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De Rham theory of exploded manifolds

BRETT PARKER

This paper extends de Rham theory of smooth manifolds to exploded manifolds.
Included are versions of Stokes’ theorem, de Rham cohomology, Poincaré duality,
and integration along the fiber. The resulting de Rham cohomology theory of exploded
manifolds is used in a separate paper (arXiv:1102.0158) to define Gromov—Witten
invariants of exploded manifolds.
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1 Introduction

The goal of this paper is to describe a version of de Rham cohomology for exploded
manifolds which extends de Rham cohomology for smooth manifolds. At first glance the
most natural extension of de Rham cohomology would be to take the complex of smooth
or C®! differential forms on an exploded manifold with the usual differential d.
Unfortunately, this naive extension does not have good properties — for example, in
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2 Brett Parker

a smooth connected family of exploded manifolds, the cohomology defined this way
might change. Moreover, the tools of integration and Poincaré duality are not available
for this naive extension.

Instead, we shall use a subcomplex Q*(B) of C°! differential forms on B, defined
below in Definition 1.2. In the case that B is a smooth manifold, 2*(B) is the usual
complex of smooth differential forms. We shall show in Section 11 that the cohomology
H*(B) does not change in connected families of exploded manifolds. (This fact is
nontrivial to prove because families of exploded manifolds are not always locally
trivial.) As suggested by the names of the sections of this paper, many of the standard
tools of de Rham cohomology still apply for Q*(B).

From now on, some knowledge of the definitions and notation from my paper [3] shall
be necessary to understand this paper. Recall that coordinates on R” x Tp' are given by

XxjiR'XTP >R for 1<j<n and Z: TP —-C*® for1<i<m.

Smooth or C%! differential one-forms on R” x Tp' are given by smooth or C 1
functions times dx; and the real and imaginary parts of Zi_l dZz;. These differential
forms are not ideal for de Rham cohomology, as even compactly supported forms may
not have finite integral.

Example 1.1 (a compactly supported form with infinite integral) T 11 =T, [%),oo)m
has a single coordinate
5T — C*¢l0:00)

Consider the two-form o given by the wedge product of the real and imaginary parts
of Z71d%. Over any tropical point t¢ € T ! in the tropical part of T, there is a C*
worth of points corresponding to a choice of coefficient ¢ of Z = ¢t4. On the C* worth
of points over each tropical point of T!, the two-form « is a nonzero C*—invariant
volume form, so by any straightforward_deﬁnition of integration,  should have infinite
integral. Similarly, if & is multiplied by any continuous function f: T,! — R which
is nonzero when [Z] = 0, the integral of f« is again infinite. This is because fo
restricted to the C* worth of points over any point in (0,00) C T is a nonzero
C*—invariant volume form, and hence has infinite integral. o

Recall that
0 ifa>0,
c ifa=0

fet#] = {
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De Rham theory of exploded manifolds 3

and that the topology on T is a non-Hausdorff topology in which every open subset
is the pullback of some open subset in C under the map [Z]: T,! — C. It follows that
fa may be compactly supported and still have infinite integral.

There are several possible fixes to this problem — we shall consider forms which do
not contain the real part of Ei_ld Z; where it is an obstacle to integration. In particular,
we shall require that our differential forms vanish on integral vectors, which are the
vectors v such that v/ is an integer times f for all exploded functions f. (For
example, the integral vectors on T! are integers times the real part of 2Z(d/d%)
wherever [Z] =0.)

For Stokes’ theorem to work out correctly, we shall also require the following condition:
given any map f: T (})’oo) — B, we shall assume that our differential forms vanish on
all of the vectors in the image of 7'f.

As an example to see that some restriction is necessary for Stokes’ theorem to hold,
consider a compactly supported form 6 on T 11 given by the imaginary part of s laz
multiplied by a smooth, compactly supported function f whichis 1 when [Z] = 0.
Then the integral of df over T is 27 rather than 0.

Definition 1.2 Let % (B) be the vector space of C°! differential k—forms # on B
such that

(i) for all integral vectors v, the differential form 6 vanishes on v, and

(ii) for all maps f: T, (}),oo) — B, the differential form 6 vanishes on all vectors in
the image of 7f: TT(})’OO) —TB.

Denote by Q’g (B) C Q%(B) the subspace of forms with complete support. (Say that a
form has complete support if the set where it is nonzero is contained inside a complete
subset of B —in other words, a compact subset with tropical part consisting only of
complete polytopes.)

Clearly, the usual wedge product, exterior differential, and interior product with a
C%1 vector field are all defined and obey the usual properties on Q*(B). Moreover,
given any C°! map g: B — C, the pullback g* of differential forms sends forms
in Q*(C) to forms in Q*(B). This is because T'g always sends integral vectors to
integral vectors, and sends any vector in the image of 7f: TT, (}),oo) — TB to a vector
in the image of T(go f).

Definition 1.3 Denote the homology of (2*(B),d) by H*(B), and the homology
of (QL(B).d) by H(B).
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4 Brett Parker

We shall show in Section 5 that given an assumption about the topology of B akin to
the existence of a finite good cover, HX(B) is dual to H*(B).

Acknowledgements This paper was written during the author’s stay at the Mathemat-
ical Sciences Research Institute in Berkeley.

2 Mayer-Vietoris sequence

Below we shall prove that the usual Mayer—Vietoris sequence holds. This requires
partitions of unity, which are constructed in Section 10.

Lemma 2.1 (Mayer—Vietoris sequence) Given open subsets U and V' of an exploded
manifold B, the Mayer—Vietoris sequences

000 010,06

0= QU UV) Q*(U) @ Q*(V) —02, Qx U N V)0,

26976, ox(U) @ QF (V) 28822010, ox U Y) -0

0— QX UNYV)

are exact sequence of chain complexes.

Proof The proof is identical to the proof in the case of smooth manifolds given in [1].
We shall discuss the first exact sequence first.

As usual in the Mayer—Vietoris sequence, the first map is the direct sum of the restriction
of forms from U U V to U and V', which is an injective chain map. Then the second
map is the restriction of forms on U to U N V minus the restriction of forms from V
to U N V. This is a chain map, and its kernel is the forms which agree on U NV, which
obviously agrees with the image of the first map. It remains to verify that this second
map is surjective. Choose a partition of unity for U U V' subordinate to U and V/,
so we have smooth functions py and py on U UV which sum to 1 and which are
supported inside U and V respectively. Then any form 6 € Q*(U NV) is in the image
of py & (—pyb) € L*(U) dQL*(V).

Now for the second exact sequence. The first map is given by inclusion of completely
supported forms in U N V' to completely supported forms in U and V. This is clearly
an injective chain map. The second map is given by inclusion of completely supported
forms in U to U UV plus the inclusion of completely supported formsin V to UU V.
Again, it is clear that this is a chain map. The kernel consists of forms which cancel
each other on U N V', and which are also supported in U N V. This agrees with
the image of the first map. To see that the second map is surjective, suppose that
0 € Q*(UUV). Then 0 is the image of pyf & pyd € Q*(U) d QL*(V). O
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De Rham theory of exploded manifolds 5

3 Integration and Stokes’ theorem

We shall show below that if B is oriented and n—dimensional, then the integral of
compactly supported forms in Q*(B) is well defined.

Example 3.1 (Q2(T!')) On T, the integral vectors are integer multiples of twice
the real part of (3/dZ) at points where [Z] = 0. Any two-form in Q2(7!') must
therefore vanish wherever [Z] = 0. What remains is the subset of T, where 7 € C*.
Let [2] = "9 and denote the imaginary part of 2~ 1dZ by df and denote the real
part by dr. If a € Q2(T}'), then

a= f(r,0)dr ndo,

where f is a smooth function of » and 6, and for any § < 1, the size of f or any of
its derivatives is bounded by %" as r — —oo. The form « is compactly supported
on T if and only if f vanishes when r is sufficiently large. (Of course, @ need not
be compactly supported in C* C T|! to be compactly supported in T} .) The integral
of « is finite if « is compactly supported in 7! and given by

oo 2
/ o :/ f(r,0)dr deb.
Tl1 —o0 J0

Any top-dimensional form in *(B) will vanish on all strata apart from those strata
of B which are smooth manifolds (and therefore have no nonzero integral vectors). We
can therefore define the integral of a top-dimensional form 6 on an oriented exploded
manifold B to be the sum of the integrals of 6 over these smooth strata. This integral
is well defined if the integral over each smooth stratum is well defined and the resulting
sum of integrals is well defined.

Definition 3.2 If « is a top-dimensional form on an oriented exploded manifold B,
define the integral of o to be the sum of the integral of o over all strata of B which

are smooth manifolds:
[a= ¥ [
B [ B;]=point B;

Lemma 3.3 If a top-dimensional form o € Q*(B) is compactly supported, then the
integral of « is finite.

Proof By using a partition of unity, we may assume that « is compactly supported
within a single coordinate chart R” x T ' . The smooth manifold strata of this coordinate
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6 Brett Parker

chart are the strata over the (zero-dimensional) corners of the polytope P. As P has
only finitely many such corners, we need only verify the finiteness of our integral over
one stratum of our coordinate chart.

We must deal with the possibility that our corner of P may not be standard. Pulling
back « to a refinement of R” x Tp' will not change the integral. We may subdivide
our corner of P so that the corresponding corner of each new cell has exactly m edges.
Therefore, by taking a refinement and again using a partition of unity, we may assume
that a neighborhood of the corner of P at our stratum is isomorphic to a neighborhood
of 0 in the image of some integral-affine map applied to the standard quadrant [0, co0)™.
It follows that our stratum is contained in the image of a proper map from R” x T [’6’, &M
to our coordinate chart, and that this map restricted to our stratum is a covering map of
some positive degree.

Thus proving our lemma for a compactly supported form a € Q"T2"(R" x T, [0.)m)
is sufficient. Use coordinates [Z;] = e”% %% on our stratum. Then

a=fx.r.0)[[dx; [ | dri ndbr.

. : 1
where f is smooth and bounded by some constant times e2 2k "k Furthermore,
|x| and r are bounded above on the support of /. The integral of « on our stratum is
therefore finite and well defined. O

Define an exploded manifold with boundary to be an abstract exploded space M locally
isomorphic to (—oo, 0] x R” x Tp'. As usual, if M is oriented, the boundary dM is
oriented in a way consistent with giving the boundary of (—oo, 0] x R” x Tp' the usual
orientation on R” x Tp', so a positively oriented top-dimensional form on M is ob-
tained by inserting an outward pointing normal vector into a top-dimensional positively
oriented form on M . We can now state Stokes’ theorem for exploded manifolds:

Theorem 3.4 (Stokes’ theorem) If M is an oriented exploded manifold with bound-
ary and 6 € Q} (M), then
/ do = 0.
M M

Proof We shall use Stokes’ theorem for smooth manifolds. Because of the linearity
of the equation we must prove, we may use a partition of unity to reduce to the case
when M is covered by a single coordinate chart. Consider the integral of df over a
single stratum M’ of our coordinate chart. We must deal with the following problem:
even though d is compactly supported on M , it may not have compact support on M.
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De Rham theory of exploded manifolds 7

The tropical part of M’ is a zero-dimensional corner of the polytope M . Iden-
tify M with a polytope P C [0,00)™ so that M’ is 0. Using the corresponding
map M — T [’6" ooym We may consider the coordinates Z; from 7| [’6” ooy as coordinates
on M . Consider the hypersurface N C M’ where |Z;---Z,,| = €, oriented as the
boundary of the region M where |Z1 - Z,,| > €. Our form 6 is compactly supported
when restricted to M/, so we can use Stokes’ theorem for manifolds:

df = lim do = 9+lim/ 6.
M’ €—>0JM! oM’ €0 JN,

We must consider the integral | N. 0 as € — 0. More radically, consider setting € = 1t
for x > 0 small enough that the hypersurface x; +- - -+ x,;, = x intersects each stratum
of P attached to 0. In this case Ny :={|Z1---Zp| = 1t¥} C M may be regarded
as an infinite union of hypersurfaces, one over each point in P where ) ; x; = x. We
shall argue below that, of these hypersurfaces, only the hypersurfaces N, over the edges
e of P shall contribute to |’ N. 0 as € — 0. (With the tool of integration over the fiber
(Theorem 6.1) it becomes clear that |’ N. 6 depends continuously on € where € € R*{R
and R*R is given the topology induced from some refinement of T [(l)’oo)m . This is be-
cause we can first integrate ¢ along the fiber of the map Z ---Z,: M — T, [(1)’oo)m , then
observe that the integral around a circle |Z| = € of a form on a refinement of T, [})’Oo)m
depends continuously on € where € € R*tR and R*tR is given the topology from our
refinement of T [(1)300)m . In what follows, we give a more basic argument of this fact.)

Because 6 is compactly supported, it vanishes when any smooth monomial is large
enough. Because 6 vanishes on integral vectors and is one less than top-dimensional,
6 vanishes on all strata of M with tropical dimension at least 2. Therefore, 6 is
bounded by a constant times wg for any § < 1 where S consists of all strata of M
with dimension at least 2. (Recall from [3] that wgs is a finite sum of absolute values
of smooth monomials which vanish on all the strata in S.) Note that ws is a finite sum
of exponentials (and is not constant along any straight line within N, ), so the integral
of 8 over the regions where wg is small will also be small. It follows that in the limit
€ — 0 the integral [ N. 6 is concentrated in the directions corresponding to the edges
of M attached to our stratum, and that

lim / 6=> | o
€0 € edges e Ne

where N, is the hypersurface where |Z1 --- Z;,| = 1t* in the stratum corresponding
to an edge e attached to our corner. (The sum is over all these edges.) As with N, the
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8 Brett Parker

hypersurface N, is oriented as the boundary of the region where |Z - -+ Z,| > 1t*. The
integral of df over our coordinate chart will therefore have a contribution for each end
of each edge of M . Consider the two contributions corresponding to a edge e of M
which has two ends. These contributions will be the integral of 6 over two different
hypersurfaces in the stratum corresponding to e. Each of these hypersurfaces is in the
form of {|Z%| = ¢}, and is transverse to the integral vectors in this stratum. Because 6
vanishes on integral vectors, and is constant in the direction of integral vectors, the
map given by projection along the direction of the integral vectors between these two
hypersurfaces preserves 6, but reverses the orientation of these two hypersurfaces.
Therefore, the contributions from the two different ends of e cancel each other out. The
facts that the support of 6 is complete and that 8 vanishes on the image of any T (1),00)
imply that if 6 does not vanish on N,, there must be a corner of M at both ends of
the edge e. Therefore all the contributions from |’ N, 0 cancel, and we obtain that

/ d@:/ 0,
M M

as required. a

4 Cohomology of a coordinate chart

In this section, we calculate H* for all standard coordinate charts and H for coordinate
charts R” x Tp' for which P is complete.

Lemmad4.1 Let P CR™ be an integral-affine polytope. Suppose that the directions of
the infinite rays in P span the last k coordinate directions in R™. Then H*(R" x Tp')
is equal to the free exterior algebra generated by the imaginary parts of Ei_l dz; for
i=1,....m—k.

Proof Note thatif M is a smooth manifold, H* (M) is the usual de Rham cohomology
of M . There is an obvious map of a torus T” — R” x T'p' which pulls back the above
forms to nontrivial homology classes in H*(T™), so H*(R" x Tp') must contain a
copy of the free exterior algebra generated by the above differential forms.

We shall prove that each class in H*(R" x Tp') may be represented by a differential
form which is constant in standard coordinates and contains no dx; factors. Our proof
shall follow the proof of the Poincaré lemma in [1].

Geometry & Topology, Volume 22 (2018)



De Rham theory of exploded manifolds 9

Consider the map K: Q* — Q*~! given by
X1

K(@)(xl,xz,...):/o ig/0x,0(s.x2,...)ds.
Then

X1
dK(0) = (1 —dx; /\ia/axl)(/ digox, 0(s, x2, .. .)dS) +dx1 Nigjox, 0.
0

So
(Kd +dK)(9)

X1
= (/0 (ia/axld + (1 —dx; A ia/axl)dia/axl)e(s,xz, . ..)ds) + dx1 A ia/axle.

Suppose that i3/5,,60 = 0. Then
X1
(Kd +dK)(0) = / Lyjox,0(s,x2,...)ds =0—0(0,x3,...).
0

Suppose that 6 = dx; A« where ij/5x, o = 0. Then

X1
(Kd +dK)dx1 A =/ 0ds +dxi Ao
0

Therefore, in general
(Kd +dK)0 =0 — (1 —dx; Nigjax,)0(0,x2,...).

It follows that we can represent the cohomology class of any closed form 6 with the
closed form (1 —dx{ Aigyax,))0(0,x2,...) which is independent of x; and dx.
Similarly, we may represent any class in H*(R” x T p') by a form pulled back from T'p'
under the obvious projection map.

Now we have reduced to the case of differential forms on T5'. The standard basis for
differential forms on Tp' is given by the exterior algebra generated by the real and
imaginary parts of Ei_ld Z;, so we can consider forms in Q*(Tp') as maps from Tp'
to R?*" . (Of course, not all €1 maps to R2*" will correspond to forms in Q*
because of the condition that forms in Q* vanish on integral vectors.) We wish to
show that any cohomology class can be represented by a form which is constant in this
basis. In particular, if P° is the interior stratum of P, then we shall show that a closed
form 6 represents the same cohomology class as epo6. (Here we use notation from
the definition of C°! from Section 7 of [3].)

Geometry & Topology, Volume 22 (2018)



10 Brett Parker

For each stratum of P, choose an integral vector « pointing towards the interior of P:

AN

Choose these vectors consistently so that the vectors for adjacent strata differ only
by a vector contained within one of the strata. One way to do this is to rescale and
deform P until all its vertices are on integer points within R” and 0 is in its interior.
Then for each stratum S of P, we may choose o to be the negative of some integral
point which is contained in the closure of S'.

On each stratum, consider the vector field

m
0

1 vi= ; g

where d/0r; is the real part of 2Z;(d/0dz;). This vector field v is not a globally defined
vector field on Tp' because it may change by an integral vector from one stratum
of Tp' to the next. We can think of v as a “vector field defined up to integral vectors”.
As differential forms 6 € Q*(Tp') always vanish on integral vectors, i,0 is still a
well-defined form in *(T'p') even though v might jump by an integral vector field
when changing from stratum to stratum. Let ®;, be the flow of the vector field v for
time ¢ on each stratum. We will not be overly worried by the fact that ®;, does not give
a globally defined map from T'p' to itself. Note that the flow of any integral vector field
preserves any C°! differential form, therefore the ambiguity in the definition of v
does not affect how forms are changed by the flow of v. Therefore, if 6 € Q*(Tp"),
then ®7,60 € Q*(Tp') forall .

Given 0 € Q*(Tp') define

0
2) K0 :=/ @7, iy0 dt.
—0o0
Now check that K6 € Q*. Note that i,0 vanishes on Tpt C Tp' because on this
stratum v is an integral vector field. Also note that ®;, travels towards this central
stratum as ¢ — —oo. In particular, given any smooth monomial ¢ on Tp', we have
that L,|¢| is some positive number times |¢|. It follows that @7, || restricted to any
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De Rham theory of exploded manifolds 11

compact subset of a stratum is bounded by some constant times e’ as t — —o0. The
fact that i, vanishes on the central stratum and is C*! implies that restricted to any
compact subset, there exists a constant ¢ such that

3) |®F,iv0| < ce!,

and similar estimates hold for any derivative of 6. Therefore, on each stratum K@ is
well defined and smooth. It is clear that K6 vanishes on all vectors that differential
forms in * should vanish on, so it remains to check that K6 is C%1. At this stage,
the reader must be familiar with Section 7 of [3].

Note that eg @7, i = ®f,iyes0 for any stratum S. Therefore for any collection of
strata S, we have A g K6 = KA g 6. We must prove that w§8 As K0 is bounded on any
compact subset for any § < 1 (and we must prove a similar estimate for any derivative
of 8). Forany 0 <€ < 1—§, we have that As6 is bounded by a constant times wg+e on
any compact subset. The weight ws is a sum of absolute values of smooth monomials

which vanish on P°, so ®,ws is bounded on compact subsets by a constant times e’

for t <0. It follows that &}, Agi,6 is bounded by a constant times wg

€’ on compact
subsets for ¢ < 0. Integrating this gives that wg‘s AsK®0 is bounded on any compact
subset. For any constant vector field X, note that Ly K6 = KLx 6, so the bounds for

the derivatives of 6 follow from the same argument, and K6 € Q*(Tp').

Now consider
0
4) (Kd+dK)8 = / @fv(ivd +diy)0dt =6 -, lim CDfUG =0 —epol.
—o0 ——00

It follows that if 6 € Q*(Tp') is any closed differential form, we may represent the
same cohomology class by the constant differential form epo6. The lemma follows
as the only constant differential forms in Q*(Tp') are the forms mentioned in the
statement of the lemma. a

Note that (T,!)™ has the same cohomology as C™. Using a good cover (constructed
in Lemma 10.2) we may use this to prove that the cohomology of the explosion of
any compact complex manifold relative to a normal crossing divisor is equal to the
cohomology of the original manifold.

Corollary 4.2 If M is a compact complex manifold with a normal crossing divisor,
then the smooth part map
Expl M 1 p
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induces an isomorphism on cohomology:
[-7% H*(M)-=> H*(Expl M).

More generally, it B has a finite good cover in the sense of Lemma 10.2, and all
polytopes in the tropical part of P are quadrants [0, 00)™, then [-1* is an isomorphism
on cohomology:

[-1*: H*([B7)=> H*(B).

Proof Note that the map
[-]: Expl M — M

may be considered as a smooth map of exploded manifolds, where M is given the
structure of a smooth manifold, regarded as an exploded manifold. In this setting Q* M
just corresponds to the usual smooth differential forms on the smooth manifold M,
and we may pullback differential forms in * and cohomology classes as usual for
exploded manifolds.

Choose a finite good cover {U;} of B in the sense of Lemma 10.2, so the intersection of
any number of these U; is either empty or isomorphic to R” x Tp'. By assumption the
only possible polytopes P are quadrants [0, 00)™. By Lemma 4.1, H*(R" x (T})™)
is generated by the constant functions. The smooth part of R” x (T})™ is R" x C™,
so the smooth part map [ -] induces an isomorphism on cohomology:

1% H*(R" x C™) = H*(R" x (TH™)

Therefore, if B has a good cover by a single open set, our lemma holds. We may now
proceed by induction over the cardinality of a good cover using the Mayer—Vietoris
sequence from Lemma 2.1.

Suppose that our lemma holds for all exploded manifolds satisfying our tropical part
assumption with a good cover containing at most k sets. Then suppose that B
has a good cover {U, Vi,...,Vi}. Let V = U?:l V.. Then our lemma holds for
U, V and U NV . Then the smooth part map gives the following commutative diagram
involving Mayer—Vietoris sequences:

QUUV) — Q*(U) @ Q*(V) ——— Q*UNV)

1] rrer1<] a

QUIUTUTV]) — Q¥([UD e Q*([V]) —— Q*(UIN[V])

Geometry & Topology, Volume 22 (2018)



De Rham theory of exploded manifolds 13

Considering the induced maps on the homology long exact sequence and using the five
lemma, we conclude that

[-1*: H*(JUTUV]) — H*(U UYV)

is an isomorphism. By induction, our lemma must hold for B so long as B has a
finite good cover and the tropical part of B contains only quadrants. The tropical part
of Expl M contains only quadrants, and Lemma 10.2 implies that if M is compact,
Expl M has a finite good cover, so our lemma also holds for Expl M . a

It is not true in general that [ B'| has the same cohomology as B . For example, T, [%,’1]
has the same cohomology as C*, but the smooth part of T, [(1,,1] is two copies of C
glued at 0.

By Stokes’ theorem, («, 0)— [z @ A6 gives a bilinear pairing Hck (B)xH" % (B)>R
where the dimension of B is n. We shall now start to prove that in many situations,
this pairing is nondegenerate, so Poincaré duality holds.

Lemma 4.3 below computes H}(R" x Tp') for polytopes P which are complete and
contain no entire lines. Note that computation of H} in the case where P is a complete
polytope which may contain entire lines follows, because there exists an obvious
projection map m: R” x Tp' - R"x T 1’3’/ such that P’ is complete and contains no
lines, and such that 7* is a bijection on both 2* and Q.

Lemma 4.3 If P is a complete polytope which contains no entire lines, then the
integration pairing

(@, 0) > and
RAXTg!

identifies H} (R" x Tp') with the dual of H*(R" x Tp').

Proof Choose a basis {{, := [t?Z"]} for the smooth monomials on Tp'. Recall that
¢y is a smooth C—valued function so |{,| is a smooth positive function. Consider the

d(iaxmzw)

i=1 v

differential form

as giving a smooth map
fiRPx TF — R™™

with first # components the insertion of d/dx;, and the last m components the insertion
of the real part of Z;(d/dZ;). We shall check below that this map f is proper, and
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14 Brett Parker

the image of a stratum S with k—dimensional tropical part is a cone Cg in R"*"
with codimension k. (Throughout this proof, we shall use S to refer to a stratum
of R” x Tg', and S to refer to its tropical part which is a stratum of the polytope P.)

Figure 1: Polytope P (left) and image of f (right)

By averaging, we may represent any class in H} by a differential form preserved by
the flow of the imaginary part of Z;(d/0Z;). Any such closed differential form breaks
up into a sum of closed differential forms, @ A B, where « is closed and vanishes on the
imaginary part of Z;(d/0Z;) and B is some product of the imaginary parts of 2,-_1 dz;.
Our goal below is to show that the cohomology class of « can be represented by f*o’.
We shall then modify « using knowledge of HX(R"1™).

Let us examine the map f':
[ =idrn + ) %)%
v

In the above, identify v € Z™ with the corresponding vector in 0 x R” C R” x R™.
This formula implies that f* is proper and that the image of f restricted to a stratum S
is contained inside the cone Cg defined as R” times the positive span of all v such
that ¢, is nonzero on our strata:

Cs :=R" x positive span{v : &, # 0 on S} C R**™,
Taking the derivative of f gives
Df =idgn + Y _ 2[¢u|*[v] 7,
v

where
m
2 _
[v|"my = vidr; |v,
i=1

and dr; indicates the real part of Zl-_ld z;. If we regard the vector space with basis
{3/0x;,0/0r;} as R"*™ then m, indicates orthogonal projection onto the subspace
spanned by v. Regarded this way, Df is a symmetric, positive semidefinite matrix. It
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follows from this formula that Df restricted to any stratum S is surjective onto the
tangent space to the cone Cg. Combined with the properness of f, this implies that
the image of f restricted to S is the interior of this cone Cg.

Restricted to a stratum S with k—dimensional tropical part S, the formula for Df
implies that the fiber of f: S — R”*™ over any point in Cg C R”*t™ is equal to T ;f
times a (m—k)—dimensional torus and has tangent space spanned by integral vectors
and the imaginary parts of the Z;(d/0Z;). Our differential form « vanishes restricted to
the tangent space to these fibers, and is closed, therefore « restricted to any stratum .S
must be equal to the pullback under f of some differential form, o', that is smooth
on the interior of Cg. In general, it will not be true that &’ comes from a smooth
differential form on R”*"; for that, we must modify .

Consider the operator K defined in (2) on page 10. As noted in (4), this operator
has the property that d(Ka) = o — epoa. Choose some compactly supported smooth
function p on Tp' which is 1 in a neighborhood of the interior stratum P° of Tp',
and modify « to the form o — d(pKoa). This modified form (which we shall again
call o) is still compactly supported, but has the property that in a neighborhood of this
interior stratum, o = epoc is the pullback of some smooth form via the composition
of the map f* with the orthogonal projection to Cpo.

Suppose that for all strata S of P with dimension greater than k, there exists a
neighborhood of S’ on which « is the pullback of a smooth form under the composition
of f* with the orthogonal projection to Cs. We shall now modify « so that the same
holds for the strata S with dimension k. Let F indicate the smallest face of P which
contains S (in other words F is the closure of S C P). Using the implicit function
theorem for exploded manifolds proved in [3], we may identify a neighborhood of our
stratum S with R” x (C*)" % x T 1]:‘ so that f composed with orthogonal projection
to Cg is equal to eg f and so that these neighborhoods for different strata S of
dimension k£ do not intersect. Let K be the operator defined in (2) for these new
coordinates. To define K we use the flow of a vector field v from (1); the flow of the
vector field v commutes with eg, so our inductive hypothesis ensures that the form Ko
vanishes on the intersection of the open set where it is defined with a neighborhood of
the strata with higher dimensional tropical part, because on this region, iyo = 0. Let p
be a compactly supported function on T {;‘ which is 1 in a neighborhood of T f cT 1’:‘
Then pKa is a compactly supported form, and we may modify o to « —Zi(pKoz)
without changing its cohomology class in H}. Doing the same for all strata S of
dimension k, we get a modified o which satisfies the required condition because on a
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neighborhood of S, esa = o, and because ¢ has not been modified on a neighborhood
of all the strata of higher tropical dimension.

We may therefore modify o so that each stratum S has a neighborhood such that ¢ is
the pullback of a smooth form under f composed with orthogonal projection to Cg . It
follows that this modified form « is f*o’ for some smooth closed form &’ on R**

Use d6; to indicate the imaginary part of Z,-_ld Zi. We now have that H} is generated
by differential forms f*a’ A B, where B is some product of the d6;. Choose some
standard form o with integral 1 which is compactly supported in the interior of the
image of /. We shall now show that we may exchange o’ for (/ «’)ag. Assume that
the span of the unbounded directions in P is the plane given by the first k coordinate
directions. Because o’ A B must vanish on all vectors in the image of any T (}),oo), if B
contains df - -- dby, then o’ must vanish on the boundary of | Jg Cs. (Because P
is complete, every point in the boundary of | ¢ Cs is the image of f composed with
some nontrivial map from T(%),oo), and d0; - - - dBy never vanishes on all vectors in the
image of such a map.) As o’ in a neighborhood of such a boundary is the pullback
of some form via projection to the boundary, it follows that & is compactly supported
inside the interior of | J¢ Cs. As |Jg Cs is the dual fan to P which is a closed
polytope in [0, 00)" ™ the interior of | J¢ Cs is diffeomorphic to R”*" . Therefore

o/—d)/zao/o/

where y is compactly supported inside the interior of | Jg Cs. As f*y A B € Q¥ the
modified form ([ ") f*ao A B represents the same class in H as o A f.

Suppose that some unbounded stratum S of P is contained in the first coordinate
axis. If B does not contain d6, then o’ is not required to vanish on Cg, which is a
codimension-1 face of the image of f. (In this case, given any vector v in the image
of a nontrivial map T (%,’Oo) — S, iy f*a =0 =1iyp, so unlike the case considered in
the previous paragraph, there is no need for o to vanish on Cg.) In this case, we may
choose a compactly supported form y on R”*™ which vanishes on the cones Cg-
on which o’ is required to vanish on, and for which dy = &’ on the image of /. As
S*y AB €}, we have that in this case o A B represents the zero cohomology class
in H}. Similarly, if B does not contain d0; ---df, then B is a sum of forms which
vanish in a similar fashion on some unbounded dimension-1 stratum; so e Af =0¢€ H}.

In conclusion, we have shown that H} is generated by forms

Frag AdO; - dog A B,
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where B is some product of d6; for k <i < m. Lemma 4.1 showed that H* is
generated as an exterior algebra by d6; for k <i < m. The integration pairing on our
space of differential forms times H ™ is therefore nondegenerate, therefore all the above
forms represent independent classes in H, and the integration pairing identifies H}
with the dual of H* as required. O

5 Poincaré duality

Theorem 5.1 (Poincaré duality) If B is a complete oriented exploded manifold such
that each map T — B is constant, then the integration pairing gives an isomorphism
between H*(B) and its dual.

More generally, if B has a finite good cover in the sense of Lemma 10.2 and each
polytope in the tropical part of B is complete and contains no entire lines, then the
integration pairing identifies H*(B) with the dual of H(B).

Proof We shall use Lemma 10.2, which states that any complete exploded manifold B
must have a finite good cover by open sets such that any intersection is isomorphic
to a standard coordinate chart R” x Tp'. The condition that each map T — B
is constant implies that the polytope P contains no entire lines, so we may apply
Lemma 4.3 to know that the integration pairing identifies the dual of H*(R” x Tp')
with HX(R" x Tp'). The proof may now proceed as in the case of smooth manifolds
by induction over the size of our open cover using the Mayer—Vietoris sequences from
Lemma 2.1.

In particular, suppose that the dimension of B is n. Define the differential d’ by
d' = (=1)"t1=kq on Q’c‘ The Mayer—Vietoris sequence obviously is still exact for this
new differential, and the homology of (2}, d’) is obviously the same as the homology
of (2%, d). This sign modification allows the following formula:

/B(doe)/\,B:/Boe/\d’,B.

Let Cy denote the dual chain complex to (2}, d”). The above formula implies that
the integration pairing on any oriented n—dimensional manifold gives a chain map
Q* — Cx. We shall now verify that the corresponding map

00— QUUV) = Q*U)sQ*(V) —» Q*(UNV) — 0

N N N
0 = CUUV) = CU)aCk(V) — C(UNV) — 0

Geometry & Topology, Volume 22 (2018)



18 Brett Parker

between Mayer—Vietoris sequences is commutative. Following o € Q*(U U V') across
and down, then evaluating on B; @ f, € QX (U) & Q5 (V) gives

/Uoz/\,BlJr/Voz/\ﬂz.

Following o down and across, then evaluating on 81 @ B, gives

/ o« A (B1+ Bo).
Uuuv

Therefore the first square commutes. The commutativity of the second square amounts
to the equation

/W«xl—az)AﬂszalAﬂ+/VazA<—ﬁ>

where f is compactly supported in U N V.

Therefore, taking homology gives a commutative diagram:

HY(Uuv) — HY(UNV) — HYUUV) — HYUUYV) — HKUNY)

| l l | l

HIHR OOV = HEP KUy — B RO OV ) — HE U WY — R Uny)*

The downward arrows above are given by the integration pairing. Say that Poincaré
duality holds if this integration pairing map is an isomorphism. The five lemma implies
that if Poincaré duality holds on U, V and U NV, then Poincaré duality holds
onUUV.

Suppose that Poincaré duality holds on all oriented exploded manifolds satisfying
our assumptions on their tropical part and having a good cover containing at most k
members. Suppose that B satisfies the tropical part assumptions and has a good
cover {Uy,...,Ug+1}. Then Poincaré duality must hold for Uy, Uf-‘zl U; and
U411 N Uf-‘zl U;. The above argument then gives that Poincaré duality must hold
for B. By induction starting with Lemma 4.3, Poincaré duality must hold for all
oriented exploded manifolds that admit a finite good cover and which have a tropical
part containing only complete polytopes that contain no lines. Lemma 10.2 states that
complete exploded manifolds have a finite good cover, and our theorem follows. 0O

Poincaré duality as stated in Theorem 5.1 does not imply the usual relationship between
intersections of submanifolds and wedge products of Poincaré duals. We shall explore
this relationship further when we return to Poincaré duality in Section 8.

Geometry & Topology, Volume 22 (2018)



De Rham theory of exploded manifolds 19

6 Integration along the fiber

In this section, we define integration along the fibers f; for suitable maps f. Given a
C®! map f: A — B and a compactly supported differential form 6 on 4, we may
regard 6 as a current (something dual to the space of differential forms), then push
forward this current to obtain a current on B . If this current on B is also represented
by a differential form, we call this differential form f,(#). In particular, when it exists,
/10 has the property that for all differential forms @ on B,

/l;oz/\ﬁG:/A(f*a)/\G.

In the case of oriented smooth manifolds, fi exists if f is a submersion. In our case,
we must be careful that Tf restricted to the subspace spanned by integral vectors is
also surjective.

Theorem 6.1 Let A and B be oriented exploded manifolds, and suppose f: A — B
is a C°1 map satistying the following conditions:
(1) f is a submersion in the sense that
Tf: TxA — Ty B
is surjective.

(i) The map
Tf: ZTxA — ZTf(x)B

is a surjective map on integral vectors.

Then, if the fiber of f is n—dimensional, there exists a linear chain map f: Q}(A) —
QX" (B), with the property that

/BaAﬁezfAf*aA@

If all polytopes P in the tropical part of B are complete and contain no entire lines,

forall « € Q*(B).

then fi(0) is uniquely determined by the above property.

Proof The discussion on fiber products in Section 9 of [3] implies that each fiber of f
is a C°! exploded manifold and that the top wedge of the cotangent space of the
fibers is a C°°! vector bundle, /\mpT* A, over A. The pullback of /\ T*B is also

vert
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a vector bundle, f*/\T*B, over A, and may be regarded as a subbundle of A\ 7*A4
because f is a submersion. The tensor of these two bundles is a C°! vector bundle

E:=NPT* AQ f*\T*B

vert

over A. From 6 € Q}(A), we can associate a C1 section 0’ of E as follows:
inserting a top-dimensional polyvector v tangent to the fiber of f into the right-hand
places of 6 gives a form 6 A v which vanishes on the kernel of 7f. Therefore 6 A v
must be a section f*/\ T*B considered as a subbundle of A\ 7*A4. Define 6’ as the
unique section of E such that 6’(v) = 8 A v. It is obvious that this definition of 6’
does not actually depend on the choice of top-dimensional polyvector v. As 6 has
complete support and vanishes on all the vectors which forms in * must vanish on,
0’ restricted to the fiber /! (p) isin QU(f~1(p) ® A T, B . Orient the fibers of f
so that if « is a volume form on B and f is a volume form on the fibers of f, then
f*a A B is a volume form on A4.

We may therefore integrate 6’ along the fiber f~!(p) to obtain a form f,0(p) €
AT, B . We must now verify that fj0 defined this way is in Q7 (B), and verify that
it satisfies our defining property.

As f is a submersion, any C*! vector field v on B lifts to a C°! vector field
on A sothat Tf(v) =v. Let ®,4 indicate the flow of the vector field v on 4 and &y,
indicate the flow of the vector field v on B. We have that f o ®,; = ®;y 0 f and
Sfro®¥, = ®F, o fi. Asthe map f is linear, and ®7.(6) is differentiable in ¢, f, P70
is also differentiable in ¢ and

NL5(0) = Ly fi8.

Given a vector field v on B, note that the section (i36)" of our bundle E does not
depend on the choice of lift v. If at p, the vector field v is an integral vector field,
then our second assumption on f implies that given any point g € f~!(p), we may
choose our lift ¥ so that ¥ is an integral vector field at ¢; therefore (i56)’ vanishes
around ¢ . Therefore (i3f)’ vanishes on f~1(p), so £} vanishes on integral vectors.
Similarly, given any map of T, (1),00) passing through p = f(g), the fact that 8 has
complete support and 7'f is surjective on integral vectors implies that either 6(g) = 0
or this map may be covered by a map g of T (})’Oo) to A composed with f so that
the image of g contains ¢. It follows that if v is in the image of such a map, (i360)’
must vanish. Therefore /16 must vanish on the tangent space of the image of any map
from T, (}),Oo). Therefore, f)6 vanishes on all vectors it should vanish on.
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As the image of any complete set is complete, f16 has complete support. Therefore,
to check that f16 € Q¥ B, it remains to check that /16 is C°1. To do this, we work
locally in a single coordinate chart U’ on 4 and U on B. Our assumptions on f’
imply that the image of every stratum of U’ under J isastratum of U.

Recall, from Section 7 of [3], that if ¢ is a monomial function on a coordinate chart
and S is a stratum, then eg¢ is 0 if { vanishes on the stratum S, and otherwise
es’ = ¢. A function g on our coordinate chart may be regarded as a function of
smooth monomials {;, and egg({1,...,C{m) = glesli,...,eslm). The reader should
also keep in mind that egg at a point p in our coordinate chart should be regarded as
sampling g at a point ¢ shifted from p to be in the stratum S'. (To make sense of e
where 0 is a differential form, the standard basis for differential forms in a coordinate
chart is used in order to identify differential forms at different points.)

By modifying our chart U’ using the implicit function theorem if necessary, we may
assume that the pullback of monomial functions from U are monomial functions
on U’. It follows that given any stratum S of U’ and C°! function g on B,
es(fog)= foey(s)g. Note that f16 depends only on position in [U];if p and p’
have the same image in [U7, then the integrals used to compute /0 are the same on
the fiber over p and p’. It follows that eg /160 makes sense.

Given any set S of strata of U, let S’ := f~1(S) be the set of strata of U’ sentto S
by f. Consider the case of a single stratum S of U . Recall that es f1f at a point p
is eaual to eg /10 at a point ¢ obtained from p by shifting p into the stratum S'. The
fiber of f over ¢ intersects all the strata 7 in S’ := f~!(S). For any stratum T
whose intersection with f~!(¢) is a manifold, ez 6’ restricted to /~1(p) may be
regarded as the pullback of 6’ under a diffeomorphism of f~!(p) with TN f~1(q).
Accordingly,
esfif =Y filer).
TesS’
If 7} and T, are distinct strata in S, then er, er,0’ = 0 because it samples 6’ on a

stratum on which there are integral vectors in the vertical tangent bundle. Therefore

a5 o= =es) o = fi [](1-eno) = fds0),

TeS’
It follows that for any set S of strata of U,

As it = fi(As0).

Geometry & Topology, Volume 22 (2018)



22 Brett Parker

Recall [3] that the definition of a C°! function g involves controlling wg‘SA sD"g
for all 0 < § < 1, sets of strata S and number of derivatives n > 0. We need to be
able to compare the weighing function ws on U with the corresponding weighting
function wss on U’. Recall that wg is defined as a sum of absolute values of monomial
functions ¢ that vanish on all strata in §. Each monomial function ¢ is the smooth
part of some exploded function in the form t*Z%; the monomial function ¢ vanishing
on S is equivalent to the integral-affine function x 4+« on U being nonnegative on U,
and strictly positive on S'.

We may restrict to the case that the closure of the support of 6 intersects the interior
stratum of U’. As 6 has complete support, this implies that every nonnegative integral-
affine function o on U’ achieves its minimum on every fiber of U’ — U . Choose a
point y € U’ so that « achieves its fiberwise minimum at y, and y projects to the
interior of U. Let F be the smallest face of U’ containing y. Then « is fiberwise
constant on F and achieves its fiberwise minimum on F. The assumption that 7 f
is surjective on integer vectors implies that « restricted to F' is equal to the pullback
of some nonnegative integral-affine function from U . It follows that any nonnegative
integral-affine function on U’ which is positive on all strata in S’ is equal to the pullback
of some integral-affine function which is positive on S, plus some nonnegative integral-
affine function. It follows that every smooth monomial which vanishes on all strata
in &' is divisible by the pullback of a smooth monomial vanishing on all strata in S.
Therefore, we may choose ws = f*wgs. It follows that

w5 As fif = fi(ws’ AsH).

As we already have that L, fi0 = f{L30, it follows that f;0 is C*! if § € Q*. So
N0 eQi(B)if 0 eQl(A).

We have defined our map fi in the same way as the integration over fibers map
for smooth manifolds with the sign convention [« A fif = [ f*a A 0. (See for
example [1].) As our integrals are just defined as a finite sum of integrals over smooth
manifolds and this formula holds for smooth manifolds, it also holds for us:

/Af*oerszoz/\ng.

The above formula uniquely characterizes f in the case that A and B are smooth
manifolds. A quick calculation using Stokes’ theorem gives that

/Af*oe/\d9=/Ba/\dfg9.
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Therefore, in the case of smooth manifolds f; is a chain map. As our f is simply
obtained by a sum of f; for smooth manifold components, our f is also a chain map. O

Remark 6.2 The map fi: Q)4 — Q% B only depends on the relative orientation of A
and B ; if the opposite orientations of 4 and B are used, then f, remains unchanged.
We can define f in the case that we have a choice of relative orientation for f* so
that f, locally coincides with the map from Theorem 6.1 when we locally choose an
orientation of B . See also Remark 9.4

7 Fiber products and integration along the fiber

In Lemma 7.3, we shall show that f; transforms well under fiber products. In order
to do this, we need to specify the orientation convention we shall use for fiber products.
Fiber products of exploded manifolds are defined in [3]. It is also shown in [3] that
if f and g are transverse, then the derivatives of the maps in the commutative diagram

A;x,B L B

el
4—r ¢

give a short exact sequence

0= Tipy.p)(A rxg BYLE T, A 5Ty B T8 705 C 0.

In other words, we have the same relationship between tangent spaces as in the case
of manifolds, so we may orient fiber products of exploded manifolds as we orient
fiber products of manifolds. In particular, the above exact sequence and commutative
diagram imply that:

e T’ gives an isomorphism between ker T'¢’ and ker T'g.

e T gives an isomorphism between coker T'¢’ and coker 7T'g.

e Tg’ gives an isomorphism between ker 7f” and ker T'f .

e Tg gives an isomorphism between coker 7f” and coker T'f .

o kerT(go f')=kerTf ®kerTg' ~kerTf ®kerTg.

e cokerT(go f') = cokerTf & cokerTg.

Use the convention that if V' and W are oriented vector spaces such that o and op
are positive forms, their direct sum V @ W is oriented so that oy A o is positive.
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With this convention, a choice of orientation of any two of V', W and V & W implies
an orientation on the third.

An orientation of V relative to W is an choice of orientation of V & W ; this should
be regarded as giving an orientation of V' for any choice of orientation of W . For
example, a choice of isomorphism ¢: V' — W gives a natural orientation of V' relative
to W so that ¢ is oriented.

Given amap A: X — Y, between oriented vector spaces, there are several possible
conventions for orienting ker A relative to coker A. The following definition gives
notation for describing some of these conventions.

Definition 7.1 Given a map of oriented vector spaces A: X — Y we shall use the
following shorthand for an orientation convention for ker A relative coker A. By saying
the identification

coker A X =kerddY

is an oriented isomorphism, we mean that given any metric on X and Y, the natural
map
A’ cokerA®X —kerA®Y

is an oriented isomorphism. This map A’ is defined to restrict to coker A to be the
identification of coker A with the orthogonal complement of A(X) C Y, and restrict
to X to be the orthogonal projection onto ker 4 and the map 4.

Of course, the relative orientation of ker A and coker A given by the isomorphism A’
does not depend on the choice of metrics on X and Y.

Taking the above direct sums in different orders gives different orientation conventions.
We shall find the following way of arranging kernels and cokernels convenient:
cokerTf @ T(A fxg B)®cokerTg =kerTf®TC dkerTg.

Definition 7.2 (orientation convention for fiber products) Let 4, B and C be
oriented exploded manifolds, and let f: 4 — C and g: B — C be transverse maps.
Orient ker T'f relative to coker T/ so that the identification

cokerTf@dTA=kerTfpTC

is an oriented isomorphism. On the other hand, orient ker 7'g relative to coker 7'g so
that the following identification gives an oriented isomorphism:

TB @cokerTg =TC dkerTg.
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Then orient T4 yxg B so that the following identification is an oriented isomorphism:

cokerTf @ T(A sxg B)®cokerTg =kerTf®TC DkerTg.

The reader unfamiliar with this orientation convention should verify these observations:

(i) The above convention agrees with the usual convention for orienting products; (so
given positive top-dimensional forms 8; on A;, we have that 81 A 6, is a positive form
on Al X A2 )

(i1) Given two transverse submanifolds 4 and B of a manifold M , with normal
bundles N4 and Np oriented by the convention

TA®Ngy=TM and TB® Np=TM,
their intersection A N B considered as a fiber product is oriented so that
T(ANB)® Np® Ny =TM.

Be warned that some authors may consider this the usual convention for orienting
BN A! See also Example 8.2.

(iii) The orientation of B ¢x r A differs from the orientation of 4 rxg B by
(_ 1 ) (dim A —dim C)(dim B —dim C) ]
To see this, note that swapping the order of the direct sums of coker Tf and TA and
ker Tf and TC gives
dim A dim(coker Tf) + dim C dim(ker T /)

sign changes. Similarly, changing the orientation convention for the kernel relative to
the cokernel of T'g gives

dim B dim(coker T'g) + dim C dim(ker 7'g)
sign changes. Then rearranging coker Tf @ T'A yxg B & coker T'g gives
(dim A 4+ dim B —dim C)(dim(coker Tf’) + dim(coker T'g))
+ dim(coker Tf) dim(coker T'g)
sign changes and rearranging ker 7f @& T C @ ker T'g gives
dim C(dim(ker Tf) + dim(ker T'g)) + dim(ker 7f) dim(ker T'g)

further sign changes. Summing these sign changes and simplifying gives the required
expression.
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(iv) The above convention for orienting the tangent space at a point of 4 rxg B
does give a well-defined orientation on 4 ;xg B . (You must check that deforming
Tf and Tg continuously doesn’t lead to any discontinuous change in orientation
convention.)

(v) If the normal bundle of 4 yxg B C A x B is identified with the pullback of 7'C
using Tf — Tg, then the identification

T(A sxg BYTC =T(AxB)
changes orientation by the sign

(_ 1)dim BdimC )

Of course, if we used T'g—T'f to identify our normal bundle with the pullback of 7C ,
then the sign would be (—1)dim CWimC+dim B) "which agrees with the convention found
on page 114 of [6].

(vi) The above convention makes the fiber product associative in the sense that where
defined,

A fxgok/ (B WXk C) = (A fXg B)hof’xk C = (A fxg B)f/Xk/ (B h Xk C)

The proof of associativity is not entirely trivial — a sketch is below. It helps to consider
the following commutative diagram:

(A pxg B) prxpr (B px C) f—) B ;x; C L} C

i bl

A ;xg B ! y B —" 5 M,
J¢ Js
A f s M,

Note T/, Tf' and Tf” have the same kernel and cokernel. Our orientation convention
is equivalent to requiring that the relative orientations of these kernels and cokernels
are the same, and that the orientation of 4 yXg B is such that the identifications

coker Tf' @& TA sxg B=kerTf'®@TB and cokerTf@®TA=kerTf&TM,
are oriented isomorphisms.
It follows that

A fxgok/ (B h Xk C) = (A fXg B)f/Xk/ (B h Xk C)
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Similarly, our orientation convention can be described only considering the downward
pointing maps. All is as above, except that the kernels and cokernels now go on the
right in the above identifications. It follows that

(A pxg B) poyrx) C = (A sXg B) prXpr (B pxi C).

Lemma 7.3 Suppose that A, B and C are oriented exploded manifolds,

fiA—>C
isa C°1 map, and
g B—->C

satisfies the conditions enumerated in Theorem 6.1 for g\ to exist.

Consider the following commutative diagram involving the fiber product of f and g:

A;xgB 55 4
I
B—% > C

Then g, also exists, and the following diagram is commutative:

QI (A pxg B) —— s QF(A4)

] A

(f™)7'QE(A ;xg B) C QE(B) —2 QF(C)

Proof As noted in the proof of Lemma 10.4 in [3], if g is a submersion and 7'g
is also surjective on integral vectors, g’ is a submersion which is also surjective on
integral vectors. Therefore g’ satisfies the conditions of Theorem 6.1 and g, exists.

It remains to verify that /™ o gy = gjo /’* when restricted to forms 6 € Q% (B) such
that f"*6 has complete support in Q*(A4 sxg B). Note that f” gives an isomorphism
between the fibers of g’ and the fibers of g. When we consider f'*6 as a top
form (f"*6)" on the fibers with values in g’* /\ T* A4, this form can be obtained from
the corresponding form 6’ by applying /"* ® (g* o f™*). So

(S0 = (/" @ (g™ o [N e (g () ®g*NT,A.
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As we obtain g| f"*0 by integrating (g"*6)’ along the fibers of g’, if the fibers of g’
are oriented the same as the fibers of g,

f*ogi(®) = gjo f(0).
Recall that to define integration along fibers, we orient so that
TC ©kerTg=TB

and
TA dkerTg' =T(A sxg B).

On the other hand, to orient A fXg B, we make the oriented identifications
cokerTf @ TA=kerTfdTC,
TB =TC @kerTg,
coker T/ @ T(A sxgB)=kerTf®TC ®kerTg.
Inserting the first of the above three equations into the last equation then gives that
T(AfxgB)=TADkerTg

is an oriented isomorphism. Therefore, with our orientation convention, the fibers of g
and g’ have the same orientation. It follows that

f*ogi0)=gof™),

as required. a

8 Poincaré duality and fiber products

In this section, we consider the relationship between Poincaré duality and fiber products.
In particular, the relationship between Poincaré duality and both refinements and
intersection products.

Suppose that B’ — B is a refinement map (defined in Section 10 of [3]). The
corresponding inclusion H*(B)— H*(B’) need not be an isomorphism. For example,
suppose that B is a refinement of T" corresponding to subdividing R” into a the toric
fan of a nonsingular toric manifold. Then H*(B) is isomorphic to the cohomology of
the corresponding toric manifold [ B]. Further subdividing this toric fan will produce
a toric manifold with higher dimensional cohomology.
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Suppose now that we have amap f: C — B where C is a complete oriented exploded
manifold and Poincaré duality holds for B. Then there exists some closed form
6 € QX(B) such that for all « € 2*(B),

Lj'*a:LaAQ.

This form 6 may be unsatisfactory for the following reason: the fiber product of f
with any refinement B’ — B gives a refined map f’: C’ — B’. Ideally, the pullback
of 6 to B’ will then be the Poincaré dual to f”, but this may not be the case because
there may be classes in H™*(B’) which are not pulled back from classes in H*(B).

Lemma 8.1 Let A, B and C be oriented exploded manifolds. Suppose that C is
complete and f: C — B is a C°1 map such that
Tf: ZTxC —> ZTf(x)B

is surjective. Then given any neighborhood N of f(C) C B, there exists a closed
form 6 € Q}(B), supported in N and Poincaré dual to f in the sense that

/a/\9=/ f*a forall closed a € Q*(B).
B C

Suppose that g: A — B is any complete C°! map transverse to f. Then g*0 is
Poincaré dual to the map f’ in

dgx, € 55 C

lr b
A—2% B
in the sense that

/ aAng* =/ f™*a  forall closed a € Q*(A).
A AngC

Proof Extend f to a submersion s: C x R” — B satisfying the conditions of
Theorem 6.1. (Here & extends f in the sense that 4(p,0) = f(p).) Choose a
compactly supported form 6y on R” that integrates to 1, consider this form 6, as a
form on C x R”, then integrate along the fibers of /2 to obtain

0 :=hyby € QX (B).

This form 6 represents the Poincaré dual of /. In particular, suppose that « € Q*(B)
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is closed. Then our adaptation of Stokes’ theorem, Theorem 3.4, implies that

/ h*a = h*o :/ f*a
CxxCCxR”" C %0 C

/aAth():/ h*(x/\90=/ f*a.
B C xR” C

So 0 = b, is Poincaré dual to f'. By choosing 6 supported close to 0 € R” we

Therefore,

may arrange that 6 is supported close to the image of f.

Given our complete map g transverse to f, we may now consider this fiber product:
A g% (C xR") —£— C xR"
J» |
A—2* B
Applying Lemma 7.3 gives
g%0 = g*(h(60)) = hy(g"™ (00)).

/a/\g*9=/ h*a A g™(6).
A Agxp(CxR?)

Define the map r: [0, 1]x C x R” — B by

SO

r(t, p,x)=h(p,xt).

As f(p)=h(p,0) and f and & are transverse to g, our new map r is also transverse
to g, so we may take the following fiber product:

A g%y ([0.1]x C xR") 25 [0, 1]x C x R”

I Ir

A g s B

As g is complete, g’ is also complete, so g'*6y is completely supported. We may now
apply Stokes’ theorem. Our map r restricted to ¢ = 1 is /4, and restricted to t = 0 is

r(0,p,x) = f(p).
Associativity of fiber products implies that the corresponding boundary of 4 ¢Xx,

([0,1]x C xR") isequal to (4 gx s C) x R". Then

h*an g™, :/ " a A By,

/Agxh(Cx]R") (AgxsC)xR"
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where in the above, f"*« and 6, indicate the pullbacks of the corresponding forms
on A gx r C and R" respectively. Therefore,

/oz/\g*@z/ f’*a/\90=/ fa,
A (AgxyC)xR" AgxsC

as required. a

Example 8.2 (intersection of submanifolds and Poincaré duality) Suppose that 4
and C are complete exploded manifolds and oriented submanifolds of the oriented
exploded manifold B in the sense that they can be locally described as the inverse
image of a regular value of some R”—valued C°! function. Then we may use the
construction of Lemma 8.1 to construct Poincaré duals 64 and ¢ to A and C. If 4
and C are transverse, then Lemma 8.1 implies that the ¢ restricted to 4 is Poincaré
dualto ANC C A.

Therefore,

/ OlZ/Ol/\@C:/Ol/\Qc/\QA,
ANC A B

and the Poincaré dual to A N C is ¢ A8 4. So, with our sign convention, intersection
products correspond under Poincaré duality to wedge products with the order reversed.

Be warned that if 4 and C are not submanifolds in the above sense, the above
formula may not hold. For example, let B be a refinement of T2 corresponding
to dividing R? into the standard quadrants, and consider 4 := {#; = Z,} C B and
C :={(3; + %, + 1t)) € 0R} C B . Note that for any 6 € Q*(B),

/9: 6,
c c’

where C’:={Z; = —Z,}. This is because 6 must vanish out where C and C’ differ.
Therefore, the Poincaré duals of C and C’ are the same, so if the usual relationship
between intersections and wedge products held, the Poincaré dual of 4 N C should
be equal to the Poincaré dual of A N C’. But 4 N C is a single point and 4 N C"’ is
empty.

The solution to this problem is to allow a more flexible class of differential forms called
refined forms.

Geometry & Topology, Volume 22 (2018)



32 Brett Parker

9 Refined cohomology

Definition 9.1 A refined form ¢ € "Q2*(B) is a choice of 0, € AT, (B) forall pe B
such that given any point p € B, there exists an open neighborhood U of p and a
complete, surjective, equidimensional submersion

U —-U

such that there is a form 6’ € Q*(U’) pulling back 6 in the sense that if v is any vector
on U’ such that dr(v) is a vector based at p, then

0'(v) = 0, (dr (v)).

A refined form 6 € "Q*(B) is completely supported if there exists some complete
subset V' of an exploded manifold C with a map C — B such that 6, =0 for all p
outside the image of V. Use the notation "Q} for completely supported refined forms.

Denote the homology of ("Q2*(B),d) by "H*(B) and ("Q}(B),d) by "H}(B).

In Theorem 9.2 we shall show that refined forms push forward along oriented submer-
sions, removing the condition on integral vectors from Theorem 6.1. This allows us
to show in Lemma 9.5 that the Poincaré dual to any oriented map from a complete
exploded manifold exists as a refined differential form, and that the familiar relationship
between fiber products of maps and wedge products of these Poincaré duals holds. In

fact, refined cohomology is minimal extension of H* with pushforwards and Poincaré
duality compatible with fiber products.

For defining the refined cohomology above, it should be obvious that
d: "QK(B) —» "Q*t1(B)

is well defined and d? = 0. Less immediate is the fact that “Q*(B) is closed under
addition and wedge products. If 6; and 6, are refined forms, then any point p has a
neighborhood U with complete, surjective, equidimensional submersions

such that r*6; € Q*(U/). Taking the fiber product of r; with r, gives a complete,
surjective, equidimensional submersion

¥ Uy py Xy, Uy > U

such that r"*0; € Q*(U; ,, %, U,). Therefore, 0; + 0, and 6; A 6, are in "Q*(B).
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The existence of partitions of unity combined with Lemma 3.3 implies that the integral
of 0 €"Q%(B) over B is finite and well defined. In particular if p6 is supported in U
and the map r: U’ — U has degree m, then

Note also that given any C*! map f: 4 — B, there is a linear chain map
f*TQY(B) > "Q*(A)
defined as usual so that
(f*0)p(v) 1= Or(p) (TS (v)).

To see that f™*0 is actually in "Q*(A4), let r: U’ — U be a complete, equidimensional
submersion onto a neighborhood of f(p) such that r*6 € Q*(U’). Then taking the
fiber product of r: U’ — B with f gives a complete equidimensional submersion onto
a neighborhood of p so that the pullback of f*6 isin Q*, and thus f*6 € Q*(A4).

Our version of Stokes’ theorem also extends to refined forms in "Q}(B). If B isa
complete exploded manifold, the integration pairing on “H*(B) is nondegenerate, but
as "H*(B) is in general infinite-dimensional, this does not imply Poincaré duality.

Theorem 9.2 Given any submersion f: B — C between oriented exploded manifolds,
there exists a linear chain map
S "QE(B) = "Q(C)

uniquely determined by the property that

|anss=[ rrarns
forall B €"Q¥(B) and « € "Q*(C).

Proof Given any point p € C, we may take a refinement of a neighborhood of p
so that the inverse image of p in the refined neighborhood is contained in a stratum
which is a smooth manifold. As a smooth form on a manifold is determined by its
integral against compactly supported forms, fif around p is uniquely determined
by the property [ a A fif = [g(f*a) AB. As the right-hand side of this equation
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is linear in B, it follows that f; is linear if it exists. Stokes’ theorem implies that
if @ € "QK(C), then

f o ndfif = (—FF! / (da) A fiff = (—1)F+1 / (df*a) A p = / (f*a) AdB.
C C B B

Soif f exists, it is a linear chain map. Using a partition of unity, we may restrict to
the case that f is a map between coordinate charts U and V' and § pulls back to a
form in Q}(U’). Then, using a partition of unity on U’, we may restrict to the case
that § is supported in a single coordinate chart of U’. By relabeling we do not lose
generality by assuming that § is supported in a single coordinate chart U .

The tropical part of U and V are polytopes U and V. There exists a coordinate
chart V" with a complete equidimensional submersion V/ — V' such that the image of
integral vectors from U in V is always a full sublattice of the image of integral vectors
from V’. (The tropical part of V' is V with a different integral-affine structure.)
Then we may choose a refinement V" — V corresponding to a subdivision of V' so
that f(U) is a polytope in this subdivision. Suppose that & € "Q* V" pulls back to
a C°! form on some V”” — V. Then let V be the fiber product over V of V'
with V" and V", and let r: U — U be the fiber product of V — V with f: U — V.

Then f : U — V is a submersion which also is surjective on integral vectors. Therefore,
Theorem 6.1 implies that there is a linear chain map fi: Q:(U ) — Q:(I}) such that

[Lanfup= [ (7w nrp

forall @ € Q*(V) and B € QX (U). Considering fi as a refined form in "Q} (B),
we have our map fy. As U — U has the same degree as V — V, the above formula

/VaAf!ﬁsz(f*a)Aﬂ-

Lemma 7.3 implies that this map fj is independent of further refinement of V and U, so
/1B depends only on B as an element of "Q%(U), noton f as an element of Q ((7 ). O

implies that

Lemma 9.3 Suppose that A, B and C are oriented exploded manifolds, f: A — B
is a submersion, and g: C — B is a C°! map.
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Consider the following commutative diagram involving the fiber product of g and f :

Cexspa L5 C

el
4—' B

Then f, also exists, and the following diagram is commutative:

TQEC gx s A) ——— 71X (C)

N i

(&) (R(C gx A)) CTEA) —L T2 (B)
Proof This lemma has the same proof as Lemma 7.3, except Theorem 9.2 is used
instead of Theorem 6.1. a

Remark 9.4 For any submersion f: A — B between oriented exploded manifolds,
giving A and B the opposite orientations results in the same f;. (One way to see
this from Lemma 9.3 is to set C to be B with the opposite orientation.) It fol-
lows that fi only depends on the choice of relative orientation of f. (For a given
map f: A — B, arelative orientation is a homotopy class of nonvanishing sections
of NP(TA® f*TB).)

In the case of a relatively oriented submersion f: A — C, where C is not necessarily
oriented, Lemma 9.3 implies that we may define fi: "Q}X 4 — "Q}C to be the unique
linear chain map satisfying the property that given any map g: B — C from an oriented
exploded manifold B, the diagram

rQI(C gxsA) —— Ly rQr(C)

N i

()71 'R(C gx s 4) C7RE(A4) —L rQ(B)
commutes, where f!’ is defined by Theorem 9.2 because the relative orientation of f°
induces a relative orientation of f’, which together with the orientation of B gives an
orientation for (C ¢x 5 A).

Even though the perfect pairing version of Poincaré duality does not necessarily hold
for "TH*(B), the following lemma gives an analogue of the Poincaré dual of a map
from a complete manifold.
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Lemma 9.5 Suppose that C is a complete oriented exploded manifold and f: C — B
is a C°! map to an oriented exploded manifold B . Then given any metric on B
and distance r, there exists a closed form 6 € "Q}(B) supported within a radius r
of f(C) which is Poincaré dual to f in the sense that

/ou\@z/ f*a forall closed o € "Q*(B).
B (o

Suppose that A is oriented and g: A — B is any complete C°! map transverse to f .
Then g*6 is Poincaré dual to the map f’ in

dgx,C 55 ¢

b
A—=% B

in the sense that
[ ang*o =/ fa  forall closed a € "Q*(A).
A AngC

Proof The proof of this lemma is identical to the proof of Lemma 8.1, except
Theorem 9.2 is used in the place of Theorem 6.1, and Lemma 9.3 is used instead
of Lemma 7.3. m|

10 Partitions of unity and good covers

Throughout this paper, we are assuming that our exploded manifolds considered as
topological spaces are second countable. The following lemma constructs a partition
of unity subordinate to a given open cover of an exploded manifold.

Lemma 10.1 Given any open cover {Uy} of an exploded manifold B, there exists a
partition of unity subordinate to {Uy}.

Proof Any (second countable) exploded manifold has an exhaustion by compact
subsets K; such that K;_; is contained in the interior of K;. This fact follows from
the observation that it holds for R” x Tp', and any (second countable) exploded
manifold has a countable cover by open subsets isomorphic to R” x Tp'.

A second ingredient needed for construction of partitions of unity is the existence of
bump functions. There exists a smooth function with compact support which is positive
on any given compact subset of R” x T'p'. Given any point p in an open subset U of
an exploded manifold, Lemma 6.10 of [3] states that there exists an open neighborhood
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of p contained inside U which is isomorphic to R” x Tp'. Therefore, there exists a
smooth nonnegative function which is positive at p and which has support compactly
contained inside U .

We may now construct partitions of unity as usual. Let {U,} be any open cover
of B . For each point p in K; \ K;_;, choose a nonnegative bump function p, which
is positive at p and which has compact support contained inside K;y; \ K;—; and
some Uy. The sets {p, > 0} form an open cover of B which has a locally finite
subcover {pp, > 0};=1,.... Then ) ; pp, is smooth and positive, so we may divide our
functions pp, by this sum to obtain the required partition of unity. a

Lemma 10.2 Any compact exploded manifold B has a finite good cover {U;} in the
sense that the intersection of any number of these U; is either empty or isomorphic
toR"xTp'.

Proof One way to prove that a manifold M has good cover is to choose a connection
and then construct a cover of M by geodesically convex open sets. This proof does
not immediately generalize to exploded manifolds, because geodesically convex open
neighborhoods of points in strata with nonzero tropical dimension do not exist. In this
proof, we shall first choose a nice “equivariant” set of coordinate charts, construct a
connection V compatible with these coordinate charts, construct functions which are
convex with respect to V, then use these convex functions to construct an open cover
satisfying a convexity condition strong enough to prove that it is a good cover.

It was shown in [5] that any exploded manifold has a cover by equivariant coordinate
charts isomorphic to open subsets of R” x T'p'. (This was proved for smooth exploded
manifolds in Lemma A3 of [5]. The same proof works for C°! exploded manifolds:
the only modification necessary is that C°! coordinate charts and vector fields should
be used in place of smooth coordinate charts and vector fields in the proof of Lemma A3.)
Using equivariant coordinate charts means that each transition map or its inverse is in
the form of a map

5) (x,5) > (S(x), 21(0)Z% ... gn(x)Z%").

In particular, transition maps of the above type send the lattice of vector fields N gen-
erated by the real and imaginary parts of Z;(d/0Z;) to a sublattice of the corresponding
lattice in the target. Note that the coordinate charts with more structure are those with
higher dimensional tropical part, so these equivariant transition maps never decrease
the dimension of the tropical part. We shall assume that we have a finite number of
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coordinate charts and that if two coordinate charts intersect, the tropical part of one of the
coordinate charts is a face of the other coordinate chart. (Recall that the closure of any
stratum is a face — the above statement does not assume that it is a codimension-1 face!)

By using a partition of unity and reducing the size of our equivariant coordinate charts
where necessary, we can choose a connection V on TB so that in our coordinate charts,
for any vector w in the lattice of vector fields N generated by the real and imaginary
parts of Z;(d/0z;),

Vw=Ly and Vw=0.

To achieve the above, proceed as follows: in each coordinate chart, the standard flat
connection obeys the above conditions. Choose a finite partition of unity consisting
of bump functions compactly supported inside our equivariant coordinate charts, and
average these flat connections using this partition of unity. Now reduce the size of
coordinate charts so that the above condition holds, starting with the coordinate charts
of the highest tropical dimension. Because our coordinate changes are equivariant,
on the open subset of any of our coordinate charts which is the complement of the
support of all bump functions supported inside charts with lower tropical dimension,
the averaged connection obeys the above conditions. We can safely reduce the size of
our coordinate chart to this open set because the complement is covered by charts with
lower dimensional tropical part.

Our connection V on (an open subset of) R” x Tp' defines a connection V' on an
open subset of R” follows: Let x denote the projection to R”, and let v indicate any
lift of a vector field v from R” to R” x Tpt such that 7'x(7) = v. Then define

V;lvz = TX(V,N)I 52)

Note that every smooth vector field on R” x Tp6 is independent of Tp6 as P° is an
open polytope, so T'x(Vy, U2) is indeed a vector field on R”. Next we check that our
conditions on V ensure that this projected connection is well defined: Let x; be x
followed by projection of R” onto the i coordinate. If w is in the kernel of T'x, then
Vw(dx;(v)) =0 if v is lifted. As such a w must be in the span of N, we have Vy,dx; =
0, and thus Vy,¥ is also in the kernel of 7'x. This implies that 7'x (Vg v,) does not
depend on the choice of lift of vy. The fact that V,w =0 for any w € N implies that if
we instead choose w in the kernel of T x (so w is a sum of smooth functions times vec-
tor fields in V'), then V,w will also be in the kernel of 7'x. It follows that T'x (V3, 02)
does not depend on the choice of lift of v,, and the connection V’ is well defined.
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We shall now locally construct some convex functions. In one of our equivariant
coordinate charts, consider the function |x|?>. When it is small enough, this function is
(nonstrictly) convex in the sense that restricted to any V-geodesic, it has nonnegative
second derivative. In particular, if a geodesic has velocity v, then the second derivative
of |x|? restricted to the geodesic is

Vo(d[x[*)(v) =2 ) (dxi(v)* +2x; (Vydx;) (v).

Restricted to vectors in the subspace generated by (d/dx;), the above quadratic form
is positive definite at x = 0, and therefore positive definite on this subspace for |x|
small enough. Let w be any vector field given by a sum of constants times the real
and imaginary parts of Z;(d/0z;). Then

Votw(d|x]?)(w) = Vyyu(d|x]*(w) = 0.
Also, the fact that V,, = L., implies that
Vuw(d|x[*) =0.
Therefore,

Vorw(d|x|*) (v +w) = Vo (d|x]?)(v).

As our quadratic form is positive definite on one subspace and independent of a
complimentary subspace, it is positive semidefinite.

Now construct a proper convex function on (a subset of ) our coordinate chart R” x Tp'.
Choose some basis {{y := [t?Z%]} of smooth monomials on Tp', and consider the
function

(©) fi=Y 12

Restricted to geodesics in the directions spanned by NV, this function is (nonstrictly) con-
vex, as verified by the following calculation: If w; indicates the real part of Ei_l dzi(w),
then

Vi (df)(w) =Y 4ltelafw].

For x small, |x|? is strictly convex on the complementary subspace to N spanned
by 9/0x;. Therefore, if we choose A large enough, f + A|x|?> will be convex when
it is at most 1.
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Claim 10.3 There exists a finite cover of B by open subsets U; of our coordinate
charts given by

Ui:={gi<1}CR"xTp,
where

gi: R"x Tp' — [0, 00)

is proper and (nonstrictly) convex on the subset

2U; :={gi <2} CR"xTp,
such that every intersection U of a finite number of these coordinate charts satisfies
the following two convexity assumptions:

(i) The projection U' of U NR" x Tpo to R" is geodesically convex using the
connection V',

(i1) U is defined by some finite number of inequalities g; < 1, where each g; is a
finite sum of positive functions on U’ times the square absolute values of smooth
monomial functions, and g; is proper restricted to each Tp' fiber of U’ x Tp'.

We shall prove, in Claim 10.5 below, that the above two convexity conditions imply
that U is isomorphic to R” x T z'. Condition (i) will allow us to choose an isomorphism
of U’ with R”, and condition (ii) will allow us to stretch U in the Tp' direction to give
an isomorphism with U’ x Tg'. One important aspect of condition (ii) is encapsulated
in the following observation:

Remark 10.4 Let ¢: U; — U, be an equivariant map between coordinate charts such
that v is an inclusion of Uy as a face of U, . If ¢ is a smooth monomial function on Uy,

2
SRR
may be written as the square absolute value of some monomial function on U; times

(the pullback to U; of) a smooth positive function on U/, and if x is (the pullback
to U, of) a smooth positive function on U}, then

xoy

is also the pullback to U; of a smooth positive function on U 1/ .

Remark 10.4 follows directly from the fact that our equivariant map ¥ may be written
in the form of (5).

Now we choose a function g satisfying the conditions of the g; from Claim 10.3.
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Setting g to be a large enough multiple of f + A|x — p|? gives an open subset
U := {g < 1} satistying the above convexity conditions: condition (ii) is obviously
satisfied, and condition (i) is satisfied for g a large enough multiple of f + A|x — p|?
because f + A|x — p|? restricted to U’ is the convex function A|x — p|?>. Within
any coordinate chart isomorphic to an open subset of R” x T'p', we may therefore
cover an open neighborhood of this chart intersected with R” x T p6 with open subsets
individually satisfying the convexity conditions of Claim 10.3.

Suppose we have a finite cover of all strata of tropical dimension greater than k by
sets U; defined by functions g; satisfying the convexity conditions of Claim 10.3. We
shall extend this cover to a cover of all strata of tropical dimension greater than or equal
to k while still satisfying the convexity conditions of Claim 10.3, proving Claim 10.3.

Choose a cover of the strata of tropical dimension k using coordinate charts with tropical
dimension k so that each of these coordinate charts includes in an old coordinate chart
via an equivariant map. We may now cover the strata of dimension k£ by open sets U
coming from functions g defined in these new coordinate charts and satisfying the above
convexity conditions, and satisfying the extra condition that if U intersects a member Uj;
of our previously constructed finite good cover, then U is contained entirely inside 2U; .
This new collection of open sets together with our old cover is an open cover of the set
of strata of dimension at least k, which is compact, so we can choose a finite subcover.
It remains to prove that this subcover satisfies the convexity conditions of Claim 10.3.

The intersection of a finite number of these new sets U satisfying the two convexity
conditions of Claim 10.3 clearly still satisfies these convexity conditions, because all
transition maps and their inverses are equivariant. Intersection with some of the previ-
ously constructed U; then corresponds to restricting to a subset where the functions g;
are less than 1. Restricting a geodesically convex set to a set where a (nonstrictly)
convex function is less than 1 gives a geodesically convex set, so this intersection
obeys convexity condition (i). (We required U C 2U; so that g; would be defined and
convex on all of U .)

The condition that the transition map between the coordinate chart U and the coordinate
chart where g; satisfies condition (ii) is equivariant, and the fact that the tropical part
of U is some face of this coordinate chart implies that we can use Remark 10.4 to see
that g; in the coordinate chart R” x T 1’.? containing U is some sum of positive functions
of R" times the square absolute values of smooth monomial functions. Therefore
convexity condition (ii) also holds for any intersection of our sets U .
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We may continue covering strata of lower tropical dimension until a finite cover of B
satisfying Claim 10.3 has been constructed.

Claim 10.5 IfU CcR"xT 1’3 satisfies convexity conditions (i) and (ii) of Claim 10.3,
then U is isomorphic to R" x T 1];.

To prove Claim 10.5, note that the set U’ defined by U NR” x Tho = U’ x T¥o is
geodesically convex and open, and therefore diffeomorphic to R”. We can therefore
reduce to the case that U’ = R”.

Recall that U is equal to the set where g; < 1 for some finite number of functions g;
which are sums of positive functions on R” times square absolute values of monomial
functions. Suppose that g; = g + y, where g and y are nonnegative and y is (the
pullback of) a function on R”. We may replace such a g; by g(1 — y)~!. Therefore,
we may assume that these g; are a sum of positive functions times the square absolute
values of nonconstant monomial functions. Choose a diffeomorphism p: [0, 1) — [0, c0)
so that close to 0, we have p(x) = x. The function

G 322/?0&'
i

is smooth and proper on each Tp' fiber of U. In what follows, we shall use G to
define a complete vector field v on U whose (negative time) flow eventually sends
each point of U into an arbitrarily small neighborhood of U’ x T féo where G is small.
We shall also define an analogous complete vector field v on R” x Tp', so that v’
agrees with v when G is small. Then we shall define an isomorphism U — R” x T'p'
by a map locally defined by flowing v for some time —7" so that G becomes small,
then flowing back out for time 7" using v’.

Note that at each point of Tz, there is a vector v such that for all smooth monomials ¢,
v[¢|? is positive if ¢ is nonzero. Therefore, vG > 0 if G # 0. Therefore, if VG
indicates the gradient of G in the Tp' direction using the standard flat metric, then VG
is nonzero whenever G is nonzero. Let v be a smooth vector field on U such that

e v is in the kernel of the projection U — R”,

e 0<vG=1,and

e vG >0 when G > 0.

This vector field v is complete on U and for any point p € U and € > 0, there exists
some time 7 such that G(®_;y(p)) <€ forall t > T.
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We shall now define an analogous vector field v' on R” x Tp'. Let
G = Z gi.
i

When G is small, G = G’ =), g;. Note that G’ is proper restricted to Tp' fibers
of R” x Tg' and |VG’| > 0 whenever G’ > 0. We can therefore choose some smooth
vector field v’ so that

e v/ =v on aneighborhood of Tp5,
e v/ is in the kernel of the projection to R”,
e VG’ >0 wherever G’ > 0, and
e VG <.
Consider the map U — R” x Tp' given by the limit as # — oo of

Dy 0 Dy,

the flow for time —¢ of v followed by the flow for time ¢ of v’. Note that v’ and v
agree in a neighborhood of R” x Tpt and ®_;, eventually brings any point into this
neighborhood. Therefore, around any point, this limit is simply given by @, 0 ®_;,
for some large ¢. It follows that this map is smooth. It is also obviously invertible,
as ®_;y also eventually brings each point into a neighborhood of R” x T g6 . It follows
that U is isomorphic to R” x Tp', and we have completed the proof of Claim 10.5,
and therefore the proof of our lemma. a

11 Cohomology does not change in connected families

Consider a family of exploded manifolds over R. Any such family is trivial, so the
cohomology of different fibers may be identified. This identification does not depend
on the choice of trivialization, so it is canonical. Similarly, for any family of exploded
manifolds over an exploded manifold F, given any two points pi, p, in F, and a
smooth path y: [0, 1] - F from p; to p,, there is an identification of the cohomology
of the fiber over p; with the fiber over p,. This identification only depends on the
isotopy class of y. Of course, even if F is connected, if p; and p, have different
image in F, there will be no such path.

On the other hand, consider a family of exploded manifolds over Tp' where the
polytope P is open. A differential form on some fiber B of this family may be
regarded as some section of [/\T*B7 over [B]. The smooth part of any fiber of
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this family is canonically isomorphic to [B7], and the smooth part of the cotangent
space of every fiber is canonically isomorphic to [7* B, therefore there is a canonical
identification of differential forms on any fiber of our family with differential forms
on [ B]. This canonical identification preserves exterior differentiation, wedge products
and integration, and gives a canonical identification of the cohomology of every fiber
of our family.

Here is a surprising observation: given a path y between two points in Tp', the
identification of cohomology from y will sometimes be different from the canonical
identification coming from identifying the smooth parts of every fiber; these two
different identifications will always agree if y is a path that only travels in the directions
spanned by integral vectors, but these identifications will often be different if the integral
of the imaginary part of El-_ld Z; does not vanish on y.

We shall take the view that the identification of cohomology coming from a path is the
“correct” identification. To identify the cohomology of two fibers with different tropical
parts, we shall need the following notion of a long path.

Definition 11.1 (long path) Let X be some refinement of 7. Consider X as a
C*! exploded manifold.

Recall from Section 3 of [3] that any subset of X inherits the structure of an abstract
exploded space. A long line L is an abstract exploded space isomorphic to the subset
of X given by

L:={:c(0,00)tR cC*®}c X,

where Z is the standard coordinate on T pulled back to X . The ends of L are the con-
nected components of L intersected with the strata of X with unbounded tropical part.

A long path in an exploded manifold B is a morphism

y:L—~> B
of abstract exploded spaces such that y is constant on a neighborhood of the ends of L.
Expanding this definition a little, L is locally isomorphic either to R or a subset of T11
defined by Z € (0, 00)t®. Our long path y will be an ordinary smooth path in B
where L is isomorphic to R, and on the other coordinate charts it can be given by

specifying a C°! map 7: T}! — B, and restricting to the subset where Z € (0, co)t® |
There is a long path joining any two points in a connected exploded manifold.

A long line L is a type of exploded space which can be regarded as a C°! version of
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an exploded fibration, defined in [2]. Given a family B — B of exploded manifolds
and a long path y in By, the pullback y*ﬁ of this family is a nice exploded space on
which differential forms may be defined:

)/*l;’ —_—

|

LL)B()

— ™

Where L is isomorphic to R, the pullback y*l§ is isomorphic to a family of ex-
ploded manifolds over R so differential forms can be defined as usual. Where L
is isomorphic to the subset of T 11 given by Z € (0, c0)tR, the pullback y*l} is an
abstract exploded space isomorphic to the subset of some family )9*l§ —-T 11 given
by restricting to Z € (0, c0)t®. As in Section 6 of [3], we can define the tangent sheaf
of )/*l? as the sheaf of derivations on exploded functions. Where L is isomorphic
to {Z€(0,00)R}C T 11 , the tangent space Ty*é may be given by restricting the
tangent space of 7*B to y*B C $*B in the obvious way: here, Ty* B is the kernel
of the imaginary part of 2~ 'dz within TP*B | j - Integral vectors within Ty*B are
also defined as usual, and correspond to the restrlctlon of integral vectors from 7' )/*B

We can then define 7*y* B as the dual vector bundle to Ty * B , and define differential
forms on y*B as C°! sections of A\ 7*y*B. Define Q*(y*B) to be the sheaf
of differential forms on y*B that are in Q* restricted to any fiber of y*B — L,
and that vanish on any integral vectors. Again, Q*(y*ﬁ) is as usual where L is
isomorphic to R, and where L is isomorphic to {Z € (0,00)tR} c T 11 , the sheaf
Q* (y*ﬁ ) consists of differential forms that are locally equal to the restriction of forms
in Q*(p*B) to y*B C p*B.

Proposition 11.2 Suppose B — B is a family of exploded manifolds, y: L — B
is a long path, and B is a fiber of B — B\ over one of the ends of y . Then any closed
differential form 6 € Q* B extends to a closed differential form 6 € Q*(y*B).

We shall delay the slightly technical proof of Proposition 11.2 until after we have
defined our isomorphism between the cohomology of different fibers of a family of
exploded manifolds.

Definition 11.3 Suppose that B — B, is a family of exploded manifolds, y: L — By
is along path, and B and B’ are the fibers of B— B over the ends of y. Define a map

W,: H*(B) — H*(B')
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as follows: Choose a representative 6 € Q*(B) for a given cohomology class [6] €
H*(B). Extend 6 to a closed form 6 € Q*(y*B), then let 8’ € Q*(B’) be the
restriction of 6 to B’. Define W, ([0]) =[0'] € H*(B').

The proposition below tells us that W), is an isomorphism. In order to use integration
along the fiber and Poincaré duality, we have added the assumption that B — Byisa
family of oriented exploded manifolds. This assumption may be easily removed by
using differential forms with coefficients twisted by the orientation bundle of the fibers.

Proposition 11.4 If B — By is a family of oriented exploded manifolds, then the
map V,: H*(B) — H*(B') from Definition 11.3 does not depend on the choice
of @ and §’. Moreover, W, is a linear isomorphism that preserves wedge products and
integration.

Proof We shall begin with the following claim that tells us W, is compatible with
integration.

Claim 11.5 Suppose that the form 6 e Q*(y*é) is closed. Then the integral of 6
over any two fibers of y* B is equal.

To prove Claim 11.5, we may assume that 0 has the correct degree to be integrated on
the fibers of y*l§ . In regions where L is isomorphic to R, Theorem 6.1 implies that
the integral of 6 along the fiber of the map y*l§ — L is a constant function, so on such
regions, the integral of 6 on fibers of y*é is constant. To prove Claim 11.5, we need
only show that the same holds in regions where L is isomorphic to { € (0, c0)tR} C T} .

On such a region, y is the restriction of some map p: T 11 — By, and y*é may be
regarded as a subset of the family of exploded manifolds 7: p* BT 11 . Theorem 6.1
tells us that integration along the fiber of 7 is well defined and commutes with exterior
differentiation. On this region, there exists a (not necessarily closed) differential form 6’
defined on 7* B so that 6 is the restriction of 6’ to y*B C $*B. The form §’ need
not be closed, but since 0 is closed, d 6’ restricted to y*B C $*B is 0.

Theorem 6.1 tells us 71(6”) is a function defined on T} and dm(0)=m(db'). As db’
vanishes on y*é C )9*I§ , it follows that m(é’) is constant on {Z € (0, c0)tR} TI1 .In
other words, the integral of 6 over fibers of y*é is constant. This completes the proof
of Claim 11.5. Note that Claim 11.5 implies that W,, is compatible with integration.

We shall now show that W, is well defined by showing that it sends forms 6 that
are 0 in homology to forms that are 0 in homology. In order to use the version of
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Poincaré duality given in Theorem 5.1, we shall now assume that every map T — B
must be constant. (So long as By is connected, the same must hold for every fiber
of B — By.) Suppose that 6 € Q*(y*B) is closed and restricts to be 0 in H*(B).
Then given any other closed form 6’ € Q*(y* B), the integral of 6 A 6’ over B must
be 0; therefore Claim 11.5 implies that the integral of 6 A0’ over B’ must also be 0.
Theorem 5.1 implies that if 0 restricted to B’ was not 0 in H* (l§), then there would
exist a closed differential form 6" € Q*(B’) such that the integral of 6 A0 over B’ is
nonzero. Proposition 11.2 implies that such a 6" extends to some closed 0 e Q*(y*é ).
Therefore O restricts to be 0 in H* (B’) if and only if it restricts to be 0 in H*(B).

We have shown under the assumption that all maps T — B are constant, ¥,,: H*(B)—
H*(B’) is well defined independent of the choice of 6 and 6 in Definition 11.3. In
the more general case that there are nonconstant maps T — B, then B — By is
isomorphic to some 7" bundle over some other bundle B — B whose fibers do not
admit nonconstant maps from 7. Any differential form in Q* of a fiber of B — B,
is equal to the pullback of a unique form on the corresponding fiber of B — By.
Similarly, forms in y*B are equal to the pullback of forms in y* B’. Therefore, the
fact that W,,: H*(B) — H*(B’) is well defined independent of the choice of 6 and 6
follows from the analogous fact for the family B — By.

The fact that W), is well defined independent of choice of 6 and 6 implies that it is
linear and preserves Wedge products, because ¢1 607 + ¢36, extends to ¢; 91 +cp 92, and
01 A 05 extends to 91 A 92 Reversing the roles of B and B’ gives an inverse to W,,, so
it is a linear isomorphism that preserves wedge products and integration, as required. O

The remainder of this paper is devoted to the proof of Proposition 11.2.

We must extend a closed differential form 6 € Q*B to a closed differential form
6 € Q*(y*B), where B is the fiber of B — By over an end of y: L — By. Because
y must be constant on a neighborhood of the ends of L, we may extend 6 to some
closed differential form 6 € Q*(y*B) defined on a neighborhood of B .

We can continue to extend 6 to the rest of y*ﬁ using the following claim that will
take several pages to prove:

Claim 11.6 Suppose an open subset U of L is isomorphic to {Z € (0, 0co)tR} TI1 ,
where I C [0, 00) is some interval containing 0. Let 0 be a closed differential form
in Q*(y*é) defined where |Z| > 1. Then there exists a closed differential form
in Q*(y*é) defined on all of U that agrees with 6 on the subset where |Z] > 2.
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At this point, we shall use the notion of equivariant coordinate charts, defined and
constructed in Appendix A of [5]. The idea shall be to represent a given homology class
in a fiber of y*ﬁ with a suitably equivariant differential form that extends uniquely as
an equivariant differential form on y*B .

On our open subset, y is the restriction of a C>! map y: T 11 — By. Lemma A3
of [5] constructs equivariant coordinate charts for any smooth family of exploded
manifolds, however the same proof works to construct equivariant coordinate charts
for any C°! family of exploded manifolds. The only change required in the proof
is that C°1 vector fields must be used in place of smooth vector fields. As in the
proof of Lemma A3, we may choose equivariant coordinate charts on )7*l§ so that
the projection to T 11 is equivariant. (An alternate proof of the existence of equivariant
charts for C°! exploded manifolds is contained in the construction of normally rigid
structures given in [4].)

Given equivariant coordinate charts on )?*é , after shrinking our coordinate charts
appropriately, we may choose real functions dg on B (designed to measure the distance
to strata S') satisfying the following:

(i) dg is a nonnegative real function whose vanishing set is the closure of S'.

(i) On any of our coordinate charts intersecting S but not the boundary of §, if
our chart is (equivariantly) isomorphic to an open subset of R” x Tp', then

ds =) filtil,

where

(a) each ¢; is a smooth monomial on Tp', and
(b) f; is a nonnegative smooth function on R”.

(iii) If such a coordinate chart intersects a stratum 7', then on this coordinate chart,
dr = Ardyg.

In other words, if dg = Y"; f;|¢i|?, then d7 is the corresponding sum in which
every monomial {; that does not vanish on 7" has been removed.

Such distance functions may be constructed starting with the strata with the largest
dimensional tropical part, then choosing the distance functions for the smaller strata
compatibly after shrinking coordinate charts a little. Once such distance functions are
chosen, there exist distances Rg > 0 and an open covering of )?*é by a new collection
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of equivariant coordinate charts U compatible with our old equivariant coordinate
charts, and satisfying the following conditions:

(i) Each U that intersects the stratum S but not the boundary of S is equivariantly
isomorphic to an open subset of R” x Tp' where dg <2Rg.

(ii) The subset where dg < 2R is covered by charts that intersect S'.

(iii) For any stratum 7, the subset where d7 > 0 is covered by charts that do not
intersect 7.

(iv) If T # S is in the closure of S, then Ry > Rg.

Choose some fiber B of y*é over the subset of T 11 where 1 > |Z| > 0 and close
enough to the central stratum of 7' 11 to be covered by the subsets where dg < Rg/2
for strata S that project to the central stratum of T 11 .

In the pages that follow, we shall show that we can replace a given closed differ-
ential form on B with a differential form that is equivariant where dg < Rg/2
in the following sense: Suppose that U is one of our charts intersecting S. Then
U is equivariantly isomorphic to an open subset of R” x Tp'. Suppose that the
stratum S corresponds to a k—dimensional stratum of P that is the interior of the
face of P defined by setting the last m — k coordinates on P C R™ equal to 0.
Consider the lattice Zg of vector fields consisting of integer sums of the real parts
of {£1(d/0z1),....Zx(3/dzx)}, and the corresponding lattice Z'; consisting of integer
sums of the imaginary parts of {Z;(d/0dz1),...,Zx(d/0zx)}. Any equivariant change
of coordinate charts intersecting S preserves these lattices Zg and 7, so Zg and Ifg
are well-defined sheaves of vector fields on * B where dg < 2R . The restriction U
of U to B is an open subset of R” x (C*)! x T }”/, and the restrictions of the vector
fields in Zg and Z§ now include the real and imaginary part of z;(d/0dz;), where z;
indicates the coordinate on the i™ C*.

Say that a differential form 6 is S—equivariant if L,8 = 0 for all v in Zg U qu and
iy =0 for all v € Zg. We shall also use the weaker condition that 6 is Z'¢—equivariant
if L,0 =0 forall ve Ig,. Say that a function or a subset of a coordinate chart is
Ifg—invariant if it is preserved by the flow of vector fields in ng. In what follows, we
wish to replace a given closed differential form with an equivariant differential form
representing the same homology class. We shall do this by first replacing it with an
I&—equivariant form, then modifying this form to achieve S—equivariance.

Claim 11.7 Every cohomology class in H* B is represented by some closed form

A

0 € Q*(B) that is T\—equivariant where dg < R for all strata S of p* B .
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Let U be some I&—invariant subset of B where I& makes sense, and on which the
sheaf Ifg is generated by global sections. Choose a basis {v;} for qu on U, then define

1 1 2w . .
Ki(6) = 5/0 /0 %, iy 0 ds dt,

where ®g;y, indicates the flow of v; for time s¢. This flow is complete on U or any
Tg—invariant subset, so K;(0) is well defined for 6 € Q*(U), and also makes sense
on any Z¢—invariant subset. Note that if on some Z¢—invariant subset, L,0 = 0 for
any v € I, then Ly K;60 = 0 on this subset too. The following calculation shows
how K; can be used to modify a given form to a v;—invariant form:

2
(dK; + K;d)6 = [ / O, Ly, 6 ds dt

:E o 9 @fWGdl
1 2
*
:Q_E/(; @tWGdl

Choose an Ifg—invariant subset V' of U, and an I&—invariant cut-off function p that
is 1 restricted to V', and has compact support within U . Then for any closed form
0 € Q*(U), we may replace 6 with

[ [ —dpky)6.
l

This modified form represents the same cohomology class, but is now Z'g—equivariant
on V. Furthermore if 77, C T, this new form remains Z7—equivariant on any
Ifg—invariant subset on which 6 was already I}—equivariant. Condition (iii) on d
implies that it is Ifs.—invariant wherever Ifg makes sense. If 6 is already Z7.—equivariant
where dr < R, for any collection of strata 7" not in the closure of S, we may cover
the region where dg < Rg with I&—equivariant subsets V' as above, and modify 6
using the above procedure to a form that is Ig,—equivariant where dg < Rg, and still
I’T—equivariant where d7 < Rp. Claim 11.7 then follows by induction on the tropical
dimension of the strata involved.

Consider the charts U satisfying the conditions enumerated on page 49. For each
such chart U intersecting S but not any other strata in the closure of .S, choose U’
to be a compactly contained open subset of U where each Ty fiber is either empty
or the subset where dg < Rg/2. Choose the charts U’ to still cover y* B so that the
subset where dg < Rg/2 is covered by charts U’ that intersect S. (The conditions
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enumerated for the charts U ensure that this is possible.) Let U be the intersection
of U with B and U’ be the intersection of U’ with B .

Claim 11.8 Let U; be one of our coordinate charts and let S be the stratum inter-
secting U; with maximal tropical dimension. Let 6 be any closed differential form
in Q*(U;) such that

* 0 is Iy—equivariant wherever dr < Ry and S is in the closure of T , and

e 0 isalso T'—equivariant where dy» < Ry:/2 whenever T’ # S is in the closure
of S.

Then there exists a closed differential form 6’ € Q*(U;) representing the same coho-
mology class such that:

e 0’ is S—equivariant on U/ C Uj.

e The support of § — 6’ within U; is compact and contained in the set where
ds < Rg.

 If 0 is already S—equivariant on U; N U/ and (7; intersects S, then ' = 0
on U; N Uj’.

e 0 is I}.—equivariant where dT < Rt and S is in the closure of T .

e 0’ is T—equivariant where dp < R7 /2 and T # S is in the closure of S .

We have that U; is an open subset of R” x (C*)k x Tp'. Define K to be the operator
that restricted to each Tp' fiber is the K from Equation (2) on page 10. Because
smooth monomials increase along flowlines of the vector field v from Equation (1)
used to define K, the negative time flow of v decreases dg, and condition (iii) on d7
implies that the negative time flow of v also decreases dr where dr < 2R7 for
all other strata 7. Therefore such a Ky is well defined on U;, the subset of U;
where dr < Ry or Ry /2, and also on U; N Uj/ so long as Uj intersects S'. To see that
K6 is in Q*(U;), note that the estimate (3) on page 11 now holds with the constant ¢
replaced by a continuous function, and the rest of the proof that K(0) is in Q* applies
to show that Ko (0) is in Q*(U;). Because v commutes with the vector fields in 7',
the form Ky(0), like 6, is 7 s—equivariant where dg < Rg. Because v is in the
span of the vector fields Zg, we have KO (0) vanishing on the set U; N U; ! whenever
6 is S—equivariant on U; N U; ! (and UJ intersects S). Similarly KO(G) vanishes
where dr < Ry /2 and T # S is in the closure of S. Equation (4) on page 11 also
applies to K, giving that 0 — (Kod + dKy)#6 is independent of the Tp' coordinates.
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We also need to modify 6 to vanish in the directions given by multiplying the (C*)*
coordinates by real numbers. Let x; :=log|z;|, where z; is the /™ coordinate on (C*)¥ .
Our distance function dg restricted to a (C*)K fiber is in the form ch-ezo‘j'x,
where ¢; are positive real numbers and o/ are integral vectors whose positive span
contains R¥ . In particular, on such a fiber, dg is a strictly convex function of x, whose
double derivative (in x) is always positive definite. In particular, this implies that dg
achieves a unique minimum on each (C*)X fiber, and that the position where this
minimum is achieved depends smoothly on the other R” x Tp' coordinates. Let

H;: [0, 1] xR" x (C** x Tpt — R" x (C*)* x T

be the homotopy that is the identity on the R”, Tp' and angular (C *)k coordinates, that
is linear in the x coordinates, and that at ¢ = 0 is the identity and at = 1 sends the x
coordinate on each fiber to the unique value at which dg is minimized. Then define

1
K'6 ZI/ —Ht*l'aHt/ate dt.
0
Then
1
(dK' + K'd)6 =/0 —H} Ly, 9.0 dt = 0 — H*6.

Note that dH; /0t is in the span of the vector fields in Zg . If U ;j also intersects S, the
intersection of U j/ with a (C*)¥ fiber is either empty, or the subset where d7 < Ry /2
for some 7 in the closure of S. Condition (iii) on d7 implies that restricted to such a
fiber, dr is equal tcg ds plus a constant therefore our homotopy sends U; NU J’ into itself.
It follows that if U; intersects S, and 6 is already S—equivariant on U; N U J/-, then
K'(6) vanishes on U; N U} . Similarly, K’(0) vanishes on the set where dr < Rr/2
for any 7" # S in the closure of S. As H; sends the set where dg < Rg inside itself,
the observation that 0H; /0t commutes with the vector fields in Z'g implies that K'(6))
is I/S—equivariant where dg < Rg.

Let p be some compactly supported, Ig.—invariant smooth function on U; that is 1
on Ui/ and 0 where dg > Rg. Then for closed 8, define

0" = (1 —dpKo)(1 — dpK")6.

This 6’ satisfies all the conditions required by Claim 11.8. In particular, it is S—
equivariant where p = 1, coincides with 8 where p = 0, also coincides with 6
where dr < Ry /2 and T # S is in the closure of S, and on U; N U]’~ if 6 was
already S—equivariant on U J’ and U; intersects S. The form 6’ is also T,—equivariant
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where dg < Rg. If the closure of 7" contains S, being I/S—equivariant is stronger than
being Z7.—equivariant: 6’ is Z¢—equivariant where dsg < R and thus Z7.—equivariant
there, and where dg > R, we have 6" = 0, so ¢’ is T, —equivariant where 6 is.

Using Claim 11.7, we may represent any homology class in H* B by a differential
form that is Z7.—equivariant where dr < Rr. Then starting with our coordinate
charts that have maximal tropical dimension, we may use Claim 11.8 to modify our
differential form to a differential form 6 that represents the same cohomology class, but
is T—equivariant where d7 < Ry /2. In particular, if S has the maximal dimension
of the strata that intersect U, then 6 is S —equivariant on U’. Such a differential form
has a unique S—equivariant extension to the intersection of U’ with y*B C p*B.

In particular, we may sit U’ equivariantly inside R” x T'p' so that the first coordinate Z
on Tp' is the projection to T Il Let 6; indicate the imaginary part of Zl-_ld Z;. Recall
that there is some open subset O C R” such that U’ is the subset of O x T p where
ds < Rg/2. The S—equivariant differential forms on U’ can be written uniquely
as ch{l,...,m} awANiewbi, whereAaw is a form pulled back from O C R". The
chart U’ corresponds to restricting U’ to where Z; is equal to some small real con-
stant. The subset of U’ in y*é is the subset where Z; € (0, c0)tR. Therefore the
kernel of the restriction of such S—equivariant forms to U’ or the intersection of U’
with y*ﬁ consists of those forms containing 6;. Accordingly, the S—equivariant
forms on both U’ and the intersection of U’ with y* B may be written uniquely
as ZwC{Z,...,m} awA Niewbi, where ay, is a form pulled back from O.

Let N indicate the subset of y*l§ covered by the charts U’ whose projection contains
the central strata of . We have shown that any closed form 6 € Q*B that is S—
equivariant on B where dg < Rg/2 extends uniquely to a closed form 6" in Q* N that
is S—equivariant where dg < Rg/2. In particular, there exists a closed form 6’ € Q* N
that restricts to give a closed form in any chosen cohomology class in H*B. Our
neighborhood N contains all the fibers of the family y*l§ in some neighborhood
of the central strata of T 11 . As we may squish all of T 11 into this neighborhood, it
follows that there exists a closed differential form defined on all of y* B over T | that
restricts to give any chosen cohomology class on the fiber over Z = 2. Claim 11.6
follows: Given a closed differential form 6 on y*B defined over T | where > 1,
we can choose a closed differential form 6’ defined on the subset of y* B over T | so
that the restriction of 6’ to the fiber where 5 = 2 gives the same cohomology class
as the restriction of 8. As H *(B) = H*(B x R), there exists a differential form «
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defined on y*l? such that where 7 < 1, we have § —§’ = do. Choose a cutoff function
p: T} — [0, 1] that is 0 when |Z| < 1 and 1 when |Z| > 2. Then §’ — dpa is the
required extension of 6.

Claim 11.6 allows us to finish the proof of Proposition 11.2. As our family )/*l§ may
be trivialized in a neighborhood of an end of L, we may extend a closed differential
form defined on the fiber of y*l';’ at an end of L to a neighborhood of that end
of L. The rest of y*é is covered by a finite number of coordinate charts on which
Claim 11.6 allows us to extend our closed differential form. Therefore, our given closed
differential form extends to a closed differential form on all of y*é , as required by
Proposition 11.2. a
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