arXiv:2306.13600v1 [math.SG] 23 Jun 2023

FILTERED FUKAYA CATEGORIES

GIOVANNI AMBROSIONI

ABSTRACT. We upgrade the natural weakly-filtered structure of Fukaya categories discussed in | ]
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
Aso-functors following | ] 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 | |, due to the presence of domain dependent
Hamiltonian perturbations in the definition of the A.-maps. On the other hand, in | |, 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 | ].

Main results. Let (M,w) 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, x = 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 | | as the standard
model for the Fukaya category of M (see also e.g. | : : | for this model adapted
to the monotone setting). In this standard model, morphisms sets are Floer complexes C'F(L, L’)
where L, L' € £*(M) and the A.,-maps

Ha - CF(L(), Ll) X ® CF(Ldfl, Ld) — CF(LU, Ld)

are defined for any d > 1 and any tuple (L, ..., Ly) of Lagrangians in £*(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=%(L, L') for any o € R such that

CF=*(L,L') c CF=P(L, L) for any o < 3.
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It is well-known that p; preserves the above defined filtration, while in general higher order maps do
not, and representatives of the units lie at positive filtration levels (cfr. | ]). 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. Let ¢ > 0. There is a class Ey,, of perturbation data, which depends on €, such
that associated to any p € Ey,, there is a strictly unital filtered A-category Fuk(M;p), whose

set of objects is L*(M) and which is quasi-equivalent to the standard Fukaya category.

3

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 class E¢ of perturbation data. The construction of such classes is very
simple and we sketch it here. The idea is to pick ‘flat enough’ Hamiltonian Floer data for any
couple of Lagrangians in £*(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 classes E° of so-called e-perturbation data is given in Section
3. However, even when working with perturbation data from some family E¢, 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 | ; ]), instead of Floer ones, and by considering ‘clusters’ of
pearly-Morse trees and Floer polygons. This model was outlined in | | in the exact case; we
work out more details of this model in Section 2.

After developing the machinery of e-perturbation data and the associated filtered Fukaya categories
we introduce continuation A.-functors, an A..-extension of continuation chain maps, in Appendix
A following | ]. The main result from Appendix A may be roughly stated as follows.

Theorem B. Let 1,60 >0, p € ESL and q € E2. There is a unital A -quasi equivalence

reg reg*
FP4: Fuk(M;p) — Fuk(M;q)

canonical up to quasi-isomorphism of As-functors which shifts filtration by < ey — 5.

The construction of the classes Efég?f is based on the same principles as the construction of the classes
E*.

Relation to previous work. The weakly-filtered structure of Fukaya categories in the closed mono-
tone case has been discussed in | ], 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 has
been discussed in | ] in the case of a single Lagrangian, in | | in the case of a finite fam-
ily of transversely intersecting exact Lagrangians, and in | | in the exact case. The difference
between our cluster model and that contained in | |, which was not motivated by the study of
filtrations on Fukaya categories, is that we work in the monotone case and do not pick Hamiltonian
perturbations for smooth discs, as those would interfere with the filtered structure. Our approach
generalizes the methods in | | by introducing e-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
e > 0). In many applications it is an interesting question to investigate the behaviour of invariants
constructed via the filtered structure when ¢ — 0. In Appendix A we define continuation functors
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between Fukaya categories adapting previous work of Sylvan [SyvI19] 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 e-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 Appendix A we develop the machinery of
continuation functors between filtered Fukaya categories, building on [SyI19].

Acknowledgments. [ 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.
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1. PRELIMINARIES

1.1. Filtered A, -categories. In this section we recall the basics about weakly-filtered A..-categories
and weakly-filtered A -functors as introduced in | ]-

Let (C,d) be a chain complex. A filtration on (C,d) is a choice of subspaces C=* C C for any
a € R such that C=* C C=F for any a < f and d(C=*) C C= for any a € R. We refer to the
second property by saying that the differential d preserves filtration. 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 ¢ : (C,d) — (C,d) between them and a non-negative real number r > 0. We say that
o shifts filtration by < r if o(C<*) c C*"" for any a € R. If ¢ shifts filtration by < 0 we say that
it is a filtered chain map.

Consider now a homologically unital A.-category (A, = (fa)a>1). We will use homological
notation as in | |. Given objects X,Y € Ob(A) we write A(X,Y) := homy(X,Y) for the
morphism space between X and Y. We recall that for any d > 1 the map uq4 is, for any tuple
Xo, ..., X4 of objects of A, a linear map

pa: A(Xo) @ -+ @ A(X g1, Xa) = A(Xo, Xa)

satisfying the A,.-equations

plop+ > piidep @id)= > wH6d e pt @id) (1.1)
i+j=d—1 i+j+k=d+1
4,720 1,720, k>1

Let u* > 0 be a non-negative real number and e = (¢4')452 be a sequence of non-negative real
numbers. A weakly filtered structure on (A, u) with discrepancy (e, u?) is a choice of filtration on

the chain complexes (A(X,Y), u') for any two objects X,Y € Ob(A) such that:

(1) for any d > 2, any tuple (X, ..., Xy) of objects of A and any real numbers aq,...,a4 € R
we have
d . N
e <® Ase (Xz‘lei)> C ASZm 4R (X, X,)
i=1
(2) for any object X € Ob(A) there exists a representative ey € A(X, X) of the unit of X such
that
ex € AS(X, X)
An A,-category endowed with a weakly-filtered structure will be called a weakly-filtered A..-
category. A weakly-filtered category (A, p1q) is said to be filtered if we can take u* = 0 and ¢ = 0
for any d > 2.

Let (A, p) and (B, u5) be filtered A,.-categories, F : A — B be an A -functor between them
and € := (&7 );>1 be a sequence of non-negative real numbers. We say that F is a weakly-filtered
A-functor with discrepancy €” if for any d > 1, any tuple (Xj,..., Xy) of objects of A and any
real numbers oy, ...,ay € R we have

d ) .
Fa <® Agai(XilyXi)> C Bgzizl aiteg (].‘(XO)’}‘(Xd))
=1

A weakly-filtered functor F is said to be filtered if we can take ¢/ = 0 for any d > 1. F is said to
shift filtration by p > 0 if we can take ] = dp for any d > 1. In | |, such functors are called
‘with energy loss p’.

1.2. Monotone Lagrangians. Let (M, w) 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

w:mo(M, L) — Z.
We say that L is monotone if there is a positive constant 7 > 0 such that

w = TH,
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where we see w as a map on mo(M, L), and if N; > 2 where N, generates the image of p in Z. We
refer to 7 as the monotonicity constant of L.
We will denote the standard Novikov field over Z5 as

A= {Z CL]CYW\’C Doag € Zg, M ER kh—>nz;lo)\k = OO}

k=0

and by Ag the positive Novikov field over Z,, that is

. Ak . ; _
Ay = {kz:‘;akT Dag € Lo, A\ >0, I}LrgoAk = oo}
Let L be a monotone Lagrangian and assume in addition that it is closed. Then for a generic choice
of J the count of J-holomorphic discs with Maslov index equal to 2 passing through a generic point
p € L weighted by symplectic area is well-defined, and independent from J and the point p € L, and
we denote it by dj, € Ag (see | ]). Let d € Ag, then we define £L™9(M,w), where the m stands
for monotone, as the set of closed, connected and monotone Lagrangians L of M with d; = d. Note
that if d # 0 all Lagrangians in £™9(M,w) share the same monotonicity constant.

1.3. Tuples of Lagrangians. We introduce the following notations. Let d > 1 and pick a tuple
(Lo, ..., Ly) of Lagranians in M. We say that it is made of cyclically different Lagrangians (or,
simply, is a cyclically different tuple) if L; # L;,; for each i € {0,...,d}', while we say that the tuple

(Lo, ..., Lg) is made of almost cyclically different Lagrangians (or, simply, is an almost cyclically
different tuple) if L; # L;y; for any ¢ € {0,...,d — 1} but Ly = Lg. Assume that (Lg,..., L) is
not cyclically different: each time there are consecutive indices 7,7 + 1,...,7 + k indexing the same

Lagrangian, we subtract k from all the indices bigger than ¢ + k& + 1 and write the new tuple as
Lo,...,Li_1,(Li,k), Liy1, ..., La_y, with Ly_1 # L; # L;y1 (we always work modulo d+1); we repeat
this process until we get a tuple
((Lo, mg), ey (LdR, de))

of cyclically different Lagrangians with multiplicities m; > 1, which we will call the reduced tuple of
(Lo, ..., Lq). Notice that the number mg > 1 can be split as a sum mgy = mf + m§ where m$ > 1 is
the number of subsequent Lagrangians equal to Ly at the beginning of the tuple (Lo, ..., L), while
mg > 0 is the number of subsequent Lagrangians equal to Ly at the end of the tuple. For notational
convenience we will write mg := mj, m; := m; for i = 1,...,d® and mgry7 := m§. In the following
we will often omit multiplicities from the notation of the redilced tuple. We will often write a tuple
by L and its reduced tuple by Ly.q. We also define the tuple LF = (L¥, .. LY ) as follows: L := Ly
while L} := L,,, where

m:=min{l € {k,...,d" =1} : L;#LY Vje{0,....k—1}}
until there is no Lagrangian left to index. We call LF the fundamental tuple of L. Of course it holds
that d" < d® < d. In words, given a tuple L, the reduced tuple L,.q is the tuple obtained by merging

pairs of equal subsequent Lagrangians in E, while the fundamental tuple LF is obtained by keeping
geometrically different Lagrangians only (for an example see Figure 1.5).

Consider a tuple L= (Lo, ..., Ly) of Lagrangians in M. We will write

d
7T2(M, [_:) =Ty (M, U L7,>
i=0
Notice that for any subtuple (Lo, ..., L) of L of any length we have a map
k
T (M, U L~1> — 7T2(M, E)
i=0

Here and in the following definitions like these have to be taken modulo d. In this case this means Ly # Lgy1 = Lo.
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induced by the inclusion UL; — UL;. In the rest of the paper, we will see each possible o (M, UI:Z-)
as a subset of my(M, L) and omit the inclusions above.

1.4. Trees. Let d > 2. We define, as in | |, a d-leafed tree to be a properly embedded planar
tree T' C R? with d+ 1 semi-infinite edges, which we call exterior edges, one of which is distinguished
and called the root of T, denoted e, while the others are numbered clockwise starting from the root
and denoted
€0(T) = eéer, 61(T), Ce ,€d(T)
For us, all leafed trees are oriented from the non-root leaves to the root. Note that, as in | | but
contrary to most of the literature, we do not consider leaves to be vertices. For d = 1, a leafed tree is
just an infinite edge, oriented from leaf to root. Notice that a d-leafed tree cuts R? 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 eg(T), ..., eq(T).
Given a d-leafed tree T' we denote by V' (T') the set of its vertices, by E(T) the set of its edges and by
E™(T) C E(T) the subset of edges which are not exterior, and which we call interior. The unique
vertex attached to the root will be called the root vertex and denoted by vy. 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|; for the
number of interior edges attached to v and |v|. := |v| — |v]; for the number of exterior edges attached
to v. We denote by V*(T) C V(T) the subset of vertices of T having valency i. A tree T is called
stable if the minimal valency of a vertex of 7" is 3, and it is called binary if each vertex has valency
equal to 3. Notice that a vertex v € V(T') touches |v| connected components of R? — 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
eo(v), ..., ep-1(v)
A flag of T is a couple (v,e) € V(T) x E(T) such that e is attached to v. Given a vertex v € V(T')
we denote by fo(v) € E(T) the unique edge that exits from v, and by fi(v),..., fly-1(v) € E(T) the
remaining edges attached to v, ordered in clockwise order starting from fy(v). Conversely, given an
edge e € E(T') we define t(e) € V(T) as the start-vertex of e (following the above defined orientation)
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 T the space of stable d-leafed trees, where two trees are identified if there
exists an isomorphism of planar trees between them. We denote by T4 € 7% the subset of binary
d-leafed trees. We denote by F(T') the set of flags of T and by F™(T') C F(T) the subset of flags
made of interior edges.
Let T be a d-leafed tree. A metric on 7 is a map A : E(T") — [0, oo such that

Mei(T)) = oo for any i = 0,...,d and \(e) < oo for any e € E™(T)

We call a couple (T, A) a metric tree and we denote by A(7) the space of metrics of T'. We also define
the space A(T") of maps A : E(T') — [0, co] such that

Ae;(T)) = oo forany i =0,...,d

Let k € Z, then we define \*(T') C A(T) to be the space of metrics with k interior edges of infinite
length. Note that if 7€ T then \*(T) = 0 for any k > d — 1.

If 7" C T is a subtree of T and A € A(T') is a metric on T, then A induces a metric on 7", which we
still denote by A, and call (77, X\) a metric subtree of (7', \), even if 7" itself is not leafed or unstable.

We denote by A(7”) the space of metrics on 7" in the sense above, and by A(T”) the obvious analogous
of \(T).

1.5. Trees with Lagrangian labels. Let L= (Lo, ..., Lg) be a tuple of lagrangian submanifolds
in £™4(M,w). Given a d-leafed tree T, the assignement L; — ¢;(T"), where ¢;(T') is seen as the ith
connected component of R? — 7' in the sense of Section 1.4, is called a labelling by L for T. We

denote by TdH(I_:) the space of stable d-leafed trees labelled by L. If LF = L, i.e L contains the
same Lagrangian d + 1 times, we simply write 7% (L) for T4 (L).
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Let T € T(L) be a labelled tree. Any vertex v € V(T') naturally inherits a labelling L, by the
conventions above. Any edge e € E(T') also inherits a labelling by a couple of Lagrangians in an
obvious way, and an edge e € E(T) is said to be unilabelled if it is labelled by a couple of equal
Lagrangians. Denote by Ey (1) C E(T) the set of unilabelled edges of T', by Er(T') := E(T)\ Ey(T)
the set of non-unilabelled sedges of T"and by E;(T') C E(T) the set of edges of T that are (uni)labelled
by LF for any i € {0,...,d"}. Set also EX(T) := Ey(T) N E™(T), EX* := Ep(T) N E™(T) and
EM(T) := E;(T) N E™(T) for any i € {0,...,d"}. We define T7"(L) to be the set of stable trees
labelled by L with only unilabelled interior edges, i.e. E2(T) = E™(T). A metric A € \(T) is said
to be unilabelled if A\(e) = 0 for any non-unilabelled interior edge e € E™(T). We denote by Ay (T)
the space of unilabelled metrics on T', and we denote by Ay (T) its closure in A(T'). Note that if
T € TFY(L) then Ay (T) = MT). We set A (T) := Ay (T) N A (T).

Given a labelled tree T € Td“(E) we define T,.q to be T with unilabelled edges removed. T,cq
may not be connected and its connected components may be unstable leafed trees. Notice that if T’
lies in TUd“(Ij), then T,.q 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

60(7—‘red>a <., EgR (Tred)
of the leaves of (the subtrees of) Tieq, even if the latter is not connected. Assume now that T' €
T (L) then the connected components (i.e. the vertices) of Tieq induce a splitting

{0,....d"}= U A,

UEV(Tred)

where i € A, if and only if L; € [ZJ Note that the above union is not disjoint in general.
We have the following decomposition of 7"\ T eq indexed by the fundamental tuple of L:
dF
T \ Tiea = U YEF
i=0
where for any j € {0,...,d"}, T/ is the union of all the subtrees of T"\ Tiq With edges unilabelles

by Lf . We call the decomposition

dF

T=TuTf

i=0
the fundamental decomposition of the labelled tree T. We define T,; as the union of the trees TjF
from the fundamental decomposition of T'. Altough T,,; is not a leafed tree in general, the planar
structure of T" induces the following ordering of edges of T,,,; which are exterior edges of T": we denote
by €}(Tuni) as the jth edge (in clockwise order) of the subtree with label L;, that is

€ (Tuni) == et s (1)

In Figure 1.5 we sketched an example of a labelled tree and of its reduced tree (cfr. Figure ?7).

We define A**1(L) as the space of metric trees (T, ), where T' € T4 (L) and A € A(T), uo
to the relation that identifies identical metric trees, i.e. (71, A1) ~ (Ts, o) if and only if there is a
planar isomorphism

e:Ti\{e€ E(T1): M(e) =0} = To\{e€ E(T3) : X(e) =0}

such that A>(p(e)) = Ai(e) for any remaining edge. We will often write elements of A (L) simply

as (T, ). Note that At!(T) has an obvious conformal structure. We define A& (L) € A+Y(L) as
the subspace containing metric trees which can be represented by a tuple (7', \) with A € A\y(T'), or

equivalently T" € 7}}”1([_;). Notice that the space /\?]H(I_;) may of course have boundary, depending
on the nature of the tuple L.
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e1(T) = e1(Tuni)

LO €2 (T) = €0 (Tred)
Lo Lo
€o (T) €3 (T) = €1 (Tred)
L3
L €4 (T) = €2 (Tred)
2
LO €5 (T) = €3 (Tred)
Ly

e6(T) = ea(Trea)

FIGURE 1.1. Anelement T € T7(I_:) for L = (Lo, Lo, Lo, L3, Lo, L1, Ly). We colored in
orange the components of Tj.q. Note that in this case Lyeq = ((Lo,2+1), Lo, L3, Lo, L1)
and L = (Lo, LQ, Lg, Ll)

We introduce system of ends (originally introduced in a different form in [ ). Let T €
T4L(L) and consider a metric A € Ay (T). A system of ends for (T, )\) is a map

ST E(T) — [0, OO)
such that sr)(e) < % if A(e) > 0 and sz, = 0 otherwise. A system of ends for 7" is a map
ST : E(T) X )\U(T) — R

such that sy, := sr()\) is a system of ends for (7,) and sr(e) : A(T) — R is smooth for any
e € Ey(T). A universal choice of system of ends for L is a choice of a smooth map?

s ML) — R4?

such that sr := s(T, ) is a system of ends for any (7, ) € A\

Let T € ’Td“([j). Recall that we defined the space W by allowing metrics to take infinite
value also away from exterior edges. We will see an interior edge of T" with infinite length as a
‘breaking’ of T" into two leafed trees as we explain in the followings. First, let L, and Ly be tuples of
Lagrangians of length d; + 1 and dy + 1 respectively and pick T} € leH(fl) and Ty € 'Td2+1([72).
Assume first that m&(Ly) = 0 and that there is i € {1,...,dy} such that

Ly=L7?and L, = L},

2Here the map s is well-defined if we think of any element of )\dU+1 as represented by a tree with d — 2 internal edges,
which is possible by definition.
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then we define T1#;T5 as the tree obtained by gluing the root ey(77) of T to the ith exterior edge
¢;(Ty) of Ty. Assume now that m§(L) > 0, that is in particular L} = L} , and assume there is
i €{1,...,ds} such that

Ly=Li = Li,, = Ly,
then we define T} #,T5 as the tree obtained by gluing the root ey(77) of T3 to the ith exterior edge
ei(Ty) of Ty. Note that in both cases we have T1#,T5 € Tdﬁdﬁl([jl#iljg), where

Lyl o= (L3, L3 LY., Ly 4, L3, ... L3)

Moreover, we can see T3 \ eg(T1) and T3 \ €;(T,) as subsets of T1#;T5 in an obvious way; the new
edge resulting from gluing will be denote by e, € E(T1#;15).

Let now A; € A(T1) and Ay € A(T») and consider p € [—1,0). Suppose that L; and L, satisfy
one of the compatibility conditions in the definition of gluing of labelled trees above. Then we can
define a metric Y1022 (p A\, Ny) € MN(T1#:T) via

Y (o, AL A2 I mveo(r) = Aty YT (0, AL A2) [ mesmy) i= A2 and v (p, A, Ag)(eg) i= — In(—p)
This way we defined for any admissible 7 € {0,...,ds} a map

FTUT2 L [21,0) X A(Ty) X M(Tz) — MTi#:T)
Note that such maps extend to maps

YTV [=1,0] X A(Th) x M(Tz) = MTh#:T)

by declaring 1122, \ (1) xa(1) to be the trivial gluing. This explains what we meant above by
seeing interior edges of infinite length as ‘broken edges’.

Let now L be a tuple of Lagrangians of length d + 1. By considering all the decompositions of all
trees T' € ’Td“(fJ) into two and more leafed trees and by packing all the maps of the form 7172 ag

=

above we get boundary charts for A+1(L) by looking at ‘small enough neighbourhoods of the trivial
gluing’, similarly to what is done for moduli spaces of punctured discs in | ]. We skip the details
of this construction. As it will be apparent from the constructions in Section 2 we are particularly

interested in A%T(L), that is the closure of A& (L) in A4+ (L), which inherits conformal structure
and boundary charts from A1 (L).

We can now introduce the notion of consistency for system of ends: a system of ends s on L is

said to be consistent if it extends smoothly to a map s on )\?]H([j). 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 | ].

Lemma 1.1. Consistent choices of system of ends exist.
Proof. An example is constructed in | , Section 1.3]. O

Lastly, Given a metric labelled tree T € T (L) and a metric A € A(T) on it, we will identify
edges with intervals according to the metric and the orientation described above, that is:

e The non-root leaves will be identified with (—oo, 0], while the root with [0, c0);

e interior edges e € E™(T') with \(e) < oo will be identified with [0, A(e)];

e interior edges e € E™(T) with A(e) = oo will be identified with the disjoint union [0, cc) LI

(—00,0].

Given e € E(T') we will often write the point ¢ in the interval representation of e as e(t) for notational
convenience. Given a system of ends s on L, we will abuse notation and often identiy sr(e) € R as

an interval in the following way: sp(e) = [% — sp(e), )‘(26) + sr(e) C e if e has finite length, and

sr(e) = [sr(e),00) C e resp. (—o0, —sr(e)] C e otherwise.
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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 | ; |. The idea of using such a model to construct filtered Fukaya
categories already appeared in | ]. We fix once and for all a closed and connected symplectic
manifold (M,w). Recall that given d € Ag the class £™9(M,w) consists of closed, connected and
monotone Lagrangians L C M with dj := d.

2.1. Source spaces: moduli spaces of clusters. Let d > 2. We recall the definition of moduli
spaces of (configurations of) discs with d boundary marked points R+,

Weset D:={z€C : |z| <1} and 0D :={2€ C : |z| =1}. We define
confy1(0D) C (OD)*H!

as the space of ordered tuples of d 4+ 1 distinct points on dD. An element of confy,1(0D) will be
usually denoted as (2o, ..., zq). We then define

RATL . confq1(0D)
' Aut(D)

which is a smooth manifold of dimension d — 2, and admits a compactification into a manifold with
corners R! which realizes Stasheff’s associahedron.

Let [ = (Lg,...,Lg) be a tuple of Lagrangians in £™4(M,w). We denote by Rd“(E) the
space of discs 7 € R4 equipped with the Lagrangian label E, i.e. forany i =0,...,d we view the
boundary arc of r between z; and z;.1 as labelled by L;. The difference between Rdﬂ(i) and R4 is
hence purely formal, but the a-priori specification of Lagrangian labels will be of help when defining
moduli spaces of clusters. Let r € Rd“([_:): the marked point z; will be called of type L if L; 1 # L;,
and of type II otherwise.

Over R (L) we have a bundle

7Td+1<l_—;) :SdJrl(E) . 'R,(Hl(l_j)

where the fiber S, = (7Td+1(E))_1 (r) over r € R4(L) is a (equivalence class of) punctured disc
representing the configuration r, with punctures at points of type I and smooth marked points at
points of type IT (see [ ] for the formal definition of disc with punctures). We call the family
(w¥1(L)) oz over all tuples of Lagrangians in £™9(M,w) of any length a universal family of discs.

In the following we will describe a partial compactification for Wd+1(E), which requires the notion
of strip-like ends. We briefly recall what are strip-like ends from | |. Let S be a punctured disc
and let z be either a point on 95 or a puncture (viewed in the compactidfication of S). A positive
strip-like end for S at z is a proper holomorphic embedding € : [0,00) x [0,1] — S such that
e 10S) =[0,00) x {0,1} and

lim e(s, ) =z

§—00

A negative strip-like end is a strip-like end modeled on (—co, 0]. A choice of strip-like ends for 74+1(L)
consists of proper embeddings ey : R (L) x [0, 00) x [0,1] = S“1(L) and ¢; : R4(L) x (=00, 0] X
0,1] = S¥Y(L) for i € {1,...,d} that restrict to strip-like ends on fibers at the associated z(r)
such that the images are pairwise disjoint. Given a choice (e, .. ., €q) of strip-like ends on 74+1(L) we
denote by (€1, ..., €:r) the set of negative strip-like ends at the points z; of type I (i.e. at punctures).
We will often omit strip-like ends from the notation and identify half-strips as subsets of discs.
Moreover, for any ¢ > 0 we will write |s| > ¢ for the subset [c, 00] x [0, 1] resp. (—o0, —c| x [0, 1].
There is a notion of consistency for a universal choice of strip-like ends on the universal family
(wd+1(ﬁ) which requires strip-like ends to be compatible with breaking and gluing of discs (see
[ , Section 9g]). We do not recall here the definition but require any of our choices of strip-like
ends to be consistent.
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Let T € T(L) be a stable d-leafed tree labeled by L. A T-disc configuration is a tuple

((T’U)’UEV(T)7 <2h(e)7 Zt(e))eéE““(T))
where 7, € R|”|(I:;,) and zp() (resp. zye)) is a distinguished point in the tuple 7y (resp. ry)). We

denote R the space of T-disc configurations and we set
RHUL) = |J RT
TeT4(L)

The following result is Lemma 9.2 in | ].

Lemma 2.1. The space R41(L ) admits the structure of a smooth manifold with corners. Moreover,
it realizes Stasheff’s (d — 2)-associahedron.

The partial compatictification of 7%+ is

T+ (L ) SHI(L ) Rd+1(E)

where fibers are disjoint unions of nodal discs representing elements of the base.

We mimic an idea contained in | | in order to construct moduli spaces of cluster of punc-
tured discs 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 R%1(L). Recall from Section 1.5 that
Mr(T) ={A € XT) : M) =0 for any unilabelled e € E™(T)}
and that 7E§1+1(E) is the set of labelled trees with no non unilabelled interior vertices. We define

RENWL) = | RTxXT)
TeTF (D)
Notice that RE (L) is the interior of
|_| RT X )\U(T)
TeT4H1(L)
We also define
RENLD) = || RTxA(T)
TeT4(L)
We define the bundle of clusters discs labelled by L
& (L) s SENL) —» REN(L)

where the fiber S,z := (& (L)) " (r, T, \) over an element (r,T,)\) € RE(L) is obtained by
modifying S, € Sd“(ﬁ) in the following way: any nodal point of .S, is replaced by a line segment
of length A(e) oriented as e, while at any marked point (of type II) we attach a semi-infinite line
segment (—oo, 0] or [0, 00) depending on weather the marked point is an entry or an exit.

To describe partial compactifications of the universal families 7T‘é+1([_:), we introduce strip-like

ends for clusters and then define gluing. Let d > 2 and L= (Lo, - .., Lg) be a tuple of Lagrangians in
Lm4(M,w). A choice of strip-like ends on 7% (L) is a choice of strlp like ends on each 7l"+1(L,) for
any T' € T (L) and any v € V(T)), which is smooth in the following sense: if (r, T, \) € RE (L)
is a configurations such that there is an interior edge e € E™(T') of T such that A(e) = 0, then both
marked points zne) € Srra(h(e)) and zy ) € Srra(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 7rd+1(f/) for any tuple
of Lagrangians in £™9(M,w) of any finite length d + 1. We will always assume that our universal
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choices of strip-like ends for clusters are consistent, that is, vertex-wise consistent.

We can now adapt the gluing procedure for punctured discs described in | , Section (9e)] to
the case of clusters of discs. The aim of the following is not really to precisely describe gluing, but
more to set the necessary notation for what’s to come.

Let dy,ds; > 2 and consider two tuples

LV=(L},...,L})and Ly = (L2,..., L§2)
of Lagrangians in £™9(M, w), whose reduced tuples we denote by L!,.q and L2 red. Consider
(Tl,Tl, >\1) S Rd1+1(L1) and (7”2, TQ, )\2) S Rd2+1<L2)
and let p € [—1,0).
First, we assume mg(L!) = 0, that is L} # LZ. Assume that there is i € {1,...,d>} such that
Ly=L}and L) = L7,
and denote by j € {1,...,d,} the index such that L? = LJZ. The gluing of (1, T1, A1) with (72, T, o)
at ¢ with length p is defined as the tuple
(7"7 Tt To, v =1, A, Az))
where 470714 is defined in Section 1.5 and r is defined as the configuration representing the cluster
whose disc at the vertex of Ty#; Ty where gluing of trees happened? is obtained by gluing the exit of
Sy (v1), where vy € V((T})req) is the only vertex such that 0,d" € A,,, to the ith entry of the
disc Sy, 1505, Where vg € V((Ty)req) is the only vertex such that j,j + 1 € A,,, with gluing length p
(see [ ]), while it agrees with r; on the rest of the Tj-part of T1#;T> and with r5 on the rest of
the Ts-part of T1#;T5.
Assume now m§(L') > 0, that is Lj = L} . Assume there is ¢ € {1,...,d>} such that
L;=Ly=1Ly =L},
and denote by j € {1,...,d}} the index such that L? = L2. The gluing of (ry, Ty, \r) with (ra, 75, A2)
at ¢ with length p is deﬁned as the tuple
(r, Tt o, /"1 (= In(=p), M, Do) )

where r agrees with r; on T3 \ eg(T1) C T1#T> and agrees with ro on Ty \ eg(T2) C T1#T>. Note
that in both cases, (r, Ty # Ty, Y0710, A1, Ag)) lies in RE T2 (L1#,12), so that we defined maps

—

yENE2 L [21.0) x REFH(LL) x REFL(L2) — RET2(L14,L2)

for any tuples of Lagrangians as above and any admissible index . It is easy to see that those maps
extend to maps

yENL2i : [1,0] x RATYLY) x REFL(L2) — RETE (L4, [?)
by trivial gluing.
Let now L := (Lg,...,Lg) be a tuple of Lagrangians in £™4(M,w), and pick T € T4 (L) and
ke {0,...,d—2}. We define a gluing map
ATk =1, 0)/ FF DR 5 RT 5 XE(T) — REN(L)
where Fif*(T) is the set of non-unilabelled edges of T" and A§,(T') is the set of unilabelled metrics
on T such that exactly k interior edges have infinite length (see Section 1.5), by composmg various

maps of the form 7L Lo for k — 1 admissible tuples of Lagrangian decomposmg L. For instance,
if T e Td+1( ) is unilabelled, then there are tuples L, of length di + 1, and Ly, of length dy + 1,
of Lagrangians in £™9(M,w) such that d; + dy = d + 2 and an index i € {0,...,dy} such that

3The gluing in question produced an edge of vanishing length, i.e. it identified a vertex of T} with a vertex of Tb.
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7T,1 _ ,YLB,LZ,z‘.
Note that the maps 77** 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

ATE : [1,0)PE O 5 RT 5 \E(T) — REY(L)

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

(d + 1)-tuple L of Lagrangians in £™4(M,w) there are maps yL'%# whose restriction to small
enough neighbourhood of the trivial gluing in the domain define boundary charts for R%H(L).

Lemma 2.2. The space Rdoﬂ(f/) admits the structure of a smooth manifold of dimension d — 2.

Moreover, REY(L) admits the structure of a smooth manifold with corners which realizes Stashef}’s
associahedron.

Notice that the fact that our moduli spaces realize the associahedra comes for free from the fact
that we just added some collar neighbourhoods to the compactified moduli spaces of punctured discs
with Lagrangian labels. We remark that for 7 € T4 (L) and k € {0,...,d — 2}, the subspace

RT x X¥(T) € REY(L) is a boundary component of codimension |Ex(T)| + k.
We now introduce the following piece of notation which will be useful later on. Given (r, T, \) €
RE(L) we define
0Sy 1A = OpSrrA U OnmSrra

where OrS, 1 is the union of the boundaries of the disc components of S, 7 x, while 03/, 7 is the
union of all the line components in S, 7 ,. Moreover, we denote by S,.7(v) the disc with punctures
and marked points corresponding to the vertex v € V(T'), define

STI,D’T)\ = |_| Sr,T,A(“)

veV(T)

and for any i € {0, ...,d"} we denote by 9;S,7.(v) to be the ith boundary component of S, (v),
that is the one corresponding to the boundary component e;(v) (see Section 1.4), and hence labelled
by L? (here we are again differentiating between L; and L, for i # j even if they agree as Lagrangians).

— —

A universal choice of strip-like ends for 74 (L) is the pullback from 7@+1(L) of the compactification
of a universal and consistent choice of strip-like ends on 7Td+1(E). Hence, consistency of strip-like
ends for clusters comes for free by definition. Given a choice of strip-like ends on S, 7 we number the
strip-like ends following the numbering of the exterior edges of Ti.q and denote them by ¢, ..., €4z
or €1, .. .., €sr depending on weather or not Treq has a root or not (i.e. weather Ly # Lg or Ly = Lg).

78+ (L) admits a partial compactification

et (L) : SEHL) — RE(L)

defined bt allowing line segments between discs to have infinite length. Those edges will be identified
with broken edges following the conventions defined in Section 1.4.

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 (sr)r (see page 8). Let (Lo, L)
be a couple of Lagrangians in £L™9(M,w). A Floer data for (Lo, L;) consists of:
o if Ly =L, = L: a triple (f£, g*, JX) where (f£, g%) is a Morse-Smale pair on L such that f~
has a unique maximum and J* is an w-compatible almost complex structure on M;
o if Ly # Ly: a couple (HEol1 Jlolv) where H : M x [0,1] — R is a time dependent Hamil-
tonian on M such that
P (L) Ly
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where o™ is the flow of the Hamiltonian vector field generated by HXX1 and .J is a [0, 1]-
family of w-compatible almost complex structures on M which equals J%° near 0 and J
near 1.

Given L € £L™4(M,w) we denote by Crit(f%) the (finite) set of critical points of a Morse function
fY: L —Ron L, and given x € Crit(f¥) we denote by |z| its Morse index. Given a couple (Lg, L)
of different Lagrangians in £™9(M,w) with a choice HLo:L1 of Hamiltonian Floer datum we denote
by O(H%o:L1) the (finite) set of orbits v : [0,1] — M of the Hamiltonian vector field of HLoL1 such
that

’7(0) € LO and 7(1) € L1
In order to state the following definition in an easier way, we write choose the 0 Hamiltonian for any
couple of equal Lagrangians in £™4(M,w), i.e. HE := 0 for any L € £™9(M,w) and set J-L .= JE.
Fix a choice of Floer data for any couple of Lagrangians in £md(M w). Let L = (Lo, .. Ld) be

a tuple of Lagrangians in £™4(M,w) and let (r,T,\) € RE(L). A perturbation datum for L on
Sy consists of the following data:

e For any i = 0,...,d" (see page 5 for the definition of d¥') a choice of tuple

r, T, r, T\
f(TiF’)\i) 9 g(TiF,)\z‘)

where the (T}, \;)’s are the metric subtrees of T' induced by L (see Section 1.4) and:

f(TTj;’\/\ : TF x L; — R is a map smooth on edges and continuous on vertices such that

f(’"TTAA (r): L; = R

is Morse for any® 7 € TF and

r, T\ B
f(TiF,AZ-)(T) = fL

for any 7 € STF;

TA : . . . TA
— ggﬂé \,) Assigns to any 7 € T} a Riemannian metric g/
7 7 T

(T»L‘Fv)‘i)
r, T\ r, T\
e an (1) 95 5)

is Morse-Smale for every 7 € T} and

(1) on L such that the pair

T\ L;
Iirfan (M) = 9"

for anu 7 € spr.
e For any v € V(T') a choice of couples

(T, )

such that:
— KA e QY S, ra(v),C>®(M)) is an Hamiltonian-valued one-form which vanishes iden-
tically if v ¢ Tieq (i-e. if S, 1 does not have any punctures), while for v € Tieq is such
that for any ¢ = 0, ..., d" it satisfies

K;’T”\(f)hfi =0 for any & € T(0;S, 1.1 (v))
and for any i = 0, ...,d on the strip-like ¢; we have °

KoTA = griliagt for any |s| > 1.

4Here we identify system of ends as subintervals of edges via the convention introduced at the end of Section 1.4.
°See page 10 for the definition of |s| > 1.
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— JrTA is a domain-dependent w compatible almost complex structure which, if v € T C

T\ Tyeq for some i € {0,...,d"} (see Section 1.5) it is identical to JE while if v € Theq,
it is such that on the ith strip-like end ¢; we have

JrTA = Jhilist for any [s| > 1
forany 1 =0,...,d.

We define a perturbation datum for L as a smooth choice of perturbation data for L on RE(L)
and denote it by

(" 9", (K", 1)),
The couple ( fﬁ , gﬁ) will be called the Morse part of the perturbation datum, while (K E, JL ) will be
called its Floer part. A universal choice of perturbation data is a choice of perturbation datum for
any tuple L.
We have the following consistency conditions for perturbation data (see [ ; ]). Fix
a universal choice of perturbation data. We say that this choice is consistent if for any tuple L of
Lagrangians in £™4(M,w), say of length d + 1, we have:

(1) for any T € T(L) and k € {0,...,d — 2}, there is a subset
U CRT x N (T) x [—1,0)/FF (DI+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 RE (L) and agree there with perturbation data

coming from (trivial) gluing.

We define the space F of consistent universal choices of perturbation data for clusters (with respect

to a fixed choice of strip-like ends and of system of ends). Given p € E and a tuple L of Lagrangians

in £™94(M,w) we will often write the perturbation data on L induced by p as

= ((f*,g"), (K", J5)).

Moreover, given (r, T, \) € RE (L) we will write the associated perturbation datum for L on S,.7.»
as D} (r, T, ).

2.3. Moduli spaces of Floer clusters with Lagrangian boundary. Let p € E be a consistent
universal choice of perturbation data for clusters. In the following, given a disc v : D — M in M we
write [u] € mo(M, L) for the image of the fundamental class of D under the pushforward of w.

First, we define moduli spaces of pearly-edges (see | ). Let L be a monotone Lagrangian
in £4(M,w) and d > 1. Pick T' € T4 (L), an interior edge e € E™(T), points a,b € L \ Crit(fL)
and a class A € mo(M, L). 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

(A(e), (ug, ..., ug))

where

(1

(2
(3
(4

) A e NT),

) foranyi=1,...,k, u; : D — M is a non-constant J-holomorphic disc such that u;(0D) C L,
) we have % 1[u1] = A,

) there are to,...,t € [0,00) such that 3% ;#; = A(e) and we have the relations

to

=u(—1 “h — ur (1
f(LT‘we’g(LTME(a) w(-1) and g0f<LT,A>‘e’9<LT,A>|e(b) u(1)
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as well as
i g (@i(1) = uiga (-1)
(T, )71, ))te
for any i = 1,...,k — 1, where %, L is the time ¢ flow map of the negative gradient
f(Ty)\)levg(T)Q'e

of the time dependent map f(LT )\)|e with respect to the time dependent Riemannian metric

9l les where firy) and g(z ) are Morse data associated to p € E, as defined in Section 2.2.
up to reparametrization, i.e. (A(e),uy,...,ux) is identified with (N (e),u}, ..., u)) if and only if k = [,
A(e) = N(e) and there are automorphisms oy, . .., 0}, € Aut(D?) fixing —1 and 1 such that u; = o;0u;
for any i = 1,...,k. The virtual dimension of P(a, b;p;e; A) is n + u(A) — 1, where p denotes the
Maslov index. Moreover, we define P(a,a;p;e; A) = () for any choice of parameters. The defini-
tion of P(a,b;p;e; A) extends also to the case where a,b are critical points of the function f;, in a

standard way: if for instance a € Crit(fy), then we ask that ¢y = oo (i.e. uy(—1) € W*(a)) and

¥ t; €]0,00). If both a and b are critical points, then the virtual dimension of P(a, b; p;e; A) is

la| — |b] + u(A) — 1, where | - | denotes the Morse index.

Consider now a tuple L = (Lo, ..., Lg) of Lagrangians in £™9(M,w). We define moduli spaces
of Floer clusters with boundary on L. -
Assume first Ly # Lg. Pick & := (23,...,a%, _)) for any i = 0,...,d", where 2 € Crit(f*') are
critical points, orbits v; € O(HLi-vLi) for any @ = 1,...,d" and v, € O(HLoLar) and a class
A € my(M, L). Recall that we defined my(M, L) := (M, U; L;) in Section 1.3. We define the moduli
space

M (To, 10, 1, ar, Bams 7 Asp)
of Floer clusters joining &g, 1, 1, - - ., Yar, Tqr to v in the class A as the space of tuples ((r, T, \), u)
where

u= ((w)oev(y, (te)eenm)) : Srra = M
satisfies

(1) for any vertex v € V(T), u, : S,rx(v) — M satisfies the (K", .J")-Floer equation and the
boundary conditions u(9;S,7.) C Li,
(2) for any i =1,...,d" we have

Sli_glo Un(ei(Trea)) (€i(85 1)) = 7i(t)
and
Jm heq (1)) (€0 (s, 1)) = 77 (1),
(3) for any i = 0,...,d" and any interior edge e € E(T) (uni)labelled by L; there is a class
B, € my(M, L) such that
Ue € P(Us(e)(Ze(e)), Un(e) (2n(e)); P; €5 Be),

(4) for any i =0,...,d" and any j = 1,...,m; (see page 5) there is a class B} € my(M, L;) such
that

Uet (Tyni) € 73(1';7 Upe; (Tf))('zh(ej(TiF))); p; 6;- (Tani); B;-),
(5) We have the relation

dB m, '
A= > [wl+ > B+ > B
veV(T) e€ Eint(T) i=0 j—1

on’ (M, L).

6Recall that we ignore inclusions on mo, see Section 1.3.
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Assume now Ly = Lg. Pick 2t e Crit(f™), & := (:r;zl, aks) for i = 0,...,d" + 1, where
f € Crit(f™) are critical points’, orbits v; € O(HLJ L) for any i = 1,. dR + 1 and a class
A € my(M, L). We define the moduli space

Mt (5130, V15 T2y VaR 415 TaR 1 AR A;p)
of Floer clusters joining o, V1,71, ..., Var11, Tareq to T in the class A as the space of tuples
((r, T, \),u) where
u = ((Uv)ve\/(T), (Ue)eeE(T)) : ST,T,)\ — M
satisfies

(1) for any vertex v € V(T), u, : S,rA(v) — M satisfies the (K", .J")-Floer equation and the
boundary conditions u(9;S,7.\) C Li,
(2) for any i = 1,...,d® we have

sh—>I£10 Uh(e;(Trea)) (@(s, 1)) = (1),

(3) for any i = 0,...,d" and any interior edge e € E"(T) (uni)labelled by L; there is a class
B, € my(M, L) such that

e € P(ue)(2t(e)) Un(e) (2n(e) ); P; € Be),
(4) for any i =0,...,d" and any j = 1,...,m; there is a class B} € my(M, L;) such that
Uei () € PG Unet () (Phed ()3 25 €5 (Tni); B))
and there is a class B) € my(M, L) such that
Ueo(r) € P(Usteo(ry), =5 pi €o(T); By),

(5) We have the relation

dB m;

A= Y [w]+ Y B+ZZBZ+BO
veV(T) ec Emt(T =0 j=1
on my(M, L).

A schematic representation of a Floer cluster in the case Ly = Ly is depicted in Figure 2.1.
Given a Floer cluster (r,T,\,u) we write up := (Uy)vev(1..q) for the collection of curves con-
tributing to u which are not purely pseudoholomorphic, and

wu) = > wu)+ Y w w(A) + w(ur)

veV(T) e€E(T)

fot its total symplectic area.

2.4. Transversality for Floer clusters. We set some notation first. Let L be a tuple of different

Lagrangians in £™9(M,w), i.e. with LF = [ in the notation introduced in Section 1.3. Consider
Hamiltonian orbits v; € O(HLi-vEi) for i € {1,...,d} and v+ € O(HLoLd) as well as a class
A € mo(M, L). Then, associated to any Floer polygon connecting ~q,...,vs to v in the class A
there is a polygonal Maslov index p(u) € Z (see | ] or | , Chapter 13]). It is known that
this index only depends on the elements 7, ...,7v4,7" and on the class A, and hence will be denoted
by (v, ... ,7va,7"; A). Moreover, it is additive under breaking and bubbling of Floer polygons and
bubbling of pseudoholomorphic discs (and in this case reduces to the standard Maslov index). In
particular, it follows directly that the Maslov index is defined for clusters too.

"Recall that we work modulo d®, so that Lgny, = Lo.



18 GIOVANNI AMBROSIONI

L4 QA

FIGURE 2.1. A schematic representation of a Floer cluster in the moduli space
M9, 41,72, 73, Yas 15, T 2T A) for some class A € mo(M, L) for the tuple L =
(Lo, Lo, L1, Lo, L3, Lo, Lo, Lg). Morse trajectories and smooth discs are colored in
orange, critical points in green and Floer polygons in red. Note that in this case

—

Lrea = ((Lo,2 +2), Ly, Ly, L, Ly) and LF = (Lo, Ly, Ly, Ls).

In this section we sktech the proof of the following result.

Proposition 2.3. There exists a residual subset Eog C E such that for any p € Eie and any tuple

-

L = (Ly,...,Lq) of Lagrangians in L™4(M,w) of any length d > 1 the following hold:
(1) if Lo # Lq then for any T; := (24, ..., ), ), i =0,...,d"%, where z} € Crit(fLi) are critical
points, any orbits v; € O (Hﬁ’ff), i=1,....,d% and vt € O (Hfo’m> and any class
A € my(M, L) satisfying
d® m;—1

dffi)i,(vj)er = u(y, vy A) + Z Z ]a:;] —n(d—df—-1)+d-2<1 (2.1)
i=0 j=1

then the moduli space

d+1 (= = =2 oAt A
M (330,’71,$1,---,7dR,1'dR,’7 7A7p)

. : : . (@i)a,(v)5:7
is a smooth manifold of dimension d, :
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(2) if Ly = Lq then for any x* € Crit(fLo), & = (%,...,ak) fori =0,...,d% + 1, where

x; € Crit(ffi), any orbits v; € O(Hﬁ’fj» i =1,...,d% and any class A € my(M, E)

satisfying
(@ o df m;—1
A5 OT  e A+Y Ji — fet —nd—dR - ) +d—2<1 (22)
=0 j=1
then the moduli space
M (507 V15 L15 - o5 VaRg1s Taryts AR A;p)

+
I b b
s a smooth manifold of dimension d Di:(25)s.

The idea to prove Proposition 2.3 is to decompose clusters into ‘smaller’ pure ones and then exploit
previous results from | ; ; | to conclude. We will not dive into details, but we explain
how to reduce the problem into smaller ones.

Definition 2.4. Let p € E, (r,T,\) € Ré“([_:) and pick a Floer polygon u : S, 1, — M defined via
the perturbation datum p. We say that u is regular if:

(1) for any v € V(Teq), u, is a regular Floer polygon in the sense that the extended linearised

Floer operator at u, is surjective (see | , Chapter 9h]),
(2) for any v € V(T \ Treq), u, is a simple pseudoholomorphic disc, i.e. it has a dense subset of
injective points (see | 1.

(3) for any e € E™(T) and any i = 0,...,d" and j = 1,...,m; the pearly trajectories u. and
Uei (1,,,) ar€ made of simple discs,
J .
(4) the discs ((Uy)vev(\Ton)s (U)e.j, (ul); ;) are absolutely distinct,
(5) the map ulg,,s, ., is made of absolutely distinct Morse flowlines,
(6) for any v € V(T), the maps f(7y |z, @ =0,...,|v] =1, have transverse gradients away from
a finite set.

We sketch the proof of Proposmon 2.3.

Assume for a moment that L = LF, ie. L; # L; for any i # j, and pick orbits v; € O(HYi-vLi)
for any i € {1,...,d}, v € O(HLd) and a class A € my(M, L). Then the virtual dimension of
MLy, gy A (K, J)), where (K, J) is some choice of (Floer) perturbation datum for L, is
w1y ya, 73 A) +d— 2 (see for instance | ]). Moreover, it is nowadays well-known that for a
generic choice of (Floer) perturbation data, such moduli spaces only contain regular Floer polygons
(see for instance | D

Now assume LF = L,ie. L = L; for any 4, and pick critical points @1, ..., zq, 27 of f and a class
A € my(M, L) = my(M, L). Then the virtual dimension of

Md+1(x17 <5 d;s ._'['+; A7 (( YE? g%)T7 ‘]L))

where (f%, g%)r is some choice of (Morse) perturbation datum for L (and the notation makes sense
as dI = 1) and J* is part of the Floer data for L, is

A)+Z:(|Z‘Z’ —n)— |zt +d—2

(see | ]). Moreover, assuming that the virtual dimension is < 1, then for a generic choice of the
almost complex structure JX and (Morse) perturbation data, the Morse functions have transverse
gradients at vertices of leafed trees, and such moduli spaces only contain configurations made of
simple and absolutely distinct discs joined by absolutely distinct Morse flowlines (see | | for the
Morse part, and | | for simpleness of holomorphic discs, proved applying the results contained
in [ ]). In this case, it is crucial that the minimal Maslov number Ny of L is at least 2, as we
assumed. .

The general situation is essentially a mix of the two cases above. Let p € E. Consider L such that
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mg(L) = 0, i.e. Ly # Lq. Pick #; := (zi, ... ,:c:'ni_l) =0,...,d% ;€ O(HL1 ), i =1, d",

74 €0 (HE’LTR) and A € my(M, L) such that dA )z < 1. Then, due to the fact that the

Maslov index for polygonal maps respects breaking and disc bubbling (see | ]), it follows from
Estimate 2.1 for any i € {0,...,d"} we have

pl D0 [wl+ > B+ D ZB’“ + > (§(|x§|—1)+mk)—2§1

veV(TF) c€En(T) he{0,.. LdR}j=1 he{0,.. LR}
EF=i k=i
In particular, we can apply the results of Mescher and Charest | ; | to any configuration

associated to any connected component of T!. We conclude that the reduction to known cases
makes sense for our construction. In particular, there is a residual subset E,., C £ such that for any
p € E,, and any choice of critical points, orbits and classes as in the first part of Proposition 2.3,
any Floer cluster contained in

d+1 (= = =2 oAt A
M (1'07’717-%17-"7 ARy Lqr; "y >Aap>

is simple in the sense of Definition 2.4. By applying standard methods from | | we can conclude
the proof of Proposition 2.3 for tuples L with m§(L) = 0. The case m§(L) > 0 is analogous.

Definition 2.5. Elements of E,., C E will be called regular perturbation data.

We can now move on and define Fukaya categories.

2.5. Definition of Fuk(M). Let p € E,, be a regular perturbation datum. Given a couple (L, L1)
of Lagrangians in £™9(M,w) we define its p-Floer vector spaces C'F(Lg, L1; p) as follows:

(1) if Lo # Ly we define
CF(Lo, L1;p) := @ Ay
YEO(H, ")
where HpLO’L1 is part of the Floer datum for (Lg, L) prescribed by p;
(2) if Ly = Ly =: L we define

CF (Lo, Ly;p) := @ Az
zeCrit(fL)
where pr is part of the Floer datum for (Lg, L;) 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 L = (Lq, ..., Lqg) of Lagrangians in £™9(M,w). In the following we
define a map

Ha - CF(Lo, Ll) Q- CF(Ldfl, Ld> — CF(LO, Ld)

which depends on the choice of p. First, we assume Ly # Lg. Let Z; := (2%, ...,2¢ ), i=0,...,d%,

» Ym;—1

where 2} € Crit(f%) are critical points, v; € O(H%-1Fi), i = 1,...,d® are orbits (see page 5 for
the definition of d® and m;). Then we define

pa(Zo, Y1, L1, - ., Yar, Lqr) = Z ZTW(u)

A

where the first sum runs over orbits v € O(HL0-La) and classes A € my(M, L) such that
dffz‘)i»(’h)ja“f* -0,

and second sum runs over Floer clusters

d+1 (= - -
u e M (3707’71,33'1,---77dRa5€dR§’7+;A;p>-
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Assume now Lo = Lg =: L. Let & := (af,...,ak) for i = 0,...,d" + 1, where ' € Crit(fL) are

critical points, orbits v; € O(H mfﬂ) for any i = 1,...,d®. Then we define
lj’d(an 15 fh cee 7’}/dede) = Z ZTW(U) ’ l’+

ot A u
where the first sum runs over critical points 2 € Crit(f°) and classes A € my(M, L) such that
JEeat
and the second sum runs over Floer clusters
u € M (fo,'yl, T, .., Vg, Tyr; 17 A;p) )
Before defining the p-Fukaya category of M, we shows that the maps py above are well-defined

and satisfy the expected properties. Let d > 1 and consider a tuple L= (Lo, ..., Lg) of Lagrangians
in £™4(M,w). We have the following standard compactness result (see | ; ; D

Proposition 2.6. Let p € E™5. Then:
(1) assume Lo # Lq and consider generators @; := (%, ..., a%, _4),1=0,...,d% v, €O (Hﬁ’fj),

i=1,...,d% and v, € O (Hfmm) and a class A € mo(M, [_;) as in Proposition 2.3, then:

(a) if ciffi)i’(%)j’7+ =0, the moduli space
M (507717517 s Yams Tars AQP)

18 compact,

(b) if d(fi)i’(W)j’7+ = 1 it admits a compactification into a manifold with boundary

ﬂdﬂ (50771,171, e Yams Ty A;p)

whose boundary points are in one-to-one correspondence with the terms in the Aso-
equation 1.1 for (Zo, Y1, Z1, .-, Yar, Tar;yT)

(2) assume Ly = Lq and consider generators x* € Crit(f™), & = («i,... ak) for i =
0,....,d%+1, v; € O(HLJ'—IVLJ'), i=1,...,d% and a class A € m(M,L) as in Proposi-
tion 2.3, then:

Z)in(v) .
(a) if dfqz)”(m” =0, the moduli space
MU (Fo, 11, 81, - Yam, Egrs 775 Asp)
18 compact,
(b) if dgl)“(%)” =1 it admits a compactification into a manifold with boundary
ﬂd+1 (507717517 < 77dR7de;x+; Avp)

whose boundary points are in one-to-one correspondence with the terms in the Aso-
equation 1.1 for (Zo, Y1, Z1, ..., Yar, Tar; 7).

Remark 2.7. 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 | , Section 91]). A
The proof of Proposition 2.6 is a mix of standard arguments (for Morse trees | ; ] and
for Floer polygons | ]) 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 discs as in | |, 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
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want to avoid in order for the boundary to look ‘at it should be’ (that is, so that it realizes A..-
operations): what in | ] is referred to as ‘side bubbling’, that is bubbling of pseudoholomorphic
discs away from marked points. This can’t happen in our situation because of our assumption on
the minimal Maslov number of Lagrangians in £™49(M,w), 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 | ).

We define the p-Fukaya category Fuk?(M,w;p) of (M,w) as follows: the objects are monotone
Lagrangians in £™9(M,w), the morphism space between any two objects Ly, L; € L™ (M, w) is its
p-Floer complex C'F(Lg, L1;p) and the pug-maps are those defined above. When there is no risk of
confusion we will drop d, w and p from the notation. The following is the main result of this section.

Proposition 2.8. For any p € Eleg, Fukd(M,w;p) is a strictly unital A -category.

Proof. The fact that Fukd(M,w;p) is an A-category directly follows from Proposition 2.6. We
show that it is a strictly unital one. Let L € £™%(M,w) and denote by ey € Crit(f}) the (unique)
maximum of the Morse function f)'. Note that for any =+ € Crit(f,) and any 0 # A € my(M, L) the
moduli space M?(er,z"; A;p) is at least one dimensional. From this and the well-known fact that

the top Morse homology of L is isomorphic to A it follows that e, is a cycle.
Let now 2~ € Crit(f}). Assume there is 0 # A € my(M, L) and x* € Crit(f)) such that

ler] + 7| = |27 4+ u(A) —n =0 and M*(ep,z ;27 A;p) # 0

Notice that this implies in particular that u(A) + |2~| — |27| = 0 since |er| = n. However, the exis-
tence of a trajectory in M3(er,z7;x™; A; p) implies the existence of a trajectory in M?(x~;z7; A; p)
which in turn implies p(A) + |7 — || — 1 = 0, a contradiction. Consider now a trajectory in
M3(er,x7;27;0;p), the existence of which implies in particular that |z~| = |z7| and there is a
Morse trajectory from z~ to xt, so that = = a%. We hence proved ps(ep,z~) = z~ for any
x~ € Crit(f)).

Let now Ly # L and 7~ € O(H[™). Assume there is some orbit 7™ € O(H}»*) and some class
A € my(M, L) such that

p(v" T A) + ler| —n =0 and Mg(er, 757" Aip) # 0

This implies in particular the existence of an unparametrized Floer (HpL’Ll, JpL’Ll)—strip of zero index

from v~ to 4*, which is possible if and only if v~ = 4*. We hence proved us(ep,v~) = v~ for any
T € O(HPL’LI). In particular, ey, is a strict unit for L, as claimed. O

The following result, whose proof we omit, can proved in the same way as the analogous result for
standard Fukaya categories in | , Chapter 10]. Notice that it may be proved also by slighly
extending the construction of continuation functors developed in Appendix A.

Lemma 2.9. Let p,q € Eyes. 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 | ]. This may be proved as in | | or via the machinery of PSS
functors, which will appear on the author’s PhD thesis.

2.6. Weakly-filtered structure on Fuk(M). The content of this subsection is an adaptation of
[ , Section 3.3] to the cluster setting. Let (Lo, L1) be a tuple of Lagrangians in £™9(M,w).
We define the p-action functional

Ap : CF(Lo,Ll,p) — R
for (Lo, Ly) as follows: consider a generator g € CF(Lg, Ly;p) and a Novikov series P := 3" ;T € A
with a; # 0 for all ¢, ordered in such a way that Ao < A; for any ¢ € Z>4, then we set

1
A,(Pg) = —Xo +/ HYM o gdt, A,0) = —o0
0
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and extend it for Y- P,g; € CF(Lg, Ly : p) as

A, (Z Pigi) = max Ay (Pg;)
We use A, to define an increasing R-filtration on C'F(Lyg, L1;p) via
CF=*(Lo, L1;p) := A, ' (—00,0]

p
for any a € R. It is well-known that this strucure endows (CF(Lg, L1;p), pt1) with the structure of
a filtered chain complex (see for instance [ |) in the case Ly # Ly, and is trivial to see that
it does also in the case Lo = L, as in this case all generators lie at filtration level 0 since we set
H®E = 0. We have the following central result.

Proposition 2.10. There is a subset E;ng C FEyeg such that for any p € ngg 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 2.11. The above result is the analogous of | , Proposition 3.1] in the cluster setting.
The main difference is that we get units at vanishing filtration level. A

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. 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) ::/|Du—XK|20
S

where K is some Hamiltonian perturbation datum on S and o is some area form on S (from the
choice of which the value of E is independent, see | |) and the norm involved is defined on the
space of linear maps T'S — v*T'M as

L J W(L(v), J(L()) + w(L(jv). T (L(jv))

a(v, jv)

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

E(w):= Y FE(u)+ Y E(u)=A+E(ur)
veV(T) c€E(T)

where up is defined on page 17.

We start by showing that u; preserves filtration. Let (Lo, L) be a couple of different Lagrangians
in £™9(M,w). Notice that for the standard strip R x [0, 1], the norm in the definition of the energy
is defined with respect to the Riemannian metric g := 9y gi0 1 induced by w and JPLO’Ll. Consider

two orbits y_,v4 € O(H}*"), a class A € my(M, LyU Ly) such that p(y_,74; A)—1 = 0 and a Floer
strip u € M?(y_,v4; A; p), then:

E(u) = / O,ul? dsdt — / 9(Outt, JHH (—JH0 8 Gy — T PO () dsdl
Rx[0,1] Rx[0,1]

1
= [ dsde+ [ ) a7
Rx[0,1] 0

1 1
=w(u) — / H;O’Ll o dt +/ HJDLO’L1 ov_ dt
0 0

= Ap(7-) = Ap(T*My).
From this and the definition on the filtration on Floer complexes it follows that
Ap(p1(7-)) < Ap(r-)
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as claimed.
Consider now a couple (L, L) of identical Lagrangians in £™9(M,w). Consider critical points
x_,z, € Crit(fF) and a class A € my(M, L) such that pu(A) + |z_| — |z| —1 = 0 and consider
a pearly trajectory u € M?*(z_;x,; A;p). Then

0 < B(u) = w(u) = Aylz_) — Ay(T“z,)

and hence A, (py(z-)) < Ay(z_).
We perform similar calculations in the case of higher operations (see | ; ). Let d > 2

and consider first the (d + 1)-tuple L := (L, ..., L) where L € £™9(M,w). Consider critical points
1,...,xq, 2" € Crit(f)) and a class A € my(M, L) such that dffi)i’ﬁ = 0 and pick a Floer cluster
(r, T, \u) € M (2t . ahat; Arp).

This case is very similar to the case of a couple of equal Lagrangians above: we have
0 < B(u) = wu) ZA A, (1)
by definition of the action functional, and hence

d
Ay(pt(zl, .. 2%)) <A (2
i=1

that is, u¢ restricted to tuples made of equal Lagrangians preserves filtration.
Let d > 2 and L = (L, ..., Ly) be an arbitrary tuple of Lagrangians in £™9(M,w). Assume
Lo # Lq first and consider ; := (af,... 2}, 1), i = 0,...,d", where 2 € Crit(fL) are critical
points, orbits % € O(HY-1L), i =1,...,d% and v, € O(H[*") and a class A € my(M, L) such
that d), EeCiir™ — g (see page 18). Pick a Floer cluster
(r, T\ w) € MG (F, 70,31, - Yam, Tam; 75 Aip)

For any v € V(T) choose conformal coordinates (s,t) on S,7(v) and write the area form as
o1 A(V) = prra(v)ds A dt in those coordinates. Locally, we can write the Hamiltonian term of
the perturbation datum on v induced by p (see page 14) as

K,,‘T.)’T’)\(U) = FT’T)\(U)CZS + GT,T,)\<U)dt
for domain dependent functions of the form
FT,T,)\ (U)s,t7 Gr,T,A(”)s,t : M — R

for local coordinates (s,t). Recall that F,.7\(v) = G,.ra(v) = 0 for v ¢ V(T ea) by definition of
perturbation data for Floer clusters (see page 14). For any v € V(T,.q) we have that on conformal
patches

/ |du, — XKf,TA(”)\2pT7T,,\ dsdt :/w(@suv, Oytty) + w(XFrra) X Grra)y
+ dF, 7 A(v)(0puy) — dGyrr ) (0)(Osuy) dsdt
holds. With a couple more calculations and summing over different patches it can be shown that

0< E(u,) = / |du, — XKfvTA(”)|2pT7T7A dsdt =
STT/\( )

o)+ [ AR+ [ R0,
Sr.ra(v) Sy (v)

) ’

where R} ., (v) € Q*(S, A (v), C°(M)) is the so called curvature form of K? ,,(v) which in conformal
coordinates can be written as

R 73 (0) = (0:Grra(v) = O Fra(v) + w (Xm0 X Grat))) ds A dt



FILTERED FUKAYA CATEGORIES 25

From this it follows

1 1
0 < E(ur) = w(ur) — / HpLO’Ld oy dt+ Z/ HpLifl’Li oyt dt+ Y R} 7\ (v) o u,
0 0 veV(T) Y Srra(v)

and hence

1 1
0<E(u) =w(u) — / H;O’Ld oy dt+ Z/ HpLi‘l’Li ol dt+ > R} 7\ (v) 0w,
0 0 veV(T) Y Srra (V)
by what above.
We call the integral [, (o) R} 7.\(v) o u, the curvature term of the Floer disk u,, while the sum

> [ Rn@ew
veV(T) ¥ Srr A (v)

will be called the curvature term of the Floer cluster u.
Applying the arguments contained in the proof of Proposition 3.1 in | | vertexwise, we get that
there is a subset EY, C F, of regular perturbation data such that for any p € E¥L, any d > 2,

reg reg’
any tuple of Lagrangians L = (Lo,...,Ly) and any possible Floer cluster v on L of index 0, the
curvature term of u can be absolutely bounded by a term €; = €4(p) € R which does only depend on

the number d and on the perturbation data p € E:ng. Hence we conclude

dR dR my
Ap(pa(Zo, i, Ty - yar, Bar)) < DA+ D0 Ay(z}) + €a
i1 =0 j=1

as desired. For tuples with Ly = L, 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 2.12. (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 2.10 applies to the standard (i.e. without Morse trees, see | |) 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, see Section 3. More
about this will be explained in Section 3.3.

A
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3. ePERTURBATION DATA AND FILTERED STRUCTURE ON Fuk(M)

Recall that, fixed a symplectic manifold (M, w) and the family of monotone Lagrangians £™94(M, w),
we denote by F the space of perturbation data for the cluster model of Fuk(M). In this section we
construct families of perturbation data Ep,, C FEieg, one for any positive real number € > 0, such
that for any € > 0 and any p € Ef,, the A-category Fuk(M,p) is filtered, i.e. the discrepancies
e4(p) (defined in Section 2.6) of the maps 4 can be taken to be zero (see Section 1.1). The following
theorem, which is a more accurate version of Thorem A, summarizes the results and constructions
contained in this section. Recall from Section 2.4 that E,., C E denotes the subfamily of regular

perturbation data in the sense of Definition 2.4.

Theorem 3.1. For any € > 0 there is a family of perturbation data Ey,, C FEig such that
for any p € Ex,, the associated Fukaya category Fuk(M;p) developed in Section 2 is a filtered
Aso-category.

The idea for the proof of Theorem 3.1 is to construct e-perturbation data for strips and triangles
first, and then extend the construction to more complicated clusters via gluing.

Note that the filtered structure of Fuk(M, p) (and hence the structure of triangulated persistence
category | | of the derived Fukaya category) will depend on the choice of ¢ > 0 and p € s
altough in a quantifiable way. However, even without a category whose filtered structure does not
depend on choices, the filtered structure on Fuk(M,p) for some fixed choice of perturbation data
already gives us informations about M and £™9(M,w) and the limit for ¢ — 0 can be computed for

some invariants arising from filtrations, as we will show in forthcoming work.

3.1. e-Perturbation data for d® < 2. Fixe >0 and § € (%, 1). The basic idea for the definition
of our class E¢ 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 discs (with marked points).

Remark 3.2. 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
doesn’t. A

Let F be the set of of smooth and increasing functions 3 : R — [0, 1] such that 3|(_sq = 0 and
ﬁ‘[l,oo) =1

Let Lo, Ly € L™9(M,w) such that Ly # L. An (g,§)-Floer datum for (Lg, L1) is a choice of
Floer datum (H%o-F1 jEoL1) as in Section 2.2 such that

image( H™"1) C (d¢,¢)

Meanwhile, an (g, §)-Floer datum for a couple (L, L) of identical Lagrangians in £™9(M,w) is just
a choice of Floer datum as in Section 2.2. Fix a choice of (e,d)-Floer datum for any couple of
Lagrangians in £™4(M,w); 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 L = (Lq, . . ., Ly) of Lagrangians in £™9(M, w) such that df < 2.
We split the definition of (e, d)-perturbation data for this case in five subcases. Recall that given
a universal choice of strip-like ends and an element (r, T, ) € RE (L) we denote by ¢ = /"7 for
i =0,...,d the induced strip-like ends on S, 7 and by & for i = 0,...,d" the strip-like ends at
positive marked points of type I (i.e. near punctures).
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Case 1 Assume first that Lq = (Lo), i.e. L= (Lo, ..., Lo). Then a choice of (g, d)-perturbation
datum for L is just a choice of perturbation datum for L.

Case 2 Assume now that Li.q = (Lo, L) and mg(L) = 0 (see page 5 for the definition of the num-
bers m;, m& and mg). Then a choice of (¢, d)-perturbation datum for L is just a choice of
perturbation datum for L.

Case 3 Assume now that Lwq = (Lo, L;) and m¢(L) > 0. Then a choice of (e, d)-perturbation
datum for L is a choice (( f’3 , gﬁ), (K L ,J Z)) of perturbation datum for L such that for any
(r,T,\) € REY(L) and for the unique vertex v € V(Tyeq) of Treq we have that:

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

Ky = HE U (s, 1)
where
Ho b (—00,0) x [0,1] x M — R
is of the form
Li1.L; Li_1,L; Li_1,L;
H 7 (st) = (1= B.p (s +1)H

Li—1,L;
for some 5,777 € F.

Case 4 Assume now that Lyeq = (Lo, L1, Lz) and m&(L) = 0. A choice of (e, §)-perturbation for L is a
choice ((fE, gE), (KE, JE)) of perturbation datum for L such that for any (r, T, \) € RE (L)
and for the unique vertex v € V(Teq) of Tieq we have that:

(1) K»T* vanishes away from the strip-like end & for any i € {0, 1,2};
(2) On the ith (i = 1,2) negative strip-like end & we have

KT = Hyp b (s, t)dt
where
Hi b (—00,0) x [0,1] x M — R
is of the form

Tl Lio1,Li Lio1,Li
H 7 (st) = (1= B.p (s + 1) H

for some TL}‘,I\L’ € F;
(3) On the unique positive strip-like end we have

K! = HEphea
where
HEEa [0, 400) x [0,1] x M — R
is of the form
HI3iR! (,1) = G52 (o) HY
for some Bﬁ i}ﬁz e F.
Case 5 Assume now that Lyeq = (Lo, L1, Lz) and m&(L) > 0. A choice of (e, d)-perturbation for L is a

choice ((fz, gz), (KT, JZ)> of perturbation datum for L such that for any (r, T, \) € RE (L)
and for the unique vertex v € V(Teq) of Tieq we have that:

(1) K77 vanishes away from the strip-like ends & for i € {0,1,2};
(2) On the ith (i = 0,1, 2) negative strip-like € end we have

Li—1,L;
KrA = Hookidy

where
Hi b (—00,0) x [0,1] x M — R
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FI1GURE 3.1. Case 4: A schematic representation of the Hamiltonian part a choice of
(g,0)-perturbation datum on a punctured disc in R,(L) for a triple L = (Lo, Ly, L)
made of different Lagrangians. White corresponds to vanishing Hamiltonian perturba-
tion.

is of the form

Li_1,L; Li_1,L; Li_1,L;
Hp 7 (st) = (1= Bopy (s + 1) H "

Li—1,L;
for some 5,777 € F.

Before defining (g, d)-perturbation data for tuples of Lagrangians in £™9(M,w) 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 py associated with tuples of Lagrangians as in Case 1 and Case
2 above preserves action filtrations, as discussed in Section 2.6. Let L be a tuple of Lagrangians in
Lm™4(M,w) 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 d* = 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.

Let (K~, J%) be a choice of (¢, )-perturbation data for L. We show that the associated map

Mo CF(Lo,Ll) (29 CF(Ll, Lg) — CF(L(), Lz)

preserves filtrations. Consider orbits 4 € O(H™ ™), v, € O(H" ") and 4" € O(H""™) and a
class A € mo(M, E), and assume there is a Floer polygon with respect to the above chosen (g, 6)-
perturbation data connecting v; and 75 to 4" in the class A. Note that R%(E) = R3(L) is a
singleton (made of a 3-punctured disc with no marked points), say {pt} we write K LK Pt and omit

pt € R? (E) from the notation from now on. We estimate the cuvature term ¢ R* "ouof KT on u.
For any 7 € {0, 1,2} we denote by fz RE" o u the integral over the strip-like end € of S := S,:. By
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definition of (g, §)-perturbation data, we have the equality

R 3 -
L L
/RK ou:g RE" ou
S i=0J1

Consider 7 € {1, 2} first, then with respect to the coordinates on the respective strip-like ends (which
are the negative one) we have

/RK ou:/ / RK ou:/ / RK Ou:/ / DT o dsdt
' 0 J—eo 0 J-1 0 J-1
1 1 1 1
= — aSﬁLO’LlHtLO’Ll owu dsdt < — asﬁLO’Ll ds min HtLO’Ll di
0 0 0 0 M

< —0¢

On the other hand, for i = 0, i.e. the unique positive end, we have

i Lo . 1 el —
R* ou= R* ou= R* ou= OsH"™* ou dsdl
0 o Jo o Jo o Jo

1 1 1 1
= / / agﬁLmLthLo,Lz owu dsdt < / / aSBLO,LQ ds max 1,-_1151,07[12 dt
0 JO o Jo M

<e€

Hence, we conclude
/RKLou<€(1—25)<O
S

as 0 > % 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 us is a filtration preserving
map. As explained above, this implies that the pgz-maps defined for tuples of Lagrangians as in
Case 4 via (g, 0)-perturbation data are filtered (if we assume transversality). Moreover, similar (but
easier) computations to the ones presented above show that the pz-maps for tuples of Lagrangians as
in Case 3 and Case 5 defined via (g, §)-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. e-Perturbation data for d* > 2. Let ¢ > 0, § € (%, 1) and df > 2. We assume that (g, §)-
perturbation data have been defined for any tuple of Lagrangians in £™9(M,w) such that its reduced
tuples has length < d®+1. Let L = (Lo, ..., Ly) be a tuple of Lagrangians in £™9(M,w) such that its

reduced tuple Lyoq has length d®+1. Near the boundary ORE™ (L) of RE (L), more precisely on an
union of neighbourhoods of boundary strata where the associated gluing maps are diffeomorphisms
onto their image, we define (e, d)-perturbation data to be images of lower order (e, d)-perturbation

data for different tuples of Lagrangians under the gluing maps. In particular, near vertices of RdCH (E)
(€, d)-perturbation data are obtained by gluing of ‘fundamental’ (g, §)-perturbation data, i.e. those
we explicitly defined in Section 3.1 for strips and 3-punctured discs with marked points. Note that
consistency of strip-like ends and of system of ends implies that this construction is well-defined.
Before extending the definition to the whole R& (L) 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 3.3. A first trivial observation is that Floer clusters defined on clusters lying near vertices of
8R%+1(E) 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 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 Ly # Lg. For simplicity we
will assume that L is cyclically different, but the following generalizes to any tuple with Ly # Ly,
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as Morse flowlines and holomorphic discs do not contribute to curvature terms. Let T' € 7}}”1(5)
such that |V (Tieq)| = 1 (note that in this case Tieq has d® +1 = d + 1 exterior edges, with exactly
one which is outgoing), and assume that (r, T, \) € RE(L) lies near ORE! (L) in the sense above.
Then S,.r has at most 2d — 1 thin parts (d + 1 ‘exterior’ ones plus d — 2 ‘interior’ ones, one for
each codimension of R&(L)). Indeed, Sy has 2d — 1 thin parts exactly when (r, T, \) lies near a
vertex of RdCH(I_;). In this case (assuming transversality), a Floer polygon defined on S, 7, endowed
with the above defined (g, d)-perturbation data carries a curvature term strictly bounded above by

e—dée+(d—2)(e—de)=(d—1)e(1 —26) <0

as 0 > % (the € — de term coming from thin parts in the interior). Note that the last term goes to 0
as 6 — %

Assume now Lo = L4 For simplicity we will assume that L is almost cyclically different, i.e.
L; # L;yy for any i € {0,...,d — 1}, but the following generalizes to any tuple with Ly = Ly, as
Morse flowlines and holomorphic discs 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' € T8+ (L)
such that [V (Tieq)| = 1 (note that in this case Tieq has df* = d exterior edges, all of which are oriented
towards the only vertex of Tieq), and assume that (r, T, \) € RE (L) lies near 9IRE ™ (L). Then SrTA
has at most 2(d — 1) — 1 = 2d — 3 thin parts. Indeed, S, 1 has 2d — 3 thin parts exactly when

(r,T, \) lies near a vertex of R&(L). In this case (assuming transversality), a Floer polygon defined
on S, 1 endowed with the above defined (g, d)-perturbation data carries a curvature term bounded
above by

—dée + (d—3) (e —de) = (d —3)e(1 —26) =36 < 0
Note that the last term goes to —%(5 as 0 — % We conclude that all Floer clusters resulting from
gluing carry negative curvature terms. A

In view of the above remark, after having defined (e,0)-perturbation data near the boundary of
REM (L), we interpolate on the whole RE™ (L) while keeping the requirement that the total curvature
term is non-positive.

Remark 3.4. Ideally, the Hamiltonian part of an (e, §)-perturbation datum in the ‘deep’ interior of
ORE™ (L) vanishes away from strip-like ends. JAN

Summing things up, we just defined a family E5° C E of consistent perturbation data for
any positive real € > 0 and any 0 € (%, 1). Indeed, notice that the inductive definition of (g, d)-
perturbation data implies that we get consistency for free. Moreover, our discussions above imply
that, assuming transversality, for any € > 0, any 0 € (%, 1) and any p € E5° the associated Fukaya
category Fuk(M;p) is a strictly unital and filtered A,.-category. We set

Ef:= |J B

1
1<s<1

and refer to elements of E° as e-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 € FE is regular if all possible Floer clusters of index 0
and 1 defined via p are regular in the sense of Definition 2.4. Regularity of quantum trees is generic
for (g, 0)-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 (g, d)-perturbation data.
Let d > 2, L = (Ly, ..., Lg) be a tuple of Lagrangians in £™9(M,w) and (K, J) the Hamiltonian part
of p restricted to RE™(L). We generalize | , Chapter 9k| and define an admissible deformation
of (K, J) as a couple

(AK,AJ) € (Q1(Skra(v), C®(M)) x C(Spza(v), T1T))

VEV (Trea),(r, TN ERE (L)
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(where J is the space of w-compatible almost complex structures on M) smooth in the RE (L)
direction and such that (AK™T* J»T) (that is, the couple (AK,AJ) restricted to the polygon
corresponing to the vertex v € V(Ti.q) on the cluster S, 1) is supported on the thick parts of the
polygons S, 7. (v) and AK?""* vanishes along vectors tangent to the boundary of S.7.(v). The
deformation of (K,.J) via (AK,AJ) is defined on S,.7.5(v), for (r,T,\) € RE (L) and v € V (Tieq)
as

(K™ + AKPTA, T T exp(—Jp AT ).

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

Definition 3.5. We define Efég C L to be the space of regular perturbation data p € Eles such
that the Hamiltonian parts of p is obtained via an admissible deformation of the Hamiltonian parts of
some (g, d)-perturbation datum ¢ € E5° and such that the associated (well-defined) Fukaya category
Fuk(M;p) is filtered. Moreover, we define
o 0
Er, = E:

reg
1<t

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

It is not hard to see that for any ¢ > 0 the space E°_ is non-empty. Let ¢ € E*? for some £ > 0

reg

and ¢ € (%, 1). Letd>2, L= (Lo, ..., Lg) be a tuple of Lagrangians in £™4(M,w) and (K, J) the

Hamiltonian part of p restricted to RdC“(E). As proved® in | , Chapter 9k|, a generic admissible
deformation (AK,AJ) of (K, J) turns (K,.J) into a regular Hamiltonian perturbation datum on
Rdcﬂ([j). Thus we can choose a generic Hamiltonian 1-form AK supported on the tick parts of
punctured discs such that the associated function

TN ERFUD s X [ maxRA )
VETved ST,T,/\(U) Te

is bounded above by
(d—1)e(26 — 1)

implying that the deformed Hamiltonian K + AK has a negative curvature term overall, as the
supports of K and AK are disjoint. In particular, the map uy defined via K + AK is filtered. The
case Ly = Lg4 is analogous.

Remark 3.6. (1) The above recipe for transversality allows us to define pg-maps shifting filtration
by < 0. By restricting the possible choice of deformations to the AK with arbitrary small
curvature, say with curvature function bounded by a small number 1 > 0, we obtain for any
d > 2 that the map pg shifts filtration by

<(d—1)e(1—20)+n.

This control over the negative shift might be useful in some situations.
(2) Note that in general E52 ¢ E=°. However, it might be possible to modify the above transver-

reg
sality argument to define a residual subset Efég C E° of regular (g,d)-perturbation data.
The idea is to fix the Hamiltonian part of the perturbation data and, via an extension of the
arguments contained in | ], to show that there are adequate deformations of the almost
complex structures turning (g, §)-perturbation data into regular ones. Moreover, in that case
we could define (g, §)-perturbation data for § = 1 too.

A

8To see that Seidel’s proof keep on working in the cluster setting it is enough to apply it to any vertex of Teq.
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3.3. Observation: the case of the unit in the standard model of Fukaya categories. Recall
that in the standard or Floer model of the Fukaya category all Floer chain complexes are defined
via Hamiltonian perturbations (also the ones associated to couple of identical Lagrangians) and the
pg-maps are defined by counting Floer polygons joining Hamiltonian orbits (and no Morse trees).
Note that the construction of the space E¢ of e-perturbation data generalizes without much effort
to this standard model and it is easy to see that the associated maps p, are filtered in this case
too. However, the difference between our previously defined hybrid Floer-Morse model 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 representatives of units that do not lie at vanishing filtration levels.
In fact, in the following we sketch a proof of the fact that one cannot define representative of the
units lying at filtration level 0 using e-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. Note that one can construct perturbation data for the standard model of Fuk(M)
such that the units lie at filtration level 0, but then compatibility of perturbation data will force
some of the maps uy to have positive discrepancies.

Remark 3.7. Not having filtered units may seem a marginal fact compared to not having filtered
ig-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

to fit the definition of a triangulated persistence category (TPC) | |, vanishing filtration levels
for units are crucial. A
We briefly recall how representatives of the units are constructed in | |. Lete > 0,0 € (%, 1)

and L € £L™9(M,w) be a monotone Lagrangian. Choose a Floer datum (H%L, J&E) for (L, L) in
the sense of Seidel, i.e. a time-dependent Hamiltonian HXX on M such that o}, (L) M L, where ¢t
denoted the Hamiltonian flow of H, and an w-compatible time dependent almost complex structure
JEUE on M. We assume that (H™% J%L) is an (g,§)-Floer datum, i.e. image(H™") C (de,). We
define
CF(L,L):= P A~y
YEO(HTL)

where the superscript S stands for ‘standard’. We further assume that (H™%, J=) is regular, i.e.
CF5(L, L) is a chain complex when endowed with the standard differential counting Floer strips.
Consider the standard unit disk D C C, define Dy := D \ {1} and pick a positive strip-like end on
it near 1. We define e-perturbation data for L on D; analogously to perturbation data for (d + 1)-
punctured disks where d > 2. The notion of curvature term is also defined analogously. Let (KL, J¥)
be such a perturbation datum. Let v € O(H®L) and A € my(M, L) such that u(y; A) = 0 and
consider the space M(v; A) of (K%, J&)-perturbed Floer 1-gons u : Dy — M such that on the unique
strip-like end of D; we have

lim u(s,t) = y(t)

S§—00
We assume regularity of the perturbation datum (K%, JF), so that M(v; A) is a smooth manifold
of dimension 0 for any orbit v € O(HHL) and any class A € mo(M, L) as above. Standard Gromov-
compactness arguments show that in such cases M(~v; A) is compact. We define

er =3y Ty e CF5(L, L)

1A U

where the first sum runs over classes v € O(H™") and classes A € my(M, L) such that u(y; A) =0
and the second sum runs over Floer 1-gons u € M(v; A). It is well-known that ey, is a representative
of the homological unit of L in the standard model of Fuk(M) (see | , Section 8d]).

Assume that A(er) < 0. Then by definition of the action functional we have

C := max / RKLOUSO
ueMo(y)
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Let HY' be another Hamiltonian on M such that ¢g..(L) M L and assume that 0 < H < H.
It is well known that then (assuming regularity) the Floer homology defined using (H%L, J&1) is
isomorphic as a chain complex to the one defined using (ﬁ LL JLE) However, those two homologies
are not isomorphic as persistence modules, as the filtrations at the chain level may differ dramatically.
However we sketch a proof of the fact that given our assumption on A(e;) we can construct an
isomorphism of persistence modules, leading to a contradiction. 3

It is easy to see that there is a filtration preserving chain map CF(L,L,H) — CF(L,L,H) (e.g.
by choosing a monotone homotopy from H to H, see [ ]). We construct a filtration preserving
map v : CF(L,L,H) — CF(L,L,H). Pick D; and puncture it in —1 to get D_y; = R x[0,1].
Then, we can see K as a one-form on R x [0, 1] such that KX = 0 (on a strip-like end) near —oo.
We define 9 as the continuation map defined by counting strips with a Hamiltonian perturbation
defined as the concatenation of a monotone homotopy from H to 0, and K seen as a one-form on
the strip. Standard methods show that ¢ is a chain map. Moreover, as H 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 ¢ is a filtered chain map. hence it follows
that HF(L,L,H) and HF(L, L, H) are isomorphic as persistence modules. This contradicts the
assumption H < H. This proves that we must have A(ey) > 0, as claimed.
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APPENDIX A. 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 counting strips which homotope between the different data. More-
over these chain maps are quasi-isomorphisms. In particular, this shows that Floer homology is
a well-defined object. In [ |, Sylvan extended continuation maps to As-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 | , Chapter 10|, which heavily relies on algebraic machineries.
In this section we will construct continuation functors for monotone Fukaya categories defined using
the Morse-Bott model developed in Section 2 following the main ideas contained in Sylvain’s work.
For us, the main purpose of continuation functors will not be showing that our model for the Fukaya
category does not depend on choices, but rather to estimate the ‘distance’ (see | ]) between
filtered Fukaya categories defined with different perturbation data. Moreover, continuation functors
allow to define choice-independent filtered Fukaya categories. The main results of this section are
summarized in the following theorem, which is an expanded version of Theorem B.

Theorem A.1. Consider two regular perturbation data p,q € Eeg, and assume that they share
the same Morse perturbation data. Then there is a family EP? of so-called interpolation data
and a residual subset EP:4 C EP9 such that for any h € EP:4 there is a weakly-filtered A -functor

reg reg
Frt: 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 Ao -functors. Moreover, if p € Efelg"sl and

q € B2, for some e1,e2 > 0 are e-perturbation data sharing the same Morse part, then there is

a subset ERGS C ERY such that for any h € Efég’f the associated functor Fp'? shifts filtration by
< g9 — 0169, in the sense of the definition appearing on page J. In particular if e < 011, then
FP s filtered for any choice of h € EP%/S.

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.

A.1. Colored trees. We introduce the notion of colored leafed tree following | |. Let T be a
d-leafed tree with no vertices of valency equal to 1 and finitely many interior edges. Given a metric
A € A(T) and a vertex v € V(T') we define the distance A\(v) of v from the root vertex vr as the sum
of the length A(e) of the edges e € E™(T) in the geodesic from v to vr.

A coloring on T is a choice of a subset V°Y(T) C V(T of vertices, which we call colored vertices,
and of a metric A € A(T") such that:

(1) for any ¢ € {1,...,d}, if we flow along the geodesic from e;(T") to the root ey(7") 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 vy of T.

Two coloring are said to be equivalent if they carry the same set of colored vertices V<°/(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 7% the space of d-colored trees. Note that the notation might
be a bit confusing, as T4 contains non-stable trees, whereas 7! does not by definition. Notice
that there is a natural partition

V(T) =VY{T)u Ve T)u V" (T)
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on colored trees by setting V!(T') to be the set of vertices of T' lying at distance strictly smaller than
vertices in V!(T') from vz (this notion does not depend on the choice of metric) and V7(T) to be
the set of vertices of T lying at distance stritly larger than vertices in V<°/(T") from vy.

Let V<oi(T) C V(T), then we denote by A(T,V<Y(T)) the space of metrics A € A(T) such that
(Veol(T), \) is a coloring for T'. The following lemma is proved in |

Lemma A.2. For any choice of V<NT) C V(T) the space \(T,V<YT)) is a polyhedral set of
dimension |E™(T)| + 1 — |VY(T)|.

Let d > 2 and L = (Lo, . .., Lg) be a tuple of Lagrangians in Lm4(M,w). We define by 7.4 (L)
the set of colored trees labelled by L and by 7{??{011( ) the set of colored trees labelled by L which can
be represented by an unilabelled tree.

Remark A.3. As said above, our trees will be defined only between Fukaya categories constructed
via pertrubation 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 E, 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. A

A.2. Stacked discs. 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 discs,
compactify the moduli spaces of those and add a collar neighbourhood. The primitive source spaces
in this case will be ‘stacked’ discs, whose moduli spaces will simply be a stack of the same moduli
spaces of marked discs indexed by a positive real parameter.

We start from the case d = 1. Let (Lo, L) be a couple of Lagrangians in £™94(M,w). We define
R?*?(Lg, L) = {pt} to be a singleton and §*?(Lg, L) = {S*?}, where S*? is a strip if Ly # L; and
a disc with marked points in —1 and +1 if Ly = L;. In both cases we assume that S*? is endowed
with two numbers e < 0 and £, > 0. We think of ¢_ and e 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 L= (Lo, ..., Ly) of Lagrangians in £™9(M,w). We define

RHV2(L) := RHY(L) x (0, 00)
Over R412(L) we have a fiber bundle
H2(E), SH(L) o RAF(D)
(r,

where the fiber S,, = (7rd+172(f))71 (r,w) over (r,w) € RH1V2(L) equals (S,,w), where S, €
S4+12(T) was defined in Section 2.1.

We fix a consistent choice of strip-like ends for the universal family (7% (L)) o1, for the rest of this
section. A universal choice of strip-like ends on the universal family (r%%2(L)) of is said to be
compatible with the above fixed universal choice of strip-like ends on (74+1(L)) o1 if for any d, any L

and any (r,w) € R412(L) the induced choice of strip-like ends on (S, w) agrees up to a shift with
that on S,.

Fix a tuple L = (Lo,...,Lq) of Lagrangians in £™4(M,w). For any colored labelled tree
T e T4 (L) we write
RT2.= I RM(Z,)x [ RUAL)
vgVeol(T) veVeol(T)
That is, to each uncolored vertex we associate a family of marked discs, while to each colored vertex
we associate a family of stacked marked discs. We then define

Rd“v?(ﬁ) — U RT:2

TeT4 (L)

col
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We have the following standard-looking result.

=

Lemma A.4. R¥1L2(L) admits the structure of a generalized manifold with corners of dimension
d — 1 which realizes Stasheff’s multiplihedron.

=

As the definition of R¥+1:2(L) involves two kind of moduli spaces the construction of boundary charts
is more delicate than in the standard case of Ré+1(L).

We split the construction of th boundary charts for Rd“vz(i) 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 T2 € Td“(E) with only two
vertices and two-valent root. Notice that RT2 = R22(Ly, Lq) x R41(L) and recall that we defined
R?%(Lg, Lq) to be a singleton. We define a map

AT*2: (=1,0) x RTH2 o RH1L2(L)
as follows: given r € R (L) and p € (—1,0) we set

2 ~
’VT 72(papt7 T7> = (Ta _P)

where 7 € Rd“(f) represents the surface obtained by gluing pt € R?*?(Lg, Ly) to the Oth marked
point of 7 with length p. Notice that 7 = 7 as elements of R?*1(L), but they may come with different

choices of strip-like ends.
Let now T € T4 (L) be an arbitrary colored labelled tree with 2-valent root. Notice that R™? =

col

R?%(Lg, Lq) x R 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 79 (L), as all the non root vertices of T are stable
by definition of colored tree. We define a map

A2 (=1,0) x (=1,0)F D=1 RT2 _y RA+12(T)

as follows: given (r,),ev(ry € RT, p € (=1,0) and p. € (—1,0) for any e € E™(T") we set

Y2 (0, (pe)er (0t (1)) == 72 (0,08, 7" ((p)es (1)

where ‘
AT (=1, 0T RT — RE(L)

is the gluing map defined in | ]. Notice that by considering trivial gluing v7*? extends to a map
AT2: (=1,0] x (=1,0]E" D= 5 RT2 _y Rd+12([),

Remark A.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 T5, and in
general, codimension k faces arising here are parametrized by bicolored treeswith two-valent root
and k uncolored vertices. JAN

(2) Middle trees. Let T' € T2 (L) be a colored labelled tree with colored stable root. Notice
that
RT,Q — H R|v| % R|’UT|,2‘

vV
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Since the valency of vy is at least 3 by assumption and vy is colored (hence there are no two-valent
vertices in T'), we may see T as an element of T9"1(L) by forgetting the coloring. In particular, R
is well-defined. We define a map

7T,2: (_170)\Ei"t(T)| « RT:2 RdH’Q(E)
as follows: given p, € (—1,0) for any e € E™(T), r, € R"! for any v # vr and (r,,,w) € RI'Th? we

set
Y2 ((pe)es (o w), (1)) = (7" ((Pe)es (ro)oeviny) s w)

By considering trivial gluing v7*? extends to a map
AT2: (—1,0/F" M 5 RT? 5 RA+12(L).

Remark A.6. All these charts will 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 colored root and one uncolored vertex, and in general, codimension £ faces arising here are
parametrized by bicolored trees with colored root and k£ uncolored vertices. A

(3) Upper trees. As soon as the coloring of a tree leaves a root, 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).

Ezxample A.7. Consider the colored 3-tree labeled by the cyclically different (see page 5) tuple L=
(Lo, L1, Ly, L3) of Lagrangians in £™9(M,w) and the associated stacked disk configuration in R%2( H)
depicted in Figure A.1.

T T 7

FIGURE A.1. The colored tree we are discussing and the associated disks configuration

in R*2(L) for a cyclically different tuple L = (Lo, Ly, Lo, L3). Black configurations
correspond to elements of R¥!, while red configurations correspond to elements of R"?
for some k, .
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The definition of colored tree forces p; = py and py + p1 = ps. 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 A.2.

T

FIGURE A.2

In this case, the definition of colored tree forces p| = p3 = po + p1. On the other hand, if, starting
again with the configuration from Figure A.1, we glue along the interior edges touching a colored
vertex, we get the tree/configuration depicted in Figure A.3.

oY P3

Ly 1 T

FiGURE A.3. The colored tree we are discussing and the associated disks configura-
tion in R3FL2(L for a cyclically different (see Page 5) tuple L = (Lq, ..., Ls). Black
configurations correspond to elements of R*!, while red configurations correspond to
elements of R"2 for some k, [.
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Again the definition of colored tree forces p! = p3 = pg + p1. Performing one more gluing in both
cases with lenght p} = p{ in order to get to an interior configuration in R¥*2?, we will in general get
two different stacked disks, as in the first case it is py that contributed to both gluings, while in the
second one is p;. A

It follows from Example A.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 | ].

Definition A.8 (| ). An intrinsic width function for the universal family (74+!(L)) 4. consists

of a family {w"}, d > 2 and i € {1,...,d}, of functions de RHY(L) — [0, 00) such that:
(1) w? and w3 are the zero function;
(2) let Sk e SF1(Ly) and S+ e Sl+1(L2) if S4t1 e S 4, L) is the disk? (diffeomorphic
to the surface) obtained by gluing the root of S*! to the nth puncture of S**! with lenght
p (assuming this gluing is admissible), then

w) El(Sk+1), ifi<n

w?’Ll#”LQ(SdH) = fLTfH(Sl“) +p, ifn<i<n+l

wf_Lljrl(SkH), ifn+1<i
Lemma A.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 | ] O

Back to the construction of boundary charts for R‘”LZ(E) near upper trees. Let £ > 3 and
consider first a colored labelled tree T* 7;‘5“( ) with only one non-colored vertex, the root, of
valency k. In particular, T* has k colored vertices. Notice that in this case we have

RT’“Q — RE % H RIvL2.
vAvp
We define a map
YT (=1,0) x RT2 — RUFL(L)
as follows: given p € (—1,0), r € R* and (r,, w,) € RI"'? for any v # vy we set

'7Tk72 (p, 7, (1o, wy)y) = (7, 6_71)
where 7 corresponds to the configuration obtained by gluing the ith marked point of r to the negative
marked point of S, , where v; € V(T*) is the ith colored vertex of T* in counterclockwise order
starting from the root with gluing length

lii=e 7 — w,, — wr(S,)

for any i € {1,...,k}.

Let now T' € 7;‘3’1(L) be a colored labelled tree with uncolored root. Consider the decomposition
V(T) =VHT)uVYT)UVT(T) of the set of vertices of T introduced in Section A.1: we define T' to
be the (uncolored) tree generated by V!(T') and the interior edges attached to those vertices (some
of which become leaves), and by 77, ..., T the connected components of the colored tree generated
by V"(T) U VYT) (this involves a slight change in the induced metrics, but it is a nuance). Note
that each 77" is either a lower or a middle tree. Since by construction the tree 77 has a colored root
for any i € {1,...,n}, it is either a lower or a middle tree. In particular any tree 77 \ V<Y(T) is a

union of uncolored trees T}, j € {0, ..., k;} for some k;. Notice that we have

RT2 =R x [[RT2 =R x [] R'“' 2 x HR
1=0

veveol(T

9See page 9 for the definition of the operation # on tuples of Lagranglans.
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Remark A.10. At this point, we would like to define a map
~T2: (=1,0) POl (=1,0) x (—1,0)2: 1P I  RT2 —y RAFL2(L)

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 A.4 (cfr. | ])-

FIGURE A.4. The singularity in the space R>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. A

Let T be a d-leafed tree with no vertices of valency 1 and finitely many interior edges, and let
VelT) c V(T) be a subset of vertices. Recall that by Lemma A.2 the space A(T,V(T)) is a
polyhedral cone. For each A € A(T, V°(T)) define the map p*: E™(T) — (—1,0)/F™ DI by

P i= e

and let p(T,V®Y(T)) to be the space of all such maps; it is easy to see that p(T,V<(T)) is a

polyhedral cone in (—1,0)E™ T x (=1,0) x (=1, 0)2:/E™ Tl as by the decomposition above we
get

|[E(T)| = [V D) = [EM(T)] + | E™(T7)].

We remark that the manifold R">? does not depend on the choice of the metric A € \(T, V°(T))
but only on the choice of the subset V<°!(T) by definition of colored tree. We hence define a map

,YT,Q: ,O(T, Vcol(T)) % RT,Q N Rd—i—l,Q(E)
as follows: let

(rvevier) € R,
{((r;, ws), (1 Josmevirn) € RT2 = RIMA(LL) X [ypu,evirr) RIU(L,) for any i € {1,...,n},
and write
7= (v (000, 0T Do) oo (07,0 0), 0 Do)
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and consider p € p(T,V°Y(T)), which we can write as

n

-5 . = — int (ol int (pr
p= (0000 0}) € (1,0 T x (=1,0) x [(~1,0)#" )

i=1
then we set

T

N n L, - I = r r T v r
,7T72(p7 7') = /YT 2 (p’ 7T (p'r" (T'f))v)7 ,YTI ’2(p17 (rvp wi)? (rl,v)U¢U1)7 e 77Tn z(prw (Tvn7 wi)? (Tn,v)U¢Un>)

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 v'*2 to a map

T2 RTZ « p(T) — RA+1.2

by considering trivial gluing.
We conclude this section with the following Lemma (cfr. | ; 1.

Lemma A.11. The space Rd+12([_;) admits the structure of generalized manifold with corners by
declaring the maps v12, T € ’TdH( ), to be boundary charts for small enough choice of parameters.
Moreover, RH1V2(L) realizes Stasheff’s (d — 1)-multiplihedron.

col

A.3. Source spaces: moduli spaces of stacked clusters. In this section we define moduli spaces
of stacked clusters of discs starting from (the compactification of) moduli spaces of stacked discs,
similarly to how we constructed moduli spaces of clusters of discs from (the compactification of)
moduli spaces of discs in Section 2.1. We will skip some details where the construction are the same.

Let d > 1 and pick a tuple L = (Lo, ..., Lg) of Lagrangians in £™9(M,w). We define the moduli
space of clusters of stacked discs (or stacked clusters of discs) with marked points as
REVAL) = | RT2x AT
TeTFin (L)
and also set
REVHLD) = | RT2xM\(T)
TeT YD)

col

We will write elements of R (L) as (r,w, T, \).
The following Lemma is the analogous of Lemma 2.2 for stacked clusters. Its proofs combines the
construction from Section A.2 with gluing of line segments as in Section 2.1.

Lemma A.12. The space R HQ(L) admits the structure of smooth manifold of dimension d — 1.

Moreover, the space Rd+172(L) admits the structure of generalized manifold with corners and realizes
Stasheff’s (d — 1)-multiplihedron.

As in the case of Lemma 2.2, the fact that R4+1.2(L) realizes the multiplihedron comes for free from
its construction.
We define bundles

é+12< ) 8d+12( )_>Rd+12<L)
where fibers are defined as in Section 2 by replacing nodal points by line segments of length controlled
by the metric part of R&2(L).

A universal choice of strip-like ends for the universal family (7" 2(L)) o1, is the pullback of a universal
choice of strip-like ends for the universal family (7%2(L)) 4. A system of ends for (the trees involved
in the definition of) (742(L)) 4L 18 just a choice of system of ends for (the trees involved in the

definition of) (7 éH(L)) 7 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).

A.4. Interpolation data. We define the concept of interpolation datum, which is nothing else than
the analogous of a perturbation datum but for stacked discs.
Fix a universal and consistent choice of strip-like ends for the universal family of cluster of discs

=

(m&t' (L)), ; and a universal, consistent and compatible choice of strip-like ends for the universal

family of stacked clusters of discs (742(L)) .- We fix Floer data ( fL, g, Jb) for any couple (L, L)
of identical Lagrangians in £™9(M,w) and associated Morse perturbation data for the universal
family (Wé“(i))dj (in practice, for the family (W*l(f))d’i), which we denote by (f, g) = (£, gﬁ)dj.
We denote by Eggzg) C FEeg 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 Egg’g).

Fix two perturbation data p,q € Eﬁefg’g). Let d > 1 and consider a tuple L = (Lo, ..., Lg) of
Lagrangians in £™9(M,w) and an element (r,w, T, \) € R&*(L). An interpolation datum between
the perturbation data D]’;: (r,T,\) and Dg (r,T, \) associated to p and g on S, 7, consists of a family
of couples

(Kr,w,T,)\ Jr,w,T,)\)
indexed by vertices v € V(T') such that:
e if v € VI(T) then:
— KroTr € QY(S,.ra(v), C°(M)) is an Hamiltonian-valued one-form which vanishes iden-
tically if v & Tyeq, while for v € Treq is such that for any i € {0,...,|v|} it satisfies
K;",w,T,/\|L;_J =0 for any £ € T(0;S,1.1(v)),

and for any i € {0,...,|v|} on the strip-like end €/ of S, 7 (v) we have'’

KA = Hy=vHdt for any |s| > 1,

— JrwTA is a domain-dependent w-compatible almost complex structure such that if'!
F F
v € TF C T\ Treq for some i € {0,...,d"} it is identical to Jyt = Jyt, while if v € Teq
it is such that for any ¢ € {0,...,|v|} on the ith strip-like end €} of S, 7.,(v) we have
k) 7T7)‘ f— L'i_ 7Li'
JUOTS = J e

o if v € VT, then:
— KT € QYS,.ra(v), C°(M)) is an Hamiltonian-valued one-form which vanishes iden-

tically if v & Tyeq, while for v € Treq is such that for any i € {0,...,|v|} it satisfies
Kq’;’w’T”\|L;_J =0 for any £ € T(0;S, 1.1 (v)),
and for any ¢ € {1,...,|v|} on the strip-like end €} of S, 1 (v) we have

KIoTA = HPLH’L’dt for any |s| > 1
while on the Oth strip-like end we have
Kr,w,T,)\ — HLD,det
v q )

— Jrw T is a domain-dependent w-compatible almost complex structure such that if v €

F F
TF C T\ Tyeq for some i € {0,...,d"} it is identical to JpLi = JqL" , while if v € T,eq it
is such that for any ¢ € {1,...,|v|} on the ith strip-like end € of S, 7.)(v) we have
T',’LU,T,)\ _ LzyLz
JrwTA = Ll

10Recall that we set HLL = gLt =0 and J22 = JEE = JF for any L € £™9(M,w).
HGee page 7 for the definition of the subtrees TE.
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while on the Oth strip-like end we have
Jr w, T\ JLO,Ld

o if v € V"(T) then:
— KT e Q1S pa(v), C°(M)) is an Hamiltonian-valued one-form which vanishes iden-
tically if v € Tieq, while for v € Tieq is such that for any i € {0,...,|v|} it satisfies

Kg,w,T,)\’Lf = (0 for any f € T(&'SnT’A(v)),
and for any ¢ € {0,..., |v|} on the strip-like end €} of S, 1. (v) we have

KroTA = H;ifl’Lidt for any |s| > 1,

— JrwTX is a domain-dependent w-compatible almost complex Structure such that if v €

TF C T\ Treq for some i € {0,...,d"} it is identical to Jp = Jq , while if v € Theq it
is such that for any i € {0,...,|v|} on the ith strip-like end €} of S, 7(v) we have

erT)\ JLz 1,L

Remark A.13. The above definition is long but intuitive. Assume T = T,.q for simplicity: interpo-
lation data are just p- or g-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 g. A

Remark A.14. Notice that altough we want to interpolate between the perturbation data p and ¢,
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. A

We define an interpolation datum between p and ¢ for L as a smooth choice of interpolation data on
REM(L) and denote. A universal choice of interpolation data from p to ¢ is a choice of interpolation
datum between p and ¢ for any tuple L of Lagrangians in £™9(M,w) of any length.

Similarly to the case of perturbation data, give a universal choice of interpolation data from p
to ¢, 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
discs involves gluing of two kinds of clusters (in particular, discs and stacked discs, see Section A.2).

Fix a universal choice of interpolation data from p to ¢ on (7&" 2(L)) 7. We say that this choice

is consistent if for each d > 1 and for any tuple L = (Lo, ..., L) of Lagrangians in £™4(M,w) we
have:

(1) for any T' € T4 (L) and any k € Zsg there is a subset
U C RT2 x A(T) x [—1,0)/PF DIk

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 AR&G?(L) and agree there with perturbation data
coming from (trivial) gluing.

Assume for a brief moment that L is made of different Lagrangians, i.e. L = LF 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, (r,w) in the image of 472 restricted to a subset where the gluing parameters are small, and

consider e € E™(T) (of course, e is not unilabelled) and the summand ¢+ ) ([0, — In(—pe)] x [0 1])
of the thin part of (S,,w) € SH12(L), then
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o if fT(e) = (v,e) for some v € V{(T), then here we do want interpolation data restricted to
(S,, w) to match the perturbation data on S, € S'”'( v) as prescriped by the universal choice

p;
o if f(e) = (v,e) for some v € V!(T), then here we do want interpolation data restricted to

(S,,w) to match the interpolation data on (S,,,w,) € SI2(L,);
o if fT(e) = (v,e) for some v € V"(T'), then here we do want interpolation data restricted to
(S,,w) to match the perturbation data on S, € SI*I(L ) as prescriped by the universal choice
q.
The following result, whose proof we omit, is an extension to stacked clusters of a result contained
in | ].

Lemma A.15. Consistent choices of interpolation data exist.

For any p,q € Er(efgg), we define the space EP? of consistent universal choices of interpolation data

for stacked clusters.

A.5. Moduli spaces of stacked Floer clusters with Lagrangian boundary. Fix regular per-
turbation data p,q € Er(efg’g) sharing the same Morse part and an interpolation datum h € EP4

between them. Let d > 1 and L = (Lq, ..., Lq) be a tuple of Lagrangians in £™9(M,w). We define
moduli spaces of stacked Floer clusters with boundary on L with respect to h.
Assume first Ly # Lg. Pick Z; := (2i,... 2% ) for any i = 0,...,d" (see page 1.3 for the defi-

» Umy

nition of the numers m;), where xz € Crit( fi) are critical points, orbits v, € O(H, Li-nLs 7) for any

i=1,...,d" and v, € O(H, gt ) and a class A € my(M, L). We define the moduli space
M2 (foa’h,fl, ces Yar, Tar; V5 A h)

of stacked Floer clusters joining &y, 1, T1, ..., Ver, Tqr to 41 in the class A as the space of tuples
((ryw, T, \),u) where

U = ((u’l))’UEV(T)7 (ue>e€E(T)) : ST',T,)\ — M
satisfies

(1) for any vertex v € V(T), u,: S,ra(v) — M satisfies the (KA (h), JioTA(h))-Floer equa-
tion and the boundary conditions u(9;S,7.x) C L,
(2) for any i = 1,...,d® we have

Lim wp(e, (1,000 (€5, 1)) = (1)
and
Bm wpeq (1,0 (€0(s, 1)) = 77 (1),

(3) for any i = 0,...,d" and any interior edge ¢ € E(T) (uni)labelled by L; there is a class
B, € my(M, L) such that

ue € Pluye)(2e)) tne) (Zn(e)); (F 9); €3 Be),
(4) for any i = 0,...,d" and any j = 1,...,m, there is a class B} € my(M, L;) such that

ue;.-(Tuni) S P($§7uh(ej(TZF))<Zh ) (f g)a ]( unl) Bl)
(5) We have the relation
dB my
A= 3 [w]+ > Be+> > B
VeV (T) c€Eint(T) i=0 j=1

on mo(M, L).
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Assume now Ly = Lg. Pick 2 € Crit(fL0), @, := («i,... ,ab) for i =0,...,d" +1, where z! €

Crit(fLi) are critical points, orbits v € (Q(HPJ_1 = Nfori=1,...,d*+1 and a class A € my(M, L).
We define the moduli space

M2 (fm My Loy ooy Varg, Targr; 75 A; h)
of stacked Floer clusters joining Zo, 1, Z1, . . ., Yari1, Lqr4q to 1 in the class A as the space of tuples
((ryw, T, \),u) where
U= ((UU)’UGV(T)7 (ue)eEE(T)): S’/‘,T,)\ — M
satisfies

(1) for any vertex v € V(T), u,: S,rx(v) — M satisfies the (KA (h), JiTA(h))-Floer equa-
tion and the boundary conditions u(9;S,r.) C L;,

(2) for any i = 1,...,d® we have

H s (17.4)) (€(5, 1)) = %(t),

§—00

(3) for any i = 0,...,d" and any interior edge ¢ € E(T) (uni)labelled by L; there is a class
B, € my(M, L) such that

te € P(uye)(21(e)), une) (2n(e)); (F5 9); € Be),
(4) for any i =0,...,d" and any j = 1,...,m; there is a class B} € my(M, L;) such that
Ut (Tyns) € P, Un(ed (Tuns)) (Zh(ed (Tuni)) )i P5 e (Tuni); BY)
and there is a class B) € m(M, Ly) such that

Ueo(r) € P(Useo(ry), ™3 (£, 9)s e0(T); By),
(5) We have the relation

dB my;
A=Y w]+ > B+ZZBZ+BO
veV(T) e€Eint (T =0 j=1

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

Proposition A.16. Let (f,g) be a choice of a Morse perturbation data in the sense of Section A./
and p,q € Egga-'ﬂ. Then there is a generic subset Ef;d C EPY such that for any h € ERL and any

reg

tuple L = (Lo, ..., Lq) of Lagrangians in L™9(M,w) of any length d > 1 the following hold:
(1) if Lo # Lq then for any T; := (24, ..., ), ), i=0,...,d", where z} € Crit(f5") are critical

points, any orbits v; € (’)(HpLjfl’Lj), i =1,...,d%, and v, € O(H, LO’ Y and any class
A € my(M, L) satisfying
dfi)i»(')’j)j"7+ _|_ 1 S 1
then the moduli space
M2 (f07’717f1> s Yams Tars A h)

is a smooth manifold of dimension d, (@a ()37 +1.
(2) if Ly = Lq then for any x™ € Crit(fl0), & = (2%,...,2t ). i = 0,...,d% + 1, where

?myg

a:; € Crit(ffi) are critical points, any orbits y; € O(sz;:j‘l’Lj), i=1,...,d%+1 and any class
A € m(M, E) satisfying
d(fi)i7(’7j)j7x+ _|_ 1 < 1
A =

then the moduli space

d+1,2 (= = = cetoA.
M (950771,5527--~a’YdR+1737dR+1737 7A7h)
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is a smooth manifold of dimension df")i’(’”)j’ﬁ +1
We will not prove Proposition A.16. The idea is to decompose stacked clusters into Morse trees,
stacked discs and discs and prove that each part is regular.
Remark A.17. Let h € ERd and assume L is made of d + 1 identical Lagrangians, i.e. LF = (L),
and pick ¥, 27 and A € my(M, L) as above such that df{ﬁ + 1 = 0. Then by a simple dimension
argument all the moduli spaces M4t12(Z7, x7; A; h) are empty except if d = 1, z = z+ and A = 0,
in which case M??(z";2%) = M?*(z*,2") = {2}, as hidden in the definition of interpolation data
there is the fact that we do not perturb Morse perturbation data. A

A.6. Definition of continuation functors. Fix regular perturbation data p,q € Er(g;zg) sharing
the same Morse part and a regular interpolation datum h € ELZ between them. By the results of
Section 2 associated to p and ¢ 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

FP4: Fuk(M;p) — Fuk(M;q)

which will depend on the choice of h.
First, we declare FP to be the identity on objects.
Let d > 1 and L = (Ly,...,Lq) be a tuple of Lagrangians in £™4(M,w). We define

Fii: CF(Lo, Ly;p) @ - - @ CF(Lg-1, La;p) — CF (Lo, Lg; q)

as follows. First, we assume LioiLd' Let & := (21,...,2},,1), 1 = 0,...,d", where 2} € Crit(f)
are critical points, 7; € O(H;jfl’Lj)a i=1,...,d® are orbits. Then we define
f’g’q(fO;fyl’fl?"'? dede) = Z ZTW(U) 'f)/J,»
yHA U

where the first sum runs over orbits 4+ € O(H L) and classes A € my(M, L) such that
G0 1 g
and the second sum runs over stacked Floer clusters
(r,w, T, A\, u) € M2 (:Z”g,’yl,fl, e Yar, Taryy T A; h)
Assume now Lo = Lq. Let Z; == (2f,...,2%) for i = 0,...,d" + 1, where 2/ € Crit(f%) are

critical points, orbits v; € (’)(Hﬁ’fj) for any i = 1,...,d®. Then we define

fg’q<507fylgfl7 ce ,’YdR,de) = Z ZTW(U) . x+

ot A u
where the first sum runs over critical points 2+ € Crit(f2°) and classes A € my(M, L such that
d(Afi),',(fyj)j,er +1=0
and the second sum runs over Floer clusters
(r,w, T, A\, u) € M2 (:E’O,’yl,@, e YaRg1s Bara1; T A, h)

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]| .

Proposition A.18. Let (f,g) as above and p,q € Er((fg’g). Then, for any h € ERd, FP9 is a weakly-
filtered unital A -functor.
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Unitality of FP? is obvious since by dimension arguments F1'? applied to a couple (L, L) of
identical Lagrangians in £™9(M,w) is the identity. The fact that FP? 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 | |. The functor F7? 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 A.19. Let (f,g) as above and p,q € E}efg’g). Then, for any h € ER, FP is a quasi-

equivalence between Fuk(M;p) and Fuk(M;q). Moreover, FP? does not depend on h up to quasi
isomorphism of functors.

The last part of the proposition has been proved in | | by constructing ‘continuation homotopies’.
As we mentioned above, Proposition A.19 can be generalizes to continuation funcors between any
two perturbation data, not only those sharing the same Morse part (see Proposition 2.9). 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.

A.7. (g1,e2)-Continuation functors and filtrations. Consider two positive real number £1,e5 > 0
and 61,0, € (%, 1) and two perturbation data p € E% and ¢ € E®%. 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?
might shift filtration in a way that is not controlled by the parameters e, €2, d; and do. In this
section, we will construct a subclass EP%/ C EP4 of so called (g1, ¢e5)-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 (7, e5)-interpolation data is almost identical to
the construction of e-perturbation data, as all the Hamiltonian perturbation will still lie on strip-like
ends as in Section 3, hence we will only explicitly define (e1,¢e5)-interpolation data for cyclically
different tuples of Lagrangians of length 2 and 3, as the general case follows by obvious modifications
and gluing. Let L = (Lo, L1) be a couple of different Lagrangians on £™9(M,w) and consider the
strip S?*? over R“(E) coming with strip-like ends €, €. A choice of (g1, &y)-interpolation datum
between p and ¢ for L on the strip is a choice of interpolation datum (K, J) as defined in Section
A4 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-vli(s t)dt
where
HEi-vLi: (—00,0 X [0,1] x M — R
is of the form
HLi—LLi(S?t) — (1 _ /BLi—laLi<S + 1))HpLi—1,Li<t>

for some gli-vli ¢ F;
(3) On the positive strip-like end we have

K = HEoLa(s, t)dt

where

Htol2:10,00) x [0,1] x M — R
is of the form

T (s,1) = 50 () HE (1)

for some prolz ¢ F.
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Let now L := (Lo,Ll,L2> be a tuple of cyclically different monotone Lagrangians in £™9(M, w)
Notice that R 2( ) = {pt} x (0,00). A choice of (&1, e,)-interpolation datum between p and ¢ for L
over (pt,w) € RE*(L) is a choice of interpolation datum (K7t JPi%) as defined in Section A.4 but
subject to the following restrictions:

(1) KP"" vanishes away from the strip-like ends;
(2) On the ith (i € {1,2}) strip-like end we have

KPv — HL vl (s t)dt

p’
where
HEob (00,0 x [0,1] x M = R

p b
is of the form

HE ™(s,0) = (1= Bl (s + D) HE (1)
for someﬁ vl e T
(3) On the unlque positive strip-like end we have

K7 = HEOT2 (5 ) dt

p

where
HI2:[0,00) x [0,1] x M — R

p
is of the form

HEE2 (s,1) = BEoE (s) HEo (1)

ptaw pt,w

for some BLO’L2 e F.

(€1, €2)-interpolation data for longer tuples of Lagrangians are constructed by gluing interpolation
data for tuples L 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 €1, s, 6; and &, shifts filtration by at most'

(d — 1)62(1 — 2(52) + d<€2 — (5181)

since the least filtration preserving configurations are those endowed with interpolation data lying
near the boundary part of 9R4+42(L) corresponding to

Rd+l XHR22 P 17L)
i=1

Similarly to the case of e-perturbation data in Section 3.2, we define regular (1, e5)-interpolation
data.

Definition A.20. We define ELT I c ERd to be the space of regular interpolation data h such
that the Hamiltonian parts of h 1s obtamed via a deformation of the Hamiltonian parts of some
(1, g9)-interpolation datum b’ € EP4/ in the sense of | , 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 F3'? shifts filtration by < &5 — d1e1 in the sense introduced in
Section 1.1.

We show that Eﬁ’e’g?f is non-empty. Pick an interpolation datum h € EP%/. 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 Letd>2 L= (Lo,...,L4) be a tuple of Lagrangians in £™9(M,w) and (KL,JL) the

Hamiltonian part p restricted to R&™?(L). As a generic deformation (AK L AJE) (vanishing on

211 the case Ly # Ly, while in the case Ly = Ly we can refine the estimate to (d — 3)
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thin parts) turns (KE, JE) into a regular perturbation datum (KZ + AKE JE exp(—JEAJE)) we

can choose a generic Hamiltonian deformation AK L such that the associated function

(rw, T, \) € REPHL) — ¥ max RAT (v)

M
VET ved Sr,w,T,A( ) re

is bounded above by the positive number

(d—1)e(205 — 1).

It follows that for any h € EP:%f and any d > 1 the dth term (F7?)* shifts filtration by < d(e,—8y61),

reg

that is, FP! shifts filtration by < &5 — d1¢;.
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