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THE QUANTUM CONNECTION, FOURIER-LAPLACE
TRANSFORM, AND FAMILIES OF A, -CATEGORIES

D. POMERLEANO, P. SEIDEL

ABSTRACT. Take a closed monotone symplectic manifold containing a smooth anticanonical
divisor. The quantum connection on its cohomology has singularities at zero and infinity (in
the quantum parameter). At zero it has a regular singular point, by definition. We show that
the singularity at infinity is of unramified exponential type. The argument involves: realizing
cohomology as a deformation of the symplectic cohomology of the divisor complement; the
corresponding deformation of the wrapped Fukaya category; a new categorical interpretation
of the Fourier-Laplace transform of D-modules; and the regularity theorem of Petrov-Vaintrob-
Vologodsky in noncommutative geometry.
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1. Introduction

1.1. The quantum connection

Our discussion will be limited to the smallest, which means single-parameter, version of the
quantum connection (readers interested in the wider picture may want to look at e.g. [29, B0, [48]).
Let M be a closed symplectic manifold which is monotone,

(1.1.1) [war] = 1 (M) € H*(M;R).

Let ¢ be a formal variable of degree 2. The quantum connection on H*(M; C)[qT?] is the following
Z/2-graded endomorphism, which differentiates with respect to g:

(1.1.2) Vo, = 04z + ¢ ([wnr] #q ),
where *, is the small quantum product,
(1.1.3) rxgy =2+ y+qgrsVyt o@Dyt ..

The term =), which counts rational curves with first Chern number k, has degree —2k; for
k =0, it is the classical (cup) product. Therefore, the quantum connection has a simple pole at
q = 0, with nilpotent residue x — [wps]z. This is a non-resonant situation, so the monodromy
is conjugate to x — exp(—2mi[wps]xz). One can simplify the ¢-dependence in as follows.
Take a grading operator

(1.1.4) Gr: H*(M;C) — H*(M;C),

which multiplies the degree d cohomology by some even integer d; such that dg10 = dq + 2. (If
there is no odd degree cohomology, one can take 64 = d; or in general, §; = 2|d/2].) Then (1.1.2)
is gauge equivalent to

Gr(zx)

2

where * without subscript means that we set ¢ = 1 in (1.1.3). (In the literature, e.g. [29],
odd values of d; are often used, leading to a gauge transformation involving ¢/ 2) We are
interested in the behaviour near ¢ = oo, and therefore change variables to @ = 1/q. The

quantum connection (multiplied by —¢?, to account for the difference between the vector fields
0, and Jg) is correspondingly written as

(116) V3Q2E = an’ — Qil([u}M] *Q-1 117),

(1.1.5) ngrx def (qGr/2 Va, q_Gr/Q)(x) = Oy — gt + [wa] * ,
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Gr(z
(117) Vgéx:8Qx—Q*2([wM]*x)+Q*1#.

In (1.1.7), the pole order has been reduced to 2, which in general is the best one can do by gauge
transformations: the ) = 0 singular point is usually not regular. Such quadratic singularities
have a rich structure, of which we consider only the part remembered in formal power series

expansion in @ (which means ignoring the Stokes phenomenon).
Conjecture 1.1.1. (i) Vj, has a singularity of unramified exponential type at q = .

(i) The regularized formal monodromies at ¢ = oo are quasi-unipotent (their eigenvalues are
roots of unity).

The terminology (unramified exponential type, regularized monodromy) will be explained in
Section The statement (i) occurs in several places in the literature, motivated by mirror
symmetry: e.g. as a small piece of [50, Conjecture 3.4], or in [29, Section 2.5]. (In both of those
references, it is qualified by warnings: [50, Remark 3.5(ii)] suggests restricting it to the algebro-
geometric case of Fano varieties, while [29] talks of “a wide class of Fanos”.) Part (ii) is less
familiar, but closely related to (i). Known partial results include:

e If the endomorphism [wps]* is semisimple, (i) holds for elementary reasons; see Lemma
ii). In the case where the quantum cohomology ring is semisimple (a direct sum of
copies of the ring C), a much stronger version of (ii) holds, by a purely Gromov-Witten
theory argument due to Dubrovin; see Lemma [2.1.16]

e For manifolds where the quantum connection has been computed, one can verify the
conjectures by hand. More conceptually, when quantum cohomology has a mirror de-
scription in terms of a superpotential, one can apply algebro-geometric methods to the
Gauss-Manin connection of that superpotential, and then derive conclusions about the
quantum connection by a Fourier-Laplace transform (this is the motivation mentioned
above). We refer to Section for further explanation of that strategy, which has seen
extensive use in the literature. For instance, (i) is proved for certain complete intersec-
tions in projective space in [75, Proposition 7.4], based on results in [66]. This method
extend to cases which are not covered by the previously mentioned self-contained argu-
ments (even for Fano toric manifolds, the quantum cohomology can fail to be semisimple
[60, Remark 5.1]). As for future outlook, one could hope to apply such arguments in the
context of the “intrinsic mirror symmetry” of Gross-Siebert, where M admits a (singular)
anticanonical divisor D which makes it into a maximal log Calabi-Yau pair [42, Definition
2.7].

e For any A € C we have a Fukaya category Fuky (M), which is a Z/2-graded A..-category
over C. This category is zero unless X is an eigenvalue of [wps]*. The cyclic open-closed
map [33] is a map from negative cyclic homology to ordinary (co)homology, more precisely
a u-linear map

(1.1.8) B HC..(Pukr(M)) — H* D (Ar; C)u].
A
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Let’s adjoin u~!. Then, on the left hand side (periodic cyclic homology) we have a

connection in the u-variable, with a quadratic pole [50} 86] which has nilpotent lead-
ing order term [5]. Adjust that connection by adding Au~2 times the identity on each
summand (this reflects the fact that Fuky(M) should really be thought of as a curved
Aso-category, with a curvature term which is A times the identity). On the right hand
side, the corresponding connection should be a version of , with our definition of
grading operator operator replaced by 04 = d — dim¢ (M) (the first use of such a relation
was made in [47], under simplifying technical assumptions). Suppose that we are in the
situation of a generation result such as [3T, Theorem 3], where is an isomorphism.
Then one can infer properties of our connection from ones of the Fukaya category.

1.2. Results

Our approach relies on the existence of an anticanonical divisor which is smooth (unlike the
situation in the Gross-Siebert program), more precisely:

Assumption 1.2.1. M contains a smooth symplectic hypersurface D (integrally) Poincaré dual
to ¢1 (M), such that the completed complement of D, which a priori is a Liouville manifold, is
actually (finite type) Weinstein.

In the algebro-geometric context, if M is Fano and D is an anticanonical divisor, M \ D is affine
and hence automatically Weinstein.

Remark 1.2.2. Still in algebraic geometry, it is known that every Fano manifold of complex
dimension < 3 has a smooth anticanonical divisor [87]. In complex dimensions < 5, it is known
that anticanonical divisors exist [51, Theorem 5.2] and [14)]), and conjecturally the same is true
in all dimensions [51l, Conjecture 2.1]; however, there may not be any smooth ones (see [15,
Ezample 2.12] or [76, Example 2.9]). Whether that failure of smoothness is relevant for our
purposes remains unclear (there can be smoothings in the symplectic world which are precluded
algebro-geometrically; for instance, deforming the Fano does not change the underlying symplectic
manifold).

Here’s our main result towards Conjecture [1.1.1] as well as an addendum which concerns a
sharpened version of part (ii) of that conjecture.

Theorem 1.2.3. Conjecture|1.1.1] is true for all manifolds M satisfying Assumption|1.2.1].

Theorem 1.2.4. In the situation of Theorem the reqularized formal monodromies have
the following property: any Jordan block for an eigenvalue # 1 is of size < dimg(M) (meaning,
the dimg (M)-th power of the nilpotent part is zero); and any Jordan block for the eigenvalue 1
is of size < dim¢(M) + 1.

Before explaining the strategy of proof, we need to introduce a different way of writing the quan-
tum connection, which is closer to what happens in both noncommutative and symplectic geom-
etry. Namely, taking u to be another formal variable of degree 2, we consider H*(M;C)[g*!, u*!]



QUANTUM CONNECTION 5

and the Z-graded endomorphism
(1.2.1) Vo, = udgr + ¢ ([wr] *q ).

The part of H*(M;C)[g*,u*!] in any given degree d is isomorphic to H?™°42(M; C)[¢*!] (by
setting w = 1). Under that isomorphism, (1.2.1)) corresponds to ([1.1.2]).

Remark 1.2.5. [t is instructive to look at without inverting u, since that provides a
more organic explanation for the gauge transformations used in . Toke the degree zero
parameter ¢ = q/u, so that H*(M;C)[¢g™, u] = H*(M;C)[¢™, g ']. As before, setting ¢ = 1
yields an identification between the degree d part of H*(M;C)[g*!, g~ '] and HA™42(M; C)[g~1].
Under that, turns into

(1.2.2) Vo, r = Oqx + (j*ld%]x +wnp]*x forx € HI(M;C)[g ]

In this way, different d correspond to different choices of the grading operator in (1.1.5)). Passing
to Q = g1 = u/q yields the counterpart of (1.1.7)), which is

(1.2.3) Vo,z = 0gx — Q % ([wm] *x) + Q_lgx for x € HI(M;C)[Q].

The proof of Theorems and is centered on two objects: on the closed string side, we
have the deformed S'-equivariant symplectic cohomology H, ., (see Section [5)) of M \ D; and on
the open string side, a corresponding deformation of the wrapped Fukaya category of M \ D,
denoted by A, (see Section @ The argument goes roughly as follows, see Figure

e The main result from [64] says that C[¢*'] ®cjy Hgu = H*(M)[g*',u]. Moreover,
that isomorphism relates (1.2.1)) to a canonical connection on equivariant symplectic
cohomology (originally introduced in [8I], but we’ll give an independent construction
here).

e If we instead invert u, then C[u™!] ®clu] Hq,u becomes a D-module (in each degree),
with the variable § = ¢/u and connection Vo, = Vus,.- We prove that this D-module is
holonomic (Lemma [7.1.14)).

e The Fourier-Laplace transform for C[u*!] ®@clu) Hgu just consists of renaming variables
as t = Vg, and Vy, = —q/u. As a general property of holonomic D-modules, inverting
some polynomial p(t) then yields a vector bundle in ¢, on which V; is a connection. Via
classical results about the Fourier-Laplace transform (summarized in Proposition [2.1.27)),
properties of that connection can be translated back into ones of V3, .

e At this point, the argument takes a necessary detour: we replace the use of C[gl-
coefficients by the C[g]-module ¢ 'C[g~!] = C[¢™']/C[q], One has to do that while
preserving u-completeness, which gives rise to the group denoted by q’lqu,l Jpu 1N

Figure [T}

e Passing to the “open string” part is achieved by using the cyclic open-closed map for A,.
We use a somewhat modified version of this map (with negative powers of ¢ as coefficient
module, and having also inverted p(t), where t = V5, ). The relevant connection on the
open string side is the Getzler-Gauss-Manin connection.



6 D. POMERLEANO, P. SEIDEL

H*(M;C)[qg*!, u]

IR

over C[(q/u)*!], this
41 invert u +1 41 is a vector bundle
7 5 N
(C[q ] ®C[‘1] H‘L“ C[q ) U ] ®C[q,u] H u s with connection
VU,BQ
invert g invert g
invert u this is a holonomic D-
Hg ., (C[uil} AC[u] H,, <—-—— —|module in ecach de-
gree
invert p(t) invert p(t)
over C[t,1/p(t)], t =
invert u +1 Vus,, this is a vec-
(C[t7 1/p] ®C[t] Hq,u (C[t’ 1/p’ u ] ®C[t,u] H, =T T tor gundlc with con-
nection Vo, = —q/u

acyclicity of the
mapping cone

1R

¢ 'H

¢ H1/pu

2>~ | open-closed map

1R

H(K[t, 1/p)@cing ™" Clg&c(q CC(Ag))

~ | categorical
| Fourier-Laplace
this has regular
invert u singularities with
HC, (.At71/p) HP, (‘At,l/p) ~- - - - - quasi-unipotent

monodromy

F1GURE 1.1. The cohomology groups appearing in the proof of Theorem m
The main input from homological algebra enters on the bottom right, and the re-
sult about the quantum connection is extracted on the top left. H, , is deformed
Sl-equivariant symplectic cohomology, and Ay the correspondingly deformed
wrapped Fukaya category; HC, is negative cyclic homology, with underlying
complex CC, (we’ve omitted the notational details concerning exactly which
version of the complex will be used), and HP, is periodic cyclic homology.

e By a kind of Koszul duality, one can transform A, into an A.-category A; over Cl[t]
(Section in the spirit of homological mirror symmetry, one can say A; replaces the
use of the mirror space and superpotential). The Getzler-Gauss-Manin connections for
Aq and Ay are related by a version of the Fourier-Laplace transform (Theorem .
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e The category A; is proper over C[t] and smooth (in the algebraic sense) over C. We show
that for a suitable polynomial p, the category

(1.2.4) At1/p = C[t, 1/p] ®cpyy A

is smooth over C[t,1/p]. This is an analogue of the classical fact that a proper function
on a smooth algebraic variety has only finitely many critical levels; the relevant algebraic
result is Proposition [3.1.12] The noncommutative version of the monodromy theorem,
due to Petrov-Vaintrob-Vologodsky [61], shows that the Getzler-Gauss-Manin connection
on periodic cyclic homology HP.(A;,,) has regular singularities, and quasi-unipotent
monodromy around every singularity (Corollary . In the same spirit as before,
their theorem replaces what under mirror symmetry might be the application of the
classical monodromy theorem. This is precisely what one needs for the Fourier-Laplace
transform to have the desired properties. The results of [61] also include a Jordan block
bound, which leads to Theorem [I.2:4}

Throughout, completeness with respect to w, which is a necessary feature of cyclic homology,
is the main technical problem that forces constructions to be carried out in a particular order.
For instance, periodic cyclic homology for a family of algebras over C[t] does not commute with
inverting a polynomial p(t), which means that passage to C[t, 1/p] has to take place at a relatively
early point in the argument. We will give another summary of the argument towards the end of
the paper, in Remark at which point all the unexplained notation in Figure [I.1] will have
been properly introduced.

Remark 1.2.6. We should emphasize that it is Ay, and not the ordinary Fukaya categories
Fuk (M) with their map , which appears in our argument. The two categories are related,
but A4 is the more fundamental object, since its definition does not require inverting q, while still
retaining good homological properties.

1.3. Conventions and notation

(a) For formal variables, our convention is that they are supercommuting. In particular, if K
is a field and € is an odd degree formal variable, then €2 = 0, so that K[e] = K@ Ke. Any
formal variable has a corresponding derivation. In the odd case, this is the endomorphism
of K[e] defined by 0.(¢) = 1, d.(1) = 0.

(b) Let g be a formal variable of even degree. Given a graded K-vector space V', we use the
shorthand notation

(1.3.1) Vig™1 = V((0)/qVla)] = VIla]] @xqq) (K(()/qK][a])-

I with coefficients in V/,

One can think of the elements of V[g~!] as polynomials in ¢~
with the proviso that multiplication by ¢ acts as zero on the constant term. We will also

encounter a slight modification, namely ¢~V [g~1] = V((¢))/V[[q]]-
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Ficure 1.2. A disc with boundary punctures, showing the ordering convention
in the definition of the Fukaya A..-operation pu?(ay,...,aq).

Throughout the discussion of algebraic structures, |a| is the degree of an element, and
|la|]| = |a] — 1. The sign convention for A..-algebras is that
ot flag || d—j+1 j
Z(fl)ualHJr +Ha1H:U‘A s (ala R aia:U‘JA(ai—i-lv ceey ai+j)7 cee 7ad) =0.
j
For a strictly unital A..-algebra, the unit e, satisfies
la

M%(GA,G) = a, Mi{(a’eﬂ) - (*1) ‘av

pd(... eq,...)=0for all d # 2.
A differential graded algebra becomes an A.-algebra by setting

pa(a) = da, pi(ar,az) = (=1)"aa,.

For A..-categories, we write the morphism spaces as A(Xy, X1), and also use the short-
hand notation

A(Xog, X1)® - Q@ A(Xg_1,Xq) d>0,
‘A(XOa"'de): ( ) ( )
K d=0.

As already indicated by this, the composition of morphisms is written in reverse order
from the classical one; so the A..,-operations are

s AXo, -, Xa) — A(Xo, Xa)[2 — dJ,

ph(ar,. .. aq) € A(Xo, Xa) for aj € A(Xp—1, Xp).
In the geometric application to Fukaya categories, the marked points and Lagrangians
are ordered as in Figure (1.2

We write HH .(A), HH*(A), HC.(A), HP.(A) for, respectively, Hochschild homology,
Hochschild cohomology, negative, and periodic cyclic homology (note that in spite of the
subscript, the grading on Hochschild and cyclic homology is still cohomological). The
notation for the underlying standard chain complexes is Ci(A), C*(A), CC.(A), and
lastly CC«(A) ®ky) K[u*']; we’ll actually use several variants of those complexes, and
the notation will be slightly modified accordingly.

The formal variable u which appears in S!-equivariant Floer cohomology and in cyclic
homology agrees with the convention in [39], meaning that the sign is opposite of that in
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I35, 83]; see [83, Remark 3.19]. This choice of sign is already visible in the definition of
the quantum connection, compare (1.2.1)) and [35 Definition 3.1].

(f) On a symplectic manifold (M,wys), the Hamiltonian vector field X of a function H
satisfies wys(+, X) = dH. The Poisson bracket is {H;, Ho} = —wp (X1, X2).

(¢) In the context of Floer cohomology, or more generally Cauchy-Riemann equations for
maps u : S — M, we use the following notation. (S,jgs) is a Riemann surface; Jg is
a family of almost complex structures on M parametrized by S; and Kg is a one-form
on S with values in C°°(M, R), which is used to define the inhomogeneous term Yy in
the Cauchy-Riemann equation, see . If S has boundary, the boundary conditions
Lg are a family of Lagrangian submanifolds of M parametrized by points of 9S. For
Hamiltonian Floer cohomology, which lives on a cylinder S = R x S!, we follow the usual
convention that S! = R/Z.

(h) Operations in Floer cohomology are defined using a variety of parameter spaces (moduli
spaces) of Riemann surfaces, the main ones of which are listed in Figure

Acknowledgements. The idea of Fourier-Laplace transform, as applied to S'-equivariant symplec-
tic cohomology, was first mentioned to the second author by Nicholas Sheridan. We thank Kai
Hugtenburg and Claude Sabbah for very useful explanations of their work. Both authors were
partially funded by the Simons Collaboration in Homological Mirror Symmetry (Simons Foun-
dation award 652299). The first author additionally received partial funding from NSF grant
DMS-2306204. The second author additionally received partial funding as a Simons Investigator
(Simons Foundation award 256290); from NSF grant DMS-1904997; and during a visit to the
Simons-Laufer Mathematical Sciences Institute, from NSF grant DMS-1928930.

2. Algebraic differential equations

The first aim of this section is to situate our statements in the context of the classical algebraic
theory of linear differential equations, of which a rather selective account is given in Section [2:1]
(see [56]; the authors have found [70, Ch. IT and V] to be a helpful introduction to the subject).
This is followed by a short digression on Gauss-Manin connections in algebraic geometry, Section
which is not necessary for our purpose, but may provide some helpful intuition. Finally,
in Section we do some preliminary work that’s required for the noncommutative geometry
version of the Gauss-Manin connection.

2.1. Classical theory
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notation | objects parametrized algebraic operation

5. points in the' plane (Fulton-Mac- ™ and 692, Sections
Pherson); Section 1

5.3&} 5.3¢)
< points on the cylinder; Section ™1 and d&,; Sections
PP

A, cylinders with angles; Section [5.2¢ dg1; Section [5.3¢]

A, cylinders with angles and points; Sec- ﬂrsnl’l and dg1 4; Sec-
tion [5.2d tions 5.33} 0.3e

Qleﬁg,ﬁ)nw, same as before, but with constraints | KH4), KHp); Sec-

Q[ngf)rw on one interior marked point; Sec- tion
tions [5.2e

Ry points on the boundary of the disc | u¢; Section |6.2a
(Fukaya-Stasheff); Section [6.1a]

Rd,m discs with boundary and interior HZ% Section [6.2b
marked points; Section [6.1¢

%fm, same as before, but with constraints | GMy, GMy; Section

9‘{3” on one of the interior points; Section

ANg,m,» | half-cylinders with angles and points; | plays an auxiliary role,
Section [6 to define the spaces be-

[ o
Qlﬁgznr, subsets of AN m.; Sections 0Cs1 4,1), OCs1 g (2);
(2) i

AN Section

Qlﬁgénll)mw same as before, but with constraints | IT'41) etc. Sections

etc. on one interior marked point; Sec- |[6.3¢

FIGURE 1.3. Notation for the most relevant moduli spaces of Riemann surfaces,

and the Floer-theoretic operations they give rise to.
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(2.1a) Formal classification of singularities. The simplest aspect of the theory of algebraic
connections is the formal (in the sense of Laurent series) one. One considers

(2.1.1) Vo, = 0q+ Ag, where Ay =Y Apg" € Mat,(C((g))).

k=m

Such connections are acted on by formal gauge transformations G, € GL,(C((¢)):
(2.1.2) Vo, =G;'Vo,Gq =0+ Ay, where Ay = G A,Gy + G (0,Gy).
Occasionally, we will also use the subgroup

(2.1.3) I+ qMat,(Cllq])) € GL.(C((q)))

of gauge transformations which have no poles and constant term equal to the identity. The formal
classification of connections is completely understood (for expositions see e.g. [56l, Sections I1.5
and II1.1], [70, Sections I1.2 and IL.5], or [6]). We will only use a small part of that theory,
covering the simplest three classes: nonsingular connections; ones with a regular singular point;
and singularities of unramified exponential type.

Definition 2.1.1. One says that Vy, is nonsingular if, by a formal gauge transformation, it can
be brought into a form where A, € Mat,(C[[q]]).

This means that any apparent pole can be transformed away. After that, one can formally
integrate to trivialize the connection:

Lemma 2.1.2. Every connection without a pole, meaning with m = 0 in (2.1.1)), is equivalent
by a gauge transformation in (2.1.3) to the trivial one, Az = 0.

Definition 2.1.3. Vj, has a regular singular point if, by a formal gauge transformation, it can
be transformed into A, € ¢~ Mat,.(C[[q]]).

This means that while the apparent pole order may be higher, it can be reduced to < 1. (In our
terminology, “regular singular point” includes nonsingular connections.) One can then further
simplify the situation using the following classical fact:

Lemma 2.1.4. (i) Every connection with a simple pole, meaning with m = —1 in , 18
formally gauge equivalent to one of the form flq —q 1A, A € Mat,.(C). For such connections
@aq, the formal gauge equivalence class is completely determined by the conjugacy class of the
monodromy

(2.1.4) exp(—2miA_1) € GL,(C).

This monodromy has the same eigenvalues as exp(—2miA_1), where A_q is the residue of the
original connection. (More precisely, exp(—2miA_1) is contained in the closure of the conjugacy
class of the monodromy.)

(it) In the “nonresonant case” where no two eigenvalues of A_y differ by a nonzero integer, one
can achieve the same outcome with the sharper condition that A_y = A_1, by using a gauge
transformation in (2.1.3). In particular, the monodromy is conjugate to exp(—2miA_1).



12 D. POMERLEANO, P. SEIDEL

For higher order poles, one has the elementary splitting lemma (the first part is [91, Chapter IV,
Theorem 11.1]; the second part was pointed out to the authors by Hugtenburg):

Lemma 2.1.5. (i) Take a connection (2.1.1)), with m < —2. This is always equivalent, by a

gauge transformation in (2.1.3), to some Ay = A,,,q™ + Appirq™t + -, where A,, = A, and
the higher order terms preserve the splitting of C” into generalized A,,-eigenspaces.

(ii) Suppose that A is an eigenvalue of A, such that the A-Jordan block is diagonal (no nilpotent
part). Then, the associated piece of Am+1 is just the block diagonal part of A,,+1, with respect
to the decomposition into generalized eigenspaces. In formulae, if Py is the projection to the
generalized \-eigenspace, then P,\AmHP,\ =P A +1P.

Definition 2.1.6. Vy, has a singularity of unramified exponential type (see [72, Section 2.c] or
[74, Lecture 1]) if it can be formally gauge transformed into a direct sum

(2.1.5) @aq = @@aq,,\, @aq,)\ = 631%)\ + /\(]72[,
A

where the A are a finite set of complex numbers, and each @g;g has a reqular singular point. The

monodromies of the @gng will be called the regularized formal monodromies of Vg, .

(In our terminology, “unramified exponential type” includes connections with a regular singular
point as the special case where there is only one summand, with A = 0.) One can think of
@%7 x as the tensor product of the scalar (rank 1) connection 9, + Ag~2 and of @gigj/\; the latter
part can then be further simplified by applying Lemma m The decomposition is
essentially unique, which means that the A and the formal gauge equivalence class of each ng% N
are invariants of the original connection; this is a consequence of the Hukuhara-Turrittin-Levelt
theorem (see e.g. [55, Théoréme 2.1]). As a consequence, the conjugacy classes of the regularized

formal monodromies are gauge invariants of the original connection V5, .

Lemma 2.1.7. (i) Suppose that A, has a quadratic pole, meaning that m = —2 in (2.1.1)), and
has unramified exponential type. Then the numbers A that appear in (2.1.5)) are the eigenvalues
of A_o, and the dimension of each summand is the multiplicity of that eigenvalue.

(11) Suppose that Aq has a quadratic pole, and that A_s is semisimple. Then the connection has
unramified exponential type, and can be brought into the form by a gauge transformation
without poles. Moreover, the reqularized formal monodromy of each summand has the same eigen-
values as exp(—2miA_1 ), where A_q x are the block diagonal terms one gets when decomposing
A_1 acconding to the eigenspaces of A_o.

Both statements are well-known (for (i) see e.g. see [75, Corollary 3.2], and for the main part of
(ii) see [72, Example 2.6]). The proof essentially uses only Lemma [2.1.5

Remark 2.1.8. The dual of a connection Vg, = 0q+ Aq is ng = d—Ag,r (note we are not using
complex conjugation here). By dualizing gauge transformations, one sees that ng has unramified
exponential type if and only if Vo, does; the corresponding numbers are related by \* = —\; and
the regularized monodromies of ng are conjugate to the inverse transposes of those of Vp, .
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The global picture is that we consider rational connections on the affine line. Take a nonzero
p € Clqg], and write C[g, 1/p] C C(q) for the subring of rational functions generated by ¢ and 1/p.
A rational connection is of the form

(2.1.6) Vo, = 04+ Ay, where A; € Mat,.(Clg,1/p]).

By formally expanding in (¢ — o) for some o, one can define o being a nonsingular point, or a
regular singular point, and so on, of the connection (obviously, all ¢ € C where p(c) # 0 will be
nonsingular points). That also extends to o = 0o, by expanding in Q = 1/q.

(2.1b) Application to quantum connections. Let’s see how the general theory works out
for quantum connections, starting with simple examples.

Example 2.1.9. (This is an entirely fictitious consideration, as there are no known monotone
symplectic manifolds with that property.) Suppose that there are no Gromov-Witten contributions
to the quantum connection, meaning that [wps] %K) 2 = 0 for all k > 0, in the notation from
(1.1.3)). Then, from or , it’s clear that ¢ = 00 is also a regular singular point. The
monodromy around that point is the inverse of that around g = 0, hence has a unipotent Jordan
block of size dime (M) + 1, which would saturate the bound of Theorem m

Example 2.1.10. The quantum connection on M = CP! is

0 2q
2.1. =
(2.1.7) Vo, =0+ (o 7).
where the factors of 2 come from [wy] = ¢1(M) = 2[point]. Written as in (1.1.7), it becomes
0 2 0 0
Gr __ _ -2 —1

(2.1.8) Voo, =00 —Q (2 O) +Q (O 1) .
Applying the algorithm underlying Lemma|2.1.5, one finds that it is gauge equivalent to

- -2 0 3 0

1. o= -2 (2 :

a9 %, -a0r 0 (2 e (1 0)

In words, it is of unramified exponential type, and the regularized formal monodromies of both
summands are equal to —1. This illustrates the fact that (as a consequence of the Stokes phe-
nomenon) the regularized formal monodromies usually don’t agree with the monodromy of the
connection in the classical sense.

Example 2.1.11. Take the quantum connection on the cubic surface [17, [15], restricted to the
invariant subspace spanned by (1, the first Chern class, the Poincaré dual of a point). One gets

0 108 252 00 0
(2.1.10) Ver=0o-Q %1 9 36 |+Q {0 1 0
0 3 0 00 2

It turns out (code can be found at [T7]) that this is gauge equivalent to
6 0 0 5/3 —40/729 0

(2.1.11) Ido-Q 20 —6 0|+Q | 0 /3 0] +0().
0 0 21 0 0 1
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By Lemma[2.1.7, this connection is of unramified exponential type. The regularized formal mon-
odromy has eigenvalues 1 (for the X\ = 21 part), respectively the nontrivial third roots of unity
(for the A = —6 part). To complete the discussion, note that there is a complementary invariant
subspace, which is the orthogonal complement of [was] inside H*(M;C). On that subspace, [war]*
acts by —6 times the identity; therefore, the corresponding part of Vgg has unramified exponential
type and trivial reqularized monodromy.

Remark 2.1.12. A twistor construction ([67)], see also [22]) associates to each closed hyperbolic
6-manifold a 12-dimensional monotone symplectic (but not Kdhler) manifold. An unpublished
argument of Hugtenburg, based on quantum cohomology computations in [21|], shows that the
quantum connection for those manifolds has unramified exponential type. (The authors apologize
for having wrongly stated the opposite in conference talks.)

We want to record a few observations about the quantum connection in general, which shed
light on the computations above. All of them are familiar, and they share a common ingredient,
namely Poincaré duality.

Lemma 2.1.13. The quantum connection is gauge equivalent to its dual (see Remark up
to a parameter change q — —q.

Proof. Using Poincaré duality, one can write the dual of (1.1.2) as V5L = g — ¢ H([wnr] *¢ T).
Pulling this back by g — —q yields the connection

(2.1.12) g — ¢ (Jwar] ¥—q 7).

Now take an automorphism ® of H*(M;C) which in degree d is ¢4 times the identity, where

Gat+2 = —¢q. This satisfies O(jwar] ¥—q &) = —P([wn] *4 ), hence turns (2.1.12)) back into the
quantum connection. O

Corollary 2.1.14. Suppose that Vgé has unramified exponential type. Then, each of the reg-
ularized formal monodromies is conjugate to its inverse transpose. Hence, the spectrum of the
monodromy must be invariant under X < 1/\.

Lemma 2.1.15. Suppose that A is an eigenvalue of [war]*, which is simple (the associated gener-
alized eigenspace is one-dimensional). Then, the corresponding piece of the quantum connection,

in the sense of Lemma[2.1.5, is of unramified exponential type, and has regularized monodromy
(_l)dimc(M)'

Proof. The first statement (unramified exponential type) is obvious from Lemma [2.1.5(i). As for
the second one, write Hy for the eigenspace in question. Any such space is itself a Z/2-graded
commutative unital ring. As a consequence, a one-dimensional eigenspace must be contained
in HeVe"(M;C). To simplify computations, assume that Gr|H?(M;C) is d times the identity
for even d. Write Hy for the direct sum of all other generalized eigenspaces in H®V°"(M;C).
The notation is explained by the fact that these two spaces are orthogonal for the intersection
pairing. As a consequence, the intersection pairing is nonzero when restricted to Hy. Next, note
that Gr — dimc (M) I is skewadjoint for the intersection pairing. In particular,

(2.1.13) /M Gr(z)x = dimg (M) /M z2
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When applied to = € H),, this tells us that the first block diagonal entry of Gr with respect
to the decomposition Heyen(M;C) = Hy & Hy is equal to dime(M). One now applies Lemma

B 0

The following generalization of Lemma [2.1.15] comes from Dubrovin’s work [20, Lecture 3] (see
[29, Section 2.4] for an exposition in a language close to the one here; ours is a simplified version
of their statement).

Lemma 2.1.16. If the quantum cohomology ring (H*(M),*) is semisimple (the direct sum of
copies of C), then the quantum connection has unramified exponential type, and (—1)dimC(M) 18
the only eigenvalue of the reqularized monodromies.

Proof. Unramified exponential type is obvious from Lemma [2.1.7} In this case there can be no
odd degree cohomology. We assume that Gr is as in the proof of Lemmal|2.1.15 Write (z1,...,z,)
for n-pointed genus zero Gromov-Witten invariants, so that

(2.1.14) /M(xl * To)xg = (X1, T2,T3).

As a special case of the divisor axiom,

(2.1.15) 2(c1 (M), z1, 2, x3) +/ Gr(zy * x2)x3 = / (Gr(z1) * 2o + x1 * Gr(z2))xs.
M M
The five-point WDVV relation is
(2.1.16)  (x1 * T2, T3, Tq, T5) + (T1, T2, T3 * T4, T5) = (T1 * T3, T, T4, T5) + (T1, T3, Ta * Ty, T5).

In our situation, there is a basis {e;} of idempotents for the quantum product. These satisfy
e; * e¢; = 0 and hence also fM eie; = 0 for ¢ # j. Moreover, ¢1(M) * e; = A;e; for some \; € C.

Applying (2.1.15]) yields

for e; #ej, 2(ci(M),e;,ej,ej) =2(c1(M),e;,e;,€;) +/ Gr(e; xej)e; =
M

(2.1.17) = /M(Gr(ei) xej +e; xGr(ej))e; = /M(Gr(ei) xe; +e; x Gr(e;)) * e

= / Gr(e;) xej = / Gr(e;)e;.
M M

From (2.1.16)) for (z1,...,25) = (c1(M), e;,¢€;,¢e;,€e;) one gets
(2118) for €; 7é €5, <61(M), €;, 6j,6j> = ()\] — /\i)<€ia €5,€5, €j>.
As a consequence of (2.1.13)), (2.1.17) and (2.1.18)) one sees that
dime(M) [, €2 i=j,
0 i j.
In other words, each block diagonal part of Gr with respect to the decomposition into eigenspaces
is dime (M) times the identity. One applies Lemma [2.1.7](ii) to obtain the desired conclusion. [

(2.1.19) if A; = A;, then / Gr(e;)e; = {
M
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(2.1c) Differential operators. An alternative viewpoint on the formal classification of con-
nections is provided by the cyclic vector lemma, which says that there is some v € C((g))" such

that v, Vg v,..., Vg;lv form a basis. The connection gauge transformed to that basis has the
form
—ap
1 —aq
(2.1.20) 04 + 1 —as
1 —ap
for ag,...,a,—1 € C((g)). In other words, setting a, = 1, we have a relation }°;_;a;Vj v = 0.

We correspondingly define an order r scalar differential operator
(2.1.21) Py=> a0
i=0

Suppose that w € C((q))" is a covariantly constant section of the dual connection, (9, — A} )w = 0.
Then, the function f =v-w € C((q)) solves P, f = 0.

Remark 2.1.17. For the quantum connection, each class y € H*(M;C) gives rise to a covari-
antly constant section U,, of the (Poincaré) dual connection [{3, Section 28.1]. These fundamental
solutions are generally multivalued, meaning that they have coefficients in Cllog(q)]((q)) (which
makes sense since there’s an obvious action of 0y on that ring). Explicitly,

(2.1.22) /M 20, = /M welos@lnly 4 N g, g (elorDlonly))

d>0
m>0

Here, we use standard notation {(x1,¥™(x2))q for two-pointed Gromov-Witten invariants with
gravitational descendants, counting rational curves with first Chern number d. The covariant
constancy property can be expressed as

(2.1.23) 3q/ 2V, = / (Vo,x)¥,.

M M
As discussed above, if v is a cyclic vector and P, the resulting operator, then
(2.1.24) Py( [y, v¥Yy) =0 for all y.

Remark 2.1.18. Instead of considering the entire quantum connection, let’s just look at the
C((q))-linear subspace spanned by 1 € H°(M) and its Vg, -derivatives, so that v =1 is tautolog-
ically a cyclic vector. Let P, be the associated differential operator. The analogue of (2.1.24)) is
that

(2.1.25) P,(J,) =0,

where we write (using the string equation)

(2.1.26) Jy = /]W \I/y _ /M 610g(¢1)[wM]y + Z qd<¢m71(elog(q)[wM]y)>'

d>0
m>0
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In Givental’s terminology (see e.g. [16, Section 10.3] for an exposition in the proper context,
which is more general than the one here), a differential operator Py = -, a;0}, a; € C((q)), is
called a quantum differential operator if it satisfies the analogue of (2.1.25)), meaning that

(21.27)  P,(J,) =0 for all y <:>/ @iV, (1) -9, =0 forally < Y a;Vy (1) =0.
M i

Because the definition of P, involves the lowest degree relation between the Vfgq(l), we then have

]Sq = (some differential operator)P,; in terms of the Weyl algebra to be introduced in a little
while, the quantum differential operators are the left ideal generated by P,. By an easy degree
argument, the rightmost equation in implies the following: if the coefficients a; of only
contain powers ¢* of less, the relation

(2.1.28) Z (¢"-term of a; )Jwa])* = 0
i=0

holds in quantum cohomology (compare [16, Theorem 10.3.1]).

The Newton polygon of P, is constructed as follows. For each 0 <4 < r such that a; # 0, take
the point (x;,y;) = (4, valy(a;) —7), where val,(a;) is the lowest power of ¢ which occurs. Consider
the subsets

(2.1.29) {0<z<wm, y>uy}

The Newton polygon is the convex hull of the union of those subsets. The slopes of P, are the
finite (meaning, excluding vertical sides) slopes of the sides of the Newton polygon. These slopes
are nonnegative rational numbers, and are invariants of the original connection (which means,
they are independent of the choice of cyclic vector v; see e.g. [56, Theorem II1.1.5]). The classical
Fuchs regularity criterion is:

Lemma 2.1.19. Vy_ has a regqular singular point if and only if 0 is the only slope of P;.

More generally, the slopes describe the pole orders of the pieces of the Hukuhara-Turrittin-Levelt
decomposition of a connection [90, Remark 3.55]. As a special case, one has:

Lemma 2.1.20. If Vy,_ has a singularity of unramified exponential type, the slopes of Py are a
subset of {0,1}.

Example 2.1.21. Consider [50, Remark 2.13]

0 2
(2.1.30) Ay = (_ ! 1).

q —354
The cyclic vector v = (1,0) yields a differential operator with slope 1/2,
(2.1.31) Pp=0243%¢"9,—q"

Hence, this is not of unramified exponential type. One can also see this in a different way (follow-

1/2

ing the argument in [50]). Namely, introducing a square root ¢*/# allows the gauge transformation

1 1 - _ap(l 0
(2.1.32) Gq_<q1/2 q1/2> = A, =q%? (0 1).
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By the uniqueness part of the Hukuhara-Turrittin-Levelt theorem, this rules out unramified expo-
nential type.

Example 2.1.22. Take the previous example, and add q~2 times the identity matriz to Ay. For
the same cyclic vector, one now gets

(2.1.33) Py=07+ (307" =270, + (a™* — 307°),

whose only slope is 1. However, this connection is still not of unramified exponential type, since
by ([2.1.32) it’s gauge equivalent to A, = (q—2 +q_3/2)I. This shows that the converse to Lemma

is false.

(2.1d) Fourier-Laplace transform. Let W, be the Weyl algebra of differential operators in
one variable ¢, over C. This is generated by ¢ and 0,, with the relation

(2.1.34) [0, q] = 1.

Left W,-modules are called D-modules. If N, is a D-module, and p € C[g] is nonzero,

def
(2.1.35) Nyasp = Clg, 1/p] @cpg Ny

inherits the structure of a D-module (by the obvious differentiation rule). A D-module Ny is
called holonomic if it is finitely generated and, for every x € IVy, there is a nonzero w € W, such
that wx = 0. If N, is holonomic, then so are its localisations . Given a rational connection
Vo, as in , the space C[g,1/p]|", with 9, acting by Vs, , becomes a holonomic D-module.
The W,-modules obtained in this way are precisely those on which p acts invertibly, and which
are finitely generated over C[g,1/p] (freeness over C[g,1/p] is then an automatic consequence).
In the converse direction, one has (see e.g. [T0, p. 171]):

Lemma 2.1.23. Let N, be a holonomic D-module. Then there is a nonzero p € Clg|, such that
Ng.1/p is isomorphic to the D-module coming from a connection (2.1.6).

q

Take a minimal such p. One calls ¥, = p~1(0) the set of singularities of the D-module N,,
and speaks of the associated rational connection Vg, (which, in our formulation, is unique up to
gauge equivalence over C\ 3).

Definition 2.1.24. Let t be another formal variable. We identify W, = W, by setting
(2.1.36) t=04 0:=—q.

Given a Wi-module Ny, the Fourier-Laplace transform Ny is simply the same space considered as
a module over Wy wvia (2.1.36). This clearly preserves holonomicity.

Example 2.1.25. Take linear maps U : C" — C*, V : C* — C", as well as some o € C. Define
a holonomic D-module

(2.1.37) Ny =C[t]" & C[o,)*,
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with the Wy-action
tm=VUz,0) m >0,

o (t"x, O'y) = (mt™ tw, 0p T y) +
at Py) = ( P y) (0,Uz) m = 0;

(2.1.38)
0,00 'UVy) n >0,

(Vy,0) n=0.

Any element of the second summand of (2.1.37)) is mapped to the first summand by a sufficiently
high power of (t — o); and (t — 0)0y(x,0) = (VUx,0). From that, one sees that Ny 1,—) is the
module associated to the connection

(2.1.39) Vi=0;+ (t—o)'VU.

t(t"x, 0py) = (", 000y — ndy) + {

Apply the Fourier-Laplace transform, and write the summands in the opposite order, which means
as Ny = Clg|*®C[9,]". Then, Ny 14 is the module associated to Vo, = 8;—q UV +0. Changing
coordinates to QQ = 1/q yields

(2.1.40) Vo, =00 —Q c+Q UV,

Remark 2.1.26. Toke P, € W, and a formal power series solution, meaning some II =
o oamq™ € C[[q]] such that P11 =0. Then
oo

(2.1.41) IS mlay, ™ e t71C[[t™ ]

m=0
s a formal solution of the dual equation PII = 0, where Py corresponds to P, under (2.1.36)). In
the case of the quantum connection and the setting from Remark the quantum period is
defined to be (2.1.26)) specialized to the class y = p Poincaré dual to a point,

(2.1.42) O=J, =1+ ¢" W *[D))a
d>2

Then 11 is essentially the regularized quantum period (see e.g. [13] for the terminology).

The general relation between a holonomic D-module and its Fourier-Laplace transform was stud-
ied extensively in [56]. We will need only a special case of the results from [56, Ch. IX-XI]:

Proposition 2.1.27. Let Ny be a holonomic Wy-module, with singularities at ¥y C C. Suppose
that the associated rational connection Vy, in the sense of Lemma has only regular singular
points, including at t = oo. Then,

(i) The Fourier-Laplace tranform N, is nonsingular on C*. If we look at the associated connection
Va,, then that has a regular singular point at ¢ = 0, and a singularity of unramified exzponential
type at ¢ = oo.

(i) To describe the latter singularity more precisely, let’s change coordinates to Q = 1/q, and
look at the normal form ﬁaQ from . The numbers that appear there are precisely A = —o
for o € ;. Moreover, for each o there are there are matrices U,, V, such that the monodromy
of Vi around o is exp(—2miV,U,), and the corresponding reqularized formal monodromy around
q = oo (anticlockwise in Q, which means clockwise in q) is exp(—2miU, V).
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Part (i) is stated for instance in [73, p. 91] or [(1, Lemma 1.5]. Part (ii) follows from the fact
that the formal structure of N, at ¢ = oo depends only on the local structure of N; near its
singularities [70, Section V.3]. More precisely, every singular point of N; contributes a direct
summand to the formal connection Vs, The local structure of a holonomic D-module with a
regular singularity at ¢ = ¢ is isomorphic to one of those from Example see [56], p. 28];
and therefore, the computation carried out in that example actually proves the general result.

Given Proposition [2.1.27(ii), some linear algebra [23] yields the following:

Corollary 2.1.28. Let M, be the monodromy of Vi around some singular point o, restricted
to the generalized a-eigenspace; and Ny o the reqularized formal monodromy of the A = —o
summand of Va,, restricted correspondingly.

(i) If a« # 1, My o and N, are conjugate.

(11) There is a bijective correspondence between Jordan blocks of M, 1 and of N, 1, under which
sizes change by at most 1. Here, we think of having an infinite reservoir of size 0 Jordan blocks
on each side, so that size 1 Jordan blocks can appear and disappear under the correspondence.

2.2. The Gauss-Manin system

(2.2a) Definition. Let X be a smooth complex algebraic variety, and W : X — § = Al a
proper nonconstant morphism. The Gauss-Manin system is defined [62], Ch. 2, Section 15] as the
derived pushforward of the D-module sheaf Ox under W. To compute it, one factors W as the
composition of the embedding (id, W) : X — X x S and the projection X x S — S. Concretely,

the outcome is as follows [62, p. 159]. Take the complex of sheaves
&g = Qxldl,

(2.2.1) 0 =xld
de 0 =df —qdW A0,

with the operation
(2.2.2) Vo, (0q") = k6 ¢"~ ' — W0~
The hypercohomology F, of £, becomes a W,-module in each degree. The Gauss-Manin system

in degree k is defined as the Fourier-Laplace transform of E,’;“. From the general theory (see
e.g. [46, Theorem 3.2.3]), one gets:

Lemma 2.2.1. In each degree, E; is a holonomic Wy-module.

The picture simplifies away from the singular fibres. Namely, let 5™ C S be the set of regular
values, and X8 = W ~1(S™8) its preimage. The restriction of the Gauss-Manin system to S8
can be computed directly using the pushforward by the submersion W|X" 8, which yields the
classical definition of the Gauss-Manin connection on the hypercohomology of the relative de
Rham complex (Qﬁ(reg/sreg, d).

(2.2b) Application. In the algebro-geometric context, the counterpart of Conjecture is:
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Proposition 2.2.2. (i) In each degree, restricting E, to C* = {q # 0} yields a connection which
has a reqular singularity at ¢ = 0, and a singularity of unramified exponential type at ¢ = co.

(ii) The regularized formal monodromies at ¢ = 0o are quasi-unipotent.

(ii1) For each regularized formal monodromy, the spectrum on E, (combining degrees) is invariant
under A <> 1/,

Proof. By the (Griffiths-Landman-Grothendieck) monodromy theorem, the Gauss-Manin con-
nection for W : X*& — 5S¢ has regular singularities, and quasi-unipotent monodromy around
each of those singularities. Moreover, each monodromy endomorphism is compatible with the
Poincaré duality pairing on the cohomology of the fibres, and therefore has the same eigenvalues
as its inverse. This, together with Lemma allows us to apply Proposition which
gives the desired result. |

Part of enumerative mirror symmetry, as formulated e.g. in [41], is that the Gauss-Manin system
of the mirror superpotential should give the quantum connection. In situations where this is
proved, one can use Proposition[2.2:2)to derive the corresponding case of Conjecture Strictly
speaking, to use Proposition [2:2.2]as stated, one has to have a proper mirror superpotential, which
can be achieved if the mirror is constructed relative to a smooth anticanonical divisor; however,
the algebro-geometric considerations can be generalized beyond the proper case, under suitable
assumptions on W. We had already mentioned one of the results that have been obtained in this
way [75].

Example 2.2.3. The mirror of CP! is the superpotential X = C*, W(z) = z+2z"1. The complex

reduces to
(2.2.3) Clz*!)dz qC[e*1]dz PC[+Y] dz

¢ Cle*] ¢ qClz*]

We have drawn that so as to exhibit an increasing filtration. Using that filtration, one sees that
the only nontrivial cohomology group E; = H(&,), as a W,-module, has generators and relations

ag = [z_ldz], a, = [dz],

(2.2.4) q0qa0 = —2qay,
O0qqa1 = —2qay.
Our module contains g-torsion elements: q[(1 — z72)dz] = q(8,a0 + 2a1) = 0. If we tensor

with C[q™'] and replace the generators with (ag, —qay), the relations ([2.2.4) yield the quantum
connection (2.1.7). Take the Fourier-Laplace transform, and write the relations (2.2.4]) as
ag = %(tQ — 4)8ta1,

(2.2.5)
28tao == 7tat(11.
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After tensoring with C[t, (t? — 4)~1], this becomes the connection with

t 2
2.2.6 A= | B4 -1
20 ()

As one would expect from its geometric origin, the monodromy around t = +2 has eigenvalues
{=1,1} (it swaps the two sheets of W ). Via Proposition |2.1.27(ii), that explains the occurrence
of the eigenvalues —1 in the regularized formal monodromy computation from Example|2.1.10

Example 2.2.4. The mirror to the cubic surface (relative to a smooth anticanonical divisor) is
obtained from the extremal rational elliptic surface X431, in the notation of [58, Theorem 4.1],
by removing the I3 fibre. More specifically, the base should be parametrized so that the resulting
W : X — C is a partial compactification of the superpotential given e.g. in [T4, Example 10] with
a constant —6 added (which brings the critical values into their expected position {—6,21}; for the
origin of that constant, see [{1], Section 10] and [82, Appendiz B]). This W has one nondegenerate
singular point, and a more complicated singular fibre which consists of an Eg configuration of ra-
tional spheres. The monodromy around the last-mentioned fibre has the eigenvalues exp(£2mi/3)

seen in Example(2.1.11]

2.3. The noncommutative theory

(2.3a) The (u, q)-Weyl algebra. (Heisenberg-)Weyl algebras depending on an additional formal
variable are of course what occurs in the original quantum mechanics context. In noncommutative
geometry the setup is a little different, since the additional formal variable u has degree 2. As we
will not actually be solving any differential equations in this part of our argument, we can work
over an arbitrary field K.

Let W, , be the graded K[u]-algebra generated by ¢ (of degree 2) and ud, (of degree 0), with
(2.3.1) [udy, q] = u.

(In spite of the notation, there is no element J, in this algebra.) Let’s look at graded (left)
modules over W, ,,, understood to be graded K[u]-modules with u-linear actions of ¢ and 0y,

which satisfy (2.3.1)).

e We say that a module is u-torsionfree if multiplication by w is injective.

e The u-adic completion of a module A, (in the graded sense, meaning that we complete
in each degree separately) is

2 def ;. m . m
(2.3.2) Agu = @m Agu/u™ Ay = mm ((K[u}/u ) ®K[u] Aq,u)-
We call A,, complete if the canonical map A,., — Aqﬂ is an isomorphism. (This
implies that no nonzero element of A, , can be divisible by arbitrarily high powers of w.)
Completions are always complete [I, Lemma 00MC].
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e Setting u = 0 in Ay, yields a module over a graded two-variable polynomial ring, since
the actions of ¢ and ud, then commute; we denote that by
def
(2.3.3) Aq = Aqu/udqu = (Kul/u) Ok[u] Ag,u-

Just like the notions above, the next Lemmas really concern only the u-module structure:

Lemma 2.3.1. Suppose that Ay, is u-torsionfree. Then so is its completion Aqyu, Moreover,
the u = 0 reduction of the completion agrees with that of the original module.

Proof. We have short exact sequences
(2.3.4) 0= Agu/u™Agy — Agu/u™ Ay, — Ay — 0.
Passing to the limit (which is exact because the maps that decrease m are surjective) yields
(2.3.5) 0= Agy — Ay — Ay — 0.
|

Lemma 2.3.2. Let Ay, and By, be complete u-torsionfree modules, and fq . : Agu = Bgu a
Wy w-linear map whose uw = 0 reduction f, : Ay — By is injective. Then f, ., is itself injective,
and Cy,, = coker(fq ) is a complete u-torsionfree module. Moreover, the u = 0 reduction Cy is
the cokernel of f,.

Proof. Injectivity of f,,, is elementary: suppose that f;,(a) = 0 for some nonzero a. We can
write ¢ = u™a’ with a maximal m, and then f, ,(a’) = 0, which after reduction to u = 0 shows
that @’ must again be divisible by u, a contradiction. The fact that Cy , is u-torsionfree is also
elementary: if uc = 0 in the cokernel, then a lift of ¢ to b € B, ,, would satisfy ub = f; .(a) for
some a. This means that the u = 0 reduction of a lies in the kernel of f,;, hence must be zero,
and we can write a = ua’. But then u(b — f, ,(a’)) = 0, hence b = f; ,(a’) and ¢ = 0. At this
point, we can tensor with K[u]/u™ to get short exact sequences

(2.3.6) 0= Agu/u"™ Ay 2% By /u™Byw — Cyu/u™Cou — 0,

which for m = 1 shows the desired fact about C,. Passing to the limit m — oo yields

(2.3.7) 0— Agu Jay By — Cyu — 0,

which proves that Cy ,, = Aq7u. O

At this point, we add the action of ¢ to the discussion.

e Given a complete module A, ,, one can invert ¢ and then take the u-completion of that.
The outcome of this process will be denoted (slightly clumsily, since the tensor product
uses ¢ and the completion uses u) by

def ~
(2.3.8) Agsry S K@k Agu-

Here, just like in the framework of classical D-modules, the action of u9, on the ¢g-inverted
module is given by ud,(¢F ® a) = uk¢* ™! ® a + ¢* ® ud,a.
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e We write (see Section [L.3|b) for the notation; completion is in the same sense as before)
_ def _ e
(2.3.9) ¢ A T g7 Klg T @kg Ag -

Lemma 2.3.3. Suppose that Ag,, is complete and u-torsionfree. Then (2.3.8)) is u-torsionfree,
and its ¢ = 0 reduction is related to that A, ,, in the obvious way:

(2.3.10) Ager E Ay Judgsn o, = K[gH @k A,

Proof. Tensoring with K[¢T?] yields a short exact sequence
(2.3.11) 0— K[qil] ®]K[q] Aq’u L) K[qil] ®]K[q] Aq_’u — K[qil] ®K[q] Aq — 0.

In words, K[¢*!] ®[q Aqg,u is u-torsionfree, and its u = 0 reduction is K[¢*'] ®k[, Ag. Lemma
231 does the rest. O

Lemma 2.3.4. Suppose that Aq ., is complete and u-torsionfree; and that its u = 0 reduction
Ay is g-torsionfree (q acts injectively on it). Then (2.3.9) is u-torsionfree; its uw = 0 reduction is
related to that of Ag . in the obvious way,

_ def _ _ ~ _
(2.3.12) ¢ A = T A fugT A =2 ¢ KT @k Ags
and it fits into a short exact sequence

(2.3.13) 0— Agu — Agery — ¢ " Ag-1., — 0.

Proof. Because A, is g-torsionfree, so is A,. (if x € Ay, satisfies gz = 0, then it must be a
multiple of u; that argument can be iterated to prove that z is arbitrarily often u-divisible, hence
zero by completeness). Therefore, the following diagram has exact columns:

(2.3.14)

0 0 0
0 Aq,u = Aq,u Aq 0
0 —— K[g*'] ®Kkq) Aqu —— K[¢*] ®K[q) Agu —> K[g*"] Okl Ag —>0

0 — ¢ 'K[g™"] ®xpg) Agu — ¢ Kg™"] Oxpg) Age —> ¢ Klg™"] @i A4y — 0

0 0 0

The top two rows are exact, hence so is the bottom one. In words, ¢~ 'K[g ] ®K[q Ag,u 18 u-
torsionfree, and its u = 0 reduction is ¢ 'K[g '] ®kq Aq. We can then apply Lemma to
carry over those results to qilAq—l. Define (2.3.13)) to be the u-completion of the left or middle

column in (2.3.14). Lemma tells us that the first map in (2.3.13) is injective. Moreover,
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concerning the map from its cokernel to q’lAqflyu, we then know that its u = 0 reduction is an
isomorphism, which implies that the map itself must be an isomorphism. O

Example 2.3.5. Let V be a graded K-vector space. Consider the graded K|g, u]-module Aq,, =
Vllg,u]]. Then

(2.3.15) Klq*™"] @xiq) Agu = lime ¢~ Aq 0 = V{[u]]((9)

is the space of Laurent series in q with coefficients in V[[u]] (each such Laurent series has a lower
bound on the powers of q that can appear). The completion is

(2.3.16) Agr = V((@)[ul] = V((@)[[u/ql]

which means power series in u, or equivalently u/q, whose coefficients are Laurent series in q.
Concretely, an element in (2.3.16|) of degree d is a series

(2.3.17) Z Z (u/q)' ¢ vij = Z Z u'q vk
>0 j>m; i>0 k>m,—i

for some m; € Z, v;j € V4=2i  In the special case where V is bounded, it follows that vi; =0
once |j| exceeds some d-dependent bound, and therefore:

(2.3.18) Ager = (V[[u/q) g™ if V is bounded.

Similarly, we have

(2.3.19) qilK[qil] ®Klq] Agu = hﬂk (qikAq,u/Aq,u) = qilv[[umqilL
which is the space of polynomials in ¢~ !
pletion yrields

(2.3.20) g Ay = (g Vg D[],

the space of power series in u with coefficients in ¢~V [q~1]. One can think of this as in (2.3.17))
but where the entries are restricted to j < i (respectively k < 0).

with zero constant term and coefficients in V[[u]]. Com-

Take the graded K[u]-algebra W; ,, with generators ¢ of degree 0 and ud; of degree 2, such that
(2.3.21) [t,ud;] = wu.

There is an isomorphism W; ,, = W, 4,

(2.3.22) t =u0q, uly=—q.

That gives rise to the notion of Fourier-Laplace transform appropriate to our context (complete-
ness and u-torsionfreeness are independent of whether one thinks of a module as lying over Wy ,,
or Wy.,). There is also a localisation process with respect to ¢, which is more flexible because
that variable has degree zero. Namely, take a nonzero p(t) € K[¢] and a complete W, ,-module
At 4, and form the u-adically completed tensor product

(2323) At,l/p,u = K[t, 1/p]®K[t]At,u

As before, this becomes a W; ,-module by ud;(p(t)* ® a) = ukp(t)*~1p'(t) @ a + p(t)* @ uda. In
parallel with Lemma we have:
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Lemma 2.3.6. Suppose that Ay, is complete and u-torsionfree. Then (2.3.23) is u-torsionfree,
and its u = 0 reduction is

def
(2.3.24) At,l/p = At,l/p,u/U'At,l/p,u = K[t, l/p] ®K[t] At.

(2.3b) The derived category. At this point, we consider differential graded modules over
Wg,u, which means A, ,, that additionally come with a W, ,-linear differential d4_ .

Definition 2.3.7. Take the category whose objects are u-torsionfree and complete dg modules over
Wy, and whose morphisms are chain maps. By passing to chain homotopy classes, we obtain
the homotopy category K(Wy.,). Call a morphism Ag. — Bq. o filtered quasi-isomorphism if it
induces a quasi-isomorphism Ay — By. The category obtained from K (W, ,) by inverting such
quasi-isomorphisms is called the derived category D(Wy ).

Both K (W) and D(W,,,) are triangulated categories. This uses nothing more than the stan-
dard mapping cone construction.

Lemma 2.3.8. Tuke a sequence of two chain maps which compose to zero,
(2.3.25) Agu — By — Cyu.

Suppose that after setting u = 0, this becomes a short exact sequence. Then, in D(W, ) there is
a canonical morphism that completes it to an exact triangle.

Proof. By assumption, the map Cone(Aq,, — Bqu) — Cy . is a filtered quasi-isomorphism. One
defines the desired morphism by combining the inverse of that map with the projection from the

cone to Ag.[1]. O

The localisation process ([2.3.8)) also applies to dg modules. Because of Lemma it preserves
filtered quasi-isomorphisms, hence gives rise to an exact endofunctor of D(W, ,,). Under the extra
assumption that A, is g-torsionfree, Lemmas [2.3.4] and [2.3.§| say that we have an exact triangle

)

(2.3.26) Agu — = Agtry —>q 1A,
v
1]

One can of course also think of D(W,.) = D(W;,) as a derived category of dg modules over
Wi,y Localisation in the sense of (2.3.23)) preserves filtered quasi-isomorphisms, hence gives rise
to an exact endofunctor of the derived category.

In applications, geometrically defined chain maps are often strictly w-linear and g-linear, but
commute with differentiation only up to homotopy. That can be remedied in the derived category:

Lemma 2.3.9. Take two u-torsionfree complete dg modules Aq , and By .. Suppose that we have
(g, w)-linear maps
(2.3.27)

Jau s Aqu — Bgu of degree 0,  dp, , fqu(®) = feu(da, ),

hgu = Aquu — Bqu of degree =1, dp,  hqu(x) + hgu(da, ,v) = w0y fqu(®) = fqu(udyr).
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This gives rise to a canonical morphism Aq. — Bg. in D(Wy ). Moreover, if f, ., is a filtered
quasi-isomorphism, then the associated morphism is an isomorphism.

Proof. Equip the mapping cone Cy , = Ay [1] ® By of fg. with the standard differential and
(¢, u)-action, and with the differentiation operation

(2.3.28) udy(a,b) = (udqa, udyb + hqu(a)).

This is an object of our category, and Lemma [2.3.8]says that the inclusion and projection maps
are part of a canonical exact triangle

(2.3.29) By u Cou Aq,u[l]
~_ 7~

The boundary homomorphism of that triangle, meaning the left-pointing arrow in , is the
morphism we wanted to define. One can make this construction entirely explicit: namely, take the
mapping cone of the shifted map Cy.[—1] = Ag . from ; this should more appropriately
be called the mapping cylinder of (fyu,hqu), and we denote it by Z, ,. It comes with natural
maps

(2330) Aq,u — Zqﬂt A B‘Lu’

of which the < is a filtered quasi-isomorphism. Inverting that gives rise to the desired morphism
in the derived category. Finally, if f;. is a filtered quasi-isomorphism, then so is the — in
(12.3.30)). |

Visibly, Lemma is asymmetric with respect to (¢,q). There is an analogue with the two
variables switched, proved in the same way. (One might hope for more general and symmetric
statements, possibly involving some A..-version of Wy ,-module homomorphisms, but what we
have will be sufficient for our purpose.)

3. Noncommutative geometry

The Getzler-Gauss-Manin connection [39] on periodic cyclic homology, and the theorem of Petrov-
Vaintrob-Vologodsky [61] concerning its behaviour for smooth and proper families, play a key
role in our argument. The relevance of these results for the quantum connection depends on
another piece of noncommutative geometry, which appears to be new; namely, a Fourier-Laplace
duality for Getzler-Gauss-Manin connections (Theorem [3.1.14), which resembles the construction
of Gauss-Manin systems (see Section . In Section we explain that duality and its conse-
quences, for differential graded algebras deformed by a superpotential (a central cocycle). After
that, the purely expository Section sets up the corresponding more general context for curved
deformations of A,-algebras. Section [3.3] contains a technical argument used to reduce the A..-
situation to that of dga’s. The outcome of these purely algebraic considerations is summarized
in Corollary The final Section has a separate purpose: it recalls some definitions from
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the world of L,-algebras, which will be useful when discussing symplectic cohomology and its

deformations.

3.1. Differential graded algebras

(3.1a) The setup. In this section, A is a (nonzero) differential graded algebra over a field K.
Denote the unit by ey € A°, and write A = A/Key. Fix a central element

(3.1.1)

WeA®, daW =0, Wa=aW for all a € A.

There are two ways in which one can consider W as part of the structure of A.

e Multiplication by W makes A into a dga over a one-variable polynomial ring. It is not

(3.1.2)

necessarily free as a module over that ring, but we can replace it by a better-behaved
model, the K[t]-linear dga

.At = .A[t,é],
df[t =dg + (t — W)@E

Here (t,€) are formal variables of degree 0 and —1, respectively; see Section a). The
inclusion A — A; is a quasi-isomorphism, and the induced map on cohomology takes
[W] to tlea].

Let ¢ be a formal variable of degree 2. We can regard Al[g]] as a differential graded
algebra over K[[¢]] with a curvature term, namely ¢V (this is a special case of the notion
of curved A-deformation). Let’s denote that curved dga by A,. All constructions
involving A4 need to be carried out in g-adically completed versions.

(3.1b) Bar resolutions. Because we are dealing with differential graded algebras, all modules
and bimodules are understood in the dg sense. A bimodule over A is the same as a module over
A ® A°PP. Recall the (normalized) bar resolution of the diagonal bimodule,

(3.1.3)

BA=A®TAl)®A
=ARA)SAURAl®A) e (ARARA[]QA) S -,

with the obvious left and right A-module structure, and differential

(3.1.4)

dpalao(ar]. .. lar)art) =
daag(ay] ... |a)ai1 — Z(—l)‘ao‘ﬂ‘“lH*"'*”“J‘Hao(al\ codaajial . la)aig
J
+ (=1)laolHllavlit+llallgy(qy| .. |ag)daarer + (—1)1%lagay (az] . . . |ar) a1
+ ) (—nleoltllanltlielag o] fajriaz4] - a)ai
J

_ (,1)\ao\+\la1H+---+Haz—1||a0(a1‘ e agag.
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The quasi-isomorphism BA — A is given by ag()a; + aga;. (Our reason for working with
normalized complexes will become clear later, see Example ) We will need two variants:

e When talking about A;-bimodules, those are always assumed to be t-linear, which means
that they are K[t]-linear modules over Ay ®gpy AP, An example of this is the bar
resolution BA;, defined as before but with all tensor products taken over K[t].

e The bar resolution of A, is similarly defined by working over K[[g]], but with g-completion
built in, and including an additional term in the differential which uses the curvature ¢qW.

Explicitly,
BA, = BA[[q]].
dpa,(ao(a] .. la)ais1) = dgalao(ar]. .. la)ait1)

(3.1.5)
—q Y _(=n)leoltlaalt=tleslay(ay] . |a;|Wlajil. .. |a)ar.
i

Pushing forward the bar resolution of A via A — A; yields an A;-bimodule

(3 . 6) (.At QK[ ‘A?F’P) B (A®APP) BA = Ay QK1) TK[t] (f[[l] ® K[t]) @K1 A,
B = (Ald © T(A[1]) @ Ald)[1.

The differential is, by definition, derived from that on BA and A;. More precisely, given ag € Ale],
ai,...,a; € A, and a4y € Ale], one defines d(4,q, ., 45%)0 1 g uoom BA(G0(a1] - - -Jar)ai41) as in
(3.1.4), but replacing daag, daa;+1 by their As-counterparts; this is then extended ¢-linearly.
We next define an A;-bimodule with an additional action of ¢, which means a module over

(A @k AP)[[g]], by combining with a term resembling that from (3.1.5):
QA = (Ald @ T(AL]) ® Ale)[t,¢7 '],
doa,(ao(a]. .. |ar)ar1q7") = d(A@K[t]A;PP)@M®Aopp)BA(CLO(al| laae)g "
+ ( - (—1)‘“°‘aoe(a1| ca)args
(3217 =S (nlacllenlittlaslgg ay | ag [ Wlagpa) - Jag)a
n (J_1)|a0|+\|a1||+-~+\|azHao(al| o Iaz)eaz+1)q_k+1

for ag € Ale], a1,...,a; € A, aj1 € Ale].

For k = 0, the ¢ **! term becomes zero; also, ea = (71)|“|ae € Ay; both are parts of our general
conventions, see Section a), (b). The shuffle map is the following map of A;-bimodules:

sh: Q.At — B.At,

(318) sh(ao(a1|~--|a1)al+1 q_k) = (—l)k Z ao(a1|...|a¢1|eAe\...|ai2|eﬂe|...\al)alﬂ

0<iy < <ip<I

for ag € Ale], a1,...,a; € A, aj41 € Ale], and k > 0.
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Example 3.1.1. Write X = K for the coefficient field thought of as a dga, with W = 0 as the
central element, so that (K¢, dx,) = (K[t,e],de =t). Then (3.1.7) simplifies to

QK = (Kle @ K[e])[t, ¢,
(3.1.9) dogc, (ao()ar ¢ ") = 0capO)ar g Ft 4 (—1)1%lag()d.ar gt
— (=Dlage(arg ™" + (=1)1*lag(Jearg "
for ag, a1 € Kle]; on the other hand,
BX; = (Kle] @ T(Ke[1]) ® K[e]) 1],
dpac,(ao(e| ... |€)ar) = Ocap(e|...|€)ar t + (=1)lwolag(el.. . |€)dear t

+ (=1)l®lage(e| ... [e)ar — (=1)1%lag(e]. .. |e)eas
~— S~~~
k—1 k—1

The map (3.1.8) takes ao()a1q™" to (—1)*ag(e|---|€)ay, and is an isomorphism of complezes.
——
k
Example 3.1.2. Tuke an arbitrary A, but still assuming the central element to be W = 0. Then,
Ay is the tensor product (over K) of A and the previously considered K;. Along similar lines,

(3.1.11) QA; =2 BA® QXK.

If we then use the identification QX; = BX, from the previous example, the map (3.1.8) turns
into a form of the classical shuffle product (see e.g. [92, Section 9.4]), and fits into a commutative
diagram

(3.1.12) BA ® BX,; B(A®Xy)

~

A ® K.

Here, the diagonal maps express the fact that both BA ® BX; and B(A ® X;) are resolutions of
A ® K. Since those maps are quasi-isomorphisms, so is the shuffle map (a well-known fact, of
course).

Proposition 3.1.3. For any (A, W), the map (3.1.8) is a quasi-isomorphism.

Proof. Let’s say that the formal variables ¢, ¢, g~' all have weight 1. Consider the increasing
filtration of QA; obtained by putting an upper bound of the weights. This filtration is bounded
below and exhaustive, and on the associated graded space, the differential is precisely what one
would obtain if W = 0. One can use the same weights for ¢ and € to obtain a filtration on
BA,, and again, passing to the associated quotient has the same effect as setting W = 0. The
shuffle map is homogeneous with respect to weights. Hence, the induced map on graded spaces
is exactly what we looked at in Example [3.1.2] That being a quasi-isomorphism, an obvious
spectral sequence argument yields the desired result. O
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The bar resolution BA is homotopically flat (K-flat in the terminology of [88,[7]), meaning that if
P is any acylic A-bimodule, then P® 44000 BA = PRy T(A[1]) is an acyclic chain complex. The
pushforward ([3.1.6]) inherits the corresponding property as an A;-bimodule, because by definition

Py O (A, @ ALPP) (A¢ ®xpy APP) ®(AgAorr) BA = P, ®(AgAPP) BA

3.1.13
( ) for any (A; ®xpy AfY)-module P

From that and a g-filtration argument, it follows that QA; is homotopically flat. So is the bar
resolution BA; (for the same reason as BA).

Corollary 3.1.4. Let P; be an Ai-bimodule. Then, the map (3.1.8)) induces a quasi-isomorphism

(3.1.14) P @4, 0 a777) QAL — Pi (4, 4577) BAL-

Proof. Choose a homotopically flat resolution
(3.1.15) P, — P,

If we replace P, by P, then the map in is a quasi-isomorphism, just because the shuffle
map is a quasi-isomorphism and P, is homotopically flat. On the other hand, tensoring the
map (3.1.15) with QA; or with BA; yields a quasi-isomorphism, because QA; and BA; are
homotopically flat. The combination of those facts yields the desired result. O

Similar observations work for hom instead of the tensor product. B.A is homotopically projective
(K-projective), meaning that if P is acylic, then so is homagaoes (BA, P) = homgk (T (A[1]), P).
One carries over this property to (3.1.6)) by the adjunction

(3.1.16) hom g, @ asee (A Qkp) A7) @agacee) BA, Pr) 2 homag.aore (BA, P).

As before, a further filtration argument then shows that QA; is homotopically projective; so is
BA,, leading to the following analogue of Corollary

Corollary 3.1.5. Let P, be an Ai-bimodule. Then, the map (3.1.8]) induces a quasi-isomorphism
(3117) hOmAt@)K[t]A?PP (B.At, Pt) i) homAt@)K[t]AgPP (QAt, Pt)

There is some duplication in the discussion above, because homotopically projective implies flat
[7, Corollary 10.12.4.4].

(3.1c) Hochschild (co)homology. The sources for the following exposition, as well as its
generalization in Section later on, are [85] [39, [83]. Take the (normalized) standard chain
complex underlying the Hochschild homology HH .(A), namely

(3.1.18) Ci(A) = A @agacr) BA.
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It is worth while spelling this out:
C.(A) = A T(A[1]),
de,ay(ao(ar]. . |ar))
= dﬂao (11| |al + Z HaOHJr”alHJr +”“7Hao(a1| e |dAaj+1| e |al)
+ (=1)l°lgga; (as]. .. |al) > (=pleoltllalittlasliay(ay| .. Jajira;1a] .. |ar)
j
_ (,1)HazI\(Iao|+\|a1H+~--+Haz—1|\)

(3.1.19)

aap(a] ... laj—1).

Hochschild cohomology HH*(A) is similarly computed by
C*(A) = hom gg.aoee (BA, A) = homg (T(A[1]),A) = H homx ((A[1))®,A),
(de-ay9) (ar, - -, ar) =
=dad(ar,...,a +Z Dl tllasli+el gty dgajia,...,a)
— (-1 )\«b\ latll g, gt = 1(a2, )

— Z(_l)||a1H+-~+Haj+1\|+l¢\¢lfl(al, 1, )
J
+ (=D)llaalitFlall+el yi=1 (g,

(3.1.20)

. ,al_l)al.
It is well-known that HH™(A) is a graded commutative algebra. The product is induced by
(3.1.21) (¢ — ) (ay,...,a) = Z(_l)\w\(||al|\+~-+\|ajH)¢j(a17 e a) W (g, ).
J

Moreover, HH ,(A) is a module over HH*(A), with the underlying chain level structure being
ty + C(A) — Crypg)(A),
tp(ao(ar]. .. lar))

- Z \¢>|+ laol+-+laz(lajtall+-+ladl) 4= I(a

(3.1.22)
15 a)ao(ar] . . - |aj).

HH*(A) also carries a Lie bracket of degree —1, induced by

(6, 0] (aq, ... a) = Z(_l)”d’”(”al”+-~+||ajH)(bl_k""l(al’ (@, k) @)

(3.1.23) i
— (=)ol 15l I+ k1

Tyeery ¢k(aj+1, ey aj+k), e ,al).
Finally, HH . (A) is a Lie module with respect to that bracket, by

Ly : Cu(A) — Cogpg)1(A),

L¢(a0(a1\ cee |CL[))

5120 —Z ) leoll+lla -+ llas (a4l k4 +1 (g0 ag, . ay)

(ajsa]..lak)

+ Z Dlieldiaoli+llarli+-+laslh g (g, | ... |0% (a5 s ajir)] .. |ar).



QUANTUM CONNECTION 33

In our context, the central element W is a Hochschild cocycle. The formulae above simplify to
(W ~ w)l<a17 N ,al) = W’(/Jl(al, ey al),

ww(ao(ar] ... lar)) = Wag(aq]. .. lar),
BLB) Wy, ) = ()W oy o) W),
Lw(ao(as] ... |ar)) =Y (=1)leoltFlesllag(ay |- |a;|Wlajsa] ... |ar).
J

The same constructions apply to A, (working over K][[g]], and ¢g-adically completing) and A; (over
K[t]). As a special case of Corollary tensoring the shuffle map (3.1.8)) with the diagonal
bimodule A; yields a quasi-isomorphism, for which we use the same notation,

(3.1.26) sh: CQ.(Ar) & Ay @ (a,mpyazre) QAr — CulAy).
Explicitly, the domain of is the (¢, g)-linear complex
CQ.(Ar) = (Ald ® T(AI)[t, a7,
deg (an(@o(ar] .- la)g™) = de_ay(ao(ar] . |ar))g™
— g MY (—yleeltlladdttlalagay) o[ Wlaggal - fa)
+ (tea — IJ/V)aeao(aﬂ e la)g " for ag € Ale], a1,...,a; € A.
The formula for , derived directly from , is

shag(a|. .. |a))g™%) = (=1)* Z ap(aq]...|ai,lea€| ... lai,lea€l...|ar)
(3.1.28) i1 <<

k
(3.1.27)

for ag € Ale], a1,...,a; € A.
By definition, J. : A; — A; satisfies
Ocda, + dua, 0 =0,
Oc(araz) = (Oecar)as + (—1)'“'(11(86(12)7
hence is a cocycle of degree 2 in C*(A;), with
v, (ag(ay| -+ |ay)) = (=1)(eoltllarli+tlalblall (g g ag(as] . . . |aj),

(31.30) 1 (ao(as]---|a)) = (Beao)(ai]. .- |ar) + D (=plleoltFlesligyay .. 0eay] . . |a).

(3.1.29)

From the definitions, one immediately sees that (3.1.26) fits into a commutative diagram

(3.1.31) CQ.(A) —"— Cu(Ay)

CQ, 5(Ar) =L Cia ().

The first two terms in the formula for the differential (3.1.28)) are as in the Hochschild complex
for A4. One can therefore separate out the parts with and without €, and write

(3.1.32) Q. (A1) = Cone((Klg ™) @xgg CulAg) ] = (Klg™] @xiq) Cul(Ag))[1)-
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The map t — ty is injective, and its image is a subcomplex which is complementary to the
(e, t)-constant subcomplex

(3.1.33) Klg '] ®x(q Ci(Aq) C CQ,(Ayr).

Hence, the inclusion of that subcomplex is a quasi-isomorphism. Moreover, because of the inter-
pretation as mapping cone, it follows that the following diagram is homotopy commutative:

(3.1.34) Klg™'] ®kjq Cx(Ag) — CQ,(Ar)

Lwi l

Klg™] ®kjq Cu(Aq) — CQ,(Ay).
We summarize the conclusions of our discussion:

Proposition 3.1.6. The map (3.1.28]), restricted to (3.1.33)), defines a quasi-isomorphism
(3.1.35) sh: K[g™'] @iy Cu(Aq) — Cu(Ay).
This quasi-isomorphism fits into a strictly commutative diagram

(3.1.36) Klg!] @k Cu(Aq) —2 Cu(Ay)

Klg™'] ®xq Cuta(Aq) — CugalAy),

as well as into a homotopy commutative diagram

(3.1.37) K[qil} ®K]q] C'*(Aq) 250, (At)

Lwi l

Klg] @i Cu(Ag) —2> Cu(Ay).

Remark 3.1.7. One can specialize Ay to a single value t = tg € K, which means considering the

dga Ay, = K[t]/(t — to) @) Ar over K. The corresponding specialization of (3.1.26)), (3.1.32)
then computes the Hochschild homology of A4, :

(3.1.38) Cone (K[q_l] k(g Cx(Aq) Loziw, Klg™'] ®kpq Cs (Aq)) ~ Cy(Ag).

This imitates a familiar expression in algebraic geometry (compare Section . Namely, let
W : X — C be a function on a smooth algebraic variety, and to a regular value. Then, the
sheaves Q’;QO of differential forms on that smooth fibre have a resolution on X,

(3.1.39) Cone ((Qla™), ~adWn) =5 (@i lg™"), —qdWA) ) = O, .

There is a parallel story for Hochschild cohomology. From (3.1.8) and Corollary we get a
quasi-isomorphism

def

(3.1.40) sh: C*(Ay) — cqQ" (Ap) = hom 4., ASPP (Qﬂt,flt).
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Explicitly,
CQ"(Ay) = hom (T (A[L]), Ale]) [t][[a]],
(d@*(ﬂt)qh)l(al, ce ,al) = (dC'*(A)(z))l(afh cee ,al)
(3.1.41) + qZ(_l)Hal ||+'“+H<lj|\-*-|<25|(Z5l+1(a17 a;, Wa, . ar)

+(t i W)aeqbl(al, ceap),

sh(®) (ay,. .., a) = Z (=)o (a, ... ai,,en6, ... i, €6, . ..

kg < <ig

By definition,

(3.1.42) (0 — d)(ar,...,a) = (—D)IPHl(Dar)p~ (ag, ..., a).
The analogue of (3.1.31f) is the commutative diagram

(3.1.43) C*(A) — 2~ TQ"(A)

8€vl |-

CH+2(A,) =L TQ
A look at the differential shows that we can write (3.1.41]) as

(3.1.44) CQ"(A) = Cone((C* (A )" == (C (A )",

35

where (---)" is g-adic completion. The map that appears here is injective, and its image is
complementary to the t-constant subcomplex (this remains true after g-adic completion; one
can check it separately for each power of ¢, and then take the product of all of them). As a

consequence,

(3.1.45) C*(Ay) = CQ" (Ar)

is a quasi-isomorphism (in fact, it is a filtered quasi-isomorphism with respect to the g-filtration,
and therefore a homotopy equivalence). We now state the counterpart of Proposition which

follows from this discussion.

Proposition 3.1.8. The quasi-isomorphisms

(3.1.46) C*(Ay) 15 CQ(Ag) = C*(Ay)

fit into a commutative diagram

(3.1.47) C*(Ay) —2 > TQ" (A)) =——C*(Ay)

C++2(A,) — L= TQ 2 (A) =< C*+2(A,),
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as well as into a homotopy commutative diagram

(3.1.48) C*(Ar) == CQ" (Ar) = C*(Ay)

l lwv

O (Ar) == CQ" (Ar) = O (Ay).

From the previous discussion, it follows that endonomrphisms of QA; compute the Hochschild
cohomology of Ag:

(3.1.49) H (hom g,y 000y (QAH QAL)) = HH™ (Ay).
Explicitly, this isomorphism is induced by a chain of quasi-isomorphisms
hom(ﬂt@)K[t]A;’PP)(Qﬂt, Q-At) = hom(ﬂt®K[t]Afpp)(Qﬁt, B-At)
i> hom(ﬂt(@K[t]A?pp)(Q‘At"At) = TQ* (.At) (i C_'* (.Aq)y
the first one comes from (3.1.8)), the second from the standard map BA; — Ay, and the third
one is (3.1.45)).

Corollary 3.1.9. The isomorphism (3.1.49)sends ¢* times the identity (as an endomorphism
of QA;) to the element of the same name in HH™(Aq). Moreover, it is an isomorphism of
K[t]-modules, where t acts on HH*(A4) by [W] —.

(3.1.50)

Proof. Under the first map in , ¢* times the identity endomorphism of QA; is mapped
to sh(g*-), seen as an element of hom(QA;, BA;). From there it is mapped to ¢¥e4 € cqQ" (As),
which is of course the image of ¢*e4 € C*(A,) under (3.1.45). The first two maps in are
obviously t-linear, and under the last one, ¢ corresponds to (W —) up to chain homotopy, for the
same reason as in Proposition [3.1.8] O

(3.1d) Smoothness. Let D(A ® A°PP) be the derived category of A-bimodules. Recall that
a bimodule P is perfect if and only if it is a compact object of the derived category, meaning
that Hompagaerr)(P,-) commutes with colimits. The dga A is called homologically smooth if
the diagonal bimodule is perfect. Similar concepts apply to A, using the K[t]-linear category
D(A; @k A;PP). We will use our previous results to relate the smoothness of A and of A, (this
is inspired by arguments in [65]).

Lemma 3.1.10. Suppose that A is smooth over K. Then (3.1.6)) is a perfect Ai-bimodule.

Proof. Both BA and (3.1.6]) are homotopically projective (see the discussion preceding Corollary

3.1.5). Hence, the adjunction (3.1.16) descends to the derived category,
(3.1.51) Homp(a, g a7 (Ar @xiy APP) ®agacery BA, P;) & Hompagaoe)(BA, Py)
- = HomD(A®A0pp)(.A,Pt).

By assumption, the Hom space on the right hand side commutes with colimits, hence the same
is true on the left hand side. O
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Proposition 3.1.11. Suppose that:

(i) A is smooth (over K);
(i) q"[ea] € HH?"(A,) vanishes for some r > 0.

Then Ay is smooth over K][t].

Proof. Consider the increasing filtration F,QA; C QA;, r > 0, given by restricting the powers of
q to be > —r. Assumption (i) and Lemma [3.1.10|say that FyQA; is perfect. By definition, there
are short exact sequences

(3.1.52) 0— FoQA, — F.QA, - Fo_1QA[2] — 0.

From the resulting exact triangles in the derived category, it follows (inductively) that each
F,.QA; is perfect. Along the same lines, we have short exact sequences

(3.1.53) 0= F,QA; — QA L QA.[2r] — 0.

Assumption (ii), together with Corollary [3.1.9] tells us that there is some r such that the ¢" map
in ([3.1.53) is nullhomotopic. In the derived category, this means that QA; is isomorphic to a
retract (direct summand) of F,.QA;. Since we already know that F,.QA; is perfect, the result
follows. O

The assumption (ii) in Proposition [3.1.11] is rarely satisfied. What we actually need is a gen-
eralization, where one removes finitely many values of ¢. This amounts to taking a nonzero
polynomial p(t), and looking at the dga over K[t, 1/p] obtained by extending constants,

(3.1.54) Ar1/p = K[t 1/p] @k As-

Proposition 3.1.12. Suppose that we have (A, W) and a nonzero polynomial p(t), such that:

(i) A is smooth (over K);
(i) ¢"p([W]) € HH*™(A,) vanishes for some r > 0.

Then Ay 1y, is smooth over Klt, 1/p].

Proof. 1t is a general fact that if P; is a perfect bimodule over Ay, then Klt,1/p] ®kpy P is a
perfect bimodule over A; ;,,. In particular, from the argument in Proposition it follows
that K[t, 1/p] ®xpy FrQA; is perfect. Consider the sequence of bimodules over A, ;,, obtained
by tensoring with K[¢,1/p], and then multiplying the second map with the invertible
element p(t) € K[t,1/p]:

_ _ ot
(3.1.55) 0 — KIt, 1/p] @k FrQA: — Klt, 1/p] @k QA KON
— KIt, 1/p] @y QA[2r] — 0.

Assumption (ii), together with Corollary [3.1.9] implies that ¢"p(t) is nullhomotopic (in fact, it
was already nullhomotopic before passing to K[t, 1/p]-coefficients). The last step is as before. [
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Corollary 3.1.13. In the situation of Proposition suppose additionally that HH .(A) is
concentrated in degrees < d, and that K(t) @ H*(A) is finite-dimensional over K(t). Then
HH ,(K(t) ®xp) A¢) is concentrated in degrees [—d, d).

Proof. Take (3.1.26)), (3.1.32)) and tensor all groups involved with K(¢). The outcome is a quasi-

isomorphism
(3.1.56)  Cone (K[qfl](t) Dk C(Ag) =% Klg™)(t) @xiq C- (Aq)) ~ O (K(t) @ Ar)-

Using the (bounded above exhausting) filtration by powers of ¢, and the associated spectral
sequence, one sees that under our assumption, the cohomology of Klg™!] @4 C.(Ag) is concen-
trated in degrees < d. The same therefore holds for the left hand side of . This shows
the upper bound in our statement; since K(t) ®g; A¢ is proper and smooth over K(t), the lower
bound follows from the existence of the nondegenerate Shklyarov pairing [84]. ]

(3.1e) Cyclic homology. By cyclic homology we mean what’s usually referred to as negative
cyclic homology. Let u be a formal variable of degree 2; see Section e) for sign conventions.
The cyclic complex is obtained by adding an extra u term (the Connes operator) to the Hochschild
differential:

(3.1.57) dee. (ay(ao(ar]. .. |ar)) = dg, (ay(ao(ar]. . . |ar))

— uZ(_l)(\lao\|+~~+l\ajH)(Haj+1H+~~+Haz|\)€A(aj+1| - alao) - . |ay).
J

As before, Hochschild cochains ¢ act on CC,(A), u-linearly, in two different ways. The Lie action
is given by the same formula (3.1.24), and we continue to write it as Ly. The module action
acquires an extra term, and we correspondingly change notation:

I¢(a0(a1| NN |al)) = L¢(a0(a1| [N |al))
(3.1.58) _ uZ(,l)(\laoHJr---JrHajH)(HajﬂH+---+HazH)+H¢H(Haj+1H+---+Hai|\)

igm €A(aj+1| . |¢m(ai+1, ce ,aH_m)\ . |a0| ce |G,j).

(In the new term, ag must lie to the right of ¢.) These operations satisfy the Cartan formula
(3.1.59) deg.ylo = (D sdee, () = Lige s = ulo-

This formula underlies the general definition of the Getzler-Gauss-Manin connection. For now,
we only need two rather special cases:

e Take CC,(A;), defined as before but working over K[t]. The naive operation of t-
differentiation, applied to cyclic cochains, satisfies
(3.1.60) Odze, (4, — doe. (a0 = Lo,
The expression 0. appears here because it is the t-derivative of dg,, the rest of the dga
structure being t-independent. The t-connection is the u-linear map
Vuat : @* (.At) — @*jpg(ﬂt),

(3.1.61)
Vu@,, = u&t -+ Iae.
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This is a chain map, because of (3.1.60)) and (3.1.59). Spelling out the definition, see
(13.1.30), yields
Vo, (ao(ay] ... |a)th)
= ukag(ay]|...|a)th =t + (=1)Uecltllalit+llasDlall (g g ag(as| . . . a1 )t*

(3.1.62)
— w3 (= 1) ol o -l ) el o Dl - )
ij

eA(aj+1| e \8€ai+1| Ce |ao| e ‘Clj)tk for ag,...,a; € .A[€]

e On the other hand, consider the cyclic complex of the curved dga A,. This is understood
to be complete with respect to both ¢ and u, hence is CC.(A,) = Ci(A)[[g,u]]. The
differential includes W in the same way as in (3.1.5]), and has the same Connes operator

term as in ((3.1.57). The analogue of (3.1.60)) is
(3.1.63) 8qd@*(ﬂq) — d@*(ﬂq)&] = Ly,
and the associated g-connection is correspondingly

Voo, : OO, (A,) — TOL(A,),

(3.1.64)
Vuaq = u8q + Iw;

or explicitly
Vua, (ao(ai]. .. |al)qk) = ukagp(aq]... |al)qk_1 + Wag(aq] ... |al)qk
(3.1.65) —u Z(_l)(l\ao|\+--‘+llajH)(Haj+1H+--<+|Iaz||)+(Haj+1H+-~+||a7:|\)
K ealajir] .. lagWl.. . |aol...|a;)g" for ag,...,a; € A.
There is also a version of cyclic homology with negative powers of ¢, more precisely

¢ 'Klg &k CC(Aq) (see Section|1.3(b) for notation). Because d, acts on ¢~ 'Klg™1],
this version inherits a connection which we also denote by Vg,

Take the map (3.1.35)), shift the powers of ¢ involved by 1, and extend it u-linearly. We denote
the outcome, which is easily seen to be a chain map, by
SH : q_lK[q_l]é@K[q]@* (Ag) — CCLya(Ay),

3.1.66
( ) SH(ao(al\...|al)q7k71) = sh(ao(a1|...\al)q7k).

Theorem 3.1.14. The map (3.1.66) is a filtered quasi-isomorphism (with respect to the u-
filtration). It fits into a strictly commutative diagram

(3.1.67) q_lK[q_l]é@K{q]@* (Aq) o CCLia(Ar)

i l_m

¢ Klg )81 CCi2(Ag) — > OC,i4(Ay),
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as well as into a homotopy commutative diagram

(3.1.68) ¢ 'K[g Y6k CC.(Ay) —2= TT,40(Ar)

¢ 'Klg™|@x(q CC(Ag) s CC 2 (Ay).

Proof. The quasi-isomorphism statement follows from that in Proposition [3.1.6, The commu-
tativity of (3.1.67) is elementary, especially so because elements in the image of (3.1.66]) are
constant in t. As for (3.1.68]), we have

SH 8y = —Le., SH,

(3.1.69)
SHIyw = Iy SH,

and therefore, using ,
SH (Vua,) = (—uLec, + Iw)SH
(3.1.70) = (—dee. (aleen = leeadee. (a,) + Laa, (cen) +Iw)SH
= (—d@*(ﬂt)fee,l — Ml dee, (a,) T t)SH.

In other words, if we replaced ¢ by the homotopic endomorphism in brackets in the last line, then
the diagram (|3.1.68)) would commute strictly. (|

(3.1f) The monodromy theorem. In the terminology of Section
(3.1.71) Ay =CCL(Ay),

with its g-connection, is a complete u-torsionfree dg module over Wy, = W, ,; and its u = 0
reduction is g-torsionfree,

(3.1.72) A, = Cu(Ay).

What appears in Theorem [3.1.14] is the modified version ¢~ *A4,-1, from (2.3.9). This is again
complete (by definition) and u-torsionfree (by Lemma|2.3.4} one can also easily check it directly).
On that version, we can carry out the completed localisation process with respect to some nonzero

polynomial p(t), as in (2.3.23)). Denote the outcome by
_ def ~ _
(3173) q 114q_1,1/p,u = K[tv 1/p]®]K[t]q 1"4q_1,u;

it is again complete (by definition) and u-torsionfree (by Lemma this time, direct verification
is not straightforward, since t = V,p, by definition of the Fourier-Laplace transform). Finally,
we can invert u in a purely algebraic sense, again using shorthand notation:

— def —
(3174) q 1Aq71’1/p’ui1 = K[uil] OK[u] ¢ lAq—l’l/p’u.

This is now 2-periodically graded; and the action of Vy, = —¢q/u and t = V5, make it into a
chain complex of modules over the classical Weyl algebra.

Corollary 3.1.15. Take K = C. Suppose that we have (A, W) and a nonzero polynomial p(t),
such that:
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(i) A is smooth;
(i) ¢*p([W]) € HH**(A,) vanishes for some k > 0.
(iii) K[t,1/p] @k H*(A), where t acts by [W], is a finitely generated K[t,1/p]-module.

Then, in each degree, the cohomology of q_lAq_171/p7ui1 is finitely generated over Clt,1/p|, where
t = Vua,. Moreover, the action of Vo, = —q/u on that cohomology is a connection with regular
singularities, and quasi-unipotent monodromy around each singularity (for both statements, this
includes t = 0o; quasi-unipotency means that the eigenvalues are roots of unity).

Proof. First consider ¢~*A,-1,. Theorem [3.1.14] together with Lemma says that in
D(W,) & D(W,,,), this is isomorphic to CCL(A;), with its t-action and Getzler-Gauss-Manin
connection. As a consequence, we get an isomorphism in that category,

(3175) qilAAq*l,l/p,uil = (K[tv 1/p]®K[t]@* (‘At)) ®K[u} K[uil]

The rightmost expression is the complex underlying the periodc cyclic homology

(3.1.76) HP (A1) = HO (A1) Qg Klu™,

taken over K[t,1/p] (for this statement to be correct, it is crucial that the first tensor product
in is u-adically completed, but the second is not). On that cohomology, Vj, acts as the
Getzler-Gauss-Manin connection. Now, Ay ;,, is smooth over K[¢t,1/p] by Proposition and
proper by (iii). Both regularity and quasi-unipotency hold by [61, Theorem 3]. (]

Corollary 3.1.16. In the situation of Corollary suppose additionally that HH . (A) is

concentrated in degrees < d. Then, the monodromy of Vg, around each singular point (including
00) has Jordan blocks of size at most d + 1.

Proof. Assumption (iii) from Corollary implies that K(t) ®x ) H*(A) is finite-dimensional
over K(t), and Proposition guarantees the smoothness of K(t) ®kp) A¢ over K(t). By
Corollary the Hochschild homology of K(#) @k, A; is concentrated in degrees [—d, ..., d].
One then applies [61, Theorem 8] (the “exponent” in [61] is the maximal Jordan block size; see
[49, (0.2.2)]). O

3.2. A.-algebras

(3.2a) Basic notions. We again work over a field K. An A, -algebra consists of a graded vector
space A, together with operations
(3.2.1) pd A% A d>1,

of degree 2 — d, satisfying the A.-associativity equations (1.3.2)). For now, we assume that our
Ano-algebras are strictly unital: there is an e4 € A° such that (1.3.3) holds. Similarly, for an
Aso-homomorphism @ : A — B, with components

(3.2.2) ot A% B
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of degree 1 — d, the strict unitality condition is that
(3.2.3) dl(eq) =ep, ®U(...,eq,...)=0forall d# 1.

A curved A..-algebra is an A as before, with operations
(3.2.4) ph, s A% — Allqll, d>0,

again of degree 2 — d, and where ¢ is a formal variable of degree 2. The curvature term /~‘9¢lq
must have zero g-constant part, and the entire sequence of operations (extended g-linearly to
multilinear maps on A, = A[[g]]) must satisfy the extended A-associativity equations. We also
require the analogue of 7 again with e4 € A (not Ay). Of course, setting ¢ = 0 then gives
us an ordinary A..-algebra A; we will also refer to A, as a curved deformation of A. Expanding
in orders of ¢, we write

d,(1
(3.2.5) uh, = nh+ aus D +0(?).
The g-derivative of the deformation is denoted by
(3.2.6) K%, = Ogith,-

There is a curved version ®, : A; — B, of A-homomorphisms, where one makes the operations
g-dependent, includes a <I>2 € Bé with zero g-constant part, and still maintains the condition
. We say that @, is a filtered quasi-isomorphism if its ¢ = 0 reduction ® : A — B is a
quasi-isomorphism.

(3.2b) Hochschild and cyclic homology. The constructions of Hochschild and cyclic ho-
mology generalize to the A, -world (see e.g. [83]). For Hochschild homology, the differential
becomes

de.ay(ao(ar] .. Jar)) = (=D)lwltFleilag(ay| . ay|ply (a1, a4 )
(3:2.7) (lajsall+++lla ||;J(Ha l+-+llasl)  t=g+itl
+Z<—1) i+l ¢ 0 ey (aj+1,...,al,a0,...,ai)(ai+1\...|aj).
ij

For cyclic homology, one adds the same Connes operator term (3.1.57) as before. For Hochschild
cohomology, one similarly has
(dé*(ﬂ)¢)l(a1» o ar)
(3.2.8) = Z(_l)HabH(HalH+---+Haﬂ|)ulj;j+1(a1’ oy, 8 (s Q) )
Y +(_1)Hal|I+~-+Ha]'H+|¢>I¢lfi+1(a1’...7ajjuit(aj+l,.“7%“)’.“7@[).
For instance, the first order term ME‘%Z of a curved deformation is a cocycle in C°(A). As before,

Hochschild cohomology is a graded commutative algebra. The analogue of (3.1.22)) for the action
of ¢ € C*(A) on the Hochschild complex is

tolaoar] ... ar)) = 37 (=1)Ueolttlash) sl + 160 lasa+--+lal)
n4l+2—j m
/LA+ + j(aj+1,...,¢ﬂ(ai+1,... ,a,-_,_m),...,ao,...,an)(an_H\ |CLj).

For the action I, on cyclic homology, one adds the same u term as in ((3.1.58).
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The same constructions apply to curved A-algebras Ag, obviously including the uﬁlq—term and
making sure that everything is ¢-linear and complete. For instance, the g-derivative (3.2.6) is a
cocycle in C°(A,). One defines the g-connection on CC,(A,) by

(3.2.10) Vo, = ulq + Ir,
or explicitly:

Vua, (ao(ai]. .. |al)qk) =ukag(a]... |al)qk_1
+ Z (_1)(Hao\|+---+|\a]‘H)(Ha_j+1H+---+HazH)+(Ha_7+1\|+---+|\aiH)

ijmn n+l4+2—j
Ha, (

(3.2.11) @ity Dt (@it ooy Qi) 00, @) (@] - |ay)

_ uZ(_l)(l\aolH‘"Hla]‘H)(HajﬂH+~-+Haz||)+(Haj+1H+~-+Ha¢|\)
um ealajal .- [0qpy (aity, ... aipm)| . laol ... |a;).

The compatibility of this connection with the (covariant) functoriality of cyclic homology was

addressed in [83] Theorem 3.32 and Appendix B] (for Ay -algebras without curvature term, but

the inclusion of that term is straightforward). The statement is:

Lemma 3.2.1. Let &, : A, = B, be a curved As-homomorphism. Then, there is a canoni-
cal (g, u)-linear induced map CC(A,) — CC.(B,), which fits into a homotopy commutative
diagram

(3.2.12) CC.(A) ——~TC.(B,)
Vuag l lvu,aq
@*(‘Aq) @*(Bq)-

Finally, if ®, is a filtered quasi-isomorphism, then so is the induced map on cyclic chains.

(3.2c) Deformation theory. Classically, Hochschild cohomology appears in the A.-context
as the obstruction theory governing curved A..-deformations. We will need a slight variation
of the theory, which concerns curved A,,-homomorphisms. Suppose that we have an A..-
homomorphism ® : A — B. Associated to that is a Hochschild cohomology theory HH* (A, B),
with underlying complex

C*(A,B) = homK(T(ﬁ[l]), B),
(deia,my0) (a1, ... ar)
(3213) - Z (_1)H¢H(HalH+W+Hail+m+ij”)M%((I)il(alv"'7ai1)7"~aq)ij("‘7ai1+~"+ij)7
57 Qs B
i iy = P (@i iy s Qi gy ), PIFR(0), )

+ Z(_]‘)HalH+m+HaiH+I¢‘¢Z_j+l(a17 sy Ay /'LJA (ai+17 AR ai+j)7 AR a'l)~
ij



44 D. POMERLEANO, P. SEIDEL

This comes with maps (compare e.g. [83] Section 4.2], which discusses the more general situation
of Hochschild cohomology with bimodule coefficients)

C*(A) 25 O (A, B) &= O*(B),

(®.0) (ar,...,a) =Y _(=D)IllerlittlesDol=H1(q, . a;,
(3.2.14) K O (@41, a544), ),

(@ ¢) (ar,...,a) = > (@ (ar,...,a:,), 07 (@i 11, Gy 4.
i =l
Moreover, HH* (A, B) is an algebra (see e.g. [T9, p. 11, Equation (1.9)] for the product), and the
maps induced by ®,, ®* are maps of algebras. Finally, if ® is a quasi-isomorphism, then so are
the maps @, ¢*.

Remark 3.2.2. One can get a higher-level picture by considering As.-algebras as categories with
a single object. C*(A) is the chain complex of natural transformations from the identity functor to
itself; correspondingly, C*(A,B) are the natural transformations from ® to itself, in the category
of functors A — B; and the maps (3.2.14) are left and right composition with ® (compare e.g.
[79, Section 1e]). This makes it clear why those are maps of algebras.

Lemma 3.2.3. Suppose that we have an Ao,-homomorphism ® : A — B, and curved deforma-
tions Agq, By, which are a priori independent of each other. If

(3.2.15) (@ (1a))) = [@" (uiz)] € HHO(A, B)
and
(3.2.16) HH?*(A,B) =0 for all k <0,

then ® can be extended to a curved Ao-homomorphism ®,: Ag — By.

Sketch of proof. This is a straightforward obstruction theory argument, order by order in gq.
Spelling out the equation for ®, at first order in ¢ shows that we are looking for ¢ € C~1(A, B)
which satisfies

(3.2.17) . (ly)) = (uly)) = d(a,3)0 € CO(A, B),
and that of course can be done iff (3.2.15)) holds. The next order equation will take place in
C~2(A,B), and so on, with the vanishing of the obstruction groups ensured by ([3.2.16). ]

We will also need a result concerning homomorphisms of curved A,.-algebras, whose proof uses
the same techniques.

Lemma 3.2.4. A filtered quasi-isomorphism ®4 : Ay — B, induces an isomorphism of Hochschild
cohomologies, HH*(Aq) = HH"(B,). This is an isomorphism of algebras over Klg]. Moreover,
it sends [k a,] to [ks,].

Sketch of proof. One introduces a mixed group HH™(A,, B,), which comes with maps ®, . and
@7 as in (3.2.14). This has an interpretation in terms of categories of curved Aoc-functors and
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their natural transformations, as in Remark [3.2.2] and from that, one sees that the maps are
compatible with the algebra structures. Given that ®, is a filtered quasi-isomorphism, the maps
®y,. and @ are quasi-isomorphisms; this argument goes by g-filtration, which reduces it to the
uncurved case. Differentiating @, itself yields a cochain Ap, € C~*(Ag, B,), which satisfies

(3.2.18) dow(a,.8,)(Ae,) = Py ukin, — Py, .

(3.2d) Cohomological unitality. We will now drop the condition of strict unitality, and only
require that H*(A) be a unital algebra. For curved A..-algebras A,, we require that the ¢ = 0
reduction should be cohomologically unital. Similar adaptations can be made to the notion of
Ao-homomorphism.

Hochschild homology and cohomology can be defined in the cohomologically unital context simply
by dropping the normalization condition, which means replacing A by A in the definition of the
relevant complexes. We denote the outcome by C,(A) and C*(A). For Hochschild homology,
there is also another approach, which then extends to cyclic homology as well. Namely, take

(3.2.19) AT =AdKel,

where the A..,-operations are extended by making ej‘l a strict unit. The normalized Hochschild
complex of AT can be written (as a graded vector space) as

(3.2.20) Ci(AT) = Cu(A) @ (e @ T(A[L])).

Write

def

(3.2.21) D.(A) = T7°(A[1]) € T(A1])

for the space of tensor expressions of positive length. This comes with a standard bar differential

(3.2.22) dp.ay(ar] -+ la) =Y (=n)lelttlasliay | jag|ply (ajpa, .- aie)l - Jar).

ij
The non-unital version of the Hochschild complex
(3.2.23) CHA) ¥ CL(A) @ (e} @ DL(A)) C Cu(AT)
Explicitly, the differential is

de+(ay(ao(aa] .. - |ar)) as in (3.2.7),
(3224) dcj(ﬂ)(e;(aﬂ e |a,l)) = —e; dD*(A) (CL1| L |a/l)

+ay(as|. .. |a) — (=1)lallali++la—Dg, (| |ai_y).

For cyclic homology, one correspondingly uses the subcomplex

(3.2.25) COF(A) = CHA)u]] € Cu(A)[[u]] ® (el © D.(A)[[u]]) € CTL(A™),
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and we again spell out the differential:
doctaylaolar] .. ar)) = dor 4y (ao(asl. . - far))

(3:2.26) _“Z 1)Ul Dlegsal++HlaD gt (o1 laglao) .. . |ay),

dCC;"(A)(e.A(a’1| e la)) = dcj(ﬂ)(ejl(aﬂ - lar)).

All this also works in the curved (g-linear) setup. The connection on CC, (A ) defined in (3.2.10)
preserves the subspace CC; (Aq), and we will use that as the definition of Getzler-Gauss-Manin
connection in the cohomologically unital case. The explicit formula is

Vo, (ao(ai] ... |ar)) = u(0qao)(as|. .. |a) +uZa0 ail...|0qaq .. .|ar)

+ Z ||ao|\+ +llajl)laj+1ll+- +\|al\|)+(|\ay+1|\+ +llaill)
Jrs o
uij' + ](aj_H, . ,8q,u;1q(ai+1, e Qi) e 5 G0, -, ) (asya] - |ay)
(3.2.27) _ uZ(_l)(\laollJr“-JrHajII)(Ilaj+1||+~-+HazH)+(||aj+1||+~-+\laiH)
ijk
4 e;(a,;+1| e \&Iuﬁq (aj+1, ey aj+k)\ e |0,0| e |G,Z‘),
Vo, (ef(ar] - |ar)) = uze;(al\ o |Ogail . |ar)

_|_Z (||a1|\+ +HaJH)(Ha7+1H+ +“‘”“)8u (al—j+1’-~-7@l)(@1|--~|al—j)-
Jj=0

We now digress to discuss a source of equivalent formulae for the Getzler-Gauss-Manin connection
(this could also be applied to strictly unital A.-algebras, but the present framework is where
we will need it for geometric applications). Recall from Sections and that the Getzler-
Gauss-Manin connection can be understood in terms of the operation ¢, Ay where K4, = Ogpia,,
and its cyclic extension I, Ay Here, we want to factor ¢ A into two steps. There is a map from
the (unreduced) chain complex underlying Hochschild cohomology to a suitable morphism space,
in the category of strictly unital A.-bimodules over A;":

A C*(.Aq) — hom(ﬂq+7A;r)(.A;7.Aq),

(D)) F(ar, o a5,a541, 0500, agpng) = Y (=1 1Nl Hlad)
il

(3.2.28) Ui.c[tkil+2(a17-'~7ai7¢l(ai+17"-aai+l)7'--7aj+1a~~-aaj+k+1)a
(Aqﬁ)j?l’o(ah... aj ﬁ) (— )“M"l‘”al‘|+"'+Haj‘|¢j(a1’...701]_)7
(Ag)PLE (. ..)=0 for k> 0.

Here, the hom reminds us that we are talking about strictly unital morphisms over .A+ and we
have underlined those entries which are the distinguished (central) ones of the A blmodule map.
Note that in the second line of (3.2.28)), the distinguished entry must lie to the right of ¢(...) (the
opposite convention would lead to a different but chain homotopic map). Next, endomorphisms



QUANTUM CONNECTION 47

of the diagonal act on the Hochschild complex (and more generally, Hochschild homology is a
functor on bimodules). Adapted to our situation, this yields the chain map

Lo homy+ 4y (Ag, Aq) —> homigq(C (Ag), Cu(Ay)),
(T8 (ao(ar]---|ar)) = Z(_l)(\laol\+~--+\lajI\)(I\aj+1|\+~-+\|az\|)

ik ik
(3229) f o ((Zj+17~~~,a17@7a17~~~,ak)(ak+l‘~~~|aj)7
(O ek (@l ap)) = Y (~ Dyl el al)
Jk

§l_j’1’k(aj+1, . ﬂhﬁ,ah cosap)(aggal . ay).

The composition of the two is 1y = I'A¢. Noq, take an arbitrary cochain

(3.2.30) €€ homiy 4 (AgAq),

and its coboundary di4, a,)§- Let’s extend ¢ trivially to an element of hom(ﬂq’ﬂq)(.ﬁl;,flq),

which means &5:%(. .. ,Q ,...) = 0. Then define a modified Getzler-Gauss-Manin connection by
= def

(3.2.31) Vua, = Vua, + dccj’(ﬂq)r(f) + F(f)dccr(ﬂq)'

By construction, this induces the same connection on cohomology as V,g,. Explicitly, the added
term is

(deot )T +TE)docr a,) (aolar]. . . ar))
— Z(_l)(l\ﬂl—jﬂ I++llaD(llaoll+-+llar—;)

. ]
(3232) ! (d(ﬂq,ﬂq)g)j)l’k(al7j+1a ceey A1, A0, A1, - -y ak)(ak+1| te |al7]‘)
_ uZ(_l)(l\aiH||+"-+Haz—j|\)+(\|ai+1H+-"+HazH)(HGOIH'”HIM||)
ijk i
J ej[l ® (ajy1]--- |§]’1’k(al_j+1, 5 Q1 00,A1, - Ak) |k ] - - ]a),
(dCCf(Aq)F(g) + F(f)dccj(Aq)) (€A+(a1| e \az))

= Z(_l)(”alH"F"“’F”alfj”)(“alfjJrl”""""'F”al”)
ik

(3.2.33) §j’17k*1(al,j+1, ce 01,02, Q) (AR ] - |ar—j)
_ Z(_l)(\lalH+---+Haz—jI\)(I\az—j+1\|+---+|\azH)
ik i
J & 1’1’k(al_j+1, ces QA ag) (G| - |ai—y)-

Note that (3.2.33) is zero if [ = 1.

(3.2e) Carrying results over to the cohomologically unital case. Once the definitions
have been set up, all the results we have obtained generalize to the cohomologically unital case.
For instance, Lemmas [3.2.3] and [3.:2:4] apply to cohomologically unital A.-homomorphisms, with
the same proof. The same holds for Lemma (indeed, it’s the cohomologically unital situation
which is primarily considered in [83]). In cases where the results require more effort, one can
avoid re-doing the work by using a few tricks that reduce things to the strictly unital case.

Lemma 3.2.5. Let A be a cohomologically unital A -algebra. Then, there is a strictly unital B
and a quasi-isomorphism A — B. Similarly, if A, has the property that its ¢ = 0 reduction is
cohomologically unital, there is a strictly unital B, and a filtered quasi-isomorphism Ay — By,.
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Sketch of proof. A short way to prove this is via the Yoneda embedding [28] Corollary 9.4], which
for a given A, produces a quasi-isomorphism to a (strictly unital) differential graded algebra B.
This also extends to the curved case, where it produces a curved dga B,. Alternatively, one
can prove Lemma using deformation theory (based on the fact that the classification of
Ao-structures is governed by the Hochschild complex, and that of strictly unital ones by the
quasi-isomorphic normalized complex). O

Even with Lemma at hand, there’s a small gap to bridge. Namely, for strictly unital A,
one has to show that constructions involving the enlarged “+-version” of the Hochschild complex
agree with their classical counterparts. To do that, one considers the collapse map

CH(A) — C.(A),
(3234) ao(a1|...|al) |—>a0(a1\...|al),

et(ar]...la) — ealar]...|a).

Think of the decomposition AT = A& K(e} —ea) (which is a direct sum of A.-algebras). Then,
(13.2.34)) is induced by projection to the first summand.

Lemma 3.2.6. For any strictly unital As-algebra A, the map (3.2.34)) is a quasi-isomorphism.

Sketch of proof. By , the unreduced complex C,(A) is contained in CJ(A) as a subcom-
plex. The quotient C;}(A)/Cx(A), which is the second summand in with the induced
differential, is acyclic. Therefore, the inclusion C,(A) C Cf(A) is a quasi-isomorphism. If we
compose that inclusion with (3.2.34), we get the standard projection C,(A) — C,(A), which is
known to be a quasi-isomorphism. O

The same formula (3.2.34) applies to cyclic homology. In the curved case, the resulting map
CCt(A,) — CC.(A,) is compatible with the connections on those groups. It is also, as a
consequence of Lemma [3.2.6] a filtered quasi-isomorphism.

(3.2f) A, -categorical terminology. We record here the straightforward extension to the case
of Aso-categories, assumed to be small. (In all our applications the categories have finitely many
objects, so one could equivalently think of them as algebras over a semisimple ring K@ - - - & K).
The standard complexes underlying Hochschild homology and cohomology are (see Section c)
for notation)

C.A) = @ AKX, Xo, Xy,...,X))[l],

1>0
X0, X1

C*A) =[] Hom(A(Xo,...,X1),A(Xo, X)),

1>0
DGR, ¢

(3.2.35)

where the [ = 0 term is EBXO A(Xo, Xo) respectively HXO A(Xg, Xo). To construct the non-unital
version, one uses an enlarged category A1 which has an added unit e} for each object X. The
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outcome, following (3.2.23)), is

(3.2.36) CrA) =C.(AHe P ek, @AKo, X1,..., Xi_1, Xo)[l];

>0
X0y Xi-1

the cyclic complex is CC(A) = CH(A)[[u]]. In practice, the et in (3.2.36) merely serves as as

a reminder to distinguish the two summands in C7 (A); we will therefore write it as e}o =el,

freeing us from always having to keep track of the objects involved.

Finally, given a curved A.-deformation A,, we define C(A,) = C\(A)[[¢]], and similarly for the
other homological invariants, with correspondingly deformed differentials.

3.3. Fibre categories for curved deformations

(3.3a) The fibre at zero. Throughout this section, A is a strictly unital A, -algebra, and A, a
strictly unital curved A..-deformation. To make the notation a little lighter, we will often omit
the subscript A, writing e for the unit, p for the A.-structure on A, and p, for its g-deformation.

Let € be the graded algebra given by the endomorphisms of the graded vector space K @ K[—1].
The tensor product

(3.3.1) By =A, @&

inherits the structure of a strictly unital curved A..-algebra. We find it convenient to write
elements of this tensor product as matrices

11 p12
(3,3,2) b= (221 222> ., where bn,b” c Allb\7 p2l e A(\}b|—17 pl2 ¢ .Al;’lﬂ,

since that makes the formula for the A-operations intuitive: they combine those of A, and
matrix multiplication, with suitable Koszul signs (involving the reduced degree in Ay, and the
actual degree in €). For instance,

bll b12 bll b12
Mf‘lq®8< (bél b%2> ) (bgl b§2> )
1 1 2 2
(a0 3 + (D2 02,030 (~1)10 a2 (012,03) + a2 (b1, 032)
= 11 12 .
(=11 lpd (b, b3') + g (072, 03") 4 (b3, 05%) + (1)1 WG (07", b3%)

(3.3.3)

Rather than using the given A -structure on the tensor product, we will deform it based on the
Maurer-Cartan element

(3.3.4) 5= ( 7? o qoe>.

q "Hq

Some explanation is necessary. By saying that § is a Maurer-Cartan element, we mean that

(3.35) P, + #a, (8) + i, (6,0) + -+ =0,
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Note that even though we have written the equation as an infinite sum, all terms other than
i = 0,2 vanish in the case of (3.3.4)). By saying the A.-structure is deformed using J, we mean
that we consider

(3.3.6) N%O(bl, o by) = Z ﬂitég?“*“ (5®io,b1,5®i17b27 B ',bd’(;@id)'

0yeeyia>0
Here, the notation is that 6% means i subsequent entries of §; and the sum is again finite. In
those terms, the Maurer-Cartan equation (3.3.5) says that u% = 0. The d = 1 case of (3.3.6)
becomes

(3.3.7) 13, (0) = pi,0e () + 15, @e (8,0) + 1, e (b,0) + 15, we (6,6, 6),

since all terms with two adjcent 0 vanish. It is useful to spell this out:
Ml bll b12 _
Bo \ 21 p22
21
(33.8) g0 + ()1 ght — g (b2, )
- pg (1) + (D)1 g™ (g, 01 + g7 (6%, 1) + (= 1)1 g =208 (1, 012, 1)
py(012) + (~ DI gy — (—1) " Igptt )

up (%) + (1)1~ p2 (1, b12) + (—1) P gyt

The formulae for ,udB07 d > 2, are actually a bit simpler, because the identity term in (3.3.4) no
longer contributes at all, which means that that one can replace § by

< 0 0
(3.3.9) 0= (Q1M2 O> .
The first of these formulae is
piy (b1, b2) = p e (b1, b2)
(3.3.10)  + i, we (0, b1, b2) + 15, e (01,0,b2) + e (b1, b2,0)+
Wi we (0,b1,0,b2) + i we (0,01,02,0) + i we (b1,0,b2,0) + iy e (8, b1, 8, b, ).
The structure of By may look mysterious, but is actually related to the previously considered

(3.1.2), or more precisely to its t = 0 specialization. To see that, take € to be a formal variable
of degree —1, and consider the chain complex

AO = A[E],
(3.3.11) 1, (a) = p'(a),
1, (a€) = i (a)e — p?(a, g ™D).

Here, pg’(l) is the g-linear term of ug, which lies in A°. That term is a p'-cocycle, and therefore
the differential (3.3.11)) squares to zero. We introduce maps

. y a 0
i:Ag —> Bo, ila)= ((_1)”@”(]—1(”1@ — pta) a) ’
(3.3.12) q

) _ 0 a
i(ae) = ((1)”“”911 (k2(a,q 1) — 2(a, pg ™)) (~D)lellg= (pha — ula)>
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bll b12
(3.3.13) p:By— Ag, P <b21 b22> = 110 4 p12:(0)¢

h: 30 — Bo[—l],

(3.3.14) b pll pl2 B 0 0
p2l p22) — _(_1)|\b11|\q—1(b11_bu,(o)) _(_1)|\b12|\q—1(b12_b12,(0))

where b%+(9) stands for the g-constant term of /. These maps satisfy

(3.3.15) LB, 0 = ipg,,

(3.3.16) [, P = Dl

(3.3.17) pi = ida,,

(3.3.18) ip = idp, + pp, b+ hyg, .

Starting with that, one can apply the Homological Perturbation Lemma to equip Ag with higher
Aso-operations which make it quasi-isomorphic to By:

(3.3.19) /‘3{40 = p(udgo + terms involving h as well as Mgo)i®d.

This can be conveniently expressed as a sum over planar trees ([53, Section 6.4]; for the signs,
or rather absence thereof, see e.g. [80, Remark 3.1]), where the first summand in comes
from the tree with a single vertex. The following discussion requires the reader to have that
formulation in mind.

Lemma 3.3.1. Foraq,...,aq € A C Ay, we have

(3.3.20) wh,(ar, ... aq) = ph(a,. .. aq).

Proof. All steps in the computation involve morphisms in Bq given by lower triangular matrices.
The ingredients are (for the sake of brevity, we have replaced terms that are irrelevant for our
argument by ?):

bit 0 bl 0 pd®it, .. b8y 0
d 1 d _ 1> v Yd
(3.3.21) MBO((? ?)<? ?>)_(q . ?), d>2,

(3.3.22) i(a) = <fj 2) h(: g) _ <g 8) p(b;1 g) _ Lo

From that, one sees that the single-vertex tree contributes the expression on the right-hand side
of (3.3.20). For any other tree, there is a finite edge which corresponds to an occurrence of h,
whose output has zero upper left entry. That leads to an overall output with the same property

at the root of the tree, which is then mapped to zero by p. O
Lemma 3.3.2. Foray,...,aq € A C Ay and any k, we have
,uﬂo (@1, s A1, QKE, Apt1, .-, 0q) = (—1)”a""“|‘+”'+||“d”ud(a1, ce,aq)€
(3.3.23) — Z(—l)”a’ﬂ“|‘+”'+||“j”ud_l+1 (al, N TN P
j >k l
! ,ufq7(1)(aj+17'"7aj+l)7aj+l+17‘"7041);

note that in the second expression, ay must lie to the left of ufz’(l).
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Proof. We begin by computing two of the matrix entries of ,ud.BO(ial, ci(age), .. iag), d > 2
(3.3.24) M%o (iay, ..., i(axe), ..., iaq)"* = (—1)”“’““”+"'+“ad”ufj(a1, ce,aq),
and
ph (iar,. .. i(age), . .. iag)'"t = M%q@&(ia17 coyi(age),. .. iag)tt
—i—ZuA ®£ za1,...,i(ake),...,aj,g,aj+1,...,ad)11
(3.3.25) g2k
= — Z Iak+1|\+ -Hla;l\( q(a17 T T q_l(uéajﬂ _ NlajJrl)a ... aq)
=k d+1 1,0
Mqu ( ",aka"'aajvqi ﬂq,aj+1a'~~aad))'
Hence, the contribution from the one-vertex tree is
d (; , S Y (R d
pg, (1ay, . .. i(age), ... iaq) = (=1)llaxal loalle;d(ay, ..., aq)
(3326) _Z Hak+1|‘+ —Hla]H( (ala"'7aka"' a/j7/’[’é7(1)(a/j+1)""7a‘d)
>k
= +:u’d+1(a/1a"~7ak ajuug( ) ,ad))-
Let’s look at the contributions from other trees. As before, hu%o(ial, ooy i(age), ... iag) is

lower-triangular and has vanishing upper left entry, and obviously the same is true for any sub-
expression hyly (iajq1,. .., i(ake), ... iaj41) (I > 2). For the same reason as in Lemma this
means that any term arising from the Perturbation Lemma which contains such an expression
contributes zero to our computation. Similarly, any tree with more than two vertices cannot
contribute. The remaining terms are (again with [ > 2):

(3.3.27) pu‘i3 "ay,. .., hulBO (tajq1,. .. 0a540), ..., i(ake), . .. iaq) = 0;
(3.3.28) pu% llay,. .. ilage), ..., hplgo (tajs1, ..., 9Q541), . .-, 1aq)
= _(_1)”ak+lH+m+”ajlludil+1(al Ay - - - a:ufly(l)(aj-‘rla R a’j-‘rl)a R ad)'

The sum of (3.3.26]) and (3.3.28)) precisely gives the desired (3.3.23)). ]

Example 3.3.3. Suppose that we have (A, W) as in Section and the associated Aq. In that
case, (3.3.11)) says that

(3.3.29) 11y, (a€) = (daa)e — WO, (ae),
and we also have

(3.3.30) 1y, = Hage. Hh, =0 ford>2.
Moreover, (3.3.12)) simplifies to

(3.3.31) i(a) = (g 2) i(ae) = (8 g)

As a consequence, h o U'QBO o (i ®14) =0. This implies that ,uiLO = %24[6]7 and uﬁlo =0 ford > 2.
In other words, we get precisely the dga from (3.1.2)) specialized to t = 0, which explains our
notation.
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(3.3b) The general fibre. We define a curved A-algebra €, , = A[t][[¢]] over K[¢], by setting

(3.3.32) u%w = u%q —qteg,
and with all other operations extended t-linearly from A,. Generalizing (3.3.1)), we consider
(3.3.33) By =Cig®E,
with the A-structure deformed by the Maurer-Cartan element
0 qen
3.3.34 0y = .
( ) ' (q‘1u2 —teqa 0 )
Concretely, the differential here has an additional ¢-dependent term
pll  pl2 _(_1)\|b21\|b21 0

1 1 .

(3:3:35) (s, = o) (b21 b22> =t ((—1)|b22|b22 — (=D)letliptt —(—q)Ie* g2 )

while ,u%t, d > 2, are the t-linear extensions of the corresponding operations in Bj. Following

, we define
Ar = Alt, €],
(3.3.36) pa, (at) = py (a)t”,
ph, (athe) = iy (a)the — p2(a, p§ W)tk + ath .
Consider the increasing filtration of A; given by those aq(t) + a2(t)e where a4 (t) is a polynomial

in t of degree < k, and as(t) of degree < k. The initial term of that filtration is A; and it follows
from (3.3.36|) that all subsequent quotients of the filtration are acyclic. From that, we see:

Lemma 3.3.4. The inclusion A C A is a quasi-isomorphism.

One can use the same formulae as in (3.3.12)—(3.3.14]) to transfer the A..-structure from B,
to A;. Because the operations ,u%t, d > 2, are t-independent, the same will then hold for the
corresponding operations in A;. In other words, the only part of the A,-structure of A; which

is t-dependent is the differential (3.3.36). In particular, Lemmas and for d > 2, carry
over. Combining the analogue of Lemma with Lemma we see that A C Ay is a

quasi-isomorphic A,.-subalgebra.

Example 3.3.5. Continuing the discussion from Example in that case Ay is exactly (3.1.2)).

(3.3c) Reduction to the dga case. Let’s return briefly to the A..-algebra Ay from Section
Applying the definition from Section to the particularly simple case of the inclusion
A C Ag, we have a Hochschild complex C’*(A,AO), with maps (3.2.14)).

Lemma 3.3.6. The primary deformation class [M%z] € HH"(A) maps to zero in HH°(A, Ap).

Proof. Let n € C~1(A,Ag) be the Hochschild cochain whose only nonzero term is the constant

n’ = egqe. By (3.2.8) and (a particularly simple special case of) Lemma [3.3.2]

(3.3.37) (d@*(ﬂ)ﬂo)n)l(al, ceap) = Zulfﬂl(al, ey Oy EAE, Qi 1y e e, A]) = —ui&(ql)(al, cap).
i

O
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In the corresponding situation from Section the analogue for the inclusion A C Ay is:

Lemma 3.3.7. The primary deformation class [ugz] maps to [teq] € HH (A, Ay).

Proof. We use the same 7, but pick up an additional term from p} (eae):

0,(1)
teqa — iy, =0,
3.3.38 dis . may,...,a) = a
( ) (e A ( ) /Llfl(ql)(al,...,az) [ >0.

O

Proposition 3.3.8. Take a strictly unital A,, such that HH%(A) =0 forall k. < 0. Then
this is filtered quasi-isomorphic to the curved As.-algebra obtained from some dga and a central

element, as in Section[3.1d

Proof. Consider A; as an Ay.-algebra over K[t]. One can apply the Yoneda embedding over that
ring, to obtain a differential graded algebra A} and a K[t]-linear A.o-quasi-isomorphism A; — Aj.
For this to work, it is important that A; is a free graded K[t]-module, which is true by definition;
the resulting A}, may not have that property, since it’s defined as an infinite product, but that is
irrelevant for our purposes. Indeed, we will now forget the K[t]-linear structure, and just consider
A} as a dga over K. Combining this with Lemma we have quasi-isomorphisms

(3.3.39) A A = AL

Under the induced isomorphism (of Hochschild cohomologies formed over K)

(3.3.40) HH*(A) = HH*(A) & HH*(A}),

the element [u(/a] goes to [tey,] and then to [te,]; the first part is by Lemma |3.3.7, and the
second part follows from the fact that the underlying quasi-isomorphism was K|t|-linear. At
this point, we can apply Lemma [3.2.3] which says that the quasi-isomorphism A — A} can be

extended to a curved As-homomorphism from A, to the deformation of A} obtained by turning
on the curvature term gW’, where W' =tey;. a

(3.3d) Conclusion. With these techniques at hand, we can now extend the results of Section
to A-algebras. With a view to applications in Floer theory, we will formulate the outcome
in the cohomologically unital context. Namely, given a cohomologically unital A and a curved
deformation A,, consider

(3.3.41) Ay = CCT(A),

with its Getzler-Gauss-Manin connection. This is a complete u-torsionfree dg module over W, ,, =
Wi, and we can apply the same manipulation to it as in (3.1.74), leading to an appropriate
version of ¢ 71 A1 1 /p b1

Corollary 3.3.9. Take K =C. Let p(t) be a nonzero polynomial. Suppose that:

(i) A is smooth.
(il) ¢"p([ka,]) € HH? (A,) vanishes for some r > 0.
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iii) K¢, 1/p] @k H*(A), where t acts by multiplication with 0.(1) , is a finitely generated
[t Hag
K[t, 1/p]-module.

(iv) HH**(A) =0 for k < 0.

Then, in each degree, the cohomology of q_lAqflvl/pﬂ‘Lil is finitely generated over Clt,1/p|, where
t = Vyo,. On that cohomology, Vs, = —q/u is a connection with regular singularities and quasi-
unipotent monodromy around each singular point (including co). If in addition,

(v) HH.(A) is concentrated in degrees < d,

the monodromy of around each singularity (again including o) has Jordan blocks of size < d+1.

Proof. In view of (iv), Lemma and Proposition the given A, is filtered quasi-
isomorphic to the deformation A obtained from a dga A’ (our previous Aj, where we forget
the K[t]-linear structure and accordingly adjust the notation) and central element W’'. Moreover,
(i)-(iii) carry over to that dga; the only nontrivial issue is (ii), but that is taken care of by (the
cohomologically unital version of) Lemma Corollary gives results parallel to the
ones stated here, but for the cohomology of an appropriately manipulated version of CC\(Ay).
As in Lemma and the discussion following it, one can use CC:(A{Z) instead. We now need
to bring the results back to A,. Lemma and show that CC(Ay) and CCY(A)) are
isomorphic objects of D(W, ,). Passing to negative powers of ¢, and inverting p(t), are both
operations within that category. The final step leading to qilAq—l’l /p,utt 18 the purely algebraic
inversion of u, and that is of course compatible with quasi-isomorphisms. The proof of the last
part, involving (v), uses the same argument and Corollary ]

As usual, we have formulated the discussion for A,.-algebras, but the translation to A.-categories
(see Section [3.2f]) is straightforward.

Remark 3.3.10. [t is unclear whether assumption (iv) is more than a technical one. We have
used it in the proof of Proposition to determine the deformation of A} which corresponds to
Aq, but it is possible that the Proposition holds more generally. Alternatively (requiring changes on
a larger scale), one could try to carry out something like the Fourier-Laplace transform argument
from Section [3.1] directly for curved Ao -deformations.

3.4. L-formalism

(3.4a) L.-algebras. We begin by recalling the basic definitions (see e.g. [39, Section 4]). Fix
a ground field K of characteristic zero. Let Sh(k,m) C Sym(m) denote the set of k-shuffles,
meaning permutations o of {1,...,m} which satisfy

(3.4.1) o(l)<---<o(k)and o(k+1) <--- < a(m).
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An L..-structure on a graded K-vector space G is a sequence of linear maps £™ : ™ — G,
m > 1, of degree 2 — m. They must be graded symmetric when viewed as defined on the shifted
space G[—1], which means that

(3.4.2) O Xy e Ty i1y e e ey Tpy) = (—1)”“” H‘"’”“”Ed(xl, T, Tiy e e Tm);
and they should satisfy the L..-relations,

(3.4.3) S DT (o), - o) Ta(er1)s - Tom)) = 0,
oeSh(k,m)

where (—1)" is the Koszul sign associated to o acting on (G[1])®™. Note that because of the
previous condition, one can equivalently write this as

(344) Z (_1)Tm€m—k+l (gk(xcr(l)v ) (Ea(k))a Lo(k41)s - - 7xa(m)) =0.

oceSym(m)

Remark 3.4.1. The sign conventions here are convenient for Floer theory, but less so when it
comes to comparing the situation with classical Lie theory. One could instead use

(3.4.5) 0™ (21, T,y ) = (=)Dl gm (g ),

which satisfies the symmetry condition
(3.4.6) O™y, T, Tig1s e ey Tgy) = — (=)l gy a).
Writing de = 0*(x) = €' (z) and [z, z9] = %(x1,29) = (—=1)1#1102(21, 25), the m = 2,3 equations
m turn into
(3.4.7) d[w1, w2] = [day, xo] + (—1)" [z, das],
(3.4.8) dl3(z1,x9,x3) + 3(day, 29, 23)) + (21, dxo, x3) + (21, 2o, dis)
+ [[&1, z2], 23] + (=1) U2l FlzD [0 2a] 2] + (—1)1=slUz2lHe2D (25 21, 20] = 0,

where the latter is a homotopical version of the Jacobi identity. Hence, an L -algebra with
™ =0 form > 3 is the same as a dg Lie algebra; and for a general Lo -algebra, H*(G) inherits
a graded Lie algebra structure, induced by [x1, x2].

An L,-module over § is a graded vector space M with operations ¢! : G¥™ @ M — M[1 — m],
m > 0. They must be symmetric in the first m entries, in the same sense as in (3.4.2)), and satisfy

0= Z (=) e RN R (@), T () Tt 1)s > To(m) )
oc€Sh(k,m)

+ Z (_1)T+Hzﬂ(l)I|+”.+HIUU€)H ‘ng(xo(l)»" . axa(k)aemik’l(xa(k—i-l),' . axo(m)ay))'
oe€Sh(k,m)

(3.4.9)

Note that in the second sum, k£ = 0 and £ = m are both allowed.

Example 3.4.2. (The diagonal module) Take M = G with (™! = (™1 Any o € Sh(k,m + 1)
satisfies o(m +1) = m + 1 or o(k) = m + 1, and this yields an identification Sh(k,m + 1) =
Sh(k,m) U Sh(k —1,m). Using that, (3.4.3) turns into (3.4.9).
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(3.4b) Maurer-Cartan theory. We have encountered Maurer-Cartan elements for A.,-algebras,
as a technical ingredient in Section A version of that notion in the L, framework plays a
much more fundamental role in our geometric constructions later on. Let § be an L.-algebra,
and ¢ a formal variable of degree 2. A Maurer-Cartan element [39] Definition 4.3] is

(3.4.10) ae (@Sl D mt™@®™) =0¢€ (¢5(la])*

m>1
Any such « gives rise to a formal deformation of the Loo-structure on §[[g]], namely [39, Propo-
sition 4.4]

(3.4.11) 01y ey ) e Z %Emﬂ(a@j, TlyeneyTim)

Jj=0
(because « is of odd degree, it doesn’t really matter where we insert a®/ in the entries here). By
differentiating (3.4.10) with respect to ¢, one obtains:

(3.4.12) 0 (0g0) = > " (@™ 0ga) = > Lo (a®m) = 0.

m>1 m>1
More generally, a Maurer-Cartan element deforms the structure of an arbitrary L..-module, in
the sense that the operations on M[[¢]] defined by

(3.4.13) R N D % Lt LT T )

j=0
satisfy the L..-module relations. It is again useful to look at what one gets by differentiating
this formula. In the simplest instance,

(3.4.14) 0t () — 0 Oy) = 3 Gk (@, 0,0 y) = (41 (D40, ).

m>1

4. Floer theory preliminaries

This section sets up a version of Floer cohomology on Liouville manifolds, using Hamiltonians
with quadratic growth. Fundamentally we follow [34] but modify the construction by adding “un-
perturbed shells”, in order to reduce analytic aspects to their most elementary part; the downside
being that the choices of Hamiltonians, and of almost complex structures, must be monitored
carefully (see in particular Section . Because of those changes, it has seemed appropriate
to give a reasonably self-contained presentation. We will be considering only Riemann surfaces
of genus zero, with one negative end; this restriction is not strictly necessary for developing the
theory, but it does cover all cases relevant to us.

4.1. The Hamiltonian theory
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(4.1a) Basic notation. We begin by recalling some elementary notions underlying the con-
struction of Floer cohomology on an exact symplectic manifold (N ,wyg = dfy) (the notation N
is chosen in view of later applications; at the moment, any exact symplectic manifold will do).
Write H(N) = C°(N,R), and J(N) for the space of compatible almost complex structures.

Let S be an oriented surface. Suppose that we are given a one-form on S with values in H(N), or
equivalently, a one-form on S x N which vanishes in TN -direction; we call this a “Hamiltonian
term” and denote it by Kg. By passing from functions to Hamiltonian vector fields, one associates
to Kg a one-form Yg with values in C°°(T'N), or equivalently a map T'S — T'N of bundles pulled
back to S x N. To summarize, we have

(41.1)  Ks € QYS,H(N)) C Q1S x N) = Y5 € QY(S,C®(TN)) = Homg, (TS, TN).

One can think of this as a Hamiltonian connection on the trivial bundle $ x N — S, namely
d — Kg. The curvature of that connection (see Section [L.3(f) for sign conventions) is

(4.1.2) Fg = —dKg + 3{Kg,Kgs} € Q*(S,H(N)).
In local coordinates (s,t) on S (and omitting the ds A dt), this means that
(4.1.3) Fs = —0:Ks(0;) + 0:K5(0s) + {Ks(0s), Ks(0¢)}.

Since S is oriented, it makes sense to say that the curvature is nonnegative (meaning, Fg evaluates
nonnegatively on any oriented basis of tangent vectors, or the function (4.1.3) is nonnegative in
oriented local coordinates).

Take a map u : S — N. Given a loop ¢: S* — S, the action of u along c is
(4.1.4) Al(ulc) :/ —’LL*QN +u*Kg,
Sl

where u* K g is really the pullback by the graph (z,u(z)) : S — Sx N. One extends this additively
to finite collections of loops (1-cycles). If C C S is a compact subdomain (always assumed to
have smooth boundary), the topological energy of u on C' is

(4.1.5) EYP(4|C) = /C wrwyg — du*Ks) = —A(u|dC).

Suppose that S carries the structure jg of a Riemann surface, and the target space a family
Js = (Js2)zes, Js,» € J(N). The associated Cauchy-Riemann equation is

(4.1.6) (du—Yg)"" = L((du—Ys)+ Js. o (du—Ys) o jg) = 0.

The geometric energy of a solution, restricted to a compact subdomain, is
(4.1.7) E&°M (u]C) = / 1|du — Ys|* = E*P(u|C) —/ u*Fg.
c c

In a local complex coordinate z = s 4 it on S, the integrand for the geometric energy (again
omitting the ds A dt) is

(4.1.8) slldu = Ys|* = [10su — Ys(9:)|* = [|0pu — Ys(00)II*.
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Example 4.1.1. On S =R x S!, take Kg = H,dt, Js = Js. The Cauchy-Riemann equation
is the familiar continuation map equation Osu + Js1(Oyu — X5 1) = 0, where X is the Hamilton-
ian vector field of H; and having nonnegative curvature reduces to the monotonicity condition
0sHs 1 < 0. Floer’s equation is the translation-invariant special case, Hyy = Hy and Jo ;1 = Jy,
for which the curvature is zero.

(4.1b) Liouville manifolds. We will now be more specific about the class of symplectic man-
ifolds under consideration. A Liouville domain is a compact exact symplectic manifold with
boundary N, such that the associated Liouville vector field Zy, defined by wn(Zn,:) = On,
satisfies

(4.1.9) Zn|ON points strictly outwards.

Then, agy = On|ON is a contact one-form on ON, whose Reeb field we denote by Rsy. The
completion of N is the Liouville manifold (N,wyg = dfg) obtained by attaching a cone to N:
N = N Uy ([1,0) x ON),
) on ([1,00) x ON)
O |([1,00) x ON) = paan,
where p is the [1, 00) coordinate.

e For any r > 1, we write N, = N\ {p > r} = N Uay ([1,7] x ON) for the compact piece
of N bounded by {r} x N (N, = N is the original Liouville domain).

e By an r-shell, for > 1, we mean a subset [r —e, 7+ €] x ON C N, for some € € (0,7 —1].

e We write Zy for the Liouville vector field of 5, and A4 for its flow, which is defined for

all times. These satisfy
Z|([1,50) x ON) = 9,
(4.1.11) N . ’ L
Ax (o) = (e'p,x) for (p,x) € [1,00) x ON with e'p > 1.

e On the cone, the Hamiltonian vector field of the function p : [1,00) x ON — R is the
Reeb field extended by 0 in p-direction, which we simply write as

(4.1.12) X, = Ran-

The standard quadratic Hamiltonian is the function % p?, which therefore satisfies
(4.1.13) X1,2 = pRon.

e A compatible almost complex structures J is called of contact type if, on the cone,

(4.1.14) agyoJ =dlog(p) & OyoJ=dp & J(Zyg)=Ron.

For the metric associated to any such J, we have the equalities (again on the cone)
(4.1.15) IRon || = 1Z | = ldpll = 1051l = p'/.
Example 4.1.2. Let N be a disc of radius 2 in R? with Oy = %(wdy —ydz). The Reeb field on
the boundary is given by Ron = %(Jc&/ —y0z). The completion N can be identified with all of R?
with its standard symplectic structure. The Liouville vector field is given by Zyg = %(m@m +ydy)

and the Liouville coordinate is given by p = %(zQ +y2), from which it follows that the standard
complex structure is of contact type.
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Our Riemann surfaces S will come with a one-form
(4.1.16) Bs € QY(S), dBs <0.

This singles out a particularly simple class of Hamiltonian terms, namely those which on the cone
satisfy Kg = % p?Bg; the condition is then equivalent to nonnegativity of the curvature
on the cone. The actual construction of Hamiltonian Floer cohomology will be a bit more
complicated, as the Hamiltonian term will have to be perturbed at least on part of the cone, so
as to make it non-autonomous.

(4.1c) A priori bounds. The following is a simple special case of arguments from [25] 1T}, 59 [34]
(in the last-mentioned reference, it corresponds to Lemma A .4).

Lemma 4.1.3. Take a (holomorphically embedded) cylinder C = [0,1] x St C S, over which:

e the almost complex structures Jg are of contact type on the cone;
e the Hamiltonian term is Ks = (0/2)p?dt on the cone, for some constant o > 0.

Choose constants e > 0 and a € R. Then there is a constant r > 1 (depending on o and Kg, as
well as e and a) such that the following holds. Given any solution u of (4.1.6) which satisfies

(4.1.17) B8 (u|C) < e,
(4.1.18) Aul{1} x S*) > a,

there is an s € [0,1] for which the restriction u(s,-) : S* — N takes values in N,.

Proof. From ([{1.15), ||d(p'/?)|| = %. Hence, if u(s,t) lies in the cone, then at that point,

10:(p"? ()| = [d(p*/?)(@yu)| = |d(p"/?)(Du — opRon)|

(4.1.19) : .
< 50 — opRon || = 510w — Ys(0y)||-

It follows that, if {s} x [to, 1] is an interval whose entire image under u lies in the cone, then

1012 (u(s, 1)) — p'2(u(s, to))| < %/ 10w — Ys(00) ||

(4.1.20) {s}x[to,t1]
<3t - to)l/z(/{

1/2 1/2
HatU_YS(at)HQ) < %(/ HatU—YS(at)HQ) :
] {s}xSt

s}x[to,t1
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Similarly, using [0 = p'/2, we see that for any s such that u({s} x S*) lies inside the cone,
Alulfs) x 8 = [ ~0500) + 60
{s}xSt

:/} . 05 (0w — opRon) — Sp*(u)
{s}xSt

IN

[P wlou - Ys@0l - 504w
{s} xSt

(/{ }xS1 )%(X{s}xsl ([0t — YS(at)”Q)é - g st P (u)
(

IN

(4.1.21)

[ @) ([ o= vs@F)* -
1 1\ 2
it <20 )
1

g
=7/ nwrwy®W—f/ P2 ().
0 Jisyxst 4 Jisyxst

The last step involved the silly inequality p < p? on the cone, and an equally elementary Peter-
Paul trick. Next, we use the available action and energy bounds. The curvature (4.1.2)) is bounded
on our finite cylinder, because it vanishes when restricted to cone. Fix a bound,

IN

N|—
w\q
A\
&2
X
[95)
2
™o
—
<

(4.1.22) |Fs| <b.
Then for any s € [0,1], we get from (4.1.18) that
A(ul{s} x S*) = A(u|{1} x S*) + E'P(u|[s, 1] x S*)

(4.1.23) ) ,
= A(ul{1} x %) + E&°"(u][s,1] x S )+/ u*Fg > a—b.
[5,1] xS
From (4.1.17)), we see that there must be some s € [0, 1] such that
(4.1.24) / 10su — Y (0%)||? :/ Lldu — Ys|* <e.
{s}xst {s}x St
For that value of s, the inequalities (4.1.20) and (4.1.21)), (4.1.23)) imply
(4.1.25) 102 (u(s,t1)) — p'/2(u(s, to))| < Lel/? if u({s} x [to,t1]) lies in the cone,
(4.1.26) / P (u) < 2b—a)+ SHe if u({s} x S*') lies in the cone.
{s}xs!

The argument now concludes as follows. Take a value of s for which (4.1.24]) holds. Suppose that
there is some t € S* such that u(s,t) does not lie in the cone. Then, by applying (4.1.25) to
maximal intervals {s} X [to, t1] which are mapped to the cone, one sees that

(4.1.27) p 2 (u(s,t)) <1+ %61/2 for all ¢ such that u(s,t) is in the cone.

On the other hand, suppose that u({s} x S!) is entirely contained in the cone. Then (4.1.26)
applies, which shows that that there must be some ¢ such that p?(u(s,t)) < 2(b—a) + Ze. In
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conjunction with (4.1.25)), one gets
4.1.28 1/2 u(s,t)) < 4p—a)+ Le 1/4+161/2 for all ¢.
P o o 2

These inequalities provide the required r. O

The following is the integrated maximum principle [4, 2 34] (in the last reference, Section A.2).

Lemma 4.1.4. Let C C S be a connected compact subdomain with nonempty boundary. For
some 1, suppose that:

e there is an r-shell on which: Kg = %pQﬁg, and Jg is of contact type, over C'.
o The curvature Fg is nonnegative on C x ([r,00) X ON).

Let u: S — N be a solution of [@#.1.6) such that u(dC) C N,.. Then u(C) C N,.

Proof. Suppose that the contrary is true. Then there is an 7 which is a little larger than r, but
still within our shell, such that u|C intersects {7} x 9N transversely in a nonempty subset, which
must be disjoint from dC. Take D to be one of the connected components of u~!([#, 00) x AN )NC'.
Because of the curvature assumption, we have

(4.1.29) E'YP(u|D) > EE°™ (u|D) > 0.

Let £ be a tangent vector at z € 0D pointing in positive direction along the boundary. Then
Jjs& points inwards, hence du(js€) points in positive p-direction, by the transverse intersection
assumption. Hence,

0 < dp(du(js)) = dp(du — pRon Bs)(js&) = (dp o J.)(du — pRanBs)(§)

(4.1.30) * 2
=0y (=du+ pRonBs)(§) = —(u"0g)(§) +7Bs(E).
Hence,
(4.1.31) A(u|oD) = / —u*0y + 50*(u)Bs > =57 [ Bs =37 / dBs > 0.
aD aD D

Comparing (4.1.29)) and (4.1.31)), one sees that E&°™(u|D) = 0. But that means du = pRynSs

on D, hence p(u)|D = 7 is constant, which is a contradiction to the transverse intersection
assumption. 0

(4.1d) Floer data. To simplify the bookkeeping involved, we fix once and for all a number
P > 1, such that:

Assumption 4.1.5. The Reeb flow on ON has no periodic orbits whose period is a positive
integer multiple of P.

A Floer datum is given by a time-dependent Hamiltonian H = (Hy)scg1, Hy € J—C(N), with vector
field X = (X,), and J = (Jy)sest, Ji € J(N). We require the following (along the lines of [2,
Section 5]).
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e On the cone,
(4.1.32) Hy=1p* + H,
where the perturbation H is bounded and has bounded derivative 8,)}} .

e For each integer ¢ > 1, there is an ¢P-shell in which H =0 and J is of contact type. The
one-periodic orbits of H must be disjoint from the shells (this is made possible by the
choice of P), and nondegenerate.

Fix such a Floer datum (H,J). Write A(x) for the action of a one-periodic orbit, defined as in
[.1.4) to be A(x) = [o —2*0 3+ Hy(x(t))dt. Consider Floer solutions asymptotic to one-periodic
orbits,

(4.1.33) xo(t) = lims oo u(s,t), x1(t) = lims 400 u(s,t).
For such solutions, the version of (4.1.5) that applies to the whole cylinder is

(4.1.34) E®°"(u) = / 0su|® = E*P(u) = / wWwygy —duHy dt) = A(zg) — A(xy).
Rx S Rx S

Following [2] [34] (Lemma A.1 of the latter), one has:

Lemma 4.1.6. For any a € R, there are only finitely many one-periodic orbits with A(x) > a.

Proof. The argument is similar to (4.1.21)). Fix constants b, ¢ such that
(4.1.35) |H| <b, [9,H|<c
Then,

Aw) = [ =030+ bola(®)? + (o)

:/ (=pd,Hy)(w()) + 5p((t))* + Hy(z(t))
(4.1.36) st

= [ (00,1 @(t)) = bola(0)? + Fi(at)
< [ statye - dotatop +o <o [ dptalo)®

Each orbit is either contained in Np \ ONp, or in one of the subsets (Pi, P(i + 1)) x N, i € N.
Because of nondegeneracy, there are only finitely many orbits in each of those classes. For those
orbits lying in (¢,i + 1) x N, ([£.1.36) provides a bound A(z) < ¢* +b — 14°. O

The next statement is the main a priori (C°) bound on solutions.

Proposition 4.1.7. Fix a one-periodic orbit x1. There is an r such that any Floer solution with
positive limit x1, and arbitrary negative limit xq, is contained in N,..

Proof. If a solution u with asymptotics (zo, 1) exists, we must have A(zg) > A(z1), which by
Lemma leaves only finitely possibilities for 3. Hence, we may as well assume that xzq is
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fixed as well. Choose some i so that (xg, 1) are contained in N;p. We can then apply Lemma
1.4 to show that u is contained in the same subset. O

Proposition 4.1.8. For fized H, a generic choice of J makes all Floer trajectories reqular.

Sketch of proof. The limits lie outside the ¢P-shells, by assumption on H. Therefore, any trajec-
tory w has the property that for |s| > 0, u(s,t) lies outside the iP-shells. For those (s,t), we can
vary Jy at u(s,t) freely. Given that, the argument is as in [26, Theorem 5.1]. O

Following a strategy from [2], we will also use rescaled version of Floer data. Take (H,J) as
before, and some ¢ > 1. Then, the rescaled datum is obtained by pullback via the Liouville flow
for time log(o) > 0:

(@) _ y* (o) _ yx
H, —/\»OUHt/O' = X, —)\AOUXt,
(4.1.37) o N log(o) N log (o)
Jo = /\N,log(a)Jt'

This inherits the following properties:

e on the cone, Ht(o) = %p2 + ()x}‘v log(g)ﬁt)/m

e on (iP/c)-shells, we have Ht(g) = Zp? and Jt(o) of contact type.

There is an obvious correspondence between Floer trajectories for (H,.J) and (H(@), J(@).

(4.1e) Gradings and orientations. At this point, let’s impose a Calabi-Yau type assumption:
(4.1.38) ¢1(N) =0, and we fix a trivialization of the underlying complex line bundle.

This leads to a Floer complex defined as a Z-graded K-vector space, for an arbitrary coefficient
field K. Even though that entirely a standard construction, we give a short account here, be-
cause the notation and conventions will be used later on. Choose a Floer datum satisfying the
transversality property from Proposition m For each pair of orbits x = (z,z1), let Q(x) be
the manifold of trajectories asymptotic to those orbits, up to R-translation; and €(x) its Gromov
compactification (which is indeed compact, thanks to Proposition [4.1.7]).

For every one-periodic orbit = there is a notion of orientation operator D,, which is a Cauchy-
Riemann operator on the thimble, a more abstract version of those considered in [24, Section 2e].
In an appropriate sense, the space of such operators is contractible. One uses it to define the
degree (Conley-Zehnder index) and orientation line (determinant line)

(4.1.39) deg(z) = index(D,,),
(4.1.40) 0, = det(Dy) = X*°P(coker(D)") @ A*P(ker(D)).
Here, 0, is not quite canonical, but the isomorphism between different choices is unique up to

multiplication with positive numbers. Hence, one has a well-defined K-normalized orientation
line

(4.1.41) l0s i = {K—Vector space generated by orientations of o0,, with the} '

sum of opposite orientations set to zero
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The Floer complex is defined as

(4.1.42) CFFH)= @ loalx,

deg(z)=k
Any Floer trajectory, with linearized operator D,, and asymptotics (xg,x1), satisfies

(4.1.43) index(D,,) = i(xg) — i(x1),

and gives rise (via gluing of determinant lines) to an isomorphism

(4.1.44) det(Dy) ® 05, = 04,

again canonical up to multiplication with a positive number. One has a short exact sequence
(4.1.45) 0= R — ker(Dy) — T,€(x) — 0,

where the first map takes 1 to —J;u. From that, one obtains an isomorphism

(4.1.46) R @ A°P(T,€(x)) = det(D,,),

where we carry around the copy of R only because it has formally dimension 1, hence may
influence Koszul signs. Combining that with (4.1.44]) yields an isomorphism

(4.1.47) o(u) : R @ AP (T,E(x)) ® 04, = 0gy.

In the special case of isolated trajectories, the T¢ factor in (4.1.47) is trivial, and (4.1.47]) therefore
reduces to an isomorphism o,, = 05,. The differential § = 05, ; on the Floer complex is the sum
of the K-normalized versions of those isomorphisms; finiteness of that sum is again ensured by

Proposition [£.1.7]
(4.1f) Thick-thin decompositions. Take a punctured sphere
(4.1.48) S =CP"\ {z0,...,2m}.

This surface will carry a one-form . We want to assume that it comes with a decompo-
sition into thick and thin pieces. The thin pieces are semi-infinite (one surrounding each punc-
ture) cylinders, or finite cylinders, and are themselves divided into regions that will be treated
technically differently (called “Floer”, “transitional”, and “standard” regions). Concretely, the
(pairwise disjoint) thin pieces are of the following kind:

e A single negative semi-infinite cylindrical end
(4.1.49) (—00,0] x S* < S, surrounding 2.

This comes with a constant og > 1 and function g : (—o0,0] = R,

Yo(s) =00 s< -2,
(4.1.50) Po(s) <0 se(—=2,-1),
Po(s) =0 s> —1.

The one-form is Bs = 1)y (s)dt. The terminology is that (—oo, —2] x St is the Floer region,
(—2,—1) x S* the transitional one, and [~1,0] x S* the standard region.
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(4.1.51)

(4.1.52)

(4.1.53)

D. POMERLEANO, P. SEIDEL

m positive semi-infinite cylindrical ends
[0,00) x S' < S, surrounding z1, ..., Zpy.
On the e-th positive cylinder we have a constant o, > 1 and function 1, : [0, 00) — [0, 1],
Pe(s) s <1,
Pi(s) <0 se(1,2),
Pe(s)

0
(s) =0 s2>2.

As before, we then set Sg = t.(s)dt. Symmetrically to the previous case, the Floer
regions are [2,00) x S1, the transitional ones are (1,2) x S, and the standard regions are
[0,1] x S*.

Some number (which can be zero) of finite cylinders. For simplicity of notation, let’s
consider a single such cylinder, which is of the form [—[,1] x S — S with [ > 2. The
parametrization is always such that {—I} x S borders the component of S\ ((—1,1) x S*)
which contains the negative semi-infinite cylinder. The finite cylinder comes with a
constant o > 1 and function ¢ : [—I,1] — [0, 1],

P'(s)=0 s<—-l+lors>1-1,

P (s) <0 se(=-l+1,-l+2)orse(l—-21-1),

P(s)=0c —-1+2<s<l-2.
We again set 8g = 1(s)dt. The Floer region is [~ + 2,1 — 2] x S*; the transitional ones
are (= +1,—1+2) x St and (I — 2,1 —1) x S; and the standard ones, [—1, —1 + 1] x S*

and [l — 1,1] x S*. (The notation is intentionally shorthand: each of the finite cylinders
comes with its own o, ¥ and [.)

The thick part is the rest of the surface, and can carry any one-form (4.1.16) (see Figure [4.1] for

a summary).

Remark 4.1.9. The conditions on the ¥, and on Bs imply, via Stokes, that g > o1+ -+ 0p,.

We fix a Floer datum as in Section [4.1d} denoting it by (H¥er, j¥loer) for clarity. Concerning
(Kg, Js) we make the following assumptions:

over the thick part of the surface, as well the standard regions of the thin parts, we have
Kg = %pQBS on the cone of IV, and each Js , is of contact type.

Over the Floer region of the semi-infinite cylinders, we use the Floer Hamiltonian rescaled
as in , Ks = (HF 1Oer)("e)dﬁ. For the almost complex structures, we allow any
Js s+ which are of contact type on (iP/o.)-shells (for all ¢ € N such that iP/o. > 1),
and which as s — o0 converge exponentially fast to (JF°°")(@<). This condition ensures
good asymptotic behaviour of finite energy solutions of our Cauchy-Riemann equation,
and is at the same time flexible enough for transversality purposes.

There is more freedom on the Floer regions of the finite cylinders. We allow Hamiltonian
terms of the form Kg = H"*d¢, where on the cone HfMtc = Zp2 4 Hfinite  for 5
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positive semi-infinite cylinder

| I
| | |
negative semi-infinite cylinder B

finite cylinder

thick part

standard region

transitional region

N

Floer region

FIGURE 4.1. The decomposition of our surfaces. For simplicity, we have shown
only part of the surface, omitting some of the positive semi-infinite cylinders.

perturbation At which vanishes on (iP/o)-shells. Moreover, on those shells, the
almost complex structures should be of contact type. Of course, the Hfi"*® do not have
to be the same for two different finite cylinders.

e On the transition regions the Hamiltonian term should, on the cone of N, satisfy
(4.1.54) Kg = 1p*y(s)dt + H,,dt, with |0,H, | < —¢/(s)

for some positive constant ¢, and where 1 is the appropriate one of the functions ,
, . Moreover, H s,+ should vanish on a sequence of shells, which is the same
as for the (unique) adjacent Floer region. On those shells, we also require that the almost
complex structures Js; should be of contact type. To avoid confusion, let’s clarify that
each transition region is treated separately here.

Lemma 4.1.10. Quver the Floer regions, the curvature Fg is zero. Ouver the standard regions, the
curvature is zero on the cone of N. Over the transitional regions, the curvature is nonnegative
(in fact positive) outside a compact subset of N. Finally, over the thick part, the curvature is
nonnegative on the cone.

Proof. The only aspect which is not immediately obvious concerns the transitional regions. On
such a region, (4.1.54) implies that on the cone of N,

(4.1.55) Fs(0s,0y) = —'(s)4p* + 0 Hyy > —4'(s)(3p — ©).

That obviously makes the curvature positive where p is large. O
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Take one-periodic orbits (xg,...,2m,) of (HF®). Consider solutions of the Cauchy-Riemann
equation (4.1.6)) whose asymptotics are appropriately rescaled version of these orbits:

(4.1.56) limy 400 Ay 1og(ae)u(s, -) = 2. on the e-th semi-infinite cylinder.

For such a solution, we have

(4.1.57) Alzo) _ f: ASC@) = E'P(y) = EBOM (y) + / u*F.

g
0 e=1 S

From Lemma we see that there is a uniform lower bound on the curvature integral, that

holds for any u. Hence, given (xq,...,Z, ), there is an upper bound on the geometric energy,
which is of course fundamental for compactness. The appropriate version of Proposition [£.1.7] is:

Proposition 4.1.11. Fiz one-periodic orbits (x1,...,2Zmy). Then, there is an r such that every
solution u of the Cauchy-Riemann equation on S, with those limits over the positive semi-infinite
cylinders, and arbitrary limit xo on the negative semi-infinite cylinder, is contained in N,..

Proof. From (4.1.57)) we get a lower bound on A(z), given (z1,...,%,). Hence, we may just as
well work with a fixed xg.

The first step is to bound the behaviour of w on certain circles, one for each standard region.
Take Cstandard 6 he the closure of a standard region, identifying it with [0, 1] x S by translation
in s-direction. From we get an a priori bound on Egeom (y|Cstandard) < peeom (3 - et
T C S be the closure of the connected component of S\ Cstandard which bounds {1} x S%;
equivalently, this is the component not containing the negative semi-infinite cylinder. Let’s say
that T contains the e-th positive semi-infinite cylinders for e € E C {1,...,m}. Then,

_ N Alze) 0 Az.) / .

4.1.58 Aul{1} x 81 = Y L EYP(u|T) > 4+ [ uFs.

(11.59) (i} x 81 = 3 5 w2 52 |

As before, there is an a priori lower bound for the curvature integral, and therefore for A(u|{1} x
S1). Together, these bounds allow us to apply Lemma and to obtain an r > 1 such that
any solution u must satisfy u(s x {S1}) C N, for some s € [0,1]. Since there are finitely many
standard regions, we may choose 7 so that the bound applies to all of them.

Let’s look at a connected component of the thick part. This is surrounded by standard regions,
and in the closure of each standard region there is a circle that gets mapped to N,.. We can
therefore enlarge our component by adding cylindrical pieces of those standard regions, and
obtain a compact connected C*"ik C § with nonempty boundary, such that u(0C*ik) c N,.
Notice that over C* we have Kg = % p?Bs on the cone, and all the almost complex structures
are of contact type. We can therefore apply Lemma m to conclude that u(Cik) c N,.

Next, consider the negative semi-infinite cylinder. Since its piece [~1,0] x S* is a standard region,
we know that there is an s € [—1,0] such that u({s} x S') C N,.. Moreover, [s,0] x S! belonged
to one of the previously considered regions C*h°k so it remains to bound u on (—oo,s] x St.
From Lemma we know that over this cylinder, Fg is nonnegative outside N; for some 7,
which we can assume to be > r. We also know the limit x(, hence may enlarge 7 so that z is

contained in the interior of N;. Finally, again making it larger, we can assume that 7 is P/og
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times an integer. At this point, for any sufficiently negative 3, we know that u|[3, s] x S* has the
property that the boundary maps to Nz. One can apply Lemma [£.1.4] to conclude that the whole
of [3,5] x S* gets mapped to N;. For this, it is crucial that on the 7-shell, the Hamiltonian is of
standard form %pQB, and the almost complex structure of contact type; that is ensured by the
choices we have made, including those for the transitional region (-2, —1) x S*.

The argument for the positive semi-infinite cylinders is parallel. That for the finite cylinders
is also similar, but still deserves a short discussion. Such a cylinder [—[,I] x S* has standard
regions at its ends, so there are s_ € [~],—+ 1] and s; € [l —1,1] such that u({s+} x S*) C N;,..
Moreover, as part of our discussion of the thick parts, we have already obtained a priori bounds
on u on [—l,5_] x S* and [s4,[] x St. On the remaining part [s_, sy ] x S, we will again apply
the integrated maximum principle, bearing in mind that the (iP/c)-shells can be used over that
entire part. O

Proposition 4.1.12. For a fived choice of Floer datum (HT"er JFleer) and of one-form s,
a generic choice of (Kg,Jg) within the class above ensures that every solution to the Cauchy-
Riemann equation is reqular.

Sketch of proof. Our main tool to achieve transversality is a generic choice of almost complex
structures on the Floer regions of the semi-infinite cylinders. Of course, this freedom holds only
away from the relevant shells, but because the limits are disjoint from those shells, so is u(s,t)
provided that |s| > 0.

One small wrinkle: there is a very restricted class of solutions whose transversality can’t be
established in that way, namely ones which satisfy dsu = 0 for |s| > 0. Let’s look at such a u
on the negative semi-infinite cylinder (any other semi-infinite cylinder would also do). By unique
continuation, we must have

(4.1.59) U(8,t) = AR log(op) (@0(t)) forall s < —2.

In particular, on the Floer region, u(s,t) is disjoint from the (iP/cq)-shells. Hence, the same is
true for u(s,t) when s is slightly larger than —2. But by looking at such s, we have reached into
the transitional region, and the Hamiltonian term can then be chosen freely near u(s, t) (subject to
the bound , which is irrelevant since transversality is about infinitesimal considerations).
Hence, one can use the freedom to change that Hamiltonian term to ensure that this special class
of solutions is also regular. O

Finally, note that there is a rescaling process for data (8s, Js, Kg) as in (4.1.37)): for 7 > 1, take

85 = 18s,
(4.1.60) K = X5 g K5/
(1) _
JS - )\N,log(r) Js.

This still satisfies all the conditions imposed above, and the associated moduli spaces of maps
can be identified with each other by taking u(™) = Af_ log(r) U
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(4.1g) Parametrized moduli spaces. For many applications, one has to go beyond a single
Riemann surface, and instead consider a manifold 8 which parametrizes a family of punctured
spheres, usually denoted by

(4.1.61) Uy — B.
This should carry a fibrewise one-form

(4.1.62) By € 2 (Ug/P),

satisfying the conditions from Section on each fibre. There are a few notable points:

e the numbers og,...,0,, describing the behaviour of the one-form at infinity can vary
throughout the family, which means that they are functions on ‘B.

e The topological structure of the thick-thin decomposition is not necessarily constant
throughout the family. Rather, it is sufficient that around each point of ‘jﬁs‘, there should
be a neighbourhood and a thick-thin decomposition with respect to which satisfies
the required properties. In practice, two thick-thin decompositions which may apply to
the same point of ‘13 only differ through forgetting some of the finite cylinders; we will
say a little more about how these arise later on, when considering neck-stretching.

Similarly, we want to have a family version of the perturbation data from Section [£.11]
(4.1.63) Ky € Q' Uy /B, H(N)) and Jyy € O Uy, J(N)),

Again, the devil lies in the details:

e The Floer datum involved is always the same (constant over ‘ﬁ)

e As before, it is sufficient to have thick-thin decompositions locally on ‘13 . Again locally on
B, one should be able to choose the constant ¢ which appears in (4.1.54)) independently
of the parameters.

e For the behaviour of the almost complex structures on the Floer regions of the semi-
infinite cylinders, the C'* condition as formulated in is not enough. Instead, in a
local trivialization of our family (around some point of 3) where r are the parameters, we
must have that Jg ., — (JFleer)(ee) exponentially as s — 400, and uniformly in 7. This
means that in any C* norm (derivatives with respect to r,s,t), the difference between
the two is bounded by AeT2* where A, B > 0 are independent of r. (In addition, one of
course has restrictions on the behaviour on shells.)

Given a collection of orbits x = (xg, 1, ,Zm), let ‘B(x) denote the moduli space of pairs
(4.1.64) peP, u:S=U,—N,

where U, is the fibre of (4.1.61)), and w is a solution of (4.1.6) with asymptotics (4.1.56)). There

is an straightforward parametrized version of Proposition [f.1.12] saying that this space is regular

for generic choice of (4.1.63)).
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The analogue of (4.1.46|) is a canonical isomorphism

(4.1.65) AP, B(x) = TR @ det(D,,).

Here, D, is the ordinary linearized operation, which comes with versions of (4.1.43)) and (4.1.44):
(4.1.66) index(D,,) = deg(zg) — deg(z1) — - - - — deg(xm),

(4.1.67) det(Dy) ® 0y @ -+ ® 04, = 0.

The combination of this and yields

(4.1.68) dim P (x) = dim P + deg(zo) — deg(z1) — - - - — deg (),

(4.1.69) o(p, ) : NP (T oy B(X)) @ 0y @ -+ @ 04, = AP(T,P) @ 0.

Let’s assume that an orientation of ‘13 has been chosen, and that (p,w) is an isolated point in the
parameterized moduli space. In that case, (4.1.69)) simplifies to an isomorphism 0,, ® -+ -®o0,, =
04,. In principle, the K-normalization of this isomorphism describes the contribution of (p,u) to
a map

(4170) CF* (HFloer)(X)m . OF*(HFloer)[_dim(gjg)].

As just described, the construction would only work for compact ‘jﬁ?, which rarely applies. Instead,
one usually encounters compactifications of the parameter space obtained by allowing the surfaces
to split into pieces via neck-stretching, and that will be the next topic in our exposition.

(4.1h) Neck-stretching. Let’s consider a simple situation, where we have surfaces S_ and
S, each of them coming with all the structure introduced above: one-forms s, and numbers
(0+.) which describe those one-forms on the Floer regions of the semi-infinite cylinders. Let
e_ : (—00,0] x S* — S_ be the unique negative end, and £, : [0,00) x S' — S, one of the
positive ends. The glued surface, for some length [ > 2, is

aor (S5 \ 24((1,00) x S1) U (S \ e (=00, =) x 51))

N e (s,t) ~e_(s—1,t) '

To make the one-forms compatible, we multiply them by some constants

(4.1.71) S

(4.1.72) 7+ > 1, suchthat 7_o_ . =71 04 .

Then, S; will come with one-forms Bs,. Gluing creates a finite cylinder [0,1] x S C S;. For
large values [ > 0, we consider S; as having the thick-thin decomposition inherited from S.
including that cylinder. However, as [ becomes smaller, we will forget that cylinder, which means
that it will belong to the thick part of S; (this is the previously mentioned phenomenon that the
thick-thin decomposition can be parameter-dependent).

Instead of the gluing length, we also often use a gluing parameter v € ‘,)3 = (0,e72), with the
relation between the two given by

(4.1.73) I =—log(7).

One can think of the glued surfaces as fibres of a family of Riemann surfaces parametrized by
~. That family can then be extended over v = 0 by setting the fibre there to be S_ LI S;. The
outcome is a three-manifold Uy with boundary, with a local submersion

(4.1.74) Uy — P,



72 D. POMERLEANO, P. SEIDEL

where 8 = [0,e72). The one-forms we have constructed, and the original Bs., then yield a
smooth fibrewise one-form
(4.1.75) By € QH(Ug /P).

Suppose that Si come with perturbation data. Concerning the data on the glued family, these
should smoothly extend to v = 0, which means we have

(4.1.76) Ky € QYU /B, H(N)) and Jy € C°(Usg, J(N)),

which on the fibre Sy US_ reduce to versions of (Kg, , Js, ) rescaled by 7 in the sense of (4.1.60).
Fibrewise, this should satisfy our usual conditions, but some additional restrictions have to be
imposed as well.

e The constant ¢ appearing in (4.1.54]) can be chosen the same for all S;, [ > 0, as well as
for S4.

e On the semi-infinite ends of the glued surfaces, one needs to have exponential converge
to (JF'oer)(e) yniformly in the gluing parameter ~.

e On the finite cylinder [0,1] x S* obtained from gluing, the difference between the almost
complex structure on the glued surface and the appropriate (JF%")(?) must be bounded
by A(e=P% + eB(S’l)), where A, B > 0 are constants independent of the gluing length.

The aim of these requirements is to ensure suitable compactness properties in the parametrized
moduli space. These are based on the following;:

Proposition 4.1.13. Energy bounds on solutions u : S; — N of the Cauchy-Riemann equation,
as well as the key a priori bound (Proposition |{.1.11)), apply uniformly as | — oo.

Sketch of proof. What’s important here is that the curvature integral appearing in will
have an a priori lower bound that holds for all [, because the variable-length part [—+2,1—2] x S*
contributes zero. For the constant appearing in ([£.1.54), we have explicitly asked that an [-
independent bound should hold. The outcome is that the bound on the geometric energy, and
Proposition [4.1.11} apply uniformly over all Sj. ]

The discussion above is a model for what happens near codimension-one faces of general parameter
spaces B. Our spaces P will be manifolds with corners, where the strata of codimension k
correspond to splittings of the surfaces into k pieces. They carry extended universal families which
generalize that in , and which come with thick-thin decompositions (and in particular
ends) compatible with gluing. We then choose perturbation data over the compactified parameter
space generalizing which near each codimension k face satisfies the above conditions with
respect to the gluing parameters 71, - - - , yx near that stratum. We summarize this by saying that
(Ko, Jyp) is conformally consistent.

4.2. The Lagrangian (and mixed) theory
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(4.2a) Geometric setup. We again begin with a review of generalities. Suppose (V,0y) is a
Liouville domain and (N ,0) is its symplectic completion (see Section. Let S be an oriented
surface with boundary, which comes with a Hamiltonian term . In addition, we want our
surface to be equipped with an exact Lagrangian boundary condition, meaning a submanifold
and function

Lys C 0S x N,

Gos : Los — R,

such that Lps — 0S is a fibre bundle, and dGas|Las,. = 05|Las,- € QY (Lys,.) for each z € 9S.
The boundary curvature Fjyg is a one-form on Lgg which vanishes when restricted to a fibre,

(4.2.1)

given by
(4.2.2) Fys = dGos — QN

Lyps + Kg|Las.

Thinking of the connection given by Kg, one can explain the geometric meaning of as
follows: Lpg is compatible with parallel transport along 05 if and only if (wgy — dKg)|Las = 0,
which is the case iff Fyg is locally the pullback of a one-form on 9S. (Actual vanishing of Fyg
lifts that compatibility statement from Hamiltonian vector fields to the level of functions.)

Take a map u : S — N , satisfying

(4.2.3) u(z) € Lps,, forall z € 0S.
Given a path c¢: [0,1] — S with ¢(0),¢(1) € S, the action of u along c is defined as
a24) Al = ( [ty +uKs) + Gasle()ulel)) ~ Gas(e(0),ulc(0))

One can add up that term for several paths, and also allow loops as in , to get a definition
of action for relative one-cycles in (S, 9S5). Let C' C S be a compact subdomain, whose boundary
consists of P¥2C' = CNAS and additional intervals and circles 9**2"(C'; the two parts are required
to meet transversally, so C' is a surface with corners. The topological energy of u on C' is

(4.2.5) EY™P(y|C) = / wwy —du"Kg) +/ u*Fys = —A(u|0™=0).
c graraC
For solutions of the Cauchy-Riemann equation (4.1.6) satisfying (4.2.3), we now have
(4.2.6) E&°™ (y|C) = E*P(u|C) —/ u*Fg —/ u* Fyg.
c graraC

In our application, we will only use exact Lagrangian submanifolds L which are of Legendrian
type on the cone, which means

(4.2.7) LN ([1,00) x ON) =[1,00) x A

for some Legendrian A C ON. Each L should come with a primitive 6 ;|L = dG, which vanishes
on (4.2.7). When dealing with surfaces S, we want the one-forms (4.1.16|) to also satisfy

(4.2.8) Bs|0S =0 € Q1(aS).

For the associated Lagrangian boundary conditions, we require that the part of Lgg lying in the
cone of N is locally constant in z, and that Ggg vanishes on the cone. If we then suppose that
Kg = % p%Bs on the cone, it follows that the boundary curvature (4.2.2) is zero there.
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(4.2b) A priori bounds. We consider solutions of (4.1.6) with boundary conditions (4.2.3)).
The analogue of Lemma [4.1.3|is:

Lemma 4.2.1. Take a rectangular region C = [0,1]> C S (with 9*P**2C = [0,1] x {0,1} and
oransC = {0,1} x [0,1]). Suppose that on this region, the same conditions on (Js, Ks) as in
Lemma apply, and so does (4.1.17). Then, with (4.1.18) replaced by its obvious analogue

(4.2.9) A(ul{1} x [0,1]) > a,

the same conclusion holds, where the constant r additionally depends on Gyg.

Proof. One has (4.1.20) as before. The analogue of (4.1.21)) says that if u({s} x [0,1]) lies in the

cone,

1
(4.2.10) Alul{s} x [0,1]) < * / |00~ Ys(@)I? - / PR ().
{s}x[0,1] sx[0,1]

g

In addition to the bound (4.1.22) on the curvature, we also have
(4.2.11) |F85| S C.

The analogue of (4.1.23)) is

(4.2.12) A(ul{s} x [0,1]) > a — b — 2c.

From the energy bound, there must be some s € [0, 1] such that

(4.2.13) / 19vu — Y ()| < e.
{s}x[0,1]

For that value of s, we have (4.1.25)) as well as

(4.2.14) / p*(u) <
{s}x[0,1]

One concludes the argument as before. O

SEES

4
(b+2c—a)+ Pl if u({s} x [0,1]) lies in the cone.

The original version of the integrated maximum principle [4, Lemma 7.2] already allows for
Lagrangian boundary conditions. We reproduce it here for ready citeability. The proof is the
same as in Lemma (with 8D replaced by 9" D).

Lemma 4.2.2. Let C C S be a connected compact subdomain, such that 0"*"*C # (). For some
r > 1, suppose that the assumptions from Lemma on (Kg,Js,Fs) hold. Letu:S — N be

a solution of (4.1.6), (4.2.3), such that u(0"**SC) C N,.. Then u(C) C N,.

(4.2c) Floer cohomology. Fix a pair of Lagrangian submanifolds Ly (k = 0, 1), as well as some
P > 1. The following assumption will allow us to use Hamiltonians which are (unperturbed)
quadratic on the cone.

Assumption 4.2.3. For the associated Legendrian submanifolds (Ag, A1), all Reeb chords of
length > 1 are nondegenerate. Moreover, there are no Reeb chords whose length is a positive
integer multiple of P.
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A Floer datum is given by H = (H¢)se[o,1] and J = (J¢)¢ejo,1], such that:

e on the cone, H; = %pz. As a consequence, Floer chords which intersect the cone must
lie entirely inside it, and can be identified with Reeb chords of length p > 1; these are
nondegenerate by assumption. We then also require all other chords to be nondegenerate.

e For each ¢ € N, there is an iP-shell on which J is contact type. These shells must be
disjoint from the Floer chords.

The counterpart of Lemma is trivially satisfied, since the Floer chords that correspond to
length p Reeb chords have action —1p?. For solutions u : R x [0,1] — N of Floer’s equation with
boundary conditions (Lg, L1), we have the analogue of Lemma using Lemma in the
same way as before:

Lemma 4.2.4. Fix a Floer chord y,. There is an r such that any Floer solution with positive
limit y1, and arbitrary negative limit yo, is contained in N,..

The rescaling trick (4.1.37)) now additionally involves moving the Lagrangian submanifolds (and
the corresponding primitives)

L(U) = )‘]\7,— log(o) (L)’

(4.2.15) o
G =Xy Logo) G/

This pushes L inwards, so we still have L(°) = [1,00) x A on the cone. One gets a canonical
isomorphism between the Floer complex for (Lg, Ly, H, J) and (ng), ng), H@) g,

Again, because the almost complex structure is unconstrained near the Floer chords, a generic
choice of that structure achieves regularity of the moduli spaces. To define the Floer complex
with a Z-grading and K-coefficients, we assume the following standard “brane conditions”:

our Lagrangian submanifolds carry gradings with respect to the trivialization of
(4.2.16)  the line bundle from (4.1.38) (and hence come with orientations). Additionally
they are equipped with Spin structures.

Then, as in the closed-string case, each chord y has an associated degree deg(y) and determinant
line 0, = det(D,). In parallel with (4.1.42) one sets

(4.2.17) CF*(Lo, L1, H) = B loylx.
deg(y)=k

Given two chords, Dof{(yo,yl) denotes the moduli space of Floer strips up to R-translation. As-
suming regularity, any w in that space determines an isomorphism o(u) as in 7 which for
isolated strips reduces to an isomorphism o,, = 0,,. One again defines the Floer differential by
adding up the K-normalizations of those isomorphisms.

(4.2d) Open string operations. Let (S, js) be a boundary-punctured disc, obtained by re-
moving n + 1 > 0 boundary points from a closed disc; we label those missing boundary points
by {0,...,n}, going counterclockwise around the boundary. We correspondingly label the con-
nected components of 0.5, so that the 0-th boundary component joins the 0-th and 1-st boundary



76

D. POMERLEANO, P. SEIDEL

positive semi-infinite strip

Ls

| |
negative semi-infinite strip : :

4

h
(=)

finite strip

thick part

standard region
transitional region

Floer region

N

FIGURE 4.2. The decomposition of surfaces in the open string case.

puncture. Our surface should come with a one-form satisfying (4.1.16|) and (4.2.8)). As before,

we want a decomposition of S into thick and thin pieces, and of the latter pieces into three types

of regions (see Figure note though that the “transitional” regions play a much smaller role

than before, and exist only for a very technical transversality reason). The thin pieces are:

e A single negative semi-infinite strip (—oo, 0] x [0, 1] < S asymptotic to the 0-th boundary

puncture (here and in similar situations below, it is understood that (—o0,0] x {0,1}
is mapped to 95). This comes with a constant oy and function 1y as in , with
Bs = 1o(s)dt. The Floer region is (—oo, —2] x [0, 1]; the transitional one, (—2,—1) x [0, 1];
and the standard region, [—1,0] x [0, 1].

Positive semi-infinite strips [0,00) x [0,1] — S for the boundary punctures labeled e €
{1,...,n}, with constants o. > 1, functions ¢, as in ([.1.52), and Bs = v.(s)dt. The
Floer regions are [2,00) X [0, 1]; the transitional ones, (1,2) x [0,1]; and the standard
regions, [0, 1] x [0, 1].

Some number (which can be zero) of finite strips, [—I,{] x [0,1] < 0 for [ > 2. The
parametrization is always such that {—I} x [0, 1] borders the component of S\ ((—,1) x
[0, 1]) which contains the negative semi-infinite strip. Each finite strip comes with its own
constant ¢ and function 1 as in , with Bs = 9(s)dt. The Floer region of such
a strip is [—1 4+ 2,1 — 2] x [0, 1]; the transitional regions are (—! + 1, -]+ 2) x [0,1] and
(I —=2,1—1) x [0,1]; and the standard regions, [—I,— + 1] x [0,1] and [l — 1,1] x [0, 1].

Fix Lagrangian submanifolds (Lo, ...,Ly). Choose Floer data (HEer, jFloer) e ¢ {0,...,n},
associated to the pairs (Lo, L,,) (for e = 0) and (L._1, Le) (for e = 1,...,n). Each such pair is
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required to satisfy Assumption [4.2.3] (with the same constant P). Our surface will come with a
Lagrangian boundary condition (Lgg, Gog), as well as the usual (Kg, Js). Concerning those, we
make the following assumptions:

e Everywhere on the surface, we have that Kg = %pzﬂg on the cone of N. Similarly,
everywhere on the i-th boundary component of S, we have Lys = L; on the cone.

e Over the thick part of .S, as well as the standard regions, Jg is of contact type.

e Take the Floer region of the e-th semi-infinite strip (for any e). On that region, the
Lagrangian boundary condition is

Loso: = L™ Loso,: = L7
(4.2.18) o500 e 0,0 T e Lo oo,
Losy: = L Lasy: = L)

with corresponding functions as in (4.2.15). The Hamiltonian term is Kg = (H‘Eltoer)("e) dt.
The almost complex structure Jg ¢ is of contact type on (iP/o)-shells and as s — +o0,
converges exponentially to (J¢ loer(ae),

e On the Floer region of any finite strip, we want Kg = Hf™*d¢, where Hfmtc = 252
on the cone. Similarly, the Lagrangian boundary condition and function Gyg should be
independent of s. Finally, the almost complex structures should be of contact type on

(iP/o)-shells.

e On any transitional region, we want the almost complex structures to be of contact type
for the same shells as the (unique) adjacent Floer region.

We consider solutions of (4.1.6]), (4.2.3]) with asymptotics which are rescaled Lagrangian chords,
(4.2.19) Wm0 A jog(on) U(Ss 7) = Te-

The analogue of (4.1.57) is

A A
(4.2.20) (330) _ Z (xe) — Etop(u) _ Egeom(u) +/
O =

(o 1 Oc S

U*Fs—l—/ uw* Fyg.
oS

€

As before, we have a uniform lower bound on the two curvature terms (in fact, the 05 term
is bounded both below and above). The following is the counterpart of Proposition [4.1.11} the
proof remains the same, with the basic analytic ingredients are replaced by their open string

counterparts (Lemma and [4.2.2)).

Proposition 4.2.5. Fiz Floer chords (y1,...,ym). Then, there is an r such that every solution
u of the Cauchy-Riemann equation on S, with those limits over the positive semi-infinite strips,
and arbitrary limit yo on the negative semi-infinite strip, is contained in N,..

We also have a transversality result, analogous to Proposition As in that situation, there
is an unlikely exceptional case which has to be considered separately. Namely, suppose we have a
solution which, on the negative semi-infinite strip, is of the form (4.1.59)). There are two sub-cases
to consider:
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o The rescaled orbit Ay _\4(,,)(W0(t)) is disjoint from the cone of N. In that case, at a
point u(s,t) with s slightly larger than —2, one can choose Kg freely, and transversality
can be established by varying it there, just as in the closed string case.

o The rescaled orbit /\N7_log(ao)(y0(t)) lies in the cone of N. Suppose temporarily that
there is some s, € (—2,—1) such that on the region [—2,s,] x [0,1], we have d;u = 0.
This also means that dyu = 1(s)pR, where p > 1 is constant; but those two conditions
contradict each other, because ¢’(s) < 0. As a consequence, we see that there points
(s,t) € (=2,—1) x [0,1] with s arbitrarily close to —2, where Osu is nonzero. At such a
point, u(s,t) will be disjoint from (iP/o)-shells, hence the almost complex structure can
be varied freely, which ensures transversality.

The discussion of parametrized moduli spaces is parallel to that in Section and there is a
notion of conformally consistent perturbations parallel to that from Section [f.1hl We will not go
through the details.

(4.2e) Closed-open and open-closed situations. Finally, we will encounter setups that mix
the open and closed string theory, of two different kinds. In the first situation (closed-open) we
consider Riemann surfaces obtained from the closed disc by removing m interior points, labeled
as {1,...,m} and (d 4+ 1) boundary points, labeled as {0,...,d}. The 0-th boundary point
corresponds to a negative semi-infinite strip, and the others have positive (cylindrical or strip)
ends. In the second situation (open-closed), we have (m + 1) interior points, one of which is
negative, and n positive boundary punctures.

In this context, the thick pieces can be more general than before, since they can both include
parts of 0S and have boundary circles. However, that does not matter: we continue to impose
the same conditions on (Kg, Jg) on such pieces, which were the same in our discussion of closed
and open string operations. All other pieces (finite and semi-infinite cylinders, finite and semi-
infinity strips) belong to the one of the two setups encountered before, and we adopt our previous
treatment of them.

5. Deformed symplectic cohomology

This section sets up certain specific operations in Hamiltonian Floer cohomology. For the analysis,
we use the framework from Section without further elaboration. We apply that framework
to a number of specific families of punctured Riemann surfaces, and the bulk of the discussion
will be taken up with defining those. Concretely, we start with the L..-algebra structure on
the chain complex underlying symplectic cohomology; this serves as prototype and will therefore
be worked out in more detail. There is a related L..,-module structure, which admits a lift
to Sl-equivariant Floer cohomology. (One could see all of this as consequences of having the
structure of an algebra over the chain level framed Deligne-Mumford operad, but implementing
that larger structure Floer-theoretically requires considerable effort [3]; hence, we follow the
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conventional strategy of just using geometrically defined chains which are specifically tailored to
the operations under discussion.)

Following those general constructions, we assume that a Maurer-Cartan element in the L..-
algebra is given (with a formal variable ¢). This element gives rise to formal deformations of all
Floer cohomology groups involved. Finally, and most importantly for our application, we define
the connection V5, on deformed S L_equivariant symplectic cohomology.

5.1. Deligne-Mumford spaces and their relatives

(5.1a) Deligne-Mumford spaces. Consider spheres (4.1.48) with m + 1 > 3 punctures. We
assume zg = oo and write

(5.1.1) S=C\{z1,.--,2m}
The parameter space is
(5.1.2) M., = Conf,,(C)/(C x C*),

where Conf is ordered configuration space. Strata of the Deligne-Mumford compactification 91,
are labeled by trees, for which we use the following terminology.

e A tree T is a contractible graph with directed edges, such that every vertex has exactly
one outgoing edge. We write |v|i, = |v| — 1 for the number of incoming edges.

e Our trees have (m + 1) semi-infinite edges, of which 1 is directed towards infinity (out-
going), and m are directed away from infinity (incoming). There is a unique vertex (the
root vertex vpoot) adjacent to the outgoing edge.

e As part of the data of a tree, we fix a labeling of the incoming semi-infinite edges as
{1,...,m} (if two trees are isomorphic, the isomorphism between them is unique, since
it has to preserve the labels). The outgoing edge can then be labeled as 0.

Given that,
(513) mm = |_|9'OnT7 gjnT = Hg'on‘”hn?
T v

where the union is over all stable trees T', meaning trees such that each vertex has > 2 incoming
edges. (More precisely, we pick a representative in each isomorphism class of trees; the resulting
93?T is independent of that choice up to canonical isomorphism.) The tree with only one vertex
corresponds to the inclusion Ef)?m C M,,. The space M, has a natural structure of a compact
complex manifold, and the stratification in is given by a normal crossing divisor inside
that manifold. Each point of 91, corresponds to a disconnected Riemann surface S = | |, Sy,

with components as in ((5.1.1]).

(5.1b) The framed version. A framing at z;, € S = CP! is a distinguished tangent direction
(5.1.4) 7., € (T.S\ {0})/R>0 = g
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Since we work primarily with the punctured surface S obtained by removing the z, the framings
may be more appropriately called by their Floer-theoretic name, asymptotic markers. Punctured
spheres with asymptotic markers (at all z;) are parametrized by a space Dﬁffw which is an (S1)™+1-
bundle over ifnm. It has a compactification to a smooth manifold with corners Dﬁffl, whose strata

are analogous to :
(5.1.5) mb =| |, k= (J]om:

o) /(ST BT
T v

Here, Eg, (T) is the set of finite edges of T'. Each such edge singles out two punctures, lying on
different S, and the S'-action rotates their markers in opposite directions. More geometrically, if
we consider the compact connected nodal surface S = U, S, corresponding to a point of M | this
comes equipped with framings at the 2, as well as relative framings at all nodes z = S,, N S,,,
meaning distinguished elements

(5.1.6) ¢ € ((T.Sy, ® T2S,,) \ {0})/R>0 = ST,

Remark 5.1.1. The space MY was constructed in [52]. As an intermediate object, they first

introduced another space ML

v, obtained by taking a real oriented blowup of all the strata in

Deligne-Mumford space. Since the stratification has normal crossings, blowing up yields a smooth
(in fact real-analytic) manifold with corners. Geometrically, this corresponds to adding relative
framings (5.1.6) only. One then has a principal bundle

(5.1.7) (ShHym+t s omfr bl

(5.1c) The symmetric group. The action of Sym(m) on 9MT . by permuting (z1,. .., 2zm),
is free. This is easy to see: a group element which preserves a point of 9)?22 must be a finite
order automorphism of C which fixes the asymptotic marker at zy = oo; that leaves a remaining
automorphism group C x R>°, which has no nontrivial finite order elements. As a consequence of
the definition of differentiable structure, the Sym(m)-action extends smoothly to 9! | and that
extension remains free. One could prove the last-mentioned claim by an explicit combinatorial
argument, but we prefer to apply the following general idea to the inclusion sz; — M.

Lemma 5.1.2. Let X, Y be topological manifolds with boundary, equipped with continuous actions
of a finite group (or more generally compact Lie group) G. Suppose [ : X — Y is a G-equivariant
map which (non-equivariantly) is a homotopy equivalence. If the G-action on X is free, the same
is true for'Y.

Proof. Suppose on the contrary that y € Y has nontrivial stabilizer G, (in the case of a Lie
group, G, C G is closed and hence again a Lie group). Take a cyclic subgroup Z/p C G, for p
prime. Inclusion of y and the constant map induce homomorphisms

(5.1.8) Hf/p(point;ﬂ?p) — Hf/p(Y;Fp) — Hf/p(point;ﬂ?p)
v
id
Since H*Z/p(point;Fp) =T, for all x > 0, it follows that Hz/p(Y;]Fp) # 0 for all * > 0. On the
other hand, H*Z/p(X;IE‘p) = H.(X/(Z/p);F,), and X/(Z/p) is again a manifold with boundary,
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so that homology group is zero in high degrees. That is a contradiction, since f induces an
isomorphism on equivariant homology. O

(5.1d) Cylindrical ends. Take a punctured plane (5.1.1)). Cylindrical ends are as in (£.1.49),
(4.1.51). We adopt the standard gluing process from . If S comes with asymptotic
markers, one can ask for ends compatible with those markers. By this, we mean that the ends
€0, - - -, Em satisfy

51.9 Tzo = hms—)—oo(R>Oas<€0)(s,O)a

(5.1.9) o = My s00 (—R>00561) (5,0) for k> 0.

Compatible ends form a contractible space. In particular, one can find a choice of such ends, for
the universal family over Mffl, which depends C*° on the modular parameters. One can simplify
some technical aspects by restricting to the smaller class of rational ends, which form a finite-
dimensional space of choices; here, rationality means that each end extends to a biholomorphic
map {+oo} U (R x S*) — CP.

Suppose that a compatible choice of ends for the universal families has been made. Given a
surface S =| |, S, corresponding to a point in 9)?25, and gluing parameters v = (7.), 7e € [0, 1)
indexed by the set of finite edges, one can glue along the edges with 7. > 0 to obtain another
surface, which belongs to the stratum of E)ﬁffl labeled by the tree with those edges collapsed. This
construction yields a map

(5.1.10) [0, 1)Eﬁn(T) % gfngg N mg”

which is C* for the given differentiable structure. When restricted to a neighbourhood of
{O}Ef‘“(T) X 93?5’5, it provides a collar neighbourhood of the T-stratum. We say that the choice
of ends is consistent if the ends not used up in the gluing process, for small values of the gluing
parameters, agree with those that are part of the universal choice for the glued surface. A consis-
tent choice can be used to define a thick-thin decomposition on the universal family of surfaces,
which is what was needed for the technical Floer-theoretic setup in Section [£.11]

(5.1e) Lollipops. Take an ordered configuration (21, ..., z,) on the cylinder R x S!, and the
associated surface
(5.1.11) S=RxSY\{z1,. -, 2m} = (Rx S)\ {20 = —00, 21, -+, Zm, Zms1 = +00}.
In addition, we suppose that this comes with a choice of holomorphic isomorphisms
¢1,...,0r: S — CP,
¢i(—00) = 00, ¢;i(00) = 0.

One can think of each ¢; as determined by the point ¢; (1) = (0;,6;) € R x S'. Pairs (5.1.11)),
(5.1.12]) are correspondingly parametrized by

(5.1.12)

(5.1.13) Lonr & (Conf,, (R x ) x (R x S))/(R x SY).

A natural compactification £,, , is the space of stable maps from genus 0 curves with (m + 2)
marked points to (CPY)", of degree (1,...,1), and with incidence conditions reflecting those
above: the marked point zy goes to (00, ...,00), and z,,+1 to (0,...,0). Examination of the first
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(0'2,92) and (0'3,03) (0'1,91)

FIGURE 5.1. An example of the marked points from (5.1.14) (for m = 3, r = 3,
[ = 4). The lighter shaded components are where the map ¢ is constant.

order deformation theory shows that this space is regular, hence a compact complex manifold,
with a normal crossing stratification given by the number of nodes of the domain. Adopting the
terminology from [4, Section 6a] where a closely related concept was considered, we call this the
space of lollipops.

A point of £, , represents a connected compact nodal surface S and map ¢ = (¢1,...,¢,): S —
CP!', but it is worth describing that information a little more explicitly. Let’s write Si,...,S;
for those irreducible components of S which form a chain connecting the marked point zy € S;
to Zmy1 € S;. For concreteness, let’s choose identifications S; = R x S1, so that —oo is either
2o or the node closest to it on S;, and +oco is either Zm+1 or the node closest to it on S;. Let
p:{l,...,7} = {1,...,1} be the map such that ¢; is non-constant precisely on Sp(j). We then
mark the point

(5.1.14) (0),60;) = ¢; (1) € R x S* C ).

Note that these points can be nodes which connect S; to one of the irreducible components of
S which do not lie on our chain; or they can agree with one of the (zy,...,z,); and moreover,
several of those points can be the same (see Figure|5.1]). The stability condition says that if some
irreducible component does not contain any of the points , then it must have at least
three other special points. The data of the stable map is completely encoded in the surface S

and additional points (5.1.14)).

As in the case of Deligne-Mumford space, one can modify the space by oriented real blowups,
which geometrically adds relative framings at the nodes. This results in a compact manifold with
corners E%T. One can then further add framings at the marked points, which yields a principal
bundle

(5.1.15) (ShHymtt — gt — el

5.2. Parameter spaces
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marker at zg = 0o
A 22
L 4e

FIGURE 5.2. A punctured plane, with aligned asymptotic markers.

(5.2a) Fulton-MacPherson spaces. We again consider configurations (z1,..., zy,) in C, for
m > 2, but where now two configurations are isomorphic if they are related by a transformation
2+ az+ b, with a € R>% and b € C. The interior of Fulton-MacPherson space is the parameter
space

(5.2.1) Sm X Conf,,(C)/(C x R>Y).
The compactification §,, is a manifold with corners, stratified as in (5.1.3)):
(5.2.2) Fm =8, S =][80.

T v

An application of Lemma shows that the Sym(m)-action on §,, is free.

Let’s choose asymptotic markers which are aligned, in following sense. At the finite z;, markers go
in negative real direction; and at 2o = oo, the marker points in direction of the path [0,1) — CP?,
s — —1/s (Figure[5.2)). Correspondingly, the convenient choice of ends is

( ) [0,00) x S' — S, (s,t) — 2z; — pjexp(—27m(s +it)) p; >0, near z; (j =1,...,m);
5.2.3
(—00,0] x S* — S, (s,t) — x — poexp(—2n(s +it)) po >0, x € C, near zy = oo.
These are a sub-class of rational ends, following the terminology of Section [5.1b] and compatible
with our choice of asymptotic markers. This particular class of ends is preserved under gluing,
hence a consistent choice can be made within it.

Remark 5.2.1. The relation between Fulton-MacPherson and Deligne-Mumford space can be
expressed in several ways. If S = S\ {zo,...,2m} represents a point of T, then from the aligned
markers, it clearly has a marker at zy and relative markers at the nodes; any choice of those can
arise, and that is enough to determine the Fulton-MacPherson point. Additionally, the aligned

condition corresponds to specific choices of markers at (21,...,2m). The outcome is that
(5.2.4) (SN)™ X Fn —> ME
where the (SY)™ rotates markers at (21, ..., zm) (this is well-known, compare e.g. the end of the

proof of [40, Proposition 2.1]). The embedding Fp, — ME obtained by taking trivial rotations is
particularly important, since it is compatible with the operad structure, or more concretely with
gluing surfaces together.

(5.2b) Configurations on the cylinder. Consider configurations on the cylinder (5.1.11)), for
some m > 0, up to translation in R-direction. The parameter space is

(5.2.5) ¢m = Conf,, (R x S')/R.
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Z
<o’
t = 0 line
Z1
-
§=—00 § = 400

F1cURE 5.3. Asymptotic markers on a cylinder.

The construction of the compactification €,, can be divided into two steps.

e One first introduces a partial compactification €Y where, as points on the cylinder collide,
they bubble into a configuration on C, determined up to C x R>?. The stratification is
correspondingly

(5'2'6) Q:’f(z. = |_| th’ Q:? = é’:l'Urootlin X H é|'U|in'
T VFVroot
e The full compactification builds in breaking of the cylinder, as points go to +oo:
_ Q Q
(5.2.7) Cm = L] e, xxep,

>1
mi+-tm=m

We choose S!-invariant asymptotic markers for the punctured cylinder (see Figure[5.3). At 4-o0,
these point in the direction of the paths s — (£1/s,0), and at z1,...,2, they go in negative
s-direction. Correspondingly, one picks ends

(52.8)  (-00,0] x S' — S, (s,t) = (s +00,t) 09 € R, near 2 = —o0;
(5.2.9) [0,00) x S* — S, (s,t) —> 2z; — pjexp(—27m(s +it)) p; >0, near z;, j = 1,...,m;
(5.2.10) [0,00) x S* — S, (5,t) —> (5 + Opmyi1,t) Omi1 € R, near z, 41 = +oo.

These are not rational ends in the previously defined sense, but they play a similar role of reducing
the amount of choice involved. If one uses these and the previously introduced ends on Fulton-
MacPherson spaces, then the whole can be made consistent with respect to both gluing processes
that occur here (merging two cylinders along +0o, as well as inserting a punctured plane at some
point in a cylinder).

Remark 5.2.2. It turns out that
(5.2.11) Cn = Bt

On the interior, take

(5.2.12) Rx S' =5 C*, s+ it —> exp(—2m(s + it))

This induces an isomorphism &m = §m+1, In terms of combinatorics, a stratum of &, is
associated to a collection of trees Ty, ..., Ty. For each i > 0, let’s turn the semi-infinite outgoing
edge of each T;y1 into a finite edge going towards the root of T;; and add a semi-infinite edge
going towards of the root of T,,. The outcome is a single tree T with (m + 1) semi-infinite
ends, which indexes the corresponding stratum of §my1. The problem with is that it is
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FIGURE 5.4. The degeneration from Remark

not compatible, at least not in the most straightforward way, with writing the stratifications as
products in (5.2.2) and (5.2.6). To see that, take Figure[5.4) which shows the same degeneration
(two points colliding) in € and %3. This yields limits in the strata él X 3’2 C &, respectively
Fo X §o C 3, but those limits are not obtained from each other by just applying n
each factor: instead, the second factor should be rotated in a way which depends on the position
of the point in the first factor. For that reason, we prefer to treat €, and 11 Separately.
In accordance with that distinction, our choices are framings yield embeddings Fm+1 — E)JTf,rHl,

¢, — ME | with different images.

(5.2¢c) Angle-decorated cylinders. Fix some r > 0, and consider an r-tuple
(5.2.13) (01,61),...,(0,,0,) ER xS o, <-- <o,

Geometrically, one thinks of marking the cylinder S = R x S with the circles {s = 0;}, and
where each circle comes equipped with an angle ;. We call this an angle-decorated cylinder.
Instead of the separate angles, it can often be convenient to work with sums

(5.2.14) Oci=01+---+0; O0>=0;+0;11+-- 40, Oior =0<, =0>1.

Suppose we have two angle-decorated cylinders Si. When gluing the +o00 end of Sy to the —co
end of S_ to form a new cylinder, our convention is to always use angle-twisted gluing, which
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FIGURE 5.5. An angle-decorated cylinder.

means that (s,t) € Sy gets identified with (s —I,t + 040, —) € S_ (I is the gluing length; what’s
important is the appearance of the total angle of S_).

Write ¥, C R” for the space of (o1,...,0,) satisfying the condition from (5.2.13]). The parameter
space of angle-decorated cylinders is

(5.2.15) A = (B, x (SH7)/R.

Unlike the previous situations, this already has codimension 1 boundary faces before compacti-
fication, which occur when o; = 0,41 for some i. Those faces comes with natural maps

(5216) 8oi+1:o—,;§[r — Qo[r—h

where we replace the adjacent pair (s;,6;), (sit1 = 8i,0i41) with (s;,0; +0;11), preserving 0.

The compactification 2, is defined by allowing some of the o; to go to oo, leading to a finite
collection of cylinders of the same kind, which means that

(5.2.17) A= || A xox Ay

1>1
riddr=r

The map (01, ...,0,) extends smoothly to the compactification, and on each stratum (5.2.17]),
that extension is the product of the corresponding maps on the factors. The forgetful map ([5.2.16))
also extends smoothly to compactifications.

One always chooses the asymptotic marker at +o0o to point in direction of s — (1/s,0), but that
at —oo to point in the direction of s — (—1/s,0,:) (Figure [5.5). The ends are correspondingly
taken to be

(—00,0] x St — S, (s,t) — (s + 00, t + O101),

(5.2.18) .
[0,00) x S* — S, (s,t) — (s + 01,1)

As usual, one wants to make a universal choice of ends over QO[T, consistent with angle-twisted
gluing. One additionally requires that the choice of ends should be compatible with (5.2.16]).

(5.2d) Angle-decorated configurations. We next define parameter spaces A&, ., for m-+r >
0, which are a mashup of those from Section[5.2b|and Consider configurations of m marked
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FIGURE 5.6. A degeneration in 2ACs 9, with limit in 2A¢; ; x A¢; ; following
(5-222).

points on the cylinder, and also data (5.2.13)), both up to common translation in R-direction:

(5.2.19) AC,, . = (Conf,, (R x S) x X" x (S1)")/R.
As in ([5.2.16)), this space has boundary where o; = 0,41, and forgetful map
(5.2.20) O i1 = AC o — AT, 1.
The compactification is constructed as in Section by first taking
(5.2.21) Aey = |ae?, AT =AC, or X [ S
T VFVroot
amd then
Q Q
(5.2.22) A, = || wCy, . oxoxALT
1>1
mi+--+mp=m
rit-tr=r

These identifications are chosen so that angle-twisted gluing is continuous (Figure [5.6)). The
outcome is a manifold with corners. One chooses asymptotic markers and ends at oo as in
(5.2.18); and around (z1,...,2m,) as in (5.2.9), consistently with gluing and compatibly with
(15.2.20)).

Remark 5.2.3. Starting with our choice of asymptotic markers, and then allowing those at
(20,21, -, 2m) to rotate, yields an analogue of (5.2.4), namely a map into the space of framed
lollipops from (5.1.15)),

(5.2.23) (SHm+ x Ae,, , — £

m,r*
These spaces in fact only differ by the condition o; < o;41. One can show that the equality
0; = 0;41 1S transverse to all the boundary strata of 222,7". This is one way to prove that AT, , is
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line segment s € [o1, 03], t = 03 + 03

FI1GURE 5.7. The position constraint from ([5.2.24)).

a manifold with corners, since that reduces the question to the more familiar study of the stable
map spaces that underlie the notion of lollipop.

(5.2e) Cartan homotopy moduli spaces (A). We now turn to the two spaces used to define
the connection on equivariant Floer cohomology. Both are constructed inside 2A¢€,, ., and use the
same kinds of asymptotic markers and ends.

Take a configuration ((5.1.11), m > 0, with angle decorations (5.2.13). Fix some w € {0,...,r}
and impose the following constraint on the first point (Figure :

R 7‘207
Y 207 >0
(5-224) 1 = (51,t1 = 9>w+1), S| € ( o 01] w "
- [Uw,Uw.H] w=1,...,r—1,
[UT7OO) w=7‘,7‘>0

(4)

m,r,w "

The space of those, up to R-translation, is written as A¢ This has different kinds of

codimension 1 boundary faces:

e We can have o; = 0;41 for some i # w (the ¢ = w case is of codimension 2, hence not
listed here). Those faces comes with the usual map (note that the forgetting process is
compatible with the condition that t; = 0>441)

o (A) .
o (A AC 1 i<w,
(5.2.25) agizamaletfn},w — et
A, - w > w.
e We can have $; = 0y, (when w # 0) or $1 = 0y41 (when w # r). Those boundary faces
. . (A
are written as Js, =4, A&, ., 881:%“2[@:5”;@.

ffzﬂl to
(A),©

m,r,w

o (A °
Clearly, QIQ( ) is a codimension 1 submanifold with boundary in A¢,, .. We define A¢

m,r,aaw

be its closure in A&, .. Concretely, this means that one has a partial compactification A€

as in ([5.2.21)), and then the analogue of (5.2.22)) is
(5.2.26) act = |aey % xaeh) XX ACY

m,r,w M, Th,W—T1 = —Tk—1
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02 gluing parameter

FI1GURE 5.8. The gluing process from Remark

The union isoverall I > 1, mi +---+my=m, r1 +---+r, =r, and 1 < k <[ such that the
spaces in the formula make sense. This closure is a submanifold with corners inside A&, ,.. The
main point here is that 6>,,41 extends to a function on A&, , without any critical points, and
the same for its restriction to any closed stratum; hence setting ¢; = 6>,,41 is automatically a
transverse constraint, even though ¢; does have critical points. The same applies to the other
part of in a slightly more complicated way (one can use translation-invariance to fix
s1 = 0, and then the constraints become o, < 0, 0441 > 0). The compactification has additional
codimension 1 boundary faces:

e The cylinder can split into two, with the part carrying z; lying either on the left of right.
This is the case [ = 2 of ([5.2.26]), which means that the open stratum is

° o A ° A o
(5.2.27) AC 0,y X QlC( ) or QlQ( ‘ X AC 1y gy, M1+ Mo =m, 71 +7T9 =1

mo, T2, W—"T1 ma1,7r1,Ww
e We can have Fulton-MacPherson bubbling, where a group of punctures collide. Strictly

speaking, there are two sub-cases here, depending on whether z; ends up on the bubble
of not.

Remark 5.2.4. To further illustrate the submanifold-with-corners structure, it is useful to look at
the coordinates given by the gluing process. Take a stratum in where two levels of Fulton-
MacPherson bubbling have occurred at a point on the o, circle, and where the point z1 € C lies
on one of the resulting bubbles, as in Figure . Write z € C and (s,t) € R x S for the relevant
attaching points (which can move as part of the parameter space, as can z1). After gluing the
surfaces together using parameters y1,v2 > 0 (suppressing some irrelevant constants), the point
21 would end up at (s,t) + v1(z + y221) € R x S1. Then, is given by the following
conditions on (V1,Y2, Ow, S, t,2,21):
s+ yre(z) + y1yere(z1) > 0w,

5.2.28 -
(5-2.28) £+ mim(z) + y2im(zn) = w1
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circle segment s = g, t € [0>2, 0>3]

FIGURE 5.9. The position constraint from ([5.2.29)).

As one can see, if one turns the first into an equality, it is always transversally cut out at
v1 =72 = 0; and so is the second one.

(5.2f) Cartan homotopy moduli spaces (B). We start with a cylinder configuration as
before, some r > 1 and 1 < w < r. As part of the data, we include a lift of 6,, to [0,1], and an
extra variable £, which are enter into the position constraint for z; (Figure shows a slightly
simplified picture of the outcome):

(5.2.29) Ot € [0,1], €€ [0 1], 21 = (51 = 0w, t1 = O5wi1 +E).

(B

The resulting parameter space Qf@mmw

has the following codimension 1 boundary faces:

e The by now standard ones where o; = 0,41 for some i. In the cases where i = w — 1 and
i = w, the forgetful maps should be thought of as ignoring the condition on ¢;, which
means they have the form

. (B o
&,Wl:gwméfnyi’w — {subset of A¢&,, ,_1 where 21 = (s51,%1), 51 = Ow—1},

801”:0,“,“52(6:(3) — {subset of 2f€m7r_1 where z1 = (81,t1), S1 = Ow}-

m,r,aaw

(5.2.30)

It is still true that they decrease dimensions, which is what’s important for us.

e We can have t; = >,,. This comes with a map to one of the boundary faces of the (A)
type spaces,
(4)

m,r,w—1s

(5.2.31) 8t1:92w2fc:,(3,w — D=0, AC

which is an isomorphism away from a subset of positive codimension (the issue being the
lifts to [0, 1] in (5.2.29)), which carry nontrivial information only at the endpoints {0,1}).
At the other extreme, we can have t; = 0>,+1, and a parallel map

(B)

m,r,w

(4)

(5.2.32) Oy =921, AC — Dy, A€, .

e Finally, if 6f* = 0, then ¢; can lie anywhere on the circle {s = o,,}. We can forget o,
and then the condition is that z; can lie anywhere in the annulus [0y _1,0u41] x ST
Renumbering of the angle decorations therefore yields a map

o (B o
(5.2.33) Do A€y 1y — A1
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The image of this is the subset of configurations decorated with (r — 1) angles, such that
21 lies in the annulus [o,,_1,0,] x St
As before we have a compactification QIQSR )T > Which contributes the same additional codimension
1 boundary strata (cylinder-breaking, bubbling off of Fulton-MacPherson configuration) as in the
(A) type situation.

(5.2g) Orientation conventions. We end by listing our conventions for choosing orientations
on the main parameter spaces.

e For every configuration (z1,. .., 2zm,) there is a short exact sequence
(5.2.34) 0=+ COR—C™ — Ty, . &m — 0,
where 1 € Cis mapped to (1,...,1),and 1 € Rto (—z1,..., —2,,) (infinitesimal shrinking

of a configuration). We use the orientation of §,, compatible with that sequence. Let’s
illustrate the example m = 2: there, the left hand side of (5.2.34) gives three linearly
independent elements in C2, which are naturally completed to an oriented basis

(5.2.35) (1,1), (i,4), (=21, —22), (—iz1, —izg) € C2.

The relative angle a(z1,22) = arg(zs — 21) satisfies o/(z 22)(—z'z1,—iz2) = —1, hence
induces an orientation-reversing diffeomorphism Fp = S1.

Note that by definition, Sym,,, acts orientation-preservingly. One can also check that the
inclusions of boundary faces

(5.2.36) Fms X Ty < OF s m=m1+my— 1

are compatible with orientations. Here, in terms of , $m, corresponds to the root
vertex of the tree, so we are ordering the factors in branch-to-root (the use of
this ordering, specifically for orientation purposes, is motivated by the bottom left entry
in Figure where it appears naturally).

e The orientation of §,,4+1 carries over to &, via (5.2.11). More directly, this orientation
is given by the short exact sequence

(5.2.37) 03R—C™ — Ty, . 1Cn —0,

where 1 € R is mapped to (1,...,1) (because the marked point zg is now at —oo, and our
previous sign convention was to move away from zp). Again, it is instructive to look at
the simplest case m = 1: there, an oriented basis of T, ¢ is obviously given by (1,0) and
(0,1), which means that im(z;) gives an orientation-preserving diffeomorphism ¢; = St.

As before, this will cause the orientations to be compatible with the inclusions of faces
€m2 X Q:ml — OC,, +m,, (nOte the ordering of components is from s = 400 to s = —o0,
which agrees with our convention for Fulton-MacPherson spaces). The same holds for
faces §m2 X éml — 0Cn, +my—1-
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e For angle-decorated cylinders, we group each (og,0;) into a complex number, and use
the sequence parallel to (5.2.37)),

(5.2.38) 0—=R—C" — Tig, 0, 002 — 0.

As in the previous cases, this is compatible with boundary faces. The same principle is
used for angle-decorated configurations.

e For type (A) Cartan homotopy moduli spaces (Section [5.2¢]), we orient the line on which
the first marked point lies towards the right (away from zg = —00). The other marked
points and angle decorations are treated as before, and we orient these moduli spaces by
the resulting exact sequence:

QEQ(A) — 0.

Zm] m,r,w

(5.2.39) 05R—ReC™ ! — Ty, 0),01,..

In the simplest case 2(06%),0 = {point}, this convention counts that point as +1. In
general, this is the same as the orientation obtained by breaking the translational sym-
metry to set 2z = (0, 0>4+1), and then treating the remaining z;, and (o, 0)) as complex
numbers.

A o
1(71,2“,111 X Sl — Qle:m,’lﬂ

where the S! factor rotates the second component of z; = (s1,t1), is compatible with
orientations. This point of view is particularly convenient for considering compatibility
with boundary orientations, since it reduces that question to the previously discussed

Yet another equivalent description would be to say that the map Ae

cases. It turns out that (again with factors ordered from s = +00 to s = —0)
(5.2.40) e xR, el s orientation-reversing;
(5.2.41) QlDsz“ X Qf@ii),n,w — 3Qf€f,fl)+m27m+r2’w is orientation-preserving;
(5.2.42) Fmy X Qfd:l)mw — 8Qf€£:141)+m2—1,r,w is orientation-preserving.

(The orientation-reversal happens because one has to swap the extra S! factor with
A€, r, in the ordering, and both are odd-dimensional.)

e For type (B) Cartan homotopy moduli spaces (Section [5.2f]) we orient the circle on which
z1 lies counterclockwise, meaning in direction of increasing ¢;. This gives rise to an
analogous exact sequence which we use to orient the moduli spaces:

Qfei(B) — 0.

~~,Zm] m,r,w

(5.2.43) 05R—RaC™ ™ — Ty, 0,21,
(B)

m,r,w

Equivalently, one can say that the map Ae xR — Q[O@m’,«, where R translates the first
component of z; = (s1,t1) to the left, is compatible with orientations. For the boundary

faces parallel to those in ([5.2.40)—(5.2.42)), we get the same orientation behaviour.

There is an additional boundary face, which appears in the forgetful map . Let’s
consider the simplest case m = r = w = 1. The space R @& C in the middle of
is oriented according to the coordinates (t1,cq,0%%), and since 6} = 0 is the minimal
value of that coordinate, the resulting boundary face is ordered opposite to (¢1,01), or
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equivalently agrees with the orientation from (o7q,¢1). The forgetful map corresponds to
considering (o7,t1) as a complex number, and is accordingly orientation-preserving. The
same is true in general.

5.3. Closed string operations

(5.3a) Loo-structure. We are now ready to construct the operations on symplectic cohomology,

following the general framework laid out in Section Take N as in (4.1.10)), (4.1.38). We also
fix (H,J) which sets up the Floer complex (Section |4.1¢]).

We begin by introducing operations parameterized by the spaces §,, (Section [5.2a)) for each
m > 2. We suppose that a universal family of cylindrical ends on each F,, has been
fixed, consistently with gluing. We also choose families of Hamiltonian perturbations and almost
complex structures on the universal curves,

(5.3.1) Ks,. € Q. 5 (Us,., H(N)) and J5,, € C*(Us,,,d(N)),

which satisfy the conditions of Section when restricted to each point in parameter space,
are conformally consistent with respect to boundary strata in the sense of Section and are
equivariant with respect to the Sym(m)-action.

Remark 5.3.1. The equivariance constraint is unproblematic for transversality, because the ac-
tion on Fm is free. More concretely, any point in Fm has a neighbourhood U which is disjoint
from its image o(U) under any nontrivial o € Sym(m). On such a U, equivariance does not
restrict the choice of , and since regularity of the parametrized moduli space is a local
property over the parameter space, that suffices. FEquivalently, one can think of regularity being
achieved over the quotient Fp/Sym(m).

Let &, (x) = §m(x0, ..., Tp) be the parametrized moduli space of maps satisfying the Cauchy-
Riemann equations, and with fixed asymptotics (this follows the general notation from Section
4.1g)). For generic choice of (5.3.1)), this is a manifold of the expected dimension

m

(5.3.2) dim §,, (x) = deg(zo) — Z(deg(xi)) +2m — 3.

i=1
Following (4.1.69)), each point (r,u) in this space gives rise to an isomorphism
(533) O(T’, u) : )‘top(T(r,u)§m(X)) ® 0z, PR 0z, = /\top(Tr§m) & O -

The spaces S (x) have Gromov compactifications

(5.3.4) Fm(x) = | |Fr(x)
T

whose strata are indexed by trees T' similar to , but allowing unstable vertices with |v], = 1,
which correspond to breaking off of positive energy Floer cylinders. When the expected dimension
is 0, all strata except the interior are empty, hence §m(x) = T (x) is a finite set. Via
(5.3.3) and the orientation of §,, from Section each point in that set gives an isomorphism
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0z, @+ ® 0y, = 04. We add up the K-normalization of those isomorphisms to obtain the
operation

(5.3.5) M CF*(H)®™ — CF*372™(H),

On § = CF*(H)[1], the degree of these operations becomes 2 — m. We extend them to m =1
by declaring ¢! to be the Floer differential. The fact that our perturbation data are equivariant
implies that our operations satisfy the symmetry property . (Because G is the shifted Floer
complex, the signs from are (—1)lexll = (—1)de8(@x) which agrees with their geometric
origin as Koszul signs associated to permuting the orientation operators D,, .)

Proposition 5.3.2. The operations (5.3.5) define an Lo -structure on CF*(H)[1].

Proof. To check that these operations satisfy the L..-relations , we follow the standard
pattern of considering one-dimensional spaces §,,(x). In this case, for a generic choice of pertur-
bation data, all nonempty boundary strata §r(x) correspond to trees with exactly two vertices
(and one internal edge). Concretely, these boundary terms are of two kinds:

e (T unstable, which means that one of the vertices has |v|;, = 1) This corresponds to
cylindrical breaking-off of a Floer trajectory for H, meaning the strata are

(536) é:(anyO) X ém(y07xla T 7x771) or {%m(.’bo,l’l, Yy ,l'm) X é:(ymxl)

Here, as in Section éﬁ(xo, yo) and @(yz, x;) denote spaces of Floer trajectories up to
R-translation.

e (T stable) The other kind of boundary strata correspond to a degeneration to a codimen-
sion 1 stratum in 0F,,. After applying the action of the symmetric group, these strata
can be identified with

(537) é’ﬁn (Ioa Y Lo(ma+1)y -+ ma(m)) X §m2 (ya Lo(1)y--- 7'r0(m2))a my +mg =m+1,
for some my-shuffle o, see (3.4.1)), and one-periodic orbit y.

There is an obvious bijection between these boundary strata and terms in . (The stable
trees correspond to compositions of operations of arity > 2; and the remaining ones to terms
involving the differential ¢1.) Standard gluing constructions show that such points correspond
bijectively to ends of §m (x), with the correspondence given by Gromov convergence. This means
that & (x) is at least topologically a compact one-manifold with boundary, allowing for the usual
“signed count of boundary points is zero” argument to go through.

The signs in the argument deserve a short discussion. To make that more transparent, we tem-
porarily take a moduli space ., (x) of arbitrary dimension, while still considering only boundary
faces of the form (5.3.7); for simplicity we will assume that o is trivial. Start with a point on that
boundary face, given by a pair (p1,u1), (p2,u2), and let (p,u) be the result of applying gluing,
for some small value of the gluing parameter. We have isomorphisms

(538) R S3) Tp2§m2 @ TP1§m1 = Pﬁm



QUANTUM CONNECTION 95

and

(539) R& T(Pl,u1)§m1 (IO; Yy Tmo+1s- -+ 'Tm) S5 T(pg,ug)émz (ya Tiy.-- 7xmz) = T(p,u)ém(x)7

which are not quite unique, but well-defined enough to allow us to carry over orientations. Both
are obtained from linearized gluing: on the level of parameter spaces, for (where the
ordering follows the conventions from Section so that we can quote the results from there);
and for parametrized moduli spaces, in the case of (where the standard ordering for
gluing of determinant lines is used, as in Section . In both cases, R corresponds to the
gluing parameter. The resulting isomorphisms of top exterior powers are compatible with each
other via (4.1.65) and (4.1.67). By that, we mean that the diagram of one-dimensional vector
spaces and isomorphisms shown in Figure is commutative (up to multiplication with positive
numbers, as usual).

To simplify the discussion, let’s suppose temporarily that identifications o,, = R have been
chosen. Together with the orientations of Fulton-MacPherson spaces, this determines orientations
of §n(x), as an instance of (&1.65). Recall from Section that the orientations of Fulton-
MacPherson spaces are compatible with §m2 X §m1 C OFm. The commutativity of the diagram
in Figure then shows that the resulting orientations of the parametrized moduli spaces are
compatible with %mQ X §m1 C OFm, up to the Koszul sign arising from the “swap”. In the case
relevant to our argument, that sign is trivial, since one of the factors is zero-dimensional. This
geometric result translates algebraically into the absence of signs in the term

(5.3.10) O™ (02 (X1, oy Tong )s Tngtls - - Tom)
of the Loo-relation (3.4.3). To get the general statement from this, one only needs to add Koszul
signs corresponding to permutations of the xg. O

(5.3b) Lo.-module structure. We next consider the parameter spaces Qolm from Section
Recall that this moduli space has been equipped with a universal choices of positive cylindrical
ends at z,,+1 = 400 and intermediate punctures 21, ..., 2,, and a negative end at zg = —o0,
as in —. Again, we choose a family of perturbation data which is chosen within
our allowed class from Section conformally consistent with respect to boundary strata,
and Sym(m)-equivariant (note that part of consistency involves our previous choices for the F,,
parameter spaces).

Let x = (20,%1,"** , Tm, Tm+1) be a collection of orbits. Following our usual notational habits,
we write Qoim(x) for the parameterized moduli space of solutions. These spaces generically have
dimension

m+1
(5.3.11) dim (€, (x)) = deg(zo) — » _ deg(;) +2m — 1.

i=1

Counting points in zero-dimensional moduli spaces then gives rise to operations of degree 1 —m,
(5.3.12) b (CF*(H[1)®™) @ CF*(H) — CF*(H)

Proposition 5.3.3. The operations (™1 give CF*(H) the structure of an Lso-module over
CF*(H)[1].
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o(r,u)

NP (T oy Fin (X)) © 05y @+ @ 0y, AP (T ) @ 04,

15.3.9)

R® )\top(j:(pl,ul)gm1 ($07 Ys Tmo+1y - - - 7xm)) Y
)\tOP(T(pQ,HQ)%mz (ya Tiye-e, xm2)) X0z, @+ D0z,

o(rz,uz)

R X AtOp(T(El,u1)§M1 (.I(), Yy Tmg41y -+ 7xm)) by
)\top(szgmz) ® Oy ® 0f6m2+1 K 0z,

swap

Rc@)\top(waémz) ®
)\tOP(T(phul)gml (1'0, Yy Tmot1s- -+ ,:Cm)) ®
0y @ 0g,,, 01 @ - D0,

o(ri,u1) i

R® )‘top(TP2§m2) ® )\top(Tm%ml) & 0z AP (Tr§m) ® 0g

F1GURE 5.10. The diagram for the sign considerations in Proposition

Proof. The proof again proceeds by examining the boundaries of one-dimensional moduli spaces
¢, (x). There are two possible boundary types to consider:

e The first is where we have a degeneration to a codimension 1 boundary of (5.2.6]) (mean-
ing we have a Fulton-MacPherson configuration bubbling off at one of the interior marked

points) or a breaking of a Floer trajectory at one of the points z1, ..., z,. These corre-
spond to the first sum on the right-hand side of (3.4.9)).

e The second possible degeneration is a cylindrical breaking at +co. This means either an
ordinary Floer breaking

(5.3.13) C(x0,Y0) X € (Yo, 1, -+ -y Tiny Too) OF Cpp (X0, 14 -+, Tiny Yoo ) X € (Yoos Too );

or else, that the domain degenerates to the boundary of &,,, so that we have a limit
(5.3.14) (p1,u1, p2,ug) € éml X émw my + mg = m.

This boundary type accounts for the second sum in .

The verification that these boundary strata contribute with the correct signs proceeds as in
Lemma [5.3.2] (details omitted). O

Remark 5.3.4. As noted in Ezample[3.].3, one can also consider the “diagonal” module M =
CF*(H) over G = CF*(H)[1] with operations ™1 def gm+1, However, the module structure
defined by the operations (5.3.12)) is in general different from the diagonal one, due to the fact
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that we have chosen S‘-invariant markers over €,, as opposed to aligned markers over i1
(compare Remark . This will later on lead to two versions of q-deformed Floer groups.

(5.3c) S'-equivariant Floer groups. The definition of the S'-equivariant Floer complex
involves parametrized operations over the spaces Qolr (Section a version of this approach is
used in [33]). Recall that the ends are chosen to be of the form (5.2.18)(in particular, the negative
puncture at s = —oo is rotated by #'°*) and compatible with the map over the boundary
Os, +1=0; 2. We choose perturbation data for each fiber of the universal curve (still within the
class from Section which over 0y, —o,Ap:

(5.3.15) coincide with the pull-back of the data chosen over 2,_;.

Of course, we also require these perturbations to be chosen conformally consistently over bound-
ary strata. For any pair of orbits xg, 1, we let ,.(xg, 1) denote the moduli space of parameter-
ized solutions for these choices. This has virtual dimension

(5.3.16) dim(2A, (20, 21)) = deg(zo) — deg(z1) + 2r — 1

and hence after choosing perturbation data generically, rigid moduli spaces give rise to operations
(5.3.17) 8%yt CF*(H) — CF*T1 72" (H)

for any » > 1. In the degenerate case where r = 0, we define 6%, = & to be the already defined

Floer differential.

Lemma 5.3.5. For anyr >0,

(5.3.18) 253 oo’ =

Proof. Examining the boundary of compactified one-dimensional moduli spaces (keeping the
orientation computations from Section in mind) immediately gives

(5.3.19) Zaﬁ 5o + Zaz o1 =0.

7=0
Here 67 ;,, denotes the contributions from curves lying over the boundary strata Oy, ,=c, 2l
However, the consistency condition implies that the Floer datum chosen for any element
C, for r € 0s5,,,=0,% only depends on its image under the forgetful map to chr,l. As this
forgetful map has one dimensional fibers, there can be no rigid curves lying over those strata.

Thus all of the ¢; ;| vanish, yielding (5.3.18). O

The equivariant Floer complex is the Z-graded complex of K[[u]]-modules

(5.3.20) CF5 (H) Y cr(H)[[u)), 6s1 = Zurésl

(5.3d) S'-equivariant L..-module structure. Here we consider the operations governed by
parameterized Floer theory over A&, , from Section The universal ends at s = oo are
chosen as in ([5.2.18]) (as in the previous section, this means that the negative puncture at s = —oco
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is rotated by 6*°*) while at interior punctures they are chosen as in (5.2.9). Over the boundary
where two heights coincide, 9, +1:Ui%f€myr, the ends are chosen compatibly with . As
usual, the perturbation data is chosen to be consistent with respect to boundary strata, and
Sym(m)-equivariant. We additionally require that this data satisfy the analogue of ,

meaning that over J, §2f€m7r, the perturbation data

i+1=0;
(5.3.21) coincide with the pull-back of the data chosen over Qf¢m7r_1.
Let x = (x0,Z1,%2, " ,Tm, Tm+1) be a collection of orbits. Using our standard procedure, we
define moduli spaces Qf@m’r(x) where our curve is asymptotic to zg at s = —00, T;+1 at s = 400
and to x1, -, T,, at the intermediate punctures. These moduli spaces generically have dimension
m+1
(5.3.22) dim(AC,, . (x)) = deg(wo) — Y _ deg(x;) +2(m +7) — L.

i=1

Counting rigid moduli spaces then gives rise to operations on Floer complexes
(5.3.23) YT (CF*(H)®™) @ CF*(H) — CF*(H)

of degree 1 — 2(m + r). We extend this definition to m = r = 0 by setting Eg’ll’o = 0, the Floer

differential. The sum K;n{l =3y u’“égnl’l’r can then be viewed as an operation
(5.3.24) L (CF*(H)[1)®™) @ CF& (H) — CF% (H)
of degree 1 —m.

Proposition 5.3.6. The operations 6?{1 give CF%1(H) the structure of an Loo-module over
CF*(H)[1].

Proof. This is an S!'-equivariant version of Proposition Let us consider the boundary of
the one-dimensional moduli spaces. There are now three possible boundary-types to consider
in codimension 1. The first two are exactly as in the non-equivariant case, meaning we have a
degeneration or breaking at one of the interior marked points or a degeneration or cylindrical
breaking at s = +o0o0. The last possible degeneration is where curves degenerate to one of the
boundary strata 9y, ,—o, 2A¢,, .. However, in view of the condition we have placed on
our perturbations, we again have that Floer curves along this boundary necessarily come in
one-dimensional families and can never be rigid. Hence these terms contribute zero. O

(5.3e) The g-deformed groups. From this point onwards, we assume that a Maurer-Cartan
element (in the sense of Section [3.4b]) for the Floer Lo.-algebra has been fixed,

(5.3.25) a € (¢CF*(H)l[q]])*.

Definition 5.3.7. (i) Take the deformation of the Floer differential induced by «, in the sense
of (3.4.11)):

crdes () < oF (H)[[q]],

(5.3.26) diag 1 1 2 1,3
6 =L, =0 + () + 50 (v, 1) —
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We have only written down the differential, but as a consequence of the general algebraic theory,
there is an entire deformed Lo -algebra structure here. (The superscript is because one can think
of this as deforming the diagonal bimodule.)

(ii) CF*(H) is an Loo-module, following Section [5.3Y Again, we can use o to deform that
structure as in (3.4.13|), which means that the outcome is an Ly.-module over the deformed
algebra from (i). The resulting qg-deformed complex is

CFy(H) = CF*(H)|[q],

(5.3.27) dul 0,1 0,1 1,1 142,11
ggedte = ot =101+ 9 (o, ) + 300 (a0 )
(iii) The argument from (ii) has an S'-equivariant extension, following Section . The q-
deformed S'-equivariant complex is
* def *
CFSI,Q(H) = CF (H)anu]],

(5328) 5 *60’1 *60’1 1,1 142,1
51,9 =151, =Llgi +lgi(a,) +5lg (a,0,) + -+

For later use, we find it convenient to also spell out the next term of the Lo.-module structure:

1,1 ia, * %
Cor g CF;* $(H)® CFé1 ,(H) — CF& ,(H),

(5.3.29) o

ééiq('? ) = eg’ll('v ) + 6?9’11 (O‘v : ) + %62’11 (a®2v K ) 4
Remark 5.3.8. The fact that the deformed differentials in Definition square to zero was
deduced algebraically. Nevertheless, it is worth briefly re-interpreting the argument geometrically
because the same idea will occur again in the next section. Consider for instance . De-
forming the differential introduces new terms given by counts of configurations on the cylinder
where « is inserted (as a linear combination of periodic orbits) into the interior marked points

Z1, ", Zm- The count of codimension 1 boundary strata gives the relation
(5.3.30)
Yoo (%), 0N T ) £ 3 e (a0 2 (a2, ) = 0.
Jitj2—1=m

As in the proof of Proposition m the first sum corresponds to degenerating in €y, (or Floer
differential when jo = 1) and the second one to breaking at infinity. However, the fact that «
satisfies the Maurer-Cartan equation means that after summing these relations over all ji, jo, the
first sum contributes zero while the second sum is precisely the relation (6;“0‘1“10)2 =0.

(5.3f) The closed string connection. We finally turn to defining the connection V.5, on
the cohomology of CF: ,(H), the complex from Definition To do this, we consider the
parameter spaces from Section Section [5.2f] For a collection of Hamiltonian orbits x =

. (A . (B

(o, @1 ..., Tiny Tim1), the corresponding moduli spaces QLQZE,L)MU (x), Ql@fn,)nw(x) have dimension
m—+1

(5.3.31) deg(xo) — Z deg(z;) +2(m+1r—1).
i=1

We will assume that all of the universal cylindrical ends and perturbation data used to construct
these moduli spaces are pulled back from A€, .. This requires placing the additional (generic)
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constraints on the data over A&, .. Specifically, the following transversality conditions are
o (A °
required to hold for all x such that dim(QlQI( ) (x)) = dim(Ql(’:(B) (x)) <1:

m,r,w ™m,r,w

. > (A) ° (B)
e The moduli spaces A<, . ,(x), A, ;. ,(X) are cut out transversally.
(B)

m,r,w

spaces over all codimension-k boundary strata of Qleg;:Zw} and Q(Qﬁgf: )hw are also cut out

e Concerning the compactifications A¢A)  (x), A¢

™m,r,w

(x), we require that the moduli

transversally. In particular, the moduli spaces A€ (x), 2A¢P)  (x) contain no curves

™m,r,w m,r,w

lying over the codimension > 2 boundary strata of Actd) oelB)

m,r,w? m,raw*

These conditions imply that the zero-dimensional moduli spaces consist of a finite collection of
points, and the one-dimensional moduli spaces are one-manifolds with boundary. For certain
considerations involving type (B) moduli spaces, we will also need to impose that:

e If any angle 6; = 0, the perturbation data are pulled back along the map QfQﬁmw —
AC,, »—1 which forgets the circle s = o;. (If several 8; = 0 at once, this forces us to forget
all of the corresponding circles simultaneously.)

- (A
Let’s start with Ql@fn))nw (x). After summing over w, the zero-dimensional spaces give rise to maps

(5.3.32) KH&; . CF*(H)®™ @ CF*(H) — CF*~2m+m=1(f).

Example 5.3.9. In the special case wherem =1 andr =0, Q(Qﬁgﬁo s a point, and the operation
1,0 . )
KH(A) from (5.3.32) is just the pair-of-pants product.

Let KH 4y be the operation obtained by formally inserting the Maurer-Cartan element « into
the marked points z1,. .., zm, and Jya into z;:

KH(A) : CFg17q(H) — CFgl,q(H)’
(5.3.33) KHay() = Y kv KHG) (950, 05™11).
m,Tr

Repeating the steps — for type (B) moduli spaces similarly yields
(5.3.34) KHpy: CFg ,(H) — CFg ,(H).

Finally, we set

(5.3.35) KH = KH 4y + KH (p).

Definition 5.3.10. The closed string connection is

a0 o

Proposition 5.3.11. We have 651 (Vyup, = Vs, 051 4. As a consequence, Vs, induces a con-
nection on H*(CFg: ,(H)).
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Proof. From ((3.4.14)) and the definition of the differential ([5.3.28) we see that, in the notation
from (5.3.29)),

(5.3.37) 051,404(-) — 0g051 4(-) = =51 (D, -).

St.q
The fact that Vg, is a cochain map is therefore an immediate consequence of the “Cartan
homotopy relation”

(5.3.38) KH 0851 4() = dg1 g0 KH(-) + ulg! (9g0,-) = 0.

To prove (|5.3.38]), we look at how these moduli spaces can degenerate in codimension 1, beginning
with the type (B) moduli spaces:

e As in previous situations, the boundary strata where 0,1 = o; contribute nothing. This

o (B
is also true of the stratum where the domain lies in 9,, ,=¢,, QIQ( ) again, the Floer

m,r,aw?
data are then pulled back from a lower-dimensional parameter space.

e We can have Floer breaking or marked points colliding at some of the (z1, ..., z,,). There
are two cases to consider, depending on whether these degenerations involve the distin-
guished marked point z; or not. The degenerations which do not involve the distinguished
marked point z; contribute nothing, by the argument from Remark The degen-
erations which do involve z, a priori contribute a term with 63*8(d,c) inserted into
Z1:

(5.3.39) > e KH (5 (0578(9,0), 0571, ) € COF o (H).

But (3.4.12)) shows that §58(9,c) = 0, so this term vanishes as well.

e We can have cylindrical breaking at oo, which corresponds to the terms 651 o KH (p,)
and KH gy o 61 4. More precisely (taking into account the ordering conventions used
in our discussion of orientations), the first case is the type (B) counterpart of (5.2.40)),
which explains why it appears with a —1 sign; and the second case is the counterpart of

(5.2.41)), hence the +1 sign.

- (B
e Curves can degenerate to the boundary stratum 9y, —. Ql@im)

W

> (B)
or 8t1:92w+19l¢

m,ra”

E,]i 3w Recall that if we forget the circle

s = oy, the image consists of configurations decorated with (r — 1) angles, such that z;
lies in the annulus [oy—1,0,] X S L. Moreover, because this stratum maps to the subset
of A<, , where §,, = 0, we have arranged for the perturbation data to be pulled back

e Curves can degenerate to the boundary 893&:09[@

from QLOQ:WT_L Therefore, summing over all w, we can identify the contribution of this
stratum with uéls’llyq(ﬁqa, -). (See the discussion in Section for the comparison of
orientations, which underlies the 4 sign of this contribution.)

From the boundaries of type (A) moduli spaces, we have the following contributions:

e Versions of the first three kinds of strata which appeared in type (B). More precisely,
we can have 0,11 = o0; (which contributes nothing); interior Floer breaking or marked
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points colliding (which also contributes nothing); and cylindrical breaking at s = oo
which contributes KH 4y 0 dg1 4 — 051,40 KH (4).

. (A o (A
e Curves can degenerate to 05, -, Qlefn,)nw or 851:%“%[@?;;@. The identifications (5.2.31)),

(5.2.32) of boundary strata are orientation reversing. It follows that the contributions
(B)

from 851:gw§2f€m7r,w_1 cancel those from ah:gzwafet and the contributions from

™m,r,w

. (A . (B
831:%9(@7(71;’“) cancel those from BtIZQZwHQlCSn’i’w.
Summing up all of these different contributions therefore proves (|5.3.38|). |

As a final remark, take the u = 0 reduction of the Cartan homotopy operator. It follows from
the Cartan homotopy formula ([5.3.38) that this defines a chain map

Ly CFy(H) — CF (H),
5.3.40 m, m—
(5.3.40) tg =D Gy KH () (g0, 057,

Geometrically, the underlying parameter spaces have m marked points on the cylinder, where
the first marked point (carrying d,«) is forced to lie on {¢ = 0}, while the others (carrying «) are
unconstrained. The induced operation on cohomology can be viewed as a g-deformation of the
pair-of-pants product with [a!], where a = ga' +0O(¢?) (compare Example‘ To summarize,
we have a diagram

Vuaq

(5.3.41) H*(CF (H)) ——" H*(CF (H))

uzoi iuzo

L

H*(CF;(H)) —————— H*(CF}(H))

.

H*(CF*(H)J

air-of-pants with [a!

6. Open string constructions

This section defines the relevant Fukaya-categorical structures. The setting is the same as in
the previous section: we are given a Liouville manifold with vanishing first Chern class, and a
Maurer-Cartan element in its symplectic cohomology L..-algebra. The first step is to set up the
resulting deformation of the wrapped Fukaya category. This is similar to the familiar construction
of the Fukaya category relative to an ample divisor (see e.g. [82]). Next, we define corresponding
deformed open-closed and closed-open string maps (at this point, the appearance of asymptotic
markers means that the closed string side of the two maps is not the same in general). The open-
closed map has a cylic analogue which lands in deformed S'-equivariant symplectic cohomology.
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To define that, we use a modified version of the strategy from [33] (see Remark [6.1.6). The last
part, Section focuses on a single issue, namely compatibility of the cyclic open-closed map
with connections (on the geometric side, the connection on S!-equivariant deformed symplectic
Floer cohomology defined in Section [5.3ff and on the algebraic side, the Getzler-Gauss-Manin
connection on the cyclic homology of the deformed Fukaya category). In the related situation of
relative Fukaya categories, this was stated in [35] Section 4.2]; the proof has not appeared yet,
but algebraic and geometric preliminaries were set up in [83] [33], and those have influenced our
argument.

Because of the sizeable overlap with the existing literature, and the repetition involved in dis-
cussing the sheer number of parameter spaces involved, the exposition will have gradually de-
creasing amount of details. We will no longer spell out signs and orientations (readers interested
in the signs for the cyclic open-closed map are referred to [33]); and in section we only offer
a sketch of the argument.

6.1. Parameter spaces

(6.1a) Pointed discs. We start with a quick review of the Stasheff-Fukaya [27] moduli space
of discs with boundary marked points. Throughout, D stands for the closed unit disc, and
H = {re(z) < 0} for the closed left half-plane, in C. Fix d > 2, and let ({p,...,(q) be a
configuration of points in D which are numbered compatibly with their cylic order on the circle.
One considers surfaces

(611) SZD\{CO:"')Cd}a
and divides by the automorphism group of D to get

(6.1.2) Ry = ConfSy (D)/PSLy(R).

To represent this space in parallel with one can go from the disc to the half-plane, thinking
of (o = —oco. In that picture, ((1,...,Cq) are points on OH = iR in upwards order, the surface is
(613) S:H\{Clw'wgd}a

and the parameter space turns into

(6.1.4) Ry = ConfT4(OH)/(R x R>?).

The Fukaya-Stasheff spaces Ry are compactifications of the configuration spaces Ry. They arise
as subsets of the real locus of Deligne-Mumford spaces (see e.g. [T9, Section 9f]), and from that
inherit the structure of manifolds with corners.

o Take a tree T with (d+ 1) semi-infinite ends. We say that T is planar if it comes with the
topological datum of an embedding into R?, such that the ordering of the semi-infinite
edges as {0,...,d} is compatible with the cylic ordering inherited from the orientation
of the plane.
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e Given a planar tree, the edges adjacent at a vertex v inherit an ordering by {0, 1, ..., |v|in},
which is such that 0-th edge is the outgoing one.

With that, the stratification of the compactification is

(6.1.5) Ry = |_|9°‘iT, Ry = Hff%\m
T v

where the disjoint union is over (isomorphism classes of) planar stable trees T'.

(6.1b) Strip-like ends. Strip-like ends for a surface (6.1.1) are defined as in Section [4.2d]
They come with a gluing process, which is the open string analogue of (4.1.71)), again with a
gluing parameter (4.1.73]). We prefer to make a more restricted choice of (rational) ends, which
is particularly easy to write down in terms of (6.1.3):
[07 OO) x [07 1] — 5, (Svt) — Cj —ip; eXp(fﬁ(S + Zt))

6.1.6
( ) p; >0,mnear ¢; (j=1,...,m);
(—00,0] x [0,1] — S, (s,t) — x — ipoexp(—m(s +it))

(6.1.7)
po >0, x € R, near {y = —o0.

After choosing consistent strip-like ends over each §’td, the gluing construction again gives rise to
charts near each stratum of (6.1.5]),

(6.1.8) [0,1) 5 (T) % Ry —s Ry.

(6.1c) Discs with boundary and interior punctures. We now consider surfaces

(6.1.9) S=D\{lo,---,Cas21,---,2m} oOr equivalently
(6110) S:]HI\{Cl,...,Cd,zh...,zm},

where the (; are boundary points as before, and the zj, are interior points. For m = 0 this reduces
to the previous discussion, so we assume d > 2 in that case; while for m > 0, any d > 0 is allowed.
Let

Ram = (Conf I (D) x Conf,,(D\ dD))/PSLy(R)

(6.1.11)
= (Conf3 (9H) x Conf,,(H \ OH))/(R x R>?)

be the resulting parameter space. To discuss its compactification, we again need to augment our
tree terminology.

e Take a tree T. We ask that the d+m incoming semi-infinite edges should be divided into
d open and m closed (string) ones, which are numbered independently as {1,...,d} and
{1,...,m}. The single outgoing edge, which one can number as 0, is always considered
open. The vertices of T should also come with a division into open and closed ones.
An open semi-infinite edge can only be adjacent to an open vertex (so the root vertex
is open). A finite edge can go between two vertices of the same kind, or from a closed
vertex to an open vertex, but not the other way.
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FIGURE 6.1. A summary of the conventions for S)O%dm. The left picture follows
(6.1.9)), and the equivalent one on the right follows (6.1.10]).

e Let’s consider the sub-tree T°P consisting only of open vertices and edges connecting
them. This should come with a planar embedding, compatible with the ordering of open
vertices. If v is an open vertex, we write |v[{> for the number of incoming edges in T°P,
and [v[f, = [v]w — Jv[3y.

In the compactification, the open vertices correspond to Fukaya-Stasheff spaces and the closed
vertices to Fulton-MacPherson spaces. More precisely,

(6.1.12) Ram = B, Rr= [ R m x I Spots
T

v open " v closed

where T ranges over stable colored trees with (d + 1) colored, and m uncolored, semi-infinite
edges. Here, the stability condition is |v], > 2 at a closed vertex, and [v[{Y + 2[v[f] > 2 at an
open vertex. As in previous situations we have encountered, the compactification is a smooth
manifold with corners. The degenerations leading to the strata in are best understood in
the half-plane picture (6.1.10): as punctures collide at some point in the interior of H, we rescale
to get a limiting configuration of C, which is unique up C x R>?, hence gives a well-defined point
in Fulton-MacPherson space. Sym(m) acts freely on Ry, by permuting {z1,..., z,} (thanks
to Lemma it’s enough to show freeness on Sf‘idm; but there, the isotropy group of a point
corresponds to a finite subgroup of R x R>% and there are no nontrivial such groups).

We equip the interior marked points with asymptotic markers, so that in the half-plane picture
they point left (towards (o = —o0). Equivalently, in terms of the hyperbolic metric on the interior,
one can think of this as pointing along the geodesic that goes from zj to (o (that point of view
applies both to ® and $, and will be used again several times in the future); see Figure
Correspondingly, the tubular ends can be taken as in . For the boundary punctures, we
choose strip-like ends as in , . Within this class, we can make a universal choice of
cylindrical and strip-like ends, which is Sym(m)-invariant, and consistent with gluing operations
(and our previous choices for Fulton-MacPherson spaces).

Remark 6.1.1. Start with the space 93?d+2m, and look at the involution which reverses the
complex structure of the Riemann surface, and simultaneously acts on the set of marked points
(Cos--5Cds 21y -+ vy Zmy 21y« -+, Zm) by exchanging z and Zx. That involution extends to Mytom,
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and we can lift it to the framed version. One can map Ry to the fized point set (real locus) of
im’;ﬁrzm, and derive its structure as manifold with corners from that.

(6.1d) Punctured half-cylinders. Here we will look at a variation of the previous parameter
space. For d,m > 0, consider punctured half-cylinders

(6]_]_3) S:((iooao]XSl)\{Zla"'azmaco,"'aCd}a
o 215y Zm € (—00,0) x ST (o,...,¢q € {0} x ST in cyclic order.
Denote the resulting parameter space by

(6.1.14) Dam = Conf, ((—00,0] x SY) x Confd (S1).

Note that here, as in the previous (5.2.5)), we are not dividing by rotations in S!-direction. This
space admits a compactification to a manifold with corners $4,,,. As in the parallel situation of
Section [5.2b}] it is convenient to describe the compactification in two steps.

e We first introduce a space capturing bubbling in the interior of the cylinder, and disc
bubbling at the boundary:

o _ =
yjd)m - |_|573T7
T

(6.1.15) o . :
UNESSGIINT SRS [ [ N (T
v open v closed
vivroot

Here, T ranges over colored trees as before, but the stability condition at the root vertex
has been dropped.

e The full compactification builds in breaking of the cylinder, as points go to s = —o0.
This can be formulated succinctly using the spaces from Section [5.2b

(6116) Sf)d,m = |_| Q:ml X ﬁd@mz

mi+mo=m,m;1>0

The compactification is a manifold with corners. It carries an action of Z/(d + 1)Z x Sym(m) by
permuting the punctures (cyclically for boundary punctures), and another application of Lemma
[E1.2 shows this action to be free.

The asymptotic markers at interior punctures, including —oo, are chosen as in Section [5.25]
Correspondingly, the ends at interior punctures are as in , . At boundary punctures
we pick them as in but this time applied to (p as well. This means that all boundary ends
are considered as inputs, and parametrized by the positive half-cylinder [0,c0) x [0,1]. We can
make a choice of those ends over the parameter spaces, which is compatible with gluing and also
Z/(m + 1)Z x Sym(m)-equivariant.

Remark 6.1.2. The space $H4,m carries a free S*-action by rotating cylinders, and there is an
isomorphism

(6.1.17) Ham/S" = Ram-
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If we take Mg m+1 but label the interior punctures as (zo,...,2zm), then adding an arbitrary
asymptotic marker at zo yields an S'-bundle which is canonically isomorphic to $4m. Note
however that this is incompatible with our choices of asymptotic markers at the other interior
points: in the case of j%d,m those markers point towards zy, whereas for f?{d,m+1 they point towards
Co- For that reason, and in view of their differing applications, we have chosen different notation
for those spaces.

(6.1e) Angle-decorated half-cylinders. An angle-decorated half-cylinder is a surface (6.1.13))
together with

(6.1.18) (01,61),...,(0r,0,) € (—00,0] x SY, oy <--- <o,

Let fojd)mm be the resulting parameter space. Again, it admits a compacification to a manifold
with corners A)q ., . Note that breaking off of cylinders at —oo is subject to the same angle-
twisting conventions as in Section On the codimension 1 boundary face where two of the
o; collide, there is a forgetful map

(6119) aoi+1zai9lﬁd,m,r — mﬁdm@,r—l

which over Qlof')dm’r is defined as in (5.2.16). On the boundary face where the rightmost o,
becomes 0, we have a map

(6.1.20) 0o, =02 d,m,r — ADd,m,r—1

which over Qlofjdmﬂ. is defined by forgetting o, and then rotating the half-cylinder (with its
punctures) by —6,..

The asymptotic marker and end at zyg = —oo is chosen as in (meaning, they are rotated
by 6ot ), and the remaining ones follow the same idea as for the previously discussed half-cylinder
spaces. When making a choice of ends over the parameter spaces, we always want them to be
consistent with gluing; invariant under the (free) action of Z/(d+1)Z x Sym(m); and compatible
with both (6.1.19)) and (6.1.20]).

(6.1f) Open-closed parameter spaces (1). The open-closed map and its cyclic extension do
not in fact use the entirety of the spaces $4,,, and ANg ., », but only certain subspaces. The first
of these is the subset of those angle-decorated half-cylinders where

(6.1.21) ¢o = (0,0).

We denote it by QU’JS,),” C Q(oﬁd,myr, and its closure by Q(Yj(l) C AN4,m,r- It is unproblematic

d,m,r
to see that this is a submanifold with corners. For future reference, we list the codimension 1

. (1
boundary strata (the first two already appear in Qlfjgl,gnm, the others only in the compactification).

e One can have 0; = ;41 for some 0 < i < r, as in (6.1.19)).
e One can have o, = 0, as in ((6.1.20]).

e A cylinder can break off at —oo, which yields an open stratum of the form

o o 1
(6.1.22) A, ry X 2[535172,1277,2, my+mg=m, ri+7r2 =1
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e Several punctures (of either kind) converge towards a point on {0} x S, and bubble off
into a disc. These strata have the form

. (1) .
(6.1.23) Qlf)dl,mhﬁ X Dﬁid%mz, di+do=d+1, mi +mg=m.
e Fulton-Macpherson bubbling occurs at some interior point.

Remark 6.1.3. Tuke the case r = 0. The condition (6.1.21) and our standard choice of asymp-
totic markers combine to say that the asymptotic marker at the unique interior point zg = —oo
points towards Co. In terms of Remark[6.1.3, this means that

(6.1.24) A9 o= R

If one then also sets m = 1, the outcome is the space of discs with one interior puncture which
appears in the classical construction of open-closed maps (e.g. [2]).

(6.1g) Open-closed parameter spaces (2). Our second space is again defined as a subset,
or more precisely a codimension 0 submanifold with boundary,

(6.1.25) AG s C Ay

- (2
The jump in the value of d accomodates the convention that specifically for Qlf)t(i,,)n}r, we number
the boundary punctures by {(i,...,(a} (see Remark below for motivation). With that in
mind, the subset is defined by asking that

(6.1.26)  (0,0) lies in the closed interval inside {0} x S* which starts at (4 and ends at (;.

Here, “starts and ends” is with respect to the natural boundary orientation, which is the same
as that given by the ordering (q,...,({4. (In the case d = 1, the condition is empty, meaning
that ¢; may lie anywhere on {0} x S!; for d = 2 it singles out one of the two closed intervals in

S' with endpoints {(1,(2}.) We define 152 to be the closure of %35127),” in ANg—1,m,r. The

d,m,r
codimension 1 boundary faces are:

e counterparts of all five kinds previously encountered for type (1), which means the inter-
sections of our space with the codimension 1 boundary faces of A4_1,m,r;

e additionally, strata where ¢; = (0,0) or {4 = (0,0).

The space Qlﬁgi)n’r is not a manifold with corners. However, it is a manifold with boundary away
from a set which is “of codimension > 2”, meaning that it is the union of pieces that are locally
closed submanifolds of codimension > 2 in A$4_1 . This will be sufficient for our purpose,
since all the data needed for Floer-theoretic constructions are first chosen over Qloﬁd,l,myr, in a
way which is compatible with the compactification, and then restricted to . This applies
in particular to the strip-like ends.

Example 6.1.4. Let’s look at the two-dimensional space
(2 i i
(6.1.27) Ay 00 = {0 < G < G <P\ {(0, D}

where the position of the marked points has been lifted to [0,1] by starting at (0,0) and moving
with the boundary operation. There are two boundary faces already visible in A2 00, namely
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G2
'._t_Z_O _________________
:: G1 G
e - G
(0,0)
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t=20
'''''' G2
C1

Q

FIGURE 6.3. The limit (¢}i**, (i) — (0,1) in Example

it = 0 and ¢ = 1. The limit where (3 = (I € (0,1) is a standard bubbling process, giving
rise to a smooth boundary side of the compactification. This takes care of the codimension 1
faces.

The two corners (0,0) and (1, 1) in the closure of actually correspond to the same point in
Qlﬁg?&o. The corresponding degeneration is shown in Figure . If one starts with the half-plane
bubble with marked points at (0,£1), and glues the two parts together using small parameters
t € R (position of the attaching point) and v > 0 (gluing parameter) inherited from the larger
space A1 0.0, the outcome (omitting some irrelevant constants) is a half-cylinder with (I = ¢t —~

and (§ =t +~. The condition (6.1.27) becomes
(6.1.28) t<—yort2y.

Hence, this is not even topologically a codimension 2 corner. In contrast, the corner (0,1) of

(6.1.27) poses no complications, since there the analogue of (6.1.28]) is —y <t <~ (Figure .

Example 6.1.5. A slightly more complicated case is

(6.1.29) Ay o 22 {0 < ¢t < clift < it < 13\ ({0} x (0,1) x {1}).

Instead of discussing the entire compactification, we’ll just focus on the neighbourhood of a sin-
gle point, shown in Figure . In the larger space A$20,0, a neighbourhood of this point is
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FIGURE 6.4. The point in Qlﬁg)o 0) from Example

parametrized by t € R (position of the attaching point on the boundary of the half-cylinder) and
Y1,72 > 0 (gluing parameters). Assuming the marked points on both half-planes start out at
(0,+1), gluing roughly yields

(6130) Cl = (077172 + t)7 <2 = (*’}/1 + t), Cg = (0, —Y17Y2 + t)

For this to lie in (6.1.29) one needs —y1v2 < t < Y17v2; which is not a corner in the C*°-sense,
since the graphs of £y1v2 become tangent at (y1,72) = (0,0).

Remark 6.1.6. It can make sense to consider the half-cylinder as coming with an additional
decoration ¢ = (0,0), which can agree with either (4 or (1, and otherwise has to be such that
(¢ ¢y - -, Ca) appear in cyclic order. This makes the situation more parallel to (6.1.21)). In
particular, the choice of asymptotic marker in both cases is rotated by Oior from the direction
pointing towards (o respectively §0+' It is also intuitive in view of the definition of the cyclic
complex , where Cgr can be thought of as standing in for the artificial unit e™. Note that
such a ¢; would merely be a mnemonic for remembering , and not a marked point or
puncture, hence cannot bubble off. This is where our approach differs from that in [33, Section
5.2]: there, Car (written as zy) is treated as a marked point, leading to a larger compactification
which is geometrically better-behaved but has additional codimension 1 boundary strata [35, Re-
mark 45]. For instance, take the situation from Example . If one treats (:0+ as a puncture,
the resulting compactification is isomorphic to Ry 2, which is a hexagon. In comparison with our
compactification, not only have the limit points (0,0) and (1,1) in now become separate,
each of them has actually been expanded into an entire boundary interval, and the same expansion
has happened to (0,1).

6.2. Open-string operations

(6.2a) The Fukaya category. We recall briefly the construction of the wrapped Fukaya cat-
egory of (N ,0x) using quadratic Hamiltonians, as in [2]. Fix a finite collection of Lagrangian
submanifolds, which are conical , carry brane structures , and such that each pair
(Lo, L) satisfies Assumption (with a fixed P, the same for all pairs). These will be the
objects of our category. For every pair of objects we choose Floer data (Hp, 1.,, JL,,1,) as in Sec-
tion suppressing the choices from the notation, we write (CF*(Lg, L1),d) for the resulting
the Floer complex.
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For each d > 2, we fix a consistent choice of strip-like ends g, &1, -+ , &4 Over iﬁd (Section .
On the universal families Ux, — P4, we choose perturbation data

(6.2.1) K, €%, o, (U, H(N)) and Joz, € C(Un,, d(N)).

These should satisfy the conditions of Section when restricted to each fiber of the universal
curve, and should be conformally consistent with respect to boundary strata (this is the open
string analogue of the condition from Section [4.1h)). Take chordsy = (yo,y1," - ,¥a), where yo is
associated to the pair (Lo, Lq), and each y;, ¢ > 0, is associated to (L;—1, L;). We then consider
the parametrized moduli space i)c%d(y) of pairs (r,u), where r € Ry and u: S, — M is a solution
to (4.1.6), (4.2.3), (4.2.19). For a generic choice of perturbation data, these moduli spaces are
smooth manifolds with

(6.2.2) dim Ry(y) = deg(yo) — Y deg(yi) +d —2.

3

Moreover, they admit Gromov compactifications R4(y), and in particular are finite sets if the
dimension is 0. As in the corresponding closed string context of Section an isolated point

(r,u) gives rise to an isomorphism o(r,u) : 0y, ® --- ® 0y, = 0,,. The K-normalizations of those
isomorphisms yield the A..-operations

(6.2.3) pd: CF*(Lo,L1) ® - ® CF*(Lg_1, La) — CF*T27%(Lg, Ly)

for d > 2; for d = 1 we use the Floer differential.

(6.2b) The deformed Fukaya category. This section explains how to deform the Fukaya
category using a Maurer-Cartan element (5.3.25)). The objects will be the same as before. The
structure maps

(6.2.4) pg : CF* (Lo, L1) ® - ® CF"(La-1, La) = CF*(Lo, La)[lq]]

reduce to the previous ones for ¢ = 0 (which in particular means that ug has zero g-constant
term). To define the ¢-deformed operations, we use the parameter spaces %;,m. We assume that
ends have been chosen for those spaces, as in Section and we also choose perturbation data
for the universal families over them, generalizing (6.2.1). Since the action of Sym(m) on Ry,
is free, we can achieve transversality while simultaneously asking that the perturbation data be
Sym(m)-equivariant.

Having made these choices, given a collection of chords y = (yo,v1, - ,ya) and periodic orbits
x = (1, -+, Tm), the resulting parametrized moduli spaces Rgm (y,x) satisfy
d m
(6.2.5) dim Ry (y,x) = deg(yo) — Z deg(y;) — Z deg(z;) +d— 2+ 2m.
i=1 j=1

Counting isolated solutions gives rise to operations
(6.2.6) u®™: CF*(Lo,L1) ® - ® CF*(Lq_1, Lg) ® CF*(H)®™ — CF*27472" (L Ly).

We include the previously defined A, -structure here as the special case m = 0. Then, (6.2.4)
is defined by inserting the Maurer-Cartan element « in the way familiar from the closed string
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constructions in Section .3t

def m *
(627) /’Lg(yh T ayd Z mi ylv : ayd7a® ) € CF (L07Ld)[[Q]]
m>0
Proposition 6.2.1. The operations (6.2.4) define a curved A -deformation A, of A.

Proof. The proof again proceeds by examining the boundaries of one-dimensional moduli spaces
Ram(y,x)). There are four different kinds of boundary points:

e Floer cylinder breaking at one of the interior marked points.

e Degeneration of the domain to the codimension one strata where 2 < m; < m of the
interior marked points collide. On the parameter space Rq,y,, this means that we converge
to a point in a stratum

(6.2.8) Ra.my X Smy C ORam, my +my =m+ 1.

e Floer strip breaking at a boundary marked point.

e Boundary marked points collide, or interior marked points approach the boundary (or
both). On the parameter space, this means convergence to a point in

(6.2.9) 5%512,7712 X gc%dl,ml C 89%d,m, miy+mo=m, di+do=d+ 1.

The fact that « satisfies the Maurer-Cartan equation means that the sum of the first two con-
tributions is zero. The third and fourth kind of degeneration account for the terms in the
A,o.-equation. |

(6.2c) The deformed closed-open map. The same moduli spaces as in the definition of A,
also give rise to a deformation of the closed-open string map. Given w € CF giag(H ) (see (5.3.26))
for the notation), we insert « into the first (m — 1) closed string entries, and w into the m-th
entry, of the operation u®™ from ; and write the outcome as

cot CFdiag(H) — hom(A(Lo, Li,...,Lq), A(Lo, Lq))[[q]],
(6.210) COMw) = 3 Gy w0 ),
m>1

The collection of all such maps, for d > 0, yields
(6.2.11) CO,: CFYP8(H) — C*(Aq).

A variant of Proposition shows that this is a chain map; compared to the argument given
there, the new boundary points of one-dimensional moduli spaces happens when a Floer cylinder
of Fulton-MacPherson configuration which contains the point z,, bubbles off. The contribution
from those boundary points is precisely CO, o (52“‘83 , which is part of the chain map equation.

(6.2d) The deformed cyclic open-closed map. In this section, we construct the deformed
cyclic open-closed map

(6.2.12) OCs1,4: CCT(Aq) — CFE I (H).
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After setting ¢ = 0 (or, geometrically, eliminating the extra interior punctures), this reduces to
the construction from [33]. In view of the definition of CC}(A,), see (3.2.36)), the map (6.2.12)
has components

(6.2.13) 0Cs14.1) : Ag(La, Lo, L, - .., La) — CFG"=4(H),
(6.2.14) OCs1 4.2 € ® Ag(Lo, L, ..., La—1, Lo) — CF & ~4(H).

In addition to those, we will introduce another operation AH g1 4 (o) which plays a purely expos-
itory role (since it can ultimately be written in terms of OC g1 4 (2)).

To set up the construction, we choose perturbation data over the moduli spaces of angle-decorated
half-cylinders 2$)4,m,. These must lie in the class of perturbations allowed in Section and
should be invariant with respect to Z/(d+1)Zx Sym(m) (which acts freely on the parameter space,
see the discussion in Section . In addition to the usual conformal consistency conditions with
respect to degenerations of the surfaces, we require that along certain boundary strata, the Floer
data are pulled back from lower-dimensional parameter spaces:

o over Jg,, =0, Qfﬁd,mﬂ,, the perturbation data are pulled back along (6.1.19)).
e Along BUT:()QG"jd,m,T, the perturbation data are pulled back along (6.1.20]).

Further conditions will be added throughout the subsequent discussion (one imposes them as
part of the initial choice, but from an expository viewpoint it makes more sense to discuss them
at the point where they are needed).

Let’s first consider the moduli spaces Qf.ﬁd,m7r(y,x) parametrized over Qlﬂj’)d,mw. Here, x =

(xo,%1,*+ ,&m) are periodic orbits, where xg is placed at the output s = —oo, and y =
(Yo, - --,Yya4) are chords. The zero-dimensional spaces give rise to operations
(6.2.15) AH®™" : A(Lg, Lo, L, . .., Lg) ® CF*(H)®™ — CF*tn=d=2r=2m=1(py)

We insert « at the m closed string inputs, add up over all m, and also and add up over all r with
powers u"; the outcome being maps

(6.2.16) AH g 42 Ag(Xa, Xo, .., Xa) — CF ™71 (H).

- (1
Next take the subspace Ql535173n77, from Section The perturbation data that we use on these

moduli spaces will be pulled back from Qfsad’m,r, with the following condition on the original
choice:

. (1
e the parametrized moduli spaces Qlﬁ;’inyr(y,x) are regular; or equivalently, the map

. o o (1
AN mr (¥, %X) = AN m.» is transverse to the submanifold Qlf)fiﬂ)n,r.

The zero-dimensional moduli spaces spaces define operations

(6.2.17) OCH™ : A(La, Lo, L, - .., La) @ CF*(H)®™ — CF*+=472r=2m (),

which we manipulate algebraically as before to get (6.2.13)).
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As in our discussion of parameter spaces in Section [6.1g} we will now change conventions slightly:
the number of boundary punctures is written as d > 0, and they will be numbered by {¢1,...,{a}-
The Lagrangian submanifolds involved are correspondingly (Lo, ..., Lq—1). We use the subspace

s (2 o o (2
Qlf)ilﬂ)n’r C ANg—1,m,r and the associated parametrized moduli spaces Qlf);),)n,r(y,x). The addi-
tional transversality requirement is:

(2)

d,m,r

e The moduli spaces 2$) (y,x) of (expected) dimension < 1 contain no curves lying

over the codimension two or higher boundary strata of Qlf)&z_?)n .

Using those spaces, we define maps
(6.2.18) 00‘{:;;“ el ® A(Lo, Ly,...,La, Lo) @ CF*(H)®™ — CF*tn=d=2r=2m(pq),
which then lead to (6.2.14)).

Take the Connes operator which is part of (3.2.26)), =
(6.2.19) Bl(ag(ai|...|aq)) = — Z(_1)<Hao|\+~~+\|aj|\)(|\a,~+1H+...+\|ad|)ejl(aj+1‘ .. |adlacl .. . |a;).

J
Lemma 6.2.2. The operations (6.2.16) and (6.2.14) are related by
(6220) AHS1’q(a0(a1| N |(Ld)) = OCSl,q’(Q) 9 B(ao(a1| PN \ad)).

Sketch of proof. In the moduli spaces Q(Oﬁd,m,r(y,x), the point (0,0) can lie between any two
consecutive boundary marked points. (The situation where (0,0) agrees with one of the marked
points ¢; is codimension 1 and can be ignored.) Suppose (0, 0) lies between ¢; and ¢;11. Because
the Floer data have been chosen equivariantly under cyclic permutation of the boundary marked

points, we can view this as contributing to £OCg1 4 (2)0€} (aj41]. .. |aglao|. .. |a;). The boundary
of the disc is naturally decomposed into intervals lying between consecutive marked points, and
so summing over all j proves (6.2.20)). O

Proposition 6.2.3. The following equation holds:

(6 5 21) 00517%(1) o dcj(Aq)(ao(aﬂ L. \ad)) + ’U/OCSI’q’(Q) o B(ao(a1| L. \ad))
2. = 051,40 OCg1 4 1) (ao(ar]...|aq)).

- (1
Proof. The contributions from codimension one boundary strata of 2[.6;73%,4(% x) are as follows:

e We have the boundary strata where 0,11 = o0;. These do not contribute because the
Floer data is pulled back from a lower-dimensional space along (6.1.19)).

e We can have Floer breaking or Fulton-MacPherson bubbling at some interior point. As
in prior situations, the Maurer-Cartan equation ensures this contributes nothing.

e Consider the stratum where o, = 0. Away from higher codimension subsets, the map
defines an isomorphism from this boundary stratum to fo)d,mw_l. As the Floer
data is pulled back from there, the argument from Lemma [6.2.2] shows that this stratum
contributes the term uOC g1 4 (2) 0 B(ag(a1|...|aq)).



QUANTUM CONNECTION 115
e We can have Floer cylindrical breaking or degeneration as s — —oo, which yields the
term 5317(1 o 00517(17(1).

e Floer strip breaking or disc bubbling at the boundary contributes the term OCg1 4 (1) ©
dcj(Aq)(ao(aﬂ e |ad)).

Proposition 6.2.4. The following equation is also satisfied:
— OCSl’q’(g) o ez dD*(Aq)(aﬂ L. |ad)) + OCsl’q’(l)(al(ag\ e |ad))
(6.2.22) — (~plaallesltlass) 0, 1) (aa(arl. - [aa—1)

= 551@ o 00517(1,(2) (GZ(GJ . |ad)).

o (2
Proof. Consider the contributions from codimension one boundary points of Qlfjt(“)n’r(% X):

e As usual, the boundary strata where o;11 = o; contribute nothing, because the Floer
data are pulled back from a lower-dimensional space.

e We can have Floer breaking or Fulton-MacPherson bubbling at some interior point.
Again, the Maurer-Cartan equation ensures this contributes nothing.

e This time, the stratum where o, = 0 also contributes nothing because the perturbation
data is pulled back from g1 m -1, Which is a lower-dimensional parameter space,

along (6.1.20]).

e As in the previous Proposition, we can have a cylinder breaking off at s — —oo, which
now yields the term dg1 , 0 OCg1 4 (2)-

e Floer strip breaking or disc bubbling at the boundary gives rise to ej‘l dp,a,(al. .. |aaq).

e The remaining boundary strata are where ¢; = (0,0) or ¢4 = (0,0). These boundaries
contribute the last two terms on the left hand side of (6.2.22]).

The two Propositions above combine to show that OCg:1 4 is a chain map.

6.3. The cyclic open-closed map and connections

(6.3a) The modified Getzler-Gauss-Manin connection. Start with the operations pu®™

from (6.2.6) and ¢ from (6.2.7) and consider
Oqul = Ag(Lo, Ly, ..., La) — Aq(Lo, La)[—d],

(6.3.1) (8q,ug)(a1, coyaq) = Z 7(m£1)lud’m(a1, ooy gy Oga, a®MT L),
m>1
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o G+l o Ci+1

o o
mjyl,k,m mjyl,k,m

FIGURE 6.5. The position constraint from (6.3.3) which defines %flkm (as
shown, j =3, k=2, m=4).

In constructing additional operations, we will always proceed as follows:

e Geometrically, we will use subsets of the space ﬁd,m (where we always have m > 0) of
discs with boundary and interior punctures (Section . We also recycle the choices
of ends and of additional data used in the definition of the deformed Fukaya category
(Section , which means that the compactifications of the moduli spaces of pseudo-
holomorphic maps are inherited from there. An additional transversality condition will
be imposed on those data, but that can be achieved as part of the initial generic choice.

e Algebraically, the resulting operations will always be defined in the same fashion as the
right hand side of , which means: inserting d,c at z7, and o at all other interior
punctures; and then summing with weight ﬁ, which one can think of as accounting
for permutations of (22, ..., 2m).

Let’s split Dfoid,m into halves, based on the position of z;. Say that our discs S have j + k + 2
boundary punctures, for some j,k >0 (d =j +k+1>1). We fix S = D so that

(632) (o = —1, Cj—‘rl =1 € JD.

With this convention, define E)O‘ifl’k’m C §{j+k+17m by requiring that (Figure b

(6.3.3) Hm(z1) > 0.
Let’s start by looking at the common boundary

(6.3.4) RO pm = ORT

Jitm = O, = {im(z1) = 0}
(on that boundary, one could break the remaining symmetry by requiring that z; = 0 € D). The
additional transversality condition mentioned at the start of the discussion is precisely that the

moduli space of pseudo-holomorphic maps parametrized by S)O%?’Lk)m should be regular (equiva-

lently, if we take all of Ef{d,m as a parameter space, then the projection from the space of maps
to the parameter space should be transverse to m(;,Lk,m for each of the finitely many (j, k) that
can occur). The operations obtained from the space of pseudo-holomorphic maps parametrized

by E%?,l,k,m, which we call

(6.3.5) GMIY* - Ay(Lo, L, ..., Liygs1) — Aqg(Lo, Liyrs1)[—j — kI,
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G Cj+1 “ ‘ Cit+1

L
' 0D

Cir1 Co Cit1
Co

0

FIGURE 6.6. Codimension 1 degenerations for R, ; ..

form an A,-bimodule homomorphism (from the diagonal to itself). In the list of codimension 1
degenerations from Figure the top four are terms in the bimodule map equation; and the
bottom two contribute zero (the first by the Maurer-Cartan equation, the second by ;
this is another argument we’ve seen before, in Section [5.31).

If we now pass to the spaces RE themselves, the same kinds of degenerations as before appear;

J,L,k,m
and there is an additional degeneration, where z; approaches the lower (for 937) or upper (for R™)
half of dD. Finally, the parameter space itself has boundary (6.3.4), and that also contributes to

the boundaries of one-dimensional moduli spaces. The outcome is the associated operations

GM%E" : Ag(Lo, Ly, ..., Liyrs1) — Aq(Lo, Ljys1)[—j — k — 1],

(6.3.6)
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Git1

Co
G

FIGURE 6.7. The position constraint from (6.3.9), which defines ﬁ;h,m (as
shown here, j =3, h =2, m =5).

satisfy the following equations, with respect to the differential d(4  4,) in the dg category of
Ag-bimodules:

. i1k
(d(Aq,Aq)GM_)j’l’k(al,...,aj_H,...,aj+k+1) = GM%l (al,...,aj+k+1)
6.3.7 j+k—1+2
( ) _Zi/‘i{: * (alv"'7aivaqulj[q(ai+17'"7ai+l)7"'7aj+17"'7a'j+k+1)7
il
j j,1,k
(d(ﬂq,ﬂq) GM+)]’1’k(a17 cee 7@7 cee 7aj+k+1) = _GM(J) (alu .. .,aj+k+1)
6.3.8 j+k—142
( ) —|—Ziujﬁt + (al,...,aj_,_l,...aqulﬂq(ai_‘_l,...,ai+l),...,aj+k+1).

il

We use GM = GM _ to modify the Getzler-Gauss-Manin connection, in the general algebraic
way indicated in f. The last-mentioned equation can be given a more geometric
meaning, as follows. In we could work with (p, (41 in arbitrary position, dividing by the
entire automorphism group of the disc; then the role of the line {im(z) = 0} would be played
by the hyperbolic geodesic connecting those two boundary points. In that perspective, the first
term in concerns surfaces where z; lies in a region bounded by the geodesic connecting
Co to (j41, whereas the second term is the same for the region connecting (y to ¢;. Subtracting
those two contributions from each other leads us to consider surfaces with the following modified
condition:

z1 lies in the closed region of S bounded by: the hyperbolic geodesic connecting (y
(6.3.9)  to (j; the hyperbolic geodesic connecting (p to (j+1; and the part of 95 between (;

and (541 (Figure .

Write E)o‘{;h’m for the space of such surfaces, where h = d — j. Following our usual principle, this

gives rise to operations

6310 GMjgh : .Aq(Lo, Ly,..., Lj+h) — Aq(LOa Lj+h)[_j — hj,

( .O. ) GMj’h o GMj’l’h_l _ GMj—l,l,h
2= Z - .

As given, the definition only makes sense when j, h > 0, but we extend it by setting (Figure [6.8))
Y g (I'1g
R hm = Roan1m = GME" = GME"" for h >0,
6.3.11 RI = RwE = GM%" = M2 for j > 0,
7,0,m j—1,1,0,m = +
: : 0,0
Room = Rom = GMZ" = aq,ﬂlq.
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G

o o o

(j=0,h>0) (j>0,h=0) (j=0,h=0)

FIGURE 6.8. The additional terms from (6.3.11)).

Combining this with the relation between GM 1 from (6.3.6)), the modified connection is:
@uaq (ao(a1] ... |ar)) = w(Oqa0)(as|...|ar) + uZao(a1| < |0qail . Jar)

+ Y ECMY (g, a0, ar) (ks - ai—y)

ik
+uy ef(aipal. Ol (a1, aj0)] . aol . lai)
ijk
(6312) " u%k: ie;(a“_” s ‘GMl—_j,Lk(aj-‘rla <o @, 00,015 .-, ak)‘ s |a’i)

for ap(a1] ... |a) € Ci(Ag)[u]l,
Vo, (€h(ar] ... |a)) = UZGZ(G1|~'|‘9¢1W"“|W)

+ Z iGMi’h(al_j_i_l, e, A, ... ,ah)(aj+1| . |al_j)
jh
for el (a1]...|a) € e} @ Dy (Ag)[[ul];
Here, the D, notation is as in (3.2.21]); and the last line of our formula includes terms (6.3.11])).

(6.3b) The structure of the argument. To prove compatibility of the cyclic open-closed map
and connections, one needs to construct a suitable chain homotopy, which we call an intertwiner.
This is a degree —1 map, from the cyclic complex of the g-deformed Fukaya category, to the
g-deformed S'-equivariant Hamiltonian Floer complex, which satisfies the following equation:

0 = (g-deformed equivariant Floer differential) o (intertwiner) (i)

+ (intertwiner) o (cyclic homology differential) (i)
(6.3.13) + ud,(cyclic open-closed map) (iii)
+ (closed string connection — udy) o (cyclic open-closed map) (iv)

— (cyclic open-closed map) o (modified Getzler-Gauss-Manin — ud,). (v)

In (iii), what we are doing is taking the open-closed map, and differentiating all its coefficients
with respect to ¢; as in this basically means replacing the Maurer-Cartan element at
one interior puncture with its derivative dya. In (iv) and (v), subtracting ud, simply means
that we are using all the nontrivial terms in those connections, just ignoring the straightforward
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differentiation. We have used text since that may be easier to understand, but for actually
keeping track of all the terms, we need to replace this by symbols. Recall that the deformed
S'-equivariant Floer complex (Section is written as (CFg ,(H),0g1,4). The equation for
the intertwiner IT : CCY(Aq) — CF§ ,(H) is

0=2dg140IT (i)
+1ITodggra,) (i)
(6.3.14) +udy(0Cs1 ) (iii)
+ KHo OCg (iv)
— 0Cs1 40 (Vya, — udy). (v)

(As a consequence of previous notational conventions, certain operations carry a subscript ¢ while
others don’t; however, in fact all these structures belong to the g-deformed context.)

Following the standard paradigm, the intertwiner is based on moduli spaces whose codimension 1
degenerations correspond to the terms in the equation above. Recalling that the definition of the
closed string connection involved two kinds of moduli spaces labeled (A) and (B), there will be
corresponding versions for the intertwiner. Moreover, the open-closed map has two terms labeled
(1) and (2), corresponding to the two parts of the cyclic complex, and the intertwiner will also
follow the same pattern. This gives a total of four moduli spaces to be defined. The occurrence
of boundary terms (i) and (iv) will be geometrically obvious; that of (iii) follows the same idea as
in the construction of the closed string connection; and that of (ii) follows the same idea as in the
construction of the cyclic open-closed map. Most of the thinking goes into (v), where we need to
see how the rather ad-hoc-looking terms in arise from suitable degenerations. Because
of its length, it makes sense to list here how the construction will be set up and organized:

e Geometrically, we will use subsets of the spaces Qloﬁd’m’,, (Section, and the same ends
and additional data as in the construction of the cyclic open-closed map (Section .
For this to work, the data are subject to a finite number of additional transversality
conditions, which will no longer be stated explicitly.

e For each parameter space, we will list the codimension 1 boundary strata of the compacti-
fication (including ones that were already present as boundary faces of the uncompactified
parameter space). In each case, we give an informal description of how points in the inte-
rior converge to that stratum, and then if necessary describe the structure of the stratum
itself in terms of other moduli spaces (that discussion is not strictly in order; occasionally
a space will appear as a boundary stratum before it’s been formally introduced). For
those boundary strata that contribute to the terms listed above, we will include (i)—(v) in
the notation; those that don’t contribute (because of cancellations) get Roman numerals
instead.

e Algebraically, we treat those spaces as in Section but also sum over r (the number
of angle decorations) with powers u".

(6.3c) Intertwining spaces (A1l). We take the space from Section and marry it to that
of Section Fixd>0,m>0,r>0,and 0 < w < r. Consider half-cylinders (6.1.13)
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1)

o (A
FIGURE 6.9. A summary of the definition of Qlf),(i’mmw (as drawn, d = 3, m = 3,
r =2, w = 1). Due to the authors’ limited drawing skills, the half-cylinder is
shown as a disc with the output puncture zy in the center; this will be true of

most images in this section.

with angle-decorations ((6.1.18]), and impose a version of (5.2.24) for z1, as well as ([6.1.21]) for (g
(Figure [6.9):

(—00,0) r=0,
(

—00,0 w=0,r>0

(6315) 21 = (Sl,tl = 02w+1)7 S1 € 1] Co = (0,0)
[Ow,Owt1] w=1,...;r =1,
[0+, 0) w=r,1>0,

o (Al
The resulting parameter space is written as Qlﬁ;m?nw. The codimension 1 strata of the com-

pactification are as follows (see Figure for the simplest example):

e (Al.1) We can have 0; = 0,41, for i # w.

e (Al.2) s canreach its extremal values: 21 = (04, 0>wp1+1) (for w > 0) or 21 = (011, 0>w+1)
for w < r).

(

e (A1.3) Several interior punctures could collide (at an interior point of the half-cylinder)
and form a Fulton-MacPherson bubble. Strictly speaking there are two sub-cases here,
depending on whether z; ends up on the bubble or not.

e (Al.i) A cylinder can bubble off at —oo, but where z; remains in the original half-cylinder.
The bubble can contain interior punctures as well as angle-decorations, so this stratum
is the union of

° ° (Al)
(6.3.16) A,y X AN G 1y o w—ryy M1+ M2 =m, 71+ 12 =T

e (Al.i) While z; and all angle-decorations remain in the half-cylinder, several punctures
(of both kinds) approach a boundary point and bubble off into a punctured disc. This
stratum is a union of

o (Al o
(6.3.17) Ay X Ry gy i +dy=d+ 1, my +my = m.
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(A1)

Co

21 20 21+ Co

(Al.iv) (Al.v)

6 D
=

t = —e—"
o (A1) .
FIGURE 6.10. For 2§, o9 = (0,1), only two degenerations can appear.

e (Al.ii’) (Only for w < r) Suppose that o, — 0. The principle at work here has already ap-
peared in the construction of the cyclic open-closed map, but we repeat it for convenience.
Let 67 be the limiting values of #; in our degeneration. Take the limiting half-cylinder
and rotate it by —67, so that its asymptotic marker points in direction 6] + --- + 67_;.
Remove the pieces of parameter space where, after rotation, one of the boundary punc-
tures in the half-cylinder lies at (0,0). The rest can be thought of the disjoint union of
components where (0,0) lies between two specific boundary punctures; these are copies

o (A2
of mﬁ;,m),rq,w where the boundary punctures have been cyclically permuted.
e (Al.iv) (Only for w = 0) s1 can go to —oo, which means that z; bubbles off into a

cylinder. This stratum is the union of

o (A) oo (1)
(6318) Qletml,rl,o X mﬁd,mg,'m? mi+mo =m,r; +1ro9=r.

e (Al.v) (Only for w = r, where 0>,41 = 0) s1 can go to 0, which means that z; ap-
proaches the boundary puncture ¢, = (0,0) along the {t = 0} axis (perpendicularly to
the boundary). The bubble is a punctured disc, where the position of the limit of z; on
that disc is constrained to a specific hyperbolic geodesic. One gets the union of

(6.3.19) ANy X ROy my = m, dy o+ + k= d.

Remark 6.3.1. The codimension of strata in the compactification depends on both the number
of bubbles and the constraints on the parameter space, and careful consideration of that rules out
contributions from many degenerations. For instance, consider the situation where w =r—1 and
s1 — 0, which necessarily means that o, — 0 as well. The interior puncture z, approaches the
point (0,0,.) and will bubble off into a disc. The remaining half-cylinder carries: the extra bound-
ary puncture at (0,0,.); angle decorations (o1,61),...,(0r—1,0r—1); and an asymptotic marker at
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FiGURE 6.11. The simplest example of the degeneration from Remark
The dimension drops from 3 (left) to 1 (right).

zg rotated by 01+ - --+6,.. Note that these three pieces of data are not independent, and therefore
the limit has codimension 2 (Figure . In a full compactification, this stratum belongs to the
closure of codimension 1 strata of type (A1.2) and (Al1.ii’).

Algebraically, the outcome is a map IT (41 : Ci(Ag)[[u]] = CF ETL(H ) which satisfies

0 = (term from s; reaching its extremal values) (A1.2)
+ (5517q (IT(Al)(aO(a1| e |ad))) (Al.i)
£ IT (1) (de. ) (ao(as] .- - |aq))) (ALii)
(6.3.20) +u) EIT (g (eh (). Jaj-1)) (AL.ii")
J
+ KH (4)(0Cs1 4,1)(a0(ar] - .- |aa))) (ALiv)

+ Z :|:00517q7(1) (GM%’Lk(ad_j_;,_h <oy 00, ak)|a,k+1| S |ad_j) (AlV)
ij
where dc, (4,) 1s given by the formula . Here, we have tacitly added terms from breaking
off of Floer cylinders to (Al.i) and (Al.ii). As usual, the contributions from (A1.3) are zero due
to the Maurer-Cartan equation, and those from (A1.1) are zero because that space projects to a
lower-dimensional one. We have not given a name to the (A1.2) term, because it will presently
turn out to cancel with another term, just as in the definition of the closed string connection

(Section [5.3f)).

(6.3d) Intertwining spaces (B1). We now apply the same idea to the space from Section

(see Figure [6.12)). This means that the first part of (6.3.15) is replaced by (5.2.29)), while the

second part remains the same. We summarize these conditions for convenience:

(6321) 951& S [0, 1], f S [95}&, 1], 21 = (81 = Ow, t1 = 02w+1 + f), CO = (0,0)

. (Bl
This time, examination of the codimension 1 degenerations in the resulting space Q[S’J;m?nw is
more interesting, see (B1.v) and the even more surprising (B1.v’) below. The full list is:

e (B1.1) We can have o; = 0,41 for some i.
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Co

FIGURE 6.12. Two ways of thinking of the condition (6.3.21)), in the simple case
- (B1

of Q[ﬁ((),Li,r On the left, the marked point z; can lie anywhere on the thickened

line. On the right, the asymptotic marker at zy can point into any direction in

the darker shaded part of the disc.

e (B1.2) We can have ¢ = 6 which means 21 = (0y,0>4); or £ = 1, which means
21 = (0w, O>wi1)-

e (B1.3) We can have bubbling at interior points as in (A1.3).

e (Bl.i), (Bl.ii), (B1.ii’) as in (A1.i), (Al.ii), (A1.ii’); in the last-mentioned case, the spaces

o (B2
that appear are Qlﬁd’m?r_l,w.

e (Bl.iii) We can have 61iff = 0, which means that ¢ € [0, 1] is arbitrary. By moving o,
around, one can then achieve that z; lies anywhere in [0,_1,0441] X S* (of course, t; =
0>+1 can be achieved by either setting £ = 0 or £ = 1, but that is a higher codimension
phenomenon and hence irrelevant). One can think of this as part of S)D%fi)d 1>

taking the union over all w one gets all of that space (again, up to higher codimension

and by

differences). Looking slightly head, note that while %g?d,rq is the parameter space
underlying the term OC|;) of the open-closed map, here we are inserting d,a at 21, so
the algebraic contribution will in fact be 9,0C (1.

e (Bl.iv) as in (Al.iv).

e (Bl.v) (This only applies to w = r, in which case §>,,1 = 0) Suppose we have o, — 0,
and that £ also converges to some £* € (0,1); more geometrically, z; approaches the
boundary point (0,£*) # ¢ = (0,0), and will bubble off into a punctured disc. Assume
moreover that 61 approaches some limit

(6.3.22) Ol € (0,€%).
Note that on the boundary of the half-cylinder, the points (0,0), (0, 813%*) (0, £*) appear
in that cyclic order.

In the limiting half-cylinder, (0,£*) becomes a boundary puncture. Between (0,0) and
that can lie other boundary punctures, but removing higher codimension pieces, we can
assume that none of those punctures equals (0, #1f*); then the outcome can be subdivided
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(BL.v) a
‘CO “ CO
(B1.v’)
CO CO

FIGURE 6.13. The degenerations of type (B1.v) and (B1.v’), drawn in the same
way as the right part of Figure @

into cases, depending on the boundary punctures that are on either side of the point
(0, 01%) . Let’s mentally rotate the half-cylinder by —#1%* so that those punctures end
up on either side of (0,0), and cyclically permute the labels so that the two punctures
now appear as the last and first one in our order. Altogether, this yields boundary faces

of the form (Figure [6.13])
o (2 .
(6.3.23) Qlﬁt(il),ml,r—l X E)‘idz,mz, di+do=d+1,my +mg =m.

Let’s remind ourselves that one of the mq interior marked points on the disc component
is the limit of z;. Algebraically, this carries 9ya, which means that the contribution from
the disc component will be 9,p1,. Note that in the new ordering of boundary punctures on
the half-cylinder, the puncture (0,&* — %) where the disc bubble is attached appears
before (0, —64f:*); This is a consequence of the previous observation concerning cyclic
order, and will effect an asymmetry in the algebraic contribution, where the J,p, term
appears before the 0-th entry of the Hochschild chain.

e (B1.v’) (This also only applies to w = r.) Suppose that o, — 0 and £ — 1, but in
such that o,./(1 — &) approaches a nonzero (and then necessarily negative) limit. This
means that z; — (0,0), but the approach is from below the line {¢ = 0} and at some
nonzero slope. It is instructive to think of the resulting disc bubble as the left half-plane
obtained by rescaling the situation near (0,0). Then, the limit of z; lies in the left lower
quarter-plane (Figure . In more intrinsic terms, it lies below the hyperbolic geodesic
connecting two specific punctures in the bubble.
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s=o0p, 0, =0 S

rescale near (g
e e o o g e = = —_— - — — — @

31:(0'7—,5)75_)1 402(070)
limit of z; lies in the

darker shaded part

FIGURE 6.14. An alternative picture of the bubbling from (B1.v’), showing it
as a rescaling process.

‘ Co ‘O.e Co
N
. (B1)

FIGURE 6.15. The limit from Remark [6.3.2} in the simplest case of A8 1 ;.
We again follow the drawing conventions from the right part of Figure

Note that in this situation, 81 can converge to an arbitrary limit, since any value is
compatible with & — 1. The half-cylinder component of the limit is then treated as in
(A1.il’). Ignoring higher codimension pieces, one can think of the outcome as copies of

(6.3.24) Ay x R

kmy J R+ di=d, my+mg=m,

summing over those cyclic permutations of the boundary punctures such that the limit
of the 0-th input remains on bubble (3~) component.

Remark 6.3.2. Again, there are other strata in which only one bubble component exists, but
which are of higher codimension due to restriction on the parameter. For instance, consider
w =1 and the limit where o, — 0 and & — 0 (which necessarily means that 5 — 0 as well).
In that limit, the marked point z, approaches (0,0) from above the axis t = 0, so we get a limit
with a position constraint in the bubble, as in Figure[6.15, However, simple dimension-counting
shows that this stratum is of codimension 2.



QUANTUM CONNECTION 127

- |t =0 line

o (A2
FIGURE 6.16. The counterpart of Figure for ﬁﬁé)m)mw. We remind the
reader that in this context, (0,0) is not a puncture.

The outcome is an operation IT g1y : Cx(Ag)[[u]] — CF;,lq (H) which satisfies

0 = (term from ¢ reaching its extremal values) (B1.2)
+d51,4(IT(B1)(a0(a1] .- - |aq))) (B1.i)
£ IT 1) (de. (a,)(ao(a1] .- - |aq))) (BL.i)
+uY HIT (poy(ef(as]. . . laj_1)) (BL.ii")

J
(6.3.25) + (u0y 0Cs1 1)) (ao(aa] .. |aa)) (BLiii)
+ KH (5)(OCs1,q,1)(a0(a1] - - |aa))) (BL.iv)
+ud £0Cq g o) (eh(ais]. .|
R gy agn)l o aol . Ja))  (BLw)

—+ UZiOCslyq’(g) (e; ® (ai+1\ e |
n GM“7 Y (a; ). ag, .. ). las)  (BLv).

The (A1.2) and (B1.2) terms in (6.3.20) and (6.3.25) concern the same surfaces. Hence, if we
consider the sum IT 41y + IT p1), they will cancel, in parallel with the construction of the closed
string connection (Section [5.3f)).

(6.3e) Intertwining spaces (A2). We now apply the same treatment as in Section to the
second part of the cyclic open-closed map. It is worth while writing down the constraints (Figure
6.10)):

(—00,0) r=0,
—00,0 w=0,r>0
z21 = (51,01 = O>w41), S1 € ( 1
(6.3.26) [Ow,0wt1] w=1,...,r—1,
[0+, 0) w=r,1r>0,

(0,0) lies in the closed interval in {0} x S* starting at (; and ending at (;.
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o (A2
Here are the codimension 1 degenerations of the resulting space 2[&');7“1)%10:

o (A2.1-3), (A2.) as in (AL.1-3), (ALAi).

e (A2.ii) While z; and all angle-decorations remain in the half-cylinder, several punctures
(of both kinds) approach a boundary point and bubble off into a punctured disc; but at
most one of (¢1,{4) can belong to this group of colliding points. This stratum is a union
of

. (A2) .
(6.3.27) Qly)dl,mh?",w X %dz,mz, di+dy=d+1, my +mg =m.

e (A2.ii’) The condition on ((1, (4) in achieves its extrema, which means that either

¢1 = (0,0) or ¢g = (0,0). In either case, we have arrived at where the role of

(o is played by either (; or (4, and with the remaining boundary punctures cyclically
o (A1
reordered; so this boundary stratum consists of two copies of Qlﬁ; )

e (A2.iv) as in (Al.iv).

,m,r,w*

e (A2.v) (Only for w = r) we can have s; — 0, which means z; — (0,0), but where both
boundary punctures (; and (4 stay away from the limiting point (0, 0). This creates a disc
bubble with a single interior puncture (the limit of z1) and only one boundary puncture.
The outcome is

o (1) .
(6328) QlﬁdehM X %0,1.
(For this and the following degenerations, see Figure )

e (A2.v") (Also only for w = r) We have s; — 0 as before, but this time some collection of
points ({g—j+2,.-.,Cqa) approaches (0,0) from the direction of ¢ < 0, in such a way that
their limits as well as the limit of z; lie on the resulting bubble. As a consequence of
the original condition on the positions of z; and (g4, the points on the bubble inherit a
constraint, which makes the stratum

. (1) 5
(6.3.29) AN i1 mr e X RS 1 10myr T+ Mg =M,
e (A2.v”) (Also only for w = r) Similar, but with ({1, ..., {,—1) which approach (0,0) from
the direction of ¢ > 0. The resulting stratum has the form
o (1) o\
(6330) Ql‘ﬁd—h-‘rl,’rn],’r‘ X mo,l,hfl,’n’m’ mi+mo =m.
e (A2.v") (Also only for w = r) Finally, as s; — 0, we can have two groups of boundary
punctures apprach (0,0), one from each direction. This leads to boundary strata
- (1) .
(6.3.31) ANy h—ji1,my e X i)f{;hm, my + mg = m.

It is maybe better to think of the bubble as appearing through rescaling (Figure .
On the original half-cylinder, z; lies between two lines bounded by (4 and (3. After
rescaling, we see the same phenomenon happening on the bubble half-plane, where the
lines are now hyperbolic geodesics.

Remark 6.3.3. In (A2.ii)) we have not considered the case where (1 and (g4 collide; such a
collision can only occur at (0,0), making the resulting stratum codimension 2.
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(A2.v) (A2.v)
G G1

(A2.v") (A2.v")

G2

1 1
2

129

FIGURE 6.17. Four related (A2) degenerations. In each case, the possible posi-

tions of z; on the bubble are in the darker shaded region.

t =0 line o

FIGURE 6.18. An alternative picture of the (A2.v’”) degeneration.

The outcome is an operation IT (42) : €}y ® B(Ag)[[u]] — CFET%I(H) which satisfies

0 = (term from s; reaching its extremal values)
+d51 4 (IT(AQ)(@;(CL1| . |ad)))
+ IT a2y (€} dp.a, (a1l ... |aq))
£ IT () (a1 (azl . . aa)) £ IT a1y (aaas] .. lag-1))
+ KH(4)(0Cs1 g,2)(efi(aa]- - [aa)))
(6.3.32) £ 0Cs1 1) (GM%° (ay]...|aq))

+ Z :EOCSl)q,(l)(GMﬁO(ad_j_;rl, ey al)(a1| ce \ad_j))
J

+ Z iOCsl,q}(l)(GMi’h(al, ey ah)(ah+1| e |ad))
h

+ Z :tOCsl7q7(1)(GMj<’h(al_j+, ey Qq,Qyy .. .,ah)(ah+1| e |ad_j))

J,h>0

(A2.2)

(A2.i)

(A2.ii)
(A2.ii")
(A2.iv)
(A2.v)
(A2.v)

(A2.v7)

(A2.5)
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where dp, (a,) is given by the formula from (i3.2.22) (applied to the deformed A -structure of
Aq, of course). The last four terms in (6.3.32)) appear algebrically the same, but that’s because
we have applied (6.3.11)) to slightly different geometric situations.

o (B2
(6.3f) Intertwining spaces (B2). Our final space Qljﬁfi’m?mu imposes the following conditions
on z; and the boundary punctures:

02;& € [Oa 1]’ €€ [93&71], 1 = (51 = Ow), ty = 02w+1 +§)7

6.3.33
( ) (0,0) lies in the closed interval in {0} x S* starting at ¢4 and ending at ¢;.

There is nothing fundamentally new in the codimension 1 degenerations:

(B2.1-3), (B2.i) as in (B1.1-3), BALA).
(B2.ii-ii") as in (AZ.ii-ii").

(B2.iii) as in (BL.iii).
(B2.iv) as in (Al.iv).

Remark 6.3.4. As in the construction of OC ), the limit s1 — 0 does not contribute anything.
The case not covered by previous considerations is w = r, where s; — 0 means that z, approaches
the boundary. However, this is again just a dimension count. Consider the simplest example
d=2,m=1,r =1. The space Qlﬁ;ﬁ?i’l has dimension 5. (The degrees of freedom are: the
positions of the two boundary marked points; the angle-decoration (01,61); and the position of
21 on the circle s = o,. Note that we are not dividing by the S'-action which rotates the half-
cylinder, since that would break the condition that the asymptotic marker at zg = —oo s rotated
by 01 with respect to the t = 0 line.) The limit (Fz'gure is a half-cylinder with three boundary
punctures, together with a bubble component that is a disc with one boundary puncture and one
interior puncture. At this point, we rotate the half-cylinder by —61 to bring the marker back into
standard position, and then the outcome belongs to a 3-dimensional parameter spaces. (Other
limit configurations are possible, even in this simple situation, but the codimension argument still
holds for those.)

Given that, the operation IT (g : €f; @ B(Ag)[[u]] — CF;%I(H) satisfies

0 = (term from £ reaching its extremal values) (B2.i)
+ 0514 (IT (B2) (el (ar] .. - |aq))) (B2.i)
(6334 + IT (g2 (e dp.(a,)(a1] - . |aq)) (B2.ii)
£ IT (1) (a1(az| .- . Jaa) £ aa(ar]. .. Jaa—1))  (B2i0)
+ (8, 0C 51 4 (2))(ef (ar1] ... |aq)) (B2.iii)
+ KH (5)(0Cs1 4, 2)(ef (a1] ... |aq))) (B2.iv)
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G

o circle

G2 Co

FIGURE 6.19. The degeneration in fo)g’l,l’l discussed in Remark |6.3.4

(6.3g) Conclusion. Write IT(l) = IT(AI) + IT(BI) and IT(Q) = [T(A2) + IT(BQ). By adding

up ([6.3.20)) and (6.3.25]) one sees that

(6.3.35)

0= %051 ,(IT1)(ao(a1]. .. |aq))) (A1+BL1.)
+ IT 1y (de, (a,)(ao(a1]- - |aq))) (A1+4BL.ii)
+uy £IT()(ef(ag]. . |aj-1)) (A1+B1.ii")
J

+ (u0q OC g1 ¢, (1))(ao(as|. .. |aq)) (B1.iii)
+ KH(0OCg1 4 1)(ao(a1]. . .|aq))) (A14+BL.iv)
+ Z i0051_’%(1)(GM%’I’k(ad,jJrl, ey G0y, A

“ aps1]- - |aa—y) (Al.v)

+ UZ :|200517q7(2) (e;(ai+1| . |
’ aqug(aj+1,...,aj+k)|... lao| ... |a;) ib)  (Bl.v)
+ u2i00517q,(2) (6;’_l ® (ai+1| R ‘

ijk i
! GM' = (a0, ag, -y a)] . la))  (BLY)

Similarly, adding up (6.3.32)) and (6.3.34]) yields

(6.3.36)

0=+d51,,(IT2)(e+(a1] ... laq))) (

:l:IT(g)(ej{l dD*(Aq)(al\...|ad)) (
+£ 1Ty (ar(az| .- aa)) = IT 1) (aq(az| - . - [aa—1)) (A2+B2.ii")

+ (udy 00517q7(2))(ez(a1| . aq)) (

+ KH(0Cg1 4,2)(ef(ar]. .- |aq))) (

(

+ ZiOCsl,q,(l) (GMjéh(alfj#la cagay,. . ap)(ansl - ag))
ih
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The equations (6.3.35]), (6.3.36)) are exactly what one gets by spelling out (6.3.14) using the

formulae for the differential on the cyclic complex (3.2.26)) and the modified Gauss-Manin con-
nection (6.3.12). We have now shown that (6.3.14) holds. Since Vg, is chain homotopic to Vs,
by definition, the outcome is:

Theorem 6.3.5. For any Maurer-Cartan element (5.3.25)) and the associated deformation A,
of A, the following diagram commutes up to chain homotopy:

sl

ocC
(6.3.37) CCl(Ay) ————= CF ,(H)

Vg l lvuaq

0Cg
CCT(A,) —— "~ OF% ()

7. The complement of a smooth anticanonical divisor

Whereas before we worked with general Liouville manifolds, here we use specific geometric prop-
erties of the complement of a smooth anticanonical divisor, and their implications for Floer
cohomology. We describe the overall algebraic argument first, since that brings together tools
from all the different parts of the paper, leading to the proof of our main results (in Section .
After that, we go back to geometry for the necessary ingredients, collected from various parts
of the literature. The most important geometric input is the description of deformed symplectic
cohomology from [64]; we devote the concluding Section to an informal motivation for those
results.

7.1. The main argument

(7.1a) Symplectic cohomology. Let (M, D) be as in Assumption Let K/ = AP (T M)
be the anticanonical line bundle, for some compatible almost complex structure. The assumption
on [D] says that we can find a smooth section of K;;" which vanishes exactly along D. From
that, M \ D inherits a trivialization of its anticanonical bundle. Next, because [D] = [way], one
can turn the complement of a suitable tubular neighbourhood of D into a Liouville domain N,
and then complete that to N (see Section for an exposition).

Notation 7.1.1. Write C for the Hamiltonian Floer complex on N, and H for its cohomology.
(In the notation of Section C = CF*(H); and in standard symplectic topology notation, see
e.g. [7§], H= SH*(N).)

We now begin to build our understanding of symplectic cohomology and related theories, starting
with general structural properties (boundedness and finite generation results).
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Lemma 7.1.2. (see Section By a suitable choice of Hamiltonian, one can assume that C
is concentrated in degrees [0, dimg(N) — 1].

For us it will only be important that C' is concentrated in degrees > 0, and that its cohomology
is bounded above. Recall that H is a graded commutative ring. From the compactification M,
we inherit a distinguished class in H?, called here the Borman-Sheridan class b.

Lemma 7.1.3. (see Section H is a finitely generated K[t]-module, where t acts by multi-
plication with b.

In view of Lemma b has a unique cocycle representative, denoted by 8 € C°. The element

(7.1.1) a=qB € qClq]

is automatically Maurer-Cartan for the Loo-structure on C[1] from Section since all the
nonlinear terms in (3.4.10)) vanish for degree reasons: if m > 2, {™(a,...,a) = ¢"4™(B,...,8) €
qu3—2m =0.

Notation 7.1.4. Write Cy for the space Clq] equipped with the differential deformed by o (in the
notation of Definition (zz), Cyq = CF,(H); note there’s no distinction between polynomials
and power series in q, because C is bounded below). Write H, for its cohomology. H, has the
structure of a K|g, t]-module, where the degree 0 variable t acts as vq4, as defined in .

The map H,; — H obtained by setting ¢ = 0 is ¢-linear, essentially by definition. Namely, the only
term in (|5.3.40) not containing any ¢ is the one with m = 0, and KH%) (Oqar,-) = KH%) (8,-) is
the pair-of-pants product with the Borman-Sheridan class (see Example [5.3.9)).

Lemma 7.1.5. H, is a finitely generated K[g, t]-module.

Proof. The long exact sequence
(7.1.2) -~-—>H;_21>Hqﬂ>H—>~-~

shows that H,/qH, injects into H. Hence, by Lemma [7.1.3} H,/qH, is finitely generated over
K[t]. Pick generators hi,...,h, € H,/qH,, and lifts hy, ..., hj to H,. Without loss of generality,
we can assume that those are homogeneous (cach lies in a fixed degree). Given some z € H
with image = € (H,/qH,)?, one can write

(7.1.3) I= > fi(t)hj, with f;(t) € K[t].

je{lv*"Lk}
such that |h;|=d

This means that

(7.1.4) r— Y £i()h;(t) € qHI2.

je{1,....,k}
such that |h;|=d

We can write the difference ((7.1.4) as ¢Z, apply the same argument to Z, and then iterate to get
an expression for = as a Klg, t]-linear combination of the h; (because H, is bounded below, the
process terminates after finitely many iterations). O
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The argument above, and its cousins yet to follow, could be formulated more concisely in spec-
tral sequence terms; but we prefer to avoid that language, in order to make (the absence of)
convergence issues as clear as possible.

Lemma 7.1.6. (see Section Klg*] ®@x(q Hq is a finitely generated Klg*!]-module (equiv-
alently, it is of finite dimension over K in each degree).

Lemma 7.1.7. There is a 0 # p(t) € K[t] and an r € N such that p(t)q" acts trivially on H,.

Proof. Because t is an endomorphism of the finite-dimensional K-vector space Hg,q,l &) H;,q,l,
there must be some p such that p(t) acts trivially there. By multiplication with powers of ¢,
one sees that p(t) acts trivially on all of H, ;1. Let hq, ..., hj be generators of H, over Klg,1]
(Lemmal|7.1.5)). The previous argument shows that p(t)h; is g-torsion for each j. Therefore, there
is some 7 such that ¢"p(t)h; = 0 for all j. O

Lemma 7.1.8. K(t) Qg Hy is finite-dimensional over K(t) in each degree, and vanishes in
sufficiently high degrees.

Proof. The finite generation statement from Lemma [7.1.5| clearly implies that in each degree,
H, is a finitely generated K[t]-module, which is stronger than the corresponding K(¢) statement.
For the second part, let’s use Lemma more explicitly, choosing homogeneous generators

hi,..., hy of Hy over Klt,q]. Given any x € HZ, one can write
(7.1.5) r= Y g 41028 (t)hy  with f(t) € K[t].
je{1,....,k}

such that d—|h;]|
is > 0 and even

As d gets larger, it follows that « is divisible by higher and higher powers of ¢. For sufficiently large
d, Lemma then shows that p(t)r = 0, which means that x becomes zero in K(t) @k H,. O

Notation 7.1.9. Write C, for the S*-equivariant Floer complex, which means that it’s C[u] with
a u-deformation of the previous Floer differential (C,, = CF¢1(H) in the notation of Section
where this is constructed; again, the difference between polynomials and power series is irrelevant
for grading reasons). Let H, be its cohomology (H, = SHs: (N) in standard symplectic topology
notation,).

As before, there is a deformation induced by , denoted by C, ., with underlying K[q, u]-
module Clq,u] (this is Cyq = CFg ,(H) from Section . We write Hy ,, for the cohomology
of Cqu- The action of u, q, and the closed string connection t = Vg, (constructed in Section
make Cy ., into a complete and u-torsionfree Wy ,-module, in the sense of Section .

The map Hy, — H, obtained by setting u = 0 relates the W, ,-module structure on H,, with
the K]g, t]-module structure on H,, by (5.3.41)).
Lemma 7.1.10. H,, is finitely generated over Wy ,,.

Proof. The long exact sequence

(7.1.6) oo Hyo[=2] =% Hyo ““S Hy — - -
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shows that H, ,/uH,, injects into H,, hence is finitely generated over K[g,t] by Lemma

Pick homogeneous generators l_zl, R hi € H,./uHg,, and lifts hq, ..., hy to Hy,. Given some
x € Hff,u with image & € Hy ., /uHg . d, one proceeds as in (7.1.5)),
(7.1.7) z= Y ¢TI, with f(g,t) € K[E].

jE{l,“.,k}

such that d—|hj |

is > 0 and even
Take f; = ¢\@~1D/2 f,(t) € W, ,, (one could also choose any other element f; of W, ,, of the same
degree and with the same v = 0 reduction). Then

d—
(7.1.8) x— Y fi(h; € uHE?.
JE{1L,....k}
such that d—|hj |
is > 0 and even

Writing this as ux, one then iterates as in the proof of Lemma [7.1.5 (]

The next two statements yield an analogue (in the W, ,-context) of the classical idea that finitely
generated modules over the Weyl algebra are holonomic if and only if they have one-dimensional
singular support.

Lemma 7.1.11. The dimension of K(t) ®xy Hg as a K(t)-vector space, is uniformly bounded

for all degrees i.

7u7

Proof. The long exact sequence

(7.1.9) = K(E) @k HiZ2 -5 K(t) Qg He S5 K(t) Qg HE — -+ -

implies that

(7.1.10) dimy ) (K(t) @y H ) < dimg) (K(t) @y He) + dimg ) (K(E) @k H).-

Because everything is bounded below, and because of the finite-dimensionality statement from
Lemma(7.1.8) it follows by induction on i that K(t) ®xy H, é,u is finite-dimensional. From the same
long exact sequence and the other part of Lemma we see that K(t) @k H ;'7“ eventually
becomes 2-periodic in 1. O

Lemma 7.1.12. For every homogeneous x € H,, there is a nonzero homogeneous w € Wy,
such that wx = 0.

Proof. Take some m and consider the (m+1) elements ¢"x, ¢™ ‘uz, ..., u™z, all of which have
degree 2m more than . From Lemma we know that if m is sufficiently large, there must
be a relation

(7.1.11) (fo()g™ + fr(t)g™ tu+ -+ + frm(u™)z = 0 € K(t) @y HIEF™,

where f;(t) € K[t] are not all zero. After multiplying with another polynomial g(t), one gets a
relation in H}"\™™, which can be interpreted as a formula for a nonzero element of W2 which
annihilates x. ]
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Notation 7.1.13. In each degree, Ku™!] QK] Hqu becomes a module over the classical Weyl
algebra Wy in the variable ¢ = q/u, and where 07 acts by t = V9, .

q

Lemma 7.1.14. In each degree, K[uil] @Ky Hqu s a holonomic D-module in the classical
sense.

Proof. Lemma implies that K[u®'] @[, Hq,y is finitely generated over K[u®!] @, Wo,u-
Take generators for the even degree part, assumed to be homogeneous without loss of generality,
and multiply each by a suitable power of u so that they all lie in degree 0. Note that W; can
be identified with the degree 0 part of K[u™!] ®K[u) Wqu- Hence, it follows that our generators
will generate the degree 0 part of K[u®!] @[y Hq,u over Wy. Similarly, we know from Lemma
7.1.12| that for every degree 0 element r € Klu,u™!] ®k[u] Hyu, there is a homogeneous w €
Klu,u™'] ® Wy, such that wz = 0. After multiplying by the appropriate power of u, one can
achieve that w has degree 0, wcich shows the required properties in the case of degree 0. By
multiplying with powers of u, it follows that the same holds in any even degree. The argument
in odd degrees is parallel. a

We will now introduce some modified versions of C, ,,, following the general algebraic formalism
from Section First of all, one can invert ¢, as in (2.3.8]) and (2.3.9).

Notation 7.1.15. Starting with Cy,, as in Notatz'on consider
(7.1.12) Cyt1 0 = KlgF @k Corus

(7.1.13) ¢ Cy1 0 = ¢ K[g™ @k Coyus
where @ denotes u-adic completion (spelled out in Example .

These groups are not yet our actual target: in a subsequent step we invert a polynomial in

t = Vya,, following (2.3.23).
Notation 7.1.16. For nonzero p(t) € K[t], define

(7114) C1q,1/p,u = K[t7 1/p] ®K[t] Oq,ua
(7.1.15) qul,l/p,u = K[t, 1/p]®K[t]qu1,u7
(7116) qilcq_l,l/p,u = K[tv 1/p]®ﬂ([t]qilcq_1,u‘

In , we could have inserted a u-adic completion, but that would be redundant for grad-
ing reasons; while it is necessary for , As usual, we write Hy1/pw, Hyx11/p0 and
q_lHq—1,1/p7u for the cohomology groups. The first of these is straightforward to describe, be-
cause of the absence of completion:

(7.1.17) Hya/pu = K[t 1/p] @k Hou-
Lemma 7.1.17. In the derived category D(W,.,) from Sectz’on there is an exact triangle
(7118) Cq71/p7u —_— quzl’l/p’u —_— q710q71’1/p’u

\—//

(1l
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Proof. The u = 0 specialization of Cy,, is Cy, which by construction is g-torsionfree. Hence, as
discussed in (2.3.26)), there is an exact triangle

(7.1.19) Cou — = Cyt1 y —>q 1Cy1,,
~_ = ’
(1]
As mentioned in Section [2.3B] inverting p and completing is an exact functor; applying that gives
[T1.13). O
Lemma 7.1.18. There is a p(t) and an isomorphism of Wy ., -modules,
(7.1.20) K(t, 1/p] ®xj How = q~ " Hy-1.1/pu[—1]-

Proof. By a combination of Lemmas [2.3.3] and we know that the u = 0 reduction of
Coxr,1/p,u 1

(7.1.21) Klg*=",t,1/p] @k Cq-

Lemma says that for a suitable choice of p, this space is acyclic. In that case, Cy+1 1/, is
filtered acylic, hence isomorphic to the zero object in D(W, ,,), which means that the remaining

nontrivial morphism in ([7.1.18)) is an isomorphism in that category, hence induces an isomorphism
on cohomology. O

(7.1b) The wrapped Fukaya category. We choose some Weinstein structure on N.

Notation 7.1.19. Let A be the full subcategory of the wrapped category of N, whose objects are
co-cores for the Weinstein structure. We think of this as an A -algebra, by taking the direct sum
of all morphism spaces.

The following are general properties of Weinstein manifolds (as explained in [32], results in
[10, [69, B8] establish that all Weinstein manifolds are nondegenerate in the sense of [34], so one
can apply [34, Theorem 1.1 and Theorem 1.3]; the part concerning is also explicitly
stated in [I0, Theorem 1.4]).

Lemma 7.1.20. (i) A is smooth.

(ii) The closed-open and open-closed maps

(7.1.22) H* — HH*(A),

(7.1.23) HH,(A) — H*+dime(M)

are isomorphisms.

Lemma 7.1.21. (see Section[7.2d) H*(A) is a finitely generated K[t]-module, where t acts by

multiplication with the image of the Borman-Sheridan class under (7.1.22)), followed by the for-
getful map HH*(A) — H*(A).

Notation 7.1.22. We write A, for the curved deformation of A associated to o, as in Section
. On the closed string side, write C3*8 for the space Clq] (or equivalently C[[q]], because C' is
bounded below) equipped with the differential deformed by «, in the sense of Definition (z),
and Hgiag for its cohomology.
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Lemma 7.1.23. (see Section Klg*] ®xpq H®8 is a finitely generated K[qF1]-module
(equivalently, it is of finite dimension over K in each degree).

Lemma 7.1.24. A and A, satisfy the conditions (i)-(v) from Corollary|3.3.9, where the constant
d in (v) is dimg(M) — 1.

Proof. (i) is Lemma [7.1.20(1).
Concerning (ii), by a g-filtration argument and Lemma [7.1.20(ii), the deformed closed-open map
(7.1.24) H#& — HH*(A,)

defined in Section [6.2d is an isomorphism. From that and Conjecture [7.1.23] one sees that
Klg*'] ®kjq HH*(Aq) is finite-dimensional over K in each degree. As a consequence, for any
x € HH°(A,), there is a nonzero polynomial p such that p(z) = 0 € K[g*!] ®K[q HH"(Aq). This
means that ¢"p(z) = 0 € HH*"(A,) for some r > 0. In particular, that applies to = = [ka,].

(iii) By definition, [,u%zl)] is the image of b under H — HH*(A) — H*(A). Hence, the desired
result follows from Lemma [T.T.21]

(iv) follows from the fact that (7.1.22) is an isomorphism and that H vanishes in negative degrees.
Similarly, (v) holds because (7.1.23) is an isomorphism and H vanishes in degrees > dimg(M). O

(7.1c) Open-closed comparison. We now adopt the notation from Sectionm starting with
the cyclic complex A, from (3.1.71), and constructing q_lAqq’l/p,u by applying (2.3.8)) and
then (2.3.23)). This is parallel to the closed strings constructions from Notation [7.1.15, and in
fact we have:

Lemma 7.1.25. There is an isomorphism of W ,,-modules,

(7.1.25) g H(Ag 1p) 20 Hyr 1 jp

Proof. Take the cyclic open-closed map Aq., — Cy.4, from Section By Lemma ii),
this is a filtered quasi-isomorphism, and it satisfies the assumptions of Lemma (it is strictly
g-linear, and commutes with connections up to chain homotopy). Hence, it is an isomorphism in
the category D(W, ,). Both modifications we have applied (passing to negative powers of ¢, and
inverting p) are endofunctors of that category, hence the outcome of carrying them out on each
side inherits the isomorphism. O

Lemma 7.1.26. Set K = C. Consider C[t,1/p,u™"] ®cit,u) Hgu as a module over Wy, with the
connection Vg, = —q/u. Then, that connection has reqular singularities (including at co); quasi-
unipotent monodromies around each singularity; and each such monodromy has Jordan blocks of
size < dimg(M).

Proof. From Lemmal7.1.24/and Corollary we get the corresponding properties on Clu®!]®¢(y)
H(q 'Ag~11/pu)- Those are carried over to Clu™] ®cpy) ¢ ' Hy-1,1/p by Lemma [7.1.25 and

then to Clu*!,t,1/p] ®c(tu) Hqu by Lemma[7.1.18 O
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The last missing puzzle pieces are: the classical Fourier-Laplace transform; and a final appeal to
[64], which here enters in a much more substantive way than before.

Proof of Theorems[1.2.3 and[1.2.7). By Lemma Clu*']®c{u Hq,u is a holonomic D-module
in each degree. Lemma described the connection associated to the Fourier-Laplace trans-
form of that D-module. Proposition 2.1.27] and Corollary [2.1.28| translate that into properties of
the original D-module, or more precisely of the connection Vs, on Clg=!, u*'] ®cy Hgu- By
Theorem this is the quantum connection in the form . O

Remark 7.1.27. Let’s summarize the argument, allowing for some expository simplifications:
we use K = C throughout; omit the notational details that distinguish various versions of the
cyclic complex; leave out the final algebraic step of inverting u; and won’t explain where the more
technical Conjectures enter. Roughly speaking, we’ll be working our way up the left
column of Figure[1.d], from bottom (cyclic homology) to top (quantum cohomology).

The general algebraic material from Section associates to Ag an As-algebra Ay over Clt]. If
CC.(Ay) its cyclic complex over C[t], then the u-completed tensor product Clt, 1/p]@cpy CC(Ay)
is the cyclic complex of the categry C[t,1/p] obtained by removing finitely many values of t. The
“generic smoothness” argument from Section allows us to apply the theorem from [61] and
obtain information about (periodic) cyclic homology over C[t,1/p]. The “categorical Fourier-
Laplace transform” from Theorem relates CC.(Ay) to ¢ 'Clgl®crq CCL(Aq), and we can
apply C[t, 1/p]®c[t]— to both sides. At this point, we have obtained some understanding of the
connection Vg, on C[t,1/pl@cp(a Clgl®ciq CC+(Aq)), which is where things stand in Corollary
[7-:3-9 Now, we use the cyclic open-closed quasi-isomorphism to carry over the information to
qilcqa’l/p’u = C[t, 1/P]®<C[t] (qil(C[qfl]@@[q]C’q’u). An acyclicity result and the exact triangle
show that this is quasi-isomorphic to Cy 1,y = Clt, 1/p]®<c[t]Cq,u. At this point, for
grading reasons, we can finally dispense with the completion ®C[t] and consider it as an ordinary
tensor product, which means that its cohomology is C[t, 1/p] @cy Hy,u- Section shows that we
are in a context of holonomic D-modules, which allows us to apply classical results on Fourier-
Laplace transforms (Proposition ; the outcome being information about the connection
Vo, on Clg™] ®clq] Heu- Finally, Theorem identifies that with the quantum connection.

7.2. Geometric ingredients

(7.2a) The Liouville domain. Our first task is to recall how the pair (M, D) gives rise to a
Liouville domain (NN, 0x). We define wp to be the restriction of the symplectic form wys to the
symplectic hypersurface D. Let

(7.2.1) m:L— D
be the normal bundle of D, and £y C £ the zero section. Choose a Hermitian metric || - || on £,
and set p to be the function p(v) = %[|v|[%. For any po > 0, define L,y = {v € £ : p(v) <

to}t. We also choose a Hermitian connection V on £ whose associated connection one-form
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aV € QL \ Ly) satisfies

(7.2.2) daV = —7*(wp).

The closed two-form

(7.2.3) w(,w) = d(p- oY)+ mrwp

extends smoothly over Ly, and is symplectic on £,<;. Rotation of the fibers of £ defines a
Hamiltonian S!-action on (Lp<1,w(||,v)) With moment map p. We write the infinitesimal
generator of this action as 0.

For e sufficiently small, the symplectic tubular neighborhood theorem shows that there is a
symplectic embedding

(7.2.4) Vi Lycae = M, Y (wn) = w(|.|1,v);

sending the zero section to D. We fix such an embedding, and let UD be its image. The
identification ¢ equips (UD,wyp = (war)jyp) with a Hamiltonian Sl-action. In a slight abuse of
notation, we will let J4 denote the infinitesimal generator of this circle action, and p the moment
map on UD (as before, normalized so that it vanishes on UD).

Our hypothesis that D is Poincare dual to the symplectic class implies that wys|(M \ D) is an
exact symplectic form.

Lemma 7.2.1. For a suitable choice of connection V, there exists a primitive Oy p € QY (M\ D)
of war, such that (after making € smaller)

(7.2.5) V" (0a\p) = (b — DaV.

Proof. Given any V, the associated embedding ¢, and any primitive 6\ p, consider the closed
one-form

(7.2.6) Y (Oanp) — (1 —1)a € Q1L <o \ Lo).

If this is exact, then by using a suitable cutoff function to modify 6, p one can achieve that
(7.2.5) holds (on a smaller neighbourhood).

Let’s look at what happens for a one-parameter family V, of connections, all having the same
curvature, so that d,aVr = 7*3, for some closed one-forms 3, € Q(D). Differentiating the
r-dependent analogue of ([7.2.6)) with respect to r yields

(7.2.7) 3r (W7 (Oar\p) — (1 — 1)a¥r) = d(ix,¥;0anp) — ix,w( v — (11— D)7 By;

here X, is the vector field such that Dv,.(X,) = 0,1¢,, which vanishes along the zero-section.
The first term on the right hand side of ((7.2.7)) is exact. The other two terms combine to a closed
one-form which extends over the zero-section, and which on the zero-section equals 7*3,.. Hence,

(7.2.8) O} (Orn\p) = (= 1)a¥"] = 7*[8,] € H' (Lucae \ Lo).

As already observed in [19, Lemma 2.2], 7* : HY(D) — H'(L, <2 \ £o) is an isomorphism.
Hence, by starting with an arbitrary Vy and choosing [, appropriately, one can achieve that
Y10 p) — (1 — 1)aV" is exact; which means that V; can be used to obtain (7.2.5)). O
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The Liouville domain (N, 6y ) is defined by

(7.2.9) NYM\UD,«., OxY (0rnp)n-

Here UD, <, denotes the locus of UD where p < €. The boundary ON = {u = €} is a circle
bundle ON — D. If we decompose the pull-back 1*(Zy) of the Liouville vector field into a base
and fibre component (using the connection), the fibre component is a suitable negative multiple
of the radial vector field. Therefore, the Liouville vector field points strictly outwards along ON.
The Reeb field on ON is

(7.2.10) Ron = —150,.

e—1

Thus, the Reeb flow is tangent to the fibers of 9N — D, and the set of periods of its orbits is
(7.2.11) {1-¢2(1—¢),---}.

(7.2b) Floer complex of N. Let N be the Liouville manifold associated to N. Recall from
Section that p denotes the radial coordinate on the cone [1,00) x N C N. Since the Liouville
flow exists for all (positive and negative) time, the embedding of the cone into N extends to

(7.2.12) (0,00) x AN — N.

To simplify the discussion which follows, we will assume that the constant e involved in the

construction of the Liouville domain N has been taken to be less than %. Consider a time-

independent quadratic Hamiltonian h : N — R which satisfies the following conditions:
e On [3,00) X ON, h = $p%
e Over N\ (,1] x ON, h is a C?-small Morse function such that dh(Zy) > 0 along
{1} x ON. We further require that the critical points of h over N \ (1,1] x N have
Morse degree concentrated in [0, dimg(N) — 1].

e The Hamiltonian flow of & has no periodic orbits in the shell [{, 1] x ON.

Note that the condition that the critical points of h have Morse degree concentrated in [0, dimg(N)—
1] can always be achieved by [57, Theorem 8.1]. (In the notation of [57, Theorem 8.1], set
W =N\ (5,1] xON,V = {3} x ON, and also reverse the sign of the Morse function.) These
conditions imply that the non-constant periodic points of h are precisely those in the level sets

(7.2.13) 0, ¥ {d(1 -} xON, d>1.

The periodic flow along Q4 generates an S'-action
(7.2.14) Ya: S x Qq — Q.

These orbit sets are transversally non-degenerate and we perturb h to a (time-dependent) non-
degenerate Hamiltonian H whose one-periodic orbits are explicitly determined. To ensure that

this is done compatibly with the analysis in Section [£.1d] we set the constant P from Assumption
ETH to be:

(7.2.15) P =+2(1 —e).
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For each critical submanifold Qg4, we choose a small constant 74 € (0,1 — €) which satisfies:
o iP ¢ [d(l—¢€)— 74,d(1 —€)+ 74] for any i.

We then let U9, denote the isolating shell:

(7.2.16) UQy 2 [d(1 — €) — 74,d(1 — €) + 74] x ON.
By construction, the isolating shell ¢/Q4 does not contain any critical submanifolds besides Qq
and also

(7.2.17) does not intersect any of the level sets {iP} x dN.

Over N \ Uy UQq, H will be unperturbed, i.e. we will have H = h. Over each shell YQg4, we
use the standard Morse-Bott perturbation procedure (see [12, Section 2|, [64, Appendix B], [68]
Appendix C]). Let 74 : UQq — Qq denote the natural projection map and choose a C2-small
Morse function

(7218) fd : Qd — R.

We also choose a suitable cutoff function k4 : UQq — [0, 1] which is 1 near the critical level set
Qg4 and 0 near the boundary of YQ,. Over UQ 4, we then perturb h as follows:

(7.2.19) Huyo,: S' xUQs —» R
Huyo, =h+tq- (faory " oma).

Provided the perturbing function fy is chosen sufficiently small (which we can achieve separately
for each d), the periodic orbits of H,g, are in bijection with the critical points of f;. Moreover,
if ¢q € crit(fq) is a critical point of Morse degree deg(cq), then the corresponding periodic orbit
%, is nondegenerate and has degree (see e.g. [I8, Section 3.1]):

(7.2.20) deg(x.,) = deg(cq).

(Note that [I8, Section 3.1] uses homological grading conventions while we use cohomological
grading conventions.) It is clear that we can arrange that the perturbation H = H —h is bounded
and has bounded derivative E)pﬂ . In particular, we assume that it is of the form along
the cone. In view of , we have H = %p2 along iP-shells for ¢ > 1. The nondegenerate
Hamiltonian H therefore satisfies all of the conditions needed for the analysis of The other
important property of H is the following:

Proposition 7.2.2. For the Hamiltonian H constructed above, the complex CF*(H) is concen-
trated in degrees [0, dimg(N) — 1].

Proof of Lemma[7.1.34 We use the Hamiltonian H constructed above. Note that in view of
, the gradings of non-constant orbits are concentrated in degrees [0, dimg(N) — 1]. By
assumption, the constant orbits which arise as critical points of h have degrees concentrated in
[0, dimg (V) — 1] as well and the result follows. O
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(7.2¢) The Borman-Sheridan class. Let Hy : N — R be a linear Hamiltonian of slope A > 1.
The Borman-Sheridan class

(7.2.21) by € HF(H))

was defined in [37, [89]. There is an acceleration map

(7.2.22) ac: HF°(H,) — HF°(H),

where H is the quadratic Hamiltonian from Section We then set
(7.2.23) b ac(by).

As noted in Section [7.1] the class b admits a unique cochain level representative 3, which gives
rise to our Maurer-Cartan element. Our remaining task is to explain the cohomological finiteness
properties of b (Lemma Lemma [7.1.21f), which were only stated in that section.

Proof of Lemma[7.1.3 This is very similar to a special case of [36, Theorem 5.30]; we will summa-
rize the proof in a form suitable for our purpose. (Just like the definition of the Borman-Sheridan
class, the argument in [36] uses direct limits of Floer cohomologies of linear Hamiltonians as a
model for symplectic cohomology, as opposed to the quadratic Hamiltonians used here; however,
the isomorphism between the two models, given by acceleration maps, is compatible with pair-of-
pants products, so all results about multiplicative structures carry over.) The argument from [36]
is based on the following properties of symplectic cohomology and the Borman-Sheridan class.

e There is a multiplicative spectral sequence converging to symplectic cohomology, with

H1(N;K) p=0,
(7.2.24) EY? = ¢ HPY9(ON;K)zP p >0,
0 p <O0.

The powers of z are just notation, which roughly speaking keeps track of winding numbers
of orbits around D (the labeling of the columns corresponds to an increasing filtration,
and therefore the differentials are dP4 : EP? — EP~"477+1)  Given two classes aj,as €
H*(ON), the product of a12P!, as2P? on the E; page is the ordinary cup product:

(7225) (alzpl)(OQZpZ) — (al U a2)zp1+p2.
o Let
(7.2.26) FyCFyC---C SH*(N)

be the (bounded below exhaustive) filtration of symplectic cohomology whose associated
graded is the F,, page of our spectral sequence. By definition we have b € Fy; and

(7.2.27) b 1y 2 € HY(ON;K)z = EM 1

survives to Fo,, where it yields the image of b in Fy /Fy.

Multiplicativity means that every page of the spectral sequence is a module over K[b8], com-
patibly with differentials. From (7.2.25)), the E; page is finitely generated over K[b8"]. Define



144 D. POMERLEANO, P. SEIDEL

Z%¥ C EF* to be the subspace of elements that survive to the E., page. This is a K[b®']-
submodule, hence finitely generated. The E., page is by definition a quotient of ZX*, and
therefore finitely generated over K[b8"] as well. Finally, finite generation of the associated graded
of over K[b&'] implies that of SH*(N) over K[b]. O

Proof of Lemma[7.1.21. By [63, Theorem 1.1(c)], A is proper over SH°(N); and [36, Lemma
5.38] shows that SH 0(]\7 ) is a one-variable polynomial ring generated by b. These two statements
together imply the desired result. (Again, the arguments in those papers were carried out using
linear Hamiltonians, but the outcome carries over to the quadratic setting.) O

(7.2d) Deformed symplectic cohomology. Finally, we summarize the results from [64]
(partly overlapping with [8]) which will be used in our argument.

Theorem 7.2.3. There are isomorphisms of graded K]g]-modules
(7.2.28) H*(M;K)[q & €D H*(D;K)z" = H, = H3*#,
w>1
where 2V are formal symbols of degree 0. The q-action on the left hand side has the following

properties: it is the standard on H*(M;K)[g]; and any element in H*(D;K)z"¥ will be mapped to
H*(M;K)[q] by a sufficiently high power of q.

Note that the theorem above concerns both H, and H, giag. In general (meaning, for an abstract
choice of Maurer-Cartan element) those could be different theories, but in the Borman-Sheridan
case they coincide. In fact, the main part [64] works with a different definition of deformed
symplectic cohomology, in which there is no distinction between those two groups; the translation
into the framework used here is explained in [64, Section 10] (in particular, see [64] Section 10.6]
for Hgiag). After inverting g, we get a simpler statement which is sufficient for our purpose:

Corollary 7.2.4. There are isomorphisms of graded K[g*t' -modules
(7.2.29) H*(M)[g™"] = K[g™'] @xqq Hy = Klg™'] @ Klg Hy.

For H (‘;iag, an alternative proof of Corollary|7.2.4|is given in [§]; and one should be able to adapt
the argument there to cover H, as well.

Proofs of Lemma[7.1.6 and[7.1.23 These follow immediately from the statement above (in fact,
they are substantially weaker). O

The equivariant versions of these results are as follows.
Theorem 7.2.5. There is an isomorphism of graded K|q, u]-modules,
(7.2.30) H*(M;K)[q,u] & @D H*(D; K)[u]2" = Hy .
w>1
The u-action on the left hand side is the standard one, and the g-action has the following prop-

erties: it is the standard on H*(M;K)[g,u]; and any element in H*(D;K)[u]z* will be mapped
to H*(M;K)[q, u] by a sufficiently high power of q.
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Corollary 7.2.6. There is an isomorphism of graded K[u, ¢*']-modules,
(7.2.31) H*(M;K) g™, u] = Klg™'] @) Ho,u

The final result we need concerns connections. For simplicity, we’ll state it only in g-inverted
form (readers interested in what it looks like without inverting ¢ are referred to [64, Section 9]).

Theorem 7.2.7. The isomorphism (7.2.31) identifies the quantum connection (1.2.1)) with the
canonical connection on the Hy .

7.3. A topological toy model

(7.3a) Differential forms basics. This section is informal motivation for Theorems and
The aim is to show how, at least in principle, one can get from a familiar Morse-Bott
picture for symplectic cohomology to the left hand sides of and (7.2.30). We ignore
what should be contributions from rational curves in our symplectic manifold. The outcome is
a self-contained purely topological toy model, in terms of differential forms. The actual proof in
[64] does not rely on this toy model, even though it uses an action-filtration whose associated
graded is related to that model.

We start with a compact manifold with boundary IV, and a free circle action on 0N, with quotient
7m: N — D= N/S'. Collapsing the circle orbits yields a closed manifold M containing D. This
comes with a map 7 : N — M such that 7|ON = x, and 7|(N \ ON) is a diffeomorphism from
that to M \ D. All differential forms will be C-valued, and we will consistently use the following
notation for such forms on the various spaces involved:

(7.3.1) ne N (N), BeQ*(ON), € Q*(D), ueQ(M).
The pullback and pushforward (integration along the fibres) maps are
Q" (D) — Q*(ON), m : QU (IN) — Q@ HD),

7.3.2
( ) W*(ﬁ ™0) = (m.p)f = mat=0.

Fix a connection one-form a € Q'(dN), and its curvature F € Q*(D). By definition,
(7.3.3) do=7"F, ma=1 = m(an0)=20.

In these conventions, the first Chern class of the circle bundle 9N — D is represented by —F. The
idempotent maps 8 — an*m,.3 and 8 — 7*7m.(af) are projections to complementary summands
of Q*(ON),

(7.34) ar*mp + ¥ m(af) = B.

One can extend a to & € Q'(N), such that da = 7*F for some F' € Q?(M). Then, F represents
(the Poincaré dual to) —[D], for the co-orientation of that submanifold inherited from the circle
action. Let’s suppose from now on that & is supported in a collar neighbourhood of N, and
correspondingly F in a tubular neighbourhood of D. Then, the pushforward map ¢, : H* (D;C) —
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H**2(M;C) can be realized by taking some closed 0 € Q*(D), picking an extension § € Q*(M)
which is closed in our tubular neighbourhood of D, and then setting ¢, [0] = —[F8)].

Lemma 7.3.1. The following complexes (obtained by collapsing double complexes, and where
each piece carries the de Rham differential) are acyclic:

(7.3.5) o (M) I (V) 22, o1 ()
(7.3.6) Q°(D) T QF(ON) T QL ON) T
(737) Q*(M) i} Q*(N) M} Q*—l(aN) 7"*71'* Q*—Q(aN) 7\'*7l'* .

Proof. The acyclicity of (|7.3.5|) follows from that of the top and bottom row in

(7.3.8) O (M,D) — Q*(N,ON) 0

| I

(M) —— "~ O*(N) ——— L 0*-1(D)

N

Q*(D) i Q*(ON) = Q1(D).

Note that the bottom row is acyclic even without the de Rham differential; one can get a splitting
from ([7.3.4). The same applies to (7.3.6]), which is in fact constructed from that bottom row.
Finally, one gets (7.3.7) by combining (7.3.5)) and (7.3.6]). O

(7.3b) The chain complex. As usual, we have formal variables |¢| = 2, |u| = 2. We also use a
variable z of degree 0, which geometrically plays the same role as in ((7.2.24)) (algebraically it’s just
a bookkeeping device; our structures will not be z-linear). Define a complex of C[g, u]-modules

Cou = (U (N) © Q" (ON)z & Q" (ON)22 @ -+ ) [q, ],

(7.3.9) _ _ . -
dyuu () = dn + gz 77 (NION),  dgu(2'8) = 2(dB + iur™m.B) + g2 .

It carries a C[u]-linear connection
Vuaq : C;Ik,u — C;,lu [vuaq7Q] = u,
Vuaq (n) = Z(’I]‘GN), vuaq (zzﬂ) = zi+16~

Remark 7.3.2. Let’s explain the symplectic cohomology motivation for . As in ,
the Q*(N)-component corresponds to the contribution of ordinary cohomology to symplectic co-
homology (for a suitable choice of Hamiltonian, these would be constant periodic orbits), and the
Q*(ON)z'-components to orbits winding i times around D. The i-fold fibrewise rotation gives an
endomorphism H*(ON) — H*~'(ON), which one can see in the iun*mg term in (7.3.10). The
most interesting part is the gz 1n*m. B term. In the geometric setup from [64] where Floer tra-
jectories are allowed to go through D, this is expected to represent the contribution of low-energy
Floer cylinders that intersect D once, and correspondingly connect winding number i and (i + 1)
orbits (one can visualize those cylinders easily in the simplest case of M = CP'). Finally, the

(7.3.10)
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definition of connection on deformed symplectic cohomology in [64], Sections 8-9] involves cylin-
ders with an extra marked point going through D; thinking of the same low-energy contribution

as before motivates the part of (7.3.10)) taking z° to z**1.

Proposition 7.3.3. (i) The Clul]-linear chain map
(7.3.11) Q*(M)[q, u) @ (u/q)2"(D)[u/q,u] = Cyu,
Pp— P, (u/q)'0 — 210

where the domain just carries the standard de Rham differential, is a quasi-isomorphism.

(i1) Set Hy , = H*(M)[q, u]® (uv/q)H*(D)[u/q,u] = H(Cy,.,). The Clg]-module structure on Hg ,,
carried over through is:

¢ ¢'[u] = ¢’ [u],
(7:3.12) 0 (u/@)'16] = (/)= (1. 16] — i — Dulé]) fori > 1,

q- (u/q)[0] = v.[0].

j+1[

(111) The connection on H, , induced by is
(Vua, )([1]) = (w/@)e" (4],

(7.3.13) (Vuo (@ [1]) = wig’ " [pl + ¢’ et [n] for j >0,
(Vuo,)((u/q)'10]) = (u/q)™"'[0].

Proof. (i) The complex (7.3.9) splits as the direct sum of Clu]-module pieces, compatibly with

the map . The pieces are
qu*(M)[u] — {qu*(N)[u} _ qk+1ZQ*71(8N)[u] N qk+2229*72(8N)[u] ... }7
(u/q)?Q*(D)[u] — {27 Q" (ON)[u] — qz7T1Q*(AN)[u] — -},

After setting u = 0, one recovers the situation from Lemma showing that both maps
become quasi-isomorphisms. After that, one uses the u-filtration (convergence is not an issue,

(7.3.14)

because the filtration is bounded in each degree) to derive the same result for the original maps.

(ii) The first line of (7.3.12]) is obvious. As for the second line, we have (assuming df = 0 and ¢ > 1)
qz2'm*0 = dy (2" ran*) — 27 (F + (i—1)u)7*0. For the final case, we extend 6 to 6 € Q*(M), so
that 6 is closed near D, as in our previous discussion of ¢,. Then, ¢zn*8 = dg (& 7T*0) — 7*(F&).

(iii) The first and last lines of (7.3.13)) are obvious. The second one then follows from the first,
since (Vua, ) (¢’ [u]) = uig? " pl + ¢’ - (Vuo, ) 1] = uiq? " n] + ¢~ ar[p). D

Remark 7.3.4. The description given above is clearly compatible with Theorem [7.2.5, even
though the two statements are formulated slightly differently. The reason is that in our topological
toy model case, the g-action on the whole of Hy, can be easily computed, whereas Theorem
only partially determined that action (a complete description is expected to involve relative
Gromov-Witten theory). The same applies to the connection: Theorem obviously involves
Gromov- Witten invariants, but a complete description of its action on H,, should again involve
more enumerative geometry.
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(7.3c) Inverting u, inverting ¢. In parallel with previously encountered situations (Notation
7.1.13), H*(C[u*!] ®@cu] Cg,u) 1s a classical D-module in each degree, by the action of ¢ = q/u
and Vg, = Vyg,. Proposition translates into the following:

Corollary 7.3.5. (i) In any given degree d, we have

o

H@ déf HdmOdz(M;(C)[(j] ® (j_lHdmOdQ(D;(C)[q_l] = Hd((C[u:H] ®(C[u] Cq,u);
[

(7.3.15) 4 o ‘ .
¢ [p] — u(d_l“l)/z_Jq]ﬁ*[u], q'0] — u(d_‘“l)/2[zz7r*9].

(it) The g-module structure on HY is

<
<
.
=
Il
[l
~

(7.3.16) g 0] =g (0] — (i — 1)[0]) fori>1,

q-q '[0] = w.[0].

S]]
Q

TNt (] for § >0,

L))

(7.3.17) Vo, (@ [u]) = 5@~ [u] +

Corollary 7.3.6. The D-module Hg admits the following description: it has generators m €
HAmed2(\1:C) and t € HI™°42(D; C), with relations

(7.3.18) Vo, (m) =1"m, Vo, (qt) =1 1.t

With respect to our previous description, the generators are m = [u] for [u] € H*(M;C) and
t =g 1[0] for [9] € H*(D;C), and they clearly satisfy the given relations. If we take the abstract
D-module with those generators and relations, it has a C-basis is given by ¢/m and ngt. Since

the same is true for H, g, our set of relations is complete.

Next, we look at what happens if we invert g rather than u. It follows from (7.3.12)) that every
element of H, , is mapped into H*(M)[g, u] by a sufficiently high power of ¢. As a consequence,
we have an induced isomorphism

(7.3.19) H*(M)[g™,u) = H(C[¢g*"] @cjq) Cou)-

Here, the C[g]-module structure on the left hand side is the standard one, and from (7.3.13]) one
gets Vg, = udy + ¢ 'u.*; note that t,0* is the cup product with [D].
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