idg,(f(z), ) is sc-smooth.

(6) There exist representatives T for each element in Stabgo such that T'(go,-) is defined on U and

there is a sc-smooth action stabgo xU — U defined by

(3.9) (T go,z0)>¥) = T @y :=noT(go,y).
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(7) For every y € U, the set Sy,z,? = {(2,9,[C)(g)|z € Uyg e G, gy € Lx(g,y,2)} has evactly
]stabgo | elements.

We now prove the existence of G-slices. Just like Lemma 2.29, this will require a level shift in the
polyfold as in Remark 3.28.

Proposition 3.49. Let Z be a reqular tame polyfold with a sc-smooth G-action with finite isotropy and
(X,X) a tame polyfold structure. For every xg € Xoo, there exists a G-slice for the polyfold structure
(X2, X?) of shifted polyfold Z* around x.

Proof. By Proposition 3.46, we can apply Lemma 2.26 to the identity representative Id,, and the trivial
bundle id : X — X. Therefore we have a tuple (W, W, V, f,n) such that the following holds.

(i) W C &? is an open neighborhood xg and V' C G is an open neighborhood id.

(ii) Idg, is defined on V' x W.

(iif) f: W — V is sc-smooth and W := f~(id) is slice of X containing .

(iv) For & € W, g = f(z) is the unique element g € V such that Id,, (g, 2) € W.

(v) 7: W — W defined by = — Id,, (f(x),z) is sc-smooth.
(vi) We can fix representatives T, for each element a € stab% ,» such that Property (4) of Proposition

3.43 holds for those chosen representatives I'y, on V' x W.

Moreover, for every open neighborhood W' € W of xg, let W' = 5~} (W'). Then the tuple W', W', V, flwr, nlwr)
also has property (i)-(vi). That is (W', W', V, flwr, nlwr) satisfies condition (1)-(5) of Definition 3.48.

Next we will construct an neighborhood V C W of xg so that (3.9) defines a sc-smooth group action
on V. First, we pick a small enough neighborhood W' C W of xg, such that (3.9) is well-defined for the
@ ie. I'(go, V') C W. Since

(3.10) Fa®y=n0Ta(90,y) =Idg(f o Tal90,9), Talgo, v)),

and the inverse to Id,, is itself, we can require the neighborhood W' is small enough such that we can
invert (3.10) to get

(3.11) T'o(90,y) = Idg, (f o Ta(go, y) LT 0y), Yac stabgo,y e W'

chosen representative I'y, for every a € stab®

Moreover, we can shrink W' further such that the following equations are defined and hold for Iy, Tg,
where o € Ly (9o, %o, %0), 8 € Lx(9s,x0, o).

(Taolg) 0y = nolaols(gags,v)
= nora(gavrﬁ(gﬁvy))
10 La(ga: Idee(f o Ts(g5,y) 1 Ts O y))

=" nolu(gafoTs(gs,y) ", Ts0y)

3.6 1 —
) 0 1day (gaf © Ts(95: %) 95t Ta(ga: Ts © 1))
W nola(9a, I3 ®y)

(3.12) = T.oM;0y)

Since we have

(3.13) Id,, @y = noldy(id,y) =n(y) =y, VYye W,

(3.12) implies that I'y-1 © (I'y ©® y) = y for every y € W. Hence T',® is injective on W. Pick an
open neighborhood @ ¢ W, such that T ® @ c W for all T'. Then the injectivity of I'y—1® on W’ and
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L1 0(laOy)=yon O imply that T, ©O = (T'-10) ;vl,(@) As a consequence, I', ® O is open in W/

and contains xg for every a € stabgo. We define

V=N, e la®0,

acsta z0

then ¥V € W' is an open neighborhood of zy. Therefore (3.12) implies that (3.9) defines a sc-smooth

group action of stabgo on V. Moreover, for every open neighborhood V' C V of zy, the StabQO action can

be restricted to V" := N aestabl, L', ®V C V. So far, we prove that (V" := 5= V"), V", V, flyr, nly)

satisfies condition (1)-(6) of Definition 3.48. o
Finally, we verify condition (7) of Definition 3.48. We claim that we can find a neighborhood & C V of

xo invariant under the stabgo action, such that |5, ;| = ]stabgo | for every y € U. First we pick a smaller
neighborhood V' € V such that for all y € V' and « € Lx(ga, o, Zo), the following holds:

(3.6)
(3.14) Lo ©y=n0Tu(9a,y) = Idxo(f La(90;9)),Tal9asy)) = Talf oTa(gasy)9asy)-

For every open neighborhood U’ € V' of z, let U := OQEStabQ Lo ®U' CU'. Then (3.14) implies that

[Lal(foTa (ga)gary) € La(f oTal(gas¥)ga, ¥y Ta ©y).
Then (F'a © y, f © Lal9as ¥)9as Lal(fora (ga,y)gay) € Syu By the uniqueness of the restriction in the
property (4) of Proposition 3.43, different @ € stab@ , gives different elements in S, ;;, thus |S al =
\ stabgo |.

We claim we can find ¢ small enough, such that 1S, a4l = \stabgo | for every y € U. Assume otherwise,
that is there exists a shrinking sequence of open neighborhoods Z:{(k) C V' invariant under the stabg?0
action, such that there exist y; € Z;{(k) with limg yi = x¢ and for each k there are at least \stabgo |+ 1
tuples {(z%, g5, [Fﬂ(giyyk))}lgiﬁbtabg 41 with T% (gi,yx) = 2, € U(k) and limy, 2}, = xo. After passing to
a subsequence, we can assume limy g, € Gy, for all i. Therefore there is a set I C {1,. |StabQ |+ 1}
with at least \stabQ /|G| +1 = [ stabSl | + 1 elements, such that there is an element go € G, and for
all i € I, limg gt = go € G- By property (vi), I'% is a restriction of some T, for a € Ly (go,zo, o). After
passing to a subsequence, we can assume I'}, is the restriction of a fixed I'y, for any fixed ¢ € I. Since
|Lx (g0, z0,%0)| = |Stabeﬂ| there is a subset J C I contammg at least two elements such that for j € J,

ng is the restriction of a common I'y. Then we have z]' =T (gk JUE), zk =T (gk ,yg) for 41,70 € J.
Therefore for k > 0, we have

A =Talgl k) = 1day (93 95" Ta(g0, i)
Since zil € d(k) C ‘W, by property (iv) we have gilgo_1 = foTl4(g0,yx). Therefore z =Ty © yg.
Similarly, we have gfgo_1 = foTl'w(90,yx)) and zk =T, ®yi. This contradicts that (zk ,gk , [F”](

and (Zk 7gk 7[P]2]

gt 7yk))

(& yk)) are different. O

We will see that Sy’g in Property (7) of Definition 3.48 is the orbit set in Definition 3.8 for quotient ep-
groupoids. Therefore Property (7) of Definition 3.48 will be used to prove the properness of the quotient
ep-groupoids by Proposition 3.9.

Now we have all the prerequisites for the proof of the following theorem.

Theorem 3.50. Let Z be a regular tame polyfold and (X,X) a polyfold structure. Let (p,B) is a
sc-smooth G-action on Z as in Definition 5.51, such that G is a compact Lie group and the G-action
has finite isotropy as in Definition 3.44. For every xo € Xoo, let (UzysUzy, Vg, fzos M) be a G-slice
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for (X2, X2) around . Let Z := Uzoe o PG, Uy |) € Z2. Then Z is a G-invariant open set of Z2
containing Zs,. We define sets

Q = leoeXooZ:[EO’
Q = {(5177%97 [F](g,m))|$7y €Q,9€G, [F](g,x) € Lx(g,:n,y)},
and maps
5Q Q — Q: (@,9,9,[I]) +— =,
tqQ : Q — Q: (@, 9,9, [L]) + v,
mg: Qsx:Q — Q: ((y,2,6. ), (z,y,h[1])) = (2,2 gh, [I]o[M]),
uQ 0 - Q: r — (x,z,id, [Idg]),
iq Q - Q: (,9,9,[T]) = (y,2,97 " [0]7H).

Then Q,Q can be equipped with tame M-polyfold structures so that (Q, Q) is a tame ep-, -groupoid. (Q, Q)
defines a polyfold structure on Z/G such that the topological quotient map g : 7 — Z/G is realized by
a sc-smooth polyfold map q : Z = Z/G.

Proof. From the definition of Q,Q and structure maps, (Q, Q) is a groupoid. Q is a tame M-polyfold
since it is a disjoint union of tame M-polyfolds. The remaining part of the proof is divided into several
steps.

Step 1. Q has a tame M-polyfold structure, such sq,tq are étale and all the structure maps are sc-smooth.

Proof. We first give Q a topology. Let Y C Q,W C Q,V C G be open subsets and I a local lift defined
on V x U. Then we define

(315) QM,W,V,F = {(:Evyagv [F](g,m))|$ € U,y € Wag € V,F(g,x) = y} C Q
We claim all such Qv v;r form a topological basis. For any (z,y, g, [['](4.2)) € Qurw,v' 10Quer v rr,s
we have [IV] g 2y = [[](g.2) = [[](g,2)- Hence we can find smaller neighborhood ¢ C U'0U", W C WnwW"
and V C V'NV” such that (z,y,g,[T] (g,m)) € Quw,vr C Qu v N Quyyr e pr. This proves the
claim and we can use this topological basis to put a topology on Q.
Next we equip @ with a tame M-polyfold structure. Let (z,y,g,[[]4.)) € Q. If y € U, for w € X,

then we can find a neighborhood V C Q of = such that the following hold.

(1) T'(g,2) is defined for z € V and I'(g, z) € Uy,.

(2) Let g, := f, 0I'(g,2)g, then g. is in a neighborhood V' C G of g, such that V'g~! C V,,.

(3) For ¢ € V' and z € V, I'(¢/, 2) = Idw(g'g 1, T'(g, 2)).

Since n, 0 T(g, 2) = Iy (fu 0 T(9, ), T(g, 2)) = (929" T(g, 2)) 2 T(g2, 2), we can define the map
(3.16) sél cz = (2,10 0T(9,2), 92, [Tl (g, ) € Q, Vz e V.

We claim sél is the local inverse to sg near (z,y,g,I") as the notation indicates. Since sg o sél = idy),
it is sufficient to prove Sél is an open map. For every open subset O C V, we will show that 361(0) =
Qo’ngv,F. y (3.16), 351(0) C QO,Zflw,V’,F' Let (2,4, ¢/, Cg.2r)) € QO,Z/iw,V’,F‘ Since I'(¢,2') = ¢/,
by (3) y w(g’g_l,F(g,:n’)). By property (4) of Definition 3.48, we have ¢'g~' = f, o I'(g,2') and
Yy = ny o F(g, x’). That is (v, d, [Ty ) € 351(0). Therefore 861(0) is open, hence a local sc-
diffeomorphism. Then 50 glves Q a tame M-polyfold structure locally. The transition maps are the
identity map on Q, thus Q has a tame M-polyfold structure and the source map sg : Q — Q is a local
sc-diffeomorphism. The target map tg : @ — Q is sc®, since the composition of target map tg with
(3.16) is
z = nwoI(g, 2),
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which is a local sc-diffeomorphism, as one can write down a local sc® inverse just like (3.16). Similarly the
unit map uq, the inverse map ig and the multiplication mg are sc>. This proves the étale property. [

Step 2. Q is Hausdorff and paracompact and (Q, Q) is an étale groupoid.

Proof. By our definition of the topology on @, we have a continuous projection:
I:Q—92x9xaG.

Because Q x Q@ x (G is Hausdorff, any two points in @ with different projections are separated by
open sets. If two points have same projection, i.e. (z,y,g,[l'1]42) and (z,y,9,['2](4q)) such that
C1l(ge) # [F2)(g,2), then by Proposition 3.40, [[2](y,) = [['1 © Lg|(gs) for some ¢ € stab,. Since
T1](g,0) 7 [T2](g,z) and the ep-groupoid (X, X) is regular, thus Ly does not fix any open subset near x.
Then for z in a neighborhood of z and % in a neighborhood of g, we have [I'1](, ) = [['20Lg](n,z) 7 [I'2](h,2)-
Thus (7,9, 9,['1](g2) and (2,9, 9, [['2](g,2)) can be separated by Qu,w,v,;r, and Qu,w.v,r, for some open
neighborhoods U, W,V of z,y, g.

We will use [27, Proposition 2.17] to prove that @ is paracompact. We first prove that the map IT : Q —
Q x Q x G is a closed map. Let C be a closed subset of Q. Note that if we have (g, yr, gx) € QX QX G
such that limg(vx, Y&, gx) = (2,9, 9) and (2k, Yk, 9k, [Lkl(g,,2,)) € C, then by Proposition 3.43, there is a
local lift " with [[']y ») € Lx(g,7,y) such that after passing to a subsequence [['t} (g, ) = [[](gy,z)- This
shows that (z,y, g, [I'g,z,) € Q is a limit point of C, hence (z,y, g, [['|g, ,) € C and (z,y,g) € II(C).
Therefore IT is a closed map. Next we claim that @ is a regular space. That is for p = (z,y, g, [T'] (g2)) €EQ
and a closed set C C Q not containing p, we can separate them by non-intersecting open sets. If
II(p) ¢ II(C), since Q x Q x G is regular, we can separate p and C. If II(p) € II(C'), by Proposition 3.40
C NII~Y(II(p)) is a finite set. Since Q is Hausdorff, we can find an open neighborhood U C @ of p and
V C Q of CNII~(II(p)) separating p and C NIT~1(TI(p)). Note that p and C\V can be separated since
II(p) ¢ II(C\V). Therefore p and C' can be separated hence @ is regular.

Next we apply [27, Proposition 2.17] as follows. Observe that for every (z,y,9) € Q x Q x G, the
preimage II(x,y, g) C Q is a finite set. Then by the argument in Step 1, we can find small neighborhood
UXWXV C QxAxG of (z,y,g), such that [T (U x W x V) has finitely many components and over each
component sq is a sc-diffeomorphism onto its image. Therefore YU x W x V) is a paracompact space
hence metrizable. Since Q x Q X (G is a metrizable space and is covered by such open sets U x W x V', by
[27, Lemma 2.7], we can find a locally finite refinement {C;};cs consisting closed sets. Then {II7*(C;)}ier
is a locally finite covering of @ by closed sets. Since II™(C;) is a closed subset of some metrizable space
I-YU x W x V), II71(C;) is also metrizable and hence paracompact. We have @ is also paracompact
by [27, Proposition 2.17]. Therefore Q is a tame M-polyfold and (Q, Q) is a tame étable groupoid. O

Step 3. (Q,Q) is proper.

Proof. By definition, stab? in (3.8) is the isotropy group of (Q,Q) for # € Q. By (7) of Definition
3.48, the orbit set S, ;; has |stab@ | elements for a G—slice U, and y € U,. Then by Proposition 3.9
and Proposition 3.10, it is sufficient to prove that for any z € Q there exists an arbitrary small open
neighborhood V C Q of z with the property that tQ(sél(V)) is a closed set of Q. For every open
neighborhood @ C U, of z, we can pick ¥V C O, such that V is contained in an open set W C U, C X2

which has the property that ¢ : s7'(W) — X2 is proper. Moreover, for small enough V, we can assume
there is neighborhood V' C G of id, such that W = 1d,(V, V). We claim that

(3.17) W = 1d,(V, ).

This is because a sequence z; € W converge oo, iff 1:(7;) — 72(7s) in V and fo(2;) — fo(zs0), that is

Too € 1d,(V,V). By (3.17), W C n;1(V). Since Q is metrizable, to show tQ(sél(V)) is a closed set, it
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is enough to show it is sequentially closed. We pick a sequence y;, € to(s5'(V)) converging to yoo € U,,
Q\5Q y

it suffices to show that y., € tQ(sél(V)). Since yi, € tQ(sél(V)), there is 2, € V C U, and g € G such
that p(gg, |zk|) = |yk|. Since G is compact, we can assume limy, gx — go € G by choosing a subsequence.
We choose any §oo € X2 such that p(gy?, |yeo|) = |fioe| and pick any [T ]( —1, )€ L(Yoos oos g )~ Let

TS F(go_l,yk), then limy, §; = Joo in X2. We also define &y, := Id, (90 gk,xk). Then for k& big enough,
T, € W by (3.17). Note that in the orbits space |X?|, we have

(90 grs lzil) = |Zxl, plag ' lykl) = [9x]-
Therefore || = |§x| in |X?|. By the properness of ¢ : s~ LW) — &2, there exists o, € W and a
morphism ¢ : Too = Joo. Since 7,(Zoo) € V, we have a morphism in Q from 7, (Zo) t0 Yoo defined by

(N (Fo0)s Yoor 90.f2(Foo)s [T 0 L 0 1da] (g0 fo (3o0) e (o)) )-

Therefore yo is in tQ(sél(V)). Thus we prove that tQ(sél(V)) is a closed set of Q and the properness
follows. Hence (Q, Q) is a tame ep-groupoid. O

Step 4. 2/G is a tame polyfold.

Proof. By the definition of Z , Z C Z%is a G-invariant open neighborhood Z.,. By Lemma 2.33, Z /G is
metrizable space. Let 8 denote the composition of maps

B:Q 5 X2 | x% = 2278 72/G,

where i : @ — X2 is defined by inclusion of the slices Z/{m — X2. We claim j induces a homeomorphism
18| : |Q| — Z/G. First, for z,y € Q, the existence of (z,y, g, [T(g,2)) € Q is equivalent to that |z| and
ly| are in the same G-orbit in Z. As a consequence |3| is well-defined and is a bijection. Since (3 is
continuous, |A| is also continuous. Therefore to show that |/3| is homeomorphism, it suffices to show that
|8 is an open map. Let U be an open set of [Q|. Let mg := Q — [Q],  : [, cx., Uz, — Q defined by
Nty = Nzo and ¢ 2 [ cn Uny = X 2 defined by the inclusions Uy, < X2. Then

BI(U) = ng o ma 0 i(mg' (U)) = ma(p(Gyma o (™! (15! (U)))))-

Since ¢ and 7wy are open maps by [27, Proposition 7.6]. Then 7y o L(U_l(ﬂ'él(U))) is open, therefore
p(G, 7y o L(U_l(ﬂ'él(U)))) is a G-invariant open set of Z2. Hence |3|(U) is open. O

Step 5. There is a sc-smooth polyfold map q realizing the topological quotient mg : 7 — E/G

Proof. Let (f X ) be the full subcategory (X2, X?2) with orbit space Z. Then (z’? X ) is a polyfold
structure on Z. But we will construct another equivalent polyfold structure on Z to write down the
quotient map. Let z € X then there is an open neighborhood V, C X with the following structures.

(1) There exists a G-slice U, for u, € X, and g. € G, such that v, € U, and p(g., |z|) = |v.].
(2) There is [I'.](y,,.) € L(gz,2,v2) and

Lo(fu. oT2(92,2)92, %) = Idu, (fu. 0 T2(92,7),T2(92, 7)) = 0. (T2(92, 7)) € Un,
holds for z € V,.
Then we define an ep-groupoid (7,T") as follows:

T=[]V:, T:={(=, 6.9z €Vey €V, 6 € X,6(x) =y}

2eX
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The structures maps are:

s (x,0,y) — =

t: (z,0,y) — y

m: ((y,4,2),(z,¢,9) = (z,900,2)
w: (z,6,y) = (y,0 ")
i: z — (x,id, z)

The natural functor (7,7T) — (2/6\ , X ) by sending = € V, to x € X and (z,¢,y) to ¢ is an equlvalence

We claim there is a functor @ : (7,T) — (Q, Q) realizing the topological quotient map 7 : Z—Z /G
as follows. For x € V., we define p, := fu, o I'.(g.,2)g. and [A;] = [[:](,, ) Let (z,¢,y) € T be a
morphism, we define

z = Idy, (pe, ) € Uy;
(z,6,y) = (Qx), Q(?J):Pypglv [Ay] o [Lglz o [Ax]_l)'

It is a functor by the definition of structure maps. By Chain rule, Q : T — @ is sc-smooth. The
étale property implies that Q) : T — @Q is sc-smooth. The functor ) descends to the quotient map
G Z — Z/G on the orbit space by definition. O

(3.18) Q:

Thus finishes the proof of the theorem. O

The construction in Theorem 3.74 yields a polyfold structure on the quotient, once we fix a polyfold
structure (X, X) for Z and choose G-slices. The following remark and proposition explain that in what
sense the polyfold structures on the quotient are unique.

Remark 3.51. If for every xg € X, we pzck two different G-slices around xqy to construct two quotient
ep-groupoids (Qq, Qa), (Qp, Qp) and give Z ./ G, Zb/G polyfold structures. Then we can take union of two
sets of slices to form an ep-groupoid (Qap, Qup), which gives (Z UZb)/G a polyfold structure. The natural
inclusions (Qa,Qa) (Qab,Qab) and (Qb,Qb) (Qab, Qup) induce the open inclusions of polyfolds
Za|G — (Z4 U Zy) )G and Zb/G —(ZaUZ)/G. As a consequence, Zo/G and Z,/G restrict to the same
polyfold structure on (Z, N Zy)/G.

Proposition 3.52. Let Z be a regular tame polyfold and (X,, X,), (Xp, Xp) two polyfold structures.
Assume _compact Lie group G acts on Z sc-smoothly by (p,*B) and the action only has finite isotropy.

Let Za, Zb C Z? be two open G-invariant open sets containing Z such that Z o/ G, Zb/G are the quotient
polyfolds constructed from (X,, X,) resp. (Xb,Xb) using Theorem 3.50. Then there exists a G-invariant

open set ZcZ,nZ, containing Zs,, such that Z ./ G, Zb/G restricted to Z/G are the same polyfold.

Proof. Since (X, X,), (X, Xp) are equivalent polyfold structures, we have equivalences (X,, X,) ¢ £

W, W) = £ (X, Xp). We apply Theorem 3.50 to (W, W), i.e. we pick G-slices (UwO,UxO,VmO,fmo,nmo)
for (W?, W2) around Lo € Weo to construct a quotient ep-groupoid (Qyy, Qyy) and gives Zw /G a poly-
fold structure, where Zyy := UzoeWa P(G, Uz, |). Since F, G are equivalences, we can require that Uy,
is small enough such that Fly, ,Gly,, are sc-diffeomorphisms. Then (F(Uy, ), F Uszy)s Vg s Fi fro> Fellay)
vesp. (G (Usg), GUsy)s Vigs G fro, Gutly) are G-slices for (X2, X2) resp. (X2, X7). By Remark 3.51,
polyfold structure constructed from G-slices (F(Uy,), F Uszy)s Vo, Fi fro> Fallay) and Za /G induce equiv-
alent polyfold structures on (ZW nZz ) /G. Similarly, polyfold structure constructed from G-slices
(G(Uy,), G(Z/[ 0)s Vo G fao Gny,) and Z / G induce the equivalent polyfold structures on (Zy N Z,)/G.
Therefore Z, /G, Z,/G restricted to (Zyy N Za N Z)/G are the same polyfold. O
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Remark 3.53. The challenge of constructing a quotient ep-groupoid is the construction of the morphism
space.

(1) Our approach in Theorem 3.50 is geometric in the sense that two morphisms are different iff they
are represented by geometrically different data (z,y,g,T'). The regular property of polyfold is to
the control local lifts set Ly (g, z,y). It is not clear to us how to construct a quotient ep-groupoid
(Q, Q) with isotropy stab¥ satisfying an exact sequence 1 — stab, — stab? — G, — 1.

(2) When G is the trivial group, the construction in Theorem 3.50 gives an effective polyfold structure
on Z C Z2.

(8) One can still apply the construction in Theorem 3.50 to the irreqular polyfold in Example 3.20,
where the group G is the trivial group. Then the new morphism space contains two open half
planes and one half-line with the attaching point is a double point, thus not Hausdorff. This
illustrates the role of the first property of regularity'’.

The following example shows the importance of the second property of regularity (Definition 3.11) in
the proof of Theorem 3.50.

Example 3.54. One can still apply the construction in Theorem 3.50 to Example 3.21 with the trivial
group action. Note that Proposition 3.40 does not hold for Zo X im 7 in Example 3.21, this is because the
sc-diffeomorphism n : imm — im 7 in Example 3.21 can be completed to an autoequivalence of Zo X im,
but n # Lg for any ¢ € stab(g gy = Za. Note that non = id, then the isotropy group stab%’o) for the
quotient construction is Zo X Ly generated by 1 and Ly. Therefore (3.8) does not holds anymore.

In this example, one can still carry out the remaining construction. If we use imm as the only slice
for the construction, then the resulted morphism space Q is two copies of imm with two extra points p,q
corresponding to n and n o Lg, such that p connects the negative side of one copy with the positive side
of the other copy and q connects the remaining two sides. As a result, Q is no longer Hausdorff due to
p and q.

Remark 3.55. If we need to take another quotient on top of a quotient, we need to check whether the
quotient is reqular. The situation depends on the external group action. For example, if we think of the
translation groupoids in FExample 3.20 and Example 3.21 as quotients of Zsy actions, then the quotient
polyfolds are not regular. In light of Corollary 3.19, we give a sufficient condition for the quotient to
be regular. By Proposition 3.47, DI'(go, ")z, preserves the infinitesimal direction gz, for go € Gg, and
I' € Lx(g0,x0,x0). Then for every xy € Xo, we can define the map stabgo — Hom(Tyy X /820, Tuo X' /920 )
by ' € Lx(go, o, z0) — DI'(go, )z, If such map is injective for every xo € X, then the quotient polyfold
s reqular.

3.5. Quotients of polyfold bundles and sections. In this section, we prove Theorem 1.1 up to the
claim orientation. The construction of quotient polyfold bundles is analogous to the construction of
quotient polyfolds in Theorem 3.50, once we set up the counterpart of Proposition 3.49 in the bundle
case.

3.5.1. Regular strong polyfold bundles and sc-Fredholm sections. We first recall the basics of polyfold
bundles and sc-Fredholm sections that will be used here. Like the polyfold case, we review the bundles
over ep-groupoids first.

Definition 3.56 ([27, Definition 8.4] ). A sc-smooth functor P : (£,E) — (X,X) between two ep-
groupoids is a tame strong ep-groupoid bundle, if the following properties hold.
(1) On the object space P°: & — X is a tame strong M-polyfold bundle.

10However7 to get an effective ep-groupoid out of a general ep-groupoid, one only needs the first condition in the regular
property (Definition 3.11), see the proof of [27, Proposition 7.9].
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(2) The morphism space E is the fiber product X5 xpo £. The functor on the morphism space
Pl': E — X is the projection to the X component.
(3) The structure maps on E are given by

3(976) = €
t(g.e) = plge);
m((ga 6)7(h7 a’)) = (goh CL)
u(e) = (id, e)
i(gie) = (97" ulg,e)).

(4) The target map p has following properties:

tyoPl = POop, i.e. pis a strong bundle map E — £ covering the target map ty : X — X;
e 1 is surjective local sc-diffeomorphism;

o u(idy,e) =e, fore € &;

e p(goh,e) = u(g, u(h,e)).

Note that for ¢ € X, there exist open neighborhoods U 4y, Uy, () C X and Uy C X of sx(¢),tx (o)
and ¢, such that tx : Uy — Uy, (4) and sy : Uy — Uy, (4) are sc-diffeomorphisms. Then ¢ : (P1)~1(Uy) —
(PO)_l(L{tX((z,)) and s : (PY)™1(Uy) — (PO)_l(L{SX(¢)) are both strong bundle isomorphisms. In particular,

we can define the following strong bundle isomorphism covering Ly (Definition 3.2),
R¢ =tos l: (PO)_I(US(¢)) — (PO)_I(Ut(¢)).

Then Ry is a special case of local action L4y on the ep-groupoid (€, E) for (¢,0) € E.
To introduce the definition of regular strong bundle, we first define a local uniformizer for a tame
strong polyfold bundle.

Proposition 3.57. Let P : (£,E) — (X, X) be a tame strong ep-groupoid bundle and x € X. Assume
Yy @ staby, XU — (X, X) is a local uniformizer of (X,X) around x. Then there exists a diagram of
sc-smooth functors

staby & (P0)~1(U) —2 (£, E)

| |

staby xU — "+ (X, X),

such that the following holds.

(1) stab, acts on (P°)~Y(U) by strong bundle z'somorphisms.
(2) U, is fully faithful and on the object level U9« (PO~ (U) — & is the inclusion.
(3) On the orbit space |V,| : (PO)~1(U)/stab, — [(PY)~1(U)| C |€| is a homeomorphism.

Proof. stab, acts on (P%)~Y(U) by ¢ € stab, — Ry,. We write ¢, = (idy, ¥) : stab, xU — (X, X). Then
we can define W, : stab, x (P")~1(U) — (£, E) by
vg (P U) <
Ul :stab, x(PO)"YU) = E, (¢,e) — (5( ,PO( )),e) €EE =X, XpoE.
Then W is fully faithful and on object level |¥,|: (P%)~1(U)/stab, — |(P®)~'(U)| C |€| is a homeomor-
phism. U

From the proof above, we see that (P°)~!(U) is a local uniformizer of (£, E) around (z,0) € £ and
is also a strong bundle over U. We will call ¥, : stab, x (P°)~}(U) — (£, E) a local uniformizer for
tame strong ep-groupoid bundle P around x. When there is no ambiguity, we will call (P°)~}(/) a
local uniformizer of P around x. Let Diff? () denotes the group of germs of bundle isomorphism fixing x.
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Then the action in Proposition 3.57 defines a homomorphism stab, — Diff2.(x). We define the effective
part

stabPl .= stab, / ker(stab, — Diff? (z)).
Note that stab?°® might be different from stab defined in (3.2) for the base.

Definition 3.58. Let P : (£, E) — (X, X) be a tame strong ep-groupoid bundle. For x € X, a local
uniformizer stab, x P~ (U) around x is regular if the following two conditions are met:

(1) if Ry|p-1(vy = idp-1(y) for some open subset V C U, then Ry = id on P=YU);

(2) for every connected uniformizer W C U of X around z, if ® : P~Y(W) — stab, is a a map
such that Rg : P~Y(W) — P~1(W), w R () (w) is sc-smooth strong bundle isomorphism, then
there exists ¢ € stab,, such that R, (w) = Re(w) for all w € PHW).

Definition 3.59. A strong ep-groupoid bundle P : (£, E) — (X, X) is regular, if for any point © € X,
there exists a reqular local uniformizer of P around x.

Note that the a strong ep-groupoid bundle being regular is different from the underlying ep-groupoid
being regular. It seems that being regular as a bundle is weaker than being regular as an ep-groupoid,
since a regular bundle uniformizer around z is a regular uniformizer around (z,0). The regularity of a
bundle may only imply the regularity around the zero section.

The counterparts of Proposition 3.17, Proposition 3.18 and Corollary 3.19 hold for strong ep-groupoid
bundles for the same reason. That is we have the following.

Proposition 3.60. Let P : (£,E) — (X, X) be a tame strong ep-groupoid bundle such that stab?*T =
stab, for all x € X. Assume for every x € X, there exists a local uniformizer U around x, such that

for any connected uniformizer V C U around x, we have P~Y(V)\ Uptidestab, Fix(¢) is connected, where
Fix(¢) is the fized set of Ry. Then P is reqular.

Proposition 3.61. If the strong ep-groupoid bundle P : (£, E) — (X, X) has the property that for any
T € Xy and ¢ € stab, if DRy : T(; 0/ — T(4,0)€ is the identity map, then Ry = id locally. Then P is
reqular.

Corollary 3.62. If the linearized action stab, — Hom(T,X,T,X) defined by ¢ — (DLg), is injective
for every point x € X, then P : (€, E) — (X, X) is a reqular strong ep-groupoid bundle.

We point out that the regularity of a bundle is not related to the regularity of the base. For example
we can think of the ep-groupoid Zs x M in Example 3.20 as an ep-groupoid bundle over the trivial action
groupoid Zo X R. Then Zs X M is not regular bundle, but the base is regular. On the other hand,
Zs x (M x R) is an ep-groupoid bundle over Zy x M, where Zy acts on the R coordinate by multiplying
—1. Then Zs x (M x R) is a regular bundle over the irregular ep-groupoid Zy x M.

A strong bundle functor F': (£, E) — (F, F') between two strong ep-groupoid bundles (£, E) — (X, X)
and (F,F) — (),Y) is a sc-smooth functor, such that F* : £ — F and F! : E — F are both strong
bundle maps. As a consequence, F' induces a sc-smooth functor f : (X, X) — (),Y) on the bases.

Definition 3.63 (][27, Definition 10.10]). A strong bundle equivalence
F:(£,E)— (F,F)
is a strong bundle functor, moreover the following two conditions hold.

(1) Fli] : (&i], Ei]) — (Fli], F[i]) are equivalences between ep-groupoids for i = 0,1, covering an
equivalence f : (X, X) — (V,Y).
(2) FO,F are local strong bundle isomorphisms.
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Just like the ep-groupoid situation, one can define generalized strong bundle maps between strong

ep-groupoid bundles [27, §10.5], i.e. an equivalence of diagram of strong bundle functors & Eur ,
where F' is a strong bundle equivalence. Then one can define the category of strong ep-groupoid bundles
SEP(FY) 27, Definition 10.4], where F is the class of strong bundle equivalences. The objects of
S EP(F~L) are strong ep-groupoid bundles and the morphisms of .& Z(F~1) are generalized strong
bundle maps. Sections of strong ep-groupoids can be pulled back through generalized strong bundle maps
and can be pushed forward if the generalized bundle map is an isomorphism [27, Theorem 10.9].

Definition 3.64 ([27, Definition 8.7]). A sc-Fredholm section of a strong bundle P : (£, E) — (X, X)
is a sc-smooth functor S : (X, X) — (£, E), such that Po S =id(x x) and S : X — € is a sc-Fredholm
section of the strong M-polyfold bundle P° : & — X. The section is called proper if |(S™1(0)| C |X| is
compact in the |Xy| topology''.

Definition 3.65 ([27, Definition 16.16]). Let p: W — Z be a surjection between paracompact Hausdorff

spaces, a strong polyfold bundle structure ((£,E) i (X, X),TI',v) is the following structure:
(1) P: (£, E) — (X,X) is a tame strong ep-groupoid bundle;
(2) T:|E| =W and ~y : |X| = Z are homeomorphisms, such that moT =~yo |P)|.

The equivalence between strong polyfold bundle structures are defined similarly as the equivalence
between polyfold structures, see [27, Definition 16.17]. A strong polyfold bundle p : W — Z a surjection
between paracompact Hausdorff spaces with an equivalence class of strong polyfold bundle structures,
see [27, Definition 16.18]. Then one can define the category of strong polyfold bundles, see [27, §16.3]
for more details. Let . %% denotes the category of strong polyfold bundles [27, Definition 16.18,
16.22]. The sections of strong polyfold bundle [27, Definition 16.27] are represented by sections of a
strong polyfold bundle structure up to the equivalences induced by the pullbacks through strong polyfold
bundle structure equivalences. A section is sc-Fredholm [27, Definition 16.40] if one of the representative
sections (hence all) is sc-Fredholm. By [27, Proposition 10.7], a section of a strong polyfold bundle
has a unique representative for a fixed strong polyfold bundle structure. To simplify notations, we will

abbreviate a strong polyfold bundle structure ((£, F) E (X,X),T,v) to (§,E) E (X, X)
in the remaining part of this paper, that is Z = |X| and W = || and a strong polyfold bundle map is
represented by an equivalence class of generalized strong bundle maps.

3.5.2. Group action on strong polyfold bundles.

Definition 3.66. A sc®™ G-action on a strong polyfold bundle p : W — Z is a functor P : BG —
S PR sending the unique object of BG to W. Moreover, for every g € G and p,q € Z such that
IB(9)|(p,0) = (q,0), there exist a neighborhood U of g, two equivalent polyfold bundle structures (€, E) Ei

(X, X),(F,F) “ (V,Y), two points x € X,y € Y with |z| = p,|y| = q and a local uniformizer U around
x. So that the U-family of polyfold bundle maps U — Mor .y p5(|P~1(U)|, W) defined by h — B(h) is
represented by the following sc-smooth bundle functor

pg.z : U x (staby x P~YU)) — (F,F),

satisfying pg.2(9, (x,0)) = (y,0).
Assume G acts onp: W — Z by B. A section s: Z — W is G-equivariant iff it is invariant under
the pullback of strong bundle isomorphism PB(g) for all g € G.

Just like the polyfold case, the sc-smooth group action 3 induces a continuous action p: G x W — W.
We will include this induced data, hence we will refer to a group action by (p,*B). It is clear that a group

HAs a consequence, |S~'(0)] is compact in all |X;| topology and |Xa| topology, by the same proof of [27, Theorem 5.3]



46 ZHENGYI ZHOU

action (p,B) on p : W — Z induces a group action (pz,Bz) on the base Z in the sense of Definition
3.31.

Remark 3.67. By Remark A.5, for connected and regular uniformizer U, pg.(h,-) is a local strong
bundle isomorphism from P~Y(U) for every h € V.

We can define local lifts for an action on a strong polyfold bundle like before. Let (p,B) acts on

p: W — Z and (€, E) T (X, X) a fixed strong bundle structure on p. Let z,y € X and assume
pz(g,|z]) = |y| in Z = |X|. Then by assumption, the action can be locally represented by

(3.19) Pyxa : Ua X (staby, x Pyt (U)) — (&, By),

where (&, E,) B (X, Xa), (&b, Ep) u (X, X3p) are two strong polyfold bundles and stab,, x P, 1(U,) is
a local uniformizer of P, with |z,| = |z| € Z. Then we have the following sequence of equivalences of
ep-groupoids bundles, note that we suppress the morphism spaces since there are no ambiguities,

(3.20) g, Lowal0) o0 P 4 G0 o

C

£ PELN H, GL> pa—l(ua)
where F,, G,, Fy, Gy, are all strong bundle equivalences and |Gp|o|Fy| 7 o|py 1. (9, )| 0|Galo| Ful ™ = p(g, -),
i.e. over the orbit space | P, 1 (U)| the composition of the sequence covers the action p(g,-). Let fa, ga, fo, 9
be the induced equivalences on the bases by F,, G4, Fy, Gy. There exist w, € Wy, wp € Wy, 0,0 € X, €
XaaTl € Xy, such that fa(wa) = qﬁ(x), 5(ga(wa)) = g, n(pZ,g,xa(.%xa)) = fb(wb) and gb(wb) = lb(y), Le.

g Fo ", Ga g, Pg.a(9r) & Fy %, Gh £
S o, e, b
pe fa W, % x PZ.g.0a(9>) X, o W, —" o x
x Ta —> PZg,zq(9>Ta) y
| I |
fa(wa) =—— wa —— ga(wa) fo(wp) wp gv(ws)

Here py , is only partially defined on &,. Let F, ,, and F} ,, denote the local bundle diffeomorphisms F;,
and Fy near w, in W, and wy, in W, respectively. Then by Remark 3.67, there exists an open neighborhood
V C X of x, such that for h close to g and w € P~1(V) we have

(3.21) Alh,w) == Ry o Gyo Byl o Ry o pya,(h-) o Ry o Ga o b, o Ry(w)

is a local bundle isomorphism from P~!()V). We call A a local lift of the bundle action at (g,z,y).
Moreover, every local lift A induces a local lift of the action on the base:

(3.22) D(h,2) =Lyt o gy 0 fyy, © Ln© pzgaa(hy?) © Ls © ga © fau, © Lo(2).

We will use (A,T") to denote a local lift of the bundle actions, although T' is determined by A. (A,T)
is not unique, but the only ambiguity comes from isotropy. That is we have the following analogue of
Proposition 3.40 with an identical proof.



QUOTIENT THEOREMS IN POLYFOLD THEORY AND S-EQUIVARIANT TRANSVERSALITY 47

Definition 3.68. Let P : £ — X and P’ : & — X' be two tame strong M-polyfold bundle and A :
P~Y(V) — & a strong bundle map for open set V C X. For x € V, we define [A], to be the base germ at
x, which is an equivalence class of strong bundle maps with the equivalence is defined by

(A = [Aa]e iff Ailp-10vr) = Aa|p-1(vry for some open neighborhod V' C X of .

Definition 3.69. Assume G acts on a strong polyfold bundle p : W — Z and (&, F) L% (X, X) is a
bundle structure, then local lifts set is defined as

Li(g,7,y) = {([Al(g.2): [D](g,2))|A is a local lift of the action at (g,z,y) covering T.}.

Proposition 3.70. Let p : W — Z be a regular strong polyfold bundle with a G-action (p,B) and

(&, E) T (X, X) a strong polyfold bundle structure. Then for x,y € X and g € G with pz(g, |x|) = |y|, the
1sotropy stab, acts on L’g)(g, x,y) by pre-composing with the local bundle diffeomorphism Ry for ¢ € stab,,
and this action is transitive. stab, also acts on Lg(g, x,y) by post-composing Ry for ¢ € stab,, this action
1$ also transitive.

Proof. The claim follows from a similar diagram chasing in the proof of Proposition 3.40 by replacing
Lemma A.2 with Lemma A.3. 0

We point out here that there exist ([A1],[I'1]), ([Ag],[['2]) such that [A;] # [Ag] but [I'1] = [['3]. For
example, let p : R — pt be a trivial bundle over a point. Zs acts on p by multiplying —1. Then
the translation groupoid Z; x R is an ep-groupoid bundle over Zs x pt. Then there are two local lifts
(A1,T1), (A2, Ty) of the action of the trivial group with [I';] = [['s]. The observation here is that the
effective isotropy staub’gZ’Off of the bundle might be larger than the effective isotropy staub?cff of the base.

The local lifts set ng’ (g9,z,y) also has the group properties like Proposition 3.43.

Proposition 3.71. Let p : W — Z be a regular strong polyfold bundle with a G action (p,*B) and

(&, E) 5 (X, X) a strong polyfold bundle structure. Then for x,y € X and g € G with pz(g, |z|) = |y|,
L?(g,x,y) has the following structures.

(1) There is a well-defined multiplication o : L%(g,y,2z) x L%(h,z,y) — L%(gh,z,z). Moreover, if
(Al € L2(9,y,2) and [As]g, oy € LE(h, x,y) with Ao represent [A1](g ) © [A2](n,z) locally, then

Aia(egh, w) = Ay (eg, Ao (h,w)) = A1 (g, Ao (g™ egh, w))

for € in a neighborhood of id € G, and P(w) in a neighborhood of x. Therefore the induced local
lifts on the base also have the property

(3.23) L12(egh,u) =Ty (eg, Ta(h,u)) = T1(g, T2 (g tegh, u)),

for € in a neighborhood of id € G and w in a neighborhood of x.

(2) There is a unique identity element [Id]q ) € Le(id, z, @), such that 1d%(id,w) = w on P~1(V)
for some neighborhood V C X of x. This element is both left and right identity in the multiplication
structure.

(8) There is an (both right and left) inverse map L%(g,x,y) — L(g7t,y,x) with respect to the
multiplication and identity structures above.

(4) There ezists an open neighborhood V- x U x O of (g,z,y) in G x X x X such that there exist
a representative local lift Ao defined on V x P~Y(U) with image in P~1(O), for each element
a € L(g,x,y). Moreover, for any (¢',2') € V. xU and y € O such that pz (¢, |2'|) = /|, every
element in L%(g', ', y') is represented by [Ua)(y o) by a unique element a € Li(g,x,y).

Proof. The claim follows from an analogues proof of Proposition 3.43 by replacing Proposition 3.40 with
Proposition 3.70. U
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Note that for every z € X, stabe = Ugenglg)(g,a;,a:) forms a group by Proposition 3.71. It is clear
that we have an exact sequence of groups:

(3.24) 1 — stabl® — stabP? — G, — 1,

where the first map is the inclusion stab?f ~ LY(id, z, z) — stabP@ and the second map is the projection.
In particular, stab?@ is a finite group with | stabZ@ | = | stab?® | . |G, |. For 2¢ € X, let (Id%,,1ds,) be
the identity element in L% (id, 2o, 2¢). Then we define the infinitesimal directions to be

(3.25) a0 = D(Ida) (1d,0) (TyG x {0})

By the same argument in Proposition 3.46, we have g,, C (Tgf)X )oo and dim g, = dim G. As a conse-
quence, we have the existence of G-slice defined below, which is a analogue of Proposition 3.49.

Definition 3.72. Letp: W — Z be a regqular strong polyfold bundle with a sc-smooth G-action with finite
isotropy and P : (£, E) — (X, X) a polyfold bundle structure. A G-slice for P around xg € X o is
a tuple (U,U,V, f,n,N) such that the following holds.
(1) U C X is an open neighborhood xg and V- C G is an open neighborhood id.
(2) 12 is defined on V x P~1(U).
(3) f:U =V is sc-smooth and U = f~(0) is slice of X containing xo and P~ (U) is a bundle slice.
(4) Forx € U, g = f(x) is the unique element g € V' such that 1d,,(g,z) € U.
(5)n: U — U defined by x +— 1dy,(f(x),z) is sc-smooth and N : P~*U) — P~ (U) defined by
v 1dE (f(P(v)),v) is a sc-smooth strong bundle map.
(6) There exist representatives A for each element in staby Q such that A(go,-) defined on P~1(U)
and there is sc-smooth action of stabeQ acts on P~ (U ) defined by

(3.26) ([A(go,20)>v) = A O v := N(A(go,v)), VA€ L% (g0, o, 20),v € P_l(Z;{).
(7) For every v € P_I(Z/N{) the set
Sy p-1ap) = 1, 9, Mg, p@y)|u € P7HU). g € G, [M](g,pw)) € LE(g, P(v), P(u), Ag,v) = u}

has exactly \stabeQ | elements. As a consequence, for every y € U, the set

Sy’g ={(2,9,[Al(g)lz € U,geG, [Al(g.y) € Li(g,y,2)}
also has exactly \stabfoQ | elements.

The following proposition follows from the same proof of Proposition 3.49 and the assertion on good
slices follows from Proposition 2.45.

Proposition 3.73. Let p: W — Z be a reqular strong polyfold bundle with a sc-smooth G-action such
the induced action on Z has finite isotropy. Let P : (€, E) — (X, X) be a polyfold bundle structure. Then
for every xg € X, there exists a G-slice (Z/{,Z:{, V,f,n,N) for P:E* — X? around x.

If X is infinite dimensional and there exists a sc-Fredholm section s : X — &, then U can be chosen to
be good with respect to s in the sense of Definition 2.41.

3.5.3. Quotient of strong polyfold bundles and sections.

Theorem 3.74. Let p : W — Z be a reqular tame strong polyfold bundle such that Z is infinite
dimensional. A compact Lie group G acts on p sc-smoothly. If the G-action on Z only has finite
isotropy, then there is a G-invariant open dense set Z c 72 containing Zs, such that p~1(Z )/G — Z/G
can be equipped with a strong tame polyfold bundle structure. Moreover, the topological quotient map
Ta:p N Z) = p~H(Z)/G is realized by sc-smooth strong polyfold bundle map q : p~*(Z) — p~1(2)/G.
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If s : Z — W is a G-equivariant proper sc-Fredholm section. Then s induces a proper sc-Fredholm
section 5 : Z' /G — p~H(Z1) /G by q*5 = s|3,.

Proof. The proof is analogous to the proof of Theorem 3.50 by replacing Proposition 3.49 with Proposition
3.73. Let P : (£,E) — (X, X) be strong polyfold bundle structure of p : W — Z. If we pick a G-slice
(ux,ux, Vi, frNes Ng) for P €2 — X2 around every x € X, then we can construct two ep-groupoids

by
=[] P '), Q:=]] th,
TE€EX TEX
and

BQ = {(u’vvgv([A](g,P(u))v [F](g,P(u))))Ku’Uvg) €EQXEQXG, (A,F) € ng)(g,P(u),P( )) ( 9, ) - U}

Q = {(‘Tayaga ([A](g,x)a [P](g,x)))‘(xayag) €9 x QX G7 (A7P) € Lg(g,x,y)}.

The structure maps are defined similarly as in Theorem 3.50. By the same argument of Theorem 3.50,
(BQ,BQ) and (Q,Q) are ep-groupoids. The obvious projection Py : (BQ,BQ) — (Q,Q) defines
a strong ep- groupoid bundle and gives p 1(2 )/G — Z /G a strong polyfold bundle structure, where
7 = Uzex..pz(G, |[U|) C Z2

Let S : (X,X) — (&, E) be the representative of the section s, such representative is unique by [27,
Proposition 10.7]. Let ([A](g.2): [T](g,0)) € L2(g,2,y) and assume A is defined on V x P~(U) for neigh-
borhoods V C G of g and U C X of z. Since s is G-equivariant and by the uniqueness of representative
S on X (also on U), we have:

(3.27) SYoT(h,2) = A(h,S°(2)), V(h,2) €V xU.
Let 522 : @ — BQ denote the restriction S|, : U, — P~ (U,). We define Sé :Q — BQ to be
(328) (:Ev Y, 9, ([A](g,x)v [F](g,x))) = (522(‘17)7 S%(y)y.% ([A](g,x)v [F](g,x)))

(3.28) is well-defined by (3.27). We claim Sg := (SO,SCB) is a functor from (Q, Q) to (BQ,BQ). It is
clear that SBQOSéQ = S%OSQ and tBQOSé = S%Otg, where spg, sg are the source maps for (5Q, BQ) and
(9,Q), tgo,to are the target maps for (BQ, BQ) and (Q, Q). It remains to prove that the compatibility
with composition. Let mpgo and mg denote the composition in (BQ, BQ) and (Q, Q). Then we have

So(ma(y, 2,9, (], [T1))), (z, y, s ([A2], [T2])))
= S5((@,2,gh, ([M1] o [Ag], [T1] o [T2))))
(S (@), 5 (2), gh, ([A1] o [As], [T1] o [Ta]))
mia((SQ(y): 6(2): . ([A], [T1])), (Sg (2), 8§ (y), . ([A2], [T2])))
= mpa(So(y, 2,9, (M, T1])), So (2, y, h, ([A2], [Ta])).
This finishes the proof of the claim. By Proposition 3.73, for every x € X, there exists G-slice Z:{;
such that Sgﬂ(z];)l has a Fredholm chart around z by Lemma 2.43. Although U, may be different from

Z/N{Q’C, ng’dx is equivalent to S% |7 by a strong bundle isomorphism like the proof of Theorem 2.1. Hence
522’1,71 has a Fredholm chart around x. By Proposition 2.40, Sg has the regularizing property. Therefore
Sg : Q' — BQ' is a sc-Fredholm functor, hence the induced section 3 : 21/G — 77_1(21)/(? on the
quotient polyfold is sc-Fredholm. 37 1(0) is compact because 37!(0) = s7!(0)/G and both s~1(0) and G
are compact. O
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Remark 3.75. By the same argument in Proposition 3.52, if one uses two sets of different choices of
G-slice from two different polyfold bundle structures to construct two qu0tzent polyfold bundle p 1(A Za)|G
and p~ (Zb)/G then there exists a G-invariant open set Z C Z,NZ containing Zoso such that the
restrictions of p~*( a)/G,p (Zb)/G give equivalent polyfold structures on p~(Z )/G

Remark 3.76. Theorem 3.7/ provides a quotient of the base polyfold Z even if Z is not reqular. Assume
the base is also reqular, the constructions in Theorem 3.7/ and Theorem 3.50 may yield different quotients.
The reason is that stab’;eﬂ and Stabfﬂﬂr may be different. However, when the base is effective, Theorem
3.74 and Theorem 3.50 yield the same quotient on the base.

4. ORIENTATION

Orientations of sc-Fredholm sections were discussed in [27, Chapter 6, Section 9.3 and 18.5]. We first
review briefly the basic concepts and properties of the orientation theory that will be used in this paper.

4.1. Orientations of sc-Fredholm sections. In the case of M-polyfold, let s : X — Y be a sc-Fredholm
section of a tame strong M-polyfold bundle p : Y — X. Then there exists a continuous Zy-bundle & over
Xoo called the orientation bundle, which is essentially the Zo reduction of the “determinant bundle”
of the linearization Ds, see [27, Chapter 6] for details. One of the basic property of O is the following.

Proposition 4.1. [27, Chapter 6, Theoerem 12.11] Let p : Y — X,p’ : Y — X’ be two tame strong
M-polyfold bundles and s : X — Y,s' : X' — Y two sc-Fredholm sections. Assume there is a strong
bundle isomorphism ® :' Y — V' such that ®,s = s', then there is an induced continuous Zs-bundle
isomorphism @, : Os — Oy satisfying the obvious functorial properties.

In the case of ep-groupoids, (X, X)) is a groupoid such that the source and target maps are local
homeomorphisms. The proper property in Definition 3.1 holds by Proposition 3.9. We will call such
groupoid a topological ep-groupoid. We can define bundles over topological ep-groupoid, in particular
line bundles or Zo-bundles, in a similar way to Definition 3.56.

Proposition 4.2. Let S : (X, X) — (&, E) be a sc-Fredholm functor of a tame strong ep-groupoid bundle
P:(E,E)— (X, X), then Os := (Og0,Oq1) defines a topological Zo-bundle over (Xoo, Xoo)-

Proof. Let ¢ € X, then the source map s and target map ¢ of (£, E) induce isomorphisms s : (Og1)y —
(O50)sr(¢) and ts : (Og1)g — (Og0)s,(g) by Proposition 4.1, where sy, tx are source and target maps of
(X,X). We define ¢, :=t, 05" : (Og0)s,(¢) = (O50)15(¢)- The functorial property of Proposition 4.1
implies that ¢, o ¥ = (¢ 0 9).. Then we have Og1 ~ Ogo0 X5, Xoo defined by (Og1)y > 0 = (5.0, 9).
Then 1 : Og0 ;X5 Xoo = Og0,(0,$) = ¢x0 defines a Zy-bundle over (X, Xoo) following Definition 3.56
by direct check. O

Definition 4.3 ([27, Definition 12.12]). An orientation of S : (X, X) — (€, E) is a continuous section
Of ﬁs.

Proposition 4.4 ([27, Proposition 12.4]). A sc-Fredholm section S : (X, X) — (£, E) is orientable iff
the following two conditions holds.

(1) |Os| — |Xx| is a continuous Za-bundle.

(2) |Os| — |Xs| admits a continuous section.

Finally in the polyfold case, by [27, Theorem 12.12], generalized strong bundle isomorphisms § induce
fiber preserving homeomorphisms of the orbit spaces of orientation bundles. Then an orientation for a
polyfold sc-Fredholm section of a regular strong polyfold bundle is an orientation on one strong polyfold
bundle structure. It is well-defined by the bundle counterpart of Theorem A.11. When orientation exists,
the transverse solution set is oriented by [27, Theorem 6.3, Theorem 15.6].
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Definition 4.5. We say a sc-Fredholm s : Z — W of a reqular strong polyfold bundle p : W — Z admits
orientation bundle if there exists representative (hence for any representative) S : (X, X) — (€, E)

such that |Og| — |Xx| is a continuous Zs bundle. As a consequence, there is a continuous Za-bundle
ﬁs = ‘ﬁs’ — Zoo.

Remark 4.6. It is clear that a sc-Fredholm section admits orientation bundle iff there is a representative
S (X, X) — (€, E) such that for all ¢ € stab, with x € Xy, ¢« : (Og0)z — (Og0), defined in the proof
of Proposition 4.2 is identity.

4.2. Quotients of orientations. The main results of this subsection are that group action of strong
bundle induce group action on the orientation bundle, and the quotient of that group action can be
identified the orientation bundle of the quotient, when the latter exists.

Let p : W — Z be a regular strong polyfold bundle with a sc-smooth G-action (p,*B) (Definition 3.66).
Assume s : Z — W is a G-equivariant sc-Fredholm section and s admits orientation bundle as in Definition
4.5. If we fix a polyfold bundle structure (£, E) i (X, X), then for any z,y € X, g € G such that
px(g,]z]) = |y|, we have a set of local lifts L (g, x,y) in Definition 3.69. Then for any [A](, .) € Lz (g, z,y),
we have a pushforward of orientation A, : (0g0), — (Og0)y. By Proposition 3.70 and Remark 4.6, the
pushforward does not depend on [A](, .y € LY(g,z,y). Hence we can simply write the pushforward as
Gx : (Og0)z — (Os0)y. Therefore the group property in Proposition 3.71 implies that the pushforward
has a similar group property (gh). = g« o hs. As a result, we have the the following proposition.

Proposition 4.7. Under the same setup as above, the G-action on p induces a continuous G-action on
the orientation bundle on Oy — Z.

Proof. To see that the pushforward descends to the orbit space, we have the following commutative
diagram

(Os0)e —> (O0),

Lk
AL
(ﬁSO)Z (ﬁso)w
where [A]g.) € Lg(g,7,9), [Ny € Li(g,2,w) and ¢ € Mor(z,z2),1 € Mor(y,w). This is because
[Ry-1 0 A o Rylyr) € L(g,x,y). Assume A is defined U x P~1(U) — &, then we have a local strong

bundle isomorphism A : U x P_I(U)~—> U x &, (h,v) = (h,A(h,v)). Then the continuity of the group
action follows from the continuity of A, by Proposition 4.1. O

Definition 4.8. Let p: W — Z be a reqular strong polyfold bundle with a sc-smooth G-action. Assume
s: Z — W is a G-equivariant sc-Fredholm section and s is oriented, we say G preserves the orientation
iff the G-action in Proposition 4.7 preserves the orientation section.

As a corollary of Proposition 4.7, when G is connected, GG always preserves the orientation if s is
oriented.

Proposition 4.9. Under the assumptions of Theorem 3.50, assume the sc-Fredholm section s is oriented
and the G-action preserves the orientation. Then there is an isomorphism Os/G — Os, in particular, 3
is orientable.

Proof. Let (Z/{a,l:la, Vas fasNas No) and (Z/[b,Z/N{b, Vb, fo, b, Ni) be two G-slice of a polyfold bundle structure

(&, E) 5 (X, X) used in the construction of the quotient in Theorem 3.74. For z € (Uy)oo,y € (Up)oo
such that there is a local lift A with [A]¢,,) € L%(g,2,y) covering T' on the base. Then we have the
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following commutative diagram of local strong bundle isomorphisms

(4.1) Py — My Py

lA(gv') lq)

7N ™
P — 2 v P,
Note that the inverse to (fa, N,) is given by Id?, hence here ® : V, x P~Y(U,) — V, x P~Y(U,) is defined
by ® : (h,v) — (fp o P o A(g,id2(h,v)), Ny o A(g,idg(h,v))). By Proposition 3.71, when h is close to
id, we have A(g,id?(h,v)) = A(gh,v) = Idy(ghg~', A(g,v)). By condition (3) and (5) of Definition 3.72,
Ny o A(g,id?(h,v)) = Ny o A(g,v). Hence we have

(4.2) ®(h,v) = (fp o I'(gh, P(v)), Ny o A(g,v)).
Let S, := S, and Sy = Sly,» where S : (X, X) — (€, E) is the preventative of s. Then s being G-
equivariant implies that the diagram (4.1) commutes with sections, i.e. A(g,)+S = S, (fa, Na)sS = Sa,

(fo, Np)+S = S, and @,5, = Sj,. From the construction in Theorem 3.74, Ny o A(g, V) = Rz y.q,a) (V) O
the quotient ep-groupoid (BQ,BQ) for (z,y, g,[A]) € Q, where R, , ;1)) is local action of (z,y, g, [A]) €
Q on BQ. Moreover, when P(v) = z, by (4.2) we have my, o®(h,v) = fyol'(gh,z) = fyoidy(ghg~t,T'(g,z)) =
fo 0 1dy(ghg™!,y), which by condition (3) of Definition 3.72, is ghg~!. In particular, D(my, o D) id,(2,0)) :

TiqV, x {0} — TiqV}, preserve the orientation if we fix an orientation of G. Then we have a commutative
diagram of orientation bundles,

(fayNa)*
Oslu, AN
l/\(gw)* J;P*:(x,yvgv[/\})*
(fo,Np)«
ﬁs|ub §b|‘/b><l]b‘

The orientation of Og pushed forward to an orientation of &g |y, ;7 by (fa, Na). After fixing an orienta-
tion of G' (hence V;), an orientation of Og |, ,,; determines an orientation of &g |,; . By assumption, the
orientation is preserved by the group action, hence A(g,-). preserves the orientation. The commutative
diagram above shows that the pushforward orientation is well-defined on the quotient. O

Remark 4.10. Using the orientation scheme in the proof of Proposition 4.9, when s is transverse to 0,
T,571(0) is oriented by basis {01, ...,0, ) in such a way that (&1,..., 60,01, ...,0m ) gives the orientation
of Tps~1(0), where (&1,...,&,) is the infinitesimal directions of the group action and gives the fized
orientation of G.

Combining Theorem 3.74 and Proposition 4.9, we get a proof of the main Theorem 1.1.

5. EQUIVARIANT TRANSVERSALITY

As corollaries of Theorem 1.1 and the perturbation theory [27, Theorem 5.6, Theorem 15.4] on poly-
folds, we have the following basic equivariant transversality results.

Corollary 5.1. Letp:Y — X be a tame strong M-polyfold bundle equipped with a sc-smooth G-action
and a G-equivariant proper sc-Fredholm section s, such that the induced action on X is free. Assume X
is infinite dzmenszonal and supports sc-smooth bump functions. Then there exists an G-invariant open
neighborhood X c a3 containing Xs and an equivariant sc-perturbation v on X such that s + 7 is
proper and in general position. Moreover, if s is already in general position on a G-invariant closed set
CcC 2/(\, then ~y can be chosen to satisfy v|c = 0.
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Proof. By Theorem 2.1, 5 is a sc-Fredholm section of p‘l(/f’ )/G — X /G for a G-invariant open set
X c a3 containing X,,. By Corollary C.5, X /G also supports sc-smooth bump functions. By [27,
Theorem 5.6], there exists a sc™-perturbation 7 on X /G such that $+7 is proper and in general position.
Let «y := 77, where 7g : X—X /G is the quotient, then s + 7 is G-equivariant, proper and transverse.

By Remark 2.48, s+« is in general position. For the last assertion, we can chose ¥|c ¢ = 0 by the proof
of [27, Theorem 5.6], then ~|c = 0. O

Remark 5.2. Since X contains of a neighborhood of s~1(0) in X3, if we choose the supp~y small enough,
then v can be extended to X3 by 0. However, if there are infinite M-polyfolds with free group actions,
keeping this property on the supports in a coherent way might be challenging. Since in applications, we
only need regular moduli spaces, which are contained in Xo, having v defined on a neighborhood of X
1s sufficient.

By [27, Theorem 15.4], we have the following polyfold version with an identical proof.

Corollary 5.3. Let p : W — Z be a reqular tame strong polyfold bundle equipped with a sc-smooth
G-action and a G-equivariant proper sc-Fredholm section s, such that the induced action on Z has finite
isotropy. Assume Z is infinite-dimensional and supports sc-smooth bump functions. Then there exists
a G-invariant neighborhood A of Z3 containing Zss and an equivariant sct-multisection perturbation k
defined on 2, such that s + k is proper and in general position. Moreover, if s is already in general
position on a G-invariant closed set C' C 2, then k can be chosen to satisfy k|c = 0.

Remark 5.4. [27, Theorem 5.6, Theorem 15.4] assert the abundance of transverse perturbations and
the perturbation can be chosen to be supported in arbitrarily small neighborhoods of s~1(0). One can get
similar properties for equivariant perturbations under the conditions in Corollary 5.1 and Corollary 5.5.

For more general group actions, equivariant transversality is often obstructed. The obstructions usually
arise from points with larger isotropy. Therefore the first step to analyze equivariant transversality would
be understanding those with biggest isotropy group, namely the fixed locus. Moreover, the study of fixed
locus is important for the localization theorem in [42]. We will first discuss the finite dimensional case to
motivate the discussion in the polyfold case.

5.1. Manifold case. In this subsection, we discuss equivariant transversality near the fixed locus in the
case of manifolds. We first show that there is a standard local model for the equivariant transversality
problem near the fixed locus. We call a vector bundle p : F — M a G-vector bundle iff G acts on p
such that the induced G-action on M is trivial. Then the fibers of G-vector bundle are G-representations.
Let {V*}aea denote the set of all the nontrivial irreducible G-representations.

Proposition 5.5. Let p : E — M be a G-vector bundle. Then there is a decomposition of G-vector
bundles E = EC ®ycp B such that EC is fized by the G-action and the fibers of E* are sums of the
irreducible representation V.

Proof. Since G is compact, every finite dimensional representation can be decomposed into direct sum of
irreducible representations. That is each fiber E, can be decomposed into irreducible representations, it
suffices to show that the V* component of E, forms a smooth subbundle. Let x* : G — R denote the
character of the irreducible representation V* and p denote the group action on E. We equip G with a
Haar measure p such that u(G) = 1, then

dim V*
P E— E, ve Wnd(V*) /GX)\(Q)P(QW)dN

defines a smooth projection on E, e.g see [3]. On each fiber P} : E, — E, is the projection to the V>
component. Therefore E* := ker(id —P?) is a smooth subbundle of E. O
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Proposition 5.6. Let p : E — M be a vector bundle over a closed manifold with a G-action p for a
compact group G. Suppose MG C M is the fized point set of the induced G-action pyr on M. Then we
have the following.

(1) MC is a submanifold of M.
(2) Let N denote the normal bundle of MG C M, then the linearization of pyr induces a G-action on
N such that N is G-vector bundle.
(3) There exists a G-invariant open neighborhood U C M of M, such that there is a G-equivariant
bundle isomorphism
®: Ely — 7 (F|y0e),
where T is the projection from N to MC.

Proof. We equip M with a G-invariant metric d. If z € M, then there is a linear representation:
D(pM)x G — O(T:cM)7
where O(T,, M) is the orthogonal group. By the uniqueness of geodesic, we have

pm(g,exp(§)) = exp(D(par)z(g) - §), V&€ T M.

Therefore M@ is a submanifold and the tangent T, M is the fixed subspace (T, M)®. Let 7 : N — M¢
denote the normal bundle of M® ¢ M. Linearization D(par). induces a G-action on each fiber N,. Then
by the equivariant tubular neighborhood theorem [6, Theorem 3.18], there is a G-invariant neighborhood
of M€ equivariantly diffeomorphic to the normal bundle N. With a little abuse of notation, we will call
this tubular neighborhood N.

Fixing a connection, we have a bundle isomorphism ¥ : E|y — 7*(E|;,¢) by parallel transportation,
such that \IJ|E|MG = id is equivariant. We can write ¥ as (v,v) — (z,9(z,v)), where ¥(z,v) € Er ().
We equip G with a Haar measure p such that u(G) = 1, then we define

3 : Ely - 7 (Elyo), (2,0) - <:c [ oa.vons™ (m)))du) |

Then @ is an equivariant bundle map and ®| Elo = | E|,,c = id. Hence ® is an equivariant bundle

isomorphism for a smaller G-invariant tubular neighborhood of M in N. O
As a corollary of Proposition 5.6, the equivariant transversality problem on the fixed locus MY is

equivalent to the equivariant transversality problem on the local model 7*(F|,;¢) — N. Since N, E|sc

are G-vector bundles over MY, by Proposition 5.5 we have decompositions of G-vector bundles:

(5.1) N:EB)\EAN)‘, E|MG .= E¢ DreA EN

Let s : N — 7*(E|yc) be a G-equivariant section. If s(x) = 0 for € MY, by Schur’s lemma the

linearized operator Ds, can be decomposed into

(5.2) Ds, = DGSx ®rea DASI,

where D%s,, : T,ME — ExG is the linearization of the fixed part s¢ = sy MCS — EC and D?s, :
N} — E? is G-equivariant. Thus G-equivariant transversality on M% means that s|yc : MY — E¢ is
transverse to 0 and all DAs,, are surjective for all z € (s“)~1(0). If rank E* > rank N* for some ), then
we can not expect equivariant transversality, unless (s)~1(0) = (). Even if rank E* < rank N* for all
A € A appearing in the decomposition, there are still some other obstructions.

Definition 5.7. The spaces of equivariant linear maps Homg (N2, E2) form a vector bundle over manifold
MC. We define

(5.3) 5> :={(z,h) € Homg(N*, E*)|z € M®, h € Homg(N2, E)) is not surjective.}.
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Then S — M is a fiber bundle

Proposition 5.8. Assume indDs > 0, then the fiber of S* is a real variety and the following two
properties hold.
. . . . ind D> .
(1) The real codimension of S; in Homg(N), E) is (% + 1)Ad1mR Endg (V).
(2) The real codimension of the singularities of Sp in Sp is (% + 3) dimg Endg(V?) > 3.

Proof. For the irreducible representation V*, by Schur’s Lemma the endomorphism ring Endg(V?) is a
finite-dimensional division ring over R. Hence by Frobenius Theorem, there are only three possibilities for
Endg(V?), namely R, C and H. The not-onto maps in Homg((V*)?, (V)™) = Hompyg,, (v (Endg(VA)™, Endg(V)"
i.e. Endg(V?)-coefficient matrices with rank smaller than m. Such matrices form a determinantal variety
S and S has real codimension (n—m+ 1) dimg Endg(V?) in HomEndG(VA)(Endg(V)‘)", Endg(VA)™) [18,
Proposition 12.2]. The singularities come from those matrices with rank smaller than m — 1, whose real
codimension in S is (m — n + 3) dimg Endg(V*). Therefore when m > n, this singularities are of real
codimension bigger than 3 dimg Endg(V?) > 3. O

Now we can rephrase equivariant transversality near fixed locus as follows.

(1) s|pye : MY — EC is transverse to 0;
(2) D) ¢ S* for all @ € s/,+(0) and X € A.

By Proposition 5.8, since the singularities of S* have high enough codimension, there is a well-defined
Euler class e(SY) € Heodim SA(M &) if M@ is closed. Such class can be represented by a pseudo-cycle
t=1(S?) for a generic section t of Homg(N?*, E*) — MY [31, Section 6.5]. Then if e(E%) Ue(S*) # 0 for
some ), it is impossible to find equivariant transverse sections on MY, here e(E®) is the Euler class of
EG — MS. However in the following simple case, we can use a dimension argument to get equivariant
transversality near the fixed locus.

Proposition 5.9. Following the notation in Proposition 5.6, (5.1) and (5.2), let s : N — 7*(E|¢) be
a G-equivariant section. Let S* be the fiber bundle defined in Definition 5.7. If

ind D*s
dim VA

dim MY — rank EY < codim §* = ( + 1) dimg Endg(V?)

for all X such that rank E* > 0, then there exists G-equivariant section vy such that s+~ is transverse to
0 on MC.

Proof. Let v : MY — E be a perturbation such that s¢ + v : M — EC is transverse to 0. Then
s+ 7" is a G-equivariant section such that (s + 7*7)|y¢ : MY — E© is transverse to 0. Hence without
loss of generality, we can assume s% : MY — E© is transverse to 0. In particular (s%)~1(0) is a smooth
manifold with dimension dim M¢ — rank F¢.

For each A such that rank E* > 0, we can find a section t* : (s¢)71(0) — Homg(N’\,EA)|(sc)71(0),
such that D*s, + t*(z) ¢ S for every z € (s©)~1(0). This is because dim(s%)~1(0) < codim S*. We
then extend t* to a section of Homg(N*, E}) — M&. For all other \ such that dim E* = 0, we define
t* = 0. Since @®xepat? can be understood as an equivariant section of 7*(E|y;¢) — N vanishing on MY,
then s + ®¢ At)‘ is a G-equivariant transverse section on M G ]

Remark 5.10. Assume s¢ : M — EC is transverse, then one can study the equivariant transversality
from obstruction theory, where the obstructions lies in H*1((s%)~1(0), 7 (Homg (N}, E}N\S2)).
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5.2. Polyfold case. Let p : W — Z be a strong polyfold bundle with G-action and s : Z — W an
equivariant proper sc-Fredholm section. We need an analogue of Proposition 5.6 in the polyfold case,
thus we introduce the following assumption (Definition 5.12). Let A be the index set for all the nontrivial
irreducible representations V* of G.

Definition 5.11. We define G-tame (strong) M-polyfold bundle to be a tame (strong) M-polyfold
bundle m : N' — X with a sc-smooth G-action p, such that the induced action on the base py is trivial. Let
A € A, we call a G-tame (strong) M-polyfold bundle N — X a A-tame (strong) M-polyfold bundle
iff for any vector v € Ny, the G-invariant space spanned by v is G-equivariantly isomorphic to V.

To guarantee the existence of bump functions and partition of unity, we assume from now on that
all the M-polyfolds are modeled on sc-Hilbert spaces'?. Such assumption also plays a role in
Proposition B.1.

Definition 5.12. We say the G-action on p: W — Z satisfies the tubular neighborhood assumption
on the fized locus without isotropy if the following conditions hold.

(1) The fived part Z¢ and WY are tame subpolyfolds [27, Definition 16.10] of Z and W, such that
W is a strong polyfold bundle over Z&. Since s is equivariant, we have s¢ = s| ¢ : Z& — W,
We also require that s¢ is a proper sc-Fredholm section.

(2) Z% has no isotropy, i.e. Z% is a tame M-polyfold. Hence W& is a tame strong M-polyfold bundle
over ZC.

(8) There exists a G-invariant neighborhood N C Z of (s%)~1(0) := s~1(0) N ZY, such that there is
a projection ™ : N — N N Z% making N a G-tame M-polyfold bundle. We have a decomposition
of G-tame M-polyfold bundles N = @&\caN?, such that N* is a A\-tame M-polyfold bundle. Here
& stands for some completion of the direct sum, see (3) of Remark 5.13.

(4) The G-tame strong M-polyfold bundle W|ynzc has a similar decomposition, i.e. we have \-tame
strong M-polyfold bundles W over ZG for A € A, such that W{i)|yngze = WE[i]BreaW[i] for
i =0,1. Moreover, there is a G-equivariant strong bundle isomorphism W|n — 7 (W|ynza)-

(5) We have rank W} = oo for any x € N N ZY unless W* is the rank zero bundle.

In the following, we will abbreviate tubular neighborhood assumption on the fixed locus without
isotropy (Definition 5.12) to tubular neighborhood assumption.

Remark 5.13. Several remarks on Definition 5.12 are in order.

(1) A less restrictive assumption is dropping (2) in Definition 5.12, so that the fired locus ZC is a
polyfold and all WG N* W™ are polyfold bundles. Condition (2) guarantees the existences of a
global stabilization in Proposition 5.15, which is important for us to actually get the equivariant
transversality when possible. However, for the localization theorem in [42], we can drop (2) and
work with polyfold fized locus.

(2) The tubular neighborhood assumption does not always hold for general polyfolds. In fact, the tubu-
lar neighborhood Theorem does not hold for M-polyfolds. For example, there is no neighborhood
of the origin with linear structures in the object M-polyfold in Example 3.20. Such phenomenon is
due to that M-polyfolds are modeled on retracts. Although one may expect a tubular neighborhood
of retract fiberation, we need linear structures in the proof of Theorem 5.17.

(8) Let E* be a family of sc-Hilbert spaces, ®ye AR is sc-Hilbert space such that ®yepAE* < Brea BN
is a dense inclusion.

(4) The condition (5) in Definition 5.12 is used in the proof of Proposition 5.15. Such condition is
satisfied in all known applications.

121, fact, it is sufficient to assume the first level spaces are Hilbert spaces, see [27, Corollary 5.2].
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Definition 5.12 without (2) is usually satisfied in applications. The no-isotorpy assumption holds for
the S'-action on the autonomous Hamiltonian-Floer cohomology polyfold, see Section 6 for details.

Proposition 5.14. Suppose the tubular neighborhood assumption (Definition 5.12) holds, then there
exists a G-equivariant sc perturbation vy, such that (s +)|zc : Z% — WY is transverse to 0 and s + v
is proper. In particular, (s ++)~1(0) N Z% is a compact manifold. Moreover, one can choose v such that
suppy is contained in arbitrarily small neighborhood of s~*(0) N Z% in Z.

Proof. By [27, Theorem 5.6], for any neighborhood U C Z of s~1(0)NZ%, we can find a sc™-perturbation
7 such that s¢ + 7 : Z¢ — W is a proper transverse section and supp7 € N NU N Z%. Using the
tubular neighborhood assumption, 7*7 is a G-equivariant sc'-perturbation on N. By Corollary C.5
and sc-smooth partition of unit, there exists a G-invariant sc-smooth function f : N — [0, 1] such that
f|(sc+7)71(0) =1and suppf C NNU. Then v := fr*7 is G-equivariant sct-perturbation supported in
NNU and (s +7)|z6 := s +7: Z¢ — WY is transverse to 0. Since v can be chosen to be arbitrarily
small in some auxiliary norm ([27, Definition 5.1]), then s 4 ~y is proper by [27, Theorem 5.1] O

Let x € Z$ such that s(z) = 0. Since Z% and N are M-polyfolds by assumption, we can take the
linearization of s on Z% instead of on a polyfold structure. Since s is equivariant, we have

Ds, = DGsx DreA D)‘sw,

where D%s, is the linearization of s@ : Z¢ — W& at x and D*s are G-equivariant linear Fredholm
operators from N} — W2. To get equivariant transversality near Z%, we need at least ind D*s, > 0 for
all z € (s%)71(0) and A € A. To translate the discussion in the finite dimensional case to the polyfold
world, we need to understand Homg(N*,W?). In the following, we show that we can find a finite
dimensional substitute of Homg (N A WA). The following two propositions are proven in Appendix B.

Proposition 5.15. Under the tubular neighborhood assumption (Definition 5.12), assume (s©)~1(0) is
a compact manifold. Then there is a G-invariant finite-dimensional trivial subbundle w c W2, over
(s9)71(0) with constant rank, such that W covers coker D*s over (s9)~1(0).

For every € N N Z$, there exists sc* perturbation 7 : Z¢ — W such that s(x) + 7(2) = 0. Then
fm*T is a G-equivariant perturbation defined on Z for an equivariant bump function f supported in a
neighborhood x. Then we can define D*s, to be D*(s + f7*7),, i.e. the A-component of D(s + f7*7),.
Since D>‘(f17r*7'1 — fom*13), = 0 for different choices of f and T, D?s,, is well-defined for every x € NﬂZg;O.
Although D*s, may not be continuous in the norm topology in a local trivialization [10, Theorem 4.1],
the following key properties of D*s, hold.

Proposition 5.16. Under the tubular neighborhood assumption (Definition 5.12), we have the following.
(1) ind D*s is locally constant on N N Z< using ZZ-G topology for any 0 <i < oo.
(2) For every k € N, {z € N N Z§|dim coker D*s,, < k} is an open subset of ZS with Z& topology
for any 2 < i < 0.
(3) Suppose that s& : ZG — WG is transverse to 0. Let W be a trivial bundle asserted in Proposition
5.15, then N = (D’\s)_l(WA) is smooth subbundle in N2, over (s)71(0). Moreover, rankﬁi -
rankWi = ind D*s,.

After applying Proposition 5.16, we can choose a G-invariant decomposition N* = ~ & N» by

Proposition B.1. Take 7 € Homg(NA,WA), then DAS—FT)\O’]TNA : N» — W is surjective iff D)\S‘N)\ +77
A

A oA . . . . . . . .
N~ — W" is surjective. Moreover, 7" o T can be viewed as a perturbation in the A-direction.
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Theorem 5.17. Suppose the tubular neighborhood assumption (Definition 5.12) holds. If for all A € A
and x € (s%)71(0), we have

ind D*s,
dim V*
then there exists a G-invariant sc™ -perturbation y supported in N, such that s+~ is proper and transverse
to 0 on ZC.

(5.4) inds¢ < ( + 1) dimg Endg(V?),

Proof. By Proposition 5.16, the set of points where (5.4) holds is open in N N Zg topology. Therefore,
by Proposition 5.14 we can assume s@ : Z¢ — WY is transverse to 0 and (5.4) holds for every z €
(s9)71(0) ¢ N n Z% By Proposition 5.15 and Proposition 5.16, there exists G-equivariant trivial
subbundle W W2, over (s%)71(0) covering the cokernel of D}s, and N = DAS_I(N)\) C N2 is
a finite rank bundle over (s#)~!(0). Since the fiber bundle S* (Definition 5.7) in Homg(ﬁ)‘,W}‘) has
codimension (ig?rr?‘ii” + 1)dimg Endg(V?). By the same argument in Proposition 5.9, we can find a
section 7 in Homg(WA,W/\) — (s9)71(0), such that D)‘Sm|ﬁ;\ +7Mx) : W;\ — Wi is surjective for every

point in z € (s¢)71(0). Let T denote the projection N* — ~ guaranteed by Proposition B.1, then

7 0 T—x is a s¢> bundle map N* — W W] over (s9)71(0). Since we assume s

~ is transverse to
zero, by [27, Theorem 3.13] (s%)~1(0) € Z% is sub-M-polyfold in the sense of [27, Definition 2.12]. That
is for every = € (s9)71(0), there exists a neighborhood V' C N N Z% of x and a sc-smooth retraction
r:V — V such that 7(V) = (s¢)71(0) N V. Then r*(7* o T2l (o)1 0)nv) Ny — WH1]|y defines a
sc-smooth bundle map extension of T)‘OTFN,\ |(Sc)71(0)ﬁv by Proposition 5.19. Applying a partition of unity

argument to all such 7*(7* o T2 (s9)-10)nv), We can find a sc-smooth bundle map 0 : NNy — W1y

for a neighborhood U C Z% of (s%)71(0) such that 9’\\N|(SG)71(O) =710 m- By Corollary C.6, we

can assume 6* : N}y — W?1]|y is a G-equivariant bundle map and 0)\|NA|( T ™o T by

averaging. Using the tubular neighborhood assumption, 6* can be treated as a sc-section of W — Z on
N|y C Z. We apply the same procedure to all A, such that D*s,, is not surjective for some z € (s7)~1(0).
By Proposition 5.16 and the compactness of (s¢)71(0), there are only finitely many such A. Then
s+ f> en 6* is an equivariant section and transverse on Z¢, where f is a G-invariant bump function
on N such that f|c)-19) = 1 and supp f C N|y. We can choose f such that f 3\ 6> is supported
in arbitrarily small neighborhood of (s¢)71(0) in Z and arbitrarily small in some auxiliary norm [27,
Definition 12.2], then s+ f >, 5 6 is proper by [27, Theorem 12.9]. O

In the case of S'-action, every nontrivial irreducible representation is two-dimensional and classified
by a non-negative integer weight. The endomorphism ring is isomorphic to C.

Corollary 5.18 (Corollary 1.2). Suppose p : W — Z is reqular tame strong polyfold bundle with a proper
sc-Fredholm section s and Z is infinite dimensional. Assume S acts on p such that s is equivariant and
the tubular neighborhood assumption (Definition 5.12) holds. Provided that for all weights A € Nt and

r € s7H0)N 75", we have indD s, + 2 > indDS's,. Then there exists a S'-invariant neighborhood
Zc 73 containing Zo, and an equivariant scT-multisection perturbation k on 7 , such that

(1) s+ k is transverse to zero and proper;

(2) there exist a S*-invariant neighborhood U C Z3 of (Z5")3, such that k|y is single valued.
If s is transverse to 0 on an invariant closed set D, then we can require k =0 on D.

Proof. By Theorem 5.17, there is a S'-equivariant sct-perturbation v supported in N such that s + v is
transverse to 0 on Z5'. By [10, Corollary 3.3], there is a S'-invariant neighborhood U C Z3 of (ZSI)?’,
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such that s + 7 is proper and transverse to 0 on U C Z3. Let C := U\Z o 1, then C is a closed subset in
Z?’\Zsl. Since the S'-action on Z \ZS1 has finite isotropy, by Corollary 5.3 there exists an equivariant
transverse scT-multisection perturbation 7 on V C Z3\Z° ' containing ZOO\ZOSO1 such that 7|cnv = v|cnv
and s + 7 is proper on Z3\U. Then

() = { v(z), zeU;

7(2), z€V\U;

is an equivariant transverse perturbation defined on the G-invariant open set Z:=VuUcZz3 containing
Z~ and is single valued on U. The claim on the closed set D follows from a similar argument in Corollary
5.1. ]

The following Proposition is a direct consequence of the chain rule [27, Theorem 1.1], which is used in
the proof of Theorem 5.17.

Proposition 5.19. Let (K, (R} xE) xF) and (P, (R} x E) x H) be two tame M-polyfold bundle retracts
over the same tame M-polyfold retract (O, R x E). Let Ry, Ry be the bundle retractions defining K and
P and assume both Ry and Ry cover the tame retractions r on the base. Suppose we have a sc-smooth
retraction 7 : O — O and a sc-smooth bundle map f : K|y — Plro0), then

™f: K — P, (z,v)— Ro(z,mgo foR(n(zx),v))

is a sc-smooth bundle map extending f.

6. APPLICATION: HAMILTONIAN-FLOER COHOMOLOGY FOR AUTONOMOUS HAMILTONIANS

Let (M,w) be a closed symplectic manifold, the weak Arnold conjecture asserts that for any non-
degenerate Hamiltonian H; : S' x M — R, then the number of periodic orbits of the Hamiltonian vector
field Xp, is bounded below by Y, dimg H*(M;R). Floer [12] developed an invariant, which is now re-
ferred as Hamiltonian-Floer cohomology, to prove the conjecture. Given a non-degenerate Hamiltonian,
the cochain complex of the Hamiltonian-Floer cohomology is generated by periodic orbits. A typical strat-
egy initiated by Floer for symplectic aspherical manifolds and later generalized to all symplectic manifolds
[15, 30] is to show that the Hamiltonian-Floer cohomology is isomorphic to the regular cohomology. In
order to relate Hamiltonian-Floer cohomology with regular cohomology, one can either use a C?-small
time independent Hamiltonian [12, 15, 30] or the PSS construction [34]. In both case, the proof of iso-
morphism boils down to existence of S'-equivariant transversality. Another strategy for the weak Arnold
conjecture, which does not prove the isomorphism, can be found in [9]. In particular, S'-equivariant
transversality is not required there. The purpose of this section is to explain S'-equivariant transversal-
ity can be achieved in the polyfold setup for Hamiltonian-Floer cohomology, assuming Hamiltonian-Floer
cohomology is generally constructed and proven to be invariant using polyfolds. As a result, we have an
isomorphism between the Hamiltonian-Floer cohomology and regular cohomology, which yields the weak
Arnold conjecture.

6.1. Hamiltonian-Floer cohomology. We first review the Hamiltonian-Floer cohomology setup from
[31, Chapter 12]. Let £M be the space of equivalence classes [(z, u)], where z : S — M is a contractible
loop in M and w is extension of x to disk. Here (z,u) is equivalent to (z,v) iff the boundary sum u#(—v)
is homologous to zero. Let H; : S x M — R be a Hamiltonian. Then the symplectic action functional
A : LM — R is defined by

Az, 0)]) = — /D wo— [ Ho)
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Critical points of Ag correspond to [(z,u)] where z is a contractible periodic orbit of Xp,. Let P(H;) C
LM be the set of critical points of Ag. For & € 75(Ht), we use = to denote the underlying periodic orbit.
Assume all periodic orbits are non-degenerated. Let J; be a S family of compatible almost complex
structureson M. For z_, 2, € 75(Ht), solutions to the Floer equation below can be viewed as downwards
gradient flow lines of Ay from 2_ to z4,

(6.1) Osu + Jp(u)(Opu — Xi(u)) =0,

such that lims 4o u(s,t) = x4 (t) and Z_#u = . Then the index of (6.1) is given by pcz(Z-) —
wcz(Z4), where pcz is the Conley-Zehnder index [35]. Here we only point out that

poz(A#E) = poz(T) —2c1(A)

for # € P(H;) and A € H5 (M) = im(ma(M) — Ho(M)). Let M;z_z, be the compactified moduli space
of solutions to (6.1) module the R-translation by adding the broken flow lines. Assume transversality
holds, i.e. Mj_z, are compact smooth manifold with boundary of dimension pcz(-) — pcz(Z4) — 1
whenever pcz(Z-) —pcz(Z4+) < 2. For poz(3-) — pcz(Z4) = 2, boundary of Mz_ 7, comes from broken
flow lines, i.e.
8M9~0—,9~0+ = U M@ﬂg X MZ7755+‘
GEP(Hy)
nez(@-)—poz(§)=1

They are oriented in a coherent way by [13]. Then we can define a cochain complex C7; consisting of
elements eP(H:) azT such that for every C

#{i € P(Hy)|az # 0, Ag (&) < C} < .
The differential gy is defined by

(6.2) Supy = Z (/ 1)z.

Let
A= {ZAeHg(mquA |VC e R, # {A € HS(M)| fa#0,w(A) <C} < Oo}

be the Novikov field with ¢4 graded by 2¢;(A). Then A acts on CF* by A& = i#(—A). Since we have
Mz 7, = Mz_suaz, 44, we have dgp is a A-module map. With such preparation, the Hamiltonian-Floer
cohomology is defined as
HF*(H,J) := H (Cyp,0nr),

which is a A-module. The key property is that HF™*(H, J) is independent of H, J by a continuation map
construction. In order to achieve transversality we assumed above, one can use a generic almost complex
structure .J; when sphere bubbles can ruled out [1, 12] or one need to apply virtual techniques [15, 30, 41]
for general symplectic manifolds.

6.1.1. Hamiltonian-Floer cohomology for autonomous Hamiltonians. To relate Hamiltonian-Floer coho-
mology to regular cohomology, we can use a very special Hamiltonian. Let H : M — R be a Morse
function. We can assume the C? norm of H is small enough such that all time-1 period orbits of the
Hamiltonian vector field Xy are critical points of H. Let C(H) denote the set of critical points of H. We
can assume H is also self-indexing in the sense that

(6.3) H(xz) > H(y) iff indx > indy,Vz,y € C(H),

where indz,indy are the Morse indexes. A critical point  can be viewed as [(z,0)] € P(H) and
pcz([x,0]) = n —indz. In this special case, Cf; is the free A-module generated by C(H) and grading
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for ¢4z for x € C(H) and A € Hy (M) is given by n — inda + 2¢;(A). If we pick an almost complex
structure J such that g := w(-, J-) satisfies the Sard-Smale condition for the Morse function H, i.e. the
stable and unstable manifolds of the gradient vector field V,H intersect transversely. For xz,y € C(H), let
Mg’y denote the compactified moduli space of gradient flow lines for (H,g) from x to y. Then we have
./\/lg,y C My y. Assume we can achieve transversality for all M a, 5, of dimension smaller than 2 using
this time independent almost complex structure J. Then if 2¢;(A) +n —indz = 2¢1(B) +n —indy + 1,
we have

0,  ifA£B,
(6-4) Moz = { MO, ifA=DB.

:Biy,

This is because that the rotation of the S'-coordinate acts on Mg 4B, Since dimMga, 5, = 0,
the action must be trivial. In other words, any solution in Mga, .5, must be independent of the S 1
coordinate. Hence the claim follows.

Using M%y, one can define the Morse cochain complex C};, = ©,ccmyA(z) with grading |z| =

2n — ind z, i.e. the Morse index of —H at x. The differential d5; is defined by

Sy = (/ 1)z.

vec(H) ' Moy

The cohomology of (C},,dn) is denoted by HM*(—H,g) and it is isomorphic to the regular cohomol-
ogy with Novikov coefficient H*(M;A) [1]. Then by (6.4), we have HF*(H,J) = HM**"(—H,J) =
H**™(M;A). Hence the weak Arnold conjecture follows. In absence of sphere bubbles, transversality
using time independent J was proven in [12, 39].

6.1.2. Polyfold setup. For general symplectic manifold, perturbing the almost complex is not sufficient.
Since the key property we need in addition to usual transversality is that S* acts on M ¢Az,qBz> We need to
argue that S'-equivariant transversality is possible in framework of the virtual technique used to imple-
ment Hamiltonian-Floer cohomology. Such arguments were carried out for Kuranishi type constructions
in [15, 30]. The purpose of this section is to resolve those difficulties transparently in a manner that is
applicable to any abstract perturbation approach. To be specific and rigorous, we work in the technical
context of polyfold theory and formulate the setup given for Floer theory as assumptions blew. Note that
this is the same setup as in [15, 30], with exception of the precise smooth nature of the spaces Z; , a.

In the following, we will consider Hamiltonian-Floer polyfolds for an autonomous C? small non-
degenerate Hamiltonian H and time independent almost complex structure. We denote by A > 0 the
minimal symplectic area of nontrivial J-holomorphic curve. For simplicity, we can choose H such that
max H —min H < h. We first list some properties of Hamiltonian-Floer cohomology polyfolds as assump-
tions.

Assumption 6.1.

(1) For every pair of critical points x,y € C(H) and a homology class A € H5 (M) such that H(y) —
H(z)+w(A) > 0, there is an effective reqular tame strong polyfold bundle pyy a : Way 4 — Zzy A
modeled on sc-Hilbert spaces and an oriented sc-Fredholm section sz y A @ Zgya — Waya with
compact zero set. We have

ind sz ya=pcz(x,—A) — pcz(y,0) — 1 =indy —indx + 2¢; (A4) — 1.

Szy,A are oriented in an coherent way [13]. The mazimal degeneracy index on each polyfold Z, , 4
is finite. When A =0, the polyfold Z, o has trivial isotropy, i.e. an M-polyfold.
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(2) There are natural sc-smooth identifications

k 0 0
8 ZZE,yvA = U 8 Zm7m17A1 XKoo X 8 Z"Ek717y7Ak7
I17...7$k,160(H)
i A=A

WZ‘,Z,A‘akZZ’yyA = U Wx7x17A1‘80Z1,11,A1 XX ka717y,Ak 8Osz71,y,Ak7
Z1,..,2p—1€C(H)
k
Zi:1 A=A
Sx,y,A‘E)OZZ,Zl,AIx...xé)ozzkilyy,Ak = Szai,Ap X X Sy, Ay

Here 08 Z C Z is the set of points with degeneracy index k.
(3) The reparametrization in the S'-coordinate is a S'-action on Pz, A, such that sz, a4 is Sl
equivariant. The S'-action on Z,, 4 has finite isotropy unless A = 0.

1 1 1 . .
(4) The fized part sf’yp = sx7y,0\251 . Z:f,y,O — Wf‘,y,o 1s the sc-Fredholm section on the Morse
z,Y

homology M-polyfold sketched in [7] for (H,g) and is in general position by the Sard-Smale as-
sumption.
(5) When indy —indx =1 and sy40 + K40 is transverse to 0 for a S'-equivariant sc™-multisection
Sl

Koy vanishing on Z3, o, then for every q € (8440 + Fay0) ' (0) N Zf,;,o: the orientation of q
1

induced from sz 40+ Kz y0 15 the same as the orientation of q induced from Siy’o.

Remark 6.2. Since max H —min H < h, there is no sphere bundles in Z, o, hence Zy 4 o is a M-polyfold.

Roughly speaking, the polyfold Z, , 4 is the space of cylinders with bubbles from z to y representing
homology class A, fibers of W, , 4 are spaces of sections of (0,1) form and the section s;, 4 is the
Floer equation. One way to construct polyfolds satisfying Assumption 6.1 is through the SFT polyfolds
[11]. Alternatively, one can generalize the construction in [41] to general symplectic manifolds by a fiber
product construction [8] with the Gromov-Witten polyfolds [25]. Constructions using Kuranishi type
theory with similar properties were developed in [15, 30].

To define the Hamiltonian-Floer cohomology from a system of polyfolds as described in Assumption
6.1, we need perturbations satisfying the following conditions.

Definition 6.3. A family of sc™-multisection perturbations {kyy a} is transverse and coherent on
level | € N iff we have following.
(1) For all x,y, A, Ky a is scT-multisection of pgy A : Wslc,y,A — Zglw’A over an open neighborhood
of (Zpy,A)oo N Zu,lw’A, such that sy y A + Kz A 15 proper.
(2) For all x,y, A such that ind s,y 4 < 1, we have sz y A + Kz y A is transverse to 0.
(3) For xg,...,x, € C(H), Ay,..., A, € HY(M) and A := Zle A;, we have

(6'5) 'L{wo,wk,AkaEO,xk,A = Rzg,z1,41 X -+« X Rgy_ g2, 4>
: 0 0 a0 7l 0 71
on a neighborhood of (0°Zy, 21,41 )0 X .. X (0 Zy, | 2.4y )00 i 0 Zpgoypy X X002y o4, C
k 7l
9 Zxo,xlmA'

Proposition 6.4. There exists a transverse and coherent perturbation family k., A for any level [ € N.

Sketch of proof. To construct transverse and coherent perturbations as in Definition 6.3, one usually
needs some inductive arguments. The induction is typically based on the maximal degeneracy index
of the polyfold. We first find perturbations on those polyfolds without boundary, i.e. those polyfolds
with maximal degeneracy index 0, and we choose the perturbations to be transverse if the index is not
bigger than 1 using [27, Theorem 15.4]. Then by coherent condition (6.5), we have perturbations on the
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boundaries of polyfolds with maximal degeneracy index 1. We extend the perturbations into the interior.
When we use multisection in the perturbation, the existence of extension of a multisection from boundary
requires the perturbation to be structurable [27, Definition 13.17, Definition 14.4]. [27, Theorem 15.5]
guarantees the extended perturbation is again structurable. We require transversality if the index is
smaller than 1. To see such requirement is feasible, note that on Z, , 4, X Zy . 4, C ot Lz 2, A1+A, We have
indg y 4, +indy > 4, = ind; . 4,44, —1. Hence if ind; » 4,44, < 1, then either both ind, , 4, and ind, . a,
are zero or one of them is negative. Therefore by induction hypothesis, if ind, 4 4, = indy . 4, = 0 we
have kg y A, X Kz y 4, 1S a transverse perturbation to s, 4, X 5,2 4,. If one of the indexes is negative, then
(S, Ay X Sy Ay + Kay Ay X Ky A,) " H(0) = 0. In either case, kyy 4, X iy 2 4, 1S a transverse perturbation
on Zgy A, X Zy,2 A, Therefore we can find transverse extension to the interior using [27, Theorem 15.5].
The induction argument goes on with respect to the maximal degeneracy index. The claim on properness
of 53y A+ Kz y a follows from [27, §12.4]. O

Given a transverse and coherent perturbation family {x; , 4}, we can define a differential i on Cj; 1,

(6.6) SHFY = Z (/ 1)qA33.

yEC(H),A (sx,y,A+Hac,y,A)71(0)

ind 55, 4=0
To get a cohomology, we need the following, which is a part of the polyfold construction for Hamiltonian-
Floer cohomology. Since they are not the topic of this paper, we list it as assumptions.

Assumption 6.5. The coherent orientations of sy A in Assumption 6.1 imply that 0gr o 0gr = 0.

6.2. S'-equivariant coherent perturbations. In the following, we will show that there exists a trans-
verse and coherent perturbation family {4 4}, such that we have an isomorphism HF*(H, J, {kgy a}) :=
H*(CYp,0prp) = H*™(M) ® A. In addition to the isomorphism, to get a proof of the weak Arnold
conjecture, we still need the invariance of the Hamiltonian-Floer cohomology not only for autonomous
Hamiltonians sketched above but also for general time dependent Hamiltonians. We list it as an assump-
tion.

Assumption 6.6. For every non-degenerate Hamiltonian Hy : Sl x M — R, there is a cochain complex
generated by P(H;) whose cohomology is isomorphic to HF*(H, J,{kzy a}) above.

Assumption 6.6 is verified by constructing Hamiltonian-Floer cohomology polyfolds for general Hamil-
tonians and a continuation map construction. They are parts of the Hamiltonian-Floer cohomology
polyfolds package, hence are expected to be derived from [11]. The counterparts using classical construc-
tion and Kuranishi construction can be found in [1, 12, 15, 30].

To relate the Hamiltonian-Floer cohomology with Morse cohomology, it suffices to find transverse
and coherent perturbations, which are also S'-equivariant. We will use Corollary 5.18 to show the S'-
equivariant transversality. Therefore we need the following.

Proposition 6.7. For the polyfolds in Assumption 6.1, the following two properties hold.
(1) The S*-action on Py y0: Wayo — Zuyo satisfies the tubular neighborhood assumption in Defini-
tion 5.12.
(2) For every z,y € C(H) such that indy — indz € {1,2} and A\ € NT, we have indD*s, , 0 = 0 on

-1 Lo
vay,O(O) A Zgy,o'm

We prove Proposition 6.7 in Subsection 6.3 for the direct Hamiltonian-Floer cohomology polyfolds
described in [41]. Similar properties are expected to hold for Hamiltonian-Floer cohomology polyfolds
from SFT [11].

131y fact, the claim holds for every =,y € C(H), see Subsection 6.3.
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Theorem 6.8. Suppose Assumption 6.1 holds. There exists a transverse and coherent perturbation family
{kzya} on level 3 such that kyy 4 is S'-equivariant for all x,y, A.

As a corollary of Theorem 6.8, one have the following.

Corollary 6.9. Using perturbations in Theorem 6.8, we have dgp = dpr. In particular, when Assumption
6.6 holds, the weak Arnold conjecture holds.

Proof. For every x,y, A such that ind,, 4 = 0, since S*-action has finite isotropy if A # 0 then equivariant
transversality implies that (s, 4+ fzy.4) 1 (0) = @ when A # 0. If A = 0 then equivariant transversality
implies that (S0 + Kay0) H(0) = (Sily,o)_l(O) with the same orientation. Hence dgpr = dpr and the
remaining claim follows. O

Before proving Theorem 6.8, we first gather some properties of structurable multisections from [27,
Chapter 14] that will be crucial for our argument.

Proposition 6.10. Let p: W — Z and p’' : W' — Z be two strong tame polyfold bundles, then we have
the following properties.

(1) If sc™-multisection k of p is single-valued, then k is structurable.

(2) Let {U,V'} be an open cover of Z. If sct-multisection k is single-valued on U and structurable on
V, then k is structurable on Z. '*

(3) Let k,k" be structurable sc™-multisections of p resp. p', then k ® k' is a structurable sc*-
multisection of p®dp - W OW' — Z.

(4) Let f : X — Z be a polyfold map and r a structurable sc™-multisection of p, then f*k is a
structurable sct-multisection of f*p: f*W — X. 1°

To prove Theorem 6.8, we need to make an induction argument sketched in Proposition 6.4 in a
Sl-equivariant way. On a single polyfolds, the S'-equivariant transverse perturbation is constructed
using Corollary 5.3 and Corollary 5.18. The key point of the proof is that we can maintain both the
Sl-equivariant property and the structurable property in the induction.

Proof of Theorem 6.8. We apply the induction argument sketched in Proposition 6.4 to find such pertur-
bations. To make sure that we can stay in the category of structurable multisections, we claim that there
exist S'-equivariant transverse and coherent perturbation family such that the following two conditions
holds

(1) Rgy.a is structurable for A # 0;

(2) Kgy,0 is single-valued near fixed locus and Rz, is structurable on (Zx7y,0\Zf’;70)/Sl.

where %, 4 and R, o are induced sections on the quotients. Strictly speaking, the quotients are defined
on open dense sets with a level shift by three. We will not spell them out for simplicity.

We prove the claim by induction on the maximal degeneracy index. The base case is maximal de-
generacy index 0, i.e. polyfolds without boundary. On Z,, 4 with A # 0, then by Assumption 6.1, the
Sl-action has finite isotropy. Hence there exists S'-equivariant transverse sc™ multisection perturbation
Ky 4 and Ky, 4 can be chosen to be structurable on Z,, 4/S' by [27, Theorem 15,4]. On Z,, 0 with
0 < inds;y0 < 1, then by Proposition 6.7, Corollary 5.18 can be applied to find § Lequivariant per-
turbation k4 0 such that x; 40 is single-valued in a neighborhood of Z;Z ;’0 and Kz 0 is structurable on

(Zw,%o\Zi;’O)/Sl. On Z,,0 with inds;, 0 > 1, we simply require x,,0 = 0. Finally, the self-index
condition implies that Z,, o = 0 for every z,y such that indz > indy. Therefore the claim holds for
maximal degeneracy index 0.

MThis follows from the proof of [27, Corollary 13.1]
15This follows from [27, Theorem 14.3].
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Assume the claim holds on polyfolds with maximal degeneracy index at most k. We will prove that
there exist perturbations satisfying the same properties on all polyfolds with maximal degeneracy index
k + 1. We divide the proof into two cases.

Case 1: Zy, 4 with A # 0. By Assumption 6.1, the S'-action has finite isotropy. We claim that induced
perturbation on 07, 4 4/S ' js structurable, hence we can extend it to a structurable perturbation R,y A
on Zx,%A/Sl. On the boundary face Z, , A, X Z, y 4, C 0Z; 4y 4 With A = Ay 4 Ay, the quotient bundle
(Wa 2,4, X Way a,)/St has a decomposition (W » 4, x {0})/S1 & ({0} x W, 4 4,)/S. Let 71, T2 denote
the two projections. If A; # 0 then

—
T1 O Ky,z,41 X Kzy, Ay = PI1Rg, 2, A,

where pry @ (Zgy,4, X Zy%Al)/S1 — ij,AO/S1 is the quotient of the projection. By induction hypothesis,
Rz A, is structurable. Hence by Proposition 6.10, mj 0 Kz y a4y X Ky, 2,4, is structurable. If A; = 0, then
T10Kg 20 X KyzAaon (UxZy, 4,)/8 1 is single-valued by induction hypothesis, where U is a S'-invariant

neighborhood of Z:i;,o- Similar to the A; # 0 case, we have m o K .0 X K,y 4 is structurable on
((Zx7z70\Z:ilz70) X ZZW,A)/Sl. Therefore by Proposition 6.10, 7 0 kg . 0 X K2y 4 is structurable. So far, we
show that mj 0 Kz . A, X K4 A, is structurable for any Ay, similarly m9 o k5, 4, X k.4 4, is structurable.
Then by Proposition 6.10, kg . 4, X K2y, 4, = T1 O Kg 2 Ay X Kzy Ay D T2 0Ky 2 A X K2y A, 18 structurable.
Therefore we have an extension %y, 4 from 92, 4/S to Z;, 4/S', and the pullback ryy 4 to Zy 4 4 is
Sl-equivariant. When ind Szy.A < 1, we have 5,1 is transverse on 0Z; /S I by the same argument in
Proposition 6.4. Therefore using [27, Theorem 15.5], we can require %, 4 is a transverse perturbation
on Z;, 4/St, hence £y, 4 is an equivariant transverse perturbation on Zy y 4.

Case 2: Z, 0. By the same argument above, £, . 4 X K4 _4 is structurable if A # 0, and kg .0 X K240

is structurable on (Z; . x Zz7y,0\Zf;70 X ZZS:;O)/S:[. By induction hypothesis, £z .0 X k24,0 is single

valued on U x V where U C Z; .0,V C Z.,0 are neighborhoods of Zi;O,Zg;O.

Hence there exists
. . . . . 1 .
extension ko such that s, , o is single valued in a neighborhood of Zf y.0 and Fgy o Is structurable on

(Zx,%o\Z:i;’O)/Sl. When 0 <inds; 40 < 1, by Corollary 5.18 we can require that s, , o is transverse to
0. Therefore the claim holds for all polyfolds by induction, and Theorem 6.8 follows. O

6.3. Analyzing fixed locus in “the direct construction”. There are mainly two constructions of
Hamiltonian-Floer cohomology polyfolds satisfying Assumption 6.1 and Assumption 6.6. One way is
deriving it from the SFT polyfolds [11], i.e. the polyfolds of cylinders in R x S' x M. The other
construction is more direct by considering cylinders in M. When there are no sphere bubbles, the later
construction was sketched in [41]. In this subsection, we prove Proposition 6.7 for the direct construction
of Hamiltonian-Floer cohomology polyfolds.

6.3.1. The Morse homology M-polyfolds and Hamiltonian-Floer cohomology polyfolds. We first give a
brief description of the Morse homology M-polyfolds which contain compactified Morse trajectory spaces
following [7]. For z,y € C(H), a flow line [y] from x to y is an equivalence class of curves v : R — M
with limy—,_ o v(t) =  and limy_,o, 7(t) = y with exponential decay at two ends. Here ~; is equivalent
to y2 iff v1(s + ) = 72(-) for some s € R. A broken flow line is a tuple ([y1],...,[7x]) such that
limy o0 7i(t) = limy— oo Yi+1(¢) for all 1 <4 < k— 1. The M-polyfold &, , consists of both unbroken and
broken flow lines from « to y. A chart of &, , near an unbroken flow linw [7] is modeled on a neighborhood
of 0 in

(6.7) E, = {v e Hy"(R,y*TM)[v(0) € H}en,
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with chart map v € E, — [exp,(v)], where H is a hyperplane in T, M transverse to v at 7(0), and
8; > 0 are exponential weights in the Sobolev spaces'®. A chart near a broken flow line ([y1],...,[Vs]) is
modeled on a tame sc-retraction constructed from pregluing, see [7] for details.

We can similarly define the sc-Hilbert space H., := {Hi“(R,y*TM )}ien. Then there is a strong M-

polyfold bundle Y, , over X, ,, such that the fiber over ([v1],...,[y%]) isomorphic to H,, x ... x H,, if
we choose representatives 71,...,v,. Moreover, there is a proper sc-Fredholm section s, : Xz — Vi y
given by

sey(nl-- s lml) = (1 = VH(Mm), -7 = VH (7))

This section is in general position if we assume the Sard-Smale condition.

Similarly, for z,y € C(H) such that ind y > ind z, a cylindrical flow line [u] from z to y is an equivalence
class of curves u : R x 8! — M with lim;_,_~ u(t, ) = = and limy_, u(t,-) = y with exponential decay
at two ends. Here uy is equivalent to wg iff ui(s + -,-) = ua(-,-) for some s € R. We have a M-
polyfold description of cylindrical flows lines from z to y including broken flow lines, which serves as the
Hamiltonian-Floer polyfold Z, ,0. Let u : R x S' — M be a flow from z to y with exponential decay
at two ends and [u] denote the equivalence class in Z, , o. Then a chart of Z, , ¢ near v is modeled on a
neighborhood of 0 in

(6.8) E, :={ve HJ' (R x S, u*TM)[v(0,0) € H}ien,

with chart map v € E, — [exp, (v)], where H is a hyperplane in T, )M transverse to u(s,0) at u(0,0),
and ¢; > 0 are the exponential weights as before. A chart near a broken flow ([u1], ..., [ug]) is modeled on
a tame sc-retraction constructed from pregluing, see [41] for details. Let H,, := {ng’i(R x ST u*TM)}ien.
The strong M-polyfold bundle W, , o is constructed in a similar way, and the fiber over ([u1],...,[u])
isomorphic to H,, x ... x H,,, once we choose representatives u1,...,u;. Then the Floer equation gives
a proper section sg 0 : Zz,y,0 — Waeyo such that

(6.9) Spyo([utl, ..., [ug]) = (Osur + JOu1 — VH(ur), ..., Osuy + JOpup — VH (uy)).

It was proven in [41] that this section is sc-Fredholm.
In the following, we prove Proposition 6.7.

Proof of Proposition 6.7 (1). The reparametrization in the S'-coordinate acts sc-smoothly on Dey,0 :
W:c,y,O — Zx,y,O by

g - (H(7 ')76('7 )) = (H(76 + ')76('76 + ))7
where U = ([u1],...,[ux]) and ¥ = (vy,...,v) for v; € H,,. Then the section s, is S'-equivariant.
The fixed points of the S'-action on Way0 = Zgy,0 are curves independent of the S L_coordinate, i.e. the

Morse homology M-polyfold bundle Y, , — &, ,. Thus to verify Definition 5.12, we need to prove the
following on Wy 40 — Zz4y0-

(1) There exists a S'-invariant neighborhood Ny, 0 C Zy,0 of (35;70)_1(0) = 3;1%0(0) N Z5", such

that there is a projection 7 : Ny y 0 — Ny 0N Z:ﬁ;,o making Ny, 0 a S'-tame M-polyfold bundle.

We have a decomposition of S'-tame M-polyfold bundles Nyyo = & AEN+ N;\y’o, such that Né\,y,o
is a A-tame M-polyfold bundle.

(2) The S'-tame strong M-polyfold bundle Wm,y,0|N 751
z,y x,y,0

A-tame strong M-polyfold bundles Wﬁy,o over Z;z ;70 for A\ € N*, such that Wi

has a similar decomposition, i.e. we have

1
29,0 |N$,yyonZa§y 0

16yye require that §; is increasing to guarantee that E is a sc-Hilbert space. We also require d; is small than minimum
of the absolute values of eigenvalues of Hess(H) on all critical points to include every Morse trajectory.
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WS [i]2.y.0@ rent Wi]y0 for i = 0,1. Moreover, there is a G-equivariant strong bundle isomor-
phism W 4 0ln,, — 7 (Wz

(3) We have (rank ng"%o

To construct a tubular neighborhood, we construct the normal bundle of X, , C Z, , 0. There is a M-
polyfold bundle N, — X, , where the fiber over ([v1], ..., [y]) is F4, x...xF,, for chosen representatives
Y1, .- -, Yk, Where

,y,0|Nz,y,oﬂZzS,Z,o)'

) = oo for any z € Ny 40N Zf,;,o unless ng"%o is the rank zero bundle.

F,:={¢ e HJP' (R x 8, v"TM)|[ i&(-,t)dt = 0}ien.
Then there is a sc-smooth map EXP : N%y — Zgy,0 given by

(([’Yl]v T [’Yk]% (517 R 7§k)) = ([expvl 51]7 AR [expyk gk])v

where (exp., &)(s,t) = exp,, () &i(s,t). To see that EXP is a local sc-diffeomorphism near A, for
example near a unbroken flow line [] € X, C Z, 40, instead of using (6.8) as the local model, we can
use

El = {ve HJ" (R x S",u*TM)| [ v(0,t)dt € H}ien

as the local model. Then we have IE’7 = E, ® F, and EXP is the local sc-diffeomorphism near v in
Ngzy. The situation near a broken flow line is similar. Therefore there is neighborhood V' of the compact
set (35’270)_1(0) C Ny, such that EXP|y is a sc-diffeomorphism. To describe EXP(V) as a tubular
neighborhood, we first construct a sc-smooth metric g : Ny, ® N, — R by partition of unity, see the
proof of Proposition B.1. The rotation in the S'-direction makes N, into a S1-M-polyfold bundle.
By Corollary C.6, the metric g can be chosen to be S'-invariant. Then there is a € > 0 and an open
neighborhood U of (s5° ,)7(0) in Xy, such that the e-ball bundle B.(U) C N, is contained in V.

z,y,0
Then EXP, : Ny yluv — Zgy,0 defined by

(6'10) (([71]7 teey [’Yk]% (517 cee 7§k)) = ([eXp'yl (fE o g(flafl) : Sl)]v R [evan(fe o g(gkafk) : Sk)])7

is a sc-diffeomorphism onto its image, where f. : R, — [0,1] is smooth map such that r + fc(r?)r is
diffeomorphism from Ry to [0,¢) and f, is identity near 0. Since the metric g is S'-invariant, EXP,
is Sl-invariant. Hence there is a tubular neighborhood EXP (B.(U)) containing (35270)_1(0), which is
sc-diffeomorphic to Ny v

Next we show that we have a decomposition of N, , into different representations using Fourier series.
Note that the nontrivial representation of S is classified by a positive integer weight. For every weight
A € N4, similar to the construction of A, we have a M-polyfold subbundle /\/;g‘,y C N,y such that the

fiber over ([v1],...,[vk]) is given by FJ x ... x Fi‘k, where

Ff/ = {a(s) sin(2At) 4 b(s) cos(2Axt) | a,b € ngi(R,’y*TM)}LEN cF,.
Then ./\fg?‘,y is a A-M-polyfold bundle in the sense of Definition 5.11. In addition, EB,\>0N£‘,y — Ny is a
dense inclusion by the properties of Fourier series. Moreover, W, , 9|y has a similar decomposition, and
each component of the decomposition has infinite rank.

Finally, we verify that W, | B.(U) 18 equivariantly isomorphic to W yolu as strong bundles, where
7 is the projection Ny, — U. Let [7] = ([n],..., %)) € U, £ = (&,.-.,&) € (Nxvy)([“/1]7~~~,[vk}) and
7= M) € Wayo)(nl,..lw])- Lhe equivariant strong bundle isomorphism @ : 7*W, , oly —
Wx7y,0’B€(U) is given by

(6.11) @ ([7],€,7) — (EXP([A],€), (Peym, - Pe,tin)),
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where (P%,n;)(s,t) is the parallel transportation of 7;(s,t) along the path [0,1] — M,v > exp., (v -
feog(&,&) - &(s,t)). Then ® is S'-equivariant strong bundle isomorphism. This finishes the proof of
Proposition 6.7 (1). O
Proof of Proposition 6.7 (2). The sc-Fredholm section s, o is given by (6.9). The linearization of s; 4
at an unbroken flow line v € (35270)_1(0) is given by

D(54,,0)v& = V& + JIV& — Ve VH,

where V is the Levi-Civita connection the for metric ¢ = w(-,J-). After a complex trivialization ¥ :
C™ — y*T'M, the section ¢ can be viewed as a map from R x S to C* and

D(Sm,y,O)’yg = 885 + Zat£ + Ag)
where A := V=YV U -V VH) € C°(R, Homg(C", C")), see [38, §2.2]. Since 7/(s) decays exponentially
and H is C%-small, A(£00) := limg 100 A(s) = — limg 100 V1V VH is C° small. To prove Proposition
6.7 (2), we need to analyze D*(s;,.0),. Let & € Nﬁy, under the trivialization ¥, we can write
&(s,t) = ax(s)sin 27t + by(s) cos 2A7t,
for ay, by € H}(R,C") := {Hg’iH(R, C")}ien- Therefore we have D (s, .0) given by
& (a\(s) —i2Xmby(s) + A(s)ax(s)) sin 2wt + (b (s) + i2Amway(s) + A(s)bx(s)) cos 2Amt.
Using sin 2A7t and cos 2A7t as basis, the linearization above can be rewritten as
D)‘(s%y,o)w(a)\(s), ba(s)) = (a\(s) —i2Xwby(s) + A(s)axr(s), b\ (s) + 2 way(s) + A(s)bxr(s))
(6.12) = (& — B()(ax(s),ba(s)).
Here B(s) € Homg(C™ x C",C" x C") is defined by B(s)(a,b) = (i2A\b + A(s)a, —2Xia + A(s)b) for
a,b € C". Let BT := lim,_,4, B(s). The index of (6.12) can be computed by spectral flow and is given by
dim E%(B~)—dim E*(B™") by [35, Theorem 2.1], where E“(B) is the negative eigenspace of the matrix B.
Since A(400) is small in C? norm, we have dim E%(B~) = dim E%(B*) = 2n. Therefore ind D*s ,, o = 0.
This verifies Proposition 6.7 (1) for unbroken flow lines. The proof for broken flow lines is similar, since

the A-direction linearization at a broken flow line is the product of the A-direction linearization on every
component, i.e. the gluing parameter does not interact with any of the A-directions. O

APPENDIX A. PROPERTIES OF LocCAL LIFTS

First, we set up the following properties of the local action Lg, which follows directly from Definition
3.2.

Proposition A.1. Let F: (X, X) — (V,Y) be a fully faithful sc-smooth functor, such that F*: X —Y
is a local sc-diffeomorphism. Then the following holds.

(1) For ¢ € X, then we have the following equation as germs around s(¢) (Definition 3.38).

(A1) [Lrg) © Flsg) = [F' o Lgls(g)-
(2) For composable ¢, € X, we have
(A.2) (L © Lpls(wy = [Lgow]s()-

(3) If Ly is defined over V, then there exists a neighborhood V' of ¢ € X such that for every ¢ € V,
Ly is defined on V and

(A3) Lfi) = Lw on V.
We first prove a direct corollary of regularity (Definition 3.13).
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Lemma A.2. Let (X,X) be a reqular ep-groupoid. Let x,y be two points in X and Uy, U, two local
uniformizers around x resp. y. If there is a sc-smooth map F' : U, — U, such that

(1) F is a sc-diffeomorphism from U, to an open subset of X;

(2) |F(2)| = |z| for every z € Uy and F(z) =y.
Then there exists a 8 € Mor(z,y) and a local uniformizer V around x, such that F|y, = Ly.

Proof. Since |y| = |F(z)| = |z|, there exists 6y € Mor(z,y). Then there is an open neighborhood V of z
such that Ly, is defined on V with images in U,,, and U := F(V) C U, is a connected regular uniformizer
around y. For every z € V, we have |Lg,(2)| = |z| = |F(2)|. Since Ly,(z) and F(z) are in the local
uniformizer U, then for any z € V, there exists a ¢, € stab,,, such that

(A.4) Lg,(z) = Ly, o F(z).

Then L¢F*1(u) (u) = Lg, o F~1(u) for u € U. Since U is a connected regular uniformizer, we have

L¢F71(u) (u) = L¢(u)
for some ¢ € stab,. Then (A.4) induces:
Ly-10p,(2) = F(2), VzeV.
O

A typical scenario of applying this lemma is when we have two equivalences of ep-groupoids F,G :
W,W) — (X, X) such that |F| = |G|. Then for wi,ws € W and ¢ € Mor(w;,ws), then there exists
6 € Mor(F(w1), G(ws)) such that locally:

Ly =Gy OLd) OFlzll.

In the bundle case, we have the following analogue of Lemma A.2 with an identical proof.

Lemma A.3. Let (&, F) LS (X,X) be a regular strong ep-groupoid bundle. Let z,y be two points
in X and Uy, U, two local uniformizers around x resp. y. If there is a sc-smooth strong bundle map
F: P YU,) — P~YU,) such that

(1) F is a sc-diffeomorphism from P~Y(U,) to an open subset of &;

(2) |F(v)| = |v| for every v € P~YU,) and F(x,0) = (y,0).
Then there exists a 6 € Mor(z,y) and a local uniformizer V around x, such that F'|p-1y = Ry.

To prove Proposition 3.40, we need to argue that the local representation p,, of a group action in
Definition 3.31 can be chosen as a family of embeddings and the inverses of pg ;(h,-) can be defined on
a uniform open set for all A close to g, i.e. we have the following.

Proposition A.4. Let py, : U X (staby xU) — (X, X) be a local representation of a sc-smooth group
action (p,B) near (g,x) on a connected reqular uniformizer stab, xU. Then we have
(1) for each h € U, pg5(h,-) : staby xU — (X, X)) is a fully faithful functor and on object space and
pg.z(h,-) is a sc-diffeomorphism onto an open subset;
(2) there exists a neighborhood U C U of g, such that Npeyrpgq(h,U) contains an open set V C X,
which contains {pg (h,z)|h € U'}.

As a consequence of (2), pgu(h,-)™1 is defined on' V for all h € U’ and contains  in its image.

Proof. For the first assertion, for each h € G, B(h) : Z — Z is an isomorphism of polyfolds. As a local
representation of such map, pg.(h,-) : stab, x4 — (X, X) is fully faithful and local sc-diffeomorphism
on objects. To show it is a sc-diffeomorphism on objects, we only need to show it is injective on objects.
Assume otherwise, i.e. there exist h € U, y,z € U, such that pg . (h,y) = pg.(h, z). Since pg .(h,-) is local
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diffeomorphism, we have pg . (h,); 1 0 py(h, ) is well defined in a neighborhood of y, where py . (h, )7 is

the inverse of pg . (h,-) near z. By Lemma A.2, [pg.(h, )71 0 pgu(h, )]y = [Ly)y for some ¢ € Mor(y, ).
Since U is a local uniformizer, L, = Ly for some ¢ € stab, by Corollary 3.5. Such ¢ is unique and
nontrivial in stab®?, because if we have another ¢ such that [Lg), = [Ly],, then Ly-104 is identity near
y. By the regular property (Definition 3.11), Ly-1, = id on U, ie. ¢ = ¢' € stabfcff. Next we consider
the following set

S=A{p eUllpga(h,)]p = [pgz(h,-) o Lglp} CU.

S is open by definition and S is not empty by our assumption. We claim S is also closed. Suppose we
have lim; z; = o for x; € S and o € U. Since py.(h,xi) = pgo(h, Ly(x;)), we have pga(h, 2o0) =
pg.e(h, Ly(2s)). Therefore by the same argument before, there exists a unique 1 € stab®®, such that

x
[pg@(h,-)zi(%o) © pga(hy )z = [Lyloe- Since pg,x(h,-)zi(%o) = pgu(h, -)\Zi(%) for i > 0, we have
[pg,x(hf)Zi(gci) © pg,x(h7')]xi = [Ln]:cz for i > 0. By assumption [pg,:c(ha )Z;(ml) © pg,x(h7')]xi = [Lfi)]:cz
We must have n = ¢ in Stabfcﬁ. Therefore S is closed. Since U is connected and S is not empty by
assumption, we have S = U. Since L4 # id on any open subset U by regularity, there exists y; — x such
that Ly(y;) # vs. This contradicts pg 4 (h,-) is a local diffeomorphism near .

To prove the second assertion, we first pick a local uniformizer W around y := pg.(g,2). Then there
exist an open neighborhood U’ C U of g and a uniformizer &’ C U around z such that p, . (U’ U") C W.
Since a polyfold is a metrizable space, by the proof of Lemma 2.33, we may choose the metric d to be G-
invariant. Because open set [U'| C Z contains a r-ball around |z|. Then we can choose the neighborhood
U’ C U of g small enough, such that the following two conditions hold:

e U’ is connected;

o Upeyrp(h, |z|) has diameter smaller than 3.
Since p(h, By(|z[)) is a r-ball centered at p(h, |z[), we have Bz (|y|) C (,epr p(h, Br(|z])). Let V C W be
the staby-invariant neighborhood of y such that [V| = Bz (|y|). We claim that V C pg.z(h,U") for every
h € U'. Since on object level we have |V| C p(h, [U'|) and pg . (h,U") C W, for every z € V there exists
a ¢ € stab,, such that Ly(z) = pg(h,w) for some w € U'. Since py 4 (h,-) is a fully faithful functor, we
have stab,, =~ staby,,(.). Note that the stab,-orbit of w in U has size | stab, |/|stab,, | and the staby-orbit
of Ly(2) in V has size |staby |/[staby ()| = |stab, |/|staby, |. Then pg(h,-) identifies the stab,-orbit
of w and the stab,-orbit of Ly(z) because pg(h,-) is injective by the first assertion. We must have
z € pgaz(h,U"), since z is in the staby-orbit of L4(z). Therefore V C pg.(h,U') C pg(h,U) for every
helU. O

Remark A.5. By a similar argument, when py . : U x (stab, x P~Y(U)) — (€, E) is a local representation
of a sc-smooth action on a strong polyfold bundle. If U is connected and regular, then pg(h,-) is a sc-
diffeomorphism from P~ (U) onto an open image for every h € U.

Proposition A.6 (Proposition 3.40). Let Z be a regular polyfold with a sc-smooth G-action (p,B) and
(X, X) a polyfold structure of Z = |X|. Then for x,y € X and g € G with p(g, |x|) = |y|, the isotropy
stab, acts on Lx(g,x,y) by pre-composing the local sc-diffeomorphism Ly for ¢ € staby, i.e.

(¢7 [P] (g,m)) = [P © L¢](g,m)7

and this action is transitive. The isotropy staby also acts on Lx(g,x,y) by post-composing Ly for ¢ €
stab,, i.e.

(0, [T (g,2)) 7 [Lg © Tlg.0)s

this action is also transitive.



QUOTIENT THEOREMS IN POLYFOLD THEORY AND S-EQUIVARIANT TRANSVERSALITY 71

Proof. We first recall the definition of local lifts from Subsection 3.3. For z,y € X and g € G such
that p(g, |z|) = |y|, we have two equivalent polyfold structures (X,, X,),(Xp, X3) and a local uniformizer
U, C X, around z,, such that |z,| = x and the action can be locally represented by

Pgaa - U X (stabg, xU,) — (X, Xp),

where U C G is a neighborhood of g. Since (X, X,), (X, Xp) and (X, X) are equivalent polyfold
structures, we have the following diagram of equivalences as in (3.4) (we suppress the morphism space
from now on):

Ga pg@a('v') Fy

"W, X, X,

Gy

X X

W

A local lift T" at (g, x,y) is constructed by first finding w, € Wy, wy € Wy, 9,9 € X, € X,,n € Xy, such

that F,(we) = ¢(2), 6(Ga(wa)) = Za, N(pg.z.(9:Ta)) = Fy(wp) and Gp(wp) = 1(y). Let Fyap, resp. Fp o,
denote the local diffeomorphisms Fy, resp. Fj near w, resp. wy. We define for z close to x and h close to

9
(A.5) ['(h,z) := Ly-10Gpo Fbjul}b oLyopga,(h,-)oLsoGgo Fa_&,a o Lg(z).

Case one - different choices of wq, wp, d,1,0,m: Assume we have two sets of different choices inducing
two local lifts T, T".

X Fa Wa Ga Xa Pg,xq (gv) Xb Fb Wb Gb X
€ Tog — Pg,zq (ga xa) Yy
g | k K
Fo(wg) =—— wq — Gq(wyg) Fy(wp) wy Gp(wp)
T 0”’ xa - pgvxa(g7xa) eb y
/| o | |+
Fy(wy) =—— wj, — Go(wy,) Fy(w}) wy, Gy(wy,)

Since F, is an equivalence, F, induces a homeomorphism on the orbit spaces, so we can find 6, € W,
such that 0,(w,) = w),. Moreover Fj, : Mor(wp, w) — Mor(Fy(wy), Fy(wy)) is a bijection, thus there exists
0y € Mor(wp, wy), such that

(AG) Fb(eb) = ﬂlopg@a(g, 6/ OGa(ea) 05_1) 077_1-
Here &' 0 G4(6,) 0o 6~1 € Mor(z,,z,) and Pg.za(g,0" © Ga(Bs) © o € Mor(pg.2, (9 %a), pg,z(g, a)) is the

functor stab,, xU, — (X, Xp). The following computation is made for z close for = and h close to g,
or equivalently one can treat them as germs. In the following, the underlined part is where we apply
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changes and the bold part is the resulted formula after change.

P(hz) 2 LyioGoR )k oLyopya,(h)oLsoGao Fyl o Ly(z)
A)4(A 2 _ _
LA Ly-10GyoFy 0 Lyopgg,(h,-JoLsoGao Ly o Fa,i,; 0 LF,(6a)0p(2)
A)4(A 2
( 1);( K L¢71 oGypo Fbjl})b © Ly o pgz, (hy-) 0 LéoGa(Hch)oé’_l oLsoGao Fa:’j}llz © LFa(ea)"(b(Z)
(A1) _ _
- Lw71 oGypo Fb,ﬂl}b © Lnopg,ma(Q,éoGa(ﬂgl)oé’_l) © Pg,za (h’ ) oLy oGgo Faﬂ}}fz © LFa(ea)°¢(Z)
(A.3) B -
=" Ly10GyoFy 0L, (o seGaestyos—1) © Paaa(Bs ) © Ly 0 Ga o Fop 0 L, (g,)09(2)
A6 _ _
= Ly-10Gpo Fb,@ib ° Lpb(gl;l)on/ 0 pgzq(h,-) 0 Ly oGy o Fa,jj; 0 Lp,(6.)06(%)
(A.2) —1 -1
- Ly-10Gpoly,,° Lpb(eb—l) 0 Ly © pgay(hy-) o Ly 0 Ga o F 0 L, (9,)06(2)
(A.1)+(A.2) _ _
= Ld}—l o Gb o L0b_1 o Fb’;é o L77/ o pg,wa(h7 ) o L5/ o Ga o Fa,i)(’l o LFa(ga)(z) o (;5
(A1)+(A.2)

wtoGy(ort) © Gb© Fb}igy 0 Ly © pgz,(hs-) 0 Ly 0 Gg 0 Fy b 0 L, (9,)00(2)

= Lyragytyew 0T (hs7) 0 Ly—10F, (8,106 (2):

So far, we prove that:
[P] (9,x) = [Lﬁ ol'o La](g,x)

for o := ¢/~ 0 F,(6,) 0 ¢ € stab,, B =11 o Gb(eb_l) o/ € stab,. By the similar arguments as above,
one can move Lg inside to get
]

() = [[" 0 Lg 0 La](g0)

for
Bi= ¢ o Fu(Gy (67 0 pgaa (gm0 Fy(Gy (o Bop™!)) on) 0 d)) 0 ¢ € stab,.

Therefore different choices of wg, wp, ¢, 1, 5,1 give different germs of local lifts up to pre-composing the
stab;-action. Post-composing with staby-action can be rewritten as pre-composing the stab, action.
The transitivity for the pre-composition action is equivalent to the transitivity for the post-composition
action.

Case two-different choices of equivalent polyfold structures W, and Wj: If we have two ep-groupoids
Wa, W, along with equivalences F, : W, — X, Gq : Wy — X, FL : W, — X and G, : W/, — X,. Let
Wa X x W/ denote the weak fiber product [27, Definition 10.3] of F, and F}, then by [27, Theorem 10.2],
we have two equivalences m : W, xxy W, — W, and 7’ : W, xx W, — W!. Therefore, we have the
following (not necessarily commutative) diagram:

Wa
Fa T K
™
Py Wi xx W, Xapg,za(gv)Xb Fy W, Gy Py
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We can choose w € W, xx W/ such that |w| = |z| in Z, let w, := w(w) € W,,w!, := 7'(w) € W/ Then
we can find ¢, ¢’ € X, 6,0 € X,, n € X, wy € Wy and 1 € X, such that we have the following diagram:

Fi(wa) <2 w, —2% Gly(w,)
R
1; T T L a9 70) y
n P
Fo(wg) =<—wg Go(wg) Fb(lwb) B Gbi"b),

which define two different local lifts I' and IV. We only need to prove I' and I are related by a pre-
composition and post-composition of the stab,-action.
By Lemma A.2, there exists 61 € Mor(Fy(wg), Fi(w),)), 62 € Mor(Gq(wy), G, (w))), such that

(A.7) [Lo)ruws = [Faom omy' o Fyy lrwe)
(A.8) [Loslcawa) = [Guom omy! oGyl

If we write

(A.9) O3 := Fb_l(n 0 Pgza(g,8 00206 ) ot € staby,

Then h close to g and z close to x we have
['(h,z) = Ly10Gyo Fb_éb o Lyopga,(h,-)oLsoGgo Fa_&)a o Ly(2)
=" Ly onoFb_ul}boLnopg@a(h’.)oL(;oGaowow oF , o Lg,04(2)

=" Ly10Gyo Fbjuljb oLyopga,(h,-)oLso L02_1 oGl o F;jwl& o Lg,o4(2)

A.
=" Ly-10Gyo Fbjuljb oLyolL 0 Pg,za(ly-) 0 Ls oGl 0 F;jwll,l o Lg,op(2)

Pg,za (Ry6005 108’ 1)

Ly-10Gyo Fbjuljb olLyolL, 6005 Los'—1) © Pgaa(h,-) o Ly 0 Gg o F;_J;l © Lg;04(2)

Pg,za\g

:( L¢71 OGbOFb_ul) OL Opg,iba(h‘7‘) OL5/ OG:], OF[::L;EIZ OL610¢(Z)

Fb(B_l)on

Ly-10GpoL, -1 0 Fy o, © Ln o pgaz,(h,-) o Lg o G, o F;_wl& 0 Lg,0p(2)

= L 0 Gpo beib 0 Ly © pgz,(h,+) © Ly 0 Gl o Fl )y © Loyos(2)

% 1oGy(05 ")
/

= Lyogye500 © 1 © L1009

We can move L, LoGia (05 1Yo inside just like before, thus [I'](, ;) and [I"](, ;) are in the same stab,-orbit.

Similarly, different polyfold structures for W, also give local lifts in the same orbit.

Case three-different local representations of the actions: Suppose we have polyfold structures X,, X, Xy, X}
and two connected regular local uniformizers U,, U, around z, € X, and z, € X, respectively, such that
the action is locally represented by both pg,, : U X (stabg, xUa) — &y and pf ,, : U X (staby, xU) — &j.

A priori, the polyfold structures W,, W! might be different. However, since they are equivalent, there
is a common refinement. Similarly for W,, W, there is a common refinement. Since we have shown the
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case of changing W,, W,. Therefore we can assume the following diagram of equivalences:

Pg,za

X, — A
N
a G
Z<F—Wa Wb—b>X
A P;yz& /Fl;
Xé—>Xé

To define the local lifts for the two representations, we fix elements w, € W,,w, € W,, and mor-
phisms ¢ € Mor(z, Fy(w,)), ¥ € Mor(y, Gy(wp)), § € Mor(Go(w,),zq), ¢ € Mor(Gl(wa),2,), n €
Mor(pg,z, (9, Ta), Fo(wp)), 0 € Mor(p), ./ (g,23), Fy(wp)), such that we have the following diagram:

,Tq)

I

pgyma

T Ga(wa) Fy(ws) (]
Gg F,
¢L / \ ”
Fa b
Fa(wa) < Wq wy —> Gb(wb)
& Fy
G (wa) Fy(wp)

6’l n

To —— Py (9,70)

For every h close to g, we define the local diffeomorphism around wy:
h = G;Tul)a oLg-10 plg’x& (h,)" o Ly-10Fyo Fbjb o Lyopga,(h,-)oLsoGy.

By Proposition A.4, there is neighborhood U’ C U of g and regular local uniformizers V, W of w,, such

that for every h € U’, py, is a diffeomorphism from V with images in W. We can assume V is a connected

local uniformizer around w,. By Lemma A.2, we can find 6, € stab,,,, such that near w, we have
[Lé)g]wa = [,Ufg]wa'

We claim p, = Lg, on V. To see this, we define

S:={pe€ V|[Ng]p = [Leg]p}-
Then S is open and non-empty by definition. Since V is connected, it suffices to prove S is closed. Let
pi € S such that lim; p; = pos € V. Then by Lemma A .2, [uglp.. = [La]p,, for A € Mor(peo, t1g(Posc)). By
Corollary 3.5, Ly = L% on W for 9; € stab,,. Since L% = Lg, on a neighborhood of p; for i > 0, the
regular property of W implies that 9; =0, in stabfufi. Hence p is also in S and S is closed.
Similarly for every h € U’, we can find 6}, € stab,,,, such that

Lg, = pp on V.

If there is a sequence of h; converging to g, such that Lghi # Lg, on V. Since |stab,, | < oo, we can pick
a subsequence such that Lghi = Lg for 0 € stab,,,. Since Lghi # Lg,, there is an object p € V), such that
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Lg-1 0 Lg,(p) # p. Then

(A.10) tih; (p) = Lo(p) # Lo, (p) = pg(p)-

Note that |up,(p)] = |pg(p)|, n,(p) only has finite possibilities. Then (A.10) contradicts that py, is
continuous in h. Therefore there exists a neighborhood U” C U’ of g, such that uj, = Ly, for h € U".
Therefore the two local lifts I', T are related as follows.

[(h2) = Ly10Gyo By 0 Lyopgs,(h)oLsoGyoFrlo Ly()
= Ly-10GyoFy o Lyop)(h,-)oLyoGyolLg, ok, oLy(z)
= I'(h,")o L¢,10F51(eg)o¢(z).
Therefore, we have the group action by stab, is transitive. O
As a corollary of Proposition 3.40, we have the following.

Corollary A.7. Let U be a connected reqular local uniformizer of x, such that every element o in
Lx(g,x,y) is represented local lift T (g,-) defined over U, then

Lx(g,2,y) = Mapg. (U, X)
o= Fa(ga )
18 injective.
Proof. Assume otherwise that two different I'y,T's satisfy I'a(g,-) = I's(g,-). By Proposition 3.40,
[Fa](g@) = g0 L¢>](g,x) for ¢ € stab,. Therefore we have[l'n(g, )]z = [['5(g9,")]z = [Tp(9, Le())]z-

Since I'o(g,-),I'3(g, ) are local sc-diffeomorphisms by Proposition 3.37, we have L, = id near x. This
contradicts [['a](g.2) 7 [I'8)(g,2)- O

Proposition A.8 (Proposition 3.43). Let Z be a regular polyfold with a G-action (p,*B) and (X, X) a
polyfold structure of Z = |X|. Then the local lifts set Lx(g,z,y) has the following properties.

(1) There is a well-defined multiplication o : Lx(g,y,2) X Ly (h,x,y) — Lx(gh,x, z) with the property
that if [T'1](g.y) € Lx(9,v,2) and [Ua)(n0) € La(h,x,y), then there is a local lift T'12 at (gh, z,2)
such that [['12] g2y = [C1l(g,y) © [T2(h,2) and

Tis(egh, u) = Ti(eg, Ta(h,u)) =T1(g,T2(g ' egh, u))

for € in a neighborhood of id € G and w in a neighborhood of x. The sizes of the neighborhoods
depend on the representative local lifts I'1, 'y, T'1o.

(2) There is a unique identity element [Id;]qaq) € Lx(id,z, ), such that the identity is both left
and right identity in the multiplication structure. Any representative 1d, has the property that
Id,(id,uw) = u for u in a neighborhood of x. As before, the neighborhood depends on the choice of
the representative .

(3) There is an inverse map Lx(g,x,y) — Lx (g™, y, ) with respect to the multiplication and identity
structures above.

(4) For x,y € X,g € G with p(g, |x|) = |y|, there exists an open neighborhood V- x U x O of (g,z,y)
in G X X x X such that there exist a representative local lift T, defined on (V x U) with image
in O, for each element a € Lx(g,x,y). Moreover, for any (¢',2') € V xU and y' € O such that
p(g',|2']) = Y], every element B € Lx(g',2',y') is represented by [To](y o) by a unique element
a€ Lx(g,x,y).

17By Proposition 3.40, the identity element is characterized by this property.
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Proof. For Property (1), let p(h,|z|) = |y| and p(g,|y|) = |z, fix two three local representations of the
actions:
pa U X (staby, XxU,) — Xp

pe 'V x (staby, xU,) — Xy
Py W X (stabgy xU,) — X

for open neighborhoods U > h, V' 3 g and W 3> gh, and U,,U., U, are local uniformizers in X, X, X
around z4, ., . We have the following diagram of equivalences:

ah,' c c c P
(A.11) 2, ) Py Gy P gy ey 29D 4
o N
X&Wa Wdi)/y
N A
a ! (ah.- d
Xé Py (gh,-) Xc/l

Let [T'1](g,y) € Lx(9,9,2), [T2](h,2) € Lx(h,x,y). By the same argument in the case three of the proof of
Proposition A.6, for € close to id and u close to = we have

I'i(eg,To(h,u)) = T1(g, I‘g(g_legh, u)).

Applying the same argument in the case three of the proof of Proposition A.6 to the diagram (A.11), we
can find [I'12](gn,q) € L(w, 2, gh) such that

Ti(eg,Ta(h,u)) =T1(g9,T2(g 'egh, u)) = T12(egh, w).

We define [I'1] (4 4) © [['2](h,2) to be [['12](gn,z). To verify that the definition does not depend on the specific
digram, note that the map in Corollary A.7 transfers the product structure defined by any diagram (A.11)
to the composition of maps. By injectivity result in Corollary A.7 and that the composition of maps is
a fixed structure, the multiplication structure is well-defined.

For Property (2), note that B(id, ) is an equivalence of polyfold structure. The local representation
Pid,z, : U X (stabg, XU,) — A} has the property that piq 5, (id, -) is an embedding of local uniformizer and
induces the inclusion of || — Z on the orbit space. Then by the argument in proof of the quotient map
in Theorem 3.50 or [27, §17.1], we can build a new polyfold structure X containing U as a component'®,
such that there is an equivalence pg : X, — X, covers the identity map on Z extending Pid,z, (id, ). Then
we have the following diagram:

a a id,zq id,- oGq a
PO W G X Pid,zq (id,") X, o W F, pe
X T — Pid,z, (1d7 xa) x
| | i &
Fy (wa) <~ Wqg — Ga(wa) Po © Ga(wa) <~ Wq — Fa(wa)-

18Explicit1y, X! can be chosen as U U Xj.
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Since pia z, (id, z4) = zq = po(zq), we can choose n = po(671). Then the local lift from this digram is
I'(id,z) = Lgr0F,o0 Gylopyto Lyo(5-1) © Pid,aa (id,-) 0 Ls 0 Gg 0 F;loLy(z)

N
) LyioF 06 0 Ly 0 py" 0 pida,(id,) o Lso Ga o Fyh o Ly(2)

= z
By Corollary A.7, the identity element is unique and is both left and right identity.

As a consequence of Corollary A.7, the inverse of an element is unique and is both left and right inverse.
To prove the existence, for every [['1](y.) € Lx(g,2,y), we pick some [[o],-1,) € Lx(g7',y,x). Then
2] (g-1,)°[C1](g,2) € Lx(id, z, ). By Proposition 3.40, there exists ¢ € stab, such that [Lyol'20I'(iq,2) =
(Idz]a,z), thus [Lg o Ia](4-1 ) is an inverse to [['1](y ). This proves Property (3).

For Property (4), pick connected regular local uniformizers U, O around x and y and a connected open
set V of g such that for every a € L(x,y, g) there is a representative I'y, defined on V' x U with image
contained in O. For ' € U, y € O and ¢’ € g such that p(¢/,|2|) = |¢/|, we have | (¢',z")| = || for
any a € Lx(g,z,y). By Theorem 3.4 there exists a ¢ € stab,, such that Ly oT'y(¢',2") = 3/. By the
Proposition 3.40, [LyoT'a](gx) = [[gl(g,) for some 5 € Lx(g,z,y). Since V,U are connected, by Corollary
3.42 we have I's = Ly o'y on V' x U. Therefore [['g](y ,v) defines an element in Lx(g’,’,y'). Then by
Proposition 3.40, every element in Lx(¢',2',y’) is [I" o Ly](g ») Precomposing with Ly for ¢' € staby.
By Corollary 3.5, Ly is the restriction of Ly for some § € stab,. Therefore any element in Lx(¢',2,y’)
comes from a restriction of I'g o Ls for some 0 € stab,. Again by Corollary 3.42, I'go Ls =Ty on V xU
for some v € Lx(g,x,y). We claim that the regular property of the polyfold implies that this restriction
is injective. If [['o](gr 2 = [[l(g,ar) for o, B € Lx(g,,y), then by Proposition 3.40 and Corollary 3.42
there exists ¢ € stab, such that [['a](g 21y = [[g 0 Lyl(g.2) = [[l(g,27)- Therefore [Ly],r = [id],,. Then
by Definition 3.11, Ly = id on the local uniformizer ¢, which means [['s] 4.y = [['5](g,2)- O

Proposition A.9 (Proposition 3.17). Let (X, X) be an effective groupoid. Assume for every x € X,
there exists a local uniformizer U around x, such that for any connected uniformizer V C U around x, we
have V\ Ugtidestab, Fix(¢) is connected, where Fix(¢) is the fized set of Lg. Then (X, X) is regular.

Proof. Since the ep-groupoid is effective, the first property of regularity is satisfied for any local uni-
formizer by Theorem 3.4. To proved the second property, we show that I is a regular local uniformizer.
Consider any connected uniformizer V C U and map ® : V — stab, such that Lg is sc-smooth, for
¢ € stab, we define
Sy = {z]z € V\ Ugzia Fix(¢), (2) = ¢}.

We claim Sy is open, assume otherwise, there is point p € Sy, and p; € Sy converging to p for ¥ # ¢.
Then

zllglo L@(pi)(pi) = leglo Lw(Pi) = Lw(P) #* L¢>(P) = L<I>(p) ()
contradicts the continuity of Lg(,)(z). Since V\ Ugziq Fix(#) is connected, hence there is a ¢ € staby,
such that V\ Ugiq Fix(¢) = Sg. That is

L¢(z)(z) = Ld)(z) Vz e V\ Up-£id Fix((b).
By the first property of regularity, V\ Ugiq Fix(¢) is dense V, thus
L@(z)(z) = L¢(Z) Vze .

We mention here some other consequences of the regular property of polyfolds.

Proposition A.10. If (X, X) is an effective and regular ep-groupoid and we have two equivalences
F.G: W, W) — (X, X), such that |F| = |G|. Then F' and G are naturally equivalent.
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Proof. By Lemma A.2, for any w € W, there exists a morphism ¢, € Mor(F(w),G(w)), such that
Lg, = G o F~! near F(w). Since X is reduced, ¢, is unique. Then the assignment w — ¢, is a sc*
natural equivalence between F' and G, the sc-smoothness follows from the étale property. O

The following theorem was proven in [27], if we assume the ep-groupoids are regular.

Theorem A.11 ([27, Theorem 10.7]). Let (X, X) and (Y,Y) be two regular ep-groupoids, if f and g are
two generalized isomorphism from (X,X) to (V,Y) such that |f| = |g|, then f = g.

APPENDIX B. STABILIZATION ON THE FIXED Locus

In this section, all sc-Banach spaces are sc-Hilbert spaces. Therefore we have sc-smooth bump functions
and partition of unity by [27, Theorem 7.4]. Let V* be a fixed irreducible representation of G. An M-
polyfold subbundle of £ is an M-polyfold bundle F together with a sc-smooth bundle inclusion F < £.
Before proving Proposition 5.15, we first set up some technical propositions that will be used in the proof.

Proposition B.1. Let p: &€ — X be a A-M-polyfold bundle and F' C £ is a finite-dimensional G-invariant
subbundle with constant rank. Then there is a complement A\-M-polyfold subbundle F- C &, such that
FL is G-invariant and F+ @ F = £.

Proof. Pick an open cover {Uy}aca of X, such that over each U,, £ has a trivialization modeled on the
image of a bundle retraction Ry, : Uy x Eq — Uy xEq and @, : p~H(U,) — im R, is the local trivialization,
for some sc-Hilbert space E,. Using a partition of unity {f,} subordinated to {U,}, then there is a sc*>
map g(+,-) : EDE — R by

(z,e1,e2) — Z fa(x){(mE 0 @y (x,€1), TR 0 Do (T, €2))E, -

Then ¢ defines a metric on £. By averaging over G using Corollary C.4, we can assume g is G-invariant
on £. Using the metric g, we can define a map wp : £ — £ to be the orthogonal projection from £ to F.
Since g and F' are both G-invariant, mp is a G-equivariant map. We claim that 7 is sc-smooth. To see
that, let z € X', we can trivialize F locally to find n sc-smooth sections s1,...,s, of F' near x, such that
$1,-..,8y are point-wise linearly independent and span F'. Since F' C £ is a subbundle, in particular, the
inclusion £’ C £ is sc-smooth, s1,...,s, can be treated as sc™ sections of £. Using the Gram-Schmidt
process, we can assume Si,...,S, form an orthonormal basis. Therefore the projection to F' near x can
be written as

mr(y.e) = gy, 5i(y))si(y).
i=1

Therefore g is sc-smooth. Since mp is a G-equivariant projection, id —7g is a G-equivariant projection
from £ to ker mp. Composing the bundle chart maps of £ with id —7p, we can get bundle charts for

ker 7. Since 7p is G-equivariant, F+ := ker7mp is a G-invariant M-polyfold subbundle of £ and is
a complement of F. The G-invariant subbundle F- of the A-M-polyfold bundle £ is automatically a
A-M-polyfold bundle O

The following two propositions discuss extensions of sections in M-polyfold bundle.

Proposition B.2. Given a triangulation on a compact n-dimensional manifold M and W* is a A\-M-
polyfold bundle over M. For (z,w) € WJ, we use Iipw) C W) to denote the G-invariant subspace
spanned by (z,w) € W. Assume over an open neighborhood U of a k-simplex A* C M, the bundle is
modeled on a bundle retraction R: U X F — U X F and there are elements p1, ..., pn+1 € Foo, such that
TR(upr)s -+ s IR(u,pnyr) @0 Mot have nontrivial intersections with each other for all w € U. If there exists a
nowhere vanishing sc™ section s : V.— W over an open neighborhood V' of /¥, then there is a nowhere
vanishing section § defined on a neighborhood O of A*, such that s = § on a neighborhood of OA™.
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Proof. We will prove the claim for & = n and the remaining cases are similar. Assume dimV?* =
m, then there exist g1,...,¢m € G, such that for any v # 0 € VA, {giv,...,gnv} form a basis of
VA, Since I R(u,p1)s -+ s LR(u,pps1) dO noOt have nontrivial intersections with each other for all u € U, we
have g1 R(u, p1), ..., gmR(u, p1), g1 R(u, p2) ..., gmR(u, pny1) are linearly independent for all u € U, i.e.
they span a G-invariant trivial subbundle F C W* of constant rank. By Proposition B.1, we have a
decomposition over U:
W*=FaoFh

Let mr denote the projection to F. Let O denote the open neighborhood A"UV of A™ and Ay C AT C A"
be a two smaller n-simplexes with A™\V C AY. Using a smooth bump function, we have a section s;
on O such that s; = s # 0 on O\A%. We can find a smooth C° small perturbation p on O in the finite
dimensional bundle F', such that

(1) p=0on O\AY;

(2) s1+p#0onon AT\AY;

(3) mp o sy + p is a transverse section of F' near the 0AY.

By dimension reason, transversality here implies mp o 51 4+ p # 0 near 0AY;. Since dim F' > n, mpos; +p
can be extended smoothly to a section of F' from O\A} to O and is nowhere zero on A}. Denote the
extension by sp. That is we have sp = mp 0 51 +p on O\A} and sp is nowhere zero on AY. Then

§:=8 —Tpos+S8p

satisfies the conditions. On O\A}, § =s1 =5 # 0; On AJ\AL, § =851 +p#0; On A}, rpos = sp # 0.
Moreover § = s on V' := O\A? C VNO. a

Proposition B.3. Let M be a compact n-dimensional manifold and W» — M be an infinite-dimensional
A-M-polyfold bundle. Then for any triangulation on M, there exists a refined triangulation, such that if
we have a trivial G-invariant subbundle F C Wy over a neighborhood of an n-simplex /\ , then we can
extend F' from A to M as a trivial G-invariant subbundle of the same rank'®.

Proof of Proposition B.3. Given a triangulation, we can always find a refinement of triangulation such
that the conditions in Proposition B.2 hold because W is infinite dimensional. Since F is a trivial
A-bundle, we can find sections si,...,s,, of F, such that F' = ®&[",I,,, where I, the trivial G-bundle
generated by s;. We extend sp first, pick all the O-simplexes in M not contained in A", we can assign
nonzero vectors to them, then by Proposition B.2, we can extend s; to neighborhoods of all the 1-simplexes
not contained in A,,. Therefore after applying Proposition B.2 enough times, s; can be extended to a
nonzero section in W?*. By Proposition B.1, there is a complement to I,,, denoted by I sll Then the
projection of so,..., 8y, to I ; are linearly independent over A™. Then we can extend the projection of
Soin [ i by the same argument. Repeat it m times, we find the extension F'. O

Before proving Proposition B.5, we first state [10, Corollary 3.3], which will be useful for our proof.

Proposition B.4. Let s: O — K be a sc-Fredholm section for a strong bundle retract K and x € O. Let
F C K be a trivial finite dimensional bundle defined over a neighborhood of =, which covers coker Ds,.?"
Then F covers coker Ds on a neighborhood of z in OZ?.

Proposition B.5 (Proposition 5.15). Under the tubular neighborhood assumption (Definition 5.12),
assume (s%)71(0) is a compact manifold. Then there is a G-invariant finite-dimensional trivial subbundle

W W2 over (s%)~1(0) with constant rank, such that W covers coker DXs over (s9)71(0).

Byt it may change the bundle outside the simplex.
20Ds makes sense here, because K — O has a natural splitting.
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Proof of Proposition B.5. By Proposition B.4, for every point 2 in M = (s¢)71(0), there exists a neigh-
borhood U ¢ M?! of x and sections s1, ..., s; of W* over U, such that I, ..., I have trivial intersection
with each other and covers the cokernel of D*s over U. We can find a finite cover of M, such that each
open set in the cover has this property. Then we can find a triangulation such that every simplex is
contained in some open set in the cover and the triangulation satisfies Proposition B.3. We order the
top-dimensional simplex by Aq,...,/\;. N denotes of the sum of the numbers of the vector fields over
every open set in that open cover or simply take N > 0. Therefore for each top simplex A;, we have a
G-invariant trivial bundle F; covers the cokernel of D*s 's on A

By Proposition B.3, we can find tr1v1al subbundle F1 extending F} hence covers coker DAS over Aj.
Slmllarly, we could have a extension F2 of F5, which covers coker D*s on As. However, if F1 ﬂFg # 0, the
rank of Fy + F, may be varying. To avoid this, we need to modify Fj slightly and then extend it in the
infinite dimensional complement El, which is guaranteed by Proposition B.1. By Proposition B.3 and
infinite dimensionality of El, we can find a trivial bundle VA @ R?N ¢ E over M. Let mpen denote
the projections from W to V* @ R2Y by compositing the projections W — E * and E * — VARV,
Then for any small € > 0, there exists G-equivariant bundle map 7 : Fy|a, — V* @ RV Ay, Such that

|7| < € and 7Tgen |p, + 7 is injective. For e small enough, im(id +7)|f, still covers coker D*s over Ay and is
G-invariant. Then Fj := Mot im((id +7)|m,) is still a trivial G-invariant subbundle over Ay of the same

rank as Fg, F2 N F1 =0 and Fj + Fl covers coker D*s on Ay. We can extend F} to F2 over M in Fl
Then F1 + F2 is a G-invariant subbundle and covers D*s on A U Ay. Applying the same argument to
Az, ..., /\;, we can find the required W O

Proposition B.6 (Proposition 5.16). Under the tubular neighborhood assumption (Definition 5.12), we
have the following.

(1) indD*s is locally constant on ZS$ using ZZ-G topology for any 0 < i < oo.

(2) For every k € N, {x € Z§|dim coker D*s, < k} is an open subset of ZS with ZE topology for
any 2 <1 < 00.

(3) Suppose that sC : ZG 5 WC is transverse to 0. Let W)‘ be a trivial bundle asserted in Proposition
5.15, then V= (D/\s)_l(WA) is smooth subbundle in N2, over (s%)~1(0). Moreover, rankﬁi -
rankWi,\ = ind Ds,

Proof. (2) follows from Proposition B.4. For (3), first note that by (2) and compactness of (s7)~1(0),
there are finitely many A € A such that D*s is not surjective on (s&)~1(0). Therefore we can construct a
finite rank bundle & ¢ AW)‘ covers the cokernel of Ds on (s%)~1(0). Since W is trivial and (s%)71(0) is a
sub-M-polyfold of Z&, by Proposition 5.19 generators of W can be existed to a neighborhood U C Z& of
(s9)71(0). Hence we have an extended trivial G-subbundle 7 : W = U of WA|y. Let ¢ be the inclusion
EB)\EAWA — W|y, then
T+ s W*(@)\GAW)\) — 7 (W|u)

defines an equivariant sc-Fredholm section. Therefore (7*¢ + s)~1(0) is a manifold containing (s)~1(0)

as a submanifold. Then N is identified with the A-direction of the normal bundle of (s%)71(0) in
(7*1+ s)71(0). The assertion on index is a fact from linear Fredholm theory.

For (1), let z € Z§ and assume there is a neighborhood V' of 2 modeled on a sc-retract (O, R x E)
such that O = r(U) for a connected neighborhood U C R! x E of (0,0). Then it suffices to prove

2lGince M is compact and Hausdorff for any Z& topology, the Z& topologies on M are equivalent to each other for
different i.



QUOTIENT THEOREMS IN POLYFOLD THEORY AND S-EQUIVARIANT TRANSVERSALITY 81

indD*s is constant on V. Let y € V., then there exists a set of sct-perturbations yo,v1,...,vn of
[0,1] x W&y, — [0,1] x V, such that the zero set of s+79+ >+, 77 : R* x [0,1] x V — R* x [0, 1] x W
contain a path from (0,0,z) € R™ x [0,1] x V to (0,1,y) € R" x [0,1] x V and s+ v + >, ri7vi 18
transverse along the path. The existence of such perturbations follows from the proof of [27, Proposition
6.1]. Then the argument for (2) can be applied to show that ind D*s, = ind D*s,,. O

APPENDIX C. AVERAGING IN POLYFOLDS

In this section, we prove that averaging argument works for polyfolds. The following Lemma follows
from a classical argument e.g. [37, Theorem 9.42], where the integration in Banach space is defined using
Riemann sum, e.g. see [17].

Lemma C.1. Let M be a compact manifold with a volume form. Let U C R x E and V C R} x F be
two open subsets for Banach spaces E, F. Assume we have a map f: M x U — V, then

(1) if f is continuous, then

T:U—HR:L_XF, am—)/ f(p,z)dp
M

is conlinuous;
(2) if f is C1, then f is C' and the differential is

Df, R"xE—-R"xF, v~ / D f(p,zyvdp.
M

Proposition C.2. Let Z(E, F) be the space of bounded linear maps between Banach spaces E, F. Given
a compact manifold M and a map D : M — L (E,F) such that T : M x E — F,(p,e) — (p, D(p)e) is
continuous. Then sup,e s ||D(p)|| < oo.

Proof. For p € M, since T is continuous, for every € > 0, there exits a § > 0 and a neighborhood U C M
of p such that 7|y g,y C Be(0). Hence for every ¢ € U, ||D(q)|| < 5. Since M is compact, we have
suppea [[D@)]] < ox. 0

Lemma C.3. Let M be a compact manifold with a volume form. Let U C R x E and V C R} x FF be
two open subsets. Assume we have a sc' map f: M x U — V, then

T:U%Rixlﬁ‘, x»—>/ f(p,z)dp
M

is a sc' map.

Proof. By (1) of Lemma C.1, f is a sc” map. By [27, Proposition 1.5], for every k > 1 the induced map
f i+ M xUg — R? x Fy_y is C* and the partial tangent map Tf : M x TUg_1 — TVi_1, (p, (z,u))
(f(p;2), Df(p2)(0,u)) is continuous. Then by Lemma C.1, f:U, > R"xF_1isCtand Tf =TF :
TU — T(R%} xTF) is sc?. By [27, Proposition 1.5], to show f is sc! it suffices to show that for 2 € Uy, the

linear map

vER" XEr_1+— / Df(p@)?]dp
M

defines an element in Z(R™ x E;_1,R™ x Fx_1). This is because |[Df, || is uniformly bounded for
p € M and fixed x by Proposition C.2. O

By induction, we have the following corollary of Lemma C.3.
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Corollary C.4. Let M be a compact manifold with a volume form. Let U C R x E and V C R} x F
be two open subsets. Assume we have a sc* map f: M xU — V for 0 < k < oo, then

f:U—=RLxF, x»—)/Mf(p,m)dp

is a scF map.

The following two corollaries are direct consequences of Corollary C.4.

Corollary C.5. Let G acts on a polyfold Z by (p,B). Assume we have two G-invariant neighborhoods
V C U and a sc-smooth function f : Z — [0,1] such that fly = 1 and supp f C U. Let p be a Haar
measure on G with u(G) = 1. Then f := fG B(g,-)* fdu is a sc-smooth function on Z such that fly =1
and supp f C U.

The following corollary is used in the proof of Theorem 5.17.

Corollary C.6. Let N — X and € — X be two G-M-polyfold bundles. Let 1 be a Haar measure on G
with u(G) = 1. Assume we have a sc-smooth bundle map f: N — £ then

N =€, v»—>/g-f(g_1v)dg
G
is a G-equivariant sc-smooth bundle map.
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