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Monopole Floer homology for codimension-3 Riemannian

foliations

Dexie Lin

Abstract

In this paper, we give a systematic study of Seiberg-Witten theory on a closed oriented
manifold M with a codimension-3 oriented Riemannian foliation F'. Under a certain topo-
logical condition, we construct the basic Seiberg-Witten invariant and the monopole Floer ho-

mologies HM (M, F,s;T"), I—TJT/[(M, F,s;T), m(M, F,s;T), for each transverse spin® structure

s, where I' is a complete local system. We will show that these homologies are independent
of the bundle-like metrics and generic perturbations. To define the basic Seiberg-Witten
invariant for manifolds with codimension 3 Riemannian foliations, we do not need the taut
condition. The main difference between the basic monopole Floer homologies and the ones
on manifolds is the necessity to use the Novikov ring on basic monopole Floer homologies.
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1 Introduction

The interaction between geometry and partial differential equation in dimension 4 is a theme
which runs through a great deal of work by many mathematicians on gauge theory over the past
decades. In particular, the Seiberg—Witten theory’s development is one of the main motivation for
the study of differential topology and low dimensional manifolds. Since the foundational paper
[28] by Witten, a lot of work has been done to apply this theory to various aspects of 3 and
4-dimensional manifolds. Seiberg-Witten theory can be generalized for studying the orbifolds(see
Baldridge’s work [4] for the extension to 3-orbifolds). This article lays the groundwork for the case
in which the higher-dimensional manifold admits a Riemannian foliation of codimension 3. From
the viewpoint of analysis, gauge theory is closely related to the study of (nonlinear)Fredholm
operator and the index of its linearized operator. To extending the framework of gauge theory to
the manifold with Riemannian foliation, a natural idea is to study the transverse (nonlinear)elliptic
operator on Riemannian foliation. For instance, the compactness of the basic Seiberg-Witten
moduli space for manifolds with codimension 4 Riemannian foliations is showed by Kordyukov,
Lejmi and Weber [12]. The author gives a construction of basic cohomotopy Seiberg-Witten
invariant for codimension 4 Riemannian foliation [15]. In the same paper, the author gives an
application to the basic index of the basic Dirac operator.

The theme of this article is to generalize the well-known constructions of Seiberg—Witten theory
in 3-manifolds to the manifolds with codimension 3 Riemannian foliations. It is worth to note
that in codimension 3 case, we do not need the taut condition to define the basic Seiberg-Witten
invariant, which is quite different to the codimension 4 case. For any closed oriented 3-manifold
M with a spin® structure s, Kroheimer and Mrowka gave the construction of monopole Floer
homologies HM (M, s), @(M,S), HM(M,s) in their celebrated book [13]. The main purpose
of this paper is to construct the monopole Floer homologies for the manifold with a codimension 3
Riemannian foliation (M, F') satisfying a certain condition. The idea is to apply the arguments of
the non-exact perturbation of the monopole Floer homologies to the case of Riemannian foliation.
The following theorem could summarize the result of this paper.

Theorem 1.1 Let (M, F) be an oriented closed manifold with codimension 3 oriented taut Rie-
mannian foliation F and admit a transverse spin® structure s. Suppose that H} (M)NH'(M,Z) C
HY(M) is a lattice of H}(M). Then, using a bundle-like metric g, a generic perturbation n and
the Novikov ring I, we construct the basic monopole Floer homologies

HM (M, F,s,g,;T), HM(M, F,s,g,n;T), HM(M, F,s,g,7;T),

Moreover, these homologies are independent of the bundle-like metrics and the generic perturba-
tions , which are denoted by

HM (M, F,s;T), HM(M,F,sT), HM(M,F,s;T).

Some notations and terms will be defined in Section 7. The necessity of using the Novikov ring
to construct the homologies HM (M, F, 5), @(M, Fs), W(M, Fs) is reflected in defining the
partial operator of the Floer complex.

The structure of this paper is as follows: in Section 2, we review some notions and necessary
properties about the Riemannian foliation; in Section 3, some analysis properties for some trans-
verse equations will be given, which are necessary for the later sections; in Section 4, we construct
the basic Seiberg-Witten invariant for manifold with codimension 3 Riemannian foliation; in Sec-
tion 5, we construct the basic Chern-Simons-Dirac functional and give some properties of it; in
Section 6, the gluing theorem for the basic moduli spaces will be proved, which is essential to
construct the basic monopole Floer homologies; in Section 7, the proof of the above theorem will
be given; in Section 8, we construct the monopole Floer homologies for a certain kind of 3 orb-
ifolds, and we give some examples and a method to construct the Riemannian foliation satisfying
the assumption of the above theorem.



Acknowledgement: The author warmly thanks Mikio Furuta for his long time invaluable
help in both mathematics and life. The author is grateful to Kim. A. Frgyshov for his helpful
discussion on Floer homology and Ken. Richardson for the discussion on Riemannian foliation.
The research is partially sponsored by the FMSP of The University of Tokyo and The Fundamental
Research Funds for the Central Universities No. 2021CDJQY-009..

2 Preliminary

In this section, we review some results about the geometry of Riemannian foliations and
foliated bundle. Let M be a closed oriented n dimensional manifold with rank p foliation F', and
let @ = TM/F be the quotient bundle. We denote the codimension of this foliation by ¢ = n —p.
For more details of this section, we give a reference [24].

Definition 2.1 A Riemannian metric go on @ is said to be bundle-like, if it holds that
LXgQ = O,
for any X e T(F). We say (M, F) is a Riemannian foliation, if QQ admits a bundle-like metric.

Given a metric g on TM, @ is identified with the orthogonal complement to F'* by g. In turn,
@ inherits a metric gp1, where gp1 = g|pr. We have the following equivalence,

a metric g of TM corresponds a triple (9, 7r, 90),

where gr = g|F and 7p is the projection TM — F.

A Riemannian metric g on T M is said to be bundle-like, if the induced metric g1 is bundle-like.
By the work of Reinhart [19], it is known that the bundle-like metric can be locally written as
g=2,95@y’ @ + 3, gr1(y)dy® @ dy', where (z,y) is in the foliated chart of M and
wt = da' + al (z,y)dy®. In this paper, we assume that (M, F) is a manifold with Riemannian
foliation without specific mention. Let mg : TM — @ be the canonical projection. We define a
connection V7 on Q, by

T (X, Z]) X e I(F),
Vxs=
{ (V4 Z,) X eD(FL),

for any section s € I'(Q)), where Z, € I'(T'M) is a lift of s, i.e. 7m(Zs) = s and V9 denotes
the Levi-Civita connection of g. We call VT transverse Levi-Civita connection. If (M, F) is
a Riemannian foliation, then by the Koszul-formula [24, Theorem 5.9], it is clear that V7 is
uniquely determined by go. Moreover, one can verify that it is torsion free and metric-compatible,
whose leafwise restriction coincides with the Bott-connection. We set R” as the curvature of this
connection. Similarly, we define the transverse Ricci curvature and scalar curvature by

q q
Ric(Y) = z:RT(Y7 ei)es, Scall = ZgQ(RicT(ei), €i),

i=1 i=1
where {e;} is a local orthonormal frame of Q). We define the basic forms as follows:
Qp(M) ={w e Q"(M)| tx(w) =0, Lx(w) =0, for all X € I'(F)}.

By the work of Alvarez Lopez [2], the following L? orthogonal decomposition holds for the
forms on M, i.e.
QM) = (M) & Q5 (M),

with respect to the C°°-Fréchet topology.



Choosing a local orthonormal basis {e;}1<i<p of F, we define the character form xp of the
foliation by, xr (Y1, - ,Y,) = det(gr(ei, Yj))1<i,j<p, for any section Y1, --- Y, € I'(T'M). By the
metric go(gr+), we have the basic Hodge-star operator,

r q—r
: \Q = Q.
The basic Hodge-star operator is related to the usual Hodge-star operator by the formula xa =
(=1)la=mdim(F) » (o A x). Moreover, we have % : QF (M) — QI~"(M) and the volume density
formula, dvoly = dvolg A xp. For a section a € QF (M), we define its L? norm by

R /Moz/\ *a A XF.

We set dj, as the restriction of d to the basic forms, the complex dy, : Q5 (M) — QT (M) is a
subcomplex of the deRham complex, whose cohomology is called basic cohomology, and denoted
by HJ(M). It is known that H} (M) C H*(M). We denote by by = dim H] (M). Before going
on, we introduce the mean curvature field and mean curvature form.

Definition 2.2 The mean curvature vector field is defined by T = Z?i:HfFﬂQ(Vgi&) € I'(Q),

where {&;} is a local orthonormal basis of F. Let k € T'(Q*) be the dual to T via the metric gg.

The mean curvature form is related to the volume of the foliation, by the following proposition.

Proposition 2.3 (Rummler [21]) For any metric g on TM, it holds that

dxr = —Kk N XF + ¢o,

where ¢o belongs to F2QPT = {w € QPP (M)|ux, -+~ ux,w = 0, for any X1,---, X, € T(F)}.
This implies that w A ¢g = 0 for any w € 1"(/\‘1_1 Q).

By the decomposition, we have that k = k;, + K¢ for a bundle-like metric g, where xy, € Q (M)
and (kg,wp)r2 = 0 for any basic one form wy,. Dominguez [8] shows that any Riemannian foliation
F carries a tense bundle-like metrics, i.e. having basic mean curvature form xk = xp. The form &
is called the basic mean curvature form. It is known that dk, = 0, and the cohomology class [xs]
is independent of any bundle-like metric [2].

Definition 2.4 We say a foliation is taut, if there is a metric on M such that k = 0, i.e. all
leaves are minimal submanifolds.

In this paper, a bundle-like metric is called to be taut, if the induced mean curvature form
vanishes. For a fixed Riemannian foliation F', the taut condition has a topological obstruction.

Proposition 2.5 (Alvarez Lopez [2]) Let F be a Riemannian foliation on a closed manifold.
Then, F is taut if and only if the class [ky] is trivial. Furthermore, when F is transversely oriented
the foliation is taut if and only if HJ (M) # 0.

By [24, Page 99], the Poincare duality holds for the basic cohomologies under the taut condi-
tion, i.e. Hj (M) = H™"(M).

Proposition 2.6 (Tondeur [24, Theorem 7.18]) Let d}, denote the restriction of d on the ba-
sic forms. Then, the L?-formal adjoint of dy is 8, = (—1)4CFDH%(dy, — kpA)%.

We define the basic Laplacian operator by Ay = dpdp + dpdp.
Now, we review the definitions of foliated vector bundle and basic connections.

Definition 2.7 A principal bundle P — M is called foliated, if it is equipped with a lifted foliation
Fp invariant under the structure group action, such that it is transversal to the tangent space to
the fiber and Fp projects isomorphically onto F. We say a vector bundle E — M 1is foliated, if
its principal bundle Pg is foliated.



Definition 2.8 A connection w of the foliated principal bundle P is called adapted, if the hori-
zontal distribution associated to this connection contains the foliation Fp. A covariant connection
on a foliated vector bundle is called adapted, if its associated connection on the principal bundle is.
We say an adapted connection w is called basic, if it is a Lie algebra valued basic form. Similarly,
an adapted covariant connection is called basic, if its principal connection is.

Using an adapted connection, we define the basic sections by
Iy(E) ={s € T(E)| Vxs=0, for all X € T'(F)},

where V is an adapted connection. It is known that the space of basic sections is independent of
the choice of the adapted connection.

Definition 2.9 A transverse Clifford module E is a complex vector bundle over M equipped with
a hermitian metric satisfying the following properties:

1. E is a bundle of Cl(Q)-modules, and the Clifford action Cl(Q) on E is skew-symmetry, i.e.
(s 1,92) + (Y1,8 - 2) =0,

for any s € T(Q) and 1,92 € T(E);

2. E admits a basic metric-compatible connection, and this connection is compatible with the
Clifford action.

We say that (M, F) admits a transverse spin® structure, if @ is spin® and the associated spinor
bundle S is a transverse Clifford module over (M, F').

Definition 2.10 Let E be a transverse Clifford module E over (M, F). Fizing a basic connection

VE, we define the transverse Dirac operator lﬁT by lﬁT =>7 e- vE

.. action on T'(E), where
{ei} is a local orthonormal basis of Q.

Note that ﬂT is not formally self adjoint in general, whose adjoint operator is lﬁT’* = ﬁT —Tp. We
set D, = ]Z)T — %Tb, which is called basic Dirac operator. This basic Dirac operator is a formally
self-adjoint operator and maps the basic sections T',(E) = {s € (M, E)|Vxs = 0, for any X €
['(F)} to itself.

Let E be a foliated vector bundle on M equipped with a basic Hermitian structure and a
compatible basic connection V. We define the basic ||| Lr-norm by

k
g = S / (Y YulPdvolar)
j=0 7 M

for any u € I'y(E). Let LY be the completion of I'y(E) with respect to this norm. One has the
similar Sobolev embedding and Sobolev multiplication properties for basic sections, which are
shown in [12, Theorem 9, 10, 11].

Definition 2.11 Let FE; and E5 be two foliated vector bundles over M with compatible basic
connections. A differential operator L : T'(Ey) — T'(E2), is called basic, if in any foliated chart

(x,y) € U x V with distinguished local trivialization of E1 and Ea, then one locally writes

Hled

L = I ) oe—-y—
|U><V Za (y)aalyln,aaqu

A basic differential operator L defined as the above, is said to be transverse elliptic, if its
transverse symbol is an isomorphism away from the 0-section, i.e. o(p,y) is an isomorphism for
any p € M and non-zero y € Q.

For any transverse elliptic operator, we have the regularity estimate [12, Theorem 12].



3 Analysis of basic forms

Throughout this section, let (M, F) be a closed oriented manifold with a taut Riemannian
foliation. We give some basic tools for analysis on Sobolev space of basic sections. The goal of
this section is to prepare for the analysis on the moduli space of the later sections. Firstly, we
recall the unique continuation property on Hilbert space(see Kroheimer and Mrowka [13, Chpater
7, 14]).

Lemma 3.1 (c.f. [13, Lemma 7.1.3]) Let z : [t1,t2] — H be a solution to the equation
d
L)+ L= = 1),

where L(t) is a first-order transverse elliptic formal self-adjoint operator, H is a Hilbert space and
f(t) is an element of H with ||f(t)|| < C||z(¢¥)|| for some constant C. If z(t) is zero at one-point,
then it vanishes identically.

On the finite cylinder Z = [a,b] X M, we have the following trace theorem.

Theorem 3.2 (c.f. [27, Theorem B10]) Set Z = [a,b]xM and1 < p < 0o and n = codim(F).

In the case p < n+1 we assume 1 < g < %, and in the case p > 14+n we assume 1 < ¢ < 00.

Then, the basic trace theorem holds for all basic functions of Z, i.e. LY (Z) — L1(0Z).

By the same idea of the [11, Appendix B], we have the following theorem.

Theorem 3.3 Forj > %, there is a continuous restriction map between the Sobolev basic sections,

r: LHZ,E) — L3_ (07, Ey),
2
where E is the pull-back foliated bundle of Ey — M.
Consider the equation
Abu = f Z
Gb=9 07,

where v denotes the unit normal vector field along the boundary 07, with the condition

oL

Recall that we have that Ayu = Awu for any basic function u(see [24, Page 86]). Similar to the
property of the Laplacian equation with Neumann boundary condition, the following theorems
hold.

Theorem 3.4 For any basic function u on Z, it holds that

).

lullz,, < ClAvulLz + lulozllez,, , + lullzz,,

Furthermore, if on the boundary u satisfies %|8Z =0, then one has that

lullzs,,

< C(lAvullrz +llullzz,)-

k+1

Proof Since Ayu = Awu for the basic function u, the proof follows by the standard theory, c.f.
[23, Formula 7.37 | for the first formula and [23, Formula 7.34] for the second one. O



Theorem 3.5 Let f € L2(Z) and g € LiH/Q(@Z) be basic functions. If the formula [, f +

faz g = 0 holds, then there is a solution to the equation

Abu:f A
%:g 7.

Proof The idea is similar to the one of [27, Theorem 3.1]. We choose an element v € L3, (Z)

such that % |aZ = g|az’ this can be realized by letting v = ¢(t)g for some smooth function ¢(t)
with support near the boundary and near each the boundary we have ¢(t) =t —a for t € [a,a+¢€)
and ¢(t) =t —b for t € (b —€,b]. Now we have

Ju-sw=[r+] F-o

Thus, by the Theorem 3.4 and the Rellich embedding, there exists a solution u; € L? 12(Z) to
the Neumann problem with f replaced by f — Apv. The solution is given by u = u; + v. O

Theorem 3.6 On Z = [a,b] x M, if the basic one-form a € Qi (Z) satisfies the condition a(v) = 0
on 0Z, then the following holds

/ (Vira,Via) + RicT(a, a) = / (dpa, dpa) + (dpa, Spa). (1)
z z

The proof is similar to the classical formula, which is stated by the following proposition.

Proposition 3.7 (Jung [14]) The formula
Ay = (VIY*VTa + RicT (), (2)
holds, for any basic one-form o on (M, F) and (I x M, F).

Recall that Z = I x M, where I C (—o00,00) is a compact interval, we establish the following
lemmas.

Lemma 3.8 We have that H (Z) is dual to H;ICH*T(Z), where m = codim(F') in M and HIZLC(Z)
denotes the basic deRham cohomology which is vanishing at the ends.

Proof Let e be a 1-form on I with integral 1, which is vanishing at the ends. Define the map
ex t QM) — QTN (2),

by
a— ale.

We set a map m, : Qf (Z) — Q7' (M) as the integration along the I-direction. Similar to
the arguments of [5, Proposition 4.6], the induced cohomology map e, : H; ™' (M) — Hy (Z) is
an isomorphism, whose inverse is the induced cohomology map of m,. Since Hj (M) is dual to
H;"""(M), we proved the lemma. O

Lemma 3.9 Under the above conditions, one has the isomorphism

HY(Z) = HY(M).



Proof It is clear that 7} : H} (M) — H/}(Z) is an injective, where 7z denotes the canonical
projection Z — M. We set the map ¢ : M — Z, as p — (p, 1), where t; is the left endpoint.
Assume that there is an element [w] € H} (Z) such that i*([w]) = 0, i.e. i*w = dpf for some basic
function on M. Setting w’ = w — dp7}, f, we rewrite it as

W' =a+ fdt.
The condition dw’ = 0 implies that
da =0, é—df’ = 0.

Hence, it holds that a|g,yxa = 0, and a(p,t) = fttl df'(s)ds = dfttl f'(s)ds, ie. [W]=[w]=0.
This implies the isomorphism H}(Z) = H} (M). O

We finish this section with the Coulomb gauge fixing property: For any non-trivial homotopy
map u : Z — S, by Theorem 3.5, we can find an element v of this homotopy class satisfying the
equation
{ (5b(v_1dbv) =0 in Z, (3)
dv(v) =0 on 0Z.
Notice that for any basic one form a we have that dya = da. Let I'} be the lattice of H} (M) N

H'(M,Z). T} also corresponds to a lattice of H}(Z) N H'(Z,Z). Choose a basis {a;} of this
lattice, by pairing we have a basis {;} of Hj .(Z), which is dual to {a;}.

4 Basic Seiberg-Witten invariant on codimension 3 folia-
tion

In this section, we define the basic Seiberg-Witten invariant on manifolds with a codimension
3 foliation under a certain condition.

4.1 Basic Seiberg-Witten equations on codimension 3 foliation

In this subsection, we focus on the manifolds with a foliation satisfying the following assump-
tion.

Assumption 4.1 Let (M, F) be an oriented closed manifold with codimension 8 oriented Rie-
mannian foliation F and admits a transverse spin® structure s. Suppose that H} (M)NHY(M,Z) C
HY (M) is a lattice of H}(M).

Let Ap(s) be the space of basic spin® connections. We define the basic Seiberg-Witten equations
for manifolds with a codimension-3 Riemannian foliation by

{wb,A\I] = 0)

L5 — g(¥) =0, W

for (A,T) € Ap(s) x I'y(S). Here, we identify the traceless endomorphism of the spinor bundle
with the imaginary valued cotangent bundle(we use ¢(¥) instead of p~1(¥W¥*)y in the book [13,
Formula 4.4]), A denotes the connection on the determinate bundle of S, see [13, Notation 1.2.1]
and ]Db, 4 denotes the basic Dirac operator twisted with the basic connection A. The basic gauge
group
Gy={u:M —U(1)| Lxu=0, for all X € T'(F)},
acts on Cp(s) = Ap(s) x Tp(S) as (see [13, Formula 4.5]):
u: (A,0) = (A—utdu,ul).

To construct the basic Seiberg-Witten invariant, we need to consider the moduli space, which is
defined as below.



Definition 4.2 The moduli space M 4(M, F, s) of the basic Seiberg- Witten equations on (M, F, g, s)
is the space of the solutions to the above Seiberg- Witten equations modulo the gauge transforma-
tion group Gy. The moduli space M (M, F,s) is the irreducible part of My(M, F,s), i.e. the
spinor field part is not identically zero.

Similar to the manifold case, we consider the following complex

. Ga, . La, .
L3n (B (M, iR)) 23" L3 (0 (V,iR)) @ LT, (Dy(8) =3 LR (M, iR)) & LE(To(S)),
where Ga,w)f = (—dpf, f¥) and L4 w)(a, ®) = (—1%da + q(V,®), D, 4P + a¥). One has that
LOG = O

To read off the virtual dimension of the moduli space, it is convenient to consider the form
operator(see [25, Formula 2.7]),

Qaw) : L3 (% (M, iR)) & L34 () (M, iR)) & L, 4 (Ts(S))
— L3, 1, (Qp(M,iR)) & LT, () (M, iR)) & LT, (Ts(9)),

Liawy Guaw
Qaw) = ( G%A&; (0 "), (5)

where Gz‘ A1) is the formal self-adjoint of G4 ¢).To show the smoothness of the moduli space,

we need to perturb the above equations: Fixing a basic perturbation n € iQ} (M), we denote the
moduli space of the perturbed basic Seiberg-Witten equations by M, ., (M, F,s), i.e. the space of
the solutions to equations

{ wb,A\I] =0,

1%Fqe — q(0) = .
modulo the gauge action.
Definition 4.3 We say that [A, V] € M, (M, F,s) is non-degenerate if
ker(L(A,\I,))/ImG(AJ,) =0.

Proposition 4.4 If H (M) N H'(M,Z) is a lattice of H} (M), then for a generic perturbation
the irreducible moduli space of basic Seiberg- Witten equations is a compact manifold with formal
dimenstion zero.

Proof To show that moduli space is a compact and smooth manifold, we can repeat the similar
arguments of [25, Lemma 2.2.3, Lemma 2.2.6, Theorem 2.2.8]. To prove that the formal dimension
of the moduli space is zero, we calculate the index the operator (5). Recall that the operator (5)
is a compact perturbation of the transverse elliptic operator

%%db —dp 0
— 0 0
0 0 Dya

However it is not formal self-adjoint in general. It is clear that the operator

%(%db — %K) —dp 0

—dp 0 0
0 0 Dya

is a formal self-adjoint operator and the difference

%16[17 —dp 0 %(Idb - %/ﬁ) —dp 0

5 0 0 — —0 0 0

0 0 mb#“ 0 0 wb,A

is a compact operator, hence they have the same index zero. To equip an orientation of the moduli
space, we just need to equip an orientation of the determinant line bundle of (5). O



The above proposition implies that the determine line bundle of the operator (5) is trivial over
the moduli space ./\/l;m(M, F,s). Hence, there is a natural orientation for the moduli space. The
basic Seiberg-Witten invariant SW, ,, (M, F,s) on (M, F) is defined by the signed counting of the
moduli space M , (M, F)s).

4.2 Basic Seiberg-Witten invariant on codimension 3 foliation

In this subsection, we show how the basic Seiberg-Witten invariant depends on the bundle-like
metrics and basic perturbations. We review the notion of the reducible solution. Let (A, ¥) be
a solution to the basic Seiberg-Witten equations (4). When ¥ = 0, the basic Seiberg-Witten
equations reduce to a single equation, %%FAt =n. If n = 0, then the reducible class is identified
with the moduli space of the flat basic U(1)-connection of det(s). We denote the first Chern class
of det(s) by ci(s).

Lemma 4.5 The equation 1%Fa: = n has a solution if and only if dy¥n = 0 and mi[c1(s)] = [%n)]
in iHZ(M). In particular, if H} (M) N HY(M,Z) is a lattice of H} (M), then the set of reducible
solutions modulo gauge action is isomorphic to HY (M)/(H} (M) N HY(M,Z)).

Proof Obviously, [%FAt] = [*n] is a necessary condition to solving the equation. Conversely,
suppose that mi[c1 (s)] = [*n]. We fix a basic connection A such that [%FAB] = [¥n]. It suffices to
get a basic one-form a such that da = *n — %FAB' Since *n — %FAB is an exact basic form, such
one-form a always exists. By choosing one solution ag of the above equation, one represents all
the others as

ag + closed one form.

Any two solutions a; and as are equivalent, if and only if a; = as + v~ 'du for some u € G,. O

Theorem 4.6 Let (M, F) satisfy the Assumption 4.1. When b; > 1, then the basic Seiberg-
Witten invariant is well-defined, i.e. it is independent of the generic choice of the basic perturba-
tions and bundle-like metrics.

Proof To show that the basic Seiberg-Witten invariant is independent of the basic perturbations
and bundle-like metrics, we apply the similar proof in codimension 4 case [17, Chapter 5]. Here
we give a sketch of the proof. We denote by N' = {a € iQ}| dy*a = 0}, which is identified with
the space of closed basic two-forms. Set

We = Ws(g) = {n € N| [¥n] = mici(s)}.

Notice that W; is a codimension bl% affine subspace of /. When bg > 1, W; is of codimension two
or more. One can choose a generic path 7 connecting these two perturbations n; and 72, such
that for each s € [1,2], n, € N'\ Ws. This completes the proof. O

At the end of this subsection, we show the dependence on the basic perturbations and bundle-
like metrics for the basic Seiberg-Witten invariant, when b7 = 1. Choose an orientation of the
one dimensional space iH7(M). There exists an unique unit g-harmonic basic two form w, i.e.
lwllzz = 1. The wall W is identified with the solutions to the linear equation

(%0 — mic1(s),w) = 0.

We set N& as N = {n € N| =+ (¥n — mici(s),w) > 0}. Consider a family of (g¢, m)ee[—1,1]
crossing the wall transversely once at ¢ = 0, such that g; is locally constant near —1, 0 and 1.
The one-parameter family moduli space

M= | Mgon(s)
]

te[—1,1
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has reducible solutions at ¢t = 0. Under the Assumption 4.1, the reducible space M°? = {(4, 0)’ %FA =

¥n° + dya} /Gy is identified with the torus Tbll>, where b} > 1. We decompose the connection A as
A = Ag + a+ a, where Ay is a connection such that %FAB = #n° and a is a harmonic one-form.

Lemma 4.7 Suppose that M is parameterized by a € H}(M)/H}(M) N HY(M,Z) with the
decomposition A = Ag+a+a. If ker(]ﬁb,A) =0, then there is no irreducible solution connection

A in M[—l,l]-

Proof The idea is similar to [25, Lemma2.3.7]. Let (A, ¥;) be a family of solution to the perturbed
basic Seiberg-Witten equations with (A¢, Uy)li—o = (4,0). Near (A,0) we write (A, Uy) =
(A + as, Uy). We let (ar, U¢) satisfy

(Sb(lt =0
*dyay = q(¥(1))
Dy a(Vy) +ar ¥y =0

near ¢ = 0. Locally, we write Uy = >, ¢'¥; and a; = ), t'a;. Differentiating the third
equation with respect to t, gives the result. - O

Definition 4.8 A reducible solution is called regular, if ker EbﬁA =0.

Therefore, by the above lemma we can perturb the equation such that regular part Mgeg of the
reducible solutions is isolated from the irreducible solution in M|_y .

In particular, when the foliation is taut(H} (M) = HZ(M)), we can find a generic perturbation
such that there are only finitely many points in M meeting the irreducible solutions in M1
and the kernel of the associated twisted Dirac operator $b7w+a9 is of dimension 1. Following the
same arguments as in [25, Proposition 2.3.8], yields the following proposition.

Proposition 4.9 Let (M, F) satisfy the Assumption 4.1, and F is taut. Suppose that (g—1,17-1)
and (g1,m1) belong to the different parts which are separated by ofmW s, choosing an orientation
of HL(M). Then, we have the formula

SWlenl(Mv F75) - Snglvnfl(Ma F55> = SF(mA(Q))v

where A(6) defines a connection joining A_1, A1 and the SF(I?A(G)) denotes the spectral flow of
the corresponding basic Dirac operator.

Proof We choose a family of metrics and perturbations (g¢,n:),t € [—1, 1] such that it crosses the
set R = {(90,m)|n = n° + *goda, [n°] = mwilei(s)], n is harmonic } at ¢ = 0 with finite singular

points in M. Similar to [25, Proposition 2.3.8], the difference SWy, ,, (M, F,5)—SW, , (M, F,s)
is equal to the spectral flow of the twisted basic Dirac operator along MY, which proves the
proposition. O

Summarizing the above arguments, yields the following results.

Theorem 4.10 Suppose that (M, F) satisfies the Assumption 4.1. Then for each transverse
spin structure s and for a generic perturbation n and a bundle-like metric g, we define the basic
Seiberg- Witten invariant SWy, 4(M, F,s) by the signed counting of the moduli space M;,W(M, Fs).
Moreover, we have the properties:

e If b2 > 1, then for a generic bundle-like metric and perturbation the basic Seiberg-Witten
moduli space is a smooth compact manifold, and SW, (M, F,s) is generically independent
of the choice of bundle-like metrics and perturbations.

o Ifb? =1, then SW, 4(M, F,s) depends only on the component of HZ(M) \ mcy(s).
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5 Chern-Simons-Dirac functional and moduli space for fo-
liation

The purpose of this section is to give the preparation to show the compactness for the moduli
space.

5.1 Chern-Simons-Dirac functional for foliation

Throughout this subsection, the following assumption holds for (M, F).

Assumption 5.1 Let (M, F) be an oriented closed manifold with codimension 8 oriented Rie-
mannian foliation F' and admits a transverse spin® structure s. Suppose that Hg(M)ﬂHl(M, Z) C
HY (M) is a lattice of H} (M) and F is taut.

Fixing a bundle-like metric and a transverse spin® structure s, we define the basic Chern-Simons-
Dirac functional over M by

1 1
L(A,T) = _g/]M(At — AL A (Fae + Fag) AXF + §/M(\IJ,JDA\I/)dvol%

for any (A, ) € Ap(s) x Tp(9).
The formal gradient of the Chern-Simons-Dirac functional is given by the following lemma.

Lemma 5.2 It holds that

gradi(A, W) = (GK(Fys + S(A" = 4§) A ) — (9), Dy 40).

1
2
Note that the gradient is not gauge-invariant in general.

Proof Choosing a variation (A 4 ta, ¥ 4+ t®) € Au(s) x T'y(5), one deduces that

Or(L(A + ta, U + )|, _,
1
= —g/M(Za/\(FAt+FA5)+(At_At0)/\2da)/\XF

1
+§/ (((I),wA\I/>+(wA\I/,fb)—i—(\Il,a-\If))dvolQ/\xp
M
1 1
— /a/\(—EFAt—Z(At—Af))/\Fab—i—iq(\If))/\XF—i—/ Re(lﬁA\If,<I>>dvolQ/\XF
M M

1 1
= / (a, Ei(FAz + §(At — ALY A k) — q(¥))dvol s +/ Re(ID 2V, ®)dvol s,
M M

where we used Rummler formula (2.3) to deduce the second identity. O

We say (A4, V) is a critical point of L, if its gradient vanishes at (A, ¥). For any gauge action
u € Gp(M, S*), we have

L(u(A,¥)) —L(A, V) = % /M utdu A (Fae) AXF.

In general, the above term does depend on the choice of the representation of the cohomology class
[u] = [3Zu~'du]. When F is taut, the critical points of the basic Chern-Simons-Dirac-functional
coincide with the solutions of the basic Seiberg-Witten equations (4). We consider the gradient
flow to the Chern-Simons-Dirac functional

d

57 (A1), B (2)) = —gradL(A(t), ¥(t))
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for a path (A(t), U(t)) of configuration space Cp(M, F,s5) = Ap(M) xTp(S). Let M([a], [5]) denote
the moduli space of trajectories connecting the critical points up to gauge, i.e. the solutions to
the basic Seiberg-Witten equations

%th = q(\ll)a
Piv =0,

on R x M modulo the gauge action, such that [A(t), ¥(¢)] — [a] as t — —oo and [A(¢), ¥(¢)] —
[8] as t — oo, where [a], [8] denote the gauge equivalence classes of the critical points. The
components of this space have different dimensions corresponding to the different lifts of [«], [5].
This is a manifestation of the fact that the quotient space By(M, F,s) = Cy(M, F, s)/G, may have
non-trivial fundamental group. We have a decomposition

Mo, )= | Ma(lal18])

zemi([a],[8])

as the union over the moduli spaces in a given relative homotopy class, where 7 ([a], [8]) denotes
all the homotopy classes of paths joining [a] and [8]. Given two critical points «, 8 € C(M, F,s),
we define the quantity

gr(a,B) € Z

by the spectral flow of the Hessian operator (5) of a path connecting them. This is well defined
because the spectral flow is invariant under homotopy and the configuration space C(M, F,s) is
simply connected. Moreover, such a number computes the formal dimension of the moduli space
of trajectories connecting « and 8 by the path z, i.e. dim M. ([a], [5]).

5.2 Compactification of the moduli space

In this subsection, we give a compactification of the moduli space on the cylinder. The original
idea is using the energy functional, which was introduced by Kroheimer and Mrowka [13, Chapter
5]. Here we gave a foliated version of their work. Recall that Z = I x M, I C (—o0,00), and
a, [ are the critical points of the L. Denoting by M([a], [5]) the moduli spaces of trajectories in
By (M, F,s) and M([a], [3]) the unparameterized moduli space. We show that by adding broken
trajectories it can be compactified, which is denoted by M* ([, [A]).

Lemma 5.3 Let (Z =1x M, F) be a compact taut Riemannian foliation with a taut bundle-like
product metric g. For a basic one-form o on Z, satisfying the boundary condition (o, v) = 0, where
v denotes the outward unit vector field. If there exists a constant Cy such that fZ BiNaAxF €
[=Co, Co] for each {Bi}, where {B:} is a basis of Hy .(Z). Then, there are constants Cy and Cs
such that

loltses) < Cr [ (S0l +ldsal) + Co.
Proof Recall that by Theorem 3.6, we have
/ IVTa| + Ric” (a,a) = / |6par)? + |dper|?. (6)
z z

Because of the product metric on this finite cylinder, Ric” has a uniform bound. Moreover, by
the L2-bound of a, the estimate follows from the proof of [13, Lemma 5.1.2]. O

Recall that (M, F) is a closed oriented taut Riemannian foliation with codimension 3, and it

admits a transverse spin® structure. For the spinor bundle Sz = ST @ S~ on Z = I x M, we take
Sz =S @ S. For the Clifford multiplication pz : TZ — Hom(Sz,Sz), we take

(83 )omo=( 8 7).
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for v € Q. A time-dependent spin® connection B on S gives a spin® connection A on Sz, whose ¢
component is an ordinary differentiation, i.e.

d
Va=—+ V5.
A dt+ B

We call the connection A in temporal gauge. With a basic connection A as above, we have the
basic Dirac operator

_ d
JM,A :T(ST) = Tu(S7), ]D;,A =7 + Dp.
For a general basic connection A, we write

A = B+ (cdt),

where ¢ is a basic function. The corresponding basic Seiberg-Witten equations for (A, ¥) are
written as

%B —de = —(3%Fp — q(0)), -
E\Ij + C\II = *mB\Ij
We define the analytic energy by
£9(A, W) = 2(L(t)) — L(ta)) + / 5(6) + grad(L)(A, T)2, (8)
Z

where 7 = (A, ¥). By the transverse Weitzenbock formula [10] and similar arguments of [13,
Section 4.5], one has that

ScalT 1 1
EAT) = /<|vA\P|2+i|\P2|+—|xIJ|4>+—/|FAt|2.
p 4 4 1/,

The topological energy £°P is defined by the twice of drop of the basic Chern-Simons-Dirac
functional on the cylinder, i.e.

EYP(A, ) = 2(L(t;) — L(t2)).
For convenience, we denote the Seiberg-Witten map by §.

Theorem 5.4 Let vy, € C(Z) be a sequence of solutions to the basic Seiberg- Witten equations on
manifold with the codimension 4 foliation, F(y) =0, on Z = [t1,t2] x M. Suppose that

L(’Yn(tl)) - L(’Yn(b)) S C.

Then, there is a sequence of gauge transformations u, € G(Z), such that, after passing to a subse-
quence, the sequence of transformed solutions {u,y,} converges in the C™ topology on [t} ,th] x M
for a smaller interval [t},t}] in the interior of [t1,ts].

Proof The formula (8) implies that there is a uniform bound for the analytic energy. We take a
gauge-fixing action by Theorem 3.4. The arguments of [13, Theorem 5.1.1] shows that there are
uniform bounds for the following terms

[®nllLs < C, [[Fa,ll2 < C.

For each a, = A, — Ay, there is a gauge action u,,, to make al = u,(a,) satisfy the Coulomb-
Neumann condition(see [13, Pagel02]). Hence, for each a, we have a gauge action v, satisfying
the equations (3) such that there is a uniform constant C'(independent of n) to make the following
estimate holds:

zZ
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where {Bi}1<;<p is dual basic to the lattice H}(Z) N HY(Z;7Z). This implies that there is a
uniform L?-bound on (A, — Ao, ¥,,) up to gauge. Let (A, ¥) be the weak limit of (4,,¥,). One
has that

supE(A,, U,) > EYA,W).

The drop of the Chern-Simons-Dirac functional is bounded above, which implies that up to
subsequence the following holds

E9(An, U,) — EY(A, ).

Therefore, the sequence (4, — Ag, ¥,,) converges in L? up to a subsequence. The remainder
argument is parallel to [13, Page 107-108]. O

We also need to define the perturbation, which is similar to [13, Section 10, 11].Let V;(Z) be
the L2-completion of QT (Z) & T'(Z,S57).

Definition 5.5 (c.f. [13, Definition 10.5.1]) A perturbation q is called k-tame, if it is a for-
mal gradient of a continuous G,(M)-invariant function on C(M) and satisfies the following prop-
erties:

1. the corresponding codimension 4 perturbation q defines a smooth section q : Cx(Z) —
Vi(Z) (see [13, Formula 10.2]), where Z =1 x M;

2. for eachi € [1,k], the codimension 4 perturbation q defines a continuous section q : C;(Z) —

Vj (Z);

3. the derivative
DC] : Ck(Z) — HOTI’L(TCk(Z), Vk(Z))

extends to a map
Dg: Ce(Z) = Hom(TC;(Z),V;(Z)),

for j € [=Fk,kl;

4. we have the estimate

la(A, ®)[L2 < C([[¥] L2 + 1),
for some constant C' and each (A, V) € Cp,(M);

5. for any reference connection Ay, we have
4(A W)lzz , < A(IA- A0, W]z, ),
where f1 is a real function and (A, V) € Cr(Z);
6. q defines a Ct-section C1(M) — To.
We say q is tame, if it is k-tame for all k > 2.

Using the Theorem 5.4 and the same idea of [13, Proposition 16.2.1], one establishes the
following proposition.

Proposition 5.6 (c.f. [13, Proposition-16.2.1]) For any C > 0, there are only finitely many
[a], [B] and pathes z with E°P(z) < C, such that the space MF ([a], [8]) is non-empty. Further-
more, each M7 ([a],[B]) is compact.

6 Compactness of moduli space

The purpose of this section is for the preparation to construct the monopole Floer homologies
in the next section.
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6.1 Gluing trajectories

In this subsection we show the gluing theorem in gauge version. We set the blow-up configu-
ration space of (M, F') as the space of triples, see [13, Chapter 9]

Cl(M,F,s) ={(A,s,0)|(A ) € Cu(M), s € RZ?, @2 =1}

We define the quotient space B (M, F,s) = Cy(M, F,s, F,s)/ngr%, which is a Hilbert manifold
with boundary. The basic Seiberg-Witten equations naturally extend to the equations

Dy a0=0
1%Fqe = s%q(9).

We define
Cr(Z,F,s) C Ax(Z,5) x LA(I,R) x L3(ST)

to be the subset consisting of triples (4, s, ¢) with |[¢(t)||z2(ar) = 1 for each t € I. We have an
involution map i : (f,:(Z, F,s) — (f,:(Z, F,s) defined by (A4, s, ¢) — (A, —s, ¢). Similarly, we define
the 7-module for the configuration space for (Z, F'), where Z = I x M

Cr(Z,F,s) C Ar(Z,s) x Li(I,R) x Lj(ST)
to be the subset consisting of triples (4, s, ¢) with
s(t) 20, o)z =1,
for each ¢t € I. There is a well-defined map
7:Cy(M,F,s) = Cr(M, F,s), (4,s,¢) — (4, s¢).

By this map, any vector field on C(M, F, s) lifts to a vector field on C7 (M, F,s). In order to get
the transversality condition, we need to add a perturbation p as defined in (5.5) on grad(L). The
sum grad(L) + p is a gauge invariant and gives rise to a vector field v],

vg B jo(M, F,5) = Ty_1/2(M),

where Tj,_1/2(M) denotes the L7 /p-completion of the tangent bundle of By _, (M, F,s). grad® (L)
is defined as follows

grad” (L)(A,r,v) = (%;Fm 1 2q(8), A(A, 1, ), a0 — A(A, 7, )0),

where A(A,7,v) = (1, ID 4¢) 2. A trajectory y(t) = (A(t), r(t),%(t)) is a solution to the equations

3 HA = —(3%Fa —r2q(y)),
dir = —A(A,r,Y)r, 10)
Lop = — (D a1h — A(A, 7, 9))).

We call the perturbation g admissible, if all critical points of vg are nondegenerate and moduli
spaces of the flow lines connecting them are regular(see [13, Defition 22.1.1]). We categorize the
set C of critical points in B (M, F,s) into the disjoint union of three subsets:

e (°, the set of irreducible points;

e (C*, the set of reducible boundary stable(where the spinor part locates on the positive
eigenspace part) critical points;

e C", the set of reducible boundary unstable(where the spinor part locates on the negative
eigenspace part) critical points.
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We set
M([a], [b]) = M:([a], [b])
z€my([a],[b])

as the union over the moduli spaces in a given relative homotopy class, where 7 ([a], [6]) denotes
the homotopy class of path connecting the two critical points in the quotient space. We recall
two notions which are given in [13, Page 261].

Definition 6.1 We say that a moduli space M([a],[b]) is boundary-obstructed, if [a], [b] are
reducible, [a] € C* and [b] € C".

Definition 6.2 When the moduli space M,([a], [b]) is not boundary-obstructed, we say that =y is
regular, if the linearized Seiberg- Witten map Q- along v is surjective for [y] € M;([a],[b]). In
the boundary-obstructed case, we say v is regular, if the linearized Seiberg- Witten map restriction
along the boundary QF is surjective for [y] € M.([a],[b]). We say that M.([a], [b]) is regular if its
elements are all regular.

We topologize the space of unparameterized broken trajectories as follows[13, Page 276]. Choose
an element [¥] = ([%1],--+, [¥n]) € M ([a], [b]), where [¥;] € M-, ([ai-1],[a;]) is represented by a
trajectory

[vi] € M, ([ai-1], [ai]).
Let U; € B]1,.(Z, F,5) = C] 1,.(Z, F,5)/Gk+1,10c be an open neighborhood of [;] and T € R* be
a positive number. We define Q = Q(Uy, - -+ ,U,, T) to be the subset of M, ([a][b]) consisting of

19

unparameterized broken trajectories & = ([01], -+ , [0m]) satisfying the following condition: there

exists a map
(t,8) :{1,---,n} = {L,--- ,m} xR

such that
o [Toi)0u(y] € Ui,
e if 1 <y < iy <n, then either t(i1) < t(i2) or ¢(i1) = t(i2) and s(i1) + T < s(iz).

To prove the compactness theorem for the blow-up model, we need to get a bound of A of
the moduli space. For any C' > 0 and any [a], [b] with energy £¢ < C for which M7 ([a], [b]) is
non-empty, the space of broken trajectories [y] € M*([a], [b]) with energy &, < C'is compact. For
a trajectory 47 € M ([a], [b]), we define K(77) to be the total variation of Ay by(see [13, Section

16.3
]) T qu(’yT)
K(y ):/R|7dt \dt.

ko - [ (242

Proposition 5.6 gives a bound on the number of components for which the blow-down is non-
constant. To get the energy bound, we need the proposition below.

Set

Proposition 6.3 (c.f. [13, Proposition 16.1.4]) The space M ([a],[b]) of broken trajectories
with topology energy E4(¥) < C is compact.

Set two spaces Z1 and Z> as ZT = [T, T]x M and Z*° = (R= x M) [[(RZ x M) respectively.
Let a be a critical point on Cx(M, F,s), we write vy, as a translation-invariant solution on Z7 or
Z* in temporal gauge. We assume that a = (Ag, ®g) is non-degenerate by choosing a generic
perturbation. We define the quotient space

By (27, [a]) = Cx(Z2%, [a])/Gr41(Z27),
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where Cr(Z°°,[a]) = {7y € Ck,loc(Z"o,F,s)h — Y4 € L%,Ao} and Giy1 = {u € Fb(Z"O,Sl)‘u IS
L} 1g0e 1 —u€ Ly} Let
Ks.a(M)

be the L2-completion of the complement K, to the gauge orbit, where K, is the orthogonal
complement to the gauge-orbit. Similarly, we denote K% by the blow-up model of /. Similar to
[13, Proposition 9.3.4], the proposition below holds.

Proposition 6.4 Let Jy ., be the image of d : Li+17b(M, iR) = Ty, via & — (—d§,£Pg), where
Tk~ denotes the tangent space at v. As y varies over Ci(M), we define Ky 4 to be the subspace
of Tk, which is orthogonal to Jy .~ with respect to the L*-inner product. Then, we have the
decomposition

Ty = Tkpy ® Ky

Proof We denote by v = (Ag, ®g). By doing integral by part, we define Ky, = {(a, qb)‘ — dpa +
iRe(i®o, ¢y = 0}. It is clear that Ky, is orthogonal to Ji . We need to show that

Ty = Tkpy ® Ky

It is sufficient to show that for any (a, ¢), there is a unique solution to the equation

dv((a; ¢) +dy(§)) =0,

which is equivalent to
Apé+ o€ = ¢,

where ¢ = G (a, ¢). Since ® is non-zero, this equation has a unique solution by Theorem 3.5. [

Following the arguments of [13, Proposition 9.3.5, 9.4.1], we can show the similar decomposi-
tions for o-model and 7-model.
By doing the integral part with the taut condition, one has that the slice

Skﬁa(ZT) C Ckyb(ZT)
can be represented by
Ska(Z7) = {(Ao + a,®)| — dya + iRe(i®o, ) =0, (a, )|, = 0.},

where 74 = (Ao, ®o). Similarly, we define the slices S7 , and S ,(see [13, Page 144, Page 147]).
We can run the arguments in [13, Section 18.4] in the foliation case. Here we give a sketch. The
boundary of Z7 is M II M, we have the restriction map

r:Cry(Z7) — é,;%’b(M I1 M) x Liféyb(M I1 M, iR),

where the second component is defined by the normal component of the basic connection A at
the boundary and M is a copy of M with the reversing orientation by reversing the orientation
of Q. For the non-degeneracy of the Hessian operator (5) at a, we have the decomposition
ICZ_% ‘a =K* @ K~. Let H;; and H;, be two subspaces defined by

Hy, ={0}aKk & Lifé(M, iR), H, ={0} & K" & Lifé(M, iR).
We define H = H); ® H; and define II); = II}; & I, by the projection to the space K~ & KT,
ie.

s Tyoo | (M I1M) @Lifé(MHM,iR) K oK.

For v in a small neighborhood of v, € CJ ,(Z, F;s) on Z = ZT or Z>, we consider the equations

3(1(7) = 0)
v € 55.4(2),
(I o7)(7) = h,

18



where h € H. We write the equations as

(Q'Ya + O‘)’y =0,
(TIpror)y = h,

where @), is defined by D,_ 3§, and o denotes the remainder terms. We write @, = % + Ly, let
Hzt be the spectral subspaces of L;, in L% (M). By Proposition 6.6, the linear map
2

(@, T o7) (11)

is an isomorphism, where II} is the spectral projection with kernel H Zr Let K denote the kernel
of @,, the domain can be decomposed as C'® K. We rewrite the above operator as

(@il (1), )

The isomorphism of two components on diagonal implies that the matrix is an invertible operator.
Thus, we verified the abstract hypothesis [13, Hypothesis 18.3.1]. By the definition of the tame
perturbation, the abstract hypothesis [13, Hypothesis 18.3.3] follows. Setting K = K+t @K™, there
is an ;1 > 0 and two maps from the By, (K) to the slices parameterizing the subsets of the set of
solutions, i.e.

w(T, ") : By, (K) = ST, (ZT)n§;1(0), u(oo,-) : By, (K) = i, (Z2°)NF, 1 0),

for some positive number 7, > 0. By the parallel arguments of the proof of [13, Theorem 18.2.1],
one has the proposition below.

Proposition 6.5 There is an ng, such that all n < 1o, there is a number 7', independent of T,
such that:

1. the map -
pi{y € SiL (Z0)| Iy = allzz <m} = BL(Z")

is a diffeomorphism onto its image, where IS;,Z(ZT) denotes the quotient of C~;(ZT) by the
gauge action;

2. the image of the above map contains all gauge-equivalent classes [y] € B~,:(ZT) represented
by the elements 7y satisfying

v = Yallzze <7
By the similar arguments, we have the following propositions for the foliated case.

Proposition 6.6 (c.f. [13, Proposition 17.2.7]) Let Z = (—00,0]x M and Dy : C*°(Z, E) —
L?(Z,E) be a transverse elliptic operator of the form

d
Dy=—+1L
O dt 0

where Lo : C°(M, Ey) — C®(M, Ey) is a transverse self-adjoint elliptic operator on M. Suppose
that the spectrum of Lo does not contain zero. Then, the operator

Do ® (Woer) : L}(Z,E) = L3_1(Z, Bo) ® (Hy N L5_y (M, Ey))

1
2
s an isomorphism for all j > 1, where Iy denotes the projection to the negative eigen-vector part

of Lo. Moreover, it holds that Hy N L?ié(M, Ey) = Im(r}ker(Do)).

19



The proof only needs the parametrix patching and regularity. Let Z = I x M be a closed
finite cylinder, suppose that I = I; U Iy with I; N Io = {0}. We denote by Z = Z; U Z5, where
Zy =11 x M and Zs = I, x M. Let D : C*°(Z,E) — L?(Z, E) be a transverse elliptic operator
of the form

d
D=—+1L h(t
dt+ o+ ()a

where Ly is a self-adjoint operator on M, h : L3(Z,E) — L3(Z, E) is a bounded operator. We
set D1, D as the restriction of these operators to the two subcylinders respectively, and set

({0} x M, Ep)

1 2
Hj_% C Lj

-3
as the image of the ker(D;) under the restriction map
ri: L3(Zi, E) — L?_%({O} x M, Ey).

Denoting by Dy = —% + Lo. We have the following lemma.

Proposition 6.7 (c.f. [13, Proposition 17.2.8] ) Suppose that D : L3(Z) — L3_,(Z) is sur-
jective for 2 < j. Then, we get the decomposition

L2 ({0} x M, Eg) = H;_

1 1
2 J—3

2
+ Hj7% .
Conversely, if the above formula holds and Dy, Ds are surjective, then D is surjective.

Let Z be a finite cylinder. We set M(Z) = {[7] € By (Z)| §7(v) = 0}. We have the following
theorem.

Theorem 6.8 (c.f. [13, Theorem 17.3.1]) The subspace M(Z) C B(Z) is a closed Hilbert
submanifold. The subset M(Z) is a Hilbert submanifold with boundary, i.e. it is identified with
the quotient of M(Z) by the involution i.

Let [y] € M(Z) and let @ and a be the restrictions of v to the two boundary components. We
have the restriction maps

Ryt M(Z) = By_y 5(M), R_: M(Z) — Bf_, ;5(M).

Theorem 6.9 (c.f. [13, Theorem 17.3.2]) Let v, a and @ be as above, and let I : K (M) @
K3(M) — K (M)®K; (M) be the projection with kernel K ((MIIM). Then, the two composition
maps IIo(DR_, Ry) and (1 —1I)o(DR_, Ry) are Fredholm and compact respectively, where DR_
and DR, denote the derivatives of R— and Ry respectively.

We can prove the foliated version of [13, Lemma 16.5.3, Proposition 16.5.2, Proposition 16.5.5].
By Lemma 3.1, Proposition 6.7, Theorem 6.8 and Theorem 6.9, there is no difficulty to apply
similar arguments of [13, Section 19.1, Section 19.2, Section 19.3 and Section 19.4], one establishes
the following theorems.

Theorem 6.10 (c.f. [13, Theorem 19.5.4]) Suppose that the moduli space M,([a],[b]) is d-
dimensional and contains irreducible trajectories, such that the moduli space M+ ([a], [b]) is a (d—
1)-dimensional space stratified by manifolds(see [13, Definition 16.5.1]). Let M’ c M ([a],[b])
be any component of the codimension-1 stratum. Then along M', the moduli space is either a
C®-manifold with boundary, or has a codimension-1 §-structure in the sense of [13, Definition
19.5.3]. The latter occurs only when M’ consists of 3-component broken trajectories, with the
middle component boundary-obstructed .
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6.2 Finite result on moduli space

In this subsection, we will give some properties for the compactified moduli space, which are
necessary to construct the basic monopole Floer homologies without using the Novikov ring.

Recall that a reducible critical point a corresponds to a pair (a, A), where a = (B,0) = 7(a)
is a critical point in Ci(M, F,s), and X is an element of the spectrum of lDB,q- For such a, we
define ¢(a)(see [13, Fromula 16.2]) by

v(a) = |Spec($B’q) N[0, ), A >0,
1/2 — |Spec(Pp.q) N [0,A]], A<0.

We denote by M"*?([a], [b]) C M ([a], [b]) the subspace consisting of all the reducible trajectories.
For the moduli space of reducible trajectories, we have simple structure, i.e. it is always a manifold
without boundary. For its dimension, we have the formula(see [13, Formula 16.9])

dim (M1 *([a], [6])) = gr.([a], [b]) = g-([a], [6]) — ofa] + o[6],

where o[a] = 0 when [a] € C® and o[a] = 1 when [a] € C*. For an irreducible critical point a, we
set ¢(a) = 0. If [a] and [a’] are two critical points whose images under 7 equal to the same critical
point [a] € B (M), then we have the following identity

g7z ([a], [']) = 2(e(a) — ¢(a”))
for a trivial homotopy class zp(see [13, Formula 16.3]).

Lemma 6.11 Suppose that all moduli spaces are regular and there is positive number Cy > 0
such that

E4 (zu) + Cogr,([a], [a]) = 0, (12)

where z,, is the closed loop joins a to ua for any u € QQ(M). Then, there exists a constant C such
that for every [a], [b] an each broken trajectory [¥] € M™([a],[b]), we have the energy bound

£ (v) < €+ C(u([a]) = «([0]))-

Proof The idea is similar to [13, Lemma 16.4.4]. Let [¥] = ([¥1],-- -, [71]) be a broken trajectory
in M ([a],[b]) with [%;] € M., ([a;i_1],[a;]). The space M., ([a;_1],[a;]) is non-empty, and it is
manifold of dimension 1, possibly with boundary. We have that dim(M.,([a;_1],[a;])) is either
g7z ([ai—1], [a:])—1 or g7z, ([ai—1], [as]). In either case, gr,, ([a;—1], [a;]) > 0. By adding the grading,
it holds that

gr=(lao], [a]) = 0.
The energy £¢ () is equal to EL°P(2), defined by the twice of the change in L along any path ¢ in
C%(M, F,s) whose image ¢ in B? (M, F, s) belongs to the class z € w1 (B (M, F, s), [a], [b]). By the
condition, we have that the quantity £5°7(w) + Cogr.([a], [a]) depends only on [a] and [b] not on
the homotopy class. This implies that the term

477 (w) + Colgrw(lal, [a]) — 2(a) + 2¢(b)) (13)
depends only on the critical points [a] = [ra] and [5] = [7b]. Since there are only finitely many
critical points in B(M, F,s), there is a constant C' such that this quantity is at most C, which
proves the lemma. 0

Remark: In particular when b} = 0, the above lemma automatically holds.
In the 3-manifold case, i.e. F' =0, Kroheimer and Mrowka consider the quantity

Eq(z) + 4m*gr.([al, [6]),
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where 2 is a homotopy class connecting [a], [b]. When b! > 0, the difference of the above quantity
for two different homotopy classes is the class of a closed loop whose lift to the configuration space
joins a to ua, for some gauge action u. By the Atiyah-Singer theory on closed oriented manifolds,
the difference is zero. For the basic Dirac operator IP 4, Briining, F. W. Kamber, K. Richardson
gave an expression for its index [6]. They showed that

Ind() = / Aaldal + Y BOI,).

Mo/ F

J

BOL) = 3 3 s (D] ) + 1D ) [ (el

-
where the integrands Agp, A7 () are similar to the Atiyah-Singer integrands and notations are
explained in their paper. Here we pose a question.

Question: For b} > 1, under what topological condition, there is a constant Cp, such that for
any non-degenerate critical point s, we have

Cogr(a,ua) - /M [Fa A fu] A xp =0,

where A is the connection component of a and u € Gy, (M).
By Lemma 6.11, we have the following proposition, which is analog to [13, Proposition 16.4.1].

Proposition 6.12 Suppose all the moduli spaces M. ([a], [b]) are regular and (12) holds. Then,
there are finitely many homotopy classes z for which space M*([al, [b]) is non-empty.

Proposition 6.13 Suppose (12) holds and the moduli space M,([a], [b]) is reqular. If c1(s) =0 €
HZ(M), then for a given [a] and d > 0, there are finitely many pairs ([b,]z) such that the moduli
space M ([a], [b]) is non-empty and of dimension d. If ci(s) # 0 € HZ(M), then for a generic
perturbation there are only finitely many triples ([a), [6], 2) for which the moduli space M ([a],[b])
18 mon-empty.

Proof The idea is no different to [13, Proposition 16.4.3], here we just give a sketch of the proof
to the case ¢1(s) = 0. The functional L descends to a well-defined function on B7(M, F,s), which
is pulled back from B(M, F,s). Since the image of critical points in B(M, F,s) is finite, L takes
finitely many values, the energy E;OP of a trajectory is the twice of the drop of L, so there is a
uniform bound on the energy of all solutions. The expression (13) depends on [ra], [wb], which
takes only finitely many values. By the condition that the dimension is bounded and [a] is fixed,
we have that ¢([b]) is uniform bounded, which leaves finitely many choices. O

7 Basic monopole Floer homologies on manifold with codi-
mension 3 foliation

In this section, we show the main result of this paper, i.e. to construct the basic monopole
Floer homologies.

7.1 Basic Seiberg-Witten Floer homology for b} > 1

In this subsection, we assume that (M, F') is an oriented closed taut Riemannian foliation
admitting a transverse spin® structure and whose basic first deRham cohomology is nontrivial.
Note that B(M, F,s) is not simply connected in general, which implies that the index of critical
points

gr(la], [b]) € Z
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might not be well defined. However we can still define relative gradings. On the other hand,
the components of the moduli space M([a], [b]), trajectories connecting the critical points mod
the gauge action, might have different dimensions corresponding to the different lifts of [a] and
(6], where [a] and [b] are the gauge equivalence classes of the critical points. Recall that we
decompose the space of trajectories M([a], [b]) = U, cr, ((a],[6)) M=([0], [b]) as the union over the
moduli spaces of different relative homotopy classes, where 7 ([a], [b]) denotes the homotopy class
of path connecting the two critical points in the quotient space.

For one critical point [a] € B(M, F,s), we might have different lifts in C(M, F,s), say a and
ua, we can measure their spectral by the following index,

gr(a,ua) = Ind(P,),
where Ind(lﬁ:) denotes the index of the basic Dirac operator on the product space (M x S1, F).
Proposition 7.1 The index Ind(]p:) defined above lifts to a homomorphism
Ind : mo(G) — Z.

Proof We need to show that for different critical points the index is unchanged, since it is clear
to see that for the same homotopy class, the index is well-defined. For another critical point b,
the connection difference is a one-form, which is a compact operator. Hence the index lifts to a
homomorphism. O

We define
d(s) = ged(Ind : mo(G) — Z).

For two distinct irreducible critical points a and b, we denote by M¢([a],[b]) the dimension
i component of M([a],[b]). Let M([a],[b]) be the unparameterized space of M(]a],[b]), i.e.
M([a], [6]) = M([a], [6])/R. At the irreducible critical points, the slice decomposition of Proposi-
tion 6.4 holds. By Theorem 6.10, we have the following proposition.

Proposition 7.2 (c.f. [26, Corollary 3.1.24]) Suppose that [ao], [a2] are two irreducible crit-
ical points with the relative index gr([as], [ao]) = 2 mod d(s). Then the boundary of M?([ag], [az])
consists of union

U M (o], fa1]) x M ([a1], [a2]),

[a1]eCrit

where a; runs over critical points with gr([a1],[ao]) = 1 mod d(s) and Crit denotes the set of
irreducible critical points in B(M, F,s).

We define the relative Floer complex C(M) by the complex generated by the irreducible critical
points of Chern-Simon-Dirac functional with grading given by the relative indices Zys) or Z, i.e.

C(M)= P Zsa.
acCrit

The boundary operator of the complex is defined by

9: C(M) — C(M), a(la]) = Y tM"([a], [6]),
(6]

where $M*([a], [6]) € Zs denotes the signed number of points in M ([a], [6]) mod 2.
Lemma 7.3 92 = 0.

Proof By definition we have that §%([a]) = >0, s M ([a], [6]) M ([0], [¢])([¢]), Where [b] runs over
the irreducible critical points with relative index 1. By the above proposition, it is known that
each term #M*([a], [6)) M ([b], [c])([¢]) is the sum of the number of oriented boundary points of
a compact 1-dimensional manifold, which is zero. O
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We define the basic Seiberg-Witten Floer homology as HF (M, F,s,7n,9) = ker(9)/Im(J),
which is Zg(s)-relative grading(or Z-grading).

Proposition 7.4 Suppose that (M, F) satisfies the Assumption 5.1. Then, for bj > 1, we have
that the relative Floer homology is independent of the taut bundle-like metrics and perturbations.
We denote the basic Seiberg- Witten Floer homology group by HF (M, F,s).

Proof For a bundle-like metric g, it corresponds to a triple

g < (9r,9Q,5),

where gr is the leafwise restriction, s corresponds to the decomposition
5:Q —=TM, ng.s=1Idg

and gg is the transverse restriction. It is clear to see that the domain A, x I'y(M, S) and the
Seiberg-Witten equations (4) are independent of the leafwise metric gr and the decomposition
s. For two distinct leafwise metrics gp and g% with the same (p,1), the two Sobolev spaces L
and L;p are mutually equivalent to each other. Therefore, we have that the basic Seiberg-Witten
Floer homology groups are invariant under the leafwise metric. For two distinct decompositions s
and s’, we can apply the same argument, as the character form xr only depends on the leafwise
metric g and the decomposition s.
The remaining part is to verify that the Floer homology group is independent of the generic
basic perturbation and metric gg. The idea is exactly the same as Floer’s original proof [9].
O

7.2 Basic monopole Floer homologies for b, =0

The purpose of this subsection is to construct the basic monopole Floer homologies and show
that they are independent of the perturbations and taut bundle-like metrics in a special case
by = 0 . We define the basic monopole Floer homologies HM (M, F,s;F), W*(M, F,s;TF) and
HM, (M, F, s;F) by the homologies of the chain complexes freely generated by C' = C*UC*®, C' =
CouCs, C = C°UC™ respectively(see [13, Section 22]), where F = Z,. The differentials on them
are given in components as

=(% %) =5 a¥oln ) 0= (o aina)
The linear maps

05 :C° = C° 07 :C°— C",

gy :C* = (C° 0y :C* — C*
are defined by the formula

ogla] = > #M([al, [o])[0], [a] € C°,

[b]eCe

where $M([a], [b]) € F is the signed counting number, the other three are defined similarly. By
considering the number $M"¢([a], [b]), we similarly define the linear maps

02:C° = C*, 9 :C° = C",
oL C" — C%, 9% : C* — C*.
When b} = 0, it is clear that for a given [a], there are finitely many pairs ([b], z) such that the

moduli space M, ([a],[b]) is non-empty and of dimension 1.
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Proposition 7.5 (c.f. [13, Proposition 22.1.4])
52 =0, 0°=0, 9> =0.

Proof The proof is by showing that > = 0, which is the same as the blow-down case(Lemma
7.3), and the following identities

1. 9909 4 9%9302 = 0;

2. 0209 + 0:0° + 9100 = 0;
3. 0%0% + OLO + 91030 = 0;
4. 0% + 020" + 020 + 0LOY + 010:0% = 0.

Each of the four formulas is proved by considering a moduli space M. ([a], [b]) of dimension 1. By
Theorem 6.10, we can run the similar arguments of the proof in [13, Proposition 22.1.4]. O

We give a grading for these homologies. Let P be the space of the perturbations. We define J
by the quotient of B? (M, F,s) X P x Z/ ~, where the equivalent relation ~ is defined as follows(see
[13, Section 22.3]): for any two elements ([a], q1,m), ([6],q2,n) € B7(M, F,s) x P X Z, let ¢ be a
path joining [a] and [b] and p be a path of perturbation joining q; and go. We have a Fredholm
operator P¢, as defined on (11), we say that ([a], q1,m) ~ ([b],q2,n), if there is a path ¢ such
that

Ind(P;p) =n—m.

The map ([a],q,m) — ([a],q,m + 1) descends to J, and raises to an action of Z.
Note that the above construction of the index set J is also available when b} > 0. Let q be a
fixed admissible perturbation, for a critical point [a], we define its grading by

gr([a]) = ([a],q,0)/ ~€ I.
For reducible critical points, we define the modified grading by

o) wecs
gr{la) {gr([b])—l ] € Cv.

We show that the basic monopole Floer homologies is independent of the generic perturbations
and bundle-like metrics. Let W = [0,1] x M and W* = (—o00,0] x M UW U [1,00) x M. To
tell the distinguish, we denote the left boundary {0} x M with metric by Y_ and perturbation
and the right boundary {1} x M with another metric and perturbation by Y;. We consider the
moduli space M ([a], W*, [b]), as defined in [13, Section 25]. Using broken trajectories, we denote
its compactification by M ([a], W*, [b]).

Fix a positive integer dy, we consider a pair ([a], [b]) for which the moduli space M ([a], W*, [b])
or M7 ([a], W*,[b]) has dimension dy at most. To prove the independence of the metrics, we
need to define the homomorphism maps by the trivial cobordism, which are given by counting
the number of solutions in the zero-dimensional moduli spaces. We define linear operators,

m : CO(Y_) = C2(Yy), mS: CoY2) = C(Y5)
mi s CHYL) = CO(Ya), m: CH(YZ) = C3(Y3)

by
my(—)= > #M([a], W, [0]),

[aleCo(Y-) [BleCe(Y4)

for the first one and by the similar formulas for the other three. Similarly, we define operators on
the reducible part of the Floer complexes: we have an operator

m: Co(Y_) = Cu(Yy)
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geng

- (2 )

where m3(—) = > (qec(v_) 2pjecs (v, HM ([a], W7, [b]), and the other three entries are defined

similarly. On C,, we define

S
Swwn

m: Co(Y_) = Cu(Yy)
by the formula ~
i [ ™Mo mg 0y, (Y_) + 05 (Y3 )m,
S\ mg Mg+ mioy(Yo) + 0 (Y )my, )7

S

where 9% (Y% ), for example, denotes the operator 9% on Y1. On C., we define

o Cu(Y.) = Cu(Yy)

by the formula

mO

. 2 me
"= ( mLOU(Y_) + 05 (Vi )me w4+ mi o (Y-) ) |

S

By considering the zero-dimension moduli space, we have the following proposition.
Proposition 7.6 The operators m, m and m satisfy the identities:
O(Y3)m_y =m_4(9(Y-)),

3:(Y+)ﬁh+ =1+ (9(Y-)),
I(Yy)m—y =m_4(9(Y-)).

Qi

In particular, we give rise to the operators

mﬂ;ﬁﬂgxyégygn)
m_y : HM.(Y_) — HM . (Y})
m_y : HM,(Y_) — HM.(Y,).

Moreover, the above operators only depend on the data of Y_ and Y.

Note that since we focus on the zero dimension part, the proof is much easier than [13, Proposition
25.3.8].

The last step is to prove the composition law. Let Y_, Yy and Y} be the same (M, F) with
three metrics and basic perturbations, let Wi be the cobordism from Y_ to Y{ such that near
each collar, the metric of Wy is the product metric and W5 be the cobordism from Yy to Y with
the same condition on the metric.

Repeat the same argument in [13, Section 26.1]. We have the composition law below for the
cobordisms.

Proposition 7.7 (c.f. [13, Proposition 26.1.2]) Let (M, F) satisfy the Assumption 5.1. Fix
a transverse spin® structure. Let Y_, Yy, Y, be three data of bundle-like metrics and basic
perturbations, and let W_q be the cobordism from Y_ to Yy, Wyt be the cobordism from Yy to Y
and W_, be the composition of the W_o and Wys. Suppose that m_g, moy and m_4 are the
operators in Proposition 7.6. Then we have that

mo4oMm—_og = M—_4.
The above proposition implies the corollary below.

Corollary 7.8 The monopole Floer homologies are independent of the generic choice of the per-
turbation and the bundle-like metric, which are denoted by m*(M, F,s5;F), HM.(M, F,s;F)
and HM (M, F,s;F).
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Proposition 7.9 (c.f. [13, Proposition 22.2.1]) Let (M, F') satisfy the Assumption 5.1. Then,
there is an exact sequence

in which the maps iy, j« and p. arise from the chain-maps
i:C‘—)C‘, j:é—)é, p:é—>é,

which are defined by

(0 =N . (1 0 (o0 o
L N T R N R L e U (N N

Here i and j are genuine chain maps, however p is a anti chain map, i.e. pé + 3p =0.

We review the completion of graded groups, c.f. [13, Defintion 3.1.3]. Let G, be an abelian group
graded by the set J equipped with a Z-action. Let O,(a € A) be the set of free Z-orbits in J and
fix an element j, € O, for each a. Consider the subgroups

Guln] =P P Gju-m

a m>n

which form a decreasing filtration of G.. We define the negative completion of G, as the topolog-
ical group G¢ D G, obtained by completing with respect to this filtration. We define the negative
completions

HMJ(M, F,s;F), HMJ(M, F,sF), HM.(M, F,s;F),

of the basic monopole Floer homologies defined as the above. If we want to consider all transverse
spin® structures at the same time, we need to consider the completed basic monopole Floer
homology

HM (M, F;F) = @ HM (M, F, 5;F).
5

We make similar definitions for H M, (M, F;F) and HM (M, F;TF).
By the previous argument, we construct the basic monopole Floer homology groups and prove
that these homology groups are independent of the basic perturbations and bundle-like metrics.
Remark: FEven though what we did is to construct the basic monopole Floer homologies
with Zg coefficient, as argued in [13, Section 20.4-20.5], one can define the basic monopole Floer
homology with integer coefficient or any commutative ring.

7.3 Basic monopole Floer homologies for b, > 0

In this subsection, we construct the basic monopole Floer homologies for b} > 0 with the
Novikov ring. We recall the notion of local system I' over a topological space X.

Definition 7.10 A local system on a topological space X, is a system to distribute abelian groups
{Ta} for each point a € X, such that for each relative homotopy class of paths z from a to b, there
s an isomorphism

[(z): Ty =T

satisfying the composition law for the composition of two paths.
We review the classical results of [13, Section 22, 29, 30]. We choose T" to be a local system of
abelian groups on By (M, F,s), such that to each point [a] € Bf (M, F,s) there is an associated

group I'[a] and to each homotopy class z of the paths from [a] to [b], there is an associated
isomorphism I'(z) : T'[a] — T'[b].
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By using the above local system I', the boundary maps are well-defined. For instance, we
consider
C°(Y,s,¢,T) = EPTal,
[a]
where [a] denotes the irreducible critical point. We define the partial by
ag = Z Z Z Z € Mz([a]v [b]) ® F(Z),
[a] [6] = [7]

where the sum is over all the moduli space M,([a],[b]) with dimension 1 and [b] denotes the
irreducible critical point. The contribution for a given pair of critical points takes the form

> n.T(2), (14)

where z runs through all relative homotopy classes satisfying the conditions gr,([a],[b]) = 1.
Before proceeding, we review some definitions and notions which are given in [13, Section 30].

Definition 7.11 (c.f. [13, Definition 30.2.1]) Let EEOP be a corresponding perturbation of the
topological energy. A subset S C w1 ([a], [b]) is called c-finite, where w1 ([a], [b]) denotes the homo-
topy classes of paths joining [a] and [b] in B (M, F,s), if the following conditions are satisfied:

o for all C, SN {z|EP(2) < C} is finite;
o there exists d > 0 such that |gr.([a],[6])] < d for all z € S.

We consider a local system of complete topological abelian groups I on B?(M, F,s), i.e. each
I'[a] is a complete topological group and each homomorphism I'(z) : I'[a] — T'[b] is continuous.
Assume that 0 € T'[a] has a neighborhood basis consisting of subgroups, such that I'[a] is a
complete filtered group, which is filtered by the open subgroups. Let Hom(I'[a],T'[b]) be the group
of continuous homomorphisms, equipped with the compact-open topology. A neighborhood basis
for 0 in Hom(T'[a], T'[b]) consists of subgroups

QN,V)={k:T[a] - T[b]|k(N) CV},

where N runs over all precompact subsets of I'[a] and V' runs all open subgroups of I'[b]. Note
that a subset N C I'[a] is precompact if and only if (N 4 U)/U is finite for all open subgroups U
of T'[a].

Definition 7.12 A countable series ) ;i k of Hom(I'[a],T'[b]) is said to be equicontinuous, if
for each open subgroup U C T'[b], there exists an open subgroup V' such that k(V) C U for each
ke K.

Definition 7.13 (c.f. [13, Definition 30.2.2]) A local system of complete filtered abelian groups
T is called c-complete, if it satisfies the following properties for each [a], [b]:

o for any c-finite set S C w1 (B, [a],[b]), the set {T'(z)|z € S} C Hom(T'[a],T'[b]) is equicon-
tinuous;

o for any c-finite set S C w1 (B7,]a],[b]), T'(z) converges to zero as z runs through S in the
compact-open topology.

Notice that there might be infinitely many nonzero terms in the form (14), we set the support as
supp(n) = {z| n. # 0}.
By the definition of c-complete, we have that

supp(n) N {z|€75(2) < C}
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is finite. Using the completeness of the local system, we have that the form the form (14) is
convergent. Similarly, one can verify that the maps 9, d and 8 are well-defined. Combining with
the equicontinuous property of the local system I, the proofs of §2, 9% and 52 go through as the
non-exact perturbation of 3 manifold case(see [13, Section 30.2]).

We give an example of such a local system, e.g. a Novikov ring [18]. We have a homomorphism

g (B(M, F,s)) = R, 2+ EPP(2),

where £%°P(z) denotes the difference of the Chern-Simons-Dirac functional between the differ-
ent representatives of the quotient point. Since m (B (M, F,s)) = ZP | we can choose a basis
{zi}1<i<pp, such that each element 2 can be written as z = kyz1 + -+ - kyp 251, where k; € Z for
i=1,---,b} and £'°P(z;) > 0. Moreover, we may assume that for 1 <i <1, £'P(z;) > 0. It is not
hard to see that such a basis {z; }1<i<; is independent of the metric g. Choosing a commutative
ring R(e.g. Za), we define R[t,,t™!] by

Rt,t7 ={ Z r;t'| only for finitely many 4, r; # 0}.
—k<i<K

For k € Z, let U_j be the R-module spanned by the generators t', satisfying ¢ < —k. Using these
as open neighborhoods of 0, we form the completion R[t,t~1], i.e. each element is of the form

C
Z Titi.

i=—00

We define a local system by taking at [ag] to be R[t,t™!], and specifying that for each closed
loop z based at [ag], the automorphism I'(z) be the multiplication by t~(F1++%) for » = ky2; +
szt kg 2

Repeat the parallel arguments of previous subsection, together with Proposition 6.12 and
Proposition 6.13, we have that:

Theorem 7.14 Let (M, F) satisfy the Assumption 5.1. For a complete local system T', e.g. a
Nowikov ring, we can construct the basic monopole Floer homologies. Moreover, The monopole
Floer homologies are independent of the generic choices of the perturbation and the bundle-like
metric, which are denoted by ﬁj\/i*(M, F,s; 1), HM, (M, F,s;T) and HM (M, F,s;T'). Moreover,
if (12) holds, then for any local system, we have the well-defined basic monopole Floer homologies.

In general, we consider the (non-exact)perturbed basic Chern-Simons-Dirac functional defined
as below: given a class ¢ € H?(M), we write

Lo, (A, U) = L(A, ) — %/ (A* — AL) Aw A xr,
M

where w € 2Z¢. It is known that a critical point (4,s,v) in the blow-up model C?(M, F,s) is

defined by

ﬁAd’ = 0. 1)

The corresponding perturbed equations for (A, s, ¢) € CT(R x M) are defined by

{ 35(Far —w) = s2q(y),

3(Fi —wh) = 5%q(9),
%5+A(A,s,¢)s =0, (16)
Do —A(A,s,0)¢ = 0.

Applying the standard argument of the manifold case, we have the following lemma.
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Lemma 7.15 If ¢ # c1(s), then there are no reducible critical points of L.

With the non-exact perturbation, the space of broken trajectories space M ([a], [b]) can be defined
as the manner of exact perturbation.

Following the same strategy of the construction in Section 6(or see [13, Section 20-Section
26]),we have the following theorem.

Theorem 7.16 Let I' be a complete local system, e.g. a Novikov ring, and £, be a mon-exact
perturbation for the Chern-Simons-Dirac functional defined as above. Then we have the basic
monopole Floer homologies

ETW*(M,F,E,C;F), @*(M,F,H,C;F), HM*(M,F,H,C;F)7

where ¢ € HbQ(M) These homologies depend only on the isomorphism class of the spin® structure
s, ¢ and (M, F), however they are independent of the bundle-like metrics and the basic perturba-
tions.

At the end of this subsection, we give a necessary condition to avoid the complete local system.

Theorem 7.17 Let (M, F,s,c) be as above. Let g be a bundle like metric and xr be the character
form of the foliation. Suppose that there is a constant t such that the identity holds

—/ (c1(s) —c) AN u] A xp +1-gr(a,ua) =0,
M

for a non-degenerate critical point. Then, with any local coefficient I" we have the basic monopole
Floer homologies

HM.(M,F,s,¢;T), HM,(M,F,s,c;T'), HM.(M,F,s,c;T).

Proof Here we give a sketch of the proof. The idea is to show that ), n.I'(2) is of finitely many
sum, for each z € M,([a], [a]), where M_([a], [b]) is a moduli space of dimension 1 and [a], [b] are
two regular critical points. It is sufficient to show a foliated version of [13, Proposition 29.2.1],
which is stated as below. O

Proposition 7.18 Let (M, F,s,c) be as above, let g be a bundle like metric and xr be the char-
acter form of the foliation. Suppose that there is a constant t such that the identity holds

—/ (c1(s) —c) ANu] A xp +1-gr(a,ua) =0,
M

for a non-degenerate critical point. Then, we have the following:

1. When t <0, then for a given [a] and a non-negative integer dy, there are only finitely many
pairs ([b], z) such that the moduli space M ([a], [b]) is non-empty and of dimension at most
dy.

2. When t > 0, then for a given [a], there are only finitely many pairs ([b], z) such that the
moduli space M ([a], [b]) is non-empty.

Proof
e When t > 0, we repeat the same argument of Proposition 6.13 to get the conclusion.

e When t = 0, and the moduli space M., ([a], [b]) are non-empty. It is known that the image
of the critical-points set under the blow-down map 7 : B°(M, F,s) — B(M, F,s) is a set
of finite points. We may assume that w[b;] = [f] for all 7. L, descends to a single-valued
function on B(M, F,s), hence the energy of the trajectories in these moduli spaces has an
up-bound. For the blow-down case, Proposition 5.6 implies that there are only finitely many
choices for the homotopy class of the path 7(z;) in B(M, F,s). In addition, the dimension
dp gives a lower-bound and up-bound for ¢([b;]), there are only finitely many [b;].
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e When ¢ < 0, there is a negative number ¢ such that &(z) + tgr.([a], [b]) is independent
of z. To give a bound for the dimension, it suffices to give a bound for gr.([a], [b]). Since
t < 0, we have an above bound for £.°7(2). Since the dimension is bounded by do and [a] is
fixed, there are finitely many pairs ([b], z) such that ¢([b]) is bounded above and below, and
gr=([a], [6]) > 0. The energy bound implies that only finitely many moduli spaces which are
non-empty, and there are only finitely many critical points in the absence of reducibles, so
the conclusion also holds.

O

It is known that gr(a,ua) equals to the index of basic Dirac operator on M x S!, by [3]. We
rewrite the above formula in Proposition 7.18 as

/M(cl(s) C ) Al A + t(~/ Agplde| + 37 B(M; x 81)) =0,

M()XSI/F' j:1

where

1

BM; xSy =13 — 1

+ +7T - -
3 2 mrani(r) P ) RDTT) / Al (@)ldal,

M;xS'/F

the integrands Aoy, A7 ,(7) are similar to the Atiyah-Singer integrands, My x S is the principal
domain of M x S and M; x S1’s are the finite desingularities of M x S, more details are explained
in the paper [6].

8 Examples

In this section, we will give a family of manifold with foliation satisfying the Assumption 5.1.

8.1 Fibration and orbifold

The easiest model is to consider M =Y x F, where Y is a closed oriented 3 manifold and F

is a closed oriented manifold. Given a metric gy and a spin® structure s of Y, by pulling back,
one has a data (M, F,7*gy ® gr,7*s), where 7 : M — Y. Such a manifold with foliation (M, F')
satisfies the Assumption 5.1. We can generalize the global product model to the local product
model, i.e. the fibration over Y.
Let Y be a closed oriented 3 manifold, and M — Y be a fibration over Y, such that M is closed
and oriented. Fix a metric gy and a spin® structure s of Y, via pulling back, we have a bundle
like metric and a transverse spin® structure, still denoted by s. Since the volume form of Y is
closed, by pulling back, one has that H (M) # 0. We have that (M, F) satisfies the Assumption
5.1, by Proposition 2.5. By the identification between the basic forms(sections) of M and the
forms(sections) of Y, one establishes the proposition below.

Proposition 8.1 Let (M, F,s) be defined as above. Then, the basic monopole Floer homology
groups HM (M, F,s), @*(M, F,s), ﬁTW*(M, F,s) are isomorphic to the basic monopole Floer
homology groups HM .(Y,s), @*(Y,s), HM, (Y,s) respectively with any coefficient.

One can generalize the model of fibration over manifold to the model of fibration over orbifold.
First, we recall the notion of orbifold, which was first introduced by Satake [22].

Definition 8.2 (c.f. [4]) An n-dimensional orbifold Y is a Hausdorff space |Y'| together with an
atlas ({U;},{¢:},{U:}, {T:}, with transition maps {¢;;}, which satisfies

o {U;} is locally finite;
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o {U;} is closed under finite intersections;

e For each U, the finite group T'; actions smoothly and effectively on a connected open subset
U; C R", and there is a homeomorphism ¢; : U;/T; — U;;

o IfU; C UJ, then there exists a monomorphzsm fij : Ts = I'; and a smooth embedding
b - Uy — U; such that for any g € Ty, x € U;, we have that ¢i; (g x) = fi;(g) - ¢ij(x) and
the followmg diagram commutes:

U, ———
i/Ti

Qz

f”

&

<—\<—
kn

S

where f;; is induced by the monomorphism and the canonical projection.

An n-dimensional orbifold bundle over Y is defined in the similar manner.

Definition 8.3 (c.f. [4]) An orbifold E is called an orbifold bundle over Y, if there exists a
smooth orbifold map p: E —Y, such that

e there is an atlas {Vi},{Vi},Gi) of E, satisfying Vi = p~*(U;) and V; = U; x Ey, where
(Ui}, {9}, {Ui}, {Ti} is an atlas of Y and Ey is a standard fiber;

e the following diagram commutes

where p is a (G;, T';)-equivariant map.

When G; acts freely, F becomes a manifold, e.g. the frame bundle of an oriented orbifold(see
[1, Theorem 1.3]). Let Y be an oriented closed 3-orbifold. Suppose the singular set 3Y = {z €
Y| G, # 1} is a set of disjoint union of finite circles, where G, denotes the isotropy group at z.
We rewrite

XY = Ui<i<nls

and each circle [; is assigned a positive integer «; given by its isotropy group Z,,. Let D be the
unit disk and Z,, act on it by rotation. Near each /;, we have an atlas,

bi - (ST x D, S* x {0}) = (Uy, 1y),

where ¢; induces a homeomorphism from ((S! x D)/Z,,, S* x {0}) to (U;,1;). It is known that TY
always lifts to an orbifold spin®-bundle for such a 3-orbifold. The definition of the Seiberg-Witten
invariant can be generalized to 3-orbifold, see Baldridge [4] and Chen [7]. For Seiberg-Witten
invariant, we have the following proposition, which is similar to the manifold case.
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Proposition 8.4 LetY be a closed oriented 3-orbifold and M — 'Y be a fibration overY . Suppose
that s is a transverse spin® structure which comes from the pull-back spin® structure of Y and M
is a closed oriented manifold. Then, we have that basic Seiberg- Witten invariant of M is equal to
the Seiberg- Witten invariant of Y, for b1(Y) > 1.

Under tensor product, the topological isomorphism classes of orbifold line bundles form a group.
We give a local description for each class of such a group. We have an orbifold line bundle over
Y, which is a trivial line bundle over Y \ XY, and over each Uj, it is given by (S x D x C)/Z,,
where Z,, action is defined by,

a- (tyw,z) = (t,e e wye o 2),

for each element a € Z,,. This bundle is glued together by a transition function ¢(¢,w) = w on
the overlap 9(S! x D). Each [; generates a line bundle E;. Let L be a line bundle over Y. There
is a collection of integers {f1,- -, Bn} such that

e 0<fB; <oy foreachi=1,---,n;
e the bundle L ® E;ﬁl e Egﬁ" is trivial over each neighborhood of ;.

By forgetting the orbifold structure, it can be naturally identified with a smooth line bundle
(denoted by |L|) over the smooth manifold |Y|. We will list some necessary results of such
orbifolds.

Theorem 8.5 (Baldridge [4]) The tangent bundle TY lifts to an orbifold spin® bundle.
Lemma 8.6 (Chen [7]) LetY be defined as above. Then we have that
mo(C*(Y, 8Y)) = H'(|Y|,Z).
Proposition 8.7 Let Y be the orbifold as before. Then, we have the following isomorphism
HY([Y],R) = Hip(Y,R).
Proof We have the fine resolution below for orbifold Y,
0 R— A% AL
of the constant sheaf R. By the double complex argument, we have the isomorphism
H*(Y,R) = H}p(Y,R),

where the first cohomology group is the Ceck-cohomology group. Since we can find a finite
covering {U;}, such that all non-empty intersections of finitely-many sets are contractible, Cech
cohomology is isomorphic to the singular cohomology of the of the underlying space |Y|. Thus,
we have that

H*([Y|,R) 2 H*(Y,R) = H}r(Y,R).

O

For an oriented closed 3-orbifold Y with a metric g and spin® structure s whose determinant

line bundle has the Seifert data (b, 81, -, fn), one defines the Chern-Simons-Dirac functional
1 . . 1
L(A,¥) = -3 (A" = AG) A (Far + Fap) + 3 (U, D 4, ¥9)dvoly,
Y Y

for any (A, ¥) € C(Y,s). Let u € G(Y'), we have that

L(A,U) —L(u(A, 7)) = —% /Yufldu ANFyy = —27%(cy (s), [u]),
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where ¢1(s) = [5= ] and [u] = [52u~'du]. Similar to the manifold case, we define the critical
points of the Chern-Simons-Dirac functional and the blow-up configuration space. By the Propo-
sition 8.7 and the Poincaré duality, it is known that there is a unique second cohomology class

c(s,Y) € H?(Y,R) such that
gr(a,ua) = {c1(s) — c(s,Y), [ul),

where gr(a,ua) denotes the grading between a and ua for a non-degenerate critical point a €
Crit’ (L). Using a complete local system I', we can construct the monopole Floer homologies for
(Y, s).

When ¢(s,Y) is propositional to ¢1(s), i.e. there is a real constant k such that

c(s,Y) = key(s).
Suppose that k £ 1, then we can find a real constant ¢, such that
Lo (A, 9) — Ly, (u(A,U) + tgr(a,ua) = 0,
which is equivalent to the formula
—c1(s) +t(er(s) — e(s,Y)) = 0. (17)

Proposition 8.8 Let (Y,s) be a closed oriented 3-orbifold as above. Suppose that and all the
moduli spaces M,([a], [b]) for the perturbation q are reqular and the formula (17) holds for each
non-degenerate critical a and (A, W) = w(a). Then, the following holds:

1. When t <0, then for a given [a] and a non-negative integer do, there are only finitely many
pairs ([b], z) for which the moduli space M7 ([a], [b]) is non-empty and of dimension at most
dp.-

2. When t > 0, then for a given [a], there are only finitely many pairs ([b],z) for which the

moduli space M} ([a],[b]) is non-empty.([b], z) for which the moduli space M ([a],[b]) is
non-empty and has dimension no more than dy.

The proof is similar to Proposition 7.18, here we omit it.

The space of broken trajectories M ([a], [b]) can be identified with the manifold model. This
space is still compact for fixed [a], [b] and z as in [13, Theorem 16.1.3]. We apply the same
arguments of [13, Section 20-Section 25] or of the previous section to establish the following
theorem.

Theorem 8.9 Let T' be any local system of abelian groups on B°(Y,s) and let (Y,s) be a closed
oriented 3-orbifold as above. Suppose that the the formula (17) holds for each non-degenerate
critical point. Then we construct the basic monopole Floer homologies

HM,(Y,sT), HM,(Y,sT), HM.(Y,s;T).

We give an example of such a complete local system, i.e. a Novikov ring [18]. Let I C R be the
set of the image of the homomorphism

EP L (B7(Y,8)) = R, 2+ E(2),

where £(z) denotes the difference of the Chern-Simons-Dirac functional between the different
representatives of the quotient point. Set F = Zy. We define F[I] by

F[I] = {Z r;t'| only for finitely many 4, r; # 0}.

el
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For k € R, let U_j, be the F-module spanned by the generators t', i € I satisfying i < —k. Using
these as open neighborhoods of 0, we form the completion F[I], i.e. each element is of the form

c

Z Titi.
1=—0Q0
We define a local system by taking at [ag] to be R[I], and specifying that for each closed loop
z based at [ag], the automorphism I'(z) be the multiplication by ¢=¢"().
local system.
Similar to the foliation case of the previous section or to the non-exact perturbation on man-

ifold case, we have the following theorem.

Theorem 8.10 Let (Y,s) be a 3 orbifold defined as above with a spin® structure s. Then we have
the monopole Floer homologies

This is a c-complete

HM (Y,s,¢:T), HM,(Y,s,¢;T), HM.(Y,s,¢;T).

where I' is a complete local system. Moreover, these homologies depend only on the isomorphism
class of the spin® structure s, ¢ and Y ,and are independent of the metrics or the perturbations.

We give a necessary condition to avoid the complete local system.
Theorem 8.11 Let Y be a closed oriented 3-orbifold defined as above, and (s,c) be as above.
Suppose that there is a constant t such that
—(c1(8) —¢) + t(c1(s) — c(s,Y)) = 0.

Then, for any local system the monopole Floer homologies are well-defined.

8.2 Suspension

Another way to construct the foliation is by suspension, here we give two references of this
subsection, see [16, Chapter 3.8] and [20]. Let (Y, g) be a closed oriented 3 Riemannian manifold.
Suppose that a compact Lie group G actions on (Y, g) isometrically and preserving the orientation
of Y, and we have a representation

f e (X) — G
such that the closure of I'm(f) is G, where X is a closed oriented manifold with fundamental
group m1(X). We set M = X x Y/f, where X denotes the universal covering of X and (z,y) ~
(x[v]7Y, £([1)y) for [y] € m1(X). Fixing a point p = [yo, 7o) € M, its leaf is defined by the set of
the form 5
Fp = {lz,90]| z € X}.

Since one can find a G-invariant volume form over Y, lifting back on M it holds that Hj (M, F) #
0, which implies that the foliation is taut by Proposition 2.5. Before preceding, we have the
following lemma(see [15]).

Lemma 8.12 Let (M, F) be defined as above. Then, we have an identification
mo(Map® (Y, $) = HY(M,Z) 0 H} (M),
where Map® (Y, S*) denotes the space of G-invariant S*-valued functions.
Suppose there is a G-equivariant spin® structure. Given a G-equivariant spinor bundle
S =Y,

we construct a foliated spinor bundle S = X x §’/f, where the action of [y] € m(X) is defined
by [V](z,sp) = (@[], f¥]sp). By [20], it is known that there is an identification

ey, s = 1y(M,S).

Summarizing the above arguments, we have the following proposition(see [15]).
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Proposition 8.13 Let (M, F') be a manifold with a foliation constructed as above, and let Y admit
a G-equivariant spinor bundle. Suppose it holds that rank(mo(Map®(Y,SY))) = b§(Y), where
Map© (Y, S') denotes the set of G-invariant S*-valued functions and b denotes the dimension of
the first cohomology for the G-invariant deRham complex. Then (M, F) satisfies the Assumption
5.1.

Remark:

1. The condition that rank(mo(Map®(Y,S'))) = b (Y) is necessary. For example, let Y =
T3 = (S1)3, G = S* action canonically on the first slot of Y, and X = S with f : m (X) —
S' by sending the generator element of 71(X) to a dense element of S', e.g. 1+ 2™ for
some 6 ¢ Q. We have that dim H} (M) = dim H};¥(Y) = 3, and H} (M) N HY(M,Z) =
mo({u: M — S| such thatLeu = 0, for any £ € T'(F)})) = Z2.

2. When G is connected, we have that b§ = by, since any homology cycle o is homotopic to
g«0, for any g € G. When G actions freely, we have that mo(Map®(Y,S1)) = H'(Y/G,7Z),
and b1 (Y/G) = b§(Y).

At the end of this section, we give an explicit example. Let Y = SO(3), and T1, T> and T5 be
three maximal tori(circles), such that their Lie algebras span the Lie algebra of Y, i.e. so(3). We
choose a closed oriented manifold X whose fundamental groups is isomorphic to Z x Z x Z, e.g.
X =435 x S* with k > 2. We can consider a family of representations

fo:mi(X) =T, 15, T

cos2mt —sin2nt
such that the first component (1,0, 0) sends to an element sin2wt  cos 27t of Ty, the
1

cos 27t sin 27t
second component (0,1,0) sends to an element 1 of T» and the third

— sin 27t cos 27t

1

component (0,0, 1) sends to an element cos2nt —sin2rt | of Ty. Weset My, =Y x X/ fy,

sin27wt  cos2mt
the codimension 3 foliation F; on M; is defined by letting the leaves be

Fry = {lz,9]] v € X}
We choose a trivial SO(3)-equivariant spin structure of Y.

e When the group G} is a finite group of Y. Since Y admits a metric of positive scalar
curvature, by Proposition 8.1 and [13, Proposition 36.1.3], one deduces that

HM,.(M,, F,) ~F[U,UY, HM (M, F,) = F[U,U|/F[U], HM,(M,, F}) = F[U].

e When G, is dense in M;. Since the transverse spin® structure s is trivial, then I'y(S) = C2.
By the argument at the beginning of this subsection, we have that Qf (M,) = QLC(Y) = R3.
Let gy be a bi-invariant metric of Y with positive scalar curvature, then the associated
PP is an SO(3) equivariant, which corresponds to a basic Dirac operator Ip, with spin
connection Agy. Their spectrums have a one-to-one corresponding. Therefore, the solutions
of the basic Seiberg-Witten equations (4) corresponds to the solutions of SO(3)-invariant
Seiberg-Witten equations, i.e.

{ piw =0

% *gy Fa= q(\I/)’
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where (A, V) € C9OG)(Y) = {Ag + iQM99C)(Y) x C?}. Since gy has a positive scalar
curvature, it is known that ¥ = 0, i.e. there is no irreducible solution to the basic Seiberg-
Witten equations. Consider the reducible solutions, we have that dA = 0 and ¥ is an
eigenvector of 1])64. Since A = Ag + a and dAp = 0, this implies that a is closed. Combining
with HY9(Y) = 0, we have that a = df for a SO(3)-invariant function f, which implies
that f is constant and a = 0. Thus, all reducible solutions are eigenvector of I§,. Recall
that Dy =Y, €'V, , where {¢;} is an orthonormal frame of T'Y’; and

1 .
V’ =d + 5 Zwijezej
i<j

where d is the flat connection of S’ and w;j is the Levi-Civita connection associated to
gy. Since I, is independent of the choice of the orthonormal frame, we choose a frame
{e1, ez, e3} such that they are generated by the left action of a frame {L,, Ly, L,} of T1Y,

1 -1
where L, = -1 1, L, = and L, = 1 . Since gy is
1 -1
bi-invariant {e1, e, es} are left-invariant, we have that
(e3) = 29y (fes,exl, €2) = =gy (€2, €2) = 5
wiz(e3) = 5gvles, e1l,€2) = gy (ea, ea) = 3,
(e2) = 29y (s, e €3) = —2 gy (ea, €a) = —3
wizl€2 729)’ €2,€1],€3) = 29Y €3,€3) = 9’
1 1 1
waz(er) = 591/([61,62],63) = 591/(62,62) =3

We inherit the convection e! - €2 - €3 = Id from the book [13], by assigning

() () ()

For any ¥ € I'S9G)(Y, §') 2 C2, we have that

1 o 3
Dy = Zekdllf + Z ek§wij(ek)ezejlll = Z\I/
k

i<j,k

Hence, I, acts as a diagonal matrix with eigenvalues (%, %) Summarizing the above argu-
ments, we have that

HM.(M,,Fy,s) 2Fa&F, HM,(M,, F,,s)~F&F, HM (M, F;,s) = 0.

Remark: Note that the closure of the image of f; can not be of one dimensional. Otherwise,
let H be this one-dimensional closed subgroup in SO(3). It is well known that H preserves a vector
1
in S C R3, say (w,y, 2)"! € S2. We have that the group generated by cos2mt —sin 27t
sin2nt  cos2mt
preserves (z,%,2)%, which implies that either y = 2 = 0 or £ = 0,1. We can apply the same
arguments for the other two subgroups. In conclusion we have that either + = y = 2 = 0 or
t = 0,1, which contradicts to our assumption.
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