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THE EQUIVALENCE OF TWO PIN(2)-EQUIVARIANT SEIBERG-WITTEN
FLOER HOMOLOGIES

NIKHIL PANDIT

ABsTrRACT. We show that for a rational homology 3-sphere Y equipped with a self-conjugate spin®-
structure s, the Pin(2)-equivariant monopole Floer homology of (Y,s), as defined by Lin, is iso-
morphic to the Pin(2)-equivariant Seiberg-Witten Floer homology of (Y, s) defined by Manolescu.

1. INTRODUCTION

Let Y be a 3-manifold with a spin® structure s. In this paper, we are interested in two differ-
ent frameworks for constructing Seiberg-Witten Floer homology of the pair (Y,s). Firstly, there
is Kronheimer and Mrowka’s construction of monopole Floer homology in [KMO07], based around
achieving transversality through perturbations of the Seiberg-Witten equations. This approach is
very general: it is defined for all 3-manifolds Y. Monopole Floer homology comes in three flavors
ﬁ]\//[*(Y, 5), ﬁ]\\/l*(Y, 5), and HM (Y, s), which are modules over the ring Z[U] (where degU = —2)
and are related by an exact sequence.

On the other hand, when Y is a rational homology sphere, Manolescu’s approach in [Man03], based
around finite-dimensional approximation, produces the Seiberg-Witten Floer spectrum SWF (Y] s),
an S'-equivariant suspension spectrum. Although this invariant is less general than monopole Floer
homology, as it is not defined for all 3-manifolds Y, it has a number of advantages when it is defined:
it can sometimes carry more information than the monopole Floer homology alone, and it interacts
more simply with covers (see e.g. [LMI8b]). Accordingly, there have been several extensions of
Manolescu’s original construction to 3-manifolds Y with b1(Y") > 0. When b;(Y) = 1 and the spin®-
structure is non-torsion, Kronheimer and Manolescu [KMI4] produce an invariant in the form of a
periodic pro-spectrum. For 3-manifolds Y with b;(Y") > 0, Khandawit-Lin-Sasahira [KLSI18| produce
an “unfolded” Seiberg-Witten Floer spectrum. Finally, for 3-manifolds Y for which the triple cup
product on H'(Y;Z) vanishes, Sasahira-Stoffregen [SS25] produce a generalization of Manolescu’s
invariant for torsion spin®-structures s.

In [LM18a], Lidman and Manolescu unify the monopole Floer and Seiberg-Witten Floer frame-
works by proving an isomorphism of Z[U]-modules between monopole Floer homology and the
(reduced) S'-equivariant homology of the spectrum,

(1.1) HM (Y, s) = HY (SWF(Y,5)).

Note that the equivariant homology on the right-hand side is naturally a module over the ring
H*(BSY;7Z) = Z[U].

Now suppose that s is a self-conjugate spin® structure on Y. In this case, there are equivariant
refinements of both frameworks which incorporate the additional Z/2Z symmetry. On the spectrum
side, the extra Z/27 symmetry automatically produces a Pin(2)-action on the spectrum SWF(Ys),
which was used by Manolescu [Manl6] to produce a disproof of the triangulation conjecture in
dimensions 5 and greater. On the monopole Floer homology side, Lin [Linl8| constructs a refinement
HS, (Y,s) (and similarly for the other flavors) by reworking Kronheimer and Mrowka’s construction
in the Morse-Bott setting. The invariant I;T:S‘*(Y,s) is a module over the ring R = F[Q,V]/(Q?),
where F = Z/27Z, @ has degree —1, and V has degree —4. This invariant can be substituted for
Manolescu’s invariant to produce a corresponding disproof of the triangulation conjecture.
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The purpose of this paper is to extend the isomorphism ([1.1)) to these Pin(2)-equivariant refine-
ments, unifying the two corresponding approaches to the triangulation conjecture:

Theorem 1. LetY be a rational homology sphere, and let s be a self-conjugate spin® structure on
Y. Then there is an isomorphism of R-modules

HS.(Y,5) ~ Hy ™ (SWF(Y,5); F).

Here ITIEH@) is reduced Pin(2)-equivariant Borel homology, and the right-hand side is naturally a
module over H*(BPin(2);F) = R.

The proof of Theorem [1| proceeds similarly to the proof of the isomorphism (1.1)) in [LM18al, and
consists of the following steps.
First:

(1) Show that S +(Y,s) can be computed from configurations in global Coulomb gauge;

(2) Show that finite-dimensional approximation can also be done in the presence of an equivariant
perturbation, yielding a spectrum SWF(Y,s) which is Pin(2)-equivariantly stably homotopy
equivalent to SWF (Y, s).

These two steps are performed in [LM18al, and transfer over to the Pin(2)-equivariant setting es-

sentially without change.

Next:

(3) Define an interpolating vector field X, on the global Coulomb slice W by taking finite-
dimensional projections of the nonlinear part of the perturbed Seiberg-Witten vector field
X = X3

(4) Show that for A » 0, the stationary submanifolds of X are in one-to-one correspondence
with those of X, and that the correspondence preserves gradings (after a suitable grading
shift).

(5) Show that for A » 0, the interpolating vector field Xy defines a chain complex 6{5’: (Y, s).

These three steps are broadly similar to the approach taken in [LM18a], but many particulars
are different. The correspondence in step (4) is obtained using the implicit function theorem, as
in [LM18a], but because the stationary points are now non-isolated, the implicit function theorem
has to be applied in a different way. Similarly, part of step (5) involves proving that the Hessian
at reducible stationary points is normally hyperbolic rather than fully hyperbolic, as in the non-
degenerate case; and the chain complex is defined using Morse-Bott homology rather than Morse
homology.

The final ingredient of the proof is the following:

(6) Show that there is an R-linear isomorphism ITL/S’: (Y,s) ~ ES*(Y,E) (in a sufficiently large
grading range).

This section of the proof differs substantially from the corresponding step in [LMI18al]. There,
since stationary points and trajectories were isolated, it was possible to apply the inverse function
theorem to produce an explicit correspondence between trajectories and approximate trajectories,
showing that the counts involved in the differentials were equal. The inverse function theorem also
served to show that the R-module structure was preserved.

In the current setting, however, trajectories are non-isolated and the differentials are no longer
simple counts: this setup is not amenable to the implicit function theorem. Instead, we produce
the isomorphism in step (6) by considering moduli spaces for a time-dependent flow interpolating
between the flow of X, and the flow of X. These moduli spaces define a chain homotopy equivalence

between the approximate complex ES'A(Y,s) and the true complex cs (Y,s). Similarly, we show
that the actions of @ € R on the approximate and true complexes are related by a chain homotopy
equivalence, and similarly for the actions of V € R. Thus, where [LM18al| produced an isomorphism
between chain complexes, we produce only a quasi-isomorphism.
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The paper is organized as follows: In we discuss the finite-dimensional model of Morse-Bott
homology we will use. In we briefly set up the objects and notation relevant to the analysis in
the following sections. §4]sets up and compares various notions of gradings for stationary points of
X and X,. Finally, §5| tackles steps (4) and (5) above, §6| proves step (6), and §7| puts the pieces
together to prove Theorem [T}

Acknowledgement. I am deeply grateful to my advisor Ciprian Manolescu for suggesting this
problem and for his substantial help and advice throughout the research process.

2. MORSE-BOTT HOMOLOGY FOR MANIFOLDS WITH BOUNDARY

This section defines a model of Morse-Bott homology in finite dimensions, later specializing to
spaces with actions of the group Pin(2).

2.1. Overview. Let X be a finite-dimensional manifold with boundary, and let v be a vector field
on X which is tangent to 0X. The purpose of this section is to show that if v satisfies a certain
Morse-Bott-Smale quasi-gradient condition, then for every isolated invariant set . of the flow of
v, we can define a Morse-Bott chain complex é*(X ,v)[-] whose homology computes the reduced
homology of the Conley index associated to .’ and the flow of v. The generators of the chain complex
C (X,v)[’] will be maps o : A — B from a stratified space A into a stationary submanifold B of
v, and the differential do will be a sum )’ 5 A X4 oy M(B, B’) of fibered products of moduli spaces
of trajectories from B to another stationary submanifold B’. Therefore, it is necessary to start by
defining a class of stratified spaces containing the moduli spaces M(B, B’) and showing that the
class is closed under fiber products. This is done in [LinI§|, but we reproduce the basic definitions
and results below.

2.2. 6-chains. Let B, B’ be two stationary submanifolds of the vector field v. Because v is tangent
to X, the compactified moduli space M *(B, B’) of broken flow lines of v is not naturally a smooth
manifold with corners (see Section 16.5 in [KMO07]). However, when v satisfies a transversality
condition, the compactified moduli space will have the structure of an abstract 6-chain. We start
with the following two definitions to prepare the definition of an abstract d-chain:

Definition 2.1 (Definition 3.5.1 in [Lin1§]). Let (@, go) be a pointed topological space. Let 7 : S —
Q be a continuous map, and suppose Sp = 7 1(qp). We say that 7 is a topological submersion along
Sp if for every sg € Sy there is a neighborhood U < S and a neighborhood Q' < @ of ¢y admitting
a homeomorphism

(UnSo)xQ —U
which commutes with 7.
Definition 2.2 (Definition 3.6.13 in [Lin18]). Let N be a d-dimensional space stratified by manifolds
and M9~! a union of (d — 1)-dimensional components of the stratification. We say that N has a

codimension-c §-structure along M9~1 if there is an open set W > M9~! admitting a topological
embedding j : W — EW and a map

S=(S1,...,8c41) : EW — (0,00]“"!
with the following properties:

(1) the fiber along oo is identified with j(M?~!) and S is a topological submersion along it;

(2) the subset j(W) < EW is the zero set of a continuous map § : EW — II¢ (where II¢ < Re¢*H!
denotes the hyperplane {6 € R“"! | 314, = 0});

(3) if ee EW has S;, = o for some index i, then §;, < 0 (with equality only if S(e) = o0);

(4) on the subset of EW where all the S; are finite, ¢ is smooth and transverse to zero.

Now we can define an abstract d-chain:



Definition 2.3 (Definition 4.1.1 in [Lin18]). A topological space N¢ is a d-dimensional abstract
d-chain if it is a stratified space
NSNS . .oN SN 1T=g

of dimension d with the following additional structures. We are given a finite partition of each
stratum

Me
NN = [ [ M5
i=1

for each e = 0,...,d, and we call the closure of each M an e-dimensional face. We denote the top
stratum of a face A by A. The set of faces satisfies the following combinatorial property: whenever a
codimension e face A” is contained in a codimension e — 2 face A, there are exactly two codimension
e — 1 faces contained in A that contain A”.

Furthermore, each pair of faces A’ < A has an associated finite set N(A,A’), together with
a subset O(A,A’) € N(A,A’), where the O is for obstructed, and their local structure satisfies
the following properties. There is an open neighborhood W(A, A') of A’ inside A together with a
topological embedding j inside a space EW(A, A’) endowed with a topological submersion

S: EW(A,A') — (0,00]N(A&A)
called the local thickening, such that:
(1) The map S is a topological submersion along the fiber over oo, and this is identified with A’;
(2) The image j(W) < EW is the zero set of a map
§: EW — ROAA)

vanishing along the fiber of S over oo;

(3) Calling W° « W and EW°® — EW the subsets where none of the components of S is infinite,
the restriction of j to W9 is a smooth embedding, and the restriction of § to EW? is transverse
to zero.

This collection of local thickenings is compatible in the following sense: Whenever we have three
faces A” < A’ ¢ A, we have a canonical inclusion

N(A',A") — N(A,A")
with identifications
O(A",A") = O(A,A") n N(A', A”)
and
(0’ Oo]N(AI’A”) = {(1’1, PN zN(A,A”)) | Lo = O if o ¢ N(A/, A”)} C (0, OO]N(A’AH)
so that we also have the identifications
EW (A, A") = EW(A,A") A 87! ((O,OO]N(A/’A”) x {oo})
— . ¥ N A/,A”
S(A/7 A”) = S(A’ A”)|EW(A’,A”) : EW(A/7 A”) - (Oa OO] ( )
— . TR o(a’,A"
(A, A") = 6(A, A")| gy aram : EW(A,A") - ROGHAD,
(In the last line, we are implicitly stating that the restriction of §(A, A”) has image contained in the
subspace corresponding to ROMAA") under the identifications above.) Finally, whenever A’ ¢ A
has codimension one, for each face A the data above defines a codimension ¢ d-structure along A’ in

the sense of Definition in the sense that there is an identification of RO(®A") with the subspace
II° < Ret1,

Definition 2.4 (Definition 4.1.6 in [Linl8]). Let X be a smooth manifold without boundary. A
d-chain in X is a pair o = (A, f) where
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(1) Ais an abstract d-chain and f : A — X is a continuous map;

(2) the restriction of f to each stratum of A is a smooth map;

(3) for each pair of faces A’ = A”, the map extends to a continuous map Ef(A’,; A”) on the local
thickening EW (A’, A”) which is smooth in a neighborhood of W (A, A”);

(4) the collection of extensions to the local thickenings is compatible, in the sense that for every
triple A > A’ 5 A” the map Ef(A’, A”) is the restriction of Ef(A, A”) under the identification
of Definition 2.3

Lemma 2.5 (Lemma 4.1.8 in [Linl8]). The fiber product of two transverse d-chains in X has the
natural structure of a §-chain in X.

Definition 2.6 (p. 96 in [Lin18]). For any countable family F of §-chains in X, we write C;J (X) for
the free vector space over F = Z/27Z generated by d-dimensional d-chains in X which are transverse
to the family F, modulo isomorphism and modulo “negligible chains” (Definition 4.1.11 in [Linl8§]).
There is a boundary map 0y : C — C3_,, defined on a é-chain (A, o) by summing the restrictions
of o to the codimension-1 faces of A.

Remark 2.7. As in Remark 4.1.12 in [Linl8], C7 (X) is trivial for d > dim(X) + 2.

Proposition 2.8 (Proposition 4.1.13 in [LinI8]). The homology of the complex (Cf (X), ) is
canonically isomorphic to the singular homology H.(X;T).

2.3. Morse-Bott quasi-gradients. Although there are standard definitions of Morse-Bott ho-
mology for Morse-Bott gradient fields v = grad f, we will be forced to deal with vector fields which
are approximations to the Seiberg-Witten gradient flow, and hence are not themselves gradients.
However, these approximate vector fields will still satisfy the following “quasi-gradient” condition,
which extends Definition 2.3.2 in [LM1I8a] to the Morse-Bott setting.

Definition 2.9. Let X be a smooth manifold, possibly with boundary. A smooth vector field v on
X is called a Morse-Bott quasi-gradient if
(i) v is tangent to 0X along 0X.
(ii) The stationary points of v form closed smooth manifolds, each of which is contained entirely
in 0X orin X —0X.
(iii) For each stationary submanifold B, the derivative dv is normally hyperbolic; i.e. for each x € B,
the complexification of (dv), : T, X /T, B — T, X /T, B has no eigenvalues with real part 0.
(iv) There exists a smooth function f : X — R such that df(v) = 0 at all x € X, with equality
holding if and only if x is a stationary point of v.

A stationary submanifold B of a Morse-Bott quasi-gradient has an index ind(B), namely the
number of eigenvalues of dv on B with negative real part. Our task is to define a version of Morse-
Bott homology for Morse-Bott quasi-gradients.

The following lemma, which follows from Theorem 2 in [PS70|, shows that condition above
guarantees that a Morse quasi-gradient is conjugate to a linear flow near a stationary submanifold:

Lemma 2.10. Assume that a smooth vector field v on a Riemannian manifold X has a compact
stationary submanifold B on which dv is normally hyperbolic, as in item above. Then there
is a homeomorphism from a neighborhood of B to a meighborhood of the zero section in the normal
bundle N B which conjugates the flow of v to the flow of the linear part of v.

On the other hand, condition in Definition guarantees that flow lines have limits in our
setting (Lemma below). This lemma is a crucial ingredient in showing that the stable and
unstable manifolds of v are embedded (Proposition below).

Lemma 2.11. Let v be a Morse-Bott quasi-gradient vector field on a compact, oriented, smooth
manifold X. Let v : R — X be a flow line of v (i.e. % +v(y) = 0). Then limy_,o y(t) and
limy_, o y(t) exist, and they are both stationary points of v.
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Proof. Let € = {Bq,..., By} be the set of connected critical submanifolds of v. By Lemma for
each B € € we may choose a neighborhood ANz and a homeomorphism ¢g : Ny — D¥ x D"* x B
conjugating v with the vector field

(X1, ooy Ty ) = (X1, ooy =Xk, Tkt 1y - - » T, 0).

We can assume the neighborhoods Np are disjoint.

Ain

k
A()ut ‘D Aont

Ain

FIGURE 1. Neighborhood A of 0 (shaded) in D* x D"=*

For sufficiently small > 0, consider the subset A — D* x D"* consisting of all points on flow
lines of — starting on D¥(n) x S"~*(1) x B or at {0} x {0} x B (Figure . The boundary of A
consists of the three pieces Ay, = DF(n) x S"7F(1) x B, Aou = S¥(1) x D" *(n) x B, and Agew
consisting of points on flow lines between 0A;, and 0Aqys.-

Let A, Ap in, ABout be the preimages of A, Aiy, and Aoy under ¢p. Let ¢ be the value of f
on B. Since the subset Acore = {0} x S"7#(1) x B < Aj, flows into B under the flow of —%, and
since f decreases on trajectories of —v, the value of fo ¢gl on any point of A.qe is greater than cp.
By compactness of S"~*(1) x B, we can choose 1 > 0 small enough that the value of f on any point
of Ap in is greater than cp. Similarly, we can ensure that the value of f on Ap oy is less than cp.

Let Ng be the interior of Ap. By construction, flow lines must enter Vg through Apg i, and exit
through Ap ou¢. Furthermore, f decreases along flow lines, and f|a,,, > cB > flap .- It follows
that if a flow line enters Mg, it either remains in Nz for all future time, or it exits and never returns.

Let N = Upee VB, and choose € > 0 so that df (v) = e on X —N. Let 7 : R — X be a flow line
of v, i.e. a solution to the equation dv/dt + v(v(¢)) = 0. If v stayed outside N for all ¢ > g, we
would have

T
FOUT)) = F(1(to)) — f df V() dt < F((t0)) — (T — to)

for all T' > tg, which is impossible since f is bounded. Therefore « either remains in N or leaves

and returns to N infinitely many times. However, since there are finitely many Np’s and v can

never return to a neighborhood ANz once it has left, v must remain in N, and hence some Np, for

all ¢t sufficiently large. It follows that lim; .o (t) exists, as flow lines of ¥ which remain in A for
6



all positive time have limits at co. We can argue similarly to conclude that lim;_,_o y(t) exists as
well. O

Remark 2.12. The proof of Lemma is similar to the proof of Lemma 2.8 in [LM18a], which
was missing the argument involving controlling the values of f on Apg i, and Ap out-

Given z € X, let 7, be the flow line of the Morse-Bott quasi-gradient v satisfying v, (0) = . For
a stationary submanifold B < X of v, we define

W*(B) = {x e X ‘ Jim 7, (1) € B}

W(B) = {x e X ‘ lim 7, (1) € B} .
——00
We can also define W*(p), W*(p) in the same way when p is a (possibly non-isolated) stationary
point of v.

Proposition 2.13. The stable and unstable sets W*(B), W"(B) above are embedded submanifolds
of X.

Proof. According to Theorem A.9 in [AB95], an open neighborhood of B in W*(B) can be identified
with a neighborhood of the zero section in the stable normal bundle v~ — B, which consists of
the generalized eigenspaces of dv corresponding to eigenvalues with negative real part. With this
local description in hand, we can construct a homeomorphism E* : v~ — W#(B) exactly as in the
Morse case (see Theorem 4.20 in [BHO04]). The key point in that theorem is the fact that flow lines
have limits at 0o, which is proved in the current setting as Lemma The case of W*(B) is
analogous. O

2.4. The Morse-Bott-Smale condition. In this section, we define moduli spaces of trajectories
of a Morse-Bott quasi-gradient under an additional transversality condition.

Definition 2.14. We say that a Morse-Bott quasi-gradient v is Morse-Bott-Smale if for all stationary
submanifolds B_, By < X of v, the intersection W*(B_)hW?*(B,) is transverse in X. (If X has
boundary and both W*(B_) and W*(B,) are contained in ¢X, we instead require W*(B_) and
W#(B,) to intersect transversely in 0X.)

When v is Morse-Bott-Smale, we can define M(B_, B,) = (W*(B_) n W*(B,))/R, the moduli
space of unparametrized flow lines of v from B_ to B,. There are also endpoint evaluation maps

ev_: M(B B+)— B_,evy : M(B_, B;) — B, which take a trajectory to its asymptotic start/end
point.

Remark 2.15. Definition differs from the Smale condition used in [AB95] (Section 3.2), where
one imposes the stronger condition that for every p € B_, the intersection W*(p)hW?*(B;) is
transverse. There, this asymmetric definition is necessary to ensure that the map ev_ defined above
is a locally trivial fiber bundle. However, in the §-chain formulation of singular homology, it is no
longer necessary to impose this condition.

In the remainder of this section, we express the Morse-Bott-Smale transversality condition equiv-
alently as surjectivity of a certain linear operator.

We begin by defining the weighted Sobolev spaces necessary for the discussion. Fix two stationary
submanifolds B_ and B, and set

PuB-By) = (e 2R X0 Jim ()€ B}

Choose ¢ > 0 small enough that for all p € B_ u B} and for all nonzero eigenvalues A of dvp,

|Re A| > 6. Choose once and for all a function f : R — R with f(t) = e*l for |t| » 0, and for any L3

vector field w along a path v € Py (B_, By), define ||w| ;s = | fw|,. Finally, we set T, ; sP(B_, By)
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to be the completion of the tangent space to P (B_, B ) at v with respect to the Lié norm | -
(Note that multiplication by f defines an isometry Mj : Lz, s— L3

Linearizing the flow operator F : Py(B_, B;) — T_1P(B-, B;)

F(y) = %Z +v(v),

gives rise to a linearized operator L, : T ; sP(B_, By) — T, j—1,sP(B-, B1),
Dw
dt
Here D is any connection on T'X defined in a neighborhood of the image of . The operator L, is
Fredholm (cf. Proposition 3.3.4 in [Linl8]). As in Lemma 2.1 in [LM18a], the particular choice of
the connection D only changes the operator L. by a compact operator, and when v is a flow line
L., is independent of the choice of D.

(2.1) L,= + Dv(w).

Proposition 2.16. The vector field v is Morse-Bott-Smale if and only if for any critical submani-
folds B_, B, of v and for any flow line v from B_ to B4, the operator L, from 18 surjective.

Proof. The proof closely mirrors Proposition 10.2.8 in [AD14]. Fix B_, B, and « as in the proposi-

tion, and let b = evy (). Given sg,s € R, welet @y, ) : Ty(s) X — Ty (s,)X be the resolvent of the

linear ODE, i.e. the unique solution w to L (w) = 0 with w(sp) =Y satisfies w(s1) = ®(5,,5,)(Y).
Set

F%(s0) = {Y €Ty X | lim f(5)®(sy Y = o}

B (s0) — {Y € Ty X | 1 [(5)P(ag,Y = 0}

E¢ (sg) = {Y € Ty(s0) X ’ D (40,5)Y stays bounded away from 0 and o as s — ioo} )

Then E"(s0) = Ty(s) W"(b-), E*(s0) = Ty(s)W?*(b4), and ker L, is identified with E*(so) N E*(so).
(The spaces E9 (sq), meanwhile, are identified with Tp,, B+ .)
To investigate the cokernel of L., we investigate the kernel of its L?-formal adjoint

D
LY = —— + (Dv)*.

dt
It turns out that W, ;) := P4, s,)* is the resolvent of L, for differentiating the identity
(2'2) <\IJ(50 S)Z (I)(So S)Y> = <Z Y>
with respect to s and writing Z(s) = \IJ(SO s) Y(s) = CID(SO 5 (Y) yields

S > (a0 202
<D§s — DV Z(), Y (s >>—o
(L22(5).Y(5)) = 0,

and since this is true for any Y we conclude L¥Z(s) = 0.

Investigating more closely, we see that if Z € ker L¥, then (Z,Y) = 0 whenever ¢
remains bounded as s — +0o0. This shows that

ker L% = (E"(s0) + E2(s0))" N (E*(s0) + EY(s0))*
=~ (E"(s0) + E (s0) + E*(s0) + EY (s0)) "

Since E%(sq) + £ (s0) = Ty(so)W*(B-) and E*(so) + E$(s0) = Ty (so)W*(By), we see that L is
injective if and only if W*(B_) intersects W* (B, ) transversely, as desired.

Y

(SU 75)

]
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2.5. The Morse-Bott chain complex. Recall that if X is a manifold with boundary, and if
f is a Morse function on X whose gradient is parallel to 0X, Kronheimer and Mrowka defined a
Morse chain complex involving three types of critical points: interior, boundary-stable, and boundary-
unstable critical points. Interior critical points lie in X — 0X, while critical points p in the boundary
are said to be boundary-stable or boundary-unstable if the normal vector to the boundary at p is
stable or unstable, respectively, for the flow of —grad f. A trajectory from a critical point p to a
critical point ¢ is said to be boundary-obstructed if p is boundary-stable and ¢ is boundary-unstable.

Let v be a Morse-Bott-Smale quasi-gradient field on X, and fix an isolated invariant set .# of the
flow of v, in the sense of Definition 2.4.1 in [LMI8al. Stationary submanifolds of v now come in the
same three types (interior, boundary-stable, boundary-obstructed). For two stationary submanifolds
B,B' c .¥ of v, let M[.#](B, B') be the moduli space of unparametrized flow lines of v from B to
B’ which lie entirely within .. Write ev_ : M(B,B') — B, ev, : M(B,B') — B’ for the maps
which take a trajectory to its asymptotic start/end point.

Proposition 2.17. The moduli space M[.%|(B, B') has a compactification
MF[#Y(B,B') = | JM[.#](B, B1) xp, M[.#](B1,Bs) X, -+ %, M[.#](By, B,

where we take the union over all sequences (Bu, ..., By,) of critical submanifolds, and where the fiber
products are taken with respect to the maps evy.

Proof. This is stated underneath Theorem 4.9 in [BH10] for the case that v is a gradient. However, it
is also true when v is a Morse-Bott-Smale quasi-gradient, since the underlying analysis in Appendix
§A.3 of [AB95] is done under the sole assumption that v has hyperbolic stationary manifolds. O

The following proposition is analogous to Proposition 3.6.14 in [Linl8], and the dimension calcu-
lation is analogous to Proposition 3.3.12 from the same source.

Proposition 2.18. The compactified moduli space M*[.#](B, B') has the structure of an abstract
d-chain. Its dimension is

ind(B) —ind(B’) + dim B — 1 (B, B’) not boundary-obstructed

dim (M*[.#|(B, B')) =
i (ML) ) {ind(B) —ind(B’) + dim B (B, B') boundary-obstructed.

Each compactified moduli space M*[.%](B, B') determines a d-chain (M*[.%](B, B'),ev_) in X
(and in fact in B). Let F = {(M*[Y](B,B’),ev,) | B,B' € Crit(f)}. Then we may define C7 (B)
as in Definition 2.6

Recall that if X is a manifold with boundary, and if f is a Morse function on X whose gradient
is parallel to 0X, Kronheimer and Mrowka defined a Morse chain complex involving three types
of critical points: interior, boundary-stable, and boundary-unstable critical points. Interior critical
points lie in X — 0X, while critical points p in the boundary are said to be boundary-stable or
boundary-unstable if the normal vector to the boundary at p is stable or unstable, respectively,
for the flow of —grad f. A trajectory from a critical point p to a critical point ¢ is said to be
boundary-obstructed if p is boundary-stable and ¢ is boundary-unstable.

For our Morse-Bott-Smale vector field v, the stationary submanifolds of v come in the same three
types. Let €°[.7](v), €°[.7](v), and €*[.#](v) denote the collection of interior, boundary-stable,
and boundary-unstable stationary submanifolds, respectively. For 6 € {o, s, u}, define

(2:3) Gll= @ @ B
it+j=k Bee®[#](v)
ind(B)=j

Write Cy[.] = CR[L1 @ CE [ ]@ C[]. There is a differential 05 : Cx[] — Cr—1[*] which
takes a d-chain 0 : A — B to the sum )}, 0 xp M*[.](B, B;), where the summand is viewed as a
9



d-chain in B;. (Note that d~¢ splits as
Os9 =01+ 02+ -+ 0On,

where 0,, takes chains in an index j stationary submanifold to chains in an index j — m stationary
submanifold, and N = dim X.) We set ¢ = dy + d~¢, where Jy is as defined in Definition For
0,0" € {o0,s,u}, let 0% be the component of @ mapping C%[.#] to C¥ [.#]. Finally, set

Gl = Gl @ G 7]
. o0 ouvos - -
(24) 0= (% 57%,) 00 -Gl
Proposition 2.19. ¢ has degree —1, and 0% = 0.
Proof. To see that ¢ has degree —1, focus for simplicity on the matrix entry 05 (the others are
similar). 02 sends chains o : A — B to chains evy : 0 xg M*[.#](B, B') — B’, where B, B are

interior critical points. Here the degree of o in C¢[.] is dim A + ind B, whereas the degree of ev
is

deg(evy) = dim (cr x5 M*[#](B, B')) +ind(B)
=dim A + dim M*[.](B, B') — dim B + ind(B’) (by transversality)
=dego — 1. (by Proposition
The proof that 0> = 0 is done in the gradient case in Proposition 4.2.4 in [LinI8]. The proof

carries over to the quasi-gradient setting, as we can substitute Proposition above to calculate
the boundary of a moduli space. ]

Definition 2.20. We define H,[.¥](X,v) to be the homology of the complex (C[.#],0) defined
above.

2.6. Continuation maps. Let {v)y}o<a<1 be a homotopy with vp,v; Morse-Bott-Smale quasi-
gradients. Suppose N is a common isolating neighborhood for the flow of each vy, and set .\ =
Inv(N,vy). The purpose of this section is to prove the following proposition:

Proposition 2.21. For generic homotopies vy, there is an isomorphism

H, [S](X,v0) ~ Hy[A](X,01).

Corollary 2.22. The homology H, [L](X,v) is isomorphic to the reduced homology of the Conley
index of 7 (with Z)2 coefficients).

Proof. Choose a small perturbation v; of v which is Morse-Smale, and choose a generic homotopy vy
between v and v;. If v; is sufficiently close to v, then an isolating neighborhood N for .# remains an
isolating neighborhood for each vy. According to the proposition, Hy[.](X,v) =~ Hy[.#](X,v1),
where .4 = Inv(N,vy). Since vy is Morse-Smale, H,[.#1](X,v1) is isomorphic to the reduced
homology of the Conley index of .#; for the flow of v; [see §2.8 in [LMIR&a]], but by homotopy
invariance of the Conley index, this is isomorphic to the reduced homology of the Conley index of
S for the flow of vg. O

To prepare the proof of Proposition [2.21 we first define a chain map
F i Cul %] (X, v0) = Cu A1) (X, v1).
First, reparametrize A from [0, 1] to [—o0, c0]. Let
(2.5) p:R—(-1,1)
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be an increasing diffeomorphism, and define a vector field ¥ on X x R by o(z,A) = (va(z), p’ (V).
Given stationary submanifolds By and B; of vy and vy, respectively, let W*(By), W*(B;) denote
the set of flow lines of © which limit to By at —o0 and B; at 400, respectively, and remain within
N for all time. For generic p, the intersections W*(By) n W*(B;) will be transverse for all pairs
(Bo, B1), so we obtain smooth moduli spaces of unparametrized flow lines

v

M (Bo, B1) = {V ‘R—> X xR[y=10(y), lim ~(t) e Bo, lim 5(t) € Br, 7(x,A) € N for all 937)\} /R

which remain in N.
The following is analogous to Theorem 6.4 in [BH10]:

Proposition 2.23. The moduli space Mx(By, B1) admits a compactification M; (Bo, B1) consisting
of broken trajectories from By to Bj.

As in Proposition 3.6.14 in [Linlg|, we obtain

Proposition 2.24. The compactified moduli space ]\7[;' (Bo, B1) defines an abstract §-chain of di-
mension ind(By) — ind(B1) (if (Bo, B1) is not boundary-obstructed) or ind(Bp) — ind(By) + 1 (if
(Bo, By) is boundary-obstructed).

Elements of M ¥ (Bo, B1) can be written as broken trajectories (vo,7,71), where ; is a bro-
ken trajectory of the lifted vector field o;(z,A) = (v;(z),p'(N\)) and v is a trajectory of ©. The
codimension-1 stratum of M, (Bo, B1) admits the following description:

Proposition 2.25. The codimension-1 stratum ofl\;.[)\+ (Bo, B1) consists of broken trajectories (Yo, vy, Y1),
where v = (v}, ..., "), for which there are exactly two trajectories in the set

{'Y(%a-~-a730a7a711a-~-77?1}

which are not boundary-obstructed.

Proof. This is analogous to Proposition 3.6.12 in [LinI8§|, or more specifically the special case of a
cylindrical cobordism. O

Recall that é’*(X ,v0) is defined using §-chains transverse to the family
Fo= {(N1* (B, B').ev_) | B, B € €[] (1)}

Enlarge F, to F by including the d-chains (]\Z;r (Bo, B1),ev_) (with By € €[-#](vo), B1 € €[.L1](v1)).
The following lemma is a restatement of Lemma 4.2.12 in [Linl8]| in the current setting.

Lemma 2.26. Write éf for the complex defined using the family F. Then the inclusion éf(X, vg) —
Cclo (X, v9) is a quasi-isomorphism.

For 6,0’ € {o0,s,u} and a é-chain o in By € €/[.#](vg), we can define
Fi@)= Y o xp, M (B, B).
Bl€¢6, [Yl](vl)
We then set
- <Fg FYos + oY F?

(26) F= Fo FS 4 Fugs 4 aqu) :é*[yO](vaO) - é*[yl](Xy Ul)-

Proposition 2.27. The map F defined above is a degree 0 chain map.

Proof. The proof is exactly analogous to Proposition 4.3.2 in [Linl8|, and essentially follows from
the description of the codimension-1 stratum of M, (By, B1) given in Proposition |
11



Note that the chain map F' has an implicit a priori dependence on the increasing function p chosen
in .
To show that F' is an isomorphism in homology, it will be enough to show that
(1) if vo = v1 and vy is constant in A, then F is the identity, and
(2) if vy is a third Morse-Bott-Smale function and F}; : Co £ (X, v5) — C [-7;]1(X,v;), then
Fy5 0 Fy; is chain homotopic to Fps.

Proposition 2.28. If vy = v; and we choose vy to be constant in \, then the chain map F in
is the identity.

Proof (cf. proof of Proposition 4.3.5 in [Linl8]). If B, B’ are two distinct critical submanifolds of
Vg, then M;’(B, B’) (the collection of broken flow lines of ¢ from B to B’) has a free R-action given
by translation in the A-direction. Therefore, the evaluation maps ev_ : M $(B,B") — B’ factor
through the lower-dimensional space M (B, B')/R. This implies that the d-chain (J\VJ;\r (B,B'),ev_)
is negligible, in the sense of Definition and hence that the moduli spaces M;“ (B, B’) with B, B’
distinct do not contribute to F. On the remaining moduli spaces M ; (B, B), the maps evy are
homeomorphisms and so F' is the identity. ]

Now assume we are given a third Morse-Bott-Smale quasi-gradient v, as in item (2), and let p;;
be the increasing function and v&” ) the homotopy used in the construction of Fl-j. Choose a smooth

function pg12 : R? — R which is increasing in each coordinate and which satisfies

Po1(N)dx <0
grad po12(A, 1) = 9 poa()0u A <0
Pra(p)y A »0.

Choose a vector field o on X x R? so that

U&Ol)(x) 1<
(02)
) vy () A«O0
o' (2, A, ) = l(L12)
v () A>»0
va () w0

Now set © = ¢’ — grad po12.

Given stationary submanifolds By, Bs of vg and vs, let Wf\‘M(BO) be the set of flow lines y(a) of ¥
limiting to By x {—o0} x {—00} as @ — —o0, and let W3, (Bz2) be the set of flow lines y(a) of 9 limiting
to By x {0} x {00} as a — 0. For a generic choice of po12, the intersection WY, (Bo) n W3, (B2) is
transverse and we obtain a smooth moduli space My, (Bo, Bz) = (W3, (Bo) n W3, (B2))/R.

As with Propositions [2:23] and [2:24] above, the following two propositions follow as in Theorem
6.4 in [BH10] and Proposition 3.6.14 in [Linl§].

Proposition 2.29. The moduli space ]\Zf)\# (Bo, B2) admits a compactification M;H(Bo, Bsy) consist-

ing of

(1) broken trajectories of ¥ from By to Ba;

(2) broken trajectories of 9°?) from By to Ba;

(3) concatenations of broken trajectories of 9°V from By to an intermediate stationary submanifold
B1 of vy with broken trajectories of ?*2) from By to Bs.

Proposition 2.30. The compactified moduli space Z\Z)L(BO7 Bs) defines an abstract §-chain.
12



As before, for 0,0 € {0, s,u} and a §-chain o in By € €/[.%](vo), we can now define

\I’QI(U) = Z 0 X By M;H(BQ,BQ)
BoeCt [F2](v2)
_ (\IJ" Los + oy

o

U= (g wzwzazmzwz) Gl (X0) = Gl ] (X ).

Proposition 2.31. The map V¥ satisfies 0V + Vo = th + th o ng.

Proof. The proof is entirely analogous to Proposition 3.6 in [Linl§]. |

Proof of Proposition[2.21 Let vy be a homotopy between vy and v;. Let v} be the reversed homo-
topy from v; to vg, and let v be the constant homotopy at vy. By Proposition these give rise
to chain maps Fy1, Fio, and Fyg, respectively, of which the last is the identity map by Proposition
By Proposition E Fio o Fyy is chain homotopic to Foo, which means Fw, Fy; are inverses

in homology. ]

2.7. Morse-Bott homology for manifolds with Pin(2)-actions.

2.7.1. Real-oriented blowups. Let X now be a closed Riemannian manifold with an action of the
group

G=Pin(2)=5"uj-S'cH.

by isometries. We assume this action is semifree, i.e. the stabilizer of a point in X is Pin(2) or
{1}. Let R be the fixed set of the action. As in §2.6 of [LM18al, we can construct the real-oriented
blowup

X7 = (X = R) U (N'(R) x [0.6)

where N'(R) is the unit normal bundle of R in X. The action of Pin(2) on X¢ is free by construction.

For r € R, write L, = (V?)|n.r : N.R — N,.R. Note that N,.R naturally has the structure of a
vector space over H, and that L, is H-linear. We define a Morse-Bott equivariant quasi-gradient in
our situation as in Definition 2.18 in [LM18al:

Definition 2.32. A smooth, Pin(2)-equivariant vector field ¢ on X is called a Morse-Bott equivariant
quasi-gradient if the following conditions are satisfied:

(1) All stationary points of the induced vector field v on (X — R)/S* are hyperbolic.

(2) All stationary points of ¥|g are hyperbolic.

(3) At each stationary point r of v|g, L, is self-adjoint and admits a basis over H of eigenvectors
d1(r), ..., dn(r) with corresponding eigenvalues A1 (r), ..., A, (r) such that

A(r) < - < Ap(r)

and A;(r) # 0 for any 1.
(4) There exists a smooth, Pin(2)-equivariant function f : X — R such that df(¢) = 0 at all z € X,
with equality holding if and only if o(z) = 0.
Such a vector field is called Morse-Bott-Smale if the induced vector field v” on X7/S! satisfies
the Morse-Bott-Smale condition for boundary-unobstructed trajectories and the Morse-Bott-Smale
condition in 9(X°/S') for boundary-obstructed trajectories.

Remark 2.33. The stationary points of the induced vector field v” on 0(X?) correspond to pairs
(r,¢), where r € R and ¢ is a unit-length eigenvector of L,. Since L, is H-linear, there is an S®’s
worth of unit eigenvectors for each eigenvalue, which means the critical loci of v on X?/S! are
isolated points (in the interior) and copies of S3/S* = §? (on the boundary).
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Lemma 2.34. Parts (1), (2), and (3) of Definition[2.39 are equivalent to asking that the induced
vector field v° on X /S is hyperbolic in normal directions, i.e. for every stationary submanifold
B < X°/St of v° and for every x € B, the operator

L7 = (Vv7)|n,(B) : Na(B) = Nu(B)
is hyperbolic.
Proof. Clearly condition (1) is equivalent to interior stationary points of v” being hyperbolic. There-
fore we restrict our attention to the boundary and fix a boundary stationary point x = (r,[¢]) of
v?, where L.¢ = A¢. Following Lemma 2.5.5 of [KMOQ7], we may decompose the tangent space to
X7/St at x as

T,(X7/SY) = T,R® (Co)* ®R

and write the linearization of v? as

(Vo) 0 0
* L.—X 0
0 0 A

The stationary submanifold B containing x has T,B = {0} ® C(j¢) ® {0}, so N,B = T, R®
(Co)*/C(j¢) ®R and

Vvl (z) =

(Vo)lr O 0
« L.—X 0|:N,B— N,B.
0 0 A

This is hyperbolic if and only if ¥|g is hyperbolic, A # 0, and A has multiplicity exactly 2, so that
L, — X is invertible on the complement of C¢ ® C(j¢).
|

Lemma 2.35. Let v be a Morse-Bott equivariant quasi-gradient vector field on X, as in Definition
. Let v : R — X be a flow line of ©. Then limy_[v(t)] and limy_,_[y(t)] exist in X /S, and
they are both projections of stationary points of v.

Proof. This is identical to Lemma 2.22 in |[LM1I8a], which is stated for Morse equivariant quasi-
gradients. In the current setting, this lemma is proved analogously to Lemma [2.11 (|

Lemma 2.36. Let v be a Morse-Bott equivariant quasi-gradient vector field on X, as in Definition
. Let v: R — X7/S* be a flow line of v°. Then limy_,o, v(t) and lim;_, o y(t) exist in X°/St,
and they are both stationary points of v7.

Proof. This is similar to the proof of Lemma 2.23 in [LM18a], which is reproduced below with the
necessary changes.

It suffices to consider the half-trajectory v, = 7|r, . By Lemma the projection of v, to the
blow-down X /S limits to a stationary point 7 at 00. Since the projection is one-to-one away from
the boundary, we can assume rg is in the fixed-point set R of the Pin(2)-action.

A small neighborhood V < X9/S! of the boundary d(X°/S!) can be identified with the normal
bundle to the boundary. Hence a point v € V' can be written as a triple (r, s, [¢]) with r € R, s > 0,
and ¢ € N}(R), normalized so that |¢| = 1. Define

AV >R, A(T’S’ [(b]) = <¢7 Lr¢>

The restriction of v to F = N} (R)/S! is the gradient of 1A|p (see e.g. the discussion above
Definition 2.18 in [LM18a]). Therefore, v7|r has n stationary submanifolds, namely 2-spheres labeled
by the eigenvalues \; of L,..
Since the blow-down of v; converges to rg, given any neighborhood U of F, there is ¢y such
that 4 (¢t) € U for all t > tg. In particular, all the accumulation points of v, as t — 00 must be
14



contained in F'. It remains to show that there is a unique accumulation point, and that that point
is a stationary point of v7.

If z € F is an accumulation point of ., then so are all the points on the flow trajectory ¢ through
z. Now ( is contained in F', where the flow is a gradient flow, and hence ( limits to stationary points
x,y at —oo and +00, respectively, corresponding to eigenvectors [¢] and [¢] of L,,. If [¢] # [¢],
then the eigenvalues \;, \; corresponding to [¢], [¢/] must also be distinct, because trajectories of A
do not connect distinct eigenvectors with the same eigenvalue. Note that z,y are also accumulation
points for v, and x = y if and only if ¢ is a stationary trajectory.

If x # y, and hence \; # A;, pick A with A\; > A > X; such that c is not an eigenvalue of L,.. Since
v |p is the gradient of 1A, we have

dA(v7) >0 on A" (\) N F.
By compactness of A=1(\) n F, we can find a neighborhood U < V of F such that
(2.7) dA(v7) >0 on A" (\) N U.

Since z,y are accumulation points of ., the half-trajectory v, must intersect A~1(\) infinitely
many times. Furthermore, for ¢ > ¢y the trajectory -, is contained in U. This contradicts equation
(2.7), which says that A decreases every time the trajectory goes through A=1(\) n U. ]

As in §2.6 of [LM18al, the assumption that v is a Morse-Bott equivariant quasi-gradient means
that even though the vector field v on X°/S! is not a quasi-gradient vector field in any natural

way, we can still use it to compute the Morse-Bott complex Cy (X?/S!, v7): Lemma shows that
the stationary manifolds of v? are normally hyperbolic, which is enough to establish Proposition

217
The complex Cy(X?/S*,v7) computes the singular homology of X°/S. However, it still has a

residual Z/2-action by j.
Definition 2.37. We define

Ci™(X7/8"07) € Cu(X7/S"07)
to be the subcomplex of j-invariant chains, and denote

F1.(X,5) = Hy (C2¥ (X7 /S, 0%)).
If . < X is a Pin(2)-invariant isolated invariant set for the flow of 9, then .#7/St < X°/S! is an
isolated invariant set for the flow of v7, and we define

H[#)(X,0) = Ho(CYV[77/S)(X7 /S 07)).

Remark 2.38. There is a clear quasi-isomorphism between the complex Cv',ik“"(X 7/St 1) and the

complex Cy (X?/Pin(2),v?) obtained by considering stationary points and trajectories in the full
quotient X°/Pin(2). (We generally prefer to work in the intermediate quotient X°/S!, however.)
Hence,

H.(X,0) ~ Hy(X7/Pin(2)) ~ HL™@(x7),

and thus H, (X, 0) approximates the Pin(2)-equivariant homology of X. More precisely, since X7 is
Pin(2)-equivariantly homotopy equivalent to X — X 1, we see that

O (x7) ~ B (X - X5,
and thus

Hi(X,0) =~ 0" (X) (j<n-1),

where n is the connectivity of the pair (X, X — XSl).
15



Remark 2.39. To develop Remark further, suppose . ¢ X is an isolated invariant set of
the flow of ¥ which is Pin(2)-invariant. According to [Pru99] and [Flo87], we may choose a Pin(2)-
invariant index pair (N, L) for .. Then .7 /Pin(2) is an isolated invariant set for the vector field
on X?/Pin(2) induced by v?, and hence has a Conley index I(.#?/Pin(2)). We then have

L[ #1(X.5) ~ Hy(I(#°/ Pin(2)).
But (N?/Pin(2), L°/Pin(2)) is an index pair for .7 /Pin(2), and so
H(I(7°/Pin(2)) = B (N°/L7),

Since the blowup N is Pin(2)-equivariantly homotopy equivalent to N — N, and similarly
Le ~ [ — le7 we see that
Hy[7)(X,0) ~ B (1) - 1)),
and so

H[21(X,0) ~ H "D (1) (G<n-1),

J

where n is the connectivity of the pair (I(.%), I(.%) — I(.#)5").

2.7.2. The Q- and V -actions in Morse-Bott homology. Recall that
H*(BPin(2);F) = F[Q,V]/(Q°),

with deg@ = 1, degV = 4. With (X, ?) as in the previous subsection, we now define chain maps
of degree —1 and —4 on CVZ';“V(X”/Sl,ﬁ) corresponding to the H*(BPin(2);F)-module structure
on H,l:in(Q) (X?). The Pin(2)-action on X7 produces a natural quaternionic line bundle E° on
X?/Pin(2). The Z/2-bundle 7 : X°/S* — X°/Pin(2) also gives rise to a natural real line bundle
F? over X?/Pin(2). Let ¢,n be smooth sections of E7 and F'? (respectively) which are transverse
to the zero sections of E and F'? both in X?/Pin(2) and within d(X?/Pin(2)). Let Z¢, Z, denote
the zero sets of ¢,n. Then for stationary submanifolds B, B’ of v7, let M (B, B’) denote the usual
moduli space of flow lines v : R — X?/S! from B to B’, and define cut-down moduli spaces

M"(B,B') = {y € M(B,B) | n(7(0)) € Z¢}
M™"(B,B') = {ye M(B, B') | n(v(0)) € Zy}.
The cut-down moduli spaces define abstract d-chains. By Lemma[2.26] we may enlarge the family .%#
to include the d-chains (M"¢(B, B'),ev_),(M™"(B,B’),ev_) for all B, B’. Denote by €°(X°/S!,
€5(X7/S1), and €%(X°/S1) the collection of interior, boundary-stable, and boundary-unstable sta-
tionary submanifolds for v, respectively. With notation as in equation (2.3, and for 8,6’ € {o, s, u}
and a d-chain ¢ in B e ¢?(X7/S1), define
m(Q)g : Ca(X7/8") — O 4(X7/8")
m(n)g : CL(X7/S") — C{_1(X7/S")

by
m(C)z'(U) = Z 0 Xey_ MﬁC(B,B/)
Blect (X7 /S1)
mmy(e)= >, 0 xee. M™(B,B),

Bleet (X7 /S1)
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where each summand is viewed as a d-chain in B’ via ev. Finally, restrict to invariant chains and
define

X _ m(C)O _m(C)uaZ - agm(C)fL . Cvinv o/qly _, Ainv o /ql
A= (R Qi asoniey,) X7/ = G/
2 _ m(ﬂ)o —m(n)§ 2, — dgm(n)s, . (inv(yo /gly _, Sinv o/l
)= (ol e s o) O X181 = G 77

The maps induced by m(¢), m(n) on the homology H, (X,0) are exactly the cap products with
p1(E7) and w(F7), because Z; (respectively Z,) is Poincaré dual to p;(E?) (resp. wi(F7)), which
is the pullback of V' (resp. Q) from H*(BPin(2);F) to H*(X?/Pin(2);F). This recovers the
F[Q, V]/(Q?)-module structure on gyn®) (X7).

The isomorphism in Remark 2:39] respects the actions of @ and V so defined, leaving us with the
following proposition:

Proposition 2.40. Let X be a finite-dimensional Riemannian manifold without boundary, equipped
with a semifree action of the group Pin(2). Suppose v is a Morse-Bott equivariant quasi-gradient on
X. Then for any Pin(2)-invariant isolated invariant set # for the flow of v, the Pin(2)-equivariant
Conley index 1(.7) satisfies

H[7)(X,0) ~ H "D (1(#) (<n-1),

where . is the connectivity of the pair (I(.%),1(.)—I1(%)S"). The isomorphism respects the actions
of the ring R = F[Q, V]/(Q?) on either side.

3. SEIBERG-WITTEN PRELIMINARIES

This section briefly sets up the configuration spaces and operators relevant to the proof of Theorem
Throughout the section, we fix a rational homology 3-sphere Y with a metric g and a spin structure
5 with associated spinor bundle S.

3.1. The blown-up configuration space. The affine space of spin® connections on Y can be
identified with Q*(Y;4R), where the spin connection acts as the zero. The configuration space C(Y')
is then defined to be

C(Y) = QY(Y;iR) ®T(S),
and has an action of the gauge group
G(Y)=C"(v,5"
by u - (a,¢) = (a — u~tdu,u¢). The blown-up configuration space C°(Y") is defined to be
C7(V) = {(a,5,6) | 5> 0, |Bl1ae) = 1} © QL(Y3iR) x Rog x T(S),

and admits a blow-down map C?(Y) — C(Y), (a, s, ) — (a, s¢), which is a diffeomorphism off the
reducible locus s = 0. The action of G(Y) on C(Y') induces a free action of G(Y') on C?(Y), and the
quotient is

B7(Y) =C7(Y)/G(Y).

The spinor bundle S admits a right action by the quaternions H, and in particular by j € H.
Thus, we get a map

7:C(Y) = C(Y)
(a’7¢) - (_a’¢'j>'

The map 7 extends naturally to C?(Y") and descends to an involution on B?(Y).
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3.2. The perturbed Seiberg-Witten flow. The Seiberg- Witten flow on C(Y) is given by the
equations

da

g =~ *da—7(6,9)
do

a ~ Do

where 7 is a quadratic term and D, is the Dirac operator for the connection corresponding to a.
The Seiberg- Witten vector field X is the vector field generated by this flow.
The Seiberg-Witten flow on C(Y") induces a flow on the blow-up C?(Y), given by

da 5

i — s da— $°7(¢, @)
ds

% = _A(G,S,(b)s

dp

E - _Da¢ + A(a’a S, ¢)¢a

where

A(a,s,¢) =Relp,Dy);- .

This flow generates a vector field X?. The Seiberg-Witten flow is invariant under both the action
of G(Y) and the action of 3.
Fix a regular j-invariant perturbation

q:C(Y) —C(Y),

obtained as the gradient of a Pin(2)-invariant cylinder function (see [Linl8|, Definition 5.2.1 and
Theorem 5.2.6). Write q° and q' for the 1-form and spinor components of g, respectively. Then
there is a perturbed Seiberg-Witten flow on C(Y") given by

da v do 0

dt - da’ T(¢7¢) q (a7¢)
dp 1

o = D¢ —a(a,9),

and an induced flow on C?(Y") given by

d

dé; = —wda — s*7(¢,¢) — 4°(a, 59)

d

d—j = —Aq(a,s,9)s

d -

0 Do~ (a50) + Agla5.0)0
where

1
Ell ((1, S, ¢) = JO D(a75t¢)q1(0’ (’b) dt

and

Aq(a757¢) = Re<¢7 Da¢ + al(a’a Sa¢)>L2 .

These flows give rise to vector fields Xy and X, both of which are still G(Y)- and j-invariant.
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3.3. Coulomb slices. The global Coulomb slice in C(Y) is
W = kerd* ®T(S).

Any (a, ) € C(Y') can be moved into the global Coulomb slice by a unique element of the normalized
gauge group

Go(Y) = {ef‘f:Y—w']R,J f_O} < G(Y).
Y
The global Coulomb projection is given by
5%(a, ¢) = (a — df ¢/ ¢)
where f = Gd*a, G being the Green’s operator of A = d*d. There is still a residual gauge action
on W by the constant gauge transformations, and j preserves W.

The enlarged local Coulomb slice IC‘(EG 4 at (a,9) € C(Y) is the L2-orthogonal complement to

the orbits of the normalized gauge group G°(Y). There is a well-defined enlarged local Coulomb
projection H?}J,Cd)) : Ta,0)C(Y) — K, 6) (see |[LM18a], Lemma 3.2), which is an isomorphism when
restricted to T(4,¢)W. By measuring the L2-inner product of the enlarged local Coulomb projections
of tangent vectors to W, we obtain a metric g on W. Finally, the anticircular global Coulomb slice

IC?EC@ at (a,¢) € W is defined to be the g-orthogonal complement of the tangent to the S!-orbit at

(a, ¢); explicitly,
K5, = {(0.0) € Tl gy CY) | d*b = 0, (0,i6), (b,)); = 0}

The global Coulomb slice W has a blow-up W2 < C°(Y), and W°/S! is a model for B°(Y).
There is a vector field quc on W obtained from A} by global Coulomb projection, and Xfc induces
a vector field X297 on W7.

The anticircular global Coulomb slices also extend naturally to slices K28 in the blow-up
forming an S!-invariant bundle over W°. The slice K?f(jg) is a model for the tangent space to
W /St at the orbit of (a,s,¢). Since Xfc’g is a section of K*8%7 it descends to a vector field
X207 on W /ST,

3.4. Eigenvalue cutoffs. The vector field quc has the form
XEC =1+ ¢,

where [ is a linear Fredholm operator, self-adjoint with respect to the L2-metric, and cq is a qua-
dratic perturbation. For each A > 1, let W* be the finite-dimensional subspace of W spanned by
eigenvectors of [ with eigenvalues in (—\, \). Let p* : W — W? denote the L2-orthogonal projection
onto W*. As in §3.4 of [LMI8al, it is necessary to modify the p* to produce maps p* : W — W*
with the following properties:

e the p* vary smoothly in \;

e there is a sequence A} < A\j < ... converging to infinity such that p o= P
This is accomplished as follows. First, modify the 5* to be smooth in A by defining

1
pgrcl = J B(G)ﬁ/\ie dea
0

where (3 is a smooth, non-negative function which is nonzero exactly on (0, 1) and satisfies {;, 5(6) d =
1. Next, fix a sequence A\] < A3 < ... converging to infinity such that no A\ is an eigenvalue of [. Fix
also disjoint intervals [A? —€;, A? +¢;] that do not contain eigenvalues of 1, and let 3; : (0,00) — [0, 1]
be a smooth bump function supported in [A; — €;, A} + ¢;] and satisfying £;(A!) = 1. Finally, set

w—meﬁ+G—Z@m%my
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It is clear that these p* satisfy the two desired properties.
We define an approximate Seiberg-Witten vector field on W by

quf =1+ pcq,

and denote by X’ quC 7 X;fc’g the induced vector fields on W7 and W7 /S, respectively.
3.5. Sobolev completions. Fix an integer k > 5. Taking L? Sobolev completions of the config-
uration spaces and gauge group, we obtain spaces

Wi cCe(Y), Wg<ClY), Gu(Y), BI(Y)=Cl(Y)/Grr1(Y).
Let 7}gc be the L?—completion of the tangent bundle of Wy, namely the trivial bundle over W}, with
fiber W;. The bundle 7;gC extends to a bundle 7;gc7a' over W7 and the anticircular global Coulomb
slices complete to a subbundle K?gc"’ c ﬁgc’g. The vector field Xfc is then a smooth section
Wi — TE,.
3.6. Four-dimensional configurations. In the remaining subsections, we consider the cylinder
Z =1 xY, where Y is a homology 3-sphere and I — R is an interval (possibly all of R). We also
fixak >0, ad >0, and a smooth function g : R — R with g(t) = €’l*l for |t| » 0, giving rise to

weighted Sobolev norms on Z when I = R.
The basic configuration space for monopole Floer homology is

C(Z) ={(a,¢) | ae Q(Z;iR),p e T(ST)}.
We define
C™(Z) c QYZ;iR) x C*(I) x C*(Z;ST)
to be the space of triples (a, s, ¢) with s(t) > 0, [¢(t)|2(y) = 1 for all t € I. C7(Z) is a subset of

the space C7(Z), defined by removing the condition s(t) > 0 in the definition of C"(Z). Then C™(2)
has an L 5 completion to a Hilbert manifold Cj 5(Z), which contains the L 5 completion Cf (%) as

a closed subset. The completed tangent bundle to (f,z s(Z) is the L?—completion of the bundle 77(2)
with fibers

T D) as.0) = { (0.7, | ReCO(8), B(6)) 1y = 0, V2
c C*(Z;iT*Z) ® C*([t1,t2]) ® C*(Z;S™T).

The trivial I'(Z;iA2 T*Z@®S™)-bundle V(Z) over C(Z) produces a bundle V7 (Z) over C™(Z) with
fiber

V' (Z)0) = {(b.7,0) | ReCo(8), 0t 12y = 0, V2
c C*(Z;iN2T*Z) @ C*(R) ® C*(Z;S7).
The bundle V7 (Z) extends naturally over C7(Z), and the four-dimensional Seiberg-Witten equations
give a section F7 of V[, 5(Z) over Cf 5(2).
3.7. Gauge-fixing on cylinders.
Definition 3.1. We say (a(t) + a(t)dt, ¢(t)) € Q'(Z;iR) @ T'(ST) is in pseudo-temporal gauge if
a(t) is constant on Y for each fixed ¢.

We define C8“(Z) < C(Z) to consist of configurations (a(t) + «(t)dt, $(t)) in pseudo-temporal
gauge for which (a(t), ¢(t)) is in slicewise Coulomb gauge, i.e.

d(a(t)) =0, d*(a(t)) = 0, Vt.
Inside C5€(Z) is the subset W (Z) of configurations in temporal gauge, i.e. @ = 0. (For each of these

spaces, we can also consider a ¢ or 7 blowup and the embedding of the 7 blowup into a Hilbert
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manifold, just as we did with C(Z).) In this setting, the Seiberg-Witten equations can be thought
of as a section

C . pgC ¢
F§o 1 C8(Z) —» VEE(2),
where V8€(Z) is the trivial W (Z)-bundle over C&°(Z).

3.8. Path spaces. Given points z,y € W and a smooth path vy : R — W? such that vo(t) = =
for t « 0, vo(t) =y for t » 0, write Z = R x Y and define

CEO7 (e,y) = {v € CESTR x Y) | 7 — 0 € LA(Z:4T* 2) x LE(R;R) @ LE(Z:8%)}
This has an action of the gauge group

G (Z2)={u:R—>S"|1—ue L} (R;C)},

and we denote the quotient by B%C’T([x], [y]). Furthermore, C%C’T(ﬂc, y) embeds in a Hilbert manifold
(f,%c"T(x, y) (obtained by dropping the condition s(¢) > 0), and we write

B[], ) = G5O (2, 9)/G55, (2).
We also set

Wi(z,y) = {fy € C,%C’T(x,y) | 7 is in temporal gauge} )

4. GRADINGS

In this short section, we define the relative gradings between two stationary points of the Seiberg-
Witten flow, and show that these gradings can be expressed as the Fredholm index of a certain
operator on the global Coulomb slice alone.

4.1. The Morse-Bott index. This subsection follows section 3 in Chapter 2 of [Linl§].

Choose two contractible open sets [{l_], [4l1] inside critical submanifolds [€_],[€4] = CZ(Y)/G
admitting smooth lifts 4[_, 4y < CZ(Y) contained in local Coulomb slices at x4 € 4y. There is
then a Banach manifold C~,Z s(U_, ) consisting of paths from {_ to LI, whose difference from some
reference path from 4_ to 4, isin L% 5- Next, we define 77 5 to be the Li s completion of the tangent
bundle of C~,: s, 1) (see [Linl8] for details) and set 77, = 175 to be the finite-codimension sub-
bundle consisting of vector fields vanishing at the endpoints. We set

d” : Lie(Gj4+1,5) % @Z,a(ﬂ—,ﬂﬁ - Tils:
d”(&,7) = (=d¢,0,£¢0),
where v = (ag, S0, ¥0), to be the linearization of the gauge group action. We also define an operator
At T — L3, 5(Z;4R)
given by
(a,8,¢) = —d*a — 20(t)c + isgRe (i, ¢) + i|¢o| *Re(uy ((ido, 9))),

where a = c¢dt + b, py is average value over Y, and o(t) = ¢'/g, where g is the function defining the
weighted Sobolev norm.

Remark 4.1. This definition of d™' differs from the definition given in [LM18a], equation (5.8.65),
by the addition of the term —20(¢)c. This term has to be included in the Morse-Bott setting because
we are working with weighted spaces; the map a — —d*a — 20 (t)c is the adjoint of —d with respect
to the weighted norms.
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Now we define, for v € CN,: (U, 80y,

T _ 7, T
jony = kerd)l < 7;,5,v

Tjsy =md] < T,
To differentiate the section Fg of the bundle Vi, 5 — Cf s, 44 ), we first define a projection

7 : L3 5(Zyisu(ST)) @ L3 5(R; R) ® LY 5(Z;87) — V5,

by applying L? projection on each slice {t} x Y. Then we set DF to be the derivative of F in the
ambient Hilbert space, followed by 17,
Given a path vy : R — C?(Y"), define an operator

Quo = Dy Fq @AY T 000 = V160 © Li-1,5(Z;iR).

Proposition 4.2 (Proposition 3.4 in Chapter 2 of [Linl8]). Suppose we are given two critical
submanifolds _ 34, in Coulomb slices. Then for each g € C,;(;(il,,ih), the linear operator

. T T 2 L
Qo Tis70.0 = Vi-1,570 @ Lj1,5(Z;iR)

above is Fredholm for every 1 < j < k. The index of Q, is independent of j and § > 0 sufficiently
small.

Corollary 4.3. The restriction of the bundle map

T . T T
DFg i Kjsy0 = Vic1sy

s Fredholm and has the same index as Q..
Definition 4.4. Given critical points z_,z1 € C7(Y") with images in [€_] and [€,], we define
gr(e_,ay) = ind(Q,) + dim(e. ]

for any path v from x_ to x,. Given [z_],[z4] € B7(Y) and a relative homotopy class z €
m(B7(Y),[€_],[€1]) connecting them, we also define

gro(lz-],[z4]) = gr(z—, z4)

for any pair of lifts such that a path connecting them represents the given homotopy class in the
quotient.

There is also an absolute rational grading defined for a critical point [x] with image in [€ ], given
by

c1(t)? —o(X)

(4.1) gr([z]) = —er.([Co], X, [€]) + 1

—(X) e @,

where:

e X is a cobordism from 52 to Y;

e [¢o] is the reducible critical manifold on S® which corresponds to the smallest positive
eigenvalue of the Dirac operator;

z is any homotopy class connecting critical points in [€y] and [€];

gr, is defined as in |LinI8|, Section 3.6;

t is a spin®-structure on X extending s;

UX) = 5(X(X) + o(X) = bu (Y)).
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4.2. Restriction to the global Coulomb slice. We now wish to repeat the constructions of the
previous section in the global Coulomb slice, following §5.9 in [LMI8a]. Recall from Section [3.7) that
€27 denotes the 7-model of the blowup of trajectories in pseudo-temporal gauge, and W7 denotes
those additionally in temporal gauge. There is a section
FEOT L CEGT (2,) — VEST5(2).
We define

gC, 7 gC,‘r,f gC,7
Kjsn = kerd3="T < 73500,

where if we write b = §dt + b(t),

z d
Ao (b, ) = d;f +o(t)B() +iid, ) -

(This also differs from the definition of d%c’”‘ in equation (5.8.67) in [LMI8al], because we again
want to compute the adjoint with respect to the weighted spaces.) Then we have the following two
propositions, which are proved in the same way as Proposition 5.40 and Proposition 5.42 in [LM18al,
substituting the weighted Sobolev spaces throughout.

Proposition 4.5. Let x,y be normally hyperbolic stationary points of Xy . Pick a path~y € W,;(;(x, Y).
Then for j < k, the operator
C, . C, C,
(DIFIST) bagr + K50 = VisTs
is Fredholm. Moreover, the Fredholm index is the same as that of the operator
(D’Tv]:qT) |’C},5,7 Ksy = Vic164

Proposition 4.6. Consider a path v € Cf 5(z,y) in temporal gauge. Write = 11999 (z), o =

997 (y), 4* = 997 (v). Then:
(a) The operators

T T . LT T T g9C,T . 90T gC,1
(D177) K75, Kioy = Vici,5, and (Dvb}—q ) |)Cf‘;:b PR e =V s

have the same Fredholm indez.
(b) Suppose that v is a trajectory of X7, so that [v"] € BZC’T([zb], [4°]) is a trajectory of angc,a. If

T T ; : : ; T 9C,1
(Dv}—q) |’C§-,5,7 1s surjective, then so is (D'yb}—q ) |icocr -

3,8,7°
Thus, we have expressed the grading between stationary points entirely in terms of configurations
in global Coulomb gauge.

5. STATIONARY POINTS
5.1. Reducible stationary points. For a € Wy, define D, : LZ(S) — L} _(S) by
1
Dya(6) = Dia,0) (X5°) (0,0),

where the superscript 1 represents the spinor component. The operator Dy , is a zero-order pertur-
bation of the Dirac operator, which at a reducible critical point (a,0) is the spinorial part of the
Hessian of the perturbed Chern-Simons-Dirac functional. This establishes the following proposition:

Proposition 5.1. The operator Dg . is Fredholm. If (a,0) is a reducible stationary point of quc,
then Dg o is self-adjoint in the L*-metric.

The importance of the operator Dy, is as follows:

Proposition 5.2. Fiz a reducible stationary point (a,0) of the wvector field quc on Wy. Then
(a,0,0) € W7 is a stationary point of X(fc’g if and only if ¢ is an eigenvector of Dy .
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o Ifa# 0, the spectrum of Dy o is simple.
e Ifa=0, Dqq is j-invariant, and its eigenspaces have complex dimension 2.

Proof. According to equation (5.4.26) in [LM18al, (a,0, ¢) is a stationary point of quC’U if and only
if ¢ is an eigenvector of the operator Dy ,. Since global Coulomb projection preserves {0} x LZ(Y’; )
and quc’a is g-invariant, Dg o is j-invariant. The fact that the eigenspaces have complex dimension
lif a # 0 and 2 if a = 0 follows from the fact that q is a regular perturbation, so the stationary
points are Pin(2)-non-degenerate (Definition 5.2.3 in [Linl8]). O

Thus, we have the following description of the stationary submanifolds in the quotient W¢ /S

Corollary 5.3. The connected stationary submanifolds of the vector field angc,a on WZ /St are
(1) isolated points;
(2) copies of CP in the reducible locus which are labeled by eigenvalues of Dg.o.

It will also be necessary to work with the approximate operator Dy , : L2(S) — L?_,(S) defined
by the analogous formula

1
Dyr o) = Diagy (X5°) (0.9).

The operator Dgx , is no longer part of the Hessian of any functional on C(Y’), and therefore may
no longer be self-adjoint. Nevertheless, we still have the following weaker version of Proposition 5.1}

Proposition 5.4. The operator Dgx , has real eigenvalues.

Proof. Let V* < V = L2(S) denote the span of the eigenvectors of D with eigenvalues in (=, \). As
in equation (6.3.8) in [LM18a), we may write Dyx g = D + (p*)'L, where L : V — V is self-adjoint
and (p*)! denotes the spinor component of p*. We may write (p*)! as a convex combination

m

¢

(p)\)l = Z 6ipvl,
1=1

where p}, : V. — V?* is L?-orthogonal projection, /", 3; = 1, and f3,, # 0. In an eigenbasis for
D, the matrix P of (p*)! is diagonal, and its unique diagonal entries are of the form " ;i Bi (for
some 1 < j < m); these entries are all nonzero because 3, # 0. Set A = P~1/2 (another diagonal
matrix); then since AP = A~!, the matrix APLA™! = A='LA~! is self-adjoint:
(AflLAfl)* _ (A*)flL*(A*)fl _ AflLAfl.
Since A commutes with D, we thus have that
Dgralvr = A7 (D + APLA™)A

is conjugate to a self-adjoint operator, and hence has real eigenvalues. It immediately follows that
Dy o has real eigenvalues, since it decomposes as an upper-triangular block matrix

Dq’\,a|V* *
0 D
with respect to the decomposition V = V* @ (V*)*. ]

5.2. Identifying stationary points. In this section, which is inspired by Chapter 7 of [LMI8al,
we fix:
e a bound R > 0 such that all stationary points of quc are contained in B(2R) c Wy,
e a grading range [— N, N|, a closed neighborhood A/ and an open neighborhood U = A of the
set of stationary points of Xfc’g in this grading range. We assume that the projection of N
to the blow-down is contained in B(2R), and that N is chosen large enough to contain each
reducible stationary point (a, 0, ¢) of quc’a where ¢ is an eigenvector of D, with smallest
positive eigenvalue.
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e an eigenvector list: for each eigenvalue p of Dy o, we choose an eigenvector ¢, of Dq o with
eigenvalue p.

Let €y, €, denote the sets of stationary points of Xy 807 and X;fc’g (respectively) which live in
N/S1. The purpose of this section is to prove the following proposition:
purp p g prop

Proposition 5.5. For A » 0, there is a one-to-one correspondence
Ex:Ch — Cp
This correspondence preserves the type of stationary point (irreducible, stable, unstable, isolated).

This proposition is proved as Corollary 7.8 in [LM18a] in the non-equivariant setting. The proof
carries over to the equivariant setting for isolated stationary points, where the Hessian is nonde-
generate. Therefore, it only remains to establish a correspondence between the non-isolated critical
points of X;‘gc’” and X;ifc’a.

We begin by restating a useful lemma from [LMI8a| which still applies in the current Pin(2)-
equivariant setting:

Lemma 5.6 (Lemma 7.2 in [LMI8al). Fiz ¢ > 0. There exists b » 0 such that for all A > b the
following is true. If x € N < W¢ is a zero of qukc’o, then there exists ' € N such that quc’o(x’) =0
and z,2" have L}-distance at most € in L2(Y;iT*Y) @R @ Li(Y;S).

A consequence of Lemma [5.6] is the following:
Proposition 5.7 (Corollary 7.5 in [LMI8al). For A » 0, all the stationary points of quAC’U in N
live inside the finite-dimensional blow-up (W*)7.

To prepare the proof of Proposition [5.5 index the eigenvalues of the linear operator ! by the
condition |A,| < |Any1|. Pick a strictly decreasing homeomorphism f : (0,00] — [0,1) with the
following properties:

e The restriction of f to (0,0) is a diffeomorphism onto (0, 1);
o limy o [An*f(IAnga]) = o
Lemma 5.8 (Lemma 7.6 in [LM18al]). The map
h: Wy x (—17 1) — Wi_1, h(x,r) = _pffl(\ﬂ)(x)
is continuously differentiable, with Dhy 0y(0,1) = 0 for all x.

Proposition 5.9. Fiz an eigenvalue pio of Dqo : L3(S) — Li_,(S) and choose a corresponding
eigenvector ¢o. Then for sufficiently large \g, there are continuous functions

é: (Mo, 0] — LE(S), p: (Mg, 0] > R
satisfying ¢(0) = do, [p(N)]z2 =1, p(0) = po, and Dgr o($(N)) = w(A)@(A) for A€ (A, 0].
The functions ¢(\) and uw(\) are unique in the following sense: there is a neighborhood Uy < R of

o and a neighborhood Uy < L3 (S) of ¢o such that for all X > Xg, ¢(N\) is the unique unit eigenvector
of Dgx o in Uy (up to multiplication by a unit quaternion) with eigenvalue in Uy.

Proof. Let v : L3(S) — L% _,(S) be the inclusion, and let (-, ) be a quaternionic L*-inner product
on I'(S). Write D, = D _;-1(, ,,, and consider the map
q :
S:(—=1,1) x Li(S) x H — L7 _,(S)®H
S(Ta ¢7 ,LL) = ((DT - /LL)QZ)? <¢a ¢0>]HI) .

S is obviously smooth in ¢ and u, and is smooth in r away from r = 0, since the p* are smoothed
projections. To show differentiability at » = 0, we compute

S(T,QS?ﬂ)*S(O,Qﬁ,/L) = (DTQ/)*DOQS?O)
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But
Dy~ Dos = (Do + ' I [Dg.0)(cq)!(0,6)]) = (Dé + Dyo 0)(cq)' (0, )

=" D [Dg.0)(cq)' (0, 8)] = Do 0y (cq)' (0, 0),

so by Lemma, we have DSy 4,,)(1,0,0) = 0.
Write S, = S(r,, ). Then we compute

D(SO)(¢0,IJ«0)(¢)7 V) = ((DO - ,U'OL)w - V¢07 <¢a ¢0>H) .

If D(S0)(¢9,10) (¥, ¥) = (0,0) for some (¢, v), then (Do — pot)v is a multiple of ¢¢ and hence lies in
the po-eigenspace of Dy. Since Dy diagonalizes over H with simple eigenvalues, (Do — pot)® lies in
the pg-eigenspace of Dy only when v itself lies in the pg-eigenspace of Dy. Since the pg-eigenspace is
exactly the H-span of ¢, the second equation (1, ¢g)y = 0 implies 1) = 0. Hence v = 0 as well, and
D(S0) (po,10) 18 injective. Since D(So)(gy,u0) 15 @ compact perturbation of the self-adjoint Fredholm
operator Do @0 : L(S) x H — L2_,(S) x H, its index must be 0 and hence it is also surjective. By
the implicit function theorem, we can therefore uniquely solve the equation

S(Ta ®, :U’) = (0’ 1)

for ¢ and p in terms of r when r is small. Finally, the image of pu actually lands in R < H by
Proposition and we can replace ¢(r) by ¢(r)/|¢(r)| > to make it a unit eigenvector.
O

Remark 5.10. Among all eigenvectors of Dgx o with eigenvalue p()), the eigenvector ¢()) con-
structed above is the unique eigenvector closest to ¢o. This follows from the equation (¢(X), o)y > 0,
and the fact that if ¢, are any two unit vectors in H®, the closest point to ¢ on S(H)v is 4 if and
only if (¢, ¥y > 0.

Corollary 5.11. For A » 0, any reducible stationary point x = (0,0, ) of anfc,a contained in N
corresponds to a mnonzero eigenvalue of Dyx o with complex multiplicity ezactly 2.

Proof. Tt follows from Lemma that there is a reducible stationary point z¢ = (0,0, ¢o) of X7 gC,0
arbitrarily close to z, and therefore the spinorial energy g of xg is arbitrarily close to the A-spinorial
energy p of x. We may thus assume that p lies within the neighborhood Uy of g constructed in
Proposition By the uniqueness statement in Proposition it follows that u = p(\) and ¢ is a
unit quaternion multiple of ¢(A). If there is an eigenvector ¢’ of Dy o which is H-linearly independent
of ¢, then we obtain a one-parameter family [¢ + t¢'] of eigenvectors of Dgx ¢, contradicting the
uniqueness statement in Proposition [5.9} O

Proof of Proposition[5.5 For isolated stationary points, the correspondence Z is given by Corollary
7.8 in [LM18al.

Fix a connected stationary locus B*° of X7 gCo corresponding to the projectivization of the pg-
eigenspace of Dy . Given a po-eigenvector ¢g of Dgq o, Proposition produces an eigenvector
@(A) of Dyr o with eigenvalue p(X) for every A » 0. There is then a connected stationary locus

B+ of X;fc’” corresponding to the projectivization of spany(¢(A)). We obtain a canonical map

Bt — BHXN induced by the unique H-linear map spang(¢o) — spang(¢()\)) which sends ¢g to
®(A). By the remark after Proposition this map is independent of the choice of ¢y.

By repeating this process for every eigenvalue of D, , we obtain the correspondence E;l. The
proof of Corollary [5.11] shows that the correspondence is one-to-one. O

5.3. Equating relative gradings. In this section, we prove the following:

Proposition 5.12. The correspondence Ey from Proposition [5.5 preserves relative gradings.

Proof. This follows from Proposition [5.13] below. O
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From equation (6.3.7) in [LM18al], we obtain an approximate section
FEOT  CEOT(2) - VEOT(2),

Let [Zo], [yen] be stationary points of angc,g in A//St and let [x,], [yx] be the corresponding sta-

tionary points of X;‘fc’g under the correspondence Z, from Proposition

Proposition 5.13. For 1 < j < k and A » 0, the following is true: for each path [v)] €
B,‘Z%T([x,\], [yr]) with representative vy € C,gf;’T(xA, yx), the operator

T ~g9C,T . 190, gC,7
(vacﬁ ) |fc;?§;;A S = Victem

is Fredholm, with index equal to gr([zx], [Ysw])-
Proof. By Proposition 5.40 in [LM18a], gr([z«], [ye]) is equal to the index of an operator
AeC . 71 T
G T =T

=1,y

where 77;{ is the pullback over 7 of the L?-completion of the bundle 77 (Z) defined in Similarly,
the index of the operator in the statement of the proposition is equal to the index of an operator

AegC . TT T
QWA,q* ’ 7}:’%\ - 7;_17'7/\'

Choose a bump function S(t) with 5(t) =1 for |[¢| < T + 1, f(t) = 0 for [t| = T + 2, and set
QU = (1= BW)IQET r + B1)QS.

X9

The proof of Lemma 9.1 in [LM18a] shows that for each ¢, the difference @if > @im’)‘ is continuous
as a map L?(Y) — Lf_l(Y); hence, since § is compactly supported, it is continuous as a map
LisRxY)— L3 | s(RxY). A A

On the other hand, the proof of Lemma 9.1 in [LM18a] also shows that the difference Q,gyc — QA
is equal to (1 — B(t))Ax, where Ay : L2(Y) — L2 _,(Y) is an operator which converges to zero in
norm as A — 0. We now wish to conclude that (1 — 8(¢))Ax — 0 when considered as an operator
Lié (RxY) — L?_l,é(R x Y'); however, since j is compactly supported, it is enough to show Ay — 0
as an operator between these spaces.

For n € Li(;(R xY),
j—1
A ey = 3 [ IO o(0)at
n=0

J
<3 j CAln™ (1)12_ v 9(t) dt

2
= Oalnlze | vy

where Cy — 0. This establishes the desired convergence. O

5.4. Finite-dimensional gradings. According to Corollary 7.5 in [LM18a], the stationary points
of X:‘fc’a within A//S! are contained in (W?*)?, and therefore have an associated finite-dimensional

Morse-Bott index from the flow of Xjfc’a

(B(2R)nW*)o /S1-

Proposition 5.14 (Proposition 9.4 in [LM18a]). Let [zx], [ys] be stationary points of Xélfc’g. Then
gr([za], [yn]), where this grading is computed in infinite dimensions, is equal to the difference in
Morse-Bott gradings of [x2], [ys] as stationary points of an)?c’o-‘(B(zR)mwk)a/Sl.

Proof. The proof of Proposition 9.4 in [LM18a] goes through in the current weighted setting. O
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5.5. Hyperbolicity. In this section, we show that for large enough A, the stationary points of
X‘?fc’” in A//S! have hyperbolic normal Hessians. This is already accomplished by Proposition 7.10

in [LM18a] for isolated stationary points, where the normal Hessian is just the Hessian. There-
fore, we only need to prove hyperbolicity for the non-isolated stationary points, as in the following
proposition.

sV

Proposition 5.15. For A\ » 0, the eigenvalues of the normal Hessian Hess:A , at a reducible sta-
tionary point x = (0,0,10) € N of Dgyx o are nonzero real numbers.

Proof. The proof of Proposition 5.2.4 in |[Linl8| carries over to the approximate case, giving us an
expression

o 0 0
Hessgx’z = | * xdp 0 RPkerd* @ ((C’(/)())J' — R®@kerd* ® ((Cwo)l.
* * Dy g — o
Here Dgx o(%0) = potbo and
xdyn (b) = =db + 2(p*)°Doq° (b, 0),
where the superscript 0 denotes the form component.

Letting B < W be the critical locus, we have T,,B = C(¢ - j), so the normal Hessian is
po 0 0

Hess?V = | % =dgp 0 :R@kerd* @ (Cepo)L/C(vo - j) — R@ker d* @ (Cipo)* /T(1g -

q*z
* * Dgx o — o

The first entry pg is nonzero because the perturbation ¢ is non-degenerate. It follows just as in
the proof of Proposition that the operator xdg» has real eigenvalues. The statement that xdgx
0

has no zero eigenvalue is equivalent to the statement that 0 is a non-degenerate zero of (X quC ’U) ,

and this is established in Proposition 7.10 in [LM18a]. Finally, since the eigenspace of pg is exactly
spang (o, ¥ - j) by Corollary it follows that the lower-right block Dgyx o — po has nonzero real
eigenvalues as an operator on (Ctpg)L/C(¢g - ).

O

5.6. Other stationary points. In the previous section, we proved that stationary points of
X;fc’” in A//S! are normally hyperbolic. However, we are also interested in the stationary points in
B(2R)? which do not lie in N//S!. For these stationary points, we obtain the following proposition
by combining the proof of Proposition 7.11 in [LM18a] with the proof of Theorem 5.2.6 in [Linl8]|:

Proposition 5.16. We can choose the admissible perturbation q such that for any X € {A}, A\, ...}
sufficiently large, the restriction of lef’a to (B(2R) nW™)? has only normally hyperbolic stationary
points.

5.7. The quasi-gradient condition.

Proposition 5.17. We can choose the perturbation q such that for all A\ = X} with i » 0, the vector

field X;&C on W* n B(2R) is a Morse-Bott equivariant quasi-gradient, in the sense of Definition
232

Proof. We must check that X’ fg satisfies the following conditions:

(1) all stationary points of X ff in W* n B(2R) are hyperbolic;

(2) the operators D, X fg are self-adjoint;

(3) there exists a smooth Pin(2)-invariant function f : W* n B(2R) — R such that df(XfF) >0 at

all x € W* n B(2R), with equality holding if and only if z is a stationary point of X’ ff .
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Condition (1) is Proposition Condition (2) follows from the fact that for A = A}, the projection
p is the L2?-orthogonal projection onto W*, and hence

D,;/'\,’qgfj =1 +p)\chq =1 +p’\DIcqp>‘
is self-adjoint. As for condition (3), Proposition 8.2 in [LMI8a] provides an S*-invariant function Fy

satisfying all necessary properties except Pin(2)-invariance. Then f=Fy+F\oyis Pin(2)-invariant
and still satisfies the remaining properties. O

6. INTERPOLATING MODULI SPACES

In this section, we describe a chain homotopy equivalence between Morse-Bott complexes built
from the Seiberg-Witten flow on the one hand and the approximate flow on the other hand. The
construction of a chain homotopy equivalence diverges from [LMI8a|, where it was possible to
construct an explicit isomorphism between the two complexes.

6.1. Identifying the complexes. Choose N > 0 large enough that
(1) all irreducible stationary points of Xy €07 have grading in [-N, N];
(2) no boundary-stable stationary point has grading less than —N.

Denote by €_n N © W /St the set of stationary points in this grading range, let D_n,n] be its
preimage in W7, and define

N: {Z’G W]g | dLi(x,:D[,N’N]) < 25}

Let #* < B(2R) = W be the isolated invariant set consisting of points on trajectories of X quC

which remain in B(2R) for all time. By the following lemma, .#* is actually contained in the
finite-dimensional subspace W*:

Lemma 6.1 (Lemma 6.14 in [LM18a]). If v(t) is a trajectory of quf contained in B(2R), then y(t)

is contained in W™,

Recall also from Proposition that for A = A?, the vector field X’ ffj 7 on WA n B(2R)? is
a Morse-Bott equivariant quasi-gradient. Therefore, for A = A}, we may follow the construction
in to define a finite-dimensional Morse-Bott complex (Cl,dy) for the vector field X;fgc’g on
(W A B(2R))° /S, using the isolated invariant set ..

When \ = 0, we define a chain complex (Cy,do) using the flow of in exactly the same
way, except that we no longer have finite-dimensional Morse-Bott gradings available. The generators
of (Cy, 0x) are d-chains o : A — B, where B ¢ B(2R) is a stable or interior stationary submanifold
of Xl?gc’a; we define the degree of o to be dim A + gr%(B), where grl(B) is the absolute rational
grading of any point in B, as given by . As usual, the differential 0, is defined by the formula
)

Next, we define 5]\/4)\(3’, q) to be (C\, 0x) with gradings shifted down by dim W (%0 +2n (Y, s, g),
and define 117]\//[)\(5/7 q) to be the homology of this complex. We write 5]\/4(5/, q) = o’ (Y, q) for the
complex (Cyp, 0x), with no grading shift. For A < oo, we also define 5’./5')\(1/, q) 5]\//[>\(Y, q) to be

Y
the subcomplex of j-invariant chains, and denote its homology by HS (Y, q).

agC,o
Xq

— X
The purpose of the grading shifts in the definition of CM (Y, q) is shown by the following propo-
sition, which is a straightforward extension of [LM18a], Proposition 9.9:

Proposition 6.2. Let 0 : A — B be a generator of C\]/W(Y,ﬁ). For A » 0, let o) = E;l oo, where
= is the correspondence defined in Proposition . Then for any X = A} » 0, the grading of o in
— A —
CM (Y,s) agrees with the grading of o in CM(Y,s).
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— A ~ A
Recall from the construction in 5. that for all A < oo, HM and HS are modules over the
ring R = F[Q, V]/(Q?), where deg @ = —1, deg V' = —4, and the action is defined by fiber products
with cut-down moduli spaces.

Proposition 6.3. For i€ [—(N —4), N — 4], there are isomorphisms

— )\ —
HM; (Y,q) ~ HM(Y, q)

~ A ~
HS; (Y, q) ~ HSi(Y,q)
respecting the R-module structure.

The proof of Proposition [6.3] proceeds just like the proof of Proposition and requires us
to introduce moduli spaces of solutions to a flow that interpolates between X% ° and quC,cr. Fix
A » 0, and recall the function f : (0,00] — [0,1) from Lemma[5.8] Let r = f()\), and let o : R —
[0,7] be a smooth non-increasing function with «(t) = r for ¢t « 0, a(t) = 0 for ¢ » 0, and let
B=f"ltoa:R— [)\»). Then our interpolating flow will be t — Xfﬁ;‘)’, which is equal to X:&gc’g
for t « 0 and is equal to X;gc’a for t » 0.

Now suppose B* and B, are stationary submanifolds of X;fc’g and X 807 respectively, con-
tained in (W° n B(2R))/S!. We first wish to define a configuration space By s(B, By) of Li,s
paths between B and B . Following the discussion before Lemma 3.2.11 in [LinI8], we can choose
a smooth family of reference paths

[o(,b4)] : R = (W7 ~ B2R))/S!
parametrized by b* € B}, b, € B, with the property that

P t«0
by t>»0.

[’YO(biv b+)](t) = {
Given the family of paths =y, we then define

Bk75(Bi7B+) = {[,7] € Li7loc(R7 (WU N B(QR))/Sl) | [7] - [VO(biab-‘r)] € Li,é
for some b € B* b, € B, }.

It is clear that the definition of By s(B?, By ) does not depend on the particular family of reference
paths chosen.

Now we obtain a moduli space of solutions to the interpolating flow just as in §2.6f Choose an
increasing diffeomorphism p : R — (—1, 1), and define a lifted vector field o on (W7 nB(2R))/S*) xR
by 0(x,s) = (ngg(x), p'(s)). Then we obtain a moduli space of trajectories of ¥:

M B.) = { (10 € Bus (B2, B < 12,5(R) | (Bl ) = (031}

By arguments analogous to Theorem 3.2.12 in [Lin18|, we have that M (B?*, B,) is independent of
k,d when k is chosen sufficiently large and § sufficiently small.
Finally, we obtain the following proposition as in Propositions 3.6.12 and 3.6.14 in |LinI8| (cf.

also Propositions and [2.25)):

Proposition 6.4. The space M (B?, B,) above admits a compactification M+ (B>, B, ) whose ele-

ments are tuples (Yo,7,Yy1), where

(1) vo = (08,...,70°) is a broken trajectory of anfc’” beginning at B and ending at some inter-
mediate Bﬁ‘r ;

(2) v1 = (V1,...,71") is a broken trajectory of angc,g beginning at some intermediate B_ and
ending at By ;
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(3) ve M(B2,B-).
The compactification M+ (B>, B,) has the structure of an abstract §-chain whose codimension-1
faces consist of the tuples (Yo,7,7v1) above where either
(1) o is unbroken (ng = 1), v1 is trivial (ny = 0), and 7% and v are not boundary-obstructed;
(2) 1 is unbroken (ny = 1), vo is trivial (ng = 0), and vi and ~y are not boundary-obstructed; or
(3) Both ~o and v1 are unbroken (ng = n1 = 1) and v, 71 are not boundary-obstructed, but v is
boundary-obstructed.

To discuss the actions of @ and V', we will also need to consider cut-down moduli spaces. As in
Section choose a generic section ¢ of the canonical quaternionic line bundle over the space
(W? n B(2R))/Pin(2) and a generic section n of the real line bundle over (W n B(2R))/Pin(2)
corresponding to the projection 7 : (W7 n B(2R))/S* — (W° n B(2R))/Pin(2). Let Z¢, Z, be the
zero loci of ¢,n, and define

MO(B, B) = {([7],u) e M(BX, By) | (7o) € Z¢}
M™"(B2,By) = {([7],u) e M(BX,B) | 7(70) € Zy,} .
For the cut-down moduli spaces, we have the following analogue of Proposition [6.4}

Proposition 6.5. For a generic section (, the cut-down moduli space M™¢(B*,B,) admits a
compactification M™%+ (B, B,) whose elements are tuples (vo,7,v1,7*), where

(1) v0 = (08, ...,70°) is a broken trajectory of anfc’g beginning at B® and ending at some inter-
mediate Bj\r ;

angc,a beginning at some intermediate B_ and

(2) v1 = (V1,...,71") is a broken trajectory of
ending at By ;
(3) ve M(B2,B-).

(4) ~v* is one of the trajectories in the set

{1050
and m(v*(0)) € Z.
The compactification M™%+ (B, B,) has the structure of an abstract §-chain whose non-boundary-
obstructed codimension-1 faces are homeomorphic to
(1) M™¢(BX,B}) xey M(B2,B) or M(BX,B}) xey M™¢(B2, B);
(2) M™$(B*,B_) Xoy M(B_,By) or M(B*,B_) xoy, M™*(B_,B);
(3) M"¢(BX,B}) xey M(B},B_) xey M(B_, By) or M(B,B}) ey M™%(B2, B_) xey M(B_, B.)
or M(B*,B}) xey M(B},B_) x¢y M™¢(B_, By).

The same statements hold when the section ( is replaced everywhere by the section 7.

« ~— <M
For an integer M, denote by (CA)fM , CM,  the truncations of the corresponding chain com-
plexes to degrees |i| < M. Using the moduli spaces M*(B*,B,), we can define a map F :

(COSN? - 5]\/4?\]73 as follows. If 0 : A — B? is a é-chain which defines an element [o] €
(C\)sN73, then Remark coupled with the fact that B, must have dimension 0 or 2, shows
that the index of B} is in [-N,N — 3]. By the same token, if B, is any stationary subman-
ifold of Xé"gc’g, then (¢ xo M (B*, B,),ev,) is nontrivial in homology if and only if 0 <
dimo xo, M*(B?, By) < 3; but since the map o > o x,_ M+ (B>, B, ) preserves the degree, we
must have ind(B,) = deg 0 —dim o xo,_ M (B*, B,), or dego — 3 < ind B, < deg o, which shows
that ind By lies in [N, N — 3] as well.

Let €2, €%, €* denote the set of irreducible, boundary-stable, and boundary-unstable stationary
submanifolds of Xy’ 807 and let €9, €3, €% similarly denote stationary submanifolds of X;fc’g. For
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0,0 € {0,s,u} and a é-chain o in B € €5, we define

Fp(o)= Y oxe M™(BX,By,).
Biec?
By the discussion above, we can assume in the above sum that B, has index in [—N, N]| as well,
i.e. it lies in A/. We then set
o (Fo PR+ UF; ) paen-s | gm N
(6.1) F= <Ff F;+F:8§+6§F5)'C* - CM, .

Now we obtain the following proposition just as in the finite-dimensional case (Proposition [2.27)):
Proposition 6.6. The map F defined in is a chain map of degree 0.
Now we finish the proof of Proposition [6.3}

Proof of Proposition[6.3 Let us start by proving the statement for HM. We must show that the
chain map F above is invertible up to homotopy, and therefore gives an isomorphism on homology
(apart from at the truncation boundary). This is entirely analogous to the proof of Proposition
given at the very end of Section we construct a moduli space of flows on ((W x B(2R))?)/S! x R?
that interpolates between the trivial flow and the composition of ' with its “reverse”, obtained by
exchanging s with —s in the definition of the vector field ¥(z, s) used to construct F.

The only new point to discuss is the preservation of the R-module structure. We can mimic the
definition of F' using the cut-down moduli spaces, yielding

Hg/(O') = 2 0 Xev_ Mmc’jL(BivaL)
B ec?
- H? HYoS + 0rH:
H? H:+ H'0S+ 0*HS
From the description of the codimension-1 stratum of M"%*(B*, B,) in Proposition we
obtain

(FoVA4+VoF)+(Hod+0doH)=0.

-~ — A —
Passing to homology, we conclude that F' commutes the actions of Von HM and HM. The same
argument applies to the action of Q.
Since F' commutes with the involution 3, this also proves the statement for the invariant HS. [

Remark 6.7. In the proof of Proposition [6.3] above, we represented the @ and V maps as fiber
products with cut-down moduli spaces. This closely mirrors the representation of the U map given
in Section 4.11 in [KMOS07| and in Section 2.7 of [LMI18al]. In [LinI8|, the @ and V maps are
defined as in [KMO7], using cap products with Cech cohomology classes on the moduli space of a
cobordism. However, in this case we can replace the more general Cech cohomology construction
with the description with cut-down moduli spaces, as the zero sets Z;, Z, used in the definition
of the cut-down moduli spaces are Poincaré dual to the Cech cohomology classes in question (cf.

discussion in Section [2.7.2)).
7. PROOF OF THEOREM [II
In this section, we complete the proof of Theorem [I} showing that
(7.1) HS,(Y,5) ~ H ™ (SWF(Y,5); F)
as modules over the ring R = F[Q, V]/(Q?).

The first point to address is the definition of the invariant s «(Y,s). In this paper, we have

defined HS +(Y,s) using configurations in global Coulomb gauge, whereas the invariant defined by
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Lin in [LinI8|] does not restrict to global Coulomb gauge. Nevertheless, the definition given here
and the definition given in [LinI8| are equivalent. The analysis necessary to prove this equivalence
is performed in Chapter 5 of [LM18a] in the S'-equivariant setting, and carries over to the current
Pin(2)-equivariant setting.

The object SWF(Y, s) on the right-hand side of is defined using the vector field X8€, without
any reference to a perturbation. However, it is possible to replace the vector field X8C with a per-
turbed vector field Xfc, producing a perturbed spectrum SWF (Y, s) which is Pin(2)-equivariantly
stably homotopy equivalent to the unperturbed version and therefore satisfies

(7.2) HY™®) (SWF, (Y, 5); F) = HE ™ (SWF(Y, 5); F).

This construction is described in detail in Chapter 6 of [LM18a] for the S!-equivariant case, and can
be exported to the current Pin(2)-equivariant case without change.
Recall that (Cy, dy) is the Morse-Bott complex for the vector field /'\,’qafc’” on the finite-dimensional

manifold (W* n B(2R))?/S*, and is defined using the isolated invariant set .#* of points on trajec-
tories that remain in B(2R) for all time. According to Proposition we have

Hy(CF,05) = Hy™(1)) (j <na— 1),

where I;‘ is the Conley index for .#* and n, is the connectivity of (IC’I\7 Ig‘ - (IC’I\)Sl). The isomorphism
respects the actions of R.

~— A S
However, we defined CS” (Y, q) to be (C¥V,0,) with gradings shifted down by dim W (=0 4
2n(Y,s,g). This grading shift agrees with the grading shift used in the definition of the spectrum
SWF(Y,s). Therefore, for A = A} » 0, we have

~ A ~ D
(7.3) HS; (Y, 5) ~ HP‘“@)(SWF (Y, 5): F)
for —dim WA —2n(Y,5,9) <j < ny — 1 —dim WA —an(Y, s,g). Setting
My = min (dim WEA L on(Y s, g),ny — 1 — dim WM —2n(Y) s, g))

we see that (7.3 holds for |j| < M. Moreover, M) — o0 as A — o0, as shown by equation (14.0.4)
in [LM18a].
Combining ([7.2)) and (7.3)) with Proposition we obtain the desired equivalence of R-modules

HS.(Y,5) ~ H; " (SWF(Y,5); F).
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