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Abstract

An equivariant jet transversality framework is developed for the study of critical sets
of invariant functions on GG manifolds. Techniques are developed to extend transver-
sality results to the infinite dimensional Fredholm setting. As an application, the
generic structure of the SU(4) perturbed flat moduli space of an integral homology
3-sphere is described, as well as the generic structure of the parameterized moduli
space for a path of perturbations. A similar analysis of the U(3) moduli space for
rational homology 3-spheres is also carried out.
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1 Introduction

Let X be a smooth, closed, oriented 3-dimensional manifold, G be a compact
Lie group, and G — P — X be a principal G bundle over X. The purpose of
this paper is to examine in detail transversality issues concerning the moduli
space of flat connections on P. A fundamental tool for understanding the
flat moduli space (or, more generally, the space of solutions to a Fredholm
equation) is the Kuranishi technique. This technique will be discussed at some
length in later sections, but in this introduction we give the following outline
of the Kuranishi method.
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Let A be a flat connection on P. Any other connection differs from A by
a differential 1-form with values in the adjoint bundle, a € Q'(X;adP). To
analyze the space of flat connections modulo gauge, at least locally, we can
restrict our attention to the slice through A for the gauge group action, namely,

{A+alac€kerdy,NQY(X;adP)}.

Furthermore, the Kuranishi model allows us to model the set of flat connec-
tions in the slice, those for which the curvature 2-form vanishes, as the zero
set of a map from ker L to coker L, where L is the linearization of the curva-
ture map. (We are being slightly dishonest here, in that one must adjust this
map to make the cokernel finite dimensional; see Proposition 61 for details.)
The kernel and cokernel are identified with H}(X; adP) and H%(X; adP), the
cohomology of X with coefficients in the bundle adP with its flat structure
determined by A. These two cohomology groups are isomorphic, by Poincaré
Duality.

One immediate consequence is that if H4(X;adP) = 0, then the gauge orbit
[A] is a 0-dimensional component of the flat moduli space, nondegenerate in
the sense that the orbit is cut out transversely by the equation “curvature
equals zero.” More generally, the dimension of H}(X;adP) gives an upper
bound for the dimension of the moduli space near A.

There is considerably more information contained in the Kuranishi model.
The flat moduli space near [A] is identified with the zero set of a map @ :
HY(X;adP) — H3(X;adP), modulo the action of stab(A), the isotropy sub-
group of A in the gauge group. This isotropy group is identified with the
centralizer of the holonomy subgroup of A in G. The action of stab(A) on the
vector space H%(X;adP),k = 1,2 is linear, and the map ® is equivariant.
Furthermore, ® can be identified with the differential of a certain invariant
function ¢y : H}(X;adP) — R.

If the flat moduli space fails to be a nondegenerate O-dimensional manifold,
the framework of “admissible holonomy perturbations” developed by Floer and
Taubes provides a method to perturb the flatness equation without destroying
its Fredholm property. In the G = SU(2) setting, for X satisfying H,(X;Z) =
0, these perturbations were shown in [20] to have the property that a generic
set of perturbations determine nondegenerate perturbed flat moduli spaces.
Furthermore, deforming the perturbation along a generic path produces a
cobordism between the perturbed flat moduli spaces corresponding to the
endpoints.

For higher rank Lie groups GG or more general 3-manifolds, the transversality
problems are more complicated, due to the existence of various types of re-
ducible flat connections (connections with different isotropy subgroups). The
quotient space of connections modulo gauge has singularities at the orbits of



the reducible connections. The main purpose of this paper is to develop the
perturbation framework to address transversality questions related to these
singularities.

In this paper we consider the following two cases:

(A) G=U(3) or SU(3) and X is a rational homology sphere (QHS), and
(B) G=U(4) or SU(4) and X is an integral homology sphere (ZHS).

In both of these cases, we’ll show that generic perturbations determine non-
degenerate perturbed flat moduli spaces, and furthermore we will describe the
structure of the parameterized moduli space for a generic path of perturba-
tions. The latter result will provide the basis for Cerf-theoretic proofs that
SU(4) and SU(3) Casson-type invariants are well-defined (perturbation inde-
pendent) in these two cases, but we do not take up this task in this paper.
The techniques developed here offer a promising avenue to prove similar re-
sults for more general groups G and for a broader class of 3-manifolds, but
these generalizations require further calculations and will also not be discussed
here.

Most of the work in this paper will be concerned with the Kuranishi model
around a fixed flat connection. Ultimately, global results on moduli spaces will
be obtained using compactness of the flat moduli space to obtain a cover by
finitely many Kuranishi model neighborhoods. But, because so much of the
work involves only the local structure, we will in large part abandon the usual
terminology and symbols for the spaces, functions and maps involved in the
3-manifold gauge theory context for a simpler, more general approach.

Since we expect that many of the readers are already familiar with the ter-
minology of connections, cohomology, curvature, the Chern-Simons function,
etc., it may be useful in this introduction to translate between the usual ter-
minology and the terminology used in the main body of this paper. This
correspondence is made more precise in Section 6.

Name Gauge Theory Symbol  Simpler Symbol
slice tangent space X4 = ker d% N QY(X; adP) E
curvature map F:L3X4 — L* (xX,) (:E—F
first cohomology H(X;adP) U
second cohomology H%(X;adP) W
isotropy subgroup stab(A) H
Chern-Simons function  cs: (A+ L3X,) — R c: FE—R



In summary, the local analysis in this paper is concerned with H invariant
functions on an H vector space U. The groups H with which we’ll be concerned
are the stabilizers of the different types of reducible U(n) connections, n = 3, 4.

To keep track of the possible reductions, we adopt the following notation. An
n type connection is an irreducible connection of rank n. An r; + ry type
connection is a gauge equivalent to A; & Ay, where A; and A, are irreducible
gauge inequivalent connections of rank r; and r9, respectively. It has stabilizer
isomorphic to U(1) x U(1) in U(ry + r2). Similarly, an r; + ro + r3 connection
may be decomposed into three inequivalent summands, and has stabilizer iso-
morphic to U(1) x U(1) x U(1). If A is gauge equivalent to A; & A, where A;
is an irreducible U(r1) connection, then we say A has type r?. The stabilizer
of an r# connection in U(2ry) is isomorphic to U(2). Similarly, an r; 4+ r2 type
connection is a reducible connection gauge equivalent to A; @ Ay ® As, where
Aj and A, are irreducible of rank r; and ro, respectively. Such a connection
has stabilizer in U(ry + 2r3) isomorphic to U(1) x U(2).

For concreteness, we now list the groups H and vector spaces U which arise
in the cases (A) and (B) listed above. One can sometimes replace stab(A)
by a simpler group without altering the transversality issues, so in this list
H may not correspond exactly to stab(A). In the following table, R* and R’
denote trivial representations of H (of arbitrary dimensions), R* denotes the
standard representation of SO(3), and the complex vector spaces denote the
obvious representations of the unitary groups indicated with the exception
of the last one. Here (A, N, \") € U(1) x U(1) x U(1) acts on (x,z,72,2") €
RF @ Ch @ C2 @ C’s by

()\7 )\/7 )\//)(CL‘, Z,Z/, Z//) _ (l,, )\/()\//)_lz, )\(}\//)—12/’ >\(}\/)—1z//) '

Connection type H U
n {1} R*
r1+ 7o U(l) R* @ C'
r2 SO(3) R* & (R @ R')
ri+ 12 U(2) R* o (C?@R')
MmAratrs  UQ)xUQ)xU@1) RFeChaChaCh

Section 5 contains representation-specific calculations needed for transversality
arguments in each of the types of H vector space listed in this table. In Section
6, we show that for each flat connection A in either case (A) or (B), the stab(A)



invariant functions on H4(X;adP) correspond to invariant functions on one
of these H vector spaces.

We now state the main transversality result in this paper. Fix X and G as
in Case (A) or (B). Let A denote the space of G connections on the fixed
principal G bundle P, and let G be the corresponding gauge group. These are
to be completed using appropriate Sobolev norms, which will be made precise
later on in this paper. Let cs : A — R denote the Chern-Simons function.

Theorem 1 Under the assumptions above, there exists a 6 > 0 and a residual
subset of the ball Bs(F) consisting of elements f for which the perturbed flat
moduli space M¢(X) is a nondegenerate compact 0-manifold, (i.e. cs+f is
Bott-Morse on A/G, with finitely many isolated critical orbits).

For two such perturbations fo and fi, generic paths in Bs(F) from fo to fi
have the property that the parameterized flat moduli space is a compact union
of arcs, each lying in a fized orbit type stratum. The individual arcs are compact
except for open ends that limit to distinct points in a more reducible stratum
of the parameterized moduli space. (There may well also be compact closed
components, i.e. circles.)

For o > 0 sufficiently small, the orbit of the trivial connection remains an iso-
lated point in the perturbed flat moduli space and there are no abelian perturbed
flat connections.

Remark 2 The conclusion of the theorem, expressed in other words, is that
for generic paths of small perturbations, each stratum of the perturbed flat mod-
uli space changes by a 1-dimensional cobordism. This cobordism is compact ex-
cept for a specific type of bifurcation, which is topologically a “T”-intersection,
wherein a less reducible perturbed flat orbit pops out of (or disappears into)
an arc of more reducible perturbed flat orbits. This only happens for certain
combinations of orbit types, indicated in Figure 1 for Case (A) and Figure 2
for Case (B).

3 2+1
R G
241 2+1 1+l 1+1
2+1
1+1+1<—C> 1+1+1

Fig. 1. These are the only ”T”-intersection bifurcations for U(3) or SU(3) connec-
tions on a QHS, Case (A).
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Fig. 2. These are the only ”T”-intersection bifurcations for U(4) or SU(4) connec-
tions on a ZHS, Case (B).

2 Jet Transversality and the Kuranishi Method

In this section we will establish a number of preliminary local results con-
cerning transversality for Fredholm maps which are exact 1-forms. A stan-
dard technique in gauge theory known as the Kuranishi method (also called
Liaponov-Schmidt reduction) allows one to model the zero set of a Fredholm
map locally with a finite dimensional model. This section is concerned with
perturbations of the Fredholm map and their effect on the Kuranishi model.
Specifically, we begin with a Fredholm exact 1-form, and we modify it by
adding the differential of another function to it. A fundamental question is
the following. What condition on the space of perturbation functions guaran-
tees that the corresponding perturbations of the finite dimensional Kuranishi
model satisfy the standard jet transversality conditions (so that generic per-
turbations exhibit generic behavior)?

If the exact 1-forms are required to be equivariant (i.e. they are required
to be differentials of invariant functions) under some group action, then the
transversality questions become more delicate. The main technical results in
this paper are jet transversality results about equivariant Fredholm exact 1-
forms. This section lays out the nonequivariant (and hence simpler) version of
these results, establishes notation, and provides a warm-up for the equivariant
version.

2.1 Fredholm maps and the Kuranishi Method

We begin by recalling the Kuranishi method for studying the local structure
of the zero set of a Fredholm map. Let £ and F' be Banach spaces, and let
(: E — F be a C® Fredholm map with s > 1.

Consider a point x € (71(0). For simplicity of notation, we will assume x = 0.
Set U = kerd(y and choose a complementary subspace V' C E. Similarly,
set V' = Image(d(y) and choose a complementary subspace W C F. Let
Iy : FF — V" and Ilyy : F — W denote the projections associated to the
direct sum decomposition F = V' @ W.



Proposition 3 The two projections Iy, : F — V' and Iy : F — W are
bounded.

PROOF. Consider the map V' @ W — F given by (v,w) +— v + w. It is
bounded by the triangle inequality. Because V' +W = F and V'NW = 0, this
map is also 1-1 and onto. Banach’s theorem states that if a bounded linear
map between Banach spaces is invertible, then its inverse is also bounded, so

Iy @Iy : FF— V' & W is bounded. O

Unless d( is surjective (i.e. W = 0), we cannot apply the Implicit Function
Theorem to conclude that Z = ¢~%(0) is a manifold near 0. The Kuranishi
method is to apply the Implicit Function Theorem to gain as much information
as we can, in spite of this failure. Namely, we will capitalize on the fact that
the differential of Iy o( at 0, restricted to the V' summand, is an isomorphism

Dy (Ilyr0¢)y =y 0 DGy : V — V7,
by our choice of decompositions of £ and F.

Let P: E=U @&V — V' be the map defined by
P(U, U) =y o C(uv U)‘

(If we were studying Z near a point z # 0, we would set P(u,v) = Iy o((z+
(u,v)).) Since DyP, is surjective, P71(0) is a C* manifold near (0,0) which
can be parameterized as the graph of a smooth map ¢ : By C U — V. That
is, there is a product neighborhood By x By C U @V of (0,0) such that

ZN(By x By) ={(u,¥(u)) | u € By}.

A finite dimensional model for Z near 0 is now obtained as follows. Let ® :
By — W be the map
D(u) = Iy o ((u, ().

Since ((z) vanishes if and only if both projections Ily o ((z) and Iy o ((x)
vanish, the zeros of ¢ in By x By are exactly the points (u, ¢ (u)) for which
®(u) = 0. In other words, Z N (By x By) is identified, under the graphing
map ¥ : u +— (u,¥(u)), with the zero set of & : By C U — W, a C* map
between finite dimensional vector spaces.

In the next subsection, we consider the situation where F' C E* and the map
¢ : E — F is the differential of a C**! function ¢ : E — R. That is, {(x) is
the element of E* given by ((z)(Z) = Lc(z + tZ) |io.



2.2 Fredholm exact 1-forms

In this subsection, we specialize the discussion of the last subsection to the case
where the Fredholm map ( is an exact 1-form on E. (Everything we say here
applies to a finite dimensional manifold, although the nonlinear abundance
questions are not entirely well-motivated in this context. This is a recom-
mended warm-up case for the reader to consider.)

Let ¢ : E — R be a C*™! function, and let dc : £ — E* denote its differential.
Assume that dc takes values in FF C E* and that the map dc : £ — F is
Fredholm. Then the map dc : E — F may be taken to be ( as in Section 2.1,
giving rise to local Kuranishi descriptions of the critical set of ¢ (the zero set
of dc). In this subsection, we will explore the Kuranishi method in this context
of exact 1-forms more fully.

Let = € crit(c) = (de)~1(0). For simplicity of notation, we assume x = 0 € E.
Let D(dc)y denote the linearization of the exact 1-form dc: E — F at z = 0.
We now make several other assumptions about c.

Hypothesis A. We assume that F' is a Banach space contained in £*, that
dc takes values in F, and that dc : £ — F is a (" Fredholm map. Set
U = ker D(dc)y C E and V' = Image (D(dc)y) C F. We assume that there
exist complementary spaces V' and W with the following properties:

e F=U®Vand F=W &V’ and
o W =U*and V' C V* ie. for each w € W and v € V, w(v) = 0.

Remark 4 In the gauge theory applications we have in mind, E is a subspace
of the space of connections on a principal bundle over a closed 3-manifold X,
completed with respect to a Sobolev norm L?. Fizing a base connection A, we
can identify E with L2QY(X; adP) (more precisely, with the slice tangent space
for the gauge group action through A, L?*QY(X; adP)Nker d’ ). The dual space
is L* Q*(X; adP). The pairing is given by

(w1, ws) — /—tr(wl A ws),
X

where tr : Lie(G) x Lie(G) — R is a negative definite, adjoint invariant
symmetric bilinear form on the Lie algebra. (If G C U(n), this can be taken
to be the usual trace of the product.)

The function ¢ : E — R to be studied is the Chern-Simons function, which has
the property that dey = — g5 F(A) € L*Q*(X; adP), where F(A) the curvature
2-form of A.



At a flat connection A, the linearization of the curvature map is the twisted
de Rham operator da : L*QY(X;adP) — L*Q*(X;adP), which is part of an
elliptic complex. With suitable restriction of the domain and modification of
the range (see Lemma 60 for details), we therefore obtain a Fredholm map
when L? is used on the range. This explains our motivation for the hypothesis
about F C E*. We have a Fredholm map from L? to L*> C L?, = (L3)".

In addition, after the domain and range modifications, after fixing a Rieman-
nian metric on X, the kernel and cokernel of the map da above are the co-
homology groups U = HY(X;adP) and W = H%(X;adP) with coefficients
in the flat bundle determined by A, specifically the spaces of harmonic repre-
sentatives for the cohomology. The harmonic representatives are smooth, and
hence these spaces are independent of the Sobolev norms. The metric on X
gives rise to an L* inner product on forms, and we can choose V and V' to
be orthogonal complements to the harmonic representatives. Then the second
part of Hypothesis A holds also.

Set P:U @&V — V' equal to
P(u,v) =TIy (dc(w)) :

Note that P(u,v) = 0 if and only if dc(,,) annihilates V. Near the critical
point x = 0, P71(0) is parameterized by {(u,%(u)) | v € By} for a map
1 : By — V. Again there is a map ® : By — W given by

®(u) = M (dewpw)) -

with the property that the critical set of ¢ near zero is the image of ®~1(0)
under the map ¥ : u — (u, ¥ (u)).

The following proposition identifies the Kuranishi map ¢ as an exact 1-form
on a finite dimensional space.

Proposition 5 Under Hypothesis A, ® is the differential of the C* function
¢ : By — R defined by

PROOF. Let Dic and Dsc denote the differentials of ¢ with respect to the
summands in £ = UV, i.e. [ly(dc) and I1y/(dc). Then v is defined implictly
by the equation Dsc(y ) = 0. Therefore, for « € T,,U, we have

déu(ﬁ) = ch(%w(u))(ﬁ) + D2C(u,¢(u)) o D@Du(ﬁ)
= M (dequypu))) (@)



2.3  Perturbation of Fredholm maps

We now consider the effect on the zero set, and on the local Kuranishi descrip-
tion of this set, of perturbing a Fredholm map. To begin with, we return to the
general setting of a C'* Fredholm map ¢ : E — F. Let £ be a Banach space,
with a C* map S : £ x £ — F. We will view £ as a space of perturbations of
¢, associating to each e € £ the map

C(.=C+S8(e): E— F,
where S(e)(z) = S(z, e).

Proposition 6 For any compact set K C E, there is a neighborhood N C E
of K and a 6 > 0 such that for each e € € with ||e|| <6,

C|ly: N — F

1s Fredholm.

PROOF. First fix a point x € K. The linearization d¢, : T, E — T F
is a Fredholm linear map. The space of Fredholm linear maps is an open
subset of the space of bounded linear maps L(T, E, Ty, F'). It follows that for
sufficiently small e € &€, d((.), : ToE — T¢(z)F is Fredholm.

Viewed as an element of L(E, F'), d((.), varies continuously in = and in e, so
it follows that there exists d; > 0 and dy > 0 with the property that ||e|| < &;
and ||z — 2’| < d2 insure that d((.), is Fredholm.

Choosing such ¢; and 9, for each x € K, we can take a finite subcover of the
09 balls for K, setting N to be the union. Let  be the minimimum over the
finite set of corresponding 9; values. The result follows. O

We will, for the time being, be interested in local results, so we will fix a
point in (7*(0), which we again assume to be 0 € E for simplicity. Applying
Proposition 6 to K = {0}, we get neighborhoods B¢ and Bg such that ¢, :
Bg — F is Fredholm for all e € Bg.

With the same decompositions of E and F' as before, extend the map P to a
map

PZBUXBVngHV/,

P(u,v,e) = Iy o ((u,v). (1)

10



Again, the V differential is surjective, so we obtain (after possibly shrinking
the neighborhoods) a C* map ¢ : By x Bg — V such that

P_l(O) N (BU X BV X Bg)
{(u,¥(u,e),e) | (u,e) € By x Bge}.

Now the universal zero set {(u, v, e) € By x By X Bg | (.(u,v) = 0} is identified
with the zero set of the C° map ® : By x Be — W defined by

O (u,e) =y o C(u, ¥(u,e)). (2)

Again, we will let ¥ denote the graphing map ¥ : By X Bg - U x V x &,

U(u,e) = (u,¥(u,e),e).

We now assume, once again, that the Fredholm map ( is an exact 1-form on
E, ( =dc: EF — F C E*. We consider perturbing by adding other exact
1-forms. We make the following additional assumptions.

Hypothesis B. We assume that

e F is a Banach space contained in C**(FE).
e For all f € F, the differential df takes values in F',ie. df : E — F C E*.
e The map (z, f) € E X F —df, € F is C".

Note that the general discussion above concerning perturbations of Fredholm
maps applies in this context, with &€ = F and S(f) = df : E — F. Thus if we
define a map P as in equation (1) (with & replaced by F), we obtain maps
¥, ®, and U as in equation (2). Proposition 5 generalizes immediately to the
following statement.

Proposition 7 The parameterized Kuranishi map ® : By X B — W is given
by ®(u, f) = df(u), where f : By — R is f is the C* function defined (in
terms of the implicitly defined map ) by

flu) = (c+ f)(u, ¢(u, f)).

The content of Proposition 7 is that via the Kuranishi method, the study
of critical sets cut out by Fredholm exact 1-forms reduces to the study of
the critical sets of functions on a finite dimensional space. We next focus on
transversality issues concerning critical sets in the latter setting. These issues

11



are conveniently discussed in terms of jets, so we pause to establish some useful
notation and recall the jet transversality theorem.

2.4 Jet transversality

In this subsection, let U be a finite dimensional normed vector space. Let
Ck(U) denote the set of (real valued) C* functions on U, and let C(kb)(U )
denote the set of functions with all derivatives of order less than or equal to
k bounded. This can be made into a Banach space by defining a norm

k
|71l = 3 supa’f,|.

=0 ue
where the terms in the sum are the operator norms of &’ f,, : U®7 — R.

Definition 8 For any integer k > 0, let J*(U) denote the set of k-jets of maps
from U toR. Let o : J*(U) — U be the source map, and set J*(U), = a~(u).
Assume r > 0 and define j* : C™*(U) x U — J*(U) by

3*(fyu) = 3u(f) = [u, f] € T*(U)u.

We will sometimes view j* as a map j* : C™*(U) — C"(U, J¥(U)). (See [15],
for example.)

Notice that J*(U) is a vector bundle over U and that, if f is C*, j*(f) defines a
section of it. To illustrate the usefulness of jets, we recall the Jet Transversality
Theorem and a number of applications. See Theorems 3.2.7 and 3.2.8 in [15]
for a more general discussion of these issues. We will adapt the theorem in [15]
to the present setting of a (nonlinear) C" map 7 : F — C(bJ)rk(U). The reader

should keep in mind the implicitly defined 7 (f) = f from Proposition 7.

Although for simplicity we will state these results for globally defined functions
on U, they generalize easily to open subsets of U (at the expense of having to
differentiate between the subset and its tangent space). Also, note that any
C* function on an open ball B(U) is in Cf,(Be(U)) for each € < ¢, so the
bounded derivatives condition is not a serious problem for local arguments.

Recall that a subset of a topological space is residual if it is a countable
intersection of open dense sets.

Theorem 9 Let A C J*(U) be a C*° submanifold, and fiz r > max{0, dim U—
codim A}. Suppose that F is a Banach space and that T : F — C’&:)rk(U) is a

C" map. Let Q : FxU — J5(U) be the C™ map defined by Q(f,u) = j* (T (f)).

12



If Q s transverse to A, then
{feF|%T(f): U — J*U) is transverse to A}
1s residual in F and hence dense. For f in this residual subset,
fueU| 5T (f) € A}
is a submanifold of U of codimension equal to codim A.

Remark 10 The hypothesis on r, which comes from the differentiability re-
quirement for the Sard-Smale Theorem, is not a big problem for us. All of
the submanifolds A with which we will be concerned are contained in {[u, f] €
JEU) | df, = 0}, so codim A > dim U. Therefore it will be sufficient to take
r > 0.

PROOF. Set W = Q7 '(A) C F x U. By the Implicit Function Theorem,
W is a C" submanifold, of codimension equal to the codimension of A in
JE(U). The projection 7 : F x U — F is Fredholm, of index dim U. Thus the
restriction 7|y : W — F is a Fredholm map of index dim U — codim A. By
the Sard-Smale Theorem, the set of regular values is residual in F, and one
can check that f is a regular value of 7|y if and only if j*(7(f)) is transverse
to A. The preimage of a regular value f is {f} x {u € U | Q(f,u) € A}, a
submanifold of {f} x U. O

The following corollary illustrates the utility of this theorem in the study of
critical sets. (This first corollary could be stated more efficiently in terms of
the cotangent bundle instead of jet spaces, but we formulate it this way as a
warm-up for the other applications that follow.)

Corollary 11 Let F be a Banach space and let k > 1. Suppose that T : F —
C(bJ)rk(U) is a C™ map with the property that the map Q : F x U — J*(U),
defined by Q(f,u) = j*(f), is transverse to the submanifold

A =A{[u, f] € J*(U) | df.. = 0}.

Then
{f € F|T(f) is Morse}

1s restdual in F and hence dense.

PROOF. The codimension of A in J*(U) is dim U. By Theorem 9, for f in
a residual subset of F,

crit(T(f)) = {u € U | ju(T(f)) € A}

13



is a 0-dimensional submanifold of U. Implicit in the final statement in the
theorem is that the condition that j%(7(f)) € A cuts out its solution set in

U transversely. This means that d(7(f)) : U — T*U has transverse zeros, so
T(f)is Morse. O

There is a standard method for extending these transversality results to fam-
ilies of functions in F. We will be interested only in one dimensional families
in this paper. Suppose that fo and f; are two elements of F such that 7 (fy)
and 7 (f1) are Morse functions. Fix r > max{0,dimU — codim A + 1}. Let
C"™*(]0,1], F) denote the space of C"** paths from f; to f;. This is an affine

space modeled on the Banach space {{ft} € C™k([0,1], F) | f(0) = f(1) = 0}.
In all the cases where we apply this theorem, r = 2 will suffice.

Theorem 12 With U, AcC J*(U), F, T and Q as above, the set
{fYosi<t | T (f) : U x [0,1] — JE(U) is transverse to A}
is residual in CN’(;{’“([O, 1], F). For any path in this residual set, the set

{(u,t) € U x [0,1] | j;(fe) € A}

is a submanifold of U x [0, 1] of codimension equal to codim A.

PROOF. If the map @ is transverse to A, then clearly the extended map

Q: (0,1, 7) x U x [0, 1] — JH(U),

given by Q({ fi}, u, o) = 7*(fs,), is transverse to A. The path space is a Banach
manifold, and we can make exactly the same argument as in Theorem 9. O

Corollary 13 Assume the transversality hypothesis of Theorem 12 holds for
A= A{[u, f] € J*U) | df. = 0}
for some k > 1. Then for a residual set of paths from fy to fi, the parameter-

ized critical set {(u,t) € U x [0,1] | d(fi)u = 0} is a (possibly non-compact)
1-dimensional manifold with boundary equal to

({0} x crit(fo)) U ({1} x crit(f1)) .
PROOF. This is an immediate consequence of Theorem 12. O
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Remark 14 This corollary does not preclude functions fy, in the path with
non-isolated critical points. There may in fact be a whole 1-manifold of crit-
ical points for certain values of t. One can see this already with U = R and
F = {linear functions}. Consider, for example, the functions fo(r) = x and
fi(z) = —x, with the path fi(x) = (1 — 2t)x connecting them.

Corollary 15 Assume that, for some k > 2, the transversality hypothesis of
Theorem 12 holds for

A={[u, fl € J*U) | df. = 0}
and for each of the subsets
Ay = {[u, f] € J*U) | df, = 0 and dimkerd*f, =1},

forl=1,...,dimU. Then for a residual set of paths from fy to fi, the points
(ug, to) in the 1-dimensional parameterized critical set

{(u7t> e U x [07 1] | d(ft)u = 0}

where dimker d*(f;), = 1 are isolated, and there are no points where this
dimension is larger than one.

PROOF. This follows from the fact that A; has codimension one in A and,
for [ > 1, A; has codimension > 1 in A. We leave this computation to
the reader. We make a similar argument in the more complicated equivariant
setting in Proposition 39. O

Corollary 16 Assume the transverality hypothesis of Theorem 12 holds for
A AL Agimo, A C JRU), k>3,
where A, Ay, ..., Aamu are as defined above and
A ={[u, f] € J*U) | df, =0, dimkerd®f, =1, and d?’fu|kerd2fu = 0}.

Then for a residual set of paths from fqy to fi, the 1-dimensional parameterized
critical set has the following properties at each (ug,to) in it where d*(fi,)u, has
nontrivial (1-dimensional) kernel:

(a) fi, has the property that d*(fu,)|xer a2 (fy)u, 5 nONErivial.
(b) %(dft)who 7"é 0.

PROOF. The proof of the first claim is another application of the Param-
eterized Jet Transversality Theorem, relying on the fact that A’ C A; is a
submanifold of codimension one.
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The second claim follows from the fact that the parameterized critical set is
a l-manifold cut out transversely in U x [0,1]. At (uo,to), the tangent space
must be ker d*(fi, )y, ® {0}. This implies the second claim. O

Corollary 17 Under the hypothesis of the Corollary 16, the bifurcations in
the critical set, for a generic path connecting Morse functions in F, are “stan-
dard Morse births and deaths” which are modeled on the bifurcation in the
critical set of fi : R — R, fi(x) = —tx + %3 + R(t,x) where lim,_g % =0.

PROOF. The reduction to 1-dimension is a standard Kuranishi or Liaponov-
Schmidt reduction. The two conditions in Corollary 16 insure that the reduced
model has the same property, except now there is only one “space variable” and
ker d* f;, is the whole line. The expansion of f;(x) now follows (after rescaling
t and z to adjust the coefficients). O

The idea behind jets is that they provide an intrinsic formulation of the Taylor
expansion, independent of any coordinate system. Taylor expansions, on the
other hand, behave in a rather complicated way with respect to composition
with diffeomorphisms or other differentiable maps.

The following identification of the space of jets will be helpful. For any finite
dimensional vector space U, let S*(U) C (U*)®* denote the space of symmetric
k tensors on U. (It will be convenient to set S°(U) = R.) We will use the
notation S°+**(U) to denote the direct sum @% ,S*(U). If U is a subset
of a vector space, then one must make the straightforward modification of
replacing S'(U) with SYT,U). Let d*(-), : C¥(U) — S*¥(U) denote the kth
derivative at u, sending f to d*f, (define d°f, = f(u)).

Using linear coordinates on U, we obtain a natural bijective correspondence
between J*(U), and S°F**(U) | given by

[, f] = (d°fu, d" fu, .. d" f). (3)

In this notation, d°f, is simply the value f(u). In this way, J*(U) becomes a
(trivial) vector bundle over U with fiber SO**(U). (It is also tempting to
view the fiber as the space of polynomials on U of degree less than or equal
to k, associating [u, f] to the Taylor expansion of f at u. This is a little more
complicated, since the Taylor polynomial at ug is a polynomial in © — ug. The
former identification avoids these complications and works much better for
our purposes.)

In all jet transversality applications that come up in this paper, we will be con-
cerned with submanifolds A which are transverse to the fiber of a : J*(U) —
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U. Thus it will be helpful to have the following sufficient condition to show
@ is transverse to A (which may well be stronger than necessary, but is inde-
pendent of a particular choice of A).

Proposition 18 Suppose, in Theorem 9, that A C J*(U) is transverse to the
fibers of a : J¥(U) — U. Then to verify the transversality hypothesis that Q
is transverse to A, it is sufficient to show that the first differential DiQ) ;) :
TiF — szqj(T(f))JkU maps onto the tangent space of the fiber J*(U),.

Equivalently, if we set ]-"((;,3 =T¢F and

Figwy = {8f € T4F | jL(DT;(51)) = 0}, 0<I<k,
then it is sufficient to check that the maps
d, 0 DTy : 6f € Fi) = d'(DT;(5f))u € S'(T.U)

are surjective for 1 =0,...,k.

PROOF. Note that the image of Q|zx(, lies in the fiber J*(U),, so the
image of the differential D1Q(su) : TyF — Tje(r(p)J*(U) lies in the tangent
space of the fiber. Thus the first claim is obvious.

The second claim is equally straightforward. The key observation is that j* is
linear, so D(j5oT);(6f) = j8 (DT;(6f)). Any 0 f € .7-"&;1)) contributes nothing
under this map to the S7(U), j < [, summands in S°T**(U) under the map
(3). O

For a linear map L : U — V| there is a pullback map L* : S*(V) — S*(U)
given by L*7(uq,...,ux) = 7(Luy, ..., Luy).

Remark 19 The advantage of filtering Ty F as we have in Proposition 18 has
to do with simplifying chain rule computations. For example, if h € CT5(U)
vanishes to order | —1 at w and ¢ : U — U 1is a diffeomorphism sending u
to u, then h o ¢ also vanishes to order | — 1 at u, and furthermore the [-th
derivative of h behaves tensorially:

d'(ho )y = (du)" (d'hu) -
Here, (d¢,)* is the pullback of the linear map d¢, : T,U — T,U.

With Theorem 9 and Proposition 18 as motivation, we make the following
definition.
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Definition 20 Given a Banach space F and a C" map T : F — C’(T;)’k(U), we
will say (T, F) is kth order abundant at (u, f) € UxF if the map j*oT : F —
JE(U), sending (f,w) — ¥ (T(f)) is a submersion at (u, f). This is equivalent
to the surjectivity of the maps d', o DT : f((;;l)) — SWU) forl=0,...,k in
the second part of Proposition 18.

The following proposition shows that although Taylor expansions depend on
a coordinate system, the property of kth order abundance does not.

Proposition 21 If ¢ : U — U is a C(T’bJ)rk diffeomorphism fixing u, then any
map T : F — C’(T;)’k(U) is kth order abundant at (u, f) if and only if ¢*T :
F— Cith(U), ¢*T(f) = T(f)os, is kth order abundant at (u, f). If ¢(u) # u,
then abundance of T at (u, f) is equivalent to abundance of $*T at (¢~ (u), f).

PROOF. If (7,F) is abundant at (u, f) then, for each 0 <[ < k, we can
choose {0 f!}1<i<m, € TyF such that

o for j < I, d (DT;(5f!)) =0, and

o {dl (D’Z}((szl))u} span S'(U).

0<i<my

The right composition map, ¢* : C(bJ)rk(U) — C(bJ)rk(U), h + ho ¢, is linear, so
D(¢p*T)¢(6f) = ¢*(DT;(6f)). If DT;(5f) vanishes to order I — 1 at u, then

_— 0 g <l
& (¢*(DT;(6))), = L ,
(dou)* d' (DT(5f)), J =1,
and (d¢,)* : SYT,U) — SYT,U) is an isomorphism. Applying this to the

tangent vectors d f! above easily proves the proposition. O

2.5 Abundance for perturbations of the Kuranishi model

We now return to the setting where 7 ¢ C™***{(U@V)and T : F — C’&:)rk(U)
is defined implicitly in terms of ¢ by

(4)

{ T(f)u) = (c+ f)(u, (u, f)),
D2(C+ f)(uvw(uv f)) =0

(on a neighborhood By x Bz of (0,0), but we will not usually refer to the
neighborhood). This subsection is concerned with how jets of the functions f
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are related to jets of the corresponding functions 7 (f) = f. More precisely,
we’ll consider the following two questions:

e Foramap7 : F C C"™*HU®V) — C(bJ)rk(BU) of the form in equations (4),
what minimal condition on F guarantees that (7", F) is kth order abundant
on BU X B]:?

e What condition on (7,F) guarantees abundance on a possibly smaller
neighborhood of (0,0) € U x F?

For 7 of this special form, the following result will be an important calcula-
tional tool.

Proposition 22 For 7 and ¢ defined as in equations (4),

DT;(0f)(u) = 6 f(u, ¥ (u, f)).

PROQOF. In the notation on the left side of the equation above, we are using
the fact that C(bJrk(U) is a vector space to identify D7;(0f) € TT(f)C’Z}:)Fk(U)

with an element of Cf,}*(U).

DT;(5)(w) = &(c+ f +16£)(u, (u, f + 1)) _
=0f(u, ¥(u, f)) + Da(c+ fuwpur) © Datbus)(0f).

Both instances of D, in this formula refer to the differential of a function of
two arguments with respect to the second argument. But v is defined by the
equation Ds(c + f)wpu,r) = 0, and hence the second term vanishes. 0O

Proposition 22 allows us to make a more specific criterion for abundance. For
feF leteVy: U — U@V denote the map Ws(u) = (u,9(u, f)). Then
Proposition 22 can be restated as D7Tp(0f)(u) = 6 f o U s(u).

Corollary 23 (7,F) is kth order abundant at (u, f) if and only if the map
of € TyF v jE(6f 0 Wy) € Tinir(pnJ*(U)u = J*(U), is surjective. Note that
Proposition 22 implies that we can also write

(fu ={0f € TyF | j, (6f 0 ¥y) =0},
and then the abundance condition can be recast as the condition that
(AW )" o d' () : F(i) — S'(U)

is surjective for all 1 < | < k. In particular, when v = 0, abundance at

(0,0) is equivalent to the surjectivity of the map i* o d'(+)g f((é 01 SHU),
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where i* : SYU @& V) — SYU) denotes the pull-back by the inclusion i : U —
Up{0}cUaV.

We next provide a sufficient condition for (7', F) to be abundant on a fixed
neighborhood By x By (assumed to be small enough that ¢ is defined on
it, of course). In this theorem, let Il : U @ V' — U denote projection onto
the first factor. We’ll denote the pull-back map on symmetric tensors by IIj; :
SEU) — SKU e V).

Theorem 24 Fiz (ug, fo) € Byx Bz and let vy = ¥(ug, fo). If F C C™HF LU
V) has the property that the image of the linear map d'(-)uewy) : TtF —

SHU @ V) contains 7*SY(U) for each 0 < | < k, then T : F — C"*(U)

defined by equation (4) is kth order abundant at (uo, fo).

The proof of Theorem 24 relies, at its heart, on nothing more than some chain
rule calculations. Because of compositions and implicitly defined functions,
however, the notation is rather daunting. The following lemma helps to distill
one of the calculations down a reasonable amount of notation.

Let h: U®V — Rand a: U — V be functions (assumed to be sufficiently
differentiable that the following derivatives make sense). Define b: U — R by

b(u) = h(u,a(u)).

Lemma 25 Let h, a, andb be functions related as above. Suppose that dlh(u,a(u)) =
0 forl < k and that dkh(uﬂ(u)) = M7 € S*U @ V), for some 7 € S¥{U).
Then d'b, = 0 for alll < k and d*b, = 7.

PROOF. Successive applications of the chain rule show

dby (1) = D1 hu,aw)) (U1) + Dahuagu)) © day (i),

dzbu (ﬁlu TT[2) = D%h(u,a(u)) (ﬁlu ﬁ2) + D1D2h(u,a(u)) (ﬁlu dau(ﬁ2>>
+D1D2h(u,a(u)) (ﬁ% dau(ﬁl)) + Dgh(u,a(u)) (dau(ﬁl)> dau(ﬁz))
+ Dol auy) (P ay (T, @2)),

and, in general,

—

dlbu (’(_[1, - ,’(_[1) = Dllh(uﬂ(u))(ul, - ,ﬁl) + other terms.

All of the other terms involve leD?h(u,a(u)) evaluated on combinations of
Iy of the vectors u; and [l tangent vectors to V' which arise from evaluating
derivatives of a on combinations of the remaining ;. Furthermore, in all these
other terms, I; + I, <l and Iy > 0, so [} < L.
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It follows that if dlh(uva(u)) = 0 then d'b, = 0. Furthermore, the assumptions
of the lemma imply that d*b, = D’fh(uﬂ(u)) = 7 because all the other terms
vanish in the chain rule formula for d*b,. O

Proof of Theorem 24. We'll rely on the criterion for abundance provided by
Proposition 18. Suppose that 6 f € TyF has the properties that J f vanishes
to order I — 1 at (u,v(u, f)) and that d'0 f,yw.p) = U7 € SYT,U). Then
Proposition 22 and Lemma 25 imply that D7;(f) vanishes to order [ — 1 at

(u,9(u, f)) and

d' (DT;(6)), =y, (6f (u, v (u, f)))

=11I;7.
O

For reasons that will be explained in Section 3, Theorem 24 is of limited use,
although a recent development by Mrowka offers some promise that we may get
to the point of being able to construct a class of perturbation functions where
this hypothesis is verifiable. In the meantime we can use the following theorem,
with a weaker hypothesis, which will be shown to hold for the traditional
class of “holonomy perturbations” of Taubes and Floer (if the perturbation
loops are chosen with a common base point). We’ll discuss the relative merits
of Theorems 24 and 26 for holonomy perturbations in 3-dimensional gauge
theory in greater detail in the next section.

Consider the inclusion i : U — U &V, i(u) = (u,0) and the pull-back i* :
SHU @ V) — S{U) on symmetric tensors.

Theorem 26 Suppose that F C C™* LU @© V) has the property that, for
each 0 <1 <k, there exist

l_
oft,....8f, € Fiy)

with the property that

{i*dl (651) g7 (0 ffnl)(o’o)}

span SY(U). Then (T, F) is kth order abundant on some neighborhood Bj; x B
of (0,0).

PROOF. The graphing map ¥ : U — U @V, u — (u,?¥(u,0)), satisfies
(dVy). =i, and hence dV§ = ¢* on symmetric tensors.
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Choose § fll as in the statement of the theorem, for 0 <[ < k. Then

& (DT5(31})) = (5flo W)
0 j <l
(dWo)*d'(811)0.0) J = L.

Abundance at (0,0) follows. Since the definition of abundance concerns sur-
jectivity of a certain differential, it is an open condition in (f,u) € F xU. O

In Section 6, we will discuss abundance of the holonomy perturbations in the
gauge theory context. The cases where higher order abundance is needed in-
volve structure groups of rank larger than SU(2) or 3-manifolds which are not
homology 3-spheres. In either case, the existence of reducible flat connections
complicates the analysis. To handle these complications, we must generalize
the discussion above to consider a compact Lie group H acting on E and F',
such that ¢ and the functions f € F are H invariant. Basically, all function
spaces such as C"(U) must then be replaced by the subspace of invariant func-
tions, and corresponding modifications of the jet spaces must be made. Before
we do this, we digress to discuss the hypotheses of Theorems 24 and 26 in the
gauge theory context.

3 General Discussion of 3-D Gauge Theory Applications of the Jet
Transversality Theorem

We pause at this time to explain why this paper contains so much work aimed
at proving abundance theorems in gauge theory, and to discuss the relative
merits of Theorems 24 and 26 in this setting. In this context, a primary object
of study is the moduli space of flat connections (on a fixed principal bundle
over a 3-manifold). Flat connections are the critical points of the Chern-Simons
functional, and the flat moduli space is modeled on the zero set of a Fredholm
exact 1-form. See Section 6 for details.

First of all, consider G = SU(2) connections on integral homology spheres.
The trivial connection is the only reducible flat SU(2) connection, and this
is isolated, so the reducible connections do not play a big role in the study
of the flat moduli spaces (in particular, in Taubes’ gauge theoretic descrip-
tion of the Casson invariant in [20]). In other words, although orbits of re-
ducible connections give rise to singularities in the space of connections mod-
ulo gauge, these quotient singularities do not present analytical difficulties in
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studying the topology of the moduli space or how it changes under pertur-
bation. The transversality problems are fairly standard and do not involve
equivariant transversality problems. Therefore, considering abundance of or-
der higher than one is unnecessary (and the jet transversality results for & = 1
are more easily set up and stated by skipping the whole jet formalism).

There is a standard class of admissible functions by which one perturbs the
Chern-Simons functions to render its critical set a nondegenerate moduli space.
It is well-known that this is first order abundant at the irreducible connections
(see [20] and [7]), and so the existence of generic perturbations producing
nondegenerate 0-dimensional moduli spaces follows from standard arguments.
Similarly, connecting two such perturbations by a generic path produces a
cobordism between the two moduli spaces.

Suppose, however, that one wished to prove that the moduli spaces change
only by a standard normal form Morse birth/death, as in Corollary 17, when
the perturbation is varied along a generic path. This requires a higher de-
gree of abundance. It is far from clear that the hypothesis of Theorem 24
holds for holonomy perturbations-we can make de Rham cohomological ar-
guments about the derivatives of holonomy in the U = H}(X;adP) direc-
tions, but we generally know little about the derivative in the other direc-
tions in the slice at A. Specifically, the complementary space V' is (ker d% N
QY (X;adP)) N (HY(X;adP)*. Topological methods do not provide adequate
information about derivatives of holonomy in these directions.

In contrast to Theorem 24, the hypothesis of Theorem 26 is a weaker condi-
tion and therefore requires less complete knowledge to verify it for a class of
admissible functions, and indeed we will verify it for holonomy perturbations
defined using loops with a common basepoint. This, combined with some argu-
ments involving openness of the abundance condition and compactness of the
(unperturbed) flat moduli space, would allow us to prove that generic paths
only have standard Morse births/deaths in the moduli space (with SU(2)
connections on integral homology spheres, so there are no reducibles to worry
about).

The primary focus of this paper is the gauge theory setting for larger structure
groups, where there are multiple strata of reducible flat connections. These
connections have nontrivial isotropy, and we are forced to consider instead of
the usual jet space a space of jets of invariant functions. Unfortunately, kth
order abundance is no longer an open condition. Overcoming this difficulty is
the subject of Section 5.

In the literature on this subject, the case of reducible SU(3) connections with

U (1) stabilizer was addressed in [3]. Transversality arguments there concerning
bifurcations where irreducible perturbed flat connections suddenly pop out of
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reducible perturbed flat connections required second order abundance (which
will be defined in Section 4). An argument given in these papers claims that we
can find a disjoint collection of curves such that linear combinations of traces
of holonomies around these curves form a second order abundant space of
perturbation functions. This argument contains an error, namely a mistaken
assumption about representing homology classes with coefficients in a flat
twisted bundle by curves with covariantly constant lifts in the flat coefficient
bundle. The present paper corrects this error, and also establishes the new
equivariant transversality results for U(3) gauge theory on rational homology
3-spheres, and for SU(4) gauge theory on integral homology spheres.

In summary, the rest of this paper will be devoted to the following tasks.
We will make the equivariant transversality and abundance issues precise in
Section 4. In Section 5, we prove certain “extension theorems” to replace the
openness of the abundance condition, which no longer holds in the equivariant
case. Finally, we verify that (common-basepoint) holonomy perturbations are
abundant in Section 6.

We finish this digression by noting that, if a function on a finite dimensional
manifold is not Morse, the smallest space of perturbations that would allow one
obtain transversality results can be constructed as follows. Cover the critical
set by Kuranishi model neighborhoods, then take a suitable class of functions
on the Kuranishi manifolds (parameterized by ¥), and bump off in both the
U and V directions. One can verify that such a class of perturbations satisfies
the hypothesis of Theorem 24, and is generally much smaller than a class of
functions that is abundant on the entire manifold.

Bump functions, however, are not compatible with the usual analytical frame-
work for gauge theory in dimension three. That framework involves taking
Sobolev completions of the space of connections and the gauge group (Lf, and
Lz% 41, for some p > %, respectively). This is the range for which the standard
slice theorem holds, but in this range bump functions destroy the Fredholm
properties of the flatness equation. If f: L2Q'(X;adP) — R is a bump func-
tion applied to the L? distance to A, then dfsi, is in L? , which has lower
regularity than dcs(A +a) = —=F(A +a).

A recent result of Mrowka [18] is a slice theorem in the borderline setting,
where the gauge group has L% Sobolev completion, the space of connections
2

has L3 completion, and hence the curvature (the differential of the Chern-
Simons function) is a map from L3 to L*,. This choice of Sobolev norms has
the great advantage that the differQential of’ a bump function applied to the L%
distance from a fixed connection A takes values in L?, just like the curvaturfa

2
map. Using bump functions, one can construct functions where it is possible
to control derivatives not only in the H}(X;adP) directions, but also in the
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complementary directions. There are, however, still other analytical questions
remaining to be worked out in the borderline context, for example Lemma 60.

We will discuss holonomy perturbations in detail in Section 6, but first we
generalize the present discussion of abundance to the equivariant setting.

4 Symmetry, abundance and the Kuranishi picture

To begin this section, we return to the general setting of a Fredholm map
( : F — F between Banach spaces. Suppose that H is a compact Lie group
acting on E and F' linearly, preserving the norms, such that ¢ is equivariant.
Again, we assume that (0) = 0 and study the zero set of ( near 0 € E
(everything we say here applies equally well to any other zero of (, with ap-
propriate shifting of the maps). The Kuranishi method works just as before,
but now there are additional invariance/equivariance properties of the maps
and neighborhoods. Namely, the subspaces U,V C E may be taken to be H
invariant subspaces, and likewise for W, V' C F'. The map P defined in Section
2.1 is H equivariant, and from this it follows that the maps ¢, & and ¥ are
equivariant. The neighborhoods By and By can be taken to be H invariant.

Now assume once again that ( : £ — F C E* is the differential of a function
c¢: F — R, and we now assume that ¢ is H invariant. It follows that { = dc is
H equivariant. Of the perturbations f € F we will also require H invariance,
so we henceforth assume that F c CoH* (U @ V).

We will begin by describing the appropriate modification of the abundance
definition for the equivariant setting. Note that if the H action on U is non-
trivial, then the set of jets of invariant functions is a proper subset of the space
of all jets. H acts on J*(U), but not in a way that preserves fibers. The role
of the jet space J*(U), will be played instead, in the equivariant setting, by
JE(U), = C¥(U)/ ~, where the equivalence ~ reflects the usual notion of
equivalence up to order k. (Note that a function that is H invariant could be
equivalent to one that is not-hence we use this relation simply to partition
C%(U).) We will be able to give a more useful characterization of this space
after reviewing some standard results about groups acting on manifolds.

4.1 Local structure of a manifold with a compact group action

We assume for the following three theorems that H is a compact Lie group,
acting linearly on a vector space U (though the theorems generalize to actions
on manifolds). Note that since H is compact, the action of H is necessarily a
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proper action. For u € U, let O, denote the orbit of w.

Theorem 27 (Slice Theorem (2.3.3) [9]) Through any pointug € U there
exists a slice manifold, by which we mean a submanifold S such that

(1) T,,U =TyyS ® T,y O, and for allu € S, T,U =TS + T,0,,
(2) S is Hy, invariant, and
(3) ifue S, he H, and hu € S, then h € H,,.

In fact, when U is a vector space, the slice manifold can be taken to be an
open neighborhood in an affine subspace. (See Subsection 4.2.)

Theorem 28 (Tube Theorem (2.4.1) [9]) Let ug be a point in U. Then
there exists an H-invariant neighborhood N of ug in U such that the H action
on N is equivalent to the action of H on H Xp, B, where B is an open H,,
invariant neighborhood of 0 in T,,,U modulo the orbit tangent space. Here the

stabilizer H,, acts on the tangent space via the linearization of the action of
Hy,, onU.

The next theorem identifies the space of H invariant functions on an invariant
neighborhood of w in U with the space of H, invariant functions on the slice.

Theorem 29 (See Chapter 2.5, [9]) Let S C U be a slice manifold through
ug € U, i.e. S is an H,, invariant submanifold, T,,,U = T,,,S®T,,O.,, and for
anyw € S and h € H such that hu € S, h € H,,. Then HS is an H invariant
neighborhood of ug restriction to S gives an identification C% (HS) = C’I'f[uo ().

The fourth result we need on the local structure of H manifolds concerns
a stratification of U into connected components of orbit types. This will be
important for us, primarily because JE(U) fails to be a vector bundle (the
fiber dimension varies), but the restriction of J%(U) to a stratum is a vector
bundle. Hence our transversality arguments in the equivariant setting will
be worked out stratum by stratum. To state the fourth result, we need the
following definition.

Definition 30 We say two points u and v’ in U have the same orbit type if
there is an H equivariant diffeomorphism from O, to O,.

Remark 31 Ifu and u' have the same orbit type, it follows that H, and H,
are conjugate subgroups of H. See Lemma 2.6.2 of [9].

Theorem 32 (Theorem 2.7.4, [9]) The connected components of orbit types
form a Whitney stratification of U. In other words, they partition U into a
finite union of submanifolds (which we call strata) M;,i € I, with the following
properties:
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(1) For each indexi € I, there is a subset I; C I —{i} such that the closure of
M; in U is equal to M; UU;e, My, and dim M; < dim M; for each j € I;.

(2) For each i € I and j € I;, and each sequence {u,} in M; such that
lim,, oo, = uw € M and lim,,_.o Ty, M; = L in the Grassmann bundle
of U, we have T,,M; C L.

(3) If uy, is a sequence as in (2) and ul, is a sequence in the limit stratum
M; so that lim,,_,. u,, = u then the limit of the 1-dimensional subspaces
R - My, ul) of Ty, as n — oo is contained in L. Here X\ is any dif-
feomorphism of an open neighborhood of the diagonal in U x U with a
neighborhood of the zero section of TU .

4.2 Invariant jet spaces

We now discuss other interpretations of the invariant jet space. Let S and S’ be
two slices through u. By shrinking S and S’ if necessary, we can assume there
is a diffeomorphism ¢ : S — S’ given by ¢(s) = h(s) - s for some function
h : S — H. Note that the following diagram commutes, where rg and rg
denote restrictions to the slices.

Ch, (5)

Ci(U) o1

Clr, ()

Proposition 33 The (linearized) action of H, on T,U leaves the orbit tan-
gent space T,0, invariant, so we obtain an H, equivariant identification
.U = T1,0,® (T,U/T,O,). If an H invariant inner product is chosen on
U, then the orthogonal complement N, = (TuOu)L s also H, invariant, and
is identified with the quotient space T, U/T,O,.

If f € C%(U) vanishes to order k — 1 at u € U (i.e. j*71f = [u,0]), then
d*'f, € 7 (Sh,(TU/T,0,)) € SHTU),

where m : T,U — T,U/T,O, is projection and 7 denotes the pull-back.

PROOF. Let @ € T,U and 7 € T,,0,. Choose a path u(t) with «(0) = u and

w'(0) = @, and choose a path h(t) € H so that h(0) = 1 and Lh(t)ul— = 7.
Then Lh(t)u(t) =+ 7.
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Let g € H,. Then

0.5) = olh(th)

= S (oh()g ™) ow)

d
— 2 (adyh(t))u

t=0

t=0

Y

t=0

which is also an orbit tangent vector. This proves that 7,0, is H, invariant.
The orthogonal complement N, (with repect to any H, invariant inner product
on T,,) will automatically also be invariant.

If f € C%(U) and f vanishes to order k — 1 at u, then most of the terms in
the kth order chain rule vanish and we have

A fu (T +7, ..., 0+7)= %f(h(t)u(t))

We henceforth use the following method to determine all slice parameteriza-
tions at points in the H vector space U with invariant inner product. For each
u, we identify N, = (T,,0,)*. Then the canonical slice manifold parameteri-
zation at u is

¢y :BC N, — U ¢(v) =u+w, (5)

where B is a neighborhood of 0 € N,,.

Remark 34 There are several useful identifications that can be made con-
cerning equivariant jet spaces. First, if we let W denote the H equivariant
neighborhood HS of u, then the restriction map ry = C%(U) — CkH(W) in-
duces an isomorphism JE(U), =2 TE(W),. Also, note that the H, equivariant
diffeomorphism in equation (5) induces an isomorphism Jf; (Nu)o = Tk (S)u.
Finally, note that the identification between CF (W) and C}; (S) provided by
Theorem 29 induces an isomorphism between JE(W), and Jf; (Ny,)o. With
these identifications, abundance questions at any point u in a H vector space
U reduce to questions about abundance at zero in an H, vector space N,.
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The main issue complicating jet transversality in the equivariant setting is
that JX(U) does not form a vector bundle over U (the dimension of the fiber
depends on the orbit type of u). For a single stratum M; in the orbit type
stratification of Theorem 32, however, JE(U)|y, = o H(M;) C JE(U) is a

vector bundle over M;, with fiber isomorphic to S% " **(N,), where u € M.

Finally, we define abundance in the equivariant setting. Let C(JI}I(U ) denote

the space of H invariant C(bJ;k functions on U.

Definition 35 Given a compact Lie group H, a finite dimensional H vector
space U, a Banach space F, and a C" map T : F — C(;g”}I(U), then we will
say that (T, F) is kth order abundant at (u, f) if the differential of the map
f€F jkoT(f) € Th(U)u, namely jEo DT : Ty F — Jk(H)., is surjective.

The following proposition is proved by exactly the same argument that was
used for Proposition 21. Let Uy denote the set of points fixed under the group
action,

Ugp={ueU|hu=uforall he H}.

Proposition 36 If ¢ : U — U is an H equivariant C’E‘Jk diffeomorphism

fixing w € Uy, then any C" map T : F — C(J’}{(U) is kth order abundant at
(u, f) if and only if ¢*T is kth order abundant at (u, f).

In the next subsection, we discuss equivariant jet transversality along Uy. In
Subsection 4.4, we’ll extend these results to the other strata, so the following
subsection should be viewed as a warm-up for the general case.

4.8 Equiwvariant transversality on the Uy stratum

In this subsection, we prove equivariant versions of several transversality re-
sults in Section 2.4 for the fixed point stratum Ug.

Theorem 37 Let A C JE(U)|v,, be a submanifold, transverse to the fibers,
and fiz r > max{0, dim Uy — codim A}. (Here, codim A refers to the codimen-
sion in JE(U)|u,,.) Suppose T : F — C(bJ;]}{(U) is a C" map. If (T, F) is kth
order abundant at each (u, f) € Uy x F, then

{(feF|i*oT(f): Uy — TEU)|u, is transverse to A}
1s residual in F and hence dense. For f in this residual subset,

{ueUn | 5,(T(f)) € A}

1s a submanifold of Uy of codimension equal to codim A.
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Again, the restriction on 7 is not a serious one for us, because in applications
to the study of critical points in Uy, A will always be a subset of {[u, f] | u €
Uy, df, = 0}, which has codimension equal to dim Ug in JE(U)|y,,.

PROOF. The fact that A is transverse to the fibers of a : JE(U)|v,, — U,
and the fact that

D(jioT), =30 DTy TyF — Ty, (TEO)los) = TEOU)lu,s

is surjective for each u € Uy, together imply that the map @ : F x Uy —
TE(U)|v,,, defined by Q(f,u) = j5(T(f)), is transverse to A. Now the proof
of Theorem 9 works without modification to complete the argument. O

Corollary 38 If (7,F) is kth order abundant for k > 1, then
{feF|T(f)|lu, is Morse}

18 residual in F.

PROOF. We apply Theorem 37 to the set

A=A{lu, f1 € Tg(O)lv, | d(T(f))u = 0}.

We will prove a stronger version of this statement shortly, but the proof re-
quires some knowledge of the invariant 2-jets. For this reason, we recall some
elementary representation theory.

Since H is a compact Lie group acting linearly on U, we can decompose U into
isotypical subspaces U = @}, U;. Here, isotypical means that each irreducible
invariant subspace of U is isomorphic to a fixed irreducible representation Uj;
(and U; 22 U; for i # j). In other words, U is isomorphic (as a representation
of H) to @, U; ®g R", where H acts irreducibly on U; and trivially on
R™. (If Uy # 0, then one of the irreducible representations is the trivial
representation. )

Let FF € S?(U). Then F is diagonalizable over R and each eigenspace is
an invariant subspace (this completely characterizes the space of invariant
symmetric bilinear forms). In particular, ker F = @, K;, where K; C U; is
an invariant subspace. It follows that K; = U; ® R¥ | for some nonnegative
integers k; < r;. Define

St k) (U) = {F € SE(U) | dimker F N U; = k; dim U; for 1 < i < m}.(6)
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Proposition 39 S, . . (U) has codimension greater than or equal to 327, k;
in SH(U). If iy ki = 1, then S 4, 4. (U) has codimension one.

PROOF. It follows from the characterization of invariant symmetric bilin-
ear forms above in terms of eigenspaces that S%(U) may be identified with

21 S7(Ui) and then S o (U) can be identified with

P S, (U) = D 53, (U; @ R™) = P SE(R™).
=1 i=1 i=1

Here SZ(R") denotes the set of symmetric bilinear forms on R” (with no group
invariance condition) with & dimensional kernel.

The characterization of invariant symmetric bilinear forms above implies the
first congruence above. On a fixed isotypical subspace U; = U; ® R™, an
invariant symmetric bilinear form is determined by its eigenvalues and its
eigenspaces, which are all of the form U; ® V, where V' C R" is a subspace.
This gives the second equivalence.

We now show that codim S¢ (R") has codimension klz% in S%(R"™). For this,
we can drop the ¢ subscript.

A dense open subset of SZ(R") consists of bilinear forms with all nonzero
eigenvalue multiplicities equal to one. This is parameterized by

{(:El, o Tg) ERTF 2y #£ 1 for i # j} x O(r)/O(k),
which has dimension
2 K2—k r2+r_k2+k

.
_k _ -
roRt T 2 2 2

This subset therefore has codimension L;k in S?(R™). The rest of SZ2(R") is a
union of strata of even larger codimension. O

Corollary 38 gives a sufficient condition to prove that generic functions 7 (f)

are Morse on Ug. We can now prove a stronger statement about the functions
T(f) along Up.

Corollary 40 Assume that a C™ map T : F — C(J’}I(U) is kth order abun-
dant along Ug x F for k > 2. Then for a residual set of f € F, T(f)|v,
is Morse and, furthermore, every critical point v € (Ug Nerit(7(f))) =
crit(T(f)|v,) has the stronger Morse property that d*T (f). is a nondegen-
erate bilinear pairing on T,U @ T,U. (The fact that T (f)|v, is Morse implies
only that this pairing on T,Uy ® T,,Uy is nondegenerate.)
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PROOF. For any f € F, 7(f) is an invariant function, and hence for each
u € Uy the differential d7(f), € T;;(U) is an H invariant cotangent vector.
But (7;5(U))y = T:*Up, so the differential of 7 (f) vanishes at u if and only
if the differential of 7(f)|y, vanishes. In other words, crit(7(f)) N Uy =

crit(7 (f)[uy)-

Define

This subspace has codimension equal to dim Uy in J5(U)|y,, . Also, define for
each s = 1,23, ... and for each m-tuple of nonnegative integers (ky, ..., k)
summing to s,

St = {[u, f] € ThU)lwy | dfu =0 and dim (ker d*f, N U;) = k;},

and set

Each subset kasl """ *m) i3 a submanifold of codimension greater than one in &y,
if s > 1, and of codimension one in §; if s = 1. Furthermore, these subman-
ifolds are transverse to the fibers of o : JE(U)|y,, — Uy. Thus Theorem 37
provides us with a residual subset of F for which j2 o 7 (f) is transverse to all

For such an f, the critical set of 7 (f)|y,, is the preimage (52(7(f)))~*(S1). By
the transversality assumption, this is a O-dimensional submanifold of Uy. Fur-
thermore, the set of critical points u € Uy for which d*(7 (f)), is a degenerate
symmetric bilinear pairing is exactly

UGHT ) (Sws),

s>1

which has codimension greater than dim Uy and hence is empty. O
4.4 Equivariant transversality on arbitrary strata

In Subsection 4.3, we considered transversality issues along the bottom stra-
tum Uy of the orbit type stratification. This stratum is simpler than the other
strata for the following two reasons:

e Uy is actually a linear subspace of U, not simply a submanifold.
e For each u € Uy, the orbit tangent space is trivial and the slice is U.

In this subsection, we revise the argument so that it will work for any stratum.
To do this, we will use the slice parameterization ¢, : B ¢ N, — S C U,
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where B is an H, invariant neighborhood of 0 € N,, to reduce the transver-
sality questions on the stratum containing w to transversality questions on
the bottom stratum (N,)y, C N, to which we can apply Theorem 37 and
Corollary 40.

Fix an element uw € U and let M denote the stratum of U containing wu.
Note that M is an H invariant subset of U. If we fix a parameterization
¢:BC N, — S CU for aslice through u, then ¢ identifies BN (N, )y, (more
precisely, the component of this intersection containing 0 € N,,, but we may
as well assume that B N (N,)p, is connected) with Sy, = M NS, which is a
slice for the H action on M.

In particular, setting U’ = N,, and H' = H,, we can apply Theorem 37 to this
vector space (or to an open invariant neighborhood of the origin in it), obtain-
ing a local result about transversality in SN M (in fact, on the the equivariant
neighborhood H (S N M)). Covering M with countably many neighborhoods
of this form, we obtain the following global result on the stratum M.

Theorem 41 Let ug € U and let M denote the connected component of orbit
type containing uy. Let A C JE(U)|a be a submanifold, transverse to the
fibers. Fiz v > {0,dim(M/H) — codim A}. Suppose T : F — Cp/%(U) is a
C"™ map. If (T, F) is kth order abundant at each (u, f) € M x F, then

{feF|*oT(f): M — JEWU)| is transverse to A}
is residual in F and hence dense. For f in this residual subset,
{ue M| jy(T(f)) € A}
is a submanifold of M of codimension equal to codim A.

Corollary 42 Assume that T : F — C5™(U) is a C" map which is kth
order abundant along M x F, for k > 2. Then for a residual set of f €
F, T(f)|am is Bott-Morse with isolated critical orbits, and furthermore every
critical point has the stronger Morse property that d*T (f), is a nondegenerate
bilinear pairing on N, ® N,.

From this corollary, we obtain the following theorem. A version of this for an
H manifold M and for the space of smooth functions F = C¢ (M) was first
proved by Wasserman in [22].

Theorem 43 Suppose U is a finite dimensional H vector space, for a compact
Lie group H. Furthermore, suppose that T : F — C(T;)’l}{(U) is a C" map which
is kth order abundant at each (u, f), for some k > 2. Then for a residual set
of f € F, T(f) is Bott-Morse with isolated orbits of critical points.
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PROOF. Corollary 42 shows that, for a fixed stratum, a residual set of f € F
is Morse restricted to the stratum and furthermore satisfies the stronger Morse
property of Corollary 40. The intersection of all these residual subsets of F,
indexed by the strata, is a residual subset where the strong Morse property
holds on each stratum. The Morse property for restrictions of 7(f) to any
slice in the stratum guarantees that the orbits of critical points in the stratum
are isolated. The stronger Morse property prevents orbits of critical points in
different strata from limiting to this stratum. (Critical points must, of course,
occur in whole orbits, since the functions are invariant). O

Remark 44 On the principal orbit strata, only first order abundance is re-
quired. Here H, acts trivially on N, so the nonequivariant argument in Corol-
lary 11 works.

Remark 45 We pause to compare Theorem 43 and Wasserman’s Theorem.
The difference is that Theorem 43 gives a sufficient condition on a nonlinear
map T @ F — C(;{'E(U) to obtain Morse functions T (f), instead of simply
proving that Morse functions form a residual subset of C’("“b),H(U). Thus it can
be applied to Kuranishi models arising from Fredholm exact 1-forms. In ad-
dition, the present formulation of transversality gives additional information
about the parameterized critical set for paths of invariant functions, a subject
that was not part of Wasserman’s discussion. This parameterized critical set
18 explored in the next subsection.

4.5 Bifurcations in the critical set for generic 1-parameter families

In this subsection, we discuss the parameterized critical set for generic 1-
parameter families of functions in F. We begin with some terminology.

Suppose that V is an H vector space. As a representation of H, V can be
decomposed as
Vel (VioR"),

where the H action on V; is irreducible. If H acts transitively on the unit sphere
in each irreducible representation V; (with respect to an invariant metric), we
say the H action on V has the sphere transitivity property. For u € U, let
[u] € U/H denote the orbit of .

Theorem 46 Let H be a compact Lie group and U be a finite dimensional
H wvector space. Suppose that, for each v € U, the H, action on N, has the
sphere transitivity property.

Assume that T : F — C’(T;)’l}{(U) satisfies the hypothesis of Theorem 43. For
two functions fo and fi m F such that T(f1) and T (fy) are Bott-Morse
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with isolated critical orbits, let CN’””“([O, 1], F) be the space of paths with these
endpoints as in Theorem 12. Then for paths {f;} in a residual subset of
C"™*(10,1], F), the following properties hold:

(1) For any stratum M, the parameterized critical set in M, reduced modulo
H, is a C" I-manifold of M/H x [0, 1].

(2) Forallt € (0,1) except for a discrete set {ty,...,tm}, the function T (f;)
is Bott-Morse with isolated critical orbits. For each t;, there are finitely
many degenerate critical orbits [pi], ..., [ph, ], [di], ... [dh] of T(fe,), and
these have the following properties:

(a) ker dz(fti)pé C Np;-_ is an irreducible nontrivial representation of Hp§,
and
(b) ker dz(fti)q;_ is a 1-dimensional trivial representation of Hq;-_ .

(8) Near a point (5], t;), there are no other critical points of different orbit
types.

(4) Near a point ([pé],ti), the parameterized critical set in the p§- stratum
(modulo H) is parameterized by ([pi(t)],t), t € (t; — €,t; + €). Further-
more the eigenvalue ofdz(T(ft))p;(t) which crosses zero at t; does so trans-
versely.

(5) If we stratify the parameterized critical set modulo H by orbit type, the
only points in one stratum which are in the closure of another stratum
are the points ([pz],tz) Each of these is the limit of one noncompact end
of another stratum, which has smaller stabilizer, and the stabilizer of the
second stratum is that of the nonzero points in ker d*(7 ( fti))p;; :

PROOF. Since the space of bilinear forms on N, with kernel equal to one
irreducible subspace (under the H, actions) has codimension 1, these do oc-
cur, for isolated t’s, for generic 1-parameter families. This is analogous to
Corollary 15, but uses Proposition 39. This proves the first two claims. The
third follows from a standard Kuranishi argument, since the Hessian d?(f;,) g

is nondegenerate on the normal bundle to the stratum.

For the fourth claim, first note that d*(f;,),; restricted to (a slice manifold

for) the stratum of p{ is nondegenerate, from which it follows that there is a
differentiable family p;'-(t) of the same orbit type whose orbits parameterize all
of the parameterized critical set near ([p'],t;). The second part of Condition
(4) now follows from an argument analogous to the proof of Corollary 15.

The fifth claim requires a Kuranishi argument to reduce the analysis of the
parameterized critical set near ([p}],¢;) to the study of the critical set of a path
of Hp§ invariant functions on V' = ker d?( fti)pj . By the sphere transitivity, this

reduces to a path of Z, invariant functions on a line (restrict the functions
on V' to any line through the origin). There the change in the critical set is a
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standard pitchfork bifurcation. O

Remark 47 Again, for the strata of principal orbits, only first order abun-
dance is required, as in Corollary 13.

5 Abundance extension properties

We noted in Proposition 26 that kth order abundance at (u, f) is an open
condition in the nonequivariant case. Such is not the case in the equivariant
setting, as we show with this simple example.

Example. Let H = U(1) and let U = Uy ® Uz where Uy = R and Uy = C
with the standard U(1) action. Let m : U — Upg be projection and set
F = {constants} © m*Hom(Ux,R) (so T : F — Cf, x(U) is simply the
inclusion map). Then (7, F) is first order abundant at (0,0) € U x F but not
first order abundant at any u & Uy. Indeed, if u = (z, z) with z # 0, then no
function f € F has nonzero derivative in any direction in {0} & Uz.

This example illustrates one of the challenges of using holonomy perturba-
tions in the gauge theory setting. We will show abundance (to arbitrarily high
order) at a flat connection which is the center of a Kuranishi neighborhood.
But to develop useful transversality results, we need abundance in an open
neighborhood (ultimately, a neighborhood of the flat moduli space, but we
get this by covering the compact flat moduli space with a finite number of
neighborhoods of flat connections).

Since it is not true that kth order abundance is an open condition, we will prove
certain results of the form “kth order abundance at 0 € U implies second order
abundance on a neighborhood of 0 € U.” Second order abundance is all that is
necessary for Theorem 43, which provides the existence of Morse functions in
F. It is also sufficient for the transversality results concerning parameterized
critical sets for paths of functions in Theorem 46. For the SU(4) gauge theory
applications in Section 6, all Kuranishi models have the sphere transitivity
property, so ultimately second order abundance is sufficient. But to obtain
second order abundance on open sets in the Kuranishi models, we need higher
order abundance at the flat connections.

How high k& must be for kth order abundance at the origin to imply second
order abundance near the origin depends on the H representation U, but is not
a terribly important issue, since Proposition 62 guarantees that the traditional
holonomy perturbations discussed later in this paper can be made abundant
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to arbitrarily high order at each flat connection. The tricky, but important,
thing is to show that for some k this implication holds.

We now offer a roadmap of the representation-specific calculations in this
section. Subsection 5.1 discusses the case U = R* @ C' and H = U(1). This
is the simplest case (and the only one required for SU(3) gauge theory on
integral homology spheres, as in [3]) and we present a detailed argument in
this case.

The remaining subsections cover other representations. Their outlines parallel
the argument in Subsection 5.1, although calculations and the statements of
the lemmas vary somewhat. In Subsection 5.2, we explain all the modifications
necessary to make the arguments in Subsection 5.1 work for the representation
U=RaR*®RY) of H= SO(3), appealing to the earlier argument wherever
possible. Subsection 5.3 discusses the representation U = RF ¢ ((C2 ® Rl) of
U(2), and the arguments parallel Subsection 5.2 very closely, so this subsec-
tion focuses only on the parts that differ significantly. Finally, Subsection 5.4
discusses a representation U = R¥F@C @C2 @ Ch of H = U(1) x U(1) x U(1),

51 U=R*®C and H=U(1)

In the relatively simple case when U = R¥ @ C!, there are only two orbit type
strata. The bottom stratum consists of the fixed points Uy = R* @ {0} and
the top stratum consists of points with trivial isotropy H, = {1}. The purpose
of this subsection is to prove the following extension theorem.

Theorem 48 Let H = U(1) and U = R* @ C', with H acting by scalar
multiplication on C'. If a C?> map T : F — C’E‘b)’H(U) 1s second order abundant
at (0,0) € U x F, then there is a neighborhood By x By of (0,0) such that
for every (u, f) € By x Bg, (T,F) is

(i) second order abundant at (u, f) if H, = H, and
(i) first order abundant at (u, f) if H, = {1}.

While Claim (i) follows immediately from the fact that second order abun-
dance is an open condition in (u, f) € Uy x F, the proof of Claim (ii) will
require a series of lemmas. Let P*(U) denote the set of polynomials of degree
<k on U and P&(U) denote the subset of H invariant polynomials.

Lemma 49 Let H = U(1) and U = R* @ C'. Then P} (U) is first order
abundant at each u = (0, z), where z = (A,0,...,0) and A > 0.
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PROOF. With u = (0, z) as above, H, = {1} and the orbit tangent space is
spanned by the single vector (0, (¢,0, ...,0)). The normal space N, to the orbit
tangent space is identified with RFOR® C!=', where the single R summand
corresponds to the direction spanned by wu.

For the following proof, we assume k = 1 and [ = 2. Generalizing to higher
dimensions is completely straightforward. We put coordinates (1, z1, 22) on
U = R & C2 Denote the real and imaginary components of z; by a; and b;.
For two complex numbers z; and 2o, let (21, z0) = R(2122).

The H invariant polynomials of degree < 2 on U are

PE(U) = span{l,z1, 23, |21 ]%, |22]?, (21, 22), (21, 122) }. (7)

We use the slice parameterization ¢, : (21, a1, ag,bs) — (21, A + aq, az, bs) to
obtain coordinates on the slice through u, thereby identifying it with N,. The
H, = {1} invariant polynomials of degree < 1 on N, are simply

P]%Iu(Nu) = Pl(Nu) = Span{17zlaalaa2762}- (8)

The map sending each p € P%(U) to the pull-back ¢ (p) = p o ¢, truncated
to a degree 1 polynomial, is given in terms of the bases above by the matrix

100X200 0 |
010000 0
0002X00 0 |- (9)
0000 0A O
0000 00—\

The fact that the third and fifth columns are zero means we do not need the
full basis of degree < 2 polynomials to obtain first order abundance at w. In
particular, we may as well delete 27 and |23|*. Clearly, removing the third and
fifth columns results in an invertible matrix when A # 0. O

The next three lemmas concern subspaces V' C C(U) which are second order
abundant at 0 € U. To relate this setting to the general considerations of
T : F — Cy5™(U) considered in this paper, this is the case when 7 is linear
and injective. Note that when 7 is linear, abundance at (u, f) is independent

of f.

38



We will generalize Lemma 49 in the following ways. First, we show that V
is first order abundant for sufficiently small u of the form (0, (A,0,...,0))
of the form discussed before the lemma. Then we show that the same result
holds for all sufficiently small u of the form u = (0,z) € {0} & C'. Finally,
we explain how the entire argument can be improved to work for all nonzero
u € U sufficiently small.

Lemma 50 Let U and H be as in Lemma 49, and let V. C Cy(U) be a
subspace such that V is second order abundant at 0 € U. Then V 1is first order
abundant at all points u = (0, (X, 0,...)) for A > 0 sufficiently small.

PROOF. Suppose V C C4(U) is second order abundant at 0 € U. Then we
can choose functions fi,..., fs € V such that (as ordered lists)

{0 f1 o i fs} = {300, i3 (@), dal=a |, 53 (2, 20), 38 (1, i2)

(Again, we are giving the argument for the case U = R @ C?, but generalizing
to higher dimensions is trivial.) Let B C Uj; be a bounded neighborhood of 0.
Then we can find a constant M such that |d®f;| < M on {0} x B C Uy ® Us.

Using Taylor’s Theorem, one can show that if f € C%(U) vanishes to order
2 at the origin and |d®f| < M at each point in B, then |f(u)] < M|ul?
and |df,| < M]|u||*. Applying this to the Taylor remainders {f; — 1, fo —
x1, f3—|21]%, ...}, we find that the first order Taylor expansions of the f; about
u = (0,(A,0,...,0)), are given, in terms of the basis displayed in (8), by the
matrix (9) plus another matrix whose entries are bounded by MA2. Tt follows
that, for A > 0 sufficiently small (depending on M) that the latter matrix is
invertible. In particular, the map sending functions in span{ f;}i=1.. m to their
1-jets at u = (0, (A, 0,...,0)) is surjective. O

.....

Next we address the issue of abundance at points u = (0, z) € Uy ® Uz where
z # 0 is small but not of the form z = (\,0,...,0).

Lemma 51 Let U and H be as in Lemma 49, and let V C C4(U) be second
order abundant at 0 € U. Then V is first order abundant at all points u of the
form u = (0, 2) where z € C' is sufficiently small.

PROOF. Put an H = U(1) equivariant inner product on U, which we take
to be the standard one on R* @ C!. Set K = U(l), and let K act on U by
a trivial action on the R* factor and by the usual action on C!, so that the
action of K commutes with the action of H, and K also preserves the inner
product.
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Under the identification
k
d(o® - @ d()o: PR(U) — Sy U) c DU,
j=0

the space of polynomials inherits an inner product. (The basis we wrote down
for P%(U) was orthogonal, but not not normal.) With respect to this inner
product, K acts orthogonally on the space of invariant polynomials (via pull-
back h*p = p o h). Note also that, for each g € K, the linearization of the
diffeomorphism ¢ : U — U at u is an isometry dg, : N, — Ny, with respect
to the inner products inherited by N, and Ny, from that on U.

Suppose that u = (0, (X,0,...,0)), as above, and let v’ = gu for some g € K.
If p1,...,pm € P4(U) are the polynomials utilized in the proof given for the u
special case, then (¢7')*p; = pj o g~! are a collection of invariant polynomials
which play the same roles for u/, namely to prove that P3(U) is first order
abundant at u'.

If f1,..., f,n were the functions in V used in the special case, then the functions
g*f; = fj o g will have 1-jets spanning J}(U)., but the problem is that these
functions g¢* f; may not be in V. Therefore, we need a different argument to
go from the polynomials to functions in V.

Let {p1,...,pm} be the basis for P4(U) specified in equation (7). Then there
are coefficients ¢; ;(g),1 < 4,7 < m depending on ¢ € K such that ¢*p;, =
ity ¢ij(g)ps. If we choose functions fi,..., frn € V representing the jet
classes of p1,...,pm at 0, then 377", ¢; ;(g) f; are functions in V' with the prop-
erty that

7 (Z Cz‘,j(g)fj) = Jo (9" pi) -

Since K is a compact group, the coefficients ¢; ; are uniformly bounded, and we
can redo the argument allowing for the bounds on these coefficients. Thus, for
a possibly smaller range of positive A values, V' must be first order abundant
at all gu, g € K and u = (0, (A,0,...,0)). Notice, however, that K acts
transitively on the unit sphere in C', so this proves the lemma. O

Finally we extend these results concerning V' C C%(U) to obtain first order
abundance on a neighborhood of zero in U.

Lemma 52 Let U and H be as in Lemma 49, and let V C C}(U) be second
order abundant at 0 € U. Then there exists a neighborhood By x By C Uy x Uz
of (0,0) such that V is

(i) second order abundant on By x {0}, and
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(i1) first order abundant on By x (By — {0}).

PROOF. Assume V is second order abundant at 0 € U. This is an open
condition in u € Uy, so we can find an open neighborhood B; C Uy such that
V is second order abundant at all u € By x {0}.

Then we can choose families of functions fi°, ..., fZ0 parameterized zo € B
with the property that

Gy (£, 2)) = 38 (0j(x — 0, 2)) -

After possibly shrinking B; C Uy to a smaller neighborhood of 0, we can
choose a neighborhood By C Uy of 0 and a uniform bound M for di,,  f*
independent of xqg € By and z € By. Then the proof of Lemma 51 works for
each fiber of the projection B; x By — Bj, producing a smaller neighborhood
g X B3° for each zy € B;. But since the derivative bounds are independent
of g, there is a lower bound on the size of B;°, independent of zy. In other
words, there is a smaller B, C By C Uj; such that V is first order abundant

at all u = (z,z) € By x (By — {0}), which proves the lemma. O

Proof of Theorem 48. It remains to prove extend Lemma 52 to nonlinear
maps. Specifically, if 7 : F — C%(U) is a nonlinear map which is abundant
at (0,0) € U x F, then we must establish the existence of a neighborhood
Bx C F of 0 such that the (7, F) is abundant at (u, f) (to the appropriate
order, depending on the orbit type of u) for all f € B and for all u in some
neighborhood By x By C Uy x Uz of (0,0).

Notice that Lemma 52 allows us to find a neighborhood By x By C Uy x U
such that the desired abundance statements in the theorem hold at all (u,0) €
(B1 x By) x {0} C Uy x U x F. (In place of the functions f® € V chosen
in Lemma 52, we choose tangent vectors (6 f);° € ToF.)

To prove the theorem, we choose parameterized families (0 f )g-xo’f ) parameter-
ized by (zo, f) € Uy x F near (0,0). This is possible because second order
abundance at ((z,0), f) is open in xg € Uy and f € F. After possibly shrink-
ing neighborhoods, we can find a uniform bound on all the third derivatives

di()’:co ,2) (5f)§xo D

for (zg, z, f) € By X By X Bx. Then the argument works for the nonlinear case,
completing the proof of the theorem. O
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52 U=R"'@oR*®R") and H = SO(3)

The purpose of this subsection is to prove an analog of Theorem 48 for the
representation U = R* @ (R* @ R') of H = SO(3). This time, however, fourth
order abundance at the origin is necessary to make the argument work.

Theorem 53 Suppose that a C* map T : F — Cfy xz(U) is fourth order
abundant at (0,0) € UxF. Then there exists a neighborhood By x B C UXF
of (0,0) such that for all (u, f) € By x Bx, (T,F) is

(i) fourth order abundant if H, = H,
(i1) second order abundant if H, = U(1), and
(i11) first order abundant if H, = {1}.

As in Subsection 5.1, we begin by considering v € U, and as in Lemma 51
we will use a larger symmetry group K acting on U to reduce each nonzero
u € Ux to a canonical form (actually, here there are two canonical forms,
depending on the orbit type of u). Fixing an H invariant inner product on U,
we can let K = SO(Il) act on R® ® R!, commuting with the action of H and
preserving the inner product. In fact, setting K’ = SO(l) x SO(3), we can use
K’ in the same manner as we used K = U(l) in Subsection 5.1.

Lemma 54 The space of invariant polynomials P (U)

(1) is second order abundant at each v € U with H, = U(1), and
(ii) is first order abundant at each v € U with H, = {1}.

Remark 55 The proof of Lemma 5/ is a direct calculation, given below. As in
Section 5.1, to go from abundance for the space of polynomials to the general
case, we need not only the lemma as stated but certain bounds on the analog of
the matriz (9), but this is awkward to state in a lemma, so we simply establish
it in the course of the proof.

PROOF. Identifying R*®@R' with (R?)!, we will call a nonzero v = (vy,...,v;)
decomposable if the vectors {vy,...,v;} form a linearly dependent set (other-
wise we call v indecomposable). This terminology comes from the fact that
the corresponding element of R? @ R! can be written as a single tensor e ® f.
Under the action of K’, any decomposable tensor v € R®> @ R! can be put
in the form v = (Xey,0,...,0), and any indecomposable tensor can be put
in the form v = (Xey, pes) if I = 2 or v = (Aey, pey, ves,0,...,0) if | > 3,
with A > > v > 0. To see this, choose unit vectors e € R and € € R so
that (v,e ® €) is as large as possible. Choosing these as the first elements in
orthonormal bases for R* and R insures that v = (e, vy, ..., v;) and v Le
for j = 2,...,1. Then choose the second elements for bases for R? and R’
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orthogonal to the first, maximizing the next projection. Continuing in this
fashion we obtain an orthogonal change of basis (differing by an element of
K') after which v has the desired form.

Part (i). The Indecomposable Case (H, = {1}).

We will prove the indecomposable case when k = 0 and [ = 3. Generalizing to
the other cases is trivial. Let A > p >0 and ¢ > v > 0 and set

u = (Xep, ey, ves) ERP@OR* 2 R* @ R @ R®.

The orbit of u is 3-dimensional, and 7,0, is spanned by

{(Aea, —peq,0), (Xes, 0, —veq), (0, pes, —ves)}.

The following is an orthonormal basis for N,:

{(617070)7(07627())7(070763)7 \/)\214_—“2(”627)\6170)7

ﬁ(l/ﬁg, 0, )\61), \/ﬁ(o, ves, ,UEQ)}.

We use this basis to coordinatize the slice S = v + N,, with the map

dufabedef) = ((A+ e+ —Eer + ey

,—)\d;;_“2 e + (M + b)€2 + \/uf?:-u? €3, \/)\Z{\sz e + \/,f;:-ﬂ €o + (I/ + 0)63> .

For v € R3R3@R3, write v = (v, v, v3). Consider the collection of invariant
polynomials

{17 ||U1||27 ||U2||27 <U17 U2>7 <U17 U3>7 <U27 U3>7 det[U1U2U3]} (10>

and the basis {1,a,b,c,d,e, f} for the degree 0 and 1 polynomials on N,.
With respect the former linearly independent set and the second basis, the
map p € P3(U) to ¢%(p), the restriction to the slice, followed by truncation
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to degree 1, is represented by the matrix

EDSIED VIR 0 0
02\ 0 pv 0 0 0
00 2u v 0 0 0
A=100 0 M 0 0 0
000 0 VAZFpZ2 0 0
00 0 0 0  VA2+12 0

0

00

0 0 0 ViZ+r2

This matrix has nonzero determinant since A > y > 0. This proves that P3(U)
is first order abundant at u, and hence Pg(U) is, also.

Part (ii). The Decomposable Case (H, = U(1)).

Assume that v = (0,v) € RF @ (R* @ R¥) where v = ()ey,0,...,0). The
orbit of w is 2-dimensional, and T, O, is spanned by (0, (es,0,...,0)) and
(0, (e3,0,...,0)). It will be helpful to simplify the notation if we identify R =
R & C, since H, = U(1) acts on R? in this fashion. For a complex coefficient
z = a + 1b, let zey denote aes + bes. In this way, we obtain a coordinate
system (x1, ..., %k, (y1,21),- .-, (Y1, 1)) on U. The normal space N, to the orbit
is parameterized by the real variables x1,...,xk, y1,...,y and the complex
variables zs, ..., 2.

The slice parameterization at u is

¢u(xla"'axkayla"'abeQa"'zl) =
(@1, .. 2, (N y1)er, yoer + 222, ..., yie1 + 21€2)) .

This time, we’ll write out the proof in the case when k = 1,1 = 3. Consider
the following collection of invariant polynomials

{1&"1’93%,||?f1||2,||Ul||4,if1||vl||2a<U1>U2>, 1] (o1, v2), 21 (v, va),

o1 Ava|?, [|vall?, (vr, vs), [[o1]|* (1, vs), 1 (vr, vs), [[or A vs||?, [Jus]]?,
(v1, va)(v1, v3), (V2, Va), det[vyvavs] }
and the basis

2 2 2 2
{Lxlaxlvylvyl?xlylv Y2, Y1Y2, T1Y2, ‘Z2‘ y Y2,
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Y3, Y13, T1Y3, | 23]%, U3 Yays, (22, 23), (20, 123)} C Pi(N,).

Then the map which sends a polynomial p € Pg(U) to ¢%(p), truncated to
degree 2, is represented by the matrix

_100)\2 M 0000000 0 000000_
0100 0 X0 000000000000
0010 0 00O O0O00C0 O0CO0O0O00O0O0O
0002X4X* 00 0 0000 0 000000
00016X00000000000000
0000 0 2X0 0 0000 0 O00O0O00O0
0000 0 0OAXNOOO0O0O 0000000
0000 0 013X»0000 0000000
0000 0 0O O AXOOO O O00O00O00
0000 0 00 0 0AX100000000
0000 0 0000010 0000000
0000 0 00 0 000AXNO000000
0000 0 00 0 00013X3000000
0000 0 0O O0OO0O000 O AX0OOO0OO0O
0000 0 00000000 0X1000
0000 0 00O O 0000 O 001000
0000 0 00 000000 O000X10
0000 0 00O O0O0O00 O0CO0OO0OO0O0OT1O0
0000 0 OO O O0O0OO00O0 O OO0OO0OO0OO01

This nearly diagonal matrix has nonzero determinant whenever A > 0 is suf-
ficiently small. O

Proof of Theorem 53. We again demonstrate the appropriate order of abun-
dance at the u in the canonical form above, for both the decomposable and in-
decomposable cases. In both these cases, the proof depends on certain bounds
derived from Taylor’s theorem. Let f € C%(U) be a function which vanishes
to order k — 1 at 0, and let M denote an upper bound for d*f on some ball B
about 0 containing u. Then the following bounds are straightforward applica-
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tions of Taylor’s Theorem. In the notation, ¢; are all numbers between 0 and 1.

Taylor expansion bounds for the indecomposable case.

We’ll write out the Taylor expansion inequalities for the case u = (e, pues, ves) €
(R?®R?), leaving the general case of an indecomposable element of R* @ (R?®
ﬁl) to the reader.

[f)]=1d" fryulu, ... u)]

< Mlul*
<35 MM (11)

Furthermore,

dfu(el, O, 0) = dzftlu(<€1, O, 0), U)

= dkftkilu((el, 0, O), u, tlu, tk_gu),
and so

|df.(e1,0,0)] < 37T MAP. (12)

Finally, for
v L (e @R') =span{(e1,0,...,0),(0,€1,0,...,0),...,(0,...,0,e1)},

we get the following improved bound, which stems from the fact that H in-
variance implies df(xe, 0,0)(v) = 0.

= d2f()\617t1uez,tlueg)(vv (07 Hea, V€3))
= dz.f()\el,0,0) (v, (O> Heg, V€3))
8 f(rer tapien taves) (U, (0, pea, ves), (0, 1y pues, tyves))
=d® fsrer00) (v, (0, pea, ves), (Aey, 0,0))
—I—d4f(Ael7t4“627t4,,63)(v, (0, e, ves), (0, types, tives), (0, tapes, taves))

= dkf(t%,l)\el,o,o) (U> (Oa Hea, V63)> ()\ela 07 O)a (t3)\617 Oa 0)7 I (t2k—3)\617 Oa O))
_I_dkf(Ael,t2k74p62,t2k,41/63)(U7 (0? //662, 1/63), (0? t1u627 tll/ev?))?
(0, tapieg, taves), . . ., (0, top—ghiez, tar—gres)).

The last equation gives the following bound (for v L (61 ® Rl))
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_ 1 k=1
Jdfu(0)] < MO (1 + 1) + (2 +1°) 7)o
<2°F M2y (13)

Taylor expansion bounds for the decomposable case.
Again, we assume that u = (0, (\e1,0,...,0)) € RF @ (R* @ R"). In this case,
one immediately gets the bounds

[f(u)| < MA® (14)
|dfu(v)] < MA*Jo] (15)
|2 fuv, w)] < M2 ][]l |w]. (16)

We now explain how to modify the proof of Lemma 50 to deal with the present
cases. Assume that V' C C%(U) is fourth order abundant at 0 € U. We first
prove that, for A > 0 sufficiently small and A\ > pu > 0 with g4 > v > 0,
fourth order abundance at 0 implies that V' is first order abundant at u =
(Ney, pea, ves) € R3@R?. (The cases | = 2 or [ > 3 require only straightforward
modifications.)

Choose a collection fi,. .., f,, € V such that the 4-jets ji(f;) agree with those
of the H invariant polynomials listed in equation (10). Let M be an upper
bound for all the fifth derivatives d°f;) on some neighborhood By C U of 0.

The Taylor expansions of these functions (more precisely, f; o ¢,) in the vari-
ables (a, ..., f) are given by a matrix of the form A = A+A where the columns
of A are the Taylor expansions (about u) of the errors (the differences between
each f; and its fourth order Taylor expansion about 0). Inequality (11) im-
plies that all entries in the first row of A are bounded by M’)N°. Inequality
(12) implies that the entries in the second, fifth and sixth rows are bounded
by M’'M*, and the inequality (13) implies that the entries of the third, fourth
and seventh rows are bounded by M'A\34.

It follows that det A can be expressed as A*13 multiplied by the determinant
of another matrix (obtained from A by dividing rows 2, 3, 4, 5, 6, 7 by A, u,
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A, A, A and i, respectively. This new matrix has the form

1% %% % * *
* 2 % %k k ok %
* % 2 % k ok %
* ok ok 1ok ok ok |,
x ok ok % 0] * %

Xk % ok % Oy %

* % %k ok % O3
where & = (1+ (£)%)2, & = (1 + ()22, and 03 = (1 + (£)?)7, and where
all asterisks indicate entries that are bounded by M’A2. Since all the diagonal
entries are greater than one, it is therefore clear that for A > 0 sufficiently
small, A has full rank. This completes the proof of first order abundance at
u = (Ney, pea, ves), for A\ > >0, up > v >0, when A is sufficiently small.

The proof in the decomposable case (in canonical form) is similar but easier,
using the inequalities (14), (15), and (16). The rest of the argument in Sub-
section 5.1 works the same for the present Lie group H and representation
U. O

58 U=R'®(C?aR") and H=1U(2).

In this subsection we prove an analog of Theorem 53 for this group and rep-
resentation. Here, H acts by the standard action on C2 The proof is quite
similar to the preivious case, so we will only briefly outline it.

Theorem 56 Theorem 53 applies to H = U(2) and U = R* @ (C> @ R') as
well.

Outline of proof. The proof of abundance of the space of invariant polynomials
is nearly identical, but of course the polynomials are slightly different. Up to
the action of K’ = U(2) x SO(l), any nonzero u € Uz can be assumed to
have the form (0, (vy,...,v;)) where v; = Aey, vo = peg, and v3 = -+ =v; =0
for real numbers A > p > 0 and {ej, ep} is the standard complex basis for
C2. Here, p is zero or nonzero, depending on whether u is decomposable or
indecomposable.

In the invariant polynomials on U, there is no determinant det[v;v9v;] as in the
previous section, but there are polynomials (v;,v;). (The inner product here
denotes the real inner product, so this quantity equals minus the imaginary
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part of the Hermitian inner product on C? evaluated on v; and v;). The Taylor
expansion bounds needed in the present case are completely parallel to those
used in the last section. O

54 U=ReCheC2@CB and H=U(1) x U(1) x U(1).

Consider the group H = U(1) x U(1) x U(1), acting on R* ® Ch @ C2 ¢ Ck
by the action

()\’ )\/’ )\”)(l’, Z,Z’, Z”) — (l’, )\/()\//)—12’ )\()\//)—12/’ )\()\/)—12//)‘

Note that this action is how the scalar U(3) elements act on the off-diagonal
elements of a u(3) matrix under the adjoint action.

In this H vector space the top stratum consists of points u = (z,z, 2/, 2")
where at least 2 of the components z, 2/, and z” are nonzero. These points
have stabilizer {(A\, A\, A\) | A € U(1)} (such group elements act trivially on all
of U). The fixed point stratum consists of points v = (x,0,0), with H, = H.
There are also three intermediate strata, consisting of points where exactly

one of the components z, 2’ and 2” is nonzero. In either case, H, is a subgroup
of H isomorphic to U(1) x U(1).

Theorem 57 The conclusion of Theorem 53 also applies to the group H =
U(1) x U(1) x U(1) and the H vector space U = R* @ Ch @ C2 @ C", with
the action specified above.

PROOF. The proof of involves calculations similar to those in Subsection
5.2, but with the invariant polynomials of degree < 4 on this H vector space.
These are no harder to understand than those in Subsection 5.1, although they
are more plentiful. We leave it as an exercise for the interested reader. O

6 Gauge theory on 3-manifolds

In this section we discuss holonomy perturbations of the flatness equation for
connections on a 3-manifold. We begin by recalling the the basic analytical
framework of [20,?,?]. Then we describe the space of admissible holonomy
perturbations. This space of perturbations is fairly standard, except that we
require the perturbation curves to share a common basepoint, due to the more
subtle transversality requirements (higher order abundance) for the multiple
strata of reducible flat connections.
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In Subsection 6.3, we recall the Fredholm equation which is (locally) equivalent
to the flatness equation on connections modulo gauge and show that the dis-
cussion of perturbations of Fredholm exact 1-forms applies in this setting. We
demonstrate abundance properties of the space of admissible perturbations at
the flat connections in Subsection 6.4. The extension results of Section 5 are
required to obtain the necessary neighborhood of the flat moduli space where
abundance holds.

Global transversality conclusions for the SU(3), U(3), SU(4) and U(4) moduli
spaces analogous to Theorems 43 and 46 are stated in Subsection 6.5.

6.1 Sobolev completions of the spaces of connections and gauge transforma-
tions

Let X3 be a 3-dimensional manifold. Fix a compact Lie group G, and a
principal bundle G — P — X. We'll assume that G C U(n), so that
—tr(-,-) : Lie(G) x Lie(G) — R defines an adjoint invariant inner product
on the Lie algebra. Let adP = P X, Lie(G) denote the associated adjoint
bundle. Given any smooth connection I' on P, any other connection on P dif-
fers by a differential 1-form on X with values in adP. We will let QP(X; adP)
denote the space of differential p-forms with values in adP, in other words,
the space of sections of AP(T*X) ® adP.

Let A denote the space of L? connections on P, i.e. connections that differ
from a smooth connection by an element of L?Q!(X;adP). Let G denote the
set of L2 gauge transformations, i.e. G equivariant bundle isomorphisms g :
P — P covering the identity map id : X — X. The gauge group G acts on A,
according to the formula

g-A=gAg" — (dag)g™".

The action of G on A is smooth, and the quotient space B = A/G is a Hausdorff
space. See [7] and [8] for details.

Specify a Riemannian metric on X. This determines a Hodge star operator
x : OP(X;adP) — Q% P(X;adP). Combining this with the inner product on
the fiber Lie(G) of ad(P), we obtain an L? inner product on forms

(W1, wa)2 = / —tr(wy A *ws).
b

The gauge group G forms a Hilbert group, with Lie algebra L3Q°(X;adP).
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The linearization of the group action at A may be identified with the map
—dy : L30°(X; adP) — L2QY(X; adP).

With respect to the L? inner product on T4y A = L2Q(X; adP), the orthogonal
complement to the orbit tangent space T4O 4 is ker d% N L2QY(X; adP), where

d : L3QYNX; adP) — L*Q%(X; adP)
is the adjoint of d 4.

A slice for the gauge group action through A is given by neighborhood of A in
A+ L2X4, where Xy = ker %, NQ'(X; adP). The stabilizer stab(A) of the con-
nection A is a subgroup of the gauge group. For any xy € X, the map sending
each g € stab(A) to g(xg) € (P X a4 G)|z, = G is an injective homomorphism
and we can view stab(A) as a subgroup of G (it is the centralizer of the holon-
omy subgroup based at ). The standard slice theorem in gauge theory shows
that, for sufficiently small stab(A) invariant neighborhoods B C A + L2X of
A, there is an embedding

B X stab(A) g— A
Thus, the gauge orbit of [A] has a neighborhood in .4/G modeled on B/stab(A).

Associated to each connection A € A is its curvature 2-form F(A) € L*Q*(X; adP).
If Ag is a smooth connection, then F'(Ay) is a smooth 2-form, and if A = Ag+a
with a € L3QYX;adP), then F(A) = F(Ag) + da,a + a A a, which lies

in L? by standard elliptic theory and the Sobolev Multiplication Theorem

L? x L} — L* Here a Aa = 3[a Aa] is an adP valued 2-form.

A connection is said to be flat if its curvature is zero. This is a gauge invariant
condition, since F(gA) = gF(A)g~'. The flat moduli space is defined to be
the quotient space,

M={AecA|F(A)=0}/G.
In the next subsection we will demonstrate that the flatness equation is locally
equivalent to a Fredholm equation.

We will interpret the flat moduli space as the set of critical points of the
Chern-Simons function, defined as follows. Let Ay be a smooth connection.
Then, if A= A+ a,

1

csa,(A) = 52

/tr(2aAF(A0)+a/\dAoa+%a/\a/\a).
X

Since the choice of Ay only affects the Chern-Simons function through an
additive constant, we will typically drop the Ag subscript.
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Given the inner product pairing —tr on Lie(G), we obtain a nondegenerate
bilinear pairing between smooth adP valued 1-forms and adP valued 2-forms
by sending

(w1, ws) € QX ;adP) x Q*(X; adP) — —/tr(wl Aws) € R.
X

After completing with Sobolev norms, this identifies L2 ;Q?(X; adP) with the
dual space of L?Q*(X;adP). Under this identification, the differential of the
Chern-Simons function is given by dcsa = — 5 F(A).

We will discuss the Fredholm properties of the flatness equation on the slice
in Subsection 6.3, after we define the space of admissible functions which will
be used to perturb the Chern-Simons function.

6.2 Admissible functions

In this subsection, we will recall the definition of holonomy perturbations and
discuss their properties. We begin by fixing a collection of closed embedded
loops [y, ...,y in X, disjoint except for a common basepoint z(, such that the
homotopy classes [[;] generate m X. We also require that the tangent directions
agree at the basepoint. Let ; : S* x D? — X be diffeomorphisms from the
solid torus to tubular neighborhoods of the curves [;. These are to be chosen
so that v;(1,z) = 7;(1, ), i.e. there is a common normal disk at the basepoint.

Fix a radially symmetric bump function 3 : D? — R satisfying 3(x) > 0 for
all z, B(x) = 0 when ||z|| =1, and [. f(x)dz = 1.

Suppose that f : GN¥ — R is a C*® invariant function which is AdG invariant,
ie.

f(97'919,97" 929, 97 gng) = Flg1s- -, gn)-
We will form a C*® function f: A — R by

F(A) = [ Fholy,@y(A); . hoy oy (A)) B(2)da (17)

For a smooth connection A, the holonomy hol.,(A) around ~;(S* x {z})
depends continuously on z € D?, so this makes sense at least for smooth
connections.

Lemma 58 The function f on the space of smooth connections defined above
extends to a C* function on the L3 Sobolev completion A.
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PROOF. Here we follow Section 8a of [20]. The Lie group G, by assumption,
is a submanifold of the vector space End(C"). If f : GV — R is a C* function,
then by choosing a tubular neighborhood of G C End(C™) it is easy to give an
extension of f to all of End(C")¥ in such a way that the extension (which we
also denote by f) still is C* bounded. The advantage of doing so is that, for a
path a(t) = (g1(t), ..., gn(t)) € GV, we can now differentiate f( (t)) multiple
times using the chain rule. Namely, we obtain a formula for 4 " T(a(t)) which
is a linear combination of terms of the form

d'fa)(@"(0),....,al™(0)), (18)

where a")(0) denotes the r;-th derivative, and ry 4 ... +r, = k.

Consider for the moment the circle S' and the principal bundle P = S* x G
over it. Let A be a connection on P. If p : [0,1] — S is a parameterization,
we can trivialize p*(P) using the connection p*(A). The holonomy hol(A) is
the automorphism by which the fibers p*(P)|; is identified with p*(P)|o under
the map from p*(P) to P.

Let a € Q'(S'; adP) and set @ = p*a, which we interpret as a map a : [0,1] —
Lie(G) using the trivialization. Let P(s;t) denote parallel translation from
0 to s using the connection p*(A + ta). Then P(s;t) solves the differential
equation

2 P(s;t) + ta(s)P(s;t) = 0.

The holonomy hol(A + ta) is given by hol(A)P(1;t).

Differentiation of both sides of the differential equation with respect to t gives,
for each k,

02 P(s;t) + ka(s) 2= P(s, 1) + ta(s) 25

otk Ds atF—1 P(s;t) = 0.

Using this formula for ¢ = 0 inductively one can show that

1 s1 52 Sk—1
2 hol(A + ta)|i—o = hol(A) / i(s1) / (ss) / / G(sy)dsy - - - ds1.

0 0 0 0

This gives a bound

‘dtkhol(A—l—ta ‘t 0} < C‘CL|L1(51

Returning to the admissible functions defined above, we can apply inequalities
like this for each of the NV holonomies (for fixed x) to each of the terms of the
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form (18), obtaining a bound similar to equation (8.4) in [20], namely

SefA+ta) <const|¢F] S [ (Il laliiy @) B@)d.

1<in,. ik <N 2

The rest of the argument now follows as in [20]. O

Proposition 59 For any L? connection A and any admissible function f, the
differential df 4 is an element of L*.

PROOQOF. The bound above, in the case k = 1, shows immediately that

ldfa(a)llzacx) < K| f]

csamllallie) < Cllallzzx)-

This shows that df4 is in the dual space L? ;. In fact, since ||a| ;1 < C||a||z2 on
a compact manifold, the differential of f at A is bounded on L?, which means
that df4 € L*Q'(X; adP), the same place that dcsy = — 25 F(A) resides. O

Let F = C%,.(GY). We interpret elements of F as functions on A, via the
map f — f described above. It is clear from the construction that the resulting
functions are gauge invariant, so the map goes from F to C§(.A).

6.3 The local Fredholm equation for the perturbed flat moduli space

We now outline the local Fredholm model for the flat moduli space. Let A
be a flat connection; up to gauge transformation, it may be assumed to be
smooth. As in Section 6.1, we set LiX4 = kerd’ N L3O (X;adP) equal to
the slice tangent space. Consider the map F : LiX4 — L*Q?(X;adP) send-
ing a +— F(A+ a). This linearization is da|;2x, : LiXa — L*Q*(X;adP),
which has finite dimensional kernel (equal to H}(X;adP)) but has infinite
dimensional cokernel (including all of d% (L3Q*(X;adP))). To replace this
map with a Fredholm one, we set L?(xX4) = kerds N L*Q*(X;adP) and
let Iy : L2Q%(X;adP) — L*(*X4) denote the L? orthogonal projection onto
this subspace.

Lemma 60 For [lal|z sufficiently small, the restriction of the projection map
4 to ker da., N L*Q?(X; adP) is injective.

PROOF. This is Lemma 12.1.2 in [17]. O
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Proposition 61 There is a neighborhood B C L?X 4 of zero such that, for any
f € Fanda € B, the equation d(cs + f) ara = 0 is equivalent to I1a(d(cs + ) ata) =
0.

PROOF. This follows from the fact that f is gauge invariant and cs is in-
variant under the identity component of G (the latter claim is equivalent
to the Bianchi identity). Let A’ = A 4 a be a connection. We claim that
d(cs+f)a € kerdy N L*Q%(X; adP). Given this fact, the proposition follows
from Lemma 60.

To prove the claim, we will use the orthogonal decomposition
L*Q*(X;adP) = (ker dy N L*Q*(X;adP)) @ dy LI (X; adP).

We will show that d(cs + f) as is orthogonal to d%, (L3Q°(X; adP)) = xd 4 L3Q°(X; adP).
Choose n € L2Q%X;adP). Choose a sequence of L2 0-forms n; which limit to

n in the L? norm. Then *d4m; is a sequence of tangent vectors to the orbit

O 4 which converge to xd4n in L?. Hence

(e, d(cs + ) g =l G, d(cs + ) a1
= lim des +).a(dan)

= lim & (cs +f) (exp(tn) - 4) =g
=0.

We complete the subsection by noting that the Fredholm map
a€BC LX) — Ty, (—ﬁF(A +a) + de+a) € kerdy N L*Q*(X; adP)

is the differential of the function on B defined by a — (cs+f)(A + a), ie.
the restriction of cs+f to the slice through A. It follows that the general
comments concerning Fredholm exact 1-forms in Section 2.2 apply. We will
address the issue of abundance at the flat connections in the next subsection.
Abundance nearby will be obtained through the extension results in Section
5. Before we get into the abundance questions, we pause a moment to relate
the gauge theory notation with the notation used in the general discussion.

Let A be a smooth flat connection. For the two Banach spaces E and F' C E*,

we take £ = LiX4 = ker d4NL3QY(X;adP) and F = ker dyNL*Q*(X; adP) =
L?(xX,). For the Fredholm map ¢ : E — F, we take

((a) = Ma(d(cs +f) a+a) = 1l (—ﬁF(A +a)+ de—l—a) :
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The kernel U = ker d(j is equal to the first cohomology of X with coefficients in
the flat Lie(G) bundle associated to A, U = H(X;adP). (More specifically,
U is the space of harmonic 1-forms with respect to d4.) The image V' =
Image(d(p) in the present context is

V' = Image (da : ker dy N L3Q"(X; adP) — ker dy N L*Q*(X; adP)) .

We take as V and W the L? orthogonal complements of U and V' in E and
F, respectively. (Note that, by the Hodge theorem, W = H%(X;adP) is the
dual space to U and annihilates V.) Thus @, in this context, is a map from
H}(X;adP) to H3(X;adP) = xH}(X; adP).

In the gauge theory setting, the map ( is equivariant with respect to the
compact Lie group stab(A), so this plays the role of the group H in Section 4.

6.4 Abundance at the flat connections

Let A be a smooth flat connection, and let U, V', W, V' be as defined at the
end of the last subsection. Consider F = C%,-(G"). Choose neighborhoods
By of 0 € U and Bg of 0 € F, with By invariant under the H = stab(A)
action, and sufficiently small that the parameterized map ¢ : By x B — V
is well-defined, and define ¥ and ¢ accordingly as in Section 2.3.

Let T4 : Br — Ci '(By) be the map

TA(f)(a) = (es+f)(A+a+¥(a, f)).

Establishing the abundance properties necessary to obtain transversality re-
sults for generic (small) perturbations and paths of perturbations will be
a several step process. We begin the process by establishing abundance at
(0,0) e U x F.

Proposition 62 If s > k + 1, then the map T : B — Ci *(By) is kth
order abundant at (0,0).

Remark 63 This proposition in the SU(3) case with k = 2 corrects Proposi-
tion 3.4 (i) (a) of [3].

To outline the proof of this proposition, we need some additional notation.
Let v1,...,vn be the collection of thickened curves used to define the pertur-
bations. We’ll adopt the abbreviated notation

WI(A) = (hOl%(slx{m})(A), ceey hOZ’yN(Slx{x})(A)) e GV,
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We have an integration map (also dependent on A, but we leave this out of

the notation)

N
[ . D2 — (@dP|%({1}xD2)) s

defined as follows.

Fix a parameterization (which we also denote by =;) for each solid torus,
7; : [0,1] x D? — X which descends to an embedding of the solid torus when
the disks at the ends are identified. Given z € D? and a € Q'(X;adP), we
define

I.(a) = ( [ Prats) aln (2)ds, ..., | PN,x<s>*<a<wN*<%>>>ds) ,

where P;, denotes parallel translation along 7;(S' x {z}) from 7;(0,z) to

7i(s, ) using the connection A. Here 7;,(Z) denotes the velocity vector of the
parameterization ~y; with respect to the parameter s, in other words %%(s, x).

The upper asterisk denotes the pull-back, i.e.

Po(s)"(a(7i. (%)) = Pia(s)™ 0 a(i.5;)) © Pia(s)-

Pulling back in this way gives a map from the interval to the fiber adP|,,(0.z),
which can then be integrated.

All calculations concerning the holonomies around ;(S* x {z}) can be per-
formed by pulling connections on (the bundle over) the solid torus back to
connections on [0,1] x D?. In particular, to differentiate hol,,(s1xz)(A) with
respect to A, we use parallel translation for v (A) to trivialize the pulled back
adjoint bundle. One must keep in mind that the trivialization does not de-
scend to a section of adP|,,(s1xp2) because the bundle fibers at the ends are
identified via the holonomy. One can then check that, for smooth connections
A and smooth 1-forms a € QY(X;adP) = TaA,

%WI(A + )i = Folu(A) L. (a).

(The smoothness assumption is not a problem for us since we will only use
this fact at flat connections, which are smooth up to gauge, and on harmonic
1-forms, which are also smooth by elliptic regularity.)

The proof of Proposition 62 will be based on the following lemma. For A flat,
we can assume by gauge transforming that the holonomies of A are indepen-
dent of x, and we obtain (via parallel translation over the basepoint disk) an
identification of all the fibers of adP,,(0}xp2), S0 we may view [ as a map
taking values in a single fiber. This is naturally identified with the tangent
space to G at holy,(s1x{z})(A).

57



Lemma 64 Let A be a smooth flat connection, let I : Hj(X; adP) — Ty 4 GY
be the integration map described above, restricted to HY(X;adP). Let

p- Tm(A)GN - TW(A)G N/ Tm(A) [A]

denote the quotient map. Then po I, is independent of x and po I is injective.

PROOF. The proof of the first claim is simply a calculation. The main tools
are the following rules for integrating along a composition of paths (here in-
tegration means pulling back to the initial point via parallel translation and
then integrating),

/a:/ajt(Pa_l)*/a, /a:—P;/a,
Ba a B

a1 a

where P, denotes parallel translation along a. Also note that tangent vectors
to the orbit of hol(A) have the form

(hol,, (A)m — mhol., (A), ..., hol,, (A)m — mhol,, (A))
for some m € Lie(G). We leave the details to the reader.

The proof of the second claim is fairly straightforward de Rham theory. Let
W be the union of the thickened solid tori. Let p = hol(A) : m(X) — G
denote the holonomy representation for A. We’ll use the same name p for the
representation on the free group generated by the fundamental group genera-
tors, p : Fy = m (W) — G. The de Rham theorem identifies H}(X;adP) =
H*(m(X); ad,) and HA‘W(W; adPlw) = H'(Fy;ad,).

The standard complex for computing these group cohomologies gives a com-
mutative diagram
C%(m(X); Lie(@)) LA CH(m(X); Lie(@)) dn C?*(m(X); Lie(@))
=] =] |
CO(Fy; Lie(G)) & CV(Fy;Lie(@)) > C¥Fy; Lie(G)),
where dg is a map obtained from differentiating the relations in this presen-

tation of 7 (X). In particular, C° and C! are identified, and hence the closed
1-cochains on 71 (X)) map injectively into the closed 1-cochains on Fy. O

We now use the lemma to give a proof of the abundance property of the space
of admissible perturbations at a flat connection.
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Proof of Proposition 62. We begin by clarifying what must be proved. The final
statement in Corollary 23 generalizes immediately to the equivariant setting.
If the functions in F are invariant under a compact Lie group H action on
U®V (which respects the direct sum decomposition), then the same statement
holds with each S! replaced by Sk;. Thus, it is sufficient to show that for each
I < k there are admissible functions f{,..., f} ~which vanish to order [ —1
at A and with the property that d'(f})a restricted to H}(X;adP) (that is,
pulled back to tensors on the cohomology via the inclusion of the cohomology
into T'4.A) span the space of H invariant [ tensors. We shall do this now.

Fix a flat connection A and an integer k. Gauge transform A if necessary to ob-
tain a smooth gauge representative. Let § = hol(A) and set Ny = T:G™ /T505.
Set H = G7 equal to the stabilizer of g (i.e. the stabilizer of A in G). Then
H acts linearly on Ny and on H}(X;adP), and the map p o I is equivariant.
In particular, the image of p o I is an invariant subspace, which we’ll call N’.
There is an equivariant isomorphism from Ng to N’ @ N” where N” is some
other representation of H.

As in the discussion surrounding Proposition 26, we let ¢ : N/ — N’ & N”.
Note that the pull back i* : S{(N' @ N”) — SY(N’) is surjective, and likewise
i* : SL(N' @ N”) — SL(N') is surjective. It is clear that for any | < k we
can find functions 711, . ,ﬂnl € C%(Nz) which vanish to order [ — 1 at 0 and
with the property that dfj;,j =1,...,m; span S4(Nj). In particular, we can
choose them so that z'*dlofé- span Sk (N').

Theorem 29 allows us to translate these functions (bumped off outside a neigh-
borhood of the origin in N5) into a collection of G invariant C* functions on
G which vanish to order [ — 1 at g and with the corresponding spanning
property for the [-th derivatives at g.

We complete the proof by noting that if f € C&(GY) vanishes to order [ — 1
at g, then the corresponding admissible function f : A — R satisfies d/f4 = 0
for j=0,...,0l—1 and

df(A(ay,..., a)

:d;;ll...dih/?(mx(fl—l-tlal—G—-..—I—tlal))ﬁl'dx

ti=-=t;=0

= [ dFy (Rl (A)Lu{ar), ... Fol(A) Lu{ar)) B(a)da

For a; closed, hol,(A)I,(a;) is independent of x modulo tangent vectors to the
orbit of g. By Proposition 33, the quantity being integrated is independent of
x, except for the bump function, which integrates to 1. Proposition 62 now
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follows. O

6.5 Global transversality theorems

In this subsection, we state and prove global transversality results concerning
the perturbed flat moduli space. Let X be a closed oriented 3-manifold. Recall
that X is an integral homology sphere (ZHS) if H,(X;Z) = H,(S3,Z), and X
is a rational homology sphere (QHS) if H,(X;Q) = H.(S3;Q). We will also
assume that G = SU(n) or G = U(n), for n < 4.

We begin by noting some immediate consequence of the ZHS or QHS as-
sumptions on X, concerning orbit types of reducible flat connections and the
cohomology at the reducible flat connections. We will again use the notation
established in Section 1 for types of reducible connections.

We begin by recalling some well-known facts about U(2) and SU(2) con-
nections. In general, U(2) connections have type 2, 1+ 1 or 12. These have
stabilizer {1}, U(1) and SU(2) in SU(2). In U(2) the stabilizer is larger,
containing the scalars, but these act trivially on u(2) or su(2) so, for the pur-
pose of studying stab(A) invariant functions on H}(X;adP), we can ignore
this difference. Note also that for a 1+ 1 (i.e. abelian noncentral) connection
A, the action of the U(1) stabilizer (in SU(2)) on H}(X;adP) has the form
R* @ C!, where the action on C! has weight two. Again, this has no effect on
the invariant functions so we ignore this fact, too.

Now consider rank two connections (G = U(2) or SU(2)) on a ZHS X. Since
the only flat U(1) connection on X, up to gauge, is the trivial connection, a
flat G connection cannot be of type 1+ 1, and there is only one 12 flat SU(2)
connection (the rank two trivial connection ). Finally, since Hj(X;adP) =

H'(X;R) ® Lie(G) = 0, this connection is isolated.

Next, consider rank two connections on a QHS X. There are finitely many
nontrivial U(1) flat connections up to gauge, so now there do exist nontrivial 12
and 1+1 rank two connections. Again, for a 1? connection A, H}(X; adP) = 0.
For the 1+ 1 connections, H}(X;adP) is isomorphic (under the stab(A) =
U(1) action) to C'.

We now consider rank three connections on a ZHS X. Although in general
the U(3) connection types are {3,2+ 1,1+ 1+ 1,1 + 12,13}, the homology
restriction only allows types 3, 2+ 1 and the unique rank three trivial connec-
tion (and again the gauge orbit of the trivial connection is isolated). The 2+ 1
connections have U(1) stabilizer in SU(3); the stabilizer is larger in U(3), but
this distinction is again unimportant.
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On a QHS, there can be nontrivial 1® flat connections, but all of these are
isolated. There can also be 12 +1 and 1+ 1+ 1 flat connections. There is one
simplifying observation to be made about 12 + 1 connections, however. For a
1241 connection flat connection A, stab(A) is (effectively) U(2). Since U(2) x
1 C U(3) acts on su(3) in such a way that it is isomorphic to su(2) &R & C?,
H(X; adP) is isomorphic as a U(2) vector space to R* @ (C?®@R') @ (su(2) ®
R™). However, the su(2) component must vanish by the same argument as

for the 12 connections above. Thus the nontrivial part of the U(2) action on
H(X;adP) is isomorphic to C> ® R’

Finally, consider rank four connections. In general, rank four connections have
the following types:

{4,341,24+2,22 241224+ 14+ 1,1 +1+1+1,12+1+1,12+ 1%, 1% + 1, 1*}.

Again, the reducible (nontrivial) flat connections on a ZHS are limited to
types 3+ 1 and 2+ 2, which are analogous to the reducible SU(3) connections
mentioned above and discussed in detail in [3], and types 2% and 2 + 12. For
a 2% flat connection, the stab(A) = U(2) action on H(X;adP) is equivalent
to R* @ (su(2) @ R'). It is equivalent but easier to consider H = SO(3) acting
on R* @ (R® @ R).

Finally, for 2 4+ 1? flat connections on a 3-manifold, H}(X;adP) is equivalent
to R¥ @ (C? @ RY) @ (su(2) ® R™). Again the su(2) component is identified
with H'(X;R) ® su(2) and hence is trivial.

Hence if X is a QHS and G = SU(3) or U(3), orif X is a ZHS and G = SU(4)
or U(4), the the stab(A) actions on H}(X;adP) all effectively have the types
listed in the table before Theorem 1. Note that each of these representations
was addressed in the abundance extension results of Section 5.

We now state the state the theorem which is the main goal of this paper.
Let X be a closed, oriented 3-manifold. Choose a collection of thickened loops
Y1, -, n in X generating m X . Fix s > 6 and use C&(GY) to define a space
of admissible functions F, with the C'* Banach norm.

Theorem 65 Assume that either

(A) X is a QHS and G = SU(3) or U(3), or
(B) X is a ZHS and G = SU(4) or U(4).

There exists a § > 0 and a residual subset of Bs(F) for which the perturbed flat
moduli space M (X)) is a finite collection of gauge orbits (cs+f is Bott-Morse
on A/G with finitely many isolated critical orbits). For two such perturbations
fo and fi1, generic paths in Bs(F) from fo to fi have the property that the
parameterized flat moduli space is a compact union of arcs. The individual
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arcs are compact except for open ends that limit to distinct points in a more
reducible stratum of the parameterized critical set, as follows.

In Case (A), type 3 arcs can limit only to type 2 + 1 points; type 2 + 1 arcs
can limit to 1 + 1+ 1 or 1 + 12 points, and the 1 +1 + 1 and 1 + 1? strata
of the parameterized moduli space are compact. (See Figure 1.) In Case (B),
type 4 arcs can limit to 24 2 or 3+ 1 points; 2+ 2 components can limit to
22 points; and 3+ 1 components can limit to 2 + 12 points. (See Figure 2.)

For 6 > 0 sufficiently small, all the observations about the flat moduli space
preceding this theorem continue to hold for the perturbed moduli space.

PROOQOF. For each flat connection A, there is a d4 > 0 and neighborhoods
B, C Hi(X;adP) and By C H4(X;adP)* N L3X, such that the parame-
terized Kuranishi model describes makes sense in By x By x Bs, (F). Since
Proposition 62 guarantees that 74 : F — Cliapay(Br) is fourth order abun-
dant at (0,0) € By x Bs,(F), we can apply the extension results in Section
5 to find smaller neighborhoods where second order abundance holds (except
on the principal orbit stratum where we at least have first order abundance).
Note that these neighborhoods are contained in the slices through flat con-
nections, so no connection in such a neighborhood is more reducible that the
types of the (nontrivial) flat connections listed above. In the case of a 2+ 12 flat
connection, we can also choose the neighborhood around it small enough, and
4 small enough, that no perturbed flat 2+ 12 connection in the neighborhood
has a nontrivial su(2) component in the cohomology.

Since the flat moduli space is compact, we can cover it with (the image under
the quotient map p : A — B of) a finite collection of such open neighborhoods.
Set 0 equal to the minimum of the corresponding d4’s. Taubes shows in [20]
that by choosing ¢ > 0 sufficiently small, we can insure that the perturbed
flat moduli space M for || f|| < ¢ lies in union of this open cover. Taubes
also shows that the perturbed flat moduli space is compact for any admissible
function f.

By applying the local results of Section 4 to the individual neighborhoods, and
then intersecting the residual subsets of perturbations and paths we arrive at
global versions of these theorems for the perturbed flat moduli space.

Finally, let us address the question of which types of perturbed flat connections
can appear out of a given type. The answer to this question is summarized
in Figures 1 and 2. To see that no other possibilities exist, suppose a generic
path of perturbations f; is chosen so that the kernel of the Hessian of 74¢(f,)
at a critical point ag € H) (X;adP) is never larger than one irreducible rep-
resentation of the stabilizer of ag. (This is part of the jet condition described
in Theorem 46.)
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The orbit type (under the stab(ag) C stab(A;) action) of a nonzero vector in
this kernel is determined completely by the orbit type of ag under stab(A4;)
(which is determined by that of A;+a under the gauge group). For example, if
A;+ag is a 2412 connection then the stab(A;+ag) action on the kernel is either
trivial (and the nearby solutions are of the same orbit type) or is effectively
U(2) acting on C?. Note that the C? here corresponds to “intertwining” the
U(2) connection with a 1-dimensional subspace of the “1?” part. Any nonzero
vector in C? has isotropy in U(2) isomorphic to U(1), and the corresponding
connection is a 3 + 1 type connection. 0O

In a future paper, we will use this result to define an SU(4) invariant of ZHS’s,
and also a U(3) or SU(3) invariant of QHS’s, which are analogs of the SU(3)
Casson invariant defined in [4]. In the rank four case, irreducible (i.e. type 4)
points should be counted with sign determined by the spectral flow. The 2+ 2
and 3+ 1 strata should contribute correction terms analogous to that for 75y (3
defined in [4], and the other two strata must contribute “correction terms to
the correction terms.” Similarly, in the rank 3 case, secondary correction terms
for the reducible strata of type 12+ 1 and 1 + 1 + 1 must be added to the 7
definition in [4].

The importance of the complete catalog of bifurcations provided here is that
one can now use a Cerf-theoretic argument to show the signed count of irre-
ducible points plus the correction terms is invariant. To prove that this quan-
tity is independent of the choice of perturbation, it is sufficient to demonstrate
that none of the bifurcations in Figure 1 or Figure 2, and no compact cobor-
disms within any stratum, change this sum, following the approach taken in

3], [4] and [6].

To generalize the transversality results in Theorem 65 beyond the Cases (A)
and (B) considered in this paper, one must generalize Theorem 53 to all the
different groups H = stab(A) and H representations U = H(X; adP) for the
all the different reduction types. In addition, the sphere transitivity property
no longer holds for each of the H vector spaces. For example, a rank six con-
nection of type 2® has stabilizer in U(6) isomorphic to U(3). One component
of the first cohomology will correspond to the U(3) adjoint representation on
su(3), which is irreducible but does not have the sphere transitivity prop-
erty. In these circumstances, the bifurcations can be analyzed but they are
more complicated than those described here, and higher degree abundance is
necessary.
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