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MORSE CELLS

HENRY C. KING

1. INTRODUCTION

This paper is in the category proof of something not deep or significant which
I knew was true and told my students was true but for which I am not aware of
a published reference. In particular, when encountering theorem 3.5 in Milnor’s
“Morse Theory” which says a manifold has the homotopy type of a CW complex
with a k cell for each index k critical point of a Morse function, I would remark
that in fact as long as the gradientlike vector field is generic, the manifold is a CW
complex and the cells are the (closures of) the stable manifolds. So to be honest I
should write down a proof. Doing so led to investigating untico resolution towers,
manifolds with nice corners on the boundary, and other amusing notions.

Since posting version 1 of this paper others have kindly pointed out previous work
on some of these things. In particular the result above has appeared before, so I
could have saved myself the trouble. Indeed it appears there is enough activity that
I was wrong to consider the question insignificant as it appears to lead to much in-
teresting work. I stand corrected. I'll leave this paper up though since I may end up
using the work on resolution towers and stratifications elsewhere. There is a nice dis-
cussion in http://mathoverflow.net/questions/86610 particularly the post by Liviu
Nicolaescu which indicates work by Lizhen Qin see [I0] and [I1], reference to [3], as
well as his own [9]. There are a number of references to Laudenbach’s appendix to
[2] proving this result early on. The post http://mathoverflow.net/questions/11375
is also relevant. Many thanks to Patrick Massot for first alerting me to all this.

Manifolds with convex corners on the boundary were apparently developed in
the early 1960s by Cerf although I presume there was earlier work, particularly at
the elementary level used here, since they arise whenever one takes the product
of manifolds with boundary. More recently [5] is easily available online and gives
references to earlier work. Of course I should have included references to early
work on Whitney stratifications, Thom stratifications (I guess these are often called
Thom-Mather stratifications but I learned them from Mather), for example [12],
[4], and [§]. T have a vague recollection that Thom was originally thinking of
an approach to stratifications closer to the resolution towers given here, but later
switched to the Thom data approach refined by Mather, but this may be erroneous.
The resolution tower approach was mentioned at the end of [7] and one motivation
for this paper was to expand on those remarks.
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2. MANIFOLDS WITH CONVEX CORNERS ON THE BOUNDARY

Usually corners of a smooth manifold are swept under the rug, smoothed out
as soon as possible when they appear and viewed as a minor nuisance, not to be
thought of too much. However, while writing this paper, it became clear that
it would be useful to use a certain type of corner on the boundary of a smooth
manifold and indeed to embrace this extra structure.

A smooth manifold with convex corners on the boundary is a manifold with
charts based on open subsets of [0,00)™. The corners give a stratification of the
manifold according to the depth of the corner, a depth k corner point in an n
dimensional smooth manifold with convex corners on the boundary looks like 0 in
[0,00)% x Rk, We let 9. M denote the set of points of a manifold M with depth
k and OpM = ClowM = ;5 0; M.

Lemma 1. The depth of a point in a manifold with convex corners on the boundary
is well defined.

Proof. For any point x in a manifold M with convex corners on the boundary,
define the tangent cone at = to be the subset of the tangent space T,M of M at
x which are velocities at x of a curve in M. In other words, take a smooth curve
a: ([0,00),0) = (M, ), then da(t)/dt|;—o is in the tangent cone at z. Then note
that dim M minus the depth of x is the maximum dimension of a linear subspace
of T, M which is contained in the tanget cone at x. ([l

If N C M is a submanifold, we say that N has boundary compatible with
M if at every point of N, the pair (M, N) is locally diffeomorphic to the pair
[0,00)% x (R™~* R"~*) where k is the depth of the point in both M and N.

If h: M — N is a smooth map between manifolds with convex corners on the
boundary, we say that h is a strong submersion if it locally looks like projection of
[0,00)% x R*™* x [0,00)% x R™™"¢ t0 [0, 00)F x R"~*.

Lemma 2. Suppose h: M — N is a smooth map between manifolds with convex
corners on the boundary. The following are equivalent.
(1) h is a strong submersion
(2) For any x € M, suppose x has depth £, h(x) has depth k, and we choose
local coordinates g: (U, h(z)) — ([0,00)% x R*=¥0) in a neighborhood U of
h(z). Then there are local coordinates
f:(V,z) = ([0,00)% x R*F % [0,00) 7% x Rtk ()
in a neighborhood V' of x so that ghf~" is the restriction of projection
[0, 00)% x R™™ x [0,00) % x R™™™"+F 5 [0, 00)" x R"7F.
Proof. We need to show that 1 implies 2. Since h is a strong submersion we know
there are local coordinates f': (V',2) — (][0, 00)% xR ¥ x [0, 00) ¢~k x Rm—n=t+F ()
in a neighborhood V' of z and ¢’: (U’, h(z)) — ([0,00)* x R** 0) in a neighbor-
hood U’ of h(z) so that ¢’hf'~!(u,v,w,y) = (u,v). Define f by ff'~1(u,v,w,y) =
(v, v, w,y) where (u',v") = gg’*(u,v). Then
ght =M o' w,y) = ghf' ™ (u,v,w,9) = 99" H(u,0) = (u',0).
O

Lemma 3. The composition of two strong submersions is a strong submersion.
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Proof. Suppose h: M — N and h': N — N’ are strong submersions. Pick any
2 € M and any local coordinates ¢': (V/,h'h(z)) — ([0,00)* x R™ =¥ 0). By
Lemma [2] there are local coordinates

g: (V,h(z)) = (]0,00)% x R ¥ x [0, 00)"* x R~k ()
so that g’h’g~! is projection and there are local coordinates
fi (U, z) = ([0,00)F xR ¥ [0, 00)F ¥ x R*™™ ~F+K [0, 00)t~F x R~ ¢4k )
so that ghf~! is projection. Then ¢’h'hf~' = ¢’h’¢g 'ghf~! is projection. O

Lemma 4. Suppose h: M — N is a smooth map between manifolds with convex
corners on the boundary and h is a submersion, i.e., dh has rank dim N everywhere.
Suppose h preserves depth, i.e., for each k, h(OxM) C OpN. Then h is a strong
submersion.

Proof. Pick any x € M with depth k. If K = 0 then h is trivially a strong submersion
at x, so suppose k > 0. Choose any local coordinates f: (U,z) — ([0,00)" x
R™=k 0) and g: (V,h(x)) — ([0,00)k x R"7* 0). After restricting U we may as
well assume that f=1(0 x (0,00)*~1 x R™~¥) is connected, for example if f(U) is
convex. Then after reordering coordinates we may suppose that

ghf=H(0 % (0,00)* " x R™*) € 0 x (0,00)" " x R*7*

since h preserves the depth 1 points. By induction on k we know that gh f ! restricts
to a strong submersion from f(U)N0x [0, 00) "1 x R™ % to 0x [0, 00)* "1 x R" . So
we may choose local coordinates f': (U’,0) — [0,00)*~1 x R™~* in a neighborhood
of 0in 0% [0,00)*~1 x R™~* so that ghf = f " (2,93, -, Ym) = (0,92, ..., Yn). SO
after composing f with the map y — (y1, f'(y2,...,ym)) we may as well suppose
that ghf_1(07y27 s 7ym) = (07y27 s 7yn)

Let hi(y) denote the i-th coordinate of ghf~'(y). Since dh has rank n at z we
know Ohi/0y1(0) # 0. Since h preserves depth we know that for each ¢ < k, there
is a j; < k so that for any y near 0 with y; = 0 and y; # 0 for j # 4 then hj, (y) = 0.
We know j; = 1. We also know j; = ¢ for ¢ > 1 since if we take y near 0 with
y1 =y = 0and y; # 0 for j # 1,i then h;(y) = 0 iff j = 1 or ¢ but then since
Oh1/0y1 # 0 if we make y; small and nonzero, only h;(y) = 0.

Consider the change of coordinates z; = h;(y) for i < n and z; = y; for ¢ > n.
After incorporating this change of coordinates in f we see ghf " (y1,v2,- -+, Ym) =
(y1,92,--.,yn) and thus h is a strong submersion. O

3. STRATIFIED SETS

For this paper, a stratified set X is a locally compact, second countable, Haus-
dorff, necessarily paracompact space which we denote |X| and a decomposition
of | X| =S into a locally finite union of disjoint subsets S called strata, each of
which has the structure of a smooth manifold with convex corners on the boundary.
I feel more comfortable if we specify that the dimensions of the strata be bounded,
but perhaps this is not necessary. We assume each stratum is locally closed in | X|.
If T and S are disjoint strata and T'N C1S is nonempty we ask that T" C C1.S and
kT =T NCL8;S for all k.

If TN CLS is nonempty we say T < S and if in addition T' # S we say T' < S.
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The k skeleton of a stratified set X is the union of its strata of dimension < k.
This is also a stratified set. The deptlEl of a point in | X| is the depth of x in the
stratum containing x. Note that the depth k points of X inherit the structure of a
stratified set without boundary.

If N is a smooth manifold and f: |X| — N we say f is smooth if the restriction
of f to each stratum of X is C*°.

If U is an open subset of | X | then U inherits the structure of a stratified set from
X, the strata are S N U for strata S of X which intersect U.

I fully expect that somewhere below I will inadvertently write X where I should
write | X | and apologize in advance for the imprecision.

Lemma 5. If K is a compact subset of a stratified set there are only finitely many
strata S so that C1S N K is nonempty.

Proof. By local finiteness, for each x € K there is an open neighborhood V, of z
which intersects only finitely many strata. The open cover {V, } of K has a finite
subcover. (]

Lemma 6. If X is a stratified set, there is a sequence of compact subsets K; C | X|,
1=1,2,... so that Ufil K; = |X| and for each i, K; C IntK;41.

Proof. This only requires second countability and local compactness. Let {L;}
be a countable basis for the topology of |X|. By local compactness, every x €
| X| is contained in some L; whose closure is compact. Consequently by taking a
subsequence, we have a countable collection of open sets {L/}} so that each L} has
compact closure and (J;2, L; = |X|. Suppose by induction we have a sequence of
compact sets Ki,..., K1 so that for each ¢« < kK — 1, K; C IntK;; and so that
for each i < k, L}, C K;. We must construct Kj. By compactness of Kj_1 there is
a finite collection of the L, which cover Kj_1, let K}, be the union of the closures
of these L] as well as CIL}. O

4. THOM STRATIFIED SETS

A stratified set X is a Thom stratified set if it is equipped with Thom data
{(Us, s, ps)}. Thom data is for every stratum S an open neighborhood Ug of S
in | X|, a smooth retraction mg: Us — S and a smooth distance function pg: Ug —
[0,00) so that:

For every stratum S, S = pg'(0).

If T < S then mp = wpwg and pr = prmws wherever both sides are defined.
If T < S then pr x mp|: Ur NS — (0,00) x T is a strong submersion.

If T < S and € SN Ur the depth of z in S equals the depth of w7 (z) in
T.

Suppose we have a Thom stratified set and for every stratum S we choose an
open neighborhood Uj of S in Ug. Then we obtain another Thom stratified set by
restricting each mg and pg to Ug. We do this often and refer to it as shrinking the
Ugs. Of course we could avoid this by changing the definition so that mg and pg are
germs at S, and this is usually done by other authors. I have chosen not to do so.

IThere is also the notion of the depth of a stratified set, being the maximal difference in the
dimensions of two strata of X. The only possible confusion I can think of is when X is a single
point in which case both notions of depth are zero. In any case we won’t use this other notion of
depth in this paper.
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We say that a smooth function dg: S — (0, 00) is a frontier limit function if the
restriction of mg to {z € Us | ps(z) < dsms(x)} is proper, i.e., for any compact
K C S, 75" (K)N{z € Us | ps(z) < dsms(x)} is compact. A frontier limit function
may not exist, for example pg might approach 0 as you approach the frontier of
Us. However, after shrinking Ug they are guaranteed to exist.

Lemma 7. For any stratum S of a Thom stratified set, after shrinking Us there is
some frontier limit function.

Proof. Probably the reader can come up with a nicer proof than the following,
but here goes. For any =z € S, choose a compact neighborhood V, of z in Usg.
By paracompactness we may choose a locally finite refinement {O,} of the cover
{SNIntV,} of S. For each a there is an z, € S so that Oy C V,,. Let U =
U, 75 (0s) NIntV,, and let UYL = Us N CLUYS. We will shrink Us to Uj.

I claim that mg|: US — S is proper. Take any compact K C S, then by local
finiteness K intersects only a finite number of O, and hence g ' (K)NUY is covered
by a finite number of the compact V,_ and is hence compact.

For each x € S choose d, > 0 less than the minimum of pg on the compact
set (U4 — Ul) Nmg' (V). Take a smooth partition of unity {¢,} for the open
cover {S NIntV,} of S and define d5(y) = Xzc5¢2(y)dz. Note {z € UZ | ps(z) <
dsms(z)} C Us. O

Lemma 8. Suppose ds is a frontier limit function. Then the restriction of mg X ps
to {x € Ug | ps(z) < dgms(x)} is a proper map to {(x,t) € S x (0,00) | t < ds(x)}

Proof. Let K be any compact subset of W = {(z,t) € Sx(0,00) | t < ds(x)} and let
K’ be the projection of K to S. By definition we know K" = 75" (K")n{(z,t) € Sx
(0,00) | t < ds(x)} is compact. But (ms X ps) " H(K)N{z € Us | ps(x) < dsms(z)}
is a closed subset of K” and hence compact. O

The following is really just a version of part of Lemma 17 of [6] which was stated
in the Whitney stratified context. We rehash the proof given there which simplifies
a bit since we are not simultaneously constructing the 7g.

Lemma 9. Let X be a Thom stratified set with Thom data {(Ug,7s,ps)}. Then

after perhaps shrinking the Ug and restricting the ps and ms we may suppose that:
(1) If T < S then Us NUr = ng (SN Ur).

) If T < S then wpmg = 7 and prrs = pr on Us N Up.

) If Us N Uy is nonempty, then either S <T, T < S, or S=T.

Y IfTy <To <--- <Ty < S then

(pT17pT27"'?pTe’ﬂ-Tl): SmUTl ﬂ"'ﬂUT[ - (O,OO)Z x T

is a strong submersion.

(5) ms X pg: Us — Wy is a proper map onto Wg, where Wg = {(z,t) €
S x (0,00) | t <vs(x)} for some smooth yg: S — (0,00).

(6) Any compact subset of | X| intersects only a finite number of the Ug.

Proof. By Lemma [0 there is a sequence of compact subsets K1, Ko,... so that
K; C IntK, 4, for all ¢ and |J;2; K; = |X|. For each stratum T which does not
intersect K1, let j be the largest index so that T'N K; is empty. Replace Ur by the
smaller open neighborhood Uz — K;. Now any compact set K is contained in some
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K;. If K intersects some Ug then K; intersects Ug so K; intersects S, but by local
finiteness K; only intersects a finite number of strata so the sixth condition holds.

The third condition is easily obtained by shrinking the Ugs. We suppose by
induction on 7 that if S and T are strata which intersect K; and neither T' < S nor
S < T then Ug NUr is empty. The inductive step shrinks the Ug leaving Ug N K;
fixed. In the end, each Ug will still be open even though it may have been shrunk
infinitely often.

Note that Ug N ClS = S since g is a retraction. For each stratum S we may
pick a neighborhood Ug of S in Ug so that CIUE — Us = CIS — S since S and
|X| — (Us U CILS) are disjoint closed subsets of the normal space | X| — (C1S — S).
We suppose by induction on k that for all strata S of dimension < k we have
chosen a frontier limit function g so that if Uy = {z € Us | ps(z) < vsms(z)}
then U C UG and for any T < S we know 7g(Up NUg) C Ur and consequently
mrmg = mp and prmg = pr on Ug N UL. For the inductive step, let S be a stratum
of dimension k. We will need to find an appropriate vs. For each z € S pick a
neighborhood W of = in Ug with compact closure. Then W, intersects only finitely
many Up. Also, if T' < S and W, intersects ClUL. then W, intersects C1UY so W,
intersects Ur and thus this occurs for only finitely many T'. Let

W,=W.n () ns'(SnuUr)- |  Clp.
zeUrp xgClUL, T<S

By Lemma [{l we may choose 7s so that Ug C |J,cg W,. Note that ns(Uz NUg) C
Up forall T < S. (If y € U NUg then y € W,, for some z. If x € Ur then
y € 15 (SNUr) so ng(y) € Up. If x ¢ Ur then = & ClU, so y ¢ CLUS,
contradiction.) So by induction we may choose g for all strata.

At this point, I claim we may shrink all Ug to Ug and the conclusions of this
Lemma hold. Let us see why. For the first conclusion we must show that if T < .S
then UL NU; = ws|g,;(s NUL), ie., UsN U} =mg (SN UL) NUS.

Suppose z € g (SNUL)NUS — Uk for some strata T < S. Let P be the stratum
containing x. Since pg x mg submerses P N Ug we may integrate an appropriate
vector field on PNUg to obtain a flow ¢;(y) on PNUY so that ms¢(y) = ms(y) and
ps:(y) = ps(y) +t. For any y, this flow is defined for all t € (—ps(y), vs7s(y) —
ps(y)) and limy_, _, ) ¢¢(y) = ms(y). Define a continuous curve 3: [0, ps(z)] —
Ug by B(t) = ¢—ps(x)(x) for t > 0 and B(0) = 7s(z). Let to = inf{t | B(t) ¢ Uz}
Since Ur is open we know ¢y > 0. For t < tg we know wpf(t) = mrrsfB(t) =
mrrs(x) and prB(t) = prusB(t) = prms(x) are constants. But by properness of
pr X mp on Uy we know {y € UL | np(y) = mrrs(z) and pr(y) = prrs(x)} is
compact so B(to) € Ul so B(t) € Uk for ¢ slightly larger than ¢, a contradiction.
So we know 75 (SN U4) NUL C UL N U

Now suppose z € Ug N UL but wg(z) & Uy for T < S. As above we may find a
continuous 8: [0, ps(x)] — Ug so that wgS(t) = ns(z), psB(t) = ¢, and B(ps(x)) =
x. Let tog = sup{t | B(t) & Uy}. For t > to we know as above that mp3(t) and
prB(t) are constant so B(tg) € Uy, a contradiction. So UsNU, = 75 (SNUL)NU.

The second condition is immediate and we already shrunk to satisfy the third
condition. For the fourth condition we must show that if 77 < To < --- <Ty < S
then (p1, pa, ..., pe,ry): SNUZ N---NUL, — (0,00)" x T} is a strong submersion.
Note this map is the composition of the strong submersions pz, x 7r,: SN Uz N
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~-NUp, — (0,00) x Ty and id x (p1y, 155 - - -, PTy_y» 71y )- The fifth condition is a
consequence of Lemma [8 and we already shrunk to satisfy the sixth. O

We say {(Us,7s, ps,7s)} is enhanced Thom data for X if it satisfies the con-
clusions of Lemma
It is often convenient to reparameterize the distance functions pgs.

Lemma 10. Suppose {(Us, s, ps,vs)} is enhanced Thom data for a Thom strat-
ified set X. For each stratum S, suppose we pick a smooth v5: S — (0,00) and
a smooth parameterized family of diffeomorphisms kg,y: [0,7vs(y)) = [0,75(y)) for
y € S. Define ps(x) = kg rs@)ps(x). Then {(Us,7s, ps,7s)} is enhanced Thom
data for X.

In particular, if we set v5 = 1 everywhere and let kg, (t) = t/vs(y) we see that
any Thom stratified set has enhanced Thom data with all vs the constant 1.

Proof. Conditions 1, 3, and 6 in Lemma [0 are immediate since Ug is unchanged.
By definition of smooth parameterization, the map

ks: {(z,t) € S x (0,00) | t <vs(z)} = {(x,t) € S x (0,00) | t < v5(x)}

given by kg(z,t) = (2, ks,(t)) is smooth and by the inverse function theorem is a
diffeomorphism, so condition 5 holds. Condition 2 follows since

PrTS(T) = KTy (ns(2) PT(TS(T)) = K mp (@) o1 (€) = pp ().

Condition 4 with ¢ = 1 follows since (7, , p7, ) = Ky (71y, p1y) and is hence a strong
submersion. Condition 4 for all ¢ follows by induction as in the proof of Lemma
) O

Lemma 11. Suppose {(Us,7s,ps,vs)} is enhanced Thom data for X. Suppose
also that we have for each stratum S of X a smooth dg: S — R so that ys(x) >
ds(xz) > 0 for all x € S. Then there is a smooth proper map r: |X| — R so that
rrg(x) = r(z) whenever pg(x) < dsms(z).

Proof. After reparameterizing using Lemma [[0l we may as well suppose that y¢ = 1
and dg = 1/2 everywhere. For example use the reparameterization

ksy(t) = (vs(y) — ds(y))t/((vs(y) — 26s(y))t + ds(y)vs(y))-

We will find below a sequence of smooth functions r;: | X| — [0, 1] so that:
e For each 4, r; ' (0) is compact.
o If j > i then r; '([0,1)) C r; *(0).
e For any = € | X]| there is an 7 so that r;(x) < 1.
e For each i and stratum S, if z € pg5'([0,1/2]) then r;(z) = rimws ().
Given these r; we just let » = Xr;. Note r is well defined, for any x € |X|, pick i
so ri(z) < 1. Then r;(y) = 0 for all j > i and y near z, so 7(y) = Xi_;r;(y). In
fact if 7;(z) € (0,1) then r(y) =i — 1+ r;(y) for y near x. To see r is proper, note
that r~1([0,n]) C r,, !, (0) which is compact.
So let us find the r;. For each z € | X| pick a smooth function ¢, : |X| — [0, 1] as
follows. Let S be the lowest dimensional stratum so that « € Ug and pg(z) < 1/2.
Choose a smooth function p: S — [0, 1] with compact support so that:

e For all y in some neighborhood of 7g(z) in S, p(y) = 1.
e If T < Sand y € SNp;'([0,1/2]) then p(y) = 0.
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Now choose some smooth a:: [0,1] — [0, 1] so that a(t) = 1 for ¢t < 3/5 and «(t) =0
for t > 4/5. We then define ¢.(y) = prs(y)aps(y) for y € Us and ¢, (y) = 0 for
y & Us. Note that ¢, has compact support and is 1 on a neighborhood of x. Also
for any T, if y € p;'([0,1/2]) then g,7r(y) = gu(y). This is trivial if y ¢ Us or
T < S since both sides are 0. If y € Ug and T' = S then ¢, 75(y) = prs(y) = ¢z (y)
and if y € Us and S < T then

@7 (y) = prsmr(y)apsTr(y) = prs(y)aps(y) = ¢ (y)-
Let V. denote the interior of ¢, (1) which is an open neighborhood of x.

By Lemma [0] there is a countable sequence of compact subsets K1 C Ko C ---
so that (J;=; K; = |X|. Suppose now we have constructed r1,...,7,_1 so that:

e For each j <4, 1 —r; has compact support.

o If k < j < i then r;;'([0,1)) C r; *(0).

e For each j < i, K; C T;l(()).

e For each j < i and stratum S, if = € pg'([0,1/2]) then r;(z) = rjms(z).
By compactness of K; U Clr,_ 11([0, 1)) we may choose a finite number of points
21, ..., 2 50 that K;UCTr; % ([0,1)) C U§:1 V.. We define r; (y) = II5_, (1—qz, (y)).
Note the support of 1 —17; is contained in the union of the supports of the g, and is
hence compact. Note that r; is 0 on any V., and hence K;Ur;_"; ([0,1)) C r; *(0) and
consequently rj_l ([0,1)) € r;5(0) for all j < 4. So we can continue the construction
for all 7.

It only remains to show the r; have the required properties. We know r; L0) is

compact since it is a closed subset of the support of 1 — r; which is compact. Any
x € | X| is contained in some K; and so r;(z) = 0. O

5. UNTICO RESOLUTION TOWERS FOR THOM STRATIFIED SETS

Suppose we have a tico A in a manifold M, i.e., A is an immersed codimension
one submanifold of M in general position with itself. We could split M along A
and obtain a manifold with convex corners. With this analogy in mind we define an
untico in a manifold Z with convex corners to be the closure of a union of connected
components of 01 Z.

An untico resolution tower is analogous to a resolution tower as defined in [I],
except that instead of ticos in manifolds we have unticos in manifolds with convex
corners. So we have a partially ordered index set which we may as well take to
be the strata of a stratified set X with the partial order < and for each index S a
manifold Vg with convex corners on the boundary and for each 7" < S an untico
Vrs C Vs and a proper map prs: Vrs — Vr so that:

(1) If Vrs N Vpg is nonempty then either T < P, or P < T, or P = T.
Moreover, prs(Vrs NVps) C Vpr if P < T < S.

(2) If P < T < S then pprprs(z) = pps(z) for all z € Vg N Vpg.

(3) If P =T < S then pr5(Ug<p Vor) = Ug<p Vs N Vrs.

(4) Any depth 1 point of Vg is in at most one Vpg.

(5) If T < S then Clprg(0kxVr — Upr Ver) = CL(OkVs — Up_s Vps) N Vrs.

(6) The index set is countable and for each T there are only finitely many S so

that T'< S.

Conditions 1 through 5 are the analogues of conditions I through V in the def-
inition of resolution tower in [IJ. The last condition 6 does not appear in the

5
6
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definition of resolution tower in [I] but probably should have since it is essential for
the realization to be locally compact and second countable.

As in [I] the realization of an untico resolution tower is the quotient space
U Vs/ ~ where ~ is the equivalence relation generated by = ~ prg(z) for z € Vrg.

Lemma 12. The realization of an untico resolution tower {Vs, Vrs, prs} is a strat-
ified set with strata Vs —Up_ g Vrs.

Proof. For each S, let Vg = Vs — Jpog Vrs. Let Z denote the realization, let
q¢: UVs — Z be the quotient map and let ¢s = q|v,. Pick any z € Z. Then
z = q(y) for some y € Vg. We may as well choose such a y so that S has the
smallest dimension possible. We cannot have y € Vg for any T since that would
mean z = ¢(y') where y' = prs(y) € Vp and T has smaller dimension than S. So
y € V5.

Suppose y ~ x for some y € V¢ and « € V), and y # x. There must be some
points y; € Vg,, © = 0,...,k so that y = yo, © = yx and for each 7 = 1,...,k
either y; = ps,s,_, (¥i—1) or yi—1 = ps,_, s, (yi). Take such a sequence where k is as
small as possible. We cannot have y; = pg, s,(yo) since y & Vs, s, s0 y = pss, (y1)-
We cannot have y; = pg, s, (y2) since then y = pgs,(y2) and a shorter sequence is
possible. So y2 = ps,s, (y1) and thus y; € Vg,s, and so y = pss, (y1) € Vs,s, a
contradiction.

So we know Z can be decomposed into the disjoint manifolds V§. We must show
all the conditions for this decomposition to be a stratified set. The reader can no
doubt simplify the argument I give below which seems more involved than it should
be.

If T < S we define the height of S above T as the maximal k so that there are
S0y, Sk with T'= Sy, S = Sk, and Sp <57 < -+ < Sk.

Let us show Z is locally compact. So take any z € Z, then z = gr(z) with
x € Vj for some T. Take an open neighborhood Wr of z in VJ so that ClWrp
is a compact subset of V.. Suppose by induction we have found open sets Wg in
Vs for all strata S of height < k above T so that CIWg is compact and if @ < S
then pég(WQ) = WsNVgs if T 2 @ and Wg N Vg is empty otherwise. Take
any stratum S of height & above T. Let Cs = UT5Q<sPéls(WQ)- Since each
pQs is proper and there are only finitely many @ above T" we know that ClCyg is
compact. Suppose x € Cg N Vggs for some @ with @ < S and = ¢ pég(WQ) if
T=<Q. Thenzx € p}é(Wp) for some P # Q with T' < P < S. Since z € VpsN Vs
we know either P < Q or @ < P. If P < @ we know pgs(z) € pISlQ(Wp)
so pos(z) € Wgq a contradiction. If @ < P we know ppg(z) € Wp N Vgp so
T < Q and pps(z) € pé}j(WQ) and thus pgs(z) € Wq, a contradiction. So
CsNVgs = péls(WQ) forall T < @ < S and Cg N Vg is empty otherwise. Take a
compact neighborhood W§ of ClCs in Vg. Now let Wg be an open neighborhood of
Cs in IntW¢ so that WgNVgs = CsNVgs for all @ < S. So by induction we know
we can find Wy for all T < S. Then (J;-g ¢s(Ws) is an open neighborhood of z in
Z. Tts closure is compact since it is contained in the compact set Ur<gas(ClWs).
So Z is locally compact. B

Let us now show Z is Hausdorff. Take z # 2’ in Z. We have 2 € V. and 2’ € VJ,
for some T' and T” so that z = gr(z) and 2’ = g/ (z). Just as above we construct
Wg for all T < S and WY for all 7" < S. We must just make sure that each
Ws N W{ is empty.



10 H. KING

Now let us show second countability. First put a metric ds on each Vg. For
each T we can take a countable basis {Wr;} of V] with each C!Wrp; a compact
subset of V.. We introduce another integer index j. As above, for each S with
T < S and each ¢, j we construct an open subset Wrg;; of Vs with compact closure,
starting with Wrp;; = Wrp;. The only extra bit is we make sure that Wrpg;; lies
within distance 1/j of Crgi; = UT5Q<spéls(WTQij) and if j > 1 we require that
Wrsij C Wrsij—1. We then claim the countable collection of open sets Ur;; =
Ur<sas(Wrsij) is a basis for the topology of Z. So take any open set O C Z
and any z € O. Suppose z = qr(z) for z € V.. Start out by choosing 7 so that
xz € Wp; and ClWp; C q;l(O). We suppose by induction on k that we have a
sequence of integers jo < j1 < -+ < ji so that for any S of height ¢ < k above T
we have ClWrg;; C qgl(O) for all j > j,. To complete the induction, note that
if S has height k + 1 above T then ClCrg,j, C q5'(O) since if T < Q < S then
Clpég(WTQijk) C pégqél(O) C q5'(0). So we need only choose jj1 so that for
each S of height k 4+ 1 above T, the set of points of distance < 1/j,11 from Crg;j,
is contained in qgl(O). Finally, if k is the maximum height above T' we know that
x € []’1“1']',c c O. O

I presume the realization of an untico resolution tower is a Thom stratified set,
if perhaps one puts a few simple restrictions on the tower, but haven’t bothered to
think about it to discover what restrictions, if any, are needed. However we will
show that any Thom stratified set is the realization of an untico resolution tower.
The construction is quite simple. For each stratum S let dg be a frontier limit
function. Then we set

Vg = S-— U {LL‘ e Ur | pT(iL') < (STFT(!E)}
T<S
Vrs = {I e Vs NUr | pT(I) = 5T7TT(:E)}
prs = TTlves

Lemma 13. Suppose {(Us, s, ps,vs)} is enhanced Thom data for a Thom strat-
ified set X. Suppose for each stratum S of X we choose a smooth ds: S — (0,00)
so that 6 < 7ys everywhere. Then the above {Vs, Vrs,prs} is an untico resolution
tower with realization | X|. Moreover, this tower has some special properties:

(1) Each Vg is itself a manifold with convex corners on the boundary (i.e., it
has no interior creases).

(2) If P<T < S then p;5(Vpr) = Vps N Vrs.

(3) FEach prs is a strong submersion.

(4) Up to isomorphism, the tower is independent of the choice of dg.

Proof. For convenience, we may as well reparameterize using Lemma so that
ds = 1/2 and s = 1 are both constant.

Take any « € Vg and let T1,...,Tj be all the strata with pr, (x) = 1/2. Let ¢
be the depth of  in S. Since pp, X -+ X pp, is a strong submersion near = we
can choose local coordinates y near x so that pr,(y) = 1/2 4+ y; and S is given by
y; >0, i=k+1,...,k+ £ Then near x, Vg is given by the inequalities y; > 0,
i=1,...,k+ £ and so Vg has convex corners and the depth of z in Vg is k + £. If
x € Vpg then after reordering, 7' = 17 and Vrg is locally given by the equations
y1 =0, y; > 0 for i = 2,...k+ £. Thus Vpg is a manifold with convex corners
on the boundary. If x has depth 0 in Vg then ¢ = 0 and k& = 1, thus the depth
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0 points of Vg are a union of connected components of the depth 1 points of Vg.
So Vrg is a union of closures of components of the depth 1 points of Vg. If x has
depth 1 in Vg then either k = 1 and ¢ = 0 in which case z € Vs and « is in no
other Vrg, or k =0 and £ = 1 in which case x is in no Vrg.

If ¢ € Vrg N Vpg for P # T then after reordering, T = T; and P = T5. Since
x € Up NUr we know either P < T or T' < P. Suppose P < T'. For any Q < T we
have

pQprs(z) = pomr(T) = po(z) > 1/2

and thus prg(z) € V. Also ppprs(z) = pp(xz) = 1/2 so prs(z) € Vpr. We also
have pPTPTS(UC) = 7TP7TT(£C) = FP(ZU) = pPS(ZC)-

Now suppose = € Vrg and prs(z) € Vpr. Then 1/2 = ppprs(x) = pprr(x) =
pp(z) so x € Vpg.

Finally we must show prg is a strong submersion. Take any x € Vpg and let
T1,..., Tk be all the strata with pp, (z) = 1/2. Order so that T} < Tp <« -+ < T.
We know T = T, for some n. Since pp, X --- X pr,_, submerses T we can choose
cooordinates z near mr(x) so that in these coordinates, T' is given by the inequalities
zi>0fori=1,...,0 and pr,(2) = 1/2 + z¢4; for i = 1,...,n — 1 where ¢ is the
depth of w7 (x) in T (so £ is also the depth of x in S). Since w7, X pr, X p1,., X+ - P17,
is a strong submersion we know by Lemma [2] we can choose coordinates y near x
so that in these coordinates S is given by y; > 0 for ¢ = 1,...,¢, mp is given by
projection to the z coordinates (i.e., if m = dimT" the z; coordinate of 7 (y) is y;
for « < m), and pr,(y) = 1/2 + ym+i—n+1 for i = n,..., k. Since pr, = pr,mr for
i < n we also know that pr, (y) = 1/2 + ye4, for all i < n. We now see that prg
is a strong submersion. In particular, Vp is given by the inequalities z; > 0 for
i=1,....0+n—1m+1,m+2,...,m+k—n-+1, Vpg is given by the inequalities
Ymt1=0,y; >0fori=1,... L+n—1,m+2,m+3,...,m+k—n+1, and prg
is given by projection.

So we have shown that {Vg, Vrg, prs} is an untico resolution tower with some
very special properties.

Let us now show that its realization is |X|. By Lemma [I1] there is a smooth
proper map 7: | X| — [0, 00) so that for all strata S and = € pg'([0,2/3]), rrs(z) =
r(z).

For any s € (0,1/2] let V§ =S —Up_glz € Ur | pr(z) < s} and Vig = {z €
ViNUr | pr(z) = s}. Thus Vg = Vsl/2 and Vyrg = VTléQ. We will define a vector
field v on | X| whose flow ¢; is continuous, so that ¢;(V$) = V3" and ¢,(Vig) =
Vyg! for t € [0,s), so that dr(v) = 0, so that ms¢; = ¢¢ms and so limy_,1 /2 ¢ ()
exists for all z € Vs and the limits give a continuous map ¢,,2: Vs — CIS so that
for x € Vg, ¢1/2(x) = ¢1 /277 (2). Moreover ¢ /5 restricts to a diffeomorphism of
Vs —Up~s Vrs to S. Consequently, ¢, /2 induces an isomorphism of the realization
of the resolution tower to | X]|.

To construct v it suffices to construct for each stratum S a smooth vector field
vg on S so that:

vg is tangent to O S for each k,

dr(vs) =0,

dpr(vs(@)) = —1 and drp(vs(x)) = vr(rr(@)) if @ € p7((0,1/2]),
dpr(vs(z)) > —1if x € p7'((1/2,1)).
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Furthermore it suffices to construct such a vg locally and piece together with a
partition of unity.

So suppose we have constructed vp for all T' < S. Take any y € S and let us
construct vg locally around y. Let T} < Ty < --- < T be all the strata so that
y € Ur,. Let j be the highest index so that pr,(y) < 1/2. If there is no such j
we may locally set vs = 0. Since 7, X pr; X --+ X pr, is a strong submersion we
may choose vg locally so that dnr,(vs) = vr,, dpr;(vs) = —1, and dpr,(vs) = 0
for i > j. Note dr(vs) = drdrr,(vs) = dr(vy;) = 0. Also for i < j we have
dpr,(vs) = dpr,dnr;(vs) = dpr,(vr;) > —1 and is = —1 if pr, () < 1/2. Also if
pr;(x) < 1/2 then dnr, (vs) = dnr,drr, (vs) = drr, (vr,) = v,

We must now show the tower is independent of the choice of g so suppose we
made other choices 0. It suffices to prove the case where §y < Jg everywhere since
we can always choose a third 6% less than both. We may as well reparameterize
so that 05 = 1/4, 6s = 1/2, and 75 = 1 everywhere. Then note that the untico
resolution tower {V{, V]g,prg} we get using oY is exactly V{ = V§/4, Vig = VTlgl
and prg = mslyy . Then the map ¢1/4: Vs — Vg gives an isomorphism of the
untico resolution towers. Note ¢1/4prs(x) = ¢1/47s(x) = Tsd1/4(x) = Prgdr/a()
for all z € Vrg.

An earlier version of the paper required the following result. It is no longer
required, but we include it anyway. It could be easily generalized to have ¢ be any
proper strong submersion to a manifold ) with convex corners on the boundary,
and then {Vg, Vrg,prs} would fiber over @, but let’s keep it simple.

Lemma 14. Suppose {(Us, s, ps,vs)} is enhanced Thom data for a Thom strati-
fied set X and q: | X| — [0,1] is a proper map which restricts to a strong submersion
on each stratum of X so that qrs = qlus for all strata S. Let {Vs,Vrgs,prs} be
the resulting untico resolution tower of X. Then there is an untico resolution tower
{V§, Vg, Plpg} so that {Vs,Vrs,prs} is isomorphic to {V{,Vig,ppg} x [0,1]. In
particular, for each stratum S there are diffeomorphisms hg: Vg x [0,1] — Vg so
that ghs(z,t) =t, hs(Vig x[0,1]) = Vg, and prshs(z,t) = hp(prg(x),t). More-
over {V§,Vig, Prg} is an untico resolution tower for any of the Thom stratified
sets X Nq~Y(t) with Thom data obtained by restricting ms and ps to Us N g~ (t).

Proof. As usual, we may as well suppose that vg = 1. The next step is to find a
controlled vector field v on | X| so that dg(v) = 1. In particular, for each stratum
S of X we want a smooth vector field vg on S so that

e dg(vs) = 1.
e If T < S,z € SNUr and pr(z) < 1/2 then drpvs(x) = vpmrr(z) and
dprvs(z) = 0.

It suffices to find vg locally and piece together with a partition of unity and it
is easy to find vg locally, c.f., the proof of Lemma [[3] Now integrate the vg to
find a flow ¢ on | X|. Let {Vs, Vrs,prs} be the untico resolution tower we obtain
using dg = 1/2. Note that ¢; leaves each Vg and Vpg invariant and we may set
VE=Vsnqg(0), Vjg = Vrs N g (0), phrg = prslvy,, and hs(z,t) = ¢e(z). O
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6. WHITNEY STRATIFIED SUBSETS

A stratified set X is a Whitney stratified subset of a smooth manifold M with
convex corners on the boundary if |X| C M and all strata of X are smooth sub-
manifolds of M so that:

e Each stratum has boundary compatible with M.
o If T # S are strata of X and © € TNCIS then (7T, 5) satisfies the Whitney
conditions A and B at « which we define below.

Let us recall the Whitney conditions. Suppose S and T are disjoint smooth
submanifolds of some smooth manifold M with convex corners on the boundary
and both S and T have boundary compatible with M. We say that (T, S) satisfies
the Whitney conditions at a point x € T if

e Condition A: Whenever z; € S is a sequence converging to x so that the
tangent spaces T, S of S converge to some subspace L of T, M, then T,,T C
L, the tangent space of T at x is contained in L.

e Condition B: Whenever z; € S is a sequence converging to x and z; € T is
a sequence converging to x so that the tangent spaces Ty,S of S converge
to some subspace L of T, M and the secant lines x;x} converge to some line
¢in T, M, then ¢ C L.

In the above, the secant lines are taken in some local coordinates, it doesn’t matter
which. Also, condition A is superfluous, it is implied by B (just let x; approach
2 much faster than z and ¢ can be any vector in T, 7). However, it is sometimes
useful to prove condition A anyway as this will help when proving B.

We say that (T, S) satisfies the Whitney conditions if it satisfies them at every
point z € T

Whitney stratified sets have Thom data and hence are Thom stratified sets.
The reader should be able to adapt any standard proof of this to our convex corner
generalization of Whitney stratified set, but we prove it here anyway. In particular,
in [6] we proved a stronger result- that if you choose any pgs you wish, subject to a
mild condition that each pg look locally like a squared distance function, then you
may construct 7g so that {(Us,ws, ps)} is Thom data.

Statements and proofs given in the Whitney appendix of [6] remain true for the
convex corner case as long as we make the following modifications:

e Manifolds are allowed to have convex corners on the boundary but subman-
ifolds are required to have compatible boundary.
e Replace submersion with strong submersion. Keep in mind that Lemma @
above shows that a depth preserving submersion is a strong submersion.
e Specify that maps preserve depth where appropriate.
e Replace parameter domains V' C R™ with V C [0, 00)¢ x R™~¢.
We reproduce the suitably modified statements of the results below. The proofs
will be the same as in [6] once the above modifications are made. We start by
recalling some definitions from [6], suitably modified.
Suppose M is a smooth manifold with convex corners on the boundary, N is
a smooth submanifold of M whose boundary is compatible with M, and p: U —
[0,00) is a smooth function from an open neighborhood U of N in M. We say that
p is distancelike around N if:

e At every point of N the Hessian of p has rank equal to the codimension of
N.
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e N Cp10).
Lemma 6 of [6] gives a local description of a distancelike function. Suppose z € N
and h: (V,V N N,z) — [0,00) x (R"F x R™~" R*""* x 0,0) is a coordinate
chart around z. Then there is a symmetric matrix valued function L(z,y) so that
ph~Y(z,y) = yTL(x,y)y and every L(z,0) is positive definite. After shrinking V'
and changing the y coordinate you then get ph~t(z,y) = |y|?.
Lemma 14 of [6] is modified to:

Lemma 15. Suppose M is a smooth manifold with convex corners on the bound-
ary, T and S are submanifolds of M with compatible boundary, (T,S) satisfies the
Whitney conditions, U is a neighborhood of T in M, p: U — [0,00) is distancelike
around T, and w: U — T is a smooth retraction which preserves depth. Then there
is a neighborhood U’ of T in U so that p x w|: U' NS — (0,00) X T is a strong
submersion.

Lemmas [ and [§ above take the place of Lemma 16 of [6]. Much of Lemma 17
of [6] is contained in Lemma [l but the rest of it is modified to:

Lemma 16. Suppose M and N are smooth manifolds with conver corners on the
boundary, X is a Whitney stratified subset of M, q: M — N s a strong submersion
which preserves depth, and q restricts to a strong submersion on each stratum of X.
Suppose that for each stratum S of X we choose a distancelike function pg: Ug —
[0,00) around S. Moreover, suppose that there is a closed set Y C |X| and for
each stratum S we have a (possibly empty) neighborhood Uy of Y NS in UG and a
smooth retraction wy: Uy — SNUG so that gny = q and if T < S then nhmy = )
and prmly = pr on s Y (Uy) N UL. Then there are neighborhoods Us of S in
Ug and smooth retractions ng: Us — S so that gms = q|lug for all strata S and
{(Us, s, pslus)} is Thom data for X.

The proof of Lemma [[6] uses the technical Lemma 13 of [6] and the notion of
locally linear. Suppose X, Y, and Z are smooth manifolds with convex corners
on the boundary, ¥ C X is a submanifold with boundary compatible with X,
and f: U — Z is a smooth map where U C X is open. We say f is locally
linear with respect to Y if for every x € U N'Y we may choose local coordinates
g: (V,x) — [0,00)F x (R™,0) and h: (W, f(z)) — [0,00)¢ x (R™,0) so that VNY =
g7 1([0,00)* x E) for some linear subspace E of R™, hfg~1(y,z) = L(y, z) for some
linear transformation L: R* x R™ — RY x R™, and f~!f(x) is transverse to Y, i.e.,
L(RF x E) = L(R* x R™). Then Lemma 13 of [6] becomes:

Lemma 17. Suppose M is a smooth manifold with convex corners on the boundary,
N C M is a smooth submanifold with boundary compatible with M, {U;}ica is a
locally finite collection of open subsets of M, q;: U; — Z; are smooth maps to
manifolds Z;, and C; C M are closed subsets so that C; C U;. For each nonempty
subset D C A with (. p Us nonempty we suppose that the map Wicpqi: (;ep Ui —
;epZ; is locally linear with respect to N. Suppose Y C N and K C N are
closed subsets of N, U is a neighborhood of Y in M, and o: U — UNN is a
smooth retraction so that o preserves depth and q;o(x) = gi(x) for all i and all x
in U;No~Y(U;NN). Then there is a neighborhood V of KUY in M and a smooth
retraction m: V. — V NN so that:

(1) 7w(z) = o(z) for all x in some neighborhood of Y.
(2) qim(z) = qi(z) for alli and all x in some neighborhood of C; N7~ (C;NN).
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(3) 7 preserves depth.

The generalization of the following Lemma to Thom stratified sets is of course
false. For example, take nondiffeomorphic compact manifolds M and M’ with
diffeomorphic interiors. Then M/0M and M’'/OM’ are isomorphic stratified sets
but if we take p and p’ arising from collars of M and M’ respectively the untico
resolution towers differ. One is Vi = M,V = %,V51 = OM and the other is
Vi=M Vy=xVy =0M.

Lemma 18. Suppose X is a Whitney stratified subset of a smooth compact mani-
fold M with convex corners on the boundary and {(Us, ws, ps)} and {(Ug, s, p's)}
are two sets of Thom data for X so that all ps and ply are distancelike. Then
the two untico resolution towers {Vs, Vrg,prs} and {V§, Vig,ppg} we obtain are
isomorphic.

Proof. Consider the Whitney stratified set X x [0, 1] in M x [0,1]. Choose a smooth
a: [0,1] — [0,1] so that a(t) =1 for all t > 3/4 and «(t) = 0 for all ¢t < 1/4. For
each stratum S x [0,1] of X x [0,1] let pgx[o 1y be the distancelike function

PSxpo) (@ 1) = alt)ps(x) + (1 = alt)) pls ()
on (UsNUg)x[0,1]. By Lemmas[I6and@there are smooth retractions 7, 01]: Ug, 01
S x [0,1] and smooth vg, o 4y: S x [0,1] = (0,00) so that:

{(Us 0,17 ™$x(0,1) PSx[0,1]> Vs [0,1)} 15 enhanced Thom data for X x [0, 1].
TG0 (@ 1) = (ms(2), 1) for all (z,1) € Ug, (g -

TG o) (#,0) = (75(2),0) for all (x,0) € Ug, (g -

qT§y(0,1)(@: ) =t where ¢: M x [0,1] — [0, 1] is projection.

Let {V&, V], p[s} be the untico resolution tower we obtain using the enhanced
Thom data {(Ug, 0,17 TSx[0,1): P§x[0,1]> Vs x[0,1])} and some 0% ;). Note that VN
Mx1="Vsx1, V[s{NM x1 = Vpgx1, V&NM x0 = V{x0, and VjisNM x0 = V4 x0
for an appropriate choice of the g and ¢%. So by Lemma 04l {Vs, Vrg,prs} and
{V§, Vg, Prg} are isomorphic. O

7. GENERIC MORSE CELLS SATISFY THE WHITNEY CONDITIONS

We could fancify the following to allow convex corners on the boundary of M
and have f be locally constant on some components of each 0y M and submerse
other components, k > 0. I leave it to the reader to correctly state all that. The
proof will be the same.

Recall that a gradientlike vector field for a Morse function f on M is a vector
field v on M so that v(f) > 0 everywhere, v(f) = 0 only at critical points of f, and
near each critical point there are local coordinates (x, y) so that in these coordinates
flay) =c+ |yl — |2 and v(2,y) = (~2,y).

Let ¢¢ be the flow on M obtained by integrating v. The stable manifold of a
critical point p is S, = {g € M | lim_, ¢:(¢) = p} and the unstable manifold of p
isUp={qe M|lim,_ ¢:(q) = p}.

The reason for writing this paper was to prove the following result.

Lemma 19. Let f: M — R be a Morse function on a compact smooth manifold M
possibly with boundary (but without corners on the boundary). Suppose f is locally
constant on OM and has no critical points on OM . Suppose that v is a gradientlike
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vector field on M so that each of its stable manifolds is transverse to each of its
unstable manifolds. Let M’ C M be the union of the stable manifolds. Then:

(1) The stratification of M’ by stable manifolds is a Whitney stratification.

(2) For each regular value c of f, the stratification of M' N f~1(c) by the inter-
sections with stable manifolds is a Whitney stratification.

(3) If p and q are critical points of f and S, intersects ClSy, then S, C ClS,
and f(p) < f(q).

(4) M’ is a closed subset of M.

(5) If OM is empty, there is a CW complex structure on M so that the stable
manifolds are the (interiors of) the cells.

(6) If all points of OM are local minima of f, there is a relative CW complex
structure on (M,0M) so that the stable manifolds are the (interiors of ) the
cells.

(7) In general, (M', M'NOM) has a relative CW complex structure so that the
stable manifolds are the (interiors of) the cells.

Proof. To see that M’ is closed, let ¢; be the flow generated by v and take any
x € M — M. If ¢(x) is defined for all ¢ > 0 then by compactness of M there must
be a sequence t; — oo so that ¢y, (z) — some p. We must have v(p) = 0, hence p
is a critical point and = € S, C M’, a contradiction. So there is a ¢y > 0 so that
¢1,(z) € OM. But then by continuity of ¢, for all y near z there is a ¢, so that
¢1,(y) € OM and thus all y near = are not in M.

Note the second item follows immediately from the first since if S, T satisfies the
Whitney conditions and N is transverse to S and T, then N NS, N NT satisfies
the Whitney conditions.

The third item also follows from the first. S, N ClS, is closed in S, but it is
also open in S, because of local triviality of Whitney stratifications. However, to
keep things elementary we will provide another proof below.

Let p be a critical point of f. We assume by induction that S, S, satisfies the
Whitney conditions for all stable manifolds S, and S, with f(r) > f(p). We also
assume by induction that if S, intersects C1S,; and f(r) > f(p) then S, C CIS,
and f(q) > f(r).

Suppose p has index k. Near p we have nice local coordinates, h: (V,,p) —
RE x R"F with:
fht(@,y) = fp) + ly? — |2,
dh(’l))(l‘, y) = (—,T, y)
heh= (2, ) = (L, ety).

The stable manifold of p near p is S, NV, = h=*({(z,0) € V,,}).

The unstable manifold of p near p is U, NV, = h=1({(0,y) € V,}).

For convenience we may suppose h(V,) is the set of (z,y) with |z| < 2¢ and |y| < 2e.
Note we don’t have much control over what another stable manifold S, looks like
in these coordinates, other than it being invariant under ¢,.

Assertion 19.1. Suppose q # p is another critical point and U, N S, is nonempty.
Then S, C ClS, and f(q) > f(p).

Proof. Suppose z € U,NY,. Since stable and unstable manifolds are invariant under
¢, by taking ¢ to be large and negative we get hoy(2) = (0,y0) € h(U,NS,). Since
S, is transverse to U, we know that projection to the R* coordinate submerses h(S,)
near h(Up,), so there is a smooth embedding x: U — S, where U is a neighborhood
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of 0 in R* and hk(x) = (x,x'(x)) for some k" with x/(0) = yo. Pick any zq € R*
near 0. Then hé_;k(e "zg) = (w0, e 'K’ (e x0)) i = 1,2,... is a sequence of points
in h(S, ) which approaches (zg,0) so (z9,0) € h(S, N CLS;). But any point in S,
is ¢1h~1((z,0)) for some t and some x € R¥ near 0, so S, C C1S,. Since ¢ # p we
know go £ 0 50 £(g) > fh~"(0,50) = £(5) + 30l > F(p): 0

Assertion 19.2. Suppose x; € Sy is a sequence and x; — xo € Sp, ¢ # p. Then
after perhaps taking a subsequence there is a sequence t; — oo so that:

(1) hoy,(x;) = (z},y}) and heyy (z:) = (2, y)), i=0,1,....

(2) (2,;) = (0,y0) for some yo # 0.

(3) (0,y0) € h(S;) for some critical point r with f(r) > f(p).

(4) If L; is thektangent space to h(Sq) at (x},y;) then L; — L with L transverse
to 0 x R*™F.

Proof. Choose ty large enough that ¢, (zo) € V,, and let hey, (x0) = (24,0). After
taking a subsequence we may suppose each ¢y, (x;) € Vp. Let hoy(x;) = (2, ).
Since ¢, (x;) = ¢ry(x0) we know z/ — xj and y! — 0. Let t; =to+1ne—Inly/|
Then hoy, (x;) = (|y;'|x”/e ey;'/|yg'|) = (z},y;). After taking a subsequence we may
assume (x},y;) — (0,y0) and L; — L for some yo and L. Since M’ is closed we
know (0,y0) € h(S,) for some r. We have f(r) > fh=1(0,90) = f(p) + |yo|* =
fp) +€ > f(p)

If r = g then L is the tangent space to h(Sy) at (0,y). Since Sy is transverse to
U, we know that L is transverse to 0 X R™*_ If r # q we know by our induction
assumption that S,, S, satisfies the Whitney conditions so L contains the tangent
space to h(S,) at (0,70) which by assumption is transverse to h(U,). Hence L is
transverse to 0 x R"~*. |

Pick any critical point ¢ # p so that S, N ClS, is nonempty. We need to show
that S, C ClS;. By Assertion [9.1] we reduce to the case where U, NS, is empty.
In fact this cannot happen, but let’s pretend it does. By Assertion there is
a critical point r so that U, N S, is nonempty and S, N ClS, is nonempty and
f(r) > f(p). By our induction assumption we know S, C ClS; and f(q) > f(r).
By Assertion I9.1] we know S, C ClS,. Hence S, C CIlS, C CIClS, = ClS,; and
f(q) > f(r) > f(p). So we have proven the third item.

Now let us turn our attention to proving that S, S, satisfies Whitney conditions
at a point g € Sp. Take sequences z; € Sy and z; € S, so that x; — xg, z; — w0,
the tangent spaces to S, at z; converge to some Lo and the secant lines |z;x;|
converge to some £. We need to show that ¢ C Lg. Pick ¢;, L;, L, etc. satisfying
the conclusions of Assertion [I9.2 and let (z},0) = h¢y,(z;). Now

dhden £ = lim(z! — =1, y) /[l — 212 + |y | = (w, ayo)

for some w € R¥ and a € R.

Since L is transverse to 0 x R"* L contains a subspace of the form {(z, Ax)}
for some linear transformation A: R¥ — R™~*. Since L; — L, for large enough i we
know L; contains a subspace of the form {(z, A;x)} for some linear transformation
A;: RF — R"* and A; — A. (For example, A could be obtained from L by
some algorithmic Gaussian elimination process and the same algorithm applied to
L; would produce A; converging to A.)
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—t

Note that in block form, the derivative dho:h™! = [e OI e?I]' Let L, =
dhi,—1;h ' L; denote the tangent space to h(S,) at (z/,y/). Note e'o~' (w, A;w) €
L; so applying dhey,—¢,h ! we get (w, e?0=2t A;w) € L. But eto~ti = |y/|/e — 0
so (w,e?0=2% A;w) — (w,0) and thus (w,0) € dhéy,h ™' Lo. Note L; must contain
the tangent to the flow curve at (z},y;) which is (—xf,y}). Thus L; must contain
(==, y7) + (@), Agwl) = (0,y;+ Aiw}). So dhey,—,h (0, €' 7" (yi+ Aswy)) = (0,y;+
Axl) € L. But (0,y) + Aizl) — (0,y0) and thus (0,y0) € dhpy,h 1Lo. So
dhoi,h =1 = (w, ayo) € dhdy,h ™' Lo and thus £ € Ly.

To finish it suffices to prove conclusion 7, since 5 and 6 are special cases of
7. By Lemma [I3] it suffices to prove that if we take an untico resolution tower
{Vs, Vrs, prs} of M’ then all the Vg are homeomorphic to discs of various dimen-
sions. I will give two proofs, the first using results unknown at the time I first
noticed this result and the second more elementary. For the first method, note that
the interior of Vg is diffeomorphic to S which is diffeomorphic to some R¥. Then
the following assertion shows each Vg is a disc.

Assertion 19.3. Let D be a compact topological manifold whose interior is home-
omorphic to R¥. Then D is homeomorphic to the k dimensional disc.

Proof. T won’t bother explaining terms used here since the reader either knows this
already or can look up this result elsewhere. The end of the interior of D is collared
by OD x [0,1) and by S¥~1 x [0,1). Any two collarings of an end of a manifold differ
by an invertible cobordism, so dD is invertibly cobordant to S*~!, and hence is a
homotopy sphere. By the Poincaré conjecture, now a theorem in all dimensions in
Top, we know 9D is then homeomorphic to S*~!. By the Top Schoenflies theorem,
D is homeomorphic to the k disc. O

The second proof follows from the following assertion by following flow curves.

Assertion 19.4. There are enhanced Thom data {(Us,7s,ps,vs)} for M’ and
frontier limit functions §s so that the flow curves ¢; of v are transverse to each
Vrs and point into Vs.

Proof. Take any stratum S, the stable manifold S, of some critical point p of
index k. As above we take nice coordinates h: (V,,p) — R* x R** around p.
After shrinking V}, we may as well suppose there are eg > 0 and € > 0 so that
h(Vy) = {(z,y) | €5 > |zllyl,—es < |y|*> — |z[*> < es}. Let Vj be the set of
z € M so that for some t > 0, ¢:(2) € V,. Note that V, C V, and V, is a
neighborhood of S in M. We may extend h to V, by setting h(z) = (ux,y/u)
where we choose t > 0 so (z,y) = h¢(z) and w is the unique positive number
so that f(z) = f(p) + |y|>/u® — |z|>u?. This is independent of our choice of ¢.
This extension h has many of the nice properties of the original, fh=1(x,y) =
f@)+ Iy —z?, S =V,NS = h™ (R*x0), and ho:h ™' (z,y) = (u(t)z, y/u(t)) for
some smooth positive function u (depending on z, y, and S). Note that u'(¢) < 0
since 0 < dfpth™(z,y)/dt = —2u'(t)(|y|*/u3(t) + u(t)|x|?). By Lemmas 6 and
we may find enhanced Thom data {(Us, s, ps,vs)} for M so that Us C V)
and psh™1(z,y) = |y|>. Note that the flow curves of v are transverse to the level
sets pg'(d) and flow in the direction of increasing ps. So we need only choose
our frontier limit functions dg so that they are a constant on the compact set
V5:S—UT<S{I€SQUT |pT(:E) <5T7TT(I)}. O
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8. UNIQUENESS OF SPECIAL COORDINATES

For no other reason than mathematical amusement, we now turn to the question
of how unique special coordinates are: given two special local coordinates around
a critical point, what can you say about the local diffeomorphism h which changes
one to the other. The equations are:

(1) voh = dhov
@) foh = f

Plugging 0 into equation (1) we have v(h(0)) = dh(0) = 0 so h(0) = 0. If A
is the linear part of the Taylor series of h, then the quadratic part of equation

(2) is fA = f from which we deduce that A = <§ (Oj) where B and C are

orthogonal. Since this linear part itself preserves special local coordinates and the
special coordinate preserving (local) diffeomorphisms form a group, we may as well
suppose that the linear part A is the identity.

From equation (1), we know that h preserves the flow of v, so ¢:h = he¢y which
means

(3) e'hi(z,y) = hi(elz, e ty)ifi <k
(4) e thi(z,y) = hi(e'z,ely)if i >k

for ¢ near 0, or more precisely, as long as ¢; remains within our coordinate patch.
Combining this with equation (2) we sed] that in fact equation (2) splits up as two
equations:

(5) 2> = B hi(z,y)?
(6) |y|2 = E?:k+1hi($ay)2-

Note that if y = 0 then equation (3) is valid for all t < 0 so h(sz,0) = sh(z,0)
for all s € [0,1]. From this we concludef] h(z,0) = z. Likewise, h(0,y) = y.

Consequently, if k = 0 or k = n or n = 2 then h is the identity, so any special
local coordinate preserving diffeomorphism is linear, in fact orthogonal. But in all
other cases there are nonlinear examples as we will show.

Pick e small enough that our coordinate charts contain the 2e¢ ball. We have
a parameterized family f, s of diffeomorphisms of the unit £ — 1 sphere and a
parameterized family g, s of diffeomorphisms of the unit n — k& — 1 sphere, for y in
the unit n — k — 1 sphere and z in the unit k — 1 sphere and s € (0, €] defined by:

h(ex, sy) = (€fy,s(117), 89x,5(Y))-

Note that as s — 0 then h(ex, sy) — ex so f, s — the identity. Also, by equations
(3) and (4) with ¢t = In s/e we have

h(sz,ey) = (sfy,s(2), €92,5(y))

2 Multiply (2) by e2¢, take d/dt and Bob’s your uncle.
SWrite h(z,0) = a + 21?:12;1:1@%%(@ for some smooth g;;, then we get
sEi?:lE;:lxixjgij(sm) =xk

l:lzé:lxixjgij (z). Letting s — 0 we conclude the right hand side is
0.



20 H. KING

so as s — 0 we have g, s — the identity. For general =,y we likewise get

h(z,y) = (12| fy/1y),s(@/12)) 19|92/ 12),s W/ y]))

where s = |y]|z|/e.

To get a nontrivial example if n > k > 1 the trick is to pick f and ¢ so that
the resulting h is smooth. For example, we could pick a nontrivial smooth curve
7: (—€,€) = O(k) with 7(0) the identity and let g, s be the identity and let f, , =
7(e71/%). A tedioud] calculation shows that the resulting h is C° smooth and
satisfies equations (1) and (2).
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