
FILTERED FUKAYA CATEGORIES

GIOVANNI AMBROSIONI

Abstract. We upgrade the natural weakly-filtered structure of Fukaya categories discussed in [BCS21]
to a genuinely filtered one. The main tools are a Morse-Bott, or ‘cluster’, model for Fukaya categories
and a particular choice of class of perturbation data. We also include the construction of continuation
A∞-functors following [Syl19] in the context of filtered Fukaya categories.

Introduction

Background. The application of the methods of persistence homology to symplectic geometry, in
particular Floer theory, has lead to many important results. The basic fact is that in many cases
Floer complexes naturally admit the structure of filtered chain complexes, meaning that the standard
Floer differential preserves a filtration induced by the action functional, so that Floer persistence
homology is a well-defined object, both in the closed string (or Hamiltonian) case as well as in the open
(or Lagrangian) one. However, defining an adequate filtered structure on the A∞-categorification
of Lagrangian Floer homology, the so called Fukaya category of a symplectic manifold, has been
proven to be difficult, as discussed at length in [BCS21], due to the presence of domain dependent
Hamiltonian perturbations in the definition of the A∞-maps. On the other hand, in [BCS21], the
authors showed that Fukaya categories naturally admit the structure of a homologically unital weakly-
filtered A∞-category, meaning that the A∞-maps are filtered up to a uniform error depending on the
order (which may eventually diverge) and representatives of the identities generally lie at positive
filtration levels. If the uniform errors vanish and the representatives of units lie at filtration level
zero, we say that the A∞-category is filtered. In this paper we explain how to construct filtered
Fukaya categories by slightly modifying the definition of the A∞-maps to count Floer ‘clusters’
instead of Floer polygons, and by constructing adequate Hamiltonian perturbations. In particular,
via our construction the derived Fukaya category of a symplectic manifold inherits the structure of
a triangulated persistence category in the sense of [BCZ23].

Main results. Let (M,ω) be a closed or convex at infinity symplectic manifold, and denote by
L∗(M) a family of closed Lagrangian submanifolds of M belonging to some class ∗ (e.g. ∗ = m for
monotone Lagrangians, ∗ = w-ex for weakly exact Lagrangians, ∗ = ex for exact Lagrangians). In
this paper we will work with monotone Lagrangians, but our construction works for weakly exact
Lagrangians and exact Lagrangians in Lioville manifolds too.
We will refer to the model of the Fukaya category developed in Seidel’s book [Sei08] as the standard
model for the Fukaya category of M (see also e.g. [BC13; BC14; BCS21] for this model adapted
to the monotone setting). In this standard model, morphisms sets are Floer complexes CF (L,L′)
where L,L′ ∈ L∗(M) and the A∞-maps

µd : CF (L0, L1) ⊗ · · · ⊗ CF (Ld−1, Ld) → CF (L0, Ld)
are defined for any d ≥ 1 and any tuple (L0, . . . , Ld) of Lagrangians in L∗(M) by counting Hamil-
tonian perturbed pseudoholomorphic polygons with Lagrangian boundary conditions, so-called Floer
polygons. The representatives of homological units are constructed by counting Floer ‘1-gons’. The
action functional (defined in Section 2.6) induces an increasing real filtration on Floer complexes,
that is a choice of subspaces CF≤α(L,L′) for any α ∈ R such that

CF≤α(L,L′) ⊂ CF≤β(L,L′) for any α ≤ β.
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It is well-known that µ1 preserves the above defined filtration, while in general higher order maps do
not, and representatives of the units lie at positive filtration levels (cfr. [BCS21]). Our main result,
Theorem 3.1, asserts that it is possible to construct a model for the Fukaya category admitting
filtration-preserving A∞-maps as well as units lying in filtration level ≤ 0. The following is a rough
version of our main result.

Theorem A. There is a non-empty space Ereg of perturbation data such that associated to any
p ∈ Ereg there is a strictly unital and filtered A∞-category Fuk(M ; p), whose set of objects is
L∗(M) and whose filtered structure is induced by the action functional. When ignoring filtrations
this A∞-category is quasi-equivalent to the standard Fukaya category via an A∞-functor which
is the identity on objects.

We will actually define the space Ereg by defining (non-empty) subspaces Eε
reg for any ε > 0 and then

setting Ereg := ⋃
ε>0 E

ε
reg. Here, ε > 0 will act as a uniform bound to the size of the Hamiltonian

Floer data one can associate to elements in the space Eε
reg. The subscript ‘reg’ has to do with the

fact that at some point we will have to restrict ourselves to regular perturbation data in order to
have well-defined A∞-categories (as in [Sei08]).

To prove Theorem A we have to tackle two problems: define A∞-maps that do not shift filtration,
and find represenatives of the unit lying at vanishing filtration levels. To solve the first problem
we will construct the special space Eε of perturbation data. The idea for construction of such
spaces is very simple and we sketch it here: we pick ‘flat enough’ Hamiltonian Floer data for any
couple of Lagrangians in L∗(M) and use coordinates induced by strip-like ends on Floer polygons
to interpolate between the Hamiltonian Floer datum and the zero function by a particular class of
monotone homotopies, while asking that the Hamiltonian perturbation data vanish away from the
strip-like ends. The definition of the spaces Eε of so-called ε-perturbation data is given in Section 3.
However, even when working with perturbation data from some family Eε, the Fukaya category of
M may still be not filtered, because of the second problem listed above. Indeed, in Section 3.3 we
argue that it is not possible to find representatives of the units at zero filtration levels by using the
standard model for the Fukaya category. To cope with this fact, we use a Morse-bott, or ‘cluster’,
model for Fukaya categories, by defining a new A∞-category whose self-morphisms spaces are pearl
complexes (in the sense of [BC09; BC08]), instead of Floer ones, and by considering ‘clusters’ of
pearly-Morse trees and Floer polygons. This model was first introduced in [CL05] and later outlined
in [BCZ23] in the exact case; we work out more details of this model in Section 2.

After developing the machinery of ε-perturbation data and the associated filtered Fukaya cat-
egories we introduce continuation A∞-functors, an A∞-extension of continuation chain maps, in
Section 4, following [Syl19]. The main result from Section 4 may be roughly stated as follows.

Theorem B. Let ε1, ε2 > 0, p ∈ Eε1
reg and q ∈ Eε2

reg. There is a unital A∞-quasi equivalence
Fp,q : Fuk(M ; p) → Fuk(M ; q)

canonical up to quasi-isomorphism of A∞-functors which shifts filtration by ≤ ε2 − ε1
2 .

The bound in the shift on filtration of those functors is obtained by constructing perturbation data for
continuation functors following the same principles as in the construction of the spaces Eε mentioned
above.

Relation to previous work. The weakly-filtered structure of Fukaya categories in the closed mono-
tone case has been discussed in [BCS21], which, for the application contained in that paper, did not
need to be refined to a genuine filtered structure. The cluster model for the Fukaya category (frist
introduced in [CL05]) has been recently discussed in [Cha12] in the case of a single Lagrangian, in
[BCZ23] in the case of a finite family of transversely intersecting exact Lagrangians, and in [She11]
in the exact case. The difference between our cluster model and that contained in [She11], which
was not motivated by the study of filtrations on Fukaya categories, is that we work in the monotone
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case and do not pick Hamiltonian perturbations for smooth disks, as those would interfere with the
filtered structure. Our approach generalizes the methods in [BCZ23] by introducing ε-perturbation
data and hence allowing to get rid of the restrictive finiteness and transversality assumptions.

Future work. As it will be clear from the construction, the filtered equivalence class of our Fukaya
categories depends on the choice of perturbation data (and in particular on the choice of the parameter
ε > 0). In many applications it is an interesting question to investigate the behaviour of invariants
constructed via the filtered structure when ε → 0. In Section 4 we define continuation functors
between Fukaya categories adapting previous work of Sylvan [Syl19] to our setting, which we plan
to exploit in future work to introduce quantitative invariants of Fukaya categories.

A first, immediate consequence of our construction is clear: working with filtered A∞-categories
is handier than with categories that are only weakly-filtered; in particular this simplifies many proofs
of statements that appeal to the weakly-filtered structure of Fukaya categories as in [BCS21]. For
these applications, our construction is not an absolutely necessary tool. However, most importantly,
our genuinely filtered Fukaya category allows one to state new results about the structure of the
Fukaya category itself, mainly due to two reasons: our model is what one would call a ‘minimal
energy’ model (due to the fact that we define self-Floer complexes via the pearl model, which carries
no Hamiltonian perturbations at all), and it allows nice control over the (positive or negative) shifts
in filtration of maps that are defined on the Fukaya category, and some of its associated invariants,
such as Hochschild homology, or the so-called open-closed maps.

Organization of the paper. In Section 1 we recall the definition of (weakly)-filtered A∞-categories
and functors. We also go over monotone Lagrangians and introduce the combinatorial objects that
we will use to describe compactifications of moduli spaces of Floer clusters. In Section 2 we work
out the ‘cluster’ model for Fukaya categories and in Section 2.6 we adapt the work of [BCS21] to
show that our Fukaya categories naturally inherit the structure of weakly-filtered A∞-categories
with filtered unit. In Section 3 we construct the classes of ε-perturbation data, which ensure that
the associated Fukaya categories are genuinely filtered. In Section 3.3 we argue why the cluster
model seems necessary to have a filtered Fukaya category. In Section 4 we develop the machinery of
continuation functors between filtered Fukaya categories, building on [Syl19].

Acknowledgments. I would like to thank Paul Biran for numerous discussions about filtrations
and Fukaya categories, and for mentioning the idea of a cluster model to me. Many thanks to the
anonymous referee for their careful reading of a first draft of this manuscript and for many valuables
suggestions and comments.
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1. Preliminaries

1.1. Filtered A∞-categories. In this section we recall the basics about weakly-filteredA∞-categories
and weakly-filtered A∞-functors as introduced in [BCS21].

Let (C, d) be a chain complex. A filtration on (C, d) is a choice of subspaces C≤α ⊂ C for any
α ∈ R such that C≤α ⊂ C≤β for any α ≤ β and d(C≤α) ⊂ C≤α for any α ∈ R. We refer to the second
property by saying that the differential d preserves the filtration (C≤α))α on C. A chain complex
endowed with a filtration is called a filtered chain complex. Consider two filtered chain complexes
(C, d) and (C, d), a chain map φ : (C, d) → (C, d) between them and a non-negative real number
r ≥ 0. We say that φ shifts filtration by ≤ r if φ(C≤α) ⊂ C

α+r for any α ∈ R. If φ shifts filtration
by ≤ 0 we say that it is a filtered chain map.

Consider now a homologically unital A∞-category (A, µ = (µd)d≥1). We will use homological
notation as in [BCS21]. Given objects X, Y ∈ Ob(A) we write A(X, Y ) := homA(X, Y ) for the
morphism space between X and Y . We recall that for any d ≥ 1 the map µd is, for any tuple
X0, . . . , Xd of objects of A, a linear map

µd : A(X0, X1) ⊗ · · · ⊗ A(Xd−1, Xd) → A(X0, Xd)
satisfying the A∞-equation

µ1 ◦ µd +
∑

i+j=d−1
i,j≥0

µd(idi ⊗ µ1 ⊗ idj) =
∑

i+j+k=d+1
i,j≥0, k≥1

µi+j+1(idi ⊗ µk ⊗ idj) (1.1)

for any d ≥ 1.
Let uA ≥ 0 be a non-negative real number and εA = (εA

d )d≥2 be a sequence of non-negative real
numbers. A weakly filtered structure on (A, µ) with discrepancy (εA, uA) is a choice of filtration on
the chain complexes (A(X, Y ), µ1) for any two objects X, Y ∈ Ob(A) such that:

(1) for any d ≥ 2, any tuple (X0, . . . , Xd) of objects of A and any real numbers α1, . . . , αd ∈ R
we have

µd

(
d⊗

i=1
A≤αi(Xi−1, Xi)

)
⊂ A≤

∑d

i=1 αi+εA
d (X0, Xd),

(2) for any object X ∈ Ob(A) there exists a representative eX ∈ A(X,X) of the unit of X such
that

eX ∈ A≤uA(X,X).
An A∞-category endowed with a weakly-filtered structure will be called a weakly-filtered A∞-
category. A weakly-filtered category (A, µd) is said to be filtered if we can take uA = 0 and εA

d = 0
for any d ≥ 2.

Let (A, µA
d ) and (B, µB

d ) be filtered A∞-categories, F : A → B be an A∞-functor between them
and εF := (εF

i )i≥1 be a sequence of non-negative real numbers. We say that F is a weakly-filtered
A∞-functor with discrepancy εF if for any d ≥ 1, any tuple (X0, . . . , Xd) of objects of A and any
real numbers α1, . . . , αd ∈ R we have

Fd

(
d⊗

i=1
A≤αi(Xi−1, Xi)

)
⊂ B≤

∑d

i=1 αi+εF
d (F(X0),F(Xd))

A weakly-filtered functor F is said to be filtered if we can take εF
i = 0 for any d ≥ 1. F is said to

shift filtration by ρ ≥ 0 if we can take εF
d = dρ for any d ≥ 1. In [Fuk21], such functors are called

‘with energy loss ρ’.

1.2. Monotone Lagrangians. Let (M,ω) be a closed symplectic manifold, fixed for the rest of the
paper. Let L be a Lagrangian submanifold of M . The Maslov class of L induces a map

µ : π2(M,L) → Z.
We say that L is monotone if there is a positive constant τ > 0 such that

ω = τµ,
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where we see ω as a map on π2(M,L), and if NL ≥ 2 where NL generates the image of µ in Z. We
refer to τ as the monotonicity constant of L.
We will denote the standard Novikov field over Z2 as

Λ :=
{ ∞∑

k=0
akT

λk : ak ∈ Z2, λk ∈ R lim
k→∞

λk = ∞
}

and by Λ0 the positive Novikov ring over Z2, that is

Λ0 :=
{ ∞∑

k=0
akT

λk : ak ∈ Z2, λk ≥ 0, lim
k→∞

λk = ∞
}

Let L be a monotone Lagrangian and assume in addition that it is closed. Then for a generic choice
of almost complex structure J on M the count of J-holomorphic disks with boundary on L, Maslov
index equal to 2 and passing through a generic point p ∈ L weighted by symplectic area is well-
defined, and independent from the choice of J and of the point p ∈ L. We denote this count by
dL ∈ Λ0 (see [Laz11]). Let d ∈ Λ0, then we define Lm,d(M,ω), where the m stands for monotone, as
the set of closed, connected and monotone Lagrangians L og M with dL = d. Note that if d ̸= 0 all
Lagrangians in Lm,d(M,ω) share the same monotonicity constant.

1.3. Tuples of Lagrangians. In this subsection, we introduce many definitions and notations that
will turn out to be very useful when defining our geometric structures in Section 2 and in Section 4.

Let d ≥ 1 and pick a tuple (L0, . . . , Ld) of Lagranians in M . In the following, we will often
denote such a tuple by L⃗.

Definition 1.1. We say that L⃗ is made of cyclically different Lagrangians (or, simply, is a cyclically
different tuple) if Li ̸= Li+1 for each i ∈ {0, . . . , d}1, while we say that it is made of almost cyclically
different Lagrangians (or, simply, is an almost cyclically different tuple) if Li ̸= Li+1 for any i ∈
{0, . . . , d− 1} but L0 = Ld.

Definition 1.2. Assume now that the tuple L⃗ is not cyclically different: each time there are consec-
utive indices i, i+1, . . . , i+k indexing the same Lagrangian, we subtract k from all the indices bigger
than i+ k+ 1 and write the new tuple as L0, . . . , Li−1, (Li, k), Li+1, . . . , Ld−k, with Li−1 ̸= Li ̸= Li+1
(we always work modulo d+ 1); we repeat this process until we get a tuple

L⃗red :=
(
(L0,m0), . . . , (LdR ,mdR)

)
of (dR + 1)-many cyclically different Lagrangians with multiplicities mi ≥ 1, which we will call the
reduced tuple of L⃗.

Of course the number dR satisfies 0 ≤ dR ≤ d. Notice that the multiplicity m0 ≥ 1 can be split as
a sum m0 = mb

0 + me
0 where mb

0 ≥ 1 is the number of subsequent Lagrangians equal to L0 at the
beginning of the tuple L⃗, while me

0 ≥ 0 is the number of subsequent Lagrangians equal to L0 at the
end of the tuple. For notational convenience we will write m0 := mb

0,mi := mi for i = 1, . . . , dR and
mdR+1 := me

0. In the following we will often omit multiplicities from the notation of the reduced
tuple L⃗red.

Definition 1.3. Given L⃗ = (L0, . . . , Ld) we define a tuple L⃗F = (LF
0 , . . . , L

F
dF ) of length dF + 1,

where dF ≥ 0, as follows: LF
0 := L0 while LF

k := Lm, where

m := min
{
l ∈ {k, . . . , dR − 1} : Ll ̸= LF

j ∀j ∈ {0, . . . , k − 1}
}

until there is no Lagrangian left to index. We call L⃗F the fundamental tuple of L⃗.

1Here and in the following definitions like these have to be taken modulo d. In this case this means Ld ̸= Ld+1 = L0.
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Of course the number dF satisfies 0 ≤ dF ≤ dR ≤ d. In words, given a tuple L⃗, the reduced tuple L⃗red
is the tuple obtained by merging pairs of equal subsequent Lagrangians in L⃗, while the fundamental
tuple L⃗F is obtained by keeping geometrically different Lagrangians only (for an example see the
next Example and Figure 1.1).

Example 1.4. Let L0, L1, L2, L3, L4 denote five different Lagrangians in (M,ω) and consider the tuple

L⃗ =
(
L0, L0, L1, L1, L3, L3, L3, L2, L4, L1, L3, L2, L0, L0

)
.

In this case d = 13. The corresponding reduced tuple is

L⃗red =
(
(L0, 4), (L1, 2), (L3, 3), (L2, 1), (L4, 1), (L1, 1), (L3, 1), (L2, 1)

)
that is, mb

0 = 2 and me
0 = 2. In particular

L0 = L0, L1 = L1, L2 = L3, L3 = L2, L4 = L4, L5 = L1, L6 = L3, L7 = L2.

The fundamental tuple of L⃗ is then

L⃗F = (L0, L1, L3, L2, L4)
that is

LF
0 = L0, L

F
1 = L1, L

F
2 = L3, L

F
3 = L2, L

F
4 = L4.

In conclusion, in this case we have dF = 5 < dR = 7 < d = 13. △

Consider a tuple L⃗ = (L0, . . . , Ld) of Lagrangians in M . We will write

π2(M, L⃗) := π2

(
M,

d⋃
i=0

Li

)

where π2 denotes the second fundamental group. Notice that for any subtuple (L̃0, . . . , L̃k) of L⃗ of
any length we have a map

π2

(
M,

k⋃
i=0

L̃i

)
→ π2(M, L⃗)

induced by the inclusion ∪L̃i → ∪Li. In the rest of the paper, we will see each possible π2(M,∪L̃i)
as a subset of π2(M, L⃗) and omit the inclusions above.

1.4. Trees. Let d ≥ 2. We define, as in [Sei08], a d-leafed tree to be a properly embedded planar
tree T ⊂ R2 with d+1 semi-infinite edges, which we call exterior edges, one of which is distinguished
and called the root of T , denoted eT , while the others are numbered clockwise starting from the root
and denoted

e0(T ) = eT , e1(T ), . . . , ed(T )
The unique vertex attached to the root will be called the root vertex and denoted by vT . For us,
all leafed trees are oriented from the non-root leaves to the root. For d = 1, a leafed tree is just an
infinite edge, oriented from leaf to root.

Remark 1.5. Note that, as in [Sei08] but contrary to most of the literature, we do not consider leaves
to be vertices. △

Notice that a d-leafed tree cuts R2 in d + 1 connected components, which we number clockwise,
starting from the one nearest to the root when moving clockwise. We abuse notation and denote
those connected components also by e0(T ), . . . , ed(T ). Next we introduce a bunch of notations and
definition for leafed trees.

Definition 1.6. Let T be a d-leafed tree.
(1) We denote by V (T ) the set of its vertices, by E(T ) the set of its edges and by Eint(T ) ⊂ E(T )

the subset of edges which are not exterior, and which we call interior.
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(2) We write |v| for the number of edges wich are attached to a vertex v ∈ V (T ), and call it the
valency of v, |v|int for the number of interior edges attached to v and |v|e := |v|− |v|int for the
number of exterior edges attached to v. We denote by V i(T ) ⊂ V (T ) the subset of vertices
of T having valency i.

(3) Assume that T has no vertices of valency equal to 1, then a vertex v ∈ V (T ) touches |v|
connected components of R2 −T : we number them clockwise starting from the one associated
to the edge attached to v which is nearest to the root and denote them by

e0(v), . . . , e|v|−1(v)
for any vertex v ∈ V (T ).

(4) T is called stable if the minimal valency of a vertex of T is 3, and it is called binary if each
vertex has valency equal to 3. We denote by T d+1 the space of stable d-leafed trees, where
two trees are identified if there exists an isomorphism of planar trees between them.

(5) A flag of T is a couple (v, e) ∈ V (T ) × E(T ) such that the edge e is attached to the vertex
v. Given a vertex v ∈ V (T ) we denote by f0(v) ∈ E(T ) the unique edge that exits from v
(with respect to the orientation introduced above), and by f1(v), . . . , f|v|−1(v) ∈ E(T ) the
remaining edges attached to v, ordered in clockwise order starting from f0(v). Conversely,
given an edge e ∈ E(T ) we define t(e) ∈ V (T ) as the start-vertex of e and by h(e) ∈ V (T ) the
end-vertex of e (of course, one between h or t is not defined for exterior edges). We denote by
F (T ) the set of flags of T and by F int(T ) ⊂ F (T ) the subset of flags made of interior edges.

(6) A metric on T is a map λ : E(T ) → [0,∞] such that
λ(ei(T )) = ∞ for any i = 0, . . . , d and λ(e) < ∞ for any e ∈ Eint(T )

We call a couple (T, λ) a metric tree and we denote by λ(T ) the space of metrics of T . We
also define the space λ(T ) of maps λ : E(T ) → [0,∞] such that

λ(ei(T )) = ∞ for any i = 0, . . . , d
Let k ∈ Z, then we define λk(T ) ⊂ λ(T ) to be the space of metrics with exactly k interior
edges of infinite length. Note that if T ∈ T d+1 then λk(T ) = ∅ for any k > d− 1.

(7) If T ′ ⊂ T is a subtree of T and λ ∈ λ(T ) is a metric on T , then λ induces a metric on T ′,
which we still denote by λ, and call (T ′, λ) a metric subtree of (T, λ), even if T ′ itself is not
leafed or unstable. We denote by λ(T ′) the space of metrics on T ′ in the sense above, and by
λ(T ′) the obvious analogous of λ(T ).

1.5. Trees with Lagrangian labels. Let L⃗ = (L0, . . . , Ld) be a tuple of Lagrangians in Lm,d(M,ω)
and consider a d-leafed tree T .

Definition 1.7. The assignement Li 7→ ei(T ), where ei(T ) is seen as the ith connected component
of R2 \T in the sense of Section 1.4, is called a labelling by L for T . We denote by T d+1(L⃗) the space
of stable d-leafed trees labelled by L⃗.

If L⃗F = L, i.e L⃗ contains the same Lagrangian d+ 1 times, we simply write T d+1(L) for T d+1(L⃗).
Let now T ∈ T d+1(L⃗) be a labelled tree. Any vertex v ∈ V (T ) naturally inherits a labelling L⃗v by
the conventions above2. Any edge e ∈ E(T ) also inherits a labelling by a couple of Lagrangians in
an obvious way.

Definition 1.8. An edge e ∈ E(T ) is said to be unilabelled if it is labelled by a couple of equal
Lagrangians.

We introduce the following notations for various subsets of the set of edges E(T ) of T :
• we denote by EU(T ) ⊂ E(T ) the set of unilabelled edges of T ,
• we denote by EF (T ) := E(T ) \ EU(T ) the set of non-unilabelled edges of T ,

2That is, Li ∈ L⃗v if and only if v touches the connected component ei(T ).
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• for any i ∈ {0, . . . , dF }, we denote by Ei(T ) ⊂ E(T ) the set of edges of T that are (uni)labelled
by the Lagrangian LF

i (see Definition 1.3 for the definition of L⃗F and dF ),
• we set Eint

U (T ) := EU(T ) ∩ Eint(T ), Eint
F := EF (T ) ∩ Eint(T ) and Eint

i (T ) := Ei(T ) ∩ Eint(T )
for any i ∈ {0, . . . , dF }

Remark 1.9. The concept of unilabelled edge will be relevant for the following reason: as in [Sei08]
in order to efficiently deal with Floer-curves in the definition of the Fukaya category in Section 2
we will use the language of trees; however, in our case those curves will be a combination of Floer-
polygons (to use the terminology from [Sei08]( and trees of Morse trajectories, where the latter will
be controlled precisely by trees of unilabelled edges. △

Definition 1.10. We define T d+1
U (L⃗) ⊂ T d+1(L⃗) to be the set of stable trees labelled by L⃗ with only

unilabelled interior edges, that is

T d+1
U (L⃗) :=

{
T ∈ T d+1(L⃗) : Eint

U (T ) = Eint(T )
}
.

Given a labelled tree T ∈ T d+1(L⃗) we define Tred to be T with unilabelled edges removed.

Definition 1.11. A metric λ ∈ λ(T ) on a labelled tree T ∈ T d+1(L⃗) is said to be unilabelled
if λ(e) = 0 for any non-unilabelled interior edge e ∈ Eint(T ). We denote by λU(T ) the space of
unilabelled metrics on T , by λU(T ) its closure in λ(T ) and set λk

U(T ) := λU(T ) ∩ λk(T ) for any k,
where λk(T ) ⊂ λ(T ) is the subspace of metrics with exactly k interior edges with infinite length (see
Definition 1.6).

The stability requirement in the definition of trees in the subset T d+1
U (L⃗) will be crucial in order to

deal with breaking of Floer-clusters correctly in Section 2. Note that if T ∈ T d+1
U (L⃗) is unilabelled,

then λU(T ) = λ(T ). In general, the subtree Tred may not be connected and its connected components
may be unstable leafed trees. Notice that if T lies in T d+1

U (L⃗), then Tred obviously does not have
any interior edges. Anyway, the fact that T is a planar connected tree implies that the numbering
of leaves of T induces a unique numbering

e0(Tred), . . . , edR(Tred)
of the leaves of (the subtrees of) Tred, even if the latter is not connected (recall that the number
dR comes from the definition of the reduced tuple L⃗red of L⃗, see Definition 1.2). Assume now that
T ∈ T d+1

U (L⃗), then the connected components (i.e. the vertices) of Tred induce a splitting

{0, . . . , dR} =
⋃

v∈V (Tred)
Λv

where i ∈ Λv if and only if Li ∈ L⃗v. Note that the above union is not disjoint in general.
We have the following decomposition of T \ Tred indexed by the fundamental tuple L⃗F of L⃗ (see
Definition 1.3 for the definition of the fundamental tuple L⃗F of L⃗ and of the number dF ):

T \ Tred =
dF⋃
i=0

T F
j

where for any j ∈ {0, . . . , dF }, T F
j is the union of all the subtrees of T \ Tred with edges unilabelled

by LF
j .

Definition 1.12. Given a labelled tree T ∈ T d+1(L⃗) we call the decomposition

T = Tred ∪
dF⋃
i=0

T F
j

described above the fundamental decomposition of the labelled tree T . Moreover, we define Tuni as
the union of the trees T F

j from the fundamental decomposition of T .
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L0

L1

L2

L2

L3

L0

L0

e0(T )

e1(T ) = e1(Tuni)

e2(T ) = e0(Tred)

e3(T ) = e1(Tred)

e4(T ) = e2(Tred)

e5(T ) = e3(Tred)

e6(T ) = e4(Tred)

Figure 1.1. An element T ∈ T 7(L⃗) for L⃗ = (L0, L0, L2, L3, L2, L1, L0). We colored in
orange the components of Tred. Note that in this case L⃗red = ((L0, 2+1), L2, L3, L2, L1)
and L⃗F = (L0, L2, L3, L1).

Although Tuni is not a leafed tree in general, the planar structure of T induces the following ordering
of edges of Tuni which are exterior edges of T : we denote by ei

j(Tuni) as the jth edge (in clockwise
order) of the subtree with label Li, that is

ei
j(Tuni) := e∑i−1

k=0 mk+j
(T )

(see page 6 for the definition of mk). In Figure 1.1 we sketched an example of a labelled tree and of
its reduced tree.

Definition 1.13. We define λd+1(L⃗) as the space of metric trees (T, λ) (see Section 1.4), where
T ∈ T d+1(L⃗) is a labelled tree and λ ∈ λ(T ), up to the relation that identifies identical metric trees,
i.e. (T1, λ1) ∼ (T2, λ2) if and only if there is a planar isomorphism

φ : T1 \ {e ∈ E(T1) : λ1(e) = 0} → T2 \ {e ∈ E(T2) : λ2(e) = 0}
such that λ2(φ(e)) = λ1(e) for any remaining edge.
Remark 1.14. Note that here we use the letter λ to denote a set of metric trees, and not only of
metrics on a tree. △

We will often write elements of λd+1(L⃗) simply as (T, λ). Note that λd+1(T⃗ ) has an obvious confor-
mal structure. We define λd+1

U (L⃗) ⊂ λd+1(L⃗) as the subspace containing metric trees which can be
represented by a tuple (T, λ) with λ ∈ λU(T ), or equivalently T ∈ T d+1

U (L⃗). Notice that the space
λd+1

U (L⃗) may of course have boundary, depending on the nature of the tuple L⃗.
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1.6. Systems of ends for trees with Lagrangian labels. We introduce the notion of system of
ends (originally introduced in a different form in [Cha12]).

Definition 1.15. Let L⃗ = (L0, . . . , Ld) be a tuple of Lagrangians, T ∈ T d+1(L⃗) a labelled tree and
λ ∈ λU(T ) a unilabelled metric on T .

• A system of ends for the metric tree (T, λ) is a map

sT,λ : E(T ) → [0,∞)

such that for any edge e ∈ E(T ) of T it satisfies sT,λ(e) < λ(e)
2 if λ(e) > 0 and sT,λ(e) = 0

otherwise.
• A system of ends for T is a map

sT : E(T ) × λU(T ) → R

such that sT,λ := sT (λ) is a system of ends for (T, λ) and sT (e) : λ(T ) → R is smooth for any
e ∈ EU(T ).

• A system of ends for L⃗ is a smooth map3

s : λd+1
U (L⃗) → R2d−1

such that sT,λ := s(T, λ) is a system of ends for any (T, λ) ∈ λd+1
U (L⃗).

• A universal choice of system of ends is a choice of system of ends for any tuple L⃗ of Lagrangians
of any length d+ 1.

We recall that, given a tree T , in Section 1.4 we defined the space λ(T ) by allowing metrics
to take infinite value away from exterior edges. In the following, we will see an interior edge of T
with infinite length as a ‘breaking’ of T into two leafed trees. We will now describe gluing of genuine
labelled trees (that is, not endowed with metrics). Let L⃗1 and L⃗2 be tuples of Lagrangians of length
d1 + 1 and d2 + 1 respectively.

Definition 1.16. We say that the tuple L⃗1 is compatible with the tuple L⃗2 if one of the following
(mutually exclusive) conditions hold:

(1) we have me
0(L⃗1) = 0 (see page 6) and there is i ∈ {1, . . . , d2} such that

L1
0 = L2

i and L2
i+1 = L1

d1 ,

(2) we have me
0(L⃗1) > 0, that is in particular L1

0 = L1
d1 , and there is i ∈ {1, . . . , d2} such that

L1
0 = L2

i = L2
i+1 = L1

d1 .

In both cases, we call such an i ∈ {1, . . . , d2} where the compatibility is verified, an admissible index.

Remark 1.17. Note that formally the notion of compatibility is not symmetric. △

Assume that L⃗1 is compatible with L⃗2 and pick labelled trees T1 ∈ T d1+1(L⃗1) and T2 ∈ T d2+1(L⃗2).
Let i ∈ {1, . . . , d2} be an admissible index, then we define the tree T1#iT2 as the tree obtained by
gluing the root e0(T1) of T1 to the ith exterior edge ei(T2) of T2 g. We call T1#iT2 the tree obtained
by gluing T1 to T2 at the admissible index i. Note that we have T1#iT2 ∈ T d1+d2+1(L⃗1#iL⃗2), where

L⃗1#iL⃗2 :=
(
L2

0, . . . , L
2
i , L

1
1, . . . , L

1
d1−1, L

2
i+1, . . . , L

2
d2

)
.

Moreover, we can see T1 \ e0(T1) and T2 \ ei(T2) as subsets of T1#iT2 in an obvious way; the new
edge resulting from the gluing we just described will be denoted by eg ∈ E(T1#iT2).

3Here the map s is well-defined if we think of any element of λd+1
U as represented by a tree with d − 2 internal edges,

which is possible by definition (indeed, recall that we are dealing with stable trees here). The fact that s lands in
R2d−1 is due to the presence of the d + 1 exterior edges.
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We next describe gluing of metrics on labelled trees. Let λ1 ∈ λ(T1) and λ2 ∈ λ(T2) and consider
ρ ∈ [−1, 0). Suppose again that L⃗1 is compatible with L⃗2 and let i ∈ {1, . . . , d2} be an admissible
index. Then we can define a metric

γT1,T2;i(ρ, λ1, λ2) ∈ λ(T1#iT2)
on the labelled tree T1#iT2 via
γT1,T2;i(ρ, λ1, λ2)|T1\e0(T1) :≡ λ1, γT1,T2;i(ρ, λ1, λ2)|T2\ei(T2) :≡ λ2 and γT1,T2;i(ρ, λ1, λ2)(eg) := − ln(−ρ)
This way we defined for any admissible i ∈ {0, . . . , d2} a map

γT1,T2;i : [−1, 0) × λ(T1) × λ(T2) → λ(T1#iT2)
Note that such maps extend to maps

γT1,T2;i : [−1, 0] × λ(T1) × λ(T2) → λ(T1#iT2)
by declaring γT1,T2;i|0×λ(T1)×λ(T2) to be the trivial gluing. This explains what we meant above by
seeing interior edges of infinite length as ‘broken edges’.
Let now L⃗ be a tuple of Lagrangians of length d + 1. By considering all the decompositions of all
trees T ∈ T d+1(L⃗) into two and more leafed trees and by packing all the maps of the form γT1,T2;i as
above we get boundary charts for λd+1(L⃗) by looking at ‘small enough neighbourhoods of the trivial
gluing’, similarly to what is done for moduli spaces of punctured disks in [Sei08]. We skip the details
of this construction. As it will be apparent from the constructions in Section 2 we are particularly
interested in λd+1

U (L⃗), that is the closure of λd+1
U (L⃗) in λd+1(L⃗), which inherits conformal structure

and boundary charts from λd+1(L⃗).

We can now introduce the notion of consistency for system of ends.

Definition 1.18. A system of ends s on L⃗ is said to be consistent if it extends smoothly to a map
s on λd+1

U (L⃗).

Note that the fact that our trees are labelled is not of central importance for the notion of consistency.
In particular, the following result can be proved by constructing an explicit system of ends as in
[Cha12].

Lemma 1.19. Universal choices of consistent system of ends exist.

Proof. An example is constructed in [Cha12, Section 1.3]. □

Lastly, given a metric labelled tree T ∈ T d+1(L⃗) and a metric λ ∈ λ(T ) on it, we will identify
edges with intervals according to the metric and the orientation described above, that is:

• The non-root leaves will be identified with (−∞, 0], while the root with [0,∞);
• interior edges e ∈ Eint(T ) with λ(e) < ∞ will be identified with [0, λ(e)];
• interior edges e ∈ Eint(T ) with λ(e) = ∞ will be identified with the disjoint union [0,∞) ⊔

(−∞, 0].
Given e ∈ E(T ) we will often write the point t in the interval representation of e as e(t) for notational
convenience. Given a system of ends s on L⃗, we will abuse notation and often identiy sT (e) ∈ R as
an interval in the following way:

sT (e) =
[
λ(e)

2 − sT (e), λ(e)
2 + sT (e)

]
⊂ e

if e has finite length, sT (e) = [sT (e),∞) ⊂ e if e is the root e0(T ) and sT (e) = (−∞,−sT (e)] ⊂ e if
e is a non-root exterior edge.
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2. A Morse-Bott model for Fuk(X) and its weakly filtered structure

In this section, we construct a Morse-Bott model for the Fukaya category. Similar construction
have appeared in [CL05; She11; Cha12]. The idea of using such a model to construct filtered Fukaya
categories already appeared in [BCZ23]. We fix once and for all a closed and connected symplectic
manifold (M,ω). Recall from Section 1.2 that given a positive Novikov serie d ∈ Λ0 the set Lm,d(M,ω)
consists of closed, connected and monotone Lagrangians L ⊂ M with dL := d.

2.1. Source spaces: moduli spaces of clusters. Let d ≥ 2. We recall the definition of moduli
spaces of (configurations of) disks with d boundary marked points Rd+1 following [Sei08, Chapter 9].
We denote by D := {z ∈ C : |z| ≤ 1} and ∂D := {z ∈ C : |z| = 1} the unit disk and the unit
circle in the complex plane. We define

confd+1(∂D) ⊂ (∂D)d+1

as the space of ordered tuples of d + 1 distinct points on ∂D. An element of confd+1(∂D) will be
usually denoted as (z0, . . . , zd). We then define

Rd+1 := confd+1(∂D)
Aut(D)

where Aut(D) denotes the group of automorphisms of the unit disk D, which acts on confd+1(∂D)
in the standard way. Recall that Rd+1 is a smooth manifold of dimension d − 2 and admits a
compactification into a manifold with corners Rd+1 which realizes Stasheff’s associahedron.

Let L⃗ = (L0, . . . , Ld) be a tuple of Lagrangians in Lm,d(M,ω).

Definition 2.1. We denote by Rd+1(L⃗) the space of disks r ∈ Rd+1 equipped with the Lagrangian
label L⃗, that is, for any i = 0, . . . , d we view the boundary arc of r between zi and zi+1 as labelled
by Li. An element r ∈ Rd+1 will be called a (labelled) disk configuration.

The difference between Rd+1(L⃗) and Rd+1 is hence purely formal, but the a-priori specification of
Lagrangian labels will be of help when defining moduli spaces of clusters.

Definition 2.2. Let r ∈ Rd+1(L⃗) be a disk configuration: the marked point zi will be called of type
I if Li−1 ̸= Li, and of type II otherwise.

Over Rd+1(L⃗) we have a bundle
πd+1(L⃗) : Sd+1(L⃗) → Rd+1(L⃗)

where the fiber Sr :=
(
πd+1(L⃗)

)−1
(r) over r ∈ Rd+1(L⃗) is the equivalence class of punctured disk

representing the configuration r, with punctures at points of type I and smooth marked points at
points of type II (see [Sei08] for the formal definition of disk with punctures). We call the family(
πd+1(L⃗)

)
d,L⃗

over all tuples of Lagrangians in Lm,d(M,ω) of any length a universal family of disks.

In the remaining of this subsection we will describe a partial compactification for πd+1(L⃗), which
requires the notion of strip-like ends. We briefly recall from [Sei08] what strip-like ends are. Let S
be a punctured disk and let z be either a point on ∂S or a puncture (viewed in the compactification
of S). A positive strip-like end for S at z is a proper holomorphic embedding ϵ : [0,∞) × [0, 1] → S
such that

ϵ−1(∂S) = [0,∞) × {0, 1} and lim
s→∞

ϵ(s, ·) = z

A negative strip-like end is a strip-like end modeled on (−∞, 0]. A choice of strip-like ends for πd+1(L⃗)
consists of proper embeddings ϵ0 : Rd+1(L⃗) × [0,∞) × [0, 1] → Sd+1(L⃗) and ϵi : Rd+1(L⃗) × (−∞, 0] ×
[0, 1] → Sd+1(L⃗) for i ∈ {1, . . . , d} that restrict to strip-like ends on fibers at the associated zi(r)
such that the images are pairwise disjoint. Given a choice (ϵ0, . . . , ϵd) of strip-like ends on πd+1(L⃗) we
denote by (ϵ1, . . . , ϵdR) the set of negative strip-like ends at the points zi of type I (i.e. at punctures).
We will often omit strip-like ends from the notation and identify half-strips as subsets of disks.
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Moreover, for any c ≥ 0 we will write |s| ≥ c for the subset [c,∞] × [0, 1] (resp. (−∞,−c] × [0, 1])
of the standard positive half-strip (resp. negative half-strip). There is a notion of consistency for a
universal choice of strip-like ends on the universal family

(
πd+1(L⃗)

)
which requires strip-like ends to

be compatible with breaking and gluing of disks (see [Sei08, Section 9g]). We do not recall here the
definition but require any of our choices of strip-like ends to be consistent.

Let T ∈ T d+1(L⃗) be a d-leafed tree labeled by L⃗. Recall (see Section 1.4) that elements of
T d+1(L⃗) are assumed to be stable (that is, with no vertices of valency less than 3). A T -disk
configuration is a tuple (

(rv)v∈V (T ), (zh(e), zt(e))e∈Eint(T )
)

where rv ∈ R|v|(L⃗v) and zh(e) (resp. zt(e)) is a distinguished point in the tuple rh(e) (resp. rt(e)). We
denote by RT the space of T -disk configurations and we set

Rd+1(L⃗) :=
⋃

T ∈T d+1(L⃗)

RT .

The following result is Lemma 9.2 in [Sei08].

Lemma 2.3. The space Rd+1(L⃗) admits the structure of a smooth manifold with corners. Moreover,
it realizes Stasheff’s (d− 2)-associahedron.

The partial compatictification of πd+1 is

πd+1(L⃗) : Sd+1(L⃗) → Rd+1(L⃗)
where fibers are disjoint unions of nodal disks representing elements of the base.

We mimic an idea contained in [Cha12] in order to construct moduli spaces of cluster of punc-
tured disks with marked points. Basically, what we do to define source spaces for the Floer maps
defining the A∞-maps of our Fukaya category is adding a collar neighbourhood to certain boundary
components of Rd+1(L⃗). Recall from Section 1.5 that given a labelled tree T ∈ T d+1(L⃗) we defined
the space

λU(T ) = {λ ∈ λ(T ) : λ(e) = 0 for any non unilabelled e ∈ Eint(T )}.
Moreover, we defined T d+1

U (L⃗) ⊂ T d+1(L⃗) as the subset of labelled trees with no non unilabelled
interior edges. We define

Rd+1
C (L⃗) :=

⋃
T ∈T d+1

U (L⃗)

RT × λ(T ).

An element of Rd+1
C (L⃗) will be usually denoted as (r, T, λ), where r ∈ RT is a T -disk configuration

and λ ∈ λ(T ) is a metric on the labelled tree T . Notice that Rd+1
C (L⃗) is the interior of⊔

T ∈T d+1(L⃗)

RT × λU(T )

We also define
Rd+1

C (L⃗) :=
⊔

T ∈T d+1(L⃗)

RT × λU(T ).

To help the reader understand the difference between the various moduli spaces defined above, we
add a graphical description of the construction of part of the boundary of Rd

C(L⃗) in the case d = 4
for a particular choice of tuple of Lagrangians in Figure 2.1.

We define the bundle of clusters disks labelled by L⃗
πd+1

C (L⃗) : Sd+1
C (L⃗) → Rd+1

C (L⃗)
where the fiber Sr,T,λ := (πd+1

C (L⃗))−1(r, T, λ) over an element (r, T, λ) ∈ Rd+1
C (L⃗) is obtained by

modifying Sr ∈ Sd+1(L⃗) in the following way: any nodal point of Sr is replaced by a line segment
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L0

L1

L1
L2

L3

(a) A detail of a graphical descrip-
tion of the moduli space R5(L⃗)
(cfr. [Sei08]).

L0

L1

L1
L2
L3

λU (T )

(b) A detail of a graphical descrip-
tion of the moduli space of clus-
ters R5

C(L⃗). Note that this space is
open. The dotted red line is there
only to highlight where the bound-
ary component of R5(L⃗) was, be-
fore the addition of the λU (T ) fac-
tor (in brown).

L0

L1

L1
L2
L3

(c) A detail of a graphical de-
scription of the moduli space
⊔T ∈T 5(L⃗)R

T × λU (T ).

L0

L1

L1
L2
L3

(d) A detail of a graphical de-
scription of the compactified mod-
uli space od clusters R5

C(L⃗).

Figure 2.1. A graphical description of the construction of the compactification
R5

C(L⃗) of the moduli space of cluster R5
C(L⃗) for L⃗ = (L0, L1, L2, L3, L1) starting from

R5(L⃗) (cfr. the drawing on page 121 of [Sei08]). For simplicity, we zoomed only on
the boundary component corresponding to the depicted tree, which has one interior
edge unilabelled by the Lagrangian L1. We adopted the convention that red lines cor-
respond to closed and blue correspond to open.

of length λ(e) oriented as e, while at any marked point (of type II) we attach a semi-infinite line
segment (−∞, 0] or [0,∞) depending on weather the marked point is an entry or an exit.
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To describe partial compactifications of the universal families πd+1
C (L⃗), we introduce strip-like

ends for clusters and then define gluing. Let d ≥ 2 and L⃗ = (L0, . . . , Ld) be a tuple of Lagrangians in
Lm,d(M,ω). A choice of strip-like ends on πd+1

C (L⃗) is a choice of strip-like ends on each π|v|+1(L⃗v) for
any T ∈ T d+1(L⃗) and any v ∈ V (T ), which is smooth in the following sense: if (r, T, λ) ∈ Rd+1

C (L⃗)
is a configurations such that there is an interior edge e ∈ Eint(T ) of T such that λ(e) = 0, then both
marked points zh(e) ∈ Sr,T,λ(h(e)) and zt(e) ∈ Sr,T,λ(t(e)) do not lie in the image of a strip-like end.
A universal choice of strip-like ends for clusters is a choice of strip-like ends on πd+1(L⃗) for any tuple
of Lagrangians in Lm,d(M,ω) of any finite length d + 1. We will always assume that our universal
choices of strip-like ends for clusters are consistent, that is, vertex-wise consistent.

We fix once and for all a consistent universal choice of system of ends as well as a consistent
universal choice of strip-like ends for clusters on Lm,d(M,ω). We can now adapt the gluing procedure
for punctured disks described in [Sei08, Section (9e)] to the case of clusters of disks. The aim of the
following is not really to precisely describe gluing, but more to set up the necessary notation for later
stages in this paper.
Let d1, d2 ≥ 2 and consider two tuples

L⃗1 = (L1
0, . . . , L

1
d1) and L⃗2 = (L2

0, . . . , L
2
d2)

of Lagrangians in Lm,d(M,ω), whose reduced tuples we denote by L⃗1red and L⃗2red. Consider

(r1, T1, λ1) ∈ Rd1+1(L⃗1) and (r2, T2, λ2) ∈ Rd2+1(L⃗2)
and let ρ ∈ [−1, 0). As in the case of gluing of labelled trees in Section 1.6, in order to define gluing
of clusters we consider the cases me

0(L⃗1) = 0 and me
0(L⃗1) > 0 (see page 6 for the definition of me

0)
separately:

(1) First, we assume me
0(L⃗1) = 0, that is L1

0 ̸= Ld
0. Consider an admissible (see Definition 1.16)

index i ∈ {1, . . . , d2} and denote by j ∈ {1, . . . , dR
2 } the index such that L2

i = L2
j (that is,

the position of L2
i in the reduced tuple L⃗2red, see page 6). The gluing of (r1, T1, λ1) with

(r2, T2, λ2) at i with length ρ is defined as the tuple(
r, T1#iT2, γ

T1,T1;i[−1, λ1, λ2)
)

∈ Rd1+d2+1(L⃗1#iL⃗2)

where:
• T1#iT2 is the tree obtained by gluing the root of T1 to the ith exterior edge of T2 (see

page 11),
• γT1,T1,i is the gluing map defined in Section 1.5 and
• r ∈ RT1#iT2 is defined as follows: the map γT1,t2,i applied with length −1 identifies (as it

produces an edge with vanishing length by definition) the unique vertex v1 of T1 attached
to the root e0(T1) with the unique vertex v2 of T2 attached to the exterior edge ej((T2)red)4

to produce a vertex vg of T1#iT2; the configuration r is the cluster configuration that:
– agrees with r1 on T1 \ v1 ⊂ T1#iT2,
– agrees with r2 on T2 \ v2 ⊂ T1#iT2,
– and on vg represents the puntured disks obtained by gluing the exit of Sr1,T1,λ1(v1)

to the ith entry of Sr2,T2,λ2(v2) with gluing length ρ (see [Sei08, Section (9e)]).
(2) Assume now me

0(L⃗1) > 0, that is in particular L1
0 = L1

d1 , and consider indices i and j as
above. The gluing of (r1, T1, λ1) with (r2, T2, λ2) at i with length ρ is defined as the tuple(

r, T1#iT2, γ
T1,T1,i(− ln(−ρ), λ1, λ2)

)
where T1#iT2 and γT1,T1,i are as above and r agrees with r1 on T1 \ e0(T1) ⊂ T1#iT2 and
agrees with r2 on T2 \ e0(T2) ⊂ T1#iT2.

4Another characterization of v1 and v2 using the partition (Λv)v introduced on page 9 is the following: v1 ∈ V ((T1)red)
is the unique vertex such that 0, dR

1 ∈ Λv1 and v2 ∈ V ((T2)red) is the unique vertex such that j, j + 1 ∈ Λv2 .
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In summary, we defined maps

γL⃗1,L⃗2,i : [−1.0) × Rd1+1(L⃗1) × Rd2+1(L⃗2) → Rd1+d2
C (L⃗1#iL⃗2)

for any tuples of Lagrangians as above and any admissible index i ∈ {1, . . . , d2}. It is easy to see
that those maps extend to maps

γL⃗1,L⃗2,i : [−1, 0] × Rd1+1(L⃗1) × Rd2+1(L⃗2) → Rd1+d2
C (L⃗1#iL⃗2)

by trivial gluing.

Let now L⃗ := (L0, . . . , Ld) be a tuple of Lagrangians in Lm,d(M,ω), and pick a labelled tree
T ∈ T d+1(L⃗) and a number k ∈ {0, . . . , d− 2}. We define a gluing map

γT,k : [−1, 0)|Eint
F (T )|+k × RT × λk

U(T ) → Rd+1
C (L⃗)

where Eint
F (T ) = E(T ) \ EU(T ) is the set of non-unilabelled edges of T and λk

U(T ) is the set of
unilabelled metrics on T such that exactly k interior edges have infinite length (both concepts were
introduced on page 8), by composing various maps of the form γL⃗1,L⃗2,i for k − 1 admissible tuples of
Lagrangian decomposing L⃗. For instance, if T ∈ T d+1

U (L⃗) is unilabelled, then there are tuples L⃗1, of
length d1 + 1, and L⃗2, of length d2 + 1, of Lagrangians in Lm,d(M,ω) such that d1 + d2 = d+ 2 and
an index i ∈ {0, . . . , d2} such that γT,1 = γL⃗0,L⃗1,i.
Note that the maps γT,k are well-defined since we are working with consistent choices of strip-like
end and of system of ends, and the two are independent concepts. Each of these maps extends to
maps of the form

γT,k : [−1, 0]|Eint
F (T )|+k × RT × λk

U(T ) → Rd+1
C (L⃗)

again by trivial gluing.
By obvious considerations and repeatedly applying [Sei08, Lemma 9.2] we see that for any

(d + 1)-tuple L⃗ of Lagrangians in Lm,d(M,ω) there are maps γL⃗1,L⃗2,i whose restriction to small
enough neighbourhood of the trivial gluing in the domain define boundary charts for Rd+1

C (L⃗).

Lemma 2.4. The space Rd+1
C (L⃗) admits the structure of a smooth manifold of dimension d − 2.

Moreover, Rd+1
C (L⃗) admits the structure of a smooth manifold with corners which realizes Stasheff’s

associahedron.

Notice that the fact that our moduli spaces of clusters Rd+1
C (L⃗) realize the associahedra comes for

free from the fact that to define them we just added some collar neighbourhoods to the compactified
moduli spaces of punctured disks with Lagrangian labels Rd+1(L⃗). We remark that for T ∈ T d+1(L⃗)
and k ∈ {0, . . . , d−2}, the subspace RT ×λk(T ) ⊂ Rd+1

C (L⃗) is a boundary component of codimension
|EF (T )| + k (where EF (T ) denotes the subset of non unilabelled edges of T ).

We now introduce the following piece of notation which will be useful later on. Given (r, T, λ) ∈
Rd+1

C (L⃗) we define
∂Sr,T,λ = ∂FSr,T,λ ∪ ∂MSr,T,λ

where ∂FSr,T,λ is the union of the boundaries of the disk components of Sr,T,λ, while ∂MSr,T,λ is the
union of all the line components in Sr,T,λ. Moreover, we denote by Sr,T,λ(v) the disk with punctures
and marked points corresponding to the vertex v ∈ V (T ), define

Sp
r,T,λ :=

⊔
v∈V (T )

Sr,T,λ(v)

and for any i ∈ {0, . . . , dR} we denote by ∂iSr,T,λ(v) to be the ith boundary component of Sr,T,λ(v),
that is the one corresponding to the boundary component ei(v) (see Section 1.4), and hence labelled
by Lv

i (here we are again differentiating between Li and Lj for i ̸= j even if they agree as Lagrangians).
A universal choice of strip-like ends for πd+1

C (L⃗) is the pullback from πd+1(L⃗) of the compactification
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of a universal and consistent choice of strip-like ends on πd+1(L⃗). Hence, consistency of strip-like
ends for clusters comes for free by definition. Given a choice of strip-like ends on Sr,T,λ we number the
strip-like ends following the numbering of the exterior edges of Tred and denote them by ϵ0, . . . , ϵdR

or ϵ1, . . . ., ϵdR depending on weather or not Tred contains the root or not (i.e. weather L0 ̸= Ld or
L0 = Ld).
πd+1

C (L⃗) admits a partial compactification

πd+1
C (L⃗) : Sd+1

C (L⃗) → Rd+1
C (L⃗)

defined by allowing line segments between disks to have infinite length. Those edges will be identified
with broken edges following the conventions defined in Section 1.6.

2.2. Perturbation data for clusters. We define the concept of perturbation data in our cluster-
setup. Fix coherent choices of strip-like ends and of system of ends (sT )T (see page 11). Let (L0, L1)
be a couple of Lagrangians in Lm,d(M,ω).
Definition 2.5. A Floer datum for (L0, L1) consists of:

• if L0 = L1 = L: a triple (fL, gL, JL) where (fL, gL) is a Morse-Smale pair on L such that fL

has a unique maximum and JL is an ω-compatible almost complex structure on M ;
• if L0 ̸= L1: a couple (HL0,L1 , JL0,L1) where H : M × [0, 1] → R is a time dependent Hamil-

tonian on M such that
φL0,L1

1 (L0) ⋔ L1

where φL0,L1
t is the flow of the Hamiltonian vector field generated by HL0,L1 , and J is a [0, 1]-

family of ω-compatible almost complex structures on M which equals JL0 near 0 and JL1

near 1.
Given L ∈ Lm,d(M,ω) we denote by Crit(fL) the (finite) set of critical points of a Morse function

fL : L → R on L, and given x ∈ Crit(fL) we denote by |x| its Morse index, by W u(x) its unstable
manifold and by W s(x) its stable manifold. Given a couple (L0, L1) of different Lagrangians in
Lm,d(M,ω) with a choice HL0,L1 of Hamiltonian Floer datum we denote by O(HL0,L1) the (finite)
set of orbits γ : [0, 1] → M of the Hamiltonian vector field of HL0,L1 such that

γ(0) ∈ L0 and γ(1) ∈ L1.

Fix a choice of Floer data for any couple of Lagrangians in Lm,d(M,ω). In order to state the following
definition in an easier way, we arbitrarily set HL,L := 0 and JL,L := JL for any L ∈ Lm,d(M,ω)
and keep this convention for the whole paper. Let L⃗ = (L0, . . . , Ld) be a tuple of Lagrangians in
Lm,d(M,ω) and let (r, T, λ) ∈ Rd+1

C (L⃗) be a cluster configuration.

Definition 2.6. A perturbation datum for L⃗ on the cluster Sr,T,λ consists of the following data:
• For any i = 0, . . . , dF (see page 6 for the definition of dF ) a choice of tuple(

f r,T,λ

(T F
i ,λi)

, gr,T,λ

(T F
i ,λi)

)
where the (T F

i , λi)’s are the metric subtrees of T coming from the fundamental decomposition
of T (see Definition 1.5) and:

– f r,T,λ

(T F
i ,λi)

: T F
i × Li → R is a map smooth on edges and continuous on vertices such that

f r,T,λ

(T F
i ,λi)

(τ) : Li → R

is Morse for any5 τ ∈ T F
i and

f r,T,λ

(T F
i ,λi)

(τ) = fLi

for any τ ∈ sT F
i

;
5Here we identify system of ends as subintervals of edges via the convention introduced at the end of Section 1.4.
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– gr,T,λ

(T F
i ,λi)

assigns to any τ ∈ T F
i a Riemannian metric gr,T,λ

(T F
i ,λi)

(τ) on L such that the pair

(f r,T,λ

(T F
i ,λi)

(τ), gr,T,λ

(T F
i ,λi)

)

is Morse-Smale for any τ ∈ T F
i and

gr,T,λ

(T F
i ,λi)

(τ) = gLi

for anu τ ∈ sT F
i

.
• For any v ∈ V (T ) a choice of couples

(Kr,T,λ
v , Jr,T,λ

v )

such that:
– Kr,T,λ

v ∈ Ω1(Sr,T,λ(v), C∞(M)) is an Hamiltonian-valued one-form which vanishes identi-
cally if v /∈ Tred (i.e. if Sr,T,λ(v) does not have any punctures), while for v ∈ Tred is such
that for any i = 0, . . . , dR it satisfies

Kr,T,λ
v (ξ)|Li

= 0 for any ξ ∈ T (∂iSr,T,λ(v))

and for any i = 0, . . . , d on the strip-like ϵi we have6

Kr,T,λ
v = HLi,Li+1dt for any |s| ≥ 1.

– Jr,T,λ
v is a domain-dependent ω compatible almost complex structure which, if v ∈ T F

i ⊂
T \Tred for some i ∈ {0, . . . , dF } (see Section 1.5) it is identical to JLF

i , while if v ∈ Tred,
it is such that on the ith strip-like end ϵi we have

Jr,T,λ
v = JLi,Li+1 for any |s| ≥ 1

for any i = 0, . . . , d.
We define a perturbation datum for L⃗ as a smooth choice of perturbation data for L⃗ on Rd+1

C (L⃗)
and denote it by (

(f L⃗, gL⃗), (KL⃗, J L⃗)
)
.

The couple (f L⃗, gL⃗) will be called the Morse part of the perturbation datum, while (KL⃗, J L⃗) will be
called its Floer part. A universal choice of perturbation data is a choice of perturbation datum for
any tuple L⃗.

We have the following consistency conditions for perturbation data (see [Mes18; She11]).

Definition 2.7. We say that a choice of perturbation data is consistent if for any tuple L⃗ of La-
grangians in Lm,d(M,ω), say of length d+ 1, we have:

(1) for any T ∈ T (L⃗) and k ∈ {0, . . . , d− 2}, there is a subset

U ⊂ RT × λk
U(T ) × [−1, 0)|Eint

F (T )|+k

whose closure is a neighbourhood of the trivial gluing where the gluing parameters are small
such that the perturbation data for clusters over U agree with perturbation data induced by
gluing on thin parts;

(2) all perturbation data extend smoothly to ∂Rd+1
C (L⃗) and agree there with perturbation data

coming from (trivial) gluing.
We define the space E of consistent universal choices of perturbation data for clusters (with respect
to a fixed choice of strip-like ends and of system of ends).

6See page 13 for the definition of |s| ≥ 1.
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Remark 2.8. It is not hard to see that E is non-empty. Indeed, there are plenty of consistent
universal choices of perturbation data for puntured disks (á la [Sei08]) and of consistent universal
choices of perturbation data for Morse trees (see [Mes18]). As those two types of perturbation data
are independent enough (indeed, equality for glued perturbation data has to hold only on small
neighbourhoods of the trivial gluing) in our definition of perturbation data for clusters, it follows
that the space E is non-empty. △

Given p ∈ E and a tuple L⃗ of Lagrangians in Lm,d(M,ω) we will often write the perturbation
data on L⃗ induced by p as

DL⃗
p =

((
f L⃗, gL⃗

)
,
(
KL⃗, J L⃗

))
.

Moreover, given (r, T, λ) ∈ Rd+1
C (L⃗) we will write the associated perturbation datum for L⃗ on Sr,T,λ

as DL⃗
p (r, T, λ).

2.3. Moduli spaces of Floer clusters with Lagrangian boundary. Let p ∈ E be a consistent
universal choice of perturbation data for clusters as defined in the previous section. In the following,
given a disk u : D → M in M we write [u] ∈ π2(M,L) for the image of the fundamental class of D
under the pushforward of u.

First, we define moduli spaces of pearly-edges (see [BC09]). Let L be a monotone Lagrangian
in Lm,d(M,ω) and d ≥ 1. Pick a tree T ∈ T d+1(L) labelled by the single Lagrangian L, an interior
edge e ∈ Eint(T ) of T , points a, b ∈ L \ Crit(fL) and a class A ∈ π2(M,L).

Definition 2.9. We define the moduli space
P(a, b; p; e;A)

of so-called pearly trajectories in the class A modeled on the edge e and joining a to b as the space
of tuples

(λ(e), (u1, . . . , uk))
where

(1) λ ∈ λ(T ) is a metric on T ,
(2) for any i = 1, . . . , k, ui : D → M is a non-constant J-holomorphic disk such that ui(∂D) ⊂ L,
(3) we have ∑k

i=1[ui] = A,
(4) there are t0, . . . , tk ∈ [0,∞) such that ∑k

i=0 ti = λ(e) and we have the relations
φt0

fL
(T.λ)|e

,gL
(T.λ)|e

(a) = u1(−1) and φ−tk

fL
(T,λ)|e,gL

(T,λ)|e(b) = uk(1)

as well as
φti

fL
(T,λ)|e,gL

(T,λ)|e(ui(1)) = ui+1(−1)

for any i = 1, . . . , k − 1, where φt
fL

(T,λ)|e,gL
(T,λ)|e is the time t flow map of the negative gradient

of the time dependent map fL
(T,λ)|e with respect to the time dependent Riemannian metric

gL
(T,λ)|e, where fL

(T,λ) and gL
(T,λ) are Morse data for L associated to p ∈ E, as defined in Section

2.2.
up to reparametrization, i.e. (λ(e), u1, . . . , uk) is identified with (λ′(e), u′

1, . . . , u
′
l) if and only if k = l,

λ(e) = λ′(e) and there are automorphisms σ1, . . . , σk ∈ Aut(D) of the unit disk D ⊂ C fixing −1
and 1 such that u′

i = σi ◦ ui for any i = 1, . . . , k.
Moreover, we define P(a, a; p; e;A) = ∅ for any choice of parameters. The definition of P(a, b; p; e;A)
extends also to the case where a, b are critical points of the function fL in a standard way: if for
instance a ∈ Crit(fL), then we ask that t0 = ∞ (i.e. u1(−1) ∈ W u(a)) and ∑k

i=1 ti ∈ [0,∞).

The virtual dimension of P(a, b; p; e;A) is n+ µ(A) − 1, where µ denotes the Maslov index. If both
a and b are critical points, then the virtual dimension of P(a, b; p; e;A) is |a| − |b| + µ(A) − 1, where
| · | denotes the Morse index.
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Consider now a tuple L⃗ = (L0, . . . , Ld) of Lagrangians in Lm,d(M,ω). We define moduli spaces
of Floer clusters with boundary on L⃗.
Assume first L0 ̸= Ld. Pick x⃗i := (xi

1, . . . , x
i
mi−1) for any i = 0, . . . , dR, where xi

j ∈ Crit(fLi) are
critical points, orbits γj ∈ O(HLj−1,Lj ) for any i = 1, . . . , dR and γ+ ∈ O(HL0,L

dR ) and a class
A ∈ π2(M, L⃗). Recall that we defined π2(M, L⃗) := π2(M,∪iLi) in Section 1.3. We define the moduli
space

Md+1
(
x⃗0, γ1, x⃗1, . . . , γdR , x⃗dR ; γ+;A; p

)
of Floer clusters joining x⃗0, γ1, x⃗1, . . . , γdR , x⃗dR to γ+ in the class A as the space of tuples ((r, T, λ), u)
where

u =
(
(uv)v∈V (T ), (ue)e∈E(T )

)
: Sr,T,λ → M

satisfies
(1) for any vertex v ∈ V (T ), uv : Sr,T,λ(v) → M satisfies the (Kv, Jv)-Floer equation and the

boundary conditions u(∂iSr,T,λ) ⊂ Li,
(2) for any i = 1, . . . , dR we have

lim
s→∞

uh(ei(Tred))(ϵi(s, t)) = γi(t)

and
lim

s→∞
uh(e0(Tred))(ϵ0(s, t)) = γ+(t),

(3) for any i = 0, . . . , dR and any interior edge e ∈ Eint
i (T ) (uni)labelled by Li there is a class

Be ∈ π2(M,L) such that
ue ∈ P(ut(e)(zt(e)), uh(e)(zh(e)); p; e;Be),

(4) for any i = 0, . . . , dR and any j = 1, . . . ,mi (see page 6) there is a class Bi
j ∈ π2(M,Li) such

that
uei

j(Tuni) ∈ P(xi
j, uh(ej(T F

i ))(zh(ej(T F
i ))); p; ei

j(Tuni);Bi
j),

(5) We have the relation

A =
∑

v∈V (T )
[uv] +

∑
e∈Eint(T )

Be +
dR∑
i=0

mi∑
j=1

Bi
j

on7 π2(M, L⃗).
Assume now L0 = Ld. Pick x+ ∈ Crit(fL0), x⃗i := (xi

1, . . . , x
i
mi

) for i = 0, . . . , dR + 1, where
xi

j ∈ Crit(fLi) are critical points8, orbits γj ∈ O(HLj−1,Lj ) for any i = 1, . . . , dR + 1 and a class
A ∈ π2(M, L⃗). We define the moduli space

Md+1
(
x⃗0, γ1, x⃗2, . . . , γdR+1, x⃗dR+1;x+;A; p

)
of Floer clusters joining x⃗0, γ1, x⃗1, . . . , γdR+1, x⃗dR+1 to x+ in the class A as the space of tuples
((r, T, λ), u) where

u = ((uv)v∈V (T ), (ue)e∈E(T )) : Sr,T,λ → M

satisfies
(1) for any vertex v ∈ V (T ), uv : Sr,T,λ(v) → M satisfies the (Kv, Jv)-Floer equation and the

boundary conditions u(∂iSr,T,λ) ⊂ Li,
(2) for any i = 1, . . . , dR we have

lim
s→∞

uh(ei(Tred))(ϵi(s, t)) = γi(t),

7Recall that we ignore inclusions on π2, see Section 1.3.
8Recall that we work modulo dR, so that LdR+1 = L0.
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(3) for any i = 0, . . . , dR and any interior edge e ∈ Eint
i (T ) (uni)labelled by Li there is a class

Be ∈ π2(M,L) such that

ue ∈ P(ut(e)(zt(e)), uh(e)(zh(e)); p; e;Be),

(4) for any i = 0, . . . , dR and any j = 1, . . . ,mi there is a class Bi
j ∈ π2(M,Li) such that

uei
j(Tuni) ∈ P(xi

j, uh(ei
j(Tuni))(zh(ei

j(Tuni))); p; e
i
j(Tuni);Bi

j)

and there is a class B0
0 ∈ π2(M,L0) such that

ue0(T ) ∈ P(ut(e0(T )), x
+; p; e0(T );B0

0),

(5) We have the relation

A =
∑

v∈V (T )
[uv] +

∑
e∈Eint(T )

Be +
dR∑
i=0

mi∑
j=1

Bi
j +B0

0

on π2(M, L⃗).
A schematic representation of a Floer cluster in the case L0 = Ld is depicted in Figure 2.2.

Given a Floer cluster (r, T, λ, u) we write uF := (uv)v∈V (Tred) for the collection of curves con-
tributing to u which are not purely pseudoholomorphic, and

ω(u) :=
∑

v∈V (T )
ω(uv) +

∑
e∈E(T )

ω(ue) = ω(A) + ω(uF )

fot its total symplectic area.

2.4. Transversality for Floer clusters. Let d ≥ 1 and L⃗ be a tuple of pairwise different La-
grangians in Lm,d(M,ω), i.e. with L⃗F = L⃗ in the notation introduced in Section 1.3, of length d+ 1.
Consider Hamiltonian orbits γi ∈ O(HLi−1,Li) for i ∈ {1, . . . , d} and γ+ ∈ O(HL0,Ld) as well as a
class A ∈ π2(M, L⃗) (recall that we defined π2(M, L⃗) := π2(M,∪iLi), see page 7). Then, associated
to any Floer polygon u connecting γ1, . . . , γd to γ+ in the class A there is a polygonal Maslov index
µ(u) ∈ Z (see [Fuk+09] or [Oh15, Chapter 13]). It is known that this index only depends on the ele-
ments γ1, . . . , γd, γ

+ and on the class A, and hence will be denoted by µ(γ1, . . . , γd, γ
+;A). Moreover,

it is additive under breaking and bubbling of Floer polygons and bubbling of pseudoholomorphic
disks (and in this case reduces to the standard Maslov index). In particular, it follows directly that
the Maslov index is defined for clusters too.
In this section we sketch the proof of the following result.

Proposition 2.10. There exists a residual subset Ereg ⊂ E such that for any p ∈ Ereg and any tuple
L⃗ = (L0, . . . , Ld) of Lagrangians in Lm,d(M,ω) of any length d ≥ 1 the following holds:

(1) if L0 ̸= Ld then for any x⃗i := (xi
1, . . . , x

i
mi−1), i = 0, . . . , dR, where xi

j ∈ Crit(fLi) are critical
points, any orbits γj ∈ O

(
HLj−1,Lj

)
, i = 1, . . . , dR and γ+ ∈ O

(
HL0,L

dR

)
and any class

A ∈ π2(M, L⃗) satisfying

d
(x⃗i)i,(γj)j ,γ+

A := µ(γ1, . . . , γd, γ
+, A) +

dR∑
i=0

mi−1∑
j=1

|xi
j| − n(d− dR − 1) + d− 2 ≤ 1 (2.1)

then the moduli space

Md+1
(
x⃗0, γ1, x⃗1, . . . , γdR , x⃗dR ; γ+;A; p

)
is a smooth manifold of dimension d

(x⃗i)i,(γj)j ,γ+

A .
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Figure 2.2. A schematic representation of a Floer cluster in the moduli space
M8(x0

1, γ1, γ2, γ3, γ4, γ5, x
4+1
1 ;x+;A) for some class A ∈ π2(M, L⃗) for the tuple L⃗ =

(L0, L0, L1, L2, L3, L2, L0, L0). Morse trajectories and smooth disks are colored in
orange, critical points in black and Floer polygons in red. Note that in this case
L⃗red = ((L0, 2 + 2), L1, L2, L3, L2) and L⃗F = (L0, L1, L2, L3).

(2) if L0 = Ld then for any x+ ∈ Crit(fL0), x⃗i := (xi
1, . . . , x

i
mi

) for i = 0, . . . , dR + 1, where
xi

j ∈ Crit(fLi), any orbits γj ∈ O
(
HLj−1,Lj

)
, i = 1, . . . , dR and any class A ∈ π2(M, L⃗)

satisfying

d
(x⃗i)i,(γj)j ,x+

A := µ(γ1, . . . , γd, γ
+, A) +

dR∑
i=0

mi−1∑
j=1

|xi
j| − |x+| − n(d− dR − 1) + d− 2 ≤ 1 (2.2)

then the moduli space

Md+1
(
x⃗0, γ1, x⃗1, . . . , γdR+1, x⃗dR+1;x+;A; p

)
is a smooth manifold of dimension d

(x⃗i)i,(γj)j ,x+

A .

Definition 2.11. The elements of Ereg ⊂ E will be called regular perturbation data.

The proof of Proposition 2.10 is analogous to the proof of Proposition 4.7 in [She11], with the
difference that we are not using Hamiltonian perturbations for pearly trees. As it will be apparent
from the discussion below, this is the reason why we are dealing with moduli spaces of virtual
dimension ≤ 1 only (cfr. [BC09]). We now explain how to account for this difference.
Fix p ∈ E (which we will omit from the notation of Floer and perturbation data). Assume first
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that L⃗F = L, that is L = Li for any i, and pick critical points x1, . . . , xd, x
+ of fL and a class

A ∈ π2(M, L⃗) = π2(M,L). Then the virtual dimension of

Md+1(x1, . . . , xd;x+;A; ((fL
T , g

L
T )T , J

L))
where (fL

T , g
L
T )T is some choice of (Morse) perturbation datum for L (and the notation makes sense

as dF = 1) and JL is part of the Floer data for L, is

µ(A) +
d∑

i=1
(|xi| − n) − |x+| + d− 2.

Moreover, assuming that the virtual dimension is ≤ 1, then for a generic choice of the almost
complex structure JL and (Morse) perturbation data, the Morse functions are in generic position,
the evaluation maps from the holomorphic discs to the Lagrangian is transverse to stable and unstable
manifolds of our Morse functions, and our moduli spaces only contain configurations made of simple
and absolutely distinct disks joined by absolutely distinct Morse flowlines (see [Mes18] for the Morse
part, and [Cha12] for simpleness of holomorphic disks, proved by applying the results from [Laz11]
following ideas from [BC09]), which are the conditions needed in order to ensure regularity of moduli
spaces (see [MS12]). In this case, it is crucial that the minimal Maslov number NL of L is at least 2,
as bubbling of pseudoholomorphic disks is a codimension 1 phenomenon.
We now take care of the general situation. Consider L⃗ such that me

0(L⃗) = 0, i.e. L0 ̸= Ld. Pick
x⃗i := (xi

1, . . . , x
i
mi−1), i = 0, . . . , dR, γj ∈ O

(
HLj−1,Lj

)
, i = 1, . . . , dR, γ+ ∈ O

(
HL0,L

dR

)
and

A ∈ π2(M, L⃗) such that d(x⃗i)i,(γj)j ,γ+

A ≤ 1. Then, due to the fact that the Maslov index for polygonal
maps respects breaking and disk bubbling (see [Oh15]), it follows from Estimate 2.1 that for any
i ∈ {0, . . . , dF } we have

µ

 ∑
v∈V (T F

i )
[uv] +

∑
e∈Eint

i (T )
Be +

∑
k∈{0,...,dR}

kF =i

mk∑
j=1

Bk
j

+
∑

k∈{0,...,dR}
kF =i

mk∑
j=1

(|xk
j | − 1) +mk

− 2 ≤ 1

(see page 9 for the definition of the subtrees T F
i ). In particular, as above, we can apply the results

contained in [Mes18; Cha12] to any configuration associated to any connected component of T F
i .

This arguments fills in the gap between the situation in [She11] and ours.

2.5. Definition of Fuk(M). Let p ∈ Ereg be a regular perturbation datum. We recall that Λ
denotes the standard Novikov field over Z2 (see Section 1.2). Given a couple (L0, L1) of Lagrangians
in Lm,d(M,ω) we define its p-Floer vector spaces CF (L0, L1; p) as follows:

(1) if L0 ̸= L1 we define
CF (L0, L1; p) :=

⊕
γ∈O(HL0,L1

p )

Λ · γ

where HL0,L1
p is part of the Floer datum for (L0, L1) prescribed by p;

(2) if L0 = L1 =: L we define

CF (L0, L1; p) :=
⊕

x∈Crit(fL
p )

Λ · x

where fL
p is part of the Floer datum for (L0, L1) prescribed by p.

We will often suppress p from the notation when there is no risk of confusion.
Let d ≥ 1 and consider a tuple L⃗ = (L0, . . . , Ld) of Lagrangians in Lm,d(M,ω). In the following we
define a map

µd : CF (L0, L1) ⊗ · · · ⊗ CF (Ld−1, Ld) → CF (L0, Ld)
which depends on the choice of the perturbation datum p ∈ Ereg. First, we assume L0 ̸= Ld. Let
x⃗i := (xi

1, . . . , x
i
mi−1), i = 0, . . . , dR, where xi

j ∈ Crit(fLi) are critical points, γj ∈ O(HLj−1,Lj ),
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i = 1, . . . , dR are orbits (see page 6 for the definition of dR and mi). Then we define

µd(x⃗0, γ1, x⃗1, . . . , γdR , x⃗dR) :=
∑

γ+, A

∑
u

T ω(u) · γ+

where the first sum runs over orbits γ+ ∈ O(HL0,Ld) and classes A ∈ π2(M, L⃗) such that

d
(x⃗i)i,(γj)j ,γ+

A = 0,
and second sum runs over Floer clusters

u ∈ Md+1
(
x⃗0, γ1, x⃗1, . . . , γdR , x⃗dR ; γ+;A; p

)
.

Assume now L0 = Ld =: L. Let x⃗i := (xi
1, . . . , x

i
mi

) for i = 0, . . . , dR + 1, where xi
j ∈ Crit(fLi) are

critical points, orbits γj ∈ O(HLj−1,Lj ) for any i = 1, . . . , dR. Then we define

µd(x⃗0, γ1, x⃗1, . . . , γdR , x⃗dR) :=
∑

x+,A

∑
u

T ω(u) · x+

where the first sum runs over critical points x+ ∈ Crit(fL0) and classes A ∈ π2(M, L⃗) such that

d
(x⃗i)i,(γj)j ,x+

A = 0,
and the second sum runs over Floer clusters

u ∈ Md+1
(
x⃗0, γ1, x⃗1, . . . , γdR , x⃗dR ;x+;A; p

)
.

Before defining the p-Fukaya category of M , we show that the maps µd above are well-defined
and satisfy the expected properties, that is the A∞-equations (see Equation 1.1). We have the
following standard compactness result (see [Sei08; Cha12; BC08]).

Proposition 2.12. Let p ∈ Ereg. Then:
(1) assume L0 ̸= Ld and consider generators x⃗i := (xi

1, . . . , x
i
mi−1), i = 0, . . . , dR, γj ∈ O

(
HLj−1,Lj

)
,

i = 1, . . . , dR and γ+ ∈ O
(
HL0,L

dR

)
and a class A ∈ π2(M, L⃗) as in Proposition 2.10, then:

(a) if d(x⃗i)i,(γj)j ,γ+

A = 0, the moduli space

Md+1
(
x⃗0, γ1, x⃗1, . . . , γdR , x⃗dR ; γ+;A; p

)
is compact,

(b) if d(x⃗i)i,(γj)j ,γ+

A = 1 it admits a compactification into a manifold with boundary

Md+1 (
x⃗0, γ1, x⃗1, . . . , γdR , x⃗dR ; γ+;A; p

)
whose boundary points are in one-to-one correspondence with the terms in the A∞-
equation 1.1 for (x⃗0, γ1, x⃗1, . . . , γdR , x⃗dR ; γ+)

(2) assume L0 = Ld and consider generators x+ ∈ Crit(fL0), x⃗i := (xi
1, . . . , x

i
mi

) for i =
0, . . . , dR + 1, γj ∈ O

(
HLj−1,Lj

)
, i = 1, . . . , dR and a class A ∈ π2(M, L⃗) as in Proposi-

tion 2.10, then:
(a) if d(x⃗i)i,(γj)j ,x+

A = 0, the moduli space

Md+1
(
x⃗0, γ1, x⃗1, . . . , γdR , x⃗dR ;x+;A; p

)
is compact,

(b) if d(x⃗i)i,(γj)j ,x+

A = 1 it admits a compactification into a manifold with boundary

Md+1 (
x⃗0, γ1, x⃗1, . . . , γdR , x⃗dR ;x+;A; p

)
whose boundary points are in one-to-one correspondence with the terms in the A∞-
equation 1.1 for (x⃗0, γ1, x⃗1, . . . , γdR , x⃗dR ;x+).
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Remark 2.13. The statement about the boundary of 1-dimensional components of moduli spaces of
Floer clusters is not presented in the most accurate form to avoid notational complexity. However,
the meaning should be clear as results of this kind are very standard in various construction of Fukaya
categories (see for instance [Sei08, Section 9l]). △

The proof of Proposition 2.12 is a mix of standard arguments (for Morse trees [Abo11; Mes18]
and for Floer polygons [Sei08]) and the structure of the boundary of 1-dimensional components comes
from the fact that compactification of sources spaces for Floer clusters realize associahedra (see Sec-
tion 2.1) and from breaking of Morse flowlines along leaves as well as concentration of energy along
strip-like ends. Notice that we do not have to care about shrinking of Morse trajectories between
pseudoholomorphic disks as in [BC07], as by construction the limit lies in the interior of our moduli
spaces. There is just one case of bubbling that may a priori happen in 1-dimensional case but we
want to avoid in order for the boundary to look ‘as it should be’ (that is, so that it realizes A∞-
operations): what in [BC07] is referred to as ‘side bubbling’, that is bubbling of pseudoholomorphic
disks away from marked points. This cannot happen in our situation because of our assumption on
the minimal Maslov number of Lagrangians in Lm,d(M,ω), and because the polygonal Maslov index
respects bubbling and breaking, as it would give rise to a Floer cluster lying in a smooth manifold
of negative dimension (exactly as in [BC07]).

We define the p-Fukaya category Fukd(M,ω; p) of (M,ω) as follows: the objects are monotone
Lagrangians in Lm,d(M,ω), the morphism space between any two objects L0, L1 ∈ Lm,d(M,ω) is the
associated p-Floer complex CF (L0, L1; p) and the µd-maps are those defined above. When there is
no risk of confusion we will drop d, ω and p from the notation. The following is the main result of
this section.

Proposition 2.14. For any p ∈ Ereg, Fukd(M,ω; p) is a strictly unital A∞-category.

Proof. The fact that Fukd(M,ω; p) is an A∞-category follows directly from Proposition 2.12. We
show that it is a strictly unital one. Let L ∈ Lm,d(M,ω) and denote by eL ∈ Crit(fL

p ) the (unique)
maximum of the Morse function fL

p : L → R. Note that for any critical point x+ ∈ Crit(fL
p ) and any

non-trivial class 0 ̸= A ∈ π2(M,L) the moduli space M2(eL, x
+;A; p) is at least one dimensional.

From this and the well known fact that the top Morse homology of L is isomorphic to the coefficient
field Λ it follows that eL is a cycle.
Let now x− ∈ Crit(fL

p ). Assume there is a non-trivial class 0 ̸= A ∈ π2(M,L) and another critical
point x+ ∈ Crit(fL

p ) such that

|eL| + |x−| − |x+| + µ(A) − n = 0 and M3(eL, x
−;x+;A; p) ̸= ∅

As |eL| = n the first equation may be rewritten as µ(A) + |x−| − |x+| = 0. At this point how-
ever, the existence of a trajectory in M3(eL, x

−;x+;A; p) implies the existence of a trajectory in
M2(x−;x+;A; p) which in turn implies µ(A) + |x−| − |x+| − 1 = 0, a contradiction. Assume now
that there is a trajectory in M3(eL, x

−;x+; 0; p). This implies |x−| = |x+| (as µ(0) = 0) and that
there is a Morse trajectory from x− to x+, so that x− = x+. We hence proved µ2(eL, x

−) = x− for
any x− ∈ Crit(fL

p ).
Let now L1 ̸= L and consider an orbit γ− ∈ O(HL,L1

p ). Assume there is some orbit γ+ ∈ O(HL,L1
p )

and some class A ∈ π2(M, L⃗) such that
µ(γ−, γ+;A) + |eL| − n = 0 and M3

0(eL, γ
−; γ+;A; p) ̸= 0

This implies in particular the existence of an unparametrized Floer (HL,L1
p , JL,L1

p )-strip of zero index
from γ− to γ+, which is possible if and only if γ− = γ+. We hence proved µ2(eL, γ

−) = γ− for any
γ− ∈ O(HL,L1

p ). In particular, eL is a strict unit for L, as claimed. □

The following result, whose proof we omit, can be proved in the same way as the analogous result
for standard Fukaya categories in [Sei08, Chapter 10]. Notice that it may be proved also by slightly
extending the construction of continuation functors developed in Section 4.
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Lemma 2.15. Let p, q ∈ Ereg. Then Fuk(M ; p) is quasi equivalent to Fuk(M ; q).

It can moreover be proved that our construction of the Fukaya category is quasi-equivalent to the
standard one contained in [Sei08]. This may be proved as in [She11] or via the machinery of PSS
functors, which will appear in the author’s PhD thesis.

2.6. Weakly-filtered structure on Fuk(M). The content of this subsection is an adaptation of
[BCS21, Section 3.3] to the cluster setting. Fix a regular perturbation datum p ∈ Ereg. Let (L0, L1)
be a tuple of Lagrangians in Lm,d(M,ω). We define the p-action functional

Ap : CF (L0, L1; p) → R
for (L0, L1) as follows: consider a generator g ∈ CF (L0, L1; p) and a Novikov series P := ∑

aiT
λi ∈ Λ

with ai ̸= 0 for all i, ordered in such a way that λ0 < λi for any i ∈ Z≥1, then we set

Ap(Pg) := −λ0 +
ˆ 1

0
HL0,L1 ◦ g dt, Ap(0) := −∞

and extend it for ∑Pigi ∈ CF (L0, L1 : p) as

Ap

(∑
Pigi

)
:= max

i
Ap(Pigi)

We use Ap to define an increasing R-filtration on CF (L0, L1; p) via
CF≤α(L0, L1; p) := A−1

p (−∞, α]
for any α ∈ R. It is well known that this filtration endows (CF (L0, L1; p), µ1) with the structure of
a filtered chain complex (see for instance [BCS21]) in the case L0 ̸= L1, and is trivial to see that
it does also in the case L0 = L1 (indeed in this case all generators lie at filtration level 0 since we
arbitrarily set HL,L = 0 at the beginning of Section 2.2). We have the following central result.

Proposition 2.16. There is a non-empty subset Ewf
reg ⊂ Ereg such that for any p ∈ Ewf

reg the filtrations
described above on p-Floer complexes induce on Fuk(M ; p) the structure of a weakly-filtered A∞-
category with units at filtration level ≤ 0.

Remark 2.17. The above result is the analogous of [BCS21, Proposition 3.1] in the cluster setting.
The main difference is that we get units at vanishing filtration level as a result of the use of the
cluster setting, as opposed to the standard setting used in the cited paper. △

In the remaining of this section, we sketch a proof of why in general the action functional only induces
a weakly-filtered structure instead of a genuine filtered one (see Section 1.1 for the definition of filtered
and weakly-filtered A∞-categories). Central to this kind of results are energy computations for Floer-
like curves with asymptotic conditions. Recall that the energy of a Floer like curve u : S → M (where
S is some Riemann surface with punctures) is defined via

E(u) :=
ˆ

S

|Du−XK |2σ

where K is some Hamiltonian perturbation datum on S, XK is the indued Hamiltonian vector field
and σ is some area form on S (from the choice of which the value of E is independent, see [MS12])
and the norm involved is defined on the space of linear maps TS → u∗TM as

|L| :=

√√√√ω(L(v), J(L(v))) + ω(L(jv), J(L(jv)))
σ(v, jv)

where j is the almost complex structure on S (from which E definitely depends on). Given a Floer
cluster (r, T, λ, u) (in some moduli space of clusters) we write

E(u) :=
∑

v∈V (T )
E(uv) +

∑
e∈E(T )

E(ue) = A+ E(uF )

where uF is defined on page 22.
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We start by showing that µ1 preserves filtration. Let (L0, L1) be a couple of different Lagrangians
in Lm,d(M,ω). Notice that for the standard strip R× [0, 1], the norm in the definition of the energy
is defined with respect to the Riemannian metric g := g

ω,J
L0,L1
p

induced by ω and JL0,L1
p . Consider

two orbits γ−, γ+ ∈ O(HL0,L1
p ), a class A ∈ π2(M,L0 ∪L1) such that µ(γ−, γ+;A)−1 = 0 and a Floer

strip u ∈ M2(γ−, γ+;A; p), then:

E(u) =
ˆ
R×[0,1]

|∂su|2 dsdt =
ˆ
R×[0,1]

g(∂su, J
L0,L1
p (−JL0,L1

p ∂u− ∇HL0,L1
p (u))dsdt

=
ˆ
R×[0,1]

ω(∂su, ∂tu) dsdt+
ˆ 1

0
HL0,L1

p (t, u(s, t)) dt|s=+∞
s=−∞

= ω(u) −
ˆ 1

0
HL0,L1

p ◦ γ+ dt+
ˆ 1

0
HL0,L1

p ◦ γ− dt

= Ap(γ−) − Ap(T ω(u)γ+).
From this and the definition on the filtration on Floer complexes it follows that

Ap(µ1(γ−)) ≤ Ap(γ−)
as claimed.
Consider now a couple (L,L) of identical Lagrangians in Lm,d(M,ω). Consider critical points
x−, x+ ∈ Crit(fL

p ) and a class A ∈ π2(M,L) such that µ(A) + |x−| − |x+| − 1 = 0 and consider
a pearly trajectory u ∈ M2(x−;x+;A; p). Then

0 ≤ E(u) = ω(u) = Ap(x−) − Ap(T ω(u)x+)
and hence Ap(µ1(x−)) ≤ Ap(x−).
We perform similar calculations in the case of higher operations (see [Sei08; BC14]). Let d ≥ 2
and consider first the (d + 1)-tuple L⃗ := (L, . . . , L) where L ∈ Lm,d(M,ω). Consider critical points
x1, . . . , xd, x

+ ∈ Crit(fL
p ) and a class A ∈ π2(M,L) such that d(xi)i,x

+

A = 0 and pick a Floer cluster

(r, T, λ, u) ∈ Md+1(x1
−, . . . , x

d
−;x+;A; p).

This case is very similar to the case of a couple of equal Lagrangians above: we have

0 ≤ E(u) = ω(u) = ω(A) =
d∑

i=1
Ap(xi

−) − Ap(T ω(u)x+)

by definition of the action functional, and hence

Ap(µd(x1
−, . . . , x

d
−)) ≤

d∑
i=1

Ap(xi
−)

that is, µd restricted to tuples made of equal Lagrangians preserves filtration.
Let d ≥ 2 and L⃗ = (L0, . . . , Ld) be an arbitrary tuple of Lagrangians in Lm,d(M,ω). Assume

L0 ̸= Ld first and consider x⃗i := (xi
1, . . . , x

i
mi−1), i = 0, . . . , dR, where xi

j ∈ Crit(fLi) are critical
points, orbits γj ∈ O(HLj−1,Lj ), i = 1, . . . , dR and γ+ ∈ O(HL0,Ld

p ) and a class A ∈ π2(M, L⃗) such
that d(x⃗i)i,(γj)j ,γ+

A = 0 (see page 22). Pick a Floer cluster

(r, T, λ, u) ∈ Md+1
0

(
x⃗0, γ1, x⃗1, . . . , γdR , x⃗dR ; γ+;A; p

)
.

For any v ∈ V (T ) choose conformal coordinates (s, t) on Sr,T,λ(v) and write the area form as
σr,T,λ(v) = ρr,T,λ(v)ds ∧ dt in those coordinates. Locally, we can write the Hamiltonian term of
the perturbation datum on v induced by p (see page 18) as

Kp
r,T,λ(v) = Fr,T,λ(v)ds+Gr,T,λ(v)dt

for domain dependent functions of the form
Fr,T,λ(v)s,t, Gr,T,λ(v)s,t : M → R
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for local coordinates (s, t). Recall that Fr,T,λ(v) = Gr,T,λ(v) = 0 for v /∈ V (Tred) by definition of
perturbation data for Floer clusters (see page 18). For any v ∈ V (Tred) we have that on conformal
patches ˆ

|duv −XKp
r,T,λ

(v)|2ρr,T,λ dsdt =
ˆ
ω(∂suv, ∂tuv) + ω(XFr,T,λ(v), XGr,T,λ(v))+

+ dFr,T,λ(v)(∂tuv) − dGr,T,λ(v)(∂suv) dsdt
holds. With a couple more calculations and summing over different patches it can be shown that

0 ≤ E(uv) =
ˆ

Sr,T,λ(v)
|duv −XKp

r,T,λ
(v)|2ρr,T,λ dsdt =

= ω(uv) +
ˆ

Sr,T,λ(v)
d(u∗

vK
p
r,T,λ(v)) +

ˆ
Sr,T,λ(v)

Rp
r,T,λ(v) ◦ uv

where Rp
r,T,λ(v) ∈ Ω2(Sr,T,λ(v), C∞(M)) is the so called curvature form ofKp

r,T,λ(v) which in conformal
coordinates can be written as

Rp
r,T,λ(v) =

(
∂sGr,T,λ(v) − ∂tFr,T,λ(v) + ω

(
XFr,T,λ(v), XGr,T,λ(v)

))
ds ∧ dt

From this it follows

0 ≤ E(uF ) = ω(uF ) −
ˆ 1

0
HL0,Ld

p ◦ γ+ dt+
∑ˆ 1

0
HLi−1,Li

p ◦ γi
− dt+

∑
v∈V (T )

ˆ
Sr,T,λ(v)

Rp
r,T,λ(v) ◦ uv

and hence

0 ≤ E(u) = ω(u) −
ˆ 1

0
HL0,Ld

p ◦ γ+ dt+
∑ˆ 1

0
HLi−1,Li

p ◦ γi
− dt+

∑
v∈V (T )

ˆ
Sr,T,λ(v)

Rp
r,T,λ(v) ◦ uv

by the definition of uF on page 22.
We call the integral

´
Sr,T,λ(v) R

p
r,T,λ(v) ◦ uv the curvature term of the Floer disk uv, while the sum

∑
v∈V (T )

ˆ
Sr,T,λ(v)

Rp
r,T,λ(v) ◦ uv

will be called the curvature term of the Floer cluster u.
Applying the arguments contained in the proof of Proposition 3.1 in [BCS21] vertexwise, we get that
there is a non-empty subset Ewf

reg ⊂ Ereg of regular perturbation data such that for any p ∈ Ewf
reg, any

d ≥ 2, any tuple of Lagrangians L⃗ = (L0, . . . , Ld) and any possible Floer cluster u on L⃗ of index 0,
the curvature term of u can be absolutely bounded by a term ϵd = ϵd(p) ∈ R which does only depend
on the number d and on the perturbation data p ∈ Ewf

reg. Hence we conclude

Ap(µd(x⃗0, γ1, x⃗1, . . . , γdR , x⃗dR)) ≤
dR∑
i=1

Ap(γi
−) +

dR∑
i=0

mi∑
j=1

Ap(xi
j) + ϵd

as desired. For tuples with L0 = Ld the result follows by analogous means. As the (strict) units
lie at filtration level ≤ 0 by definition, this shows that the above defined action functional endows
Fuk(M ; p) with the structure of weakly-filtered A∞-category.

Remark 2.18. (1) As we will show in Section 3, by choosing the perturbation data carefully we
can arrange that the curvature term of a Floer clusters are non-positive.

(2) Proposition 2.16 applies to the standard (i.e. without Morse trees, see [Sei08]) construction
of Fukaya categories too. What is not apparent from the statement of the proposition, but is
the reason for which we developed the Morse-Floer model for Fuk(M) is the following trivial
but crucial observation: in our case, units lie at filtration level ≤ 0, while this is not true in
the standard case, due to the presence of Hamiltonian perturbation data. More about this
will be explained in Section 3.3.

△
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3. ϵ-Perturbation data and filtered structure on Fuk(M)

Recall from Section 2.2 that, given a symplectic manifold (M,ω) and a choice of family of
monotone Lagrangians Lm,d(M,ω), we denote by E the space of perturbation data for the cluster
model of Fuk(M) and by Ereg ⊂ E the subset of regular perturbation data, that is those perturbation
data leading to a well-defined strictly-unital Fukaya category (see Definition 2.11). In this section we
construct families of perturbation data Eε

reg ⊂ Ereg, one for any positive real number ε > 0, such that
for any ε > 0 and any p ∈ Eε

reg the A∞-category Fuk(M, p) is filtered, i.e. the discrepancies εd(p)
(defined in Section 2.6) of the maps µd can be taken to be zero (see Section 1.1). In order to achieve
this, we will restrict ourselves to perturbation data encapsulating Floer data whose Hamiltonian part
is uniformly bounded: this will be the role of the parameter ε > 0. The following theorem, which
is a more accurate version of Thorem A, summarizes the results and constructions contained in this
section.

Theorem 3.1. For any ε > 0 there is a non-empty family of perturbation data Eε
reg ⊂ Ereg

such that for any p ∈ Eε
reg the associated Fukaya category Fuk(M ; p) developed in Section 2 is a

filtered A∞-category.

The proof of Theorem 3.1 occupies Section 3.1 and 3.2. The idea for the proof is to construct ε-
perturbation data for strips and triangles first, and then extend the construction to more complicated
clusters via gluing. After the proof of Theorem 3.1, we will explain in Section 3.3 why it seems
necessary to work with a hybrid Floer-Morse model for the Fukaya category in order to obtain an
A∞-category in which the µd-operations are filtered and also its units lie in filtration zero.

Remark 3.2. As hinted above and as it will be clear from the construction, the role of ε in our
construction will be to control the oscillation of Hamiltonians in the Floer data of our Lagrangians.
Note that the filtered structure of Fuk(M, p) (and hence the structure of triangulated persistence
category [BCZ23] of the derived Fukaya category) will depend on the choice of ε > 0 and p ∈ Eε

reg
(although in a quantifiable way, see Section 4). Still, for some fixed choice of ε-perturbation data,
the filtered structure on Fuk(M, p) does contain interesting informations about M and Lm,d(M,ω)
and the limit for ε → 0 can be computed for some invariants arising from filtrations, as we will show
in forthcoming work. Anyway we plan to use the technology of continuation functors to define a
limit Fukaya category for ε → 0 in future work. △

3.1. ε-Perturbation data for dR ≤ 2. Fix ε > 0 and δ ∈
(

1
2 , 1

)
. The basic idea for the definition

of our class Eε of perturbation data is to construct homotopies on strip-like ends between Floer data
and the zero form, similarly to the case of continuation maps. Note that, as mentioned in Section
2, since Morse flowlines and homolomorphic disks do not carry Hamiltonian perturbations, we just
have to choose special Floer data for couples made of different Lagrangians and special perturbation
data for Floer polygons, which, via gluing, amounts to choose perturbation data for what we will
call ‘fundamental’ polygons: strips and 3-punctured disks (with marked points).

Remark 3.3. From their definition in Section 2.2, it is clear that perturbation data on some universal
family depend on the a priori choice of (consistent) strip-like ends and system of ends on such family.
However, the (explicit or inductive) definition of such perturbation data does not really depend on
the choice of ends on a formal level, but only on the fact that such a choice has been done. In other
words, if we perturb strip-like ends, then perturbation data change, altough their formal definition
does not. △

Let F be the set of smooth and increasing functions β : R → [0, 1] such that β|(−∞,0] = 0 and
β|[1,∞) = 1.

Definition 3.4. Let L0, L1 ∈ Lm,d(M,ω) such that L0 ̸= L1. An (ε, δ)-Floer datum for (L0, L1) is
a choice of Floer datum (HL0,L1 , JL0,L1) as in Section 2.2 such that

image(HL0,L1) ⊂ (δε, ε)
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Meanwhile, an (ε, δ)-Floer datum for a couple (L,L) of identical Lagrangians in Lm,d(M,ω) is just
a choice of Floer datum as in Section 2.2.

Fix a choice of (ε, δ)-Floer datum for any couple of Lagrangians in Lm,d(M,ω); all the perturbation
data we will define in the following are to be taken with respect to this choice of Floer data.

Let d ≥ 2 and consider a tuple L⃗ = (L0, . . . , Ld) of Lagrangians in Lm,d(M,ω) such that dR ≤ 2.
We split the definition of (ε, δ)-perturbation data for this case in five subcases. Recall that given
a universal choice of strip-like ends and an element (r, T, λ) ∈ Rd+1

C (L⃗) we denote by ϵi = ϵr,T,λ
i for

i = 0, . . . , d the induced strip-like ends on Sr,T,λ and by ϵi for i = 0, . . . , dR the strip-like ends at
positive marked points of type I (i.e. near punctures, see Definition 2.2).

Case 1 Assume first that L⃗red = (L0), i.e. L⃗ = (L0, . . . , L0). Then a choice of (ε, δ)-perturbation
datum for L⃗ is just a choice of perturbation datum for L⃗ in the sense of Definition 2.6.

Case 2 Assume now that L⃗red = (L0, L1) and me
0(L⃗) = 0, that is L0 ̸= Ld (see page 6 for the definition

of the numbers mi, mb
0 and me

0). Then a choice of (ε, δ)-perturbation datum for L⃗ is just a
choice of perturbation datum for L⃗.

Case 3 Assume now that L⃗red = (L0, L1) and me
0(L⃗) > 0, that is, in particular, L0 = Ld. Then

a choice of (ε, δ)-perturbation datum for L⃗ is a choice
(
(f L⃗, gL⃗), (KL⃗, J L⃗)

)
of perturbation

datum for L⃗ such that for any (r, T, λ) ∈ Rd+1
C (L⃗) and for the unique vertex v ∈ V (Tred) of

Tred we have that:
(1) Kr,T,λ

v vanishes away from the strip-like end ϵi for any i ∈ {0, 1};
(2) On the ith (i = 0, 1, 2) negative strip-like end ϵi we have

Kr,T,λ
v = H

Li−1,Li

r,T,λ (s, t)dt
where

H
Li−1,Li

r,T,λ : (−∞, 0] × [0, 1] ×M −→ R
is of the form

H
Li−1,Li

r,T,λ (s, t) = (1 − β
Li−1,Li

r,T,λ (s+ 1))HLi−1,Li
t

for some βLi−1,Li

r,T,λ ∈ F .
Case 4 Assume now that L⃗red = (L0, L1, L2) and me

0(L⃗) = 0. A choice of (ε, δ)-perturbation for L⃗ is a
choice

(
(f L⃗, gL⃗), (KL⃗, J L⃗)

)
of perturbation datum for L⃗ such that for any (r, T, λ) ∈ Rd+1

C (L⃗)
and for the unique vertex v ∈ V (Tred) of Tred we have that:
(1) Kr,T,λ

v vanishes away from the strip-like end ϵi for any i ∈ {0, 1, 2};
(2) On the ith (i = 1, 2) negative strip-like end ϵi we have

Kr,T,λ
v = H

Li−1,Li

r,T,λ (s, t)dt
where

H
Li−1,Li

r,T,λ : (−∞, 0] × [0, 1] ×M −→ R
is of the form

H
Li−1,Li

r,T,λ (s, t) = (1 − β
Li−1,Li

r,T,λ (s+ 1))HLi−1,Li
t

for some βLi−1,Li

r,T,λ ∈ F ;
(3) On the unique positive strip-like end we have

Kr
v = HL0,Ld

r,T,λ dt

where
HL0,Ld

r,T,λ : [0,+∞) × [0, 1] ×M −→ R
is of the form

HL0,Ld
r,T,λ (s, t) = βL0,L2

r,T,λ (s)HL0,L2
t
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L0 L2

L1

+∞
1

↑

↑ ↑
HL1,L2HL0,L1

0

HL0,L2

H
L0,L2

H
L1,L2H

L0,L10
−1
−∞

0
−1
−∞

Figure 3.1. Case 4: A schematic representation of the Hamiltonian part a choice of
(ε, δ)-perturbation datum on a punctured disk in R3

C(L⃗) for a triple L⃗ = (L0, L1, L2)
made of different Lagrangians. White corresponds to vanishing Hamiltonian perturba-
tion.

for some βL0,L2
r,T,λ ∈ F .

Case 5 Assume now that L⃗red = (L0, L1, L2) and me
0(L⃗) > 0. A choice of (ε, δ)-perturbation for L⃗ is a

choice
(
(f L⃗, gL⃗), (KL⃗, J L⃗)

)
of perturbation datum for L⃗ such that for any (r, T, λ) ∈ Rd+1

C (L⃗)
and for the unique vertex v ∈ V (Tred) of Tred we have that:
(1) Kr,T,λ

v vanishes away from the strip-like ends ϵi for i ∈ {0, 1, 2};
(2) On the ith (i = 0, 1, 2) negative strip-like ϵi end we have

Kr,T,λ
v = H

Li−1,Li

r,T,λ dt

where
H

Li−1,Li

r,T,λ : (−∞, 0] × [0, 1] ×M −→ R
is of the form

H
Li−1,Li

r,T,λ (s, t) = (1 − β
Li−1,Li

r,T,λ (s+ 1))HLi−1,Li
t

for some βLi−1,Li

r,T,λ ∈ F .

Before defining (ε, δ)-perturbation data for tuples of Lagrangians in Lm,d(M,ω) with reduced
tuple of length greater than 4, we stop for a moment to explain why the above construction is useful
for the filtration point of view. Until the end of this subsection we assume transversality of all Floer
and perturbation data. The map µd associated with tuples of Lagrangians as in Case 1 and Case
2 above preserves action filtrations, as discussed in Section 2.6. Let L⃗ be a tuple of Lagrangians in
Lm,d(M,ω) as in Case 4 above. As it will be apparent from the following computations, this is the
most delicate case of the three remaining ones, as it is the only one with a positive contribution to
the curvature term coming from the (unique) positive strip-like end. For simplicity, we will assume
that dR = d = 3; the treatment of the general case is similar to this one, the only complication is a
pure formalism: the presence of quantum-Morse trees, which do not interfere with curvature terms
of Floer polygons.
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Let (KL⃗, J L⃗) be a choice of (ε, δ)-perturbation data for L⃗. We show that the associated map
µ2 : CF (L0, L1) ⊗ CF (L1, L2) → CF (L0, L2)

preserves filtrations. Consider orbits γ1 ∈ O(HL0,L1), γ2 ∈ O(HL1,L2) and γ+ ∈ O(HL0,L2) and a
class A ∈ π2(M, L⃗), and assume there is a Floer polygon with respect to the above chosen (ε, δ)-
perturbation data connecting γ−

1 and γ−
2 to γ+ in the class A. Note that R3

C(L⃗) = R3(L⃗) is a
singleton (made of a 3-punctured disk with no marked points), say {pt} we write KL⃗ = Kpt

v and
omit pt ∈ R3(L⃗) from the notation from now on. We estimate the cuvature term

´
S
RKL⃗ ◦ u of KL⃗

on u. For any i ∈ {0, 1, 2} we denote by
´

i
RKL⃗ ◦ u the integral over the strip-like end ϵi of S := Spt.

By definition of (ε, δ)-perturbation data, we have the equalityˆ
S

RKL⃗ ◦ u =
3∑

i=0

ˆ
i

RKL⃗ ◦ u

Consider i ∈ {1, 2} first, then with respect to the coordinates on the respective strip-like ends (which
are the negative one) we have

ˆ
i

RKL⃗ ◦ u =
ˆ 1

0

ˆ 0

−∞
RKL⃗ ◦ u =

ˆ 1

0

ˆ 0

−1
RKL⃗ ◦ u =

ˆ 1

0

ˆ 0

−1
∂sH

L0,L1
s,t ◦ u dsdt

= −
ˆ 1

0

ˆ 1

0
∂sβ

L0,L1HL0,L1
t ◦ u dsdt ≤ −

ˆ 1

0

ˆ 1

0
∂sβ

L0,L1 ds min
M

HL0,L1
t dt

< −δε
On the other hand, for i = 0, i.e. the unique positive end, we haveˆ

0
RKL⃗ ◦ u =

ˆ 1

0

ˆ +∞

0
RKL⃗ ◦ u =

ˆ 1

0

ˆ 1

0
RKL⃗ ◦ u =

ˆ 1

0

ˆ 1

0
∂sH

L0,L2
s,t ◦ u dsdt

=
ˆ 1

0

ˆ 1

0
∂sβ

L0,L2HL0,L2
t ◦ u dsdt ≤

ˆ 1

0

ˆ 1

0
∂sβ

L0,L2 ds max
M

HL0,L2
t dt

< ε

Hence, we conclude ˆ
S

RKL⃗ ◦ u < ε(1 − 2δ) < 0

as δ > 1
2 by assumption. By the computations carried out in Section 2.6 and the definition of the

filtrations on Floer complexes via the action functional we conclude that µ2 is a filtration preserving
map. As explained above, this implies that the µd-maps defined for tuples of Lagrangians as in
Case 4 via (ε, δ)-perturbation data are filtered (if we assume transversality). Moreover, similar (but
easier) computations to the ones presented above show that the µd-maps for tuples of Lagrangians as
in Case 3 and Case 5 defined via (ε, δ)-perturbation data are filtered too, because Floer polygons
for such tuples only have entries and no exit (the exit will be a Morse flowline).

3.2. ε-Perturbation data for dR > 2. Let ε > 0, δ ∈
(

1
2 , 1

)
and dR > 2. We assume that (ε, δ)-

perturbation data have been defined for any tuple of Lagrangians in Lm,d(M,ω) such that its reduced
tuples has length < dR+1. Let L⃗ = (L0, . . . , Ld) be a tuple of Lagrangians in Lm,d(M,ω) such that its
reduced tuple L⃗red has length dR +1. Near the boundary ∂Rd+1

C (L⃗) of Rd+1
C (L⃗), more precisely on an

union of neighbourhoods of boundary strata where the associated gluing maps are diffeomorphisms
onto their image, we define (ε, δ)-perturbation data to be images of lower order (ε, δ)-perturbation
data for different tuples of Lagrangians under the gluing maps. In particular, near vertices of Rd+1

C (L⃗)
(ε, δ)-perturbation data are obtained by gluing of ‘fundamental’ (ε, δ)-perturbation data, i.e. those
we explicitly defined in Section 3.1 for strips and 3-punctured disks with marked points. Note that
consistency of strip-like ends and of system of ends implies that this construction is well-defined.
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Before extending the definition to the whole Rd+1
C (L⃗) we make the following (obvious) remark, which

is however fundamental from the point of view of our aim to achieve a filtered Fukaya category.

Remark 3.5. A first trivial observation is that Floer clusters defined on clusters lying near vertices of
∂Rd+1

C (L⃗) are the most problematic from the filtration point of view, as they are the ones with most
inherited positive strip-like ends on thin parts (which contribute positively to the total curvature
term). The further away we go from vertices, the less positive contributions to the total curvature
term a Floer cluster will inherit. In this remark, we want to show that, although being the most
problematic case, cluster near vertices have negative curvature term. Assume first L0 ̸= Ld. For
simplicity we will assume that L⃗ is cyclically different, but the following generalizes to any tuple
with L0 ̸= Ld, as Morse flowlines and holomorphic disks do not contribute to curvature terms. Let
T ∈ T d+1

U (L⃗) such that |V (Tred)| = 1 (note that in this case Tred has dR + 1 = d + 1 exterior edges,
among which exactly one is outgoing), and assume that (r, T, λ) ∈ Rd+1

C (L⃗) lies near ∂Rd+1
C (L⃗) in the

sense above. Then Sr,T,λ has at most 2d− 1 thin parts (d+ 1 ‘exterior’ ones plus d− 2 ‘interior’ ones,
one for each codimension of Rd+1

C (L⃗)). Indeed, Sr,T,λ has 2d− 1 thin parts exactly when (r, T, λ) lies
near a vertex of Rd+1

C (L⃗). In this case (assuming transversality), a Floer polygon defined on Sr,T,λ

endowed with the above defined (ε, δ)-perturbation data carries a curvature term strictly bounded
above by

ε− dδε+ (d− 2) (ε− δε) = (d− 1)ε(1 − 2δ) < 0
as δ > 1

2 (the ε− δε term coming from thin parts in the interior). Note that the last term goes to 0
as δ → 1

2 .
Assume now L0 = Ld. For simplicity we will assume that L⃗ is almost cyclically different, i.e.
Li ̸= Li+1 for any i ∈ {0, . . . , d − 1}, but the following generalizes to any tuple with L0 = Ld, as
Morse flowlines and holomorphic disks do not contribute to curvature terms. As evident from the
discussion in Section 3.1, this case is less problematic from a filtration point of view. Let T ∈ T d+1

U (L⃗)
such that |V (Tred)| = 1 (note that in this case Tred has dR = d exterior edges, all of which are oriented
towards the only vertex of Tred), and assume that (r, T, λ) ∈ Rd+1

C (L⃗) lies near ∂Rd+1
C (L⃗). Then Sr,T,λ

has at most 2(d − 1) − 1 = 2d − 3 thin parts. Indeed, Sr,T,λ has 2d − 3 thin parts exactly when
(r, T, λ) lies near a vertex of Rd+1

C (L⃗). In this case (assuming transversality), a Floer polygon defined
on Sr,T,λ endowed with the above defined (ε, δ)-perturbation data carries a curvature term bounded
above by

−dδε+ (d− 3) (ε− δε) = (d− 3)ε(1 − 2δ) − 3δε < 0
Note that the last term goes to −3

2ε as δ → 1
2 . We conclude that all Floer clusters resulting from

gluing carry negative curvature terms. △

In view of the above remark, after having defined (ε, δ)-perturbation data near the boundary of
Rd+1

C (L⃗), we interpolate on the whole Rd+1
C (L⃗) while keeping the requirement that the total curva-

ture term is non-positive.

Summing things up, we just defined a family Eε,δ ⊂ E of consistent perturbation data for
any positive real ε > 0 and any δ ∈

(
1
2 , 1

)
. Indeed, notice that the inductive definition of (ε, δ)-

perturbation data implies that we get consistency for free. Moreover, our discussions above imply
that, assuming transversality, for any ε > 0, any δ ∈

(
1
2 , 1

)
and any p ∈ Eε,δ the associated Fukaya

category Fuk(M ; p) is a strictly unital and filtered A∞-category. We set
Eε :=

⋃
1
2 <δ<1

Eε,δ

and refer to elements of Eε as ε-perturbation data. In the remaining of the section we discuss
transversality of our perturbation data, which is the last ingredient missing in the proof of Theorem
3.1. We recall that a perturbation datum p ∈ E is regular if all possible Floer clusters of index 0
and 1 defined via p are regular in the sense of Definition ??. Regularity of quantum trees is generic
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for (ε, δ)-perturbation data, exactly as explained in the general case in Section 2.4. It only remains
to deal with regularity of Floer polygons defined via (ε, δ)-perturbation data.
Let d ≥ 2, L⃗ = (L0, . . . , Ld) be a tuple of Lagrangians in Lm,d(M,ω) and (K, J) the Floer part of
p restricted to Rd+1

C (L⃗). We generalize [Sei08, Chapter 9k] and define an admissible deformation of
(K, J) as a couple

(∆K,∆J) ∈
(
Ω1(Sr,T,λ(v), C∞(M)) × C∞(Sr,T,λ(v), TJJ )

)
v∈V (Tred),(r,T,λ)∈Rd+1

C (L⃗)

(where J is the space of ω-compatible almost complex structures on M) smooth in the Rd+1
C (L⃗)

direction and such that (∆Kr,T,λ
v , Jr,T,λ

v ) (that is, the couple (∆K,∆J) restricted to the polygon
corresponing to the vertex v ∈ V (Tred) on the cluster Sr,T,λ) is supported on the thick parts of the
polygons Sr,T,λ(v) and ∆Kr,T,λ

v vanishes along vectors tangent to the boundary of Sr,T,λ(v). The
deformation of (K, J) via (∆K,∆J) is defined on Sr,T,λ(v), for (r, T, λ) ∈ Rd+1

C (L⃗) and v ∈ V (Tred)
as (

Kr,T,λ
v + ∆Kr,T,λ

v , Jr,T,λ
v exp(−Jr,T,λ

v ∆Jr,T,λ
v )

)
.

This way we defined the concept of admissible Hamiltonian deformation for the elements of E. Note
that the requirement that (∆K,∆J) is supported on thick parts of polygons is fundamental in order
to keep consistency for the deformed Hamiltonian perturbation datum.

Definition 3.6. We define Eε,δ
reg ⊂ Ereg to be the space of regular perturbation data p ∈ Ereg such

that the Floer parts of p are obtained via an admissible deformation of the Floer parts of some (ε, δ)-
perturbation datum q ∈ Eε,δ and such that the associated (well-defined) Fukaya category Fuk(M ; p)
is filtered. Moreover, we define

Eε
reg :=

⋃
1
2 <δ<1

Eε,δ
reg

and refer to its elements as regular ε-perturbation data.

To conclude the proof of Theorem 3.1 we show that for any ε > 0 the space Eε
reg is non-empty. Let

q ∈ Eε,δ for some ε > 0 and δ ∈
(

1
2 , 1

)
. Let d ≥ 2, L⃗ = (L0, . . . , Ld) be a tuple of Lagrangians

in Lm,d(M,ω) and (K, J) the Floer part of p restricted to Rd+1
C (L⃗). As proved9 in [Sei08, Chapter

9k], a generic admissible deformation (∆K,∆J) of (K, J) turns (K, J) into a regular Hamiltonian
perturbation datum on Rd+1

C (L⃗). Thus we can choose a generic Hamiltonian 1-form ∆K supported
on the thick parts of punctured disks such that the associated function

(r, T, λ) ∈ Rd+1
C (L⃗) 7−→

∑
v∈Tred

ˆ
Sr,T,λ(v)

max
x∈M

R∆K
r,T,λ(v)

is bounded above by
(d− 1)ε(2δ − 1)

implying that the deformed Hamiltonian K + ∆K has a negative curvature term overall, as the
supports of K and ∆K are disjoint. In particular, the map µd defined via K + ∆K is filtered. The
case L0 = Ld is analogous.
This concludes the proof of Theorem 3.1

Remark 3.7. (1) The above recipe for transversality allows us to define µd-maps shifting filtration
by ≤ 0. By restricting the possible choice of deformations to the ∆K with arbitrary small
curvature, say with curvature function bounded by a small number η > 0, we obtain for any
d ≥ 2 that the map µd shifts filtration by

≤ (d− 1)ε(1 − 2δ) + η.

This control over the negative shift might be useful in some situations.

9To see that Seidel’s proof keep on working in the cluster setting it is enough to apply it to any vertex of Tred.
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(2) Note that in general Eε,δ
reg ̸⊂ Eε,δ. However, we conjecture that it is possible to modify

the above transversality argument to define a residual subset Ẽε,δ
reg ⊂ Eε,δ of regular (ε, δ)-

perturbation data. The idea is to fix the Floer part of the perturbation data and, via an
extension of the arguments contained in [MS12], to show that there are adequate deformations
of the almost complex structures turning (ε, δ)-perturbation data into regular ones. Moreover,
in that case we could define (ε, δ)-perturbation data for δ = 1

2 too.
△

3.3. Observation: the case of the unit in the standard model of Fukaya categories. In
this subsection we explain the main reason for working with a hybrid Floer-Morse (or ‘cluster’)
model for the Fukaya category, in order to obtain a genuinely filtered A∞-category and not only a
weakly-filtered one, as in [BCS21].

We recall that in the standard model of the Fukaya category (that is, the one presented in [Sei08],
see e.g. [BC14] for a monotone version) all Floer chain complexes are defined via Hamiltonian
perturbations (also the ones associated to couple of identical Lagrangians) and the µd-maps are
defined by counting Floer polygons joining Hamiltonian orbits (and no Morse trees). Note that the
construction of the space Eε of ε-perturbation data generalizes without much effort to this standard
model and it is easy to see that the associated maps µd are filtered in this case too. However,
one of the main differences between the hybrid Floer-Morse model defined in this paper and the
standard one is that the definition of the (representatives of) the units in the latter involves counting
homolomorphic disks with Hamiltonian perturbations, and this may a priori lead to curvature terms
taking positive values and hence to representatives of units that may lie at positive filtration levels
(see [BCS21, Proposition 3.1(ii)]). Indeed, in the following we sketch a proof of the fact that one
cannot define representatives of the units lying at vanishing filtration level using ε-perturbation data
on the standard model of Fuk(M). The same proof can be expanded to show that it is not possible
to have a filtered Fukaya category via the standard model: one has to give up either filtering the
maps µd or having units at vanishing filtration levels.

Remark 3.8. Not having filtered units may seem a marginal fact compared to not having filtered
µd-maps. However, upcoming work will show why filtration-zero units are desiderable, leading to a
‘minimal energy’ Fukaya category and interesting results. Moreover, for the derived Fukaya category
of a monotone symplectic manifold to fit the definition of a triangulated persistence category (TPC)
(see the recent work [BCZ23]), vanishing filtration levels for units are crucial. △

We briefly recall how representatives of the units are constructed in [Sei08]. Let ε > 0, δ ∈(
1
2 , 1

)
and L ∈ Lm,d(M,ω) be a monotone Lagrangian. Choose a Floer datum (HL,L, JL,L) for

(L,L) in the sense of Seidel, i.e. a time-dependent Hamiltonian HL,L on M such that φ1
H(L) ⋔ L,

where φt
H denotes the Hamiltonian flow of H, and an ω-compatible time dependent almost complex

structure JL,L on M . We assume that (HL,L, JL,L) fits the definition of a (ε, δ)-Floer datum, i.e.
image(HL,L) ⊂ (δε, ε). We define

CF S(L,L) :=
⊕

γ∈O(HL,L)
Λ · γ

where the superscript S stands for ‘standard’, O(HL,L) denotes the set of Hamiltonian orbits of HL,L

and Λ the Novikov field over Z2. We further assume that (HL,L, JL,L) is regular, i.e. CF S(L,L) is
a chain complex when endowed with the standard differential counting Floer strips. Consider the
standard unit disk D ⊂ C, define D1 := D\{1} and pick a positive strip-like end (see page 13) on D1
near the point 1 ∈ D. We define ε-perturbation data for L on D1 analogously to ε-perturbation data
for (d+1)-punctured disks where d ≥ 2 as introduced in Section 3.1 and 3.2. The notion of curvature
term is also defined analogously. Let (KL, JL) be such a perturbation datum. Let γ ∈ O(HL,L) and
A ∈ π2(M,L) such that µ(γ;A) = 0 and consider the space M(γ;A) of (KL, JL)-perturbed Floer
1-gons u : D1 → M such that on the unique strip-like end of D1 we have

lim
s→∞

u(s, t) = γ(t).
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+∞
1
0

↑
LHL,L

H
L,L

Figure 3.2. Case 4: A schematic representation of a representative of the unit in
CF S(L,L) when endowed with some choice of ε-perturbation data.

We assume regularity of the perturbation datum (KL, JL), so that M(γ;A) is a smooth manifold
of dimension 0 for any orbit γ ∈ O(HL,L) and any class A ∈ π2(M,L) as above. Standard Gromov-
compactness arguments show that in such cases M(γ;A) is compact. We define

eL :=
∑
γ,A

∑
u

T ω(u)γ ∈ CF S(L,L)

where the first sum runs over classes γ ∈ O(HL,L) and classes A ∈ π2(M,L) such that µ(γ;A) = 0
and the second sum runs over Floer 1-gons u ∈ M(γ;A). It is well-known that eL is a representative
of the homological unit of L in the standard model of Fuk(M) (see [Sei08, Section 8d]).

In the remaining of this section we sketch a proof of the fact that eL lies at a positive filtration
level in CF S(L,L), that is A(eL) > 0. Assume by contradiction that that A(eL) ≤ 0. Then by
definition of the action functional A (see page 27) we have

C := max
u∈M0(γ)

ˆ
D1

RKL ◦ u ≤ 0

where RKL denotes the curvature two form (introduced on page 29) associated to the Hamiltonian
perturbation datum KL. Let now H̃L,L be another Hamiltonian on M such that φH̃L,L(L) ⋔ L and
assume that 0 < H̃ < H. It is well known that (assuming regularity) the Floer homology defined
using (HL,L, JL,L) is quasi-isomorphic as a chain complex to the one defined using (H̃L,L, JL,L).
However, those two homologies are not isomorphic as persistence modules, as the filtrations at the
chain level may differ dramatically in general. However we sketch a proof of the fact that given
our assumption on A(eL) we can construct an isomorphism of persistence modules, leading to a
contradiction.
It is easy to see that there is a filtration preserving chain map CF (L,L,H) → CF (L,L, H̃) (e.g.
by choosing a monotone homotopy from H to H̃, see [BPS01]). We construct a filtration preserving
map

ψ : CF (L,L, H̃) → CF (L,L,H)
using our assumption on A(eL). Pick D1 and puncture it in −1 to get D−1,1 ∼= R × [0, 1]. Then, we
can see KL as a one-form on R× [0, 1] such that KL = 0 (on a strip-like end) near −∞. We define ψ
as the continuation map associated with the Hamiltonian perturbation defined as the concatenation
of a monotone homotopy from H̃ to 0 and KL (seen as a one-form on the strip). Standard methods
show that ψ is a chain map. Moreover, as H̃ is positive, the monotone homotopy has negative
curvature term, and, as K has non-positive curvature term, energies idendities similar to the ones
in Section 3.1 tell us that the map ψ is a filtered chain map. Hence it follows that HF (L,L,H) and
HF (L,L, H̃) are isomorphic as persistence modules. This contradicts the assumption H̃ < H and
hence proves that the representative eL ∈ CF S(L,L) of the unit satisfies A(eL) > 0, as claimed.
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4. Continuation functors

It is well known that between two Floer complexes of the same objects (ambient symplectic
manifold or couple of Lagrangians) defined using different Floer data one can construct chain maps,
called continuation maps, defined by counting strips which homotope between the different data.
Moreover these chain maps are quasi-isomorphisms. In particular, this shows that Floer homology
is well-defined in the sense that it is independent of the auxiliary Floer data. In [Syl19], Sylvan
extended continuation maps to A∞-functors on (partially wrapped) Fukaya categories. In particular,
he geometrically showed that Fukaya categories do not depend on choices up to quasi-equivalence
of A∞-categories. This approach differs from the well-known proof of this fact contained in [Sei08,
Chapter 10], which heavily relies on algebraic machineries. In this section we will construct con-
tinuation functors for monotone Fukaya categories defined using the Morse-Bott model developed
in Section 2 following the main ideas contained in Sylvain’s work. In Section 4.7 we discuss how
the filtered structure of filtered Fukaya categories defined using ε-perturbation data (as defined in
Section 3) behaves under continuation functors. The main results of this section are summarized in
the following theorem, which is an expanded version of Theorem B.

Theorem 4.1. Consider two regular perturbation data p, q ∈ Ereg, and assume that they share
the same Morse perturbation data. Then there is a non-empty space Ep,q of so-called interpolation
data and a residual subset Ep,q

reg ⊂ Ep,q such that for any h ∈ Ep,q
reg there is a weakly-filtered A∞-

functor
Fp,q

h : Fuk(M ; p) → Fuk(M ; q)
called the continuation functor from Fuk(M ; p) to Fuk(M ; q) associated to h, which is a quasi-
equivalence canonical up to quasi-isomorphism of A∞-functors. Moreover, if p ∈ Eε1,δ1

reg and
q ∈ Eε2

reg for some ε1, ε2 > 0 are ε-perturbation data sharing the same Morse part, then there is
a non-empty subset Ep,q;f

reg ⊂ Ep,q
reg such that for any h ∈ Ep,q,f

reg the associated functor Fp,q
h shifts

filtration by ≤ ε2 − δ1ε2, in the sense of the definition appearing at the end of Section 1.1. In
particular if ε2 ≤ δ1ε1, then Fp,q

h is filtered for any choice of h ∈ Ep,q,f
reg .

Note that we define continuation functors only between Fukaya categories defined using the same
Morse part of the perturbation data. This assumption may be easily dropped by defining Morse
interpolation data, whose construction we omit to avoid notational complexity. In any case, Morse
interpolation data play no role from the filtration point of view.

4.1. Colored trees. We introduce the notion of colored leafed tree following [MW10]. Let T be a
d-leafed tree with no vertices of valency equal to 1 and finitely many interior edges. Given a metric
λ ∈ λ(T ) and a vertex v ∈ V (T ) we define the distance λ(v) of v from the root vertex vT as the sum
of the length λ(e) of the edges e ∈ Eint(T ) in the geodesic from v to vT .
A coloring on T is a choice of a subset V col(T ) ⊂ V (T ) of vertices, which we call colored vertices,
and of a metric λ ∈ λ(T ) such that:

(1) for any i ∈ {1, . . . , d}, if we flow along the geodesic from ei(T ) to the root e0(T ) we meet
exactly one colored vertex;

(2) each vertex of valency equal to 2 is colored;
(3) each colored vertex lies at the same distance from the root vertex vT of T .

Two coloring are said to be equivalent if they carry the same set of colored vertices V col(T ) (and
hence the metric is there only to make point (3) well-defined). A d-colored tree is a d-leafed tree T
as above together with an equivalence class of colorings, which we denote by only writing the subset
of colored vertices. We denote by T d+1

col the space of d-colored trees. Note that the notation might
be a bit confusing, as T d+1

col contains non-stable trees, whereas T d+1 contains only stable trees by
definition (see Definition 1.6(4)). Notice that there is a natural partition

V (T ) = V l(T ) ⊔ V col(T ) ⊔ V r(T )
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on colored trees by setting V l(T ) to be the set of vertices of T lying at distance strictly smaller than
vertices in V col(T ) from vT (this notion does not depend on the choice of metric) and V r(T ) to be
the set of vertices of T lying at distance stritly larger than vertices in V col(T ) from vT .
Let V col(T ) ⊂ V (T ), then we denote by λ(T, V col(T )) the space of metrics λ ∈ λ(T ) such that
(V col(T ), λ) is a coloring for T . The following lemma is proved in [MW10].

Lemma 4.2. For any choice of V col(T ) ⊂ V (T ) the space λ(T, V col(T )) is a polyhedral set of dimen-
sion |Eint(T )| + 1 − |V col(T )|.

Let d ≥ 2 and L⃗ = (L0, . . . , Ld) be a tuple of Lagrangians in Lm,d(M,ω). We define by T d+1
col (L⃗)

the set of colored trees labelled by L⃗ and by T d+1
U,col(L⃗) the set of colored trees labelled by L⃗ which can

be represented by an unilabelled tree.

Remark 4.3. As said above, our trees will be defined only between Fukaya categories constructed
via perturbation data which share the same Morse part. As it will be apparent from the discussion
below, this simplifies the definition of system of ends for colored labelled trees. The definition of
universal system of ends for L⃗ (see Section 1.6 for the definition of system of ends), as well as that of
consistency, readily translate to the case of colored labelled trees, as condition (3) in the definition
implies that there are finitely many of those. We skip the details. △

4.2. Stacked disks. To define the source spaces for continuation functors, we will adopt the same
strategy as in Section 2.1: consider primitive source spaces consisting of some configuration of disks,
compactify the moduli spaces of those and add a collar neighbourhood. The primitive source spaces
in this case will be ‘stacked’ disks, whose moduli spaces will simply be a stack of the same moduli
spaces of marked disks indexed by a positive real parameter.
We start from the case d = 1. Let (L0, L1) be a couple of Lagrangians in Lm,d(M,ω). We define
R2,2(L0, L1) = {pt} to be a singleton and S2,2(L0, L1) = {S2,2}, where S2,2 is a strip if L0 ̸= L1 and
a disk with marked points in −1 and +1 if L0 = L1. In both cases we assume that S2,2 is endowed
with two numbers ε− < 0 and ε+ > 0. We think of ε− and ε+ as two strip-like ends coming from
conformal embeddings, and which may be positive or negative depending on the context.
Let now d ≥ 2 and pick a tuple L⃗ = (L0, . . . , Ld) of Lagrangians in Lm,d(M,ω). We define

Rd+1,2(L⃗) := Rd+1(L⃗) × (0,∞)
Over Rd+1,2(L⃗) we have a fiber bundle

πd+1,2(L⃗) : Sd+1,2(L⃗) → Rd+1,2(L⃗)

where the fiber Sr,w :=
(
πd+1,2(L⃗)

)−1
(r, w) over (r, w) ∈ Rd+1,2(L⃗) equals (Sr, w), where Sr ∈

Sd+1(L⃗) was defined in Section 2.1.
We fix a consistent choice of strip-like ends for the universal family (πd+1(L⃗))d,L⃗ for the rest of this
section. A universal choice of strip-like ends on the universal family (πd+1,2(L⃗))d,L⃗ is said to be
compatible with the above fixed universal choice of strip-like ends on (πd+1(L⃗))d,L⃗ if for any d, any L⃗
and any (r, w) ∈ Rd+1,2(L⃗) the induced choice of strip-like ends on (Sr, w) agrees up to a shift with
that on Sr.

Fix a tuple L⃗ = (L0, . . . , Ld) of Lagrangians in Lm,d(M,ω). For any colored labelled tree
T ∈ T d+1

col (L⃗) we write
RT,2 :=

∏
v /∈V col(T )

R|v|(L⃗v) ×
∏

v∈V col(T )
R|v|,2(L⃗v)

That is, to each uncolored vertex we associate a family of marked disks, while to each colored vertex
we associate a family of stacked marked disks. We then define

Rd+1,2(L⃗) :=
⋃

T ∈T d+1
col (L⃗)

RT,2
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We have the following standard-looking result.

Lemma 4.4. Rd+1,2(L⃗) admits the structure of a generalized manifold with corners of dimension
d− 1 which realizes Stasheff’s multiplihedron.

As the definition of Rd+1,2(L⃗) involves two kind of moduli spaces the construction of boundary charts
is more delicate than in the standard case of Rd+1(L⃗).
We split the construction of the boundary charts for Rd+1,2(L⃗) in three cases. A colored labelled tree
is called:

(1) a lower tree if the root has valency equal to 2, and is hence in particular the only colored
vertex;

(2) a middle tree if the root is colored and has valency greater than 2;
(3) an upper tree if the root is not colored.

We will see that constructing boundary charts near lower and middle trees is easy, while upper trees
are more delicate to handle as there are multiple simultaneous splittings.

(1) Lower trees. First, we consider the colored labelled tree T 2 ∈ T d+1(L⃗) with only two
vertices and two-valent root. Notice that RT 2,2 = R2,2(L0, Ld) × Rd+1(L⃗) and recall that we defined
R2,2(L0, Ld) to be a singleton. We define a map

γT 2,2 : (−1, 0) × RT 2,2 → Rd+1,2(L⃗)

as follows: given r ∈ Rd+1(L⃗) and ρ ∈ (−1, 0) we set

γT 2,2(ρ, pt, r, ) := (r̃,−ρ)

where r̃ ∈ Rd+1(L⃗) represents the surface obtained by gluing pt ∈ R2,2(L0, Ld) to the 0th marked
point of r with length ρ. Notice that r = r̃ as elements of Rd+1(L⃗), but they may come with different
choices of strip-like ends.
Let now T ∈ T d+1

col (L⃗) be an arbitrary colored labelled tree with 2-valent root. Notice that RT,2 =
R2,2(L0, Ld)×RT ′ , where T ′ is obtained by collapsing the positive pointing edge attached to the root
of T and can hence be viewed as an alement of T d+1(L⃗), as all the non root vertices of T are stable
by definition of colored tree. We define a map

γT,2 : (−1, 0) × (−1, 0)|Eint(T )|−1 × RT,2 → Rd+1,2(L⃗)

as follows: given (rv)v∈V (T ′) ∈ RT ′ , ρ ∈ (−1, 0) and ρe ∈ (−1, 0) for any e ∈ Eint(T ′) we set

γT,2 (ρ, (ρe)e, (pt, (rv)v)) := γT 2,2
(
ρ, pt, γT ′((ρ)e, (rv))

)
where

γT ′ : (−1, 0)|Eint(T ′)| × RT ′ → Rd+1(L⃗)
is the gluing map defined in [Sei08]. Notice that by considering trivial gluing γT,2 extends to a map

γT,2 : (−1, 0] × (−1, 0]|Eint(T )|−1 × RT,2 → Rd+1,2(L⃗).

Remark 4.5. All these charts will correspond to genuine boundary charts in the sense of manifolds
with corners. The only codimension one face arising in this subcase is parametrized by T2, and in
general, codimension k faces arising here are parametrized by bicolored trees with two-valent root
and k uncolored vertices. △

(2) Middle trees. Let T ∈ T d+1
col (L⃗) be a colored labelled tree with colored stable root. Notice

that
RT,2 =

∏
v ̸=vT

R|v| × R|vT |,2.
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Since the valency of vT is at least 3 by assumption and vT is colored (hence there are no two-valent
vertices in T ), we may see T as an element of T d+1(L⃗) by forgetting the coloring. In particular, RT

is well-defined. We define a map
γT,2 : (−1, 0)|Eint(T )| × RT,2 → Rd+1,2(L⃗)

as follows: given ρe ∈ (−1, 0) for any e ∈ Eint(T ), rv ∈ R|v| for any v ̸= vT and (rvT
, w) ∈ R|vT |,2 we

set
γT,2 ((ρe)e, (rvT

, w), (rv)v) :=
(
γT
(
(ρe)e, (rv)v∈V (T )

)
, w
)
.

By considering trivial gluing γT,2 extends to a map

γT,2 : (−1, 0]|Eint(T )| × RT,2 → Rd+1,2(L⃗).

Remark 4.6. All these charts correspond to genuine boundary charts in the sense of manifolds with
corners. The codimension one faces arising in this subcase are parametrized by colored trees with col-
ored root and one uncolored vertex, and in general, codimension k faces arising here are parametrized
by bicolored trees with colored root and k uncolored vertices. △

(3) Upper trees. As soon as the root is not colored, there may be complications in the
choice of gluing lenghts, basically due to the fact that the coloring distance is unique, so that colored
vertices should remember what came before them (where the concept of before is determined by the
aforedefined orientation on trees).

Example 4.7. Consider the colored 3-tree labeled by the cyclically different (see page 6) tuple L⃗ =
(L0, L1, L2, L3) of Lagrangians in Lm,d(M,ω) and the associated stacked disk configuration in R4,2(L⃗)
depicted in Figure 4.1.

Figure 4.1. The colored tree we are discussing and the associated disks configuration
in R4,2(L⃗) for a cyclically different tuple L⃗ = (L0, L1, L2, L3). Black configurations
correspond to elements of Rk,1, while red configurations correspond to elements of Rl,2

for some k, l.
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The definition of colored tree forces ρ1 = ρ2 and ρ0 + ρ1 = ρ3. Gluing the two non-colored disks
following the only interior edge which does not touch colored vertices we get the tree/configuration
depicted in Figure 4.2.

Figure 4.2

In this case, the definition of colored tree forces ρ′
1 = ρ3 = ρ0 + ρ1. On the other hand, if, starting

again with the configuration from Figure 4.1, we glue along the interior edges touching a colored
vertex, we get the tree/configuration depicted in Figure 4.3.

Figure 4.3. The colored tree we are discussing and the associated disks configura-
tion in R3+1,2(L⃗ for a cyclically different (see Page 6) tuple L⃗ = (L0, . . . , L3). Black
configurations correspond to elements of Rk,1, while red configurations correspond to
elements of Rl,2 for some k, l.
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Again the definition of colored tree forces ρ′′
1 = ρ3 = ρ0 + ρ1. Performing one more gluing in both

cases with lenght ρ′
1 = ρ′′

1 in order to get to an interior configuration in R3+1,2, we will in general get
two different stacked disks, as in the first case it is ρ0 that contributed to both gluings, while in the
second one, it is ρ1. △

It follows from Example 4.7 that we have to refine the gluing process a bit, in order for non-root
colored vertices to recall the gluing lenghts that were associated to preceedings (uncolored) vertices.
The following definition comes from [Syl19].

Definition 4.8 ([Syl19]). An intrinsic width function for the universal family (πd+1(L⃗))d,L⃗ consists
of a family {wd,L⃗

i }, d ≥ 2 and i ∈ {1, ..., d}, of functions wd,L⃗
i : Rd+1(L⃗) → [0,∞) such that:

(1) w2
1 and w2

2 are the zero function;
(2) let Sk+1 ∈ Sk+1(L⃗1) and Sl+1 ∈ S l+1(L⃗2); if Sd+1 ∈ Sd+1(L⃗1#nL⃗2) is the disk10 (diffeomorphic

to the surface) obtained by gluing the root of Sl+1 to the nth puncture of Sk+1 with lenght
ρ (assuming this gluing is admissible), then

wd,L⃗1#nL⃗2
i (Sd+1) =


wk,L⃗1

i (Sk+1), if i < n

wl,L⃗2
i−n+1(Sl+1) + ρ, if n ≤ i < n+ l

wk,L⃗1
i−l+1(Sk+1), if n+ l ≤ i

Lemma 4.9. There is a unique choice of intrinsic width function.
Proof. Build it by induction on d; the fact that the definition requires a fixed choice of function for
d = 2 implies uniqueness of the construction. See [Syl19]. □

Back to the construction of boundary charts for Rd+1,2(L⃗) near upper trees. Let k ≥ 3 and
consider first a colored labelled tree T k ∈ T d+1

col (L⃗) with only one non-colored vertex, the root, of
valency k. In particular, T k has k colored vertices. Notice that in this case we have

RT k,2 = Rk ×
∏

v ̸=vT

R|v|,2.

We define a map
γT k,2 : (−1, 0) × RT k,2 → Rd+1,2(L⃗)

as follows: given ρ ∈ (−1, 0), r ∈ Rk and (rv, wv) ∈ R|v|,2 for any v ̸= vT we set

γT k,2 (ρ, r, (rv, wv)v) := (r̃, e
−1
ρ )

where r̃ corresponds to the configuration obtained by gluing the ith marked point of r to the negative
marked point of Srvi

, where vi ∈ V (T k) is the ith colored vertex of T k in counterclockwise order
starting from the root, with gluing length

li := e− 1
ρ − wvi

− wk
i (Sr)

for any i ∈ {1, . . . , k}.
Let now T ∈ T d+1

col (L⃗) be a colored labelled tree with uncolored root. Consider the decomposition
V (T ) = V l(T ) ⊔V col(T ) ⊔V r(T ) of the set of vertices of T introduced in Section 4.1: we define T l to
be the (uncolored) tree generated by V l(T ) and the interior edges attached to those vertices (some
of which become leaves), and by T r

1 , . . . , T
r
n the connected components of the colored tree generated

by V r(T ) ⊔ V col(T ) (this involves a slight change in the induced metrics, but it is a nuance). Note
that each T r

i is either a lower or a middle tree. Since by construction the tree T r
i has a colored root

for any i ∈ {1, . . . , n}, it is either a lower or a middle tree. In particular any tree T r
i \ V col(T ) is a

union of uncolored trees T r
i,j, j ∈ {0, . . . , ki} for some ki. Notice that we have

RT,2 = RT l ×
n∏

i=0
RT r

i ,2 = RT l ×
∏

v∈V col(T )
R|v|,2 ×

∏
i,j

RT r
i,j

10See page 11 for the definition of the operation # on tuples of Lagrangians.
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Remark 4.10. At this point, we would like to define a map

γT,2 : (−1, 0)|Eint(T l)| × (−1, 0) × (−1, 0)
∑

i
|Eint(T r

i )| × RT,2 −→ Rd+1,2(L⃗)

however, in this case, there may be colored trees parametrizing generalized corners, e.g. the colored
4-tree associated to the configuration depicted in Figure 4.4 (cfr. [MW10]).

Figure 4.4. The singularity in the space R5,2.

The codimension one faces arising in this subcase are parametrized by colored trees with the root
as the only uncolored vertex, and, in general, codimension k faces are parametrized by colored trees
with uncolored root and k total uncolored vertices. △

Let T be a d-leafed tree with no vertices of valency 1 and finitely many interior edges, and
let V col(T ) ⊂ V (T ) be a subset of vertices. Recall that by Lemma 4.2 the space λ(T, V col(T )) is a
polyhedral cone. For each λ ∈ λ(T, V col(T )) define the map ρλ : Eint(T ) → (−1, 0)|Eint(T )| by

ρλ := −e−λ

and let ρ(T, V col(T )) to be the space of all such maps; it is easy to see that ρ(T, V col(T )) is a
polyhedral cone in (−1, 0)|Eint(T l)| × (−1, 0) × (−1, 0)

∑
i

|Eint(T r
i )|, as by the decomposition above we

get
|Eint(T )| − |V col(T )| = |Eint(T l)| +

∑
i

|Eint(T r
i )|.

We remark that the manifold RT,2 does not depend on the choice of the metric λ ∈ λ(T, V col(T ))
but only on the choice of the subset V col(T ) by definition of colored tree. We hence define a map

γT,2 : ρ(T, V col(T )) × RT,2 → Rd+1,2(L⃗)

as follows: let(rl
v)v∈V l(T ) ∈ RT l

,(
(rr

vi
, wi), (rr

i,v)v ̸=vi∈V (T r
i )
)

∈ RT r
i ,2 = R|vi|,2(L⃗vi

) ×∏
v ̸=vi∈V (T r

i ) R|v|(L⃗v) for any i ∈ {1, . . . , n},

and write
r⃗ :=

(
(rl

v)v∈V l(T ),
(
(rr

v1 , w1), (rr
1,v)v ̸=v1

)
, . . . ,

(
(rr

vn
, wn), (rr

n,v)v ̸=vn

))
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and consider ρ ∈ ρ(T, V col(T )), which we can write as

ρ =
(
ρ⃗l, ρ̃, ρ⃗r

1, . . . , ρ⃗
r
n

)
∈ (−1, 0)|Eint(T l)| × (−1, 0) ×

n∏
i=1

(−1, 0)|Eint(T r
i )|

then we set
γT,2(ρ, r⃗) := γT n,2

(
ρ, γT l(ρ⃗r, (rl

v)v), γT r
1 ,2(ρ⃗r

1, (rr
vi
, wi), (rr

1,v)v ̸=v1), . . . , γT r
n ,2(ρ⃗r

n, (rr
vn
, wi), (rr

n,v)v ̸=vn)
)

In short, first we glue the all the uncolored disks, then we glue the resulting root with the colored
disks following the receipt outlined just here above, and then we glue what’s remaining, which is
represented by a middle tree. Again, exactly as before, we extend γT,2 to a map

γT,2 : RT,2 × ρ(T ) −→ Rd+1,2

by considering trivial gluing.

We conclude this section with the following Lemma (cfr. [MW10; Syl19]).

Lemma 4.11. The space Rd+1,2(L⃗) admits the structure of generalized manifold with corners by
declaring the maps γT,2, T ∈ T d+1

col (L⃗), to be boundary charts for small enough choice of parameters.
Moreover, Rd+1,2(L⃗) realizes Stasheff’s (d− 1)-multiplihedron.

4.3. Source spaces: moduli spaces of stacked clusters. In this section we define moduli spaces
of stacked clusters of disks starting from (the compactification of) moduli spaces of stacked disks,
similarly to how we constructed moduli spaces of clusters of disks from (the compactification of)
moduli spaces of disks in Section 2.1. We will skip some details where the construction are the same.

Let d ≥ 1 and pick a tuple L⃗ = (L0, . . . , Ld) of Lagrangians in Lm,d(M,ω). We define the moduli
space of clusters of stacked disks (or stacked clusters of disks) with marked points as

Rd+1,2
C (L⃗) :=

⋃
T ∈T d+1

U,col(L⃗)

RT,2 × λ(T )

and also set
Rd+1,2

C (L⃗) :=
⋃

T ∈T d+1
col (L⃗)

RT,2 × λU(T )

We will write elements of Rd+1,2
C (L⃗) as (r, w, T, λ).

The following Lemma is the analogous of Lemma 2.4 for stacked clusters. Its proofs combines the
construction from Section 4.2 with gluing of line segments as in Section 2.1.

Lemma 4.12. The space Rd+1,2
C (L⃗) admits the structure of smooth manifold of dimension d − 1.

Moreover, the space Rd+1,2(L⃗) admits the structure of generalized manifold with corners and realizes
Stasheff’s (d− 1)-multiplihedron.

As in the case of Lemma 2.4, the fact that Rd+1,2(L⃗) realizes the multiplihedron comes for free from
its construction.
We define bundles

πd+1,2
C (L⃗) : Sd+1,2

C (L⃗) → Rd+1,2
C (L⃗)

where fibers are defined as in Section 2 by replacing nodal points by line segments of length controlled
by the metric part of Rd+1,2

C (L⃗).
A universal choice of strip-like ends for the universal family (πd+1,2

C (L⃗))d,L⃗ is the pullback of a universal
choice of strip-like ends for the universal family (πd+1,2(L⃗))d,L⃗. A system of ends for (the trees involved
in the definition of) (πd+1,2

C (L⃗))d,L⃗ is just a choice of system of ends for (the trees involved in the
definition of) (πd+1

C (L⃗))d,L⃗ by forgetting about two valent vertices. This last definition relies on the
fact that we will not construct continuation functors between perturbation data with different Morse
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parts (in particular, continuation maps between Floer complexes for a couple of identical Lagrangians
will be the identity, so that we do not need system of ends for that case).

4.4. Interpolation data. We define the concept of interpolation datum, which is nothing else than
the analogous of a perturbation datum but for stacked disks.
Fix a universal and consistent choice of strip-like ends for the universal family of cluster of disks
(πd+1

C (L⃗))d,L⃗ and a universal, consistent and compatible choice of strip-like ends for the universal
family of stacked clusters of disks (πd+1,2

C (L⃗))d,L⃗. We fix Floer data (fL, gL, JL) for any couple (L,L)
of identical Lagrangians in Lm,d(M,ω) and associated Morse perturbation data for the universal fam-
ily (πd+1

C (L⃗))d,L⃗ (in practice, for the family (T d+1
U (L⃗))d,L⃗), which we denote by (f , g) = (f L⃗, gL⃗)d,L⃗.

We denote by E(f ,g)
reg ⊂ Ereg the subfamily of regular perturbation data whose Morse part agrees

with (f , g). Note that for a generic choice of (f , g) this subfamily is non-empty, and we actually
assume it is for our choice. We construct continuation functors between Fukaya categories defined
via elements of E(f ,g)

reg .

Definition 4.13. Fix two perturbation data p, q ∈ E(f ,g)
reg . Let d ≥ 1 and consider a tuple L⃗ =

(L0, . . . , Ld) of Lagrangians in Lm,d(M,ω) and an element (r, w, T, λ) ∈ Rd+1,2
C (L⃗). An interpolation

datum between the perturbation data DL⃗
p (r, T, λ) and DL⃗

q (r, T, λ) associated to p and q on Sr,T,λ

consists of a family of couples (
Kr,w,T,λ

v , Jr,w,T,λ
v

)
indexed by vertices v ∈ V (T ) such that:

• if v ∈ V l(T ) then:
– Kr,w,T,λ

v ∈ Ω1(Sr,T,λ(v), C∞(M)) is an Hamiltonian-valued one-form which vanishes iden-
tically if v /∈ Tred, while for v ∈ Tred is such that for any i ∈ {0, . . . , |v|} it satisfies

Kr,w,T,λ
v |Lv

i
= 0 for any ξ ∈ T (∂iSr,T,λ(v)),

and for any i ∈ {0, . . . , |v|} on the strip-like end ϵv
i of Sr,T,λ(v) we have11

Kr,w,T,λ
v = HLi−1,Li

p dt for any |s| ≥ 1,

– Jr,w,T,λ
v is a domain-dependent ω-compatible almost complex structure such that if12

v ∈ T F
i ⊂ T \ Tred for some i ∈ {0, . . . , dF } it is identical to JLF

i
p = J

LF
i

q , while if v ∈ Tred
it is such that for any i ∈ {0, . . . , |v|} on the ith strip-like end ϵv

i of Sr,T,λ(v) we have

Jr,w,T,λ = JLi−1,Li
p ;

• if v ∈ V col(T ), then:
– Kr,w,T,λ

v ∈ Ω1(Sr,T,λ(v), C∞(M)) is an Hamiltonian-valued one-form which vanishes iden-
tically if v /∈ Tred, while for v ∈ Tred is such that for any i ∈ {0, . . . , |v|} it satisfies

Kr,w,T,λ
v |Lv

i
= 0 for any ξ ∈ T (∂iSr,T,λ(v)),

and for any i ∈ {1, . . . , |v|} on the strip-like end ϵv
i of Sr,T,λ(v) we have

Kr,w,T,λ
v = HLi−1,Li

p dt for any |s| ≥ 1

while on the 0th strip-like end we have

Kr,w,T,λ
v = HL0,Ld

q dt,

11Recall that we set HL,L
p = HL,L

q = 0 and JL,L
p = JL,L

q = JL for any L ∈ Lm,d(M, ω).
12See page 9 for the definition of the subtrees T F

i .
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– Jr,w,T,λ
v is a domain-dependent ω-compatible almost complex structure such that if v ∈
T F

i ⊂ T \ Tred for some i ∈ {0, . . . , dF } it is identical to JLF
i

p = J
LF

i
q , while if v ∈ Tred it

is such that for any i ∈ {1, . . . , |v|} on the ith strip-like end ϵv
i of Sr,T,λ(v) we have

Jr,w,T,λ = JLi,Li+1
p ,

while on the 0th strip-like end we have

Jr,w,T,λ
v = JL0,Ld

q ;

• if v ∈ V r(T ) then:
– Kr,w,T,λ

v ∈ Ω1(Sr,T,λ(v), C∞(M)) is an Hamiltonian-valued one-form which vanishes iden-
tically if v /∈ Tred, while for v ∈ Tred is such that for any i ∈ {0, . . . , |v|} it satisfies

Kr,w,T,λ
v |Lv

i
= 0 for any ξ ∈ T (∂iSr,T,λ(v)),

and for any i ∈ {0, . . . , |v|} on the strip-like end ϵv
i of Sr,T,λ(v) we have

Kr,w,T,λ
v = HLi−1,Li

q dt for any |s| ≥ 1,

– Jr,w,T,λ
v is a domain-dependent ω-compatible almost complex structure such that if v ∈
T F

i ⊂ T \ Tred for some i ∈ {0, . . . , dF } it is identical to JLF
i

p = J
LF

i
q , while if v ∈ Tred it

is such that for any i ∈ {0, . . . , |v|} on the ith strip-like end ϵv
i of Sr,T,λ(v) we have

Jr,w,T,λ
v = JLi−1,Li

q .

Remark 4.14. The above definition is long but intuitive. Assume T = Tred for simplicity: interpolation
data are just p- or q-perturbation data on uncolored vertices (depending on how far from the root
the vertex lies), while on colored vertices interpolation data interpolate from Floer data with respect
to p to a Floer datum with respect to q. △

Remark 4.15. Notice that altough we want to interpolate between the perturbation data p and q,
the definition of interpolation data between them makes no explicit mention of any perturbation
datum, but only Floer ones. The connection to perturbation data will appear in the definition of the
consistency condition for interpolation data which we introduce below. △

We define an interpolation datum between p and q for L⃗ as a smooth choice of interpolation
data on Rd+1

C (L⃗). A universal choice of interpolation data from p to q is a choice of interpolation
datum between p and q for any tuple L⃗ of Lagrangians in Lm,d(M,ω) of any length.

Similarly to the case of perturbation data, given a universal choice of interpolation data from p
to q, we might encounter some consistency problems (see Section 2.2). In this case, those problems
are a bit more subtle compared to the case of perturbation data, as in the gluing process for stacked
disks involves gluing of two kinds of clusters (in particular, disks and stacked disks, see Section 4.2).
Fix a universal choice of interpolation data from p to q on (πd+1,2

C (L⃗))d,L⃗. We say that this choice
is consistent if for each d ≥ 1 and for any tuple L⃗ = (L0, . . . , Ld) of Lagrangians in Lm,d(M,ω) we
have:

(1) for any T ∈ T d+1
col (L⃗) and any k ∈ Z≥0 there is a subset

U ⊂ RT,2 × λk
U(T ) × [−1, 0)|Eint

F (T )|+k

whose closure is a neighbourhood of the trivial gluing, where the gluing parameter are small
such that the interpolation data for stacked clusters over U agree with interpolation data
induced by gluing on thin parts;

(2) all interpolation data extend smoothly to ∂Rd+1,2
C (L⃗) and agree there with perturbation data

coming from (trivial) gluing.
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Assume for a brief moment that L⃗ is made of different Lagrangians, i.e. L⃗ = L⃗F in the notation of
Section 1.3. In more detail, point (1) of the above definition means in this case the following: let T ∈
T d+1

col (L⃗), (r, w) in the image of γT,2 restricted to a subset where the gluing parameters are small, and
consider e ∈ Eint(T ) (of course, e is not unilabelled) and the summand εf+(e)([0,− ln(−ρe)] × [0, 1])
of the thin part of (Sr, w) ∈ Sd+1,2(L⃗), then

• if f+(e) = (v, e) for some v ∈ V l(T ), then here we do want interpolation data restricted to
(Sr, w) to match the perturbation data on Srv ∈ S |v|(L⃗v) as prescriped by the universal choice
p;

• if f+(e) = (v, e) for some v ∈ V col(T ), then here we do want interpolation data restricted to
(Sr, w) to match the interpolation data on (Srv , wv) ∈ S |v|,2(L⃗v);

• if f+(e) = (v, e) for some v ∈ V r(T ), then here we do want interpolation data restricted to
(Sr, w) to match the perturbation data on Srv ∈ S |v|(L⃗v) as prescriped by the universal choice
q.

The following result, the proof of which we omit, is an extension to stacked clusters of a result
contained in [Syl19].

Lemma 4.16. Consistent choices of interpolation data exist.

For any p, q ∈ E(f ,g)
reg , we define the space Ep,q of consistent universal choices of interpolation data

for stacked clusters.

4.5. Moduli spaces of stacked Floer clusters with Lagrangian boundary. Fix regular pertur-
bation data p, q ∈ E(f ,g)

reg sharing the same Morse part and an interpolation datum h ∈ Ep,q between
them. Let d ≥ 1 and L⃗ = (L0, . . . , Ld) be a tuple of Lagrangians in Lm,d(M,ω). We define moduli
spaces of stacked Floer clusters with boundary on L⃗ with respect to h.
Assume first L0 ̸= Ld. Pick x⃗i := (xi

1, . . . , x
i
mi−1) for any i = 0, . . . , dR (see page 1.3 for the defi-

nition of the numers mi), where xi
j ∈ Crit(fLi) are critical points, orbits γj ∈ O(HLj−1,Lj

p ) for any
i = 1, . . . , dR and γ+ ∈ O(HL0,L

dR
q ) and a class A ∈ π2(M, L⃗). We define the moduli space

Md+1,2
(
x⃗0, γ1, x⃗1, . . . , γdR , x⃗dR ; γ+;A;h

)
of stacked Floer clusters joining x⃗0, γ1, x⃗1, . . . , γdR , x⃗dR to γ+ in the class A as the space of tuples
((r, w, T, λ), u) where

u =
(
(uv)v∈V (T ), (ue)e∈E(T )

)
: Sr,T,λ → M

satisfies
(1) for any vertex v ∈ V (T ), uv : Sr,T,λ(v) → M satisfies the (Kr,w,T,λ

v (h), Jr,w,T,λ
v (h))-Floer equa-

tion and the boundary conditions u(∂iSr,T,λ) ⊂ Li,
(2) for any i = 1, . . . , dR we have

lim
s→∞

uh(ei(Tred))(ϵi(s, t)) = γi(t)

and
lim

s→∞
uh(e0(Tred))(ϵ0(s, t)) = γ+(t),

(3) for any i = 0, . . . , dR and any interior edge e ∈ Eint
i (T ) (uni)labelled by Li there is a class

Be ∈ π2(M,L) such that

ue ∈ P(ut(e)(zt(e)), uh(e)(zh(e)); (f , g); e;Be),

(4) for any i = 0, . . . , dR and any j = 1, . . . ,mi there is a class Bi
j ∈ π2(M,Li) such that

uei
j(Tuni) ∈ P(xi

j, uh(ej(T F
i ))(zh(ej(T F

i ))); (f , g); ei
j(Tuni);Bi

j),
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(5) We have the relation

A =
∑

v∈V (T )
[uv] +

∑
e∈Eint(T )

Be +
dR∑
i=0

mi∑
j=1

Bi
j

on π2(M, L⃗).
Assume now L0 = Ld. Pick x+ ∈ Crit(fL0), x⃗i := (xi

1, . . . , x
i
mi

) for i = 0, . . . , dR + 1, where xi
j ∈

Crit(fLi) are critical points, orbits γj ∈ O(HLj−1,Lj
p ) for i = 1, . . . , dR + 1 and a class A ∈ π2(M, L⃗).

We define the moduli space

Md+1,2
(
x⃗0, γ1, x⃗2, . . . , γdR+1, x⃗dR+1;x+;A;h

)
of stacked Floer clusters joining x⃗0, γ1, x⃗1, . . . , γdR+1, x⃗dR+1 to x+ in the class A as the space of tuples
((r, w, T, λ), u) where

u = ((uv)v∈V (T ), (ue)e∈E(T )) : Sr,T,λ → M

satisfies
(1) for any vertex v ∈ V (T ), uv : Sr,T,λ(v) → M satisfies the (Kr,w,T,λ

v (h), Jr,w,T,λ
v (h))-Floer equa-

tion and the boundary conditions u(∂iSr,T,λ) ⊂ Li,
(2) for any i = 1, . . . , dR we have

lim
s→∞

uh(ei(Tred))(ϵi(s, t)) = γi(t),

(3) for any i = 0, . . . , dR and any interior edge e ∈ Eint
i (T ) (uni)labelled by Li there is a class

Be ∈ π2(M,L) such that
ue ∈ P(ut(e)(zt(e)), uh(e)(zh(e)); (f , g); e;Be),

(4) for any i = 0, . . . , dR and any j = 1, . . . ,mi there is a class Bi
j ∈ π2(M,Li) such that

uei
j(Tuni) ∈ P(xi

j, uh(ei
j(Tuni))(zh(ei

j(Tuni))); p; e
i
j(Tuni);Bi

j)

and there is a class B0
0 ∈ π2(M,L0) such that
ue0(T ) ∈ P(ut(e0(T )), x

+; (f , g); e0(T );B0
0),

(5) We have the relation

A =
∑

v∈V (T )
[uv] +

∑
e∈Eint(T )

Be +
dR∑
i=0

mi∑
j=1

Bi
j +B0

0

on π2(M, L⃗).
We have the following transversality result for stacked Floer clusters.

Proposition 4.17. Let (f , g) be a choice of a Morse perturbation data in the sense of Section 4.4
and p, q ∈ E(f ,g)

reg . Then there is a generic subset Ep,q
reg ⊂ Ep,q such that for any h ∈ Ep,q

reg and any
tuple L⃗ = (L0, . . . , Ld) of Lagrangians in Lm,d(M,ω) of any length d ≥ 1 the following hold:

(1) if L0 ̸= Ld then for any x⃗i := (xi
1, . . . , x

i
mi−1), i = 0, . . . , dR, where xi

j ∈ Crit(fLi) are critical
points, any orbits γj ∈ O(HLj−1,Lj

p ), i = 1, . . . , dR, and γ+ ∈ O(HL0,L
dR

q ) and any class
A ∈ π2(M, L⃗) satisfying

d
(x⃗i)i,(γj)j ,γ+

A + 1 ≤ 1
then the moduli space

Md+1,2
(
x⃗0, γ1, x⃗1, . . . , γdR , x⃗dR ; γ+;A;h

)
is a smooth manifold of dimension d

(x⃗i)i,(γj)j ,γ+

A + 1.
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(2) if L0 = Ld then for any x+ ∈ Crit(fL0), x⃗i := (xi
1, . . . , x

i
mi

). i = 0, . . . , dR + 1, where
xi

j ∈ Crit(fLi) are critical points, any orbits γj ∈ O(HLj−1,Lj
p ), i = 1, . . . , dR +1 and any class

A ∈ π2(M, L⃗) satisfying
d

(x⃗i)i,(γj)j ,x+

A + 1 ≤ 1
then the moduli space

Md+1,2
(
x⃗0, γ1, x⃗2, . . . , γdR+1, x⃗dR+1;x+;A;h

)
is a smooth manifold of dimension d

(x⃗i)i,(γj)j ,x+

A + 1

The proof is a combinations of the arguments contained in [Syl19] with those sketched for the proof
of Proposition 2.10 (cfr. Proposition 4.7 in [She11]).

Remark 4.18. Let h ∈ Ep,q
reg and assume L⃗ is made of d + 1 identical Lagrangians, i.e. L⃗F = (L),

and pick x⃗, x+ and A ∈ π2(M,L) as above such that dx⃗,x+

A + 1 = 0. Then by a simple dimension
argument all the moduli spaces Md+1,2(x⃗, x+;A;h) are empty except if d = 1, x = x+ and A = 0,
in which case M2,2(x+;x+) = M2(x+, x+) = {x+}, as hidden in the definition of interpolation data
there is the fact that we do not perturb Morse perturbation data. △

4.6. Definition of continuation functors. Fix regular perturbation data p, q ∈ E(f ,g)
reg sharing the

same Morse part and a regular interpolation datum h ∈ Ep,q
reg between them. By the results of Section

2 associated to p and q there are strictly unital A∞-categories Fuk(M ; p) and Fuk(M ; q) which have
the same set of objects. In this section we construct an A∞-functor

Fp,q : Fuk(M ; p) → Fuk(M ; q)
which will depend on the choice of h.
First, we declare Fp,q to be the identity on objects.
Let d ≥ 1 and L⃗ = (L0, . . . , Ld) be a tuple of Lagrangians in Lm,d(M,ω). We define

Fp,q
d : CF (L0, L1; p) ⊗ · · · ⊗ CF (Ld−1, Ld; p) → CF (L0, Ld; q)

as follows. First, we assume L0 ̸= Ld. Let x⃗i := (xi
1, . . . , x

i
mi−1), i = 0, . . . , dR, where xi

j ∈ Crit(fLi)
are critical points, γj ∈ O(HLj−1,Lj

p ), i = 1, . . . , dR are orbits. Then we define

Fp,q
d (x⃗0, γ1, x⃗1, . . . , γdR , x⃗dR) :=

∑
γ+,A

∑
u

T ω(u) · γ+

where the first sum runs over orbits γ+ ∈ O(HL0,Ld) and classes A ∈ π2(M, L⃗) such that

d
(x⃗i)i,(γj)j ,γ+

A + 1 = 0
and the second sum runs over stacked Floer clusters

(r, w, T, λ, u) ∈ Md+1,2
(
x⃗0, γ1, x⃗1, . . . , γdR , x⃗dR ; γ+;A;h

)
Assume now L0 = Ld. Let x⃗i := (xi

1, . . . , x
i
mi

) for i = 0, . . . , dR + 1, where xi
j ∈ Crit(fLi) are

critical points, orbits γj ∈ O(HLj−1,Lj ) for any i = 1, . . . , dR. Then we define

Fp,q
d (x⃗0, γ1, x⃗1, . . . , γdR , x⃗dR) :=

∑
x+,A

∑
u

T ω(u) · x+

where the first sum runs over critical points x+ ∈ Crit(fL0) and classes A ∈ π2(M, L⃗ such that

d
(x⃗i)i,(γj)j ,x+

A + 1 = 0
and the second sum runs over Floer clusters

(r, w, T, λ, u) ∈ Md+1,2
(
x⃗0, γ1, x⃗2, . . . , γdR+1, x⃗dR+1;x+;A;h

)
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Hidden in the next Proposition there is a compactness-type statement which follows from standard
Gromov-compactness arguments up to the case where two or more configurations break simultaneosly:
this case is a bit more delicate and is handled in [Lemma 3.28][Syl19].

Proposition 4.19. Let (f , g) as above and p, q ∈ E(f ,g)
reg . Then, for any h ∈ Ep,q

reg, Fp,q is a weakly-
filtered unital A∞-functor.

Unitality of Fp,q is obvious since by dimension arguments Fp,q
1 applied to a couple (L,L) of

identical Lagrangians in Lm,d(M,ω) is the identity. The fact that Fp,q is weakly-filtered comes from
energy-action identities involving curvature terms identical to those carried out in Section 2.6 and
uniform bounds can be found as in [BCS21]. The functor Fp,q will be called a continuation functor
between the Fukaya categories Fuk(M ; p) and Fuk(M ; q).

Since, as it is well-known, continuation maps (that is, linear parts of continuation functors)
induce isomorphisms in homology, we have the following result.

Proposition 4.20. Let (f , g) as above and p, q ∈ E(f ,g)
reg . Then, for any h ∈ Ep,q

reg, Fp,q is a quasi-
equivalence between Fuk(M ; p) and Fuk(M ; q). Moreover, Fp,q does not depend on h up to quasi
isomorphism of functors.

The last part of the proposition has been proved in [Syl19] by constructing ‘continuation homotopies’.
As we mentioned above, Proposition 4.20 can be generalized to continuation functors between any
two perturbation data, not only those sharing the same Morse part (see Proposition 2.15). Given the
above machinery, this is not hard to achieve, but goes beyond our aim to use continuation functors
to estimate ‘distances’ between filtered Fukaya categories.

4.7. (ε1, ε2)-Continuation functors and filtrations. Consider two positive real number ε1, ε2 > 0
and δ1, δ2 ∈

(
1
2 , 1

)
and two perturbation data p ∈ Eε1,δ1 and q ∈ Eε2,δ2 . Recall that by the main

result of this paper, Theorem 3.1, the Fukaya categories Fuk(M ; p) and Fuk(M ; q) are strictly
unital and filtered. Note that an arbitrary continuation functor defined via an element of Ep,q

might shift filtration in a way that is not controlled by the parameters ε1, ε2, δ1 and δ2. In this
section, we will construct a subclass Ep,q;f ⊂ Ep,q of so called (ε1, ε2)-interpolation data such that
the associated continuation functors are still weakly-filtered, but with discrepancies controlled by the
above parameters. Moreover, we describe choices of parameters such that the associated continuation
functors are genuinely filtered. The construction of (ε1, ε2)-interpolation data is almost identical to
the construction of ε-perturbation data, as all the Hamiltonian perturbation will still lie on strip-like
ends as in Section 3, hence we will only explicitly define (ε1, ε2)-interpolation data for cyclically
different tuples of Lagrangians of length 2 and 3, as the general case follows by obvious modifications
and gluing. Let L⃗ = (L0, L1) be a couple of different Lagrangians on Lm,d(M,ω) and consider the
strip S2,2 over R2,2(L⃗) coming with strip-like ends ϵ1, ϵ2. A choice of (ε1, ε2)-interpolation datum
between p and q for L⃗ on the strip is a choice of interpolation datum (K, J) as defined in Section 4.4
but subject to the following restrictions:

(1) K vanishes away from the strip-like ends;
(2) On the negative strip-like end we have

K = HLi−1,Li(s, t)dt
where

HLi−1,Li : (−∞, 0) × [0, 1] ×M → R
is of the form

HLi−1,Li(s, t) = (1 − βLi−1,Li(s+ 1))HLi−1,Li
p (t)

for some βLi−1,Li ∈ F (see page 30 for the definition of the family F);
(3) On the positive strip-like end we have

K = HL0,L2(s, t)dt
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where
HL0,L2 : [0,∞) × [0, 1] ×M → R

is of the form
HL0,L2(s, t) = βL0,L2(s)HL0,L2

q (t)
for some βL0,L2 ∈ F .

Let now L⃗ := (L0, L1, L2) be a tuple of cyclically different monotone Lagrangians in Lm,d(M,ω).
Notice that R3,2

C (L⃗) = {pt} × (0,∞). A choice of (ε1, ε2)-interpolation datum between p and q for L⃗
over (pt, w) ∈ R3,2

C (L⃗) is a choice of interpolation datum (Kpt,w, Jpt,w) as defined in Section 4.4 but
subject to the following restrictions:

(1) Kpt,w vanishes away from the strip-like ends;
(2) On the ith (i ∈ {1, 2}) strip-like end we have

Kpt,w = H
Li−1,Li
pt,w (s, t)dt

where
H

Li−1,Li
pt,w : (−∞, 0) × [0, 1] ×M → R

is of the form
H

Li−1,Li
pt,w (s, t) = (1 − β

Li−1,Li
pt,w (s+ 1))HLi−1,Li

p (t)

for some βLi−1,Li
pt,w ∈ F ;

(3) On the unique positive strip-like end we have

Kpt,w = HL0,L2
pt,w (s, t)dt

where
HL0,L2

pt,w : [0,∞) × [0, 1] ×M → R
is of the form

HL0,L2
pt,w (s, t) = βL0,L2

pt,w (s)HL0,L2
q (t)

for some βL0,L2
pt,w ∈ F .

(ε1, ε2)-interpolation data for longer tuples of Lagrangians are constructed by gluing interpolation
data for tuples L⃗ with reduced tuple of length 2 and 3. Assuming transversality, it follows by the
construction of continuation functors that the dth term of a continuation functor defined via an
interpolation datum with parameters ε1, ε2, δ1 and δ2 shifts filtration by at most13

(d− 1)ε2(1 − 2δ2) + d(ε2 − δ1ε1)

since the least filtration preserving configurations are those endowed with interpolation data lying
near the boundary part of ∂Rd+1,2(L⃗) corresponding to

Rd+1
C (L⃗) ×

d∏
i=1

R2,2(Li−1, Li).

Similarly to the case of ε-perturbation data in Section 3.2, we define regular (ε1, ε2)-interpolation
data as follows:

Definition 4.21. We define Ep,q;f
reg ⊂ Ep,q

reg to be the space of regular interpolation data h such that the
Floer parts of h is obtained via a deformation of the Floer parts of some (ε1, ε2)-interpolation datum
h′ ∈ Ep,q;f in the sense of [Sei08, Chapter 9k] (that is, by deformation with support on the thich
parts of the polygons, to keep consistency) and such that the associated (well-defined) continuation
functor Fp,q

h shifts filtration by ≤ ε2 − δ1ε1 in the sense introduced at the end of Section 1.1.

13In the case Ld ̸= L0, while in the case L0 = Ld we can refine the estimate to (d − 3)
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We show that Ep,q;f
reg is non-empty. Pick an interpolation datum h ∈ Ep,q;f . It is well-known that

there is no need to perturb the induced interpolation data on strips in order to get regularity for
d = 1. Let d ≥ 2, L⃗ = (L0, . . . , Ld) be a tuple of Lagrangians in Lm,d(M,ω) and

(
KL⃗, J L⃗

)
the Floer

part of p restricted to Rd+1,2
C (L⃗). As a generic deformation (∆KL⃗,∆J L⃗) (vanishing on thin parts)

turns
(
KL⃗, J L⃗

)
into a regular perturbation datum (KL⃗ + ∆KL⃗, J L⃗ exp(−J L⃗∆J L⃗)) we can choose a

generic Hamiltonian deformation ∆KL⃗ such that the associated function

(r, w, T, λ) ∈ Rd+1,2
C (L⃗) 7−→

∑
v∈Tred

ˆ
Sr,w,T,λ(v)

max
x∈M

R∆KL⃗

r,w,T,λ(v)

is bounded above by the positive number
(d− 1)ε(2δ2 − 1).

It follows that for any h ∈ Ep,q;f
reg and any d ≥ 1 the dth term (Fp,q

h )d shifts filtration by ≤ d(ε2 −δ1ε1),
that is, Fp,q

h shifts filtration by ≤ ε2 − δ1ε1.
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