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Morse homotopy for the SU(2)-Chern—Simons perturbation
theory

TATSURO SHIMIZU

In this article, we give an alternative description of the 2—loop term of the SU(2)—
Chern—Simons perturbation theory by using the technique developed in [11]. As
an application, we give a Morse theoretic description of the 2—loop term of the
SU(2)—Chern—Simons perturbation theory at a non-trivial connection.

1 Introduction

The G—Chern-Simons perturbation theory developed by M. Kontsevich in [5] and
S. Axelrod and M. I. Singer in [1] gives a topological invariant of a closed oriented
3-manifold with a flat connection of the flat G-bundle over given 3—manifold, where G
is an appropriate semi-simple Lie group. The Chern—Simons perturbation theory at the
trivial connection was well studied by G. Kuperberg and D. Thurston in [6], C. Lescop
in [7], D. Moussard in [10] and C. Taubes in [12]. In particular, Kuperberg and
Thurston in [6] and Lescop in [7] showed that the Chern—Simons perturbation theory
at the trivial connection gives a universal finite type invariant of integral homology
3—spheres. In 1999, R. Bott and A. S. Cattaneo gave a purely topological construction
of the Chern-Simons perturbation theory at a non-trivial connection in [2].

In 1996, K. Fukaya constructed the Morse homotpy invariant by using Morse functions
in [3]. The Morse homotopy invariant is an invariant of a closed oriented 3-manifold
with two different flat connections of the trivial G bundle on given 3-manifold. Fukaya
conjectured that the Morse homotopy invariant coincides with the 2—loop term of the
Chern—Simons perturbation theory in some sense. M. Futaki in [4] pointed out that
Fukaya’s invariant depends on the choice of Morse functions by giving an explicit
example.

In 2012, T. Watanabe constructed the Morse homotopy invariant for the trivial con-
nection in [13]. This is an invariant of rational homology 3-spheres. We showed
that Watanabe’s invariant coincides with the Chern—Simons perturbation theory at the
trivial connection in [11].


http://www.ams.org/mathscinet/search/mscdoc.html?code=\@secclass 

2 Tatsuro Shimizu

In this article, we give a generalized description of the 2—loop term of the SU(2)—-Chern—
Simons perturbation theory at a non-trivial flat connection by using the technique
developed in [11]. A flat conncection gives a local system on given 3—manifold via
the holonomy representation. The SU(2)-Chern—Simons perturbation theory gives
an invariant of given 3—manifold with the local system. As an application of our
generalized construction, we give the Morse homotopy for the 2—loop term of the
SU(2)—Chern—Simons perturbation theory at a non-trivial connection.

A propagator plays an important role in the construction of the Chern-Simons pertur-
bation theory. A propagator used in our construction is slightly different from that in
[2]. There is an obstruction to existence of a propagator. We show that this obstruction
is vanishing in SU(2)—Chern—Simons perturbation theory.

The invariant given by the Chern-Simons perturbation theory is the sum of the principal
term and the correction term. Both terms are invariants of a flat connection on a 3—
manifold with an extra information on the 3-manifold. In the Bott and Cattaneo’s
construction, they used a framing of given 3-manifold as an extra infromation. In
this article, we use three 3—cycles of the unit sphere bundle of the tangent bundle of
given 3-manifold. A framing gives a three linearly independent unit vector fields and
each vector field gives a 3-cycle of the unit sphere bundle of the tangent bundle of the
3-manifold. In this meaning, our construction is a generalization of Bott and Cattaneo’s
construction.

Lescop defined an invariant of 3-manifold with Betti number 1 in [8]. In the construction
of Lescop’s invariant, she used a similar technique in the construction of the Chern—
Simons perturbation theory. Watanabe constructed an invariant of 3-manifold with
Betti number 1 by using his Morse homotopy technique in [14]. It is expected that
the Chern-Simons perturbation theory at a non-trivial connection is related to Lescop’
invariant and Watanabe’s invariant in some sense.

The organization of this paper is as follows. In Section 2 we introduce some notations.
In Section 3 we give a generalized construction of the 2—loop term of the Bott and
Cattaneo’s Chern—Simons perturbation theory. In Section 4 we give a Morse homotopy
for the 2—-loop term of the Chern—Simons perturbation theory as an application of the
construction given in Section 3. In Section 5 we prove Theorem 4.7 stated in Section
4.
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2 Homology with local coefficients

In this section, we prepare some notations about homology with local coefficients.

2.1 Chains with local coefficients

We first prepare the notation about the chains or cycles with local coefficients. Let X be
a manifold and E be a local system on M. Let f : (A,a) — (M, f(a)) be a continuous
map from a contractible compact k—dimensional manifold A with a base point a € A
to X. Since A is contractible, the map f with e € Ef(,) gives a k—chain in Ci(X; E)
via an appropriate triangulation of A. We denote by (A, a;e) or (f : A — M, a; e) this
chain.

More generally, a continuous map g : (B,b) — (M, g(b)) from a compact k di-
mensional manifold with a base point b € B to X with e € (Eg(b))g*”'(B’b) gives a
k—chain (B, b; e). Here (Eg))$*™ B is the invariant part of Ey) under the action of
g«mi(B,b) < mi(M,g(b)).

Forachain C = (f : A — M, a; e), the support Supp(C) of C is defined by Supp(C) =
Sf(A).

Let m : X — M be a fiber bundle such that the typical fiber F is a compact oriented
manifold. Let c = (f : A — M, a;e) € Cx(M; E) be a k—chain of M. Then

e = (fv:f*X — X,vg5€) € Crpdimr(X; m°E)

isa (k+dim F)—chain of X, wheref :f*X — X isabundle map inducedby f : A — M
and v, € 7~ !(a) is any point.

2.2 Intersection of chains

Let X be a compact n dimensional manifold with a boundary and E is an oriented
local system on X. Let cy, ..., ct be singular chains of X such that:

(A) The degree of ¢; is n;: ¢; € Cy,(X; E) for each i,
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(B) Supp(dc;) C 0X and there are open submanifolds Uy, ..., Uy of 0X satisfying
Supp(dc;) C U; and (), U; = 0.

Here U is an open submanifold of 0X if U is a (dim X — 1)—dimensional submanifold
and the boundary QU is a submanifold of 9X, where U is a closure of U. Each ¢; gives
a homology class [c;] € H,,(X, U;; E). We denote by [c;]p.p. € H" "(X,0X — U;; E)
the Poincaré dual of [c;]. The cup product [ci]p.p. U...U [ck]p.p. isin

HECT (x| J@X — U EH).

1

Thanks to the assumption (B), |J,(0X — U;) = 0X. Then [ci]lpp. U ... U [cklpp. €
HXZi=m) (X | 0X; E®F).

Definition 2.1 The intersection (), c; of cy,...,ck is the homology class of degree
n— > .(n—n;) of X given by
(Nei=(cilpp. U ... Uledp.p)pp. € Hy s ronyX: E¥F).

More generally, the intersection (), c¢; is also defined for ¢; with dc; ¢ 0X. Let
c1, - .., Ck be the chains satisfying the following conditions:
(A) The degree of ¢; is n;: ¢; € Cp(X; E) for any i,
(B) There are open submanifold Vi, ..., V, C X and open submanifold Uy, ..., U, C
0X such that Supp(dc;) C C; U U; and (), Vi =, U; = 0.
In this case, each ¢; gives a homology class in H,,(M \ (UJ; Vi), U; UOQV;;E). Then we
define ();¢; = ([e1lp.p. U - .. Uleklp.p)pp. € Hy s (n—npX \ (U;Vi); E®F).

Remark 2.2 We remark that if ¢y, ..., ¢ transversally intersect, the homology class
\J; ci is represented by the geometric intersection of ci, ..., cx.

3 Analternative description of the SU(2)-Chern-Simons per-
turbation theory

In this section we give a generalized construction of the 2—loop term of the Chern—
Simons perturbation theory. This construction is a generalization of the construction
given by Bott and Cattaneo in [2]. Let M be an oriented closed 3—manifold and G
be a simply connected Lie group (After Theorem 3.13, we only consider the case of
G = SUQ2)). Let p : m(M) — G be a representation of 7;(M). We consider a local
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system on M as a covariant functor from the fundamental groupoid to a category of
finite dimensional vector spaces. Let E be the local system on M corresponding to
the representation Ad o p : m (M) — Aut(g), where g is the Lie algebra of G and
Ad : G — Aut(g) is the adjoint representation of G. We denote by E, the object
corresponding to x € M, -, the morphism corresponding to a path v in M via the
functor E. We assume that E is acyclic, namely Hy(M; E) = 0 for any k € Z.

We denote by R the local system corresponding to the rank one trivial representation.
The natural transformation map

c:R—EQE

is given by the following: Since E is corresponding to an orthonormal representation,
there is a natural isomorphism E; ® E; = E, ® E} for any x € M where E7 is the dual
space of E,. The evaluation map ev is in E, ® E}. Then we set c(1) = ev.

Let us denote by B{(M?, A) the manifold with corner obtained by the real blowing
up of M? along A = {(x,x) | x € M}. We denote by g : B{(M?* A) — M?
the blow down map. Then F = ¢*(p]E ® p3E) is a local system on BU(M?, N),
where p; : M> — M and py : M> — M are the projections. We remark that
F’q—l(A) = ¢*(E®E). Let T : B{(M?,A) — B{(M?, A) be an involution induced
by To : M*> — M? (x,y) — (y,x). We denote by Hy (M?; F),H; (M*,F) the +1
eigen space and —1 eigen space of the induced map T, : Hz(M?;F) — H3(M*;F)
respectively.

There is a unique homology class d(E) € H (¢~'(A); F) corresponding to c,([A]) €
H3(A; F) under the following diagram, where [A] € H3(A;R) is the fundamental
homology class.

H} (BUM?, A), OBUM*N); F) — H (M*, A;E ® E)

Jo . =[s

Hi (g~ '(A): F) Hi (A;E®E)

The left vertical line is a part of the long exact sequence of the pair (B{(M?, A), OBL(M?, A))
and the right vertical line is a part of the long exact sequence of the pair (M2, A). The
top horizontal isomorphism is the excision isomorphism.

Let s : A — g '(A) be a section. Then [s(A) U T(s(A))] is a homology class in
Hy (g7 '(A):R).

Lemma 3.1 The homology class [s(A) U T(s(A))] is independent of the choice of a
section s.
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Proof We show that [s(A) U T(s(A))] Na € Hy(g~'(A);R) is independent of the
choice of s for any o € Ha(g~'(A);R). Thanks to the Poincaré duality, this implies
that the homology class [s(A) U T(s(A))] is independent of the choice of s.

Since T : ¢g~'(A) — ¢~ '(A) reverses the orientation, for any a € H;r(q_l(A); R) and
b€ Hi (g ' (A)R), anb = (ap.p. Ubpp)p.p. € Hy (g ' (A);R) =0.

Since H; (A;R) = Hy (A;R) = 0 and H,, (S%;R) = 0, we have H, (¢~ '(A);R) =
Hi (A;R) x Hy (8% R). Then H; (g7 '(A);R) is generated by [¢~!(x)] for a point
x € A. Itis clear that [s(A) U T(s(AN] N [¢~ 0] = [{s@), T(s(x))}] =2 € R &
Ho(g~'(A);R). This is obviously independent of the choice of s. O

Definition 3.2 o(E) = ¢.(d(E) N [s(A) U T(s(A))]) € Hi(AE R E).

Remark 3.3 We will show that o(E) is an obstruction to the exsistence of a propagator
in Lemma 3.7.

Lemma 3.4 If G = SU(2), then H (A;E® E) = 0. In particular o(E) = 0.

Proof Since To|a = id, H; (A;E® E) = Hi(A;(E ® E)”). The Lie bracket [-, -]
of su, induces a natural transformation map b : EQ E — E f(x ®y) = [x,y].
For each (x,x) € A, b : E, ® E;, — E; is subjective because su, is semi-simple.
Then dim(kerb) = 6. Since b(T(x ® y)) = —b(x ® y), (Ex ® E,)~ is a subspace of
kerb. On the other hand dim((E, ® E,)~) = 6. Therefore (E ® E)~ = E. Then
Hi(A(E®E)T) = Hi(AE) =0. O

We now define a propagator which plays an important role in the construction of the
invariant.

Definition 3.5 (propagator) A 4—cycle 3 € C4(BOM?, A), OBU(M?, A); F) is said
to be a propagator if there is a cycle E% € C;r (g~ '(A); R) such that the following
conditons hold:

(1 T.X=X%,
) ¢.[¥2] = [A] € Hf (A;R) and
(3) 0% = cu(22).
Remark 3.6 Since H?_(A,R) = 0, we have H;"(q—l(A)’R) S H’;(A,R)XHO(SQ,R) ~

H3(A;R). From the condition (2) of Definition 3.5, the homology class [Eﬂ%] €
H3(g~'(A); R) is independent from EH% and X.
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Lemma 3.7 If o(E) = 0, there exist propagators.

Proof Lets: A — g !(A)beasection. Thecycle 1{s(A), T(s(A)} € C5 (¢~ (A);R)
satisfies the condition (2) of Definition 3.5. Set »o = %{S(A), T(s(A))}. By the defi-
nition of d(E),

d(E) — c.[S9] € ker(q. : Hy (OBUM?, A); F) — Hy (A E ® E)).
We fix a trivialization ¢~ '(A) = A x §%. Under the trivialization ¢~ '(A) =2 A x §?,

[
kerg, = H{ (A E ® E) x Hy(S%:R) = H; (A;E ® E).

Forany a € H; (AE® E), g.«((a x [S?D N Zg) = a. Then the last isomorphism ¢
is given by () = g«(- N E%). On the other hand q*(c*[ZH%] N [ZH%]) = 0. Therefore
0 = 0(E) — qu(c:[ZZ1N[Z2]) = ¢ (d(E) — c.[22]). Thus we have d(E) = c.[X2].
This implies that

c.[28] € Im(H4(BUM?, N), OBU(M?, A); F) — H3(OBUM?, A); F)).

So we can take Xo € C4(BU(M?, A); F) satisfying 029 = C*E]% Then ¥ = %(Eo +
T(X)) € CI(BE(MZ, A), OBI(M?, A); F) is a propagator. ]

We take a triple of propagators (31, X5, >3) satisfying the following conditions:
e There are submanifolds Ni, N> and N3 of g~'(A) such that N; O Supp(9%))
fori=1,2,3,
e NINN,NN; = 0.
We will call such a triple an admissible triple of propagators. Under these conditions,

we can apply the intersection theory to X1, >», 33 as in the usual homology theory.
(More precisely, we consider the Poincaré dual of each propagator. See Section 2.2)

Lemma 3.8 Let (X,%,,%3) and (X7, X, X%) be admissible triples of propagators
such that 0%; = 9%, for any i = 1,2,3 and [X) — X1] = 0 € H; (BUM?, A); F).
Then Tr®*(Z N T, N X3) = Tr¥3(Z) N B, N T5) € R = Hy(BUM?, A),R).

Proof It is enough to show that Tr®2(21 NYXo N3 — E/l N N3) = 0. Since
[22 N Y3] € Ho(BUM?, A), OBUM?, A); F) and [X) — 4] = 0 € Hy(BUM?, A); F),
we have
E1NENE3) — X NENE;)
= [ —-ZN[Z2N3s]
= 0N[X2N33]=0.
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Lemma 3.9 If G = SU(2), then H (B{(M?, A); F) = 0.

Proof By the Poincaré duality and the excision isomorphism, H, (B{(M?, A); F) =
H*(BUM?, ), OBUM?, A); F) = H? (M?, A; piE ® p3E). Since H*(M;E) = 0, the
Kiinneth formula shows that H*(M?; PIE®p5E) = 0. The cohomology exact sequence
of pair (M?, A) implies that H> (M?, A;piE ® p3E) = H' (A;E ® E). By the same
reason as in Lemma 3.4, HL.(A;EQ E) = HY(A;(E®R E)™) = 0. o

Corollary 3.10 If G = SU(2), Tr®%(2;, ¥5, ¥3) € R is independent of the choice of
an admissible triple of propagators (X1, ¥, >3).

Let STM is the unit sphere bundle of TM. Let Fryy — STM be the tangent bundle
along the fiber of STM — M. We denote by e(Fry) € H 2(STM; R) the Euler class of
Fryr — M. Then e(Fry)p.p. € H3(STM, R)

Let c1,c2,c3 € C3(STM; R) be 3—cycles such that (), Supp(c;) = 0 and [c1] = [c2] =
[e3] = %e(FTM)p_D,. Let W be a compact oriented 4—manifold with OW = M and
x(W) = 0, where x(W) is the Euler characteristic of W. Let T"W C TW be an
oriented R? bundle satisfying T"W/|y; = TM. The total space of the unit sphere bundle
ST"W is an oriented 6-dimensional manifold with OST"W = STM . Let Fpvy — ST'W
be the tangent bundle along the fiber of ST"W — W and let e(Fpy) € H*(ST"'W;R)
be the Euler class. Then e(Frw)pp. € Ha(ST"W,0ST'W;R). Take 4-cycles
Ci,C2,C3 € C4(ST'W,9ST'W;R) such that IC; = ¢; and [Ci,c;] = 3e(Frw)p.p.
for i = 1,2,3. By the assumption of ¢y, 7, ¢3, the intersection (C; NC, N C3) € R =
Hy(ST"W,9ST"W; R) is well-defined.

Lemma 3.11 (Theorem4.1 in [11], see also Appendix of [11]) (C; N C, N C3) —
%SignW € R is independent of the choice of Cy,C,,C3 and W.

Definition 3.12 I(c{,c2,¢c3) =(C1NCr, N C3) — %SignW € R.

There is a natural bundle isomorphism ¢ : TM = T(M?*)/TA given by ¥(x,v) =
((x,x), (v, —v)), where x € M and v € T,M. 1 gives an bundle isomorphism between
STM and g~ '(A). We identify STM with ¢g~'(A) via this bundle isomorphism. Under
this identification, 0% is a 3—cycle in C3(STM; E ® E) for any propagator 3. By the
definition of propagator, there is a cycle E% € C3(STM; R) such that c*(Zﬂ%) = 0.
We recall that the homology class [Z]?g] € H3(STM; R) is independent of the choice
of a propagator 3. (See Remark 3.6). Since e(Fry)p.p. € H;’ (STM;R) = R, we have
[Z?&] = %e(FTM)P.D.-

From now we assume that G = SU(2).
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Theorem 3.13 Let (31,35, 33) be an admissible triple of propagators. Let EI% ; €
C3(STM; R) be the cycle such that c*(Z%i) =0%,; fori=1,2,3. Then

ZSVD(M,E; %1, 50, 53) = TIN5 N5, N 53) — 6158, 58,58 5) € R

is independent of the choice of (X1, >y, 23).

Proof Let X7 be an alternative choice of ¥;. Let Eﬂ*{”‘? € C3(STM; R) be the cycle
satisfying c*(Eﬂ*gf) = 0%} for i = 1,2,3. Let C7, C; be 4-cycles in C4(ST"W;R)
satisfying 0XF = Zﬁé}?, oY = E%I. fori=1,2,3. Let STM x [0,1] C ST"W,STM x
{0} = OST'X be a collar of STM in ST'W. We identify ST'W \ (STM x [0, 1]) with
ST'W by stretching the collar. Thanks to Lemma 3.11, without loss of generality, we
may assume that C}|spvw\starxpo,i7) = Ci- Then

I(E]E:?a E%ga E]Eg) - I(E]?{,l? Z%,Z’ 21%3)
= CINCGNC;N(STM % [0,1])
= CiNCNC3NSTM % [0, 1]).
Let g~'(A) x [0, 1] C BUM?, A), g~ (A) x {0} = OBUM?, A) be a collar of g~ (A)
in B{(M?, A). Thanks to Lemma 3.9, without loss of generality, we may assume that
Silgear, ang-1ayxio,11 = 2i and il 1a)xp0,1) = Cilstmrxqo,11- Then
Tr*(51, 5, 53) — TI*3(X], 23, 33)
= TN T)N T30 (g '(A) x [0,1])
Tr®2(c*(1) ® (1) @ e (C1 N Co, N C3N(STM x [0, 1]))
= 6(CiNC,NC3N(STM x [0,1])).
Therefore Tr®?($) N X N ¥3) — 61(29 |, 28 ,, 20 1) = Tr¥*(X7 N S5 N E3) —

*,0 vr,0 vk,0
61257, 555, 55 %) O

Definition 3.14 Z5V@ M, E) = Z5VO(M, E; 21, %5, 3).

4 Morse homotopy for the SU(2)-Chern-Simons perturba-
tion theory

In [11] we introduced the Morse theoretic description (Morse homotopy) of a propaga-
tor for the Chern—Simons perturbation theory at the trivial connection. This description
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is deeply inspired by [3] and [13] and related to [9]. In this section, we give a Morse
theoretic description of a propagator for ZSY® (M, E).

Let f : M — R be a Morse function. We denote by Cerit;(f) the set of critical points
of index j of f and set Crit(f) = Llj—o,1,2,3Crit;(f). We denote by ind(p) the index of
p € Crit(f). Let

(B, =02 B B orB B a2 B B o
be the Morse-Smale complex of the Morse function f with an acyclic local system E,
namely Cj(f; E) = @pecriy(r)Ep-

Let (CID} M5 M),cr be the one—parameter family of diffeomorphisms associated to
gradf. Let A, and D, be the ascending manifold of p and descending manifold of p
respectively for p € Crit(f):

— : () —
Ay ={xeY| Aim  ©y(x) =rh
- : f0y) —
D,={xeY| tl_l}I(I)lo y(x) = p}.
Let M(p, g) be the set of all trajectories connecting g € Crit(f) and p € Crit(f):
M@p.q) ={y:R— M |dvy/dt = gradf, lim (1) =g, lim v(r) = p}.
t——00 t—00
The additive group R acts on M(p, q) as shifting the parameter. We set

M (p.q) = Mp,9)/R.

We consider each v € M/(p, q) as a path from ¢ to p. When ind(g) = ind(p) + 1, we
assign e(y) € {+,—} to each v € M'(p, q) as follows: e(y) = + if and only if the
orientation of ~y is from ¢ to p.

The orientation convention follows [11].
Definition 4.1 ([3],[13]) A family of homomorphisms g = (gk : G E) —
Ci+1(f; E))rez 1s said to be a combinatorial propagator if
g o0+ Oy 0 gt = ideygy
forall k € Z.

A combinatorial propagator g gives a morphism g, , : E, — E; for p € Crit(f),q €
Critg11(f).

Let f2 : M x [0,00) — M? fa(x, 1) = (x, @/ (x)). LetM_,(f) be the closure of
M x [0,00)) in M?. M_,(f) is obtained from fa(M x [0,00)) by adding all the
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broken trajectories (See [9, Lemma 4.3] or [13, Proposition 3.4] for more details). The
map fg can be extended to the closure. We denote by fa : M_,(f) — M? the extended
map. Then we get a 4—chain of M?>:

M_,(f) = (M (f), (x,0); (1)) € Co(M?; piE @ p3E).
The closure of ¢g~'(M°,(f) \ A) in B{(M?, A) gives a 4—chain in BA(M?, A). We will
denote by
MEL(f) € CaBUM®; A); F)

this chain.

We denote by A, — M the extension of the embedding A, — M to the closure of
A,. A, is obtained by adding all the broken trajectories (See [13, Proposition 3.17]
for more detail). For p € Criti(f) and g € Crityy1(f), (1 ® gp4) is a morphism from
E, ® E, to E, ® E,. Therefore

Ap x Dy = (A x Dy, (p, 9): (1 ® gp (D))
is a 4-chain in C4(M?,pE ® p5E). We denote by
(Ap x DYP* € C4(BUM?, N); F)
the 4—chain given from the closure of ¢! (fp X ﬁq\ A) in BOM?, A). Let
MO(F) = ME(F) + > (A, x D™,
Pp,q€Crit(f),indp=indg—1
1
M) = S(MO() + TM() € Ca(BUM?, D); F).
Lemma 4.2 M(f) is a 4—cycle of C4(B{(M?, A), OB{(M?, A); F).
Proof M_,(f)+ Zp,q A, x D, is a 4—chain of M. It is sufficient to show that

Supp(dM—(f) + > | A, x Dg)) C A.
P4
By Lemma 4.3 in [9] or Propositon 3.4 in [13] and Proposition 3.14 in [13],

OM_(N\A= D" (A, x Dy, (p,p)ic(l)),

peCrit(f)
A, x D)
= > U A x Dy, 0,0):(1 @ (g 0 gpg)e(D)

p'€Crit(f) v, €M (p,q)

+ > U Ay x Dy (@ 9): ((p.g)s " © 8pig ® De(D)).

g/ €CIit() 7, o EM' (')
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If ind(p) > ind(p), then the image of va,’qu,(p,yq) <Ip X Dipl, @,1"); (1 ® (Y )5 ©
8p.g)c(1)) is in at most 2—dimensional manifold Ip X DT,/ Then we can omit
va,’qu/(p,ﬂ) (Ap XDy, (p, P); 1@ (Y )5 08p,g)c(1)) from the boundary of A, x D,.
Therefore, we have

(A, x D)
= Z ( Z 5(’Yp’,q)~’47p X Dfp’v »,p)d® (V)% © 8p.g)c(1))
p/ECri[md(p)(f) "/p/’qu/(P,vq)

+ ) ) ) Ay X Dy (@) (g ' 0 8pg @ De(1))

q' €Critinag)(f) 7,y EM'(P:q")

= Y Y A XDy (.00 ® ey ) s © 8pg)e(D))

p'€Critingp) () Y ,EM' (P’ ,9)

+ ) ) Ay x Dy 9 (1 Q gpg 0 e(pg ) pg)ede(D)

q' €Criting(g)(f) Vo EM'(P,q")

= > Y A XDy, .00 @ Oy egpe(D)

p'€Critinap) () Yy €M’ P',q)

+ Z < Z Ai‘]/ X ﬁfb (qlv ), (1 & 8p,q © (ap,q/))C(l».

q' €Critinag)(f) 7, EM'(P:q")

Here 0y , : E, — E, is the boundary map. Thus

8(2}171, x D,)

pq
= > >, AxDyen”0e Y Gpgogpgt Y, Oy og,®De(l)

k  p,p’ €Crity(f) q€Critg11(f) reCrity_1(f)

- Z (TpXﬁ]N(p?p)vc*(l))
peCrit(f)

= OML(H)\ A

Therefore
Supp(A(M(f) + Y A, x D)) C A,

pq

We set
c(f) = OM(f) € C3(g~ (A); F).
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By the definition of M(f), OM(f) € C3(¢~ ' (A); ¢*(E ® E)) = C3(STM; ¢*(E ® E))
is described as follows: For v € T\M \ {0}, we denote by [v] € ST,M the image of v
under the projection T,:M \ {0} — STM.

OM(f) = (A(P), (x, [grad s c(D)+¢" | D _(MPp, @), (p,p);(d @ (gpgo Y, w)e(D)

P4 YEM' (p,q)

Here A(f) = {[grad,f], —[grad f] € STyM | y € M \ Crit(f)} < STM and x € M \
Crit(f) is any point. We remark that A(f) is a 3—cycle of C3(STM;R) (See [11,
Lemma] for details). Let us denote

o(f) =D (IMp. ). (p.p:(d @ (grgo > w)e(D)).
P YEM'(p,9)

We next introduce the linking number of 1-chains with local coefficients. Let ¢j, ¢y €
C,; (M, EQE) be 1-cycles such that Supp(c1)NSupp(cz) = (). Since H (M,EQE) =0,
there is a 2—chain C; € C, (M; E ® E) such that 9C; = c¢;. Then we have a O—cycle
CiNecy € Co(M;(E® E)®?). Let R : (E® E)®? — R, R(x] ® x2) ® (y1 @ y2)) =
(1,311, [z, y21) = Tr2((x) @ x2) © (11 ® y2) ® cx(1)).

Lemma 4.3 R.(C) Ncy) € R = Hy(M;R) is independent of the choice of C.

Proof Let C] be the alternative choice of C;. C; —C} isa2—cycles of C; (M; EQE).
Since H, (M; EQE) =0, CiNcy—CiNex = [C—Ci1N[e2] = 0 € Hy (M; (E®QE)?).
Therefore R.(Cy N ¢2) — R(C] N¢2) = R.(0) = 0. m|

Definition 4.4 lk(M7E)(Cl, ) = R(Cy Ney).

Definition 4.5 A triple of Morse functions (fi, f>,f3) is said to be generic when the
following conditions hold:

e Supp(c(f;)) N Supp(c(f;)) = 0 for any i # j and
i ﬂi A(fy) = 0.

Remark 4.6 A triple of Morse functions which is generic in the products space
C>°(M,R)* of a map space C>°(M,R) is generic in the above sence.

Theorem 4.7 For any generic triple of Morse functions (fi,f>,f3),
Z5UO(M, E) = TEMEDNMEDNME)-6IAF), A, A~ Y Kar g (c(f), c(f)).

i<je{1,2,3}
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5 Proof of Theorem 4.7

Since H (A;E ® E) = 0, there are 2—chains C(f}), C(f2), C(f3) € C, (A;E ® E)
satisfying OC(f;) = c(f;) for i = 1,2,3. Let OB{(M?*,A) x [0,1] be a collar of
OBUM?, A) C BUM?, A) with OBL(M?, A) x {0} = OBU(M?, A). For ¢t € [0, 1] ,we
denote by g, : OB{(M?, A) x {t} — A the projection. We may assume that

o M(f)NOBUM?,A) x [0,1] = OM(f;) x [0,1] forany i = 1,2, 3.
We set

o C(hY = ((q1/8)'C(H) + c(fi) x [0,1/4]) € C4(M*, A;E Q E),

o C() = ((q2/a)'C(f2) + c(f2) X [0,2/4]) € Co(M?*, A;E Q E),

o C() = ((g3/4) C(3) + c(f3) x [0,3/4]) € C4a(M?, A E @ E),

o M(f)) = M(fi) — C(fi),

o M(H) = M(f) — C(f) and

o M(f3) = M(fz) — C(f3).

Here c(f;) x [0,¢] = (m,)'c(f;) for t € [0, 1] and the projection m; : OBU(M?, A) x
[0,1] — B{(M?, A). Then the triple (M(f1), M), M(f3)) is a triple of admissible
propagators with OM(f;) = (A(f), (x, [grad,f1); c(1)) = c.(A(f;)). Then we have

Z"PM, E) = TIPAM(A) N M$B) 0 M$BY) — 6IAGR), Af), Af3)).

Lemma 5.1 For any a,,by,cy € (E®E)", a_,b_,c. € (E® E)~ and any
01,02,03 € {+, —} = Z/Z with 01003 = —, Tr®2(a0] X® bgz &® CU3) =0.

Proof Since 010203 — —,
®3 _ _
Ty (ag, @ bsy @ Coy) = 0105, @ 02bgy @ 03Co; = —lg; @ by, @ Coy.

On the other hand, Tr®? o Tg<>3 = Tr®2. Then Tr**(a,, ® by, ® Coy) = 0. O

Lemma5.2 (1) Tr®2(C(fi) N C(H) NOMF) x [0,11) = lkar ) (c(f1), c(2)),
(2) Tr22(C(H) NOMF) x [0,11) N CHY) = Ik, gy (c(fi), c(f3)).
(3) Tr22(OM(f1) x [0,11) N CEY N CHY) = Ikan gy (c(a), c(f3)).
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Proof We prove (1). For generic f1, />, Supp(c(f1)) N Supp(c(f>)) = 0. Therefore
Tr¥2(C(f)) N C(fr) NOM(fs) x [0, 1])
= T ((q1/4) C(F1) N (q1/2) c(fr) N OM(f3) x {1/4})
= Tr%((q1/4)' C() N (q1/0) c(Fr) N {AF), (x, %), cx (1))
+ Tr2((q1/4) C(F) N (q174) (2) N (g1 4) e(f)).
Since Supp(c(f2)) N Supp(c(f3)) = ), the second term of the last equation is zero. Then
Tr2(C(A) N C(h)Y NOM(f3) x [0, 1])
= Tr%((q1/4)' C() N (q1/0) c(Fr) N {AF), (x, %), cx (1))
= Tr¥2(C(fi) N () @ cx(1))
= Iku,g(c(f1), c(2)).

O

Proof of Theorem 4.7 Foreachi=1,2,3, OM(f;) € C3(¢g~ ' (A); ¢*(E®E)T)) and
C(f;) € C2(A; (E ® E)™). Then, thanks to Lemma 5.1,
Tr®* (M) N MBY N M(F))
= Tr?(M(f) — C(f1)) N (M(f) — C(1)) N (M) — C(3)))
= T2 (M(f) N M(f) N M(f3))
~Tr*(C(H) N C()' N OM(f3) x [0,11))
~Tr*(C(H) N OM(f) x [0, 11) N C(f3))
—Tr2((OM(f1) x [0, 1) N C(H) N C(F))
= TrP2 M) N ME) NV ME) =D TKar gy (c(f), ().

i<j
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