
FRANKS’ DICHOTOMY FOR TORIC MANIFOLDS, HOFER–ZEHNDER

CONJECTURE, AND GAUGED LINEAR SIGMA MODEL

SHAOYUN BAI AND GUANGBO XU

Abstract. We prove that for any compact toric symplectic manifold, if a Hamiltonian dif-
feomorphism admits more fixed points, counted homologically, than the total Betti number,
then it has infinitely many simple periodic points. This provides a vast generalization of
Franks’ famous two or infinity dichotomy for periodic orbits of area-preserving diffeomorphisms

on the two-sphere, and establishes a conjecture attributed to Hofer–Zehnder in the case of
toric manifolds. The key novelty is the application of gauged linear sigma model and its bulk
deformations to the study of Hamiltonian dynamics of symplectic quotients.
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1. Introduction

1.1. Main result. A celebrated theorem of Franks [Fra92, Fra96] says that any area-preserving
diffeomorphism on S2 has either 2 or infinitely many periodic points. An extension of this
dichotomy to all compact symplectic toric manifolds is obtained in this paper.

Theorem A. Let X be a compact symplectic toric manifold and ϕ : X → X be a Hamiltonian
diffeomorphism with isolated fixed points. If the number of fixed points of ϕ, counted homologically,
is greater than the total rank of homology of X, then ϕ has infinitely many simple periodic points.
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2 SHAOYUN BAI AND GUANGBO XU

Here a point x ∈ X is called a simple periodic point (of period k) if ϕk(x) = x for some positive
integer k and ϕl(x) ̸= x for all l < k. The homological count of the number of fixed points of ϕ,
denoted by N(ϕ), is defined as

N(ϕ) :=
∑

x∈Fix(ϕ)

dimHF loc(ϕ, x)

where HF loc(ϕ, x) is the local Floer homology at a fixed point x. In particular, when ϕ is
nondegenerate, meaning that for all x ∈ Fix(ϕ), the linearization ϕ at x has no eigenvalue 1, then
N(ϕ) is equal to the naive count of fixed points.

Theorem A also resolves the following visionary conjecture set forth by Hofer and Zehnder [HZ11,
Page 263] in the case of toric manifolds.

Conjecture 1.1 (Hofer–Zehnder conjecture). Let ϕ be a Hamiltonian diffeomorphism on a
compact symplectic manifold. If ϕ has more fixed points than the lower bound provided by the
Arnold conjecture, then ϕ has infinitely many simple periodic points.

From a dynamical perspective, the Hofer–Zehnder conjecture is related to the problem of finding
Hamiltonian diffeomorphisms with minimal number of invariant ergodic measures, i.e., pseudo-
rotations. Such maps are usually very rare. For toric manifolds, such pseudo-rotations were
recently constructed by Le Roux–Seyfaddini [LRS22] using the Anosov–Katok method [AK70].

Our proof of Theorem A is built upon new connections between two distant stories:

(1) Quantitative Floer theory. The energy filtration on Floer chain complexes leads
to a powerful framework in studying Hamiltonian dynamics. Notions from topological
data analysis, such as persistence module and barcode, have been incorporated with the
quantitative symplectic geometry to prove many exciting results beyond the scope of the
Arnold conjecture. Insights from [EP03] and [She22] about the quantitative implication
of the semisimplicity of quantum cohomology are particularly crucial ingredients.

(2) Gauged linear sigma model (GLSM). The GLSM was introduced by Witten [Wit93]
in the physical context of 2-dimensional supersymmetric field theory, later becoming
very impactful in enumerative algebraic geometry and mirror symmetry. The adaptation
[Xu16][WX17b] of GLSM to Hamiltonian Floer theory brings in three significant advan-
tages in carrying out the proof of Theorem A along the lines of [She22]: a) all curve counts
are integers even for general toric manifolds, b) transversality can be achieved without
using the virtual technique, and c) the semisimplicity can be achieved using “small” bulk
deformation, i.e., divisor classes.

These new connections we build in this paper are perhaps equally interesting as our main result
as a generalization of Franks’ theorem and deserve further exploration.

1.2. Pseudoholomorphic curves vs. vortices. A crucial feature of our proof is the systematic
adaptation of the GLSM to a symplecto-geometric problem. As mentioned above, this approach
has tremendous advantages in various levels over the traditional, i.e., the nonlinear sigma model
(NLSM) approach. Here we try to provide a brief sketch of the idea of GLSM and explain the
advantageous effects on Floer theory.

1.2.1. Pseudoholomorphic curves and the counting problem. Since Gromov [Gro85] the theory of
pseudoholomorphic curves has become the main infrastructure of symplectic geometry. A central
problem about pseudoholomorphic curves, roughly speaking, is to define invariants by counting
them. The difficulty to count lies in the fact that the moduli spaces are often very singular
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and that one needs to regularize the moduli spaces in order to define the contributions of the
singularities. There are two main regularization methods which we recall here.

The first one is to “geometrically” perturb the pseudoholomorphic curve equation, resembling the
strategy of perturbing the Riemannian metric in Yang–Mills gauge theory. This method works
for symplectic manifolds satisfying the topological condition called “semipositivity,” including
the exact (ω = dθ), positively monotone (c1 > 0), and Calabi–Yau (c1 = 0) cases. Though it
limits the range of applications, due to its simplicity the method of geometric perturbations is
still favored in many situations, with numerous distinguished works based upon.

The reason that the geometric perturbation method does not extend beyond the semipositive
case is due to the issue of “multiple covers of holomorphic spheres with negative Chern numbers.”
These multiple covers cause very wild singularities of the moduli spaces which cannot be perturbed
away by geometric perturbations. The second regularization method, originally invented to deal
with the general situation, is to embed the singular moduli spaces into regular spaces and apply
“abstract perturbations” which no longer have concrete geometric meanings. The construction
becomes substantially more involved and bulky. We mention one (but not the only) challenging
task that is relevant in Floer theory. In the semipositive setting, as one can geometrically perturb
the Floer equation to achieve transversality, moduli spaces with negative expected dimensions
are automatically empty. As a result, one can work with individual moduli spaces. Beyond the
semipositive setting, the regularization process must be taken simultaneously with all moduli
spaces regardless of their expected dimensions. Greater care needs to be taken in order to obtain
a coherent system of perturbations.

Despite the technical complexities caused by the spherical multiple covers, such singularities of
moduli spaces shall be regarded as a feature, not a bug, in Gromov–Witten theory. Numerically,
these multiple covers can make certain GW invariants fractional numbers. For example, the famous
Aspinwall–Morrison formula (see [AM93][Voi96]) says that k-fold covers of a rigid holomorphic
sphere in a Calabi–Yau threefold shall contribute 1/k3 to the genus zero Gromov–Witten invariant.
From an abstract perspective, the non-integrality is due to the fact that moduli spaces are actually
orbifolds/stacks rather than manifolds/spaces, while stacky points contribute fractionally to
topological invariants such as the Euler number.

However, in Floer theory, regarding the multiple cover issue, at least the numerical non-integrality,
the authors somehow view it as a bug rather than a feature. One way to justify this viewpoint is to
look at Hamiltonian Floer theory. We know that Hamiltonian Floer homology should be isomorphic
to the classical Morse homology which can be defined over integers. In the non-semipositive case,
the spherical multiple covers, which appear in wrong dimensions, cannot be easily separated from
Floer cylinders, although the latter can be made transverse by geometric perturbations. One
must consider the fractional contributions from the stacky parts of moduli spaces. As a result,
the Floer homology is only identified with the Morse homology over Q, missing the information
from the torsion part. This bug also makes the construction of interesting algebraic structures,
such as equivariant pair-of-pants product [Sei15][SZ21] and quantum Steenrod operation [Wil20]
impossible beyond the semipositive case. Recently the authors [BX22a] constructed a Hamiltonian
Floer chain complex over Z using the more refined abstract perturbation scheme discovered by
Fukaya–Ono [FO97] and proved an integral version of the Arnold conjecture for general compact
symplectic manifolds. This shows that the contributions from the “stacky” parts of moduli
spaces can indeed be separated out in Floer theory. Still, the whole construction remains very
involved as we need to work with infinitely many moduli spaces simultaneously, even if the recent
invention of global Kuranishi charts by Abouzaid–McLean–Smith [AMS21, AMS23] (see also
Hirschi–Swaminathan [HS22]) greatly reduced the technical burden.
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1.2.2. Mathematical theory of the GLSM. It is clear that with the old infrastructure of pseudoholo-
morphic curves, the generality of applications and the simplicity of methodology hardly get along.
The bug of numerical non-integrality is also hard, if not impossible, to remove. Remarkably, the
new infrastructure of the gauged linear sigma model, which we systematically adopt in this paper,
works for very general situations (i.e. beyond semipositive case) while only requiring the simple
geometric perturbation method and provides an easy fix of the issue of spherical multiple covers.

Let us be slightly more technical. We would like to briefly discuss the vortex equation, the
GLSM counterpart of the pseudoholomorphic curve equation. We use the case of X = CPn as an
example. First, one views CPn, a nonlinear space, as the symplectic reduction of the linear space
V = Cn+1 by the group U(1). The moment map is µ(x0, . . . , xn) = |x0|2 + · · ·+ |xn|2 − c. Then,
instead of considering maps from a Riemann surface Σ to CPn (the NLSM viewpoint), we consider
the so-called “gauged maps” into the linear space V . They are nothing but triples (L,A, u), where
L→ Σ is a Hermitian line bundle, A is a Hermitian connection on L, and u = (u0, . . . , un) is an
(n+ 1)-tuple of sections of L. The vortex equation reads

∂Aui = 0, FA = 2πiµ(u)dvolΣ = 2πi(|u0|2 + · · ·+ |un|2 − c)dvolΣ. (1.1)

Up to gauge transformations, this defines a holomorphic line bundle with n + 1 holomorphic
sections. Notice that the equation depends on a volume form dvolΣ on the surface, losing the
conformal invariance of pseudoholomorphic curves. But this is a very useful feature, as one can
manipulate the volume form to adjust the position of the section u relative to the moment map.
For example, if one needs to define an evaluation map to the quotient space CPn at a marked
point, then one take a volume form which is cylindrical around the point. The finiteness of energy
forces any solution to approach to the level set µ = 0 at the cylindrical infinity.

The reason that we can avoid sphere bubbles is simply because the target space V has only
constant holomorphic spheres. We can view this feature as giving a different way of compactifying
the space of pseudoholomorphic curves downstairs. Notice that an (n+ 1)-tuple of holomorphic
sections (u0, . . . , un) defines a holomorphic map into CPn precisely when these sections have no
common zeroes. Sphere bubbles form in a sequential limit when some of their distinct zeroes
collide. However, in the vortex equation, there is no restriction on where the sections can vanish.

The absence of sphere bubbles make the geometric perturbation method possible, even if the
target space downstairs is not semipositive. For example, one can perturb the standard almost
complex structure on the linear space V as long as the perturbation is invariant under the gauge
group action. As the solution intersect the region where the group action is free, the invariance
restriction does not make the perturbation argument more difficult than the non-equivariant case.

We want to convince the reader that although the GLSM approach is only available for symplectic
reductions, the drop of generality is small in a practical sense. Indeed, most target manifolds
which can be explicitly defined have some “linear” feature, such as toric manifolds, flag manifolds,
or subvarieties inside them. They are the targets for which explicit calculations can be expected.

The mathematical theory of the GLSM develops in two different directions. The first one is
constructing gauged Gromov–Witten type invariants, relating them with classical GW invariants,
and verifying physicists’ predictions such as classical mirror symmetry or LG/CY correspondence.
Although there are substantial developments on the symplectic side (see [Mun99, Mun03, MT09]
[GS05] [Zil05, Zil14] [TX18a, TX16, TX20, TX18b]), the progress has been far more successful
on the algebraic side ([CKM14][FJR18][CJR21][CLLL16, CLLL19][CGLL21]) with significant
applications [CK20] [CGL18, CGL21][GJR18] etc.

The second direction, which only exists in the symplectic setting, is Floer-theoretic applications
of the GLSM technique, including [Fra04a, Fra04b][Woo11][Xu16][WX17b]. The key novelty is to
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take advantage of the simple topology upstairs to reduce the cost of regularization. Meanwhile,
the moduli spaces can sometimes be explicitly identified, making certain computations such as
the disk potential calculation available.

1.2.3. Exact relation between upstairs and downstairs. To see that the GLSM approach is an ideal
alternative of the pseudoholomorphic curve approach, but not anything distantly different, we
explain a concrete relation between their numerical or algebraic outputs. Physically, this relation
is about the renormalization process in GLSM. Similar phenomena show up in different situations,
such as the Atiyah–Floer conjecture [Ati88]. Mathematically, this relation can be revealed by
considering the limit of the vortex equation when we blow up the volume form on the surface. In
the context of (1.1), consider the ϵ→ 0 limit of the following variant:

∂Aui = 0, ϵ2FA = 2πiµ(u)dvolΣ.

Since the vortex theory is supposed to be independent of the parameters, then as ϵ→ 0, we shall
obtain invariant countings, chain homotopy equivalent complexes, etc. On the other hand, if
ϵ→ 0, the equation indicates that µ(u) → 0. Modulo gauge symmetry, in the limit the vortices
become pseudoholomorphic curves in X = µ−1(0)/K. However, by looking more carefully at the
ϵ→ 0 limit, one can find that vortices do not converge to pseudoholomorphic curves entirely, as
certain gauge-theoretic bubbles may appear. Consequently, one should expect

GLSM ≈ NLSM+ correction. (1.2)

The correction term is intimately related to mirror symmetry. For example, when X is Calabi–Yau,
the correction can be viewed as a coordinate change on the Käher moduli on the A-side, which
should match the coordinates on the complex moduli on the B-side.

To finish, we remark that although the work conducted in this paper does not rely on a rigorous
verification of (1.4) in the Floer setting, this picture shows that the GLSM approach of the Floer
theory is equivalent to the ordinary one up to certain deformation.

1.3. Outline of the proof. Our proof is greatly indebted to the argument of Shelukhin [She22],
which boils down to two key elements: 1) the uniform upper bound of the boundary depth
under the semisimplicity condition, and 2) the linear growth of the total bar length under prime
iterations. The reason why this argument can be applied to the toric case is because the quantum
cohomology of toric manifolds are “generically semisimple,” a fact which can be easily deduced
from mirror symmetry (see below). For 2), it is crucial for us to use the GLSM approach which
leads to Floer chain complexes over Z, hence all their mod p reductions.

1.3.1. Hamiltonian Floer theory via GLSM. (See Section 4 for more details.) Let X be a compact
toric manifold. For any nondegenerate 1-periodic family of Hamiltonians Ht : X → R (t ∈ S1)
in [Xu16] the second named author constructed a Floer chain complex over Z following the
suggestion of [CGS00] using the GIT presentation of the toric manifold. Basically, using the
moment polytope P ⊂ Rn one can realize X as the symplectic reduction of a vector space V ∼= CN

by a Hamiltonian action of TN−n. Upon choosing a TN−n-invariant lift Ĥt : V → R of Ht and

TN−n-invariant almost complex structure Ĵt, one can define the vortex Floer complex

VCF •(Ĥ, Ĵ)

whose generators are still 1-periodic orbits “downstairs” in X, but with differentials counting gauge
equivalence classes of Hamiltonian perturbed vortices “upstairs” in V . As the target manifold
V is contractible, the compactness problem about the moduli spaces of vortices becomes very
simple, similary to the symplectically aspherical case in ordinary Hamiltonian Floer theory. As a
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result, one can achieve transversality by just perturbing (Ĥ, Ĵ); moreover, the complex can be
defined over the Novikov ring with integer coefficients:

ΛZ :=

{ ∞∑
i=1

aiT
λi | ai ∈ Z, λi → +∞

}
.

The continuation maps and pair-of-pants product can also be constructed, resulting in a quantum

algebra VHF •(V ) over ΛZ which is independent of the data (Ĥ, Ĵ).1

The filtered Floer theory can also be developed using the vortex equation. Indeed, an equivariant
action functional makes the vortex Floer complex a Floer–Novikov complex in the sense of Usher
[Ush08], hence leads to spectral invariants as defined in [WX17b]. By working over a Novikov
field ΛK, one can also associate to each Hamiltonian Ht a barcode in the sense of Usher–Zhang
[UZ16] and an infinite-dimensional persistence module.

1.3.2. Mirror symmetry via GLSM and generic semisimplicity. We recall certain folklore knowledge
about toric mirror symmetry. Instead of classical mirror symmetry for Calabi–Yau manifolds
[CdlOGP91], the mirror object of a compact toric manifold X is a Landau–Ginzburg model
(Y,W ), where Y is an algebraic torus with coordinates y = (y1, . . . , yn) and W is a holomorphic
function in y. This mirror correspondence implies the ring isomorphism

QH•(X) ∼= Jac(W ) (1.3)

where the right hand side, the Jacobian ring, is roughly the ring of functions on the critical locus
of W . When W is a Morse function, mirror symmetry implies that QH•(X) is semisimple.

The work of Fukaya–Oh–Ohta–Ono [FOOO10, FOOO11, FOOO16] provides a geometric descrip-
tion of the mirror superpotential and the isomorphism (1.3). Indeed, W can be viewed as the
count of (stable) holomorphic disks with boundary in Lagrangian tori and the isomorphism (1.3)
is induced from the closed-open map. The mirror superpotential W can be Morsified by certain
deformations, which can be realized by bulk deformations. Roughly speaking, cohomology
classes b in X can deform the ring QH•(X) to a family QH•

b(X), deform the mirror superpotential
W to a family Wb, and deform the closed-open map to a family of isomorphisms

QH•
b(X) ∼= Jac(Wb). (1.4)

Moreover, for a generic b, the superpotential Wb a Morse function, implying the semisimplicity of
QH•

b(X). Notice that, the rigorous mathematical proof of (1.4) by Fukaya et.al. relies heavily on
the machinery of (equivariant) Kuranishi structures.

Using the GLSM, one can reproduce the above picture with significantly reduced technicality.
Indeed, viewing X as the GIT quotient of V , there is a GLSM version of disk potential, firstly
discussed by Givental [Giv95] and Hori–Vafa [HV00] and rigorously defined by Woodward [Woo11].
We denote temporarily the GLSM version of the disk potential by WGLSM and the previous disk
potential defined by Fukaya–Oh–Ohta–Ono by WNLSM. We remind the reader that when X is
Fano, WGLSM =WNLSM (see [Cho05][CO06]). In the general situation, schematically, one shall

1The Piunikhin–Salamon–Schwarz (PSS) construction for the vortex Floer theory, however, do not work over
Z. However, by the special topology of toric manifolds, the homology group VHF•(V ) is still isomorphic to the
ordinary homology of X.
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have the following commutative diagram

VHF b
•(V ) //

��

Jac(WGLSM
b )

��

QH•
b′(X) // Jac(WNLSM

b′ )

.

Here the left vertical arrow and the correspondence b 7→ b′, often called the quantum Kirwan
map, has been discussed in [GS05][Zil05, Zil14][Woo15], the right vertical arrow, which is realized
by a coordinate change on the variables y = (y1, . . . , yn), has been discussed in various cases in
[FOOO16][CLLT17][WX18]. This picture allows us to work entirely upstairs.

Theorem B. There exists a bulk deformation of the form

b =

N∑
j=1

log cjVj (1.5)

with cj ∈ Z[i] ∼= Z ⊕ iZ such that the quantum algebra VHF b
•(V ) is semisimple over ΛQ.

Using purely algebraic argument one can derive the semisimplicity in finite characteristics.

Corollary 1.2. Let b be given as in Theorem B. Then for any sufficiently large prime p, the
quantum algebra VHF b

•(V ) is semisimple over the Novikov field ΛFp
, where Fp is an algebraic

closure of Fp.

1.3.3. Boundary depth estimate and linear growth of total bar length. The bulk-deformed vortex
Floer theory still provides us powerful quantitative invariants of Hamiltonian diffeomorphisms.

Basically, over a Novikov field ΛK the bulk-deformed complex VCF b
•(Ĥ, Ĵ) induces a barcode,

whose longest finite bar has length equal to the boundary depth introduced by Usher [Ush11a].
The boundary depth only depends on the induced Hamiltonian diffeomorphism ϕ on X and we
denote it by βb

K(ϕ); it also extends to possibly degenerate Hamiltonian diffeomorphisms. We prove
the following uniform upper bound on boundary depth, similar to that of [She22, Theorem B].

Theorem C. Let b be given as in Theorem B. Then there exists C > 0 such that for all sufficiently
large prime p, for all Hamiltonian diffeomorphism ϕ on X, one has

βb
Fp
(ϕ) ≤ C. (1.6)

On the other hand, the total bar length of the bulk-deformed vortex Floer complex can be
extended to Hamiltonian diffeomorphisms with isolated fixed points. Denote it (over ΛK) by

τbK(ϕ) ∈ R.

Following [SZ21] and [She22], via the algebraic Tate construction and geometrically constructed
equivariant pair-of-pants product (extending Seidel’s construction [Sei15] in characteristic 2), one
obtains the following analogue of [She22, Theorem D].

Theorem D. For any bulk b for the form (1.5) and any odd prime p, we have the inequality

τb
Fp
(ϕp) ≥ p · τb

Fp
(ϕ). (1.7)

Finally, Theorem A follows by a simple contradiction between Theorem C and Theorem D, if we
assume the number of fixed points is great than the total rank of homology (see Section 8).
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1.4. Outlook and speculations. We are very surprised to find out that classical considerations
from mirror symmetry can be quite useful for investigations in Hamiltonian dynamics. We
expect such a connection could open up new avenues for future research. As mentioned above,
GLSM can more generally be used to study symplectic topology and Hamiltonian dynamics of
other symplectic/GIT quotients or complete intersections in them, the latter of which requires
studing the gauged Witten equation (see [TX18a, TX18b]) with Hamiltonian perturbations. It is
conceivable that one could resolve the Hofer–Zehnder conjecture for a broader class of symplectic
quotients, provided that certain form of closed string mirror symmetry can be established.

On a different note, except for deploying tools like GLSM, as mentioned earlier, there are some
recent advances [BX22b, BX22a] on defining Hamiltonian Floer theory over integers for general
symplectic manifolds. The methods from loc. cit. are general enough for us to expect that a
version of symplectic Smith-type inequality should hold using such a theory. Deriving dynamical
applications using such a toolkit, including proving the Hofer–Zehnder conjecture in more general
settings, is another topic for future research.

1.5. Outline of the paper. The following provides an outline of this paper.

• Basic notions related to toric manifolds are recalled in Section 2, which also includes an
introduction to the symplectic vortex equations arising from GLSM.

• In Section 3, various algebraic preliminaries relevant for our purpose, including semisimple
algebras over Novikov rings defined over fields with possibly positive characteristics,
abstract setups for filtered Floer theories, persistence modules, and A∞ algebras and their
Hochschild cohomology, are recalled systematically.

• A (filtered) Hamiltonian Floer theory package in the vortex setting is recorded in Section
4. Most notably, we introduce bulk deformations in vortex Hamiltonian Floer theory
which allow us to incorporate ideas from generic semisimplicity of quantum homology to
derive applications in quantitative symplectic topology.

• In Section 5, we introduce local Floer theory in the vortex setting in order to establish
Theorem A for Hamiltonian diffeomorphisms with isolated but degenerate fixed points.

• The main purpose of Section 6 is to prove Theorem 6.2 = Theorem C, which ensures a
uniform upper bound on the boundary depth of the bulk-deformed vortex Hamiltonian
Floer persistence module of any Hamiltonian diffeomorphism provided that the bulk-
deformed vortex quantum homology is semisimple.

• In Section 7, we develop Z/p-equivariant vortex Hamiltonian Floer theory by adapting
the work [Sei15, SZ21] in the GLSM setting. Theorem D = Theorem 7.1 is proven as a
consequence by appealing to the work of Shelukhin [She22].

• In Section 8 we wrap up the preparations and give the proof of Theorem A.
• We turn our attention to Lagrangian Floer theory in Section 9. The key result is to

demonstrate the existence of a “convenient” bulk deformation (cf. Definition 9.20) whose
associated Fukaya category (in the GLSM setting) takes a very simple form, such that its
Hochschild cohomology is a semisimple algebra.

• Lastly, in Section 10, Theorem 10.1 = Theorem B is proven by showing that the closed-open
string map is a unital ring isomorphism.
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During the preparation of our paper we learned the then ongoing work of Atallah–Lou [AL23] on
the Hofer–Zehnder conjecture for semipositive symplectic manifolds; we also communicated with
them on methods of deriving semipositivity from characteristic zero to positive characteristics,
although we have developed a completely different approach using the quantum multiplication by
the first Chern class.

2. Geometric preliminaries

We recall basic notions about toric symplectic manifolds and symplectic vortex equations.

2.1. Toric manifolds as symplectic quotients. We briefly recall the notion of symplectic
reduction/quotients. Let K be a compact Lie group with Lie algebra k. Let (V, ωV ) be a symplectic
manifold having a Hamiltonian K-action with moment map

µ : V → k∗.

The symplectic reduction of V (with respect to the K-action and the moment map) is

X := µ−1(0)/K.

We always assume that 0 is a regular value of µ and the K-action on µ−1(0) is free. This
assumption implies that X is a smooth manifold with a naturally induced symplectic form ωX .

When V has a K-invariant integrable almost complex structure JV , the K-action can be extended
to its complexification KC as a holomorphic action. When this is the case, (under certain extra
conditions), the Kempf–Ness theorem says that the symplectic reduction can be identified with
the geometric invariant theory (GIT) quotient.

Symplectic toric manifolds can be realized as symplectic quotients of a vector space. We provide
a minimal description of symplectic toric manifolds necessary for this paper. An 2n-dimensional
compact symplectic toric manifold X is described by a convex polytope P ⊂ Rn satisfying the
following conditions.

(1) For each face ∂jP of P , there are vj ∈ Zn and λj ∈ R such that vj is an inward normal
vector and the face is defined by

∂jP = {u ∈ Rn | ⟨vj ,u⟩ = λj}.
(2) For each vertex of P , the normal vectors vj1 , . . . ,vjn of all adjacent faces form a Z-basis

of Zn.

In this paper, denote by N the number of faces of P . We can realize X as the symplectic quotient
of CN (with the standard symplectic form) by the N−n dimensional torus K = TN−n = (S1)N−n.
The collection of vectors v1, . . . ,vN defines a linear map

π̃P : RN → Rn

which sends ZN onto Zn. Hence it induces a surjective group homomorphism

πP : TN → Tn.

Let K be the kernel of πP . Hence K acts on CN as a subgroup of TN . Notice that for the

standard K̂ = TN -action, the moment map can be written as

µ̂(x1, . . . , xN ) =
(
π|x1|2 − λ1, . . . , π|xN |2 − λN

)
∈ RN ∼= k̂∗.

Then the moment map of the K-action is simply the composition

V
µ̂
// k̂∗ // k∗ .
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On the other hand, there is a residual torus action on X by the quotient Tn which is the torus
action usually appear in the discussion of toric manifolds. Denote the associated moment map by

πX : X → Rn (2.1)

whose range is actually the moment polytope P .

Notice that if one translates the moment polytope P in RN by a vector in Rn, then it does not
change the moment map µ and hence the symplectic form on X.

2.2. Symplectic vortex equation. The symplectic vortex equation was originally introduced
by Cieliebak–Gaio–Salamon [CGS00] and Mundet [Mun99]. It is a generalization of the pseudo-
holomorphic curve equation to the equivariant setting. Here we briefly recall its setup and some
basic analytical result. We restrict to the toric setting described above.

2.2.1. Gauged maps and vortex equation. Vortices are special “gauged maps” in a similar way as
holomorphic curves are special ordinary maps. Let Σ be a Riemann surface. A gauged map from
Σ to the vector space V is a triple u = (P,A, u) where P → Σ is a principal K-bundle, A ∈ A(P )
is a connection on P , and u is a section of the associated vector bundle P (V ) := P ×K V . The
group of gauge transformations G(P ), which, in the abelian case, is the group of smooth maps

g : Σ → K,

which acts on gauged maps by

g∗u = g∗(P,A, u) = (P, g∗A, g∗u) = (P,A+ g−1dg, g−1u).

We need three quantities to define the vortex equation. First the covariant derivative of u is a
section

dAu ∈ Ω1(P, u∗TV )

which descends to an element in Ω1(Σ, u∗TV/K). There are also the curvature and the moment
potential

FA ∈ Ω2(Σ, adP ), µ(u) ∈ Ω0(Σ, adP ∗).

By choosing an invariant inner product on the Lie algebra k one can identify adP ∼= adP ∗; by
choosing a volume form νΣ one can identify Ω2 ∼= Ω0. The gauged map u is called a vortex if

∂Au = 0, ∗FA + µ(u) = 0. (2.2)

Here ∂Au is the (0, 1)-part of the covariant derivative dAu. Both equations are invariant under
gauge transformations. The energy of a vortex is defined to be

E(u) =
1

2

∫
Σ

(
∥dAu∥2 + ∥FA∥2 + ∥µ(u)∥2

)
νΣ.

Analogous to pseudoholomorphic curves, vortices satisfy an energy identity. Suppose Σ is closed.
Then each gauged map u represents an equivariant homology class [u] ∈ HK

2 (V ;Z) defined as
follows. The section u : Σ → P (V ) can be identified with a K-equivariant map ũ : P → V . Let
EK → BK be the universal K-bundle. The classifying map of P → Σ is a map ι : Σ → BK
which is covered by a bundle map ι̃ : P → EK. Then the equivariant map (ι̃, ũ) : P → EK × V
descends to a continuous map from Σ to (EK × V )/K, which represents a class [u] ∈ HK

2 (V ;Z).
In the toric case, this class is just the degree of the principal bundle P → Σ. Then for any gauged
map u = (P,A, u), one has

E(u) = ⟨ωK , [u]⟩+ ∥∂Au∥2L2(Σ) + ∥ ∗ FA + µ(u)∥2L2(Σ).
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Here ωK ∈ H2
K(V ;R) is the equivariant class represented by the equivariant 2-form ω − µ

(see[CGS00, Proposition 3.1] and [Mun03, Lemma 14]).

Remark 2.1. An important feature of the symplectic vortex equation in the toric setting is that
no bubbling happens as the space V is symplectically aspherical. In general, energy concentration
could cause bubbling of holomorphic spheres as shown in [Mun99, Mun03, CGMS02, Ott14].

One can introduce Hamiltonian perturbations. Given a 1-form

H ∈ Ω1(Σ, C∞(V )K)

with coefficients in the space of K-invariant smooth functions on V , we can define a family of
Hamiltonian vector fields

XH ∈ Γ(Σ× V, π∗
ΣT

∗Σ⊗ TV )

which is K-invariant, where πΣ : Σ× V → Σ is the projection to the first factor. Hence for any
principal K-bundle πP : P → Σ, the vector field XH induces a section on the total space of the
vector bundle πP (V ) : P (V ) → Σ

XH ∈ Γ(P (V ), π∗
P (V )T

∗Σ⊗ P (TV )),

where P (TV ) := P ×K u∗TV . The perturbed symplectic vortex equation is

∂A,Hu = 0, ∗FA + µ(u) = 0. (2.3)

where

∂A,Hu = (dAu)
0,1 + (XH(u))0,1.

For our applications, H is obtained by extending the pullback of Hamiltonian connections in
Ω1(Σ, C∞(X)) = Ω1(Σ, C∞(µ−1(0)/K)).

2.2.2. Compactness. Although in aspherical targets vortices cannot bubble off holomorphic spheres,
in general holomorphic curves can bubble off. It is the case when one considers Lagrangian boundary
conditions. Let L ⊂ V be a K-invariant Lagrangian submanifold. One can impose the Lagrangian
boundary condition for gauged maps u = (P,A, u) from Σ to V with u|∂Σ ⊂ P (L). Given a
sequence of solutions ui to the vortex equation on Σ subject to the Lagrangian boundary condition,
if ui has uniformly bounded image and E(ui) is uniformly bounded, the energy density could
blow up near a boundary point. The boundedness of the images of ui implies that the curvatures
FAi

do not blowup. Moreover, if one scales by the rate of energy concentration, the sequence of
connections Ai converge subsequentially (up to gauge transformation) to a flat connection. All
Hamiltonian perturbations and variations of almost complex structures will also be scaled off.
Hence a subsequece can bubble off a (stable) holomorphic disk in V with boundary in L with
respect to a fixed almost complex structure. See details in [WX17a].

3. Algebraic preliminaries

3.1. Novikov rings. We set up the notations for our coefficient rings. In this paper, R always
denotes a commutative ring with a unit, hence comes with a canonical ring map

Z → R.

Let Λ = ΛR be the (upward) Novikov ring

ΛR =
{ ∞∑
i=1

aiT
gi | gi ∈ R, ai ∈ R, lim

i→∞
gi = +∞

}
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The valuation on v : Λ → R ∪ {+∞} is defined by

v

( ∞∑
i=1

aiT
gi

)
= inf

{
gi | ai ̸= 0

}
and v(0) = +∞.

We will also need the following version

Λ0,R =
{ ∞∑
i=1

aiT
gi | gi ∈ R≥0, ai ∈ R, lim

i→∞
gi = +∞

}
,

which also comes with a valuation by restricting the above valuation. When R is a field, ΛR is
also a field, and it is the field of fraction of Λ0,R.

In many cases we can restrict to a Novikov ring of series
∑
aiT

gi where gi are restricted to a
finitely generated additive group Γ ⊊ R. In this paper Γ is fixed and actually determined by the
GIT presentation of a toric manifold. Indeed, the discrete monoid Γ associated with the toric
manifold X(Σ) is defined to be the image of effective 1-cycles in R defined from pairing with the
cohomology class represented by the symplectic form, see Subsection 2.1. Denote

ΛΓ
R :=

{ ∞∑
i=1

aiT
gi ∈ ΛR | gi ∈ Γ

}
and

ΛΓ
0,R := Λ0,R ∩ ΛΓ

R.

However ΛΓ
R does not enjoy certain algebraic properties of ΛR. For example, when R = K is an

algebraically closed field, ΛK is algebraically closed but ΛΓ
K is not.

3.1.1. Modules and algebras over Novikov rings.

Definition 3.1. A non-Archimedean normed free module over ΛR is a pair (C, ℓ) where C
is a free ΛR-module endowed with a function ℓ : C → R ∪ {−∞} satisfying

(1) (Nondegeneracy) ℓ(x) = −∞ if and only if x = 0.
(2) (Homogeneity) For all λ ∈ ΛR and x ∈ C, ℓ(λx) = ℓ(x)− v(λ).
(3) (Subadditivity) For x, y ∈ C, ℓ(x+ y) ≤ max{ℓ(x), ℓ(y)}; if ℓ(x) ̸= ℓ(y), then ℓ(x+ y) =

max{ℓ(x), ℓ(y)}.2

Now suppose K is an R-module which is also a field. Then one can extend the function ℓ to
C ⊗ΛR

ΛK via (Homogeneity). Then one obtains a non-Archimedean normed vector space in
the sense of [UZ16, Definition 2.2] (except that the coefficient field was ΛΓ

K rather than ΛK).

We also need to consider multiplicative structures compatible with the non-Archimedean norm.

Definition 3.2. A non-Archimedean normed algebra over ΛR is a non-Archimedean normed
free module (C, ℓ) together with a commutative ΛR-algebra structure (with multiplication denoted
by x ∗ y) satisfying

• (Triangle inequality) For all x, y ∈ C,

ℓ(x ∗ y) ≤ ℓ(x) + ℓ(y).

2The second part is a consequence of the first, see [UZ16, Proposition 2.3].
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3.1.2. Specific coefficients and mod p reductions. In this paper we need to use certain non-
traditional coefficient ring or fields. Here we briefly summarize them and set up the notations.
First, let Q be the algebraic closure of Q, which is viewed as a subfield of C. Inside Q there is the
subring of algebraic integers Z, which is the set of algebraic numbers which are solutions to monic
polynomials with integer coefficients. Further, in characteristic p (where p is an odd prime), let
Fp ∼= Z/pZ be the smallest field with characteristic p. Let Fp be the algebraic closure of Fp, which
is only well-defined up to isomorphism of field extensions.

Notice that the notion of non-Archimedean normed algebras can be transferred between different
coefficient rings via tensor products. A crucial feature of the geometric construction of this paper
is that, as long as one has a counting theory over Z (or Z), it automatically induces a theory
over any ring R (or Z-algebra). In particular, one needs to perform the “mod p reduction” which
is roughly associated to the ring map Z → Fp. In our situation, one needs the corresponding
extension to the algebraic closure of Fp.

Lemma 3.3. For each prime p, there exists a unital ring map

πp : Z → Fp.

Proof. (Following the mathoverflow post [(2̆3]) p ∈ Z ⊂ Z is not an invertible element. Hence
there exists a maximal ideal m ⊂ Z containing p. Consider the quotient field Z/m, which is an
extension of Fp. We prove that it is an algebraic closure of Fp. First, each element x ∈ Z/m has a

lift x̃ ∈ Z which is the solution to an algebraic equation with integer coefficients. Hence x is an
algebraic element over Fp. Therefore Z/m is algebraic over Fp. Second, for any monic polynomial

f with Fp-coefficients, one can find a monic integral lift f̃ and all roots of f̃ are in Z. Hence f has

roots in the field Z/m. Therefore Z/m is algebraically closed. Hence Z/m is an algebraic closure
of Fp. Therefore, Z/m ∼= Fp as fields. Precomposing with Z → Z/m one obtains the desired ring
map. □

Remark 3.4. The map πp is not unique. But we fix one for each prime p.

The “mod p reduction” also makes sense for any rational number as long as p is greater than the
denominator. We need the following lemma to extend this simple fact to the algebraic closure.

Lemma 3.5. For each y ∈ Q, there exists m ∈ Z \ {0} such that my ∈ Z.

Proof. If y ∈ Q is an algebraic number, then it is a root of a polynomial with integer coefficients
P = aku

k + · · ·+ a1u+ a0 with ak ̸= 0. Then

0 = ak−1
k P (y) = (aky)

k + ak−1(aky)
k−1 + ak−2ak(aky)

k−2 + · · ·+ a1a
k−2
k (aku) + a0a

k−1
k .

So aky is a root of a monic polynomial with integer coefficients, hence is in Z. □

3.2. Semisimple algebras over Novikov fields. In this paper we use a more restrictive notion
of semisimplicity of algebras over Novikov fields.

Definition 3.6. Let F be a field. A unital F-algebra (A, ∗) is called semisimple if it splits as a
direct sum of rings

A = F1 ⊕ · · · ⊕ Fk

where Fi ∼= F as a ring. Each summand Fi is called an idempotent summand of A and the
splitting is called the idempotent splitting.
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Remark 3.7. In many papers such as [EP03, She22, FOOO10], the meaning of semisimplicity is
more general: for example, each summand Fi is allowed to be a finite extension of the field F.
The number of idempotent summands also depends on the choice of the field. In our situation,
one can achieve the above stronger semisimplicity of a version of quantum cohomology algebra by
turning on bulk deformations and taking a sufficiently large field.

Suppose A is semisimple. Then for each idempotent summand Fi, there is a unique generator
ei ∈ Fi such that ei ∗ ei = ei. We call ei the idempotent generator. Then (e1, . . . , ek) is a basis
of A. Given any element α = λ1e1 + · · ·+ λkek, one can see that the linear map

α∗ : A→ A

has eigenspace decomposition F1 ⊕ · · · ⊕ Fk with eigenvalues λ1, . . . , λk. The following statement
shows that the converse also holds under additional assumptions.

Lemma 3.8. Let A be a k-dimensional commutative unital F-algebra and α ∈ A. Suppose
α∗ : A→ A has k distinct nonzero eigenvalues λ1, . . . , λk. Then A is semisimple.

Proof. Let (ε1, . . . , εk) be an eigen-basis of α∗ and write α = µ1ε1 + · · ·+ µkεk. Then we see

α ∗ (εi ∗ εj) = λiεi ∗ εj = λjεi ∗ εj .
As λi are all distinct, one has εi ∗ εj = 0 whenever i ̸= j. Then one obtains

α ∗ εi = µiεi ∗ εi = λiεi.

As λi ̸= 0, one can see µi ̸= 0. Define ei = λ−1
i µiεi. Then

ei ∗ ei = (λ−1
i µi)

2εi ∗ εi = λ−1
i µiεi = ei.

Hence A is semisimple. □

3.2.1. Semi-simplicity and different characteristics. Here we prove a useful algebraic fact which
allows us to derive semi-simplicity in finite characteristics from semi-simplicity in characteristic
zero. We set up the problem as follows. Let (A, ℓ) be a non-Archimedean normed (free) algebra
over the Novikov ring ΛZ. Denote

A(0) := A⊗ΛZ
ΛQ

and for each prime p

A(p) := A⊗ΛZ
ΛFp

.

Denote the induced valuations by

ℓ0 : A(0) → R ∪ {−∞}, ℓp : A(p) → R ∪ {−∞}.
Moreover, let U ∈ A be a distinguished nonzero element (which will be the first Chern class in
quantum homology in our later discussions), and let U(0) ∈ A(0), U(p) ∈ A(p) be the corresponding
induced element. They induce linear operators

E(m) : A(m) → A(m), x 7→ U(m) ∗ x, m = 0, p.

Theorem 3.9. Suppose A(0) is semisimple over ΛQ and all eigenvalues of E(0) are nonzero and
distinct. Then there exist p0 > 0 and C > 0 such that for all prime p ≥ p0, the following conditions
hold.

(1) A(p) is semisimple over ΛFp
.

(2) If e1,p, . . . , em,p are idempotent generators of A(p), then

ℓ(el,p) ≤ C.
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Proof of Theorem 3.9 (1). Consider the operator E : A→ A defined by the multiplication with U
and its characteristic polynomial fE . Notice that ΛQ is the field of fraction of ΛZ. Hence fE has

m distinct roots in ΛQ and so the discriminant of fE , denoted by D(fE) ∈ ΛZ, is nonzero. Hence

for sufficiently large prime p, the discriminant of fE(p)
, which is the mod p reduction of D(fE), is

nonzero. It follows that E(p) also has m distinct eigenvalues. Moreover, as all eigenvalues of E(0)

are nonzero, fE(0) ̸= 0. Hence fE(p)
(0) ̸= 0 when p is sufficiently large. Hence E(p) is invertible

and has no zero eigenvalue. By Lemma 3.8, A(p) is semisimple for sufficiently large p. □

3.2.2. Proof of Theorem 3.9 (2). To prove the quantitative statement of Theorem 3.9, we introduce
the notion of truncation. First, given an element

λ =

∞∑
i=1

aiT
gi ∈ ΛQ,

and Z ∈ R, define the Z-truncation of λ to be the element

λZ :=
∑
gi≤Z

aiT
gi ,

which has only finitely many terms. Then it follows easily

v(λ− λZ) ≥ Z. (3.1)

For an element in a module over ΛQ, its truncations are not canonically defined. We fix, throughout
the proof, a basis x1, . . . , xm, of the ΛZ-module A. Without loss of generality, we can choose the
basis such that

ℓ(x1) = · · · = ℓ(xm) = 0.

By abuse of notations, denote the induced basis of A(0) and A(p) still by x1, . . . , xm. Then for each
α ∈ A(0), we can write

α =

m∑
j=1

αjxj

where αj ∈ ΛQ. Then define the Z-truncation

αZ =

B∑
j=1

αZj xj .

Then by (3.1) we have the estimate

ℓ0(α− αZ) = ℓ0

(
m∑
l=1

(αl − αZl )xl

)
≤ max

1≤l≤m
ℓ0
(
(αl − αZl )xl

)
= max

1≤l≤m

(
ℓ0(xl)− v(αl − αZl )

)
≤ max

1≤j≤m
ℓ(xj)− Z = −Z. (3.2)

Running convention. Within this proof, Z is a large real number which can be fixed from the
beginning. The lower bound of p0 which is valid for the statement of Theorem 3.9 depends on the
choice of Z. The letter C > 0 denotes a real number which is independent of Z and p ≥ p0 but
whose value is allowed to change from line to line.

Lemma 3.10. Suppose e1,(0), . . . , em,(0) constitute the idempotent generators of A(0), with valua-

tions λ1,(0), . . . , λm,(0). Then for Z sufficiently large, eZ1,(0), . . . , e
Z
m,(0) form a basis of A(0), and

λZ1,(0), . . . , λ
Z
m,(0) are all nonzero and distinct.
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Proof. With respect to the basis (x1,(0), . . . , xm,(0)) of A(0), we identify el,(0) with its coordinate
vector in (ΛQ)

m. Then the m × m matrix with columns el,(0) is invertible with a nonzero
determinant. Then when Z is sufficiently large, the corresponding determinant with el,(0) replaced

by eZl,(0) is also nonzero. On the other hand, as all λl,(0) are nonzero, λ
Z
l,(0) ≠ 0 when Z is large. □

We would like to construct, for large primes p, eigenvectors and eigenvalues of E(p) over the field

ΛFp
. The basic idea is to take some truncation eZl,(0) of the idempotent generators and their mod

p reductions as an appropriate eigenbasis and then to apply certain corrections.

By Lemma 3.5, for each Z ∈ R, there exists mZ ∈ Z such that

mZλZl,(0) ∈ ΛZ, mZeZl,(0) ∈ AZ.

This allows us to define the “mod p reduction” of λZl,(0) and eZl,(0) as follows. Fixing mZ , by

choosing a sufficiently large p so that it cannot divide mZ , the quantity mZ has a nonzero
reduction [mZ ]p ∈ Fp. Moreover, mZλZl,(0) has a mod p reduction [mZλZl,(0)]p ∈ ΛFp

and mZeZl,(0)
has a mod p reduction [mZeZl,(0)]p ∈ A(p) (defined via the integral basis x1, . . . , xm). Then define

λZl,(p) := [mZ ]−1
p [mZλZl,(0)]p, eZl,(p) := [mZ ]−1

p [mZeZl,(0)]p.

Lemma 3.11. There exists C > 0 such that for any sufficiently large Z, upon choosing mZ as
above, there exists pZ > 0 such that whenever p ≥ pZ , eZl,(p) is a basis of A(p) and all λZl,(p) are

nonzero and distinct. Moreover, for some constant C > 0 one has

ℓp(e
Z
l,(p)) ≥ −C, v(λZl,(p)) ≤ C.

Moreover, for all k ̸= l
v(λZl,(p) − λZk,(p)) ≤ C.

Proof. Straightforward. □

Proposition 3.12. There exists C > 0 such that given any sufficiently large Z, for all sufficiently
large prime p, there exist eigenvectors εl,(p) of E(p) with corresponding distinct eigenvalues
λl,(p) ∈ ΛFp

such that

ℓp(e
Z
l,(p) − εl,(p)) ≤ −Z + C

and
v(λZl,(p) − λl,(p)) ≥ Z − C.

Proof. In A(0), one has

(mZ)−1E(0)(m
Zel,(0)) = ((mZ)−1λl,(0))(m

Zel,(0)).

Using (3.2), it follows that

ℓ0

(
(mZ)−1E(0)(m

ZeZl,(0))− ((mZ)−1λZl,(0))(m
ZeZl,(0))

)
= ℓ0

(
E(0)(e

Z
l,(0))− λZl,(0)e

Z
l,(0)

)
= ℓ0

(
E(0)

(
eZl,(0) − el,(0)

)
+ (λl,(0) − λZl,(0))el,(0) + λZl,(0)(el,(0) − eZl,(0))

)
≤ max

{
ℓ0(c1,(0) ∗ (eZl,(0) − el,(0))), ℓ0((λl,(0) − λZl,(0))el,(0)), ℓ0(λ

Z
l,(0)(el,(0) − eZl,(0)))

}
≤ max

{
ℓ0(c1,(0)) + C − Z, ℓ0(el,(0))− Z, −v(λl,(0)) + C − Z

}
≤ C − Z.

(3.3)
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Now take a sufficiently large p. Notice that the left hand side of (3.3) is the valuation of an
integral element, hence descends to Fp. Then (3.3) implies

ℓp

(
E(p)(e

Z
l,(p))− λZl,(p)e

Z
l,(p)

)
≤ C − Z. (3.4)

We would like to correct eZl,(p) by adding higher order terms.

With respect to the basis (eZ1,(p), . . . , e
Z
m,(p)), let the matrix of E(p) be T(p). For a matrix S = (Sij)

with entries in ΛK, we write
v(S) = min

i,j
v(Sij) ∈ R.

Lemma 3.13. One has

v

T(p) −

λZ1,(p) 0 · · · 0

0 λZ2,(p) · · · 0
...

...
. . .

...

0 0 · · · λZm,(p)


 ≥ Z − C.

Proof. We can write

E(p)(e
Z
l,(p))− λZl,(p)e

Z
l,(p) =

m∑
l=1

ale
Z
l,(p).

By (3.4) and the subadditivity property of the function ℓ (see Definition 3.1), one has v(al) ≥ Z−C
for some appropriate C. □

For each l, consider the following equation for

x =
∑
k ̸=l

xke
Z
k,(p), δ ∈ ΛFp

which is
E(p)

(
eZl,(p) + x

)
=
(
λZl,(p) + δ

)(
eZl,(p) + x

)
which is equivalent to

E(p)

∑
k ̸=l

xke
Z
k,(p)

−
∑
k ̸=l

λZl,(p)xke
Z
k,(p) − δeZl,(p) = δ

∑
k ̸=l

xke
Z
k,(p) + ρl.

Here ρl is the error term with v(ρl) ≤ −Z + C by (3.4). To simplify notations, assume l = 1.
Then using the basis eZ1,(p), . . . , e

Z
m,(p), this equation is equivalent to the linear system

[
1 0 · · · 0

T ′
(p)

]
−


0 0 · · · 0

0 λZ1,(p) · · · 0
...

...
. . .

...

0 0 · · · λZ1,(p)





δ

x2
...

xm

 = Q(δ, x2, . . . , xm) + ρ1.

Here the left hand side is linear and Q is quadratic. Let the matrix on the left hand side be F1.
Lemma 3.13 implies that F1 is invertible with

v(F1) ≤ C

where C is independent of Z and p. Then one can use an iteration argument to solve the equation
term by term. The correction term has valuation at least Z − C for some constant C. So the
theorem follows. □
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We continue the proof of (2) of Theorem 3.9. By the proof of Lemma 3.8, each idempotent
generator of A(p) is a multiple of εl,(p). Indeed, if

εl,(p) ∗ εl,(p) = µlεl,(p)

then the corresponding idempotent generator is

el,(p) = µ−1
l εl,(p).

So we need to estimate the valuation of µl. In characteristic zero one has

el,(0) ∗ el,(0) = el,(0).

Taking truncation at Z one has

ℓ0
(
eZl,(0) ∗ eZl,(0) − eZl,(0)

)
≤ C − Z.

Taking mod p reduction, one obtains

ℓp
(
eZl,(p) ∗ eZl,(p) − eZl,(p)

)
≤ C − Z.

Then

ℓp
(
µlεl,(p) − eZl,(p)

)
= ℓp

(
εl,(p) ∗ εl,(p) − eZl,(p) ∗ eZl,(p) + eZl,(p) ∗ eZl,(p) − eZl,(p)

)
≤ max

{
ℓp(εl,(p) − eZl,(p)) + ℓp(εl,(p) + eZl,(p)), C − Z

}
≤ C − Z.

As we have ℓp(e
Z
l,(p)) ≥ −C, it follows that ℓp(µlεl,(p)) = ℓp(e

Z
l,(p)) = ℓp(εl,(p)). Hence v(µl) = 0

and hence

ℓp(el,(p)) = ℓp(µ
−1
l εl,(p)) = ℓp(εl,(p)) + v(µl) = ℓp(e

Z
l,(p)) = ℓ0(el,(0))

which is independent of p. This finishes the proof of Theorem 3.9.

3.3. Floer–Novikov complexes. Let Γ ⊊ R be a proper additive subgroup.

Definition 3.14 (Floer–Novikov complex). (cf. [Ush08, Definition 1.1]) A Z2-graded filtered
Floer–Novikov package over a commutative unital ring R consists of data

c =
(
P,A, gr, nR

)
where

(1) P is a Γ-torsor with P/Γ finite.
(2) A : P → R is the “action functional” and gr : P → Z2 is the “grading.”
(3) For p ∈ P and g ∈ Γ, one has

A(gp) = A(p)− g, gr(gp) = gr(p)

(4) nR : P × P → R is a function such that
• nR(p, q) ̸= 0 =⇒ gr(p) = gr(q) + 1, A(p) > A(q);
• for all p ∈ P and C ∈ R, the set

{q ∈ P | nR(p, q) ̸= 0, A(q) ≥ C}
is finite;

• for any g ∈ Γ, we have nR(gp, gq) = nR(p, q);
• the ΛR-linear map ∂ defined in (3.5) satisfies ∂2 = 0.
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Given a Floer–Novikov package one can construct the associated Floer chain complex. Define

CF•(c) =
{∑
p∈P

app | ap ∈ R, ∀C ∈ R,#{p ∈ P | ap ̸= 0, A(p) ≥ C} <∞
}

which is Z2-graded. The ΛΓ
R-module structure is induced from the Γ-action on P . Define

∂ : CF•(c) → CF•−1(c)

by

∂

∑
p∈P

app

 =
∑
q∈P

∑
p∈P

apnR(p, q)

 q. (3.5)

We also define the function

ℓ : CF•(c) → R ∪ {−∞}, ℓ

∑
p∈P

app

 = sup
{
A(p) | ap ̸= 0

}
. (3.6)

Given a Floer–Novikov package c over R, if ι : R→ R̃ is a ring map, then one can extend c to a

Floer–Novikov package c⊗R R̃ by simply defining nR̃ := ι ◦ n : P × P → R̃

Proposition 3.15. If R = K is a field, the triple (CF•(c), ∂, ℓ) is a Floer-type complex over ΛΓ
K

in the sense of [UZ16, Definition 4.1].

Proof. It follows directly from the definitions of Floer-type complexes. The proof serves rather
as a brief clarification about this concept. First, for each k ∈ Z2, the pair (CFk(c), ℓ|CFk(c)) is a

non-Archimedean normed vector space over ΛΓ
K (see [UZ16, Definition 2.2]. In addition it is an

orthogonalizable ΛΓ
K-space (see [UZ16, Definition 2.7]. The last requirement for being a Floer-type

complex is the inequality

ℓ(∂(x)) ≤ ℓ(x) ∀x ∈ CF•(c),

which is a consequence of the property of the function nK in the data c. □

3.3.1. Spectral invariants. Following Usher [Ush08], one can also define spectral invariants in an
abstract way. First, define the “energy filtration” on the complex CF•(c): for each τ ∈ R, define

CF≤τ
• (c) :=

∑
p∈P

app ∈ CF•(c) | ap ̸= 0 =⇒ A(p) ≤ τ

 .

Then since the differential decreases the action, it is a subcomplex with homology

HF≤τ
• (c)

and natural maps when τ ≤ κ

ιτ,κ : HF≤τ
• (c) → HF≤κ

• (c). (3.7)

For α ∈ HF•(c), define

ρ(α) := inf
{
τ ∈ R | α ∈ Im

(
ιτ : HF≤τ

• (c) → HF•(c)
)}

∈ R ∪ {−∞}

Theorem 3.16. [Ush08, Theorem 1.3, 1.4] Given a Floer–Novikov package c (over a Noetherian
ring R) and α ∈ HF (c) \ {0}, ρ(α) > −∞ and α ∈ Im(ιρ(α)).
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3.3.2. Boundary depth.

Definition 3.17. [Ush11a] Let c be a Floer–Novikov package and let CF≤λ
• (c) be the associated

filtered Floer–Novikov complex over ΛΓ
K. Then the boundary depth of the filtered complex is

the infimum of β > 0 such that for all λ ∈ R

CF≤λ(c) ∩ Im∂ ⊂ ∂(CF≤λ+β(c)).

Theorem 3.18. [Ush08, Theorem 1.3] Given a Floer–Novikov package c, the boundary depth of
the associated Floer–Novikov complex is finite.

3.3.3. Quasiequivalence distance. We rephrase the notion of quasiequivalences between Floer–
Novikov complexes, which was originally introduced in [UZ16] for the more general situation of
Floer-type complexes.

Definition 3.19. (cf. [UZ16, Definition 1.3]) Let (CF•(ci), ∂i), i = 1, 2, be two Floer–Novikov
complexes associated to Floer–Novikov packages ci over a field K. Let ℓi be the valuation function
on the two complexes defined by (3.6). Let δ ≥ 0. A δ-quasiequivalence between CF•(c1) and
CF•(c2) is a quadruple (Φ,Ψ,KC ,KD) where

(1) Φ : CF•(c1) → CF•(c2) and Ψ : CF•(c2) → CF•(c1) are chain maps with

ℓ2(Φ(x1)) ≤ ℓ1(x1) + δ, ℓ1(Ψ(x2)) ≤ ℓ2(x2) + δ

for all x1 ∈ CF•(c1) and x2 ∈ CF•(c2).
(2) Ki : CF•(ci) → CF•+1(ci), i = 1, 2, obey the homotopy equations

Ψ ◦ Φ− IdCF•(c1) = ∂1K1 +K1∂1, Φ ◦Ψ− IdCF•(c2) = ∂2K2 +K2∂2

and for all xi ∈ CF•(ci), i = 1, 2, one has

ℓi(Ki(xi)) ≤ ℓi(xi) + 2δ.

The quasiequivalence distance between CF•(c1) and CF•(c2), denoted by dQ(CF•(c1), CF•(c2)),
is the infimum of δ such that there exists a δ-quasiequivalence between them.

3.4. Persistence modules and stability of boundary depth.

Definition 3.20. Let K be a field.

(1) A persistence module V is a family of K-vector spaces

V = (V s)s∈R

together with linear maps (called the structural maps of V )

ιs,t := ιs,tV : V s → V t ∀s ≤ t

such that ιs,s = IdV s for all s and ιt,r ◦ ιs,t = ιs,r for all s ≤ t ≤ r.
(2) Let V be a persistence module and δ ∈ R. The δ-shift of V is the persistence module

V [δ] with V [δ]s = V s+δ and ι[δ]s,t = ιs+δ,t+δ.
(3) Let V and W be two persistence modules. A morphism from V to W is a collection

of linear maps f = (fs : V s → W s)s∈R such that for all s ≤ t the following diagram
commutes.

V s
fs

//

ιs,tV
��

W s

ιs,tW
��

V t
ft
// W t
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(4) The direct sum of persistence modules is defined in a natural way.

Remark 3.21. The notion of persistence modules first appeared in topological data analysis
and then was adopted to symplectic topology (see [PS16, UZ16]). In many papers, notably in
the symplectically aspherical or monotone setting such as [PS16, She22],the Floer persistence
modules are usually finite-dimensional and hence generate barcodes as in the original situation of
topological data analysis. However, in more general situations such as [UZ16] where the Floer
persistence modules are infinite-dimensional, the notion of barcodes becomes more complicated.
See Subsection 3.5 for more details.

3.4.1. Interleaving distance.

Definition 3.22. Let δ ≥ 0. Two persistence modules V , W are called δ-interleaved if there
are K-linear maps

fs : V s →W s+δ, gs :W s → V s+δ

for all s ∈ R such that for all s ≤ t the following diagram commutes.

V s−δ
fs−δ

//

��

ιs−δ,s+δ
V

##

W s

gs
//

��

V s+δ
fs+δ

//

��

W s+2δ

��

V t−δ
ft−δ

// W t

gt
//

ιt,t+2δ
W

<<V t+δ
ft+δ

// W t+2δ

Here all vertical arrows are the structural maps in the persistence modules.

Define the interleaving distance between V and W to be the infimum of all δ ≥ 0 such that
V and W are δ-interleaved; if such δ does not exist, define the interleaving distance to be +∞.
Here ends this definition.

3.4.2. Boundary depth of persistence modules and stability. We observe that one can generalize
the notion of boundary depth to persistence modules.

Definition 3.23. Let V be a persistence module over K. The boundary depth of V , denoted
by β(V ), is the infimum of β > 0 such that for all s ∈ R, x ∈ V s, if ιs,t(x) = 0 for some t > s,
then ιs,s+β(x) = 0.

As we allow persistent modules to be infinite-dimensional, we reprove the stability result of
boundary depth.

Proposition 3.24. Suppose V , W are δ-interleaved persistence modules. Suppose V has finite
boundary depth. Then W has finite boundary depth and

β(W ) ≤ β(V ) + 2δ.

Proof. Suppose on the contrary that β(W ) ≥ β(V ) + 2δ + 2ϵ for some ϵ > 0. Then there exist
s ∈ R and x ∈Ws such that ιs,s+β(V )+2δ+ϵ(x) ̸= 0. Then by the definition of δ-interleaving, one
has y := fs,s+δ(x) ̸= 0 and

ιs+δ,s+δ+β(V )+ϵ(y) ̸= 0

but y cannot survive eventually. This contradicts the definition of β(V ). □



22 SHAOYUN BAI AND GUANGBO XU

3.4.3. Persistence modules associated to filtered Floer–Novikov complexes. Fix a field K. Let c be a
Floer–Novikov package (see Definition 3.14) and CF•(c) be the associated filtered Floer–Novikov
complex. Then the collection of homology groups

V s(c) := HF≤s
• (c; ΛΓ

K)

together with the natural maps ιs,t (cf. Equation (3.7)) is a persistence module over K, denoted
by V (c).

It is easy to derive from definitions the following stability results of persistence modules coming
from Floer–Novikov complexes.

Proposition 3.25. Let CF•(ci), i = 1, 2 be two Floer–Novikov complexes over a field K and V (ci)
be the associated persistence module. Then the interleaving distance between V (c1) and V (c2) is
no greater than the quasiequivalence distance between CF•(c1) and CF•(c2).

Moreover, the two notions of boundary depths (Definition 3.17 and Definition 3.23) agree.

Proposition 3.26. Let c be a Floer–Novikov package over K. Then the boundary depth of the
filtered Floer–Novikov complex CF•(c) and the boundary depth of the persistence module V (c)
coincide.

Proof. Let β1 be the boundary depth of CF•(c) and β2 be the boundary depth of V (c). Suppose

[x] ∈ HF≤s
• (c) which does not survive eventually. Let x ∈ CF≤s

• (c) be a representative. Then x
is exact. Then by Definition 3.17, for all ϵ > 0, one has

x ∈ ∂(CF≤s+β1+ϵ
• (c)).

Hence ιs,s+β1+ϵ([x]) = 0. As ϵ is arbitrary, this implies that β2 ≤ β1.

On the other hand, for all s ∈ R and all exact x ∈ CF≤s
• (c), the class [x] ∈ HF≤s

• (c) does not
survive eventually. Then by Definition 3.23, for any ϵ > 0, one has ιs,s+β2+ϵ([x]) = 0. This implies
that

x ∈ ∂(CF≤s+β2+ϵ
• (c)).

It follows that β1 ≤ β2. Hence β1 = β2. □

3.5. Reduced barcodes. Barcodes, originally used in topological data analysis, have become a
very convenient tool in quantitative symplectic geometry. In this paper, as we only need to use
the lengths of bars rather than the positions of the bars, we define the following notion of reduced
barcodes.

Definition 3.27. (cf. [UZ16, Definition 8.13, 8.14])

(1) A reduced barcode is a finite multiset B of elements of (0,+∞].3 Although B is not
a set in general and a member L of B may appear multiple times, we still use the same
notations as if L is an element of a set B, such as L ∈ B, without confusion. Let Bfinite ⊂ B
denote the submultiset of finite bars, i.e., those with L < +∞.

(2) The total bar length of a reduced barcode B is

τ(B) :=
∑

Li∈Bfinite

Li.

3To match with the traditional notion of barcode, one can regard a member of B the length of either a finite
interval or a semi-infinite interval.
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(3) The reduced bottleneck distance between two reduced barcodes B and B′, denoted
by dB(B,B′), is the infimum of δ > 0 such that, after removing certain submultisets
Bshort ⊂ B and B′

short ⊂ B′ whose members all have length at most 2δ, there is a bijection
between B\Bshort and B′ \B′

short such that the differences of the corresponding bar lengths
are all bounded by δ.

The bottleneck distance is symmetric and satisfies the triangle inequality. It is not a metric in the
usual sense as it may take infinite value. Indeed, dB(B,B′) <∞ if and only if B and B′ has the
same number of infinite bars.

Proposition 3.28. (cf. [RSV21, Proposition 20]) For any k ≥ 0, the completion of the set of
reduced barcodes having k infinite bars is the set of possibly infinite reduced barcodes (with k infinite
bars) such that for all ϵ > 0, the number of finite bars with length greater than ϵ is finite.

3.5.1. Reduced barcodes associated to Floer–Novikov complexes. Usher–Zhang [UZ16] defined for
each Z2-graded Floer-type complexes over ΛΓ

K and each k ∈ Z2 the associated barcodes (which
allows bars of length zero). As Floer–Novikov complexes are all Floer-type complexes, one has
an associated reduced barcode. Let the reduced barcode associated to a Floer–Novikov complex
CF•(c) be B(c). As the differential strictly decreases the action, there are no bars of length zero
(which was allowed in the abstract setting of [UZ16]). We do not recall the detail of the definition
here.

Proposition 3.29. Let V (c) be the persistence module induced from a filtered Floer–Novikov
complex CF•(c) over ΛΓ

K. Then the boundary depth of V (c) (see Definition 3.17 and Definition
3.23) coincides with the length of the longest finite bar in B(c). In particular, the boundary depth
is zero if and only if B(c) has no finite bar.

Proof. It follows from the definitions of boundary depth and barcodes (via singular value decom-
positions, see [UZ16]). The details are left to the reader. □

We also have the following stability result about reduced barcode.

Theorem 3.30. [UZ16, Theorem 8.17] Let (CF•(c1), ∂1, ℓ1) and (CF•(c2), ∂2, ℓ2) be two Floer–
Novikov complexes associated to Floer–Novikov data c1, c2 over a field K. Suppose the quasiequiv-
alence distance between CF•(c1) and CF•(c2) is finite. Then

dB(B(c1),B(c2)) ≤ 2dQ(CF•(c1), CF•(c2)).

3.6. A∞ algebras and Hochschild cohomology. Let K be a field of characteristic zero. We
recall the notion of Z2-graded A∞ algebras over the Novikov field ΛK.

Definition 3.31 (Curved A∞ algebra). (1) A Z2-graded curved A∞ algebra over ΛK con-
sists of a Z2-graded ΛK-vector space A (the degree of a homogeneous element a is denoted
by |a|) and for all positive integers k ≥ 0 higher composition maps

mk : A⊗k → A (where m0 : ΛK → A)

(which are ΛK-linear and have degree k mod 2). The higher composition maps need to
satisfy the following A∞ composition law: for all k ≥ 1 and ak, . . . , a1 ∈ A,4

k∑
i=0

k−i∑
j=0

(−1)✠
j
1mk−i+1 (ak, . . . , ai+j+1,mi(ai+j , . . . , aj+1), aj , . . . , a1) = 0

4There are two different conventions: the variables are either ordered as a1, . . . , ak or ordered as ak, . . . , a1.
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where the symbol ✠b
a for all a < b is defined as

✠b
a =

∑
a≤i≤b

∥ai∥ where ∥ai∥ = |ai|+ 1. (3.8)

(2) The curvature of a curved A∞ algebra is the element

m0(1) ∈ A.
If m0 = 0, then we say that the A∞ algebra is flat.

(3) Given a (curved or flat) A∞ algebra A, a cohomological unit is an even element e ∈ A
such that m1(e) = 0 and that for all homogeneous x ∈ A

(−1)|x|m2(e, x) = m2(x, e) = x.

e is called a strict unit if in addition

mk(. . . , e, . . .) = 0 ∀k ≥ 3.

In these two cases we call (A, e) a cohomologically unital (resp. strictly unital) A∞
algebra.

(4) When A is flat, A∞ composition law implies that m1◦m1 = 0. The cohomology algebra
of A, denoted by H•(A), is the Z2-graded associative ΛK algebra whose underlying space
is H•(A) = kerm1/Imm1 and whose multiplication is induced from m2.

Because of bubbling of holomorphic disks, A∞ algebras associated to a Lagrangian brane is
generally curved. There is a way to turn certain curved A∞ algebras to flat ones.

Definition 3.32. Let (A, e) be a strictly unital A∞ algebra. A weakly bounding cochain of
(A, e) is an odd element b ∈ Aodd such that

m(b) :=
∑
k≥0

mk(b, . . . , b) =W (b)e where W (b) ∈ ΛK.

Suppose b is a weakly bounding cochain of (A, e). Then define A♭ (which depends on the weakly
bounding cochain b) to be the flat A∞ algebra whose underlying space is the same as A and
whose composition maps m♭

k is defined by

m♭
k(xk, . . . , x1) :=

∑
l0,...,lk≥0

mk+l0+···+lk(b, . . . , b︸ ︷︷ ︸
lk

, xk, · · · , x1, b, . . . , b︸ ︷︷ ︸
l0

).

Lemma 3.33. A♭ is a flat A∞ algebra. □

3.6.1. Hochschild cohomology for associative algebras. Let A be a Z2-graded associative algebra
over K. Hochschild cohomology HH •(A,M) can be defined for all Z2-graded bimodules M of A.
Here we only consider the case when M = A. The Hochschild cochain complex (with coefficients
in A itself) is defined by

CC •,n(A) := CC •,n(A,A) := Hom•
ΛK

(A⊗n, A[n]).

Here the bullet is the Z2-grading on linear maps and A[n] is the Z2-graded vector space A
with the Z2-grading shifted by n (modulo 2). Denote the Z2-degree of a homogeneous element
ϕ ∈ CC •,•(A) by |ϕ| ∈ Z2 and the reduced degree by

∥ϕ∥ := |ϕ|+ 1 ∈ Z2.



FRANKS’ DICHOTOMY FOR TORIC MANIFOLDS 25

A Hochschild cochain is represented by a sequence τ = (τn)n≥0 of such multi-linear maps. The
differential δCC , which raises the length grading n by 1, is defined by

(δCC (τ))(xn+1, . . . , x1) = xn+1τn(xn, . . . , x1) + (−1)∥τ∥∥x1∥τn(xn+1, . . . , x2)x1

−
∑

0≤i<n

(−1)∥τ∥+✠i
1τn(xn+1, . . . , xi+2xi+1, xi, . . . , x1). (3.9)

The cohomology defined by δCC is called the Hochschild cohomology of A (with coefficients in
A). As the simplest example, via a straightforward calculation one obtains (for A = K trivially
graded)

HH •,n(K) =

{
K, n = 0 and n even,

0, otherwise,

where the superscript n comes from the length filtration of Hochschild cochains.

Remark 3.34. The formula (3.9) differs from the usual version of Hochschild differential, see for
example [Lod13, (1.5.1.1)]. Indeed, suppose A is ungraded, i.e. all elements are even. Then the
Z2-grading of a length n cochain is n mod 2. In this case (3.9) reduces to

(δCC (τ))(xn+1, . . . , x1) = xn+1τn(xn, . . . , x1) + (−1)n+1τn(xn+1, . . . , x2)x1

+ (−1)n+iτn(xn+1, . . . , xi+2xi+1, xi, . . . , x1).

If we replace A by the opposite algebra Aop (i.e. the same set with multiplication reversed),
and identify a length n Hochschild cochain τ on A with τop on Aop defined by τop(x1, . . . , xn) =
τ(xn, . . . , x1). Then the above formula differ from the standard Hochschild differential on τop up
to a sign (−1)n+1.

3.6.2. Hochschild cohomology for A∞ algebras. Now let A♭ be a flat A∞ algebra. Define the
length n-part of Hochschild cochain complex of A♭ to be

CC •,n(A♭) = CC •,n(A♭,A♭) = Hom•
ΛK

((A♭)⊗n,A♭[n]).

Here • denotes the Z2-grading and A♭[n] denote the super vector space A♭ with grading shifted
by n (mod 2).

On the Hochschild cochain complex there is the Gerstenhaber product (which is graded with
respect to the reduced grading ∥ · ∥) defined by

(ϕ ◦ ψ)(xs, . . . , x1) =
∑

i+j+k=s

(−1)∥ψ∥·✠
i
1ϕ(xs, . . . , ψ(xi+j , · · · , ), xi, . . . , x1)

as well as the Gerstenhaber superbracket

[ϕ, ψ] := ϕ ◦ ψ − (−1)∥ϕ∥·∥ψ∥ψ ◦ ϕ.
Then the A∞-structure on A♭ is equivalent to an even Hochschild cochain m♭ with m♭

0 = 0 with
the A∞ relation being equivalent to

[m♭,m♭] = 2m♭ ◦m♭ = 0.

We define the Hochschild differential δCC on

CC •(A♭) =
∏
n≥0

CC •,n(A♭)

by the formula

δCC (ϕ) := [m♭, ϕ].
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Notice that if m♭
k ≠ 0 only when k = 2, A♭ is a Z2-graded associative algebra with the Hochschild

differential reduces to the differential (3.9). The Hochschild cohomology of A♭ is defined by

HH •(A♭) := kerδCC/imδCC .

On CC •(A♭) there is also an A∞ structure whose composition maps start with δCC . We only
need the 2-fold composition map, i.e., the Yoneda product.

Definition 3.35. The Yoneda product on CC •(A♭), denoted by ⋆, is defined by

(ϕ ⋆ ψ)(ak, . . . , a1)

=
∑

(−1)♣m♭
k (ak, . . . , ϕr(ai+r, . . . , ai+1), · · · , ψs(aj+s, . . . , aj+1), . . . , a1) (3.10)

where the sum is taken over all i, j, r, l such that each summand makes sense. The sign is defined
by (see (3.8) for the definition of ✠)

♣ := ∥ϕ∥ ·
(
✠i

1 + |ψ|
)
+ ∥ψ∥ ·✠j

1. (3.11)

The proof of the following can be found in [Gan12] and [Mes16].

Proposition 3.36. The map ⋆ : CC •(A♭) ⊗ CC •(A♭) → CC •(A♭) is a cochain map of even
degree.

Therefore the Yoneda product descends to Hochschild cohomology. We still call the induced one
by Yoneda product and denote it by the same symbol ⋆. As the Yoneda product can be extended
to an A∞ structure on CC•(A♭), the Yoneda product on the Hochschild cohomology is associative.

The Yoneda product has a chain-level unit in the strictly unital case.

Proposition 3.37. Suppose A♭ has a strict unit e. Then the Hochschild cochain 1A♭ defined by

1A♭(xk, . . . , x1) =

{
0, k ≥ 1,

e, k = 0.

is a unit with respect to the Yoneda product.

Proof. Straightforward. □

Finally, we remark that the Yoneda product on HH •(A♭) is graded commutative. It is compatible
with the Gerstenhaber bracket, which makes HH •(A♭) into a Gerstenhaber algebra.

3.6.3. Clifford algebras. The Lagrangian Floer cohomology ring of a torus is often isomorphic
to a Clifford algebra. Hence the Hochschild cohomology of Clifford algebras are one of the
most important cases related to symplectic geometry and mirror symmetry. Recall that given
a finite-dimensional K-vector space W equipped with a quadratic form q, the Clifford algebra
Cl(W, q) is the tensor algebra of W modulo the relation

w ⊗ w′ + w′ ⊗ w + 2q(w,w′)Id = 0.

We only care about the case when q is nondegenerate and when K has characteristic zero and is
algebraically closed. In this case, all nondegenerate quadratic forms are equivalent to the standard
one. When W has dimension n, we abbreviate Cl(W, q) by Cln.
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Proposition 3.38. For all n ≥ 0, the Hochschild cohomology of Cln is

HH k(Cln, Cln) =

{
K, k = 0,

0, k ≥ 1.

In particular, HH 0(Cln, Cln) is generated by the identity.

Proof. The calculation was provided by Sheridan [She16] and we recall it here. First, Hochschild
cohomology is Morita invariant (see [Lod13, 1.5.6]). Second, there are only two Morita equivalence
classes among Clifford algebras, the even ones and the odd ones (Bott periodicity). Hence we
only need to calculate for n = 0 and n = 1. When n = 0, Cl0 ∼= K, giving HH •(K,K) = K. When
n = 1 5, the calculation can be deduced from the more general case of J. Smith [Smi19, Section 5]
using reduced Hochschild cohomology. □

When the Floer cohomology algebra of a Lagrangian brane is isomorphic to a Clifford algebra, the
argument via formality shows that the Hochschild cohomology of the corresponding A∞ algebra is
the same as the Hochschild cohomology of the cohomology algebra. Recall that an A∞ algebra is
called formal if it is A∞ quasi-isomorphic to its cohomology algebra. An associated algebra A is
called intrinsically formal if any Z2-graded A∞ algebra whose cohomology algebra is isomorphic
to A is formal. It was shown in [She16, Corollary 6.4] that Cln is intrinsically formal. Due to the
Morita invariance of Hochschild cohomology, the following statement is immediate.

Corollary 3.39. If A♭ is a flat A∞ algebra over K whose cohomology algebra is isomorphic to
Cln, then

HH •(A♭) = K.

Notice that if in addition A♭ is strictly unital, 1A♭ ̸= 0 and it generates the Hochschild cohomology.

4. Vortex Hamiltonian Floer theory

We review the construction of vortex Hamiltonian Floer theory developed by the second author
[Xu16] following the proposal of Cieliebak–Gaio–Salamon [CGS00].

4.1. Floer chain complexes.

4.1.1. Equivariant action functional. Our convention for Hamiltonian vector field is fixed as follows.
Let (M,ω) be a symplectic manifold and H : M → R be a smooth function. The associated
Hamiltonian vector field XH is specified by

dH = ω(XH , ·).
We would like to consider the Hamiltonian dynamics upstairs in the gauged linear sigma model.
Let X be the toric manifold we are considering. Let H : S1 ×X → R be a smooth Hamiltonian
function. Let Per(H) be the set of 1-periodic orbits 6 of H whose elements are maps x : S1 → X.
The HamiltonianH lifts to aK-invariant function on S1×µ−1(0). Choose an arbitraryK-invariant

extension Ĥ : S1 × V → R whose support is compact and disjoint from the unstable locus V us

under the KC-action. Consider the set of equivariant loops

LK(V ) :=
{
x = (x̂, ζ) : S1 → V × k.

}
(4.1)

5The original calculation of [She16] for the n = 1 case has a mistake resulting in a false result. We thank Nick

Sheridan for clarifying it.
6They must be contractible as X is simply connected.
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Here function ζ : S1 → k can be viewed as a gauge field on S1. Notice that as V is contractible,
the loop x is contractible and there is only one homotopy class of cappings. The loop group LK
acts on the set of capped equivariant orbits by

g · x = (g · x̂, g · ξ) where (g · x̂)(t) = g(t)x̂(t), (g · ξ)(t) = ζ(t)− d

dt
log g(t).

Define the action functional

ÂH : LK(V ) → R, x 7→ −
∫

D
u∗ωV +

∫
S1

(
⟨µ(x̂(t)), ζ(t)⟩ − Ĥt(x̂(t))

)
dt (4.2)

where u : D2 → V is any capping. Critical points are solutions

µ(x̂(t)) ≡ 0, x̂′(t) = XĤt
(x̂(t))−Xζ(t)(x̂(t)). (4.3)

Here Xζ(t) is the Hamiltonian vector field of the function ⟨µ, ζ(t)⟩.
The action functional satisfies the following transformational law with respect to the loop group
action. Indeed, for g ∈ LK and x ∈ LK(V ), one has

ÂH(gx) = −ωK(g) +AH(x). (4.4)

Denote

LK(V ) := LK(V )/kerωK .

Its elements are denoted by [x]. Then Γ ∼= LK/kerωK acts on LK(V ). We denote the action by

g · [x]. Then ÂH induces a functional on LK(V ), denoted by

AH : LK(V ) → R.

Each critical point of AH is called an equivariant 1-periodic Hamiltonian orbit.

There is a correspondence between ordinary Hamiltonian orbits downstairs and equivariant

Hamiltonian orbits upstairs. More precisely, let P̃er(H) be the covering of Per(H) consisting of
equivalence classes [u, x] of capped 1-periodic orbits of H: the equivalence relation (u, x) ∼ (u′, x′)
is defined by the equality of action values:

(u, x) ∼ (u′, x′) ⇐⇒ x = x′ ∈ Per(H) and

∫
D2

u∗ωX =

∫
D2

(u′)∗ωX .

Then there is a map

ι : P̃er(H) → critAH ⊂ LK(V ). (4.5)

Indeed, suppose x : S1 → X is a contractible 1-periodic orbit of the Hamiltonian flow of H and
u : D2 → X is a capping of x. View µ−1(0) → X as a principal K-bundle P . The Euclidean metric
on V induces a connection on P whose horizontal distribution is the orthogonal complement of
tangent planes of K-orbits; equivalently, this gives a connection 1-form θ ∈ Ω1(µ−1(0))⊗ k. The
pullback u∗P → D2 is trivial and different trivializations differ by a smooth map g : D2 → K. Any
trivialization of this pullback bundle induces a connection matrix u∗θ whose boundary restriction is
ζ(t)dt. A trivialization also induces a map û : D2 → µ−1(0) lifting u. Let the boundary restriction
of û be x̂. Then x = (x̂, ζ) is an equivariant 1-periodic orbit, well-defined up to L0K-actions.
Furthermore, if u′ is a different capping with the same resp. different action value, then the
correspondence we just described gives the same resp. different element in LK(V ).

Lemma 4.1. In the toric case the map (4.5) is bijective.

Proof. Given any equivariant Hamiltonian orbit x upstairs, the map x̂ : S1 → µ−1(0) projects
down to a 1-periodic orbit x : S1 → X. As X is simply connected, x is contractible. Choose a
capping u : D2 → X and let x′ = (x̂′, ζ ′) be equivariant Hamiltonian orbit lifting [u, x]. As the
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K-action on µ−1(0) is free, there is a gauge transformation on the circle making x̂′ = x̂. The
condition

x̂′(t) = XHt(x̂(t))−Xζ(t)(x̂(t))
implies that ζ = ζ ′. □

Definition 4.2. The Conley–Zehnder index of an equivariant 1-periodic orbit x ∈ critAH

is the usual Conley–Zehnder index of the capped 1-periodic orbit ι−1(x) ∈ P̃er(H), denoted by
CZ(x) ∈ Z.

4.1.2. Floer trajectories. Similar to the standard Hamiltonian Floer theory, one considers the
equation for the gradient flow of the equivariant action functional. Choose a 1-periodic K-invariant

ωV -compatible almost complex structure Ĵt on V . Formally the negative gradient flow equation

of ÂH is the following equation for pairs (u, η) : R × S1 → V × k

∂su+ Ĵt

(
∂tu+ Xη(u)−XĤt

(u)
)
= 0, ∂sη + µ(u) = 0.

This is in fact the symplectic vortex equation on the cylinder R × S1 for the trivial K-bundle and
the standard cylindrical volume form, written in temporal gauge A = d + ηdt. In general, for
A = d+ ξds+ ηdt, the vortex equation (2.2) reads

∂su+ Xξ(u) + Ĵt

(
∂tu+ Xη(u)−XĤt

(u)
)
= 0, ∂sη − ∂tξ + µ(u) = 0. (4.6)

It was shown in [Xu16] that any finite energy solution converges up to gauge transformation to
critical points of AH .

Theorem 4.3. [Xu16, Theorem 3.1, Corollary 4.3]

(1) Given a bounded solution u = (u, ξ, η) (i.e. finite energy solution with u(R × S1) bounded)
to (4.6), there exist a gauge equivalent solution, still denoted by (u, ξ, η), as well as
equivariant 1-periodic orbits x± = (x̂±, ζ±) such that uniformly for t ∈ S1

lim
s→±∞

(u(s, ·), ξ(s, ·), η(s, ·)) = (x̂±, 0, ζ±). (4.7)

(2) If x′± are another pair of equivariant 1-periodic orbits satisfying (4.7) with u replaced by

any gauge equivalent solution, then there exists g± ∈ LK with g−g
−1
+ ∈ L0K such that

x′± = g±x±.
(3) If H is a nondegenerate Hamiltonian downstairs, then one can make the convergence (4.7)

exponentially fast by choosing suitable gauge equivalent solutions. More precisely, there
exist C > 0 and δ > 0 such that

dV (u(s, t), x̂±(t)) + |ξ(s, t)|+ |η(s, t)− ζ(t)| ≤ Ce−δ|s|.

Here dV is the Euclidean distance on V . Similar exponential decay estimates hold for
covariant derivatives of arbitrary higher orders.7

Therefore, one can use a pair of elements x± ∈ critAH ⊂ LK(V ) to label solutions. Let

M(x−, x+)

be the set of gauge equivalence classes of bounded solutions u to (4.6) modulo the R-translation.
One has the energy identity ([Xu16, Proposition 3.8])

E(u) = AH(x−)−AH(x+).

7Exponential decay type estimates for vortices can also be found in [Zil09][Ven15][CWW17].
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Remark 4.4. To achieve transversality, one has to avoid certain “bad” K-equivariant lifts of a given
Hamiltonian H downstairs and choose almost complex structures appropriately. In [Xu16, Section
6] the second author used the notion of admissible almost complex structures and admissible
K-invariant lifts of a Hamiltonian downstairs. We briefly recall the precise meanings of them
adapted to the toric case. First, in the stable locus V st there is the projection π : V st → X which
is invariant under the complex torus G. Hence there is a splitting

TV |V st ∼= π∗TX ⊕ (k⊗ C).

Throughout this paper we fix a K-invariant (small) open neighborhood U of µ−1(0) and consider

only K-invariant, ωV -compatible almost complex structures Ĵ on V which agrees with JV outside
U (this is necessary to guarantee the C0-compactness in [Xu16]). Moreover, given a nondegenerate

Hamiltonian H : S1×X → R, an S1-family of almost complex structures Ĵt is said to be admissible
with respect to the H downstairs if for any loop x̂ : S1 → µ−1(0) that projects to a 1-periodic

orbit downstairs, one imposes some conditions on the 1-jet of Ĵt along x̂ (see [Xu16, Definition
6.2]. Then the notion of admissibility of K-invariant lifts of H was defined (see [Xu16, Definition

6.5]), which is a condition on the infinitesimal behavior of the lifts Ĥt along 1-periodic orbits
given in terms of the Hessian of the equivariant action functional.

Theorem 4.5. Given a nondegenerate Hamiltonian Ht downstairs, for a generic admissible pair

(Ĥt, Ĵt), the following is true.

(1) Each moduli space M(x, y) is regular and has dimension CZ(x)− CZ(y)− 1.
(2) Moduli spaces with bounded energy are compact up to breaking as in the usual setting for

the Uhlenbeck–Gromov–Floer compactification.
(3) If CZ(x)− CZ(y) = 1, then the moduli space consists of finitely many points.
(4) When CZ(x) − CZ(y) = 2, the compactified moduli space is a compact 1-dimensional

manifold with boundary.

We briefly explain the reason for transversality. Indeed, as the total energy is finite and the
volume on the cylinder is infinite, near infinity any solution is contained in the neighborhood U of
µ−1(0) fixed in Remark 4.4. Therefore, there is a nonempty open subset of the cylinder whose
image is contained in the free locus of the K-action. Then using an equivariant version of the

argument of Floer–Hofer–Salamon [FHS95] one can achieve transversality by perturbing Ĵt in a
neighborhood of µ−1(0).

It is a standard procedure to construct a coherent system of orientations on the moduli spaces
(see [FH93]). Then for R = Z, there is a well-defined count

n(x, y) ∈ Z

which is the signed count of the number of Floer trajectories in 0-dimensional components of
M(x, y). When R is any commutative ring with a unit, n(x, y) induces an element

nR(x, y) ∈ R

by the induced count via the map Z → R.

4.1.3. Floer homology. We first define the Floer chain group for a smaller Novikov ring. Recall
that one has the finitely generated abelian group

Γ := LK/kerωK
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which naturally embeds into R. For any commutative ring R, introduce

ΛΓ
R :=

{ ∞∑
i=1

aiT
gi ∈ ΛR | gi ∈ Γ

}
.

We define the Floer chain group VCF •(Ĥ) to be the “downward” completion:

VCF •(Ĥ; ΛΓ
R) =

{ ∞∑
i=1

bixi | bi ∈ R, xi ∈ critAH , lim
i→∞

AH(xi) = −∞
}
.

It is graded by the Conley–Zehnder index (modulo 2). The ΛΓ
R-module structure is defined by( ∞∑

i=1

aiT
gi
)( ∞∑

j=1

bjxj

)
=

∞∑
i,j=1

aibj(gi · xj).

By (4.4), the right hand side is in VCF •(Ĥ; ΛΓ
R) and this is a well-defined action. Define

VCF •(Ĥ; ΛR) := VCF •(Ĥ; ΛΓ
R)⊗ΛΓ

R
ΛR.

The Floer differential ∂Ĵ : VCF •(Ĥ; ΛΓ
R) → VCF •−1(Ĥ; ΛΓ

R) is defined by the counts nR(x, y).
More precisely, on generators,

∂Ĵx =
∑
y

nR(x, y)y.

One has ∂2
Ĵ
= 0, resulting in the vortex Floer homology

VHF •(Ĥ, Ĵ ; Λ
Γ
R).

Notice that the differential ∂Ĵ decreases the action.

4.1.4. Adiabatic limit. The adiabatic limit argument allows us to relate the gauged linear sigma
model with holomorphic curves in the symplectic quotient. While we do not need a complete
analysis of such a correspondence, we do need to consider the family of vortex equations related to
the adiabatic limit argument. Indeed, if on the infinite cylinder we choose, instead of the standard
area form dsdt, a rescaled one λ2dsdt, then the corresponding vortex Floer equation reads

∂su+ Xξ(u) + Ĵt

(
∂tu+ Xη(u)−XĤt

(u)
)
= 0, ∂sη − ∂tξ + λ2µ(u) = 0. (4.8)

One can define a vortex Floer chain complex for the triple (λ, Ĥ, Ĵ) in completely the same way
as the λ = 1 case, once transversality holds, which can be achieved via perturbation. We denote

the vortex Floer chain complex by VCFλ
•(Ĥ, Ĵ ; Λ

Γ
R). The corresponding homology is denoted by

VHFλ
•(Ĥ, Ĵ ; Λ

Γ
R).

There are a few subtleties. First, given a nondegenerate Hamiltonian H downstairs on X, the
notion of admissible almost complex structures ([Xu16, Definition 6.2]) is independent of λ; the
notion of admissible lifts, however, depends on λ.

Definition 4.6. A triple (λ, Ĥ, Ĵ) is called a regular triple if

(1) The descent Hamiltonian H on X is nondegenerate.

(2) (Ĥ, Ĵ) is admissible with respect to H.
(3) Moduli spaces of gauge equivalence classes of finite energy solutions to (4.8) are all regular.
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4.1.5. Continuation map. Given two regular triples (λ±, Ĥ±, Ĵ±), one compares the two associated
vortex Floer complexes via continuation maps. By an interpolation between these two triples,

we mean a triple (λs, Ĥs, Ĵs) where λs ∈ R+ is a smooth function in s ∈ R which agrees with λ±
near ±∞, Ĥs is a smooth family of K-invariant compactly supported functions parametrized

by (s, t) ∈ R × S1 which agrees with Ĥ± near ±∞, and Ĵs is a smooth family of K-invariant

ωV -compatible almost complex structures parametrized by (s, t) ∈ R × S1 which agrees with Ĵ±
near ±∞.

Choosing a generic interpolation (λs, Ĥs, Ĵs), by considering moduli spaces of gauge equivalence
classes of solutions to the equation

∂su+ Xξ + Ĵs,t

(
∂tu+ Xη −XĤs,t

(u)
)
= 0, ∂sη − ∂tξ + λ2sµ(u) = 0, (4.9)

one can define a continuation map

cont : VCFλ−
• (Ĥ−, Ĵ−; Λ

Γ
R) → VCFλ+

• (Ĥ+, Ĵ+; Λ
Γ
R)

completely analogous to the case of classical Hamiltonian Floer theory. The map cont is a chain
homotopy equivalence, inducing an isomorphism on Floer homology

VHFλ−
• (Ĥ−, Ĵ−; Λ

Γ
R)

∼= VHFλ+
• (Ĥ+, Ĵ+; Λ

Γ
R).

Completely analogous to the classical situation, these isomorphisms are natural, hence the resulting
homology groups define a common object called the vortex Hamiltonian Floer homology of
V , denoted by

VHF •(V ; ΛΓ
R). (4.10)

Define
VHF •(V ; ΛR) := VHF •(V ; ΛΓ

R)⊗ΛΓ
R
ΛR.

In order to consider effects on the filtered theories, one needs to estimate the energy of solutions
contributing to the continuation maps.

Proposition 4.7. Given any solution u = (u, ξ, η) to (4.9) which converges to x± ∈ critAH± at
±∞, one has∫

R×S1

(
|∂su+ Xξ(u)|2 + λ2s|µ(u)|2

)
dsdt = AH−(x−)−AH+

(x+)−
∫

R×S1

∂Ĥs,t

∂s
(u)dsdt. (4.11)

In particular, if Ĥs,t = (1− χ(s))Ĥ− + χ(s)Ĥ+ for some non-decreasing function χ : R → [0, 1],
then one has

AH+(x+) ≤ AH−(x−) +

∫ 1

0

max
V

(
Ĥ− − Ĥ+

)
dt. (4.12)

Proof. When λs is a constant, (4.11) is [Xu16, Proposition 7.5]. The general case is the same
as the area form on the domain does not affect the topological nature of the energy. As the
left-hand-side of (4.11) is nonnegative, (4.12) follows. □

4.1.6. Computation of VHF. It is expected that the vortex Floer homology is isomorphic to the
Hamiltonian Floer homology of the symplectic quotient, and hence its singular homology (in
appropriate coefficients). However, such a calculation relies involved technical constructions. The
Piunikhin–Salamon–Schwarz (PSS) approach forces one to deal with multiple covers of equivariant
Floer cylinders with H ≡ 0 which may have negative equivariant Chern number. The adiabatic
limit approach (similar to [GS05]) requires the study of affine vortices for a general toric manifold.
In particular, for general symplectic quotients both approaches require the use of the virtual
technique.
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However, in the toric case, even without having the PSS map, it is rather easy to compute the
rank of VHF (V ) as one can find a perfect Morse function.

Proposition 4.8. For any commutative ring R, as ΛΓ
R-modules, VHF •(V ; ΛΓ

R) is isomorphic to
H•(X; ΛΓ

R) (with the reduced Z2-grading) up to a degree shifting.

Proof. Recall that the 2n-dimensional toric manifold X carries a Hamiltonian Tn-action. For a
generic circle S1 ⊂ Tn, the induced moment map f : X → R is a perfect Morse function whose
critical points are the toric fixed points. In particular, the Morse indices are all even. Then for
ϵ small, ϵf is a nondegenerate time-independent Hamiltonian. After a small perturbation and
K-invariant lift to V , the corresponding vortex Floer chain complex has no two generators with
adjacent degrees. Hence the VHF •(V ; ΛΓ

R) has the same rank as H•(X; ΛΓ
R). Lastly, the usual

normalization of the Conley–Zehnder index is taken in such a way that if x is a critical point of
ϵf viewed as a 1-periodic orbit with a constant capping, then

CZ(x) = n− indexf (x)

where 2n = dimX and indexf (x) is the Morse index of x (see [MS04, (12.1.7)]). □

4.2. Small bulk deformations. Here we define a family of deformations of the vortex Floer
homology parametrized by “small” bulk deformations. Recall that the toric manifold X has N
toric divisors Dj corresponding to the N faces of the moment polytope. These divisors are GIT
quotients of the coordinate hyperplanes

Vj = {(x1, . . . , xN ) ∈ V | xj = 0}.

Introduce a small bulk deformation of the form

b =

N∑
j=1

cjVj where cj ∈ Λ0,R. (4.13)

The b-deformed vortex Floer complex is the complex generated by equivariant 1-periodic orbits
upstairs whose differential counts gauge equivalence classes of solutions to the vortex equation in
a different way: for each rigid (modulo gauge transformation) solution u = (u, ξ, η), we weight the
count by the factor

exp

 N∑
j=1

cj(u ∩ Vj)

 ∈ ΛR

where u ∩ Vj is the intersection number between the cylinder u and the divisor Vj . Formally, this
count coincides with the count of solutions on the cylinder with markings mapped to Vj .

Remark 4.9. The use of bulk deformations in Lagrangian Floer theory was invented by Fukaya–
Oh–Ohta–Ono [FOOO11, FOOO16] which resembles the notion of big quantum cohomology in
Gromov–Witten theory. Bulk deformations are adapted to Hamiltonian Floer theory in [Ush11b]
and [FOOO19]. In gauged linear sigma model it was discussed in [Woo11]. The term “small”
used here comes from the terminology in Gromov–Witten theory where small means deforming
Gromov–Witten invariants by divisor classes and “big” means deforming by classes with arbitrary
degrees.
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4.2.1. Bulk-avoiding Hamiltonians. One can only have a well-defined topological intersection
number between Floer cylinders and the divisors if periodic orbits do not intersect these toric
divisors. We introduce the following type of Hamiltonians on the toric manifold.

Definition 4.10 (Bulk-avoiding Hamiltonians).

(1) A Hamiltonian H on the toric manifold X is called bulk-avoiding if all 1-periodic orbits
of nH for all n ≥ 1 do not intersect the divisor D1 ∪ · · · ∪DN .

(2) A bulk-avoiding admissible pair is an admissible pair (Ĥ, Ĵ) such that Ĥ descends to a
bulk-avoiding Hamiltonian downstairs.

It is easy to see that one can perturb any Hamiltonian to a bulk-avoiding one by arbitrarily
C2-small perturbation. Now we can define the topological intersection numbers. Let u = (u, ξ, η)
be a solution to (4.6) which converges to equivariant 1-periodic orbits x resp. y at −∞ resp. +∞.
Then a generic compactly supported perturbation ũ intersects transversely with Vj . Define

[u] ∩ Vj = ũ ∩ Vj ∈ Z

which counts transverse intersection points with signs. Notice that this number is well-defined:
first, if ũ′ is another perturbation, then ũ ∩ Vj = ũ′ ∩ Vj ; second, if u

′ = (u′, ξ′, η′) is gauge
equivalent to u via a gauge transformation g, then ũ′ := gũ is a perturbation of u′. As Vj is
K-invariant, ũ′ still intersect transversely with Vj and the intersection number is the same.

4.2.2. Bulk-deformed vortex Floer complex. For our application, we only consider small bulk
deformations of the form

b =

N∑
j=1

log cj Vj where cj ∈ Z[i] = Z ⊕ iZ.

Here i =
√
−1 and one can regard Z[i] ⊂ C. The weighted counts eventually only depend on cj so

we allow cj to be zero and the ambiguity of taking logarithm does not affect further discussions.
Consider the vortex Floer chain complex

VCF •(Ĥ, Ĵ ; ΛZ[i]).

Due to the special behavior of the bulk b, the weighted counts of cylinders are still integral. Define
the bulk-deformed vortex differential

∂b : VCF •(Ĥ, Ĵ ; ΛZ[i]) → VCF •(Ĥ, Ĵ ; ΛZ[i])

by

∂b(x) =
∑

y
CZ(x)−CZ(y)=1

 ∑
[u]∈Mcyl(x,y)

ϵ([u]) exp

 N∑
j=1

log cj [u] ∩ Vj

 y. (4.14)

Here ϵ([u]) ∈ {±1} is the sign of the rigid solution [u]. In particular, when b = 0, the above
coincides with the original differential map ∂.

Lemma 4.11. ∂b is a legitimate linear map and (∂b)2 = 0.

Proof. First, as cj ∈ Z[i], the weights

exp

 N∑
j=1

log cj [u] ∩ Vj

 =

N∏
j=1

c
[u]∩Vj

j ∈ Z[i].
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Hence the coefficients on the right hand side of (4.14) are still in Z[i]. Second, by Gromov

compactness, the sum (4.14) is still in the module VCF •(Ĥ, Ĵ ; ΛZ[i]). Hence ∂
b is a well-defined

linear map. To prove that its square is zero, consider for each x and z with Conley–Zehnder
indices differing by 2 and consider the 1-dimensional components of the moduli space Mcyl(x, z).
It can be further decomposed into connected components. Within each connected components,
the topological intersection number for each cylinder with each Vj is a constant. Moreover, for the
concatenation of two cylinders [u1] and [u2] which is in the boundary of such a component, this
intersection number with Vj is equal to the sum [u1]∩Vj + [u2]∩Vj . It follows that (∂b)2 = 0. □

Hence for each regular admissible bulk-avoiding pair (Ĥ, Ĵ), one can define the b-deformed vortex
Floer homology by

VHF b
•(Ĥ, Ĵ ; ΛZ[i]) := ker∂b/im∂b.

Below we summarize its properties.

Theorem 4.12 (Properties of bulk-deformed vortex Floer complex).

(1) For each regular bulk-avoiding admissible pair (Ĥ, Ĵ), the complex VCF •(Ĥ, Ĵ ; ΛZ[i]) with

differential ∂b is a Z2-graded filtered Floer–Novikov complex (see Definition (3.14)).

(2) For each two regular admissible bulk-avoiding pairs (Ĥ1, Ĵ1) and (Ĥ2, Ĵ2), there is a
continuation map

cont : VCF b
•(Ĥ1, Ĵ1; ΛZ[i]) → VCF b

•(Ĥ2, Ĵ2; ΛZ[i])

which is canonical up to chain homotopy. Hence there is a Z2-graded ΛZ[i]-module

VHF b
•(V ; ΛZ[i]), called the b-deformed vortex Floer homology, with canonical isomorphisms

VHF b
•(Ĥ, Ĵ ; ΛZ[i]) ∼= VHF b

•(V ; ΛZ[i])

for all regular admissible bulk-avoiding pairs (Ĥ, Ĵ).
(3) There is a linear isomorphism

VHF b
•(V ; ΛZ[i]) ∼= H•(X; ΛZ[i]).

4.2.3. Poincaré duality. In Morse–Floer theory one can define the Poincaré duality on the chain-
level by “reversing” the Morse function or the symplectic action functional. We recall this

construction in the setting of vortex Floer theory. If Ĥ : S1×V → R is a K-invariant Hamiltonian,

define Ĥop : S1 × V → R by

Ĥop(t, v) = −Ĥ(−t, v).
Then similar to the case of the ordinary Floer homology (see [MS04, Section 12.3]), there is a
one-to-one correspondence between critAH and critAHop . More precisely, if x = (x̂, η) ∈ LK(V )
is an equivariant 1-periodic orbit, then

xop := (x̂op, ηop) where x̂op(t) = x̂(−t), ηop(t) = −η(−t)
solves

d

dt
x̂op(t) + Xηop(t)(x̂op(t))−XĤop(x̂

op(t)) = 0

and hence is an equivariant 1-periodic orbits for Hop. The map x 7→ xop induces a one-to-one
correspondence

critAH
∼= critAHop

with critical values and Conley–Zehnder indices reversed.
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Similarly, if Ĵt is an S
1-family of K-invariant almost complex structures on V , then define

(Ĵop)t = Ĵ−t.

One can verify easily that if (Ĥ, Ĵ) is admissible, so is (Ĥop, Ĵop).

Now we define a Poincaré pairing on the vortex Floer homology. Let (Ĥ1, Ĵ1) and (Ĥ2, Ĵ2) be two
regular bulk-avoiding admissible pairs on V . Consider the genus zero curve with two incoming
cylindrical ends, denoted by Σ⊃. Choose an area form with cylindrical ends on Σ⊃. Define a

K-invariant Hamiltonian perturbation Ĥ⊃ on Σ⊃ which is equal to Ĥ1dt on the first cylindrical

end and which is equal to Ĥop
2 dt on the second cylindrical end. Choose a domain-dependent

K-invariant almost complex structure Ĵ⊃ which agrees on Ĵ1 on the first cylindrical end and

which is equal to Ĵop
2 on the second cylindrical end. Consider the Ĥ⊃-perturbed symplectic

vortex equation on Σ⊃ with respect to the family of almost complex structures Ĵ⊃. Finite energy
solutions converge to critical points of AH1

resp. AHop
2

at the two cylindrical ends. Then given
x ∈ critAH1

and yop ∈ critAHop
2

∼= critAH2
, one can obtain a well-defined count

nb⊃(x, y) ∈ Z

by looking at rigid solutions. Define a bilinear pairing

⟨·, ·⟩b : VCF b
•(Ĥ1, Ĵ1; Λ

Γ
R)⊗VCF b

•(Ĥ
op
2 , Ĵop

2 ; ΛΓ
R) → R

by

⟨
∞∑
i=1

aixi,

∞∑
j=1

bjy
op
j ⟩b :=

∑
i,j

aibjn⊃(xi, y
op
j ).

An argument via energy inequality shows that the above form is finite and well-defined; by
considering 1-dimensional moduli spaces one can show that the above pairing descends to homology

⟨·, ·⟩b : VHF b
•(Ĥ1, Ĵ1; Λ

Γ
R)⊗VHF b

•(Ĥ2, Ĵ2; Λ
Γ
R) → R.

One can also show that the pairing is compatible with respect to the continuation map. Hence it
induces a pairing

⟨·, ·⟩b : VHF b
•(V ; ΛΓ

R)⊗VHF b
•(V ; ΛΓ

R) → R.

Now we specialize to the case when Ĥ1 = Ĥ2 = Ĥ and Ĵ1 = Ĵ2 = Ĵ . In this case the pairing takes

a simple form on the chain level. Indeed, if we choose Ĥ⊃ and Ĵ⊃ to be the trivial ones, then the
countings nb⊃(x, y

op) is 1 if x = y and zero otherwise. Then if

α =
∑

aixi ∈ VCF b
•(Ĥ, Ĵ ; Λ

Γ
R), β =

∑
bjx

op
j ∈ VCF b

•(Ĥ
op, Ĵop; ΛΓ

R)

one has
⟨α, β⟩b =

∑
i

aibi ∈ R.

This sum is finite as AH(xi) → −∞ and AHop(xopj ) = −AH(xj) → −∞.

4.2.4. Pair-of-pants products. A TQFT type construction allows us to define a multiplicative
structure on the vortex Floer homology. In particular, using any volume form on the pair-of-pants
with cylindrical ends, one can define the pair-of-pants product

∗b : VHF b
•(V ; ΛΓ

R)⊗VHF b
•(V ; ΛΓ

R) → VHF b
•(V ; ΛΓ

R)[n]

which is associative. Here 2n = dimX. The details were given in [WX17b].

There is also an identity element in the vortex Floer homology. Fix a regular bulk-avoiding

admissible pair (Ĥ, Ĵ). Consider a once-punctured sphere Σcigar which is biholomorphic to the
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complex plane. View the puncture as an output. Equip Σcigar with a cylindrical volume form
νcigar so that one has has the isometric identification

C \B1
∼= [0,+∞)× S1.

Turn on the Hamiltonian perturbation on this cylindrical end, meaning that one has a Hamiltonian
perturbation

H ∈ Ω1(Σcigar, C
∞
c (V )K) s.t. H|[S,+∞)×S1 = Htdt for S ≫ 0.

Choose a domain-dependent K-invariant ωV -compatible almost complex structure J parametrized
by z ∈ Σcigar such that over the cylindrical end it agrees with Jt. Consider the Hamiltonian
perturbed symplectic vortex equation

∂A,Hu = 0, FA + µ(u)νcigar = 0.

Each finite energy solution u = (A, u) converges to an equivariant 1-periodic orbit and hence
represents an element x ∈ critAH . Hence for each x there is a moduli space

Mcigar(x).

Elements in this moduli space have a uniform energy bound by −AH(x) + C where C depends
on the perturbation data on the cigar which is uniformly bounded. The virtual dimension is
n − CZ(x). Counting elements (with signs) of index zero moduli spaces Mcigar(x) defines an
element

1GLSM
b,Ĥ

=
∑
x

nbcigar(x)x ∈ VCF b
n(Ĥ, Ĵ ; Λ

Γ
R).

Standard TQFT argument shows that 1GLSM
b,Ĥ

is closed, induces a well-defined element in

VHF b
•(V ; ΛΓ

R), and is the multiplicative identity of VHF b
•(V ; ΛΓ

R). Denote this element by

1GLSM
b ∈ VHF b

n(V ; ΛΓ
R). (4.15)

Lemma 4.13. The element 1GLSM
b is nonzero.

Proof. In the undeformed case this was proved using the closed-open map in [WX17b] and the fact

that some Lagrangian Floer theory is nontrivial. Here as we know that the algebra VHF b
•(V ; ΛΓ

R)
is nonzero (see Lemma 4.8) for any ring R, one must have 1GLSM

b ̸= 0. □

Lemma 4.14. One has

⟨α, β⟩b ̸= 0 =⇒ ⟨α ∗b β,1GLSM
b ⟩b ̸= 0.

Proof. This theorem follows from the standard TQFT and cobordism argument. See Figure 1.
The details are left to the reader. □

Before we end this part, we state a major step towards our proof of the Hofer–Zehnder conjecture.

Theorem E. There exists a bulk-deformation b of the form

b =

N∑
j=1

log cjVj

with cj ∈ Z[i] such that the algebra VHF b
•(V ; ΛQ) is semisimple in the sense of Definition 3.6.

The proof occupies Section 9 and Section 10, using the closed-open string map in the vortex
setting.
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α

β

α

β
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α
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Figure 1.

4.3. Bulk-deformed spectral invariants, persistence modules, and barcodes. We fit the
bulk-deformed vortex Floer theory into the abstract packages developed by Usher etc. Let b be a
bulk-deformation of the form (4.13).

Proposition 4.15. Given a regular bulk-avoiding pair (Ĥ, Ĵ), the quadruple

cb(Ĥ, Ĵ) := (PH ,AH ,CZ(2), n
b)

is a Z2-graded Floer–Novikov package over R (see Definition 3.14).

Proof. Straightforward. □

Next we consider the quantitative dependence of the vortex Floer chain complex on the Hamiltonian.

We restrict to the case where R = K is a field. The vortex Floer chain complex VCF b
•(Ĥ, Ĵ ; Λ

Γ
K)

is the associated Floer–Novikov complex.

Proposition 4.16. Given two regular bulk-avoiding pairs (Ĥ1, Ĵ1) and (Ĥ2, Ĵ2), the quasi-

equivalence distance (see Definition 3.19) between VCF b
•(Ĥ1, Ĵ1; Λ

Γ
K) and VCF b

•(Ĥ2, Ĵ2; Λ
Γ
K) is no

greater than the Hofer distance between the induced Hamiltonians H1, H2 downstairs, i.e.

dQ

(
VCF b

•(Ĥ1, Ĵ1; Λ
Γ
K),VCF

b
•(Ĥ2, Ĵ2; Λ

Γ
K)
)
≤ max

{∫ 1

0

max
X

(H2−H1)dt,

∫ 1

0

max
X

(H1−H2)dt
}
.

Proof. This follows from the quantitative analysis of the continuation map. As the bulk b and
the coefficient field are fixed, we drop it from notations. To show that the complex only depends
on the induced Hamiltonian downstairs (measured by quasiequivalence distance), we need to

introduce the parameter λ (see (4.8)). For each regular bulk-avoiding triple (λ, Ĥ, Ĵ), there is a

Floer–Novikov package cλ(Ĥ, Ĵ) defined from (b-deformed) counts of solutions to (4.8). Denote

the associated Floer–Novikov complex by VCFλ
•(Ĥ, Ĵ ; Λ

Γ
K) with valuation denoted by ℓλ.
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Lemma 4.17. The quasi-equivalence distance between VCFλ1
• (Ĥ1, Ĵ1) and VCFλ2

• (Ĥ2, Ĵ2) is
bounded by

d̂Hofer(Ĥ1, Ĥ2) := max

{∫ 1

0

max
V

(Ĥ2 − Ĥ1)dt,

∫ 1

0

max
V

(Ĥ1 − Ĥ2)

}
.

Proof. Indeed, this follows from the energy calculation for the continuation maps (see Proposition
4.7). One can construct chain homotopy equivalences Φ, Ψ between these two complexes and
maps K1, K2 as in the diagram

VCFλ1
• (Ĥ1, Ĵ1)

K1





Φ

##

VCFλ2
• (Ĥ2, Ĵ2)

Ψ

bb

K2





.

The first item of Definition 3.19 follows directly from (4.12). Using the same method, the second
item of Definition 3.19 can be verified for the maps K1, K2. □

We fix the two regular bulk-avoiding pairs (Ĥ±, Ĵ±). For each ϵ > 0, one can find a K-invariant

cut-off function ρϵ : V → [0, 1] supported near µ−1(0) such that if we define Ĥϵ
± := ρϵĤ±, then

d̂Hofer(Ĥ
ϵ
−, Ĥ

ϵ
+) ≤ dHofer(H−, H+) + ϵ.

Hence in view of Lemma 4.17 above, we only need to prove the following.

Lemma 4.18. Suppose (Ĥ±, Ĵ±) are two regular bulk-avoiding pairs such that Ĥ+ and Ĥ−
descend to the same Hamiltonian H downstairs. Then

dQ(VCF •(Ĥ−, Ĵ−),VCF •(Ĥ+, Ĵ+)) = 0.

Proof. We prove that the quasi-equivalence distance is less than ϵ for all ϵ > 0. Notice that the

potential failure of this assertion comes from the difference between Ĥ− and Ĥ+ which is a priori
large outside µ−1(0). We use the adiabatic limit argument to push solutions contributing to the
continuation maps near the level set µ−1(0).

Choose a sequence λi → ∞. For each λi, one can choose a λi-admissible lift Ĥλi
± of H. As

the admissible condition is only about the infinitesimal behaviors of the lifts Ĥλi
± near lifts of

1-periodic orbits of H, we may require that

∥Ĥλi
± − Ĥ±∥C0 ≤ ϵ.

Hence by Lemma 4.17, one only needs to consider the quasi-equivalence

dQ

(
VCFλi

• (Ĥλi
− , Ĵλi

− ),VCFλi
• (Ĥλi

+ , Ĵλi
+ )
)
.

We claim that the above sequence (in i) converges to zero.

We set up the moduli spaces for the continuation maps. Choose a non-decreasing function
χ : R → [0, 1] which is zero on (−∞, 0] and 1 on [1,+∞]. Consider the equation with

Ĥλi
s,t = (1− χ(s))Ĥλi

− + χ(s)Ĥλi
+ .

We claim that, for all ϵ > 0, there exists iϵ > 0 such that when i ≥ iϵ, for all finite energy solutions
to (4.9), if the limit at ±∞ is x±, then one has

AH(x+,i)−AH(x−,i) ≤ ϵ.

This would establish item (1) of Definition 3.19.
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Suppose on the contrary that this is not true. Then there exist δ > 0, a subsequence (still indexed
by i), a sequence of solutions ui = (ui, ξi, ηi) to the equation connecting x−,i and x+,i such that

AH(x+,i)−AH(x−,i) ≥ δ > 0.

By the energy identity (4.11), one has a uniform bound which is independent of λi:

Eλi
(ui) = AH(x−,i)−AH(x+,i)−

∫
[0,1]×S1

∂sĤ
λi
s,t(u)dsdt ≤ C.

Now one can apply the adiabatic limit argument. Notice that although we cannot guarantee the

convergence of Ĥλi
s,t, but we may require that Ĵλi

s,t converges in sufficiently high order to a fixed

almost complex structure Ĵ outside a compact subset of V . In the λi → ∞ limit, a priori there are
three types of bubbles (see [GS05, Section 11]): holomorphic spheres in V , holomorphic spheres
in X, and affine vortices, which are solutions to the vortex equation over C (without Hamiltonian
term). The three kind of bubbles can be classified by the rate of energy concentration compared
to the rate of the divergence λi → ∞. As there is a lower bound on the energy of these bubbles,
the uniform bound on energy implies that, after passing to a subsequence (still indexed by i),
except near a finite subset Z ⊂ [0, 1]× S1 =: Q at which bubbling could occur, the energy density

|∂sui + Xξi(ui)|2 + λ2i |µ(ui)|2

stays bounded. In particular, the map ui|Q stays arbitrarily close to µ−1(0) except near Z as
i→ ∞. More precisely, for any r > 0, there exists ir > 0 such that for all i ≥ ir,

sup
z∈[0,1]×S1\Br(Z)

|µ(ui(z))| ≤ r. (4.16)

Then one has

AH(x+,i)−AH(x−,i) ≤
∫
Q

|∂sĤλi
s,t(ui)|dsdt

≤
∫
Q\Br(Z)

|∂sĤλi
s,t(ui)|dsdt+

∫
Br(Z)

|∂sĤλi
s,t(ui)|dsdt.

As Ĥλi
− = Ĥλi

+ on µ−1(0), the first item is bounded by Cr; the second term is bounded by
CArea(Br(Z)) which can be arbitrarily small. This contradicts the assumption that AH(x+,i)−
AH(x−,i) ≥ δ > 0.

Therefore, we established item (1) of Definition 3.19. The case of item (2) is similar and hence
omitted. □

Now the proof of Proposition 4.16 is complete. □

4.3.1. Spectral invariants. Spectral numbers of Hamiltonian diffeomorphisms were introduced
by Oh [Oh99], Schwarz [Sch00] and enhanced by Entov–Polterovich [EP03, EP06, EP09]. In
[WX17b] Wu and the second author constructed the analogue in the vortex Floer theory.

By Theorem 3.16 and Proposition 4.15, one can define the spectral numbers

ρb(α; Ĥ, Ĵ) := ρcb(Ĥ,Ĵ)(α) ∈ R ∪ {−∞}, ∀α ∈ VHF b
•(V ; ΛΓ

Z[i]).

One can establish the following properties of these spectral numbers, which were proved in
[WX17b] in the undeformed (b = 0) case.

Theorem 4.19. (cf. [WX17b, Proposition 3.6]) The spectral numbers ρb(α; Ĥ, Ĵ) have the
following properties.
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(1) (Independence of lifting and almost complex structure)The number ρb(α; Ĥ, Ĵ)
only depends on the induced Hamiltonian H downstairs. Denote this number by

cb(α,H) ∈ R.

(2) (Homogeneity) Given α ∈ VHF (V ; ΛΓ
Z[i]) and λ ∈ ΛΓ

Z[i], for any H, one has

cb(λα,H) = cb(α,H)− v(λ).

One uses this formula to extend the spectral numbers to classes in

VHF b
•(V ; ΛZ[i]) = VHF b

•(V ; ΛΓ
Z[i])⊗ΛΓ

Z[i]
ΛZ[i].

(3) (Lipschitz continuity) Given any two nondegenerate Hamiltonians H1, H2 downstairs,
one has∫

S1

min
X

(H1 −H2)dt ≤ cb(α,H1)− cb(α,H2) ≤
∫
S1

max
X

(H1 −H2)dt.

This implies that cb(α,H) is defined for all Hamiltonians.
(4) (Invariance) cb(α,H) only depends on the homotopy class of the Hamiltonian path

ϕ̃H on X. Let Ham(X) be the group of Hamiltonian diffeomorphisms on X and let
Hãm(X) → Ham(X) be the covering of homotopy classes of Hamiltonian isotopies on X.
Then we can define

cb(α, ϕ̃) ∈ R ∪ {−∞} ∀α ∈ VHF b
•(V ; ΛR), ϕ̃ ∈ Hãm(X).

(5) (Triangle inequality) For any α1, α2 ∈ VHF (V ; ΛR) and ϕ̃1, ϕ̃2 ∈ Hãm(X) one has

cb(α1 ∗ α2, ϕ̃1ϕ̃2) ≤ cb(α1, ϕ̃1) + cb(α2, ϕ̃2).

Definition 4.20. The valuation of a class α ∈ VHF b
•(V ; ΛR) is defined to be

Ab(α) := cb(α, Ĩd) ∈ R ∪ {+∞}.

4.3.2. Poincaré duality. One useful property of the spectral numbers is related to the Poincaré
duality map.

Proposition 4.21. Let K be a field.

(1) For any α ∈ VHF b
•(V ; ΛK) and ϕ̃ ∈ Hãm(X), there holds

cb(α, ϕ̃) = − inf
{
cb(β, ϕ̃−1) | ⟨α, β⟩b ̸= 0

}
.

(2) If ⟨α, β⟩b ̸= 0, then

Ab(α) +Ab(β) ≥ 0.

Proof. Notice that one only needs to prove this proposition for coefficient field being ΛΓ
K. In

the case of ordinary Hamiltonian Floer theory, the proof of (1) uses the PSS map and the
correspondence between the pairing ⟨·, ·⟩ and the intersection pairing on the singular homology
of the manifold (see [EP03][Ost06][FOOO19]). It was pointed in [Ush10] that (1) holds for

abstract filtered Floer–Novikov complexes. As the complex VHF b
•(Ĥ, Ĵ ; Λ

Γ
K) is an abstract filtered

Floer–Novikov complex over ΛΓ
K (see Proposition 4.15), (1) follows. For (2), take ϕ̃ = Id. Then

Ab(α) = cb(α, Id) = − inf
{
Ab(β) | ⟨α, β⟩b ̸= 0

}
.

Hence if ⟨α, β⟩b ̸= 0, Ab(β) ≥ −Ab(α). □
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4.3.3. Persistence modules and barcodes. Recall that (see Subsection 3.4) to any filtered Floer–
Novikov complex CF•(c) over the Novikov field ΛΓ

K one can associate a persistence module V (c).

In particular, for each regular bulk-avoiding admissible pair (Ĥ, Ĵ), the bulk-deformed vortex

Floer complex VCF b
•(Ĥ, Ĵ ; Λ

Γ
K) gives a persistence module, denoted by

V b(Ĥ, Ĵ ; ΛΓ
K).

We omit the dependence on the bulk deformation b most of the time. One can check easily that we
can extend the coefficient field to the universal Novikov field ΛK, obtaining a persistence module

V (Ĥ, Ĵ ; ΛK) with

V s(Ĥ, Ĵ ; ΛK) := HF≤s
• (Ĥ, Ĵ ; ΛΓ

0,K)⊗ΛΓ
0,K

Λ0,K.

When the ground field K is clear from the context, we often abbreviate this persistence module by

V (Ĥ, Ĵ). One can prove, using the continuation map, that up to isomorphism, this persistence

module is independent of the choice of the almost complex structure Ĵ . Hence denote the

persistence module by V (Ĥ). One can also use the same idea of proving Proposition 4.16 that,

for different lifts Ĥ1, Ĥ2 of the same Hamiltonian H downstairs, the interleaving distance between

V (Ĥ1) and V (Ĥ2) is zero. By identifying persistence modules with zero interleaving distance, the

persistence module only depends on the Hamiltonian path ϕ̃ ∈ Hãm(X) generated by H. Hence

we loosely denote the object by V (ϕ̃).

Recall also that to any Floer–Novikov complex one can associate a barcode (and hence a reduced

barcode). The reduced barcode corresponding to a regular bulk-avoiding admissible pair (Ĥ, Ĵ)

is denoted by B(Ĥ, Ĵ). One can prove that (similar to the case of ordinary Floer barcodes, see
[Ush13, Proposition 5.3]) the reduced barcode only depends on the time-1 map ϕ = ϕH on the
toric manifold X. Hence we also denote it by B(ϕ).

5. Local Floer theory

To extend the Hofer–Zehnder conjecture to degenerate Hamiltonian diffeomorphisms, one needs
to have a good notion of counts of fixed points. Following [She22], we will use the rank of a local
version of the vortex Floer homology (with bulk deformation), which is ultimately isomorphic
to the local Floer homology in the classical sense, to define a homological count of fixed points.
This section can be skipped at first reading, especially if the reader is mainly interested in the
nondegenerate case.

5.1. Local vortex Floer homology with bulk. We adapt the definition of local Floer homology
in the vortex setting, possibly with bulk deformations. Let b be a small bulk deformation. Let
ϕ : X → X be a Hamiltonian diffeomorphism and x ∈ X be an isolated fixed point. Let Ht be a
1-periodic family of Hamiltonian on X generating the Hamiltonian isotopy ϕt with ϕ1 = ϕ. Let
x(t) = ϕt(p) be the corresponding 1-periodic orbit of H, which may intersect the bulk divisor
D ⊂ X. Choose a small perturbation H1 of H supported near x(t) such that all nearby 1-periodic
orbits are nondegenerate and are disjoint from the bulk divisor D.

Let Ĥ be aK-invariant lift of H and Ĥ1 be aK-invariant admissible lift of H1. Then the 1-periodic
orbit x(t) lifts to a gauge equivalence class of equivariant 1-periodic orbits. Let x(t) = (x(t), η(t))
be a representative. There are also gauge equivalence classes of equivariant 1-periodic orbits of

Ĥ1 which are near x. Indeed, fixing the L0K-orbit of x(t), there are well-defined L0K-orbits of
equivariant 1-periodic orbits which are nearby. Then for each pair of nearby equivariant 1-periodic

orbits x1, y1 of Ĥ1, there is a canonical homotopy class of (small) cylinders connecting x1 and y1.
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Consider the moduli space of solutions to the vortex equation over the cylinder connecting x1 and
y1. The energy of these solutions is

AH1(x1)−AH2(y1)

which can be arbitrarily small. Then similar to the case of ordinary local Floer homology, these
moduli spaces can be used to define a chain complex over any coefficient filed K. As the orbits
are disjoint from D, one can also use topological intersection numbers with the bulk divisor and
associated weighted counts to define the bulk-deformed version. Denote the resulting homology by

VHF b,loc(H,x;K).

The continuation argument shows that the homology is independent of the data (Ĥ1, Ĵ1). On the
other hand, a priori the homology depends on the bulk b. When b = 0, denote this homology by
VHF loc(H,x;K).

Proposition 5.1. One has

VHF b,loc(H,x;K) ∼= VHF loc(H,x;K). (5.1)

Proof. First, suppose x does not intersect the bulk divisorD ⊂ X. Then for any small perturbation
H1 of H, all cylinders contributing to the definition of the local Floer homology have zero
topological intersection number with the divisor upstairs. Hence (5.1) holds in this case.

Now suppose x intersects the bulk divisor D. One can find a loop of Hamiltonian diffeomorphisms
ψ(t) ∈ Ham(X) supported near x(t) such that y(t) := ψ(t)(x(t)) is disjoint from D. Moreover,
define

y(t) = (ψ(t)ϕ(t)ψ(0)−1)(ψ(0)(q)) = (ψ(t)ϕ(t)ψ(0)−1)(y(0)),

then y(t) is a 1-periodic orbit of the Hamiltonian isotopy ψ(t)ϕ(t)ψ(0)−1. Let the generating
Hamiltonian function of this new family be G, which can be made sufficiently close to H. Then
y(t) is also an isolated 1-periodic orbit of G. Then a generic perturbation of G also serves as a
perturbation of H. Hence for all bulk b,

VHF b,loc(H,x;K) ∼= VHF b,loc(G, y;K).

However, as y is disjoint from D, the right hand side is isomorphic to VHF loc(G, y;K), which is

also isomorphic to VHF loc(H,x;K). □

Now we prove that the local vortex Floer homology is isomorphic to the local Floer homology
inside the symplectic quotient.

5.2. Isomorphism with ordinary local Floer homlogy. We prove the following result.

Proposition 5.2. There is an isomorphism

VHF loc(H,x;K) ∼= HF loc(H,x;K).

Proof. It follows from the adiabatic limit argument in the same spirit as in [DS94, GS05] and
[SX14]. Let H1 be a nondegenerate Hamiltonian on X which is arbitrarily close to H. Let J1 be
an S1-family of almost complex structures on X such that the local Floer homology at the fixed

point x can be defined via the Floer equation for (H1, J1). Let Ĥ1 be an admissible lift and Ĵ1 be
a lift of J1. Consider the local vortex Floer homology defined by critical points of AH1 which are
close to the fixed point x ∈ Fix(ϕ) whose differential counts rigid solutions to the equation (4.8)

(with (Ĥ, Ĵ) replaced by (Ĥ1, Ĵ1)). For all λ, we need to perturb Ĵ1 to Ĵλ to achieve transversality.

We assume that as λ→ +∞, Ĵλ converges to Ĵ1 in C∞. Using continuation maps we can show
that the resulting homology is independent of λ. Moreover, the energy of relevant solutions can
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be arbitrarily small. Then consider the λ→ ∞ limit. For any sequence λi → ∞ and any sequence
of solutions to (4.8) for λ = λi which contributes to the local vortex Floer differential, there
is an upper bound of the energy of these solutions. Then by the adiabatic limit compactness
theorem (see [GS05][WX17a] in similar settings) a subsequence converges to a possibly broken
ordinary Floer trajectory inside X modulo bubbling. As there is a lower bound for the energy of
bubbles (the minimal energy of J1-holomorphic spheres in X and affine affine vortices in V ), we
can choose the perturbation H1 sufficiently close to H so that bubbles can be ruled out. Then if
we are considering the zero-dimensional moduli spaces, then the possible limits must be unbroken
trajectories in X.

Now we claim that for λ sufficiently large, there is an orientation-preserving bijection between
index zero solutions to (4.8) (modulo gauge transformation) and index zero solutions to the
ordinary Floer equation in X. Indeed, using the same kind of estimates as in [DS94][GS05] (and
the much simpler case in [SX14]) one can construct a gluing map from the limiting moduli space
to the vortex moduli space with sufficiently large parameter λ. The compactness result explained
above shows that the gluing map is surjective, while via the implicit function theorem one can
show that the gluing map is injective. The fact that the gluing map preserves orientation follows
from the explicit comparison of the linearized Fredholm operators (they differ by, roughly speaking,
an invertible operator). □

In view of Proposition 5.2 and the properties of local Floer homology as proved in, e.g., [Gin10],
one can derive the following property of the local vortex Floer homology.

Corollary 5.3. The local vortex Floer homology has the following properties.

(1) (Up to isomorphism) VHF loc(H,x;K) only depends on the fixed point x and the time-1
map ϕ ∈ Ham(X). Hence we denote the local vortex Floer homology by

VHF loc(ϕ, x;K).

(2) If ϕk is an admissible iteration of ϕ at x, then

VHF loc(ϕ, x;K) ∼= VHF loc(ϕk, x;K).

5.3. Reduced barcodes of degenerate Hamiltonians. Recall that one can associate to each
nondegenerate Hamiltonian on a closed symplectic manifold a (finite) barcode. As this association
is Lipschitz continuous with respect to the bottleneck distance for barcodes and Hofer metric for
Hamiltonians, we hope one can define barcodes for all Hamiltonians using this Lipschitz continuity.
However, the bottleneck distance is not complete. Therefore, a priori, the barcode for a general
Hamiltonian only exists in the completion.

Theorem 5.4. Let K be a field. Let ϕ ∈ Ham(X) be a Hamiltonian diffeomorphism with isolated
fixed points. Let Bb

K(ϕ) be the (a priori infinite) reduced barcode of ϕ (in coefficient field ΛΓ
K).

Then Bb
K(ϕ) has finitely many bars whose number of end points is equal to N(ϕ;K).

Corollary 5.5. The total bar length is defined for all ϕ ∈ Ham(X) with isolated fixed points.

Now we prove Theorem 5.4. Suppose ϕ ∈ Ham(X) has only isolated fixed points. Let H be

a Hamiltonian whose time one map is ϕ. Let Ĥ be any K-invariant lift of H and let Ĵ be a

K-invariant ωV -compatible almost complex structure. Notice that in general (Ĥ, Ĵ) is not an
admissible pair so does not have a vortex Floer complex. However, one can still consider the

vortex equation with the data (Ĥ, Ĵ).
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Lemma 5.6. There exists δ > 0 which only depends on (Ĥ, Ĵ) satisfying the following condition.
Let x(t) ̸= y(t) be two different 1-periodic orbits of H downstairs. Let u be a possibly broken
solution to (4.6) which connects x(t) and y(t) (without conditions on capping). Then the energy
of u is at least δ.

Proof. For admissible (Ĥ, Ĵ) this statement is proved as [Xu16, Proposition 5.5] using a compact-
ness argument. Notice that to run the compactness argument and to have the notion of converging
to a 1-periodic orbit, one does not really need to require that the Hamiltonian is nondegenerate

or the pair (Ĥ, Ĵ) is admissible. □

Corollary 5.7. The lengths of all bars in Bb
K(ϕ) are no less than δ.

Proof. Suppose on the contrary Bb
K(ϕ) has a finite bar whose length δ′ is positive and smaller

than δ. Let (Ĥk, Ĵk) be a sequence of regular bulk-avoiding pairs such that (Ĥk, Ĵk) converges

to (Ĥ, Ĵ). Consider the reduced barcode associated to ϕHk
. By the continuous dependence of

barcodes on the Hamiltonian, for k sufficiently large, there exists a finite bar in B(ϕHk
) whose

length is between δ′

2 and δ − ϵ for some small ϵ. By the definition of barcodes by Usher–Zhang,

there exists a rigid solution uk to (4.6) with data (Ĥk, Ĵk) whose energy is between δ′

2 and δ − ϵ.
Via the compactness argument, there is a subsequence, still indexed by k, such that uk converges

to a possibly broken trajectory with data (Ĥ, Ĵ) whose total energy is between δ′

2 and δ − ϵ. This
contradicts Lemma 5.6. □

Proof of Theorem 5.4. Choose a sequence of regular bulk-avoiding admissible pair (Ĥk, Ĵk) con-

verging to (Ĥ, Ĵ). Notice that one can choose the sequence such that the number of fixed points

of ϕHk
is bounded. Consider the complex VCF b

•(Ĥk, Ĵk; Λ
Γ
K). One can write

∂ = ∂short + ∂long

where ∂short counts rigid trajectories whose energy is smaller than δ and ∂long counts rigid
trajectories whose energy is bigger than δ. Then ∂2short = 0 and its homology coincides with the
direct sum of all local vortex Floer homology of ϕ. Moreover, one can decompose the reduced
barcode of ϕHk

as

Bb
K(ϕHk

) = Bshort(ϕHk
) ⊔ Blong(ϕHk

) ⊔ B∞(ϕHk
)

where the first component consists of finite bars of lengths at most δ and the second component
consists of other finite bars. As ∂2short = 0, one can also define a barcode Blocal(ϕHk

) by modifying
the definition of Usher–Zhang, whose finite part coincides with Bshort(ϕHk

). Then by the definition,

N(ϕHk
;K) = #End(Bshort(ϕHk

)) +
∑

x∈Fix(ϕ)

dimVHF loc(ϕ, x)

= #End(Bshort(ϕHk
)) + #End(Blong(ϕHk

)) + dimVHF b
•(V ).

As in the limit, all short bars disappear and long bars survive with respect to the bottleneck
distance, the theorem follows. □

6. Boundary depth

In this section we prove Theorem C, namely, under the semisimple condition, the boundary depth
of the vortex Floer complex of any Hamiltonian diffeomorphism is uniformly bounded from above.
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6.1. Vortex Floer persistence modules. Recall that from Section 3.4.3 we know that any
Floer–Novikov complex over a Novikov field ΛΓ

K induces a persistence module over K. Given a

regular bulk-avoiding admissible pair (Ĥ, Ĵ) and a bulk deformation

b =

N∑
j=1

log cjVj where cj ∈ Z[i],

the persistence module induced from the complex VCF b
•(Ĥ, Ĵ ; Λ

Γ
Fp
) is denoted by

V(p)(Ĥ, Ĵ).

Recall that each filtered Floer–Novikov complex has a finite boundary depth which coincides with
the boundary depth of the associated persistence module. We denote the boundary depth of

V(p)(Ĥ, Ĵ) by

β(p)(Ĥ, Ĵ) ∈ [0,+∞),

which is equal to the length of the longest finite bar in the associated barcode (Proposition 3.29).

Proposition 6.1. Given any two regular bulk-avoiding admissible pairs (Ĥ1, Ĵ1) and (Ĥ2, Ĵ2),
for any prime p, one has

|β(p)(Ĥ1, Ĵ1)− β(p)(Ĥ2, Ĵ2)| ≤ 2dHofer(H1, H2). (6.1)

In particular, the boundary depth only depends on the descent Hamiltonian downstairs.

Proof. This is a consequence of the stability of the persistence module and the boundary depth.

Indeed, Proposition 4.16 implies that the quasi-equivalence distance between VCF b
•(Ĥ1, Ĵ1; ΛFp

)

and VCF b
•(Ĥ2, Ĵ2; ΛFp

) is at most equal to the Hofer distance dHofer(H1, H2). Using Theorem

3.30, it implies that the interleaving distance between the two associated persistence modules is
no greater than the same bound. By Proposition 3.24, one can conclude (6.1). □

Using typical arguments, one can also show that the boundary depth only depends on the induced
(nondegenerate) Hamiltonian isotopy ϕ̃H on the toric manifold X. Then Proposition 3.24 implies
that β(p) descends to a Hofer continuous function

β(p) : Hãm(X) → [0,+∞).

Below is the main theorem of this section.

Theorem 6.2. Suppose there exist p0 > 0 and C0 > 0 such that for all prime p ≥ p0, the algebra
VHF b

•(V ; ΛFp
) is a semisimple ΛFp

-algebra with idempotent generators el,(p), . . . , em,(p) satisfying

ℓp(el,(p)) ≤ C0.

Then there exists C > 0 such that for all prime p ≥ p0 and all ϕ̃ ∈ Hãm(X), one has

β(p)(ϕ̃) ≤ C.
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6.2. Action by quantum multiplication. Recall how we define pair-of-pants product on
the vortex Floer homology (see [WX17b]). On the pair-of-pants Σpop, equip the two inputs

bulk-avoiding admissible pairs (Ĥ1, Ĵ1) and (Ĥ2, Ĵ2) and equip the output another bulk-avoiding

admissible pair (Ĥ3, Ĵ3). Extend these data to a domain-dependent Hamiltonian perturbation and
a domain-dependent almost complex structure on Σpop. By counting solutions to the Hamiltonian
perturbed vortex equation on Σpop (with appropriate weights coming from the bulk deformation
b), one can define a chain map

VCF b
•(Ĥ1, Ĵ1; ΛK)⊗VCF b

•(Ĥ2, Ĵ2; ΛK) → VCF b
•(Ĥ3, Ĵ3; ΛK).

We fix a class α ∈ VHF b
•(V ; ΛK). For each δ > 0, let Ĥδ be a bulk-avoiding admissible Hamiltonian

on V with ∥Ĥδ∥C2 ≤ δ. We temporarily omit the dependence on the almost complex structure
and the coefficient field from the notations. For notational simplicity, we also omit the bulk b in
the formulas at the moment. Consider the chain-level map

VCF •(Ĥδ)⊗VCF •(Ĥ) → VCF •(Ĥ).

By using the energy inequality, one can show that there exists a constant C > 0, such that for all
s, τ ∈ R, the above multiplication induces a bilinear map

VHF≤τ
• (Ĥδ)⊗VHF≤s

• (Ĥ) → VHF≤s+τ+Cδ
• (Ĥ). (6.2)

Denote

Ab(α) := cb(α, 0) = lim
δ→0

cb(α,Hδ).

Then one has the linear map for all ϵ > 0, one can choose δ sufficiently small so that by setting

τ = Ab(α)+δ and inserting a representative of α in VHF≤τ
• (Ĥδ) in (6.2), one obtains a well-defined

map

mϵ(α) : VHF
≤s
• (Ĥ) → VHF≤s+Ab(α)+ϵ

• (Ĥ).

Using the standard argument one can show that this map only depends on the class α. By
applying any positive shift, the above operation defines a family of operations which are recorded
in the following statement.

Proposition 6.3. For all ϵ > 0, the maps mϵ(α) define a morphism of persistence modules

mϵ(α) : V (ϕ̃) → V (ϕ̃)[A(α) + ϵ] ∀ϵ > 0

satisfying for all ϵ < ϵ′, one has

mϵ′(α) = shiftϵ′−ϵ ◦mϵ(α).

Definition 6.4. Given α ∈ VHF b
•(V ; ΛK) \ {0} and ϵ > 0, the persistence module Wα(ϕ̃)ϵ is

defined by

Wα(ϕ̃)
s
ϵ = Im

(
mϵ(α) : VHF

≤s−Ab(α)
• (H̃) → VHF≤s+ϵ

• (H̃)
)
⊂ V (ϕ̃)s+ϵ.

Remark 6.5. Our notion of persistence modules (Definition 3.20) is very different from the
traditionally used ones (see for example [PSS17] where similar operators were firstly defined for
Floer persistence modules in the monotone case); notably we allow each piece V s of a persistence
module V to be infinite-dimensional. Hence it is not straightforward, though not necessarily
difficult, to prove that when ϵ→ 0, the above persistence modules “converges,” giving a limiting
object similar to the one used in [She22]. However, we could also carry the ϵ everywhere as we
are doing here.
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6.3. Proof of Theorem 6.2. We prove Theorem 6.2 following the strategy of [She22]. This
theorem is the consequence of Lemma 6.6, Lemma 6.7, and Lemma 6.8 below.

We first introduce and simplify the notations. As we work with an individual prime, we drop the
dependence on the prime p in most notations. Let e1, . . . , em be the idempotent generators of
VHF b

•(V ; ΛFp
). For each nondegenerate ϕ̃ ∈ Hãm(X), consider the direct sum persistence module

W (ϕ̃)ϵ =

m⊕
l=1

Wel(ϕ̃)ϵ.

Lemma 6.6. The interleaving distance between V (ϕ̃) and W (ϕ̃)ϵ is at most C0 + ϵ.

For all ϕ̃ ∈ Hãm(X), define

γ(ϕ̃) := max
1≤l≤m

γel(ϕ̃) := max
1≤l≤m

(
cb(el, ϕ̃) + cb(el, ϕ̃

−1)
)
.

Temporarily let pr : Hãm(X) → Ham(X) be the canonical projection. Define for ϕ ∈ Ham(X)

γ(ϕ) := inf
pr(ϕ̃)=ϕ

γ(ϕ̃).

The following is an analogue of [She22, Proposition 12].

Lemma 6.7. The boundary depth of the persistence module Wel(ϕ̃)ϵ is finite. Moreover, given

nondegenerate ϕ̃, ψ̃ ∈ Hãm(X), for each l = 1, . . . ,m, one has∣∣∣β(Wel(ϕ̃)ϵ)− β(Wel(ψ̃)ϵ)
∣∣∣ ≤ γel(ϕ̃ψ̃

−1). (6.3)

The following is analogous to [Ush11b, Proposition 5.4] and [She22, Proposition 13].

Lemma 6.8. For all ϕ̃ ∈ Hãm(X), one has

cb(el, ϕ̃) + cb(el, ϕ̃
−1) ≤ 4C0.

Proof of Theorem 6.2. As the boundary depth depends continuously on the Hamiltonian isotopy
ϕ̃, one only needs to prove the theorem for nondegenerate ones. First, by Lemma 6.6, the
interleaving distance between V (ϕ̃) and W (ϕ̃)ϵ is bounded by C0. Hence by Proposition 3.24,

it suffices to bound the boundary depth of W (ϕ̃)ϵ. As W (ϕ̃)ϵ is the direct sum of Wel(ϕ̃)ϵ, it

suffices to bound the boundary depth of Wel(ϕ̃)ϵ for all idempotent generators el. Then applying
Lemma 6.7, one obtains

β(Wel(ϕ̃)ϵ) ≤ γel(ϕ̃ψ̃
−1) + β(Wel(ψ̃)ϵ) ≤ 4C0 + β(Wel(ψ̃)ϵ)

where ψ̃ ∈ Hãm(X) is an arbitrary fixed nondegenerate Hamiltonian isotopy on X. Then the

right hand side is finite and independent of ϕ̃. □

6.4. Proofs of the technical lemmas. In this subsection we drop all dependence on the bulk
deformation from notations.

Proof of Lemma 6.6. We construct maps between persistence modules fϵ : V (ϕ̃) → W (ϕ̃)ϵ[C0]

and gϵ : W (ϕ̃)ϵ → V (ϕ̃)[C0] as follows. For s ∈ R, define

fsϵ : V (ϕ̃)s →
m⊕
l=1

Wel(ϕ̃)
s+C0
ϵ
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to be the composition of

V (ϕ̃)s →
m⊕
l=1

Wel(ϕ̃)
s+A(el)
ϵ , α 7→ (e1 ∗ α, . . . , em ∗ α)

and the natural map
m⊕
l=1

Wel(ϕ̃)
s+A(el)
ϵ →

m⊕
l=1

Wel(ϕ̃)
s+C0
ϵ .

Define

gs+ϵ :

m⊕
l=1

Wel(ϕ̃)
s
ϵ → V (ϕ̃)s+C0 , (α1, . . . , αm) 7→ ιs+ϵ,s+C0(α1 + · · ·+ αm).

It is straightforward to check, using the fact that e1+ · · ·+em = 1GLSM
b and that el are idempotent

generators, that fϵ, gϵ provide C0-interleaving between V (ϕ̃) and W (ϕ̃)ϵ. □

Proof of Lemma 6.7. The detailed proof would be almost identical to the part of the proof of
[She22, Proposition 12] corresponding to this lemma. Hence we only briefly sketch it. First we

show the finiteness of the boundary depth. The boundary depth of V (ϕ̃) is finite because it
coincides of the boundary depth of the associated Floer–Novikov complex (see Proposition 3.26).

Hence by Lemma 6.6 and Proposition 3.24, W (ϕ̃)ϵ has finite boundary depth. Therefore each

summand Wel(ϕ̃)ϵ has finite boundary depth.

Now we prove the inequality (6.3). Let F,G be Hamiltonians downstairs with time-1 maps ϕ̃ and

ψ̃ respectively. Choose bulk-avoiding admissible lifts F̂ , Ĝ upstairs and let (F̂ , ĴF ), (Ĝ, ĴG) be

regular pairs. Let ℓF resp. ℓG be the non-Archimedean valuation on the complex VCF •(F̂ , ĴF )

resp. VCF •(Ĝ, ĴG). Let ∆F̂ ,Ĝ = G#F be the difference Hamiltonian upstairs with descent

difference Hamiltonian ∆F,G downstairs. Let ĴF,G be an admissible almost complex structure so

that the pair (∆F̂ ,Ĝ, ĴF,G) is regular. One can obtain a pair (∆Ĝ,F̂ , ĴG,F ) with the roles of F̂ and

Ĝ reversed.

Now fix ϵ > 0. Choose a cycle cF̂ ,Ĝ,ϵ ∈ VCF •(∆F̂ ,Ĝ, ĴF,G) representing el such that

ℓ(cF̂ ,Ĝ,ϵ) ≤ c(el,∆F̂ ,Ĝ) + ϵ.

We also choose a cycle cĜ,F̂ ,ϵ ∈ VCF •(∆Ĝ,F̂ , ĴG,F ) representing el with

ℓ(cĜ,F̂ ,ϵ) ≤ c(el,∆Ĝ,F̂ ) + ϵ.

Now after choosing perturbation data on the pair-of-pants, one can define a chain map

CF̂ ,Ĝ,ϵ : VCF •(F̂ , ĴF ) → VCF •(Ĝ, ĴG), x 7→ cF̂ ,Ĝ,ϵ ∗ x.
satisfying

ℓG(CF̂ ,Ĝ,ϵ(x)) ≤ c(el,∆F̂ ,Ĝ) + ℓF (x) + 2ϵ.

Similarly, by using the cycle cĜ,F̂ ,ϵ one can also define a chain map

CĜ,F̂ ,ϵ : VCF •(Ĝ, ĴG) → VCF •(F̂ , ĴF )

satisfying
ℓF (CĜ,F̂ ,ϵ(y)) ≤ c(el,∆G,F ) + ℓG(y) + 2ϵ.

The lemma will follow from the following claim.

Claim. CF̂ ,Ĝ,ϵ and CĜ,F̂ ,ϵ induce a 1
2γel(ϕ̃ψ̃

−1) + 4ϵ-interleaving between Wel(F̂ )ϵ and Wel(Ĝ)ϵ.
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The detailed proof would also be almost identical to that of [She22] except for notations. We omit
the details. □

Remark 6.9. As one can infer from the above proof, the inequality “β ≤ γ” is a consequence of
studying filtered continuations maps in terms of taking the pair-of-pants product with the filtered
continuation elements, which in particular does not depend on the semi-simplicity assumption.

Proof of Lemma 6.8. Using Proposition 4.21, Lemma 4.14 and the triangle inequality for spectral
invariants, one has

−c(el, ϕ̃−1) = inf
{
c(α, ϕ̃) | ⟨el, α⟩ ≠ 0

}
≥ −A(el) + inf

{
c(el ∗ α, ϕ̃) | ⟨el ∗ α,1GLSM⟩ ≠ 0

}
≥ −A(el) + inf

{
c(el, ϕ̃)−A((el ∗ α)−1) | ⟨el ∗ α,1GLSM⟩ ≠ 0

}
≥ −A(el) + c(el, ϕ̃) + inf

{
−A(el ∗ α)−A((el ∗ α)−1) | el ∗ α ̸= 0

}
+ inf

{
A(el ∗ α) | ⟨el ∗ α,1GLSM⟩ ≠ 0

}
Here the quantum product and the Poincaré pairing are both the bulk-deformed versions. Notice
that as el is an idempotent generator, el ∗ α = λ(α)el and (el ∗ α)−1 = λ(α)−1el. Hence

A(el ∗ α) +A((el ∗ α)−1) = 2A(el)− v(λ(α))− v(λ(α)−1) = 2A(el)

which is uniformly bounded. Moreover, by Proposition 4.21

inf
{
A(el ∗ α) | ⟨el ∗ α,1GLSM⟩ ≠ 0

}
≥ −A(1GLSM).

Therefore
c(el, ϕ̃) + c(el, ϕ̃

−1) ≤ 3A(el) +A(1GLSM).

Lemma 6.8 follows by using the assumption A(el) ≤ C0 and noticing

A(1GLSM) = A(e1 + · · ·+ em) ≤ max
1≤l≤m

A(el) ≤ C0. □

Remark 6.10. The above argument crucially relies on the semi-simplicity assumption, which allows
us to take advantage of the feature that any nonzero element in a field summand of the quantum
homology is invertible. Note that such a phenomenon is ultimately due to the abundance of
rational curves in toric manifolds.

7. Z/p-equivariant vortex Floer theory

Following [Sei15, SZ21], we develop Z/p-equivariant Hamiltonian Floer theory in the vortex
setting. Using equivariant pair of pants operations, we show that the following analogue of [She22,
Theorem D] about the total bar length holds in our setting.

Theorem 7.1. Let ϕ be a Hamiltonian diffeomorphism on the toric symplectic manifold (X,ω)

with lift ϕ̃ ∈ Hãm(X). Then for any odd prime p, if Fix(ϕ) and Fix(ϕp) are finite, then

τb(p)(ϕ̃
p) ≥ p · τb(p)(ϕ̃) (7.1)

Here we work over ΛFp
, which is omitted from the notations above. Given the arguments from

[She22, Section 6], the only missing ingredient for establishing Theorem 7.1 is the package of Z/p
Borel equivariant vortex Floer theory with bulk deformation. As demonstrated in other parts
of the paper, one salient feature of vortex Floer theory is the absence of sphere bubbles due to
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the contractibility of symplectic vector space, which allows us to achieve transversality in many
settings by only perturbing the almost complex structure. Specializing to the Borel equivariant
theory, except for the necessity to deal with the symplectic vortex equations and the appearance of
Novikov coefficients, our theory is quite similar to the exact setting as from the original reference
[Sei15, SZ21], at least for bulk-avoiding Hamiltonians, which suffice for our purpose via a limiting
argument. Therefore, unless there is anything special in our situation, we will be brief and refer
the reader to the original references for full proofs.

In this section the bulk deformation b is fixed. All curve counts are weighted by the bulk term.
We often drop it in order to shorten the notations.

7.1. The Borel construction. We take the following model of EZ/p: the ambient space is

S∞ := {(z0, z1, . . . ) | zk ∈ C for k ∈ Z≥0,
∑

|zk|2 = 1, only finitely many zk’s are nonzero},
and the group Z/p freely acts on S∞ by multiplying each coordinate by p-th roots of unity. The
quotient space of S∞ under this Z/p-action is a model for the classifying space BZ/p. The group
cohomology of Z/p over Fp is recovered as the (graded-commutative) cohomology ring

H ∗(BZ/p;Fp) = FpJuK⟨θ⟩,deg(u) = 2 and deg(θ) = 1.

For ϵ > 0 sufficiently small, EZ/p admits a Z/p-invariant Morse function

F̃ (z) =
∑

k|zk|2 + ϵ
∑

re(zpk)

obtained by perturbing the standard Morse–Bott function
∑
k|zk|2 on S∞ along the critical

submanifolds. The function F̃ (z) has the following properties:

(1) defining the map
τ̃ : S∞ → S∞

(z0, z1, . . . ) 7→ (0, z0, z1, . . . ),
(7.2)

then we have F̃ ◦ τ̃ = F̃ + 1;
(2) for any l ∈ Z≥0, the critical points of F̃ obtained from perturbing the critical submanifold

{|zl| = 1} of
∑
k|zk|2 can be indexed by

Z0
2l, . . . , Z

p−1
2l , and , Z0

2l+1, . . . , Z
p−1
2l+1,

where each Zi2l has Morse index 2l and each Zi2l+1 has Morse index 2l + 1;

(3) the sets {Z0
2l, . . . , Z

p−1
2l } and {Z0

2l+1, . . . , Z
p−1
2l+1} respectively form an Z/p-orbit of the

Z/p-action on S∞;

(4) there exists a Z/p-equivariant Riemannian metric g̃ on S∞ such that (f̃ , g̃) is Morse–Smale,
and the differential on the corresponding Morse cochain complex is

Zm2l 7→ Zm2l+1 − Zm+1
2l+1 ,

Zm2l+1 7→ Z0
2l+2 + · · ·+ Zp−1

2l+2,

where the index m ∈ Z/p is read cyclically.

7.2. The Tate construction. Next, we review the Tate construction for cyclic groups of prime
order. Let R be a unital commutative ring which is an Fp-algebra (later R will become Fp).
Suppose (Ĉ•, dĈ) is a Z2-graded chain complex defined over the Novikov ring Λ0,R. Note that
Λ0,R is a module over Λ0,Fp . Introduce the graded field

K = Fp[u
−1, uK, deg(u) = 2.
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Then the Z/p-equivariant Tate complex

CTate(Z/p, Ĉ
⊗p
• )

is a module over Λ0,K⟨θ⟩ where deg(θ) = 1, θ2 = 0, explicitly given by

Ĉ⊗p
• ⊗Λ0,Fp

Λ0,K⟨θ⟩.

The differential dTate is Λ0,R ⊗Λ0,Fp
Λ0,K-linear, such that for x0 ⊗ · · · ⊗ xp−1 ∈ Ĉ⊗p

• , we have

dTate(x0 ⊗ · · · ⊗ xp−1) = d⊗p
Ĉ

(x0 ⊗ · · · ⊗ xp−1) + θ(id− ζ)(x0 ⊗ · · · ⊗ xp−1),

dTate(θ(x0 ⊗ · · · ⊗ xp−1)) = −θd⊗p
Ĉ

(x0 ⊗ · · · ⊗ xp−1) + u(id+ ζ + · · ·+ ζp−1)(x0 ⊗ · · · ⊗ xp−1),

in which the ζ is the automorphism on Ĉ⊗p
• defined by

x0 ⊗ · · · ⊗ xp−1 7→ (−1)|xp−1|(|x0|+···+|xp−2|)xp−1 ⊗ x0 ⊗ · · · ⊗ xp−2.

In other words, the Tate complex (CTate(Z/p, Ĉ
⊗p
• ), dTate) is obtained from the Z/p group

cohomology of the chain complex (Ĉ⊗p
• , d⊗p

Ĉ
) by inverting the equivariant parameter u. Denote

the homology of the Tate complex by

HTate(Z/p, Ĉ
⊗p
• ).

The following algebraic statement will be used in establishing the localization result proved later.

Lemma 7.2. [She22, Lemma 21] Denote the homology of (Ĉ•, dĈ) by Ĥ•. The p-th power map

Ĉ• → Ĉ⊗p
•

x 7→ x⊗ · · · ⊗ x
(7.3)

induces an isomorphism of Λ0,R ⊗Λ0,Fp
Λ0,K-modules

r∗p(Ĥ• ⊗Λ0,Fp
Λ0,K) → HTate(Z/p, Ĉ

⊗p
• )

where rp is the operator on Λ0,R ⊗Λ0,Fp
Λ0,K defined by mapping the Novikov variable T to T 1/p.

This is referred to as the quasi-Frobenius isomorphism in [She22, Section 7].

7.3. Z/p-equivariant vortex Floer theory. Given a 1-periodic Hamiltonian Ht on X, its

p-th iteration is the family H
(p)
t := Hpt If ϕ : X → X is the time-1 map of H, then the time-1

map of H(p) is the iteration ϕp. Following [Sei15, SZ21], we define the Z/p-equivariant vortex
Hamiltonian Floer homology for H(p) by using the family Floer homology coming from the Borel
construction. For all the Floer-theoretic constructions involving moduli spaces, we always assume
that the Hamiltonians involved in the discussion are nondegenerate.

Recall that the toric divisors of X are given by D1, · · · , DN , which are obtained as the symplectic
quotient of the coordinate hyperplanes V1, · · · , VN in the symplectic vector space V . As in the
definition of bulk-deformed Floer homology, we assume that the Hamiltonian H is bulk-avoiding;
in particular, for any odd prime p, 1-periodic orbits of H and H(p) are disjoint from V1 ∪ · · · ∪ VN .

We also assume that both H and H(p) are nondegenerate. Let Ĥ be an admissible lift of H and

Ĥ(p) an admissible lift of H(p) (see Remark 4.4). Let Ĵ (p) = {Ĵ (p)
t }t∈S1 be a 1-periodic family of

compatible almost complex structures on V such that the pair (Ĥ(p), Ĵ (p)) is admissible and the

Floer chain complex VCF b
•(Ĥ

(p), Ĵ (p); Λ0,R) has a well-defined bulk-deformed differential ∂
(p)
b ,

where b =
∑N
i=1 log ci Vi is a chosen bulk in which ci ∈ Z[i]. Note that we work over Λ0,R instead
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of ΛR, which does not introduce any further difficulty due to the fact that ∂
(p)
b preserves the

energy filtration on VCF b
•(Ĥ

(p), Ĵ (p); Λ0,R).

To define equivariant differentials, we include more parameters from the Borel construction. We
choose an S∞ = EZ/p family of time-dependent compatible admissible almost complex structures

Ĵ (p)
∞ = {Ĵ (p)

t,z }t∈S1,z∈S∞

satisfying the following requirements:

(1) Near each critical point Z0
i , i ∈ Z≥0 of the Morse function F̃ (z) on S∞, we have Ĵ

(p)
t,z = Ĵ

(p)
t ;

(2) Regard Z/p ⊂ S1. For any m ∈ Z/p and z ∈ S∞, there holds the equivariance relation

Ĵ
(p)
t−m,z = Ĵ

(p)
t,m·z;

(3) Ĵ
(p)
t,z is invariant under the translation (7.2). Namely

Ĵ
(p)
t,τ̃(z) = Ĵ

(p)
t,z .

After making such a choice, we can write down the following version of parametrized vortex Floer
equation. Let x± = (x±, η±) ∈ critAH(p) be a pair of equivariant 1-periodic orbits of H(p) (which

do not depend on the lift Ĥ(p)). Given i ∈ Z≥0,m ∈ Z/p and α ∈ {0, 1}, the moduli space

Mi.m
α (x−, x+)

consists of gauge equivalence classes of pairs of smooth maps (the gauge transformations act on
the (u, ϕ, ψ)-component)

(u, ϕ, ψ) : Rs × S1
t → V × k× k, w : Rs → S∞

which satisfy the equations and asymptotic conditions

∂su+ Xϕ(u) + Ĵ
(p)
w(s),t(∂tu+ Xψ(u)−X

Ĥ
(p)
t

(u)) = 0, ∂sψ − ∂tϕ+ µ(u) = 0,

∂sw(s)−∇F̃ (w) = 0,

lim
s→−∞

(u(s, ·), ϕ(s, ·), ψ(s, ·), w(s)) = (x−, 0, η−, Z
0
α),

lim
s→+∞

(u(s, ·), ϕ(s, ·), ψ(s, ·), w(s)) = (x+, 0, η+, Z
m
i ),

(7.4)

modulo the R-translation action given by

(u(s, ·), ϕ(s, ·), ψ(s, ·), w(s)) 7→ (u(s+ r, ·), ϕ(s+ r, ·), ψ(s+ r, ·), w(s+ r)), r ∈ R.

Because of the absence of sphere bubbles, as the capped orbits impose an upper bound on energy,
the moduli space Mi.m

α (x−, x+) admits a Uhlenbeck–Gromov–Floer compactification Mi.m
α (x−, x+)

by adding equivalence classes of solutions the above coupled equations defined over broken

configurations. On the other hand, for a generic choice of {J (p)
t,z }t∈S1,z∈S∞ , the moduli space

Mi.m
α (x−, x+) is transversely cut out, and the dimension of the moduli space satisfies

dimMi.m
α (x−, x+) = CZ(x−)− CZ(x+) + i− α− 1.

For a more detailed discussion of these facts, the reader may consult [Sei15, Section 4], [SZ21,
Section 6], whose arguments apply to our case after using the setup from [Xu16, Section 6].

After achieving transversality, for each triple i ∈ Z≥0,m ∈ Z/p and α ∈ {0, 1}, we can define a

Λ0,R-linear map ∂i,mα,b on VCF •(Ĥ
(p), Ĵ (p); Λ0,R) of the form

∂i,mα,b (x) =
∑

y
CZ(x)−CZ(y)+i−α=1

 ∑
[(u,w)]∈Mi.m

α (x,y)

ϵ([(u, w)]) exp

(
N∑
i=1

log ci [u] ∩ Vi
) y,
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where ϵ([(u, w)]) ∈ {±1} is the sign of the rigid solution [u], which is well-defined due to the
existence of coherent orientations, and [u] ∩ Vi is defined as before, coming from the topological
intersection number. We further introduce the notation

∂iα,b = ∂i,0α,b + · · ·+ ∂i,p−1
α,b .

Definition 7.3. The Z/p-equivariant b-deformed vortex Floer chain complex

VCFZ/p
• (Ĥ(p), Ĵ (p)

∞ ; Λ0,R)

is the Z2-graded Λ0,R-module given by

VCF •(Ĥ
(p), Ĵ (p); Λ0,R)JuK⟨θ⟩,deg(u) = 2,deg(θ) = 1

with Λ0,RJuK-linear differential

∂
(p)
eq,b(x⊗ 1) =

∑
i≥0

∂2i0,b(x)⊗ ui +
∑
i≥0

∂2i+1
0,b (x)⊗ uiθ,

∂
(p)
eq,b(x⊗ θ) =

∑
i≥0

∂2i+1
1,b (x)⊗ uiθ +

∑
i≥1

∂2i1,b(x)⊗ ui.

The statement that (∂
(p)
eq,b)

2 = 0 follows from the signed count of boundaries of the compactified

1-dimensional moduli spaces Mi.m
α (x−, x+). The differential is well-defined over Λ0

R because
we only perturb the almost complex structure to achieve transversality. By continuation map
considerations, the resulting homology group

VHFZ/p
• (Ĥ(p), Ĵ (p)

∞ ; Λ0,R)

is independent of the choice of Ĵ
(p)
∞ , and it is a module over Λ0,RJuK⟨θ⟩. By inverting u, we can

define

VCFTate(Ĥ
(p), Ĵ (p)

∞ ; Λ0,R) = VCFZ/p(Ĥ(p), Ĵ (p)
∞ ; Λ0,R)[u

−1, uK⟨θ⟩
for which the differential is the Λ0,R[u

−1, uK-linear extension of ∂
(p)
eq,b. The homology group is

written as

VHFTate(Ĥ
(p); Λ0,R),

which is a module over Λ0,R ⊗Λ0,Fp
Λ0,K⟨θ⟩.

Here is some explanation of the definition of the equivariant differential. By definition, the leading

order term ∂00,b agrees with the differential ∂
(p)
b on the complex VCF •(Ĥ

(p), Ĵ (p); Λ0,R), so does

∂11,b. The space of equivariant loops L
K(V ) admits an S1-action by shifting the domain parameter,

and the natural inclusion Z/p ⊂ S1 defines a Z/p-action on LK(V ) such that the action functional
AH(p) is invariant under such an action. More concretely, the reparametrization

x(t) = (x(t), η(t)) 7→ (x(t+
1

p
), η(t+

1

p
))

generates a Z/p-action on the Floer homology

R1/p : VHF
b
•(Ĥ

(p); Λ0,R) → VHF b
•(Ĥ

(p); Λ0,R)

which is realized by the composition

VCF •(Ĥ
(p), Ĵ (p); Λ0,R)

∼−−−−−→
pullback

VCF •(Ĥ
(p), Ĵ

(p)
·−1/p; Λ0,R)

continuation−−−−−−−−→ VCF •(Ĥ
(p), Ĵ (p); Λ0,R)
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after passing to homology. Here Ĵ
(p)

·− 1
p

is the S1-family of almost complex structures whose value

at moment t is Ĵ
(p)

t− 1
p

. The action R1/p generates a Z/p-action on homology; we denote

Rm/p := (R1/p)
m : VHF b

•(Ĥ
(p); Λ0,R) → VHF b

•(Ĥ
(p); Λ0,R).

Then the map ∂10,b descends to

id−R1/p : VHF
b
•(Ĥ

(p); Λ0,R) → VHF b
•(Ĥ

(p); Λ0,R)

on homology, while the map ∂21,b descends to id+R1/p + · · ·+R(p−1)/p. The higher order terms

encodes the chain homotopies realizing relations of the form (R1/p)
p = id on homology, and higher

homotopy relations.

Finally, we observe that the degree filtration on the chain complex VCFZ/p
• (Ĥ(p), Ĵ

(p)
∞ ; Λ0

R)

induced from variables u and θ is preserved by the equivariant differential ∂
(p)
eq,b, and such a

filtration is complete and exhaustive. Therefore, we have a spectral sequence converging to

VHFZ/p(Ĥ(p); Λ0,R), whose first page can be identified with VHF b
•(Ĥ

(p); Λ0,R)JuK⟨θ⟩. The same
holds for the Tate version, which inverts the variable u.

7.4. Equivariant p-legged pants operations. In this subsection, we define equivariant “p-
legged” pants operations on vortex Hamiltonian Floer theory, which generalizes the constructions
from [Sei15, SZ21] to our situation. We use the homological convention, so the roles of the positive
and negative cylindrical ends are the opposite of those from loc. cit.. We will continue the

setup from the previous subsection, and keep using the notations H, Ĥ, H(p), Ĥ(p), and Ĵ
(p)
t,z .

Furthermore, we choose a 1-parameter family of compatible almost complex structures Ĵ on V

such that (Ĥ, Ĵ) is regular and the Floer chain complex VCF b
•(Ĥ, Ĵ ; Λ0,R) is well-defined.

The equivariant pants operation is defined over a particularly designed domain. Let π : SP → R×S1

be the p-fold branched cover with unique branch point (0, 0) ∈ R × S1 whose ramification point
has maximal ramification order. Then SP has p+ 1 punctures, regarded as p negative ends and
one positive ends. Suppose SP are equipped with cylindrical ends

ϵ−i : (−∞,−1]× S1 → SP , ϵ+i : [1,∞)× S1
p → SP , i ∈ Z/p,

subject to the conditions

π(ϵ−i (s, t)) = (s, t), m · (ϵ−i (s, t)) = ϵ−i+m(s, t)

π(ϵ+i (s, t)) = (s, t), m · (ϵ+i (s, t)) = ϵ+i+m(s, t) = ϵ+i (s, t+m), for m ∈ Z/p,

where S1
p := R/pZ is the p-fold cover of S1 = R/Z. Note that all ϵ+i are obtained from shifting

from each other by certain m ∈ Z/p.

The domain-dependent almost complex structure needs to have particular symmetry. We consider

almost complex structures Ĵ+
∞ on V parametrized by z ∈ S∞, t ∈ S1, and s ≥ −1, such that:

(1) for s ≥ 2 and z ∈ S∞, we have Ĵ+
s,t,z = Ĵ

(p)
t,z ;

(2) for any m ∈ Z/p and z ∈ S∞, there holds the equivariance relation

Ĵ+
s,t−m

p ,z
= Ĵ+

s,t,m·z;

(3) Ĵ+
s,t,z is invariant under the translation:

Ĵ+
s,t,τ̃(z) = Ĵ+

s,t,z.
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Given such a choice, we further look at almost complex structures Ĵ−,i
∞ parametrized by with

s ≤ 1, t ∈ S1, z ∈ S∞, and indexed by i ∈ Z/p (the label of negative ends) satisfying:

(1) for s ≤ −2 and any w ∈ S∞, we have Ĵ−,i
s,t,z = Ĵt for any i ∈ Z/p;

(2) for any i ∈ Z/p and w ∈ S∞, we have the equality Ĵ−,i
s,t,z = Ĵ+

s,t,z hold for −1 ≤ s ≤ 1;
(3) for any m, i ∈ Z/p and z ∈ S∞, there holds the equivariance relation

Ĵ−,i
s,t−m

p ,z
= Ĵ−,i+m

s,t,z ;

(4) Ĵ−,i
s,t,z is invariant under the translation:

Ĵ−,i
s,t,τ̃(z) = Ĵ−,i

s,t,z.

If w : R → S∞ is a parametrized negative gradient flow line of F̃ , the above data specify a family

of almost complex structures {ĴP
v,w}v∈SP given by:

(1) ĴP
v,w = π∗Ĵ−,i

s,t,w(s) = π∗J+
s,t,w(s) for v ∈ π−1([−1, 1]× S1) and π(v) = (s, t);

(2) over the negative ends, ĴP
v,w = π∗Ĵ−,i

s,t,w(s) if v = ϵ−i (s, t) for all i = 0, 1, . . . , p− 1;

(3) over the positive end, ĴP
v,w = Ĵ+

s,t,m·w(s) for all m ∈ Z/p and z = ϵ+m(s, t).

We need to further introduce a Hamiltonian perturbation term

ĤP ∈ Ω1(SP , C
∞(V )K)

satisfying the following conditions.

(1) For any i ∈ Z/p, we have ĤP(ϵ−i (s, t)) = Ĥt ⊗ dt;

(2) On the positive end, for any i ∈ Z/p, there holds ĤP(ϵ+i (s, t)) = Ĥ
(p)
t+i ⊗ dt;

(3) The Z/p-equivariance condition ĤP(m · v) = ĤP(v) holds;
(4) Let HP ∈ Ω1(SP , C

∞(X)) be the induced Hamiltonian perturbation term on X. Then
the curvature of the Hamiltonian connection HP on SP is 0.

Consider moduli spaces of perturbed vortex equation over the surface SP . Let P → SP be the
trivial K-bundle. Given x+ = (x+, η+) ∈ critAH(p) and x0 = (x0, η0), . . . , xp−1 = (xp−1, ηp−1) ∈
critAH , for any i ∈ Z≥0,m ∈ Z/p and α ∈ {0, 1} we can introduce the moduli space

Mi.m
P,α(x0, . . . , xp−1; x+)

which parametrizes gauge equivalence classes of pairs

(u,A) ∈ C∞(SP , V )×A(P ), w : Rs → S∞

which satisfy the equations and asymptotic conditions

∂A,ĤP ,ĴP
v,w
u = 0, ∗FA + µ(u) = 0,

w′(s)−∇F̃ (w) = 0,

lim
s→−∞

(u(ϵ−j (s, ·)), A(ϵ−j (s, ·)), w(ϵ−j (s, ·))) = (xj , 0, ηj , Z
0
α), ∀j ∈ Z/p,

lim
s→∞

(u(ϵ+0 (s, ·)), A(ϵ+0 (s, ·)), w(ϵ+0 (s, ·))) = (x+, 0, η+, Z
m
i ).

As expected, the moduli space Mi.m
P,α(x0, . . . , xp−1; x+) admits an Uhlenbeck–Gromov–Floer com-

pactification Mi.m
P,α(x0, . . . , xp−1; x+), whose detailed description can be found in [Sei15, Section

(4c)]. For a generic choice of almost complex structures and Hamiltonian connections, the moduli
space Mi.m

P,α(x0, . . . , xp−1; x+) is cut out transversely, whose dimension is given by

CZ(x0) + · · ·+CZ(xp−1)− CZ(x+) + i− α.
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We define the pants operations using the above moduli spaces. For each i ∈ Z≥0, m ∈ Z/p, and
α ∈ {0, 1}, define

Pi,mα,b : VCF •(Ĥ, Ĵ ; Λ0,R)
⊗p → VCF •(Ĥ

(p), Ĵ (p); Λ0,R)

x0 ⊗ · · · ⊗ xp−1 7→
∑

x
CZ(x0)+···+CZ(xp−1)−CZ(x)+i−α=0

 ∑
[(u,w)]∈Mi.m

α (x0,...,xp−1;x)

ϵ([(u, w)]) exp

(
N∑
i=1

log ci [u] ∩ Vi
) x,

where a discussion on the sign ϵ([(u, w)]) can be found in [SZ21, Appendix A].

Definition 7.4. Let Piα,b = Pi,0α,b + · · ·+ Pi,p−1
α,b . The Z/p-equivariant product is defined to be

P : VCF •(Ĥ, Ĵ ; Λ0,R)
⊗pJuK⟨θ⟩ → VCFZ/p(Ĥ(p), Ĵ (p)

∞ ; Λ0,R)

P(−⊗ 1) =
∑
i≥0

P2i
0,b ⊗ ui +

∑
i≥0

P2i+1
0,b ⊗ uiθ,

P(−⊗ θ) =
∑
i≥1

P2i
1,b ⊗ ui +

∑
i≥0

P2i+1
1,b ⊗ uiθ.

We can apply the Tate construction to the complex VCF •(Ĥ, Ĵ ; Λ0,R), obtaining the Tate complex

(CTate(Z/p,VCF •(Ĥ, Ĵ ; Λ0,R)
⊗p), ∂Tate).

By inverting u, the Z/p-equivariant product P induces a map

CTate(Z/p,VCF •(Ĥ, Ĵ ; Λ0,R)
⊗p) → VCFTate(Ĥ

(p), Ĵ (p)
∞ ; Λ0,R),

which is also denoted by P. By [SZ21, Section 8.3], P defines a chain map on the Tate chain
complexes. In fact, the chain map property holds without inverting u, but we will not need such
a statement.

We also need to define a Z/p-equivariant coproduct operation

C : VCFZ/p(Ĥ(p), Ĵ (p)
∞ ; Λ0,R) → VCF •(Ĥ, Ĵ ; Λ0,R)

⊗pJuK⟨θ⟩
by counting solutions to Hamiltonian-perturbed vortex equations defined over the Riemann surface
SC which is a p-fold branched cover of R × S1 with unique branch point (0, 0) ∈ R × S1 whose
ramification point has maximal ramification order, coupled with negative gradient trajectory
equations of F̃ : S∞ → R, but this time SC has a single negative cylindrical end and p positive
cylindrical ends. By inverting the u-variable, C induces a map

VCFTate(Ĥ
(p), Ĵ (p)

∞ ; Λ0,R) → CTate(Z/p,VCF •(Ĥ, Ĵ ; Λ0,R)
⊗p).

7.5. Local theories and equivariant localization. In this subsection, we sketch the ingredients
necessary for the proof of the following statement:

Theorem 7.5. The equivariant Z/p-equivariant product on homology

P : HTate(Z/p,VCF
b
•(Ĥ, Ĵ ; Λ0,R)

⊗p) → VHFTate(Ĥ
(p), Ĵ (p)

∞ ; Λ0,R) (7.5)

is an isomorphism.

First, one needs an equivariant version of the local vortex Floer theory as discussed in Section 5.
Namely, if x is a 1-periodic orbit of the Hamiltonian H, and if we denote by x(p) the p-th iteration
of x, which is necessarily a 1-periodic orbit of H(p), then there is a well-defined (bulk-deformed)
Z/p-equivariant local Floer homology group

VHF
Z/p
loc (H(p), x(p); Λ0,R),
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which is defined by looking at contributions to ∂
(p)
eq,b from solutions to (7.4) which are contained in

a C2-small neighborhood of the equivariant lift of x(p). By inverting u, the Tate version is denoted
by VHF loc

Tate(H
(p), x(p); Λ0,R). One can similarly define the local version of the Z/p-equivariant

product and coproduct operation localized near x

P loc
x : HTate(Z/p,VCF

loc
• (H,x; Λ0,R)

⊗p) → VHF loc
Tate(H

(p), x(p); Λ0,R),

Cloc
x : VHF loc

Tate(H
(p), x(p); Λ0

R) → HTate(Z/p,VCF
loc(H,x; Λ0,R)

⊗p).

Note that just as in the non-equivariant setting, equivariant local Floer theories can be defined
for isolated but not necessarily nondegenerate iterations.

Second, the main result of [SZ21, Section 10] shows that if x and x(p) are nondegenerate, the
composition satisfies

Cloc
x ◦ P loc

x = (−1)nun(p−1) · id,
which is an isomorphism as u is invertible in the ground ring of the Tate version, thus P loc

x is an
isomorphism by rank considerations. The proof in loc. cit. goes through an auxiliary operation
Z loc
x satisfying Cloc

x ◦ P loc
x = Z loc

x , which can be defined in our setting following [SZ21, Definition
10.1]. On the other hand, the calculation Z loc

x = (−1)nun(p−1) is based on reducing to local Morse
theory by a deformation argument, which is also legitimate in the vortex setting. Then by virtue
of the proof of Proposition 5.2, when the Hamiltonian H is a C2-small Morse function, we can
match the upstairs and downstairs moduli spaces, so that the calculation also works in our setting.
Note that by Proposition 5.1, the bulk deformation does not affect the argument.

Finally, we can write

P =
∑
x

P loc
x +O(T δ), δ > 0,

in which x ranges over all 1-periodic orbits of H and O(T δ) denotes an operation with positive
valuation. Because the local operations P loc

x are isomorphisms, and the contributions of the simple
(i.e., non-iterated) 1-periodic orbits of H(p) to the Tate construction are trivial, we see that P is
an isomorphism over Λ0,R[u

−1, uK = Λ0,R ⊗Λ0,Fp
Λ0,K. This finishes the sketch of the proof of the

equivariant localization isomorphism.

7.6. Growth of total bar length. After demonstrating the existence of the equivariant Hamil-
tonian Floer package in the vortex setting, we are in the right position to prove the inequality of
total bar length.

Proof of Theorem 7.1. With equivariant Hamiltonian Floer theory and local Floer homology in
our hands, the arguments from [She22, Section 7] can easily be adapted to the current situation
without much modification. Consequently, we will only provide a sketch of the proof, and refer
the reader to loc. cit. for complete arguments.

Firstly, we recall the following alternative characterization of the total bar length. Given a field K,
if we define the vortex Hamiltonian Floer homology over the Novikov ring

Λ0,K :=
{ ∞∑
i=1

aiT
gi | gi ∈ R≥0, ai ∈ K, lim

i→∞
gi = +∞

}
instead of its field of fractions ΛK, then finite bars are reflected as nontrivial torsion components,
which is the language used in [FOOO13]. If we denote the direct sum of the torsion components

of the Floer homology VHF b
•(ϕ̃; Λ0,K) by

Λ0,K/T
g1Λ0,K ⊕ · · · ⊕ Λ0,K/T

gsΛ0,K, with g1 ≥ · · · ≥ gs ≥ 0, (7.6)
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then we can write the total bar length of ϕ̃ over ΛK as

τb(p)(ϕ̃,ΛK) = g1 + · · ·+ gs,

and the boundary depth is given by g1, c.f. [She22, Section 4.4.4]. Note that these torsion
exponents correspond to verbose bar-length spectrum in the sense of [UZ16], which means that gi
can be 0, due to that fact that the Floer differential in our discussion may not strictly decrease
the energy.

The claim is more easily to be proved when ϕ̃p is nondegenerate and bulk-avoiding. We choose a
generating Hamiltonian H for the Hamiltonian isotopy ϕ̃. The comparison between τb(p)(ϕ̃

p) and

τb(p)(ϕ̃) is established in the following three steps.

(1) Using the quasi-Frobenius isomorphism from Lemma 7.2, one can show that the total bar
length of

(CTate(Z/p,VCF •(Ĥ, Ĵ ; Λ0,R)
⊗p), ∂Tate),

i.e., the sum of torsion exponents of the homology group HTate(Z/p,VCF •(Ĥ, Ĵ ; Λ0,R)
⊗p),

is equal to p times the quantity τb(p)(ϕ̃).

(2) By appealing to the isomorphism in Equation 7.5 and an application of the homological
perturbation lemma, it is shown in [She22, Section 7.3.1] the total boundary depth, i.e.,

the sum of torsion exponents of HTate(Z/p,VCF •(Ĥ, Ĵ ; Λ0,R)
⊗p) agrees with that of

VHFTate(Ĥ
(p); Λ0,R).

(3) Using [She22, Proposition 17, Lemma 18], one can prove that the total boundary depth

of VHFTate(Ĥ
(p); Λ0,R) is bounded from above by τb(p)(ϕ̃

p), which is a reminiscent of the

Borel spectral sequence in the context of filtered Floer theory.

Finally, to establish Theorem 7.1 for ϕ̃ and ϕ̃p which are not necessarily bulk-avoiding and may
admit isolated degenerate fixed points, an approximation argument and multiple applications of
the homological perturbation lemma as in [She22, Section 7.4] suffice. □

Remark 7.6. To prove Theorem 7.1 for degenerate Hamiltonian diffeomorphisms with isolated
fixed points assuming the corresponding result for nondegenerate ones, one can alternatively use
the following more elementary argument. Suppose H is not necessarily bulk-avoiding and may
have isolated but degenerate fixed points and periodic points of period p. Let Hi be a sequence of
nondegenerate and bulk-avoiding Hamiltonians on X which converges to H under C2-norm. We
can choose the perturbations Hi to be supported in an arbitrarily small neighborhood of the one
period orbits of H and H(p), over which the perturbation is modeled on ϵif where f is a Morse
function. Then the above implies that

τb(p)(H
(p)
i ) ≥ pτb(p)(Hi).

Notice that the reduced barcode of Hi resp. H
(p)
i is a Cauchy sequence with respect to the

bottleneck distance with a uniformly bounded number of bars. Our choice of perturbation also
guarantees a uniform upper bound for the short bars. Moreover, we know that the barcode of the

limit H resp. H(p) is finite. Hence the total bar length of Hi resp. H
(p)
i converges to that of H

resp. H(p), which implies the desired result.
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8. Proof of the main theorem

We now can prove Theorem A. Let ϕ : X → X be a Hamiltonian diffeomorphism with isolated
fixed points satisfying

N(ϕ;Q) :=
∑

x∈Fix(ϕ)

HF loc(ϕ, x;Q) >
dimX∑
i=0

dimHi(X). (8.1)

By Proposition 5.2, one can replace the ordinary local Floer homology by the (bulk-deformed)
local vortex Floer homology. One also knows from Proposition 4.8 and Theorem 4.12 that the
total rank of rational homology of X agrees with the rank of the bulk-deformed vortex Floer
homology of V . Hence (8.1) can be rewritten as

N(ϕ;Q) =
∑

x∈Fix(ϕ)

dimQVHF
loc(ϕ, x;Q) > dimΛQVHF

b
•(V ; ΛQ).

Because the (local) vortex Floer homology are defined over the integers (see Section 5), by the
universal coefficient theorem, for p sufficiently large,∑

x∈Fix(ϕ)

dimFp
VHF loc(ϕ, x;Fp) > dimΛFp

VHF b
•(V ; ΛFp

).

Suppose on the contrary that ϕ only has only finitely many periodic points. Then for any

sufficiently large prime p, for all k ≥ 1, Fix(ϕp
k

) = Fix(ϕ). Then by Corollary 5.3, one has∑
x∈Fix(ϕpk )

dimFp
VHF loc(ϕp

k

, x;Fp) =
∑

x∈Fix(ϕ)

dimFp
VHF loc(ϕ, x;Fp) > dimΛFp

VHF b
•(V ; ΛFp

).

Consider the barcode of ϕp
k

coming from the bulk-deformed vortex Floer theory (over the Novikov
field ΛFp

). The above implies that the number of finite bars is positive and independent of the

iteration pk. The uniform bound on the boundary depth (length of the longest finite bar) given

by Theorem C implies that the total bar length τb(p)(ϕ
pk) is uniformly bounded.

On the other hand, by Theorem D, for any k ≥ 1, the total bar length grows as

τb(p)(ϕ
pk) ≥ pk · τb(p)(ϕ) ≥ Cpk > 0.

This is a contradiction. Hence ϕ must have infinitely many periodic points.

Remark 8.1. Because the above argument works for any p ≥ p0, we know that the number of
periodic points of ϕ grows like k

log(k) as k → ∞, as a result of the prime number theorem.

Remark 8.2. Arguments of the above form first appeared in [She22, Section 8], which we reproduce
in our context for completeness. As noted above, Shelukhin’s result on the Hofer–Zehnder
conjecture relies on the assumptions that the ambient symplectic manifold is monotone and that
the quantum homology is semisimple, which respectively account for the inequalities (1.7) (the
monotonicity condition allows one to define Floer theory integrally using classical methods) and
(1.6) (which will be discussed in more detail in the body part of this paper). For general toric
symplectic manifolds, traditional Hamiltonian Floer homology is only defined over the rationals,
which sets difficulties for establishing symplectic Smith-type inequalities. Moreover, the quantum
homology of toric symplectic manifolds fails to be semisimple in general, which is already the case
even for Fano/monotone toric manifolds [OT09].
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9. Open string theory I. Quasimap Floer theory

In this section we recall the construction of quasimap Lagrangian Floer theory developed by
Woodward [Woo11]. The basic idea agrees with the philosophy of gauged linear sigma model
[Wit93]: one replaces the count of holomorphic curves in the toric manifold X by an equivariant
count of holomorphic curves upstairs. There are two significant consequences: first, one can
achieve transversality of moduli spaces at a very low cost; second, the counts of curves are all
integer-valued.

We use the Morse–Bott model for Lagrangians Floer theory to construct open-string theories
and closed-open maps. We extend the use of domain-dependent perturbations for bulk-deformed
vortex Floer cohomology to the open-string situation. We first need to fix certain notions and
notations to describe the combinatorial data of various moduli spaces.

9.1. Trees and treed disks. We first set up the convention of trees used in this paper.

Convention 9.1 (Convention for trees). A tree, usually denoted by Γ, consists of a nonempty set
of vertices VΓ and a nonempty set of edges EΓ. The set of vertices is decomposed into the set of
finite vertices and the set of vertices at infinity, and the decomposition is denote by

VΓ = V finite
Γ ⊔ V∞

Γ .

We always assume

(1) V∞
Γ contains a distinguished vertex vroot called the root.

(2) The valence (degree) of any v ∈ V∞
Γ is either one or two.

The set VΓ is partially ordered in the following way: we denote by vα ≻ vβ if vα and vβ are
adjacent and vβ is closer to the root. In this way vertices at infinities are either incoming (called
inputs) or outgoing (called outputs); in particular the output vroot is outgoing.

Edges are decomposed into four groups: the set of finite edges Efinite
Γ consisting of edges connecting

two finite vertices, the set of incoming semi-infinite edges Ein
Γ consisting of edges connecting

vα ∈ V∞
Γ with vβ ∈ V finite

Γ with vα ≻ vβ , the set of outgoing semi-infinite edges Eout
Γ consisting

edges connecting vα ∈ V finite
Γ and vβ ∈ V∞

Γ with vα ≻ vβ , and the set of infinite edges E∞
Γ

connecting two vertices at infinity. We also call incoming resp. outgoing semi-infinite edges inputs
resp. outputs.

A tree Γ is called unbroken if all vertices v ∈ V∞
Γ has valence 1. A vertex v ∈ V∞

Γ of valence 2 is
called a breaking of the tree Γ. Breakings separate Γ into unbroken components.

A ribbon tree is a tree Γ together with an isotopy class of embeddings Γ ↪→ R2. Equivalently, it
means for each vertex v ∈ VΓ the adjacent edges are cyclically ordered. As Γ is rooted, it follows
that all incoming edges are strictly ordered.

A ribbon tree is stable if the valence of each finite vertex is at least three.

9.1.1. Metric ribbon trees. A metric on a ribbon tree Γ is a function

l : Efinite
Γ → [0,+∞).

The underlying decomposition

Efinite
Γ = Efinite,0

Γ ⊔ Efinite,+
Γ = l−1({0}) ⊔ l−1((0,+∞))

is called a metric type, denoted by [l]. We often call the pair (Γ, [l]) a domain type. A metric
ribbon tree of type (Γ, [l]) is a pair (Γ, l) such that l has the metric type [l].
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As in [Woo11, Section 3.3], one needs to work with unstable trees. We hence replace the usual
stability condition by another minimality condition. We say that a metric ribbon trees (Γ, l) (resp.
domain type (Γ, [l])) is minimal if it has no finite edges of length zero or infinite edges. Hence for
each domain type Γ, there is a canonical minimal one Γmin obtained from Γ by shrinking edges
violating the minimality condition.

We define perturbations over the universal trees. Consider a minimal domain type Γ = (Γ, [l])
(which is not necessarily stable). Then there is a moduli space of metric trees of type Γ, denoted

by MT Γ, which is homeomorphic to (0,+∞)#E
finite,+
Γ , whose elements parametrize the lengths of

finite edges with positive lengths. There is also a universal tree

UT Γ → MT Γ

whose fiber over a point p ∈ MT Γ is homeomorphic to a metric tree representing p (the infinities
of semi-infinite or infinite edges are regarded as points in the metric tree).

The above moduli spaces have natural compactifications. In fact, we can define a partial order
among all minimal domain types. We say that a minimal domain type Γ degenerates to another
minimal domain type Π, denoted by Π ⪯ Γ, if Π is obtained from Γ by composing the following
types of operations

(1) Shrinking the length of a finite edge in Γ to zero and collapse this edge.
(2) Breaking a finite edge of positive length to a pair of semi-infinite edges joined at a new

vertex at infinity.

Notice that if Π ⪯ Γ, then there is a canonical surjective map ρ : V finite
Γ → V finite

Π . Then MT Γ

has the natural compactification

MT Γ :=
⊔
Π⪯Γ

MT Π.

The universal tree is also extended to the compactification, which is denoted by

UT Γ → MT Γ.

There is a special closed subset UT node
Γ ⊂ UT Γ corresponding to infinities or vertices. Notice that

the complement of UT node
Γ inside the interior UT Γ is a smooth manifold.

9.1.2. Treed disks.

Definition 9.2. Given a domain type Γ = (Γ, [l]). A treed disk of type Γ, denoted by C = S ∪ T ,
is the configuration given by the union of disk components Sα ∼= D for all vertices vα ∈ V finite

Γ ,
a metric l on Γ of type [l] and an interval Ie of length l(e) for each finite edge e ∈ Efinite

Γ . The
notion of isomorphisms between treed disks is standard and omitted.

9.2. Quasimap Floer theory for Lagrangians. We recall the quasimap Floer theory developed
by Woodward [Woo11]. Let u ∈ IntP ⊂ Rn be an interior point of the moment polytope P of the
toric manifold X. Recall that the number of faces N of P coincides with the dimension of V . Let
L = L(u) ⊂ X be the torus fiber over u. Let L̂ = L̂(u) ⊂ µ−1(0) ⊂ V be the lift of L(u), which
is a K-invariant Lagrangian torus in V . Explicitly, we have

L̂ =

N∏
i=1

{
zi ∈ C | |zi|2 = τi

}
where τi are determined by u and the constant term in the moment map µ.

A holomorphic quasidisk is an ordinary holomorphic map u : (D, ∂D) → (V, L̂) (with respect

to the standard complex structure ĴV ). Two holomorphic quasidisks u and u′ are K-equivalent
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if there exists g ∈ K such that gu = u′. Each K-equivalence class of holomorphic quasidisks
represents a disk class

β ∈ H2(V, L̂)/K ∼= H2(V, L̂).

Each such class has a well-defined energy

ω(β) = ωV (β) ∈ R

and a well-defined Maslov index

i(β) ∈ 2Z.

Given k and β ∈ H2(V, L̂), let Mdisk
k+1(β) be the moduli space of K-equivalence classes of holo-

morphic quasidisks of class β with k + 1 boundary marked points, and let Mdisk
k+1(β) be its

compactification. Notice that as V is aspherical, configurations in Mdisk
k+1(β) have only disks

bubbles but not sphere bubbles. The evaluation of a K-equivalence class of quasidisks at the last
boundary marked point is well-defined as a point in the quotient Lagrangian L ⊂ X. Hence there
is a continuous map

ev : Mdisk
k+1(β) → L.

Theorem 9.3 (Blaschke product). Let u : D2 → V be a holomorphic quasidisk. Then there exist
θ1, . . . , θN ∈ [0, 2π) and (ai,k)k=1,...,di ⊂ D2 ⊂ C for i = 1, . . . , N such that

u(z) =

(
√
τ1e

iθ1

d1∏
k=1

z − a1,k
1− a1,kz

, . . . ,
√
τNe

iθN

dN∏
k=1

z − aN,k
1− aN,kz

)
. (9.1)

Moreover, the Maslov index of u is 2(d1 + · · ·+ dN ).

In particular, there are N “basic” Maslov two disk classes β1, . . . , βN ∈ H2(V,L) where each βi is
represented by a quasidisk given as above with dj = δij . These Maslov two classes form a basis of

H2(V, L̂).

Theorem 9.4. The moduli space Mdisk
k+1(β) is regular of dimension n + 2i(β) + k − 2 and the

evaluation map

ev : Mdisk
k+1(β) → L

is a smooth submersion.

Proof. See [CO06, Section 6]. □

A consequence is that each stratum of the compactification Mdisk
k+1(β) is regular. To be more

precise, let Γ denote a ribbon tree representing the combinatorial type of a nodal disk (with k
inputs and 1 output) with each vertex labelled by a disk class whose sum is equal to β. Then
there is a stratum Mdisk

Γ ⊂ Mdisk
k+1(β).

Corollary 9.5. Each stratum Mdisk
Γ ⊂ Mk+1(β) is regular and the evaluation map ev : Mdisk

Γ →
L is a submersion.

Proof. See [Woo11, Corollary 6.2]. □
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9.2.1. Treed holomorphic quasimaps. The idea of treed holomorphic disks goes back to Cornea–
Lalonde [CL05, CL06]. We recall the adaptation by Woodward [Woo11] in order to define the
quasimap A∞ algebras. Throughout our discussion, we fix a smooth perfect Morse function
fL : L→ R defined over the Lagrangian torus L ⊂ X, which has exactly 2n critical points.

Given a treed disk C = S ∪ T of type Γ, suppose we have a domain-dependent perturbation f of
the Morse function fL : L→ R parametrized by points t on the tree part T , a treed holomorphic
quasimap on C is a collection of objects(

(uv)v∈V finite
Γ

, (xe)e∈EΓ

)
where for each finite vertex v ∈ V finite

Γ , we assign a smooth map uv : Sv → V satisfying

∂uv = 0, uv(∂Sv) ⊂ L̂,

xe : Ie → L is a smooth map satisfying

x′e(t) +∇f(xe(t)) = 0;

moreover, the matching condition requires 1) for each node joining a boundary point z of some
surface component Sv and a finite end of an edge e, the value of xe(z) lies in the same K-orbit as
the value of uv(z); 2) for each infinite vertex v ∈ V∞

Γ joining two (semi-)infinite edges e1 and e2,
the limits of xe1 and xe2 at the corresponding infinities agree. Here to ensure the convergence of
the maps xe, we require that the perturbation f is supported away from the infinities.

Two treed holomorphic quasimaps are regarded as equivalent if after identifying domains, the
maps on corresponding surfaces parts are K-equivalent (recall K is the gauge group).

To define the A∞ structure (or other structures) one would like to regularize the moduli spaces of
equivalence classes of treed holomorphic quasimaps and their boundaries. One first needs to use
coherent systems of perturbations to describe such moduli spaces.

9.2.2. Perturbations for the A∞ algebra. To achieve transversality relevant for defining the A∞
algebra, we only need to perturb the Morse function on edges. Hence for a given minimal metric
type Γ, a domain-dependent perturbation can be viewed as a map

PΓ : UT Γ → C∞(L).

We require any such perturbation to vanish near infinities, i.e., vanish near the closed subset

UT ∞
Γ ⊂ UT Γ

corresponding to positions of vertices at infinity. Notice that if Γ is not necessarily stable, a
perturbation PΓmin for the minimal form is enough to determine the treed holomorphic map on
any treed disks C of type Γ. Indeed, on any infinite edges of C (if any) the negative gradient flow
equation is taken for the unperturbed Morse function fL.

In order to establish the A∞ relation, we also need to require that, if Γ degenerates to Π, then the
restriction of PΓ to the stratum UT Π ⊂ UT Γ must agree with the perturbation PΠ which have
been chosen for the minimal domain type Π. Hence we need to construct a coherent system of
perturbations indexed for all minimal domain types Γ. To use the Sard–Smale theorem to prove
that generic perturbations are regular, we also need to specify the neighborhood of UT ∞

Γ where
we require the perturbation to vanish; such choices of neighborhoods need also be coherent.

Another complexity in this procedure is that we need to work with unstable domains (as in
[Woo11], see also [Abo11]), unlike the cases of [CW15][WX18][VWX20] where domains are always
stable. Here we give a different way of writing Woodward’s perturbation scheme for unstable
trees (see Section [Woo11, Section 3]). Given a minimal domain type Γ, an indexing function
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is a map n⃗ : V finite
Γ → Z≥0, whose values are denoted by nv, satisfying that nv ≥ 1 when v is

an unstable vertex. One should regard the values of n⃗ as one half of the Maslov indices of disk
components. We consider perturbations which depend also on such indexing functions.

Definition 9.6. A coherent family of domain-dependent perturbations is a collection of
continuous maps

P qd
Γ,n⃗ : UT Γ → C∞(L)

indexed by all minimal domain types Γ and all indexing functions n⃗ : V finite
Γ → Z≥0 satisfying the

following conditions.

(1) For Γ the tree with a single vertex, no input, and one output, the Morse function on the
outgoing edge is the unperturbed function fL.

(2) When Γ degenerates to Π, there is a canonical surjective map ρ : V finite
Π → V finite

Γ . Hence
any indexing function n⃗Π : VΠ → Z≥0 induces a partition n⃗Γ : VΓ → Z≥0. We require
that

P qd
Γ,n⃗Γ

|UΠ
= P qd

Π,n⃗Π
.

(3) When Γ is broken with unbroken components Γ1, . . . ,Γs, the partition n⃗ on Γ is defined

by assembling the partitions n⃗1, . . . , n⃗s on Γ1, . . . ,Γs. Then P qd
Γ,n⃗ should be naturally

induced from PΓi,n⃗i
.

9.2.3. Compactification and transversality. Let Γ be a possibly unstable, non-minimal domain
type. A map type over Γ, denoted by Γ, assigns to each finite vertex vα ∈ V finite

Γ a disk class
βv (with nonnegative Maslov index) and to each vertex at infinity vβ ∈ V∞

Γ a critical point
xβ ∈ critfL. A map type Γ induces an indexing function n⃗ on the minimal form Γmin by setting
nv to be half of the Maslov index of βv and adding together if several vertices are connected by

finite edges of length zero. Then use the perturbation P qd
Γmin,n⃗

to define a moduli space MΓ of

treed holomorphic disks. The topology of MΓ is defined in the usual way.

Given a perturbation, the moduli space MΓ is the zero locus a Fredholm section on certain Banach
manifold. We say that the moduli space MΓ is regular if the Fredholm section is transverse (it is
independent of the corresponding Sobolev completions of the space of smooth maps). We say
that a coherent system of perturbations is regular if all moduli spaces MΓ are regular.

Now we consider possible degenerations of treed holomorphic disks. In general, a sequence of treed
holomorphic disks of a fixed map type Γ can converge to a limit by breaking an edge, shrinking
an edge to zero, or bubbling off holomorphic disks. Notice that because V is a vector space and
we do not have interior markings, there cannot be any sphere bubbles in the limit. The notion of
convergence is standard and its definition is omitted here. As the perturbation system is coherent,
any limiting object (of a possibly different map type Π) is also a treed holomorphic disk defined

using a corresponding perturbation P qd
Πmin,n⃗

, hence an element in MΠ. We denote

MΓ :=
⊔

Π⪯Γ

MΠ

where by abuse of notation, ⪯ is the natural partial order among map types induced from the
notion of convergence.

Proposition 9.7. There exists a coherent system of perturbation data such that every moduli
space MΓ is regular.

Proof. The proof is an inductive construction with respect to the partial order Π ⪯ Γ among
minimal domain types and the indexing function n⃗. First one can easily check, by the Blaschke
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formula Theorem 9.3 that the specification of item (1) in Definition 9.6 can make the relevant
configurations transverse. Then once regular perturbations on all boundary strata of UT Γ have
been fixed, one can use the Sard–Smale theorem to find regular extensions to the interior. See
details in [Woo11, Corollary 6.2]. □

Now we consider the compactification of moduli spaces. A map type Γ is called essential if it is
unbroken and has no boundary edges of length zero. Given a collection x = (x1, . . . , xk;x∞) of
critical points of the Morse function fL, for i = 0, 1, let

Mqd(x1, . . . , xk;x∞)i :=
⋃
Γ

MΓ

where the union is taken over all essential map types of index i whose vertices at infinities are
labelled by x.

Lemma 9.8. If i = 0, the moduli space Mqd(x1, . . . , xk;x∞)0 is discrete and has finitely many
points below any given energy bound. If i = 1, the compactified moduli space Mqd(x1, . . . , xk;x∞)1
is a 1-dimensional (topological) manifold with boundary, which is compact below any given energy
bound.

Proof. For the zero-dimensional moduli space, the claimed finiteness follows from the compactness
argument and the transversality. For the one-dimensional moduli space, the fact that it is a
1-dimensional manifold with boundary follows from the transversality, compactness, as well as the
standard gluing construction. □

Moreover, the moduli spaces are all oriented. The orientation depends on choices of orientations
of unstable manifolds of critical points of fL and the orientations of moduli spaces of quasidisks;
the latter depends on the orientation of the Lagrangian torus and the spin structure, which we fix
from the beginning. Notice that these choices can be made independent of the position u ∈ IntP
in the interior of the moment polytope.

9.2.4. Quasimap Fukaya A∞ algebra. We would like to define a (family of) cohomologically
unital A∞ algebra(s) over ΛQ from the moment Lagrangian tori. Given a Lagrangian torus

L = L(u) ⊂ X, a local system on L is a homomorphism

y : H1(L;Z) → exp(Λ0,Q).

Introduce the notation L = (L,y). We denote the corresponding bulk-deformed A∞ algebra of L
by Fb(L), which is defined as follows. First, the underlying Z2-graded vector space is

QCF •
b(L; ΛQ) := SpanΛQ

critfL ∼= (ΛQ)
2n

where the degree of a critical point x ∈ critfL is |x| = n− index(x) mod 2. Given critical points
x1, . . . , xk, define

mk(xk, . . . , x1) =
∑
x∞

(−1)♡

 ∑
[u]∈Mqd(x1,...,xk;x∞)0

b([u])TE([u])y∂[u]ϵ([u])

x∞. (9.2)

We explain the terms below.

(1) The sign ♡ is defined as

♡ :=

k∑
i=1

i|xi| ∈ Z2. (9.3)
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(2) For each disk u with boundary on L̂, as L̂ does not intersect the bulk, there is a well-defined
topological intersection number

b([u]) :=

N∏
j=1

c
u∩Vj

j

which only depends on K-equivalence class [u]. Notice that if cj ∈ Z[i], so is b(u).
(3) E([u]) ∈ R is the energy of [u].
(4) y∂[u] ∈ exp(Λ0,Q) is the value of the local system y on the loop ∂[u] ⊂ L.

(5) ϵ([u]) ∈ {±1} is determined by the orientation of the zero-dimensional moduli space.

Similar to previous cases involving bulk deformations, the expression (9.2) is a legitimate element
of QCF •

b(L; ΛQ). Extending linearly, one obtains a linear map

mk : QCF •
b(L; ΛQ)

⊗k → QCF •
b(L; ΛQ).

Notice that when k = 0, this is a linear map

m0 : ΛQ → QCF •
b(L; ΛQ).

Theorem 9.9 ([Woo11]). The collection of linear maps m0,m1, . . . defines a curved A∞ algebra
structure on QCF •

b(L; ΛQ), denoted by Fb(L). Moreover, if xmax is the unique maximal point of
fL, then e = xmin is a cohomological unit of Fb(L), namely m1(e) = 0 and

(−1)|x|m2(e, x) = m2(x, e) = x, ∀x ∈ QCF •
b(L; ΛQ).

Proof. See [Woo11, Theorem 3.6] for the case without bulk deformation. One can verify that the
case with bulk deformation can be proved in the same way. □

Remark 9.10. The A∞ algebra can be defined over Z as long as the bulk deformation has integer
coefficients, though we do not need such a fact in our discussion.

9.2.5. Potential function and nontrivial Floer cohomology. Although the quasimap Fukaya algebra
is only cohomologically unital, one can still define the potential function.

Proposition 9.11. For the quasimap A∞ algebra QCF (L; ΛQ), m0(1) is a multiple of e.

Proof. See [Woo11, Proposition 3.7] for the case with b = 0. When we use a nontrivial (small)
bulk deformation, as we only change the weights in counting but do not modify the perturbation
method, the same proof goes through. □

Definition 9.12. Define Wb(u) : H1(L(u); exp(Λ0,Q)) → Λ by

m0(1) =Wb(u)(y)e

and call it the potential function of the brane L = (L(u), y). By abuse of terminology, we also
call Wb the bulk-deformed potential function of the Lagrangian L(u) or the toric manifold.

Let (C∗)n ∼= X∗ ⊂ X be the complement of toric divisors. Choose a trivialization

τX : IntP × Tn → X∗

which is unique up to isotopy, which induces a well-defined trivialization⊔
u∈IntP

H1(L(u); exp(Λ0,Q)) = IntP × (exp(Λ0,Q))
n.
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The bulk-deformed quasimap disk potential of the toric manifold X is defined by

Wb : IntP × (expΛ0)
n → Λ

(u,y) 7→Wb(u)(y).

Now we can define the quasimap Floer cohomology. By the A∞ relation, for any x ∈ QCF (L; ΛQ),

m1(m1(x)) + (−1)∥x∥m2(m0(1), x) +m2(x,m0(1)) = 0.

By Theorem 9.9, the last two terms cancel. Hence m2
1 = 0. Hence one can define the b-deformed

quasimap Floer cohomology of the brane L to be

QHF •
b(L; ΛQ) := kerm1/imm1.

Following [Cho05] [CO06] [Woo11], to find nontrivial Floer cohomology, one needs to establish a
version of the divisor equation. Recall that L ∼= (S1)n with H1(L;Z) ∼= Zn. The perfect Morse
function fL has exactly n critical points of Morse index 1, whose homology classes are identified
with the n standard generators of H1(L;Z). If x1, . . . , xn are these generators, then any local
system y is determined by the values

y1 = y(x1), . . . , yn = y(xn).

Theorem 9.13. If x is a generator of H1(L;Z), then

m1(x) = ∂xWb(u)(y1, . . . , yn)

Proof. In the absence of bulk deformation, this is established in [Woo11, Section 3.6], which also
carries over in our case. □

Lagrangian branes with nontrivial Floer cohomology can be identified with critical points of the
potential function.

Theorem 9.14. (cf. [Woo11, Theorem 6.6]) If y = (y1, . . . , yn) is a critical point of Wb(u), then
the Floer cohomology of L(u) = (L(u),y) is isomorphic to H•(L(u); ΛQ).

Proof. The case with b = 0 is given by [Woo11, Theorem 6.6]. When we have a nonzero small
bulk deformation, it is still a consequence of the divisor equation (Theorem 9.13). □

9.3. Critical points of the Givental–Hori–Vafa potential. In this subsection we study
various properties of the deformed Givental–Hori–Vafa potential which arises from disk counting
in gauged linear sigma model.

We first recall the expression of the Givental–Hori–Vafa potential in terms of the data of the
moment polytope and explain its relation with the quasimap disk potential. Let ∆ ⊂ Rn be the
moment polytope of X, described by

∆ =
{
u ∈ Rn | lj(u) = ⟨u, vj⟩ − λj ≥ 0, j = 1, . . . , N

}
.

Here vj = (vj,1, . . . , vj,n) ∈ Zn, j = 1, . . . , N are the inward normal vectors of each codimension 1
face of ∆ coming from the toric data and λj ∈ R. The Givental–Hori–Vafa potential of X (or
rather its moment polytope) is the element

W0 =

N∑
j=1

T−λjyvj :=

N∑
j=1

T−λjy
vj,1
1 · · · yvj,nn ∈ Λ[y1, . . . , yn, y

−1
1 , . . . , y−1

n ].
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More generally, given any small bulk deformation b =
∑N
j=1 log cjVj , the deformed Givental–Hori–

Vafa potential is defined to be

Wb =

N∑
j=1

cjT
−λjyvj .

Without loss of generality, we assume that the origin 0 ∈ Rn is contained in the interior of ∆.
Hence all λj are positive.

Definition 9.15. A point η = (η1, . . . , ηn) ∈ (Λ \ {0})n is called a critical point of Wb if(
y1
∂Wb

∂y1

)
(η1, . . . , ηn) = · · · =

(
yn
∂Wb

∂yn

)
(η1, . . . , ηn) = 0.

A critical point η is called nondegenerate if

det

(
ηiηj

∂2Wb

∂yi∂yj
(η)

)
̸= 0.

Wb is called a Morse function if all the critical points are nondegenerate.

Observe that the Givental–Hori–Vafa potential is very similar to the quasidisk potential; the latter
has a dependence on u ∈ Int∆. Indeed, the disk potential of the Lagrangian L(u) with a local
system y ∈ (exp(Λ0))

n is

Wb(T
u1y1, . . . , T

unyn).

This is proved by [Woo11, Corollary 6.4] in the absence of bulk deformations, and the bulk-deformed
version follows from the same argument by the Blaschke formula.

Hence a critical point of Wb corresponds to a Floer nontrivial Lagrangian if the valuation of the
coordinates of the critical point is in the interior of the moment polytope. On the other hand,
in view of mirror symmetry, the Jacobian ring of the Givental–Hori–Vafa potential, or formally
the ring of functions on the critical locus, is closely to related to the quantum cohomology under
mirror symmetry. However, their ranks agree only in the Fano case. In general, certain critical
points fall outside the moment polytope and do not correspond to cohomology classes of the toric
manifold.

Example 9.16. Consider the n-th Hirzebruch surface Fn (n ≥ 1) whose moment polytope is

∆ =

u = (u1, u2) ∈ R2

∣∣∣∣∣∣∣∣∣
l1(u) = u1 ≥ 0,

l2(u) = u2 ≥ 0,

l3(u) = 1− α− u2 ≥ 0,

l4(u) = n− u1 − nu2 ≥ 0.


Here α ∈ (0, 1) is a parameter. The (undeformed) Givental–Hori–Vafa potential is

W0(y1, y2) = y1 + y2 + T 1−αy−1
2 + Tny−1

1 y−n2 .

The equations for critical points are

y1 = Tny−1
1 y−n2 , y2 = T 1−αy−1

2 + nTny−1
1 y−n2 .

Assume n is even to simplify notations. Solving y1 one obtains

y1 = ±T n
2 y

−n
2

2

and hence

y2 = T 1−αy−1
2 ± nT

n
2 y

−n
2

2 =⇒ y
n
2 −1
2 (y22 − T 1−α) = ±T n

2 . (9.4)
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Each of the two equations has n
2 + 1 roots, providing n+ 2 critical points, much larger than the

rank of homology (which is 4).

Notice that there are two solutions to (9.4) of the form

y2 = ±T 1−α
2 + higher order terms.

They give 4 critical points whose “tropical” positions are inside the moment polytope ∆. There
are also n− 2 roots of (9.4) whose valuations are

n
2 − (1− α)

n
2 − 1

> 1− α.

They correspond to critical points which are outside the moment polytope. This ends the example.

Definition 9.17. We say that a critical point η = (η1, . . . , ηn) of Wb is inside the moment
polytope ∆ if

v⃗T (η) = (vT (η1), . . . , vT (ηn)) ∈ Int∆ ⊂ Rn.

Denote by

CritXWb ⊂ CritWb

the set of critical points of Wb that are inside the moment polytope of X.

Proposition 9.18. Let b be an arbitrary small bulk deformation. When Wb is a Morse function,
one has

#CritXWb = dimH•(X).

Proof. We use a result of Fukaya et. al. [FOOO16, Theorem 2.8.1 (2)]. First, Fukaya et. al.
defined their bulk-deformed Lagrangian Floer disk potential POb by counting (stable) holomorphic
disks inside the toric manifold (using Tn-equivariant Kuranishi structures). For our bulk-deformed
Givental–Hori–Vafa potential functionWb, their theorem shows that there exists a bulk deformation
b′ and a “change of coordinate” y 7→ y′ such that

Wb(y
′) = POb′(y).

Notice that the change of coordinate does not change the Morse property and the tropical positions
of the critical points. Hence one has

#CritX(Wb) = #CritX(POb′).

On the other hand, by [FOOO16, Theorem 1.1.3], this number of critical points coincides with
the rank of homology. □

Lastly we prove the following fact.

Theorem 9.19. There exists a small bulk deformation b =
∑N
j=1 log cjVj with cj ∈ Z[i] such that

Wb is a Morse function and all critical values are distinct.

Proof. We first show that the statement is true for generic b with complex coefficients. First, we
relate the Givental–Hori–Vafa potential to a complex Laurent polynomial by evaluation at T = t
for some complex number t. To consider convergence issue, introduce

Λconv
0,Q

:=

{ ∞∑
i=1

aiT
λi ∈ Λ0,Q |

∞∑
i=1

|ai||t|λi converges for |t| ≤ ϵ for some ϵ > 0

}
.

Let Λconv
Q

be its field of fractions. By [FOOO10, Proposition 8.5], Λconv
Q

is algebraically closed.

On the other hand, critical points of Wb are solutions to algebraic equations with coefficients
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in Λconv
Q

, as the convergence holds due to the fact that Wb has only finitely many terms. Hence

critical points are in (Λconv
Q

)n.

On the other hand, if we regard T as a complex number, then by Kouchnirenko’s theorem [Kus75],
there is a proper analytic subset S ⊂ Cn (which in particular has positive codimension) such that
when

c(t) = (c1t
−λ1 , . . . , cN t

−λN ) /∈ S

the function W t
b :=

∑N
j=1 cjt

−λjyvj has finitely many critical points and the number of them is

bounded by n! times the volume of the Newton polytope of this Laurent polynomial (which only
depends on the moment polytope). As proved by Iritani [Iri09, Proposition 3.10], we can also
guarantee that all critical points are nondegenerate. Now take a generic point (c1, . . . , cN )

8 so
that c(1) /∈ S. We claim that such a point satisfies our requirement.

Indeed, the map

c : C \ (−∞, 0] → Cn

is an analytic map. Hence the complement of c−1(S) contains points arbitrarily close to 0. We
first show that the number of critical points of Wb is no greater than Kouchnirenko’s bound,
temporarily denoted by N∆. Indeed, if there are N∆ + 1 critical points, then as the coordinates
of them are in Λconv

Q
, we can evaluate them at T = t with |t| sufficiently small and c(t) /∈ S,

obtaining more critical points of W t
b than possible. Similarly, as we can evaluate critical points at

|t| small, all critical points have to be nondegenerate.

Lastly, we prove that for generic b all critical values of Wb are distinct. First notice that the
complex monomials W1, . . . ,WN separate points, i.e., given y′, y′′ ∈ (C∗)n, y′ ̸= y′′, for some Wj ,
Wj(y

′) ̸=Wj(y
′′). This is because a subset of n monomials among W1, . . . ,WN are coordinates

on the torus of y1, . . . , yn. Now consider the universal critical locus

C̃ritW :=
{
(c1, . . . , cN , y1, . . . , yn) | dWb(y1, . . . , yn) = 0

}
.

Over the nondegenerate locus it is a smooth N -dimensional complex manifold and c1, . . . , cN are
local parameters. Given a nondegenerate c1, . . . , cN , let y

(1), y(2) be two different critical points.
Suppose Wj(y

(1)) ̸= Wj(y
(2)). Then deforming c along (c1, . . . , cj + s, . . . , cN ) and let the two

critical points deform as y(1)(s), y(2)(s). Then

d

ds

(
Ws(y

(1)(s))−Ws(y
(2)(s))

)
=Wj(y

(1))−Wj(y
(2)) ̸= 0.

This means that the locus of c where two critical values coincide is cut out transversely.

Now we have shown that for generic complex b, Wb satisfies the requirement. As the set of such
complex b is open and dense, one can actually find b such that cj ∈ Q[

√
−1]. Then by rescaling

one can find the desired bulk deformation. □

Definition 9.20. A bulk-deformation b =
∑N
j=1 log cjVj with cj ∈ Z[i] is called convenient if

Wb is a Morse function and all critical values are distinct.

9.4. Homotopy units. The A∞ algebra constructed using our perturbation scheme only has coho-
mological units. In order to establish strict unitality one needs the system of perturbations to satisfy
an additional property with respect to the operation of forgetting any boundary inputs and stabilize.
This is difficult to achieve (in contrast to the case of [FOOO10]). Here we use a typical method of
constructing a homotopy unit which appeared in [FOOO09][Gan12][She16][CW15][WX18][VWX20]
etc.

8Within this proof, being generic means being in the complement of a proper complex analytic subset.
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Definition 9.21. [She16, Section 4.3] Let (A, e) be a cohomological unital A∞ algebra over ΛK.
A homotopy unit structure on (A, e) is an A∞ structure on the ΛK-module

A+ = A⊕ ΛKf [1]⊕ ΛKe
+

such that the A∞ composition maps on A+ restrict to the A∞ composition maps on A, m1(f) =
e+ − e, and such that e+ is a strict unit, i.e.

(−1)|a|m2(e
+, a) = m2(a, e

+) = a, mk(· · · , e+, · · · ) = 0 ∀k ̸= 2.

To construct a homotopy unit, one needs to include a collection of extra moduli spaces. Consider
weighted ribbon trees Γ whose vertices at infinity v ∈ V∞

Γ are either unweighted or weighted.
We require that when v is an output or a breaking, it must be unweighted. Each weighted boundary
input carries an additional parameter ρ ∈ [0, 1]. Therefore a moduli space of weighted metric
ribbon trees has additional parameters from weighted inputs. We require that the perturbations
P disk
Γ,n⃗ on any (minimal) tree Γ also depend on these parameters. Moreover, we require that

(1) When all inputs are unweighted, the perturbation on this tree coincides with the pertur-
bation we have chosen to define the cohomologically unital Fukaya algebra Fb(L).

(2) For each weighted input, when the parameter ρ = 0, the perturbation on this tree agrees
with the perturbation for the tree Γ′ obtained by changing this weighted input to an
unweighted input.

(3) For each weighted input v ∈ V∞
Γ , when the parameter ρ = 1, the perturbation P disk

Γ,n⃗ on

this tree agrees with the perturbation obtained by pulling back a perturbation P disk
Γ′,n⃗′ via

the forgetful map. Here Γ′ is defined as follows. Suppose v is attached to a finite vertex
v′. If nv′ > 0 or after forgetting v, v′ is still stable, then Γ′ is just obtained by Γ by
removing v; if nv′ = 0 and v′ becomes unstable after removing v, then Γ′ is obtained from
Γ by removing v and contracting v′ to the next adjacent finite vertex. See Figure 2 for
illustration of this operation.

nv > 0

n′
v = nv

nv = 0

nv′

n′
v′ = nv′

Figure 2. Forgetting a weighted input.
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Now we need to define the additional composition maps m+
k on A+ when involves the new

generators f and e+, and prove the A∞ relation for this enlarged set of compositions. We first
define

m+
k (· · · , e+, · · · )

according to the requirement of strict unit. Then we need to define m+
k for variables being either

the original generators of A or the element f . To define this, we require that the incoming edges
corresponding to weighted inputs converge to the unique maximal point of the Morse function
fL : L→ R, and count 0-dimensional moduli spaces. A consequence of the fact that all quasidisks
have positive Maslov index is that

m+
k (f , · · · , f) = 0 ∀k ≥ 2.

We need to verify the A∞ relation for all m+
k . Recall that the A∞ relation reads

k∑
j=0

k−j∑
i=0

(−1)✠
i
1m+

k−j+1(xk, · · · ,m+
j (xi+j+1, . . . , xi+1), xi, . . . , x1) = 0.

We only needs to verify for the case when all variables are generators of A+. When all of them
are old generators of A, this is the same as the original A∞ relation for mk; when some variable
is e+, this can be verified from the requirement that e+ satisfies the equations for a strict unit.
Now assume that all variables are either old generators or f . Consider 1-dimensional moduli
spaces with this fixed sequence of inputs and consider its boundary strata. In addition to the
strata corresponding to boundary edge breakings, additional boundary strata corresponding
to parameters ρ on weighted inputs turn to 0 or 1. These strata correspond to the terms
m+
k (· · · ,m+

1 (f), · · · ) in the A∞ relation. Hence the A∞ relation for m+
k is verified. We summarize

the above discussion as follows.

Proposition 9.22. There exists a homotopy unit structure on the cohomologically unit A∞
algebra Fb(L). Denote the corresponding strictly unital A∞ algebra by F+

b (L). Moreover, if we
denote the element whose coboundary relates e and e+ by fL, then one has

m+
k

(
fL, . . . , fL︸ ︷︷ ︸

k

)
= 0, ∀k ≥ 2.

9.4.1. Canonical weakly bounding cochain. Recall that a weakly bounding cochain is an odd
element b ∈ F+

b (L) solving the weak Maurer–Cartan equation∑
k≥0

m+
k (b, · · · , b) ∈ Λe+.

In general, worrying about convergence, we require that b has a positive Novikov valuation. In
our case, we only use a special weakly bounding cochain.

Definition 9.23. The canonical weakly bounding cochain of the strictly unital A∞ algebra
F+

b (L) is

bL =WbfL.

We check that, by the fact that m+
k (fL, · · · , fL) = 0 for k ≥ 2 and m+

1 (fL) = e+L − eL, one has∑
k≥0

m+
k (bL, · · · , bL) = m+

0 (1) +m+
1 (WbfL) =WbeL +Wb(e

+
L − eL) =Wbe

+
L.

Hence indeed bL is a weakly bounding cochain.
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Now we can define the flat A∞ algebra F ♭
b(L) with compositions being (for k ≥ 1)

m♭
k(xk, . . . , x1) =

∑
l0,...,lk≥0

m+
k+l0+···+lk

(
bL, . . . , bL︸ ︷︷ ︸

lk

, xk, · · · , x1, bL, . . . , bL︸ ︷︷ ︸
l0

)
.

In particular, m♭
1 ◦ m♭

1 = 0 and the cohomology of F ♭
b(L) agrees with the quasimap Floer

cohomology QHF •
b(L; ΛQ).

9.4.2. Multiplicative structure. We need to identify the multiplicative structures on the quasimap
Floer cohomology. The second compositionm♭

2 on F ♭
b(L) induces a multiplication on QHF •

b(L; ΛQ).

Proposition 9.24. When y is a critical point ofWb(u) and the Hessian ofWb(u) is nondegenerate
at y, i.e.

det

(
∂2Wb(u)

∂xi∂xj
(y)

)
̸= 0,

the quasimap Floer cohomology algebra QHF •
b(L; ΛQ) is isomorphic to a Clifford algebra over ΛQ

associated to a nondegenerate quadratic form on an n-dimensional space.

Note that the above nondegeneracy condition coincides with the one from Definition 9.15 because
we are considering Laurent polynomials. The computation of the ring structure is carried out in a
similar situation in [VWX20]. Here we only sketch it. The key of the computation is to establish
another divisor equation

m♭
2(xi, xj) +m♭

2(xj , xi) =
∂2Wb

∂xi∂xj
e. (9.5)

on cohomology. When the corresponding critical point of Wb is nondegenerate, it follows that
the Floer cohomology is isomorphic to a Clifford algebra induced from the Hessian of the critical
point.

Remark 9.25. We explain why the divisor equation (9.5) fails on the chain level if one uses the
naive way of perturbation. Consider X = P1. Fix a torus action. The (undeformed) potential
function is

W = Tuy + T 1−u 1

y
.

The two terms come from the contribution of two disks, one through the north pole and the other
through the south pole. If the divisor equation (9.5) holds, then there should be two configurations
with two inputs labelled by the index 1 critical point, however, once the perturbation is chosen,
one can only see one configurations exist in the moduli space. This is because the perturbation is
not symmetric with respect to flipping the two incoming semi-infinite edges.

Proof of Proposition 9.24. Once the divisor equation (9.5) is established, the calculation of the ring
structure follows immediately. Hence we only explain how to achieve the divisor equation following
the same idea as [VWX20]. Notice that the A∞ structure is independent of the perturbation up
to homotopy equivalence. Hence the ring structure on the Floer cohomology is independent of
the perturbation. Now we broaden the class of perturbations by considering multi-valued ones
in order to achieve some symmetry, and use such perturbations to establish Equation (9.5) on
the chain level. A multi-valued perturbation is just a (finite) multi-set of perturbations on each
tree. We consider a coherent family of multi-valued perturbations which still satisfy Definition
9.6. We say that a multi-valued perturbation is symmetric, if, when restricted to the tree Γ0 with
two inputs, one output, and one finite vertex, the perturbation PΓ0,n⃗ (where n⃗ on the only finite
vertex is 1, corresponding to Maslov index two disks) is invariant under the Z2-action on the
universal tree UT Γ0

induced by switching the two incoming semi-infinite edges.
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One can follow the same inductive argument to construct a symmetric coherent system of multi-
valued perturbations and achieve transversality. Now when defining the counts, we need to count
for each member of the multi-valued perturbation and then take an average. This still defines an
A∞ algebra and it is homotopy equivalent to any one defined using single-valued perturbations,
provided that we work over the rationals. Moreover, for any two critical points xi, xj of Morse
index n− 1, the divisor equation (9.5) holds. For details, see [VWX20, Lemma 5.12]. □

9.4.3. Hochschild cohomology. Now consider the Hochschild cohomology of the A∞ algebra F ♭
b(L).

Proposition 9.26. When L corresponds to a nondegenerate critical point of Wb, one has

HH •(F ♭
b(L)) ∼= ΛQ

where the Hochschild cohomology is generated by the identity 1F♭
b(L).

Proof. We know that the cohomology of F ♭
b(L) is isomorphic to a Clifford algebra over ΛQ. This

proposition follows from Proposition 3.38. □

Remark 9.27. When the bulk-deformation b is convenient, we can formally define the quasimap
Fukaya category as the disjoint union of the A∞ algebras F ♭

b(L) for L corresponding to all critical
points of Wb inside the moment polytope. However, what we need is only the direct sum of these
Hochschild cohomology.

10. Open string theory II. Closed-open maps

In this section, we prove Theorem B. It is the consequence of the following theorem.

Theorem 10.1. Let b be a convenient bulk deformation b.

(1) There is an isomorphism of ΛQ-algebras

COb : VHF b
•(V ; ΛQ) →

⊕
L∈CritXWb

HH •(F ♭
b(L)) ∼= (ΛQ)

CritXWb .

(2) The operator on VHF b
•(V ; ΛZ[i]) defined by the pair-of-pants product with the (bulk-

deformed) first Chern class (see Definition 10.14) has distinct eigenvalues in ΛQ.

Remark 10.2. A closed-open map on the level of Floer cohomology, also in the setting of vortex
Floer theory, was constructed in [WX17b]. The method of using quilted objects to prove the
multiplicative property was learned from Woodward, see [VWX20].

10.1. Moduli spaces for the closed-open map.

10.1.1. Based trees and closed-open domain types. Recall our conventions about trees and ribbon
trees given in the last section. To model curves with spherical components or Floer cylinders,
we consider a broader class of trees called based trees. A based tree is a pair (Γ,Γ) where Γ is
a subtree with a ribbon structure containing the root vroot and adjacent semi-infinite edge. In
a based tree, vertices in VΓ are called a boundary vertex, and other vertices are called interior
vertices. Similarly, an edge is either an interior edge or a boundary edge. A metric based tree
is a based tree Γ together with a metric on its base Γ.

Now specify domains responsible for the definition of the closed-open map on the chain level.
Consider based trees with a distinguished interior vertex at infinity v∞Ham ∈ V∞

Γ \ VΓ. For each
such tree Γ, let vHam ∈ V finite

Γ be the distinguished vertex in the base Γ which is closest to v∞Ham.
We also assume that such trees always have exactly one boundary output vout. We call such a
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tree Γ (with a metric type on the base Γ) a closed-open domain type. We say Γ is minimal if
its base is minimal (see Subsection 9.1), i.e., the base has no finite edges of length zero or infinite

edges. For a minimal Γ, the base Γ has a moduli space MT CO
Γ and universal tree UT CO

Γ . One

also has a compactification (see Section 9.1) denoted by MT CO
Γ .

Given a closed-open domain Γ, a closed-open domain of type Γ is a treed disk C = S ∪ T which
has a distinguished “parametrized component” CHam corresponding to the vertex vHam which has
a nonempty boundary. See Figure 3 for an illustration of a closed-open domain.

Figure 3. A closed-open domain. The component with a cylindrical end is the
component CHam.

We define a type of “mixed equation” on closed-open domains. Fix an admissible bulk-avoiding

pair (Ĥ, Ĵ) for which the bulk-deformed vortex Floer chain complex VCF b
•(Ĥ, Ĵ ; ΛQ) is defined.

Let C = S ∪ T be a closed-open domain with distinguished component CHam. Because there is
at least one boundary output, CHam together with the interior puncture and boundary nodes is
stable. Hence can always identify CHam

∼= D\{0} ∼= (−∞, 0]×S1 and equip it with the cylindrical

metric. Using a cut-off function supported in (−∞,−1], one can homotope the pair (Ĥ, Ĵ) with
the pair (0, JV ) where JV is the standard complex structure on the vector space V ∼= CN , giving

rise to a domain-dependent pair (Ĥz, Ĵz) for z ∈ CHam. Given the above data, we consider tuples(
(uv)v∈VΓ , (xe)e∈EΓ

)
where

(1) For each vertex v belong to the path connecting v∞Ham and vHam (not included), uv =
[uv, ξv, ηv] is a gauge equivalence class of solutions to the vortex equation

∂suv + Xξv + Ĵt(∂tuv + Xηv −XĤt
(uv)) = 0, ∂sηv − ∂tξv + µ(uv) = 0.

(2) For v = vHam, uv = [uv, ξv, ηv] is a gauge equivalence class of solutions to

∂suv + Xξv + Ĵz(∂tuv + Xηv −XĤz
(uv)) = 0, ∂sηv − ∂tξv + µ(uv) = 0. (10.1)

Moreover, uv satisfies the Lagrangian boundary condition

uv(∂CHam) ⊂ L̂. (10.2)

(3) For all other v, uv is a K-orbit of quasidisk with boundary in L̂.
(4) For each edge e ∈ EΓ, xe is a (perturbed) negative gradient line/ray/segment of the Morse

function fL : L→ R.
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(5) These objects must have finite energy and must satisfy the obvious matching condition at
interior and boundary nodes.

The finite energy condition forces the component uv whose domain Cv has the distinguished input

v∞Ham to converge to an equivariant 1-periodic orbit of Ĥ. Given a closed-open domain type Γ, a
closed-open map type over Γ, denoted by Γ, consists of topological types of objects for each
component. A closed-open map type is called essential if there is no interior node and all finite
boundary edges have positive length and there is no breaking.

10.1.2. Transversality. Given a closed-open domain type Γ, a domain-dependent perturbation
consists of a domain-dependent smooth function fΓ depending on positions on the universal tree

UT Γ and a domain-dependent almost complex structure ĴCO depending only on positions on the
component CHam

∼= (−∞, 0]× S1. In other words, we keep using the standard complex structure
over disk components without interior marked point. As before, the perturbation function fΓ also

depends on a function n⃗ : V finite
Γ \ {vHam} → Z≥0. To achieve transversality, one can first fix ĴCO

which is equal to the given Ĵt near −∞.

Next we need to extend the perturbation we have chosen to define the (bulk-deformed) quasimap
A∞ algebra of L. Notice that for any closed-open domain type Γ, the base Γ has a distinguished
finite vertex vHam. The tree Γ degenerates to another tree Π which has an unbroken component
Π′ that does not contain the distinguished vertex. For such unbroken components Π′, the domain-
dependent perturbation has been chosen as before to define the A∞ structure. Hence we look for
a system of domain-dependent perturbations

PCO
Γ,n⃗ : UT Γ → C∞(L)

which respect similar conditions as Definition 9.6. We omit the complete definition here. Moreover,
we require that, once Γ has an unbroken component Γ′ which does not contain vHam, the
perturbation on this component agrees with the existing one chosen before.

Now we consider relevant moduli spaces. Given a closed-open map type Γ. Let n⃗ : V finite
Γ \

{vHam} → Z≥0 be the function whose value on v is half of the Maslov index of the disk class βv
contained in the data Γ. The moduli space MCO

Γ is the space of solutions to the mixed equation

described above for the complex structure Ĵz in (10.1), and the negative gradient flow equation
with the Morse function fL perturbed by PCO

Γ,n⃗ . Then as before, one can find a coherent family of
perturbations making all such moduli spaces regular. We omit the details.

Furthermore, one can incorporate the perturbations used for defining the homotopy units. For
this we allow that the inputs of an closed-open domain type to be weighted or unweighted and
require similar properties of perturbations on domains with weighted inputs as in Subsection 9.4

(the almost complex structure ĴCO is independent of the weighting parameters ρ).

10.2. The closed-open map. Having regularized all relevant moduli spaces, we define the
relevant counts for the closed-open maps. A closed-open map type Γ is called essential if it is
stable, has no breakings and no sphere bubbles, no boundary edges of length zero. Given a k + 1-
tuple of generators x = (x1, . . . , xk;x∞)9, an equivariant 1-periodic orbit x of the bulk-avoiding

Hamiltonian Ĥ and a disk class β, denote by

MCO
β (x,x)i, i = 0, 1

the union of moduli spaces MCO
Γ of essential closed-open map types Γ whose boundary in-

puts/output are labelled by x, whose (only) interior input v∞Ham is labeled by x, and whose total

9Notice that among x1, . . . , xk some of them could be the weighted element f .
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disk class is β, and whose virtual dimension is i. Given E ≥ 0, let

MCO
β (x,x)≤Ei ⊂ MCO

β (x,x)i

be the subset of configurations whose (analytic) energy is at most E.

It is standard to prove the following theorem.

Theorem 10.3. (1) MCO
β (x,x)i is an oriented topological manifold of dimension i.

(2) For all E ≥ 0, MCO
β (x,x)≤E0 is a finite set.

(3) For all E ≥ 0, MCO
β (x,x)≤E1 is compact up to at most one 1) interior breaking, 2)

boundary breaking, 3) bubbling of holomorphic disks, or 4) the length of a finite boundary
edge shrinks to zero.

(4) By the standard gluing construction and identifying fake boundary strata, one can com-
pactify the 1-dimensional moduli space to MCO

β (x,x)1 which is an oriented topological
1-manifold with boundary whose cut-off at any energy level E is compact.

Now given a local system y, denote the brane with this local system by L = (L,y). We define a
count

nCO
L,b(β, x,x) =

∑
[u]∈MCO

β (x,x)0

exp

 N∑
j=1

log cj [u] ∩ Vj

TE(β)y∂βϵ([u]) ∈ ΛQ

where b =
∑N
j=1 log cjVj . By Gromov compactness one has the following result.

Lemma 10.4. nCO
L,b(β, x,x) converges in ΛQ.

Then define a sequence of linear map

C̃OnL,b : VCF b
•(V ; ΛQ) → HomΛQ

(
F+

b (L)⊗n,F+
b (L)

)
, n = 0, 1, . . .

by

C̃OnL,b(x)(xn, . . . , x1) =
∑
x∞

nCO
L,b(x,x)x∞

and linear extension.

We use the canonical weakly bounding cochain bL to turn it into a chain map. Define

COnL,b : VCF b
•(V ; ΛQ) → HomΛQ

(
F+

b (L)⊗n,F+
b (L)

)
, n = 0, 1, . . .

by

COnL,b(x)(xn, . . . , x1) =
∑

ln,...,l0

C̃On+l0+···+ln
L,b

bL, . . . , bL︸ ︷︷ ︸
ln

, xn, · · · , x1, bL, . . . , bL︸ ︷︷ ︸
l0

 .

The whole sequence {COnL,b}n=0,... is then a linear map

COL,b : VCF b
•(V ; ΛQ) → CC•(F+

b (L)).

Proposition 10.5. COL,b is a chain map.

Proof. We analyze the boundary of 1-dimensional moduli spaces MCO
β (x, x)1. Given any map

type Γ contributing to this moduli space, the true boundaries of MCO
Γ consists of configurations

where either there is exactly one interior breaking (at an equivariant 1-periodic orbit) or exactly
one boundary breaking (see Figure 4).
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Figure 4. True boundaries of a 1-dimensional moduli space. The pictures
represent the case when the weakly bounding cochain is zero and the insertions
are all variables of the Hochschild cochains. One can draw the picture for general
cases by arbitrarily inserting weakly bounding cochains on the boundary.

The configurations with interior breakings contribute to the composition COL,b ◦ δVCF (the upper
left in Figure 4). On the other hand, there are three types of configurations with boundary
breakings, described as follows.

(1) The first (corresponding to the upper right in Figure 4) is where the breaking separates
off a treed disk with no interior puncture or boundary insertions except for an arbitrary
number of the weakly bounding cochain b. As we have∑

k≥0

m+
k (b, . . . , b) =Wbe

+.

Such configuration contributes by a multiple of the counting of a closed-open moduli
space with a boundary insertion e+, which vanishes by the forgetful property of the
perturbation.

(2) The second (corresponding to the lower left in Figure 4) is where the interior puncture and
the output are separated by the breaking. This kind of broken configuration contributes
to the Gersternhaber product m♭ ◦ COL,b(−) (up to a sign).

(3) The third (corresponding to the lower right in Figure 4) is where the interior puncture
and the output are not separated by the breaking. This kind of broken configuration
contributes to the Gernstenhaber product COL,b(−) ◦m♭ (up to a sign).
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Therefore, up to sign verifications which we skip here, COL,b is a chain map. □

Standard TQFT type argument shows that up to chain homotopy the closed-open map is

well-defined, i.e., independent of the pair (Ĥ, Ĵ) defining the vortex Floer chain complex and
independent of the choice of all relevant perturbations.

There is another map on the cohomology level which we also need. Namely, if we do not use any
boundary inputs, by counting treed vortices over closed-open domains one can obtain a linear map

CO0
L,b : VHF b

•(V ; ΛQ) → QHF •
b(L; ΛQ). (10.3)

It was firstly defined in [WX17b] in a slightly different way. Here we can easily generalize to
the bulk-deformed case. Moreover, this map sends the identity 1GLSM

b to the identity in the
Lagrangian Floer cohomology.

Summing over all Floer-nontrivial Lagrangian branes, we define the closed-open map

COb :=
⊕

L∈CritXWb

COL,b : VHF b
•(V ; ΛQ) →

⊕
L∈CritXWb

HH •(F+
b (L)).

10.3. The closed-open map is multiplicative. Now we establish the following important
property of the closed-open map.

Theorem 10.6. The map COL,b is multiplicative and maps the unit to the unit.

We use an analogue of “quilted” moduli spaces to prove the multiplicativity, in the same way as
in [VWX20, Section 3.6].

Definition 10.7 (Balanced marked disks and balanced treed disks).

(1) A stable marked disk S ∼= D with two interior markings z′, z′′ ∈ IntS and k + 1 boundary
markings z = (z0, . . . , zk) is called balanced if z′, z′′, z0 lies on a circle in D tangent to
∂D at z0.

(2) A treed disk with two interior leaves z′, z′′, k boundary inputs and one boundary output
is called balanced if the following conditions are satisfied.
(a) z′, z′′ are contained in the same spherical component.
(b) If z′, z′′ are contained in the same disk component Sv. Let z

′
0 ∈ ∂Sv be the boundary

node connecting Sv to the output. Then (Sv, z
′, z′′, z′0) is a balanced marked disk.

(c) If z′, z′′ are contained in two different disk components, Sv′ and Sv′′ respectively.
Let e1, . . . , el be the unique path connecting v′ and v′′ in the tree, then

l∑
i=1

±l(ei) = 0

where the sign is positive resp. negative if the edge ei is oriented toward resp. against
the output. We call the unique path e1, . . . , el the bridge.

Consider any stable domain type Γ with two interior inputs, k boundary inputs and one boundary
output. Consider the moduli space Mbalanced

Γ of balanced treed disks of type Γ. The list of
codimension one boundary strata is different from the unbalanced case, as the balanced condition
cuts down the dimension by 1. See Figure 5.

Notice that a real boundary Mbalanced
Π ⊂ ∂Mbalanced

Γ could be the product of several other moduli
spaces whose types may have either one interior input or zero interior inputs. We have chosen
surface metrics with cylindrical ends for stable closed-open domains (with one interior inputs);
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ρ = −1 ρ = 0 ρ = 1

Figure 5. The moduli space of balanced treed disks with two interior inputs
and one boundary inputs. This moduli space is parametrized by one variable
ρ ∈ [−1, 1].

hence we can extend the choices to a family of surface metrics with cylindrical ends for the moduli
space of stable closed-open domains with two interior inputs. We omit the details.

Now we can consider the following mixed equation for domains with two interior cylindrical

ends. Choose two bulk-avoiding admissible pairs (Ĥ ′
t, Ĵ

′
t) and (Ĥ ′′

t , Ĵ
′′
t ). Turn on the Hamiltonian

perturbation on cylindrical ends. Consider the mixed equation similar to that for the closed-open
map. We can extend the existing perturbation to this new type of moduli spaces to achieve
transversality.

Proof of Theorem 10.6. Choose two Floer cycles x1 and x2. We only need to show that

COb(x1 ∗b x2)− COb(x1) ⋆ COb(x2) ∈ ImδCC . (10.4)

As one can choose perfect Morse functions on toric manifolds, we can assume that x1 and x2 are
two single equivariant 1-periodic orbits.

Consider 1-dimensional moduli spaces of treed disks with two cylindrical ends labelled by x1 and
x2 and arbitrary boundary output x∞ and inputs

bL, . . . , bL︸ ︷︷ ︸
jk

, xk, · · · , x1, bL, . . . , bL︸ ︷︷ ︸
j0

.

We call xk, . . . , x1 regular inputs. Consider the true boundaries of such moduli spaces. a priori
There are five types of them, listed as below. We count their contributions (weighted by the bulk
deformation), whose sum should be zero.

(1) Breaking of Floer cylinders at one interior input. As x1 and x2 are cycles, the contribution
of this type of boundary points is zero.

(2) Two cylindrical ends merge together to form a pair of pants. The contribution of this
type of boundary is

COb(x1 ∗b x2).
(3) One boundary edge not belonging to the bridge breaks and the piece broken off is not a

disk without regular input. The contribution of this type of boundary is a Hochschild
coboundary.

(4) One boundary edge not belonging to the bridge breaks and the piece broken off is a disk
without regular input. The broken off piece sums to a multiple of the strict unit e+L. By
the property of the perturbation data, the contribution of this type of boundary is zero.
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(5) A pair of boundary edges belonging to the bridge break. The contribution of this type of
boundary is the Yoneda product

COb(x1) ⋆ COb(x2).

Therefore, one obtains (10.4).

Now we prove the unitality. By the choice of the small bulk deformation, the Hochschild cohomology
of the quasimap Fukaya category is semisimple and splits as the direct sum of 1-dimensional
pieces. Moreover, each piece is the Hochschild cohomology of the A∞ algebra F+

b (L), which is
linearly spanned by the identity. Hence we only need to prove that the linear map (10.3) sends

the identity 1GLSM
b ∈ VCF b

•(V ; ΛQ) to the identity element of QHF b(L). This verification can be

found in [WX17b, Theorem 6.11] (this verification does not need to consider the homotopy unit
and weakly bounding cochains). □

10.4. The Kodaira–Spencer map. To prove the first item of Theorem 10.1, it remains to show
that the closed-open map is a linear isomorphism. Proposition 9.18 shows that the domain and
the codomain of COb have the same rank

dimΛQ
VHF b

•(V ; ΛQ) = dimH•(X) = #CritXWb.

Hence we only need to show that COb is either injective or surjective.

Following [FOOO16], we define another closed-open type map which we call the Kodaira–Spencer
map at b, denoted by

ksb : ΛQ[z1, . . . , zN ] → (ΛQ)
CritXWb .

It is formally the derivative of the bulk-deformed potential function taken at the bulk b evaluated
at critical points of the Morse function. We only need to use the standard complex structure to
define this map.

10.4.1. Moduli spaces of quasidisks with tangency conditions. We go toward the definition of the
Kodaira–Spencer map. Fix a Lagrangian L = L(u) for a moment. Let I = (α1, . . . , αN ) be a
multiindex of nonnegative integers, which defines a monomial

zI = zα1
1 · · · zαN

N .

Consider a holomorphic disk u : (D, ∂D) → (V, L̂), which can be classified by Theorem 9.3. We
write u = (u1, . . . , uN ) in coordinates. We say that u satisfies the I-tangency condition at z ∈ IntD
if ui vanishes to the order of αi at z, for all i = 1, . . . , N . In particular, when αi = 0, there is no
restriction to ui. Given a multiindex I and a disk class β, denote the moduli space of quasidisks

with boundary in L̂ (with one output) satisfying the I-tangency condition at the origin by

Mqd
I,1(β).

Its virtual dimension is

dimvirMqd
I,1(β) = n+m(β)− 2|I| − 2.

Remark 10.8. We can put the above moduli space into an infinitely dimensional Banach space
where we can specify the tangency conditions for arbitrary maps with sufficiently high regularity.
For example, using the setup of Cieliebak–Mohnke [CM07, Section 6]. Hence we can examine
whether the moduli space of quasididks subject to tangency conditions is regular or not.

Proposition 10.9. Suppose β =
∑N
j=1 djβj with dj ∈ Z. Then dimMqd

I,1(β) ̸= ∅ only if dj ≥ αj

for all j. Moreover, the moduli space Mqd
I,1(β) is smooth and the evaluation map at the boundary

marking is a submersion.
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Proof. By Theorem 9.3, the j-th coordinate of the map u of the form (9.1) needs to vanish at
least to the order αj at the origin. Hence dj ≥ αj .

To prove the regularity of the moduli space Mqd
I,1(β), one only needs to prove the regularity of the

corresponding moduli space of holomorphic disks in V with boundary in L̂ (before quotienting
the K-action) as the K-action is free. Since the complex structure on V ∼= CN is the standard
one, and the tangency condition is imposed on each coordinate independently, one only needs to
prove the Fredholm regularity for the N = 1 case. In this case, we consider holomorphic disks in
C with boundary contained in the unit circle, which also vanish to a given order k at the origin.
Choose p > 2 and m sufficiently large, so that one has the Sobolev embedding Wm,p ↪→ Ck in
dimension two.

Now fix the disk class β. Consider the Banach space W (β) of maps from (D, ∂D) to (C, S1)
of regularity Wm+1,p. Let W0(β) ⊂ W (β) be the subspace of maps which vanish at 0 to the
order k + 1. Let E(β) →W (β) be the Banach space bundle, whose fiber over u is the space of
(0, 1)-forms of regularity Wm,p, and let E0(β) ⊂ E(β) be the subbundle of those forms which
vanish at 0 to the order k. Suppose u0 : D → C is a holomorphic disk in W0(β). Then there is a
commutative diagram (see [CM07, Section 6])

Tu0
W (β)

F // E(β)|u0

Tu0
W0(β)

F0

//

OO

E0(β)|u0

OO

where F resp. F0 is the standard Cauchy–Riemann operator, restricted to corresponding Banach
spaces. One needs to prove that F0 is surjective. Notice that by Cho–Oh’s theorem [CO06,
Theorem 6.1], F is surjective. Hence for each η0 ∈ E0(β)|u0

, there exists ξ ∈ Tu0
W (β) such that

F (ξ) = η0. One only needs to modify ξ to some ξ0 ∈ Tu0
W0(β) with F (ξ) = F (ξ0). Indeed, as u0

vanishes up to order k + 1 at the origin, the disk class β, which is only the degree of the map u0,
is at least k + 1. Then by the Blaschke formula (9.1), one can easily deform u0 by k + 1-jet data.
Such deformations are in the kernel of F . Hence we can obtain the desired ξ0. This proves the
Fredholm regularity of the moduli spaces.

The fact that the evaluation map at the output is a submersion onto L follows easily from the
Blaschke formula. □

10.4.2. The derivative of the potential. Now we can define the Kodaira–Spencer map. For each
critical point L ∈ CritXWb (lying inside the moment polytope), we will define a linear map

k̃sL,b : ΛQ[z1, . . . , zN ] → QCF+
• (L; ΛQ)

using the counts of certain zero-dimensional moduli spaces. It will turn out that the value of this
map is always a multiple of the unique maximum eL = xmax ∈ CritfL, hence descends to a map

k̃sL,b : ΛQ[z1, . . . , zN ] → QHF b
•(L; ΛQ).

We define the coefficients to be ksL,b, i.e.,

k̃sL,b(z
I) = ksL,b(z

I)[eL].

We first fix a multiindex I = (α1, . . . , αN ). Denote

βI = α1β1 + · · ·+ αNβN ∈ H2(V, L̂).



84 SHAOYUN BAI AND GUANGBO XU

For each disk class β ∈ H2(V, L̂) and each critical point x ∈ CritfL(u) of the Morse function
fL(u) : L(u) → R, consider the moduli space

Mqd
I,1(β;x)

where we require that the output converges to the critical point x. Proposition 10.9 implies that
this moduli space is regular. Moreover,

Mqd
I,1(β;x) ̸= ∅ and dimMqd

I,1(β;x) = 0 =⇒ β = βI and x = xmax.

Moreover, in this case, the moduli space has exactly one point because of the Blaschke formula.
We count the unique element weighted by the bulk deformation and the local system.

Remark 10.10. A priori we should consider treed holomorphic disks with one boundary output
and one interior marking with certain tangency condition. It is similar to the case of proving that
m0 is a multiple of eL that one can prove for zero-dimensional moduli spaces, only those treed
disks with one disk component contribute.

The count of the above moduli spaces (with a single point) defines the Kodaira–Spencer map.
More explicitly, define

k̃sL,b : ΛQ[z1, . . . , zN ] → QHF •
b(L; ΛQ)

by

k̃sL,b(z
I) = bITE(βI)y∂β

I

[eL] = ksL,b(z
I)[eL].

Here for b =
∑N
j=1 log cjVj , the notation bI denotes the quantity

cα1
1 · · · cαN

N ,

which is the exponential of the intersection number between the above unique quasidisk in

Mqd
I,1(β

I ;xmax) and the bulk b.

The Kodaira–Spencer map takes a very simple form. Recall that we have written

Wb =Wb,1 + · · ·+Wb,N = c1W1 + · · ·+ cNWN .

Proposition 10.11. For each multiindex I, one has

ksb(z
I) =W I

b :=Wα1

b,1 · · ·WαN

b,N . (10.5)

Proof. The calculation is carried out in a straightforward way. The area of a disk in class βI is

E(βI) = α1l1(u) + · · ·+ αN lN (u).

The contribution of the local system is

y∂β
I

=

N∏
j=1

(y
vj,1
1 · · · yvj,nn )αj .

Hence the formula (10.5) follows. □

Define the Kodaira–Spencer map by

ksb :=
⊕

L∈CritXWb

ksL,b.

Theorem 10.12. The Kodaira–Spencer map ksb is surjective.
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Proof. By [FOOO11, Lemma 3.12], the monomials W1, . . . ,WN generate (over the ring Λ0,Q) the
ring

ΛP0 ⟨⟨y±1 , . . . , y±n ⟩⟩
which is a ring of formal Laurent series satisfying a particular valuation condition determined by
the moment polytope P . Let η1, . . . ,ηs be the critical points of Wb inside the moment polytope.
Using the notion of convergent Novikov field Λconv

Q
, we see that for T = t being a sufficiently small

nonzero complex number, ηt1, . . . ,η
t
s are distinct points in (C∗)n. Then there exist s complex

Laurent polynomials

F1, . . . , Fs ∈ C[y1, . . . , yn, y
−1
1 , . . . , y−1

n ]

such that the matrix [Fa(η
t
b)]1≤a,b≤s is invertible. Regard F1, . . . , Fs as Laurent polynomials with

Novikov coefficients, we see the determinant of the matrix

det [Fa(ηb)]1≤a,b≤s ̸= 0 ∈ ΛQ.

The above is still true if we replace Fa by TAFa for any A ∈ R. On the other hand, for A
sufficiently large, TAFa ∈ ΛP0 ⟨⟨y±1 , . . . , y±n ⟩⟩. This implies that, the restriction of ksb to the
finite-dimensional subspace spanned by TAFa is subjective due to the generation property of the
monomials W1, . . . ,WN . Hence ksb is also surjective. □

10.5. A quantum Kirwan map. The set of small bulk-deformations is contained in the larger
set of equivariant cohomology upstairs. Classically, there is the Kirwan map

κclassical : H•
K(V ) → H•(X).

In principle, by incorporating vortices one can define a quantization of the Kirwan map. This has
been pursued by Ziltener [Zil14] in the symplectic setting and worked out by Woodward [Woo15]
in the algebraic setting. Here we define a variant of the quantum Kirwan map, denoted by

κb : ΛZ[i][z1, . . . , zN ] → VHF b
•(V ; ΛZ[i]) (10.6)

such that the image of the unit 1 is the identity 1GLSM
b .

We define the above map by imposing tangency conditions at the origin of the cigar. Fix a regular

bulk-avoiding admissible pair (Ĥ∞, Ĵ∞) which defines a bulk-deformed vortex Floer complex

VHF b
•(Ĥ, Ĵ ; ΛZ[i]). Consider a domain-dependent almost complex structure Ĵ (resp. Hamiltonian

perturbation Ĥ) parametrized by points on the cigar Σcigar ∼= C which is equal to the standard

almost complex structure ĴV (resp. vanishes) in a specified neighborhood of 0 ∈ Σcigar and which

agrees with Ĵ∞ (resp. Ĥ∞) near infinity. Consider the vortex equation with the data (Ĥ, Ĵ) on
the cigar. Any finite energy solution should converge to a critical point of AH∞ . Moreover, as the
almost complex structure is standard near 0, one can impose the tangency condition corresponding
to I at the origin. Such a tangency condition is gauge invariant. Then for each critical point
x ∈ CritAH∞ , there is a moduli space

Mcigar
I (x) ⊂ Mcigar(x).

By using domain-dependent perturbations, one can achieve transversality for such a moduli space.
Then one has

dimMcigar
I (x) = dimMcigar(x)− 2|I|.
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On the other hand, as the Hamiltonian is bulk-avoiding, each solution has well-defined topological
intersection numbers with Vj . Then define

κb(z
I) =

∑
x

dimMcigar
I

(x)=0

 ∑
[u]∈Mcigar

I (x)

 N∏
j=1

c
[u]∩Vi

j

 ϵ([u])

 x.

Theorem 10.13 (Properties of the bulk-deformed quantum Kirwan map).

(1) The element κb(z
I) is a legitimate element of VCF b

•(Ĥ∞, Ĵ∞; ΛZ[i]) and is ∂b-closed.
Moreover, its homology class is independent of the choice of perturbation and its corre-
sponding element in VHF b

•(V ; ΛZ[i]) is well-defined.

(2) κb(1) = 1GLSM
b .

Proof. The first conclusion follows from the standard argument and the second one follows from
the definition of 1GLSM

b . □

We define another element in the vortex Floer homology which can be viewed as the first Chern
class in the bulk-deformed Hamiltonian Floer homology, or the image of thee first Chern class
under the bulk-deformed PSS map. Recall that the first Chern class of a toric manifold is
naturally represented by the union of toric divisors. Upstairs, they are the union of all coordinate
hyperplanes.

Definition 10.14. The b-deformed first Chern class is the element

κb(z1 + · · ·+ zN ) ∈ VHF b
•(V ; ΛZ[i])

Denote the operator on VHF b
•(V ; ΛZ[i]) defined by the pair-of-pants product with the b-deformed

first Chern class by

Eb : VHF b
•(V ; ΛZ[i]) → VHF b

•(V ; ΛZ[i]). (10.7)

10.6. The commutative diagram. We prove the following proposition.

Proposition 10.15. When the bulk deformation b is convenient, the following diagram commutes.

ΛQ[z1, . . . , zN ]
ksb //

κb

��

(ΛQ)
CritXWb

��

VHF b(V ; ΛQ) COb

//
⊕

L∈CritXWb

HH•(F ♭
b(L))

(10.8)

Here the right vertical arrow is the natural identification induced by the individual isomorphisms
HH •(F ♭

b(L)) ∼= ΛQ.

Proof. We turn on Hamiltonian perturbations on disks to construct a homotopy between the
Kodaira–Spencer map and the closed-open map composed with the quantum Kirwan map. Fix a
critical point ofWb lying in the interior of the moment polytope with the corresponding Lagrangian
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brane L = (L(u),y). We claim that the following diagram commutes.

ΛQ[z1, . . . , zN ]
k̃sL,b

//

κb

��

QHF •
b(L; ΛQ)

��

VHF b(V ; ΛQ)
CO0

L,b

// QHF •
b(L; ΛQ)

(10.9)

Once this is established, it follow that the image CO0
L,b ◦ κb is contained in the line spanned by

the identity element of QHF •
b(L; ΛQ). Hence on the chain level, one has

CO0
L,b(κb(z

I))− ksL,b(z
I)e+L ∈ Im(m♭

1).

As the Hochschild cohomology of L is spanned by the identity element, it follows that the diagram
(10.8) also commutes.

Now we prove that (10.9) commutes. Consider closed-open domains with one interior marking.
Define a 1-parameter family of equations parametrized by ν ∈ [0, 1] such that when ν = 0, the
equation is the quasidisk equation with tangency condition at the marking. When ν is positive,
we stretch a neighborhood of the interior marking and turn on a Hamiltonian perturbation by

a bulk-avoiding pair (Ĥ, Ĵ). We always require the tangency condition at the interior marking.
As for boundary insertions, we only allow the boundary inputs to be labelled by the canonical
weakly bounding cochain bL, while the boundary output can be labelled by any critical point of
fL. We can consider such moduli spaces with the tangency condition corresponding to multiindex
I, total disk class β, and the output labelled by x ∈ CritfL.

One can use similar arguments as before to regularize relevant moduli spaces using perturbations
which naturally extend existing perturbations defining the A∞ structure, the closed-open map,
and the quantum Kirwan map. Then by counting elements in zero-dimensional moduli spaces,
one can define a linear map

RL : ΛQ[z1, . . . , zN ] → QCF •(L; ΛQ) ⊂ QCF •(L; ΛQ)
+.

Now we consider boundaries of 1-dimensional moduli spaces. There are the following types of
boundary strata.

(1) The boundary at ν = 0. This side of the boundary consists of points in zero-dimensional
moduli spaces used to define the Kodaira–Spencer map. The contribution of these

boundary points is equal to k̃sL,b.
(2) The boundary at ν = 1. This side of the boundary consists of configurations having

exactly one interior breaking at certain equivariant 1-periodic orbit of the Hamiltonian Ĥ.
As the perturbation extends the perturbations chosen for the closed-open map and the
quantum Kirwan map, the contribution of these boundary points is equal to

CO0
L,b ◦ κb.

(3) Boundary points at ν ∈ (0, 1). These configurations have exactly one boundary breakings.
There are two possibilities. First, the interior puncture and the boundary output are in
the same unbroken component. In this case, the other unbroken component is a treed
quasidisk with only boundary insertions being the canonical weakly bounding cochain
bL. As the perturbation satisfies the forgetful property when one input is unweighted
(the strict unit e+), the contribution of this kind of boundary points is zero. Second, the



88 SHAOYUN BAI AND GUANGBO XU

interior puncture and the boundary output are in two different unbroken component. The
contribution of such configurations is

m♭
1(RL(z

I))

which is exact.

Therefore, it follows that on the chain level, one has

k̃sL,b(z
I)− CO0

L,b(κb(z
I)) ∈ Im(m♭

1).

Hence on the cohomology level the diagram (10.9) commutes. □

Because the Kodaira–Spencer map is surjective, this finishes the proof of item (1) of Theorem
10.1.

10.7. Quantum multiplication by the first Chern class. Now we prove item (2) of Theorem
10.1. We prove the following theorem.

Theorem 10.16. When b is a convenient small bulk deformation, the operator Eb on VHF b
•(V ; ΛQ)

has an eigenspace decomposition

VHF b
•(V ; ΛQ) =

⊕
L∈CritX(Wb)

VHF b
•(V ; ΛQ)Wb(L).

Proof. By item (1) of Theorem 10.1, VHF b
•(V ; ΛQ) is semisimple. Hence Eb is diagonalizable,

and let the eigenvalues be λ1, . . . , λm. Now take an eigenvalue λ = λi and a critical point
L = (L(u),y) ∈ CritXWb. We consider the restriction of CO0

L,b : VHF b
•(V ; ΛQ) → QHF •

b(L; ΛQ)
to the λ-eigenspace. We prove that this map is nonzero only when λ coincides with the critical
value. Consider closed-open domains with two interior markings, one boundary output, and
arbitrarily many boundary inputs (to be labelled by the canonical weakly bounding cochain of
L). We distinguish the two interior markings. The first one is vHam, which will be labelled by
an equivariant 1-periodic orbit. The second one is denoted by vChern, which will be labelled by
components of the equivariant toric divisor. Given any such closed-open domain C = S ∪ T
where S is the surface part and T is the tree part, the marking corresponding to vHam becomes a
puncture while the marking corresponding to vChern is denoted by zChern ∈ IntS.

We would like to include one more constraints on the position of vChern. In the same way as
defining the closed-open map, there is a distinguished component CHam of such domains C = S∪T .
Because the domain C has a distinguished output, we can identify CHam with D \ {0} canonically
such that the boundary node on CHam leading towards the output is the point 1 ∈ S1 ∼= ∂D.
Define the offset angle of zChern as follows.

(1) If zChern is in a cylindrical component, it does not have an offset angle.
(2) If zChern is on CHam

∼= D \ {0}, then the offset angle is the angular coordinate of zChern.
(3) If zChern is not on CHam or any cylindrical component, then there is a unique boundary

node on CHam connecting CHam to zChern. The offset angle is the angular coordinate of
this boundary node.

We fix θ ∈ S1 \ {1} and only consider closed-open domains described as above such that the offset
angle of zChern is equal to θ or does not have an offset angle. Consider the same equation defining
the closed-open maps on such domains with possibly different perturbation data, where on the

cylindrical end one has the Hamiltonian perturbation by a regular bulk-avoiding pair (Ĥ, Ĵ), and
along the boundary one imposes the Lagrangian boundary condition from L.
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We analyze the true boundaries of 1-dimensional such moduli spaces. We assume that the cylin-
drical end is labelled by a cycle a in VCF b

•(V ; ΛQ). The true boundary components corresponding
to configurations which have exactly one breaking, either an interior one or a boundary one. See
Figure 6.

θ θ

θ

θ

Figure 6. Boundary of 1-dimensional moduli spaces with one special interior marking.

(1) The breaking is interior and the special marking zChern is not on a cylindrical component.
The sum of this kind of contributions is zero as the interior input is a cycle. Note that as
we are counting treed holomorphic disks, the line segment connecting the component on
which zChern lies and CHam is not meant to be a breaking.

(2) The breaking is boundary at the offset angle 1 ∈ S1 (which is different from θ) hence
separates CHam and the output. The sum of this kind of configuration is a coboundary in
QCF b(L), which is zero in cohomology.

(3) The breaking is boundary at an offset angle different from 1 ∈ S1 and θ hence does not
separate CHam and the output. The disk bubble contributes to a multiple of the strict
unit e+L. Hence by the forgetful property of the perturbation data, the contribution of
such configurations is zero.

(4) The breaking is boundary at the specified offset angle θ which separates the special marking
zChern and the component CHam. The disk bubble always has Maslov index 2, hence the
interior constraint imposed at zChern gives a factor 1. Hence the disk bubble contributes
to Wb(L)e+L. However, as the offset angle is fixed, there are such rigid configurations, and
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the counting is equal to
Wb(L) · CO0

L,b(a).

(5) The breaking is interior and the special marking zChern is on the cylindrical component
that breaks off. This kind of configuration contributes to

CO0
L,b(Eb(a)) = λ · CO0

L,b(a),

due to the appearance of the pair-of-pants product in the upper component.

The analysis above shows that in cohomology, one has

λ · CO0
L,b(a) =Wb(L) · CO0

L,b(a).

Hence if λ ̸=Wb(L), the map CO0
L,b vanishes on this eigenspace.

On the other hand, the linear map⊕
L∈CritXWb

CO0
L,b : VHF b

•(V ; ΛQ) →
⊕

L∈CritXWb

QHF •
b(L; ΛQ)

is injective, because when we take the component generated by the identity elements ofQHF •
b(L; ΛQ),

it descends to the isomorphism COb onto the direct sum of the Hochschild cohomology. Therefore,
one has

Spec(Eb) ⊂Wb(CritXWb). (10.10)

On the other hand, for each critical point L ∈ CritX(Wb), the closed-open map CO0
L,b is unital

hence nonzero. This implies that WL,b ∈ Λ is also an eigenvalue of Eb. Hence (10.10) is an
identity. As when b is convenient, all critical values are distinct, it follows that all eigenspaces of
Eb are 1-dimensional. □
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[CK20] Ionuţ Ciocan-Fontaine and Bumsig Kim, Quasimap wall-crossing and mirror symmetry, Publications
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