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MERGING BOUNDARY CRITICAL POINTS OF A MORSE

FUNCTION

MACIEJ BORODZIK AND MARCIN MIELNICZUK

Abstract. In 2015, Borodzik, Némethi and Ranicki proved that an interior
critical point can be pushed to the boundary, where it splits into two boundary
critical points. In this paper, we show that two critical points at the boundary
can be, under specific assumptions, merged into a single critical point in the
interior. That is, we reverse the original construction.

1. Introduction

While the origins of the study of Morse functions for manifolds with boundary
are in the seventies of the previous century, a systematic research of this subject
was originated only in the first decade of the twenty-first century by Kronheimer
and Mrowka [KM07]. Their analysis of the notions of boundary stable and unstable
critical points and the Morse-Witten chain complex for manifolds with boundary
is put in the context of Floer theory.

In 2015, Némethi, Ranicki and the first author proved that an interior critical
point of a Morse function can be pushed to the boundary, where it splits into two
boundary critical points; see [BNR16]. A precise statement of the result is the
following (we refer to Section 2 for terminology):

Theorem 1.1. Suppose M is a smooth manifold with boundary and g : M → R is a
Morse function. Suppose that z /∈ ∂M is a critical point of g of index k 6= 0,dimM .
Suppose there is a path θ in the level set g−1(g(z)) connecting z and ∂M .

In this situation, there exists a Morse function f such that:

(1) f(x) = g(x) away from a neighborhood U of θ, where U might be chosen to
be as small as we please;

(2) f(x) has precisely two critical points p and q in U . Both p and q belong
to ∂M and have index k. The critical point p is boundary stable, while the
critical point q is boundary unstable.

(3) There is a gradient-like Morse–Smale vector field for f , such that there is
precisely one trajectory γ connecting p to q.

An embedded analog of the result was proved in [BP16]. On the conceptual level,
the result explains, why changing a Seifert surface for a knot by a single surgery
results in changing the size of the associated Seifert matrix by 2.

In the present paper, we prove the reverse result. Namely, under suitable cir-
cumstances, a pair of critical points on the boundary can be merged into a single
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Figure 1. Theorems 1.1 and 1.2 in dimension 2.

critical point in the interior. The precise statement follows. We refer to Figure 1
for explanation.

Theorem 1.2. Let M be a manifold with boundary, f : M → R be a Morse func-
tion, and let ξ be a Morse–Smale gradient-like vector field for f . Suppose that
p, q ∈ ∂M are critical points of f , both of index k, where p is boundary stable and
q is boundary unstable. Moreover, suppose there exists a single trajectory γ of the
vector field ξ starting at p and terminating at q.

Then for any neighborhood U of γ, there exists a Morse function g : M → R with
the same critical points as f away from U , such that the properties (2) and (3) of
Theorem 1.1 are satisfied.

Theorem 1.2 deals with the only remaining case of possible cancellations of
boundary critical points as explained in the following corollary.

Corollary 1.3. Suppose p and q are boundary critical points of f such that the
indices of p and q computed on ∂M differ by 1 (with f(p) < f(q) and q having
larger index). Suppose ξ is a gradient-like Morse–Smale vector field for f , and
such that there exists a single trajectory of ξ from p to q. Then:

• if p and q are both boundary stable or both boundary stable, then they can
be canceled (as in [BNR16, Theorem 5.1]);

• if p is boundary stable and q is boundary unstable, then the pair p and q
can be merged and pushed into the interior as in Theorem 1.2;

• if p is boundary unstable and p is boundary stable, then ind q = ind p +
2, see the table in [BNR16, Section 4.3]. This means that p and q are
usually connected by a 1-parameter family of trajectories. No simplification
is possible.

We remark that in the last case on the bullet list above, the non-cancellation
theorem [BNR16, Lemma 5.7] can be applied as well.

The aim of the paper is to prove Theorem 1.2. The idea is to construct a suitable
coordinate system in U , which might require replacing ξ with another gradient-like

vector field ξ̃ for f . Then, we alter ξ̃ to obtain another vector field ξ′ on M and
show that we can construct a Morse function g for which ξ′ is gradient-like.

The actual plan of the paper is as follows. In Section 2, we introduce the nec-
essary terminology and recall the relevant results from [BNR16]. In Section 3, we
construct the suitable coordinate system. Finally, in Section 4, we give the proof
of Theorem 1.2.
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2. Morse theory for manifolds with boundary

Recall that a smooth function f : M → R, where M is a closed smooth manifold,
is called Morse, if any critical point x of f is non-degenerate, that is to say, the
matrix of the second derivatives D2f(x) is non-degenerate, which turns out not to
depend on the choice of the coordinate system around x.

This definition can be generalized to the case of manifolds with boundary; see
[KM07, Section 2.4].

Definition 2.1 (Morse function). Let M be a manifold with boundary, and let
f : M → R be smooth. We say that f is Morse if all critical points of f are
non-degenerate and f restricted to ∂M is also Morse (in the usual sense).

Theorem 2.2 (Boundary Morse lemma, see [BNR16, Lemma 2.6]). Let p ∈ ∂M
be a non-degenerate critical point of a Morse function f : M → R. Then there exist
an integer k = 0, . . . , n − 1, ǫ = ±1, and local coordinates x1, . . . , xn−1, y, defined
in an open neighbourhood U ∋ p, such that

(1) p = (0, . . . , 0);
(2) y ≥ 0 on U ;
(3) y = 0 defines ∂M ∩ U ;
(4) the following equality holds:

(2.3) f(x1, . . . , xn−1, y) = f(p)− x21 − · · · − x2k + x2k+1 + · · · + x2n−1 + ǫy2.

The next definition comes from [KM07], we refer to [BNR16, Section 2.4] for a
detailed discussion.

Definition 2.4 (Boundary stable and unstable critical points). Let p be a bound-
ary critical point of a Morse function f . We say that p is boundary stable (resp.
boundary unstable) if ǫ = −1 (resp. ǫ = +1), where ǫ is defined as in (2.3).

In short, being a boundary stable critical point means that the flow of ∇f
attracts toward the boundary in the vicinity of the critical point, while in the case
of a boundary unstable critical point, the flow of f repels from the boundary .

We now define the index of a boundary critical point.

Definition 2.5 (Index of a critical point). Let p be a boundary critical point.
The index of a critical point is the dimension of the negative definite subspace of
D2f(p). Put differently, for a boundary stable critical point, the index is k + 1,
while for the boundary unstable critical point, the index is k. Here, k is defined as
in Theorem 2.2.

We now recall the definition of a gradient like vector field.

Definition 2.6 (Gradient-like vector field). Let f be a Morse function on a man-
ifold with boundary M . Let ξ be a vector field on M . We shall say that ξ is
gradient-like with respect to f , if
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(1) ξ is tangent to ∂M at the boundary;
(2) ∂ξf > 0 away from the critical points of f ;
(3) for any critical point p of f , there exist local coordinates x1, . . . , xn around

p, such that f and ξ admit the following form (called the Morse normal
form):

f(x̄) =f(p)− x21 − · · · − x2k + x2k+1 + · · · + x2n

ξ(x̄) =(−x1, . . . ,−xk, xk+1, . . . , xn)
(2.7)

The model situation for ξ is that ξ = ∇f , for a suitably chosen Riemannian
metric on M . In [BNR16, Section 1.1], it is proved that each Morse function f
admits a gradient-like vector field. We now recall the Morse–Smale condition; see
[BNR16, Section 4.3].

Definition 2.8 (Morse-Smale vector field). A gradient-like vector field ξ for f is
called Morse-Smale, if for any two critical points p and q, with f(p) < f(q):

• the submanifolds of ∂M : W u(p)∩ ∂M and W s(q)∩ ∂M intersect transver-
sally,

• the submanifolds of IntM : W u(p) ∩ IntM and W s(q) ∩ IntM intersect
transversally.

Here W s and W u are, respectively, the stable and the unstable manifolds of a
critical point of ξ.

We note that the Morse–Smale condition is open-dense among all gradient-like
vector fields; see [BNR16, Section 4.3].

3. Coordinate neighborhood

Throughout Section 3, we let f be a fixed Morse function satisfiying the assump-
tion of Theorem 1.2. All gradient-like vector fields are assumed to be gradient-like
with respect to the function f .

The proof of the following result is completely analogous to the proof of [BNR16,
Proposition 5.2], with the only difference being that the local behavior of the first
coordinate is different.

Proposition 3.1. There exists an open neighborhood U1 of γ, a coordinate map
ϕ : U1 → R≥0×R

n−1 (with coordinates denoted by (y, x1, . . . , xn−1)) and a gradient-
like vector field ξ1 for f agreeing with ξ away from U1, such that:

• ϕ takes U1 ∩ ∂M to {0} × R
n−1;

• ϕ(p) = (0, 0, . . . , 0);
• ϕ(q) = (0, 1, 0, . . . , 0);
• the curve γ is mapped to the segment (0, t, 0, . . . , 0), t ∈ [0, 1], connecting p
with q;

• the map ϕ takes ξ1 to a vector field on ϕ(U1) ⊂ R≥0 × R
n−1 given in the

form

(3.2) (yv(y, x1, . . . ), w(x1),−x2, . . . ,−xk−1, xk, . . . , xn−1)

for some smooth functions v,w with the properties listed below.
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• the function w is positive for x1 ∈ (0, 1) and negative for x1 /∈ [0, 1];
• the function v is positive at x1 = 0 and negative at x1 = 1.

Remark 3.3. The convention in (3.2) is that the first coordinate of ξ1 is the
∂
∂y
-coordinate, while the next coordinates are directions of ∂

∂x1
, . . . , ∂

∂xn−1
.

From now on, we assume that such U1 and ϕ have been chosen. We will now
improve ξ1 so that it still has the form (3.2), but the function v is better behaved.

Lemma 3.4. There exists a smaller neighborhood U2 ⊂ U1 of γ and a gradient-like
vector field ξ2, agreeing with ξ1 away from U1, such that, on U2 Dϕ(ξ2) is given by
(3.2), but

(3.5) v(y, x1, . . . ) = 2x1 − 1.

Proof. Define

ξv = (y(2x1 − 1), w(x1),−x3, . . . , xn).

Around the critical points, f is given by (2.3). By direct calculation, we obtain
that ∂ξvf ≥ 0 in a neighborhood Up of p and in a neighborhood Uq of q. Let Uγ be
a neighborhood of γ.

The vector field ξ1 is gradient-like for f and Uγr(Up ∪ Uq) does not contain any
critical points of f , and so there exists C > 0 such that ∂ξ1f > C everywhere on

Uγr(Up ∪ Uq). As y ≡ 0 on γ, the second coordinate of both ξv and ξ1 is small
at points that are close to the boundary, that is, we may assume that Uγ is small
enough that the following two conditions hold on Uγ :

∣∣∣∣yv(y, x1, . . . , )
∂f

∂y

∣∣∣∣ < C/3;

∣∣∣∣y(2x1 − 1)
∂f

∂y

∣∣∣∣ < C/3.

By the triangle inequality, we conclude that ∂ξvf > C/3 everywhere on Uγr(Up ∪
Uq), and so ξv is gradient-like for f on Uγ ∪ Up ∪ Uq.

To define a global vector field ξ2, choose an open neighborhood U2 of γ such
that U2 ⊂ Uγ ∪ Up ∪ Uq. Let φ2 : M → [0, 1] be a smooth function supported on
Uγ ∪ Up ∪ Uq and equal to 1 on U2. We finally define

ξ2 = φξv + (1− φ)ξ1.

This vector field clearly has the desired form on U2 and is gradient-like as a convex
combination of gradient-like vector fields. �

The following result is a repetition of [Mil65, Assertion 1]. In the applications,
we will set W to be an open set containing γ, whose closure is contained in U2.

Proposition 3.6. Suppose ξ̃ is a gradient-like vector field for f . For any open
subset W containing γ, there exists a neighborhood U of γ, U ⊂ W such that if a

trajectory of ξ̃ enters U and leaves W , then it never re-enters U .
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4. Proof of the main theorem

We begin with the following auxiliary result.

Proposition 4.1. Suppose ξ and f are as in Theorem 1.2. There exists a Morse

function f̃ having the same critical points as f , such that ξ is gradient-like for f̃

and there is no critical point q′ of f̃ other that p and q such that f̃(q′) ∈ [f̃(p), f̃ (q)].

Proof. The result follows from the Global Rearrangement Theorem [BNR16, Propo-
sition 4.6]. The rearrangement can be carried out by successively applying the
Elementary Rearrangement Theorem [BNR16, Proposition 4.1]. Note that if one
chooses the auxilliary function µ in the proof of [BNR16, Lemma 4.3] to be pre-
served by the gradient-like vector field ξ (instead of ∇F , as in [BNR16]), then ξ

is a gradient-like vector field for the resulting Morse function f̃ obtained by the
Global Rearrangement Theorem.

The statement of Global Rearrangement Theorem implies that there are no

critical points in between f̃(p) and f̃(q). If there are any other critical points on

the level set of f̃(p), we use the Elementary Rearrangement Theorem again to push
them slightly below that level set. Likewise, any critical point on the level set of

f̃(q) other than q can be pushed slightly above that level set. As previously, ξ is

ensured to be gradient-like for f̃ .
The resulting function satisfies the statement of Proposition 4.1, as desired. �

From now on, assume that such a rearrangement has been made. In Section 3 we
fixed the coordinate system on a neighborhood U2 of γ in which the gradient-like
vector field ξ for f has the form described in Lemma 3.4. We choose now smaller
neighborhood W of U2 containing γ: properties of W will be specified later. As
x1 and y play a special role in the proof of Theorem 1.2, we will use a slightly
different notation for coordinates. Namely, we will use the coordinates (y, x, ū)
(where ū = (u1, . . . , un−2)), with x playing the role of x1 and ū being the vector
(x2, . . . , xn). That is to say, inside U2 (in particular, inside W ), the vector field ξ
has the form

(4.2) (y(2x− 1), w(x),−u1, . . . ,−uk−1, uk, . . . , un−2),

Set a = infw∈W f(w), b = supw∈W f(w). Upon possibly shrinking W , by using
Proposition 4.1, we may assume that the following condition is satisfied.

Condition 4.3. There are no critical points q′ of f such that f(q′) ∈ [a, b] and
q′ 6= p, q.

Possibly shrinking W even further we may assume that W has the form WII ×
(−δ, δ)n−2 where WII is a simply-connected open subset of R2 and δ > 0. Recall
that the function w is positive on (0, 1) and negative away from [0, 1]. We choose
U ⊂ W as a neighborhood of γ such that a trajectory of ξ going through U and
W never returns to U : existence of such U was proved in Proposition 3.6.

First perturb ξ by the formula.

ξc = ξ − cη(x, y, ū)
∂

∂x
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where c > 0 is a constant such that the x component of ξc is always negative on
W ∩ ∂M , and η is a suitable bump function supported in W . For convenience, we
will take η of the form η(x, y, ū) = α(x)β(y)δ(ū), where α, β, δ are such that:

• η is equal to 1 in a neighborhood of γ;
• the support of η is contained within U ;
• β′(y) 6= 0 for all y such that β(y) 6= 0, 1;
• α(x) = 1 for all x ∈ [0, 1];
• δ ≡ 1 in a neighborhood of (0, . . . , 0).

We will now study the properties of ξc.

Lemma 4.4. The vector field ξc is tangent to ∂M .

Proof. This follows from the fact that both ξ and ∂
∂x

are tangent to ∂M . �

Proposition 4.5. The critical points of ξc away from W coincide with the critical
points of ξ. In W , ξc has a single critical point z = (y0, x0, 0, . . . , 0), where x0 =

1
2

and y0 is uniquely specified by the condition

(4.6) β(y0) =
1

c
w(x0).

We recall that w(x) is the function specified by Proposition 3.1; cf. (4.2).

Proof. Clearly, ξ and ξc coincide outside U ; in particular, ξc has no critical points
inside WrU . Note that ξc has a vanishing x coordinate on γ, hence neither p nor
q are critical points of ξc.

Next, suppose z = (y0, x0, ū0) satisfies ξc(z) = 0. The vanishing of the ū com-
ponents of ξc(z) is equivalent to saying that ū0 = (0, . . . , 0). The vanishing of the
y coordinate of ξc(z) implies that y0(2x0 − 1) = 0. Now y0 = 0 would mean that
z ∈ U ∩ ∂M , but then the x component of ξc(z) is non-zero. Hence, x0 = 1

2 . This
implies that

ξc(z) =
(
0, w(x0)− cβ(y0), 0, . . . , 0

)
.

Consequently, y0 satisfies (4.6). Since w(x0) > 0, as per Proposition 3.1, and β
is strictly decreasing on the set where it takes values between 0 and 1, such y0 is
unique. �

We now study the critical point z in greater detail.

Lemma 4.7. The critical point z is hyperbolic. The linearization Dzξc has k real
negative eigenvalues and n− k real positive eigenvalues.

Proof. The ū-coordinates account for k− 1 real negative eigenvalues and n− k− 1
real positive eigenvalues. We have δ ≡ 1 in a neighborhood of z0. We can now
restrict our attention to the initial two coordinates of ξc:

(4.8) ξ2(y, x) = (y(2x− 1), w(x) − cα(x)β(y)).

The derivative of ξc in these directions is given by

Dy,xξ2 =
[
∂ξ2
∂y

∂ξ2
∂x

]
=

[
2x− 1 2y

−cα(x)β′(y) w′(x)− cα′(x)β(y)

]
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For z = (x0, y0), since α ≡ 1 on [0, 1], we get α(x0) = 1, α′(x0) = 0 and the above
simplifies to:

(4.9) Dzξ2 =

[
0 2y0

−cβ′(y0) w′(x0)

]

We know that β′(y0) < 0 and y0 > 0. That is, the matrix (4.9) has a negative
determinant, and so, regardless of the sign of w′(x0), it has two real eigenvalues,
one positive and one negative. �

The vector field ξc has a hyperbolic critical point at z. We need to make sure
that ξc has the form required by Definition 2.6 near z. The Grobman–Hartman
theorem asserts that ξc can be linearized at z by a Hölder continuous map, which is
insufficient for our purposes. Instead of pushing the regularity of this linearization
map, we replace ξc near z by its linear part. The new vector field has the form
(2.7) near z.

Proposition 4.10. For any neighborhood Uz ⊂ U of z, there exists a vector field
ξ′, agreeing with ξc away from Uz, such that, in some system of coordinates on Uz,
ξ′ has the form (2.7). Moreover, ξ′ and ξc might be as close in C0-norm as we
please.

Proof. Let ξlin be the linear part of ξc at z.
Let τ be a bump function supported on Uz, equal to 1 on a smaller neighborhood

of z. Set
ξ′ = ξc(1− τ) + ξlinτ.

Then, as long as τ ≡ 1, we have ξ′ = ξlin, which means that in the system of
coordinates corresponding to the eigenvectors of ξc(z), the vector field ξ′ has the
form (2.7), as desired.

Note that the difference between ξ′ and ξc at a point z′ is of order
∥∥z − z′

∥∥2.
Therefore, choosing the support Uz sufficiently small, we make guarantee that
the difference

∥∥ξ′ − ξc
∥∥
C0 can be made smaller than any predetermined positive

constant. �

We will now aim to construct a new Morse function, whose gradient-like vector
field will be ξ′. The main step towards this result is the following lemma:

Lemma 4.11. Any trajectory of ξ′ that enters W , either converges to z or leaves
W in finite time.

Proof. The proof is done in three steps. In Step 1, we provide a proof in two-
dimensional case for the vector field ξc. In Step 2, we will show that this argument
works also for ξ′. In Step 3, we show that the higher-dimensional case can be
reduced to the two-dimensional case.

Step 1. The case of ξc in two dimensions.

We proceed by analyzing the phase portrait. Recall that in the two-dimensional
case, ξc is given by the formula (4.8). We denote the coordinates of ξc by

ξc,x = w(x)− cα(x)β(y)

ξc,y = y(2x− 1)
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Figure 2. Proof of Lemma 4.11. Step 1.

Let
Γx = ξ−1

c,x(0), Γy = ξ−1
c,y (0).

The latter is easily seen as Γy =
{
x = 1

2

}
∪ {y = 0}.

In order to obtain a more explicit description of Γx, note that β−1(r) is well-
defined for any r ∈ (0, 1). Set

κ(x) = β−1

(
w(x)

cα(x)

)
.

Since w is negative away from [0, 1], all points of Γx satisfy x ∈ [0, 1] and α(x) = 1.
Then (x, κ(x))x∈(0,1) parametrizes the subset

Γκ
x =

{
(x, y) ∈ Γx | β(y) 6= 0, β(y) 6= 1

}
.

However, if β(y) = 1, then

ξc,x(x, y) = w(x)− c < 0

by construction, so Γx ∩ β−1(y) is empty. Similarly, if (x, y) ∈ Γx and β(y) = 0,
then

ξc,x(x, y) = w(x) = 0,

that is, x ∈ {0, 1}. Therefore

Γx = Γκ
x ∪ Γ0

x,where

Γκ
x =

{
(x, κ(x)) | x ∈ (0, 1)

}

Γ0
x =

{
(x, y) | x ∈ {0, 1}, β(y) = 0

}

Noticing that β′(y) = 0 iff β(y) ∈ 0, 1, an analogous reasoning lets us conclude that

(4.12) κ′(x) =
1

β′(κ(x))
is finite for x ∈ (0, 1).

We will use this fact below.
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The level sets Γx and Γy divide W into four regions Ω1, . . . ,Ω4, as in Figure 2.
Let θ be a forward trajectory of ξc starting at ps. Notice that θ cannot cross Γ0

x

because ξc is tangent to Γ0
x. Now:

• if ps ∈ Ω1, then ξc,y remains positive and separated from 0 along θ, so θ
leaves W to the right;

• if ps ∈ Ω3, then ξc,x remains negative and separated from 0 along θ, so θ
always leaves W to the bottom;

• if ps ∈ Ω2 or ps ∈ Ω4, then θ either
– hits the critical point z;
– leads to one of Ω1 or Ω3, and, by the previous condsiderations, even-

tually leaves W .

In the light of (4.12), ∂
∂y

always crosses Γκ
x transversally. Similarly, ∂

∂x
always

crosses Γy transversally. Therefore, it is clear from the phase portrait that each
trajectory can cross Γκ

x or Γy only once.
In other words, any trajectory of ξc entering W either hits z or leaves W in finite

time.

Step 2. The case of ξ′ in two dimensions.

We begin with the following observation. For any U0 ⊂ W containing z and
sufficiently small, there exists another U1 ⊂ U0 being an open neighborhood of z,
such that if the trajectory of ξc starts in U1 and then leaves U0, then does not
return to U1, unless it leaves W . To see this, we use an argument similar to the
one used in the proof of Proposition 3.6 given in [Mil65].

Namely, if for all U1 the trajectory of ξc leaves U0 and subsequently returns to
U1, upon passing to a limit, we would construct a trajectory both starting and
terminating at z. It is clear from the phase portrait, that every trajectory starting
at z leads either to Ω1 or to Ω3. Similarly, every trajectory entering z, comes from
either Ω2 or Ω4. We already argued that the trajectory in Ω1 and Ω3 cannot enter
Ω2 or Ω4 without leaving W , hence no trajectory starts and terminates at z without
leaving W .

Before choosing an appropriate neighborhood U0, we need to provide some es-
timates. Let v+ and v− be length one eigenvectors of the matrix Dzξc, where v+
corresponds to the positive eigenvalue, while v− corresponds to the negative eigen-
value. Let (s, t) be local coordinates near z such that v+ and v− correspond to
(1, 0) and (0, 1) respectively. In other words, in these coordinates, we have:

ξlin(s, t) = (c+s, c−t)

ξc(s, t) = (c+s, c−t) +O
(∥∥(s, t)

∥∥2
)

for the eigenvalues c+, c− of Dzξc, satisfying c+ > 0 > c−.
Consider the function

g(s, t) =
1

2

(
s2 − t2

)
.

With this definition, we have

∂ξling = c+s
2 − c−t

2 ≥ 0
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with equality only at (0, 0). Moreover,

∂ξcg = c+s
2 − c−t

2 +O
(∥∥(s, t)

∥∥3
)
.

In particular, there exists a neighborhood U0 of z, such that ∂ξcg > 0 everywhere
except at z. Find a smaller U1 ⊂ U0 such that any trajectory of ξc entering U1

leaving U0 does not return to U1.
Let τ be a cut-off function supported in U1 and let ξ′ be the vector field con-

structed in Proposition 4.10 above using this function τ . As ∂ξling, ∂ξcg > 0 on
U1r{z}, the same inequality holds for a convex combination thereof. Let θ be a
trajectory of ξ′.

• If θ stays forever in U0, then ∂ξ′g ≥ 0 implies that θ must hit z;
• If θ does not enter U1, then it is actually a trajectory of ξc that does not
hit z, so it must leave W .

• If θ starts in U1 and does not hit z and eventually leaves U0, then it becomes
a trajectory of ξc before leaving U1. Consequently, θ leaves W without
returning to U0 by the choice of U1.

These case conclude the proof of Step 2.

Step 3. The general case. We assume that W has a product structure
W = WII × In−2, where I = (−δ, δ) and WII is an open contractible subset of R2.
Consider the projection Π: W → WII given by Π(y, x, ū) = (y, x). As passing from
ξc to ξ′ affects only the first two coordinates, we conclude that ξ′ has the form

ξ′ = (α1(x, y), α2(x, y),−u1, . . . ,−uk−1, uk, . . . , un−2).

Let ξ′2 be the vector field on WII with coordinates

ξ′2 = (α1(x, y), α2(x, y)).

Note that DΠ(ξ′) = ξ′2. If θ is a trajectory of ξ′ staying in W , then Π(θ) is a trajec-
tory of ξ′2 staying inWII. By the previous step, any trajectory ξ′2 either converges to
the critical point (y0, x0) or leaves WII. Therefore, if θ stays forever in W , Π(θ) has
to converge to (y0, x0). The ū components of ξ′ are (−u1, . . . ,−uk−1, uk, . . . , un−2),
that is, if θ stays forever in W , the ū-coordinates have to converge to (0, . . . , 0).
Consequently, if θ stays forever in W , then it terminates at z. �

Remark 4.13. What we proved in Lemma 4.11 concerns forward behavior of a
trajectory. However, the backward result is also true: if a trajectory stays forever
in the past in W , it has to start at z. The proof is completely analogous.

As a corollary, we prove the following result.

Corollary 4.14. Suppose a, b are such that W ⊂ f−1[a, b] and the only critical
points of f in f−1[a, b] are p and q. If θ is a trajectory of ξ′, then:

• Either it exits f−1[a, b] through f−1(b), or it terminates at z.
• Either it enters f−1[a, b] through f−1(a), or it starts at z;

Proof. If θ does not intersect U , it is a trajectory of ξ. Any trajectory of ξ that
does not hit U , flows from f−1(a) to f−1(b).
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Suppose θ enters U . By Lemma 4.11, either it hits z, or it leaves W . If it hits z,
we are done; if it leaves W , then by Proposition 3.6, it does never return to U , but
then, as soon as θ leaves W , it actually becomes a trajectory of ξ, and so it must
terminate at a critical point. As there are no critical points of f in f−1[a, b]rW , θ
must hit a critical point with a critical value not in [a, b]. Since f increases along
θ, we conclude that θ terminates above the level set f−1(b). This proves the first
part of the corollary. The proof of the other is analogous. �

As a final stage, we construct a Morse function g whose gradient-like vector
field is ξ′. The construction follows from Vector Field Integration Lemma [BP16],
which in turn generalizes [Mil65, Assertion 5, page 54]. Nevertheless, the proof
in [BP16] has a small technical flaw (namely, the function that is constructed is
not necessarily continuous unless the vector field is properly rescaled), therefore we
give an independent construction. We note that in [BPT23], there will be given
a more general statement of the Vector Field Integration Lemma. The following
result concludes the proof of Theorem 1.2.

Proposition 4.15. There exists a Morse function g whose gradient-like vector field
is ξ′, such that g = f away from f−1(a, b).

Proof. The high-level idea is to define g by an explicit formula in a neighborhood
of z and by interpolation elsewhere.

Set c = 1
2(a+ b). Inside Uz (see Proposition 4.10) define a function

g0(s, t, u1, . . . , un−2) = c+ s2 − t2 − u21 − · · · − u2k−1 + u2k + · · ·+ u2n−2.

Write α2 := s2 + u2k + · · · + u2n−2, β
2 := t2 + u21 + · · ·+ u2k−1. For ρ > ε > 0 define

(cf. [BNR16, Section 2.4]) the subset of Uz:

Hρ,ε := {−α2 + β2 ∈ [−ε2, ε2], α2β2 6 (ρ4 − ε4)/4}.

For sufficiently small ρ, the set Hρ,ε is compact (which is a formal way of saying
that it is contained in the interior of Uz). Let us now define the following parts of
the boundary of Hρ,ε; see Figure 3.

Xin = ∂Hρ,ε ∩ {−α2 + β2 = −ε2} ⊂ g−1
0 (c− ε2)

Xout = ∂Hρ,ε ∩ {−α2 + β2 = ε2} ⊂ g−1
0 (c+ ε2)

Xtan = ∂Hρ,ε ∩ {α2β2 = (ρ4 − ε4)/4}.

(4.16)

It is clear that ξ′ is tangent to Xtan (cf. [BNR16, Lemma 2.31]). Choose suffi-
ciently small values ρ > ε1 > ε2 > 0. For brevity, we will write Hεi := Hρ,εi and the
corresponding subsets of ∂Hεi will be denoted by Xi

in,X
i
out,X

i
tan, as in Figure 4.

Rescale the vector field ξ′ by a positive factor in such a way that:

• if the flow of ξ′ does not hit Hε1 , then it takes precisely the time b− a to
get from f−1(a) to f−1(b).

• if the flow of ξ′ starts from f−1(a) and hits X1
in, then it takes precisely time

equal c− ε− a;
• if the flow of ξ′ ends at f−1(b) and hits X1

out in the past, then it takes
precisely time equal b− c− ε;
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α2

β2

Xin

Xout

Xtan

Figure 3. A schematic presentation of Hρ,ε.

f−1(a)

f−1(b)

X1
in

X1
out

z

Hε2

Hε1

Figure 4. Proof of Proposition 4.15.

• The time to reach X1
outrX2

out from X1
inrX2

in is equal to 2ε.

Choose a point x ∈ f−1(a, b) and let γx be the trajectory of ξ′ through x. We
now define the function g1 away from Hε2 as follows:

• Suppose γx travels from f−1(a) to f−1(b) without hitting Hε2 . Assume
that γx(0) ∈ f−1(a), and so γx(b − a) ∈ f−1(b). We set g1(x) = a + tx,
where tx is defined by γx(tx) = x.

• Suppose γx travels from f−1(a), passes through x, and then hits X2
in. As-

sume that γx(0) ∈ f−1(a). We set g1(x) = a + tx, where tx is defined by
γx(tx) = x.

• Suppose γx travels from X2
out, passes through x, and then hits f−1(b). We

assume γx(0) ∈ X2
out. We set g1(x) = c + ε + tx, where tx is defined by

γx(tx) = x.

With this definition, we have defined g1(x) everywhere in f−1[a, b] except for the
interior of Hε2 . For future reference, observe that the way the vector field ξ′ leads
to the following claim:

Lemma 4.17. The function g1 is equal to c− ε on the whole of X1
in, and to c+ ε

on the whole of X1
out. Moreover, f and g1 coincide on f−1(b).

Ideally, we would like to set g to be equal to g0 on Hε2 and to g1 away from
Hε2 . However, this could potentially introduce a discontinuity at the boundary.
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To avoid this, we choose a smooth cut-off function φ : X1
in → [0, 1], equal to 1 on

X2
in and supported on a compact subset of IntX1

in. Extend φ to the whole of Hε1

demanding that φ be invariant under the flow of ξ′. We set

(4.18) g(z) =

{
g1(z) z /∈ Hε1 ,(
φg0 + (1− φ)g1

)
(z) z ∈ Hε1 .

In particular g = g1 outside Hε1 . We only need to check continuity at ∂Hε1 . By
Lemma 4.17, g is continuous at X1

in and X1
out, the vanishing of φ on X1

tan implies
that g is continuous at X1

tan, and so, g is continuous everywhere. Moreover, after a
little technical amendement, that is, after rescaling ξ′, g can be assumed smooth, cf.
[BNR16, Proof of Proposition 2.35]. By construction, g = g0 in Hε2 , in particular,
it is Morse.

We claim that ξ′ is gradient-like for g constructed in such a way. Since g and
ξ′ admit the Morse normal form near z (see (2.7)), we only need to check that
∂ξ′g ≥ 0 on f−1[a, b], with the sole equality at z. It is evident on Hε2 , as g = g0.
Note that, by construction, ∂ξ′g1 ≡ 1 on f−1[a, b]rHε2 . In particular, ∂ξ′g > 0
away from Hε1 . Suppose z ∈ Hε1rHε2 . The function φ was to be ξ′-invariant,
hence ∂ξ′φ = 0. By (4.18):

∂ξ′g = ∂ξ′(φg0 + (1− φ)g1) = φ∂ξ′g0 + (1− φ)∂ξ′g1.

As ∂ξ′g0(x) > 0 onHε1rHε2 , and ∂ξ′g1 ≡ 1, we conclude that ∂ξ′g > 0 onHε1rHε2 .
In this way, we finish the proof of Proposition 4.15, which was the last step in

the proof of Theorem 1.2. �
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