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PERIODIC FLOER HOMOLOGY AND THE SMOOTH CLOSING LEMMA FOR
AREA-PRESERVING SURFACE DIFFEOMORPHISMS

DAN CRISTOFARO-GARDINER, ROHIL PRASAD, AND BOYU ZHANG

ABSTRACT. We prove a very general Weyl-type law for Periodic Floer Homology, estimating the action
of twisted Periodic Floer Homology classes over essentially any coefficient ring in terms of the grading
and the degree, and recovering the Calabi invariant of Hamiltonians in the limit. We also prove a strong
non-vanishing result, showing that under a monotonicity assumption which holds for a dense set of maps,
the Periodic Floer Homology has infinite rank. An application of these results yields that a C*—generic
area-preserving diffeomorphism of a closed surface has a dense set of periodic points. This settles Smale’s
tenth problem in the special case of area-preserving diffeomorphisms of closed surfaces.
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1. INTRODUCTION
There are two aims of this paper. The first is to establish the following theorem.

Theorem 1.1 (Smooth closing lemma for area-preserving diffeomorphisms). Let ¥ be a closed, oriented
surface equipped with an area form w, and let Diff(X,w) be the space of C*—diffeomorphisms on ¥ pre-
serving w. Suppose ¢ € Diff(X,w). Then for any open set U < ¥ and any neighborhood V' of ¢ in the C*
topology of Diff(¥,w), there is ¢' € V' such that ¢' has a periodic point in U.

By a Baire category theorem argument that is now standard, we obtain the following corollary:

Corollary 1.2 (The generic density theorem for area-preserving diffeomorphisms). For a C*—generic
element of Diff(3,w), the union of periodic points is dense. More precisely, the set of elements of Diff(¥X,w)
without dense periodic points forms a meager subset in the C*—topology.

Questions like this have attracted considerable interest. For example, Franks and Le Calvez [20]
previously described the question of whether or not the generic density theorem holds as “perhaps the
most important” question about “the topological picture of the dynamics of C” generic area preserving
diffeomorphisms of surfaces”; Xia [44, Conj. 1] attributes the conjecture that the generic density theorem
holds to Poincaré [34]. A general form of Theorem 1.1 (for closed manifolds in all dimensions at any
non-wandering point, without the volume-preserving assumption) is the subject of the tenth problem in
Smale’s list [39] of eighteen problems for the 215 century.

Remark 1.3. (The C"-topology) It is known that the set of area-preserving maps of regularity C'® is
dense in the set of such maps of regularity C” for all » > 1 [45]. From this it is straightforward to deduce
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analogues of Theorem 1.1 and Corollary 1.2 in the C"-topology from Theorem 1.1, for any r > 1. The
case r = 1 was previously proved by Pugh—Robinson [38], building on work of Pugh [36, 37].

A major breakthrough related to Theorem 1.1 and Corollary 1.2 occurred in celebrated work of Asaoka-
Irie [1], which established Theorem 1.1 and Corollary 1.2 for Hamiltonian diffeomorphisms of surfaces;
this work itself built on beautiful work of Irie [29]. A key idea in [29, 1] was to establish the desired closing
lemmas by applying a kind of Weyl law, proved in [14], relating the lengths of certain periodic orbits to the
volume of three-manifolds with contact forms. The precise statement of this law used a Floer homology for
three-manifolds called “embedded contact homology” (ECH). Since the groundbreaking work in [1, 29], it
has generally been expected that Theorem 1.1 and Corollary 1.2 could follow from a strong enough Weyl
law on an appropriate Floer homology for surfaces.

Establishing such a law is the second aim of this work, and the bulk of the paper is about this. We
establish essentially the most general possible statement, which includes a strong non-vanishing result for
the relevant Floer homology that makes our Weyl law broadly applicable.

The PFH Weyl Law. We now explain the statement of the aforementioned Weyl law and non-vanishing
theorem, keeping our overview as non-technical as possible and deferring a more detailed summary to
§2.2. Let ¢ be an area-preserving diffeomorphism of (X,w). Let My = [0,1] x £/(1,p) ~ (0,¢(p)) be the
mapping torus of ¢. Let V' denote the vertical tangent bundle of My. The pull-back of w to [0,1] x X
defines a smooth 2-form on My because ¢ is area-preserving, and we denote this 2-form by wg. A class
I' € Hi(My;Z) has a well-defined degree defined by pushing forward to Hi(S') =~ Z.

There is an invariant PFH(¢) called the periodic Floer homology of ¢; after a choice of coefficient
ring R it depends only on the Hamiltonian isotopy class of ¢. Essentially, the PFH is the homology of
a chain complex generated by certain sets of periodic points of ¢, relative to a differential that counts
certain pseudoholomorphic curves in R x My. In general, PFH(¢) only has the structure of a graded
R-module; however, there is a closely related homology TwPFH(¢, ©) after fixing an additional data set
of a reference cycle O (see §2.2.2). By definition, © is an embedded oriented closed 1-manifold in My
transverse to the bundle V', such that a trivialization of V' along © has been fixed. The homology group
TwPFH(¢,©) has an R-valued filtration associated to the “symplectic action functional” defined by wg
(see §2.2.3). We will suppress the coefficient ring R from the notation most of the time, but in a handful
of cases we will specify it and write TwPFH(¢, ©; R).

One can then attempt to compare the actions, gradings, and degrees of elements in TwPFH, and this
is the genesis of the questions that are taken up here. We first state our non-vanishing result, which will
guarantee that there exist interesting classes in TwPFH for which one can attempt to make these kinds
of comparisons. To set the stage, note first that there exist maps ¢, for example irrational translations of
the two-torus, with no periodic points at all. Thus, we can not expect an interesting non-vanishing result
for TwPFH to hold for every ¢. To state the relevant condition on ¢ for us, denote by [O] € Hy(My;Z)
the homology class induced by O, and define the degree of © to be the degree of [©]. We say that a class
I' e Hi(My;Z) is monotone if

(1) 2PD(T) + c1 (V) = —plwy]

for some constant p € R, where PD(I") denotes the Poincaré dual of I, and we say that © is monotone
if [0] is. Equation (1) guarantees that the change in grading is proportional to the change in action for
different liftings of a generator from PFH to TwPFH (see §2.2 for details).

Theorem 1.4 (Non-triviality of PFH). Let (X,w) and ¢ be given and let R be a commutative ring with
finite global dimension. Then for any monotone reference cycle © in sufficiently high degree,

TwPFH(¢,0; R) # 0.
Monotone reference cycles exist in abundance, as the following shows.

Example 1.1. By definition, the map ¢ admits monotone classes if and only if [ws] € H?(My;R) is
proportional to an element in H 2(M¢; Q). When ¢ admits monotone classes, there are infinitely many
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monotone classes on My with degrees tending to +00. In this case, Theorem 1.4 implies that there are
nonvanishing twisted PFH groups with degrees tending to +oo0.

We will call a map ¢ monotone if [wy] € H*(My;R) is proportional to an element in H?(My; Q). We
will prove in Lemma 5.4 below that monotone maps are dense in Diff(X, w). Our Weyl law will be about
the asymptotics of actions on TwPFH(¢, ©) when the degrees of © tend to +co.

Let us now explain the Weyl law that is the heart of our paper. Fix ¢, let H be any Hamiltonian, let
QS}{ be the associated time-1 Hamiltonian flow, and consider ¢’ = ¢o (;5}{. Then ¢ and ¢’ are Hamiltonian
isotopic and so, as mentioned above, TwPFH(¢) and TwPFH(¢') are isomorphic. In fact, as we will
explain in §2.4.1, this isomorphism is canonical. If o € TwPFH(¢), we denote the corresponding element
of TwPFH(¢') by o!7; a reference cycle © for ¢ also induces a reference cycle for ¢/ which we denote by
O . As we also mentioned above, TwPFH has a grading, which we denote by I, and an action. We denote
the minimum action required to represent a class o for (¢, ©) by ¢, (¢, ©), deferring the precise definition
to §2.2.3, and we call this the PFH spectral invariant associated to o. Let 7 : 3 x [0,1] — M, denote
the quotient map that defines the mapping torus.

Theorem 1.5 (The Weyl law). Let X be a closed connected surface of genus G with area form w of area
1. Fiz ¢, fix any Hamiltonian H € C*([0,1] x ), fix any sequence of monotone reference cycles ©,, with
degrees d,y, tending to +o0, and fiz any two sequences of nonzero classes oy, Tm € TWPFH,(¢,0y,). Then

ey (9,00 —c, (4,0,) + 1 _ Hdt _
- a( ) (#,0m) + §,-10,.) _ A(w) —I(om) _ f o n dt.
m— o0 (dm +1-— G) Z(dm +1- G)2 xx[0,1]

This gives an essentially complete description of the asymptotic relationship between grading and action
on PFH, with any coefficients, at the leading order. The proof of Theorem 1.5 can also yield an asymptotic
bound for the subleading term (see (36) and (37) below). Exploring the subleading asymptotics is an
interesting question for further study, but is not the focus of the present work.

We now present several examples to help the reader get a feel for what this Weyl law is saying.

Example 1.2. Let ¢ = id be the identity and ¢’ = (b}{ be the time-1 flow of a Hamiltonian on the
two-disc that vanishes near the boundary. We can embed this disc in the northern hemisphere of S?,
extend H by 0, extend ¢’ as the time-1 flow of H and extend ¢ as the identity. Then our Weyl Law
recovers the classical Calabi invariant of ¢’ via the asymptotics of PFH spectral invariants. For example,
some particular choices' of the data in the Weyl Law lead to the formula
/ H
m CT,,I;{((b—;_@m) _ CAL((b/),

m—ew  dpy + 1

which is equivalent to a conjecture of Hutchings [10, Rmk. 1.12]; the resolution of a special case of this
conjecture was a key step in the recent proof in [10] of the longstanding “Simplicity Conjecture”.

Example 1.3. More generally, if ¢’ is any Hamiltonian diffeomorphism of a compact surface with non-
trivial boundary that is the identity near the boundary, then we can embed this surface in a closed surface
and mimic the choices from the previous example. One expects in this case to be able to recover the
Calabi invariant via our PFH spectral invariants and this is planned for future work. We are guaranteed
infinitely many nonzero PFH classes by our Theorem 1.4.

In general, it is an interesting question to try to recover classical invariants from invariants of a more
Floer-homological nature; this can illustrate, for example, that one has a multitude of sensitive invariants.
The above considerations show that this can be done for the Calabi invariant using our Weyl law and
our non-vanishing result. In fact, the Calabi invariant is essentially the only homomorphism out of the
group of compactly supported Hamiltonian diffeomorphisms, in the sense that Banyaga has shown that
the kernel of Calabi is a simple group [3, 4].

IFor these choices, we take 7, = 0,,, with each having grading d.,, and choose the reference cycles ©,, to be in the
Southern Hemisphere; then, the terms involving I, the SHdt term, and the c,,, term all vanish.
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Example 1.4. Let H = 0 in Theorem 1.5. Then ¢ = ¢’ and all terms in Theorem 1.5 involving H vanish.
Theorem 1.5 in this case now asserts that PFH classes of approximately equal grading have approximately

equal action. Comparisons between grading and action play a key role in some applications of ECH to
dynamics [12, 13, 9, 15].

The perspective, then, is that our theorems are quite general regarding PFH and its quantitative
structure. One expects this addition to the current toolkit available for studying area-preserving surface
diffeomorphisms to have various implications. Its cousin, the Weyl law for “embedded contact homology”,
has had many applications regarding the study of Reeb vector fields on three-manifolds, see [29, 12, 13,
30, 9, 15]; it has been called “perhaps the deepest property of ECH” [13, Sec. 1.2]. A first example of an
application appears in the work [35], which uses the Weyl law and the nonvanishing result to quantitatively
refine Corollary 1.2 and show a “generic equidistribution” theorem for periodic points.

For the application in the present work, namely the smooth closing lemma, the key philosophical point
is that if U < X is any open set and H is supported in U, then the Weyl law guarantees that the PFH
spectral invariants are sensitive enough to detect H. This is a kind of “locality” property that forces an
abundance of periodic points for generic choice of data.

Further properties of PFH spectral invariants. To actually deduce Theorem 1.1 from the Weyl Law, we
prove some additional properties of PFH spectral invariants. These have been expected at least since
the work [10], and our proofs are standard extensions of the ideas in [10], but we briefly mention these
results here since they are likely to be useful more generally. To elaborate, we show in §5.1 that these
PFH spectral invariants satisfy “spectrality” and “Hofer continuity” properties. The spectrality axiom
guarantees that the spectral invariants are actions of periodic points. The Hofer continuity property
allows one to estimate the difference between spectral invariants in terms of the Hofer norm. We defer
the precise statements to §5.1.

1.1. Ideas of the proofs. We now give an overview of the ideas and tools needed to prove our main
theorems.

1.1.1. SWF spectral invariants and the basic idea behind the proof. As in the proof of the ECH Weyl law
[14], a key role is played by Seiberg-Witten invariants. In the PFH case, this is packaged via a beautiful
theory due to Hutchings and Lee-Taubes which shows that surface dynamics is related to Seiberg—Witten
theory via an isomorphism on Floer homology [32].

The Seiberg—Witten—Floer cohomology is a cohomology theory for smooth 3—manifolds developed by
Kronheimer-Mrowka [31]. As with PFH, we will work with a “twisted” variant of Seiberg-Witten—Floer
cohomology; the 3—manifold in question will always be the mapping torus of an area-preserving surface
diffeomorphism. As with PFH, we give only an impressionistic summary here, deferring the details to
§2.3. Essentially, the twisted Seiberg—Witten—Floer cohomology is the homology of a chain complex
generated by solutions to the “r-perturbed” Seiberg-Witten equations on My, relative to a differential
counting solutions to the four-dimensional equations on R x M. Here, r > 0 is a positive real number
which is a very important parameter in our story. The data of a reference connection ¢r endows the
twisted Seiberg—Witten—Floer cohomology with a quantitative structure defined by tracking the values of
a functional called the Chern-Simons—Dirac functional, which is denoted by a, 4(—, cr). The quantitative
data is packaged into what we call “SWEF spectral invariants”. These are real numbers associated to
nonzero classes of the twisted Seiberg—Witten—Floer cohomology. Similarly to the PFH case, the spectral
invariant CEM((b, r;cr) is defined, informally, as the largest value of rilar,g(—, cr) required to represent o
as a cocycle.

Lee-Taubes [32] established an isomorphism

TwPFH, ~ TwHM*

between twisted PFH and twisted SWF which reverses the relative Z—gradings. It stands to reason that
there should be a correspondence between the associated spectral invariants of PFH and SWF as well.
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Indeed, in §3.2 we show that the following result, stated in full generality in Proposition 3.8, holds. Given
a reference cycle © for PFH, we can choose a one-parameter family of base configurations {cr(r)},~—_2r,
which “concentrate” around the reference cycle © such that the associated SWF spectral invariants recover
the PFH spectral invariants in the limit as r — oo:

(2) lim cg™(¢, 7 er(r)) = —mco (6, 0).

7—00

We can now explain the idea behind the proof of the Weyl law. We will use the equation (2) together
with some continuity properties of the SWF spectral invariants as one varies r to estimate the PFH spectral
invariants with a high degree of precision. We show that there is a continuous, piecewise-smooth family
of SWF spectral invariants cI™ (¢, 7; cr) for r € (—27p, c0). For large r, (2) shows that these approximate
the PFH spectral invariants well. On the other hand, the aforementioned continuity properties as one
varies r and some smoothness properties allow us to estimate the large r behavior from the behavior at
smaller values of r; it turns out that at a particular r, the spectral invariant is carried by a “reducible
solution”, see §2.3.3. Ceritically, the reducible locus can be described rather explicitly. Putting this all
together with some extra work allows us to obtain the estimate on the PFH spectral invariants asserted
by our Weyl Law.

1.1.2. Some more details via challenges and comparisons with previous works. As mentioned above, Pe-
riodic Floer homology has a cousin called Embedded Contact Homology (ECH), and an analogous Weyl
law for ECH has been known since 2012 [14], so one might ask why the Weyl law for PFH was not proved
around the same time; such a Weyl law has long been expected to have interesting applications. Indeed,
an expert reader might note that, in broad strokes, the proof strategy outlined above is similar to the
proof in [14]. More precisely, the paper [14] used a Seiberg—Witten approach for the key upper bound,
and it was shown in [40] that one can in fact recover the entire main theorem of [14] with Seiberg—Witten
theory.

To shed light on this, and to further explain some important points in the proof, we now explain
several main challenges in adapting the Seiberg-Witten approach to the present context, together with
their resolution. The language in this section is necessarily more involved than in our impressionistic
overview, and is meant for a more specialist reader; it can be skipped and returned to later if desired.

First of all, the analogue of the action on ECH on the Seiberg—Witten side is the “energy functional”
% § A A Fp, where A is a contact form on a three-manifold and Fp is the curvature of a Seiberg-Witten
solution: roughly speaking, this is approximately the action of an orbit set in the isomorphism between
ECH and HM, see [14, Prop. 2.6] for the precise statement. The analogue of the energy in the Lee-
Taubes paper is the functional ﬁ Sdt A Fp. However, since dt is closed, this is a purely cohomological
quantity, in particular an integer, and does not generate interesting spectral invariants.

Second, the “reducible” locus, mentioned above, plays a central role in the proofs of both [14] and
[40]: roughly speaking, a key idea in both proofs is to reduce to some computation about reducibles that
can be carried out explicitly. However, as written, the Seiberg—Witten equations in Lee-Taubes have no
reducible solutions at all.

Third, the Weyl law for ECH only involves a fixed spin-c structure and the corresponding Seiberg—
Witten equations are defined on a fixed bundle. In the PFH case, however, the Weyl law is stated by
taking the degrees of ©,, to infinity. So for PFH, one has to study the asymptotic behavior of the Seiberg—
Witten equations on a sequence of vector bundles, and prove estimates which are robust against these
changes.

To explain our resolution of the first issue, first fix a base connection By. Then, by Stokes’ theorem,
the data contained in the integrand is essentially the same as the integral {d\ A b, where Fp = B + b.
This suggests a formulation which it turns out adapts to the PFH case: we can think of the pair (\,d\)
as a stable Hamiltonian structure in the contact case, and then in analogy study the integrand §wy A b
for the stable Hamiltonian structure (dt,wy) on the mapping torus. This is essentially the approach that
we take. This energy functional is encoded in the rescaled action r~1a, 4(—,cr).
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For the second issue, we consider instead a variant of the Lee-Taubes equations that do admit reducible
solutions. Even when reducible solutions exist, it is not so clear how relevant they are to the spectral
invariants, since in principle the Seiberg-Witten spectral invariants could always be carried by irreducibles.
In the ECH case, the relationship was given by an argument essentially due to Taubes in his celebrated
proof of the Weinstein conjecture: one compares the spectral flow of reducibles and irreducibles, see [40,
Section 2] or [17]. However, this argument does not work in our case, and we argue in Proposition 3.14 via
a completely different approach, which interestingly involves considering the completed Seiberg—Witten
groups.

For the third issue, we will endow different spin-c structures with different base connections. This
introduces new analytic difficulties but we show that we can choose the base connections so that there
are some uniform bounds given by the degree d. This allows us to derive uniform estimates for all spin-c
structures.

The above ideas introduce some further complications, but for brevity we stop here. On a technical level,
we should note that the Lee—Taubes’ isomorphism [32] between periodic Floer homology and Seiberg—
Witten—Floer cohomology is not quantitative, compared to work in the ECH case, so we have to build a
lot of this quantitative structure from the ground up.

As a historical remark, one should also note that, a priori, it is not so clear that such a Weyl law
should even exist: for example, it was perhaps conceivable that the contact structure in the ECH case
plays a crucial role. In this regard, key evidence for a Weyl law came from a computation of Hutchings,
who computed spectral invariants for rotations of the two-sphere and made conjectures along the lines
mentioned here, and [10], which established the Weyl law for the large class of “monotone twist” maps
on 52,

As for applying the Weyl law to prove the closing lemma, the new conceptual difficulty here is to get
a strong enough nonvanishing result for PFH: ECH is always nonvanishing, whereas as explained above
PFH can essentially vanish.

1.1.3. The rest of the proofs. It remains to explain the idea behind the nonvanishing theorem (Theorem
1.4) and the closing lemma. The nonvanishing theorem is also proved by consideration of the reducible
locus; we use a variant of the “third root of unity trick” from [31, Cor. 35.1.3] to prove the nonvanishing
of a corresponding Seiberg—Witten group, and then apply an algebraic argument to extend the non-
vanishing result to the twisted case; the non-vanishing of twisted PFH then follows from the Lee—Taubes
isomorphism [32]. The proof of Theorem 1.1, the closing lemma, uses a now standard argument pioneered
by Irie, adapted to our purposes and powered by the previous results: Let U and V be as in the statement
of the theorem. We can assume after a small perturbation that ¢ is nondegenerate and admits monotone
classes. Then the nonvanishing theorem Theorem 1.4 guarantees an abundance of PFH spectral invariants.
If Theorem 1.1 is false, then for any small Hamiltonian H supported in U, the perturbation ¢’ = ¢ o qﬁ}{
will have the exact same set of periodic points as ¢ itself. This implies, using properties of PFH spectral
invariants, that the PFH spectral invariants do not change under any such perturbation. However, using
the Weyl law Theorem 1.5, the difference of the PFH spectral invariants of ¢ and ¢’ recovers the Calabi
invariant of H, which yields a contradiction because ¢ and ¢’ may have different Calabi invariants.

1.1.4. Comparison with the work of Edtmair-Hutchings. In the course of the final preparations of the
first version of this article, we became aware of work of Oliver Edtmair and Michael Hutchings [19],
who, simultaneously and independently of us, use a different method to apply PFH spectral invariants
to prove, in certain cases, the smooth closing lemma and a Weyl law. For the convenience of the reader,
we now provide a summary of the differences between the two works, and we also mention some relevant
developments that occurred after our work and the work of Edtmair-Hutchings first appeared.

To be precise, Edtmair-Hutchings introduce a PFH theoretic “U—cycle condition”, on Hamiltonian
isotopy classes, and they prove that for any Hamiltonian isotopy class satisfying this condition, a C®
closing lemma holds; they prove that rational isotopy classes on 72 and the unique isotopy class on S2
satisfies this condition. Note that to prove the C® closing lemma for a surface, it suffices to prove it on
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rational isotopy classes. We later showed in [16], building on the ideas for the nonvanishing result in this
work, that the U—cycle condition holds for all rational isotopy classes.

As for a Weyl law, Edtmair-Hutchings prove a Weyl law [19, Thm. 8.1] that computes the asymptotic
change in spectral invariant for ¢ and ¢/ = ¢ o (b}{ associated to a sequence of U-cyclic PFH classes;
the PFH grading plays no role in their law. Our Weyl law is more general in that it has no U-cycle
requirement and applies to arbitrary pairs of sequences of PFH classes, rather than a single sequence,
see Example 1.4 for a simple illustration of this distinction. As first remarked to us by Edtmair, our
argument in [16] can be used to show that over some coefficient rings, for example Z/2, every PFH class
is U—cyclic. On the other hand, we proved in [16] that over some rings, for example Z, there are many
classes which are not U—cyclic.

The work of Edtmair—Hutchings also includes an interesting quantitative result for area-preserving
diffeomorphisms in rational isotopy classes, estimating the time it takes orbits of certain periods to
appear in a fixed open set along a Hamiltonian perturbation. This question is not taken up in the present
work, which is focused on the PFH Weyl law and its application to the resolution of Smale’s question, at
all.

We also note that some time after the first version of our paper appeared, Edtmair [18] gave a new
holomorphic curve-based approach that recovers the results of Edtmair-Hutchings [19] for the case of
Hamiltonian diffeomorphisms.
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2. PRELIMINARIES

We now review the relevant background and notation that we will need for our proofs.

2.1. Area-preserving and Hamiltonian diffeomorphisms of surfaces. Here we collect some basic
definitions and fix notation regarding area-preserving and Hamiltonian diffeomorphisms of surfaces.

Let (X,w) denote a closed, oriented surface equipped with an area form w. We let Ay = SE w denote
the area of (X,w); we let G denote its genus. Let Ham(3,w) denote the subgroup of Hamiltonian
diffeomorphisms: these are the time-1 maps of the time-dependent vector field Xy, defined uniquely
at each t € R by the equation w(Xg,, —) = —dH;. Here, H € CF((0,1) x X); in other words, H = 0 near
t =0 and t = 1. For brevity, we will often drop the time index and write the Hamiltonian vector field as
Xp. The flow of Xy is written as {¢% }secr. We say that two diffeomorphisms ¢ and ¢’ in Diff(3, w) are
Hamiltonian isotopic if there is a Hamiltonian H € C*((0,1) x %) such that ¢/ = ¢ o ¢L,.

We will write @/H(E, w) for the space of smooth paths of Hamiltonian diffeomorphisms starting at the
identity map. It tends to be convenient to require that the paths are constant near the endpoints, and
we will always assume this unless otherwise stated; this can always be achieved by a reparametrization.
It is a standard fact that any such isotopy is generated by a Hamiltonian H € C¥((0,1) x X). The
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quotient of @/H(E,w) by homotopy of paths relative to endpoints yields the universal cover Ham(X, w)
of Ham(X, w).

There is a natural norm on Ham(X,wy), called the Hofer norm, that is in the background of much
of what we do here. In the present work, we only need to recall the Hofer norm for Hamiltonians: for
any H € C*(R/Z x ¥), we define |H|1 o 1= Sé max(H (t,-)) — min(H (¢,-))dt. This can be used to define
a norm on Ham(X, wy), but we do not need this here. There is also an important real-valued invariant
of Hamiltonian diffeomorphisms featured in this work. Fix any union D < 3 of embedded disks and fix
any Hamiltonian H € C((0,1) x X), we define the Calabi invariant of H as CAL(H) = Sé (§p Hw)dt.
Unpublished work of Fathi gives a geometric interpretation of CAL as the “average rotation” of the
Hamiltonian diffeomorphism associated to H, see [21, Section 2.1]. It turns out [6, 33] that the Calabi
invariant only depends on the time-one map (b}{ € Diff (X, w, D) of such H and therefore descends to a
homomorphism on the group of area-preserving diffeomorphisms that are compactly supported in D.

2.2. Periodic Floer homology. We now give a brief overview of periodic Floer homology (PFH), filling
in the details that we omitted in the introduction. We also define PFH spectral invariants, following the
approach of [10].

2.2.1. Stable Hamiltonian structures. Let M be an oriented three-manifold. A stable Hamiltonian
structure on M is a pair (A\,w) of a one-form A and a closed two-form w such that A A w > 0 and
ker(w) < ker(d)). A stable Hamiltonian structure determines a two-plane field £ = ker(\) and a Reeb
vector field R, which is the unique vector field such that w(R,—) = 0, A\(R) = 1. An embedded Reeb
orbit v is a closed leaf of the one-dimensional foliation spanned by R. A general Reeb orbit is a pair
(v, m) of an embedded Reeb orbit v and a number m € N, called its multiplicity. A parameterization
of a Reeb orbit (v, m) is a smooth map f : R/mTZ — M such that f is an m-fold cover of v < M and
f(t) = R(f(¢t)) for all t e R/mTZ. A parametrized Reeb orbit f : R/mTZ — M is nondegenerate if 1 is
not an eigenvalue of the linearized Reeb flow; this does not depend on the choice of the parameterization.

Given a stable Hamiltonian structure (A, w) on M, let J (), w) denote the space of smooth vector bundle
endomorphisms J : { — & with square —1 such that w(v, Jv) > 0 for all nonzero v € . The space J (A, w)
is nonempty and contractible. An almost-complex structure J on R, x M is admissible with respect to
w if it is invariant under translation in the R direction, sends 05 to R, preserves ¢, and w(v, Jv) > 0 for
all nonzero v € £. It is evident that admissible almost-complex structures are in bijection with elements
of J(A\,w) via restrictions to &, and we will use this to sometimes refer to an element J € J(\,w) as an
admissible almost-complex structure.

2.2.2. Definition of periodic Floer homology. Let (¥,w) be a closed, connected surface equipped with an
area form. Let ¢ € Diff(X,w) be an area-preserving diffeomorphism. Recall that the area form w pulls
back to a closed 2-form on the mapping torus My, which is denoted by wg. Let ¢t be the coordinate
for the interval component of [0,1] x ¥. Then dt pushes forward to a smooth 1-form on M. The pair
(dt,we) forms a stable Hamiltonian structure on My and we will denote the Reeb vector field by R. The
associated two-plane bundle ker(dt) is equal to the vertical tangent bundle of the fibration M, — S 1
which we denote by V. Note that periodic orbits of R coincide with periodic points of the surface
diffeomorphism ¢. A periodic point p € ¥ of ¢, of period k is nondegenerate if the derivative of ¢* at p
does not have 1 as an eigenvalue. We say ¢ is d—nondegenerate if all periodic points of period at most
d are nondegenerate. We say ¢ is nondegenerate if ¢ is d—nondegenerate for all d. It is a basic fact
that the set of dnondegenerate diffeomorphisms in Diff(3, w) is open and dense with respect to the C™
topology. Now take some nonzero homology class I' € Hy(My;Z). Recall from the introduction that the
degree of I' is defined to be the degree of the image of I' via the projection My — S 1. We assume that
the degree of I is positive and greater than the genus G of the surface . The main results of this paper
only use PFH for I' of high degree, so this is not a restrictive assumption. It is made to rule out certain
types of holomorphic curve bubbling, see [22, Theorem 1.8] and the surrounding discussion.
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The PFH generators are finite sets © = {(v;, m;)} of pairs of embedded Reeb orbits 7; and multiplic-
ities m; € N which satisfy the following three conditions: (1) the orbits ; are distinct, (2) the multiplicity
m; is 1 whenever ; is a hyperbolic orbit, (3) >}, m;[y;] = I'. The chain complex PFC,(¢,T", J) is the free
module generated by the set of all PFH generators. For the proof of the closing lemma, it suffices to take
the coefficient ring to be Z/2, but the Weyl law in Theorem 1.5 holds for general coefficient rings. From
now on, we will fix an arbitrary coefficient ring and omit it from the notation unless otherwise specified.

The differential on PFCy(¢,T,J) counts “ECH index 1”7 curves in R x My. More precisely, define
M;(©4,0_;J) to be the space of J-holomorphic currents C' in R, x My, modulo translation in the
R-direction with ECH index I(©4,0_,[C]) = 1, which are asymptotic to ©4 as the R-coordinate s
limits to +00; we refer the reader to [25, §3.4] for the definition of the ECH index. There is a generic
subset J°(dt,ws) < J(dt,wy) of admissible almost-complex structures such that for any J € J°(dt,wy)
and any pair of PFH generators © 4, the space M;(0,,0_;.J) is a (possibly empty) compact oriented
O-dimensional manifold and we define the PFH differential by the rule (0©,,0_) = #M;(0,,0_;J),
where # denotes the cardinality counted with signs. The set J°(dt,w,) can be chosen so that 0% = 0
(see [26], [27]). It follows that, for ¢ nondegenerate, I" negative monotone of degree greater than G, and
J € J°(dt,wy), the periodic Floer homology PFH,(¢,T",J) is well-defined; it has a relative Z/¢-grading
induced by the ECH index, where ¢ is the divisibility of ¢p defined by equation (1) regarded as an element
of H2(My;Z).

To actually define spectral invariants, we need to instead work with the variant twisted periodic
Floer homology, as defined by Hutchings and as introduced in [10] in the case where My = S 1w 52,
Define a (twisted) PFH parameter set S = (¢, 0., J) to be a tuple consisting of the following
terms. The term ¢ in S is a d-nondegenerate area-preserving diffeomorphism of (X,w). The term J
is an admissble almost-complex structure. The term O, refers to a choice of trivialized reference
cycle. This is itself the datum of two objects. The first is a set of embedded loops with multiplicity ©,c¢
in My, such that the class [O.cf] € Hi(My;7Z) is negative monotone with degree greater than G. The
second is a homotopy class of symplectic trivializations of the bundle V' over ©,.¢, which we suppress from
the notation. It will also be useful in our discussion of the Lee-Taubes isomorphism in §3.2 to require
that O, is separated, which means that the the embedded loops in O, are pairwise disjoint and have
multiplicity 1, O, is transverse to V, and O, is disjoint from the union of all embedded Reeb orbits of
degree less than or equal to d in the mapping torus My. It is always possible to find separated reference
cycles for every positive degree d such that ¢ is dnondegenerate.

The twisted PFH, denoted by TwPFH,(S) = TwPFH(¢, Oy, J), is the homology of the chain
complex TwPFC, (S), which we now define. The complex TWPFC, (¢, Oy, J) is the free module generated
by formal sums of pairs (0, W), where O is a generator of the untwisted complex PFC, (¢, [Oy], J) and W
is an element of the relative homology group Ha(My, ©, O,er; Z). The differential is defined as follows. Let
©_ and O, be two PFH generators, and let C' be a J-holomorphic current in R x My asymptotic to ©+
as s — +00. The projection of C' to My determines a relative homology class [C] € Ha(My,©4,0_;7Z).
For any class W € Hy(My,0,,0_;Z), define M(0,,0_,W;J) < M;i(04,0_;J) to be the space of
such currents C such that [C] = W. We define the twisted PFH differential 0 by setting

~

<a(®+7W+)7 (@*7W*)> = #Ml(@+7 @*7 W+ - Wf7 J)

The arguments of [26, 27] apply in this setting as well to show that 02 = 0. Note that the twisted PFH
chain complexes for two distinct choices of trivialized reference cycles O, O, are (non-canonically)
isomorphic via addition of a class W' € Hy(My, O ¢, Orer; Z). The ECH index induces an absolute Z-

ref?

grading on TwPFC,(S) which we will denote by I, see [10, §3.3].

2.2.3. PFH spectral invariants. Fix a PFH parameter set S = (¢, Orf,J). The complex TwPFC,(S)
admits a natural filtration by the PFH action functional defined by A(©,W) = (wy, W). We de-
fine the submodule TWPFCZ(S) = TwPFCL (¢, Oy, J) of TWPFC,(S) to be the submodule generated
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by the twisted PFH generators (©,W) satisfying A(©,W) < L. Since the restriction of w on a J-
holomorphic curve for admissible J is always pointwise non-negative, TWPFC£ (¢, Oret, J) is a subcomplex
of TWPFCy (¢, Oret, J). We write TWPFHL(S) = TwPFHL (¢, O, J) to denote the homology of the com-
plex TwPFCZ(S). The inclusion TwPFCZ(S) <> TwPFC,(S) induces a map & ppy(S) : TwPFHL(S) —
TwPFH,(S).

Let 0 € TwPFH,(S) be a non-zero homology class. The PFH spectral invariant of o, denoted by
o (S) = cs(¢, Oref, J), is the infimum of all L such that o lies in the image of the map 1% ppy(S).

When I' is monotone, at a given grading, there are only finitely many possible values for the PFH action
functional on the generators. Therefore, the PFH spectral invariant of every non-zero class is finite.

When ¢ is degenerate, we can still define spectral invariants. We will state the definition here, but defer
some details to later. Consider a tuple S = (¢, Oy, J), where the elements of S are as in the definition
of a PFH parameter set, except we no longer require any nondegeneracy from ¢. We define

(3) o (S) = lin%O co(po qb}gn,@H” JHm),

ref ?
where the ¢ o gb}qn are d-nondegenerate, and |Hy[1,, — 0. Here, | - 1,0 denotes the Hofer norm, and

ref ?
using the identification of the corresponding twisted PFH groups via the canonical cobordism maps that

we defer to §2.4.1. We also defer the proof that this is well-defined to Proposition 5.1.

Later we will show that the PFH spectral invariants ¢, (S) = ¢, (¢, Oef, J) are “independent of J”
in a suitable sense. This requires discussing the canonical identification of twisted PFH complexes with
distinct almost-complex structures, and so we will defer this to §5.1. However, note that the PFH spectral
invariants are certainly dependent on the choice of trivialized reference cycle ©,r.

in referring to the same class o with respect to the different parameter sets (¢ o ¢}{n7 Oin g Hn) we are

2.2.4. Spectrality. A fundamental property of PFH spectral invariants is spectrality: the PFH spectral
invariant is equal to the action of some PFH generator (0, W). Fix a PFH parameter set S = (¢, Oy, J),
and fix a non-zero class 0 € TwPFH,(S).

Proposition 2.1. There is a twisted PFH generator (©, W) such that A(©, W) = c,(S).

Proof. Suppose first that ¢ is nondegenerate. By definition of the spectral invariant, there is a sequence
(O, W) of twisted PFH generators such that limy_,q SWk wey = ¢ (S).

Note that the orbit sets O all have the same degree d. Since ¢ is nondegenerate, there are finitely
many orbit sets of degree d. Therefore, after passing to a subsequence we can assume that the orbit sets
O, are all equal to a single orbit set O.

The monotonicity assumption implies that the image of the map S(,) We Hy(M;Z) — R is discrete.
The space Hao(M,©,O,f;Z) is an affine space over Ho(M;Z). It follows that the sequence {SWk We t k=1
lies in a discrete subset of R. Since it also converges to ¢, (S), for sufficiently large & we must have
SWk we = o (S).

This concludes the proof of the proposition in the case where ¢ is nondegenerate. In the case where ¢ is
degenerate, the proposition follows by taking nondegenerate approximations qﬁoé}{n with |Hp 1,0 — 0. O

2.2.5. (6,d)-approximations. Fix a pair (¢,J) of a diffeomorphism ¢ € Diff(¥X,w) and an admissible
almost-complex structure J € J°(dt,wy). The Lee-Taubes isomorphism [32] requires taking a “(d,d)”—
approximation to (¢, J), as introduced in [32]; the idea of a (d, d)—approximation is that the local dynamics
for such an approximation around periodic points of period less than d have a particularly nice form; we
defer the definition of the local form to equation (71) below.

We will need to know that we may pass to a (9, d)-approximation without changing the spectral invari-
ants by too much; this should be expected since the approximation ¢, can be made arbitrarily close to
¢. To make this precise, let (¢, J) be given, and let (¢, .Jx) be our (6, d)-approximation. Then there will
be a Hamiltonian H' € C®((0,1) x X) that generates an isotopy from ¢ to quB*(l) The construction of
H' is given in (72) in §6.5 below. The following proposition is the key estimate we need.
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Proposition 2.2. Fiz PFH parameter sets S = (4,0 pef, J) and Sy = ((b*,@z;,Jfl). where the (d,d)-
approzimation (¢, Js) and the Hamiltonian H' are as above.

If [©f] € Hi(My;Z) has degree less than or equal to d, and o € TwPFH,(S) is a homology class
with corresponding class o, € TwPFH,(S.) under the isomorphism induced by the canonical bijection of
twisted PFH generators, then there is a constant k9 9 = 1 depending only on ¢, J, d, O, and the metric
g such that |¢,(S) — ¢q, (S«)| < K9 90.

We defer the proof, which is technical, to §6.5.

2.3. Seiberg—Witten Floer cohomology. In this section we collect various definitions, notation, and
results regarding Kronheimer—-Mrowka’s theory of Seiberg—Witten—Floer cohomology.

2.3.1. Data for the equations. The Seiberg—Witten cohomology requires a choice of metric and spin-c
structure. We now explain how the natural structures on My give rise to this data.

The choice of admissible almost complex structure J defines a Riemannian metric g on My by the
formula g(v,vs) = dt(v1)dt(va) + 3we(my (v1), Jmy (v2)), where my denotes the projection TMy — V of
the tangent bundle to the vertical tangent bundle with kernel spanned by R. It follows from this that
|dt|y =1 and *9wyg = 2dt, where »9 denotes the Hodge star operator associated to g.

A spin-c structure s on an oriented Riemannian 3-manifold (M, g) is defined to be a rank-two Hermitian
vector bundle S — M along with an injective bundle map cl : T*M — su(S) called the Clifford
multiplication. The bundle S is called the spinor bundle and sections of the spinor bundle S are
called spinors. By identifying TM with T*M using the metric g, the map cl also defines a Clifford
multiplication on the tangent bundle. A class I' € Hi(My;Z) determines a unique spin-c structure sp on
My such that

(1) The spinor bundle of sp is given by Spr = Er @ (Er ® V'), where V' has the Hermitian line bundle
structure induced by J and g, and Er is the line bundle over My with ¢;(Er) = PD(T).
(2) cl(dt) = <6 Bz) with respect to the splitting Sp = Er @ (Er ® V).
The reader may refer to [41, Section 2(a)] for details on the construction of sp.

For ¥ € C®(Sr), define clf(¥) = (p(e)¥, ¥)e?, where {e'}3_; is a local g-orthonormal coframe. We
will also often write the spinor ¥ as U = r1/2y) = 1/ 2(a, B), where 1 is the rescaling of ¥ by a factor of
=12 and a and S denote the components of 1 with respect to the splitting Sr = Fr @ (Er®V).

A spin-c connection V; on the spinor bundle Sr is a complex-linear connection such that cl is
parallel with respect to V5 and the Levi-Civita connection. Given a spin-c connection Vg, there is a
corresponding Dirac operator V z defined by the formula DV = 23’:1 cl(e")V B, ¥, where {el}3_, is
any local orthonormal coframe. When I' = 0, the spinor bundle Spr = Sy is equz;l to C V. Let ¥y
be the spinor of Sy given by the constant section of C with value 1. A quick computation identical to
the argument in [24, Lemma 10.1] shows that there is a unique spin-c¢ connection By on Sy such that
Dp, ¥y = 0. Let Conn(Er) be the space of smooth unitary connections on Er, there is a bijection from
Conn(Er) to the set of smooth spin-c connections on St by taking B € Conn(Er) to the connection
B+ Byon St = Er ® Sp. In the following, we will abuse notation and use Vg and Dp to denote the
spin-c connection and Dirac operator on Sr associated with B € Conn(Er).

2.3.2. Abstract perturbations. For the purposes of ensuring transverality of the various moduli spaces used
to define Seiberg-Witten—Floer cohomology, Kronheimer—Mrowka introduced in [31, Chapter 11] a large
Banach space, denoted by P, consisting of tame perturbations for the Seiberg—Witten equations.

A tame perturbation is a map from the W*?2 Banach completion of Conn(Er) x C®(Sr) to R, invariant
under the action of the W**12 completion of the “gauge group” G (My), defined below, that satisfies
several estimates given in [31, Definition 10.5.1]. Here we set k > 3.
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The Banach space P consists of a carefully chosen class of tame perturbations. Denote the L? formal
gradient of a tame perturbation g, which by definition is a section of the bundle iT*My@® St, by (&4, &),
where €y denotes the component in i7" Myg and &4 denotes the component in Sr.

A smooth 1-form p on My defines an element in Kronheimer-Mrowka’s Banach space P by the formula
eu((B,V)) = ¢,(B) = iSM¢ p A Fg. The formal gradient of ¢, is the pair (i x7 du,0). We will also write
¢u(B) —eu(Br) as e, (B, Br). In the following, we will always take ;1 to be co-exact, and unless otherwise
mentioned we will assume it has C3— and P-norms bounded by 1.

2.3.3. The Seiberg—Witten equations and the gauge group. We will now define a version of the Seiberg—
Witten equations on My. Define an SW parameter set S = (¢, J,I',7,g = ¢,+p) to be a tuple consisting
of the following terms. The term ¢ in S is an element of Diff(3,w). The term J is an admissible almost-
complex structure in the set J°(dt,wy). The term I' is a class in Hy(My,Z). The term r is a nonnegative
real number. The term p is a co-exact 1-form, and p € P is an element of the Banach space P of tame
perturbations. We will usually require |[p|p to be small.

We can now write down the Seiberg—Witten equations associated to the parameter set S which we will
call the S—Seiberg—Witten equations for brevity. Associate a metric and a spin-c structure to S as
explained above. Then a pair ¢ = (B, ¥) € Conn(Er) x C®(Sr) solves the S—Seiberg—Witten equations
if and only if

«IFp = cll (W) —irdt + i «9 du + iwy + €, (B, V),

) Dp¥ = &,(B, V).

Here wy denotes the unique harmonic one-form such that 9wy represents the class 7 - ¢ (V).

We call a pair ¢ = (B, ¥) € Conn(Er) x C*(Sr) a configuration. We say a configuration is reducible
if ¥ = 0 and irreducible otherwise. The space Conn(Er) x C*(Sr) is acted on the the group of gauge
transformations G(My) = C*(M,,U(1)), defined by u - (B, V) = (B — u"'du,u - ¥). The gauge group
action preserves the set of solutions to (4).

The group G(My) is disconnected. There is a canonical identification of the connected components
of G(M,) with H'(My;Z) sending u € G(My) to the cohomology class of the closed 1-form iu~'du.
The identity component G°(My) < G(My) of the group of gauge transformations consists of maps
u : My — U(1) that are null-homotopic, and we will refer to elements of G°(My) as “null-homotopic
gauge transformations”.

2.3.4. Linearized operators and spectral flow. We now review some natural linear differential operators
associated to configurations. Spectral flows between these operators are used to define the grading on
Seiberg—Witten cohomology.

To each solution (B, ¥ = r'/2¢)) of (4), we associate to it a first-order linear differential operator

E(B7\p) . COO(ZT*M¢ (—D Sl" @ ZR) i COO(ZT*M¢ @ 51" (—D ZR)
which sends a triple (b,n, f) to the triple with the i1 M, Sr, and iR components described by

b xdb — 272012 (nir + lrn) — df — d&y| (5w (b, )
(5) n | = | 2Y2r2cl(b)y + Dpn + 2Y2rY2 fop — dSy| (5,w) (b, )
f —d*b + 271212 (T 4 pTy).

The operator £(p y) is a version of the “extended Hessian” in [31, Section 12.3] and formula (5) is the
same as [41, (3-1)].

Convention 2.3. The operator £ y) depends on a choice of parameter r and also the abstract per-
turbation g, in the case where the perturbation is not of the form g = ¢,. We fix the convention that if
(B, W) is a solution of the (¢, J,I',r, g)-Seiberg-Witten equations, then Lp y), unless otherwise stated,
denotes the r—version of the operator in (5). If (B,¥) is not explicitly stated to be a solution of the
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S-Seiberg-Witten equations, then £p y), unless otherwise stated, denotes the version of the operator in
(5) with r set to equal 1 and no abstract perturbation terms.

We say an irreducible solution (B, ¥) to the S-Seiberg-Witten equations is nondegenerate if £ g v
has trivial kernel. Note that £(p y) extends to an unbounded, self-adjoint operator on the L? closure of
its domain. Therefore, it has trivial kernel if and only if it is surjective. This implies that our definition
of nondegeneracy coincides with the definition given in [31, Lemma 12.4.1]. In general, we will say any
irreducible configuration ¢ = (B, ¥) is nondegenerate if £ p g) has no kernel.

The operators £ y) are used to define a relative Z/{-grading on the Seiberg-Witten—Floer cohomology,
where ¢ denotes the largest integer dividing the class cp from (1). For any two nondegenerate irreducible
solutions ¢ = (B_,V_) and ¢, = (B4, V), define their relative degree as the reduction modulo ¢ of
the spectral flow from the operator Lp_¢_) to L(p, w,). We will use SF(c_, ¢, ) to denote the spectral
flow between the operators £, and L., associated to two nondegenerate irreducible configurations c_
and ¢, and use SFy(c_, cy) to denote the reduction of SF(¢_,cy) modulo ¢ when ¢4 are solutions to the
S—Seiberg—Witten equations.

We are only able to retrieve a relative Z/¢ grading from the spectral flow because the spectral flow is
not preserved under the action of G(My) on c4. If we modify either of ¢4 by a gauge transformation, the
spectral flow changes by an integer divisible by £. However, the spectral flow is invariant under the action
of the group G°(My) of null-homotopic gauge transformations.

2.3.5. Instantons. Fix a SW parameter set S = (¢, J,I',r, g = ¢, +p). The differential of Seiberg-Witten—
Floer cohomology will be defined by S—Seiberg—Witten instantons on R x M. These are smooth,
one-parameter families 0 = (B, ¥) in Conn(Er) x C®(Sr) that satisfy the equations

d

—-By = =+ Fp, + A (Wy) —irdt + i %9 du + iwy + €y(Bs, ¥y),
(6) /

d

E s — _DBS\PS + 6p(B57 \I’S),
and limit as s — +00 to solutions of (4). If d is a solution to (6) which limits as s — +00 to nondegenerate
irreducible solutions ¢4 of (4), we define its spectral flow SF(0) = SF(¢_,cy) to be the spectral flow
between its endpoints.

It will be useful to interpret SF(?) as the index of a Fredholm operator associated to the instanton 0.
Define the operator

d
(7) Lo =+ LB, v,

Suppose that the limits (B4, W) of 9 as s — o0 are irreducible and nondegenerate. Then the operator
Ly is Fredholm, and we have

8) ind(Ls) = SF(c_, ;) = SF().

We can also use the operator £, to define a notion of nondegeneracy for instantons. An instanton 0
is nondegenerate if the limits (B+,V4) of 9 as s — +o0 are irreducible and nondegenerate and the
operator L, has trivial cokernel. We also note that the Fredholm operator L£; can be defined for any
path ? = (Bs, ¥s) of configurations which converge exponentially as s — +00. As long as the limits
¢+ = (B+,U4) of 0 as s — +00 are irreducible, nondegenerate configurations (not necessarily solutions
to (4)), the operator Ly is Fredholm and the identity (8) holds.

2.3.6. The Chern-Simons-Dirac functional. Fix an SW parameter set S = (¢,J,I',r,g = ¢, + p), we
define a variety of associated functionals on the configuration space Conn(Er) x C*(Sr). Choose a pair
of configurations ¢ = (B, ¥) and ¢ = (Br, ¥Ur). Then we define the energy to be

Ed)(B,BF) = Zf (B — BF) AN wd),
My
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the Chern-Simons functional to be

¢s(B, Br) = —jM (B— Br) A (FB—FBF)—QJM (B—Br) A (FBF —i*7 wy)
¢ ¢

and the Chern-Simons-Dirac functional to be

ar,g(c, CF) = %(CB(B, BF) — TE¢(B, BF)) + JM <DB\I/, \I’> + Q(B, \I’) — g(Bp, \I’F).
¢
Formally, the three-dimensional Seiberg—Witten equations are critical points of the Chern—Simons—
Dirac functional, and the instantons are flow lines.
The functionals Fy, ¢s and a,4 are not fully gauge-invariant. They are only invariant under null-
homotopic gauge transformations. The change of any of these quantities after pre-composition by a gauge
transformation u depends only on the associated class i[u~'du] € H'(My;Z), and can be easily computed.

2.3.7. Seiberg—Witten—Floer cohomology in the monotone case. Fix an SW parameter set S = (¢, J,',r, g =
¢, +p). We will assume that the class I' is monotone with monotonicity constant p. Recall that I' is posi-
tive monotone if p > 0 and negative monotone if p < 0. Note that if r # —2mp, there are no reducible
solutions to the S—Seiberg—Witten equations (4). We will also assume that the abstract perturbation p
is small and generic (see [31, Chapter 15]).

We start by reviewing the definition of Seiberg—Witten—Floer cohomology from [31] when r # —27p.
Suppose that all solutions to (4) and (6) are nondegenerate. Define CM™*(S) = CM™*(¢, J,T', 7, g) to be
the free module generated by gauge-equivalence classes of solutions to the S—Seiberg—Witten equations.
Given any configuration ¢ = (B, V), we will denote its gauge equivalence class by [¢]. To define the
differential 0, fix a pair of generators [c_] and [c ] and let M!([c_], [c]) be the space of gauge-equivalence
classes of instantons 0 modulo pullback by translation in the R-direction in R x My, such that SF(d) = 1
and there is a gauge transformation w such that lims , 0 = u-c¢_ and lims_,,, 0 = ¢y. Given our
nondegeneracy assumptions, M*([c_], [c+]) is a (possibly empty) oriented compact 0-dimensional smooth
manifold [31]. The differential 0 is defined by the equation (J[c,],[c_]) = #M!([c_],[c+]). The results
of [31, Parts V and VI] show 0 = 0, and therefore CM*(S) is a cochain complex. We will denote its
cohomology as HM*(S) = HM*(¢, J,T', 7, g).

As with PFH, to define spectral invariants we will want to instead use the twisted Seiberg—Witten—
Floer cohomology. Let S = (¢,J,I',r,g = ¢, + p) be an SW parameter set where I' is monotone
with monotonicity constant p. As before, we assume r # —2mp for the moment. The twisted Seiberg—
Witten—Floer cohomology, denoted by TwHM(S), can be defined in two ways, both of which will be useful
later.

The first definition is more abstract. By [31, Chapter 3], the space B = (Conn(Er) x C*(Sr))/G(My)
has fundamental group isomorphic to H'! (Mg;Z). We can construct an explicit model for its universal
cover in the following way. Let G°(My) be the identity component of the group of gauge transformations.
Then the universal cover is the space B° = (Conn(Er) x C*(Sr))/G°(Mg). The cover B° canonically
defines a local system, which we denote by B°, over B. The fiber of B° over any particular point [c¢] € B
is merely the free module generated by the elements of the fiber of B° over [¢]. The monodromy of
B° is canonically induced by the monodromy of the cover B°. We define TwHM(S) to be the Seiberg—
Witten-Floer homology of My with respect to the parameter set S with coefficients in the local system
Be.

The second definition is more concrete. Indeed, it can be derived by writing down explicitly the
definition from [31] of the Seiberg—Witten—Floer cohomology with coefficients in the local system B°.
Given a solution ¢ = (B, V) to (4), we write [¢]° for its equivalence class modulo the action of G°(My).
Then TwCM?*(S) is the free module generated by G°—equivalence classes of solutions to the S—Seiberg—
Witten equations. To define the differential, fix a pair of generators [c¢_]° and [c,]°, represented by
solutions ¢_ and ¢, to (4), respectively. We denote by ./\71( [c—]°, [c+]°) the space of G°-equivalence classes
of instantons ® modulo pullback by translation in the R-direction in R x My, such that SF(d) = 1 and
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there is a null-homotopic gauge transformation u such that limg; , 5 0 = w-¢_ and limg;_,, 0 = ¢. Given
our nondegneracy assumptions, M ([c_]°, [c+]°) is a (possibly empty) compact oriented O-dimensional
smooth manifold. Define the differential by (J[c4]%, [¢~]°) = #M([c_]°, [c+]°).

The spectral flow defines a relative Z—grading on TwCM*(S), as opposed to the relative Z/f—grading in
the untwisted setting. For any two generators [¢_]°, [c1]°, the relative grading SF([¢_]°, [¢4]°) is defined to
be SF(c_, ¢4 ). Since the spectral flow is invariant under nullhomotopic gauge transformations, the relative
Z—grading is well-defined. Fix a nondegenerate irreducible base configuration ¢p = (Br,¥r). Then the
spectral flow to the configuration ¢r defines an absolute Z—grading on TwCM*(S). The differential 0 by
definition increases the absolute grading by 1.

When r = —2mp, we can still define variants of Seiberg—Witten—Floer cohomology, and we now explain
how this works. Let S = (¢,J,I',7,g = ¢, + p) be an SW parameter set where I' is monotone with
monotonicity constant p and r = —2mwp. In this setting, solutions of the S—Seiberg—Witten equations

may admit reducibles. We define three versions of twisted Seiberg—Witten—Floer cohomology groups
TwHM (S), TwHM' (S), TwHM (S), which again can be described in two equivalent methods.

The first method is to define the twisted Seiberg—Witten—Floer cohomology groups as the “balanced”
Seiberg—Witten—Floer cohomology groups with coefficients in the local system B°, as described in [31, Sec-
tion 30.1]. The second method again can be derived by writing out the chain complex explicitly. We will
not give a fully detailed explanation, but instead content ourselves with writing down the generators, which
is all that we need to know. The generators of TWCM*(S) are G°—equivalence classes of irreducible solu-
tions and “boundary stable” reducible solutions. The generators of TwCM (S) are G°—equivalence classes
of both boundary stable and “boundary unstable” reducible solutions. The generators of TwCM (S) are
G°—equivalence classes of irreducible solutions and boundary unstable reducible solutions. We write the as-
sociated cochain complexes as TwCM (S), TwCM"(S), Tm*(é’ ). There are also “completed” versions
obtained by taking the cohomology of positive completion of the associated cochain complexes (see [31,
Pages 597-598]). These are denoted by the three groups TWHM.(S), TwHM' (S), TwHM (S). We write
the associated completed cochain complexes as TwCM (S), TwCM'(S), TwCM’ (8). For more details,
we refer the reader to [31].

2.3.8. Continuation maps. Suppose ¢q is a fixed area-preserving map and suppose ¢_ and ¢, are both
Hamiltonian isotopic to ¢o. Fix Hamiltonians H_, Hy € C®((0,1) x X) such that ¢_ = ¢g o ¢} ,
b = o o¢}{+. Let K : (—o0,4+0) — CF((0,1) x X) be a smooth map such that there exists some s, > 0
so that K(s) = H_ on (—00,—s,] and K(s) = H; on [ss, ).

There is a variant of the equations (6) associated with K which we will have to consider in relating the
complexes for ¢_ and ¢,. The homotopy K defines a 4-manifold X 5 with cylindrical ends modeled on
M_ =My and M, = My, : we define X i as the quotient of Ry x [0,1]; x X by the identification

(87 17p) ~ (8707 (¢0 o ¢}{(5))(p))

Rather than write down the four-dimensional Seiberg—Witten equations, it is more efficient for our
purposes to identify this symplectic manifold with the cylinder R x M_ and write down the equations on
R x M_. The data of the homotopy K define a diffecomorphism Ry x [0,1]; x ¥ — Ry x [0, 1]; x X by the

map (s,t,p) — (s,t, ((b’}((s))*lqﬁ’}t (p)). This descends to a diffeomorphism R x M_ — X ;r. We will use
this diffeomorphism to identify R x M_ with X .
Now fix two SW parameter sets Sy = (¢+,J+,T+,7+,9+ = ¢, + p+) for ¢+ such that I'_ = (Mp, o

My").(T4+). A SW continuation parameter set from S_ to S, is a data set

Ss = (K7 J87T87gs = €y, +p8)

interpolating between S_ and S, rigorously defined as follows. Let Hy, ¢g, ¢+, K (s) be as above, and sup-
pose s, > 0 is a constant such that K(s) = H_ for all s € (—00, —s,] and K(s) = H for all s € sy, +0).
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The notation J, denotes a smooth family {J,}ser of almost-complex structures in J(dt,ws_). The no-
tation rs denotes a smooth family {r}ser of positive real numbers; if vy = r_, then we require the
family {rs}ser to be constant. The notation ps denotes a smooth section of the Banach space bun-

dle Qio_exact(M(booqb}( ) over R, where each fiber is the space of co-exact one-forms with respect to the

Riemannian metric g, = dt® + %wK(—, Js—). The notation g, denotes a smooth section of the Banach
space bundle P over R, where each fiber is the version of the Banach space P of perturbations for the
Riemannian metric gs. We also require that (Js,7s, s, 8s) = (J—,7—, pi—,g—) when s € (—00, —s,] and
(Js,7sy sy 8s) = (J4, 74, i+, 9+) when s € sy, +00). It is straightforward to verify that once we fix the
Hamiltonians H_ and H, the space of SW continuation parameter set from S_ to S, is contractible.

Let S5 = (K, Js,7s,9s) denote a SW continuation parameter set between two SW parameter sets S_
and S;. Then a smooth, one-parameter family ? = (Bs, ¥s) in Conn(Er_) x C®(Sr_) is a Ss—Seiberg—
Witten instanton if it satisfies the equations

iBS = — % Fp + cll(\I/S) — irgdt + i %% dps + iwy,s + €, (B, Uy),

(9) s
gllfs = —Dp, V¥, + &y, (B, V),
and limits as s — +00 to solutions of the (¢4, J4, '+, 74, g+ )-Seiberg—Witten equations.

Here are some more necessary clarifications regarding this definition. The 1-form wy , is the unique
gs—harmonic 1-form such that the harmonic 2-form *9%wy, represents mc;(V'). The notation €y, and
Sy, denotes the L? formal gradient of g, with respect to the metric g;. The notation cl, denotes the
Clifford multiplication on Sp_ = Epr_ @ (Er_ ® V') associated to the metric gs. The Hermitian structure
on Sr_ is also determined here by the metric g5, but we can assume that the Hermitian structure on Fp_
remains independent of the metric gs. The notion of ? limiting to a solution of the (¢_,J_,I'_,r_,g_)—
Seiberg—-Witten equations as s — —oo is straightforward. We say that 0 limits to a solution of the
(¢4, J+, T 4, gy )-Seiberg—Witten equations as s — oo if and only if the limit of 9 as s — oo is a pullback
of a solution of the (¢4, J,I'y,ry, g+ )-Seiberg-Witten equations by the diffeomorphism My, o Mgi :
M_ i M+.

There is a corresponding notion of “spectral flow” for solutions of (9), given as the index of the following
Hessian. Let @ = (Bs, U5) be any smooth path in Conn(Er_) x C®(Sp_) which has nondegenerate,
irreducible limits ¢y = (B4, V) as s — 00. Note that ¢ is required to be nondegenerate in the sense
that the version of the Hessian (5) with respect to the metric g+ has no kernel. Then we can define a
first-order differential operator Ly = % + L(p,,w,) Which acts on a Hilbert space consisting of paths of
sections of iT*M_ @ Sr_ @ iR with suitable exponential decay. The nondegeneracy of ¢4+ implies that this
operator is Fredholm. Moreover, its index does not depend on perturbations of the path 0. Given this,
we will write the index of this operator as ind(Ly) = ind(c_, ¢).

As shown by [31, Chapter VII], counting solutions to (9) can be used to construct chain maps between
the Seiberg—Witten—Floer complexes associated with S, and S_. We will call such maps continuation
maps and denote them by 7T'(Ss).

Remark 2.4. There are various ways of writing down the Seiberg—Witten equations with slightly different
conventions. Our equations (4), (6), and (9) are equivalent to the analogues in [41, 42, 43] after rescaling
W by a factor of /2. Our equations are equivalent, as long as r > 27p and p < 0, to the analogues in
[32] after rescaling ¥ by a factor of (2(r + 27p))"/2. They replace dt with a one-form denoted by a, but
dt = a in our case since we are assuming that J preserves the bundle V. We also note that they instead
assume the Riemannian metric is fixed so that wg rather than %w(z, is Hodge dual to dt. Our equations
are equivalent to the the equations in [31] after rescaling ¥ by a factor of % This is because they replace
the term cl’ (W) with cl™! of the traceless part of ¥W*. This is equal to + times clf(0).

2.3.9. Identifying Seiberg—Witten—Floer cohomology for different parameter sets. Suppose
Si = (¢i‘7 Jiari‘ari‘?gi‘)
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are SW parameter sets with both r and r_ greater than —27p and ¢4+ = ¢go gb}h. Also assume that the
classes T'y. are “compatible” in the sense that (Mp, o M )«(T'-) = T';.. By [31, Theorem 31.4.1], we have
HM*(S4+) = HM*(S_). We now use the construction from §2.3.8 to explicitly describe this isomorphism.

Let Ss = (K, Jg,7s,9s) be a SW continuation parameter set between S_ and Sy. If the smooth path
{gs} is sufficiently generic, there is a quasi-isomorphism 7'(Ss) : CM*(S;) — CM*(S_) defined by counting
solutions 0 to the Ss—Seiberg—Witten instanton equations (9) with ind(Ly) = 0. This quasi-isomorphism
preserves the relative Z/f—grading. In the language of [31], this is the “cobordism map” defined by the
completed cobordism X, equipped with the canonical homology orientation as described below [31,
Definition 3.4.1]. We refer the reader to [31, Chapter VII] for the details of the construction of these quasi
isomorphisms in the case where the path {rs}scgr is constant. These chain maps in the case where {rg}scr
is not constant are featured in the results of [31, Chapter 31].

The map T'(S;) can change for different choices of S;. However, since the space of all possible choices
of Ss is contractible (for a fixed choice of H_ and H. ), the results of [31, Chapters VII, VIII] imply that
the induced maps on cohomology are independent of the choice of Sg and may only depend on H_ and
H_.. Applying the above discussion to the case where ¢9 = ¢_ and H_ = 0, we conclude that for any
pair S4 of SW parameter sets as above, and for any choice h € ﬁzﬂl(z,w) of a path in Ham (X, w) from
id to ¢_1¢, there is an isomorphism

T(S-,S8:;h) : HM*(S4) — HM*(S-).

The same argument as above also shows that T(S_,S;;h) only depends on the homotopy class of h
relative to boundary, so the map T'(S_,S;—) descends to Ham (3, w).

The results of [31, Chapter VII] also imply that these isomorphisms are functorial on the level of
cohomology. Namely for any triple Sy, So, S3 of SW parameter sets we have

T(S1,82;h1) 0 T(S2,S3;ha) = T(S1,Ss;he 0 hy)

where ho o hy denotes the composition of paths. Applying the above result when hy and hg are the
constant path, we conclude that given ¢ and I', the groups HM*(S) for any valid S with r > —2mp are
canonically isomorphic to a single group HM* (M, I, m_).

The same results hold in the twisted setting. This is because the results regarding cobordism maps
in [31] extend to the case of the cohomology with coefficients in the local system B°. In general, the
data of a certain “morphism of local systems” (See [31, Page 458]) is required. In our setting, this
is canonically determined by the cover B° as well. To summarize, an SW continuation parameter set
Ss = (K, Js,rs,05) from S_ to Sy, where Sy = (¢4, J4, 1, r4,9+), and r4 > —27p, induces a quasi-
isomorphism 7'(S;) : TwCM*(S;) — TwCM*(S_) counting solutions to the Ss—Seiberg—Witten instanton
equations (9) with ind(Ly) = 0.

As before, the isomorphism on the level of cohomology also does not depend on the choice of S, apart
from the homotopy class h of the Hamiltonian isotopy from ¢_ to ¢, and therefore descends to an
isomorphism T'(S_,Sy;h) : TwHM*(S;) - TwHM*(S_).

These isomorphisms satisfy the same naturality properties as in the untwisted case. Moreover, if
¢+ = ¢, Jy = J_, and the family {Js}ser is constant, the additivity of the index under gluing and
the formula (8) imply that the isomorphisms T'(S_,S4;h) preserve the absolute Z—gradings defined by
a fixed choice of base configuration c¢p. Therefore, similar to the untwisted case, given ¢ and I', the
groups TwCM(S) over all possible SW parameter sets with » > —2mp are all canonically isomorphic

to a fixed Z-graded group TwHM™* (M, T",m_). Analogous statements hold for the groups TwHM" (S),
TwHM' (S), TwHM (S) when r = —2mp in the SW parameter set S. In particular, for every choice of SW
parameter set & when r = —27p, they are canonically isomorphic to fixed groups TwHM" (Mg, T',my),
TwHM " (M, T, my), TwHM (M, T, my).

The cobordism maps on these groups also count solutions to the Ss—Seiberg—Witten equations, but
to get a well-defined count in this case one needs to consider “broken instantons”, which are sequences
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01,...,0% such that the s — oo limit of 9; coincides with the s — —oo limit of 9,5, 1. We refer the reader
to [31] for details.

2.3.10. Formal properties of twisted Seiberg—Witten—Floer cohomology. Since twisted Seiberg—Witten—
Floer cohomology can be interpreted as ordinary Seiberg—Witten—Floer cohomology with local coefficients,
the theorems in [31] also apply to the twisted case, and we have the following results.

Theorem 2.5. [31, Chapter VIII] There is an exact triangle

TwHM' (Mg, T, my) TwHM' (M, T, my)

\ /

TwHM (M, T,1m,)
as well as an analogous exact triangle for the completed twisted monopole Floer homology groups.
The following vanishing result is a variant of a well-known fact about Seiberg—Witten cohomology.

Proposition 2.6. There is a constant d, = 1 depending only on a fized background metric on the manifold
sk
My such that for every class T' of degree d = d., the cohomology group TwHM (Mg, T',my) is zero.

Proof. By [31, Theorem 31.1.1] the group TWHM*(M¢, I', my) is isomorphic to TwHM* (Mg, I', m4.). Note
that the theorem quoted asserts an isomorphism between the completed versions of the cohomology groups.
However, both TwHM (Mg, T',mp) and TwHM™* (Mg, I",m.) are equal to their completed versions, since
their cochain complexes in this case do not change after completion.

Recall that TwWHM*(My,I',m ) can be computed as TwHM™*(S), where S = (¢, J,0,I',g) is an SW
parameter set with r» = 0. It is a standard fact that the three-dimensional Seiberg—Witten equations

with uniformly bounded perturbations have solutions only for finitely many spin-c structures. Therefore
TwHM*(M,, T, m, ) vanishes when the degree of I is sufficiently high. O

The following is a corollary of Theorem 2.5 and Proposition 2.6 that will be very useful to us. In the
untwisted setting, it was originally observed by Lee-Taubes in [32].

Corollary 2.7. For every I' € Hi(My;Z) with sufficiently large degree, the map TwHA[k(M¢,F,mb) -
TwHM (Mg, T',my) in the exact triangle of Theorem 2.5 is an isomorphism.

2.4. The Lee—Taubes isomorphism. In this section, we present Lee-Taubes’ isomorphism between
PFH and Seiberg-Witten—Floer cohomology in the untwisted case, following [32] and [43, Paper V,
Proposition 2.1].

Fix a nondegenerate area-preserving diffeomorphism ¢ of a surface (X,w) equipped with a choice of
area form. Suppose that ¢ is negative monotone and I' is the corresponding negative monotone class
of degree d > max(1,G) with monotonicity constant p < 0. Choose a generic almost-complex structure
J € J°(dt,wy). Fix a (6, d)-approximation (¢, Jx) of (¢, J) for 6 > 0 very small. We will see in §6.5 that
¢4 is the endpoint of a specific Hamiltonian isotopy 5* from ¢ to ¢y, and for every s € [0,1] there is a
Hamiltonian H¥, supported in a union Dy < ¥ of embedded disks centered around the periodic points
of period < d, generating an isotopy from ¢ to (E*(s) Pick r > —2mp and define an SW parameter set
Si = (¢4, Jfl,FHl,r,g = ¢, +p). We assume that ¢, and p have small P-norms and are generic, more
precisely “strongly admissible” in the sense of [41, §3].

Lee—Taubes [32, Theorem 1.2] defined for all sufficiently large » > —27p a chain-isomorphism

Ti : PFCy (s, T JH') 5 OM*(S).
The map Ty defined above is induced by an injective map ®" from the set of PFH generators to the set of

solutions of the (¢, JH I,F H 1,7‘, ¢, )—Seiberg-Witten equations (4). By a transversality result of Taubes
(see [41, Proposition 3.11]) and the implicit function theorem, we find as long as u is small and generic,
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and p is sufficiently small, that these are in bijection with the set of solutions to the S—Seiberg—Witten
equations. We compose the map of modules induced by ®" with this bijection to produce the desired
chain map Tg. The composition of ®" with the projection onto the gauge-equivalence class moreover
defines a bijection between the set of PFH generators and the set of gauge-equivalence classes of solutions
to the S—Seiberg—Witten equations.

The following proposition lists some formal properties of the map ®" that we will find useful.

Proposition 2.8. The map ®" satisfies the following properties:

(1) There are constants kg g = k9 (¢, J,I') = 1 and 198 = 19 g(¢,J,I') = 1 such that for any
PFH generator © and r > r9 g, the configuration ®"(0©) = (B(r), ¥(r) = r'/2(a(r), B(r))) has
| (r)| = 999/1000 on the complement of the tubular neighborhood around © of radius ko gr~ 2.

(2) For a given PFH generator ©, denote the configuration ®"(0©) by (B(r), ¥ (r)). Then the two-forms
%FB(T) converge weakly as one-dimensional currents to the orbit set © as r — o0.

Proof. The first item in Proposition 2.8 is implicit in the construction of ®" in [43, Paper II, Section
3], and is indeed mentioned explicitly in Part 2 of the proof of Proposition 2.1 in [43, Paper V]. The
second item follows from the a priori uniform energy bounds on the solutions (B(r), ¥(r)) along with the
argument in [43, Paper IV, Theorem 1.1]. O

The Lee—Taubes isomorphism extends to the twisted setting; details of the construction can be found
in §3.2. Choose a reference cycle O, for the map ¢ discussed above which represents the class I', and let
S« = (¢x, @gfl ,JH 1) be a PFH parameter set given by a (4, d)-approximation. Then there is a bijection

Tw®" between generators of the complex TwPFC,(S,) and the complex TwCM™*(S,), which induces a
chain isomorphism 77 4 : TWPFC,(Ss) — TwCM™*(S,).

2.4.1. PFH cobordism maps. Suppose Sy = (¢4, J+, T, r4,g+) are SW parameter sets with both 7
and r_ greater than —2mwp and ¢4+ = ¢g o gb}h for some Hamiltonians Hi. Assume that the classes

Iy are “compatible” in the sense that (My, o M;').(I-) = T'y. Choose a trivialized reference cycle

Oret © My, so that its pushforwards @;—Zf = Mp, (Ocf) represent the classes I'y. Let Sy = (K, J,, 75, 8s)
be a SW continuation parameter set between S_ and §;.. The Lee-Taubes isomorphism identifies the
Seiberg—Witten—Floer cohomology groups associated to S with PFH groups associated to the parameter
sets St = (¢4, @:—ref, J+). Then the composition of the Lee-Taubes isomorphism and the Seiberg-Witten
continuation map yields a chain isomorphism

TPYH(S_|S,;S,) : TWPFC,(S,) — TwPFC,(S_).

A “pseudoholomorphic curve axiom” proved by Chen [7] implies that this chain isomorphism preserves
the Z-gradings on each side; see the discussion before Theorem 3.6 in [10] or §5.1 for a more detailed
discussion of this result.

The homotopy K between the Hamiltonians H4 induces a Hamiltonian isotopy from id to (b_(;ﬁ;l,
which only depends on the particular choice of K up to homotopy. From our discussion on invariance in
§2.3.9, the induced map on PFH depends only on the choice of Hamiltonians H, and so we denote it by

TPYH(S_S,;H_,H,): TwPFH,(S,) —» TwPFH,(S_).

We mostly consider the case where ¢y = id and H_ = 0, and in this case for the sake of convenience
we write H, = H and denote the map on PFH by TP¥H(S_,S,; H). The functoriality properties on the
Seiberg—Witten side imply that, via the cobordism maps for ¢ = ¢_ = ¢, and H, = H_ = 0, the groups
TwPFH, (¢, Oret, J) for varying J € J(dt,wy) are canonically isomorphic to a single Z-graded module
which we write as TwWPFH, (¢, Oref).
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3. THE WEYL LAW

Having reviewed the extensive preliminaries, we now give the proof of the Weyl law, assuming some
estimates whose proof we defer to §6.

From now on, we will call a constant “geometric” if it depends only on the underlying Riemannian
metric. Unless otherwise specified, the notation x denotes a geometric constant greater than or equal to
1, which can be taken to increase from line to line. For x,y > 0 positive, we will write x <y or z = O(y)
if there exists a geometric constant x > 0 such that x < ky.

3.1. Seiberg—Witten—Floer spectral invariants. We begin by defining the aforementioned “Seiberg—
Witten—Floer spectral invariants”, whose definition is analogous to the previously defined spectral invari-
ants for PFH. Fix an SW parameter set S = (¢, J,I',7,g = ¢, +p) and a base configuration cp. We define
Seiberg—Witten—Floer spectral invariants in the case where r > —27p. They will depend on our choice of
base configuration ¢r = (Br, Ur).

Recall from the preliminaries that the Chern-Simons-Dirac functional a,4(—,cr) is invariant under
null-homotopic gauge transformations, so it is well-defined on generators of TwCM*(S). For each L € R,
define a submodule TwCM7 (S;cr) of TwCM*(S) to be the submodule generated by all of the twisted
SWF generators for which r~1a,4(—,cr) = L. By a standard monotonicity estimate for gradient flows
of the Chern—Simons—Dirac functional, which can also be deduced as a special case of Lemma 6.6 be-
low, TwCM7 (S;¢cr) is a subcomplex of TwCM*(S). Write TwHM7 (S;¢r) for the cohomology of this
subcomplex. The inclusion induces a map ¢} "HM(S;cr) : TwHMF (S; cr) — TwHM*(S).

Fix a class 0 # 0 € TWHM*(S). The Seiberg—Witten—Floer spectral invariant of o, denoted by
cIM(S;¢r), is the supremum of all L such that o lies in the image of the map 1 "HM(S; ¢r).

In the monotone case, there are only finitely many possible values for a, 4(c,cr) on the generators of
TwCM*(S;cr) at any given degree (see [31, Proposition 29.2.1]). Therefore, if o # 0, then its Seiberg—
Witten—Floer spectral invariant is finite.

We must extend the definition of the Seiberg—Witten spectral invariants to the case where g € P is any
abstract perturbation with ||g|p < 1; a priori they are only defined for those g € P for which the complex
TwCM*(S) is well-defined. This is necessary because it is more analytically tractable to work with the
Seiberg-Witten spectral invariants where the abstract perturbation is of the special form g = ¢,.

The Seiberg—Witten spectral invariant

M(Sser) = E™M(g, J,T, 7, g5 cr)

for general g is defined as follows. Fix any sequence pp — 0 in P such that, for every k, the chain complex
TwCM*(S;) = TwCM*(¢, J,T', 7, g ) is well-defined. Then set

EM(S;er) = lim g™ (Sk; er).
k—o0

The limit on the right-hand side exists and is independent of the choice of sequence pr — 0. This is
a direct consequence of the fact that Seiberg—Witten spectral invariants are locally Lipschitz-continuous
with respect to the abstract perturbation term g, which is the content of the following lemma. The proof
uses estimates from §6.3.2.

Lemma 3.1. Let ¢, J, T, p, 0 and cr be as fized above. Let S_ = (¢, J,I',r,g_) and Sy = (¢, J,T,r,g+)
be any pair of SW parameter sets with r > —2mwp so that the complexes TwCM*(S4) are defined. Suppose
that —2mp > 10rg.q. Then there is a constant kg1 = 1 depending only on ¢ and J such that if |gy —
g_|lp < /i?:‘ll then the following bound holds:

M8y er) — M™M(S_er)| < k31779 — 9P

Proof. Pick some smooth path {gs}ser in P such that gs = g— for s < —1, g5 = g4 for s > 1, and we
have a uniform bound

0
sup [ =-gslp < 4lg+ — g-[P.

se[—1,1]
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Also assume that |g+ — g—|p < Wlo’“{(;‘,lg' Define SW parameter sets S— = (¢, J,I,r,g_) and S, =
(¢, J,T, 7, g+ ). Define the SW continuation parameter set Sy = (0, J,r,gs) from S_ to S4. Suppose that
{gs}ser is chosen sufficiently generically, so that the chain quasi-isomorphism T'(S;) : TwCM*(S;) —
TwCM*(S_) is well-defined.

Let ¢, be a solution of the S;—Seiberg—Witten equations, and let ¢_ be any solution of the S_—Seiberg—
Witten equations such that [¢_]° appears with nonzero coefficient in T'(Ss)[c4]°. Using the fact that the
map T'(Ss) counts solutions to the S;—Seiberg—Witten equations, we deduce that there is a solution 9 of
the Ss—Seiberg—Witten instanton equations (9) such that limg 15,0 = c4.

It follows from the version of Proposition 6.9 with r = r, = r_ that

Argt (C+, CF) —Org_ (Cf, CF) < I{6.97"2Hg+ - g*”P'

If we take any cochain &, in TwCM*(S,) representing o, then we find that
10 min a,q, (cy,er) < min apg (c_, ) + kg or2lgs — g- | p.
(10) RER ray (6, er) [ JeT(80) 5+ ra- r) 6.9 lg+ —9-llp

Taking the maximum of (10) across all &4 implies
HM S.: < oM S - 2 _
o (Spier) < (Soser) + rggr7llg+ —g- P

Reversing the roles of g+ and applying the same argument yield a similar inequality with g, and g_
switched, which proves the lemma. O

We will also need a “spectrality” result for the Seiberg—Witten spectral invariants, which asserts that
the Seiberg—Witten spectral invariants are equal to actions of genuine solutions of the Seiberg—Witten
equations.

Lemma 3.2. Let ¢, J, T, p, o, cr be as fized above. Fiz anyr > —2mwp and any g € P such that ||g|p < 1.
Then there is a solution ¢ of the (¢, J,T',r, g)-Seiberg—Witten equations such that
CfM(¢7 Ja F7 T, 95 CF) = Tﬁlar,g(g CF)'
Proof. We prove the lemma in two steps.
Step 1: The first step proves the lemma in the case where g is such that the complex TwCM™*(S) =
TwCM*(¢, J,T',r,g) is well-defined. By the definition of the spectral invariant, there is a sequence of
solutions {cx }reny of the S—Seiberg—Witten equations such that

lim r~ta, g(ck, or) = ™M(S;er).
k—o0
The compactness theory for the Seiberg—Witten equations implies that, after passing to a subsequence,
there is a sequence of gauge transformations {u}reny and a solution ¢ of the S—Seiberg—Witten equations

such that limg .o ug - ¢ = ¢ in the C® topology. This implies, by the formula for the change in the
Chern—Simons—Dirac functional under gauge transformations, that

rilang(c, cr) = lim rilang(uk “ Chy CT)

k—00
1
; -1 1 -1
= Hm 7™ g (e, er) —i(mr™" + %)([uk dug] U cr)[My]
1
=g (¢, .07 g o) — Jim i gx[uglduk] u er)[My].
—00

Here cr := 2PD(T") 4 ¢1 (V) is used for brevity. The set of real numbers
{([u™"du] U er)[My] | u e C*(My, S1)}
is discrete, so there is a gauge transformation v such that

Jim — ([ dug]  en)[My] = ([ dv] 0 o) [My].

Hence a,4(v - ¢,cr) = r~ ™M (¢, J T, 7, g;cr) as desired.
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Step 2: The second step proves the lemma where g is arbitrary. Then Step 1 and the definition of the
Seiberg—Witten spectral invariants implies that there is a sequence g — g in P and a sequence {cg}xr>1
of configurations such that for each k, ¢ is a solution of the (¢, J,T', r, g )—Seiberg—Witten equations and

r g, (cpser) = c™M(6, LT, 7, gks or).

Therefore ™ (¢, J, T, r, g; cr) = limg_0 7 ay g, (ck, cr).

The compactness theory for the Seiberg—Witten equations implies that, after passing to a subsequence,
there is a sequence of gauge transformations {uy}reny and a solution ¢ of the (¢, J,T', r, g)-Seiberg—Witten
equations such that limy_,. ug - ¢ = ¢ in the C® topology. By an identical argument to Step 1, the fact
that {([u=tdu] uer)[My] |u e C®(My, S')} is discrete implies that there is a gauge transformation v such
that

rtapg(v-cer) = ¢ (0, J T g5 er) O
3.2. Recovering the PFH spectral invariants from the Seiberg—Witten ones.

3.2.1. The Chern—Simons—Dirac functional and the PFH action. Fix a family of SW parameter sets
S, = (¢,J,T,r,¢,) where I' has degree d and is monotone, the map ¢ is d-nondegenerate, and p is a
small co-exact 1-form. Fix a separated reference cycle O, for ¢ representing I' as defined in §2.2.2.
We define a particular family of reference configurations ¢¢(r) = (B¢(r), ¥¢(r)) which we call a Opes—
concentrated family. The idea is that the functional r~'a,.,(—,c“(r)) will approximate the twisted
PFH action functional A as r — 0.

To write down the construction of ¢¢(r) = (B¢(r),¥¢(r)), first observe that the bundle Er, when
restricted to the complement of ©,¢f, admits a smooth section o such that |a¢| = 1 everywhere. Choose
any such section a“. There is a unique flat, unitary connection B¢ on the restriction of Er to the
complement of ©.. such that o is covariantly constant with respect to B€.

We choose the connections B¢(r) to satisfy the following conditions:

(1) B¢(r) agrees with B¢ outside of a tubular neighborhood of ©,¢f of radius /2,

(2) There is a constant x > 1 depending only on I', the ambient Riemannian metric, and the length
of the reference cycle Oy such that, for every r, |F(r)|1a,) < & and [F(r)|lco < kr.

(3) The two-forms ﬁF ¢(r), as r — o0, converge weakly as one-dimensional currents to the reference
cycle O

We choose the spinors ¢(r) = (a(r), 5°(r)) to satisfy the following conditions:

(1) a®(r)/|ac(r)| is equal to a° outside of a tubular neighborhood of O, of radius r~
(2) a(r) is transverse to the zero section of Er and has zero set equal to ©yef.
(3) llec(r)coqr,) < 7=t for every r.
(4) p(r) =0 for every r.
The following proposition can be thought of as an abstract compactness result. The statement is used
later in the proof of Proposition 6.22, but many of the computations in the proof can also be used in the
proof of the upcoming Proposition 3.8, so we put it here to avoid repeating the same computations twice.

af 1/2.
aof

Proposition 3.3. Fiz a sequence v, — +o0 and fix S, = (9, J,F,rk,eu). Fis for each k a solution
¢ = (Bg, Uy = ri/z(ak,ﬁk)) to the S,, —Seiberg-Witten equations. Fix a separated reference cycle © e for
¢ with (O = I' and a O p-concentrated family ¢(r) = (B°(r), ¥(r)). Suppose there is some E > 0
independent of k such that |ry 'ar, ¢, (ck, °(ry))| < E for every k.

Then there is a generator (©, W) of the twisted PFH complex TwPFC(¢, O, J) such that after passing
to a subsequence, we have lim, o7 aye, (ck, ¢“(rg)) = —TA(O, W).

Proof. Step 1: We begin by recalling some compactness results from the work of Lee—Taubes.
The integrals SM¢ Fp, A dt are uniformly bounded (in fact, constant) and so by the results of [41], the

following statements hold after passing to a subsequence:
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(1) The forms ﬁF B, converge as one-dimensional currents to an orbit set © of ¢ in the homology
class T'.
(2) The functions |oy| converge uniformly to 1 on compact subsets of My\©.
Step 2: For every k, the function cs(—, B(ry)) + 2mpEy4(—, B°(ry)) is fully gauge-invariant. By the
estimates from Proposition 6.5 below, we have

klim ot (w(Bk, B¢(ry)) + 27TpE¢(Bk,BC(T’k))> =0.
—00

N J

=:ay
By the assumption, by, := 7" (cs(Bk, B¢(ry)) — rxEy (B, Bc(rk))> is bounded. Since

rrai + 2mwpbyg

ap — bk
E,(By, B¢ =
re +2mp o(Br, B (i)

C 2mpfr + 1
we conclude that limy_,o 7}, '¢s(Bg, BS(ry,)) = 0, and E4(By, B¢(ry)) is bounded. Hence

Tk_lCH(Bk, B¢(ry)) =

1 1
. -1 . —~1
(11) lim [y, o, (e () + 5 Eo(By, B(re))| = lim 57~ es(By, B(r))| = 0.

Since Ey(By, B¢(ry)) is bounded, we may pass to a subsequence so that limy_,o, Ey(By, B(ry)) = Ey for
some constant E,. By (11), we have limg_, o, r,;lark,e# (¢, ¢°(rg)) = — 3 Es.

Step 3: Fix a smooth cutoff function x : R — [0,1] which is equal to 1 on (—00,5/16] and 0 on
[7/16,00). Then write

) 1 -
By = By, — §X(1 — || ®) | >V B, ey — (o, Vipyon)).

It will be useful in what follows to note that ay /|| is covariantly constant with respect to By, wherever

la(ri)| = 3/4 and that the two-forms 5-Fp converge to © as currents. We have

1

| BB e =5 | x= P lanl (V0000 — an Vi) A
My My

1 _
=5 | X = P lan (Vs monan) — Can, Vo ewy)avol,

My
In the last line, Vg, roy denotes the derivative of a;, along the Reeb vector field R.

The Dirac equation Dp, W) = 0 tells us that Vp, gr is expressible as a sum of covariant derivatives
of B;. By standard estimates for solutions of the Seiberg—Witten equations, see Proposition 6.3 for the
precise statement, this implies that for k£ sufficiently large

IV, rar| S |1 — |ag)® + r,;1|1/2.
Plugging in the inequality above and using the fact that x(1 — |ax|?) is supported where |ag| = 3/4, we
find that for k sufficiently large

J (Bk — Bk) A Wy < (j |1 — |Oék|2 + T,;1|dvolg)l/2.
My My
By the first and last items in Proposition 6.3, we have SM¢<B’f — Bk) AWy < rk_l/z, and so
(12) lim | (Bx— By) Awg=0.
k—0o0 M(p

Step 4: By (12) and the definition of E,, we have

(13) E, = lim z'fM (By, — B(rg)) A wg.

k—o0
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Using this as motivation, we now define the desired class W, which is the content of the present step.

Recall that By, is flat where |oy,| = 3/4, while B¢(ry) is flat in the complement of a tubular neighborhood
of O, of radius 7‘,;1/ ?. The unit length sections o /|ow| and af(ry)/|ac(ry)| are respectively Bj- and
B¢(ry)-covariantly constant on these respective neighborhoods. Write Uy, for the open region consisting
of the intersection of {|ay| > 3/4} and this tubular neighborhood complement. Since || uniformly
converges to 1 on compact subsets of My\O, we can pass to a subsequence so that U, < Uy for every
k and also |y, Uy = My\(O U Orer). Now fix a set Ap = {y1,...,%, ()} of embedded loops disjoint from
© and O, that form a basis of Hy(Mg;R). We may assume without loss of generality that the loops ;
lie in Uy, for all k. Then we conclude

Zf (Bk — Bc(Tk)) = 27sz,k

with z;; € Z for all j, k.
Step 5: For every j, let n; be a closed 2-form that is Poincaré dual to «; and is supported very close
to ;. We can assume the support of n; lies in Uy for all k. This implies

zf (Bk — B(rk)) Amj = 27z
My

for every j and k.
Since ¢ is assumed to be monotone, there are integers {c;} and a real number X such that such that
W — A, ; €Ny is exact. Write & for a primitive of this exact two-form. Then we have

(14) Zf (Bk — Bc(Tk)) AWy = 27‘(’)\2 CjZjk + f (FBk — FBC(rk)) AE.
My > M,

Recall that F B, Fpe(r,) converges to © — Oyf as a current. By (13), we conclude that

. 1
kh—{rolo/\;cjzj,k - %(E* B j@@m 5)

Since all ¢;’s are integers, we may choose a subsequence such that A} ] ; CiZjk 18 independent of k. Choose
an arbitrary ko in this subsequence, and let z; = z;,. Define W to be the class in Ha(My; O, Oref; Z)
such that the algebraic intersection of v; and W is z; for all j. Then by (14) we have

)

(15) lim ’LJ (By — B(r,)) A We = 27?] We-
k—o0 M¢ w
Hence
E* = lim Zj (Bk - BC(T‘k)) N Wy = 27TA(@, W),
k—00 My
which implies the proposition in view of (11). O

3.2.2. Lee—Taubes’ isomorphism in the twisted setting. We now explain how to refine the Lee-Taubes
isomorphism to an isomorphism in the twisted setting.

We retain the setup from above. Fix a separated reference cycle O, for ¢ representing I'. After taking
§ very small, we can assume that the Hamiltonian H' from §2.2.5 generating an isotopy from ¢ to the
(0, d)-approximation ¢ has support disjoint from ©,.. Fix a PFH parameter set Sy = (¢, @gfl, Jfl).
Then there is a corresponding Seiberg—Witten parameter set Sy: the induced data is just as in §2.4 ,
except that we will choose the reference connection to be a connection from the previous section.

The goal in this section is to establish the following:
Proposition 3.4. There is a chain isomorphism T, ¢ @ TwPFCy(Sy) — TwCM ™ *(Sx).
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The proof is quite similar to Taubes’ proof in [43, Paper V] regarding the isomorphism between twisted
ECH and a twisted version of Seiberg—Witten Floer. However, as the details and notation are important
in what is coming, we do give a proof, although we are a little brief since our argument is standard in
view of Taubes’ work.

Proof. We define the map Tw®" as the composition of the map ®" from §2.4 and a choice of suitable
gauge. To define this gauge, we have to fix several additional pieces of data, which are similar to objects
introduced before and during the proof of Proposition 3.3:

Collection of loops: Fix a collection of loops Ar < My that are disjoint from the union of O, and all
Reeb orbits of ¢ of degree less than or equal to d and form a basis of Hq(My;R).

Scale: Fix a scale 7, > ro g such that any of the loops in Ar, any of the Reeb orbits of ¢ of degree less

than or equal to d, and O, are all pairwise of distance greater than or equal to 1000k9 g7y Y2 from each

other. We also require that § < 102 K9 8T% 1/2

Concentrated family: Fix a @rof—concentrated family of base configurations on M. This was already
done in §3.2.1, but we repeat the construction here and make some slight tweaks to fit with the slightly
different situation under discussion here.

Observe that the bundle Er, when restricted to the complement of O, admits a smooth section af
such that |a¢| = 1 everywhere. Choose any such section a‘. There is a unique flat, unitary connection
B¢ on the restriction of Er to the complement of O, such that o is covariantly constant with respect
to B¢.

We choose the connections B¢(r) to satisfy the following conditions:

(1) B(r) agrees with B¢ outside of a tubular neighborhood of Ot of radius 10 °kg gr~1/2,
(2) There is a constant x > 1 depending only on I', the ambient Riemannian metric, and the length
of the reference cycle Oy such that, for every r, |F(r)|1(a,) < & and [F(r)|lco < kr.

(3) The two-forms ﬁF (r), as r — o0, converge weakly as one-dimensional currents to the reference
cycle O

We choose the spinors W¢(r) = (a“(r), 8(r)) to satisfy the following conditions:

(1) ac(r)/]ac(r)| is equal to a¢ outside of a tubular neighborhood of O, of radius 10 kg gr
(2) a(r) is transverse to the zero section of Er and has zero set equal to Oyt
(3) lac(r)lco,) < r~! for every r.
Cutoff function: Fix a smooth function x : R — [0, 1] such that x is equal to 1 on (—c0,7/16] and 0
on [9/16, o).
Poincaré dual two-form: It is not necessary for the definition of the isomorphism, but for the purposes
of computations later, we fix for any loop v € Ar a closed two-form 7, Poincaré dual to v and supported

in a fixed tubular neighborhood of 7 of radius 10%2'87‘*_1/2.

~1/2.

Definition of the map: We now define the promised choice of gauge. Let (©,W) be any twisted
PFH generator. Then as long as r is sufficiently large we write

() = (B(r), ¥(r) = r'*(a(r), B(r))).
Similarly as in the proof of Proposition 3.3, define the connection
R 1 _
B(r) = B(r) = 5x(1 = a(r) ) a(r)| *(Vpma(r), a(r)) = {a(r), Ve a(r)),
and observe that:
e B(r) is flat where |a(r)| > 3/4.
e By Proposition 2.8 and the first item, B(r) is flat outside of a tubular neighborhood of radius
/12_87"_1/2 around ©.

a(r)/la(r)| is covariantly constant with respect to B(r) where |o(r)| > 3/4.
e As 7 — o0, the two-forms 5~ F B(r) COnverge as currents to ©.
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Now choose as a base connection B¢(r) from the ©,.p-concentrated family from above. We chose B(r)
to be a connection on the bundle Er — M, but as usual we view it as a connection on Mg, by pushing
forward by the diffeomorphism My1. Our setup in the previous step shows that the one-form B(r)—B¢(r)
is closed on a neighborhood of any loop v € Ar. More precisely, near v we find that both B(T) and B¢(r)
are flat and admit covariantly constant sections.

The connections B(r) and B¢(r) therefore define an integer-valued functional on the set of loops Ar,
defined by the map

~

Yo Xy (B BE) = o= [ (BO) - Bo(r)).

2
¥
In terms of the Poincaré dual two-forms {n,},ea, fixed in the first step, we can write
. 1 .
Xy(B(r), B(r)) = 5— | (B(r) = Br)) A1y
T M¢

The functional X, (—, B°(r)) is invariant under null-homotopic gauge transformations. For a general
gauge transformation,

Xy (- BOr), B(r) = X (B(), BYr) — 5= ([ du] [, ])[M].

It follows that there is a unique gauge transformation uy € G(My) up to homotopy such that for any
v € Ar,

X, (uw - B(r), BE(r)) = (7, W) = fW -

The expression following the first equality is the algebraic intersection pairing and the second equality
follows by Poincaré duality.

Set Twd®™ (O, W) = uw - (B(r),¥(r)). It is immediate from the definition that Tw®" is a bijection
from the set of twisted PFH generators to the set of twisted SWF generators. An argument identical to
the proof of [43, Paper V, Proposition 2.1] apart from cosmetic changes can be implemented to show that
the induced map of modules

Trwe : TWPFCL(Sy) — TwCM™*(Sy)

is a chain isomorphism. O

Remark 3.5. There is a more topological interpretation of this isomorphism that we will find useful
later. Let v € My be any embedded loop and « and o’ any two sections of Er that do not vanish along
v. Let f:~v — C be the smooth function defined by o/ = f - a/|a| at any point in . Note that by our
assumptions f is never equal to zero. We define the relative winding number wind(v, o, ') € Z to
be the winding number of the function f. A local computation shows that the function X, (B(r), B¢(r))
is equal to wind(v, a“(r),a(r)). We also note that, by definition, for any r; and 7o sufficiently large,
we have wind(vy, a®(r1),a(r2)) = 0. The gauge transformation uy defined above is the unique gauge
transformation (up to homotopy) such that wind(y, a®(r), uw - «(r)) = {y, W) for every v € Ar.

Remark 3.6. Since the isomorphism class of a twisted PFH group is independent of the choice of reference
cycle, the twisted Lee—Taubes isomorphism holds even when the reference cycle is not separated. However,
when O, is separated, we obtain an explicit, geometric realization of the Lee—Taubes isomorphism as
above, which will be useful for subsequent arguments.

Remark 3.7. It will be important to note how the isomorphism
Ttwe : TWPFCL(Sy) — TwCM™*(Sy)
induces an isomorphism
TwPFH, (¢, Oret, J) = TWHM (¢, J,T',7,¢,, + p)

of the Floer groups arising from ¢ rather than its (0, d)—approximation ¢..
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This follows from pre-composing the first isomorphism with the isomorphism of twisted PFH groups
associated to the canonical bijection of the generators and then post-composing with the canonical iso-
morphism between the two Seiberg—Witten—Floer cohomology groups, induced by counting solutions to
the Ss—Seiberg—Witten instanton equations. Moreover, the second isomorphism is canonical in the sense
than any (d, d)-approximation of ¢ will induce the same isomorphism

TwPFH, (¢, Oret, J) = TWHM (¢, J,T', 7,2, + p)
on the level of homology. This is verified explicitly in [7, Section 5.2].

3.2.3. Twisted SWF spectral invariants recover twisted PFH spectral invariants. We conclude §3.2 with a
proof that the Seiberg—Witten spectral invariants recover its twisted PFH spectral invariants in the limit
r — o0.

Let Ar, ¢¢(r) = (B(r), ¥%(r) = (a“(r), B(r))), {ny}~eAr, s, X be as in §3.2.2. Note that we retain the
assumption that the reference cycle is separated. Write {cy}.ea, for the unique set of real numbers such
that wy — > ¢y7, is exact, and write {4 for a choice of primitive of this exact two-form.

Proposition 3.8. Let o be any class in TwPFH,.(S) and let oo € TwHM *(S,) denote T7, 4(0). Then
for any choice ¢y = (Br,Vr) of base configuration, we have the identity
i
Tlingo (cfg(&; r) + 3 JM¢(BC<T) — Br) A wg) = —mco(S).
Proof. The proof will proceed in four steps.

Step 1: The first step reduces to proving the theorem in the case where (¢, J) is a (4, d)-approximation,
i.e. a pair suitable for directly defining the Lee—Taubes isomorphism. Suppose that the statement of the
theorem is true for any (0, d)-approximation (¢, Ji). Then the right-hand side, by Proposition 2.2, will
differ from —me,(S) by < 0.

Next, we show that the left-hand side also changes by < §. The first term on the left-hand side, the
Seiberg—Witten spectral invariant, is known to change by < § by Proposition 6.22. It remains only to
conider the second term. Recall the notation for the Hamiltonian H' from §2.2.5 generating an isotopy
from ¢ to ¢,. Lemma 6.19 asserts that |[H'|co < 6.

The two-form wy,, pulls back by Mg to wy + dH L A dt, so the integral

3 ), (B0 = Br) n

changes by

z f (B(r) — Br) A dH" A dt = ~ f (F°(r) — Fr) A H'dt < 8| F°(r) — Fr| . < 6.

The final inequality follows from the fact that the two-form F¢(r) have L' norms uniformly bounded
in r. This shows that the left-hand side overall changes by < § when taking a (, d)-approximation. It
then suffices to take § — 0 to conclude the statement of the theorem for the original pair (¢, J). The
remaining three steps will now prove the theorem directly assuming that (¢, J) is itself suitable for defining
the Lee—Taubes isomorphism.

Step 2: Fix any PFH generator (©,W). Write ¢(r) = (B(r),¥(r) = r/2(a(r), 5(r))) for the SWF
generator Tw®"(©,W). We compute the r — oo limits of the energies of these configurations:

g iy Bo(BO) B = 5 i | ()~ B0 e
LTI 2 ¢ = —7 Wy = —T
~ =3l [, (BO) =B nsy = = |y = =nA0.10),

The first equality follows from the definition of E4 and the second equality follows from (12). The third
equality follows from the definition of Tw®"(©, W) and the fact that Fip() — Fpe(y) converges to © — Ot
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as 1-dimensional currents as r — 00. Since Eg4(B(r), B¢(r)) is bounded, the proof of (11) can be carried
out in reverse to conclude the identity

(16) lim r_lamu(c(r), “(r)) = —TA(O,W).

r—00

Step 3: We apply (16) to show

(17) lim cgy(&; ¢“(r)) = —meo(S).
r—00

This is a formal argument using the definition of the spectral invariants and the fact that Tw®" is a
bijection between the set of twisted PFH generators and the set of twisted SWF generators. For any
e > 0, let 3 € TWPFC,(S) be a chain representing o such that it has a generator with action in the
interval (c,(S) — €,¢,(S)].

Then (16) tells us that for sufficiently large r, there is a cochain Go(r) = T1,4(0) € TWHM™*(S;)
representing o¢ with a generator with action in the interval (—me,(S) — 2¢, —mc,(S) + €). By taking
€ — 0, we obtain

P HM . .C
h;riloréf Cop (Sr3¢(r)) = —mey(S).

Now assume for the sake of contradiction that

h?lj()l;p CE;}/I(ST; “(r)) > —me(S).

This implies that there is € > 0, a sequence r; — o0, and a sequence of cochains 5(’% e TwHM™*(S,,)
representing o such that every generator in 52 has action greater than or equal to —mwc,(S) + €. It
follows that, after passing to a subsequence, there is a cochain & € TwPFC,(S) representing o such that
every generator in Tq* o (F) has action greater than or equal to —mc,(S) + € for every k. The identity
(16) then implies that every generator in & will have action strictly less than ¢, (S). This is impossible by
definition of the spectral invariant, which proves (17).

Step 4: Fix any base configuration ¢r = (Br, Ur). By Lemma 3.2, for each r» > —27p there is a solution
¢(r) = (B(r), ¥(r)) to the S,-Seiberg-Witten equations such that 7~ ta,., (c,c*(r)) = chal(Sp;¢¢(r)). We
deduce the identity

(18)  lim (- %Ed)(B(r),Bp) + %fM (B(r) — Br) A wg) = lim —%qu(B(r),BC(r)) = —mc,(S).
[

r—00 r—00

The first equality follows by definition of E,; and the second follows from (11) and (17). The Chern—
Simons—Dirac functional shifts by a constant when the base configuration is changed, so we also have
rtape, (¢, cr) = cEM(S,; ) for every 7 > —2mp. This and the analogue of (11) for the base configuration
cr shows that the left-hand side of (18) is equal to

lim (CEE(S,«; r) + % JM¢ (B¢(r) — Br) A w¢)

7—00

which proves the proposition. O

3.3. Estimating the Seiberg—Witten spectral invariants. Having shown that we can recover PFH
spectral invariants from the Seiberg—Witten ones, we now explain that the Seiberg—Witten spectral invari-
ants can be estimated from the reducible solutions. This section follows closely the “max-min” families
technique from [41] and [40]. There are significant differences in the setup, a notable one being the lack
of full gauge invariance of the Chern—Simons—Dirac functional.
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3.3.1. Max-min for r > —27mp. Fix a monotone area-preserving map ¢, J € J°(dt,wy), and a monotone
I' € Hi(My;Z) with monotonicity constant p > 0. Fix an abstract perturbation g € P with ||g||» < 1. For
any r € (—2mp, o), we define an SW parameter set S, = (¢, J,T',r,g). Fix a choice of base configuration
cr = (Br, ¥1). Recall that the assoociated Seiberg-Witten—Floer cohomology groups TwHM*(S,) are all
canonically isomorphic as Z-graded modules, where spectral flow to ¢r determines the Z-grading. Fix a
nonzero homogeneous Seiberg—Witten—Floer cohomology class o.

Here, we study the behavior of the Seiberg—Witten spectral invariants CEM(ST; cr), considered as a
function of the variable r € (—2mp,00). This relies on several estimates on solutions to the Seiberg—
Witten equations which are proved in §6.3.2. Many of the results here make reference to constants fixed
in §6.3.2. In particular, many of them assume that the degree d and the monotonicity constant —2mp
of I are large. These are not restrictive assumptions since the main Theorem 1.5 is concerned with the
asymptotic behavior of spectral invariants as d (and consequently —2mp) increases.

We begin with a proof that the function ™ (S,;cr) = f™(@, J, T, r, g; cr) is continuous in 7.

Lemma 3.9. Let S, = (¢,J,1',7,9), p, o, and cr be as fived above. Suppose that —2mp > 10rg g. Then
cHM(S,.: cr) is continuous as a function of r € (—2mp, ).

Proof. Pick r4 > r_ > —2mp. Set z4+ = r4 + 2mwp. Choose any two perturbations p_ and p, such that
TWHM(¢7 J7F7Tiagi =g+ pi)
are well-defined. Assume also that both |r, —r_| and |p+ — p_||p are bounded above by /16‘19/100. Set

‘Si = (Qb, J7 F7 T+, gi)
Fix an SW continuation parameter set S5 = (0, J,rs, gs) from S_ to S;. Suppose that

0
sup | =0sp < 4|+ —g-[p and suplrs —r_| <dfry —r|.
seR S seR

Suppose that {gs}ser is chosen sufficiently generically, so that the chain isomorphism
T(Ss) : TwCM*(S4) —» TwCM*(S-)

is well-defined. Let ¢, be a solution of the S;—Seiberg—Witten equations, and let ¢_ be any solution of
the S_—Seiberg-Witten equations such that [¢_]° appears with nonzero coefficient in 7'(Ss)[¢4]°. Using
the fact that T'(Ss) counts solutions to the Sc—Seiberg—Witten instanton equations, there is a solution d
of the S—Seiberg—Witten instanton equations (9) such that limg 45,0 = ¢4.

By our earlier assumptions and Proposition 6.9, we have

Z_ _ _
Sty (eer) —ar g (o) < rggrd (74 2+ Dl =]+ rggr Lo — 0l

Hence the same argument as in the proof of (10) in Lemma 3.1 yields

Z_r _ 1, _ _
(19) ﬁcEM(&r; r) < CEM(S_; r) + ”6.97&7?1”9+ —g_|p+ ﬁ6_9rir,1(z,l + z+1 + Dlry —r_|.

Reversing the roles of S, and S_, we also have

24T _ _
(20) ;—TCEM(‘SLQ er) < e (Syier) + kg grelor —o-lp + R (22 + 25+ Dy — |,

Now fix some r > —2mp and a sequence {ry} in (—2mwp, ) such that rp, — r. It follows from (19) and
(20) that

2p +1)r
(27p + 1)k v ™S, er).

HM(S, s er) < M(Syser) < liminf

I
Lsp k—oo (2mp + i)

koo (2mp 4 )T

Therefore
. 2rp+r)rg )
CEM(ST% r) = ]}1_1?30 mCEM(Sm r) = kh_IEOCEM(Sm cr),

and the desired result is proved. O
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Fix any small co-exact 1-form p. A transversality result of Taubes implies that when p is generic and
the abstract perturbation term g in the family S, is equal to ¢,, the spectral invariants cIM(S,; ¢r) admit
a particularly nice structure: there is a family of solutions to the Seiberg—Witten equations over the
interval (—2mp, ) that depends smoothly on r on the complement of a locally finite set, such that the
Chern—Simons—Dirac actions recover the spectral invariants. The details are stated in the forthcoming
lemma.

Lemma 3.10. Let S, = (¢, J,I',r,g9), p, 0, cr, and suppose g = ¢, where p is generic. There is a locally
finite set U, < (=2mp,+0) such that the following holds. First, the function cHM(S, ¢r) is differentiable
at any v > —27mp that does not lie in U,. Second, label the elements of the intersection of U, with
(—27mp,00) as a monotonically increasing sequence {si}ren. Then there is a family of configurations

{C<T7 My U) = (B(Ta s U)v \I/<T7 K, U))}r>—27rp

such that for any r > —2mp, ¢(r, u, o) solves the S,—Seiberg—Witten equations, the family varies smoothly
over the interval (Sk, Sg+1) for any k € N, and at every r > —27p we have

CHM(‘ST; CF) = Ore, (c(r, 12 0-)7 CF)'

Proof. Lemma 3.2 states that for every r, the spectral invariant ¢! (S,; cr) is the action of some solution to
the S,—Seiberg—Witten equations. Now [41, Proposition 3.11] implies that when p is generic, all solutions
of the S,-Seiberg—Witten equations are nondegenerate apart from a locally finite set of » > —27wp, and
moreover no two gauge-inequivalent solutions to the S,-Seiberg—Witten equations such an r will have the
same Chern—Simons—Dirac action. The implicit function theorem implies that non-degenerate solutions
to the Seiberg—Witten equations move in smooth families as the parameter set is varied, which allows us
to conclude the lemma. See also the discussion in [40, Section 5] in the contact setting. 0

We will assume from now on that p is chosen generically so that Lemma 3.10 is satisfied. A family of
configurations {c(r, p, o) = (B(r, 1, 0), ¥(r, t,0))}r>—_2r, as given by Lemma 3.10 is called a (i, 0)-max-
min family.

Remark 3.11. Changing the base configuration changes the Chern—Simons-Dirac functional a,.., by a
constant. It follows that we can take the max-min family to be “independent” of the base configuration.
That is, a max-min family for a base configuration ¢ will also be a max-min family for a different base
configuration cf..

3.3.2. Maz-min for r = —2mwp. Let ¢, J, ', p, g, cr, 0 be as fixed above. The SW parameter set
S_orp = (¢,J,I',—27p,g) has an associated Floer cohomology group TTV—H\M*(S,QM). By a general
property of Seiberg—Witten—Floer cohomology [31, Theorem 31.5.1], it is canonically isomorphic to the
groups TwHM*(S,) for r > —27mp. The isomorphism is, as in the prior cases considered, given by counting

— %
Ss-continuation instantons. Therefore, o can be interpreted as a class in TwWHM (S_2x,), and there is a
well-defined spectral invariant c2™M (S—2rp; 1), defined in the same manner as the r > —2mp case.

The exact same argument in Lemma 3.1 works in this setting with minor modifications to show the
following:

Lemma 3.12. The function c?(¢, J,T', —2mp, g; cr) estends continuously to any g € P with P-norm less
than or equal to 1.

Sketch of proof. The only difference from Lemma 3.1 is that in this case an SW continuation map 7T'(Ss)
is given by counting broken instantons. Lemma 3.12 follows by applying the estimate from Proposition
6.9 to each instanton within the broken instanton from the differential map, and then proceeding with
the same argument as the proof of Lemma 3.1. O

We now prove that the spectral invariants extend continuously to r = —2mp.
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Lemma 3.13. Let S, = (¢, J,I',r,9), p, 0 and cr be as fived above. Suppose that —2mp > 10rg 19. Then

lim ch(Sr; r) = ch(S_gﬂp; cr).
r——2mp
Proof. We proceed in a similar manner to the proof of Lemma 3.9, using Proposition 6.12 instead of
Proposition 6.9. The proof will proceed in three steps.
Step 1: The first step uses results of §6.3.2 to bound the difference in the spectral invariants for

ry > —2mp and r— = —27p. Fix any two SW parameter sets
S‘_f‘ = (¢7 J7P7Tiagi)
where r, > r_ = —27p and TwHM (S-) and TwHM*(S;) are well-defined. We assume that [|g+ — g_||

and |ry — r_| are both bounded above by /16‘112.

Fix an SW continuation parameter set Sg from S_ to S} and an SW continuation parameter set S’ from
S+ to S_. Then the continuation maps 7'(Ss) : TwCM*(S4) — TwCM (S-) and T'(SY) : TwCM" (S-) —
TwCM*(S;) define the canonical isomorphism between TwCM* (S, ) and TwCM (S-).

By Proposition 6.12 and the definition of T'(S;), we conclude that for any cochain &, in TwCM(S;.)
representing o, and for any ¢, such that [¢;]° has nonzero coefficient in &, and for any ¢_ such that
[c_]° has nonzero coefficient in T'(S;) - 4, that

(21) O g, (Crrer) S ar g () +hg 127 (I —r-| + [os — g-p).

Similarly, for any cochain _ in TwCM(S_) representing o, and for any c¢_ such that [¢_]° has nonzero
coefficient in &_, and for any ¢, such that [c4]° has nonzero coefficient in T'(S.) - 5_, we have

(22) ar_g_(coyen) < g, (c4) + rg 12t (Ire —r—| + o —a-|p).

Step 2: The second step uses the inequality (21) from Step 1 to relate the spectral invariant ¢ (S_; ¢r)

a
at r = —2mp to a variational quantity which is very close to the spectral invariant at r = r,. Write

f(ry) = max  min ri'a, g, (cy).

[64+]=0 [c4]°€54

This is similar to the spectral invariant at r = r, but we are taking a max-min of the Chern—Simons—
Dirac functional with parameter r = r_. Taking a max-min on (21) and (22) yields

(23) ref(re) = r—cg ™ (S—ser)| < kg 127t (Ire — r—[ + g+ — a-|p)-

and therefore
lim 7y f(ry) = r_c™(S_;er).

ry——27p
Step 3: This step shows that the quantity f(r;) and the spectral invariant at r = r, have the same
limit as r4 — —27p:
(24) lim |f(ry) = M™M(Syser)| = 0.
ry——27p
Let ¢y be a solution to the S;—Seiberg-Witten equation such that f(r;) = r;lah7g+ (¢+). By the
definition of the functional a,

S =B,

Notice that the function —2mpEg(—, cr) + ¢s(—, cr) is gauge-invariant, so Proposition 6.5 and Proposition
6.15 imply that [Ey(cy)| < wry, where k depends only on p and the curvature Fpg. of the base connection.
Hence

a’“+79+(c+) — Or_ gy (C+) =

|f(re) — M™M(Syser)| < Ky — o),

which implies (24). The lemma is then an immediate consequence of (23) and (24). O
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We now prove the following important proposition, which shows that the spectral invariant at r = —27p
is the action of a reducible solution. This allows us to compute the spectral invariant at r = —2mp later.

Proposition 3.14. There is a constant d3 14 = 1 depending only on the manifold My such that the
following holds. Fix an SW parameter set S = (¢, J,1', —=2mp,e,) such that the class T has degree d >

d3.14- Then for any homogeneous non-zero class o € m*(S) and base configuration cr, there is a
reducible solution ¢,eq = (Breq,0) of the S—Seiberg—Witten equations such that

ch<S§ CF) = a—2np7eﬂ(cred7 CI‘)~

Proof. The proposition will follow in three steps.
Step 1: The first step shows that when the degree of I' is sufficiently large, the existence of a reducible
solution ¢,eq = (Byed, 0) such that

cEM(qﬁ, J, T, =2mp, euscr) = a_2npe, (Creds Cr)-

This is a consequence of Corollary 2.7. In fact, the isomorphism in Corollary 2.7 arises from a chain
map which counts (broken, blown-up) index zero solutions of the S,—Seiberg—Witten instanton equations
(6). Therefore, when the degree d is sufficiently large, Corollary 2.7 tells us that for any solution ¢ of the
(¢, J,T, —2mp, ¢, )-Seiberg-Witten equations such that c™M (¢, J,T, —2mp, e,;cr) = a_27p,, (¢, cr), there
is a reducible solution ¢,oq of the (¢, J,I', —27mp, ¢, )-Seiberg-Witten equations and a (possibly broken)
instanton 0 that limits to ¢ as s —» —o0 and ¢.oq as s — 00. The monotonicity property of the Chern—
Simons-Dirac functional (see Lemma 6.6) implies a_2rp¢,(c,cr) = a_27p¢,(cred, ¢r), which proves the
desired lower bound.

Step 2: The second step shows the existence of a reducible solution ¢, ; = (B4, 0) such that

M (g, J T, —27p, ¢uier) < A_2mpe, (Croq)-

It uses algebraic properties of both the completed and non-completed versions of Seiberg—Witten—Floer
cohomology at r = —2mp. First, perturb ¢, by a small element p € P such that the Seiberg-Witten—Floer
cohomology is well-defined. Write S, = (¢, J,T', —2mp, ¢, +p), So = (¢, J,I',0,¢, + p). By [31, Theorem
31.1.1], we have TwHM" (Sp) = TwHM' (Sp), and there are chain maps

i TwCM' (8) —» TWCM (Sp),  j: TWCM' (Sp) — TwCM ' (Sy)
and a chain homotopy K from joi to the identity map defined by counting broken trajectories of solutions
to the Seiberg—Witten equations. By Proposition 2.6, this implies Tm.(&,) = 0 when d is sufficiently
large.

We will show that any cochain & in TwCM™ (Sp) (the non-completed version) representing o contains
a reducible generator. This immediately implies the desired inequality by the definition of the max-min
action.

Suppose for the sake of contradiction that there is a cochain & = )" ,[¢;]° representing o such that all
of the generators [¢;]° are irreducible. Write d, and d,. for the differentials on TwCM™ (Sp) and TwCM (Sp)
respectively. Then we have K O — G.K = id.

Since 040 = 0, we have 0,6 = 0 as well. Therefore —G.K 5 = &. It follows that —K& is a primitive
for & in TwCM' (Sp). However, the argument of [31, Proposition 31.2.6] implies that the map K takes
an irreducible generator of Tm.(&,) to a sum of finitely many generators of Tm.(&,). (In fact, in
the proof of [31, Proposition 31.2.6], it is shown that if & ([c]) is an infinite sum of generators, then there
must be infinitely many reducible instantons [0,] which limit to [¢] as s — —o0, which implies that [c]
is reducible.) Since we have assumed & is solely composed of irreducibles, we find that — K& is a sum
of finitely many generators, which shows that & is a coboundary in TwCM (Sp). This is a contradiction
since we assumed ¢ represented a nonzero cohomology class.

Step 3: The third step shows a_ oz, (Cred, €T) = G—27pc, (Cloq, cr). This follows from either explicit

computation or the following formal argument. Both ¢,q and c;ed are critical points of a—27pe,, and
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the set of reducible critical points of a_gr,., is an affine space, which is connected. So we must have
/
a—27pe, (creda cl") = 0_2mpe, (cred7 cl")- O

3.3.3. Differential equations on r. Fix ¢, J,I',¢,, consider the 1-parameter family of SW parameter set
S?" = (Qb, J7 F7 T, eu),

and let c(r) = (B(r),¥(r) = r'/2(a(r),B(r))) be a (u,0) max-min family as in Lemma 3.10 (drop-
ping the (u,0) from the notation). Fix a base configuration ¢p and a homogeneous nonzero class o €
TwHM*(M,,T',m_). For any r > —2mp outside of a discrete subset, the family ¢(r) is smooth. For simplic-
ity write a(r) := a,,(c(r),cr), Ey(r) := Eg(B(r), Br), ¢s(r) := ¢s(B(r), Br), and e, (r) := ¢, (B(r), Br).
As a consequence of the fact that ¢(r) satisfies the S,—Seiberg—Witten equations (4), at any smooth point,
we have

(25) %a(r) = —%Ed)(r).

The proof of (25) is identical to [41, (4.6)] and we refer the reader to [41] for details. As a consequence,

-1

(26) LA i) = (7 alr) = 1 alr) — L Bylr) = —r(es(r) + (1))

The following lemma uses the differential equations above to prove a bound on the difference between
the limit of the spectral invariants as r — o0 and the spectral invariant near r = —27p. It also makes use
of spectral flow estimates from Propositions 6.13 and 6.15; these propositions require the curvature of the
base connection to satisfy suitable C® bounds.

Lemma 3.15. Let S, = (¢, J,I',r,¢,), o, cr = (Br, ¥r) be fized as above. Fix any constant € > 0. Fiz a
constant A = 1 such that |Fp.|cs < Ad. Then there is a constant k3 15 = K3.15(€) = 1 and a constant
d3. 15 = 1 depending on €, A, and geometric constants such that the following holds as long as d > dg 1.
The spectral invariants cZ(S,;cr) converge as r — oo and moreover, for every ry > —2mp, we have the
bound

272

. HM HM
|T,ll>nf01O e (Spier) — eV (Spyer) + -

SE(o,cr)| < /€3‘15d4/5+5.

Proof. Fix any ro > r1 > —2mp. In what follows we will take x(A) = 1 to be a constant depending only
on geometric constants and A, which can be assumed to increase between successive appearances. Stokes’
theorem and Proposition 6.3 indicates for any r that we have a bound of the form
len ()l < [Fpey — FBelpr < 2md + 6 + | Fpe| 11

Recall that SF(c(r), cr) = SF(o, ¢r) for every r. We integrate the identity (26) from 71 to 72 to deduce

that
M (Sraser) = e (S er) = 2m2(ry ' — v )SF (o, er))|
1

o <3 f r2(|es(r) + 4n2SF (0, cp)| + le, (r)])dr

1 (™
< 3 f r72|es(r) + 4n?SF (o, cr)|dr + (2nd + & + |Fpp||p)(ryt —ryh).
T1
Next, we examine the integral
T2
f r2lcs(r) + 472SF (o, cr)|dr.
T1

By Propositions 6.13 and 6.15 and the fact that the base connection has C® norm bounded by Ad, we
have the bounds

(28) |es(r) + 47%SF (0, cr)| < K(A)r®/?
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and
|es(r) + 47%SF (0, cr)| < w(A)dY3r%/3 log(r)" ™),
Fix some constant d; € (0,1). If d is larger than a constant depending only on k(A) and d7, then we
can use the fact that ro > r1 > —2mp to deduce that

(29) |cs(r) + 4m2SF (o, cp)| < w(A)dY3r2/3+0,

For any ro > 11 > —27p, (29) shows

) T2
f =28 (r) + 4728 (o, e |dr < m(A)dY? f PR < jo(A)aVE TS,

T1 T1

This along with (27) shows that the family ¢™(S,;cr) is Cauchy, which shows that the spectral
invariants converge. This proves the first assertion of the lemma.
We will now prove the second assertion of the lemma. This will use both (28) and (29) to prove a
suitable bound for vy
f r~2{cs(r) + 4n2SF(o, cp)|dr
1
for any ro > r; > —2mp. Fix another constant do = (657 + 3)/(5 — 641).
Assume without loss of generality that 7| < d'™% and ro > d'*%2. Then by (28),
J1+02 di+o2
f r=2|cs(r) + 472SF (o, e |dr < K(A)f r124p < m(A)dO+02)/2.
T1 T1
By (29),

T2

T2
f r2|cs(r) + 4n?SF (o, cr)|dr < R(A)d4/3f PO < g (A)a@ P (H02)(01-1/3)

d1+62 d1+62
The strange choice of d9 is now justified by the fact that

4
5— 601

%@ +85) = 4/3+ (1+ 8)(61 — 1/3) =

It follows that -
4
j r~2|¢es(r) + 4m2SF (o, cp)|dr < Kk(A)d5-65
T1
for any ro > r; > —27p. Taking 07 sufficiently close to 0 and combining this bound with (27) proves the
second assertion of the lemma. g

3.4. Proof of Theorem 1.5. We are now ready to prove our Weyl law for PFH spectral invariants. The
proof will be carried out in 7 steps.

Step 1: The first step reduces proving the theorem to the case where the chosen data satisfy some
additional simplifying assumptions.

First, by approximating a degenerate map with a non-degenerate one, we can reduce to the case where
¢ and ¢ are both nondegenerate.

Next, we reduce to the case where the reference cycles ©,, and O are separated for every m. Assume
for now that the theorem holds when the reference cycles are separated for every m. We will prove
the theorem for an arbitrary choice of reference cycles ©,, and ©. We choose for every m a reference
cycle =, so that both =, and =X are separated reference cycles. We also choose for every m a cycle
Wy € Ho(Mg, Oy, Emn; Z) and set WH = (Mp) (W) € Hy(My,OH =8 7). This induces for any m an
identification

by the map (©,W) — (0, W + W,,) on generators. This isomorphism may not preserve the Z—grading,
but it shifts the Z-grading by a constant depending only on W,,. Likewise, there is an identification of
TwPFH, (¢, 0) with TwPFH,(¢',ZH), and the exact same shift in the Z-grading, so in particular the

—m
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grading difference I(7,,) — I(0y,) will not change when we shift the reference cycles. We also deduce the
following two identities for the spectral invariants:

Com, (¢7 @m) = Copp (qb’ Em) - j We, CrH (¢/7 @g) = CT,,‘;I( /7 Eg) - j (W¢ + dH A dt)

This computation, along with the fact that I(o/,,) — I(0,,) does not change, implies that the left-hand
side of the expression in the statement of the theorem does not change when ©,, and © are changed to
=, and =, and the desired claim is verified.

Step 2: The second step sets up some relevant definitions and notation.

Choose generic almost-complex structures J € J°(dt,wy) and J' € J°(dt,wy ). Write g and ¢’ for the
Riemannian metrics on My and My associated to (¢,J) and (¢, J'), respectively. Next, the classes I'y,
define spin-c structures S, = E,,® E,,®V on M. Push these forward by My to define spin-c structures
Sy, =E, ®E, ®V’' on My corresponding to the classes I7,,.

We now define two families of unitary reference connections on FE,,, starting with the “harmonic
connections”. Write B/ for the connection such that the curvature F% is g-harmonic and Poincaré dual
to 2i I',,. Push forward B" by My to define a corresponding sequence Bh/ of unitary connections on E! .
Elliptic regularity shows that the C3 norms of the curvatures |F? les gy IF, HC3 are both < d,, (and

as a consequence < |pp,|). Choose two sequences of spinors " and \I/Z1 that are 03 small to define two
sequence of reference configurations ¢ = (B, ") and ¢!/ = (B wh).

We fix for every m and every r > —2mp,, the PFH parameter sets S,, (qﬁ, Om,J) and SH —
(¢/,©H J') and the corresponding SW parameter sets S, = (¢, J, ', 7, Cum )s S = (¢, J",T o e )

For every m and every r » —2mp,,, we fix the data that defines the Lee— Taubes 1s0m0rph1sm between
the PFH of S;,, and the SWF of S, .. We will use this isomorphism to identify every o, with a Seiberg-
Witten—Floer cohomology class. Recall that the isomorphism data was defined in §3.2.2. One of the items
of data was a ©,, —concentrated family of base configurations, which we write as ¢, () = (B¢, (r), ¥<,(r) =
(08, (1), 5 ().

The main formal property of the configurations ¢¢, (r) that we need is that, as » — 0o, the curvatures
ES (r) of BE (r) converge weakly as currents to —2mi©,,. We push forward the data by My (see, for
example the setup in §6.6) to define the Lee-Taubes isomorphism between the PFH of SZ and the SWF
of Sf,};r. We will use this isomorphism to identify 7/ with a Seiberg-Witten-Floer cohomology class for

every m. The pushforward of the data by My defines a © —concentrated family of base configurations,
which we write as ¢ (r) = (B (r), W (r) = (a(r), 5 (r))). The curvatures FC (r) of BE (r) converge
weakly as currents as r — o0 to —27miO;,

Finally, to tie up a loose end, write wy and wy for the harmonic two-forms representing 7eq (V) with
respect to the metrics g and ¢'.

Step 3: In this step, we write down the relationship of the twisted PFH and twisted SWF spectral
invariants from §3.2 in a suitable form. Recall from Proposition 3.8 that we have the identities

lim c?i\f(Sm,r; ")+ EJ (BE,(r) — BM) A wy = —mco,, (Sm),
My

r—00 2

(30) o

lim (Sgr; ™)+ 3 JM (BE(r) — BY) A Wy = —ﬂch(Sﬂ).

r—00 m
Taking the difference of the two equations in (30) yields
CrH (Sm) = Cou (Sm)

(31) = rh—>H<;lo Fﬁl[anli/[(Sm,h ch ) - C rH (Sgr; m) - % jM(b(Bfn(T) - B:Ln) AN dH A dt]

=[ lim 7} (NS, 5 ch) — EM(SH )]+ if Fl' A Hdt — | Hat.
My

O
r—00 n e}
m
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The last line in (31) follows from Stokes’ theorem and the fact that the curvatures Ff, (r) converge
weakly as currents to —27i0©,,, as r — 0. It also uses the fact that the configurations c},fﬂ/ pull back for
every m to configurations that are equal to cﬁl up to some negligible error, and the same is true for cf;.
Also recall that (Mp)*wy = wg + dH A dt.

Step 4: The fourth step applies the results of §3.3. Apply Proposition 3.14 to deduce the following.
For any m, there are configurations ¢, yea = (B red,0) and ¢/ (B;mcd,O) satisfying the following

) mored —
properties:
® Cpyred and ¢ solve the Sy, _orp,,— and SHI{ —on pmeeiberngitten equations, respectively.
e The actions of the configurations recover the respective spectral invariants at r = —2mwp,:

Cgli\l/l(sm,f%rpm; C?n) = (_27Tpm)71a727rpm,eum (cm,redy C?n),

/

HM / cH h' -1 h
crg (Sm,—27rpm; Cm) = <_27Tpm) a—2ﬂpm,eugn (C;n,rod7 Cm)'

Lemma 3.15 implies that there is a constant x(€) > 0 depending only on the metric g, the Hamiltonian
H, and a choice of constant € € (0,1) such that the following two bounds hold:

‘ Th_)nc}o Cgl,\;{(sm,r; ng) + (27Tpm)_1a—27rp7meum (Cm,red> CZ@) - WprjzlsF(Umv sz)‘ < H(e)d%5+e
(32) . ’ _ / _ ’
| T,h_)n(;lo CS{I\{/I (Snlir; CZ%) + (27Tpm) 1a—2ﬂpm,?#;n (C;n,rod7 cZz) - melsF<TnIg7 Cﬁz)‘ < H(e)d%&—’—i_e‘

Note that the application of Lemma 3.15 requires the fact that the curvatures Fgﬁb of the chosen
base connections have C?® norms bounded by multiples of d,, depending only on geometric constants.
Combining (31) with (32) then yields the estimate

(33)
1 ., _ /
C'rg (San) — Cop, (Sm) = §7T 2pm1 (a*27rpm7?u;n (c;n,redv c?n) — 0—27pm e, (cm,redy c?n))
+ p M SF(TH M) — SF (o, ¢1)) + — f F' A Hdt — f Hdt + O (d¥>Fe).
27T M¢ ®m
Step 5: The fifth step is to compute the difference of the Chern—Simons-Dirac functionals at ¢, req
and ¢, ., for every m. We will then plug this into (33) to conclude the conjecture.

We write down the Seiberg—Witten equations for the reducibles. For brevity, write the curvatures of
Byred and B) 4 as Fpy, 104 and F) .. Then we find

(34) Fryred = iTpmwe + 1wy + idpy,, F,'mred = ITPmWye + iy + idyl,.
Using the Seiberg—Witten equations (34) we find
(Mp)* (B red) = Bmorea = b + impmHdt + iy + i((Ma)* (11,) = tm)

where b,, is a closed one-form and £y is a fixed primitive for the exact two-form (Mg)*(wy/) — wy .

A key observation is that the functional a_s,,, 4 for any g € P is gauge-invariant. Therefore, we can
apply gauge transformations to By, ;cq and assume without loss of generality that b, is harmonic and has
C° norm bounded by a metric-dependent constant x that is independent of m.

We now proceed with the computation. Using the equations in (34) we can write

1
a—27rpm,eum (Cm,reda Cfn,) = 5 (Cﬁ(Bm,reda B:Ln) + 27Tme¢><Bm,roda B:Ln)) + eum (Bm,reda B:Ln)

. 1 1 ) )
f (Bm,red — Bgz) A (i pmwy — §Fm,rod - §F7?1 + iwy + idpy,)
My
1T P,
2

1 1
Wy + Wy — §Ffé)

= j (Bm,red - Bg@) A B
My
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and similarly

h n’ imp i Lo
a—27rpm7eﬂlm (C;n,redv cm) = fM ( mrod B ) ( 2mw¢/ + §WV/ B §Fm)

We can then pull back the latter of the two identities by My and compute the difference of the actions:
(35)

A—27pme s (c;n,,red7 C%) — 027 P e (Cm,red) CZL)

1P 1
~ | () By~ B (T w4 dH ) + 5 (M) s~ S F)
My

s 1
| Bunsea = Bl & (PB4 S~ SR
Mg

s ] 1
| (M) Byt = Bonsea) §m<w¢+dHAdt>+§<MH>*wv,—§F5;>
]

mpm

+ f (Bm,rod - B::@) N ( dH A dt + dfv)
My

1T P,

) 1
_ f (b -+ imp Hlt =+ i+ i((Mir)* (1) = pim) A (7™ (g + dH & dt) + 5 (M) @y — 5 Fh)
My

mpm

—l—f (Bm,red — B:f%) A ( dH A dt + dEV)
My

_ J (impm Hdt) A (ZL (wy + dH A dt) — —F,?L) +J (Fired — F) A ( ”pmH dt) + O] pm|)
M, 2 2 M,

1
- —§(wpm)2 Hwy A dt — mpmf Fy, A (Hdt) +
My My

iTPm

f Fosed A (Hdt) + O(pm])
My

= —(7pm)? Huwy /\dt—iﬂ'pmf EM A (Hdt) + O(pm)).
My My

The errors of O(|py,|) arise from the fact that the norms of by, i, tm, Wy, wyr, and &y are bounded

by geometric constants and the fact that the norms of Fj, ;eq, Fm reds and F,?1 are bounded by multiples

of |pm| by geometric constants.
Step 6: Plug (35) into (33) and rearrange appropriately to deduce the equation

(01 (&, 0) — (6,0 f Hdt) - p (SF(r2, &) — SF(ayn, )
1
= ——pm | Hwsndt+ Oe(d;*f“).
2 M,

Note in particular the integrals of F A (Hdt) appearing in (33) and (35) cancel out. If we multiply
through by —2p,.! and expand the previous equation using the identity

Pm = —2(dn, +1—G),
we get
it (¢, 00)) = €0, (6,Om) + §o, Hdt  SF(rH ') — SF(0,,, c)
dm +1—-G (dm+1—G)

= Huwy A dt + O.(d;,;}/57).
My

(36)
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Step 7: The seventh step rewrites the Seiberg—Witten grading term in (36) in terms of PFH gradings.
By Proposition 6.23 and the bound |F”|cs < dp,

(37) |(L(7n) = (o)) + (SF(r1), chn) = SF (o, c1))| = O(d)?).
Plug (37) into (36) to conclude Theorem 1.5.

4. NON-VANISHING

The aim of this section is to prove Theorem 1.4.

Let R be a fixed commutative ring. Although Theorem 1.4 requires that the coefficient ring has a
finite global dimension, we do not assume this property on R for now. Since we need to consider Floer
homology groups with different coefficient rings in our proof, we will include the coefficient ring in the
notation of Floer homology throughout this section.

We first prove a nonvanishing result for the untwisted Seiberg—Witten Floer homology.

Theorem 4.1. Suppose Y is a closed oriented 3-manifold, and let s be a non-torsion spin-c structure
onY. Let HM*(Y, s, cp; R) be the bar-version of monopole Floer cohomology of (Y,s) with the balanced
perturbation in R coefficients. Then W(Y,s,cb; R) #0.

Proof. Since s is non-torsion, we have b1(Y) = 1. Let T be the Picard torus H'(Y;R)/H*(Y;Z).

We first show that HM" (Y,s,cp; Z) is finitely generated as a Z—module. By [31, Theorem 35.1.6], there
is a spectral sequence with E? page equal to H,(T; I'¢,) that abuts to HM" (Y,s,cp; Z). Here, T'¢, is the
local system on T defined as follows. Let & € HY(T;Z) = Hom(H'(Y;Z),Z) be given by

(38) a— %a v el(s)[-Y].

Define I'¢; to be the local system on T with fiber Z[T, T—1] where the holonomy around a loop 7 is
multiplication by T* for k = £,[y]. The extra negative sign in (38) comes from the fact that we are
working with monopole Floer cohomology instead of homology.

We compute the homology group H,(T;T¢,) following [31, Page 688]. Let 2d be the divisibility of ¢;(s).
Choose a basis 7; for T with & (71) = d and &;(y;) = 0 for all other i. Let T/ be a torus with dimension
(dimT —1). Then T =~ Ty x T’, with the first factor generated by 1 and the others generated by ~;, and
the homology with coefficients in I'¢, splits. On Ty, there are two trajectories from the maximum to the
minimum, and so we can arrange so that the differential on T is

ZIT, T~ Z[T, T7'], p— (T*-1)p,
and hence we have
(39) H,(T;T¢,) = (Z[T, T~ '/(T% - 1)) @z H.(T'; Z).

By (39), the group H,(T;I'¢,) is a finitely generated Z-module, therefore the group HM" (Y,s,cp;Z) is
also finitely generated.

By the universal coefficient theorem, in order to show the non-vanishing of HM" (Y,s,cp; R), we only
need to show that rankz W*(Y,s, cp; Z) # 0.

By [31, Corollary 35.1.7], there is a filtration on HM" (Y, s, cp; Q) whose associated graded spaces are

given by
ker (fs)
(B © O

where s : Hg(T;T¢,) — Hs_3(T;T¢,) is the cap product with a class & € H3(T; Z).
We now use the trick from [31, Corollary 35.1.3] and (39) to prove the non-vanishing of HM (Y, s, ¢; Q).

Let ¢ = €2™/6 and consider
ker(f3s) >
ranky, | ——— | ¢°.
Z . (lm(ﬁer?)) <

s
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Because the Euler characteristic of a bounded complex is equal to the Euler characteristic of its homology,
we have that this sum is equal to

d ) ranks Hy(T'; Z) - (°,

This latter sum is just the product of d with the Poincare pollnomial of T’, evaluated at (. Since the
Poincare polynomial of T’ is (1 — X)?*®)~1 we conclude that HM" (Y, s, cp; Q) does not vanish, therefore

ranky, HM" (Y,s,cp; Z) = dimg HM" (Y,s,¢;Q) > 0,
and the desired result is proved. O

Theorem 4.2. Suppose R is a ring with finite global dimension. LetY be a closed oriented 3-manifold, let
s be a non-torsion spin-c structure on Y. Let TwHM" (Y,s,cp; R) be the bar-version of twisted monopole
Floer homology of (Y,s) with the balanced perturbation in R coefficients. Then TwHZ\f(Y,s, cp; R) # 0.

Proof. Recall that the twisted cohomology TwHM" (Y,s,cp) can be interpreted as the bar version of
Seiberg-Witten—Floer cohomology with coefficients in a local system B° of R = R[H'(Y;Z)]-modules.
The fibers of the local system are themselves isomorphic to R. The chain complex TwCM" (Y,s,¢p) is
relatively graded over Z/2d where 2d is the divisibility of ¢;(s). When we ignore the R—module structure
and view TwCM" (Y,s,cp) as a Z-module, the relative Z/2d—grading can be lifted to a relative Z-grading.
In this proof, we will keep the R—module structure and view TwCM" (Y, s, ¢p) as a chain complex relatively
graded over Z/2d.

Let Z be the ideal in R = R[H'(Y;Z)] generated by the elements {v; — 1}?1:(13/), where {v;} is a basis
for H'(Y;Z). Then by definition, we have

CM" (Y, s,¢3) ~ TwCM' (Y, 5,¢3) ®r R/T.

Notice that R is isomorphic to the Laurant polynomial ring over R with b1(Y) variables. Since R
has finite global dimension, R also has finite global dimension, so all R—-modules have finite projective
resolutions. The chain complex TWCM' (Y, s, ¢3) is a free R—module, therefore it is flat. By Theorem 4.1,
the chain complex C—M*(Y,s, ¢p) is not acyclic. Therefore by Lemma 4.3 below, TwCM" (Y,s,cp) cannot
be acyclic. O

Lemma 4.3. Suppose R is a commutative Ting, and suppose C is a flat, acyclic, chain complex of R—
modules. The chain complex C' may be unbounded or cyclically graded. If M is an R—module that has a
finite projective resolution, then C ®gr M is acyclic.

Proof. We first prove that if 0 - C; — Cy — --- — (), — 0 is an exact sequence of chain complexes and
Ci,...,Cn_q are all acyclic, then C, is also acyclic. Here, the complexes C; can be unbounded or cyclically
graded. This is proved by induction on n. The cases for n = 1, 2 are obvious, and the case for n = 3 follows
from the long exact sequence of homology. Now suppose n > 3 and the statement holds for n — 1. Let f
be the chain map from C; to Cy. Applying the induction hypothesis to 0 — C; — Cy — coker(f) — 0
shows that coker(f) is acyclic, and we have the following exact sequence of chain complexes:

0 — coker(f) > C3 — -+ — C,, — 0.

The induction hypothesis then implies that C,, is acyclic.
Now let C, M be as in the statement of the lemma. Let 0 - P, - P, 1 —> - —> P, > M — 0 be a
finite projective resolution of M. Consider the following sequence of chain complexes

(40) 0-C®P,->CRFP1—---CROP->CRM — 0.
Since C'is flat, the sequence (40) is an exact sequence of chain complexes. Since C'is acyclic and the P;’s
are projective, the chain complex C ® P; is acyclic for every i. Therefore C' ® M is acyclic. O

The proof of Theorem 1.4 is now an easy corollary of the above results:
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Proof of Theorem 1.4. As the statement of the theorem only concerns nonvanishing, the reference cycle

is irrelevant and we can drop it from the notation. By the Lee—Taubes isomorphism in §3.2, we have
TwPFH(¢, ©; R) ~ TwHM*(M,,T',m_; R).

By [31, Theorem 31.5.1], the right hand side of the above isomorphism is itself isomorphic to the hat-

version of the group Tm*(M¢,F,mb;R). Now by Corollary 2.7, we have m*(ng,F,mb;R) ~

TwHM (Mg, T, mp; R) in sufficiently high degree. The theorem then follows from Theorem 4.2. ]

5. THE CLOSING LEMMA
We now prove the Closing Lemma as stated by Theorem 1.1.

5.1. Properties of PFH spectral invariants. The following properties of the PFH spectral invariants
will be useful. The proofs overlap significantly with the proofs in [10, §3], so we will be brief.

Proposition 5.1. Fiz ¢g € Diff(¥,w) and fix Hamiltonians Hy € C*(R/Z x ¥). Fizr a PFH parameter
set S = (¢0,Orf,J) where I' has degree d and corresponding PFH parameter sets S1 = (¢+ = ¢p ©

<;5}H+, et J1). Then for any class o0 € TwPFH,(S), we have the inequality

ref ?

d|  min(H, — H)t —)dt < co(Sy) — co(S_) + J (Hy —H_)dt <d | max(H, — H)(t, —)dt,
R/Z Oyef R/Z

where o is regarded as a class in TwPFH,(S+) using the natural identifications from §2.4.1.

Before proving Proposition 5.1, we write down two corollaries. The first corollary is that the PFH
spectral invariants are independent of J. This follows from applying Proposition 5.1 to the case where
H,=H_=0.

Corollary 5.2. The PFH spectral invariants are independent of the almost-complex structure:

Ccr(¢7 @reﬁ J) = Ccr(¢7 @reﬁ J/)
for any pair J and J' in J°(dt,wy) and any class 0 € TwPFH,(¢,T', Of).

The second corollary lists some properties of the PFH spectral invariants, analogous to their namesakes
in [11, Proposition 3.2].

Corollary 5.3. Let ¢g, H+, S = (¢0,Opep, J), d, S+, 0 be as in Proposition 5.1. Then the following two
properties hold:

(1) (Monotonicity) If Hy > H_, then
CU(SJr) + j Hert = Co(sf) + j H_dt.
®rcf 9"‘Cf
(2) (Shift) If Hy — H_ = h(t) is a function of t € R/Z only, then

(S ) —enS ) —d | hydr— f h(t)dt.
R/Z Opef

The proof of Proposition 5.1 relies on the so-called pseudoholomorphic curve axiom. It is an interesting
open problem to define PFH cobordism maps on the chain level by counting pseudoholomorphic currents.
This remains open, but Chen [7] has shown that PFH cobordism maps as currently defined still detect
the existence of certain pseudoholomorphic curves, which in itself has interesting applications. We review
the statement of Chen’s pseudoholomorphic curve axiom for PFH cobordism maps here.

Fix a PFH parameter set S = (g, Oref, J), Hamiltonians Hy € CF((0,1) x X), and PFH parameter
sets S; = (¢4 = ¢o qﬁ}{ L @gfi, J1). It is essential for applications that the almost-complex structures J4

can be arbitrarily chosen, namely they do not need to be related to J by the maps My, . Fix a smooth
homotopy K : [0,1] - C*(R/Z x ) from H_ to H, which is constant near 0 and 1.
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Fix r » 1 and an SW continuation parameter set S; = (K, Js,7,gs) between two associated SW
parameter sets Sy = (¢4, J+, TH* r gy).
The choice of K defines a symplectic 4-manifold given by the pair

1
X = (R x My,,ds ~ dt + §(w¢0 + d(K (s)dt)).

The path of almost-complex structures {Js}ser in Ss defines an almost-complex structure J on R x My,
satisfying the following conditions:

(1) On any slice {s} x My, for s € R, J preserves the vertical tangent bundle V and restricts to the
almost-complex structure Js.
2) J sends 05 to R + Xg(s), where R is the Reeb vector field on M, associated to (dt,wg).
(s) do o)

Pick a finite sum &4 = >,(0],W;") of generators of TWPFC,(Sy). Suppose the cochain 5_ =
TPFH(S_|S,;8,)(51) € TwPFC,(S_) expands as a finite sum &_ = 2.;(©;, W) of generators of
TwPFC,(S_). The “pseudoholomorphic curve axiom” proved by Chen [7] states the existence of an
“ECH index zero pseudoholomorphic building” in the symplectic manifold X between the two cochains
oy and o_. We will say more shortly in the proof of Proposition 5.1. Note that a consequence of this
axiom is that the cobordism map preserves the Z—gradings on the two complexes.

We now proceed to prove Proposition 5.1.

Proof of Proposition 5.1. Our proof is essentially identical to the proof of [10, Theorem 3.6(2)]. First, note
that by approximating an arbitrary H (¢, z) with suitable reparametrizations p'(t)H (p(t), x), it suffices to
prove the proposition with H € C((0,1) x X). Since the spectral invariant for degenerate ¢ is defined
by a continuous extension from the non-degenerate case, we may assume without loss of generality that
¢ is non-degenerate.

Step 1: The first step performs some required additional setup. Fix any cochain & € TwPFC,(S.)
representing o and write it as a finite sum &4 = >,.(©],W.") of generators of TwPFC,(S;). We
write 5— = T'(S—,S4;S,)(0+) as a sum of generators 5 = >,,(0;,W,"). of TWPFC,(S_). Here S; =
(K, Js,r, gs) denotes an auxiliary SW parameter set, where K is a homotopy in C*(R/Z x X)) from H_ to
H,. Fix a single generator (O_,W_) which has maximal action among all of the generators (@]7, ij).

Recall that K defines a symplectic 4-manifold (R x My,,ds A dt + %(ws, + d(K(s)dt)) and the path
{Js} in S, defines an almost-complex structure .J on R x My, satisfying the following properties:

(1) On any slice {s} x My, for s € R, J preserves the vertical tangent bundle V and restricts to the
almost-complex structure Js.
(2) J sends 0s to R + X (s), where R is the Reeb vector field on My, associated to (dt,ws,)-

Step 2: The second step discusses the pseudoholomorphic curve axiom. As noted in [10, Remark
3.7], we can assume without loss of generality that there is a .J-holomorphic curve C' = R x My, from
the generator (©_,W_) of maximal action chosen earlier in the sum for 5_ to a generator (0,,W,)
appearing with nonzero coefficient in the cochain 5. Moreover we have the identity [C] = W, — W_.

Step 3: The third step computes the difference in the actions of (04, W5 ) and uses this to prove the
proposition. Given what was said in Step 2, we make the following computation:

(41)  A(O4, W) —AO_,W_) = j woy + dH, A dt — J we +dH_ A dt
14748 _

- j (oo + dH_ ~dt) + | d((Hs — H_)dt)
Wy —W_ W,

- Lw CdH_ A dt) + f®+(H+ CH )t — f@ref(m _H )t
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Next, we observe by Stokes’ theorem that we have the identity
(42) f (H. — H )dt — f d((K(s) — H)dt)f A (s) A dt —f dH_ A dt +f K'(s)ds A dt.
o, c c c c

Now observe by definition of the almost-complex structure J that the two-form wg + dK (s) A dt is non-
negative on any J-invariant two-plane in the tangent bundle of R x My, which shows SC we+dK (s)Adt = 0.
Combining (41) and (42) with the above shows

43)  A©L,W.)— AW )= f

(wp + dK (s) A dt) + f K'(s)ds A dt — f (Hy — H_)dt
C C ©

ref

> L K'(s)ds A di — f@ (., — H_)dt.

ref
It is now convenient to take K to be the homotopy K (s) = (1—7(s))H_+7(s)H; where 7 : [0,1] — [0,1]
is a smooth, increasing function which is equal to 0 and 1 near s = 0 and s = 1, respectively. Then the
triangle inequality, 7/(s) = 0, and the fact that ds A dt = 0 on the tangent planes of C' implies the
following:

j 7'(s)min(Hy — H_)(t,—)ds A dt < J K'(s)ds n dt < J 7'(s) max(Hy — H_)(t,—)ds A dt.
C C C

We simplify the above by projecting C' onto the (s,t)-plane, which has degree d, and using the fact
that { 7/(s)ds = 7(1) — 7(0) = 1 to conclude

(44) d min(H; — H_)(t,—)dt < J K'(s)ds n dt <d max(Hy — H_)(t,—)dt.
R/Z c R/Z
We conclude from the lower bound of (44) the following lower bound:
(45) AOL,W)—AO_,W_) + j (Hy —H_)dt >d min(H;y — H_)(t, —)dt.
®rcf R/Z

Note by definition of the PFH spectral invariants that ¢,(S—) < A(©_,W_). Taking the inequality
(45) over all chains 7 € TwPFC, (S ) representing the class o shows

(46) co(S+) —co(S2) + f (Hy —H_)dt=d min(H; — H_)(t, —)dt.
Oref R/Z
Applying the same argument in the reverse direction (using the upper bound of (44) instead) shows
the upper bound asserted by the proposition. O

5.2. Periodic points are generically dense. In this section, we give a proof of Theorem 1.1, the
closing lemma.

Let ¢p be any area-preserving diffeomorphism of a surface (X,w). We will assume without loss of
generality that the area integral Ay, = SZ w is equal to 1. Let U < X and V be a neighborhood of ¢¢ in
Diff(3,w), we show that there is a diffeomorphism ¢’ € V' with a periodic point in U. The proof proceeds
in three steps.

Step 1: The first step is to show that we can find a monotone area-preserving diffeomorphism ¢ in
the neighborhood V.

Lemma 5.4. The set of all monotone area-preserving diffeomorphisms is dense in Diff(¥,w) in the C*—
topology.

Proof. 1t is an immediate consequence of the definition that an area preserving map ¢ : ¥ — X is
monotone if and only if [wy] € H?(My;R) is a real multiple of an integral homology class. Since we
assume {[X], [wg]) = 1, the map ¢ is monotone if and only if [wy] is rational.

Let K c H{(X;Z) be the kernel of ¢, —id : H1(3;Z) — H1(X;Z). Let ¢, ¢, -+ , ¢, be oriented closed
curves on Y whose fundamental classes form a basis of K. For each ¢;, let S; be a smooth 2-chain on
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Y. with integer coefficients such that 0S; = ¢(¢;) — ¢;. Let S; be the closed 2-chain in M obtained by
taking the sum of the image of S; in {0} x ¥ < My with the image of [0,1] x ¢; < [0,1] x M in M,
after suitable triangulations. Then the closed chain S; defines an element in Ha(My;Z). It follows from
a straightforward calculation using the Mayer-Vietoris sequence that Ha(My;Z) is generated by [¥] and
[S1],...,[Sm]. Therefore, [wy] is rational if and only if its pairing with every [S,,] is rational. By the
definition of S;, we have ([Si], [wy]) = g wo-

Now fix ¢ € Diff(3,w). Define K, c1, ..., ¢y, as above with respect to ¢, and fix a choice of S,...,Sy,.
For a closed 1-form A on ¥, define X to be the unique vector field on ¥ such that w(Xy, —) = A\(—).
Since A is closed, the diffeomorphisms generated by X is area-preserving. Let ¢3 (s € [0,1]) be the
1-parameter family of diffeomorphisms generated by X,. Let ¢/ = (bi o ¢g. Define A} to be the chain on
> given by

[07 1] X ¢; — X, (s,p) = ¢§\ © ¢0(p)
up to triangulations, let S/ be the sum of A} and S;. Then we have SSZ'- Wy = SSZ_ Weo + Scl_ A. Since

[c1],- .., [cm] are linearly independent in H;(3;Z), one can take the C*—norm of A to be arbitrarily small
such that {, we are all rational. O]

Step 2: Let ¢ € V be the monotone area-preserving diffeomorphism produced in the prior step. After
a further Hamiltonian perturbation if necessary, we may assume that ¢ is non-degenerate. Fix a sequence
of reference cycles ©,, in My such that the classes [O,,] € Hi(My;Z) are monotone with positive degrees
d,, monotonically increasing as m — 0. representing I';,, for every m.

As a consequence of the non-vanishing result Theorem 4.2, the isomorphism of twisted PFH and
Seiberg—-Witten—Floer cohomology by Proposition 3.4, along with the isomorphisms of twisted Seiberg—
Witten—Floer homology given by [31, Theorem 31.5.1] and Corollary 2.7, we conclude that for all suffi-
ciently large m, the group TwPFH, (¢, ©,,) does not vanish. We can then choose for each m a nonzero
homogeneous class o, € TwPFH, (¢, ©,,).

Choose some embedded disk D < U. Choose a Hamiltonian H € C?((0,1) x X), compactly supported
in R/Z x D, such that the Calabi invariant CAL(H) = SR/sz Hdt A w is nonzero. Fix a smooth, non-
decreasing function f : [0,1] — [0, 1] such that f(s) =0 for s near 0 and f(s) =1 for s near 1.

For every s € [0, 1], write ¢* = ¢ o QS}(S)H and write M; for its mapping torus for every s € [0,1]. For
every s € [0,1], the Hamiltonian f(s)H defines a diffeomorphism M)y : My — M.

For every m and every s € [0,1], write ©;, = M)5(Om). Recall from what was said in §2.3.9
and §2.4.1 that for any s € [0,1] and any m, there is a canonical identification TwPFH,(¢,©,,) ~
TwPFH,(¢°, 07,) of Z—graded modules. We therefore find for every s € [0,1] a sequence of classes o3,
obtained as the image of the sequence of classes o,,. Moreover, for every s € [0,1] and any m, the
Z-grading of o, and the Z-grading of ¢;, coincides.

Now the asymptotic result in Theorem 1.5 implies the following for any s € [0, 1]:

(47) . Cos, (9°,05,) — Cop (0, Om) + S@m Hsdt

m—00 dm

= CAL(H).
Define for any m and s € [0, 1] the function
en(s) = Cos, (6°,05,) + f Hedt.
®7n

The Hofer continuity result in Proposition 5.1 implies that ¢, is continuous.

For any s € [0, 1] and any m, we write 7 (s, m) < R for the set of actions {;, wgs + g H?*dt across all
generators (0, W) € TwPFC,(¢%,©,). We also write T (s) = u,,, T (s,m).

Since the cohomology class of wgs is by assumption a real multiple of an integral class, it follows that
the set T (s, m) is discrete for any s € [0, 1] and any m. From this we conclude that the set 7(s) c R, as a
countable union of discrete subset of R, has Lebesgue measure zero. The spectrality result in Proposition
2.1 implies that for every s € [0, 1] and every m, we have ¢,,(s) € T (s, m).
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Step 3: We will now show using a proof by contradiction that there exists some s € [0, 1] such that
¢° has a periodic point in D < U. Suppose for the sake of contradiction that ¢* does not have a periodic
point in D for any s € [0, 1].

The diffeomorphisms {¢°}[o,1] only differ from each other on the disk D itself, so it follows that under
this assumption, they all have the exact same set of periodic points. From this Stokes’ theorem implies
that the sets of actions 7 (s) are all equal to a single fixed, Lebesgue measure zero subset 7 < R.

From what was said in the previous step, we find for any m that ¢,,(s) is a continuous function from
the interval [0,1]s to R, taking values in the Lebesgue measure zero set 7 < R. It follows that, under our
assumptions, ¢,,(s) is a constant function for any m. It follows that for every s,

Co5, (8%, 00) = € (9, Om) + [o  Hdl
m = =0

m—0o0 dm

However, since we assumed that the Calabi invariant of the Hamiltonian H is nonzero, this contradicts
the asymptotic identity from (47) whenever s € [0, 1] is such that f(s) # 0. We therefore arrive at a
contradiction and there must be some s € [0, 1] such that ¢° has a periodic point in D). This proves the
smooth closing lemma for area-preserving surface diffeomorphisms.

6. SUPPORTING ESTIMATES

6.1. Conventions and notation. Many estimates include in their statements a choice of a base config-
uration ¢p = (Bp, Y1) € Conn(Er) x C*(Sr). We will always assume that any chosen base configuration
is such that |Ur|z2 + [¥r|cr < 1. We will denote the Hodge decomposition of a 1-form b on a closed
Riemannian 3-manifold M by b = peo-exact 4 pharm | pexact where the first, second, and third terms on the
right-hand side denote the co-exact, harmonic, and exact parts of b. We always assume that the degree
d of T" is at least 1.

Recall also that a constant is called “geometric” if it depends only on the underlying Riemannian
metric, and if 2,y > 0 are positive constants we write x = O(y) or x < y if x < Ky where & is a geometric
constant.

6.2. L? bounds for tame perturbations. Recall that P denotes the Banach space of abstract pertur-
bations for Seiberg-Witten—Floer homology defined in [31]. We first recall the following property of the
space P.

Lemma 6.1. Let g € P be a tame perturbation. Then for any pair (B, ¥) € Conn(Er) x C*(St), there
is a constant kg 1 > 0 depending on the metric g such that the following estimate holds:

[ GeBwp + 1B 0P) < walal ([ eR+1).
My My

Proof. The estimate follows from the definition of the P—norm and the construction of the Banach space

P in proof of [31, Theorem 11.6.1]. Our constant x corresponds to the constant ms in the fourth property
of this theorem, and in the fourth part of the definition [31, Definition 10.5.1] of tame perturbations. O

The following lemma is a consequence of Lemma 6.1.

Lemma 6.2. Let g € P be a tame perturbation. Then for any pair (B,¥) in Conn(Er) x C*(Sr) and
choice of base configuration (Br,¥r), there is a constant kg o = 1, depending only on the metric g such
that the following estimate holds:

|9(B, %) — a(Br, ¥r)| < v 2lalp (|1 Fp — Fael72 + [¥[72 + 1).

Proof. Recall that g is gauge invariant. There is a gauge transformation w so that the pair (E =B —
u”tdu, ¥ = u - ¥) has the following properties:

(B—Br)®®* =0 and |(B— Br)™™|c0 < 1.
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Also notice that |¥|2 = ||¥|2. Let (B(t),¥(t)), t € [0,1] be the linear interpolation from (B, ¥) to
(B \I/) Applying Lemma 6.1 yields the following estimates:

9(B,¥) — g(Br, ¥r)
SSltlp (I€s(B®), T(t)] 12 + [S4(B(t), ¥(t)|2) (|1 B — Brl e + ¥ — Tr|2)

Slop| (IW]e2 + 19r]72 + 1) (|B = Brlzz + [V — Ur2)
<lop| (1B = Bri: + V|72 + 1),

where the last inequality uses Cauchy—Schwarz and the assumption that [|¥p|2 + [¥r[c1 < 1. Now recall
that | (B — BF)harm"CO(Md) < 1. To bound the co-exact part, observe that d((B — Br)®at) — Fgz— Fp_.
The operator *%*d on the space of co-exact one-forms is self-adjoint with respect to the L? inner product

and has discrete spectrum not containing zero. It follows that | B — Br|3, < |FB— Fp.|3: + 1. This and
the prior inequality imply the lemma. O

6.3. Solutions to the Seiberg—Witten equations. In this section, we derive various pointwise and
integral bounds for solutions to the Seiberg-Witten equations.

6.3.1. The three-dimensional equations. We begin with some basic estimates on the three-dimensional
S-Seiberg-Witten equations which are essential for much of the analysis in this paper. Proposition 6.3
restates pointwise estimates proved by Taubes.

Proposition 6.3. Let ¢ = (B,U = (r'2a,rY2B)) be a solution of the (¢,J,T,r, ¢, )-Seiberg- Witten
equations (4). Suppose that p has C3 norm bounded above by 1. Then there is a geometric constant
r6.3 = 1 and a geometric constant kg g = 1 such that if r = rg 3, the following estimates hold:

(1) |al? + rglyr|B? <1+ rg 3r".

(2) |Fp| < %637‘(1—|Oé| + Kg.3T~ 1.

(3) |VBoz|2 + 7‘|VBﬁ| < rggr(l — |af® + kg3r™).

(4) 1§01, 7(1 = |o?) — 2md] < g 3.

Proof. The first item follows by copying the proof of Lemma 2.2 in [41], given the rescaling from Remark
2.4. The second item follows from the first item and the equations (4). The third item follows by copying
the proof of Lemma 2.3 in [43, Paper IV], given the rescaling from Remark 2.4.

For the fourth item, observe from the first equation in (4) that

Fg = —i(r(1—|o)* + \5|2)w¢ +e1

where e is a two-form such that dt A e; = 0. Recall that 5 F s represents PD(I") and the volume form
of the metric g is dt A wy. We conclude that

f r(1—|a\2)—f th(z'FB+r\B|2w¢)—27rd+rf 1812,
My My

My
An application of the first item then yields the desired bound. O

The statement of Proposition 6.3 assumes that the perturbation term has the form g = ¢,. Proposition
6.4 below deduces some energy bounds for the S-Seiberg-Witten equations in the presence of an arbitrary
abstract perturbation g e P.

Proposition 6.4. Let ¢ = (B, U = (r'/2a,rY28)) be a solution of the (¢, J,T',r,g)-Seiberg- Witten equa-
tions (4). Suppose that ||g|p < 1. Then there is a geometric constant kg 4 = 1 such that the following
estimates hold:

HVB\I/HLQ +H\IIHL4 < Kg, 4(7‘+1) and HFBHLQ <56.4<T+1)'
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Proof. The starting point is the Weitzenbock formula for the Dirac operator Dp:
R
D3V = VEVRU + Zgw + cl(x9Fp)W.

Taking the inner product with ¥, integrating over My, and plugging in (4) yields an inequality of the
form
| eaB )= [ aP PR - a1
My My
Plug in the bound from Lemma 6.1 to bound the left-hand side from above by a multiple of [¥|J2, + 1,
and rearrange to conclude

| 1wau it < st 0
My
Holder’s inequality and Young’s inequality imply

f W2 < r(r+ 1) + 26(r + 1))—1f o,

My My
Combining the above two inequalities and rearranging prove the first estimate. The second estimate
follows from the first estimate, the first equation in (4) and Lemma 6.1 as follows:

|Fl72 < [9)7s + [€(B,0) 72 + % +1 < W70 + 72 + 1. m
Proposition 6.5 shows some convenient estimates hold after applying a gauge transformation.

Proposition 6.5. Let ¢ = (B, U = (r'2a,rY2B)) be a solution of the (¢,J,T,r, ¢,)-Seiberg- Witten
equations (4). Suppose that p has C3 norm bounded above by 1. Then there is a gauge transformation u
such that the following holds. There is a geometric constant rg 5 = 1 and a geometric constant kg5 = 1
such that if r = rg 5, then the following estimates hold:

(1) |B — Br — v tdu| < /46'5(611/37’2/3 + dB3r B3| Fpuco + d=23r%3| Fp | 11).

(2) |es(B = u™"du, Br)| < kg 5(d + [Fpp | )(d"/3r%3 + &3 V3| Fpp oo + d 2323 | Fpp | 1)

(3) |Ey(B — u'du, Br)| < kg.5.

(4) lare, (u-c cr)| < kg 5(r+d+ | Fpplp + [es(u-c cr)l).

Proof. The proof amounts to repeating the proof of [32, Lemma 5.1], but tracking more precisely the
contribution of the base configuration to the estimates.

Let u be a gauge transformation such that b=B- Br — u'du satisfies the property that pexact —
and [[Bh™ | oo < 1. Let G(x,y) denote the Green’s form for the operator d+ d* on the space of one-forms.
We can choose G(z,y) so that |G(z,y)| < dist(z,y) 2. Note that (d + d*)beexact = F — Fg,.

Therefore, at any point x € My, we have

poeet @) =| [ Glew) A (Fe - Fa)w)| < | dist(o,0) P - o).
My My

By the second and fourth points of Proposition 6.3, we observe that, as long as r is sufficiently large,
|Fglr <1+ TSM¢(1 —|a)?) £ d+ 1 < d. Fix some positive § « 1. Then we have

| distla,) 1P = Farlw) < |Fo ~ Farleo | dist(wg)? 4572 [ [P Pl
My Bs(z) My

By the second point of Proposition 6.3, the first term in the above is < 6(r + | Fp.|/co). By our bound
for the L! norm of Fp established above, the second term is < 0=2(d + |Fp.|z1). It follows that
57 co < 8(r + | Firlco) +672(d + | Fae |-
Selecting & = d'/3r~1/3 proves the first item. The second item follows from the first item:

|es(B — u™"du, Br)| < [bloo (| Falrr + |Fpcfr +1)
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S (d+ | Fppll o) (@22 + dPr P Pyl oo + d 2P0 | Py 1)

For the third item, observe that

|Es(B — u™"du, Br)| = U
M,

5/\(,%’:‘] Zharm/\w(z, < 1.
® My

The fourth item is an immediate consequence of the first three items, along with the fact that

¢u(B —u”'du, Br) < |uloo| Fp = Fpellp < d+ [Fp|p. O

6.3.2. The continuation instanton equations. We write down here several necessary estimates for solutions
of the S,-Seiberg-Witten instanton equations (9). Fix SW parameter sets Sy = (¢, J,T', 74, g+ ) and a SW
continuation parameter set Sy = (0, J,7s,gs) from S_ to S;. We will assume that rg > 1 and |gsflp <1
for every s. We also assume that there exists a universal constant s, > 0 such that (75, gs) is independent
of s when s < —s, and is independent of s when s > s,. Write

Tmax = Suprs and Ag = sup aﬁgsllp-
seR seR S
We will assume I is negative monotone with monotonicity constant p < 0. Fix a solution 0 = (Bs, Uy =
(ais, Bs)) of the Ss-Seiberg-Witten instanton equations and let ¢+ = (B4, ¥4 ) denote its limits as s — +00.
Fix a base configuration ¢p = (Br, ¥r). Our main objective is to bound the difference of the values of the
Chern—Simons—Dirac functional on ¢y and ¢_. We begin with an explicit computation of this difference
in Lemma 6.6 below.

Lemma 6.6. Let S¢ = (¢, J,T,r1,94), Ss = (0,J,75,95), 0, ¢+ = (B4+,V4), and ¢¢ = (Br,cr) be as
fized at the start of §6.3.2. Then for any s— < sy and any r we have the identity

arg, (05 ,cr) — Orgs, (s, ¢cr)
0B 2

= (I
f[s,s+]><M¢ as

G B ~ (e B, v s

5 S

ov 0
+ 2] =2 +f —B,,i(rs —r)dt
| % #) [s,,s+]xM¢<8s ( )dt)

Proof. First, we compute the difference in the Chern—Simons functionals:

(48)  «s(Bs_,Br) —«s(B,,Br) = zj |£BS|2 - <ﬁBS, ol (W) — iredt + €4 (Bs, Us)).
[s—,s4]x My 0s 0s

This uses Stokes’ theorem and the first equation in (9). Second, we compute the difference in the
energy functionals using Stokes’ theorem and the fact that 2dt and w, are Hodge-dual:
0
(49) rE4(B,,,Br) — rEs(B,_, Br) = —2f LB, irdt).
[s—,s4]xMy s

Third, we compute the difference in the Dirac terms:

<D357 U, \I/s,> - <DBS+ \I/er: \I/s+>
Mg
(50) S+ a
= J (J 2|Dp U, |? + (=B, ' (¥,)))ds — 2J Re(Dp, Vs, Gy, (Bs, ¥s)).
S— M¢ aS [37,S+]XM¢
This follows by using Stokes’ theorem, the fact that the Dirac operator is self-adjoint, and the second
equation in (9) to expand all terms of the form %\IIS. Fourth, we compute the differences of the abstract
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perturbation terms:
gs_ (Bs_,¥s_ ) — 95, (Bs,, ¥s,)

S+ d
= J ( u <£Bs, <y, (Bs, ¥s)) — Re(Dp, Vs, Sy, (Bs, ¥s)) + |Gg(Bs’ \I'S)|2)d3
s— JMy

(51) _ f+(a_igs)(35,\lzs)ds,

S+ a
gs_(Br,¥r) — g5, (Br,¥r) = —f (%gs)(BFa Ur).
Combining (48-51) proves the lemma. O
The following corollary is an immediate consequence of Lemma 6.6.

Corollary 6.7. Let Sy = (¢, J,T,r4,084), Ss = (0, J,75,95), 0, ¢4 = (B4, V), and cp = (Br,cr) be as
above. Then for any r, we have

0 0B, ,
s e == | 152

0s
Remark 6.8. If r; and g, are independent of s in S;, then S = S_ = § and 0 is a solution of the
standard S-Seiberg-Witten instanton equations. In this case, the second part of Lemma 6.6 vanishes and
we conclude that the Chern-Simons-Dirac functional a, g, (35, cr) decreases monotonically in s.

e iy = )]+ (gu) (B W) — () (B, ).

+ 2|

Proposition 6.9 below gives a bound for the change in the Chern—Simons—Dirac functional in the case
where ry > r_ > —27p.

Proposition 6.9. Let S+ = (¢, J,1,71,9+), Ss = (0,J,75,8s); Tmaz, Ng, 0 = (Bs, ¥y), ¢+ = (B, ¥4),
cr = (Br,Vr) be as fized at the start of §6.53.2. Let z4 = 2mwp +ry. Suppose that ry >r_ > —2mp. Then
there are constants kg.g = 1 and rg g = 1 that depend only on d, cr, and geometric constants, such that
the following holds. Assume that

—r_ | < k! < kAt >
ilel[gh’s r-|<kgg, Ng<Fkggs TE=T769
Then

2+

Z—ar+7g+(c+, r) = ar_ g (c—,cr) < KGO Thas <(z:1 +2 Dy —ro |+ Ag>.

Proposition 6.9 will follow from Lemmas 6.10 and 6.11 below. Lemma 6.10 analyzes the gauge-invariant
function L(s) = z_a,, 4, (0s,¢r) —240,_ g, (s, cr). This is similar to [31, Lemma 31.2.1}, although we need
more precise estimates in our situation.

Lemma 6.10. Let S+ = (¢,J,1,7+,98+), Ss = (0,J,75,8s), Ag, 2+, 05 = (Bs,¥s), ¢+ = (By,¥4),
cr = (Br, ¥r) be as above. Suppose that v > r_ > —2mwp. There is a geometric constant kg 109 = 1 such
that the following holds. Assume that

sup|rs —r_| < /16.110, Ag < 56110.
seR '

Then the smooth, real-valued function
L(s) = z—ar, g,(0s,cr) — 24:0r_ g, (05, 1)
satisfies that for every s € R, either L'(s) =0 or |L(s)| < kg 10(r2 + d?)|ry —r_|.
Proof. By Corollary 6.7, we have

62 L) = [ (e =SB = @rp ) )G Bty + 2 — )5 P)
[
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(s =) (202)(Bar 1) — (20 (Br W),

If %E(s) < 0, then setting the above to be less than 0 and dividing by r, — r_ shows

fMd) (\a—iBs|2 + 2\6—68\118|2) < fM¢(27rp + r8)<a—iBs,z'dt> + ((a—igs)(BS, V) — <6_asgs)<BF’ r))).

By Young’s inequality, the fact that |d¢t| = 1, and Lemma 6.2 we have

1,0 0
(58) | GIEBP+ 1 W) 5 72+ Ag(IFi, = Figlfs + 113 + 1)
¢

We now find lower bounds for the left-hand side of the above inequality using equation (9):
(54)
J Iaﬁle2 - f (12, 2 + (el (04) — irdt]? = 2cl(x7 Fip )W, W) + 2 idt, < F, )
My ©OS

My
— 2Re(*IFp_,iwy + €4, (Bs, Us)) + 2Re(cll (W) — irgdt, iwy + €4, (Bs, ¥s))

+ Jiwy — e:gS(BS,foS)P)

(1 1
> f 51 FB. |+ Slell (Wo) — iradt] — 2+ Fp, )W, Ws) = Bliwoy + €y, (Bs, \I/s)\z] — dmdr,
L M¢

i 1 1
> J (§|FBS|2 + §|C1T(‘Ifs) —irsdt|? — 2{cl(x9Fp,) ¥y, Us)) — /{j
LM

|\Ifs|2] — (Amdrs + k)
s My

(1 1
> f S + 5| Wsf? — krg|* — 2(cl(x9 Fp, ) ¥, \I/8>] — K2 (r} + d%).
L, 2 2

The first inequality follows from Young’s inequality and the fact that the integral of dt A Fg, over My
is equal to —2mid for any s; the second inequality follows from the bound on the L? norm of |&,, (Bs, ¥s)|?
for any s given by Lemma 6.1; the third follows by expanding |cl’ (W) — irydt|? and absorbing the terms
proportional to the integral of |W|%.

As for the integral of |%\I’s|2, we have:

0
2[ JSUE =2 (DR (60, (B W — 2ReDi, Vi S, (B V)
My Js My
Using the Weitzenbock formula for the Dirac operator Dp,, we have the identity
R
[ v = [ (Ve B+ a(orn, v, 0)).
My My 4
Paired with the fact that |Dp, V| < 3|V p,Vsl, this shows
2[ T
M¢ 03
> f 2|V, Us|* — K[Ts2 + 2(cl(x Fip, ) Uy, Uy — 12|V 5, U||&y, (B, Us)| + 2|Gy, (Bs, V) |?)
My
1
> JM (§|VBS\IJS|2 — K| W|? + 2(cl(* Fp, )W, U, — 1000|&y, (Bs, Us)[?).
¢

Hence by Lemma 6.1,

0 1
(55) f | =W, > f (21VB,Us|? — K|Ts*> — K + 2(cl(x9* Fp, ) Uy, U,.)).
M¢ 53 M¢ 2
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Combining (54) and (55), we have

0 0 1
(56) J (|a—Bs|2+2|a—\I's|2) > §j (|1FB, 1> + ||s]> — wrg* + | VB, Us?) — £2(r2 + d°).
My 08 5 M

Combining (53) and (56), assuming Ay is sufficiently small, and rearranging shows that
(57) f (15,2 + |0 — wrsl? + [V, %) <72 + &2
My
Now note that, as in the proof of Lemma 6.2, there is a gauge-transformation u such that the trans-
formed pair (Bs = Bs — u~'du, Vs = u - U,) satisfies the estimate
|Bs = Brl}» < | F, — Fpell72 + 1.

Since L(s) is gauge-invariant, we may assume without loss of generality that Bs = B,. Therefore (52),
(57), Lemma 6.2, and the assumption that £'(s) < 0 imply that

1L(s)| < s = r—|(|1Fp, = Fpi |2 + VB slf2 + [s]72 + 1) < (rF + &)|ry —r—]. .

Lemma 6.11 bounds the change in the Chern—Simons—Dirac functional between s = s, and s = —s,,
with fixed r = r_.

Lemma 6.11. Let ‘Si = (qb, J,F,T‘i,gi), ‘Ss = (O,J,rs,gs), T'mazx, Ag) Z4, 0= (B87\IJS)) 4+ = (Bivqji))

cr = (Br,¥r) be as above. Suppose that v > r_ > —2mwp. There is a geomelric constant kg 11 = 1 such
that the following holds. Assume that

sup|rs —r_| < /16111, Ag < /46111.
seR : :

Then Or_ g4 (03*, CF) —O0p_g_ (D,s*, CF) < ”6.11Agrgnax'

Proof. We deduce from Lemma 6.6 the following identity:

Ar g4 (08*7 CF) —Or_g- (0_5*, CF)

0 0 0
= - _Bg 2 + _qls 2 +f _BS7 TS_T_ dt
59 Jo U BE e Zw s [ i)
Sx a a
| (G - (B )

—Sx

As long as supgp |rs — 7| is sufficiently small, we are free to absorb the second integral into the first
integral, which is negative. Lemma 6.2 yields the following bound for the third integral:

| N ((%98)(387 ) — (igstFa \I’F))d3| S Ag(j

0 0
—Bi|* + | =T %) +12).
Csw 0s [— 8,55 ] x My (‘83 | |88 | ) )

As long as Ay is small, the first two terms on the right-hand side can be absorbed into the first line of
(58). Since s, is assumed to be some universal constant, the desired inequality is proved. 0

We now prove Proposition 6.9 using Lemmas 6.10 and 6.11.
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Proof of Proposition 6.9. We split up the quantity in the statement of the proposition into the following
sum:
z

—0r, g, (cr,cr) —ar_ g (c—,cr)
2+
Z_ Z_ z_
= 700y (c4,er) — — 0oy (Vs> ) + —Orygy (Vs> ) — Gr_,gy (954> 1)
Z4 Z4 Z4
v v
I IT
+ 0, (Osuer) —ar_ g (O_sser)+0a,_ g (0., 1) —ar_g (c—,cr).

111 v
First, observe that I and IV are nonpositive by Lemma 6.6 (see Remark 6.8). Next, the absolute value
of III is bounded by 56.11A9T2 by Lemma 6.11. By Lemma 6.10, we deduce that

max

_ Z_
11 < max { (22) ™ g 10 (P + )1 = 1|, =g, (e4) = ar_g (e1) .
+

The function j—;ar +.a4 — O_ g, is gauge-invariant. Then Proposition 6.5 implies that for r, >r_ » 1,

Z_ Z_
|_ar+,g+ (c4,cr) — Qr_.g_ (crsep)| < ¢ mmax(1 — —) = ¢ —Tmax(ry —7-)
Z4 Z4 Z4
for some constant ¢ that may depend on the geometry of M, as well as d and ¢p. Putting the bounds for
I-1V together yields the desired inequality. ([l
Proposition 6.12 below is a version of Proposition 6.9 to hold in the case where r_ = —27wp. The proof

method is identical, but we make use of bounds on the gauge-invariant function a_s., 4, instead of the
function £(s) from Lemma 6.10.

Proposition 6.12. Let Sy = (¢, J,T,71,9+), Ss = (0,J,75,8s); Tmazs Ag, 0 = (Bs, ¥s), ¢+ = (B, ¥4),
cr = (Br, Y1) be as fized at the start of §6.3.2. Suppose that r— = —27p and r. > r_. Then there are
constants kg 19 = 1 and rg 19 = 1 that depend only on d, cr, and geometric constants, such that the
following holds. Assume that

sup|rs —r—| < /ié'112, Ag < /416}12, T+ =T6.12-

seR
Then
ar_g, (Cr er) — @ g (c—,er) < “6.12Ti(|r+ —7r-| + Ag).
If instead r— > r, = —2mwp, we have the bound
gy (G 0r) = ary g (eoyer) < Rg 1272 (Ire — | + Ay).
Proof. Suppose that ry > r_ = —2mp; the reverse case r_ > r, = —2mp is identical. Define the gauge-

invariant function L£(s) = a,_ 4, (95, cr). Proceeding in the same way as in Lemma 6.10 shows that at any
s e R, either £/(s) < 0or [L(s)] < ri(|ry —r_| + Ay), given that supypg |rs — r—| and A4 are sufficiently
small. This proves the proposition, since either a,_ g, (¢t,cr) < a,_ 4 (c_,er) or both a,_ 4 (¢4, cr) and
a,_ g (c_,cr) have absolute value < 72 (Jry —r_| + Ay). O

6.4. Spectral flow. In this section, we collect some estimates on the spectral flow of solutions to the
Seiberg—Witten equations. The main observation is that, as long as our base connection satisfies suitable
estimates, the spectral flow estimates from prior work of Cristofaro-Gardiner—Savale in [17] and Taubes
in [42] go through without difficulty. Fix an SW parameter set S = (¢, J,I',r, ¢,) with I' monotone with
monotonicity constant p < 0 and degree d, r > —2mp, and p having C® and P-norm less than 1. Fix a
nondegenerate irreducible solution ¢ = (B, ¥) to the S-Seiberg-Witten equations.
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Let A > 1 be a real number such that |Fp.|cs < Ad and r > d/A. All constants in the estimates in
§6.4 will only depend on the geometry of My and the value of A, but not on the spin-c structure or the
specific choice of base configuration cr.

6.4.1. Cristofaro-Gardiner—Savale’s n-invariant bound. Cristofaro-Gardiner—Savale [17, Equation 4.3] proved
that the spectral flow from ¢ to ¢r differs from ¢s(B, Br) by er3/2 for some r-independent constant ¢ > 0.
We show in the proposition below that the constant c is controlled by geometric constants and the C3
norm of Fp,.

Proposition 6.13. Let S = (¢, J,I',r,¢,), ¢ = (B,I'), ecr = (Br,Vr), and A be as fized at the start of
§6.4. Then there is a constant kg 13 = 1 depending only on A and geometric constants such that

les(B, Br) + 42 SF(c, or)| < g 1372

The key ingredients in the proof of Proposition 6.13 are bounds on the eta invariants n(Dp) and
n(Dp,.) of the connections B and Br, respectively. See for example [17, §3] for a definition of the eta
invariant.

Proposition 6.14. Let S = (¢,J,T,r,¢,), ¢ = (B,¥), c¢ = (Br,¥r) be as fived at the start of §6.4.
There is a geometric constant kg 14 = 1 such that

n(Dp)| < kg4 and |n(Dp,)| < rg.14(Ad)*>.

Proof. The first bound is proved in [17, Proposition 9] and the same proof works for the second bound.
We clarify for the reader why the claimed bounds on the constants hold in our setting; we explain this
point in the case of the first bound, with the same considerations holding for the second. The proof of
Proposition 9 in [17] only uses the fact that (B, ¥) is a solution of the Seiberg—Witten equations via the
pointwise estimates on solutions of the Seiberg-Witten equations, listed in Lemma 7 of [17]: bounds on
the curvature Fp are used in Lemmas 10 and 11 of [17] to derive bounds on the coefficients in the small
time asymptotic expansion of the Dirac heat kernel and another associated heat kernel, from which the
n-invariant bound follows. These bounds only use estimates on the first three derivatives of the first two
terms in the asymptotic expansion, for which a C? bound on the curvature suffices: in our setting, what
is required is that the curvature Fg has, for any 0 < k < 3, a C*¥ norm of xr'*t%/2. This bound on the
curvature follows from standard bootstrapping of the bounds in Proposition 6.3 via elliptic regularity
(see, for example, [32, Lemma 3.7]). O

We use Proposition 6.14 and the Atiyah—Patodi-Singer index theorem [2] to prove Proposition 6.13.

Proof of Proposition 6.13. Recall from (8) that SF(c¢p, ¢) can be computed in the following way. Take a
one-parameter family 9 = (Bs, ¥y) of connections on Er and spinors in Sr such that (B, Us) = ¢p for
s < —1 and (Bs, ¥s) = ¢ for s > 1. Then there is an associated Fredholm operator

0
ﬁa = % + £(357‘I/s)

from (7) and the spectral flow is computed as the index of this operator.

We observe that the operator £, is a Dirac operator of Atiyah—Patodi—Singer type on the cylinder
R x My equipped with a cylindrical metric. Write g for the Riemannian metric on My induced by (¢, J).
The results of [2] show that it is equal to the expression

1
(59) - mw(B’ Br) — SF(L(p,0), L(B,w)) + SF(L(Br,0), L(Br,wr)) — 1(DB) + n(Dp;).
The estimate from [41, Lemma 5.3] along with the bounds from Proposition 6.3 shows that
3/2
(60) ISF(L(p0) L)l 7% ISF(Lsr0p Liran)| € | Foellgn < (Ad)¥2.

Proposition 6.14 and the equations (59) and (60) together prove the desired spectral flow bound. O
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6.4.2. Taubes’ spectral flow bound. The following spectral flow estimate is a version of the one proved by
Taubes in [42] with the dependence on the base connection Br made more explicit.

Proposition 6.15. Let S = (¢,J,I',r,¢,), ¢ = (B,¥), cr = (Br,¥r), and A be as fived at the start of
§6.4. Then there is a constant kg 15 = 1 depending only on A and geometric constants such that

|cs(B, Br) + 472 SF(c, cr)| < wg 15d*2r?3log(r)"6.15.

The proof of Proposition 6.15 follows the same arguments as [42, Proposition 1.9]. According to the
first paragraph of [42, Section 3|, the spectral flow estimates in [42] holds for any smooth 1-form a such
that |a| = 1 pointwise. We take the 1-form a to be dt in our case. By Proposition 6.3, we have

(61) 2nd = z’fM dt n Fg = JM r(1 - |al?) + O(1),
¢ ¢

where the bound on the O(1) term only depends on the geometry of My. Therefore, the term E in [42,
Proposition 1.9] can be replaced by 27d in our setting.

The only difference in Proposition 6.15 is that it considers a family of spin-c¢ structures parametrized
by I' and there is a base connection Br for each spin-c structure. Therefore, we need to prove that if
|Fp|co < Ad and r = d/A, then the constants in [42, Section 3] only depend on A and are independent
of the spin-c structure or the base connection.

There are exactly three steps in the proof of [42, Proposition 1.9] that depend on the spin-c structure
and the choice of base connection:

(1) The bound of |a| and |cs(A)| in [42, Lemma 1.8] and [42, (3.1)].
(2) The estimate in Lemma 3.3 of [42].
(3) The estimate in Lemma 3.4 of [42].

The 1-form a and the Chern-Simons functional ¢s(A) are denoted by b and ¢s(c, cr) in our notation. Since
we assume 7 > d/A, the desired uniform bounds for step (1) follow from Proposition 6.5. The rest of this
section is devoted to establishing uniform estimates for steps (2) and (3).

As before, we write ¥ = r¥/24. For s € [0,1], let L4 be the Dirac operator on Sr defined by the
connection Br + s(B — Br), and let

L, : C*T* My @ Sr @ iR) — C*(iT* My ® St @ iR)
be the operator defined by

b xdb — 27125712 (i rep + Trn) — df
(62) n | — | 225 2cl(b)ep + Dpn + 2Y2sr1 /2 f4)
f —d*b + 271 2sr1 2 (—nfyp + n)

This is the extended Hessian operator in [42, (1.7)] with r replaced by s?r.

In the following, we will use £ to denote the operator £ or L for s € [0,1]. We will use V to denote
the spin-c connection associated with B if £ = L, and use V to denote the spin-c connection associated
with Br + s(B — Br) if £ = L.

Recall that Sp = Er @ (Er ® V). Let V be the orthogonal projection of V to Er ® V, let V be the
orthogonal projection of V to Er, let Z =V — (@ &) 6) Then Z is a pointwise linear map given by the
tensor product of a map on C @ V with the identity map on Er, where the map on C@® V only depends
on the geometry of My. Moreover, the “diagonal” part of Z vanishes; namely, 7 takes a section of Er
to a section of Er ® V' and takes a section of Er ® V to a section of Ep. Recall that R is defined to be
the unique vector field on My such that dt(R) = 1 and wy (R, —) = 0. The following lemma establishes a
uniform bound for the constant in [42, Lemma 3.3].

Lemma 6.16. Let S = (¢, J,T',1,¢,),¢c = (B,¥),d,r, L,V be as above. Let Ar = ||Fp.|co. Let A > 0 be
an arbitrary constant. Suppose j is a linear combination of eigenvectors of L with eigenvalues in [—\, A].
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Then
(63) Vil S (A2 + Ar + d) 2|5 2

Proof. Without loss of generality, assume [|j|| = 1. Recall that by the assumptions of Proposition 6.15,
we have d > 0. We discuss two cases.
Case 1: £ = L, for some s € [0,1]. Let q = £24, then |q|;2 < A\%. By the Weitzenboch formula,

(64) V*Vji+s-cl(Fp)+ (1 —s)-cl(Fp.) +cl(R)j =q,

where R only depends on the geometry of M. Write j = (jo,j1) and q = (qo,q1) with respect to the
decomposition St = Er @ (Er ® V). Taking the inner product of (64) with (0, j1) yields:

[€93 90,520y + G5+ ) + (1= ) - cllFe) + AR 0.52)) = [
Since
J<VJ}V(0J1)> = |V 172 + | Z1]72 + j@jo,%jﬁ +(Vjo, Zj1)

and 1]z < [jlzz = 1, |a1]2 < [alz2 < A%, we have

(65) 112 + f<zjo, S+ (Fo Tiny < (W2 + Ar + 1) — s f<c1<FB>j, i

for some constant 1. Recall that

A(Fp) G(l)) _ (r(la|z _OJE; —-1)/2 (la? ff;"z - 1)/2> (ﬁ) +0(1).

By the first item in Proposition 6.3, this implies

(66) f (A(Fp)j, jr) = —ralf|2e = —ra.
We also have
L= ~ . L. L . 1 .~ .
| [0,y + @i o] = | [@ios P> + G (9 @in)| < 511 + v

Hence by (65), we have |Vj; |12, < A%+ Ap + 1. Since |Zj|2 < 1, we conclude that
(67) IV22 < A2+ Ap + 1.

By the definition of j, we have ||£j| < A. By the definition of the Dirac operator, V jo equals a linear
combination of the components of Vj; and L£j. Hence by (67), we have

(68) IVRjoll72 < A%+ Ap + 1,

and the desired estimate (63) follows from (67) and (68).

Case 2: L = L for some s € [0,1]. This case is proved by repeating the argument in [42, p. 1373-1374],
replacing all instances of the energy bound “E” with d, since none of the estimates therein depend on the
choice of base connection Br. O

The next two lemmas establish a uniform bound for the constant in [42, Lemma 3.4] when £ = L.

Lemma 6.17. Suppose L = L, for s € [0,1]. Let j be a section of Sr, let q = £2]. Suppose p > 0 is less
than the injectivity radius of M and z is a point on M. Let e, be the mazimum of |Fg| + |Fp.| + 1 on
B,(z). Then

172)] = 1i @) < |2z = 2"2[(€20" + ™) 1205, () + (PP + Dllal 2, ()]
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Proof. To simplify notation, we will write B, = B;,(z) for 7 € (0,1]. Trivialize the line bundle Er over
Bj by parallel transport via Br + s(B — Br) along the radial geodesics from z. Then the connection B is
given by d + b with |b| < pe., |0b| < e., where @ denotes the partial derivatives in the normal coordinate
chart. Fix an arbitrary trivialization of the bundle V on Bj. This identifies j and q with smooth functions
on Bj valued in C2.

The Weitzenbock formula for £2 now takes the form

(69) d*dj =Tg-j+T1-dj +q.

Here I'g is an operator coming from several sources: they are multiplication by 13*13, Clifford multiplication
by sFp + (1 —s)Fp., and an operator arising from the curvature of M. This implies the pointwise bound

To| S e, + p*e2.
The term I'; is a linear combination of the components of 13, which implies the pointwise bound
Ty < pe..

We first estimate the L? norm of dj using (69). Let x be a radial cutoff function on B which takes
values in [0, 1], is equal to 1 on B, is equal to 0 outside of By, and satisfies Vx| < 10p~t. Take the

inner product of (69) with x2j and integrate by parts over B. We have
[ = [@os+ 10 di+ a2,
therefore

Ixdil% < fK@, 255 + x2es + PP + Xpealdi] - 1] + 2l - 1]

< gl\xdjl\%z + H(H(dx)jﬂiz + (ex + p%e2) X3 + pe=|xil7z + qumxyHLz)
Recall that p is no greater than the injectivity radius of M, thus p <1 < e,. Hence
Ixdil7z < [(dx)ilZ2 + (e + p*e2)Ixil72 + Ixallz2 ||><JHL2
Since |xalzzxilze < p*Ixalfz + p~ %X L2, we have

(70) Ixdjllzz < (07" + ex* + pez) - il 2(m) + plal2(m)-

Now for any point z in By, let G, denote the Green’s functlon for d*d with Dirichlet boundary

1/2

condition with singularity at . Then we have |G, — G.||;2 < |z — 2|"/#, and hence

15(2)] = li(@)]| < J(Gz — Go)d*d(P))| < o — 2V - [d*d(P )] 2

y (70),
|d*d(P5) 2 < IXPd*dj] 2 + [1d0P)] - 1djll 2 + [d*d(x*)i ] 2
< IX*To - jlrz + IX°T1 - dillz2 + Ixalz2 + o~ Ixdillrz + o2l z2m)
< (e + €207l r2emy + pe=l(p™" + eX® + pez) - |l 2wy + pllal r2(s ]
+ HqHL2(B +o  (p ! + el + pex) il reemy + quHm(B 1+ 0725l 22
S(ea+e2p* +ped? + 72+ p el )l r2gmy + (PPes + Dl 2(p)
< (€20” + p )dlzem) + (PPex + Dall2(p)

Therefore the lemma is proved. O

As a consequence, we have the following interior bound on the L? norm of j.
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Lemma 6.18. Suppose L = L, for s € [0,1]. Let j be a section of Sr, let q = L2]. Suppose p > 0 is less
than the injectivity radius of M and z is a point on M such that j(z) = 0. Suppose |Fp.|co(p,(z)) < Ad,
p < d 2 et = [al)|cow, ey < P
geometry of M such that

Then there exists a constant ¢ depending only on A and the

1%,y < e (il2(m, ) + 2101728, 020))-

Proof. Let e, be the maximum of |Fg| + |Fp.| + 1 on B,(z). By the assumptions and Proposition 6.3,
there exists a constant ¢; depending only on A and the geometry of My such that p’e. < ¢i. By Lemma
6.17 and the assumption that j(z) = 0,

1%, ) < o l€zp® + D122 (s, 0y + 0" (0" + Dlal2(s, 2]
< (1 + ¢t + Dot (151725, ) + P 1Al T2 (5, 0)
and the lemma is proved. g
Now we can finish the proof of Proposition 6.15.

Proof of Proposition 6.15. As discussed after the statement of Proposition 6.15, the desired spectral flow
estimate is proved in [42, Section 3|, and we only need to show that the constants in [42, Lemma 3.3] and
[42, Lemma 3.4] depend only on A and the geometry of My and are independent of the spin-c structure
or the base connection Br.

Recall that by (61), we have E' = 27d + O(1). By the assumptions of Proposition 6.15, we have d > 1.
Therefore, taking A = d'/? in Lemma 6.16 shows that the constant in [42, Lemma 3.3] only depends on
A and the geometry of M,. Lemma 6.18 shows that the constant in [42, Lemma 3.4] only depends on A
and the geometry of My if £L = L,. When £ = L for s € [0,1], the statement of [42, Lemma 3.4] is a
local estimate independent of the base connection, and its proof in [42] only makes use of the estimates
for @ and S that are given by Proposition 6.3 in our setting. Therefore, the constant in [42, Lemma 3.4]
does not depend on the spin-c structure or the base connection Br when £ = L. ([l

6.5. (9,d)-approximations. In thissection, we provide details of the construction of (4, d)-approximations.
We then show that the PFH and Seiberg-Witten spectral invariants do not change by much after taking
a (0, d)-approximation.

6.5.1. Details of the construction. Fix a twisted PFH parameter set S = (¢, Oyef, J) such that the twisted
PFH group TwPFH,(S) is well-defined and the class [O,f] has degree < d. Recall from §2.2.5 that a (9, d)-
approximation consists of a pair (¢, Ji) where ¢, € Diff(¥,w) and J, € J(dt,wy), and a one-parameter
family {H 5}36[071] of Hamiltonians such that the time-one maps 5(3) = gb}{s generate a distinguished
isotopy from ¢ to ¢.. We give details of the construction of (¢, Jx) and {H*} in several steps.

Step 1: We begin by summarizing the basic structure of a (9, d)-approximation.

The map z — (0,z) € ¥ x [0,1] gives a canonical embedding of the surface ¥ onto the fiber of the
mapping torus My over the point 0 € R/Z. This defines a natural identification of the vertical tangent
bundle V' along the image of this embedding with TY. Write Jxy for the almost-complex structure on 7%
induced by J. It now follows that there is a constant §, > 0 depending only on the area form w such
that, for any point p € 3, there is a symplectic coordinate chart

7, : C 2 B;, (0) - X

such that 7,(0) = p and D7, o Jy 0 D7, = i.

Write Ay for the set of all periodic points of period less than or equal to d in Y. For further reference,
as long as J, is sufficiently small, we find that the following is true. For any § € (0,0, ), the symplectic
coordinate charts fixed above define a disjoint union of embedded disks

Ds = Liper,7p(B5(0)) < X.
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We will now choose a parameter § « d,. Lee-Taubes showed in [32, Lemma 2.1] that, given a fixed d,
there exists, a map ¢, € Diff(X,w) and a distinguished Hamiltonian isotopy ¢ from ¢ to ¢, such that
the following holds:

(1) For any s € [0,1], the map ¢, (s) is d-nondegenerate and has the same set of periodic orbits
of period less than or equal to d as the diffeomorphism ¢. Moreover, a periodic point of (JNS*(S)
of period less than or equal to d is positive/negative hyperbolic or elliptic if and only if it is
positive /negative hyperbolic or elliptic, respectively as a periodic point of 5(8) If it is elliptic, it
has the same rotation number with respect to 5*(3) as with respect to ¢.

(2) For any s € [0,1], the map ¢4(s) agrees with ¢ at any point outside of the union of coordinate
disks Ds < 3.

(3) The diffeomorphism ¢, has a specific normal form inside the union of coordinate disks D5 < X.

The first, second and third items correspond to the third, fifth and fourth points, respectively of [32,
Lemma 2.1]; for details regarding the third item, we refer the reader to [32, Section 2.1]. Note that by the
second item, as long as ¢ is small enough, ¢, differs from ¢ only on Dg. This implies ¢, is Hamiltonian
isotopic to ¢, and moreover we can find a Hamiltonian generating the isotopy which is compactly supported
in Ds.

Step 2: To prove what we want to know about theseNapproximations, we will need to recall some facts
about the construction of the map ¢, and the isotopy ¢, from [32].

We first elaborate on the normal form near the relevant periodic points before perturbing. As long as
d is sufficiently small, Lemma 2.2 in [32] produces, for each embedded Reeb orbit v in My of period less
than or equal to d, a tubular neighborhood embedding

Ty - R/Z xCo R/Z X BlOO5<O) - M¢

of v such that the images of the maps 7, are all disjoint. Let 6 be the coordinate on R/Z and z be
the complex coordinate on C. Then there is a constant k = k(¢,J) = 1 such that the following facts
hold regarding the tubular neighbhorhood embedding 7, for any embedded Reeb orbit v of period ¢ < d.
There are certain smooth functions v, € C*(R/Z,R) and pu, € C*(R/Z,C) associated to v, defined in
[32, Definition 2.1] and which we make reference to without comment, such that the following holds:

(1) The composition of 7, with the projection My — R/Z is the map (6, z) — ¢#.

(2) For any -, there are smooth functions v € C*(R/Z,R) and u € C*(R/Z,C) such that

(DTfy)_l(q_lR) — 0p — 2i(vz + pZ + )0, + 2i(VZ + iz + ©) 05
where ¢ is a smooth, complex-valued function on R/Z x Byggs(0) such that
le| + [2]|Ve| < k2|

(3) For any 7, and any point in R/Z x {0}, we have (J o D7y)(0.) = D7y(i0z).
(4) The restriction of (7y)*wy to {p} x Bioos(0) is given by §dz A dz for every p € R/Z.

Properties (1)-(3) above are explicitly stated in [32, Lemma 2.2]. Property (4) above follows from the
construction of the embedding in [32, Section 2.3], which we now explain. Our map 7, was denoted by
¢~ in [32]. It was stated in [32, Section 2.3, Part 1] that the maps v, are area-preserving, which implies
that the map ¢ preserves the area on each slice {p} x Bjgps(0), and hence the map ¢, defined by [32,
Definition 2.3] satisfies property (4) above.

We next explain the desired form for the element ¢, of the approximation, in these coordinates. Use
7 to identify the disks {{k/q} x Bioos(0)} with embedded disks in X, by identifying ¥ with the fiber over
0 as above. Then the construction in [32] gives a smooth, complex-valued function ¢, equal to 0 when z
is close to zero and equal to ¢ when |z| > 4, such that, under this identification, the map ¢, is the time
1/g-flow of the vector field

(71) vy =0 — 2i(Vy2 + pyZ + ¢)0; + 2i(1yZ + i,z + € )0
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To prepare for the discussion of what we need to know about the isotopy, we first elaborate on the
construction of ¢,. In Part 2 of Section 2.3 of [32], the authors construct for each embedded Reeb orbit
~ a certain family {u%(;}g,g[o,l) of area-preserving maps with domain a small disk D centered at the origin
in C and range Bygos(0) < C. The family is chosen such that, for a smaller disk D* < D, and any k, the
map ./, agrees with 75¢ on {k/q} x (D\D*). Moreover, u, o acts by the identity map and each map
fixes the origin. We now set ¢, to be equal to ¢ outside of any disk in X of the form 7, ({k/q} x B10os(0))
for an embedded Reeb orbit v of period ¢ < d. Inside such a disk, we set it to be (71/_ 1)*u%k /q- We recall
as well, from [32, Eq. 2.7] and the following discussion in [32, Section 2.3] that the vector field v, is the
sum of dy and the time-dependent vector field generating the family of maps . 6.

Now we construct the distinguished Hamiltonian isotopy 5* from ¢ to ¢,. For any s € [0, 1], we fix the
map & (s) € Diff(Z,w) to be equal to ¢ outside of any disk in = of the form 7y ({k/q} x Bipos(0)) for an
embedded Reeb orbit « of period ¢ < d. Inside such a disk, we set it to be (7'7_1)*u%8.k/q.

We end this step by collecting some key facts about this isotopy. For any s € [0, 1], the map gb‘lgﬁ*(s)
is supported on a union of embedded disks in X. It follows that qz~5* is a Hamiltonian isotopy, generated by
a Hamiltonian H compactly supported in this union of embedded disks. We also note that the fact that
each map u, ¢ fixes the origin implies that each area-preserving map qg* (s) has the same periodic points
of period less than or equal to d as ¢ itself.

Step 3: This step discusses the Hamiltonian H generating the isotopy 5*(3) and its analytic properties.
Recall from Step 2 that, for any s € [0, 1], quS* (s)¢~! is supported in the union of embedded coordinate
disks Ds of radius ¢ centered on the set Ay of periodic points of period less than or equal to d. We conclude
that there is a Hamiltonian H € C*(R/Z x ¥), compactly spported in R/Z x Dy, generating the isotopy
5*(3) from ¢ to ¢,. We fix a choice of such a Hamiltonian. It will be very important for later arguments
to note that the Hamiltonian H satisfies the following bounds.

Lemma 6.19. Let (¢«, Jx) be a (0, d)-approzimation of (¢, J) with distinguished isotopy qg*, generated by
a Hamiltonian H € H(X,D5) as above. There is a constant kg 19 = kg.19(P,J,g,d) = 1 such that

[Hlco + |dH] g < r6.199-

Proof. Fix any embedded Reeb orbit v of period ¢ < d. By definition, the Hamiltonian vector field X
generating the isotopy ¢y in the tubular neighborhood 74 (R/Z % Bygos(0)) is equal to vy, — (D7) (¢! R).

It vanishes outside the union of these tubular neighborhoods. Recall that local coordinate expressions
for both vector fields were presented in Step 2. Using these local coordinate expressions, we deduce that

X =2i((v — vy)z + (= p14)2) 0> + 2i((vy — V)Z + (11, — p1)2)0z + ex
where ¢x denotes a vector field satisfying a pointwise bound of the form |lex |, < r(¢, J)|2|?.
It follows that there is a constant x > 1 depending only on the constants v, u, vy, ., across all periodic

orbits v of period less than or equal to d, along with the metric g, so that we have a bound of the form
Xy < 3.

By definition, the exterior derivative dH of the Hamiltonian H satisfies the equation w(X,—) = —dH.
From the bound on || X||,; and the fact that ||w|, = 2 we conclude the desired bound on ||dH||,. The bound
on |H|co then follows from the prior bound and the fact that H is compactly supported in Ds < ¥; it
can be constructed on each disk in Ds by integrating dH radially from the center and then subtracting a
constant which is < 4. O

Step 4: The fourth step fixes a useful identification of the mapping torus My with the mapping torus
M. s for every s € [0, 1].
Fix a smooth function h : [0,1]s x [0,1]; — [0, 1] satisfying the following properties:
(1) For every s, we have h(s,t) = 0 for ¢ near 0 and h(s,t) = s for ¢ near 1.
(2) For every (s,t), the t-derivative hy(s,t) lies in the interval [0, 4s].
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The data of the Hamiltonian H from the previous step and the smooth function h produces a smooth
family {H°}c[0,1] of Hamiltonians supported in Ds, defined by

(72) Hs(t,p) = ht('s’t)Hs(h(Svt)vp)'

Note that H' is not, in general, equal to the Hamiltonian H. However, the isotopy it generates from ¢
to ¢« is equal to the isotopy ¢, pre-composed with a reparameterization of the domain of the isotopy via
the map h(1,—). We observe for any fixed s € [0,1] that the Hamiltonian H® generates an isotopy from
¢ to ¢«(s), given by the map t — ¢, (h(s,t)). It consequently defines a diffeomorphism

MHS . M¢ i qu*(s)

Step 5: This fifth step collects those facts that we will need about the approximation J, of J in order

to relate the twisted PFH chain complexes.

(1) Ji agrees with J outside of the union of the images of 7, over all embedded Reeb orbits in My of
period less than or equal to d.

(2) The pushforward JH' lies in the generic subset J°(dt, Wey ) © T (dt,we).

(3) For any 7, D! 0.J, 0 D7, is equal to i on a small neighborhood of R/Z x {0} < R/Z x Biggs(0).

(4) For any pair of PFH generators ©_ and ©, with degree < d, defining the same class in H;(My),
and any class W e Hy(My,©4,0_;7Z), there is a bijection between

M;(04,0_,W;J) and M (Mpgi(6,), My (6-), (M)« (W); JI).

Remark 6.20. The fourth point is a slight generalization of the analogous statement in Lemma 2.4 of
[32], which asserts a bijection between M;(©,,0_;J) and My (M1 (0.), My (0_); JH'). We give an
explanation below of why this generalization holds as well.

The proof of the bijection in [32] uses a perturbation-theoretic argument. A sequence {Ji}&_, of
almost-complex structures is chosen such that J; = J and Jy = J,, any two consecutive members J
and Jj 41 of the sequence are very close in the C'' norm, and their difference has support in progressively
smaller neighborhoods of the periodic points of ¢ of degree less than or equal to d. Then a gluing argument
gives for every k a bijection between M; (04,0 _; J;) and M;(©4,0_; Ji41) which by nature will identify
pseudoholomorphic currents in the same relative homology class, and therefore induce a bijection between
M;(04,0_,W; J;) and M;(©4,0_,W; Jr1). Chaining together all of these bijections (and pushing
forward by My1) and taking a limit as k — oo yield the desired bijection between M; (0,0 _, W;J) and
M (M1 (©4), Mg (0-), (Mg )e(W): JI).

We will also fix a distinguished homotopy {J,} € J(dt,wy) from J to J,.

Step 6: We conclude with a discussion of the identification of the twisted PFH groups associated to
(¢, J) and the (4, d)-approximation (¢, Jy).

Fix a PFH parameter set S = (¢, Of,JJ) where I' has degree < d. Fix a PFH parameter set
S, = (qb*,@fgfl,,]fl). It is immediate given all of the above considerations that there is a canonical
bijection between the generators of TwPFC,(S) and TwPFC,(S). A generator (0, W) of TwPFC,(S)
is mapped under this bijection to (Mg (0), (Mg1)«(W)). The bijections between the moduli spaces of
pseudoholomorphic currents for J and J ' imply that the canonical bijection on the generators induces
an isomorphism

TwPFC(S) - TwPFC(S.,).

It will also be useful to note that there is a bijection, for any s € [0, 1], between twisted PFH generators
for ¢ with reference cycle O and twisted PFH generators for the diffeomorphism ¢, (s) with reference
cycle ©F given by the map

ref ?

(0, W) = (Mps(0), (Mas )«(W)).
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6.5.2. PFH spectral invariants. We now give the previously promised proof of Proposition 2.2, which
claims that the PFH spectral invariants change by O(d) after taking a (4, d)-approximation.

Proposition 6.21. Let S = (¢, O, J), s (s), and H® be as above. Then for each s, the map Mpys defines
a bijection between the generators of TwPFCy(¢, O e, J) and TwPFCy(¢od}., @g;, JH*. Moreover, there

is a constant kg 91 = 1 depending only on ¢, J, d, O and g such that for every twisted PFH generator
(©,W) of TwPFC(S), we have the bound

|A(©, W) = As((Mps(©), (Mus)«(W))| < rg.210.
Proof. Fix any generator (©, W) of TwPFC,(S). For the sake of brevity, write
(©5, W) = (Mg (), (Mg )«(W))

for the corresponding twisted PFH generator for ¢y (s).
To show the proposition, we will prove for any s a bound of the form

|As(Mps(0©), (Mps)«(W)) — A(©,W)] < 6.
Expanding the left-hand side and pulling back by Mps, we find

A, (O, Ws) = J (MHS)*wa*(S) - j we + J ((MHS)*wa(S) B wd))
W w w

—f w¢+f dHS/\dt—f w¢+f Hsdt—f Hedt
w w w e e

ref

(73)

The last equality in (73) follows from Stokes’ theorem. It is a consequence of the second point in
Lemma 6.19 that the one-form

Hedt = hy(s,t)H (h(s,t), —)dt
has pointwise norm bounded above by 4kg 19d. The bound in the statement of the proposition follows
from this bound and (73). O

Proof of Proposition 2.2. Let Ay(©,W) = (wg,, W) denote the version of the functional A for the PFH
parameter set S,. Proposition 6.21 shows that for any generator (0, W) of TwWPFC,(S), we have

|A(0, W) = Ay (M1 (O), (Mpg1)«(W))| < g 210

This immediately implies the proposition since it shows the isomorphism TwPFH, (S) ~ TwPFH, (S,)
shifts the PFH action filtration by at most kg 919. O

6.5.3. Seiberg- Witten spectral invariants. We now show that the Seiberg-Witten spectral invariants, when
the r-parameter is sufficiently large, change by O(d) upon taking a (J,d)-approximation. The precise
statement is deferred to Proposition 6.22 below, as we first set up the relevant notation.

Fix a family of SW parameter sets S, = (¢, J,I',r, g, = ¢, + p,) where |p,|p < r~! for every r. We
will assume that the pairs (e,,p,) are generic for every r so that the Seiberg-Witten-Floer cohomology
is well-defined, and we will also assume tht ¢ is nondegenerate. Let (¢, Jx) be a (J, d)-approximation to
(¢,J) with 6 > 0 very small. Let {H®}.[o 1] be the associated family of Hamiltonians whose time one
maps generate an isotopy from ¢ to ¢«. Let {Js}se[o,1] be the homotopy from J to Ji fixed in Step 5
of §6.5.1. Fix a reference cycle O, for ¢ such that O] = I'. As always, we take ¢ sufficiently small
so that the one-form H®dt is supported away from O, We also require § > 0 to be much smaller
than the smallest “gap” in the action spectrum. Let 7 denote the set of actions of all twisted PFH
generators for ¢ with respect to the reference cycle ©,.t. The set T is discrete because ¢ is nondegenerate
and wy is a real multiple of an integral class. Then we require 0 to be small enough so that any two
distinct points in 7 lie a distance of at least 100kg 916 away from each other. Fix a ©,¢p-concentrated
family ¢¢(r) = (B(r), ¥¢(r) = (a“(r),B%r)) as introduced in §3.2. Pushing forward by Mps defines a
@fg -concentrated family of configurations for any s € [0, 1].
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Fix a two-parameter family of SW parameter sets

Srs = (5*(3)7 J§{57FH5’T’ Ors = €y, + pr,S)

where p15 has C? and P-norm less than or equal to 1 for every s and |p,s|p < 710 for every r and s.
We will assume that the pairs (e,,, b, ) are chosen generically for every r and s (strictly speaking, they
should be “strongly admissible” in the sense of [41, §3]). The groups TwHM*(S,) and TwHM*(S, ;) are,
as long as the p, ¢ are sufficiently small, canonically isomorphic for all s and all »r > —27p. This implies
that, given a fixed o, the spectral invariant ¢ (S,.) or ¢M(S, ;) is unambiguously defined. We can now

state the desired proposition relating the SW spectral invariants of ¢ to those of the approximation ¢,.

Proposition 6.22. There is a constant kg 99 = kg.92(9,J,d, g, Org) = 1 depending only on the diffeo-
morphism ¢, the almost-complex structure J, the degree d, the metric g and the g-length of the reference
cycle O, such that the following bound holds.

Let S, s be the two-parameter family of SW parameter sets fized prior to the proposition statement. Fix
any base configuration ¢ = (Br, Y1) and assume § < 56'122. Then we have the bound

lim sup [cZM(S,; cr)) — (8,15 er) + ! J (BS(r) — Br) A dH' A dt| < K§.990.
7—>00 2 M¢ :

Proof of Proposition 6.22. Our argument combines Proposition 6.21 and Proposition 3.3 with an argu-
ment of Hutchings—Taubes [28]. The proof will proceed in three steps.

Step 1: The first step proves the proposition, assuming that a bound of the form
(74) lim sup |¢M(S,; ¢¢(r)) — CEM(SM; (r)| <o

r—00
holds.

As long as the abstract perturbations are “strongly admissible” in the sense of [41, §3], a property that
holds generically, we can fix two families of configurations ¢(r) = (B(r), U(r)) and c,(r) = (Bx(r), T« (7))
such that the following holds. First, ¢(r) solves the (¢, J,I",r, ¢,)-Seiberg-Witten equations for every r
and

lim [ are, (e(r); ¢(r)) — ™ (Sri ()] = 0.

Second, ¢4 (r) solves the (¢x, Jx,'1,7, ¢, )-Seiberg-Witten equations for every r and

T [, (0 (r); () — N (S ¢(r)] = 0

We now argue that

lim ril(ar,e#(c(r); r) — Ape, (c(r); (1)) = —j (B°(r) — Br) A wg
Mg

r—00 2

and

lim 77 (e, (€4 (r)s 1) = are,, (ex(1); (1)) = EJ (B(r) = Br) A We,-
Mg

r—00 2
*

We can argue as in the proof of the identity (11) in Proposition 3.3 that we have, for any choice of base
configuration ¢ = (B, ¥), the identities

. _ 1
Tlingo |7 1ar,eu(c(7’); ) + §E¢(B(r),B)| =0

and

. _ 1
Tlingo |7 1(ar7em(c*(7‘);c) + 3

Eg, (B«(r), B)| = 0.
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Now all that is left is a straightforward computation:

Tt 1 (0, (s €0) — 0, (€(r): () = i 2(E,(B(r), Br) — Ey(B(r), B°(r))
- Tlingo% (B°(r) — Br) A wg
M,

lim 7~ (ape,, (cx(r)ier) = tpe,, (cx(r);¢°(r))) = lim 1(Eqs* (Bu(r), Br) = Eg, (Bx(r), B(r)))

r—00 r—o0 2
zlimz B€(r) — Br) A wg, .
g ), (B0 =B s,
Now pull back (76) by My, subtract it from (75), and plug the result into (74) to conclude the
proposition, using the fact that the pullback of wg, by My is equal to wy + dH LA dt.
Step 2: The second step applies the argument of [28, Lemma 3.4] to relate the filtered versions of the
Seiberg-Witten-Floer homologies for the parameter sets S, and S, ; for sufficiently large r.
More precisely, we will define a subset O of R, and show that for every L € O there exists a constant
rr, > 1, such that for all » > r, there exists an isomorphism &7, : TwHM7 (S;; ¢¢(r)) — TwHMT (S;,1;¢¢(7))
so that the following diagram is commutative:

(75)

(76)

TwHM7 (Sy;¢¢(r)) —— TwHMT (S, 1;5¢4(r))

| |

TwHM*(S,) ————— TwHM*(S,.1),

where the vertical arrows are the maps ¢} VHM(S,;¢¢(r)) and ¢FVHM(S, 1;¢¢(r)), the bottom horizontal
arrow is the canonical isomorphism, and the top horizontal arrow is ..

The set O is defined as follows. For s € [0,1], let 7(s) < R denote the discrete set of twisted PFH
actions A (O, W) across all twisted PFH generators (6, W) for the diffeomorphism 5*(3) with respect to
the reference cycle ©,cr. Then we define O to be the set of L € R such that dist(L,7 (s)) > 10kg 910 for
all s €[0,1].

The existence of the above commutative diagram follows from repeating the one-parameter subdivision
argument in [28, Lemma 3.4] and [43, Paper I, Lemma 4.6]. This argument requires dist(L, 7 (s)) to be
bounded away from 0 uniformly, and r needs to be larger than a constant depending only on geometric
constants and this lower bound, which by our conditions on L depends only on geometric constants and 6.
Most of the necessary modifications are cosmetic and reconcile differences in conventions; our continuation
maps are analogous to the admissible deformations of [28]. The sole exception is the following. The
argument in [28] requires the compactness theory of [41], which implies that the actions of Seiberg—
Witten solutions converge to the action of a ECH generator in the limit » — 00. We use the action
convergence result from Proposition 3.3 instead.

Step 3: The third step shows that for any s € [0, 1], the limit

L, = lingO CEM(ST’,S; c“(r))

is well-defined. First, Lemma 3.15 shows that for any s € R and any fixed base configuration cr, the limit
lim, o0 cEM(S,. 55 cr) exists. We use this fact, Proposition 3.3 and the fact that the action spectra T (s)
defined in the previous step are discrete to show that L exists. First, we establish the following estimate,
which holds for any sufficiently large r, and r » ry:

(77) M8, 5 ¢(r)) — AEM(S, g ¢ (r))| < 7 2.

We use Proposition 6.5 and the fact that | £°(r)|L1(az,) has an r-independent upper bound to control the
Chern-Simons functional. To control the functional Ey4, we observe that wgy is exact on the support of
B¢(r) — B¢(r4), apply Stokes’ theorem, and use the fact that |F¢(r)||co < 7.
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The bound (77) implies that M (S, 5;¢¢(r)) is uniformly bounded in 7. Now by Proposition 3.3 any
subsequential limit lies in the discrete set 7 (s).

We assumed prior to the statement of the proposition that any two distinct elements of 7 = 7 (0) are
at least 100kg 910 away from each other. By Proposition 6.21, we also have dist(7(s),7) < kg 916 for
any s € [0,1]. It follows that any two distinct elements of 7 (s) are at least 90kg 910 away from each
other.

Take 74 sufficiently large so that the right-hand side of (77) is bounded above by kg 91d. Then it
follows from (77) that any two subsequential limits of the family c™M(S, g;¢(r)) as r — oo lie a distance
of at most 10kg 919 away from each other. However, they both lie in the discrete set 7 (s), and any two
distinct elements of 7 (s) have a distance of at least 90kg 910 from each other. We conclude that any
two subsequential limits of the family cM(S, g;¢(r)) as r — oo coincide, and therefore the family has a
unique limit as r — oo.

Step 4: The fourth step completes the proof of (74).

Fix either L = Lo — 20kg 910 or L = Lo + 20kg 910. Since Lg € T, we find that L is a distance of at
least 10kg 916 from any point in 7. The existence of the respective diagrams in Step 2 for either value
of L implies that

Ly — 20kg.910 < CEM(Sr,l; (1)) < Lo + 20k 91 6.

Taking r» — oo in the above shows |Ly — L1| < 40xg 919, from which we conclude (74), and therefore
the whole proposition. O

6.6. The PFH and SWF gradings. Recall that both twisted PFH and twisted Seiberg—Witten—Floer
cohomology have canonical relative Z—gradings. The relative Z—grading on the twisted PFH group sends
two generators (©4, W) and (©_, W_) to the ECH index I(©4,0_, W, —W_).

The relative Z—grading on the twisted SWF group sends two generators represented by solutions ¢
and c_ to the spectral flow SF(c_,cy) between the Hessians £._ and L., . It is shown by [32] that their
isomorphism reverses the relative Z—gradings. In this section, we show a technical result, Proposition 6.23,
estimating the PFH gradings of two distinct, Hamiltonian-isotopic maps ¢ and ¢’ in terms of corresponding
Seiberg—Witten gradings. The result uses a result of Cristofaro—Gardiner [8] computing the relative ECH
index in a symplectic cobordism in terms of Seiberg—Witten theory.

6.6.1. Setup and statement of Proposition 6.23. Fix a nondegenerate map ¢ € Diff(¥X,w). Fix a Hamil-
tonian H € C((0,1) x ), and set ¢’ = ¢ o gb}q, and furthermore suppose that ¢’ is also nondegenerate.
Fix a negative monotone class I' € Hy(My;Z) of degree d. Fix a separated trivialized reference cycle Oy
for ¢ representing the class I'.

We use these choices to define PFH parameter sets S = (¢, Oy, J) and S = (¢/, 02, .J").

Write g and ¢’ for the Riemannian metrics on My and My induced by (¢, J) and (¢', J'), respectively.
For r » —2mp choose SW parameter sets S = (¢, J,I',r,g = ¢, +p) and S = (¢/, J,TH r ¢’ = ¢, +p').
We assume that (e, p) and (¢),,p’) are generic, with p and ' having small C3 and P-norm and p and
p’ having very small P-norm. Finally, we fix nondegenerate base configurations ¢ = (Br, ¥r), and
¢r = (Bp, ) on My and My, and fix a constant A > 1 such that |[Fp, [cs(g) and |Fp: |cs(y) are < Ad.
We now state the proposition that we will spend the rest of this section proving.

Proposition 6.23. Let S, S?, S, S, ¢, ¢r/, and A be as above. Suppose that cr and (Mp)*cp are
sufficiently C'-close. Then for any two classes 0 € TwPFH(S) and T € TwPFH(SHY), sufficiently large r,
there is a geometric constant kgo3 = 1 such that, if we set 0o = Thq(0) and 7o = T7h,4(7), we have
the inequality

(L(r) = 1(0)) + (SF(7a, 1) — SF(0w, cr))| < rg.23(Ad)™>.

We will prove the proposition in stages. To start, we review the setup for our argument and fix some
notation. Fix an SW continuation parameter set Sy = (K, Js,7,gs) from S to SH. Then S, defines a
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symplectic 4-manifold
1
(X =R x My, Qx =ds ndt+ §(w¢ + d(K(s)dt)))

and counting solutions to the S,-Seiberg-Witten instanton equations (9) on X defines a quasi-isomorphism
from TwCM*(SH) to TwCM*(S), with the induced map on cohomology independent of the choice of K.
Choose data as in Section 3.2 to define the Lee-Taubes isomorphism 77 4 : TWPFH,(S) — TwHM™*(S)
and push forward this data by My define an isomorphism 7% 5 : TwPFH,(S) — TwHM *(SH). Fix
twisted PFH generators (©,W) and (©',W') for ¢ and ¢'. Pull back (0, W') by My so that © is
considered as a set of loops with multiplicity in My and W' is a class in Ho(My,©', Ore; Z). Fix r » 1
and write? ¢ = (B, ¥ = r'/2(a, §)) = Tw®"(©, W) and ¢ = (B, ¥ = r1/2(a/, 8)) = Twd" (0", W').

6.6.2. Applying a computation of Cristofaro-Gardiner. We now begin the proof of the proposition. Our
goal is to compare the difference I(©", W')—I1(0, W) of the PFH gradings with the corresponding difference
SF(c,er) — SF(¢/, ¢) of the Seiberg-Witten gradings. Recall from §2.3.8 the relative index ind(c,c’) for
the solutions ¢ = Tw®" (0, W) and ¢’ = Twd" (60", W’) of the S- and S¥-Seiberg-Witten equations. This
is the index of the Fredholm operator

0
Loy=——+ Lo,
° 7 s %
where 0 is any path from ¢ to ¢/. Our first step towards proving Proposition 6.23 is to show that

I(©',W') — I(6,W) is equal to this Seiberg-Witten-theoretic quantity.
Lemma 6.24. Let ©, ©', W, W', ¢, ¢ be as above. Then
1(©, W) —1(0,W) = ind(c,).

Proof. The proof of Lemma 6.24 will be carried out in three steps. The first two steps, after some
preparation, use [8, Theorem 5.1] to show that ind(c,¢’) is equal to a certain ECH index. The last step
shows this index is equal to I(©’,W') — I(©,W).

Step 1: The first step uses the Seiberg-Witten solutions ¢ = (B, ¥ = r'/2(a,)), ¢ = (B, ¥ =
r1/2(a/, B')), considered as configurations on My, to construct a certain surface Z with cylindrical ends
which interpolates between © and ©’.

Recall by Proposition 2.8 that o does not vanish outside of a tubular neighborhood of © of radius
approximately 7~ /2, and likewise for o/ with respect to the orbit set ©. Choose a path d = (B, U, =
(as, Bs)) from (B, V) to (B',¥’) in Conn(Er) x C*(Sr). We assume for simplicity that for s < —2 that
(Bs,¥s) = (B,¥) and for s > 2 that (Bs, ¥s) = (B, ¥').

Consider the path of sections {U,}scr as a section Wy = (ax, Sx) of the pullback of St to X = R x M,
via the projection to My. Make a small deformation of the path {¥,}scr, keeping it constant for |s| » 1, so
that ax is transverse to zero, and the zero set Z = oz;(l (0) is a smooth, properly embedded surface, whose
intersections with the sets {s > 2} and {s < —2} are cylindrical ends which lie in tubular neighborhoods of
radius ~ 72 of © and O, respectively. To cite Cristofaro-Gardiner’s computation, we want to assume
that Z has no closed components, and we can do this after making a further deformation to the path,
supported in {|s| < 3}.

For the remainder of this construction, fix a large parameter R » 1. This is required to apply some
analysis from [43, Paper III, §2.c], which is a key step in Cristofaro-Gardiner’s computation. The inter-
sections of Z with (—oo, —R] x My and [R, %) x My are disjoint unions of cylinders over embedded loops
in M, lying near © and ©’. Replace these ends with ends exponentially decaying to © as s — —o0 and
©' as s — o, as prescribed in [43, Paper I1I, §2b.1]. Denote the resulting surface by Z. The surface Z
projects to My to form a two-chain with boundary ©’ — ©, and as a result has a well-defined homology

class [Z] € Hy(My,©',©;Z), independent of the exact choice of path d and parameter R » 1, as in [8].

2Strictly speaking this requires taking a (6, d)-approximation for both ¢ and ¢', however since this does not change the
grading we omit this from the notation for simplicity.
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Step 2: We now state the required result from [8]. Let I(©’,0,[Z]) denote the standard ECH index
in the symplectic cobordism X as defined in [23, §4.2]. Then [8, Theorem 5.1] implies the identity

(78) ind(c,d') = I1(0',0,[Z]).

The theorem in [8] is stated for the case where X is a completed symplectic cobordism between contact
3—-manifolds. The argument extends with only cosmetic modifications to our case, where X is instead a
completed fibered symplectic cobordism between stable Hamiltonian mapping torii. See also [8, Remark
5.3] for a summary of some crucial analysis from [43, Paper I11, §2.c|.

Step 3: The purpose of this step is conclude the proof of the lemma by showing the identity

(79) [Z] = W' —W.

This implies the lemma because I(0',0, W' —W) = I[(©',W) —I(©,W) by the properties of the ECH
index, so (78) and (79) combine to prove the identity asserted by the lemma. The computation uses
the details of the construction of Z and the “winding number” interpretation of the twisted Lee-Taubes
isomorphism from Remark 3.5.

Let (B¢(r),¥¢(r) = (a(r), (1)) be the family of base configurations concentrating around ©,.s used
to define the Lee-Taubes isomorphism. Without loss of generality, assume that the path o = (Bs, ¥s)
fixed above is chosen such that (Bs, ¥s) = (B°(r), ¥¢(r) = (a“(r), 5(r))) when |s| < 1. Recall that a(r)
is transverse to the zero section and has zero set equal to ©,.;. Let R » 1 be the large parameter that we
used to define the compact surface Z in the previous step, which we completed with cylindrical ends to
form Z. We set

Z_ = 7 N [—R, —1] X M¢, Zint = 7 N [—1, 1] X M¢, Z+ = 7 (@) [1,R] X M¢.

By construction the surface Ziy is the cylinder [—1,1] x ©.. By definition, the relative homology
class [Z] is determined uniquely by the set of algebraic intersection numbers (R x 7) - Z across all y € Ar,
where Ar is the set of loops used to define the twisted Lee—Taubes isomorphism. Since the loops in Ap
are far from © and ©', we can assume that there are no intersections outside of [—R, R] x M. The loops
in Ar are also far from O, so the choice of 0 ensures that there are no intersections with the cylinder
Zint C [—1,1] X M¢.

The result follows by showing, for any v € Ar, the identity (R x v) - Z = (y, W' — W). By what we
have said above, we have

Rxv)-Z=Rx7v)-Zy +(Rx7v)-Z_.
The algebraic intersection numbers on the right-hand side are well-defined since by definition R x ~ will
be far from the boundary of either Z. or Z_. We will show that

Rx9)Zp =W, Rx9)-Zo ==, W)

for every fixed v € A,. We will write down the argument for the intersection number with Z,. The
argument for Z_ is identical.

This equality follows from our topological interpretation of the isomorphism between the two twisted
theories. Recall from the discussion in Remark 3.5 that the relative winding number wind(~y, a(r), o)
is equal to {7y, W’). By definition, the section ag of Er is homotopic to o/ through sections that do not
vanish on ~. It follows that

Wind(77 af (7"), OZR) = Wind(77 af (7"), O/) = </77 W/>
Note also by definition that a(r) = a;. Therefore, it remains to show
Wlnd(’}la Ofl,OéR) = (R x fY) : Z+'

This can be shown explicitly. For any s € [1, R], we define a smooth, complex-valued function fs; on
~ by the identity as = fsai1/|a1|. The zeroes of fs correspond with the zeros of a, which by definition
are (the projections of) intersection points of Z, with R x 7. It follows that, since Z, intersects R x ~
transversely, the functions fs are themselves transverse to zero; wind(v, a1, ag) is precisely equal to the
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oriented count of zeros of the functions {fs}. This in turn is equal to the intersection number of Z, with
R x 7. U

6.6.3. Bounding the relative index and the proof of Proposition 6.23. Our next task is to estimate the
relative index ind(c,¢’) in terms of the spectral flows SF(c,cr) and SF(¢, ¢f.) where ¢, ¢ are the base
configurations fixed at the beginning of §6.6. The following lemma proves such an estimate, assuming cr,
c/F are C! close and that their curvatures have C3 norms < Ad for some A.

Lemma 6.25. Let ¢, ¢’ be as fized above and cr, ¢, A as fized in Proposition 6.23. Then
lind(c, ) — SF(c,cr) + SF(¢, ¢p)| < (Ad)>/2.

Proof. The estimate asserted in the lemma follows from the additivity of index under gluing and a com-
putation using the Atiyah—Patodi-Singer index theorem. The details are as follows. Let 0 = (Bs, Us) be
any smooth path in Conn(Er) x C®(Sr) that for s « —1 is equal to ¢ and for s » 1 is equal to (the
pullback of) ¢’. Recall from §2.3.8 that the index ind(c,¢’) is computed by the index of the Fredholm
operator

0

£a - % + ‘C(Bs,‘lls)

over the cylindrical end manifold X = R x My with Riemannian metric of the form gy = ds® + g5 induced
by the homotopy of Hamiltonians K fixed prior to the statement of Proposition 6.23. It will be convenient
to assume that K(s) =0 for s < —1 and K(s) = H for s > 1.

Fix some very large R > 1. Assume that the path 9 is chosen so that the following four conditions
hold:

e (Bs,¥y) equals ¢ for s < —4R and ¢ for s > 4R.
o (B, V) equals ¢r for s € [-2R, —1] and ¢} for s € [1,2R].

Now standard gluing arguments for Fredholm operators imply that
(80) ind(Lp) = ind(Lo_) + ind(Lyp) + ind (Lo, )

where Ly_, Lo and Ly, are three Fredholm operators which we define below.
The operator L,_ is the operator on the cylindrical manifold R x M, associated to a smooth path d_
in Conn(Er) x C*(Sr) which is equal to ¢ for s « —1 and ¢ for s » 1. We therefore find

(81) ind(Ly_) = SF(c,cp).

The operator Ly, is the operator on the cylindrical manifold R x My associated to a smooth path
in Conn(Er/) x C*(Srr) which is equal to ¢ for s « —1 and ¢’ for s » 1. We therefore find

(82) ind(Ly, ) = —SF(¢, ).

The operator Ly, is the operator on the same cylindrical end Riemannian 4-manifold X diffeomorphic
to R x My that the operator L, was defined on. It is associated to a smooth path or = (Brs, ¥r.s)
in Conn(Er) x C*(Sr) which is equal to ¢r for s < —1 and (the pullback of) ¢ for s > 1. We can
furthermore assume, since ¢r and ¢, are assumed to be very close, that for all s € [—1,1] the one-form
a—asBr,s has very small C° norm.

We observe that we can view the Riemannian manifold X as the compact manifold [—2,2] x My,
equipped with the restriction of the Riemannian metric gy = ds? + ¢g; with cylindrical ends attached,
modeled on the Riemannian manifolds (Mg, g) and (My,q’). We abuse notation and use ¢’ to denote
the pullback of the Riemannian metric on My induced by the pair (¢, J). Analogously to the proof of
Proposition 6.13, we can compute the index of Ly, using the Atiyah-Patodi-Singer index theorem [2].
See §6.4 for discussion of the terminology used here.
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The index of L. is given by the formula

. 1 1
ind(Lop) = f APS(or)dvolyy + =1(Dp.) — 51(D;)

1 1
+ SF(L (81,0, £(r,wr)) = SF(Lis1.0), Ls19p)) + 510(9) — 5 (g

Here APS(or) denotes the APS integrand associated to the path of Dirac operators {Dpy  }se[—2,2]-
The terms 7(g) and n(g’) are the eta invariants of the odd signature operators

<b7 f) — (*db - df7 d*b)

associated to the metrics g and ¢’ corresponding to the pairs (¢, J) and (¢', J'), respectively. They are
bounded by constants depending only on these metrics.
As in §6.4, we use [41, Lemma 5.4] to show

ISF(L (r.0)> L(Brwr)) = SF(L 1.0y Lwn)| < [ Fe e + [ Fpy |26 < (Ad)2,

By Proposition 6.14, we have |[n(Dp,) —n(Dp;)| < (Ad)??. Tt remains to bound the first term of (83),
the integral of APS(dr). An explicit formula for the APS integrand is found in the first chapter of [5]. In
dimension four, it splits into a term depending only on the fl—genus of the curvature of the Riemannian
metric gx_ and the integral

0
J dS/\_BF,s/\FBFS-
[~2,2]x My s ’

Recall that |0sBr s|co is small, so this latter integral is < ||[Fi,|co < (Ad)*2. Tt follows from plugging
everything into (83) that

(84) lind(Lop)| < (Ad)*2.
Now plug (81), (82), and (84) into (80) to prove the bound asserted by the lemma. O
We now prove Proposition 6.23.

Proof of Proposition 6.23. Combine Lemmas 6.24 and 6.25. g
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