arXiv:1405.6352v3 [math.SG] 3 Nov 2014

ANALYSIS OF GAUGED WITTEN EQUATION

GANG TIAN AND GUANGBO XU

Abstract

The gauged Witten equation was essentially introduced by Witten in his formulation of gauged
linear o-model (GLSM) in [Wit93b]. GLSM is a physics theory which explains the so-called
Landau-Ginzburg/Calabi-Yau correspondence. This is the first paper in a series towards a math-
ematical construction of GLSM. In this paper we study some analytical properties of the gauged
Witten equation for a Lagrange multiplier type superpotential. It contains the asymptotic prop-
erty of finite energy solutions, the linear Fredholm property, the uniform C°-bound, and the
compactness of the moduli space of solutions over a fixed smooth r-spin curve with uniform
energy bound.
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1. INTRODUCTION

In this paper we study a system of elliptic partial differential equations over a Riemann
surface, called the gauged Witten equation, which originated from physicists’ study of
superstring theory. This is the first piece of work in a series which aims at a rigorous con-
struction of Witten’s gauged linear o-model ([Wit93b]), and which, from a mathematical
point of view, generalizes both the theory of symplectic vortex equation (see [CGS00],
[Mun99], [Mun03]) and the theory of Witten equation (see [FJR08, FJR11, FJR13]). It
is also a new member of the collection of mathematical works related to quantum field
theory, which has greatly influenced mathematics in the past few decades. Therefore
we would like to explain our motivation from a historical perspective, and many related
works will be recalled.
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Two celebrated members of this collection are Gromov-Witten theory and gauge the-
ory. Gromov-Witten theory, inspired by Gromov’s work on J-holomorphic curves [Gro85]
and Witten’s interpretation [Wit88], has been constructed rigorously by mathematicians
([RT95], [Rua96], [LT98a|, [LTI8b], [FO99| etc.). The field-theoretic correlation func-
tion, called the Gromov-Witten invariant, has become a fundamental tool in symplectic
topology as well as in algebraic geometry. On the other hand, for last few decades, a lot
of exciting results about gauge theory have been proven, notably, Atiyah-Bott’s famous
work [AB83], Uhlenbeck’s compactness theorem [Uhl82], Taubes’ construction of self-dual
connections ([Tau82]) and Donaldson theory on differentiable 4-manifolds ([DK90]).

The coupling of gauge theory and o-model is fundamental in physics, which also has
been adapted by mathematicians. Many interesting examples came from “dimensional
reduction” of four-dimensional gauge theory to dimension 2, where conformal invariance
brings richer structures. For example, one considers a rank n Hermitian vector bundle
E over a Riemann surface X, and consider the (linear) vortex equation on a pair (A, u):

1
D% u = 0,

(1.1)
txFa+ (u@u* —7ldg) =

Here A (gauge field) is a unitary connection on E, u (matter field) is a smooth section
of E, and 7 is a constant parameter (see [Bra9l]). The vortex equation carries a new
feature: the moduli space undergoes a birational-like transformation when 7 varies (see
for example [BDW96]). In the language of algebraic geometry, this is called the varia-
tion of GIT quotient. Interesting results have been proved by utilizing this feature (cf.
[Tha94]), which share similar spirit of the Landau-Ginzburg/Calabi-Yau correspondence
we will soon review.

Observing that the term (u® u* — 7Idg) is of the form of a moment map of the U(n)-
action on C", the vortex equation can be generalized to a symplectic manifold X with
a Hamiltonian G-action. This was firstly studied by Mundet in his thesis (cf. [Mun99],
[Mun03]) and Cieliebak-Gaio-Salamon ([CGS00]). The equation is now called the sym-
plectic vortex equation. Using the moduli space of solutions to the symplectic vortex
equation, certain invariants of Hamiltonian G-manifolds, called the gauged (or Hamil-
tonian) Gromov-Witten invariants can be defined (see [Mun03], [CGMS02], [MT] etc.).
On the other hand, such invariants are closely related to the Gromov-Witten invariants
of the symplectic quotient of X: in the “adiabatic limit” the symplectic vortex equation
reduces to J-holomorphic curves in the symplectic quotient (see [GS05]). Therefore, the
gauged Gromov-Witten invariants also relate the Gromov-Witten invariants of different
symplectic/GIT quotients (cf. [Wooa, Woob, Wooc], [GW] for the algebraic case).

Another important ingredient in field theory is the potential energy. Via localization,
such field theories are closely related to the geometry of the “singularity” of the potential
function. If the potential is a holomorphic function on a complex manifold, then such
a theory is usually referred to as a Landau-Ginzburg theory. LG theories are naturally
related to the study of singularities in topology and algebraic geometry.

In [Wit93a], Witten proposed an elliptic equation associated to a quasi-homogeneous
polynomial W in n complex variables (now called Witten equation), which was moti-
vated from physicists’ study of matrix models of two dimensional quantum gravity. His



equation takes a simple form as a “complex gradient flow equation”:
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—|—8¢W(u1,...,un) =0. (1.2)

In particular for polynomials which define the simple singularities (which have the famous
A-D-E classification), Witten conjectured that certain generating functions satisfy the
generalized KdV hierarchies. This generalized his earlier conjecture about A;-singularity
and KdV hierarchy ([Wit91]), which was proved by Kontsevich [Kon92] (and later by
Mirzakhani [Mir07]). For higher type A singularities, generalized Witten’s conjecture
were proved by various people (Jarvis-Kimura-Vaintrob [JKVO01], Lee [Lee06], and Faber-
Shadrin-Zvonkine [FSZ10]) using algebro-geometric method; while for type D and type
E singularities, algebraic method seemed to be insufficient. In a series of papers ([FJR0S,
FJR11, FJR13]), Fan-Jarvis-Ruan used analytic method to study the moduli space of
Witten equation (1.2) for general nondegenerate quasi-homogeneous polynomials, and
proved generalized Witten’s conjecture for D,,-singularities for even n > 6 and all type F-
singularities. This much more systematic approach is referred to as the Landau-Ginzbug
A-model theory, which can be viewed as a quantum theory about singularities.

Around 1990s, physicists discovered a correspondence between the “Landau-Ginzburg
model” and the nonlinear o-model of Calabi-Yau hypersurfaces ([GVW89], [Mar90],
[VW8&9]). It becomes a famous mathematical conjecture, often referred to as the Landau-
Ginzburg/Calabi-Yau correspondence (LG/CY for short). The conjecture can be vaguely
stated as follows.

Conjecture 1.1. The Landau-Ginzburg theory of a quasi-homogeneous superpotential
W of Calabi-Yau type is isomorphic to the nonlinear o-model of the weighted projective
hypersurface defined by W in a certain sense.

This conjecture is certainly one of the most important problems in studying mathe-
matical aspects of 2-dimensional quantum field theories. It has many deep implications,
e.g., simpler method of calculating Gromov-Witten invariants of Calabi-Yau manifolds
and applications to mirror symmetry, etc..

Witten ([Wit93b]) observed that this correspondence can be explained as a phase
transition via the variation of the Fayet-Iliopoulos D-term (something similar to the 7 in
(1.1)) in certain “master theory”. This master theory, usually referred to as the gauged
linear o-model (GLSM), flows in low energy to the LG and CY models respectively in
different phases. Let us illustrate Witten’s idea through the following important example.

More precisely, if @) is a quintic polynomial in variables x = (x1,...,z5), then Witten
proposed to study (1.2) for W (x,p) = pQ(z). Moreover, on the (z, p)-space there is an S'-
action with weight (1,1,1,1,1, —5) under which W is invariant. Then the equation carries
a gauge invariance with respect to this action. Moreover, this action is Hamiltonian with
moment map proportional to

5
p(z,p) = —5|p|* + Z |lzi|? + 7. (1.3)
i=1

For 7 > 0, the “classical vacuum” is (CritW N ,u_l(O)) /St, which is the same as the
singularity defined by @; for 7 < 0, the classical vacuum (CritW N p='(0)) /S is the



quintic hypersurface in P* defined by Q. The variation of 7 parametrizes the phase
transition therefore the two theories are related.

GLSM has been extensively used by physicists in their research, for example, in the
study of mirror symmetry (cf. [HV00]). Mathematicians have been also thinking about
its mathematical formulation and applications: How to construct them mathematically?
How can it be applied to studying mirror symmetry? For instance, in [CL12] and [CLL13],
J. Li et al. studied the Gromov-Witten theory of a quintic hypersurface and the narrow
case of Landau-Ginzburg theory by using cosection localization, which they believe to
lead to an algebraic approach to GLSM and LG/CY correspondence. Fan-Jarvis-Ruan
also have a project towards GLSM.

The purpose of our series of papers is to establish a mathematical theory of GLSM,
at least, in some simple cases. Our approach is symplecto-geometric and uses geometric
analysis. We will start our series by solving some serious technical problems, among
which the most crucial one is the compactness of its moduli space. There are well-known
difficulties we need to overcome in solving these problems. Our framework also includes
the gauged Gromov-Witten theory as a special case where the superpotential is zero. We
hope, via certain adiabatic limits, our construction can relates the work of Fan-Jarvis-
Ruan on one side and the nonlinear o-model on the other side, so it can give a good
mathematical understanding of the LG/CY correspondence.

1.1. Main results of this paper. Now we briefly describe our main set-up and result
of this first paper in our series. Let (X,w,J) be a noncompact Ké&hler manifold (with
“bounded geometry” at infinity), @ : X — C be a nonzero holomorphic function which
is homogeneous with respect to a C*-action on X. Consider X = X x C and the function
W : X — C given by W(x,p) = pQ(x). W is invariant under another C*-action on X.
Let G = S' x S', and there is a moment map  : X — (LieG)* for the G-action.

Let X be a compact Riemann surface with punctures. The gauged Witten equation is
roughly a union of the Witten equation and the vortex equation, which reads

{ Oau+ VW (u) 0; (1.4)

*Fa+p(u) =

The variables of this system are A and u, where A is a connection on a G-bundle P — X
and u is a section of the associated bundle P x¢ X. In fact, such a system can be defined
for a quite general class of superpotentials W on a general Kéhler manifold, which is not
necessarily a Lagrange multiplier type one. But in this paper we only consider a special
class, because of difficulties in proving compactness for general superpotentials.

The gauged Witten equation generalizes both the symplectic vortex equation (1.1) and
the Witten equation (1.2). It is also the classical equation of motion with respect to the
following energy functional. For each pair (A, u), using the superpotential W, its energy
is defined as

E(A, u) <HdAu‘L2(z + HFAHL2(2 + [|p(u Hi?(z)) +[[VW(u HL2(E (1.5)

(1.4) is not Fredholm in general because W may have degenerate critical points. On a
cylindrical end [0, 4-00) x S! of the punctured surface with cylindrical coordinates (s, t),



the unperturbed equation is essentially the following Floer-type equation

ou ou
55 T3+ VW) =0, (1.6)

To have a Fredholm operator we have to modify W on cylindrical ends. In Section
2 we discuss the perturbation of the equation on the cylindrical ends at the “broad”
punctures of X, so that after perturbation, W becomes a holomorphic Morse function.
After perturbation, (1.4) gives a nonlinear Fredholm operator. In Section 4 we prove

Theorem 1.2. Every bounded solution (see Definition 4.1) to the perturbed version of
(1.4) converges to a critical point of the perturbed W at each cylindrical end, and the
energy density decays exponentially. Modulo gauge transformation, the linearization of
the left-hand-side of the perturbed version of (1.4) is a linear Fredholm operator between
certain Sobolev spaces (see Theorem 5.3). Its Fredholm index is given by (5.8).

There are certain difficulties in formulating this problem properly: First, to write down
the Witten equation (1.2) for a superpotential W on a general Riemann surface which
has no global holomorphic coordinate, one needs an extra structure (the W-structure) on
the Riemann surface. For example, if W is a generic homogeneous polynomial of degree
r, then a natural choice of such a structure is an r-spin structure, i.e., an r-th root of
the canonical bundle of the Riemann surface. (see [FJR13] for a comprehensive study
of W-structures and their moduli.) Based on Fan-Jarvis-Ruan’s work, we realized that
the purpose of having a W-structure is to lift the superpotential to the fibre bundle.
For GLSM, W is invariant under the action copy of C*. Therefore we have to make the
W-structure consistent with another line bundle so that W can be lifted and we can
write (1.2) globally on a Riemann surface.

Another difficulty is how to set up a proper perturbation scheme of the gauged
Witten equation (1.4). In Fan-Jarvis-Ruan’s framework, W is a nondegenerate quasi-
homogeneous polynomial and the perturbation in [FJR11] was done by adding a small
generic holomorphic function e¢f to W so that W + ef becomes a holomorphic Morse
function. Using a cut-off function one can extend the perturbation to the whole Rie-
mann surface. On the other hand, the beautiful Picard-Lefschetz theory about isolated
hypersurface singularities guarantees that generic perturbations can give topological in-
formation about the singularity. For general W with non-isolated critical points, there
is no Picard-Lefschetz theory and we don’t know if generic perturbations can unwrap
interesting topology. This is one reason why we restrict to the case of superpoten-
tials of Lagrange multiplier type (i.e., W = pQ). In this case we perturb pQ(x) to
p(Q(z) — a) + F(x), so that the topology of the regular hypersurface Q~!(a) will be
relevant, and objects like vanishing cycles appear again.

1.2. Difficulties in proving compactness. The most important technical result of the
current paper is the compactness of solutions to the perturbed gauged Witten equation.
The theorem reads (see Theorem 6.5)

Theorem 1.3. Let € be a rigidified r-spin curve (see Definition 2.10). Then any se-
quence (A(i),u(i)) of stable solutions to the perturbed gauged Witten equation on ¢ with
sup; E(A(i),u(i)) < 00, modulo gauge transformation, has a convergent subsequence with
respect to the natural Gromov-type topology.



Its proof occupies the last three sections (Section 6-8) of the paper. Moreover, in order
to use the compactness theorem, we need to prove that the energy of solutions with fixed
homology class is uniformly bounded (Theorem 4.4). This requires a delicate control
on the contribution of the perturbation term, for which we have to include a non-local
parameter in the perturbation term (Definition 2.15) and impose a few more properties
(see Hypothesis 2.8).

The main issue in proving compactness is to establish a uniform C°-bound on solutions.
Since the target space is noncompact, this is not automatic and usually one has to
assume conditions about the geometry of the target space at infinity. For example, in
Gromov-Witten theory one can assume the existence of a plurisubharmonic function
on the manifold; in the case of symplectic vortex equation, there is also an analogous,
G-equivariant version of this convexity assumption (see [CGMS02, Section 2.5]). The
uniform bound then follows from a strong maximal principle argument.

In our situation, if the equation is unperturbed, the solutions are holomorphic and
they are special solutions to the symplectic vortex equation. So one can prove the C°-
bound in the same way as in [CGMS02]. The difficulty lies in the perturbed case, where
the perturbation term disturbs the control. Even worse, in our case, the gradient VIV is
not a proper map, so VW (u) cannot control u (such a control [FJR08, Theorem 5.8] is
a crucial technical ingredient in the compactness theorem of Fan-Jarvis-Ruan).

We take a different route. We prove that for a sequence of solutions (A;,u;) with
uniform energy bound, if u; blows up near some point on the Riemann surface, then
there must be an energy concentration (Corollary 7.2). Such a quantization property
implies that the sequence are uniformly bounded up to blowing up at finitely many
points. Then we argue that the blowing up contradicts with a local maximal principle.

The establishment of this energy quantization property is lengthy due to the com-
plicated behavior of the superpotential W at infinity. The critical point set CritW is
a stratified space, and near infinity of the target space X , CritW has components of
different nature. If the blow-up of solutions happens away from CritWW, then the energy
quantization is easy to achieve; if the blow-up happens near CritW, then in general, we
can prove the energy concentration only when it is near a component of CritWW of Bott
type. However, since in our main example W is the Lagrange multiplier of a homogeneous
polynomial, whose critical point set has necessarily a degenerate component, considering
only Bott type critical loci is not enough. For the degenerate component, we have to use
the special structure of the Lagrange multiplier; this is another (and a more important)
technical reason why we have to restrict to such type of superpotentials. On the other
hand, this part of argument is purely local and it may shed some light on more general
cases.

Once C%-bound is established, the remaining part of the proof of the compactness
problem is straightforward. In this paper we assume that the target space is aspherical
so that we can rule out sphere bubbles. On the other hand, on the cylindrical ends
the solutions may undergo a Morse-Floer type degeneration, similar to the situation of
[FJR11, Section 4]. In this situation we have to consider “solitons”, which are solutions
to (1.6) on the cylinder R x S' with W properly perturbed. A stable solution to the
perturbed gauged Witten equation is the concatenation of a usual solution with (broken)



solitons attached to the cylindrical ends. The construction of a stable solution in a
subsequence limit follows from standard arguments.

In this paper we only consider the compactification of the moduli space for a fixed
complex structure on the Riemann surface . The compactification with degenerating
complex structures will be much more complicated because the variations of holonomies
on the forming nodes can give extra pieces of the limiting stable objects like the situation
of [MT09], and it awaits further consideration.

1.3. A formal definition of the GLSM correlation functions. Our main goal of
this series of papers is to define the correlation functions of the gauged linear o-model.
For this purpose we have to work out the transversality problem of the moduli space
and prove that the correlation functions are independent of many choices we made in
defining them. The details of constructing the virtual cycle and proving its properties
will be given in a forthcoming paper [TXb]. Assuming the existence of virtual cycle, we
announced the definition of the correlation function in [TXa], which we sketch here.

The correlation function can be defined for general Lagrange multiplier type superpo-
tentials with appropriate assumptions on the pair (X, Q) (see [TXal). For simplicity we
sketch it for the case of (the Lagrange multiplier of) a quintic polynomial in 5 variables.
Let @ : C° — C be a nondegenerate quintic polynomial and W = pQ : C® — C be the
superpotential of GLSM. The state space is the direct sum of the narrow sectors and
the broad sector. For y*) = exp (@) € Zs for k = 1,2,3,4, the y*)-sector (which is
narrow) of the state space J¢; is a one-dimensional rational vector space, generated by
one vector ay of degree 2k — 2. For for v(© = 1, the broad sector 4 has pure degree 5,
and is isomorphic to the cohomology group

My =H*(X Q).

Here X¢ C P* is the quintic hypersurface defined by Q. For each a € C*, 7% can be
identified canonically with the Zs-invariant part of the cohomology H* (Q‘l(a); Q). A
perfect pairing can be defined on J7j so it is also identified with %(Q‘l(a); Q) ZS, ie.,
the invariant part of the space of vanishing cycles.

We denote by Garsm the direct sum of broad and narrow sectors. The correlation

function is the collection of multi-linear maps
()0 (Hersn) ™" = Q. gnd €Z,9>0, 29— 2+n > 0. (1.7)

To define the correlation function, we need to do certain virtual integration on the moduli
space of solutions to the perturbed gauged Witten equation. Here for simplicity, we omit
the discussion about gravitational descendents.

In this simplified situation, the topological data we need to fix is the degree of the
additional S'-bundle P;. This corresponds to the degrees of holomorphic curves in the
quintic 3-fold X¢. For each rigidified 5-spin curve, the perturbation data at broad
punctures is given by the choice of a € C* and a linear function F(z1,...,x5). Then
denote by ng the moduli space of solutions to the perturbed gauged Witten equation
over a genus g, n-marked rigidified r-spin curve, of degree d. The moduli space can be
subdivided as the disjoint union of moduli spaces

wgvn (v, K).



Herey = (v1,...,Yn) € (Z5)" describes the monodromies of the r-spin structure at the n
punctures; K = (K;,,. .., K;, ) describes the asymptotics at the broad punctures where each
K. is a critical point of the Lagrange multiplier W= p(Q —a)+ F, or equivalently of the
function F, := F|g-1(,). We assume that each Wg . (¥, K) has a good compactification,
over which we have a well defined virtual cycle. Then, we can define the virtual counting

#WI (¥,8) €Q

which is zero if the virtual dimension of Wg,n (Y, K) is not zero. The correlation function
will just be a linear combination of the virtual numbers.

For each critical point k of F|, its unstable submanifold with respect to the flow of
the real part of F, is a 4-dimensional cycle in @~ !(a) relative to infinity, denoted by
(k] € Hy(QY(a), oo). We define the correlation

(01,...,0,)" = ZZ#Wgny, ) (05, N ki ]) - (65 N ks, ) (1.8)

[e3

Here we assume that each 0; € %GLSM is homogeneous, i.e., coming from a single sector
and if 0; is a narrow state, then 6; is the generator of the corresponding narrow sector.
The first summation in (1.8) runs over all possible combination of monodromies y =
(Y1,-..,Yn) of an r-spin structure over a genus g, n-marked stable curve, such that if
0, € A, then v; = y*); the second summation runs over all combinations of critical
points K = (Kj,,...,K; ) of W:; 6 0 € Hy(Q *(a); Q)Z ) are the duals of the broad
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states 0;,,...,0;,. The correlator (1.7) is then defined by extending (1.8) linearly.

1.4. Organization of the paper. In Section 2, we give the basic set-up of the gauged
Witten equation, including the basic assumptions, and how to perturb the equation. In
Section 4, we consider the asymptotic behavior of bounded solutions to the perturbed
gauged Witten equation. In Section 5 we study the linear Fredholm property of the
perturbed Witten equation and compute the index of the linearized operator.

In Section 68, we consider the compactification of the moduli space when the complex
structure of the Riemann surface Y is fixed. In Section 6 we first define the stable objects
which are possible geometric limits of a sequence of solutions, and then state the com-
pactness theorem. In Section 7 we establish the energy quantization about blowing-up
of solutions. In Section 8 we establish the uniform C%-bound and prove the compactness
theorem.

In Appendix A we provide some basic analytical results which are used in this paper.
In Appendix B we include some basic facts about equivariant topology.
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Chris Woodward for helpful discussions. The revision of this paper were partially made
during the second author’s visit to Institute for Advanced Study and he would like to
thank Helmut Hofer for hospitality.

2. THE GAUGED WITTEN EQUATION AND PERTURBATIONS

2.1. The target space. Let (X,w,J) be a Kéahler manifold and @ : X — C is a
holomorphic function, with a single critical point x € X. We assume that there exists



a Hamiltonian S'-action with moment map g : X — iR. Here we identify iR ~ LieS!
with its dual space by the standard metric on R. Then for the generator % of LieS", we
denote its infinitesimal action by Xo € I'(T'X).

We suppose that the S'-action extends to a holomorphic C*-action. We also assume
that @) is homogeneous of degree r, r > 1 with respect to this C*-action. This means for
x € X and £ € C*,

Q€x) = £ Q(w).
Let X = Q~1(0), which is smooth away from x. For any vy € Z,, let Xy C X be the
fixed point set of y and X, = X, x C.

The GLSM target space is the product X = X x C, whose coordinates are denoted by
(z,p). The factor C has the standard Kéhler structure so that it induces a product Kahler
structure, Whicl~l, for simplicity, is still denoted by (w,JJ) on X. We lift the C*-action on
X trivially to X. The superpotential is the holomorphic function

W:X —C, W(z,p) = pQ().
W is also of degree r with respect to the C*-action because W ({(z,p)) = W (&x,p) =
EW(z,p). B
On the other hand, let G; = S' and we consider the G¥ = C*-action on X, given by
((z,p) = (Cz,¢(""p).

W is then GT-invariant. We use G (resp. G§) to denote the copy of S (resp. C¥)
which acts on X and denote G = G x G1 (resp. G€ = G5 x GY). Then the G-action
on X is Hamiltonian, with a moment map

wl(x,p) = <M0(1’)7M0(x) + %T\p!Z - 7').

Here 7 € 2R is a constant, which we fix from now on. We denote

ir
p(,p) = po(w) + S |pl* = 7
which is a moment map for the Gi-action. Let g; be the Lie algebra of G; for i = 0,1
and g = go @ g1. For any & = (£,&1) € g, we denote by X¢ = X¢y + X, € I'(T'X) the
infinitesimal action of &.

We make the following assumptions on the structures, which are all satisfied by the
typical example of nondegenerate homogeneous polynomials on C" of degree at least 2.

Hypothesis 2.1.

(X1) (X,w) is symplectically aspherical.

(X2) The Riemannian curvature of X is uniformly bounded; the complex structure J
is uniformly continuous on X with respect to the Kéahler metric in the sense of
Definition A.1.

(X3) The moment map g is proper and there exists ¢ > 0 such that for any = € X,

1, .
Ewo(x) —c< ‘xo(x)|2 < ciup(z) + c.
(X4) As a real quadratic form on T'X, we have
0 S V2 (’i/Lo) § T.



Remark 2.2. (X1) is imposed in order to simplify the proof of compactness; it can be
removed. (X2) is a bounded geometry at infinity assumption of X, which is used to
prove the uniform C%bound of solutions (see Section 7-8). The precise upper bound of
(X4) seems to be too strong but it is satisfied by all quasi-homogeneous polynomials on
C™ of positive degrees. The condition (X3) implies certain convexity about the geometry
of X near infinity.

Lemma 2.3. For each h € ig, we denote

2 *
(‘h’)Z) = H(eh) W”Loo(ff)- (2.1)
There is a constant ¢ > 0 such that for any h € g,
2
(Ihlz)" < clhl.
Proof. For any two tangent vector fields Y, Z, we have

(Lyxw)(Y, Z) = Yw(JX, Z) — Zw(JX,Y) — w(JX, [V, Z])
= Z(,Y) — Y(X, Z) + (X, [V, Z])
= (Y, VzX) — (Z,VyX)
= 2(Y,VzX).

The last inequality follows from the fact that X is Killing. Notice that [VX| = V24l
Then by (X4) of Hypothesis 2.1, |L wa| is uniformly bounded throughout X. Then the
lemma follows from the fact that JX is the infinitesimal zg-action. O

For any b € (0,1), define &, : X — R by

Ty (w,p) := po(z) - (@) 2= (— ! Z—b)

2 r’or
Lemma 2.4. For any b € (0,1), F : X >Risa proper function and is bounded from

below. Moreover, there exist a constant co > 0, a choice of by € (0,1) and \g > 0 such
that

1
<V?b07 J‘(x(kouovm)> > C_O‘N(U)F — CQ- (2.2)

Proof. The properness and the fact that F;, is bounded from below follow immediately
from (X3) of Hypothesis 2.1. On the other hand, denoting p = |p|, we have

X (@) = ( = ino(2) % (2),0)),

JXpy (2, p) = <( — tpo(x) + g|10|2 +i7) JXo(2), 7 ( — dpo(x) + glpl2 + iT)pgp).
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Then by (X3) of Hypothesis 2.1, we have

(V50 T2 ) = ( - (17_1’)Jx0, ~ipt0TXo )
e

> (

)i pio| Xo |

1-b
)]DC0]4 - (T)\x0\2é

1-5
r

1—-5b

<v3"b,Jxm> - < —

0 . . 0
+ <bpa—p,r( —dpo(x) + g\plz + ”)pa_p>

)JXo, (= ipolx) + %|p|2 +ir) Jxo(x)>

1—by,. . 1-0
= (——) (im0 — i) [Xol* + rblp|* — (=) IpI*|Xo
— rbigolp|? + brir|p|?
1-9b 4 4 1—-b 2 2
> (=) 1%l + rblpl* = ((—5=) + rbe) pl2I%o]
1-b

= () ()Xo + br(ir — Al

It suffices to choose A\ and b so that the quartic part of (VF,, JX (Ao 1
definite form in |Xo|? and |p|?, i.e., to guarantee that the quadratic form

(1+ A)(lc—_b)/ﬁ = ((1T_b) + rbe) AB + rbB

T

)) is a positive

is positive definite. This is equivalent to
1-0 1-0
((552) + rbe) < 4b(1+ N(=).
It holds for certain b =by € (0,1) and A = Ag > 0. Then ¢y > 0 exists. O
We fix by and A\g and denote F3, by F. We use A\g to define a metric on g as
2 _ 2 2
(%0, &) =X &o|” + &)™ (2.3)

This metric induces an identification g ~ g* and (Agpo, 1) can be viewed as the dual of
the moment map with respect to this metric. Then (2.2) can be rewritten as

1
(VF,JX,-) > QW — . (2.4)
Now we give the assumptions on the function Q.

Hypothesis 2.5.
(Q1) There is a constant cg > 1 and a Gy-invariant compact subset Ko C X such that

1
r ¢ Ko = = [V2Q(2)| < [V2Q(2)] < ¢ IVQ(2)].
Moreover, for every § > 0, there exists cg(d) > 0 such that

d(z, Xq) 2 6,2 ¢ Kq = |VQ(x)| < cq(0)|Q(x)].

(Q2) For every vy € Z,, it is easy to see that d@ vanishes along the normal bundle
Ny — Xy. We assume that the Hessian V2@ vanishes along N, .

11



Remark 2.6. The condition (Q2) is not essential but it helps reduce the technicality in
proving the asymptotic property of solutions in Section 4.

Definition 2.7. v € Z, is called broad (resp. narrow) if X, # {x} (resp. Xy = {x}).

Hypothesis 2.8. For any broad vy € Z,, there are a function Fy, : X — C and a, € C*
satisfying the following conditions.

(P1) F, can be written as
s—1
By = ZFv;la (2<s<r)
I=1
where Fy; : X — C is a holomorphic function of degree | with respect to the
Gg—action on X. The pull-back of Fy,; to X is still denoted by Fy..
(P2) Each F; is y-invariant. It is easy to see that dFy, vanishes along the normal
bundle N, — X,. We require that for every [, the Hessian V2Fy;l vanishes along
Ny.
(P3) For j = 0,1,..., there exist constants ¢¥) > 0 such that for Il =1,...,s — 1 and
re X,

[Rata)] <0 (1+ (o))

(P4) The restriction of F, to @~ '(ay) N X, is a holomorphic Morse function. This is
equivalent to saying that the Lagrange multiplier p(Qy—ay)+F} is a holomorphic

VIR <521

Morse function on X, .
(P5) The perturbation has no critical point at infinity, in the following sense. There
exist a compact subset K, C X and a constant ¢, > 0 such that

(2,p) ¢ Ky = \V(W —ayp + Fv)(fc,p)( > ¢y

Remark 2.9. The conditions (P1)—(P5) are modelled on linear functions on C", when
@ is a nondegenerate quasi-homogeneous polynomial. Like (Q2), the second part of the
condition (P2) is not essential and can be removed.

Now for each broad vy, we fix the choice of the perturbation data (ay, Fy). We denote
F,.s = —ayp: X — C. We introduced

)

s—1 s
W)= —ayp+ Y Fry=> Fy.
=1 =1

We also denote Fy(z,p) = W(x,p) = pQ(x). For notational purpose, if y is narrow, we
take Wy = > 77| Fy; to be the sum of s zero functions. Then we denote

Wy =W+ W, =Y Fy. (2.5)
=0
For each t € G§ = C*, we denote
s—1 s
Wi (2, p) = "Wy (t ", p) = W (x,p) = Fayp+ Y Fyu(w) = > FL).
=1 =0

12



Most of the time we will consider the case t € R, and use J instead of t. We have
L (Trr o (rrr(t
(x,p) € Crlt(Wy\;(y) < (tz,p) € CI‘I‘C(W\S )];(y). (2.6)

For I =1,...,5 — 1, we denote by p; : G® ~ C* x C* — C* the character (£y,&1)
(56, 5%); we denote by ps : G — C* the character which is trivial on the first C*-factor
and is € — £ on the second; we denote by pg : G — C* the character which is & + £"
on the first C*-factor and is trivial on the second. Then each Fy; : X — C above is
pr-equivariant for [ =0,...,s.

2.2. The domain.

Rigidified r-spin curves. We recall the notion of rigidified r-spin curves following [FJR13,
Section 2.1].

Let ¥ be a compact Riemann surface and z = {21, ..., zx } is a finite subset of punctures
(marked points). We denote ¥* := ¥ \ z. We can attach orbifold charts near each
puncture to obtain an orbicurve C. Suppose the local group of orbifold chart near each
z; is I'j, which is canonically isomorphic to a cyclic group Z,,. Then ¥ can be viewed as
the “desingularization” of €, also denoted by |C|. There is a projection 7e : € — X. The
orbicurve € has the log-canonical bundle Kjog ~ 75 Kjoe, where Koz — X is the bundle

Kiog = Ky ® 0(21) @ - -+ @ O(2g).

Definition 2.10. Fix r € Z, r > 3. An r-spin curve is a triple (C, £, ¢) where C is an
orbicurve, £L — € is an orbibundle, and

(O L®T — Jqog

is an isomorphism of orbibundles.
A rigidification of the 7-spin structure (£, @) at z; is a choice of an element e; of
L[, such that

We denote a rigidification at z; by a map ¢; : C/T'; — £|.,. For a choice of rigidifica-
tion ¢; for each j, we call the tuple C:= (C,L,0;d) :=(C, L, p; by, ..., dr) arigidified
r-spin curve.

In this paper, from now on, we fix a rigidified r-spin curve €= (C,L,0;d).

It is more convenient to look at rigidifications on the smooth curve ¥. Indeed, at each
marked point z;, the orbibundle £ has its local monodromy, which is a representation
ry—=S 1. As a convention, we always assume that this representation is faithful. Then
since Ko always has trivial monodromy, we can view I'; as a subgroup of Z,. So the

generator of I'; can be written as exp <M>, with m; € {0,1,...,r —1}. Then the

T
r-spin structure induces an isomorphism

k
] L5 = Ko ® o( . ijzj)
§=0

13



as usual line bundles over X, where |£| — ¥ is the desingularization of £. Therefore,
for any choice of local coordinate w around z;, a rigidification induces a choice of local
frame e; of |£| near z; such that

dw
[ol(ef) = w™ —. (2.7)
We denote A\; = @m;/r (resp. v; = exp(27);)) and call it the residue (resp. mon-
odromy) of the r-spin structure at z;. We define the type of the punctures.

Definition 2.11. A puncture z; is called narrow (resp. broad) if y; € Z, is narrow
(resp. broad).

We take a smooth area form v on the closed Riemann surface . Then together with
the complex structure, it determines a Riemannian metric, to which we will refer as
the “smooth metric”. On the other hand, for each z;, we fix a holomorphic coordinate
patch w : By — ¥ with w(0) = z; and use the log function to identify the punctured
U; = w(By) \ {z;} with the cylinder ©4 := [0,+00) x S'. The latter has coordinates
s+ 1t = —logw. We can choose a different area form v/ such that v = o/ where the
conformal factor o : ¥* — R is a smooth function whose restriction to each O is equal

~25_ The metric determined by ¢/ and the complex structure is called the “cylindrical

toe
metric” on 3*.

From now on, for each puncture z;, we fix the coordinate w centered at z;, the cylin-
drical end Uj, and its identification with ©,. For any S > 0, we denote by U;(S) C X*
the subset identified with [S, +00) x S*.

The cylindrical metric has injectivity radius bounded from below. We choose an

r* € (0, 1] such that for every point ¢ € ¥*, there exists a holomorphic coordinate
zg =s+1it: By=(q) - By« C C. (2.8)
such that z,(0) = ¢. Here B,«(q) is the r*-neighborhood of ¢ with respect to the cylin-
drical metric. Then, for each such neighborhood B,+(q), the area form € can be written
as
1 _
v= aq(zq)gdzq A dzg.
Then by shrinking r* properly, we have

sup sup o4(zq) < 00, Vg supo, < 2inf gy. (2.9)
PEX* 24 € B, B« B«

We require that, if B,«(¢q) C Uj, then z; is the restriction of the cylindrical coordinate
s + it (after proper translation) to By«(q).

Adapted Hermitian metrics. We define the weighted Sobolev space Wf P to be the Banach
space completion of C§°(X*) with respect to the norm

5
HwafvP(z*) = [lo72 fllrm(se)
where the latter Sobolev norm is taken with respect to the cylindrical metric on >*. It
is similar to define the Sobolev space Wf P(U;) for each cylindrical end U;. We denote
by ‘U(?’p the space of W/li’f—maps g : ¥* — 81 such that for each j,

glu, = exp (i€;), & € WHP(U;).
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From now on we fix p > 2.

Definition 2.12. A VVli’f—Hermitian metric H on |£||x- is called adapted if there is
0 > 0 such that

m

_my
log (Jw| ™7 |ejm) € WP(U;).

Here m; and e; are the ones in (2.7).

Let # be the space of all adapted metrics on |£||g+. There is an R, -action on H by
rescaling a metric. For any H € #, denote by Py(H) the S'-frame bundle of |£| with
respect to H. Then if H is an adapted Hermitian metric, the Chern connection Ay(H)
of H will be a unitary connection on Py(H) such that near each puncture, with respect
to the trivialization determined by (2.7), it can be written as

Ao(H) = d+ \jdt + a

and o is a purely imaginary valued 1-form on U; of class W; P for some & > 0. Note
that the map H — Ag(H) is not injective but is constant on each R -orbit of #.

Now choose (arbitrarily) a smooth element Hy € # as a reference, and consider the
subset H, C H consisting of metrics of the form e?"0 Hy with hgy € VV(;2 P for some § > 0.
Then the map H — Ag(H) is injective on H;. We define

U= U", A= {g"Ay(H) | HeH,, ge U}.
6>0

Then every element of 4 has a unique expression as g*Ay(H) for g € ‘UIZ “Pand H € H,.

Remark 2.13. It is necessary for us to remove the R -action because it will cause trouble
in proving compactness. On the other hand, we can release the restriction of #{; such that
we can vary the value of H at the punctures. However, those variations only form a finite
dimensional degree of freedom, so they don’t affect compactness and don’t essentially
change Fredholm property.

Denote Py = Py(Hp), which is the unit circle bundle of |£] with respect to the reference
Hy. For any H = e?"Hy € H, there is a canonical isomorphism between Py(H) and
Py(Hy), given by v ++ "0y, Then any connection in 4y is transformed to a S'-connection
on Fy. We still denote this set of connections by Ay. In particular, for every Ag € Ay,
the holomorphic line bundle structure of Py x g1 C determined by (the (0, 1)-part of) Ao
is isomorphic to the holomorphic line bundle |£|.

Now we will choose a trivialization of Py on each B,(q) as well as on each U;. On
each B,«(q), there is a local holomorphic section e, of [£| such that

[ol(eg") = dzq. (2.10)

Here z, is the fixed one in (2.8) and e, is unique up to a Z,-action and we just choose
one of them. Then we trivialize Py over B,«(q) by the local unitary frame
€q

€g 1= ———.
T Neglla

This trivialization is denoted by

$q.0: Bre(q) x S' — PolB,.(q)-
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On the other hand, on each cylindrical end Uj, there is a local holomorphic section e; of
|£| such that

dw

Qr m;
eO") = w™i . 2.11
ol(e5) = wm (211)

e; is unique up to a Z,-action. Then we trivialize P0|Uj by the local unitary frame
e
€5 1= J .
lle; 1l 2o

This trivialization is denoted by
¢j,0 : Uj X Sl — P0|Uj‘

Now for each Ay € Ay and each B,-(q) (resp. Uj), we define a function ho(Ay) :
B,«(q) — LieC* (resp. ho(4p) : U; — C) as follows. If Ay = g*Ag(H) for H € H, and
g € U, then for each By«(q) (resp. Uj), there is a unique ¢R-valued function hj, := hg(Ao)
on By«(q) (resp. U;) such that

eho = 91, (q)» —tho(q) € [0,27), <resp. eho = glu;, Zan;j hi(z) = 0). (2.12)
On the other hand, we define
§ = h(A0) = ilog el (resp. hf = ilog (lleslln — [w 7)), (213)
where w = e~ is the coordinate centered at z;; then on either B,«(q) or Uj, define
ho == ho(Ag) := hg + ihg. (2.14)

By the definition of the Chern connection and that of gauge transformation, on each
B,+(g), with respect to the trivialization ¢, 0 of S|p . (g, if Ao € Ap is written as Ag =
d + ¢ods + odt for ¢g,vg : Br+(q) — iR, then

¢ = 85h6 — O 6/, Py = 88h6’ + 8th6.
Similarly, if on Uj, Ag = ¢ods + 1odt, then
(250 - 8sh'0 - 8th'0', 1/1() - )\] - ashg —|— 8th6
In either case, the curvature form of Ay is equal to Ahjjdsdt.

The G1-bundle and connections. We used G to denote another copy of the group S!
to distinguish from the structure group of Py. We fix an arbitrary smooth Gi-bundle
P, — X. We denote its restriction to ¥* still by P; and denote by

P:P(]Xg*Pl—)E*

the fibre product, which is a G = Gy x G; = S' x S'-bundle over £*. For each coordinate
patch B,«(q) C ¥*, we fix a trivialization ¢4 1 : U; x G1 — Pi|y, arbitrarily. For each
cylindrical end U; we can also take a trivialization ¢;; : U; x G1 — Pl\Uj which is the
restriction of a local trivialization of P; near z;. Together with the trivializations ¢, +
(resp. ¢j+), this gives a trivialization ¢q = (¢q,0,Pg1) : Br+(q) X G — Plp .(q) (resp.
¢; = ($5,0,95,1) : Uj x G = Ply;).

We denote A4; to be the space of W/llof—connections on P,
drical end Uj, with respect to the trivialization of Pl\Uj induced from ¢; 1, any A1 € A;

y+ such that for each cylin-
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can be written as A; = d 4+ a; where o7 is a gj-valued 1-form on U; of class VV(;1 P for
some § > 0 (with respect to the cylindrical metric).

Now consider 4 = Ay x A;. This is a set of G-connections on P. For any 0 > 0,
denote by gl the group of GGi-gauge transformations on ¥* of class W and denote

— U gl,vg’, G=Ux G.

6>0
Then G = U x G; acts on A4 naturally.
We would like to define functions similar to ho(Ag) given by (2.12)—(2.14). On B,«(q),
with respect to the trivialization ¢, 1, a Gi-connection A; € 4; can be written as

Ap =d+ ¢rds + idt, o1, 2 Br(q) — g1,

where s + 4t = z is the local coordinate. Then we define a function hy = b} + ihf =
hi(A1) = B} (A1) +ihi(A1)" : By«(q) — ¢© by the Cauchy integral formula

¢1+W1 o1t —
v (S

Similarly, for U;, we write A; as

Ay =d+ ¢rds + P1dt = d + Ydx + sdy

where w = z + 1y = e”* is the smooth coordinate near z;. Then we define

I (A1) (2 47”// (1”“ 19;“) dwd.

Since ¢1ds + 1 dt is of class W(; P on Uj, we see that
Y+ ig . . —§s
(// — dwd| g/ 101 i dsd < 1+ 01l y o e, <

Therefore hy is well-defined on U; and lim hi(s,t) = 0. On either B,«(q) or Uj;, we

S——+00

have
¢1 = Oshy — Ophi, o = Oshy + Ochy. (2.15)
In particular, the curvature of Ay is Fa, = Ahy(A;)"dsdt.
Now for a connection A = (Ag, A1) € A, for U being either B,«(q) or U;, we define
ha = (ho,h1) = (ho(Ao), b1 (A1) : U — g°. (2.16)

This family of functions are useful when we do local analysis.

The fibre bundle. Since G acts on X , we have the associated fibre bundle
Y =P xgX — Y

The vertical tangent bundle 7Y C TY consists of vectors tangent to a fibre. Then
since the G-action is Hamiltonian and preserves J, the Kahler structure on X induces
a Hermitian structure on 77Y. On the other hand, for any continuous connection A,
the tangent bundle TY splits as the direct sum of 7Y and the horizontal tangent
bundle. The horizontal bundle is isomorphic to 7*1'3*, therefore the connection induces
an almost complex structure on Y. Since X is Kahler, this almost complex structure is
integrable and Y becomes a holomorphic fibre bundle over *.
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We will consider sections of Y. A general smooth section is denoted by u € I'(Y);
more generally, we will consider sections u € FZI(;‘Z(Y) of class I/Vlif The group G also
acts on the space of sections.

The trivialization ¢, : By«(q) X G — P|g .(q) (resp. ¢; : Uj x G — P|y,) induces a
corresponding local trivialization of Y, which is denoted by the same symbol.

2.3. The superpotential and gauged Witten equation.

The lift of the superpotential. Using the r-spin structure ¢ : L& — Ko, we can lift the
potential function W to the total space Y. More precisely, for each B,«(q) C ¥*, let
(2¢,€q) satisty (2.10). Let €, be an arbitrary local frame of Pi|g ., (4. Then a point of
Y|p,.(q) can be represented by ey, €41, 7] with the equivalence relation
[g0€q: 91641, 7] = [eq: €q,1, 0017], Y2 € X, go € G, g1 € G1.
Then we define
WHO = ([eq’EO,q’x]) = W($)dZQ'

Then with respect to the unitary frame €, := e,/||eq||n, of Py, we have

Wi, ([eg €q.0,2]) = Wi, (legs €q,0: lleql ) = lleqll gy W (2)dzq.

Then it is easy to see that the above definition is independent of the choice of the
pair (z4,€q) satisfying (2.10) and the choice of the frame €,9, so Wy, is a well-defined
section of the bundle 7* Ky, — Y. Moreover since W is holomorphic we see that Wg, is
actually holomorphic with respect to the holomorphic structure on Y induced from the
Sl-connection Ag(Hp) and any Gi-connection Aj.

Now let H = e?" Hy € #,. Then we define

Wy =e "Wy, € T (Y, 7" Ksx) .

We see it is holomorphic with respect to the holomorphic structure on Y induced from
Ap(H) and any G;-connection A;. Moreover, for any connection A = (Ap, A1) € A4, we
can express Ao uniquely as g5 Ag(H) for some g € U and H € #,. Then we define

Waly) = Wa(gy).

Again, this is a section of 7" Ky which is holomorphic with respect to the holomorphic
structure on Y induced from A. By the Gi-invariance of W, we also see that for any
g € G, we have

Wea(y) =Walgy). (2.17)
On the other hand, using the trivialization ¢, : By«(q) x X - Y|B,.(q), We have
Wy o dy(z,2) = P PalD Y (1),

where pg : G — C* is the character defined at the end of Subsection 2.1. Similarly, the
trivialization ¢; : U; x G — P|y, induces a trivialization ¢; : U; x X — Y|y,, and

W4 o0 qu(z,x) _ ePO(hA(Z))W(e)‘jt:E)dz — epo(hA(Z))Jertw(x)dz,
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The gauged Witten equation. The vertical differential of W4 is a section
AW € T(Y, 7 Ks- @ (THY)").

The vertical Hermitian metric on T1Y induces a conjugate linear isomorphism 7Y ~
(TLY)*. On the other hand, the complex structure on ¥* induces a conjugate linear
isomorphism Ky ~ A%'T*¥* Therefore we have a conjugate linear isomorphism

T K @ (THY)" = " A @ THY.
The image of dW 4 under this map is called the vertical gradient of W4, denoted by
VW4 eT(V,m A% @ T4Y).

Now we can write down the gauged Witten equation. It is the following system
on the pair (A, u), where A € 4 and u € TP (Y):

loc

{EAU-FVWA(U) = 0; (2.18)

*«Fa + p*(u) =

Each term in the system is defined as follows: the connection A induces a continuous
splitting TY ~ T+Y @n*TE* and dau € Wi}f(T*E*@u*TLY) is the covariant derivative
of u; the G-invariant complex structure J induces a complex structure on 7Y and d4u
is the (0, 1)-part of dqu with respect to this complex structure. VW 4(u) is the pull-back
of VW, by u, which lies in the same vector space as dau. Fq € Q?(X*) ® g is the
curvature form of A, x : Q2(X*) — Q°(X*) is the Hodge-star operator with respect to the
smooth metric on ¥; the moment map p lifts to a g-valued function on Y and p*(u) is
the dual of p(u) with respect to the metric defined by (2.3).

By (2.17) and the fact that the G-action is Hamiltonian, the gauged Witten equation
is G-invariant, in the sense that for any (A4,u) € 4 x F;{;’;(Y) and any ¢g € G, we have

Og-a(g™u) + VWgra(g™u) = (g_l)* (5Au + VWA(u)) ,

- 1 . (2.19)
*Fgea+ p (g7 u) = Ady " (xFa + p"(u)) -

Remark 2.14. In this paper, all vector fields are regarded as real vector fields. So for a
holomorphic function F : X — C, its gradient VF is the gradient of the real part of F'.

2.4. Perturbation. The function W : X — C has highly degenerate critical points. The
degeneracy will cause the problem that the linearized equation doesn’t give a Fredholm
operator, in the presence of broad punctures. The usual way to deal with this situation
is to perturb the potential W4 near the broad punctures, which is already adopted in the
study of Witten equation in [FJR11]. We will use the functions F) given in Hypothesis
2.8 to perturb the superpotential.

A bounding functional on A. In this subsection we would like to construct a smooth
functionals on A which can control certain Sobolev norms. The purpose of having such
bounding functionals is to give uniform energy bound on solutions with fixed topological
type (see the proof of Theorem 4.4).
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Definition 2.15. For each A = (Ap, A1) € A = Ay x A; and for each broad puncture
zj, we define

mja= 2 e gy + 1 ia = (mja) " (2.20)
=1

Here hja:U; — g is the function defined by (2.16). If z; is narrow, we define 0; 4 = 1.

0;,4 only depends on the gauge equivalence class of A because a gauge transformation
only changes the real part of h; 4. Moreover, the function A > 6; 4 is smooth in A € 4.
Indeed, the map A — h; 4 is smooth; it follows with the restriction to U; \ U;(2), and a
Sobolev embedding L} — C°, which are both linear, hence smooth. Now C°(U; \ U;(2))

is a Banach algebra, so the exponential map is smooth. It is followed by taking the
L?-norm of a nonzero continuous function, which is smooth.

The perturbed gauged Witten equation. For each broad puncture z;, we can lift W{/j =
> =1 Fy, 1 to Yly,. The trivialization ¢; gives the local frame ¢; of P|y;. We define

iat Yo, — (T*U;)M°

® oy . d
(.0 r (et EE)w) 2

w
=1

Indeed, ehJ'»AJrAjtej gives a local frame of PC\UJ. which is holomorphic with respect to A,
and we have

W;',A<[€hij+)\jtej,:E]) = (iFy(sz) ($)) d_w

w
=1

This expression shows that W; 4 is holomorphic with respect to the connection A.
For each broad puncture z;, fix a cut-off function 3; supported in U; and 3 |Uo(2) =1
such that with respect to the cylindrical metric,

Vel <1, v <1

Denote 8 = sz broad B3i- We define

Wi =Wy + Z BiW; 4.

z; broad

W 4 is only vertically holomorphic and is holomorphic outside the support of d8. Then
the perturbed gauged Witten equation is

(2.21)

EAU-FV\/NVA(U) = 0;
*Fa+pt(u) =

Similar to the unperturbed case, the perturbed gauged Witten equation is gauged invari-
ant in a similar sense as (2.19).
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2.5. Energy. For (A,u) € 4 x Fllo’fj(Y), we define its energy as

1 2 1 2 2 ve 2
B(A,u) = §<HdAuHL2(2*) + §HFAHL2(2*) + H/‘(U)Hy(z*)) + HVWA(u)HB(E*)' (2.22)

Here the Sobolev norms are taken with respect to the smooth metric on . The sum of
the first two terms is sometimes referred to as the kinetic energy, and the sum of the last
two terms is sometimes referred to as the potential energy.

This energy functional generalizes the Yang-Mills-Higgs functional used in gauged
Gromov-Witten theory, which can be viewed as a special case of our setting where W = 0.
One can compare it with the bosonic part of the supersymmetric action in [Wit93b].

2.6. Regularity.

Proposition 2.16. Suppose (A,u) € 4 x F;{;’;(Y) is a solution to (2.21). Then there
exists a gauge transformation g € G such that g* (A, u) is smooth.

Proof. Suppose A € ﬂ;’p for some § > 0. Let d* be the dual of d with respect to the
cylindrical metric and A = —d*d. Then A : Wg’p(E*) ®g — LE(X*) ® g is Fredholm.
Therefore we can find a smooth element A’ € 4 such that d*(A — A") € LY(E*) @ g lies
in the range of A. Choose h € A~!(d*(A — A’)) and denote g = exph € G. Then

dr (g*A — A/) = -Ah+d"(A-A)=0.
This means that g* A is in Coulomb gauge relative to A’. Let a = g*A — A’. Then
Dau=—VWs(u) — (xa(u))o’l, do = —p*(u)v — Far.

Apply the standard elliptic bootstrapping argument to the pair (o, u) we see that (o, u)
is indeed smooth. O

So it suffices to consider smooth solutions to the perturbed gauged Witten equation.

3. LOCAL AND CYLINDRICAL MODELS OF GAUGED WITTEN EQUATION

Definition 3.1. Let » > 0. The parameters of local models of gauged Witten
equation over B, are triples (f,0,9), where: 8 : B, — [0,1], 0 : B, — [0,+00) are
smooth functions satisfying

|d3| <1, 0 < C(0), 07 :=supo < 20 = ZiEfO'
B -

and 0 € (0,1] is a constant. A solutio~n to the local model with parameter (3,0,9) is a
pair w = (u,h = h' +ih") € C®(B,, X x g%) solving the equation

D5t + X (u) + J (Opu + Xy (u)) + 2VW}E5) (u) =0, AL + op*(u) = 0. (3.1)
Here (¢,v) : B, — g X g is given by ¢ + i) = 2(0h/0%),

VV}EfS)(Z7 r) = epO(h(Z))Fo(x) + B(z) Z epl(h(z))Fl(é) ().
=1

Here W = > 1o F1 is equal to the function Wy we specified in (2.5) for some y € Z,.

Let ©4 = [0,+00) x St and let 0 : ©4 — Ry U {0} be a smooth function satisfying
(V7o (s,t)| < CO(e)e ™, j=0,1,.... (3.2)
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Definition 3.2. Let A € ¢(Z/r N [0,1)) C go and vy = exp(27A). The parameters of
cylindrical models of gauged Witten equation with residue X (called A-cylindrical
model for short) is a pair (o, d), where: o : ©1 — R;U{0} is a smooth function satisfying
(3.2) and § € (0,1] is a constant, such that if y is narrow, then § = 1.

A smooth solution to a A-cylindrical model with parameter (o, ) is a map u = (u, h) €
C=(0,, X x g€) which solves

Dt + X () + J (Du + Xy) + 2W,2 (u) = 0, AR + op*(u) = 0. (3.3)
and which satisfies
lg_n h(s,t) =0, ¢ € W;’p(@,g) for some § > 0. (3.4)

Here (¢,7) : ©4 — g x g is given by ¢ + (¢ — \) = 2(0h/0Z) and
(6 - . s
Wia(z, ) = 3 eI ES (2) (35)
1=0

where the function )}, Fy; = /Wy is the one we specified in (2.5).

For either the local model or the cylindrical model, we have the coordinate z = s+ #t.
If w = (u,h) is a solution to either type of model, we abbreviate A = ¢ds + dt,
dau = (Osu + Xg(u))ds + (Oyu + Xy (u))dt and Wy = W}Eé). The energy density of u is

ew) = gldau]” + [TWa(w)|” + |Vou(u) (3.6)

The total energy E(u) is the integral of e(u) over the domain (either B, or ©).

Suppose (A, u) is a solution to the perturbed gauged Witten equation (2.21) over the
rigidified r-spin curve €. Then for any ¢ € ¥*, the restriction of (A4, u) to B,(q) (r < r*)
gives a solution to a corresponding local model, via the local coordinate on B,.(gq) and
the local trivialization of P| B,(q)- Moreover, if the puncture z; has residue \;, then the
restriction of (A, ) to any U;(S) ~ O (S > 1), via the trivialization ¢;, gives a solution
to a solution to a Aj-cylindrical model.

On the other hand, suppose (u, h) is a solution to a A-cylindrical model with parameter
(0,6). Then on any disk B, C ©4, the function At : B, — g is single-valued and the pair
(u|B,,h|B, + At) is a solution to the local model over B, with parameter (8 = 1,0z, ,0).

Suppose u = (u, h) is a solution to a local model over B, and f : U — g is a smooth
function. Let g = exp f. Then g*u := (¢ 'u, h + f) is another solution to the original
model. We simply say that w and g*u are gauge equivalent.

3.1. Digress: holomorphic 1-forms. To carry out local calculations, we make a di-
gress on properties of holomorphic 1-forms on Kéahler manifolds. These properties apply
to the case of holomorphic functions directly. Within this subsection, X is a general
Kahler manifold and G is a compact Lie group. Assume that there is a Hamiltonian
G-action on X , which extends to a holomorphic GC-action.

We say a holomorphic 1-form « on X is homogeneous with respect to a character
p: GE — C*if for any g € G, g*a = p(g)a. In particular, if f is a homogeneous
function, then df is homogeneous with respect to the same character. On the other
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hand, for a holomorphic 1-form, «, we define its metric dual a* to be the real vector field
satisfying that for any real vector field Z,

(a*,Z) =Re(a(Z)).

Lemma 3.3. If a is a holomorphic 1-form which is homogeneous with respect to p :
GC — C*, then for any € € g,

", %] = p(€)ar. (3.7)
Moreover, for any real vector field Z,
[Vza™, Xe] = p(§)Vza™ + Vg o™ (3.8)

Proof. The homogeneity of  implies that Ly, = p(§)a. Therefore, for any G-invariant
vector field Z, since X¢ is Killing, we have

(Z.]0" X]) = L, (Re(a(2))) = —(ReLg, ) (2) = —Re(p(€)0) (2) = (Z. p(€)a”).

Therefore [a*,X¢] = p(§)a*. To prove the second equality, we may assume that Z is
G-invariant. Then take another G-invariant vector field Z’, we see

(7,120 ) = — Te( 7,V z0)
= —XeZ(Z,o") + Xe(VzZ' o)
= — ZDC§<Z/,a*> + 9C5<VZZ’,a*>
= Z(Z',p(§)a*) —(VzZ', p(§)a”)
= (2", Vz(p(&))a”)
=(Z,p(§)Vza™).
Therefore (3.8) holds. U

Lemma 3.4. Suppose « is a holomorphic 1-form and o* is the real vector field defined
by (a*,Z) = Re(a(Z)). Then we have

Viza® = —JVza®.

Proof. It suffices to prove for any tangent vector V', we have

(Vyza*, V) = (Vza*, JV).
Indeed, the equality is bilinear in Z and V. So it suffices to consider the case when
[Z,V] =[JZ,V] =0. In this case we have

(Vyza V)= JZ(a* V) —{(a*,V V)

= Re(JZa(V) — a(JVzV))

= Re(da(JZ, V) + Va(JZ) — ia(V5V))

= Re(ida(Z,V) — iVa(Z) — ia(VzV))

= Re(Za(JZ) —a(Vz(JV)))

= 2(a*, IV — (a*,\V 2(JV))

= <Vza*, JV>.
Here in the third and fourth equalities we used the fact that « is holomorphic. O
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3.2. Local calculations. Consider an arbitrary smooth map (u,®,) : U — X x gxg
and denote A = ¢ds + 1dt. Here U is a region which is either B, or ©,, having a
coordinate z = s + ¢t. We recall certain differential operators naturally associated to
the triple (u, ¢,1) (cf. [CGMS02] and [GS05] for more comprehensive treatment of such
operators). For any ¢ € T(U,u*TX), we define

Dp & =Vl +VeXy, Dasg = Vi + VeXy.

We list some of their properties whose proofs can be found in [CGMS02, Section 2.4] and
[GS05, Section 4]. B B
(I) For &1,& € T(U,w*TX), let (£1,&2) be the real inner product on TX. Then

0s(&1,&2) = (Daséi,&2) + (&1, Da, o),

3.9
91, &) = (Dakr, &2) + (&1, Dagla). (39)

(IT) Since J is integrable and G-invariant, we have
[Das,J] = [Day,J] = 0. (3.10)

(ITT) Let R be the curvature tensor of X and Fy = 05t — Opp. Denote v = Osu + Xy,
vy = Opu + Xy, then for £ € I'(U,w*T'X), we have

DA,svt - DA,tvs = xF,qQ (311)

[DA,87 DAJK = R(”s; v)§ + VEDCFA' (3.12)

Let h = A’ +ih” : U — g© be a smooth function such that ¢ + i1 = 2(0h/JZ). As an
application of Lemma 3.3 and 3.4, we have

Lemma 3.5. Let F : X — C be a homogeneous function with respect to a character
p: GE — C*. Then we have

Da "MV (u) = M) (V, VF + 2p(i0h" |0Z)V F),

D’ MWV F(u) = "M (V,,VF + 2p(0h" |0Z)VF).

Proof. We have

DA7Sep(h)VF(u) — eP(h)

p(0,h)VF + V,VF + vvpx¢)

p(0,R)VF + YV, VF + [VF, xd,])

= M) (p(—,h + id ")V F + V, . VF + p(d,h — 0,h")VF)

= V. e?WVF + p(i0,h" — on")e" MV,

The third equality follows from Lemma 3.3. The formula for D4 e?"V F(u) follows in
the same way. O
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On the other hand, consider a vector field Z along u : U — X. We have

Das (er ZVF)

RV 2VF + VNV 1VF +V5,95%)

3‘ ‘

POV 7V F + [VVF, Xy + (Vs + Va,) V2 VF)

( (GOR" |0Z)V 5V F + V{50, VF + (Vs + Vx¢)VZVF> (3.13)
( z(‘)h”/az VXVF + VV Z—l—Vx Z+(Z, xMVF)

+ ef )<(V +Vx¢)VZVF Vv, 74V ZVF)

= P (2p(i8h" JOZ)V zVF +Vp, zVF + Gp(vs, Z))
where the tensor G is the third derivative of F', given by
Gr(V,Z)=Vy(VzVF)—-Vy,zVFE.

In deriving the third equality we used the second part of Lemma 3.3. Similar to (3.13),

Dy (erZVF) — er(h) (2p(ah” R\ 4V F + VY, ,zVF + Gr(v, Z)). (3.14)

Now we denote
DY’ = (Das—JDay)/2, DY = (Das+ JDay)/2.

Then Lemma 3.5 and Lemma 3.4 imply that

D}L"OemVF(u) = VgAuemVF(u),

. (3.15)
DY PPV F(u) = Vi, ue" MV F(u) + 2¢7™ p(i0h! |0Z)V F (u).

Suppose (3, 0,d) parametrizes a local model. For any smooth (u,h) : B, — X x aC,
abbreviate the inhomogeneous term in the first equation of (3.1) as

VW, = eﬁo(h(z))vw(gj) + B(2) Z epl(h(z))VFZ(é) (@) = Wa + BW,.
=1
Then by (3.15), we have
DYV Wa(u) = Vg, VWa(u) + (08/02) VW (u); (3.16)
DY VW A(u) = Vo, VIWa(u) + (05/02) VW (1)

— 5. 3.17
+ 2em M) poi0n" J02)VE (u) + 28 Y en W py(ion” j92)VE (u). (3.17)
=1
Moreover, for [ =0,1,...,s, we define
Hg)s(u dau, Z) = e )(2/) (z(‘)h”/(‘)z)VZVF( ) + GF(a) (’US,Z)),
(3.18)

HY (u, da, Z) = e (20 (01" [02)9 2V ED + G o) (41, Z) )
) l
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We define

S S
Hay=H +8S HY, Hay=Hay+85 HY,
=1 =1 (319)

A9 = Y (Ha 4 ),

| =

Then by (3.13) and (3.14) we have
Dg’lVZVVNVA(u)

= DY (" DIV 2V Fy(w)) + (08/02)V 2V W () + DG MV 2V ED (u) (3.20)
=1

= HY' (u,dau, Z) + (05/92)V 2 VW4 (u) + VDXOZVWA(U).

4. ASYMPTOTIC BEHAVIOR

In this section we consider the asymptotic behavior of solutions to the gauged Witten
equation. It suffices to consider the equation over cylindrical ends of ¥* and hence we
can use cylindrical models introduced in the last section.

Within this section, we fix A\ € 4(Z/r N [0,1)) and denote y = exp(27\).

Definition 4.1. A solution w to a cylindrical model is called bounded, if E(u) < co
and there is a compact subset K C X such that u(©4) C K.

A solution (A, u) to the perturbed gauged Witten equation over the rigidified r-spin
curve C is called bounded if its restriction to any of its cylindrical ends gives a bounded
solution to the corresponding cylindrical model.

Our main theorems of this section are

Theorem 4.2. Suppose w = (u,h) is a bounded solution to a A-cylindrical model with
parameters (o,0). Then there is a point x € X such that

. o . At -

lim e(u)(s,t) = O’SETooe u(s,t) =

s—+400

both uniformly for t € S*.

Theorem 4.3. For every G-invariant compact subset K c X and every 0 € (0,1],
there are constants (K, ), ¢(K,0),7(8) > 0 satisfying the following conditions. Suppose
u = (u, h) is a bounded solution to a \-cylindrical model parametrized by (o,d) such that
w(©,) C K and if y is broad, then § > §. Then

H HLoo(@ < E(f(,é) = e(u)(s,t) < c(f{,é)e—f(é)s‘

The proof of Theorem 4.2 and Theorem 4.3 are given in Subsection 4.1.

It follows from Theorem 4.2 that we can define the evaluations of a bounded solutions
the perturbed gauged Witten equation at the punctures. Indeed, let (A, u) be a bounded
solution to the perturbed gauged Witten equation over C. Restrict (A, u) to the cylindri-
cal end near z; with residue \;, we obtain a bounded solution to a Aj-cylindrical model.
Then by Theorem 4.2, we have the well-defined limit

li —Ait =K € Xy,.
Zggle o lu(z) = x; € v;
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We denote evj(A,u) = k; but indeed, the evaluation of the solution (A,u) is a point on
the fibre of Y at z;. On the other hand, for each j = 0,...,k, we have a solution to a
Aj-cylindrical model with parameters (o}, d;), where a]dsdt is the restriction of the area
form v onto U; and 0; = 6 4. Then the residue of (A,u) at z; is

Res;(A, u) E:F((S

Y]v

Indeed, the residue Res;(A,u) is nonzero only if z; is a broad puncture of C. A corollary
to Theorem 4.2 is the following uniform energy bound.

Theorem 4.4. If (A,u) is a bounded solution to the perturbed gauged Witten equation,
then u extends to a continuous orbifold section W of Y — C, which defines a rational
homology class

[A,u] € Hzc()?, Zir71).
(See Appendiz B for the precise meanings.) We have,

k
E(Au) = ([w—p], [Au]) + Re(/ZiW;x(u) AOB — 47TZResj(A,u)>.

Jj=0

Here [w — ,u] € Hg; ()N( ;R) is the equivariant cohomology class represented by the equi-
variant symplectic form w — p. Moreover, there is a constant E depending only on the
class [A,u] such that E(A,u) < E.

Its proof is given in Subsection 4.4.
4.1. Proof of Theorem 4.2 and 4.3.
Decay of energy density. We first prove the first half of Theorem 4.2.
Proposition 4.5. For any bounded solution (u,h) to a A-cylindrical model, we have
11m ‘8 u+ Xg(u)| = hm \atu+x¢( )| = hm |VVV,§6A )| =0.
In partz’cular,

le(@)l| o,y < Hoo-

Proof. We abbreviate vy, = 0su + Xg(u), vy = Oyu + Xy(u). The proof is based on
estimating Al|vs|? and Al|vg|?. For any z € Int©, choose a small disk B,(z) C ©,. Then
the function At is single-valued on B, (z) and the restriction of (u, h + At) to B,.(z) gives
a solution to the local model parametrized by (8 = 1, 0| B,(z):9)- Replacing h by h + At,
and using the notations introduced in Subsection 3.2, by (3.11) and (3.12), we have
(Di,s + Di’t)fus
= Das(Dasvs + Dagve) — [Das, Dag|ve — Day(Dasvy — Dayvs)
= Das(Das( = Jo = 2VW, ) + Dy (Jv, + 27VW,2))
— R(vs,vp)vy — Vo, Xp, — DasXp,

(0
= — JDAXp, — DX, — Vo, X5, — R(vs,v)vr — 4D Dy VW

(4.1)

= JD a5 (0%,) + Dag (0%, ) + 0V, Xpur — R(vs, v)vr — 4Da DY VWL
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By the definition of D4 s, D4, the invariance of 1 and the boundedness of w, there is a
constant C'(u) > 0 such that

‘JDA7S(J:X:#*) —|—DA7t(O'xu*)

< 2[00 || Xy | + || (| Xauevs| + | Laproe | + [VXpe ) (4.2)
< C(u)(1+ |daul).
On the other hand, by (3.16) and (3.13), we have
DasDYVW = Da V5, IW =V, 5 VWO 4 Has(u,dau, Dau).  (4.3)

Here H is the tensor field defined by (3.19). We see that in the expression of HX?S in
(3.18), the tensor field G o and the Hessian of Fl((S) are uniformly bounded because
l

u(©4) is contained in a compact subset of X. Moreover, the equation AR’ = —op*(u)

and the condition lims_, + h = 0 imply the uniform bound on dh” and e”®. Therefore,

abusing C'(u) > 0, we have

‘];NIAS (u, dau, 0au) ! C(u (1 + ‘dAumgAu!' (04
4.4
|VDA 8Auvwf56)\| ’U, (‘DA 5U5| + |DA svtD

By (4.1)-(4.4) and abusing C(u), we obtain

SR = (DA g+ D3 v va) + D+ Do
=(— JDY"Xp, — V,,Xp, — R(vs,v;)ve, vs)
— 4D DYWL 0 + | Davy|?
> — O(u) (14 |vst + [uel!) + [ Davs|* — C(w) (| Dasvs| + | Dasve]) |vs]
In the same way, we have
Alvg]* > —C(u) (1 + |vs|* + [ve]*) + |DAvt| — C(u)(|Dagvs| 4+ | Dave) el
Therefore, abusing C/(u) again, we have
A(fos2 + [uef2) > =C(w) = Clu) (oo + [oe?)*.

Then by the mean value estimate (Lemma A.4), there exist positive numbers €, L > 0
depending on C'(u), such that for any z € ©4 and B,(z) C O, we have

1
/ (ool + lenf2) < € = [, (=) + Jur () < L(r? + —2/ (Iosf? + [urf?)).
B (z) r B, (z)

Since the energy of the solution is finite, this estimate implies that

limC>O (|vs(s,t)|2 + |vt(8,t)|2) =0.

S—+
. .. . =(5) B
The equation (3.3) implies SEIEOO ‘VWhJ\(u(s,t)ﬂ =0. O
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Temporal gauge. Suppose u = (u, h) is a bounded solution to a A-cylindrical model with
parameters (0,0) and u(©4) C K. Then we can transform it into temporal gauge as

follows. Define
+00
f(s,t) = ¢(v,t)dv, g(s,t) =exp f(s,1). (4.5)

S
By (3.4) f is finite and has limit 0 as s — +o00. Denote u'(s,t) = g~ (s, t)u(s,t), b’ =
h+ f. We call (uv/,1/) a temporal gauge solution.
For I =1,...,s, we abbreviate I, by F;. We denote

WO =W ()= 3" @), W (z,2) = WP (Ma),
1=0

Note that although ez is multi-valued, /VIV/)(\J) is single-valued. We denote
§ (0 (0
R;L )(z,a:) = W,E))\(z,a:) - W>(\ )(z,a;).

Then b}/f the expression (3.5), it is easy to see that, for every l1,lo > 0, there is a constant
C2(K) > 0 only depending on the compact subset K such that

sup 625|vgl1>v§f2>}2§f) (z,2)| < Cll’IQ(IN()‘V(h)h|. (4.6)

€K
Here V" (resp. v )) means the derivative in the z-direction (resp. z-direction) of order

[. The norm is taken with respect to the cylindrical metric.
By elliptic regularity and the boundedness of the solution, it is easy to prove

Lemma 4.6. For any real number M > 0 and any natural number [, there exists a
constant C' (K, M) > 0 satisfying the following condition. If (u,h) is a smooth bounded
temporal gauge solution to a cylindrical model and u(©4) C K, He(u)HLw < M, then

Hh|’Cl(@+) + HduHCl(@Jr) < Cl(k,M)

Proof. In radial gauge, 0,¢) = —opu*(u). Then by (3.2), ¥ has a uniform C°-bound.
Moreover, the radial gauge condition implies that

Osh = Osh' + 305k = " +i0:h", Oh = O + iO " = b — X — D" + i0h",

which is bounded by 1 and dh”, while dh” can be bounded via elliptic estimate by
A" = Fy = —op*(u). The uniform bound on h follows from the fact that limg_, y o h =
0. On the other hand, the bound on energy density implies uniform gradient bound on
u. Therefore, using (4.6) to bound the inhomogeneous term, by elliptic bootstrapping
for Cauchy-Riemann equations and Sobolev embedding we obtain the uniform bounds
on all derivatives of w. O

To proceed with the proof of exponential convergence, we need the following result.

Lemma 4.7. For any natural number I and any real number M > 0, there is a constant
CYK, M) > 0 such that if (u, h) is a solution to a cylindrical model and He(u)HLoo <M,
then for any s > 0, we have

HasTZ)HCl([sﬁoo)XSl) < CZ(I?,M)E_%. (4'7)

< CHR, M) (€72 + [|0su| o

HasuHCl([s,-i-oo)XSl) [s—l,+oo)><51))’
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Proof. Tt is easy to see that (4.7) follows from the vortex equation ds1) = —op*(u) and
the uniform bound on all derivatives of u, which is provided by Lemma 4.6. On the other
hand, apply V; to the (3.3), we obtain

VO Dgu = —JVXy (Osts) — TX g, (1) — 2V2IWD (B4u) — 2(V oV Rp) (u).

Here 2V%! = V, + JV,. Fix p > 2. Lemma 4.6 implies uniform bounds on v, F4. Then
by (4.6) and elliptic estimate, there is a constant by (K, M) > 0 such that

< by(K, M)(e_zs + [|9sul| o,

HasuHWLP([s,s—i-l]xSl) [s—l,+oo)><51))'

By elliptic bootstrapping we can replace the W'P-norm by the W*P-norm and the con-
stant bl(f(,M) by some bk(k, M). Indeed, if it is true for £ > 1, then we see, the
term JVXy,(dsu) and the term VQ/WV/}EJ)(OSU) are linear in dsu and all derivatives of
JVXy and V2W}§‘” are uniformly bounded by Lemma 4.6; the term JXp, (u) is linear in
F4 = O0s1pdsdt and all derivatives of u are uniformly bounded by Lemma 4.6; finally, all

derivatives of Vs Ry, are uniformly exponentially decay by (4.6). Therefore, (4.7), elliptic
estimate and induction hypothesis imply that there is by 1 (K, M) > 0 such that

10ctll o 1pssny < Bran (M) (€72 4 00t oy, 4oy )
The bound on C'-norm is obtained by Sobolev embedding. (]

FExponential decay. Let ]vy — )Zy be the normal bundle. Let D > 0 be a small number
and let NYD N K be the D-neighborhood of )Z'y N K. There is a small Do > 0 such that the
exponential map identifies ]VYD 0N K with a neighborhood of the zero section of Nyﬂk A
point in this neighborhood is denoted either by exp=¢ or (T, &), for T € )A(:y and &£ € N'y‘f

Now we state the result about the exponential decay of the normal component, which
will be proved in Subsection 4.2. The derivative of X in the direction of ]vy defines a

skew-adjoint map dDCﬁ\V : Ny — Ny, whose spectra are locally constant and are disjoint
from ¢Z. We define

7o = T0(\) := d(iZ, Spec(dXy)) € (0,1).

Proposition 4.8. For every G-invariant compact subset KcC )N(, there exist a constant
€ = el(f() > 0 and for everyl, a constant C’l(f() > 0 satisfying the following conditions.
Suppose (u, h) is a smooth temporal gauge solution to a A-cylindrical model, and u(©4) C
K. Suppose

le(w)]| e, < (1) (4.8)
Then u(©4) C NEO NK. Moreover, if we write u = expz & where u : O4 — )N(y and
Eel <ﬂ*ﬁy>, then for each | and every s > 0, we have

=\ —L7ps
€0t (s, 00y x 51y < C(K)e™ 2% (4.9)

In the broad case, wo . )Zy — C is a holomorphic Morse function having finitely
many critical points. Then for any § > 0, there exists 71 = 71(d) > 0 such that for any
0 € [0,1], for any critical point y of W(5)| %, each eigenvalue of the Hessian of W(5)| %,
has absolute value no less than 7.

The following two propositions will be proved in Subsection 4.3.
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Proposition 4.9. Suppose v is broad. Then for every G-invariant compact subset K C
X and every § > 0, there are constants ey = 62(I~(,é) >0,Cy = C’Q(IN(,Q) > 0 satisfying
the following conditions. Suppose (u,h) is a bounded smooth temporal gauge solution to
a A-cylindrical model with parameters (o,9) such that 6 > 6. Suppose

HE(’U,)HLOO(G ) S (62)2.

Then u(©4) C ND0 N K and there is a unique critical point  of we
all (s,t) € O4,

]X such that for

d(e)\tu(s t) ) < C2e—%min{7'o,7'1}s.

Pr0p051t10n 4.10. Suppose v is narrow. Then for every G-invariant compact subset
K C X, there are constants e3 = 63(K) > 0, C3 = C3(K) > 0 satisfying the following
conditions. Suppose (u,h) is a bounded smooth temporal gauge solution to a A-cylindrical
model. Suppose

HE(U)HLOO(®+) < (63)2'
Then u(©4) C Né)o NK and there is a point k € )Z'y such that for all (s,t) € O,
d(e’\tu(s t), k) < Ce™ 275,

Proof of Theorem 4.2 and 4.5. It is easy to see that Proposition 4.5, 4.9 and 4.10 imply
Theorem 4.2. On the other hand, we write u = exp,{. By Proposition 4.8, 4.9 and
4.10, & decays exponentially. Then Theorem 4.3 follows from the elliptic estimates for
a Cauchy-Riemann equation in £&. The choices of the constants in Theorem 4.3 are
obvious. O

4.2. Proof of Proposition 4.8.

Lemma 4.11. For any compact G-invariant subset INE C X and D > 0, there is an
€4 = €4(K, D) > 0 such that if a C*-loop (x,n) : S* — K x g satisfies

sup (‘x + X ( ‘ + sup ‘77 /\D < €4, (4.10)
tesSt

then z(S') C NP.
Proof. Define (g,y) : [0,27] — G x X by
o) =exp ([ n(r)ar). w(t) = o0)2(0)
Then y/(t) = g(t)s (2/(t) + X,y (2(2))) and (4.10) implies d(y(27),y(0)) < 2mes. Then
d(yz(0),2(0)) < d(yx(0),y(27)) + d(y(27), z(2))

= d(exp(27r)\)x(0),exp (/027r 77(7')d7'>a:(0)) + d(y(2m),y(0))
< d(vm(O),exp </027T n(T)dT>x(O)) + 27ey.



(4.10) also implies that |27\ — f027r n(t)dr| < 2mes. Then since x(0) is in a compact
~1 ~
subset, for €4 small enough, yz(0) is sufficiently close to z(0) so that x(0) € NYQD NnK.

Then since |/ (t)| is very small, y([0, 27]) is contained ]VYD N K for ¢4 small enough. [

Now let w = (u,h) is a bounded Smogth temporal gauge solution to a A-cylindrical
model with u(©4) C K. Take ¢; = €(K,y) > 0 undetermined. Then if He(u)HLoo <
(€1)?, we have

‘@u(s,t) + Xop(s,) (u(s,t))‘ < e,

+o0 o0
W)= A < [ Joto i )ldp < V& [ ValoBide < \JaCO(0)e

Here C(O)(o) is the one in (3.2). Then we can choose ¢; sufficiently small so that by
Lemma 4.11, the first claim of Proposition 4.8 is satisfied, i.e., u(01) C ]VYDO. Then we
can use the exponential map to write u = exp; § for w: O4 — )A(:y and £ €T (H*Ny)

Now we consider the equation that the normal component £ of u should satisfy. Let
T Ny — )A(iy, m(expz &) = T be the projection. The exponential map induces a bundle
isomorphism

T)N(|ﬁ50 ~ m*TX, & 7*Ny. (4.11)

For any V € T X | Do, We denote by V7 the tangential component and V¥ the normal
Y

component, with respect to the above decomposition. This decomposition respects the
G-action, i.e. for any g € G and (Z,§) € NYDO, 9(T, &) = (97, g€). Therefore,

Xa(exp; &) = (Xa(T), XY (T, 6))

where the second component is linear in . However, the decomposition (4.11) may not
respect the complex structure and we can write the complex structure as

J'@) 0

0 JN(E) ) +RJ(57§)7

§) and there is a constant C;(K) > 0 depending on
,€) € K, we have

where R; depends smoothly on (T,
the compact set K such that for (T

R (@,)| < Cs(K)IEI- (4.12)

Lastly, by (Q2) of Hypothesis 2.5 and (P2) of Hypothesis 2.8, the Hessian of ’WV,E(S)
vanishes along the normal bundle NN,. By the uniform bound on h (Lemma 4.6), there
is a constant ¢V (K) depending only on K such that

(5 N -
(VW7 @)™ < N (K) el (4.13)

Use the above notations, the normal component of (3.3) can be written as

V& + IV (@) (Vi€ + Xa(9))

— —(Ry(w,&) (Opu+ Xa(w) ) = (JXy_r(u)™

—2(vW @)V, (4.14)
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Lemma 4.12. Denote the right hand side of (4.1/) by R(s,t). There exists ¢; > 0 and
for any p > 0, there are constants €1 = €1(p) > 0 and S1 = Si(p) > 0 such that if
H HLoo < (e1)?, then for s > Si, we have

R (S,t)! < plel, IVsR(s, )] < p%[€] + pIVis€l, [VeR| < er(€] + [Vi€)).

Proof. We will estimate each term in the expression of R(s,t) and all constants appeared
below will depend on K.

First, by the vortex equation, there is a constant a; > 0 such that [¢p — A\| + [9s¢] <
aje~2%. Moreover, by Lemma 4.6, there is a constant as > 0 such that |0y1| < ag. Then
in the expression of R, the contribution from (JX;_(u))" can be bounded in the desired
way since it is linear in {. Moreover, by (4.13), Lemma 4.6 and (4.6), the contribution
of (VWh (a, {)) can be controlled in the desired way.

On the other hand, by (4.12), we have

|(RJ(U,§)(&§U+X>\ ‘<‘RJU§ Hé)tquDCA( )|

< Cy(K |£‘(‘8tu+ Xy (u | + |9C¢_)\ u)D < C’J(IN()(el —|—a16_23)|£|; (4.15)

applying Vg, we have that there is a constant ag > 0 such that

Vs (R (@, €) (B + Xa(u)) ™|
< az(|0sa]|¢] + [ Vs&)) | (Bru + Xa () ™| + as|€] (| VsOpu| + [VsXa(w)]).  (4.16)

Then by choosing e1 sufficiently small, S; sufficiently large, and using Lemma 4.7 to
control V;0su, we see that for s > Sy, we have

Vs (R, ) (0 + Xa @)Y| < p2le] + pI gl

Applying Vi to Rj(0u + Xx(u))Y and using Lemma 4.6, we see there are constant
a4, as > 0 such that
‘vtRJ U f)(@tu—FDC)\ ‘
< ay (10:u]|E] + @5!) |G+ 2x ()™ | + aal€] (IVedeul + VX (u)])
< as¢] 4 a5 | V.

So the lemma is proven. O

Lemma 4.13. There exist co > 0 and €2 > 0 depending only on K that satisfy the

following conditions. If u(©4) C NEO NK and He(u)HLoO < (2)?, then

_17_ S
1€l 22 (s x51) < coe™ 2707 (4.17)

Proof. Let s > S; where S; is the one in Lemma 4.12. Let @, : S* — )Z'y be the restriction
of W to {s} x S*. We denote by L(s) : L2(w:Ny) — L%(u:Ny) the following self-adjoint
operator

L(s)n = I (@s) (Ve + Xa(m)) -
We claim that for all s > Sy, L(s

| L(s

is coercive in the sense that

)i
)

77HL2 sty = TO)2H77HL2(51)' (4.18)
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Indeed, any 1 € L?(S!) can be written as Fourier series n = Y, ., nre?**. Then

et s = || 32 ™ (=hm + ()|, =
kEZ

1
(Z | — knp + i%x(nk)‘z) = TOH”HLZ‘
keZ

On the other hand, since the covariant derivative on ]Vy preserves the complex structure
JN . we have

L'(s) = IV ([Vs, Vi) + VsXn) = IV (RY(0,, 0,1) + VX)) -

Here RY is the curvature tensor in the normal bundle. Then £'(s) is a family of bounded
operators of L?, and there exists a constant ag > 0 depending on K such that

1£7(s)|| < ag|0su]|, - < age2. (4.19)

Here we used the fact of Lemma 4.6 that ||du|| is uniformly bounded. Then applying V4
o (4.14), we obtain

V2 + L(s)V€ + L/(5)€ = VoR(s,t).

Denote v(s) = [|£(s, ')||2L2(Sl)' We claim that there exist p > 0, So > 0 and 2 > 0 such
that

52 Sy = v"(5) 2 [ £(5)€]Sagsn) - (420)

Indeed, for any p > 0, for s > S; where Sy is the one in Lemma 4.12, we have

"(s) = (V2,&) + ||V

5?)
= (VaR— L(s)VsE — £'(5)€,€) + Hv e[|
= (VR L'(s >s+£< ><L<s> ),€) + || Vag|)®
= |[£(s)e]* + (= R.L(s)€) + <VR £'(5)6,€) + || V|

> [l ()] - HRHHL . ﬁu ~ VLRIl - & selllell + 7]
el - lua )l 202l = el 7€l — asealle]]” + V€]
2l - 32Nl ~ asea €]l

Here norms and inner products are the ones in the L? space, and we used (4.19) and the

estimates of Lemma 4.12. We choose p, €2, S5 so that
9 .
4p2 5(7—0)27 €2 < min {61(0), (70)2/8a1}7 Sy > Sl(p)

Then for s > So, (4.20) holds, and by (4.18), v"(s) > (70)?v(s). Thus the function

e % (V' (s) + Tou(s))

is non-decreasing on [S2,+00). Since lim v(s) = 0, we see that for s > S,
5—00

v

v

V' (8) + ov(s) < 0 <= %(emsv(s)) <0.

Therefore v(s) < e~ ™%(v(S2)e™52). Moreover, since v(s) is uniformly bounded for all
s > 0, there is ¢3 > 0 such that (4.17) holds. O
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Then in the above situation, there is c3 = c3 (R’ ) > 0 such that
1 S
1€ 22 ([s—1,541)x.51) < cze™ 2™ (4.21)
To derive pointwise estimate, we apply Vs — JYV; to (4.14). Then we obtain
A¢ = (Vs = IVV) (Vs + INV)E = (Vs — TVV,) (R — TX5(€)).- (4.22)

Choose zy = (so,tp) € [1,+00) x S1. Then by the uniform bound on derivatives of u and
Lemma 4.12; we see there is a constant ¢4 = ¢4(K) > 0 such that

1/, = 16c2c:
SR 2 (86,6 > el 2 —5 (el = Fem). (4.23)
Denote
16¢2c2 T
A= —Yv4m3 —T()S() B = 7050
77 163°

By (4.21), fBr(ZO) |¢|* < m/16B. Then by the mean value estimate (Lemma A.4) for the
differential inequality Au > —A — Bu?, for r = 1, we have

8 82 4clc s s
£ (20)* < ;/B ( €7 + ( 7:’ + 3) 050 —; cpe 0%, (4.24)
20)

s

For | > 1 the estimate (4.9) follows from elliptic estimate.

4.3. Proof of Proposition 4.9 and 4.10. In this subsection we use the symbols
c1,C2, ... abusively, which could be different from the ones in the last subsection. We
also use V to denote the Levi-Civita connection on )N(

Now suppose u = (u, h) is a temporal gauge solution to a A-cylindrical model, satis-
fying (4.8). Then u(©4) C NDO N K and u can be written as u = expy &. Then with

respect to the decomposition (4.11), the tangential direction of VW)(\ )( ) is
= (\T =—(6),— T,
(V)" = v @) + RO @),
where the remainder Rg\é)’T (@, &) has norm less than a constant multiple of |¢]. Then if
we project the first equation of (3.3) to the tangential direction, we have

0.1+ J" (0 + X (m)) + 2V (m)
— (% @) = (RO + Xy (u)" —2(RP (u)" — 2RO (m,¢).  (4.25)
Denote the right hand side by ROT.
Lemma 4.14. There is a constant ¢y > 0 depending only on K such that for
| RS (@.8)| + | VRS (@0.)] + | VeRY (@,€)] < exe 2™

Proof. On the right hand side of (4.25), (JXy_)T and (R(5)( ))T decay like e=2% (with

all derivatives) which is faster than e~ 2™°. The other two terms together with their
derivatives can be controlled by |{], which decays like e —370s (with all derivatives) by

Proposition 4.8. U
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Since the image of @ is contained in Xy, the map v := e)‘tﬂ(s, t) is still a smooth map
from © to X, which satisfies

850+ JT ()0 + VWO () = e MR (4.26)

The broad case. Now we suppose that y = exp(27A) is broad and 6 > §; > 0. Then there
exists D1 = D;(d) > 0 such that for all 6 € [, 1] and any two distinct critical points k, K’
of W(5) : Xy — C as distance bigger than 2D;. Therefore we can take eo small enough
so that for each such solution, there is a unique critical point k of W® such that u(©4)
is contained in the D;- nelghborhood of k. We also assume that D is smaller than the
injectivity radius of X N K. Then we can write 7 = exp,n for n € T'(©4, Tk X v)-

The derivative of exp, induces a smooth family of isomorphisms FEa(n) : Ty X —
TeXpKan. Then for the tangential part J7 of the complex structure J, we have

JT(exp, n)E2(n) = Ea(n)J" () + B (n).

BT depends smoothly on 7 and there is a constant ¢, > 0 such that |BZ(n)| < ¢c|n|. On
the other hand, let A,(<) Tk X — T X be the Hessian of W (© |~ at k. We can write

VWO (expn) = Ea(n)(APn) + BT ().

RT depends smoothly on 1 and we may assume |R7 ()| < cc|n|? for the same ¢,. This
¢« can be taken uniformly for all § € [d, 1].
Therefore, (4.26) can be written as

B, (8sn + JT () (0m) + Acn) = e MRT + RT. (4.27)

The following lemma can be proved in a similar way as proving Lemma 4.12. We leave
the proof to the reader.

Lemma 4.15. There exists cg = Qg(f(,é, Y) > 0 and for any p >0, there are constants
g3 = e3(p) > 0 and S3 = S3(p) > 0 (which also depend on K ,0,v) satisfying the following

condition. If He(u)HLw(@” < (e3)?, then

B (s.0)] < plnl, |VR{ (s,0)] < p?[n| + p| Vant];
[VeRT| < es(Inl + [Venl).
Let £0) - L2(S', T, X,) — L*(S', T X,) be the operator
L(n) = I ()0 + AP,

In the same way as proving (4.18) we can show that it is self-adjoint and coercive, i.e.,

) [l (4.28)

Denoting RT = Es(x,n)~' (e"M Rl + RT), (4.27) implies that

12 ()|

% = 0.(R" — £ () = 0.R" ~ £ (RT) + (£)* ().
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Then we denote v(s) = Hn(s, ')H;(S”. Then by Lemma 4.14 and Lemma 4.15, we have

%v”(s) — (92n,m) + ||osn||” = (8.RT — £ (RT) + (£ (), n) + ||0sn]|?

> —p2|lnll” ~ ese™ 3 | — plleaal ]l ~ 6P n] ollall + exe5%) + 16 m]> + x|
> 2e@nf]? = 3 Il + 2(ere3%)? — cxe 5|

Then by (4.28) and Lemma 4.15, there are py > 0, Sy > S3(ps) > 0 and ¢4 > 0 such that

if He(u)HLw(®+) < (e3(p4))?, then for s > Sy, we have

V" (s) > HL.(<6)77H2 — g7 0% > (7'1)2H77H2 — cqe” 0%, (4.29)

This implies that the function

_ Cy _
e Tls(v/s + 1v(s) — e TOS)
(5)+muls) -~

is non-decreasing on [Sy, +00). Then by the fact that lims_, o v(s) = 0, we see for s > Sy,

Cq

e 0% < (.
To + 71

v'(8) + mo(s) —

We can assume that 79 # 71; otherwise we can slightly improve (4.18) or (4.28) so that
the 79 and 71 appeared there are different. Therefore

d

TS ((s c e 708 .
& () + oy ™) <0

Therefore we see there is a constant c5 > 0 such that for s > Sy,

C4

v S T )

—T708 —T18 C4 —710S.
e e (v S4) + e 4)
St ) m )
< cge” mindroomiks o (4.30)

To derive pointwise estimate we can use the similar method as in did in (4.22)—(4.24).
Indeed, apply ds — JT (k)0; to (4.27), we obtain

An = (95 — JT(Q)RT — (95 — JT ()AL,
Therefore by Lemma 4.14 and Lemma 4.15, there is a constant C' such that
1 _
SAN? = (An,n) + ldn* > =C(e7™ + [nf?).
Denoting 7 = min{ry, 71 }, then there is another constant C’ > 0 such that
AP > =C'"(e7™ +e™nlh).

This allows us to derive a similar mean value estimate as did in (4.22)—(4.24) and therefore
Proposition 4.9 is proven.
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The narrow case. Now we assume y = exp(27\) is narrow.

For the compact set )A(:y NK , there is a constant Dy > 0 satisfying the following
condition. For any smooth loop z : S — X, N K, if diam(z(S"')) < Dy, then we can
define the center of mass, which is a unique point a € )N(y such that there is a function
n:St— TOC)Z'y such that

o) = expantt). [ ntyit=o.

Therefore, it is easy to see that there is a constant £4 > 0 such that if He(u)HLoO < (e4)?,
then |0;u 4+ Xy (@)| is small enough and hence the diameter of the loop 7(s, -) is smaller
than Dg. Then the center of mass of 7(s,-) is smooth curve a : [0, +00) — )A(:y. We
regard o as a map a: O — )N(y which is independent of the t-variable. Then there is a
section n € I'(©, a*T)Z'y) so that

0(s,t) = expas) 1(8, 1), / n(s,t)dt = 0.
S1

Let E1, F> be the components of the derivative of the exponential map of )N(y, ie.,
dexp,V = Ei(x,V)dx + Ey(z,V)VV, z € )A(iy, Ve Tx)zy.
Then using the center of mass, we rewrite (4.26) as
Ey(a,n)o () + Ea(o )V + " (0) (Ea(a, m)dym) = e Ry (4.31)
Moreover, there exists a linear map R%(s,t) : Ta(s))zy — Tg(&t))zy such that
Eo(a,n) Y JT (@) Eay(a,n) — JT (a) = RY, (4.32)
We denote R = R% (i), RY = Ey'E1d/(s) — o/(s) and RT = R} + RY. Then (4.31)

can be rewritten as
() +Ven+ JE()om = Ez_l(e_)‘th) + RT. (4.33)

Lemma 4.16. There exists cg > 0 and for any p > 0, there are constants ¢ = ¢(p) > 0
and Sg = S¢(p) > 0 satisfying the following conditions. If He(u)HLOo < (g6)?, then for
s > Sg, we have

[R5, )] < plnl, [VoRT(s,8)] < p?[n] + o[ Vo]
ViR | < es(|nl + [Vin])-
It can be proved in a similar way as Lemma 4.12. The proof is left to the reader.

Lemma 4.17. There exist ¢; > 0 and €7 > 0 depending only on K that satisfy the
following condition. If He(u)HLoO < (e7)?, then

HU(S,‘)HLQ(Sl) < 076_%7—08- (4.34)

Proof. Denote by R(s,t) the right hand side of (4.33) and let H, C L2(Ta(s)T)A(:y) be
the subspace of functions with zero average on S'. Then V preserves this subspace.
Projecting (4.33) onto H, o/(s) is killed and we have

Ven+ JL0m = R(s,t)
where R(s,-) € H, is the image of R(s,-) under the projection.
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The operator J; is coercive on H,, satisfying

170mlIZ> > lInllZ.-

Notice that 79 < 1. Then (4.34) can be derived in the same way as deriving (4.30). O
Applying the mean value estimate as did in (4.22)—(4.24), we can prove that
n(s. )] < ere™ 2™,

Then it implies that |R(s,t)| < 676_%7—05 with ¢; abusively used. Taking L?-paring of
(4.33) with /(s), one has

|oz ‘ < cre —3708
Then it implies that there exists k € )N(y such that

o, ele) = B vlet) =

Therefore Proposition 4.10 is proven.

4.4. Proof of Theorem 4.4. Let (A, u) be a bounded solution to the perturbed gauged
Witten equation over e. By Theorem 4.2 and 4.3, u extends to a continuous orbifold
section U : € — Y.

Now we compute the energy of (A4, u). For the fibration ¥ — ¥ and any G-connection
A on P, we have the minimal coupling form w4 € Q2?(Y). For any smooth section
u: X" =Y, the following identity is well-known (see for example, the proof of [CGMS02,
Proposition 2.2]).

1 _
§HdAuH2V =u*wy + H(‘Lm”% + p(u) - Fa.
Then by the definition of the kinetic energy we have:
_ . 1 . 1
EK(Avu) = HaAuHiQ(E*) + /Eu wa + §H * Fa +p (U)HiQ(E*) - 5”#(“)”%2(2*) (4'35)

Since u extends to U, we have

[ wtwa = ([l o= ) = {[A ). o - ] (4.36)

On the other hand, let (-,-) be the real part of the Hermitian pairing on TX. Then

|8Au| + ‘VWA U 2 @AU-FVVNVA(U)F

)=
= — 2(D4u, VWa(u)) = 2Im * (AW a(u) A D 4u) (4.37)
= — 2Im % (OWA (w)) + 2Im * (8 A W'y (u)).
Now we identify each cylindrical end U;(2) with © and identify the restriction of (A, u)
to U;(2) with a solution w; = (uj, hj) to a (A;,d;)-cylindrical model, where §; = d; 4.
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Then by Stokes formula, Theorem 4.2 and 4.3, we have

—2Im [ OWu(u) = —2/ d(ImVVA(u))
3* 2*

k
= —2Re[ lim / W}Eff/)\_(uj-(s,-))dt

(4.38)

Then by (4.35)-(4.38),
k

E(Au) = ([A,u], [w,—u]) — Re [4712Resj(A,u) +/

j=1

9B A W’A(u)] . (4.39)
Therefore the first part of Theorem 4.4 is proved.
To prove the second part, i.e., the uniform bound on the energy, we have to control the
residues Res; (A, u) and the integral of 98AW’, (u). Indeed, if z; is narrow, Res; (A, u) = 0;
if z; is broad, the limit k; = (z;,p;) € X x C is a critical point of the function

765 0;
W’éﬂj) - ZF’éjv)

1=0
By (2.6), (5] xj,pj) is a critical point of the function I/Vy |+ %, , which is independent of
(A, u). Therefore
s—1
Wy’ Z (i) = 30 Fyyalag) = (0) Fyya(;'ey). (440)
=1

So the sum of the residues in (4.39) is uniformly bounded. On the other hand, for each
broad z;, denote C; := U; \ U;(2), which contains the support of d3;. We have

‘/*185/\\/\7'( x / 8@/\26” (X1 7 (u])dz‘
< T /j (; 0| |Fy ) ) dc
<e ZJ%;M& /j(;‘e”’(h)|)\/1+|M(uj)|dsdt )
<e nga(zue D gy ) /1 )]
< (1inu M 2se)

< c<1+\/m>.
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5;)

Here the second line follows from the fact that each Fy(jfl has at least one §; factor; the
third line uses (P3) of Hypothesis 2.8; the fifth line uses the definition of d;; ¢ > 0 is
a constant depending on ¢, It follows from (4.39)(4.41) that for some constant ¢
independent of (A4, u), we have

E(Au) < {[Au], [w—p])+ +VE(A ).
It implies a uniform bound on F(A,u) in terms of [A, u], so Theorem 4.4 is proved.

Remark 4.18. In the narrow case, i.e., when all punctures are narrow, we don’t have
to perturb the equation. Then by (4.37), the L?-norm of dqu is zero because all the
residues are zero. So any solution of the gauged Witten equation is also a solution to the
symplectic vortex equation, whose image is contained in CritW. So analysis in the narrow
case are much easier than the broad case (when there is at least one broad puncture).

5. LINEAR FREDHOLM THEORY

In this section we consider the linearized operator of the perturbed gauged Witten
equation modulo gauge transformations. This section is more or less independent of the
other sections of this paper and can be treated under a much more general set-up, for
example, the Lie group G could be nonabelian, and the superpotential W 4 need not be
holomorphic. The condition on narrowness and broadness of punctures can also be more
flexible. However for simplicity we still use the set-up of given in Section 2.

5.1. Banach manifolds, Banach bundles and sections. Let € be a rigidified r-spin
curve with underlying Riemann surface . Let z = {z1,..., 2} be the set of punctures
and the monodromy of C at zj is ;. The corresponding punctured Riemann surface
>* is equipped with the cylindrical metric, which is used to define the weighted Sobolev
spaces. Let 7 > 0. We use WTk P(3*, E) to denote the space of sections of a vector bundle
FE over X*, of class Wr kop , with respect to some fixed choice of connection on E. We will
omit the domain ¥* in thls section and abbreviate the space by wk P(E).

For each vy € Z,, we have the function W : X — C as introduced in (2.5) such that
if v is broad, then Wy] %, is a holomorphic Morse function with finitely many critical

points Kg/b), t=1,...,my. For § € (0,1], ib)(s = 5K§/) is a critical point of I/VY |X

We abbreviate )Z' = )Z' Now for each A € A, we have defined d; 4 in (2.20). Then

for each A € A4, denote K(A = Kij),éj A

For any z; € X, define 7; : S1 — X] by z;(t) = e_)‘jtKj. The pull-back of z; to any
cylinder [a,b] x ST via the projection [a,b] x ST — St is still denoted by Z;. When z; is

broad, denote ’12534 = e Mtk (L) for all A € 4.

The Banach manifold. Choose § € (0,1] and 7 € (0,7(0)/2) where 7(d) > 0 is the
one of Theorem 4.3. Choose B € HQG (X; Z[T_l]). For each broad puncture z;, choose
tj €{1,...,my,} and denote

e (¢5)
K= ( VLJ] )zj broad”

Consider the space

B =B, 5(B,K) C AP x WP (2%,Y),
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consisting of pairs (A, u) € 4P x VV&)”’(E*, Y') such that §; 4 € (J,1] and such that there

C
is an S > 0 satisfying the following conditions.

(I) For each broad zj, there is a section 1; € whp (04(9), (EELQ)*T)Z) such that

wo dile, (s) = eXp_ ;- (5.1)
i, A

75

(IT) For each narrow z;, there is (x,p;) € )Z'j and 7; € W}’p(@JF(S),ij )Z') such that
uo gjle, (s) = expy, 1j- (5.2)

(ITI) The above two conditions implies that u extends to an orbifold section over é

and we require that [A, u] = B.
From now on within this section, K is fixed and we abbreviate k; = K%.j), KjA = KE.LQ) .

The space of connections }ZlTl’p doesn’t contain all VVT1 P_connections on P but it gives a
constrain on the holomorphic structure. By the definition of ak» , 47 is an affine space
modeled on the vector space

TA ~ {04 = (ap,a1) € WHP(go @ g1) | ap = *dh + df, f,h € Wg’p(go)}'

Here *dh is the infinitesimal change of A with respect to the infinitesimal change of the
Hermitian metric, and df is the infinitesimal gauge transformation. Then we have

Lemma 5.1. B carries a Banach manifold structure, whose tangent space at X =
(A,u) € B is isomorphic to

TxB ~TA @ WH (u*T+Y) @ Chn. (5.3)

Here k,, is equal to the number of narrow punctures.
Moreover, the group G- = G N g?”’ acts smoothly on B such that the isomorphism
(5.3) is equivariant in a natural way.

Proof. We define an exponential map for X = (A4,u) € B and
(a,6,¢) € TALY & WP (w*T+Y) @ Ch»

with sufficiently small norm. This will give a local chart of the Banach manifold structure.
Let S and 7; be the same as in (5.1) and (5.2).
For a broad puncture z;, since the map A ~ kj 4 is smooth, for [[a||,1.» sufficiently

small, there is a unique (o) € TijA)Z'j such that
Kj,A+a = €XPy; 4 &i(a).

Denote Ej(a) = e M¢;(a), which is along the map K; 4. Then we can extend EJ to
a vector field along (u o ¢o)|e, (s), by the parallel transport of &; along the family of
geodesics

zst(e) = expg, , en;(s,t), (s,t) € ©4, e €[0,1].

Denote the vector field still by g] Then choose a cut-off function 8 : ¥* — [0,1]

vanishing outside ©4(S + 1) and being identically 1 on ©4(S + 2). Then ﬁ;g] extends
to a vertical tangent vector field along u, denoted by the same symbol.
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For a narrow puncture z;, any (; € C ~ T(*7pj))?j can be viewed as a vector field

uo ¢j. We choose a cut-off function B} similarly as the above, and denote E] = 5}@' €e
WoP (25, w* THY).
We define

V(&0 =6+ Y. Big+ Y. B

z;j broad Zj narrow

Then the section exp, V(a, &, ) represent the same homology class [A, u] Moreover, if
HaHW1,p is small enough, then ;.44 > J. Therefore the object (A", v') = (A+a,u’) € B.
This gives local charts of B. The assertion about the G, -action is easy to check. O

Proposition 5.2. There exist 7 > 0 and 0 € (0,1] such that for any bounded solution
(A,u) to the perturbed gauged Witten equation over é, if [A,u] = B and for each broad
puncture zj, evj(A,u) = Kja, then there is a gauge transformation g € G such that
9" (A,u) € B, 5(B,K).

Proof. By Theorem 4.4, such solutions have a uniform energy bound E(B). Therefore
there exists 0 € (0, 1] such that for any such solution (A, ) and any broad puncture z;,
dj,4 > 0. There exists g € G such that on each cylindrical end g*A is in temporal gauge.
Then by Theorem 4.2, the vortex equation, the decay of the area form v, A € a7 for any
7 < 2. On the other hand, Theorem 4.3 implies that u converges exponentially fast to
its limits at punctures. Therefore, there exists 7 > 0 such that ¢*(A,u) € B, 5(B,K). O

The Banach bundle and the section. Now we consider the G -equivariant Banach vector
bundle £ — B whose fibre over (A4, u) € B is

Elaw = LAY T*S* @ u'THY) @ L2(g). (5.4)

The fact that E carries a smooth Banach bundle structure over B is the same as many
classical cases (for example, Gromov-Witten theory, see [MS04, Section 3]); a local triv-
ialization of £ can be obtained by using parallel transport. The Gr-action also lifts
naturally to a linear action on E, making E a Gr-equivariant bundle.

The perturbed gauged Witten equation gives a smooth section of £ — B. More
precisely, for (A, u) € B, the left-hand-side of (2.21) defines

W(A, u) € Z:‘(A,u)-

The smoothness of W relies on the smoothness of the function A — §; 4 (see Definition
2.15). It is also an equivariant section by the gauge invariance property of the perturbed
gauged Witten equation. Moreover, for every X € B, g € G, and X' = ¢*X, g induces
an isomorphism

9" : (IxB, E|x) = (Tx'B, E|x) -
This makes the isomorphism (5.3) and (5.4) both transform naturally.

The deformation complex and the index formula. The linearization of W at X € B is a
bounded linear map

dWx : Txﬂ — £|X
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With respect to (5.3) and (5.4), it reads,
AWy (0, €,¢) = (DxV (e, €,¢) + 6.V Wa(u), *cda + odp*(w)V (e, €,€)).  (5.5)
Hefe Dy I/Vl})’f(u*TJ-Y) — LIZDOC(AO’lT*E* ® u*TJ-Y) is the linearization of 0 u +
VW 4(u) in the direction of &, which reads
Dy (V) =4V + Vi VWa(u);
and

~ d
0o VWa(u) = E‘t:ova-‘rt(X(u)’

The second component of (5.5) is the linearization of the left-hand-side of the vortex
equation *.(F4 + p*(u)v), where v is the smooth area form and . is the Hodge-star of of
the cylindrical metric; we use this modification because otherwise the *d is not uniformly
elliptic with respect to the cylindrical coordinates.

On the other hand, the linearization of infinitesimal gauge transformation at X € B
is a linear operator

dGx : LieG, :=W2P(g) — (WiP(T*Swg)) oW (u*TLY)
3 > (de, —X¢).

Then the deformation complex at X is the following complex of Banach spaces

CX:LiegT d—gx) Tx@ d—q/VX) f‘x (56)

For any X € B, we abbreviate A; = LieG,, Ay = TxB and A3 = E|x.
To state the index formula, we ne~ed to introduced some notations. For each broad
puncture z;, we define b;(C) = dimc X ;. We define

bE) = Y b(e)
z; broad
On the other hand, for each j, the normal bundle ﬁj = ﬁj — X ; splits as
codim)zj '
Ni= @ N (5.7)
i=1

)

~ : (4)
where each line bundles N J(Z has an associated weight V](-Z) € Z such that (y;)"7 # 1.

We define
k
ni(€) = =i > (12 — [19]) € @0, n(€) = ny(E).
i j=1
Here |a]| € Z is the greatest integer which is no greater than a € R.

Our main theorem of this section is the following.

Theorem 5.3. For any bounded solution X € B to the perturbed gauged Witten equation,
the deformation complex (5.6) is Fredholm. That means, the image of dGx is a closed
subspace of TxB and has finite codimension in ker (dWx). Moreover, in this case, the
FEuler characteristic of Cx is given by the formula

X(Cx) == (2 — 2g)dimc X + 2¢5 - [X] — b(€) — 2n(€). (5.8)
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Here ¢ is the equivariant first Chern class of TX, and [X] € HY (X;Z[r™Y) is the
homology class of X.

The theorem follows immediately from the following two propositions.

Proposition 5.4. For any X € B, the complex Cy is Fredholm if and only if the operator
Dy : WP (w*THY) — LE(AY'T*S @ w*T+Y) is Fredholm. In that case,

X(Cx) = ind(@x) —2(1—g).

Proposition 5.5. For 7 € (0,1) sufficiently small, the operator Dx : WTl’p(u*TLY) —
P (onlT*E ® u*TLY) is Fredholm and

ind(Dy) = (2 — 2g)dime X + 2¢§ - [X] — b(€) — 2n(C) — 2k,.

5.2. Proof of Proposition 5.4. The following results about Fredholm property of com-
plexes of Banach spaces are standard.

Lemma 5.6. Suppose that Ay di | As d2 | Ay isa complex of Banach spaces, and
assume that there exists another Banach space B and an operator 61 : Ao — B such that
the operator 01dy : Ay — B and F = (61,ds) : A2 — B @ Az are both Fredholm. Then the
cohomology of the original complex is finite dimensional, and its Fuler characteristic is

X = ind(F') — ind(d1dy).

Lemma 5.7. Suppose D : A1 & Ay — By & By is a bounded operator, which is written

in the matriz form as
D
D 1 o
0 Dy

If D1 : Ay — By, Dy : Ay — By are both Fredholm, then D is Fredholm and
ind(D) = ind(D;) + ind(Ds).
Proof of Proposition 5.4. The operator (a,&,¢) — odu*(u)V(a,&,¢) inside (5.5) is a

compact operator because it is of zero-th order and o converges to zero at punctures.
Therefore it can be ignored when considering Fredholm properties. So we denote by

Dy : WH (TS @ g) @ WHP (' THY) — L2(AY' TS @ w*THY) @ L2(g)
the operator defined by
@X (Oé, 67 C) = (@X(V(a7 67 C)) + 5CMVWA(U)7 *ché) .
Then since G is abelian, the modified sequence

Dy

/., d
Cx - Ay bx Ao As
is still a chain complex. It has the same Euler characteristic as Cy when one of them is

Fredholm.
Now we define

(51: A2 — Lﬁ(g)
(a,f,C) = — ke d *e Q.
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Then for h € Ay, we have §1dGx(h) = Ah, where A : Ay — L%(g) is the positive-definite
Laplacian with respect to the cylindrical metric. Then by Lemma 5.6, we see that Cy
is Fredholm if and only if both A and I = (§;,dWy) : Ay — Az ® LY(g) are Fredholm
operators. Indeed, since 7 € (0,1), A is Fredholm and

indA = —kdimG = —#{punctures} - iimG = —2k.
Therefore, if 6 € (0,1) and [ is Fredholm, then by Lemma 5.6, we have
x(Cx) =ind(I) — indA = ind(I) + 2k. (5.9)

Now we look at the operator I, which is

a ~ Dy (V(2,€,€)) + 60 VWa(u)
I f s < @X(aafac) ) _ *ché
— %o d %, a
C — k¢ d ke X

We claim that when 7 € (0, 1), the operator a — (*.da, —*.d%*. ) is Fredholm and has
index equal to —2k — 2(1 — g). By Lemma 5.7 and (5.9), the proposition follows from
this claim.

To prove the claim, notice that the go-component of «, denoted by «q, is mapped by

apg = *cdh + df — (*cd *e dh7 — k¢ d *e df) = (_Aha Af)

It is Fredholm and has index —2k. On the other hand, for the g; component of «, denoted
by a1, we define R-linear isomorphisms ¢ : A T*Y* @c g& — T*Y* ®g g1 by b+ (b+b)
and 12 : g1 B g1 — g(lc by ¢(a1,az) = a1 + tay. Then we have

to(*ed, — e d e )10 =% d(0 +0) — i x.d*. (0+0)
=%, (00 + 00) + ("0 + 5*0)
=400 —i0"0 + 10 0 +140%0
= 2i9 0.

Here &* and " are the adjoint of 0 and 9" with respect to the cylindrical metric, respec-
tively; the third equality follows from the Kéhler identities on 3*. Therefore we see that
the operator oy — (*cdaq, — *. d *. 1) is Fredholm if and only if the operator

W (AMTSY) — 2@ C
is Fredholm. When 7 € (0,1), it is the case and
indg(9") = —2(1 — g).

O

5.3. Proof of Proposition 5.5. The proof of Proposition 5.5 is a generalization of the
computation of Fredholm indices in [MT] and [FJR11, Section 5.1].
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Riemann-Roch for orbifold line bundles. We consider a smooth Hermitian line bundle
L — Y™ together with a meromorphic unitary connection A. Suppose for each marked
point zj, over the cylindrical ends U; ~ ©,, we choose a unitary trivialization §; :
Uj x C — L|y, so that the connection form is

A:d—FOé—F)\jdt

where a € Q1(0,,iR) extends to a continuous 1-form over the marked point and A; €
tR (the residue) is a constant. A; only depends on the homotopy class of the local
trivialization &;, and for different trivializations, the residues differ by an integer multiple
of 4. exp(2m\;) € U(1) is called the monodromy of the connection.

We assume that for every zj, A; € iZ/r. Then we can define an “orbifold completion”
L — Cof L — X*, where C is an orbicurve obtained by adding orbifold charts near z; to
>*, and £ is an orbifold line bundle. The orbifold degree of £ is defined as follows. The
trivializations & = (fj)le defines a smooth line bundle L(§) — 3. We define

k
deg”"L = degL(§) —i Y N € Z/r.
j=1
We also define
k
|£] = degL(&) + > _|—i\;] € Z.
j=1

Both deg??L and | £] are independent of the choice of £.
Consider a class of real linear Cauchy-Riemann operators

D:Q%L) = Q%Y(L).
Their Fredholm properties essentially only depends on their behavior near the punctures.

Definition 5.8. Let L — ©, be a Hermitian line bundle and D : Q°(©,,L) —
Q0L(©,, L) is a real linear, first-order differential operator. D is called admissible
if the following conditions are satisfied

(1) D — 4 is a zero-th order operator for some meromorphic unitary connection A
on L.

(2) If the monodromy of A at the infinity of © is not 1, then D = d4. In this case
we say that D is of type I (at the puncture at infinity).

(3) If the monodromy of A at the infinity of © is 1, then there exists a trivialization
€: 0, xC — L such that with respect to this trivialization, either Df = 9f +7f
for some 7 > 0, or Df = 0f. In the first case we say that D is of type II; and in
the second case we say that D is of type Ils.

If L — ¥* is a Hermitian line bundle and D : Q%(X*, L) — Q%1(2* L) is a real linear
first-order differential operator, then we say that D is admissible if its restriction to each
cylindrical end U; ~ © is admissible in the above sense. If the restriction of D to U;
is of one of the three types defined above, we say that z; is a puncture of that type. We
define b(L, D) € Z be the number of type II; punctures plus twice of the number of type
Il punctures.

We have the following index formula
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Proposition 5.9. Suppose D : QV(X*, L) — QU1(X*, L) is admissible. Then there exists
7o > 0 such that for T € (0,79), the operator D defines a Fredholm operator

D:WhYP(L) - LE(AYT*Y* @ L).
Moreover, its (real) index is given by
ind(D) =2—2g—b(L£,D) +2|L].

Proof. We can use the index gluing formula (about Cauchy-Riemann operators with
totally real boundary conditions, see [MS04, Appendix C]) to reduce the proof to a
simple case. More precisely, we can cut the Riemann surface X into the union of pair-of-
pants, disks and cylinders, glued along common boundaries. Then the index of D is the
sum of the indices of Cauchy-Riemann operators D; on the i-th component, with totally
real boundary conditions. If the component doesn’t contains an original puncture, then
its index formula is known. The only unknown case can be deduced from the case of an
operator Dy on the trivial line bundle on the sphere with only one puncture, where the
puncture is either of type II; or Il (type I case is well-known).

In such a case [£] = 0. If the puncture is of type IIj, then using the cylindrical
coordinates near the puncture, Dy can be written as (up to a compact operator)

D_lg_i_l'g_’_ T O
0= 9%9s T2t 0 —r |-

T 0 . St .
, then the symplectic path {e’ } />0 has eigenvalues e

If we denote S = < 0

Tt
—T
™" which are not on the unit circle for t > 0. Therefore, the Conley-Zehnder index
of this path is zero. By the index formula for Cauchy-Riemann operators of this type,

for 6gp > 0 small enough, Dy is Fredholm and

and e~

ind(Dp) =1 =2—29(5%) —1=2—2g —b(L, Dy).

If the puncture is of type Ils, then Dy is the same as a complex Cauchy-Riemann
operator (up to a compact operator) with one point constrain. Therefore

ind(Dg) = 2(1 — g(S%)) —2 =2 —2¢(S%) — b(L, Dy).
O

A splitting of w*T+Y . For the fixed solution X = (A,u) € B, denote F := v*T+Y —
>*. Remember that the principal G-bundle extends to an orbifold G-bundle P — C.
Moreover, the section u extends to an orbifold section U : € — Y. Similarly, we can show
that F extends to an orbifold vector bundle &€ — €.

Now we consider the linearization Dy. The idea of computing ind (Dy) is that near
each puncture, we can split F as direct sums of line bundles, and, up to compact op-
erators, the restriction of Dy to each cylindrical end is the direct sums of admissible
operators. Moreover, we can extend the splittings over X*, i.e., we have a decomposition

E = é L.
i=1
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Then we can show that, on each L"), there is an operator DY which is an admissible
Cauchy-Riemann operator on L) such that Dy — EB?:lD(i) is compact. We carry out
this idea in the following steps. Similar procedures are used in [MT].

Step 1. First we examine the operator Dy around each puncture z;, with monodromy
Yj € Zr. With respect to the trivialization ¢;, v is identified with a map u; : ©4 — X
and the connection is identified with a 1-form ¢ds + dt + A\;dt for ¢, : ©4 — g. Since

lir}rn uj(s,t) = vj(t) == e_AjtKj. For the purpose of studying Fredholm properties of
S——+00
Dy, we can deform X = (A, u) such that over O, u;(s,t) = e Y'k;, and A = d + \;dt.

Then, after this modification, we have

= 1 O 5
Dyé = 0¢ + §v§xAj (u;) + Z e pz(AJt)VSVFl( ],A)(uj).
1=0
s (65,4)
Denote Wj = 3o F;/”"".
Step 2. Now we see that on U; we have an § L_equivariant splitting va)A(: ~ ?);-(TX ;D

v;ﬁj. Moreover, since dF; vanishes along the normal bundle N ;j, the operator Dy splits
over U; as the direct sum of two operators

DI T(0,viTX;) — QY 0,,vTX)),

Q)QN : F(@+,U;Nj) — Qovl(@+,v;Nj).
Step 3. We consider the tangential part Q)]T. If z; is narrow, then Wj| %= 0. In this
case Q)f is the same as a usual homogeneous Cauchy-Riemann operator. We trivialize

v;T X j over ©4 so that we can write
b;
;T X =~ EBL(")
v=1

and the restriction of Q)f to Uj is the direct sum of D](-V) : QO(U;, LW — Q%Y(U;, LW).
Here each Dj(-y) is of type Ily in the sense of Definition 5.8.

If z; is broad, then Wj| %, is a holomorphic Morse function. The Hessian of W; at k; 4
is a real quadratic form H; on T\, X; satisfying H;(:,-) = —H;(J-,J-). Then we have
decomposition of Ty, X; into complex lines

bj
T,X;~Pz¥
v=1

with respect to which the Hessian is diagonalized. On each Z", H; has eigenvalues +b,

for some b, > 0. The path of diffeomorphisms e** induces a trivialization of va)A(:j
along S1. Therefore we have a trivialization U; x T ; X j— U;T)Z' 7, which is well-defined

since X j is fixed by ;. With respect to this trivialization, Q)f splits as the direct sum
of operators

DY 0004, L) = 0" (04, L), v =1,....b;.

Each D§V) is of type Il in the sense of Definition 5.8.

49



Step 4. Now we consider the normal component Q)]N . By (P2) of Hypothesis 2.5 and
(Q2) of Hypothesis 2.8, the Hessian of W} vanishes in the normal direction. Therefore,

= 1
Q)]Nf =0+ §V§X)\j (uj).

On the other hand, we have the splitting of normal bundles

Nj’: @ N;l),
i=bj+1

where each N is an S'-equivariant line bundle over )N(j. If we denote Ly) = v;]v ]@,
then Q)JN splits as the direct sum of Cauchy-Riemann operators D](-i) : QO(@JF,L?) —
Qvle,, Lgi)). Each DJ(»i) is of type I in the sense of Definition 5.8.

Step 5. So far, for each cylindrical end, we have constructed a splitting

n
Ely, =v;TX ~ P L (5.10)
=1

and differential operators
DY 0o, L) » a%(e,, L)

such that Dy -, @](-i) is a compact operator. We claim that the union of the splittings
over U?ZlUj can be extended to whole ¥*.
Indeed, over ¥* \Ué‘?le ; the bundle F is trivial. Choosing a trivialization, the splitting

(5.10) induces a smooth map from 0 (E* \ Ué-:lUj> to the flag manifold Flag(C™). Since

Flag(C"™) is simply-connected, this map can be smoothly extended to :* \Ué-:lU j, which
means we extend the splitting (5.10) to the interior.

Then we obtained a splitting of E as direct sum of line bundles L) — ¥* for ¢ =
1,...,n. The differential operators Q)j(-i) on L(i)|Uj = ng’) can be extended smoothly
to DO . QLMY - QONL®), while the ambiguities of the extensions are compact
operators. By our construction in previous steps, D@ is admissible in the sense of
Definition 5.8. Apply Proposition 5.9 to each D", we see that there exists dy > 0 such

that for all § € (0,0), each D induces a Fredholm operator
DD whe(LO) - 12(A% @ LO).
Moreover, each L) extends to an orbi-bundle £ — € and
ind(ﬂ)x) = Zind(ﬂ)(i))
i=1
=) (229 - bW, DY) 4 2{£0]) (5.11)
i=1

= (2 - 2g)dimc X — b(€) + 2 Zn: [£9].
i=1
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Proposition 5.5 follows by noticing that the sum of all |[£®) | is equal to

G- Y (@ +).

Zj narrow

6. STABLE SOLUTIONS AND THE COMPACTNESS THEOREM

From this section on we start to consider the compactification of the moduli space of
the perturbed gauged Witten equation.

6.1. Solitons.
Definition 6.1. Let § € (0,1], A € 4[0,1) N (3Z/r) and v = exp(2wA). We have the

function Wy) : X — C introduced in (2.5) and W)@ :© x X — C given by

W)(\6) (s,8,2) = Z Pt (AD) Fyﬁ? (2). (6.1)
1=0

Consider the equation for a map v : © — X
Osu+ J (Bu + Xx(w)) + 2V (u) = 0. (6.2)

The energy of a solution wu is defined as
1 1 —~
B(w) = 31072 0) + 5 100+ Xa () F26) + [V )]0,

A solution u to (6.2) whose energy is finite and whose image has compact closure is called
a (A, d)-soliton, or simply a soliton. A soliton having nonzero energy is called nontrivial,
otherwise it is called trivial.

We see that the data (\,0) naturally gives a +\-cylindrical model of the perturbed
gauged Witten equation with parameters (o = 0,9) (on the positive part © and the
negative part ©_, respectively). If u is a soliton, then the restriction of (u,0) to © is a
bounded solution to the corresponding cylindrical model. Then by Theorem 4.2, for any
(A, 6)-soliton, there exist ky € )Z'y such that

: At —
sgglooe u(s,t) = K.

We define the evaluation of the soliton by u4+ = k4.

Lemma 6.2. Ify = exp(27) is narrow, then every (X, d)-soliton is trivial.

Proof. Abbreviate Wy = WA((S) and W = vay(é). Define v : ©® — X by v(s,t) =
e"u(rs,rt). Then

Osv(s,t) + Jopu(s, t) = m(e™). (Osu(rs,rt) + J(Qpu(rs, rt) + Xa(u(rs,rt))))
= — 2m(e’"’\t)*V/W7,\(rs,rt,u(rs,rt)) = —ZTRVW(U(SJ)).
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Moreover, v(s,-) converges uniformly to ki as s — +00. Therefore

2mHVW(v)HiZ(®) = —/®<83U—|—J(8tv),VW(v)>dsdt
_ / AW - (90 + J () ) dsdt
©

— _2 / W) g
&) 82

= 27 (W (k=) — W (k).

Since 7y is narrow, W(K_) = W(KJr) = 0. Then v is holomorphic. Since v is a multiple
cover of u, v has finite energy. By removal of singularity, v extends to a holomorphic
sphere. By (X1) of Hypothesis 2.1, ()N(,w) is aspherical, v = k4 is a constant. So u has
ZEero energy. O

On the other hand, if v is broad, then similar to (6.3),
() 2 (6 (0
HVW>(\ )(“)Hm(@) - QW(WV( (k) - Wv( )(K+))-
In particular, this implies that ImW§5)(K_) = ImW\EJ)(K+).
A stable (A, d)-soliton is a finite sequence
u = (u17"'7ul/)
where for each a =1,...,v, u, is a nontrivial (), §)-soliton such that
(Ua)t = (tas1)- € Xy, a=1,...,v—1.
6.2. Stable solutions and convergence. Let Cbea rigidified r-spin curve with punc-
tures z1,..., 2.

Definition 6.3. A stable solution to the perturbed gauged Witten equation over Cis
a triple

(A7 u, {uj}Zj broad)

where

(1) (A,u) is a bounded solution to the perturbed gauged Witten equation on e.

(2) For each broad puncture zj, u; = (uj1,. .., u;,,) is astable (\;, ;)-soliton, where
A;j is the residue of the r-spin structure at z; and ¢; = ;4 € (0,1] introduced in
(2.20).

(3) If v; > 1, then
(T
e?}j(A7u) = (uj;l)— e Crit (Wéj])‘)?vj)

Now we can define the topology in the space of stable solutions. At the “tails”, the
convergence of the stable solitons are just an A-parametrized version of convergence of
stable solutions to the corresponding Floer type equation (6.2), because in V/WV/A(? ), the
parameter J; depends on A. Therefore it suffices to define the convergence of a sequence
of usual solutions over € to a stable solution. The definition in the rest of cases can be
easily written down and we omit it.
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Definition 6.4. Suppose (A® u() is a sequence of solutions to the gauged Witten
equation over a fixed rigidified r-spin curve C with underlying punctured Riemann surface
¥*. We say that the sequence converges to a stable solution ((A,u), {w;}.; broad) if the
following conditions are satisfied.

(1) (A® 4@) converges to (A,u) in Wllo’f—topology.

(2) For each broad puncture z;, If u; = (uj;1,. .., uj,,;) and v; > 1, then the following

conditions are satisfied.
e For v = 1,...,v;, there are sequences 38) > 0 such that

lim s% =400, a>d = lim s — sg,) = +00.

1——+00 1—+00

o Let (u, h()) be the sequence of solutions to the cylindrical model obtained
by restricting (A, u(®) to U;(2). Then for each a, the sequence u?) (s(()f)—i—', )
converges to u;., uniformly on any compact subset of ©.

e We have

lim lim sup E(A(i),u(i); Uj(s,(fj) +35)) =0.

s=+00 00

(3) For each broad puncture z;, if v; = 0, then

lim limsupE(A(i),u(i)§Uj(3)) =0.

§7+00 oo

Now we state the compactness theorem.

Theorem 6.5. If (AW v)) € 4 x T'(Y) is a sequence of smooth bounded solutions to
the gauged Witten equation (2.21) with

sup E(A(i),u(i)) < 00,

then there is a subsequence (still indexed by i), a stable solution ((A,u),{w;}.; broad), and
a sequence of smooth gauge transformations g\ € G such that (g (AD 4D converges
to ((A,u),{u;}.; broad) in the sense of Definition 6.4.

7. ENERGY QUANTIZATION IN BLOWING UP

Now we start to prove the compactness theorem of the moduli space of gauged Witten
equation. The first main concern is about the uniform C%-bound on the solutions, which
is the prerequisite of applying all the bubbling analysis.

We first summarize the methods of achieving C%-bound in relevant situations when
the target space is noncompact. In gauged Gromov-Witten theory, one can achieve the
C%-bound by imposing the equivariant convexity assumption on the target space (see
[CGMS02, Page 555]). This is an assumption generalizing the convexity condition in
[EG91]. In Fan-Jarvis-Ruan’s LG A-model theory, for a quasi-homogeneous superpoten-
tial f on CV, the crucial condition for C%control is a growth estimate of df ([FJROS,
Theorem 5.8]), deduced from the nondegeneracy of the singularity.

In this paper we also imposed a convexity condition at infinity ((X4) of Hypothesis
2.1), a more concrete form of the assumption used in [CGMS02]. However, since we have
to perturb the equation, the solutions are no longer holomorphic and there are error
terms in the estimate (see Proposition 8.2). So a priori, there could exist a sequence of
bounded solutions which escape to infinity in the limit near broad punctures. One way
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to overcome this trouble is to establish an energy quantization property for the a prior:
blow-up of C%norm (Theorem 7.1). Then a C%-bound follows from a local maximal
principle argument.

One of the difficulty in establishing the energy quantization comes from the fact that
the inhomogeneous term of the Witten equation is not bounded and not proper. The
e-regularity argument only applies in a scale comparable to ‘VW A|_1. Moreover, CritlW
is the union of two parts,

Xp = {(z,p) | Q(x) = 0}, X5 :={(xp) | p€C}.

If the blow-up happens in the region away from X B and X s, then it is easy to establish
the energy quantization (Proposition 7.5); if the blow-up happens near Xp and X s, then
the magnitude of YW 4 can change dramatically and we have to use different arguments
(Proposition 7.4 and Proposition 7.6).

We remark that one should be able to generalize the results of this section to the case
of complete intersections, i.e., the superpotential is of the form p1 Q1+ p2Q2 + ... + prQyk
on a manifold X x C¥, where Q; : X — C are homogeneous functions and p1, ..., p; are
the complex variables of the CF-factor.

The main technical result of this section is stated in terms of local models.

Theorem 7.1. For each H > 0, there exists e = €o(H) > 0 satisfying the following
condition. Suppose we have a sequence (f3;,0;,0;) of parameters of local models over By«
and a corresponding sequence of solutions (u;, h;). Suppose

}g}}o|ﬂ(“z(0))\ = +o0, HhiHLoo(Br*) < H. (7.1)

Then there exists a subsequence (still indexed by i) such that one of the following condi-
tions holds.

(1) We have lim lim E(u;, hi; By) > €.
r—0i—00
(2) We have lim o; = 0 (uniformly on By«) and there exists ro > 0 (depending on
1— 00
the subsequence) such that

lim inf |p(u;)| = +o0. (7.2)

1—00 Br

The proof is given in Subsection 7.1

Corollary 7.2. For every E > 0, there exists eg > 0 satisfying the following conditions.
Suppose (A;,u;) is a sequence of solutions to the perturbed gauged Witten equation over
C such that E(A;,u;) < E. Then there ewist a subsequence (still indexed by i), and
sequences of points

{2 hi<a<t, {Zf’ﬁ}zj broad, 1<A<l; (7.3)

satisfying the following conditions (here d (resp. J) 1s the distance of the cylindrical
metric on X* (resp. smooth metric on X)).

(1) For each o =1,...,1, lim; o0 28 = 2% € ¥* and all z*’s are distinct.
(2) For each a =1 ...,l, we have
hm !u ui(2))| = +oo0, hm lim E(A;,u;; By (%)) > €.
0i—oc0

(3) For each broad puncture z; and B =1,...,1;, zf’ﬁ € Uj and
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e For each 3, lim glv(zg’ﬁ,zj) =0;
i—00 ) .
e For any B1 # B2, we have liminfd(zf’ﬁ,zf’ﬁ ) > 0.

12— 00
M(Uz(zfﬁ)ﬂ = 00 and TlgngoilgrgloE(Ai,ui;Br(zi’ﬁ)) > ep.
(4) For any sequence z; of points in X*, if iminf d(z;, z5) > 0 for all « = 1,...,1,
71— 00

e For any [, lim
1— 00

i

lim inf d(z;, 25’6) > 0 for all broad punctures z; and B = 1,...,1;, liminf Elv(zi, zj) >
1— 00 1— 00

0 for all narrow punctures z;, then
lim sup |(ui(2))] < oo.
71— 00
Proof. For each q € ¥*, we can restrict (A;,u;) to By=(¢) to obtain a solution (u;, h;)
to a local model. By the equation Ah;dsdt = Fjy,, the elliptic estimate and Sobolev
inequality, we see that there exists H(E) > 0 such that for all ¢ and all ¢ € ¥*,

sup sup HhiHBT*(q) < H(E). (7.4)
q 7

Abbreviate g = ¢o(H (E)).
We construct the sequences z{* by an induction argument. We take an exhausting
sequence of compact subsets of ¥*, denoted by K M, 1=1,2,.... We consider

lim sup Hﬂ(ui)HLm(KW)'
1— 00

If it is finite, then we move on to K (Y. If it is infinite, then there exist a subsequence

(still indexed by i) and a sequence of points ¢; € K ) which converges to some q € K o),

such that lim |u(ui(q;))| = +00. Then we can apply Theorem 7.1 to the sequence (u;, ;)
71— 00

which is the solution to the local model obtain by restricting (A;, w;) to By«(g;). Then
there is a subsequence (still indexed by @) such that

lim lim E(A4;,u;; Br(gi)) > €.

r—0i—o00
(Here the second case of Theorem 7.1 doesn’t happen because the area form is uniformly
bounded from below near q.)

Now we replace ¥* by 3*\ {¢}, and retake an exhausting sequence of compact subsets
{K®} of ¥*\ {q}. We restart the induction process. It is easy to see that the induction
process stops until we find a finite subset Z = {z1,..., 21}, a subsequence (still indexed
by i) and sequences z!, for which (1) and (2) are satisfied for ez = €, because the total
energy of (A;,u;) is uniformly bounded.

Now we consider the possible blowing up at a broad puncture z;. Take S > 0 suffi-
ciently large so that U;(S) N Z = (. Therefore for each K > 0, we have

tim sup [[26(ua) | oo 5 5.4 1)1y < O
1—00
Now suppose there exist a subsequence (still indexed by i) and a sequence of points
zi = (s4,t;) € U;(S) such that with
lim s; = 400, lim |p(ui(z))| = 4o0.
1—>00 1—00
We claim that
lim limsup E (A;, ui; Br(z;)) > €. (7.5)

=0 o
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Suppose it is not true, then consider the subset

0* = {z €O=RxS"| limsup [u(z; + 2)| = oo}.

11— 00

Theorem 7.1 implies that ©* has nonzero measure. There are two possibilities.

(I) Suppose the boundary of ©* is a finite set, then ©* has infinite area. On the other
hand, let h; = ha, : U; — g© be the function defined by (2.16). In the same way as
deriving (7.4), we may assume that

SlilthiHLw(Uj) < H(E).

By the definition of 6;; = d; 4, (see (2.20)), we have inf; §;; =: 6 > 0. Then take

M(E) := sup |h —log | 5, (7.6)
|h|<H(E), §<6<1
which, by Lemma 2.3, is finite. Let L of ©4 be a compact subset. Then for ¢ sufficiently
large, for any z € z; + L, e’ (2)5 Hui(z) ¢ K ; where K C X is the compact subset in
(P5) of Hypothesis 2.8. Then by the deﬁmtlon of |h|g, we have

VW iz (_(Zem IVE) wi(2))]

1<e f<z>>*(dWéﬁ“(em<z>ui<z>>)\
= (03| (a8, (O a2
8" M(E) ey,

Here ¢y, > 0 is the one in (P5) of Hypothesis 2.8. Therefore

v

2
dsdt > QTM(E)_lcyjArea(L).

E(Ai,u;i) > E(Aj,ui; 2+ L) > / ‘VWAZ-(W)
zi+L

This contradicts with the energy bound because Area(L) can be arbitrarily large.
(IT) Suppose the boundary of ©* is an infinite set, then choose an integer m > FE/¢g
and m distinct points wyq, ..., w,, of z € 00*. Then by the definition of ©*, there exists

a subsequence (still indexed by ) and sequences of points w;;, [ = 1,...,m such that
Him wy; = wp, T |p(ui(z+wy))| = +oo.
K]

On the other hand, use the trivialization of the G-bundle over Uj;, the restriction of
(A;, u;) to the disk By« (z;+wy ;) is a sequence of solutions to some sequence of local models
over B,, which satisfy the hypothesis of Theorem 7.1. However, the second implication
of Theorem 7.1 doesn’t holds because w;; converges to a point on the boundary of ©*.
Therefore

lim lim E(A;,u;; Br(z +wp;)) > eo.

r—0i—00

By the choice of m, this contradicts with the energy bound of (A;, u;).
Therefore (7.5) is true. Moreover, the set ©* must be finite because for any z € ©*,
we can prove (7.5) is true with z; replaced by z; +z. The energy bound implies that such
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points are only of finitely many. Then we do an induction to construct a subsequence
(still indexed by i) and sequences zf’ﬁ = (sg’ﬁ,tg’ﬁ), B8 =1,2,... such that
lim 7% = 400, V8 # 8, lim d(z0?,227) >0
1—00 =00
and
lim !u(ul(zf’ﬁ))‘ =400, lim lim E(Ai,ui;Br(zg’B)) > €.

1—00 r—00 {—00
Since the energy is uniformly bounded, the induction process stops at finite time. There-
j7B
i
(3) of this corollary 7.2 for eg = €y. Item (4) of this corollary is obvious from our

fore, whenever the induction stops, the sequences z/" satisfy the conditions listed in

construction. O

7.1. Proof of Theorem 7.1. The proof of Theorem 7.1 follows from Lemma 7.3, Propo-
sition 7.4-7.6 below. First we introduce some notations. For any solution u = (u, h) to
a local model over B,, parametrized by (o, 3, d), we have the following density functions
of (u, h) which are comparable to the square root of the potential density functions.

M) = )z = [V (),
P2) = p)(z) = (@) |ulul2)],
P = pw)(z) = p(2) ().

Lemma 7.3. There exist e >0, C1 > 0, r1 € (0,7*], A1 € (0, %] and for p > 2, ¢ > 0,
satisfying the following conditions. Suppose r € (0,71] and (u, h) is a solution to the local
model on B, parametrized by (B,0,9). If

T Sup p(z) <1, E(u7 h; Br) < €1, (77)
z€B,

then there exists a gauge transformation g : B, — G such that if we denote by (u',h') =

g*(u, h) and ¢' + 4)' = 2(0h' J0Z), then for every X € (0, A\1], we have
diam (u/(By)) < C (|ldau] o 5,y + V7 +A), .

7.8

2

Il o, ) < )2~ (ldau] pogs, + V7 + ).

Let Kg C X be the subset in (Q1) of Hypothesis 2.5 and Ko = {(z,p) € X |xze
Kq, |p| < 1}. For any D > 0, denote

XB ={re X\ Ky |d(z,Xp) <D}, XE ={ze X\ K| dx Xs) <D}

Proposition 7.4. For each H > 0 there exist o = ea(H) > 0, My = My(H) > 0 and
D = D(H) > 0 satisfying the following condition.

Suppose r € (0,7*] and (u,h) is a solution to the local model with parameter (f3,0,9)
on B, with finite energy. If u(0) € )N(g and

1
HhHLOO(BT) = Hv p(O) > 58;11)]3 > MQv p/(O) > ]J”(O), Tp(o) =AE (07 1]7 (79)

then we have

E(u,h; B,) > ea)\2.

The next proposition considers the case that the image of u is away from X s U X5.
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Proposition 7.5. There exist e3 > 0 and for each H > 0, a constant Ms = Ms(H) >
0 satisfying the following condition. Suppose (u,h) is a solution the local model with
parameter (8,0,0) on B, with r € (0,r*], such that

1
12l s,y < He p(0) = 5 sup p(z) > Ma, 7p(0) = A€ (0,1] (7.10)

and such that either of the following two conditions are satisfied:
() u(0) ¢ XKRUXE, (1) p(0) = ¥(0). (7.11)
Here D = D(H) > 0 is the one of Proposition 7.4. Then
E(u, h; By) > e3\%.

The remaining case is that the blow up happens near Xg = {(x,p) | p € C}. The func-
tion W is degenerate along the normal direction of X s and we couldn’t find a straight-
forward argument to deal with this situation. Instead we have the following proposition,
from whose proof one can see that it is a corollary to the above two propositions.

Proposition 7.6. For each H > 0 there exists €4 = e4(H) > 0 satisfying the following
condition.

Suppose (B, 04,0;) is a sequence of parameters of local models of gauged Witten equa-
tion over B, with r € (0,7*] and suppose (u;, h;) are a sequence of corresponding solu-
tions. Suppose

lim p;(0) = oo, | <H

1—00

‘hiHLw(BT)

and

p1(0) > p{(0), pi(0) > 3 suppy,ui0) € XE.

T

Here r; = p;(0)~" and D = D(H) is the one of Proposition 7.4. Then there exists a
subsequence (still indexed by i) such that one of the following conditions holds

(1) We have
lim lim E(u;, hi; By) > €. (7.12)

7—00 §—00

(2) lim o; = 0 uniformly on B,~ and there exists T > 0 (which may depend on the
1—00

subsequence) such that

lim inf |p(u;)| = 4-o0. (7.13)
1—00 B
Proof of Theorem 7.1. First, if there exists a subsequence (still indexed by i) and a se-
quence z; — 0 such that lim; . p;(z;) = oo, then the conclusion holds according to
Proposition 7.4, 7.5 and 7.6. Indeed, let r; := p;(0)~' which converges to zero. Apply
Hofer’s lemma (Lemma A.5) to the function p; : B, (z;) — R. Then there exist a point
y; € By, (z;) and ¢; € (0,7;/2] such that

1 r; 1
pi(yi) > = sup pi, 0ibi(yi) > —pi(z) = <.
2 5, (3 2 2
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By taking a subsequence, we may assume that either p//(y;) > pi(v;), or pi(yi) > p7 (i)
In the former case, for i large enough, (7.10) and (II) of (7.11) are satisfied by (u;, h;)
over By, (y;). Then by Proposition 7.5, for ¢ large enough, we have

B(ui, st By, () > 3 (i) > -

In the latter case, by taking a subsequence, we have three distinct possibilities.

(1) For all 4, u;(y;) € )Z'g. Then by Proposition 7.4, for ¢ large enough (so that (7.9)
is satisfied by (u;, hi) over By, (y;)), we have

E(u;, hi; Bs, (yi)) = 62(51'131'(%)) > %2

(2) For all 4, u;(y;) ¢ )A(:g U )A(ié), Then by Proposition 7.5, for i large enough (so that
(7.10) and (I) of (7.11) are satisfied by (u;, h;) over Bs,(yi)), we have

E(ui, hi; By, (i) = 63(&'%(%))2 >

ey

(3) For all i, us(y;) € X D Then since lim;_,o y; = 0, we can choose 7’ small enough
so that B,/(y;) C B,. Then we can apply Proposition 7.6 to (u;, h;) restricted to
B,/(y;). It implies that by taking a further subsequence, we have either

lim lim E(u;, hi; Br(yi)) > €,

r—0i—o00

or lim o; = 0 uniformly and there is 7 > 0 (depending on the subsequence) such
1—00

that

li inf )| = oo.
fim fnf ) )] = o0
Since y; — 0, this implies the conclusion for ey = min{es/4, e3/4,¢e4} and 79 = 7.
It remains to consider the case that p; doesn’t blow up at 0. Then we can assume
that there exist a subsequence (still indexed by i) and 7 > 0 (which depends on the
subsequence) such that

limsup HpiHLoo(B,) =M < o0.
12— 00

Then we can take 7 smaller than both the r; of Lemma 7.3 and ﬁ By taking a sub-
sequence, we can assume for all 4, either E(u;, hi; B;) > €y or E(ui, hi; By) < €. In
the former case the current lemma is proven; in the latter case, (7.7) is satisfied and by
Lemma 7.3 and (7.8), (u;, h;) is gauged equivalent to some (u}, h’) such that

277"

diam(u/(B),-)) < C,

where \g € (0, %] is the one in Lemma 7.3 and C is a constant, independent of the
sequence. Thus this implies u;(B),,) escape to infinity uniformly. Thus (7.2) is true and
necessarily o; should converges to zero uniformly. O
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7.2. Proof of Lemma 7.3. Let ¢,% : B, — g be the functions defined by ¢ + 29 =
2(0h/0z). We pull back (u,h) and ¢ds + 1dt via the rescaling By — B, given by
w — z = rw, which is denoted by (u,, h,),and ¢,ds+1,.dt. Denote A, = d+ ¢,ds+ 1), dt.
Then

0, — Oy + 7‘20,u*(ur) =0.

Hence by (7.7) we have

1Fa oy = ¥l o, < T2<S§P \/E) (SEPPN> <rvot.

There exists f : By — g solving the Neumann boundary value problem

AF = d*(brds + ), 00 = (gt —pas)low,, F(0) =0

It means that the gauge transformation g = e/ will turn A, into Coulomb gauge on Bj.
Denote g*A, = d + ¢l.ds + 1.dt, then there is a universal constant ¢ > 0 such that

H(b;"HLOO(Bﬂ + Hw;’HLO"(Bl) < CHFAT- L (By) < CT\/O'_+.
Denote u.. = g~ 'u,, hl. = h, + f, u/(z) = v’.(z/r). Then in this new gauge,

Ot + Xy (ul) + J(Dpul, + Xy (ul)) + 20 VWD (ul) = 0, (7.14)

By (X3) of Hypothesis 2.1, there exists a constant C7 > 0 (which is abusively used in
this proof) such that

1%, ()| 2,y + [1%ur ()| 12,
< V(200 )| ey + 1% ) )
< Vo (14 Sup el (7.15)
< Cm/a_+<1 +(07)a sup \/E)
< Cy (o) T/
Since o+ is bounded from above, we can take 1 sufficiently small so that
<= Ci(o) i < %eg. (7.16)

Here €5 is the one in Lemma A.3. We can also assume that E(u, h; B,) < € < (ieg)z.
Then by (7.15) and (7.16), we have
Hdui‘HB(Bl) < [|sur. + x‘b’r(u;‘)HL%Bl) + || 0w, + xiﬁi(u;‘)HLQ(Bl)
1% ()l 2,y + 1% (W0 2,
< 2/E(u,h; B,) + C1(07)1Vr < €.
On the other hand, by (7.15) and (7.16), we have

fo% (uy.) + J Xy (uy.) + avATTAS (ul.)

L>(B1)
< 1%y )| ooy + 1% )| oo, + 2V @] e, < 3:
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Take A\ = ezep For A € (0, \1], the restriction of u. to By satisfies the assumptions
of Lemma A.3. Thus there exists c(,) > 0 (which is abusively used below) such that

e/ o s,
S .
< c(p)(Ar)%‘1<|ydu;HL2 . +6))
< ey )27 (ldal] o,y + 1% @ oy + 190 @0 o, ) +62)
< ey r)r 7 ([ldau] o,y + Vi + )
We used (7.10) to derive the last inequality. Moreover, there exists C7 > 0 such that
diam (v/(By,)) = diam (u,(By)) < C (HdAuHLz(BT) ERNGEE >\>.
Lastly, we may assume that for the same ¢, > 0, we have
laaull s,y < 100 g,y + 160 @ s,y + 1% @) o,
'l 7 (1% ) e+ 20 ) ) (mA202) 5

c(p)()\r)E_ (HdAuHLz(BT) +Vr+ )\).

IN

IN

Thus Lemma 7.3 is proved.

7.3. Proof of Proposition 7.4. We assume first that D < 1/2. By Lemma 7.3, we
know that there exist €, > 0, 71 > 0 and )\1 € (0, ] such that if F(u,h; Bf) <€, 7 <71,
then up to gauge transformation, dlam( (B~1T)) < 1/2. Then we can assume that M,
is big enough such that r < )\M2_1 < 71. Then u(BXIT) C )A(% It suffices to prove that
there exists €5 > 0 such that

E(u,h; By ) > ea)\’. 7.17
AT

Denote dqu = 5 (O0su+Xp(u)+ JOpu+JXy(u)). Let my : T)A(}g — T)Z% be the orthog-
onal projection onto the distribution spanned over C by 9/9p and V@ and abbreviate
7n(0au(z)) = Va(2). To prove (7.17), we need the following estimate, which follows
from straightforward but technical calculations and estimates.

Lemma 7.7. For each H > 0, there exist ¢ > 0, o € (0, %], My >0,¢>0and D >0
such that if (u, h) satisfies (7.9) with this H, this My and u(0) € XE, and E(u,h) <&,
then u(BXQT) C X%D and over BXgr we have

AV = e[V () ]* (1+ [daul” + |an"[* + | Fa]). (7.18)

The proof is given in Subsection 7.6.
Now take any A € (0, A2]. We apply the local maximal principle [GT01, Theorem 9.20]
forp=1,n=2 R=Xr,u= |5Au|2 and f equal to the right hand side of (7.18), we
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see that there exists a constant ¢ > 0 (independent of X and ) such that

1 2 1 / 2
— (VN (O™ < —= V| dsdt
VO < (Ar)? er‘ s

Cl

+ CXT‘VN(O)F(XT + HdAuHizx(er) + Hdh”Hi‘l(er) + HFAHLZ(BXT.))

Therefore, we see

(A

> )

E(u,h; By ) > 1/ Vv |*dsdt > T)Q\V (0)
5 10y Dy, =9 B N = o N

Ar

(Ar)3c 2(% 2 2
B Vv (0)] <>‘T + HdAuHL‘l(BXT) + Hdh”HL‘l(BXT) + HFAHL%BXT))' (7.19)

To proceed, we need
Lemma 7.8. There exist & > 0, X, € (0, %Xg] such that if E(u, h; B ) < €, then

o 2 2 1
or (Var + oo )+ 00 [y )+ 1Pt ) < 3o 20

Proof. We can ignore the terms \yr and ||Fa| 12(B;, ) In (7.20) because they are easily

bounded by the radius and the energy on BX’zr' Onzthe other hand, by Lemma 7.3 and
(7.8), if E(u, h; B;) is sufficiently small, then for p = 4, we have

N/ 2 2 1)

27”HdAuHL4(BX,2T) < (HdAuHLQ(BT) +Vr+ /\2) :

On the other hand, define h//(z) = h”(rz) for z € B;. Then by the elliptic estimate over
By, for some universal constant ¢’ > 0,

N 2 N 2 N 2
A PR NS A INTI
= C”XQTQHAMH%%BT) = CNX/2T2HFAH2L2(BT.)’
Therefore it is easy to see Lemma 7.8 is true. O

Then by (7.19) and Lemma 7.8, we see that if E(u, h; B,) < €, then

)2 5 )2 p(0 2 )2
Bl i By) > B b By,,) = S vy 2 B2 BOE - Bl

Here the third inequality uses Lemma 7.12. Therefore Proposition 7.4 holds for

(Xé)z}

: ~ ~ ~
€9 = IMIn {61,62,62, —646
2

and the Ms and D which we already specified.
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7.4. Proof of Proposition 7.5. Suppose (u, h) satisfies (7.10) with M3 undetermined.
By Lemma 7.3, there exist € > 0, A € (0,1/2] and M > 0 such that if E(u,h;B,) <€
and p(0) > M (so r is small enough), then (u,h) is gauge equivalent to a triple (u’,h’)
such that diam(u'(Bs,)) < 1/4. Take Mz > M. So without loss of generality we may
assume that diam (u(Bj,)) < 1/4. Moreover, by the equation Ah” 4 op*(u) = 0, we can
take € > 0 small enough such that
sup |p0 | — 1nf ‘po ‘ <log?2. (7.21)
B3»
(I) Assume that p”(0) > p’(0). Then
B M
0)| > (Vo) 'p"(0) > .

O] = (Vo) p"(0) = o
By the properness of 1 and (X3) of Hypothesis 2.1, we may take Mj big enough so that
for any z € By (u(z) is at most 1/4 away from u(0)), we have

[Vin(u()] < [u(uz))].

Therefore

[(u(2)) = p(u(0))| < sup |Vpu(u(tz))| - d(u(z),u(0)) < isup\u )|
te[0,1] By,

Therefore by the triangle inequality, we have

4
sup | ()| < 2[p(u(0))]-
B,

Then we have

[u(u(2))] > [u(u(0))] = [u(w(0)) — p(u(2))| = %!,u(u(O))‘
Therefore by the property of o, we have
P = o)) 2 LoO)]uuO)]’ = 5"0)
Therefore
BluhiBy) = [ 927 2 S(wp" () 2 (55 (0)?) A%

By,

(I1) Assume that p’(0) > p”(0) and u(0) ¢ X5 U )Z'SL? For convenience we introduce

ph(=) = [" TV Fy(u(2))|,

)= [86) 3 PPVR (u(a)) |
=1

Let Ko C X be the compact subset of (Q1) of Hypothesis 2.5 and K= Kox By C X.
We claim that there exists a constant o = (D) € (0,1) such that if

(x,p) ¢ I?U)Z'B% U)Z'S% = a‘VzVV(x,p)! < |[VW (z,p)|. (7.22)

To justify our claim, with respect to the product structure X=X x C, we write

PVPQ)  VQ() ) |

z,p) = (FVQ(2), Q)), VW (w,p) =
VW (z,p) = (PVQ(), Q) VW (z,p) <<-,VQ<x>> 0
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It suffices to bound each component of V2W by components of VIW. Indeed, if (z,p) ¢
I?U)Z'B% U)ZS%, then either [p| > 1 and d(z,*) > D/2 or |p| <1, 2 ¢ Kg and d(z, Xq) >
D/2. In the former case, by (Q1) of Hypothesis 2.5, there exists (D) > 0 such that
a1(D)|V2Q(x)| < [VQ(z)[; so pV2Q and VQ can be controlled by pVQ. In the latter
case, there exists az(D) > 0 such that ag(D)|VQ(z)| < |Q(x)|. Then VQ and pV2Q can
be controlled by @ (by (Q1) of Hypothesis 2.5). The claim is proved.

On the other hand, by Lemma 7.10 below, we have p’, (z) < c¢p(H). Therefore

M; < p(0) < 2p'(0) < 2p5(0) + 2p', (0) < 2p(0) + 2cp(H).
Taking M3 = M3(H) > 4cp(H), we have

po(0) > M3 /4, py(0) > ', (0). (7.23)
By the expression of p; and the fact that |h| < H, we may take M3 big enough such that
u(B;,) N K = 0.

On the other hand, by Lemma 7.3 we may take Mgz big enough and \ small enough such
that

diam (u(Bj,)) < min {a/4,D/2}.

D
2

Then u(By5,) C X\ (KU )Z'B% U Xg ). Then by (7.22), for any z € By, , we have
“VW(U(Z))| — |VW(u(O))|‘ < sup |V2W(u(tz))|% < isup ‘VW(’U,)‘
tefo,1 B;,

Then by triangle inequality,

Therefore
VW (u(2))] = [V (u(0))] - <|VW(u(0))| - \VW(u(z))D > %|VW(u(0))|.
Then by (7.21), we have pj(z) > p;(0); then by (7.23) we have p’(0) > p’(0)/8 and

ﬁ)\?

T

Bs, 64 (er (© ))2 z

Therefore we see that €3 = min {e 2- 7T } and M3 big enough satisfy the condition
stated in this proposition.

7.5. Proof of Proposition 7.6. Suppose that the sequence (u;, h;) satisfies the hy-
pothesis of Proposition 7.6. Since ||h; ||z (p,) is uniformly bounded, p;(0) — 4oc implies
that |u(ui(0))| — +oo. We write the map as u;(z) = (Wi(z),pi(z)) with respect to the
decomposition X = X x C. Then the condition u;(0) € X é) implies that

lim |p;(0)| = +oc.
1—00
Projecting the Witten equation onto the C-factor, we have

;Z <eps(h) >:—eps(h (ef’o(h Qu,) + ﬁemég’a>. (7.24)
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Denote s;(z) the norm of the inhomogeneous term of (7.24) at z. By taking a subsequence,
there are two possibilities.
(I) There exist p > 0 and M > 0 (which may depend on the subsequence) such that
for every i,
sup s;(z) < M.
2€B,
Then by the standard diameter estimate for Cauchy-Riemann equations (with target
C), we see that p; diverges to infinity uniformly on Bg. Therefore (7.13) holds and
lim 0; = 0. Otherwise
1— 00
E(u;, hi; By) > / Ji‘u(ui)‘2dsdt — 0.
5
This contradicts with the uniform bound on energies of (u;, h;).
(IT) There exists a sequence y; € By«, y; — 0 such that

lim s;(y;) = oo. (7.25)
71— 00
Denote 7; = 5;(y;)~*. Applying Hofer’s lemma (Lemma A.5) to the function s; on B 5 (vi),
we see that there exist z; € B 5 (yi) and p; € (0, %] such that
1 1
s;(zi) > = sup s;, si(z)pi = —. (7.26)
2 By (=) 4
Now, equation (7.24) and Lemma A.3 imply that for some \g small enough up to gauge
transformation,
diam (p; (wi(Bxgp, (2i)))) < 1. (7.27)
(Here the target is C, so we don’t need the condition that the energy of w;| By, (z:) 1 small.)
Then applying Hofer’s lemma to the function p; on By, (2i), we obtain w; € B o p_(zi),
2 7
ki € (0, $Aop;] such that

1 Aopipi(zi) _ A
pi(wi) > 5 sup pi, Kipi(w;) > Aopipi() > 20 (7.28)
2 B, (w;) 4 16
Notices that
pi(wi) > pi(zi) > si(2i) > si(y;) — +oo. (7.29)

Claim. For sufficiently large i, we have that either u;(w;) ¢ X D or pl! (w;) > pl(w;).
Proof of the claim. Suppose that there is a subsequence (still indexed by i) such that
ui(w;) € XE and pl(w;) > p/ (w;). We write ng")(ui) as

Q(u;)
pivVQ(u;)

Then u;(w;) € )Z'SL? implies that Q(u;(w;)) and VQ(u;(w;)) are both bounded. Then
by (7.29) and the uniformly bound on h;, we have

ng’)(uz) — ero(hi) < > + BVW%)I(ui).

pi(wi) > pf (wi) = pj(wi) = +00 = |ps(w;)| = +o0
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Then (7.27) implies that ‘pl(ul(zl))‘ > ‘pl(ul(wl))‘/Z However, (7.25) and (7.26) imply
that |Q(u;(z:))| — +o00 and hence |VQ(u;i(z;))| + oo. Therefore

P2 VQui(z))| >> |pi(w) VQui(wy))|,

which contradicts with (7.28). Therefore the claim holds. O

Now applying Proposition 7.4 (if u;(w;) € XB and p//(w;) < p}(w;)) or Proposition 7.5
(if wi(w;) ¢ XE or p/(w;) > pi(w;)) to the disk By, (w;), with the condition (7.28), we
see that for any r > 0 and sufficiently large 7,

E(ui, hi; Br) 2 E(ui, hi; Bni (’wl)) 2 2_8 min{EQ, 63})\3.
(7.12) holds for €4 = 278 min{ea, e3}A3.

7.6. Proof of Lemma 7.7. Let NB C T )N(é be the distribution spanned over C by
0/0p and V@Q and let T'B be its orthogonal complement. Let 7y = Id — 7.

Lemma 7.9. mp and wn are G-invariant tensor fields and
(1) For any Z € T)N(é,
Vygrr = —JVgnr, Vygzain = —JV 7N, (7.30)

(2) There exists cg > 0 (which we can assume to coincide with the one of (Q1) of
Hypothesis 2.8) such that in X5,

[Var| < cq, |Van| < cq, [Viar| < cq, [Vian| < co. (7.31)

Proof. The distribution NB and the metric are both G-invariant so wy and 7wy are
G-invariant.

It is easy to see that with respect to the decomposition T)A(}g ~ TB ® NB, for any
tangent vector Z, we can write It is easy to see that with respect to the decomposition
T)A(}g ~TB ® N B, for any tangent vector Z, we can write

0 Fgy

Vagrmpr = —Vygnny =
F;, 0

), F;:NB — TB.

Moreover, the restriction of Fz to the 8%—direction is zero. Now we have
Fr7z(VQ) = -1V izVQ = nr (JVzVQ) = JnrVzVQ = —JFz(VQ).

Here the second equality follows from Lemma 3.4. Since T)Z'}B ~TB®TN is J-linear,
we see F'j, = —JF}. Therefore (7.30) is proven.
To estimate V7, we see that by (Q1) of Hypothesis 2.5, for any Z, we have

[Fz(VQ)| = [mrVzVQ| < cq [VQ]|Z]. (7.32)

Now we consider the second derivative of wp. In Xé, we can write the Levi-Civita

connection as
vl —F
V = .
F* vV
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Then

(7.33)

—2FF* VIF — FVN
Virr = [V, Vrr] = .
=1 7] ( AVAD Z 2l v 2F*F )

Therefore it suffices to consider the two off-diagonal terms, which are adjoint to each
other. Consider the upper-right one. Take tangent vectors Z;, Zs with Vz Z5 vanishes
at a point. Then at that point, using (Q1) of Hypothesis 2.5, we see

(V% Fz, — Fz,V%,)VQ|
< V5,71V 2,VQ| + |Fzmn V2, VQ)
< |V mrV2,VQ| + |Fz,mn V2, VQ)
|F2V 2,VQ| + V2, V2VQ| + |FrnnV 2, VQ)|
Q| 21| Z2||V Q.
By (7.32), (7.33) and above we see (7.31) holds. O

IN

IN

Lemma 7.10. For any H > 0, there exists cp = cp(H) > 0 such that if [h| < H and
0 <1, then for any x € X,

Z ‘ePl(h)V(j)F’l(fs)(x)‘ <cp (j=1,2,3). (7.34)
=1

Moreover, if (u,h) is a solution to a local model over B, such that HhHLm(BT.) < H and
u(B,) C )N(é, then for any z € B,
| (Dau(z))| < cp. (7.35)

Proof. The first estimate follows from the hypothesis |h(z)| < H and (P3) of Hypothesis
2.8. By the equation d4u + W (u) = 0 we have

1r(@au) = —mp (VW (1)) = —np(VW' (1)) = —Brp( S e WVED (u).
=1

Then (7.35) follows from (7.34) with j = 1. O

Now we consider the Hessian of Wh in )Z%; With respect to the decomposition NB @

E, E - E, E
V2Wh:< ! 2>,V2Wh:E:<~1 3).

T B, we write

E3 Ey Es Ey

On the other hand, with respect to the splitting TX=CaTX , we have

VW, = ™) ( VOQ (;Vgg > | (7.36)

Lemma 7.11. For any H > 0, there exist cy > 0, D1 = Dy(H) > 0 and a compact
subset K1 := K1(H) C X such that if |h| < H and x € Xgl \ K1, then

!E(z,x)! <ecr(l1+ ‘VWh(z,x)D, !E,(z,x)! < é!El(z,a;)‘
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In particular,

‘El(z,xﬂ > |E(z,x)|

N —

Proof. By the definition of E; and (7.36), we see that for i = 2,3, 4,
B| < | pvQ) + |7y
< CQ|em§VQ‘ +cp(H)
< cq|VWy| + cqep(H) + cp(H).

Thergfore the first inequality holds by choosing ¢y properly. On the other hand, if
z € X5 and D < 1/2cq, then by (7.36),

|Br| = [ B = [V2W

> |€WVQ‘ _ |ep0(h)ﬁV2Q| — cp(H)
|€WVQ‘ - cQD‘emVQ| —cp(H)

v

v

%|emVQ‘ —cp(H).
Moreover, since |h| < H, we can take K (H) sufficiently big such that if z ¢ K (H), then
‘eMVQ(xﬂ > e_‘pO(H)I‘VQ(:E)‘ > 50cp(H).
We take D < 1/24cq. Then for i = 2,3, 4, we have
|El| < CQ‘em§VQ| +cp(H)
CQD‘emVCﬂ +cp(H)
2cqD|E1| + 2cqep(H)D + cp(H)
2cQD|Ey| + 2cp(H)

INIA

IN

IN

1, ~
sl
0

Lemma 7.12. For any H > 0, there exists Ma(H) > 0 such that if (u,h) is a solution
to a local model over B, satisfying (7.9) and HhHLOO(BT) < H, u(B,) C X}. Then for
any z € B,, we have

|0au(2)| < 4]04u(0)| < 8|mn(D.4u(0))] (7.37)
Proof. Tndeed, by (7.9),
|0au(z)| = p'(2) < p(2) < 2p(0) < 4p’(0) = 4[04u(0)|.
On the other hand, by (7.9) and (7.34), we have
My(H)/2 < |94u(0)| < |mn(9au(0)] + cp.

So the second inequality of (7.37) holds if My(H) is big enough. O
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Proof of Lemma 7.7. Let D = D1(H)/2 where Di(H) comes from Lemma 7.11. Then
by Lemma 7.3, for certain Ms > 0 and Ao > 0, if (u,h) satisfies (7.9) for this My and
u(0) € )N(g, then diam(u(wa)) < D. Then we can take My = My(H) > 0 big enough
such that u(B5, ) C X 2D \ K1 (H) and (7.37) is satisfied. Then we can apply the estimates

obtained in Lemma 7.10, 7.11, 7.12.
Abbreviate d4u =V and 7x(0au) = V. Then we have

1 1 1
§A(‘VN‘2) = §8§<VN, V) + §5t2<VN, Vi)
= 0s(Da VN, VN) + 0u(DasVn, V)
= ‘DA,SVN|2 + \DA,tVN‘Q + (DA + D% VN, V).

Then we have

(D124,s + Di,t)VN
= Das(Das—JDa)VN + JDay(Das — JDay)Vn + J[Das, Days)Va
= 4D%' DYV + J[Das, Day]Vy
= 4D% DY Vv + TR (vs, 1) Vi + TV Xpy -

By (X2) and (X4) of Hypothesis 2.1, there exist cg, ¢, > 0 such that

(TR, 0) Vi, V)| < enlVir | daul”.

(T Xy Vi) | < [V |l [920] < el P | Vi .
Abbreviate & = 0/0z, = 0/0%z, 90 = 0?/020Z. Then We have

DY'DYVy = — DY DYOnn (VW)
= = DY (V) VI + 7 (Vv VI, + 08V W () )
= [D%l, VthFN] V/Wh + (Vthﬂ'N)Dg’IVWh
— (Vo,urn) (Vv VW, + 08VWE(u))

+ oy (D%IVVWhVWh — DOBVW] (1) — 8BD?4’1VW,’L(u)>.

We estimate the above expression term by term.
(I) By (1) of Lemma 7.9, for any tangent vector field Z; and Zs, we have

[Das, Vorn|(Ze) = (Vi 7,78)(Z2) + (VDa, 207N ) (Z2),
[Day, Vonn](Z2) = (Vit,zmzv)(%) + (VD ,2:7N) (Z2).
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Therefore,

D4 Vo, m] VW

IN

(‘VD}A’OVWhﬂ-N| + ‘vis,vﬁhm\" + ‘Vit,vw}zﬂ-N|> |V|

IN

co(|DE S| + |aul [T ) V]

IN

cQ <Cp + \VVVWh\ + |VWthAu|> |V|

IN

cq(|B|[Vir| + | Bol [ (V)| + cp + [T Wh||dau] ) V|

IN

cq(|E|[Vi| + ep|E| + cp + [daul) [V .

We briefly explain how we obtain this estimate. To derive the first inequality, we used
(7.43) and (2) of Lemma 7.9; to derive the second inequality we used (2) of Lemma 7.9;
to derive the third inequality we used the expression of D}L"OVW;L in (3.16). Then

([0S, Vg, 7] VWi, Vi)

> — el B||V||Vi|? ~ cqep| B |V||Vi| ~ cqler + |dau) V]|V

> — B |V|? ~ (4eq)? | VT Vi (7.4
— LIEPIVA P = (eqer V] — agler + |dau) VP

> — BV — el (1 + [dan) [T (O)]

Here cg)Q > 0 depends on cp and cg and the last inequality uses Lemma 7.12.

(IT) For the second summand of (7.42), we have
(Vg mv) (DY VW)
< co|VI| DY VIV
< cq|V|(cp + [0au|[F2Wa| + |an"| (cp + [TWal) ) (7.45)
< co|V||E||0au| + cq|V|(cp + 2cp|dn”| + |dn"||V)
< cq|E||V |ldau] + co|V|(cp + (cp)® +2/dn"|" + |daul").

Here the first inequality uses (2) of Lemma 7.9; the second one uses the expression of
DB{IVW;L in (3.17) and the bound on perturbation terms given by Lemma 7.10. Then

(Ve ) (D 9T73). Vi)
> — co|E||Viv||V]|0au| — cq(cp + (cp)? + 2|dn"|* + |dau|®) [V]?
>~ LBV - ag)?ldal V] ~ cqler + (ep)? + 2an" + |dauf) v P T4
>~ LIBPV P = 0+ | + [daal?) VOO

Here cg)Q > 0 depends on cp and cg and the last inequality uses Lemma 7.12.
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(III) For the third summand of (7.42), we have
~ ((Vo,urn) (Vv V Wy, + (08) VW), Vi)

> —CQ|8AUHVVVWhHVN| —CpCQ‘aAUHVN‘

> —cq|E||[Viv||dau||[V] — cpeg|daul V] (7.47)
1.~

> = B[V | = (eq)|daul*|[V " — cpeq|dau]| V|
1.~

> _6_4|E‘2|VN‘2—C§§)Q2(1+‘dAu|2)‘VN(O)‘2.

Here the first inequality we used (2) of Lemma 7.9 and the bound on VW, given by

Lemma 7.10; cg)Q > 0 depends on cp and cg and the last inequality uses Lemma 7.12.

(IV) For the fourth summand of (7.42), we have
—{(7n ((90B)VW}, + (08) D% VW), Vi)

> — cp|Viv| = [0au] VAW || Viv| = ep|dh”| V] (7.49)
> e (1+[dn ) V(o)

Here we used the bounds on VW) and V2W,’L given by Lemma 7.10, and an expression
of DB{IVW/L similar to (3.17). The last inequality uses Lemma 7.12.
(V) Lastly, the dominating part of (7.42) is estimated as follows.

Lemma 7.13. There exist a constant cg) > 0, a compact subset Ky = I~(2(H) cX

which depends on H > 0 such that if a solution (u,h) to a local model over B, (for some
p > 0) satisfies (7.37) and
1]l oo,y < H u(By) € Xp"\ Ko,

then

2

—~ 1, ~
(i (D' V i, VW) Viv) = 16 | E[*[Viv[* = el (14 [daau” + |ah”[*) [Va (0)[ . (7.49)

This lemma is proved at the very end of this section. N N
Without loss of generality, we may take Mo (H ) big enough so that U(BX2r) C X3P\ K.
Then by (7.38)—(7.49), we see that there is a constant ¢(H) > 0

%AWNF > — |V |* (cr|daul® + cu| Fal)
B IV = el [ ) (1 + |dau]’)
o BV — 2 V(O[22 + [ + [dao?)
- LIBPIVAP? - W01+ )
[V (O)* (1 + [an”?)
+%‘E‘2‘VN\2 — VN O (14 [an[* + |daul”)

> — c(H) |V (0)|* (1 + |an”|* + |dau|* + |Fa]).
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Proof of Lemma 7.13. We need the following estimate on the tensor field H, defined
locally by (3.18)—(3.19).

Lemma 7.14. For each H > 0, there exist cg > 0 and a compact subset kQ(H) cX
satisfying the following conditions.

Let (8,0,6) be a parameter of a local model on B, and (u,h) € C’OO(BP,)N( X gXxg).
Suppose

7]l e ) < Hy ul(By) € X\ Ka(H).

Then for any smooth vector field Z along u, we have
|Ha(u, dau, Z)| < e (|dau| + [dn"|) V2 W, || Z].

Proof. By (3.18) and Lemma 7.10, it is easy to see that

185" HY (u,dau, 2)| < cp(|daul + |dn"|)| Z]. (7.50)
=1

(0) )

Therefore we only have to consider H AO . By the expression of Hgo , we see

|0 po (0" — 01"V 2V Fy| < re" | dh" || VAW | Z]; (7.51)
‘epo—(h)po(ash” + iath”)VZVFO| < re’"H‘dh”HV2WhHZ|. ‘

On the other hand, the term e?(" Gp (vs, Z) (vesp. e MG p, (vs, Z)) is bounded by |vs]
(resp. |v¢]) times the third order derivative of W}, in the vertical direction. By (Q1) in

Hypothesis 2.5, we have (up to certain universal or dimensional constants)
V2R < [pVPQ| + [V2Q| < co[pV?Q| + co|VQ| < cq| VAR

Then we have

‘eWGFO(vs,Z)‘ < CQ|V2WhHUSHZ‘, |ep°(h)GF0(vt,Z)‘ < CQ|V2WhHUtHZ|- (7.52)

Since |V2Wh| > |ep0(h)VQ‘ and ‘V2W,’L‘ < ¢p(H), there exists Ko(H) such that outside
Ky(H), 1< |V2W),| < 2|V2W},|. Then the lemma follows from (7.50)—(7.52). O

Now we can prove Lemma 7.13. By the definition of H4 and (3.20) we have

DY Vo VIV,

-V VWA + 0BV g5 VWi + HY (u, dau, VIV,) (7.53)

DLOVW,
- vv%vmvﬁfﬁ + 0BV i, VWh + Vv, VWi + Hy' (u, dau, VIVy).

The summands of (7.53) can be estimated as follows.
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(I) We have

<V VWhVWh’VN>

Vo au
= (Vvy VWi, V5, VWh)
[EA(V)|” + | Ea (Vi) | + (Br(Vi), Bs(mr (V) + (Ba(Viv), Ea(rr (V) (7.54)

> 2B ()~ | B (V) — 1 EaGrr V)]

> S|Vl = (eren(1+ V)

To derive the last inequality we used Lemma 7.11.
(IT) The terms in (7.53) containing the cut-off function 5 can be controlled as follows.

)

<5’8VV’V\V/;LVW/“VN> 2 - CP‘VWhHVN‘ Z —CP‘VNHdAu
<V66VW,;Vvaha Vi) = <VVNVWh, (0B)VW})

> —cp|Ei(Viv)| - cp| Ea(Vi)| (7.55)
> —2cp| E[|Viv|
> — BV’ = den).

Here the first estimate follows from the uniform bound on V2W;L and the second estimate
follows from Lemma 7.10 and 7.11.
(III) By Lemma 7.14, we have

<ﬁ%l (u, dau, VWh) s VN>

> — 0336,)@2( dau| + |dh”|)|E‘HVWhHVN‘ (7.56)
> S BRIV - (el 2V (danf + |an').

Then by (7.53)—(7.56) and redefining cg)Q > ( properly, we have
N 1, ~
(D3 (Vi VWa). Viv) = 15 | EI* Vo[ = e[V () (1 + |dau|* + [dn” ).

So Lemma 7.13 is proved.

8. PROOF OF THE COMPACTNESS THEOREM

8.1. The uniform C%bound. In this subsection, we show that the “bubbling at infin-
ity” won’t happen and solutions to the gauged Witten equation are uniformly bounded
everywhere. The argument is based on a maximal principle near the point where the
bubbling may happen a priori. Similar estimates appear [CGS00, Page 859], [CGMS02,
556] and [FJRO08, Page 780].

Let = Jy, : X — R be the G-invariant function in Lemma 2.4.

Lemma 8.1. Let H be the Hessian of F. Then we have

73



Moreover, as a quadratic form on T X, we have
0<H<I1 (8.2)

Proof. Since J is integrable, for any tangent vector V', we have

H(IV,JV) = JV(IVF) = (VyyJV)F = JVw(Xe, JV) — w(Xe, JV 5y V)
= JV(Xe, V) — (Xe, Vo V) = (V. Xe, V).

Replacing JV by V, we have
HV, V) = <VJ(_JV)DC£, —JV> = (VyXg, —=JV) = (Vv Xe, V).

The last equality is true because X; is Killing. Therefore (8.1) holds. On the other hand,
(8.2) follows from (X4) of Hypothesis 2.1 and the definition of . O

Since F is G-invariant, it lifts to a function F: Y — R. We have

Proposition 8.2. For each E > 0, there exist ¢(E) > 0 such that for any solution (A, u)
to the perturbed gauged Witten equation with E(A,u) < E, we have
o 2
AT ) > o |u(w)|* - e(B).
co
Here o : X% — Ry is the ratio of the smooth metric over the cylindrical metric of ¥* and
co > 0 is the constant in Lemma 2.J.

Proof. Near any ¢ € ¥*, we use the local model of the perturbed gauged Witten equation
so (A,u) gives a solution (u,h) : By — X x g X g to a local model parametrized by
(B,0,9). Moreover, there exists H = H(F) such that HhHLOO(B o < H(E).

Over B,+(q), the cylindrical area form can be expressed as ;dsdt where 7 : B+ — R,
which is uniformly bounded from above and uniformly bounded away from zero. Then
by the equation, we have

TAF (u) = 08<V3", vs> + 8t<VfF, vt>
= 0(VTF, —Jvy — 2VWa(u)) + 9 (VTF, Jus + 2JVW 4 (u))

~ ~ 8.3
= —20,(VF, VWa(w)) + 20,(VF, JVW 4 (u)) 59
+ 83<V9‘~, —J’Ut> + 6t<VF, JUS>.
Now by Lemma 8.1 and (3.11) we have
83<V9’~, —J’Ut> + 8t<V3", JUS>
= H(vs, —Jvt) + H(ve, Jvg) + (VF, —=JDa svr + JD g yvs) 54)

= 2&((8Au,8Au) — QJ‘C(JEAU, JgAu) + <V9‘~, —JDCFA>
= 2H(0au, Dau) — 2H(dau, Dau) + o(VTF, JX ).

In the second identity we used (3.11) and in the third equality we used the vortex equation
Fy+ op*(u)dsdt = 0.
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On the other hand, denote W;Lb = dW', - VF where d denotes the differential in the
vertical direction. Then

05(VF, —2VWa) + 9 (VTF, +2JVW,4)

= —4Re

= —4Re

= —4Re

= —4Re

Then (8.3)—(8.5) imply that

TAF (u) = 2H(dau,

- a —~
55 (VT VWA ()]
) o ,
55 WAl + = (BW,()]
T o op (8.5)
dWy4 - Oqu + ﬁdWAb -0Au + 0 A,b(u)}
(AW - Dau+ BA(Wy, — W) - Dau + %W’A,b(w]
_ — 0
= 4[]~ 4Re (W, ~ W) B+ 20W ()]
8Au) — Z}C(EAU,EAU) + 0’<Vf‘f, un*> + 4|5Au‘2
— 0

— 4Re [M(qub — W) - dau+ a—g fq,b(u)]

Dau) — 2H(Dau, Dau) + o (VF, TN, ) + 2|9 au|” (8.6)

> 29{(8Au,

9B iy

— 2B [ AWy (u) — AWy (w)]* — 4Re| oW ()]

> = 2|B2dWy () — AWy ()| + 0 (VF, TX,0 ) — lee[8

0z
0
5WA,1)(U)} .

z

Here the second inequality follows from (8.2). Moreover, by Lemma 7.10 and (P3) of
Hypothesis 2.8 there exists ¢(F) > 0 depending on E such that

AWy () — AWy p(u)[* < (),

Wy ou)] < e(B)/1+ |u(u)]

Then with the symbol ¢(F) abusively used, we have

TA T (u)

> o(VF, JXe) — c(B)|B* — e(B)|dB[4/1+ [n(u)]
%!u(u)f — e(B)|B? - e(E)|dB||u(u)]

c(B)dB*
— (Bl - S

Y

v

o 2
Z—CO‘M(U)‘

> 2| u(w)|? - o(B).
0

Here the last inequality follows from the fact that df is controlled by o. O

Now we can prove the uniform bound on the section.

Theorem 8.3. For every E > 0, there exists K(E) > 0 such that for every solution
(A,u) to the perturbed gauged Witten equation with E(A,u) < E, we have

|F(u < K(E).

)HLC’O(E*)

Proof. For any bounded solution (A,u) to the perturbed gauged Witten equation over

é, the function F(u) extends continuously to 3, thanks to Theorem 4.2. Moreover, the
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value of F(u) at every broad punctures is uniformly bounded because the limit at each
broad puncture z; lies in a uniformly bounded subset of )A(:y -

Suppose the statement is not true, then there exists a sequence (A(i),u(i)) of solutions
to the perturbed gauged Witten equation over C with E (A(i),u(i)) < E such that

le)rglo ||9’(u(i))||Lw(E) = +00. (8.8)

By Corollary 7.2, there is a subsequene of the sequence (A®, () (still indexed by i),
and sequences of points {2g)}1§ﬁ§m contained in ¥* which satisfy (3) of Corollary 7.2.
In particular, for each 8 and each small r > 0, the restriction of F(u®) to dB,(z) is
uniformly bounded. Then, apply the mean value estimate to F(u(") restricted to B,(z;),
with the first differential inequality in Proposition 8.2, we see that

DYRG i, CE
O < e, T+
r ZB

This contradicts with the divergence of ff’(u(i)(zg))). Therefore, m = 0; by Corollary
7.2, it means on any compact subset of the complement of narrow punctures, F(u(®) is
uniformly bounded.

On the other hand, for any bounded solution (A, ), any r > 0 sufficiently small and
any narrow puncture z;, we define

Kj(Au) = sup F(u).
0Br(z;)

Here Er(zj) is the radius r disk around z; with respect to the smooth metric. We also
take

K/zsup{’f(:n) |z € X, ()] SCO}

where ¢q is the one in (2.4). Since p is proper, K'(E) is finite. We claim that for each
narrow puncture zj,
sup F(u) < max {K;(A,u),K'}. (8.9)
Br(z5)
Then it leads to a contradiction with (8.8).
Indeed, take w € B,(z;) with F(u(w)) = supp,
w # zj, then near w we have

y F(u) > max{K;(A,u), K'}. If

2j

AT () > o (VF(u), JXye () > %u pw))? = @) > 0. (8.10)

So F(u) is subharmonic near w and hence F(u) is constant on B,(z;). It contradicts
with the definition of K;(A,w). On the other hand, if w = z;, choose 7 € (0,r) such
that infp .y F (u) > K'. Let A be the Laplacian with respect to the smooth metric on

B, (%;). Then for any x € (0,7), by the divergence formula, we have

~ 0 0
AW = / Dy - / o L. (8.11)
/Br(zj)\BK(zj) 0B, (z;) Op 0B, (z;) OP

Here p is the radial coordinate on Er (zj). By the exponential convergence of u near each
puncture (Theorem 4.3), there is an @ > 0 such that |9,F(u)| < p®~!. Therefore let
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go to zero in (8.11), we see

0 ~ 1 2 9
9 Fu) = ﬁ A?(u)2/~ VT, T, 2—/y pw)? = @) > 0.
/aBAzJ) p B (2) Br<zj»>< )25 By () (jul” = 0)

Then since F(u) attains maximum at z;, F(u) is a constant on B,(z;). This constant is
bigger than K (A, u), which is a contradiction. Therefore (8.9) holds. O

8.2. Proof of Theorem 6.5.

Proposition 8.4. For every E > 0, with abuse of notation, there exists K(E) > 0
such that for every solution (A,u) to the perturbed gauged Witten equation (2.21) with
E(A,u) < E, we have

HdA“HLoo(z*) < K(E).

Proof. The uniform bound on the section w implies that the inhomogeneous term of the
Witten equation is uniformly bounded. Then it is a standard argument to extract a
subsequence from any sequence of solutions with energy uniform bound, such that the
subsequence bubbles off a non-constant holomorphic sphere. However, since the target
space X is symplectically aspherical, this is impossible. O

Now we can prove Theorem 6.5. Suppose (A(i),u(i)) is a sequence of smooth solutions
to the perturbed gauged Witten equation over € with

supE(A(i),u(i)) =F < 0.

As we did in the proof of Proposition 2.16, there is a sequence of (smooth) gauge trans-
formations ¢ ¢ G such that (g(’))*A(i) is in Coulomb gauge, relative to some reference
connection Ag. We replace A®) by (g(i))*A(i). On the other hand, by Theorem 8.3,
there is a G-invariant compact subset K C X such that the images of u(¥ are contained
in Pxa K. So by the equation *F4, + p*(u;) = 0, the curvature form has uniformly
bounded L>®-norm. Therefore elliptic estimate shows that A®) converges to some A € 4
in weak W1P-topology. In particular, the monodromy and residue of A at each zj is the
same as that of each A). The weak convergence implies that A is also in Coulomb gauge
relative to Ag.

Therefore, by the continuous dependence of WA on A € A4, for any compact sub-
set Y. C ¥* and any G-invariant compact subset K lim; 0 w AG) = W A uniformly on
(Pls.) XGK . By the basic compactness about inhomogeneous Cauchy-Riemann equation
with Proposition 8.4, there is a subsequence (still indexed by ¢) and a section u € Fllt;‘z (Y)
such that u; converges to u in Wlf)f—topology. Moreover, the pair (A4, u) satisfies the per-
turbed gauged Witten equation on ¥X*. By Proposition 2.16 and its proof, the Coulomb
gauge condition on A implies that (A, ) is smooth. Bootstrapping shows that the con-
vergence of (AW, u®) to (A,u) is uniform on any compact subset of ¥*, together with
all derivatives.

Now near each puncture z;, we consider the corresponding cylindrical models on a
cylindrical end. By Theorem 4.2, for each z;, there exists «; € )Z'yj, such that

lim et

Z—)ZJ (z) - K]‘
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It is possible that a sequence of solutions degenerate to a stable solution with a sequence
of solitons “attached” at the broad punctures. The situation is almost the same as the
situation in Floer theory where a sequence of connecting orbits degenerate to a stable
connecting orbits in the limit.

For each broad puncture z;, identify U; ~ ©,, we express (A(i),u(i)) as a solution
u® = (u®, ) to a cylindrical model where the connection form is ¢ ds + 1 dt. We
also write A = d+ ¢ds +1dt. Since AW converges to A uniformly on any compact subset
of %, ((b(i),l/}(i)) converges to (¢, 1) uniformly on any compact subset. We define

+0o0o +0o0o
FO(s,t) = oD (v, t)dv, f(s,t) = o(v, t)dv. (8.12)
S S
By the symplectic vortex equation we see that f), f € W(? P(©,) for some § > 0. Denote
g(i) = exp [, g = exp f. Therefore we can extend g(i) and ¢ to gauge transformations
in G so that g(i) converges to ¢ uniformly on any compact subset of 3*. Therefore, we
can absorb g(i) into ¢, and without loss of generality, we may assume that () is in
temporal gauge.
Now if there is a subsequence (still indexed by i) and Sy > 0 such that

sup e(u(i)) < €9,
[So,+00) xSt

where €3 = €3(K, ) is the one in Theorem 4.3. Then by Theorem 4.3 we see that
. . (). _
i, i E(7:0.(5) =0
Therefore in this situation, Theorem 6.5 holds.
On the other hand, suppose there is a sequence (s(i),t(i)) € O such that
lim s® — 400, e(u(i)) (S(i),t(i)) > €9. (8.13)
71— 00
Then we can extract a subsequence (still indexed by ) such that the sequence
(u® (s + s, 1), b (s + 5, 1))

converges uniformly on compact subsets of © with all derivatives to (u,0), where u : © —
Xy, is a soliton with nonzero energy. Indeed, (u(i), h(i)) satisfies the equation
(@)

dgul + J(@tu(i) + Xy (u(i))) + VW, !

wra, (1) =0, AROY + op* () = 0.

Here 6§-i) =0; 46) € (0,1]. Since all derivatives of 1@ are uniformly bounded, the second
equation implies that a subsequence of h(¥)(s + s t) (still indexed by 4) converges
uniformly on any compact subset of © to 0, together all derivatives. Then w(i)(s + s, t)
converges uniformly on any compact subset of © to the constant A together will all

)

derivatives. Moreover, 5](-i converges to d; := d; 4. Therefore the standard argument
shows that u(?) converges uniformly with all derivatives to a (\;, d;)-soliton. (8.13) implies
that this soliton must be nontrivial.
More generally, using the same trick as in [MTO09, Section 8.5], we define an eo-
bubbling list to be a sequence of lists {zgi), e ,z((xi )}, satisfying
° zl(i) = (sl(i),tl(i)) € U; ~ O_ and lim; sl(i) — +00;
o for I # lo, d(zl(f),z(i)) — 4-00;

lo
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e for each [ we have lim infe(u(i)) (zl(i)) > €.
71— 00

We call a > 1 the length of an e;-bubbling list. Then if we have an e-bubbling list, we
can extract a subsequence (still indexed by i) for which locally near zl(l) the sequence
converges to a nontrivial soliton. It is easy to see, because there are only finitely many

critical points of W, , the length of any e-bubbling list is uniformly bounded from

above. So we take an eo-bubbling list {zy), . ,z@} of maximal length «;. By taking a

subsequence, we may assume that

Iz,

(%)

h<lp = Sy, < S(Z)

lo ”
Then we define
(i (5,8), B\ (5,8)) = (uD (s + 517, 8), kD (s + 517 1)), 1 =1,..., .

By choosing a further subsequence, we may assume that each ul(i) converges to a nontrivial
soliton u; : © — Xy,. Denote w; = (u1,...,uqs;). Then for any sequence of points
20 = (s(i),t(i)), we have

lim min d(z(i), zl(i)) = o0 = lim Supe(u(i), h(i)) (z(i)) < €.

i—oo | i—00
Otherwise it will contradicts with the fact that the ex-bubbling list is of maximal length.
Then it is easy to see that by Theorem 4.3, (u;)+ = (uj41)— for i =1,...,a; — 1 and
evi(A,u) = (u1)-.

Therefore, the collection (A, u, {u;} 2 bmad) forms a stable solution to the perturbed

gauged Witten equation over e. Moreover, the subsequence constructed above and
(A, u, {u;} 2 bmad) satisfy Definition 6.4. Hence the proof of Theorem 6.5 is complete.

APPENDIX A. EPSILON-REGULARITY, ETC.

A.1. Epsilon-regularity for Cauchy-Riemann equations. The Witten equation is
an inhomogeneous Cauchy-Riemann equation. In this appendix we recall some basic
estimates about Cauchy-Riemann equations.

We first recall the e-regularity result of [IS00] in the case of J-holomorphic curves with
a continuous J. Let Y be a manifold of dimension 2N and Y’ C Y be a subset. Let hg
be a smooth Riemannian metric on Y which we used as a reference to define the norms
on function spaces on Y. For any € Y and § > 0, we use Bs(z) to denote the open
geodesic ball centered at x with radius 6.

Definition A.1. ([IS00, Definition 1.1]) A continuous almost complex structure J on Y’
is said to be uniformly continuous on Y’ (with respect to hg), if the following is true.
1) [l oo (yry < 005 2) For any e > 0, there is a number § > 0 such that for any =z € Y,
there exists a C''-diffeomorphism ¢ : B(x,d) — B(0,6) € CV such that

HJ - ¢ StHC’O(Bg(x))ﬂY’) + Hho o ¢*h8tHCO(35(x)myf <6 (A1)
where Jy; is the standard complex structure and hg is the standard metric on CV.
For each € > 0, the largest § for which (A.1) is true is called the modulus of uniform

continuity, and is denoted by a function pu(e).
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Lemma A.2. [IS00, Lemma 1.1] Let J* be a continuous almost complex structure on'Y
which is uniformly continuous on A C Y. For every p € (2,+00), there exist constants
€1 =€1(lys, A hg) >0, €, >0, C, = C(p, =, A, hy) < oo with the following property.

For any continuous almost complex structure J on'Y with ||J — J*|[ oo 4y < €p and for
any J-holomorphic map u € C° N L3(B1,Y) such that u(By) C A and ldullp2p,) < €1,
we have

HduHLP(B%) < Cyp||dul| 12 (p,)- (A.2)

By Sobolev embedding L} — CO’%_l, (A.2) implies (using the same constant C))
diam(u(B%)) < CpHduHLQ(Bl). (A.3)
A consequence of Lemma A.2 is the following.

Lemma A.3. Let (X, hg) be a Riemannian manifold of dimension 2n and J be a continu-
ous almost complex structure on X which is uniformly continuous on the whole (noncom-
pact) manifold X with respect to hg. Then there exists € = e€a(py, X, ho) > 0 satisfying
the following condition.

Suppose p € (0,1], v € C’O(Bp x X, TX) and u : B, — X satisfies the inhomogeneous
equation

ou
7 + v(u) = 0. (A.4)
If
HduHLZ(Bp) < €, pHV(u)HLOO(Bp) < €p€2,
then

diam (u(Bg)) < CP(HduHLQ(BP) + 'OHV(U)HLOO(BP))'

Proof. Denote Y = C x X. Let ,70 = (Jo, Jst) be the product almost complex structure

on Y. Then Jy is uniformly continuous on Y with respect to the product metric hy =
(ho, hst). We take

1
14w

Indeed, denote £ = [|v/(u)|| o0 (p,), We define

€ = el(u%,CxX,%).

v: B — B?XX V: B x X — TX
pr " ' - € €

woo— (—w,u(pw)), (w,x) —V(—w,:n).
€ kK K

Then define an almost complex structure ,7,7 on Ber x X by
€p

'717(687X) = (atvj(]X +§)7 :]vﬁ(aan) = (_887J0X - JO;)

Then (A.4) implies that uw is holomorphic with respect to j,; On the other hand, we
have

175 = Jo

< €,

~ Pk
HLOO(E(Bl)) ‘dUHLQ(Bl) = HduHLZ(BP) + \/Eg < €.
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Then Lemma A.2 and (A.3) imply that

HdUHLP(B%) = CP(HduHB(BP) + pHV(u)HLOO(BP))'
diam(u(Bg)) = diam (v(B %)) <C <HduHL2 )+pHu(u)HLoo(Bp)).

The rescaling relation of LP-norms implies that

2_
lulliagig) < Corr™ (Idul e, + ol )
O

A.2. Mean value estimates. We quote several important mean value estimates for
differential inequalities of the Laplace operator on the plane. Let B, be the radius r open
disk in C centered at the origin, with the standard coordinates (s,t). Let A = 92 + 97,

Lemma A.4. ([Sal97, Page 156]) Suppose f : B, — R with f(z) > 0 be a smooth
function, satisfying

Af>—-A-Bf?
where A >0, B> 0. Then

/f_16—32>f _Wz/ f+ A

A.3. Hofer’s lemma. In proving compactness we used the following lemma, which is
due to Hofer.

Lemma A.5. [MS04, Lemma 4.6.4] Let (X, d) be a metric space, f: X — R be a non-
negative continuous function. Suppose x € X, 6 > 0 and the closed ball Bas(x) C X is
complete. Then there exists £ € X, € € (0,0] such that

d(z, &) < 26, Sll(p) <2f(8), ef(§) = df(x).

€

APPENDIX B. EQUIVARIANT TOPOLOGY

Suppose G is a compact Lie group, N is a G-manifold and P — M is a principal
G-bundle over a closed oriented manifold M, then any continuous section s of the asso-
ciated bundle P x i N defines a cycle in the Borel construction N¢, which represents an
equivariant homology class

s:[M] € HG i (N3 Z).

In this current paper, we would like to define such an equivariant fundamental class
for any solution (A,u) to the perturbed gauged Witten equation by using the section
u. However, since the monodromy of the r-spin structure at the punctures could be
nontrivial, the image of the section w is an equivariant cycle in X only in the orbifold
sense. So the contribution from the cylindrical ends U; should be weighted by a rational
weight, and the fundamental class of a solution (A, u) should be a class

[Au] € HY ()N(, Z[r_l]).

We will carry this out explicitly in this subsection.

81



We first recall a general way of defining a rational fundamental class of an orbifold
section of an associated bundle over an orbicurve. We assume that the reader is familiar
with the notion of orbicurves (orbifold Riemann surfaces) and orbifold bundles over an
orbicurve, so we will be sketchy when referring to such structures.

We assume that we have a compact Riemann surface 3 with several distinct punctures
21,..., 2. An orbifold chart near z; with local group I'; ~ Z, is a holomorphic map

m D — X

which maps 0 to z; and can be expressed as ¢ + ¢’/ in local coordinates. A collection
of orbifold charts {r; }é‘?:l define an orbicurve structure. An equivalence relation can be
defined among orbifold charts, and an equivalence class is called an orbicurve C.

Now suppose for each j, we have an injective homomorphism x; : Z,, — G. An
orbifold G-bundle over € is a usual G-bundle over ¥* := ¥\ {z1,..., 2}, together with
a collection of “bundle charts”

(T, m5) « (D* x G,D*) = (Pls+,X7%), j=1,... .k,

where 7; : D* — ¥* extends to an orbifold chart near p; and 7; covers m;; moreover, 7;
is invariant under the I'j-action on the left by v - (¢, k) = (v(, x;(v)k). An equivalence
class of orbifold bundle charts defines an orbifold G-bundle P — €. As a topological
space, P is

k
P=rPu((JDxG)/~

with the equivalence relation generated by p ~ (¢, k) if 7;(¢, k) = p.

Now if N is a G-manifold, we can have an “orbifold associated bundle” Y := P xg N,
which contains the usual associated bundle Y* := P* xo N as a proper subset. Each
bundle chart 7; induces a chart %;V :D*x N = Y™ by

%j\/'(c-,x) = [%J(Cv 1)71'] ’

which is invariant under the I'j-action y((,z) = (y¢,vx).
Suppose we have a continuous section u : X* — Y™, identified with an equivariant map
U : P* — N. Then the composition

Uomj:D*xG—= N

is again a G-equivariant map and invariant under the I'j-action. It can be viewed as a
continuous section over the chart D* x N. If it extends continuous to the origin 0 € D,
for all j, then we have an orbifold section of Y — C.

Now we can define the rational fundamental class of a continuous orbifold section of
Y. First, we construct a CW complex out of the orbicurve. The complement ¥\ U is a
surface with boundary, hence we can regard it as a CW complex in such a way that oU
is a subset of the 1-skeleton of ¥\ U. Then we take k copies of 2-cells ID; and attach it
to OU by the r;-to-1 map (; — (;j. This CW complex is denoted by |C|. Then, it is easy
to see that the singular chain

€] = [\0]+ 3~ py
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defines a rational homology class in Ha(|€|; Z[r™]), if 7 is divisible by all r;.

Moreover, the orbibundle charts defines a continuous G-bundle |P| — |C| (in the
usual sense); the orbifold section s defines a continuous section |s| : |P| — N. Hence
we obtained a continuous map (up to homotopy) |€] — Ng. The pushforward of the
rational class [C] is then a class

s:[€] € Hy(Ng; Z[r™Y)) = HS (N; Z[r™Y]).
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